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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES—Saturday, August 4, 2007 
The House met at 9 a.m. 
The Chaplain, the Reverend Daniel P. 

Coughlin, offered the following prayer: 
May the Lord bless the Members of 

Congress as they finalize work in this 
Chamber, return to their districts, and 
attend to family members and respon-
sibilities. 

Grant them, and all vacationing 
Americans, safe travel, health and 
summer delights. May peace reign in 
their hearts and in their homes, and 
may true friends be there to welcome 
them. 

May these days of recess be a time of 
renewal and reflection, so that they re-
turn to Congress with new energy, cre-
ativity, and a spirit of civility that will 
bring forth their best instincts for in-
telligent discourse and human ex-
change that will model behavior for the 
Republic and show the world the shape 
democracy takes when you have gov-
ernment of the people, for the people, 
and by the people. 

Because of its unique position in 
human history today, God bless Amer-
ica now and forever. 

Amen. 
f 

THE JOURNAL 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 

SCHIFF). The Chair has examined the 
Journal of the last day’s proceedings 
and announces to the House his ap-
proval thereof. 

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved. 

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak-
er, pursuant to clause 1, rule I, I de-
mand a vote on agreeing to the Speak-
er’s approval of the Journal. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the Speaker’s approval 
of the Journal. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak-
er, I object to the vote on the ground 
that a quorum is not present and make 
the point of order that a quorum is not 
present. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8, rule XX, further pro-

ceedings on this question will be post-
poned. 

f 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the 

gentleman from Maryland (Mr. SAR-
BANES) come forward and lead the 
House in the Pledge of Allegiance. 

Mr. SARBANES led the Pledge of Al-
legiance as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair will entertain up to five requests 
for 1-minute speeches on each side of 
the aisle. 

f 

HUMMER FOR HYBRID 
(Mr. BLUMENAUER asked and was 

given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute.) 

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Speaker, for 
years I’ve been fighting to eliminate a 
perverse provision in the tax code that 
actually provided an incentive, a tax 
break for purchasing the largest, most 
expensive gas guzzlers, luxury cars 
weighing over 6,000 pounds. This per-
verse incentive, hence, the nickname, 
the ‘‘Hummer Loophole,’’ has resisted 
action for change and has retained its 
position. 

This year, we have, in fact, taken ac-
tion, not just to close the Hummer 
Loophole, but to extend benefits to 
lighter, more fuel-efficient cars and 
vans for business, while we use some of 
the savings to create a tax benefit for 
plug-in hybrids. 

Trading Hummers for hybrids. An-
other important reason to vote for the 
renewable energy and conservation tax 
package coming forward today to help 
us meet the most serious environ-
mental, economic and national secu-
rity challenges, help us fight global 
warming, and promote energy effi-
ciency. 

CONGRATULATING REPUBLICANS 
FOR ACTING TO PROTECT AMER-
ICANS 
(Mr. PEARCE asked and was given 

permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. PEARCE. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to congratulate congressional 
Republicans for acting to protect 
Americans. 

Last week we passed, and yesterday 
the President signed, legislation pro-
tecting Americans who in good faith 
report suspicious terrorist activities. 
Conservatives successfully fought the 
liberal leadership of this House to pass 
the John Doe protection legislation. 

On August 1, after the House and 
Senate acted, the lawyer for the six 
Muslim clerics who were removed from 
a U.S. Airways flight last November 
amended their lawsuit to remove John 
Doe passengers from the lawsuit. What 
does that mean, Mr. Speaker? That 
means that the responsible Americans 
who report suspicious behavior and 
who will report suspicious behavior in 
the future no longer have the threat of 
a lawsuit hanging over their head. 

This legislation is already making 
Americans safer. It means that we can 
tell Americans that if they see some-
thing, they should report it. Our 
Founding Fathers envisioned it thus. 
The price of liberty is eternal vigi-
lance. Americans should know that Re-
publicans in Congress are standing be-
hind the vigilant citizens and saying, 
‘‘I am John Doe.’’ 

f 

DEMOCRATIC ACCOMPLISHMENTS 
(Mrs. JONES of Ohio asked and was 

given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
her remarks.) 

Mrs. JONES of Ohio. Good Saturday 
morning. Here we are in the House, and 
I’m proud to be part of that great Dem-
ocrat majority in the House of Rep-
resentatives, and already this year we 
have passed major bipartisan legisla-
tion and won real victories on behalf of 
the American people. 

For example, just last week, many 
American families received their first 
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pay raise in a decade when the min-
imum wage increase passed earlier this 
year. Our Democratic majority also 
passed strong legislation last week to 
implement the 9/11 Commission’s rec-
ommendations and make sure that 
America is protected from the threat of 
terrorism. 

And this week, the House sent a 
sweeping lobby and ethics reform 
measure to the President. This land-
mark legislation provides the toughest 
ethics reform in a generation. It will go 
a long way towards returning this 
House to its rightful owners, the Amer-
ican people, not special interests. 

Mr. Speaker, Democrats have worked 
very hard to make real progress on 
issues that are important to American 
families, and we’re proud to be the 
Democratic majority. 

f 

RESTORE ORDER AND PROTECT 
TAXPAYERS 

(Mr. WILSON of South Carolina 
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr. 
Speaker, two nights ago, I joined over 
160 Republicans in protesting an unfair 
power play by the majority. Democrats 
chose to overturn a vote that would 
have stopped American taxpayer dol-
lars from being given to illegal aliens. 

Republicans tried to amend a funding 
bill so illegal aliens did not receive 
Federal money under the legislation. 
Democrats had already extended tax-
payer health insurance to illegal 
aliens. Republicans want to put a stop 
to this practice which will limit serv-
ices to American citizens and benefit 
illegals who break our laws. 

I have had the honor of legislative 
service for 23 years in the State Senate 
and Congress, and I have never seen 
such an abuse of parliamentary rules. 
Republicans support strong border se-
curity and not new benefits for people 
who break the law. 

In conclusion, God bless our troops, 
and we will never forget September the 
11th. 

f 

LET THE PEOPLE’S VOICE BE 
HEARD IN THE PEOPLE’S HOUSE 

(Mr. SARBANES asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. SARBANES. Mr. Speaker, let the 
people’s voice be heard in the people’s 
House. That voice comes to us every 
day in letters and e-mails and phone 
calls from Americans all over this 
country. 

In their stories, millions of Ameri-
cans are telling us, millions of families 
with children are telling us that 
they’re struggling to make ends meet 
every day. And that is why it is incom-
prehensible that in the richest Nation 

on Earth, in the year 2007, this Presi-
dent would even threaten to veto the 
Children’s Health Insurance Program, 
which guarantees health care coverage 
for America’s children. 

Mr. Speaker, it only takes 1 minute 
to convey the hopes and dreams of the 
American people. They don’t want the 
moon. They don’t want the stars. They 
want a decent life, a healthy life, a life 
with dignity, and a future for their 
children. We’re trying to make that 
happen here. We ask the President to 
do the same. 

f 

HONORING SERGEANT JACOB 
SCHMUECKER 

(Mr. FORTENBERRY asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute.) 

Mr. FORTENBERRY. Mr. Speaker, 
on July 21, Sergeant Jacob 
Schmuecker was killed in Balad, Iraq, 
when a roadside bomb detonated near 
his vehicle. Jacob leaves behind his 
wife and their children, 4-year-old Dil-
lon, 3-year-old Kierstan, and 19-month- 
old Bryce, along with his parents, Rod-
ney and Patricia, four brothers and 
three sisters. 

Sergeant Jacob Schmuecker grew up 
in the Nebraska towns of Atkinson and 
Norfolk. He attended West Holt High 
School and Northeast Community Col-
lege. He felt a calling to serve, and at 
the age of 21 enlisted in the Nebraska 
National Guard. 

In September of 2006, Jacob’s unit de-
ployed to Iraq. Jacob, the recipient of 
numerous decorations for outstanding 
service, was second in command. 

In speaking with Jacob’s mother, 
Patty, last week, she told me that in 
Jacob’s last e-mail he prayed, if some-
thing had to happen, that it would hap-
pen to him and not one of his fellow 
soldiers. Perhaps God answered Jacob’s 
prayer. In the infinite mystery of life 
and death, what is clear is a life wor-
thily lived is marked by selflessness 
and sacrifice. 

Sergeant Jacob Schmuecker gave the 
ultimate sacrifice out of duty and love 
of country, and America is forever in-
debted to him. 

f 

DEMOCRATIC ACCOMPLISHMENTS 
(Mr. HARE asked and was given per-

mission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. HARE. Mr. Speaker, the record 
of the Democratic Congress dem-
onstrates that we are delivering posi-
tive change for the American people. 

We began this week by enacting the 
toughest ethics reform in a generation. 
Lobbyists can no longer lavish Con-
gress with gifts, pay for private jets or 
treat Members to fancy meals. 
Through honest leadership, we con-
tinue to move forward to address the 
real challenges facing America. 

On Wednesday, we voted on the 
CHAMP Act, which strengthens the 

Child Health Insurance Program so 
that we can reach an additional 5 mil-
lion children who are already eligible 
for that program. The CHAMP Act de-
livers real progress on health care, and 
its passage is vitally important. 

Democrats also understand that a 
forward-looking progressive energy 
policy is essential to this country’s fu-
ture. To that end, we will vote today 
on an energy bill that moves us to-
wards energy independence and fights 
global warming. 

Mr. Speaker, during this week alone, 
the Democratic House will deliver on 
ethics reform, health care, and energy. 
We’re moving forward on real solutions 
that will help the American people in 
their everyday lives. 

f 

DEMOCRATS’ PATTERN OF ACTION 

(Mrs. BLACKBURN asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
her remarks.) 

Mrs. BLACKBURN. Mr. Speaker, you 
know, to the Americans who are 
watching what is taking place on this 
floor over the past couple of days, it 
probably seems like a story nightmare, 
what is up is down, what is down is up; 
215 is assumed to be less than 213. 
There you go. And I do think that 
Thursday night’s vote is still going to 
continue to be one of those actions of 
disgrace when we talk about the his-
tory of this House. 

But, Mr. Speaker, it is a pattern of 
action that we see. They are for tax in-
creases. They voted for the single larg-
est tax increase in history, they did 
that on March 29th, for personal ear-
marks, and then admitting that 
they’re putting earmarks in legislation 
to buy votes. That is taking place. Oh, 
and hiding those earmarks in slush 
funds. We forgot about that one. 

Record spending. Never in the his-
tory of the world has a legislative body 
spent as much money as this body is 
spending under Democrat control. $193 
billion in cuts to Medicare, inflicting 
that on our senior citizens, and yes, 
fixing that vote to give illegal immi-
grants benefits, shelter, food, pay-
checks, putting them before the Amer-
ican people. 

We will continue to fight for freedom 
and stand for security. 

f 

b 0915 

INTRANSIGENCE CAUSES 
TRAGEDY 

(Mr. DEFAZIO asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. DEFAZIO. Mr. Speaker, listeners 
should know that, unfortunately, 
truthfulness is not required on the 
floor of the House of Representatives 
under the rules. 
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It is not truthful that somehow we 

are extending benefits to illegal aliens. 
That is against the law of the United 
States. It is statute. 

It is not truthful that we have en-
acted the largest tax increase in his-
tory. That is the attitude that brought 
about the bridge collapse in Minnesota. 
President Bush told us we couldn’t 
have a penny more to invest in the in-
frastructure of this country, even 
though we knew the bridges were 
crumbling. The Democrats had a list of 
all the insufficient bridges in the coun-
try. But the President said, no, we 
can’t afford it. Not a penny more. 

Do you know what it would cost to 
catch up with our bridge problem over 
the next 20 years? We would have to in-
vest a lot of money, an incredible 
amount of money. Two weeks in Iraq 
every year is what it would take to fix 
the bridge problem in the United 
States of America. 

Mr. Speaker, the Republicans are 
stonewalling us on a reasonable plan to 
get out of Iraq, and they are 
stonewalling us on more money to fix 
our infrastructure problems. People are 
dying in Iraq, and they are dying in 
America because of their intran-
sigence. 

f 

ACTIONS SPEAK LOUDER THAN 
WORDS 

(Mr. WESTMORELAND asked and 
was given permission to address the 
House for 1 minute and to revise and 
extend his remarks.) 

Mr. WESTMORELAND. Mr. Speaker, 
my mama always told me that your ac-
tions speak louder than your words. I 
am sure many of your mothers have 
told you that your actions will speak 
louder than your words. 

Let me just read you some words. 
This comes from Speaker PELOSI. 
‘‘Bills should generally come to the 
floor under a procedure that allows 
open, full and fair debate consisting of 
a full amendment process that grants 
the minority the right to offer as alter-
natives including a substitute.’’ What? 
Whoa. 

‘‘We intend to have a Rules Com-
mittee that gives opposition voices and 
alternative proposals the ability to be 
heard and considered on the floor of 
the House.’’ The majority leader STENY 
HOYER. What? Whoa. 

‘‘I want us to work together,’’ Mrs. 
SLAUGHTER, Rules Committee chair-
woman. What? Whoa. 

‘‘Members should have at least 24 
hours to examine bill and conference 
report text prior to floor consider-
ation.’’ Speaker PELOSI. What? Whoa. 

‘‘Rules governing floor debate must 
be reported before 10 p.m. for a bill to 
be considered the following day.’’ 
Whut? Whoa. 

Mr. Speaker, we need to let our ac-
tions match our words. 

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION 
OF H.R. 3221, NEW DIRECTION 
FOR ENERGY INDEPENDENCE, 
NATIONAL SECURITY, AND CON-
SUMER PROTECTION ACT, AND 
FOR CONSIDERATION OF H.R. 
2776, RENEWABLE ENERGY AND 
ENERGY CONSERVATION TAX 
ACT OF 2007 
Mr. WELCH of Vermont. Mr. Speak-

er, by direction of the Committee on 
Rules, I call up House Resolution 615 
and ask for its immediate consider-
ation. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows: 

H. RES. 615 
Resolved, That at any time after the adop-

tion of this resolution the Speaker may, pur-
suant to clause 2(b) of rule XVIII, declare the 
House resolved into the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for 
consideration of the bill (H.R. 3221) moving 
the United States toward greater energy 
independence and security, developing inno-
vative new technologies, reducing carbon 
emissions, creating green jobs, protecting 
consumers, increasing clean renewable en-
ergy production, and modernizing our energy 
infrastructure. The first reading of the bill 
shall be dispensed with. All points of order 
against consideration of the bill are waived 
except those arising under clause 9 or 10 of 
rule XXI. General debate shall be confined to 
the bill and shall not exceed two hours, with 
15 minutes equally divided and controlled by 
the chairman and ranking minority member 
of each of the Committees on Energy and 
Commerce, Natural Resources, Science and 
Technology, Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture, Education and Labor, Foreign Affairs, 
Small Business, and Oversight and Govern-
ment Reform. The amendment printed in 
part A of the report of the Committee on 
Rules accompanying this resolution shall be 
considered as adopted in the House and in 
the Committee of the Whole. The bill, as 
amended, shall be considered as the original 
bill for the purpose of further amendment 
under the five-minute rule and shall be con-
sidered as read. All points of order against 
provisions in the bill, as amended, are 
waived. Notwithstanding clause 11 of rule 
XVIII, no further amendment to the bill, as 
amended, shall be in order except those 
printed in part B of the report of the Com-
mittee on Rules. Each such amendment may 
be offered only in the order printed in the re-
port, may be offered only by a Member des-
ignated in the report, shall be considered as 
read, shall be debatable for the time speci-
fied in the report equally divided and con-
trolled by the proponent and an opponent, 
shall not be subject to amendment, and shall 
not be subject to a demand for division of the 
question in the House or in the Committee of 
the Whole. All points of order against such 
amendments are waived except those arising 
under clause 9 or 10 of rule XXI. At the con-
clusion of consideration of the bill for 
amendment the Committee shall rise and re-
port the bill, as amended, to the House with 
such further amendments as may have been 
adopted. The previous question shall be con-
sidered as ordered on the bill and amend-
ments thereto to final passage without inter-
vening motion except one motion to recom-
mit with or without instructions. 

SEC. 2. Upon the adoption of this resolution 
it shall be in order to consider in the House 
the bill (H.R. 2776) to amend the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 to provide tax incen-

tives for the production of renewable energy 
and energy conservation. All points of order 
against consideration of the bill are waived 
except those arising under clause 9 or 10 of 
rule XXI. The amendment in the nature of a 
substitute recommended by the Committee 
on Ways and Means now printed in the bill 
shall be considered as adopted. The bill, as 
amended, shall be considered as read. All 
points of order against provisions of the bill, 
as amended, are waived. The previous ques-
tion shall be considered as ordered on the 
bill, as amended, to final passage without in-
tervening motion except: (1) one hour of de-
bate equally divided and controlled by the 
chairman and ranking minority member of 
the Committee on Ways and Means; and (2) 
one motion to recommit with or without in-
structions. 

SEC. 3. (a) In the engrossment of H.R. 3221, 
the Clerk shall— 

(1) add the text of H.R. 2776, as passed by 
the House, as new matter at the end of H.R. 
3221; 

(2) conform the title of H.R. 3221 to reflect 
the addition of the text of H.R. 2776 to the 
engrossment; 

(3) assign appropriate designations to pro-
visions within the engrossment; and 

(4) conform cross-references and provisions 
for short titles within the engrossment. 

(b) Upon the addition of the text of H.R. 
2776 to the engrossment of H.R. 3221, H.R. 
2776 shall be laid on the table. 

SEC. 4. During consideration in the House 
of H.R. 3221 or H.R. 2776 pursuant to this res-
olution, notwithstanding the operation of 
the previous question, the Chair may post-
pone further consideration of either bill to 
such time as may be designated by the 
Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Vermont is recognized for 
1 hour. 

Mr. WELCH of Vermont. For the pur-
pose of debate only, Mr. Speaker, I 
yield the customary 30 minutes to my 
friend, the gentleman from Florida 
(Mr. DIAZ-BALART). All time yielded 
during consideration of the rule is for 
debate only. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. WELCH of Vermont. Mr. Speak-

er, I ask unanimous consent that all 
Members have 5 legislative days within 
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and to insert extraneous mate-
rials into the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Vermont? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. WELCH of Vermont. Mr. Speak-

er, I yield myself such time as I may 
consume. 

Mr. Speaker, the House is in session 
on a Saturday, a rare event. And why 
we do that, of course, is to finish up the 
work that is the culmination of the ef-
forts of our committees that have then 
brought legislation to us to consider. 

In this past week, we passed impor-
tant legislation on employment dis-
crimination, fair pay, an Iraq planning 
bill, Agriculture appropriations, and, 
very important, critical, actually, a 
children’s health care bill. 

Today, we are here to continue the 
business at hand, and that is to turn a 
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new course for an energy future in this 
country that meets the needs and de-
mands of the 21st century for a pro- 
jobs, pro-growth, pro-high-tech ap-
proach to solving our environmental 
challenges and our energy security 
issues. 

H. Res. 615 provides a single rule for 
consideration of H.R. 3221, the New Di-
rection For Energy Independence, Na-
tional Security, and Consumer Protec-
tion Act and H.R. 2776, the Renewable 
Energy and Energy Conservation Tax 
Act of 2007. This will be a single rule. 
The rule provides a structured rule for 
H.R. 3221. It provides a closed rule as is 
customary in tax matters on H.R. 2776. 

Today’s legislation is about energy 
independence and creating a new econ-
omy around facing directly the energy 
and environmental challenges before 
this country. 

This year more than a dozen of our 
committees began the challenging task 
of drafting energy legislation that, in a 
wide array of jurisdictions, can chal-
lenge the growing energy crisis. I cer-
tainly commend all of the committee 
Chairs, all of the Members on both 
sides of the aisle, particularly the long- 
term efforts of men like Chairman DIN-
GELL, Chairman RANGEL, Chairman 
WAXMAN and others who have pre-
sented to us for the consideration of 
the whole body this comprehensive 
package of energy legislation. 

Early in January, as you remember, 
the House passed H.R. 6. That repealed 
nearly $14 billion that were tax breaks 
granted to oil companies. Those tax 
breaks have been granted to oil compa-
nies at a time when they had record 
profits of $125 billion. 

Mr. Speaker, this House has made a 
different decision. What we have done 
is decided to repeal those tax cuts and 
invest that money instead in projects 
that are critical for renewable energy 
and energy efficiency incentives. This 
bill will provide long-term incentives 
for the development of renewable en-
ergy, and it will set the stage for a 
growing industry that requires invest-
ment in order to thrive. 

One of the debates that we have been 
having is this: If we undertake the 
challenge of energy independence, will 
that harm our economy? This bill says 
that will promote our economy and 
create good jobs. We have seen across 
this country, in every State, entre-
preneurs taking on the challenge of en-
ergy efficiency and energy efficiency in 
new technologies. 

To give an example, in my own State 
of Vermont, we have a small company 
that began about 20 years ago, Energy 
Systems in Heinsberg, Vermont. They 
began developing technologies to help 
measure wind velocity for purposes of 
determining the feasibility of wind en-
ergy. It has emerged as one of our most 
prosperous businesses, creates good 
jobs, high-paying jobs, and it has been 
very beneficial to the economy of the 

State of Vermont, all-clean jobs, all- 
clean energy. 

That example has been replicated 
across this country. This bill promotes 
that effort. The idea here in this legis-
lation is very simple: If we make a 
commitment now to investing in our 
energy future, we can have that pro- 
growth, pro-high-tech, pro-environ-
ment economy. We can reduce our de-
pendence on foreign oil, and we can 
protect our environment. 

One of the potential opportunities 
that we have is the expansion of renew-
able energy development through car-
bon offsets. If that is going to be suc-
cessful, it requires that these carbon 
offsets meet standards that are real, 
that are additional, verifiable and en-
forceable. 

This legislation presented by the 
Oversight and Government Reform 
Committee is going to allow us to put 
in place that methodology to help us 
offset our carbon emissions and create 
jobs in clean energy future. 

There are many other parts of this 
legislation, since we have had 12 com-
mittees that have been involved: the 
Renewable Energy Worker Training 
Program, to help create a workforce of 
green jobs; the $2.5 billion investment 
to help rural communities, farmers and 
small businesses by reducing their en-
ergy costs through efficiency; the new 
efficiency standards for appliances, 
which require more efficient lighting 
and promotes green buildings in the 
public and private sector; and, of 
course, we have an effort under way 
here in Congress to green the Capitol 
and offset our carbon footprint by the 
year 2030. That is, at this stage, a bi-
partisan effort reflecting the mutual 
commitment to use less rather than 
more. 

b 0930 

The committee has done a very good 
job in crafting a bill that we can be 
proud to support. It doesn’t do every-
thing. The CAFE standards are not a 
part of this, as that continues to be a 
debate. Renewable electricity stand-
ards are something that the body will 
be able to consider in an amendment 
that has been made in order. 

But, taken together, all of the com-
ponents of this bill mark a very serious 
and perhaps seminal change in the ap-
proach by this Congress towards en-
ergy, moving away from our excessive 
dependence on fossil fuels and moving 
towards a self-sustaining renewable en-
ergy future. 

I look forward to working with my 
colleagues to finishing the job that we 
have started here today. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of 
Florida. Mr. Speaker, I yield myself 
such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, first of all I would like 
to thank my friend, the gentleman 

from Vermont (Mr. WELCH) for the 
time. 

Mr. Speaker, last night, the majority 
on the Rules Committee passed a rule 
that in an extreme fashion limits de-
bate on our national energy policy. The 
rule only allows for debate on 23 
amendments to H.R. 3221, out of 106 
amendments sought to be debated by 
Members of both parties in this House. 
And out of those 23 amendments made 
in order, only five are Republican 
amendments. 

What is even more unfortunate is 
that in the same rule they completely 
shut out both Republicans and Demo-
crats from offering any amendments to 
H.R. 2776. Between the two bills, Mr. 
Speaker, a total of 94 amendments 
were prohibited from being considered 
by this House. And to add insult to in-
jury, the majority also denied the mi-
nority the opportunity to offer a sub-
stitute. 

Mr. Speaker, I would like to refresh 
the majority of a campaign promise 
they made. The distinguished Speaker 
said, ‘‘Bills should generally come to 
the floor under a procedure that allows 
open, full and fair debate, consisting of 
a full amendment process that grants 
the minority a right to offer its alter-
natives, including a substitute.’’ 

They promised openness. They prom-
ised bipartisanship. Some openness. 
Some bipartisanship. 

Mr. Speaker, everyone in this body, I 
firmly believe, seeks to leave our chil-
dren and grandchildren a better world 
in which to live. This great Nation has 
made great strides in protecting 
human health and the environment, 
but clearly we can do more. 

From 2001 to 2006, Republican-led 
Congresses invested nearly $12 billion 
to develop cleaner, cheaper and more 
reliable domestic renewable energy 
sources. This includes sources such as 
cellulosic ethanol, hybrid electric vehi-
cle technologies, hydrogen fuel cell 
technologies, wind and solar energy, 
clean coal and advanced nuclear tech-
nologies. But we must always keep in 
mind that alternative fuels will not 
eliminate the need for traditional en-
ergy sources, and, without additional 
supply, the tight market conditions 
that have put pressure on prices are 
going to persist. 

Mr. Speaker, that is something that I 
must say our friends on the other side 
of the aisle seem to not grasp. Ignoring 
this lesson will result in our continued 
dependence on foreign supplies, using 
U.S. dollars to line the pockets of 
thugs and dictators like Chavez in Ven-
ezuela as he spreads anti-American 
propaganda and actions throughout 
this hemisphere and the world. 

I am pleased, Mr. Speaker, by inclu-
sion of the production tax credit in 
H.R. 2776. That PTC provides a tax 
credit for electricity produced from re-
newable energy facilities. Sources such 
as wind, solar and biomass are included 
under the tax credit. 
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Since its enactment in 1992, the cred-

it has encouraged the development of 
thousands of megawatts of clean, re-
newable electric generation facilities. 
Florida, for example, Mr. Speaker, is 
home to Florida Power & Light, owner 
and operator of two of the largest solar 
projects in the world and the Nation’s 
largest wind energy company. Because 
of the long-term commitment to re-
newable energies by this Congress, 
companies like FPL have made signifi-
cant, needed investments to advance 
non-emitting forms of energy, and that 
is the kind of work that we must con-
tinue. 

Now, the majority, Mr. Speaker, 
promised that it would run the House 
in an open and bipartisan manner. If 
this is an open and bipartisan process, 
I would hate to see a closed one. Later 
today I fear the majority will break 
precedent again and come to the floor 
to close the open amendment process 
on the Department of Defense appro-
priations bill as well. 

Mr. Speaker, this has been a difficult 
week for both sides of the aisle, but 
moving forward with restrictive rules 
such as this on important issues only 
makes matters worse. It is most un-
wise, as well as unfortunate. 

This rule is unnecessarily unfair and 
should be soundly defeated. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. WELCH of Vermont. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield 2 minutes to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts (Mr. MARKEY). 

Mr. MARKEY. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman very much. I rise in sup-
port of this rule. 

Mr. Speaker, this rule today lays the 
framework for a historic debate, a de-
bate that will talk about the energy fu-
ture of the United States of America, 
an agenda that has not been discussed 
out here on the House floor, although 
there has been a pent-up demand by 
the American people that we move to 
this new renewable energy agenda for 
the 21st century. 

Climate change has now become a 
problem, not only for the United 
States, but for the whole world. We 
must be the leader. 

In 1986, we imported 27 percent of our 
oil. Today, we import 61 percent of our 
oil. Today, we begin the effort to turn 
that around, to unleash the entrepre-
neurial spirit of our country, to un-
leash a technological revolution that 
can capture the solar, capture the 
wind, capture the cellulosic future for 
our country; make our country more 
efficient, have the devices which we 
use to consume energy infinitely more 
efficient. That is the debate that we 
have been missing here in America, and 
today we begin that debate here on the 
House floor. 

This is what the American people 
want. This is what the world has been 
waiting for, a debate on the energy fu-
ture of the United States; unleashing 

its technological genius, and as a re-
sult, making it possible for the rest of 
the world to gain access to these tech-
nologies. 

This is the day, and we have to be the 
leaders. This rule is now constructed in 
a way in which we can begin the de-
bate. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge passage of the 
rule. 

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of 
Florida. Mr. Speaker, it is a privilege 
to yield 3 minutes to the distinguished 
gentlewoman from Tennessee (Mrs. 
BLACKBURN). 

Mrs. BLACKBURN. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise to oppose the rule that is bringing 
this legislation to the floor today, be-
cause what we have is 768 pages of a 
bill, H.R. 3221, and, guess what, it 
doesn’t do a thing about producing one 
drop of energy. It does not get the price 
down at the pump. 

And that is what the American peo-
ple continue to ask us, what are you 
going to do about high home heating 
bills? What are you going to do about 
the price at the pump? And, yes, in-
deed, as my esteemed colleague just 
said, alternatives are important. Look-
ing to the future is important. R&D, 
all of that. We have to have emphasis 
there. 

But at the same time, we have to re-
alize production, American production 
and American solutions are important 
to this debate, and we have got 768 
pages that do not put the emphasis on 
American production to address this. 

What we do have is increased regula-
tion. We have got a section in this bill 
that would put the Federal Govern-
ment more into the process by which 
States develop and enforce their own 
building codes. 

Regulation is not going to get us to 
further conservation. We know that ef-
ficiency is important. We know that 
conservation is important. But we also 
know if you overregulate and if you 
overtax, you are going to be killing 
jobs. 

We know for a fact that if you get in 
here and you tax something more, you 
are going to get less of it. If you 
incentivize it, you are going to get 
more of it. The American people want 
to see the price down at the pump. 
That is not what they are going to see 
in this bill that is brought before us 
today. 

Conservation and efficiency is impor-
tant. It is not the total answer, and we 
are missing a great opportunity to 
incentivize American production of 
American fuels that will move us to-
wards energy independence. We are not 
doing that with this legislation. 

In the portion of this that deals with 
the tax, one of the things that we have 
seen happen here is that we have more 
taxes. They put cigar taxes in place. 
They put health insurance taxes in 
place. 

I tell you, this new majority, if it is 
moving, if it is shaking, if it is waving 

in the wind, they are going to tax it, 
because they need money to pay for the 
programs that they are putting on the 
books. And it is the American taxpayer 
that is paying more at the pump that 
is watching their gas tax go up. They 
are watching cigarette and cigar taxes 
go up. When they get their statement 
for their health insurance, they are 
going to see a tax on that, because 
they had to find a way to pay for all 
these new programs. 

Mr. Speaker, they are just addicted 
to putting a tax on everything that is 
moving. We are seeing the same thing 
take place in this lack-of-energy bill 
that is brought before us today. 

Mr. WELCH of Vermont. Mr. Speak-
er, I reserve my time until the gen-
tleman has closed for his side and has 
yielded back his time. 

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of 
Florida. Mr. Speaker, at this time it is 
my privilege to yield 5 minutes to the 
gentleman from Texas (Mr. BARTON), 
the distinguished ranking member of 
the Energy and Commerce Committee. 

Mr. BARTON of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
before I get into my comments on the 
substance of the rule, I want to put to 
rest a rumor. My good friend Mr. MAR-
KEY is hobbling around on crutches. My 
good friend Chairman DINGELL is also 
hobbling around on crutches. It is not 
because of anything the Republicans 
have done on the Energy and Com-
merce Committee. We actually like 
each other. It is just one of those years 
I guess for being in the majority and 
the burdens of leadership, is all I can 
say. 

We have a rule before us today on an 
energy bill. There is not a lot you can 
say positive about it except that it is a 
rule. It is a modified closed rule. There 
are some amendments made in order. 
There is not a substitute made in 
order. 

Now, somewhere I have a press re-
lease from the chairwoman of the 
Rules Committee, the distinguished 
Congresswoman SLAUGHTER of New 
York, and I also have a press release 
from the distinguished Speaker, Speak-
er PELOSI of California, and they were 
talking about an open process, and 
when we had major bills on the floor, 
that it would be normal procedure for 
the minority to have a substitute. 

So we took them at their word. 
DENNY HASTERT, the former Speaker, 
and myself and RALPH HALL, the rank-
ing member of the Science Committee, 
and DON YOUNG, the ranking member of 
the Resources Committee, and Mr. 
MICA, the ranking member of the 
Transportation Committee, we pre-
pared a comprehensive alternative sub-
stitute. We took it to the Rules Com-
mittee. We asked that it be made in 
order. 

Chairman DINGELL of the Energy and 
Commerce Committee supported that 
it be made in order. The subcommittee 
chairman, RICK BOUCHER of the Energy 
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and Air Quality Subcommittee, to 
their credit, said that it should be in 
order. It is not in order. 

b 0945 
So you have an energy bill before you 

that doesn’t have any energy. Nothing 
on coal to liquids, nothing on alter-
native fuels, nothing on oil and gas. 
There is a little bit of a cleanup section 
on loan guarantees for nuclear power 
plants, but that is kind of offset be-
cause you have to use Davis-Bacon to 
build them now. 

So, all in all, what we have got is a 
big bill. Congresswoman BLACKBURN 
pointed it out and held it up. But it is 
kind of a where-is-the-energy energy 
bill. If they had just made our sub-
stitute in order, you would have had a 
chance to actually have a bipartisan 
coalition come together on energy. 

There is a majority on the House 
floor on both sides of the aisle for a 
comprehensive energy package. We put 
it together in the last Congress, ‘‘we’’ 
being JOHN DINGELL and JOE BARTON 
and others. We had an energy con-
ference report that is now law that al-
most all of the Republicans voted for 
and almost half of the Democrats. 
Chairman DINGELL signed the con-
ference report, as did several other 
Democrats who are now chairmen and 
subcommittee chairmen in this Con-
gress. 

So if you want lower gasoline prices, 
if you want more refineries built, if 
you want LNG facilities sited, if you 
really want to see alternative fuels 
jump-started in this country, don’t 
look in that bill that we are going to 
vote on because of this rule. We will 
send you a copy of the Republican sub-
stitute which isn’t going to be consid-
ered, and you will find all of those 
things in our substitute. 

I would hope that we could vote ‘‘no’’ 
on the rule, send it back to the Rules 
Committee, make in order the sub-
stitute, come out on a bipartisan fash-
ion and actually vote on a comprehen-
sive energy package. 

What is in the bill is mandatory 
building codes preempting the States, 
something called green energy which is 
good in concept but which would re-
quire every building in this country by 
2050 be a consumer on a net basis of 
zero energy, regardless of the cost; a 
preemption of building codes for manu-
factured housing which will probably 
put the manufactured housing business 
out of business in this country. And, 
oh, yes, if you are a small mom-and- 
pop air conditioner repairman, you are 
probably going to be put out of busi-
ness, too, because there is a standards 
section on appliance standards which 
requires more efficient, which is not a 
bad idea in concept of air conditioning, 
which is probably going to be very dif-
ficult to implement and put at risk 
many, many of our small mom-and-pop 
air conditioning repair businesses in 
this country. 

So what you have is no comprehen-
sive energy package. Instead, you get a 
Federal Government, big brother, pre-
empt the States, preempt the local 
governments on building codes and 
telling people what kind of light bulbs 
to use and what kind of air condi-
tioners to use. 

This is not my grandfather’s energy 
package. Please vote ‘‘no’’ on the rule. 

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of 
Florida. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 minutes 
to the gentleman from North Carolina 
(Mr. MCHENRY). 

Mr. MCHENRY. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
my colleague for yielding. 

A major component of the Demo-
crats’ energy legislation and the Demo-
crats’ answer to our energy crisis is, 
hold on, wait one minute, wait one 
minute, it is promoting the use of the 
bicycle. Oh, I cannot make this stuff 
up. Yes, the American people have 
heard this. Their answer to our fuel 
crisis, the crisis at the pumps, is: Ride 
a bike. 

Democrats believe that using tax-
payer funds in this bill to the tune of $1 
million a year should be devoted to the 
principle of: ‘‘Save energy, ride a 
bike.’’ Some might argue that depend-
ing on bicycles to solve our energy cri-
sis is naive, perhaps ridiculous. Some 
might even say Congress should use 
this energy legislation to create new 
energy, bring new nuclear power plants 
on line, use clean coal technology, en-
ergy exploration, but no, no. They 
want to tell the American people, stop 
driving, ride a bike. This is absolutely 
amazing. 

Apparently, the Democrats believe 
that the miracle on two wheels that we 
know as a bicycle will end our depend-
ence on foreign oil. I cannot make this 
stuff up. It is absolutely amazing. 

Ladies and gentlemen, I bring you 
the Democrats, promoting 19th century 
solutions to 21st century problems. If 
you don’t like it, ride a bike. If you 
don’t like the price at the pumps, ride 
a bike. 

Stay tuned for the next big idea for 
the Democrats: Improving energy effi-
ciency by the horse and buggy. 

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of 
Florida. Mr. Speaker, it is my pleasure 
to yield 30 seconds to the distinguished 
gentleman from Georgia (Mr. WEST-
MORELAND). 

Mr. WESTMORELAND. I thank my 
friend from Florida for yielding. 

I want to read one thing. ‘‘Every per-
son has a right to have his or her voice 
heard, respectful of both the wishes of 
the Founders and the expectations of 
the American people. We offer the fol-
lowing principles for restoring democ-
racy in the people’s House, guaran-
teeing that the voices of all the people 
are heard.’’ That quote is from Speaker 
NANCY PELOSI; yet the Republican sub-
stitute to this bill was not allowed. 

MOTION TO ADJOURN 

Mr. WESTMORELAND. Mr. Speaker, 
I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion to adjourn. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. WELCH of Vermont. Mr. Speak-
er, on that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
yeas and nays are requested. Those fa-
voring the yeas and nays will please 
rise. 

The Chair is counting for the yeas 
and nays. 

Mr. WELCH of Vermont. Mr. Speak-
er, I object to the vote on the ground 
that a quorum is not present and make 
the point of order that a quorum is not 
present. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. A 
quorum is not required for an affirma-
tive vote on a motion to adjourn. 

The Chair is counting for the yeas 
and nays. 

A sufficient number having risen, the 
yeas and nays are ordered. 

Members will record their votes by 
electronic device. 

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY 

Mr. WESTMORELAND. Parliamen-
tary Inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman is recognized for a parliamen-
tary inquiry. 

Mr. WESTMORELAND. Could the 
Speaker tell me what the magic num-
ber was that rose in order to get a 
vote? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair’s count is not subject to chal-
lenge. The Chair counted one-fifth of 
those present standing. 

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 136, nays 
246, not voting 50, as follows: 

[Roll No. 824] 

YEAS—136 

Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Bachus 
Baird 
Baker 
Barrett (SC) 
Bartlett (MD) 
Barton (TX) 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Broun (GA) 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp (MI) 
Campbell (CA) 
Cannon 
Cantor 

Capito 
Carter 
Chabot 
Davis (KY) 
Davis, David 
Davis, Tom 
Deal (GA) 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Drake 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Ehlers 
English (PA) 
Everett 
Feeney 
Flake 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gilchrest 
Gingrey 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Graves 
Hastings (WA) 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Hobson 

Hulshof 
Inglis (SC) 
Issa 
Jindal 
Jordan 
Keller 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Knollenberg 
Lamborn 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Lewis (CA) 
Linder 
Lucas 
Manzullo 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCrery 
McHenry 
McKeon 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 
Murphy, Tim 
Musgrave 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Pearce 
Peterson (PA) 
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Petri 
Pickering 
Pitts 
Porter 
Price (GA) 
Pryce (OH) 
Putnam 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Reynolds 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Ros-Lehtinen 

Roskam 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 
Sali 
Schmidt 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Stearns 

Sullivan 
Tancredo 
Taylor 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Turner 
Upton 
Walberg 
Wamp 
Westmoreland 
Wilson (SC) 
Wolf 
Young (FL) 

NAYS—246 

Ackerman 
Allen 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Boozman 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boyd (FL) 
Boyda (KS) 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Castle 
Castor 
Chandler 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Cole (OK) 
Conaway 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costello 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis, Lincoln 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dent 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly 
Doyle 
Edwards 
Ellsworth 
Emanuel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Fallin 
Farr 
Fattah 
Ferguson 
Filner 
Forbes 
Fossella 
Frank (MA) 
Gallegly 
Gerlach 
Giffords 
Gillibrand 

Gillmor 
Gonzalez 
Gordon 
Granger 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hall (TX) 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Hirono 
Hodes 
Hoekstra 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hooley 
Hoyer 
Hunter 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones (NC) 
Jones (OH) 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick 
Kind 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Kuhl (NY) 
Lampson 
Lantos 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Lynch 
Mahoney (FL) 
Maloney (NY) 
Markey 
Marshall 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum (MN) 
McCotter 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McNerney 
McNulty 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 

Melancon 
Michaud 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Mitchell 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (KS) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murtha 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor 
Payne 
Perlmutter 
Peterson (MN) 
Platts 
Poe 
Pomeroy 
Price (NC) 
Rahall 
Ramstad 
Reyes 
Rodriguez 
Rohrabacher 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Shays 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shuler 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Space 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stupak 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Terry 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 
Towns 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walden (OR) 
Walsh (NY) 

Walz (MN) 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 

Weiner 
Welch (VT) 
Weller 
Wexler 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (OH) 

Woolsey 
Wu 
Wynn 
Yarmuth 

NOT VOTING—50 

Abercrombie 
Bachmann 
Bono 
Carson 
Clarke 
Clay 
Coble 
Costa 
Crenshaw 
Cubin 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Davis, Jo Ann 
Doolittle 
Ellison 
Emerson 
Engel 
Fortenberry 

Goode 
Hastert 
Hayes 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Johnson, Sam 
Kaptur 
Klein (FL) 
Kline (MN) 
Kucinich 
LaHood 
Langevin 
Mack 
Marchant 
McCaul (TX) 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Mollohan 

Oberstar 
Paul 
Pence 
Radanovich 
Rangel 
Renzi 
Ruppersberger 
Saxton 
Skelton 
Souder 
Waxman 
Weldon (FL) 
Whitfield 
Wicker 
Young (AK) 

b 1016 

Ms. CORRINE BROWN of Florida, 
Mrs. CAPPS, Mr. GALLEGLY, Mr. 
RUSH, and Ms. DELAURO changed 
their vote from ‘‘yea’’ to ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. SMITH of Nebraska and Mr. 
TURNER changed their vote from 
‘‘nay’’ to ‘‘yea.’’ 

So the motion to adjourn was re-
jected. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

f 

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION 
OF H.R. 3221, NEW DIRECTION 
FOR ENERGY INDEPENDENCE, 
NATIONAL SECURITY, AND CON-
SUMER PROTECTION ACT, AND 
FOR CONSIDERATION OF H.R. 
2776, RENEWABLE ENERGY AND 
ENERGY CONSERVATION TAX 
ACT OF 2007 

Mr. WELCH of Vermont. Mr. Speak-
er, I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of 
Florida. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 minutes 
to the distinguished gentleman from 
Louisiana (Mr. BOUSTANY). 

Mr. BOUSTANY. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
in opposition to the rule and the under-
lying bill with its tax provisions. I 
think it’s time that we level with the 
American public about this and be 
truthful about what we are trying to 
accomplish here. This bill has some 
good things in it, but it’s not really ad-
dressing what we really need to be fo-
cused on right now. That is, the stra-
tegic management of our dependence 
over fossil fuels for the next 10 to 15 
years as we transition. 

We need to manage our strategic de-
pendence on fossil fuels, a strategic de-
pendence that we are going to have for 
the next 10, 15, maybe 20 years as these 
new technologies develop. Now, what 
does this bill do? It taxes U.S. compa-
nies working on production of oil, and 
making these companies less produc-
tive and less competitive, therefore, 
shifting more oil and gas activity into 
the hands of national oil companies 
that are not our friends. This will not 

bring down the price of oil and gas and 
not alleviate our energy concerns. 

Secondly, it abrogates leases, very 
important leases in the Gulf of Mexico, 
with the stroke of a pen. Now, that’s 
not the American way. That’s not 
something that we would be proud of in 
this country, not something the Amer-
ican people would be proud of. It’s cer-
tainly something that Hugo Chavez 
would be proud of. 

Finally, I will say this bill is not 
technology neutral. It seeks to pick 
winners and losers and eliminates some 
very promising technology for alter-
natives fuels. 

For that reason and many other rea-
sons, I oppose this bill. I oppose the un-
derlying bill with its tax provisions 
and urge all Members to think twice 
about this. We have to level with the 
American people about the energy situ-
ation and manage our strategic depend-
ence and not deal with fantasy. 

Mr. WELCH of Vermont. Mr. Speak-
er, I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of 
Florida. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 minutes 
to the distinguished gentleman from 
Georgia (Mr. GINGREY). 

Mr. GINGREY. I thank the gen-
tleman for yielding. 

Mr. Speaker, I attempted to offer an 
amendment to H.R. 3221, the New Di-
rection for Energy Independence, Na-
tional Security, and Consumer Protec-
tion Act, to prevent possible waste and 
maintain appropriate management of 
our government expenses. The Energy 
Policy Act of 2005 requires the Sec-
retary of Energy to contract with the 
National Academy of Public Adminis-
tration to conduct a study for assess-
ing management practices for research, 
development and demonstration pro-
grams at the Department. 

My amendment would simply pro-
hibit funds in the bill to the Advanced 
Research Projects Agency, or ARPA–E, 
within the Department of Energy, until 
the study has been completed and it 
makes a recommendation that we do 
establish ARPA–E. 

However, the Rules Committee would 
not accommodate my amendment and 
refused to make it in order. Without 
this amendment, we are shooting in 
the dark. We are authorizing $300 mil-
lion for fiscal year 2008 that may not be 
necessary. This is not a good way to 
manage the people’s tax money. If the 
majority is going to gamble like this, 
we might as well put the whole Federal 
Treasury on green double zero and just 
hope for the best. 

I have another concern, and that’s 
about a new portfolio standard. The re-
newable portfolio standard in this bill 
calls for 20 percent renewable by the 
year 2020, and it will not include any 
nuclear. 

Well, the Southern Company, in my 
district, provides about 12 to 15 percent 
of their power by nuclear, but, yet, 
that cannot be included as a renewable. 
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So we are projecting a wind farm off 
the coast of Georgia bigger than Cape 
Wind in Massachusetts, and that would 
only produce 1 percent toward this re-
newable standard. It’s almost an im-
possible standard to meet, if you do not 
let us include nuclear as a renewable 
source, which, surely, it is. Basically, 
the compliance penalty for not meet-
ing this standard, for the Southern 
Company in my district, would be $745 
million. 

This legislation is nothing more than 
a backhanded attempt to ease our Na-
tion into a carbon trade scheme, and it 
victimizes Georgia by making us a 
donor State. 

I ask my colleagues to vote down this 
rule and vote against the underlying 
legislation. 

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of 
Florida. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 minute 
to the distinguished gentleman from 
Louisiana (Mr. MCCRERY). 

Mr. MCCRERY. Mr. Speaker, as the 
ranking member of the Ways and 
Means committee, I have tried my best 
to work with Chairman RANGEL to en-
gender an atmosphere in our com-
mittee of comity, an atmosphere that 
engenders respect for one another’s 
views, and to engender an atmosphere 
in which we can fully explore and de-
bate and discuss issues. 

We have very talented members on 
both sides of the aisle on the Ways and 
Means Committee, and we are not 
afraid to discuss issues and to debate 
differences that we have in those 
issues. It’s a great committee. 

I gave a letter to the Rules Com-
mittee citing 24 instances just since 
the year 2000 where on tax bills when 
we were in the majority we gave the 
minority the chance to offer a sub-
stitute, an amendment in the nature of 
a substitute. 

Tax bills are always closed to amend-
ments. We don’t just allow willy-nilly 
amendments to tax bills, for good rea-
son. But we almost always offer the 
minority an amendment in the nature 
of a substitute. 

I am not pleased that the Rules Com-
mittee, and I suppose with the consent 
of the chairman, did not offer us an 
amendment in the nature of a sub-
stitute. 

Vote against this rule. 
Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of 

Florida. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 minute 
to the distinguished gentleman from Il-
linois (Mr. SHIMKUS). 

Mr SHIMKUS. Mr. Speaker, this rule 
is a joke. It does nothing for supply. No 
renewable fuel standard, no alternative 
fuel standard, 7 minutes for debate by 
the minority side on energy policy in 
this country. Are you crazy? 

Coal. Take it down then, take it 
down, if you want. This is coal, our 
largest resource in this country, to 
help decrease our reliance on imported 
crude oil. What will it do for the econ-
omy? Coal-to-liquid, 1,000 jobs, 2,500 

construction jobs, 15 million tons of 
coal, up to 500 coal-mining jobs. You 
all say no. 

What’s it do for our national secu-
rity, coal, to coal-to-liquid refinery, to 
pipelines to fuel our Air Force? Our Air 
Force is demanding liquified gasoline 
moved into jet fuel to decrease our re-
liance on important crude oil, and you 
guys won’t bring up an energy bill? 
Shame on you. 

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of 
Florida. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 minutes 
to the distinguished gentleman from 
California (Mr. BILBRAY). 

Mr. BILBRAY. Mr. Speaker, as a 
former member of the Air Resources 
Board in the State of California and 
working on air pollution issues for dec-
ades, I was looking at the text that 
said this bill was going to move Amer-
ica forward. 

This text is not moving America for-
ward; it’s moving us back to a 1970’s 
agenda. This agenda is the same agen-
da we had in the environmental com-
munity in the 1970s. In the 1970s, we 
were doing the best we could then. But 
this is the best America can expect 
from this Congress, is 30-year-old ideas 
that have been proven false, and the 
example, this bill is going to pick win-
ners and losers in the industry. 

It is going to mandate not only the 
inclusion of poisons in our gasoline in 
places like California where in 1992 we 
warned you about MTBE, we warned 
you that ethanol was going to cause 
problems, but this place was bought off 
by special interest groups that claimed 
to be environmentally sensitive and 
forced MTBE into the fuel of America. 

Later, when you realized we were 
right, you said, sorry. Just last, a few 
months ago, Harvard came out with 
another study about ethanol. All we 
are asking is, don’t mandate that this 
poison is put in the fuel. 

If you can’t believe CARB, then why 
are the States around the north using 
our standards at CARB to clean up the 
environment? Look before you leap, 
but this technology that we are talking 
about doesn’t even include zero mission 
generators like high pressure gas reac-
tors, doesn’t include. 

The only way we are going to beat 
greenhouse gases is to go nuclear, but 
you don’t have the political guts to 
look our friends in the eye and say we 
have got to move beyond the 1970s. We 
have got to move forward. We have got 
to be willing to do what is right for the 
environment. 

If that tells Archer Daniels Midland 
or the extreme wackos who are always 
going to be against nuclear that, sorry, 
guys, the environment comes first, if 
you don’t have the guts to do that, 
don’t claim this is a green proposal. 
1970 cars are polluting and wasteful. 
This bill is polluting and wasteful. 

b 1030 
Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of 

Florida. Mr. Speaker, I will be asking 

Members to defeat the previous ques-
tion so that I may amend the rule to 
provide for the adoption of H. Res. 622, 
a resolution introduced by Mr. BLUNT 
to correct the injustice done to all 
Members of this House on August 2, 
2007. 

As my colleagues know, the majority 
engaged in a manipulation of the vote 
on the motion to recommit the Agri-
culture appropriations bill to reverse 
the outcome. 

If we defeat the previous question, 
the resolution will direct the Clerk to 
retrieve the Agriculture appropriations 
bill from the Senate, add in the amend-
ments that should have been included 
in the bill, and return the bill to the 
Senate. 

While we took the important step 
yesterday to establish a select com-
mittee to investigate the reasons why 
this injustice occurred, the Agriculture 
appropriations bill will continue 
through the legislative process well be-
fore the select committee’s final report 
is complete; meaning that we must act 
now to correct this injustice. 

I ask my colleagues to support me in 
defeating the previous question and 
righting this wrong. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the text of the amendment be 
printed just prior to the vote on the 
previous question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Florida? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of 

Florida. I yield 1 minute to the distin-
guished ranking member of the Rules 
Committee. 

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
my friend for yielding. 

Democrats and Republicans alike 
have decried what took place late last 
Thursday night. This previous question 
which we are about to vote upon would 
allow the Democrats to erase the most 
unsightly of blemishes on the already 
tarnished record that we witnessed 
governing this institution. It would 
allow us as a body to heal, and to give 
democracy an opportunity to once 
again flourish in this hallowed institu-
tion. Mr. Speaker, this previous ques-
tion vote will in fact give us as a body 
the opportunity to heal. I urge my col-
leagues to join with Mr. DIAZ-BALART 
in voting ‘‘no’’ on the previous ques-
tion so we can rectify this wrong. 

I thank my friend for yielding. 
Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of 

Florida. Mr. Speaker, I urge all of our 
colleagues in a responsible manner, re-
alizing the historic importance of what 
has transpired this week, to defeat the 
previous question, allow this wrong to 
be righted, to defeat the previous ques-
tion and defeat also this unfair rule. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. WELCH of Vermont. Mr. Speak-

er, there are two points I would like to 
make, one about the rule and one 
about the process. 
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I served 13 years in the Vermont 

State Senate, a small body, 30 mem-
bers, sometimes in the minority, some-
times in the majority; and we had 
fierce fights about issues of enormous 
public concern, tax policy, environ-
mental policy. In all of the time that I 
served in that State Senate, winning 
fights, but losing as many as I won, I 
never, ever saw the other side leave on 
an appropriations vote. Never. When 
you lose, you get up and you fight an-
other day. That is what we learned. 
That is what all of us have learned. 

There is a use of process here that 
has an effect of avoiding discussing 
substantive issues that are really of 
vital concern to the people of this 
country and the people that we rep-
resent. None of us can certify that the 
position we take at any given moment 
is guaranteed to be the right one. We 
have to debate that, we have to listen 
to the other side. But we don’t stop lis-
tening when it comes to our final deci-
sion, the ultimate responsibility that 
we have been given by the people who 
have elected us to stand in this well 
and to vote ‘‘yes’’ or ‘‘no’’ and to ac-
cept accountability for the ‘‘yes’’ or 
‘‘no’’ vote that we take. 

I do not understand, Mr. Speaker, 
walking out on a vote, most impor-
tantly, one involving appropriations 
for rural America. I don’t understand 
the excessive use of motions to adjourn 
when it has no purpose, no purpose 
whatsoever other than to bring down 
the respect that the American people 
should have in this institution. I don’t 
understand that. Maybe in time I will. 

This bill brought forth by this rule is 
going the allow America to have a new 
debate on energy. It is that simple. The 
old approach on energy has been oil 
and fossil fuels. It has had a place and 
will have a place, to be sure. But the 
question is, are we going to continue 
with the public policy of this country, 
with subsidies as we have for mature 
industries like oil and nuclear, which 
in the 2005 legislation received $15 bil-
lion in taxpayer subsidies. That is real 
money from real Americans. Yet, as 
that happens, global warming expands, 
the price of gasoline increases. It is a 
dead-end policy, Mr. Speaker. 

And the question that is going to be 
raised in this legislation for the deci-
sion of each and every one of us is 
whether we are going to turn a page on 
the old energy policy to a new one that 
is going to allow efficiency to matter. 
Using less, not more, saves money. The 
efficiency provisions in this bill will 
save tax ratepayers $300 billion. Wheth-
er we are going to use the power of tax 
incentives, a tax incentive budget to 
unleash the entrepreneurial skills, the 
engineering skills of people across this 
country in local communities, to har-
ness wind, solar, renewable sources of 
energy, whether we are going to un-
leash the opportunity to create 3 mil-
lion new jobs. 

Let me say this: for all the good that 
is done by some of the energy policies 
that we have had, let’s make the ac-
knowledgment that there are many 
good things out there, every time a 
consumer in a local area, my town of 
Hartland, pays the light bill, most of 
the time that dollar that I pay gets 
sent hundreds, if not thousands, of 
miles away to a generator. And what 
we are trying to do in our State, what 
we are trying to do in many other 
States around the country is to have 
an energy policy that is going to allow 
consumers to spend their money lo-
cally so that the repair person that was 
mentioned that fixes the air condi-
tioners, more of those people are going 
to have jobs. Every dollar that we keep 
in our local economy is strengthening 
our local economy. 

Energy efficiency, renewable energy 
is about creating jobs, not just improv-
ing and cleaning out the environment. 
It is about independence and strength-
ening of local communities, not just 
shipping local money to faraway cor-
porations. 

Mr. Speaker, if we needed any wake- 
up call about why we have to turn a 
page and move in a new direction, it is 
in this morning’s newspaper report 
about Toyota. Let me just read one 
paragraph: 

‘‘Booming sales of fuel efficient cars 
helped lift Toyota to its biggest quar-
terly profit ever, and kept the maker of 
Prius Hybrid on pace to pass General 
Motors as the world’s number one 
automaker.’’ 

That is not good news for us. What is 
good news for us is that we accept the 
challenge that is there, not run from 
it. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge a ‘‘yes’’ vote on 
this rule and support this underlying 
legislation. 

The material previously referred to 
by Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of Florida 
is as follows: 
AMENDMENT TO H. RES. 615 OFFERED BY MR. 

LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART OF FLORIDA 
At the end of the resolution insert the fol-

lowing new Sections: 
SEC. 5. Upon adoption of this resolution, 

House Resolution 622 is hereby adopted. 

Mr. WELCH of Vermont. I yield back 
the balance of my time, and I move the 
previous question on the resolution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on ordering the previous 
question. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of 
Florida. Mr. Speaker, on that I demand 
the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 9 of rule XX, the Chair 
will reduce to 5 minutes the minimum 
time for any electronic vote on the 
question of adoption of the resolution. 

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 220, nays 
186, not voting 26, as follows: 

[Roll No. 825] 

YEAS—220 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Allen 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boyd (FL) 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown, Corrine 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Castor 
Chandler 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis, Lincoln 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly 
Doyle 
Edwards 
Ellsworth 
Emanuel 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Frank (MA) 
Giffords 
Gillibrand 
Gonzalez 
Gordon 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 

Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Hinchey 
Hirono 
Hodes 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hooley 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones (OH) 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick 
Kind 
Lampson 
Langevin 
Lantos 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lynch 
Mahoney (FL) 
Maloney (NY) 
Markey 
Marshall 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum (MN) 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McIntyre 
McNerney 
McNulty 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Michaud 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murtha 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 

Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor 
Payne 
Perlmutter 
Peterson (MN) 
Pomeroy 
Price (NC) 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Reyes 
Rodriguez 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shuler 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Space 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stupak 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 
Towns 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz (MN) 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch (VT) 
Wexler 
Wilson (OH) 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Wynn 
Yarmuth 

NAYS—186 

Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Bachus 
Baker 
Barrett (SC) 
Bartlett (MD) 
Barton (TX) 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boehner 

Bonner 
Bono 
Boozman 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Broun (GA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp (MI) 

Campbell (CA) 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Capito 
Carter 
Castle 
Chabot 
Cole (OK) 
Conaway 
Culberson 
Davis (KY) 
Davis, David 
Davis, Tom 
Deal (GA) 
Dent 
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Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Doolittle 
Drake 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Ehlers 
Emerson 
English (PA) 
Everett 
Fallin 
Feeney 
Ferguson 
Flake 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Fossella 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Gilchrest 
Gillmor 
Gingrey 
Gohmert 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Granger 
Graves 
Hall (TX) 
Hastings (WA) 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Hobson 
Hoekstra 
Hulshof 
Hunter 
Issa 
Johnson (IL) 
Jones (NC) 
Jordan 
Keller 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 

Kirk 
Knollenberg 
Kuhl (NY) 
Lamborn 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
LoBiondo 
Lucas 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Mack 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul (TX) 
McCotter 
McCrery 
McHenry 
McHugh 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 
Moran (KS) 
Murphy, Tim 
Musgrave 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Pearce 
Pence 
Peterson (PA) 
Petri 
Pickering 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe 
Porter 
Price (GA) 
Pryce (OH) 
Putnam 
Ramstad 

Regula 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Renzi 
Reynolds 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 
Sali 
Schmidt 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shays 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Souder 
Stearns 
Sullivan 
Tancredo 
Terry 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Turner 
Upton 
Walberg 
Walden (OR) 
Walsh (NY) 
Wamp 
Weller 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Wicker 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wolf 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—26 

Bachmann 
Boyda (KS) 
Carson 
Clarke 
Clay 
Coble 
Crenshaw 
Cubin 
Davis, Jo Ann 

Ellison 
Hastert 
Hayes 
Hinojosa 
Inglis (SC) 
Jindal 
Johnson, Sam 
Klein (FL) 
Kline (MN) 

Kucinich 
LaHood 
Oberstar 
Paul 
Radanovich 
Saxton 
Skelton 
Weldon (FL) 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during 
the vote). Members are advised that 2 
minutes are remaining in this vote. 

b 1058 

Ms. GRANGER changed her vote 
from ‘‘yea’’ to ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. DEFAZIO changed his vote from 
‘‘nay’’ to ‘‘yea.’’ 

So the previous question was ordered. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the resolution. 
The question was taken; and the 

Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of 
Florida. Mr. Speaker, on that I demand 
the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. This 

will be a 5-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 215, nays 
191, not voting 26, as follows: 

[Roll No. 826] 

YEAS—215 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Allen 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boyd (FL) 
Boyda (KS) 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown, Corrine 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Castor 
Chandler 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis, Lincoln 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly 
Doyle 
Edwards 
Ellsworth 
Emanuel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Frank (MA) 
Giffords 
Gillibrand 
Gonzalez 
Gordon 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 

Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hodes 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hooley 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones (OH) 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick 
Kind 
Langevin 
Lantos 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lynch 
Mahoney (FL) 
Maloney (NY) 
Markey 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum (MN) 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McIntyre 
McNerney 
McNulty 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Michaud 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murtha 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 

Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor 
Payne 
Perlmutter 
Peterson (MN) 
Pomeroy 
Price (NC) 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Reyes 
Rodriguez 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Ryan (OH) 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shuler 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Space 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stupak 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 
Towns 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz (MN) 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch (VT) 
Wexler 
Wilson (OH) 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Wynn 
Yarmuth 

NAYS—191 

Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Bachus 
Baker 
Barrett (SC) 
Bartlett (MD) 
Barton (TX) 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Bono 

Boozman 
Boren 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Broun (GA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp (MI) 
Campbell (CA) 
Cannon 
Cantor 

Capito 
Carter 
Castle 
Chabot 
Cole (OK) 
Conaway 
Culberson 
Davis (KY) 
Davis, David 
Davis, Tom 
Deal (GA) 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Doolittle 
Drake 
Dreier 

Duncan 
Ehlers 
Emerson 
Engel 
English (PA) 
Fallin 
Ferguson 
Flake 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Fossella 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Gilchrest 
Gillmor 
Gingrey 
Gohmert 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Granger 
Graves 
Hall (TX) 
Hastings (WA) 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Hobson 
Hoekstra 
Hulshof 
Hunter 
Inglis (SC) 
Issa 
Johnson (IL) 
Jones (NC) 
Jordan 
Keller 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Knollenberg 
Kuhl (NY) 
Lamborn 
Lampson 

Latham 
LaTourette 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
LoBiondo 
Lucas 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Mack 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
Matheson 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul (TX) 
McCotter 
McCrery 
McHenry 
McHugh 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 
Moran (KS) 
Murphy, Tim 
Musgrave 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Pearce 
Pence 
Peterson (PA) 
Petri 
Pickering 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe 
Porter 
Price (GA) 
Pryce (OH) 
Putnam 
Ramstad 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Reichert 

Renzi 
Reynolds 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Royce 
Rush 
Ryan (WI) 
Sali 
Schmidt 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shays 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Souder 
Stearns 
Sullivan 
Tancredo 
Terry 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Turner 
Upton 
Walberg 
Walden (OR) 
Walsh (NY) 
Wamp 
Weldon (FL) 
Weller 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Wicker 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wolf 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—26 

Bachmann 
Carson 
Clarke 
Clay 
Coble 
Crenshaw 
Cubin 
Davis, Jo Ann 
Ellison 

Everett 
Feeney 
Hastert 
Hayes 
Jefferson 
Jindal 
Johnson, Sam 
Klein (FL) 
Kline (MN) 

Kucinich 
LaHood 
Marshall 
Oberstar 
Paul 
Radanovich 
Saxton 
Skelton 

b 1107 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during 
the vote). Less than 2 minutes remain 
in the vote. 

So the resolution was agreed to. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

Mr. ELLISON. Madam Speaker, on the 
morning of August 4, 2007, I was back in Min-
neapolis surveying the damage from the tragic 
collapse of the Interstate 35W bridge with 
President Bush and missed rollcall votes 824 
to 826. Had I been present, I would have 
voted ‘‘nay’’ on rollcall No. 824; I would have 
voted ‘‘yea’’ on rollcall No. 825; and I would 
have voted ‘‘yea’’ on rollcall No. 826. 
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COMMUNICATION FROM THE 

CLERK OF THE HOUSE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Clerk of the House of 
Representatives: 

OFFICE OF THE CLERK, 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 

Washington, DC, August 4, 2007. 
Hon. NANCY PELOSI, 
Speaker, House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR MADAM SPEAKER: Pursuant to the 
permission granted in Clause 2(h) of Rule II 
of the Rules of the U. S. House of Represent-
atives, the Clerk received the following mes-
sage from the Secretary of the Senate on Au-
gust 3, 2007, at 10:15 pm: 

That the Senate passed with an amend-
ment H.R. 3311. 

That the Senate passed S. 1927. 
With best wishes, I am, 

Sincerely, 
LORRAINE C. MILLER, 

Clerk of the House. 

f 

NEW DIRECTION FOR ENERGY 
INDEPENDENCE, NATIONAL SE-
CURITY, AND CONSUMER PRO-
TECTION ACT 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 615 and rule 
XVIII, the Chair declares the House in 
the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union for the consider-
ation of the bill, H.R. 3221. 

b 1109 

IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE 

Accordingly, the House resolved 
itself into the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the 
consideration of the bill (H.R. 3221) 
moving the United States toward 
greater energy independence and secu-
rity, developing innovative new tech-
nologies, reducing carbon emissions, 
creating green jobs, protecting con-
sumers, increasing clean renewable en-
ergy production, and modernizing our 
energy infrastructure, with Mr. OBEY 
in the chair. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to the 

rule, the bill is considered read the 
first time. 

General debate shall not exceed 2 
hours, with 15 minutes equally divided 
and controlled by the chairman and 
ranking minority member of the Com-
mittees on Energy and Commerce, Nat-
ural Resources, Science and Tech-
nology, Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture, Education and Labor, Foreign Af-
fairs, Small Business, and Oversight 
and Government Reform. 

The gentleman from Michigan (Mr. 
DINGELL), the gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. BARTON), the gentleman from 
West Virginia (Mr. RAHALL), the gen-
tleman from Alaska (Mr. YOUNG), the 
gentleman from Tennessee (Mr. GOR-
DON), the gentleman from Texas (Mr. 
HALL), the gentleman from Minnesota 
(Mr. OBERSTAR), the gentleman from 

Florida (Mr. MICA), the gentleman from 
California (Mr. GEORGE MILLER), the 
gentleman from California (Mr. 
MCKEON), the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. LANTOS), the gentlewoman 
from Florida (Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN), the 
gentlewoman from New York (Ms. 
VELÁZQUEZ), the gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. CHABOT), the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. WAXMAN) and the gen-
tleman from Virginia (Mr. TOM DAVIS) 
each will control 71⁄2 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from California. 

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California. 
I thank the Chair. 

At this time, I yield 1 minute to the 
Speaker of the House. 

Ms. PELOSI. I thank the distin-
guished chairman for yielding time. 

Mr. Chairman, today we have an his-
toric opportunity in the House of Rep-
resentatives. Today we are faced with a 
momentous decision on energy and 
global warming. With this bill, we are 
turning toward the future for the sake 
of our children and our planet. With 
this bill, the New Direction for Energy 
Independence, National Security, and 
Consumer Protection Act, Congress 
can indeed take our Nation in a new di-
rection. This is a moment when we can 
make a decision in favor of the future. 

Mr. Chairman, you acknowledged all 
of the chairmen and chairwomen who 
have contributed to the success of this 
legislation that we are bringing for-
ward today, and I want to commend all 
of them. I want to say that the prin-
ciples that have been put into this leg-
islation are very important. Our en-
ergy independence is a national secu-
rity issue. It is an economic issue for 
our country and for America’s families. 
It is an environmental health issue for 
our children. And it is a moral issue. 
This beautiful planet is God’s gift to 
us. We have a moral responsibility to 
preserve it. That is why I am so pleased 
that so many in the religious commu-
nity are supporting our actions today. 

This bill makes the largest invest-
ment in homegrown biofuels in Amer-
ican history. We know that America’s 
farmers will fuel America’s independ-
ence. We will send our energy dollars 
to middle America, not to the Middle 
East. 
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The bill promotes cleaner and effi-
cient means of transportation, includ-
ing alternative fuels in busses and fer-
ries and hybrid automobiles in hauling 
goods around the country. 

I have a very long statement about 
this bill, I’m very enthusiastic about 
it, and I will use that enthusiasm to 
submit most of my statement for the 
RECORD. 

But I do want to acknowledge the im-
portant work that Mr. DINGELL did on 
this legislation because in his bill, re-
newable energy offers a new direction 
for our country. And what he does is, 

10.4 billion tons of dioxide emissions 
are reduced. That’s more emissions 
than are used by all of the cars on 
America’s highways today. It’s very 
important. And I want to thank Mr. 
RANGEL, who we will hear from later, 
on the fact that this bill is paid for. 

So it’s about our national security. 
We cannot be dependent on foreign oil. 
As I said, this is God’s creation. This 
issue is as local as our neighborhoods; 
it is as global as the planet. It is about 
how we educate our children in this 
new green economy. It’s how we create 
jobs. And Congressman MILLER and 
Congresswoman SOLIS will be talking 
about that in a moment. 

The Prophet Isaiah has said, Mr. 
Chairman, that ‘‘to minister to the 
needs of God’s creation is an act of 
worship. To ignore that is to dishonor 
the God who made us.’’ I firmly believe 
from the bottom of my heart that if we 
do believe that, that we should pass 
this legislation today. It’s about our 
children, their future, the world in 
which they live to fulfill their lives, 
and it’s about America being number 
one and in the lead. 

So I urge my colleagues, I promise to 
submit it for the RECORD if you prom-
ise to read it. 

INTRO 
My colleagues, today we are fced with a 

momentous decision on energy and global 
warming. 

Will we turn toward the future, for the 
sake of our children and our planet? Or will 
we remain mired in the disputes and regional 
differences that have so often prevented the 
Congress from adopting new, innovative ap-
proaches to our energy needs? 

With this bill, the ‘‘New Direction for En-
ergy Independence, National Security, and 
Consumer Protection Act,’’ Congress can in-
deed take our nation in a New Direction. 

Energy independence is a national security 
issue, and environmental and health issue, 
an economic issue, and a moral issue. 

As it says in the Bible, ‘‘To minister to the 
needs of God’s creation is an act of worship, 
to ignore those needs is to dishonor the God 
who made us.’’ 

This is the moment when we can make a 
decision in favor of the future, while minis-
tering to the needs of God’s creation. 

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS 
Ten committees have been hard at work 

for months to develop this legislation, and I 
salute the leadership of our Chairmen. These 
committees have held extensive hearings and 
markups. The Appropriations Committee has 
also highlighted sustainable energy and glob-
al warming in their bills. 

As a result, almost every Member of Con-
gress has had the opportunity to participate 
in this process. Thank you all for your cre-
ativity and hard work. 

PRINCIPLES 
With broad input, and a commitment to 

the future, Congress has created this bill 
with four principles in mind. We must 
strengthen our national security by reducing 
our dependence on foreign oil; lower energy 
costs with greater efficiency, cleaner energy, 
and smarter technology; create new and 
good-paying American jobs, and reduce glob-
al warming. 

And we must do it all in a fiscally sound 
way. 
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To fund these key investments in our fu-

ture, we have demanded greater account-
ability to the taxpayer from oil and gas com-
panies that drill on Federal lands. 

ENERGY INDEPENDENCE 
This bill makes the largest investment in 

homegrown biofuels in American history. We 
know that America’s farmers will fuel Amer-
ica’s energy independence, creating jobs and 
prosperity across rural America. 

This bill will send our energy dollars to 
middle America and coast to coast; not the 
Middle East. 

This bill promotes cleaner and more effi-
cient means of transportation, including al-
ternative fuel buses and ferries, and hybrid 
locomotives for hauling goods around the 
country. 

PROTECTING CONSUMERS 
With the energy efficiency provisions in 

this legislation, we will lower costs for 
American consumers and businesses in key 
areas, such as electricity, home heating, and 
cooling—saving Americans more than $300 
billion dollars. 

With these energy efficiency measures, we 
will also reduce carbon dioxide emissions by 
as much as 10.4 billion tons through 2030, more 
than the annual emissions of all the cars on 
the road in America today. 

This bill is essential to developing renew-
able energy sources in America. It makes a 
strong commitment to research and innova-
tion. It extends tax provisions that have pro-
vided a strong foundation for our renewable 
energy industries, provides new incentives, 
and bolsters research. 

Renewable energy offers a new direction 
for our country by improving energy inde-
pendence and reducing global warming. 

JOBS 
As we address energy independence and 

global warming with innovation and market- 
based solutions, we will grow our economy 
and create good paying jobs—including 
‘‘green-collar’’ jobs. 

Because small businesses are the backbone 
of our economy, this bill ensures small busi-
nesses can reap the economic benefits of new 
energy technologies. 

GLOBAL WARMING 
The consequences of global warming will 

be as local as our neighborhoods, and as 
broad as our entire planet. So too must our 
solutions be both local and global. 

This bill lays out specific steps the Admin-
istration should take for the U.S. to resume 
a constructive role as the global leader in 
combating global warming. 

Here at home, the Federal Government 
should lead by example. This bill requires 
the Federal Government to become carbon- 
neutral by the year 2050, and lays out a num-
ber of specific measures that will assist our 
government to achieve that goal. 

States and local communities need to 
know how to plan for the global warming 
that is already underway. This bill reorga-
nizes the federal climate change research, so 
every locality has information it needs to 
prepare. 

It also assists us in tracking the effects of 
global warming on the oceans and wildlife so 
we can take steps to protect them. 

CONCLUSION 
Mr. Chairman, the legislation we debate 

today is just the ambitious first phase in 
what will be a series of revolutionary actions 
for energy independence. 

But it is a very serious first step, that hon-
ors God’s creation—our planet, and creates a 
better world for our children. 

With confidence in American ingenuity 
and faith in our future, today we can declare 
a New Direction in our energy policy—one 
for our future generations. I urge my col-
leagues to do just that by supporting this 
bill. 

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California. 
Mr. Chairman, I yield myself 11⁄2 min-
utes. 

I want to thank the Speaker for 
speaking and endorsing and her partici-
pation in bringing this legislation to-
gether, but specifically, from our com-
mittee, the Education and Labor Com-
mittee, the matter that is dealing with 
green jobs. 

And I want to thank Congresswoman 
HILDA SOLIS and Congressman JOHN 
TIERNEY for all of the work they did to 
create green jobs, both in our urban 
areas and in the rural areas, to build 
the expertise, to build the capital nec-
essary to meet the demands of this leg-
islation. 

For too long, we have debated this 
issue as if it’s the environment against 
economic growth and jobs. This legisla-
tion points to the fact, with the great 
support of labor unions in our country, 
that this is also about growing jobs 
here at home with new technologies, 
new industries, new innovation and 
new discovery. And I want to mention 
the support the Laborers International 
Union, Operating Engineers, the Broth-
erhood of Carpenters, the Boiler-
makers, the Steelworkers, and others. 
They participated in this joint effort to 
develop these green jobs provisions, 
building on very successful models 
across this country. 

Again, I want to pay tribute to Con-
gressman TIERNEY and Congresswoman 
SOLIS for their effort to pull together a 
coalition of people understanding the 
dynamics and the economic growth 
this can mean in both rural America 
and urban America to build the exper-
tise, to build the talent, to build the 
job skills to deal with the new tech-
nologies that the other committees of 
jurisdiction are bringing forth. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY 
Mr. BARTON of Texas. Mr. Chair-

man, I am not a member of the Edu-
cation and Workforce Committee, so I 
have a parliamentary inquiry. Are we 
on the Education and Workforce time 
at this time? 

The CHAIRMAN. The committees 
may use the time in any order that 
they choose. 

Mr. BARTON of Texas. My under-
standing on the rule was that we would 
go by committee, and the first com-
mittee would be Energy and Com-
merce, but Mr. MILLER is the chairman 
of the Education and Workforce Com-
mittee 

The CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman 
would suspend, the rule does not stipu-
late the order. 

Mr. BARTON of Texas. So, could the 
Chair indicate what the order is? 

The CHAIRMAN. No. 
Mr. BARTON of Texas. Well, Mr. 

Chairman, I would claim the time for 
the Education and Workforce Com-
mittee since the Education and Work-
force Committee is not here. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will ac-
commodate the committees in trying 
to use the time in whichever order they 
see fit. It is not at this point up to the 
Chair to decide. 

Mr. BARTON of Texas. Mr. Chair-
man, when Mr. DINGELL uses Energy 
and Commerce time, then I will use En-
ergy and Commerce time, but at this 
point in time I will reserve the time. 

Mr. TIERNEY. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Chairman, today I rise to high-
light one aspect of the Energy bill that 
is before the House today, that’s the 
provision essentially incorporating the 
Green Jobs Act of 2007, which had pre-
viously been passed by the House Com-
mittee on Education and Labor. 

Let me begin by acknowledging and 
thanking Speaker PELOSI for making 
this issue, ‘‘the green workforce devel-
opment,’’ a priority in her environ-
mental agenda. 

My cosponsor, HILDA SOLIS of Cali-
fornia, is appreciated for her work in 
ensuring that a broad cross section of 
workers get in at the bottom floor of 
this growing industry. 

This innovative proposal, ‘‘green 
jobs,’’ will make $120 million a year 
available across the country to begin 
training workers for jobs in the clean 
energy sector. 35,000 people per year 
can benefit from vocational education 
that will provide for them secure em-
ployment in this country. 

Until now, the United States has not 
really had a coherent strategy to ad-
dress the growing labor shortage and 
demands of these green and clean en-
ergy sectors. This bill, this particular 
provision, will help a broad cross sec-
tion of workers get into these growing 
industries. 

Green-collar jobs can provide living 
wages and upward mobility. For some, 
they will create a way out of poverty, 
even as they help improve our environ-
ment and buttress our national secu-
rity by lessening reliance on foreign 
oil. 

We’ve passed legislation to increase 
science, technology, engineering and 
math teachers, to educate more engi-
neers and scientists. Now we have the 
chance to make sure that those who do 
not have degrees or do not choose to go 
to college can also support a family 
and contribute to their communities. 
Urban youth, retired veterans, strug-
gling farmers, and displaced workers 
from our manufacturing sectors can all 
get training through this proposal. 

They will help meet a growing labor 
need as America seeks thousands of 
green-collar workers to install millions 
of solar panels, to weatherize buildings 
and homes, to build and maintain wind 
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farms, and more. These jobs are energy 
saving, air quality improving, and car-
bon cutting, and they’re all local. They 
mostly cannot be outsourced to other 
countries. Solar panels and wind farms 
need to be built here. Buildings to be 
retrofitted to save energy have their 
foundations in U.S. soil. 

Today, we can join Speaker PELOSI 
and the many numerous advocacy or-
ganizations that have worked hard to 
develop and expand the concept of 
green jobs, making sure that the bene-
fits of a cleaner and greener economy 
are shared broadly at all income levels. 

Special acknowledgement goes to the 
Ella Baker Center’s Van Jones, whose 
passionate expressions have been lib-
erally borrowed here and whose per-
sonal energy has greatly advanced this 
idea. 

The return in energy savings helped 
by green jobs can be enormous. The 
positive impact on lives from reward-
ing employment can be priceless. Mr. 
Chairman, this provision of the clean 
energy bill can help provide America 
with the working muscle, practical ex-
perience and training, and industry- 
specific intelligence to change our Na-
tion’s future. 

I urge my colleagues to support the 
entire bill, being mindful that the 
Green Jobs Act of 2007 contributes spe-
cifically to this appeal. 

Mr. TIERNEY. I am going to reserve 
the balance of the Education Commit-
tee’s time on this and defer to the 
Committee on Energy. 

Mr. DINGELL. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself 1 minute. 

The legislation here represents the 
work of 10 committees. In the portion 
of the legislation written by the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce, there 
is not a single provision that a Member 
would feel justified in opposing. The 
legislation from the Commerce Com-
mittee sets appliance standards for 
buildings and other devices and appli-
ances which, when in full force, will 
save 10 million tons emissions of car-
bon dioxide, more than the annual 
emissions of every car in this country. 
It promotes the development of the 
Smart Electricity Grid that will de-
liver energy to a household in a more 
efficient manner. It paves the way for 
more efficient use of electricity and 
will make innovations like plug-in hy-
brid vehicles even more promising. 

It improves the loan guarantee pro-
grams to the Department of Energy, 
and it makes the largest investment in 
our history in biofuels, along with 
other things which will move forward 
and see to it that the infrastructure is 
there to provide the necessary service. 

Some of our Members are unhappy 
with what is not in the bill; some of 
them are unhappy with what is in the 
bill. I would observe that we will be 
having additional legislation which we 
are contemplating bringing forth from 
the Energy and Commerce Committee 

in the month of September which will 
address a large number of questions 
not now before the House, including 
the question of global warming in all of 
its aspects. 

These controversies have been avoid-
ed so that we could produce a con-
sensus bill that will pass the House and 
the Senate and be signed into law by 
the President. That bill is before us at 
this time, and it merits our support. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. BARTON of Texas. Mr. Chair-
man, I yield 2 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. SHIMKUS), a 
distinguished member of the com-
mittee. 

Mr. SHIMKUS. Mr. Chairman, I’m 
going to count to 10 and make sure I’m 
calm and deliberative. I do appreciate 
my friends on the other side. 

Throughout the process in our com-
mittee, numerous times I’ve heard the 
promise that we will have coal provi-
sions in the Greenhouse Gas Bill this 
fall, and I think we kind of heard it 
again today. I am skeptical. I am a 
doubter. I don’t believe it will happen. 
That’s why I’m upset about the bill 
today. 

We just heard Education and Work-
force people talk about jobs. I’ll talk 
about jobs; coal-to-liquid jobs. One 
coal-to-liquid refinery that produces 
80,000 barrels of coal-to-liquid, a thou-
sand jobs, 2,500 to 5,000 construction 
jobs, 15 million tons of coal per year, 
and up to 500 coal mining jobs. Those 
are real jobs with great benefits and 
great wages. 

Energy security. We have our sol-
diers deployed in the Middle East, and 
they’ve been there for a lot of reasons 
for many, many years. I think it was 
Carter who said the Persian Gulf re-
gion was an important national secu-
rity interest. Why? We know why. 
Crude oil. How do we decrease that im-
portance of the Persian Gulf region? 
We move to coal-to-liquid technologies, 
our coal fields to a coal-to-liquid refin-
ery, through a pipeline to fuel our avia-
tion assets that the Department of De-
fense really wants. 

What is wrong with this bill? Every-
thing. No soy diesel. No renewable fuel 
standard. No ethanol. No renewable 
fuel standard. No coal. No alternative 
fuel standard. Nothing on nuclear en-
ergy. No expansion. There is no supply 
in this bill. Defeat this bill. 

Mr. BOUCHER. Mr. Chairman, we 
continue to reserve our time. 

Mr. BARTON of Texas. Mr. Chair-
man, I reserve the balance of my time 
at this time. 

Mr. RAHALL. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself 1 minute. 

Mr. Chairman, title VII of the pend-
ing legislation is the Energy Policy Re-
form and Revitalization Act of 2007, 
which was produced by our Committee 
on Natural Resources. The funda-
mental premise behind this title of 

H.R. 3221 is that we must restore ac-
countability and integrity in the Fed-
eral onshore and offshore energy leas-
ing programs and ensure that the pub-
lic interest is upheld when it comes to 
managing energy development on Fed-
eral lands, while advancing alternative 
energy strategies, preserving coal’s 
role in a global climate-sensitive 
world, and addressing the impacts on 
wildlife, coastal areas, and our oceans 
as a result of climate change. 

There are many issues contained in 
this title, but at this time I would 
highlight subtitle D. That would ini-
tiate a framework for enabling our Na-
tion to sequester carbon dioxide under 
the ground to ensure the future use of 
fuel, such as coal, in an environ-
mentally responsible fashion. 

We can talk about ethanol and other 
biofuels and wind and solar, et cetera, 
all we want, but the fact of the matter 
is that coal, which produces half of our 
electricity in this country, will con-
tinue to be a mainstay through the 
foreseeable future. At the same time, 
any of us representing coalfields in this 
country recognize that we must, as a 
Nation, aggressively pursue strategies 
and technologies to capture and store 
the carbon dioxide. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

b 1130 

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. Mr. Chair-
man, I yield myself such time as I may 
consume. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise in the strongest 
opposition to this bill. This bill, as 
brought forth by the majority, will in-
crease the energy costs to all Ameri-
cans. It increases the imports more 
than we are now, where we are now at 
67 percent, of foreign oil, sending dol-
lars overseas to compete against us and 
actually raise the war of terror. 

I am shocked that any union would 
ever support this bill. It will lead to 
the loss of jobs in all sectors of our 
economy. It is clearly the work of 
those, including the leadership on the 
other side, who do not appreciate the 
blessings of America’s place in the 
world. 

Prime Minister Margaret Thatcher 
once said, ‘‘Nothing is more obstinate 
than a fashionable consensus.’’ This 
bill appears to be based on the con-
sensus opinion that America is too 
wealthy, too strong and too influential 
in the world. The way we got there was 
to build the world’s strongest economy 
by using the energy that God gave us. 

The popular consensus of representa-
tives of this bill is if we use less energy 
and make it more expensive then we 
can unilaterally reduce our impact on 
the world. I have news for those who 
believe this: Nature abhors a vacuum. 

The U.S. has been the world’s number 
one industrial economy since the Civil 
War. Since the Civil War. We got there 
by using our coal, our oil, our natural 
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gas and our brains to create and use 
more energy to amplify human 
strengths to do more things than any 
other competitor on Earth. Along the 
way we became number one. 

Now, for the first time since the Civil 
War, our Nation faces serious competi-
tion to our number one status from 
China and India. China just surpassed 
Germany to become the third-largest 
economy in the world. Experts believe 
that within 20 years they will over-
come this Nation. And with this bill 
they will. 

China already produces more CO2 
than we do, which is the logical out-
come of the relentless race to use more 
energy, because they understand en-
ergy use means economic growth. They 
are our competitors. They import en-
ergy around the world. They consume 
over half of the cement in the world 
today building their economy for to-
morrow. 

So what does this bill do to prepare 
our Nation for competition? It tells us 
to turn the lights out. That is what 
this bill does. 

Mr. Chairman, I fear for our Nation. 
I fear for our young people. I fear for a 
Congress that does not understand that 
to stay in number one requires more 
energy, not less. Energy is the power of 
life. I fear for a Congress that does not 
understand the history of our blessed 
place in this continent of the world. I 
fear for my children and my grand-
children because what you are doing 
here today is dead wrong. And anybody 
who says this is the right thing to do 
does not understand the energy policy 
at all. 

President Ronald Reagan, who more 
than anyone understood the spirit that 
makes America great, often referred to 
our Nation as ‘‘the Shining City on the 
Hill.’’ Mr. Chairman, I fear we are wit-
nessing nothing less than an effort to 
turn off the lights in what Ronald 
Reagan referred to as ‘‘the Shining 
City on the Hill,’’ because some believe 
we need to rest in our quest to make 
the world a better place. Our competi-
tors in the world would like us to rest. 

Mr. Chairman, this is a bad bill. 
There is no energy in this bill at all. 
We are faced with the ability not to 
have our ships float, our trains run, our 
cars drive and our trucks deliver be-
cause there is no energy in this bill. 
And I say shame on you. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. RAHALL. Mr. Chairman, I con-
tinue to reserve the balance of my 
time. 

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. Mr. Chair-
man, I yield 31⁄2 minutes to the gen-
tleman from New Mexico (Mr. PEARCE). 

Mr. PEARCE. Mr. Chairman, I rise in 
strong opposition to H.R. 3221. I rise in 
strong opposition to the method and 
strategy promoted in this bill, which 
suggests that it is a new direction to-
wards energy security. I don’t oppose 

the bill because it doesn’t include any 
new energy. I can tolerate a bill that 
doesn’t include any new energy, and 
this one doesn’t. 

But this bill is worse than that. It 
takes domestic energy supplies away. 
At this time of record energy prices, 
this bill limits our domestic produc-
tion. This is a San Francisco energy 
policy that will force prices higher, 
will increase our dependence on oil 
from Venezuela and Iran, and it will 
send even more of our American jobs 
overseas. 

The bill is deaf to every signal in this 
country and around the world regard-
ing energy prices. Listening is one of 
the most important skills of a policy-
maker. I urge the Members of this 
House to please listen to the signals 
surrounding us. 

Oil shattered another record this 
week, reaching $78.77 per barrel during 
the trading day. This ‘‘Wrong Direc-
tion’’ bill cuts off 2 trillion barrels of 
American oil from oil shale resources. 

Energy Secretary Bodman called on 
world producers today to boost oil sup-
ply of world oil because the U.S. econ-
omy is in a ‘‘danger zone.’’ This 
‘‘Wrong Direction’’ bill cuts off 10 bil-
lion barrels of oil from our own Na-
tional Petroleum Reserve in Alaska. 

On one hand, the Independent Sys-
tem Operator of New England released 
a study today that states that New 
England’s energy rates are among the 
highest in the Nation and they will 
continue to depend almost entirely on 
the price of natural gas. So New Eng-
land’s energy depends on the supply of 
natural gas, no matter what policies 
State leaders adopt for conserving en-
ergy. 

On the other hand, this ‘‘Wrong Di-
rection’’ bill cuts off 18 percent in Fed-
eral onshore natural gas supply by gut-
ting the categorical exclusions provi-
sions from the Energy Policy Act of 
2005. 

In another move to use energy as a 
political weapon, Russia announced 
this week that it would again cut off 
Belarus from natural gas supplies. At 
the same time, Russia is putting a flag 
on the North Pole so that it might drill 
and continue to feed its hungry energy 
appetite. Meanwhile, this ‘‘Wrong Di-
rection’’ bill plays 11th hour games and 
cuts off critical domestic natural gas 
supplies from the Colorado Roan Pla-
teau. The Roan has enough natural gas 
to power 4 million homes for more than 
20 years. 

Venezuela announced this week they 
are coordinating with the Cubans to 
drill offshore Florida. China is already 
working with Cuba to drill off the 
shore of Florida. And yet we do not 
harness any of this energy for our own 
purposes. Instead, we allow the Chinese 
to become even more dominant in the 
world. 

The bill will prohibit government 
agencies from working together. Right 

now, BLM, the Forest Service, the En-
vironmental Protection Agency, the 
Department of Fish and Wildlife and 
the Army Corps of Engineers all work 
together in pilot offices that make 
common sense to the American tax-
payer. Yet this bill stops them. 

Dow Chemical announced recent 
plans to build a $22 billion chemical fa-
cility in Saudi Arabia because natural 
gas supplies are too tight in this coun-
try. This ‘‘Wrong Direction’’ bill 
breaches contracts with natural gas 
producers. 

Again, this bill simply does not 
produce any new energy, but, worse, it 
affects the supply of energy we cur-
rently have, diminishing those. It is 
going to put a double squeeze on our 
economy. 

Mr. Chairman, this is not the best 
new direction. It is a new direction for 
the country. It is the wrong direction. 
I oppose the bill strongly. 

Mr. RAHALL. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Chairman, title VII of the pending legis-
lation is the ‘‘Energy Policy Reform and Revi-
talization Act of 2007’’ which was produced by 
the Committee on Natural Resources. 

It is the product of 14 hearings held this 
year, input from over 100 witnesses, results 
from several Government Accountability Office 
reports and Interior Department Inspector 
General investigations, and a marathon mark-
up session during which 46 amendments were 
considered. 

The fundamental premise behind this title of 
H.R. 3221 is that we must restore account-
ability and integrity in the Federal onshore and 
offshore energy leasing programs and ensure 
that the public interest is upheld when it 
comes to managing energy development on 
federal lands, while advancing alternative en-
ergy strategies, preserving coal’s role in a 
global-climate-sensitive world, and addressing 
impacts on wildlife, coastal areas and our 
oceans as a result of climate change. 

I would like, at this time, to express my 
deep appreciation to the Members of the Nat-
ural Resources Committee who assisted in 
crafting this legislation. To Subcommittee on 
Energy and Mineral Resources Chairman JIM 
COSTA for the many long hours he put into the 
hearing process. To RAUL GRIJALVA, Chairman 
of the Subcommittee on National Parks, For-
ests and Public Lands who also conducted 
hearings and aggressively fought for public in-
terest provisions in this legislation. To Sub-
committee on Fisheries, Wildlife and Oceans 
Chairwoman MADELEINE BORDALLO for her vi-
sion in seeking to address issues relating to 
wildlife and our oceans in this measure. And 
to GRACE NAPOLITANO, chairwoman of the 
Subcommittee on Water and Power for her 
contributions as they relate to western water 
resources as well. 

Last, but certainly not least, I would like to 
express my deep appreciation to the Speaker 
of the House, NANCY PELOSI, for her intimate 
involvement with the provisions reported by 
the Natural Resources Committee during the 
process of compiling H.R. 3221. 

Others will speak to the many issues con-
tained in this title, but at this time, I will focus 
on two. 
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Subtitle D of this title will initiate a frame-

work for enabling our Nation to sequester car-
bon dioxide under the ground to ensure the fu-
ture use of fuels, such as coal, in an environ-
mentally responsible fashion. 

We can talk about ethanol and other 
biofuels, and wind, and solar all we want, but 
the fact of the matter is that coal—which pro-
duces half of our electricity in this country— 
will continue to be a mainstay throughout the 
foreseeable future. At the same time, many of 
us representing the coalfields of this country 
recognize that we must—as a Nation—aggres-
sively pursue strategies and technologies to 
capture and store the carbon dioxide that re-
sults from coal combustion. 

There are three provisions of this title which 
seek to accomplish that goal. The first is a na-
tional assessment of the geologic capacity for 
carbon storage, focusing on deep saline for-
mations, unmineable coal seams, or oil and 
gas reservoirs capable of accommodating in-
dustrial carbon dioxide. 

The second directs the Interior Department 
to devise a regulatory framework for con-
ducting geological carbon sequestration activi-
ties on federal lands. This is extremely impor-
tant. In the event a suitable geologic formation 
is identified on federal lands, there currently 
exists no clear-cut authority to allow the activ-
ity to go forward. 

The third is the biomass utilization program 
established by this title. One of the purposes 
of this program is to develop biomass utiliza-
tion for energy, including through combustion 
with other fuels such as coal, to achieve 
cleaner emissions. This is especially important 
in our continued efforts to develop a viable 
coal-to-liquids industry in this country to 
counter imported oil. Expert studies and tests 
show that when coal is mixed with biomass in 
the coal-to-liquids production process it will 
produce a cleaner fuel at the tailpipe than con-
ventional gasoline. 

The other area of this title which I would like 
to highlight relates to restoring the public inter-
est in the management of our Federal oil and 
gas resources. A number of GAO and Interior 
Inspector General investigations make it abun-
dantly clear that the taxpayers are not receiv-
ing a fair return for the disposition of these re-
sources as a result of royalty underpayments, 
various schemes and outright fraud. 

The Natural Resources Committee, under 
my chairmanship, has been very aggressive in 
pursuing these matters. There is a fiduciary 
responsibility to the American people involved 
here, and if the Interior Department will not 
fully exercise it then the Congress will. 

Provisions of this title will bolster federal au-
dits and provide expanded tools for requiring 
compliance with the payment of federal oil and 
gas royalties. 

This is simply good government, and it be-
longs in this energy bill. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield 11⁄2 minutes to 
the gentleman from California (Mr. 
COSTA). 

Mr. COSTA. Mr. Chairman, I want to 
thank Chairman RAHALL, Chairman 
DINGELL and other committee chair-
men, along with the Speaker, for devel-
oping this important, far-reaching bill 
to address many of the pressing needs 
to cut our dependence on foreign oil 
and gas. 

There are many provisions in this 
legislation, and we know this legisla-
tion is a work in progress, but I would 
like to point out an important protec-
tion the bill affords for the Roan Pla-
teau in Colorado. These protections are 
of great importance to Congressmen 
SALAZAR and UDALL, as well as the peo-
ple of Colorado and the Nation. 

The Roan Plateau is also, though, as 
was suggested by our colleague from 
New Mexico, a highly important source 
of natural gas supply to the Nation and 
will remain so for the foreseeable fu-
ture. 

Mr. SALAZAR gives us an opportunity 
to address both issues. The language in 
the bill specifies that the restrictions 
on the drilling are prospective only and 
do not apply to private drilling activi-
ties. It does not apply to roads, rights- 
of-way access to privately held land or 
production. Nor does it apply to pipe-
lines and infrastructure needed to 
transport natural gas across BLM land 
to access stem pipelines to transport 
the gas to the rest of the United 
States. 

Roan area gas is of immense impor-
tance to the Nation, with an estimated 
9 trillion cubic feet of gas reserves. 
California, my State, gets 24 percent of 
its natural gas from the Rocky Moun-
tains, clean-burning natural gas which 
today is the fuel du jour. California is 
struggling, obviously, to come into 
compliance with clean air standards. 
This supply of natural gas is impor-
tant. 

Mr. Chairman, in conclusion, this 
does provide new energy sources, solar 
power, and renewable sources. I want 
to thank Chairman RAHALL and Con-
gressman SALAZAR for their amend-
ment. 

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. Mr. Chair-
man, I yield 1 minute to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania (Mr. PETERSON), 
who has been a leader in this area. 

Mr. PETERSON of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Chairman, I rise today to talk about 
the importance of the legislation we 
are considering. There’s nothing more 
important to America’s economy and 
security than affordable, available en-
ergy, and we are today looking at legis-
lation that doesn’t deal with that. 

Here is our current use of energy: We 
are 40 percent dependent on petroleum. 
We are in world short supply at the 
moment. The oil companies are report-
ing they are most frightened today be-
cause of the lack of oil availability in 
the world than they have ever remem-
bered. Natural gas, 23 percent. Coal, 23 
percent. Nuclear, 8 percent. Hydro-
electric, 2.7 percent. 

None of these major forms of energy 
will be enhanced or helped. They will 
be harmed. The legislation coming 
from the Natural Resources Committee 
will give us less petroleum and increase 
our dependence on foreign supply from 
unstable parts of the world. 

Natural gas? Nothing. But it will 
give us less natural gas and make us, 

again, foreign dependent on foreign, 
from Canada. 

Nothing to help coal. 
We need an energy bill that gives us 

energy so our renewables can grow in 
order to meet some of our future needs. 

Ms. GIFFORDS. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
to claim the time alotted to the 
Science and Technology Committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentlewoman 
from Arizona is recognized. 

Ms. GIFFORDS. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise today in support 
of H.R. 3221, the New Direction for En-
ergy Independence, National Security, 
and Consumer Protection Act. This bill 
will help our Nation make great strides 
in our efforts to simultaneously reduce 
our dependence on foreign energy and 
address global climate change. I am 
proud to join with my colleagues on 
the Science and Technology Com-
mittee under the leadership of Chair-
man GORDON and Ranking Member 
HALL to contribute a very strong 
Science and Technology title to this 
bill. 

This title authorizes funding for re-
search in advanced, experimental en-
ergy technologies; marine renewable 
energy technologies to harness the 
power of ocean waves and currents; 
geothermal energy technologies, to tap 
into the enormous reservoir of heat 
stored within the earth; biofuels, to in-
crease the amount of energy we can ex-
tract from our agricultural resources; 
solar energy technologies, to tap into 
the tremendous power of the sun; car-
bon capture and storage, to reduce the 
carbon footprint of coal-fired power 
plants; and, of course, global climate 
change. 

b 1145 

Mr. Chairman, all of these important 
provisions to this legislation had bipar-
tisan support within our committee. I 
look forward to Members’ support of 
this legislation, and will continue to 
work with Members to make sure these 
great provisions go to the President’s 
desk. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. MCKEON. Mr. Chairman, I rise to 
claim the Republican time for the Edu-
cation and Labor Committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
from California is recognized. 

Mr. MCKEON. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself 51⁄2 minutes. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise in opposition to 
H.R. 3221, the Democrat Energy Scar-
city Bill. Congress must act decisively 
to pass a balanced, comprehensive en-
ergy policy that creates more Amer-
ican-made energy, spurs good jobs, cor-
rects our supply-and-demand imbal-
ance, lowers prices for consumers, and 
strengthens America’s ability to com-
pete. But the bill before us today would 
do none of that. Instead of creating 
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new energy supplies for consumers, 
they trap America’s vast energy re-
sources under ever-more bureaucratic 
red tape and punitive taxes that dis-
courage domestic energy investments. 

As senior Republican on the Edu-
cation and Labor Committee, I rise in 
opposition not only against H.R. 3221’s 
remarkable lack of any new energy, 
but also against the sliver of the bill 
marked up out of the blue by our com-
mittee in June, the so-called ‘‘green 
jobs’’ provision in the bill. 

I was chairman of our Postsecondary 
Subcommittee in 1998 when Members of 
both parties enacted the Workforce In-
vestment Act, or WIA, to establish the 
system of one-stop career centers 
aimed at providing one convenient, 
central location to offer job training 
and related employment services. 
While these reforms have been success-
ful, the WIA system is still hampered 
by often unnecessary bureaucracy that 
prevents it from being as effective as it 
could be for workers and their families. 

In response to this, in the last Con-
gress, the Republican-led House voted 
to further streamline and consolidate 
these programs. Today, rather than fol-
lowing suit, H.R. 3221 will add to the 
duplicative nature of these job training 
programs, all under the guise of ‘‘green 
jobs.’’ Make no mistake: this marks a 
significant step backwards in our effort 
to streamline the delivery of job train-
ing services. 

Through the green jobs provision in 
this bill, though they have garnered a 
great deal of attention from the media 
and Members, it was significant enough 
to garner the attention of the Depart-
ment of Labor. In an analysis of the 
language we marked up in committee 
earlier this year, the agency noted that 
the new program created under this 
bill would duplicate assistance that is 
available already to help train workers 
under the Workforce Investment Act. 
As a result, should H.R. 3221 become 
law, it would mean more red tape, 
more bureaucracy, and more hurdles 
for job seekers. 

At a time when Congress purports to 
be so interested in enhancing American 
competitiveness, making it more dif-
ficult for job providers and job seekers 
to become more competitive them-
selves, surely this is not a wise course 
of action. 

This reverse in course at the heart of 
H.R. 3221 should not be taken lightly. 
But given the process that has brought 
us here, I fear it has been. The Edu-
cation and Labor Committee never 
held a single hearing on it, outside 
stakeholders had little or no time to 
review it, and the bill had been pur-
posely crafted outside the WIA reau-
thorization process. 

However, to meet an artificial dead-
line for introduction of the Democrat 
Energy Scarcity Bill, our committee 
was forced to act hastily. This ill-con-
sidered process is especially discour-

aging because this fall our committee 
is expected to begin the process of re-
authorizing the Workforce Investment 
Act. Indeed, that process is the appro-
priate venue for consideration of the 
green jobs language considered in the 
bill before us today. 

If we did follow this more responsible 
process on the green jobs language, 
there are a number of questions Mem-
bers could and should ask about it. 

For one, Members should know the 
rationale for giving nonviolent crimi-
nals priority for training under the 
green jobs bill. Members also should 
know why the majority choose to cir-
cumvent the successful one stop pro-
gram and instead insist the training 
for green jobs be provided through an 
entirely new and separate line of pro-
grams. Finally, Members should know 
why labor unions are given special 
treatment under this bill, when the 
local workforce investment boards and 
the business community, those that ac-
tually provide jobs, are left out in the 
cold. 

Unfortunately, we will never get an 
answer to these or any other questions 
about green jobs on the minds of Mem-
bers, because this language has been 
rushed to the floor. As a result, it will 
make our job training system more 
cumbersome and less efficient for both 
green jobs training and any other 
training delivered through the work-
force investment system. 

Mr. Chairman, before I conclude, I 
also must note my continued strong 
opposition to the majority’s insistence 
on including controversial Davis-Bacon 
wage mandates in both this and other 
bills forced through the House this 
year. 

Davis-Bacon wages violate capitalist 
values of free markets and competi-
tion, and they can inflate costs of 
projects by as much as 15 percent, costs 
that get passed on to taxpayers. More-
over, they force private companies to 
do millions of dollars more in excess 
administrative work each year. 

At a time when we should be encour-
aging more investment in our energy 
infrastructure, as this bill purports to 
do, expanding this mandate is an un-
wise course, and one, I might add, that 
was never considered before the com-
mittee of jurisdiction, the Education 
and Labor Committee. 

For these and other reasons, Mr. 
Chairman, I cannot support H.R. 3221, 
the Democrat Energy Scarcity Bill; 
and I urge my colleagues to join me in 
opposition. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield the balance of 
my time to the gentleman from South 
Carolina (Mr. WILSON), subcommittee 
ranking member on the Committee on 
Education and Labor. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is 
recognized for 21⁄4 minutes. 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. 
Thank you, Mr. MCKEON. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise today in opposi-
tion to this legislation. We have heard 

from many of our colleagues this morn-
ing about the flaws of this legislation 
across a range of policy areas. I would 
like to focus on one in particular that 
concerns many Members of the Com-
mittee on Education and Labor, and 
particularly the subcommittee on 
which I serve as ranking Republican, 
the Subcommittee on Workforce Pro-
tections. That issue is, of course, that 
the application of Davis-Bacon pre-
vailing wage requirements, which is ex-
panded no less than five times in this 
bill. 

I submitted an amendment to the 
Rules Committee which would have 
conditioned the effective dates of the 
Davis-Bacon expansions in this bill on 
the completion of a study by the GAO 
to determine how effective the Davis- 
Bacon wage system is, and in par-
ticular whether progress was being 
made on improving its known flaws. I 
will give my colleagues some back-
ground. 

In 2004, the Department of Labor’s 
Office of Inspector General examined 
the Wage and Hour Division’s attempt 
to update the Davis-Bacon wage-gath-
ering system, a system that the De-
partment of Labor spent $22 million up-
dating. The results were troubling. 

The IG report stated: ‘‘Wage and 
fringe benefit data supplied wage and 
hour, and used in its surveys continue 
to have inaccuracies and may be bi-
ased. Further, prevailing wage deci-
sions developed from the data are not 
timely.’’ 

Indeed, the problems identified are 
dramatic. My amendment simply 
would have required the Government 
Accountability Office to examine the 
status of the Department of Labor’s ef-
forts to remedy these identified flaws 
and make progress implementing the 
IG’s suggested reforms before we ex-
pand Davis-Bacon wages and its associ-
ated costs in the wholly new areas of 
law. 

That is why I submitted my amend-
ment to rules and why I am dis-
appointed we are not debating it today. 
The Wilson amendment may not have 
solved all of the problems in this bill, 
but it would have at least made an ef-
fort to correct one significant issue 
that we know sorely needs fixing. 

As the Democrat Congress endeavors 
to expand Davis-Bacon into unprece-
dented areas under this bill, states and 
private parties receiving loan guaran-
tees, grants and bonds will now be re-
quired to comply with the act. That is 
an unprecedented expansion beyond the 
original purposes of the act. I urge my 
colleagues to vote ‘‘no.’’ 

Mr. BOUCHER. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself 11⁄4 minutes. 

Mr. Chairman, the bill before the 
House creates broad energy effi-
ciencies. Taken together, our 29 sepa-
rate energy efficiency provisions will 
reduce future greenhouse gas emissions 
by a total of 8.4 billion tons cumula-
tively through the year 2030. In the 
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year 2030 alone, the reduction will be 
fully 700 million tons, and that is an 
amount equal to all of the vehicles on 
America’s roads today. 

The efficiency provisions are truly a 
major step forward in advancing Amer-
ican energy policy. They set new stand-
ards for lighting that is many mul-
tiples in advance of today’s standards. 
They set higher standards for future 
models of an array of consumer prod-
ucts, ranging from refrigerators, freez-
ers, dishwashers, clothes washers, resi-
dential boilers, electric motors and fur-
nace fans. They promote green build-
ings, both in the public sector and also 
in the private sector. They create a 
process to capture much of the heat 
that today is wasted from industrial 
sites, enabling as much as 60 gigawatts 
of electricity generation from that en-
ergy. 

The bill before us is a landmark ac-
complishment. It will make America 
more energy efficient and more energy 
independent. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. I would say to the gen-
tleman from Texas that we do not have 
other speakers on this side, except for 
the potential to close on this side at 
the end of this debate. 

Mr. BARTON of Texas. What is the 
intention of the controller of the time 
for the Energy and Commerce Com-
mittee on the majority? Are you about 
to yield back? Are you going to re-
serve? 

Mr. BOUCHER. If the gentleman 
would yield, we are reserving the bal-
ance of our time. We do not have addi-
tional speakers on this side for general 
debate. We do reserve the potential for 
a brief close in general debate, but that 
will be the extent of general debate on 
our side. 

Mr. BARTON of Texas. Then, Mr. 
Chairman, I reserve the balance of the 
Energy and Commerce time on the mi-
nority side until the end of the general 
debate. 

Mr. BOUCHER. If the gentleman 
from Texas would yield again for a mo-
ment, what we are attempting to do ac-
tually is facilitate the debate. At this 
point in time, if the gentleman is pre-
pared to use his time, we would yield 
back the balance of our time. 

Mr. BARTON of Texas. All right. 
Then I would yield myself 51⁄2 minutes, 
with the understanding, I want to 
make sure before I do this Mr. BOUCHER 
or Mr. DINGELL or some member of the 
Energy and Commerce Committee is 
going to speak after I speak. Is that 
correct? 

Mr. BOUCHER. No, I would say to 
the gentleman from Texas that we are 
prepared at this point to yield back the 
balance of our time. 

Mr. BARTON of Texas. Then I will 
yield myself, I believe I have 51⁄2 min-
utes, is that correct? 

The CHAIRMAN. That is correct. 
The gentleman is recognized. 

Mr. BARTON of Texas. Mr. Chair-
man, first let me say some positive 
things. I want to commend Chairman 
DINGELL and Subcommittee Chairman 
BOUCHER for the number of hearings 
that they have held on this issue in 
this Congress and this committee. I 
want to commend them for the draft 
that they circulated earlier this year 
in which they attempted to put for-
ward a bipartisan energy bill that actu-
ally had real energy in it. Unfortu-
nately, the draft that Subcommittee 
Chairman BOUCHER circulated was hi-
jacked. I am not sure what happened to 
it, but it just kind of disappeared. 

We had 6 committee prints that were 
marked up at subcommittee and full 
committee. They were artfully crafted 
in such a way that no amendment that 
dealt with energy was germane to the 
committee prints. As I said at the full 
committee markup, I am in awe of the 
parliamentary expertise, but I was not 
in awe of the substance of the actual 
amendments or the actual committee 
prints. 

This is the first Congress that I have 
served in in which there has not been a 
bipartisan approach to energy policy. 
In all the previous Congresses that I 
have served in, whether you had a 
Democrat majority or a Republican 
majority, when it came to energy pol-
icy, we tried to be bipartisan. For some 
reason, so far in this Congress that has 
not been the case. 

If you look at the complete text of 
the bill that is before us, you see 
things in it that have never been seen 
before in an energy bill. 

b 1200 

There is some sort of a Clean Energy 
Foundation that is appropriated $100 
million that apparently has the au-
thority to enter into contracts, per-
haps even binding contracts, with for-
eign governments. That is not from the 
Energy and Commerce part of the bill, 
but it is in one of the titles in the bill. 

We don’t have anything on clean coal 
technology. We don’t have anything on 
oil and gas. There is in the Energy and 
Commerce section of the bill, there is 
something to try to clarify the loan 
guarantees with regard to new con-
struction of nuclear power plants 
which was considered in the Energy 
Policy Act of 2005. 

There are some sections of the bill 
that deal with building codes, and one 
could argue that section of the bill pre-
empts State and local building codes. 
I’m not sure that is the kind of energy 
policy that we really want to imple-
ment, where Washington knows better 
than your local government what the 
building codes should be. 

There is a provision that says ‘‘by 
date certain’’. I think the date certain 
is 2050, that every building in America 
has to, on a net basis, consume no en-
ergy. There are some exclusions based 
on reasonableness, but there is no ex-

clusion based on cost, including the 
building that we are currently in, the 
Capitol of the United States of Amer-
ica. 

Can you imagine what it is going to 
cost if this bill becomes law to make 
the U.S. Capitol on a net basis use no 
energy? I am not sure it could even be 
done, but if it can be done, it is going 
to be enormously expensive. 

For some of the reasons I have al-
ready outlined, the administration has 
said they are going to veto the bill. So 
this is really an exercise in sterile fu-
tility because this bill isn’t going any-
where. I am not even sure it will be at-
tempted to be conferenced with the 
other body. 

This is not the way I conducted en-
ergy policy when I was chairman of the 
Energy Committee. I believe it is prob-
ably not the way that the current 
chairman of the Energy and Commerce 
Committee really wants to conduct en-
ergy policy. This is really a political 
exercise to give some Members of the 
majority party a forum to put forward 
their pet ideas and pet projects. But it 
is not good for the country, and it is 
not good energy policy, and it should 
be defeated in the strongest possible 
terms. 

Mr. Chairman, U.S. reliance on unstable for-
eign sources of oil is at an all-time high. The 
world price of oil set a record just this week. 
Refinery capacity is shaky and shrinking fast, 
and I remind everyone here for the umpteenth 
time that no new refinery has been built in 
America in more than 30 years. 

Americans want to know when we will start 
producing more of our own energy at prices 
that real people can afford to pay. I want to 
know how much ordinary Americans have to 
endure before the Democratic majority takes 
any action that actually matters on cutting fuel 
costs to working people? 

Take natural gas. It used to be cheap, but 
now it’s expensive and we burn too much of 
it for the purpose of generating electricity. 
That’s a big part of the reason that it costs so 
much to heat and cool a home, but people 
also pay extra in the products and services 
they buy because pricy electricity drives up 
manufacturing cost. Sometimes it even drives 
industry and jobs out of the country. 

Coal is our Nation’s most abundant energy 
source, but the Democratic leadership doesn’t 
see it that way. They are mostly interested in 
astonishingly costly and barely viable energy 
sources rather than the cheapest and most 
abundant, and it will be ordinary working 
Americans who will pay the cost of their poli-
cies. Don’t get me wrong. Windmills and solar 
arrays are worthy of our support, but so is the 
cheapest and most abundant fuel we have. 
Yet coal, whether it’s clean or liquefied or 
both, is just not on the Democratic majority’s 
political agenda at any cost. 

Even the energy efficiency parts of the 
Democratic bill are more sticks than carrots. 
For example, nearly everybody thought it 
would best if air conditioners and furnaces 
were built to match specific regions’ particular 
energy needs. Who hasn’t noticed that the 
summers in Texas are a little different than the 
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summers in Maine? I’m here to tell you that 
the winters are different, too. 

Most of us thought that buyers should get to 
decide on the heating and cooling equipment 
that works best for them. But instead of giving 
consumers information and choices, we’re 
going to punish retailers who have the gall to 
let their customers decide what they need and 
want. In the view of the Democratic majority, 
Washington knows what’s best. 

In 2007, our America faces energy chal-
lenges on every front, but on this sorry day, 
we’re not going to do anything about them. 
We are engaged here today in what is laugh-
ingly called a debate about an energy bill. This 
is hardly a debate, and this is certainly not an 
energy bill. 

I hope we can stop this nonsense and start 
over and get it right. I urge my colleagues to 
take every opportunity today to achieve that 
noble goal. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. BOUCHER. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

Mr. HALL of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I 
rise to claim the time of the Science 
and Technology Committee and pre-
sume in all this finagling I haven’t lost 
my 71⁄2 minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has 
71⁄2 minutes. 

Mr. HALL of Texas. Thank you, sir. 
Mr. Chairman, I yield myself such 

time as I may consume. 
Mr. Chairman, I have said it here be-

fore and I will keep on saying it. For 
some reason, there is a war going on 
today against energy from fossil fuels, 
and I am not really sure why. Anyone 
ought to be able to understand that, to 
be less dependent on foreign sources of 
oil and to increase our national secu-
rity, we need conventional, renewable, 
and alternative sources of energy. Our 
country at this time will not be able to 
continue to thrive and lead the world 
on renewable energy alone. Punishing 
the oil and gas industry, hindering al-
ternative uses of clean coal and stifling 
nuclear power will ensure that the 
United States loses its place as a world 
leader. 

Make no mistake, I support the con-
tinued development and increased use 
of renewable energy but not at the det-
riment of fossil fuels and clean nuclear 
energy that we absolutely have to have 
today. 

The bill before us today includes 
many provisions of research and devel-
opment into renewable energies that I 
support, but there is not one thing in 
this bill that would encourage the de-
velopment or production of oil and gas 
in our country or off our country’s 
coast, which is the only way we are 
going to decrease our imports in the 
near term. 

Why? What on earth are my friends 
on the other side of the aisle afraid of? 
I can’t for the life of me understand the 
pure venom that is felt for the oil and 
gas industry. 

At this time in our country’s history, 
more than any other time, when we are 

up against terrorists who have no fear 
of dying and only want to kill as many 
Americans as they can, we need to de-
velop our domestic sources of energy 
for ourselves. We need to reduce our 
imports and our dependence on OPEC. 
And, yes, we need to continue devel-
oping renewable and alternative 
sources of energy to eventually help 
displace our use of oil and gas. But it is 
not going to happen next year or in the 
next 10 years. We need to be realistic 
about this and deliberate about this 
and come together about this because I 
believe Republicans and Democrats 
alike care about our youngsters and 
care about the future of this country. 

Mr. Chairman, I am disappointed 
that this bill has energy independence 
and national security in its title. I 
think it is misleading. We can’t be-
come independent and secure on energy 
deficiency and research and develop-
ment alone. We definitely need them, 
but they can’t carry the weight of our 
country’s energy needs. 

As the ranking member of the 
Science Committee, I would like to 
focus on the science side of the bill. 
While I feel there is some good re-
search and development in the science 
title, I am disappointed to see that 
ARPA–E is in there again. We just 
passed it as part of the Competitive-
ness bill on Thursday after 2 months of 
negotiations. The Senate passed it on 
Friday, and it is on its way to the 
President’s desk. 

I am as opposed to it today as part of 
this bill as I was on Thursday when it 
was a part of the other bill. I am espe-
cially troubled that this version costs 
billions more than the one we just 
passed. I still believe it is unnecessary 
and could divert very valuable re-
sources away from the Office of 
Science. 

During committee markups, I, along 
with several other of my Republican 
colleagues, offered amendments that 
would have improved upon the bills, 
but they were voted down by every 
Democrat on the committee. These 
were commonsense provisions I 
thought and we thought that would 
have ensured that our most abundant 
domestic source of energy, coal, would 
continue to be a part of the energy fu-
ture as an alternative fuel. 

One amendment by Mr. MCCAUL from 
Texas simply added coal-to-liquids re-
fineries to a list of facilities that could 
be a source of carbon dioxide for the 
large-scale sequestration demonstra-
tions in the carbon capture and seques-
tration bill. 

I offered an amendment to research 
ways to blend coal-to-liquids fuels with 
biofuels in order to prolong the supply 
of both. This would have helped to 
mitigate the potential negative effects 
that increased biofuel development 
would have on our food supply and on 
our prices. My friends on the other side 
of the aisle have decided that coal is a 

four-letter word when, instead, they 
ought to be looking at it as a ticket to 
independence. 

Our greatest generation is no longer 
my generation, but it is our children 
and our grandchildren’s generation. 
Let’s not leave them with no choice 
but to fight wars all over the world for 
energy because our leadership here 
continues to put forth legislation that 
stifles domestic production of oil and 
gas and shuts out coal and shuts out 
nuclear energy sources. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. RAHALL. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself the balance of my time for the 
Committee on Natural Resources. 

Mr. Chairman, to follow on my pre-
vious comments and to respond to 
many of the comments made on the 
minority side, there are those on the 
majority side representing coal fields 
of this country that recognize that we 
must as a Nation aggressively pursue 
strategies and technologies to capture 
and store the carbon dioxide that re-
sults from coal combustion. 

There are three provisions in the nat-
ural resources title which seek to ac-
complish that goal. The first is a na-
tional assessment of the geological ca-
pacity for carbon storage, focusing on 
deep saline formations, unmineable 
coal seams or oil and gas reservoirs ca-
pable of accommodating industrial car-
bon dioxide. 

The second initiative directs the In-
terior Department to devise a regu-
latory framework for conducting geo-
logical carbon sequestration activities 
on Federal lands. This is extremely im-
portant considering future actions this 
Congress may take in this area. In the 
event a suitable geological formation 
is identified on Federal lands, there 
currently exists no clear-cut authority 
to allow that activity to go forward. 

The third is the biomass utilization 
program established by this title. One 
of the purposes of this program is to 
develop biomass utilization for energy, 
including through combustion with 
other fuels such as coal, to achieve 
cleaner emissions. This is especially 
important in our continued efforts to 
develop a viable coal-to-liquids indus-
try in this country to counter imported 
oil. Expert studies and tests show that 
when coal is mixed with biomass in the 
coal-to-liquid production process it 
will produce a cleaner fuel at the tail-
pipe than conventional gasoline. 

In conclusion, on our title VII of the 
Natural Resources part of this bill, I 
would like to highlight provisions 
which aim to restore the public inter-
est in the management of our Federal 
oil and gas reserves. 

A number of GAO and Interior In-
spector General investigations made it 
abundantly clear to our committee 
that the taxpayers are not receiving a 
fair return for the disposition of their 
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resources as a result of royalty under-
payments, various schemes and out-
right fraud. 

The Natural Resources Committee 
has been very aggressive in pursuing 
these matters. There is a fiduciary re-
sponsibility to the American people in-
volved here, and if the Interior Depart-
ment will not fully exercise it under 
this administration, then those of us in 
Congress on our committee will. 

Provisions of this title will bolster 
Federal audits and provide expanded 
tools for requiring compliance with the 
payment of Federal oil and gas royal-
ties. This is simply good government. 

Our portion of this bill provides for 
transparency, accountability, and a 
fair return to the true owners of these 
Federal lands, the American taxpayer. 
No longer can we allow the American 
taxpayer to be ripped off, to not receive 
their fair share for the disposition of 
their resources. No longer can we allow 
cronyism, fraud and abuse to exist in 
the Department of the Interior. 

I conclude by saying that the Natural 
Resources portion of this bill is a good 
bill. The underlying bill is a good bill. 
I salute our Speaker, a true leader, who 
has addressed the concerns of many 
members of our caucus, who has an in-
timate grasp of the details of this legis-
lation. Under Speaker PELOSI’s leader-
ship, we are advancing in this par-
ticular legislation energy independence 
for this country, a freeing of our reli-
ance upon foreign, unstable sources of 
oil that imperil not only our national 
security but imperil the lives of our 
young men and women. 

This bill helps restore that integrity 
and that independence. I urge all of my 
colleagues to vote for the underlying 
bill. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. HALL of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from 
Illinois (Mr. SHIMKUS). 

Mr. SHIMKUS. Mr. Chairman, I want 
to talk about natural gas for a few 
minutes. Natural gas is a major com-
modity product in a lot of what we do 
in our country. I think this chart basi-
cally shows that as the price of natural 
gas goes up jobs go down. We are not 
competitive with countries around the 
world on natural gas. 

Look what we have done and what we 
continue to do in this bill. It is amaz-
ing how our major coastal States want 
to drive us to energy efficiency, they 
want to use electricity, but they don’t 
want us to use the natural resources off 
their coast. 

This is a map of our country. It 
shows all the areas in red that are off 
limits for natural gas exploration. So 
we have the States of Massachusetts, 
Maine, Vermont; we have the great 
State of California, Oregon, Wash-
ington State. Guess what? It is okay if 
we use natural gas, but don’t get it 
from our Outer Continental Shelf. 

What do they do in this bill? They 
put a big ‘‘don’t get it from’’ the moun-
tain States any more. So we continue 
to want to use electricity, we continue 
to want to use natural gas, but you 
know what, we don’t want to explore 
for it. That is why I am concerned 
about this bill. 

I have great friends, and I appreciate 
the efficiency debate. Light cars, light 
bulbs, it could be a little bit of help. 

b 1215 

But if we don’t move with a renew-
able fuel standard, if we don’t use coal 
in an alternative fuel standard, if we 
don’t continue to move on ethanol, if 
we don’t expand nuclear options and 
hopefully move to a hydrogen econ-
omy, we’re kidding ourselves. We have 
to do both. To come to this floor and 
say that this is going to decrease our 
reliance on imported crude oil and this 
is going to make us safer is not cor-
rect. 

Vote against this bill. 
Ms. GIFFORDS. Mr. Chairman, we 

have no speakers. Would my friend 
from Texas please rise for a question? 

Mr. HALL of Texas. If I might in-
quire first before I answer the gentle-
woman from Arizona, how much time 
do I have remaining? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
from Texas has 30 seconds remaining. 

Mr. HALL of Texas. 30 full seconds. 
Now, go ahead. 

Ms. GIFFORDS. We have no addi-
tional speakers. We’re prepared to 
yield back our time. 

Mr. HALL of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield myself the remaining time. 

I just want to simply say that at a 
time when we import 60 percent of our 
oil from OPEC countries and others, we 
need to be encouraging domestic pro-
duction of fossil fuels. We have it. We 
don’t have anywhere else to turn. 

I just think energy is such a national 
security issue, not a partisan political 
issue. We have to move beyond par-
tisan rhetoric and pass a sensible en-
ergy legislation that would promote all 
sources of energy, increases our domes-
tic capacity, reduce the cost of energy, 
promote technologies to make fossil 
fuels including coal, clean coal cleaner 
and more efficient. 

This week Democratic House leaders have 
been scrambling to get energy legislation to 
the floor before Congress recesses for August, 
yet the bill they are hoping to pass today 
doesn’t create any new energy and doesn’t 
help meet America’s energy needs. 

At a time when we import 60 percent of our 
oil from OPEC countries, we need to be en-
couraging domestic production of fossil fuels. 
The Democrats’ energy bill doesn’t expand our 
domestic energy supply one drop of oil. 

Our economy depends on fossil fuels, yet 
opponents of oil and gas continue to push leg-
islation to raise taxes on our domestic energy 
producers and refiners, making American en-
ergy more expensive, and making us even 
more dependent on foreign, unstable regimes. 

Bio-fuels and other alternative energy 
sources have great potential, but are not 
ready to replace fossil fuels on a large scale 
in our domestic energy portfolio. As ranking 
member of the Science and Technology Com-
mittee, I believe that one day the investments 
we make in research and development into al-
ternative energy will make a big difference, but 
right now Americans need clean, affordable, 
and abundant energy—and I’m afraid the bill 
before us today does not advance this goal. 

Comprehensive energy solutions must in-
clude all sources of energy. Not only should 
we invest in research and development for 
technologies that promote renewable and al-
ternative sources of energy, but we should 
also invest in technologies that make existing 
energy sources cleaner, more affordable and 
more efficient. At the same time, we must con-
tinue to support the domestic oil and gas in-
dustry in order to reduce our dependence on 
foreign oil. We cannot turn our backs on the 
fossil fuels that have made our country what 
it is today. 

Energy is a national security issue—not a 
partisan political issue. We must move beyond 
partisan rhetoric and pass sensible energy 
legislation that promotes all sources of energy, 
increases our domestic capacity, reduces the 
cost of energy, and promotes technologies to 
make fossil fuels, including coal, cleaner and 
more efficient. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back my time. 
Ms. GIFFORDS. Mr. Chairman, I 

yield back my time as well. 
Mr. OBERSTAR. Mr. Chairman, I 

claim the time for the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure and 
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
from Minnesota is recognized. 

Mr. OBERSTAR. The European com-
munity nations have achieved a re-
markable milestone. They have 
achieved a 10 percent mode shift from 
automobiles to transit. The State of 
New Jersey has also achieved a mode 
shift to 10 percent of all travel by tran-
sit. If we can make that mode shift na-
tionwide in the U.S., we will save the 
equivalent of all the oil we import 
from Saudi Arabia. That’s 550 million 
barrels a year. 

The recommendations from the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infra-
structure incorporated in this bill will 
move us in that direction. 

We authorize $1.7 billion of capital 
operating funds for transit agencies to 
reduce fares and expand services, to 
purchase alternative fuel buses, alter-
native fuel locomotives, ferries, and re-
fueling facilities. 

If the alternative transit program 
had been continued with vigor, there 
was a very successful hydrogen bus ini-
tiative that produced vehicles that op-
erated in Santa Barbara, California, 
that I had the privilege of going out 
there to ride in those buses. We can 
achieve those goals without a Manhat-
tan Project or without a man on the 
moon project because we have the tech-
nology already in hand. 
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Our legislation also increases the 

Federal share for Congestion Mitiga-
tion and Air Quality Improvement 
funds to increase incentives for States 
to use those funds. We authorize fund-
ing for the purchase of green loco-
motives and track improvements for 
short-line railroads. 

The private line, private sector rail 
companies have had great success with 
their green goat switch engines in 
makeup yards for freight rails, pro-
ducing vastly less particulates and CO2 
and NOX in those areas which are very 
close to habited communities that feel 
mostly the effect of the noise and the 
air pollution, vast reductions in al-
ready existing technology with no loss 
in efficiency but also savings of cost. 

We also authorize $2 billion in loan 
guarantees to establish a short sea 
shipping transportation program which 
would be very beneficial on the Great 
Lakes, would help reduce the conges-
tion in Chicago, and would improve the 
coastwise trade on the east, west and 
gulf coast regions of the United States. 

We also require GSA, General Serv-
ices Administration, to install energy- 
efficient light bulbs in Federal build-
ings, including to photovoltaic sys-
tems. We require the Department of 
Energy to construct a sun wall on its 
headquarters. Actually, that building 
was constructed, the south wall, with 
no windows or doors to accommodate 
solar application. We reported that bill 
early in the work of our committee 
with the support of our ranking mem-
ber, Mr. MICA, and enthusiastic bipar-
tisan vote in the committee to use 
money out of the public building fund 
to build that wall so that at the end of 
the day the Department of Energy will 
pump excess electricity into the Pepco 
grid system and run all of the ele-
vators, escalators, computers, lights, 
anything that runs on electricity by 
photovoltaics. We already have tech-
nology. We need to do that. Our provi-
sions in this bill will, using what al-
ready exists to save energy, reduce 
costs. 

And I just add one further item, and 
that is on the General Services Admin-
istration, our committee has jurisdic-
tion over 366 million of square feet of 
Federal office space. The electricity 
bill annually is $5.8 billion. If we in-
stall photovoltaic cells on all those 
buildings, we can save 90 percent of 
that cost and save also the consump-
tion of coal and natural gas, whatever 
it takes to produce the electricity for 
those buildings. 

These are all realistic, within grasp, 
available technology initiatives that 
we bring to you in a very practical 
way. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. MICA. Mr. Chairman, I rise to 
claim the time in opposition. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
from Florida is recognized. 

Mr. MICA. Mr. Chairman, actually 
I’m pleased to be here on a Saturday 
because we should be here on Saturday, 
Sunday, Monday and through the en-
tire week to address the issue of energy 
independence for this Nation. People 
who drive up to the gas pump want 
some relief from high energy costs. 
People who get their bill at home and 
are struggling to pay that high power 
bill are being challenged, people on 
fixed incomes, and also, the country’s 
being held hostage now importing so 
much fossil fuel. 

And this is all supposed to be about 
climate change. We all want to pre-
serve and protect the climate. We had 
a little piece of this in the T&I Com-
mittee. But actually we could make a 
big impact, because if you look at the 
emissions into the atmosphere that are 
causing global warming and some of 
the problems, power generation is one 
of the biggest generators of that pollu-
tion and degradation of our environ-
ment. And then transportation, all 
you’ve got to do is look at the cars and 
trucks and the use of energy and then 
polluting our environment and adding 
to the warming of the climate. 

But unfortunately, in our committee 
markup, Republicans tried to add some 
real energy policy changes to this bill, 
and they didn’t accept them, the 
Democrats didn’t accept them. For ex-
ample, Congresswoman THELMA DRAKE 
from Virginia, she had an excellent 
amendment to lift some of the limita-
tion on congestion mitigation and air 
quality funds to allow the CMAQ 
money, this type of money the Federal 
Government allows, to be used for ca-
pacity expansion projects. 

The Democrats claim that this legis-
lation is about climate change, and 
really, the leading causes of green-
house gas emissions, as I said, is traffic 
and, actually, congestion. 

Addressing the problem of conges-
tion, if we’d done that, we would really 
be doing much more for a solution to 
reduce emissions and improve our air 
quality. That was turned down by the 
other side. I could give you a lot of sta-
tistics, and I’ll include them in the 
RECORD of what it would do. So the 
Democrats rejected this effort. 

Let’s look at another Republican rec-
ommendation. SAM GRAVES, an out-
standing representative from Missouri 
and one of the ranking members, of-
fered an amendment in committee, and 
it was included in the Republican alter-
native, to streamline the pipeline per-
mitting process to allow just for re-
pairs, and it was rejected. This is get-
ting some of the fossil fuel on a tem-
porary basis to where it needs to go 
and also for gas and other substances 
that make us less dependent on the fos-
sil fuels that cause pollution. 

And finally, the Republicans offered 
an alternative that the Democrats re-
fused to make in order that identify 
deepwater ports that we can use for 

L&G facilities to bring in liquefied nat-
ural gas on an expedited basis when it’s 
in the national interest. So, again, we 
become less reliant on the types of fos-
sil fuels that pollute and cause global 
warming. 

So we attempted to work with the 
other side for real solutions that we 
could have put in in addressing the 
problems that transportation contrib-
utes again to global warming and these 
bad emissions in our atmosphere were 
rejected. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. OBERSTAR. Mr. Chairman, I lis-
tened with interest to my good friend 
from Florida about our committee 
markup on this legislation, and I do 
think that a correction to the record is 
in order. 

The Drake amendment would have 
amended the Congestion Mitigation 
and Air Quality Improvement Program 
to allow construction of new single-oc-
cupancy vehicle lanes. That hardly 
contributes to energy conservation. 
CMAQ is intended for high-occupancy 
vehicle lanes. Ninety-eight percent of 
the STP and NHS programs can be used 
for single-occupancy vehicle lanes. 
CMAQ, since ISTEA in 1991, has been 
an energy conservation and air quality 
improvement program. That amend-
ment would have set us back rather 
than moved us forward. 

The L&G provision the gentleman 
referenced, the amendment was di-
rected at a provision in the existing 
safety law legislation in the State of 
Massachusetts, one which the entire 
Massachusetts delegation supported in 
2005, and the existing law and this pro-
vision would have overturned or sig-
nificantly amended that language and 
was vigorously opposed by the entire 
Massachusetts delegation. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. MICA. Mr. Chairman, may I in-
quire as to how much time I have re-
maining. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
from Florida has 3 minutes remaining. 
The gentleman from Minnesota has 1 
minute remaining. 

Mr. MICA. Mr. Chairman, I yield 21⁄2 
minutes to the gentlewoman from West 
Virginia (Mrs. CAPITO). 

Mrs. CAPITO. Mr. Chairman, I rise in 
strong opposition to this misguided en-
ergy bill, or the ‘‘energy without half 
the lights on’’ bill. 

There’s a saying in West Virginia 
that coal keeps the lights on, but H.R. 
3321 effectively turns off the lights on 
the country’s energy supply. It’s im-
portant to our economy, to family 
budgets, and to businesses across the 
country that we increase our supply of 
domestically produced energy of all 
types. That includes energy from re-
newable sources, like wind, but it 
should also include more traditional 
energy sources like clean coal and nat-
ural gas that provide the bulk of our 
country’s energy. 
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We need to take advantage of our 

own natural resources to reduce our re-
liance on foreign oil. Yet the bill we 
consider today does nothing to support 
clean coal to liquid fuels. This country 
has a 240-year supply of coal that could 
be used to replace some of the im-
ported oil we currently use for trans-
portation fuel. Coal provides over one- 
half of our Nation’s electricity and well 
over 95 percent of the power in my 
State of West Virginia. 

b 1230 

Where is it in this bill? This is the 
‘‘no energy’’ energy bill. Clean coal has 
the potential to be a major part of the 
solution in reducing our reliance on 
foreign oil through many technologies, 
among those, coal-to-liquid. 

Besides being a major coal producer, 
my State of West Virginia also has a 
large oil and gas business and a large 
chemical industry that relies on nat-
ural gas as a feedstock. This bill’s pro-
visions will likely delay or reduce ac-
cess to a significant portion of our nat-
ural gas reserves. 

Increasing natural gas prices will 
drive up the cost of chemical manufac-
turing and cost more workers in this 
industry their jobs. An economist in 
my local paper this morning said, ‘‘The 
fewer lands open for drilling, the high-
er the price for natural gas. It’s not a 
good thing for consumers.’’ 

It simply defies logic that this House, 
on one hand, can condemn the high 
cost of energy price at the pump, heat-
ing and cooling, while on the other 
hand refuse to act on clean coal legisla-
tion, coal liquefaction, and cut off ac-
cess to domestic oil shale and natural 
gas. 

If the new direction in domestic pol-
icy means turning our back on domes-
tic coal or turning off half our lights 
and if it means cutting off our access 
to our own natural gas and oil shale so 
we can be held hostage by foreign coun-
tries for energy or if it turns out half 
the lights or 95 percent of the lights in 
my State of West Virginia, I want no 
part of it. 

I urge my colleagues to reject this 
energy legislation. 

Mr. MICA. Might I inquire again 
about the time remaining? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
from Florida has 30 seconds remaining. 
The gentleman from Minnesota has 1 
minute and the right to close. 

Mr. MICA. Mr. Chairman, I yield my-
self the balance of my time. 

First, on the issue of capacity expan-
sion process, studies have shown that 
improving traffic flow at more than 200 
identified bottlenecks would reduce 
carbon emissions by as much as 77 per-
cent. That’s that single lane. 

On the bridge in Massachusetts, the 
Democrats were all in favor of taking 
down a 100-year old bridge and replac-
ing it. We are replacing that bridge. 
That new bridge will be in place. Now 

they found out that the old bridge will 
block the liquified natural gas tankers 
from going up. They wanted that 
bridge removed. That bridge is still 
going to be there and blocking their 
natural gas from getting to where it 
needs to go. Unbelievable. 

Mr. OBERSTAR. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield myself the balance of my time. 

The gentleman fully knows the issue 
at hand in Massachusetts. The entire 
Massachusetts delegation knows their 
State better than we here in this body. 

As for the capacity issue, that 
amendment was never offered. 

Our bill does keep the lights on, but 
with photovoltaic, energy efficient 
lighting, compact fluorescents. To re-
duce the cost, save the use of coal so 
that it can be directed to more impor-
tant industrial purposes like producing 
steel, we do have an energy conserva-
tion and energy-creating program that 
we bring to the floor in our portion of 
this legislation. 

I was actually out this morning my-
self helping the energy issue, con-
suming 900 calories on the seat of a bi-
cycle, rather than consuming a gallon 
of gasoline in my car. 

In fact, if we all did that, we could 
save that eight barrels of oil a year, 
consume 86,000 calories on the seat of a 
bicycle and convert from a hydro-
carbon economy to the carbohydrating 
economy. 

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Chairman, I claim 
the time allotted to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is 
recognized. 

Mr. LANTOS. Thank you, Mr. Chair-
man. 

Let me first commend Speaker 
PELOSI for orchestrating an incredibly 
complex set of provisions across the 
full spectrum of issues and commit-
tees. It was a masterful achievement, 
and we are all in her debt. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield myself as much 
time as I might consume. 

Mr. Chairman, climate change pre-
sents a challenge to all of humanity. 
The bill before us today includes sev-
eral groundbreaking international pro-
visions to ensure America’s role as the 
world’s leader in the fight to save the 
planet, not as a reluctant and grudging 
participant. 

Passing our bill will mark a historic 
turning point in this country’s engage-
ment with the international commu-
nity on global warming. No longer will 
we debate and delay endlessly dealing 
with this crisis. No longer will we send 
low-level bureaucrats to crucial inter-
national climate change meetings with 
express marching orders to muzzle the 
science and to obstruct action. 

I am very pleased that my friend 
from New Jersey, Congressman Chris 
Smith, joined me as the chief Repub-
lican cosponsor of the international 
provisions included in this bill. 

Our legislation passed the Foreign 
Affairs Committee overwhelmingly on 

a bipartisan basis, and I encourage all 
of our Members to vote for this historic 
legislation. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Chairman, 
I claim the time in opposition. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentlewoman 
from Florida is recognized. 

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Chairman, 
I yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

We all agree that the United States 
can be a leader on a number of global 
and environmental issues and we seek 
to find innovative ways to address 
these challenges. 

This bill is not the answer. It is 
merely a compilation of regulation, in-
creased funding, and the creation of ad-
ditional layers of bureaucracy. 

Title II of this bill, the Foreign Af-
fairs title, sets up a new office struc-
ture at the State Department to focus 
on climate change, but it ignores the 
fact that we already have an office in 
the Department’s Bureau of Oceans, 
Environment and Science that deals 
with these very issues. The bill is si-
lent on how many new personnel will 
be needed for this new office and at 
what cost. 

This legislation also seeks to ignore 
the current efforts in the existence of 
the senior climate negotiator and spe-
cial representative by creating a new 
duplicative decision. Title II, section C, 
of this bill proposes a new, federally 
supported organization entitled the 
International Clean Energy Founda-
tion, which would duplicate the grant- 
making work of the State Department, 
USAID, and the United Nations. 

The bill authorizes $100 million over 5 
years for this Foundation and essen-
tially guarantees that the Foundation 
will exist forever. 

In fact, following passage by the For-
eign Affairs Committee of a bill which 
became title II of H.R. 3221, we received 
an estimate from the Congressional 
Budget Office which says that just the 
Foreign Affairs title of the bill would 
cost $772 million over the years 2008 to 
2012. That is $772 million over 5 years. 

A few short months ago, we had a de-
bate in the House on the Intelligence 
authorization bill, which contained a 
provision mandating that the intel-
ligence community use its resources to 
develop a National Intelligence Esti-
mate on the issue of global warming. 
We thought that the majority would 
wait to receive an assessment of the 
nature and extent of the problem, as 
well as a range of factors contributing 
to the problem before having the House 
vote on this bill. But this was not to 
be. 

As public servants, our overarching 
responsibility should be to do no harm. 
This legislation, I agree, runs contrary 
to that principle. 

We all share a desire to do more to 
exert U.S. leadership in the environ-
mental realm. We must be careful not 
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to fool ourselves into believing that 
throwing money at the problem and 
adding layers of bureaucracy are truly 
effective ways of addressing this issue. 

Mr. Chairman, I urge my colleagues 
to vote ‘‘no’’ on the bill, and I reserve 
the balance of our time. 

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
to my friend from New York (Mrs. 
MALONEY) for a unanimous consent re-
quest. 

Mrs. MALONEY of New York. I 
thank the gentleman for yielding. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise in strong support of 
H.R. 3221, the New Direction for Energy Inde-
pendence, National Security, and Consumer 
Protection Act. This bill will truly lead us in a 
new direction. By investing in renewable en-
ergy technologies and landmark energy effi-
ciency efforts, we’ll be creating millions of 
green jobs in our economy. With the govern-
ment taking the lead in reducing greenhouse 
gases, we’ll be setting the right example and 
setting the bar high. By encouraging high-pay-
off energy technology R&D, we’ll be spurring 
innovation in solar, geothermal, and marine re-
newable energy. And by taking steps to in-
crease accountability in the payment of federal 
oil and gas royalties, we’ll be doing more to 
ensure the American taxpayers are being paid 
their fair share in royalties from oil and gas 
companies. 

One important addition that I believe must 
be included in the bill is a 15 percent Renew-
able Electricity Standard. I hope my col-
leagues will support the Udall amendment to 
put our Nation on a path toward a clean en-
ergy future. 

Another important improvement to the bill 
would be the addition of a study of ways to 
improve the accuracy of collection of federal 
oil and natural gas royalties. The American 
taxpayers are possibly being cheated out of 
billions of dollars in royalties owed to them by 
energy companies, and an amendment I of-
fered to the Rules committee to ensure such 
a study would help get taxpayers the royalties 
they are due. 

Lawsuits have been filed alleging that en-
ergy companies are underpaying billions of 
dollars in royalties because of these inaccura-
cies—or possibly because of outright manipu-
lation— in the process for determining royalty 
payments. Many of these lawsuits have been 
settled; and we’re talking about a lot of money 
here: In 2000 and 2001, major oil companies 
settled with the Justice Department for over 
half a billion dollars in two False Claims Act 
lawsuits over oil and royalty underpayments. 
In 2004, Chevron paid out $111 million to the 
State of Louisiana for underpayments. In 
2005, BP owned up to the tune of $233 in a 
Colorado case. And, in a case still pending, 
Exxon Mobil may owe up to $3.6 billion or 
much more to the State of Alabama for under-
payments in royalties there. Certainly, for this 
kind of money, we can afford to ask the ex-
perts who understand the technical issues 
here to study the major underlying problems. 

I am disappointed that my amendment was 
not ruled in order, but I am pleased to have 
support from Chairman RAHALL, in addition to 
support from the Project on Government Over-
sight, Taxpayers for Common Sense Action 
and Friends of the Earth. I thank Chairman 

RAHALL for agreeing to hold a hearing on this 
issue, and I look forward to working with him 
toward enacting this provision. 

Mr. Chairman, the American people are 
ready to tackle the challenges of global cli-
mate change, to get on a path to energy inde-
pendence, and to be a leader in the world in 
protecting our planet. They’re ready for a New 
Direction, and I am proud that this Democratic 
Congress has undertaken the challenge. No 
one doubts that bringing this important bill to 
the floor today has been a long and hard fight. 
I applaud the hard work of all the leaders on 
this issue and urge all my colleagues to sup-
port the bill. 

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Chairman, just to 
summarize briefly some of the com-
ments made by my good friend from 
Florida, climate diplomacy has been 
sidelined under this administration to 
such an extent that expertise and dip-
lomatic stability in climate negotia-
tions is now almost absent in the De-
partment of State. It is long, long over-
due that we reinvigorate the capability 
of the Department of State on the issue 
of global climate change and our legis-
lation does that. 

We are also creating a foundation not 
as a bureaucracy but as an institution 
to act as a clearinghouse of ideas and 
the matchmaker amongst foreign pub-
lic and private actors working on glob-
al clean energy technologies. 

Probably no single item has contrib-
uted as much to the decline of the 
United States’ prestige internationally 
than our cavalier attitude towards 
global climate change. With a new ad-
ministration coming in less than 11⁄2 
years, we preparing the ground that 
our global partners will again respect 
us and look to us for international 
leadership on this all-important issue. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Chairman, 
I yield 21⁄2 minutes to the distinguished 
colleague from Virginia, the ranking 
member on the Committee on Agri-
culture, Mr. GOODLATTE. 

Mr. GOODLATTE. I thank the gen-
tlewoman for yielding. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise today in strong 
opposition to this legislation, which 
will do nothing to make us energy 
independent. This bill sets us on a dan-
gerous path and ensures that we cannot 
produce sufficient domestic energy. 

I believe we should find solutions to 
address our energy needs. Unfortu-
nately, this legislation will result in 
less domestic energy production. This 
bill increases America’s dependence on 
foreign oil, a dangerous policy for our 
national and economic security. This is 
a tax and spend and mandate policy by 
the Democrats, imposing $15 billion in 
tax increases and myriad new govern-
ment mandates. 

They will say these taxes and man-
dates won’t affect average Americans, 
only oil companies in other businesses. 
Nothing could be further from the 
truth. These taxes will impede domes-

tic oil and gas production, discourage 
investment in refinery capacity, and 
make it more expensive for domestic 
energy companies to operate in Amer-
ica than their foreign competitors, 
making the price at the pump rise even 
higher. An increased tax doesn’t just 
hurt energy companies, it hurts every 
American energy consumer. 

This legislation does not even ad-
dress some of our most promising do-
mestic alternative and renewable en-
ergy supplies. There is nothing in this 
bill that addresses clean coal-to-liquid 
technologies or nuclear energy. Coal is 
one of our Nation’s most abundant re-
sources, yet the development of clean 
coal technologies is completely ig-
nored. 

Furthermore, this legislation doesn’t 
encourage the construction of nuclear 
energy generation facilities. As the 
Congress works to promote green en-
ergy, we should encourage the produc-
tion of more nuclear sites which pro-
vide energy without CO2 emissions. 

In one of the few programs that could 
lead to increased energy production, I 
am baffled that it contains Davis- 
Bacon labor provisions. Renewable en-
ergy plans financed through loan guar-
antees would be located in rural Amer-
ica, but artificially inflated construc-
tion costs caused by Davis-Bacon will 
negate the program in most rural 
areas. 

This legislation does not address the 
energy concerns of our country. It 
makes the situation worse. If we want 
to make America energy independent, 
this Congress must pass a bill that con-
tains energy. This bill does not. 

I urge my colleagues to reject this 
bill and work to find real solutions to 
the energy needs facing our country. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise today in opposition to 
this reckless energy policy, which will do abso-
lutely nothing to make us energy independent, 
or lower energy costs. This bill sets us on a 
dangerous path and ties our hands in a regu-
latory mess to ensure that we cannot produce 
domestic energy. 

Like my colleagues, I believe we should find 
solutions to address the growing demand for 
energy. Unfortunately, this legislation contains 
no energy in it. In the Republican-led Con-
gress, I supported an Energy Bill that actually 
encouraged energy—domestic energy produc-
tion—and lessened our dependence on for-
eign oil. Today’s legislation, however, seeks to 
dismantle any progress we have made in 
achieving energy independence, and leaves 
us at the mercy of foreign energy sources. 

Many Members have discussed passion-
ately how America needs to decrease its de-
pendence on foreign energy. In fact, many 
campaigned on promises to decrease our de-
pendence. Sadly, this legislation falls dras-
tically short on those promises. In fact it actu-
ally increases America’s dependence on for-
eign oil. This is a dangerous policy for our na-
tional and economic security. 

Many Americans don’t know that the U.S. is 
the world’s largest energy producer. Over the 
past 25 years we have pumped 67 billion bar-
rels of oil, and strong reserves remain. The 
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fact is the energy sources are there—in Alas-
ka, the Rockies, and offshore—but political 
roadblocks keep it in the ground instead of in 
use in the economy. Sadly, this legislation re-
stricts our access to our own energy sources 
even further. 

This energy policy set in place by the Dem-
ocrat majority lives the Democrat motto 
through and through—Tax and Spend. This 
policy imposes $15 billion in tax increases. 
The other side will tell you that these tax in-
creases will not affect the average hard-
working Americans, only the big evil oil com-
panies. Nothing could be farther from the 
truth. The taxes contained in this bill will im-
pede new domestic oil and gas production, will 
discourage investment in new refinery capac-
ity, and will make it more expensive for do-
mestic energy companies to operate in the 
U.S. than their foreign competitors, making the 
price at the pump rise even higher. 

Let’s make no mistake, an increased tax 
doesn’t just hurt energy companies, it hurts 
every American—individual, farm, or com-
pany—that consumes energy. Increased taxes 
on energy companies are passed to con-
sumers. Every American will see these in-
creased costs on their energy bill. This body 
shouldn’t pass legislation that further raises 
energy prices for consumers. 

While this legislation increases taxes on tra-
ditional oil and gas, it does not even address 
some of our most promising domestic alter-
native and renewable energy supplies. There 
is not one thing in this bill that addressees 
clean Coal-to-Liquid technologies or nuclear 
energy. Coal is one of our Nation’s most 
abundant resources, yet the development of 
Coal-to-Liquid technologies is completely ig-
nored by this bill. Furthermore, this legislation 
does nothing to encourage the construction of 
new nuclear facilities. 

Proponents of this legislation will tout how 
green this bill is; however, if my colleagues 
really want to promote green energy they 
should encourage the production of more nu-
clear sites which provide energy free of CO2 
emissions. The rest of the world is far out-
pacing the U.S. in its commitment to clean nu-
clear energy. We generate only 20 percent of 
our energy from this clean energy, when other 
countries can generate about 80 percent of 
their electricity needs through nuclear. It is a 
travesty that in over 700 pages this legislation 
does not once mention or encourage the con-
struction of clean and reliable nuclear plants. 
Nuclear energy is the most reliable and ad-
vanced of any renewable energy technology, 
and if we are serious about encouraging CO2 
free energy use, we must support nuclear en-
ergy. 

One of the provisions I am most alarmed 
about in this bill allows for individuals to sue 
the Federal Government for $1.5 million for 
damages caused by global warming. I don’t 
know what this has to do with energy produc-
tion, but I think this is a dangerous precedent 
to set. This language gambles with the hard- 
earned tax dollars of the American people that 
could get lost in frivolous litigation. 

I’m also concerned with the potential sweep-
ing implications of the bill’s National Policy on 
Wildlife and Global Warming. It is nearly im-
possible to accurately determine the effects 
that warming temperatures might have on 

wildlife, let alone take measures to mitigate 
these effects. The consequences of this sec-
tion could be as far reaching as the Endan-
gered Species Act or the National Environ-
mental Policy Act and could have severe im-
plications for Federal land management. This 
does not belong in a so-called energy bill. 

I will concede that there are a few, very few, 
decent provisions in this bill. I am pleased that 
the Agriculture Energy programs build on the 
2002 Farm Bill with more focus on cellulosic 
materials, including forest biomass and 
switchgrass. This will help farmers and forest 
owners by creating new markets and income 
opportunities to keep them on the land. At the 
same time, greater focus on cellulosic feed-
stocks can reduce our reliance on corn for re-
newable fuels. 

With Americans paying close to $3 at the 
pump, we must diversify our energy supplies 
with alternative fuels, including renewable en-
ergy from our farms and forests. Renewable 
energy is a home-grown solution for reducing 
our reliance on foreign-oil, boosting jobs and 
economies in rural America, and improving our 
environment. 

However, I am baffled that one of the few 
programs in this bill that would lead to in-
creased energy production would contain 
Davis-Bacon provisions. Renewable energy 
plants financed through the loan guarantee 
program would be located in Rural America. 
Rural America simply cannot afford to pay the 
artificially inflated wages caused by Davis- 
Bacon as urban America can. By including this 
unfair labor provision we are putting union in-
terests ahead of efforts to become more en-
ergy independent. 

Mr. Chairman, in addition to the lack of real 
incentives for energy production in the U.S., 
this bill is also bad for our Nation’s public for-
ests. The bill guts a program that provides in-
centives for renewable energy production from 
small-diameter materials removed from public 
forests to reduce wildfire and insect risk and 
improve the health of the forests. With over 5 
million acres destroyed by fires and hundreds 
of millions of dollars spent fighting them so far 
this year, we cannot afford to take away forest 
management tools from the Nation’s public 
land managers. 

Unfortunately, the bill replaces this program 
with a Biomass Pilot Program, which would do 
everything but encourage use of low value for-
est material for energy. On top of this, the bill 
attaches the problematic Davis-Bacon provi-
sions to this pilot program. 

This legislation does nothing to address the 
energy concerns of our country; it only makes 
the situation worse. This bill is a dangerous 
policy for our country. If we really want to 
make our country energy independent, this 
Congress must pass an energy bill that con-
tains energy. This bill does not. I urge my col-
leagues to reject this awful bill; let’s start over, 
and work to find real solutions to the energy 
needs facing our country. 

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Chairman, I re-
serve the balance of my time. 

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Chairman, 
I yield 2 minutes to my dear friend 
from Illinois (Mr. MANZULLO). He is the 
ranking member of our Subcommittee 
on Asia, the Pacific and the Global En-
vironment, and he offered a substitute 

amendment in the committee to fix the 
foreign policy provisions in the legisla-
tion before you. 
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Mr. MANZULLO. Mr. Chairman, title 
II of the Democrats’ energy dependence 
bill seeks to reduce global climate 
change by spending $1.2 billion to in-
crease Washington bureaucracy. 

Instead of debating whether or not 
global warming exists and, if so, to 
what extent, we should all unite behind 
an effort to combat all forms of global 
pollution and promote the sale of U.S. 
environmental exports. Then we can 
spend more time and effort on cleaning 
up the environment rather than engag-
ing in partisan disputes. 

Nevertheless, as the senior Repub-
lican on the Global Environment Sub-
committee, I believe this title is fa-
tally flawed for three main reasons: 

First, it combats air pollution, even 
though numerous reports and study 
show that conflict over access to clean 
water and contaminated food is just as 
important, if not more important, an 
immediate threat to the national and 
economic security. Therefore, we 
should expand the scope of it. 

The U.N. Development Program’s 
Human Development Report of 2006 
states that there is a growing crisis 
with respect to clean water. This bill 
does not address it. And if it is not ad-
dressed as a priority issue, it will in-
herently lead to greater insecurity 
around the world. 

Secondly, title II grows the size and 
scope of the Federal Government, adds 
more bureaucracies, more programs, 
more money. 

Title II also creates five other new 
programs or initiatives such as the new 
International Exchange Program at a 
cost of over $1 billion. 

Third, title II states that the U.S. 
should negotiate new binding green-
house gas reduction commitments from 
all major emitting countries based on 
their level of development. 

In 1997, the other body voted 95–0 
against such a commitment because 
economic dynamos such as China, 
India, and Brazil were not included. 

Title II also ignores all that our gov-
ernment is doing in the area of climate 
change, including spending $37 billion. 

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Chairman, 
I yield myself the remainder of my 
time. 

My colleagues have said that the ad-
ministration had neglected this issue 
of low-level bureaucrats. We have an 
Under Secretary of State, an Assistant 
Secretary of State, and a Special Rep-
resentative at the Department of 
State, all engaged in global climate di-
plomacy. I would say that we have 
been quite involved. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
back the balance of my time. 
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Ms. VELÁZQUEZ. I yield myself such 

time as I may consume. 
Mr. Chairman, I rise today in support 

of H.R. 3221. I am proud to sponsor this 
legislation as it moves this country 
closer toward energy independence 
amidst the needs of this Nation’s entre-
preneurs. 

Small businesses are dramatically 
impacted by rising energy costs. Ac-
cording to a recent study conducted by 
the National Small Business Associa-
tion, 93 percent of small business own-
ers anticipate negative consequences 
to their businesses because of higher 
energy prices. 

This bill includes numerous measures 
to help small businesses cope with 
these challenges. Many of these provi-
sions offered by Mr. SHULER of our 
committee were designed to address 
the entrepreneurs’ role not only as con-
sumers but also as suppliers of energy. 

It contains key initiatives to in-
crease energy efficiency. With en-
hanced loan guarantees and lower fees 
on Small Business Administration 
loans, more small businesses will be 
able to purchase energy efficient tech-
nology. 

The bill also requires the SBA to de-
velop a national strategy for educating 
small firms about energy efficiency. 

H.R. 3221 will encourage the creation 
of new energy efficient technologies 
and increase production of renewable 
fuels. Small businesses are the primary 
leaders in renewable fuels sectors, al-
ready making up more than 75 percent 
of biofuel producers. It creates private 
equity investment companies specifi-
cally for the purpose of funding renew-
able fuel production. 

This legislation is the giant step for-
ward in increasing the supply of energy 
while also creating smart usage. By 
voting for this bill, we can reduce en-
ergy usage and greenhouse gas emis-
sions, all while making sure our econ-
omy is moving in the right direction. 

I commend the leadership on this im-
portant bill, and I urge its immediate 
passage. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. CHABOT. Mr. Chairman, I claim 

the time on the minority side and yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

In recent years, it has become pain-
fully clear that America is far too de-
pendent on foreign oil. We import near-
ly two-thirds of the oil we consume. 
With gas prices in my district back in 
Cincinnati and throughout the country 
hovering around $3 a gallon, it is im-
portant for Congress to continue ex-
ploring ways that we can produce more 
energy domestically rather than rely-
ing on oil from the volatile Middle 
East or from Nigeria or Venezuela or 
other unstable areas in the world. In 
fact, according to the Government Ac-
countability Office, Americans paid $38 
billion more for gasoline in the first 6 
months of last year than they paid dur-
ing the first 6 months of the previous 
year. That is just unacceptable. 

It is critical that we adopt a diversi-
fied and balanced energy strategy to 
become more self-sufficient. The En-
ergy Policy Act of 2005, passed when 
the current minority was actually in 
the majority, took significant steps in 
that direction. 

For example, we must increase our 
production of traditional fuel such as 
oil and natural gas, and strengthen 
conservation and efficiency efforts. 

It is also important to provide incen-
tives for the research and development 
of promising new technologies such as, 
for example, hydrogen fuel cells. 

And, renewable energy, the vast ma-
jority of which is produced in our Na-
tion’s rural communities, is serving an 
important role in meeting America’s 
energy needs. Biofuels have the poten-
tial to help wean Americans off foreign 
oil and to provide an economic boost 
for farmers and rural communities. 

The potential should have fostered a 
serious and long overdue debate about 
reforming our Nation’s agriculture pol-
icy which, in my view, with its sub-
sidies and tariffs is in dire need of re-
form. Unfortunately, the farm bill that 
this new majority passed just this last 
week will cost $286 billion over the 
next 5 years, with billions in subsidies, 
price guarantees, and direct payments 
going to large agra businesses that al-
ready stand to benefit from increased 
market opportunities for renewable 
fuels. 

This energy bill only exacerbates the 
problems which will be made worse by 
the farm bill that was passed last 
week. It authorizes the creation, for 
example, of government-backed ven-
ture capital firms to invest in renew-
able and biofuels enterprises under a 
new program at the SBA, the Small 
Business Administration. Nothing pro-
hibits the existing small business in-
vestment companies, which are backed 
by the Federal Government’s full faith 
and credit, from investing in compa-
nies that are involved in biofuels and 
renewable energy already. 

To compound matters, this so-called 
energy bill before us today even au-
thorizes the SBA to fund the develop-
ment of business plans for these ven-
ture capital programs. There is nothing 
to demonstrate that a market failure 
exists in the development and con-
struction of such facilities. As a result, 
I see no reason to provide further in-
centives through the creation of a to-
tally new program at the Small Busi-
ness Administration. We are just grow-
ing government. I would urge my col-
leagues to oppose this bill. 

I yield 2 minutes to the gentleman 
from Texas (Mr. BURGESS). 

Mr. BURGESS. I thank the gen-
tleman for yielding. 

I am on the Committee of Energy and 
Commerce, but because of the restric-
tions of time for this very important 
bill, I appreciate him giving me time 
off the Small Business Committee’s 
timeline. 

Mr. Chairman, I come to the floor of 
the House to actually educate Members 
about some stuff that is in this bill of 
which they may not be aware. I had an 
amendment in subcommittee and full 
committee, and the again yesterday in 
the Rules Committee that was not 
made in order. But this amendment 
deals with the timeline that is going to 
outlaw the incandescent bulb in this 
country by 2012. That means, for the 
current time, you will be using one of 
these for your light bulbs at home, a 
compact fluorescent bulb. Perhaps a 
good idea. They last a long time, they 
consume less energy; but, Mr. Chair-
man, they also contain mercury, about 
5 milligrams per light bulb. 

What is the problem with that? The 
problem with that is these light bulbs 
can break. And if they do, what does 
the Environmental Protection Agency 
recommend? It recommends you open 
the window and leave the room for 5 
minutes. It recommends that you dou-
ble-bag your vacuum cleaner bag to 
pick up all the parts you can without 
vacuuming, and when you do vacuum 
put the vacuum cleaner bag in a double 
plastic bag and send it only to a land-
fill that accepts mercury. A pretty on-
erous burden to put upon the taxpayers 
of the United States. 

But the real concern that I have is 
that we have locations in this country 
where we have vulnerable populations 
that are difficult to move: a nursery in 
a hospital, a daycare center, a nursing 
home with nonambulatory patients. If 
you break a compact fluorescent bulb 
in one of those locations, you are in for 
big trouble. You have got to move 20 
children who are in a nursery before 15 
minutes time is up? Most nurseries 
that I worked in, in hospitals, don’t 
even have a window to open. So how 
are you going to comply with those 
EPA guidelines? 

The fact of the matter is, my amend-
ment would have had language that 
said: no nursery, hospital, nursing 
home is compelled to use a compact 
fluorescent bulb where the population 
might be vulnerable if there were the 
escape of mercury out into the environ-
ment. 

Unfortunately, the House Speaker, 
the House leadership did not want that 
amendment made in order. We now all 
have these in our offices over in the 
Longworth Building. I know I found 
two. I wasn’t told that they were being 
put in the office. 

People need to know, they need to be 
aware that there are very specific 
guidelines that deal with the breaks of 
these bulbs, and it is important that 
they not be compelled to be used in 
nurseries or with vulnerable popu-
lations. 

Ms. VELÁZQUEZ. Mr. Chairman, I 
reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. CHABOT. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
such time as we have remaining to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. PE-
TERSON). 
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The Acting CHAIRMAN (Mr. PAS-

TOR). The gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania is recognized for 2 minutes. 

Mr. PETERSON of Pennsylvania. 
Small business is the future of Amer-
ica. One of the greatest threats to 
small business in this country is en-
ergy prices, the transportation of their 
goods and the heating of their factories 
and the use of clean green natural gas 
in the manufacturing process. It is 55 
percent of the chemical business; it is 
45 percent of the polymers and plastics 
business. They use it as an ingredient; 
they use it as a fuel. It is 70 percent of 
nitrogen fertilizer. And one-half of our 
corn is going to be grown this year 
with fertilizer from foreign countries 
because natural gas prices in America 
are the highest in the world. 

The natural gas supply in this coun-
try is in crisis. Twelve years ago, we 
opened it up for an unlimited amount 
of producing electricity. Now 20-some 
percent of our electricity is made with 
natural gas. But we refuse as a coun-
try, we refuse as a Congress to open up 
the Outer Continental Shelf where we 
have an abundant supply. 

How many countries do what we do? 
There is no one in the world that 
doesn’t produce energy, both gas and 
oil, on their Outer Continental Shelf. 
We all talk about Brazil’s energy inde-
pendence. Yes, ethanol was a piece; but 
they opened up their Outer Continental 
Shelf. 

There has never been a gas well that 
polluted a beach. There has never been 
a gas well that polluted anything. 
Clean green natural gas should be a 
part of this bill; one-third of the CO2, 
no NOX, no SOX. It is a clean energy. 
And as a country, we refuse to use it. 
How blind can we be? 

It is interesting in this bill, we 
talked about carbon in the last seg-
ment. The other two carbon free, we 
are doing nothing with hydro, we are 
doing nothing with nuclear, carbon 
free. I am for all these renewables, but 
they are a fraction. Twelve hundredths 
of 1 percent of our energy is wind; and 
if we double it, we are now 24/100ths of 
1 percent. 

Folks, I am for all of those, but clean 
green natural gas is our bridge to get 
to those. Open it up. 

Mr. CHABOT. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

Ms. VELÁZQUEZ. I yield back the 
balance of my time. 

Mr. WAXMAN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume in 
discussion of this bill. 

I rise in support of the bill and to dis-
cuss title VI, the Carbon Neutral Gov-
ernment Act. This title would make 
our government the world leader in ad-
dressing global warming, and it would 
make government operations dramati-
cally more energy efficient. 

The Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform passed this act on 
a bipartisan voice vote. To make a dif-

ference on global warming, we must be 
bold and realistic at the same time. 
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The Carbon Neutral Government Act 
strikes this balance. It sets the ambi-
tious goals that we know are necessary 
to avoid dangerous global warming. 
Scientists say we need to cut green-
house gas emissions by 80 percent by 
2050. This legislation asks the Federal 
Government to lead the way by reduc-
ing emissions to meet annual targets 
and achieve carbon neutrality by 2050. 

The Act also has energy efficiency 
measures to help agencies achieve 
these goals, drive technology, and save 
taxpayers dollars. It requires govern-
ment vehicles to be low-greenhouse- 
gas-emitting vehicles. It sets ambi-
tious but achievable goals to increase 
the energy efficiency of Federal build-
ings, and it strengthens the require-
ment for agencies to procure energy ef-
ficient products. 

With this Act, the government will 
use its leadership and its purchasing 
power to promote a more vibrant and 
cleaner economy. 

I urge support for the legislation. 
Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 

of my time. 
Mr. TOM DAVIS of Virginia. Mr. 

Chairman, I yield myself such time as 
I may consume. 

H.R. 3221, a 786-page energy bill in-
troduced by the Speaker this week, 
contains a major restructuring of our 
Nation’s energy policies. I come to the 
floor today to talk about the specific 
title of the bill, title VI, which pro-
motes energy efficiency by our Federal 
Government. That is the jurisdiction 
which our Government Reform Com-
mittee wrote. 

Title VI of H.R. 3221 is known as the 
Carbon Neutral Government Act. It 
was marked up by the Oversight and 
Government Reform Committee as 
H.R. 2635 in June. After exhaustive dis-
cussions and negotiations with Chair-
man WAXMAN and his able staff, the 
committee approved the legislation by 
a voice vote. The committee put in a 
lot of work, and I very much appreciate 
the chairman’s efforts to reach out and 
compromise with us. 

The provisions in the Carbon Neutral 
Government title represent a bold ef-
fort to put the Federal Government in 
the forefront and in a leadership posi-
tion with regard to mitigating the 
buildup of carbon dioxide in our atmos-
phere. 

I agree with my colleagues on the 
other side of the aisle that the Federal 
Government must be proactive and 
take an aggressive leadership role in 
mitigating the harmful effects of cli-
mate change. To that end, the legisla-
tion would establish ambitious goals 
for the government’s use of renewable 
fuels, energy efficient automobiles, and 
energy-efficient buildings, ‘‘green’’ 
buildings. 

More specifically, this legislation 
would mandate that the Federal Gov-
ernment’s greenhouse gas emissions be 
reduced to zero by the year 2050. The 
Federal Government is the largest en-
ergy consumer in the world and is cur-
rently responsible for emitting 100 mil-
lion metric tons of carbon dioxide an-
nually. Meeting this goal of zero net 
emissions will be a significant step in 
the direction of minimizing greenhouse 
gas emissions and correspondingly re-
ducing our impact on climate change. 

Moreover, I concur with Chairman 
WAXMAN and others that setting and 
meeting these ambitious standards will 
accelerate the pace of development and 
adoption of technologies that will be 
critical to addressing climate change 
in the U.S. and worldwide. 

That being said, we still have some 
reservations about the specific provi-
sions in the bill. 

There is a provision in title VI of the 
bill with the seemingly nebulous title 
of ‘‘judicial review,’’ more popularly 
referred to as the ‘‘citizen enforcement 
provision.’’ This provision would allow 
individuals to sue Federal agencies for 
failing to comply with carbon reduc-
tion goals called for in the legislation. 
To make matters worse, the provision 
allows plaintiffs to collect potentially 
millions of dollars in damages and at-
torneys’ fees regardless of whether 
they can demonstrate any actual harm 
to themselves. 

I appreciate the gentleman from 
California’s working with us on this 
language and putting appropriate caps, 
and that makes the legislation ame-
nable to myself. We have other Mem-
bers who still have concerns. 

Another concern I have in this legis-
lation sets the government up to fail. 

I mentioned earlier that title VI con-
tains many laudable goals with respect 
to reducing carbon dioxide emissions 
by the Federal Government. But while 
eliminating all greenhouse gas emis-
sions by the Federal Government in a 
few decades sounds great, in reality, 
this goal is going to be very difficult to 
achieve. 

As this bill moves forward, I trust we 
will be able to move away from the 
rhetoric. We need to identify realistic 
goals that our Federal Government can 
meet and achieve and look for ways 
that we can achieve it. 

Which raises a final concern: If you 
set unrealistic goals and then arm po-
tential plaintiffs nationwide with the 
power to sue the government for failing 
to meet these goals, agencies will have 
little choice but to divert scarce re-
sources away from their critical agen-
cy missions in order to ensure adequate 
funding to support the carbon emis-
sions requirement. 

While the majority included a provi-
sion at our request stating that agency 
plans on reducing greenhouse gas emis-
sions must be ‘‘consistent with the 
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agency’s primary mission,’’ I am con-
cerned that we need some work to en-
sure that agencies continue to place 
primary importance on their under-
lying responsibilities to serve the 
American people. 

As great a threat as global warming 
is, the Federal Government also needs 
to carefully balance taxpayer dollars 
on reducing emissions at the expense of 
shortchanging other priorities such as 
health care, education, and national 
defense. 

Mr. Chairman, I have limited my re-
marks to discuss only title VI of this 
legislation, the Carbon Neutral Gov-
ernment Act, and I again want to con-
gratulate Chairman WAXMAN for work-
ing with us on this provision. I believe 
this legislation could go far in terms of 
striking the balance between making 
the Federal Government ‘‘greener’’ and 
devoting limited resources toward pro-
viding needed resources to the Amer-
ican public. But as we work our way 
through the legislative process, we 
want to continue to be engaged and ad-
dress some of the concerns that we 
have identified. 

I do have more serious concerns 
about other provisions in the broader 
energy bill put forward by the majority 
and, unfortunately, therefore, regret 
that I may not be able to support the 
energy bill before us today, depending 
on the outcome of some of the amend-
ments. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. WAXMAN. Mr. Chairman, I wish 
to yield 1 minute to my colleague, the 
gentlewoman from California (Ms. 
SOLIS). 

Ms. SOLIS. Mr. Chairman, I would 
like to rise in strong support of H.R. 
3221, title I, the Green Jobs Act. 

I am here to tell you that we have a 
shortage of technically skilled, trained 
workers to get into these high-tech 
jobs and green-collar jobs. We think 
that all Americans should be able to 
participate. 

This bill will allow for 3 million 
workers here to be able to enjoy this 
kind of training and advancement. We 
would open up the doors in our commu-
nities of color, those that are disadvan-
taged. We would allow for community 
colleges, vocational education, and 
labor-intensive apprenticeship pro-
grams to be a vehicle to help enhance 
this workforce that is so direly needed 
in our country. 

Mr. TOM DAVIS of Virginia. Mr. 
Chairman, I yield 11⁄2 minutes to Mr. 
ISSA, the ranking member on the En-
ergy Subcommittee. 

Mr. ISSA. Mr. Chairman, I am 
shocked. I’m shocked that this bill and 
this process is going forward. 

When we marked this bill up in the 
Committee on Government Reform, I 
was positive that it could not possibly 
go forward without the section on cit-
izen enforcement being amended, re-

formed, or eliminated. And yet I am 
here today not only finding out that it 
is still in the bill but of the Rules Com-
mittee having had the audacity to not 
even allow it to be considered for 
amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, this piece of legisla-
tion is a license for an unlimited 
amount of suits against the govern-
ment by the extreme environmental 
groups. In fact, this bill pays a $75,000 
bounty on top of unlimited legal fees to 
anyone who sues the government even 
if, in fact, that suit is based on this 
body’s failure to act. Yes. Lawyers will 
be telling us, by suing us, that we must 
do more, and there will be no controls. 
They can sue in all 92 locations around 
the country. They can sue for any rea-
son. We will have to pay the bill. When 
they lose, too bad. When they win, they 
get paid for taking from us not only 100 
percent of their legal fees but $75,000 on 
top of that. 

This is a license for America to be 
held hostage by the trial lawyers. It 
was deliberate. It was slipped through 
the committee. They said it was going 
to be fixed. In fact, nothing has been 
fixed; and we have been prevented from 
having an amendment on the House 
floor. This is undemocratic, and the 
Democrats know it. 

Mr. WAXMAN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

This provision was a topic for discus-
sion in our committee, and we did try 
to accommodate some of the current 
concerns expressed to us. I just want to 
point that out to my colleague from 
California. 

This is obviously a dynamic process, 
the legislative process. As we move for-
ward, certainly we are open to further 
discussion. But I think your case was a 
bit overstated, and I think that we at-
tempted to meet some of your con-
cerns. If we haven’t fully done that, we 
will continue to discuss it. 

Mr. TOM DAVIS of Virginia. Mr. 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WAXMAN. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Virginia. 

Mr. TOM DAVIS of Virginia. Mr. 
Chairman, our concern is that Mr. ISSA 
would have liked to have put this to 
the floor and at least have given the 
floor an opportunity to have addressed 
these issues for the whole House. We 
very much appreciate the chairman’s 
concern. 

Mr. WAXMAN. I can appreciate that. 
And the Rules Committee has to decide 
what amendments to make in order or 
not, and I can see why the gentleman 
feels aggrieved that he didn’t have a 
chance to offer a further amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, I continue to reserve 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. TOM DAVIS of Virginia. Mr. 
Chairman, how much time do I have re-
maining? 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-
tleman from Virginia has 1 minute re-
maining. 

Mr. TOM DAVIS of Virginia. Mr. 
Chairman, I yield the balance of my 
time to the gentleman from San Diego 
(Mr. BILBRAY). 

Mr. BILBRAY. Mr. Chairman, in San 
Diego County today, the consumers are 
paying over $3.50 for gasoline, and peo-
ple point fingers at the oil companies 
when, in fact, Washington, DC, has 
mandated that we put in our gasoline 
corn-based ethanol that costs $4 a gal-
lon. And considering that you need 11⁄2 
gallons of ethanol to equal the mileage 
you get with gasoline, that equals $6 a 
gallon that is mandated by the Con-
gress of the United States for a product 
that not only is driving up the price of 
gasoline but is polluting our air, as 
identified by the Air Resources Board 
of California. 

Now, if you are a constituent that is 
making money off of corn-based oil, 
that’s fine. But do not allow anyone 
who claims to be an environmentalist 
and claims to be a consumer in Cali-
fornia to support the corn-based eth-
anol proposal here. 

I do not agree with Mr. MCCAIN of Ar-
izona very often, but, as quoted by Mr. 
MCCAIN all the way back in 2003, he 
stated that the corn-based ethanol 
mandate that Congress is perpetuating 
on the United States is highway rob-
bery perpetuated on the American peo-
ple by Congress. 

Please let’s eliminate the corn-based 
mandate, save the environment, and 
save the consumers. 

Mr. WAXMAN. Mr. Chairman, I want 
to concur with the statement from my 
colleague, Mr. BILBRAY, on his con-
cerns because I share those concerns. It 
is not before our part of the legislation, 
but I do share many of the concerns he 
has raised from a California perspec-
tive by the mandate of ethanol. 

Mr. Chairman, I have no further re-
quests for time on the Oversight and 
Government Reform sections of this 
bill, and I yield back the balance of my 
time. 

Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas. Mr. Chairman, 
the energy package before us today—H.R. 
3221 and H.R. 2776—includes legislation 
passed by eleven House committees with the 
goals to address global warming and Amer-
ica’s ‘‘energy independence.’’ 

H.R. 3221 includes bills I supported in the 
Energy and Commerce Committee on which I 
serve. The Energy and Commerce Committee 
bills will improve the Nation’s energy effi-
ciency, develop a ‘‘smart’’ electricity grid, im-
prove the Department of Energy’s Loan Guar-
antee program, increase the availability of re-
newable fuels, and encourage the develop-
ment of advanced technology vehicles and 
components. 

I do have reservations about Title VII, the 
Natural Resources Committee provisions, 
which would scale back and repeal several im-
portant provisions of the Energy Policy Act of 
2005 that help encourage new domestic pro-
duction of oil and natural gas. 

While I have reservations with these provi-
sions, I appreciate the efforts of House Lead-
ership for bringing together several Members 
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of Congress that represent energy-producing 
Districts to review and improve the legislation. 
While not perfect, we reduced agency time-
frames to approve or reject drilling permits and 
coastal energy projects, as well as removed 
provisions that would delay energy corridors 
and eliminate the royalty-in-kind program. 

While I intend to support H.R. 3221, I will 
oppose the Renewable Electricity Standard. 
We should encourage states to produce more 
electricity from renewable sources; the ques-
tion is whether a ‘‘one-size-fits-all’’ Federal 
mandate is the best way to accomplish this 
goal, which could raise electricity rates for 
Texas consumers. 

I will oppose H.R. 2776—a $15 billion tax 
package—because it includes additional provi-
sions above those carefully negotiated in H.R. 
6, the CLEAN Energy Act. While it includes 
important renewable energy provisions, we 
cannot keep taxing American’s energy industry 
and expect to have adequate supplies of en-
ergy. 

The Energy Information Administration pre-
dicts that natural gas, oil, and coal will com-
promise approximately the same share of our 
total energy supply in 2030 that they did in 
2005, even with new investments in renewable 
sources of energy. 

This large increase in new taxes targeted at 
the U.S. energy industry could reduce our Na-
tion’s energy security by discouraging new do-
mestic oil and gas production, discouraging 
new investments in refinery capacity, and ac-
tually tilting the competitive playing field for 
global energy resources against U.S. based oil 
and gas companies. 

As we move forward in this Congress, I 
hope the House of Representatives will ad-
dress America’s need to produce additional 
domestic energy, both conventional and re-
newable, to ensure the reliability and afford-
ability of our Nation’s critical energy supplies. 

Mr. WELDON of Florida. Mr. Chairman, I 
rise to express my concerns about the bill be-
fore us (H.R. 3221 and H.R. 2776). While 
there are a number of good provisions in the 
bill, including the incorporation of several re-
newable energy provisions from legislation 
that I have cosponsored, these bills also con-
tain seriously objectionable provisions. 

As a member of the House Renewable En-
ergy Caucus I am supportive of many of the 
renewable energy provisions in the bill. I have 
been very supportive of securing funding for 
solar and hydrogen energy research nationally 
and in my congressional district. 

I also believe that conservation is important 
and am pleased that several important con-
servation provisions are included in the bill. 
Certainly conservation remains an important 
part of meeting our future energy needs and 
energy independence. I am disappointed, 
however, that while pursuing conservation ini-
tiatives this bill takes unnecessary steps that 
hamper our Nation’s domestic energy produc-
tion. 

I am disappointed that this bill not only does 
very little to enhance domestic energy produc-
tion but is counterproductive in that it takes a 
number of steps that will raise the cost of en-
ergy on the American people and American 
businesses. One provision in the bill will cost 
Florida consumers alone, over $4 billion. Fur-
thermore, through its restrictions and higher 

taxes on domestic production of fossil fuels, 
this bill will result in increased imports from 
overseas. 

At this time when American consumers and 
businesses are being taxed due to higher en-
ergy prices the Democrat bill that is being 
brought to the House floor will actually exacer-
bate this problem. It is also troubling that the 
Democrats have denied Members of the 
House the opportunity to offer and discuss 
over 100 amendments that they filed to this 
bill. Furthermore, of the 23 amendments that 
were allowed to be considered under the 
Democrat rules only five of them were offered 
by Republicans. The American people deserve 
better. 

This bill: Locks up additional reserves so 
that we cannot extract oil and natural gas; 

Raises taxes on domestic energy sup-
pliers—giving foreign oil and gas producers a 
competitive edge over U.S. producers; and 

Raises the costs of all energy projects un-
dertaken in this bill—costing billions of dol-
lars—by applying Davis-Bacon wage require-
ments for any energy project undertaken 
through this bill. 

Additional specific provisions in the bill that 
will do nothing to increase domestic energy 
supplies and in fact increase energy costs for 
the American people include: 

A $15.3 billion in tax increase on domestic 
fossil fuel producers; 

Sunsetting tax credits for refined coal at the 
end of 2008; 

Banning natural gas drilling for 4.2 trillion 
cubic feet of natural gas in the Roan Plateau 
in Colorado; 

Applying Davis-Bacon (union wage) require-
ments to all projects resulting from the tax 
credit bonds authorized under this bill—raising 
labor costs on such projects by 20 percent–30 
percent; 

Giving New York City $2 billion to use for 
any transportation project of their choosing— 
the Chairman of the Committee represents 
New York City; 

Phasing out the tax credit for hybrid vehicles 
after more than 60,000 of them have been 
sold—discouraging further production and pur-
chase of the most popular hybrid vehicles; 

Raising taxes on oil and gas companies for 
the costs of oil and natural gas exploration; 

Restricting the tax credit on biodiesel pro-
duced in the U.S.; 

Creating a $1 billion foreign aid program for 
energy efficiency programs in developing 
countries; 

Allowing individuals to sue the Federal Gov-
ernment for damages caused by global warm-
ing; 

Giving bureaucrats a longer time period in 
which to approve oil and gas drilling permits; 

Imposing Federal building energy codes on 
States; 

Permanently authorizing the expenditure of 
$125 million a year for a grant program; 

Creating a new global warming bureaucracy 
in the U.S. Department of State that will cost 
American taxpayers $750 million; 

Putting the government in the role of picking 
winners and losers which leads to serious in-
efficiency; 

Directing the U.S. Government to negotiate 
costly global warming treaties with developed 
countries—leaving developing countries like 

China and India free from such costly man-
dates on their competing industries; 

Cutting $1.2 billion from agriculture pro-
ducers and shifts it to already subsidized bio-
diesel companies; 

Spending an unlimited amount of money on 
a cap-and-trade program whereby Federal 
agencies can purchase greenhouse gas emis-
sion offsets—already proven to be very expen-
sive for consumers in Europe; 

Making it more difficult to develop oil and 
gas on Federal lands by closing down Bureau 
of Land Management offices; 

Slowing the Environmental Protection Agen-
cy, EPA, tar sands leasing program; and 

Including dozens of additional costly man-
dates on businesses and individuals that are 
essentially hidden taxes. 

It is no wonder that this bill is opposed by 
a host of organizations, including businesses, 
seniors, and energy organizations. This bill 
does little to relieve the high energy costs that 
consumers and businesses are paying today, 
and in fact; it raises the cost of energy for 
consumers, businesses, State governments, 
and the Federal Government. This bill does 
nothing to enhance our access to oil and nat-
ural gas. It does nothing to enhance the devel-
opment of clean coal technology—a supply of 
which we could meet our nation’s energy 
needs for the next 200 years. The bill does 
nothing to enhance our use of nuclear en-
ergy—a source of energy that produces zero 
greenhouse gases. 

It is important that we not view this bill in a 
vacuum. We must consider it along with other 
steps the current Democrat majority has taken 
that hamper our ability to move toward energy 
independence. 

Earlier this year the Democrat majority 
voted to prohibit the Department of Interior 
from issuing oil shale leases in Utah and Wyo-
ming. They defeated an amendment that 
would have permitted offshore drilling. They 
voted to shut down the state of Virginia’s plan 
to allow for drilling solely along their own 
coast. They voted against allowing drilling for 
oil in a small portion of the Arctic National 
Wildlife Refuge, ANWR, which has oil deposits 
large enough to replace our imports from 
Saudi Arabia. 

I urge that this bill be rejected and that pro-
visions that hamper our energy independence 
be removed. The President has said that he 
will veto this bill because it ‘‘would lead to less 
domestic oil and gas production, higher en-
ergy costs, and higher taxes . . .’’ 

Higher energy costs for American con-
sumers will tax the family budget and will jeop-
ardize American jobs by making it more dif-
ficult for American businesses to compete in 
an increasingly competitive international mar-
ketplace. 

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Mr. Chairman, I am 
pleased to rise today as an original cosponsor 
of the New Direction for Energy Independ-
ence, National Security and Consumer Protec-
tion Act of 2007 and the Renewable Energy 
and Energy Conservation Tax Act of 2007. 
Taken together, this comprehensive energy 
package represents a long overdue course 
correction and new vision for energy policy in 
the United States. 

Today, the House Democratic Leadership 
makes good on its commitment to redirect 
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wasteful subsidies away from our already 
highly profitable oil and gas companies to-
wards the renewable energy and energy effi-
ciency technologies of the future. These new 
investments will significantly enhance our abil-
ity to combat global climate change, reduce 
our dependence on foreign oil, generate mil-
lions of new jobs and save consumers and 
businesses hundreds of billions of dollars over 
the next 25 years. 

This package calls on the U.S. to reengage 
in the global effort to reach a binding global 
warming agreement. It reduces carbon dioxide 
emissions by 10.4 billion tons through 2030, 
more than the total tailpipe emissions from all 
the cars on the road today. It moves aggres-
sively towards the development of carbon se-
questration in order to mitigate the impact of 
the fossil fuels we will continue to use. And it 
asks the Federal Government, the largest sin-
gle energy consumer in the country, to lead 
the way by becoming carbon neutral by 2050. 

To begin the necessary process of weaning 
ourselves off foreign oil, we make an historic 
investment in biofuels, with opportunities for 
feedstock contributions from every region of 
the country. We provide grant funds for alter-
native fuel vehicles and additional support for 
service stations offering E–85 ethanol. And we 
help farmers deploy technologies like wind, 
solar and biomass to further distribute renew-
able energy production and revitalize rural 
America. 

This legislation is a pro-innovation, job-cre-
ation machine. It increases loan limits for 
small businesses engaged in clean energy 
technology. It funds high-risk, high-payoff re-
newable energy research at the Department of 
Energy. And it includes worker training pro-
grams in areas like solar panel manufacturing 
and green building construction to ensure that 
our citizens are fully prepared to participate in 
the green workforce of the future. The payoff? 
An estimated 3 million jobs over the next 10 
years. 

The energy efficiency provisions in this leg-
islation alone are estimated to save con-
sumers and businesses a staggering $300 bil-
lion through 2030—demonstrating once again 
that the cheapest kind of energy is the kind 
you never have to use. 

On the tax side, we extend the renewable 
production tax credit through 2013 to eliminate 
the planning and market uncertainty associ-
ated with the two-year extensions of the past. 
We expand manufacturer tax credits for en-
ergy efficient appliances and extend the cur-
rent deduction for energy efficient commercial 
buildings. In an effort to allow States and lo-
calities to innovate and tailor clean energy so-
lutions to the specific needs and opportunities 
of their jurisdictions, we provide new bonding 
authority for renewable energy and energy ef-
ficiency projects—providing my home State of 
Maryland with an allocation of $111 million to 
tackle these issues at the local level. And we 
finally do away with the infamous ‘‘Hummer 
Loophole’’ that has perversely subsidized the 
purchase of the most polluting, least efficient 
vehicles for far too long. 

Mr. Chairman, along with Mr. UDALL, Mr. 
PLATTS and several of my other colleagues, I 
will also be offering an important bipartisan 
amendment today to establish a Renewable 
Electricity Standard for the United States. Re-

newable electricity standards aren’t new. 
Twenty-three States and the District of Colum-
bia already benefit from them. The European 
Union has set a goal of 22 percent renewable 
electricity generation by 2010. By contrast, the 
RES amendment we will be offering today pro-
poses the substantially more modest goal of 
15 percent renewable electricity production by 
2020, of which 4 percent can be achieved 
through energy efficiency. Above and beyond 
the underlying bill, adopting this RES amend-
ment is the single most important step this 
House can take today to address climate 
change, promote energy independence, create 
hundreds of thousands of good paying jobs 
and save American consumers billions of dol-
lars on their future energy bills. 

Additionally, I will also be offering a non-
controversial amendment to H.R. 3221 that 
would add a sixth policy option for States to 
consider in Title IX of the underlying bill. This 
language is intended to complement the exist-
ing residential energy efficiency incentives pro-
vided throughout the rest of the legislation by 
asking States and utilities to partner with us to 
promote the use of home energy audits, edu-
cate homeowners about the financial and envi-
ronmental benefits associated with residential 
energy efficiency improvements and publicize 
the availability of Federal and State incentives 
to make residential energy efficiency improve-
ments more affordable. In short, this amend-
ment represents a voluntary, commonsense 
way to drive consumers towards the incentives 
we are hoping they will use—and I encourage 
my colleagues’ support. 

Finally, by the time we finish this legislation, 
I believe it is critical that we enact aggressive 
‘‘smart grid’’ policies that create incentives to 
modernize the electric grid, something that is 
decades overdue. Smart Grid reduces CO2 
emissions by 25 percent and electricity usage 
by 10 percent according to the Department of 
Energy, DOE, and the Electric Power Re-
search Institute, EPRI. By utilizing intelligent 
tax depreciation policy, and by modernizing 
existing DOE programs, we can immediately 
incentivize modernization of the electric grid 
and see the corresponding energy and envi-
ronmental improvements. 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, 
the U.S. Congress has an obligation to work 
to ensure a healthy and safe environment for 
the benefit of current and future generations. 
To reduce our dependence on fossil fuels and 
achieve a healthier environment, we need a 
multi-faceted approach that addresses broad 
spectrums of inter-related issues and fosters 
both energy independence and clean energy 
reliance. 

As a cosponsor of various global warming 
reduction initiatives, I urge my colleagues to 
support today’s legislation, H.R. 3221, a com-
prehensive plan to combat global warming, 
provide national security by reducing depend-
ence on foreign oil, help to better protect our 
natural wildlife, and offer international assist-
ance to developing countries to promote clean 
and efficient energy technologies. 

Among its many good provisions, I am 
pleased that H.R. 3221 includes the full text of 
legislation that I, along with Foreign Affairs 
Chairman TOM LANTOS sponsored—H.R. 
2420, The International Climate Cooperation 
Re-engagement Act of 2007. The Lantos- 

Smith bill was approved and reported from the 
Foreign Affairs Committee in May and is now 
Title II of H.R. 3221, the underlying bill before 
us today. 

It is no secret that climate change has a dis-
proportionate impact on the vulnerable, poor 
populations in our world. Accordingly, the Lan-
tos-Smith provisions of H.R. 3221 are de-
signed to push and assist developing coun-
tries as they seek to implement positive re-
newable energy practices. Specifically, these 
provisions authorize $1 billion over five years 
to provide U.S. aid to support the overall pur-
pose of reducing greenhouse gas emissions. 
The monies can also be used to increase in-
stitutional abilities to provide energy and envi-
ronmental management services including out-
reach programs for India and China—two of 
the world’s largest emitters of greenhouse 
gases. The bill also authorizes trade missions, 
programs to strengthen energy research and 
educational exchange, and an interagency 
working group to support a Clean Energy 
Technology Exports Initiative. These provi-
sions are an important aspect of creating 
local, sustainable capacity and will com-
plement well other program goals of our for-
eign assistance. 

Another vital provision found in Title II of to-
day’s legislation is similar to one that I pro-
posed over 17 years ago to create an office, 
ideally within the State Department, with the 
sole mandate of working with foreign countries 
and others to mitigate the international impact 
of global climate change. During my tenure in 
Congress, I have witnessed how the designa-
tion of an office within the State Department 
has bolstered efforts on a single critical issue 
with notable results within a short time period. 
This has been the case, for example, with the 
Office to Monitor and Combat Trafficking in 
Persons as created by P.L. 108–193, my leg-
islation the Trafficking Victims Protection Act. 
Similarly, I know that the establishment of an 
Office on Global Climate Change at the am-
bassadorial level within the State Department 
as provided for in H.R. 3221 will demonstrate 
to the world that the United States is targeting 
needed resources to address this challenge 
and is completely engaged in the worldwide 
fight against global warming. 

Title II of H.R. 3221 also creates an Inter-
national Clean Energy Foundation to serve the 
long-term foreign policy and energy security 
goals of reducing global greenhouse gas 
emissions. The foundation will be charged with 
promoting programs that serve as models for 
significantly reducing emissions through clean 
and efficient energy technologies, processes 
and services. The creation of the International 
Clean Energy Foundation promises to add a 
particularly effective tool in our arsenal against 
adverse climate change. 

Mr. Chairman, global warming continues to 
be one of the most pressing environmental 
concerns in the world today. Given sea level 
rise, the increasing severity of storm surges 
and continued warming temperatures, the im-
pact of global climate change is undeniable. 
Unless we act now—the future posseses an 
even greater threat to our way of life on this 
planet. 

With its incorporation of H.R. 2420, H.R. 
3221 represents an important step—both do-
mestically and internationally—in reducing our 
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dependence on fossil fuels and promoting 21st 
century clean energy solutions. Legislative ac-
tion by this Congress to promote investment in 
renewable energy development, availability 
and implementation will help ensure a healthy 
environment. I urge my colleagues to support 
H.R. 3221. 

Mr. UDALL of Colorado. I strongly support 
this amendment. . . . 

I’d like to thank my cousin, Representative 
TOM UDALL, as well as Representative PLATTS 
and the rest of our colleagues who have 
worked so hard to push forward a renewable 
electricity standard. Speaker PELOSI also de-
serves our deep gratitude for her support and 
for working side by side with us during these 
last few weeks. We all understand the impor-
tance of this critical amendment, and I’m 
proud to have been a longstanding part of this 
great effort as it culminates in a vote today. 

As demand for energy continues to grow in 
this country, we need to make sure that we 
continue to have affordable and reliable sup-
plies. And, most importantly, as we move to 
more competition in the delivery of electricity, 
we must make sure that the environment and 
consumers are protected. 

So it makes sense to put incentives in place 
to ensure that less polluting and environ-
mentally friendly sources of energy can find 
their way into the marketplace. And that’s 
what a renewable electricity standard, or RES, 
would help to do. 

But it’s not just about doing the right thing 
for the environment. 

With almost all new electricity generation 
the last decade fueled by natural gas, our do-
mestic supply cannot sustain our needs. Iran, 
Russia, and Qatar together hold 58 percent of 
the world’s natural gas reserves. As demand 
for power continues to grow, we shouldn’t be 
forced to rely on these unstable regions to 
sustain our economy, nor do we have to. 

The best way to decrease our vulnerability 
and dependence on foreign energy sources is 
to diversify our energy portfolio. Half of the 
States in our great Union have already figured 
this out and have made the commitment to 
producing a percentage of their electricity 
using renewable energy. But all of our States 
will benefit under a national standard, which 
will bring natural gas costs down nationwide, 
create new economies of scale in manufac-
turing and installation, and offer greater pre-
dictability to long-term investors. 

The Udall-Platts amendment requires utili-
ties nationwide to produce 15 percent of their 
electricity using renewable energy sources by 
2020. The amendment also allows up to 4 
percent of that 15 percent requirement to be 
met with energy efficiency. 

The amendment’s definition of renewables 
is broad, including biomass—cellulosic organic 
materials; plant or algal matter from agricul-
tural crops, crop byproducts, or landscape 
waste; gasified animal waste and landfill gas, 
or biogas; and all types of crop-based liquid 
fuels. It includes incremental hydropower; 
solar and solar water heating; wind; ocean, 
ocean thermal and tidal; geothermal; and dis-
tributed generation. The amendment also al-
lows energy efficiency to make up 27 percent 
of a utility’s targeted requirement. Every State 
has one or more of these resources. 

The Udall-Platts amendment saves con-
sumers billions of dollars. By reducing the cost 

of new clean technologies and making them 
more available, it will help restrain natural gas 
price increases by creating more competition 
for those fuels. 

The Udall-Platts amendment will spur eco-
nomic development in the form of billions of 
dollars in new capital investment and in new 
property tax revenues for local communities, 
and millions of dollars in new lease payments 
to farmers and rural landowners. 

Not least, the Udall-Platts amendment will 
reduce air pollution from dirty fossil-fueled 
power plants that threaten public health and 
our climate. 

The amendment does not burden some re-
gions of the country at the expense of others, 
as the utilities would have you believe. It cre-
ates public benefits for all. 

The argument that the Southeast is dis-
advantaged by the RES—that the Southeast 
has no renewable resources—ignores the 
plain truth. In fact, the Southeast is one of the 
regions of the country that will see the most 
benefit from this proposal. According to De-
partment of Energy’s Energy information Ad-
ministration, the technology that does best 
under a 15 percent RES is biomass. Already, 
2500 megawatts of generation come from bio-
mass in the Southeast, and much of the waste 
from pulp and paper mills is not being used to 
generate electricity. 

The Udall-Platts amendment gives States 
flexibility in achieving the standard. 

Under the amendment, states can borrow 
credits against future renewables generation— 
for up to three years as long as they are re-
paid by 2020, which means the effective start 
date can be delayed and facilities ramped up 
more slowly. 

The amendment gives three renewable en-
ergy credits for each kilowatt hour of power 
generated at on-site eligible facilities used to 
offset part or all of the customer’s require-
ments. This means solar, small wind, and 
other distributed energy generation sources 
used in residential and business locations can 
earn triple credits. 

The amendment also returns money to the 
States from alternative compliance payments 
for State weatherization programs, low-income 
energy assistance programs, and for encour-
aging the installation of additional renewables. 

The amendment also lowers the initial target 
date for 2010 to 2.75 percent and makes the 
escalation to 15 percent more gradual so that 
utilities have more time to ramp-up renewable 
energy sales. 

In summary, this renewable electricity stand-
ard will reduce harmful air and water pollution, 
provide a sustainable, secure energy supply 
now, and will create new investment, income 
and jobs in communities all over the country. 

It is good for the environment, good for the 
economy, and good for our country. I strongly 
urge its adoption. 

Mr. GRIJALVA. Mr. Chairman, I rise today 
in support of H.R. 3221. 

This bill is a package of important provisions 
that will move our energy and climate policies 
toward a more sustainable future. I strongly 
urge my colleagues to support this legislation. 

One of the highlights of this bill is a provi-
sion to require royalty payments from oil and 
gas leases that currently are exempt from roy-
alties. We are losing millions of dollars on 

these faulty leases that are allowing oil and 
gas companies to extract taxpayer-owned re-
sources for free. Putting a stop to this is fis-
cally unsound public policy is a much-needed 
step in the right direction. 

With this measure, we will also establish 
progressive and sensible policies designed to 
help families and businesses save energy with 
new efficiency standards for appliances, light-
ing and buildings. 

This bill puts our priorities back on track in 
funding new research into renewable fuels, 
which could be unlimited sources of clean en-
ergy if we invest in them properly. This will 
begin to move us away from the antiquated, 
dirty sources of energy we use today. 

I support this bill and plan to vote in favor 
of it. I am, however, disappointed that several 
important provisions were removed from the 
Natural Resources Committee bill, H.R. 2337, 
as it was being incorporated into this bill. The 
colleagues who demanded the removal are 
primarily from big oil producing states whose 
interest is to move that product for the cor-
porate interests they represent without thought 
or consideration for the rights of other Western 
states, communities, ranchers, farmers and 
the shared public lands of the American peo-
ple. 

One gentleman in particular represents a 
vast oil producing district with no real public 
land, at least 100 hazardous waste sites, nu-
merous former superfund sites, watershed and 
ground water contamination sites. Perhaps the 
gentleman feels that is the price of doing the 
oil industry’s business? I and many others in 
the West prefer a different scenario—where 
study, consultation, protection of our public 
lands, public participation, and cost recovery 
for the tax payer—are an integral part of doing 
business. 

As Chairman of the Subcommittee on Na-
tional Parks, Forests and Public Lands, I’ve 
become concerned about the 2005 Energy 
Policy Act’s impacts on public lands, private 
landowners and wildlife in the West. 

The provisions removed from this bill prior 
to floor consideration would have made very 
modest improvements to the Energy Policy 
Act, a bill largely written by and for the fossil 
fuel industry. 

The first would have simply authorized a 
study before federal agencies designate en-
ergy corridors on federal lands across the en-
tire West. I am deeply concerned that the 
most recent maps put forth by the agencies 
identify corridors crossing through National 
Parks, Wildlife Refuges, Monuments and wil-
derness areas. Like DICK CHENEY’s Energy 
Taskforce, the initial maps of the draft cor-
ridors were drawn at the request of the energy 
industry, with very little public input. The study 
would have simply put a better, more thorough 
process in place by requiring agencies to con-
sider congestion and constraints on the sys-
tem as well as barriers to access for renew-
ables. My provision would have also required 
the agencies to avoid places like National 
Parks when designating corridors. 

The second provision, specifically requested 
by the Western Governors’ Association, would 
have required land management agencies to 
analyze the impacts of oil and gas activities in 
critical wildlife areas before allowing drilling. I 
ask unanimous consent that these letters from 
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the Western Governors’ Association be en-
tered into the RECORD. 

Under the 2005 bill, the oil and gas industry 
is able to conduct drilling and other activities 
on public lands without first ensuring protec-
tion of wildlife and other resources. The origi-
nal provision would have required agencies to 
avoid wildlife areas and follow appropriate 
laws to protect the environment. 

I am disappointed that these modest re-
forms of the oil and gas industry’s sweetheart 
package from 2005 were rejected. 

Nevertheless, I support the reform provi-
sions of this bill and I know that there will still 
be opportunity to address some of the short-
comings of the 2005 Energy bill as we move 
forward. Because once the public is fully 
aware of the consequences and immense im-
pacts of the energy corridors designations and 
categorical exclusion provisions, they will de-
mand action. 

CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES, 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 

Washington, DC, July 27, 2007. 
Hon. NICK RAHALL, 
Chairman, Committee on Natural Resources, 

Washington, DC. 
DEAR CHAIRMAN RAHALL: I write to urge 

you to keep the oil and gas management re-
form provisions of H.R. 2337, which contain 
several modest but important reforms to re-
store some semblance of balance to the fed-
eral government’s oil and gas development 
programs. 

As you are aware, the overall House Nat-
ural Resources Committee package will re-
store responsible stewardship to the develop-
ment of our publicly owned oil and gas re-
sources. Unfortunately, some of the criti-
cism from opponents of these provisions mis-
represent the content and anticipated con-
sequences of these provisions. 

These provisions will not increase oil and 
gas prices. In fact, oil prices respond to glob-
al market forces of supply and demand, not 
whether or not oil and gas operators on pub-
lic lands are required to pay a small adminis-
trative fee to obtain drilling permits, or a 
dollar per acre fee to discourage speculation, 
or post bonds to repair the damage done by 
development to fish and wildlife resources, 
or make sure private property owners are 
treated fairly, or whether environmental val-
ues are properly protected. 

It has also been alleged that the oil and 
gas language in H.R. 2337 would ‘‘limit en-
ergy development on the public lands in the 
Intermountain West.’’ In fact, no provisions 
in H.R. 2337 limit any company’s access to 
federal lands for oil and gas activities in the 
region. 

Of particular concern to critics are provi-
sions of the bill that provide some modest 
protection for the private property rights of 
private surface owners who do not own the 
federal oil and gas resources under their 
farms and ranches. These provisions would 
not give landowners a veto over oil and gas 
development, but would require lessees to 
minimize impacts on the surface. In addi-
tion, the critics apparently have a problem 
with requiring companies that drill on fed-
eral lands to protect water resources that 
might be impaired by their operations, and 
replace resources damaged by their oper-
ations. Critics also have a problem with re-
quirement financial guarantees from opera-
tors on federal lands to ensure that they 
clean up after they have completed oper-
ations, and do not leave the clean-up bill for 
taxpayers to pay. None of these provisions 
will impair any company’s access to federal 

oil and gas resources. They will, however, en-
sure the responsible development of these re-
sources. 

Other important provisions of the House 
Natural Resources Committee package are 
the language on energy transmission cor-
ridors and categorical exclusions. This lan-
guage would require that a needs assessment 
of constraints and congestion in the West’s 
transmission system for the transmission of 
various energy resources be finalized, and 
the data used when applicants apply for 
rights-of-way across federal lands. In addi-
tion, the provision contains some common-
sense protections of sensitive areas and re-
sources that could be impaired by the im-
proper siting of transmission facilities. The 
provision for categorical exclusions ensures 
proper environmental review for oil and gas 
in critical wildlife areas. 

In summary, the oil and gas management 
provisions of the House Resources Com-
mittee package contain a modest number of 
reforms that will help protect the wildlife, 
water resources and other environmental 
values and private property that can be im-
paired by irresponsible oil and gas develop-
ment. 

Sincerely, 
RAÚL M. GRIJALVA, 

Chairman, Subcommittee on National 
Parks, Forests and Public Lands. 

WESTERN GOVERNORS’ ASSOCIATION, 
Washington, DC, June 5, 2007. 

Hon. NICK RAHALL, 
Washington, DC. 
Hon. DON YOUNG, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR CHAIRMAN RAHALL AND REPRESENTA-
TIVE YOUNG: On behalf of the Western Gov-
ernors’ Association, we are writing in sup-
port of the proposed revised section 105 in 
H.R. 2337, ‘‘Limitation of Rebuttable Pre-
sumption Regarding Application of Categor-
ical Exclusion Under NEPA for Oil and Gas 
Exploration and Development Activities.’’ 

In February 2007, the Western Governors’ 
Association adopted Policy Resolution 07–01, 
‘‘Protecting Wildlife Migration Corridors 
and Crucial Wildlife Habitat in the West.’’ 
The resolution urges Congress ‘‘to amend 
Section 390. Subpart (b)(3) of the Energy Pol-
icy Act of 2005 to remove the categorical ex-
clusion for NEPA reviews for exploration or 
development of oil and gas in wildlife cor-
ridors and crucial wildlife habitat on federal 
lands. By removing the categorical exclu-
sion, appropriate environmental site anal-
ysis will be completed as necessary to pro-
tect crucial wildlife habitat and significant 
migration corridors located in the field of 
development.’’ 

Subpart (b)(3) of section 309 of the 2005 En-
ergy Policy Act is currently worded in such 
a manner that oil or gas wells could be 
drilled under a categorical exclusion, with 
no additional analysis, if ‘‘an approved land 
use plan . . . . prepared pursuant to NEPA 
analyzed drilling as a reasonably foreseeable 
activity. . . .’’ We are concerned that com-
pletion of an RMP after the five-year period 
that an EA or EIS covers, or before an EIS is 
completed for a developing field, would allow 
authorization of drilling under a categorical 
exclusion (Cat Ex), including in sensitive 
wildlife corridors and crucial habitat, with 
general provisions provided only by the 
RMP. 

The Governors believe that the Categorical 
Exclusions authorized broadly under para-
graph (b) of the Energy Policy Act may often 
be appropriate. However, with specific regard 
to subpart (b)(3), the Governors do not want 

their ability to require adequate mitigation 
in areas the States have identified as sen-
sitive wildlife corridors and crucial habitat 
to be diminished or eliminated. Development 
of these sensitive areas obviously needs de-
tailed disclosure and analysis of impacts to 
other resources, and the permits need to in-
clude avoidance and mitigation measures to 
protect those resources. 

Although the Department of the Interior 
has worked fairly and inclusively with the 
states to date, the categorical exclusion pro-
vision in subpart (b)(3) of the 2005 Energy 
Act appears to provide a legal option to deny 
state fish and wildlife agencies the oppor-
tunity to protect and adequately manage 
fish and wildlife resources on BLM lands by 
authorizing oil and gas development without 
adequate analysis, disclosure and state agen-
cy involvement. Unless the problematic lan-
guage in subpart (b)(3) is amended or re-
moved, or an additional administrative proc-
ess implemented to allow state fish and wild-
life agencies an opportunity to recommend 
appropriate protection and conservation con-
ditions to accompany permits to drill in sen-
sitive wildlife corridors and crucial habitat, 
significant wildlife impacts could occur. 

We believe the proposed revised section 105 
in H.R. 2337 addresses this concern, and we 
therefore support the revised section 105. We 
do have concerns regarding subtitle (D), ‘‘En-
suring Responsible Development of Wind En-
ergy,’’ that we will explain in a separate let-
ter. 

The Western Governors appreciate the 
Committee’s efforts to address our concerns 
in section 105, and we look forward to work-
ing with you as the bill moves forward. 

Sincerely, 
M. MICHAEL ROUNDS, 

Governor of South Da-
kota, Chairman. 

DAVE FREUDENTHAL, 
Governor of Wyoming, 

Vice Chairman, Lead Governor. 
JANET NAPOLITANO, 

Governor of Arizona, 
Lead Governor. 

WESTERN GOVERNORS’ ASSOCIATION, 
Washington, DC, August 1, 2007. 

Hon. NANCY PELOSI, 
Speaker, House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR SPEAKER PELOSI: On behalf of all of 
our colleagues in the Western Governors’ As-
sociation, we are writing to express our ex-
treme dismay about the removal over the 
weekend of a critical provision from the 
House Energy bill (H.R. 3221)—the revised 
section 105 of H.R. 2337 relating to the appli-
cation of categorical exclusions under NEPA 
for oil and gas exploration and development 
activities. We expressed our strong support 
for this section in a separate letter sent in 
June (enclosed) and we strongly urge you to 
support Congressman Grijalva’s amendment 
that would reinstate the language when the 
bill is brought to the House floor. 

Section 105 of H.R. 2337 addresses an impor-
tant concern we have with the indiscrimi-
nate use of categorical exclusions under 
NEPA for exploration or development of oil 
and gas in wildlife corridors and crucial 
wildlife habitat on federal lands. We believe 
that the categorical exclusions authorized 
broadly under paragraph (b) of EPAct may 
often be appropriate. However, we do not 
want our states to lose the ability to require 
adequate mitigation in areas we have identi-
fied as sensitive wildlife corridors or crucial 
habitats to be diminished or eliminated. Sec-
tion 105 addresses our concerns and would 
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allow appropriate environmental site anal-
ysis to be completed as necessary to protect 
these areas. 

Accordingly, we applaud Congressman 
Grijalva for his efforts and we urge all Mem-
bers of Congress to support his amendment 
to reinstate the revised section 105 in the 
bill. Thank you for your consideration of 
this request. We look forward to working 
with you on this and other Western issues in 
the future. 

Sincerely, 
DAVE FREUDENTHAL, 

Governor of Wyoming, 
Chair, WGA, Co-lead Governor. 

JANET NAPOLITANO, 
Governor of Arizona, 

Co-lead Governor. 

SPECIALLY PROTECTED AREAS POTENTIALLY 
IMPACTED BY WEST-WIDE CORRIDORS 

ARIZONA 

Agua Fria National Monument 
Area 51 Proposed Wilderness 
Belmont Mountains Proposed Wilderness 
Black Canyon/Perry Mesa Proposed Wil-

derness 
Castle Creek Wilderness Area 
Chiricahua National Monument and Wil-

derness 
Crossman Peak Proposed Wilderness 
Eagle Tail Mountains Wilderness 
Glenn Canyon National Recreation Area 
Harcuvar Mountains Proposed Wilderness 
Harquahala/Hummingbird Proposed Wil-

derness 
Havasu National Wildlife Refuge and Wil-

derness 
Hell’s Gate Wilderness Area 
Hell’s Gate/Boulder USFS Roadless 
Humming Bird Springs/Harquahala Wilder-

ness 
Ironwood Forest National Monument 
Lake Mead National Recreation Area 
Las Cienegas National Conservation Area 
Lime Creek USFS Roadless 
Mojave Wash Proposed Wilderness 
Mount Nut Wilderness 
New Water Mountains Wilderness 
Padre Canyon USFS Roadless 
Pine Mountain/Cedar Bench Wilderness 
Saddle Mountain Proposed Wilderness 
Saguro National Park and Wilderness Area 
San Pedro Riparian National Conservation 

Area 
Sand Tank Mountains Proposed Wilderness 
Santa Rita/Whetstone/Middle Dragoon/ 

Chiricahua USFS Roadless 
Sonoran Desert National Monument 
South Maricopa Mountain Wilderness 
Strawberry Crater Wilderness 
Swansea/Buckskin Mountain Proposed Wil-

derness 
Swanzea Wilderness 
Table Top Wilderness 
Talon Tank Mountains Proposed Wilder-

ness 
Vermillion Cliffs NM and Paria-Canyon 

Vermillion Cliffs Wilderness 
West Clear Creek/Fossil Springs/Mazatal 

Wilderness 

CALIFORNIA 

Adams Peak USFS Roadless 
Beegum/West Beegum USFS Roadless 
Benton Range/Glass Mtn./WSAs 102, 103 
Bigelow Cholla Garden Wilderness 
Bristol Mountinas Wilderness 
Buffalo Smoke WSA 
Burnt Lava Flow and Medicine Lake USFS 

Roadless 
Cady Mountains WSA 
California Desert National Conservation 

Area 

Castle Craigs Wilderness 
Castle Peak USFS Roadless 
Chanchelulla Wilderness 
Chidago Canyon Proposed Wilderness 
Chinquapin USFS Roadless 
Chuckwalla Mountinas Wilderness 
Clipper Mountains Wilderness 
Coyote Southeast and John Muir #9 USFS 

Roadless 
Crater Mountain 
Damon Butte USFS Roadless 
Dead Mountain Wilderness 
Deep Wells USFS Roadless 
Dobie Flat/Lavas and Captain Jack USFS 

Roadless 
Dog Creek and Backbone USFS Roadless 
El Paso Mountains Wilderness 
Excelsior USFS Roadless 
Golden Trout Wilderness 
Grouse Lakes USFS Roadless 
Headwaters Forest Preserve 
Hollow Hills Wilderness 
Jacumba Wilderness 
Joshua Tree National Park 
Mayfield USFS Roadless 
Mecca Hills Wilderness 
Mojave National Preserve 
Mt. Lassic USFS Roadless 
Newberry Mountains Wilderness 
Orocopia Mountains Wilderness 
Owens Peak Wilderness 
Paiute and Inyo Mountains USFS Roadless 
Piute Mountains Wilderness 
Rodman Mountains Wilderness 
Sacatar Trail Wilderness 
Salt Gulch/Chanchelulla USFS Roadless 
Santa Rosa/San Jacinto Mountains Na-

tional Monument 
Slate Creek USFS Roadless 
Soda Mountain Proposed Wilderness 
Soda Mountains WSA 
South Fork and South Fork Trinity USFS 

Roadless 
South Sierra USFS Roadless 
South Sierra Wilderness 
Trilobite Wilderness 
Tule Mountain WSA 
Volcanic Tableland Proposed Wilderness 
Wonoga Peak and John Muir #12 USFS 

Roadless 
WSAs 116 and 123 
WSAs 99–101 

COLORADO 

Bushy Creek/Morrison Creek USFS 
Roadless 

Canyon Creek/263 Rare 2 USFS Roadless 
Craters of the Moon National Monument 
Cross Mountain WSA and proposed addi-

tions 
Curecanti National Recreation Area 
Gunnison Gorge National Conservation 

Area 
Kelly Creek/Byers Peak/James Peak USFS 

Roadless 
Pinyon Ridge Proposed Wilderness 
Sarvis Creek Wilderness 
Skull Creek/Red Cloud Peak/ Willow Creek/ 

Bull Canyon WSAs and Proposed Additions 
South Shale Ridge/Cow Ridge/Little 

Bookcliffs Proposed Wilderness 
Storm Peak USFS Roadless 
Vasquez Peak and Byers Peak Wilderness 
Weber-Menefee Mountain WSA and pro-

posed additions 
West Elk Addition Proposed Wilderness 

IDAHO 

Black Canyon WSA 
California Trail 
Continental Divide Trail 
Craters of the Moon National Monument 
Garfield Mountain USFS Roadless 
Hagerman Fossil Bends National Monu-

ment 

Italian Peaks/McKenzie Canyon/Sourdough 
Mountain/Four Eyes Canyon/Garfield Moun-
tain USFS Roadless 

King Hill Creek WSA 
Mead Peak/Dry Ridge/Huckleberry USFS 

Roadless 
Minidoka Interment National Monument 
Oregon Trail 
Shoshone/Lava WSAs 
Snake River Birds of Prey National Con-

servation Area 

MONTANA 

Beaverhead-Deerlodge USFS Roadless 
Black Sage WSA 
Bridger/Crazy Mountain USFS Roadless 
Continental Divide Trail 
Grant-Kohrs Ranch National Historic Site 
Henneberry Ridge, Bell/Limkilns Canyon, 

Hidden Pasture Creek WSAs 
Humbug Spires WSA 
Lazyman Gulch/Electric Peak/Whitetail/ 

Haystack USFS Roadless 
Lewis and Clark Trail 
Skitwish Ridge/Graham Coal/Evans Gulch/ 

Mt. Bushnell/Cherry Peak/Patricks Knob- 
North Cuttoff/South Siegle 

Sleeping Giant/Sheep Creek WSAs 
Wales Creek and Hoodoo Mountain WSAs 

NEVADA 

Black Rock Desert-High Rock Canyon Em-
igrant Trails National Conservation Area 
and Wilderness Area 

Blue Eagle/Riordan’s Well WSAs 
California Trail 
Desert National Wildlife Refuge 
Gabbs Valley Range WSA 
Goshute Canyon WSA 
Mount Limbo/Fox Range/Poodle Mountain 

WSAs 
Old Spanish Trail 
Pony Express Trail 
Red Rock Canyon National Conservation 

Area 
Sloan Canyon National Conservation Area 
South Pequop WSA 

NEW MEXICO 

Aden Lava Flor/West Potrillo Mountains 
WSAs 

Bisti/De-Na-Zin Wilderness 
Bitter Lake National Wildlife Refuge 
Bosque del Apache Wilderness 
Cabezon/La Lena WSAs 
Chupadera Proposed Wilderness Addition 
Continental Divide Trail 
El Camino Real de Tierra Adentro 
Florida Mountains WSA and Proposed Ad-

ditions 
Greater Potrillos Proposed Wilderness Ad-

ditions 
Ojito Wilderness 
Pena Blanca Proposed Wilderness 
Penasco Canyon Proposed Wilderness 
Pyramid Mountains/Gore Canyon/Granite 

Peak/Lordsburg Playa Proposed Wilderness 
Salt Creek Wilderness 
San Luis Proposed Wilderness 
Sandia Mountain Wilderness 
Sevilleta National Wildlife Refuge 
Veranito WSA and Proposed Additions 

OREGON 

Alvord Desert/Bowden Hills WSA 
Badlands WSA 
Basque Hills/Rincon WSAs 
Big Bend Mountain/Jones Creek Proposed 

Wilderness 
Buckhorn Mountain/Maple Gulch/Soda 

Mountain Proposed Wilderness 
Camp Creek WSA 
Cascade-Siskiyou National Monument 
Clackamus W&S River 
Clarks Butte/Lower Owyhee Canyon WSAs 
Cougar Well/Hampton Butte WSAs 
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Crane Mountain USFS Roadless 
Devil Garden Lavabed WSA 
Dry Mountain/Sundown Ridge/Upper Mill 

Creek/Coffeepot Creek/Cow Creek Proposed 
Wilderness 

East Branch and West Branch of the Cali-
fornia Trail 

Fish Creek Rim WSA 
Forks of the Walla Walla/Lookingglass 

Creek/Little Phillips Canyon/Moonshine Can-
yon-North Mount Emily/M 

Guano Creek WSA 
Hager Mountain/Benny Creek/Lower Sycan 

Butte/Whiskey Creek/Bryant Mountains Pro-
posed Wilderness 

Horse Camp Rim/Adobe Flat/Horse Shoe 
Meadows/Crane Mountain Proposed Wilder-
ness 

Lower Deschuttes W&S River 
Mamaloose Lake/South Fork Clackamus/ 

Mistletoe-Clackamus River/Big Bottom/Pin-
head Butte Complex Propo 

Mark O. Hatfield Wilderness 
Oregon Canyon 
Oregon Trail 
Owyee W&S River 
Pacific Crest Trail 
Pine Mountain/North Pot Holes/Scattered 

Lava/Nameless Lava/Lower Ground Butte/ 
West of Sand Spring/Firest 

Steens Mountain National Conservation 
Area and Steens Mountain Wilderness 

Umatilla National Wildlife Refuge 
White W&S River 

UTAH 

418,000 units in Uinta/Ashley Forests USFS 
Roadless 

Antelope Range Proposed Wilderness 
Arches National Park 
Arches Proposed Wilderness Complex 
Beehive Creek/City Creek USFS Roadless 
Behind the Rocks/Mill Creek Canyon WSAs 
Bourdette Draw/Bull Canyon Proposed Wil-

derness 
California Trail 
Cedar Mountains Wilderness 
Cove Mountain/Atchinson/Mogotsu/Gum 

Hill USFS Roadless 
Desolation Canyon WSA and Proposed Ad-

ditions 
Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monu-

ment 
Grassy Mountains S Proposed Wilderness 
Lone Peak/Mount Timpanagos Wilderness 
Mount Nebo Wilderness 
Mountain Home Range/jackson Wash/The 

Toad/South Wah-Wah Proposed Wilderness 
Old Spanish Trail 
Price River/Lost Spring Wash Proposed 

Wilderness 
Public Grove/Willard/Upper South Fork 

USFS Roadless 
Rockwell WSA and Little Sahara Proposed 

Wilderness 
Sand Ridge Proposed Wilderness 
Square Top Mountain/Scarecrow Peak/Bea-

ver Dam Mountains N and South/Beaver 
Dam Wash Proposed Wild 

Stansbury Island Proposed Wilderness 
Upper Kanab Creek/Vermillion Cliffs/Glass 

Eye Canyon/Timber Mountain Proposed Wil-
derness 

Welsville Mountain Wilderness 

WASHINGTON 

Black Canyon Proposed Wilderness and 
USFS Roadless 

Chopaka Mountain WSA 
Granite Mountain/Tiffany Proposed Wil-

derness and USFS Roadless 
Juniper Dunes Wilderness 
Lake Roosevelt National Recreation Area 
Lewis and Clark Trail 
McNary National Wildlife Refuge 

Nason Ridge/Entiat Proposed Wilderness 
and USFS Roadless 

Oregon Trail 

Mr. GORDON of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, 
I rise in support of this legislation. Our Nation 
sits at a crossroads—we can follow the path 
of business-as-usual, or we can transform our 
energy paradigm by tapping into the Sun, the 
oceans, the Earth, and America’s most abun-
dant and renewable resource—the human 
spirit of innovation that has given us the 
standard of living we enjoy today. 

The Committee on Science and Technology 
has worked hard to address our energy chal-
lenges, and passed twelve bipartisan, con-
sensus-driven energy and environment re-
search bills, seven of which are included in 
the legislation before us today. 

My bill, H.R. 364 establishes an Advanced 
Research Projects Agency for Energy, or 
ARPA–E, which will focus on developing 
transformational energy technologies; 

H.R. 906, The Global Change Research and 
Data Management Act introduced by Mr. 
UDALL and Mr. INGLIS, restructures Federal cli-
mate research to provide much needed infor-
mation for developing response, adaptation, 
and mitigation strategies for communities and 
businesses; 

H.R. 1933, also by Mr. UDALL, authorizes 
large-scale demonstrations of carbon capture 
and storage technologies, so that we may 
continue to use our vast resources of coal in 
a more environmentally benign way; 

H.R. 2304 by Representative MCNERNEY will 
expand our existing geothermal energy R&D, 
in particular to develop Enhanced Geothermal 
Systems; 

H.R. 2313 by Representative HOOLEY will 
give researchers in the field of Marine Renew-
able Energy the support they need to move 
experimental marine energy technologies to 
commercial viability. 

H.R. 2773 introduced by Mr. LAMPSON will 
set forth new research on biofuels including 
studies on infrastructure needs and studies to 
improve the efficiency of biorefineries; 

And finally, H.R. 2774 by Congresswoman 
GIFFORDS creates several important solar R&D 
programs, including programs on energy stor-
age technology for concentrating solar power 
plants and solar energy workforce training; 

Each of these pieces which are part of the 
package before us today will enhance our 
country’s energy security and I commend my 
colleagues for their leadership and vision. The 
sheer scale and complexity of our energy 
challenge means that Congress should begin 
laying the groundwork today. I urge my col-
leagues to support this important legislation. 

Ms. DeLAURO. Mr. Chairman, we know 
what is possible for our Nation, if we choose 
to move seriously and quickly down the path 
to energy independence. We know what this 
choice means. 

Energy independence means demanding 
more efficiency and smarter technology for our 
cars, homes, businesses, and industry. Energy 
independence means investing in our commu-
nities and plugging their resources and work-
force into vibrant, expanding markets. 

It means developing new technologies that 
create new jobs through America’s economic 
backbone: our innovation industries. If we 
want to make opportunity real for more Ameri-

cans—if we want to keep our nation strong 
even as our new economy continues to 
change—there is no better way to do it, than 
by investing in a new energy future. 

This bill—The New Direction for Energy 
Independence, National Security, and Con-
sumer Protection Act—makes investments 
across the spectrum, to promote renewable 
energy, grow our economy, create new jobs, 
lower energy prices, and begin to address 
global warming. It is time to reduce our reli-
ance on foreign oil—an addiction that threat-
ens our environment, our economy, and our 
national security. 

It is an ambitious initiative, to be sure, but 
nothing less will secure our nation’s energy fu-
ture. It is time to stop talking about energy 
independence, and start moving toward it. 

We can do that today with this legislation, 
by providing a historic investment in home-
grown biofuels and giving incentives for plug- 
in hybrid vehicles rather than Hummers. We 
can promote and improve the use of truly effi-
cient products from mass transit and fleets of 
cars to lighting and buildings, and we are fi-
nally doing our part, to make the federal gov-
ernment a leader in reducing energy usage 
and greenhouse gas emissions. 

But this is not just about specific provisions 
from today’s important legislation. It is also a 
recognition that by embracing tomorrow’s 
great challenges we create great opportunity. 
That when it comes to addressing those en-
ergy challenges—from the soaring price of gas 
to rising temperatures around the world to the 
dangerous actions of hostile regimes abroad— 
we need the right leadership with clear direc-
tion and bold vision. That there is nothing 
America cannot achieve if we put our minds to 
it, harnessing our future to our own spirit of in-
genuity and innovation. 

Mrs. CAPPS. Mr. Chairman, as a member 
of the Energy and Commerce Committee and 
the Natural Resources Committee, I rise in 
strong support of H.R. 3221, The New Direc-
tion for Energy Independence, National Secu-
rity, and Consumer Protection Act. 

Today, our economy relies on fossil fuels for 
energy and we simply must change that. 

Even President Bush admits we’re ‘‘addicted 
to oil’’ and that this addiction is harming our 
country. 

The best way to beat this addiction is to 
stop using so much oil and gas by reducing 
demand, promoting renewables and alter-
native fuels, and encouraging smarter tech-
nologies. 

Focusing more attention on the potential of 
clean energy is something that I and others on 
this side of the aisle have been advocating for 
years. 

And since America is not exactly awash in 
oil and gas, reducing our dependence on them 
would be good not only for our environment, 
but for our economy and our national security 
as well. 

But, to be honest, we have to do more than 
talk about the potential that clean and safe en-
ergy has for this country. 

We have to provide the mechanisms to 
bring these energy sources to market and 
make changes in energy policy to encourage 
their use. 

And that’s exactly what H.R. 3221 does. 
It encourages the efficient use of energy by 

creating new and stronger appliance and 
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green building standards, and it promotes 
smart grid technology and plug-in hybrids. 

It also takes important steps toward restor-
ing sound stewardship to the management of 
our public lands by ensuring responsible do-
mestic energy development. 

And it creates a comprehensive framework 
to help address the negative impacts of global 
warming on our wildlife, public lands, oceans, 
and coasts. 

While I greatly appreciate the hard work that 
has gone into crafting this legislation, I look 
forward to the House doing more. 

Like increasing fuel economy standards for 
cars and trucks, increasing the use of home-
grown renewables like wind and solar by re-
quiring more electricity come from these re-
sources, and adopting a national policy to deal 
with global warming. 

Madam Speaker, the American people want 
real, meaningful solutions to our nation’s en-
ergy challenges. 

The leadership in the last Congress was 
driven by a futile desire to drill our way to en-
ergy independence. 

It attempted to do that by lavishing huge tax 
breaks on Big Oil and neglecting efforts to re-
duce demand and encourage clean energy. 

This bill delivers on the Democratic major-
ity’s promise of a new energy future. 

It will strengthen national security, promote 
economic growth and create jobs, lower en-
ergy prices and begin to combat the serious 
threat of global warming. 

I urge all my colleagues to support this leg-
islation because it will pave the way to a 
cleaner and more sustainable energy future. 

Ms. LEE. Mr. Chairman, I rise in strong sup-
port of H.R. 3221, the New Direction for En-
ergy Independence, National Security and 
Consumer Protection Act. 

This important legislation combines rec-
ommendations from 10 different committees to 
put us on a path to true energy independence. 

It creates new energy efficiency standards 
to reduce demand; it supports the develop-
ment and distribution of green power from re-
newable energy sources; and it spurs further 
innovation and research on alternative energy 
sources. 

This is also a jobs creation bill designed to 
prepare the United States to compete in and 
help lead the green global marketplace of the 
future. 

It trains a new generation of workers with 
green skills, it assists and empowers small 
businesses to cut costs and scale up innova-
tive energy solutions, and it ensures that re-
search investments in green technology will 
translate to new, good paying, green jobs. 

This bill helps our nation respond to the 
growing threat of global warming by accel-
erating the use of renewable energy and cut-
ting greenhouse gas emissions, encouraging 
mass transit, and expanding carbon capture 
and sequestration programs. 

The bill also recognizes that we must lead 
by example at home and abroad. It requires 
the Federal Government to become carbon 
neutral by 2050, implements green building 
standards and greens Federal vehicle fleets; 
and it attempts to reengage us in binding glob-
al agreements to reduce greenhouse gas 
emissions. 

Mr. Speaker these initiatives all build upon 
work that is already taking place throughout 

our great nation. In many ways the California 
Bay Area and my district in particular are at 
the forefront of innovation and research on al-
ternative energy, climate change and the envi-
ronment. 

Ongoing research into alternative and re-
newable energy at UC Berkeley—one of the 
premier public universities in the country— 
holds the promise of a cleaner and brighter fu-
ture for our children. 

Businesses in my district have also taken 
the lead in greening their activities to reduce 
waste, improve energy efficiency, and save 
water—minimizing their impact on our environ-
ment. 

Innovative programs funded in part through 
the City of Oakland are also training youth in 
my district about the importance of environ-
mental stewardship and are providing them 
with new job opportunities and new career 
paths. 

Community based organizations in my dis-
trict have also taken the lead in advocating for 
environmental justice and equity for all our 
constituents. 

Together our community is at the forefront 
of a robust environmental movement that is 
quite literally changing the world for the better. 

I urge my colleagues to pass H.R. 3221 and 
to help accelerate these efforts in my district 
and throughout the Nation. 

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Chairman, I rise in 
strong support of H.R. 3221, The New Direc-
tion for Energy Independence, National Secu-
rity, and Consumer Protection Act. This land-
mark Energy Independence legislation will 
help make our nation more secure by reducing 
our dependence on foreign oil; reduce costs to 
consumers by promoting greater efficiency 
and smarter technology; create new American 
jobs; and make our Nation a leader in reduc-
ing global warming. 

H.R. 3221 reduces our dependence on for-
eign oil in a number of important ways. It 
makes the largest investment in history to im-
prove how we grow, produce, transport, and 
store biofuels that will fuel our cars and trucks. 
It provides a plug-in hybrid vehicle tax credit 
for individuals and encourages the domestic 
development and production of advanced 
technology vehicles and the next generation of 
plug-in hybrid vehicles. The initiative also in-
cludes tax incentives for biking to work, en-
courages people to take mass transit, and pro-
motes cleaner buses, ferries, and trains. In ad-
dition, H.R. 3221 repeals subsidies and tax 
giveaways to Big Oil. 

The New Direction for Energy Independ-
ence, National Security, and Consumer Pro-
tection Act contains a number of provisions to 
lower energy costs to consumers, including 
landmark energy efficiency provisions that 
would save consumers and businesses at 
least $300 billion through 2030. It would re-
duce energy costs to consumers through more 
energy efficient appliances, such as dish-
washers, clothes washers, refrigerators and 
freezers and assist consumers with improving 
efficiency of existing homes, as well as build-
ing energy efficient new homes. H.R. 3221 
also extends existing tax credits for the pro-
duction of renewable energy, including solar, 
wind, biomass, geothermal, hydro, landfill gas 
and trash combustion, as well as creating new 
incentives for the use and production of re-
newable energy. 

The major investments in renewable energy 
technologies included in this bill have the po-
tential to create 3 million new American jobs 
over 10 years. The bill creates an Energy Effi-
ciency and Renewable Energy Worker Train-
ing Program to train a quality workforce for 
‘‘green’’ jobs. To spur innovation, H.R. 3221 
creates an Energy Department agency to co-
ordinate high-risk, high-payoff energy tech-
nology research and development that private 
industry is not likely to pursue on its own. The 
bill increases loan limits to help small business 
develop energy efficient technologies and pur-
chases; provides information and assistance 
to small business to reduce energy costs; and 
increases investment in small firms that are 
developing renewable energy solutions. 

Finally, H.R. 3221 takes major steps to re-
duce global warming. Its energy efficiency pro-
visions will not only save consumers and busi-
nesses money, but will also reduce carbon di-
oxide emissions by as much as 10.4 billion 
tons through 2030, more than the annual 
emissions of all of the cars on the road in 
America today. This initiative calls on the U.S. 
to re-engage and lead the global effort on a 
binding global warming agreement, with com-
mitments from all the major emitters including 
China, India, and Brazil. Because the federal 
government is the largest energy consumer in 
the United States, the bill promotes federal 
leadership on reducing global warming by re-
quiring federal government operations to be 
carbon-neutral by 2050. These provisions will 
save taxpayers $7.5 billion through 2030. Fi-
nally, this initiative takes aggressive steps on 
carbon capture and sequestration to come up 
with a cleaner way to use coal. The United 
States must lead the way in developing this 
critical technology to reduce global warming 
throughout the world. 

I would also like to address the important 
amendment to this bill offered by 
Repesentatives UDALL and PLATTS, which I will 
support. The Udall/Platts amendment creates 
a national renewable energy standard (RES) 
requiring electric utilities to provide a gradually 
increasing amount of their electricity through 
the use of renewable energy resources. A na-
tional RES would save consumers billions of 
dollars from lower energy bills and create tens 
of thousands of new jobs. 

The amendment’s initial requirement, in year 
2010, is 2.75 percent of a utility’s electricity. 
This gradually increases to 15 percent by 
2020. The amendment permits utilities to meet 
up to 27 percent of their targeted requirement 
through energy efficiency savings (the equiva-
lent of up to 4 percent of the 15 percent re-
quirement). It gives credit for existing renew-
ables. In addition, utilities get credit for all ac-
tions taken pursuant to a state portfolio stand-
ard associated with renewable electric genera-
tion. I believe this gradual, flexible approach is 
a reasonable way to provide the right incen-
tives and market signals to diversify our elec-
tricity supply with clean, renewable energy 
sources that will help keep our air and water 
clean and start us down a path that will com-
bat global warming. 

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Chairman, the Sub-
committee on Economic Development, Public 
Buildings and Emergency Management of the 
Transportation Committee has jurisdiction over 
General Service Administration, GSA, activi-
ties and programs as the property manager for 
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the Federal Government. GSA itself owns over 
1,500 Federal buildings comprising over 175 
million square feet of space. The agency 
leases another 7,100 buildings with a total 
rentable area of over 176 million square feet 
of space. Because GSA is a lease holder for 
the vast majority of office space controlled by 
the Federal Government, the agency can also 
have a pivotal role in energy conservation in 
the private sector as well. 

According to a September 2006 Department 
of Energy report, the public and private build-
ing sector together account for an amazing 39 
percent of total U.S. energy consumption, 
more than both the transportation and industry 
sectors. Even more surprising public and pri-
vate sector buildings, like those under our ju-
risdiction, are responsible for 71 percent of 
U.S. electricity consumption. These buildings 
in the United States alone account for 9.8 per-
cent of carbon dioxide emissions worldwide. 
U.S. buildings are responsible for nearly the 
same amount of carbon emissions as all sec-
tors of the economies of Japan, France, and 
the United Kingdom combined. 

The Federal Government is the world’s sin-
gle largest energy consumer and the most 
prolific in wasting energy in the world today. 
Yet, for years our Government has pursued 
and achieved energy savings that demonstrate 
that we are capable of moving with far greater 
results. Primary energy use by the Federal 
Government, for example, fell 13 percent dur-
ing the past 20 years, with a 25 percent de-
crease in energy costs in real terms, despite 
a 27 percent increase in fuel prices in the U.S. 
in 2005. In this bill, we begin to build on these 
results. 

Subtitle A of Title VI offers simple yet very 
effective measures to immediately effect en-
ergy consumption in Federal buildings. The 
title includes a provision to direct the Adminis-
trator of General Services to install in newly 
constructed or newly renovated Federal build-
ings energy efficient lighting fixtures and light 
bulbs. Further, it also directs the Administrator 
of General Services, in the course of routine 
maintenance of Federal buildings, to replace 
existing bulbs and fixtures with more energy 
efficient fixtures and bulbs. 

Title VI also requires that GSA include in 
the prospectuses for construction or alteration, 
submitted to Congress for approval, informa-
tion about building energy performance and 
renewable energy systems. This provision will 
enable the Transportation and Infrastructure 
Committee to examine anticipated energy con-
sumption in new Federal buildings to make 
sure the buildings meet the highest standards 
possible. 

Further Title VI authorizes the Administrator 
of GSA to sign utility contracts for not more 
than 30 years. This one provision will allow 
the GSA a longer time frame to hedge against 
increasing electricity prices in the market. The 
longstanding trend in electricity pricing is ever- 
increasing inflationary pressure as time ad-
vances. Thus a longer power purchase agree-
ment, PPA, secures a fixed rate for a longer 
period and provides greater insulation against 
inflationary trends. 

As a final provision, Title VI contains the 
language to authorize the installation of the 
photovoltaic wall at the Department of Energy 
headquarters building here on Independence 

Ave. and provides funding for this historic 
project from the Federal building fund at the 
General Services. 

Subtitle C of Title VI deals with the Architect 
of the Capitol and authorizes the Architect of 
the Capitol to perform a feasibility study re-
garding the installation of a photovoltaic roof 
on the Rayburn House Office Building. Further 
Subtitle C authorizes the Architect to construct 
a fuel tank and pumping stations for E–85 fuel 
at or within close proximity of the Capitol 
grounds. The Architect is directed to include 
energy efficient measures and renewable en-
ergy in the Capitol Complex Master Plan and 
transmit a report to the Transportation and In-
frastructure Committee on the energy efficient 
measures, climate mitigation measures, and 
other environmental measures included in the 
Master Plan. 

Mr. OBERSTAR. Mr. Chairman, I rise in 
strong support of the amendment offered by 
Mr. HOYER. In particular, this Manager’s pack-
age includes two provisions submitted as an 
amendment by the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure: a provision to help 
maximize the energy efficiency of the Capitol 
Power Plant, CPP, and a provision to help ex-
pand intercity bus service. I thank the Speaker 
and the gentleman from Maryland for including 
these important enhancements to the bill. 

This amendment requires the Architect of 
the Capitol to operate the steam boilers and 
the chiller plant at the Capitol Power Plant in 
the most efficient manner possible. Adopting 
these changes will reduce the carbon emis-
sions and energy required to operate the 
building of the House of Representatives and 
result in cost savings for the American people. 

This provision implements recommendations 
outlined in the final report on the ‘‘Green the 
Capitol’’ initiative, which was issued and sub-
mitted to Congress on June 21, 2007. The 
recommendations draw on the research con-
ducted by the Department of Energy’s Law-
rence Berkley Laboratory, LBL, on the oper-
ating practices of the CPP. According to this 
research, operation of the House buildings 
was responsible for approximately 91,000 tons 
of Carbon Dioxide-Equivalent Emissions 
(CO2–e) emissions in fiscal year 2006. This 
value is equivalent to the annual (CO2–e) 
emissions of 17,200 cars. 

The LBL study determined that the current 
CPP practices do not take into account oper-
ating differences by season. Specifically, the 
chilled water temperature could be raised in 
the winter when less cooling is needed and 
the steam pressure could be lowered in the 
summer when less heat is needed. The level 
of steam pressure could be lowered overall 
because energy needs in the buildings have 
decreased over time. 

The estimated cost of fine-tuning the steam 
pressure used to supply House office buildings 
is approximately $10,000 and results in an an-
nual savings of $417,000 per year. The costs 
of tuning the boilers could be recouped in di-
rect energy savings in just 1 week. The antici-
pated costs for optimizing the chilled water 
distribution to the House office buildings is ap-
proximately $25,000 and could save about 
$340,000 annually. The costs of this effort 
could be recouped in direct energy savings in 
just 1 month. 

The amendment also will require the Archi-
tect of the Capitol to ensure the accuracy of 

the steam and chilled water meters in the 
House office buildings as part of standard 
maintenance practice, to maximize energy effi-
ciency. 

These are small changes, but they stand to 
have a big impact on improving the energy ef-
ficiency of the Capitol Power Plant, and in 
turn, reduce the energy consumption required 
to operate House buildings. This amendment 
allows the Federal Government to lead by ex-
ample in the promotion of energy efficiency. 

The Manager’s package also makes tech-
nical corrections to the section of the bill au-
thorizing grants to improve public transpor-
tation services. The bill provides that grant 
funds are to be used either to reduce public 
transportation fares or to expand public trans-
portation service in both urban and rural 
areas. However, current law authorizes inter-
city buses to provide public transportation 
services between rural areas in order to pro-
vide additional, meaningful transit services to 
those areas. Therefore, in order for the grant 
funds provided under this bill to be used for el-
igible purposes under current law, this tech-
nical amendment is needed to authorize inter-
city bus services as an eligible use of grant 
funds. 

I strongly support this amendment and urge 
its adoption. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. Chairman, if this Congress 
is serious about wanting to address the 
causes and consequences of climate change, 
then it is critical that we invest in the infra-
structure we need to monitor and forecast that 
change. 

Earlier this year I introduced H.R. 2342, The 
National Integrated Coastal and Ocean Ob-
serving System Act of 2007. This important 
legislation would create an integrated ocean 
observing, monitoring, and forecasting system, 
modeled after Maine’s Gulf of Maine Ocean 
Observing System, that could save lives and 
billions of dollars annually. 

I am pleased to announce that my bill has 
been included in this energy bill, H.R. 3221. I 
commend Speaker PELOSI and Chairman RA-
HALL of the Natural Resources Committee for 
their leadership and foresight in including this 
legislation to give all of our citizens tools that 
they need to plan for and adapt to global cli-
mate change. 

In addition to monitoring and forecasting cli-
mate change, the Ocean Observing System 
would protect coastal communities and protect 
the economic interests of ocean-going indus-
tries like shipping and commercial fishing by 
improving warnings of tsunamis, hurricanes, 
coastal storms, El Niño events, and other nat-
ural hazards. 

I applaud this and other climate change pro-
visions in the bill and I urge my colleagues to 
support it. 

Mr. PETRI. Mr. Chairman, I want to take 
this opportunity to highlight and express my 
support for a provision included in H.R. 3221 
that would establish a solar demonstration 
project. 

U.S. industry has begun to commercialize a 
number of devices such as solar light tubes, 
which use solar concentrators, reflectors and 
lenses, light fibers, and other technologies to 
direct natural light into buildings, tunnels and 
other enclosures to augment or replace light 
from traditional fixtures. 
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Sec. 4306 of this bill would establish a re-

search and development program to provide 
assistance in the demonstration and commer-
cial application of direct solar renewable en-
ergy sources to provide alternatives to tradi-
tional power generation for lighting and illu-
mination, including light pipe technology, and 
to promote greater energy conservation and 
improved efficiency. 

This type of technology presents an eco-
nomically feasible and affordable solution for 
the private and public sector to reduce its reli-
ance on the electrical grid. This in turn will 
have positive effects on both the environment 
and our overall demand on traditional power 
sources. 

I have visited a company in my district 
which is engaged in very innovative and cost 
efficient light technology, and there are many 
other such efforts around the country that are 
developing exciting new products. As we look 
to diversify our energy sources, we need to 
enact policies that make it easier to harness 
the power of the market and spur the entre-
preneurial and innovative sector of this coun-
try. 

If we get this right, the United States will 
gain an even greater competitive advantage 
around the world while becoming less reliant 
on other countries—all in an environmentally 
responsible manner. 

When we go to conference, I urge that this 
important demonstration project be included in 
the final conference report. 

Ms. MATSUI. Mr. Chairman, the debate 
over our Nation’s energy policy is both a na-
tional and a local one. Energy policy impacts 
our national security, our international trade 
balance, and our relations with other coun-
tries. 

At the same time, energy policy reaches 
into every single State, county, and Congres-
sional district. 

The energy bill we consider today recog-
nizes this fact. It makes significant invest-
ments in the new energy sources, research, 
and technology that will power our economy in 
the future. It revolutionizes our energy policy 
at the national and local levels. And it im-
proves the way local communities around the 
country use, generate, and conserve power. 

In my hometown of Sacramento, energy is 
an especially important local issue. Sac-
ramento is located at the confluence of two 
mighty rivers, and at the base of a large wa-
tershed. This leaves us vulnerable to cata-
strophic floods that are made more likely be-
cause of global warming. The more we burn 
fossil fuels for energy, the higher our flood 
risk. 

In Sacramento, changing our national en-
ergy policy means reducing our dependence 
on foreign oil, preserving our environment, and 
stopping global warming. It also means pro-
tecting our homes. 

Mr. Chairman, the people of Sacramento 
are eager to change their energy consumption 
habits. In fact, we have already made signifi-
cant investments in a new energy economy. 

Sacramento has a growing clean-energy in-
dustry that is poised to take off. Our local util-
ity produces significant electricity from solar, 
wind, and methane gas sources. Every day, 
more and more of the Sacramento region’s 
homes, businesses, and vehicles are powered 
by renewable energy. 

But my constituents need help from the 
Federal Government. That is why I am so 
proud to stand before the House today in sup-
port of this energy package. The investments 
it makes in clean energy complement and 
support what is already happening in Sac-
ramento. 

The bill’s tax incentives for renewable en-
ergy bonds are crucial for my local electric util-
ity. The biofuels that will be developed be-
cause of this legislation will power my con-
stituents’ cars. The people I represent will 
work in some of the 3 million new green-collar 
jobs it creates. My constituents will find it easi-
er to take public transit because of the Trans-
portation and Infrastructure Committee’s title. 

This energy bill helps Sacramento continue 
to lead our country’s energy revolution, Mr. 
Chairman. Our Nation and our energy supply 
will be more secure once we pass it. 

I urge my colleagues to support this land-
mark legislation. 

Mr. WAXMAN. Mr. Chairman, I rise in sup-
port of the Sarbanes-Wolf amendment to H.R. 
3221, the New Direction for Energy Independ-
ence, National Security, and Consumer Pro-
tection Act. 

The Sarbanes-Wolf amendment requires 
Federal agencies to improve their telework 
programs to allow more employees to partici-
pate in telework. This amendment is a positive 
addition to the bill we are considering today. 
Telework plays an important role in reducing 
energy consumption, air pollution, and traffic 
congestion. 

Telework has a number of benefits beyond 
energy savings, including cost savings for 
agencies and better scheduling flexibility for 
employees. 

Greater use of telework can also allow the 
Federal Government to function in the event of 
an emergency, whether it is a natural disaster 
or a terrorist attack. During Hurricane Katrina, 
a number of Federal workers were displaced 
and had to scramble to find alternate work-
sites. Last year, the IRS headquarters building 
was closed due to flooding and IRS employ-
ees had to work from home or from other of-
fices. Effective telework programs can help 
agencies better respond to these situations. 
Yet, despite these benefits, some agencies 
continue to underutilize telework. 

In 2000, Congress mandated that each ex-
ecutive agency ‘‘establish a policy under which 
eligible employees of the agency may partici-
pate in telecommuting to the maximum extent 
possible without diminished employee per-
formance.’’ 

According to the most recent survey by the 
Office of Personnel Management, only about 
119,000 of the approximately 2 million Federal 
employees participated in telework in 2005. 
That is even with OPM counting employees 
who only teleworked once per month. 

This amendment ensures that every Federal 
employee is eligible to telework unless they 
have a job that cannot be done from home or 
from an alternate worksite. 

This amendment is needed because al-
though some agencies have successful 
telework programs, there are agencies that do 
not appear to be doing all they can to make 
telework available to employees. For example, 
according to the Department of Transportation, 
of the over 43,000 employees that work at the 

Federal Aviation Administration, only about 
13,000 are eligible to telework. That is just 30 
percent of FAA employees. There are also 
agencies that are not doing enough to inform 
management and employees about telework 
programs. 

This amendment addresses one of the big-
gest challenges to telework identified by agen-
cies, resistance from management. Under this 
amendment, agencies are required to provide 
telework training to managers and new em-
ployees. This amendment also requires agen-
cies to directly notify employees in writing of 
their eligibility for telework programs. 

This amendment will provide needed im-
provements to Federal telework. This amend-
ment is an important step in reducing the Fed-
eral Government’s energy use. I urge my col-
leagues to support the Sarbanes-Wolf amend-
ment. 

Mr. MCNERNEY. Mr. Chairman, today is a 
landmark day for our country’s path towards 
energy indepence, and I would like to thank 
my colleagues and the committees that have 
worked so hard to make enactment of this for-
ward-thinking legislation possible. H.R. 3221, 
the New Direction for Energy Independence, 
National Security, and Consumer Protection 
Act, marks a major step towards a secure, 
sustainable energy future. 

Mr. Chairman, I am fortunate to serve on 
three committees that contributed significantly 
to the bill we are considering, and I have seen 
the tremendous collaboration that went into 
the creation of this comprehensive legislation. 
And as someone who has spent more than 
two decades working with wind energy and 
other forms of new energy technologies, I am 
particularly proud of our work here today. 

Not only is the energy package we are de-
bating today good for our environment and 
good for our security, it is also good for our 
economy. Estimates are that clean energy 
technology could create almost half a million 
new jobs—an entire spectrum of good-paying 
American jobs. 

In addition, I am pleased that my bill, H.R. 
2304, the Advanced Geothermal Energy Re-
search and Development Act, has been in-
cluded in this energy package. Geothermal 
energy is one of the most promising renew-
able energy sources, and it has the potential 
to generate vast amounts of clean electricity. 

Geothermal, which utilizes the earth’s nat-
ural heat, provides constantly-available base-
load power, not limited by factors such as sun-
light or wind conditions. Additionally, geo-
thermal energy is 100 percent domestically 
produced—truly helping to lead our Nation to 
energy independence. 

To extract geothermal energy today, engi-
neers must tap into pre-existing water res-
ervoirs near the surface. However, recent re-
search indicates that new geothermal re-
sources called Enhanced Geothermal Sys-
tems, or EGS, could greatly expand geo-
thermal use and potentially generate as much 
as 100 gigawatts of power in the next half 
century. That is enough clean, environmentally 
friendly energy, to power 75 million homes. 

EGS is in the early stages of development, 
and H.R. 2304, which has been incorporated 
into the bill we are debating today, authorizes 
Federal assistance for the research and devel-
opment needed to make EGS both technically 
feasible and economic. 
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I would request that all of my colleagues 

join me in supporting the energy package be-
fore us today. 

Mr. BUTTERFIELD. Mr. Chairman, I am 
proud of the Democratic majority for its bold-
ness in bringing this Energy Bill to the House 
floor on this Saturday morning. 

You know, 20 years ago it was the aca-
demics that were talking about energy inde-
pendence and climate change. Today, it is a 
conversation all across America and the 
American people are expecting us to do 
something about it. 

This Energy Bill is not a perfect bill but it is 
a responsible piece of legislation. It represents 
the views of competing interests and it begins 
us on that long road to energy independence. 

My State of North Carolina is eager to be 
part of developing solutions. We have lost 
over 100,000 textile jobs since 1997. This leg-
islation will usher in significant job creation 
that will replace some of the lost jobs. 
Microcell Corporation is a hydrogen fuel cell 
company in my district that’s made a giant 
leap and is now ready to produce their cells 
on a large scale. With this breakthrough, over 
1,000 good paying jobs will be created in this 
rural district. 

I am proud to tell you that our State legisla-
ture has enacted an ambitious Renewable 
Portfolio Standard that is reasonably related to 
our ability to reach energy independence. 
Other states have done the same thing and 
others will do so as we move in this new di-
rection. 

Finally, I am proud to be a part of an effort 
to include Historically Black Colleges and Uni-
versities in the research and development of 
Cellulosic Ethanol for transportation fuels. 
These institutions have wanted to be part of 
developing ethanol from biomass but they 
have not had the opportunity. 

This bill makes $50 million available for mi-
nority serving institutions to engage in this re-
search on a competitive basis. I introduced 
this concept to the Energy and Commerce 
Committee and I am proud that we finally 
reached a bipartisan agreement to include this 
language in the final bill. 

I urge my colleagues to vote for final pas-
sage. 

Mr. UDALL of Colorado. Mr. Chairman, as a 
cosponsor of H.R. 3221 I rise in strong sup-
port of this very important legislation. It will 
begin the process of putting our country on a 
path toward energy independence, increased 
national security and economic growth, and 
addressing global warming. When combined 
with the legislation from the Ways and Means 
Committee, it will provide long-term incentives 
to boost production of electricity from renew-
able sources, including wind, solar, biomass, 
geothermal, river currents, ocean tides, landfill 
gas, and trash combustion resources. 

Other incentives will help expand production 
of homegrown fuels such as cellulosic ethanol 
and biodiesel and encourage more E–85 
pumps to supply flex-fuel vehicles. The bill will 
encourage manufacturers to build more effi-
cient appliances, help working families afford 
fuel-efficient plug-in hybrid vehicles, and help 
businesses create energy-efficient workplaces. 
It will encourage deployment of renewable en-
ergy by enabling electric cooperatives and 
public power providers to use new clean re-

newable energy bonds to help finance facilities 
to generate electricity from renewable re-
sources. And it will help states leverage tax 
credit bonds to implement low-interest loan 
programs and grant programs to help working 
families purchase energy-efficient appliances, 
and make energy-efficient home improve-
ments. Further, the bill will create an Energy 
Efficiency and Renewable Energy Worker 
Training Program to train Americans for good 
‘‘green’’ jobs that will be created by new re-
newable-energy and energy-efficiency initia-
tives. 

I am glad the bill includes a requirement for 
a Renewable Electricity Standard (RES), 
added by an amendment by my cousin Rep. 
TOM UDALL, Rep. TODD PLATTS, and others, in-
cluding myself. This is a great victory—the first 
time an RES has ever passed the House of 
Representatives—and it means that despite 
the strong opposition of those who prefer the 
status quo, the movement for positive change 
has grown stronger. Implementing a national 
RES will benefit rural communities, save con-
sumers money, reduce air pollution, and in-
crease reliability and energy security. 

There are many other good provisions—but 
I am particularly proud of parts originating in 
two Committees on which I serve, which in-
clude many provisions based on legislation I 
introduced. 

SCIENCE AND TECHNOLOGY COMMITTEE PROVISIONS 
The part of the bill developed by the Com-

mittee on Science and Technology includes 
provisions from two of my bills that will help us 
mitigate and adapt to climate change, al-
though the bill does not directly address re-
ducing the greenhouse gas emissions that 
contribute to climate change. 

GLOBAL CHANGE RESEARCH AND DATA MANAGEMENT 
Although we know that climate change is 

occurring, we still need economic and tech-
nical information as well as information about 
system responses and climate responses to 
design cost effective policies will achieve 
emissions reductions and avoid dangerous im-
pacts of future climate change. Subtitle G, the 
Global Change Research and Data Manage-
ment Act of 2007, will help provide this infor-
mation. It will update and improve the U.S. 
Global Change Research Program (USGCRP) 
to provide more user-driven research and in-
formation. The USGCRP coordinates federal 
climate change research and has contributed 
much to our understanding of climate change 
since its creation in 1990—but we now need 
to expand this information and tailor it to the 
needs of decisionmakers confronted with man-
agement and mitigation challenges. I would 
like to thank my colleague, Mr. INGLIS from 
South Carolina, who is an original cosponsor 
on the bill that this provision is based on, for 
his help in improving this language. 

CARBON SEQUESTRATION RESEARCH 
Carbon sequestration is one promising tech-

nology to help us address climate change. 
Coal and other fossil fuels have been and will 
continue to be an important energy source for 
our country, but coal burning power plants are 
also a major source of greenhouse gas emis-
sions and other pollutants. The carbon capture 
and storage research, development, and dem-
onstration program authorized in this bill will 
help us tackle this challenge. This provision 

will authorize the Department of Energy to 
conduct two separate projects, with up to five 
projects for carbon capture and up to seven 
projects to test for large-scale carbon dioxide 
injection and storage. Not only will this help us 
develop this technology and make it more ec-
onomical, it will also help us understand the 
implications of storing large amounts of carbon 
dioxide underground. 

We must begin to address the climate 
change challenge, but we must not cause ir-
reparable harm to our economy in the proc-
ess. Both of these research provisions will 
help ensure that we have the technology and 
the information to address climate change. 

NATURAL RESOURCES COMMITTEE PROVISIONS 

The part of the bill developed in the Natural 
Resources Committee will ensure greater ac-
countability from companies drilling for oil and 
gas on federal lands by, among other things, 
requiring more audits to ensure American tax-
payers received all royalties owed and by en-
suring companies that were erroneously given 
royalty-free leases for drilling will pay fair roy-
alties. This part of the bill also authorizes a 
nationwide assessment of geological forma-
tions capable of sequestering carbon dioxide 
underground and a review of the potential for 
carbon sequestration in ecosystems. It calls 
for development of a national strategy to as-
sist wildlife populations and their habitats and 
provides states with new funding to assist 
wildlife in adapting to global warming. 

It also has sections based on my bill, H.R. 
1180, the ‘‘Western Waters and Farm Lands 
Protection Act’’ regarding protection of surface 
owners, reclamation, and protection of water 
supplies. 

SURFACE OWNER PROTECTION 

In many parts of the country, the owner of 
some land’s surface does not necessarily own 
the underlying minerals. And in Colorado and 
other Western States, those mineral estates 
often belong to the federal government while 
the surface estates are owned by others, in-
cluding farmers and ranchers. This split-estate 
situation can lead to conflicts. The surface- 
owner provisions are intended to address this 
issue by establishing a system for develop-
ment of federal oil and gas in split-estate situ-
ations. It requires the Interior Department to 
give surface owners advance notice of lease 
sales that would affect their lands and to notify 
them of subsequent events related to pro-
posed or ongoing developments related to 
such leases. In addition, it requires that any-
one proposing to drill for federal minerals in a 
split-estate situation must first try to reach an 
agreement with the surface owner that spells 
out what will be done to minimize interference 
with the surface owner’s use and enjoyment 
and to provide for reclamation of affected 
lands and compensation for any damages. It 
is important to note that a surface owner ulti-
mately could not block development of oil or 
gas underlying his or her lands. While I sup-
port development of energy resources where 
appropriate, I also believe that this must be 
done responsibly and in a way that dem-
onstrates respect for private property rights. 
That is what this part of the bill is designed to 
accomplish. 
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RECLAMATION REQUIREMENTS AND WATER PROTECTION 

Another part of the bill addresses reclama-
tion of affected lands. It would amend the Min-
eral Leasing Act by adding an explicit require-
ment that parties that produced oil or gas (in-
cluding coal-bed methane) under a federal 
lease must restore the affected land so it will 
be able to support the uses it could support 
before the energy development. Toward that 
end, this part of the bill requires development 
of reclamation plans and posting of reclama-
tion bonds. The bill also requires oil and gas 
operators to give the protection of water a pri-
ority by requiring them to submit a plan for 
water management when they file for a permit 
to drill. It also provides that oil or gas opera-
tors who damage a water resource—by con-
taminating it, reducing it, or interrupting it— 
must remedy the damage or provide replace-
ment water to the water users. And it specifies 
that water produced under a mineral lease 
must be dealt with in ways that comply with all 
federal and state requirements and includes 
language making clear it will not affect state 
water laws. 

Water is a precious commodity in the arid, 
drought-ridden West—as important as our en-
ergy resources. We must not sacrifice our 
water in our zeal to develop oil and gas re-
sources. This bill will help ensure it will be pro-
tected and reclaimed as we produce domestic 
energy supplies. 

OIL SHALE 
The bill also includes provisions I helped de-

velop regarding future commercial-scale devel-
opment of oil shale. They are intended to 
make it more likely that any commercial devel-
opment of oil shale occurs in an orderly way 
that takes full advantage of the important re-
search and development work now underway. 

Under these provisions, the BLM would not 
be faced with an unrealistic deadline for fin-
ishing the programmatic environmental impact 
statement that is now being prepared, but they 
would still have to go ahead and finish it. 
Then, the BLM will have a year—not just 6 
months, as under current law—to prepare 
commercial leasing regulations. And, instead 
of final regulations, these will be proposed 
regulations, with at least 120 days for people 
in Colorado—and everyone else—to review 
and comment on them. The new bill also calls 
for developing an overall strategy for sustain-
able and publicly acceptable large-scale devel-
opment of oil shale in Colorado, Utah, and 
Wyoming, and it retains the current law’s re-
quirement for consultations with the Governors 
of Colorado, Utah, and Wyoming before any 
commercial leases are issued. 

I believe the environmental analysis being 
done by BLM will help everyone understand 
what will be involved in any commercial leas-
ing program, even though it cannot and will 
not answer all the questions. But I believe that 
the timing of any oil shale development under 
the provisions of this bill will be a better way 
to proceed and more likely to yield a good re-
sult, as will the part of the bill that makes it 
clear that full environmental review will be re-
quired prior to issuing any specific commercial 
lease, which will remove doubts and lay the 
right foundation for future decisions. 

OIL SHALE FUND 
In addition, the bill includes (in a separate 

part) the provision that I added in the Natural 

Resources Committee to establish a fund to 
help local governments pay for infrastructure 
and services made necessary by future com-
mercial oil shale development. This provision 
reflects my concern about what large-scale 
commercial development of oil shale can 
mean for Colorado’s Western Slope and the 
problems it could bring to that mostly rural part 
of our state. Coloradans remember the seri-
ously disruptive economic impacts on our 
communities from previous oil shale develop-
ment efforts. I think the federal government— 
if it is going to promote development of this re-
source again—should also learn from that ex-
perience and help mitigate any potential im-
pacts from an oil shale program. That’s what 
this provision is designed to accomplish. 

ROAN PLATEAU PROVISIONS 
Finally, I must mention the section dealing 

with the Roan Plateau planning area, in Colo-
rado, which Representative JOHN SALAZAR and 
I worked to have included. The Roan Plateau 
is not just another place. Nearly a century 
ago, it was set aside because President Wil-
son thought someday we would need its oil 
shale to fuel the Navy’s ships. Of course, that 
didn’t happen—and the area was mostly un-
touched until 1997, when Congress trans-
ferred it from the Energy Department to the In-
terior Department’s Bureau of Land Manage-
ment, or BLM. Since then, the BLM has 
leased 12,000 acres for oil and gas drilling 
and has worked on developing a plan for the 
rest. The bill would not affect any of the lands 
that have already been leased. And it would 
not even affect all of the lands that are still un-
touched. Instead, it would affect only the Fed-
eral lands on the top of the plateau—the high-
est and most sensitive part of the area. 

It deals only with the lands on the top of the 
Roan Plateau itself. That’s where you find the 
stands of aspen and spruce trees and the 
headwaters of streams that support five rare, 
pure populations of our native cutthroat trout, 
in stretches above and below two of Colo-
rado’s highest waterfalls. And those lands on 
top are the prime places for wildlife, including 
herds of deer and elk. That’s why they are so 
important to hunters and anglers—not just 
from the Western Slope but many visitors as 
well—who every year generate millions of dol-
lars for the local economy. And that’s why pro-
tecting them is supported by sportsmen and 
sportswomen—for example, the Colorado 
Chapter of the Backcountry Hunters and An-
glers—and such groups as Trout Unlimited as 
well as by many other people across Colo-
rado—from Battlement Mesa and Basalt to 
Silt, Salida, and Saguache—who want to slow 
BLM’s rush to lease every last inch of the 
Roan Plateau. 

Neither Rep. SALAZAR nor I am against en-
ergy development. But we are for balance. 
There is an energy boom in Colorado, with the 
administration pushing BLM to lease as much 
and as fast as possible, although thousands of 
acres already under lease remain undevel-
oped. As we develop the energy we need, we 
should remember that places like the Roan 
Plateau are important not just for their riches 
of oil and natural gas but also for riches in the 
form of streams, trees and other plants, and 
the fish and wildlife populations that depend 
on them for habitat. We need to assure that 
the energy ‘‘boom’’ does not mean a ‘‘bust’’ 

for those values—for from that bust there may 
be no recovery. That is the rationale for the 
Roan Plateau section of this bill. It does two 
things. First, it requires that each lease of fed-
eral land on the top of the Roan Plateau have 
a ‘‘no surface occupancy’’ stipulation. That 
means the oil, gas, or other minerals must be 
accessed from another location through direc-
tional drilling—for example, from non-federal 
lands or lands elsewhere in the Roan Plateau 
planning area. 

Second, this part of the bill requires the 
Treasury Department to report how much has 
been collected in royalties from already-leased 
lands in the Roan Plateau planning area, and 
requires the Interior Department to tell us how 
much work remains to be done to clean up 
contaminated areas so as to recoup the funds 
the federal government spent for infrastructure 
in the lands before they were transferred to 
the Interior Department. To understand the 
reason for requiring these reports, remember 
the terms under which the lands were trans-
ferred from the Department of Energy. To pay 
for needed cleanup work and to recover infra-
structure costs, the transfer legislation says 
the normal sharing of mineral royalties with 
the relevant State will not start until it is cer-
tified to Congress that the federal government 
has received enough to cover (1) The cost of 
all needed environmental restoration, waste 
management, and environmental compliance 
activities, (2) the costs incurred to install wells, 
gathering lines, and related equipment and (3) 
any other costs incurred by the United States 
on the lands. The required reports will provide 
Congress with an update of the amount of roy-
alties that have been collected and how much 
work remains to be done. With that informa-
tion, we will have a better idea of whether the 
time has come to revisit the transfer act with 
an eye to allowing the State of Colorado to 
start receiving part of the royalties from min-
eral leases in the area. 

Mr. Chairman, I have been working for sev-
eral years to achieve passage of the surface- 
owner, reclamation, and water-protection pro-
visions of this bill. And Representative 
SALAZAR and I have worked to protect the 
most sensitive part of the Roan Plateau. 
These provisions help provide for balance in 
energy development in Colorado and across 
the West and were developed through listen-
ing to the concerns of landowners, water 
users and communities. I strongly urge their 
approval—along with the rest of this excellent 
legislation—by the House. 

Mr. CASTLE. Mr. Chairman, the work of this 
Congress will not be complete until we act to 
tackle our greatest hurdle in this area, climate 
change. While this energy bill moves us closer 
to a cleaner and more sustainable energy fu-
ture for the 21st century, we must not stop 
short of enacting a comprehensive global 
warming plan that places mandatory limits on 
harmful global warming pollution. 

At a time when the oil and gas industry con-
tinues to see record profit, the tax package, 
H.R. 2776, which includes provisions similar to 
those that passed the House in January, 
would repeal oil and gas tax breaks and use 
the revenue to promote the renewable energy 
production and use; energy efficiency in resi-
dential property; and bonds for state and local 
governments to fund energy conservation ef-
forts, among many other new incentives. I am 
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pleased the legislation includes a long-term 
extension of the renewable production tax 
credit, however, I oppose the cap placed on 
the credit for wind, and hope that agreement 
on a straight extension of the current credit 
will be reached during negotiations with the 
Senate. 

H.R. 3221 takes preliminary steps toward a 
more secure, diverse, and domestic energy 
portfolio that will help spur investment in new 
technology. The legislation repeals royalty re-
lief for oil and gas producers on leased federal 
land and takes preliminary steps to address 
climate change. The bill restores protections to 
public lands that will continue to allow oil and 
gas development while better protecting fish 
and wildlife, and water resources. It sets new 
efficiency standards for appliances, lighting 
and buildings, while authorizing billions for the 
research and development of sustainable en-
ergy sources and alternative fuels. And, it au-
thorizes funding for research and develop-
ment: for the higher production of biofuels, like 
cellulosic ethanol, which can be an economic 
driver in rural communities; and for carbon 
capture and sequestration, an essential ele-
ment in addressing climate change, particu-
larly in the U.S. where coal is abundant. 

Offshore wind can play an important part in 
diversifying the nation’s energy supply and 
easing our demand for fossil fuels. For this 
reason, I proposed an amendment to require 
the agency charged with developing new rules 
for new offshore wind energy production to up-
date Congress on their progress. These guide-
lines are long overdue and are not expected 
to be ready for over a year. We need to know 
the reason for the delay and what can be 
done to move things along, so communities 
wishing to invest in this clean, renewable tech-
nology can move forward. This is of critical im-
portance to the state of Delaware who has not 
only agreed to produce 20 percent of its elec-
tricity from renewable sources by 2020, but 
has made a strong commitment to offshore 
wind resources as a component of its energy 
portfolio. Without these rules, promising off-
shore wind projects are being delayed across 
the country at a time when additional clean 
energy could curb air pollution and climate 
change. I look forward to working with the ap-
propriate agencies to make sure our renew-
able energy resources are developed in a 
timely and environmentally friendly manner. 

I also supported a key amendment to create 
a 15 percent national renewable electricity 
standard, which will help lower energy costs, 
create new jobs and help diversifying our en-
ergy supply with clean, renewable sources, 
like wind and solar energy. This standard will 
hopefully begin to ease pressure on natural 
gas prices and help reduce carbon emissions 
quickly. While I am a cosponsor of legislation 
to create a 20 percent national renewable 
electricity standard, complimenting Delaware’s 
recently adopted standard, this compromise is 
the first step in engaging with the Senate on 
this critical issue. 

I regret that the House did not follow the 
lead of the Senate to tackle increasing vehicle 
fuel economy. Reasonable CAFE standards 
are both achievable and practical—and there 
is no question they would have a positive im-
pact on fuel consumption in this country. While 
the issue of raising CAFE standards is not 

new and the proposals for how it should be 
achieved differ, it is my hope Congress will 
come to an agreement on a proposal that is 
both ambitious and achievable. 

In the end, I supported the energy package, 
because it represents important progress, but 
we clearly have much further to go. In fact, 
scientists say that if we are to have a good 
chance of avoiding potentially catastrophic re-
percussions of climate change, we must re-
duce emissions 60 percent to 80 percent by 
2050. Through cap-and-trade, based on a 
sound energy policy foundation, Congress can 
deliver the kind of reform business and indus-
try need to grow the economy, stabilize the cli-
mate, and create more diverse and secure 
sources of energy. I sincerely hope the Speak-
er keeps the commitment to address this crit-
ical issue when the Congress returns in the 
fall. 

Mr. LANGEVIN. Mr. Chairman, it is with 
great pride that I rise in support of H.R. 3221, 
which will help our nation take a major step to-
ward energy independence. I applaud the hard 
work and dedication of Speaker PELOSI, Ma-
jority Leader HOYER and the Democratic lead-
ership, as well as of the ten committees that 
contributed to this historic legislation, which I 
am proud to cosponsor. 

The Democratic Congress has made it a pri-
ority to enact a forward-thinking energy policy 
that will strengthen our Nation. In January, the 
House passed H.R. 6, the CLEAN Act, which 
laid the framework for a new energy policy 
that guarantees access to affordable power, 
encourages energy conservation efforts, and 
pursues increased use of environmentally re-
sponsible and renewable sources of energy. 
Today we take the next step in that endeavor 
by considering H.R. 3221. This comprehensive 
bill includes a multitude of innovative pro-
grams and common-sense solutions to im-
prove energy efficiency, invest in 
groundbreaking technologies, create the nec-
essary infrastructure for alternative fuels and 
ensure that our workforce is properly trained 
for the economy of the future. 

As I have said many times, we cannot dig 
or drill our way out of our energy crisis. We 
need new strategies to develop sources of en-
ergy that will move our Nation away from our 
reliance on oil and gas. This effort will benefit 
our environment by reducing our greenhouse 
gas emissions, our economy by creating new 
industries and jobs, and our national security 
by reducing our dependence on foreign oil. 
Our nation has a history of successfully ac-
complishing great tasks when we work to-
gether, such as when we united to put a man 
on the moon. We need a similar effort with our 
national energy policy, and I am confident that 
the American people have the creativity, and 
resolve to succeed. 

We are not only investing in a new energy 
policy for America, but we are also doing it in 
a fiscally responsible manner. Gone are the 
days of corporate welfare and tax dollar hand-
outs to oil and gas companies that are reaping 
record profits while consumers pay increasing 
prices at the pump. This legislation rescinds 
wasteful subsidies and closes loopholes that 
have allowed oil and gas companies to avoid 
taxation on their income. Consequently, the 
new programs and investments contained in 
this bill will not add to the deficit. In so doing, 

we demonstrate our commitment not only to 
our Nation’s energy security, but also to its 
economic security. 

Today we will consider an amendment of-
fered by the gentleman from New Mexico, Mr. 
UDALL, to require electricity suppliers to have 
15 percent of their electricity come from re-
newable sources by 2020. As a cosponsor of 
the gentleman’s legislation to create a renew-
able electricity standard, I strongly support the 
amendment and urge all my colleagues to do 
so. I am proud to represent Rhode Island, one 
of more than twenty states to have enacted 
laws to set targets for electricity from renew-
able sources. Rhode Island has been ahead 
of the curve in promoting clean electricity 
sources, but the federal government must fol-
low suit so that our entire Nation can reap the 
benefits of renewable energy. 

While I feel this bill could do more—particu-
larly by increasing vehicle fuel efficiency 
standards, which have not risen appreciably in 
the last 20 years—I am proud that Congress 
is finally taking bold steps toward establishing 
a new energy policy that invests in new tech-
nologies, promotes the development of clean 
and renewable fuels and moves us toward en-
ergy independence. I urge all my colleagues 
to support this measure. 

Mr. WYNN. Mr Chairman, If we are serious 
about achieving energy independence and re-
ducing global warming, Americans will have to 
change the way we live, the way we drive, 
and most importantly, we will have to change 
from conspicuous consumption to embrace the 
progressive ideals of conservation. And Con-
gress will have to promote these changes, by 
making real investments in programs that re-
duce energy consumption and reduce emis-
sions. 

This bill is a significant step toward these 
goals. However, it is only the first step. Criti-
cally, this bill does not address emissions 
caps or fuel efficiency standards, which the 
Energy and Commerce Committee will tackle 
after the Recess. 

Nonetheless, this bill does some very impor-
tant things to promote a new energy paradigm 
for America. 

The bill creates national standards for heat-
ing and cooling systems, and mandates im-
provements to building codes to save energy 
on new buildings. The bill also contains light-
ing efficiency provisions based on legislation 
offered by Congresswoman JANE HARMAN, to 
significantly increase light bulb efficiency, and 
encourage the domestic production of more 
efficient light bulbs by U.S. manufacturers. I 
was proud to cosponsor that legislation, and 
am very pleased that it is in this bill. 

In the area of transportation, the bill pro-
vides loan guarantees for plug-in hybrid vehi-
cles and advanced battery development, and 
grants to local governments to promote use of 
hybrid vehicles. This bill also includes grants 
for cellulosic ethanol production and require-
ments for renewable fuel pumps at what we 
have come to know as the ‘‘gas’’ station. This 
will increase market penetration of both re-
newable fuels and flex-fuel vehicles. 

In terms of electricity, the bill facilitates 
Smart Grid technology, to enable consumers 
and utilities to digitally monitor power usage in 
real-time, and use electricity more efficiently, 
by using power at times when demand is 
lower, and reducing use when demand is high. 
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It is important that we move forward with 

Smart Grid now, and assist technology 
innovators and manufacturers, as well as utili-
ties, by providing incentives to speed adoption 
of this new approach to our electricity grid. 
This is one of the many areas where ‘‘Green’’ 
jobs are being created. 

During our hearings in the Energy and Com-
merce Committee, the U.S. Conference of 
Mayors pointed out that if we are to achieve 
our energy and emissions goals, we need a 
partnership between the Federal, State, and 
City and County governments to address en-
ergy issues. 

I was pleased to work on this issue with the 
Conference of Mayors, and helped get author-
ization for $10 billion in Energy Efficiency 
Block Grants included in this bill. Modeled 
after the HUD Community Development Block 
Grant, this program will provide formula-based 
grants to cities, counties, and States. 

These grants would be used to: (1) fund 
building and home energy conservation pro-
grams; (2) develop ‘‘green’’ building codes to 
promote energy efficiency; (3) develop land 
use guidelines to promote energy efficiency, 
increased use of public transportation, and re-
duce traffic and commute times; and (4) other 
important local energy-saving programs. 

While much remains to be done, I believe 
this bill is an important step towards increas-
ing American energy efficiency, energy inde-
pendence, and reducing global warming. 

I urge my colleagues’ support of this impor-
tant bill, so Americans can start changing the 
way we live and our Government can begin to 
grow the Green economy. 

Mr. ETHERIDGE. Mr. Chairman, I rise today 
in support of H.R. 3221, the New Direction for 
Energy Independence, National Security, and 
Consumer Protection Act; and H.R. 2776, the 
Renewable Energy and Energy Conservation 
Tax Act of 2007. 

As forward thinking as this legislation is 
Madam Chairman, it is by no means a perfect 
bill. This legislation contains a Renewable 
Portfolio Standard for investor-owned electric 
companies that I voted against, and remain 
opposed to as I believe it places an unfair bur-
den on my state of North Carolina and the 
other Southeastern states. It is my hope that 
this RPS can be corrected in conference so 
that certain states are not placed with the bur-
den of funding initiatives in other states. 

These two pieces of legislation truly rep-
resent a new direction in our nation’s energy 
policy. This legislation will move the United 
States toward greater energy independence 
and security by developing innovative new 
technologies, reducing carbon emissions, cre-
ating green jobs, protecting consumers, in-
creasing clean renewable energy production, 
and modernizing our energy infrastructure. 

H.R. 3221 provides incentives that will in-
crease research and development in clean en-
ergy technologies, raise efficiency standards 
for appliances and lighting, and direct the Fed-
eral Government to become a leader in reduc-
ing energy use and greenhouse gas emis-
sions. H.R. 2771 will expand tax incentives 
and bonds for renewable energy, energy effi-
ciency and renewable fuels as well as incen-
tives for consumers to purchase plug-in hybrid 
electric vehicles and energy efficient appli-
ances. 

This legislation will put our nation on a path 
towards energy independence, it will strength-
en national security, grow our economy, and 
create new jobs. It does so by investing in the 
future, in new energy technologies and inno-
vation. 

I urge my colleagues to support this legisla-
tion. 

Ms. BALDWIN. Mr. Chairman, I rise in sup-
port of the New Direction for Energy Inde-
pendence Act. 

Earlier this year, Speaker NANCY PELOSI 
challenged this Congress to address energy 
independence and global warming. That 
charge was long overdue, drastically needed, 
and vital to our national security, our econ-
omy, and our environment. 

Crafting this legislation represented our op-
portunity to chart a new direction. And we 
have, by reducing our energy use, investing in 
our future, and preparing for a post-petroleum 
economy; and, while there is much work that 
lies ahead, this bill takes necessary first steps 
that sets us on the right course. 

The legislation will improve our Nation’s en-
ergy efficiency, increase the availability of re-
newable fuels, and enhance research efforts 
on biofuels. Additionally, it will address smart 
grid technology and ensure production of plug- 
in hybrid vehicles. 

The provisions we’ve crafted will remove 
from the atmosphere carbon dioxide emissions 
equivalent to those emitted from all of the cars 
currently on the road. This bill truly will set a 
New Direction for Energy Independence and I 
urge my colleagues to support its passage. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. All time for 
general debate has expired. 

Pursuant to the rule, the amendment 
printed in part A of House Report 110– 
300 is adopted and the bill, as amended, 
is considered read. 

The text of the bill, as amended, is as 
follows: 

H.R. 3221 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE; TABLE OF CONTENTS. 

(a) SHORT TITLE.—This Act may be cited as 
the ‘‘New Direction for Energy Independ-
ence, National Security, and Consumer Pro-
tection Act’’. 

(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of con-
tents for this Act is as follows: 
Sec. 1. Short title; table of contents. 

TITLE I—GREEN JOBS 
Sec. 1001. Short title. 
Sec. 1002. Energy efficiency and renewable 

energy worker training pro-
gram. 

TITLE II—INTERNATIONAL CLIMATE CO-
OPERATION RE-ENGAGEMENT ACT OF 
2007 

Sec. 2001. Short title. 
Sec. 2002. Definitions. 
Subtitle A—United States Policy on Global 

Climate Change 
Sec. 2101. Congressional findings. 
Sec. 2102. Congressional statement of policy. 
Sec. 2103. Office on Global Climate Change. 
Subtitle B—Assistance to Promote Clean and 

Efficient Energy Technologies in Foreign 
Countries 

Sec. 2201. Congressional findings. 
Sec. 2202. United States assistance for devel-

oping countries. 

Sec. 2203. United States exports and out-
reach programs for India, 
China, and other countries. 

Sec. 2204. United States trade missions to 
encourage private sector trade 
and investment. 

Sec. 2205. Actions by Overseas Private In-
vestment Corporation. 

Sec. 2206. Actions by United States Trade 
and Development Agency. 

Sec. 2207. Global Climate Change Exchange 
program. 

Sec. 2208. Interagency Working Group to 
support a Clean Energy Tech-
nology Exports Initiative. 

Subtitle C—International Clean Energy 
Foundation 

Sec. 2301. Definitions. 
Sec. 2302. Establishment and management of 

Foundation. 
Sec. 2303. Duties of Foundation. 
Sec. 2304. Annual report. 
Sec. 2305. Powers of the Foundation; related 

provisions. 
Sec. 2306. General personnel authorities. 
Sec. 2307. Authorization of appropriations. 

TITLE III—SMALL ENERGY EFFICIENT 
BUSINESSES 

Sec. 3001. Short title. 
Sec. 3002. Findings. 
Sec. 3003. Larger 504 loan limits to help busi-

ness develop energy efficient 
technologies and purchases. 

Sec. 3004. Reduced 7(a) fees and higher loan 
guarantees for purchase of en-
ergy efficient technologies. 

Sec. 3005. Small Business Sustainability Ini-
tiative. 

Sec. 3006. Small Business Administration to 
educate and promote energy ef-
ficiency ideas to small busi-
nesses and work with the small 
business community to make 
such information widely avail-
able. 

Sec. 3007. Energy saving debentures. 
Sec. 3008. Investments in energy saving 

small businesses. 
Sec. 3009. Renewable fuel capital investment 

company. 
Sec. 3010. Study and report. 

TITLE IV—SCIENCE AND TECHNOLOGY 
Subtitle A—Advanced Research Projects 

Agency-Energy 
Sec. 4001. Advanced Research Projects Agen-

cy-Energy. 
Sec. 4002. Fund. 
Sec. 4003. Advice. 
Sec. 4004. ARPA–E evaluation. 
Sec. 4005. Savings clause. 

Subtitle B—Marine Renewable Energy 
Technologies 

Sec. 4101. Short title. 
Sec. 4102. Findings. 
Sec. 4103. Definitions. 
Sec. 4104. Marine renewable energy research 

and development. 
Sec. 4105. National Marine Renewable En-

ergy Research, Development, 
and Demonstration Centers. 

Sec. 4106. Applicability of other laws. 
Sec. 4107. Authorization of appropriations. 

Subtitle C—Geothermal Energy 
Sec. 4201. Short title. 
Sec. 4202. Findings. 
Sec. 4203. Definitions. 
Sec. 4204. Hydrothermal research and devel-

opment. 
Sec. 4205. General geothermal systems re-

search and development. 
Sec. 4206. Enhanced geothermal systems re-

search and development. 
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Sec. 4207. Geothermal energy production 

from oil and gas fields and re-
covery and production of 
geopressured gas resources. 

Sec. 4208. Cost sharing and proposal evalua-
tion. 

Sec. 4209. Centers for Geothermal Tech-
nology Transfer. 

Sec. 4210. GeoPowering America. 
Sec. 4211. Educational pilot program. 
Sec. 4212. Reports. 
Sec. 4213. Applicability of other laws. 
Sec. 4214. Authorization of appropriations. 

Subtitle D—Solar Energy 
Sec. 4301. Short title. 
Sec. 4302. Definitions. 
Sec. 4303. Thermal energy storage research 

and development program. 
Sec. 4304. Concentrating solar power com-

mercial application studies. 
Sec. 4305. Solar energy curriculum develop-

ment and certification grants. 
Sec. 4306. Daylighting systems and direct 

solar light pipe technology. 
Sec. 4307. Solar Air Conditioning Research 

and Development Program. 
Sec. 4308. Photovoltaic demonstration pro-

gram. 
Subtitle E—Biofuels 

Sec. 4401. Short title. 
Sec. 4402. Biofuels and biorefinery informa-

tion center. 
Sec. 4403. Biofuels and advanced biofuels in-

frastructure. 
Sec. 4404. Biodiesel. 
Sec. 4405. Biogas. 
Sec. 4406. Bioresearch centers for systems 

biology program. 
Sec. 4407. Grants for biofuel production re-

search and development in cer-
tain States. 

Sec. 4408. Biorefinery energy efficiency. 
Sec. 4409. Study of increased consumption of 

ethanol-blended gasoline with 
higher levels of ethanol. 

Sec. 4410. Study of optimization of flexible 
fueled vehicles to use E–85 fuel. 

Sec. 4411. Study of engine durability and 
performance associated with 
the use of biodiesel. 

Sec. 4412. Bioenergy research and develop-
ment, authorization of appro-
priation. 

Sec. 4413. Environmental research and de-
velopment. 

Sec. 4414. Study of optimization of biogas 
used in natural gas vehicles. 

Sec. 4415. Standards for biofuels dispensers. 
Sec. 4416. Algal biomass. 

Subtitle F—Carbon Capture and Storage 
Sec. 4501. Short title. 
Sec. 4502. Carbon capture and storage re-

search, development, and dem-
onstration program. 

Sec. 4503. Review of large-scale programs. 
Sec. 4504. Safety research. 
Sec. 4505. Geological sequestration training 

and research. 
Sec. 4506. University based research and de-

velopment grant program. 

Subtitle G—Global Change Research 

Sec. 4601. Short title. 

PART 1—GLOBAL CHANGE RESEARCH 

Sec. 4611. Findings and purpose. 
Sec. 4612. Definitions. 
Sec. 4613. Interagency cooperation and co-

ordination. 
Sec. 4614. United States Global Change Re-

search Program. 
Sec. 4615. National Global Change Research 

and Assessment Plan. 
Sec. 4616. Budget coordination. 

Sec. 4617. Vulnerability assessment. 
Sec. 4618. Policy assessment. 
Sec. 4619. Annual report. 
Sec. 4620. Relation to other authorities. 
Sec. 4621. Repeal. 
Sec. 4622. Global change research informa-

tion. 
Sec. 4623. Ice sheet study and report. 
Sec. 4624. Hurricane frequency and intensity 

study and report. 

PART 2—CLIMATE AND OTHER GLOBAL CHANGE 
DATA MANAGEMENT 

Sec. 4631. Findings and purposes. 
Sec. 4632. Definitions. 
Sec. 4633. Interagency climate and other 

global change data manage-
ment working group. 

Subtitle H—H-Prize 

Sec. 4701. H-Prize. 

TITLE V—AGRICULTURE ENERGY 

Sec. 5001. Table of contents. 
Sec. 5002. Federal procurement of biobased 

products. 
Sec. 5003. Loan guarantees for biorefineries 

and biofuel production plants. 
Sec. 5004. Biodiesel fuel education program. 
Sec. 5005. Energy audit and renewable en-

ergy development program. 
Sec. 5006. Renewable energy systems and en-

ergy efficiency improvements. 
Sec. 5007. Biomass Research and Develop-

ment Act of 2000. 
Sec. 5008. Adjustments to the bioenergy pro-

gram. 
Sec. 5009. Research, extension, and edu-

cational programs on biobased 
energy technologies and prod-
ucts. 

Sec. 5010. Energy Council of the Department 
of Agriculture. 

Sec. 5011. Forest bioenergy research pro-
gram. 

Sec. 5012. Feedstock Flexibility Program for 
bioenergy producers. 

TITLE VI—CARBON-NEUTRAL 
GOVERNMENT 

Sec. 6001. Short title. 
Sec. 6002. Findings. 

Subtitle A—Federal Government Inventory 
and Management of Greenhouse Gas Emis-
sions 

Sec. 6101. Inventory of Federal Government 
Greenhouse Gas Emissions. 

Sec. 6102. Management of Federal Govern-
ment Greenhouse Gas Emis-
sions. 

Sec. 6103. Pilot project for purchase of off-
sets and certificates. 

Sec. 6104. Impact on agency’s primary mis-
sion. 

Sec. 6105. Savings Clause. 
Sec. 6106. Definitions. 
Sec. 6107. Authorization of appropriations. 

Subtitle B—Federal Government Energy 
Efficiency 

Sec. 6201. Federal vehicle fleets. 
Sec. 6202. Agency analyses for mobility ac-

quisitions. 
Sec. 6203. Federal procurement of energy ef-

ficient products. 
Sec. 6204. Federal building energy efficiency 

performance standards. 
Sec. 6205. Management of Federal building 

efficiency. 
Sec. 6206. Leasing. 
Sec. 6207. Procurement and acquisition of al-

ternative fuels. 
Sec. 6208. Contracts for renewable energy for 

executive agencies. 
Sec. 6209. Government Efficiency Status Re-

ports. 

Sec. 6210. OMB Government Efficiency Re-
ports and Scorecards. 

Sec. 6211. Authorization of appropriations. 
Sec. 6212. Judicial review. 

TITLE VII—NATURAL RESOURCES 
COMMITTEE PROVISIONS 

Sec. 7001. Short title. 
Subtitle A—Energy Policy Act of 2005 

Reforms 
Sec. 7101. Fiscally responsible energy 

amendments. 
Sec. 7102. Extension of deadline for consider-

ation of applications for per-
mits. 

Sec. 7103. Oil shale and tar sands leasing. 
Sec. 7104. Limitation of rebuttable presump-

tion regarding application of 
categorical exclusion under 
NEPA for oil and gas explo-
ration and development activi-
ties. 

Sec. 7105. Best management practices. 
Sec. 7106. Federal consistency appeals. 
Subtitle B—Federal Energy Public Account-

ability, Integrity, and Public Interest 
CHAPTER 1—ACCOUNTABILITY AND INTEGRITY 

IN THE FEDERAL ENERGY PROGRAM 
Sec. 7201. Audits. 
Sec. 7202. Fines and penalties. 

CHAPTER 2—AMENDMENTS TO FEDERAL OIL 
AND GAS ROYALTY MANAGEMENT ACT OF 1982 

Sec. 7211. Amendments to definitions. 
Sec. 7212. Interest. 
Sec. 7213. Obligation period. 
Sec. 7214. Tolling agreements and sub-

poenas. 
Sec. 7215. Liability for royalty payments. 
CHAPTER 3—PUBLIC INTEREST IN THE FEDERAL 

ENERGY PROGRAM 
Sec. 7221. Surface owner protection. 
Sec. 7222. Onshore oil and gas reclamation 

and bonding. 
Sec. 7223. Protection of water resources. 
Sec. 7224. Due diligence fee. 

CHAPTER 4—WIND ENERGY 
Sec. 7231. Wind Turbine Guidelines Advisory 

Committee. 
Sec. 7232. Authorization of appropriations 

for research to study wind en-
ergy impacts on wildlife. 

Sec. 7233. Enforcement. 
Sec. 7234. Savings clause. 

CHAPTER 5—ENHANCING ENERGY 
TRANSMISSION 

Sec. 7241. Power Marketing Administrations 
report. 

Subtitle C—Alternative Energy and 
Efficiency 

Sec. 7301. State ocean and coastal alter-
native energy planning. 

Sec. 7302. Canal-side power production at 
Bureau of Reclamation 
projects. 

Sec. 7303. Increasing energy efficiencies for 
water desalination. 

Sec. 7304. Establishing a pilot program for 
the development of strategic 
solar reserves on Federal lands. 

Sec. 7305. OTEC regulations. 
Sec. 7306. Biomass utilization pilot program. 
Sec. 7307. Programmatic environmental im-

pact statement. 
Subtitle D—Carbon Capture and Climate 

Change Mitigation 
CHAPTER 1—GEOLOGICAL SEQUESTRATION 

ASSESSMENT 
Sec. 7401. Short title. 
Sec. 7402. National assessment. 

CHAPTER 2—TERRESTRIAL SEQUESTRATION 
ASSESSMENT 

Sec. 7421. Requirement to conduct an assess-
ment. 
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Sec. 7422. Methodology. 
Sec. 7423. Completion of assessment and re-

port. 
Sec. 7424. Authorization of appropriations. 

CHAPTER 3—SEQUESTRATION ACTIVITIES 
Sec. 7431. Carbon dioxide storage inventory. 
Sec. 7432. Framework for geological carbon 

sequestration on Federal lands. 
CHAPTER 4—NATURAL RESOURCES AND 

WILDLIFE PROGRAMS 
SUBCHAPTER A—NATURAL RESOURCES 
MANAGEMENT AND CLIMATE CHANGE 

Sec. 7441. Natural Resources Management 
Council on Climate Change. 

SUBCHAPTER B—NATIONAL POLICY AND 
STRATEGY FOR WILDLIFE 

Sec. 7451. Short title. 
Sec. 7452. National policy on wildlife and 

global warming. 
Sec. 7453. Definitions. 
Sec. 7454. National strategy. 
Sec. 7455. Advisory board. 
Sec. 7456. Authorization of appropriations. 

SUBCHAPTER C—STATE AND TRIBAL WILDLIFE 
GRANTS PROGRAM 

Sec. 7461. State and Tribal Wildlife Grants 
Program. 

CHAPTER 5—OCEAN PROGRAMS 
Sec. 7471. Ocean Policy, Global Warming, 

and Acidification Program. 
Sec. 7472. Planning for climate change in the 

coastal zone. 
Sec. 7473. Enhancing climate change pre-

dictions. 
Subtitle E—Royalties Under Offshore Oil and 

Gas Leases 
Sec. 7501. Short title. 
Sec. 7502. Price thresholds for royalty sus-

pension provisions. 
Sec. 7503. Clarification of authority to im-

pose price thresholds for cer-
tain lease sales. 

Sec. 7504. Eligibility for new leases and the 
transfer of leases; conservation 
of resources fees. 

Sec. 7505. Repeal of certain taxpayer sub-
sidized royalty relief for the oil 
and gas industry. 

Subtitle F—Additional Provisions 
Sec. 7601. Oil shale community impact as-

sistance. 
Sec. 7602. Additional notice requirements. 
Sec. 7603. Davis-Bacon Act. 
Sec. 7604. Roan Plateau, Colorado. 

TITLE VIII—TRANSPORTATION AND 
INFRASTRUCTURE 

Sec. 8001. Short title. 
Sec. 8002. Findings and purposes. 

Subtitle A—Department of Transportation 
Sec. 8101. Center for climate change and en-

vironment. 
Subtitle B—Highways and Transit 
PART 1—PUBLIC TRANSPORTATION 

Sec. 8201. Grants to improve public trans-
portation services. 

Sec. 8202. Increased Federal share for Clean 
Air Act compliance. 

Sec. 8203. Commuter rail transit enhance-
ment. 

PART 2—FEDERAL-AID HIGHWAYS 
Sec. 8251. Increased Federal share for CMAQ 

projects. 
Sec. 8252. Distribution of rescissions. 
Sec. 8253. Sense of Congress regarding use of 

complete streets design tech-
niques. 

Subtitle C—Railroad and Pipeline 
Transportation 

PART 1—RAILROADS 
Sec. 8301. Advanced technology locomotive 

grant pilot program. 
Sec. 8302. Capital grants for railroad track. 

PART 2—PIPELINES 
Sec. 8311. Feasibility studies. 

Subtitle D—Maritime Transportation 
PART 1—GENERAL PROVISIONS 

Sec. 8401. Short sea transportation initia-
tive. 

Sec. 8402. Short sea shipping eligibility for 
capital construction fund. 

Sec. 8403. Report. 
PART 2—MARITIME POLLUTION 

Sec. 8451. References. 
Sec. 8452. Definitions. 
Sec. 8453. Applicability. 
Sec. 8454. Administration and enforcement. 
Sec. 8455. Certificates. 
Sec. 8456. Reception facilities. 
Sec. 8457. Inspections. 
Sec. 8458. Amendments to the protocol. 
Sec. 8459. Penalties. 
Sec. 8460. Effect on other laws. 

Subtitle E—Aviation 
Sec. 8501. Environmental mitigation pilot 

program. 
Subtitle F—Public Buildings 

PART 1—GENERAL SERVICES ADMINISTRATION 
Sec. 8601. Public building energy efficient 

and renewable energy systems. 
Sec. 8602. Public building life-cycle costs. 
Sec. 8603. Installation of photovoltaic sys-

tem at department of energy 
headquarters building. 

PART 2—COAST GUARD 
Sec. 8631. Prohibition on incandescent lamps 

by Coast Guard. 
PART 3—ARCHITECT OF THE CAPITOL 

Sec. 8651. Capitol complex photovoltaic roof 
feasibility study. 

Sec. 8652. Capitol complex E–85 refueling 
station. 

Sec. 8653. Energy and environmental meas-
ures in Capitol complex master 
plan. 

Sec. 8654. Capitol Power Plant. 
Sec. 8655. Promoting maximum efficiency in 

operation of Capitol Power 
Plant. 

Sec. 8656. Promoting maximum efficiency in 
operation of Capitol Power 
Plant. 

Subtitle G—Water Resources and Emergency 
Management Preparedness 
PART 1—WATER RESOURCES 

Sec. 8701. Policy of the United States. 
Sec. 8702. 21st Century Water Commission. 
Sec. 8703. Study of Potential Impacts of Cli-

mate Change on Water Re-
sources and Water Quality. 

Sec. 8704. Impacts of climate change on 
Corps of Engineers projects. 

PART 2—EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT 
Sec. 8731. Effects of climate change on 

FEMA preparedness, response, 
recovery, and mitigation pro-
grams. 

TITLE IX—ENERGY AND COMMERCE 
Subtitle A—Promoting Energy Efficiency 

Sec. 9000. Short title. 
PART 1—APPLIANCE EFFICIENCY 

Sec. 9001. Energy standards for home appli-
ances. 

Sec. 9002. Electric motor efficiency stand-
ards. 

Sec. 9003. Residential boilers. 
Sec. 9004. Regional variations in heating or 

cooling standards. 
Sec. 9005. Procedure for prescribing new or 

amended standards. 
Sec. 9006. Expediting appliance standards 

rulemakings. 

Sec. 9007. Correction of large air conditioner 
rule issuance constraint. 

Sec. 9008. Definition of energy conservation 
standard. 

Sec. 9009. Improving schedule for standards 
updating and clarifying State 
authority. 

Sec. 9010. Updating appliance test proce-
dures. 

Sec. 9011. Furnace fan standard process. 
Sec. 9012. Technical corrections. 
Sec. 9013. Energy efficient standby power de-

vices. 
Sec. 9014. External power supply efficiency 

standards. 
Sec. 9015. Standby mode. 
Sec. 9016. Battery chargers. 
Sec. 9017. Walk-in coolers and walk-in freez-

ers. 
PART 2—LIGHTING EFFICIENCY 

Sec. 9021. Efficient light bulbs. 
Sec. 9022. Incandescent reflector lamps. 
Sec. 9023. Use of energy efficient lighting 

fixtures and bulbs. 
Sec. 9024. Metal halide lamp fixtures. 

PART 3—RESIDENTIAL BUILDING EFFICIENCY 
Sec. 9031. Encouraging stronger building 

codes. 
Sec. 9032. Energy code improvements appli-

cable to manufactured housing. 
Sec. 9033. Baseline building designs. 
Sec. 9034. Reauthorization of weatherization 

assistance program. 
PART 4—COMMERCIAL AND FEDERAL BUILDING 

EFFICIENCY 
Sec. 9041. Definitions. 
Sec. 9042. High-performance green Federal 

buildings. 
Sec. 9043. Commercial high-performance 

green buildings. 
Sec. 9044. Zero-energy commercial buildings 

initiative. 
Sec. 9045. Public outreach. 
Sec. 9046. Federal procurement. 
Sec. 9047. Management of energy and water 

efficiency in Federal buildings. 
Sec. 9048. Demonstration project. 
Sec. 9049. Energy efficiency for data center 

buildings. 
Sec. 9050. Authorization of appropriations. 
Sec. 9051. Study and report on use of power 

management software. 
Sec. 9052. High-performance green buildings 

retrofit loan guarantees. 
PART 5—INDUSTRIAL ENERGY EFFICIENCY 

Sec. 9061. Industrial energy efficiency. 
PART 6—ENERGY EFFICIENCY OF PUBLIC 

INSTITUTIONS 
Sec. 9071. Short title. 
Sec. 9072. Findings. 
Sec. 9073. Definitions. 
Sec. 9074. Technical Assistance Program. 
Sec. 9075. Revolving Fund. 
Sec. 9076. Reauthorization of State energy 

programs. 

PART 7—ENERGY SAVINGS PERFORMANCE 
CONTRACTING 

Sec. 9081. Definition of energy savings. 
Sec. 9082. Financing flexibility. 
Sec. 9083. Authority to enter into contracts; 

reports. 
Sec. 9084. Permanent reauthorization. 
Sec. 9085. Training Federal contracting offi-

cers to negotiate energy effi-
ciency contracts. 

Sec. 9086. Promoting long-term energy sav-
ings performance contracts and 
verifying savings. 

PART 8—ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON ENERGY 
EFFICIENCY FINANCING 

Sec. 9089. Advisory committee. 
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PART 9—ENERGY EFFICIENCY BLOCK GRANT 

PROGRAM 
Sec. 9091. Definitions. 
Sec. 9092. Establishment of program. 
Sec. 9093. Allocations. 
Sec. 9094. Eligible activities. 
Sec. 9095. Requirements. 
Sec. 9096. Review and evaluation. 
Sec. 9097. Technical Assistance and Edu-

cation Program. 
Sec. 9098. Authorization of appropriations. 

Subtitle B—Smart Grid Facilitation 
Sec. 9101. Short title. 

PART 1—SMART GRID 
Sec. 9111. Statement of policy on moderniza-

tion of electricity grid. 
Sec. 9112. Grid Modernization Commission. 
Sec. 9113. Grid assessment and report. 
Sec. 9114. Federal matching fund for smart 

grid investment costs. 
Sec. 9115. Smart Grid technology deploy-

ment. 
Sec. 9116. Smart Grid Information Require-

ments. 
Sec. 9117. State consideration of incentives 

for Smart Grid. 
Sec. 9118. DOE study of security attributes 

of Smart Grid systems. 
PART 2—DEMAND RESPONSE 

Sec. 9121. Electricity sector demand re-
sponse. 

Subtitle C—Loan Guarantees 
Sec. 9201. Amount of loans guaranteed. 
Sec. 9202. Exclusion of categories. 
Subtitle D—Renewable Fuel Infrastructure 

and International Cooperation 
PART 1—RENEWABLE FUEL INFRASTRUCTURE 

Sec. 9301. Renewable fuel infrastructure de-
velopment. 

Sec. 9302. Prohibition on franchise agree-
ment restrictions related to re-
newable fuel infrastructure. 

Sec. 9303. Renewable fuel dispenser require-
ments. 

Sec. 9304. Pipeline feasibility study. 
Sec. 9305. Study of ethanol-blended gasoline 

with greater levels of ethanol. 
Sec. 9306. Study of the adequacy of railroad 

transportation of domestically- 
produced renewable fuel. 

Sec. 9307. Standard specifications for bio-
diesel. 

Sec. 9308. Grants for cellulosic ethanol pro-
duction. 

Sec. 9309. Consumer education campaign re-
lating to flexible-fuel vehicles. 

Sec. 9310. Review of new renewable fuels or 
new renewable fuel additives. 

Sec. 9311. Domestic manufacturing conver-
sion grant program. 

Sec. 9312. Cellulosic ethanol and biofuels re-
search. 

Sec. 9313. Federal fleet fueling centers. 
Sec. 9314. Study of impact of increased re-

newable fuel use. 
Sec. 9315. Grants for renewable fuel produc-

tion research and development 
in certain States. 

Sec. 9316. Study of effect of oil prices. 
Sec. 9317. Biodiesel as alternative fuel for 

CAFE purposes. 
PART 2—UNITED STATES-ISRAEL ENERGY 

COOPERATION 
Sec. 9321. Short title. 
Sec. 9322. Findings. 
Sec. 9323. Grant program. 
Sec. 9324. International Energy Advisory 

Board. 
Sec. 9325. Definitions. 
Sec. 9326. Termination. 
Sec. 9327. Authorization of appropriations. 
Sec. 9328. Constitutional authority. 

Subtitle E—Advanced Plug-In Hybrid 
Vehicles and Components 

Sec. 9401. Advanced battery loan guarantee 
program. 

Sec. 9402. Domestic manufacturing conver-
sion grant program. 

Sec. 9403. Plug-in hybrid vehicle program. 
Sec. 9404. Plug-in hybrid demonstration ve-

hicles. 
Sec. 9405. Incentive for Federal and State 

fleets for medium and heavy 
duty hybrids. 

Sec. 9406. Inclusion of electric drive in En-
ergy Policy Act of 1992. 

Sec. 9407. Near-term electric drive transpor-
tation deployment program. 

Sec. 9408. Studying the benefits of plug-in 
hybrid electric drive vehicles 
and electric drive transpor-
tation. 

Subtitle F—Availability of Critical Energy 
Information 

Sec. 9501. Findings. 
Sec. 9502. Assessment of resources. 

TITLE I—GREEN JOBS 
SEC. 1001. SHORT TITLE. 

This title may be cited as the ‘‘Green Jobs 
Act of 2007’’. 
SEC. 1002. ENERGY EFFICIENCY AND RENEWABLE 

ENERGY WORKER TRAINING PRO-
GRAM. 

Section 171 of the Workforce Investment 
Act of 1998 (29 U.S.C. 2916) is amended by add-
ing at the end the following: 

‘‘(e) ENERGY EFFICIENCY AND RENEWABLE 
ENERGY WORKER TRAINING PROGRAM.— 

‘‘(1) GRANT PROGRAM.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 6 months 

after the date of enactment of the Green 
Jobs Act of 2007, the Secretary, in consulta-
tion with the Secretary of Energy, shall es-
tablish an energy efficiency and renewable 
energy worker training program under which 
the Secretary shall carry out the activities 
described in paragraph (2) to achieve the pur-
poses of this subsection. 

‘‘(B) ELIGIBILITY.—For purposes of pro-
viding assistance and services under the pro-
gram established under this subsection— 

‘‘(i) target populations of eligible individ-
uals to be given priority for training and 
other services shall include— 

‘‘(I) workers affected by national energy 
and environmental policy; 

‘‘(II) individuals in need of updated train-
ing related to the energy efficiency and re-
newable energy industries; and 

‘‘(III) veterans, or past and present mem-
bers of reserve components of the Armed 
Forces; 

‘‘(IV) unemployed workers; 
‘‘(V) individuals, including at-risk youth, 

seeking employment pathways out of pov-
erty and into economic self-sufficiency; and 

‘‘(VI) formerly incarcerated, adjudicated, 
non-violent offenders; 

‘‘(ii) energy efficiency and renewable en-
ergy industries eligible to participate in a 
program under this subsection include— 

‘‘(I) the energy-efficient building, con-
struction, and retrofits industries; 

‘‘(II) the renewable electric power indus-
try; 

‘‘(III) the energy efficient and advanced 
drive train vehicle industry; 

‘‘(IV) the biofuels industry; 
‘‘(V) the deconstruction and materials use 

industries; 
‘‘(VI) the energy efficiency assessment in-

dustry serving the residential, commercial, 
or industrial sectors; and 

‘‘(VII) manufacturers that produce sustain-
able products using environmentally sustain-
able processes and materials. 

‘‘(2) ACTIVITIES.— 
‘‘(A) NATIONAL RESEARCH PROGRAM.—Under 

the program established under paragraph (1), 
the Secretary, acting through the Bureau of 
Labor Statistics, where appropriate, shall 
collect and analyze labor market data to 
track workforce trends resulting from en-
ergy-related initiatives carried out under 
this subsection. Activities carried out under 
this paragraph shall include— 

‘‘(i) tracking and documentation of aca-
demic and occupational competencies as well 
as future skill needs with respect to renew-
able energy and energy efficiency tech-
nology; 

‘‘(ii) tracking and documentation of occu-
pational information and workforce training 
data with respect to renewable energy and 
energy efficiency technology; 

‘‘(iii) collaborating with State agencies, 
workforce investments boards, industry, or-
ganized labor, and community and nonprofit 
organizations to disseminate information on 
successful innovations for labor market serv-
ices and worker training with respect to re-
newable energy and energy efficiency tech-
nology; 

‘‘(iv) serving as a clearinghouse for best 
practices in workforce development, job 
placement, and collaborative training part-
nerships; 

‘‘(v) promoting the establishment of work-
force training initiatives with respect to re-
newable energy and energy efficiency tech-
nologies; and 

‘‘(vi) linking research and development in 
renewable energy and energy efficiency tech-
nology with the development of standards 
and curricula for current and future jobs; 

‘‘(vii) assessing new employment and work 
practices including career ladder and up-
grade training as well as high performance 
work systems; 

‘‘(viii) providing technical assistance and 
capacity building to national and state en-
ergy partnerships, including industry and 
labor representatives. 

‘‘(B) NATIONAL ENERGY TRAINING PARTNER-
SHIP GRANTS.— 

‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—Under the program es-
tablished under paragraph (1), the Secretary 
shall award National Energy Training Part-
nerships Grants on a competitive basis to el-
igible entities to enable such entities to 
carry out training that leads to economic 
self-sufficiency and to develop an energy effi-
ciency and renewable energy industries 
workforce. Grants shall be awarded under 
this subparagraph so as to ensure geographic 
diversity with at least 2 grants awarded to 
entities located in each of the 4 Petroleum 
Administration for Defense Districts with no 
subdistricts, and at least 1 grant awarded to 
an entity located in each of the subdistricts 
of the Petroleum Administration for Defense 
District with subdistricts, as such districts 
are established by the Secretary of Energy. 

‘‘(ii) ELIGIBILITY.—To be eligible to receive 
a grant under clause (i), an entity shall be a 
non-profit partnership that— 

‘‘(I) includes the equal participation of in-
dustry, including public or private employ-
ers, and labor organizations, including joint 
labor-management training programs, and 
may include workforce investment boards, 
community-based organizations, educational 
institutions, small businesses, cooperatives, 
State and local veterans agencies, and vet-
erans service organizations; and 

‘‘(II) demonstrates— 
‘‘(aa) experience in implementing and oper-

ating worker skills training and education 
programs; 

‘‘(bb) the ability to identify and involve in 
training programs carried out under this 
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grant, target populations of workers who 
would benefit from activities related to en-
ergy efficiency and renewable energy indus-
tries; and 

‘‘(cc) the ability to help workers achieve 
economic self-sufficiency. 

‘‘(iii) PRIORITY.—Priority shall be given to 
partnerships which leverage additional pub-
lic and private resources to fund training 
programs, including cash or in-kind matches 
from participating employers. 

‘‘(C) STATE LABOR MARKET RESEARCH, IN-
FORMATION, AND LABOR EXCHANGE RESEARCH 
PROGRAM.— 

‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—Under the program es-
tablished under paragraph (1), the Secretary 
shall award competitive grants to States to 
enable such States to administer labor mar-
ket and labor exchange information pro-
grams that include the implementation of 
the activities described in clause (ii), in co-
ordination with the one-stop delivery sys-
tem. 

‘‘(ii) ACTIVITIES.—A State shall use 
amounts awarded under a grant under this 
subparagraph to provide funding to the State 
agency that administers the Wagner-Peyser 
Act and State unemployment compensation 
programs to carry out the following activi-
ties using State agency merit staff: 

‘‘(I) The identification of job openings in 
the renewable energy and energy efficiency 
sector. 

‘‘(II) The administration of skill and apti-
tude testing and assessment for workers. 

‘‘(III) The counseling, case management, 
and referral of qualified job seekers to open-
ings and training programs, including energy 
efficiency and renewable energy training 
programs. 

‘‘(D) STATE ENERGY TRAINING PARTNERSHIP 
PROGRAM.— 

‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—Under the program es-
tablished under paragraph (1), the Secretary 
shall award competitive grants to States to 
enable such States to administer renewable 
energy and energy efficiency workforce de-
velopment programs that include the imple-
mentation of the activities described in 
clause (ii). 

‘‘(ii) PARTNERSHIPS.—A State shall use 
amounts awarded under a grant under this 
subparagraph to award competitive grants to 
eligible State Energy Sector Partnerships to 
enable such Partnerships to coordinate with 
existing apprenticeship and labor manage-
ment training programs and implement 
training programs that lead to the economic 
self-sufficiency of trainees. 

‘‘(iii) ELIGIBILITY.—To be eligible to re-
ceive a grant under this subparagraph, a 
State Energy Sector Partnership shall— 

‘‘(I) consist of non-profit organizations 
that include equal participation from indus-
try, including public or private nonprofit 
employers, and labor organizations, includ-
ing joint labor-management training pro-
grams, and may include representatives from 
local governments, the workforce invest-
ment system, including worker investment 
agency one-stop career centers, community 
based organizations, community colleges, 
and other post-secondary institutions, small 
businesses, cooperatives, State and local vet-
erans agencies, and veterans service organi-
zations; 

‘‘(II) demonstrate experience in imple-
menting and operating worker skills train-
ing and education programs; and 

‘‘(III) demonstrate the ability to identify 
and involve in training programs, target pop-
ulations of workers who would benefit from 
activities related to energy efficiency and re-
newable energy industries. 

‘‘(iv) PRIORITY.—In awarding grants under 
this subparagraph, the Secretary shall give 
priority to States that demonstrate that ac-
tivities under the grant— 

‘‘(I) meet national energy policies associ-
ated with energy efficiency, renewable en-
ergy, and the reduction of emissions of 
greenhouse gases; 

‘‘(II) meet State energy policies associated 
with energy efficiency, renewable energy, 
and the reduction of emissions of greenhouse 
gases; and 

‘‘(III) leverage additional public and pri-
vate resources to fund training programs, in-
cluding cash or in-kind matches from par-
ticipating employers. 

‘‘(v) COORDINATION.—A grantee under this 
subparagraph shall coordinate activities car-
ried out under the grant with existing other 
appropriate training programs, including ap-
prenticeship and labor management training 
programs, including such activities ref-
erenced in subparagraph (C)(ii), and imple-
ment training programs that lead to the eco-
nomic self-sufficiency of trainees. 

‘‘(E) PATHWAYS OUT OF POVERTY DEM-
ONSTRATION PROGRAM.— 

‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—Under the program es-
tablished under paragraph (1), the Secretary 
shall award at least 10 competitive grants to 
eligible entities to enable such entities to 
carry out training that leads to economic 
self-sufficiency. The Secretary shall give pri-
ority to entities that serve individuals in 
families with income of less than 200 percent 
of the poverty threshold (as determined by 
the Bureau of the Census) or a self-suffi-
ciency standard for the local areas where the 
training is conducted that specifies the in-
come needs of families, by family size, the 
number and ages of children in the family, 
and sub-State geographical considerations. 
Grants shall be awards to ensure geographic 
diversity. 

‘‘(ii) ELIGIBLE ENTITIES.—To be eligible to 
receive a grant an entity shall be a partner-
ship that— 

‘‘(I) includes community-based non-profit 
organizations, educational institutions with 
expertise in serving low-income adults or 
youth, public or private employers from the 
industry sectors described in paragraph 
(1)(B)(ii), and labor organizations rep-
resenting workers in such industry sectors; 

‘‘(II) demonstrates experience in imple-
menting and operating worker skills train-
ing and education programs; 

‘‘(III) coordinates activities, where appro-
priate, with the workforce investment sys-
tem; and 

‘‘(IV) demonstrates the ability to recruit 
individuals for training and to support such 
individuals to successful completion in 
training programs carried out under this 
grant, targeting populations of workers who 
are or will be engaged in activities related to 
energy efficiency and renewable energy in-
dustries. 

‘‘(iii) PRIORITIES.—In awarding grants 
under this paragraph, the Secretary shall 
give priority to applicants that— 

‘‘(I) target programs to benefit low-income 
workers, unemployed youth and adults, high 
school dropouts, or other underserved sec-
tors of the workforce within areas of high 
poverty; 

‘‘(II) ensure that supportive services are in-
tegrated with education and training, and 
delivered by organizations with direct access 
to and experience with targeted populations; 

‘‘(III) leverage additional public and pri-
vate resources to fund training programs, in-
cluding cash or in-kind matches from par-
ticipating employers; 

‘‘(IV) involve employers and labor organi-
zations in the determination of relevant 
skills and competencies and ensure that the 
certificates or credentials that result from 
the training are employer-recognized; 

‘‘(V) deliver courses at alternative times 
(such as evening and weekend programs) and 
locations most convenient and accessible to 
participants; and 

‘‘(VI) link adult remedial education with 
occupational skills training. 

‘‘(iv) DATA COLLECTION.—Grantees shall 
collect and report the following information: 

‘‘(I) The number of participants. 
‘‘(II) The demographic characteristics of 

participants, including race, gender, age, 
parenting status, participation in other Fed-
eral programs, education and literacy level 
at entry, significant barriers to employment 
(such as limited English proficiency, crimi-
nal record, addiction or mental health prob-
lem requiring treatment, or mental dis-
ability). 

‘‘(III) The services received by partici-
pants, including training, education, and 
supportive services. 

‘‘(IV) The amount of program spending per 
participant. 

‘‘(V) Program completion rates. 
‘‘(VI) Factors determined as significantly 

interfering with program participation or 
completion. 

‘‘(VII) The rate of Job placement and the 
rate of employment retention after 1 year. 

‘‘(VIII) The average wage at placement, in-
cluding any benefits, and the rate of average 
wage increase after 1 year. 

‘‘(IX) Any post-employment supportive 
services provided. 

The Secretary shall assist grantees in the 
collection of data under this clause by mak-
ing available, where practicable, low-cost 
means of tracking the labor market out-
comes of participants, and by providing 
standardized reporting forms, where appro-
priate. 

‘‘(3) ACTIVITIES.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Activities to be carried 

out under a program authorized by subpara-
graphs (B), (D), or (E) of paragraph (2) shall 
be coordinated with existing systems or pro-
viders, as appropriate. Such activities may 
include— 

‘‘(i) occupational skills training, including 
curriculum development, on-the-job train-
ing, and classroom training; 

‘‘(ii) safety and health training; 
‘‘(iii) the provision of basic skills, literacy, 

GED, English as a second language, and job 
readiness training; 

‘‘(iv) individual referral and tuition assist-
ance for a community college training pro-
gram, or any training program leading to an 
industry-recognized certificate; 

‘‘(v) internship programs in fields related 
to energy efficiency and renewable energy; 

‘‘(vi) customized training in conjunction 
with an existing registered apprenticeship 
program or labor-management partnership; 

‘‘(vii) career ladder and upgrade training; 
‘‘(viii) the implementation of transitional 

jobs strategies; and 
‘‘(ix) the provision of supportive services. 
‘‘(B) OUTREACH ACTIVITIES.—In addition to 

the activities authorized under subparagraph 
(A), activities authorized for programs under 
subparagraph (E) of paragraph (2) may in-
clude the provision of outreach, recruitment, 
career guidance, and case management serv-
ices. 

‘‘(4) WORKER PROTECTIONS AND NON-
DISCRIMINATION REQUIREMENTS.— 
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‘‘(A) APPLICATION OF WIA.—The provisions 

of sections 181 and 188 of the Workforce In-
vestment Act of 1998 (29 U.S.C. 2931 and 2938) 
shall apply to all programs carried out with 
assistance under this subsection. 

‘‘(B) CONSULTATION WITH LABOR ORGANIZA-
TIONS.—If a labor organization represents a 
substantial number of workers who are en-
gaged in similar work or training in an area 
that is the same as the area that is proposed 
to be funded under this Act, the labor orga-
nization shall be provided an opportunity to 
be consulted and to submit comments in re-
gard to such a proposal. 

‘‘(5) PERFORMANCE MEASURES.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall ne-

gotiate and reach agreement with the eligi-
ble entities that receive grants and assist-
ance under this section on performance 
measures for the indicators of performance 
referred to in subparagraph (A) and (B) of 
section 136(b)(2) that will be used to evaluate 
the performance of the eligible entity in car-
rying out the activities described in sub-
section (e)(2) . Each State and local perform-
ance measure shall consist of such an indi-
cator of performance, and a performance 
level referred to in subparagraph (B). 

‘‘(B) PERFORMANCE LEVELS.—The Secretary 
shall negotiate and reach agreement with 
the eligible entity regarding the levels of 
performance expected to be achieved by the 
eligible entity on the indicators of perform-
ance. 

‘‘(6) REPORT.— 
‘‘(A) STATUS REPORT.—Not later than 18 

months after the date of enactment of the 
Green Jobs Act of 2007, the Secretary shall 
transmit a report to Congress on the train-
ing program established by this subsection. 
The report shall include a description of the 
entities receiving funding and the activities 
carried out by such entities. 

‘‘(B) EVALUATION.—Not later than 3 years 
after the date of enactment of such Act, the 
Secretary shall transmit to Congress an as-
sessment of such program and an evaluation 
of the activities carried out by entities re-
ceiving funding from such program. 

‘‘(7) DEFINITION.—As used in this sub-
section, the term ‘renewable energy’ has the 
meaning given such term in section 203(b)(2) 
of the Energy Policy Act of 2005 (Public Law 
109–58). 

‘‘(8) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this subsection, $125,000,000 for 
each fiscal years, of which— 

‘‘(A) not to exceed 20 percent of the 
amount appropriated in each such fiscal year 
shall be made available for, and shall be 
equally divided between, national labor mar-
ket research and information under para-
graph (2)(A) and State labor market informa-
tion and labor exchange research under para-
graph (2)(C), and not more than 2 percent of 
such amount shall be for the evaluation and 
report required under paragraph (4); 

‘‘(B) 20 percent shall be dedicated to Path-
ways Out of Poverty Demonstration Pro-
grams under paragraph (2)(E); and 

‘‘(C) the remainder shall be divided equally 
between National Energy Partnership Train-
ing Grants under paragraph (2)(B) and State 
energy training partnership grants under 
paragraph (2)(D).’’. 

TITLE II—INTERNATIONAL CLIMATE CO-
OPERATION RE-ENGAGEMENT ACT OF 
2007 

SEC. 2001. SHORT TITLE. 

This title may be cited as the ‘‘Inter-
national Climate Cooperation Re-engage-
ment Act of 2007’’. 

SEC. 2002. DEFINITIONS. 
In this title: 
(1) APPROPRIATE CONGRESSIONAL COMMIT-

TEES.—The term ‘‘appropriate congressional 
committees’’ means the Committee on For-
eign Affairs of the House of Representatives 
and the Committee on Foreign Relations of 
the Senate. 

(2) CLEAN AND EFFICIENT ENERGY TECH-
NOLOGY.—The term ‘‘clean and efficient en-
ergy technology’’ means an energy supply or 
end-use technology— 

(A) such as— 
(i) solar technology; 
(ii) wind technology; 
(iii) geothermal technology; 
(iv) hydroelectric technology; and 
(v) carbon capture technology; and 
(B) that, over its life cycle and compared 

to a similar technology already in commer-
cial use— 

(i) is reliable, affordable, economically via-
ble, socially acceptable, and compatible with 
the needs and norms of the country involved; 

(ii) results in— 
(I) reduced emissions of greenhouse gases; 

or 
(II) increased geological sequestration; and 
(iii) may— 
(I) substantially lower emissions of air pol-

lutants; or 
(II) generate substantially smaller or less 

hazardous quantities of solid or liquid waste. 
(3) GEOLOGICAL SEQUESTRATION.—The term 

‘‘geological sequestration’’ means the cap-
ture and long-term storage in a geological 
formation of a greenhouse gas from an en-
ergy producing facility, which prevents the 
release of greenhouse gases into the atmos-
phere. 

(4) GREENHOUSE GAS.—The term ‘‘green-
house gas’’ means— 

(A) carbon dioxide; 
(B) methane; 
(C) nitrous oxide; 
(D) hydrofluorocarbons; 
(E) perfluorocarbons; or 
(F) sulfur hexafluoride. 
Subtitle A—United States Policy on Global 

Climate Change 
SEC. 2101. CONGRESSIONAL FINDINGS. 

Congress makes the following findings: 
(1) There is a global scientific consensus, 

as established by the Intergovernmental 
Panel on Climate Change (IPCC) and con-
firmed by the National Academy of Sciences, 
that the continued build-up of anthropogenic 
greenhouse gases in the atmosphere has 
been, and is now warming the earth and 
threatens the stability of the global climate. 
By the estimate of the IPCC, unmitigated 
global greenhouse gas emissions could drive 
up global temperatures by as much as 7 to 11 
degrees Fahrenheit by 2100. 

(2) Climate change is already having sig-
nificant impacts in certain regions of the 
world and on many ecosystems, with poor 
populations being most vulnerable. 

(3) Climate change is a global problem that 
can only be managed by a coordinated global 
response that reduces global emissions of 
greenhouse gases to a level that stabilizes 
their concentration in the Earth’s atmos-
phere. 

(4) The United Nations Framework Con-
vention on Climate Change (hereinafter in 
this section referred to as the ‘‘Convention’’) 
establishes a viable foundation to construct 
a global regime to combat global warming 
and manage its impacts. 

(5) The United States, along with 189 other 
countries, is a party to the Convention, 
agreed to in New York on May 9, 1992, and 
entered into force in 1994. The Convention’s 

stated objective is ‘‘to achieve stabilization 
of greenhouse gas concentrations in the at-
mosphere at a level that would prevent dan-
gerous anthropogenic interference with the 
climate system’’. 

(6) The Kyoto Protocol to the Convention 
was adopted by the third Convention Con-
ference of the Parties (COP–3) in December 
1997, in Kyoto, Japan, and stipulated legally 
binding reductions in greenhouse gas emis-
sions at an average of 5.2 percent below 1990 
levels for industrialized countries, but it did 
not specify policies for its implementation. 
The Kyoto Protocol also did not stipulate 
binding reductions in greenhouse gas emis-
sions for rapidly industrializing countries 
such as China, India, and Brazil. 

(7) Before negotiations were completed on 
the mechanisms for implementing Kyoto 
Protocol commitments on greenhouse gas 
emissions, George W. Bush took office as 
President of the United States, and in March 
2001, announced opposition to continued ne-
gotiations over implementation of the Pro-
tocol, stating that the Protocol was ‘‘fatally 
flawed’’ from the Administration’s point of 
view. 

(8) President Bush unveiled an ‘‘alter-
native’’ strategy to the Kyoto Protocol for 
halting global warming on February 14, 2002. 
The President’s plan did not contain any 
international component to amend or sup-
plant the Kyoto Protocol or any kind of 
blueprint for committing major developing 
economies such as China, India, and Brazil to 
reduce future greenhouse gas emissions. The 
President’s plan set a voluntary ‘‘greenhouse 
gas intensity’’ target for the United States 
that specified an 18 percent reduction in 
‘‘emissions intensity’’ by 2012. This reduc-
tion would allow actual emissions to in-
crease by at least 12 percent over the same 
period. 

(9) On February 16, 2005, after Russia’s rati-
fication, the Kyoto Protocol entered into 
force. With entry into force, the emissions 
targets of the Protocol became legally bind-
ing commitments for those industrialized 
countries that ratified the Protocol. Because 
the United States and Australia did not rat-
ify the Protocol, and because developing 
countries are not subject to its limits, the 
Protocol currently restricts the emissions of 
countries accounting for only 32 percent of 
global greenhouse gas emissions. 

(10) The Kyoto Protocol required that par-
ties to the Protocol begin negotiating in 2005 
toward a second round of commitments to 
begin after the expiration of the first emis-
sions budget period in 2012. The eleventh 
Convention Conference of the Parties (COP– 
11) in November and December 2005 in Mon-
treal, Canada launched the negotiations on 
the second round of commitments by parties 
to the Protocol and initiated a dialogue (a 
‘‘parallel process’’) under the Convention 
that engaged both the United States and de-
veloping countries in discussions on future 
efforts. 

(11) At the twelfth Convention Conference 
of the Parties (COP–12) in November 2006 in 
Nairobi, Kenya, parties continued discus-
sions on a second round of commitments 
under the Kyoto Protocol as a successor to 
the first commitment period (2008 through 
2012) and, in the parallel process, discussed 
enhanced cooperation under the Convention 
that would engage countries that did not 
have commitments under the Protocol. 

(12) At a summit in Brussels, Belgium in 
March 2007, the head of governments of the 
European Union committed its Member 
States to cut greenhouse gas emissions 20 
percent below 1990 levels by 2020 and com-
mitted to move this target up to 30 percent 
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if the United States and other major 
emitters joined the commitment. 

(13) On April 17, 2007, the United Nations 
Security Council held its first ever ‘‘open 
meeting’’ on the impact of climate change 
on international security. British Foreign 
Secretary Margaret Beckett, in her capacity 
as President of the Security Council, de-
clared in her opening statement that the 
Council has a ‘‘security imperative’’ to tack-
le climate change because it can exacerbate 
problems that cause conflicts and because it 
threatens the entire planet. United Nations 
Secretary-General Ban Ki-moon told the 
Council that ‘‘issues of energy and climate 
change have implications for peace and secu-
rity’’. 

(14) Working Group III of the IPCC met 
from April 30 through May 4, 2007, in Bang-
kok, Thailand to assess technologies and 
policies needed to avert dangerous climate 
change and to provide background for nego-
tiations on a post-2012 climate change re-
gime. The draft report by the IPCC Working 
Group III concludes that by quickly adopting 
technological options that are available or 
are being developed, the global concentra-
tion of greenhouse gases in the atmosphere 
can be stabilized at 450–550 parts per million 
(ppm). The IPCC scientists believe that a 450 
to 550 ppm ceiling might limit the global rise 
in temperatures to no more than 3.6 degrees 
Fahrenheit and avert impacts of escalating 
scale, scope, and costs, potentially including 
the destabilization of large polar ice sheets 
that could contribute to long-term, cata-
strophic sea level rise at higher tempera-
tures. 

(15) The United Nations Secretary-General 
Ban Ki-moon has indicated that one of his 
top goals is to forge a more comprehensive 
agreement under the Convention to ensure 
there is no gap when the first commitment 
period under the Kyoto Protocol ends in 2012. 
In order to reach this goal, critical negotia-
tions involving all of the major greenhouse 
gas emitters, along with the vulnerable 
countries, must be initiated immediately 
and be completed by 2009. On May 1, 2007, the 
Secretary-General named three Special En-
voys on Climate Change to assist in ‘‘con-
sultations with Governments’’. The Sec-
retary-General will host a ‘‘high-level meet-
ing’’ on climate change at the United Na-
tions General Assembly in September 2007 to 
give ‘‘political direction’’ to the thirteenth 
Convention Conference of the Parties (COP– 
13) to take place in December 2007 in Bali, In-
donesia. 
SEC. 2102. CONGRESSIONAL STATEMENT OF POL-

ICY. 
Congress declares the following to be the 

policy of the United States: 
(1) To promote United States and global se-

curity through leadership in cooperation 
with other nations of the global effort to re-
duce and stabilize global greenhouse gas 
emissions and stabilize atmospheric con-
centration of such gases. As such, the United 
States will seek to obtain mitigation com-
mitments from all major greenhouse gas 
emitting countries under the institutional 
framework provided by the United Nations 
Framework Convention on Climate Change 
(hereinafter in this section referred to as the 
‘‘Convention’’). 

(2) To facilitate progress in global negotia-
tions toward a comprehensive agreement 
under the Convention, and in service of this 
goal, the United States will, during the 
course of 2007, engage in high level dialogue 
on climate change within the Group of Eight 
(G–8), with the European Union, with Japan 
and other industrialized countries, and with 

China, India, Brazil, and other major devel-
oping countries. The United States will also 
participate in the initiative of the United 
Nations Secretary-General to build con-
sensus among governments on enhanced 
international cooperation on these matters. 

(3) To participate more actively and con-
structively in the intergovernmental climate 
change process, including at the thirteenth 
Convention Conference of the Parties (COP– 
13) to take place in December 2007 in Bali, In-
donesia. As such, at the COP–13 meeting, the 
United States will be represented by a high- 
level delegation composed of climate experts 
and career foreign service officers with ex-
tensive diplomatic experience, including ex-
perience in multi-lateral negotiations, head-
ed by the Secretary of State, the Secretary’s 
Deputy, or the Undersecretary for Global Af-
fairs of the Department of State. 

(4) To engage in serious discussion of pos-
sible future commitments under the Conven-
tion. These discussions will seek to develop a 
plan of action and time-table with the goal 
of adopting a new international agreement 
under the Convention that stipulates com-
mitments from all major greenhouse gas 
emitters, including the United States and 
other countries listed in Annex 1 to the Con-
vention, China, India, and Brazil, at the fif-
teenth Convention Conference of the Parties 
(COP–15) to take place in 2009. This process 
will seek as its objective that a new instru-
ment will come into force by the time the 
first commitment period under the Kyoto 
Protocol ends in 2012. 

(5) To protect United States national and 
economic interests and United States com-
petitiveness in all sectors by negotiating a 
new agreement under the Convention that is 
cost effective, comprehensive, flexible, and 
equitable. Such an agreement shall, at a 
minimum— 

(A) require binding mitigation commit-
ments from all major emitting countries 
based on their level of development; 

(B) provide for different forms of commit-
ments, including economy-wide emissions 
targets, policy-based commitments, sectoral 
agreements, and no-regrets targets; 

(C) increase cooperation on clean and effi-
cient energy technologies and practices; 

(D) target all greenhouse gases, including 
sources, sinks, and reservoirs of greenhouse 
gases, and should expand the current scope 
of the Kyoto Protocol and Convention to sec-
tors not covered, such as the international 
aviation and maritime sectors; 

(E) include mechanisms to harness mar-
ket-based solutions, building upon the joint 
implementation, clean development mecha-
nism, and international emissions trading 
developed under the Protocol; 

(F) include incentives for sustainable for-
estry management that reflect the value of 
avoided deforestation; 

(G) address the need for adaptation, espe-
cially for the most vulnerable and poorest 
countries on the planet; 

(H) consider the impact on United States 
industry and contain effective mechanisms 
to protect United States competitiveness; 
and 

(I) include the perspectives and address the 
concerns of impacted indigenous and tribal 
populations. 

(6) To seek international consensus on 
long-term objectives including a target 
range for stabilizing greenhouse gas con-
centrations. The target range should reflect 
the consensus recommendations of Intergov-
ernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC) 
scientists, who believe that concentrations 
of greenhouse gases in the Earth’s atmos-

phere must be stabilized at a level that 
would provide a reasonable chance of lim-
iting the rise in global temperatures to a 
level that might avert the most dangerous 
impacts of climate change. 
SEC. 2103. OFFICE ON GLOBAL CLIMATE CHANGE. 

(a) ESTABLISHMENT OF OFFICE.—There is es-
tablished within the Department of State an 
Office on Global Climate Change (hereinafter 
in this section referred to as the ‘‘Office’’). 

(b) HEAD OF OFFICE.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The head of the Office 

shall be the Ambassador-at-Large for Global 
Climate Change (hereinafter in this section 
referred to as the ‘‘Ambassador-at-Large’’). 

(2) APPOINTMENT.—The Ambassador-at- 
Large shall be appointed by the President, 
by and with the advice and consent of the 
Senate. 

(c) DUTIES.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The primary responsi-

bility of the Ambassador-at-Large shall be to 
advance the goals of the United States with 
respect to reducing the emissions of global 
greenhouse gases and addressing the chal-
lenges posed by global climate change. 

(2) ADVISORY ROLE.—The Ambassador-at- 
Large— 

(A) shall be a principal adviser to the 
President and the Secretary of State on mat-
ters relating to global climate change; and 

(B) shall make recommendations to the 
President and the Secretary of State on poli-
cies of the United States Government with 
respect to international cooperation on re-
ducing the emission of global greenhouse 
gases and addressing the challenges posed by 
global climate change. 

(3) DIPLOMATIC REPRESENTATION.—Subject 
to the direction of the President and the Sec-
retary of State, the Ambassador-at-Large is 
authorized to represent the United States in 
matters relating to global climate change 
in— 

(A) contacts with foreign governments, 
intergovernmental organizations, and spe-
cialized agencies of the United Nations, the 
Organization on Security and Cooperation in 
Europe, and other international organiza-
tions of which the United States is a mem-
ber; and 

(B) multilateral conferences and meetings 
relating to global climate change. 

(d) FUNDING.—The Secretary of State shall 
provide the Ambassador-at-Large with such 
funds as may be necessary for the hiring of 
staff for the Office, the conduct of investiga-
tions by the Office, and for necessary travel 
to carry out the provisions of this section. 

(e) REPORT.—Not later than September 1 of 
each year, the Secretary of State, with the 
assistance of the Ambassador-at-Large, shall 
prepare and submit to the appropriate con-
gressional committees a report on the strat-
egy, policies, and actions of the United 
States for reducing the emissions of global 
greenhouse gases and addressing the chal-
lenges posed of global climate change. 
Subtitle B—Assistance to Promote Clean and 

Efficient Energy Technologies in Foreign 
Countries 

SEC. 2201. CONGRESSIONAL FINDINGS. 
Congress makes the following findings: 
(1) Several provisions of the Energy Policy 

Act of 1992 were designed to expand Federal 
programs that support renewable energy and 
energy efficient equipment exports and to 
broaden the portfolio of programs to include 
training and technology transfer activities 
that help promote development in less indus-
trialized nations, expand global markets, and 
reduce greenhouse gas emissions. However, 
few of the export-related provisions of the 
Energy Policy Act of 1992 were implemented 
due to a lack of Federal funding. 
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(2) In 2000, Congress called for several 

United States Government agencies to cre-
ate an Interagency Working Group to sup-
port a Clean Energy Technology Exports Ini-
tiative to use the combined resources of var-
ious agencies to promote the export of clean 
energy technologies abroad. The Initiative 
also suffered from low levels of Federal fund-
ing and has not produced significant results. 

(3) Large and emerging economies, such as 
India and China, play significant roles in the 
global energy security system as large con-
sumers of energy and should be included as 
member countries in the International En-
ergy Agency to strengthen the common in-
terest of importers in encouraging trans-
parent energy markets and in planning for 
supply disruptions. 

(4) The challenge of energy security se-
verely affects developing countries where 
over 1.6 billion people lack access to afford-
able energy services. In these nations, a lack 
of transparency and accountability creates a 
climate of mistrust for investors; bilateral 
and multilateral lending institutions do not 
provide sufficient incentives to companies 
investing in clean and efficient energy tech-
nologies; women and children suffer dis-
proportionately due to the lack of energy 
services; inaccessibility of energy services 
impedes other development programs in edu-
cation, health, agriculture, and the environ-
ment; and dependence on imported fuels 
leaves countries vulnerable to supply disrup-
tions and economic shocks. 

(5) In addition to promoting the export of 
clean energy technologies, large energy-con-
suming economies must also have appro-
priate incentive systems, policy and regu-
latory frameworks, and investment climates 
in place to accept and promote the adoption 
of such technologies. 

(6) More than $16 trillion needs to be in-
vested in energy-supply infrastructure 
worldwide by 2030 to meet energy demand, 
and almost half of total energy investment 
will take place in developing countries, 
where production and demand are expected 
to increase the most. 

(7) Public and private sector capital will be 
needed to fulfill future demand. The oppor-
tunity exists for public and private actors to 
coordinate efforts and leverage resources to 
direct this investment into technologies, 
practices, and services that promote energy 
efficiency, clean-energy production, and a re-
duction in global greenhouse gas emissions. 

(8) In attempting to address the global cli-
mate change challenge, the United States 
Government recently launched the Asia Pa-
cific Partnership on Clean Development and 
Climate, which is meant to accelerate the 
development and deployment of clean energy 
technologies. However, this Partnership op-
erates in a non-binding framework that does 
not require any emissions reductions from 
the partner countries. 
SEC. 2202. UNITED STATES ASSISTANCE FOR DE-

VELOPING COUNTRIES. 
(a) ASSISTANCE AUTHORIZED.—The Adminis-

trator of the United States Agency for Inter-
national Development shall support policies 
and programs in developing countries that 
promote clean and efficient energy tech-
nologies— 

(1) to produce the necessary market condi-
tions for the private sector delivery of en-
ergy and environmental management serv-
ices; 

(2) to create an environment that is condu-
cive to accepting clean and efficient energy 
technologies that support the overall pur-
pose of reducing greenhouse gas emissions, 
including— 

(A) improving policy, legal, and regulatory 
frameworks; 

(B) increasing institutional abilities to 
provide energy and environmental manage-
ment services; and 

(C) increasing public awareness and par-
ticipation in the decision-making of deliv-
ering energy and environmental manage-
ment services; and 

(3) to promote the use of American-made 
clean and efficient energy technologies, 
products, and energy and environmental 
management services. 

(b) REPORT.—The Administrator of the 
United States Agency for International De-
velopment shall submit to the appropriate 
committees an annual report on the imple-
mentation of this section for each of the fis-
cal years 2008 through 2012. 

(c) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—To 
carry out this section, there are authorized 
to be appropriated to the Administrator of 
the United States Agency for International 
Development $200,000,000 for each of the fis-
cal years 2008 through 2012. 
SEC. 2203. UNITED STATES EXPORTS AND OUT-

REACH PROGRAMS FOR INDIA, 
CHINA, AND OTHER COUNTRIES. 

(a) ASSISTANCE AUTHORIZED.—The Sec-
retary of Commerce shall direct the United 
States and Foreign Commercial Service to 
expand or create a corps of the Foreign Com-
mercial Service officers to promote United 
States exports in clean and efficient energy 
technologies and build the capacity of gov-
ernment officials in India, China, and any 
other country the Secretary of Commerce 
determines appropriate, to become more fa-
miliar with the available technologies— 

(1) by assigning or training Foreign Com-
mercial Service attachés, who have expertise 
in clean and efficient energy technologies 
from the United States, to embark on busi-
ness development and outreach efforts to 
‘‘such countries’’; and 

(2) by deploying the attachés described in 
paragraph (1) to educate provincial, state, 
and local government officials in ‘‘such 
countries’’ on the variety of United States- 
based technologies in clean and efficient en-
ergy technologies for the purposes of pro-
moting United States exports and reducing 
global greenhouse gas emissions. 

(b) REPORT.—The Secretary of Commerce 
shall submit to the appropriate committees 
an annual report on the implementation of 
this section for each of the fiscal years 2008 
through 2012. 

(c) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—To 
carry out this section, there are authorized 
to be appropriated to the Secretary of Com-
merce such sums as may be necessary for 
each of the fiscal years 2008 through 2012. 
SEC. 2204. UNITED STATES TRADE MISSIONS TO 

ENCOURAGE PRIVATE SECTOR 
TRADE AND INVESTMENT. 

(a) ASSISTANCE AUTHORIZED.—The Sec-
retary of Commerce shall direct the Inter-
national Trade Administration to expand or 
create trade missions to and from the United 
States to encourage private sector trade and 
investment in clean and efficient energy 
technologies— 

(1) by organizing and facilitating trade 
missions to foreign countries and by match-
ing United States private sector companies 
with opportunities in foreign markets so 
that clean and efficient energy technologies 
can help to combat increases in global green-
house gas emissions; and 

(2) by creating reverse trade missions in 
which the Department of Commerce facili-
tates the meeting of foreign private and pub-
lic sector organizations with private sector 

companies in the United States for the pur-
pose of showcasing clean and efficient energy 
technologies in use or in development that 
could be exported to other countries. 

(b) REPORT.—The Secretary of Commerce 
shall submit to the appropriate committees 
an annual report on the implementation of 
this section for each of the fiscal years 2008 
through 2012. 

(c) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—To 
carry out this section, there are authorized 
to be appropriated to the Secretary of Com-
merce such sums as may be necessary for 
each of the fiscal years 2008 through 2012. 
SEC. 2205. ACTIONS BY OVERSEAS PRIVATE IN-

VESTMENT CORPORATION. 
(a) FINDINGS.—Congress finds the fol-

lowing: 
(1) Many of the emerging markets within 

which the Overseas Private Investment Cor-
poration supports projects have immense en-
ergy needs and will require significant in-
vestment in the energy sector in the coming 
decades. 

(2) The use, or lack of use, of clean and effi-
cient energy technologies can have a dra-
matic effect on the rate of global greenhouse 
gas emissions from emerging markets in the 
coming decades. 

(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 
Congress that the Overseas Private Invest-
ment Corporation should promote greater in-
vestment in clean and efficient energy tech-
nologies by— 

(1) proactively reaching out to United 
States companies that are interested in in-
vesting in clean and efficient energy tech-
nologies in countries that are significant 
contributors to global greenhouse gas emis-
sions; 

(2) giving preferential treatment to the 
evaluation and awarding of projects that in-
volve the investment or utilization of clean 
and efficient energy technologies; and 

(3) providing greater flexibility in sup-
porting projects that involve the investment 
or utilization of clean and efficient energy 
technologies, including financing, insurance, 
and other assistance. 

(c) REPORT.—The Overseas Private Invest-
ment Corporation shall include in its annual 
report required under section 240A of the 
Foreign Assistance Act of 1961 (22 U.S.C. 
2200a)— 

(1) a description of the activities carried 
out to implement this section; or 

(2) if the Corporation did not carry out any 
activities to implement this section, an ex-
planation of the reasons therefor. 
SEC. 2206. ACTIONS BY UNITED STATES TRADE 

AND DEVELOPMENT AGENCY. 
(a) ASSISTANCE AUTHORIZED.—The Director 

of the Trade and Development Agency shall 
establish or support policies that— 

(1) proactively seek opportunities to fund 
projects that involve the utilization of clean 
and efficient energy technologies, including 
in trade capacity building and capital invest-
ment projects; 

(2) give preferential treatment to the eval-
uation and awarding of projects that involve 
the utilization of clean and efficient energy 
technologies, particularly to countries that 
have the potential for significant reduction 
in greenhouse gas emissions; and 

(3) recruit and retain individuals with ap-
propriate expertise in clean, renewable, and 
efficient energy technologies to identify and 
evaluate opportunities for projects that in-
volve clean and efficient energy technologies 
and services. 

(b) REPORT.—The President shall include in 
the annual report on the activities of the 
Trade and Development Agency required 
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under section 661(d) of the Foreign Assist-
ance Act of 1961 (22 U.S.C. 2421(d)) a descrip-
tion of the activities carried out to imple-
ment this section. 
SEC. 2207. GLOBAL CLIMATE CHANGE EXCHANGE 

PROGRAM. 
(a) PROGRAM AUTHORIZED.—The Secretary 

of State is authorized to establish a program 
to strengthen research, educational ex-
change, and international cooperation with 
the aim of reducing global greenhouse gas 
emissions and addressing the challenges 
posed by global climate change. The program 
authorized by this subsection shall be car-
ried out pursuant to the authorities of the 
Mutual Educational and Cultural Exchange 
Act of 1961 (22 U.S.C. 2451 et seq.) and may be 
referred to as the ‘‘Global Climate Change 
Exchange Program’’. 

(b) ELEMENTS.—The program authorized by 
subsection (a) shall contain the following 
elements: 

(1) The financing of studies, research, in-
struction, and other educational activities 
dedicated to reducing carbon emissions and 
addressing the challenge of global climate 
change— 

(A) by or to United States citizens and na-
tionals in foreign universities, governments, 
organizations, companies, or other institu-
tions; and 

(B) by or to citizens and nationals of for-
eign countries in United States universities, 
governments, organizations, companies, or 
other institutions. 

(2) The financing of visits and exchanges 
between the United States and other coun-
tries of students, trainees, teachers, instruc-
tors, professors, researchers, and other per-
sons who study, teach, and conduct research 
in subjects such as the physical sciences, en-
vironmental science, public policy, econom-
ics, urban planning, and other subjects and 
focus on reducing greenhouse gas emissions 
and addressing the challenges posed by glob-
al climate change. 

(c) ACCESS.—The Secretary of State shall 
ensure that the program authorized by sub-
section (a) is available to— 

(1) historically Black colleges and univer-
sities that are part B institutions (as such 
term is defined in section 322(2) of the Higher 
Education Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 1061(2))), His-
panic-serving institutions (as such term is 
defined in section 502(5) of such Act (20 
U.S.C. 1101a(5))), Tribal Colleges or Univer-
sities (as such term is defined in section 316 
of such Act (20 U.S.C. 1059c)), and other mi-
nority institutions (as such term is defined 
in section 365(3) of such Act (20 U.S.C. 
1067k(3))), and to the students, faculty, and 
researchers at such colleges, universities, 
and institutions; and 

(2) small business concerns owned and con-
trolled by socially and economically dis-
advantaged individuals, and small business 
concerns owned and controlled by women (as 
such terms are defined in section 8(d)(3) of 
the Small Business Act (15 U.S.C. 637(d)(3))). 

(d) REPORT.—The Secretary of State shall 
transmit to the appropriate committees an 
annual report on the implementation of this 
section for each of the fiscal years 2008 
through 2012. 

(e) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—To 
carry out this section, there are authorized 
to be appropriated to the Secretary of State 
$3,000,000 for each of the fiscal years 2008 
through 2012. 
SEC. 2208. INTERAGENCY WORKING GROUP TO 

SUPPORT A CLEAN ENERGY TECH-
NOLOGY EXPORTS INITIATIVE. 

(a) ASSISTANCE AUTHORIZED.—The Presi-
dent shall provide assistance to the Inter-

agency Working Group to support a Clean 
Energy Technology Exports Initiative— 

(1) to improve the ability of the United 
States to respond to international competi-
tion by leveraging the resources of Federal 
departments and agencies effectively and ef-
ficiently and by raising policy issues that 
may hamper the export of United States 
clean energy technologies abroad; 

(2) to fulfill, as appropriate, the mission 
and objectives as noted in the report enti-
tled, Five-Year Strategic Plan of the Clean 
Energy Technology Exports Initiative, sub-
mitted to Congress in October 2002; and 

(3) to raise the importance and level of 
oversight of the Interagency Working Group 
to the heads of the Federal departments and 
agencies that are participating in the Inter-
agency Working Group. 

(b) REPORT.—The Administrator of the 
United States Agency for International De-
velopment, the Secretary of Commerce, and 
the Secretary of Energy shall jointly submit 
to the appropriate committees an annual re-
port on the implementation of this section 
for each of the fiscal years 2008 through 2012. 

(c) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—To 
carry out this section, there are authorized 
to appropriated to the President $5,000,000 for 
each of the fiscal years 2008 through 2012. 

Subtitle C—International Clean Energy 
Foundation 

SEC. 2301. DEFINITIONS. 
In this subtitle: 
(1) BOARD.—The term ‘‘Board’’ means the 

Board of Directors of the Foundation estab-
lished pursuant to section 2302(c). 

(2) CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER.—The term 
‘‘Chief Executive Officer’’ means the chief 
executive officer of the Foundation ap-
pointed pursuant to section 2302(b). 

(3) FOUNDATION.—The term ‘‘Foundation’’ 
means the International Clean Energy Foun-
dation established by section 2302(a). 
SEC. 2302. ESTABLISHMENT AND MANAGEMENT 

OF FOUNDATION. 
(a) ESTABLISHMENT.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—There is established in the 

executive branch a foundation to be known 
as the ‘‘International Clean Energy Founda-
tion’’ that shall be responsible for carrying 
out the provisions of this subtitle. The Foun-
dation shall be a government corporation, as 
defined in section 103 of title 5, United States 
Code. 

(2) BOARD OF DIRECTORS.—The Foundation 
shall be governed by a Board of Directors 
chaired by the Secretary of State (or the 
Secretary’s designee) in accordance with 
subsection (d). 

(3) INTENT OF CONGRESS.—It is the intent of 
Congress, in establishing the structure of the 
Foundation set forth in this subsection, to 
create an entity that serves the long-term 
foreign policy and energy security goals of 
reducing global greenhouse gas emissions. 

(b) CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—There shall be in the 

Foundation a Chief Executive Officer who 
shall be responsible for the management of 
the Foundation. 

(2) APPOINTMENT.—The Chief Executive Of-
ficer shall be appointed by the Board, with 
the advice and consent of the Senate, and 
shall be a recognized leader in clean and effi-
cient energy technologies and climate 
change and shall have experience in energy 
security, business, or foreign policy, chosen 
on the basis of a rigorous search. 

(3) RELATIONSHIP TO BOARD.—The Chief Ex-
ecutive Officer shall report to, and be under 
the direct authority of, the Board. 

(4) COMPENSATION AND RANK.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—The Chief Executive Offi-

cer shall be compensated at the rate pro-

vided for level III of the Executive Schedule 
under section 5314 of title 5, United States 
Code. 

(B) AMENDMENT.—Section 5314 of title 5, 
United States Code, is amended by adding at 
the end the following: 
‘‘Chief Executive Officer, International 
Clean Energy Foundation.’’. 

(C) AUTHORITIES AND DUTIES.—The Chief 
Executive Officer shall be responsible for the 
management of the Foundation and shall ex-
ercise the powers and discharge the duties of 
the Foundation. 

(D) AUTHORITY TO APPOINT OFFICERS.—In 
consultation and with approval of the Board, 
the Chief Executive Officer shall appoint all 
officers of the Foundation. 

(c) BOARD OF DIRECTORS.— 
(1) ESTABLISHMENT.—There shall be in the 

Foundation a Board of Directors. 
(2) DUTIES.—The Board shall perform the 

functions specified to be carried out by the 
Board in this subtitle and may prescribe, 
amend, and repeal bylaws, rules, regulations, 
and procedures governing the manner in 
which the business of the Foundation may be 
conducted and in which the powers granted 
to it by law may be exercised. 

(3) MEMBERSHIP.—The Board shall consist 
of— 

(A) the Secretary of State (or the Sec-
retary’s designee), the Secretary of Energy 
(or the Secretary’s designee), and the Admin-
istrator of the United States Agency for 
International Development (or the Adminis-
trator’s designee); and 

(B) four other individuals with relevant ex-
perience in matters relating to energy secu-
rity (such as individuals who represent insti-
tutions of energy policy, business organiza-
tions, foreign policy organizations, or other 
relevant organizations) who shall be ap-
pointed by the President, by and with the ad-
vice and consent of the Senate, of which— 

(i) one individual shall be appointed from 
among a list of individuals submitted by the 
majority leader of the House of Representa-
tives; 

(ii) one individual shall be appointed from 
among a list of individuals submitted by the 
minority leader of the House of Representa-
tives; 

(iii) one individual shall be appointed from 
among a list of individuals submitted by the 
majority leader of the Senate; and 

(iv) one individual shall be appointed from 
among a list of individuals submitted by the 
minority leader of the Senate. 

(4) CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER.—The Chief 
Executive Officer of the Foundation shall 
serve as a nonvoting, ex officio member of 
the Board. 

(5) TERMS.— 
(A) OFFICERS OF THE FEDERAL GOVERN-

MENT.—Each member of the Board described 
in paragraph (3)(A) shall serve for a term 
that is concurrent with the term of service 
of the individual’s position as an officer 
within the other Federal department or 
agency. 

(B) OTHER MEMBERS.—Each member of the 
Board described in paragraph (3)(B) shall be 
appointed for a term of 3 years and may be 
reappointed for a term of an additional 3 
years. 

(C) VACANCIES.—A vacancy in the Board 
shall be filled in the manner in which the 
original appointment was made. 

(D) ACTING MEMBERS.—A vacancy in the 
Board may be filled with an appointment of 
an acting member by the Chairperson of the 
Board for up to 1 year while a nominee is 
named and awaits confirmation in accord-
ance with paragraph (3)(B). 
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(6) CHAIRPERSON.—There shall be a Chair-

person of the Board. The Secretary of State 
(or the Secretary’s designee) shall serve as 
the Chairperson. 

(7) QUORUM.—A majority of the members of 
the Board described in paragraph (3) shall 
constitute a quorum, which, except with re-
spect to a meeting of the Board during the 
135-day period beginning on the date of the 
enactment of this Act, shall include at least 
1 member of the Board described in para-
graph (3)(B). 

(8) MEETINGS.—The Board shall meet at the 
call of the Chairperson, who shall call a 
meeting no less than once a year. 

(9) COMPENSATION.— 
(A) OFFICERS OF THE FEDERAL GOVERN-

MENT.— 
(i) IN GENERAL.—A member of the Board de-

scribed in paragraph (3)(A) may not receive 
additional pay, allowances, or benefits by 
reason of the member’s service on the Board. 

(ii) TRAVEL EXPENSES.—Each such member 
of the Board shall receive travel expenses, 
including per diem in lieu of subsistence, in 
accordance with applicable provisions under 
subchapter I of chapter 57 of title 5, United 
States Code. 

(B) OTHER MEMBERS.— 
(i) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 

clause (ii), a member of the Board described 
in paragraph (3)(B)— 

(I) shall be paid compensation out of funds 
made available for the purposes of this sub-
title at the daily equivalent of the highest 
rate payable under section 5332 of title 5, 
United States Code, for each day (including 
travel time) during which the member is en-
gaged in the actual performance of duties as 
a member of the Board; and 

(II) while away from the member’s home or 
regular place of business on necessary travel 
in the actual performance of duties as a 
member of the Board, shall be paid per diem, 
travel, and transportation expenses in the 
same manner as is provided under sub-
chapter I of chapter 57 of title 5, United 
States Code. 

(ii) LIMITATION.—A member of the Board 
may not be paid compensation under clause 
(i)(II) for more than 90 days in any calendar 
year. 

SEC. 2303. DUTIES OF FOUNDATION. 

The Foundation shall— 
(1) use the funds authorized by this sub-

title to make grants to promote projects 
outside of the United States that serve as 
models of how to significantly reduce the 
emissions of global greenhouse gases through 
clean and efficient energy technologies, 
processes, and services; 

(2) seek contributions from foreign govern-
ments, especially those rich in energy re-
sources such as member countries of the Or-
ganization of the Petroleum Exporting Coun-
tries, and private organizations to supple-
ment funds made available under this sub-
title; 

(3) harness global expertise through col-
laborative partnerships with foreign govern-
ments and domestic and foreign private ac-
tors, including nongovernmental organiza-
tions and private sector companies, by 
leveraging public and private capital, tech-
nology, expertise, and services towards inno-
vative models that can be instituted to re-
duce global greenhouse gas emissions; 

(4) create a repository of information on 
best practices and lessons learned on the uti-
lization and implementation of clean and ef-
ficient energy technologies and processes to 
be used for future initiatives to tackle the 
climate change crisis; 

(5) be committed to minimizing adminis-
trative costs and to maximizing the avail-
ability of funds for grants under this sub-
title; and 

(6) promote the use of American-made 
clean and efficient energy technologies, 
processes, and services. 
SEC. 2304. ANNUAL REPORT. 

(a) REPORT REQUIRED.—Not later than 
March 31, 2008, and each March 31 thereafter, 
the Foundation shall submit to the appro-
priate congressional committees a report on 
the implementation of this subtitle during 
the prior fiscal year. 

(b) CONTENTS.—The report required by sub-
section (a) shall include— 

(1) the total financial resources available 
to the Foundation during the year, including 
appropriated funds, the value and source of 
any gifts or donations accepted pursuant to 
section 2305(a)(6), and any other resources; 

(2) a description of the Board’s policy pri-
orities for the year and the basis upon which 
competitive grant proposals were solicited 
and awarded to nongovernmental institu-
tions and other organizations; 

(3) a list of grants made to nongovern-
mental institutions and other organizations 
that includes the identity of the institu-
tional recipient, the dollar amount, and the 
results of the program; and 

(4) the total administrative and operating 
expenses of the Foundation for the year, as 
well as specific information on— 

(A) the number of Foundation employees 
and the cost of compensation for Board 
members, Foundation employees, and per-
sonal service contractors; 

(B) costs associated with securing the use 
of real property for carrying out the func-
tions of the Foundation; 

(C) total travel expenses incurred by Board 
members and Foundation employees in con-
nection with Foundation activities; and 

(D) total representational expenses. 
SEC. 2305. POWERS OF THE FOUNDATION; RE-

LATED PROVISIONS. 
(a) POWERS.—The Foundation— 
(1) shall have perpetual succession unless 

dissolved by a law enacted after the date of 
the enactment of this Act; 

(2) may adopt, alter, and use a seal, which 
shall be judicially noticed; 

(3) may make and perform such contracts, 
grants, and other agreements with any per-
son or government however designated and 
wherever situated, as may be necessary for 
carrying out the functions of the Founda-
tion; 

(4) may determine and prescribe the man-
ner in which its obligations shall be incurred 
and its expenses allowed and paid, including 
expenses for representation; 

(5) may lease, purchase, or otherwise ac-
quire, improve, and use such real property 
wherever situated, as may be necessary for 
carrying out the functions of the Founda-
tion; 

(6) may accept money, funds, services, or 
property (real, personal, or mixed), tangible 
or intangible, made available by gift, be-
quest grant, or otherwise for the purpose of 
carrying out the provisions of this title from 
domestic or foreign private individuals, 
charities, nongovernmental organizations, 
corporations, or governments; 

(7) may use the United States mails in the 
same manner and on the same conditions as 
the executive departments; 

(8) may contract with individuals for per-
sonal services, who shall not be considered 
Federal employees for any provision of law 
administered by the Office of Personnel Man-
agement; 

(9) may hire or obtain passenger motor ve-
hicles; and 

(10) shall have such other powers as may be 
necessary and incident to carrying out this 
subtitle. 

(b) PRINCIPAL OFFICE.—The Foundation 
shall maintain its principal office in the 
metropolitan area of Washington, District of 
Columbia. 

(c) APPLICABILITY OF GOVERNMENT COR-
PORATION CONTROL ACT.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Foundation shall be 
subject to chapter 91 of subtitle VI of title 
31, United States Code, except that the 
Foundation shall not be authorized to issue 
obligations or offer obligations to the public. 

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 
9101(3) of title 31, United States Code, is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 

‘‘(R) the International Clean Energy Foun-
dation.’’. 

(d) INSPECTOR GENERAL.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Inspector General of 

the Department of State shall serve as In-
spector General of the Foundation, and, in 
acting in such capacity, may conduct re-
views, investigations, and inspections of all 
aspects of the operations and activities of 
the Foundation. 

(2) AUTHORITY OF THE BOARD.—In carrying 
out the responsibilities under this sub-
section, the Inspector General shall report to 
and be under the general supervision of the 
Board. 

(3) REIMBURSEMENT AND AUTHORIZATION OF 
SERVICES.— 

(A) REIMBURSEMENT.—The Foundation 
shall reimburse the Department of State for 
all expenses incurred by the Inspector Gen-
eral in connection with the Inspector Gen-
eral’s responsibilities under this subsection. 

(B) AUTHORIZATION FOR SERVICES.—Of the 
amount authorized to be appropriated under 
section 2307(a) for a fiscal year, up to $500,000 
is authorized to be made available to the In-
spector General of the Department of State 
to conduct reviews, investigations, and in-
spections of operations and activities of the 
Foundation. 
SEC. 2306. GENERAL PERSONNEL AUTHORITIES. 

(a) DETAIL OF PERSONNEL.—Upon request of 
the Chief Executive Officer, the head of an 
agency may detail any employee of such 
agency to the Foundation on a reimbursable 
basis. Any employee so detailed remains, for 
the purpose of preserving such employee’s al-
lowances, privileges, rights, seniority, and 
other benefits, an employee of the agency 
from which detailed. 

(b) REEMPLOYMENT RIGHTS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—An employee of an agency 

who is serving under a career or career con-
ditional appointment (or the equivalent), 
and who, with the consent of the head of 
such agency, transfers to the Foundation, is 
entitled to be reemployed in such employee’s 
former position or a position of like senior-
ity, status, and pay in such agency, if such 
employee— 

(A) is separated from the Foundation for 
any reason, other than misconduct, neglect 
of duty, or malfeasance; and 

(B) applies for reemployment not later 
than 90 days after the date of separation 
from the Foundation. 

(2) SPECIFIC RIGHTS.—An employee who sat-
isfies paragraph (1) is entitled to be reem-
ployed (in accordance with such paragraph) 
within 30 days after applying for reemploy-
ment and, on reemployment, is entitled to at 
least the rate of basic pay to which such em-
ployee would have been entitled had such 
employee never transferred. 

(c) HIRING AUTHORITY.—Of persons em-
ployed by the Foundation, no more than 30 
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persons may be appointed, compensated, or 
removed without regard to the civil service 
laws and regulations. 

(d) BASIC PAY.—The Chief Executive Offi-
cer may fix the rate of basic pay of employ-
ees of the Foundation without regard to the 
provisions of chapter 51 of title 5, United 
States Code (relating to the classification of 
positions), subchapter III of chapter 53 of 
such title (relating to General Schedule pay 
rates), except that no employee of the Foun-
dation may receive a rate of basic pay that 
exceeds the rate for level IV of the Executive 
Schedule under section 5315 of such title. 

(e) DEFINITIONS.—In this section— 
(1) the term ‘‘agency’’ means an executive 

agency, as defined by section 105 of title 5, 
United States Code; and 

(2) the term ‘‘detail’’ means the assign-
ment or loan of an employee, without a 
change of position, from the agency by which 
such employee is employed to the Founda-
tion. 
SEC. 2307. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 

(a) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—To 
carry out this subtitle, there are authorized 
to be appropriated $20,000,000 for each of the 
fiscal years 2008 through 2012. 

(b) ALLOCATION OF FUNDS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Foundation may allo-

cate or transfer to any agency of the United 
States Government any of the funds avail-
able for carrying out this subtitle. Such 
funds shall be available for obligation and 
expenditure for the purposes for which the 
funds were authorized, in accordance with 
authority granted in this subtitle or under 
authority governing the activities of the 
United States Government agency to which 
such funds are allocated or transferred. 

(2) NOTIFICATION.—The Foundation shall 
notify the appropriate congressional com-
mittees not less than 15 days prior to an al-
location or transfer of funds pursuant to 
paragraph (1). 

TITLE III—SMALL ENERGY EFFICIENT 
BUSINESSES 

SEC. 3001. SHORT TITLE. 
This title may be cited as the ‘‘Small En-

ergy Efficient Businesses Act’’. 
SEC. 3002. FINDINGS. 

Congress finds the following: 
(1) Energy efficiency is in our national in-

terest for our long term economic well being, 
for the health and safety of our citizens and 
the world, and for our independence and se-
curity. 

(2) Small businesses are more efficient, 
nimble, and innovative than large businesses 
and therefore more likely to integrate and 
benefit from energy efficient technology ad-
vances and upgrades, but they are less likely 
to have the capital to institute these ad-
vances quickly. 

(3) The majority of businesses (two-thirds) 
say they have been unable to invest in com-
prehensive energy efficiency programs for 
their businesses thus far, though they know 
of them and believe they are effective. 

(4) A pilot program has demonstrated that 
individualized counseling and training com-
bined with loan and grant availability and 
other incentives are very popular and effec-
tive in helping small businesses learn about 
and adopt energy conservation methods. 

(5) The energy saving benefit of such pro-
grams, if they can be implemented on a na-
tional basis, would contribute significantly 
to our energy independence and security. 

(6) New and emerging technologies are on 
the rise, and small businesses are leading the 
way, for example the vast majority of renew-
able fuels producers, such as biodiesel and 
ethanol, are small businesses. 

(7) Small businesses currently use almost 
half of the Nation’s business related energy 
consumption and employ half of the Nation’s 
workforce, yet the Energy Star program, the 
lead Federal energy efficiency program allo-
cates less than 2 percent of its resources to 
its small business program and should allo-
cate more to educate small businesses. 

(8) Therefore, it is in the national interest 
for the Federal Government to invest in in-
centives in the form of improved loan terms, 
additional investment inducements, and ex-
pert counseling and information to assist 
small businesses to develop, invest in, and 
purchase energy efficient buildings, equip-
ment, fixtures, and other technology. 
SEC. 3003. LARGER 504 LOAN LIMITS TO HELP 

BUSINESS DEVELOP ENERGY EFFI-
CIENT TECHNOLOGIES AND PUR-
CHASES. 

(a) ELIGIBILITY FOR ENERGY EFFICIENCY 
PROJECTS.—Section 501(d)(3) of the Small 
Business Investment Act of 1958 (15 U.S.C. 
695(d)(3)) is amended— 

(1) in subparagraph (G) by striking ‘‘or’’ at 
the end; 

(2) in subparagraph (H) by striking the pe-
riod at the end and inserting a comma; and 

(3) by inserting after subparagraph (H) the 
following: 

‘‘(I) reduction of energy consumption by at 
least 10 percent, 

‘‘(J) increased use of sustainable design or 
low-impact design to produce buildings that 
reduce the use of non-renewable resources, 
minimize environmental impact, and relate 
people with the natural environment, or 

‘‘(K) plant, equipment and process up-
grades of renewable energy sources such as 
micropower or renewable fuels producers in-
cluding biodiesel and ethanol producers.’’. 

(b) LOANS FOR PLANT PROJECTS USED FOR 
ENERGY-EFFICIENT PURPOSES.—Section 
502(2)(A) of the Small Business Investment 
Act of 1958 (15 U.S.C. 696(2)(A)) is amended— 

(1) in clause (ii) by striking ‘‘and’’ at the 
end; 

(2) in clause (iii) by striking the period at 
the end and inserting a semicolon; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following new 
clauses: 

‘‘(iv) $4,000,000 for each project that re-
duces the borrower’s energy consumption by 
at least 10 percent; and 

‘‘(v) $4,000,000 for each project that gen-
erates renewable energy or renewable fuels, 
such as biodiesel or ethanol production.’’. 
SEC. 3004. REDUCED 7(a) FEES AND HIGHER LOAN 

GUARANTEES FOR PURCHASE OF 
ENERGY EFFICIENT TECHNOLOGIES. 

Section 7(a) of the Small Business Act (15 
U.S.C. 636(a)) is amended by adding at the 
end the following: 

‘‘(35) LOANS FOR ENERGY EFFICIENT TECH-
NOLOGIES.—The Administrator shall carry 
out a program for loans the proceeds of 
which are used to purchase energy efficient 
equipment or fixtures or to reduce the en-
ergy consumption of the borrower, including, 
but not limited to, renewable fuels and en-
ergy products such as biodiesel and ethanol, 
by 10 percent or more. For a loan made under 
this paragraph, the following shall apply: 

‘‘(A) The loan shall include the participa-
tion by the Administration equal to 90 per-
cent of the balance of the financing out-
standing at the time of disbursement. 

‘‘(B) The fees on the loan under paragraphs 
(18) and (23) shall be reduced by half.’’. 
SEC. 3005. SMALL BUSINESS SUSTAINABILITY INI-

TIATIVE. 
Section 21 of the Small Business Act (15 

U.S.C. 648) is amended by adding at the end 
the following: 

‘‘(n) SMALL BUSINESS SUSTAINABILITY INI-
TIATIVE.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—A Small Business Devel-
opment Center may apply for an additional 
grant to carry out a small business sustain-
ability initiative program. 

‘‘(2) ELEMENTS OF PROGRAM.—Under a pro-
gram under paragraph (1), the Center shall— 

‘‘(A) provide necessary support to smaller 
and medium-sized businesses to— 

‘‘(i) evaluate energy efficiency and green 
building opportunities; 

‘‘(ii) evaluate renewable energy sources 
such as the use of solar and small wind to 
supplement power consumption; 

‘‘(iii) secure financing to achieve energy ef-
ficiency or to construct green buildings; and 

‘‘(iv) empower management to implement 
energy efficiency projects; 

‘‘(B) assist entrepreneurs with clean tech-
nology development and technology com-
mercialization through— 

‘‘(i) technology assessment; 
‘‘(ii) intellectual property; 
‘‘(iii) Small Business Innovation Research 

submissions; 
‘‘(iv) strategic alliances; 
‘‘(v) business model development; and 
‘‘(vi) preparation for investors; and 
‘‘(C) help small business improve environ-

mental performance by shifting to less haz-
ardous materials and reducing waste and 
emissions at the source, including by pro-
viding assistance for businesses to adapt the 
materials they use, the processes they oper-
ate, and the products and services they 
produce. 

‘‘(3) MINIMUM AMOUNT.—Each grant under 
this subsection shall be for at least $150,000. 

‘‘(4) MAXIMUM AMOUNT.—A grant under this 
subsection may not exceed $300,000. 

‘‘(5) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
Subject to amounts approved in advance in 
appropriations Acts and separate from 
amounts approved to carry out section 
21(a)(1), the Administrator may make grants 
or enter into cooperative agreements to 
carry out the provisions of this subsection.’’. 
SEC. 3006. SMALL BUSINESS ADMINISTRATION TO 

EDUCATE AND PROMOTE ENERGY 
EFFICIENCY IDEAS TO SMALL BUSI-
NESSES AND WORK WITH THE 
SMALL BUSINESS COMMUNITY TO 
MAKE SUCH INFORMATION WIDELY 
AVAILABLE. 

The Small Business Act is amended— 
(1) by redesignating section 37 as section 

99; and 
(2) by inserting after section 36 (15 U.S.C. 

657f) the following: 
‘‘SEC. 37. PROGRAM TO PROVIDE EDUCATION ON 

ENERGY EFFICIENCY. 
‘‘(a) PROGRAM REQUIRED.—The Adminis-

trator shall develop and coordinate a Gov-
ernment-wide program, building on the En-
ergy Star for Small Business program, to as-
sist small businesses in— 

‘‘(1) becoming more energy efficient; 
‘‘(2) understanding the cost savings from 

improved energy efficiency; and 
‘‘(3) identifying financing options for en-

ergy efficiency upgrades. 
‘‘(b) CONSULTATION AND COOPERATION.—The 

program required by subsection (a) shall be 
developed and coordinated— 

‘‘(1) in consultation with the Secretary of 
Energy and the Administrator of the Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency; and 

‘‘(2) in cooperation with any entities the 
Administrator considers appropriate, such as 
industry trade associations, industry mem-
bers, and energy efficiency organizations. 

‘‘(c) AVAILABILITY OF INFORMATION.—The 
Administrator shall make available the in-
formation and materials developed under the 
program required by subsection (a) to— 
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‘‘(1) small businesses; and 
‘‘(2) other Federal programs for energy ef-

ficiency, such as the Energy Star for Small 
Business program. 

‘‘(d) STRATEGY AND REPORT.— 
‘‘(1) STRATEGY REQUIRED.—The Adminis-

trator shall develop a strategy to educate, 
encourage, and assist small business to adopt 
energy efficient building fixtures and equip-
ment. 

‘‘(2) REPORT.—Not later than December 31, 
2008, the Administrator shall submit to Con-
gress a report containing a plan to imple-
ment the strategy.’’. 
SEC. 3007. ENERGY SAVING DEBENTURES. 

Section 303 of the Small Business Invest-
ment Act of 1958 (15 U.S.C. 683) is amended by 
adding at the end the following new sub-
section: 

‘‘(k) ENERGY SAVING DEBENTURES.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—In addition to any other 

authority under this Act, a small business 
investment company licensed after Sep-
tember 30, 2007, shall have authority to issue 
Energy Saving debentures. 

‘‘(2) ENERGY SAVING DEBENTURE DEFINED.— 
As used in this Act, the term ‘Energy Saving 
debenture’ means a deferred interest deben-
ture that— 

‘‘(A) is issued at a discount; 
‘‘(B) has a five-year maturity or a ten-year 

maturity; 
‘‘(C) requires no interest payment or an-

nual charge for the first five years; 
‘‘(D) is restricted to Energy Saving quali-

fied investments; and 
‘‘(E) is issued at no cost (as defined in sec-

tion 502 of the Credit Reform Act of 1990) 
with respect to purchasing and guaranteeing 
the debenture. 

‘‘(3) ENERGY SAVING QUALIFIED INVESTMENT 
DEFINED.—As used in this Act, the term ‘En-
ergy Saving qualified investment’ means in-
vestment in a small business that is pri-
marily engaged in researching, manufac-
turing, developing, or providing products, 
goods, or services that reduce the use or con-
sumption of non-renewable energy re-
sources.’’. 
SEC. 3008. INVESTMENTS IN ENERGY SAVING 

SMALL BUSINESSES. 
(a) MAXIMUM LEVERAGE.—Paragraph (2) of 

subsection (b) of section 303 of the Small 
Business Investment Act of 1958 (15 U.S.C. 
303(b)(2)) is amended by adding at the end the 
following new subparagraph: 

‘‘(D) INVESTMENTS IN ENERGY SAVING SMALL 
BUSINESSES.—In calculating the outstanding 
leverage of a company for purposes of sub-
paragraph (A), the Administrator shall not 
include the amount of the cost basis of any 
Energy Saving qualified investment (as de-
fined in subsection (k)) made after Sep-
tember 30, 2007, by a company licensed after 
September 30, 2007, in a smaller enterprise, 
to the extent that the total of such amounts 
does not exceed 50 percent of the company’s 
private capital, subject to such terms as the 
Administrator may impose to assure no cost 
(as defined in section 502 of the Federal Cred-
it Reform Act of 1990) with respect to pur-
chasing or guaranteeing any debenture in-
volved.’’. 

(b) MAXIMUM AGGREGATE AMOUNT OF LE-
VERAGE.—Paragraph (4) of subsection (b) of 
section 303 of the Small Business Investment 
Act of 1958 (15 U.S.C. 303(b)(4)) is amended by 
adding at the end the following new subpara-
graph: 

‘‘(E) INVESTMENTS IN ENERGY SAVING SMALL 
BUSINESSES.—In calculating the aggregate 
outstanding leverage of a company for pur-
poses of subparagraph (A), the Administrator 
shall not include the amount of the cost 

basis of any Energy Saving qualified invest-
ment (as defined in subsection (k)) made 
after September 30, 2007, by a company li-
censed after September 30, 2007, in a smaller 
enterprise, to the extent that the total of 
such amounts does not exceed 50 percent of 
the company’s private capital, subject to 
such terms as the Administrator may impose 
to assure no cost (as defined in section 502 of 
the Federal Credit Reform Act of 1990) with 
respect to purchasing or guaranteeing any 
debenture involved.’’. 
SEC. 3009. RENEWABLE FUEL CAPITAL INVEST-

MENT COMPANY. 
Title III of the Small Business Investment 

Act of 1958 (15 U.S.C. 681 et seq.) is amended 
by adding at the end the following new part: 

‘‘PART C—RENEWABLE FUEL CAPITAL 
INVESTMENT PILOT PROGRAM 

‘‘SEC. 381. DEFINITIONS. 
‘‘In this part, the following definitions 

apply: 
‘‘(1) VENTURE CAPITAL.—The term ‘venture 

capital’ means capital in the form of equity 
capital investments. For the purposes of this 
paragraph, the term ‘equity capital’ has the 
same meaning given such term in section 
303(g)(4). 

‘‘(2) RENEWABLE FUEL CAPITAL INVESTMENT 
COMPANY.—The term ‘Renewable Fuel Cap-
ital Investment Company’ means a company 
that— 

‘‘(A) has been granted final approval by the 
Administrator under section 384(e); and 

‘‘(B) has entered into a participation agree-
ment with the Administrator. 

‘‘(3) OPERATIONAL ASSISTANCE.—The term 
‘operational assistance’ means management, 
marketing, and other technical assistance 
that assists a small business concern with 
business development. 

‘‘(4) PARTICIPATION AGREEMENT.—The term 
‘participation agreement’ means an agree-
ment, between the Administrator and a com-
pany granted final approval under section 
384(e), that— 

‘‘(A) details the company’s operating plan 
and investment criteria; and 

‘‘(B) requires the company to make invest-
ments in smaller enterprises primarily en-
gaged in researching, manufacturing, devel-
oping, or bringing to market renewable en-
ergy sources. 

‘‘(5) RENEWABLE ENERGY.—The term ‘re-
newable energy means’ energy derived from 
resources that are regenerative or that can-
not be depleted, including but not limited to 
ethanol and biodiesel fuels. 

‘‘(6) STATE.—The term ‘State’ means such 
of the several States, the District of Colum-
bia, the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico, the 
Virgin Islands, Guam, American Samoa, the 
Commonwealth of the Northern Mariana Is-
lands, and any other commonwealth, terri-
tory, or possession of the United States. 
‘‘SEC. 382. PURPOSES. 

‘‘The purposes of the Renewable Fuel Cap-
ital Investment Program established under 
this part are— 

‘‘(1) to promote the research, development, 
manufacture and bringing to market of re-
newable energy sources by encouraging ven-
ture capital investments in smaller enter-
prises primarily engaged such activities; and 

‘‘(2) to establish a venture capital program, 
with the mission of addressing the unmet eq-
uity investment needs of small enterprises 
engaged in researching, developing, manu-
facturing, and bringing to market renewable 
energy sources, to be administered by the 
Administrator— 

‘‘(A) to enter into participation agree-
ments with Renewable Fuel Capital Invest-
ment companies; 

‘‘(B) to guarantee debentures of Renewable 
Fuel Capital Investment companies to en-
able each such company to make venture 
capital investments in smaller enterprises 
engaged in the research, development, manu-
facture, and bringing to market renewable 
energy sources; and 

‘‘(C) to make grants to Renewable Fuel In-
vestment Capital companies, and to other 
entities, for the purpose of providing oper-
ational assistance to smaller enterprises fi-
nanced, or expected to be financed, by such 
companies. 
‘‘SEC. 383. ESTABLISHMENT. 

‘‘In accordance with this part, the Admin-
istrator shall establish a Renewable Fuel 
Capital Investment Program, under which 
the Administrator may— 

‘‘(1) enter into participation agreements 
with companies granted final approval under 
section 384(e) for the purposes set forth in 
section 382; and 

‘‘(2) guarantee the debentures issued by 
Renewable Fuel Capital Investment compa-
nies as provided in section 385. 
‘‘SEC. 384. SELECTION OF RENEWABLE FUEL CAP-

ITAL INVESTMENT COMPANIES. 
‘‘(a) ELIGIBILITY.—A company shall be eli-

gible to apply to participate, as a Renewable 
Fuel Capital Investment company, in the 
program established under this part if— 

‘‘(1) the company is a newly formed for- 
profit entity or a newly formed for-profit 
subsidiary of an existing entity; 

‘‘(2) the company has a management team 
with experience in alternative energy financ-
ing or relevant venture capital financing; 
and 

‘‘(3) the company has a primary objective 
of investment in companies that research, 
manufacture, develop, or bring to market re-
newable energy sources. 

‘‘(b) APPLICATION.—To participate, as a Re-
newable Fuel Capital Investment company, 
in the program established under this part a 
company meeting the eligibility require-
ments set forth in subsection (a) shall sub-
mit an application to the Administrator that 
includes— 

‘‘(1) a business plan describing how the 
company intends to make successful venture 
capital investments in smaller businesses 
primarily engaged in the research, manufac-
ture, development, or bringing to market of 
renewable energy sources; 

‘‘(2) information regarding the relevant 
venture capital qualifications and general 
reputation of the company’s management; 

‘‘(3) a description of how the company in-
tends to seek to address the unmet capital 
needs of the smaller businesses served; 

‘‘(4) a proposal describing how the com-
pany intends to use the grant funds provided 
under this part to provide operational assist-
ance to smaller enterprises financed by the 
company, including information regarding 
whether the company intends to use licensed 
professionals when necessary on the com-
pany’s staff or from an outside entity; 

‘‘(5) with respect to binding commitments 
to be made to the company under this part, 
an estimate of the ratio of cash to in-kind 
contributions; 

‘‘(6) a description of the criteria to be used 
to evaluate whether and to what extent the 
company meets the objectives of the pro-
gram established under this part; 

‘‘(7) information regarding the manage-
ment and financial strength of any parent 
firm, affiliated firm, or any other firm essen-
tial to the success of the company’s business 
plan; and 

‘‘(8) such other information as the Admin-
istrator may require. 
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‘‘(c) CONDITIONAL APPROVAL.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—From among companies 

submitting applications under subsection 
(b), the Administrator shall, in accordance 
with this subsection, conditionally approve 
companies to participate in the Renewable 
Fuel Capital Investment Program. 

‘‘(2) SELECTION CRITERIA.—In selecting 
companies under paragraph (1), the Adminis-
trator shall consider the following: 

‘‘(A) The likelihood that the company will 
meet the goal of its business plan. 

‘‘(B) The experience and background of the 
company’s management team. 

‘‘(C) The need for venture capital invest-
ments in the geographic areas in which the 
company intends to invest. 

‘‘(D) The extent to which the company will 
concentrate its activities on serving the geo-
graphic areas in which it intends to invest. 

‘‘(E) The likelihood that the company will 
be able to satisfy the conditions under sub-
section (d). 

‘‘(F) The extent to which the activities 
proposed by the company will expand eco-
nomic opportunities in the geographic areas 
in which the company intends to invest. 

‘‘(G) The strength of the company’s pro-
posal to provide operational assistance under 
this part as the proposal relates to the abil-
ity of the applicant to meet applicable cash 
requirements and properly utilize in-kind 
contributions, including the use of resources 
for the services of licensed professionals, 
when necessary, whether provided by persons 
on the company’s staff or by persons outside 
of the company. 

‘‘(H) Any other factors deemed appropriate 
by the Administrator. 

‘‘(3) NATIONWIDE DISTRIBUTION.—The Ad-
ministrator shall select companies under 
paragraph (1) in such a way that promotes 
investment nationwide. 

‘‘(d) REQUIREMENTS TO BE MET FOR FINAL 
APPROVAL.—The Administrator shall grant 
each conditionally approved company a pe-
riod of time, not to exceed 2 years, to satisfy 
the following requirements: 

‘‘(1) CAPITAL REQUIREMENT.—Each condi-
tionally approved company shall raise not 
less than $5,000,000 of private capital or bind-
ing capital commitments from one or more 
investors (other than agencies or depart-
ments of the Federal Government) who met 
criteria established by the Administrator. 

‘‘(2) NONADMINISTRATION RESOURCES FOR 
OPERATIONAL ASSISTANCE.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—In order to provide oper-
ational assistance to smaller enterprises ex-
pected to be financed by the company, each 
conditionally approved company— 

‘‘(i) shall have binding commitments (for 
contribution in cash or in kind)— 

‘‘(I) from any sources other than the Small 
Business Administration that meet criteria 
established by the Administrator; 

‘‘(II) payable or available over a multiyear 
period acceptable to the Administrator (not 
to exceed 10 years); and 

‘‘(III) in an amount not less than 30 percent 
of the total amount of capital and commit-
ments raised under paragraph (1); 

‘‘(ii) shall have purchased an annuity— 
‘‘(I) from an insurance company acceptable 

to the Administrator; 
‘‘(II) using funds (other than the funds 

raised under paragraph (1)), from any source 
other than the Administrator; and 

‘‘(III) that yields cash payments over a 
multiyear period acceptable to the Adminis-
trator (not to exceed 10 years) in an amount 
not less than 30 percent of the total amount 
of capital and commitments raised under 
paragraph (1); or 

‘‘(iii) shall have binding commitments (for 
contributions in cash or in kind) of the type 
described in clause (i) and shall have pur-
chased an annuity of the type described in 
clause (ii), which in the aggregate make 
available, over a multiyear period acceptable 
to the Administrator (not to exceed 10 
years), an amount not less than 30 percent of 
the total amount of capital and commit-
ments raised under paragraph (1). 

‘‘(B) EXCEPTION.—The Administrator may, 
in the discretion of the Administrator and 
based upon a showing of special cir-
cumstances and good cause, consider an ap-
plicant to have satisfied the requirements of 
subparagraph (A) if the applicant has— 

‘‘(i) a viable plan that reasonably projects 
the capacity of the applicant to raise the 
amount (in cash or in-kind) required under 
subparagraph (A); and 

‘‘(ii) binding commitments in an amount 
equal to not less than 20 percent of the total 
amount required under paragraph (A). 

‘‘(C) LIMITATION.—In order to comply with 
the requirements of subparagraphs (A) and 
(B), the total amount of a company’s in-kind 
contributions may not exceed 50 percent of 
the company’s total contributions. 

‘‘(e) FINAL APPROVAL; DESIGNATION.—The 
Administrator shall, with respect to each ap-
plicant conditionally approved to operate as 
a Renewable Fuel Capital Investment Com-
pany under subsection (c), either— 

‘‘(1) grant final approval to the applicant 
to operate as a Renewable Fuel Capital In-
vestment company under this part and des-
ignate the applicant as such a company, if 
the applicant— 

‘‘(A) satisfies the requirements of sub-
section (d) on or before the expiration of the 
time period described in that subsection; and 

‘‘(B) enters into a participation agreement 
with the Administrator; or 

‘‘(2) if the applicant fails to satisfy the re-
quirements of subsection (d) on or before the 
expiration of the time period described in 
that subsection, revoke the conditional ap-
proval granted under that subsection. 

‘‘SEC. 385. DEBENTURES. 

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator may 
guarantee the timely payment of principal 
and interest, as scheduled, on debentures 
issued by any Renewable Fuel Capital In-
vestment company. 

‘‘(b) TERMS AND CONDITIONS.—The Adminis-
trator may make guarantees under this sec-
tion on such terms and conditions as it 
deems appropriate, except that the term of 
any debenture guaranteed under this section 
shall not exceed 15 years. 

‘‘(c) FULL FAITH AND CREDIT OF THE UNITED 
STATES.—The full faith and credit of the 
United States is pledged to pay all amounts 
that may be required to be paid under any 
guarantee under this part. 

‘‘(d) MAXIMUM GUARANTEE.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Under this section, the 

Administrator may guarantee the deben-
tures issued by a Renewable Fuel Capital In-
vestment company only to the extent that 
the total face amount of outstanding guaran-
teed debentures of such company does not 
exceed 150 percent of the private capital of 
the company, as determined by the Adminis-
trator. 

‘‘(2) TREATMENT OF CERTAIN FEDERAL 
FUNDS.—For the purposes of paragraph (1), 
private capital shall include capital that is 
considered to be Federal funds, if such cap-
ital is contributed by an investor other than 
an agency or department of the Federal Gov-
ernment. 

‘‘SEC. 386. ISSUANCE AND GUARANTEE OF TRUST 
CERTIFICATES. 

‘‘(a) ISSUANCE.—The Administrator may 
issue trust certificates representing owner-
ship of all or a fractional part of debentures 
issued by a Renewable Fuel Capital Invest-
ment company and guaranteed by the Ad-
ministrator under this part, if such certifi-
cates are based on and backed by a trust or 
pool approved by the Administrator and 
composed solely of guaranteed debentures. 

‘‘(b) GUARANTEE.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator may, 

under such terms and conditions as it deems 
appropriate, guarantee the timely payment 
of the principal of and interest on trust cer-
tificates issued by the Administrator or its 
agents for purposes of this section. 

‘‘(2) LIMITATION.—Each guarantee under 
this subsection shall be limited to the extent 
of principal and interest on the guaranteed 
debentures that compose the trust or pool. 

‘‘(3) PREPAYMENT OR DEFAULT.—In the 
event that a debenture in a trust or pool is 
prepaid, or in the event of default of such a 
debenture, the guarantee of timely payment 
of principal and interest on the trust certifi-
cates shall be reduced in proportion to the 
amount of principal and interest such pre-
paid debenture represents in the trust or 
pool. Interest on prepaid or defaulted deben-
tures shall accrue and be guaranteed by the 
Administrator only through the date of pay-
ment of the guarantee. At any time during 
its term, a trust certificate may be called for 
redemption due to prepayment or default of 
all debentures. 

‘‘(c) FULL FAITH AND CREDIT OF THE UNITED 
STATES.—The full faith and credit of the 
United States is pledged to pay all amounts 
that may be required to be paid under any 
guarantee of a trust certificate issued by the 
Administrator or its agents under this sec-
tion. 

‘‘(d) FEES.—The Administrator shall not 
collect a fee for any guarantee of a trust cer-
tificate under this section, but any agent of 
the Administrator may collect a fee ap-
proved by the Administrator for the func-
tions described in subsection (f )(2). 

‘‘(e) SUBROGATION AND OWNERSHIP 
RIGHTS.— 

‘‘(1) SUBROGATION.—In the event the Ad-
ministrator pays a claim under a guarantee 
issued under this section, it shall be sub-
rogated fully to the rights satisfied by such 
payment. 

‘‘(2) OWNERSHIP RIGHTS.—No Federal, State, 
or local law shall preclude or limit the exer-
cise by the Administrator of its ownership 
rights in the debentures residing in a trust 
or pool against which trust certificates are 
issued under this section. 

‘‘(f) MANAGEMENT AND ADMINISTRATION.— 
‘‘(1) REGISTRATION.—The Administrator 

may provide for a central registration of all 
trust certificates issued under this section. 

‘‘(2) CONTRACTING OF FUNCTIONS.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator may 

contract with an agent or agents to carry 
out on behalf of the Administrator the pool-
ing and the central registration functions 
provided for in this section including, not-
withstanding any other provision of law— 

‘‘(i) maintenance, on behalf of and under 
the direction of the Administrator, of such 
commercial bank accounts or investments in 
obligations of the United States as may be 
necessary to facilitate the creation of trusts 
or pools backed by debentures guaranteed 
under this part; and 

‘‘(ii) the issuance of trust certificates to fa-
cilitate the creation of such trusts or pools. 

‘‘(B) FIDELITY BOND OR INSURANCE REQUIRE-
MENT.—Any agent performing functions on 
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behalf of the Administrator under this para-
graph shall provide a fidelity bond or insur-
ance in such amounts as the Administrator 
determines to be necessary to fully protect 
the interests of the United States. 

‘‘(3) REGULATION OF BROKERS AND DEAL-
ERS.—The Administrator may regulate bro-
kers and dealers in trust certificates issued 
under this section. 

‘‘(4) ELECTRONIC REGISTRATION.—Nothing in 
this subsection may be construed to prohibit 
the use of a book-entry or other electronic 
form of registration for trust certificates 
issued under this section. 
‘‘SEC. 387. FEES. 

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
section 386(d), the Administrator may charge 
such fees as it deems appropriate with re-
spect to any guarantee or grant issued under 
this part, in an amount established annually 
by the Administration, as necessary to re-
duce to zero the cost (as defined in section 
502 of the Federal Credit Reform Act of 1990) 
to the Administration of purchasing and 
guaranteeing debentures under this Act, 
which amounts shall be paid to and retained 
by the Administration. 

‘‘(b) OFFSET.—The Administrator may, as 
provided by section 388, offset fees changed 
and collected under subsection (a). 
‘‘SEC. 388. FEE CONTRIBUTION. 

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—To the extent that 
amounts are made available to the Adminis-
trator for the purpose of fee contributions, 
the administrator shall contribute to fees 
paid by the Renewable Fuel Capital Invest-
ment companies under section 387. 

‘‘(b) ANNUAL ADJUSTMENT.—Each fee con-
tribution under subsection (a) shall be effec-
tive for one fiscal year and shall be adjusted 
as necessary for each fiscal year thereafter 
to ensure that amounts under subsection (a) 
are fully used. The fee contribution for a fis-
cal year shall be based on the outstanding 
commitments made and the guarantees and 
grants that the Administrator projects will 
be made during that fiscal year, given the 
program level authorized by law for that fis-
cal year and any other factors that the Ad-
ministrator deems appropriate. 
‘‘SEC. 389. OPERATIONAL ASSISTANCE GRANTS. 

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.— 
‘‘(1) AUTHORITY.—In accordance with this 

section, the Administrator may make grants 
to Renewable Fuel Capital Investment com-
panies and to other entities, as authorized by 
this part, to provide operational assistance 
to smaller enterprises financed, or expected 
to be financed, by such companies or other 
entities. 

‘‘(2) TERMS.—Grants made under this sub-
section shall be made over a multiyear pe-
riod not to exceed 10 years, under such other 
terms as the Administrator may require. 

‘‘(3) GRANTS TO SPECIALIZED SMALL BUSI-
NESS INVESTMENT COMPANIES.— 

‘‘(A) AUTHORITY.—In accordance with this 
section, the Administrator may make grants 
to specialized small business investment 
companies to provide operational assistance 
to smaller enterprises financed, or expected 
to be financed, by such companies after the 
effective date of the Small Energy Efficient 
Businesses Act. 

‘‘(B) USE OF FUNDS.—The proceeds of a 
grant made under this paragraph may be 
used by the company receiving such grant 
only to provide operational assistance in 
connection with an equity investment (made 
with capital raised after the effective date of 
the Small Energy Efficient Businesses Act) 
in a business located in a low-income geo-
graphic area. 

‘‘(C) SUBMISSION OF PLANS.—A specialized 
small business investment company shall be 

eligible for a grant under this section only if 
the company submits to the Administrator, 
in such form and manner as the Adminis-
trator may require, a plan for use of the 
grant. 

‘‘(4) GRANT AMOUNT.— 
‘‘(A) RENEWABLE FUEL CAPITAL INVESTMENT 

COMPANIES.—The amount of a grant made 
under this subsection to a Renewable Fuel 
Capital Investment company shall be equal 
to the resources (in cash or in kind) raised 
by the company under section 354(d)(2). 

‘‘(B) OTHER ENTITIES.—The amount of a 
grant made under this subsection to any en-
tity other than a Renewable Fuel Capital In-
vestment company shall be equal to the re-
sources (in cash or in kind) raised by the en-
tity in accordance with the requirements ap-
plicable to Renewable Fuel Capital Invest-
ment companies set forth in section 384(d)(2). 

‘‘(5) PRO RATA REDUCTIONS.—If the amount 
made available to carry out this section is 
insufficient for the Administrator to provide 
grants in the amounts provided for in para-
graph (4), the Administrator shall make pro 
rata reductions in the amounts otherwise 
payable to each company and entity under 
such paragraph. 

‘‘(b) SUPPLEMENTAL GRANTS.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator may 

make supplemental grants to Renewable 
Fuel Capital Investment companies and to 
other entities, as authorized by this part 
under such terms as the Administrator may 
require, to provide additional operational as-
sistance to smaller enterprises financed, or 
expected to be financed, by the companies. 

‘‘(2) MATCHING REQUIREMENT.—The Admin-
istrator may require, as a condition of any 
supplemental grant made under this sub-
section, that the company or entity receiv-
ing the grant provide from resources (in a 
cash or in kind), other then those provided 
by the Administrator, a matching contribu-
tion equal to the amount of the supple-
mental grant. 

‘‘(c) LIMITATION.—None of the assistance 
made available under this section may be 
used for any overhead or general and admin-
istrative expense of a Renewable Fuel Cap-
ital Investment company or a specialized 
small business investment company. 
‘‘SEC. 390. BANK PARTICIPATION. 

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
subsection (b), any national bank, any mem-
ber bank of the Federal Reserve System, and 
(to the extent permitted under applicable 
State law) any insured bank that is not a 
member of such system, may invest in any 
Renewable Fuel Capital Investment com-
pany, or in any entity established to invest 
solely in Renewable Fuel Capital Investment 
companies. 

‘‘(b) LIMITATION.—No bank described in 
subsection (a) may make investments de-
scribed in such subsection that are greater 
than 5 percent of the capital and surplus of 
the bank. 
‘‘SEC. 391. FEDERAL FINANCING BANK. 

‘‘Section 318 shall not apply to any deben-
ture issued by a Renewable Fuel Capital In-
vestment company under this part. 
‘‘SEC. 392. REPORTING REQUIREMENT. 

‘‘Each Renewable Fuel Capital Investment 
company that participates in the program 
established under this part shall provide to 
the Administrator such information as the 
Administrator may require, including— 

‘‘(1) information related to the measure-
ment criteria that the company proposed in 
its program application; and 

‘‘(2) in each case in which the company 
under this part makes an investment in, or a 
loan or a grant to, a business that is not pri-

marily engaged in the research, develop-
ment, manufacture, or bringing to market or 
renewable energy sources, a report on the 
nature, origin, and revenues of the business 
in which investments are made. 
‘‘SEC. 393. EXAMINATIONS. 

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—Each Renewable Fuel 
Capital Investment company that partici-
pates in the program established under this 
part shall be subject to examinations made 
at the direction of the Investment Division 
of the Small Business Administration in ac-
cordance with this section. 

‘‘(b) ASSISTANCE OF PRIVATE SECTOR ENTI-
TIES.—Examinations under this section may 
be conducted with the assistance of a private 
sector entity that has both the qualifica-
tions and the expertise necessary to conduct 
such examinations. 

‘‘(c) COSTS.— 
‘‘(1) ASSESSMENT.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator may 

assess the cost of examinations under this 
section, including compensation of the ex-
aminers, against the company examined. 

‘‘(B) PAYMENT.—Any company against 
which the Administrator assesses costs 
under this paragraph shall pay such costs. 

‘‘(2) DEPOSIT OF FUNDS.—Funds collected 
under this section shall be deposited in the 
account for salaries and expenses of the 
Small Business Administration. 
‘‘SEC. 394. MISCELLANEOUS. 

‘‘To the extent such procedures are not in-
consistent with the requirements of this 
part, the Administrator may take such ac-
tion as set forth in sections 309, 311, 312, and 
314 of this Act. 
‘‘SEC. 395. REMOVAL OR SUSPENSION OF DIREC-

TORS OR OFFICERS. 
‘‘Using the procedures for removing or sus-

pending a director or an officer of a licensee 
set forth in section 313 (to the extent such 
procedures are not inconsistent with the re-
quirements of this part), the Administrator 
may remove or suspend any director or offi-
cer of any Renewable Fuel Capital Invest-
ment company. 
‘‘SEC. 396. REGULATIONS. 

‘‘The Administrator may issue such regu-
lations as it deems necessary to carry out 
the provisions of this part in accordance 
with its purposes. 
‘‘SEC. 397. AUTHORIZATIONS OF APPROPRIA-

TIONS. 
‘‘(a) GRANTS.—The Administrator is au-

thorized to make $15,000,000 per fiscal year in 
operational assistance grants. 

‘‘(b) FUNDS COLLECTED FOR EXAMINA-
TIONS.—Funds deposited under section 
393(c)(2) are authorized to be appropriated 
only for the costs of examinations under sec-
tion 393 and for the costs of other oversight 
activities with respect to the program estab-
lished under this part.’’. 
SEC. 3010. STUDY AND REPORT. 

The Administrator shall conduct a study of 
the Renewable Fuel Capital Investment Pro-
gram under part C of title III of the Small 
Business Investment Act of 1958. Not later 
than 3 years after the date of the enactment 
of this Act, the Administrator shall com-
plete the study and submit to the Congress a 
report of the results of the study. 

TITLE IV—SCIENCE AND TECHNOLOGY 
Subtitle A—Advanced Research Projects 

Agency-Energy 
SEC. 4001. ADVANCED RESEARCH PROJECTS 

AGENCY-ENERGY. 
(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—There is established 

the Advanced Research Projects Agency-En-
ergy (in this subtitle referred to as ‘‘ARPA– 
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E’’) within the Department of Energy to 
overcome the long-term and high-risk tech-
nological barriers in the development of en-
ergy technologies. 

(b) GOALS.—The goals of ARPA–E are to 
enhance the Nation’s economic and energy 
security through the development of energy 
technologies that result in reductions of im-
ports of energy from foreign sources, reduc-
tions of energy-related emissions including 
greenhouse gases, improvements in the en-
ergy efficiency of all economic sectors, and 
to ensure that the United States maintains a 
technological lead in developing and deploy-
ing energy technologies. ARPA–E will 
achieve this by— 

(1) identifying and promoting revolu-
tionary advances in fundamental sciences; 

(2) translating scientific discoveries and 
cutting-edge inventions into technological 
innovations; and 

(3) accelerating transformational techno-
logical advances in areas that industry by 
itself is not likely to undertake because of 
technical and financial uncertainty. 

(c) DIRECTOR.—ARPA–E shall be headed by 
a Director who shall be appointed by the 
Secretary of Energy. The Director shall re-
port to the Secretary. No other programs 
within the Department of Energy shall re-
port to the Director of ARPA–E. 

(d) RESPONSIBILITIES.—The Director shall 
administer the Fund established under sec-
tion 4002 to award competitive grants, coop-
erative agreements, or contracts to institu-
tions of higher education, companies, re-
search foundations, trade and industry re-
search collaborations, or consortia of such 
entities which may include federally funded 
research and development centers, to 
achieve the goals stated in subsection (b) 
through targeted acceleration of— 

(1) novel early-stage energy research with 
possible technology applications; 

(2) development of techniques, processes, 
and technologies, and related testing and 
evaluation; 

(3) research and development of manufac-
turing processes for novel energy tech-
nologies; and 

(4) demonstration and coordination with 
nongovernmental entities for commercial 
applications of energy technologies and re-
search applications. 

(e) PERSONNEL.— 
(1) PROGRAM MANAGERS.—The Director 

shall designate employees to serve as pro-
gram managers for each of the programs es-
tablished pursuant to the responsibilities es-
tablished for ARPA–E under subsection (d). 
Program managers shall be responsible for— 

(A) establishing research and development 
goals for the program, including through the 
convening of workshops and conferring with 
outside experts, as well as publicizing the 
goals to the public and private sectors; 

(B) soliciting applications for specific 
areas of particular promise, especially those 
which the private sector or the Federal Gov-
ernment are not likely to undertake alone; 

(C) building research collaborations for 
carrying out the program; 

(D) selecting on the basis of merit, with ad-
vice under section 4003 as appropriate, each 
of the energy projects to be supported under 
the program following consideration of— 

(i) the novelty and scientific and technical 
merit of the proposed projects; 

(ii) the demonstrated capabilities of the 
applicants to successfully carry out the pro-
posed research project; 

(iii) the applicant’s consideration of future 
commercial applications of the project, in-
cluding the feasibility of partnering with 1 
or more commercial entities; and 

(iv) such other criteria as are established 
by the Director; and 

(E) monitoring the progress of projects 
supported under the program, and pre-
scribing program restructure or termination 
of research partnerships or whole projects 
that do not show promise. 

(2) HIRING AND MANAGEMENT.—In hiring 
personnel for ARPA–E, the Director shall 
have the authority to make appointments of 
scientific, engineering, and professional per-
sonnel without regard to the civil service 
laws, and fix the compensation of such per-
sonnel at a rate to be determined by the Di-
rector. The term of appointments for em-
ployees may not exceed 3 years before the 
granting of any extension. In hiring initial 
staff the Secretary shall give preference to 
applicants with experience in the Defense 
Advanced Research Projects Agency, aca-
demia, or in private sector technology devel-
opment. The Secretary or Director may con-
tract with private recruiting firms in hiring 
qualified technical staff. 

(3) ADDITIONAL HIRING.—The Director may 
hire additional technical, financial, manage-
rial, or other staff as needed to carry out the 
activities of the program. 

(f) COORDINATION AND NONDUPLICATION.—To 
the extent practicable, the Director shall en-
sure that the activities of ARPA–E are co-
ordinated with, and do not duplicate the ef-
forts of, existing programs and laboratories 
within the Department of Energy and other 
relevant research agencies. Where appro-
priate, the Director may coordinate tech-
nology transfer efforts with the Technology 
Transfer Coordinator established in section 
1001 of the Energy Policy Act of 2005 (42 
U.S.C. 16391). 

(g) FEDERAL DEMONSTRATION OF TECH-
NOLOGIES.—The Secretary shall make infor-
mation available to purchasing and procure-
ment programs of Federal agencies regarding 
the potential to demonstrate technologies 
resulting from activities funded through 
ARPA–E. 
SEC. 4002. FUND. 

(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—There is established 
in the Treasury the Energy Transformation 
Acceleration Fund (in this subtitle referred 
to as the ‘‘Fund’’), which shall be adminis-
tered by the Director of ARPA–E for the pur-
poses of carrying out this subtitle. 

(b) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
the Director of ARPA–E for deposit in the 
Fund $300,000,000 for fiscal year 2008, 
$1,000,000,000 for fiscal year 2009, $1,100,000,000 
for fiscal year 2010, $1,200,000,000 for fiscal 
year 2011, and $1,300,000,000 for fiscal year 
2012, to remain available until expended. 

(c) LIMITATION.—No amounts may be ap-
propriated for the first year of funding for 
ARPA–E unless the amount appropriated for 
the activities of the Office of Science of the 
Department of Energy for that fiscal year 
exceed the amount appropriated for that Of-
fice for fiscal year 2007, as adjusted for infla-
tion according to the Consumer Price Index. 

(d) ALLOCATION.—Of the amounts appro-
priated for a fiscal year under subsection 
(b)— 

(1) not more than 50 percent shall be for ac-
tivities under section 4001(d)(4); 

(2) not more than 8 percent shall be made 
available to Federally Funded Research and 
Development Centers; 

(3) not more than 10 percent may be used 
for administrative expenses; 

(4) at least 2.5 percent shall be designated 
for technology transfer and outreach activi-
ties; and 

(5) during the first 5 years of operation of 
ARPA–E, no funds may be used for construc-
tion of new buildings or facilities. 
SEC. 4003. ADVICE. 

(a) ADVISORY COMMITTEES.—The Director 
may seek advice on any aspect of ARPA–E 
from— 

(1) existing Department of Energy advisory 
committees; and 

(2) new advisory committees organized to 
support the programs of ARPA–E and to pro-
vide advice and assistance on— 

(A) specific program tasks; or 
(B) overall direction of ARPA–E. 
(b) ADDITIONAL SOURCES OF ADVICE.—The 

Director may seek advice and review from 
the National Academy of Sciences, the Na-
tional Academy for Engineering, and any 
other professional or scientific organization 
with expertise in specific processes or tech-
nologies under development by ARPA–E. 
SEC. 4004. ARPA–E EVALUATION. 

After ARPA–E has been in operation for 54 
months, the President’s Committee on 
Science and Technology shall begin an eval-
uation (to be completed within 12 months) of 
how well ARPA–E is achieving its goals and 
mission. The evaluation shall include the 
recommendation of such Committee on 
whether ARPA–E should be continued or ter-
minated, as well as lessons-learned from its 
operation. The evaluation shall be made 
available to Congress and to the public upon 
completion. 
SEC. 4005. SAVINGS CLAUSE. 

The authorities granted by this subtitle 
are in addition to existing authorities grant-
ed to the Secretary of Energy, and not in-
tended to supersede or modify any existing 
authorities. 

Subtitle B—Marine Renewable Energy 
Technologies 

SEC. 4101. SHORT TITLE. 
This subtitle may be cited as the ‘‘Marine 

Renewable Energy Research and Develop-
ment Act of 2007’’. 
SEC. 4102. FINDINGS. 

The Congress finds the following: 
(1) The United States has a critical na-

tional interest in developing clean, domestic, 
renewable sources of energy in order to re-
duce environmental impacts of energy pro-
duction, increase national security, improve 
public health, and bolster economic sta-
bility. 

(2) Marine renewable energy technologies 
are a nonemitting source of power produc-
tion. 

(3) Marine renewable energy may serve as 
an alternative to fossil fuels and create thou-
sands of new jobs within the United States. 

(4) Europe has already successfully deliv-
ered electricity to the grid through the de-
ployment of wave and tidal energy devices 
off the coast of Scotland. 

(5) Recent studies from the Electric Power 
Research Institute, in conjunction with the 
Department of Energy’s National Renewable 
Energy Laboratory, have identified an abun-
dance of viable sites within the United 
States with ample wave and tidal resources 
to be harnessed by marine power tech-
nologies. 

(6) Sustained and expanded research, devel-
opment, demonstration, and commercial ap-
plication programs are needed to locate and 
characterize marine renewable energy re-
sources, and to develop the technologies that 
will enable their widespread commercial de-
velopment. 

(7) Federal support is critical to reduce the 
financial risk associated with developing 
new marine renewable energy technologies, 
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thereby encouraging the private sector in-
vestment necessary to make marine renew-
able energy resources commercially viable as 
a source of electric power and for other ap-
plications. 
SEC. 4103. DEFINITIONS. 

For purposes of this subtitle— 
(1) MARINE RENEWABLE ENERGY.—The term 

‘‘Marine Renewable Energy’’ means energy 
derived from one or more of the following 
sources: 

(A) Waves. 
(B) Tidal flows. 
(C) Ocean currents. 
(D) Ocean thermal energy conversion. 
(2) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’ 

means the Secretary of Energy. 
SEC. 4104. MARINE RENEWABLE ENERGY RE-

SEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary, in con-

junction with other appropriate agencies, 
shall support programs of research, develop-
ment, demonstration, and commercial appli-
cation to expand marine renewable energy 
production, including programs to— 

(1) study and compare existing marine re-
newable energy extraction technologies; 

(2) research, develop, and demonstrate ad-
vanced marine renewable energy systems 
and technologies; 

(3) reduce the manufacturing and operation 
costs of marine renewable energy tech-
nologies; 

(4) investigate efficient and reliable inte-
gration with the utility grid and 
intermittency issues; 

(5) advance wave forecasting technologies; 
(6) conduct experimental and numerical 

modeling for optimization of marine energy 
conversion devices and arrays; 

(7) increase the reliability and surviv-
ability of marine renewable energy tech-
nologies, including development of corrosive- 
resistant materials; 

(8) study, in conjunction with the Assist-
ant Administrator for Research and Develop-
ment of the Environmental Protection Agen-
cy, the Undersecretary of Commerce for 
Oceans and Atmosphere, and other Federal 
agencies as appropriate, the environmental 
impacts of marine renewable energy tech-
nologies and ways to address adverse im-
pacts, and provide public information con-
cerning technologies and other means avail-
able for monitoring and determining envi-
ronmental impacts; 

(9) establish protocols, in conjunction with 
the National Oceanic and Atmospheric Ad-
ministration, for how the ocean community 
may best interact with marine renewable en-
ergy devices; 

(10) develop power measurement standards 
for marine renewable energy; 

(11) develop identification standards for 
marine renewable energy devices; 

(12) address standards development, dem-
onstration, and technology transfer for ad-
vanced systems engineering and system inte-
gration methods to identify critical inter-
faces; and 

(13) utilize marine resources in the Gulf of 
Mexico, the Atlantic Ocean, and the Pacific 
Ocean. 

(b) SITING CRITERIA.—The Secretary, in 
conjunction with other appropriate Federal 
agencies, shall develop, prior to installation 
of any technologies under this section, siting 
criteria for marine renewable energy genera-
tion demonstration and commercial applica-
tion projects funded under this subtitle. 
SEC. 4105. NATIONAL MARINE RENEWABLE EN-

ERGY RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT, 
AND DEMONSTRATION CENTERS. 

(a) CENTERS.—The Secretary, acting 
through the National Renewable Energy 

Laboratory, shall award grants to institu-
tions of higher education (or consortia there-
of) for the establishment of 1 or more Na-
tional Marine Renewable Energy Research, 
Development, and Demonstration Centers. In 
selecting locations for Centers, the Sec-
retary shall consider sites that meet one of 
the following criteria: 

(1) Hosts an existing marine renewable en-
ergy research and development program in 
coordination with a public university engi-
neering program. 

(2) Has proven expertise to support envi-
ronmental and policy-related issues associ-
ated with harnessing of energy in the marine 
environment. 

(3) Has access to and utilizes the marine 
resources in the Gulf of Mexico, the Atlantic 
Ocean, or the Pacific Ocean. 
The Secretary may give special consider-
ation to historically black colleges and uni-
versities and land grant universities that 
also meet one of these criteria. In estab-
lishing criteria for the selection of Centers, 
the Secretary shall coordinate with the Un-
dersecretary of Commerce for Oceans and At-
mosphere on the criteria related to advanc-
ing wave forecasting technologies, studying 
the compatibility with the environment of 
marine renewable energy technologies and 
systems, and establishing protocols for how 
the ocean community best interacts with 
marine renewable energy devices and parks. 

(b) PURPOSES.—The Centers shall advance 
research, development, demonstration, and 
commercial application of marine renewable 
energy through a number of initiatives in-
cluding for the purposes described in section 
4104(1) through (13), and shall serve as an in-
formation clearinghouse for the marine re-
newable energy industry, collecting and dis-
seminating information on best practices in 
all areas related to developing and managing 
enhanced marine renewable energy systems 
resources. 

(c) DEMONSTRATION OF NEED.—When apply-
ing for a grant under this section, an appli-
cant shall include a description of why Fed-
eral support is necessary for the Center, in-
cluding evidence that the research of the 
Center will not be conducted in the absence 
of Federal support. 
SEC. 4106. APPLICABILITY OF OTHER LAWS. 

Nothing in this subtitle shall be construed 
as waiving the applicability of any require-
ment under any environmental or other Fed-
eral or State law. 
SEC. 4107. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 

There are authorized to be appropriated to 
the Secretary to carry out this subtitle 
$50,000,000 for each of the fiscal years 2008 
through 2012, except that no funds shall be 
appropriated under this section for activities 
that are receiving funds under section 
931(a)(2)(E)(i) of the Energy Policy Act of 
2005 (42 U.S.C. 16231(a)(2)(E)(i)). 

Subtitle C—Geothermal Energy 
SEC. 4201. SHORT TITLE. 

This subtitle may be cited as the ‘‘Ad-
vanced Geothermal Energy Research and De-
velopment Act of 2007’’. 
SEC. 4202. FINDINGS. 

The Congress finds the following: 
(1) The United States has a critical na-

tional interest in developing clean, domestic, 
renewable sources of energy in order to miti-
gate the causes of climate change, reduce 
other environmental impacts of energy pro-
duction, increase national security, improve 
public health, and bolster economic sta-
bility. 

(2) Geothermal energy is a renewable en-
ergy resource. 

(3) Geothermal energy is unusual among 
renewable energy sources because of its abil-
ity to provide an uninterrupted supply of 
baseload electricity. 

(4) Recently published assessments by rep-
utable experts, including the Massachusetts 
Institute of Technology, the Western Gov-
ernors Association, and the National Renew-
able Energy Laboratory, indicate that the 
Nation’s geothermal resources are widely 
distributed, vast in size, and barely tapped. 

(5) Sustained and expanded research, devel-
opment, demonstration, and commercial ap-
plication programs are needed to locate and 
characterize geothermal resources, and to 
develop the technologies that will enable 
their widespread commercial development. 

(6) Federal support is critical to reduce the 
financial risk associated with developing 
new geothermal technologies, thereby en-
couraging the private sector investment nec-
essary to make geothermal resources com-
mercially viable as a source of electric power 
and for other applications. 

SEC. 4203. DEFINITIONS. 

For purposes of this subtitle: 
(1) ENGINEERED.—When referring to en-

hanced geothermal systems, the term ‘‘engi-
neered’’ means subjected to intervention, in-
cluding intervention to address one or more 
of the following issues: 

(A) Lack of effective permeability or po-
rosity or open fracture connectivity within 
the reservoir. 

(B) Insufficient contained geofluid in the 
reservoir. 

(C) A low average geothermal gradient, 
which necessitates deeper drilling. 

(2) ENHANCED GEOTHERMAL SYSTEMS.—The 
term ‘‘enhanced geothermal systems’’ means 
geothermal reservoir systems that are engi-
neered, as opposed to occurring naturally. 

(3) GEOFLUID.—The term ‘‘geofluid’’ means 
any fluid used to extract thermal energy 
from the Earth which is transported to the 
surface for direct use or electric power gen-
eration, except that such term shall not in-
clude oil or natural gas. 

(4) GEOPRESSURED RESOURCES.—The term 
‘‘geopressured resources’’ mean geothermal 
deposits found in sedimentary rocks under 
higher than normal pressure and saturated 
with gas or methane. 

(5) GEOTHERMAL.—The term ‘‘geothermal’’ 
refers to heat energy stored in the Earth’s 
crust that can be accessed for direct use or 
electric power generation. 

(6) HYDROTHERMAL.—The term ‘‘hydro-
thermal’’ refers to naturally occurring sub-
surface reservoirs of hot water or steam. 

(7) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’ 
means the Secretary of Energy. 

(8) SYSTEMS APPROACH.—The term ‘‘sys-
tems approach’’ means an approach to solv-
ing problems or designing systems that at-
tempts to optimize the performance of the 
overall system, rather than a particular 
component of the system. 

SEC. 4204. HYDROTHERMAL RESEARCH AND DE-
VELOPMENT. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall sup-
port programs of research, development, 
demonstration, and commercial application 
to expand the use of geothermal energy pro-
duction from hydrothermal systems, includ-
ing the programs described in subsection (b). 

(b) PROGRAMS.— 
(1) ADVANCED HYDROTHERMAL RESOURCE 

TOOLS.—The Secretary, in consultation with 
other appropriate agencies, shall support a 
program to develop advanced geophysical, 
geochemical, and geologic tools to assist in 
locating hidden hydrothermal resources, and 
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to increase the reliability of site character-
ization before, during, and after initial drill-
ing. The program shall develop new 
prospecting techniques to assist in 
prioritization of targets for characterization. 
The program shall include a field compo-
nent. 

(2) INDUSTRY COUPLED EXPLORATORY DRILL-
ING.—The Secretary shall support a program 
of cost-shared field demonstration programs, 
to be pursued, simultaneously and independ-
ently, in collaboration with industry part-
ners, for the demonstration of technologies 
and techniques of siting and exploratory 
drilling for undiscovered resources in a vari-
ety of geologic settings. The program shall 
include incentives to encourage the use of 
advanced technologies and techniques. 
SEC. 4205. GENERAL GEOTHERMAL SYSTEMS RE-

SEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT. 
(a) SUBSURFACE COMPONENTS AND SYS-

TEMS.—The Secretary shall support a pro-
gram of research, development, demonstra-
tion, and commercial application of compo-
nents and systems capable of withstanding 
extreme geothermal environments and nec-
essary to cost-effectively develop, produce, 
and monitor geothermal reservoirs and 
produce geothermal energy. These compo-
nents and systems shall include advanced 
casing systems (expandable tubular casing, 
low-clearance casing designs, and others), 
high-temperature cements, high-tempera-
ture submersible pumps, and high-tempera-
ture packers, as well as technologies for 
under-reaming, multilateral completions, 
high-temperature logging, and logging while 
drilling. 

(b) RESERVOIR PERFORMANCE MODELING.— 
The Secretary shall support a program of re-
search, development, demonstration, and 
commercial application of models of geo-
thermal reservoir performance, with an em-
phasis on accurately modeling performance 
over time. Models shall be developed to as-
sist both in the development of geothermal 
reservoirs and to more accurately account 
for stress-related effects in stimulated hy-
drothermal and enhanced geothermal sys-
tems production environments. 

(c) ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS.—The Sec-
retary shall— 

(1) support a program of research, develop-
ment, demonstration, and commercial appli-
cation of technologies and practices designed 
to mitigate or preclude potential adverse en-
vironmental impacts of geothermal energy 
development, production or use, and seek to 
ensure that geothermal energy development 
is consistent with the highest practicable 
standards of environmental stewardship; and 

(2) in conjunction with the Assistant Ad-
ministrator for Research and Development 
at the Environmental Protection Agency, 
support a research program to identify po-
tential environmental impacts of geothermal 
energy development, production, and use, 
and ensure that the program described in 
paragraph (1) addresses such impacts, includ-
ing effects on groundwater and local hydrol-
ogy. 
Any potential environmental impacts identi-
fied as part of the development, production, 
and use of geothermal energy shall be meas-
ured and examined against the potential 
emissions offsets of greenhouses gases gained 
by geothermal energy development, produc-
tion, and use. 
SEC. 4206. ENHANCED GEOTHERMAL SYSTEMS 

RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall sup-

port a program of research, development, 
demonstration, and commercial application 
for enhanced geothermal systems, including 
the programs described in subsection (b). 

(b) PROGRAMS.— 
(1) ENHANCED GEOTHERMAL SYSTEMS TECH-

NOLOGIES.—The Secretary shall support a 
program of research, development, dem-
onstration, and commercial application of 
the technologies and knowledge necessary 
for enhanced geothermal systems to advance 
to a state of commercial readiness, including 
advances in— 

(A) reservoir stimulation; 
(B) reservoir characterization, monitoring, 

and modeling; 
(C) stress mapping; 
(D) tracer development; 
(E) three-dimensional tomography; 
(F) understanding seismic effects of res-

ervoir engineering and stimulation; and 
(G) laser-based drilling technology. 
(2) ENHANCED GEOTHERMAL SYSTEMS RES-

ERVOIR STIMULATION.— 
(A) PROGRAM.—In collaboration with indus-

try partners, the Secretary shall support a 
program of research, development, and dem-
onstration of enhanced geothermal systems 
reservoir stimulation technologies and tech-
niques. A minimum of 5 sites shall be se-
lected in locations that show particular 
promise for enhanced geothermal systems 
development. Each site shall— 

(i) represent a different class of subsurface 
geologic environments; and 

(ii) take advantage of an existing site 
where subsurface characterization has been 
conducted or existing drill holes can be uti-
lized, if possible. 

(B) CONSIDERATION OF EXISTING SITES.—The 
following 2 sites, where Department of En-
ergy and industry cooperative enhanced geo-
thermal systems projects are already under-
way, may be considered for inclusion among 
the sites selected under subparagraph (A): 

(i) Desert Peak, Nevada. 
(ii) Coso, California. 

SEC. 4207. GEOTHERMAL ENERGY PRODUCTION 
FROM OIL AND GAS FIELDS AND RE-
COVERY AND PRODUCTION OF 
GEOPRESSURED GAS RESOURCES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall es-
tablish a program of research, development, 
demonstration, and commercial application 
to support development of geothermal en-
ergy production from oil and gas fields and 
production and recovery of energy from 
geopressured resources. In addition, the Sec-
retary shall conduct such supporting activi-
ties including research, resource character-
ization, and technology development as nec-
essary. 

(b) GEOTHERMAL ENERGY PRODUCTION FROM 
OIL AND GAS FIELDS.—The Secretary shall 
implement a grant program in support of 
geothermal energy production from oil and 
gas fields. The program shall include grants 
for a total of not less than three demonstra-
tion projects of the use of geothermal tech-
niques such as organic rankine cycle systems 
at marginal, unproductive, and productive 
oil and gas wells. The Secretary shall, to the 
extent practicable and in the public interest, 
make awards that— 

(1) include not less than five oil or gas well 
sites per project award; 

(2) use a range of oil or gas well hot water 
source temperatures from 150 degrees Fahr-
enheit to 300 degrees Fahrenheit; 

(3) cover a range of sizes up to one mega-
watt; 

(4) are located at a range of sites; 
(5) can be replicated at a wide range of 

sites; 
(6) facilitate identification of optimum 

techniques among competing alternatives; 
(7) include business commercialization 

plans that have the potential for production 

of equipment at high volumes and operation 
and support at a large number of sites; and 

(8) satisfy other criteria that the Secretary 
determines are necessary to carry out the 
program and collect necessary data and in-
formation. 
The Secretary shall give preference to as-
sessments that address multiple elements 
contained in paragraphs (1) through (8). 

(c) GRANT AWARDS.—Each grant award for 
demonstration of geothermal technology 
such as organic rankine cycle systems at oil 
and gas wells made by the Secretary under 
subsection (b) shall include— 

(1) necessary and appropriate site engineer-
ing study; 

(2) detailed economic assessment of site 
specific conditions; 

(3) appropriate feasibility studies to deter-
mine whether the demonstration can be rep-
licated; 

(4) design or adaptation of existing tech-
nology for site specific circumstances or con-
ditions; 

(5) installation of equipment, service, and 
support; 

(6) operation for a minimum of one year 
and monitoring for the duration of the dem-
onstration; and 

(7) validation of technical and economic 
assumptions and documentation of lessons 
learned. 

(d) GEOPRESSURED GAS RESOURCE RECOV-
ERY AND PRODUCTION.—(1) The Secretary 
shall implement a program to support the re-
search, development, demonstration, and 
commercial application of cost-effective 
techniques to produce energy from 
geopressured resources situated in and near 
the Gulf of Mexico. 

(2) The Secretary shall solicit preliminary 
engineering designs for geopressured re-
sources production and recovery facilities. 

(3) Based upon a review of the preliminary 
designs, the Secretary shall award grants, 
which may be cost-shared, to support the de-
tailed development and completion of engi-
neering, architectural and technical plans 
needed to support construction of new de-
signs. 

(4) Based upon a review of the final design 
plans above, the Secretary shall award cost- 
shared development and construction grants 
for demonstration geopressured production 
facilities that show potential for economic 
recovery of the heat, kinetic energy and gas 
resources from geopressured resources. 

(e) COMPETITIVE GRANT SELECTION.—Not 
less than 90 days after the date of the enact-
ment of this Act, the Secretary shall con-
duct a national solicitation for applications 
for grants under the programs outlined in 
subsections (b) and (d). Grant recipients 
shall be selected on a competitive basis 
based on criteria in the respective sub-
section. 

(f) WELL DRILLING.—No funds may be used 
under this section for the purpose of drilling 
new wells. 
SEC. 4208. COST SHARING AND PROPOSAL EVAL-

UATION. 
(a) FEDERAL SHARE.—(1) The Federal share 

of costs of projects funded under this subtitle 
shall be in accordance with section 988 of the 
Energy Policy Act of 2005. 

(2) The Secretary may waive the Federal 
cost share requirement for grants awarded to 
universities, national laboratories, or simi-
lar noncommercial entities awarded grants 
under this subtitle. 

(3) The Secretary shall allow for a com-
petitive bidding process to play a role in de-
termining the final cost-share ratio. 

(b) ORGANIZATION AND ADMINISTRATION OF 
PROGRAMS.—Programs under this subtitle 
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shall incorporate the following organiza-
tional and administrative elements: 

(1) Non-Federal participants shall be cho-
sen through a competitive selection process. 

(2) The request for proposals for each pro-
gram shall stipulate, at a minimum, the fol-
lowing: 

(A) The non-Federal funding requirements 
for projects. 

(B) The funding mechanism to be used (i.e. 
grants, contracts, or cooperative agree-
ments). 

(C) Milestones and a schedule for comple-
tion. 

(D) Criteria for evaluating proposals. 
(3) In evaluating proposals, the Secretary 

shall give priority to proposals that draw on 
relevant expertise from industry, academia, 
and the national laboratories, as appro-
priate. 

(4) The Secretary shall coordinate with, 
and where appropriate may provide funds in 
furtherance of the purposes of this subtitle 
to, other Department of Energy research and 
development programs focused on drilling, 
subsurface characterization, and other re-
lated technologies. 

(5) In evaluating proposals, the Secretary 
shall consult with relevant experts from in-
dustry, academia, and the national labora-
tories, as appropriate. 

(6) In evaluating proposals, the Secretary 
shall give priority to proposals that dem-
onstrate clear evidence of employing a sys-
tems approach. 

(7) In evaluating proposals for projects 
with a field component, the Secretary shall, 
where appropriate, give priority consider-
ation to proposals that contain provisions to 
study local environmental impacts of the 
technologies developed or the operations un-
dertaken. 

(8) In evaluating proposals, the Secretary, 
in coordination with other appropriate agen-
cies, shall seek to ensure that no funding au-
thorized under this subtitle is awarded to 
any project that would result in adverse im-
pacts to land, water, or other resources with-
in the National Wilderness Preservation Sys-
tem, the National Park System, the Na-
tional Wildlife Refuge System, the National 
Landscape Conservation System, the Na-
tional Wild and Scenic Rivers System, the 
National Trails System, any National Monu-
ment, any Wilderness Study Area, any Re-
search Natural Area, any National Marine 
Sanctuary, any Inventoried Roadless Area, 
or any Area of Critical Environmental Con-
cern. 

(9) Scientific data collected as a result of 
any project supported with funds provided 
under this subtitle shall be made available to 
the public. 
SEC. 4209. CENTERS FOR GEOTHERMAL TECH-

NOLOGY TRANSFER. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall 

award grants to institutions of higher edu-
cation (or consortia thereof) to establish 2 
Centers for Geothermal Technology Trans-
fer. 

(b) CENTERS.— 
(1) HYDROTHERMAL CENTER.—The purpose of 

one Technology Transfer Center shall be to 
serve as an information clearinghouse for 
the geothermal industry, collecting and dis-
seminating information on best practices in 
all areas related to developing and managing 
hydrothermal resources, including data 
available for disclosure as provided under 
section 4208(b)(9). This Center shall be based 
at the institution west of the Rocky Moun-
tains that the Secretary considers to be best 
suited to the purpose. The Center shall col-
lect and disseminate information on all sub-

jects germane to the development and user 
of hydrothermal systems, including— 

(A) resource location; 
(B) reservoir characterization, monitoring, 

and modeling; 
(C) drilling techniques; 
(D) reservoir management techniques; and 
(E) technologies for electric power conver-

sion or direct use of geothermal energy. 
(2) ENHANCED GEOTHERMAL SYSTEMS CEN-

TER.—The purpose of a second Technology 
Transfer Center shall be to serve as an infor-
mation clearinghouse for the geothermal in-
dustry, collecting and disseminating infor-
mation on best practices in all areas related 
to developing and managing enhanced geo-
thermal systems resources, including data 
available for disclosure as provided under 
section 4208(b)(9). This Center is encouraged 
to seek opportunities to coordinate efforts 
and share information with international 
partners engaged in research and develop-
ment of enhanced geothermal systems or en-
gaged in collection of data related to en-
hanced geothermal systems development. 
This Center shall be based at an academic in-
stitution east of the Rocky Mountains 
which, in the opinion of the Secretary, is 
best suited to provide national leadership on 
enhanced geothermal systems-related issues. 
The Center shall collect and disseminate in-
formation on all subjects germane to the de-
velopment and use of enhanced geothermal 
systems. 

(c) AWARD DURATION.—An award made by 
the Secretary under this section shall be for 
an initial period of 5 years, and may be re-
newed for additional 5-year periods on the 
basis of— 

(1) satisfactory performance in meeting 
the goals of the research plan proposed by 
the Center; and 

(2) other requirements as specified by the 
Secretary. 
SEC. 4210. GEOPOWERING AMERICA. 

The Secretary shall expand the Depart-
ment of Energy’s GeoPowering the West pro-
gram to extend its geothermal technology 
transfer activities throughout the entire 
United States. The program shall be re-
named ‘‘GeoPowering America’’. The pro-
gram shall continue to be based in the De-
partment of Energy office in Golden, Colo-
rado. 
SEC. 4211. EDUCATIONAL PILOT PROGRAM. 

The Secretary shall seek to award grant 
funding, on a competitive basis, to an insti-
tution of higher education for a geothermal- 
powered energy generation facility on the in-
stitution’s campus. The purpose of the facil-
ity shall be to provide electricity and space 
heating. The facility shall also serve as an 
educational resource to students in relevant 
fields of study, and the data generated by the 
facility shall be available to students and 
the general public. The total funding award 
shall not exceed $2,000,000. 
SEC. 4212. REPORTS. 

(a) REPORTS ON ADVANCED USES OF GEO-
THERMAL ENERGY.—Not later than 1 year, 3 
years, and 5 years, after the date of enact-
ment of this Act, the Secretary shall report 
to the Committee on Science and Tech-
nology of the House of Representatives and 
the Committee on Energy and Natural Re-
sources of the Senate on advanced concepts 
and technologies to maximize the geo-
thermal resource potential of the United 
States. The reports shall include— 

(1) the use of carbon dioxide as an alter-
native geofluid with potential carbon seques-
tration benefits; 

(2) mineral recovery from geofluids; 
(3) use of geothermal energy to produce hy-

drogen; 

(4) use of geothermal energy to produce 
biofuels; 

(5) use of geothermal heat for oil recovery 
from oil shales and tar sands; and 

(6) other advanced geothermal tech-
nologies, including advanced drilling tech-
nologies and advanced power conversion 
technologies. 

(b) PROGRESS REPORTS.—(1) Not later than 
36 months after the date of enactment of this 
Act, the Secretary shall submit to the Com-
mittee on Science and Technology of the 
House of Representatives and the Committee 
on Energy and Natural Resources of the Sen-
ate an interim report describing the progress 
made under this subtitle. At the end of 60 
months, the Secretary shall submit to Con-
gress a report on the results of projects un-
dertaken under this subtitle and other such 
information the Secretary considers appro-
priate. 

(2) As necessary, the Secretary shall report 
to the Congress on any legal, regulatory, or 
other barriers encountered that hinder eco-
nomic development of these resources, and 
provide recommendations on legislative or 
other actions needed to address such impedi-
ments. 
SEC. 4213. APPLICABILITY OF OTHER LAWS. 

Nothing in this subtitle shall be construed 
as waiving the applicability of any require-
ment under any environmental or other Fed-
eral or State law. 
SEC. 4214. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 

There are authorized to be appropriated to 
the Secretary to carry out this subtitle 
$90,000,000 for each of the fiscal years 2008 
through 2012, of which $10,000,000 for each fis-
cal year shall be for carrying out section 
4207. There are also authorized to be appro-
priated to the Secretary for the Inter-
mountain West Geothermal Consortium 
$5,000,000 for each of the fiscal years 2008 
through 2012. 

Subtitle D—Solar Energy 
SEC. 4301. SHORT TITLE. 

This subtitle may be cited as the ‘‘Solar 
Energy Research and Advancement Act of 
2007’’. 
SEC. 4302. DEFINITIONS. 

For purposes of this subtitle: 
(1) The term ‘‘Department’’ means the De-

partment of Energy. 
(2) The term ‘‘Secretary’’ means the Sec-

retary of Energy. 
SEC. 4303. THERMAL ENERGY STORAGE RE-

SEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT PRO-
GRAM. 

(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Secretary shall 
establish a program of research and develop-
ment to provide lower cost and more viable 
thermal energy storage technologies to en-
able the shifting of electric power loads on 
demand and extend the operating time of 
concentrating solar power electric gener-
ating plants. 

(b) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
the Secretary for carrying out this section 
$5,000,000 for fiscal year 2008, $7,000,000 for fis-
cal year 2009, $9,000,000 for fiscal year 2010, 
$10,000,000 for fiscal year 2011, and $12,000,000 
for fiscal year 2012. 
SEC. 4304. CONCENTRATING SOLAR POWER COM-

MERCIAL APPLICATION STUDIES. 
(a) INTEGRATION.—The Secretary shall con-

duct a study on methods to integrate con-
centrating solar power into regional elec-
tricity transmission systems, and to identify 
new transmission or transmission upgrades 
needed to bring electricity from high concen-
trating solar power resource areas to grow-
ing electric power load centers throughout 
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the United States. The study shall analyze 
and assess cost-effective approaches for man-
agement and large-scale integration of con-
centrating solar power into regional electric 
transmission grids to improve electric reli-
ability, to efficiently manage load, and to re-
duce demand on the natural gas trans-
mission system for electric power. The Sec-
retary shall submit a report to Congress on 
the results of this study not later than 12 
months after the date of enactment of this 
Act. 

(b) WATER CONSUMPTION.—Not later than 6 
months after the date of the enactment of 
this Act, the Secretary of Energy shall 
transmit to Congress a report on the results 
of a study on methods to reduce the amount 
of water consumed by concentrating solar 
power systems. 
SEC. 4305. SOLAR ENERGY CURRICULUM DEVEL-

OPMENT AND CERTIFICATION 
GRANTS. 

(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Secretary shall 
establish in the Office of Solar Energy Tech-
nologies a competitive grant program to cre-
ate and strengthen solar industry workforce 
training and internship programs in installa-
tion, operation, and maintenance of solar en-
ergy products. The goal of this program is to 
ensure a supply of well-trained individuals to 
support the expansion of the solar energy in-
dustry. 

(b) AUTHORIZED ACTIVITIES.—Grant funds 
may be used to support the following activi-
ties: 

(1) Creation and development of a solar en-
ergy curriculum appropriate for the local 
educational, entrepreneurial, and environ-
mental conditions, including curriculum for 
community colleges. 

(2) Support of certification programs, such 
as the North American Board of Certified 
Energy Practitioners, for individual solar en-
ergy system installers, instructors, and 
training programs. 

(3) Internship programs that provide 
hands-on participation by students in com-
mercial applications. 

(4) Activities required to obtain certifi-
cation of training programs and facilities by 
the Institute of Sustainable Power or an 
equivalent industry-accepted quality-control 
certification program. 

(5) Incorporation of solar-specific learning 
modules into traditional occupational train-
ing and internship programs for construc-
tion-related trades. 

(6) The purchase of equipment necessary to 
carry out activities under this section. 

(7) Support of programs that provide guid-
ance and updates to solar energy curriculum 
instructors. 

(c) ADMINISTRATION OF GRANTS.—Grants 
may be awarded under this section for up to 
3 years. The Secretary shall award grants to 
ensure sufficient geographic distribution of 
training programs nationally. Grants shall 
only be awarded for programs certified by 
the Institute of Sustainable Power or an 
equivalent industry-accepted quality-control 
certification institution, or for new and 
growing programs with a credible path to 
certification. Due consideration shall be 
given to women, underrepresented minori-
ties, and persons with disabilities. 

(d) REPORT.—The Secretary shall make 
public, via the website of the Department or 
upon request, information on the name and 
institution for all grants awarded under this 
section, including a brief description of the 
project as well as the grant award amount. 

(e) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
the Secretary for carrying out this section 

$10,000,000 for each of the fiscal years 2008 
through 2012. 
SEC. 4306. DAYLIGHTING SYSTEMS AND DIRECT 

SOLAR LIGHT PIPE TECHNOLOGY. 
(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Secretary shall 

establish a program of research and develop-
ment to provide assistance in the demonstra-
tion and commercial application of direct 
solar renewable energy sources to provide al-
ternatives to traditional power generation 
for lighting and illumination, including light 
pipe technology, and to promote greater en-
ergy conservation and improved efficiency. 
All direct solar renewable energy devices 
supported under this program shall have the 
capability to provide measurable data on the 
amount of kilowatt-hours saved over the tra-
ditionally powered light sources they have 
replaced. 

(b) REPORTING.—The Secretary shall trans-
mit to Congress an annual report assessing 
the measurable data derived from each 
project in the direct solar renewable energy 
sources program and the energy savings re-
sulting from its use. 

(c) DEFINITIONS.—For purposes of this sec-
tion— 

(1) the term ‘‘direct solar renewable en-
ergy’’ means energy from a device that con-
verts sunlight into useable light within a 
building, tunnel, or other enclosed structure, 
replacing artificial light generated by a light 
fixture and doing so without the conversion 
of the sunlight into another form of energy; 
and 

(2) the term ‘‘light pipe’’ means a device 
designed to transport visible solar radiation 
from its collection point to the interior of a 
building while excluding interior heat gain 
in the nonheating season. 

(d) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
the Secretary for carrying out this section 
$3,500,000 for each of the fiscal years 2008 
through 2012. 
SEC. 4307. SOLAR AIR CONDITIONING RESEARCH 

AND DEVELOPMENT PROGRAM. 
(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Secretary shall 

establish a research, development, and dem-
onstration program to promote less costly 
and more reliable decentralized distributed 
solar-powered air conditioning for individ-
uals and businesses. 

(b) AUTHORIZED ACTIVITIES.—Grants made 
available under this section may be used to 
support the following activities: 

(1) Advancing solar thermal collectors, in-
cluding concentrating solar thermal and 
electric systems, flat plate and evacuated 
tube collector performance. 

(2) Achieving technical and economic inte-
gration of solar-powered distributed air-con-
ditioning systems with existing hot water 
and storage systems for residential applica-
tions. 

(3) Designing and demonstrating mass 
manufacturing capability to reduce costs of 
modular standardized solar-powered distrib-
uted air conditioning systems and compo-
nents. 

(4) Improving the efficiency of solar-pow-
ered distributed air-conditioning to increase 
the effectiveness of solar-powered absorption 
chillers, solar-driven compressors and 
condensors, and cost-effective precooling ap-
proaches. 

(5) Researching and comparing perform-
ance of solar-powered distributed air condi-
tioning systems in different regions of the 
country, including potential integration 
with other onsite systems, such as solar, 
biogas, geothermal heat pumps, and propane 
assist or combined propane fuel cells, with a 
goal to develop site-specific energy produc-

tion and management systems that ease fuel 
and peak utility loading. 

(c) COST SHARING.—The non-Federal share 
of research and development projects sup-
ported under this section shall be not less 
than 20 percent, and for demonstration 
projects shall be not less than 50 percent. 

(d) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
the Secretary for carrying out this section 
$2,500,000 for each of the fiscal years 2008 
through 2012. 
SEC. 4308. PHOTOVOLTAIC DEMONSTRATION 

PROGRAM. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall es-

tablish a program of grants to States to 
demonstrate advanced photovoltaic tech-
nology. 

(b) REQUIREMENTS.— 
(1) ABILITY TO MEET REQUIREMENTS.—To re-

ceive funding under the program under this 
section, a State must submit a proposal that 
demonstrates, to the satisfaction of the Sec-
retary, that the State will meet the require-
ments of subsection (f). 

(2) COMPLIANCE WITH REQUIREMENTS.—If a 
State has received funding under this section 
for the preceding year, the State must dem-
onstrate, to the satisfaction of the Sec-
retary, that it complied with the require-
ments of subsection (f) in carrying out the 
program during that preceding year, and 
that it will do so in the future, before it can 
receive further funding under this section. 

(3) FUNDING ALLOCATION.—Each State sub-
mitting a qualifying proposal shall receive 
funding under the program based on the pro-
portion of United States population in the 
State according to the 2000 census. In each 
fiscal year, the portion of funds attributable 
under this paragraph to States that have not 
submitted qualifying proposals in the time 
and manner specified by the Secretary shall 
be distributed pro rata to the States that 
have submitted qualifying proposals in the 
specified time and manner. 

(c) COMPETITION.—If more than $25,000,000 
is available for the program under this sec-
tion for any fiscal year, the Secretary shall 
allocate 75 percent of the total amount of 
funds available according to subsection 
(b)(3), and shall award the remaining 25 per-
cent on a competitive basis to the States 
with the proposals the Secretary considers 
most likely to encourage the widespread 
adoption of photovoltaic technologies. 

(d) PROPOSALS.—Not later than 6 months 
after the date of enactment of this Act, and 
in each subsequent fiscal year for the life of 
the program, the Secretary shall solicit pro-
posals from the States to participate in the 
program under this section. 

(e) COMPETITIVE CRITERIA.—In awarding 
funds in a competitive allocation under sub-
section (c), the Secretary shall consider— 

(1) the likelihood of a proposal to encour-
age the demonstration of, or lower the costs 
of, advanced photovoltaic technologies; and 

(2) the extent to which a proposal is likely 
to— 

(A) maximize the amount of photovoltaics 
demonstrated; 

(B) maximize the proportion of non-Fed-
eral cost share; and 

(C) limit State administrative costs. 
(f) STATE PROGRAM.—A program operated 

by a State with funding under this section 
shall provide competitive awards for the 
demonstration of advanced photo-voltaic 
technologies. Each State program shall— 

(1) require a contribution of at least 60 per-
cent per award from non-Federal sources, 
which may include any combination of 
State, local, and private funds, except that 
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at least 10 percent of the funding must be 
supplied by the State; 

(2) endeavor to fund recipients in the com-
mercial, industrial, institutional, govern-
mental, and residential sectors; 

(3) limit State administrative costs to no 
more than 10 percent of the grant; 

(4) report annually to the Secretary on— 
(A) the amount of funds disbursed; 
(B) the amount of photovoltaics purchased; 

and 
(C) the results of the monitoring under 

paragraph (5); 
(5) provide for measurement and 

verification of the output of a representative 
sample of the photovoltaics systems dem-
onstrated throughout the average working 
life of the systems, or at least 20 years; and 

(6) require that applicant buildings must 
have received an independent energy effi-
ciency audit during the 6-month period pre-
ceding the filing of the application. 

(g) UNEXPENDED FUNDS.—If a State fails to 
expend any funds received under subsection 
(b) or (c) within 3 years of receipt, such re-
maining funds shall be returned to the 
Treasury. 

(h) REPORTS.—The Secretary shall report 
to Congress 5 years after funds are first dis-
tributed to the States under this section— 

(1) the amount of photovoltaics dem-
onstrated; 

(2) the number of projects undertaken; 
(3) the administrative costs of the pro-

gram; 
(4) the amount of funds that each State has 

not received because of a failure to submit a 
qualifying proposal, as described in sub-
section (b)(3); 

(5) the results of the monitoring under sub-
section (f)(5); and 

(6) the total amount of funds distributed, 
including a breakdown by State. 

(i) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
the Secretary for the purposes of carrying 
out this section— 

(1) $15,000,000 for fiscal year 2008; 
(2) $30,000,000 for fiscal year 2009; 
(3) $45,000,000 for fiscal year 2010; 
(4) $60,000,000 for fiscal year 2011; and 
(5) $70,000,000 for fiscal year 2012. 

Subtitle E—Biofuels 
SEC. 4401. SHORT TITLE. 

This subtitle may be cited as the ‘‘Biofuels 
Research and Development Enhancement 
Act’’. 
SEC. 4402. BIOFUELS AND BIOREFINERY INFOR-

MATION CENTER. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Energy 

(in this subtitle referred to as the ‘‘Sec-
retary’’), in cooperation with the Secretary 
of Agriculture, shall establish a technology 
transfer center to make available informa-
tion on research, development, and commer-
cial application of technologies related to 
biofuels and biorefineries, including— 

(1) biochemical and thermochemical con-
version technologies capable of making fuels 
from lignocellulosic feedstocks; 

(2) biotechnology processes capable of 
making biofuels with an emphasis on devel-
opment of biorefinery technologies using en-
zyme-based processing systems; 

(3) biogas collection and production tech-
nologies suitable for vehicular use; 

(4) cost-effective reforming technologies 
that produce hydrogen fuel from biogas 
sources; 

(5) biogas production from cellulosic and 
recycled organic waste sources and advance-
ment of gaseous storage systems and ad-
vancement of gaseous storage systems; and 

(6) other advanced processes and tech-
nologies that will enable the development of 
biofuels. 

(b) ADMINISTRATION.—In administering this 
section, the Secretary shall ensure that the 
center shall— 

(1) continually update information pro-
vided by the center; 

(2) make information available on bio-
technology processes; and 

(3) make information and assistance pro-
vided by the center available for those in-
volved in energy research, development, 
demonstration, and commercial application. 
SEC. 4403. BIOFUELS AND ADVANCED BIOFUELS 

INFRASTRUCTURE. 
Section 932 of the Energy Policy Act of 

2005 (42 U.S.C. 16232) is amended by adding at 
the end the following new subsection: 

‘‘(f) BIOFUELS AND ADVANCED BIOFUELS IN-
FRASTRUCTURE.—The Secretary, in consulta-
tion with the Secretary of Transportation 
and the Assistant Administrator for Re-
search and Development of the Environ-
mental Protection Agency, shall carry out a 
program of research, development, and dem-
onstration as it relates to existing transpor-
tation fuel distribution infrastructure and 
new alternative distribution infrastructure. 
The program shall focus on the physical and 
chemical properties of biofuels and efforts to 
prevent or mitigate against adverse impacts 
of those properties in the following areas: 

‘‘(1) Corrosion of metal, plastic, rubber, 
cork, fiberglass, glues, or any other material 
used in pipes and storage tanks. 

‘‘(2) Dissolving of storage tank sediments. 
‘‘(3) Clogging of filters. 
‘‘(4) Contamination from water or other 

adulterants or pollutants. 
‘‘(5) Poor flow properties related to low 

temperatures. 
‘‘(6) Oxidative and thermal instability in 

long-term storage and use. 
‘‘(7) Microbial contamination. 
‘‘(8) Problems associated with electrical 

conductivity. 
‘‘(9) Such other areas as the Secretary con-

siders appropriate.’’. 
SEC. 4404. BIODIESEL. 

(a) BIODIESEL STUDY.—Not later than 180 
days after the date of enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary shall submit to Congress a re-
port on any research and development chal-
lenges inherent in increasing to 2.5 percent 
the proportion of diesel fuel sold in the 
United States that is biodiesel (within the 
meaning of section 211(o) of the Clean Air 
Act). 

(b) MATERIALS FOR THE ESTABLISHMENT OF 
STANDARDS.—The Director of the National 
Institute of Standards and Technology shall 
make publicly available the physical prop-
erty data and characterization of biodiesel, 
as is defined in subsection (a), in order to en-
courage the establishment of standards that 
will promote their utilization in the trans-
portation and fuel delivery system. 
SEC. 4405. BIOGAS. 

Not later than 180 days after the date of 
enactment of this Act, the Secretary shall 
submit to Congress a report on any research 
and development challenges inherent in in-
creasing to 5 percent of the transportation 
fuels sold in the United States fuel with 
biogas or a blend of biogas and natural gas. 
SEC. 4406. BIORESEARCH CENTERS FOR SYSTEMS 

BIOLOGY PROGRAM. 
Section 977(a)(1) of the Energy Policy Act 

of 2005 (42 U.S.C. 16317(a)(1)) is amended by 
inserting before the period at the end the fol-
lowing: ‘‘, including the establishment of at 
least 5 bioresearch centers of varying sizes, 
as appropriate, that focus on biofuels, of 

which at least 1 center shall be located in 
each of the 5 Petroleum Administration for 
Defense Districts, which shall be established 
for a period of 5 years, after which the grant-
ee may reapply for selection on a competi-
tive basis’’. 
SEC. 4407. GRANTS FOR BIOFUEL PRODUCTION 

RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT IN 
CERTAIN STATES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall pro-
vide grants to eligible entities for research, 
development, demonstration, and commer-
cial application of biofuel production tech-
nologies in States with low rates of ethanol 
production, including low rates of production 
of cellulosic biomass ethanol, as determined 
by the Secretary. 

(b) ELIGIBILITY.—To be eligible to receive a 
grant under this section, an entity shall— 

(1)(A) be an institution of higher education 
(as defined in section 2 of the Energy Policy 
Act of 2005 (42 U.S.C. 15801)) located in a 
State described in subsection (a); or 

(B) be a consortium including at least 1 
such institution of higher education, and in-
dustry, State agencies, Indian tribal agen-
cies, National Laboratories, or local govern-
ment agencies located in the State; and 

(2) have proven experience and capabilities 
with relevant technologies. 

(c) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
the Secretary to carry out this section 
$25,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2008 
through 2010. 
SEC. 4408. BIOREFINERY ENERGY EFFICIENCY. 

Section 932 of Energy Policy Act of 2005 (42 
U.S.C. 16232), is amended by adding at the 
end the following new subsections: 

‘‘(g) BIOREFINERY ENERGY EFFICIENCY.—The 
Secretary shall establish a program of re-
search, development, demonstration, and 
commercial application for increasing en-
ergy efficiency and reducing energy con-
sumption in the operation of biorefinery fa-
cilities. 

‘‘(h) RETROFIT TECHNOLOGIES FOR THE DE-
VELOPMENT OF ETHANOL FROM CELLULOSIC 
MATERIALS.—The Secretary shall establish a 
program of research, development, dem-
onstration, and commercial application on 
technologies and processes to enable bio-
refineries that exclusively use corn grain or 
corn starch as a feedstock to produce eth-
anol to be retrofitted to accept a range of 
biomass, including lignocellulosic feed-
stocks.’’. 
SEC. 4409. STUDY OF INCREASED CONSUMPTION 

OF ETHANOL-BLENDED GASOLINE 
WITH HIGHER LEVELS OF ETHANOL. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary, in co-
operation with the Secretary of Agriculture, 
the Administrator of the Environmental 
Protection Agency, and the Secretary of 
Transportation, shall conduct a study of the 
methods of increasing consumption in the 
United States of ethanol-blended gasoline 
with levels of ethanol that are not less than 
10 percent and not more than 40 percent. 

(b) STUDY.—The study under subsection (a) 
shall include— 

(1) a review of production and infrastruc-
ture constraints on increasing consumption 
of ethanol; 

(2) an evaluation of the environmental con-
sequences of the ethanol blends described in 
subsection (a) on evaporative and exhaust 
emissions from on-road, off-road, and marine 
vehicle engines; 

(3) an evaluation of the consequences of 
the ethanol blends described in subsection 
(a) on the operation, durability, and perform-
ance of on-road, off-road, and marine vehicle 
engines; and 
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(4) an evaluation of the life cycle impact of 

the use of the ethanol blends described in 
subsection (a) on carbon dioxide and green-
house gas emissions. 

(c) REPORT.—Not later than 1 year after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Sec-
retary shall submit to Congress a report de-
scribing the results of the study conducted 
under this section. 
SEC. 4410. STUDY OF OPTIMIZATION OF FLEXIBLE 

FUELED VEHICLES TO USE E–85 
FUEL. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary, in con-
sultation with the Secretary of Transpor-
tation, shall conduct a study of whether op-
timizing flexible fueled vehicles to operate 
using E–85 fuel would increase the fuel effi-
ciency of flexible fueled vehicles. 

(b) REPORT.—Not later than 180 days after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Sec-
retary shall submit to the Committee on 
Science and Technology of the House of Rep-
resentatives the Committee on Energy and 
Natural Resources of the Senate a report 
that describes the results of the study under 
this section, including any recommendations 
of the Secretary. 
SEC. 4411. STUDY OF ENGINE DURABILITY AND 

PERFORMANCE ASSOCIATED WITH 
THE USE OF BIODIESEL. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 30 days 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary shall initiate a study on the ef-
fects of the use of biodiesel on the perform-
ance and durability of engines and engine 
systems. 

(b) COMPONENTS.—The study under this 
section shall include— 

(1) an assessment of whether the use of bio-
diesel lessens the durability and performance 
of conventional diesel engines and engine 
systems; and 

(2) an assessment of the effects referred to 
in subsection (a) with respect to biodiesel 
blends at varying concentrations, including 
the following percentage concentrations of 
biodiesel: 

(A) 5 percent biodiesel. 
(B) 10 percent biodiesel. 
(C) 20 percent biodiesel. 
(D) 30 percent biodiesel. 
(E) 100 percent biodiesel. 
(c) REPORT.—Not later than 24 months 

after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary shall submit to the Committee on 
Science and Technology of the House of Rep-
resentatives the Committee on Energy and 
Natural Resources of the Senate a report 
that describes the results of the study under 
this section, including any recommendations 
of the Secretary. 
SEC. 4412. BIOENERGY RESEARCH AND DEVELOP-

MENT, AUTHORIZATION OF APPRO-
PRIATION. 

(a) Section 931 of the Energy Policy Act of 
2005 (42 U.S.C. 16231) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (b)— 
(A) at the end of paragraph (2) by striking 

‘‘and’’; 
(B) at the end of paragraph (3) by striking 

the period and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 
(C) by adding at the end the following new 

paragraph: 
‘‘(4) $963,000,000 for fiscal year 2010.’’; and 
(2) in subsection (c)— 
(A) in paragraph (2), by striking 

‘‘$251,000,000’’ and inserting ‘‘$377,000,000’’; 
(B) in paragraph (3), by striking 

‘‘$274,000,000’’ and inserting ‘‘$398,000,000’’; 
and 

(C) by adding at the end the following new 
paragraph: 

‘‘(4) $419,000,000 for fiscal year 2010, of 
which $150,000,00 shall be for section 932(d).’’. 

SEC. 4413. ENVIRONMENTAL RESEARCH AND DE-
VELOPMENT. 

(a) AMENDMENTS.—Section 977 of the En-
ergy Policy Act of 2005 (42 U.S.C. 16317) is 
amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)(1), by striking ‘‘and 
computational biology’’ and inserting ‘‘com-
putational biology, and environmental 
science’’; and 

(2) in subsection (b)— 
(A) in paragraph (1), by inserting ‘‘in sus-

tainable production systems that reduce 
greenhouse gas emissions’’ after ‘‘hydrogen’’; 

(B) at the end of paragraph (3), by striking 
‘‘and’’; 

(C) by redesignating paragraph (4) as para-
graph (5); and 

(D) by inserting after paragraph (3) the fol-
lowing new paragraph: 

‘‘(4) develop cellulosic and other feedstocks 
that are less resource and land intensive and 
that promote sustainable use of resources, 
including soil, water, energy, forests, and 
land, and ensure protection of air, water, and 
soil quality; and’’. 

(b) TOOLS AND EVALUATION.—The Sec-
retary, in consultation with the Adminis-
trator of the Environmental Protection 
Agency and the Secretary of Agriculture, 
shall establish a research and development 
program to— 

(1) improve and develop analytical tools to 
facilitate the analysis of life-cycle energy 
and greenhouse gas emissions, including 
emissions related to direct and indirect land 
use changes, attributable to all potential 
biofuel feedstocks and production processes; 
and 

(2) promote the systematic evaluation of 
the impact of expanded biofuel production on 
the environment, including forestlands, and 
on the food supply for humans and animals. 

(c) SMALL-SCALE PRODUCTION AND USE OF 
BIOFUELS.—The Secretary, in cooperation 
with the Secretary of Agriculture, shall es-
tablish a research and development program 
to facilitate small-scale production, local, 
and on-farm use of biofuels, including the de-
velopment of small-scale gasification tech-
nologies for production of biofuel from cellu-
losic feedstocks. 
SEC. 4414. STUDY OF OPTIMIZATION OF BIOGAS 

USED IN NATURAL GAS VEHICLES. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Energy 

shall conduct a study of methods of increas-
ing the fuel efficiency of vehicles using 
biogas by optimizing natural gas vehicle sys-
tems that can operate on biogas, including 
the advancement of vehicle fuel systems and 
the combination of hybrid-electric and plug- 
in hybrid electric drive platforms with nat-
ural gas vehicle systems using biogas. 

(b) REPORT.—Not later than 180 days after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Sec-
retary of Energy shall submit to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Natural Resources of 
the Senate and the Committee on Science 
and Technology of the House of Representa-
tives a report that describes the results of 
the study, including any recommendations of 
the Secretary. 
SEC. 4415. STANDARDS FOR BIOFUELS DIS-

PENSERS. 
In the absence of appropriate private sec-

tor standards adopted prior to the date of en-
actment of this Act, and consistent with the 
National Technology Transfer and Advance-
ment Act of 1995, the Secretary of Energy, in 
consultation with the Director of the Na-
tional Institute of Standards and Tech-
nology, shall develop standards for biofuel 
dispenser systems in order to promote broad-
er biofuels adoption and utilization. 
SEC. 4416. ALGAL BIOMASS. 

Not later than 90 days after the date of en-
actment of this Act, the Secretary shall sub-

mit to the Committee on Science and Tech-
nology of the House of Representatives and 
the Committee on Energy and Natural Re-
sources of the Senate a report on the 
progress of the research and development 
that is being conducted on the use of algae 
as a feedstock for the production of biofuels. 
The report shall identify continuing research 
and development challenges and any regu-
latory or other barriers found by the Sec-
retary that hinder the use of this resource, 
as well as recommendations on how to en-
courage and further its development as a via-
ble transportation fuel. 

Subtitle F—Carbon Capture and Storage 
SEC. 4501. SHORT TITLE. 

This subtitle may be cited as the ‘‘Depart-
ment of Energy Carbon Capture and Storage 
Research, Development, and Demonstration 
Act of 2007’’. 
SEC. 4502. CARBON CAPTURE AND STORAGE RE-

SEARCH, DEVELOPMENT, AND DEM-
ONSTRATION PROGRAM. 

(a) AMENDMENTS.—Section 963 of the En-
ergy Policy Act of 2005 (42 U.S.C. 16293) is 
amended— 

(1) in the section heading, by striking ‘‘RE-
SEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘AND STORAGE RESEARCH, DEVELOP-
MENT, AND DEMONSTRATION’’; 

(2) in subsection (a)— 
(A) by striking ‘‘research and develop-

ment’’ and inserting ‘‘and storage research, 
development, and demonstration’’; and 

(B) by striking ‘‘capture technologies on 
combustion-based systems’’ and inserting 
‘‘capture and storage technologies related to 
electric power generating systems’’; 

(3) in subsection (b)— 
(A) in paragraph (3), by striking ‘‘and’’ at 

the end; 
(B) in paragraph (4), by striking the period 

at the end and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 
(C) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(5) to expedite and carry out large-scale 

testing of carbon sequestration systems in a 
range of geological formations that will pro-
vide information on the cost and feasibility 
of deployment of sequestration tech-
nologies.’’; and 

(4) by striking subsection (c) and inserting 
the following: 

‘‘(c) PROGRAMMATIC ACTIVITIES.— 
‘‘(1) FUNDAMENTAL SCIENCE AND ENGINEER-

ING RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT AND DEM-
ONSTRATION SUPPORTING CARBON CAPTURE AND 
STORAGE TECHNOLOGIES.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall 
carry out fundamental science and engineer-
ing research (including laboratory-scale ex-
periments, numeric modeling, and simula-
tions) to develop and document the perform-
ance of new approaches to capture and store 
carbon dioxide, or to learn how to use carbon 
dioxide in products to lead to an overall re-
duction of carbon dioxide emissions. 

‘‘(B) PROGRAM INTEGRATION.—The Sec-
retary shall ensure that fundamental re-
search carried out under this paragraph is 
appropriately applied to energy technology 
development activities and the field testing 
of carbon sequestration and carbon use ac-
tivities, including— 

‘‘(i) development of new or advanced tech-
nologies for the capture of carbon dioxide; 

‘‘(ii) development of new or advanced tech-
nologies that reduce the cost and increase 
the efficacy of the compression of carbon di-
oxide required for the storage of carbon diox-
ide; 

‘‘(iii) modeling and simulation of geologi-
cal sequestration field demonstrations; 

‘‘(iv) quantitative assessment of risks re-
lating to specific field sites for testing of se-
questration technologies; and 
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‘‘(v) research and development of new and 

advanced technologies for carbon use, in-
cluding recycling and reuse of carbon diox-
ide. 

‘‘(2) FIELD VALIDATION TESTING ACTIVI-
TIES.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall pro-
mote, to the maximum extent practicable, 
regional carbon sequestration partnerships 
to conduct geologic sequestration tests in-
volving carbon dioxide injection and moni-
toring, mitigation, and verification oper-
ations in a variety of candidate geological 
settings, including— 

‘‘(i) operating oil and gas fields; 
‘‘(ii) depleted oil and gas fields; 
‘‘(iii) unmineable coal seams; 
‘‘(iv) deep saline formations; 
‘‘(v) deep geologic systems that may be 

used as engineered reservoirs to extract eco-
nomical quantities of heat from geothermal 
resources of low permeability or porosity; 

‘‘(vi) deep geologic systems containing ba-
salt formations; and 

‘‘(vii) high altitude terrain oil and gas 
fields. 

‘‘(B) OBJECTIVES.—The objectives of tests 
conducted under this paragraph shall be— 

‘‘(i) to develop and validate geophysical 
tools, analysis, and modeling to monitor, 
predict, and verify carbon dioxide contain-
ment; 

‘‘(ii) to validate modeling of geological for-
mations; 

‘‘(iii) to refine storage capacity estimated 
for particular geological formations; 

‘‘(iv) to determine the fate of carbon diox-
ide concurrent with and following injection 
into geological formations; 

‘‘(v) to develop and implement best prac-
tices for operations relating to, and moni-
toring of, injection and storage of carbon di-
oxide in geologic formations; 

‘‘(vi) to assess and ensure the safety of op-
erations related to geological storage of car-
bon dioxide; 

‘‘(vii) to allow the Secretary to promulgate 
policies, procedures, requirements, and guid-
ance to ensure that the objectives of this 
subparagraph are met in large-scale testing 
and deployment activities for carbon capture 
and storage that are funded by the Depart-
ment of Energy; and 

‘‘(viii) to support Environmental Protec-
tion Agency efforts, in consultation with 
other agencies, to develop a scientifically 
sound regulatory framework to enable com-
mercial-scale sequestration operations while 
safeguarding human health and underground 
sources of drinking water. 

‘‘(3) LARGE-SCALE CARBON DIOXIDE SEQUES-
TRATION TESTING.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall con-
duct not less than 7 initial large-volume se-
questration tests, not including the 
FutureGen project, for geological contain-
ment of carbon dioxide (at least 1 of which 
shall be international in scope) to validate 
information on the cost and feasibility of 
commercial deployment of technologies for 
geological containment of carbon dioxide. 

‘‘(B) DIVERSITY OF FORMATIONS TO BE STUD-
IED.—In selecting formations for study under 
this paragraph, the Secretary shall consider 
a variety of geological formations across the 
United States, and require characterization 
and modeling of candidate formations, as de-
termined by the Secretary. 

‘‘(C) SOURCE OF CARBON DIOXIDE FOR LARGE- 
SCALE SEQUESTRATION DEMONSTRATIONS.—In 
the process of any acquisition of carbon diox-
ide for sequestration demonstrations under 
subparagraph (A), the Secretary shall give 
preference to purchases of carbon dioxide 

from industrial and coal-fired electric gen-
eration facilities. To the extent feasible, the 
Secretary shall prefer test projects from in-
dustrial and coal-fired electric generation fa-
cilities that would facilitate the creation of 
an integrated system of capture, transpor-
tation and storage of carbon dioxide. Until 
coal-fired electric generation facilities, ei-
ther new or existing, are operating with car-
bon dioxide capture technologies, other in-
dustrial sources of carbon dioxide should be 
pursued under this paragraph. The pref-
erence provided for under this subparagraph 
shall not delay the implementation of the 
large-scale sequestration tests under this 
paragraph. 

‘‘(D) DEFINITION.—For purposes of this 
paragraph, the term ‘large-scale’ means the 
injection of more than 1,000,000 metric tons 
of carbon dioxide annually, or a scale that 
demonstrably exceeds the necessary thresh-
olds in key geologic transients to validate 
the ability continuously to inject quantities 
on the order of several million metric tons of 
industrial carbon dioxide annually for a 
large number of years. 

‘‘(4) LARGE-SCALE DEMONSTRATION OF CAR-
BON DIOXIDE CAPTURE TECHNOLOGIES.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall 
carry out at least 3 and no more than 5 dem-
onstrations, that include each of the tech-
nologies described in subparagraph (B), for 
the large-scale capture of carbon dioxide 
from industrial sources of carbon dioxide, at 
least 2 of which are facilities that generate 
electric energy from fossil fuels. Candidate 
facilities for other demonstrations under 
this paragraph shall include facilities that 
refine petroleum, manufacture iron or steel, 
manufacture cement or cement clinker, 
manufacture commodity chemicals, and eth-
anol and fertilizer plants. Consideration may 
be given to capture of carbon dioxide from 
industrial facilities and electric generation 
carbon sources that are near suitable geo-
logical reservoirs and could continue seques-
tration. To ensure reduced carbon dioxide 
emissions, the Secretary shall take nec-
essary actions to provide for the integration 
of the program under this paragraph with 
the long-term carbon dioxide sequestration 
demonstrations described in paragraph (3). 
These actions should not delay implementa-
tion of the large-scale sequestration tests 
authorized in paragraph (3). 

‘‘(B) TECHNOLOGIES.—The technologies re-
ferred to in subparagraph (A) are 
precombustion capture, post-combustion 
capture, and oxycombustion. 

‘‘(C) SCOPE OF AWARD.—An award under 
this paragraph shall be only for the portion 
of the project that carries out the large-scale 
capture (including purification and compres-
sion) of carbon dioxide, as well as the cost of 
transportation and injection of carbon diox-
ide. 

‘‘(5) PREFERENCE IN PROJECT SELECTION 
FROM MERITORIOUS PROPOSALS.—In making 
competitive awards under this subsection, 
subject to the requirements of section 989, 
the Secretary shall— 

‘‘(A) give preference to proposals from 
partnerships among industrial, academic, 
and government entities; and

‘‘(B) require recipients to provide assur-
ances that all laborers and mechanics em-
ployed by contractors and subcontractors in 
the construction, repair, or alteration of new 
or existing facilities performed in order to 
carry out a demonstration or commercial ap-
plication activity authorized under this sub-
section shall be paid wages at rates not less 
than those prevailing on similar construc-
tion in the locality, as determined by the 

Secretary of Labor in accordance with sub-
chapter IV of chapter 31 of title 40, United 
States Code, and the Secretary of Labor 
shall, with respect to the labor standards in 
this paragraph, have the authority and func-
tions set forth in Reorganization Plan Num-
bered 14 of 1950 (15 F.R. 3176; 5 U.S.C. Appen-
dix) and section 3145 of title 40, United 
States Code. 

‘‘(6) COST SHARING.—Activities under this 
subsection shall be considered research and 
development activities that are subject to 
the cost-sharing requirements of section 
988(b), except that the Federal share of a 
project under paragraph (4) shall not exceed 
50 percent. 

‘‘(d) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—There are authorized to 

be appropriated to the Secretary for carrying 
out this section, other than subsection (c)(3) 
and (4)— 

‘‘(A) $100,000,000 for fiscal year 2008; 
‘‘(B) $100,000,000 for fiscal year 2009; 
‘‘(C) $100,000,000 for fiscal year 2010; and 
‘‘(D) $100,000,000 for fiscal year 2011. 
‘‘(2) SEQUESTRATION.—There are authorized 

to be appropriated to the Secretary for car-
rying out subsection (c)(3)— 

‘‘(A) $140,000,000 for fiscal year 2008; 
‘‘(B) $140,000,000 for fiscal year 2009; 
‘‘(C) $140,000,000 for fiscal year 2010; and 
‘‘(D) $140,000,000 for fiscal year 2011. 
‘‘(3) CARBON CAPTURE.—There are author-

ized to be appropriated to the Secretary for 
carrying out subsection (c)(4)— 

‘‘(A) $180,000,000 for fiscal year 2009; 
‘‘(B) $180,000,000 for fiscal year 2010; 
‘‘(C) $180,000,000 for fiscal year 2011; and 
‘‘(D) $180,000,000 for fiscal year 2012.’’. 
(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS AMENDMENT.—The 

item relating to section 963 in the table of 
contents for the Energy Policy Act of 2005 is 
amended to read as follows: 
‘‘Sec. 963. Carbon capture and storage re-

search, development, and dem-
onstration program.’’. 

SEC. 4503. REVIEW OF LARGE-SCALE PROGRAMS. 
The Secretary of Energy shall enter into 

an arrangement with the National Academy 
of Sciences for an independent review and 
oversight, beginning in 2011, of the programs 
under section 963(c)(3) and (4) of the Energy 
Policy Act of 2005, as added by section 4502 of 
this subtitle, to ensure that the benefits of 
such programs are maximized. Not later 
than January 1, 2012, the Secretary shall 
transmit to the Congress a report on the re-
sults of such review and oversight. 
SEC. 4504. SAFETY RESEARCH. 

(a) PROGRAM.—The Assistant Adminis-
trator for Research and Development of the 
Environmental Protection Agency shall con-
duct a research program to determine proce-
dures necessary to protect public health, 
safety, and the environment from impacts 
that may be associated with capture, injec-
tion, and sequestration of greenhouse gases 
in subterranean reservoirs. 

(b) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated for 
carrying out this section $5,000,000 for each 
fiscal year. 
SEC. 4505. GEOLOGICAL SEQUESTRATION TRAIN-

ING AND RESEARCH. 
(a) STUDY.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Energy 

shall enter into an arrangement with the Na-
tional Academy of Sciences to undertake a 
study that— 

(A) defines an interdisciplinary program in 
geology, engineering, hydrology, environ-
mental science, and related disciplines that 
will support the Nation’s capability to cap-
ture and sequester carbon dioxide from an-
thropogenic sources; 
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(B) addresses undergraduate and graduate 

education, especially to help develop grad-
uate level programs of research and instruc-
tion that lead to advanced degrees with em-
phasis on geological sequestration science; 

(C) develops guidelines for proposals from 
colleges and universities with substantial ca-
pabilities in the required disciplines that 
wish to implement geological sequestration 
science programs that advance the Nation’s 
capacity to address carbon management 
through geological sequestration science; 
and 

(D) outlines a budget and recommenda-
tions for how much funding will be necessary 
to establish and carry out the grant program 
under subsection (b). 

(2) REPORT.—Not later than 1 year after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Sec-
retary of Energy shall transmit to the Con-
gress a copy of the results of the study pro-
vided by the National Academy of Sciences 
under paragraph (1). 

(3) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
the Secretary for carrying out this sub-
section $1,000,000 for fiscal year 2008. 

(b) GRANT PROGRAM.— 
(1) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Secretary of En-

ergy, through the National Energy Tech-
nology Laboratory, shall establish a com-
petitive grant program through which col-
leges and universities may apply for and re-
ceive 4-year grants for— 

(A) salary and startup costs for newly des-
ignated faculty positions in an integrated ge-
ological carbon sequestration science pro-
gram; and 

(B) internships for graduate students in ge-
ological sequestration science. 

(2) RENEWAL.—Grants under this sub-
section shall be renewable for up to 2 addi-
tional 3-year terms, based on performance 
criteria, established by the National Acad-
emy of Sciences study conducted under sub-
section (a), that include the number of grad-
uates of such programs. 

(3) INTERFACE WITH REGIONAL GEOLOGICAL 
CARBON SEQUESTRATION PARTNERSHIPS.—To 
the greatest extent possible, geological car-
bon sequestration science programs sup-
ported under this subsection shall interface 
with the research of the Regional Carbon Se-
questration Partnerships operated by the De-
partment of Energy to provide internships 
and practical training in carbon capture and 
geological sequestration. 

(4) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
the Secretary for carrying out this sub-
section such sums as may be necessary. 
SEC. 4506. UNIVERSITY BASED RESEARCH AND 

DEVELOPMENT GRANT PROGRAM. 
(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Secretary of En-

ergy, in consultation with other appropriate 
agencies, shall establish a university based 
research and development program to study 
carbon capture and sequestration using the 
various types of coal. 

(b) GRANTS.—Under this section, the Sec-
retary shall award 5 grants for projects sub-
mitted by colleges or universities to study 
carbon capture and sequestration in conjunc-
tion with the recovery of oil and other en-
hanced elemental and mineral recovery. Con-
sideration shall be given to areas that have 
regional sources of coal for the study of car-
bon capture and sequestration. 

(c) RURAL AND AGRICULTURAL INSTITU-
TIONS.—The Secretary shall designate that 
at least 2 of these grants shall be awarded to 
rural or agricultural based institutions that 
offer interdisciplinary programs in the area 
of environmental science to study carbon 

capture and sequestration in conjunction 
with the recovery of oil and other enhanced 
elemental and mineral recovery. 

(d) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are to be authorized to be appro-
priated $10,000,000 to carry out this section. 

Subtitle G—Global Change Research 
SEC. 4601. SHORT TITLE. 

This subtitle may be cited as the ‘‘Global 
Change Research and Data Management Act 
of 2007’’. 

PART 1—GLOBAL CHANGE RESEARCH 
SEC. 4611. FINDINGS AND PURPOSE. 

(a) FINDINGS.—The Congress makes the fol-
lowing findings: 

(1) Industrial, agricultural, and other 
human activities, coupled with an expanding 
world population, are contributing to proc-
esses of global change that are significantly 
altering the Earth habitat. 

(2) Such human-induced changes, in con-
junction with natural fluctuations, may lead 
to significant alterations of world climate 
patterns. Over the next century, these 
changes could adversely affect world agricul-
tural and marine production, coastal habit-
ability, biological diversity, human health, 
global social and political stability, and 
global economic activity. 

(3) Developments in interdisciplinary 
Earth sciences, global observing systems, 
and satellite and computing technologies 
make possible significant scientific under-
standing of global changes and their effects, 
and have resulted in the significant expan-
sion of environmental data and information. 

(4) Development of effective policies to pre-
vent, mitigate, and adapt to global change 
will rely on improvement in scientific under-
standing of global environmental processes 
and on development of information that is of 
use to decisionmakers at the local, regional, 
and national levels. 

(5) Although the United States Global 
Change Research Program has made signifi-
cant contributions to understanding Earth’s 
climate and the anthropogenic influences on 
Earth’s climate and its ecosystems, the Pro-
gram now needs to produce more informa-
tion to meet the expressed needs of decision-
makers. 

(6) Predictions of future climate conditions 
for specific regions have considerable uncer-
tainty and are unlikely to be confirmed in a 
time period necessary to inform decisions on 
land, water, and resource management. How-
ever, improved understanding of global 
change should be used to assist decision-
makers in the development of policies to en-
sure that ecological, social, and economic 
systems are resilient under a variety of plau-
sible climate futures. 

(7) In order to most effectively meet the 
needs of decisionmakers, both the research 
agenda of the United States Global Change 
Research Program and its implementation 
must be informed by continuous feedback 
from documented users of information gen-
erated by the Program. 

(b) PURPOSE.—The purpose of this part is to 
provide for the continuation and coordina-
tion of a comprehensive and integrated 
United States observation, research, and 
outreach program which will assist the Na-
tion and the world to understand, assess, pre-
dict, and respond to the effects of human-in-
duced and natural processes of global 
change. 
SEC. 4612. DEFINITIONS. 

For purposes of this part— 
(1) the term ‘‘global change’’ means 

human-induced or natural changes in the 
global environment (including alterations in 

climate, land productivity, oceans or other 
water resources, atmospheric chemistry, bio-
diversity, and ecological systems) that may 
alter the capacity of the Earth to sustain 
life; 

(2) the term ‘‘global change research’’ 
means study, monitoring, assessment, pre-
diction, and information management activi-
ties to describe and understand— 

(A) the interactive physical, chemical, and 
biological processes that regulate the total 
Earth system; 

(B) the unique environment that the Earth 
provides for life; 

(C) changes that are occurring in the Earth 
system; and 

(D) the manner in which such system, envi-
ronment, and changes are influenced by 
human actions; 

(3) the term ‘‘interagency committee’’ 
means the interagency committee estab-
lished under section 4613; 

(4) the term ‘‘Plan’’ means the National 
Global Change Research and Assessment 
Plan developed under section 4615; 

(5) the term ‘‘Program’’ means the United 
States Global Change Research Program es-
tablished under section 4614; and 

(6) the term ‘‘regional climate change’’ 
means the natural or human-induced 
changes manifested in the local or regional 
environment (including alterations in weath-
er patterns, land productivity, water re-
sources, sea level rise, atmospheric chem-
istry, biodiversity, and ecological systems) 
that may alter the capacity of a specific re-
gion to support current or future social and 
economic activity or natural ecosystems. 
SEC. 4613. INTERAGENCY COOPERATION AND CO-

ORDINATION. 
(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—The President shall 

establish or designate an interagency com-
mittee to ensure cooperation and coordina-
tion of all Federal research activities per-
taining to processes of global change for the 
purpose of increasing the overall effective-
ness and productivity of Federal global 
change research efforts. The interagency 
committee shall include representatives of 
both agencies conducting global change re-
search and agencies with authority over re-
sources likely to be affected by global 
change. 

(b) FUNCTIONS OF THE INTERAGENCY COM-
MITTEE.—The interagency committee shall— 

(1) serve as the forum for developing the 
Plan and for overseeing its implementation; 

(2) serve as the forum for developing the 
vulnerability assessment under section 4617; 

(3) ensure cooperation among Federal 
agencies with respect to global change re-
search activities; 

(4) work with academic, State, industry, 
and other groups conducting global change 
research, to provide for periodic public and 
peer review of the Program; 

(5) cooperate with the Secretary of State 
in— 

(A) providing representation at inter-
national meetings and conferences on global 
change research in which the United States 
participates; and 

(B) coordinating the Federal activities of 
the United States with programs of other na-
tions and with international global change 
research activities; 

(6) work with appropriate Federal, State, 
regional, and local authorities to ensure that 
the Program is designed to produce informa-
tion needed to develop policies to reduce the 
vulnerability of the United States and other 
regions to global change; 

(7) facilitate ongoing dialog and informa-
tion exchange with regional, State, and local 
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governments and other user communities; 
and 

(8) identify additional decisionmaking 
groups that may use information generated 
through the Program. 
SEC. 4614. UNITED STATES GLOBAL CHANGE RE-

SEARCH PROGRAM. 
(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—The President shall 

establish an interagency United States Glob-
al Change Research Program to improve un-
derstanding of global change, to respond to 
the information needs of communities and 
decisionmakers, and to provide periodic as-
sessments of the vulnerability of the United 
States and other regions to global and re-
gional climate change. The Program shall be 
implemented in accordance with the Plan. 

(b) LEAD AGENCY.—The lead agency for the 
United States Global Change Research Pro-
gram shall be the Office of Science and Tech-
nology Policy. 

(c) INTERAGENCY PROGRAM ACTIVITIES.— 
The Director of the Office of Science and 
Technology Policy, in consultation with the 
interagency committee, shall identify activi-
ties included in the Plan that involve par-
ticipation by 2 or more agencies in the Pro-
gram, and that do not fall within the current 
fiscal year budget allocations of those par-
ticipating agencies, to fulfill the require-
ments of this subtitle. The Director of the 
Office of Science and Technology Policy 
shall allocate funds to the agencies to con-
duct the identified interagency activities. 
Such activities may include— 

(1) development of scenarios for climate, 
land-cover change, population growth, and 
socioeconomic development; 

(2) calibration and testing of alternative 
regional and global climate models; 

(3) identification of economic sectors and 
regional climatic zones; and 

(4) convening regional workshops to facili-
tate information exchange and involvement 
of regional, State, and local decisionmakers, 
non-Federal experts, and other stakeholder 
groups in the activities of the Program. 

(d) WORKSHOPS.—The Director shall ensure 
that at least one workshop is held per year 
in each region identified by the Plan under 
section 4615(b)(11) to facilitate information 
exchange and outreach to regional, State, 
and local stakeholders as required by this 
subtitle. 

(e) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
the Office of Science and Technology Policy 
for carrying out this section $10,000,000 for 
each of the fiscal years 2008 through 2013. 
SEC. 4615. NATIONAL GLOBAL CHANGE RE-

SEARCH AND ASSESSMENT PLAN. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—The President shall de-

velop a National Global Change Research 
and Assessment Plan for implementation of 
the Program. The Plan shall contain rec-
ommendations for global change research 
and assessment. The President shall submit 
an outline for the development of the Plan to 
the Congress within 1 year after the date of 
enactment of this Act, and shall submit a 
completed Plan to the Congress within 3 
years after the date of enactment of this 
Act. Revised Plans shall be submitted to the 
Congress at least once every 5 years there-
after. In the development of each Plan, the 
President shall conduct a formal assessment 
process under this section to determine the 
needs of appropriate Federal, State, re-
gional, and local authorities and other inter-
ested parties regarding the types of informa-
tion needed by them in developing policies to 
reduce society’s vulnerability to global 
change and shall utilize these assessments, 
including the reviews by the National Acad-

emy of Sciences and the National Governors 
Association under subsections (e) and (f), in 
developing the Plan. 

(b) CONTENTS OF THE PLAN.—The Plan 
shall— 

(1) establish, for the 10-year period begin-
ning in the year the Plan is submitted, the 
goals and priorities for Federal global 
change research which most effectively ad-
vance scientific understanding of global 
change and provide information of use to 
Federal, State, regional, and local authori-
ties in the development of policies relating 
to global change; 

(2) describe specific activities, including ef-
forts to determine user information needs, 
research activities, data collection, database 
development, and data analysis require-
ments, development of regional scenarios, 
assessment of model predictability, assess-
ment of climate change impacts, participa-
tion in international research efforts, and in-
formation management, required to achieve 
such goals and priorities; 

(3) identify relevant programs and activi-
ties of the Federal agencies that contribute 
to the Program directly and indirectly; 

(4) set forth the role of each Federal agen-
cy in implementing the Plan; 

(5) consider and utilize, as appropriate, re-
ports and studies conducted by Federal agen-
cies, the National Research Council, or other 
entities; 

(6) make recommendations for the coordi-
nation of the global change research and as-
sessment activities of the United States with 
such activities of other nations and inter-
national organizations, including— 

(A) a description of the extent and nature 
of international cooperative activities; 

(B) bilateral and multilateral efforts to 
provide worldwide access to scientific data 
and information; and 

(C) improving participation by developing 
nations in international global change re-
search and environmental data collection; 

(7) detail budget requirements for Federal 
global change research and assessment ac-
tivities to be conducted under the Plan; 

(8) catalog the type of information identi-
fied by appropriate Federal, State, regional, 
and local decisionmakers needed to develop 
policies to reduce society’s vulnerability to 
global change and indicate how the planned 
research will meet these decisionmakers’ in-
formation needs; 

(9) identify the observing systems cur-
rently employed in collecting data relevant 
to global and regional climate change re-
search and prioritize additional observation 
systems that may be needed to ensure ade-
quate data collection and monitoring of 
global change; 

(10) describe specific activities designed to 
facilitate outreach and data and information 
exchange with regional, State, and local gov-
ernments and other user communities; and 

(11) identify and describe regions of the 
United States that are likely to experience 
similar impacts of global change or are like-
ly to share similar vulnerabilities to global 
change. 

(c) RESEARCH ELEMENTS.—The Plan shall 
include at a minimum the following research 
elements: 

(1) Global measurements, establishing 
worldwide to regional scale observations 
prioritized to understand global change and 
to meet the information needs of decision-
makers on all relevant spatial and time 
scales. 

(2) Information on economic, demographic, 
and technological trends that contribute to 
changes in the Earth system and that influ-

ence society’s vulnerability to global and re-
gional climate change. 

(3) Development of indicators and baseline 
databases to document global change, in-
cluding changes in species distribution and 
behavior, extent of glaciations, and changes 
in sea level. 

(4) Studies of historical changes in the 
Earth system, using evidence from the geo-
logical and fossil record. 

(5) Assessments of predictability using 
quantitative models of the Earth system to 
simulate global and regional environmental 
processes and trends. 

(6) Focused research initiatives to under-
stand the nature of and interaction among 
physical, chemical, biological, land use, and 
social processes related to global and re-
gional climate change. 

(7) Focused research initiatives to deter-
mine and then meet the information needs of 
appropriate Federal, State, and regional de-
cisionmakers. 

(d) INFORMATION MANAGEMENT.—The Plan 
shall incorporate, to the extent practicable, 
the recommendations relating to data acqui-
sition, management, integration, and 
archiving made by the interagency climate 
and other global change data management 
working group established under section 
4633. 

(e) NATIONAL ACADEMY OF SCIENCES EVAL-
UATION.—The President shall enter into an 
agreement with the National Academy of 
Sciences under which the Academy shall— 

(1) evaluate the scientific content of the 
Plan; and 

(2) recommend priorities for future global 
and regional climate change research and as-
sessment. 

(f) NATIONAL GOVERNORS ASSOCIATION 
EVALUATION.—The President shall enter into 
an agreement with the National Governors 
Association Center for Best Practices under 
which that Center shall— 

(1) evaluate the utility to State, local, and 
regional decisionmakers of each Plan and of 
the anticipated and actual information out-
puts of the Program for development of 
State, local, and regional policies to reduce 
vulnerability to global change; and 

(2) recommend priorities for future global 
and regional climate change research and as-
sessment. 

(g) PUBLIC PARTICIPATION.—In developing 
the Plan, the President shall consult with 
representatives of academic, State, industry, 
and environmental groups. Not later than 90 
days before the President submits the Plan, 
or any revision thereof, to the Congress, a 
summary of the proposed Plan shall be pub-
lished in the Federal Register for a public 
comment period of not less than 60 days. 
SEC. 4616. BUDGET COORDINATION. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The President shall pro-
vide general guidance to each Federal agen-
cy participating in the Program with respect 
to the preparation of requests for appropria-
tions for activities related to the Program. 

(b) CONSIDERATION IN PRESIDENT’S BUDG-
ET.—The President shall submit, at the time 
of his annual budget request to Congress, a 
description of those items in each agency’s 
annual budget which are elements of the 
Program. 
SEC. 4617. VULNERABILITY ASSESSMENT. 

(a) REQUIREMENT.—Within 1 year after the 
date of enactment of this Act, and at least 
once every 5 years thereafter, the President 
shall submit to the Congress an assessment 
which— 

(1) integrates, evaluates, and interprets the 
findings of the Program and discusses the 
scientific uncertainties associated with such 
findings; 
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(2) analyzes current trends in global 

change, both human-induced and natural, 
and projects major trends for the subsequent 
25 to 100 years; 

(3) based on indicators and baselines devel-
oped under section 4615(c)(3), as well as other 
measurements, analyzes changes to the nat-
ural environment, land and water resources, 
and biological diversity in— 

(A) major geographic regions of the United 
States; and 

(B) other continents; 
(4) analyzes the effects of global change, 

including the changes described in paragraph 
(3), on food and fiber production, energy pro-
duction and use, transportation, human 
health and welfare, water availability and 
coastal infrastructure, and human social and 
economic systems, including providing infor-
mation about the differential impacts on 
specific geographic regions within the 
United States, on people of different income 
levels within those regions, and for rural and 
urban areas within those regions; and 

(5) summarizes the vulnerability of dif-
ferent geographic regions of the world to 
global change and analyzes the implications 
of global change for the United States, in-
cluding international assistance, population 
displacement, food and resource availability, 
and national security. 

(b) USE OF RELATED REPORTS.—To the ex-
tent appropriate, the assessment produced 
pursuant to this section may coordinate 
with, consider, incorporate, or otherwise 
make use of related reports, assessments, or 
information produced by the United States 
Global Change Research Program, regional, 
State, and local entities, and international 
organizations, including the World Meteoro-
logical Organization and the Intergovern-
mental Panel on Climate Change. 
SEC. 4618. POLICY ASSESSMENT. 

Not later than 1 year after the date of en-
actment of this Act, and at least once every 
4 years thereafter, the President shall enter 
into a joint agreement with the National 
Academy of Public Administration and the 
National Academy of Sciences under which 
the Academies shall— 

(1) document current policy options being 
implemented by Federal, State, and local 
governments to mitigate or adapt to the ef-
fects of global and regional climate change; 

(2) evaluate the realized and anticipated ef-
fectiveness of those current policy options in 
meeting mitigation and adaptation goals; 

(3) identify and evaluate a range of addi-
tional policy options and infrastructure for 
mitigating or adapting to the effects of glob-
al and regional climate change; 

(4) analyze the adoption rates of policies 
and technologies available to reduce the vul-
nerability of society to global change with 
an evaluation of the market and policy ob-
stacles to their adoption in the United 
States; and 

(5) evaluate the distribution of economic 
costs and benefits of these policy options 
across different United States economic sec-
tors. 
SEC. 4619. ANNUAL REPORT. 

Each year at the time of submission to the 
Congress of the President’s budget request, 
the President shall submit to the Congress a 
report on the activities conducted pursuant 
to this part, including— 

(1) a description of the activities of the 
Program during the past fiscal year; 

(2) a description of the activities planned 
in the next fiscal year toward achieving the 
goals of the Plan; and 

(3) a description of the groups or categories 
of State, local, and regional decisionmakers 

identified as potential users of the informa-
tion generated through the Program and a 
description of the activities used to facili-
tate consultations with and outreach to 
these groups, coordinated through the work 
of the interagency committee. 
SEC. 4620. RELATION TO OTHER AUTHORITIES. 

The President shall— 
(1) ensure that relevant research, assess-

ment, and outreach activities of the Na-
tional Climate Program, established by the 
National Climate Program Act (15 U.S.C. 
2901 et seq.), are considered in developing na-
tional global and regional climate change re-
search and assessment efforts; and 

(2) facilitate ongoing dialog and informa-
tion exchange with regional, State, and local 
governments and other user communities 
through programs authorized in the National 
Climate Program Act (15 U.S.C. 2901 et seq.). 
SEC. 4621. REPEAL. 

The Global Change Research Act of 1990 (15 
U.S.C. 2921 et seq.) is repealed. 
SEC. 4622. GLOBAL CHANGE RESEARCH INFOR-

MATION. 
The President shall establish or designate 

a Global Change Research Information Ex-
change to make scientific research and other 
information produced through or utilized by 
the Program which would be useful in pre-
venting, mitigating, or adapting to the ef-
fects of global change accessible through 
electronic means. 
SEC. 4623. ICE SHEET STUDY AND REPORT. 

(a) STUDY.— 
(1) REQUIREMENT.—The Director of the Na-

tional Science Foundation and the Adminis-
trator of National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration shall enter into an arrange-
ment with the National Academy of Sciences 
to complete a study of the current status of 
ice sheet melt, as caused by climate change, 
with implications for global sea level rise. 

(2) CONTENTS.—The study shall take into 
consideration— 

(A) the past research completed related to 
ice sheet melt as reviewed by Working Group 
I of the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate 
Change; 

(B) additional research completed since the 
fall of 2005 that was not included in the 
Working Group I report due to time con-
straints; and 

(C) the need for an accurate assessment of 
changes in ice sheet spreading, changes in 
ice sheet flow, self-lubrication, the cor-
responding effect on ice sheets, and current 
modeling capabilities. 

(3) REPORT.—Not later than 18 months 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
National Academy of Sciences shall transmit 
to the Committee on Science and Tech-
nology of the House of Representatives and 
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation of the Senate a report on the 
key findings of the study conducted under 
subsection (a), along with recommendations 
for additional research related to ice sheet 
melt and corresponding sea level rise. 
SEC. 4624. HURRICANE FREQUENCY AND INTEN-

SITY STUDY AND REPORT. 
(a) STUDY.— 
(1) REQUIREMENT.—The Administrator of 

the National Oceanic and Atmospheric Ad-
ministration and the Director of the Na-
tional Science Foundation shall enter into 
an arrangement with the National Academy 
of Sciences to complete a study of the cur-
rent state of the science on the potential im-
pacts of climate change on patterns of hurri-
cane and typhoon development, including 
storm intensity, track, and frequency, and 
the implications for hurricane-prone and ty-
phoon-prone coastal regions. 

(2) CONTENTS.—The study shall take into 
consideration— 

(A) the past research completed related to 
hurricane and typhoon development, track, 
and intensity as reviewed by Working 
Groups I and II of the Intergovernmental 
Panel on Climate Change; 

(B) additional research completed since the 
fall of 2005 that was not included in the 
Working Group I and II reports due to time 
constraints; 

(C) the need for accurate assessment of po-
tential changes in hurricane and typhoon in-
tensity, track, and frequency and of the cur-
rent modeling and forecasting capabilities 
and the need for improvements in fore-
casting of these parameters; and 

(D) the need for additional research and 
monitoring to improve forecasting of hurri-
canes and typhoons and to understand the 
relationship between climate change and 
hurricane and typhoon development. 

(3) REPORT.—Not later than 18 months 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
National Academy of Sciences shall transmit 
to the Committee on Science and Tech-
nology of the House of Representatives and 
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation of the Senate a report on the 
key findings of the study conducted under 
subsection (a). 

PART 2—CLIMATE AND OTHER GLOBAL 
CHANGE DATA MANAGEMENT 

SEC. 4631. FINDINGS AND PURPOSES. 

(a) FINDINGS.—The Congress makes the fol-
lowing findings: 

(1) Federal agencies have a primary mis-
sion to manage and archive climate and 
other global change data obtained through 
their research, development, or operational 
activities. 

(2) Maintenance of climate and global 
change data records is essential to present 
and future studies of the Earth’s atmos-
phere, biogeochemical cycles, and climate. 

(3) Federal capabilities for the manage-
ment and archiving of these data have not 
kept pace with advances in satellite and 
other observational technologies that have 
vastly expanded the type and amount of in-
formation that can be collected. 

(4) Proposals and plans for expansion of 
global observing networks should include 
plans for the management of data to be col-
lected and budgets reflecting the cost of sup-
port for management and archiving of data. 

(b) PURPOSES.—The purposes of this part 
are to establish climate and other global 
change data management and archiving as 
Federal agency missions, and to establish 
Federal policies for managing and archiving 
climate and other global change data. 

SEC. 4632. DEFINITIONS. 

For purposes of this part— 
(1) the term ‘‘metadata’’ means informa-

tion describing the content, quality, condi-
tion, and other characteristics of climate 
and other global change data, compiled, to 
the maximum extent possible, consistent 
with the requirements of the ‘‘Content 
Standard for Digital Geospatial Metadata’’ 
(FGDC–STD–001–1998) issued by the Federal 
Geographic Data Committee, or any suc-
cessor standard approved by the working 
group; and 

(2) the term ‘‘working group’’ means the 
interagency climate and other global change 
data management working group established 
under section 4633. 
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SEC. 4633. INTERAGENCY CLIMATE AND OTHER 

GLOBAL CHANGE DATA MANAGE-
MENT WORKING GROUP. 

(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—The President shall 
establish or designate an interagency cli-
mate and other global change data manage-
ment working group to make recommenda-
tions for coordinating Federal climate and 
other global change data management and 
archiving activities. 

(b) MEMBERSHIP.—The working group shall 
include the Administrator of the National 
Aeronautics and Space Administration, the 
Administrator of the National Oceanic and 
Atmospheric Administration, the Secretary 
of Energy, the Secretary of Defense, the Di-
rector of the National Science Foundation, 
the Director of the United States Geological 
Survey, the Archivist of the United States, 
the Administrator of the Environmental 
Protection Agency, the Secretary of the 
Smithsonian Institution, or their designees, 
and representatives of any other Federal 
agencies the President considers appro-
priate. 

(c) REPORTS.—Not later than 1 year after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the work-
ing group shall transmit a report to the Con-
gress containing the elements described in 
subsection (d). Not later than 4 years after 
the initial report under this subsection, and 
at least once every 4 years thereafter, the 
working group shall transmit reports updat-
ing the previous report. In preparing reports 
under this subsection, the working group 
shall consult with expected users of the data 
collected and archived by the Program. 

(d) CONTENTS.—The reports and updates re-
quired under subsection (c) shall— 

(1) include recommendations for the estab-
lishment, maintenance, and accessibility of 
a catalog identifying all available climate 
and other global change data sets; 

(2) identify climate and other global 
change data collections in danger of being 
lost and recommend actions to prevent such 
loss; 

(3) identify gaps in climate and other glob-
al change data and recommend actions to fill 
those gaps; 

(4) identify effective and compatible proce-
dures for climate and other global change 
data collection, management, and retention 
and make recommendations for ensuring 
their use by Federal agencies and other ap-
propriate entities; 

(5) develop and propose a coordinated 
strategy for funding and allocating respon-
sibilities among Federal agencies for climate 
and other global change data collection, 
management, and retention; 

(6) make recommendations for ensuring 
that particular attention is paid to the col-
lection, management, and archiving of 
metadata; 

(7) make recommendations for ensuring a 
unified and coordinated Federal capital in-
vestment strategy with respect to climate 
and other global change data collection, 
management, and archiving; 

(8) evaluate the data record from each ob-
serving system and make recommendations 
to ensure that delivered data are free from 
time-dependent biases and random errors be-
fore they are transferred to long-term ar-
chives; and 

(9) evaluate optimal design of observation 
system components to ensure a cost-effec-
tive, adequate set of observations detecting 
and tracking global change. 

Subtitle H—H-PRIZE 
SEC. 4701. H-PRIZE. 

Section 1008 of the Energy Policy Act of 
2005 (42 U.S.C. 16396) is amended by adding at 
the end the following new subsection: 

‘‘(f) H-PRIZE.— 
‘‘(1) PRIZE AUTHORITY.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—As part of the program 

under this section, the Secretary shall carry 
out a program to competitively award cash 
prizes in conformity with this subsection to 
advance the research, development, dem-
onstration, and commercial application of 
hydrogen energy technologies. 

‘‘(B) ADVERTISING AND SOLICITATION OF COM-
PETITORS.— 

‘‘(i) ADVERTISING.—The Secretary shall 
widely advertise prize competitions under 
this subsection to encourage broad participa-
tion, including by individuals, universities 
(including historically Black colleges and 
universities and other minority serving in-
stitutions), and large and small businesses 
(including businesses owned or controlled by 
socially and economically disadvantaged 
persons). 

‘‘(ii) ANNOUNCEMENT THROUGH FEDERAL 
REGISTER NOTICE.—The Secretary shall an-
nounce each prize competition under this 
subsection by publishing a notice in the Fed-
eral Register. This notice shall include es-
sential elements of the competition such as 
the subject of the competition, the duration 
of the competition, the eligibility require-
ments for participation in the competition, 
the process for participants to register for 
the competition, the amount of the prize, 
and the criteria for awarding the prize. 

‘‘(C) ADMINISTERING THE COMPETITIONS.— 
The Secretary shall enter into an agreement 
with a private, nonprofit entity to admin-
ister the prize competitions under this sub-
section, subject to the provisions of this sub-
section (in this subsection referred to as the 
‘administering entity’). The duties of the ad-
ministering entity under the agreement 
shall include— 

‘‘(i) advertising prize competitions under 
this subsection and their results; 

‘‘(ii) raising funds from private entities 
and individuals to pay for administrative 
costs and to contribute to cash prizes, in-
cluding funds provided in exchange for the 
right to name a prize awarded under this 
subsection; 

‘‘(iii) developing, in consultation with and 
subject to the final approval of the Sec-
retary, the criteria for selecting winners in 
prize competitions under this subsection, 
based on goals provided by the Secretary; 

‘‘(iv) determining, in consultation with the 
Secretary, the appropriate amount and fund-
ing sources for each prize to be awarded 
under this subsection, subject to the final 
approval of the Secretary with respect to 
Federal funding; 

‘‘(v) providing advice and consultation to 
the Secretary on the selection of judges in 
accordance with paragraph (2)(D), using cri-
teria developed in consultation with and sub-
ject to the final approval of the Secretary; 
and 

‘‘(vi) protecting against the administering 
entity’s unauthorized use or disclosure of a 
registered participant’s trade secrets and 
confidential business information. Any infor-
mation properly identified as trade secrets 
or confidential business information that is 
submitted by a participant as part of a com-
petitive program under this subsection may 
be withheld from public disclosure. 

‘‘(D) FUNDING SOURCES.—Prizes under this 
subsection shall consist of Federal appro-
priated funds and any funds provided by the 
administering entity (including funds raised 
pursuant to subparagraph (C)(ii)) for such 
cash prize programs. The Secretary may ac-
cept funds from other Federal agencies for 
such cash prizes and, notwithstanding sec-

tion 3302(b) of title 31, United States Code, 
may use such funds for the cash prize pro-
gram under this subsection. Other than pub-
lication of the names of prize sponsors, the 
Secretary may not give any special consider-
ation to any private sector entity or indi-
vidual in return for a donation to the Sec-
retary or administering entity. 

‘‘(E) ANNOUNCEMENT OF PRIZES.—The Sec-
retary may not issue a notice required by 
subparagraph (B)(ii) until all the funds need-
ed to pay out the announced amount of the 
prize have been appropriated or committed 
in writing by the administering entity. The 
Secretary may increase the amount of a 
prize after an initial announcement is made 
under subparagraph (B)(ii) if— 

‘‘(i) notice of the increase is provided in 
the same manner as the initial notice of the 
prize; and 

‘‘(ii) the funds needed to pay out the an-
nounced amount of the increase have been 
appropriated or committed in writing by the 
administering entity. 

‘‘(F) SUNSET.—The authority to announce 
prize competitions under this subsection 
shall terminate on September 30, 2018. 

‘‘(2) PRIZE CATEGORIES.— 
‘‘(A) CATEGORIES.—The Secretary shall es-

tablish prizes under this subsection for— 
‘‘(i) advancements in technologies, compo-

nents, or systems related to— 
‘‘(I) hydrogen production; 
‘‘(II) hydrogen storage; 
‘‘(III) hydrogen distribution; and 
‘‘(IV) hydrogen utilization; 
‘‘(ii) prototypes of hydrogen-powered vehi-

cles or other hydrogen-based products that 
best meet or exceed objective performance 
criteria, such as completion of a race over a 
certain distance or terrain or generation of 
energy at certain levels of efficiency; and 

‘‘(iii) transformational changes in tech-
nologies for the distribution or production of 
hydrogen that meet or exceed far-reaching 
objective criteria, which shall include mini-
mal carbon emissions and which may include 
cost criteria designed to facilitate the even-
tual market success of a winning technology. 

‘‘(B) AWARDS.— 
‘‘(i) ADVANCEMENTS.—To the extent per-

mitted under paragraph (1)(E), the prizes au-
thorized under subparagraph (A)(i) shall be 
awarded biennially to the most significant 
advance made in each of the four subcat-
egories described in subclauses (I) through 
(IV) of subparagraph (A)(i) since the submis-
sion deadline of the previous prize competi-
tion in the same category under subpara-
graph (A)(i) or the date of enactment of this 
subsection, whichever is later, unless no 
such advance is significant enough to merit 
an award. No one such prize may exceed 
$1,000,000. If less than $4,000,000 is available 
for a prize competition under subparagraph 
(A)(i), the Secretary may omit one or more 
subcategories, reduce the amount of the 
prizes, or not hold a prize competition. 

‘‘(ii) PROTOTYPES.—To the extent per-
mitted under paragraph (1)(E), prizes author-
ized under subparagraph (A)(ii) shall be 
awarded biennially in alternate years from 
the prizes authorized under subparagraph 
(A)(i). The Secretary is authorized to award 
up to one prize in this category in each 2- 
year period. No such prize may exceed 
$4,000,000. If no registered participants meet 
the objective performance criteria estab-
lished pursuant to subparagraph (C) for a 
competition under this clause, the Secretary 
shall not award a prize. 

‘‘(iii) TRANSFORMATIONAL TECHNOLOGIES.— 
To the extent permitted under paragraph 
(1)(E), the Secretary shall announce one 
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prize competition authorized under subpara-
graph (A)(iii) as soon after the date of enact-
ment of this subsection as is practicable. A 
prize offered under this clause shall be not 
less than $10,000,000, paid to the winner in a 
lump sum, and an additional amount paid to 
the winner as a match for each dollar of pri-
vate funding raised by the winner for the hy-
drogen technology beginning on the date the 
winner was named. The match shall be pro-
vided for 3 years after the date the prize win-
ner is named or until the full amount of the 
prize has been paid out, whichever occurs 
first. A prize winner may elect to have the 
match amount paid to another entity that is 
continuing the development of the winning 
technology. The Secretary shall announce 
the rules for receiving the match in the no-
tice required by paragraph (1)(B)(ii). The 
Secretary shall award a prize under this 
clause only when a registered participant 
has met the objective criteria established for 
the prize pursuant to subparagraph (C) and 
announced pursuant to paragraph (1)(B)(ii). 
Not more than $10,000,000 in Federal funds 
may be used for the prize award under this 
clause. The administering entity shall seek 
to raise $40,000,000 toward the matching 
award under this clause. 

‘‘(C) CRITERIA.—In establishing the criteria 
required by this subsection, the Secretary— 

‘‘(i) shall consult with the Department’s 
Hydrogen Technical and Fuel Cell Advisory 
Committee; 

‘‘(ii) shall consult with other Federal agen-
cies, including the National Science Founda-
tion; and 

‘‘(iii) may consult with other experts such 
as private organizations, including profes-
sional societies, industry associations, and 
the National Academy of Sciences and the 
National Academy of Engineering. 

‘‘(D) JUDGES.—For each prize competition 
under this subsection, the Secretary in con-
sultation with the administering entity shall 
assemble a panel of qualified judges to select 
the winner or winners on the basis of the cri-
teria established under subparagraph (C). 
Judges for each prize competition shall in-
clude individuals from outside the Depart-
ment, including from the private sector. A 
judge, spouse, minor children, and members 
of the judge’s household may not— 

‘‘(i) have personal or financial interests in, 
or be an employee, officer, director, or agent 
of, any entity that is a registered participant 
in the prize competition for which he or she 
will serve as a judge; or 

‘‘(ii) have a familial or financial relation-
ship with an individual who is a registered 
participant in the prize competition for 
which he or she will serve as a judge. 

‘‘(3) ELIGIBILITY.—To be eligible to win a 
prize under this subsection, an individual or 
entity— 

‘‘(A) shall have complied with all the re-
quirements in accordance with the Federal 
Register notice required under paragraph 
(1)(B)(ii); 

‘‘(B) in the case of a private entity, shall 
be incorporated in and maintain a primary 
place of business in the United States, and in 
the case of an individual, whether partici-
pating singly or in a group, shall be a citizen 
of, or an alien lawfully admitted for perma-
nent residence in, the United States; and 

‘‘(C) shall not be a Federal entity, a Fed-
eral employee acting within the scope of his 
employment, or an employee of a national 
laboratory acting within the scope of his em-
ployment. 

‘‘(4) INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY.—The Federal 
Government shall not, by virtue of offering 
or awarding a prize under this subsection, be 

entitled to any intellectual property rights 
derived as a consequence of, or direct rela-
tion to, the participation by a registered par-
ticipant in a competition authorized by this 
subsection. This paragraph shall not be con-
strued to prevent the Federal Government 
from negotiating a license for the use of in-
tellectual property developed for a prize 
competition under this subsection. 

‘‘(5) LIABILITY.— 
‘‘(A) WAIVER OF LIABILITY.—The Secretary 

may require registered participants to waive 
claims against the Federal Government and 
the administering entity (except claims for 
willful misconduct) for any injury, death, 
damage, or loss of property, revenue, or prof-
its arising from the registered participants’ 
participation in a competition under this 
subsection. The Secretary shall give notice 
of any waiver required under this subpara-
graph in the notice required by paragraph 
(1)(B)(ii). The Secretary may not require a 
registered participant to waive claims 
against the administering entity arising out 
of the unauthorized use or disclosure by the 
administering entity of the registered par-
ticipant’s trade secrets or confidential busi-
ness information. 

‘‘(B) LIABILITY INSURANCE.— 
‘‘(i) REQUIREMENTS.—Registered partici-

pants in a prize competition under this sub-
section shall be required to obtain liability 
insurance or demonstrate financial responsi-
bility, in amounts determined by the Sec-
retary, for claims by— 

‘‘(I) a third party for death, bodily injury, 
or property damage or loss resulting from an 
activity carried out in connection with par-
ticipation in a competition under this sub-
section; and 

‘‘(II) the Federal Government for damage 
or loss to Government property resulting 
from such an activity. 

‘‘(ii) FEDERAL GOVERNMENT INSURED.—The 
Federal Government shall be named as an 
additional insured under a registered partici-
pant’s insurance policy required under clause 
(i)(I), and registered participants shall be re-
quired to agree to indemnify the Federal 
Government against third party claims for 
damages arising from or related to competi-
tion activities under this subsection. 

‘‘(6) REPORT TO CONGRESS.—Not later than 
60 days after the awarding of the first prize 
under this subsection, and annually there-
after, the Secretary shall transmit to the 
Congress a report that— 

‘‘(A) identifies each award recipient; 
‘‘(B) describes the technologies developed 

by each award recipient; and 
‘‘(C) specifies actions being taken toward 

commercial application of all technologies 
with respect to which a prize has been 
awarded under this subsection. 

‘‘(7) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.— 
‘‘(i) AWARDS.—There are authorized to be 

appropriated to the Secretary for the period 
encompassing fiscal years 2008 through 2017 
for carrying out this subsection— 

‘‘(I) $20,000,000 for awards described in para-
graph (2)(A)(i); 

‘‘(II) $20,000,000 for awards described in 
paragraph (2)(A)(ii); and 

‘‘(III) $10,000,000 for the award described in 
paragraph (2)(A)(iii). 

‘‘(ii) ADMINISTRATION.—In addition to the 
amounts authorized in clause (i), there are 
authorized to be appropriated to the Sec-
retary for each of fiscal years 2008 and 2009 
$2,000,000 for the administrative costs of car-
rying out this subsection. 

‘‘(B) CARRYOVER OF FUNDS.—Funds appro-
priated for prize awards under this sub-

section shall remain available until ex-
pended, and may be transferred, repro-
grammed, or expended for other purposes 
only after the expiration of 10 fiscal years 
after the fiscal year for which the funds were 
originally appropriated. No provision in this 
subsection permits obligation or payment of 
funds in violation of section 1341 of title 31 of 
the United States Code (commonly referred 
to as the Anti-Deficiency Act). 

‘‘(8) NONSUBSTITUTION.—The programs cre-
ated under this subsection shall not be con-
sidered a substitute for Federal research and 
development programs.’’. 

TITLE V—AGRICULTURE ENERGY 
SEC. 5001. TABLE OF CONTENTS. 

Title IX of the Farm Security and Rural 
Investment Act of 2002 (7 U.S.C. 8101 et seq.) 
is amended by inserting before section 9001 
the following new section: 
‘‘SEC. 9000. TABLE OF CONTENTS. 

‘‘The table of contents of this title is as 
follows: 

‘‘TITLE IX—ENERGY 
‘‘Sec. 9000. Table of contents. 
‘‘Sec. 9001. Definitions. 
‘‘Sec. 9002. Federal procurement of biobased 

products. 
‘‘Sec. 9003. Biorefinery development grants; 

loan guarantees for biorefin-
eries and biofuel production 
plants. 

‘‘Sec. 9004. Biodiesel fuel education pro-
gram. 

‘‘Sec. 9005. Energy audit and renewable en-
ergy development program. 

‘‘Sec. 9006. Rural energy for America pro-
gram. 

‘‘Sec. 9007. Hydrogen and fuel cell tech-
nologies. 

‘‘Sec. 9008. Biomass Research and Develop-
ment Act of 2000. 

‘‘Sec. 9009. Cooperative research and exten-
sion projects. 

‘‘Sec. 9010. Continuation of bioenergy pro-
gram. 

‘‘Sec. 9011. Research, extension, and edu-
cational programs on biobased 
energy technologies and prod-
ucts. 

‘‘Sec. 9012. Energy Council of the Depart-
ment of Agriculture. 

‘‘Sec. 9013. Forest bioenergy research pro-
gram.’’. 

SEC. 5002. FEDERAL PROCUREMENT OF 
BIOBASED PRODUCTS. 

Section 9002 of the Farm Security and 
Rural Investment Act of 2002 (7 U.S.C. 8102) 
is amended— 

(1) in subsection (c)(1), by inserting ‘‘, com-
posed of at least five percent of intermediate 
ingredients and feedstocks (such as biopoly-
mers, methyl soyate, and soy polyols) as des-
ignated by the Secretary,’’ after ‘‘highest 
percentage of biobased products prac-
ticable’’; 

(2) by striking subsection (h)(2) and insert-
ing the following: 

‘‘(2) ELIGIBILITY CRITERIA.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 90 days 

after the date of the enactment of the New 
Direction for Energy Independence, National 
Security, and Consumer Protection Act, the 
Secretary, in consultation with other Fed-
eral departments and agencies and with non- 
governmental groups with an interest in 
biobased products, including small and large 
producers of biobased materials and prod-
ucts, industry, trade organizations, aca-
demia, consumer organizations, and environ-
mental organizations, shall issue criteria for 
determining which products may qualify to 
receive the label under paragraph (1). The 
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criteria shall encourage the purchase of 
products with the maximum biobased con-
tent, and should, to the maximum extent 
possible, be consistent with the guidelines 
issued under subsection (e). 

‘‘(B) INTERMEDIATE INGREDIENTS.—The cri-
teria issued under subparagraph (A) shall 
provide that the Secretary may designate in-
termediate ingredients and feedstocks (such 
as biopolymers, methyl soyate, and soy 
polyols) as biobased for the purposes of the 
voluntary program established under this 
subsection.’’; and 

(3) by striking subsection (k)(2)(A) and in-
serting the following: 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Of the funds of the Com-
modity Credit Corporation, the Secretary 
shall use $2,000,000 for each of fiscal years 
2008 through 2012 for bio-product testing and 
support ongoing operations of the Designa-
tion Program, the Voluntary Labeling Pro-
gram, procurement program models, pro-
curement research, promotion, education, 
and awareness of the BioPreferred Pro-
gram.’’. 
SEC. 5003. LOAN GUARANTEES FOR BIOREFIN-

ERIES AND BIOFUEL PRODUCTION 
PLANTS. 

Section 9003 of the Farm Security and 
Rural Investment Act of 2002 (7 U.S.C. 8103) 
is amended— 

(1) in the section heading, by inserting ‘‘; 
LOAN GUARANTEES FOR BIOREFINERIES 
AND BIOFUEL PRODUCTION PLANTS’’ 
after ‘‘GRANTS’’; 

(2) in subsection (b)(2)(A), by striking 
‘‘and’’ the 1st place it appears and inserting 
‘‘or’’; 

(3) in subsection (c), by redesignating sub-
section (h) as subsection (j) and subsections 
(d) through (g) as subsections (e) through (h), 
respectively, and inserting after subsection 
(c) the following: 

‘‘(d) LOAN GUARANTEES.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall 

make loan guarantees to eligible entities to 
assist in paying the cost of development and 
construction of biorefineries and biofuel pro-
duction plants (including retrofitting) to 
carry out projects to demonstrate the com-
mercial viability of 1 or more processes for 
converting biomass to fuels or chemicals. 

‘‘(2) LIMITATIONS.— 
‘‘(A) MAXIMUM PERCENTAGE OF LOAN GUAR-

ANTEED.—A loan guarantee under paragraph 
(1) shall be for not more than 90 percent of 
the principal and interest due on the loan. 

‘‘(B) TOTAL AMOUNTS GUARANTEED.—The 
total amount of principal and interest guar-
anteed under paragraph (1) shall not exceed— 

‘‘(i) $600,000,000, in the case of loans valued 
at not more than $100,000,000; or 

‘‘(ii) $1,000,000,000, in the case of loans val-
ued at more than $100,000,000 but not more 
than $250,000,000. 

‘‘(C) MAXIMUM TERM OF LOAN GUARAN-
TEED.—The Secretary shall determine the 
maximum term of a loan guarantee provided 
under paragraph (1).’’; 

(4) in subsection (f) (as so redesignated)— 
(A) in paragraph (1), by inserting ‘‘and loan 

guarantees under subsection (d)’’ after ‘‘(c)’’; 
(B) in paragraph (2)(A), by inserting ‘‘or 

loan guarantees under subsection (d)’’ after 
‘‘(c)’’; 

(C) in paragraph (2)(B)— 
(i) by striking ‘‘and’’ at the end of clause 

(viii); 
(ii) by striking the period at the end of 

clause (ix) and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 
(iii) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(x) The level of local ownership.’’; and 
(D) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(3) PRIORITY IN AWARDING LOAN GUARAN-

TEES.—In selecting projects to receive loan 

guarantees under subsection (d), the Sec-
retary shall give priority to projects based 
on the criteria set forth in paragraph (2)(B) 
of this subsection.’’; 

(5) by inserting after subsection (h) the fol-
lowing new subsection: 

‘‘(i) CONDITION OF PROVISION OF ASSIST-
ANCE.—As a condition of receiving a grant or 
loan guarantee under this section, the eligi-
ble entity shall ensure that all laborers and 
mechanics employed by contractors or sub-
contractors in the performance of construc-
tion work financed in whole or in part with 
the grant or loan guarantee, as the case may 
be, shall be paid wages at rates not less than 
those prevailing on similar construction in 
the locality, as determined by the Secretary 
of Labor in accordance with section 3141 
through 3144, 3146, and 3147 of title 40, United 
States Code. The Secretary of Labor shall 
have, with respect to such labor standards, 
the authority and functions set forth in Re-
organization Plan Numbered 14 of 1950 (15 F. 
R. 3176; 64 Stat. 1267) and section 3145 of such 
title.’’; 

(6) in subsection (j) (as so redesignated), by 
striking ‘‘2007’’ and inserting ‘‘2012’’; and 

(7) by adding at the end the following new 
subsections: 

‘‘(k) ADDITIONAL FUNDING FOR LOAN GUAR-
ANTEES.—Of the funds of the Commodity 
Credit Corporation, the Secretary shall use 
to carry out this section— 

‘‘(1) $50,000,000 for fiscal year 2008; 
‘‘(2) $65,000,000 for fiscal year 2009; 
‘‘(3) $75,000,000 for fiscal year 2010; 
‘‘(4) $150,000,000 for fiscal year 2011; and 
‘‘(5) $250,000,000 for fiscal year 2012. 
‘‘(l) CONTINUATION OF OPERATIONS.— 
‘‘(1) FUNDING.—The Secretary shall con-

tinue to carry out this section at the rate of 
operation in effect on September 30, 2012, 
from sums in the Treasury not otherwise ap-
propriated, through September 30, 2017. 

‘‘(2) AUTHORITY.—The program and au-
thorities provided under this section shall 
continue in force and effect through Sep-
tember 30, 2017.’’. 
SEC. 5004. BIODIESEL FUEL EDUCATION PRO-

GRAM. 
Section 9004(d) of the Farm Security and 

Rural Investment Act of 2002 (7 U.S.C. 
8104(d)) is amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(d) FUNDING.—Of the funds of the Com-
modity Credit Corporation, the Secretary of 
Agriculture shall make available to carry 
out this section $2,000,000 for each of fiscal 
years 2008 through 2012.’’. 
SEC. 5005. ENERGY AUDIT AND RENEWABLE EN-

ERGY DEVELOPMENT PROGRAM. 
Section 9005(i) of the Farm Security and 

Rural Investment Act of 2002 (7 U.S.C. 8105) 
is amended by striking ‘‘2007’’ and inserting 
‘‘2012’’. 
SEC. 5006. RENEWABLE ENERGY SYSTEMS AND 

ENERGY EFFICIENCY IMPROVE-
MENTS. 

Section 9006 of the Farm Security and 
Rural Investment Act of 2002 (7 U.S.C. 8106) 
is amended— 

(1) by striking the section heading and in-
serting the following: 
‘‘SEC. 9006. RURAL ENERGY FOR AMERICA PRO-

GRAM.’’; 
(2) in subsection (a)— 
(A) in the matter preceding paragraph (1), 

by inserting ‘‘, other agricultural producer’’ 
after ‘‘rancher’’; 

(B) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘and’’ at 
the end; 

(C) in paragraph (2), by striking the period 
and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 

(D) by adding at the end the following new 
paragraph: 

‘‘(3) produce and sell electricity generated 
by new renewable energy systems.’’; 

(3) in subsection (b), by inserting ‘‘, other 
agricultural producer’’ after ‘‘rancher’’; 

(4) in subsection (c)— 
(A) in paragraph (1)— 
(i) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘‘50 per-

cent’’ and inserting ‘‘75 percent’’; and 
(ii) by redesignating subparagraph (B) as 

subparagraph (C) and inserting after sub-
paragraph (A) the following: 

‘‘(B) LOAN GUARANTEES.— 
‘‘(i) MAXIMUM AMOUNT.—The amount of a 

loan guaranteed under this section shall not 
exceed $25,000,000. 

‘‘(ii) MAXIMUM PERCENTAGE.—A loan guar-
anteed under this section shall not exceed 75 
percent of the cost of the activity funded 
under subsection (a).’’; and 

(B) by adding at the end the following new 
paragraph: 

‘‘(3) PRIORITIZATION.—The Secretary shall 
give the greatest priority for grants under 
subsection (a) to activities for which the 
least percentage of the total cost of such ac-
tivities is requested by the farmer, rancher, 
other agricultural producer, or rural small 
business.’’. 

(5) by redesignating subsection (e) as sub-
section (g) and striking subsection (f); 

(6) by inserting after subsection (d) the fol-
lowing new subsections: 

‘‘(e) FEASIBILITY STUDIES.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may pro-

vide assistance to a farmer, rancher, other 
agricultural producer, or rural small busi-
ness to conduct a feasibility study of a 
project for which assistance may be provided 
under this section. 

‘‘(2) LIMITATION.—The Secretary shall use 
not more than 10 percent of the funds made 
available to carry out this section to provide 
assistance described in paragraph (1). 

‘‘(3) CRITERIA.—The Secretary shall issue 
regulations establishing criteria for the re-
ceipt of assistance under this subsection. 

‘‘(4) AVOIDANCE OF DUPLICATIVE ASSIST-
ANCE.—An farmer, rancher, other agricul-
tural producer, or rural small business that 
receives assistance to carry out a feasibility 
study for a project under this subsection 
shall not be eligible for assistance to carry 
out a feasibility study for the project under 
any other provision of law. 

‘‘(f) SMALL ACTIVITIES.— 
‘‘(1) LIMITATION ON USE OF FUNDS.—The 

Secretary shall use not less than 15 percent 
of the funds made available under subsection 
(h) to provide grants for activities that have 
a cost of $50,000 or less. 

‘‘(2) EXCEPTION.—Beginning on the first 
day of the third quarter of a fiscal year, the 
limitation on the use of funds under para-
graph (1) shall not apply to funds made avail-
able under subsection (h) for such fiscal 
year.’’; and 

(7) by adding at the end the following new 
subsection: 

‘‘(h) FUNDING.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Of the funds of the Com-

modity Credit Corporation, the Secretary of 
Agriculture shall make available to carry 
out this section— 

‘‘(A) $40,000,000 for fiscal year 2008; 
‘‘(B) $60,000,000 for fiscal year 2009; 
‘‘(C) $75,000,000 for fiscal year 2010; 
‘‘(D) $100,000,000 for fiscal year 2011; and 
‘‘(E) $150,000,000 for fiscal year 2012. 
‘‘(3) CONTINUATION OF OPERATIONS.— 
‘‘(A) FUNDING.—The Secretary shall con-

tinue to carry out this section at the rate of 
operation in effect on September 30, 2012, 
from sums in the Treasury not otherwise ap-
propriated, through September 30, 2017. 
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‘‘(B) AUTHORITY.—The program and au-

thorities provided under this section shall 
continue in force and effect through Sep-
tember 30, 2017.’’. 
SEC. 5007. BIOMASS RESEARCH AND DEVELOP-

MENT ACT OF 2000. 
(a) RESTATEMENT OF ACT.—Section 9008 of 

the Farm Security and Rural Investment 
Act of 2002 (116 Stat. 486) is amended to read 
as follows: 
‘‘SEC. 9008. BIOMASS RESEARCH AND DEVELOP-

MENT ACT OF 2000. 
‘‘(a) SHORT TITLE.—This section may be 

cited as the ‘Biomass Research and Develop-
ment Act of 2000’. 

‘‘(b) FINDINGS.—Congress finds that— 
‘‘(1) conversion of biomass into biobased 

industrial products offers outstanding poten-
tial for benefit to the national interest 
through— 

‘‘(A) improved strategic security and bal-
ance of payments; 

‘‘(B) healthier rural economies; 
‘‘(C) improved environmental quality; 
‘‘(D) near-zero net greenhouse gas emis-

sions; 
‘‘(E) technology export; and 
‘‘(F) sustainable resource supply; 
‘‘(2) the key technical challenges to be 

overcome in order for biobased industrial 
products to be cost-competitive are finding 
new technology and reducing the cost of 
technology for converting biomass into de-
sired biobased industrial products; 

‘‘(3) biobased fuels have the clear potential 
to be sustainable, low cost, and high per-
formance fuels that are compatible with 
both current and future transportation sys-
tems and provide near-zero net greenhouse 
gas emissions; 

‘‘(4) biobased chemicals have the clear po-
tential for environmentally benign product 
life cycles; 

‘‘(5) biobased power can— 
‘‘(A) provide environmental benefits; 
‘‘(B) promote rural economic development; 

and 
‘‘(C) diversify energy resource options; 
‘‘(6) many biomass feedstocks suitable for 

industrial processing show the clear poten-
tial for sustainable production, in some cases 
resulting in improved soil fertility and car-
bon sequestration; 

‘‘(7)(A) grain processing mills are biorefin-
eries that produce a diversity of useful food, 
chemical, feed, and fuel products; and 

‘‘(B) technologies that result in further di-
versification of the range of value-added 
biobased industrial products can meet a key 
need for the grain processing industry; 

‘‘(8)(A) cellulosic feedstocks are attractive 
because of their low cost and widespread 
availability; and 

‘‘(B) research resulting in cost-effective 
technology to overcome the recalcitrance of 
cellulosic biomass would allow biorefineries 
to produce fuels and bulk chemicals on a 
very large scale, with a commensurately 
large realization of the benefit described in 
paragraph (1); 

‘‘(9) research into the fundamentals to un-
derstand important mechanisms of biomass 
conversion can be expected to accelerate the 
application and advancement of biomass 
processing technology by— 

‘‘(A) increasing the confidence and speed 
with which new technologies can be scaled 
up; and 

‘‘(B) giving rise to processing innovations 
based on new knowledge; 

‘‘(10) the added utility of biobased indus-
trial products developed through improve-
ments in processing technology would en-
courage the design of feedstocks that would 
meet future needs more effectively; 

‘‘(11) the creation of value-added biobased 
industrial products would create new jobs in 
construction, manufacturing, and distribu-
tion, as well as new higher-valued exports of 
products and technology; 

‘‘(12)(A) because of the relatively short- 
term time horizon characteristic of private 
sector investments, and because many bene-
fits of biomass processing are in the national 
interest, it is appropriate for the Federal 
Government to provide precommercial in-
vestment in fundamental research and re-
search-driven innovation in the biomass 
processing area; and 

‘‘(B) such an investment would provide a 
valuable complement to ongoing and past 
governmental support in the biomass proc-
essing area; and 

‘‘(13) several prominent studies, including 
studies by the President’s Committee of Ad-
visors on Science and Technology and the 
National Research Council— 

‘‘(A) support the potential for large re-
search-driven advances in technologies for 
production of biobased industrial products as 
well as associated benefits; and 

‘‘(B) document the need for a focused, inte-
grated, and innovation-driven research effort 
to provide the appropriate progress in a 
timely manner. 

‘‘(c) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
‘‘(1) ADVISORY COMMITTEE.—The term ‘Ad-

visory Committee’ means the Biomass Re-
search and Development Technical Advisory 
Committee established by this section. 

‘‘(2) BIOBASED FUEL.—The term ‘biobased 
fuel’ means any transportation or heating 
fuel produced from biomass. 

‘‘(3) BIOBASED PRODUCT.—The term 
‘biobased product’ means an industrial prod-
uct (including chemicals, materials, and 
polymers) produced from biomass, or a com-
mercial or industrial product (including ani-
mal feed and electric power) derived in con-
nection with the conversion of biomass to 
fuel. 

‘‘(4) BIOMASS.—The term ‘biomass’ means 
any organic matter that is available on a re-
newable or recurring basis, including agri-
cultural crops and trees, wood and wood 
wastes and residues, plants (including aquat-
ic plants), grasses, residues, fibers, and ani-
mal wastes, municipal wastes, and other 
waste materials. 

‘‘(5) BOARD.—The term ‘Board’ means the 
Biomass Research and Development Board 
established by this section. 

‘‘(6) DEMONSTRATION.—The term ‘dem-
onstration’ means demonstration of tech-
nology in a pilot plant or semi-works scale 
facility. 

‘‘(7) INITIATIVE.—The term ‘Initiative’ 
means the Biomass Research and Develop-
ment Initiative established under this sec-
tion. 

‘‘(8) INSTITUTION OF HIGHER EDUCATION.— 
The term ‘institution of higher education’ 
has the meaning given the term in section 
102(a) of the Higher Education Act of 1965 (20 
U.S.C. 1002(a)). 

‘‘(9) NATIONAL LABORATORY.—The term ‘Na-
tional Laboratory’ has the meaning given 
that term in section 2 of the Energy Policy 
Act of 2005. 

‘‘(10) POINT OF CONTACT.—The term ‘point 
of contact’ means a point of contact des-
ignated under this section. 

‘‘(d) COOPERATION AND COORDINATION IN BIO-
MASS RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Agri-
culture and the Secretary of Energy shall co-
operate with respect to, and coordinate, poli-
cies and procedures that promote research 
and development leading to the production 
of biobased fuels and biobased products. 

‘‘(2) POINTS OF CONTACT.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—To coordinate research 

and development programs and activities re-
lating to biobased fuels and biobased prod-
ucts that are carried out by their respective 
Departments— 

‘‘(i) the Secretary of Agriculture shall des-
ignate, as the point of contact for the De-
partment of Agriculture, an officer of the 
Department of Agriculture appointed by the 
President to a position in the Department 
before the date of the designation, by and 
with the advice and consent of the Senate; 
and 

‘‘(ii) the Secretary of Energy shall des-
ignate, as the point of contact for the De-
partment of Energy, an officer of the Depart-
ment of Energy appointed by the President 
to a position in the Department before the 
date of the designation, by and with the ad-
vice and consent of the Senate. 

‘‘(B) DUTIES.—The points of contact shall 
jointly— 

‘‘(i) assist in arranging interlaboratory and 
site-specific supplemental agreements for re-
search and development projects relating to 
biobased fuels and biobased products; 

‘‘(ii) serve as cochairpersons of the Board; 
‘‘(iii) administer the Initiative; and 
‘‘(iv) respond in writing to each rec-

ommendation of the Advisory Committee 
made under subsection (f). 

‘‘(e) BIOMASS RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT 
BOARD.— 

‘‘(1) ESTABLISHMENT.—There is established 
the Biomass Research and Development 
Board, which shall supersede the Interagency 
Council on Biobased Products and Bioenergy 
established by Executive Order No. 13134, to 
coordinate programs within and among de-
partments and agencies of the Federal Gov-
ernment for the purpose of promoting the 
use of biobased fuels and biobased products 
by— 

‘‘(A) maximizing the benefits deriving from 
Federal grants and assistance; and 

‘‘(B) bringing coherence to Federal stra-
tegic planning. 

‘‘(2) MEMBERSHIP.—The Board shall consist 
of— 

‘‘(A) the point of contact of the Depart-
ment of Energy designated under subsection 
(d), who shall serve as cochairperson of the 
Board; 

‘‘(B) the point of contact of the Depart-
ment of Agriculture designated under sub-
section (d), who shall serve as cochairperson 
of the Board; 

‘‘(C) a senior officer of each of the Depart-
ment of the Interior, the Environmental Pro-
tection Agency, the National Science Foun-
dation, and the Office of Science and Tech-
nology Policy, each of whom shall— 

‘‘(i) be appointed by the head of the respec-
tive agency; and 

‘‘(ii) have a rank that is equivalent to the 
rank of the points of contact; and 

‘‘(D) at the option of the Secretary of Agri-
culture and the Secretary of Energy, other 
members appointed by the Secretaries (after 
consultation with the members described in 
subparagraphs (A) through (C)). 

‘‘(3) DUTIES.—The Board shall— 
‘‘(A) coordinate research and development 

activities relating to biobased fuels and 
biobased products— 

‘‘(i) between the Department of Agri-
culture and the Department of Energy; and 

‘‘(ii) with other departments and agencies 
of the Federal Government; 

‘‘(B) provide recommendations to the 
points of contact concerning administration 
of this title; 

‘‘(C) ensure that— 
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‘‘(i) solicitations are open and competitive 

with awards made annually; and 
‘‘(ii) objectives and evaluation criteria of 

the solicitations are clearly stated and mini-
mally prescriptive, with no areas of special 
interest; and 

‘‘(D) ensure that the panel of scientific and 
technical peers assembled under subsection 
(g) to review proposals is composed predomi-
nantly of independent experts selected from 
outside the Departments of Agriculture and 
Energy. 

‘‘(4) FUNDING.—Each agency represented on 
the Board is encouraged to provide funds for 
any purpose under this section. 

‘‘(5) MEETINGS.—The Board shall meet at 
least quarterly to enable the Board to carry 
out the duties of the Board under paragraph 
(3). 

‘‘(f) BIOMASS RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT 
TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE.— 

‘‘(1) ESTABLISHMENT.—There is established 
the Biomass Research and Development 
Technical Advisory Committee, which shall 
supersede the Advisory Committee on 
Biobased Products and Bioenergy established 
by Executive Order No. 13134— 

‘‘(A) to advise the Secretary of Energy, the 
Secretary of Agriculture, and the points of 
contact concerning— 

‘‘(i) the technical focus and direction of re-
quests for proposals issued under the Initia-
tive; and 

‘‘(ii) procedures for reviewing and evalu-
ating the proposals; 

‘‘(B) to facilitate consultations and part-
nerships among Federal and State agencies, 
agricultural producers, industry, consumers, 
the research community, and other inter-
ested groups to carry out program activities 
relating to the Initiative; and 

‘‘(C) to evaluate and perform strategic 
planning on program activities relating to 
the Initiative. 

‘‘(2) MEMBERSHIP.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The Advisory Com-

mittee shall consist of— 
‘‘(i) an individual affiliated with the 

biofuels industry; 
‘‘(ii) an individual affiliated with the 

biobased industrial and commercial products 
industry; 

‘‘(iii) an individual affiliated with an insti-
tution of higher education who has expertise 
in biobased fuels and biobased products; 

‘‘(iv) two prominent engineers or scientists 
from government or academia who have ex-
pertise in biobased fuels and biobased prod-
ucts; 

‘‘(v) an individual affiliated with a com-
modity trade association; 

‘‘(vi) 2 individuals affiliated with an envi-
ronmental or conservation organization; 

‘‘(vii) an individual associated with State 
government who has expertise in biobased 
fuels and biobased products; 

‘‘(viii) an individual with expertise in en-
ergy and environmental analysis; 

‘‘(ix) an individual with expertise in the ec-
onomics of biobased fuels and biobased prod-
ucts; 

‘‘(x) an individual with expertise in agri-
cultural economics; and 

‘‘(xi) at the option of the points of contact, 
other members. 

‘‘(B) APPOINTMENT.—The members of the 
Advisory Committee shall be appointed by 
the points of contact. 

‘‘(3) DUTIES.—The Advisory Committee 
shall— 

‘‘(A) advise the points of contact with re-
spect to the Initiative; and 

‘‘(B) evaluate whether, and make rec-
ommendations in writing to the Board to en-
sure that— 

‘‘(i) funds authorized for the Initiative are 
distributed and used in a manner that is con-
sistent with the objectives, purposes, and 
considerations of the Initiative; 

‘‘(ii) solicitations are open and competitive 
with awards made annually and that objec-
tives and evaluation criteria of the solicita-
tions are clearly stated and minimally pre-
scriptive, with no areas of special interest; 

‘‘(iii) the points of contact are funding pro-
posals under this title that are selected on 
the basis of merit, as determined by an inde-
pendent panel of scientific and technical 
peers predominantly from outside the De-
partments of Agriculture and Energy; and 

‘‘(iv) activities under this section are car-
ried out in accordance with this section. 

‘‘(4) COORDINATION.—To avoid duplication 
of effort, the Advisory Committee shall co-
ordinate its activities with those of other 
Federal advisory committees working in re-
lated areas. 

‘‘(5) MEETINGS.—The Advisory Committee 
shall meet at least quarterly to enable the 
Advisory Committee to carry out the duties 
of the Advisory Committee. 

‘‘(6) TERMS.—Members of the Advisory 
Committee shall be appointed for a term of 3 
years, except that— 

‘‘(A) one-third of the members initially ap-
pointed shall be appointed for a term of 1 
year; and 

‘‘(B) one-third of the members initially ap-
pointed shall be appointed for a term of 2 
years. 

‘‘(g) BIOMASS RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT 
INITIATIVE.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Agri-
culture and the Secretary of Energy, acting 
through their respective points of contact 
and in consultation with the Board, shall es-
tablish and carry out a Biomass Research 
and Development Initiative under which 
competitively awarded grants, contracts, 
and financial assistance are provided to, or 
entered into with, eligible entities to carry 
out research on, and development and dem-
onstration of, biobased fuels and biobased 
products, and the methods, practices and 
technologies, for their production. 

‘‘(2) OBJECTIVES.—The objectives of the Ini-
tiative are to develop— 

‘‘(A) technologies and processes necessary 
for abundant commercial production of 
biobased fuels at prices competitive with fos-
sil fuels; 

‘‘(B) high-value biobased products— 
‘‘(i) to enhance the economic viability of 

biobased fuels and power; and 
‘‘(ii) as substitutes for petroleum-based 

feedstocks and products; and 
‘‘(C) a diversity of sustainable domestic 

sources of biomass for conversion to biobased 
fuels and biobased products. 

‘‘(3) PURPOSES.—The purposes of the Initia-
tive are— 

‘‘(A) to increase the energy security of the 
United States; 

‘‘(B) to create jobs and enhance the eco-
nomic development of the rural economy; 

‘‘(C) to enhance the environment and pub-
lic health; and 

‘‘(D) to diversify markets for raw agricul-
tural and forestry products. 

‘‘(4) TECHNICAL AREAS.—To advance the ob-
jectives and purposes of the Initiative, the 
Secretary of Agriculture and the Secretary 
of Energy, in consultation with the Adminis-
trator of the Environmental Protection 
Agency and heads of other appropriate de-
partments and agencies (referred to in this 
subsection as the ‘Secretaries’), shall direct 
research and development toward— 

‘‘(A) feedstock production through the de-
velopment of crops and cropping systems rel-

evant to production of raw materials for con-
version to biobased fuels and biobased prod-
ucts, including— 

‘‘(i) development of advanced and dedi-
cated crops with desired features, including 
enhanced productivity, broader site range, 
low requirements for chemical inputs, and 
enhanced processing; 

‘‘(ii) advanced crop production methods to 
achieve the features described in clause (i); 

‘‘(iii) feedstock harvest, handling, trans-
port, and storage; and 

‘‘(iv) strategies for integrating feedstock 
production into existing managed land; 

‘‘(B) overcoming recalcitrance of cellulosic 
biomass through developing technologies for 
converting cellulosic biomass into inter-
mediates that can subsequently be converted 
into biobased fuels and biobased products, in-
cluding— 

‘‘(i) pretreatment in combination with en-
zymatic or microbial hydrolysis; and 

‘‘(ii) thermochemical approaches, includ-
ing gasification and pyrolysis; 

‘‘(C) product diversification through tech-
nologies relevant to production of a range of 
biobased products (including chemicals, ani-
mal feeds, and cogenerated power) that even-
tually can increase the feasibility of fuel 
production in a biorefinery, including— 

‘‘(i) catalytic processing, including 
thermochemical fuel production; 

‘‘(ii) metabolic engineering, enzyme engi-
neering, and fermentation systems for bio-
logical production of desired products or co-
generation of power; 

‘‘(iii) product recovery; 
‘‘(iv) power production technologies; and 
‘‘(v) integration into existing biomass 

processing facilities, including starch eth-
anol plants, sugar processing or refining 
plants, paper mills, and power plants; and 

‘‘(D) analysis that provides strategic guid-
ance for the application of biomass tech-
nologies in accordance with realization of 
improved sustainability and environmental 
quality, cost effectiveness, security, and 
rural economic development, usually fea-
turing system-wide approaches. 

‘‘(5) ADDITIONAL CONSIDERATIONS.—Within 
the technical areas described in paragraph 
(4), and in addition to advancing the pur-
poses described in paragraph (3) and the ob-
jectives described in paragraph (2), the Sec-
retaries shall support research and develop-
ment— 

‘‘(A) to create continuously expanding op-
portunities for participants in existing 
biofuels production by seeking synergies and 
continuity with current technologies and 
practices, such as the use of dried distillers 
grains as a bridge feedstock; 

‘‘(B) to maximize the environmental, eco-
nomic, and social benefits of production of 
biobased fuels and biobased products on a 
large scale through life-cycle economic and 
environmental analysis and other means; 
and 

‘‘(C) to assess the potential of Federal land 
and land management programs as feedstock 
resources for biobased fuels and biobased 
products, consistent with the integrity of 
soil and water resources and with other envi-
ronmental considerations. 

‘‘(6) ELIGIBLE ENTITIES.—To be eligible for 
a grant, contract, or assistance under this 
subsection, an applicant shall be— 

‘‘(A) an institution of higher education; 
‘‘(B) a National Laboratory; 
‘‘(C) a Federal research agency; 
‘‘(D) a State research agency; 
‘‘(E) a private sector entity; 
‘‘(F) a nonprofit organization; or 
‘‘(G) a consortium of two or more entities 

described in subparagraphs (A) through (F). 
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‘‘(7) ADMINISTRATION.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—After consultation with 

the Board, the points of contact shall— 
‘‘(i) publish annually one or more joint re-

quests for proposals for grants, contracts, 
and assistance under this subsection; 

‘‘(ii) require that grants, contracts, and as-
sistance under this section be awarded com-
petitively, on the basis of merit, after the es-
tablishment of procedures that provide for 
scientific peer review by an independent 
panel of scientific and technical peers; and 

‘‘(iii) give some preference to applications 
that— 

‘‘(I) involve a consortia of experts from 
multiple institutions; 

‘‘(II) encourage the integration of dis-
ciplines and application of the best technical 
resources; and 

‘‘(III) increase the geographic diversity of 
demonstration projects. 

‘‘(B) DISTRIBUTION OF FUNDING BY TECH-
NICAL AREA.—Of the funds authorized to be 
appropriated for activities described in this 
subsection, funds shall be distributed for 
each of fiscal years 2007 through 2012 so as to 
achieve an approximate distribution of— 

‘‘(i) 20 percent of the funds to carry out ac-
tivities for feedstock production under para-
graph (4)(A); 

‘‘(ii) 45 percent of the funds to carry out 
activities for overcoming recalcitrance of 
cellulosic biomass under paragraph (4)(B); 

‘‘(iii) 30 percent of the funds to carry out 
activities for product diversification under 
paragraph (4)(C); and 

‘‘(iv) 5 percent of the funds to carry out ac-
tivities for strategic guidance under para-
graph (4)(D). 

‘‘(C) DISTRIBUTION OF FUNDING WITHIN EACH 
TECHNICAL AREA.—Within each technical area 
described in subparagraphs (A) through (C) of 
paragraph (4), funds shall be distributed for 
each of fiscal years 2007 through 2012 so as to 
achieve an approximate distribution of— 

‘‘(i) 15 percent of the funds for applied fun-
damentals; 

‘‘(ii) 35 percent of the funds for innovation; 
and 

‘‘(iii) 50 percent of the funds for demonstra-
tion. 

‘‘(D) MATCHING FUNDS.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—A minimum 20 percent 

funding match shall be required for dem-
onstration projects under this section. 

‘‘(ii) COMMERCIAL APPLICATIONS.—A min-
imum of 50 percent funding match shall be 
required for commercial application projects 
under this section. 

‘‘(E) TECHNOLOGY AND INFORMATION TRANS-
FER TO AGRICULTURAL USERS.—The Adminis-
trator of the Cooperative State Research, 
Education, and Extension Service and the 
Chief of the Natural Resources Conservation 
Service shall ensure that applicable research 
results and technologies from the Initiative 
are adapted, made available, and dissemi-
nated through those services, as appropriate. 

‘‘(h) ADMINISTRATIVE SUPPORT AND 
FUNDS.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—To the extent adminis-
trative support and funds are not provided 
by other agencies under paragraph (2)(b), the 
Secretary of Energy and the Secretary of Ag-
riculture may provide such administrative 
support and funds of the Department of En-
ergy and the Department of Agriculture to 
the Board and the Advisory Committee as 
are necessary to enable the Board and the 
Advisory Committee to carry out their du-
ties under this section. 

‘‘(2) OTHER AGENCIES.—The heads of the 
agencies referred to in subsection (e)(2)(C), 
and the other members appointed under sub-

section (e)(2)(D), may, and are encouraged to, 
provide administrative support and funds of 
their respective agencies to the Board and 
the Advisory Committee. 

‘‘(3) LIMITATION.—Not more than 4 percent 
of the amount appropriated for each fiscal 
year under subsection (g)(6) may be used to 
pay the administrative costs of carrying out 
this section. 

‘‘(i) REPORTS.— 
‘‘(1) ANNUAL REPORTS.—For each fiscal year 

for which funds are made available to carry 
out this section, the Secretary of Energy and 
the Secretary of Agriculture shall jointly 
submit to Congress a detailed report on— 

‘‘(A) the status and progress of the Initia-
tive, including a report from the Advisory 
Committee on whether funds appropriated 
for the Initiative have been distributed and 
used in a manner that— 

‘‘(i) is consistent with the objectives, pur-
poses, and additional considerations de-
scribed in paragraphs (2) through (5) of sub-
section (g); 

‘‘(ii) uses the set of criteria established in 
the initial report submitted under title III of 
the Agricultural Risk Protection Act of 2000; 

‘‘(iii) achieves the distribution of funds de-
scribed in subparagraphs (B) and (C) of sub-
section (g)(7); and 

‘‘(iv) takes into account any recommenda-
tions that have been made by the Advisory 
Committee; 

‘‘(B) the general status of cooperation and 
research and development efforts carried out 
at each agency with respect to biobased fuels 
and biobased products, including a report 
from the Advisory Committee on whether 
the points of contact are funding proposals 
that are selected under subsection 
(g)(3)(B)(iii); and 

‘‘(C) the plans of the Secretary of Energy 
and the Secretary of Agriculture for address-
ing concerns raised in the report, including 
concerns raised by the Advisory Committee. 

‘‘(2) UPDATES.—The Secretary and the Sec-
retary of Energy shall update the Vision and 
Roadmap documents prepared for Federal 
biomass research and development activi-
ties. 

‘‘(j) FUNDING.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Of the funds of the Com-

modity Credit Corporation, the Secretary of 
Agriculture shall make available to carry 
out this section— 

‘‘(A) $18,000,000 for fiscal year 2008; 
‘‘(B) $28,000,000 for fiscal year 2009; 
‘‘(C) $40,000,000 for fiscal year 2010; 
‘‘(D) $50,000,000 for fiscal year 2011; and 
‘‘(E) $100,000,000 for fiscal year 2012. 
‘‘(2) CONTINUATION OF OPERATIONS.— 
‘‘(A) FUNDING.—The Secretary shall con-

tinue to carry out this section at the rate of 
operation in effect on September 30, 2012, 
from sums in the Treasury not otherwise ap-
propriated, through September 30, 2017. 

‘‘(B) AUTHORITY.—The program and au-
thorities provided under this section shall 
continue in force and effect through Sep-
tember 30, 2017.’’. 
SEC. 5008. ADJUSTMENTS TO THE BIOENERGY 

PROGRAM. 
Section 9010 of the Farm Security and 

Rural Investment Act of 2002 (7 U.S.C. 8108) 
is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)— 
(A) in paragraph (1)— 
(i) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘and’’; 
(ii) in subparagraph (B), by striking the 

final period and inserting a semicolon; and 
(iii) by adding at the end the following new 

subparagraphs: 
‘‘(C) production of heat and power at a 

biofuels plant; 

‘‘(D) biomass gasification; 
‘‘(E) hydrogen made from cellulosic com-

modities for fuel cells; 
‘‘(F) renewable diesel; and 
‘‘(G) such other items as the Secretary 

considers appropriate.’’; 
(B) by striking paragraph (3) and inserting 

the following: 
‘‘(3) ELIGIBLE FEEDSTOCK.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘eligible feed-

stock’ means— 
‘‘(i) any plant material grown or collected 

for the purpose of being converted to energy 
(including aquatic plants); 

‘‘(ii) any organic byproduct or residue from 
agriculture and forestry, including mill resi-
dues and pulping residues that can be con-
verted into energy; 

‘‘(iii) any waste material that can be con-
verted to energy and is derived from plant 
material, including— 

‘‘(I) wood waste and residue; 
‘‘(II) specialty crop waste, including waste 

derived from orchard trees, vineyard crops, 
and nut crops; or 

‘‘(III) other fruit and vegetable byproducts 
or residues; or 

‘‘(iv) animal waste and byproducts. 
‘‘(B) EXCLUSION.—The term ‘eligible feed-

stock’ does not include corn starch.’’; 
(C) in paragraph (4), by striking ‘‘an eligi-

ble commodity’’ and inserting ‘‘eligible feed-
stock’’; and 

(D) by adding at the end the following new 
paragraph: 

‘‘(5) RENEWABLE DIESEL.—The term ‘renew-
able diesel’ means any type of biobased re-
newable fuel derived from plant or animal 
matter that may be used as a substitute for 
standard diesel fuel and meets the require-
ments of an appropriate American Society 
for Testing and Material standard. Such 
term does not include any fuel derived from 
coprocessing an eligible feedstock with a 
feedstock that is not biomass.’’; 

(2) in subsection (b)— 
(A) in paragraph (1)— 
(i) by striking ‘‘The Secretary shall con-

tinue’’ and all that follows through ‘‘the Sec-
retary makes’’ and inserting ‘‘The Secretary 
shall make’’; and 

(ii) by striking ‘‘eligible commodities’’ and 
inserting ‘‘eligible feedstock’’; 

(B) in paragraph (2)(B), by striking ‘‘eligi-
ble commodities’’ and inserting ‘‘eligible 
feedstock’’; 

(C) in paragraph (3), by striking subpara-
graphs (B) and (C) and inserting the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(B) PRIORITY.—In making payments under 
this paragraph, the Secretary shall give pri-
ority to contracts by considering the factors 
referred to in section 9003(e)(2)(B).’’; and 

(D) by striking paragraph (6) and inserting 
the following: 

‘‘(6) LIMITATION.—The Secretary may limit 
the amount of payments that may be re-
ceived by an eligible producer under this sec-
tion as the Secretary considers appro-
priate.’’; and 

(3) by striking subsection (c) and inserting 
the following: 

‘‘(c) FUNDING.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Of the funds of the Com-

modity Credit Corporation, the Secretary of 
Agriculture shall use to carry out this sec-
tion— 

‘‘(A) $150,000,000 for fiscal year 2008; 
‘‘(B) $150,000,000 for fiscal year 2009; 
‘‘(C) $170,000,000 for fiscal year 2010; 
‘‘(D) $180,000,000 for fiscal year 2011; and 
‘‘(E) $286,000,000 for fiscal year 2012. 
‘‘(2) CONTINUATION OF OPERATIONS.— 
‘‘(A) FUNDING.—The Secretary shall con-

tinue to carry out this section at the rate of 
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operation in effect on September 30, 2012, 
from sums in the Treasury not otherwise ap-
propriated, through September 30, 2017. 

‘‘(B) AUTHORITY.—The program and au-
thorities provided under this section shall 
continue in force and effect through Sep-
tember 30, 2017.’’. 
SEC. 5009. RESEARCH, EXTENSION, AND EDU-

CATIONAL PROGRAMS ON BIOBASED 
ENERGY TECHNOLOGIES AND PROD-
UCTS. 

Section 9011(j)(1)(C) of the Farm Security 
and Rural Investment Act of 2002 (7 U.S.C. 
8109(j)(1)(C)) is amended by striking ‘‘2010’’ 
and inserting ‘‘2012’’. 
SEC. 5010. ENERGY COUNCIL OF THE DEPART-

MENT OF AGRICULTURE. 
Title IX of the Farm Security and Rural 

Investment Act of 2002 (7 U.S.C. 8101 et seq.) 
is further amended by adding at the end the 
following new section: 
‘‘SEC. 9012. ENERGY COUNCIL OF THE DEPART-

MENT OF AGRICULTURE. 
‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Agri-

culture shall establish an energy council in 
the Office of the Secretary (in this section 
referred to as the ‘Council’) to coordinate 
the energy policy of the Department of Agri-
culture and consult with other departments 
and agencies of the Federal Government. 

‘‘(b) MEMBERSHIP.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall ap-

point the members of the Council from 
among the staff of the agencies and mission 
areas of the Department of Agriculture with 
responsibilities relating to energy programs 
or policies. 

‘‘(2) CHAIR.—The chief economist and the 
Under Secretary for Rural Development of 
the Department of Agriculture shall serve as 
the Chairs of the Council. 

‘‘(c) DUTIES OF OFFICE OF ENERGY POLICY 
AND NEW USES.—The Office of Energy Policy 
and New Uses of the Department of Agri-
culture shall support the activities of the 
Council.’’. 
SEC. 5011. FOREST BIOENERGY RESEARCH PRO-

GRAM. 
Title IX of the Farm Security and Rural 

Investment Act of 2002 (7 U.S.C. 8101 et seq.) 
is further amended by adding at the end the 
following new section: 
‘‘SEC. 9013. FOREST BIOENERGY RESEARCH PRO-

GRAM. 
‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Agri-

culture, working through the Forest Service, 
in cooperation with other Federal agencies, 
land grant colleges and universities, and pri-
vate entities, shall conduct a competitive re-
search and development program to encour-
age new forest-to-energy technologies. The 
Secretary may use grants, cooperative 
agreements, and other methods to partner 
with cooperating entities on projects that 
the Secretary determines shall best promote 
new forest-to-energy technologies. 

‘‘(b) PRIORITY FOR PROJECT SELECTION.— 
The Secretary shall give priority to projects 
that— 

‘‘(1) develop technology and techniques to 
use low value forest materials, such as by-
products of forest health treatments and 
hazardous fuel reduction, for the production 
of energy; 

‘‘(2) develop processes for the conversion of 
cellulosic forest materials that integrate 
production of energy into existing manufac-
turing steams or in integrated forest bio-
refineries; 

‘‘(3) develop new transportation fuels that 
use forest materials as a feedstock for the 
production of such fuels; or 

‘‘(4) improve the of growth and yield of 
trees for the purpose of renewable energy 
and other forest product use. 

‘‘(c) FUNDING.—Of the funds of the Com-
modity Credit Corporation, the Secretary of 
Agriculture shall make available to carry 
out this section— 

‘‘(1) $4,000,000 for fiscal year 2008; 
‘‘(2) $6,000,000 for fiscal year 2009; 
‘‘(3) $7,000,000 for fiscal year 2010; 
‘‘(4) $9,000,000 for fiscal year 2011; and 
‘‘(5) $10,000,000 for fiscal year 2012.’’. 

SEC. 5012. FEEDSTOCK FLEXIBILITY PROGRAM 
FOR BIOENERGY PRODUCERS. 

Title IX of the Farm Security and Rural 
Investment Act of 2002 (7 U.S.C. 8101 et seq.) 
is further amended by adding at the end the 
following new section: 
‘‘SEC. 9014. FEEDSTOCK FLEXIBILITY PROGRAM 

FOR BIOENERGY PRODUCERS. 
‘‘(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
‘‘(1) BIOENERGY.—The term ‘bioenergy’ 

means fuel grade ethanol and other biofuel. 
‘‘(2) BIOENERGY PRODUCER.—The term ‘bio-

energy producer’ means a producer of bio-
energy that uses an eligible commodity to 
produce bioenergy under this section. 

‘‘(3) ELIGIBLE COMMODITY.—The term ‘eligi-
ble commodity’ means a form of raw or re-
fined sugar or in-process sugar that is eligi-
ble to be marketed in the United States for 
human consumption or to be used for the ex-
traction of sugar for human consumption. 

‘‘(4) ELIGIBLE ENTITY.—The term ‘eligible 
entity’ means an entity located in the 
United States that markets an eligible com-
modity in the United States. 

‘‘(b) FEEDSTOCK FLEXIBILITY PROGRAM.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.— 
‘‘(A) PURCHASES AND SALES.—For each of 

fiscal years 2008 through 2012, the Secretary 
shall purchase eligible commodities from eli-
gible entities and sell such commodities to 
bioenergy producers for the purpose of pro-
ducing bioenergy in a manner that ensures 
that 156 of the Federal Agricultural Improve-
ment and Reform Act (7 U.S.C. 7272) is oper-
ated at no cost to the Federal Government 
by avoiding forfeitures to the Commodity 
Credit Corporation. 

‘‘(B) COMPETITIVE PROCEDURES.—In car-
rying out the purchases and sales required 
under subparagraph (A), the Secretary shall, 
to the maximum extent practicable, use 
competitive procedures, including the receiv-
ing, offering, and accepting of bids, when en-
tering into contracts with eligible entities 
and bioenergy producers, provided that such 
procedures are consistent with the purposes 
of subparagraph (A). 

‘‘(C) LIMITATION.—The purchase and sale of 
eligible commodities under subparagraph (A) 
shall only be made in fiscal years in which 
such purchases and sales are necessary to en-
sure that the program authorized under sec-
tion 156 of the Federal Agriculture Improve-
ment and Reform Act (7 U.S.C. 7272) is oper-
ated at no cost to the Federal Government 
by avoiding forfeitures to the Commodity 
Credit Corporation. 

‘‘(2) NOTICE.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Not later than Sep-

tember 1, 2007, and each September 1 there-
after through fiscal year 2011, the Secretary 
shall provide notice to eligible entities and 
bioenergy producers of the quantity of eligi-
ble commodities that shall be made available 
for purchase and sale for the subsequent fis-
cal year under this section. 

‘‘(B) REESTIMATES.—Not later than the 
first day of each of the second through 
fourth quarters of each of fiscal years 2008 
through 2012, the Secretary shall reestimate 
the quantity of eligible commodities deter-
mined under subparagraph (A), and provide 
notice and make purchases and sales based 
on such reestimates. 

‘‘(3) COMMODITY CREDIT CORPORATION INVEN-
TORY.—To the extent that an eligible com-
modity is owned and held in inventory by 
the Commodity Credit Corporation (accumu-
lated pursuant to the program authorized 
under section 156 of the Federal Agriculture 
Improvement and Reform Act (7 U.S.C. 
7272)), the Secretary shall sell such com-
modity to bioenergy producers under this 
section. 

‘‘(4) TRANSFER RULE; STORAGE FEES.— 
‘‘(A) GENERAL TRANSFER RULE.—Except as 

provided in subparagraph (C), the Secretary 
shall ensure that bioenergy producers that 
purchase eligible commodities pursuant to 
this subsection take possession of such com-
modities within 30 calendar days of the date 
of such purchase from the Commodity Credit 
Corporation. 

‘‘(B) PAYMENT OF STORAGE FEES PROHIB-
ITED.— 

‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall, to 
the greatest extent practicable, carry out 
this subsection in a manner that ensures no 
storage fees are paid by the Commodity 
Credit Corporation in the administration of 
this subsection. 

‘‘(ii) EXCEPTION.—Clause (i) shall not apply 
with respect to any commodities owned and 
held in inventory by the Commodity Credit 
Corporation (accumulated pursuant to the 
program authorized under section 156 of the 
Federal Agriculture Improvement and Re-
form Act (7 U.S.C. 7272)). 

‘‘(C) OPTION TO PREVENT STORAGE FEES.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may enter 

into contracts with bioenergy producers to 
sell eligible commodities to such producers 
prior in time to entering into contracts with 
eligible entities to purchase such commod-
ities to be used to satisfy the contracts en-
tered into with the bioenergy producers. 

‘‘(ii) SPECIAL TRANSFER RULE.—If the Sec-
retary makes a sale and purchase referred to 
in clause (i), the Secretary shall ensure that 
the bioenergy producer that purchased eligi-
ble commodities takes possession of such 
commodities within 30 calendar days of the 
date the Commodity Credit Corporation pur-
chases such commodities. 

‘‘(5) RELATION TO OTHER LAWS.—If sugar 
that is subject to a marketing allotment 
under part VII of subtitle B of title III of the 
Agricultural Adjustment Act of 1938 (7 U.S.C. 
1359aa et seq.) is the subject of a payment 
under this section, such sugar shall be con-
sidered marketed and shall count against a 
processor’s allocation of an allotment under 
such part, as applicable. 

‘‘(6) FUNDING.—The Secretary shall use the 
funds, facilities, and authorities of the Com-
modity Credit Corporation, including the use 
of such sums as are necessary, to carry out 
this section.’’. 

TITLE VI—CARBON-NEUTRAL 
GOVERNMENT 

SEC. 6001. SHORT TITLE. 
This title may be cited as the ‘‘Carbon- 

Neutral Government Act of 2007’’. 
SEC. 6002. FINDINGS. 

The Congress finds the following: 
(1) The harms associated with global 

warming are serious and well recognized. 
These include the global retreat of mountain 
glaciers, reduction in snow cover extent, the 
earlier spring melting of rivers and lakes, 
the accelerated rate of rise of sea levels dur-
ing the 20th century relative to the past few 
thousand years, and increased intensity of 
hurricanes and typhoons. 

(2) The risks associated with a global mean 
surface temperature increase above 2 °C (3.6 
°F) above preindustrial temperature are 
grave. According to the Intergovernmental 
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Panel on Climate Change, such temperature 
increases would increase the severity of on-
going alterations of terrestrial and marine 
environments, with potentially catastrophic 
results. Ongoing and projected effects in-
clude more prevalent droughts in dry re-
gions, an increase in the spread of disease, a 
significant reduction in water storage in 
winter snowpack in mountainous regions 
with direct and important economic con-
sequences, a precipitous rise in sea levels by 
the end of the century, the potential devas-
tation of coastal communities, severe and ir-
reversible changes to natural ecosystems 
such as the bleaching and destruction of 
much of the world’s coral, and the potential 
extinction of 30 percent of all living species. 

(3) That these climate change effects and 
risks of future effects are widely shared does 
not minimize the adverse affects individual 
persons have suffered, will suffer, and are at 
risk of suffering because of global warming. 

(4) That some of the adverse and poten-
tially catastrophic effects of global warming 
are presently at risk of occurring and not a 
certainty does not negate the harm persons 
suffer from actions that increase the likeli-
hood, extent, and severity of such future im-
pacts. 

(5) To preserve the ability to stabilize at-
mospheric greenhouse gas concentrations at 
levels likely to protect against a tempera-
ture rise above 2 °C (3.6 °F) and maintain the 
likelihood of avoiding catastrophic global 
warming will require reductions of green-
house gas emissions of 50 percent to 85 per-
cent globally. 

(6) Achieving such reductions will require a 
multitude of actions across the global econ-
omy that may each address a relatively 
minute quantity of emissions, but will be cu-
mulatively significant. 

(7) With only 5 percent of the world popu-
lation, the United States emits approxi-
mately 20 percent of the world’s total green-
house gas emissions, and must be a leader in 
addressing global warming. 

(8) The United States Government is the 
largest energy consumer in the United 
States and is responsible for roughly 
100,000,000 metric tons of CO2-equivalent 
emissions annually. 

(9) A reduction in greenhouse gas emis-
sions by Federal agencies would slow the in-
crease of global emissions, thereby slowing 
the increase of global warming and the exac-
erbation of the risks associated with global 
warming. In addition, Federal action would 
accelerate the pace of development and adop-
tion of technologies that will be critical to 
addressing global warming in the United 
States and worldwide. 

(10) A failure by any Federal agency to 
comply with the provisions of this title re-
quiring reductions in its greenhouse gas 
emissions would exacerbate the pace, extent, 
and risks of global warming, causing harms 
beyond what would otherwise occur. The in-
cremental emissions from a Federal agency’s 
failure to comply with this title create a 
harm, which is the incremental exacerbation 
of the adverse effects and risks of global 
warming. Although the emissions incre-
ments involved could be relatively small, 
such a failure allowing incrementally great-
er emissions would injure all United States 
citizens. 

(11) Improved management of Government 
operations, including acquisitions and pro-
curement and operation of Government fa-
cilities, can maximize the use of existing en-
ergy efficiency and renewable energy tech-
nologies to reduce global warming pollution, 
while saving taxpayers’ money, reducing our 

dependence on oil, enhancing national secu-
rity, cleaning the air, and protecting pristine 
places from drilling and mining. 

(12) Enhancing the accountability and 
transparency of Government operations 
through setting milestones for agency activi-
ties, planning, measuring results, tracking 
results over time, and public reporting can 
improve Government management and make 
Government operations more efficient and 
cost effective. 
Subtitle A—Federal Government Inventory 

and Management of Greenhouse Gas Emis-
sions 

SEC. 6101. INVENTORY OF FEDERAL GOVERN-
MENT GREENHOUSE GAS EMIS-
SIONS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Each agency shall, in ac-
cordance with the guidance issued under sub-
section (b), annually inventory and report its 
greenhouse gas emissions for the preceding 
fiscal year. Each such inventory and report 
shall indicate as discrete categories— 

(1) any direct emission of greenhouse gas 
as a result of an activity of the agency; 

(2) the quantity of indirect emissions of 
greenhouse gases attributable to the genera-
tion of electricity used by the agency and 
commercial air travel by agency personnel; 
and 

(3) the quantity of emissions of greenhouse 
gases associated with the work performed for 
the agency by Federal contractors, com-
prising direct emissions and indirect emis-
sions associated with electricity used by, and 
commercial air travel by, such contractors. 

(b) GUIDANCE; ASSISTANCE.—Not later than 
3 months after the date of the enactment of 
this Act, the Administrator shall issue guid-
ance for agencies for conducting inventories 
under this section and reporting under sec-
tion 6102. Such guidance shall establish in-
ventory and reporting procedures that are at 
least as rigorous as the inventory procedures 
established under the Environmental Protec-
tion Agency’s Climate Leaders program and 
shall define the scope of the inventories of 
direct emissions described in subsection 
(a)(1) to be complete and consistent with the 
national obligation for reporting inventories 
under the United Nations Framework Con-
vention on Climate Change. The Adminis-
trator shall provide assistance to agencies in 
preparing their inventories. 

(c) INITIAL INVENTORY BY AGENCIES.— 
(1) SUBMISSION.—Not later than 1 year after 

the date of the enactment of this Act, each 
agency shall submit to the Administrator 
and make publicly available on the agency’s 
website an initial inventory of the agency’s 
greenhouse gas emissions for the preceding 
fiscal year. 

(2) CERTIFICATION.—Not later than 6 
months after an agency submits an initial 
inventory under paragraph (1), the Adminis-
trator shall review the inventory for compli-
ance with the guidance issued under sub-
section (b) and— 

(A) certify that the inventory is tech-
nically valid; or 

(B) decline to certify the inventory and 
provide an explanation of the actions or revi-
sions that are necessary for the inventory to 
be certified under subparagraph (A). 

(3) REVISION.—If the Administrator de-
clines to certify the inventory of an agency 
under paragraph (2)(B), the agency shall sub-
mit to the Administrator and make publicly 
available on the agency’s website a revised 
inventory not later than 6 months after the 
date on which the Administrator provides 
the agency with the explanation required by 
such paragraph. 

(d) NET GREENHOUSE GASES FROM FEDERAL 
LANDS.—Beginning not later than 2 years 

after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary of the Interior and the Secretary 
of Agriculture shall include as a discrete cat-
egory in any inventory under this section 
the net biological sequestration or emission 
of greenhouse gases related to human activi-
ties and associated with land managed by 
the Bureau of Land Management or the For-
est Service. In developing such estimates of 
the net biological sequestration or emission 
of greenhouse gases, the Secretary of the In-
terior and the Secretary of Agriculture shall 
take into consideration the results of any 
available related assessments performed by 
the Secretary of the Interior. Such net bio-
logical sequestration or emissions of green-
house gases shall not be considered for the 
purposes of setting or measuring progress to-
ward targets under section 6102. For the pur-
poses of this subsection, the net biological 
sequestration or emission of greenhouse 
gases refers to the net sequestration or emis-
sions associated with uptake and release of 
greenhouse gases from soil, vegetation, and 
dead organic matter. 
SEC. 6102. MANAGEMENT OF FEDERAL GOVERN-

MENT GREENHOUSE GAS EMIS-
SIONS. 

(a) EMISSION REDUCTION TARGETS.—Not 
later than 18 months after the date of the en-
actment of this Act, the Administrator shall 
promulgate annual reduction targets for the 
total quantity of greenhouse gas emissions 
described in section 6101(a), expressed as car-
bon dioxide equivalents, of all agencies, 
taken collectively, for each of fiscal years 
2010 through 2050. 

(b) GOALS.—The targets promulgated under 
subsection (a) shall be calculated so as— 

(1) to prevent the total quantity of green-
house gas emissions of all agencies in fiscal 
year 2011 and each subsequent fiscal year 
from exceeding the total quantity of such 
emissions in fiscal year 2010; and 

(2) to reduce such greenhouse gas emis-
sions as rapidly as possible, but at a min-
imum by a quantity equal to 2 percent of 
projected fiscal year 2010 emissions each fis-
cal year, so as to achieve zero net annual 
greenhouse gas emissions from the agencies 
by fiscal year 2050. 

(c) PROPORTIONATE SHARE.—Each agency 
shall limit the quantity of its greenhouse gas 
emissions described in section 6101(a) to its 
proportionate share so as to enable the agen-
cies to achieve the targets promulgated 
under subsection (a). The Administrator 
shall promulgate annual reduction targets to 
be met by each agency to comply with this 
subsection, after consultation with the agen-
cies and taking into account changes in 
agency size, structure, and mission over 
time. 

(d) AGENCY PLANS FOR MANAGING EMIS-
SIONS.— 

(1) SUBMISSION.—Not later than 2 years 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
each agency shall develop, submit to the Ad-
ministrator, and make publicly available on 
the agency’s website a plan for achieving the 
annual reduction targets applicable to such 
agency under this section through fiscal year 
2020. Not later than 2 years before the 10-year 
period beginning in 2021 and each subsequent 
10-year period, the agency shall develop, sub-
mit to the Administrator, and make publicly 
available an updated plan for achieving such 
targets for the respective period. Each plan 
developed under this paragraph shall— 

(A) identify the specific actions to be 
taken by the agency; and 

(B) estimate the quantity of reductions of 
greenhouse gas emissions to be achieved 
through each such action. 
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(2) CERTIFICATION.—Not later than 6 

months after an agency submits a plan under 
paragraph (1), the Administrator shall— 

(A) certify that the plan is technically 
sound and, if implemented, is expected to 
limit the quantity of the agency’s green-
house gas emissions to its proportionate 
share under subsection (c); or 

(B) decline to certify the plan and provide 
an explanation of the revisions that are nec-
essary for the plan to be certified under sub-
paragraph (A). 

(3) REVISION.—If the Administrator de-
clines to certify the plan of an agency under 
paragraph (2), the agency shall submit to the 
Administrator and make publicly available 
on the agency’s website a revised plan not 
later than 6 months after the date on which 
the Administrator provides the agency with 
the explanation required by paragraph (2)(B). 

(e) EMISSIONS MANAGEMENT.— 
(1) REQUIREMENT.—Each agency shall im-

plement each provision in its plan under sub-
section (d) to manage its greenhouse gas 
emissions to meet the annual reduction tar-
gets applicable to such agency under this 
section. If— 

(A) an agency has met its applicable reduc-
tion target for the most recent year; and 

(B) the agency demonstrates that it is pro-
jected to meet such targets for future years 
without implementing a provision or provi-
sions included in its plan, 

the agency may revise its plan, subject to 
subsection (d)(2), to defer implementation of 
such plan provisions until the date that im-
plementation is needed to meet the agency’s 
applicable targets. 

(2) REVISION OF PLAN.—If any agency fails 
to meet such targets for a fiscal year, as in-
dicated by the inventory and report prepared 
by the agency for such fiscal year, the agen-
cy shall submit to the Administrator and 
make publicly available on the agency’s 
website a revised plan under subsection (d) 
not later than March 31 of the following fis-
cal year. The Administrator shall certify or 
decline to certify the revised plan in accord-
ance with subsection (d)(2) not later than 3 
months after receipt of the revised plan. 

(3) OFFSETS.— 
(A) PROPOSAL.—If no national mandatory 

economy-wide cap-and-trade program for 
greenhouse gases has been enacted by fiscal 
year 2010, the Administrator shall develop 
and submit to the Congress by 2011 a pro-
posal to allow agencies to meet the annual 
reduction targets applicable to such agencies 
under this section in part through emissions 
offsets, beginning in fiscal year 2015. 

(B) CONTENTS.—The proposal developed 
under subparagraph (A) shall ensure that 
emissions offsets are— 

(i) real, surplus, verifiable, permanent, and 
enforceable; and 

(ii) additional for both regulatory and fi-
nancial purposes (such that the generator of 
the offset is not receiving credit or com-
pensation for the offset in another regu-
latory or market context). 

(C) RULEMAKING.—If by 2012 the Congress 
has not enacted a statute for the express pur-
pose of codifying the proposal developed 
under subparagraph (A) or an alternative to 
such proposal, the Administrator shall im-
plement the proposal through rulemaking. 

(4) EXEMPTIONS.—The President may ex-
empt an agency from complying with the 
emissions target established for that year 
under subsection (c) if the President deter-
mines it to be in the paramount interest of 
the United States to do so. The agency shall, 
to the greatest extent practicable, continue 
to implement the provisions in the agency’s 

plan. Any exemption shall be for a period not 
in excess of one year, but additional exemp-
tions may be granted for periods of not more 
than one year upon the President’s making a 
new determination. 

(f) STUDIES ON FEDERAL LANDS.—The For-
est Service, the Bureau of Land Manage-
ment, the National Park Service, and the 
United States Fish and Wildlife Service 
shall— 

(1) within 3 years after the date of the en-
actment of this Act, conduct studies of the 
opportunities for management strategies, 
and identify those management strategies 
with the greatest potential, to— 

(A) enhance net biological sequestration of 
greenhouse gases on Federal lands they man-
age while avoiding harmful effects on other 
environmental values; and 

(B) reduce negative impacts of global 
warming on biodiversity, water supplies, for-
est health, biological sequestration and stor-
age, and related values; 

(2) within 4 years after the date of the en-
actment of this Act, study the results that 
could be achieved through applying manage-
ment strategies identified as having the 
greatest potential to achieve the benefits de-
scribed in paragraph (1) by implementing 
field experiments on discrete portions of se-
lected land management units in different 
parts of the Nation to test such strategies; 
and 

(3) report to the Congress on the results of 
the studies. 

(g) STUDY ON URBAN AND WILDLAND-URBAN 
FORESTRY PROGRAMS.—Within 2 years of the 
date of enactment of this Act, the Forest 
Service, in consultation with appropriate 
State and local agencies, shall conduct a 
study of the opportunities of urban and 
wildland-urban interface forestry programs 
to enhance net biological sequestration of 
greenhouse gases and achieve other benefits. 

(h) REPORTING.— 
(1) REPORTS BY AGENCIES.—Not later than 

December 31 each fiscal year, each agency 
shall submit to the Administrator and make 
publicly available on the agency’s website a 
report on the agency’s implementation of its 
plan required by subsection (d) for the pre-
ceding fiscal year, including the inventory of 
greenhouse gas emissions of the agency dur-
ing such fiscal year. 

(2) ANNUAL REPORT TO CONGRESS.—The Ad-
ministrator shall review each report sub-
mitted under paragraph (1) for technical va-
lidity and compile such reports in an annual 
report on the Federal Government’s progress 
toward carbon neutrality. The Adminis-
trator shall submit such annual report to the 
Committee on Oversight and Government 
Reform of the House of Representatives and 
the Committee on Governmental Affairs of 
the Senate and make such annual report 
publicly available on the Environmental 
Protection Agency’s website. 

(3) ELECTRONIC SUBMISSION.—In complying 
with any requirement of this subtitle for 
submission of inventories, plans, or reports, 
an agency shall use electronic reporting in 
lieu of paper copy reports. 
SEC. 6103. PILOT PROJECT FOR PURCHASE OF 

OFFSETS AND CERTIFICATES. 
(a) GAO STUDY.—No later than April 1, 

2008, the Comptroller General of the United 
States shall issue the report requested by 
the Congress on May 17, 2007, regarding mar-
kets for greenhouse gas emissions offsets. 

(b) PILOT PROJECT.—Executive agencies 
and legislative branch offices may purchase 
qualified greenhouse gas offsets and qualified 
renewable energy certificates in any open 
market transaction that complies with all 

applicable procurement rules and regula-
tions. 

(c) QUALIFIED GREENHOUSE GAS OFFSETS.— 
For purposes of this section, the term 
‘‘qualified greenhouse gas offset’’ means a 
real, additional, verifiable, enforceable, and 
permanent domestic— 

(1) reduction of greenhouse gas emissions; 
or 

(2) sequestration of greenhouse gases. 
(d) QUALIFIED RENEWABLE ENERGY CERTIFI-

CATES.—For purposes of this section, the 
term ‘‘qualified renewable energy certifi-
cate’’ means a certificate representing a spe-
cific amount of energy generated by a renew-
able energy project that is real, additional, 
and verifiable. 

(e) GUIDANCE.—No later than September 30, 
2008, the Administrator shall issue guide-
lines, for Executive agencies, establishing 
criteria for qualified greenhouse gas offsets 
and qualified renewable energy certificates. 
Such guidelines shall take into account the 
findings and recommendations of the report 
issued under subsection (a) and shall— 

(1) establish performance standards for 
greenhouse gas offset projects that bench-
mark reliably expected greenhouse gas re-
ductions from identified categories of 
projects that reduce greenhouse gas emis-
sions or sequester carbon in accordance with 
subsection (c); and 

(2) establish criteria for qualified renew-
able energy certificates to ensure that en-
ergy generated is renewable and is in accord-
ance with subsection (d). 

(f) REPORT.—The Comptroller General of 
the United States shall evaluate the pilot 
program established by this section, includ-
ing identifying environmental and other ben-
efits of the program, as well as its financial 
costs and any disadvantages associated with 
the program. No later than April 1, 2011, the 
Comptroller General shall provide a report 
to the Committee on Oversight and Govern-
ment Reform of the House of Representa-
tives and the Committee on Homeland Secu-
rity and Governmental Affairs of the Senate 
providing the details of the evaluation and 
any recommendations for improvement. 

(g) ADDITIONAL DEFINITIONS.—In this sec-
tion: 

(1) Notwithstanding section 6106(3) of this 
Act, the term ‘‘Executive agency’’ has the 
meaning given to such term in section 105 of 
title 5, United States Code. 

(2) The term ‘‘renewable energy’’ has the 
meaning given that term in section 203(b) of 
the Energy Policy Act of 2005 (42 U.S.C. 
15852(b)(2)), except that energy generated 
from municipal solid waste shall not be re-
newable energy. 

(h) AUTHORIZATION.—Of the amount of dis-
cretionary funds available to each Executive 
agency or legislative branch office for each 
of fiscal years 2009 and 2010, not more than 
0.01 percent of such amount may be used for 
the purpose of carrying out this section. 
Such funding shall be in addition to any 
other funds available to the Executive agen-
cy or legislative branch office for such pur-
pose. 

(i) SUNSET CLAUSE.—This section ceases to 
be effective at the end of fiscal year 2010. 
SEC. 6104. IMPACT ON AGENCY’S PRIMARY MIS-

SION. 
In implementing the requirements of this 

subtitle, each agency should adopt compli-
ance strategies that are consistent with the 
agency’s primary mission. 
SEC. 6105. SAVINGS CLAUSE. 

Nothing in this title or any amendment 
made by this title shall be interpreted to 
preempt or limit the authority of a State to 
take any action to address global warming. 
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SEC. 6106. DEFINITIONS. 

In this subtitle: 
(1) The term ‘‘Administrator’’ means the 

Administrator of the Environmental Protec-
tion Agency. 

(2) The term ‘‘carbon dioxide equivalent’’ 
means, for each greenhouse gas, the quantity 
of the greenhouse gas that makes the same 
contribution to global warming as 1 metric 
ton of carbon dioxide, as determined by the 
Administrator, taking into account the glob-
al warming potentials published by the 
Intergovernmental Panel on Climate 
Change. 

(3) The term ‘‘agency’’ has the meaning 
given to that term in section 551 of the Na-
tional Energy Conservation Policy Act (42 
U.S.C. 8259). 

(4) The term ‘‘greenhouse gas’’ means— 
(A) carbon dioxide; 
(B) methane; 
(C) nitrous oxide; 
(D) hydrofluorocarbons; 
(E) perfluorocarbons; 
(F) sulfur hexafluoride; or 
(G) any other anthropogenically-emitted 

gas that the Administrator, after notice and 
comment, determines contributes to global 
warming to a non-negligible degree. 
SEC. 6107. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 

There are authorized to be appropriated 
such sums as may be necessary to implement 
this subtitle. 

Subtitle B—Federal Government Energy 
Efficiency 

SEC. 6201. FEDERAL VEHICLE FLEETS. 
Section 303 of the Energy Policy Act of 

1992 (42 U.S.C. 13212) is amended— 
(1) by redesignating subsection (f) as sub-

section (g); and 
(2) by inserting after subsection (e) the fol-

lowing new subsection: 
‘‘(f) VEHICLE EMISSION REQUIREMENTS.— 
‘‘(1) PROHIBITION.—No Federal agency shall 

acquire a light duty motor vehicle or me-
dium duty passenger vehicle that is not a 
low greenhouse gas emitting vehicle. 

‘‘(2) GUIDANCE.—Each year, the Adminis-
trator of the Environmental Protection 
Agency shall issue guidance identifying the 
makes and model numbers of vehicles that 
are low greenhouse gas emitting vehicles. In 
identifying such vehicles, the Administrator 
shall take into account the most stringent 
standards for vehicle greenhouse gas emis-
sions applicable to and enforceable against 
motor vehicle manufacturers for vehicles 
sold anywhere in the United States. The Ad-
ministrator shall not identify any vehicle as 
a low greenhouse gas emitting vehicle if the 
vehicle emits greenhouse gases at a higher 
rate than such standards allow for the manu-
facturer’s fleet average grams per mile of 
carbon dioxide-equivalent emissions for that 
class of vehicle, taking into account any 
emissions allowances and adjustment factors 
such standards provide. 

‘‘(3) DEFINITION.—For purposes of this sub-
section, the term ‘medium duty passenger 
vehicle’ has the meaning given that term 
section 523.2 of title 49 of the Code of Federal 
Regulations.’’. 
SEC. 6202. AGENCY ANALYSES FOR MOBILITY AC-

QUISITIONS. 
(a) COST ESTIMATE REQUIREMENT.—Each 

Federal agency that owns, operates, main-
tains, or otherwise funds infrastructure, as-
sets, or personnel to provide delivery of fuel 
to its operations shall apply activity based 
cost accounting principles to estimate the 
fully burdened cost of fuel. 

(b) USE OF COST ESTIMATE.—Each agency 
shall use the fully burdened cost of fuel, as 

estimated under subsection (a), in con-
ducting analyses and making decisions re-
garding its activities that create a demand 
for energy. Such analyses and decisions shall 
include— 

(1) the use of models, simulations, 
wargames, and other analytical tools to de-
termine the types of energy consuming 
equipment that an agency needs to conduct 
its missions; 

(2) life-cycle cost benefit analyses and 
other trade-off analyses for determining the 
cost effectiveness of measures that improve 
the energy efficiency of an agency’s equip-
ment and systems; 

(3) analyses and decisions conducted or 
made by others for the agency; and 

(4) procurement and acquisition source se-
lection criteria, requests for proposals, and 
best value determinations. 

(c) REVISION OF ANALYTICAL TOOLS.—If a 
Federal agency employs models, simula-
tions, wargames, or other analytical tools 
that require substantial upgrades to enable 
those tools to be used in compliance with 
this section, the agency shall complete such 
necessary upgrades not later than 4 years 
after the date of enactment of this Act. 

(d) DEFINITION.—For purposes of this sec-
tion, the term ‘‘fully burdened cost of fuel’’ 
means the commodity price for the fuel plus 
the total cost of all personnel and assets re-
quired to move and, where applicable, pro-
tect, the fuel from the point at which the 
fuel is received from the commercial supplier 
to the point of use. 
SEC. 6203. FEDERAL PROCUREMENT OF ENERGY 

EFFICIENT PRODUCTS. 
(a) AMENDMENTS.—Section 553 of the Na-

tional Energy Conservation Policy Act (42 
U.S.C. 8259b) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (b)(1), by inserting ‘‘in a 
product category covered by the Energy Star 
program or the Federal Energy Management 
Program for designated products’’ after ‘‘en-
ergy consuming product’’; and 

(2) in subsection (c)— 
(A) by inserting ‘‘list in their catalogues, 

represent as available, and’’ after ‘‘Logistics 
Agency shall’’; and 

(B) by striking ‘‘where the agency’’ and in-
serting ‘‘where the head of the agency’’. 

(b) CATALOGUE LISTING DEADLINE.—Not 
later than 9 months after the date of enact-
ment of this Act, the General Services Ad-
ministration and the Defense Logistics 
Agency shall ensure that the requirement in 
the amendment made under subsection 
(a)(2)(A) has been fully complied with. 
SEC. 6204. FEDERAL BUILDING ENERGY EFFI-

CIENCY PERFORMANCE STANDARDS. 
(a) STANDARDS.—Section 305(a)(3) of the 

Energy Conservation and Production Act (42 
U.S.C. 6834(a)(3)) is amended by adding at the 
end the following new subparagraph: 

‘‘(D) Not later than 1 year after the date of 
enactment of the Carbon-Neutral Govern-
ment Act of 2007, the Secretary shall estab-
lish, by rule, revised Federal building energy 
efficiency performance standards that re-
quire that: 

‘‘(i) For new Federal buildings and Federal 
buildings undergoing major renovations, 
with respect to which the Adminstrator of 
General Services is required to transmit a 
prospectus to Congress under section 3307 of 
title 40, United States Code, in the case of 
public buildings (as defined in section 3301 of 
title 40, United States Code), or of at least 
$2,500,000 in costs adjusted annually for infla-
tion for other buildings: 

‘‘(I) The buildings shall be designed so that 
the fossil fuel-generated energy consumption 
of the buildings is reduced, as compared with 

such energy consumption by a similar build-
ing in fiscal year 2003 (as measured by Com-
mercial Buildings Energy Consumption Sur-
vey or Residential Energy Consumption Sur-
vey data from the Energy Information Agen-
cy), by the percentage specified in the fol-
lowing table: 

Fiscal Year 

Percent-
age 

Reduc-
tion 

2010 ........................................ 55 
2015 ........................................ 65 
2020 ........................................ 80 
2025 ........................................ 90 
2030 ........................................ 100. 

‘‘(II) Sustainable design principles shall be 
applied to the siting, design, and construc-
tion of such buildings. Not later than 60 days 
after the date of enactment of the Carbon- 
Neutral Government Act of 2007, the Sec-
retary, in consultation with the Adminis-
trator of General Services, and in consulta-
tion with the Secretary of Defense for con-
siderations relating to those facilities under 
the custody and control of the Department 
of Defense, shall identify a certification sys-
tem and level for green buildings that the 
Secretary determines to be the most likely 
to encourage a comprehensive and environ-
mentally-sound approach to certification of 
green buildings. The identification of the 
certification system and level shall be based 
on the criteria specified in clause (ii) and 
shall achieve results at least comparable to 
the United States Green Building Council 
Leadership in Energy and Environmental De-
sign silver level. Within 60 days of the com-
pletion of each study required by clause (iii), 
the Secretary, in consultation with the Ad-
ministrator of General Services, and in con-
sultation with the Secretary of Defense for 
considerations relating to those facilities 
under the custody and control of the Depart-
ment of Defense, shall review and update the 
certification system and level, taking into 
account the conclusions of such study. 

‘‘(ii) In identifying the green building cer-
tification system and level, the Secretary 
shall take into consideration— 

‘‘(I) the ability and availability of asses-
sors and auditors to independently verify the 
criteria and measurement of metrics at the 
scale necessary to implement this subpara-
graph; 

‘‘(II) the ability of the applicable certifi-
cation organization to collect and reflect 
public comment; 

‘‘(III) the ability of the standard to be de-
veloped and revised through a consensus- 
based process; 

‘‘(IV) an evaluation of the robustness of 
the criteria for a high-performance green 
building, which shall give credit for pro-
moting— 

‘‘(aa) efficient and sustainable use of 
water, energy, and other natural resources; 

‘‘(bb) use of renewable energy sources; 
‘‘(cc) improved indoor environmental qual-

ity through enhanced indoor air quality, 
thermal comfort, acoustics, day lighting, 
pollutant source control, and use of low- 
emission materials and building system con-
trols; and 

‘‘(dd) such other criteria as the Secretary 
determines to be appropriate; and 

‘‘(V) national recognition within the build-
ing industry. 

‘‘(iii) At least once every five years, the 
Administrator of General Services shall con-
duct a study to evaluate and compare avail-
able third-party green building certification 
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systems and levels, taking into account the 
criteria listed in clause (ii). 

‘‘(iv) The Secretary may by rule allow Fed-
eral agencies to develop internal certifi-
cation processes, using certified profes-
sionals, in lieu of certification by the certifi-
cation entity identified under clause (i)(II). 
The Secretary shall include in any such rule 
guidelines to ensure that the certification 
process results in buildings meeting the ap-
plicable certification system and level iden-
tified under clause (i)(II). An agency employ-
ing an internal certification process must 
continue to obtain external certification by 
the certification entity identified under 
clause (i)(II) for at least 5 percent of the 
total number of buildings certified annually 
by the agency. 

‘‘(v) With respect to privatized military 
housing, the Secretary of Defense, after con-
sultation with the Secretary may, through 
rulemaking, develop alternative criteria to 
those established by subclauses (I) and (II) of 
clause (i) that achieve an equivalent result 
in terms of energy savings, sustainable de-
sign, and green building performance. 

‘‘(vi) In addition to any use of water con-
servation technologies otherwise required by 
this section, water conservation technologies 
shall be applied to the extent that the tech-
nologies are life-cycle cost-effective.’’. 

(b) DEFINITIONS.—Section 303(6) of the En-
ergy Conservation and Production Act (42 
U.S.C. 6832(6)) is amended by striking ‘‘which 
is not legally subject to State or local build-
ing codes or similar requirements.’’ and in-
serting ‘‘. Such term shall include buildings 
built for the purpose of being leased by a 
Federal agency, and privatized military 
housing.’’. 
SEC. 6205. MANAGEMENT OF FEDERAL BUILDING 

EFFICIENCY. 
(a) LARGE CAPITAL ENERGY INVESTMENTS.— 

Section 543 of the National Energy Conserva-
tion Policy Act (42 U.S.C. 8253) is amended 
by adding at the end the following new sub-
section: 

‘‘(f) LARGE CAPITAL ENERGY INVEST-
MENTS.—Each Federal agency shall ensure 
that any large capital energy investment in 
an existing building that is not a major ren-
ovation but involves replacement of in-
stalled equipment, such as heating and cool-
ing systems, or involves renovation, rehabili-
tation, expansion, or remodeling of existing 
space, employs the most energy efficient de-
signs, systems, equipment, and controls that 
are life-cycle cost effective. Not later than 6 
months after the date of enactment of the 
Carbon-Neutral Government Act of 2007, 
each Federal agency shall develop a process 
for reviewing each such large capital energy 
investment decision to ensure that the re-
quirement of this subsection is met, and 
shall report to the Office of Management and 
Budget on the process established. Not later 
than one year after the date of enactment of 
the Carbon-Neutral Government Act of 2007, 
the Office of Management and Budget shall 
evaluate and report to Congress on each 
agency’s compliance with this subsection.’’. 

(b) METERING.—Section 543(e)(1) of the Na-
tional Energy Conservation Policy Act (42 
U.S.C. 8253(e)(1)) is amended by inserting 
‘‘By October 1, 2016, each agency shall also 
provide for equivalent metering of natural 
gas, steam, chilled water, and water, in ac-
cordance with guidelines established by the 
Secretary under paragraph (2).’’ after ‘‘build-
ings of the agency.’’. 
SEC. 6206. LEASING. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
subsection (b), effective 3 years after the 
date of enactment of this Act, no Federal 

agency shall enter into a new contract to 
lease space in a building that has not earned 
the Energy Star label in the most recent 
year. 

(b) EXCEPTION.—If— 
(1) no space is available in such a building 

that meets an agency’s functional require-
ments, including locational needs; 

(2) the agency is proposing to remain in a 
building that the agency has occupied pre-
viously; 

(3) the agency is proposing to lease a build-
ing of historical, architectural, or cultural 
significance, as defined in section 3306(a)(4) 
of title 40, United States Code, or space in 
such a building; or 

(4) the lease is for no more than 10,000 gross 
square feet of space, 
the agency may enter into a contract to 
lease space in a building that has not earned 
the Energy Star label in the most recent 
year if the lease contract includes provisions 
requiring that, prior to occupancy, or in the 
case of a contract described in paragraph (2) 
not later than 6 months after signing the 
contract, the space will be renovated for all 
energy efficiency improvements that would 
be cost effective over the life of the lease, in-
cluding improvements in lighting, windows, 
and heating, ventilation, and air condi-
tioning systems. 
SEC. 6207. PROCUREMENT AND ACQUISITION OF 

ALTERNATIVE FUELS. 
No Federal agency shall enter into a con-

tract for procurement of an alternative or 
synthetic fuel, including a fuel produced 
from non-conventional petroleum sources, 
for any mobility-related use, other than for 
research or testing, unless the contract 
specifies that the lifecycle greenhouse gas 
emissions associated with the production 
and combustion of the fuel supplied under 
the contract must, on an ongoing basis, be 
less than or equal to such emissions from the 
equivalent conventional fuel produced from 
conventional petroleum sources. 
SEC. 6208. CONTRACTS FOR RENEWABLE ENERGY 

FOR EXECUTIVE AGENCIES. 
Section 501(b)(1) of title 40, United States 

Code, is amended— 
(1) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘‘A 

contract’’ and inserting ‘‘Except as provided 
in subparagraph (C), a contract’’; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following new 
subparagraph: 

‘‘(C) RENEWABLE ENERGY CONTRACTS.—A 
contract for renewable energy may be made 
for a period of not more than 30 years. For 
the purposes of this subparagraph, the term 
‘renewable energy’ has the meaning given 
that term in section 203(b) of the Energy Pol-
icy Act of 2005 (42 U.S.C. 15852(b)(2)), except 
that energy generated from municipal solid 
waste shall not be considered renewable en-
ergy.’’. 
SEC. 6209. GOVERNMENT EFFICIENCY STATUS 

REPORTS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Each Federal agency sub-

ject to any of the requirements of this title 
and the amendments made by this title shall 
compile and submit to the Director of the Of-
fice of Management and Budget an annual 
Government efficiency status report on— 

(1) compliance by the agency with each of 
the requirements of this title and the amend-
ments made by this title; 

(2) the status of the implementation by the 
agency of initiatives to improve energy effi-
ciency, reduce energy costs, and reduce emis-
sions of greenhouse gases; and 

(3) savings to American taxpayers result-
ing from mandated improvements under this 
title and the amendments made by this title 

(b) SUBMISSION.—Such report shall be sub-
mitted— 

(1) to the Director at such time as the Di-
rector requires; 

(2) in electronic, not paper, format; and 
(3) consistent with related reporting re-

quirements. 
SEC. 6210. OMB GOVERNMENT EFFICIENCY RE-

PORTS AND SCORECARDS. 
(a) REPORTS.—Not later than April 1 of 

each year, the Director of the Office of Man-
agement and Budget shall submit an Annual 
Government Efficiency report to the Com-
mittee on Oversight and Government Reform 
of the House of Representatives and the 
Committee on Governmental Affairs of the 
Senate, which shall contain— 

(1) a summary of the information reported 
by agencies under section 6209; 

(2) an evaluation of the Government’s over-
all progress toward achieving the goals of 
this title and the amendments made by this 
title; and 

(3) recommendations for additional actions 
necessary to meet the goals of this title and 
the amendments made by this title. 

(b) SCORECARDS.—The Office of Manage-
ment and Budget shall include in any annual 
energy scorecard it is otherwise required to 
submit a description of each agency’s com-
pliance with the requirements of this title 
and the amendments made by this title. 
SEC. 6211. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 

There are authorized to be appropriated 
such sums as may be necessary to implement 
this subtitle. 
SEC. 6212. JUDICIAL REVIEW. 

(a) FINAL AGENCY ACTION.—Any nondis-
cretionary act or duty under this title or any 
amendment made by this title is a final 
agency action for the purposes of judicial re-
view under chapter 7 of title 5, United States 
Code. 

(b) VENUE FOR CERTAIN ACTIONS.—The 
United States Court of Appeals for the Dis-
trict of Columbia Circuit shall have exclu-
sive jurisdiction over any petition for review 
of action of the Administrator in promul-
gating any rule under subtitle A of this title. 

(c) LIMITATIONS.—No action under chapter 
7 of title 5, United States Code, may be com-
menced prior to 60 days after the date on 
which the plaintiff has given notice to the 
Federal agency concerned of the alleged vio-
lation of this title or any amendment made 
by this title. 

(d) COMMON CLAIMS.—When civil actions 
arising under this title or any amendment 
made by this title are pending in the same 
court and involve one or more common ques-
tions of fact or common claims regarding the 
same alleged Federal agency failure or fail-
ures to act, the court may consolidate such 
claims into a single action for judicial re-
view. When civil actions arising under this 
title or any amendment made by this title 
are pending in different districts and involve 
one or more common questions of fact or 
common claims regarding the same alleged 
Federal agency failure or failures to act, 
such actions may be consolidated pursuant 
to section 1407 of title 28, United States 
Code. 

(e) AGGRIEVED PERSONS.—A person shall be 
considered aggrieved within the meaning of 
this title or any amendment made by this 
title for purposes of obtaining judicial re-
view under chapter 7 of title 5, United States 
Code, if the person alleges— 

(1) harm attributable to a Federal agency’s 
failure to reduce its greenhouse gas emis-
sions in accordance with the requirements 
under this title or any amendment made by 
this title, or take other actions required 
under this title or any amendment made by 
this title; or 
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(2) a Federal agency’s failure to collect and 

provide information to the public as required 
by this title or any amendment made by this 
title. 
For purposes of this section, the term 
‘‘harm’’ includes any effect of global warm-
ing, currently occurring or at risk of occur-
ring, and the incremental exacerbation of 
any such effect or risk that is associated 
with relatively small increments of green-
house gas emissions, even if the effect or risk 
is widely shared. An effect or risk associated 
with global warming is ‘‘attributable’’ to a 
Federal agency’s failure to act as described 
in paragraph (1) if the failure to act results 
in larger emissions of greenhouse gases than 
would have been emitted had the Federal 
agency followed the requirements of this 
title or any amendment made by this title, 
as any such incremental additional emis-
sions will exacerbate the pace, extent, and 
risks of global warming. 

(f) REMEDY.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—In addition to the rem-

edies available under chapter 7 of title 5, 
United States Code, a court may provide the 
remedies specified in this subsection. 

(2) PAYMENT.—In any civil action alleging 
a violation of this title, if the court finds 
that an agency has significantly violated 
this title in its failure to perform any non-
discretionary act or duty under this title or 
any amendment made by this title, the court 
may award a payment, payable by the 
United States Treasury, to be used for a ben-
eficial mitigation project recommended by 
the plaintiff or to compensate the plaintiff 
for any impact from global warming suffered 
by the plaintiff. The total payment for all 
claims by all plaintiffs in any such action 
shall not exceed the amount provided in sec-
tion 1332(b) of title 28, United States Code. A 
court may deny a second payment under this 
section if the court determines that the 
plaintiff has filed multiple separate actions 
that could reasonably have been combined 
into a single action. No payment may be 
awarded under this paragraph for violations 
of an agency’s obligation to collect or report 
information to the public. No court may 
award any payment under this paragraph in 
any given year if the cumulative payments 
awarded by courts under this paragraph in 
such year are equal to or greater than 
$1,500,000. 

(3) COSTS.—A court may award costs of liti-
gation to any substantially prevailing plain-
tiff or to any other plaintiff whenever the 
court determines such an award is appro-
priate. Such an award is appropriate when 
such litigation contributes to the Federal 
agency’s compliance with this title or any 
amendment made by this title. Costs of liti-
gation include reasonable attorney fees and 
expert fees. 

(4) EXCLUSIVE REMEDY.—Notwithstanding 
any other provision of Federal law— 

(A) no plaintiff who is awarded a payment 
under this subsection for a failure to perform 
a mandatory duty under this title or any 
amendment made by this title may be 
awarded a payment for such failure under 
any other Federal law; and 

(B) no plaintiff may be awarded a payment 
under this subsection for a failure to perform 
a mandatory duty under this title or any 
amendment made by this title if the plaintiff 
has been awarded a payment for such failure 
under any other Federal law. 

(g) NO STATE COURT ACTION.—No person 
may bring any action in State court alleging 
a violation of this title or any amendment 
made by this title. 

(h) INAPPLICABILITY TO PROCUREMENT PRO-
TESTS.—No action may be commenced under 

this section objecting to a solicitation by a 
Federal agency for bids or proposals for a 
proposed contract or to a proposed award or 
the award of a contract or any alleged viola-
tion of statute or regulation in connection 
with a procurement or a proposed procure-
ment if such action may be brought by an in-
terested party under section 1491(b)(1) of 
title 28, United States Code, or subchapter V 
of title 31, United States Code. 

(i) DEFINITION.—In this section, the term 
‘‘person’’ means a United States person. In 
the case of an individual, such term means a 
citizen or national of the United States. 

TITLE VII—NATURAL RESOURCES 
COMMITTEE PROVISIONS 

SEC. 7001. SHORT TITLE. 
This title may be cited as the ‘‘Energy Pol-

icy Reform and Revitalization Act of 2007’’. 
Subtitle A—Energy Policy Act of 2005 

Reforms 
SEC. 7101. FISCALLY RESPONSIBLE ENERGY 

AMENDMENTS. 
(a) REQUIREMENT TO ESTABLISH COST RE-

COVERY FEE.—Section 365(i) of the Energy 
Policy Act of 2005 (Public Law 109–58; 42 
U.S.C. 15924(i)) is amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(i) FEE FOR APPLICATIONS FOR PERMITS TO 
DRILL.— 

‘‘(1) REQUIREMENT TO ESTABLISH COST RE-
COVERY FEE.—The Secretary of the Interior 
shall promulgate regulations to establish a 
cost recovery fee for applications for a per-
mit to drill for oil and gas on Federal lands 
administered by the Secretary. 

‘‘(2) TEMPORARY FEE.—Until such time as a 
fee is established by such regulations, the 
Secretary shall charge a cost recovery fee of 
$1,700 for each such application received on 
or after October 1, 2007. 

‘‘(3) DEPOSIT AND USE.—Amounts received 
by the United States in the form of the fee 
established under this subsection— 

‘‘(A) shall be available to the Secretary of 
the Interior to administer permit processing; 
and 

‘‘(B) shall be treated as offsetting re-
ceipts.’’. 

(b) REPEAL OF BLM PERMIT PROCESSING IM-
PROVEMENT FUND.— 

(1) REPEAL.—Section 35 of the Mineral 
Leasing Act (30 U.S.C. 191) is amended by 
striking subsection (c). 

(2) TREATMENT OF BALANCE.—Any balances 
remaining in the BLM Permit Processing 
Improvement Fund on the effective date of 
this subsection shall be transferred to the 
general fund of the Treasury of the United 
States. 

(3) EFFECTIVE DATE.—This subsection shall 
take effect on October 1, 2007. 
SEC. 7102. EXTENSION OF DEADLINE FOR CON-

SIDERATION OF APPLICATIONS FOR 
PERMITS. 

Subsection (p)(2) of section 17 of the Min-
eral Leasing Act (30 U.S.C. 226) is amended 
by striking ‘‘30’’ and inserting ‘‘45’’. 
SEC. 7103. OIL SHALE AND TAR SANDS LEASING. 

Section 369 of the Energy Policy Act of 
2005 (42 U.S.C. 15927) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (c), by striking ‘‘not later 
than 180 days after the date of enactment of 
this Act,’’; 

(2) in subsection (c), by striking ‘‘shall 
make’’ and inserting ‘‘may make’’; 

(3) in subsection (d)(1), by striking ‘‘Not 
later than 18 months after the date of enact-
ment of this Act, in’’ and inserting ‘‘In’’; 

(4) in subsection (d)(2)— 
(A) in the heading by striking ‘‘FINAL’’ and 

inserting ‘‘PROPOSED’’; and 
(B) in the text by striking ‘‘final’’ and in-

serting ‘‘proposed’’; 

(5) in subsection (d)(2), by striking ‘‘6’’ and 
inserting ‘‘12’’; 

(6) in subsection (d)(2) by inserting after 
the period ‘‘The proposed regulations devel-
oped under this paragraph are to be open for 
public comment for no less than 120 days.’’; 

(7) by redesignating subsections (e) 
through (s) as subsections (g) through (u), 
and by inserting after subsection (d) the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(e) OIL SHALE AND TAR SANDS LEASING 
AND DEVELOPMENT STRATEGY.— 

‘‘(1) GENERAL.—Not later than 6 months 
after the completion of the programmatic 
environmental impact statement under sub-
section (d), the Secretary shall prepare an oil 
shale and tar sands leasing and development 
strategy, in cooperation with the Secretary 
of Energy and the Administrator of the Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency. 

‘‘(2) PURPOSE.—The purpose of the strategy 
developed under this subsection is to provide 
a framework for regulations that will allow 
for the sustainable and publicly acceptable 
large-scale development of oil shale within 
the Green River Formation and to provide a 
basis for decisions regarding Federal support 
for research and other activities to achieve 
that result. 

‘‘(3) CONTENTS.—The strategy shall include 
plans and programs for obtaining informa-
tion required for determining the optimal 
methods, locations, amount, and timeframe 
for potential development on Federal lands 
within the Green River Formation. The 
strategy shall also include plans for con-
ducting critical environmental and ecologi-
cal research, high-payoff process improve-
ment research, an assessment of carbon man-
agement options, and a large-scale dem-
onstration of carbon dioxide sequestration in 
the general vicinity of the Piceance Basin. 

‘‘(f) ALTERNATIVE APPROACHES.—In devel-
oping the strategy under subsection (e), the 
Secretary shall, in cooperation with the Sec-
retary of Energy and the Administrator of 
the Environmental Protection Agency, con-
sult with industry and other interested per-
sons regarding alternative approaches to 
providing access to Federal lands for early 
first-of-a-kind commercial facilities for ex-
tracting and processing oil shale and tar 
sands.’’; 

(8) in subsection (g), as so redesignated, by 
striking ‘‘of the final regulation required by 
subsection (d)’’ and inserting ‘‘of final regu-
lations issued under this section’’; 

(9) in subsection (g), as so redesignated, by 
adding at the end the following: ‘‘Compli-
ance with the National Environmental Pol-
icy Act of 1969 is required on a site-by-site 
basis for all lands proposed to be leased 
under the commercial leasing program es-
tablished in this subsection.’’; and 

(10) in subsection (i)(1)(B), as so redesig-
nated, by striking ‘‘subsection (e)’’ and in-
serting ‘‘subsection (g)’’. 
SEC. 7104. LIMITATION OF REBUTTABLE PRE-

SUMPTION REGARDING APPLICA-
TION OF CATEGORICAL EXCLUSION 
UNDER NEPA FOR OIL AND GAS EX-
PLORATION AND DEVELOPMENT AC-
TIVITIES. 

Section 390 of the Energy Policy Act of 
2005 (Public Law 109–58; 42 U.S.C. 15942) is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 

‘‘(c) ADHERENCE TO CEQ REGULATIONS.—In 
administering this section, the Secretary of 
the Interior in managing the public lands, 
and the Secretary of Agriculture in man-
aging National Forest System lands, shall 
adhere to the regulations issued by the 
Council on Environmental Quality relating 
to categorical exclusions (40 C.F.R. 1507.3 and 
1508.4), as in effect on the date of enactment 
of this Act.’’. 
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SEC. 7105. BEST MANAGEMENT PRACTICES. 

Not later than 180 days after the date of 
enactment of this Act, the Secretary of the 
Interior, through the Bureau of Land Man-
agement, shall amend the best management 
practices guidelines for oil and gas develop-
ment on Federal lands, to— 

(1) require public review and comment 
prior to waiving any stipulation of an oil and 
gas lease for such lands, except in the case of 
an emergency; and 

(2) create an incentive for oil and gas oper-
ators to adopt best management practices 
that minimize adverse impacts to wildlife 
habitat, by providing expedited permit re-
view for any operator that commits to ad-
hering to those practices without seeking 
waiver of such stipulations. 
SEC. 7106. FEDERAL CONSISTENCY APPEALS. 

(a) SHORT TITLE.—This section may be 
cited as the ‘‘Federal Consistency Appeals 
Decision Refinement Act’’. 

(b) CLARIFICATION OF APPEAL DECISION 
TIME PERIODS AND INFORMATION REQUIRE-
MENTS.—Section 319(b) of the Coastal Zone 
Management Act of 1972 (16 U.S.C. 1465(b)) is 
amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘160-day’’ 
and inserting ‘‘200-day’’; 

(2) in paragraph (3)(A)— 
(A) by striking ‘‘160-day’’ and inserting 

‘‘200-day’’; and 
(B) by amending clause (ii) to read as fol-

lows: 
‘‘(ii) as the Secretary determines necessary 

to receive, on an expedited basis, any supple-
mental or clarifying information relevant to 
the consolidated record compiled by the lead 
Federal permitting agency to complete a 
consistency review under this title.’’; and 

(3) in paragraph (3)(B) by striking ‘‘160- 
day’’ and inserting ‘‘200-day’’. 

Subtitle B—Federal Energy Public 
Accountability, Integrity, and Public Interest 
CHAPTER 1—ACCOUNTABILITY AND IN-

TEGRITY IN THE FEDERAL ENERGY 
PROGRAM 

SEC. 7201. AUDITS. 
(a) REQUIREMENT TO INCREASE THE NUMBER 

OF AUDITS.—The Secretary of the Interior 
shall ensure that by fiscal year 2009 the Min-
erals Management Service shall perform no 
less that 550 audits of oil and gas leases each 
fiscal year. 

(b) STANDARDS.—Not later than 120 days 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary of the Interior shall issue regula-
tions that require that all employees that 
conduct audits or compliance reviews must 
meet professional auditor qualifications that 
are consistent with the latest revision of the 
Government Auditing Standards published 
by the Government Accountability Office. 
Such regulations shall also ensure that all 
audits conducted by the Department of the 
Interior are performed in accordance with 
such standards. 
SEC. 7202. FINES AND PENALTIES. 

(a) SANCTIONS FOR VIOLATIONS RELATING TO 
FEDERAL OIL AND GAS ROYALTIES.—Section 
109 of the Federal Oil and Gas Royalty Man-
agement Act of 1982 (30 U.S.C. 1719) is amend-
ed to read as follows: 

‘‘CIVIL PENALTIES 
‘‘SEC. 109. (a) ROYALTY VIOLATIONS.—(1) No 

person shall— 
‘‘(A) after due notice of violation or after 

such violation has been reported under para-
graph (3)(A), fail or refuse to comply with 
any requirement of any mineral leasing law 
or any regulation, order, lease, or permit 
under such a law; 

‘‘(B) fail or refuse to make any royalty 
payment in the amount or value required by 

any mineral leasing law or any regulation, 
order, or lease under such a law, with the in-
tent to defraud; 

‘‘(C) fail or refuse to make any royalty 
payment by the date required by any min-
eral leasing law or any regulation, order, or 
lease under such a law, with the intent to de-
fraud; or 

‘‘(D) prepare, maintain, or submit any 
false, inaccurate, or misleading report, no-
tice, affidavit, record, data, or other written 
information or filing related to royalty pay-
ments that is required under any mineral 
leasing law or regulation issued under any 
mineral leasing law, with the intent to de-
fraud. 

‘‘(2) A person who violates paragraph (1) 
shall be liable— 

‘‘(A) in the case of a violation of subpara-
graph (B) or (C) of paragraph (1) for an 
amount equal to 3 times the royalty the per-
son fails or refuses to pay, plus interest on 
that trebled amount measured from the first 
date the royalty payment was due; and 

‘‘(B) in the case of any violation, for a civil 
penalty of— 

‘‘(i) except as provided in clause (ii), up to 
$25,000 per violation for each day the viola-
tion continues; or 

‘‘(ii) if the person failed or refused to make 
a payment of royalty owed in an amount less 
than $25,000, an amount equal to 150 percent 
of the royalty owed that was not paid; 

‘‘(3) Paragraph (2) shall not apply to a vio-
lation of paragraph (1) if the person who 
commits the violation, within 30 days of 
knowing of the violation— 

‘‘(A) reports the violation to the Secretary 
or a representative designated by the Sec-
retary; and 

‘‘(B) corrects the violation. 
‘‘(b) LEASE ADMINISTRATION VIOLATIONS.— 

Any person who— 
‘‘(1) fails to notify the Secretary of— 
‘‘(A) any designation by the person under 

section 102(a); or 
‘‘(B) any other assignment of obligations 

or responsibilities of the person under a 
lease; 

‘‘(2) fails or refuses to permit— 
‘‘(A) lawful entry; 
‘‘(B) inspection, including any inspection 

authorized by section 108; or 
‘‘(C) audit, including any failure or refusal 

to promptly tender requested documents; 
‘‘(3) fails or refuses to comply with sub-

section 102(b)(3) (relating to notification re-
garding beginning or resumption of produc-
tion); or 

‘‘(4) fails to correctly report and timely 
provide operations or financial records nec-
essary for the Secretary or any authorized 
designee of the Secretary to accomplish 
lease management responsibilities, 
shall be liable for a penalty of up to $10,000 
per violation for each day such violation 
continues. 

‘‘(c) THEFT.—Any person who— 
‘‘(1) knowingly or willfully takes or re-

moves, transports, uses or diverts any oil or 
gas from any lease site without having valid 
legal authority to do so; or 

‘‘(2) purchases, accepts, sells, transports, 
or conveys to another, any oil or gas know-
ing or having reason to know that such oil or 
gas was stolen or unlawfully removed or di-
verted, 
shall be liable for a penalty of up to $25,000 
per violation for each day such violation 
continues without correction. 

‘‘(d) ADMINISTRATIVE APPEAL.—(1) Any de-
termination by the Secretary or a designee 
of the Secretary of the amount of any royal-
ties or civil penalties owed under subsection 

(a), (b), or (c) shall be final, unless within 120 
days after notification by the Secretary or 
designee the person liable for such amount 
files an administrative appeal in accordance 
with regulations issued by the Secretary. 

‘‘(2) If a person files an administrative ap-
peal pursuant to paragraph (1), the Secretary 
or designee shall make a final determination 
in accordance with the regulations referred 
to in paragraph (1). 

‘‘(e) DEDUCTION.—The amount of any pen-
alty under this section, as finally determined 
may be deducted from any sums owing by 
the United States to the person charged. 

‘‘(f) COMPROMISE AND REDUCTION.—On a 
case-by-case basis the Secretary may com-
promise or reduce civil penalties under this 
section. 

‘‘(g) NOTICE.—Notice under this subsection 
(a) shall be by personal service by an author-
ized representative of the Secretary or by 
registered mail. Any person may, in the 
manner prescribed by the Secretary, des-
ignate a representative to receive any notice 
under this subsection. 

‘‘(h) RECORD OF DETERMINATION.—In deter-
mining the amount of such penalty, or 
whether it should be remitted or reduced, 
and in what amount, the Secretary shall 
state on the record the reasons for his deter-
minations. 

‘‘(i) JUDICIAL REVIEW.—Any person who has 
requested a hearing in accordance with sub-
section (e) within the time the Secretary has 
prescribed for such a hearing and who is ag-
grieved by a final order of the Secretary 
under this section may seek review of such 
order in the United States district court for 
the judicial district in which the violation 
allegedly took place. Review by the district 
court shall be de novo. Such an action shall 
be barred unless filed within 90 days after 
the Secretary’s final order. 

‘‘(j) FAILURE TO PAY.—If any person fails 
to pay an assessment of a civil penalty under 
this Act— 

‘‘(1) after the order making the assessment 
has become a final order and if such person 
does not file a petition for judicial review of 
the order in accordance with subsection (j), 
or 

‘‘(2) after a court in an action brought 
under subsection (j) has entered a final judg-
ment in favor of the Secretary, 
the court shall have jurisdiction to award 
the amount assessed plus interest from the 
date of the expiration of the 90-day period re-
ferred to in subsection (j). Judgment by the 
court shall include an order to pay. 

‘‘(k) RELATIONSHIP TO MINERAL LEASING 
ACT.—No person shall be liable for a civil 
penalty under subsection (a) or (b) for failure 
to pay any rental for any lease automati-
cally terminated pursuant to section 31 of 
the Mineral Leasing Act. 

‘‘(l) TOLLING OF STATUTES OF LIMITATION.— 
(1) Any determination by the Secretary or a 
designee of the Secretary that a person has 
violated subsection (a), (b)(2), or (b)(4) shall 
toll any applicable statute of limitations for 
all oil and gas leases held or operated by 
such person, until the later of— 

‘‘(A) the date on which the person corrects 
the violation and certifies that all violations 
of a like nature have been corrected for all of 
the oil and gas leases held or operated by 
such person; or 

‘‘(B) the date a final, nonappealable order 
has been issued by the Secretary or a court 
of competent jurisdiction. 

‘‘(2) A person determined by the Secretary 
or a designee of the Secretary to have vio-
lated subsection (a), (b)(2), or (b)(4) shall 
maintain all records with respect to the per-
son’s oil and gas leases until the later of— 
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‘‘(A) the date the Secretary releases the 

person from the obligation to maintain such 
records; and 

‘‘(B) the expiration of the period during 
which the records must be maintained under 
section 103(b). 

‘‘(m) STATE SHARING OF PENALTIES.— 
Amounts received by the United States in an 
action brought under section 3730 of title 31, 
United States Code, that arises from any un-
derpayment of royalties owed to the United 
States under any lease shall be treated as 
royalties paid to the United States under 
that lease for purposes of the mineral leasing 
laws and the Land and Water Conservation 
Fund Act of 1965 (16 U.S.C. 460l–4 et seq.).’’. 

(b) SHARED CIVIL PENALTIES.—Section 206 
of the Federal Oil and Gas Royalty Manage-
ment Act of 1982 (30 U.S.C. 1736) is amended— 

(1) by inserting ‘‘trebled royalties or’’ after 
‘‘50 per centum of any’’; and 

(2) by striking the second sentence. 
CHAPTER 2—AMENDMENTS TO FEDERAL 

OIL AND GAS ROYALTY MANAGEMENT 
ACT OF 1982 

SEC. 7211. AMENDMENTS TO DEFINITIONS. 
Section 3 of the Federal Oil and Gas Roy-

alty Management Act of 1982 (30 U.S.C. 1702) 
is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (20)(A), by striking ‘‘: Pro-
vided, That’’ and all that follows through 
‘‘subject of the judicial proceeding’’; 

(2) in paragraph (20)(B), by striking ‘‘(with 
written notice to the lessee who designated 
the designee)’’; 

(3) in paragraph (23)(A), by striking ‘‘(with 
written notice to the lessee who designated 
the designee)’’ ; 

(4) by amending paragraph (24) to read as 
follows: 

‘‘(24) ‘designee’ means any person who 
pays, offsets, or credits monies, makes ad-
justments, requests and receives refunds, or 
submits reports with respect to payments a 
lessee must make pursuant to section 
102(a);’’; 

(5) in paragraph (25)(B), by striking ‘‘(sub-
ject to the provisions of section 102(a) of this 
Act)’’; and 

(6) in paragraph (26), by striking ‘‘(with no-
tice to the lessee who designated the des-
ignee)’’. 
SEC. 7212. INTEREST. 

(a) ESTIMATED PAYMENTS; INTEREST ON 
AMOUNT OF UNDERPAYMENT.—Section 111(j) of 
the Federal Oil and Gas Royalty Manage-
ment Act of 1982 (30 U.S.C. 1721(j)) is amend-
ed by striking ‘‘If the estimated payment ex-
ceeds the actual royalties due, interest is 
owed on the overpayment.’’. 

(b) OVERPAYMENTS.—Section 111 of the 
Federal Oil and Gas Royalty Management 
Act of 1982 (30 U.S.C. 1721) is amended by 
striking subsections (h) and (i). 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall be effective one 
year after the date of enactment of this Act. 
SEC. 7213. OBLIGATION PERIOD. 

Section 115(c) of the Federal Oil and Gas 
Royalty Management Act of 1982 (30 U.S.C. 
1724(c)) is amended by adding at the end the 
following: 

‘‘(3) ADJUSTMENTS.—In the case of an ad-
justment under section 111A(a) (30 U.S.C. 
1721a(a)) in which a recoupment by the lessee 
results in an underpayment of an obligation, 
for purposes of this Act the obligation be-
comes due on the date the lessee or its des-
ignee makes the adjustment.’’. 
SEC. 7214. TOLLING AGREEMENTS AND SUB-

POENAS. 
(a) TOLLING AGREEMENTS.—Section 

115(d)(1) of the Federal Oil and Gas Royalty 

Management Act of 1982 (30 U.S.C. 1724(d)(1)) 
is amended by striking ‘‘(with notice to the 
lessee who designated the designee)’’. 

(b) SUBPOENAS.—Section 115(d)(2)(A) of the 
Federal Oil and Gas Royalty Management 
Act of 1982 (30 U.S.C. 1724(d)(2)(A)) is amend-
ed by striking ‘‘(with notice to the lessee 
who designated the designee, which notice 
shall not constitute a subpoena to the les-
see)’’. 
SEC. 7215. LIABILITY FOR ROYALTY PAYMENTS. 

Section 102(a) of the Federal Oil and Gas 
Royalty Management Act of 1982 (30 U.S.C. 
1712(a)) is amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(a) In order to increase receipts and 
achieve effective collections of royalty and 
other payments, a lessee who is required to 
make any royalty or other payment under a 
lease or under the mineral leasing laws, shall 
make such payments in the time and manner 
as may be specified by the Secretary or the 
applicable delegated State. Any person who 
pays, offsets or credits monies, makes ad-
justments, requests and receives refunds, or 
submits reports with respect to payments 
the lessee must make is the lessee’s designee 
under this Act. Notwithstanding any other 
provision of this Act to the contrary, a des-
ignee shall be liable for any payment obliga-
tion of any lessee on whose behalf the des-
ignee pays royalty under the lease. The per-
son owning operating rights in a lease and a 
person owning legal record title in a lease 
shall be liable for that person’s pro rata 
share of payment obligations under the 
lease.’’. 

CHAPTER 3—PUBLIC INTEREST IN THE 
FEDERAL ENERGY PROGRAM 

SEC. 7221. SURFACE OWNER PROTECTION. 
(a) DEFINITIONS.—As used in this section— 
(1) the term ‘‘Secretary’’ means the Sec-

retary of the Interior; 
(2) the term ‘‘lease’’ means a lease issued 

by the Secretary under the Mineral Leasing 
Act (30 U.S.C. 181 et seq.); 

(3) the term ‘‘lessee’’ means the holder of a 
lease; and 

(4) the term ‘‘operator’’ means any person 
that is responsible under the terms and con-
ditions of a lease for the operations con-
ducted on leased lands or any portion there-
of. 

(b) POST-LEASE SURFACE USE AGREE-
MENT.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in sub-
section (c), the Secretary may not authorize 
any operator to conduct exploration and 
drilling operations on lands with respect to 
which title to oil and gas resources is held by 
the United States but title to the surface es-
tate is not held by the United States, until 
the operator has filed with the Secretary a 
document, signed by the operator and the 
surface owner or owners, showing that the 
operator has secured a written surface use 
agreement between the operator and the sur-
face owner or owners that meets the require-
ments of paragraph (2). 

(2) CONTENTS.—The surface use agreement 
shall provide for— 

(A) the use of only such portion of the sur-
face estate as is reasonably necessary for ex-
ploration and drilling operations based on 
site-specific conditions; 

(B) the accommodation of the surface es-
tate owner to the maximum extent prac-
ticable, including the location, use, timing, 
and type of exploration and drilling oper-
ations, consistent with the operator’s right 
to develop the oil and gas estate; 

(C) the reclamation of the site to a condi-
tion capable of supporting the uses which 
such lands were capable of supporting prior 
to exploration and drilling operations or 

other uses as agreed to by the operator and 
the surface owner; and 

(D) compensation for damages as a result 
of exploration and drilling operations, in-
cluding but not limited to— 

(i) loss of income and increased costs in-
curred; 

(ii) damage to or destruction of personal 
property, including crops, forage, and live-
stock; and 

(iii) failure to reclaim the site in accord-
ance with this subparagraph (C). 

(3) PROCEDURE.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—An operator shall notify 

the surface estate owner or owners of the op-
erator’s desire to conclude an agreement 
under this section. If the surface estate 
owner and the operator do not reach an 
agreement within 90 days after the operator 
has provided such notice, the matter shall be 
referred to third party arbitration for resolu-
tion within a period of 90 days. The cost of 
such arbitration shall be the responsibility 
of the operator. 

(B) IDENTIFICATION OF ARBITERS.—The Sec-
retary shall identify persons with experience 
in conducting arbitrations and shall make 
this information available to operators and 
surface owners. 

(C) REFERRAL TO IDENTIFIED ARBITER.—Re-
ferral of a matter for arbitration by a person 
identified by the Secretary pursuant to sub-
paragraph (B) shall be sufficient to con-
stitute compliance with subparagraph (A). 

(4) ATTORNEYS FEES.—If action is taken to 
enforce or interpret any of the terms and 
conditions contained in a surface use agree-
ment, the prevailing party shall be reim-
bursed by the other party for reasonable at-
torneys fees and actual costs incurred, in ad-
dition to any other relief which a court or 
arbitration panel may grant. 

(c) AUTHORIZED EXPLORATION AND DRILLING 
OPERATIONS.— 

(1) AUTHORIZATION WITHOUT SURFACE USE 
AGREEMENT.—The Secretary may authorize 
an operator to conduct exploration and drill-
ing operations on lands covered by sub-
section (b) in the absence of an agreement 
with the surface estate owner or owners, if— 

(A) the Secretary makes a determination 
in writing that the operator made a good 
faith attempt to conclude such an agree-
ment, including referral of the matter to ar-
bitration pursuant to subsection (b)(3), but 
that no agreement was concluded within 90 
days after the referral to arbitration; 

(B) the operator submits a plan of oper-
ations that provides for the matters specified 
in subsection (b)(2) and for compliance with 
all other applicable requirements of Federal 
and State law; and 

(C) the operator posts a bond or other fi-
nancial assurance in an amount the Sec-
retary determines to be adequate to ensure 
compensation to the surface estate owner for 
any damages to the site, in the form of a sur-
ety bond, trust fund, letter of credit, govern-
ment security, certificate of deposit, cash, or 
equivalent. 

(2) SURFACE OWNER PARTICIPATION.—The 
Secretary shall provide surface estate own-
ers with an opportunity to— 

(A) comment on plans of operations in ad-
vance of a determination of compliance with 
this section; 

(B) participate in bond level determina-
tions and bond release proceedings under 
this subsection; 

(C) attend an on-site inspection during 
such determinations and proceedings; 

(D) file written objections to a proposed 
bond release; and 

(E) request and participate in an on-site in-
spection when they have reason to believe 
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there is a violation of the terms and condi-
tions of a plan of operations. 

(3) PAYMENT OF FINANCIAL GUARANTEE.—A 
surface estate owner with respect to any 
land subject to a lease may petition the Sec-
retary for payment of all or any portion of a 
bond or other financial assurance required 
under this subsection as compensation for 
any damages as a result of exploration and 
drilling operations. Pursuant to such a peti-
tion, the Secretary may use such bond or 
other guarantee to provide compensation to 
the surface estate owner for such damages. 

(4) BOND RELEASE.—Upon request and after 
inspection and opportunity for surface estate 
owner review, the Secretary may release the 
financial assurance required under this sub-
section if the Secretary determines that ex-
ploration and drilling operations have ended 
and all damages have been fully com-
pensated. 

(d) SURFACE OWNER NOTIFICATION.—The 
Secretary shall— 

(1) notify surface estate owners in writing 
at least 45 days in advance of lease sales; 

(2) within ten working days after a lease is 
issued, notify surface estate owners regard-
ing the identity of the lessee; 

(3) notify surface estate owners in writing 
within 10 working days concerning any sub-
sequent decisions regarding a lease, such as 
modifying or waiving stipulations and ap-
proving rights-of-way; and 

(4) notify surface estate owners within five 
business days after issuance of a drilling per-
mit under a lease. 

(e) REGULATIONS.—The Secretary shall 
issue regulations implementing this section 
by not later than 1 year after the date of the 
enactment of this Act. 

(f) RELATIONSHIP TO STATE LAW.—Nothing 
in this section preempts applicable State law 
or regulation relating to surface owner pro-
tection. 
SEC. 7222. ONSHORE OIL AND GAS RECLAMATION 

AND BONDING. 
Section 17 of the Mineral Leasing Act (30 

U.S.C. 226) is amended by adding at the end 
the following: 

‘‘(q) RECLAMATION REQUIREMENTS.—An op-
erator producing oil or gas (including coal-
bed methane) under a lease issued pursuant 
to this Act shall— 

‘‘(1) at a minimum restore the land af-
fected to a condition capable of supporting 
the uses that it was capable of supporting 
prior to any drilling, or higher or better uses 
of which there is reasonable likelihood, so 
long as such use or uses do not present any 
actual or probable hazard to public health or 
safety or pose any actual or probable threat 
of water diminution or pollution, and the 
permit applicants’ declared proposed land 
use following reclamation is not impractical 
or unreasonable, inconsistent with applica-
ble land use policies and plans, or involve un-
reasonable delay in implementation, or is 
violative of Federal or State law; 

‘‘(2) ensure that all reclamation efforts 
proceed in an environmentally sound manner 
and as contemporaneously as practicable 
with the oil and gas drilling operations; and 

‘‘(3) submit with the plan of operations a 
reclamation plan that describes in detail the 
methods and practices that will be used to 
ensure complete and timely restoration of 
all lands affected by oil and gas operations. 

‘‘(r) RECLAMATION BOND OR OTHER FINAN-
CIAL ASSURANCES.—An operator producing 
oil or gas (including coalbed methane) under 
a lease issued under this Act shall post a 
bond or other financial assurances that cover 
the reclamation of that area of land within 
the permit area upon which the operator will 

initiate and conduct oil and gas drilling and 
reclamation operations within the initial 
term of the permit. As succeeding incre-
ments of oil and gas drilling and reclamation 
operations are to be initiated and conducted 
within the permit area, the lessee shall file 
with the regulatory authority an additional 
bond or bonds or other financial assurances 
to cover such increments in accordance with 
this section. The amount of the bond or 
other financial assurances required for each 
bonded area shall depend upon the reclama-
tion requirements of the approved permit; 
shall reflect the probable difficulty of rec-
lamation giving consideration to such fac-
tors as topography, geology of the site, hy-
drology, and revegetation potential; and 
shall be determined by the Secretary. The 
amount of the bond or other financial assur-
ances shall be sufficient to assure the com-
pletion of the reclamation plan if the work 
had to be performed by the Secretary in the 
event of forfeiture. 

‘‘(s) REGULATIONS.—No later than one year 
after the date of the enactment of this sub-
section, the Secretary shall promulgate reg-
ulations to implement the requirements, in-
cluding for the release of bonds or other fi-
nancial assurances, of subsections (q) and 
(r).’’. 
SEC. 7223. PROTECTION OF WATER RESOURCES. 

(a) MINERAL LEASING ACT REQUIREMENTS.— 
Section 17 of the Mineral Leasing Act (30 
U.S.C. 226) is further amended by adding at 
the end the following: 

‘‘(t) WATER REQUIREMENTS.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—An operator producing 

oil or gas (including coalbed methane) under 
a lease issued under this Act shall— 

‘‘(A) remediate or replace the water supply 
of a water user who obtains all or part of 
such user’s supply of water for domestic, ag-
ricultural, or other purposes from an under-
ground or surface source that has been af-
fected by contamination, diminution, or 
interruption proximately resulting from 
drilling operations for such production; and 

‘‘(B) comply with all applicable require-
ments of Federal and State law for discharge 
of any water produced under the lease. 

‘‘(2) WATER MANAGEMENT PLAN.—An appli-
cation for a permit to drill submitted pursu-
ant to a lease issued under this Act shall be 
accompanied by a proposed water manage-
ment plan including provisions to— 

‘‘(A) protect the quantity and quality of 
surface and ground water systems, both on- 
site and off-site, from adverse effects of the 
exploration, development, and reclamation 
processes or to provide alternative sources of 
water if such protection cannot be assured; 

‘‘(B) protect the rights of present users of 
water that would be affected by operations 
under the lease, including the discharge of 
any water produced in connection with such 
operations that is not reinjected; and 

‘‘(C) identify any agreements with other 
parties for the beneficial use of produced wa-
ters and the steps that will be taken to com-
ply with State and Federal laws related to 
such use.’’. 

(b) RELATION TO STATE LAW.—Nothing in 
this chapter or any amendment made by this 
chapter shall— 

(1) be construed as impairing or in any 
manner affecting any right or jurisdiction of 
any State with respect to the waters of such 
State; or 

(2) be construed as limiting, altering, 
modifying, or amending any of the interstate 
compacts or equitable apportionment de-
crees that apportion water among and be-
tween States. 

(c) REGULATIONS.—No later than one year 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 

the Secretary of the Interior shall promul-
gate regulations to implement this section. 

(d) INTENT OF CONGRESS.—Nothing in this 
section shall be construed to be intended by 
Congress as a precedent for oil and gas man-
agement on State or privately owned land. 
SEC. 7224. DUE DILIGENCE FEE. 

(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Secretary of the 
Interior shall, within 180 days after the date 
of enactment of this Act, issue regulations 
to establish a fee with respect to Federal on-
shore lands that are subject to a lease for 
production of oil, natural gas, or coal under 
which production is not occurring. Such fee 
shall apply with respect to lands that are 
subject to such a lease that is in effect on 
the date final regulations are promulgated 
under this subsection or that is issued there-
after. 

(b) AMOUNT.—The amount of the fee shall 
be $1 per year for each acre of land that is 
not in production for that year. 

(c) ASSESSMENT AND COLLECTION.—The Sec-
retary shall assess and collect the fee estab-
lished under this section. 

(d) DEPOSIT AND USE.—Amounts received 
by the United States in the form of the fee 
established under this section shall be avail-
able to the Secretary of the Interior for use 
to repair damage to Federal lands and re-
sources caused by oil and gas development, 
in accordance with the the documents sub-
mitted by the President with the budget sub-
mission for fiscal year 2008 relating to the 
Healthy Lands Initiative. Amounts received 
by the United States as fees under this sec-
tion shall be treated as offsetting receipts. 

CHAPTER 4—WIND ENERGY 
SEC. 7231. WIND TURBINE GUIDELINES ADVISORY 

COMMITTEE. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of the In-

terior, within 30 days after the date of enact-
ment of this Act, shall convene or utilize an 
existing Wind Turbine Guidelines Advisory 
Committee to study and make recommenda-
tions to the Secretary on guidance for avoid-
ing or minimizing impacts to wildlife and 
their habitats related to land-based wind en-
ergy facilities. The matters assessed by the 
Committee shall include the following: 

(1) The Service Interim Guidance on Avoid-
ing and Minimizing Wildlife Impacts from 
Wind Turbines of 2003. 

(2) Balancing potential impacts to wildlife 
with requirements for acquiring the informa-
tion necessary to assess those impacts prior 
to selecting sites and designing facilities. 

(3) The scientific tools and procedures best 
able to assess pre-development risk or bene-
fits provided to wildlife, measure post-devel-
opment mortality, assess behavioral modi-
fication, and provide compensatory mitiga-
tion for unavoidable impacts. 

(4) A process for coordinating State, tribal, 
local, and national review and evaluation of 
the impacts to wildlife from wind energy 
consistent with State and Federal laws and 
international treaties. 

(5) Determination of project size thresholds 
or impacts below which guidelines may not 
apply. 

(6) Appropriate timetables for phasing-in 
guidance. 

(7) Current State actions to avoid and min-
imize wildlife impacts from wind turbines in 
consultation with State wildlife agencies. 

(b) COMMITTEE OPERATIONS.—The Wind 
Turbine Guidelines Advisory Committee 
shall conduct its activities in accordance 
with the Federal Advisory Committee Act (5 
U.S.C. App.). The Secretary is authorized to 
provide such technical analyses and support 
as is requested by such advisory committee. 
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(c) COMMITTEE MEMBERSHIP.—The member-

ship of the Wind Turbine Guidelines Advi-
sory Committee shall not exceed 20 mem-
bers, and shall be appointed by the Secretary 
of the Interior to achieve balanced represen-
tation of wind energy development, wildlife 
conservation, and government. The members 
shall include representatives from the 
United States Fish and Wildlife Service and 
other Federal agencies, and representatives 
from other interested persons, including 
States, tribes, wind energy development or-
ganizations, nongovernmental conservation 
organizations, and local regulatory or licens-
ing commissions. 

(d) REPORT.—The Wind Turbine Advisory 
Committee shall, within 18 months after the 
date of enactment of this Act, submit a re-
port to Congress and the Secretary providing 
recommended guidance for developing effec-
tive measures to protect wildlife resources 
and enhance potential benefits to wildlife 
that may be identified. 

(e) ISSUANCE OF GUIDANCE.—Not later than 
6 months after receiving the report of the 
Wind Turbine Guidelines Advisory Com-
mittee under subsection (d), the Secretary 
shall following public notice and comment 
issue final guidance to avoid and minimize 
impacts to wildlife and their habitats related 
to land-based wind energy facilities. Such 
guidance shall be based upon the findings 
and recommendations made in the report. 
SEC. 7232. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS 

FOR RESEARCH TO STUDY WIND EN-
ERGY IMPACTS ON WILDLIFE. 

There is authorized to be appropriated to 
the Secretary of the Interior $2,000,000 for 
each of fiscal years 2008 through 2015 for new 
and ongoing research efforts to evaluate 
methods for minimizing wildlife impacts at 
wind energy projects and to explore effective 
mitigation methods that may be utilized for 
that purpose. 
SEC. 7233. ENFORCEMENT. 

The Secretary shall enforce the Endan-
gered Species Act of 1973, the Migratory Bird 
Treaty Act, the Bald Eagle Protection Act, 
the Golden Eagle Protection Act, the Marine 
Mammal Protection Act of 1973, the National 
Environmental Policy Act of 1969, and any 
other relevant Federal law to address ad-
verse wildlife impacts related to wind 
projects. Nothing in this section preempts 
State enforcement of applicable State laws. 
SEC. 7234. SAVINGS CLAUSE. 

Nothing in this chapter preempts any pro-
vision of State law or regulation relating to 
the siting of wind projects or to consider-
ation or review of any environmental im-
pacts of wind projects. 

CHAPTER 5—ENHANCING ENERGY 
TRANSMISSION 

SEC. 7241. POWER MARKETING ADMINISTRA-
TIONS REPORT. 

(a) ANALYSIS.—The Secretary of Energy, 
acting through the Administrator of the 
Bonneville Area Power Marketing Adminis-
tration in consultation with the Western 
Area Power Marketing Administration, and 
in coordination with regional transmission 
entities, shall conduct, or participate with 
such regional transmission entities to con-
duct, an analysis of the existing capacity of 
transmission systems serving the States of 
California, Oregon, and Washington to deter-
mine whether the existing capacity is ade-
quate to accommodate and integrate devel-
opment and commercial operation of ocean 
wave, tidal, and current energy projects in 
State and Federal marine waters adjacent to 
those States. 

(b) REPORT.—Based on the analysis con-
ducted under subsection (a), the Secretary of 

Energy shall prepare and provide to the Nat-
ural Resources Committee of the House of 
Representatives and the Energy and Natural 
Resources Committee of the Senate, not 
later than one year after the date of enact-
ment of this Act, a report identifying 
changes required, if any, in the capacity of 
existing transmission systems serving the 
States referred to in subsection (a) in order 
to reliably and efficiently accommodate and 
integrate generation from commercial ocean 
wave, tidal, and current energy projects in 
aggregate, escalating amounts equal to 2.5, 5, 
and 10 percent of the current electrical en-
ergy consumption in those States. 

(c) ACTIVITIES NONREIMBURSABLE.—Activi-
ties carried out under subsection (a) or (b) 
shall be nonreimbursable. 

(d) EXISTING PROCEDURES AND QUEUING NOT 
AFFECTED.—Nothing in this section 
supercedes existing procedures and queuing 
pursuant to the appropriate Open Access 
Transmission Tariffs filed by the Adminis-
trators of the Bonneville and Western Area 
Power Administrations. 

Subtitle C—Alternative Energy and 
Efficiency 

SEC. 7301. STATE OCEAN AND COASTAL ALTER-
NATIVE ENERGY PLANNING. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Coastal Zone Man-
agement Act of 1972 (16 U.S.C. 1451 et seq.) is 
amended by inserting after section 306A the 
following: 

‘‘OCEAN AND COASTAL ALTERNATIVE ENERGY 
STATE SURVEYS; ALTERNATIVE ENERGY SITE 
IDENTIFICATION AND PLANNING 

‘‘SEC. 306B. (a) GRANTS TO STATES.—The 
Secretary may make grants to eligible 
coastal States to support voluntary State ef-
forts to initiate and complete surveys of por-
tions of coastal State waters and Federal wa-
ters adjacent to a State’s coastal zone, in 
consultation with the Minerals Management 
Service, to identify potential areas suitable 
or unsuitable for the exploration, develop-
ment, and production of alternative energy 
that are consistent with the enforceable poli-
cies of coastal management plans approved 
pursuant to section 306(d). 

‘‘(b) SURVEY ELEMENTS.—Surveys devel-
oped with grants under this section may in-
clude, but not be limited to— 

‘‘(1) hydrographic and bathymetric sur-
veys; 

‘‘(2) oceanographic observations and meas-
urements of the physical ocean environment, 
especially seismically active areas; 

‘‘(3) identification and characterization of 
significant or sensitive marine ecosystems 
or other areas possessing important con-
servation, recreational, ecological, historic, 
or aesthetic values; 

‘‘(4) surveys of existing marine uses in the 
outer Continental Shelf and identification of 
potential conflicts; 

‘‘(5) inventories and surveys of shore loca-
tions and infrastructure capable of sup-
porting alternative energy development; 

‘‘(6) inventories and surveys of offshore lo-
cations and infrastructure capable of sup-
porting alternative energy development; and 

‘‘(7) other actions as may be necessary. 
‘‘(c) PARTICIPATION AND COOPERATION.—To 

the extent practicable, coastal States shall 
provide opportunity for the participation in 
surveys under this section by relevant Fed-
eral agencies, State agencies, local govern-
ments, regional organizations, port authori-
ties, and other interested parties and stake-
holders, public and private, that is adequate 
to develop a comprehensive survey. 

‘‘(d) GUIDELINES.—The Secretary shall, 
within 180 days after the date of enactment 

of this section and after consultation with 
the coastal States, publish guidelines for the 
application for and use of grants under this 
section. 

‘‘(e) ANNUAL GRANTS.—For each of fiscal 
years 2008 through 2011, the Secretary may 
make a grant to a coastal State under this 
section if the coastal State demonstrates to 
the satisfaction of the Secretary that the 
grant will be used to develop an alternative 
energy survey consistent with the require-
ments set forth in this section. 

‘‘(f) GRANT AMOUNTS.—The amount of any 
grant under this section shall not exceed 
$750,000 for any fiscal year. 

‘‘(g) STATE MATCH.— 
‘‘(1) BEFORE FISCAL YEAR 2010.—The Sec-

retary shall not require any State matching 
fund contribution for grants awarded under 
this section for any fiscal year before fiscal 
year 2010. 

‘‘(2) AFTER FISCAL YEAR 2010.—The Sec-
retary shall require a coastal State to pro-
vide a matching fund contribution for a 
grant under this section for surveys of a 
State’s coastal waters, according to— 

‘‘(A) a 2-to-1 ratio of Federal-to-State con-
tributions for fiscal year 2010; and 

‘‘(B) a 1-to-1 ratio of Federal-to-State con-
tributions for fiscal year 2011. 

‘‘(3) LIMITATION.—The Secretary shall not 
require any matching funds for surveys of 
Federal waters adjacent to a State’s coastal 
zone. 

‘‘(h) SECRETARIAL REVIEW.—After an initial 
grant is made to a coastal State under this 
section, no subsequent grant may be made to 
that coastal State under this section unless 
the Secretary finds that the coastal State is 
satisfactorily developing its survey. 

‘‘(i) LIMITATION ON ELIGIBILITY.—No coastal 
State is eligible to receive grants under this 
section for more than 4 fiscal years. 

‘‘(j) APPLICABILITY.—This section and the 
surveys conducted with assistance under this 
section shall not be construed to convey any 
new authority to any coastal State, or repeal 
or supersede any existing authority of any 
Federal agency, to regulate the siting, li-
censing, leasing, or permitting of alternative 
energy facilities in areas of the outer Conti-
nental Shelf under the administration of the 
Federal Government. Nothing in this section 
repeals or supersedes any existing coastal 
State authority pursuant to State or Federal 
law. 

‘‘(k) PRIORITY.—Any area that is identified 
as suitable for potential alternative energy 
development under surveys developed with 
assistance under this section shall be given 
priority consideration by Federal agencies 
for the siting, licensing, leasing, or permit-
ting of alternative energy facilities. Any 
area that is identified as unsuitable under 
surveys developed with assistance under this 
section shall be avoided by Federal agencies 
to the maximum extent practicable. 

‘‘(l) ASSISTANCE BY THE SECRETARY.—The 
Secretary shall— 

‘‘(1) under section 307(a) and to the extent 
practicable, make available to coastal States 
the resources and capabilities of the Na-
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra-
tion to provide technical assistance to the 
coastal States to develop surveys under this 
section; and 

‘‘(2) encourage other Federal agencies with 
relevant expertise to participate in providing 
technical assistance under this subsection.’’. 

(b) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
Section 318(a) of the Coastal Zone Manage-
ment Act of 1972 (16 U.S.C. 1464) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1)(C) by striking ‘‘and’’ 
after the semicolon; 
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(2) in paragraph (2), by striking the period 

at the end and inserting a semicolon; and 
(3) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(3) for grants under section 306B such 

sums as are necessary; and’’. 
SEC. 7302. CANAL-SIDE POWER PRODUCTION AT 

BUREAU OF RECLAMATION 
PROJECTS. 

(a) EVALUATION AND REPORT.—Not later 
than one year after the date of the enact-
ment of this Act, the Secretary of the Inte-
rior shall complete an evaluation and report 
to Congress on the potential for developing 
rights-of-way along Bureau of Reclamation 
canals and infrastructure for solar or wind 
energy production through leasing of lands 
or other means. The report to Congress shall 
specify— 

(1) location of potential rights-of-way for 
energy production; 

(2) total acreage available for energy pro-
duction; 

(3) existing transmission infrastructure at 
sites; 

(4) estimates of fair market leasing value 
of potential energy sites; and 

(5) estimate energy development potential 
at sites. 

(b) CONSULTATION.—In carrying out this 
section the Secretary of the Interior shall 
consult with persons that would be affected 
by development of rights-of-ways referred to 
in subsection (a), including the beneficiaries 
of the canal and infrastructure evaluated 
under that subsection. 

(c) LIMITATIONS.—Nothing in this section— 
(1) shall be construed to authorize the Bu-

reau of Reclamation or any contractor hired 
by the Bureau of Reclamation to inventory 
or access rights-of-way owned or operated 
and maintained by non-Federal interests, un-
less such interests provide written permis-
sion for such inventory or an agreement or 
contract governing Federal access is in ef-
fect; 

(2) shall be construed to impede accessi-
bility, impair project operations and mainte-
nance, or create additional costs for entities 
managing the rights-of-way; or 

(3) shall be used as the basis of an increase 
in project-use power or preference power 
costs that will be borne by the consumer. 
SEC. 7303. INCREASING ENERGY EFFICIENCIES 

FOR WATER DESALINATION. 
The Water Desalination Act of 1996 (42 

U.S.C. 10301 note; Public Law 104–298) is 
amended by adding at the end the following 
new section: 
‘‘SEC. 10. RESEARCH ON REVERSE OSMOSIS 

TECHNOLOGY FOR WATER DESALI-
NATION AND WATER RECYCLING. 

‘‘(a) RESEARCH PROGRAM.—The Secretary 
of the Interior, in consultation with the Sec-
retary of Energy, shall implement a program 
to research methods for improving the en-
ergy efficiency of reverse osmosis technology 
for water desalination, water contamination, 
and water recycling. 

‘‘(b) REPORT.—Not later than one year 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary of the Interior shall submit to 
Congress a report which shall include— 

‘‘(1) a review of existing and emerging 
technologies, both domestic and inter-
national, that are likely to improve energy 
efficiency or utilize renewable energy 
sources at existing and future desalination 
and recycling facilities; and 

‘‘(2) an analysis of the economic viability 
of energy efficiency technologies.’’. 
SEC. 7304. ESTABLISHING A PILOT PROGRAM FOR 

THE DEVELOPMENT OF STRATEGIC 
SOLAR RESERVES ON FEDERAL 
LANDS. 

(a) PURPOSE.—The purpose of this section 
is to establish a pilot program for the devel-

opment of strategic solar reserves on Federal 
lands for the advancement, development, as-
sessment, and installation of commercial 
solar electric energy systems. 

(b) STRATEGIC SOLAR RESERVE PILOT PRO-
GRAM.— 

(1) SITE SELECTION.—The Secretary of the 
Interior, in consultation with the Secretary 
of Energy, the Secretary of Defense, and the 
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission, 
States, tribal, or local units of governments, 
as appropriate, affected utility industries, 
and other interested persons, shall complete 
the following: 

(A) Identify Federal lands under the juris-
diction of the Bureau of Land Management, 
subject to valid existing rights, that are 
suitable and feasible for the installation of 
solar electric energy systems sufficient to 
create a solar energy reserve of no less than 
4 GW and no more than 25 GW. 

(B) Perform any environmental reviews 
that may be required to complete the des-
ignation of such solar reserves. 

(C) Incorporate the designated solar re-
serves into the relevant agency land use and 
resource management plans or equivalent 
plans. 

(D) Identify the needed transmission up-
grades to the solar reserves. 

(2) MINIMUM POWER OF SITES.—Each site 
identified as suitable and feasible for the in-
stallation of solar electric energy systems 
shall be sufficient for the installation of at 
least 1 GW. 

(3) LANDS NOT INCLUDED.—The following 
Federal lands shall not be included within a 
strategic solar reserve site: 

(A) Components of the National Landscape 
Conservation System. 

(B) Areas of Critical Environmental Con-
cern. 

(4) IMPLEMENTATION OF THE PILOT PROGRAM 
FOR STRATEGIC SOLAR RESERVES.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of the In-
terior, in consultation with the Secretary of 
Energy and following the completion of the 
requirements under paragraph (1)(B), shall 
expeditiously implement a strategic solar re-
serve pilot program in order to issue rights- 
of-way on land identified under paragraph 
(1)(A) to produce no less than 4 GW and no 
more than 25 GW of solar electric power from 
that land. 

(B) CRITERIA FOR APPLICATIONS.—The Sec-
retary of the Interior, in consultation with 
the Secretary of Energy, shall establish cri-
teria for approving applications to obtain 
rights-of-way on land under this paragraph 
based, in part, on the proposed solar electric 
energy technologies proposed to be used on 
such rights-of-way. 

(C) VARIETY OF TECHNOLOGIES.—The Sec-
retary of the Interior, in consultation with 
the Secretary of Energy, shall provide for a 
variety of solar electric energy technologies 
to be used on rights-of-way on land under 
this paragraph. 

(D) MILESTONES.—The Secretary of the In-
terior, in consultation with the Secretary of 
Energy, shall develop milestones for activi-
ties on rights-of-way on land under this 
paragraph to ensure due diligence in the de-
velopment of such land. 

(5) ENVIRONMENTAL COMPLIANCE.—The Sec-
retary of the Interior shall complete all nec-
essary environmental surveys, compliance, 
and permitting for rights-of-way pursuant to 
title V of the Federal Land Policy and Man-
agement Act of 1976 for each strategic solar 
reserve, as expeditiously as possible. Each 
applicant shall pay all costs of environ-
mental compliance, including when a deter-
mination is made that the land that is the 

subject of the application is not suitable and 
feasible for installation or the bid is with-
drawn following the initiation of such envi-
ronmental compliance. 

(6) PERMITS.—The Secretary of the Interior 
shall ensure that all strategic solar reserve 
installations pursuant to this section are 
permitted using an expedited permitting 
process. The Secretary shall, in consultation 
with the Secretary of Energy, complete the 
preparation of a Programmatic Environ-
mental Impact Statement by the Depart-
ments of Energy and the Interior for pur-
poses of this section. 

(7) RENTAL FEE; RIGHT-OF-WAY TERM.— 
(A) RENTAL FEE.—The rental fee for each 

strategic solar reserve right-of-way under 
this subsection shall be in the amount of $300 
per acre per year for the initial 10-year pe-
riod, except that the rental fee shall be 
phased-in for a right-of-way during the ini-
tial 3 years after the signing of the right-of- 
way authorization. For the first year the 
rental fee shall be 25 percent of that amount. 
For the second year the rental fee shall be 50 
percent of that amount. For the third year 
and each year thereafter the fee shall be 100 
percent of that amount, except that the 
rental fee after the initial 10-year period 
shall be adjusted by the Secretary of the In-
terior according to the Gross Domestic Prod-
uct Implicit Price Deflator each year for the 
remainder of the term of the right-of-way 
authorization. The rental fee shall be paid in 
annual payments commencing on the day 
the right-of-way authorization is signed. The 
rental fee established by this paragraph shall 
apply to all solar electric projects that have 
pending applications with the Bureau of 
Land Management as of June 1, 2007. 

(B) TERM.—Each right-of-way authoriza-
tion shall be effective for an initial term of 
30 years. Such term may be extended by the 
Secretary of the Interior for periods of 10 
years. 

(8) REPORT TO CONGRESS.—The Secretary of 
the Interior, in consultation with the Sec-
retary of Energy, shall submit a report to 
Congress on the findings of the pilot pro-
gram— 

(A) not later than 3 years after the instal-
lation of the first facility pursuant to this 
section; and 

(B) 10 years after the installation of the 
first facility pursuant to this section. 

(c) BUY AMERICAN ACT.—Beginning 3 years 
after the date of enactment of this Act, any 
equipment used on lands included within a 
strategic solar reserve site must be Amer-
ican-made, as that term is used in the Buy 
American Act (41 U.S.C. 10a et seq.). 

(d) SUNSET.—Except as provided in sub-
section (b)(7), the authorities contained in 
this section shall expire 10 years after the 
date of the enactment of this Act. 
SEC. 7305. OTEC REGULATIONS. 

The Administrator of the National Oceanic 
and Atmospheric Administration shall, with-
in two years after the date of enactment of 
this Act, issue regulations necessary to im-
plement the Administrator’s authority to li-
cense offshore thermal energy conversion fa-
cilities under the Ocean Thermal Energy 
Conversion Research, Development, and 
Demonstration Act (42 U.S.C. 9001 et seq.). 
SEC. 7306. BIOMASS UTILIZATION PILOT PRO-

GRAM. 
(a) REPLACEMENT OF CURRENT GRANT PRO-

GRAM.—Section 210 of the Energy Policy Act 
of 2005 (42 U.S.C. 15855) is amended to read as 
follows: 
‘‘SEC. 210. BIOMASS UTILIZATION PILOT PRO-

GRAM. 
‘‘(a) FINDINGS.—Congress finds the fol-

lowing: 
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‘‘(1) The supply of woody biomass for en-

ergy production is directly linked to forest 
management planning to a degree far greater 
than in the case of other types of energy de-
velopment. 

‘‘(2) As a consequence of this linkage, the 
process of developing and evaluating appro-
priate technologies and facilities for woody 
biomass energy and utilization must be inte-
grated with long-term forest management 
planning processes, particularly in situa-
tions where Federal lands dominate the for-
ested landscape. 

‘‘(b) BIOMASS DEFINITION FOR FEDERAL FOR-
EST LANDS.—In this section, with respect to 
organic material removed from National 
Forest System lands or from public lands ad-
ministered by the Secretary of the Interior, 
the term ‘biomass’ covers only organic mate-
rial from— 

‘‘(1) ecological forest restoration; 
‘‘(2) small-diameter byproducts of haz-

ardous fuels treatments; 
‘‘(3) pre-commercial thinnings; 
‘‘(4) brush; 
‘‘(5) mill residues; and 
‘‘(6) slash. 

‘‘(c) PILOT PROGRAM.—The Secretary of Ag-
riculture and the Secretary of the Interior 
shall establish a pilot program, to be known 
as the ‘Biomass Utilization Pilot Program’, 
involving 10 different forest types on Federal 
lands, under which the Secretary concerned 
will provide technical assistance and grants 
to persons to support the following biomass- 
related activities: 

‘‘(1) The development of biomass utiliza-
tion infrastructure to support hazardous fuel 
reduction and ecological forest restoration. 

‘‘(2) The research and implementation of 
integrated facilities that seek to utilize 
woody biomass for its highest and best uses, 
with particular emphasis on projects that 
are linked to implementing community wild-
fire protection plans, ecological forest res-
toration, and economic development in rural 
communities. 

‘‘(3) The testing of multiple technologies 
and approaches to biomass utilization for en-
ergy, with emphasis on improving energy ef-
ficiency, developing thermal applications 
and distributed heat, biofuels, and achieving 
cleaner emissions including through combus-
tion with other fuels, as well as other value- 
added uses. 

‘‘(d) BIOMASS SUPPLY STUDY.—Prior to the 
development of any biomass utilization pilot 
projects, the Secretary concerned shall de-
velop a study to determine the long-term, 
ecologically sustainable, biomass supply 
available in the pilot program area. The 
study shall incorporate results form coordi-
nated resource offering protocol (CROP) 
studies. The study shall also analyze the 
long-term availability of biomass materials 
within a reasonable transportation distance. 
The biomass supply studies shall be devel-
oped through a collaborative approach, as 
evidenced by the broad involvement, anal-
ysis, and agreement of interested persons, in-
cluding local governments, energy devel-
opers, conservationists, and land manage-
ment agencies. The Secretary concerned 
may direct a resource advisory committee 
established under section 205 of the Secure 
Rural Schools and Community Self-Deter-
mination Act of 2000 (16 U.S.C. 500 note; Pub-
lic Law 106–393), and reauthorized by the 
amendments made by Public Law 110–28, to 
carry out the requirements of this sub-
section. The results of the biomass supply 
study shall be a basis for determining the 
project scale, as outlined in subsection (g). 

‘‘(e) EXCLUSION OF CERTAIN FEDERAL 
LAND.—The following Federal lands may not 
be included within a pilot project site: 

‘‘(1) Federal land containing old-growth 
forest or late-successional forest, unless the 
Secretary concerned determines that the 
pilot project on such land is appropriate for 
the applicable forest type and maximizes and 
enhances the retention of late-successional 
and large- and old-growth trees, late-succes-
sional and old-growth forest structure, and 
late-successional and old-growth forest com-
position. 

‘‘(2) Federal land on which the removal of 
vegetation is prohibited, including compo-
nents of the National Wilderness Preserva-
tion System. 

‘‘(3) Wilderness Study Areas. 
‘‘(4) Inventoried roadless areas. 
‘‘(5) Components of the National Landscape 

Conservation System. 
‘‘(6) National Monuments. 
‘‘(f) MULTIPLE PROJECTS.—In conducting 

the pilot program, the Secretary concerned 
shall include a variety of projects involv-
ing— 

‘‘(1) innovations in facilities of various 
sizes and processing techniques; and 

‘‘(2) the full spectrum of woody biomass 
producing regions of the United States. 

‘‘(g) SELECTION CRITERIA AND PROJECT 
SCALE.—In selecting the projects to be con-
ducted under the pilot program, and the ap-
propriate scale of projects, the Secretary 
concerned shall consider criteria that evalu-
ate existing economic, ecological, and social 
conditions, focusing on opportunities such as 
workforce training, job creation, ecosystem 
health, reducing energy costs, and facili-
tating the production of alternative energy 
fuels. The agreement on the scale of a 
project shall be reached through a collabo-
rative approach, as evidenced by the broad 
involvement, analysis, and agreement of in-
terested persons, including local govern-
ments, energy developers, conservationists, 
and land management agencies. In selecting 
the appropriate scale of projects to be con-
ducted under the pilot program, the Sec-
retary concerned shall also consider the re-
sults of the supply study as outlined in sub-
section (d). 

‘‘(h) MONITORING AND REPORTING REQUIRE-
MENTS.—As part of the pilot program, the 
Secretary concerned shall impose moni-
toring and reporting requirements to ensure 
that the ecological, social, and economic ef-
fects of the projects conducted under the 
pilot program are being monitored and that 
the accomplishments, challenges, and les-
sons of each project are recorded and re-
ported. 

‘‘(i) OTHER DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
‘‘(1) HIGHEST AND BEST USE.—The term 

‘highest and best use’, with regard to bio-
mass, means— 

‘‘(A) creating from raw materials those 
products and those biomass uses that will 
achieve the highest market value; and 

‘‘(B) yielding a wide range of existing and 
innovative products and biomass uses that 
create new markets, stimulate existing ones, 
and improve rural economies, maintains or 
improves ecosystem integrity, while also 
supporting traditional biomass energy gen-
eration. 

‘‘(2) PILOT PROGRAM.—The term ‘pilot pro-
gram’ means the Biomass Utilization Pilot 
Program established pursuant to this sec-
tion. 

‘‘(3) SECRETARY CONCERNED.—The term 
‘Secretary concerned’ means the Secretary 
of Agriculture, with respect to National For-
est System lands, and the Secretary of the 

Interior, with respect to public lands admin-
istered by the Secretary of the Interior. 

‘‘(4) COMMUNITY WILDFIRE PROTECTION 
PLAN.—The term ‘community wildfire pro-
tection plan’ has the meaning given that 
term in section 101(3) of the Healthy Forest 
Restoration Act of 2003 (16 U.S.C. 6511(3)), 
which is further described by the Western 
Governors Association in the document enti-
tled ‘Preparing a Community Wildfire Pro-
tection Plan: A Handbook for Wildland- 
Interface Communities’ and dated March 
2004. 

‘‘(5) FEDERAL LAND.—The term ‘Federal 
land’ means— 

‘‘(A) land of the National Forest System 
(as defined in section 11(a) of the Forest and 
Rangeland Renewable Resources Planning 
Act of 1974 (16 U.S.C. 1609(a)) administered by 
the Secretary of Agriculture, acting through 
the Chief of the Forest Service; and 

‘‘(B) public lands (as defined in section 103 
of the Federal Land Policy and Management 
Act of 1976 (43 U.S.C. 1702)), the surface of 
which is administered by the Secretary of 
the Interior, acting through the Director of 
the Bureau of Land Management. 

‘‘(6) INVENTORIED ROADLESS AREA.—The 
term ‘Inventoried roadless area’ means one 
of the areas identified in the set of inven-
toried roadless areas maps contained in the 
Forest Service Roadless Areas Conservation, 
Final Environmental Impact Statement, 
Volume 2, dated November 2000. 

‘‘(j) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated such 
sums as may be necessary to carry out the 
pilot program.’’. 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
contents in section 1(b) of such Act is 
amended by striking the item relating to 
section 210 and inserting the following new 
item: 
‘‘Sec. 210. Biomass utilization pilot pro-

gram.’’. 
SEC. 7307. PROGRAMMATIC ENVIRONMENTAL IM-

PACT STATEMENT. 
The Secretary of Commerce and the Sec-

retary of the Interior shall, in cooperation 
with the Federal Energy Regulatory Com-
mission and the Secretary of Energy, and in 
consultation with appropriate State agen-
cies, jointly prepare programmatic environ-
mental impact statements which contain all 
the elements of an environmental impact 
statement under section 102 of the National 
Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 
4332), regarding the impacts of the deploy-
ment of marine and hydrokinetic renewable 
energy technologies in the navigable waters 
of the United States. One programmatic en-
vironmental impact statement shall be pre-
pared under this section for each of the Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency regions of the 
United States. The agencies shall issue the 
programmatic environmental impact state-
ments under this section not later than 18 
months after the date of enactment of this 
Act. The programmatic environmental im-
pact statements shall evaluate among other 
things the potential impacts of site selection 
on fish and wildlife and related habitat. 
Nothing in this section shall operate to 
delay consideration of any application for a 
license or permit for a marine and 
hydrokinetic renewable energy technology 
project. 

Subtitle D—Carbon Capture and Climate 
Change Mitigation 

CHAPTER 1—GEOLOGICAL 
SEQUESTRATION ASSESSMENT 

SEC. 7401. SHORT TITLE. 
This chapter may be cited as the ‘‘National 

Carbon Dioxide Storage Capacity Assess-
ment Act of 2007’’. 
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SEC. 7402. NATIONAL ASSESSMENT. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
(1) ASSESSMENT.—The term ‘‘assessment’’ 

means the national assessment of capacity 
for carbon dioxide completed under sub-
section (f). 

(2) CAPACITY.—The term ‘‘capacity’’ means 
the portion of a storage formation that can 
retain carbon dioxide in accordance with the 
requirements (including physical, geological, 
and economic requirements) established 
under the methodology developed under sub-
section (b). 

(3) ENGINEERED HAZARD.—The term ‘‘engi-
neered hazard’’ includes the location and 
completion history of any well that could af-
fect potential storage. 

(4) RISK.—The term ‘‘risk’’ includes any 
risk posed by geomechanical, geochemical, 
hydrogeological, structural, and engineered 
hazards. 

(5) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’ 
means the Secretary of the Interior, acting 
through the Director of the United States 
Geological Survey. 

(6) STORAGE FORMATION.—The term ‘‘stor-
age formation’’ means a deep saline forma-
tion, unmineable coal seam, or oil or gas res-
ervoir that is capable of accommodating a 
volume of industrial carbon dioxide. 

(b) METHODOLOGY.—Not later than 1 year 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary shall develop a methodology for 
conducting an assessment under subsection 
(f), taking into consideration— 

(1) the geographical extent of all potential 
storage formations in all States; 

(2) the capacity of the potential storage 
formations; 

(3) the injectivity of the potential storage 
formations; 

(4) an estimate of potential volumes of oil 
and gas recoverable by injection and storage 
of industrial carbon dioxide in potential 
storage formations; 

(5) the risk associated with the potential 
storage formations; and 

(6) the Carbon Sequestration Atlas of the 
United States and Canada that was com-
pleted by the Department of Energy in April 
2006. 

(c) COORDINATION.— 
(1) FEDERAL COORDINATION.— 
(A) CONSULTATION.—The Secretary shall 

consult with the Secretary of Energy and the 
Administrator of the Environmental Protec-
tion Agency on issues of data sharing, for-
mat, development of the methodology, and 
content of the assessment required under 
this section to ensure the maximum useful-
ness and success of the assessment. 

(B) COOPERATION.—The Secretary of En-
ergy and the Administrator shall cooperate 
with the Secretary to ensure, to the max-
imum extent practicable, the usefulness and 
success of the assessment. 

(2) STATE COORDINATION.—The Secretary 
shall consult with State geological surveys 
and other relevant entities to ensure, to the 
maximum extent practicable, the usefulness 
and success of the assessment. 

(d) EXTERNAL REVIEW AND PUBLICATION.— 
On completion of the methodology under 
subsection (b), the Secretary shall— 

(1) publish the methodology and solicit 
comments from the public and the heads of 
affected Federal and State agencies; 

(2) establish a panel of individuals with ex-
pertise in the matters described in para-
graphs (1) through (5) of subsection (b) com-
posed, as appropriate, of representatives of 
Federal agencies, institutions of higher edu-
cation, nongovernmental organizations, 
State organizations, industry, and inter-

national geoscience organizations to review 
the methodology and comments received 
under paragraph (1); and 

(3) on completion of the review under para-
graph (2), publish in the Federal Register the 
revised final methodology. 

(e) PERIODIC UPDATES.—The methodology 
developed under this section shall be updated 
periodically (including at least once every 5 
years) to incorporate new data as the data 
becomes available. 

(f) NATIONAL ASSESSMENT.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 2 years 

after the date of publication of the method-
ology under subsection (d)(1), the Secretary, 
in consultation with the Secretary of Energy 
and State geological surveys, shall complete 
a national assessment of capacity for carbon 
dioxide in accordance with the methodology. 

(2) GEOLOGICAL VERIFICATION.—As part of 
the assessment under this subsection, the 
Secretary shall carry out a drilling program 
to supplement the geological data relevant 
to determining storage capacity of carbon 
dioxide in geological storage formations, in-
cluding— 

(A) well log data; 
(B) core data; and 
(C) fluid sample data. 
(3) PARTNERSHIP WITH OTHER DRILLING PRO-

GRAMS.—As part of the drilling program 
under paragraph (2), the Secretary shall 
enter, as appropriate, into partnerships with 
other entities to collect and integrate data 
from other drilling programs relevant to the 
storage of carbon dioxide in geologic forma-
tions. 

(4) INCORPORATION INTO NATCARB.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—On completion of the as-

sessment, the Secretary of Energy shall in-
corporate the results of the assessment using 
the NatCarb database, to the maximum ex-
tent practicable. 

(B) RANKING.—The database shall include 
the data necessary to rank potential storage 
sites for capacity and risk, across the United 
States, within each State, by formation, and 
within each basin. 

(5) REPORT.—Not later than 180 days after 
the date on which the assessment is com-
pleted, the Secretary shall submit to the 
Committee on Natural Resources of the 
House of Representatives and the Committee 
on Energy and Natural Resources of the Sen-
ate a report describing the findings under 
the assessment. 

(6) PERIODIC UPDATES.—The national as-
sessment developed under this section shall 
be updated periodically (including at least 
once every 5 years) to support public and pri-
vate sector decisionmaking. 

(g) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section $30,000,000 for the pe-
riod of fiscal years 2008 through 2012. 

CHAPTER 2—TERRESTRIAL 
SEQUESTRATION ASSESSMENT 

SEC. 7421. REQUIREMENT TO CONDUCT AN AS-
SESSMENT. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of the In-
terior, acting through the United States Ge-
ological Survey, shall— 

(1) conduct an assessment of the amount of 
carbon stored in terrestrial, aquatic, and 
coastal ecosystems (including estuaries); 

(2) determine the processes that control 
the flux of carbon in and out of each eco-
system; 

(3) estimate the potential for increasing 
carbon sequestration in natural systems 
through management measures or restora-
tion activities in each ecosystem; and 

(4) develop near-term and long-term adap-
tation strategies that can be employed to en-

hance the sequestration of carbon in each 
ecosystem. 

(b) USE OF NATIVE PLANT SPECIES.—In de-
veloping management measures, restoration 
activities, or adaptation strategies, the Sec-
retary shall emphasize the use of native 
plant species for each ecosystem. 

(c) CONSULTATION.—The Secretary shall de-
velop the methodology and conduct the as-
sessment in consultation with the Secretary 
of Energy, the Administrator of the National 
Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration, 
and the heads of other relevant agencies. 
SEC. 7422. METHODOLOGY. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Within one year after the 
date of enactment of this Act, the Secretary 
shall develop a methodology for conducting 
the assessment. 

(b) PUBLICATION OF PROPOSED METHOD-
OLOGY; COMMENT.—Upon completion of a pro-
posed methodology, the Secretary shall pub-
lish the proposed methodology and solicit 
comments from the public and heads of af-
fected Federal and State agencies for 60 days 
before publishing a final methodology. 
SEC. 7423. COMPLETION OF ASSESSMENT AND 

REPORT. 
The Secretary shall— 
(1) complete the national assessment with-

in 3 years after publication of the final meth-
odology under section 7422; and 

(2) submit a report describing the results of 
the assessment to the House Committee on 
Natural Resources and the Senate Com-
mittee on Energy and Natural Resources 
within 180 days after the assessment is com-
pleted. 
SEC. 7424. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 

There is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this chapter $15,000,000 for the pe-
riod of fiscal years 2008 through 2012. 
CHAPTER 3—SEQUESTRATION ACTIVITIES 
SEC. 7431. CARBON DIOXIDE STORAGE INVEN-

TORY. 
Section 354 of the Energy Policy Act of 

2005 (42 U.S.C. 15910) is amended by redesig-
nating subsection (d) as subsection (e), and 
by inserting after subsection (c) the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(d) RECORDS AND INVENTORY.—The Sec-
retary of the Interior, acting through the 
Bureau of Land Management, shall maintain 
records on and an inventory of the amount of 
carbon dioxide stored from Federal energy 
leases.’’. 
SEC. 7432. FRAMEWORK FOR GEOLOGICAL CAR-

BON SEQUESTRATION ON FEDERAL 
LANDS. 

Not later than 1 year after the date of en-
actment of this Act, the Secretary of the In-
terior shall submit to the Committee on Nat-
ural Resources of the House of Representa-
tives and the Committee on Energy and Nat-
ural Resources of the Senate a report on a 
recommended regulatory and certification 
framework for conducting geological carbon 
sequestration activities on Federal lands. 
The Secretary shall identify a lead agency 
within the Department of the Interior to de-
velop this framework. One of the goals of the 
framework shall be to identify what actions 
need to be taken in order to allow for com-
mercial-scale geological carbon sequestra-
tion activities to be undertaken on Federal 
lands as expeditiously as possible. 

CHAPTER 4—NATURAL RESOURCES AND 
WILDLIFE PROGRAMS 

Subchapter A—Natural Resources 
Management and Climate Change 

SEC. 7441. NATURAL RESOURCES MANAGEMENT 
COUNCIL ON CLIMATE CHANGE. 

(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Secretary of the 
Interior shall establish a National Resources 
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Management Council on Climate Change to 
address the impacts of climate change on 
Federal lands, the ocean environment, and 
the Federal water infrastructure. The Coun-
cil shall include the head of each of the fol-
lowing agencies: 

(1) The Bureau of Land Management. 
(2) The National Park Service. 
(3) United States Geological Survey. 
(4) The United States Fish and Wildlife 

Service. 
(5) The Forest Service. 
(6) The Bureau of Reclamation. 
(7) The Council on Environmental Quality. 
(8) The Minerals Management Service. 
(9) The Office of Surface Mining Reclama-

tion and Enforcement. 
(b) PLAN.—Not later than one year after 

the date of the enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary of the Interior shall submit a plan 
to Congress describing what the agencies 
listed in subsection (a) shall do both individ-
ually and cooperatively to accomplish the 
following: 

(1) Working in cooperation with the United 
States Geological Survey, develop an inter-
agency inventory and Geographic Informa-
tion System database of United States eco-
systems, water supplies, and water infra-
structure vulnerable to climate change. 

(2) Manage land, water, and ocean re-
sources in a manner that takes into account 
projected climate change impacts, including 
but not limited to, prolonged periods of 
drought and changing hydrology. 

(3) Develop consistent protocols to incor-
porate climate change impacts in land and 
water management decisions across land and 
water resources under the jurisdiction of 
those agencies listed in subsection (a). 

(4) Incorporate the most current, peer-re-
viewed science on climate change and the 
economic, social, and ecological impacts of 
climate change into the decision making 
process of those agencies listed in subsection 
(a). 

(c) COORDINATION.—The activities of the 
Natural Resources Management Council on 
Climate Change shall be coordinated with 
the activities of the United States Global 
Change Research Program. 

Subchapter B—National Policy and Strategy 
for Wildlife 

SEC. 7451. SHORT TITLE. 
This subchapter may be cited as the ‘‘Glob-

al Warming Wildlife Survival Act’’. 
SEC. 7452. NATIONAL POLICY ON WILDLIFE AND 

GLOBAL WARMING. 
It is the policy of the Federal Government, 

in cooperation with State, tribal, and af-
fected local governments, other concerned 
public and private organizations, land-
owners, and citizens to use all practicable 
means and measures— 

(1) to assist wildlife populations and their 
habitats in adapting to and surviving the ef-
fects of global warming; and 

(2) to ensure the persistence and resilience 
of the wildlife of the United States, together 
with its habitat, as an essential part of our 
Nation’s culture, landscape, and natural re-
sources. 
SEC. 7453. DEFINITIONS. 

In this chapter: 
(1) ECOLOGICAL PROCESSES.—The term ‘‘eco-

logical processes’’ means the biological, 
chemical, and physical interactions between 
the biotic and abiotic components of eco-
systems, including nutrient cycling, polli-
nation, predator-prey relationships, soil for-
mation, gene flow, hydrologic cycling, de-
composition, and disturbance regimes such 
as fire and flooding. 

(2) HABITAT LINKAGES.—The term ‘‘habitat 
linkages’’ means areas that connect wildlife 
habitat or potential wildlife habitat, and 
that facilitate the ability of wildlife to move 
within a landscape in response to the effects 
of global warming. 

(3) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’ 
means the Secretary of the Interior. 

(4) WILDLIFE.—The term ‘‘wildlife’’ 
means— 

(A) any species of wild, free-ranging fauna, 
including fish and other aquatic species; and 

(B) any fauna in a captive breeding pro-
gram the object of which is to reintroduce 
individuals of a depleted indigenous species 
into previously occupied range. 

(5) HABITAT.—The term ‘‘habitat’’ means 
the physical, chemical, and biological prop-
erties that are used by wildlife for growth, 
reproduction, and survival, including aquatic 
and terrestrial plant communities, food, 
water, cover, and space, on a tract of land, in 
a body of water, or in an area or region. 
SEC. 7454. NATIONAL STRATEGY. 

(a) REQUIREMENT.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall, with-

in two years after the date of the enactment 
of this Act, on the basis of the best available 
science as provided by the science advisory 
board under section 7455, and in cooperation 
with State fish and wildlife agencies and In-
dian tribes, promulgate a national strategy 
for assisting wildlife populations and their 
habitats in adapting to the impacts of global 
warming. 

(2) CONSULTATION AND COMMENT.—In devel-
oping the national strategy, the Secretary 
shall— 

(A) consult with the Secretary of Agri-
culture, the Secretary of Commerce, the Ad-
ministrator of the Environmental Protection 
Agency, local governments, conservation or-
ganizations, scientists, and other interested 
stakeholders; and 

(B) provide opportunity for public com-
ment. 

(b) CONTENTS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall in-

clude in the national strategy prioritized 
goals and measures to— 

(A) identify and monitor wildlife popu-
lations, including game species, likely to be 
adversely affected by global warming, with 
particular emphasis on wildlife populations 
at greatest need for conservation; 

(B) identify and monitor coastal, marine, 
terrestrial, and freshwater habitat at great-
est risk of being damaged by global warming; 

(C) assist species in adapting to the im-
pacts of global warming; 

(D) protect, acquire, and restore wildlife 
habitat to build resilience to global warm-
ing; 

(E) provide habitat linkages and corridors 
to facilitate wildlife movements in response 
to global warming; 

(F) restore and protect ecological processes 
that sustain wildlife populations vulnerable 
to global warming; and 

(G) incorporate consideration of climate 
change in, and integrate climate change ad-
aptation strategies for wildlife and its habi-
tat into, the planning and management of 
Federal lands administered by the Depart-
ment of the Interior and lands administered 
by the Forest Service. 

(2) COORDINATION WITH OTHER PLANS.—In 
developing the national strategy, the Sec-
retary shall to the maximum extent prac-
ticable— 

(A) take into consideration research and 
information in State comprehensive wildlife 
conservation plans, the North American Wa-
terfowl Management Plan, the National Fish 

Habitat Action Plan, and other relevant 
plans; and 

(B) coordinate and integrate, to the extent 
consistent with the policy set forth in sec-
tion 7452, the goals and measures identified 
in the national strategy with goals and 
measures identified in such plans. 

(c) REVISION.—The Secretary shall revise 
the national strategy not later than five 
years after its initial promulgation, and not 
later than every ten years thereafter, to re-
flect new information on the impacts of 
global warming on wildlife and its habitat 
and advances in the development of strate-
gies for adapting to or mitigating for such 
impacts. 

(d) IMPLEMENTATION.— 
(1) IMPLEMENTATION ON FEDERAL LAND SYS-

TEMS.—To achieve the goals of the national 
strategy and to implement measures for the 
conservation of wildlife and its habitat iden-
tified in the national strategy— 

(A) the Secretary of the Interior shall exer-
cise the authority of such Secretary under 
this title and other laws within the Sec-
retary’s jurisdiction pertaining to the ad-
ministration of lands; and 

(B) the Secretary of Agriculture shall exer-
cise the authority of such Secretary under 
this title and other laws within the Sec-
retary’s jurisdiction pertaining to the ad-
ministration of lands. 

(2) WILDLIFE CONSERVATION PROGRAMS.—To 
the maximum extent practicable, the Sec-
retary, the Secretary of Agriculture, and the 
Secretary of Commerce shall utilize their 
authorities under other laws to achieve the 
goals of the national strategy. 

(e) LIMITATION ON EFFECT.—Nothing in this 
section creates new authority or expands ex-
isting authority for the Secretary to regu-
late the uses of private property. 

SEC. 7455. ADVISORY BOARD. 

(a) SCIENCE ADVISORY BOARD.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall estab-

lish and appoint the members of a science 
advisory board comprised of not less than 10 
and not more than 20 members recommended 
by the President of the National Academy of 
Sciences with expertise in wildlife biology, 
ecology, climate change and other relevant 
disciplines. The director of the National 
Global Warming and Wildlife Science Center 
established under subsection (b) shall be an 
ex officio member of the science advisory 
board. 

(2) FUNCTIONS.—The science advisory board 
shall— 

(A) provide scientific and technical advice 
and recommendations to the Secretary on 
the impacts of global warming on wildlife 
and its habitat, areas of habitat of particular 
importance for the conservation of wildlife 
populations affected by global warming, and 
strategies and mechanisms to assist wildlife 
populations and their habitats in adapting to 
the impacts of global warming in the man-
agement of Federal lands and in other Fed-
eral programs for wildlife conservation; 

(B) advise the National Global Warming 
and Wildlife Science Center established 
under subsection (b) and review the quality 
of the research programs of the Center; and 

(C) advise the Secretary regarding the best 
science available for purposes of developing 
and revising the national strategy under sec-
tion 7454. 

(3) PUBLIC AVAILABILITY.—The advice and 
recommendations of the science advisory 
board shall be available to the public. 

(b) NATIONAL GLOBAL WARMING AND WILD-
LIFE SCIENCE CENTER.— 
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(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall estab-

lish the National Global Warming and Wild-
life Science Center within the United States 
Geological Survey. 

(2) FUNCTIONS.—The National Global 
Warming and Wildlife Science Center shall— 

(A) conduct scientific research on national 
issues related to the impacts of global warm-
ing on wildlife and its habitat and mecha-
nisms for adaptation to, mitigation of, or 
prevention of such impacts; 

(B) consult with and advise Federal land 
management agencies and Federal wildlife 
agencies regarding the impacts of global 
warming on wildlife and its habitat and 
mechanisms for adaptation to or mitigation 
of such impacts, and the incorporation of in-
formation regarding such impacts and the 
adoption of mechanisms for adaptation or 
mitigation of such impacts in the manage-
ment and planning for Federal lands and in 
the administration of Federal wildlife pro-
grams; and 

(C) consult, and to the maximum extent 
practicable, collaborate with State and local 
agencies, universities, and other public and 
private entities regarding their research, 
monitoring, and other efforts to address the 
impacts of global warming on wildlife and its 
habitat. 

(3) INTEGRATION WITH OTHER FEDERAL AC-
TIVITIES.—The Secretary, the Secretary of 
Agriculture, and the Secretary of Commerce 
shall ensure that research and other activi-
ties carried out pursuant to this section are 
integrated with climate change program re-
search and activities carried out pursuant to 
other Federal law. 

(c) DETECTION OF CHANGES.—The Secretary, 
the Secretary of Agriculture, and the Sec-
retary of Commerce shall each exercise au-
thorities under other laws to carry out pro-
grams to detect changes in wildlife abun-
dance, distribution, and behavior related to 
global warming, including— 

(1) conducting species inventories on Fed-
eral lands and in marine areas within the ex-
clusive economic zone of the United States; 
and 

(2) establishing and implementing robust, 
coordinated monitoring programs. 
SEC. 7456. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 

(a) IMPLEMENTATION OF NATIONAL STRAT-
EGY.—Of the amounts appropriated to carry 
out this subchapter for each fiscal year— 

(1) 45 percent are authorized to be made 
available to Federal agencies to develop and 
implement the national strategy promul-
gated under section 7454 in the administra-
tion of the Federal land systems, of which— 

(A) 35 percent shall be allocated to the De-
partment of the Interior to— 

(i) operate the National Global Warming 
and Wildlife Science Center established 
under section 7455; and 

(ii) carry out the policy set forth in section 
7452 and implement the national strategy in 
the administration of the National Park Sys-
tem the National Wildlife Refuge System, 
and on the Bureau of Land Management’s 
public lands; and 

(B) 10 percent shall be allocated to the De-
partment of Agriculture to carry out the pol-
icy set forth in section 7452 and implement 
the national strategy in the administration 
of the National Forest System; 

(2) 25 percent are authorized to be made 
available to Federal agencies to carry out 
the policy set forth in section 7452 and to im-
plement the national strategy through fish 
and wildlife programs, other than for the op-
eration and maintenance of Federal lands, of 
which— 

(A) 10 percent shall be allocated to the De-
partment of the Interior to fund endangered 

species, migratory bird, and other fish and 
wildlife programs administered by the 
United States Fish and Wildlife Service, 
other than operations and maintenance of 
the national wildlife refuges; and 

(B) 15 percent shall be allocated to the De-
partment of the Interior for implementation 
of cooperative grant programs benefitting 
wildlife including the Cooperative Endan-
gered Species Fund, Private Stewardship 
Grants, the North American Wetlands Con-
servation Act, the Multinational Species 
Conservation Fund, the Neotropical Migra-
tory Bird Conservation Fund, and the Na-
tional Fish Habitat Action Plan, and used 
for activities that assist wildlife and its 
habitat in adapting to the impacts of global 
warming; and 

(3) 30 percent are authorized to be made 
available for grants to States and Indian 
tribes through the State and tribal wildlife 
grants program authorized under section 
7461, to— 

(A) carry out activities that assist wildlife 
and its habitat in adapting to the impacts of 
global warming in accordance with State 
comprehensive wildlife conservation plans 
developed and approved under that program; 
and 

(B) revise or supplement existing State 
comprehensive wildlife conservation plans as 
necessary to include specific strategies for 
assisting wildlife and its habitat in adapting 
to the impacts of global warming. 

(b) AVAILABILITY.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Funding is authorized to 

be made available to States and Indian tribes 
pursuant to this section subject to para-
graphs (2) and (3). 

(2) INITIAL 5-YEAR PERIOD.—During the 5- 
year period beginning on the effective date 
of this title, a State shall not be eligible to 
receive such funding unless the head of the 
State’s wildlife agency has— 

(A) approved, and provided to the Sec-
retary, an explicit strategy to assist wildlife 
populations in adapting to the impacts of 
global warming; and 

(B) incorporated such strategy as a supple-
ment to the State’s comprehensive wildlife 
conservation plan. 

(3) SUBSEQUENT PERIOD.—After such 5-year 
period, a State shall not be eligible to re-
ceive such funding unless the State has sub-
mitted to the Secretary, and the Secretary 
has approved, a revision to its comprehen-
sive wildlife conservation plan that— 

(A) describes the impacts of global warm-
ing on the diversity and health of the State’s 
wildlife populations and their habitat; 

(B) describes and prioritizes proposed con-
servation actions to assist wildlife popu-
lations in adapting to such impacts; 

(C) establishes programs for monitoring 
the impacts of global warming on wildlife 
populations and their habitats; and 

(D) establishes methods for assessing the 
effectiveness of conservation actions taken 
to assist wildlife populations in adapting to 
such impacts and for adapting such actions 
to respond appropriately to new information 
or changing conditions. 

(c) INTENT OF CONGRESS.—It is the intent of 
Congress that funding provided to Federal 
agencies and States pursuant to this sub-
chapter supplement, and not replace, exist-
ing sources of funding for wildlife conserva-
tion. 

Subchapter C—State and Tribal Wildlife 
Grants Program 

SEC. 7461. STATE AND TRIBAL WILDLIFE GRANTS 
PROGRAM. 

(a) AUTHORIZATION OF PROGRAM.—There is 
authorized to be established a State and 

Tribal Wildlife Grants Program to be admin-
istered by the Secretary of the Interior and 
to provide wildlife conservation grants to 
States and to the District of Columbia, Puer-
to Rico, Guam, the United States Virgin Is-
lands, the Northern Mariana Islands, Amer-
ican Samoa, and federally recognized Indian 
tribes for the planning, development, and im-
plementation of programs for the benefit of 
wildlife and their habitat, including species 
that are not hunted or fished. 

(b) ALLOCATION OF FUNDS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Of the amounts made 

available to carry out this section for each 
fiscal year— 

(A) 10 percent shall be for a competitive 
grant program for Indian tribes that are not 
subject to the remaining provisions of this 
section; 

(B) of the amounts remaining after the ap-
plication of subparagraph (A), and after the 
deduction of the Secretary’s administrative 
expenses to carry out this section— 

(i) not more than one-half of 1 percent 
shall be allocated to each of the District of 
Columbia and to the Common wealth of 
Puerto Rico; and 

(ii) not more than one-fourth of 1 percent 
shall be allocated to each of Guam, Amer-
ican Samoa, the United States Virgin Is-
lands, and the Commonwealth of the North-
ern Mariana Islands; and 

(C) of the amount remaining after the ap-
plication of subparagraphs (B) and (C), the 
secretary shall apportion among the States— 

(i) one-third based on the ratio that the 
land area of each State bears to the total 
land area of all States; and 

(ii) two-thirds based on the ratio that the 
population of each State bears to the total 
population of all States. 

(2) ADJUSTMENTS.—The amounts appor-
tioned under subparagraph (C) of paragraph 
(1) for a fiscal year shall be adjusted equi-
tably so that no State is apportioned under 
such subparagraph a sum that is— 

(A) less than 1 percent of the amount avail-
able for apportionment under that subpara-
graph that fiscal year; or 

(B) more than 5 percent of such amount. 
(c) COST SHARING.— 
(1) PLAN DEVELOPMENT GRANTS.—The Fed-

eral share of the costs of developing or revis-
ing a comprehensive wildlife conservation 
plan shall not exceed 75 percent of the total 
costs of developing or revising such plan. 

(2) PLAN IMPLEMENTATION GRANTS.—The 
Federal share of the costs of implementing 
an activity in an approved comprehensive 
wildlife conservation plan carried out with a 
grant under this section shall not exceed 50 
percent of the total costs of such activities. 

(3) PROHIBITION ON USE OF FEDERAL 
FUNDS.—The non-Federal share of costs of an 
activity carried out under this section shall 
not be paid with amounts derived from any 
Federal grant program. 

(d) REQUIREMENT FOR PLAN.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—No State, territory, or 

other jurisdiction shall be eligible for a 
grant under this section unless it submits to 
the Secretary a comprehensive wildlife con-
servation plan that— 

(A) complies with paragraph (2); and 
(B) considers the broad range of the State, 

territory, or other jurisdiction’s wildlife and 
associated habitats, with appropriate pri-
ority placed on those species with the great-
est conservation need and taking into con-
sideration the relative level of funding avail-
able for the conservation of those species. 

(2) CONTENTS.—The comprehensive wildlife 
conservation plan must contain— 

(A) information on the distribution and 
abundance of species of wildlife, including 
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low and declining populations as the State, 
territory, or other jurisdiction’s fish and 
wildlife agency considers appropriate, that 
are indicative of the diversity and health of 
the jurisdiction’s wildlife; 

(B) the location and relative condition of 
key habitats and community types essential 
to conservation of species identified in sub-
paragraph (A); 

(C) descriptions of problems which may ad-
versely affect species identified in subpara-
graph (A) or their habitats, and priority re-
search and survey efforts needed to identify 
factors that may assist in restoration and 
improved conservation of these species and 
habitats; 

(D) descriptions of conservation actions 
proposed to conserve the identified species 
and habitats and priorities for implementing 
such actions; 

(E) proposed plans for monitoring species 
identified in subparagraph (A) and their 
habitats, for monitoring the effectiveness of 
the conservation actions proposed in sub-
paragraph (D), and for adapting these con-
servation actions to respond appropriately to 
new information or changing conditions; 

(F) descriptions of procedures to review the 
comprehensive wildlife conservation plan at 
intervals not to exceed ten years; 

(G) plans for coordinating the develop-
ment, implementation, review, and revision 
of the comprehensive wildlife conservation 
plan with Federal, State, and local agencies 
and Indian tribes that manage significant 
land and water areas within the jurisdiction 
or administer programs that significantly af-
fect the conservation of identified species 
and habitats; and 

(H) provisions for broad public participa-
tion as an essential element of the develop-
ment, revision, and implementation of the 
comprehensive wildlife conservation plan. 

(e) SAVINGS CLAUSE.—State comprehensive 
wildlife strategies approved by the Secretary 
pursuant to previous congressional author-
izations and appropriations Acts shall re-
main in effect until such strategies expire or 
are revised in accordance with their terms. 
Except as specified in section 7456(b) with re-
spect to funds made available under such 
section, conservation and education activi-
ties conducted or proposed to be conducted 
pursuant to such previously approved strate-
gies shall remain authorized. 

(f) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated such 
sums as are necessary to carry out this sec-
tion. 

CHAPTER 5—OCEAN PROGRAMS 
SEC. 7471. OCEAN POLICY, GLOBAL WARMING, 

AND ACIDIFICATION PROGRAM. 
(a) DEVELOPMENT AND IMPLEMENTATION.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Com-

merce, shall, within two years after the date 
of enactment of this Act, and on the basis of 
the best available science, develop and im-
plement a national strategy using existing 
authorities and the authority provided in 
this section to support coastal State and 
Federal agency efforts to— 

(A) predict, plan for, and mitigate the im-
pacts on ocean and coastal ecosystems from 
global warming, relative sea level rise and 
ocean acidification; and 

(B) ensure the recovery, resiliency, and 
health of ocean and coastal ecosystems. 

(2) CONSULTATION AND COMMENT.—Before 
and during the development of the national 
strategy, the Secretary shall— 

(A) consult with the Secretary of the Inte-
rior, the Administrator of the Environ-
mental Protection Agency, the Regional 
Fishery Management Councils, coastal 

States, Indian tribes, local governments, 
conservation organizations, scientists, and 
other interested stakeholders; and 

(B) provide opportunities for public notice 
and comment. 

(b) CONTENTS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall in-

clude in the national strategy prioritized 
goals and measures to— 

(A) incorporate climate change adaptation 
strategies into the planning and manage-
ment of ocean and coastal programs and re-
sources administered by the Department of 
Commerce; 

(B) support restoration, protection, and en-
hancement of natural processes that mini-
mize the impacts of relative sea level rise, 
global warming, and ocean acidification; 

(C) minimize the impacts of global warm-
ing and ocean acidification on marine spe-
cies and their habitats; 

(D) identify, protect, and restore ocean and 
coastal habitats needed to build healthy and 
resilient ecosystems; 

(E) support the development of climate 
change resiliency plans under the Coastal 
Zone Management Act of 1972 (16 U.S.C. 1451 
et seq.); 

(F) provide technical assistance and train-
ing to other Federal agencies, States, local 
communities, universities, and other stake-
holders; and 

(G) identify additional research that is 
needed to better anticipate and plan for the 
impacts of global warming and ocean acidifi-
cation on ocean and coastal resources. 

(2) COORDINATION WITH OTHER PLANS.—In 
developing the national strategy, the Sec-
retary shall— 

(A) take into consideration research and 
information available in Federal, regional, 
and State management and restoration plans 
and any other relevant reports and informa-
tion; and 

(B) encourage and take into account State 
and regional plans for protecting and restor-
ing the health and resilience of ocean and 
coastal ecosystems. 

(c) REVISION.—The Secretary shall revise 
the national strategy not later than 5 years 
after its promulgation, and not later than 
every 10 years thereafter, to reflect new in-
formation on the impacts of global warming, 
relative sea level rise, and acidification on 
ocean and coastal ecosystems and their re-
sources and advances in the development of 
strategies for adapting to or mitigating for 
such impacts. 

(d) SCIENCE ADVISORY BOARD.— 
(1) CONSULTATION.—The Secretary shall 

consult with the National Oceanic and At-
mospheric Administration’s Science Advi-
sory Board in the development and imple-
mentation of the strategy. 

(2) REVIEW INFORMATION.—The Science Ad-
visory Board shall periodically— 

(A) review new information on the impacts 
of global warming, relative sea level rise, 
and acidification on ocean and coastal eco-
systems and their resources and advances in 
the development of strategies for adapting to 
or mitigating for such impacts; and 

(B) provide that information to the Sec-
retary. 

(e) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated such 
sums as may be necessary to implement this 
section. Amounts appropriated shall be used 
for the exclusive purpose of carrying out the 
activities specified in this section. 

(f) REPORT TO CONGRESS.—Copies of the 
strategy and implementation plan and any 
updates shall be provided to Congress. 

SEC. 7472. PLANNING FOR CLIMATE CHANGE IN 
THE COASTAL ZONE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Coastal Zone Man-
agement Act of 1972 (16 U.S.C. 1451 et seq.) is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 

‘‘CLIMATE CHANGE RESILIENCY PLANNING 
‘‘SEC. 320. (a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary 

shall establish consistent with the national 
policies set forth in section 303 a coastal cli-
mate change resiliency planning and re-
sponse program to— 

‘‘(1) provide assistance to coastal states to 
voluntarily develop coastal climate change 
resiliency plans pursuant to approved man-
agement programs approved under section 
306, to minimize contributions to climate 
change and to prepare for and reduce the 
negative consequences that may result from 
climate change in the coastal zone; and 

‘‘(2) provide financial and technical assist-
ance and training to enable coastal states to 
implement plans developed pursuant to this 
section through coastal states’ enforceable 
policies. 

‘‘(b) GUIDELINES.—Within 180 days after the 
date of enactment of this section, the Sec-
retary, in consultation with the coastal 
states, shall issue guidelines for the imple-
mentation of the grant program established 
under subsection (c). 

‘‘(c) CLIMATE CHANGE RESILIENCY PLANNING 
GRANTS.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary, subject 
to the availability of appropriations, may 
make a grant to any coastal state for the 
purpose of developing climate change resil-
iency plans pursuant to guidelines issued by 
the Secretary under subsection (b). 

‘‘(2) PLAN CONTENT.—A plan developed with 
a grant under this section shall include the 
following: 

‘‘(A) Identification of public facilities and 
public services, coastal resources of national 
significance, coastal waters, energy facili-
ties, or other water uses located in the coast-
al zone that are likely to be impacted by cli-
mate change. 

‘‘(B) Adaptive management strategies for 
land use to respond or adapt to changing en-
vironmental conditions, including strategies 
to protect biodiversity and establish habitat 
buffer zones, migration corridors, and cli-
mate refugia. 

‘‘(C) Requirements to initiate and main-
tain long-term monitoring of environmental 
change to assess coastal zone resiliency and 
to adjust when necessary adaptive manage-
ment strategies and new planning guidelines 
to attain the policies under section 303. 

‘‘(3) STATE HAZARD MITIGATION PLANS.— 
Plans developed with a grant under this sec-
tion shall be consistent with State hazard 
mitigation plans developed under State or 
Federal law. 

‘‘(4) ALLOCATION.—Grants under this sec-
tion shall be available only to coastal states 
with management programs approved by the 
Secretary under section 306 and shall be allo-
cated among such coastal states in a manner 
consistent with regulations promulgated 
pursuant to section 306(c). 

‘‘(5) PRIORITY.—In the awarding of grants 
under this subsection the Secretary may 
give priority to any coastal state that has 
received grant funding to develop program 
changes pursuant to paragraphs (1), (2), (3), 
(5), (6), (7), and (8) of section 309(a). 

‘‘(6) TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE.—The Secretary 
may provide technical assistance to a coast-
al state consistent with section 310 to ensure 
the timely development of plans supported 
by grants awarded under this subsection. 

‘‘(7) FEDERAL APPROVAL.—In order to be el-
igible for a grant under subsection (d), a 
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coastal state must have its plan developed 
under this section approved by the Sec-
retary. 

‘‘(d) COASTAL RESILIENCY PROJECT 
GRANTS.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary, subject 
to the availability of appropriations, may 
make grants to any coastal state that has a 
climate change resiliency plan approved 
under subsection (c)(7), in order to support 
projects that implement strategies con-
tained within such plans. 

‘‘(2) PROGRAM REQUIREMENTS.—The Sec-
retary within 90 days after approval of the 
first plan approved under subsection (c)(7), 
shall publish in the Federal Register require-
ments regarding applications, allocations, 
eligible activities, and all terms and condi-
tions for grants awarded under this sub-
section. No less than 30 percent of the funds 
appropriated in any fiscal year for grants 
under this subsection shall be awarded 
through a merit-based competitive process. 

‘‘(3) ELIGIBLE ACTIVITIES.—The Secretary 
may award grants to coastal states to imple-
ment projects in the coastal zone to address 
stress factors in order to improve coastal cli-
mate change resiliency, including the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(A) Activities to address physical disturb-
ances within the coastal zone, especially ac-
tivities related to public facilities and public 
services, tourism, sedimentation, and other 
factors negatively impacting coastal waters, 
and fisheries-associated habitat destruction 
or alteration. 

‘‘(B) Monitoring, control, or eradication of 
disease organisms and invasive species. 

‘‘(C) Activities to address the loss, deg-
radation or fragmentation of wildlife habitat 
through projects to establish marine and ter-
restrial habitat buffers, wildlife refugia or 
networks thereof, and preservation of migra-
tory wildlife corridors and other transition 
zones. 

‘‘(D) Implementation of projects to reduce, 
mitigate, or otherwise address likely im-
pacts caused by natural hazards in the coast-
al zone, including sea level rise, coastal in-
undation, coastal erosion and subsidence, se-
vere weather events such as cyclonic storms, 
tsunamis and other seismic threats, and fluc-
tuating Great Lakes water levels. 

‘‘(E) Provide technical training and assist-
ance to local coastal policy makers to in-
crease awareness of science, management, 
and technology information related to cli-
mate change and adaptation strategies.’’. 

(b) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
Section 318(a) of the Coastal Zone Manage-
ment Act of 1972 (16 U.S.C. 1464) is further 
amended by adding at the end the following: 

‘‘(4) for grants under section 320(c) and (d), 
such sums as are necessary.’’. 

(c) INTENT OF CONGRESS.—Nothing in this 
section shall be construed to require any 
coastal state to amend or modify its ap-
proved management program pursuant to 
section 306(e) of the Coastal Zone Manage-
ment Act of 1972 (16 U.S.C. 1455(e)), or to ex-
tend the enforceable policies of a coastal 
state beyond the coastal zone as identified in 
the coastal state’s approved management 
program. 
SEC. 7473. ENHANCING CLIMATE CHANGE PRE-

DICTIONS. 
(a) SHORT TITLE.—This section may be 

cited as the ‘‘National Integrated Coastal 
and Ocean Observation Act of 2007’’. 

(b) PURPOSES.—The purposes of this section 
are the following: 

(1) Establish a National Integrated Coastal 
and Ocean Observation System comprised of 
Federal and non-Federal components, coordi-

nated at the national level by the National 
Ocean Research Leadership Council and at 
the regional level by a network of Regional 
Information Coordination Entities, that in-
cludes in situ, remote, and other coastal and 
ocean observations, technologies, and data 
management and communication systems, to 
gather specific coastal and ocean data vari-
ables and to ensure the timely dissemination 
and availability of usable observation data— 

(A) to support national defense, marine 
commerce, energy production, scientific re-
search, ecosystem-based marine and coastal 
resource management, weather and marine 
forecasting, public safety and public out-
reach training and education; and 

(B) to promote greater public awareness 
and stewardship of the Nation’s ocean, coast-
al, and Great Lakes resources and the gen-
eral public welfare. 

(2) Improve the Nation’s capability to 
measure, track, explain, and predict events 
related directly and indirectly to weather 
and climate change, natural climate varia-
bility, and interactions between the oceanic 
and atmospheric environments, including 
the Great Lakes. 

(3) Authorize activities to promote basic 
and applied research to develop, test, and de-
ploy innovations and improvements in coast-
al and ocean observation technologies, mod-
eling systems, and other scientific and tech-
nological capabilities to improve our concep-
tual understanding of weather and climate, 
ocean atmosphere dynamics, global climate 
change, and physical, chemical, and biologi-
cal dynamics of the ocean and coastal and 
Great Lakes environments. 

(c) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
(1) COUNCIL.—The term ‘‘Council’’ means 

the National Ocean Research Leadership 
Council referred to in section 7902 of title 10, 
United States Code. 

(2) ADMINISTRATOR.—The term ‘‘Adminis-
trator’’ means the Administrator of the Na-
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra-
tion. 

(3) FEDERAL ASSETS.—The term ‘‘Federal 
assets’’ means all relevant nonclassified ci-
vilian coastal and ocean observations, tech-
nologies, and related modeling, research, 
data management, basic and applied tech-
nology research and development, and public 
education and outreach programs, that are 
managed by member agencies of the Council. 

(4) INTERAGENCY WORKING GROUP.—The 
term ‘‘Interagency Working Group’’ means 
the Interagency Working Group on Ocean 
Observations as established by the U.S. 
Ocean Policy Committee Subcommittee on 
Ocean Science and Technology pursuant to 
Executive Order 13366 signed December 17, 
2004. 

(5) NON-FEDERAL ASSETS.—The term ‘‘non- 
Federal assets’’ means all relevant coastal 
and ocean observations, technologies, re-
lated basic and applied technology research 
and development, and public education and 
outreach programs that are integrated into 
the System and are managed through States, 
regional organizations, universities, non-
governmental organizations, or the private 
sector. 

(6) REGIONAL INFORMATION COORDINATION 
ENTITIES.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘‘Regional In-
formation Coordination Entity’’, subject to 
subparagraphs (B) and (C), means an organi-
zational body that is certified or established 
by the lead Federal agency designated in 
subsection (d)(3)(C)(iii) and coordinating 
State, Federal, local, and private interests at 
a regional level with the responsibility of en-
gaging the private and public sectors in de-

signing, operating, and improving regional 
coastal and ocean observing systems in order 
to ensure the provision of data and informa-
tion that meet the needs of user groups from 
the respective regions. 

(B) INCLUDED ASSOCIATIONS.—Such term in-
cludes Regional Associations as described by 
the System Plan. 

(C) LIMITATION.—Nothing in this section 
shall be construed to invalidate existing cer-
tifications, contracts, or agreements be-
tween Regional Associations and other ele-
ments of the System. 

(7) SYSTEM.—The term ‘‘System’’ means 
the National Integrated Coastal and Ocean 
Observation System established under sub-
section (d). 

(8) SYSTEM PLAN.—The term ‘‘System 
Plan’’ means the plan contained in the docu-
ment entitled ‘‘Ocean.US publication #9, The 
First Integrated Ocean Observing System 
(IOOS) Development Plan’’. 

(d) NATIONAL INTEGRATED COASTAL AND 
OCEAN OBSERVING SYSTEM.— 

(1) ESTABLISHMENT.—The President, acting 
through the Council, shall establish a Na-
tional Integrated Coastal and Ocean Obser-
vation System to fulfill the purposes set 
forth in subsection (b) and the System plan 
and to fulfill the Nation’s international obli-
gations to contribute to the global earth ob-
servation system of systems and the global 
ocean observing system. 

(2) SUPPORT OF PURPOSES.—The head of 
each agency that is a member of the Inter-
agency Working Group shall support the pur-
poses of this section. 

(3) AVAILABILITY OF DATA.—The head of 
each Federal agency that has administrative 
jurisdiction over a Federal asset shall make 
available data that are produced by that 
asset and that are not otherwise restricted 
for integration, management, and dissemina-
tion by the System. 

(4) ENHANCING ADMINISTRATION AND MAN-
AGEMENT.—The head of each Federal agency 
that has administrative jurisdiction over a 
Federal asset may take appropriate actions 
to enhance internal agency administration 
and management to better support, inte-
grate, finance, and utilize observation data, 
products, and services developed under this 
section to further its own agency mission 
and responsibilities. 

(5) PARTICIPATION IN REGIONAL INFORMATION 
COORDINATION ENTITY.—The head of each Fed-
eral agency that has administrative jurisdic-
tion over a Federal asset may participate in 
regional information coordination entity ac-
tivities. 

(6) NON-FEDERAL ASSETS.—Non-Federal as-
sets shall be coordinated by the Interagency 
Working Group or by Regional Information 
Coordination Entities. 

(e) POLICY OVERSIGHT, ADMINISTRATION, 
AND REGIONAL COORDINATION.— 

(1) NATIONAL OCEAN RESEARCH LEADERSHIP 
COUNCIL.—The National Ocean Research 
Leadership Council shall be responsible for 
establishing broad coordination and long- 
term operations plans, policies, protocols, 
and standards for the System consistent 
with the policies, goals, and objectives con-
tained in the System Plan, and coordination 
of the System with other earth observing ac-
tivities. 

(2) INTERAGENCY WORKING GROUP.—The 
Interagency Working Group shall, with re-
spect to the System, be responsible for— 

(A) implementation of operations plans 
and policies developed by the Council; 

(B) development of and transmittal to Con-
gress at the time of submission of the Presi-
dent’s annual budget request an annual co-
ordinated, comprehensive System budget; 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 10:09 Jul 14, 2010 Jkt 059102 PO 00000 Frm 00088 Fmt 0687 Sfmt 0634 E:\BR07\H04AU7.003 H04AU7er
ow

e 
on

 D
S

K
5C

LS
3C

1P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 B
O

U
N

D
 R

E
C

O
R

D



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, Vol. 153, Pt. 17 23071 August 4, 2007 
(C) identification of gaps in observation 

coverage or needs for capital improvements 
of both Federal assets and non-Federal as-
sets; 

(D) establishment of data management and 
communication protocols and standards; 

(E) establishment of required observation 
data variables; 

(F) development of certification standards 
for all non-Federal assets or Regional Infor-
mation Coordination Entities to be eligible 
for integration into the System; 

(G) subject to the availability of appropria-
tions, establish through one or more partici-
pating Federal agencies, in consultation 
with the System Advisory Committee estab-
lished under paragraph (5), a competitive 
matching grant or other program to promote 
research and development of innovative ob-
servation technologies including testing and 
field trials; and 

(H) periodically review and recommend to 
the Council revisions to the System Plan. 

(3) LEAD FEDERAL AGENCY.—The Adminis-
trator shall function as the lead Federal 
agency for the System. The Administrator 
may establish an Interagency Program Co-
ordinating Office to facilitate the Adminis-
trator’s responsibilities as the lead Federal 
agency for System oversight and manage-
ment. The Administrator shall— 

(A) implement policies, protocols, and 
standards established by the Council and del-
egated by the Interagency Working Group; 

(B) promulgate regulations to integrate 
the participation of non-Federal assets into 
the System and enter into and oversee con-
tracts and agreements with Regional Infor-
mation Coordination Entities to effect this 
purpose; 

(C) implement a competitive funding proc-
ess for the purpose of assigning contracts 
and agreements to Regional Information Co-
ordination Entities; 

(D) certify or establish Regional Informa-
tion Coordination Entities to coordinate 
State, Federal, local, and private interests at 
a regional level with the responsibility of en-
gaging private and public sectors in design-
ing, operating, and improving regional coast-
al and ocean observing systems in order to 
ensure the provision of data and information 
that meet the needs of user groups from the 
respective regions; 

(E) formulate a process by which gaps in 
observation coverage or needs for capital im-
provements of Federal assets and non-Fed-
eral assets of the System can be identified by 
the Regional Information Coordination Enti-
ties, the Administrator, or other members of 
the System and transmitted to the Inter-
agency Working Group; 

(F) be responsible for the coordination, 
storage, management, and dissemination of 
observation data gathered through the Sys-
tem to all end-user communities; 

(G) implement a program of public edu-
cation and outreach to improve public 
awareness of global climate change and ef-
fects on the ocean, coastal, and Great Lakes 
environment; and 

(H) report annually to the Council through 
the Interagency Working Group on the ac-
complishments, operational needs, and per-
formance of the System to achieve the pur-
poses of this title and the System Plan. 

(4) REGIONAL INFORMATION COORDINATION 
ENTITY.—To be certified or established under 
paragraph (3)(D), a Regional Information Co-
ordination Entity must be certified or estab-
lished by contract or agreement by the Ad-
ministrator, and must agree to— 

(A) gather required System observation 
data and other requirements specified under 
this section and the System plan; 

(B) identify gaps in observation coverage 
or needs for capital improvements of Federal 
assets and non-Federal assets of the System, 
and transmit such information to the Inter-
agency Working Group via the Adminis-
trator; 

(C) demonstrate an organizational struc-
ture and strategic operational plan to ensure 
the efficient and effective administration of 
programs and assets to support daily data 
observations for integration into the Sys-
tem; 

(D) comply with all financial oversight re-
quirements established by the Adminis-
trator, including requirements relating to 
audits; and 

(E) demonstrate a capability to work with 
other governmental and nongovernmental 
entities at all levels to identify and provide 
information products of the System for mul-
tiple users within the service area of the Re-
gional Information Coordination Entities 
and otherwise. 

(5) SYSTEM ADVISORY COMMITTEE.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator shall 

establish a System Advisory Committee, 
which shall provide advice as may be re-
quested by the Administrator or the Inter-
agency Working Group. 

(B) PURPOSE.—The purpose of the System 
Advisory Committee is to advise the Admin-
istrator and the Interagency Working Group 
on— 

(i) administration, operation, manage-
ment, and maintenance of the System, in-
cluding integration of Federal and non-Fed-
eral assets and data management and com-
munication aspects of the System, and ful-
fillment of the purposes specified under sub-
section (b); 

(ii) expansion and periodic modernization 
and upgrade of technology components of the 
System; 

(iii) identification of end-user commu-
nities, their needs for information provided 
by the System, and the System’s effective-
ness in disseminating information to end- 
user communities and the general public; 
and 

(iv) any other purpose identified by the Ad-
ministrator or the Interagency Working 
Group. 

(C) MEMBERS.— 
(i) IN GENERAL.—The System Advisory 

Committee shall be composed of members 
appointed by the Administrator. Members 
shall be qualified by education, training, and 
experience to evaluate scientific and tech-
nical information related to the design, oper-
ation, maintenance, or use of the System, or 
use of data products provided through the 
System. 

(ii) TERMS OF SERVICE.—Members shall be 
appointed for 3-year terms, renewable once. 
A vacancy appointment shall be for the re-
mainder of the unexpired term of the va-
cancy, and an individual so appointed may 
subsequently be appointed for 2 full 3-year 
terms if the remainder of the unexpired term 
is less than one year. 

(iii) CHAIRPERSON.—The Administrator 
shall designate a chairperson from among 
the members of the System Advisory Com-
mittee. 

(iv) APPOINTMENT.—Members of the System 
Advisory Committee shall be appointed as 
special Government employees for purposes 
of section 202(a) of title 18, United States 
Code. 

(D) ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS.— 
(i) REPORTING.—The System Advisory Com-

mittee shall report to the Administrator and 
the Interagency Working Group, as appro-
priate. 

(ii) ADMINISTRATIVE SUPPORT.—The Admin-
istrator shall provide administrative support 
to the System Advisory Committee. 

(iii) MEETINGS.—The System Advisory 
Committee shall meet at least once each 
year, and at other times at the call of the 
Administrator, the Interagency Working 
Group, or the chairperson. 

(iv) COMPENSATION AND EXPENSES.—Mem-
bers of the System Advisory Committee 
shall not be compensated for service on that 
Committee, but may be allowed travel ex-
penses, including per diem in lieu of subsist-
ence, in accordance with subchapter I of 
chapter 57 of title 5, United States Code. 

(v) EXPIRATION.—Section 14 of the Federal 
Advisory Committee Act (5 U.S.C. App.) 
shall not apply to the System Advisory Com-
mittee. 

(6) CIVIL LIABILITY.—For purposes of deter-
mining liability arising from the dissemina-
tion and use of observation data gathered 
pursuant to this section, any non-Federal 
asset or Regional Information Coordination 
Entity that is certified under paragraph 
(3)(D) and that is participating in the Sys-
tem shall be considered to be part of the Na-
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra-
tion. Any employee of such a non-Federal 
asset or Regional Information Coordination 
Entity, while operating within the scope of 
his or her employment in carrying out the 
purposes of this section, with respect to tort 
liability, is deemed to be an employee of the 
Federal Government. 

(f) INTERAGENCY FINANCING, GRANTS, CON-
TRACTS, AND AGREEMENTS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The member departments 
and agencies of the Council, subject to the 
availability of appropriations, may partici-
pate in interagency financing and share, 
transfer, receive, obligate, and expend funds 
appropriated to any member agency for the 
purposes of carrying out any administrative 
or programmatic project or activity to fur-
ther the purposes of this section, including 
support for the Interagency Working Group, 
the Interagency Coordinating Program Of-
fice, a common infrastructure, and integra-
tion to expand or otherwise enhance the Sys-
tem. 

(2) JOINT CENTERS AND AGREEMENTS.—Mem-
ber Departments and agencies of the Council 
shall have the authority to create, support, 
and maintain joint centers, and to enter into 
and perform such contracts, leases, grants, 
and cooperative agreements as may be nec-
essary to carry out the purposes of this sec-
tion and fulfillment of the System Plan. 

(g) APPLICATION WITH OTHER LAWS.—Noth-
ing in this section supersedes or limits the 
authority of any agency to carry out its re-
sponsibilities and missions under other laws. 

(h) REPORT TO CONGRESS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than two years 

after the date of enactment of this section, 
the Administrator through the Council shall 
submit to Congress a report that describes 
the status of the System and progress made 
to achieve the purposes of this section and 
the goals identified under the System Plan. 

(2) CONTENTS.—The report shall include 
discussion of the following: 

(A) Identification of Federal and non-Fed-
eral assets as determined by the Council that 
have been integrated into the System, in-
cluding assets essential to the gathering of 
required observation data variables nec-
essary to meet the respective missions of 
Council agencies. 

(B) A review of procurements, planned or 
initiated, by each Council agency to en-
hance, expand, or modernize the observation 
capabilities and data products provided by 
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the System, including data management and 
communication subsystems. 

(C) An assessment regarding activities to 
integrate Federal and non-Federal assets, 
nationally and on the regional level, and dis-
cussion of the performance and effectiveness 
of Regional Information Coordination Enti-
ties to coordinate regional observation oper-
ations. 

(D) An evaluation of progress made by the 
Council to achieve the purposes of this sec-
tion and the goals identified under the Sys-
tem Plan. 

(E) Recommendations for operational im-
provements to enhance the efficiency, accu-
racy, and overall capability of the System. 

(3) BIENNIAL UPDATE.—Two years after the 
transmittal of the initial report prepared 
pursuant to this subsection and biennially 
thereafter, the Administrator, through the 
Council, shall submit to Congress an update 
of the initial report. 

(i) PUBLIC-PRIVATE USE POLICY.—The 
Council shall develop a policy within 6 
months after the date of the enactment of 
this section that defines processes for mak-
ing decisions about the roles of the Federal 
Government, the States, Regional Informa-
tion Coordination Entities, the academic 
community, and the private sector in pro-
viding to end-user communities environ-
mental information, products, technologies, 
and services related to the System. The 
Council shall publish the policy in the Fed-
eral Register for public comment for a period 
not less than 60 days. Nothing in this sub-
section shall be construed to require changes 
in policy in effect on the date of the enact-
ment of this Act. 

(j) INDEPENDENT COST ESTIMATE.—The 
Interagency Working Group, through the Ad-
ministrator and the Director of the National 
Science Foundation, shall obtain within one 
year after the date of the enactment of this 
section an independent cost estimate for op-
erations and maintenance of existing Fed-
eral assets of the System, and planned or an-
ticipated acquisition, operation, and mainte-
nance of new Federal assets for the System, 
including operation facilities, observation 
equipment, modeling and software, data 
management and communication, and other 
essential components. The independent cost 
estimate shall be transmitted unabridged 
and without revision by the Administrator 
to Congress. 

(k) INTENT OF CONGRESS.—It is the intent 
of Congress that funding provided to agen-
cies of the Council to implement this section 
shall supplement, and not replace, existing 
sources of funding for other programs. It is 
the further intent of Congress that agencies 
of the Council shall not enter into contracts 
or agreements for the development or pro-
curement of new Federal assets for the Sys-
tem that are estimated to be in excess of 
$250,000,000 in life-cycle costs without first 
providing adequate notice to Congress and 
opportunity for review and comment. 
Subtitle E—Royalties Under Offshore Oil and 

Gas Leases 
SEC. 7501. SHORT TITLE. 

This subtitle may be cited as the ‘‘Royalty 
Relief for American Consumers Act of 2007’’. 
SEC. 7502. PRICE THRESHOLDS FOR ROYALTY 

SUSPENSION PROVISIONS. 
The Secretary of the Interior shall agree to 

a request by any lessee to amend any lease 
issued for any Central and Western Gulf of 
Mexico tract during the period of January 1, 
1998, through December 31, 1999, to incor-
porate price thresholds applicable to royalty 
suspension provisions, that are equal to or 
less than the price thresholds described in 

clauses (v) through (vii) of section 8(a)(3)(C) 
of the Outer Continental Shelf Lands Act (43 
U.S.C. 1337(a)(3)(C)). Any amended lease shall 
impose the new or revised price thresholds 
effective October 1, 2006. Existing lease pro-
visions shall prevail through September 30, 
2006. 
SEC. 7503. CLARIFICATION OF AUTHORITY TO IM-

POSE PRICE THRESHOLDS FOR CER-
TAIN LEASE SALES. 

Congress reaffirms the authority of the 
Secretary of the Interior under section 
8(a)(1)(H) of the Outer Continental Shelf 
Lands Act (43 U.S.C. 1337(a)(1)(H)) to vary, 
based on the price of production from a 
lease, the suspension of royalties under any 
lease subject to section 304 of the Outer Con-
tinental Shelf Deep Water Royalty Relief 
Act (Public Law 104–58; 43 U.S.C. 1337 note). 
SEC. 7504. ELIGIBILITY FOR NEW LEASES AND 

THE TRANSFER OF LEASES; CON-
SERVATION OF RESOURCES FEES. 

(a) ISSUANCE OF NEW LEASES.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall not 

issue any new lease that authorizes the pro-
duction of oil or natural gas in the Gulf of 
Mexico under the Outer Continental Shelf 
Lands Act (43 U.S.C. 1331 et seq.) to a person 
described in paragraph (2) unless— 

(A) the person has renegotiated each cov-
ered lease with respect to which the person 
is a lessee, to modify the payment respon-
sibilities of the person to include price 
thresholds that are equal to or less than the 
price thresholds described in clauses (v) 
through (vii) of section 8(a)(3)(C) of the 
Outer Continental Shelf Lands Act (43 U.S.C. 
1337(a)(3)(C)); or 

(B) the person has— 
(i) paid all fees established by the Sec-

retary under subsection (b) that are due with 
respect to each covered lease for which the 
person is a lessee; or 

(ii) entered into an agreement with the 
Secretary under which the person is obli-
gated to pay such fees. 

(2) PERSONS DESCRIBED.—A person referred 
to in paragraph (1) is a person that— 

(A) is a lessee that— 
(i) holds a covered lease on the date on 

which the Secretary considers the issuance 
of the new lease; or 

(ii) was issued a covered lease before the 
date of enactment of this Act, but trans-
ferred the covered lease to another person or 
entity (including a subsidiary or affiliate of 
the lessee) after the date of enactment of 
this Act; or 

(B) any other person or entity who has any 
direct or indirect interest in, or who derives 
any benefit from, a covered lease; 

(3) MULTIPLE LESSEES.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—For purposes of para-

graph (1), if there are multiple lessees that 
own a share of a covered lease, the Secretary 
may implement separate agreements with 
any lessee with a share of the covered lease 
that modifies the payment responsibilities 
with respect to the share of the lessee to in-
clude price thresholds that are equal to or 
less than the price thresholds described in 
clauses (v) through (vii) of section 8(a)(3)(C) 
of the Outer Continental Shelf Lands Act (43 
U.S.C. 1337(a)(3)(C)). 

(B) TREATMENT OF SHARE AS COVERED 
LEASE.—Beginning on the effective date of an 
agreement under subparagraph (A), any 
share subject to the agreement shall not con-
stitute a covered lease with respect to any 
lessees that entered into the agreement. 

(b) CONSERVATION OF RESOURCES FEES.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 60 days 

after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary of the Interior by regulation shall 
establish— 

(A) a conservation of resources fee for pro-
ducing Federal oil and gas leases in the Gulf 
of Mexico; and 

(B) a conservation of resources fee for non-
producing Federal oil and gas leases in the 
Gulf of Mexico. 

(2) PRODUCING LEASE FEE TERMS.—The fee 
under paragraph (1)(A)— 

(A) subject to subparagraph (C), shall apply 
to covered leases that are producing leases; 

(B) shall be set at $9 per barrel for oil and 
$1.25 per million Btu for gas, respectively, in 
2005 dollars; and 

(C) shall apply only to production of oil or 
gas occurring— 

(i) in any calendar year in which the arith-
metic average of the daily closing prices for 
light sweet crude oil on the New York Mer-
cantile Exchange (NYMEX) exceeds $34.73 per 
barrel for oil and $4.34 per million Btu for 
gas in 2005 dollars; and 

(ii) on or after October 1, 2006. 
(3) NONPRODUCING LEASE FEE TERMS.—The 

fee under paragraph (1)(B)— 
(A) subject to subparagraph (C), shall apply 

to leases that are nonproducing leases; 
(B) shall be set at $3.75 per acre per year in 

2005 dollars; and 
(C) shall apply on and after October 1, 2006. 
(4) TREATMENT OF RECEIPTS.—Amounts re-

ceived by the United States as fees under 
this subsection shall be treated as offsetting 
receipts. 

(c) TRANSFERS.—A lessee or any other per-
son who has any direct or indirect interest 
in, or who derives a benefit from, a lease 
shall not be eligible to obtain by sale or 
other transfer (including through a swap, 
spinoff, servicing, or other agreement) any 
covered lease, the economic benefit of any 
covered lease, or any other lease for the pro-
duction of oil or natural gas in the Gulf of 
Mexico under the Outer Continental Shelf 
Lands Act (43 U.S.C. 1331 et seq.), unless— 

(1) the lessee or other person has— 
(A) renegotiated all covered leases of the 

lessee or other person; and 
(B) entered into an agreement with the 

Secretary to modify the terms of all covered 
leases of the lessee or other person to include 
limitations on royalty relief based on mar-
ket prices that are equal to or less than the 
price thresholds described in clauses (v) 
through (vii) of section 8(a)(3)(C) of the 
Outer Continental Shelf Lands Act (43 U.S.C. 
1337(a)(3)(C)); or 

(2) the lessee or other person has— 
(A) paid all fees established by the Sec-

retary under subsection (b) that are due with 
respect to each covered lease for which the 
person is a lessee; or 

(B) entered into an agreement with the 
Secretary under which the person is obli-
gated to pay such fees. 

(d) DEFINITIONS.—In this section— 
(1) COVERED LEASE.—The term ‘‘covered 

lease’’ means a lease for oil or gas produc-
tion in the Gulf of Mexico that is— 

(A) in existence on the date of enactment 
of this Act; 

(B) issued by the Department of the Inte-
rior under section 304 of the Outer Conti-
nental Shelf Deep Water Royalty Relief Act 
(43 U.S.C. 1337 note; Public Law 104–58); and 

(C) not subject to limitations on royalty 
relief based on market price that are equal 
to or less than the price thresholds described 
in clauses (v) through (vii) of section 
8(a)(3)(C) of the Outer Continental Shelf 
Lands Act (43 U.S.C. 1337(a)(3)(C)). 

(2) LESSEE.—The term ‘‘lessee’’ includes 
any person or other entity that controls, is 
controlled by, or is in or under common con-
trol with, a lessee. 
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(3) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’ 

means the Secretary of the Interior. 
SEC. 7505. REPEAL OF CERTAIN TAXPAYER SUB-

SIDIZED ROYALTY RELIEF FOR THE 
OIL AND GAS INDUSTRY. 

(a) REPEAL OF PROVISIONS OF ENERGY POL-
ICY ACT OF 2005.—The following provisions of 
the Energy Policy Act of 2005 (Public Law 
109–58) are repealed: 

(1) Section 344 (42 U.S.C. 15904; relating to 
incentives for natural gas production from 
deep wells in shallow waters of the Gulf of 
Mexico). 

(2) Section 345 (42 U.S.C. 15905; relating to 
royalty relief for deep water production in 
the Gulf of Mexico). 

(b) PROVISIONS RELATING TO PLANNING 
AREAS OFFSHORE ALASKA.—Section 8(a)(3)(B) 
of the Outer Continental Shelf Lands Act (43 
U.S.C. 1337(a)(3)(B)) is amended by striking 
‘‘and in the Planning Areas offshore Alaska’’ 
after ‘‘West longitude’’. 

(c) PROVISIONS RELATING TO NAVAL PETRO-
LEUM RESERVE IN ALASKA.—Section 107 of the 
Naval Petroleum Reserves Production Act of 
1976 (as transferred, redesignated, moved, 
and amended by section 347 of the Energy 
Policy Act of 2005 (119 Stat. 704)) is amend-
ed— 

(1) in subsection (i) by striking paragraphs 
(2) through (6); and 

(2) by striking subsection (k). 
Subtitle F—Additional Provisions 

SEC. 7601. OIL SHALE COMMUNITY IMPACT AS-
SISTANCE. 

(a) ESTABLISHMENT OF FUND.—There is es-
tablished on the books of the Treasury of the 
United States a separate account to be 
known as the Oil Shale Community Impact 
Assistance Fund (hereinafter in this section 
referred to as the ‘‘Fund’’). The Fund shall 
be administered by the Secretary of the Inte-
rior acting through the Director of the Bu-
reau of Land Management. 

(b) CONTENTS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—There shall be credited to 

the Fund— 
(A) all amounts paid to the United States 

as bonus bids in connection with the award 
of commercial oil shale leases pursuant to 
section 369(e) of the Energy Policy Act of 
2005 (42 U.S.C. 15927(e)); and 

(B) an amount equal to 25 percent of the 
portion of the other amounts deposited into 
the Treasury pursuant to section 35(a) of the 
Mineral Leasing Act (30 U.S.C. 191) with re-
spect to such leases, that remains after de-
duction of all payments made pursuant to of 
such section. 

(2) TERMINATION OF CREDITING OF ROYAL-
TIES.—Paragraph (1)(B) shall not apply to 
royalties received by the United States 
under a commercial oil shale lease after the 
end of the 10-year period beginning on the 
date on which the first amount of royalty 
under such lease is paid to the United States. 

(c) DISTRIBUTION.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary, subject to 

the availability of appropriations, shall use 
amounts in the Fund to annually pay to each 
county in which is located land subject to a 
commercial oil shale lease referred to in sub-
section (b)(1) an amount equal to the amount 
credited to the Fund during the preceding 
year pursuant to section (b) with respect to 
such lease. If such land is located in more 
than one county, the Secretary shall allo-
cate such payment among such counties on 
the basis of the relative amount of lands sub-
ject to the lease within each such county. 

(2) USE OF PAYMENT.—Amounts paid to a 
county under this subsection shall be used 
by the county for the planning, construction, 
and maintenance of public facilities and the 
provision of public services. 

SEC. 7602. ADDITIONAL NOTICE REQUIREMENTS. 
(a) PERMITTEES.—At least 45 days before of-

fering lands for lease pursuant to section 
17(f) of the Mineral Leasing Act (30 U.S.C. 
226(f)), the Secretary of the Interior shall 
provide notice of the proposed leasing activ-
ity in writing to the holders of special recre-
ation permits for commercial use, competi-
tive events, and other organized activities on 
the lands being offered for lease. 

(b) CONSERVATION EASEMENT HOLDERS.— 
(1) If the holder of a conservation easement 

or similar property interest in the surface 
estate of lands eligible for leasing under the 
Mineral Leasing Act has informed the Sec-
retary of the Interior of the existence of such 
property interest, the Secretary shall treat 
such holder as a surface estate owner for 
purposes of section 7221(d) of this title. 

(2) As soon as possible after the date of en-
actment of this Act, the Secretary of the In-
terior shall establish a means for holders of 
property interests described in paragraph (1) 
to provide notice of such interests, and shall 
inform the public regarding such means. 
SEC. 7603. DAVIS-BACON ACT. 

All laborers and mechanics employed by 
contractors and subcontractors on construc-
tion, repair, or alteration projects that are 
funded in whole or in part or otherwise au-
thorized under sections 7304 or 7306 shall be 
paid wages at rates not less than those pre-
vailing on similar construction in the local-
ity, as determined by the Secretary of Labor 
in accordance with subchapter IV of chapter 
31 of title 40, United States Code. The Sec-
retary of Labor shall, with respect to the 
labor standards in this title, have the au-
thority and functions set forth in Reorga-
nization Plan Numbered 14 of 1950 (15 F.R. 
3176; 5 U.S.C. App.) and section 3145 of title 
40, United States Code. 
SEC. 7604. ROAN PLATEAU, COLORADO. 

(a) LEASES FOR TOP OF PLATEAU.— 
(1) PROHIBITION.—The Secretary of the In-

terior shall include in each lease under the 
Mineral Leasing Act (30 U.S.C. 181 et seq.) for 
lands to which this subsection applies a pro-
hibition of surface occupancy for purposes of 
exploration for or development of oil or gas. 

(2) APPLICATION.—This subsection applies 
to all Federal lands in Colorado that were 
formerly designated as Naval Oil Shale Re-
serves 1 and 3 that are located within the 
rim boundary, as such boundary is depicted 
on Map 1 accompanying the Bureau of Land 
Management’s final Resource Management 
Plan Amendment and Environmental Impact 
Statement for the Roan Plateau Planning 
Area dated August, 2006. 

(b) REPORT ON CLEANUP STATUS.—No later 
than 30 days after the date of enactment of 
this Act— 

(1) the Secretary of the Treasury shall pro-
vide to the appropriate Committees of Con-
gress a report detailing the total amounts 
received by the United States under leases of 
Federal lands in Colorado formerly des-
ignated as Naval Oil Shale Reserves 1 and 3 
pursuant to section 7439 of title 10, United 
States Code, and covered into the Treasury 
pursuant to subsection (f) of such section; 
and 

(2) the Secretary of the Interior shall pro-
vide to the appropriate committees of Con-
gress a report— 

(A) detailing the amounts expended by the 
United States for environmental restoration, 
waste management, and environmental com-
pliance activities with respect to the lands 
described in paragraph (1), to repay the cost 
to the United States to originally install 
wells, gathering lines, and related equipment 
on such lands, and any other cost incurred 

by the United States with respect to such 
lands; and 

(B) stating what further actions are re-
quired to complete the needed environ-
mental restoration, waste management, and 
environmental compliance activities with re-
gard to such lands, the estimated cost of 
such activities, and when the Secretary ex-
pects such activities will be completed. 

TITLE VIII—TRANSPORTATION AND 
INFRASTRUCTURE 

SEC. 8001. SHORT TITLE. 
This title may be cited as the ‘‘Transpor-

tation Energy Security and Climate Change 
Mitigation Act of 2007’’. 
SEC. 8002. FINDINGS AND PURPOSES. 

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress makes the fol-
lowing findings: 

(1) Evidence that atmospheric warming 
and climate change are occurring is un-
equivocal. 

(2) Observed and anticipated impacts of cli-
mate change can result in economic harm 
and environmental damage to the United 
States and the world. 

(3) The Nation’s water resources, eco-
systems, and infrastructure will be under in-
creasing stress and pressure in coming dec-
ades, particularly due to climate change. 

(4) Greenhouse gases, such as carbon diox-
ide, methane, and nitrous oxides, can lead to 
atmospheric warming and climate change. 

(5) Transportation and buildings are among 
the leading sources of greenhouse gas emis-
sions. 

(6) Increased reliance on energy efficient 
and renewable energy transportation and 
public buildings can strengthen our Nation’s 
energy security and mitigate the effects of 
climate change by cutting greenhouse gas 
emissions. 

(7) The Federal Government can strength-
en our Nation’s energy security and mitigate 
the effects of climate change by promoting 
energy efficient transportation and public 
buildings, creating incentives for the use of 
alternative fuel vehicles and renewable en-
ergy, and ensuring sound water resource and 
natural disaster preparedness planning. 

(b) PURPOSES.—The purposes of this title 
are to strengthen our Nation’s energy secu-
rity and mitigate the effects of climate 
change by promoting energy efficient trans-
portation and public buildings, creating in-
centives for the use of alternative fuel vehi-
cles and renewable energy, and ensuring 
sound water resource and natural disaster 
preparedness planning. 

Subtitle A—Department of Transportation 
SEC. 8101. CENTER FOR CLIMATE CHANGE AND 

ENVIRONMENT. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 102 of title 49, 

United States Code, is amended— 
(1) by redesignating subsection (g) as sub-

section (h); and 
(2) by adding after subsection (f) the fol-

lowing: 
‘‘(g) CENTER FOR CLIMATE CHANGE AND EN-

VIRONMENT.— 
‘‘(1) ESTABLISHMENT.—There is established 

in the Department a Center for Climate 
Change and Environment to plan, coordi-
nate, and implement— 

‘‘(A) department-wide research, strategies, 
and actions under the Department’s statu-
tory authority to reduce transportation-re-
lated energy use and mitigate the effects of 
climate change; and 

‘‘(B) department-wide research strategies 
and action to address the impacts of climate 
change on transportation systems and infra-
structure. 

‘‘(2) CLEARINGHOUSE.—The Center shall es-
tablish a clearinghouse of low-cost solutions, 
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including projects that are being or could be 
implemented under the congestion mitiga-
tion and air quality improvement program of 
section 149 of title 23, to reduce congestion 
and transportation-related energy use and 
air pollution and mitigate the effects of cli-
mate change.’’. 

(b) COORDINATION.—The Center for Climate 
Change and Environment of the Department 
of Transportation shall coordinate its activi-
ties with the United States Global Change 
Research Program. 

(c) LOW-COST CONGESTION SOLUTIONS.— 
(1) STUDY.—The Center for Climate Change 

and Environment, in coordination with the 
Environmental Protection Agency, shall 
conduct a study to examine fuel efficiency 
savings and clean air impacts of major trans-
portation projects, to identify low-cost solu-
tions to reduce congestion and transpor-
tation-related energy use and mitigate the 
effects of climate change, and to alleviate 
such problems as railroad pricing that may 
force freight off the more fuel efficient rail-
roads and onto less fuel efficient trucks. 

(2) REPORT.—Not later than one year after 
the date of enactment of this title, the Sec-
retary of Transportation, in coordination 
with the Administrator of the Environ-
mental Protection Agency, shall transmit to 
the Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure and the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce of the House of Representatives a 
report on low-cost solutions to reducing con-
gestion and transportation-related energy 
use and mitigating the effects of climate 
change. 

(d) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
the Secretary for the Center to carry out its 
duties under section 102(g) of title 49, United 
States Code, such sums as may be necessary 
for fiscal years 2008 through 2011. 

Subtitle B—Highways and Transit 
PART 1—PUBLIC TRANSPORTATION 

SEC. 8201. GRANTS TO IMPROVE PUBLIC TRANS-
PORTATION SERVICES. 

(a) AUTHORIZATIONS OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
(1) URBANIZED AREA FORMULA GRANTS.—In 

addition to amounts allocated under section 
5338(b)(2)(B) of title 49, United States Code, 
to carry out section 5307 of such title, there 
is authorized to be appropriated $750,000,000 
for each of fiscal years 2008 and 2009 to carry 
out such section 5307. Such funds shall be ap-
portioned in accordance with section 5336 
(other than subsections (i)(1) and (j)) of such 
title but may not be combined or commin-
gled with any other funds apportioned under 
such section 5336. 

(2) FORMULA GRANTS FOR OTHER THAN UR-
BANIZED AREAS.—In addition to amounts al-
located under section 5338(b)(2)(G) of title 49, 
United States Code, to carry out section 5311 
of such title, there is authorized to be appro-
priated $100,000,000 for each of fiscal years 
2008 and 2009 to carry out such section 5311. 
Such funds shall be apportioned in accord-
ance with such section 5311 but may not be 
combined or commingled with any other 
funds apportioned under such section 5311. 

(b) USE OF FUNDS.—Notwithstanding sec-
tions 5307 and 5311 of title 49, United States 
Code, the Secretary of Transportation may 
make grants under such sections from 
amounts appropriated under subsection (a) 
only for one or more of the following: 

(1) If the recipient of the grant is reducing, 
or certifies to the Secretary that, during the 
term of the grant, the recipient will reduce 
one or more fares the recipient charges for 
public transportation, or in the case of sub-
section (f) of such section 5311, intercity bus 
service, those operating costs of equipment 

and facilities being used to provide the pub-
lic transportation, or in the case of sub-
section (f) of such section 5311, intercity bus 
service, that the recipient is no longer able 
to pay from the revenues derived from such 
fare or fares as a result of such reduction. 

(2) If the recipient of the grant is expand-
ing, or certifies to the Secretary that, during 
the term of the grant, the recipient will ex-
pand public transportation service, or in the 
case of subsection (f) of such section 5311, 
intercity bus service, those operating and 
capital costs of equipment and facilities 
being used to provide the public transpor-
tation service, or in the case of subsection (f) 
of such section 5311, intercity bus service, 
that the recipient incurs as a result of the 
expansion of such service. 

(c) FEDERAL SHARE.—Notwithstanding any 
other provision of law, the Federal share of 
the costs for which a grant is made under 
this section shall be 100 percent. 

(d) PERIOD OF AVAILABILITY.—Funds appro-
priated under this section shall remain 
available for a period of 2 fiscal years. 
SEC. 8202. INCREASED FEDERAL SHARE FOR 

CLEAN AIR ACT COMPLIANCE. 
Notwithstanding section 5323(i)(1) of title 

49, United States Code, a grant for a project 
to be assisted under chapter 53 of such title 
during fiscal years 2008 and 2009 that in-
volves acquiring clean fuel or alternative 
fuel vehicle-related equipment or facilities 
for the purposes of complying with or main-
taining compliance with the Clean Air Act 
(42 U.S.C. 7401 et seq.) shall be for 100 percent 
of the net project cost of the equipment or 
facility attributable to compliance with that 
Act. 
SEC. 8203. COMMUTER RAIL TRANSIT ENHANCE-

MENT. 
(a) AMENDMENT.—Part E of subtitle V of 

title 49, United States Code, is amended by 
adding at the end the following: 

‘‘CHAPTER 285—COMMUTER RAIL 
TRANSIT ENHANCEMENT 

‘‘Sec. 
‘‘28501. Definitions 
‘‘28502. Surface Transportation Board medi-

ation of trackage use requests. 
‘‘28503. Surface Transportation Board medi-

ation of rights-of-way use re-
quests. 

‘‘28504. Applicability of other laws. 
‘‘28505. Rules and regulations. 
‘‘§ 28501. Definitions 

‘‘In this chapter— 
‘‘(1) the term ‘Board’ means the Surface 

Transportation Board; 
‘‘(2) the term ‘capital work’ means mainte-

nance, restoration, reconstruction, capacity 
enhancement, or rehabilitation work on 
trackage that would be treated, in accord-
ance with generally accepted accounting 
principles, as a capital item rather than an 
expense; 

‘‘(3) the term ‘fixed guideway transpor-
tation’ means public transportation (as de-
fined in section 5302(a)(10)) provided on, by, 
or using a fixed guideway (as defined in sec-
tion 5302(a)(4)); 

‘‘(4) the term ‘public transportation au-
thority’ means a local governmental author-
ity (as defined in section 5302(a)(6)) estab-
lished to provide, or make a contract pro-
viding for, fixed guideway transportation; 

‘‘(5) the term ‘rail carrier’ means a person, 
other than a governmental authority, pro-
viding common carrier railroad transpor-
tation for compensation subject to the juris-
diction of the Board under chapter 105; 

‘‘(6) the term ‘segregated fixed guideway 
facility’ means a fixed guideway facility con-

structed within the railroad right-of-way of 
a rail carrier but physically separate from 
trackage, including relocated trackage, 
within the right-of-way used by a rail carrier 
for freight transportation purposes; and 

‘‘(7) the term ‘trackage’ means a railroad 
line of a rail carrier, including a spur, indus-
trial, team, switching, side, yard, or station 
track, and a facility of a rail carrier. 

‘‘§ 28502. Surface Transportation Board medi-
ation of trackage use requests 
‘‘If, after a reasonable period of negotia-

tion, a public transportation authority can-
not reach agreement with a rail carrier to 
use trackage of, and have related services 
provided by, the rail carrier for purposes of 
fixed guideway transportation, the public 
transportation authority or the rail carrier 
may apply to the Board for nonbinding medi-
ation. The Board shall conduct the non-
binding mediation in accordance with the 
mediation process of section 1109.4 of title 49, 
Code of Federal Regulations, as in effect on 
the date of enactment of this section. 

‘‘§ 28503. Surface Transportation Board medi-
ation of rights-of-way use requests 
‘‘If, after a reasonable period of negotia-

tion, a public transportation authority can-
not reach agreement with a rail carrier to 
acquire an interest in a railroad right-of-way 
for the construction and operation of a seg-
regated fixed guideway facility, the public 
transportation authority or the rail carrier 
may apply to the Board for nonbinding medi-
ation. The Board shall conduct the non-
binding mediation in accordance with the 
mediation process of section 1109.4 of title 49, 
Code of Federal Regulations, as in effect on 
the date of enactment of this section. 

‘‘§ 28504. Applicability of other laws 
‘‘Nothing in this chapter shall be con-

strued to limit a rail transportation pro-
vider’s right under section 28103(b) to enter 
into contracts that allocate financial respon-
sibility for claims. 

‘‘§ 28505. Rules and regulations 
‘‘Not later than 180 days after the date of 

enactment of this section, the Board shall 
issue such rules and regulations as may be 
necessary to carry out this chapter.’’. 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
chapters of such subtitle is amended by add-
ing after the item relating to chapter 283 the 
following: 

‘‘285. COMMUTER RAIL TRANSIT 
ENHANCEMENT ......................... 28501’’. 

PART 2—FEDERAL-AID HIGHWAYS 
SEC. 8251. INCREASED FEDERAL SHARE FOR 

CMAQ PROJECTS. 
Section 120(c) of title 23, United States 

Code, is amended— 
(1) in the subsection heading by striking 

‘‘FOR CERTAIN SAFETY PROJECTS’’; 
(2) by striking ‘‘The Federal share’’ and in-

serting the following: 
‘‘(1) CERTAIN SAFETY PROJECTS.—The Fed-

eral share’’; and 
(3) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(2) CMAQ PROJECTS.—The Federal share 

payable on account of a project or program 
carried out under section 149 with funds obli-
gated in fiscal year 2008 or 2009, or both, shall 
be 100 percent of the cost thereof.’’. 
SEC. 8252. DISTRIBUTION OF RESCISSIONS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Any unobligated balances 
of amounts that are appropriated from the 
Highway Trust Fund for a fiscal year, and 
apportioned under chapter 1 of title 23, 
United States Code, before, on, or after the 
date of enactment of this Act and that are 
rescinded after such date of enactment shall 
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be distributed within each State (as defined 
in section 101 of such title) among all pro-
grams for which funds are apportioned under 
such chapter for such fiscal year, to the ex-
tent sufficient funds remain available for ob-
ligation, in the ratio that the amount of 
funds apportioned for each program under 
such chapter for such fiscal year, bears to 
the amount of funds apportioned for all such 
programs under such chapter for such fiscal 
year. 

(b) TREATMENT OF TRANSPORTATION EN-
HANCEMENT SET-ASIDE AND FUNDS SUBALLO-
CATED TO SUBSTATE AREAS.—Funds set aside 
under sections 133(d)(2) and 133(d)(3) of title 
23, United States Code, shall be treated as 
being apportioned under chapter 1 of such 
title for purposes of subsection (a). 
SEC. 8253. SENSE OF CONGRESS REGARDING USE 

OF COMPLETE STREETS DESIGN 
TECHNIQUES. 

It is the sense of Congress that in con-
structing new roadways or rehabilitating ex-
isting facilities, State and local governments 
should employ policies designed to accom-
modate all users, including motorists, pedes-
trians, cyclists, transit riders, and people of 
all ages and abilities, in order to— 

(1) serve all surface transportation users 
by creating a more interconnected and inter-
modal system; 

(2) create more viable transportation op-
tions; and 

(3) facilitate the use of environmentally 
friendly options, such as public transpor-
tation, walking, and bicycling. 

Subtitle C—Railroad and Pipeline 
Transportation 

PART 1—RAILROADS 
SEC. 8301. ADVANCED TECHNOLOGY LOCO-

MOTIVE GRANT PILOT PROGRAM. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Trans-

portation, in coordination with the Adminis-
trator of the Environmental Protection 
Agency, shall establish and carry out a pilot 
program for making grants to railroad car-
riers (as defined in section 20102 of title 49, 
United States Code) and State and local gov-
ernments— 

(1) for assistance in purchasing hybrid lo-
comotives, including hybrid switch loco-
motives; and 

(2) to demonstrate the extent to which 
such locomotives increase fuel economy, re-
duce emissions, and lower costs of operation. 

(b) LIMITATION.—Notwithstanding sub-
section (a), no grant under this section may 
be used to fund the costs of emissions reduc-
tions that are mandated under Federal, 
State, or local law. 

(c) GRANT CRITERIA.—In selecting appli-
cants for grants under this section, the Sec-
retary shall consider— 

(1) the level of energy efficiency that 
would be achieved by the proposed project; 

(2) the extent to which the proposed 
project would assist in commercial deploy-
ment of hybrid locomotive technologies; 

(3) the extent to which the proposed 
project complements other private or gov-
ernmental partnership efforts to improve air 
quality or fuel efficiency in a particular 
area; and 

(4) the extent to which the applicant dem-
onstrates innovative strategies and a finan-
cial commitment to increasing energy effi-
ciency and reducing greenhouse gas emis-
sions of its railroad operations. 

(d) COMPETITIVE GRANT SELECTION PROC-
ESS.— 

(1) APPLICATIONS.—A railroad carrier or 
State or local government seeking a grant 
under this section shall submit for approval 
by the Secretary an application for the grant 

under this section containing such informa-
tion as the Secretary may require to receive 
a grant under this section. 

(2) COMPETITIVE SELECTION.—The Secretary 
shall conduct a national solicitation for ap-
plications for grants under this section and 
shall select grantees on a competitive basis. 

(e) FEDERAL SHARE.—The Federal share of 
the cost of a project under this section shall 
not exceed 90 percent of the project cost. 

(f) REPORT.—Not later than 3 years after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Sec-
retary shall submit to Congress a report on 
the results of the pilot program carried out 
under this section. 

(g) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to the 
Secretary $10,000,000 for each of the fiscal 
years 2008 through 2011 to carry out this sec-
tion. Such funds shall remain available until 
expended. 
SEC. 8302. CAPITAL GRANTS FOR RAILROAD 

TRACK. 
(a) AMENDMENT.—Chapter 223 of title 49, 

United States Code, is amended to read as 
follows: 

‘‘CHAPTER 223—CAPITAL GRANTS FOR 
RAILROAD TRACK 

‘‘Sec. 
‘‘22301. Capital grants for railroad track. 
‘‘§ 22301. Capital grants for railroad track 

‘‘(a) ESTABLISHMENT OF PROGRAM.— 
‘‘(1) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Secretary of 

Transportation shall establish a program of 
capital grants for the rehabilitation, preser-
vation, or improvement of railroad track (in-
cluding roadbed, bridges, and related track 
structures) of class II and class III railroads. 
Such grants shall be for rehabilitating, pre-
serving, or improving track used primarily 
for freight transportation to a standard en-
suring that the track can be operated safely 
and efficiently, including grants for rehabili-
tating, preserving, or improving track to 
handle 286,000 pound railcars. Grants may be 
provided under this chapter— 

‘‘(A) directly to the class II or class III 
railroad; or 

‘‘(B) with the concurrence of the class II or 
class III railroad, to a State or local govern-
ment. 

‘‘(2) STATE COOPERATION.—Class II and class 
III railroad applicants for a grant under this 
chapter are encouraged to utilize the exper-
tise and assistance of State transportation 
agencies in applying for and administering 
such grants. State transportation agencies 
are encouraged to provide such expertise and 
assistance to such railroads. 

‘‘(3) INTERIM REGULATIONS.—Not later than 
December 31, 2007, the Secretary shall issue 
temporary regulations to implement the pro-
gram under this section. Subchapter II of 
chapter 5 of title 5 does not apply to a tem-
porary regulation issued under this para-
graph or to an amendment to such a tem-
porary regulation. 

‘‘(4) FINAL REGULATIONS.—Not later than 
October 1, 2008, the Secretary shall issue 
final regulations to implement the program 
under this section. 

‘‘(b) MAXIMUM FEDERAL SHARE.—The max-
imum Federal share for carrying out a 
project under this section shall be 80 percent 
of the project cost. The non-Federal share 
may be provided by any non-Federal source 
in cash, equipment, or supplies. Other in- 
kind contributions may be approved by the 
Secretary on a case-by-case basis consistent 
with this chapter. 

‘‘(c) PROJECT ELIGIBILITY.—For a project to 
be eligible for assistance under this section 
the track must have been operated or owned 

by a class II or class III railroad as of the 
date of the enactment of this chapter. 

‘‘(d) USE OF FUNDS.—Grants provided under 
this section shall be used to implement track 
capital projects as soon as possible. In no 
event shall grant funds be contractually ob-
ligated for a project later than the end of the 
third Federal fiscal year following the year 
in which the grant was awarded. Any funds 
not so obligated by the end of such fiscal 
year shall be returned to the Secretary for 
reallocation. 

‘‘(e) EMPLOYEE PROTECTION.—The Sec-
retary shall require as a condition of any 
grant made under this section that the re-
cipient railroad provide a fair arrangement 
at least as protective of the interests of em-
ployees who are affected by the project to be 
funded with the grant as the terms imposed 
under section 11326(a), as in effect on the 
date of the enactment of this chapter. 

‘‘(f) LABOR STANDARDS.— 
‘‘(1) PREVAILING WAGES.—The Secretary 

shall ensure that laborers and mechanics em-
ployed by contractors and subcontractors in 
construction work financed by a grant made 
under this section will be paid wages not less 
than those prevailing on similar construc-
tion in the locality, as determined by the 
Secretary of Labor under subchapter IV of 
chapter 31 of title 40 (commonly known as 
the ‘Davis-Bacon Act’). The Secretary shall 
make a grant under this section only after 
being assured that required labor standards 
will be maintained on the construction work. 

‘‘(2) WAGE RATES.—Wage rates in a collec-
tive bargaining agreement negotiated under 
the Railway Labor Act (45 U.S.C. 151 et seq.) 
are deemed for purposes of this subsection to 
comply with the subchapter IV of chapter 31 
of title 40. 

‘‘(g) STUDY.—The Secretary shall conduct a 
study of the projects carried out with grant 
assistance under this section to determine 
the public interest benefits associated with 
the light density railroad networks in the 
States and their contribution to a 
multimodal transportation system. Not later 
than March 31, 2009, the Secretary shall re-
port to Congress any recommendations the 
Secretary considers appropriate regarding 
the eligibility of light density rail networks 
for Federal infrastructure financing. 

‘‘(h) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to the 
Secretary of Transportation $250,000,000 for 
each of fiscal years 2008 through 2011 for car-
rying out this section.’’. 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The item relat-
ing to chapter 223 in the table of chapters of 
subtitle V of title 49, United States Code, is 
amended to read as follows: 
‘‘223. CAPITAL GRANTS FOR RAIL-

ROAD TRACK .............................. 22301’’. 
PART 2—PIPELINES 

SEC. 8311. FEASIBILITY STUDIES. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Energy, 

in coordination with the Secretary of Trans-
portation, shall conduct feasibility studies 
for the construction of pipeline dedicated to 
the transportation of ethanol. 

(b) REPORT.—Not later than 1 year after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Sec-
retary of Energy shall submit to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastructure 
of the House of Representatives and the 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation of the Senate a report on 
such feasibility studies. 

(c) STUDY FACTORS.—Feasibility studies 
funded under this part shall include consid-
eration of— 

(1) existing or potential barriers to the 
construction of pipelines dedicated to the 
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transportation of ethanol, including tech-
nical, siting, financing, and regulatory bar-
riers; 

(2) market risk, including throughput risk; 
(3) regulatory, financing, and siting op-

tions that would mitigate such risk and help 
ensure the construction of pipelines dedi-
cated to the transportation of ethanol; 

(4) ensuring the safe transportation of eth-
anol and preventive measures to ensure pipe-
line integrity; and 

(5) such other factors as the Secretary of 
Energy considers appropriate. 

(d) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
the Secretary of Energy to carry out this 
section $1,000,000 for each of the fiscal years 
2008 and 2009, to remain available until ex-
pended. 

Subtitle D—Maritime Transportation 
PART 1—GENERAL PROVISIONS 

SEC. 8401. SHORT SEA TRANSPORTATION INITIA-
TIVE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Title 46, United States 
Code, is amended by adding after chapter 555 
the following: 

‘‘CHAPTER 556—SHORT SEA 
TRANSPORTATION 

‘‘Sec. 55601. Short sea transportation pro-
gram. 

‘‘Sec. 55602. Cargo and shippers. 
‘‘Sec. 55603. Financing of short sea transpor-

tation projects. 
‘‘Sec. 55604. Interagency coordination. 
‘‘Sec. 55605. Research on short sea transpor-

tation. 
‘‘Sec. 55606. Short sea transportation de-

fined. 
‘‘§ 55601. Short sea transportation program 

‘‘(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Secretary of 
Transportation shall establish a short sea 
transportation program and designate short 
sea transportation projects to be conducted 
under the program to mitigate landside con-
gestion. 

‘‘(b) PROGRAM ELEMENTS.—The program 
shall encourage the use of short sea trans-
portation through the development and ex-
pansion of— 

‘‘(1) documented vessels; 
‘‘(2) shipper utilization; 
‘‘(3) port and landside infrastructure; and 
‘‘(4) marine transportation strategies by 

State and local governments. 
‘‘(c) SHORT SEA TRANSPORTATION ROUTES.— 

The Secretary shall designate short sea 
transportation routes as extensions of the 
surface transportation system to focus pub-
lic and private efforts to use the waterways 
to relieve landside congestion along coastal 
corridors. The Secretary may collect and dis-
seminate data for the designation and delin-
eation of short sea transportation routes. 

‘‘(d) PROJECT DESIGNATION.—The Secretary 
may designate a project to be a short sea 
transportation project if the Secretary de-
termines that the project may— 

‘‘(1) offer a waterborne alternative to 
available landside transportation services 
using documented vessels; and 

‘‘(2) provide transportation services for 
passengers or freight (or both) that may re-
duce congestion on landside infrastructure 
using documented vessels. 

‘‘(e) ELEMENTS OF PROGRAM.—For a short 
sea transportation project designated under 
this section, the Secretary of Transportation 
may— 

‘‘(1) promote the development of short sea 
transportation services; 

‘‘(2) coordinate, with ports, State depart-
ments of transportation, localities, other 
public agencies, and the private sector and 

on the development of landside facilities and 
infrastructure to support short sea transpor-
tation services; and 

‘‘(3) develop performance measures for the 
short sea transportation program. 

‘‘(f) MULTISTATE, STATE AND REGIONAL 
TRANSPORTATION PLANNING.—The Secretary, 
in consultation with Federal entities and 
State and local governments, shall develop 
strategies to encourage the use of short sea 
transportation for transportation of pas-
sengers and cargo. The Secretary shall— 

‘‘(1) assess the extent to which States and 
local governments include short sea trans-
portation and other marine transportation 
solutions in their transportation planning; 

‘‘(2) encourage State departments of trans-
portation to develop strategies, where appro-
priate, to incorporate short sea transpor-
tation, ferries, and other marine transpor-
tation solutions for regional and interstate 
transport of freight and passengers in their 
transportation planning; and 

‘‘(3) encourage groups of States and multi- 
State transportation entities to determine 
how short sea transportation can address 
congestion, bottlenecks, and other interstate 
transportation challenges. 
‘‘§ 55602. Cargo and shippers 

‘‘(a) MEMORANDUMS OF AGREEMENT.—The 
Secretary of Transportation shall enter into 
memorandums of understanding with the 
heads of other Federal entities to transport 
federally owned or generated cargo using a 
short sea transportation project designated 
under section 55601 when practical or avail-
able. 

‘‘(b) SHORT-TERM INCENTIVES.—The Sec-
retary shall consult shippers and other par-
ticipants in transportation logistics and de-
velop proposals for short-term incentives to 
encourage the use of short sea transpor-
tation. 
‘‘§ 55603. Financing of short sea transpor-

tation projects 
‘‘(a) AUTHORITY TO MAKE LOAN GUAR-

ANTEE.—The Secretary of Transportation, 
subject to the availability of appropriations, 
may make a loan guarantee for the financing 
of the construction, reconstruction, or re-
conditioning of a vessel that will be used for 
a short sea transportation project designated 
under section 55601. 

‘‘(b) TERMS AND CONDITIONS.—In making a 
loan guarantee under this section, the Sec-
retary shall use the authority, terms, and 
conditions that apply to a loan guarantee 
made under chapter 537. 

‘‘(c) GENERAL LIMITATIONS.—The total un-
paid principal amount of obligations guaran-
teed under this chapter and outstanding at 
one time may not exceed $2,000,000,000. 

‘‘(d) FULL FAITH AND CREDIT.—The full 
faith and credit of the United States Govern-
ment is pledged to the payment of a guar-
antee made under this chapter, for both prin-
cipal and interest, including interest (as may 
be provided for in the guarantee) accruing 
between the date of default under a guaran-
teed obligation and the date of payment in 
full of the guarantee. 

‘‘(e) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated 
$25,000,000 to carry out this section for each 
of fiscal years 2008 through 2011. 
‘‘§ 55604. Interagency coordination 

‘‘The Secretary of Transportation shall es-
tablish a board to identify and seek solutions 
to impediments hindering effective use of 
short sea transportation. The board shall in-
clude representatives of the Environmental 
Protection Agency and other Federal, State, 
and local governmental entities and private 
sector entities. 

‘‘§ 55605. Research on short sea transpor-
tation 
‘‘The Secretary of Transportation, in con-

sultation with the Administrator of the En-
vironmental Protection Agency, may con-
duct research on short sea transportation, 
regarding— 

‘‘(1) the environmental and transportation 
benefits to be derived from short sea trans-
portation alternatives for other forms of 
transportation; 

‘‘(2) technology, vessel design, and other 
improvements that would reduce emissions, 
increase fuel economy, and lower costs of 
short sea transportation and increase the ef-
ficiency of intermodal transfers; and 

‘‘(3) identify and seek solutions to impedi-
ments to short sea transportation projects 
designated under section 55601. 
‘‘§ 55606. Short sea transportation defined 

‘‘In this chapter, the term ‘short sea trans-
portation’ means the carriage by vessel of 
cargo— 

‘‘(1) that is— 
‘‘(A) contained in intermodal cargo con-

tainers and loaded by crane on the vessel; or 
‘‘(B) loaded on the vessel by means of 

wheeled technology; and 
‘‘(2) that is— 
‘‘(A) loaded at a port in the United States 

and unloaded at another port in the United 
States or a port in Canada located in the 
Great Lakes Saint Lawrence Seaway Sys-
tem; or 

‘‘(B) loaded at a port in Canada located in 
the Great Lakes Saint Lawrence Seaway 
System and unloaded at a port in the United 
States.’’. 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
chapters at the beginning of subtitle V of 
such title is amended by inserting after the 
item relating to chapter 555 the following: 
‘‘556. Short Sea Transportation .......... 55601’’. 

(c) REGULATIONS.— 
(1) INTERIM REGULATIONS.—Not later than 

December 31, 2007, the Secretary of Transpor-
tation shall issue temporary regulations to 
implement the program under this section. 
Subchapter II of chapter 5 of title 5, United 
States Code, does not apply to a temporary 
regulation issued under this paragraph or to 
an amendment to such a temporary regula-
tion. 

(2) FINAL REGULATIONS.—Not later than Oc-
tober 1, 2008, the Secretary shall issue final 
regulations to implement the program under 
this section. 
SEC. 8402. SHORT SEA SHIPPING ELIGIBILITY 

FOR CAPITAL CONSTRUCTION FUND. 
(a) DEFINITION OF QUALIFIED VESSEL.—Sec-

tion 53501 of title 46, United States Code, is 
amended— 

(1) in paragraph (5)(A)(iii) by striking ‘‘or 
noncontiguous domestic’’ and inserting 
‘‘noncontiguous domestic, or short sea trans-
portation trade’’; and 

(2) by inserting after paragraph (6) the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(7) SHORT SEA TRANSPORTATION TRADE.— 
The term ‘short sea transportation trade’ 
means the carriage by vessel of cargo— 

‘‘(A) that is— 
‘‘(i) contained in intermodal cargo con-

tainers and loaded by crane on the vessel; or 
‘‘(ii) loaded on the vessel by means of 

wheeled technology; and 
‘‘(B) that is— 
‘‘(i) loaded at a port in the United States 

and unloaded at another port in the United 
States or a port in Canada located in the 
Great Lakes Saint Lawrence Seaway Sys-
tem; or 

‘‘(ii) loaded at a port in Canada located in 
the Great Lakes Saint Lawrence Seaway 
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System and unloaded at a port in the United 
States.’’. 

(b) ALLOWABLE PURPOSE.—Section 53503(b) 
of such title is amended by striking ‘‘or non-
contiguous domestic trade’’ and inserting 
‘‘noncontiguous domestic, or short sea trans-
portation trade’’. 
SEC. 8403. REPORT. 

Not later than one year after the date of 
enactment of this Act, the Secretary of 
Transportation, in consultation with the Ad-
ministrator of the Environmental Protection 
Agency, shall submit to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure of the 
House of Representatives and the Committee 
on Commerce, Science, and Transportation 
of the Senate a report on the short sea trans-
portation program established under the 
amendments made by section 8401. The re-
port shall include a description of the activi-
ties conducted under the program, and any 
recommendations for further legislative or 
administrative action that the Secretary 
considers appropriate. 

PART 2—MARITIME POLLUTION 
SEC. 8451. REFERENCES. 

Wherever in this part an amendment or re-
peal is expressed in terms of an amendment 
to or a repeal of a section or other provision, 
the reference shall be considered to be made 
to a section or other provision of the Act to 
Prevent Pollution from Ships (33 U.S.C. 1901 
et seq.). 
SEC. 8452. DEFINITIONS. 

Section 2(a) (33 U.S.C. 1901(a)) is amended— 
(1) by redesignating paragraphs (1) through 

(12) as paragraphs (2) through (13), respec-
tively; 

(2) by inserting before paragraph (2) (as so 
redesignated) the following: 

‘‘(1) ‘Administrator’ means the Adminis-
trator of the Environmental Protection 
Agency.’’; 

(3) in paragraph (5) (as so redesignated) by 
striking ‘‘and V’’ and inserting ‘‘V, and VI’’; 

(4) in paragraph (6) (as so redesignated) by 
striking ‘‘ ‘discharge’ and ‘garbage’ and 
‘harmful substance’ and ‘incident’ ’’ and in-
serting ‘‘ ‘discharge’, ‘emission’, ‘garbage’, 
‘harmful substance’, and ‘incident’ ’’; and 

(5) by redesignating paragraphs (7) through 
(13) (as redesignated) as paragraphs (8) 
through (14), respectively, and inserting 
after paragraph (6) (as redesignated) the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(7) ‘navigable waters’ includes the terri-
torial sea of the United States (as defined in 
Presidential Proclamation 5928 of December 
27, 1988) and the internal waters of the 
United States;’’. 
SEC. 8453. APPLICABILITY. 

Section 3 (33 U.S.C. 1902) is amended— 
(1) in subsection (a)— 
(A) by striking ‘‘and’’ at the end of para-

graph (3); 
(B) by striking the period at the end of 

paragraph (4) and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 
(C) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(5) with respect to Annex VI to the Con-

vention, and other than with respect to a 
ship referred to in paragraph (1)— 

‘‘(A) to a ship that is in a port, shipyard, 
offshore terminal, or the internal waters of 
the United States; 

‘‘(B) to a ship that is bound for, or depart-
ing from, a port, shipyard, offshore terminal, 
or the internal waters of the United States, 
and is in— 

‘‘(i) the navigable waters of the United 
States; 

‘‘(ii) an emission control area designated 
pursuant to section 4; or 

‘‘(iii) any other area that the Adminis-
trator, in consultation with the Secretary 

and each State that is adjacent to any part 
of the proposed area, has designated by order 
as being an area from which emissions from 
ships are of concern with respect to protec-
tion of public health, welfare, or the environ-
ment; 

‘‘(C) to a ship that is entitled to fly the 
flag of, or operating under the authority of, 
a party to Annex VI, and is in— 

‘‘(i) the navigable waters of the United 
States; 

‘‘(ii) an emission control area designated 
under section 4; or 

‘‘(iii) any other area that the Adminis-
trator, in consultation with the Secretary 
and each State that is adjacent to any part 
of the proposed area, has designated by order 
as being an area from which emissions from 
ships are of concern with respect to protec-
tion of public health, welfare, or the environ-
ment; and 

‘‘(D) to the extent consistent with inter-
national law, to any other ship that is in— 

‘‘(i) the exclusive economic zone of the 
United States; 

‘‘(ii) the navigable waters of the United 
States; 

‘‘(iii) an emission control area designated 
under section 4; or 

‘‘(iv) any other area that the Adminis-
trator, in consultation with the Secretary 
and each State in which any part of the area 
is located, has designated by order as being 
an area from which emissions from ships are 
of concern with respect to protection of pub-
lic health, welfare, or the environment.’’; 

(2) in subsection (b)— 
(A) in paragraph (1) by striking ‘‘paragraph 

(2)’’ and inserting ‘‘paragraphs (2) and (3)’’; 
and 

(B) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(3) With respect to Annex VI the Adminis-

trator, or the Secretary, as relevant to their 
authorities pursuant to this Act, may deter-
mine that some or all of the requirements 
under this Act shall apply to one or more 
classes of public vessels, except that such a 
determination by the Administrator shall 
have no effect unless the head of the Depart-
ment or agency under which the vessels op-
erate concurs in the determination. This 
paragraph does not apply during time of war 
or during a declared national emergency.’’; 

(3) by redesignating subsections (c) 
through (g) as subsections (d) through (h), 
respectively; 

(4) by inserting after subsection (b) the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(c) APPLICATION TO OTHER PERSONS.—This 
Act shall apply to all persons to the extent 
necessary to ensure compliance with Annex 
VI to the Convention.’’; and 

(5) in subsection (e), as redesignated— 
(A) by inserting ‘‘or the Administrator, 

consistent with section 4 of this Act,’’ after 
‘‘Secretary’’; 

(B) by striking ‘‘of section (3)’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘of this section’’; and 

(C) by striking ‘‘Protocol, including regu-
lations conforming to and giving effect to 
the requirements of Annex V’’ and inserting 
‘‘Protocol (or the applicable Annex), includ-
ing regulations conforming to and giving ef-
fect to the requirements of Annex V and 
Annex VI’’. 
SEC. 8454. ADMINISTRATION AND ENFORCEMENT. 

Section 4 (33 U.S.C. 1903) is amended— 
(1) by redesignating subsections (b) and (c) 

as subsections (c) and (d), respectively; 
(2) by inserting after subsection (a) the fol-

lowing: 
‘‘(b) DUTY OF THE ADMINISTRATOR.—In addi-

tion to other duties specified in this Act, the 
Administrator and the Secretary, respec-

tively, shall have the following duties and 
authorities: 

‘‘(1) The Administrator shall, and no other 
person may, issue Engine International Air 
Pollution Prevention certificates in accord-
ance with Annex VI and the International 
Maritime Organization’s Technical Code on 
Control of Emissions of Nitrogen Oxides 
from Marine Diesel Engines, on behalf of the 
United States for a vessel of the United 
States as that term is defined in section 116 
of title 46, United States Code. The issuance 
of Engine International Air Pollution Pre-
vention certificates shall be consistent with 
any applicable requirements of the Clean Air 
Act (42 U.S.C. 7401 et seq.) or regulations pre-
scribed under that Act. 

‘‘(2) The Administrator shall have author-
ity to administer regulations 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 
17, 18, and 19 of Annex VI to the Convention. 

‘‘(3) The Administrator shall, only as speci-
fied in section 8(f), have authority to enforce 
Annex VI of the Convention.’’; and 

(3) in subsection (c), as redesignated— 
(A) by redesignating paragraph (2) as para-

graph (4); 
(B) by inserting after paragraph (1) the fol-

lowing: 
‘‘(2) In addition to the authority the Sec-

retary has to prescribe regulations under 
this Act, the Administrator shall also pre-
scribe any necessary or desired regulations 
to carry out the provisions of regulations 12, 
13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, and 19 of Annex VI to the 
Convention. 

‘‘(3) In prescribing any regulations under 
this section, the Secretary and the Adminis-
trator shall consult with each other, and 
with respect to regulation 19, with the Sec-
retary of the Interior.’’; and 

(C) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(5) No standard issued by any person or 

Federal authority, with respect to emissions 
from tank vessels subject to regulation 15 of 
Annex VI to the Convention, shall be effec-
tive until 6 months after the required notifi-
cation to the International Maritime Organi-
zation by the Secretary.’’. 
SEC. 8455. CERTIFICATES. 

Section 5 (33 U.S.C. 1904) is amended— 
(1) in subsection (a) by striking ‘‘The Sec-

retary’’ and inserting ‘‘Except as provided in 
section 4(b)(1), the Secretary’’; 

(2) in subsection (b) by striking ‘‘Secretary 
under the authority of the MARPOL pro-
tocol.’’ and inserting ‘‘Secretary or the Ad-
ministrator under the authority of this 
Act.’’; and 

(3) in subsection (e) by striking ‘‘environ-
ment.’’ and inserting ‘‘environment or the 
public health and welfare.’’. 
SEC. 8456. RECEPTION FACILITIES. 

Section 6 (33 U.S.C. 1905) is amended— 
(1) in subsection (a) by adding at the end 

the following: 
‘‘(3) The Secretary and the Administrator, 

after consulting with appropriate Federal 
agencies, shall jointly prescribe regulations 
setting criteria for determining the ade-
quacy of reception facilities for receiving 
ozone depleting substances, equipment con-
taining such substances, and exhaust gas 
cleaning residues at a port or terminal, and 
stating any additional measures and require-
ments as are appropriate to ensure such ade-
quacy. Persons in charge of ports and termi-
nals shall provide reception facilities, or en-
sure that reception facilities are available, 
in accordance with those regulations. The 
Secretary and the Administrator may joint-
ly prescribe regulations to certify, and may 
issue certificates to the effect, that a port’s 
or terminal’s facilities for receiving ozone 
depleting substances, equipment containing 
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such substances, and exhaust gas cleaning 
residues from ships are adequate.’’; 

(2) in subsection (b) by inserting ‘‘or the 
Administrator’’ after ‘‘Secretary’’; 

(3) in subsection (e) by striking paragraph 
(2) and inserting the following: 

‘‘(2) The Secretary may deny the entry of 
a ship to a port or terminal required by the 
MARPOL Protocol, this Act, or regulations 
prescribed under this section relating to the 
provision of adequate reception facilities for 
garbage, ozone depleting substances, equip-
ment containing those substances, or ex-
haust gas cleaning residues, if the port or 
terminal is not in compliance with the 
MARPOL Protocol, this Act, or those regula-
tions.’’; 

(4) in subsection (f)(1) by striking ‘‘Sec-
retary is’’ and inserting ‘‘Secretary and the 
Administrator are’’; and 

(5) in subsection (f)(2) by striking ‘‘(A)’’. 
SEC. 8457. INSPECTIONS. 

Section 8(f) (33 U.S.C. 1907(f)) is amended to 
read as follows: 

‘‘(f)(1) The Secretary may inspect a ship to 
which this Act applies as provided under sec-
tion 3(a)(5), to verify whether the ship is in 
compliance with Annex VI to the Convention 
and this Act. 

‘‘(2) If an inspection under this subsection 
or any other information indicates that a 
violation has occurred, the Secretary, or the 
Administrator in a matter referred by the 
Secretary, may undertake enforcement ac-
tion under this section. 

‘‘(3) Notwithstanding subsection (b) and 
paragraph (2) of this subsection, the Admin-
istrator shall have all of the authorities of 
the Secretary, as specified in subsection (b) 
of this section, for the purposes of enforcing 
regulations 17 and 18 of Annex VI to the Con-
vention to the extent that shoreside viola-
tions are the subject of the action and in any 
other matter referred to the Administrator 
by the Secretary.’’. 
SEC. 8458. AMENDMENTS TO THE PROTOCOL. 

Section 10(b) (33 U.S.C. 1909(b)) is amended 
by inserting ‘‘or the Administrator as pro-
vided for in this Act,’’ after ‘‘Secretary,’’. 
SEC. 8459. PENALTIES. 

Section 9 (33 U.S.C. 1908) is amended— 
(1) by striking ‘‘Protocol,,’’ each place it 

appears and inserting ‘‘Protocol,’’; 
(2) in subsection (b) by inserting ‘‘, or the 

Administrator as provided for in this Act’’ 
after ‘‘Secretary’’ the first place it appears; 

(3) in subsection (b)(2), by inserting ‘‘, or 
the Administrator as provided for in this 
Act,’’ after ‘‘Secretary’’; 

(4) in the matter after paragraph (2) of sub-
section (b)— 

(A) by inserting ‘‘, or the Administrator as 
provided for in this Act’’ after ‘‘Secretary’’ 
the first place it appears; and 

(B) by inserting ‘‘, or the Administrator as 
provided for in this Act,’’ after ‘‘Secretary’’ 
the second and third places it appears; 

(5) in subsection (c) by inserting ‘‘, or the 
Administrator as provided for in this Act,’’ 
after ‘‘Secretary’’ each place it appears; and 

(6) in subsection (f) by inserting ‘‘, or the 
Administrator as provided for in this Act’’ 
after ‘‘Secretary’’ the first place appears. 
SEC. 8460. EFFECT ON OTHER LAWS. 

Section 15 (33 U.S.C. 1911) is amended to 
read as follows: 
‘‘SEC. 15. EFFECT ON OTHER LAWS. 

‘‘Authorities, requirements, and remedies 
of this Act supplement and neither amend 
nor repeal any other authorities, require-
ments, or remedies conferred by any other 
provision of law. Nothing in this Act shall 
limit, deny, amend, modify, or repeal any 

other authority, requirement, or remedy 
available to the United States or any other 
person, except as expressly provided in this 
Act.’’. 

Subtitle E—Aviation 
SEC. 8501. ENVIRONMENTAL MITIGATION PILOT 

PROGRAM. 
(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Secretary of 

Transportation, in coordination with the Ad-
ministrator of the Environmental Protection 
Agency, shall establish a pilot program to 
carry out not more than 6 environmental 
mitigation demonstration projects at public- 
use airports. 

(b) GRANTS.—In implementing the pro-
gram, the Secretary may make a grant to 
the sponsor of a public-use airport from 
funds apportioned under section 
47117(e)(1)(A) of title 49, United States Code, 
to carry out an environmental mitigation 
demonstration project to measurably reduce 
or mitigate aviation impacts on noise, air 
quality, or water quality in the vicinity of 
the airport. 

(c) ELIGIBILITY FOR PASSENGER FACILITY 
FEES.—An environmental mitigation dem-
onstration project that receives funds made 
available under this section may be consid-
ered an eligible airport-related project for 
purposes of section 40117 of such title. 

(d) SELECTION CRITERIA.—In selecting 
among applicants for participation in the 
program, the Secretary shall give priority 
consideration to applicants proposing to 
carry out environmental mitigation dem-
onstration projects that will— 

(1) achieve the greatest reductions in air-
craft noise, airport emissions, or airport 
water quality impacts either on an absolute 
basis or on a per dollar of funds expended 
basis; and 

(2) be implemented by an eligible consor-
tium. 

(e) FEDERAL SHARE.—Notwithstanding any 
provision of subchapter I of chapter 471 of 
such title, the United States Government 
share of allowable project costs of an envi-
ronmental mitigation demonstration project 
carried out under this section shall be 50 per-
cent. 

(f) MAXIMUM AMOUNT.—The Secretary may 
not make grants for a single environmental 
mitigation demonstration project under this 
section in a total amount that exceeds 
$2,500,000. 

(g) PUBLICATION OF INFORMATION.—The Sec-
retary may develop and publish information 
on the results of environmental mitigation 
demonstration projects carried out under 
this section, including information identi-
fying best practices for reducing or miti-
gating aviation impacts on noise, air qual-
ity, or water quality in the vicinity of air-
ports. 

(h) DEFINITIONS.—In this section, the fol-
lowing definitions apply: 

(1) ELIGIBLE CONSORTIUM.—The term ‘‘eligi-
ble consortium’’ means a consortium of 2 or 
more of the following entities: 

(A) A business incorporated in the United 
States. 

(B) A public or private educational or re-
search organization located in the United 
States. 

(C) An entity of a State or local govern-
ment. 

(D) A Federal laboratory. 
(2) ENVIRONMENTAL MITIGATION DEMONSTRA-

TION PROJECT.—The term ‘‘environmental 
mitigation demonstration project’’ means a 
project that— 

(A) demonstrates at a public-use airport 
environmental mitigation techniques or 
technologies with associated benefits, which 

have already been proven in laboratory dem-
onstrations; 

(B) utilizes methods for efficient adapta-
tion or integration of innovative concepts to 
airport operations; and 

(C) demonstrates whether a technique or 
technology for environmental mitigation 
identified in research is— 

(i) practical to implement at or near mul-
tiple public-use airports; and 

(ii) capable of reducing noise, airport emis-
sions, greenhouse gas emissions, or water 
quality impacts in measurably significant 
amounts. 

Subtitle F—Public Buildings 
PART 1—GENERAL SERVICES 

ADMINISTRATION 
SEC. 8601. PUBLIC BUILDING ENERGY EFFICIENT 

AND RENEWABLE ENERGY SYSTEMS. 
(a) ESTIMATE OF ENERGY PERFORMANCE IN 

PROSPECTUS.—Section 3307(b) of title 40, 
United States Code, is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘and’’ at the end of para-
graph (5); 

(2) by striking the period at the end of 
paragraph (6) and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 

(3) by inserting after paragraph (6) the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(7) with respect to any prospectus for the 
construction, alteration, or acquisition of 
any building or space to be leased, an esti-
mate of the future energy performance of the 
building or space and a specific description 
of the use of energy efficient and renewable 
energy systems, including photovoltaic sys-
tems, in carrying out the project.’’. 

(b) MINIMUM PERFORMANCE REQUIREMENTS 
FOR LEASED SPACE.—Section 3307 of such of 
title is amended— 

(1) by redesignating subsections (f) and (g) 
as subsections (g) and (h), respectively; and 

(2) by inserting after subsection (e) the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(f) MINIMUM PERFORMANCE REQUIREMENTS 
FOR LEASED SPACE.—With respect to space to 
be leased, the Administrator shall include, to 
the maximum extent practicable, minimum 
performance requirements requiring energy 
efficiency and the use of renewable energy.’’. 

(c) USE OF ENERGY EFFICIENT LIGHTING FIX-
TURES AND BULBS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 33 of such title is 
amended— 

(A) by redesignating sections 3313, 3314, and 
3315 as sections 3315, 3316, and 3317, respec-
tively; and 

(B) by inserting after section 3312 the fol-
lowing: 
‘‘§ 3313. Use of energy efficient lighting fix-

tures and bulbs 
‘‘(a) CONSTRUCTION, ALTERATION, AND AC-

QUISITION OF PUBLIC BUILDINGS.—Each public 
building constructed, altered, or acquired by 
the Administrator of General Services shall 
be equipped, to the maximum extent feasible 
as determined by the Administrator, with 
lighting fixtures and bulbs that are energy 
efficient. 

‘‘(b) MAINTENANCE OF PUBLIC BUILDINGS.— 
Each lighting fixture or bulb that is replaced 
by the Administrator in the normal course of 
maintenance of public buildings shall be re-
placed, to the maximum extent feasible, 
with a lighting fixture or bulb that is energy 
efficient. 

‘‘(c) CONSIDERATIONS.—In making a deter-
mination under this section concerning the 
feasibility of installing a lighting fixture or 
bulb that is energy efficient, the Adminis-
trator shall consider— 

‘‘(1) the life-cycle cost effectiveness of the 
fixture or bulb; 

‘‘(2) the compatibility of the fixture or 
bulb with existing equipment; 
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‘‘(3) whether use of the fixture or bulb 

could result in interference with produc-
tivity; 

‘‘(4) the aesthetics relating to use of the 
fixture or bulb; and 

‘‘(5) such other factors as the Adminis-
trator determines appropriate. 

‘‘(d) ENERGY STAR.—A lighting fixture or 
bulb shall be treated as being energy effi-
cient for purposes of this section if— 

‘‘(1) the fixture or bulb is certified under 
the Energy Star program established by sec-
tion 324A of the Energy Policy and Conserva-
tion Act (42 U.S.C. 6294a); or 

‘‘(2) the Administrator has otherwise de-
termined that the fixture or bulb is energy 
efficient. 

‘‘(e) APPLICABILITY OF BUY AMERICAN 
ACT.—Acquisitions carried out pursuant to 
this section shall be subject to the require-
ments of the Buy American Act (41 U.S.C. 
10c et seq.). 

‘‘(f) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The requirements of 
subsections (a) and (b) shall take effect one 
year after the date of enactment of this sub-
section.’’. 

(2) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The analysis for 
such chapter is amended by striking the 
items relating to sections 3313, 3314, and 3315 
and inserting the following: 
‘‘3313. Use of energy efficient lighting fix-

tures and bulbs. 
‘‘3314. Maximum period for utility services 

contracts. 
‘‘3315. Delegation. 
‘‘3316. Report to Congress. 
‘‘3317. Certain authority not affected.’’. 

(d) MAXIMUM PERIOD FOR UTILITY SERVICE 
CONTRACTS.—Such chapter is further amend-
ed by inserting after section 3313 (as inserted 
by subsection (c)(1) of this section) the fol-
lowing: 
‘‘§ 3314. Maximum period for utility service 

contracts 
‘‘Notwithstanding section 501(b)(1)(B), the 

Administrator of General Services may con-
tract for public utility services for a period 
of not more than 30 years if cost effective 
and necessary to promote the use of energy 
efficient and renewable energy systems, in-
cluding photovoltaic systems.’’. 

(e) EVALUATION FACTOR.—Section 3310 of 
such title is amended— 

(1) by redesignating paragraphs (3), (4), and 
(5) as paragraphs (4), (5), and (6), respec-
tively; and 

(2) by inserting after paragraph (2) the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(3) shall include in the solicitation for 
any lease requiring a prospectus under sec-
tion 3307 an evaluation factor considering 
the extent to which the offeror will promote 
energy efficiency and the use of renewable 
energy;’’. 
SEC. 8602. PUBLIC BUILDING LIFE-CYCLE COSTS. 

Section 544(a)(1) of the National Energy 
Conservation Policy Act (42 U.S.C. 8254(a)(1)) 
is amended by striking ‘‘25’’ and inserting 
‘‘40’’. 
SEC. 8603. INSTALLATION OF PHOTOVOLTAIC 

SYSTEM AT DEPARTMENT OF EN-
ERGY HEADQUARTERS BUILDING. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator of 
General Services shall install a photovoltaic 
system, as set forth in the Sun Wall Design 
Project, for the headquarters building of the 
Department of Energy located at 1000 Inde-
pendence Avenue, SW., Washington, DC, 
commonly known as the Forrestal Building. 

(b) FUNDING.—There shall be available 
from the Federal Buildings Fund established 
by section 592 of title 40, United States Code, 
$30,000,000 to carry out this section. Such 

sums shall be derived from the unobligated 
balance of amounts made available from the 
Fund for fiscal year 2007, and prior fiscal 
years, for repairs and alternations and other 
activities (excluding amounts made avail-
able for the energy program). Such sums 
shall remain available until expended. 

(c) OBLIGATION OF FUNDS.—None of the 
funds made available pursuant to subsection 
(b) may be obligated prior to September 30, 
2007. 

PART 2—COAST GUARD 
SEC. 8631. PROHIBITION ON INCANDESCENT 

LAMPS BY COAST GUARD. 
(a) PROHIBITION.—Except as provided by 

subsection (b), on and after January 1, 2009, 
a general service incandescent lamp shall 
not be purchased or installed in a Coast 
Guard facility by or on behalf of the Coast 
Guard. 

(b) EXCEPTION.—A general service incan-
descent lamp may be purchased, installed, 
and used in a Coast Guard facility whenever 
the application of a general service incandes-
cent lamp is— 

(1) necessary due to purpose or design, in-
cluding medical, security, and industrial ap-
plications; 

(2) reasonable due to the architectural or 
historical value of a light fixture installed 
before January 1, 2009; or 

(3) the Commandant of the Coast Guard de-
termines that operational requirements ne-
cessitate the use of a general service incan-
descent lamp. 

(c) LIMITATION.—In this section, the term 
‘‘facility’’ does not include a vessel or air-
craft of the Coast Guard. 

PART 3—ARCHITECT OF THE CAPITOL 
SEC. 8651. CAPITOL COMPLEX PHOTOVOLTAIC 

ROOF FEASIBILITY STUDY. 
(a) STUDY.—The Architect of the Capitol 

may perform a feasibility study regarding 
construction of a photovoltaic roof for the 
Rayburn House Office Building. 

(b) REPORT.—Not later than 6 months after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Archi-
tect of the Capitol shall transmit to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure of the House of Representatives a 
report on the results of the feasibility study 
and recommendations regarding construc-
tion of a photovoltaic roof for the building 
referred to in subsection (a). 

(c) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section such sums as may be 
necessary for fiscal year 2008. 
SEC. 8652. CAPITOL COMPLEX E–85 REFUELING 

STATION. 
(a) CONSTRUCTION.—The Architect of the 

Capitol may construct a fuel tank and pump-
ing system for E–85 fuel at or within close 
proximity to the Capitol Grounds Fuel Sta-
tion. 

(b) USE.—The E–85 fuel tank and pumping 
system shall be available for use by all legis-
lative branch vehicles capable of operating 
with E–85 fuel, subject to such other legisla-
tive branch agencies reimbursing the Archi-
tect of the Capitol for the costs of E–85 fuel 
used by such other legislative branch vehi-
cles. 

(c) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section such sums as may be 
necessary for fiscal year 2008. 
SEC. 8653. ENERGY AND ENVIRONMENTAL MEAS-

URES IN CAPITOL COMPLEX MASTER 
PLAN. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—To the maximum extent 
practicable, the Architect of the Capitol 
shall include energy efficiency measures, cli-

mate change mitigation measures, and other 
appropriate environmental measures in the 
Capitol Complex Master Plan. 

(b) REPORT.—Not later than 6 months after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Archi-
tect of the Capitol shall submit to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastructure 
of the House of Representatives and the 
Committee on Rules of the Senate a report 
on the energy efficiency measures, climate 
change mitigation measures, and other ap-
propriate environmental measures included 
in the Capitol Complex Master Plan pursu-
ant to subsection (a). 
SEC. 8654. CAPITOL POWER PLANT. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—For the purpose of reduc-
ing carbon dioxide emissions, the Architect 
of the Capitol shall install technologies for 
the capture and storage or use of carbon di-
oxide emitted from the Capitol Power plant 
as a result of burning coal. 

(b) CAPITOL POWER PLANT DEFINED.—In 
this section, the term ‘‘Capitol power plant’’ 
means the power plant constructed in the vi-
cinity of the Capitol Complex in the District 
of Columbia pursuant to the Act of April 28, 
1904 (33 Stat. 479, chapter 1762), and des-
ignated under the Act of March 4, 1911 (2 
U.S.C. 2162). 
SEC. 8655. PROMOTING MAXIMUM EFFICIENCY IN 

OPERATION OF CAPITOL POWER 
PLANT. 

(a) STEAM BOILERS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Architect of the Cap-

itol shall take such steps as may be nec-
essary to operate the steam boilers at the 
Capitol Power Plant in the most energy effi-
cient manner possible to minimize carbon 
emissions and operating costs, including ad-
justing steam pressures and adjusting the 
operation of the boilers to take into account 
variations in demand, including seasonality, 
for the use of the system. 

(2) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The Architect shall 
implement the steps required under para-
graph (1) not later than 30 days after the 
date of the enactment of this Act. 

(b) CHILLER PLANT.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Architect of the Cap-

itol shall take such steps as may be nec-
essary to operate the chiller plant at the 
Capitol Power Plant in the most energy effi-
cient manner possible to minimize carbon 
emissions and operating costs, including ad-
justing water temperatures and adjusting 
the operation of the chillers to take into ac-
count variations in demand, including 
seasonality, for the use of the system. 

(2) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The Architect shall 
implement the steps required under para-
graph (1) not later than 30 days after the 
date of the enactment of this Act. 

(c) METERS.—Not later than 90 days after 
the date of the enactment of this Act, the 
Architect of the Capitol shall evaluate the 
accuracy of the meters in use at the Capitol 
Power Plant and correct them as necessary. 

(d) REPORT ON IMPLEMENTATION.—Not later 
than 180 days after the date of the enactment 
of this Act, the Architect of the Capitol, in 
conjunction with the Chief Administrative 
Officer of the House of Representatives, shall 
complete the implementation of the require-
ments of this section and submit a report de-
scribing the actions taken and the energy ef-
ficiencies achieved to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure of the 
House of Representatives, the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation of 
the Senate, the Committee on House Admin-
istration of the House of Representatives, 
and the Committee on Rules and Adminis-
tration of the Senate. 
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SEC. 8656. PROMOTING MAXIMUM EFFICIENCY IN 

OPERATION OF CAPITOL POWER 
PLANT. 

(a) STEAM BOILERS AND CHILLER PLANT.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Architect of the Cap-

itol shall take such steps as may be nec-
essary to operate the steam boilers and the 
chiller plant at the Capitol Power Plant in 
the most energy efficient manner possible to 
minimize carbon emissions and operating 
costs, including adjusting steam pressures, 
adjusting the operation of the boilers, ad-
justing water temperatures, and adjusting 
the operation of the chillers to take into ac-
count variations in demand, including 
seasonality, for the use of the systems. 

(2) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The Architect shall 
implement the steps required under para-
graph (1) not later than 30 days after the 
date of the enactment of this Act. 

(b) METERS.—Not later than 90 days after 
the date of the enactment of this Act, the 
Architect of the Capitol shall evaluate the 
accuracy of the meters in use at the Capitol 
Power Plant and correct them as necessary. 

(c) REPORT ON IMPLEMENTATION.—Not later 
than 180 days after the date of the enactment 
of this Act, the Architect of the Capitol, in 
conjunction with the Chief Administrative 
Officer of the House of Representatives, shall 
complete the implementation of the require-
ments of this section and submit a report de-
scribing the actions taken and the energy ef-
ficiencies achieved to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure of the 
House of Representatives, the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation of 
the Senate, the Committee on House Admin-
istration of the House of Representatives, 
and the Committee on Rules and Adminis-
tration of the Senate. 
Subtitle G—Water Resources and Emergency 

Management Preparedness 
PART 1—WATER RESOURCES 

SEC. 8701. POLICY OF THE UNITED STATES. 
It is the policy of the United States that 

all Federal water resources projects— 
(1) reflect national priorities for flood dam-

age reduction, navigation, ecosystem res-
toration, and hazard mitigation and consider 
the future impacts of increased hurricanes, 
droughts, and other climate change-related 
weather events; 

(2) avoid the unwise use of floodplains, 
minimize vulnerabilities in any case in 
which a floodplain must be used, protect and 
restore the extent and functions of natural 
systems, and mitigate any unavoidable dam-
age to aquatic natural system; and 

(3) to the maximum extent possible, avoid 
impacts to wetlands, which create natural 
buffers, help filter water, serve as recharge 
areas for aquifers, reduce floods and erosion, 
and provide valuable plant and animal habi-
tat. 
SEC. 8702. 21ST CENTURY WATER COMMISSION. 

(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—There is established a 
commission to be known as the 21st Century 
Water Commission (in this section referred 
to as the ‘‘Commission’’). 

(b) DUTIES.—The duties of the Commission 
shall be to— 

(1) use existing water assessments and con-
duct such additional studies and assessments 
as may be necessary to project— 

(A) future water supply and demand; 
(B) impacts of climate change to our Na-

tion’s flood risk and water availability; and 
(C) associated impacts of climate change 

on water quality; 
(2)(A) study current water management 

programs of Federal, interstate, State, and 
local agencies and private sector entities di-
rected at increasing water supplies and im-

proving the availability, reliability, and 
quality of freshwater resources; and 

(B) evaluate such programs’ hazard mitiga-
tion strategies and contingency planning in 
light of climate change impacts, including 
sea level rise, flooding, and droughts; and 

(3) consult with representatives of such 
agencies and entities to develop rec-
ommendations, consistent with laws, trea-
ties, decrees, and interstate compacts, for a 
comprehensive water strategy to— 

(A) recognize the primary role of States in 
adjudicating, administering, and regulating 
water rights and water uses; 

(B) identify incentives intended to ensure 
an adequate and dependable supply of water 
to meet the needs of the United States for 
the next 50 years, including the future im-
pacts of climate change on water supply and 
quality; 

(C) eliminate duplication and conflict 
among Federal governmental programs; 

(D) consider all available technologies (in-
cluding climate change predictions, ad-
vanced modeling and mapping of wetlands, 
floodplains, and other critical areas) and 
other methods to optimize water supply reli-
ability, availability, and quality, while safe-
guarding and enhancing the environment 
and planning for the potential impacts of cli-
mate change on water quality, water supply, 
flood and storm damage reduction, and eco-
system health; 

(E) recommend means of capturing excess 
water and flood water for conservation and 
use in the event of a drought; 

(F) identify adaptation techniques, or fur-
ther research needs of adaptation tech-
niques, for effectively conserving freshwater 
and coastal systems as they respond to cli-
mate change; 

(G) suggest financing options, incentives, 
and strategies for development of com-
prehensive water management plans, holis-
tically designed water resources projects, 
conservation of existing water resources in-
frastructure (except drinking water infra-
structure) and to increase the use of non-
structural elements (including green infra-
structure and low impact development tech-
niques); 

(H) suggest strategies for avoiding in-
creased mandates on State and local govern-
ments; 

(I) suggest strategies for using best avail-
able climate science in projections of future 
flood and drought risk, and for developing 
hazard mitigation strategies to protect 
water quality, in extreme weather conditions 
caused by climate change; 

(J) identify policies that encourage low im-
pact development, especially in areas near 
high priority aquatic systems; 

(K) suggest strategies for encouraging the 
use of, and reducing biases against, non-
structural elements (including green infra-
structure and low impact development tech-
niques) when managing stormwater, includ-
ing features that— 

(i) preserve and restore natural processes, 
landforms (such as floodplains), natural 
vegetated stream side buffers, wetlands, or 
other topographical features that can slow, 
filter, and naturally store stormwater runoff 
and flood waters for future water supply and 
recharge of natural aquifers; 

(ii) utilize natural design techniques that 
infiltrate, filter, store, evaporate, and detain 
water close to its source; or 

(iii) minimize the use of impervious sur-
faces in order to slow or infiltrate precipita-
tion; 

(L) suggest strategies for addressing in-
creased sewage overflow problems due to 

changing storm dynamics and the impact of 
aging stormwater and wastewater infrastruc-
ture, population growth, and urban sprawl; 

(M) promote environmental restoration 
projects that reestablish natural processes; 
and 

(N) identify opportunities to promote ex-
isting or create regional planning, including 
opportunities to integrate climate change 
into water infrastructure and environmental 
conservation planning. 

(c) MEMBERSHIP.— 
(1) NUMBER AND APPOINTMENT.—The Com-

mission shall be composed of 8 members who 
shall be appointed, not later than 90 days 
after the date of enactment of this Act, as 
follows: 

(A) 2 members appointed by the President. 
(B) 2 members appointed by the Speaker of 

the House of Representatives from a list of 4 
individuals— 

(i) 2 nominated for that appointment by 
the chairman of the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure of the House of 
Representatives; and 

(ii) 2 nominated for that appointment by 
the chairman of the Committee Natural Re-
sources of the House of Representatives. 

(C) 2 members appointed by the majority 
leader of the Senate from a list of 4 individ-
uals— 

(i) 2 nominated for that appointment by 
the chairman of the Committee on Environ-
ment and Public Works of the Senate; and 

(ii) 2 nominated for that appointment by 
the chairman of the Committee on Energy 
and Natural Resources of the Senate. 

(D) One member appointed by the minority 
leader of the House of Representatives from 
a list of 2 individuals— 

(i) one nominated for that appointment by 
the ranking member of the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure of the 
House of Representatives; and 

(ii) one nominated for that appointment by 
the ranking member of the Committee on 
Natural Resources of the Senate. 

(E) 1 member appointed by the minority 
leader of the Senate from a list of 2 individ-
uals— 

(i) one nominated for that appointment by 
the ranking member of the Committee on 
Environment and Public Works of the Sen-
ate; and 

(ii) one nominated for that appointment by 
the ranking member of the Committee on 
Energy and Natural Resources of the Senate. 

(2) QUALIFICATIONS.— 
(A) RECOGNIZED STANDING AND DISTINC-

TION.—Members shall be appointed to the 
Commission from among individuals who are 
of recognized standing and distinction in 
water policy issues. 

(B) LIMITATION.—A person while serving as 
a member of the Commission may not hold 
any other position as an officer or employee 
of the United States, except as a retired offi-
cer or retired civilian employee of the 
United States. 

(C) OTHER CONSIDERATIONS.—In appointing 
members of the Commission, every effort 
shall be made to ensure that the members 
represent a broad cross section of regional 
and geographical perspectives in the United 
States. 

(3) CHAIRPERSON.—The Chairperson of the 
Commission shall be elected by a majority 
vote of the members of the Commission. 

(4) TERMS.—Members of the Commission 
shall serve for the life of the Commission. 

(5) VACANCIES.—A vacancy on the Commis-
sion shall not affect its operation and shall 
be filled in the manner in which the original 
appointment was made. 
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(6) COMPENSATION AND TRAVEL EXPENSES.— 

Members of the Commission shall serve 
without compensation; except that members 
shall receive travel expenses, including per 
diem in lieu of subsistence, in accordance 
with applicable provisions under subchapter 
I of chapter 57, United States Code. 

(d) MEETINGS AND QUORUM.— 
(1) MEETINGS.—The Commission shall hold 

its first meeting not later than 60 days after 
the date on which all original members are 
appointed under subsection (c) and shall hold 
additional meetings at the call of the Chair-
person or a majority of its members. 

(2) QUORUM.—A majority of the members of 
the Commission shall constitute a quorum 
for the transaction of business. 

(e) DIRECTOR AND STAFF.— 
(1) DIRECTOR.—The Commission shall have 

a Director who shall be appointed by the 
Speaker of the House of Representatives and 
the majority leader of the Senate, in con-
sultation with the minority leader of the 
House of Representatives, the chairmen of 
the Committees on Resources and Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure of the House of 
Representatives, the minority leader of the 
Senate, and the chairmen of the Committee 
on Energy and Natural Resources and Envi-
ronment and Public Works of the Senate. 

(2) APPLICABILITY OF CERTAIN CIVIL SERVICE 
LAWS.—The Director and staff of the Com-
mission may be appointed without regard to 
the provisions of title 5, United States Code, 
governing appointments in the competitive 
service, and may be paid without regard to 
the provisions of chapter 51 and subchapter 
III of chapter 53 of that title relating to clas-
sification and General Schedule pay rates; 
except that an individual so appointed may 
not receive pay in excess of the annual rate 
of basic pay for GS–15 of the General Sched-
ule. 

(f) HEARINGS.— 
(1) MINIMUM NUMBER.—The Commission 

shall hold no fewer than 10 hearings during 
the life of the Commission. 

(2) IN CONJUNCTION WITH MEETINGS.—Hear-
ings may be held in conjunction with meet-
ings of the Commission. 

(3) TESTIMONY AND EVIDENCE.—The Com-
mission may take such testimony and re-
ceive such evidence as the Commission con-
siders appropriate to carry out this section. 

(4) SPECIFIED.—At least one hearing shall 
be held in Washington, District of Columbia, 
for the purpose of taking testimony of rep-
resentatives of Federal agencies, national or-
ganizations, and Members of Congress. At 
least one hearing shall focus on potential 
water resource issues relating to climate 
change and how to mitigate the harms of cli-
mate change-related weather events. 

(5) NONSPECIFIED.—Hearings, other than 
those referred to in paragraph (4), shall be 
scheduled in distinct geographical regions of 
the United States. In conducting such hear-
ings, the Commission should seek to ensure 
testimony from individuals with a diversity 
of experiences, including those who work on 
water issues at all levels of government and 
in the private sector. 

(g) INFORMATION AND SUPPORT FROM FED-
ERAL AGENCIES.—Upon request of the Com-
mission, the head of a Federal department or 
agency shall— 

(1) provide to the Commission, within 30 
days of the request, such information as the 
Commission considers necessary to carry out 
this section; and 

(2) detail to temporary duty with the Com-
mission on a reimbursable basis such per-
sonnel as the Commission considers nec-
essary to carry out this section. 

(h) INTERIM REPORTS.—Not later than one 
year after the date of the first meeting of the 
Commission, and every year thereafter, the 
Commission shall submit an interim report 
containing a detailed summary of its 
progress, including meetings held and hear-
ings conducted before the date of the report, 
to— 

(1) the President; and 
(2) Congress. 
(i) FINAL REPORT.—As soon as practicable, 

but not later than 5 years after the date of 
the first meeting of the Commission, the 
Commission shall submit a final report con-
taining a detailed statement of the findings 
and conclusions of the Commission and rec-
ommendations for legislation and other poli-
cies to implement such findings and conclu-
sions to— 

(1) the President; 
(2) the Committee on Natural Resources 

and the Committee on Transportation and 
Infrastructure of the House of Representa-
tives; and 

(3) the Committee on Energy and Natural 
Resources and the Committee on the Envi-
ronment and Public Works of the Senate. 

(j) TERMINATION.—The Commission shall 
terminate not later than 30 days after the 
date on which the Commission transmits a 
final report under subsection (h)(1). 

(k) APPLICABILITY OF FEDERAL ADVISORY 
COMMITTEE ACT.—The Federal Advisory 
Committee Act (5 U.S.C. App. 1 et seq.) shall 
not apply to the Commission. 

(l) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated 
$12,000,000 to carry out this section. 
SEC. 8703. STUDY OF POTENTIAL IMPACTS OF 

CLIMATE CHANGE ON WATER RE-
SOURCES AND WATER QUALITY. 

(a) NATIONAL ACADEMY STUDY.—The Ad-
ministrator of the Environmental Protection 
Agency shall enter into an arrangement with 
the National Academy of Sciences under 
which the Academy shall— 

(1) produce a 2-part study that will consist 
of— 

(A) a study that will identify the potential 
impacts of climate change on the Nation’s 
watersheds and water resources, including 
hydrological and ecological impacts; 

(B) a study that will identify the potential 
impacts of climate change on water quality, 
including the extent to which Federal and 
State efforts under the Federal Water Pollu-
tion Control Act (33 U.S.C. 1251 et seq.) and 
other ocean and coastal laws may be affected 
by climate change; 

(C) information, analyses, and data that 
will identify, to the maximum extent prac-
ticable, hydrological and temperature 
changes by watershed in the United States 
and that support the findings made under 
subparagraphs (A) and (B); and 

(D) identification of the scientific con-
sensus, assumptions, and uncertainties re-
lated to predictions of climate change in the 
United States; 

(2) identify the potential impacts of cli-
mate change on the Nation’s water re-
sources, watersheds, and water quality, in-
cluding the potential for impacts to wet-
lands, shoreline erosion, and saltwater intru-
sion as a result of sea level rise, and the po-
tential for significant regional variation in 
precipitation events to impact Federal, 
State, and local efforts to attain or maintain 
water quality; 

(3) assess the extent to which Federal and 
State efforts under the Federal Water Pollu-
tion Control Act and other ocean and coastal 
laws may be affected by climate change; 

(4) identify prudent steps to assess emerg-
ing information and identify appropriate re-

sponse actions to meet the requirements of 
such Act, including provisions to attain or 
maintain water quality standards and for 
adequate stream flows for wetlands and 
aquatic resources; and 

(5) recommend, if necessary, potential leg-
islative or regulatory changes to address im-
pacts of global climate change on efforts to 
restore and maintain the chemical, physical, 
and biological integrity of the Nation’s wa-
ters. 

(b) RECOMMENDATIONS.—Not later than 2 
years after the date of the enactment of this 
Act, the Administrator shall transmit to 
Congress a report on the results of the study 
under this section. 

(c) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated 
$1,500,000 to carry out this section. 
SEC. 8704. IMPACTS OF CLIMATE CHANGE ON 

CORPS OF ENGINEERS PROJECTS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of the 

Army shall ensure that water resources 
projects and studies carried out by the Corps 
of Engineers after the date of enactment of 
this Act take into account the potential 
short and long term effects of climate 
change on such projects. 

(b) CONSIDERATION.—In carrying out this 
section, the Secretary shall utilize a rep-
resentative range of climate change sce-
narios, including the current projections of 
the United States Global Change Research 
Program and the Intergovernmental Panel 
on Climate Change. 

(c) REPORT TO CONGRESS.—Not later than 
one year after the date of enactment of this 
Act, the Secretary shall submit to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastructure 
of the House of Representatives and the 
Committee on Environment and Public 
Works of the Senate a report on the imple-
mentation of this section. 

PART 2—EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT 
SEC. 8731. EFFECTS OF CLIMATE CHANGE ON 

FEMA PREPAREDNESS, RESPONSE, 
RECOVERY, AND MITIGATION PRO-
GRAMS. 

(a) STUDY.—The Administrator of the Fed-
eral Emergency Management Agency shall 
conduct a comprehensive study of the in-
crease in demand for the Agency’s emer-
gency preparedness, response, recovery, and 
mitigation programs and services that may 
be reasonably anticipated as a result of an 
increased number and intensity of natural 
disasters affected by climate change, includ-
ing hurricanes, floods, tornadoes, fires, 
droughts, and severe storms. 

(b) CONTENTS.—The study shall include an 
analysis of the budgetary and personnel 
needs of meeting the increased demand for 
Agency services referred to in subsection (a). 

(c) REPORT.—Not later than one year after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Ad-
ministrator shall submit to the Committee 
on Transportation and Infrastructure of the 
House of Representatives and the Committee 
on Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs of the Senate a report and any legisla-
tive recommendations on the study con-
ducted under this section. 

TITLE IX—ENERGY AND COMMERCE 
Subtitle A—Promoting Energy Efficiency 

SEC. 9000. SHORT TITLE. 
This subtitle may be cited as the ‘‘Energy 

Efficiency Improvement Act of 2007’’. 
PART 1—APPLIANCE EFFICIENCY 

SEC. 9001. ENERGY STANDARDS FOR HOME AP-
PLIANCES. 

(a) APPLIANCES.—The Energy Policy and 
Conservation Act is amended as follows: 

(1) DEHUMIDIFIERS.—Section 325(cc)(2) (42 
U.S.C. 6295(cc)(2)) is amended to read as fol-
lows: 
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‘‘(2) Dehumidifiers manufactured on or 

after October 1, 2012, shall have an Energy 
Factor that meets or exceeds the following 
values: 

‘‘Product Capacity (pints/day): Minimum 
Energy 
Factor 
(liters/ 
KWh)

Up to 35.00 .............................. 1.35
35.01-45.00 ............................... 1.50
45.01-54.00 ............................... 1.60
54.01-75.00 ............................... 1.70
Greater than 75.00 .................. 2.5.’’. 

(2) RESIDENTIAL CLOTHESWASHERS AND RESI-
DENTIAL DISHWASHERS.—Section 325(g) (42 
U.S.C. 6295(g)) is amended by adding at the 
end the following new paragraphs: 

‘‘(9) A top-loading or front-loading stand-
ard-size residential clotheswasher manufac-
tured on or after January 1, 2011, shall 
have— 

‘‘(A) a Modified Energy Factor of at least 
1.26; and 

‘‘(B) a water factor of not more than 9.5. 
‘‘(10) No later than December 31, 2011, the 

Secretary shall publish a final rule deter-
mining whether to amend the standards in 
effect for clotheswashers manufactured on or 
after January 1, 2015. Such rule shall contain 
such amendment, if any. 

‘‘(11) Dishwashers manufactured on or 
after January 1, 2010, shall— 

‘‘(A) for standard size dishwashers not ex-
ceed 355 kwh/year and 6.5 gallon per cycle; 
and 

‘‘(B) for compact size dishwashers not ex-
ceed 260 kwh/year and 4.5 gallons per cycle. 

‘‘(12) No later than January 1, 2015, the 
Secretary shall publish a final rule deter-
mining whether to amend the standards for 
dishwashers manufactured on or after Janu-
ary 1, 2018. Such rule shall contain such 
amendment, if any.’’. 

(3) REFRIGERATORS AND FREEZERS.—Section 
325(b) (42 U.S.C. 6295(b)) is amended by add-
ing at the end the following new paragraph: 

‘‘(4) Not later than December 31, 2010, the 
Secretary shall publish a final rule deter-
mining whether to amend the standards in 
effect for refrigerators, refrigerator-freezers, 
and freezers manufactured on or after Janu-
ary 1, 2014. Such rule shall contain such 
amendment, if any.’’. 

(b) ENERGY STAR.—Section 324A(d)(2) of the 
Energy Policy and Conservation Act (42 
U.S.C. 6294a(d)(2)) is amended by striking 
‘‘January 1, 2010’’ and inserting ‘‘July 1, 
2009’’. 
SEC. 9002. ELECTRIC MOTOR EFFICIENCY STAND-

ARDS. 
(a) DEFINITIONS.—Section 340(13) of the En-

ergy Policy and Conservation Act (42 U.S.C. 
6311(13)) is amended— 

(1) by redesignating subparagraphs (B) 
through (H) as subparagraphs (C) through (I), 
respectively; and 

(2) by striking the text of subparagraph (A) 
and inserting the following: ‘‘The term ‘gen-
eral purpose electric motor (subtype I)’ 
means any motor that meets the definition 
of ‘General Purpose’ as established in the 
final rule issued by the Department of En-
ergy for ‘Energy Efficiency Program for Cer-
tain Commercial and Industrial Equipment: 
Test Procedures, Labeling, and Certification 
Requirements for Electric Motors’ (10 CFR 
431), as in effect on the date of enactment of 
the Energy Efficiency Improvement Act of 
2007. 

‘‘(B) The term ‘general purpose electric 
motor (subtype II)’ means motors incor-

porating the design elements of a general 
purpose electric motor (subtype I) that are 
configured as one of the following: 

‘‘(i) U-Frame Motors. 
‘‘(ii) Design C Motors. 
‘‘(iii) Close-coupled pump motors. 
‘‘(iv) Footless motors. 
‘‘(v) Vertical solid shaft normal thrust 

motor (as tested in a horizontal configura-
tion). 

‘‘(vi) 8-pole motors (∼900 rpm). 
‘‘(vii) All poly-phase motors with voltages 

up to 600 volts other than 230/460 volts.’’. 

(b) STANDARDS.— 

(1) AMENDMENT.—Section 342(b) of the En-
ergy Policy and Conservation Act (42 U.S.C. 
6313(b)) is amended by striking the text of 
paragraph (1) and inserting the following: 
‘‘(A) Each general purpose electric motor 
(subtype I), except as provided in subpara-
graph (B), with a power rating of 1 horse-
power or greater, but not greater than 200 
horsepower, manufactured (alone or as a 
component of another piece of equipment) 
after the 36-month period beginning on the 
date of enactment of the Energy Efficiency 
Improvement Act of 2007, shall have a nomi-
nal full load efficiency not less than as de-
fined in NEMA MG–1 (2006) Table 12–12. 

‘‘(B) Each fire pump motor manufactured 
(alone or as a component of another piece of 
equipment) after the 36-month period begin-
ning on the date of enactment of the Energy 
Efficiency Improvement Act of 2007, shall 
have nominal full load efficiency not less 
than as defined in NEMA MG–1 (2006) Table 
12–11. 

‘‘(C) Each general purpose electric motor 
(subtype II) with a power rating of 1 horse-
power or greater, but not greater than 200 
horsepower, manufactured (alone or as a 
component of another piece of equipment) 
after the 36-month period beginning on the 
date of enactment of the Energy Efficiency 
Improvement Act of 2007, shall have a nomi-
nal full load efficiency not less than as de-
fined in NEMA MG–1 (2006) Table 12–11. 

‘‘(D) Each NEMA Design B, general pur-
pose electric motor with a power rating of 
more than 200 horsepower, but not greater 
than 500 horsepower, manufactured (alone or 
as a component of another piece of equip-
ment) after the 36-month period beginning 
on the date of enactment of the Energy Effi-
ciency Improvement Act of 2007, shall have a 
nominal full load efficiency not less than as 
defined in NEMA MG–1 (2006) Table 12–11.’’. 

(2) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by paragraph (1) shall take effect 36 
months after the date of enactment of this 
Act. 

SEC. 9003. RESIDENTIAL BOILERS. 

Section 325(f) of the Energy Policy and 
Conservation Act (42 U.S.C. 6925(f)) is amend-
ed— 

(1) in the subsection heading, by inserting 
‘‘AND BOILERS’’ after ‘‘FURNACES’’; 

(2) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘except 
that’’ and all that follows through ‘‘(B)’’ and 
inserting ‘‘except that’’; 

(3) by redesignating paragraph (3) as para-
graph (4); and 

(4) by inserting after paragraph (2) the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(3) BOILERS.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subparagraph 

(B), boilers manufactured on or after Sep-
tember 1, 2012, shall meet the following re-
quirements: 

Boiler Type 

Minimum An-
nual Fuel Utili-

zation Effi-
ciency 

Design Require-
ments 

Gas Hot 
Water.

82% No Constant 
Burning 
Pilot, Auto-
matic 
Means for 
Adjusting 
Water Tem-
perature 

Gas Steam .. 80% No Constant 
Burning 
Pilot 

Oil Hot 
Water.

84% Automatic 
Means for 
Adjusting 
Tempera-
ture 

Oil Steam ... 82% None 
Electric Hot 

Water.
None Automatic 

Means for 
Adjusting 
Tempera-
ture 

Electric 
Steam.

None None 

‘‘(B) AUTOMATIC MEANS FOR ADJUSTING 
WATER TEMPERATURE.— 

‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—The manufacturer shall 
equip each gas, oil and electric hot water 
boiler, except boilers equipped with tankless 
domestic water heating coils, with auto-
matic means for adjusting the temperature 
of the water supplied by the boiler to ensure 
that an incremental change in inferred heat 
load produces a corresponding incremental 
change in the temperature of water supplied. 

‘‘(ii) SINGLE INPUT RATE.—For a boiler that 
fires at one input rate this requirement may 
be satisfied by providing an automatic 
means that allows the burner or heating ele-
ment to fire only when such means has de-
termined that the inferred heat load cannot 
be met by the residual heat of the water in 
the system. 

‘‘(iii) NO INFERRED HEAT LOAD.—When there 
is no inferred heat load with respect to a hot 
water boiler, the automatic means described 
in clause (i) and (ii) shall limit the tempera-
ture of the water in the boiler to not more 
than 140 degrees Fahrenheit. 

‘‘(iv) OPERATION.—A boiler described in 
clause (i) or (ii) shall be operable only when 
the automatic means described in clauses (i), 
(ii), and (iii) is installed.’’. 
SEC. 9004. REGIONAL VARIATIONS IN HEATING 

OR COOLING STANDARDS. 
(a) CONSUMER APPLIANCES.—Section 325(o) 

of the Energy Policy and Conservation Act 
(42 U.S.C. 6925(o)) is amended by adding at 
the end the following new paragraph: 

‘‘(6)(A) The Secretary may establish re-
gional standards for space heating and air 
conditioning products, other than window- 
unit air-conditioners and portable space 
heaters. For each space heating and air con-
ditioning product, the Secretary may estab-
lish a national minimum standard and two 
more stringent regional standards for re-
gions determined to have significantly dif-
fering climatic conditions. Any standards set 
for any such region shall achieve the max-
imum level of energy savings that are tech-
nically feasible and economically justified 
within that region. As a preliminary step to 
determining the economic justifiability of 
establishing any such regional standard, the 
Secretary shall conduct a study involving 
stakeholders, including but not limited to a 
representative from the National Institute of 
Standards and Technology; representatives 
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of nongovernmental advocacy organizations; 
representatives of product manufacturers, 
distributors, and installers; representatives 
of the gas and electric utility industries; and 
such other individuals as the Secretary may 
designate. Such study shall determine the 
potential benefits and consequences of pre-
scribing regional standards for heating and 
cooling products, and may, if favorable to 
such standards, constitute the evidence of 
economic justifiability required under this 
Act. Regional boundaries shall follow State 
borders and only include contiguous States 
(except Alaska and Hawaii), except that on 
the request of a State, the Secretary may di-
vide that State to include a part of that 
State in each of two regions. 

‘‘(B) If the Secretary establishes regional 
standards, it shall be unlawful under section 
332 to offer for sale at retail, sell at retail, or 
install noncomplying products except within 
the specified regions. 

‘‘(C)(i) Except as provided in clause (ii), no 
product manufactured to a regional standard 
established pursuant to subparagraph (A) 
shall be distributed in commerce without a 
prominent label affixed to the product which 
includes at the top of the label, in print of 
not less than 14-point type, the following: ‘It 
is a violation of Federal law for this product 
to be installed in any State outside the re-
gion shaded on the map printed on this 
label.’. Below this notice shall appear a map 
of the United States with clearly defined 
State boundaries and names, and with all 
States in which the product meets or exceeds 
the standard established pursuant to sub-
paragraph (A) shaded in a color or a manner 
as to be easily visible without obscuring the 
State boundaries and names. Below the map 
shall be printed on each label the following: 
‘It is a violation of Federal law for this label 
to be removed, except by the owner and legal 
resident of any single-family home in which 
this product is installed.’. 

‘‘(ii) A product manufactured that meets 
or exceeds all regional standards established 
under this paragraph shall bear a prominent 
label affixed to the product which includes at 
the top of the label, in print of not less than 
14-point type the following: ‘This product 
has achieved an energy efficiency rating 
under Federal law allowing its installation 
in any State.’. 

‘‘(D) Manufacturers of space heating and 
air conditioning equipment subject to re-
gional standards established under this para-
graph shall obtain and retain records on the 
intended installation locations of the equip-
ment sold, and shall make such records 
available to the Secretary on request.’’. 

(b) INDUSTRIAL EQUIPMENT.—Section 342(a) 
of the Energy Policy and Conservation Act 
(42 U.S.C. 6313(a)) is amended by adding at 
the end the following new paragraph: 

‘‘(10)(A) The Secretary may establish re-
gional standards for space heating and air 
conditioning products subject to this sub-
section. For each space heating and air con-
ditioning product, the Secretary may estab-
lish a national minimum standard and two 
more stringent regional standards for re-
gions determined to have significantly dif-
fering climatic conditions. Any standards set 
for any such region shall achieve the max-
imum level of energy savings that are tech-
nically feasible and economically justified 
within that region. Regional boundaries 
shall follow State borders and only include 
contiguous States (except Alaska and Ha-
waii), except that on the request of a State, 
the Secretary may divide that State to in-
clude a part of that State in each of two re-
gions. 

‘‘(B) If the Secretary establishes regional 
standards, it shall be unlawful under section 
345 to offer for sale at retail, sell at retail, or 
install noncomplying products except within 
the specified regions. 

‘‘(C) Manufacturers of space heating and 
air conditioning equipment subject to re-
gional standards established under this para-
graph shall obtain and retain records on the 
intended installation locations of the equip-
ment sold, and shall make such records 
available to the Secretary on request.’’. 
SEC. 9005. PROCEDURE FOR PRESCRIBING NEW 

OR AMENDED STANDARDS. 
Section 325(p) of the Energy Policy and 

Conservation Act (42 U.S.C. 6925(p)) is 
amended— 

(1) by striking paragraph (1); and 
(2) by redesignating paragraphs (2) through 

(4) as paragraphs (1) through (3), respec-
tively. 
SEC. 9006. EXPEDITING APPLIANCE STANDARDS 

RULEMAKINGS. 
(a) DIRECT FINAL RULE.—Section 325(p) of 

the Energy Policy and Conservation Act (42 
U.S.C. 6295(p)) is amended by adding a new 
paragraph (4) as follows: 

‘‘(4) If manufacturers of any type (or class) 
of covered products or covered equipment, 
States, and efficiency advocates, or persons 
determined by the Secretary to fully rep-
resent such parties, submit to the Secretary 
a joint recommendation of an energy or 
water conservation standard and the Sec-
retary determines that the recommended 
standard complies with subsection (o) or sec-
tion 342(a)(6)(B), as applicable, to that type 
(or class) of covered products or covered 
equipment to which the standard would 
apply, the Secretary may then issue a direct 
final rule including the standard rec-
ommended. If the Secretary determines that 
a direct final rule cannot be issued based on 
such a submitted joint recommendation, the 
Secretary shall publish a determination with 
an explanation as to why the joint rec-
ommendation does not comply with this 
paragraph. For purposes of this paragraph, 
the term ‘direct final rule’ means a final rule 
published the same day with a parallel no-
tice of proposed rulemaking that proposes a 
new or amended energy or water conserva-
tion standard that is identical to the stand-
ard set forth in the final rule. There shall be 
a 110-day period for public comment with re-
spect to the direct final rule. Not later than 
10 days after the expiration of such 110-day 
period, the Secretary shall publish a notice 
responding to comments received with re-
spect to the direct final rule. The Secretary 
shall withdraw a direct final rule promul-
gated pursuant to this paragraph within 120 
days after publication in the Federal Reg-
ister if the Secretary receives, with respect 
to the direct final rule, one or more adverse 
public comments or any alternate joint rec-
ommendation and, based on the rulemaking 
record, the Secretary determines that such 
adverse comments or alternate joint rec-
ommendation may provide a reasonable 
basis for withdrawing the direct final rule 
under subsection (o), section 342(a)(6)(B), or 
any applicable law. In such a case, the Sec-
retary shall then proceed with the parallel 
notice of proposed rulemaking, and shall 
identify in a notice published in the Federal 
Register the reasons for the withdrawal of 
the direct final rule. A direct final rule that 
is withdrawn in accordance with this para-
graph shall not be considered final for pur-
poses of subsection (o)(1) of this section. No 
person shall be found in violation of this part 
for noncompliance with a direct final rule 
that is withdrawn under this paragraph, if 

that person has complied with the applicable 
standard in effect under this part imme-
diately prior to issuance of that direct final 
rule.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.— Section 
345(b)(1) of the Energy Policy and Conserva-
tion Act (42 U.S.C. 6316(b)(1)) is amended by 
inserting after ‘‘section’’ the first time it ap-
pears ‘‘325(p)(5), section’’. 
SEC. 9007. CORRECTION OF LARGE AIR CONDI-

TIONER RULE ISSUANCE CON-
STRAINT. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—Section 340 of the Energy 
Policy and Conservation Act (42 U.S.C. 6311) 
is amended by adding the following new 
paragraphs at the end: 

‘‘(22) The term ‘single package vertical air 
conditioner’ means air-cooled commercial 
package air conditioning and heating equip-
ment; factory assembled as a single package 
having its major components arranged 
vertically, which is an encased combination 
of cooling and optional heating components, 
is intended for exterior mounting on, adja-
cent interior to, or through an outside wall; 
and is powered by a single- or three-phase 
current. It may contain separate indoor 
grille(s), outdoor louvers, various ventilation 
options, indoor free air discharge, ductwork, 
well plenum, or sleeve. Heating components 
may include electrical resistance, steam, hot 
water, or gas, but may not include reverse 
cycle refrigeration as a heating means. 

‘‘(23) The term ‘single package vertical 
heat pump’ means a single package vertical 
air conditioner that utilizes reverse cycle re-
frigeration as its primary heat source, that 
may include secondary supplemental heating 
by means of electrical resistance, steam, hot 
water, or gas.’’. 

(b) STANDARDS.—Section 342(a) of the En-
ergy Policy and Conservation Act (42 U.S.C. 
6313(a)) is amended— 

(1) in each of paragraphs (1) and (2), by in-
serting after ‘‘heating equipment’’ in the 
first sentence ‘‘, including single package 
vertical air conditioners and single package 
vertical heat pumps,’’; 

(2) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘but before 
January 1, 2010,’’; 

(3) in each of paragraphs (7), (8), and (9), by 
inserting after ‘‘heating equipment’’ in the 
first sentence ‘‘, excluding single package 
vertical air conditioners and single package 
vertical heat pumps,’’; 

(4) in paragraph (7)— 
(A) by striking ‘‘manufactured on or after 

January 1, 2010,’’; 
(B) in each of subparagraphs (A), (B), and 

(C), by striking ‘‘The’’ and inserting ‘‘For 
equipment manufactured on or after January 
1, 2010, the’’; and 

(C) by adding at the end the following new 
subparagraphs: 

‘‘(D) For equipment manufactured on or 
after the later of January 1, 2008, or the date 
six months after enactment of this section, 
the minimum seasonal energy efficiency 
ratio of air-cooled three-phase electric cen-
tral air conditioners and central air condi-
tioning heat pumps less than 65,000 Btu per 
hour (cooling capacity), split systems, shall 
be 13.0. 

‘‘(E) For equipment manufactured on or 
after the later of January 1, 2008, or the date 
six months after enactment of this section, 
minimum seasonal energy efficiency ratio of 
air-cooled three-phase electric central air 
conditioners and central air conditioning 
heat pumps less than 65,000 Btu per hour 
(cooling capacity), single package, shall be 
13.0. 

‘‘(F) For equipment manufactured on or 
after the later of January 1, 2008, or the date 
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six months after enactment of this section, 
minimum heating seasonal performance fac-
tor of air-cooled three-phase electric central 
air conditioning heat pumps less than 65,000 
Btu per hour (cooling capacity), split sys-
tems, shall be 7.7. 

‘‘(G) For equipment manufactured on or 
after the later of January 1, 2008, or the date 
six months after enactment of this section, 
the minimum heating seasonal performance 
factor of air-cooled three-phase electric cen-
tral air conditioning heat pumps less than 
65,000 Btu per hour (cooling capacity), single 
package, shall be 7.7.’’; and 

(5) by adding the following new paragraphs 
at the end: 

‘‘(11) Single package vertical air condi-
tioners and single package vertical heat 
pumps manufactured on or after January 1, 
2010, shall meet the following standards: 

‘‘(A) The minimum energy efficiency ratio 
of single package vertical air conditioners 
less than 65,000 Btu per hour (cooling capac-
ity), single-phase, shall be 9.0. 

‘‘(B) The minimum energy efficiency ratio 
of single package vertical air conditioners 
less than 65,000 Btu per hour (cooling capac-
ity), three-phase, shall be 9.0. 

‘‘(C) The minimum energy efficiency ratio 
of single package vertical air conditioners at 
or above 65,000 Btu per hour (cooling capac-
ity) but less than 135,000 Btu per hour (cool-
ing capacity), shall be 8.9. 

‘‘(D) The minimum energy efficiency ratio 
of single package vertical air conditioners at 
or above 135,000 Btu per hour (cooling capac-
ity) but less than 240,000 Btu per hour (cool-
ing capacity), shall be 8.6. 

‘‘(E) The minimum energy efficiency ratio 
of single package vertical heat pumps less 
than 65,000 Btu per hour (cooling capacity), 
single-phase, shall be 9.0; and the minimum 
coefficient of performance in the heating 
mode shall be 3.0. 

‘‘(F) The minimum energy efficiency ratio 
of single package vertical heat pumps less 
than 65,000 Btu per hour (cooling capacity), 
three-phase, shall be 9.0; and the minimum 
coefficient of performance in the heating 
mode shall be 3.0. 

‘‘(G) The minimum energy efficiency ratio 
of single package vertical heat pumps at or 
above 65,000 Btu per hour (cooling capacity) 
but less than 135,000 Btu per hour (cooling 
capacity), shall be 8.9; and the minimum co-
efficient of performance in the heating mode 
shall be 3.0. 

‘‘(H) The minimum energy efficiency ratio 
of single package vertical heat pumps at or 
above 135,000 Btu per hour (cooling capacity) 
but less than 240,000 Btu per hour (cooling 
capacity), shall be 8.6; and the minimum co-
efficient of performance in the heating mode 
shall be 2.9. 

‘‘(12) Not later than 36 months after the 
date of enactment of this paragraph, the Sec-
retary shall review the most recently pub-
lished ASHRAE/IES Standard 90.1 with re-
spect to single package vertical air condi-
tioners and single package vertical heat 
pumps according to the procedures estab-
lished in paragraph (6).’’. 
SEC. 9008. DEFINITION OF ENERGY CONSERVA-

TION STANDARD. 
Section 321 of the Energy Policy and Con-

servation Act (42 U.S.C. 6291) is amended by 
striking paragraph (6) and inserting the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(6) ENERGY CONSERVATION STANDARD.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘energy con-

servation standard’ means 1 or more per-
formance standards that— 

‘‘(i) for covered products (excluding clothes 
washers, dishwashers, showerheads, faucets, 

water closets, and urinals), prescribe a min-
imum level of energy efficiency or a max-
imum quantity of energy use, determined in 
accordance with test procedures prescribed 
under section 323; 

‘‘(ii) for showerheads, faucets, water clos-
ets, and urinals, prescribe a minimum level 
of water efficiency or a maximum quantity 
of water use, determined in accordance with 
test procedures prescribed under section 323; 
and 

‘‘(iii) for clothes washers and dish-
washers— 

‘‘(I) prescribe a minimum level of energy 
efficiency or a maximum quantity of energy 
use, determined in accordance with test pro-
cedures prescribed under section 323; and 

‘‘(II) may include a minimum level of 
water efficiency or a maximum quantity of 
water use, determined in accordance with 
those test procedures. 

‘‘(B) INCLUSIONS.—The term ‘energy con-
servation standard’ includes— 

‘‘(i) 1 or more design requirements, if the 
requirements were established— 

‘‘(I) on or before the date of enactment of 
this subclause; or 

‘‘(II) as part of a consensus agreement 
under section 325(p)(5); and 

‘‘(ii) any other requirements that the Sec-
retary may prescribe under section 325(r). 

‘‘(C) EXCLUSION.—The term ‘energy con-
servation standard’ does not include a per-
formance standard for a component of a fin-
ished covered product, unless regulation of 
the component is authorized or established 
pursuant to this title.’’. 
SEC. 9009. IMPROVING SCHEDULE FOR STAND-

ARDS UPDATING AND CLARIFYING 
STATE AUTHORITY. 

(a) CONSUMER APPLIANCES.—Section 325(m) 
of the Energy Policy and Conservation Act 
(42 U.S.C. 6295(m)) is amended to read as fol-
lows: 

‘‘(m) FURTHER RULEMAKING.—(1) Not later 
than 6 years after issuance of any final rule 
establishing or amending a standard, as re-
quired for a product under this part, the Sec-
retary shall publish either— 

‘‘(A) a notice of the Secretary’s determina-
tion that standards for that product do not 
need to be amended, based on the criteria in 
subsection (n)(2); or 

‘‘(B) a notice of proposed rulemaking in-
cluding new proposed standards based on the 
criteria in subsection (o) and the procedures 
in subsection (p). 
In either case, the Secretary shall also pub-
lish a notice stating that the Department’s 
analysis is publicly available, and provide 
opportunity for written comment. 

‘‘(2) Not later than 2 years after a notice is 
issued under paragraph (1)(B), the Secretary 
shall publish a final rule amending the 
standard for the product. Not later than 3 
years after a determination under paragraph 
(1)(A), the Secretary shall make a new deter-
mination and publication under paragraph 
(1)(A) or (B). 

‘‘(3) An amendment prescribed under this 
subsection shall apply to products manufac-
tured after a date which is 3 years after pub-
lication of the final rule establishing a 
standard, except that a manufacturer shall 
not be required to apply new standards to a 
product with respect to which other new 
standards have been required within the 
prior 6 years. 

‘‘(4) The Secretary shall promptly submit 
to the Committee on Energy and Commerce 
of the House of Representatives and the 
Committee on Energy and Natural Resources 
of the Senate— 

‘‘(A) a progress report every 180 days on 
compliance with this section, including a 

specific plan to remedy any failures to com-
ply with deadlines for action set forth in this 
section; and 

‘‘(B) all required reports to the Court or to 
any party to the Consent Decree in State of 
New York v Bodman, Consolidated Civil Ac-
tions No.05 Civ. 7807 and No.05 Civ. 7808.’’. 

(b) INDUSTRIAL EQUIPMENT.—Section 
342(a)(6) of the Energy Policy and Conserva-
tion Act (42 U.S.C. 6313(a)(6)) is amended— 

(1) by redesignating subparagraph (C) as 
subparagraph (D); and 

(2) by amending the remainder of the para-
graph to read as follows: 

‘‘(6)(A) If ASHRAE/IES Standard 90.1 is 
amended with respect to any small, large, or 
very large commercial package air condi-
tioning and heating equipment, packaged 
terminal air conditioners, packaged terminal 
heat pumps, warm-air furnaces, packaged 
boilers, storage water heaters, instantaneous 
water heaters, or unfired hot water storage 
tanks, the Secretary shall within 6 months 
publish in the Federal Register for public 
comment an analysis of the energy savings 
potential of the amended energy efficiency 
standards. The Secretary shall establish an 
amended uniform national standard for that 
product at the minimum level for each effec-
tive date specified in the amended ASHRAE/ 
IES Standard 90.1 within 18 months of the 
ASHRAE amendment’s publication, unless 
the Secretary determines, by rule published 
in the Federal Register, and supported by 
clear and convincing evidence, that adoption 
of a uniform national standard more strin-
gent than such amended ASHRAE/IES 
Standard 90.1 for such product would result 
in significant additional conservation of en-
ergy and is technologically feasible and eco-
nomically justified. 

‘‘(B) If the Secretary issues a rule con-
taining such a determination, the rule shall 
establish such amended standard, and shall 
be issued within 30 months of the ASHRAE 
amendment’s publication. 

‘‘(C)(i) Not later than 6 years after 
issuance of any final rule establishing or 
amending a standard, as required for a prod-
uct under this part, the Secretary shall pub-
lish either— 

‘‘(I) a notice of the Secretary’s determina-
tion that standards for that product do not 
need to be amended, based on the criteria in 
subparagraph (A); or 

‘‘(II) a notice of proposed rulemaking in-
cluding new proposed standards based on the 
criteria and procedures in subparagraph (B). 
In either case, the Secretary shall also pub-
lish a notice stating that the Department’s 
analysis is publicly available, and provide 
opportunity for written comment. 

‘‘(ii) Not later than 2 years after a notice 
is issued under clause (i)(II), the Secretary 
shall publish a final rule amending the 
standard for the product. Not later than 3 
years after a determination under clause 
(i)(I), the Secretary shall make a new deter-
mination and publication under clause (i)(I) 
or (II). 

‘‘(iii) An amendment prescribed under this 
subparagraph shall apply to products manu-
factured after a date which is 3 years after 
publication of the final rule establishing a 
standard, except that a manufacturer shall 
not be required to apply new standards to a 
product with respect to which other new 
standards have been required within the 
prior 6 years. 

‘‘(iv) The Secretary shall promptly submit 
to the House Committee on Energy and Com-
merce and to the Senate Committee on En-
ergy and Natural Resources a progress report 
every 180 days on compliance with this para-
graph, including a specific plan to remedy 
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any failures to comply with deadlines for ac-
tion set forth in this paragraph.’’. 
SEC. 9010. UPDATING APPLIANCE TEST PROCE-

DURES. 

(a) CONSUMER APPLIANCES.—Section 
323(b)(1)(A) of the Energy Policy and Con-
servation Act (42 U.S.C. 6923(b)(1)(A)) is 
amended by striking ‘‘The Secretary may’’ 
and all that follows through ‘‘paragraph (3)’’ 
and inserting ‘‘At least every 7 years the 
Secretary shall review test procedures for all 
covered products and shall— 

‘‘(i) amend test procedures with respect to 
any covered product if the Secretary deter-
mines that amended test procedures would 
more accurately or fully comply with the re-
quirements of paragraph (3); or 

‘‘(ii) publish notice in the Federal Register 
of any determination not to amend a test 
procedure’’. 

(b) INDUSTRIAL EQUIPMENT.—Section 
343(a)(1) of the Energy Policy and Conserva-
tion Act (42 U.S.C. 6314(a)(1)) is amended by 
striking ‘‘The Secretary may’’ and all that 
follows through ‘‘this section’’ and inserting 
‘‘At least every 7 years the Secretary shall 
conduct an evaluation of each class of cov-
ered equipment and— 

‘‘(A) if the Secretary determines that 
amended test procedures would more accu-
rately or fully comply with the requirements 
of paragraphs (2) and (3), shall prescribe test 
procedures for such class in accordance with 
the provisions of this section; or 

‘‘(B) shall publish notice in the Federal 
Register of any determination not to amend 
a test procedure’’. 
SEC. 9011. FURNACE FAN STANDARD PROCESS. 

Section 325(f)(4)(D) of the Energy Policy 
and Conservation Act (42 U.S.C. 6295(f)(3)(D)), 
as redesignated by section 9003(3) of this Act, 
is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘may’’ and inserting 
‘‘shall’’; and 

(2) by inserting ‘‘not later than July 1, 
2013’’ after ‘‘duct work’’. 
SEC. 9012. TECHNICAL CORRECTIONS. 

(a) Section 135(a)(1)(A)(ii) of the Energy 
Policy Act of 2005 (Public Law 109–58) is 
amended by striking ‘‘C78.1–1978(R1984)’’ and 
inserting ‘‘C78.3–1978(R1984)’’. 

(b) Section 325 of the Energy Policy and 
Conservation Act (42 U.S.C. 6295) (as amend-
ed by section 135(c)(4) of the Energy Policy 
Act of 2005) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (v)— 
(A) in the subsection heading, by striking 

‘‘CEILING FANS AND’’; 
(B) by striking paragraph (1); and 
(C) by redesignating paragraphs (2) 

through (4) as paragraphs (1) through (3), re-
spectively; and 

(2) in subsection (ff)— 
(A) in paragraph (1)(A)— 
(i) by striking clause (iii); 
(ii) by redesignating clause (iv) as clause 

(iii); and 
(iii) in clause (iii)(II) (as so redesignated), 

by inserting ‘‘fans sold for’’ before ‘‘out-
door’’; and 

(B) in paragraph (4)(C)— 
(i) in the matter preceding clause (i), by 

striking ‘‘subparagraph (B)’’ and inserting 
‘‘subparagraph (A)’’; 

(ii) by striking clause (ii) and inserting the 
following: 

‘‘(ii) shall be packaged with lamps to fill 
all sockets.’’; 

(C) in paragraph (6), by redesignating sub-
paragraphs (C) and (D) as clauses (i) and (ii), 
respectively, of subparagraph (B); and 

(D) in paragraph (7), by striking ‘‘327’’ the 
second place it appears and inserting ‘‘324’’. 

SEC. 9013. ENERGY EFFICIENT STANDBY POWER 
DEVICES. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
(1) AGENCY.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘‘agency’’ has 

the meaning given the term ‘‘Executive 
agency’’ in section 105 of title 5, United 
States Code. 

(B) INCLUSIONS.—The term ‘‘agency’’ in-
cludes military departments, as the term is 
defined in section 102 of title 5, United States 
Code. 

(2) ELIGIBLE PRODUCT.—The term ‘‘eligible 
product’’ means a commercially available, 
off-the-shelf product that— 

(A)(i) uses external standby power devices; 
or 

(ii) contains an internal standby power 
function; and 

(B) is included on the list compiled under 
subsection (d). 

(b) FEDERAL PURCHASING REQUIREMENT.— 
Subject to subsection (c), if an agency pur-
chases an eligible product, the agency shall 
purchase— 

(1) an eligible product that uses not more 
than 1 watt in the standby power consuming 
mode of the eligible product; or 

(2) if an eligible product described in para-
graph (1) is not available, the eligible prod-
uct with the lowest available standby power 
wattage in the standby power consuming 
mode of the eligible product. 

(c) LIMITATION.—The requirements of sub-
section (b) shall apply to a purchase by an 
agency only if— 

(1) the lower-wattage eligible product is— 
(A) lifecycle cost-effective; and 
(B) practicable; and 
(2) the utility and performance of the eligi-

ble product is not compromised by the lower 
wattage requirement. 

(d) ELIGIBLE PRODUCTS.—The Secretary of 
Energy, in consultation with the Secretary 
of Defense and the Administrator of General 
Services, shall compile a list of cost-effective 
eligible products that shall be subject to the 
purchasing requirements of subsection (b). 
SEC. 9014. EXTERNAL POWER SUPPLY EFFI-

CIENCY STANDARDS. 
(a) Section 321 of the Energy Policy and 

Conservation Act (42 U.S.C. 6291) is amend-
ed— 

(1) in paragraph (36) by inserting ‘‘(A)’’ be-
fore the text and adding at the end the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(B) The term ‘class A external power sup-
ply’ means a device that— 

‘‘(i) is designed to convert line voltage AC 
input into lower voltage AC or DC output; 

‘‘(ii) is able to convert to only one AC or 
DC output voltage at a time; 

‘‘(iii) is sold with, or intended to be used 
with, a separate end-use product that con-
stitutes the primary load; 

‘‘(iv) is contained in a separate physical 
enclosure from the end-use product; 

‘‘(v) is connected to the end-use product 
via a removable or hard-wired male/female 
electrical connection, cable, cord or other 
wiring; and 

‘‘(vi) has nameplate output power less than 
or equal to 250 watts. 

‘‘(C) The term ‘class A external power sup-
ply’ does not include any device that— 

‘‘(i) requires Federal Food and Drug Ad-
ministration listing and approval as a med-
ical device, as described under section 513 of 
the Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act of 1938; or 

‘‘(ii) powers the charger of a detachable 
battery pack or charges the battery of a 
product that is fully or primarily motor op-
erated. 

‘‘(D) The term ‘active mode’ means the 
mode of operation when an external power 

supply is connected to the main electricity 
supply and the output is connected to a load. 

‘‘(E) The term ‘no-load mode’ means the 
mode of operation when an external power 
supply is connected to the main electricity 
supply and the output is not connected to a 
load.’’ 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(52) The term ‘detachable battery’ means 

a battery that is contained in a separate en-
closure from the product and is intended to 
be removed or disconnected from the product 
for recharging.’’. 

(b) Section 323 of the Energy Policy and 
Conservation Act (42 U.S.C. 6293) is amended 
in subsection (b) by adding at the end the 
following: 

‘‘(17) Test procedures for class A external 
power supplies shall be based upon the U.S. 
Environmental Protection Agency’s ‘Test 
Method for Calculating the Energy Effi-
ciency of Single-Voltage External AC–DC 
and AC–AC Power Supplies’, August 11, 2004, 
provided that the test voltage specified in 
section 4(d) of such test method shall be only 
115 volts, 60 Hz.’’. 

(c) Section 325 of the Energy Policy and 
Conservation Act (42 U.S.C. 6295) is amended 
in subsection (u) by adding at the end the 
following: 

‘‘(6) EFFICIENCY STANDARDS FOR CLASS A EX-
TERNAL POWER SUPPLIES.— 

‘‘(A) Class A external power supplies manu-
factured on or after July 1, 2008 (or the date 
of enactment of this paragraph, if later) 
shall meet the following standards: 

‘‘Active Mode 

‘‘Nameplate Output 
Required Efficiency 

(decimal equivalent of a 
percentage) 

Less than 1 watt 0.5 times the Name-
plate Output 

From 1 watt to not 
more than 51 watts 

The sum of 0.09 
times the Natural 
Logarithm of the 

Nameplate Output 
and 0.5 

Greater than 51 
watts 

0.85 

‘‘No-Load Mode 

‘‘Nameplate Output Maximum Consump-
tion 

Not more than 250 
watts 

0.5 watts 

‘‘(B) Notwithstanding paragraph (A), any 
class A external power supply manufactured 
on or after July 1, 2008, and before July 1, 
2015, and made available by the manufac-
turer as a service part or a spare part for an 
end-use product— 

‘‘(i) that constitutes the primary load; and 
‘‘(ii) was manufactured before July 1, 2008, 

shall not be subject to the requirements of 
paragraph (A). 

‘‘(C) Any class A external power supply 
manufactured on or after July 1, 2008 (or the 
date of enactment of this paragraph, if later) 
shall be clearly and permanently marked in 
accordance with the External Power Supply 
International Efficiency Marking Protocol, 
as referenced in the ‘Energy Star Program 
Requirements for Single Voltage External 
AC-DC and AC-AC Power Supplies, version 
1.1’ published by the Environmental Protec-
tion Agency. 
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‘‘(D)(i) Not later than July 1, 2011 the Sec-

retary shall publish a final rule to determine 
whether the standards established under 
paragraph (A) should be amended. Such rule 
shall provide that any amended standard 
shall apply to products manufactured on or 
after July 1, 2013. 

‘‘(ii) Not later than July 1, 2015 the Sec-
retary shall publish a final rule to determine 
whether the standards established under 
paragraph (A) should be amended. Such rule 
shall provide that any amended standard 
shall apply to products manufactured on or 
after July 1, 2017. 

‘‘(7) An energy conservation standard for 
external power supplies shall not constitute 
an energy conservation standard for the sep-
arate end-use product to which it is con-
nected.’’. 
SEC. 9015. STANDBY MODE. 

Section 325 of the Energy Policy and Con-
servation Act (42 U.S.C. 6295) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (u)— 
(A) by striking paragraphs (2), (3), and (4); 

and 
(B) by redesignating paragraph (5), and 

paragraphs (6) and (7) (as added by this Act) 
as paragraphs (2), (3), and (4), respectively; 
and 

(2) by adding at the end the following new 
subsection: 

‘‘(ii) STANDBY MODE ENERGY USE.— 
‘‘(1) DEFINITIONS.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Unless the Secretary de-

termines otherwise pursuant to subpara-
graph (B), the definitions in this subsection, 
for the purpose of this subsection, shall 
apply: 

‘‘(i) The term ‘active mode’ means the con-
dition in which an energy using product is 
connected to a mains power source, has been 
activated, and provides one or more main 
functions. 

‘‘(ii) The term ‘off mode’ means the condi-
tion in which an energy using product is con-
nected to a mains power source and is not 
providing any standby or active mode func-
tion. 

‘‘(iii) The term ‘standby mode’ means the 
condition in which an energy using product 
is connected to a mains power source and of-
fers one or more of the following user ori-
ented or protective functions: 

‘‘(I) To facilitate the activation or deacti-
vation of other functions (including active 
mode) by remote switch (including remote 
control), internal sensor, or timer. 

‘‘(II) Continuous functions, including infor-
mation or status displays (including clocks) 
or sensor-based functions. 

‘‘(B) AMENDED DEFINITIONS.—The Secretary 
may, by rule, amend the definitions under 
subparagraph (A), taking into consideration 
the most current versions of Standards 62301 
and 62087 of the International Electro-
technical Commission. 

‘‘(2) TEST PROCEDURES.—(A) Test proce-
dures for all covered products shall be 
amended pursuant to section 323 to include 
standby mode and off mode energy consump-
tion, taking into consideration the most cur-
rent versions of Standards 62301 and 62087 of 
the International Electrotechnical Commis-
sion, with such energy consumption inte-
grated into the overall energy efficiency, en-
ergy consumption, or other energy 
descriptor for each covered product, unless 
the Secretary determines that— 

‘‘(i) the current test procedures for a cov-
ered product already fully account for and 
incorporate its standby mode and off mode 
energy consumption; or 

‘‘(ii) such an integrated test procedure is 
technically infeasible for a particular cov-

ered product, whereupon the Secretary shall 
promulgate a separate standby mode and off 
mode energy use test procedure for such 
product, if technically feasible. 

‘‘(B) The test procedure amendments re-
quired by subparagraph (A) shall be pre-
scribed in a final rule no later than the fol-
lowing dates: 

‘‘(i) December 31, 2008, for battery chargers 
and external power supplies. 

‘‘(ii) March 31, 2009, for clothes dryers, 
room air conditioners, and fluorescent lamp 
ballasts. 

‘‘(iii) June 30, 2009, for residential clothes 
washers. 

‘‘(iv) September 30, 2009, for residential fur-
naces and boilers. 

‘‘(v) March 31, 2010, for residential water 
heaters, direct heating equipment, and pool 
heaters. 

‘‘(vi) March 31, 2011, for residential dish-
washers, ranges and ovens, microwave ovens, 
and dehumidifiers. 

‘‘(C) The test procedure amendments 
adopted pursuant to subparagraph (B) shall 
not be used to determine compliance with 
product standards established prior to the 
adoption of such amended test procedures. 

‘‘(3) INCORPORATION INTO STANDARD.—Based 
on the test procedures required under para-
graph (2), any final rule establishing or revis-
ing a standard for a covered product, adopted 
after July 1, 2010, shall incorporate standby 
mode and off mode energy use into a single 
amended or new standard, pursuant to sub-
section (o), where feasible. Where not fea-
sible, the Secretary shall promulgate within 
such final rule a separate standard for stand-
by mode and off mode energy consumption, if 
justified under subsection (o).’’. 
SEC. 9016. BATTERY CHARGERS. 

Section 325(u) is amended— 
(1) in paragraph (1)(E)(i)— 
(A) by inserting ‘‘(I)’’ after ‘‘(E)(i)’’; 
(B) by striking ‘‘battery chargers and’’ 

each place it appears; and 
(C) by adding at the end the following new 

subclause: 
‘‘(II) Not later than July 1, 2011, the Sec-

retary shall issue a final rule that prescribes 
energy conservation standards for battery 
chargers or classes of battery chargers or de-
termine that no energy conservation stand-
ard is technically feasible and economically 
justified.’’; and 

(2) in paragraph (4), by striking ‘‘3 years’’ 
and inserting ‘‘2 years’’. 
SEC. 9017. WALK-IN COOLERS AND WALK-IN 

FREEZERS. 
(a) DEFINITIONS.—Section 340 of the Energy 

Policy and Conservation Act (42 U.S.C. 6311) 
is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1)— 
(A) by redesignating subparagraphs (G) 

through (K) as subparagraphs (H) through 
(L), respectively; and 

(B) by inserting after subparagraph (F) the 
following: 

‘‘(G) Walk-in coolers and walk-in freez-
ers.’’; 

(2) by redesignating paragraphs (20) and 
(21) as paragraphs (21) and (22), respectively; 
and 

(3) by inserting after paragraph (19) the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(20) The terms ‘walk-in cooler’ and ‘walk- 
in freezer’ mean an enclosed storage space 
refrigerated to temperatures, respectively, 
above and at or below 32 degrees Fahrenheit 
that can be walked into, and has a total 
chilled storage area of less than 3000 square 
feet. These terms exclude products designed 
and marketed exclusively for medical, sci-
entific, or research purposes.’’. 

(b) STANDARDS.—Section 342 of the Energy 
Policy and Conservation Act (42 U.S.C. 6313) 
is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(f) WALK-IN COOLERS AND WALK-IN FREEZ-
ERS.—(1) Each walk-in cooler or walk-in 
freezer manufactured on or after January 1, 
2009, shall meet the following specifications: 

‘‘(A) Have automatic door closers that 
firmly close all walk-in doors that have been 
closed to within one inch of full closure. This 
requirement does not apply to doors wider 
than 3 feet 9 inches or taller than 7 feet. 

‘‘(B) Have strip doors, spring hinged doors, 
or other method of minimizing infiltration 
when doors are open. 

‘‘(C) Contain wall, ceiling, and door insula-
tion of at least R-25 for coolers and R-32 for 
freezers. Door insulation requirements do 
not apply to glazed portions of doors, nor to 
structural members. 

‘‘(D) Contain floor insulation of at least R- 
28 for freezers. 

‘‘(E) For evaporator fan motors of under 
one horsepower and less than 460 volts, use 
either— 

‘‘(i) electronically commutated motors 
(brushless direct current motors); or 

‘‘(ii) three-phase motors. 

The portion of the requirement for electroni-
cally commuted motors shall take effect 
January 1, 2009, unless, prior to this date, the 
Secretary determines that such motors are 
only available from one manufacturer. The 
Secretary may also allow other types of mo-
tors if the Secretary determines that, on av-
erage, these other motors use no more en-
ergy in evaporator fan applications than 
electronically commutated motors. The Sec-
retary shall establish this maximum energy 
consumption level no later than January 1, 
2010. 

‘‘(F) For condenser fan motors of under one 
horsepower, use— 

‘‘(i) electronically commutated motors; 
‘‘(ii) permanent split capacitor-type mo-

tors; or 
‘‘(iii) three-phase motors. 
‘‘(G) For all interior lights, use light 

sources with an efficacy of 40 lumens per 
watt or more, including ballast losses (if 
any). Light sources with an efficacy of 40 
lumens per watt or less, including ballast 
losses (if any), may be used in conjunction 
with a timer or device that turns off the 
lights within 15 minutes of when the walk-in 
cooler or walk-in freezer is not occupied. 

‘‘(2) Each walk-in cooler or walk-in freezer 
with transparent reach-in doors manufac-
tured on or after January 1, 2009, shall also 
meet the following specifications: 

‘‘(A) Transparent reach-in doors and win-
dows in walk-in doors for walk-in freezers 
shall be of triple-pane glass with either heat- 
reflective treated glass or gas fill. 

‘‘(B) Transparent reach-in doors for walk- 
in coolers and windows in walk-in doors shall 
be either— 

‘‘(i) double-pane glass with heat-reflective 
treated glass and gas fill; or 

‘‘(ii) triple pane glass with either heat-re-
flective treated glass or gas fill. 

‘‘(C) If the appliance has an antisweat 
heater without antisweat heat controls, then 
the appliance shall have a total door rail, 
glass, and frame heater power draw of no 
more than 7.1 watts per square foot of door 
opening (for freezers) and 3.0 watts per 
square foot of door opening (for coolers). 

‘‘(D) If the appliance has an antisweat 
heater with antisweat heat controls, and the 
total door rail, glass, and frame heater power 
draw is more than 7.1 watts per square foot 
of door opening (for freezers) and 3.0 watts 
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per square foot of door opening (for coolers), 
then the antisweat heat controls shall re-
duce the energy use of the antisweat heater 
in an amount corresponding to the relative 
humidity in the air outside the door or to 
the condensation on the inner glass pane. 

‘‘(3) Not later than January 1, 2012, the 
Secretary shall publish performance-based 
standards for walk-in coolers and walk-in 
freezers that achieve the maximum improve-
ment in energy which the Secretary deter-
mines is technologically feasible and eco-
nomically justified. Such standards shall 
apply to products manufactured three years 
after the final rule is published unless the 
Secretary determines, by rule, that three 
years is inadequate, in which case the Sec-
retary may set an effective date for products 
manufactured no greater than five years 
after the date of publication of a final rule 
for these products. 

‘‘(4) Not later than January 1, 2020, the 
Secretary shall publish a final rule to deter-
mine if the standards established under para-
graph (3) should be amended. The rule shall 
provide that such standards shall apply to 
products manufactured three years after the 
final rule is published unless the Secretary 
determines, by rule, that three years is inad-
equate, in which case the Secretary may set 
an effective date for products manufactured 
no greater than five years after the date of 
publication of a final rule for these prod-
ucts.’’. 

(c) TEST PROCEDURES.—Section 343(a) of 
the Energy Policy and Conservation Act (42 
U.S.C. 6314(a)) is amended by adding at the 
end the following: 

‘‘(9) For walk-in coolers and walk-in freez-
ers: 

‘‘(A) R value is defined as 1/K factor multi-
plied by the thickness of the panel. K factor 
shall be based on ASTM test procedure C518- 
2004. For calculating R value for freezers, the 
K factor of the foam at 20F (average foam 
temperature) shall be used. For calculating 
R value for coolers the K factor of the foam 
at 55F (average foam temperature) shall be 
used. 

‘‘(B) Not later than January 1, 2010, the 
Secretary shall establish a test procedure to 
measure the energy-use of walk-in coolers 
and walk-in freezers. Such test procedure 
may be based on computer modeling, if the 
computer model or models have been verified 
using the results of laboratory tests on a sig-
nificant sample of walk-in coolers and walk- 
in freezers.’’. 

(d) LABELING.—Section 344(e) of the Energy 
Policy and Conservation Act (42 U.S.C. 
6315(e)) is amended by inserting ‘‘walk-in 
coolers and walk-in freezers,’’ after ‘‘com-
mercial clothes washers,’’ each place it ap-
pears. 

(e) ADMINISTRATION, PENALTIES, ENFORCE-
MENT, AND PREEMPTION.—Section 345 of the 
Energy Policy and Conservation Act (42 
U.S.C. 6316), is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘subparagraphs (B), (C), (D), 
(E), and (F)’’ and inserting ‘‘subparagraphs 
(B), (C), (D), (E), (F), and (G)’’ each place it 
appears; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(h)(1)(A)(i) Except as provided in clause 

(ii) and paragraphs (2) and (3), section 327 
shall apply to walk-in coolers and walk-in 
freezers for which standards have been estab-
lished under paragraphs (1) and (2) of section 
342(f) to the same extent and in the same 
manner as the section applies under part A 
on the date of enactment of this subsection. 

‘‘(ii) Any State standard issued before the 
date of enactment of this subsection shall 
not be preempted until the standards estab-

lished under paragraphs (1) and (2) of section 
342(f) take effect. 

‘‘(B) In applying section 327 to the equip-
ment under subparagraph (A), paragraphs (1), 
(2), and (3) of subsection (a) shall apply. 

‘‘(2)(A) If the Secretary does not issue a 
final rule for a specific type of walk-in cooler 
or walk-in freezer within the time frame 
specified in section 342(f)(3) or (4), sub-
sections (b) and (c) of section 327 shall no 
longer apply to the specific type of walk-in 
cooler or walk-in freezer for the period be-
ginning on the day after the scheduled date 
for a final rule and ending on the date on 
which the Secretary publishes a final rule 
covering the specific type of walk-in cooler 
or walk-in freezer. 

‘‘(B) Any State standard issued before the 
publication of the final rule shall not be pre-
empted until the standards established in 
the final rule take effect. 

‘‘(3) Any standard issued in the State of 
California before January 1, 2011, under Title 
20 of the California Code of Regulations, 
which refers to walk-in coolers and walk-in 
freezers, for which standards have been es-
tablished under paragraphs (1) and (2) of sec-
tion 342(f), shall not be preempted until the 
standards established under paragraph (3) of 
section 342(f) take effect.’’. 

PART 2—LIGHTING EFFICIENCY 
SEC. 9021. EFFICIENT LIGHT BULBS. 

(a) PROHIBITION.— 
(1) REGULATIONS.—Not later than 1 year 

after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary of Energy shall issue regulations— 

(A) prohibiting the sale of 100 watt general 
service incandescent lamps after January 1, 
2012, unless those lamps emit at least 60 
lumens per watt; 

(B) prohibiting the sale of general service 
lamps manufactured after the effective dates 
shown in the table below that do not meet 
the minimum efficacy levels (lumens/watt) 
shown in the following table: 

Minimum Efficacy Levels and Effective 
Dates 

Lumen Range 
(Lumens) 

Min-
imum Ef-

ficacy 
(Lumens/ 

Watt) 

Effective 
Dates 

200-449 15 1/1/2014 
450-699 17 1/1/2014 
700-999 20 1/1/2013 
1000-1500 22 1/1/2012 
1501-3000 24 1/1/2012 

(C) after January 1, 2020, prohibiting the 
sale of general service lamps that emit less 
than 300 percent of the average lumens per 
watt emitted by 100 watt incandescent gen-
eral service lamps that are commercially 
available as of the date of enactment of this 
Act; 

(D) establishing a minimum color ren-
dering index (CRI) of 80 or higher for all gen-
eral service lamps manufactured as of the ef-
fective dates in subparagraph (B); and 

(E) prohibiting the manufacture or import 
for sale in the United States of an adapter 
device designed to allow a lamp with a dif-
ferent base to fit into a medium screw base 
socket manufactured after January 1, 2009. 

(2) EXEMPTIONS.—The regulations issued 
under paragraph (1) shall include procedures 
for the Secretary to exempt specialty lamps 
from the requirements of paragraph (1). The 
Secretary may provide such an exemption 
only in cases where the Secretary finds, after 
a hearing and opportunity for public com-

ment, that it is not technically feasible to 
serve a specialized lighting application, such 
as a military, medical, public safety applica-
tion, or in certified historic lighting applica-
tions using bulbs that meet the requirements 
of paragraph (1). In addition, the Secretary 
shall include as an additional criterion that 
exempted products are unlikely to be used in 
the general service lighting applications. 

(3) ADDITIONAL LAMPS TYPES.— 
(A) Manufacturers of rough service, vibra-

tion service, vibration resistant, appliance, 
shatter resistant, and three-way lamps shall 
report annual sales volume to the Secretary. 
If the Secretary determines that annual 
sales volume for any of these lamp types in-
creases by 100 percent relative to 2009 sales 
in any later year, then such lamps shall by 
subject to the following standards: 

(i) Appliance lamps shall use no more than 
40 watts. 

(ii) Rough service lamps shall use no more 
than 40 watts. 

(iii) Vibration service and vibration resist-
ant lamps shall use no more than 40 watts. 

(iv) Three-way lamps shall comply with 
the standards in paragraph (1) at each level 
of rated lumen output. 

(B) Rough service, vibration service, vibra-
tion resistant, appliance, shatter resistant, 
and three-way lamps shall be available for 
sale at retail in single packs only. 

(4) CIVIL PENALTY.—The Secretary of En-
ergy shall include in regulations under this 
subsection a schedule of appropriate civil 
penalties for violations of the prohibitions 
under this subsection. Such penalties shall 
be in an amount sufficient to ensure compli-
ance with this section. 

(5) STATE PREEMPTION.—State standards for 
general service lamps are preempted as of 
the date of enactment of this Act, except— 

(A) any State standard already enacted or 
adopted as of the date of enactment of this 
Act may be enforced until the Federal effec-
tive dates for each lamp category, and such 
States may modify existing State standards 
for general service lamps to conform with 
the standards in paragraph (1) at any time; 

(B) any State standard identical to the 
standards in paragraph (1)(B) with an effec-
tive date no sooner than January 1, 2015; and 

(C) any State standard identical to Federal 
standards, after such Federal standards are 
in effect. 

(6) DEFINITIONS.—For purposes of this sec-
tion, the following definitions apply: 

(A) The term ‘‘general service lamp’’ 
means a nonreflectorized lamp that— 

(i) is intended for general service applica-
tions; 

(ii) has a medium screw base; 
(iii) has an initial lumen output no less 

than 200 lumens and no more than 3000 
lumens; 

(iv) has an input voltage range at least 
partially within 110 and 130 volts; 

(v) has a A–15, A–19, A–21, A–23, A–25, PS– 
25, PS–30, BT–14.5, BT–15, CP–19, TB–19, CA– 
22, or similar shape as defined in ANSI 
C78.20–2003; and 

(vi) has a bulb finish of the frosted, clear, 
soft white, modified spectrum, enhanced 
spectrum, full spectrum, or equivalent type. 
The following incandescent lamps are not 
general service lamps: appliance, black light, 
bug, colored, infrared, left-hand thread, ma-
rine, marine signal service, mine service, 
plant light, reflector, rough service, shatter 
resistant, sign service, silver bowl, three- 
way, traffic signal, and vibration service or 
vibration resistant. 

(B) The term ‘‘appliance lamp’’ means any 
lamp specifically designed to operate in a 
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household appliance. Examples of appliance 
lamps include oven lamps, refrigerator 
lamps, and vacuum cleaner lamps. 

(C) The term ‘‘black light lamp’’ means a 
lamp that emits radiant energy in the UV–A 
band (315-400 nm) and is designated and mar-
keted as a ‘‘black light’’. 

(D) The term ‘‘bug lamp’’ means a lamp 
that contains a filter to suppress the blue 
and green portions of the visible spectrum 
and is designated and marketed as a ‘‘bug 
light’’. 

(E) The term ‘‘colored incandescent lamp’’ 
means an incandescent lamp designated and 
marketed as a colored lamp that has a CRI of 
less than 50, as determined according to the 
test method given in CIE publication 13.2, 
and has a correlated color temperature less 
than 2,500K, or greater than 4,600K, where 
correlated color temperature is defined as 
the absolute temperature of a blackbody 
whose chromaticity nearly resembles that of 
the light source. 

(F) The term ‘‘infrared lamp’’ means a 
lamp that radiates predominately in the in-
frared region of the electromagnetic spec-
trum, and where visible radiation is not of 
principal interest. 

(G) The term ‘‘lamp’’ means an electrical 
appliance that includes a glass envelope and 
produces optical radiation for the purpose of 
visual illumination, designed to be installed 
into a luminaire by means of an integral 
lamp-holder. Types of lamps include incan-
descent, fluorescent, and high intensity dis-
charge (high pressure sodium and metal ha-
lide). 

(H) The term ‘‘left-handed thread lamp’’ 
means a lamp on which the base screws into 
a lamp socket in a counter-clockwise direc-
tion, and screws out of a lamp socket in a 
clockwise direction. 

(I) The term ‘‘marine lamp’’ means a lamp 
specifically designed and marketed to oper-
ate in a marine application. 

(J) The term ‘‘marine signal service lamp’’ 
means a lamp specifically designed to pro-
vide signals to marine vessels for seaway 
safety. 

(K) The term ‘‘mine service lamp’’ means a 
lamp specifically designed and marketed for 
use in mine applications. 

(L) The term ‘‘plant light lamp’’ means a 
lamp that contains a filter to suppress yel-
low and green portions of the spectrum and 
is designated and marketed as a ‘‘plant 
light’’. 

(M) The term ‘‘rough service lamp’’ means 
a lamp that has a minimum of 5 supports 
with filament configurations similar to but 
not limited to C7A, C11, C17, and C22 as listed 
in Figure 6–12 of the 9th edition of the 
IESNA Lighting handbook, where lead wires 
are not counted as supports and that is des-
ignated and marketed specifically for ‘‘rough 
service’’ applications. 

(N) The term ‘‘shatter resistant lamp’’ 
means a lamp with an external coating on 
the bulb wall to resist breakage and which is 
designated and marketed as a shatter resist-
ant lamp. 

(O) The term ‘‘showcase lamp’’ means a 
lamp that has a tubular bulb with a conven-
tional screw base and which is designated 
and marketed as a showcase lamp. 

(P) The term ‘‘sign service lamp’’ means a 
lamp of the vacuum type or gas-filled with 
sufficiently low bulb temperature to permit 
exposed outdoor use on high-speed flashing 
circuits. The designation shall be on the 
lamp packaging, and marketing materials 
shall identify the lamp as being a sign serv-
ice lamp. 

(Q) The term ‘‘silver bowl lamp’’ means a 
lamp that has a reflective coating applied di-

rectly to part of the bulb surface and that re-
flects light in a backward direction toward 
the lamp base. The designation shall be on 
the lamp packaging, and marketing mate-
rials shall identify the lamp as being a silver 
bowl lamp or similar designation. 

(R) The term ‘‘three-way lamp’’ means a 
lamp that employs two filaments, operated 
separately and in combination, to provide 
three light levels. The designation shall be 
on the lamp packaging, and marketing mate-
rials shall identify the lamp as being a three- 
way lamp. 

(S) The term ‘‘traffic signal lamp’’ means a 
lamp that is designed with lifetime, wattage, 
focal length, filament configuration, mount-
ing, lamp glass, and lamp base characteris-
tics appropriate for use in traffic signals. 

(T) The term ‘‘vibration service lamp’’ or 
‘‘vibration resistant lamp’’ means a lamp 
with filament configurations similar to but 
not limited to C–5, C–7A, or C–9, as listed in 
Figure 6–12 of the 9th Edition of the IESNA 
Lighting Handbook. The lamp is designated 
and marketed specifically for vibration serv-
ice or vibration resistant applications. The 
designation shall be on the lamp packaging, 
and marketing materials shall identify the 
lamp as being vibration resistant or vibra-
tion service. 

(b) INCENTIVE PLAN AND PUBLIC EDU-
CATION.— 

(1) INCENTIVE PLAN.—Not later than 6 
months after the date of enactment of this 
Act, the Secretary of Energy shall transmit 
to the Congress a plan for encouraging and 
providing incentives for the domestic pro-
duction of light bulbs by United States man-
ufacturers that meet the efficacy levels 
shown in the table in subsection (a)(1)(B). 

(2) LABELING RULEMAKING.—The Federal 
Trade Commission shall conduct a rule-
making to consider the effectiveness of cur-
rent lamp labeling requirements and to con-
sider alternative labeling approaches that 
will help consumers to understand new high- 
efficiency lamp products. Such labeling shall 
include, at a minimum, information on 
lighting output (lumens), input power 
(watts), efficiency (lumens per watt), lamp 
rated lifetime (hours), annual or lifetime en-
ergy operating cost, and any hazardous ma-
terials (such as mercury) that may be con-
tained in lamp products. The Federal Trade 
Commission shall complete this rulemaking 
within one year after the date of enactment 
of this Act. 

(3) NATIONAL SALES DATA TRACKING SYS-
TEM.—The Secretary of Energy shall develop 
and implement within one year after the 
date of enactment of this Act a national 
sales data tracking system in conjunction 
with the National Electrical Manufacturers 
Association and other stakeholders for lamp 
technologies, including Light Emitting Di-
odes, halogens, incandescents, and compact 
fluorescent lamps. 

(c) REPORT ON MERCURY USE AND RE-
LEASE.—Not later than 1 year after the date 
of enactment of this Act, the Secretary of 
Energy, in cooperation with the Adminis-
trator of the Environmental Protection 
Agency, shall submit to Congress a report 
describing recommendations relating to the 
means by which the Federal Government 
may reduce or prevent the release of mer-
cury during the manufacture, transpor-
tation, storage, or disposal of general service 
lamps. 
SEC. 9022. INCANDESCENT REFLECTOR LAMPS. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—Section 321 of the Energy 
Policy and Conservation Act (42 U.S.C. 6291) 
is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (30)(C)(ii)— 

(A) in the matter preceding subclause (I)— 
(i) by striking ‘‘or similar bulb shapes (ex-

cluding ER or BR)’’ and inserting ‘‘ER, BR, 
BPAR, or similar bulb shapes’’; and 

(ii) by striking ‘‘2.75’’ and inserting ‘‘2.25’’; 
and 

(B) by striking ‘‘is either—’’ and all that 
follows through subclause (II) and inserting 
‘‘has a rated wattage that is greater than 40 
watts.’’; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(53) The term ‘BPAR incandescent reflec-

tor lamp’ means a reflector lamp as shown in 
figure C78.21–278 on page 32 of ANSI C78.21– 
2003. 

‘‘(54)(A) The term ‘BR incandescent reflec-
tor lamp’ means a reflector lamp that has— 

‘‘(i) a bulged section below the major di-
ameter of the bulb and above the approxi-
mate baseline of the bulb, as shown in figure 
1 (RB) on page 7 of ANSI C79.1–1994, incor-
porated by reference in section 430.22 of title 
10, Code of Federal Regulations (as in effect 
on the date of enactment of this paragraph); 
and 

‘‘(ii) a finished size and shape shown in 
ANSI C78.21–1989, including the referenced 
reflective characteristics in part 7 of ANSI 
C78.21. 

‘‘(B) The term ‘BR30’ refers to a BR incan-
descent reflector lamp with a diameter of 30/ 
8ths of an inch and the term ‘BR40’ refers to 
a BR incandescent reflector lamp with a di-
ameter of 40/8ths of an inch. 

‘‘(55)(A) The term ‘ER incandescent reflec-
tor lamp’ means a reflector lamp that has— 

‘‘(i) an elliptical section below the major 
diameter of the bulb and above the approxi-
mate baseline of the bulb, as shown in figure 
1 (RE) on page 7 of ANSI C79.1–1994, incor-
porated by reference in section 430.22 of title 
10, Code of Federal Regulations (as in effect 
on the date of enactment of this paragraph); 
and 

‘‘(ii) a finished size and shape shown in 
ANSI C78.21–1989, incorporated by reference 
in section 430.22 of title 10, Code of Federal 
Regulations (as in effect on the date of en-
actment of this paragraph). 

‘‘(B) The term ‘ER30’ refers to an ER in-
candescent reflector lamp with a diameter of 
30/8ths of an inch and the term ‘ER40’ refers 
to an ER incandescent reflector lamp with a 
diameter of 40/8ths of an inch. 

‘‘(56) The term ‘R20 incandescent reflector 
lamp’ means a reflector lamp that has a face 
diameter of approximately 2.5 inches, as 
shown in figure 1(R) on page 7 of ANSI C79.1– 
1994.’’. 

(b) STANDARDS FOR FLUORESCENT LAMPS 
AND INCANDESCENT REFLECTOR LAMPS.—Sec-
tion 325(i) of the Energy Policy and Con-
servation Act (42 U.S.C. 6925(i)) is amended 
by striking paragraph (1) and inserting the 
following: 

‘‘(1) STANDARDS.— 
‘‘(A) DEFINITION OF EFFECTIVE DATE.—In 

this paragraph, except as specified in sub-
paragraphs (C) and (D), the term ‘effective 
date’ means, with respect to each type of 
lamp specified in a table contained in sub-
paragraph (B), the last day of the period of 
months corresponding to that type of lamp, 
as specified in the table, that follows the 
date of enactment of the Energy Efficiency 
Improvement Act of 2007. 

‘‘(B) MINIMUM STANDARDS.—Each of the fol-
lowing general service fluorescent lamps and 
incandescent reflector lamps manufactured 
after the effective date specified in the ta-
bles contained in this paragraph shall meet 
or exceed the following lamp efficacy and 
CRI standards: 
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‘‘FLUORESCENT LAMPS 

Lamp Type 
Nominal 

Lamp 
Wattage 

Minimum 
CRI 

Minimum Aver-
age Lamp Effi-

cacy (LPW) 

Effective 
Date (Pe-

riod of 
Months) 

4-foot medium bi-pin ................................................................................................... >35 W 69 75.0 36 
≤35 W 45 75.0 36 

2-foot U-shaped ............................................................................................................ >35 W 69 68.0 36 
≤35 W 45 64.0 36 

8-foot slimline ............................................................................................................. 65 W 69 80.0 18 
≤65 W 45 80.0 18 

8-foot high output ....................................................................................................... >100 W 69 80.0 18 
≤100 W 45 80.0 18 

‘‘INCANDESCENT REFLECTOR 
LAMPS 

Nominal Lamp Watt-
age 

Min-
imum 

Average 
Lamp Ef-

ficacy 
(LPW) 

Effective 
Date (Pe-

riod of 
Months) 

40–50 ......................... 10.5 36 
51–66 ......................... 11.0 36 
67–85 ......................... 12.5 36 
86–115 ....................... 14.0 36 

116–155 ....................... 14.5 36 
156–205 ....................... 15.0 36 

‘‘(C) EXEMPTIONS.—The standards specified 
in subparagraph (B) shall not apply to the 
following types of incandescent reflector 
lamps: 

‘‘(i) Lamps rated at 50 watts or less of the 
following types: ER30, BR30, BR40, and ER40 
lamps. 

‘‘(ii) Lamps rated at 65 watts of the fol-
lowing types: BR30, BR40, and ER40 lamps. 

‘‘(iii) R20 incandescent reflector lamps of 
45 watts or less. 

‘‘(D) EFFECTIVE DATES.— 
‘‘(i) ER, BR, AND BPAR LAMPS.—Except as 

provided in subparagraph (A), the standards 
specified in subparagraph (B) shall apply 
with respect to ER incandescent reflector 
lamps, BR incandescent reflector lamps, 
BPAR incandescent reflector lamps, and 
similar bulb shapes on and after January 1, 
2008. 

‘‘(ii) LAMPS BETWEEN 2.25–2.75 INCHES IN DI-
AMETER.—The standards specified in subpara-
graph (B) shall apply with respect to incan-
descent reflector lamps with a diameter of 
more than 2.25 inches, but not more than 2.75 
inches, on and after January 1, 2008.’’. 
SEC. 9023. USE OF ENERGY EFFICIENT LIGHTING 

FIXTURES AND BULBS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 33 of title 40, 

United States Code, is amended— 
(1) by redesignating sections 3313, 3314, and 

3315 as sections 3314, 3315, and 3316, respec-
tively; and 

(2) by inserting after section 3312 the fol-
lowing: 
‘‘§ 3313. Use of energy efficient lighting fix-

tures and bulbs 
‘‘(a) CONSTRUCTION AND ALTERATION OF 

PUBLIC BUILDINGS.—Each public building 
constructed or significantly altered by the 
Administrator of General Services shall be 
equipped, to the maximum extent feasible as 
determined by the Administrator, with light-
ing fixtures and bulbs that are energy effi-
cient. 

‘‘(b) MAINTENANCE OF PUBLIC BUILDINGS.— 
Each lighting fixture or bulb that is replaced 
by the Administrator in the normal course of 
maintenance of public buildings shall be re-
placed, to the maximum extent feasible as 
determined by the Administrator, with a 

lighting fixture or bulb that is energy effi-
cient. 

‘‘(c) CONSIDERATIONS.—In making a deter-
mination under this section concerning the 
feasibility of installing a lighting fixture or 
bulb that is energy efficient, the Adminis-
trator shall consider— 

‘‘(1) the life cycle cost effectiveness of the 
fixture or bulb; 

‘‘(2) the compatibility of the fixture or 
bulb with existing equipment; 

‘‘(3) whether use of the fixture or bulb 
could result in interference with produc-
tivity; 

‘‘(4) the aesthetics relating to use of the 
fixture or bulb; and 

‘‘(5) such other factors as the Adminis-
trator determines appropriate. 

‘‘(d) ENERGY STAR.—A lighting fixture or 
bulb shall be treated as being energy effi-
cient for purposes of this section if— 

‘‘(1) the fixture or bulb is certified under 
the Energy Star program established by sec-
tion 324A of the Energy Policy and Conserva-
tion Act (42 U.S.C. 6294a); 

‘‘(2) in the case of all LED luminaires, 
lamps, and systems whose efficacy (lumens 
per watt) and Color Rendering Index (CRI) 
meet the requirements for minimum lumi-
naire efficacy and CRI for the Energy Star 
certification, as verified by an independent 
third-party testing laboratory that conducts 
its tests according to the procedures and rec-
ommendations of the Illuminating Engineer-
ing Society of North America, even if these 
luminaires, lamps, and systems have not re-
ceived such certification; or 

‘‘(3) the Administrator has otherwise de-
termined that the fixture or bulb is energy 
efficient. 

‘‘(e) SIGNIFICANT ALTERATIONS.—A public 
building shall be treated as being signifi-
cantly altered for purposes of subsection (a) 
if the alteration is subject to congressional 
approval under section 3307. 

‘‘(f) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The requirements of 
subsections (a) and (b) shall take effect one 
year after the date of enactment of this sub-
section.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The analysis 
for chapter 33 of title 40, United States Code, 
is amended by striking the items relating to 
sections 3313, 3314, and 3315 and inserting the 
following: 
‘‘3313. Use of energy efficient lighting fix-

tures and bulbs. 
‘‘3314. Delegation. 
‘‘3315. Report to Congress. 
‘‘3316. Certain authority not affected.’’. 
SEC. 9024. METAL HALIDE LAMP FIXTURES. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—Section 321 of the Energy 
Policy and Conservation Act (42 U.S.C. 6291) 
is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(57) The term ‘ballast’ means a device 
used with an electric discharge lamp to ob-
tain necessary circuit conditions (voltage, 
current, and waveform) for starting and op-
erating. 

‘‘(58) The term ‘metal halide lamp’ means a 
high intensity discharge lamp in which the 
major portion of the light is produced by ra-
diation of metal halides and their products 
of dissociation, possibly in combination with 
metallic vapors. 

‘‘(59) The term ‘metal halide lamp fixture’ 
means a light fixture for general lighting ap-
plication designed to be operated with a 
metal halide lamp and a ballast for a metal 
halide lamp. 

‘‘(60) The term ‘metal halide ballast’ means 
a ballast used to start and operate metal ha-
lide lamps. 

‘‘(61) The term ‘pulse-start metal halide 
ballast’ means an electronic or electro-
magnetic ballast that starts a pulse start 
metal halide lamp with high voltage pulses. 
Lamps are started by first providing a high 
voltage pulse for ionization of the gas to 
produce a glow discharge. To complete the 
starting process, power is provided by the 
ballast to sustain the discharge through the 
glow-to-arc transition. 

‘‘(62) The term ‘probe-start metal halide 
ballast’ means a ballast that starts a probe 
start metal halide lamp which contains a 
third starting electrode (probe) in the arc 
tube. This ballast does not generally contain 
an igniter and instead starts lamps with high 
ballast open circuit voltage. 

‘‘(63) The term ‘electronic ballast’ means a 
device that uses semiconductors as the pri-
mary means to control lamp starting and op-
eration. 

‘‘(64) The term ‘general lighting applica-
tion’ means lighting that provides an inte-
rior or exterior area with overall illumina-
tion. 

‘‘(65) The term ‘ballast efficiency’ for a 
high intensity discharge fixture means the 
efficiency of a lamp and ballast combination, 
expressed as a percentage, and calculated by 
Efficiency = Pout/Pin, as measured. Pout is 
the measured operating lamp wattage, and 
Pin is the measured operating input wattage. 
The lamp, and the capacitor when it is pro-
vided, is to constitute a nominal system in 
accordance with the ANSI Standard C78.43- 
2004. Pin and Pout are to be measured after 
lamps have been stabilized according to Sec-
tion 4.4 of ANSI Standard C82.6-2005 using a 
wattmeter with accuracy specified in Sec-
tion 4.5 of ANSI Standard C82.6-2005 for bal-
lasts with a frequency of 60 Hz, and shall 
have a basic accuracy of ± 0.5 percent at the 
higher of— 

‘‘(A) three times the output operating fre-
quency of the ballast; or 

‘‘(B) 2 kHz for ballast with a frequency 
greater than 60 Hz. 

The Secretary may, by rule, modify this defi-
nition if he determines that such modifica-
tion is necessary or appropriate to carry out 
the purposes of this Act.’’. 

(b) COVERAGE.—Section 322(a) of the En-
ergy Policy and Conservation Act (42 U.S.C. 
6292(a)) is amended— 
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(1) by redesignating paragraph (19) as para-

graph (20); and 
(2) by inserting after paragraph (18) the fol-

lowing: 
‘‘(19) Metal halide lamp fixtures.’’. 
(c) TEST PROCEDURES.—Section 323(c) of 

the Energy Policy and Conservation Act (42 
U.S.C. 6293(c)) is amended by adding at the 
end the following: 

‘‘(17) Test procedures for metal halide lamp 
ballasts shall be based on American National 
Standards Institute Standard C82.6-2005, en-
titled ‘Ballasts for High Intensity Discharge 
Lamps—Method of Measurement’.’’. 

(d) LABELING.—Section 324(a)(2) of the En-
ergy Policy and Conservation Act (42 U.S.C. 
6294(a)(2)) is amended— 

(1) by redesignating subparagraphs (C) 
through (G) as subparagraphs (D) through 
(H), respectively; and 

(2) by inserting after subparagraph (B) the 
following: 

‘‘(C) The Commission shall prescribe label-
ing rules under this section applicable to the 
covered product specified in paragraph (19) of 
section 322(a) and to which standards are ap-
plicable under section 325. Such rules shall 
provide that the labeling of any metal halide 
lamp fixture manufactured on or after the 
later of January 1, 2009, or nine months after 
enactment of this subparagraph, will indi-
cate conspicuously, in a manner prescribed 
by the Commission under subsection (b) by 
July 1, 2008, a capital letter ‘E’ printed with-
in a circle on the packaging of the fixture, 
and on the ballast contained in such fix-
ture.’’. 

(e) STANDARDS.—Section 325 of the Energy 
Policy and Conservation Act (42 U.S.C. 6295) 
is amended— 

(1) by redesignating subsection (gg) as sub-
section (hh); 

(2) by inserting after subsection (ff) the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(gg) METAL HALIDE LAMP FIXTURES.— 
‘‘(1)(A) Metal halide lamp fixtures designed 

to be operated with lamps rated greater than 
or equal to 150 watts but less than or equal 
to 500 watts shall contain— 

‘‘(i) a pulse-start metal halide ballast with 
a minimum ballast efficiency of 88 percent; 

‘‘(ii) a magnetic probe-start ballast with a 
minimum ballast efficiency of 94 percent; or 

‘‘(iii) a non-pulse-start electronic ballast 
with a minimum ballast efficiency of 92 per-
cent for wattages greater than 250 watts and 
a minimum ballast efficiency of 90 percent 
for wattages less than or equal to 250 watts. 

‘‘(B) The standards in subparagraph (A) do 
not apply to fixtures with regulated lag bal-
lasts, fixtures that use electronic ballasts 
that operate at 480 volts, or fixtures that 
meet all of the following criteria: 

‘‘(i) Rated only for 150 watt lamps. 
‘‘(ii) Rated for use in wet locations as spec-

ified by the National Electrical Code 2002, 
Section 410.4(A). 

‘‘(iii) Contain a ballast that is rated to op-
erate at ambient air temperatures above 50o 
C as specified by UL 1029-2001. 

‘‘(C) The standard in subparagraph (A) 
shall apply to metal halide lamp fixtures 
manufactured on or after the later of Janu-
ary 1, 2009, or 9 months after the date of en-
actment of this subsection. 

‘‘(2) Not later than January 1, 2012, the 
Secretary shall publish a final rule to deter-
mine whether the standards established 
under paragraph (1) should be amended. Such 
final rule shall contain the amended stand-
ards, if any, and shall apply to products 
manufactured after January 1, 2015. 

‘‘(3) Not later than January 1, 2019, the 
Secretary shall publish a final rule to deter-

mine whether the standards then in effect 
should be amended. Such final rule shall con-
tain the amended standards, if any, and shall 
apply to products manufactured after Janu-
ary 1, 2022. 

‘‘(4) Notwithstanding any other provision 
of law, any standard established pursuant to 
this subsection may contain both design and 
performance requirements.’’; and 

(3) in subsection (hh), as so redesignated by 
paragraph (1) of this subsection, by striking 
‘‘(ff)’’ both places it appears and inserting 
‘‘(gg)’’. 

(f) EFFECT ON OTHER LAW.—Section 327(c) 
of the Energy Policy and Conservation Act 
(42 U.S.C. 6297(c)) is amended— 

(1) by striking the period at the end of 
paragraph (8)(B) and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(9) is a regulation concerning metal ha-

lide lamp fixtures adopted by the California 
Energy Commission on or before January 1, 
2011. If the Secretary fails to issue a final 
rule within 6 months after the deadlines for 
rulemakings in section 325(gg) then, notwith-
standing any other provision of this section, 
preemption does not apply to a regulation 
concerning metal halide lamp fixtures adopt-
ed by the California Energy Commission on 
or before July 1, 2015, if the Secretary misses 
the deadline specified in paragraph (2) of sec-
tion 325(gg), or on or before July 1, 2022, if 
the Secretary misses the deadline specified 
in paragraph (3) of section 325(gg).’’. 

PART 3—RESIDENTIAL BUILDING 
EFFICIENCY 

SEC. 9031. ENCOURAGING STRONGER BUILDING 
CODES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 304 of the Energy 
Conservation and Production Act (42 U.S.C. 
6833) is amended to read as follows: 
‘‘SEC. 304. UPDATING STATE BUILDING ENERGY 

EFFICIENCY CODES. 
‘‘(a) UPDATING NATIONAL MODEL BUILDING 

ENERGY CODES.—(1) The Secretary shall sup-
port updating the national model building 
energy codes and standards at least every 
three years to achieve overall energy sav-
ings, compared to the 2006 IECC for residen-
tial buildings and ASHRAE Standard 90.1 
2004 for commercial buildings, of at least— 

‘‘(A) 30 percent by 2010; 
‘‘(B) 50 percent by 2020; and 
‘‘(C) targets to be set by the Secretary in 

intermediate and subsequent years, at the 
maximum level of energy efficiency that is 
technologically feasible and life-cycle cost 
effective. 

‘‘(2)(A) Whenever the provisions of the 
IECC or ASHRAE Standard 90.1 regarding 
building energy use are revised, the Sec-
retary shall, not later than 6 months after 
the date of such revision, determine— 

‘‘(i) whether such revision will improve en-
ergy efficiency in buildings; and 

‘‘(ii) whether such revision will meet the 
targets under paragraph (1). 

‘‘(B) If the Secretary makes a determina-
tion under subparagraph (A)(ii) that a code 
or standard does not meet the targets under 
paragraph (1), or if a national model code or 
standard is not updated for more than three 
years, then the Secretary shall within 12 
months propose a modified code or standard 
that meets such targets. Any such modified 
code or standard shall achieve the maximum 
level of energy savings that are technically 
feasible and economically justified, incor-
porating available appliances, technologies, 
materials, and construction practices. The 
modified code or standard shall serve as the 
baseline for the next determination under 
subparagraph (A)(i). 

‘‘(C) The Secretary shall provide the oppor-
tunity for public comment on targets, deter-

minations, and modified codes and standards 
under this subsection, and shall publish no-
tice of targets, determinations, and modified 
codes and standards under this subsection in 
the Federal Register. 

‘‘(b) STATE CERTIFICATION OF BUILDING EN-
ERGY CODE UPDATES.—(1) Not later than 2 
years after the date of enactment of the En-
ergy Efficiency Improvement Act of 2007, 
each State shall certify to the Secretary 
that it has reviewed and updated the provi-
sions of its residential and commercial build-
ing codes regarding energy efficiency. Such 
certification shall include a demonstration 
that such State’s code provisions meet or ex-
ceed the 2006 IECC for residential buildings 
and the ASHRAE Standard 90.1–2004 for com-
mercial buildings, or achieve equivalent or 
greater energy savings. 

‘‘(2)(A) If the Secretary makes an affirma-
tive determination under subsection 
(a)(2)(A)(i) or proposes a modified code or 
standard under subsection (a)(2)(B), each 
State shall within 2 years certify that it has 
reviewed and updated the provisions of its 
building code regarding energy efficiency. 
Such certification shall include a demonstra-
tion that such State’s code provisions meet 
or exceed the revised code or standard, or 
achieve equivalent or greater energy savings. 

‘‘(B) If the Secretary fails to make a deter-
mination under subsection (a)(2)(A)(i) by the 
date specified in subsection (a)(2), or makes 
a negative determination, each State shall 
within 2 years after the specified date or the 
date of the determination, certify that it has 
reviewed the revised code or standard, and 
updated the provisions of its building code 
regarding energy efficiency to meet or ex-
ceed any provisions found to improve energy 
efficiency in buildings, or to achieve equiva-
lent or greater energy savings in other ways. 

‘‘(c) STATE CERTIFICATION OF COMPLIANCE 
WITH BUILDING CODES.—(1) Each State shall, 
not later than 3 years after a certification 
under subsection (b), certify that it has 
achieved compliance with the certified build-
ing energy code. Such certification shall in-
clude documentation of the rate of compli-
ance based on independent inspections of a 
random sample of the new and renovated 
buildings covered by the code in the pre-
ceding year. 

‘‘(2) A State shall be considered to achieve 
compliance under paragraph (1) if— 

‘‘(A) at least 90 percent of new and ren-
ovated buildings covered by the code in the 
preceding year substantially meet all the re-
quirements of the code; or 

‘‘(B) the estimated excess energy use of 
new and renovated buildings that did not 
meet the code in the preceding year, com-
pared to a baseline of comparable buildings 
that meet the code, is not more than 10 per-
cent of the estimated energy use of all new 
and renovated buildings covered by the code 
in the preceding year. 

‘‘(d) FAILURE TO MEET DEADLINES.—(1) The 
Secretary shall permit extensions of the 
deadlines for the certification requirements 
under subsections (b) and (c) of this section 
for up to 1 year if a State can demonstrate 
that it has made a good faith effort to com-
ply with such requirements and that it has 
made significant progress in doing so. 

‘‘(2) Any State for which the Secretary has 
not accepted a certification by a deadline 
under subsection (b) or (c) of this section, 
with any extension granted under paragraph 
(1), is out of compliance with this section. 

‘‘(3) In any State that is out of compliance 
with this section, a local government may be 
in compliance with this section by meeting 
the certification requirements under sub-
sections (b) and (c) of this section. 
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‘‘(e) TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE.—(1) The Sec-

retary shall provide technical assistance, in-
cluding building energy analysis and design 
tools, building demonstrations, and design 
assistance and training to enable the na-
tional model building energy codes and 
standards to meet the targets in subsection 
(a)(1). 

‘‘(2) The Secretary shall provide technical 
assistance to States to implement the re-
quirements of this section, including proce-
dures for States to demonstrate that their 
code provisions achieve equivalent or greater 
energy savings than the national model 
codes and standards, and to improve and im-
plement State residential and commercial 
building energy efficiency codes or to other-
wise promote the design and construction of 
energy efficient buildings. 

‘‘(f) AVAILABILITY OF INCENTIVE FUNDING.— 
(1) The Secretary shall provide incentive 
funding to States to implement the require-
ments of this section, and to improve and 
implement State residential and commercial 
building energy efficiency codes, including 
increasing and verifying compliance with 
such codes. In determining whether, and in 
what amount, to provide incentive funding 
under this subsection, the Secretary shall 
consider the actions proposed by the State to 
implement the requirements of this section, 
to improve and implement residential and 
commercial building energy efficiency codes, 
and to promote building energy efficiency 
through the use of such codes. 

‘‘(2) Additional funding shall be provided 
under this subsection for implementation of 
a plan to achieve and document at least a 90 
percent rate of compliance with residential 
and commercial building energy efficiency 
codes, based on energy performance— 

‘‘(A) to a State that has adopted and is im-
plementing, on a Statewide basis— 

‘‘(i) a residential building energy efficiency 
code that meets or exceeds the requirements 
of the 2006 IECC, or any succeeding version 
of that code that has received an affirmative 
determination from the Secretary under sub-
section (a)(2)(A)(i); and 

‘‘(ii) a commercial building energy effi-
ciency code that meets or exceeds the re-
quirements of the ASHRAE Standard 90.1- 
2004, or any succeeding version of that stand-
ard that has received an affirmative deter-
mination from the Secretary under sub-
section (a)(2)(A)(i); or 

‘‘(B) in a State in which there is no State-
wide energy code either for residential build-
ings or for commercial buildings, or where 
State codes fail to comply with subpara-
graph (A), to a local government that has 
adopted and is implementing residential and 
commercial building energy efficiency codes, 
as described in subparagraph (A). 

‘‘(3) Of the amounts made available under 
this subsection, the Secretary may use 
amounts required, not exceeding $500,000 for 
each State, to train State and local officials 
to implement codes described in paragraph 
(2). 

‘‘(4)(A) There are authorized to be appro-
priated to carry out this subsection— 

‘‘(i) $25,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2008 
through 2012; and 

‘‘(ii) such sums as are necessary for fiscal 
year 2013 and each fiscal year thereafter. 

‘‘(B) Funding provided to States under 
paragraph (2) for each fiscal year shall not 
exceed one-half of the excess of funding 
under this subsection over $5,000,000 for the 
fiscal year.’’. 

(b) DEFINITION.—Section 303 of the Energy 
Conservation and Production Act (42 U.S.C. 
6832) is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing new paragraph: 

‘‘(17) The term ‘IECC’ means the Inter-
national Energy Conservation Code.’’. 
SEC. 9032. ENERGY CODE IMPROVEMENTS APPLI-

CABLE TO MANUFACTURED HOUS-
ING. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 4 years 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary of Energy shall by regulation es-
tablish standards for energy efficiency in 
manufactured housing. ‘‘Such standards 
shall be established after notice and an op-
portunity for comment by manufacturers of 
manufactured housing and other interested 
parties, and after consultation with the Sec-
retary of Housing and Urban Development 
who may seek further counsel from the Man-
ufactured Housing Consensus Com-
mittee.’’ltation with the Secretary of Hous-
ing and Urban Development who may seek 
further counsel from the Manufactured 
Housing Consensus Committee.’’ 

(b) CERTAIN REQUIREMENTS.—The regula-
tions under subsection (a) shall be in accord-
ance with the following: 

(1) The energy conservation standards es-
tablished under this subsection shall be 
based on the most recent version of the 
International Energy Conservation Code (in-
cluding supplements) except where the Sec-
retary finds that such code is not cost-effec-
tive, or a more stringent standard would be 
more cost-effective, based on total life-cycle 
construction and operating costs. 

(2) The energy conservation standards es-
tablished under this subsection may— 

(A) take into consideration the design and 
factory construction techniques of manufac-
tured homes; 

(B) be based on the climate zones estab-
lished by the Department of Housing and 
Urban Development rather than those under 
the International Energy Conservation Code; 
and 

(C) provide for alternative practices that 
result in net estimated energy consumption 
equal to or less than the specified standards. 

(3) The energy conservation standards es-
tablished under this subsection shall be up-
dated within one year after the date of en-
actment of this Act and within one year 
after any revision to the International En-
ergy Conservation Code. 

(c) ENFORCEMENT.—Any manufacturer of 
manufactured housing that violates a provi-
sion of the regulations under subsection (a) 
is liable to the United States for a civil pen-
alty in an amount not exceeding 1 percent of 
the manufacturer’s retail list price of the 
manufactured housing. 
SEC. 9033. BASELINE BUILDING DESIGNS. 

Section 327(f)(3)(D) of the Energy Policy 
and Conservation Act (42 U.S.C. 6297(f)(3)(D)) 
is amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(D) If the code uses one or more baseline 
building designs against which all submitted 
building designs are to be evaluated and such 
baseline building designs contain a covered 
product subject to an energy conservation 
standard established in or prescribed under 
section 325, the baseline building designs are 
based on the efficiency level for such covered 
product which— 

‘‘(i) meets but does not exceed such stand-
ard; 

‘‘(ii) is the efficiency level required by a 
regulation of that State for which the Sec-
retary has issued a rule granting a waiver 
under subsection (d) of this section; or 

‘‘(iii) is a level that, when evaluated in the 
baseline building design, the State has found 
to be feasible and cost-effective.’’. 
SEC. 9034. REAUTHORIZATION OF WEATHERIZA-

TION ASSISTANCE PROGRAM. 
(a) AMENDMENT.—Section 422 of the Energy 

Conservation and Production Act (42 U.S.C. 

6872) is amended by striking ‘‘$500,000,000 for 
fiscal year 2006, $600,000,000 for fiscal year 
2007, and $700,000,000 for fiscal year 2008’’ and 
inserting ‘‘$600,000,000 for fiscal year 2007, 
and $750,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2008, 
2009, 2010, 2011, and 2012. From those sums, 
the Secretary is authorized to initiate an Al-
ternative Delivery System Pilot Project to 
examine options for decreasing energy con-
sumption associated with heating and cool-
ing while increasing household participation 
by focusing on key energy saving compo-
nents. Alternative Delivery System Pilot 
Projects should be undertaken in both hot 
and cold urban areas. In implementing the 
Alternative Delivery System Pilot Project, 
the Secretary shall consider (1) the expected 
effectiveness and benefits of the proposed 
Pilot Project to low- and moderate-income 
energy consumers; (2) the potential for rep-
lication of successful results; (3) the impact 
on the energy costs of those served; and (4) 
the extent of partnerships with other public 
and private entities that contribute to the 
resources and implementation of the pro-
gram, including financial partnerships. 
Funding for such projects may equal up to 
two percent of funding in any fiscal year, 
provided that no funding is utilized for such 
demonstrations in any fiscal year in which 
Weatherization appropriations are less than 
$275,000,000.’’ after ‘‘cold urban areas.’’. 

(b) SUSTAINABLE ENERGY RESOURCES FOR 
CONSUMERS GRANTS.—(1) The Secretary of 
Energy may make funding available to local 
Weatherization agencies from amounts au-
thorized under the amendment made by sub-
section (a) to expand the weatherization as-
sistance program for residential buildings to 
include materials, benefits, and renewable 
and domestic energy technologies not cur-
rently covered by the program, provided that 
the State Weatherization grantee has cer-
tified that the applicant has the capacity to 
carry out the proposed activities and that 
the grantee will include the project in its fi-
nancial oversight of the Weatherization As-
sistance program. 

(2) In selecting the grants, the program 
shall give priority to— 

(A) the expected effectiveness and benefits 
of the proposed project to low- and moderate 
income energy consumers; 

(B) the potential for replication of success-
ful results; 

(C) the impact on the health and safety 
and energy costs of those served; and 

(D) the extent of partnerships with other 
public and private entities that contribute to 
the resources and implementation of the pro-
gram, including financial partnerships. 

(3) Funding for such projects may equal up 
to two percent of funding in any fiscal year, 
provided that no funding is utilized for Sus-
tainable Energy Resources for Consumers 
grants in any fiscal year in which Weather-
ization appropriations are less than 
$275,000,000. 

PART 4—COMMERCIAL AND FEDERAL 
BUILDING EFFICIENCY 

SEC. 9041. DEFINITIONS. 
In this part: 
(1) ADMINISTRATOR.—The term ‘‘Adminis-

trator’’ means the Administrator of General 
Services. 

(2) ADVISORY COMMITTEE.—The term ‘‘Advi-
sory Committee’’ means the Green Building 
Advisory Committee established under sec-
tion 9042(c)(2). 

(3) COMMERCIAL DIRECTOR.—The term Com-
mercial Director means the individual ap-
pointed to the position established under 
section 9043(a). 

(4) CONSORTIUM.—The term ‘‘Consortium’’ 
means the High-Performance Green Building 
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Partnership Consortium created in response 
to section 9042(c)(1) to represent the private 
sector in a public-private partnership to pro-
mote high-performance green buildings and 
zero-net-energy commercial buildings. 

(5) FEDERAL DIRECTOR.—The term ‘‘Federal 
Director’’ means the individual appointed to 
the position established under section 
9042(a). 

(6) FEDERAL FACILITY.—The term ‘‘Federal 
facility’’ means any building that is con-
structed, renovated, leased, or purchased in 
part or in whole for use by the Federal Gov-
ernment. 

(7) HIGH-PERFORMANCE GREEN BUILDING.— 
The term ‘‘high-performance green building’’ 
means a building that, during its life-cycle, 
as compared with similar buildings (as meas-
ured by Commercial Buildings Energy Con-
sumption Survey or Residential Energy Con-
sumption Survey data from the Energy In-
formation Agency)— 

(A) reduces energy, water, and material re-
source use; 

(B) improves indoor environmental qual-
ity, including reducing indoor pollution, im-
proving thermal comfort, and improving 
lighting and acoustic environments that af-
fect occupant health and productivity; 

(C) reduces negative impacts on the envi-
ronment throughout the life-cycle of the 
building, including air and water pollution 
and waste generation; 

(D) increases the use of environmentally 
preferable products, including biobased, re-
cycled content, and nontoxic products with 
lower life-cycle impacts; 

(E) increases reuse and recycling opportu-
nities; 

(F) integrates systems in the building; 
(G) reduces the environmental and energy 

impacts of transportation through building 
location and site design that support a full 
range of transportation choices for users of 
the building; and 

(H) considers indoor and outdoor effects of 
the building on human health and the envi-
ronment, including— 

(i) improvements in worker productivity; 
(ii) the life-cycle impacts of building mate-

rials and operations; and 
(iii) other factors that the Federal Director 

or the Commercial Director consider to be 
appropriate. 

(8) LIFE-CYCLE.—The term ‘‘life-cycle’’, 
with respect to a high-performance green 
building, means all stages of the useful life 
of the building (including components, 
equipment, systems, and controls of the 
building) beginning at conception of a high- 
performance green building project and con-
tinuing through site selection, design, con-
struction, landscaping, commissioning, oper-
ation, maintenance, renovation, 
deconstruction or demolition, removal, and 
recycling of the high-performance green 
building. 

(9) LIFE-CYCLE ASSESSMENT.—The term 
‘‘life-cycle assessment’’ means a comprehen-
sive system approach for measuring the envi-
ronmental performance of a product or serv-
ice over the life of the product or service, be-
ginning at raw materials acquisition and 
continuing through manufacturing, trans-
portation, installation, use, reuse, and end- 
of-life waste management. 

(10) LIFE-CYCLE COSTING.—The term ‘‘life- 
cycle costing’’, with respect to a high-per-
formance green building, means a technique 
of economic evaluation that— 

(A) sums, over a given study period, the 
costs of initial investment (less resale 
value), replacements, operations (including 
energy use), and maintenance and repair of 
an investment decision; and 

(B) is expressed— 
(i) in present value terms, in the case of a 

study period equivalent to the longest useful 
life of the building, determined by taking 
into consideration the typical life of such a 
building in the area in which the building is 
to be located; or 

(ii) in annual value terms, in the case of 
any other study period. 

(11) OFFICE OF COMMERCIAL HIGH-PERFORM-
ANCE GREEN BUILDINGS.—The term ‘‘Office of 
Commercial High-Performance Green Build-
ings’’ refers to the office established under 
section 9043(a). 

(12) OFFICE OF FEDERAL HIGH-PERFORMANCE 
GREEN BUILDINGS.—The term ‘‘Office of Fed-
eral High-Performance Green Buildings’’ re-
fers to the Office established undersection 
9042(a). 

(13) PRACTICES.—The term ‘‘practices’’ 
means design, financing, permitting, con-
struction, commissioning, operation and 
maintenance, and other practices that con-
tribute to achieving zero-net-energy build-
ings or facilities. 

(14) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’ 
means the Secretary of Energy. 

(15) ZERO-NET-ENERGY COMMERCIAL BUILD-
ING.—The term ‘‘zero-net-energy commercial 
building’’ means a commercial building that 
is designed, constructed, and operated to— 

(A) require a greatly reduced quantity of 
energy to operate; 

(B) meet the balance of energy needs from 
sources of energy that do not produce green-
house gases; 

(C) therefore result in no net emissions of 
greenhouse gases; and 

(D) be economically viable. 
SEC. 9042. HIGH-PERFORMANCE GREEN FEDERAL 

BUILDINGS. 
(a) ESTABLISHMENT OF OFFICE.—Not later 

than 60 days after the date of enactment of 
this Act, the Administrator shall establish 
within the General Services Administration 
an Office of Federal High-Performance Green 
Buildings, and appoint an individual to serve 
as Federal Director in, a position in the ca-
reer-reserved Senior Executive service, to— 

(1) establish and manage the Office of Com-
mercial High-Performance Green Buildings; 
and 

(2) carry out other duties as required under 
this part. 

(b) COMPENSATION.—The compensation of 
the Federal Director shall not exceed the 
maximum rate of basic pay for the Senior 
Executive Service under section 5382 of title 
5, United States Code, including any applica-
ble locality-based comparability payment 
that may be authorized under section 
5304(h)(2)(C) of that title. 

(c) DUTIES.—The Federal Director shall— 
(1) coordinate the activities of the Office of 

Federal High-Performance Green Buildings 
with the activities of the Office of Commer-
cial High-Performance Green Buildings; 

(2) ensure full coordination of high-per-
formance green building information and ac-
tivities within the General Services Admin-
istration and all relevant agencies, includ-
ing, at a minimum— 

(A) the Environmental Protection Agency; 
(B) the Office of the Federal Environ-

mental Executive; 
(C) the Office of Federal Procurement Pol-

icy; 
(D) the Department of Energy; 
(E) the Department of Health and Human 

Services; and 
(F) the Department of Defense; 
(3) establish a senior-level Federal Green 

Building Advisory Committee, which shall 
provide advice and recommendations in ac-
cordance with subsection (d); 

(4) identify and biennially reassess im-
proved or higher rating standards rec-
ommended by the Advisory Committee; 

(5) ensure full coordination of research and 
development information relating to Federal 
high-performance green building initiatives; 

(6) identify and develop Federal high-per-
formance green building standards that 
could be used for all types of Federal facili-
ties; 

(7) establish green practices that can be 
used throughout the life of a Federal facil-
ity; and 

(8) review and analyze current Federal 
budget practices and life-cycle costing 
issues, and make recommendations to Con-
gress, in accordance with subsection (d). 

(d) ADDITIONAL DUTIES.—The Federal Di-
rector, in coordination with the Commercial 
Director and the Advisory Committee, 
shall— 

(1) identify, review, and analyze current 
budget and contracting practices that affect 
achievement of high-performance green 
buildings, including the identification of bar-
riers to high-performance green building life- 
cycle costing and budgetary issues; 

(2) develop guidance and conduct training 
sessions with budget specialists and con-
tracting personnel from Federal agencies 
and budget examiners to apply life-cycle cost 
criteria to actual projects; 

(3) identify tools to aid life-cycle cost deci-
sionmaking; and 

(4) explore the feasibility of incorporating 
the benefits of high-performance green build-
ings, such as security benefits, into a cost- 
budget analysis to aid in life-cycle costing 
for budget and decisionmaking processes. 

(e) INCENTIVES.—As soon as practicable 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Federal Director shall identify incentives to 
encourage the use of high-performance green 
buildings and related technology in the oper-
ations of the Federal Government, including 
through— 

(1) the provision of recognition awards; and 
(2) the maximum feasible retention of fi-

nancial savings in the annual budgets of Fed-
eral agencies for use in reinvesting in future 
high-performance green building initiatives. 

(f) REPORT.—Not later than 2 years after 
the date of enactment of this Act, and bien-
nially thereafter, the Federal Director shall 
submit to Congress a report that— 

(1) describes the status of the Federal high- 
performance green building initiatives in ef-
fect as of the date of the report, including— 

(A) the extent to which the programs are 
being carried out in accordance with this 
part; and 

(B) the status of funding requests and ap-
propriations for those programs; 

(2) identifies within the planning, budg-
eting, and construction process all types of 
Federal facility procedures that inhibit new 
and existing Federal facilities from becom-
ing high-performance green buildings; 

(3) identifies inconsistencies, as reported 
to the Advisory Committee, in Federal law 
with respect to product acquisition guide-
lines and high-performance product guide-
lines; 

(4) recommends language for uniform 
standards for use by Federal agencies in en-
vironmentally responsible acquisition; 

(5) in coordination with the Office of Man-
agement and Budget, reviews the budget 
process for capital programs with respect to 
alternatives for— 

(A) restructuring of budgets to require the 
use of complete energy and environmental 
cost accounting; 
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(B) using operations expenditures in budg-

et-related decisions while simultaneously in-
corporating productivity and health meas-
ures (as those measures can be quantified by 
the Office of Federal High-Performance 
Green Buildings, with the assistance of uni-
versities and national laboratories); 

(C) permitting Federal agencies to retain 
all identified savings accrued as a result of 
the use of life-cycle costing for future high- 
performance green building initiatives; and 

(D) identifying short-term and long-term 
cost savings that accrue from high-perform-
ance green buildings, including those relat-
ing to health and productivity; 

(6) identifies green, self-sustaining tech-
nologies to address the operational needs of 
Federal facilities in times of national secu-
rity emergencies, natural disasters, or other 
dire emergencies; 

(7) summarizes and highlights develop-
ment, at the State and local level, of high- 
performance green building initiatives, in-
cluding executive orders, policies, or laws 
adopted promoting high-performance green 
building (including the status of implemen-
tation of those initiatives); and 

(8) includes, for the 2-year period covered 
by the report, recommendations to address 
each of the matters, and a plan for imple-
mentation of each recommendation, de-
scribed in paragraphs (1) through (7). 

(g) IMPLEMENTATION.—The Office of Federal 
High-Performance Green Buildings shall 
carry out each plan for implementation of 
recommendations under subsection (f)(8). 
SEC. 9043. COMMERCIAL HIGH-PERFORMANCE 

GREEN BUILDINGS. 
(a) ESTABLISHMENT OF OFFICE.—Not later 

than 60 days after the date of enactment of 
this Act, the Secretary shall establish within 
the Department of Energy, Office of Energy 
Efficiency and Renewable Energy, an Office 
of Commercial High-Performance Green 
Buildings, and appoint an individual to serve 
as Commercial Director in, a position in the 
career-reserved Senior Executive service, 
to— 

(1) establish and manage the Office of Com-
mercial High-Performance Green Buildings; 
and 

(2) carry out other duties as required under 
this part. 

(b) COMPENSATION.—The compensation of 
the Commercial Director shall not exceed 
the maximum rate of basic pay for the Sen-
ior Executive Service under section 5382 of 
title 5, United States Code, including any ap-
plicable locality-based comparability pay-
ment that may be authorized under section 
5304(h)(2)(C) of that title. 

(c) DUTIES.—The Commercial Director 
shall, with respect to development of high- 
performance green buildings and zero-energy 
commercial buildings nationwide— 

(1) coordinate the activities of the Office of 
Commercial High-Performance Green Build-
ings with the activities of the Office of Fed-
eral High-Performance Green Buildings; 

(2) develop the legal predicates and agree-
ments for, negotiate, and establish one or 
more public-private partnerships with the 
Consortium, members of the Consortium, 
and other capable parties meeting the quali-
fications of the Consortium, to further such 
development; 

(3) represent the public and the Depart-
ment of Energy in negotiating and per-
forming in accord with such public-private 
partnerships; 

(4) use appropriated funds in an effective 
manner to encourage the maximum invest-
ment of private funds to achieve such devel-
opment; and 

(5) establish a national high-performance 
green building clearinghouse in accordance 
withsection 9045(1), which shall provide high- 
performance green building information 
through— 

(A) outreach; 
(B) education; and 
(C) the provision of technical assistance. 
(d) REPORTING.—The Commercial Director 

shall report directly to the Assistant Sec-
retary for Energy Efficiency and Renewable 
Energy, or to other senior officials in a way 
that facilitates the integrated program of 
this part for both energy efficiency and re-
newable energy and both technology develop-
ment and technology deployment. 

(e) COORDINATION.—The Commercial Direc-
tor shall ensure full coordination of high- 
performance green building information and 
activities, including activities under this 
part, within the Federal Government by 
working with the General Services Adminis-
tration and all relevant agencies, including, 
at a minimum— 

(1) the Environmental Protection Agency; 
(2) the Office of the Federal Environmental 

Executive; 
(3) the Office of Federal Procurement Pol-

icy; 
(4) the Department of Energy, particularly 

the Federal Energy Management Program; 
(5) the Department of Health and Human 

Services; 
(6) the Department of Housing and Urban 

Development; 
(7) the Department of Defense; and 
(8) such nonprofit high-performance green 

building rating and analysis entities as the 
Commercial Director determines can offer 
support, expertise, and review services. 

(f) HIGH-PERFORMANCE GREEN BUILDING 
PARTNERSHIP CONSORTIUM.— 

(1) RECOGNITION.—Not later than 90 days 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Commercial Director shall formally recog-
nize one or more groups that qualify as a 
high-performance green building partnership 
consortium. 

(2) REPRESENTATION TO QUALIFY.—To qual-
ify under this section, any consortium shall 
include representation from— 

(A) the design professions, including na-
tional associations of architects and of pro-
fessional engineers; 

(B) the development, construction, finan-
cial, and real estate industries; 

(C) building owners and operators from the 
public and private sectors; 

(D) academic and research organizations, 
including at least one national laboratory 
with extensive commercial building energy 
expertise; 

(E) building code agencies and organiza-
tions, including a model energy code-setting 
organization; 

(F) independent high-performance green 
building associations or councils; 

(G) experts in indoor air quality and envi-
ronmental factors; 

(H) experts in intelligent buildings and in-
tegrated building information systems; 

(I) utility energy efficiency programs; and 
(J) nongovernmental energy efficiency or-

ganizations. 
(3) FUNDING.—The Secretary may make 

payments to the Consortium pursuant to the 
terms of a public-private partnership for 
such activities of the Consortium under-
taken under such a partnership as described 
in this part directly to the Consortium or 
through one or more of its members. 

(g) REPORT.—Not later than 2 years after 
the date of enactment of this Act, and bien-
nially thereafter, the Commercial Director, 

in consultation with the Consortium, shall 
submit to Congress a report that— 

(1) describes the status of the high-per-
formance green building initiatives under 
this part and other Federal programs affect-
ing commercial high-performance green 
buildings in effect as of the date of the re-
port, including— 

(A) the extent to which the programs are 
being carried out in accordance with this 
part; and 

(B) the status of funding requests and ap-
propriations for those programs; and 

(2) summarizes and highlights develop-
ment, at the State and local level, of high- 
performance green building initiatives, in-
cluding executive orders, policies, or laws 
adopted promoting high-performance green 
building (including the status of implemen-
tation of those initiatives). 
SEC. 9044. ZERO-ENERGY COMMERCIAL BUILD-

INGS INITIATIVE. 
(a) GOAL.—The Commercial Director, in 

partnership with the Consortium, shall peri-
odically study and refine a national goal to 
reduce commercial building energy use and 
achieve zero-net-energy commercial build-
ings. Unless the Commercial Director con-
cludes that such targets are unachievable or 
unrealistic, the goal shall include objectives 
that— 

(1) all new commercial buildings con-
structed after the beginning of 2025 are zero- 
net-energy commercial buildings; 

(2) by 2035, 50 percent of the then existing 
stock of commercial buildings that were con-
structed before 2025 are zero-net-energy com-
mercial buildings; and 

(3) by 2050, all commercial buildings are 
zero-net-energy commercial buildings. 

(b) STRATEGY.—The Commercial Director, 
in partnership with the Consortium, shall de-
velop a market transformation strategy in-
tended to achieve the adopted goal by sig-
nificantly accelerating the development and 
widespread deployment of energy efficiency 
technologies, practices, and policies in both 
new and existing commercial buildings, and 
by leveraging State, utility, and private sec-
tor commercial building energy efficiency 
programs. 

(c) INITIATIVE.—The Commercial Director, 
in partnership with the Consortium, shall 
implement an initiative to carry out the 
strategy that may include— 

(1) support for industry efforts to develop 
advanced materials, equipment, controls, 
practices, and integrated building systems 
aimed at achieving zero-net-energy commer-
cial buildings and monitoring and 
benchmarking commercial building energy 
use; 

(2) training, education, and awareness pro-
grams, including— 

(A) programs in cooperation with industry 
and professional associations and edu-
cational institutions to provide education on 
achieving sustainable and energy-efficient 
performance through proper system and 
structure design, construction, and oper-
ation to— 

(i) architects; 
(ii) mechanical, electrical, and plumbing 

engineers; 
(iii) contractors; and 
(iv) construction managers and facility 

managers; 
(B) programs to incorporate energy effi-

ciency and sustainability elements into ar-
chitecture, engineering, and vocational 
training and certification curricula, includ-
ing professional certification and continuing 
education programs; and 

(C) regional and national public education 
campaigns to educate real estate, finance, 
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and other commercial buildings profes-
sionals and the general public about the op-
portunities for energy and cost savings and 
associated environmental and health bene-
fits associated with high-performance green 
buildings; 

(3) pilot projects to demonstrate and docu-
ment the performance of scalable and 
replicable technologies, practices, and poli-
cies to achieve high-performance green 
buildings and zero-net-energy commercial 
buildings, including— 

(A) pilot projects representing each mar-
ket segment or building type in each climate 
region that include current best practice in 
integrated design, technology and systems, 
construction, commissioning, operation, and 
building information management; 

(B) pilot projects, in cooperation with 
State and local governments, in public build-
ings; and 

(C) pilot projects, in cooperation with pub-
lic school districts and colleges and univer-
sities, to— 

(i) demonstrate such technologies and 
practices in new and existing facilities; 

(ii) involve students and faculty members 
in integrating energy efficiency and high- 
performance green building concepts and 
measures within the educational curriculum; 
and 

(iii) use education facilities as showcases 
to communicate these concepts to the com-
munity; 

(4) technical assistance and funding of 
pilot projects for the development and use of 
new building energy design standards, model 
designs, model energy codes, and incentives 
and other policies, to be provided to design-
ers, builders, developers, commercial build-
ing owners, and utility and government en-
ergy efficiency programs, including— 

(A) support for code and standards organi-
zations to develop aggressive model energy 
codes, beyond-code guidelines, and code com-
pliance programs for new and existing build-
ings; 

(B) assistance to utilities, builders, and 
State and local officials in developing, im-
plementing, and evaluating pilot programs 
to achieve building design and actual energy 
performance that meet and exceed perform-
ance levels in the model energy codes; and 

(C) support for development and dissemina-
tion of model programs and policies that pro-
vide incentives for high-performance green 
buildings, such as accelerated zoning and 
construction permitting and inspections, 
density bonuses, and State and local tax in-
centives; 

(5) technical assistance and funding of 
pilot projects for innovative market-based 
initiatives to advance energy-efficient tech-
nologies and practices in new and existing 
commercial buildings, provided to State 
agencies, utilities, and other entities, includ-
ing— 

(A) design assistance and incentives for in-
corporating sustainability and energy effi-
ciency beginning with the first stages of 
building design and continuing through 
start-up commissioning and long-term oper-
ation; 

(B) performance-based design and con-
struction fees for high-performance green 
construction and renovation; 

(C) equipment leasing and financing strate-
gies for energy efficiency upgrades of new 
and replacement commercial building equip-
ment; 

(D) trade-in programs for early retirement 
of low-efficiency commercial building equip-
ment and system components, such as mo-
tors, air conditioners, boilers, lighting, and 
windows; 

(E) improved methods of energy perform-
ance contracting to reduce transaction costs 
and encourage the use of third-party funding 
and expertise for energy-efficient retro-
fitting of existing commercial buildings; 

(F) improved model protocols for commer-
cial building energy audits, energy perform-
ance measurement and verification, contin-
uous commissioning, and ongoing perform-
ance monitoring and diagnostics; and 

(G) strategies to reduce barriers to energy 
efficiency investment by addressing split in-
centives between commercial building own-
ers and tenants; 

(6) development, dissemination, technical 
assistance, and pilot project activities to im-
prove the practice of monitoring, 
benchmarking, and disclosure of actual com-
mercial building energy performance and op-
erating costs, including— 

(A) improved methods of measuring and 
compiling energy performance data on a sta-
tistically significant share of commercial 
new construction, renovation, and energy 
retrofit projects; 

(B) development and dissemination of en-
ergy performance metrics for the commer-
cial building stock and for important subcat-
egories of commercial buildings; 

(C) improved methods of providing energy 
performance feedback to commercial build-
ing owners, operators, and occupants, includ-
ing real-time feedback and comparisons to 
performance goals, past performance, and 
similar buildings; 

(D) voluntary programs at the national, re-
gional, and sectoral levels to recognize and 
reward commercial buildings with excep-
tional performance or performance improve-
ment; 

(E) increased availability and use of tools 
for post occupancy assessment of energy effi-
ciency and occupant satisfaction with com-
mercial high-performance green buildings, 
and for measuring and documenting non-en-
ergy financial and other benefits of such 
buildings; 

(7) in cooperation with the Energy Infor-
mation Administration and with utility, 
State, and private sector organizations, de-
velopment and application of improved 
methods for assessing trends in the energy 
performance of the commercial buildings 
stock, new construction, and building ren-
ovations, by building type and region, in 
order to track progress toward the goals 
adopted under subsection (a); and 

(8) such otherwise authorized activities 
that the Secretary and the Commercial Di-
rector determine are necessary to the suc-
cess of the initiative. 
SEC. 9045. PUBLIC OUTREACH. 

The Commercial Director, in coordination 
with the Consortium, shall carry out public 
outreach to inform individuals and entities 
of the information and services available 
Governmentwide by— 

(1) establishing and maintaining a national 
high-performance green building clearing-
house, including on the internet, that— 

(A) identifies existing similar efforts and 
coordinates activities of common interest; 
and 

(B) provides information relating to high- 
performance green buildings, including 
hyperlinks to internet sites that describe the 
activities, information, and resources of— 

(i) the Federal Government; 
(ii) State and local governments; 
(iii) the private sector (including non-

governmental and nonprofit entities and or-
ganizations); and 

(iv) international organizations; 
(2) identifying and recommending edu-

cational resources for implementing high- 

performance green building practices, in-
cluding security and emergency benefits and 
practices; 

(3) providing access to technical assistance 
on using tools and resources to make more 
cost-effective, energy-efficient, health-pro-
tective, and environmentally beneficial deci-
sions for constructing high-performance 
green buildings, particularly tools available 
to conduct life-cycle costing and life-cycle 
assessment; 

(4) providing information on application 
processes for certifying a high-performance 
green building, including certification and 
commissioning; 

(5) providing technical information, mar-
ket research, or other forms of assistance or 
advice that would be useful in planning and 
constructing high-performance green build-
ings; 

(6) using such other methods as are deter-
mined by the Commercial Director to be ap-
propriate; 

(7) surveying existing research and studies 
relating to high-performance green build-
ings; 

(8) coordinating activities of common in-
terest; 

(9) developing and recommending a high- 
performance green building practices that— 

(A) identify information and research 
needs, including the relationships between 
health, occupant productivity, and each of— 

(i) pollutant emissions from materials and 
products in the building; 

(ii) natural day lighting; 
(iii) ventilation choices and technologies; 
(iv) heating, cooling, and system control 

choices and technologies; 
(v) moisture control and mold; 
(vi) maintenance, cleaning, and pest con-

trol activities; 
(vii) acoustics; and 
(viii) other issues relating to the health, 

comfort, productivity, and performance of 
occupants of the building; and 

(B) promote the development and dissemi-
nation of high-performance green building 
measurement tools that, at a minimum, may 
be used— 

(i) to monitor and assess the life-cycle per-
formance of facilities (including demonstra-
tion projects) built as high-performance 
green buildings; and 

(ii) to perform life-cycle assessments; 
(10) studying and identifying potential ben-

efits of high-performance green buildings re-
lating to security, natural disaster, and 
emergency needs of the Federal Government; 
and 

(11) supporting other research initiatives 
determined by the Office of Commercial 
High-Performance Green Buildings. 
SEC. 9046. FEDERAL PROCUREMENT. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 2 years 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Director of the Office of Federal Procure-
ment Policy, in consultation with the Fed-
eral Director, the Commercial Director, and 
the Under Secretary of Defense for Acquisi-
tion, Technology, and Logistics, shall pro-
mulgate revisions of the applicable acquisi-
tion regulations, to take effect as of the date 
of promulgation of the revisions— 

(1) to direct any Federal procurement ex-
ecutives involved in the acquisition, con-
struction, or major renovation (including 
contracting for the construction or major 
renovation) of any facility— 

(A) to employ integrated design principles; 
(B) to improve site selection for environ-

mental and community benefits; 
(C) to optimize building and systems en-

ergy performance; 
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(D) to protect and conserve water; 
(E) to enhance indoor environmental qual-

ity; and 
(F) to reduce environmental impacts of 

materials and waste flows; and 
(2) to direct Federal procurement execu-

tives involved in leasing buildings, to give 
preference to the lease of facilities that— 

(A) are energy-efficient; and 
(B) to the maximum extent practicable, 

have applied contemporary high-perform-
ance and sustainable design principles during 
construction or renovation. 

(b) GUIDANCE.—Not later than 90 days after 
the date of promulgation of the revised regu-
lations under subsection (a), the Director of 
the Office of Procurement Policy shall issue 
guidance to all Federal procurement execu-
tives providing direction and instructions to 
renegotiate the design of proposed facilities, 
renovations for existing facilities, and leased 
facilities to incorporate improvements that 
are consistent with this section. 
SEC. 9047. MANAGEMENT OF ENERGY AND WATER 

EFFICIENCY IN FEDERAL BUILD-
INGS. 

Section 543 of the National Energy Con-
servation Policy Act (42 U.S.C. 8253) is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 

‘‘(f) USE OF ENERGY AND WATER EFFICIENCY 
MEASURES IN FEDERAL BUILDINGS.— 

‘‘(1) FACILITY ENERGY MANAGERS.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Each Federal agency 

shall designate a manager responsible for 
implementing this subsection and reducing 
energy use at each building or facility that 
meets criteria under subparagraph (B). 

‘‘(B) COVERED FACILITIES.—The Secretary 
shall develop criteria, after consultation 
with affected agencies, energy efficiency ad-
vocates, and energy and utility service pro-
viders, that cover, at a minimum, each Fed-
eral building or facility with greater than 
40,000 square feet of space or greater than 
$75,000 per year in energy costs, including 
central utility plants and distribution sys-
tems and other energy intensive operations, 
and that constitute in the aggregate at least 
two-thirds of total Federal building and fa-
cility energy use. 

‘‘(2) ENERGY AND WATER EVALUATIONS AND 
COMMISSIONING.— 

‘‘(A) EVALUATIONS.—Not later than 18 
months after the date of enactment of this 
subsection, and every 5 years thereafter, 
each energy manager shall complete a com-
prehensive energy and water evaluation for 
each building or facility that meets criteria 
under paragraph (1)(B). 

‘‘(B) RECOMMISSIONING AND 
RETROCOMMISSIONING.—As part of the evalua-
tion under subparagraph (A) or on the same 
schedule the energy manager shall re-
commission or retrocommission each such 
building and facility as applicable. 

‘‘(3) IMPLEMENTATION OF IDENTIFIED ENERGY 
AND WATER EFFICIENCY MEASURES.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 2 years 
after the completion of each evaluation 
under paragraph (1), each energy manager— 

‘‘(i) shall fully implement each energy and 
water-saving measure identified in the eval-
uation conducted under paragraph (2) that is 
life-cycle cost-effective and has a 12-year or 
shorter simple payback period; 

‘‘(ii) may implement any energy or water- 
saving measure that the Federal agency 
identified in the evaluation conducted under 
paragraph (1) that is life-cycle cost-effective 
and has longer than a 12-year simple pay-
back period; and 

‘‘(iii) may bundle individual measures of 
varying paybacks together into combined 
projects. 

‘‘(B) PAYBACK PERIOD.—For the purpose of 
subparagraph (A), the simple payback period 
of a measure shall be obtained by dividing— 

‘‘(i) the estimated initial implementation 
cost of the measure (other than financing 
costs); by 

‘‘(ii) the annual cost savings from the 
measure. 

‘‘(C) COST SAVINGS.—For the purpose of 
subparagraph (B), cost savings shall include 
net savings in estimated— 

‘‘(i) energy and water costs; and 
‘‘(ii) operations, maintenance, repair, re-

placement, and other direct costs. 
‘‘(D) EXCEPTIONS.—The Secretary may 

modify or make exceptions to the calcula-
tion of a 12-year simple payback under this 
paragraph in the guidelines issued by the 
Secretary under paragraph (5), if necessary 
and appropriate to achieve the purposes of 
this Act. 

‘‘(E) LIFE-CYCLE COST-EFFECTIVE.—For the 
purpose of subparagraph (A), determination 
of whether a measure is life-cycle cost-effec-
tive shall use methods and procedures devel-
oped pursuant to section 544. 

‘‘(4) FOLLOW-UP ON IMPLEMENTED MEAS-
URES.—For each measure implemented under 
paragraph (3), each energy manager shall en-
sure that— 

‘‘(A) equipment, including building and 
equipment controls, is fully commissioned at 
acceptance to be operating at design speci-
fications; 

‘‘(B) a plan for appropriate operations, 
maintenance, and repair of the equipment is 
in place at acceptance and is followed; 

‘‘(C) equipment and system performance is 
measured during its entire life to ensure 
proper operations, maintenance, and repair; 
and 

‘‘(D) energy and water savings are meas-
ured and verified. 

‘‘(5) GUIDELINES.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall 

issue guidelines and necessary criteria that 
each Federal agency shall follow for imple-
mentation of— 

‘‘(i) paragraphs (1) and (2) not later than 
180 days after the date of enactment of this 
subsection; and 

‘‘(ii) paragraphs (3) and (4) not later than 1 
year after the date of enactment of this sub-
section. 

‘‘(B) RELATIONSHIP TO FUNDING SOURCE.— 
The guidelines issued by the Secretary under 
subparagraph (A) shall be appropriate and 
uniform for measures funded with each type 
of funding made available under paragraph 
(9), but may distinguish between different 
types of measures project size, and other cri-
teria the Secretary determines are relevant. 

‘‘(6) WEB-BASED CERTIFICATION.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—For each building or fa-

cility that meets the criteria established by 
the Secretary under paragraph (1), the en-
ergy manager shall use the web-based track-
ing system under subparagraph (B) to certify 
compliance with the requirements for— 

‘‘(i) energy and water evaluations and re-
commissioning and retrocommissioning 
under paragraph (2); 

‘‘(ii) implementation of identified energy 
and water measures under paragraph (3); and 

‘‘(iii) follow-up on implemented measures 
under paragraph (4). 

‘‘(B) DEPLOYMENT.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 1 year 

after the date of enactment of this sub-
section, the Secretary shall develop and de-
ploy the web-based tracking system required 
under this paragraph in a manner that 
tracks, at a minimum— 

‘‘(I) the covered buildings and facilities; 

‘‘(II) the status of meeting the require-
ments specified in subparagraph (A); 

‘‘(III) the estimated cost and savings for 
measures required to be implemented in a 
building or facility; and 

‘‘(IV) the measured savings and persistence 
of savings for implemented measures. 

‘‘(ii) EASE OF COMPLIANCE.—The Secretary 
shall ensure that energy manager compli-
ance with the requirements in this para-
graph, to the greatest extent practicable, 
can be accomplished with the use of stream-
lined procedures, and templates that mini-
mize the time demands on Federal employ-
ees. 

‘‘(C) AVAILABILITY.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—Subject to clause (ii), the 

Secretary shall make the web-based tracking 
system required under this paragraph avail-
able to Congress, other Federal agencies, and 
the public through the Internet. 

‘‘(ii) EXEMPTIONS.—At the request of a Fed-
eral agency, the Secretary may exempt spe-
cific data for specific buildings from disclo-
sure under clause (i) for national security 
purposes. 

‘‘(7) BENCHMARKING OF FEDERAL FACILI-
TIES.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The energy manager 
shall enter energy use data for each building 
or facility that meets the criteria estab-
lished by the Secretary under paragraph (1) 
into a building energy use benchmarking 
system, such as the Energy Star Portfolio 
Manager. 

‘‘(B) SYSTEM AND GUIDANCE.—Not later 
than 1 year after the date of enactment of 
this subsection, the Secretary shall— 

‘‘(i) select or develop the building energy 
use benchmarking system required under 
this paragraph for each type of building; and 

‘‘(ii) issue guidance for use of the system. 
‘‘(C) PUBLIC DISCLOSURE.—Each Federal 

agency shall post the benchmarking infor-
mation generated under this subsection, 
along with each building’s annual energy use 
per square foot and energy costs, on the 
agency’s website. The agency shall update 
such information each year, and shall in-
clude in such reporting previous years’ infor-
mation to allow changes in building perform-
ance to be tracked over time. 

‘‘(8) FEDERAL AGENCY SCORECARDS.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The Director of the Of-

fice of Management and Budget shall issue 
semiannual scorecards for energy manage-
ment activities carried out by each Federal 
agency that includes— 

‘‘(i) summaries of the status of imple-
menting the various requirements of the 
agency and its energy managers under this 
subsection; and 

‘‘(ii) any other means of measuring per-
formance that the Director considers appro-
priate. 

‘‘(B) AVAILABILITY.—The Director shall 
make the scorecards required under this 
paragraph available to Congress, other Fed-
eral agencies, and the public through the 
Internet. 

‘‘(9) FUNDING AND IMPLEMENTATION.— 
‘‘(A) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 

There are authorized to be appropriated such 
sums as are necessary to carry out this sub-
section. 

‘‘(B) FUNDING OPTIONS.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—To carry out this sub-

section, a Federal agency may use any com-
bination of— 

‘‘(I) appropriated funds made available 
under subparagraph (A); and 

‘‘(II) private financing, including financing 
available through energy savings perform-
ance contracts or utility energy service con-
tracts. 
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‘‘(ii) COMBINED FUNDING FOR SAME MEAS-

URE.—A Federal agency may use any com-
bination of appropriated funds and private fi-
nancing described in clause (i) to carry out 
the same measure under this subsection, 
with proportional allocation for any energy 
and water savings. 

‘‘(iii) LACK OF APPROPRIATED FUNDS.—Since 
measures may be carried out using private 
financing described in clause (i), a lack of 
available appropriations shall not be consid-
ered a sufficient reason for the failure of a 
Federal agency to comply with this sub-
section. 

‘‘(C) IMPLEMENTATION.—Each Federal agen-
cy may implement the requirements under 
this subsection itself or may contract out 
performance of some or all of the require-
ments. 

‘‘(10) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—This sub-
section shall not be construed either to re-
quire or to obviate any contractor savings 
guarantees.’’. 
SEC. 9048. DEMONSTRATION PROJECT. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Federal Director and 
the Commercial Director shall establish 
guidelines to implement a demonstration 
project to contribute to the research goals of 
the Office of Commercial High-Performance 
Green Buildings and the Office of Federal 
High-Performance Green Buildings. 

(b) PROJECTS.—In accordance with guide-
lines established by the Federal Director and 
the Commercial Director under subsection 
(a) and the duties of the Federal Director 
and the Commercial Director described in 
this part, the Federal Director or the Com-
mercial Director shall carry out— 

(1) for each of fiscal years 2009 through 
2014, 1 demonstration project in a Federal 
building selected by the Federal Director in 
accordance with relevant agencies and de-
scribed in subsection (c)(1), that— 

(A) provides for the evaluation of the infor-
mation obtained through the conduct of 
projects and activities under this part; and 

(B) achieves the highest rating offered by 
an existing high-performance green building 
rating system that is developed through a 
consensus-based process, provides minimum 
requirements in all performance categories, 
requires substantiating documentation and 
verifiable calculations, employs third-party 
post-construction review and verification, 
and is nationally recognized within the 
building industry; 

(2) no fewer than 4 demonstration projects 
at 4 universities, that, as competitively se-
lected by the Commercial Director in accord-
ance with subsection (c)(2), have— 

(A) appropriate research resources and rel-
evant projects to meet the goals of the dem-
onstration project established by the Office 
of Commercial High-Performance Green 
Buildings; and 

(B) the ability— 
(i) to serve as a model for high-perform-

ance green building initiatives, including re-
search and education; 

(ii) to identify the most effective ways o 
use high-performance green building and 
landscape technologies to engage and edu-
cate undergraduate and graduate students; 

(iii) to effectively implement a high-per-
formance green building education program 
for students and occupants; 

(iv) to demonstrate the effectiveness of 
various high-performance technologies in 
each of the 4 climatic regions of the United 
States described in subsection (c)(2)(B); and 

(v) to explore quantifiable and nonquantifi-
able beneficial impacts on public health and 
employee and student performance; 

(3) demonstration projects to evaluate 
replicable approaches to achieving various 

types of commercial buildings in various cli-
mates; and 

(4) deployment activities to disseminate 
information on and encourage widespread 
adoption of technologies, practices, and poli-
cies to achieve zero-net-energy commercial 
buildings or low energy use and effective 
monitoring of energy use in commercial 
buildings. 

(c) CRITERIA.— 
(1) FEDERAL FACILITIES.—With respect to 

the existing or proposed Federal facility at 
which a demonstration project under this 
section is conducted, the Federal facility 
shall— 

(A) be an appropriate model for a project 
relating to— 

(i) the effectiveness of high-performance 
technologies; 

(ii) analysis of materials, components, sys-
tems, and emergency operations in the build-
ing, and the impact of those materials, com-
ponents, and systems, including the impact 
on the health of building occupants; 

(iii) life-cycle costing and life-cycle assess-
ment of building materials and systems; and 

(iv) location and design that promote ac-
cess to the Federal facility through walking, 
biking, and mass transit; and 

(B) possess sufficient technological and or-
ganizational adaptability. 

(2) UNIVERSITIES.—With respect to the 4 
universities at which a demonstration 
project under this section is conducted— 

(A) the universities should be selected, 
after careful review of all applications re-
ceived containing the required information, 
as determined by the Commercial Director, 
based on— 

(i) successful and established public-pri-
vate research and development partnerships; 

(ii) demonstrated capabilities to construct 
or renovate buildings that meet high indoor 
environmental quality standards; 

(iii) organizational flexibility; 
(iv) technological adaptability; 
(v) the demonstrated capacity of at least 1 

university to replicate lessons learned 
among nearby or sister universities, pref-
erably by participation in groups or con-
sortia that promote sustainability; 

(vi) the demonstrated capacity of at least 1 
university to have officially-adopted, insti-
tution-wide ‘‘high-performance green build-
ing’’ guidelines for all campus building 
projects; and 

(vii) the demonstrated capacity of at least 
1 university to have been recognized by simi-
lar institutions as a national leader in sus-
tainability education and curriculum for stu-
dents of the university; and 

(B) each university shall be located in a 
different climatic region of the United 
States, each of which regions shall have, as 
determined by the Office of Commercial 
High-Performance Green Buildings— 

(i) a hot, dry climate; 
(ii) a hot, humid climate; 
(iii) a cold climate; or 
(iv) a temperate climate (including a cli-

mate with cold winters and humid summers). 

(d) REPORT.—Not later than 1 year after 
the date of enactment of this Act, and annu-
ally thereafter through September 30, 2014— 

(1) the Federal Director and the Commer-
cial Director shall submit to the Secretary a 
report that describes the status of the dem-
onstration projects; and 

(2) each University at which a demonstra-
tion project under this section is conducted 
shall submit to the Secretary a report that 
describes the status of the demonstration 
projects under this section. 

SEC. 9049. ENERGY EFFICIENCY FOR DATA CEN-
TER BUILDINGS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.— 
(1) Not later than 90 days after the date of 

enactment of this Act, the Secretary of En-
ergy and Administrator of the Environ-
mental Protection Agency shall jointly, 
after consulting with information tech-
nology industry and other interested parties, 
initiate a voluntary national information 
program for those types of data centers and 
data center equipment and facilities that are 
widely used and for which there is a poten-
tial for significant data center energy sav-
ings as a result of such program. 

(2) Such program shall— 
(A) consistent with the objectives of para-

graph (1), determine the type of data center 
and data center equipment and facilities to 
be covered under such program; and 

(B) include specifications, measurements, 
and benchmarks that will enable data center 
operators to make more informed decisions 
about the energy efficiency and costs of data 
centers, and that— 

(i) reflect the total energy consumption of 
data centers, including both equipment and 
facilities, taking into account— 

(I) the performance and utilization of serv-
ers, data storage devices, and other informa-
tion technology equipment; 

(II) the efficiency of heating, ventilation, 
and air conditioning, cooling, and power con-
ditioning systems; 

(III) energy savings from the adoption of 
software and data management techniques; 
and 

(IV) other factors determined by the orga-
nization described in subsection (b); 

(ii) allow for creation of separate specifica-
tions, measurements, and benchmarks based 
on data center size and function, as well as 
other appropriate characteristics determined 
by the organization described in subsection 
(b); 

(iii) advance the design and implementa-
tion of efficiency technologies to the max-
imum extent economically practical; and 

(iv) provide to data center operators in the 
private sector and the Federal Government 
information about best practices and pur-
chasing decisions that reduce the energy 
consumption of data centers; 

(C) publish the information described in 
subparagraph (B), which may be dissemi-
nated through catalogs, trade publications, 
the Internet, or other mechanisms, that will 
allow data center operators to assess the en-
ergy consumption and potential cost savings 
of alternative data centers and data center 
equipment and facilities; and 

(D) not later than 1 year after the date of 
enactment of this Act, and thereafter on an 
ongoing basis, transmit the information de-
scribed in subparagraph (B) to the Secretary 
and the Administrator. 

(3) Such program shall be developed and 
coordinated by the data center efficiency or-
ganization described in subsection (b) ac-
cording to commonly accepted procedures 
for the development of specifications, meas-
urements, and benchmarks. 

(b) DATA CENTER EFFICIENCY ORGANIZA-
TION.—Upon creation of the program under 
subsection (a), the Secretary and the Admin-
istrator shall jointly designate an informa-
tion technology industry organization to co-
ordinate the program. Such organization, 
whether preexisting or formed specifically 
for the purposes of subsection (a), shall— 

(1) consist of interested parties that have 
expertise in energy efficiency and in the de-
velopment, operation, and functionality of 
computer data centers, information tech-
nology equipment, and software, as well as 
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representatives of hardware manufacturers, 
data center operators, and facility managers; 

(2) obtain and address input from Depart-
ment of Energy National Laboratories or 
any college, university, research institution, 
industry association, company, or public in-
terest group with applicable expertise in any 
of the areas listed in paragraph (1) of this 
subsection; 

(3) follow commonly accepted procedures 
for the development of specifications and ac-
credited standards development processes; 

(4) have a mission to develop and promote 
energy efficiency for data centers and infor-
mation technology; and 

(5) have the primary responsibility to over-
see the development and publishing of the in-
formation, measurements, and benchmarks 
described in subsection (a) and transmission 
of such information to the Secretary and the 
Administrator for their adoption under sub-
section (c). 

(c) ADOPTION OF SPECIFICATIONS.—The Sec-
retary and the Administrator shall jointly, 
in accordance with the requirements of sec-
tion 12(d) of the National Technology Trans-
fer Advancement Act of 1995, adopt and pub-
lish the specifications, measurements, and 
benchmarks described in subsection (a) for 
use by the Federal Energy Management Pro-
gram and the Energy Star program as energy 
efficiency requirements for the purposes of 
those programs. 

(d) MONITORING.—The Secretary and the 
Administrator shall jointly monitor and 
evaluate the efforts to develop the program 
described in subsection (a) and, not later 
than 3 years after the date of enactment of 
this Act, shall make a determination as to 
whether such program is consistent with the 
objectives of subsection (a). 

(e) ALTERNATIVE SYSTEM.—If the Secretary 
and the Administrator make a determina-
tion under subsection (d) that a voluntary 
national information program for data cen-
ters consistent with the objectives of sub-
section (a) has not been developed, the Sec-
retary and the Administrator shall jointly, 
after consultation with the National Insti-
tute of Standards and Technology, develop, 
not later than 2 years after such determina-
tion, and implement the program under sub-
section (a). 

(f) PROTECTION OF PROPRIETARY INFORMA-
TION.—The Secretary, the Administrator, or 
the data center efficiency organization shall 
not disclose any proprietary information or 
trade secrets provided by any individual or 
company for the purposes of carrying out 
this program. 

(g) DEFINITIONS.—For purposes of this sec-
tion: 

(1) The term ‘‘data center’’ means any fa-
cility that primarily contains electronic 
equipment used to process, store, and trans-
mit digital information, which may be— 

(A) a free-standing structure; or 
(B) a facility within a larger structure, 

that utilizes environmental control equip-
ment to maintain the proper conditions for 
the operation of electronic equipment. 

(2) The term ‘‘data center operator’’ means 
any person or government entity that builds 
or operates a data center or purchases data 
center services, equipment, and facilities. 
SEC. 9050. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—In addition to amounts 
authorized under subsections (b), (c), and (d), 
there are authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this part, other thansection 9052— 

(1) $10,000,000 for fiscal year 2008; and 
(2) $20,000,000 for each of the fiscal years 

2009 through 2014, to remain available until 
expended. 

(b) ZERO-ENERGY COMMERCIAL BUILDINGS 
INITIATIVE.—There are authorized to be ap-
propriated to carry out the initiative de-
scribed insection 9044— 

(1) $20,000,000 for fiscal year 2008; 
(2) $50,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2009 

and 2010; 
(3) $100,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2011 

and 2012; 
(4) $200,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2013 

through 2050. 
(c) DEMONSTRATION PROJECTS.— 
(1) FEDERAL DEMONSTRATION PROJECT.— 

There are authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out the Federal demonstration project 
described insection 9048(b)(1) $10,000,000 for 
the period of fiscal years 2009 through 2014, 
to remain available until expended. 

(2) UNIVERSITY DEMONSTRATION PROJECTS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out the university demonstration 
projects described insection 9048(b)(2) 
$10,000,000 for the period of fiscal years 2009 
through 2014, to remain available until ex-
pended. 

(d) ENERGY EFFICIENCY FOR DATA CENTER 
BUILDINGS.—There are authorized to be ap-
propriated to each of the Secretary and the 
Administrator for carrying outsection 9049 
$250,000 for each of the fiscal years 2008 
through 2012. 
SEC. 9051. STUDY AND REPORT ON USE OF 

POWER MANAGEMENT SOFTWARE. 
(a) STUDY.—The Secretary of Energy, 

through the Federal Energy Management 
Program, shall conduct a study on the use of 
power management software by the Depart-
ment of Energy and Federal facilities to re-
duce the use of electricity in computer mon-
itors and personal computers. 

(b) REPORT.—Not later than 60 days after 
the date of enactment of the Act, the Sec-
retary shall submit to Congress a report con-
taining the results of the study under sub-
section (a), including a description of the 
recommendations developed under the study. 
The Secretary and the Federal Energy Man-
agement Program are encouraged to draw 
upon similar studies and efforts by other 
Federal entities on power management soft-
ware. 
SEC. 9052. HIGH-PERFORMANCE GREEN BUILD-

INGS RETROFIT LOAN GUARANTEES. 
(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
(1) COST.—The term ‘‘cost’’ has the mean-

ing given the term ‘‘cost of a loan guar-
antee’’ within the meaning of section 
502(5)(C) of the Federal Credit Reform Act of 
1990 (2 U.S.C. 661a(5)(C)). 

(2) GUARANTEE.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘‘guarantee’’ 

has the meaning given the term ‘‘loan guar-
antee’’ in section 502 of the Federal Credit 
Reform Act of 1990 (2 U.S.C. 661a). 

(B) INCLUSION.—The term ‘‘guarantee’’ in-
cludes a loan guarantee commitment (as de-
fined in section 502 of the Federal Credit Re-
form Act of 1990 (2 U.S.C. 661a)). 

(3) OBLIGATION.—The term ‘‘obligation’’ 
means the loan or other debt obligation that 
is guaranteed under this section. 

(4) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’ 
means the Secretary of Energy. 

(b) ELIGIBLE PURPOSES.—Except for divi-
sion C of Public Law 108–423, the Commercial 
Director shall make loan guarantees under 
this section for renovation projects that are 
eligible projects within the meaning of sec-
tion 1703 of the Energy Policy Act of 2005 and 
that will result in a building achieving the 
United States Green Building Council Lead-
ership in Energy and Environmental Design 
‘‘certified’’ level, or meeting a comparable 
standard approved by the Commercial Direc-
tor. 

(c) TERMS AND CONDITIONS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Commercial Director 

shall make guarantees under this section for 
projects on such terms and conditions as the 
Commercial Director determines, after con-
sultation with the Secretary of the Treas-
ury, in accordance with this section, includ-
ing limitations on the amount of any loan 
guarantee to ensure distribution to a variety 
of borrowers. 

(2) SPECIFIC APPROPRIATION OR CONTRIBU-
TION.—No guarantee shall be made under this 
section unless— 

(A) an appropriation for the cost has been 
made; or 

(B) the Commercial Director has received 
from the borrower a payment in full for the 
cost of the obligation and deposited the pay-
ment into the Treasury. 

(3) LIMITATION.—Not more than $100,000,000 
in loans may be guaranteed under this sec-
tion at any one time. 

(4) AMOUNT.—Unless otherwise provided by 
law, a guarantee by the Commercial Director 
under this section shall not exceed an 
amount equal to 80 percent of the project 
cost that is the subject of the guarantee, as 
estimated at the time at which the guar-
antee is issued. 

(5) REPAYMENT.—No guarantee shall be 
made under this section unless the Commer-
cial Director determines that there is rea-
sonable prospect of repayment of the prin-
cipal and interest on the obligation by the 
borrower. 

(6) INTEREST RATE.—An obligation shall 
bear interest at a rate that does not exceed 
a level that the Commercial Director deter-
mines appropriate, taking into account the 
prevailing rate of interest in the private sec-
tor for similar loans and risks. 

(7) TERM.—The term of an obligation shall 
require full repayment over a period not to 
exceed the lesser of— 

(A) 30 years; or 
(B) 90 percent of the projected useful life of 

the building whose renovation is to be fi-
nanced by the obligation (as determined by 
the Commercial Director). 

(8) DEFAULTS.— 
(A) PAYMENT BY COMMERCIAL DIRECTOR.— 
(i) IN GENERAL.—If a borrower defaults on 

the obligation (as defined in regulations pro-
mulgated by the Commercial Director and 
specified in the guarantee contract), the 
holder of the guarantee shall have the right 
to demand payment of the unpaid amount 
from the Commercial Director. 

(ii) PAYMENT REQUIRED.—Within such pe-
riod as may be specified in the guarantee or 
related agreements, the Commercial Direc-
tor shall pay to the holder of the guarantee 
the unpaid interest on, and unpaid principal 
of the obligation as to which the borrower 
has defaulted, unless the Commercial Direc-
tor finds that there was no default by the 
borrower in the payment of interest or prin-
cipal or that the default has been remedied. 

(iii) FORBEARANCE.—Nothing in this para-
graph precludes any forbearance by the hold-
er of the obligation for the benefit of the bor-
rower which may be agreed upon by the par-
ties to the obligation and approved by the 
Commercial Director. 

(B) SUBROGATION.— 
(i) IN GENERAL.—If the Commercial Direc-

tor makes a payment under subparagraph 
(A), the Commercial Director shall be sub-
rogated to the rights of the recipient of the 
payment as specified in the guarantee or re-
lated agreements including, where appro-
priate, the authority (notwithstanding any 
other provision of law) to— 

(I) complete, maintain, operate, lease, or 
otherwise dispose of any property acquired 
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pursuant to such guarantee or related agree-
ments; or 

(II) permit the borrower, pursuant to an 
agreement with the Commercial Director, to 
continue to pursue the purposes of the 
project if the Commercial Director deter-
mines this to be in the public interest. 

(ii) SUPERIORITY OF RIGHTS.—The rights of 
the Commercial Director, with respect to 
any property acquired pursuant to a guar-
antee or related agreements, shall be supe-
rior to the rights of any other person with 
respect to the property. 

(iii) TERMS AND CONDITIONS.—A guarantee 
agreement shall include such detailed terms 
and conditions as the Commercial Director 
determines appropriate to— 

(I) protect the interests of the United 
States in the case of default; and 

(II) have available all the patents and tech-
nology necessary for any person selected, in-
cluding the Commercial Director, to com-
plete and operate the project. 

(C) PAYMENT OF PRINCIPAL AND INTEREST BY 
COMMERCIAL DIRECTOR.—With respect to any 
obligation guaranteed under this section, the 
Commercial Director may enter into a con-
tract to pay, and pay, holders of the obliga-
tion, for and on behalf of the borrower, from 
funds appropriated for that purpose, the 
principal and interest payments which be-
come due and payable on the unpaid balance 
of the obligation if the Commercial Director 
finds that— 

(i)(I) the borrower is unable to meet the 
payments and is not in default; 

(II) it is in the public interest to permit 
the borrower to continue to pursue the pur-
poses of the project; and 

(III) the probable net benefit to the Federal 
Government in paying the principal and in-
terest will be greater than that which would 
result in the event of a default; 

(ii) the amount of the payment that the 
Commercial Director is authorized to pay 
shall be no greater than the amount of prin-
cipal and interest that the borrower is obli-
gated to pay under the agreement being 
guaranteed; and 

(iii) the borrower agrees to reimburse the 
Commercial Director for the payment (in-
cluding interest) on terms and conditions 
that are satisfactory to the Commercial Di-
rector. 

(D) ACTION BY ATTORNEY GENERAL.— 
(i) NOTIFICATION.—If the borrower defaults 

on an obligation, the Commercial Director 
shall notify the Attorney General of the de-
fault. 

(ii) RECOVERY.—On notification, the Attor-
ney General shall take such action as is ap-
propriate to recover the unpaid principal and 
interest due from— 

(I) such assets of the defaulting borrower 
as are associated with the obligation; or 

(II) any other security pledged to secure 
the obligation. 

(9) FEES.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—The Commercial Director 

shall charge and collect fees for guarantees 
in amounts the Commercial Director deter-
mines are sufficient to cover applicable ad-
ministrative expenses. 

(B) AVAILABILITY.—Fees collected under 
this paragraph shall— 

(i) be deposited by the Commercial Direc-
tor into the Treasury; and 

(ii) remain available until expended, sub-
ject to such other conditions as are con-
tained in annual appropriations Acts. 

(10) RECORDS; AUDITS.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—A recipient of a guar-

antee shall keep such records and other per-
tinent documents as the Commercial Direc-

tor shall prescribe by regulation, including 
such records as the Commercial Director 
may require to facilitate an effective audit. 

(B) ACCESS.—The Commercial Director and 
the Comptroller General of the United 
States, or their duly authorized representa-
tives, shall have access, for the purpose of 
audit, to the records and other pertinent 
documents. 

(11) FULL FAITH AND CREDIT.—The full faith 
and credit of the United States is pledged to 
the payment of all guarantees issued under 
this section with respect to principal and in-
terest. 

PART 5—INDUSTRIAL ENERGY 
EFFICIENCY 

SEC. 9061. INDUSTRIAL ENERGY EFFICIENCY. 
(a) AMENDMENT.—Title III of the Energy 

Policy and Conservation Act (42 U.S.C. 6201 
and following) is amended by adding the fol-
lowing after part D: 

‘‘PART E—INDUSTRIAL ENERGY 
EFFICIENCY 

‘‘SEC. 371. SURVEY OF WASTE INDUSTRIAL EN-
ERGY RECOVERY AND POTENTIAL 
USE. 

‘‘Congress finds that— 
‘‘(1) the Nation should encourage the use of 

otherwise wasted energy and the develop-
ment of combined heat and power and other 
waste energy recovery projects where there 
is wasted thermal energy in large volumes at 
potentially useful temperatures; 

‘‘(2) such projects would increase energy ef-
ficiency and lower pollution by generating 
power with no incremental fossil fuel con-
sumption; 

‘‘(3) because recovered waste energy and 
combined heat and power projects are associ-
ated with end-uses of thermal energy and 
electricity at the local level, they help avoid 
new transmission lines, reduce line losses, 
reduce local air pollutant emissions, and re-
duce vulnerability to extreme weather and 
terrorism; and 

‘‘(4) States, localities, electric utilities, 
and other electricity customers may benefit 
from private investments in recovered waste 
energy and combined heat and power 
projects at industrial and commercial sites 
by avoiding generation, transmission and 
distribution expenses, and transmission line 
loss expenses that may otherwise be required 
to be recovered from ratepayers. 
‘‘SEC. 372. DEFINITIONS. 

‘‘For purposes of this Part: 
‘‘(1) The term ‘Administrator’ means the 

Administrator of the Environmental Protec-
tion Agency. 

‘‘(2) The term ‘waste energy’ meansl 

‘‘(A) exhaust heat and flared gases from 
any industrial process; 

‘‘(B) waste gas or industrial tail gas that 
would otherwise be flared, incinerated or 
vented; 

‘‘(C) a pressure drop in any gas, excluding 
any pressure drop to a condenser that subse-
quently vents the resulting heat; and 

‘‘(D) such other forms of waste energy as 
the Administrator may identify. 

‘‘(3) The term ‘recoverable waste energy’ 
means waste energy from which electricity 
or useful thermal energy may be recovered 
through modification of existing facilities or 
addition of new facilities. 

‘‘(4) The term ‘net excess power’ means, for 
any facility, recoverable waste energy recov-
ered in the form of electricity in amounts 
exceeding the total consumption of elec-
tricity at the specific time of generation on 
the site where the facility is located. 

‘‘(5) The term ‘useful thermal energy’ is 
energy in the forms of direct heat, steam, 

hot water, or other thermal forms that is 
used in production and beneficial measures 
for heating, cooling, humidity control, proc-
ess use, or other valid thermal end-use en-
ergy requirements, and for which fuel or 
electricity would otherwise be consumed. 

‘‘(6) The term ‘combined heat and power 
system’ means a facility— 

‘‘(A) that simultaneously and efficiently 
produces useful thermal energy and elec-
tricity; and 

‘‘(B) that recovers not less than 60 percent 
of the energy value in the fuel (on a lower- 
heating-value basis) in the form of useful 
thermal energy and electricity. 

‘‘(7) The terms ‘electric utility’, ‘State reg-
ulated electric utility’, ‘nonregulated elec-
tric utility’ and other terms used in this 
Part have the same meanings as when such 
terms are used in title I of the Public Utility 
Regulatory Policies Act of 1978 (relating to 
retail regulatory policies for electric utili-
ties). 
‘‘SEC. 373. SURVEY AND REGISTRY. 

‘‘(a) RECOVERABLE WASTE-ENERGY INVEN-
TORY PROGRAM.—The Administrator, in co-
operation with State energy offices, shall es-
tablish a Recoverable Waste-Energy Inven-
tory Program. The program shall include an 
ongoing survey of all major industrial and 
large commercial combustion sources in the 
United States and the sites where these are 
located, together with a review of each for 
quantity and quality of waste energy. 

‘‘(b) CRITERIA.—The Administrator shall, 
within 120 days after the enactment of this 
section, develop and publish proposed cri-
teria subject to notice and comment, and 
within 270 days of enactment, establish final 
criteria, to identify and designate those 
sources and sites in the inventory under sub-
section (a) where recoverable waste energy 
projects or combined heat and power system 
projects may have economic feasibility with 
a payback of invested costs within 5 years or 
less from the date of first full project oper-
ation (including incentives offered under this 
Part). Such criteria will include standards 
that insure that projects proposed for inclu-
sion in the Registry are not developed for 
the primary purpose of making sales of ex-
cess electric power under the regulatory 
treatment provided under this Part. 

‘‘(c) TECHNICAL SUPPORT.—The Adminis-
trator shall provide to owners or operators of 
combustion sources technical support and 
offer partial funding (up to one-half of total 
costs) for feasibility studies to confirm 
whether or not investment in recovery of 
waste energy or combined heat and power at 
that source would offer a payback period of 
5 years or less. 

‘‘(d) REGISTRY.—(1) The Administrator 
shall, within one year after the enactment of 
this section, establish a Registry of Recover-
able Waste-energy Sources, and sites on 
which those sources are located, which meet 
the criteria set forth under subsection (b). 
The Administrator shall update the Registry 
on not less than a monthly basis, and make 
the Registry accessible to the public on the 
Environmental Protection Agency web site. 
Any State or electric utility may contest the 
listing of any source or site by submitting a 
petition to the Administrator. 

‘‘(2) The Administrator shall register and 
include on the Registry all sites meeting the 
criteria of subsection (b). The Administrator 
shall calculate the total amounts of poten-
tially recoverable waste energy from sources 
at such sites, nationally and by State, and 
shall make such totals public, together with 
information on the air pollutant and green-
house gas emissions savings that might be 
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achieved with recovery of the waste energy 
from all sources and sites listed in the Reg-
istry. 

‘‘(3) The Administrator shall notify owners 
or operators of Recoverable Waste-Energy 
Sources and sites listed in the Registry prior 
to publishing the listing. The owner or oper-
ator of sources at such sites may elect to 
have detailed quantitative information con-
cerning that site not made public by noti-
fying the Administrator of that election. In-
formation concerning that site shall be in-
cluded in State totals unless there are fewer 
than 3 sites in the State. 

‘‘(4) As waste energy projects achieve suc-
cessful recovery of waste energy, the Admin-
istrator shall remove the related sites or 
sources from the Registry, and shall des-
ignate the removed projects as eligible for 
the incentive provisions provided under this 
Part and the regulatory treatment required 
by this Part. No project shall be removed 
from the Registry without the consent of the 
owner or operator of the project if the owner 
or operator has submitted a petition under 
section 375 and such petition has not been 
acted upon or denied. 

‘‘(5) The Administrator shall not list any 
source constructed after the date of the en-
actment of this Part on the Registry if the 
Administrator determines that such source— 

‘‘(A) was developed for the primary purpose 
of making sales of excess electric power 
under the regulatory treatment provided 
under this Part; or 

‘‘(B) does not capture at least 60 percent of 
the total energy value of the fuels used (on 
a lower-heating-value basis) in the form of 
useful thermal energy, electricity, mechan-
ical energy, chemical output, or some com-
bination of them. 

‘‘(e) SELF-CERTIFICATION.—Owners, opera-
tors, or third-party developers of industrial 
waste-energy projects that qualify under 
standards established by the Administrator 
may self-certify their sites or sources to the 
Administrator for inclusion in the Registry, 
subject to procedures adopted by the Admin-
istrator. To prevent a fraudulent listing, the 
sources shall be included on the Registry 
only if the Administrator confirms the sub-
mitted data, at the Administrator’s discre-
tion. 

‘‘(f) NEW FACILITIES.—As a new energy-con-
suming industrial facility is developed after 
the enactment of this Part, to the extent it 
may constitute a site with recoverable waste 
energy that may qualify for the Registry, 
the Administrator may elect to include it in 
the Registry at the request of its owner or 
operator or developer on a conditional basis, 
removing the site if its development ceases 
or it if fails to qualify for listing under this 
Part. 

‘‘(g) OPTIMUM MEANS OF RECOVERY.—For 
each site listed in the Registry, at the re-
quest of the owner or operator of the site, 
the Administrator shall offer, in cooperation 
with Clean Energy Application Centers oper-
ated by the Secretary of Energy, suggestions 
of optimum means of recovery of value from 
waste energy stream in the form of elec-
tricity, useful thermal energy, or other en-
ergy-related products. 

‘‘(h) REVISION.—Each annual State report 
under section 548(a) of the National Energy 
Conservation Policy Act shall include the re-
sults of the survey for that State under this 
section. 

‘‘(i) AUTHORIZATION.—There are authorized 
to be appropriated to the Administrator for 
the purposes of creating and maintaining the 
Registry and services authorized by this sec-
tion not more than $1,000,000 for each of fis-

cal years 2008, 2009, 2010, 2010, and 2012 and 
not more than $5,000,000 to the States to pro-
vide funding for State energy office func-
tions under this section. 
‘‘SEC. 374. WASTE ENERGY RECOVERY INCENTIVE 

GRANT PROGRAM. 
‘‘(a) ESTABLISHMENT OF PROGRAM.—There 

is established in the Environmental Protec-
tion Agency a Waste Energy Recovery Incen-
tive Grant Program to provide incentive 
grants to owners and operators of projects 
that successfully produce electricity or in-
cremental useful thermal energy from waste 
energy recovery (and to utilities purchasing 
or distributing such electricity) and to re-
ward States that have achieved 80 percent or 
more of identified waste-heat recovery op-
portunities. 

‘‘(b) GRANTS TO PROJECTS AND UTILITIES.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator shall 

make grants to the owners or operators of 
waste energy recovery projects, and, in the 
case of excess power purchased or trans-
mitted by a electric utility, to such utility. 
Grants may only be made upon receipt of 
proof of waste energy recovery or excess 
electricity generation, or both, from the 
project in a form prescribed by the Adminis-
trator, by rule. 

‘‘(2) EXCESS ELECTRIC ENERGY.—In the case 
of waste energy recovery, the grants under 
this section shall be made at the rate of $10 
per megawatt hour of documented elec-
tricity produced from recovered waste en-
ergy (or by prevention of waste energy in the 
case of a new facility) by the project during 
the first 3 calendar years of such production, 
beginning on or after the date of enactment 
of this Part. If the project produces net ex-
cess power and an electric utility purchases 
or transmits the excess power, 50 percent of 
so much of such grant as is attributable to 
the net excess power shall be paid to the 
electric utility purchasing or transporting 
the net excess power. 

‘‘(3) USEFUL THERMAL ENERGY.—In the case 
of waste energy recovery that produces use-
ful thermal energy that is used for a purpose 
different from that for which the project is 
principally designed, the grants under this 
section shall be made to the owner or oper-
ator of the waste energy recovery project at 
the rate of $10 for each 3,412,000 Btus of such 
excess thermal energy used for such different 
purpose. 

‘‘(c) GRANTS TO STATES.—In the case of 
States that have achieved 80 percent or more 
of waste-heat recovery opportunities identi-
fied by the Administrator under this Part, 
the Administrator shall make grants to the 
States of up to $1,000 per Megawatt of waste- 
heat capacity recovered (or its thermal 
equivalent) to support State-level programs 
to identify and achieve additional energy ef-
ficiency. 

‘‘(d) ELIGIBILITY.—The Administrator shall 
establish rules and guidelines to establish 
eligibility for grants, shall make the grant 
program known to those listed in the Reg-
istry, and shall offer such grants on the basis 
of the merits of each project in recovering or 
preventing waste energy throughout the 
United States on an impartial, objective, and 
not unduly discriminatory basis. 

‘‘(e) AUTHORIZATION.—(1) There is author-
ized to be appropriated to the Administrator 
$100,000,000 for fiscal year 2008, and 
$200,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2009, 2010, 
2011, and 2012 for grants under subsection (b) 
of this section, and such additional amounts 
during those years and thereafter as may be 
necessary for administration of the Waste 
Energy Recovery Incentive Grant Program. 

‘‘(2) There is authorized to be appropriated 
to the Administrator not more than 

$10,000,000 for each of the first five fiscal 
years after the enactment of this Part, to be 
available until expended for purposes of 
grants to States under subsection (c). 
‘‘SEC. 375. ADDITIONAL INCENTIVES FOR RECOV-

ERY, UTILIZATION AND PREVENTION 
OF INDUSTRIAL WASTE ENERGY. 

‘‘(a) CONSIDERATION OF STANDARD.—Not 
later than 180 days after the receipt by a 
State regulatory authority (with respect to 
each electric utility for which it has rate-
making authority), or nonregulated electric 
utility, of a request from a project sponsor 
or owner or operator, the State regulatory 
authority or nonregulated electric utility 
shall provide public notice and conduct a 
hearing respecting the standard established 
by subsection (b) and, on the basis of such 
hearing, shall consider and make a deter-
mination whether or not it is appropriate to 
implement such standard to carry out the 
purposes of this Part. For purposes of any 
such determination and any review of such 
determination in any court the purposes of 
this section supplement otherwise applicable 
State law. Nothing in this Part prohibits any 
State regulatory authority or nonregulated 
electric utility from making any determina-
tion that it is not appropriate to adopt any 
such standard, pursuant to its authority 
under otherwise applicable State law. 

‘‘(b) STANDARD FOR SALES OF EXCESS 
POWER.—For purposes of this section, the 
standard referred to in subsection (a) shall 
provide that an owner or operator of a waste 
energy recovery project identified on the 
Registry who generates net excess power 
shall be eligible to benefit from at least one 
of the options described in subsection (c) for 
disposal of the net excess power in accord-
ance with the rate conditions and limita-
tions described in subsection (d). 

‘‘(c) OPTIONS.—The options referred to in 
subsection (b) are as follows: 

‘‘(1) SALE OF NET EXCESS POWER TO UTIL-
ITY.—The electric utility shall purchase the 
net excess power from the owner or operator 
of the eligible waste-energy recovery project 
during the operation of the project under a 
contract entered into for that purpose. 

‘‘(2) TRANSPORT BY UTILITY FOR DIRECT SALE 
TO THIRD PARTY.—The electric utility shall 
transmit the net excess power on behalf of 
the project owner or operator to up to three 
separate locations on that utility’s system 
for direct sale by that owner or operator to 
third parties at such locations. 

‘‘(3) TRANSPORT OVER PRIVATE TRANS-
MISSION LINES.—The State and the electric 
utility shall permit, and shall waive or mod-
ify such laws as would otherwise prohibit, 
the construction and operation of private 
electric wires constructed, owned and oper-
ated by the project owner or operator, to 
transport such power to up to 3 purchasers 
within a 3-mile radius of the project, allow-
ing such wires to utilize or cross public 
rights-of-way, without subjecting the project 
to regulation as a public utility, and accord-
ing such wires the same treatment for safe-
ty, zoning, land-use and other legal privi-
leges as apply or would apply to the utility’s 
own wires, except that— 

‘‘(A) there shall be no grant of any power 
of eminent domain to take or cross private 
property for such wires, and 

‘‘(B) such wires shall be physically seg-
regated and not interconnected with any 
portion of the utility’s system, except on the 
customer’s side of the utility’s revenue 
meter and in a manner that precludes any 
possible export of such electricity onto the 
utility system, or disruption of such system. 

‘‘(4) AGREED UPON ALTERNATIVES.—The 
utility and the owner or operator of the 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 10:09 Jul 14, 2010 Jkt 059102 PO 00000 Frm 00117 Fmt 0687 Sfmt 0634 E:\BR07\H04AU7.004 H04AU7er
ow

e 
on

 D
S

K
5C

LS
3C

1P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 B
O

U
N

D
 R

E
C

O
R

D



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, Vol. 153, Pt. 1723100 August 4, 2007 
project may reach agreement on any alter-
nate arrangement and its associated pay-
ments or rates that is mutually satisfactory 
and in accord with State law. 

‘‘(d) RATE CONDITIONS AND CRITERIA.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The options described in 

paragraphs (1) and (2) in subsection (c) shall 
be offered under purchase and transport rate 
conditions reflecting the rate components 
defined under paragraph (2) of this sub-
section as applicable under the cir-
cumstances described in paragraph (3) of this 
subsection. 

‘‘(2) RATE COMPONENTS.—For purposes of 
this section: 

‘‘(A) PER UNIT DISTRIBUTION COSTS.—The 
term ‘per unit distribution costs’ means the 
utility’s depreciated book-value distribution 
system costs divided by the previous year’s 
volume of utility electricity sales or trans-
mission at the distribution level in kilowatt 
hours. 

‘‘(B) PER UNIT DISTRIBUTION MARGIN.—The 
term ‘per unit distribution margin’ means: 

‘‘(i) In the case of a State regulated elec-
tric utility, a per-unit gross pretax profit de-
termined by multiplying the utility’s State- 
approved percentage rate of return for dis-
tribution system assets by the per unit dis-
tribution costs. 

‘‘(ii) In the case of an nonregulated utility, 
a per unit contribution to net revenues de-
termined by dividing the amount of any net 
revenue payment or contribution to the non-
regulated utility’s owners or subscribers in 
the prior year by the utility’s gross revenues 
for the prior year to obtain a percentage (but 
not less than 10 percent) and multiplying 
that percentage by the per unit distribution 
costs. 

‘‘(C) PER UNIT TRANSMISSION COSTS.—The 
term ‘per unit transmission costs’ means the 
total cost of those transmission services pur-
chased or provided by a utility on a per-kilo-
watt-hour basis as included in that utility’s 
retail rate. 

‘‘(3) APPLICABLE RATES.— 
‘‘(A) RATES APPLICABLE TO SALE OF NET EX-

CESS POWER.—Sales made by a project owner 
or operator under the option described in 
subsection (c) (1) shall be paid for on a per 
kilowatt hour basis that shall equal the full 
undiscounted retail rate paid to the utility 
for power purchased by such a facility minus 
per unit distribution costs, as applicable to 
the type of utility purchasing the power. If 
the net excess power is made available for 
purchase at voltages that must be trans-
formed to or from voltages exceeding 25 kilo-
volts to be available for resale by the utility, 
then the purchase price shall further be re-
duced by per unit transmission costs. 

‘‘(B) RATES APPLICABLE TO TRANSPORT BY 
UTILITY FOR DIRECT SALE TO THIRD PARTIES.— 
Transportation by utilities of power on be-
half of the owner or operator of a project 
under the option described in subsection 
(c)(2) shall incur a transportation rate equal 
to the per unit distribution costs and per 
unit distribution margin, as applicable to 
the type of utility transporting the power. If 
the net excess power is made available for 
transportation at voltages that must be 
transformed to or from voltages exceeding 25 
kilovolts to be transported to the designated 
third-party purchasers, then the transport 
rate shall further be increased by per unit 
transmission costs. In States with competi-
tive retail markets for electricity, the appli-
cable transportation rate for similar trans-
portation shall be applied in lieu of any rate 
calculated under this paragraph. 

‘‘(4) LIMITATIONS.—(A) Any rate established 
for sale or transportation under this section 

shall be modified over time with changes in 
the electric utility’s underlying costs or 
rates, and shall reflect the same time-sensi-
tivity and billing periods as are established 
in the retail sales or transportation rates of-
fered by the utility. 

‘‘(B) No utility shall be required to pur-
chase or transport an amount of net excess 
power under this section that exceeds the 
available capacity of the wires, meter, or 
other equipment of the electric utility serv-
ing the site unless the owner or operator of 
the project agrees to pay necessary and rea-
sonable upgrade costs. 

‘‘(e) PROCEDURAL REQUIREMENTS FOR CON-
SIDERATION AND DETERMINATION.—(1) The 
consideration referred to in subsection (b) 
shall be made after public notice and hear-
ing. The determination referred to in sub-
section (b) shall be— 

‘‘(A) in writing, 
‘‘(B) based upon findings included in such 

determination and upon the evidence pre-
sented at the hearing, and 

‘‘(C) available to the public. 
‘‘(2) The Administrator may intervene as a 

matter of right in a proceeding conducted 
under this section and may calculate the en-
ergy and emissions likely to be saved by 
electing to adopt one or more of the options, 
as well as the costs and benefits to rate-
payers and the utility and to advocate for 
the waste-energy recovery opportunity. 

‘‘(3) Except as otherwise provided in para-
graph (1), and paragraph (2), the procedures 
for the consideration and determination re-
ferred to in subsection (a) shall be those es-
tablished by the State regulatory authority 
or the nonregulated electric utility. In the 
instance that there is more than one project 
seeking such consideration simultaneously 
in connection with the same utility, such 
proceeding may encompass all such projects, 
provided that full attention is paid to their 
individual circumstances and merits, and an 
individual judgment is reached with respect 
to each project. 

‘‘(f) IMPLEMENTATION.—(1) The State regu-
latory authority (with respect to each elec-
tric utility for which it has ratemaking au-
thority) or nonregulated electric utility 
may, to the extent consistent with otherwise 
applicable State law— 

‘‘(A) implement the standard determined 
under this section, or 

‘‘(B) decline to implement any such stand-
ard. 

‘‘(2) If a State regulatory authority (with 
respect to each electric utility for which it 
has ratemaking authority) or nonregulated 
electric utility declines to implement any 
standard established by this section, such 
authority or nonregulated electric utility 
shall state in writing the reasons therefor. 
Such statement of reasons shall be available 
to the public, and the Administrator shall 
include the project in an annual report to 
Congress concerning lost opportunities for 
waste-heat recovery, specifically identifying 
the utility and stating the amount of lost 
energy and emissions savings calculated. If a 
State regulatory authority (with respect to 
each electric utility for which it has rate-
making authority) or nonregulated electric 
utility declines to implement the standard 
established by this section, the project spon-
sor may submit a new petition under this 
section with respect to such project at any 
time after 24 months after the date on which 
the State regulatory authority or nonregu-
lated utility has declined to implement such 
standard. 
‘‘SEC. 376. CLEAN ENERGY APPLICATION CEN-

TERS. 
‘‘(a) PURPOSE.—The purpose of this section 

is to rename and provide for the continued 

operation of the United States Department 
of Energy’s Regional Combined Heat and 
Power (CHP) Application Centers. 

‘‘(b) FINDINGS.—The Congress finds the De-
partment of Energy’s Regional Combined 
Heat and Power (CHP) Application Centers 
program has produced significant energy 
savings and climate change benefits and will 
continue to do so through the deployment of 
clean energy technologies such as Combined 
Heat and Power (CHP), recycled waste en-
ergy and biomass energy systems, in the in-
dustrial and commercial energy markets. 

‘‘(c) RENAMING.—The Combined Heat and 
Power Application Centers at the Depart-
ment of Energy are hereby be redesignated 
as Clean Energy Application Centers. Any 
reference in any law, rule or regulation or 
publication to the Combined Heat and Power 
Application Centers shall be treated as a ref-
erence to the Clean Energy Application Cen-
ters. 

‘‘(d) RELOCATION.—In order to better co-
ordinate efforts with the separate Industrial 
Assessment Centers and to assure that the 
energy efficiency and, when applicable, the 
renewable nature of deploying mature clean 
energy technology is fully accounted for, the 
Secretary of Energy shall relocate the ad-
ministration of the Clean Energy Applica-
tion Centers to the Office of Energy Effi-
ciency and Renewable Energy within the De-
partment of Energy. The Office of Elec-
tricity Delivery and Energy Reliability shall 
continue to perform work on the role of such 
technology in support of the grid and its reli-
ability and security, and shall assist the 
Clean Energy Application Centers in their 
work with regard to the grid and with elec-
tric utilities. 

‘‘(e) GRANTS.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Energy 

shall make grants to universities, research 
centers, and other appropriate institutions 
to assure the continued operations and effec-
tiveness of 8 Regional Clean Energy Applica-
tion Centers in each of the following regions 
(as designated for such purposes as of the 
date of the enactment of this section): 

‘‘(A) Gulf Coast. 
‘‘(B) Intermountain. 
‘‘(C) Mid-Atlantic. 
‘‘(D) Midwest. 
‘‘(E) Northeast. 
‘‘(F) Northwest. 
‘‘(G) Pacific. 
‘‘(H) Southeast. 
‘‘(2) ESTABLISHMENT OF GOALS AND COMPLI-

ANCE.—In making grants under this section, 
the Secretary shall ensure that sufficient 
goals are established and met by each Center 
throughout the program duration concerning 
outreach and technology deployment. 

‘‘(f) ACTIVITIES.—Each Clean Energy Appli-
cation Center shall operate a program to en-
courage deployment of clean energy tech-
nologies through education and outreach to 
building and industrial professionals, and to 
other individuals and organizations with an 
interest in efficient energy use. In addition, 
the Centers shall provide project specific 
support to building and industrial profes-
sionals through assessments and advisory ac-
tivities. Funds made available under this 
section may be used for the following activi-
ties: 

‘‘(1) Developing and distributing informa-
tional materials on clean energy tech-
nologies, including continuation of the eight 
existing Web sites. 

‘‘(2) Developing and conducting target 
market workshops, seminars, internet pro-
grams and other activities to educate end 
users, regulators, and stakeholders in a man-
ner that leads to the deployment of clean en-
ergy technologies. 
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‘‘(3) Providing or coordinating onsite as-

sessments for sites and enterprises that may 
consider deployment of clean energy tech-
nology. 

‘‘(4) Performing market research to iden-
tify high profile candidates for clean energy 
deployment. 

‘‘(5) Providing consulting support to sites 
considering deployment of clean energy 
technologies. 

‘‘(6) Assisting organizations developing 
clean energy technologies to overcome bar-
riers to deployment. 

‘‘(7) Assisting companies and organizations 
with performance evaluations of any clean 
energy technology implemented. 

‘‘(g) DURATION.—A grant awarded under 
this section shall be for a period of 5 years. 
each grant shall be evaluated annually for 
its continuation based on its activities and 
results. 

‘‘(h) AUTHORIZATION.—There is authorized 
to be appropriated for purposes of this sec-
tion the sum of $10,000,000 for each of fiscal 
years 2008, 2009, 2010, 2011, and 2012.’’. 

(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of con-
tents for such Act is amended by inserting 
the following after the items relating to part 
D of title III: 

‘‘PART E—INDUSTRIAL ENERGY EFFICIENCY 
‘‘Sec. 371. Survey of waste industrial energy 

recovery and potential use. 
‘‘Sec. 372. Definitions. 
‘‘Sec. 373. Survey and registry. 
‘‘Sec. 374. Waste Energy Recovery Incentive 

Grant Program. 
‘‘Sec. 375. Additional incentives for recov-

ery, utilization and prevention 
of industrial waste energy. 

‘‘Sec. 376. Clean Energy Application Cen-
ters.’’. 

PART 6—ENERGY EFFICIENCY OF PUBLIC 
INSTITUTIONS 

SEC. 9071. SHORT TITLE. 
This part may be cited as the ‘‘Sustainable 

Energy Institutional Infrastructure Act of 
2007’’. 
SEC. 9072. FINDINGS. 

The Congress finds the following: 
(1) Many institutional entities own and op-

erate, or are served by, district energy sys-
tems. 

(2) A variety of renewable energy resources 
could be tapped by governmental and insti-
tutional energy systems to meet energy re-
quirements. 

(3) Use of these renewable energy resources 
to meet energy requirements will reduce re-
liance on fossil fuels and the associated 
emissions of air pollution and carbon diox-
ide. 

(4) CHP is a highly efficient and environ-
mentally beneficial means to generate elec-
tric energy and heat, and offers total effi-
ciency much greater than conventional sepa-
rate systems, where electric energy is gen-
erated at and transmitted long distances 
from a centrally located generation facility, 
and onsite heating and cooling equipment is 
used to meet nonelectric energy require-
ments. 

(5) Heat recovered in a CHP generation sys-
tem can be used for space heating, domestic 
hot water, or process steam requirements, or 
can be converted to cooling energy to meet 
air conditioning requirements. 

(6) The increased efficiency of CHP results 
in reduction in emissions of air pollution and 
carbon dioxide. 

(7) District energy systems represent a key 
opportunity for expanding implementation 
of CHP because district energy systems pro-
vide a means of delivering thermal energy 
from CHP to a substantial base of end users. 

(8) District energy systems help cut peak 
power demand and reduce power trans-
mission and distribution system constraints 
by meeting air conditioning demand through 
delivery of chilled water produced with CHP- 
generated heat or other energy sources, 
shifting power demand through thermal stor-
age, and, with CHP, generating power near 
load centers. 

(9) Evaluation and implementation of sus-
tainable energy infrastructure is a complex 
undertaking involving a variety of technical, 
economic, legal, and institutional issues and 
barriers, and technical assistance is often re-
quired to successfully navigate these bar-
riers. 

(10) The major constraint to significant ex-
pansion of sustainable energy infrastructure 
by institutional entities is a lack of capital 
funding for implementation. 
SEC. 9073. DEFINITIONS. 

For purposes of this part— 
(1) the term ‘‘CHP’’ means combined heat 

and power, or the generation of electric en-
ergy and heat in a single, integrated system; 

(2) the term ‘‘district energy systems’’ 
means systems providing thermal energy to 
buildings and other energy consumers from 
one or more plants to individual buildings to 
provide space heating, air conditioning, do-
mestic hot water, industrial process energy, 
and other end uses; 

(3) the term ‘‘institutional entities’’ means 
local governments, public school districts, 
municipal utilities, State governments, Fed-
eral agencies, and other entities established 
by local, State, or Federal agencies to meet 
public purposes, and public or private col-
leges, universities, airports, and hospitals; 

(4) the term ‘‘renewable thermal energy 
sources’’ means non-fossil-fuel energy 
sources, including biomass, geothermal, 
solar, natural sources of cooling such as cold 
lake or ocean water, and other sources that 
can provide heating or cooling energy; 

(5) the term ‘‘sustainable energy infra-
structure’’ means facilities for production of 
energy from CHP or renewable thermal en-
ergy sources and distribution of thermal en-
ergy to users; and 

(6) the term ‘‘thermal energy’’ means heat-
ing or cooling energy in the form of hot 
water or steam (heating energy) or chilled 
water (cooling energy). 
SEC. 9074. TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE PROGRAM. 

(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Secretary of En-
ergy shall, with funds appropriated for this 
purpose, implement a program of informa-
tion dissemination and technical assistance 
to institutional entities to assist them in 
identifying, evaluating, designing, and im-
plementing sustainable energy infrastruc-
ture. 

(b) INFORMATION DISSEMINATION.—The Sec-
retary shall develop and disseminate infor-
mation and assessment tools addressing— 

(1) identification of opportunities for sus-
tainable energy infrastructure; 

(2) technical and economic characteristics 
of sustainable energy infrastructure; 

(3) utility interconnection, and negotiation 
of power and fuel contracts; 

(4) financing alternatives; 
(5) permitting and siting issues; 
(6) case studies of successful sustainable 

energy infrastructure systems; and 
(7) computer software for assessment, de-

sign, and operation and maintenance of sus-
tainable energy infrastructure systems. 

(c) ELIGIBLE COSTS.—Upon application by 
an institutional entity, the Secretary may 
make grants to such applicant to fund— 

(1) 75 percent of the cost of feasibility stud-
ies to assess the potential for implementa-

tion or improvement of sustainable energy 
infrastructure; 

(2) 60 percent of the cost of guidance on 
overcoming barriers to project implementa-
tion, including financial, contracting, siting, 
and permitting barriers; and 

(3) 45 percent of the cost of detailed engi-
neering and design of sustainable energy in-
frastructure. 

(d) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section $15,000,000 for fiscal 
year 2008, $15,000,000 for fiscal year 2009, and 
$15,000,000 for fiscal year 2010. 
SEC. 9075. REVOLVING FUND. 

(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Secretary of En-
ergy shall, with funds appropriated for this 
purpose, create a Sustainable Institutions 
Revolving Fund for the purpose of estab-
lishing and operating a Sustainable Institu-
tions Revolving Fund (in this section re-
ferred to as the ‘‘SIRF’’) for the purpose of 
providing loans for the construction or im-
provement of sustainable energy infrastruc-
ture to serve institutional entities. 

(b) ELIGIBLE COSTS.—A loan provided from 
the SIRF shall be for no more than 70 per-
cent of the total capital costs of a project, 
and shall not exceed $15,000,000. Such loans 
shall be for constructing sustainable energy 
infrastructure, including— 

(1) plant facilities used for producing ther-
mal energy, electricity, or both; 

(2) facilities for storing thermal energy; 
(3) facilities for distribution of thermal en-

ergy; and 
(4) costs for converting buildings to use 

thermal energy from sustainable energy 
sources. 

(c) QUALIFICATIONS.—Loans from the SIRF 
may be made to institutional entities for 
projects meeting the qualifications and con-
ditions established by the Secretary, includ-
ing the following minimum qualifications: 

(1) The project shall be technically and 
economically feasible as determined by a de-
tailed feasibility analysis performed or cor-
roborated by an independent consultant. 

(2) The borrower shall demonstrate that 
adequate and comparable financing was not 
found to be reasonably available from other 
sources, and that the project is economically 
more feasible with the availability of the 
SIRF loan. 

(3) The borrower shall obtain commitments 
for the remaining capital required to imple-
ment the project, contingent on approval of 
the SIRF loan. 

(4) The borrower shall provide to the Sec-
retary reasonable assurance that all laborers 
and mechanics employed by contractors or 
subcontractors in the performance of con-
struction work financed in whole or in part 
with a loan provided under this section will 
be paid wages at rates not less than those 
prevailing on similar work in the locality as 
determined by the Secretary of Labor in ac-
cordance with subchapter IV of chapter 31 of 
title 40, United States Code (commonly re-
ferred to as the Davis-Bacon Act). 

(d) FINANCING TERMS.—(1) Interest on a 
loan under this section may be a fixed rate 
or floating rate, and shall be equal to the 
Federal cost of funds consistent with the 
loan type and term, minus 1.5 percent. 

(2) Interest shall accrue from the date of 
the loan, but the first payment of interest 
shall be deferred, if desired by the borrower, 
for a period ending not later than 3 years 
after the initial date of operation of the sys-
tem. 

(3) Interest attributable to the period of 
deferred payment shall be amortized over the 
remainder of the loan term. 
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(4) Principal shall be repaid on a schedule 

established at the time the loan is made. 
Such payments shall begin not later than 3 
years after the initial date of operation of 
the system. 

(5) Loans made from the SIRF shall be re-
payable over a period ending not more than 
20 years after the date the loan is made. 

(6) Loans shall be prepayable at any time 
without penalty. 

(7) SIRF loans shall be subordinate to 
other loans for the project. 

(e) FUNDING CYCLES.—Applications for 
loans from the SIRF shall be received on a 
periodic basis at least semiannually. 

(f) APPLICATION OF REPAYMENTS FOR DEF-
ICIT REDUCTION.—Loans from the SIRF shall 
be made, with funds available for this pur-
pose, during the 10 years starting from the 
date that the first loan from the fund is 
made. Until this 10-year period ends, funds 
repaid by borrowers shall be deposited in the 
SIRF to be made available for additional 
loans. Once loans from the SIRF are no 
longer being made, repayments shall go di-
rectly into the United States Treasury. 

(g) PRIORITIES.—In evaluating projects for 
funding, priority shall be given to projects 
which— 

(1) maximize energy efficiency; 
(2) minimize environmental impacts, in-

cluding from regulated air pollutants, green-
house gas emissions, and the use of refrig-
erants known to cause ozone depletion; 

(3) use renewable energy resources; 
(4) maximize oil displacement; and 
(5) benefit economically-depressed areas. 
(h) REGULATIONS.—Not later than one year 

after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary of Energy shall develop a plan and 
adopt rules and procedures for establishing 
and operating the SIRF. 

(i) PROGRAM REVIEW.—Every two years the 
Secretary shall report to the Congress on the 
status and progress of the SIRF. 

(j) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section $250,000,000 for fiscal 
year 2008 and $500,000,000 for each of the fis-
cal years 2009 through 2012. 
SEC. 9076. REAUTHORIZATION OF STATE ENERGY 

PROGRAMS. 
Section 365(f) of the Energy Policy and 

Conservation Act (42 U.S.C. 6325(f)) is amend-
ed by striking ‘‘$100,000,000 for each of the 
fiscal years 2006 and 2007 and $125,000,000 for 
fiscal year 2008’’ and inserting ‘‘$125,000,000 
for each of the fiscal years 2007, 2008, 2009, 
2010, 2011, and 2012’’. 

PART 7—ENERGY SAVINGS 
PERFORMANCE CONTRACTING 

SEC. 9081. DEFINITION OF ENERGY SAVINGS. 
Section 804(2) of the National Energy Con-

servation Policy Act (42 U.S.C. 8287c(2)) is 
amended— 

(1) by redesignating subparagraphs (A), (B), 
and (C) as clauses (i), (ii), and (iii), respec-
tively, and indenting appropriately; 

(2) by striking ‘‘means a reduction’’ and in-
serting ‘‘means— 

‘‘(A) a reduction’’; 
(3) by striking the period at the end and in-

serting a semicolon; and 
(4) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(B) the increased efficient use of an exist-

ing energy source by cogeneration or heat 
recovery, and installation of renewable en-
ergy systems; 

‘‘(C) if otherwise authorized by Federal or 
State law (including regulations), the sale or 
transfer of electrical or thermal energy gen-
erated onsite but in excess of Federal needs, 
to utilities or non-Federal energy users; and 

‘‘(D) the increased efficient use of existing 
water sources in interior or exterior applica-
tions.’’. 

SEC. 9082. FINANCING FLEXIBILITY. 
Section 801(a)(2) of the National Energy 

Conservation Policy Act (42 U.S.C. 8287(a)(2)) 
is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(E) SEPARATE CONTRACTS.—In carrying 
out a contract under this title, a Federal 
agency may— 

‘‘(i) enter into a separate contract for en-
ergy services and conservation measures 
under the contract; and 

‘‘(ii) provide all or part of the financing 
necessary to carry out the contract.’’. 
SEC. 9083. AUTHORITY TO ENTER INTO CON-

TRACTS; REPORTS. 
(a) AUTHORITY TO ENTER INTO CONTRACTS.— 

Section 801(a)(2)(D) of the National Energy 
Conservation Policy Act (42 U.S.C. 
8287(a)(2)(D)) is amended— 

(1) in clause (ii), by inserting ‘‘and’’ after 
the semicolon at the end; 

(2) by striking clause (iii); and 
(3) by redesignating clause (iv) as clause 

(iii). 
(b) REPORTS.—Section 548(a)(2) of the Na-

tional Energy Conservation Policy Act (42 
U.S.C. 8258(a)(2)) is amended by inserting 
‘‘and any termination penalty exposure’’ 
after ‘‘the energy and cost savings that have 
resulted from such contracts’’. 

(c) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 2913 
of title 10, United States Code is amended by 
striking subsection (e). 
SEC. 9084. PERMANENT REAUTHORIZATION. 

Section 801 of the National Energy Con-
servation Policy Act (42 U.S.C. 8287) is 
amended by striking subsection (c). 
SEC. 9085. TRAINING FEDERAL CONTRACTING OF-

FICERS TO NEGOTIATE ENERGY EF-
FICIENCY CONTRACTS. 

(a) PROGRAM.—The Secretary of Energy 
shall create and administer in the Federal 
Energy Management Program a training pro-
gram to educate Federal contract negotia-
tion and contract management personnel so 
that such contract officers are prepared to— 

(1) negotiate energy savings performance 
contracts; 

(2) conclude effective and timely contracts 
for energy efficiency services with all com-
panies offering energy efficiency services; 
and 

(3) review Federal contracts for all prod-
ucts and services for their potential energy 
efficiency opportunities and implications. 

(b) SCHEDULE.—The Federal Energy Man-
agement Program shall plan, staff, an-
nounce, and begin such training not later 
than one year after the date of enactment of 
this Act. 

(c) PERSONNEL TO BE TRAINED.—Personnel 
appropriate to receive such training shall be 
selected by and sent for such training from— 

(1) the Department of Defense; 
(2) the Department of Veterans Affairs; 
(3) the Department of Energy; 
(4) the General Services Administration; 
(5) the Department of Housing and Urban 

Development; 
(6) the United States Postal Service; and 
(7) all other Federal agencies and depart-

ments that enter contracts for buildings, 
building services, electricity and electricity 
services, natural gas and natural gas serv-
ices, heating and air conditioning services, 
building fuel purchases, and other types of 
procurement or service contracts determined 
by Federal Energy Management Program to 
offer the potential for energy savings and 
greenhouse gas emission reductions if nego-
tiated with such goals in mind. 

(d) TRAINERS.—Such training may be con-
ducted by attorneys or contract officers with 
experience in negotiating and managing such 

contracts from any agency, and the Depart-
ment of Energy shall reimburse their related 
salaries and expenses from amounts appro-
priated for carrying out this section to the 
extent they are not already employees of the 
Department of Energy. Such training may 
also be provided by private experts hired by 
the Department of Energy for the purposes 
of this section, except that the Department 
may not hire experts who are simultaneously 
employed by any company under contract to 
provide such energy efficiency services to 
the Federal Government. 

(e) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
the Secretary of Energy for carrying out this 
section $750,000 for each of fiscal years 2008 
through 2012. 
SEC. 9086. PROMOTING LONG-TERM ENERGY SAV-

INGS PERFORMANCE CONTRACTS 
AND VERIFYING SAVINGS. 

Section 801(a)(2) of the National Energy 
Conservation Policy Act (42 U.S.C. 8287(a)(2)) 
is amended— 

(1) in subparagraph (D), by inserting ‘‘be-
ginning on the date of the delivery order’’ 
after ‘‘25 years’’; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(F) PROMOTION OF CONTRACTS.—In car-

rying out this section, a Federal agency 
shall not— 

‘‘(i) establish a Federal agency policy that 
limits the maximum contract term under 
subparagraph (D) to a period shorter than 25 
years; or 

‘‘(ii) limit the total amount of obligations 
under energy savings performance contracts 
or other private financing of energy savings 
measures. 

‘‘(G) MEASUREMENT AND VERIFICATION RE-
QUIREMENTS FOR PRIVATE FINANCING.— 

‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—The evaluations and sav-
ings measurement and verification required 
under paragraphs (1) and (3) of section 543(f) 
shall be used by a Federal agency to meet 
the requirements for— 

‘‘(I) in the case of energy savings perform-
ance contracts, the need for energy audits, 
calculation of energy savings, and any other 
evaluation of costs and savings needed to im-
plement the guarantee of savings under this 
section; and 

‘‘(II) in the case of utility energy service 
contracts, needs that are similar to the pur-
poses described in subclause (I). 

‘‘(ii) MODIFICATION OF EXISTING CON-
TRACTS.—Not later than 180 days after the 
date of enactment of this subparagraph, each 
Federal agency shall, to the maximum ex-
tent practicable, modify any indefinite deliv-
ery and indefinite quantity energy savings 
performance contracts, and other indefinite 
delivery and indefinite quantity contracts 
using private financing, to conform to the 
amendments made by subtitle G of title I of 
the Energy Efficiency Improvement Act of 
2007.’’. 

PART 8—ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON 
ENERGY EFFICIENCY FINANCING 

SEC. 9089. ADVISORY COMMITTEE. 
(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Assistant Sec-

retary of Energy for Energy Efficiency and 
Renewable Energy shall establish an advi-
sory committee to provide advice and rec-
ommendations to the Department of Energy 
on energy efficiency finance and investment 
issues, options, ideas, and trends, and to as-
sist the energy community in identifying 
practical ways of lowering costs and increas-
ing investments in energy efficiency tech-
nologies. 

(b) MEMBERSHIP.—The advisory committee 
established under this section shall have a 
balanced membership that shall include 
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members representing the following commu-
nities: 

(1) Providers of seed capital. 
(2) Venture capitalists. 
(3) Private equity sources. 
(4) Investment banking corporate finance. 
(5) Investment banking mergers and acqui-

sitions. 
(6) Equity capital markets. 
(7) Debt capital markets. 
(8) Research analysts. 
(9) Sales and trading. 
(10) Commercial lenders. 
(11) Residential lenders. 
(c) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 

There are authorized to be appropriated such 
sums as may be necessary to the Secretary 
of Energy for carrying out this section. 

PART 9—ENERGY EFFICIENCY BLOCK 
GRANT PROGRAM 

SEC. 9091. DEFINITIONS. 
For purposes of this part— 
(1) the term ‘‘eligible entity’’ means a 

State or an eligible unit of local government 
within a State; 

(2) the term ‘‘eligible unit of local govern-
ment’’ means— 

(A) a city with a population of at least 
50,000; and 

(B) a county with a population of at least 
200,000; 

(3) the term ‘‘Secretary’’ means the Sec-
retary of Energy; and 

(4) the term ‘‘State’’ means one of the 50 
States, the District of Columbia, the Com-
monwealth of Puerto Rico, Guam, American 
Samoa, the United States Virgin Islands, the 
Commonwealth of the Northern Mariana Is-
lands, and any other commonwealth, terri-
tory, or possession of the United States. 
SEC. 9092. ESTABLISHMENT OF PROGRAM. 

The Secretary shall establish an Energy 
Efficiency Block Grant Program to make 
block grants to eligible entities as provided 
in this part. 
SEC. 9093. ALLOCATIONS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Of the funds appropriated 
for making grants under this part for each 
fiscal year, the Secretary shall allocate 70 
percent to be provided to eligible units of 
local government as provided in subsection 
(b) and 30 percent to be provided to States as 
provided in subsection (c). 

(b) ELIGIBLE UNITS OF LOCAL GOVERN-
MENT.—The Secretary shall provide grants to 
eligible units of local government according 
to a formula giving equal weight to— 

(1) population, according to the most re-
cent available Census data; and 

(2) daytime population, or another similar 
factor such as square footage of commercial, 
office, and industrial space, as determined by 
the Secretary. 

(c) STATES.—The Secretary shall provide 
grants to States according to a formula 
based on population, according to the most 
recent available Census data. 

(d) PUBLICATION OF ALLOCATION FOR-
MULAS.—Not later than 90 days before the be-
ginning of any fiscal year in which grants 
are to made under this part, the Secretary 
shall publish in the Federal Register the for-
mulas for allocation described in subsection 
(b)(1) and (b)(2). 
SEC. 9094. ELIGIBLE ACTIVITIES. 

Funds provided through a grant under this 
part may be used for the following activities: 

(1) Development and implementation of an 
Energy Efficiency Strategy under section 
9095. 

(2) Retaining technical consultant services 
to assist an eligible entity in the develop-
ment of such Strategy, including— 

(A) formulation of energy efficiency, en-
ergy conservation, and energy usage goals; 

(B) identification of strategies to meet 
such goals through efforts to increase energy 
efficiency and reduce energy consumption; 

(C) identification of strategies to encour-
age behavioral changes among the populace 
that will help achieve such goals; 

(D) development of methods to measure 
progress in achieving such goals; 

(E) development and preparation of annual 
reports to the citizenry of the eligible enti-
ty’s energy efficiency strategies and goals, 
and progress in achieving them; and 

(F) other services to assist in the imple-
mentation of the Energy Efficiency Strat-
egy. 

(3) Conducting energy audits. 
(4) Development and implementation of 

weatherization programs. 
(5) Creation of financial incentive pro-

grams for energy efficiency retrofits, includ-
ing zero-interest or low-interest revolving 
loan funds. 

(6) Grants to nonprofit organizations and 
governmental agencies for energy retrofits. 

(7) Development and implementation of en-
ergy efficiency programs and technologies 
for buildings and facilities of nonprofit orga-
nizations and governmental agencies. 

(8) Development and implementation of 
building and home energy conservation pro-
grams, including— 

(A) design and operation of the programs; 
(B) identifying the most effective methods 

for achieving maximum participation and ef-
ficiency rates; 

(C) public education; 
(D) measurement protocols; and 
(E) identification of energy efficient tech-

nologies. 
(9) Development and implementation of en-

ergy conservation programs, including— 
(A) use of flex time by employers; 
(B) satellite work centers; and 
(C) other measures that have the effect of 

increasing energy efficiency and decreasing 
energy consumption. 

(10) Development and implementation of 
building codes and inspection services for 
public, commercial, industrial, and single 
and multifamily residential buildings to pro-
mote energy efficiency. 

(11) Application and implementation of al-
ternative energy and energy distribution 
technologies that significantly increase en-
ergy efficiency and promote distributed re-
sources and district heating and cooling sys-
tems. 

(12) Development and promotion of zoning 
guidelines or requirements that result in in-
creased energy efficiency, efficient develop-
ment, active living land use planning, and 
infrastructure such as bike lanes and path-
ways, and pedestrian walkways. 

(13) Promotion of greater participation and 
efficiency rates for material conservation 
programs, including source reduction, recy-
cling, and recycled content procurement pro-
grams that lead to increases in energy effi-
ciency. 

(14) Establishment of a State, county, or 
city office to assist in the development and 
implementation of the Energy Efficiency 
Strategy. 
SEC. 9095. REQUIREMENTS. 

(a) REQUIREMENTS FOR ELIGIBLE UNITS OF 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT.— 

(1) PROPOSED STRATEGY.—Not later than 1 
year after being awarded a grant under this 
part, an eligible unit of local government 
shall submit to the Secretary a proposed En-
ergy Efficiency Strategy which establishes 
goals for increased energy efficiency in the 

jurisdiction of the eligible units of local gov-
ernment. The Strategy shall include plans 
for the use of funds received under the grant 
to assist the eligible unit of local govern-
ment in the achievement of such goals, con-
sistent with section 9094. In developing such 
a Strategy, an eligible unit of local govern-
ment shall take into account any plans for 
the use of funds by adjoining eligible units of 
local governments funded under this part. 

(2) APPROVAL.—The Secretary shall ap-
prove or disapprove a proposed Strategy sub-
mitted under paragraph (1) not later than 90 
days after receiving it. If the Secretary dis-
approves a proposed Strategy, the Secretary 
shall provide to the eligible unit of local gov-
ernment the reasons for such disapproval. 
The eligible unit of local government may 
revise and resubmit the Strategy, as many 
times as required, until approval is granted. 

(3) FUNDING FOR PREPARATION OF STRAT-
EGY.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Until the Secretary has 
approved a proposed Energy Efficiency 
Strategy under paragraph (2), the Secretary 
shall only disburse to an eligible unit of 
local government $200,000 or 20 percent of the 
grant, whichever is greater, which may be 
used only for preparation of the Strategy. 

(B) REMAINDER OF FUNDS.—The remainder 
of an eligible unit of local government’s 
grant funds awarded but not disbursed under 
subparagraph (A) shall remain available and 
shall be disbursed by the Secretary upon ap-
proval of the Strategy. 

(4) LIMITATIONS ON USE OF FUNDS.—Of the 
amounts provided through a grant under this 
part, an eligible unit of local government 
may use— 

(A) not more than 10 percent, or $75,000, 
whichever is greater, for administrative ex-
penses, not including expenses needed to 
meet reporting requirements under this part; 

(B) not more than 20 percent, or $250,000, 
whichever is greater, for the establishment 
of revolving loan funds; and 

(C) not more than 20 percent, or $250,000, 
whichever is greater, for subgranting to non-
governmental organizations for the purpose 
of assisting in the implementation of the En-
ergy Efficiency Strategy. 

(5) ANNUAL REPORT.—Not later than 2 years 
after receipt of the first disbursement of 
funds from a grant awarded under this part, 
and annually thereafter, an eligible unit of 
local government shall submit a report to 
the Secretary on the status of the Strategy’s 
development and implementation, and, 
where practicable, a best available assess-
ment of energy efficiency gains within the 
jurisdiction of the eligible unit of local gov-
ernment. 

(b) REQUIREMENTS FOR STATES.— 
(1) ALLOCATION OF GRANT FUNDS.—A State 

receiving a grant under this part shall use at 
least 70 percent of the funds received to pro-
vide subgrants to units of local government 
in the State that are not eligible units of 
local government. The State shall make such 
subgrant awards not later than 6 months 
after approval of the State’s Strategy under 
paragraph (3). 

(2) PROPOSED STRATEGY.—Not later than 
120 days the date of enactment of this Act, 
each State shall submit to the Secretary a 
proposed Energy Efficiency Strategy which 
establishes a process for making subgrants 
described in paragraph (1), and establishes 
goals for increased energy efficiency in the 
jurisdiction of the State. The Strategy shall 
include plans for the use of funds received 
under a grant under this part to assist the 
State in the achievement of such goals, con-
sistent with section 9094. 
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(3) APPROVAL.—The Secretary shall ap-

prove or disapprove a proposed Strategy sub-
mitted under paragraph (2) not later than 90 
days after receiving it. If the Secretary dis-
approves a proposed Strategy, the Secretary 
shall provide to the State the reasons for 
such disapproval. The State may revise and 
resubmit the Strategy, as many times as re-
quired, until approval is granted. 

(4) FUNDING FOR PREPARATION OF STRAT-
EGY.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Until the Secretary has 
approved a proposed Energy Efficiency 
Strategy under paragraph (2), the Secretary 
shall only disburse to a State $200,000 or 20 
percent of the grant, whichever is greater, 
which may be used only for preparation of 
the Strategy. 

(B) REMAINDER OF FUNDS.—The remainder 
of a State’s grant funds awarded but not dis-
bursed under subparagraph (A) shall remain 
available and shall be disbursed by the Sec-
retary upon approval of the Strategy. 

(5) LIMITATIONS ON USE OF FUNDS.—Of the 
amounts provided through a grant under this 
part, a State may use not more than 10 per-
cent for administrative expenses. 

(6) ANNUAL REPORTS.—A State shall annu-
ally report to the Secretary on the develop-
ment and implementation of its Strategy. 
Each such report shall include— 

(A) a status report on the State’s subgrant 
program described in paragraph (1); 

(B) a best available assessment of energy 
efficiency gains achieved through the State’s 
Strategy; and 

(C) specific energy efficiency and energy 
conservation goals for future years. 

(c) STATE AND LOCAL ADVISORY COM-
MITTEE.— 

(1) STATE AND LOCAL ADVISORY COM-
MITTEE.—The Secretary shall establish a 
State and Local Advisory Committee to pro-
vide advice regarding the administration, di-
rection, and evaluation of the program under 
this part. 
SEC. 9096. REVIEW AND EVALUATION. 

The Secretary may review and evaluate 
the performance of grant recipients, includ-
ing by performing audits, and may deny 
funding to such grant recipients for failure 
to properly adhere to— 

(1) the Secretary’s guidelines and regula-
tions relating to the program under this 
part, including the misuse or misappropria-
tion of funds; or 

(2) the grant recipient’s Strategy. 
SEC. 9097. TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE AND EDU-

CATION PROGRAM. 
(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Secretary shall 

establish and carry out a technical assist-
ance and education program to provide— 

(1) technical assistance to State and local 
governments; 

(2) public education programs; 
(3) demonstration of innovative energy ef-

ficiency systems and practices; and 
(4) identification of effective measurement 

methodologies and methods for changing or 
influencing public participation in, and 
awareness of, energy efficiency programs. 

(b) ELIGIBLE RECIPIENTS.—Eligible recipi-
ents of assistance under this section shall in-
clude State and local governments, State 
and local government associations, public 
and private nonprofit organizations, and col-
leges and universities. 

(c) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
the Secretary for carrying out this section 
$150,000,000 for each of the fiscal years 2008 
through 2012. 
SEC. 9098. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 

(a) GRANTS.—There are authorized to be 
appropriated to the Secretary for grants 

under this part, $2,000,000,000 for each of fis-
cal years 2008 through 2012. 

(b) ADMINISTRATION.—There are authorized 
to be appropriated to the Secretary for ad-
ministrative expenses of the program estab-
lished under this part— 

(1) $20,000,000 for fiscal year 2008; 
(2) $20,000,000 for fiscal year 2009; 
(3) $25,000,000 for fiscal year 2010; 
(4) $25,000,000 for fiscal year 2011; and 
(5) $30,000,000 for fiscal year 2012. 

Subtitle B—Smart Grid Facilitation 
SEC. 9101. SHORT TITLE. 

This subtitle may be cited as the ‘‘Smart 
Grid Facilitation Act of 2007’’. 

PART 1—SMART GRID 
SEC. 9111. STATEMENT OF POLICY ON MOD-

ERNIZATION OF ELECTRICITY GRID. 
(a) SMART GRID CHARACTERISTICS.—It is the 

policy of the United States to support the 
modernization of the Nation’s electricity 
transmission and distribution system to in-
corporate digital information and controls 
technology and to share real-time pricing in-
formation with electricity customers to 
achieve each of the following, which to-
gether characterize a smart grid: 

(1) Increased reliability, security and effi-
ciency of the electric grid. 

(2) Dynamic optimization of grid oper-
ations and resources, with full cyber-secu-
rity. 

(3) Deployment and integration of distrib-
uted resources and generation. 

(4) Development and incorporation of de-
mand response demand-side resources, and 
energy efficiency resources. 

(5) Deployment of ‘‘smart’’ technologies for 
metering, communications concerning grid 
operations and status, and distribution auto-
mation. 

(6) Integration of ‘‘smart’’ appliances and 
consumer devices. 

(7) Deployment and integration of renew-
able energy resources, both to the grid and 
on the customer side of the electric meter. 

(8) Deployment and integration of ad-
vanced electricity storage and peak-sharing 
technologies, including plug-in electric and 
hybrid electric vehicles, and thermal-storage 
air conditioning. 

(9) Provision to consumers of new informa-
tion and control options. 

(10) Continual environmental improvement 
in electricity production and distribution. 

(11) Enhanced capacity and efficiency of 
electricity networks, reduction of line 
losses, and maintenance of power quality. 

(b) SUPPORT.—The Secretary of Energy and 
the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission 
and other Federal agencies as appropriate 
shall undertake programs to support the de-
velopment and demonstration of Smart Grid 
technologies and standards to maximize the 
achievement of these goals. 

(c) BARRIERS.—It is further the policy of 
the United States that no State, State agen-
cy, or local government or instrumentality 
thereof should prohibit, or erect unreason-
able barriers to, the deployment of smart 
grid technologies on an electric utility’s dis-
tribution facilities, or unreasonably limit 
the services that may be provided using such 
technologies. 

(d) INFORMATION.—It is further the policy 
of the United States that electricity pur-
chasers are entitled to receive information 
about the varying value of electricity at dif-
ferent times and places, and that States 
shall not prohibit nor erect unreasonable 
barriers to the provision of such information 
flows to end users. 
SEC. 9112. GRID MODERNIZATION COMMISSION. 

(a) ESTABLISHMENT AND MISSION.— 

(1) ESTABLISHMENT.—The President shall 
establish a Grid Modernization Commission 
composed of 9 members. Three members of 
the Commission shall be appointed by the 
President, and one each shall be appointed 
by the Speaker and Minority Leader of the 
United States House of Representatives and 
by the Majority Leader and Minority Leader 
of the United States Senate. Two members 
shall be appointed by the President from 
among persons recommended by an associa-
tion representing State utility regulatory 
commissioners. The President shall des-
ignate one Commissioner to serve as Chair-
person. 

(2) MISSION.—The mission of the Grid Mod-
ernization Commission shall be to facilitate 
the adoption of Smart Grid standards, tech-
nologies, and practices across the Nation’s 
electricity grid to the point of general adop-
tion and ongoing market support in the 
United States electric sector. The Commis-
sion shall be responsible for monitoring de-
velopments, encouraging progress toward 
common standards and protocols, identifying 
barriers and proposing solutions, coordi-
nating with all Federal departments and 
agencies, and coordinating approaches on 
smart grid implementation with States and 
local governmental authorities. 

(b) MEMBERSHIP.—The members appointed 
to the Commission shall, collectively, have 
qualifications in electric utility operations 
and infrastructure, digital information and 
control technologies, security, market devel-
opment, finance and utility regulation, en-
ergy efficiency, demand response, renewable 
energy, and consumer protection. 

(c) AUTHORITIES TO INTERVENE.—The Com-
mission shall have the authority to inter-
vene and represent itself before the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission and other 
Federal and State agencies as it deems nec-
essary to accomplish its mission. 

(d) TERMS OF OFFICE.—The term of office of 
each Commissioner shall be 5 years, and any 
member may be reappointed for not more 
than one additional term of 5 years. 

(e) TERMINATION.—Unless extended by Act 
of Congress, the Commission shall complete 
its work and cease its activities by January 
1, 2020, or on such earlier date that the Com-
mission determines that the proliferation, 
evolution, and adaptation of Smart Grid 
technologies no longer require Federal lead-
ership and assistance. 

(f) COMPENSATION OF MEMBERS.—Each 
member of the Commission who is not an of-
ficer or employee of the Federal Government 
shall be compensated at a rate equal to the 
daily equivalent of the annual rate of basic 
pay prescribed for level III of the Executive 
Schedule under section 5315 of title 5, United 
States Code, for each day (including travel 
time) during which such member is engaged 
in the performance of the duties of the Com-
mission. All members of the Commission 
who are officers or employees of the United 
States shall serve without compensation in 
addition to that received for their services as 
officers or employees of the United States. 

(g) TRAVEL EXPENSES.—The members of 
the Commission shall be allowed travel ex-
penses, including per diem in lieu of subsist-
ence, at rates authorized for employees of 
agencies under subchapter I of chapter 57 of 
title 5, United States Code, while away from 
their homes or regular places of business in 
the performance of services for the Commis-
sion. 

(h) MEETINGS.—The Commission shall meet 
at the call of the Chairman. Commission 
meetings shall be open to the public, but as 
many as three Commissioners may meet in 
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private without constituting a meeting re-
quiring public access. 

(i) APPLICABILITY OF FEDERAL ADVISORY 
COMMITTEE ACT.—The Federal Advisory 
Committee Act (5 U.S.C. App. 1 et seq.) shall 
not apply to the Commission. 

(j) OFFICES AND STAFF.—The Secretary of 
Energy shall provide the Commission with 
offices in the Department of Energy and 
shall make available to the Commission the 
expertise and staff resources of both the Of-
fice of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reli-
ability and the Office of Energy Efficiency 
and Renewable Energy. 

(k) DETAIL OF GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES.— 
Any Federal Government employee may be 
detailed to the Commission without reim-
bursement, and such detail shall be without 
interruption or loss of civil service status or 
privilege. 

(l) EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR.—The Secretary of 
Energy shall appoint an officer of the Senior 
Executive Service to serve as Executive Di-
rector to the Commission. 

(m) PROCUREMENT OF TEMPORARY AND 
INTERMITTENT SERVICES.—The Chairman of 
the Commission may procure temporary and 
intermittent services under section 3109(b) of 
title 5, United States Code, at rates for indi-
viduals which do not exceed the daily equiva-
lent of the annual rate of basic pay pre-
scribed for level V of the Executive Schedule 
under section 5316 of such title. 

(n) INFORMATION FROM FEDERAL AGEN-
CIES.—The Commission may secure directly 
from any Federal department or agency such 
information as the Commission considers 
necessary to carry out this part. Upon re-
quest of the Chairman of the Commission, 
the head of such department or agency shall 
furnish such information to the Commission. 
The Commission shall maintain the same 
level of confidentiality for such information 
made available under this subsection as is 
required of the head of the department or 
agency from which the information was ob-
tained. 

(o) POSTAL SERVICES.—The Commission 
may use the United States mails in the same 
manner and under the same conditions as 
other departments and agencies of the Fed-
eral Government. 
SEC. 9113. GRID ASSESSMENT AND REPORT. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Grid Modernization 
Commission shall undertake, and update on 
a biannual basis, an assessment of the 
progress toward modernizing the electric 
system from generation to ultimate elec-
tricity consumption, including implementa-
tion of ‘‘smart grid’’ technologies. The Com-
mission shall prepare this assessment with 
input from stakeholders including but not 
limited to electric utilities, other Federal of-
fices, States, companies involved in devel-
oping related technologies, the National 
Electric Reliability Organization recognized 
by the Federal Energy Regulatory Commis-
sion, electricity customers, and persons with 
special related expertise. The assessment 
shall include each of the following: 

(1) An updated inventory of existing smart 
grid systems. 

(2) A description of the condition of exist-
ing grid infrastructure and procedures for de-
termining the need for new infrastructure; 

(3) A description of any plans of States, 
utilities, or others to introduce smart grid 
systems and technologies. 

(4) An assessment of constraints to deploy-
ment of smart grid technology and most im-
portant opportunities for doing so, including 
the readiness or lack thereof of enabling 
technologies. 

(5) An assessment of remaining potential 
benefits resulting from introduction of smart 

grid systems, including benefits related to 
demand-side efficiencies, improved reli-
ability, improved security, reduced prices, 
and improved integration of renewable re-
sources. 

(6) Recommendations for legislative or reg-
ulatory changes to remove barriers to and 
create incentives for smart grid system im-
plementation and to meet the policy goals of 
this title. 

(7) An estimate of the potential costs re-
quired for modernization of the electricity 
grid, with specificity relative to geographic 
areas and components of the grid, together 
with an assessment of whether the necessary 
funds would be available to meet such costs, 
and the sources of such funds. 

(8) An assessment of ancillary benefits to 
other economic sectors or activities beyond 
the electricity sector, such as potential 
broadband service over power lines. 

(9) An assessment of technologies, activi-
ties or opportunities in energy end use de-
vices, customer premises, buildings, and 
power generation and storage devices that 
could accelerate or expand the impact and 
effectiveness of smart grid advances. 

(10) An assessment of potential risks to 
personal privacy, corporate confidentiality, 
and grid security from the spread of smart 
grid technologies, and if so what additional 
measures and policies are needed to assure 
privacy and information protection for elec-
tric customers and grid partners, and cyber- 
security protection for extended grid sys-
tems. 

(11) An assessment of the readiness of mar-
ket forces to drive further implementation 
and evolution of ‘‘smart grid’’ technologies 
in the absence of government leadership. 

(12) Recommendations to the Secretary of 
Energy and other Federal officers on actions 
they should take to assist. 
The Commission may request electric utili-
ties to provide information relating to de-
ployment and planned deployment of smart 
grid systems and technologies. At the re-
quest of the utility, the Commission shall 
maintain the confidentiality of utility-spe-
cific or specific security-related information. 
The Commission shall provide opportunities 
for input and comment by interested per-
sons, including representatives of electricity 
consumers, Smart Grid technology service 
providers, the electric utility industry, and 
State and local government. 

(b) STATE AND REGIONAL ASSESSMENT AND 
REPORT.—States or groups of States are en-
couraged to participate in the development 
of State or region-specific components of the 
assessment and report under subsection (a). 
Such State-specific components may address 
the assessment and reporting criteria above 
but also may include but not be limited to 
any of the following: 

(1) Assessment of types of security threats 
to electricity delivery. 

(2) Energy assurance and response plans to 
address security threats. 

(3) Plans for introduction of smart grid 
systems and technologies over 3, 5, and 10 
year planning horizons. 
The Commission may make grants to States 
that begin development of a State or Re-
gional Plan within 180 days after the enact-
ment of this Act to offset up to one-half of 
the costs required to develop such plans. 

(c) SMART GRID REPORT.—Based on its com-
pleted initial assessment under subsection 
(a), the Commission shall submit a report to 
Congress and the President not later than 2 
years after the date of enactment of this Act 
and subsequent reports every 2 years there-
after. Each report shall include rec-

ommendations to the President and to the 
Congress on actions necessary to modernize 
the electricity grid. The Commission shall 
annually update and revise its report and as 
well as conduct ongoing monitoring and 
evaluation activities. 

(d) CONSULTATION AND PUBLIC INPUT.—The 
Commission shall consult with the Secretary 
of Energy and the Federal Energy Regu-
latory Commission on technical issues asso-
ciated with advanced electricity grid tech-
nologies. The Commission shall to the extent 
feasible provide for broad and frequent input 
from stakeholders and the general public. 

(e) INTEROPERABILITY PROTOCOLS AND 
MODEL STANDARDS FOR INFORMATION MAN-
AGEMENT.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Grid Modernization 
Commission shall work with the National In-
stitute of Standards and Technology, as well 
as with Smart Grid stakeholders, to develop 
protocols and model standards for informa-
tion management to achieve interoperability 
of smart grid devices and systems. Such pro-
tocols and model standards shall be flexible, 
uniform, and technology-neutral, including 
but not limited to technologies for commu-
nication of Smart Grid information. Such 
protocols and standards shall further align 
policy, business, and technology approaches 
in a manner that— 

(A) enables all electric resources, including 
demand-side resources, storage devices, re-
newable generation resources, other distrib-
uted generation resources, to be inter-
connected to and function compatibly with 
the grid, on an automated basis to the extent 
appropriate; 

(B) enables electricity-consuming equip-
ment to communicate with and contribute to 
an efficient, reliable electricity network, on 
an automated basis to the extent appro-
priate; 

(C) enhances two-way communication be-
tween Smart-Grid enabled devices connected 
to the electric power grid; 

(D) supports the ability of Smart-Grid en-
abled devices to exchange information, re-
gardless of the operating system, program-
ming languages, or media of communication 
utilized by such devices; 

(E) enables the operators of utilities and 
regional system operators of the grid to 
automatically detect anomalies and respond 
to isolate areas affected in order to maintain 
reliability; and 

(F) enables State regulators and individual 
utility managers to develop rate structures 
and regulations incorporating Smart Grid 
capabilities for the benefit of consumers and 
the electricity system, accommodating in-
creased demand response and distributed 
generation. 

(2) MEETINGS AND WORKING GROUP FOR DE-
VELOPMENT OF INTEROPERABILITY PROTOCOLS 
AND MODEL STANDARDS.—Within 60 days after 
the enactment of this section, the Director 
of the National Institute of Standards and 
Technology shall convene meetings of ex-
perts and stakeholders to discuss and 
achieve such standards, for the purpose of 
forming an ongoing voluntary working 
group. Upon the creation of the Grid Mod-
ernization Commission, the Commission 
shall assume the role of convening further 
such meetings and collaborating with such a 
working group to continue progress towards 
such standards, with continued technical 
support from the Director of the National In-
stitute of Standards and Technology. The 
Gridwise Architecture Council, the Inter-
national Electrical and Electronics Engi-
neers, the National Electric Reliability Or-
ganization recognized by the Federal Energy 
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Regulatory Commission, and National Elec-
trical Manufacturer’s Association shall be 
among stakeholders invited to such meet-
ings, together with other groups of manufac-
turers of equipment that could usefully be 
Smart-Grid capable, groups of customers, 
State and Federal regulators, electric utility 
groups, communications and computer ex-
perts, and other Federal offices and agencies 
that have roles related to security, commu-
nications, computerization, and reliability of 
the electricity system. 

(3) REPORTING AND ADOPTION OF PROTOCOLS 
AND MODEL STANDARDS.— 

(A) REPORTING REQUIREMENTS.—The Direc-
tor of the National Institute of Standards 
and Technology and the Grid Modernization 
Commission, after it is created, shall report 
annually to Congress on the progress of cre-
ating such protocols and model standards. 

(B) ADOPTION.—The Commission shall re-
view such protocols and standards as are rec-
ommended by the working group and, upon 
finding that they meet the goals stated in 
paragraph (1), shall publish such finding, and 
shall encourage utilities, regulators, and 
other stakeholders to adopt to such stand-
ards. 

(C) PUBLICATION.—Except to the extent 
they may allow or create threats to grid reli-
ability and security, such standards and pro-
tocols shall be made publicly available for 
general use by manufacturers, utilities, reg-
ulators, and others. 

(D) GOAL.—The intent of Congress is that 
such protocols and model standards will be 
initially developed, reviewed, and approved 
for general adoption, subject to further im-
provements, within 3 years of the enactment 
of this section. 

(f) AUTHORIZATION.—There are authorized 
to be appropriated for the purposes of this 
section— 

(1) $5,000,000 to the National Institute of 
Standards and Technology for each of fiscal 
years 2009 through 2012, and such sums as 
may thereafter be necessary to support the 
purposes of this section; and 

(2) $20,000,000 to the Secretary of Energy to 
support the operations of the Grid Mod-
ernization Commission for each of fiscal 
years 2009 through 2020. 
SEC. 9114. FEDERAL MATCHING FUND FOR 

SMART GRID INVESTMENT COSTS. 
(a) MATCHING FUND.—The Secretary of En-

ergy shall establish a Smart Grid Investment 
Matching Grant Program to provide reim-
bursement of one-fourth of qualifying Smart 
Grid investments. 

(b) QUALIFYING INVESTMENTS.—Qualifying 
Smart Grid investments may include any of 
the following made on or after the date of 
enactment of this Act: 

(1) In the case of appliances covered for 
purposes of establishing energy conservation 
standards under part B of title III of the En-
ergy Policy and Conservation Act of 1975 (42 
U.S.C. 6291 and following), the documented 
expenditures incurred by a manufacturer of 
such appliances associated with purchasing 
or designing, creating the ability to manu-
facture, and manufacturing and installing 
for one calendar year, internal devices that 
allow the appliance to engage in Smart Grid 
functions. 

(2) In the case of specialized electricity- 
using equipment, including motors and driv-
ers, installed in industrial or commercial ap-
plications, the documented expenditures in-
curred by its owner or its manufacturer of 
installing devices or modifying that equip-
ment to engage in Smart Grid functions. 

(3) In the case of transmission and dis-
tribution equipment fitted with monitoring 

and communications devices to enable smart 
grid functions, the documented expenditures 
incurred by the electric utility to purchase 
and install such monitoring and communica-
tions devices. 

(4) In the case of metering devices, sensors, 
control devices, and other devices integrated 
with and attached to an electric utility sys-
tem that are capable of engaging in Smart 
Grid functions, the documented expenditures 
incurred by the electric utility and its cus-
tomers to purchase and install such devices. 

(5) In the case of software that enables de-
vices or computers to engage in Smart Grid 
functions, the documented purchase costs of 
the software. 

(6) In the case of entities that operate or 
coordinate operations of regional electric 
grids, the documented expenditures for pur-
chasing and installing such equipment that 
allows Smart Grid functions to operate and 
be combined or coordinated among multiple 
electric utilities and between that region 
and other regions. 

(7) In the case of persons or entities other 
than electric utilities owning and operating 
a distributed electricity generator, the docu-
mented expenditures of enabling that gener-
ator to be monitored, controlled, or other-
wise integrated into grid operations and 
electricity flows on the grid utilizing Smart 
Grid functions. 

(8) In the case of electric or hybrid-electric 
vehicles, the documented expenses for de-
vices that allow the vehicle to engage in 
Smart Grid functions. 

(9) The documented expenditures related to 
purchasing and implementing Smart Grid 
functions in such other cases as the Sec-
retary of Energy shall identify. In making 
such grants, the Secretary shall seek to re-
ward innovation and early adaptation, even 
if success is not complete, rather than de-
ployment of proven and commercially viable 
technologies. 

(c) INVESTMENTS NOT INCLUDED.—Quali-
fying Smart Grid investments do not include 
any of the following: 

(1) Expenditures for electricity generation, 
transmission, or distribution infrastructure 
or equipment not directly related to ena-
bling Smart Grid functions. 

(2) After the effective date of a standard 
under paragraph (21) of section 111(d) of the 
Public Utility Regulatory Policies Act of 
1978 (relating to Smart Grid information), an 
investment that is not in compliance with 
such standard. 

(3) After the development and publication 
by the Commission of protocols and model 
standards for interoperability of smart grid 
devices and technologies, an investment that 
fails to incorporate any of such protocols or 
model standards. 

(4) Expenditures for physical interconnec-
tion of generators or other devices to the 
grid except those that are directly related to 
enabling Smart Grid functions. 

(5) Expenditures for ongoing salaries, bene-
fits, or personnel costs not incurred in the 
initial installation, training, or start up of 
smart grid functions. 

(6) Expenditures for travel, lodging, meals 
or other personal costs. 

(7) Ongoing or routine operation, billing, 
customer relations, security, and mainte-
nance expenditures. 

(8) Such other expenditures that the Sec-
retary of Energy determines not to be Quali-
fying Smart Grid Investments by reason of 
the lack of the ability to perform smart grid 
functions or lack of direct relationship to 
smart grid functions. 

(d) SMART GRID FUNCTIONS.—The term 
‘‘smart grid functions’’ means any of the fol-
lowing: 

(1) The ability to develop, store, send and 
receive digital information concerning elec-
tricity use, costs, prices, time of use, nature 
of use, storage, or other information rel-
evant to device, grid, or utility operations, 
to or from or by means of the electric utility 
system, through one or a combination of de-
vices and technologies. 

(2) The ability to develop, store, send and 
receive digital information concerning elec-
tricity use, costs, prices, time or use, nature 
of use, storage, or other information rel-
evant to device, grid, or utility operations to 
or from a computer or other control device. 

(3) The ability to measure or monitor elec-
tricity use as a function of time of day, 
power quality characteristics such as voltage 
level, current, cycles per second, or source or 
type of generation and to store, synthesize 
or report that information by digital means. 

(4) The ability to sense and localize disrup-
tions or changes in power flows on the grid 
and communicate such information instanta-
neously and automatically for purposes of 
enabling automatic protective responses to 
sustain reliability and security of grid oper-
ations. 

(5) The ability to detect, prevent, commu-
nicate with regard to, respond to, or recover 
from system security threats, including 
cyber-security threats and terrorism, using 
digital information, media, and devices. 

(6) The ability of any appliance or machine 
to respond to such signals, measurements, or 
communications automatically or in a man-
ner programmed by its owner or operator 
without independent human intervention. 

(7) The ability to use digital information 
to operate functionalities on the electric 
utility grid that were previously electro-me-
chanical or manual. 

(8) The ability to use digital controls to 
manage and modify electricity demand, en-
able congestion management, assist in volt-
age control, provide operating reserves, and 
provide frequency regulation. 

(9) Such other functions as the Secretary 
of Energy may identify as being necessary or 
useful to the operation of a Smart Grid. 

(e) OFFICE.—The Secretary of Energy 
shall— 

(1) establish an Office to administer the 
Smart Grid Investment Grant Program, as-
suring that expert resources from the Com-
mission on Grid Modernization, the Office of 
Energy Distribution and Electricity Reli-
ability, and the Office of Energy Efficiency 
and Renewable Energy are fully available to 
advise on its administration and actions; 

(2) appoint a Senior Executive Service offi-
cer to direct the Office, together with such 
personnel as are required to administer the 
Smart Grid Investment Grant program; 

(3) establish and publish in the Federal 
Register, within 180 days after the enact-
ment of this Act procedures by which appli-
cants who have made qualifying Smart Grid 
investments can seek and obtain reimburse-
ment of one-fourth of their documented ex-
penditures; 

(4) establish procedures to assure that 
there is no duplication or multiple reim-
bursement for the same investment or costs, 
that the reimbursement goes to the party 
making the actual expenditures for Quali-
fying Smart Grid Investments, and that the 
grants made have significant effect in en-
couraging and facilitating the development 
of a smart grid.; 

(5) maintain public records of reimburse-
ments made, recipients, and qualifying 
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Smart Grid investments which have received 
reimbursements; 

(6) establish procedures to provide, in cases 
deemed by the Secretary to be warranted, 
advance payment of moneys up to the full 
amount of the projected eventual reimburse-
ment, to creditworthy applicants whose abil-
ity to make Qualifying Smart Grid Invest-
ments may be hindered by lack of initial 
capital, in lieu of any later reimbursement 
for which that applicant qualifies, and sub-
ject to full return of the advance payment in 
the event that the Qualifying Smart Grid in-
vestment is not made; 

(7) establish procedures to provide, in the 
event appropriated moneys in any year are 
insufficient to provide reimbursements for 
qualifying Smart Grid investments, that 
such reimbursement would be made in the 
next fiscal year or whenever funds are again 
sufficient, with the condition that the insuf-
ficiency of funds to reimburse Qualifying 
Smart Grid Investments from moneys appro-
priated for that purpose does not create a 
Federal obligation to that applicant; and 

(8) have and exercise the discretion to deny 
grants for investments that do not qualify in 
the reasonable judgement of the Secretary. 

(f) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
the Secretary of Energy the sums of— 

(1) $10,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2008 
through 2012 to provide for administration of 
the Smart Grid Investment Matching Fund; 
and 

(2) $250,000,000 for fiscal year 2008 and 
$500,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2009 
through 2012 to provide reimbursements of 
one-fourth of Qualifying Smart Grid Invest-
ments. 
SEC. 9115. SMART GRID TECHNOLOGY DEPLOY-

MENT. 
(a) POWER GRID DIGITAL INFORMATION 

TECHNOLOGY.—The Secretary of Energy shall 
conduct programs to— 

(1) deploy advanced techniques for meas-
uring peak load reductions and energy effi-
ciency savings on customer premises from 
smart metering, demand response, distrib-
uted generation and electricity storage sys-
tems; 

(2) implement means for demand response, 
distributed generation, and storage to pro-
vide ancillary services; 

(3) advance the use of wide-area measure-
ment networks including data mining, vis-
ualization, advanced computing, and secure 
and dependable communications in a highly 
distributed environment; and 

(4) implement reliability technologies in a 
grid control room environment against a 
representative set of local outage and wide 
area blackout scenarios. 

(b) SMART GRID REGIONAL DEMONSTRATION 
PROGRAM.— 

(1) ESTABLISHMENT OF PROGRAM.—The Sec-
retary of Energy shall establish a program of 
demonstration projects specifically focused 
on advanced technologies for power grid 
sensing, communications, analysis, and 
power flow control, including the integration 
of demand-side resources into grid manage-
ment. The goals of this program shall be to— 

(A) demonstrate the potential benefits of 
concentrated investments in advanced grid 
technologies on a regional grid; 

(B) facilitate the commercial transition 
from the current power transmission and dis-
tribution system technologies to advanced 
technologies; and 

(C) facilitate the integration of advanced 
technologies in existing electric networks to 
improve system performance, power flow 
control and reliability. 

(2) DEMONSTRATION PROJECTS.—The Sec-
retary shall establish Smart Grid demonstra-
tion projects for not more than 5 electric 
utility systems of various types and sizes 
under this subsection. Such demonstration 
projects shall be undertaken in cooperation 
with the electric utility. Under such dem-
onstration projects, financial assistance 
shall be available to cover not more than 
one-half of the qualifying Smart Grid tech-
nology investments made by the electric 
utility. Any project receiving financial as-
sistance under this section shall not be eligi-
ble to receive financial assistance (including 
loan guarantees) under any other Federal 
program. 

(c) AUTHORIZATION.— 
(1) POWER GRID DIGITAL INFORMATION TECH-

NOLOGY PROGRAMS.—There are authorized to 
be appropriated to carry out subsection (a) 
such sums as are necessary for each of the 
fiscal years 2008 through 2012. 

(2) SMART GRID REGIONAL DEMONSTRATION 
PROGRAM.—There is authorized to be appro-
priated to carry out subsection (b) $20,000,000 
for each of the fiscal years 2008 through 2012. 
SEC. 9116. SMART GRID INFORMATION REQUIRE-

MENTS. 
(a) FINDINGS.—Congress finds that Smart 

Grid technologies will require, for their opti-
mum use by electricity consumers, that such 
consumers have access to information on 
prices, use, and other factors in possession of 
their utilities or electricity suppliers, in 
order to assist the customers in optimizing 
their electricity use and limiting the associ-
ated environmental impacts. 

(b) DEVELOPMENT OF RULES.—The Commis-
sion on Grid Modernization shall within one 
year of its initial meeting develop and de-
clare a standard for the collection, presen-
tation and delivery of information to elec-
tricity purchasers as required by the stand-
ard under section 111(d)(21) of the Public 
Utility Regulatory Policies Act of 1978. Such 
standard shall provide purchasers with dif-
ferent access options for such information. 
Such standard shall be developed with input 
from the Secretary of Energy, the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission, the Admin-
istrator of the Environmental Protection 
Agency, States, and stakeholders rep-
resenting, but not limited to, electric utili-
ties, energy efficiency and demand response 
experts, environmental organizations and 
consumer organizations. 

(c) APPLICATION OF SMART GRID INFORMA-
TION STANDARD TO FEDERAL ENTITIES AND 
WHOLESALE MARKETS.—Within 60 days of the 
declaration of the standard under subsection 
(b), the Federal Energy Regulatory Commis-
sion shall propose a rule under which all pub-
lic utilities, with respect to federally juris-
dictional sales for resale of electricity in 
interstate commerce, and all approved re-
gional transmission organizations subject to 
its jurisdiction, will implement those ele-
ments of the Smart Grid information stand-
ard developed pursuant to this section that 
the Commission determines to be relevant 
and to add value for purchasers of wholesale 
power or those utilizing interstate trans-
mission. The Tennessee Valley Authority, 
Bonneville Power Administration, and Fed-
eral power administrations shall, within 90 
days of the adoption of a final rule by the 
Commission, adopt it for their own sales or 
transmission of electricity. 
SEC. 9117. STATE CONSIDERATION OF INCEN-

TIVES FOR SMART GRID. 
(a) CONSIDERATION OF ADDITIONAL STAND-

ARDS.—Section 111(d) of the Public Utility 
Regulatory Policies Act of 1978 (16 U.S.C. 
2621(d)) is amended by adding at the end: 

‘‘(16) UTILITY INVESTMENT IN SMART GRID IN-
VESTMENTS.—Each electric utility shall prior 
to undertaking investments in non-advanced 
grid technologies demonstrate that alter-
native investments in advanced grid tech-
nologies have been considered, including 
from a standpoint of cost-effectiveness, 
where such cost-effectiveness considers costs 
and benefits on a life-cycle basis. 

‘‘(17) UTILITY COST OF SMART GRID INVEST-
MENTS.—Each electric utility shall be per-
mitted to— 

‘‘(A) recover from ratepayers the capital 
and operating expenditures and other costs 
of the utility for qualified smart grid sys-
tem, including a reasonable rate of return on 
the capital expenditures of the utility for a 
qualified smart grid system, and 

‘‘(B) recover in a timely manner the re-
maining book-value costs of equipment ren-
dered obsolete by the deployment of a quali-
fied smart grid system, based on the remain-
ing depreciable life of the obsolete equip-
ment. 

‘‘(18) RATE DESIGN MODIFICATIONS TO PRO-
MOTE ENERGY EFFICIENCY INVESTMENTS.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The rates allowed to be 
charged by any electric utility shall— 

‘‘(i) align utility incentives with the deliv-
ery of cost-effective energy efficiency; and 

‘‘(ii) promote energy efficiency invest-
ments. 

‘‘(B) POLICY OPTIONS.—In complying with 
subparagraph (A), each State regulatory au-
thority and each nonregulated utility shall 
consider— 

‘‘(i) removing the throughput incentive 
and other regulatory and management dis-
incentives to energy efficiency; 

‘‘(ii) providing utility incentives for the 
successful management of energy efficiency 
programs; 

‘‘(iii) including the impact on adoption of 
energy efficiency as 1 of the goals of retail 
rate design, recognizing that energy effi-
ciency must be balanced with other objec-
tives; 

‘‘(iv) adopting rate designs that encourage 
energy efficiency for each customer class; 
and 

‘‘(v) allowing timely recovery of energy ef-
ficiency-related costs. 

‘‘(19) SMART GRID INFORMATION.— 
‘‘(A) STANDARD.—All electricity purchasers 

shall be provided direct access, both in writ-
ten and electronic machine-readable form, to 
information from their electricity provider 
as provided in subparagraph (B). 

‘‘(B) INFORMATION.—Information provided 
under this section shall conform to the 
standardized rules issued by the Commission 
on Grid Modernization under section 9116(b) 
of the Smart Grid Facilitation Act of 2007 
and shall include: 

‘‘(i) PRICES.—Purchasers and other inter-
ested persons shall be provided with informa-
tion on: 

‘‘(I) Time-based electricity prices in the 
wholesale electricity market; and 

‘‘(II) Time-based electricity retail prices or 
rates that are available to the purchasers. 

‘‘(ii) USAGE.—Purchasers shall be provided 
with the number of electricity units, ex-
pressed in kwh, purchased by them 

‘‘(iii) INTERVALS AND PROJECTIONS.—Up-
dates of information on prices and usage 
shall be offered on not less than a daily 
basis, shall include hourly price and use in-
formation, where available, and shall include 
a day-ahead projection of such price infor-
mation to the extent available. 

‘‘(iv) SOURCES.—Purchasers and other in-
terested person shall be provided with writ-
ten information on the sources of the power 
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provided by the utility, to the extent it can 
be determined, by type of generation, includ-
ing greenhouse gas emissions and criteria 
pollutants associated each type of genera-
tion, for intervals during which such infor-
mation is available on a cost-effective basis, 
but not less than monthly. 

‘‘(C) ACCESS.—Purchasers shall be able to 
access their own information at any time 
through the internet and on other means of 
communication elected by that utility for 
Smart Grid applications. Other interested 
persons shall be able to access information 
not specific to any purchaser through the 
Internet. Information specific to any pur-
chaser shall be provided solely to that pur-
chaser.’’. 

(b) RECONSIDERATION OF CERTAIN STAND-
ARDS.—Section 112 of the Public Utility Reg-
ulatory Policies Act of 1978 (16 U.S.C. 2622) is 
amended by adding the following at the end 
thereof: 

‘‘(g) RECONSIDERATION OF PRIOR TIME-OF- 
DAY AND COMMUNICATION STANDARDS.—Not 
later than 1 year after the enactment of this 
subsection, each State regulatory authority 
(with respect to each electric utility for 
which it has ratemaking authority) and each 
nonregulated utility shall commence a re-
consideration under section 111, or set a 
hearing date for reconsideration, with re-
spect to the standards established by para-
graphs (3) and (14) of section 111(d) to take 
into account Smart Grid technologies. Not 
later than 2 years after the date of the enact-
ment of this subsection, each State regu-
latory authority (with respect to each elec-
tric utility for which it has ratemaking au-
thority), and each nonregulated electric util-
ity, shall complete the reconsideration, and 
shall make the determination, referred to in 
section 111 with respect to the standards es-
tablished by paragraphs (3) and (14) of sec-
tion 111(d).’’. 

(c) COMPLIANCE.— 
(1) TIME LIMITATIONS.—Section 112(b) of the 

Public Utility Regulatory Policies Act of 
1978 (16 U.S.C. 2622(b)) is amended by adding 
the following at the end thereof: 

‘‘(6)(A) Not later than 1 year after the en-
actment of this paragraph, but not less than 
3 years after the conclusion of any prior re-
view of such standards, each State regu-
latory authority (with respect to each elec-
tric utility for which it has ratemaking au-
thority) and each nonregulated utility shall 
commence the consideration referred to in 
section 111, or set a hearing date for consid-
eration, with respect to the standards estab-
lished by paragraphs (16) through (18) of sec-
tion 111(d). Not later than 6 months after the 
promulgation of rules by the Commission on 
Grid Modernization under section 9116(b) of 
the Smart Grid Facilitation Act of 2007, each 
State regulatory authority (with respect to 
each electric utility for which it has rate-
making authority) and each nonregulated 
utility shall commence the consideration re-
ferred to in section 111, or set a hearing date 
for consideration, with respect to the stand-
ard established by paragraph (19) of section 
111(d). 

‘‘(B) Not later than 2 years after the date 
of the enactment of the this paragraph, but 
not less than 4 years after the conclusion of 
any prior review of such standard, each 
State regulatory authority (with respect to 
each electric utility for which it has rate-
making authority), and each nonregulated 
electric utility, shall complete the consider-
ation, and shall make the determination, re-
ferred to in section 111 with respect to each 
standard established by paragraphs (16) 
through (18) of section 111(d). Not later than 

18 months after the promulgation of rules by 
the Commission on Grid Modernization 
under section 9116(b) of the Smart Grid Fa-
cilitation Act of 2007 each State regulatory 
authority (with respect to each electric util-
ity for which it has ratemaking authority), 
and each nonregulated electric utility, shall 
complete the consideration, and shall make 
the determination, referred to in section 111 
with respect to each standard established by 
paragraph (19) of section 111(d).’’. 

(2) FAILURE TO COMPLY.—Section 112(c) of 
such Act is amended by adding the following 
at the end: ‘‘In the case of the standards es-
tablished by paragraphs (16) through (19) of 
section 111(d), the reference contained in this 
subsection to the date of enactment of this 
Act shall be deemed to be a reference to the 
date of enactment of such paragraphs.’’. 

(3) PRIOR STATE ACTIONS.—Section 112(d) of 
such Act is amended by inserting ‘‘and para-
graphs (16) through (18)’’ before ‘‘of section 
111(d)’’. 
SEC. 9118. DOE STUDY OF SECURITY ATTRIBUTES 

OF SMART GRID SYSTEMS. 
(a) DOE STUDY.—The Secretary of Energy 

shall, within 6 months after the Grid Mod-
ernization Commission completes its first bi-
ennial assessment and report under section 
9113 of this Act, submit a report to Congress 
that provides a quantitative assessment and 
determination of the existing and potential 
impacts of the deployment of Smart Grid 
systems on improving the security of the Na-
tion’s electricity infrastructure and oper-
ating capability. The report shall include but 
not be limited to specific recommendations 
on each of the following: 

(1) How smart grid systems can help in 
making the Nation’s electricity system less 
vulnerable to disruptions due to intentional 
acts against the system. 

(2) How smart grid systems can help in re-
storing the integrity of the Nation’s elec-
tricity system subsequent to disruptions. 

(3) How smart grid systems can facilitate 
emergency communications and control of 
the Nation’s electricity system during times 
of localized or nationwide emergency. 

(b) CONSULTATION.—The Secretary shall 
consult with other Federal agencies in the 
development of the report under this section, 
including but not limited to the Secretary of 
Homeland Security, the Federal Energy Reg-
ulatory Commission and the Electric Reli-
ability Organization certified by the Com-
mission under section 215(c) of the Federal 
Power Act (16 U.S.C. 824 o) as added by sec-
tion 1211 of the Energy Policy Act of 2005 
(Public Law 109–58; 119 Stat. 941) 

(c) FUNDING.—The Secretary shall fund 
demonstration projects for the purpose of 
demonstrating the findings of the report 
under this section. Not more than $10,000,000 
are authorized to be appropriated for such 
projects. 

PART 2—DEMAND RESPONSE 
SEC. 9121. ELECTRICITY SECTOR DEMAND RE-

SPONSE. 
(a) AMENDMENT OF NECPA.—Title V of the 

National Energy Conservation Policy Act (42 
U.S.C. 8201 and following) is amended by add-
ing the following new part at the end there-
of: 

‘‘PART 5—PEAK DEMAND REDUCTION 
‘‘SEC. 571. DEFINITIONS. 

‘‘(a) SECRETARY.—As used in this part, the 
term ‘Secretary’ means the Secretary of En-
ergy. 

‘‘(b) FEDERAL AGENCY.—As used in this 
part, the term ‘Federal agency’ has the same 
meaning as provided by section 551 of this 
Act. 

‘‘SEC. 572. FEDERAL ELECTRICITY PEAK DEMAND 
REDUCTION STANDARD. 

‘‘(a) 2008 AGENCY ANNUAL ENERGY PLAN.— 
Each Federal agency shall prepare, and in-
clude in its annual report under section 
548(a) of this Act, each of the following: 

‘‘(1) A determination of the agency’s aggre-
gate electricity demand during the system 
peak hours for the utilities providing elec-
tricity service to its facilities during 2006 
and 2007. 

‘‘(2) A forecast for each year through 2018 
of the projected growth in such peak demand 
in light of projected growth of facilities, 
staff, activities, electric intensity of activi-
ties, and other relevant factors. 

‘‘(b) FEDERAL ELECTRICITY PEAK DEMAND 
REDUCTION STANDARD.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
paragraph (2), for calendar year 2009 and each 
calendar year thereafter, each Federal agen-
cy shall reduce its aggregate peak electricity 
demand or make such amounts of electricity 
demand available in the form of demand re-
sponse, by the percentage amount specified 
in the Federal Electricity Peak Demand Re-
duction Standard set forth in the following 
table: 

‘‘Federal Electricity Peak Demand 
Reduction Standard 

Calendar Year Reduction of Peak Demand 
Forecast2009 

2009 ................ 2 percent of the peak de-
mand forecast for cal-
endar year 2009 

2010 ................ 4 percent of the peak de-
mand forecast for cal-
endar year 2010 

2011 ................ 6 percent of the peak de-
mand forecast for cal-
endar year 2011 

2012 ................ 8 percent of the peak de-
mand forecast for cal-
endar year 2012 

2013 ................ 10 percent of the peak de-
mand forecast for cal-
endar year 2013 

2014 ................ 12 percent of the peak de-
mand forecast for cal-
endar year 2014 

2015 ................ 14 percent of the peak de-
mand forecast for cal-
endar year 2015 

2016 ................ 16 percent of the peak de-
mand forecast for cal-
endar year 2016 

2017 ................ 18 percent of the peak de-
mand forecast for cal-
endar year 2017 

2018 and each 
calendar 
year there-
after.

20 percent of the peak de-
mand forecast for the ap-
plicable calendar year 

In the table above, the term ‘forecast’ refers 
to the forecast set forth in the 2008 report 
under section 548(a) of this Act as updated in 
accordance with subsection in (c)(1)(C). 

‘‘(2) EXCEPTION.—The standard under this 
subsection shall not apply to any activity of 
a Federal agency relating to defense or na-
tional security if compliance with the stand-
ard would have an adverse mission impact on 
the activity, as determined by the Secretary 
of Defense or the Secretary of Homeland Se-
curity. 

‘‘(c) IMPLEMENTATION OF STANDARD.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than January 

1, 2010, and each calendar year thereafter, 
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each Federal agency shall include in the an-
nual energy plan of the Federal agency each 
of the following: 

‘‘(A) An assessment of whether the Federal 
agency was in compliance with the standard 
under subsection (b) for the preceding year. 

‘‘(B) A description of— 
‘‘(i) the method by which the Federal agen-

cy proposes to comply with the standard for 
the following calendar year; and 

‘‘(ii) the factors relied on by the head of 
the Federal agency in determining whether 
to participate in demand response programs 
offered by an electric utility or others during 
the preceding calendar year; and 

‘‘(iii) if the Federal agency did not partici-
pate in a demand response program offered 
by each utility providing electric service to 
facilities of the agency during the preceding 
calendar year, an explanation for the deci-
sion by the head of the Federal agency to not 
participate. 

‘‘(C) An update of the agency’s prior fore-
cast for the remaining years in the period 
until 2018. 

‘‘(2) AVAILABILITY TO PUBLIC.—Not later 
than January 1, 2010, and each calendar year 
thereafter, the head of each Federal agency 
shall make available to the public a descrip-
tion of each provision included in the annual 
energy plan of the Federal agency described 
in subparagraphs (A) through (C) of para-
graph (1). 

‘‘(d) MODIFICATIONS TO FEDERAL ENERGY 
MANAGEMENT PROGRAM.—The Secretary shall 
make any modification to the Federal En-
ergy Management Program of the Depart-
ment of Energy that the Secretary deter-
mines to be necessary to— 

‘‘(1) incorporate the standard established 
under subsection (b) into the Federal Energy 
Management Program; 

‘‘(2) assist any Federal agency to comply 
with the standard established under sub-
section (b) through any appropriate means, 
including conducting 1 or more demonstra-
tion projects at Federal facilities. 

‘‘(e) ANNUAL REPORT.—Not later than 
March 1, 2010, and annually thereafter, the 
Secretary shall submit to Congress a report 
that evaluates the success of agencies in 
meeting the standard established under sub-
section (b) and the success of the Federal En-
ergy Management Program in assisting 
agencies with meeting the standard, and the 
costs and benefits of such participation. 
‘‘SEC. 573. NATIONAL ACTION PLAN FOR DEMAND 

RESPONSE. 
‘‘(a) NATIONAL ASSESSMENT AND REPORT.— 

The Grid Modernization Commission estab-
lished under subtitle A of title I of the Smart 
Grid Facilitation Act of 2007 shall conduct a 
National Assessment of Demand Response. 
The Commission shall, within 18 months of 
the date on which the full Commission first 
meets, submit a Report to Congress that in-
cludes each of the following: 

‘‘(1) Estimation of nationwide demand re-
sponse potential in 5 and 10 year horizons, 
including data on a State-by-State basis, and 
a methodology for updates of such estimates 
on an annual basis. 

‘‘(2) Estimation of how much of this poten-
tial can be achieved within 5 and 10 years 
after the enactment of this Act accompanied 
by specific policy recommendations that if 
implemented can achieve the estimated po-
tential. Such recommendations shall include 
options for funding and/or incentives for the 
development of demand response resources. 
The Commission shall seek to take advan-
tage of preexisting research and ongoing 
work, and shall assume that there is no du-
plication of effort. The Commission shall 

further note any barriers to demand response 
programs that are flexible, non-discrimina-
tory, and fairly compensatory for the serv-
ices and benefits made available and shall 
provide recommendations for overcoming 
such barriers. 

‘‘(b) NATIONAL ACTION PLAN ON DEMAND RE-
SPONSE.—The Grid Modernization Commis-
sion shall further develop and implement a 
National Action Plan on Demand Response. 
Such Plan shall be completed within one 
year after the completion of the National As-
sessment of Demand Response, and shall 
meet each of the following objectives: 

‘‘(1) Provision of adequate technical assist-
ance to States to allow them to maximize 
the amount of demand response resources 
that can be developed and deployed. 

‘‘(2) Implementation of a national commu-
nications program that includes broad-based 
customer education and support. 

‘‘(3) Development and dissemination of 
tools, information and other support mecha-
nisms for use by customers, states, utilities 
and demand response providers. 

‘‘(c) AUTHORIZATION.—There are authorized 
to be appropriated to carry out this section 
not more than $10,000,000 for each of the fis-
cal years 2008 and 2009 and $20,000,000 for each 
of the fiscal years 2010 through 2020. 
‘‘SEC. 574. REPORT ON ENVIRONMENTAL AT-

TRIBUTES AND IMPACTS OF DE-
MAND RESPONSE AND SMART GRID 
SYSTEMS. 

‘‘(a) REPORT.—The Administrator of the 
Environmental Protection Agency shall so-
licit public input and, within 6 months after 
completion of the National Assessment of 
Demand Response required by section 573, 
submit a report to Congress that addresses 
each of the following: 

‘‘(1) A quantitative assessment and deter-
mination of the existing and potential im-
pacts of demand response and ‘smart grid’ 
systems on air emissions and air quality, in-
cluding but not limited to carbon dioxide, 
oxides of nitrogen and oxides of sulfur. 

‘‘(2) An assessment and determination of 
the existing and potential impacts of demand 
response and ‘smart grid’ systems on envi-
ronmental parameters other than emissions 
and air quality, including but not limited to: 

‘‘(A) Land use. 
‘‘(B) Water use. 
‘‘(C) Use of renewable energy. 
‘‘(D) Effect on energy sources other than 

electricity. 
‘‘(3) A detailed plan for how Energy Effi-

ciency and Clean Energy programs adminis-
tered by the Agency, including the Energy 
Star Program, will incorporate and encour-
age end-use efficiency, demand response and 
‘smart grid’ systems and technologies, in-
cluding but not limited to each of the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(A) Requirements that appliances and 
other equipment are capable of manually and 
automatically receiving and acting upon 
pricing and control information and or in-
structions provided by the customer, a load 
serving entity or a third-party designated by 
the customer. 

‘‘(B) Requirements for time-based valu-
ation of kilowatt hour reductions in plan-
ning and evaluation of energy efficiency pro-
grams. 

‘‘(C) Education and communication, in-
cluding to state energy officials and state 
regulators, that build awareness of demand 
response and smart grid systems and tech-
nologies and their existing and potential re-
lationship to such Agency programs. 

‘‘(b) FUNDING.—There are authorized to be 
appropriated to carry out this section such 

sums as may be necessary for fiscal year 
2010, to remain available until expended.’’. 

(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of con-
tents for such Act is amended by adding the 
following after the items relating to part 4 of 
title V: 

‘‘PART 5—PEAK DEMAND REDUCTION 
‘‘Sec. 571. Definitions. 
‘‘Sec. 572. Federal Electricity Peak Demand 

Reduction Standard. 
‘‘Sec. 573. National action plan for demand 

response. 
‘‘Sec. 574. Report on environmental at-

tributes and impacts of demand 
response and smart grid sys-
tems.’’. 

Subtitle C—Loan Guarantees 
SEC. 9201. AMOUNT OF LOANS GUARANTEED. 

Section 1702 of the Energy Policy Act of 
2005 (42 U.S.C. 16512) is amended— 

(1) by amending subsection (c) to read as 
follows: 

‘‘(c) AMOUNT.— 
‘‘(1) PERCENTAGE OF PROJECT COST.—A 

guarantee by the Secretary shall not exceed 
an amount equal to 80 percent of the project 
cost of the facility that is the subject of the 
guarantee, as estimated at the time at which 
the guarantee is issued, and shall be no less 
than the minimum amount determined by 
the Secretary to be likely to attract non-
guaranteed investment adequate to cap-
italize the project. 

‘‘(2) PERCENTAGE OF LOAN.—Subject to 
paragraph (1), the Secretary may guarantee 
up to 100 percent of any loan or other debt 
obligation of the borrower to fund an eligible 
project, and may not issue a rule or regula-
tion establishing a lower percentage limit.’’; 
and 

(2) by adding at the end the following new 
subsection: 

‘‘(k) WAGES.—No loan guarantee shall be 
made under this title unless the borrower 
has provided to the Secretary reasonable as-
surances that all laborers and mechanics em-
ployed by contractors or subcontractors in 
the performance of construction work fi-
nanced in whole or in part with the loan will 
be paid wages at rates not less than those 
prevailing on similar work in the locality as 
determined by the Secretary of Labor in ac-
cordance with subchapter IV of chapter 31 of 
title 40, United States Code (commonly re-
ferred to as the Davis-Bacon Act).’’. 
SEC. 9202. EXCLUSION OF CATEGORIES. 

Section 1704 of the Energy Policy Act of 
2005 (42 U.S.C. 16514) is amended by adding at 
the end the following new subsection: 

‘‘(c) EXCLUSION OF CATEGORIES.—No appro-
priation authorized pursuant to this section 
may exclude any category of eligible project 
described in section 1703.’’. 

Subtitle D—Renewable Fuel Infrastructure 
and International Cooperation 
PART 1—RENEWABLE FUEL 

INFRASTRUCTURE 
SEC. 9301. RENEWABLE FUEL INFRASTRUCTURE 

DEVELOPMENT. 
(a) DEFINITION.—For purposes of this sub-

title— 
(1) the term ‘‘renewable fuel’’ means E85 

biofuel, or B20; 
(2) the term ‘‘biofuel’’ means fuel produced 

entirely from biological material and deter-
mined by the Department of Energy and the 
Environmental Protection Agency to be 
commercially viable; 

(3) the term ‘‘B20’’ means a mixture of bio-
diesel and diesel fuel meeting the standard 
established by the American Society for 
Testing and Materials or under section 211(u) 
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of the Clean Air Act for fuel containing 20 
percent biodiesel; 

(4) the term ‘‘E85’’ means a fuel blend con-
taining 85 percent denatured ethanol and 15 
percent gasoline by volume; 

(5) the term ‘‘flexible-fuel vehicle’’ means 
any motor vehicle warranted by the manu-
facturer of the vehicle as capable of oper-
ating on gasoline or diesel fuel and on— 

(A) E85; or 
(B) B20; and 
(6) the term ‘‘motor vehicle’’ means, as de-

fined in regulations promulgated by the Ad-
ministrator of the Environmental Protection 
Agency that are in effect on the date of en-
actment of this Act— 

(A) a light-duty truck; 
(B) a light-duty vehicle; or 
(C) medium-duty passenger vehicle, 

that is designed to be propelled by gasoline 
or diesel fuel. 

(b) INFRASTRUCTURE DEVELOPMENT 
GRANTS.—The Secretary of Energy shall es-
tablish a program for making grants for pro-
viding assistance to retail and wholesale 
motor fuel dealers or other entities for the 
installation, replacement, or conversion of 
motor fuel storage and dispensing infrastruc-
ture to be used exclusively to store and dis-
pense renewable fuel. Such infrastructure 
may include equipment used in the blending, 
distribution, and transport of such fuels. 

(c) RETAIL TECHNICAL AND MARKETING AS-
SISTANCE.—The Secretary of Energy shall 
enter into contracts with entities with dem-
onstrated experience in assisting retail fuel-
ing stations in installing refueling systems 
and marketing renewable fuels nationally, 
for the provision of technical and marketing 
assistance to recipients of grants under this 
section. Such assistance shall include— 

(1) technical advice for compliance with 
applicable Federal and State environmental 
requirements; 

(2) help in identifying supply sources and 
securing long-term contracts; and 

(3) provision of public outreach, education, 
and labeling materials. 

(d) ALLOCATION.—The Secretary of Energy 
may reserve funds appropriated for carrying 
out this section to support renewable fuels 
infrastructure development projects with a 
cost of greater than $1,000,000, that are of na-
tional significance. The Secretary shall re-
serve funds appropriated for the renewable 
fuels infrastructure development grant pro-
gram for technical and marketing assistance 
described in subsection (c). 

(e) SELECTION CRITERIA.—Not later than 12 
months after the date of enactment of this 
Act, the Secretary shall establish criteria for 
evaluating applications for grants under this 
section that will maximize the availability 
and use of renewable fuel, and that will en-
sure that renewable fuel is available across 
the country. Such criteria shall provide for— 

(1) consideration of the public demand for 
each renewable fuel in a particular geo-
graphic area based on State registration 
records showing the number of flexible-fuel 
vehicles; 

(2) consideration of the opportunity to cre-
ate or expand corridors of renewable fuel sta-
tions along interstate or State highways; 

(3) consideration of the experience of each 
applicant with previous, similar projects; 

(4) consideration of population, number of 
flexible-fuel vehicles, number of retail fuel 
outlets, and saturation of flexible-fuel vehi-
cles; and 

(5) priority consideration to applications 
that— 

(A) are most likely to maximize displace-
ment of petroleum consumption, measured 
as a total quantity and a percentage; 

(B) are best able to incorporate existing in-
frastructure while maximizing, to the extent 
practicable, the use of renewable fuels; and 

(C) demonstrate the greatest commitment 
on the part of the applicant to ensure fund-
ing for the proposed project and the greatest 
likelihood that the project will be main-
tained or expanded after Federal assistance 
under this section is completed. 

(f) COMBINED APPLICATIONS.—States and 
local government entities and nonprofit en-
tities may apply for assistance under this 
section on behalf of a group of retailers with-
in a certain geographic area, or to carry out 
regional or multistate deployment projects. 
Any such application shall certify the avail-
ability and details of a program to match the 
Federal grant as required under subsection 
(g) and list the retail locations that would 
receive the funds. 

(g) LIMITATIONS.—Assistance provided 
under this section shall not exceed— 

(1) 33 percent of the estimated cost of the 
installation, replacement, or conversion of 
motor fuel storage and dispensing infrastruc-
ture; or 

(2) $180,000 for a combination of equipment 
at any one retail outlet location. 

(h) OPERATION OF RENEWABLE FUEL STA-
TIONS.—The Secretary shall establish rules 
that set forth requirements for grant recipi-
ents under this section that include pro-
viding to the public the renewable fuel, es-
tablishing a marketing plan that informs 
consumers of the price and availability of 
the renewable fuel, clearly labeling the dis-
pensers and related equipment, and pro-
viding periodic reports on the status of the 
renewable fuel sales, the type and amount of 
the renewable fuel dispensed at each loca-
tion, and the average price of such fuel. 

(i) NOTIFICATION REQUIREMENTS.—Not later 
than the date on which each renewable fuel 
station begins to offer renewable fuel to the 
public, the grant recipient that used grant 
funds to construct or upgrade such station 
shall notify the Secretary of Energy of such 
opening. The Secretary of Energy shall add 
each new renewable fuel station to the re-
newable fuel station locator on its Website 
when it receives notification under this sub-
section. 

(j) DOUBLE COUNTING.—No person that re-
ceives a credit under section 30C of the Inter-
nal Revenue Code of 1986 may receive assist-
ance under this section. 

(k) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
the Secretary of Energy for carrying out this 
section $200,000,000 for each of the fiscal 
years 2008 through 2014. 

(l) RESTRICTION.—No grant shall be pro-
vided under this section to a large, vertically 
integrated oil company. 
SEC. 9302. PROHIBITION ON FRANCHISE AGREE-

MENT RESTRICTIONS RELATED TO 
RENEWABLE FUEL INFRASTRUC-
TURE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Title I of the Petroleum 
Marketing Practices Act (15 U.S.C. 2801 et 
seq.) is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing: 
‘‘SEC. 107. PROHIBITION ON RESTRICTION OF IN-

STALLATION OF RENEWABLE FUEL 
PUMPS. 

‘‘(a) DEFINITION.—In this section: 
‘‘(1) RENEWABLE FUEL.—The term ‘renew-

able fuel’ means any fuel— 
‘‘(A) at least 85 percent of the volume of 

which consists of ethanol; or 
‘‘(B) any mixture of biodiesel and diesel or 

renewable diesel (as defined in regulations 
adopted pursuant to section 211(o) of the 
Clean Air Act (40 C.F.R., Part 80)), deter-
mined without regard to any use of kerosene 

and containing at least 20 percent biodiesel 
or renewable diesel. 

‘‘(2) FRANCHISE-RELATED DOCUMENT.—The 
term ‘franchise-related document’ means— 

‘‘(A) a franchise under this Act; and 
‘‘(B) any other contract or directive of a 

franchisor relating to terms or conditions of 
the sale of fuel by a franchisee. 

‘‘(b) PROHIBITIONS.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—No franchise-related doc-

ument entered into or renewed on or after 
the date of enactment of this section shall 
contain any provision allowing a franchisor 
to restrict the franchisee or any affiliate of 
the franchisee from— 

‘‘(A) installing on the marketing premises 
of the franchisee a renewable fuel pump or 
tank, except that the franchisee’s franchisor 
may restrict the installation of a tank on 
leased marketing premises of such 
franchisor; 

‘‘(B) converting an existing tank or pump 
on the marketing premises of the franchisee 
for renewable fuel use, so long as such tank 
or pump and the piping connecting them are 
either warranted by the manufacturer or cer-
tified by a recognized standards setting orga-
nization to be suitable for use with such re-
newable fuel; 

‘‘(C) advertising (including through the use 
of signage) the sale of any renewable fuel; 

‘‘(D) selling renewable fuel in any specified 
area on the marketing premises of the 
franchisee (including any area in which a 
name or logo of a franchisor or any other en-
tity appears); 

‘‘(E) purchasing renewable fuel from 
sources other than the franchisor if the 
franchisor does not offer its own renewable 
fuel for sale by the franchisee; 

‘‘(F) listing renewable fuel availability or 
prices, including on service station signs, 
fuel dispensers, or light poles; or 

‘‘(G) allowing for payment of renewable 
fuel with a credit card, 

so long as such activities described in sub-
paragraphs (A) through (G) do not constitute 
mislabeling, misbranding, willful adultera-
tion, or other trademark violations by the 
franchisee. 

‘‘(2) EFFECT OF PROVISION.—Nothing in this 
section shall be construed to preclude a 
franchisor from requiring the franchisee to 
obtain reasonable indemnification and insur-
ance policies. 

‘‘(c) EXCEPTION TO 3-GRADE REQUIREMENT.— 
No franchise-related document that requires 
that 3 grades of gasoline be sold by the appli-
cable franchisee shall prevent the franchisee 
from selling an renewable fuel in lieu of 1, 
and only 1, grade of gasoline.’’. 

(b) ENFORCEMENT.—Section 105 of the Pe-
troleum Marketing Practices Act (15 U.S.C. 
2805) is amended by striking ‘‘102 or 103’’ each 
place it appears and inserting ‘‘102, 103, or 
107’’. 

(c) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 101(13) of the Pe-

troleum Marketing Practices Act (15 U.S.C. 
2801(13)) is amended by aligning the margin 
of subparagraph (C) with subparagraph (B). 

(2) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of con-
tents of the Petroleum Marketing Practices 
Act (15 U.S.C. 2801 note) is amended— 

(A) by inserting after the item relating to 
section 106 the following: 

‘‘Sec. 107. Prohibition on restriction of in-
stallation of renewable fuel 
pumps.’’; and 

(B) by striking the item relating to section 
202 and inserting the following: 

‘‘Sec. 202. Automotive fuel rating testing 
and disclosure requirements.’’. 
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SEC. 9303. RENEWABLE FUEL DISPENSER RE-

QUIREMENTS. 
(a) MARKET PENETRATION REPORTS.—The 

Secretary of Energy, in consultation with 
the Secretary of Transportation, shall deter-
mine and report to Congress annually on the 
market penetration for flexible-fuel vehicles 
in use within geographic regions to be estab-
lished by the Secretary of Energy. 

(b) DISPENSER FEASIBILITY STUDY.—Not 
later than 24 months after the date of enact-
ment of this Act, the Secretary of Energy, in 
consultation with the Department of Trans-
portation, shall report to the Congress on 
the feasibility of requiring motor fuel retail-
ers to install E–85 compatible dispensers and 
related systems at retail fuel facilities in re-
gions where flexible-fuel vehicle market pen-
etration has reached 15 percent of motor ve-
hicles. In conducting such study, the Sec-
retary shall consider and report on the fol-
lowing factors: 

(1) The commercial availability of E–85 
fuel and the number of competing E–85 
wholesale suppliers in a given region. 

(2) The level of financial assistance pro-
vided on an annual basis by the Federal Gov-
ernment, State governments, and nonprofit 
entities for the installation of E–85 compat-
ible infrastructure. 

(3) The number of retailers whose retail lo-
cations are unable to support more than 2 
underground storage tank dispensers. 

(4) The expense incurred by retailers in the 
installation and sale of E–85 compatible dis-
pensers and related systems and any poten-
tial effects on the price of motor vehicle 
fuel. 
SEC. 9304. PIPELINE FEASIBILITY STUDY. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Energy, 
in consultation with the Secretary of Trans-
portation, shall conduct a study of the feasi-
bility of the construction of dedicated eth-
anol pipelines. 

(b) FACTORS.—In conducting the study, the 
Secretary shall consider— 

(1) the quantity of ethanol production that 
would make dedicated pipelines economi-
cally viable; 

(2) existing or potential barriers to dedi-
cated ethanol pipelines, including technical, 
siting, financing, and regulatory barriers; 

(3) market risk (including throughput risk) 
and means of mitigating the risk; 

(4) regulatory, financing, and siting op-
tions that would mitigate risk in those areas 
and help ensure the construction of 1 or 
more dedicated ethanol pipelines; 

(5) financial incentives that may be nec-
essary for the construction of dedicated eth-
anol pipelines, including the return on eq-
uity that sponsors of the initial dedicated 
ethanol pipelines will require to invest in the 
pipelines; 

(6) technical factors that may compromise 
the safe transportation of ethanol in pipe-
lines, identifying remedial and preventative 
measures to ensure pipeline integrity; and 

(7) such other factors as the Secretary con-
siders appropriate. 

(c) REPORT.—Not later than 15 months 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary shall submit to Congress a report 
describing the results of the study conducted 
under this section. 
SEC. 9305. STUDY OF ETHANOL-BLENDED GASO-

LINE WITH GREATER LEVELS OF 
ETHANOL. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator of the 
Environmental Protection Agency, in co-
operation with the Secretary of Energy and 
the Secretary of Transportation, and after 
providing notice and an opportunity for pub-
lic comment, shall conduct a study of the 

feasibility of widespread utilization in the 
United States of ethanol blended gasoline 
with levels of ethanol greater than 10 per-
cent. 

(b) STUDY.—The study under subsection (a) 
shall include— 

(1) a review of production and infrastruc-
ture constraints on increasing the consump-
tion of ethanol; 

(2) an evaluation of the economic, market, 
and energy impacts of State and regional dif-
ferences in ethanol blends; 

(3) an evaluation of the economic, market, 
and energy impacts on gasoline retailers and 
consumers of separate and distinctly labeled 
fuel storage facilities and dispensers; 

(4) an evaluation of the environmental im-
pacts of mid-level ethanol blends on evapo-
rative and exhaust emissions from on-road, 
off-road and marine engines, recreational 
boats, vehicles, and equipment; 

(5) an evaluation of the impacts of mid- 
level ethanol blends on the operation, dura-
bility, and performance of on-road, off-road, 
and marine engines, recreational boats, vehi-
cles, and equipment; and 

(6) an evaluation of the safety impacts of 
mid-level ethanol blends on consumers that 
own and operate off-road and marine en-
gines, recreational boats, vehicles, or equip-
ment. 

(c) REPORT.—Not later than 24 months 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Administrator shall submit to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce of the 
House of Representatives and the Committee 
on Environment and Public Works of the 
Senate a report describing the results of the 
study conducted under this section. 

(d) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
the Administrator such sums as may be nec-
essary for the completion of the study re-
quired under this section. 
SEC. 9306. STUDY OF THE ADEQUACY OF RAIL-

ROAD TRANSPORTATION OF DOMES-
TICALLY-PRODUCED RENEWABLE 
FUEL. 

(a) STUDY.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Energy, 

in consultation with the Secretary of Trans-
portation, shall conduct a study of the ade-
quacy of railroad transportation of domesti-
cally-produced renewable fuel. 

(2) COMPONENTS.—In conducting the study 
under paragraph (1), the Secretary shall con-
sider— 

(A) the adequacy of, and appropriate loca-
tion for, tracks that have sufficient capac-
ity, and are in the appropriate condition, to 
move the necessary quantities of domesti-
cally-produced renewable fuel; 

(B) the adequacy of the supply of railroad 
tank cars, locomotives, and rail crews to 
move the necessary quantities of domesti-
cally-produced renewable fuel in a timely 
fashion; 

(C)(i) the projected costs of moving the do-
mestically-produced renewable fuel using 
railroad transportation; and 

(ii) the impact of the projected costs on the 
marketability of the domestically-produced 
renewable fuel; 

(D) whether there is adequate railroad 
competition to ensure— 

(i) a fair price for the railroad transpor-
tation of domestically-produced renewable 
fuel; and 

(ii) acceptable levels of service for railroad 
transportation of domestically-produced re-
newable fuel; 

(E) any rail infrastructure capital costs 
that the railroads indicate should be paid by 
the producers or distributors of domesti-
cally-produced renewable fuel; 

(F) whether Federal agencies have ade-
quate legal authority to ensure a fair and 
reasonable transportation price and accept-
able levels of service in cases in which the 
domestically-produced renewable fuel source 
does not have access to competitive rail 
service; 

(G) whether Federal agencies have ade-
quate legal authority to address railroad 
service problems that may be resulting in in-
adequate supplies of domestically-produced 
renewable fuel in any area of the United 
States; and 

(H) any recommendations for any addi-
tional legal authorities for Federal agencies 
to ensure the reliable railroad transpor-
tation of adequate supplies of domestically- 
produced renewable fuel at reasonable prices. 

(b) REPORT.—Not later than 180 days after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Sec-
retary shall submit to the Committee on En-
ergy and Natural Resources of the Senate 
and the Committee on Energy and Commerce 
of the House of Representatives a report that 
describes the results of the study conducted 
under subsection (a). 
SEC. 9307. STANDARD SPECIFICATIONS FOR BIO-

DIESEL. 
Section 211 of the Clean Air Act (42 U.S.C. 

7545) is amended by redesignating subsection 
(s) as subsection (t), redesignating sub-
section (r) (relating to conversion assistance 
for cellulosic biomass, waste-derived eth-
anol, approved renewable fuels) as subsection 
(s) and by adding the following new sub-
section at the end thereof: 

‘‘(u) STANDARD SPECIFICATIONS FOR BIO-
DIESEL.—Unless the American Society for 
Testing and Materials has adopted a stand-
ard for diesel fuel containing 20 percent bio-
diesel, not later than 1 year after the date of 
enactment of this subsection, the Adminis-
trator shall initiate a rulemaking estab-
lishing a series of uniform per gallon fuel 
standards for categories of fuels that contain 
biodiesel, including one standard for fuel 
containing 20 percent biodiesel, and des-
ignate an identification number for fuel 
meeting each standard in each such category 
so that vehicle manufacturers are able to de-
sign engines to use fuel meeting one or more 
of such standards. The Administrator shall 
finalize the standards under this subsection 
18 months after the date of the enactment of 
this subsection.’’. 
SEC. 9308. GRANTS FOR CELLULOSIC ETHANOL 

PRODUCTION. 
Subsection (s) of section 211 of the Clean 

Air Act (as added by section 1512 of the En-
ergy Policy Act of 2005) (and as redesignated 
by section 9307 of this Act), relating to con-
version assistance for cellulosic biomass, 
waste-derived ethanol, and approved renew-
able fuels, is amended as follows: 

(1) By adding the following new subpara-
graphs at the end of paragraph (3): 

‘‘(D) $500,000,000 for fiscal year 2009. 
‘‘(E) $500,000,000 for fiscal year 2010.’’. 
(2) By adding the following new paragraph 

at the end thereof: 
‘‘(5) CRITERIA.—In awarding grants under 

this section, the Secretary shall give pri-
ority to applications that promote feedstock 
diversity and the geographic dispersion of 
production facilities.’’. 
SEC. 9309. CONSUMER EDUCATION CAMPAIGN 

RELATING TO FLEXIBLE-FUEL VEHI-
CLES. 

The Secretary of Transportation, in con-
sultation with the Secretary of Energy, shall 
carry out an education program to inform 
consumers about which motor vehicles are 
flexible-fuel vehicles and how to exercise 
their opportunity to choose E85 or B20. As 
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part of such program, the Secretary of 
Transportation may coordinate with motor 
vehicle manufacturers to notify owners of 
flexible-fuel vehicles of locations where E85 
and B20 are sold in their area. 
SEC. 9310. REVIEW OF NEW RENEWABLE FUELS 

OR NEW RENEWABLE FUEL ADDI-
TIVES. 

Notwithstanding any other provision of 
law, a waiver under section 211(f)(4) of the 
Clean Air Act for any renewable fuel or re-
newable fuel additive shall not be considered 
granted unless the Administrator of the En-
vironment Protection Agency, following a 
public notice and comment period, takes 
final action granting the application for a 
waiver based on an application of the section 
211(f)(4) standards and criteria with respect 
to emissions control devices or systems and 
vehicle emissions standards to on-road and 
non-road engines and vehicles. The Adminis-
trator shall take final action on an applica-
tion for a waiver no later than 270 days after 
the Administrator receives the application. 
SEC. 9311. DOMESTIC MANUFACTURING CONVER-

SION GRANT PROGRAM. 
Section 712 of the Energy Policy Act of 

2005 (42 U.S.C. 16062) is amended— 
(1) in subsection (a)— 
(A) by inserting ‘‘, flexible-fuel,’’ after 

‘‘production of efficient hybrid’’; and 
(B) by adding at the end the following: 

‘‘Priority shall be given to the refurbishment 
or retooling of manufacturing facilities that 
have recently ceased operation or will cease 
operation in the near future.’’; and 

(2) by striking subsection (b) and inserting 
the following: 

‘‘(b) COORDINATION WITH STATE AND LOCAL 
PROGRAMS.—The Secretary may coordinate 
implementation of this section with State 
and local programs designed to accomplish 
similar goals, including the retention and re-
training of skilled workers from the such 
manufacturing facilities, including by estab-
lishing matching grant arrangements. 

‘‘(c) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
the Secretary such sums as may be nec-
essary to carry out this section.’’. 
SEC. 9312. CELLULOSIC ETHANOL AND BIOFUELS 

RESEARCH. 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 

the Secretary of Energy $50,000,000 for fiscal 
year 2008, to remain available until ex-
pended, for cellulosic ethanol and biofuels 
research and development grants to 10 enti-
ties from among 1890 land grant colleges, 
Historically Black Colleges or Universities, 
Tribal serving institutions, or Hispanic serv-
ing institutions, selected by the Secretary of 
Energy to receive a grant under this section 
through a peer-reviewed competitive process. 
The selected entities shall then collaborate 
with one of the Department of Energy’s Of-
fice of Science Bioenergy Research Centers. 
SEC. 9313. FEDERAL FLEET FUELING CENTERS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than January 1, 
2010, the head of each Federal agency shall 
install at least 1 renewable fuel pump at 
each Federal fleet fueling center in the 
United States under the jurisdiction of the 
head of the Federal agency. 

(b) REPORT.—Not later than October 31 of 
the first calendar year beginning after the 
date of the enactment of this Act, and each 
October 31 thereafter, the President shall 
submit to Congress a report that describes 
the progress toward complying with sub-
section (a), including identifying— 

(1) the number of Federal fleet fueling cen-
ters that contain at least 1 renewable fuel 
pump; and 

(2) the number of Federal fleet fueling cen-
ters that do not contain any renewable fuel 
pumps. 

(c) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated such 
sums as are necessary to carry out this sec-
tion. 
SEC. 9314. STUDY OF IMPACT OF INCREASED RE-

NEWABLE FUEL USE. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Energy 

shall, after consultation with the Adminis-
trator of the Environmental Protection 
Agency, the Administrator of the Energy In-
formation Administration, and the Secretary 
of Agriculture, conduct a study to assess the 
impact of increased use of renewable fuels on 
the United States economy. The Secretary 
shall enter into an arrangement with the Na-
tional Academy of Sciences to provide peer 
review of the study. 

(b) STUDY ELEMENTS.—The study shall ana-
lyze, in terms of renewable fuels, the fol-
lowing: 

(1) The impact of the use of renewable fuels 
on the energy security of the United States. 

(2) The impact of the use of renewable fuels 
on public health and the environment, in-
cluding air and water quality. 

(3) The impact of renewable fuels on the in-
frastructure of the United States, including 
the deliverability of materials, goods, and 
products other than alternative fuels. 

(4) The impact of the use of renewable fuels 
on job creation, the price and supply of agri-
cultural commodities, and rural economic 
development. 

(c) PARTICIPATION.—In conducting the 
study under this section, the Secretary and 
other agencies shall seek the participation, 
and consider the input, of the following: 

(1) Producers of feed grains. 
(2) Producers of livestock, poultry, and 

pork products. 
(3) Producers of energy. 
(4) Individuals and entities interested in 

issues relating to conservation, the environ-
ment, and nutrition, and users of renewable 
fuels. 

(d) REPORT.—The Secretary shall submit a 
report to the Congress containing the initial 
results of the study under this section not 
later than 2 years after enactment of this 
Act and subsequently supplement and update 
such report every 3 years thereafter. 
SEC. 9315. GRANTS FOR RENEWABLE FUEL PRO-

DUCTION RESEARCH AND DEVELOP-
MENT IN CERTAIN STATES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall pro-
vide grants to eligible entities to conduct re-
search into, and develop and implement, re-
newable fuel production technologies in 
States with low rates of ethanol production, 
including low rates of production of cellu-
losic biomass ethanol, as determined by the 
Secretary. 

(b) ELIGIBILITY.—To be eligible to receive a 
grant under the section, an entity shall— 

(1)(A) be an institution of higher education 
(as defined in section 2 of the Energy Policy 
Act of 2005 (42 U.S.C. 15801)) located in a 
State described in subsection (a); 

(B) be an institution— 
(i) referred to in section 532 of the Equity 

in Educational Land-Grant Status Act of 
1994 (Public Law 103–382; 7 U.S.C. 301 note); 

(ii) that is eligible for a grant under the 
Tribally Controlled College or University As-
sistance Act of 1978 (25 U.S.C. 1801 et seq.), 
including Dine College; or 

(iii) that is eligible for a grant under the 
Navajo Community College Act (25 U.S.C. 
640a et seq.); or 

(C) be a consortium of such institutions of 
higher education, industry, State agencies, 
Indian tribal agencies, or local government 
agencies located in the State; and 

(2) have proven experience and capabilities 
with relevant technologies. 

(c) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section $25,000,000 for each of 
fiscal years 2008 through 2010. 
SEC. 9316. STUDY OF EFFECT OF OIL PRICES. 

The Secretary of Energy shall conduct a 
study to review the anticipated effects on re-
newable fuels production if oil were priced 
no lower than $40 per barrel. The Secretary 
shall report the findings of such study to 
Congress by December 31, 2008. 
SEC. 9317. BIODIESEL AS ALTERNATIVE FUEL 

FOR CAFE PURPOSES. 
Section 32901(a) of title 49, United States 

Code, is amended— 
(1) in paragraph (1), by redesignating sub-

paragraphs (J) and (K) as subparagraphs (K) 
and (L), respectively, and inserting after sub-
paragraph (I) the following: 

‘‘(J) B20 biodiesel blend;’’; and 
(2) by redesignating paragraphs (7) through 

(16) as paragraphs (9) through (18), respec-
tively, and insert after paragraph (6) the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(7) ‘biodiesel’ means the monoalkyl esters 
of long chain fatty acids derived from plant 
or animal matter which meet— 

‘‘(A) the registration requirements for 
fuels and fuel additives established by the 
Environmental Protection Agency under sec-
tion 211 of the Clean Air Act (42 U.S.C. 7545); 
and 

‘‘(B) the requirements of the American So-
ciety of Testing and Materials D6751. 

‘‘(8) ‘B20 biodiesel blend’ means a mixture 
of biodiesel and diesel fuel approximately 20 
percent of the content of which is biodiesel, 
and commonly known as ‘B20’.’’. 
PART 2—UNITED STATES-ISRAEL ENERGY 

COOPERATION 
SEC. 9321. SHORT TITLE. 

This part may be cited as the ‘‘United 
States-Israel Energy Cooperation Act’’. 
SEC. 9322. FINDINGS. 

Congress finds that— 
(1) it is in the highest national security in-

terests of the United States to ensure secure 
access to reliable energy sources; 

(2) the United States relies heavily on the 
foreign supply of crude oil to meet the en-
ergy needs of the United States, currently 
importing 58 percent of the total oil require-
ments of the United States, of which 45 per-
cent comes from member states of the Orga-
nization of Petroleum Exporting Countries 
(OPEC); 

(3) revenues from the sale of oil by some of 
these countries directly or indirectly provide 
funding for terrorism and propaganda hostile 
to the values of the United States and the 
West; 

(4) in the past, these countries have manip-
ulated the dependence of the United States 
on the oil supplies of these countries to exert 
undue influence on United States policy, as 
during the embargo of OPEC during 1973 on 
the sale of oil to the United States, which 
became a major factor in the ensuing reces-
sion; 

(5) research by the Energy Information Ad-
ministration of the Department of Energy 
has shown that the dependence of the United 
States on foreign oil will increase by 33 per-
cent over the next 20 years; 

(6) a rise in the price of imported oil suffi-
cient to increase gasoline prices by 10 cents 
per gallon at the pump would result in an ad-
ditional outflow of $18,000,000,000 from the 
United States to oil-exporting nations; 

(7) for economic and national security rea-
sons, the United States should reduce, as 
soon as practicable, the dependence of the 
United States on nations that do not share 
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the interests and values of the United 
States; 

(8) the State of Israel has been a steadfast 
ally and a close friend of the United States 
since the creation of Israel in 1948; 

(9) like the United States, Israel is a de-
mocracy that holds civil rights and liberties 
in the highest regard and is a proponent of 
the democratic values of peace, freedom, and 
justice; 

(10) cooperation between the United States 
and Israel on such projects as the develop-
ment of the Arrow Missile has resulted in 
mutual benefits to United States and Israeli 
security; 

(11) the special relationship between Israel 
and the United States has been and con-
tinues to be manifested in a variety of joint-
ly-funded cooperative programs in the field 
of scientific research and development, such 
as— 

(A) the United States-Israel Binational 
Science Foundation (BSF); 

(B) the Israel-United States Binational Ag-
ricultural Research and Development Fund 
(BARD); and 

(C) the Israel-United States Binational In-
dustrial Research and Development (BIRD) 
Foundation; 

(12) these programs, supported by the 
matching contributions from the Govern-
ment of Israel and the Government of the 
United States and directed by key scientists 
and academics from both countries, have 
made possible many scientific breakthroughs 
in the fields of life sciences, medicine, bio-
engineering, agriculture, biotechnology, 
communications, and others; 

(13) on February 1, 1996, United States Sec-
retary of Energy Hazel R. O’Leary and 
Israeli Minister of Energy and Infrastructure 
Gonen Segev signed the Agreement Between 
the Department of Energy of the United 
States of America and the Ministry of En-
ergy and Infrastructure of Israel Concerning 
Energy Cooperation, to establish a frame-
work for collaboration between the United 
States and Israel in energy research and de-
velopment activities; 

(14) the United States and Israeli govern-
ments should promote cooperation in a broad 
range of projects designed to enhance sup-
plies of nonpetroleum energy for both coun-
tries, and to provide for cutting edge re-
search in each country; 

(15) Israeli scientists and researchers have 
long been at the forefront of research and de-
velopment in the field of alternative renew-
able energy sources; 

(16) many of the top corporations of the 
world have recognized the technological and 
scientific expertise of Israel by locating im-
portant research and development facilities 
in Israel; 

(17) among the technological break-
throughs made by Israeli scientists and re-
searchers in the field of alternative, renew-
able energy sources are— 

(A) the development of a cathode that uses 
hexavalent iron salts that accept 3 electrons 
per ion and enable rechargeable batteries to 
provide 3 times as much electricity as exist-
ing rechargeable batteries; 

(B) the development of a technique that 
vastly increases the efficiency of using solar 
energy to generate hydrogen for use in en-
ergy cells; and 

(C) the development of a novel membrane 
used in new and powerful direct-oxidant fuel 
cells that is capable of competing favorably 
with hydrogen fuel cells and traditional in-
ternal combustion engines; and 

(18) cooperation between the United States 
and Israel in the field of research and devel-

opment of alternative renewable energy 
sources would be in the interests of both 
countries, and both countries stand to gain 
much from such cooperation. 
SEC. 9323. GRANT PROGRAM. 

(a) AUTHORITY.—Pursuant to the respon-
sibilities described in section 102(10), (14), 
and (17) of the Department of Energy Organi-
zation Act (42 U.S.C. 7112(10), (14), and (17)) 
and section 103(9) of the Energy Reorganiza-
tion Act of 1974 (42 U.S.C. 5813(9)), the Sec-
retary, in consultation with the BIRD or 
BSF, shall award grants to eligible entities. 

(b) APPLICATION.— 
(1) SUBMISSION OF APPLICATIONS.—To re-

ceive a grant under this section, an eligible 
entity shall submit an application to the 
Secretary containing such information and 
assurances as the Secretary, in consultation 
with the BIRD or BSF, may require. 

(2) SELECTION OF ELIGIBLE ENTITIES.—The 
Secretary, in consultation with the Direc-
tors of the BIRD and BSF, may review any 
application submitted by any eligible entity 
and select any eligible entity meeting cri-
teria established by the Secretary, in con-
sultation with the Advisory Board, for a 
grant under this section. 

(c) AMOUNT OF GRANT.—The amount of 
each grant awarded for a fiscal year under 
this section shall be determined by the Sec-
retary, in consultation with the BIRD or 
BSF. 

(d) RECOUPMENT.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days 

after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary shall establish procedures and cri-
teria for recoupment in connection with any 
eligible project carried out by an eligible en-
tity that receives a grant under this section, 
which has led to the development of a prod-
uct or process which is marketed or used. 

(2) AMOUNT REQUIRED.— 
(A) Except as provided in subparagraph (B), 

such recoupment shall be required as a con-
dition for award and be proportional to the 
Federal share of the costs of such project, 
and shall be derived from the proceeds of 
royalties or licensing fees received in con-
nection with such product or process. 

(B) In the case where a product or process 
is used by the recipient of a grant under this 
section for the production and sale of its own 
products or processes, the recoupment shall 
consist of a payment equivalent to the pay-
ment which would be made under subpara-
graph (A). 

(3) WAIVER.—The Secretary may at any 
time waive or defer all or some of the 
recoupment requirements of this subsection 
as necessary, depending on— 

(A) the commercial competitiveness of the 
entity or entities developing or using the 
product or process; 

(B) the profitability of the project; and 
(C) the commercial viability of the product 

or process utilized. 
(e) PRIVATE FUNDS.—The Secretary may 

accept contributions of funds from private 
sources to carry out this part. 

(f) OFFICE OF ENERGY EFFICIENCY AND RE-
NEWABLE ENERGY.—The Secretary shall carry 
out this section through the existing pro-
grams at the Office of Energy Efficiency and 
Renewable Energy. 

(g) REPORT.—Not later than 180 days after 
receiving a grant under this section, each re-
cipient shall submit a report to the Sec-
retary— 

(1) documenting how the recipient used the 
grant funds; and 

(2) evaluating the level of success of each 
project funded by the grant. 

SEC. 9324. INTERNATIONAL ENERGY ADVISORY 
BOARD. 

(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—There is established 
in the Department of Energy an Inter-
national Energy Advisory Board. 

(b) DUTIES.—The Advisory Board shall ad-
vise the Secretary on— 

(1) criteria for the recipients of grants 
awarded under section 9323(a); 

(2) the total amount of grant money to be 
awarded to all grantees selected by the Sec-
retary, in consultation with the BIRD; and 

(3) the total amount of grant money to be 
awarded to all grantees selected by the Sec-
retary, in consultation with the BSF, for 
each fiscal year. 

(c) MEMBERSHIP.— 
(1) COMPOSITION.—The Advisory Board 

shall be composed of— 
(A) 1 member appointed by the Secretary 

of Commerce; 
(B) 1 member appointed by the Secretary 

of Energy; and 
(C) 2 members who shall be Israeli citizens, 

appointed by the Secretary of Energy after 
consultation with appropriate officials in the 
Israeli Government. 

(2) DEADLINE FOR APPOINTMENTS.—The ini-
tial appointments under paragraph (1) shall 
be made not later than 60 days after the date 
of enactment of this Act. 

(3) TERM.—Each member of the Advisory 
Board shall be appointed for a term of 4 
years. 

(4) VACANCIES.—A vacancy on the Advisory 
Board shall be filled in the manner in which 
the original appointment was made. 

(5) BASIC PAY.— 
(A) COMPENSATION.—A member of the Advi-

sory Board shall serve without pay. 
(B) TRAVEL EXPENSES.—Each member of 

the Advisory Board shall receive travel ex-
penses, including per diem in lieu of subsist-
ence, in accordance with applicable provi-
sions of subchapter I of chapter 57 of title 5, 
United States Code. 

(6) QUORUM.—Three members of the Advi-
sory Board shall constitute a quorum. 

(7) CHAIRPERSON.—The Chairperson of the 
Advisory Board shall be designated by the 
Secretary of Energy at the time of the ap-
pointment. 

(8) MEETINGS.—The Advisory Board shall 
meet at least once annually at the call of the 
Chairperson. 

(d) TERMINATION.—Section 14(a)(2)(B) of the 
Federal Advisory Committee Act (5 U.S.C. 
App.) shall not apply to the Advisory Board. 
SEC. 9325. DEFINITIONS. 

In this part: 
(1) ADVISORY BOARD.—The term ‘‘Advisory 

Board’’ means the International Energy Ad-
visory Board established by section 9324(a). 

(2) BIRD.—The term ‘‘BIRD’’ means the 
Israel-United States Binational Industrial 
Research and Development Foundation. 

(3) BSF.—The term ‘‘BSF’’ means the 
United States-Israel Binational Science 
Foundation. 

(4) ELIGIBLE ENTITY.—The term ‘‘eligible 
entity’’ means a joint venture comprised of 
both Israeli and United States private busi-
ness entities or a joint venture comprised of 
both Israeli academic persons (who reside 
and work in Israel) and United States aca-
demic persons, that— 

(A) carries out an eligible project; and 
(B) is selected by the Secretary, in con-

sultation with the BIRD or BSF, using the 
criteria established by the Secretary, in con-
sultation with the Advisory Board. 

(5) ELIGIBLE PROJECT.—The term ‘‘eligible 
project’’ means a project to encourage co-
operation between the United States and 
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Israel on research, development, or commer-
cialization of alternative energy, improved 
energy efficiency, or renewable energy 
sources. 

(6) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’ 
means the Secretary of Energy, acting 
through the Assistant Secretary of Energy 
for Energy Efficiency and Renewable Energy. 
SEC. 9326. TERMINATION. 

The grant program authorized under sec-
tion 9323 and the Advisory Board shall termi-
nate upon the expiration of the 7-year period 
which begins on the date of the enactment of 
this Act. 
SEC. 9327. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 

The Secretary is authorized to expend not 
more than $20,000,000 to carry out this part 
for each of fiscal years 2008 through 2014 
from funds previously authorized to the Of-
fice of Energy Efficiency and Renewable En-
ergy. 
SEC. 9328. CONSTITUTIONAL AUTHORITY. 

The Constitutional authority on which 
this part rests is the power of Congress to 
regulate commerce with foreign nations as 
enumerated in Article I, Section 8 of the 
United States Constitution. 

Subtitle E—Advanced Plug-In Hybrid 
Vehicles and Components 

SEC. 9401. ADVANCED BATTERY LOAN GUAR-
ANTEE PROGRAM. 

(a) ESTABLISHMENT OF PROGRAM.—The Sec-
retary of Energy shall establish a program to 
provide guarantees of loans by private insti-
tutions for the construction of facilities for 
the manufacture of advanced vehicle bat-
teries and battery systems that are devel-
oped and produced in the United States, in-
cluding advanced lithium ion batteries and 
hybrid electrical system and component 
manufacturers and software designers. 

(b) REQUIREMENTS.—The Secretary may 
provide a loan guarantee under subsection 
(a) to an applicant if— 

(1) without a loan guarantee, credit is not 
available to the applicant under reasonable 
terms or conditions sufficient to finance the 
construction of a facility described in sub-
section (a); 

(2) the prospective earning power of the ap-
plicant and the character and value of the 
security pledged provide a reasonable assur-
ance of repayment of the loan to be guaran-
teed in accordance with the terms of the 
loan; and 

(3) the loan bears interest at a rate deter-
mined by the Secretary to be reasonable, 
taking into account the current average 
yield on outstanding obligations of the 
United States with remaining periods of ma-
turity comparable to the maturity of the 
loan. 

(c) CRITERIA.—In selecting recipients of 
loan guarantees from among applicants, the 
Secretary shall give preference to proposals 
that— 

(1) meet all applicable Federal and State 
permitting requirements; 

(2) are most likely to be successful; and 
(3) are located in local markets that have 

the greatest need for the facility. 
(d) MATURITY.—A loan guaranteed under 

subsection (a) shall have a maturity of not 
more than 20 years. 

(e) TERMS AND CONDITIONS.—The loan 
agreement for a loan guaranteed under sub-
section (a) shall provide that no provision of 
the loan agreement may be amended or 
waived without the consent of the Secretary. 

(f) ASSURANCE OF REPAYMENT.—The Sec-
retary shall require that an applicant for a 
loan guarantee under subsection (a) provide 
an assurance of repayment in the form of a 

performance bond, insurance, collateral, or 
other means acceptable to the Secretary in 
an amount equal to not less than 20 percent 
of the amount of the loan. 

(g) GUARANTEE FEE.—The recipient of a 
loan guarantee under subsection (a) shall 
pay the Secretary an amount determined by 
the Secretary to be sufficient to cover the 
administrative costs of the Secretary relat-
ing to the loan guarantee. 

(h) FULL FAITH AND CREDIT.—The full faith 
and credit of the United States is pledged to 
the payment of all guarantees made under 
this section. Any such guarantee made by 
the Secretary shall be conclusive evidence of 
the eligibility of the loan for the guarantee 
with respect to principal and interest. The 
validity of the guarantee shall be incontest-
able in the hands of a holder of the guaran-
teed loan. 

(i) REPORTS.—Until each guaranteed loan 
under this section has been repaid in full, the 
Secretary shall annually submit to Congress 
a report on the activities of the Secretary 
under this section. 

(j) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated such 
sums as are necessary to carry out this sec-
tion. 

(k) TERMINATION OF AUTHORITY.—The au-
thority of the Secretary to issue a loan guar-
antee under subsection (a) terminates on the 
date that is 10 years after the date of enact-
ment of this Act. 
SEC. 9402. DOMESTIC MANUFACTURING CONVER-

SION GRANT PROGRAM. 
Section 712 of the Energy Policy Act of 

2005 (42 U.S.C. 16062) is amended— 
(1) in subsection (a)— 
(A) by inserting ‘‘and components thereof’’ 

after ‘‘sales of efficient hybrid and advanced 
diesel vehicles’’; 

(B) by inserting ‘‘and hybrid component 
manufacturers’’ after ‘‘grants to automobile 
manufacturers’’; 

(C) by inserting ‘‘, plug-in electric hybrid,’’ 
after ‘‘production of efficient hybrid’’; 

(D) by inserting ‘‘and suppliers’’ after 
‘‘automobile manufacturers’’; and 

(E) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘Priority shall be given to the refurbishment 
or retooling of manufacturing facilities that 
have recently ceased operation or will cease 
operation in the near future.’’; and 

(2) by striking subsection (b) and inserting 
the following: 

‘‘(b) COORDINATION WITH STATE AND LOCAL 
PROGRAMS.—The Secretary may coordinate 
implementation of this section with State 
and local programs designed to accomplish 
similar goals, including the retention and re-
training of skilled workers from the such 
manufacturing facilities, including by estab-
lishing matching grant arrangements. 

‘‘(c) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
the Secretary such sums as may be nec-
essary to carry out this section.’’. 
SEC. 9403. PLUG-IN HYBRID VEHICLE PROGRAM. 

(a) PLUG-IN ELECTRIC DRIVE VEHICLE PRO-
GRAM.— 

(1) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Secretary of En-
ergy (in this section referred to as the ‘‘Sec-
retary’’) shall establish a competitive pro-
gram to provide grants on a cost-shared 
basis to State governments, local govern-
ments, metropolitan transportation authori-
ties, air pollution control districts, private 
or nonprofit entities or combinations there-
of, to carry out a project or projects to en-
courage the use of plug-in electric drive ve-
hicles or other emerging electric vehicle 
technologies, as determined by the Sec-
retary. 

(2) ADMINISTRATION.—The Secretary shall 
establish requirements for applications for 
grants under this section, including report-
ing of data to be summarized for dissemina-
tion to the Department, other grantees, and 
the public, including vehicle and component 
performance and vehicle and component life 
cycle costs. 

(3) SELECTION CRITERIA.— 
(A) PRIORITY.—When making awards under 

this subsection, the Secretary shall give pri-
ority consideration to applications that en-
courage early widespread utilization of such 
vehicles and are likely to make a significant 
contribution to the advancement of the pro-
duction of such vehicles in the United 
States. 

(B) SCOPE OF PROGRAMS.—When making 
awards under this subsection, the Secretary 
shall ensure that the programs will maxi-
mize diversity in applications, manufactur-
ers, end-uses and vehicle control systems. 

(4) AUTHORIZATIONS OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
the Secretary to carry out the program 
under this subsection, such sums as may be 
necessary. 

(5) CERTAIN APPLICANTS.—A battery manu-
facturer that proposes to supply to an appli-
cant for a grant under this section a battery 
with a capacity of greater than 1 kilowatt- 
hour for use in a plug-in electric drive vehi-
cle shall— 

(A) ensure that the applicant includes in 
the application a description of the price of 
the battery per kilowatt hour; 

(B) on approval by the Secretary of the ap-
plication, publish, or permit the Secretary to 
publish, the price described in subparagraph 
(A); and 

(C) for any order received by the battery 
manufacturer for at least 1,000 batteries, 
offer batteries at that price. 

(b) ELECTRIC DRIVE EDUCATION PROGRAM.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall de-

velop a nationwide electric drive transpor-
tation education program under which the 
Secretary shall provide— 

(A) teaching materials to secondary 
schools and high schools; and 

(B) assistance for programs relating to 
electric drive system and component engi-
neering to institutions of higher education. 

(2) ELECTRIC VEHICLE COMPETITION.—The 
program established under paragraph (1) 
shall include a plug-in hybrid electric vehi-
cle competition for institutions of higher 
education, which shall be known as the ‘‘Dr. 
Andrew Frank Plug-In Hybrid Electric Vehi-
cle Competition’’. 

(3) ENGINEERS.—In carrying out the pro-
gram established under paragraph (1), the 
Secretary shall provide financial assistance 
to institutions of higher education to create 
new, or support existing, degree programs to 
ensure the availability of trained electrical 
and mechanical engineers with the skills 
necessary for the advancement of— 

(A) plug-in electric drive vehicles; and 
(B) other forms of electric drive vehicles. 
(4) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 

There are authorized to be appropriated to 
the Secretary to carry out this subsection 
such sums as may be necessary. 
SEC. 9404. PLUG-IN HYBRID DEMONSTRATION VE-

HICLES. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Energy 

shall establish a program to make grants to 
owners of domestic motor vehicle manufac-
turing or production facilities for the pro-
duction of plug-in hybrid electric motors or 
conversion modules to be used as electricity 
storage capacity for utilities. 

(b) PROGRAMS.—The Secretary of Energy 
shall establish programs to determine how to 
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best integrate plug-in hybrid vehicles into 
the electric power grid and into the overall 
electricity infrastructure. These programs 
shall be conducted in 5 separate regions 
across the United States at the discretion of 
the Secretary. 

(c) PILOT PROGRAMS.—The Secretary shall 
establish during the first 6 months of 2008, 
with other governmental entities, no less 
than 5 separate pilot programs to convert at 
least 1000 vehicles in each program to plug- 
hybrid electric vehicles. 

(d) FEDERAL CONTRIBUTION.—The Depart-
ment of Energy shall contribute up to 50 per-
cent of the cost of conversion modules. 

(e) INSTALLATION.—Installations of elec-
tricity storage devices shall be undertaken 
by trained and certified mechanics. 

(f) MONITORING.—The Secretary of Energy 
shall require the monitoring of reliability, 
efficiency, breakeven costs, and customer 
satisfaction for a period of 3 years. 

(g) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
the Secretary such sums as may be nec-
essary to carry out this section. 
SEC. 9405. INCENTIVE FOR FEDERAL AND STATE 

FLEETS FOR MEDIUM AND HEAVY 
DUTY HYBRIDS. 

Section 301 of the Energy Policy Act of 
1992 (42 U.S.C. 13211) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (3), by striking ‘‘or a dual 
fueled vehicle’’ and inserting ‘‘, a dual fueled 
vehicle, or a medium or heavy duty vehicle 
that is a hybrid vehicle’’; 

(2) by redesignating paragraphs (11), (12), 
(13), and (14) as paragraphs (12), (14), (15), and 
(16), respectively; 

(3) by inserting after paragraph (10) the fol-
lowing new paragraph: 

‘‘(11) the term ‘hybrid vehicle’ means a ve-
hicle powered both by a diesel or gasoline en-
gine and an electric motor or hydraulic en-
ergy storage device that is recharged as the 
vehicle operates;’’; and 

(4) by inserting after paragraph (12) (as so 
redesignated by paragraph (2) of this section) 
the following new paragraph: 

‘‘(13) the term ‘medium or heavy duty vehi-
cle’ means a vehicle that— 

‘‘(A) in the case of a medium duty vehicle, 
has a gross vehicle weight rating of more 
than 8,500 pounds but not more than 14,000 
pounds; and 

‘‘(B) in the case of a heavy duty vehicle, 
has a gross vehicle weight rating of more 
than 14,000 pounds;’’. 
SEC. 9406. INCLUSION OF ELECTRIC DRIVE IN EN-

ERGY POLICY ACT OF 1992. 
Section 508 of the Energy Policy Act of 

1992 (42 U.S.C. 13258) is amended— 
(1) by striking ‘‘The Secretary’’ in sub-

section (a) and inserting ‘‘(1) The Sec-
retary’’; and 

(2) by adding at the end of subsection (a) 
the following: 

‘‘(2) Not later than January 31, 2009, the 
Secretary shall allocate credit in an amount 
to be determined by the Secretary for acqui-
sition of— 

‘‘(A) a hybrid electric vehicle; 
‘‘(B) a plug-in hybrid electric vehicle; 
‘‘(C) a fuel cell electric vehicle; 
‘‘(D) a neighborhood electric vehicle; or 
‘‘(E) a medium-duty or heavy-duty elec-

tric, hybrid electric, hybrid hydraulic, or 
plug-in hybrid electric vehicle.’’; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(e) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
‘‘(1) FUEL CELL ELECTRIC VEHICLE.—The 

term ‘fuel cell electric vehicle’ means an on- 
road or nonroad vehicle that uses a fuel cell 
(as defined in section 803 of the Spark M. 
Matsunaga Hydrogen Research, Develop-

ment, and Demonstration Act of 2005 (42 
U.S.C. 16152). 

‘‘(2) HYBRID ELECTRIC VEHICLE.—The term 
‘hybrid electric vehicle’ means a new quali-
fied hybrid motor vehicle (as defined in sec-
tion 30B(d)(3) of the Internal Revenue Code 
of 1986). 

‘‘(3) MEDIUM-DUTY OR HEAVY-DUTY ELEC-
TRIC, HYBRID ELECTRIC, OR PLUG-IN HYBRID 
ELECTRIC VEHICLE.—The term ‘medium-duty 
or heavy-duty electric, hybrid electric, or 
plug-in hybrid electric vehicle’ is an electric, 
hybrid electric, or plug-in hybrid electric 
motor vehicle greater than 8,501 pounds 
gross vehicle rating. 

‘‘(4) NEIGHBORHOOD ELECTRIC VEHICLE.—The 
term ‘neighborhood electric vehicle’ means a 
4-wheeled on-road or nonroad vehicle, with a 
top attainable speed in 1 mile of more than 
20 mph and not more than 25 mph on a paved 
level surface, that is propelled by an electric 
motor and on board, rechargeable energy 
storage system that is rechargeable using an 
off-board source of electricity. 

‘‘(5) PLUG-IN HYBRID ELECTRIC VEHICLE.— 
The term ‘plug-in hybrid electric vehicle’ 
means a light-duty, medium-duty, or heavy- 
duty on-road or nonroad vehicle that is pro-
pelled by any combination of— 

‘‘(A) an electric motor and on-board, re-
chargeable energy storage system capable of 
operating the vehicle in intermittent or con-
tinuous all-electric mode and which is re-
chargeable using an off-board source of elec-
tricity; and 

‘‘(B) an internal combustion engine or heat 
engine using any combustible fuel. 

‘‘(f) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section such sums as are nec-
essary for each of fiscal years 2008 through 
2013.’’. 
SEC. 9407. NEAR-TERM ELECTRIC DRIVE TRANS-

PORTATION DEPLOYMENT PRO-
GRAM. 

(a) REVOLVING LOAN PROGRAM.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall estab-

lish a revolving loan program to provide 
loans to eligible entities for the conduct of 
qualified electric transportation projects. 

(2) CRITERIA.—The Secretary shall estab-
lish criteria for the provision of loans under 
this subsection. 

(b) MARKET ASSESSMENT AND ELECTRICITY 
USAGE PROGRAM.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator of the 
Environmental Protection Agency, in con-
sultation with the Secretary and private in-
dustry, shall carry out a program— 

(A) to inventory and analyze existing elec-
tric drive transportation technologies and 
hybrid technologies and markets; and 

(B) to identify and implement methods of 
removing barriers for existing and emerging 
applications of electric drive transportation 
technologies and hybrid transportation tech-
nologies. 

(2) ELECTRICITY USAGE.—The Secretary, in 
consultation with the Administrator of the 
Environmental Protection Agency and pri-
vate industry, shall carry out a program— 

(A) to develop systems and processes— 
(i) to enable plug-in electric vehicles to en-

hance the availability of emergency back-up 
power for consumers; and 

(ii) to study and demonstrate the potential 
value to the electric grid of using the energy 
stored in the on-board storage systems to 
improve the efficiency of the grid generation 
system; and 

(B) to work with utilities and other inter-
ested stakeholders to study and demonstrate 
the implications of the introduction of plug- 
in electric vehicles and other types of elec-

tric transportation on the production of elec-
tricity from renewable resources. 

(3) OFF-PEAK ELECTRICITY USAGE GRANTS.— 
In carrying out the program under paragraph 
(2), the Secretary shall provide grants to as-
sist eligible public and private electric utili-
ties to conduct programs or activities to en-
courage owners of electric drive transpor-
tation technologies— 

(A) to use off-peak electricity; or 
(B) to have the load managed by the util-

ity. 
(c) DEFINITION OF QUALIFIED ELECTRIC 

TRANSPORTATION PROJECT.—In this section, 
the term ‘‘qualified electric transportation 
project’’ includes a project relating to— 

(1) ship-side or shore-side electrification 
for vessels; 

(2) truck-stop electrification; 
(3) electric truck refrigeration units; 
(4) battery-powered auxiliary power units 

for trucks; 
(5) electric airport ground support equip-

ment; 
(6) electric material/cargo handling equip-

ment; 
(7) electric or dual-mode electric freight 

rail; 
(8) any distribution upgrades needed to 

supply electricity to the qualified electric 
transportation projects; and 

(9) any ancillary infrastructure, including 
panel upgrades, battery chargers, in-situ 
transformer, and trenching. 

(d) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to carry this section 
such sums as may be necessary. 
SEC. 9408. STUDYING THE BENEFITS OF PLUG-IN 

HYBRID ELECTRIC DRIVE VEHICLES 
AND ELECTRIC DRIVE TRANSPOR-
TATION. 

(a) STUDY.— 
(1) CITY CARS.—Not later than 1 year after 

the date of enactment of this section, the 
Secretary of Transportation in consultation 
with the Secretary of Energy and appro-
priate Federal agencies and interested stake-
holders in the public, private and non-profit 
sectors, shall study and report to Congress 
on the benefits of and barriers to the wide-
spread use of a potentially new class of vehi-
cles known as city cars with performance ca-
pability that exceeds that of low speed vehi-
cles but is less than that of passenger vehi-
cles, and which may be battery electric, fuel 
cell electric, or plug-in hybrid electric vehi-
cles. Such study shall examine the benefits 
and issues associated with limiting city cars 
to a maximum speed of 35 mph, 45 mph, 55 
mph, or any other maximum speed, and 
make a recommendation regarding max-
imum speed. 

(2) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
Such sums as may be necessary are author-
ized to be appropriated to carry out this sub-
section. 

(b) DEFINITIONS.—In this section— 
(1) NONROAD VEHICLE.—The term ‘‘nonroad 

vehicle’’ has the meaning given that term in 
section 216 of the Clean Air Act (42 U.S.C. 
7550)), or vehicles of the same classification 
that are fully or partially powered by an 
electric motor powered by a fuel cell, a bat-
tery, or an off-board source of electricity. 

(2) PLUG-IN ELECTRIC DRIVE VEHICLE.—The 
term ‘‘ plug-in electric drive vehicle’’ means 
a means a light-duty, medium-duty, or 
heavy-duty on-road or nonroad battery elec-
tric, hybrid or fuel cell vehicle that can be 
recharged from an external electricity 
source for motive power. 

(3) PLUG-IN HYBRID ELECTRIC VEHICLE.—The 
term ‘‘plug-in hybrid electric vehicle’’ means 
a light-duty, medium-duty, or heavy-duty 
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on-road or nonroad vehicle that is propelled 
by any combination of— 

(A) an electric motor and on-board, re-
chargeable energy storage system capable of 
operating the vehicle in intermittent or con-
tinuous all-electric mode and which is re-
chargeable using an off-board source of elec-
tricity; and 

(B) an internal combustion engine or heat 
engine using any combustible fuel. 

Subtitle F—Availability of Critical Energy 
Information 

SEC. 9501. FINDINGS. 
The Congress finds that— 
(1) the Energy Information Administra-

tion’s data is critical not merely for analysis 
of the role of energy in our economy and en-
vironment, but for the effective functioning 
of domestic and international energy mar-
kets. 

(2) Federal and State policymakers rely on 
the Energy Information Administration to 
collect and report State level energy infor-
mation needed for energy policymaking, 
compliance with Federal and State man-
dates, and for purposes of emergency energy 
preparedness and response; 

(3) as policymakers consider and imple-
ment policies to cut greenhouse gas emis-
sions, accurate, timely, and comparable 
State energy information becomes even 
more important; 

(4) new and expanded sources of informa-
tion about energy demand and supply have 
become available and need to be incor-
porated in the Energy Information Adminis-
tration’s data and analysis functions; 

(5) the Energy Information Administration 
needs to maintain and enhance its ability to 
collect, process, and analyze data while con-
fronting broader demands for information in 
greater detail; and 

(6) budget and personnel constraints have 
forced the Energy Information Administra-
tion to curtail surveys relied upon by energy 
and financial markets and could further 
defer important improvements in the scope 
and quality of resulting information. 
SEC. 9502. ASSESSMENT OF RESOURCES. 

(a) 5-YEAR PLAN.—The Administrator of 
the Energy Information Administration 
shall establish a 5-year plan to enhance the 
quality and scope of the data collection nec-
essary to ensure the scope, accuracy, and 
timeliness of the information needed for effi-
cient functioning of energy markets and re-
lated financial operations. Particular atten-
tion shall be paid to restoring data series 
terminated because of budget constraints, 
data on demand response, timely data series 
of State-level information, improvements in 
the area of oil and gas data, and the ability 
to provide data mandated by Congress 
promptly and completely. 

(b) SUBMITTAL TO CONGRESS.—The Adminis-
trator shall submit this plan to Congress de-
tailing improvements needed to enhance the 
Energy Information Administration’s ability 
to collect and process energy information in 
a manner consistent with the needs of en-
ergy markets. 

(c) GUIDELINES.—The Administrator shall— 
(1) establish guidelines to ensure the qual-

ity, comparability, and scope of State energy 
data, including data on energy production 
and consumption by product and sector and 
renewable and alternative sources, required 
to provide a comprehensive, accurate energy 
profile at the State level; 

(2) share company-level data collected at 
the State level with the State involved, pro-
vided the State has agreed to reasonable 
guidelines for its use adopted by the Admin-
istrator; 

(3) assess any existing gaps in data ob-
tained by and compiled by the Energy Infor-
mation Administration; and 

(4) evaluate the most cost effective ways to 
address any data quality and quantity issues 
in conjunction with State officials. 
The Energy Information Administration 
shall consult with State officials and the 
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission on a 
regular basis in establishing these guidelines 
and scope of State level data, as well as in 
exploring ways to address data needs and 
serve data uses. 

(d) ASSESSMENT OF STATE DATA NEEDS.— 
The Administrator shall provide an assess-
ment of these State-level data needs to the 
Congress not later than 1 year after the date 
of enactment of this Act, detailing a plan to 
address the needs identified. 

(e) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
the Administrator for carrying out this sec-
tion, in addition to any other authoriza-
tions— 

(1) $10,000,000 for fiscal year 2008; 
(2) $10,000,000 for fiscal year 2009; 
(3) $10,000,000 for fiscal year 2010; 
(4) $15,000,000 for fiscal year 2011; 
(5) $20,000,000 for fiscal year 2012; and 
(6) such sums as are necessary for subse-

quent fiscal years. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. No further 
amendment is in order except those 
printed in part B of the report. Each 
further amendment may be offered 
only in the order printed in the report, 
by a Member designated in the report, 
shall be considered read, shall be de-
batable for the time specified in the re-
port, equally divided and controlled by 
the proponent and an opponent, shall 
not be subject to amendment, and shall 
not be subject to a demand for division 
of the question. 

AMENDMENT NO. 1 OFFERED BY MR. 
BLUMENAUER 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. It is now in 
order to consider amendment No. 1 
printed in part B of House Report 110– 
300. 

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Chairman, I 
offer an amendment. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The Clerk 
will designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Amendment No. 1 offered by Mr. 
BLUMENAUER: 

In title IX, after subtitle F, insert: 

Subtitle G—Natural Gas Utilities 
SEC. 9511. NATURAL GAS UTILITIES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 303(b) of the Pub-
lic Utility Regulatory Policies Act of 1978 (15 
U.S.C. 3203(b)) is amended by adding at the 
end the following: 

‘‘(5) ENERGY EFFICIENCY.—Each natural gas 
utility shall— 

‘‘(A) integrate energy efficiency resources 
into the plans and planning processes of the 
natural gas utility; and 

‘‘(B) adopt policies that establish energy 
efficiency as a priority resource in the plans 
and planning processes of the natural gas 
utility. 

For purposes of applying the provisions of 
this subtitle to this paragraph, any reference 
in this subtitle to the date of enactment of 
this Act shall be treated as a reference to the 
date of the enactment of this paragraph. 

‘‘(6) RATE POLICY MODIFICATIONS TO PRO-
MOTE ENERGY EFFICIENCY INVESTMENTS.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The rates allowed to be 
charged by a natural gas utility shall align 
utility incentives with the deployment of 
cost-effective energy efficiency. 

‘‘(B) POLICY OPTIONS.—In complying with 
subparagraph (A), each State regulatory au-
thority and each nonregulated utility shall 
consider— 

‘‘(i) ensuring that utilities’ recovery of au-
thorized revenues is independent of the 
amount of customers’ natural gas consump-
tion; 

‘‘(ii) providing to utilities incentives for 
the successful management of energy effi-
ciency programs, such as allowing utilities 
to retain a portion of the cost-reducing bene-
fits accruing from the programs; 

‘‘(iii) promoting the impact on adoption of 
energy efficiency as 1 of the goals of retail 
rate design, recognizing that energy effi-
ciency must be balanced with other objec-
tives; and 

‘‘(iv) adopting rate designs that encourage 
energy efficiency for each customer class. 

For purposes of applying the provisions of 
this subtitle to this paragraph, any reference 
in this subtitle to the date of enactment of 
this Act shall be treated as a reference to the 
date of the enactment of this paragraph.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 
303(b)(2) of such Act is amended by striking 
‘‘and (4)’’ inserting ‘‘(4), (5), and (6)’’ in lieu 
thereof. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 615, the gentleman 
from Oregon (Mr. BLUMENAUER) and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Oregon. 

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Chairman, 
the amendment before us today is a 
relatively simple and very direct ef-
fort. It is an attempt to provide incen-
tives for the gas industry to be able to 
conserve natural gas. Unfortunately, 
the way that it is regulated in 40 
States around the country, actually 
there is a perverse incentive that they 
make more money the more gas they 
sell and they are penalized if they con-
serve. 

There are 10 States that have dif-
ferent initiatives to try to decouple the 
volume from profit. There are efforts 
here, which I am pleased to say were 
pioneered in my State of Oregon with 
our local utility Northwest Natural, to 
have a conservation-based tariff or 
mechanism for utility regulation. 

b 1315 
This legislation, which is supported 

by the American Gas Association and 
by the environmental community, is to 
encourage development of utility regu-
lation that doesn’t penalize conserva-
tion but encourages it. It is not a man-
date and it does not carry any costs 
but has the potential of saving Amer-
ican consumers billions of dollars and a 
great deal of energy, and I strongly 
urge its acceptance. 

Mr. BOUCHER. Would the gentleman 
yield to me? 

Mr. BLUMENAUER. I would be hon-
ored to yield to my friend from Vir-
ginia. 
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Mr. BOUCHER. I thank the gen-

tleman from Oregon for yielding, and I 
want to commend him on this amend-
ment. 

The laws in a number of States today 
tie gas utility returns to the total gas 
sales volume, with the result that the 
greater the volume sold, the greater 
the financial return to the gas utility. 
That structure clearly serves as a dis-
incentive to the making of efficiency 
investments by the utilities that would 
lessen sales volume at the expense of 
profits by the utility. 

The gentleman’s amendment directs 
States to consider decoupling sales vol-
umes from economic return in a way 
that would encourage the making of ef-
ficiency improvements. I think it’s a 
step forward in Federal policy, and I 
am pleased to encourage the adoption 
of the gentleman’s amendment. 

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Chairman, I 
reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. PETERSON of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Chairman, I rise not to oppose the 
amendment but to make some com-
ments. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Without ob-
jection, the gentleman is recognized 
for 5 minutes. 

There was no objection. 
Mr. PETERSON of Pennsylvania. I 

find this amendment interesting as 
someone interested in natural gas and 
the use of it. I find it a little puzzling 
because clean green natural gas is 
America’s cleanest fossil fuel. Yet 
we’ve made it very expensive because 
we’ve allowed it to be used unlimited 
on production of electricity. I think 
the last 98 percent of plants built to 
make electricity are using natural gas. 
But what we’re saying with this 
amendment and what has been lobbied 
for in the industry is that we will say 
to gas distribution companies that sell 
to our homes and to our businesses, 
we’ll urge you to conserve but we’ll 
charge you enough more that the gas 
utility continues its current profit 
structure. 

I find that a little troubling, person-
ally. I think it might be wiser to open 
up the supply of natural gas, get the 
price down so we’re not the highest in 
the world, so people can heat their 
homes and run their businesses with-
out having natural gas prices be pro-
hibitive and, thus, the companies 
would be actually selling more gas and 
we wouldn’t have to go down the road 
of subsidizing their profits because 
they’re selling less volume. 

As a businessman all my life, I under-
stand the dilemma they’re in. As peo-
ple conserve and when energy prices 
spike in the winter, people keep their 
homes at 56. Businesses turn their ther-
mostats down. I went to stores last 
year in Pennsylvania where they were 
actually cold. And I knew people who 
lived in 56-degree houses. I’m not sure 
we ought to go down that road. I think 
we ought to produce abundant natural 

gas and allow the price to work, cheap 
natural gas. The volume would be 
there, but we’re glad to accept the 
amendment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. BLUMENAUER. I will just con-

clude. I appreciate my friend from 
Pennsylvania’s observation. The point 
that I would make is that the compa-
nies that are distributing gas have tre-
mendous fixed costs that they have to 
support regardless of the volume. This 
simply encourages them to be able to 
explore other alternatives for rate reg-
ulation. The cheapest gas supply is the 
Therm that’s not used. I just don’t 
want the regulatory system to penalize 
them for conservation. I appreciate his 
comments, I appreciate his acceptance, 
and I look forward to more conversa-
tion about ways that we can help move 
this along. 

Mr. PETERSON of Pennsylvania. 
Would the gentleman yield just for a 
moment? 

Mr. BLUMENAUER. I would be 
happy to yield to my friend. 

Mr. PETERSON of Pennsylvania. As 
a retailer all my life, that’s what a gas 
company is. They’re a retailer. I sold 
food. They sell gas. And as their busi-
ness decreases, their profits go down, 
but their pipeline system, their pump-
ing stations and all of their costs re-
main the same. My hesitation is with 
the cleanest energy we have, why do we 
want to restrict the use of it, because 
there’s no NOX, no SOX and a third of 
the CO2. It seems like we ought to be 
more focused on making it affordable 
so that volumes remain constant and 
we don’t have this problem. 

Again, I thank the gentleman for 
yielding. 

Mr. BLUMENAUER. I’m happy to 
yield to my friend and I’m happy to 
clarify that the intent of this amend-
ment is not to increase or decrease; it’s 
to avoid the disincentive to conserve. 
It’s simple, and that’s why I appreciate 
your accepting it. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The ques-
tion is on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Oregon (Mr. 
BLUMENAUER). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT NO. 2 OFFERED BY MR. SHAYS 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. It is now in 
order to consider amendment No. 2 
printed in part B of House Report 110– 
300. 

Mr. SHAYS. Mr. Chairman, I am here 
to offer that amendment that is print-
ed in the House report. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The Clerk 
will designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Amendment No. 2 offered by Mr. SHAYS: 
In section 9034(a), strike ‘‘$600,000,000 for 

fiscal year 2007, and $750,000,000’’ and insert 
‘‘$1,200,000,000 for fiscal year 2007, and 
$1,400,000,000’’. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 615, the gentleman 
from Connecticut (Mr. SHAYS) and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Connecticut. 

Mr. SHAYS. Thank you very much, 
Mr. Chairman. 

I am grateful that the House Rules 
Committee has made this amendment 
in order. This amendment would reau-
thorize the Weatherization Assistance 
Program to $1.2 billion for 2007 and $1.4 
billion in 2008 through 2012. What that 
does is basically double the authoriza-
tion level for weatherization. 

The Department of Energy’s Weath-
erization Assistance Program enables 
low-income families to permanently re-
duce their energy bills by making their 
homes more energy efficient. It is this 
country’s longest running energy effi-
ciency program. During the last 30 
years, it has provided weatherization 
services to more than 5.5 million low- 
income families. An audit is done and 
then corrective action is taken on a 
home. 

I would just conclude by saying that 
in my own home I have a third floor. It 
is my office. It was insulated and it had 
heating but I froze. I tripled the size of 
this third floor, had no heating whatso-
ever, and the space was warmer than 
when I had heating; in fact, it was a 
comfortable temperature, just because 
of the insulation that we were able to 
put in the roof above this floor. 

We want low-income families to be 
able to take advantage of this impor-
tant weatherization effort. 

This amendment would reauthorize the 
Weatherization Assistance Program to $1.2 
billion for 2007 and $1.4 billion in 2008 
through 2012. 

The program is currently authorized at $600 
million for FY07 and $700 million for FY08. 

The bill calls for $600 million for FY07 and 
$750 million for FY08 through 2012. 

My amendment would double these author-
ization levels ($1.2 billion in 2007 and $1.4 bil-
lion from 2008 to 2012). 

The Department of Energy’s Weatherization 
Assistance Program enables low-income fami-
lies to permanently reduce their energy bills by 
making their homes more energy efficient. 

It is this country’s longest running energy ef-
ficiency program. During the last 30 years, it 
has provided weatherization services to more 
than 5.5 million low-income families. 

Through this program, weatherization serv-
ice providers install energy efficiency meas-
ures in the homes of qualifying homeowners 
free of charge. 

These are not expensive upgrades but they 
are effective, and energy savings pay for the 
upgrades within a few years. 

The average expenditure limit is $2,826 per 
home. 

Funding for low-income weatherization 
comes from several sources and represents a 
partnership of both public and private organi-
zations. The largest contribution has come 
from the DOE. 
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The second largest source is LIHEAP, fol-

lowed by gas and electric companies, and 
legal penalties assessed against oil compa-
nies. 

DOE works directly with the states, the Dis-
trict of Columbia, and Native American Tribal 
Governments to implement weatherization 
measures. These agencies contract with local 
governmental or nonprofit agencies to deliver 
weatherization services to low-income clients 
in their areas. Funding is allocated for both 
weatherizing individual homes and for the 
training and development of local technicians. 

Weatherization includes a comprehensive 
series of energy efficiency measures by ana-
lyzing each individual home. Adding weather- 
stripping to doors and windows saves energy. 

Families notice, on average, a decrease of 
$200 to $250 per year in energy bill savings. 

There are also other non-energy benefits. 
Many low-income households live in older 

homes that have structural hazards that are 
detected while weatherizing. By reducing long- 
term energy costs, weatherization also makes 
these housing units more affordable. 

In addition, the DOE estimates that the 
Weatherization Assistance Program employs 
8,000 people nationwide. 

One of the challenges of making one’s 
home energy efficient is that many of these 
technologies and home improvements are 
unaffordable. Yet the subcommittee on energy 
and water appropiations noted that the Com-
mittee was ‘‘concerned that the Department 
has severely under-funded this program, 
which almost immediately results in significant 
energy savings in American homes.’’ 

We know that investing in weatherization 
measures will reduce everyone’s energy bills 
over time by reducing the amount of energy 
that we all use. The Weatherization Assist-
ance Program is one of our most successful 
programs, and I urge support of this amend-
ment. 

Mr. BOUCHER. Would the gentleman 
yield to me? 

Mr. SHAYS. I would be happy to 
yield. 

Mr. BOUCHER. I thank the gen-
tleman from Connecticut for yielding, 
and I want to commend him on this 
amendment. 

His amendment recognizes the value 
of the Weatherization Assistance Pro-
gram and proposes to increase the au-
thorization levels to a higher point to-
ward the levels that usefully can be 
spent in weatherizing homes. To the 
extent that the measure sends to the 
Appropriations Committee a signal 
that there should be an increase in ap-
propriations for this program, I think 
it’s highly valuable. I thank the gen-
tleman for bringing this amendment 
forward and urge its adoption, and I 
thank him for yielding this time. 

Mr. SHAYS. I thank the gentleman 
for his support. 

I yield to my colleague. 
Mr. PETERSON of Pennsylvania. I 

want to commend the gentleman for 
this amendment. 

I’m from Pennsylvania. It’s cold 
there. We have a lot of poor people, a 
lot of low-income people in my district, 

and weatherization is a huge program. 
I would just like to let the body know 
that in my Outer Continental Shelf 
natural gas bill, we set aside, I think, 
$12 billion to fund this program. If we 
open up the OCS for clean green nat-
ural gas, we will have an ongoing sup-
ply of $12 billion for helping with 
weatherization. 

Mr. SHAYS. I thank the gentleman 
very much for his contribution. 

I’m happy to yield back and urge sup-
port of this legislation. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The ques-
tion is on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Connecticut (Mr. 
SHAYS). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT NO. 3 OFFERED BY MS. HOOLEY 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. It is now in 
order to consider amendment No. 3 
printed in part B of House Report 110– 
300. 

Ms. HOOLEY. Mr. Chairman, I have 
an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The Clerk 
will designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Amendment No. 3 offered by Ms. HOOLEY: 
In part 6 of subtitle A of title IX, add at 

the end the following new section: 

SEC. 9077. STUDY ON INDOOR ENVIRONMENTAL 
QUALITY IN SCHOOLS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator of the 
Environmental Protection Agency shall 
enter into an arrangement with the Sec-
retary of Education and the Secretary of En-
ergy to conduct a detailed study of how sus-
tainable building features such as energy ef-
ficiency affect multiple perceived indoor en-
vironmental quality stressors on students in 
K-12 schools. 

(b) CONTENTS.—The study shall— 
(1) investigate synergistic effects of mul-

tiple perceived stressors, including thermal 
discomfort, visual discomfort, acoustical dis-
satisfaction such as noise and loss of speech 
privacy, and air quality dissatisfaction; 

(2) identify how sustainable building fea-
tures, such as energy efficiency, are influ-
encing these human outcomes singly and in 
concert; and 

(3) ensure that the impacts of the indoor 
environmental quality are evaluated as a 
whole. 

(c) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated for 
carrying out this section $200,000 for each of 
the fiscal years 2008 through 2012. 

Amend the table of contents accordingly. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 615, the gentlewoman 
from Oregon (Ms. HOOLEY) and a Mem-
ber opposed each will control 5 min-
utes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Oregon. 

Ms. HOOLEY. I recognize myself for 
as much time as I may consume. 

Mr. Chairman, the Hooley-McCaul- 
Matheson amendment is a very simple 
and straightforward amendment that 
would authorize a study of the tremen-
dous impact green schools have on the 
environment, school operational costs, 
test scores and student health. Usually 

we simply equate green building with 
energy efficiency, but the benefits are 
much broader than just that. The glob-
al impact of these efforts on the envi-
ronment alone is enough of a reason to 
take action. Just as the energy bill be-
fore us today begins to address this 
challenge, our amendment focuses on 
the positive impacts our actions can 
have on improving our environment 
and bettering people’s lives. 

The study I am proposing today with 
my good friends, Mr. MCCAUL and Mr. 
MATHESON, is necessary because, while 
both the Federal Government and the 
private sector have conducted some 
green building research, knowledge 
gaps exist in the important area of 
green school research. 

Upon the conclusion of the study I 
am proposing, we will finally be able to 
quantify the important benefits green 
schools provide by way of economic 
savings, environmental stewardship, 
and the health and academic perform-
ance of students. 

At this time, I yield 30 seconds to my 
good friend, Chair of the Energy Com-
mittee, Mr. BOUCHER. 

Mr. BOUCHER. I thank the 
gentlelady from Oregon for yielding 
this time, and I also want to take this 
opportunity to thank her for the sub-
stantial contributions that she made to 
the legislation that is before the Com-
mittee today as it was considered by 
the House Energy and Commerce Com-
mittee. 

And I want to commend her on this 
amendment which authorizes the ad-
ministrator of the Environmental Pro-
tection Agency to enter into an ar-
rangement with the Secretaries of Edu-
cation and Energy to conduct a study 
of how sustainable building features 
such as energy efficiency can promote 
indoor environmental quality in the 
Nation’s K–12 schools. It is a signifi-
cant contribution to our energy policy, 
will enhance elementary and secondary 
education, and I am pleased to urge its 
adoption. 

Ms. HOOLEY. Mr. Chairman, I yield 1 
minute to the gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. MCCAUL), my fellow cosponsor of 
this important amendment. 

Mr. MCCAUL of Texas. I want to 
thank Congresswoman HOOLEY for in-
troducing this amendment. I am proud 
to be a cosponsor to it. 

This study will be able to quantify 
the important benefits green schools 
provide by way of economic savings, 
environmental impact, and the health 
and academic performance of students. 
The building industry represents the 
largest economic sector in the United 
States, and school construction is the 
largest component of that sector. If all 
new school construction and school 
renovations went green starting today, 
energy savings alone would total about 
$20 billion over the next 10 years. It 
costs less than $3 extra per square foot 
to build a green school, but the pay-
back occurs within 1 year based upon 
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energy savings alone. With childhood 
asthma becoming more widespread in 
recent decades, this research is timely 
and necessary. According to the CDC, 
childhood asthma accounts for about 14 
million missed school days per year. 

This amendment authorizes $1 mil-
lion over 5 years to undertake this im-
portant area of research. It is endorsed 
by the U.S. Green Buildings Council, 
the American Federation of Teachers 
and the American Institute of Archi-
tects. 

I want to thank the Congresswoman 
again for introducing this amendment. 

Ms. HOOLEY. Mr. Chairman, I would 
like to remind my colleagues that if all 
new school construction and school 
renovation went green starting today, 
energy savings alone would total $20 
billion over the next 10 years. 

Since I see no opposition, I yield 
back the remainder of my time. 

Mr. PETERSON of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Chairman, I rise to say that we will be 
glad to accept the amendment, but I 
would like to make a comment. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Does the 
gentleman rise to claim the time in op-
position? 

Mr. PETERSON of Pennsylvania. 
Yes. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Without ob-
jection, the gentleman is recognized 
for 5 minutes. 

There was no objection. 

b 1330 

Mr. PETERSON of Pennsylvania. 
While I do that, I think it’s a very im-
portant issue as we make our schools 
energy efficient. 

Energy efficient buildings have very 
little air exchange. And if you have 
any kind of a pollution factor in your 
house or in a school or in a building 
that is just airtight, it’s going to con-
centrate very fast. And it’s very impor-
tant that we have this kind of a study. 

But I want to say that we won’t have 
that problem with this building that 
we’re in right now. We won’t have that 
problem with any of our office build-
ings because they all have single pane, 
the least energy efficient windows 
known in America, and we have lots of 
air exchange. In fact, it’s probably 
what we ought to be doing to make our 
own buildings energy efficient, instead 
of going to expensive natural gas to 
heat them, which will go right out 
those energy open windows. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The ques-
tion is on the amendment offered by 
the gentlewoman from Oregon (Ms. 
HOOLEY). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT NO. 4 OFFERED BY MR. PITTS 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. It is now in 
order to consider amendment No. 4 
printed in part B of House Report 110– 
300. 

Mr. PITTS. Mr. Chairman, I offer an 
amendment. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The Clerk 
will designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Amendment No. 4 offered by Mr. PITTS: 
In section 9003(4), in the proposed para-

graph (3), add at the end the following new 
subparagraph: 

‘‘(C) EXCEPTION.—Boilers that are manu-
factured to operate without any need for 
electricity, any electric connection, any 
electric gauges, electric pumps, electric 
wires, or electric devices of any sort, shall 
not be required to meet the requirements of 
this section.’’. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 615, the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania (Mr. PITTS) and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. PITTS. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself as much time as I might con-
sume. 

First of all, I am grateful to the 
Rules Committee for making this 
amendment in order. It is a very nar-
rowly crafted amendment. Section 9003 
of H.R. 3221 requires residential boilers 
to meet a series of energy efficient re-
quirements. 

As you know, the Amish, which I 
have the privilege to represent, do not 
use electricity; it’s against their reli-
gious beliefs. If the bill, as presently 
written, were to become law, the 
Amish would be forced to try to main-
tain their present boilers in perpetuity, 
creating an obvious and an avoidable 
safety hazard. 

Now, I know there are not a lot of 
Amish; they are comparatively few in 
number in this country. We only have 
something like 25 States that have 
Amish living in them, but I think we 
have a duty to be sensitive to their 
way of life, consider their needs when 
making law. I have a very simple 
amendment. It will provide an excep-
tion for boilers that operate without 
the need for electricity supply. 

Simply stated, boilers that are manu-
factured without any need for elec-
tricity, without any electrical connec-
tion, any electrical gauges, electric 
pumps, electric wires, electric devices 
of any sort would not be required to 
meet the requirements of this section. 

I urge passage of my amendment to 
protect the Amish and their way of 
life. 

Mr. BOUCHER. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. PITTS. I will yield to the gen-
tleman. 

Mr. BOUCHER. I thank the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania for yielding, 
and I commend him on bringing this 
amendment to the House today. 

We all acknowledge the unique na-
ture of our Amish citizens’ way of life. 
They use a very small number of boil-
ers, which accord with their principles 
of using no electricity. And it truly is 
a very small number of boilers that are 

involved in this matter. And given that 
small number and the respect that we 
all have for the way of life of the 
Amish community, I would encourage 
that this amendment be adopted. And I 
commend the gentleman for bringing it 
forward. 

Mr. PITTS. I thank the gentleman 
for his support. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. The ques-

tion is on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. 
PITTS). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. The Com-

mittee will rise informally. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 

BLUMENAUER) assumed the chair. 
f 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 

A message from the Senate by Ms. 
Curtis, one of its clerks, announced 
that the Senate has passed without 
amendment bills of the House of the 
following titles: 

H.R. 1260. An act to designate the facility 
of the United States Postal Service located 
at 6301 Highway 58 in Harrison, Tennessee, as 
the ‘‘Claude Ramsey Post Office’’. 

H.R. 1335. An act to designate the facility 
of the United States Postal Service located 
at 508 East Main Street in Seneca, South 
Carolina, as the ‘‘S/Sgt Lewis G. Watkins 
Post Office Building’’. 

H.R. 1384. An act to designate the facility 
of the United States Postal Service located 
at 118 Minner Avenue in Bakersfield, Cali-
fornia, as the ‘‘Buck Owens Post Office 
Building’’. 

H.R. 1425. An act to designate the facility 
of the United States Postal Service located 
at 4551 East 52nd Street in Odessa, Texas, as 
the ‘‘Staff Sergeant Marvin ‘Rex’ Young 
Post Office Building’’. 

H.R. 1434. An act to designate the facility 
of the United States Postal Service located 
at 896 Pittsburgh Street in Springdale, Penn-
sylvania, as the ‘‘Rachel Carson Post Office 
Building’’. 

H.R. 1617. An act to designate the facility 
of the United States Postal Service located 
at 561 Kingsland Avenue in University City, 
Missouri, as the ‘‘Harriett F. Woods Post Of-
fice Building’’. 

H.R. 1722. An act to designate the facility 
of the United States Postal Service located 
at 601 Banyan Trail in Boca Raton, Florida, 
as the ‘‘Leonard W. Herman Post Office 
Building’’. 

H.R. 2025. An act to designate the facility 
of the United States Postal Service located 
at 11033 South State Street in Chicago, Illi-
nois, as the ‘‘Willye B. White Post Office 
Building’’. 

H.R. 2077. An act to designate the facility 
of the United States Postal Service located 
at 20805 State Route 125 in Blue Creek, Ohio, 
as the ‘‘George B. Lewis Post Office Build-
ing’’. 

H.R. 2078. An act to designate the facility 
of the United States Postal Service located 
at 14536 State Route 136 in Cherry Fork, 
Ohio, as the ‘‘Staff Sergeant Omer ‘O.T.’ 
Hawkins Post Office Building’’. 

H.R. 2127. An act to designate the facility 
of the United States Postal Service located 
at 408 West 6th Street in Chelsea, Oklahoma, 
as the ‘‘Clem Rogers McSpadden Post Office 
Building’’. 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 10:09 Jul 14, 2010 Jkt 059102 PO 00000 Frm 00137 Fmt 0687 Sfmt 0634 E:\BR07\H04AU7.005 H04AU7er
ow

e 
on

 D
S

K
5C

LS
3C

1P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 B
O

U
N

D
 R

E
C

O
R

D



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, Vol. 153, Pt. 1723120 August 4, 2007 
H.R. 2309. An act to designate the facility 

of the United States Postal Service located 
at 3916 Milgen Road in Columbus, Georgia, as 
the ‘‘Frank G. Lumpkin, Jr. Post Office 
Building’’. 

H.R. 2563. An act to designate the facility 
of the United States Postal Service located 
at 309 East Linn Street in Marshalltown, 
Iowa, as the ‘‘Major Scott Nisely Post Of-
fice’’. 

H.R. 2570. An act to designate the facility 
of the United States Postal Service located 
at 301 Boardwalk Drive in Fort Collins, Colo-
rado, as the ‘‘Dr. Karl E. Carson Post Office 
Building’’. 

H.R. 2688. An act to designate the facility 
of the United States Postal Service located 
at 103 South Getty Street in Uvalde, Texas, 
as the ‘‘Dolph Briscoe, Jr. Post Office Build-
ing’’. 

H.R. 3006. An act to improve the use of a 
grant of a parcel of land to the State of 
Idaho for use as an agricultural college, and 
for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the 
Senate has passed with an amendment 
in which the concurrence of the House 
is requested, a bill of the House of the 
following title: 

H.R. 2358. An act to require the Secretary 
of the Treasury to mint and issue coins in 
commemoration of Native Americans and 
the important contributions made by Indian 
tribes and individual Native Americans to 
the development of the United States and 
the history of the United States, and for 
other purposes. 

The message also announced that the 
Senate has passed bills and a concur-
rent resolution of the following titles 
in which the concurrence of the House 
is requested: 

S. 496. An act to reauthorize and improve 
the program authorized by the Appalachian 
Regional Development Act of 1965. 

S. 1772. An act to designate the facility of 
the United States Postal Service located at 
127 South Elm Street in Gardner, Kansas, as 
the ‘‘Private First Class Shane R. Austin 
Post Office’’. 

S. 1896. An act to designate the facility of 
the United States Postal Service located at 
11 Central Street in Hillsborough, New 
Hampshire, as the ‘‘Officer Jeremy Todd 
Charron Post Office’’. 

S. Con. Res. 43. Concurrent resolution pro-
viding for a conditional adjournment or re-
cess of the Senate, and a conditional ad-
journment of the House of Representatives. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Committee will resume its sitting. 

f 

NEW DIRECTION FOR ENERGY 
INDEPENDENCE, NATIONAL SE-
CURITY, AND CONSUMER PRO-
TECTION ACT 

The Committee resumed its sitting. 
AMENDMENT NO. 5 OFFERED BY MR. TERRY 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. It is now in 
order to consider amendment No. 5 
printed in part B of House Report 110– 
300. 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Chairman, I offer an 
amendment. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The Clerk 
will designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Amendment No. 5 offered by Mr. TERRY: 
In title IX, at the end of Part 4 of subtitle 

A, add the following new section and make 
the necessary conforming amendments in 
the table of contents: 

SEC. 9053. GEOTHERMAL HEAT PUMP TECH-
NOLOGY ACCELERATION PROGRAM. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
(1) ADMINISTRATOR.—The term ‘‘Adminis-

trator’’ means the Administrator of General 
Services. 

(2) GENERAL SERVICES ADMINISTRATION FA-
CILITY.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘‘General Serv-
ices Administration facility’’ means any 
building, structure, or facility, in whole or in 
part (including the associated support sys-
tems of the building, structure, or facility), 
that— 

(i) is constructed (including facilities con-
structed for lease), renovated, or purchased, 
in whole or in part, by the Administrator for 
use by the Federal Government; or 

(ii) is leased, in whole or in part, by the 
Administrator for use by the Federal Gov-
ernment— 

(I) except as provided in subclause (II), for 
a term of not less than 5 years; or 

(II) for a term of less than 5 years, if the 
Administrator determines that use of cost- 
effective technologies and practices would 
result in the payback of expenses. 

(B) INCLUSION.—The term ‘‘General Serv-
ices Administration facility’’ includes any 
group of buildings, structures, or facilities 
described in subparagraph (A) (including the 
associated energy-consuming support sys-
tems of the buildings, structures, and facili-
ties). 

(C) EXEMPTION.—The Administrator may 
exempt from the definition of ‘‘General Serv-
ices Administration facility’’ under this 
paragraph a building, structure, or facility 
that meets the requirements of section 543(c) 
of Public Law 95–619 (42 U.S.C. 8253(c)). 

(b) ESTABLISHMENT.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator shall 

establish a program to accelerate the use of 
geothermal heat pumps at General Services 
Administration facilities. 

(2) REQUIREMENTS.—The program estab-
lished under this subsection shall— 

(A) ensure centralized responsibility for 
the coordination of geothermal heat pump 
recommendations, practices, and activities 
of all relevant Federal agencies; 

(B) provide technical assistance and oper-
ational guidance to applicable tenants to 
achieve the goal identified in subsection 
(c)(2)(B)(ii); and 

(C) establish methods to track the success 
of Federal departments and agencies with re-
spect to that goal. 

(c) ACCELERATED USE OF GEOTHERMAL HEAT 
PUMP TECHNOLOGIES.— 

(1) REVIEW.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—As part of the program 

under this section, not later than 90 days 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Administrator shall conduct a review of— 

(i) current use of geothermal heat pump 
technologies in General Services Adminis-
tration facilities; and 

(ii) the availability to managers of General 
Services Administration facilities of geo-
thermal heat pumps. 

(B) REQUIREMENTS.—The review under sub-
paragraph (A) shall— 

(i) examine the use of geothermal heat 
pumps by Federal agencies in General Serv-
ices Administration facilities; and 

(ii) as prepared in consultation with the 
Administrator of the Environmental Protec-
tion Agency, identify geothermal heat pump 

technology standards that could be used for 
all types of General Services Administration 
facilities. 

(2) REPLACEMENT.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—As part of the program 

under this section, not later than 180 days 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Administrator shall establish, using avail-
able appropriations, a geothermal heat pump 
technology acceleration program to achieve 
maximum feasible replacement of existing 
heating and cooling technologies with geo-
thermal heat pump technologies in each 
General Services Administration facility. 

(B) ACCELERATION PLAN TIMETABLE.— 
(i) IN GENERAL.—To implement the pro-

gram established under subparagraph (A), 
not later than 1 year after the date of enact-
ment of this Act, the Administrator shall es-
tablish a timetable, including milestones for 
specific activities needed to replace existing 
heating and cooling technologies with geo-
thermal heat pump technologies, to the max-
imum extent feasible (including at the max-
imum rate feasible), at each General Serv-
ices Administration facility. 

(ii) GOAL.—The goal of the timetable under 
clause (i) shall be to complete, using avail-
able appropriations, maximum feasible re-
placement of existing heating and cooling 
technologies with geothermal heat pump 
technologies by not later than the date that 
is 5 years after the date of enactment of this 
Act. 

(d) GENERAL SERVICES ADMINISTRATION FA-
CILITY GEOTHERMAL HEAT PUMP TECH-
NOLOGIES AND PRACTICES.—Not later than 180 
days after the date of enactment of this Act, 
and annually thereafter, the Administrator 
shall— 

(1) ensure that a manager responsible for 
accelerating the use of geothermal heat 
pump technologies is designated for each 
General Services Administration facility 
geothermal heat pump technologies and 
practices facility; and 

(2) submit to Congress a plan, to be imple-
mented to the maximum extent feasible (in-
cluding at the maximum rate feasible) using 
available appropriations, by not later than 
the date that is 5 years after the date of en-
actment of this Act, that— 

(A) includes an estimate of the funds nec-
essary to carry out this section; 

(B) describes the status of the implementa-
tion of geothermal heat pump technologies 
and practices at General Services Adminis-
tration facilities, including— 

(i) the extent to which programs, including 
the program established under subsection 
(b), are being carried out in accordance with 
this Act; and 

(ii) the status of funding requests and ap-
propriations for those programs; 

(C) identifies within the planning, budg-
eting, and construction processes, all types 
of General Services Administration facility- 
related procedures that inhibit new and ex-
isting General Services Administration fa-
cilities from implementing geothermal heat 
pump technologies; 

(D) recommends language for uniform 
standards for use by Federal agencies in im-
plementing geothermal heat pump tech-
nologies and practices; 

(E) in coordination with the Office of Man-
agement and Budget, reviews the budget 
process for capital programs with respect to 
alternatives for— 

(i) permitting Federal agencies to retain 
all identified savings accrued as a result of 
the use of geothermal heat pump tech-
nologies; and 
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(ii) identifying short- and long-term cost 

savings that accrue from the use of geo-
thermal heat pump technologies and prac-
tices; 

(F) achieves substantial operational cost 
savings through the application of geo-
thermal heat pump technologies; and 

(G) includes recommendations to address 
each of the matters, and a plan for imple-
mentation of each recommendation, de-
scribed in subparagraphs (A) through (F). 

(e) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated such 
sums as are necessary to carry out this sec-
tion, to remain available until expended. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 615, the gentleman 
from Nebraska (Mr. TERRY) and a Mem-
ber opposed each will control 5 min-
utes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Nebraska. 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Chairman, this is a 
noncontroversial amendment that en-
courages government buildings to use 
geothermal technology. 

Geothermal technology is simple; 
when you dig down and use the energy 
within and beneath the Earth, you save 
energy. For example, in Nebraska, and 
all over, you can dig down 100 feet 
where the temperature is a consistent 
60 degrees. So therefore, for example, 
at this time of year when it’s in the 90s 
and high humidity, instead of cooling 
the air from 100 degrees to 72, you’re 
bringing it up from 60 degrees to 72. 
You save anywhere from 60 percent and 
as high as up to 80 percent, depending 
on the time of year, on energy costs to 
heat and cool and also to create hot 
water. This is the major use of energy 
within buildings, whether commercial 
or residential, and I think government 
should be the leader in this. 

Simple amendment. I appreciate the 
help and encouragement I have re-
ceived on this amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, at this time I yield to 
the gentleman from Virginia. 

Mr. BOUCHER. Will the gentleman 
hold for just one moment, please? 

Mr. TERRY. I can keep talking. 
Reclaiming my time from the gen-

tleman from Virginia, while the tech-
nology to implement geothermal, for 
example, a smaller building may in-
crease the building cost by a mere 
$3,000 or $4,000, studies have shown that 
for commercial or residential buildings 
that they will recoup those costs with-
in a matter of 3 years because of the 
energy savings by using the Earth’s 
own energy to heat and cool. 

Mr. Chairman, at this time I would 
like to yield to the gentleman from 
Virginia. 

Mr. BOUCHER. I thank the gen-
tleman for yielding, and I regret the 
delay. 

Let me commend the gentleman for 
two things. First of all, for his very 
helpful work as a member of the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce, and 
secondly, for bringing this amendment 
before the body today. 

Geothermal heat pump technology is 
a promising means of meeting heating 

and cooling needs with high energy ef-
ficiency. It uses the Earth itself, as the 
gentleman has described, as a kind of a 
heat battery, but also as a natural 
coolant during the summertimes. And 
that is a natural battery and also a 
natural coolant upon which we can 
draw with great efficiency. 

The amendment would direct the 
Federal Government to take the lead 
in adopting geothermal heat pump 
technologies. It would have the govern-
ment lead by example, and I think it is 
an excellent addition to the measure. 
We are pleased to accept the gentle-
man’s amendment. 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Chairman, I do ap-
preciate the gentleman’s acceptance of 
this, and I yield back the balance of my 
time. 

Mr. BARTON of Texas. Mr. Chair-
man, as the committee of jurisdiction 
on the minority side, we do not oppose 
the amendment, we support it, and I 
yield back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The ques-
tion is on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Nebraska (Mr. 
TERRY). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT NO. 6 OFFERED BY MR. UDALL OF 

NEW MEXICO: 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. It is now in 

order to consider amendment No. 6 
printed in part B of House Report 110– 
300. 

Mr. UDALL of New Mexico. Mr. 
Chairman, I offer an amendment. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The Clerk 
will designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Amendment No. 6 Offered by Mr. UDALL of 
New Mexico. 

In title IX, after subtitle F, insert the fol-
lowing new subtitle and make the necessary 
conforming changes in the table of contents: 

Subtitle G—Federal Renewable Portfolio 
Standard 

SEC. 9600. FEDERAL RENEWABLE PORTFOLIO 
STANDARD. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Title VI of the Public 
Utility Regulatory Policies Act of 1978 is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘SEC. 610. FEDERAL RENEWABLE PORTFOLIO 

STANDARD. 
‘‘(a) DEFINITIONS.—For purposes of this sec-

tion: 
‘‘(1) BIOMASS.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘biomass’ 

means— 
‘‘(i) cellulosic (plant fiber) organic mate-

rials from a plant that is planted for the pur-
pose of being used to produce energy; or 

‘‘(ii) nonhazardous, plant or algal matter 
that is derived from any of the following: 

‘‘(I) An agricultural crop, crop byproduct 
or residue resource. 

‘‘(II) Waste such as landscape or right-of- 
way trimmings (but not including municipal 
solid waste, recyclable postconsumer waste 
paper, painted, treated, or pressurized wood, 
wood contaminated with plastic or metals). 

‘‘(III) Gasified animal waste. 
‘‘(IV) Landfill methane. 
‘‘(B) NATIONAL FOREST LANDS AND CERTAIN 

OTHER PUBLIC LANDS.—With respect to or-
ganic material removed from National For-

est System lands or from public lands admin-
istered by the Secretary of the Interior, the 
term ‘biomass’ covers only organic material 
from (i) ecological forest restoration; (ii) 
pre-commercial thinnings; (iii) brush; (iv) 
mill residues; and (v) slash. 

‘‘(C) EXCLUSION OF CERTAIN FEDERAL 
LANDS.—Notwithstanding subparagraph (B), 
material or matter that would otherwise 
qualify as biomass are not included in the 
term biomass if they are located on the fol-
lowing Federal lands: 

‘‘(i) Federal land containing old growth 
forest or late successional forest unless the 
Secretary of the Interior or the Secretary of 
Agriculture determines that the removal of 
organic material from such land is appro-
priate for the applicable forest type and 
maximizes the retention of late-successional 
and large and old growth trees, late-succes-
sional and old growth forest structure, and 
late-successional and old growth forest com-
position. 

‘‘(ii) Federal land on which the removal of 
vegetation is prohibited, including compo-
nents of the National Wilderness Preserva-
tion System. 

‘‘(iii) Wilderness Study Areas. 
‘‘(iv) Inventoried roadless areas. 
‘‘(v) Components of the National Land-

scape Conservation System. 
‘‘(vi) National Monuments. 
‘‘(2) ELIGIBLE FACILITY.—The term ‘eligible 

facility’ means— 
‘‘(A) a facility for the generation of elec-

tric energy from a renewable energy resource 
that is placed in service on or after January 
1, 2001; or 

‘‘(B) a repowering or cofiring increment. 
‘‘(3) EXISTING FACILITY.—The term ‘existing 

facility’ means a facility for the generation 
of electric energy from a renewable energy 
resource that is not an eligible facility. 

‘‘(4) INCREMENTAL HYDROPOWER.—The term 
‘incremental hydropower’ means additional 
generation that is achieved from increased 
efficiency or additions of capacity made on 
or after January 1, 2001, or the effective date 
of an existing applicable State renewable 
portfolio standard program at a hydro-
electric facility that was placed in service 
before that date. 

‘‘(5) INDIAN LAND.—The term ‘Indian land’ 
means— 

‘‘(A) any land within the limits of any In-
dian reservation, pueblo, or rancheria; 

‘‘(B) any land not within the limits of any 
Indian reservation, pueblo, or rancheria title 
to which was on the date of enactment of 
this paragraph either held by the United 
States for the benefit of any Indian tribe or 
individual or held by any Indian tribe or in-
dividual subject to restriction by the United 
States against alienation; 

‘‘(C) any dependent Indian community; or 
‘‘(D) any land conveyed to any Alaska Na-

tive corporation under the Alaska Native 
Claims Settlement Act. 

‘‘(6) INDIAN TRIBE.—The term ‘Indian tribe’ 
means any Indian tribe, band, nation, or 
other organized group or community, includ-
ing any Alaskan Native village or regional or 
village corporation as defined in or estab-
lished pursuant to the Alaska Native Claims 
Settlement Act (43 U.S.C. 1601 et seq.), which 
is recognized as eligible for the special pro-
grams and services provided by the United 
States to Indians because of their status as 
Indians. 

‘‘(7) RENEWABLE ENERGY.—The term ‘re-
newable energy’ means electric energy gen-
erated by a renewable energy resource. 

‘‘(8) RENEWABLE ENERGY RESOURCE.—The 
term ‘renewable energy resource’ means 
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solar (including solar water heating), wind, 
ocean, tidal, geothermal energy, biomass, 
landfill gas, or incremental hydropower. 

‘‘(9) REPOWERING OR COFIRING INCREMENT.— 
The term ‘repowering or cofiring increment’ 
means— 

‘‘(A) the additional generation from a 
modification that is placed in service on or 
after January 1, 2001, to expand electricity 
production at a facility used to generate 
electric energy from a renewable energy re-
source or to cofire biomass that was placed 
in service before the date of enactment of 
this section; or 

‘‘(B) the additional generation above the 
average generation in the 3 years preceding 
the date of enactment of this section at a fa-
cility used to generate electric energy from 
a renewable energy resource or to cofire bio-
mass that was placed in service before the 
date of enactment of this section. 

‘‘(10) RETAIL ELECTRIC SUPPLIER.—The term 
‘retail electric supplier’ means a person that 
sells electric energy to electric consumers 
(other than consumers in Hawaii) that sold 
not less than 1,000,000 megawatt-hours of 
electric energy to electric consumers for 
purposes other than resale during the pre-
ceding calendar year; except that such term 
does not include the United States, a State 
or any political subdivision of a State, or 
any agency, authority, or instrumentality of 
any one or more of the foregoing, or a rural 
electric cooperative. 

‘‘(11) RETAIL ELECTRIC SUPPLIER’S BASE 
AMOUNT.—The term ‘retail electric supplier’s 
base amount’ means the total amount of 
electric energy sold by the retail electric 
supplier, expressed in terms of kilowatt 
hours, to electric customers for purposes 
other than resale during the most recent cal-
endar year for which information is avail-
able, excluding— 

‘‘(A) electric energy that is not incre-
mental hydropower generated by a hydro-
electric facility; and 

‘‘(B) electricity generated through the in-
cineration of municipal solid waste. 

‘‘(b) COMPLIANCE.—For each calendar year 
beginning in calendar year 2010, each retail 
electric supplier shall meet the requirements 
of subsection (c) by submitting to the Sec-
retary, not later than April 1 of the fol-
lowing calendar year, one or more of the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(1) Federal renewable energy credits 
issued under subsection (e). 

‘‘(2) Federal energy efficiency credits 
issued under subsection (i), except that Fed-
eral energy efficiency credits may not be 
used to meet more than 27 percent of the re-
quirements of subsection (c) in any calendar 
year. 

‘‘(3) Certification of the renewable energy 
generated and electricity savings pursuant 
to the funds associated with State compli-
ance payments as specified in subsection 
(e)(3)(G). 

‘‘(4) Alternative compliance payments pur-
suant to subsection (j). 

‘‘(c) REQUIRED ANNUAL PERCENTAGE.—For 
calendar years 2010 through 2039, the re-
quired annual percentage of the retail elec-
tric supplier’s base amount that shall be gen-
erated from renewable energy resources, or 
otherwise credited towards such percentage 
requirement pursuant to subsection (d), shall 
be the percentage specified in the following 
table: 

Required annual 
‘‘Calendar Years percentage 

2010 ......................................... 2.75 
2011 ......................................... 2.75 
2012 ......................................... 3.75 

Required annual 
‘‘Calendar Years percentage 

2013 ......................................... 4.5 
2014 ......................................... 5.5 
2015 ......................................... 6.5 
2016 ......................................... 7.5 
2017 ......................................... 8.25 
2018 ......................................... 10.25 
2019 ......................................... 12.25 
2020 and thereafter through 

2039 ...................................... 15 
‘‘(d) RENEWABLE ENERGY AND ENERGY EFFI-

CIENCY CREDITS.—(1) A retail electric sup-
plier may satisfy the requirements of sub-
section (b)(1) through the submission of Fed-
eral renewable energy credits— 

‘‘(A) issued to the retail electric supplier 
under subsection (e); 

‘‘(B) obtained by purchase or exchange 
under subsection (f) or (g); or 

‘‘(C) borrowed under subsection (h). 
‘‘(2) A retail electric supplier may satisfy 

the requirements of subsection (b)(2) through 
the submission of Federal energy efficiency 
credits issued to the retail electric supplier 
obtained by purchase or exchange pursuant 
to subsection (i).’’ 

‘‘(3) A Federal renewable energy credit 
may be counted toward compliance with sub-
section (b)(1) only once. A Federal energy ef-
ficiency credit may be counted toward com-
pliance with subsection (b)(2) only once. 

‘‘(e) ISSUANCE OF CREDITS.—(1) The Sec-
retary shall establish by rule, not later than 
1 year after the date of enactment of this 
section, a program to verify and issue Fed-
eral renewable energy credits to generators 
of renewable energy, track their sale, ex-
change and retirement and to enforce the re-
quirements of this section. To the extent 
possible, in establishing such program, the 
Secretary shall rely upon existing and 
emerging State or regional tracking systems 
that issue and track non-Federal renewable 
energy credits. 

‘‘(2) An entity that generates electric en-
ergy through the use of a renewable energy 
resource may apply to the Secretary for the 
issuance of renewable energy credits. The ap-
plicant must demonstrate that the electric 
energy will be transmitted onto the grid or, 
in the case of a generation offset, that the 
electric energy offset would have otherwise 
been consumed on site. The application shall 
indicate— 

‘‘(A) the type of renewable energy resource 
used to produce the electricity; 

‘‘(B) the location where the electric energy 
was produced; and 

‘‘(C) any other information the Secretary 
determines appropriate. 

‘‘(3)(A) Except as provided in subpara-
graphs (B), (C), and (D), the Secretary shall 
issue to a generator of electric energy one 
Federal renewable energy credit for each kil-
owatt hour of electric energy generated by 
the use of a renewable energy resource at an 
eligible facility. 

‘‘(B) For purpose of compliance with this 
section, Federal renewable energy credits for 
incremental hydropower shall be based, on 
the increase in average annual generation re-
sulting from the efficiency improvements or 
capacity additions. The incremental genera-
tion shall be calculated using the same water 
flow information used to determine a his-
toric average annual generation baseline for 
the hydroelectric facility and certified by 
the Secretary or the Federal Energy Regu-
latory Commission. The calculation of the 
Federal renewable energy credits for incre-
mental hydropower shall not be based on any 
operational changes at the hydroelectric fa-
cility not directly associated with the effi-
ciency improvements or capacity additions. 

‘‘(C) The Secretary shall issue 2 renewable 
energy credits for each kilowatt hour of elec-
tric energy generated and supplied to the 
grid in that calendar year through the use of 
a renewable energy resource at an eligible 
facility located on Indian land. For purposes 
of this paragraph, renewable energy gen-
erated by biomass cofired with other fuels is 
eligible for two credits only if the biomass 
was grown on such land. 

‘‘(D) For electric energy generated by a re-
newable energy resource at an on-site eligi-
ble facility and used to offset part or all of 
the customer’s requirements for electric en-
ergy, the Secretary shall issue 3 renewable 
energy credits to such customer for each kil-
owatt hour generated. 

‘‘(E) If both a renewable energy resource 
and a non-renewable energy resource are 
used to generate the electric energy, the Sec-
retary shall issue the Federal renewable en-
ergy credits based on the proportion of the 
renewable energy resources used. 

‘‘(F) When a generator has sold electric en-
ergy generated through the use of a renew-
able energy resource to a retail electric sup-
plier under a contract for power from an ex-
isting facility, and the contract has not de-
termined ownership of the Federal renewable 
energy credits associated with such genera-
tion, the Secretary shall issue such Federal 
renewable energy credits to the retail elec-
tric supplier for the duration of the contract. 

‘‘(G) Payments made by a retail electricity 
supplier, directly or indirectly, to a State for 
compliance with a State renewable portfolio 
standard program, or for an alternative com-
pliance mechanism, shall be valued for the 
purpose of subsection (b)(2) based on the 
amount of electric energy generation from 
renewable resources and electricity savings 
that results from those payments. 

‘‘(f) EXISTING FACILITIES.—The Secretary 
shall ensure that a retail electric supplier 
that acquires Federal renewable energy cred-
its associated with the generation of renew-
able energy from an existing facility may 
use such credits for purpose of its compli-
ance with subsection (b)(1). Such credits may 
not be sold or traded for the purpose of com-
pliance by another retail electric supplier. 

‘‘(g) RENEWABLE ENERGY CREDIT TRAD-
ING.—A Federal renewable energy credit, 
may be sold, transferred or exchanged by the 
entity to whom issued or by any other entity 
who acquires the Federal renewable energy 
credit, except for those renewable energy 
credits from existing facilities. A Federal re-
newable energy credit for any year that is 
not submitted to satisfy the minimum re-
newable generation requirement of sub-
section (c) for that year may be carried for-
ward for use pursuant to subsection (b)(1) 
within the next 3 years. 

‘‘(h) RENEWABLE ENERGY CREDIT BOR-
ROWING.—At any time before the end of cal-
endar year 2012, a retail electric supplier 
that has reason to believe it will not be able 
to fully comply with subsection (b) may— 

‘‘(1) submit a plan to the Secretary dem-
onstrating that the retail electric supplier 
will earn sufficient Federal renewable energy 
credits within the next 3 calendar years 
which, when taken into account, will enable 
the retail electric supplier to meet the re-
quirements of subsection (b) for calendar 
year 2012 and the subsequent calendar years 
involved; and 

‘‘(2) upon the approval of the plan by the 
Secretary, apply Federal renewable energy 
credits that the plan demonstrates will be 
earned within the next 3 calendar years to 
meet the requirements of subsection (b) for 
each calendar year involved. 
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The retail electric supplier must repay all of 
the borrowed Federal renewable energy cred-
its by submitting an equivalent number of 
Federal renewable energy credits, in addi-
tion to those otherwise required under sub-
section (b), by calendar year 2020 or any ear-
lier deadlines specified in the approved plan. 
Failure to repay the borrowed Federal re-
newable energy credits shall subject the re-
tail electric supplier to civil penalties under 
subsection (i) for violation of the require-
ments of subsection (b) for each calendar 
year involved. 

‘‘(i) ENERGY EFFICIENCY CREDITS.— 
‘‘(1) DEFINTIONS.—In this subsection— 
‘‘(A) CUSTOMER FACILITY SAVINGS.—The 

term ‘customer facility savings’ means a re-
duction in end-use electricity at a facility of 
an end-use consumer of electricity served by 
a retail electric supplier, as compared to—— 

‘‘(i) consumption at the facility during a 
base year; 

‘‘(ii)i n the case of new equipment (regard-
less of whether the new equipment replaces 
existing equipment at the end of the useful 
life of the existing equipment), consumption 
by the new equipment of average efficiency; 
or 

‘‘(iii) in the case of a new facility, con-
sumption at a reference facility. 

‘‘(B) ELECTRICITY SAVINGS.—The term ‘elec-
tricity savings’ means—— 

‘‘(i) customer facility savings of electricity 
consumption adjusted to reflect any associ-
ated increase in fuel consumption at the fa-
cility; 

‘‘(ii) reductions in distribution system 
losses of electricity achieved by a retail elec-
tricity distributor, as compared to losses at-
tributable to new or replacement distribu-
tion system equipment of average efficiency 
(as defined by the Secretary by regulation); 

‘‘(iii) the output of new combined heat and 
power systems, to the extent provided under 
paragraph (5); and 

‘‘(iv) recycled energy savings. 
‘‘(C) QUALIFYING ELECTRICTY SAVINGS.—The 

term ‘qualifying electricity savings’ means 
electricity saving that meet the measure-
ment and verification requirements of para-
graph (4). 

‘‘(D) RECYCLED ENERGY SAVINGS.—The term 
‘recycled energy savings’ means a reduction 
in electricity consumption that is attrib-
utable to electrical or mechanical power, or 
both, produced by modifying an industrial or 
commercial system that was in operation be-
fore July 1, 2007, in order to recapture energy 
that would otherwise be wasted. 

‘‘(2) PETITION.—The Governor of a State 
may petition the Secretary to allow up to 25 
percent of the requirements of a retail elec-
tric supplier under subsection (c) in the 
State to be met by submitting Federal en-
ergy efficiency credits issued pursuant to 
this subsection. 

‘‘(3) ISSUANCE OF CREDITS.— 
‘‘(A) The Secretary shall issue energy effi-

ciency credits in States described in para-
graph (2) in accordance with this subsection. 

‘‘(B) In accordance with regulations pro-
mulgated by the Secretary, the Secretary 
shall issue credits for—— 

‘‘(i) qualified electricity savings achieved 
by a retail electric supplier in a calendar 
year; and 

‘‘(ii) qualified electricity savings achieved 
by other entities (including State agencies) 
if —— 

‘‘(I) the measures used to achieve the 
qualifying electricity savings were installed 
or place in operation by the entity seeking 
the credit or the designated agent of the en-
tity; and 

‘‘(II) no retail electric supplier paid a sub-
stantial portion of the cost of achieving the 
qualified electricity savings (unless the util-
ity has waived any entitlement to the cred-
it). 

‘‘(4) MEASUREMENT AND VERIFICATION 
OFELECTRICTY SAVINGS.—Not later than June 
30, 2009, the Secretary shall promulgate regu-
lations regarding the measurement and 
verification of electricity savings under this 
subsection, including regulations cov-
ering—— 

‘‘(A) procedures and standards for defining 
and measuring electricity savings that will 
be eligible to receive credits under paragraph 
(3), which shall—— 

‘‘(i) specify the types of energy efficiency 
and energy conservation that will be eligible 
for the credits; 

‘‘(ii) require that energy consumption for 
customer facilities or portions of facilities in 
the applicable base and current years be ad-
justed, as appropriate, to account for 
changes in weather, level of production, and 
building area; 

‘‘(iii) account for the useful life of elec-
tricity savings measures; 

‘‘(iv) include specified electricity savings 
values for specific, commonly-used efficiency 
measures; 

‘‘(v) specify the extent to which electricity 
savings attributable to measures carried out 
before the date of enactment of this section 
are eligible to receive credits under this sub-
section; and 

‘‘(vi) exclude electricity savings that (I) 
are not properly attributable to measures 
carried out by the entity seeking the credit; 
or (II) have already been credited under this 
section to another entity; 

‘‘(B) procedures and standards for third- 
party verification of reported electricity sav-
ings; and 

‘‘(C) such requirements for information, re-
ports, and access to facilities as may be nec-
essary to carry out this subsection. 

‘‘(5) COMBINED HEAT AND POWER.—Under 
regulations promulgated by the Secretary, 
the increment of electricity output of a new 
combined heat and power system that is at-
tributable to the higher efficiency of the 
combined system (as compared to the effi-
ciency of separate production of the electric 
and thermal outputs), shall be considered 
electricity savings under this subsection. 

‘‘(6) STATE DELEGATION.—On application of 
the Governor of a State, the Secretary may 
delegate to the State the administration of 
this subsection in the State if the Secretary 
determines that the State is willing and able 
to carry out the functions described in this 
subsection.’’ 

‘‘(j) ENFORCEMENT.—A retail electric sup-
plier that does not comply with subsection 
(b) shall be liable for the payment of a civil 
penalty. That penalty shall be calculated on 
the basis of the number of kilowatt-hours 
represented by the retail electric supplier’s 
failure to comply with subsection (b), multi-
plied by the lesser of 4.5 cents (adjusted for 
inflation for such calendar year, based on the 
Gross Domestic Product Implicit Price 
Deflator) or 300 percent of the average mar-
ket value of Federal renewable energy cred-
its and energy efficiency credits for the com-
pliance period. Any such penalty shall be due 
and payable without demand to the Sec-
retary as provided in the regulations issued 
under subsection (e). 

‘‘(k) ALTERNATIVE COMPLIANCE PAY-
MENTS.—The Secretary shall accept payment 
equal to 200 percent of the average market 
value of Federal renewable energy credits 
and Federal energy efficiency credits for the 

applicable compliance period or 3.0 cents per 
kilowatt hour adjusted on January 1 of each 
year following calendar year 2006 based on 
the Gross Domestic Product Implicit Price 
Deflator, as a means of compliance under 
subsection (b)(4). 

‘‘(l) INFORMATION COLLECTION.—The Sec-
retary may collect the information nec-
essary to verify and audit— 

‘‘(1) the annual renewable energy genera-
tion of any retail electric supplier, Federal 
renewable energy credits submitted by a re-
tail electric supplier pursuant to subsection 
(b)(1) and Federal energy efficiency credits; 

‘‘(2) annual electricity savings achieved 
pursuant to subsection (i); 

‘‘(3) the validity of Federal renewable en-
ergy credits submitted for compliance by a 
retail electric supplier to the Secretary; and 

‘‘(4) the quantity of electricity sales of all 
retail electric suppliers. 

‘‘(m) ENVIRONMENTAL SAVINGS CLAUSE.—In-
cremental hydropower shall be subject to all 
applicable environmental laws and licensing 
and regulatory requirements. 

‘‘(n) STATE PROGRAMS.—(1) Nothing in this 
section diminishes any authority of a State 
or political subdivision of a State to— 

‘‘(A) adopt or enforce any law or regulation 
respecting renewable energy or energy effi-
ciency, including but not limited to pro-
grams that exceed the required amount of re-
newable energy or energy efficiency under 
this section, or 

‘‘(B) regulate the acquisition and disposi-
tion of Federal renewable energy credits and 
Federal energy efficiency credits by electric 
suppliers. 
No law or regulation referred to in subpara-
graph (A) shall relieve any person of any re-
quirement otherwise applicable under this 
section. The Secretary, in consultation with 
States having renewable energy programs 
and energy efficiency programs, shall pre-
serve the integrity of such State programs, 
including programs that exceed the required 
amount of renewable energy and energy effi-
ciency under this section, and shall facili-
tate coordination between the Federal pro-
gram and State programs. 

‘‘(2) In the rule establishing the program 
under this section, the Secretary shall incor-
porate common elements of existing renew-
able energy and energy efficiency programs, 
including State programs, to ensure adminis-
trative ease, market transparency and effec-
tive enforcement. The Secretary shall work 
with the States to minimize administrative 
burdens and costs to retail electric suppliers. 

‘‘(o) RECOVERY OF COSTS.—An electric util-
ity whose sales of electric energy are subject 
to rate regulation, including any utility 
whose rates are regulated by the Commission 
and any State regulated electric utility, 
shall not be denied the opportunity to re-
cover the full amount of the prudently in-
curred incremental cost of renewable energy 
and energy efficiency obtained to comply 
with the requirements of subsection (b). For 
purposes of this subsection, the definitions 
in section 3 of this Act shall apply to the 
terms electric utility, State regulated elec-
tric utility, State agency, Commission, and 
State regulatory authority. 

‘‘(p) PROGRAM REVIEW.—The Secretary 
shall enter into a contract with the National 
Academy of Sciences to conduct a com-
prehensive evaluation of all aspects of the 
program established under this section, 
within 8 years of enactment of this section. 
The study shall include an evaluation of— 

‘‘(1) the effectiveness of the program in in-
creasing the market penetration and low-
ering the cost of the eligible renewable en-
ergy and energy efficiency technologies; 
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‘‘(2) the opportunities for any additional 

technologies and sources of renewable energy 
and energy efficiency emerging since enact-
ment of this section; 

‘‘(3) the impact on the regional diversity 
and reliability of supply sources, including 
the power quality benefits of distributed gen-
eration; 

‘‘(4) the regional resource development rel-
ative to renewable potential and reasons for 
any under investment in renewable re-
sources; and 

‘‘(5) the net cost/benefit of the renewable 
portfolio standard to the national and State 
economies, including retail power costs, eco-
nomic development benefits of investment, 
avoided costs related to environmental and 
congestion mitigation investments that 
would otherwise have been required, impact 
on natural gas demand and price, effective-
ness of green marketing programs at reduc-
ing the cost of renewable resources. 
The Secretary shall transmit the results of 
the evaluation and any recommendations for 
modifications and improvements to the pro-
gram to Congress not later than January 1, 
2016. 

‘‘(q) STATE RENEWABLE ENERGY AND EN-
ERGY EFFICIENCY ACCOUNT PROGRAM.—(1) The 
Secretary shall establish, not later than De-
cember 31, 2009, a State renewable energy ac-
count program. 

‘‘(2) All money collected by the Secretary 
from the alternative compliance payments 
under subsection (k) shall be deposited into 
the State renewable energy and energy effi-
ciency account established pursuant to this 
subsection. 

‘‘(3) Proceeds deposited in the State renew-
able energy and energy efficiency account 
shall be used by the Secretary, subject to an-
nual appropriations, for a program to pro-
vide grants to the State agency responsible 
for administering a fund to promote renew-
able energy generation and energy efficiency 
for customers of the state, or an alternative 
agency designated by the state, or if no such 
agency exists, to the state agency developing 
State energy conservation plans under sec-
tion 363 of the Energy Policy and Conserva-
tion Act (42 U.S.C. 6322) for the purposes of 
promoting renewable energy production and 
providing energy assistance and weatheriza-
tion services to low-income consumers. 

‘‘(4) The Secretary may issue guidelines 
and criteria for grants awarded under this 
subsection. At least 75 percent of the funds 
provided to each State shall be used for pro-
moting renewable energy production and en-
ergy efficiency through grants, production 
incentives or other state-approved funding 
mechanisms. The funds shall be allocated to 
the States on the basis of retail electric sales 
subject to the Renewable Portfolio Standard 
under this section or through voluntary par-
ticipation. State agencies receiving grants 
under this section shall maintain such 
records and evidence of compliance as the 
Secretary may require.’’. 

(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of con-
tents for such title is amended by adding the 
following new item at the end: 
‘‘Sec. 610. Federal renewable portfolio stand-

ard’’. 
(c) SUNSET.—Section 610 of such title and 

the item relating to such section 610 in the 
table of contents for such title are each re-
pealed as of December 31, 2039. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 615, the gentleman 
from New Mexico (Mr. UDALL) and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from New Mexico. 

Mr. UDALL of New Mexico. Mr. 
Chairman, I rise today to offer an 
amendment to establish a 15 percent 
national renewable electricity stand-
ard by the year 2020. In doing so, utili-
ties are permitted to meet up to 4 per-
cent of this requirement through en-
ergy efficiency measures. This amend-
ment will save consumers money, stim-
ulate our economy, and strengthen our 
national security. 

The aim of this amendment may 
seem far reaching, but the mechanism 
for doing so is not. A 15 percent na-
tional renewable electricity standard 
by the year 2020 is essential to our na-
tional security future. 

Equally important to this debate, 
however, and contrary from what you 
hear from our opponents, the RES is 
absolutely achievable. In fact, almost 
half of the States of the Union already 
have an RES in place, but the full po-
tential for renewable electricity will be 
left unrealized without the adoption of 
a Federal program to enhance the ef-
forts of these States. We must enact a 
Federal RES, and we must do so now. 

Momentum has been building, as evi-
denced by the fact that many of the 
RES standards enacted by States al-
ready have been exceeded. Subse-
quently, the standards have been in-
creased. A national RES has passed the 
Senate three times. It has proven itself 
effective, efficient and popular. And 
it’s time for the New Direction Con-
gress to bring those benefits to the rest 
of the Nation. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. BARTON of Texas. Mr. Chair-
man, I would ask unanimous consent 
that we have an additional 10 minutes 
on this amendment equally divided by 
the minority and the majority because 
we have lots of speakers on both sides. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Is there ob-
jection to the request of the gentleman 
from Texas? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. BARTON of Texas. Mr. Chair-

man, I rise in opposition to the amend-
ment and I yield myself 2 minutes. 

First let me say that we’re not op-
posed to all renewable portfolio stand-
ards, but we are opposed to this one for 
a number of reasons. First of all, it 
only applies to investor-owned electric 
utilities. It doesn’t apply to electric 
co-ops. It doesn’t apply to municipal 
utilities. It just applies to investor- 
owned electric utilities. That’s one of 
the reasons that the Edison Electric 
Institute is opposed to this amend-
ment. 

It doesn’t meet the standards that 
have been put out for renewable port-
folio standards. It should apply to all 
utilities. This one doesn’t. It should 
complement and not preempt State 
programs. This one doesn’t. It should 
be technology neutral. This one is not 

technology neutral. It should provide 
credit for early action. This doesn’t do 
that. It should allow for a national 
trading mechanism, including stand-
ardized monitoring, verification and 
distribution of credits. It doesn’t do 
that. And it should include specific 
provisions assuring cost recovery for 
retail electric providers. It doesn’t do 
that. It doesn’t include nuclear as a re-
newable energy, and we think that it 
should. We think all hydros should be 
included. This one doesn’t. 

So, it is certainly worthy of debate, 
and I support it being made in order to 
be debated on the floor, but I would 
hope that we would oppose it when it 
comes time for the vote. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. UDALL of New Mexico. Mr. 
Chairman, I would like to yield 2 min-
utes to my Republican cosponsor, Todd 
Platts, who has worked very, very hard 
on this amendment. And I would em-
phasize that this is a bipartisan amend-
ment, and we have worked all along on 
it together. 

b 1345 

Mr. PLATTS. Mr. Chairman, I appre-
ciate the gentleman yielding, and I cer-
tainly appreciate his leadership on this 
very important issue. I do appreciate 
the ranking member’s issues he has 
raised and that perhaps this amend-
ment doesn’t go far enough in what it 
includes in the type of renewable en-
ergy that is acknowledged. 

I would say that this is a starting 
point. If we support this amendment, if 
we get into conference, then we can 
build on this to look at other options. 
But we have to start somewhere. I 
think this is a good starting point. 

So I rise in support of this amend-
ment which would establish a National 
Renewable Energy Portfolio Standard 
of 15 percent by 2020. A 15 percent RPS 
is an important step that we can take 
to meet our growing energy needs in an 
environmentally friendly manner and 
decrease our dependence on foreign oil 
and create more jobs. 

A study by Woods McKenzie found 
that a 15 percent RPS would decrease 
the price of natural gas by 15 to 20 per-
cent, decrease wholesale electricity 
prices by 7 to 11 percent, for a savings 
of $240 billion to consumers and would 
avoid almost 3 billion tons of carbon 
dioxide by the year 2030. 

In addition, a Federal RPS would cre-
ate hundreds of thousands of new jobs. 
In fact, the top five States that have 
been hit hardest with the loss in their 
manufacturing economy over the past 6 
years, California, Ohio, Texas, North 
Carolina, and my home State of Penn-
sylvania, would benefit most from the 
creation of new agricultural and manu-
facturing jobs because of the passage of 
this amendment. My home State of 
Pennsylvania has established an RPS 
of 18 percent by 2020. 
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Since its inception in 2004, the Re-

newable Energy Standard is associated 
with the creation of several thousand 
new jobs. Projections show that a na-
tional RPS would create an additional 
7,000 jobs in my State alone. Momen-
tum has been steadily growing for a na-
tional RPS. Currently, almost half of 
all States have implemented such an 
RPS standard. 

Mr. Chairman, I believe a national 
RPS is an important step to make to 
reduce pollution and lessen addiction 
to foreign energy sources. I urge a yes 
vote, and I thank the gentleman for 
yielding. 

Mr. BARTON of Texas. I yield 1 
minute to the distinguished gentleman 
from the great State of Oklahoma (Mr. 
BOREN). 

Mr. BOREN. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
today in opposition to this amendment 
that is essentially an electricity tax on 
utilities and their consumers, with the 
greatest burden falling on States with-
out renewable resources. 

Utility companies must be allowed to 
develop their renewable capacity in re-
lation to consumers’ acceptance of the 
resource and its related additional 
costs. We have done that in the great 
State of Oklahoma. 

Congress needs to recognize there are 
significant regional differences in the 
availability, amounts and types of re-
newable energy resources in different 
regions of the country. A one-size-fits- 
all Federal RPS mandate ignores the 
uneven distribution of available re-
sources and the economic needs of indi-
vidual States. 

Mr. Chairman, I didn’t get elected 
from these other States. I got elected 
from Oklahoma. This is bad for Okla-
homa. This is bad for working families. 
I am the only Democrat in Oklahoma, 
but my district is one of the poorest in 
the country. This will do damage to 
working families who are on fixed in-
comes. 

Mr. Chairman, this mandate for re-
newable electricity is nothing more 
than a thinly veiled tax. 

Mr. UDALL of New Mexico. Mr. 
Chairman, I yield 11⁄2 minutes to the 
gentleman from Oregon (Mr. 
BLUMENAUER), who has been a key 
player on this issue. 

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Chairman, I 
appreciate the gentleman’s courtesy, 
and I appreciate his leadership. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise in strong sup-
port of this bipartisan amendment. I 
could not disagree more with my good 
friend from Oklahoma. This is not a 
one-size-fits-all. Indeed, this has been 
recalibrated to be able to make it more 
flexible, reduce the standard, and give 
more flexibility in ways to achieve it. 
There is no State that does not have 
opportunities for renewable energy. 

The ranking member suggests that it 
doesn’t go far enough. Well, I would 
suggest that part of the reason that 
some of the exemptions have been 

made for co-ops and whatnot is to rec-
ognize the differences and to make it 
actually easier politically. 

I will guarantee you that within the 
next 3 or 4 years after we adopt this we 
will be coming back, because the public 
will be demanding that more happen. 
That is why States are already ahead 
of the Federal Government and are 
adopting portfolio standards that are 
higher than we have. 

People recognize that that is a source 
of new jobs in Oklahoma and in Flor-
ida. It is a new source of jobs in my 
State of Oregon. There is a new plant 
in Arkansas. There are tremendous op-
portunities. That is why, when people 
from coast to coast have an oppor-
tunity to vote on establishing them, 
these have been overwhelmingly ap-
proved, as I hope we overwhelmingly 
approve this today. 

Mr. BARTON of Texas. Mr. Chair-
man, I yield 1 minute to the gentleman 
from the great State of Florida (Mr. 
STEARNS), a distinguished member of 
the committee. 

Mr. STEARNS. Mr. Chairman, let me 
first of all agree with the Democrat 
from Oklahoma. He said this is a bad 
bill for the State of Oklahoma. This is 
also a bad bill for the State of Florida. 
Why is this bad? First of all, it is a 
giant tax increase. 

Now, Mr. Udall has indicated that 
part of the reason this bill should be 
passed is because it stimulates the 
economy. I suggest when you stimulate 
the economy with an increase in taxes, 
you are not going to get the stimula-
tion that you expect. 

The Udall amendments proposes, as 
was mentioned, a 1 size that fits all 
States. Let each State work this out 
themselves. 

Mr. Chairman, do all the Members re-
alize that the Renewable Portfolio 
Standard does not include municipal 
solid waste? That does not qualify as 
renewable under the RPS proposal. In 
fact, a lot of the States that you rep-
resent use municipal solid waste. That 
is not even going to be part of this 
portfolio stand?. 

This 1 size fits all is not going to 
work and does not take into account 
the nuances and the specific energy 
and economic needs of individual 
States. They are working on this them-
selves. We do not need this bill. Vote 
against the Udall amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise in strong opposition to 
the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
New Mexico. I appreciate his effort to support 
renewable energy and ensure clean, renew-
able sources of energy but this amendment is 
not the way to go about it. The Udall amend-
ment proposes a one size fits all renewable 
portfolio standard RPS that would drastically 
increase electricity costs for Floridians and the 
entire Southeast without promoting investment 
in renewable energy generation. 

Because of its design, the proposed Federal 
RPS imposes an unequal burden on States. 
Utilities located in areas of the country with 

poor renewable resources, like Florida, will be 
required to purchase credits from utilities lo-
cated in areas with strong renewable re-
sources potential, leading to significant wealth 
transfers out of Southeastern States. 

This one-size-fits-all Federal mandate does 
not take into account the specific energy and 
economic needs of individual States by requir-
ing that 15 percent of retail electricity sales be 
generated from specific renewable resources 
which are not prevalent in the Southeast. Be-
cause Florida and the Southeast lack sufficient 
quantities of such resources, utilities in our re-
gion would be forced to pay harsh penalties 
for noncompliance. 

According to the U.S. Energy Information 
Administration, renewable resources currently 
account for only 3 percent of Florida’s total 
electric generation. More than one-third of this 
power is generated from municipal solid 
waste, but municipal solid waste does not fully 
qualify as renewable under this RPS proposal. 
In fact, the majority of renewables currently 
used in Florida do not qualify under this pro-
posal. Even if all existing renewable resources 
were included in the RPS, Florida would still 
have difficulty meeting the requirements given 
our limited availability of solar, landfill gas and 
virtually no wind power in the State. 

And because Florida lacks the renewable 
resources as defined in this RPS proposal, 
this mandate would force electric utility com-
panies to purchase renewable energy credits 
to meet the federal requirements. Since most 
of these credits would be purchased from the 
government and would not be based on actual 
renewable generation, it would essentially 
amount to an energy tax on all Floridians and 
anyone who lives in the Southeast. If Con-
gress enacts a 15 percent RPS, this tax would 
cost Florida ratepayers billions of dollars and 
greatly increase the average annual energy 
cost to residential customers. In a report re-
leased by the Department of Energy in June 
2007, the proposed RPS would cause residen-
tial customers to spend $7.2 billion more for 
electrtity. 

Every single State public service commis-
sion in the Southeast, including the Florida 
PSC, recognizes this amendment will signifi-
cantly raise electric bills for the ratepayers 
they represent. The Southern Legislative Con-
ference, representing the legislatures of 
Southeastern states, has also recognized how 
unfair the Federal RPS is and has rec-
ommended that States be allowed to write 
their own standard. 

In fact, 23 States already have an RPS tai-
lored to fit their own available resources and 
energy needs and many more States are 
presently in the process of creating an RPS. 
Florida is one of those States. Governor Crist 
recently announced a 20 percent renewables 
program by 2020. However, he remains 
strongly opposed to a one-size-fits-all Federal 
mandate. It is Florida’s position that individual 
States can best determine what is attainable 
in their State and should be allowed to set 
standards tailored to their specific capabilities 
and needs. I believe that renewable energy 
programs should be based on customer de-
mand, regional differences, and appropriate in-
centives, not on unrealistic Federal mandates 
that selectively penalize electricity consumers 
in certain regions of the country. Regrettably, 
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a Federal RPS mandate would impose signifi-
cant additional costs to Floridians and the en-
tire Southeast without providing any new in-
vestment in renewable generation within their 
State. 

The Udall amendment will impose a giant 
new tax, while doing little to promote renew-
able energy, and absolutely nothing to lesion 
our dependence on foreign oil. I encourage 
my colleagues to oppose this one-size-fits-all 
RPS and vote against this amendment. 

Mr. UDALL of New Mexico. Mr. 
Chairman, I yield to the gentleman 
from Texas (Mr. HINOJOSA) for a unani-
mous consent request. 

Mr. HINOJOSA. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
in support of H.R. 3221, the New Direc-
tion For Energy Independence, Na-
tional Security, and Consumer Protec-
tion Act. 

This important legislation puts our Nation on 
a new course in energy policy—a course to-
wards additional energy supply, energy effi-
ciency, conservation, environmental steward-
ship, and a leadership role in the worldwide 
effort to confront global warming. 

This legislation trains our workforce to pro-
vide the energy needs of future generations. 
Through the ‘‘Green Jobs’’ program, our Na-
tion will train workers to manufacture sources 
of renewable energy and energy efficiency. 
We will also re-tool our economy and our 
workforce to bring about a diversified energy 
supply while assisting at-risk youth in devel-
oping the skills needed to join a new green 
economy. 

This bill returns the United States to a lead-
ership role in the international effort to halt cli-
mate change. As the world’s leading economy 
and a largest emitter of greenhouse gas, our 
Nation must participate in negotiating new 
international treaties and agreements on the 
environment. The new Ambassador-at-Large 
for Global Climate Change will work to build 
consensus in the global community on this 
international problem. 

The planet will be protected from global 
warming only through global cooperation and 
effort. This bill will task the State Department 
with attaining binding emissions reduction 
commitments from all major emitters, including 
China, India, and Brazil. 

This monumental legislation is only the first 
step in bringing America towards a cleaner, 
safer, and productive future. I wish to acknowl-
edge Chairman MILLER of the Education and 
Labor Committee, Chairman LANTOS of the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs, and all the 
other Committee Chairs for their strong leader-
ship in drafting this bill. 

Most importantly, I applaud Speaker 
PELOSI’s visionary leadership in crafting a na-
tional energy policy that we can be proud of 
and future generations will be eternally grate-
ful for. I hope all of my colleagues join me in 
supporting this important and overdue legisla-
tion. 

Mr. UDALL of New Mexico. Mr. 
Chairman, I yield 11⁄2 minutes to the 
gentleman from Massachusetts (Mr. 
MARKEY), who has been another key 
player, organizer and leader on this 
issue. 

Mr. MARKEY. Mr. Chairman, this is 
the energy vote of the decade. This is 

the most important vote of the day, be-
cause this vote is about the future. 
This vote will decide whether or not we 
are going to have 15 percent of our 
electricity by 2020 generated by wind, 
by solar, by biomass and by the other 
renewable electricity energy resources. 

Climate change, dependence upon im-
ported oil, all of it is in this fossil fuel 
agenda. This gives us a chance to move 
to a new agenda, a new way of gener-
ating energy in our country: 15 percent 
by 2020. 

This is the challenge for our country. 
This is what the American people ex-
pect from us, not to be held hostage by 
OPEC, not to be polluting the atmos-
phere, not to be exacerbating climate 
change, but to be moving to a renew-
able future. 

This is the vote of the decade on the 
energy future of our country. This will 
send a signal to Europe, to China, to 
India, that we are serious about cli-
mate change, that we are serious about 
energy independence. 

Vote yes on the Udall-Platts amend-
ment. Vote for the future and not for 
the past. 

Mr. Chairman, it is time for us to 
move on to the new agenda. 

Mr. BARTON of Texas. Mr. Chair-
man, could I inquire as to the time re-
maining on each side on this amend-
ment? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
from Texas has 111⁄2 minutes. 

Mr. BARTON of Texas. Eleven? I 
started out with 5. Now I have 11. This 
is good. 

The CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman 
will suspend. 

Mr. BARTON of Texas. I like that 
ruling, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. We are going to 
make sure it is a correct ruling. 

Mr. BARTON of Texas. We have some 
renewable minutes here, it looks like. 

Mr. UDALL of New Mexico. With all 
those renewable minutes, I hope you’re 
for the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. I am informed that 
the Chair was correct. 

Mr. BARTON of Texas. Really? 
Praise the Lord. 

Mr. UDALL of New Mexico. How 
much time remains on our side? 

The CHAIRMAN. Eight minutes. The 
Chair was correct. 

Mr. BARTON of Texas. Mr. Chair-
man, since I have got a bonus of time 
here, I am going to yield myself 1 
minute to comment on my good friend, 
Hopalong MARKEY’S, comments. 

b 1400 

If this is the energy amendment of 
the decade, what happened to the Mar-
key-Boehlert amendment on CAFE in 
the last Congress, or the pending Mar-
key amendment on CAFE in this Con-
gress, or the amendment on ANWR in 
the last Congress, or the pending 
amendments we are going to have on 
the climate change bill that is going to 

come out later this fall, or the vote on 
the Energy Policy Act conference re-
port, which is the most comprehensive 
energy bill in the last 40 years that has 
been adopted? 

If this is now the energy amendment 
of the decade, my friends on the major-
ity are not planning on doing much on 
energy in the next decade. It is a wor-
thy amendment. It is good to have a bi-
partisan debate. Renewable Portfolio 
Standards are obviously something 
that need to be debated and discussed 
and continually developed. But I do not 
believe this is the energy amendment 
vote of the decade. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. UDALL of New Mexico. Mr. 
Chairman, I continue to reserve my 
time. 

Mr. BARTON of Texas. Mr. Chair-
man, I yield 1 minute to the distin-
guished gentlewoman from North Caro-
lina (Mrs. MYRICK), a member of the 
committee. 

Mrs. MYRICK. Mr. Chairman, this 
amendment unfairly penalizes con-
sumers in States like North Carolina, 
where investor-owned utilities provide 
a majority of the State’s power using 
coal-fired generation and nuclear 
power, and it also undermines the 
State’s Renewable Portfolio Standards. 
States in the Southeast and the Mid-
west are dependent upon coal-fired gen-
eration and investor-owned utilities 
have pioneered carbon sequestration 
techniques which substantially reduce 
further CO2 emissions. 

Many States don’t have the environ-
mental capacity to generate signifi-
cant power through solar or wind. 
Western States are capable of har-
nessing wind, solar and hydroelectric 
power; and they benefit from meeting 
this. But they also would be able to sell 
credits to the States in the South, 
Southeast and Midwest, while higher 
retail energy costs will adversely affect 
the consumers and employers in States 
like North Carolina. 

Any jobs created to meet a govern-
ment-mandated RPS will be miniscule 
compared to the manufacturing job 
losses that will result from higher en-
ergy costs. If the goal of the amend-
ment is to reduce emissions and de-
velop domestic energy forces, why not 
factor in nuclear power? Nuclear power 
is very important. 

I urge my colleagues to vote against 
the amendment. 

Mr. UDALL of New Mexico. Mr. 
Chairman, I yield 15 seconds to the 
gentlewoman from Nevada (Ms. BERK-
LEY). 

Ms. BERKLEY. Mr. Chairman, I 
thank the gentleman for yielding. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise in strong sup-
port of this amendment. The great 
State of Nevada has had a renewable 
energy standard for a number of years. 
It is a 20 percent standard. It is about 
time the rest of the Nation caught up 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 10:09 Jul 14, 2010 Jkt 059102 PO 00000 Frm 00144 Fmt 0687 Sfmt 0634 E:\BR07\H04AU7.005 H04AU7er
ow

e 
on

 D
S

K
5C

LS
3C

1P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 B
O

U
N

D
 R

E
C

O
R

D



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, Vol. 153, Pt. 17 23127 August 4, 2007 
with the great State of Nevada. Let’s 
do this for the future of our Nation and 
the future of our children. 

Mr. BARTON of Texas. Mr. Chair-
man, I yield 3 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Virginia (Mr. BOUCHER), 
the distinguished chairman of the Sub-
committee on Energy and Air Quality. 

Mr. BOUCHER. Mr. Chairman, I want 
to thank the gentleman from Texas for 
yielding this time. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise in opposition to 
this amendment. There are a variety of 
reasons that we should not impose a re-
quirement for the use of renewables for 
electricity generation as a matter of 
Federal law that would be applicable 
across the country. 

The renewable resources for elec-
tricity generation are truly regional in 
nature and not every region of the 
country has them in sufficient quan-
tity. The Southeast, for example, is de-
ficient in both wind and solar re-
sources; and these are the two renew-
able resources that are the closest to 
commercial viability across the coun-
try. 

Some proponents have said that 
every area of the country has biomass 
and biomass could be used as a renew-
able resource for electricity genera-
tion. But, Mr. Chairman, it simply can-
not be a primary way that a large elec-
tric utility meets a renewables require-
ment of 15 percent of its total gener-
ating capacity. 

In fact, one utility estimated that it 
would have plant and harvest biomass 
from an area the size of the State of 
Connecticut if it is going to meet its 15 
percent obligation using biomass. So it 
simply is not practical. That utility 
has little wind or solar potential. It 
would simply have to pay a large pen-
alty that is estimated at about $20 bil-
lion between 2020 and 2030 to the Fed-
eral Government for its failure to meet 
its obligation to use renewables to the 
extent of 15 percent of generating ca-
pacity, and that is money that would 
ultimately have to be paid by the rate-
payers. 

Twenty-five States where renewable 
resources exist have their own renew-
ables mandates. That is the way it 
ought to be handled, State by State, 
not through a one-size-fits-all national 
solution. In fact, one can hardly imag-
ine a circumstance that is better suited 
to State by State decisionmaking and 
less well suited to a national mandate. 

The 25 States with their own pro-
grams have local renewable resources, 
and they have tailored their State laws 
to fit that resource availability. Their 
State laws make eligible a variety of 
different kinds of fuels and other kinds 
of offsets in order to meet that 15 per-
cent requirement. That is all tailored 
based on their local resources avail-
able. 

Virtually all of the States with pro-
grams make a broader range of fuels el-
igible for inclusion under the mandate 

than does the amendment that is pend-
ing before the committee for national 
application. 

Mr. Chairman, I urge the House not 
to penalize ratepayers who happen to 
live in areas that have few renewable 
resources. I think that renewables 
should be encouraged, and in fact I 
would like to see them encouraged to 
the greatest feasible extent. The way 
to do that is State by State, not as a 
national mandate. 

Mr. UDALL of New Mexico. Mr. 
Chairman, I yield 11⁄2 minutes to the 
gentleman from Washington (Mr. INS-
LEE). He has just written a book on en-
ergy. He is one of our big thinkers in 
the Democratic Party on this issue. 

Mr. INSLEE. Mr. Chairman, this 
amendment really is critical because 
we know one thing about America: 
when it sets grand goals, it is roused to 
great advance. When John F. Kennedy 
on May 9, 1961, stood right behind me 
and set a goal of America to go to the 
Moon in 10 years, the U.S. Congress did 
not complain that at that moment we 
did not have all the technologies we 
need to set that goal. But Kennedy 
knew that when America sets goals, it 
achieves them. 

Today, we set a goal to have 15 per-
cent of our energy from renewable 
sources. We know this is an achievable 
goal. We know that every State in the 
continental United States, including 
the Southeast, has more solar energy 
capacity than Germany, that today, 
cloudy Germany is getting massive 
amounts of solar energy. 

The reason is that we understand 
that we are the people who invented 
the airplane, the Internet, software and 
mapped the human genome. And we are 
going to do this together. We are going 
to use clean coal for 80, perhaps 89, per-
cent using our fossil fuel. Is it too 
much to say that we will use 11 percent 
for renewables, for wave, biofuels, 
solar, and 4 percent for efficiency? 

This is a moment for America to 
have the same spirit of the original 
Apollo Project, and for the moment do 
not shirk and fear. Let’s live our 
dreams. Let’s live our aspirations. 
Let’s pass this amendment. 

Mr. BARTON of Texas. Mr. Chair-
man, I yield 2 minutes to the gen-
tleman from the great State of Oregon 
(Mr. WALDEN), a member of the com-
mittee. 

Mr. WALDEN of Oregon. Mr. Chair-
man, I thank you, and I thank our 
ranking member for yielding the time. 

Mr. Chairman, I have been a believer 
that when it comes to RPS, they are 
best implemented locally at the State 
level or regionally, and, indeed, our 
State of Oregon has done so very effec-
tively after much consideration. 

I came to the floor today thinking 
maybe this was a national version, if 
we were going to have one, to incent 
renewable energy, which I am a big ad-
vocate of, that this might work. But in 

reading this amendment as it has been 
proposed over the last few days, there 
are some issues that are contained 
therein that bring me to the point 
where I have to oppose it. 

Predominantly they relate around 
the sections that preclude certain bio-
mass, depending on where it came 
from, from counting toward the Renew-
able Portfolio Standards requirement. I 
just don’t understand why if biomass 
taken off one part of a forest counts, 
biomass taken off another part of a for-
est doesn’t count. These are arbitrary 
decisions contained on page 3 and else-
where in this legislation. 

I have an area in my district that has 
juniper trees that need to be removed, 
and everyone agrees they need to be re-
moved. You could remove those juniper 
trees off the land not under the Na-
tional Landscape Conservation District 
boundaries and they would count to-
ward the biomass, toward Renewable 
Portfolio Standards, but those con-
tained therein would not. The same 
with roadless wilderness study areas 
and things of that nature. 

Additionally, I am concerned about a 
definition I just ran across involving 
rural electric co-ops and how that 
could be defined, because I know there 
are some co-ops that aren’t necessarily 
rural only. 

Finally, I would love to know why 
Hawaii is completely exempted from it. 

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Chairman, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WALDEN of Oregon. I yield to 
the gentleman from Oregon. 

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Chairman, I 
appreciate my friend from Oregon and 
colleague’s concerns, and as we have 
talked, I think his point is well taken 
in terms of the definition of biomass. I 
have indicated to the gentleman that I 
would be willing to work with him to 
make sure that this modest adjustment 
is made. I don’t think there is any in-
tent, and I look forward to working 
with him to make sure that that is 
solved. 

Mr. UDALL of New Mexico. Mr. 
Chairman, I would also like to work 
with both of the gentleman to see that 
we correct this. I think this is some-
thing that we can work on and we can 
iron out. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield 1 minute to the 
gentleman from Illinois (Mr. KIRK), 
who I know is very interested in renew-
able energy issues and has been a lead-
er on that front. 

Mr. KIRK. Mr. Chairman, I rise in 
support of this amendment, because an 
increase in renewable energy for our 
country will be an increase in Amer-
ican energy. Frankly, I would rather 
pay the Midwest than the Mideast for 
energy. 

As someone who still serves in the 
military, I would like to accelerate a 
day in the future in which our depend-
ence on foreign energy is less of a con-
cern to the Pentagon. Half of our 
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States have already led with these 
kinds of standards. 

The Founding Fathers intended 
States to advance laws and standards 
before the national government did. 
They have led on this, and now it is 
time for our country to pitch in. 

This amendment helps us to pay 
Americans, not foreigners; it reduces 
our impact on the environment; but, 
most importantly, it makes it less 
likely than the Pentagon of 2020 is wor-
ried about foreign sources of energy. 

Mr. BARTON of Texas. Mr. Chair-
man, I yield 1 minute to the gentleman 
from the great State of Arkansas (Mr. 
ROSS), a member of the committee. 

Mr. ROSS. Mr. Chairman, I strongly 
support the development of renewable 
resources. However, establishing a na-
tionwide standard through a one-size- 
fits-all approach makes this goal 
unachievable for States like my home 
State of Arkansas. 

In fact, if this amendment passes, I 
will be forced to vote against an energy 
bill that I helped write. The energy bill 
went nine, 10 or 11 committees without 
this language, and here we are in the 
eleventh hour trying to put it on the 
bill in the House floor. 

My home State’s wind capacity is 
minimal. And while we have great po-
tential for biomass, the industry is 
years away. That means that in the 
meantime, this requirement would 
force consumers to have to bear the 
burden of making these technologies 
cost effective. 

Arkansans are among some of the 
lowest income in the United States, 
and this requirement will dispropor-
tionately affect them, resulting in 
their being forced to pay up to $15 more 
a month for electricity. That is why 
the Arkansas Public Service Commis-
sion, appointed by a Democratic Gov-
ernor, has come out against this 
amendment. 

If this amendment is so great, why 
has its authors exempted municipal 
power systems, the TVA, electric co- 
ops and the State of Hawaii? 

Mr. UDALL of New Mexico. Mr. 
Chairman, I yield 1 minute to the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. RODRIGUEZ). 

Mr. RODRIGUEZ. Mr. Chairman, let 
me take this opportunity, first of all, 
to thank you. This is a historic day. 
We hear the Presidential candidates on 
both sides, Republican and Democrat, 
talk about the importance of securing 
our Nation with energy. This is one of 
the first steps in order to do that. We 
have to take these steps. This gives us 
an opportunity to begin to secure our 
Nation, to reduce our dependency on 
the volatile supply of fossil fuels so we 
will be able to be more independent as 
we move forward. 

This opportunity also provides eco-
nomic security for our Nation as a 
whole. It is also a historical moment in 
terms of renewing that energy that is 
out there besides in terms of just look-
ing at the existing ones. 

In addition, let me just take this op-
portunity to say that this is about en-
suring a clean and healthy future for 
our children and grandchildren and fu-
ture generations. This has to begin to 
occur now. 

Yes, it has got its difficulties, but it 
is the first step in the right direction, 
to make sure we do the right thing. I 
want to encourage each and every one 
of you to vote in favor of this par-
ticular bill. 

Mr. BARTON of Texas. Mr. Chair-
man, I would like to yield 1 minute to 
a former Member of the committee 
from the great State of California (Mr. 
BILBRAY). 

Mr. BILBRAY. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
today in opposition to the exemptions 
in this motion. I find it hard to believe 
that anyone who wants to really fight 
greenhouse gases is going to try to 
have winners and losers and allow 
these major exemptions that are in 
this bill. 

The City of Los Angeles is going to 
continue to go without the same man-
dates and requirements and standards 
that the City of San Diego would have. 
Why are public utilities exempt in this 
bill, as if their emissions are not going 
to affect the environment, as if govern-
ment is somehow immune? Govern-
ment should be leading, not being ex-
empted. 

Mr. Chairman, as many surfers know, 
like myself, Hawaii has some of the 
most sun, wind and surf of any State in 
America. Why are Hawaii emissions ex-
empt from this mandate when the rest 
are included? These exemptions are ir-
responsible and do not justify the envi-
ronmental intention of this motion. 

I have strongly supported the inten-
tion, but it is too bad that special in-
terests, special lobbying and the back- 
room deals have snuck in these exemp-
tions that should not have ever existed. 

Mr. UDALL of New Mexico. Mr. 
Chairman, I yield 1 minute to the gen-
tleman from Connecticut (Mr. SHAYS), 
who has worked on these issues for 
many years. 

Mr. SHAYS. Mr. Chairman, I waited 
20 years for a debate like this, so thank 
you to this Congress. 

I live, all of us live, in the greatest 
country in the world; but we consume 
and waste too much energy and we are 
vulnerable to oil-rich states in a part 
of the world that would do us harm. We 
need to work towards energy independ-
ence, freedom from declining energy 
sources, freedom from nations who 
would do us harm. 

Thirteen years to reach 11 percent re-
newable and 4 percent efficiency that is 
doable. We need to set this goal and 
then strive every day to reach it. And 
it is not as hard as the opponents 
would have us believe. 

Biomass, which includes so much, in-
cremental hydropower, solar and solar 
water heating, wind, ocean tidal, geo-
thermal, distributed energy, PURPA- 

qualified facilities. This is a goal we 
can reach. At least we should strive to 
reach it. We have 13 years to do it, and 
we need to start today. 

b 1415 
Mr. BARTON of Texas. Mr. Chair-

man, I yield 1 minute to the gentleman 
from the Keystone State of Pennsyl-
vania, Mr. Clean Energy, Mr. PETER-
SON. 

Mr. PETERSON of Pennsylvania. I 
thank the chairman of the committee 
for yielding me this time. 

Currently, 3 percent of the grid is re-
newables. I wish there was a quick way 
we could turn the switch on and get to 
15 in this short period of time. Such a 
mandate will raise power rates for 
many. A Federal RPS will undermine 
the existing programs in 25 States. No-
where will this be more harmful than 
in Pennsylvania where we allow 20 dif-
ferent sources of energy to meet our 12 
percent RPS. 

Folks, wind and solar are our hope 
and dreams, but they are very, very 
small. And when the wind doesn’t blow 
and the sun doesn’t shine, we have a re-
dundant source of energy for them, and 
that is natural gas, which has become 
the most expensive source of elec-
tricity today because we have been un-
willing to produce it. 

We will cause States that don’t have 
what they need to pay much higher 
rates, and we will not have the growth 
and increase of renewable electricity 
that we want. We have 50 States. 
Incentivize all of them to go out and 
meet these standards, but don’t do a 
Federal mandate. It will work some 
places; it will cause harm in other 
places. Let the 50 States determine. 

Mr. UDALL of New Mexico. Mr. 
Chairman, I yield 30 seconds to the 
gentleman from California, chairman 
of the Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform and a real leader 
on renewable energy issues, Mr. WAX-
MAN. 

Mr. WAXMAN. People should not 
look for reasons to be against this 
amendment, they should look for rea-
sons to be for it. It is in our natural in-
terest. It is a win for our environment. 
It is a win for energy independence. It 
is a win for our national security. 

L.A. County is a municipal system. 
They are reducing 20 percent and di-
verting it to renewables. 

Let’s recognize when we have more 
renewable energy, it provides jobs, it 
provides a better future and a better 
chance to accomplish what we need to 
do in this Nation. 

I congratulate Mr. PLATTS and Mr. 
TOM UDALL, and urge my colleagues to 
vote for the amendment. 

Mr. BARTON of Texas. Mr. Chair-
man, I am the remaining speaker. I 
know Mr. UDALL has the right to close, 
so I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. UDALL of New Mexico. Mr. 
Chairman, I yield 1 minute to the gen-
tleman from New Hampshire, a leader 
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in the freshman class on this issue, Mr. 
PAUL HODES. 

Mr. HODES. Mr. Chairman, the chal-
lenge of energy independence is per-
haps the greatest challenge we face for 
the future of this country and our plan-
et. It means national security, and it 
means jobs in the 21st century, and it 
means meeting the challenge of global 
climate change. 

Twenty-three States have already 
adopted a renewable portfolio standard. 
In my State of New Hampshire, we 
have a standard of 25 percent by the 
year 2025. We should not be hampered 
by fear that we cannot accomplish 
great things in the country. Our entre-
preneurs and our free market system 
are ready to meet the challenge. They 
are waiting for a national standard, for 
a renewable portfolio standard to pro-
vide them the certainty to move for-
ward. It is certainty to the free market 
that this standard will meet. It is time 
for a national standard. 

I support this amendment. I urge my 
colleagues and all those who under-
stand the power of the entrepreneur in 
America and the free markets to sup-
port this amendment. It is time for full 
speed ahead. 

Mr. BARTON of Texas. May I inquire 
if the sponsor has any other speakers? 

Mr. UDALL of New Mexico. Yes, I do. 
Mr. BARTON of Texas. Mr. Chair-

man, I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. UDALL of New Mexico. Mr. 

Chairman, I would like the gentle-
woman from Colorado (Ms. DEGETTE) 
to speak for 1 minute. She has helped 
enormously in this effort. She is a key 
player on the Energy and Commerce 
Committee. 

Ms. DEGETTE. Mr. Chairman, if we 
really want to achieve energy inde-
pendence, we need to make a national 
commitment to a common floor for a 
renewable portfolio standard. One size 
does not fit all, and that’s why this 
amendment sets up a flexible, market- 
based trading system that lets utilities 
choose whether to develop renewable 
generation themselves or purchase 
credits from firms that have lower 
costs. If everybody does this, natural 
gas in the south and other places will 
go down. 

The concept of an RPS is not new, 
but recently it is gaining support like 
never before. Twenty-three States have 
passed versions of this. In my State of 
Colorado, the voters passed this over 
the objection of industry and the utili-
ties. It was so successful that the legis-
lature and Governor, with the support 
of industry, utilities and the farm com-
munity, increased our RPS by 20 per-
cent by 2020 this year. 

It is the right thing to do. It is a good 
national commitment, and we believe 
by working together we can all meet 
this standard. 

Mr. UDALL of New Mexico. Mr. 
Chairman, I recognize the gentleman 
from Maryland (Mr. GILCHREST) for 30 

seconds. He knows this issue very well 
and I think has some important words 
for us. 

Mr. GILCHREST. Mr. Chairman, I 
would like to ask the question: Is inge-
nuity dead in America? I don’t think it 
is. 

If we look at the bottom of the bot-
tomless pit, the bottom of the bottom-
less pit which we assume is an oil well, 
we will not find oil, we will find inge-
nuity. This is an issue of how America 
can rise to the occasion, provide for 
better national security, provide for a 
dynamic economy based on new tech-
nology, provide for a sound environ-
ment, and provide for the question of 
morality in this issue to our grand-
children. 

Ingenuity is not dead in America. 
Vote ‘‘aye’’ on this amendment. 

Mr. BARTON of Texas. Mr. Chair-
man, I have been informed as a member 
of the committee I have the right to 
close. I would ask the sponsor to close, 
and then I will close. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-
tleman is correct. 

Mr. UDALL of New Mexico. Mr. 
Chairman, the staff work has been in-
credible on this, including my legisla-
tive director. I want to thank them all. 

My cousin, who has been a key part 
in this effort, gave up his time so the 
Republicans could speak in a spirit of 
bipartisanship. With that, I would urge 
the rest of my colleagues to join me 
and my friends in passing this amend-
ment and putting America on a path to 
a more secure energy future, create 
hundreds of thousands of jobs, and re-
duce the energy bills for our children 
and grandchildren. 

Mr. BARTON of Texas. Mr. Chair-
man, I yield myself the balance of my 
time. 

We have had a good debate, Mr. 
Chairman. It is an issue that needs to 
be debated. But the amendment re-
minds me of a Hollywood starlet, and 
the authors remind me of a Hollywood 
cosmetic surgeon. This amendment has 
been nipped and tucked so much that it 
is hard to recognize the original 
amendment. It is still not ready for its 
screen test. 

I would hope that we defeat the 
amendment so we can then work to-
gether on a bipartisan basis on a re-
newable portfolio standard that could 
be supported. If you included nuclear 
power, if you included all sources of 
biomass, if you included the entire 
United States of America, and you 
didn’t exempt one from the other, if 
you included municipal utilities like 
the Los Angeles Power and Light Util-
ity that Mr. WAXMAN spoke about, you 
might have a basis on coming to an 
agreement that could be agreed upon 
by both sides of the aisle and some of 
the people that are now opposed to it. 

But this particular amendment needs 
to be opposed for all of the reasons that 
people like Mr. BOUCHER has said and 

Mr. STEARNS has said and Mr. ROSS and 
Mr. BOREN and others have said. So I 
do hope when it comes time for the 
vote that the House rejects this amend-
ment so we can work in the future on 
something that might be supported. I 
ask for a ‘‘no’’ vote. 

Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas. Mr. Chairman, 
I rise today in opposition to this amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, I am proud to come from a 
state that has an impressive renewable energy 
standard—or RES—that was developed by 
Texans, for Texans, and that meets the needs 
of our state. 

Unlike most state RES plans, which are 
based on a specific percentage of sales, the 
Texas RES plan has a fixed statewide renew-
able capacity requirement of 5,880 megawatts 
(MW) by 2015, which would represent about 5 
percent of the state’s energy capacity. 

This isn’t a question of whether or not we 
should encourage states to produce more 
electricity from renewable sources—we 
should. The question is whether a one-size- 
fits-all federal mandate is the best way to ac-
complish this goal. 

States like ours are already encouraging the 
development of renewable energy resources. 
Because of the diversity of state RES plans, 
any federal RES mandate could undercut or 
preempt those efforts. Some states promote 
resources—like nuclear, fuel cells, biogas, or 
bio-diesel—that are not considered an eligible 
resource under this amendment. 

I am most concerned with the impact on my 
constituents’ electricity bills with a federal 
RES. I represent an underserved area where 
hard-working families cannot afford to face 
higher energy costs. 

In order to meet a 15 percent Federal RES 
by 2020, based on a 30 percent capacity fac-
tor, Texas would need 29,159 MW of intermit-
tent renewable capacity in operation by 2020. 
This is a 953 percent increase over its existing 
wind capacity, a 767 percent increase over its 
existing non-hydro renewable capacity, and a 
396 percent increase over the 2015 state RES 
requirement of 5,880 MW. 

Texas utilities will likely be forced to make 
payments to the Federal Government to meet 
this federal mandate. 

Voting against this amendment doesn’t 
mean you’re against renewable electricity gen-
eration. It only means you believe each state 
should decide for themselves the goals and 
targets that meet each state’s unique capabili-
ties. 

Mr. WELLER of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
today in support of the Udall/Platts amend-
ment that will establish a Federal renewable 
portfolio standard of 15 percent by the year 
2020. 

By ensuring that 15 percent of the electricity 
we produce comes from renewable sources by 
2020, we take another great step forward, just 
like we did when we passed the Energy Policy 
Act of 2007, in working towards the goal of 
energy independence. 

In addition to the goal of energy independ-
ence, this amendment also takes steps toward 
an issue that we as a country need to ban to-
gether to fight . . . and that is global warming. 

The Federal renewable portfolio standard 
we are debating here today by 2030 will save 
consumers an estimated $16.4 billion on their 
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energy bills and an estimated $10 billion on 
their electricity bills. 

In addition, the amendment will increase our 
renewable energy capacity to 91 gigawatts 
and it’s estimated that annual power plant car-
bon emissions will be reduced by 180 million 
metric tons. 

For my rural 11th District of Illinois, renew-
able sources of energy like wind and biomass 
are producing new jobs and revitalizing many 
small towns. 

There are currently two wind farms in my 
district, Mendota Hills and Crescent Ridge, 
with an additional two more, Twin Groves and 
McLean Wind Energy Center, in the works. 
The Crescent Ridge project, once completed 
will be one of the largest wind farms in the 
country. 

Since passage of the Energy Bill, we have 
seen over $100 million invested in Wind en-
ergy with a total investment of close to a bil-
lion dollars. 

The American Wind Energy Association es-
timates that for every new megawatt (MW) of 
wind energy, 15–19 direct and indirect jobs 
are created. There are about 826 MWs of 
planned wind production in various stages in 
Illinois. That translates into 14,868 jobs in Illi-
nois. 

By establishing a Federal renewable port-
folio standard, we can continue this growth in 
renewable energy and continue to produce 
many more new jobs. 

While I do support the underlying amend-
ment, I believe it lacks one critical component. 
That is the inclusion of nuclear power as part 
of the standard. 

I have the distinct pleasure of representing 
a district that has the most nuclear power 
plants of any member of Congress. 

Accounting for close to 20% of the electricity 
produced here in the United States, nuclear 
energy cannot be ignored. 

With the focus of an RPS to not only drive 
us towards energy independence but to re-
duce carbon emissions, you cannot leave out 
an energy source like nuclear that produces 0 
emissions. 

I am hopeful that when we move forward 
with this policy that I can work with the spon-
sors of this amendment to have this clean 
burning energy source included. 

In closing, I would like to take the oppor-
tunity to commend Congressmen UDALL and 
PLATTS for offering their amendment today and 
ask that all of my colleagues support this 
amendment. 

Most of our States are moving towards re-
newable portfolio standards; its time for our 
country as a whole to become the leader. 

Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. Mr. Chairman, I rise in 
strong support of the Udall-Platts amendment. 
This amendment allows the United States to 
adopt a renewable portfolio standard of 15 
percent by 2020 that fulfills our obligation as 
the world’s lone superpower to be at the fore-
front in protecting the environment. 

The need for a renewable portfolio standard 
is clear. With only 5 percent of the world pop-
ulation, the United States produces nearly 25 
percent of annual global heat-trapping emis-
sions. Electricity generation accounts for fully 
one-third of these emissions. We have a re-
sponsibility and a compelling interest to signifi-
cantly reduce these harmful emissions. Re-

newable electricity standards offer a smart, af-
fordable climate solution with a proven track 
record. 

Passing a renewable fuel standard not only 
reduces our nation’s harmful impact on the en-
vironment, it also makes us more secure. 
Today, the United States imports nearly 60 
percent of its oil from the Middle East and po-
litically unstable nations such as Algeria, Nige-
ria and Venezuela. As alarming as this statis-
tics is, evidence suggests that unless we 
change our behavior, the situation will only be-
come more dire. In fact, a recent study found 
that if the United States continues its current 
consumption without increasing its domestic 
production, by 2010 we will have to import 75 
percent of our fuel. 

To prevent this sort of prediction from be-
coming a reality, it is crucial, that the United 
States takes steps to decrease its depend-
ence on foreign oil. The 15 by 20 principle is 
the answer to this challenge. It can be 
achieved by tapping a multitude of natural re-
sources. We can harvest the sun and wind to 
produce new energy. We can grow a wide va-
riety of crops to produce ethanol and biodiesel 
and we can utilize livestock wastes to produce 
biogas and generate new power sources. 

In addition to the advantages that renewable 
energy holds in terms of environmental and 
national security issues, there is also a strong 
economic incentive as well. Many renewable 
energy facilities are located near key regions 
across rural America. These facilities provide 
good jobs, often near small towns which have 
suffered from population declines. 

Currently, renewable energy accounts for 
about 14 percent of the world’s energy con-
sumption. While this number is encouraging, 
the United States lags behind. According to a 
September 2006 report by the Center for 
American Progress, just over 6 percent of our 
electricity needs come from renewable energy 
sources. 

We can do better, and, Americans want us 
to do better. I believe that setting a goal of 15 
percent of America’s total energy needs from 
renewable sources by 2020 sets us on the 
right path. I strongly endorse this amendment 
and I urge my colleagues to support it. 

Mr. BARTON of Texas. Mr. Chair-
man, I yield back the balance of my 
time. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The ques-
tion is on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from New Mexico (Mr. 
UDALL). 

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chairman announced that the ayes 
appeared to have it. 

Mr. BARTON of Texas. Mr. Chair-
man, I demand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from New Mexico will 
be postponed. 
AMENDMENT NO. 7 OFFERED BY MR. VAN HOLLEN 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. It is now in 
order to consider amendment No. 7 
printed in part B of House Report 110– 
300. 

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Mr. Chairman, I 
offer an amendment. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The Clerk 
will designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Amendment No. 7 offered by Mr. VAN 
HOLLEN: 

In section 9117(a), in the amendment add-
ing paragraph (18) to section 111(d) of the 
Public Utility Regulatory Policies Act of 
1978, in paragraph (18)(B), strike ‘‘and’’ in 
clause (iv), strike the period at the end of 
clause (v) and insert ‘‘; and’’ and after clause 
(v) insert: 

‘‘(vi) offering home energy audits, publi-
cizing the financial and environmental bene-
fits associated with making home energy ef-
ficiency improvements, and educating home-
owners about all existing Federal and State 
incentives, including the availability of low- 
cost loans, that make home energy effi-
ciency improvements more affordable.’’. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 615, the gentleman 
from Maryland (Mr. VAN HOLLEN) and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Maryland. 

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Mr. Chairman, 
this bill before us establishes many im-
portant incentives for consumers to 
make savings through the use of im-
provements in energy efficiency. How-
ever, I think we all understand that 
those incentives only work if con-
sumers know about them and they are 
easily accessible, and that is what this 
noncontroversial amendment aims to 
do. 

It simply adds a sixth policy option 
for States to consider in title IX of the 
underlying bill. It asks States and asks 
utilities to partner with us to promote 
the use of home energy audits, to edu-
cate homeowners about the financial 
and environmental benefits associated 
with residential energy efficiency im-
provements, and to publicize the avail-
ability of Federal and State incentives 
to make residential energy efficiency 
improvements more affordable. In 
short, this amendment represents a 
voluntary, commonsense way to drive 
consumers towards the very incentives 
we encourage them to use in this bill. 

Mr. Chairman, this comprehensive 
energy package represents a long-over-
due course correction and a new vision 
for energy policy in the United States. 
Today, we are beginning to make good 
on our commitment to redirect many 
of the wasteful subsidies away from al-
ready highly profitable oil and gas 
companies towards the renewable en-
ergy and energy efficiency technologies 
of the future. 

These investments will reduce our 
dependence on foreign oil. They will 
help combat the growing problem of 
climate change by reducing our carbon 
dioxide emissions by 10.4 billion tons 
through the year 2030, more than the 
total of all tailpipe emissions from all 
of the cars on the road today. 

As we generate cleaner power, we 
will also generate an estimated 3 mil-
lion good-paying jobs over the next 10 
years while investing in small business, 
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economic development and high-payoff 
research at the Department of Energy. 

And its energy efficiency provisions 
that we hope this amendment will en-
courage more consumers to go toward 
will save consumers if they take advan-
tage of them, a staggering $300 billion 
through the year 2030, demonstrating 
once again that the cheapest kind of 
energy is the kind we never have to 
use. 

Mr. Chairman, this amendment is de-
signed to ensure that American con-
sumers know of the new possibilities 
before them. Many who oppose this bill 
focus on what they claim America can-
not do. Those of us who support this 
bill have great faith in the creative en-
ergy and entrepreneurial spirit of the 
American people and our capacity to 
find innovative solutions to the chal-
lenges we face. 

I encourage my colleagues to adopt 
this amendment which is in the spirit 
of the overall bill. 

Mr. Chairman, this bill establishes many im-
portant incentives for consumers to make sav-
ings through the use of improvements in en-
ergy efficiency. However, those incentives only 
work if consumers know about them and they 
are easily accessible. That is what this non- 
controversial amendment aims to do. It simply 
adds a sixth policy option for states to con-
sider in Title IX of the underlying bill. It asks 
states and utilities to partner with us to pro-
mote the use of home energy audits; to edu-
cate homeowners about the financial and envi-
ronmental benefits associated with residential 
energy efficiency improvements and to pub-
licize the availability of Federal and State in-
centives to make residential energy efficiency 
improvements more affordable. In short, this 
amendment represents a voluntary, common- 
sense way to drive consumers toward the in-
centives we encourage them to use. 

Mr. Chairman, this comprehensive energy 
package represents a long overdue course 
correction and a new vision for energy policy 
in the United States. Today, we are making 
good on our commitment to redirect huge 
wasteful subsidies away from our already 
highly profitable oil and gas companies toward 
the renewable energy and energy efficiency 
technologies of the future. 

These new investments will reduce our de-
pendability on foreign oil. They will significantly 
enhance our ability to combat global climate 
change—by reducing our carbon dioxide emis-
sions by 10.4 billion tons through 2030, more 
than the total tailpipe emissions from all the 
cars on the road today. 

And while these investments generate more 
clean energy they will also generate an esti-
mated 3 million good-paying jobs over the 
next 10 years while investing in small busi-
ness economic development and high-payoff 
research at the Department of Energy. 

And its energy efficiency provisions will save 
consumers and businesses a staggering $300 
billion through 2030—demonstrating once 
again that the cheapest kind of energy is the 
kind you never have to use. 

This amendment is designed to ensure that 
American consumers know of the new possi-
bilities before them. Many who oppose this bill 

focus on what they claim America cannot do. 
Those of us who support this bill have great 
faith in the creative energy and entrepreneurial 
spirit of the American people and our capacity 
to find innovative solutions to the challenges 
we face. 

I encourage my colleagues’ support. 
Mr. BOUCHER. Would the gentleman 

from Maryland yield? 
Mr. VAN HOLLEN. I would be happy 

to yield to Mr. BOUCHER, and I want to 
commend him for his important work 
on this bill. 

Mr. BOUCHER. I thank the gen-
tleman for yielding and for his com-
ments. I want to commend the gen-
tleman for bringing this amendment 
before the committee today. 

Home energy audits can be extremely 
helpful in encouraging energy effi-
ciency. Most people are very surprised 
to learn just how energy inefficient, 
how leaky their homes actually are, 
and how inexpensively those energy 
leaks can be remedied and plugged sim-
ply by putting sealing and other kinds 
of technologies around doors and win-
dows and around the roof. 

Requiring States to consider holding 
their utilities to a Federal standard 
that would enable them to offer home 
energy audits, and in fact require that, 
to educate consumers and to publicize 
low-interest loans to finance these im-
provements could lead to many audits 
that otherwise are not likely to occur. 
Those audits in turn would lead to 
major energy savings we are not cur-
rently obtaining. 

As long as implementation of the 
amendment takes into proper account 
any potential to create undue competi-
tion between utilities that are offering 
home energy audits and the private en-
tities that are already doing so, this 
amendment would create an excellent 
standard for consideration by the 
States. I am pleased to urge its adop-
tion. 

b 1430 

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Mr. Chairman, I 
thank my colleague from Virginia, and 
I reserve the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Does anyone 
rise in opposition? 

Mr. BARTON of Texas. Mr. Chair-
man, I can’t say we really support it, 
but we don’t oppose it. So we don’t 
seek any time on it. 

I yield back my time. 
Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Mr. Chairman, in 

that case, I urge adoption of the 
amendment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. The ques-

tion is on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Maryland (Mr. VAN 
HOLLEN). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT NO. 8 OFFERED BY MS. SCHWARTZ 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. It is now in 

order to consider amendment No. 8 
printed in House Report 110–300. 

Ms. SCHWARTZ. Mr. Chairman, I 
offer an amendment. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The Clerk 
will designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Amendment No. 8 offered by Ms. 
SCHWARTZ: 

In part 4 of subtitle A of title IX, add at 
the end the following new section: 
SEC. 9053. GREEN MEETINGS. 

(a) PURCHASE OF MEETING AND CONFERENCE 
SERVICES.—Not later than 180 days after the 
date of the enactment of this Act, the Ad-
ministrator for Federal Procurement Policy 
shall ensure that the Federal Acquisition 
Regulation is revised to require each Federal 
agency to consider, in each purchase of 
meeting and conference services, the envi-
ronmentally preferable features and prac-
tices of a vendor in a manner substantially 
similar to that required of the Environ-
mental Protection Agency in section 
1523.703–1 (relating to acquisition of environ-
mentally preferable meeting and conference 
services) and section 1552.223–71 (relating to 
EPA Green Meetings and Conferences) of 
title 48, Code of Federal Regulations, as set 
forth in the Environmental Protection Agen-
cy final rule published on pages 18401 
through 18404 of volume 72, Federal Register 
(April 12, 2007). 

(b) DEFINITIONS.—In this section— 
(1) the terms ‘‘environmentally preferable’’ 

and ‘‘Federal agency’’ have the meanings 
given them by section 2.101 of the Federal 
Acquisition Regulation; and 

(2) the term ‘‘meeting and conference serv-
ices’’ means the use of off-site commercial 
facilities for a Federal agency event, includ-
ing an event for a meeting, conference, train-
ing session, or other purpose. 

Amend the table of contents accordingly. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 615, the gentlewoman 
from Pennsylvania (Ms. SCHWARTZ) and 
a Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Pennsylvania. 

Ms. SCHWARTZ. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

First, let me say I’m strongly sup-
portive of the underlying bill that we 
are debating today. I think it moves us 
forward toward energy independence. 
It’s exciting for all American busi-
nesses, for conservation, for energy ef-
ficiency and for the future of this coun-
try and this world. 

My amendment is fairly straight-
forward. It helps us move us toward 
more green policies. Each year, the 
Federal Government spends $14 billion 
for travel, most of that money going 
for hotels and for meeting spaces. 
These are taxpayer dollars that should 
be used to encourage the reduction of 
energy consumption. For instance, if 
one hotel initiates a linen and towel 
reuse program, it can conserve 200 bar-
rels of oil, enough to run a family car 
180,000 miles. 

My amendment moves the United 
States towards green government by 
ensuring that the Federal Government 
considers the environmental benefits of 
the vendors with which they contract 
for meetings and conferences. This pro-
posal expands upon a policy already 
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used by the Environmental Protection 
Agency. 

The EPA says this policy, they hope, 
‘‘is seen as a template that eventually 
may be emulated governmentwide.’’ 
My amendment expedites implementa-
tion of this policy across the Federal 
Government and requires that within 
180 days all Federal agencies must con-
sider the environmentally preferable 
features and practices of a vendor in a 
manner that’s substantially similar to 
the EPA. 

I urge support of this amendment. 
Mr. BOUCHER. Mr. Chairman, will 

the gentlewoman yield? 
Ms. SCHWARTZ. I yield to the gen-

tleman from Virginia. 
Mr. BOUCHER. Mr. Chairman, I 

thank the gentlewoman for yielding, 
and I rise in support of her amendment 
and am pleased to urge its adoption. 

The Environmental Protection Agen-
cy has criteria presently assuring that 
any conferences that the EPA conducts 
are held at the highest standards for 
energy efficiency and for minimum en-
vironmental impact. This amendment 
would simply require all Federal agen-
cies holding conferences and meetings 
to consider meeting these criteria. It’s 
a step forward, and I’m pleased to urge 
its adoption. 

Ms. SCHWARTZ. I thank you. 
Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 

of my time. 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. Does anyone 

rise in opposition? 
Mr. BARTON of Texas. Mr. Chair-

man, we’re neutral on the amendment 
and seek no time in opposition. 

I yield back my time. 
Ms. SCHWARTZ. I yield back my 

time. 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. The ques-

tion is on the amendment offered by 
the gentlewoman from Pennsylvania 
(Ms. SCHWARTZ). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT NO. 9 OFFERED BY MR. ARCURI 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. It is now in 

order to consider amendment No. 9 
printed in part B of House Report 110– 
300. 

Mr. ARCURI. Mr. Chairman, I offer 
an amendment. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The Clerk 
will designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Amendment No. 9 offered by Mr. ARCURI: 
In title IX, insert the following at the end 

of part 1 of subtitle B and make the nec-
essary conforming amendments in the table 
of contents: 

SEC. 9119. EMINENT DOMAIN AUTHORITY. 
Section 216 of the Federal Power Act (as 

added by section 1221 of the Energy Policy 
Act of 2005) is amended by repealing sub-
sections (f) and by amending subsection (e) 
to read as follows: 

‘‘(e) ACQUISITION OF RIGHTS-OF-WAY.—In 
the case of a permit under subsection (b) for 
electric transmission facilities to be located 
on property other than property owned by 
the United States or a State, if the permit 

holder cannot acquire by contract, or is un-
able to agree with the owner of the property 
to the compensation to be paid for, the nec-
essary right-of-way to construct or modify 
the transmission facilities, the permit holder 
may acquire the right-of-way in accordance 
with State law for the State in which the 
property is located.’’. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 615, the gentleman 
from New York (Mr. ARCURI) and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from New York. 

Mr. ARCURI. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

My amendment would remove the 
right of a private company with a 
project that has already been approved 
by FERC to use the Federal Govern-
ment’s supreme power of eminent do-
main to take private property from 
landowners. Contrary to what the util-
ity companies claim, my amendment 
would not leave an approved company 
without any recourse. 

No, instead it would merely require 
the approved company to follow the ex-
isting State law procedure for obtain-
ing a right-of-way. States have laws 
that help companies with approved 
power projects obtain the necessary 
right-of-ways, and these laws work. 
They have worked for many years. I 
know of no power line project any-
where in the country that has ever 
failed to be completed once it had been 
approved and the company held the 
necessary permits to begin construc-
tion. 

We understand that there are serious 
energy needs facing this country that 
must be addressed swiftly and judi-
ciously. All this amendment does is 
permit an already approved company 
from using Federal eminent domain to 
drag a property owner into Federal 
court and take his land. That is a su-
preme power of the Federal Govern-
ment. 

This is not a Democratic or Repub-
lican issue or liberal or conservative 
issue. This is about protecting the 
rights of the citizens of this country. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. BARTON of Texas. Mr. Chair-
man, I rise in strong opposition to this 
amendment. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-
tleman from Texas is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. BARTON of Texas. Mr. Chair-
man, I think that those of us who are 
Members of the House who have 
watched this debate have seen that, as 
we have actually debated various 
amendments, I’ve gone out of my way 
to be as supportive of as many of the 
amendments as possible. We have ac-
cepted a number of them with no de-
bate at all. So it’s not in any spirit of 
partisanship or anything like that that 
I rise in opposition to this. 

In the Energy Policy Act 2 years ago, 
at the request and after extensive con-

sultation with stakeholders, we put in 
a provision that in certain cases gives 
the Federal Energy Regulatory Com-
mission the authority to go in and ar-
bitrate in some of these interstate 
transmission, grid transmission lines 
where the States have not been able to 
reach agreements among themselves. 
It’s a very limited authority, but part 
of that does give eminent domain au-
thority that is the intent of this 
amendment to strike. 

We don’t have enough transmission 
grid capacity in this country right 
now. We need to be building more 
power plants. We also need to be build-
ing more transmission lines to get that 
power to the market. This amendment, 
if successfully passed, would gut what 
we just did 2 years ago. 

There have been a number of other 
attempts to change this part of the En-
ergy Policy Act. The latest attempt 
was in June when Congressman HIN-
CHEY tried to strip out or gut section 
216. It lost on the House floor 174–257. I 
hope that this amendment has a simi-
lar fate if it comes to a rollcall vote. 

We simply have to have the ability in 
this country to move electricity from 
where we generate it to where we con-
sume it, and in some States like Texas, 
Alaska, some of the large Western 
States, you can actually generate it in 
one State and use it in the same 
States, which means you are transmit-
ting it in intrastate commerce, but in 
most of our States, you’re going to 
have transmission lines across State 
lines. So we have to have some Federal 
agency to serve as an arbitrator when 
the States can’t agree amongst them-
selves. 

And in the Energy Policy Act 2 years 
ago, we gave that authority, under lim-
ited circumstances, to the Federal En-
ergy Regulatory Commission. I think 
it was the appropriate thing to do, and 
I hope that we keep that authority, and 
I hope we would, thus, oppose this par-
ticular amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. ARCURI. Mr. Chairman, I re-
spectfully disagree with my colleague 
from Texas. This amendment would 
not gut the bill. In fact, it would just 
give the States the right to have some 
input into where the power lines are 
going to be run in the State the same 
way that they have input in the State 
of Texas. 

With that, I yield 1 minute to my 
good friend and fellow New Yorker (Mr. 
HALL). 

Mr. HALL of New York. Mr. Chair-
man, I thank the gentleman for yield-
ing, and I stand in strong support of 
this amendment. 

I stand here speaking for my con-
stituents at the Mount Hope Pres-
byterian Church in Orange County, 
New York, whose right-of-way to their 
church, a pillar of their community, 
will be cut off by the 130-foot-high 
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tower for a power line that will be 
stuck in their driveway. 

I stand here speaking for the owner 
of the Otisville, New York, hardware 
store, another mainstay of the commu-
nity, and for his customers and his em-
ployees whose store will be leveled to 
put a tower there for the transmission 
line because they are running it lit-
erally down Main Street in patriotic, 
hardworking, taxpaying, all-American 
town of Otisville, New York. 

Only one of the many stories of the 
NYRI power line, one of these sup-
posedly national interest electric 
transmission corridors. In the name of 
property rights and in the name of 
States’ rights and in the name of due 
process and protecting ordinary Ameri-
cans from having their rights run over 
by some distant Federal agency that 
they don’t understand, I plead for sup-
port of this amendment. 

Mr. BARTON of Texas. May I ask 
how much time I have remaining? 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-
tleman from Texas has 2 minutes. 

Mr. BARTON of Texas. Mr. Chair-
man, I yield 1 minute to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania (Mr. PETERSON). 

Mr. PETERSON of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Chairman, this is a complex issue, and 
I wish we had more time to really de-
bate it, but it is a very important issue 
because this language was in the en-
ergy bill because we had problems 
across this country around our centers 
where a lot of electricity is used. 

New York is the biggest user of elec-
tricity, but if we do this, we’re saying 
that we have enough. If surrounding 
States such as Pennsylvania, an energy 
exporting State, took the same atti-
tude, New York would be in the dark. 
Indeed, more reasonable New Yorkers 
realize this as demonstrated by the fol-
lowing statement from Mr. Gil 
Quiniones, Chair of the New York En-
ergy Policy Task Force: ‘‘The designa-
tion of vitally needed transmission cor-
ridors will enhance the public welfare 
both in the Nation at large and in New 
York City as the Nation’s most critical 
financial and commercial center.’’ 

Join me in defeating this amend-
ment. This is scare tactics. These are 
very limited powers that are used al-
ready on gas transmission lines. 
They’ve not been abused, but when we 
have disagreements between States and 
we have local groups who are just anti 
everything in energy, we need the abil-
ity to get electric and gas to our cities 
so they can function. 

Mr. ARCURI. Mr. Speaker, may I in-
quire how much time I have remain-
ing? 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-
tleman from New York has 3 minutes. 

Mr. ARCURI. Mr. Chairman, I would 
submit that this is nothing about scare 
tactics. In fact, this morning I received 
notice from our Governor, who is a 
resident of New York City, supporting 
this amendment because this will help 

us get power to New York City in a re-
sponsible way. That’s what this amend-
ment is about. It’s not about pre-
venting it. It’s about helping it to be 
done in a responsible way. 

And with that, I yield 1 minute to my 
fellow New Yorker (Mr. HINCHEY). 

Mr. HINCHEY. I express my apprecia-
tion to my friend and colleague from 
New York (Mr. ARCURI) for putting this 
amendment out so that we can have an 
opportunity to discuss it. 

As we have just heard, this amend-
ment is supported strongly by the Gov-
ernor of New York, and in fact, it is 
supported essentially by every Gov-
ernor across the States. Why is that? 
Because this amendment makes it 
clear that the issue of eminent domain 
constitutionally belongs in the hands 
of the State, not the Federal Govern-
ment, and it simply says that there is 
no impediment about these lines but 
decisions with regard to eminent do-
main should be placed in the hands of 
the State and the State government. 

People should have a right to be able 
to protect their private personal prop-
erty rights, and issues involving trans-
mission lines and others that may re-
quire the use of private property are to 
be dealt with in a reasonable and law-
ful way, and this is what this amend-
ment simply does. 

It’s very straightforward, very direct, 
and in no way impedes anything that is 
going to be injurious to any issue in-
volving electricity or anything else. It 
simply asserts the rights of private 
property. 

Mr. BARTON of Texas. Mr. Chair-
man, I yield 30 seconds to a member of 
the committee, Mr. GREEN of Texas. 

Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas. Mr. 
Chairman, I rise in opposition to this 
amendment. 

I don’t know how many times this 
Congress has to vote against this. It’s 
been defeated twice during the appro-
priations process. 

Every analysis of the past decade has 
confirmed the critical need to expand 
and upgrade our Nation’s transmission 
infrastructure, a need that’s already 
raising the cost of electricity to many 
Americans and proving a barrier to di-
versifying our energy resources. Now is 
not the time to take a step backward. 

I think it’s interesting our three col-
leagues from New York, if it’s an inter-
state line, it doesn’t matter, but you 
may have problems getting it to New 
York. But also, New York was the last 
place that had a blackout simply be-
cause there was a problem in Ohio. 

We need to have these transmission 
corridors across our country. 

This amendment removes from federal law 
the grant of eminent domain authority that 
comes with the issuance of a construction per-
mit by the Federal Energy Regulatory Com-
mission, FERC, to a critical transmission 
project located in severely congested areas. 

The Arcuri amendment would eliminate from 
the Energy Policy Act of 2005 the incentive 

provided for states to cure gaps in their state 
siting laws that are especially apparent when 
interstate projects are needed. 

Nowhere else has Congress authorized 
FERC to grant approval for energy projects— 
such as natural gas pipelines—without also 
assuring the necessary federal eminent do-
main authority accompanies the permit, li-
cense, or certificate. 

Under EPAct 2005, the only projects FERC 
will consider are those that are critically need-
ed and for which States could not or would not 
act to approve in timely manner. 

Yet, the Arcuri-Hinchey-Hall amendment 
would establish greater barriers to the success 
of these projects than any other energy 
project. 

The same grant of eminent domain authority 
that is available to all other energy projects 
approved by FERC should be available to 
these critical transmission projects. 

I urge my colleagues to oppose this amend-
ment. 

b 1445 
Mr. ARCURI. Mr. Chairman, in clos-

ing, there is an old saying that we 
should think globally but act locally. 
That is exactly what this amendment 
attempts to do. That is the idea behind 
this amendment. 

We crafted it very narrowly, and de-
spite some of the comments by the 
speakers about the problems that this 
would create, it does no such thing. In 
fact, it does just the opposite. This 
achieves all of the things that we need 
in this country. That is, getting energy 
and power to our large communities, to 
our large cities, to New York, to Los 
Angeles, to the places that need it. 

It does it in a responsible way. It 
does it in such a way that the local-
ities, the areas that we call the faucet, 
have some say in getting the power to 
the sink, and that’s the area that 
FERC refers to as the place that needs 
the power, and, equally as important, 
that the people along the way have 
some say as well. 

That’s what this amendment does; 
and, as I say, it is supported by, as my 
friend, Mr. HINCHEY, said, most of the 
Governors in this country. 

The amendment deals with the con-
cerns of localities. It deals with the 
constitutional rights, the States’ 
rights that our States are most con-
cerned with and, most importantly, it 
deals with the needs of all Americans. 

I strongly support this amendment, 
and I urge my colleagues to do so as 
well. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. BARTON of Texas. Mr. Chair-
man, in closing, let me simply say that 
the Energy Policy Act requires that 
you go through the State siting process 
first, including going through the 
State court system first. If you have a 
problem there, you then have to get 
the Department of Energy to designate 
the particular corridor as an electric 
transmission corridor that’s in the na-
tional interest. Then you go to the 
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FERC, and then they go through a 
hearing process that then can be sub-
ject to the Federal court system. 

What’s in current law is carefully 
crafted to protect States’ rights, to 
protect the local community but also 
give the ability on rare occasions to 
get a transmission line built that needs 
to be built. 

I urge the defeat of the amendment. 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. The ques-

tion is on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from New York (Mr. 
ARCURI). 

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chairman announced that the ayes 
appeared to have it. 

Mr. BARTON of Texas. Mr. Chair-
man, I demand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from New York will be 
postponed. 

AMENDMENT NO. 10 OFFERED BY MR. HODES 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. It is now in 

order to consider amendment No. 10 
printed in part B of House Report 110– 
300. 

Mr. HODES. Mr. Chairman, I offer an 
amendment. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The Clerk 
will designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Amendment No. 10 offered by Mr. HODES: 
In part 3 of subtitle A of title IX, add at 

the end the following new section: 
SEC. 9035. RENEWABLE ENERGY REBATE PRO-

GRAM STUDY. 
Not later than 120 days after the date of 

enactment of this Act, the Secretary of En-
ergy shall conduct, and transmit to Congress 
a report on, a study regarding the rebate 
program described in section 206(c) of the En-
ergy Policy Act of 2005. The study shall— 

(1) develop a plan for how such a rebate 
program would be carried out if it were fund-
ed; and 

(2) determine the minimum amount of 
funding the program would need to receive in 
order to accomplish the goal of encouraging 
consumers to install renewable energy sys-
tems in their homes or small businesses. 

Amend the table of contents accordingly. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 615, the gentleman 
from New Hampshire (Mr. HODES) and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from New Hampshire. 

Mr. HODES. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

I rise today in support of an amend-
ment offered by Mr. WELCH of 
Vermont, my distinguished colleague, 
and me. This amendment would order a 
study using already appropriated funds 
to determine how best to administer a 
renewable energy rebate program for 
homes and small businesses. 

The Energy Policy Act of 2005 di-
rected the Energy Secretary to estab-
lish a rebate program to encourage 
consumers to use renewable energy to 
power their homes and small busi-

nesses. It included a broad definition of 
renewable energy, allowing Americans 
from every corner of the country to 
benefit from such a rebate. 

The program has great potential for 
helping those without the initial cap-
ital to make their homes or small busi-
nesses green. However, after the pro-
gram’s inclusion in the 2005 Act, Con-
gress did not follow through on its goal 
of encouraging renewable energy for 
families and small business owners. 
While it was authorized for a total of $1 
billion from fiscal years 2006 through 
2010, not one penny has been appro-
priated under this program to provide 
rebates under this program. 

Now, more than ever, this program is 
essential to kick-start a clean green 
energy revolution for millions of Amer-
ican family and our small business 
owners. 

Congress needs to know how we can 
make this program work. Our amend-
ment would require a study using ex-
isting Department of Energy funds to 
create a plan for administering the re-
bate system and estimating how much 
money the program would need to ef-
fectively encourage families and small 
business owners to install renewable 
energy systems. With this information 
in hand, Congress will be better 
equipped to determine the best way to 
encourage renewable energy use. 

Families and small businesses are 
among those who face the toughest 
challenges in coping with rising energy 
costs. Congress has had the good judg-
ment to authorize a program to fix this 
program, and it’s time we make it 
work. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield to my distin-
guished colleague, the gentleman from 
Virginia (Mr. BOUCHER). 

Mr. BOUCHER. I thank my distin-
guished colleague from New Hampshire 
for yielding, and I commend him on 
bringing the amendment before the 
committee. 

Mr. Chairman, his amendment to 
title IX would order the Secretary of 
Energy to conduct a study of the Re-
newable Energy Rebate Program for 
homes and small businesses as that 
program is defined in the Energy Pol-
icy Act of 2005. The study would re-
quire the creation of a plan for the pro-
gram and also determine a minimum 
amount of funding that the program 
would need to be viable. It is a helpful 
addition to energy policy, and I encour-
age its adoption. 

Mr. HODES. Mr. Chairman, I reserve 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. BARTON of Texas. Mr. Chair-
man, I rise in opposition. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-
tleman from Texas is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. BARTON of Texas. Mr. Chair-
man, I am only in mild opposition to 
this, but I am in opposition. I don’t 
really think we need this particular 
study. It seems to be duplicative. It 

wouldn’t be the worst amendment ever 
adopted on the House floor, if it were 
to be adopted, but I don’t really think 
that it’s necessary. 

What I really want to talk about is 
the current Republican chief of staff to 
the Energy and Commerce Committee, 
Mr. Bud Albright, who is in the Cham-
ber behind me. 

Last evening, the other body con-
firmed him to be the Under Secretary 
of Energy, and so he will be leaving in 
the very near future to try to use some 
of the great things he has learned from 
myself and Mr. DINGELL and Mr. BOU-
CHER and others for the benefit of the 
Department of Energy and the people 
of the United States of America as the 
number three person at the Depart-
ment. 

He began his public service career 
with the Department of Justice, where 
he was a prosecutor. I got to know him 
when he came to the Energy and Com-
merce Committee as my general coun-
sel on the Oversight and Investigations 
Subcommittee back in 1995. He went 
into private practice for a time. Then, 
when I became the chairman of the 
committee 31⁄2 years ago, I asked him 
to be the majority chief of staff; and he 
has performed those duties in out-
standing fashion. He has performed the 
duties of the minority chief of staff in 
an outstanding fashion. He will be leav-
ing us to go to the Department of En-
ergy. 

I simply wanted to wish him the very 
best and tell him that he has many, 
many friends on both sides of the aisle 
in the House of Representatives. We 
fully expect him to comply with every 
Dingellgram and every letter of request 
for information and witness appearance 
list for the Department of Energy, 
which he will shortly be receiving in 
his new duties as Under Secretary. 

Mr. DINGELL. Would the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. BARTON of Texas. I yield to the 
distinguished chairman of the full com-
mittee, Mr. DINGELL. 

Mr. DINGELL. I want to thank my 
distinguished friend from Texas (Mr. 
BARTON) for all the good work that he 
does. I want to express my affection 
and respect for him. I want to thank 
him for raising the question about the 
departure of Mr. Albright. 

Mr. Albright has served the com-
mittee with distinction. He has been a 
friend to all of us. He has been a wise 
counselor. He will be an extraor-
dinarily fine public servant when he 
moves to the Department of Energy. 

He will be missed here. He carries 
with him the affection, the respect and 
the good wishes of all of us. I wish to 
have him know of my friendship, affec-
tion and respect for him. 

Mr. BARTON of Texas. I yield to my 
friend from Virginia (Mr. BOUCHER). 

Mr. BOUCHER. I thank the gen-
tleman for yielding. 

I want to associate myself with the 
comments of the chairman of our com-
mittee, Mr. DINGELL. Mr. Albright has 
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performed a tremendous public service 
in the years that he has served as staff 
director on the Republican side of the 
committee, both in the majority and 
now in the minority. 

He now embarks on another phase of 
his career, and I am pleased to note 
will be continuing in public service. I 
know he will do a fine job. We are 
going to miss him, and I join with the 
other Members in wishing him well. 

Mr. BARTON of Texas. I ask for a 
‘‘no’’ vote on the amendment and yield 
back the balance of my time. 

Mr. HODES. Mr. Chairman, may I in-
quire as to my remaining time? 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-
tleman from New Hampshire has 21⁄2 
minutes. 

Mr. HODES. Mr. Chairman, I yield 30 
seconds to my distinguished colleague, 
Mr. WOLF of Virginia. 

Mr. WOLF. Mr. Chairman, I rise in 
strong support of the Arcuri amend-
ment. 

This amendment simply authorizes 
the use of State eminent domain au-
thority rather than Federal eminent 
domain. 

For those on our side, referencing for 
our side, this is, this is a States’ rights 
amendment. I urge Members on my 
side to support the Arcuri amendment. 

I want to say congratulations to Mr. 
Albright. 

Mr. Chairman, this amendment simply au-
thorizes the use of State eminent domain au-
thority rather than Federal eminent domain au-
thority when siting federally approved trans-
mission lines. 

This amendment is vital to the protection of 
the landscapes in my district by recognizing 
State and local conservation easements and 
designations. In the 10th District of Virginia, 
which I represent, these designations protect 
the lands that George Washington surveyed, 
that inspired Thomas Jefferson, and that Chief 
Justice John Marshall farmed. 

Millions of Federal, State, local and private 
funds have been used to preserve and protect 
the lands now threatened by the designation 
of a National Interest Electric Transmission 
Corridor which authorized the Federal Govern-
ment to override state transmission siting au-
thority. 

We must give these lands this limited pro-
tection. I urge you to support this common-
sense amendment to protect our private citi-
zens and our national treasures. 

Mr. HODES. Mr. Chairman, it is in-
teresting that this noncontroversial 
amendment for a study is opposed. 
Since 2005, although the program has 
been authorized, no money has been ap-
propriated. It is an effective, efficient 
use of resources to embark on a study 
with results to be delivered to us in 120 
days, so Congress knows how best to 
implement the provisions of the pro-
gram already authorized and how much 
it will cost. We will then be in a posi-
tion to make educated determinations 
about how much money to appropriate 
for this very important program. 

I urge my colleagues to support this 
amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The ques-
tion is on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from New Hampshire 
(Mr. HODES). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT NO. 11 OFFERED BY MR. BARTON 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. It is now in 

order to consider amendment No. 11 
printed in House Report 110–300. 

Mr. BARTON of Texas. Mr. Chair-
man, as the designee of Mr. MURPHY of 
Pennsylvania, I offer an amendment. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The Clerk 
will designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Amendment No. 11 offered by Mr. BARTON: 
In section 9502(a), insert ‘‘improvements in 

data on solid byproducts from coal-based en-
ergy-producing facilities,’’ after ‘‘oil and gas 
data,’’. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 615, the gentleman 
from Texas (Mr. BARTON) and a Mem-
ber opposed each will control 5 min-
utes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Texas. 

Mr. BARTON of Texas. Mr. Chair-
man, this amendment would modify 
section 9502(a) of H.R. 3221 to ensure 
that the Energy Information Adminis-
tration restores its previously termi-
nated collection of data on solid by-
products from coal-based energy pro-
ducing facilities and makes improve-
ments on these data. 

I don’t think it’s controversial, and I 
would ask its adoption. 

Mr. BOUCHER. Would the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. BARTON of Texas. I would be 
happy to yield to the gentleman from 
Virginia. 

Mr. BOUCHER. I thank the gen-
tleman for yielding. 

A major purpose of our provisions in 
subtitle F of title IX is to provide that 
the Energy Information Administra-
tion begin collecting again important 
data that it once collected but discon-
tinued collection of under budget or 
personnel constraints, and data on 
solid byproducts of coal use fell into 
that category. 

Mr. MURPHY’s amendment would sim-
ply require that this data on solid by-
products of coal use once again be cor-
rected. We support it and urge that 
amendment be adopted. 

Mr. BARTON of Texas. I yield back 
the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The ques-
tion is on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Texas (Mr. BAR-
TON). 

The amendment was agreed to. 

b 1500 

AMENDMENT NO. 12 OFFERED BY MR. MURPHY OF 
CONNECTICUT 

The Acting CHAIRMAN (Mr. 
SERRANO). It is now in order to con-

sider amendment No. 12 printed in part 
B of House Report 110–300. 

Mr. MURPHY of Connecticut. Mr. 
Chairman, I offer an amendment. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The Clerk 
will designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Amendment No. 12 offered by Mr. MURPHY 
of Connecticut: 

In title IX, insert the following at the end 
of part 1 of subtitle B and make the nec-
essary conforming amendments in the table 
of contents: 
SEC. 9119. PUBLIC MEETINGS FOR CERTAIN FERC 

ACTIONS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Before issuing a permit, 

license, or other authorization under part I 
of the Federal Power Act for any action that 
may affect land use in any locality, the Fed-
eral Energy Regulatory Commission shall 
hold a public meeting in that locality re-
garding such permit, license or other author-
ization if such a meeting is requested by 5 or 
more individuals or an organization rep-
resenting 30 or more individuals. The meet-
ing shall be held before the end of any period 
for public comment under Commission rules. 
Not more than one public meeting need be 
held with respect to a single permit, license 
or other authorization 

(b) MULTIPLE AREAS.—In the case of a fa-
cility that affects multiple areas, the meet-
ing shall be held in a statistical metropoli-
tan area at a location reasonably central to 
the affected areas. 

(c) MOTIONS TO RECONSIDER.—The Commis-
sion shall hold such a meeting whenever a 
request for reconsideration is granted if the 
request was filed before the enactment of 
this section and the Commission did not hold 
a hearing prior to issuing the permit, li-
cense, or other authorization concerned. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 615, the gentleman 
from Connecticut (Mr. MURPHY) and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Connecticut. 

Mr. MURPHY of Connecticut. Mr. 
Chairman, I am pleased to offer an 
amendment to H.R. 3221, to require the 
Federal Energy Regulatory Commis-
sion, or better known as FERC, to hold 
public local meetings before issuing 
permits or authorizations that will af-
fect land use decisions, if that meeting 
is requested by local citizens. 

While FERC is required to have an 
open comment period before they issue 
a rule, there is currently no mecha-
nism right now to require that they 
hold a public local hearing in an af-
fected locality. 

I bring this issue to the floor today, 
Mr. Chairman, because my constitu-
ents who live in the community sur-
rounding Candlewood Lake in Con-
necticut were unable to secure a public 
hearing from FERC to air their con-
cerns regarding a shoreline manage-
ment plan that would impose new hefty 
fees on the residents that surround 
that lake and enjoy that lake. 

This amendment is based on a simple 
premise: Public policymakers cannot 
and should not, frankly, act without 
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the input of citizens who will be af-
fected by the decisions that they make. 

As legislators, we know we can’t sim-
ply sample public opinion by sitting in 
our offices here in Washington and 
reading the mail that may come in. We 
need to go back to our districts and so-
licit opinion there. A regulatory agen-
cy should be held to the same standard, 
especially in relation to hydropower 
assets, around which many citizens re-
side. 

My amendment is a commonsense so-
lution to the problem that any of us 
could face. It does nothing to alter or 
constrain the decisions that FERC may 
ultimately make; it just ensures the 
commission would hear all sides before 
making any determination on land use 
issues and ensures that our constitu-
ents’ voices are heard. 

Mr. Chairman, I understand that this 
issue may need more time for the com-
mittee. 

I would be happy to yield to the 
chairman for a short colloquy. 

Mr. BOUCHER. I want to thank the 
gentleman for yielding, and I commend 
him for bringing this matter before the 
committee today. It is my under-
standing that he intends to ask that 
his amendment be withdrawn momen-
tarily. 

Let me give assurance to the gen-
tleman that we are sensitive to the 
valid concerns that he has raised about 
the need to have public participation in 
the processes of the Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission; and I want to 
pledge to him that we will work with 
him and with the FERC to ensure that 
his constituents are heard with regard 
to matters that affect them. 

I thank the gentleman for yielding 
and commend him on bringing this 
concern before the House. 

Mr. MURPHY of Connecticut. I 
thank the chairman. 

Mr. Chairman, my intention is to 
withdraw this amendment. I look for-
ward also to working with my col-
leagues on the greater issue of making 
sure that, in all cases, our constitu-
ents’ voices are heard when these deci-
sions are handed down. As we move 
more control over Federal power assets 
from States to the Federal Govern-
ment, it seems that we should still 
have safeguards in place to make sure 
that local citizens’ issues and concerns 
are taken into consideration by FERC, 
and I plan to continue my advocacy of 
that cause. 

I ask unanimous consent to have the 
amendment withdrawn at this point. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Without ob-
jection, the amendment is withdrawn. 

There was no objection. 
AMENDMENT NO. 13 OFFERED BY MR. SALI 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. It is now in 
order to consider amendment No. 13 
printed in part B of House Report 110– 
300. 

Mr. SALI. Mr. Chairman, I offer an 
amendment. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The Clerk 
will designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Amendment No. 13 offered by Mr. SALI: 
In title IX, add at the end the following 

new subtitle: 
Subtitle G—Large and Small Scale 

Hydropower 
SEC. 9601. SENSE OF CONGRESS. 

Congress recognizes and supports renew-
able energy. Specifically, the clean, con-
sistent, pollution free large and small scale 
conventional hydropower energy. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 615, the gentleman 
from Idaho (Mr. SALI) and a Member 
opposed each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Idaho. 

Mr. SALI. Mr. Chairman, I rise today 
to offer an amendment to this energy 
bill. 

Let me start out by saying bluntly 
that I feel that this energy bill is a 
step backward with virtually every 
topic that it covers. 

With that being said, I do want to 
bring to light an issue that I feel this 
bill does not cover and that issue is hy-
dropower. My amendment is simple. It 
expresses the sense of Congress recog-
nizing and supporting renewable en-
ergy; specifically, it will add clean, 
consistent, pollution free, large and 
small scale conventional hydropower 
to this bill. 

My amendment is a sense of Congress 
supporting hydropower. If we are going 
to discuss renewable energy, then we 
need to include hydropower. It is clean, 
renewable, consistent, and, most im-
portantly, pollution free. Hydropower 
works all the time and should be a part 
of this bill because hydropower in 
America produces no greenhouse gas 
emissions. In fact, hydropower offsets 
more carbon emissions than all other 
renewable energy resources combined. 
Let me say that again: hydropower off-
sets more carbon emissions than all 
other renewable energy resources com-
bined. 

We have heard a lot about green-
house gas emissions. Mr. Chairman, if 
we are serious about reducing green-
house gas emissions, than we need to 
recognize hydropower produces zero 
greenhouse gas emissions. Last year 
alone, we avoided some 160 million tons 
of carbon emissions by the use of hy-
dropower here in the United States. 

I am from the Pacific Northwest, 
from Idaho. We are truly blessed to 
have more than 60 percent of the power 
in the Pacific Northwest come from hy-
dropower. In fact, there is so much 
power produced in the Northwest from 
hydropower that we often sell our ex-
cess supply to areas such as Southern 
California, where they historically 
have a shortage at certain times of the 
year. 

I feel strongly that Congress needs to 
support conventional hydropower, and 

that is why I am offering this amend-
ment today. 

In closing, I want to remind my col-
leagues on both sides of the aisle that 
hydropower is emission free, com-
pletely renewable, clean, and domestic. 
That is right, it is domestic. I would 
urge my colleagues to vote ‘‘yes’’ on 
this Sali amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, may I inquire as to 
the time remaining. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-
tleman has 21⁄2 minutes left. 

Mr. BOUCHER. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SALI. I yield to the gentleman 
from Virginia. 

Mr. BOUCHER. I thank the gen-
tleman for yielding, and I commend 
him on this amendment that would 
simply express the sense of the Con-
gress, recognizing the benefits of both 
large-scale and small-scale hydro-
electric projects. We accept the amend-
ment and urge its adoption. 

I thank the gentleman for yielding. 
Mr. SALI. Mr. Chairman, I thank the 

gentleman for accepting the amend-
ment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. The ques-

tion is on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Idaho (Mr. SALI). 

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chairman announced that the ayes 
appeared to have it. 

RECORDED VOTE 
Mr. SALI. Mr. Chairman, I demand a 

recorded vote. 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 

clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Idaho will be post-
poned. 
AMENDMENT NO. 14 OFFERED BY MR. WELCH OF 

VERMONT 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. It is now in 

order to consider amendment No. 14 
printed in part B of House Report 110– 
300. 

Mr. WELCH of Vermont. Mr. Chair-
man, I offer an amendment. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The Clerk 
will designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Amendment No. 14 offered by Mr. WELCH of 
Vermont: 

In part IV of subtitle A of title IX, add at 
the end the following new section: 
SEC. 9077. ENERGY SUSTAINABILITY AND EFFI-

CIENCY GRANTS FOR INSTITUTIONS 
OF HIGHER EDUCATION. 

Part G of title III of the Energy Policy and 
Conservation Act is amended by inserting 
after section 399 (42 U.S.C. 371h) the fol-
lowing: 
‘‘SEC. 399A. ENERGY SUSTAINABILITY AND EFFI-

CIENCY GRANTS FOR INSTITUTIONS 
OF HIGHER EDUCATION. 

‘‘(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
‘‘(1) ENERGY SUSTAINABILITY.—The term 

‘energy sustainability’ includes using a re-
newable energy resource and a highly effi-
cient technology for electricity generation, 
transportation, heating, or cooling. 

‘‘(2) INSTITUTION OF HIGHER EDUCATION.— 
The term ‘institution of higher education’ 
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has the meaning given the term in section 2 
of the Energy Policy Act of 2005 (42 U.S.C. 
15801). 

‘‘(b) GRANTS FOR ENERGY EFFICIENCY IM-
PROVEMENT.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall 
award not more than 100 grants per year to 
institutions of higher education to carry out 
projects to improve energy efficiency on the 
grounds and facilities of the institution of 
higher education, including not less than 1 
grant to an institution of higher education 
in each State. 

‘‘(2) CONDITION.—As a condition of receiv-
ing a grant under this subsection, an institu-
tion of higher education shall agree to— 

‘‘(A) implement a public awareness cam-
paign concerning the project in the commu-
nity in which the institution of higher edu-
cation is located; and 

‘‘(B) submit to the Secretary, and make 
available to the public, reports on any effi-
ciency improvements, energy cost savings, 
and environmental benefits achieved as part 
of a project carried out under paragraph (1). 

‘‘(c) GRANTS FOR INNOVATION IN ENERGY 
SUSTAINABILITY.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall 
award not more than 250 grants per year to 
institutions of higher education to engage in 
innovative energy sustainability projects, 
including not less than 2 grants to institu-
tions of higher education in each State. 

‘‘(2) INNOVATION PROJECTS.—An innovation 
project carried out with a grant under this 
subsection shall— 

‘‘(A) involve— 
‘‘(i) an innovative technology that is not 

yet commercially available; or 
‘‘(ii) available technology in an innovative 

application that maximizes energy efficiency 
and sustainability; 

‘‘(B) have the greatest potential for testing 
or demonstrating new technologies or proc-
esses; and 

‘‘(C) ensure active student participation in 
the project, including the planning, imple-
mentation, evaluation, and other phases of 
the project. 

‘‘(3) CONDITION.—As a condition of receiv-
ing a grant under this subsection, an institu-
tion of higher education shall agree to sub-
mit to the Secretary, and make available to 
the public, reports that describe the results 
of the projects carried out under paragraph 
(1). 

‘‘(d) AWARDING OF GRANTS.— 
‘‘(1) APPLICATION.—An institution of higher 

education that seeks to receive a grant 
under this section may submit to the Sec-
retary an application for the grant at such 
time, in such form, and containing such in-
formation as the Secretary may prescribe. 

‘‘(2) SELECTION.—The Secretary shall es-
tablish a committee to assist in the selection 
of grant recipients under this section. 

‘‘(e) ALLOCATION TO INSTITUTIONS OF HIGH-
ER EDUCATION WITH SMALL ENDOWMENTS.—Of 
the amount of grants provided for a fiscal 
year under this section, the Secretary shall 
provide not less than 50 percent of the 
amount to institutions of higher education 
that have an endowment of not more than 
$100,000,000, with 50 percent of the allocation 
set aside for institutions of higher education 
that have an endowment of not more than 
$50,000,000. 

‘‘(f) GRANT AMOUNTS.—The maximum 
amount of grants for a project under this 
section shall not exceed— 

‘‘(1) in the case of grants for energy effi-
ciency improvement under subsection (b), 
$1,000,000; or 

‘‘(2) in the case of grants for innovation in 
energy sustainability under subsection (c), 
$500,000. 

‘‘(g) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated such 
sums as are necessary to carry out this sec-
tion for each of fiscal years 2008 through 
2012.’’. 

Amend the table of contents accordingly. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 615, the gentleman 
from Vermont (Mr. WELCH) and a Mem-
ber opposed each will control 5 min-
utes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Vermont. 

Mr. WELCH of Vermont. Mr. Chair-
man, at the outset I want to thank the 
dean of the House, Mr. DINGELL. Last 
night I needed his help, and he gave it 
to me to help make this amendment in 
order. He told me a story, and it was a 
simple story: If you have a chance to 
help somebody, take it. And it is a 
good lesson to live by. Although, he 
didn’t say he was for the amendment, I 
hope he finds the content of the amend-
ment okay as well as being in order. 
And I want to thank his staff for the 
tremendous work they have done. 

This amendment is very simple, Mr. 
Chairman. It establishes or authorizes 
the Federal fund to support energy sus-
tainability and energy efficiency 
projects on colleges and universities 
campuses through grants, authorizes 
but doesn’t appropriate. 

Public institutions are playing a 
major role in this energy debate. They 
lead by example. Giving them the pos-
sibility of having funds to actually im-
plement programs would be a very good 
thing. 

Mr. BOUCHER. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WELCH of Vermont. I yield to 
the gentleman from Virginia. 

Mr. BOUCHER. I want to thank the 
gentleman from Vermont for yielding 
and commend him on bringing this 
amendment before the committee. It 
would establish a grant program for 
colleges and universities to invest in 
sustainable and efficient energy 
projects. I think this is a step forward 
for energy policy and I would encour-
age adoption of the amendment. I 
thank the gentleman for yielding. 

Mr. WELCH of Vermont. I thank the 
gentleman. 

I yield 1 minute to the gentlewoman 
from Texas (Ms. JACKSON-LEE). 

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Let me 
thank the gentleman from Vermont for 
his thoughtful amendment, and I thank 
Chairman DINGELL as well for helping 
him, and the chairman of the sub-
committee, Mr. BOUCHER, and all of our 
Members for dialoguing on this very 
crucial issue. 

I happen to represent the University 
of Houston that has brought a wind re-
search project to Houston, a $24 million 
project, and I know that Texas has 
enormous amount of commitment to 
wind. 

This research grant program will 
help other universities look at issues 
such as fossil fuel and the efficiency of 
it, refineries and the efficiency of it, 
exploration and the efficiency of it in 
other places other than public lands. 
So I am here to support this amend-
ment and as well to support the under-
lying energy bill, H.R. 3221. 

I thank the gentleman, Mr. WELCH. 
Universities around America will look 
forward to this grant program, includ-
ing Texas Southern University and 
many other universities that we have 
in my district. 

Mr. Chairman, first and foremost, I think it is 
imperative that we all agree on the vital impor-
tance of America achieving energy independ-
ence in the 21st century. We must end our ad-
diction to foreign sources of oil, most of which 
are found in regions of the world which are 
unstable and in some cases, opposed to our 
interests. Accordingly, there is no issue more 
integral to our economic and national security 
than energy independence. 

Although I must admit that I do have res-
ervations about certain aspects of this bill, I 
nevertheless support it as a step in the right 
direction of America achieving energy inde-
pendence. H.R. 3221, the New Direction for 
Energy Independence, National Security, and 
Consumer Protection Act is important and 
multifaceted legislation which will make sub-
stantial strides towards energy independence 
and security for our Nation, while also encour-
aging the development of innovative new tech-
nologies, creating new jobs, reducing carbon 
emissions, protecting consumers, shifting pro-
duction to clean and renewable energy, and 
modernizing our energy infrastructure. 

I would like to begin by commending the 
Speaker of the House, Ms. PELOSI, for her 
leadership in introducing this legislation and 
bringing it to the floor. The bill we have before 
us today represents the work of eleven House 
committees, and it fulfills the Democrats’ 
promise to bring a comprehensive new direc-
tion to the people of the United States. 

In addition to being from the energy capital 
of the world, for the past 12 years I have been 
the Chair of the Energy Braintrust of the Con-
gressional Black Caucus. During this time, I 
have hosted a variety of energy Braintrusts 
designed to bring in all of the relevant players 
ranging from environmentalists to producers of 
energy from a variety of sectors including coal, 
electric, natural gas, nuclear, oil, and alter-
native energy sources as well as energy pro-
ducers from West Africa. My Energy 
Braintrusts were designed to be a call of ac-
tion to all of the sectors who comprise the 
American and international energy industry, to 
the African American community, and to the 
nation as a whole. 

Energy is the lifeblood of every economy, 
especially ours. Producing more of it leads to 
more good jobs, cheaper goods, lower fuel 
prices, and greater economic and national se-
curity. Bringing together thoughtful yet dis-
parate voices to engage each other on the 
issue of energy independence has resulted in 
the beginning of a transformative dialectic 
which can ultimately result in reforming our 
energy industry to the extent that we as a Na-
tion achieve energy security and energy inde-
pendence. 
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Because I represent the city of Houston, the 

energy capital of the world, I realize that many 
oil and gas companies provide many jobs for 
many of my constituents and serve a valuable 
need. The energy industry in Houston exem-
plifies the stakeholders who must be instru-
mental in devising a pragmatic strategy for re-
solving our national energy crisis. That is why 
it is crucial that while seeking solutions to se-
cure more energy independence within this 
country, we must strike a balance that will still 
support an environment for continued growth 
in the oil and gas industry, which I might add, 
creates millions of jobs across the entire coun-
try. 

We have many more miles to go before we 
achieve energy independence. Consequently, 
I am willing, able, and eager to continue work-
ing with Houston’s and our Nation’s energy in-
dustry to ensure that we are moving expedi-
tiously on the path to crafting an environ-
mentally sound and economically viable en-
ergy policy. Furthermore, I think it is impera-
tive that we involve small, minority and women 
owned, and independent energy companies in 
this process because they represent some of 
the hard working Americans and Houstonians 
who are on the forefront of energy efficient 
strategies to achieving energy independence. 

This bill contains numerous important provi-
sions. It represents a major national invest-
ment in renewable energy that has the poten-
tial to create 3 million ‘‘green’’ jobs. Further, it 
provides training opportunities for American 
workers, particularly our disadvantaged groups 
and our brave veterans, to fill these new posi-
tions. It gives small businesses the tools they 
need to be more energy efficient, including 
technical assistance. It encourages research 
and innovation into new energy technology, in-
cluding biofuels, carbon capture, and solar en-
ergy. It encourages mass transit and alter-
native fuels, it protects Federal lands and wild-
life, and it promotes the efficient use of en-
ergy. 

However, I am concerned that H.R. 2776, 
the Renewable Energy and Energy Conserva-
tion Tax Act of 2007, contains provisions re-
pealing tax incentives for oil and gas compa-
nies which may have a negative effect on ac-
cess to important sources of energy. In par-
ticular, I am concerned that the domestic man-
ufacturing deduction, Section 199 of H.R. 
2776, could discourage new domestic oil and 
natural gas investment by making these in-
vestments comparatively less competitive than 
competing foreign investments. Moving for-
ward, I think it would be prudent for this Con-
gress to consider linking an increase on taxes 
with an increase in access to domestic explo-
ration of available sources of energy, such as 
the Gulf Coast. 

According to the U.S. Minerals Management 
Service (MMS), America’s deep seas on the 
Outer Continental Shelf (OCS) contain 420 tril-
lion cubic feet of natural gas (the U.S. con-
sumes 23 TCF per year) and 86 billion barrels 
of oil (the U.S. imports 4.5 billion per year). 
Even with all these energy resources, the U.S. 
sends more than $300 billion (and countless 
American jobs) overseas every year for en-
ergy we can create at home. I believe that we 
should mandate environmentally safe and effi-
cient exploration techniques in the Gulf Coast 
which energy companies have demonstrated a 

willingness and capacity to utilize. By ensuring 
access to increasing sources of energy in an 
environmentally conscious way, I believe we 
can decrease our dependence on foreign oil. 

This bill also contains a crucial international 
component. Global climate change is a truly 
global problem. It is real; it is imminent; and it 
is our responsibility to work with the rest of the 
international community to develop a coordi-
nated global response to this potentially dev-
astating phenomenon. This legislation calls for 
the United States to re-engage and lead inter-
national efforts to reach an agreement requir-
ing binding emissions reduction commitments 
from all major emitters, including China, India, 
and Brazil. A truly monumental diplomatic ef-
fort is needed to begin to arrest the cata-
strophic effects of climate change, and this bill 
is an important step toward beginning global 
negotiations to establish a coordinated re-
sponse. 

Mr. Chairman, I was pleased to work with 
the Chairman of the Committee on Foreign Af-
fairs to incorporate important language in this 
legislation to ensure that its provisions and 
benefits are available to some of our nation’s 
disadvantaged populations. My language, 
seen in Section 2102 of H.R. 3221, guaran-
tees that Historically Black Colleges and Uni-
versities, Hispanic Serving Institutions, Tribal 
Colleges and Universities, and other Minority 
Serving Institutions are able to participate in 
the visits and exchanges between scientific re-
searchers of the United States and other na-
tions provided for in this bill. My amendment 
would also seek to include minority- and 
women-owned businesses in these exchange 
programs. 

Additionally, I worked with the Chairman 
and the Committee to include language that 
global climate change negotiations would ad-
dress the perspectives and concerns of indige-
nous and tribal populations, who often bear 
the brunt of climate change but have tradition-
ally been neglected in the negotiation process. 

Furthermore, I support innovative solutions 
to our national energy crisis such as my legis-
lation which alleviates our dependence on for-
eign oil and fossil fuels by utilizing loan guar-
antees to promote the development of tradi-
tional and cellulosic ethanol technology. 

The Energy Information Administration esti-
mates that the United States imports nearly 60 
percent of the oil it consumes. The world’s 
greatest petroleum reserves reside in regions 
of high geopolitical risk, including 57 percent 
of which are in the Persian Gulf. 

Replacing oil imports with domestic alter-
natives such as traditional and cellulosic eth-
anol can not only help reduce the $180 billion 
that oil contributes to our annual trade deficit, 
it can end our addiction to foreign oil. Accord-
ing to the Department of Agriculture, biomass 
can displace 30 percent of our Nation’s petro-
leum consumption. 

Along with traditional production of ethanol 
from corn, cellulosic ethanol can be produced 
domestically from a variety of feedstocks, in-
cluding switchgrass, corn stalks and municipal 
solid wastes, which are available throughout 
our nation. Cellulosic ethanol also relies on its 
own byproducts to fuel the refining process, 
yielding a positive energy balance. Whereas 
the potential production of traditional corn- 
based ethanol is about 10 billion gallons per 

year, the potential production of cellulosic eth-
anol is estimated to be 60 billion gallons per 
year. 

In addition to ensuring access to more 
abundant sources of energy, replacing petro-
leum use with ethanol will help reduce U.S. 
carbon emissions, which are otherwise ex-
pected to increase by 80 percent by 2025. 
Cellulosic ethanol can also reduce greenhouse 
gas emissions by 87 percent. Thus, 
transitioning from foreign oil to ethanol will 
protect our environment from dangerous car-
bon and greenhouse gas emissions. 

I also commend my colleague from 
Vermont, Mr. WELCH, for his amendment 
which would establish a grant program for col-
leges and universities to invest in sustainable 
and efficient energy projects. I commend the 
University of Houston, which led the Lone Star 
Wind Alliance succeed in bringing one of the 
Department of Energy’s large turbine-testing 
facilities to the Texas Gulf Coast. This major 
step forward in developing clean, renewable 
wind energy will result in the University of 
Houston directing a $24 million world-class re-
search and test facility in Texas. This will en-
sure that Texas becomes a global leader in 
wind energy technology, which will be assisted 
by pledges from the Lone Star Wind Alliance 
of $18 million, by the Texas Legislature of $5 
million, and $2 million from the Department of 
Energy. 

Mr. Chairman, this comprehensive legisla-
tion addresses the full range of concerns 
raised by global climate change. It offers wide- 
ranging solutions to the serious problems we, 
as a Nation and as an international commu-
nity, face. It demonstrates the ongoing com-
mitment of this Democratic Congress to ad-
dress these important issues, and to provide 
tangible and beneficial solutions. 

I urge my colleagues to be balanced and 
prudent in their approach in addressing our 
energy needs. By investing in renewable en-
ergy and increasing access to potential 
sources of energy, I believe we can be part-
ners with responsible members of America’s 
energy producing community in our collective 
goal of reaching energy independence. 

Mr. BARTON of Texas. Mr. Chair-
man, I rise in doubt about the amend-
ment. I would like to engage the au-
thor in a colloquy. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Does the 
gentleman rise in opposition? 

Mr. BARTON of Texas. I guess for the 
time being I am in mild opposition. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-
tleman is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. BARTON of Texas. And I may 
not be in opposition. I want to ask the 
distinguished author: these grants that 
would be established if the program 
were to be established, would they be 
granted on a competitive basis? 

Mr. WELCH of Vermont. Yes, they 
will. 

Mr. BARTON of Texas. So this is not 
specified certain institutions? 

Mr. WELCH of Vermont. No, it is not. 
Mr. BARTON of Texas. It would be an 

open process with criteria, and all 
comers would get to submit an applica-
tion and then a merit-based review of 
those applications? 
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Mr. WELCH of Vermont. That is cor-

rect. 
Mr. BARTON of Texas. With that un-

derstanding, I would support the 
amendment. 

I yield 2 minutes to my good friend 
from New Mexico (Mr. PEARCE). 

Mr. PEARCE. Mr. Chairman, I would 
yield to the desires of our ranking 
member on the amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, the underlying bill of 
that amendment offers us clear choices 
on the environment. It lays before us 
the kind of choices, the kind of devel-
opment we should support. My Repub-
lican colleagues and I believe that we 
should support and expand our domes-
tic energy supply. 

This picture is a picture of American 
energy. This offshore rig produces be-
tween 100,000 and 150,000 barrels of oil a 
day from America’s Outer Continental 
Shelf. The production is clean, with a 
limited impact on the surrounding 
ocean. The impact it has causes the 
creation of a new column of ocean life 
on the legs of the platform. 

During Katrina, these did not spill 
one drop of oil, not one drop, in one of 
the worst hurricanes in American his-
tory. I believe that this clean develop-
ment is what we should produce more 
of. That is why I am going to vote for 
this bill. 

Many of our friends see life dif-
ferently. They are going to say that 
this is not the way to produce. To 
quote my friend from New York, ‘‘Let 
us import as much energy as we pos-
sibly can.’’ 

Now, I have traveled overseas and I 
have looked at oil production overseas. 
When they say, let’s import as much as 
we can, some of that production comes 
from places like this, with absolutely 
no environmental standards. And we 
are going to export our problems, ex-
port the environmental contamination 
from this country to others, all in the 
guise of making ourselves energy inde-
pendent. 

Many in the majority of Congress is 
going to vote today, and I would rec-
ommend that we very carefully think 
about the problems that we are going 
to export and think about that tremen-
dous energy industry that has devel-
oped here and is a model for the rest of 
the world. 

I thank the ranking member for 
yielding time and thank the chairman, 
and appreciate the opportunity to 
speak. 

b 1515 

Mr. BARTON of Texas. Mr. Chair-
man, I yield back the balance of my 
time. 

Mr. WELCH of Vermont. Mr. Chair-
man, I yield back the balance of my 
time 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The ques-
tion is on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Vermont (Mr. 
WELCH). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. The Com-

mittee will rise informally. 
The Speaker pro tempore (Mrs. 

TAUSCHER) assumed the chair. 
f 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED 

Ms. Lorraine Miller, Clerk of the 
House, reported and found truly en-
rolled a bill of the House of the fol-
lowing title, which was thereupon 
signed by the Speaker: 

H.R. 2272. An act to invest in innovation 
through research and development, and to 
improve the competitiveness of the United 
States. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Committee will resume its sitting. 

f 

NEW DIRECTION FOR ENERGY 
INDEPENDENCE, NATIONAL SE-
CURITY, AND CONSUMER PRO-
TECTION ACT 

The Committee resumed its sitting. 
AMENDMENT NO. 15 OFFERED BY MR. CASTLE 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. It is now in 
order to consider amendment No. 15 
printed in part B of House Report 110– 
300. 

Mr. CASTLE. Mr. Chairman, I offer 
an amendment. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The Clerk 
will designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Amendment No. 15 offered by Mr. CASTLE: 
In title VII, at the end of subtitle F add 

the following: 
SEC. ll. REPORT ON STATUS OF REGULATIONS 

WITH RESPECT TO WIND ENERGY 
PROJECTS. 

Not later than 30 days after the date of 
the enactment of this Act, the Secretary of 
the Interior, acting through the Minerals 
Management Service, shall submit a report 
to Congress on the status of regulations re-
quired to be issued under section 8(p)(8)) of 
the Outer Continental Shelf Lands Act (43 
U.S.C. 1337(p)(8)) with respect to the produc-
tion of wind energy on the Outer Continental 
Shelf. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 615, the gentleman 
from Delaware (Mr. CASTLE) and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Delaware. 

Mr. CASTLE. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

I am pleased to join my colleague, 
Mr. DELAHUNT, in offering this amend-
ment today. 

The 2005 energy law required Min-
erals Management Service, MMS, 
under the Department of the Interior, 
to develop regulations for offshore 
wind development within 270 days. It is 
now 6 months past the deadline, and it 
appears we will keep waiting. The 
delay causes regulatory uncertainty 
and potential setbacks for pursuing the 
development of this renewable energy 
source. 

Our amendment to H.R. 3221 would 
require MMS to report to Congress 
within 30 days on the status of these 
regulations. We need to know the rea-
son for the delay and what can be done 
to move things along so communities 
wishing to invest in this clean, renew-
able technology can move forward. 
This is of critical importance to the 
State of Delaware, which has not only 
agreed to produce 20 percent of its elec-
tricity from renewable sources by 2020 
but has made a strong commitment to 
offshore wind resources as a component 
of its energy portfolio. 

Wind power is 1 of the fastest-grow-
ing sources of energy and contributes 
economically and environmentally to 
America’s energy future. Electricity 
from wind is inflation proof and is not 
subject to the price volatility of tradi-
tional sources. With growing concern 
over climate change, wind power offers 
emission-free energy that will diversify 
our energy supply domestically, while 
easing demand for polluting and im-
ported fossil fuels. 

For Delaware and many other coastal 
States, our best wind resource lies not 
inland but just off our shores. I look 
forward to learning from and working 
with the various agencies to make sure 
our renewable energy resources are de-
veloped in a timely and environ-
mentally friendly manner so States 
like Delaware that have signaled it is 
time to move forward can do so. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. BARTON of Texas. Mr. Chair-
man, I rise to claim the time in opposi-
tion to the amendment simply to ask 
some questions, though I will not be in 
opposition at the end. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-
tleman from Texas is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. BARTON of Texas. Mr. Chair-
man, I yield 3 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts. 

Mr. DELAHUNT. Mr. Chairman, I 
thank the gracious gentleman from 
Texas for yielding. 

I rise to support this amendment. 
As the gentleman from Delaware in-

dicated, 2 years ago Congress author-
ized the development of renewable en-
ergy from wind and wave and tidal 
sources in Federal waters, and the De-
partment of the Interior was instructed 
to establish a program in a uniform set 
of standards. This initiative was based 
on the successful example of European 
countries that are now developing 
thousands of megawatts of clean, re-
newable energy from their coastal wa-
ters. 

In Germany, the United Kingdom and 
Spain, efforts are well under way to 
identify offshore renewable energy 
sites with clear standards to protect 
the environment, wildlife and mariners 
and to provide companies with a set of 
guidelines to develop these areas. 

With respect to offshore wind energy, 
Germany has already zoned much of 
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the North Sea to tap into 25,000 
megawatts of energy in the next 20 
years. Most of these projects are in 
deep water, far offshore, and using 
technologies that create thousands of 
jobs. 

Here in the United States, our coast-
al waters have the potential to gen-
erate close to 900,000 megawatts of en-
ergy, and much of this is also in deep 
water. That is an amount that is close 
to today’s electric capacity for the en-
tire Nation. We have the technology, 
the capital, and the skilled labor to de-
velop a significant amount of this en-
ergy. We could become the Saudi Ara-
bia of wind. 

However, what we lack is the Interior 
Department’s program. After 2 years, 
we don’t even have a draft set of guide-
lines. 

There are reports that the Interior 
Department in this initiative is under-
funded, that the studies we have called 
for have not been done, and that the 
dedicated staff is overworked. We need-
ed to step in now and do what we can 
to help this effort succeed. 

This amendment will help accom-
plish that goal. I commend my friend 
and colleague from Delaware, and I 
urge its adoption. 

Mr. CASTLE. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume, 
and I yield to the gentleman for ques-
tions he may have. 

Mr. BARTON of Texas. I just want to 
ask the two authors a few questions. 

Is there anything in this amendment 
that might have the unintended effect 
of slowing the process down even fur-
ther of getting these regulations in 
place? 

Mr. CASTLE. Mr. Chairman, if there 
is anything in this amendment that I 
thought would slow down that process 
further, I would pull the amendment in 
a minute. 

The whole idea of this amendment is 
to compel them to look at what they 
are doing, give us a report, and move 
forward with it. It is in no way in-
tended, directly or indirectly, to slow 
anything down. It is an effort to get it 
done. I think we both strongly believe 
in the wind energy circumstance. 

Mr. BARTON of Texas. Is there any-
thing in the amendment that could be 
construed to be a roadblock for any 
specific existing project that has not 
yet been permitted? 

Mr. CASTLE. To the best of my 
knowledge, absolutely not. We have 
made the amendment very plain, very 
clear, so there could not be a roadblock 
and could not be a slow-down cir-
cumstance. 

Mr. BARTON of Texas. Mr. Chair-
man, with that understanding, I sup-
port the amendment. 

Mr. BOUCHER. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CASTLE. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Virginia. 

Mr. BOUCHER. Mr. Chairman, I 
thank the gentleman from Delaware 

for yielding, and I want to commend 
him as well as the gentleman from 
Massachusetts for bringing this matter 
before the House. 

I think it is appropriate to move 
along the process of having regulations 
issued with regard to offshore wind en-
ergy, and we support this amendment 
and would urge its adoption. 

Mr. CASTLE. Reclaiming my time, 
Mr. Chairman, I thank the gentleman 
from Virginia; and I appreciate his sup-
port as well. I very much appreciate 
the support of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, who has been very in-
volved with this. 

I encourage support of the amend-
ment. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The ques-
tion is on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Delaware (Mr. 
CASTLE). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT NO. 16 OFFERED BY MR. WU 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. It is now in 
order to consider amendment No. 16 
printed in part B of House Report 110– 
300. 

Mr. WU. Mr. Chairman, I offer an 
amendment. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The Clerk 
will designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Amendment No. 16 offered by Mr. WU: 
In subtitle E of title IV, add at the end the 

following new section: 
SEC. 4417. UNIVERSITY BASED RESEARCH AND 

DEVELOPMENT GRANT PROGRAM. 
(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Secretary shall 

establish a competitive grant program, in a 
geographically diverse manner, for projects 
submitted for consideration by institutions 
of higher education to conduct research and 
development of renewable energy tech-
nologies. Each grant made shall not exceed 
$2,000,000. 

(b) ELIGIBILITY.—Priority shall be given to 
institutions of higher education with— 

(1) established programs of research in re-
newable energy; 

(2) locations that are low income or out-
side of an urbanized area; 

(3) a joint venture with an Indian tribe; 
and 

(4) proximity to trees dying of disease or 
insect infestation as a source of woody bio-
mass. 

(c) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
the Secretary $25,000,000 for carrying out this 
section. 

(d) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
(1) INDIAN TRIBE.—The term ‘‘Indian tribe’’ 

has the meaning as defined in section 126(c) 
of the Energy Policy Act of 2005. 

(2) INSTITUTIONS OF HIGHER EDUCATION.— 
The term ‘‘institutions of higher education’’ 
has the meaning as defined in section 102(a) 
of the Higher Education Act of 1965. 

(3) RENEWABLE ENERGY.—The term ‘‘renew-
able energy’’ has the meaning as defined in 
section 902 of the Energy Policy Act of 2005. 

(4) URBANIZED AREA.—The term ‘‘urbanized 
area’’ has the mean as defined by the U.S. 
Bureau of the Census. 

Amend the table of contents accordingly. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 615, the gentleman 
from Oregon (Mr. WU) and a Member 
opposed each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Oregon. 

Mr. WU. Mr. Chairman, I yield myself 
such time as I may consume. 

I offer an amendment to invest fur-
ther in renewable energy by creating a 
university based research program for 
biomass energy research. The amend-
ment authorizes funds for competitive 
grants to support research at institu-
tions of higher education to use trees 
killed by disease or insect infestation 
for biomass energy. 

Priority will be given to research in-
stitutions in low-income or rural com-
munities, those that already conduct 
research in this field, institutions 
which can enter joint ventures with In-
dian tribes and those institutions lo-
cated near forests killed by massive 
disease or insect infestation. 

Mr. Chairman, we must capitalize on 
America’s universities for research and 
renewable energy. My amendment will 
harness universities as a resource to 
advance our renewable energy port-
folio. 

The amendment also ensures grants 
will be distributed throughout the 
United States. If fully funded, at least 
a dozen universities could be selected 
from the pool of university applicants. 

In the Pacific Northwest, the unfor-
tunate incidence of disease and insect 
infestation in our forests can be miti-
gated by turning dead trees into renew-
able energy. By targeting universities 
in rural and low-income communities, 
we create needed jobs and help develop 
those jobs in communities which fre-
quently have felt neglected in our pur-
suit of pro-environmental causes. 

Dead trees can be an opportunity to 
create clean, renewable energy, gen-
erate jobs and protect our healthy for-
ests by using our dead and dying ones 
for biomass energy. I urge my col-
leagues to support this research pro-
gram. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. HALL of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I 
rise to claim the time in opposition to 
the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-
tleman is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. HALL of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

I have more problems with the 
amendment than I do with the author, 
and maybe the author and I can talk 
here and then get together and work 
some things out. 

Actually, my problems with it is that 
we are told that it amends the biofuels 
subtitle and creates a university based 
research and development competitive 
grant program in a geographically di-
verse manner. That’s a pretty long sen-
tence there for me to try to figure out 
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exactly what it means. But as I go 
down through it and see, in awarding 
the grants, it says that ‘‘priority 
should be given to institutions of high-
er education with all of the following.’’ 
I want to point out these ‘‘following,’’ 
and I know that the author is probably 
going to be able to explain them to me. 

But I remember one time in the 
Texas Senate when we had a man stand 
up and he was trying to pass a bill as 
to where all the voting machines had 
to be constructed, and they all had to 
be constructed in a county in Texas, 
and he described the county as being in 
excess of 20,000 but not in excess of 
20,003, and his county had 20,002 in it. 

Now, I don’t know if your labeling of 
these narrows it down to one institu-
tion or two institutions. I know there 
aren’t any in Texas, because we don’t 
have any Indians in Texas. But could 
you give me a little explanation on 
that? 

Mr. WU. Mr. Chairman, will the gen-
tleman yield? 

Mr. HALL of Texas. I yield to the 
gentleman from Oregon. 

Mr. WU. Mr. Chairman, there are at 
least several institutions that I know 
of in the Pacific Northwest that would 
qualify; and I suspect that if a fine re-
search institution in Texas were to 
team up, say, with an Indian tribe in 
New Mexico or Oklahoma, I am sure 
that many institutions in Texas would 
also qualify under these criteria. 

I would further like to point out 
that, unlike other grant programs 
which specify a handful of States which 
are to be given priority, this amend-
ment does not do that. It is designed to 
be open to schools from all 50 States. 

Mr. HALL of Texas. Do you mind if I 
just lay out what is in the bill? It says 
it has to be an established program of 
research and renewable energy. That’s 
fine. 

Locations that are low income or 
outside of an urbanized area, I guess 
that’s okay. 

A joint venture with an Indian tribe, 
that’s where you start to lose me. 

In proximity to trees dying of disease 
or insect infestation as a source of 
woody biomass, that one really does 
get to me. I just don’t know how much 
biomass is adjacent to any of the uni-
versities, particularly any of the uni-
versities in my area, certainly not in 
my district. 

And the amendment authorizes $25 
million with no fiscal year designation. 
And a little bit further, it is unclear 
from the all-inclusive list of how many 
colleges and universities would be eli-
gible to receive these grants under this 
section. 

If you could just explain a few of 
those and tell me you would work with 
me before we get to the front gate, I 
would be glad to listen. 

Mr. WU. Mr. Chairman, will the gen-
tleman yield? 

Mr. HALL of Texas. I do yield, sir. 

Mr. WU. Mr. Chairman, it is my 
recollection that Lyndon Johnson paid 
a great deal of attention to trees in 
Texas and their positive and detri-
mental nature at times. It has come to 
my attention, through my public and 
private activities in the Pacific North-
west, that we have a tremendous num-
ber of trees, some of which are dying of 
disease and insect infestation, and 
those trees become a threat to our 
healthy forests. 

b 1530 

It was the intent of this author to try 
to have a win-win by generating energy 
from dead and dying trees which are 
otherwise a threat to the healthy for-
ests which remain. 

Mr. HALL of Texas. The amendment, 
while in the biofuels subtitle, does not 
direct colleges and universities to con-
duct research and development into 
biofuels specifically. Is that right? 

Mr. WU. If the gentleman would 
yield. 

Mr. HALL of Texas. If the gentleman 
will work with me from this point for-
ward, we will withdraw our opposition 
to it, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. WU. I thank the gentleman. 
Mr. HALL of Texas. I yield back the 

balance of my time. 
Mr. WU. I yield back the balance of 

my time. 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. The ques-

tion is on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Oregon (Mr. WU). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT NO. 17 OFFERED BY MS. GIFFORDS 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. It is now in 

order to consider amendment No. 17 
printed in part B of House Report 110– 
300. 

Ms. GIFFORDS. Mr. Chairman, I 
have an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The Clerk 
will designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Amendment No. 17 offered by Ms. GIF-
FORDS: 

In subtitle D of title IV, before section 
4301, insert the following: 
PART 1—RESEARCH AND ADVANCEMENT 
In section 4302, strike ‘‘subtitle’’ and insert 

‘‘part’’. 
At the end of subtitle D of title IV, add the 

following new part: 
PART 2—DEVELOPMENT AND USE OF 

SOLAR ENERGY PRODUCTS 
SEC. 4311. DEFINITIONS. 

For purposes of this part: 
(1) The term ‘‘Board’’ means the Solar En-

ergy Industries Research and Promotion 
Board established under section 4312(b)(1). 

(2) The term ‘‘Committee’’ means the Solar 
Energy Research and Promotion Operating 
Committee established under section 
4312(b)(4). 

(3) The term ‘‘Department’’ means the De-
partment of Energy. 

(4) The term ‘‘importer’’ means any person 
who imports solar energy products from out-
side the United States. 

(5) The term ‘‘order’’ means a solar energy 
product research and promotion order issued 
under section 4312. 

(6) The term ‘‘promotion’’ means any ac-
tion to advance the image and desirability of 
solar energy products with the express in-
tent of improving the competitive position 
and stimulating sales of solar energy prod-
ucts in the marketplace. 

(7) The term ‘‘Secretary’’ means the Sec-
retary of Energy. 

(8) The term ‘‘solar energy products’’ 
means solar water heating components and 
systems and photovoltaic components and 
systems. 
SEC. 4312. SOLAR RESEARCH AND INFORMATION 

PROGRAM. 
(a) ISSUANCE OF ORDERS.— 
(1) PROPOSED ORDER.—Not later than 30 

days after receipt of a proposal for a solar 
energy product research and promotion 
order, the Secretary shall publish such pro-
posed order and give due notice and oppor-
tunity for public comment on such proposed 
order. Such proposal may be submitted by 
any organization meeting the requirements 
for certification under section 4313 or any in-
terested person, including the Secretary. 

(2) FINAL ORDER.—After notice and oppor-
tunity for public comment are given, as pro-
vided for in paragraph (1), the Secretary 
shall issue a solar energy product research 
and promotion order. The order shall become 
effective not later than 120 days after publi-
cation of the proposed order. 

(b) REQUIRED TERMS IN ORDERS.—An order 
issued under subsection (a) shall contain the 
following terms and conditions: 

(1) The order shall provide for the estab-
lishment and selection of a Solar Energy In-
dustries Research and Promotion Board. In 
addition to nonpermanent members of the 
Board, there shall be two permanent mem-
bers of the Board, a representative chosen by 
the Secretary and a representative chosen by 
one of the organizations certified under sec-
tion 4313. Nonpermanent members of the 
Board shall be solar energy products pro-
ducers and importers appointed by the Sec-
retary from— 

(A) nominations submitted by eligible or-
ganizations certified under section 4313; and 

(B) nominations submitted by importers 
under such procedures as the Secretary de-
termines appropriate. 

The Secretary shall ensure adequate rep-
resentation of all geographic regions of the 
United States on the Board. 

(2) The order shall define the powers and 
duties of the Board, which shall be exercised 
at an annual meeting, and shall include only 
the following powers: 

(A) To administer the order in accordance 
with its terms and provisions. 

(B) To make rules and regulations to effec-
tuate the terms and provisions of the order. 

(C) To elect members of the Board to serve 
on the Committee. 

(D) To approve or disapprove budgets sub-
mitted by the Committee. 

(E) To receive, investigate, and report to 
the Secretary complaints of violations of the 
order. 

(F) To recommend to the Secretary amend-
ments to the order. In addition, the order 
shall determine the circumstances under 
which special meetings of the Board may be 
held. 

(3) The order shall provide that the term of 
appointment for nonpermanent members of 
the Board shall be 3 years with no nonperma-
nent member serving more than 2 consecu-
tive terms, except that initial appointments 
shall be proportionately for 1-year, 2-year, 
and 3-year terms; and that Board members 
shall serve without compensation, but shall 
be reimbursed for their reasonable expenses 
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incurred in performing their duties as mem-
bers of the Board. 

(4)(A) The order shall provide that the 
Board shall elect from its membership 10 
members to serve on the Solar Energy Re-
search and Promotion Operating Committee. 

(B) The Committee shall develop plans or 
projects of research, information, and pro-
motion which shall be paid for with assess-
ments collected by the Board. In developing 
plans or projects, the Committee shall, to 
the extent practicable, ensure that all seg-
ments of the solar industry receive fair 
treatment under this part based upon con-
tributions made under paragraph (8). 

(C) The Committee shall be responsible for 
developing and submitting to the Board, for 
its approval, budgets on a fiscal year basis of 
its anticipated expenses and disbursements, 
including probable costs of research, pro-
motion, and information projects. The Board 
shall approve or disapprove such budgets 
and, if approved, shall submit such budget to 
the Secretary for the Secretary’s approval. 

(D) The total costs of collection of assess-
ments and administrative staff incurred by 
the Board during any fiscal year shall not 
exceed 5 percent of the projected total as-
sessments to be collected by the Board for 
such fiscal year. The Board shall use, to the 
extent possible, the resources, staffs, and fa-
cilities of existing organizations. 

(5) The order shall provide that terms of 
appointment to the Committee shall be 1 
year, and that no person may serve on the 
Committee for more than 6 consecutive 
terms. Committee members shall serve with-
out compensation, but shall be reimbursed 
for their reasonable expenses incurred in per-
forming their duties as members of the Com-
mittee. The Committee may utilize the re-
sources, staffs, and facilities of the Board 
and industry organizations. An employee of 
an industry organization may not receive 
compensation for work performed for the 
Committee, but shall be reimbursed from as-
sessments collected by the Board for reason-
able expenses incurred in performing such 
work. 

(6) The order shall provide that, to ensure 
coordination and efficient use of funds, the 
Committee shall enter into contracts or 
agreements for implementing and carrying 
out the activities authorized by this part 
with established national nonprofit industry- 
governed organizations to implement pro-
grams of research, promotion, and informa-
tion. In any fiscal year, the total assess-
ments available for spending for this pro-
gram (including administrative expenses 
under paragraph (4)(D)) shall not exceed 50 
percent of the projected total assessments 
for that year. Any such contract or agree-
ment shall provide that— 

(A) the person entering the contract or 
agreement shall develop and submit to the 
Committee a plan or project together with a 
budget or budgets that shows estimated 
costs to be incurred for the plan or project; 

(B) the plan or project shall become effec-
tive on the approval of the Secretary; and 

(C) the person entering the contract or 
agreement shall keep accurate records of all 
of its transactions, account for funds re-
ceived and expended, and make periodic re-
ports to the Committee of activities con-
ducted, and such other reports as the Sec-
retary, the Board, or the Committee may re-
quire. 

(7) The order shall require the Board and 
the Committee to— 

(A) maintain such books and records, 
which shall be available to the Secretary for 
inspection and audit, as the Secretary may 
prescribe; 

(B) prepare and submit to the Secretary, 
from time to time, such reports as the Sec-
retary may prescribe; and 

(C) account for the receipt and disburse-
ment of all funds entrusted to them. 

(8)(A) The order shall provide that each 
manufacturer of a solar energy product shall 
collect an assessment and pay the assess-
ment to the Board. 

(B) The order also shall provide that each 
importer of solar energy products shall pay 
an assessment, in the manner prescribed by 
the order, to the Board. 

(C) The assessments shall be used for pay-
ment of the costs of plans and projects, as 
provided for in paragraph (4), and expenses in 
administering the order, including more ad-
ministrative costs incurred by the Secretary 
after the order has been promulgated under 
this part, and to establish a reasonable re-
serve. The rate of assessment prescribed by 
the order shall be determined by the Sec-
retary in consultation with the Solar Energy 
Industry Association. 

(9) The order shall provide that the Board, 
with the approval of the Secretary, may in-
vest, pending disbursement, funds collected 
through assessments only in obligations of 
the United States or any agency thereof, in 
any interest-bearing account or certificate 
of deposit of a bank that is a member of the 
Federal Reserve System, or in obligations 
fully guaranteed as to principal and interest 
by the United States. 

(10) The order shall prohibit any funds col-
lected by the Board under the order from 
being used in any manner for the purpose of 
influencing governmental action or policy, 
with the exception of recommending amend-
ments to the order. 

(11)(A) The order shall require that each 
manufacturer or importer making payment 
to the Board maintain and make available 
for inspection such books and records as may 
be required by the order and file reports at 
the time, in the manner, and having the con-
tent prescribed by the order. Such informa-
tion shall be made available to the Secretary 
as is appropriate to the administration or 
enforcement of this part. All information so 
obtained shall be kept confidential by all of-
ficers and employees of the Department, and 
only such information so obtained as the 
Secretary deems relevant may be disclosed 
by them and then only in a suit or adminis-
trative hearing brought at the request of the 
Secretary, or to which the Secretary or any 
officer of the United States is a party, and 
involving the order. Nothing in this para-
graph may be deemed to prohibit— 

(i) the issuance of general statements, 
based on the reports, of the number of enti-
ties subject to the order or statistical data 
collected therefrom, which statements do 
not identify the information furnished by an 
person; or 

(ii) the publication, by direction of the 
Secretary, of the name of any person vio-
lating the order, together with a statement 
of the particular provisions of the order vio-
lated by the person. 

(B) No information obtained under the au-
thority of this part may be made available to 
any agency or officer of the United States 
for any purpose other than the implementa-
tion of this part and any investigatory or en-
forcement act necessary for the implementa-
tion of this part. Any person violating the 
provisions of this paragraph shall be subject 
to a fine of not more than $1,000, or to im-
prisonment for not more than one year, or 
both, and if an officer or employee of the 
Board or the Department, shall be removed 
from office. 

(12) The order shall contain terms and con-
ditions, not inconsistent with the provisions 
of this part, as necessary to effectuate the 
provisions of the order. 
SEC. 4313. CERTIFICATION OF ORGANIZATIONS 

TO NOMINATE. 
(a) ELIGIBILITY.—The eligibility of any na-

tional, regional, or State organization to 
represent manufacturers and to participate 
in the making of nominations under section 
4312(b) shall be certified by the Secretary. 
The Secretary shall certify any organization 
that the Secretary determines meets the eli-
gibility criteria established under subsection 
(b), and such determination as to eligibility 
shall be final. 

(b) CRITERIA.—An organization may be cer-
tified as described in subsection (a) if such 
organization meets all of the following eligi-
bility criteria: 

(1) The organization represents a majority 
of manufacturers of solar energy products in 
the Nation. 

(2) The organization has a history of sta-
bility and permanency. 

(3) A primary purpose of the organization 
is to promote the economic welfare of the 
solar energy products industry. 

(c) BASIS FOR CERTIFICATION.—Certification 
of an organization shall be based upon a fac-
tual report submitted by the organization. 
SEC. 4314. REFERENDUM. 

(a) INITIAL REFERENDUM.—For the purpose 
of determining whether the initial order 
shall be continued, not later than 48 months 
after the issuance of the order (or any earlier 
date recommended by the Board), the Sec-
retary shall conduct a referendum among 
persons who have been manufacturers or im-
porters of solar energy products during a 
representative period, as determined by the 
Secretary. The order shall be continued only 
if the Secretary determines that it has been 
approved by not less than a majority of the 
manufacturers voting in the referendum 
who, during a representative period as deter-
mined by the Secretary, have been engaged 
in the manufacturing of solar energy prod-
ucts. If continuation of the order is not ap-
proved by a majority voting in the ref-
erendum, the Secretary shall terminate the 
collection of assessments under the order 
within 6 months after the Secretary deter-
mines that continuation of the order is not 
favored by a majority voting in the ref-
erendum, and shall terminate the order in an 
orderly manner as soon as practicable after 
such determination. 

(b) SUBSEQUENT REFERENDA.—After the ini-
tial referendum, the Secretary may conduct 
a referendum on the request of a representa-
tive group comprising 25 percent or more of 
the number of manufacturers of solar energy 
products to determine whether manufactur-
ers favor the termination or suspension of 
the order. The Secretary shall suspend or 
terminate collection of assessments under 
the order within 6 months after the Sec-
retary determines that suspension or termi-
nation of the order is favored by a majority 
of the manufacturers voting in the ref-
erendum who, during a representative period 
as determined by the Secretary, have been 
engaged in the manufacture of solar energy 
products, and shall terminate or suspend the 
order in an orderly manner as soon as prac-
ticable after such determination. 

(c) PROCEDURES.—The Department shall be 
reimbursed from assessments collected by 
the Board for any expenses incurred by the 
Department in connection with conducting 
any referendum under this section, except 
for the salaries of Government employees. 
Any referendum conducted under this sec-
tion shall be conducted on a date established 
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by the Secretary, whereby manufacturers 
shall certify that they were engaged in the 
production of solar energy products during 
the representative period and, on the same 
day, shall be provided an opportunity to vote 
in the referendum. 
SEC. 4315. REFUNDS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—During the period prior to 
the approval of the continuation of an order 
pursuant to the referendum required under 
section 4314(a), subject to subsection (f) of 
this section, the Board shall— 

(1) establish an escrow account to be used 
for assessment refunds; 

(2) place funds in such account in accord-
ance with subsection (b); and 

(3) refund assessments to persons in ac-
cordance with this section. 

(b) AMOUNTS PLACED IN ACCOUNT.—Subject 
to subsection (f), the Board shall place in 
such account, from assessments collected 
under section 4312 during the period referred 
to in subsection (a), an amount equal to the 
product obtained by multiplying the total 
amount of assessments collected under sec-
tion 4312 during such period by 15 percent. 

(c) FULL REFUND ELECTION.—Subject to 
subsections (d), (e), and (f) and notwith-
standing any other provision of this part, 
any manufacturer or importer shall have the 
right to demand and receive from the Board 
a one-time refund of all assessments col-
lected under section 4312 from such manufac-
turer or importer during the period referred 
to in subsection (a) if such manufacturer or 
importer— 

(1) is responsible for paying such assess-
ment; and 

(2) does not support the program estab-
lished under this part. 

(d) PROCEDURE.—Such demand shall be 
made in accordance with regulations, on a 
form, and within a time period prescribed by 
the Board. 

(e) PROOF.—Such refund shall be made on 
submission of proof satisfactory to the Board 
that the manufacturer or importer— 

(1) paid the assessment for which refund is 
sought; and 

(2) did not collect such assessment from 
another manufacturer or importer. 

(f) DISTRIBUTION.—If the amount in the es-
crow account required to be established by 
subsection (a) is not sufficient to refund the 
total amount of assessments demanded by 
all eligible persons under this section, and 
the continuation of an order is approved pur-
suant to the referendum required under sec-
tion 4314(b), the Board shall— 

(1) continue to place in such account, from 
assessments collected under section 4312, the 
amount required under subsection (b), until 
such time as the Board is able to comply 
with paragraph (2); and 

(2) provide to all eligible persons the total 
amount of assessments demanded by all eli-
gible persons under this section. 
If the continuation of an order is not ap-
proved pursuant to the referendum required 
under section 4314(b), the Board shall prorate 
the amount of such refunds among all eligi-
ble persons who demand such refund. 
SEC. 4316. ENFORCEMENT. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—If the Secretary believes 
that the administration and enforcement of 
this part or an order would be adequately 
served by such procedure, following an op-
portunity for an administrative hearing on 
the record, the Secretary may— 

(1) issue an order to restrain or prevent a 
person from violating an order; and 

(2) assess a civil penalty of not more than 
$25,000 for violation of such order. 

(b) JURISDICTION.—The district courts of 
the United States are vested with jurisdic-

tion specifically to enforce, and to prevent 
and restrain a person from violating, an 
order or regulation made or issued under this 
part. 

(c) ATTORNEY GENERAL.—A civil action au-
thorized to be brought under this section 
shall be referred to the Attorney General for 
appropriate action. 
SEC. 4317. INVESTIGATIONS. 

The Secretary may make such investiga-
tions as the Secretary deems necessary for 
the effective administration of this part or 
to determine whether any person subject to 
this part has engaged or is about to engage 
in any act that constitutes or will constitute 
a violation of this part, the order, or any 
rule or regulation issued under this part. 
SEC. 4318. ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISION. 

The provisions of this part applicable to 
the order shall be applicable to amendments 
to the order. 

Amend the table of contents accordingly. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 615, the gentlewoman 
from Arizona (Ms. GIFFORDS) and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Arizona. 

Ms. GIFFORDS. Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. 

If there is one thing that we here in 
Congress can bank on, it’s that the sun 
is going to come up each and every 
day. Solar power is a domestic form of 
renewable energy, and increasing its 
use will be good for our environment, 
good for public health, good for our na-
tional security and good for our econ-
omy. 

I hail from the great State of Ari-
zona, of course, which is rich in sun-
shine, but every single State in our 
country receives enough sunshine to 
make valuable use of solar energy. In 
addition to all the societal benefits 
that I mentioned, solar power is also a 
solid property investment. Solar panels 
installed on homes or offices enable 
families or businesses to reduce and 
often eliminate electricity bills. They 
often pay for themselves in just a few 
short years. Solar panels can increase 
the resale value of a home or a busi-
ness. Solar products are becoming 
more efficient and more attractive all 
the time and, in fact, there are several 
examples where the solar panels are ac-
tually built into and blend with regular 
roof tiles. 

Unfortunately, many consumers are 
not aware of some of these benefits of 
solar. They’re not aware of the im-
provements. A challenge for the solar 
industry to advertise and promote this 
has been addressed by another industry 
that I believe that we can learn from. 
The agriculture industry pioneered a 
mechanism called the check-off pro-
gram, and they did this to increase 
generally an awareness of a product 
rather than a particular brand. These 
programs are federally created and 
they are a proven way of increasing 
consumer awareness of a category of 
products. Almost two dozen programs 
have been created, and some of these 

we know very well. For example, in the 
milk industry, the Got Milk? cam-
paign. Beef. Cotton. Pork. The wide fa-
miliarity that we can all name in these 
campaigns is a solid testament to the 
effectiveness of raising consumer 
awareness. And increased consumer 
awareness is exactly what the solar in-
dustry needs in order to increase the 
demand for products here in the United 
States, which will be to the benefit of 
the entire country. 

I therefore offer an amendment that 
would create a check-off program for 
the solar industry. This amendment 
has been explicitly requested by the 
solar industry. It is structured to incur 
no cost for the government. All costs 
are borne by the solar industry, yet in-
dividual companies have the ability to 
opt out of the program. 

I urge my colleagues to support this 
amendment. It is a proven idea with a 
good track record. It will address glob-
al warming, energy independence, 
American competitiveness, and I be-
lieve it’s a winning proposition. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. HALL of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I 
seek time for the Science Committee. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-
tleman is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. HALL of Texas. I yield myself 
such time as I may consume. 

As I read this amendment, it creates 
both a Solar Energy Industries Re-
search and Promotion Board and then 
also creates a Solar Energy Research 
and Promotion Operating Committee, 
which would be established and admin-
istered with fees assessed involuntarily 
against solar manufacturers and im-
porters. I guess one of the things that 
I’m concerned about is this will even-
tually be passed on to consumers, to 
customers, that will wind up paying it. 
I would like to know more about how 
voluntary it is. 

Actually, it creates two additional 
layers of bureaucracy for the Secretary 
of Energy to promote solar power. I 
don’t see any reason why we don’t just 
give DOE a grant to promote solar 
power, if that’s the goal for it. There’s 
no really added benefit to creating 
both a solar board and a solar com-
mittee. I don’t understand why you’d 
have to have both of those or why you 
don’t lessen it down just to one solar 
organization. 

I note that the solar manufacturers 
and importers don’t have a chance nor 
a choice as to the creation of the board 
or the payment of the fees assessed to 
promote the use of solar power. I see 
somewhere in the bill here where 
there’s a huge fine there, a civil pen-
alty, if certain things aren’t done. I 
think it’s something that really needs 
to be looked at and really needs some 
work on it between now and the time 
the Senate works on it or the time we 
get to conference. 

As I read it again, it has the payment 
of a fee that also might be enforced by 
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a civil action by the Secretary of En-
ergy and the Attorney General, with a 
civil penalty of up to $25,000. That’s a 
pretty serious fee. And I can see how 
that might be passed on to any area 
there of operation. 

So here you have a fee, you have a 
board, you have a committee, an in-
spection of company books and records 
and the possibility of a civil penalty all 
being thrust upon solar manufacturers 
and importers, possibly against their 
wishes, all intending to help them. 

But at this point I guess I just have 
to ask the obvious question of why this 
program, if it really will help the man-
ufacturers and importers to find cus-
tomers for their solar products and 
technology, why it would not be offered 
the opportunity to participate in some 
type of a voluntary check-off program 
or a time when they can opt out? 

Would the gentlelady yield for a 
question? 

Ms. GIFFORDS. Mr. Chairman, I will 
yield. 

Mr. HALL of Texas. How long would 
it be before they could opt out if this is 
passed? What period is the opt-out pe-
riod, and explain that to us, if you 
would. 

Ms. GIFFORDS. Mr. Chairman, the 
companies would be able to opt out im-
mediately. 

Mr. HALL of Texas. I beg your par-
don? 

Ms. GIFFORDS. To my knowledge, 
those companies will be able to opt out 
if they do not want to participate in 
the program. Again, this is an amend-
ment that was brought to me by the 
Solar Energy Industries Association. 
The solar companies in Arizona that I 
have worked with are all in favor of 
this amendment. Again, it’s a vol-
untary program where the companies 
can choose to opt out if they so choose. 
But it has been successful, Mr. Chair-
man, in many other industries. And the 
agriculture industries that I mentioned 
are good examples. 

I am certainly willing to work with 
my friend from Texas as this bill moves 
forward, but I do think that there are 
some real benefits to offering this 
amendment. 

Mr. HALL of Texas. I would hope 
that you would. A lot of the companies 
that would be affected by this may be 
small businesses, they may not have 
the ability to opt out, and then have to 
bring a receipt to show, to maybe 
claim back some of their outlay. But 
they might be small businesses and 
startups, and I’m really concerned that 
it might have some unintended con-
sequences. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

Ms. GIFFORDS. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The ques-
tion is on the amendment offered by 
the gentlewoman from Arizona (Ms. 
GIFFORDS). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT NO. 18 OFFERED BY MRS. TAUSCHER 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. It is now in 
order to consider amendment No. 18 
printed in part B of House Report 110– 
300. 

Mrs. TAUSCHER. Mr. Chairman, I 
have an amendment at the desk made 
in order by the rule. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The Clerk 
will designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Amendment No. 18 offered by Mrs. 
TAUSCHER: 

Page 436, before line 8, insert the following 
(and conform the table of contents of the bill 
accordingly): 
SEC. ll. CAPITAL COST OF CONTRACTING VAN-

POOL PILOT PROGRAM. 
(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Secretary of 

Transportation shall establish and imple-
ment a pilot program to carry out vanpool 
demonstration projects in not more than 3 
urbanized areas and not more than 2 other 
than urbanized areas. 

(b) PILOT PROGRAM.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding section 

5323(i) of title 49, United States Code, for 
each project selected for participation in the 
pilot program, the Secretary shall allow the 
non-Federal share provided by a recipient of 
assistance for a capital project under chapter 
53 of such title to include the amounts de-
scribed in paragraph (2). 

(2) CONDITIONS ON ACQUISITION OF VANS.— 
The amount expended by a private provider 
of public transportation by vanpool for the 
acquisition of vans to be used by such pri-
vate provider in the recipient’s service area, 
excluding any amounts the provider may 
have received in Federal, State, or local gov-
ernment assistance for such acquisition, if 
the private provider enters into a legally 
binding agreement with the recipient that 
requires the private provider to use all reve-
nues it receives in providing public transpor-
tation in such service area, in excess of its 
operating costs, for the purpose of acquiring 
vans to be used by the private provider in 
such service area. 

(c) PROGRAM TERM.—The Secretary may 
approve an application for a vanpool dem-
onstration project for fiscal years 2008 
through 2009. 

(d) REPORT TO CONGRESS.—Not later than 1 
year after the date of enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary shall transmit to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastructure 
of the House of Representatives and the 
Committee on Banking, Housing, and Urban 
Affairs of the Senate, a report containing an 
assessment of the costs, benefits, and effi-
ciencies of the vanpool demonstration 
projects. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 615, the gentlewoman 
from California (Mrs. TAUSCHER) and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from California. 

Mrs. TAUSCHER. Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. I yield myself as much time 
as I may consume, and I will be very 
brief. 

I rise today to offer an amendment 
with my friend MIKE ROGERS of Michi-
gan to provide commuters relief from 
soaring gas prices by making van pool-

ing a more viable option. Our initiative 
creates a 2-year pilot program in five 
regions across the country. It will 
allow State and local governments ac-
cess to a Federal Transit Administra-
tion policy known as the Federal Cap-
ital Cost of Contracting. While the 
change is fairly technical, its impact is 
not. It is estimated that this alteration 
could more than triple van pooling 
across the Nation, conserving over 500 
million gallons of fuel per year and 
greatly reducing ozone emissions. 
Moreover, it won’t impact the Federal 
budget, and the vehicles used are made 
by American manufacturers. 

Mr. Chairman, this commonsense 
amendment will give Americans access 
to another form of transportation that 
reduces greenhouse gas emissions, re-
duces congestion and saves fossil fuels. 

I ask my colleagues to support the 
amendment, I understand that Chair-
man OBERSTAR is willing to accept the 
amendment, and I am happy to reserve 
my time. 

Mr. BARTON of Texas. Mr. Chair-
man, I rise in opposition only to claim 
time. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Without ob-
jection, the gentleman is recognized 
for 5 minutes. 

There was no objection. 
Mr. BARTON of Texas. And I do not 

oppose it. I think it’s one of the best 
amendments that’s been offered. Any-
thing we can do to help. This is obvi-
ously something that needs to be done. 
Not only van pooling but car pooling, 
also. And the more emphasis we can 
put on this, this is one of the most 
cost-efficient ways to save transpor-
tation fuels out there. 

All you have to do is go to any free-
way in any urban area in America and 
see all the cars and trucks that have 
only one person in them to understand 
how important this particular amend-
ment is. I’m in very strong support of 
it and would urge its adoption. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mrs. TAUSCHER. Mr. Chairman, I 
thank the gentleman from Texas for 
his kind words. I once again thank 
Chairman OBERSTAR for his support. I 
urge my colleagues’ support. 

Mr. OBERSTAR. Mr. Chairman, I rise in 
strong support of the amendment offered by 
the gentlewoman from California (Mrs. 
TAUSCHER) and the gentleman from Michigan 
(Mr. ROGERS). 

Our Nation is experiencing a public trans-
portation renaissance. Last year, people took 
over 10.1 billion trips on public transportation. 
Transit experienced its highest ridership in 47 
years. 

Currently, transit use reduces U.S. gasoline 
consumption by approximately 1.4 billion gal-
lons per year, or 3.9 million gallons per day. 
However, transit could play a much larger role 
in reducing our dependence on foreign oil if 
the traveling public had additional transit op-
tions. 

One of the lowest cost modes of public 
transportation is vanpooling. Vanpooling is an 
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arrangement by which commuters travel to-
gether in a van, usually 6 to 15 passengers. 
Vanpooling is used often in para-transit and 
special needs services, such as providing 
transportation services for the elderly. It is also 
used by employers to transport commuters to 
and from work. Vanpools provide transit serv-
ices in a variety of ways. Public transportation 
agencies own and operate vanpools, and 
often times, the public agencies contract with 
private operators to provide vanpool service. 

This amendment creates a new vanpool 
demonstration program through the Depart-
ment of Transportation to explore the cost and 
energy efficiencies of transit vanpool services. 
It will enhance the ability of communities to 
offer vanpool transit services by providing 
State and local governments access to a Fed-
eral Transit Administration policy known as the 
‘‘Federal Capital Cost of Contracting’’ policy. 
The provision simply provides local govern-
ments with an additional option for using Fed-
eral formula transit dollars. It also allows pri-
vate sector vanpool providers to leverage pri-
vate investment with Federal transit funds, by 
using private capital as a local match, in order 
to lower the cost of joining a vanpool. 

It is estimated that this program could con-
serve over 500 million gallons of fuel per year 
and greatly reduce ozone emissions. The pro-
gram will also provide commuters with in-
creased transit services and options which will 
help reduce congestion nationwide without 
having an impact on the Federal budget. 

I urge my colleagues to support the 
Tauscher/Rogers amendment. 

Mrs. TAUSCHER. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The ques-
tion is on the amendment offered by 
the gentlewoman from California (Mrs. 
TAUSCHER). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT NO. 19 OFFERED BY MR. HOLT 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. It is now in 
order to consider amendment No. 19 
printed in part B of House Report 110– 
300. 

Mr. HOLT. Mr. Chairman, I have an 
amendment at the desk made in order 
under the rule. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The Clerk 
will designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Amendment No. 19 offered by Mr. HOLT: 
In section 8101(c)(1) of the bill— 
(1) strike ‘‘and’’ before ‘‘to alleviate’’; and 
(2) insert before the period at the end ‘‘, 

and to examine the potential fuel savings 
from intelligent transportation systems that 
help businesses and consumers to plan their 
travel and avoid delays, including web-based 
real-time transit information systems, con-
gestion information systems, carpool infor-
mation systems, parking information sys-
tems, freight route management, and traffic 
management systems’’. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 615, the gentleman 
from New Jersey (Mr. HOLT) and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from New Jersey. 

Mr. HOLT. Thank you, Mr. Chair-
man. I yield myself such time as I may 
consume, and I shall be brief. 

Suppose you are driving to work. 
Now, today you can listen to the radio 
and avoid some delays. But what if you 
had real-time information in your car 
that would instruct you to turn now 
and save 10 minutes on your commute? 
What if you could use that technology 
every day? What if millions of Ameri-
cans used that technology every day? 
You would save time, fuel and money. 

Mr. Chairman, this is not far-fetched. 
The technology exists today, but it is 
not widely implemented, although it 
could be. Information technology is be-
coming cheaper and cheaper. Elec-
tronic systems are now relatively inex-
pensive and easy to install, but we’ve 
really not looked at using them sys-
tematically. My amendment would 
mandate a study of this new tech-
nology, such as web-based real-time in-
formation systems, freight route man-
agement, congestion information sys-
tems, car pool information systems, 
parking information and so forth and 
would examine the fuel savings. 

b 1545 

This amendment, which is supported 
by the Intelligent Transportation Soci-
ety of America, simply calls for a study 
of the energy savings from intelligent 
transportation systems. It, indeed, I 
would argue, is an intelligent amend-
ment, and I believe Mr. OBERSTAR from 
Minnesota would agree. 

Mr. OBERSTAR. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. HOLT. I would be happy to yield 
to the gentleman from Minnesota. 

Mr. OBERSTAR. In the jurisdiction 
of the Committee on Transportation 
and Infrastructure, in our title of this 
bill we provide strengthening language 
for the Center for Climate Change and 
Environment in the Department of 
Transportation. And we require the 
Center to study and track low-cost so-
lutions to reducing transportation-re-
lated energy use and greenhouse gas 
emissions, which is exactly in the line 
that the gentleman proposes, potential 
fuel savings and benefits derived from 
intelligent transportation systems. 

We have to use the available tech-
nology on the ground as we do in the 
air for ITS to save fuel and energy for 
aviation. We can apply that technology 
to the ground, as the gentleman is pro-
posing. So we support this amendment. 

Mr. HOLT. I thank the gentleman. 
Again, this is very much in line with 

what the gentleman and his committee 
have authorized. The amendment just 
goes a step farther to require a study of 
the energy savings. I expect we will 
find that they are great, but let’s do 
the study. 

I urge support of this amendment. 
Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 

of my time. 
Mr. BARTON of Texas. We support 

the amendment and seek no time. 
Mr. HOLT. Mr. Chairman, I yield 

back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The ques-
tion is on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from New Jersey (Mr. 
HOLT). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT NO. 20 OFFERED BY MR. HASTINGS 

OF FLORIDA 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. It is now in 

order to consider amendment No. 20 
printed in part B of House Report 110– 
300. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr. Chair-
man, I offer an amendment. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The Clerk 
will designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Amendment No. 20 offered by Mr. HASTINGS 
of Florida: 

At the end of subtitle A of title II of the 
bill, insert the following: 
SEC. 2104. REPORT ON PROGRESS MADE IN PRO-

MOTING TRANSPARENCY IN EX-
TRACTIVE INDUSTRIES RESOURCE 
PAYMENTS. 

(a) PURPOSE.—The purpose of this section 
is to— 

(1) ensure greater United States energy se-
curity by combating corruption in the gov-
ernments of foreign countries that receive 
revenues from the sale of their natural re-
sources, and 

(2) enhance the development of democracy 
and increase political and economic stability 
in such resource-rich foreign countries. 

(b) FINDINGS.—Congress makes the fol-
lowing findings: 

(1) The United States is the world’s largest 
consumer of oil. The United States accounts 
for 25 percent of global daily oil demand—de-
spite having less than 3 percent of the 
world’s proven reserves. 

(2) 6 of the top 10 suppliers of United States 
crude oil imports rank in the bottom third of 
the world’s most corrupt countries, accord-
ing to Transparency International. 

(3) Corrupt and non-transparent foreign 
governments have a much higher risk of in-
stability and violent unrest, often leading to 
disruptions of energy supplies. In addition, 
the citizens of such countries often remain 
impoverished despite significant resource 
wealth. 

(4) Oil is a fungible commodity. Therefore 
supply disruptions due to political insta-
bility in other parts of the world affect 
United States domestic price and supply re-
gardless of the source of supply. 

(5) Transparency in extractive revenue 
transactions is important to decreasing cor-
ruption and increasing energy security. 

(6) The Extractive Industries Transparency 
Initiative (EITI) serves to improve invest-
ment climates through the audited disclo-
sure of revenue payments. 

(c) STATEMENT OF POLICY.—It is the policy 
of the United States— 

(1) to increase energy security by decreas-
ing energy reliance on corrupt foreign gov-
ernments; 

(2) to promote global energy security 
through promotion of programs such as EITI 
that seek to instill transparency and ac-
countability into extractive industries re-
source payments. 

(d) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 
Congress that the United States should fur-
ther global energy security and promote 
democratic development in resource-rich for-
eign countries by— 

(1) encouraging further participation in the 
Extractive Industries Transparency Initia-
tive (EITI) by eligible countries and compa-
nies; 
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(2) promoting the efficacy of the EITI pro-

gram by ensuring a robust and candid review 
mechanism; 

(3) establishing a domestic reporting re-
quirement for all companies that purchase 
natural resources from or make payments to 
government officials or entities connected 
with the extraction of such resources so that 
citizens can monitor expenditures by govern-
ment officials to ensure accountability for 
illicit diversion and wasteful use of revenues 
received; and 

(4) seeking to establish an international re-
porting requirement similar to the reporting 
requirement described in paragraph (3) in 
order to ensure that all international compa-
nies and foreign countries are competing and 
cooperating on a level playing field. 

(e) REPORT.— 
(1) REPORT REQUIRED.—Not later than 180 

days after the date of the enactment of this 
Act, and annually thereafter, the Secretary 
of State shall submit to Congress a report on 
progress made in promoting transparency in 
extractive industries resource payments. 

(2) MATTERS TO BE INCLUDED.—The report 
required by paragraph (1) shall include a de-
tailed description of United States participa-
tion in the Extractive Industries Trans-
parency Initiative (EITI), bilateral and mul-
tilateral diplomatic efforts to further par-
ticipation in the EITI, and other United 
States initiatives to strengthen energy secu-
rity, deter energy kleptocracy, and promote 
transparency in the extractive industries. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 615, the gentleman 
from Florida (Mr. HASTINGS) and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Florida. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr. Chair-
man, I yield myself such time as I may 
consume. 

Mr. Chairman, my amendment is 
aimed at combating corruption in en-
ergy-exporting countries and pro-
moting a global energy security. 

In my capacity as chairman of the 
Commission on Security and Coopera-
tion in Europe, I have held a series of 
hearings on the issue of global energy 
security. I offer this amendment today 
as a culmination of findings from those 
hearings. 

This amendment encourages inter-
national participation in the Extrac-
tive Industries Transparency Initiative 
and similar efforts. This amendment 
will increase the accountability of 
where our energy comes from by urging 
international disclosure of energy 
transactions and requiring the Sec-
retary of State to submit an annual re-
port on EITI compliance. It also states 
that it is the power of the United 
States to decrease reliance, energy re-
liance on corrupt foreign governments. 

I thank Chairmen LANTOS and DIN-
GELL and my colleagues of the U.S. 
Helsinki Commission and the staff of 
the Helsinki Commission, and mine, 
for their anticipated support. 

I urge my colleagues to vote in favor 
of this amendment and the underlying 
legislation. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise today to offer an 
amendment to the H.R. 3221, the New Direc-

tion for Energy Independence, National Secu-
rity, and Consumer Protection Act. The pur-
pose of this amendment is two-fold: to combat 
corruption in energy-exporting countries and to 
promote democracy and the rule of law in 
these countries as well. 

In my capacity as Chairman of the bipar-
tisan, bicameral Commission on Security and 
Cooperation in Europe (CSCE), I have held a 
series of hearings on the issue of global en-
ergy security in the 110th Congress. The top-
ics of those hearings have spanned the vast 
diversity energy concerns of the 56 CSCE 
member nations. I offer this amendment today 
as a culmination of findings from those hear-
ings. 

The United States is the world’s largest con-
sumer of oil, accounting for 25 percent of 
global daily oil demand, despite having less 
than 3 percent of the world’s proven reserves. 
As a result, we are increasingly dependent on 
foreign sources of energy. 

Mr. Chairman, unfortunately, the countries 
that the U.S. has become dependent on for 
that energy are not reliable politically. In fact, 
only two of the world’s top 10 exporters, Nor-
way and Mexico, are established democracies. 
The non-democratic exporting countries face 
political instability, which pose a serious threat 
to the supply and transit of the oil and gas that 
America runs on. 

While it is imperative that we work to limit 
our dependence on foreign oil and change the 
dynamic of supply and demand, it is just as 
important to create more stable and reliable 
sources of energy. As the National Petroleum 
Council recently reported, ‘‘There can be no 
U.S. energy security without global energy se-
curity.’’ 

Mr. Chairman, my amendment meets our 
objective of global energy security by sup-
porting international participation in the Extrac-
tive Industries Transparency Initiative (EITI) 
and similar efforts. This amendment also 
urges these countries to establish domestic re-
porting requirements for all companies that 
purchase natural resources or make payments 
connected with the extraction of such re-
sources to increase the accessibility of these 
transactions for accountable monitoring. 

My amendment further requires that the 
Secretary of State submit to the Congress an 
annual report which details the United States’ 
own participation in the Extractive Industries 
transparency Initiative, as well as our bilateral 
and multilateral diplomatic efforts to further 
global participation in EITI. This annual report 
would also entail other U.S. initiatives to 
strengthen energy security, deter energy 
kleptocracy, and promote transparency in the 
extractive industries. 

Finally, my amendment states that it is the 
energy policy of the United States ‘‘to increase 
energy security by decreasing energy reliance 
on corrupt foreign governments.’’ 

Mr. Chairman, in order to have a com-
prehensive energy security policy for the na-
tion, we must develop a complete strategy to 
improve transparency and accountability in oil- 
exporting states. My amendment will do just 
that. 

I urge my colleagues to support this amend-
ment and the underlying legislation. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield such time as he 
may consume to the distinguished gen-
tleman from California (Mr. SHERMAN). 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, this 
amendment affects the portion of the 
bill within the jurisdiction of the For-
eign Affairs Committee. Chairman 
LANTOS accepts the amendment and 
commends the gentleman for his excel-
lent work. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr. Chair-
man, I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. BARTON of Texas. Mr. Chair-
man, I am going to rise in confused op-
position. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-
tleman is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. BARTON of Texas. We have been 
trying to figure out what this amend-
ment actually does. Would the author 
try to explain, in terms a Texan could 
understand, what you’re attempting 
here with this amendment? 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. BARTON of Texas. Sure. I would 
be happy to yield. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. There is a 
requirement for countries to partici-
pate in the extractive industries re-
porting. 

Basically what we are doing is, for 
the first time, asking the Secretary of 
State to encourage countries to par-
ticipate in EITI. EITI is to be renewed 
on September 30. And if we nudge some 
countries, without mentioning names, 
some of them may very well determine 
to participate. That way we will have 
more assurance of our energy supplies 
and try, as best we can, not to partici-
pate in the future with foreign corrupt 
governments. 

Mr. BARTON of Texas. Reclaiming 
my time, is the gentleman attempting 
to create a system where we encourage 
democratic government in these devel-
oping countries? Are you trying to get 
the countries to adopt specific extrac-
tive practices? What is the underlying 
intent? 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Extrac-
tive practices, if the gentleman would 
yield. 

Mr. BARTON of Texas. This is not an 
Energy and Commerce issue. The Gov-
ernment Reform Committee is not 
here. So I would say we will withdraw 
our opposition and just be neutral 
based on what the gentleman has said. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr. Chair-
man, I yield back the balance of my 
time. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The ques-
tion is on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Florida (Mr. 
HASTINGS). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT NO. 21 OFFERED BY MS. SOLIS 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. It is now in 
order to consider amendment No. 21 
printed in part B of House Report 110– 
300. 

Ms. SOLIS. Mr. Chairman, I offer an 
amendment. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The Clerk 
will designate the amendment. 
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The text of the amendment is as fol-

lows: 
Amendment No. 21 offered by Ms. SOLIS: 
At the end of subtitle B of title II of the 

bill, insert the following: 
SEC. 2209. REPORT ON IMPACT OF GLOBAL CLI-

MATE CHANGE ON DEVELOPING 
COUNTRIES. 

(a) REPORT REQUIRED.—Not later than 180 
days after the date of the enactment of this 
Act, the Secretary of State, in consultation 
with the Administrator of the United States 
Agency for International Development, the 
Administrator of the Environmental Protec-
tion Agency, and the heads of other appro-
priate Federal departments and agencies, 
shall submit to the appropriate congres-
sional committees a report on the impact of 
global climate change on developing coun-
tries. 

(b) MATTERS TO BE INCLUDED.—The report 
required by subsection (a) shall include— 

(1) an assessment of the current and antici-
pated needs of developing countries in adapt-
ing to the impact of global climate change; 
and 

(2) a strategy to address the current and 
anticipated needs of developing countries in 
adapting to the impact of global climate 
change, including the provision of United 
States assistance to developing countries, 
and an identification of existing funding 
sources and a description of new funding 
sources that will be required specifically for 
such purposes. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 615, the gentlewoman 
from California (Ms. SOLIS) and a Mem-
ber opposed each will control 5 min-
utes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from California. 

Ms. SOLIS. Mr. Chairman, today I 
urge my colleagues to support this 
amendment that I’m offering with my 
colleagues, Mr. GILCHREST, Mr. 
CARNAHAN and Mr. KIRK. 

Climate impacts on developing coun-
tries could increase stresses on natural 
resources such as water, drought and 
agriculture and compromise public 
health for the world. Unfortunately, 
developing nations often have weak or 
unstable domestic infrastructures mag-
nifying these impacts. 

The growing security risk of an un-
stable climate have been widely noted. 
On April 17, 2007, the U.N. Security 
Council held an open debate on the 
issue of national security and climate 
change. The issue was also subject of 
discussion at the Winter Parliamen-
tary Assembly meeting of the OSCE, 
which I’m a participant in, on Feb-
ruary 2007 where I was able to talk 
about and give a key address on our bi-
partisan efforts here in the U.S. House. 

A military advisory board, which in-
cluded General Anthony Zinni, Admi-
ral Richard Truly, Admiral Lopez and 
General Gordon Sullivan, concluded 
that climate change is the threat mul-
tiplier for instability and could push 
already weak and failing governments 
toward authoritarianism and radical 
ideologies. As a result, the U.S. may be 
drawn more frequently into these situ-
ations to either provide stability or re-
construction. 

This amendment, Members, builds on 
the recognition and requires the De-
partment of State, the Agency for 
International Development, the Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency and 
other relevant agencies to assess spe-
cific needs of developing countries in 
adapting to climate changes. Based on 
the assessment, our amendment re-
quires a strategy be submitted to the 
Congress to address these needs, in-
cluding identification of existing fund-
ing and new funding sources which may 
be required for such purposes. 

Please join us in building a founda-
tion to secure developing countries 
from instability associated with cli-
mate change. 

I yield to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. SHERMAN), a member of the 
Foreign Affairs Committee. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The amendment af-
fects a portion of the bill within the ju-
risdiction of the Foreign Affairs Com-
mittee. Chairman LANTOS accepts the 
amendment and commends the 
gentlelady and her co-authors on their 
excellent work. 

Ms. SOLIS. Mr. Chairman, I reserve 
the balance of my time. 

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Chairman, 
I rise in opposition to the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gentle-
woman from Florida is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Chairman, 
what concerns me most about the 
amendment is its requirement for a re-
port by the Secretary that includes a 
strategy to help developing countries 
to adapt to climate change, and I 
quote, ‘‘including the provision of 
United States assistance to developing 
countries and an identification of ex-
isting funding sources, and a descrip-
tion of new funding sources that will be 
required specifically for such pur-
poses.’’ 

Mr. Chairman, it’s one thing to have 
the executive branch agencies compose 
a strategy, but it’s quite another to en-
courage, if not require, such agencies 
to find new ways to justify further in-
creasing U.S. foreign assistance to 
these countries. 

This strategy would come after the 
section of the bill, section 2202, which 
already calls for $200 million every 
year from the year 2008 to the year 2012 
to be allocated for U.S. assistance and 
programs in developing countries that 
‘‘promote clean and efficient energy 
technologies.’’ 

I believe that there is a positive in-
tent behind this amendment, and I 
commend my colleague, Ms. SOLIS, 
from California for offering it. But it 
would be a better proposal if it did not 
have a requirement that the report 
from the Secretary of State include a 
strategy that basically instructs the 
Secretary to tell us how to spend more 
money. 

So I hope that our colleagues would 
reject this amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

Ms. SOLIS. Reclaiming my time, I 
would just like to submit that this is a 
study bill, and that we are exploring 
the possibilities of funding here. 

I would next like to recognize the 
gentleman from Missouri (Mr. 
CARNAHAN) for 30 seconds. 

Mr. CARNAHAN. Mr. Chairman, I 
rise just to add my voice in support of 
this bill and to submit the rest of my 
statement for the RECORD. 

I would like to thank my distinguished col-
leagues, Ms. SOLIS, Mr. GILCHREST, and Mr. 
KIRK for their work on this amendment. 

One of the important pieces of this bill is 
The ‘‘International Climate Cooperation Re-en-
gagement’’ section, which seeks to re-engage 
U.S. involvement in global climate change and 
will work to reduce global greenhouse emis-
sions worldwide. 

Our amendment will help us take another 
step in reducing the effects of global climate 
change. 

Numerous reports have found that climate 
change is directly linked to, and has a dis-
proportionate effect on, developing countries 
by threatening the world’s water supply and 
contributing to global poverty. 

In June 2007, the United Nations High Rep-
resentative for Least Developed Countries 
issued a report stating that climate change 
was the one of the most severe threats facing 
the least developed countries of the world. 

As one of the largest greenhouse gas emit-
ting countries in the world, it is our responsi-
bility to help other countries adapt to the ef-
fects of global warming. 

This amendment will take a crucial step by 
requiring a report on the adaptation needs of 
developing countries, and developing a strat-
egy to address those needs. 

Thank you and I urge adoption of our 
amendment. 

Ms. SOLIS. Mr. Chairman, I yield 1 
minute to Mr. GILCHREST, who is also 
one of our major cosponsors of the leg-
islation. 

Mr. GILCHREST. I thank the 
gentlelady for yielding. 

Mr. Chairman, what I would like to 
do is, to my colleagues, and certainly 
to the Speaker, if anybody else is lis-
tening, there is a lot of information 
out there about climate change. There 
is a lot of information about how it’s 
going to affect the globe and how it’s 
going to affect the United States. 

If there is any book that I have ever 
read with the written and pictorial 
word of that is ‘‘Earth Under Fire: How 
Global Warming is Changing the 
World,’’ Gary Braasch. 

What we need to do on this issue is 
understand a quote given by Norman 
Cousins who wrote the book 30 years 
ago, ‘‘Human Options.’’ And in that 
book there is a quote. That quote is, 
‘‘Knowledge is the solvent for danger.’’ 
And you put that quote next to another 
one by Thomas Jefferson, which says, 
‘‘ignorance and a free society and a 
successful society are not compatible.’’ 

What we have here is a study to un-
derstand the concept of where human 
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activity is not compatible with eons of 
nature design and its impact. 

Let’s learn about that information. 
Let’s vote for this amendment. 

Ms. SOLIS. Mr. Chairman, I would 
ask my colleagues to support this very 
important amendment and ask for an 
‘‘aye’’ vote. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The ques-
tion is on the amendment offered by 
the gentlewoman from California (Ms. 
SOLIS). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Ms. SOLIS. Mr. Chairman, I move 

that the Committee do now rise. 
The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly, the Committee rose; 

and the Speaker pro tempore (Mr. SAR-
BANES) having assumed the chair, Mr. 
SERRANO, Acting Chairman of the Com-
mittee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union, reported that that Com-
mittee, having had under consideration 
the bill (H.R. 3221) moving the United 
States toward greater energy independ-
ence and security, developing innova-
tive new technologies, reducing carbon 
emissions, creating green jobs, pro-
tecting consumers, increasing clean re-
newable energy production, and mod-
ernizing our energy infrastructure, had 
come to no resolution thereon. 

f 

PERMISSION TO REDUCE TIME 
FOR ELECTRONIC VOTING DUR-
ING FURTHER CONSIDERATION 
OF H.R. 3221 

Ms. SOLIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent that, during further con-
sideration of H.R. 3221 pursuant to 
House Resolution 615, the Chair may 
reduce to 2 minutes the minimum time 
for electronic voting under clause 6 of 
rule XVIII and clauses 8 and 9 of rule 
XX. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from California? 

Mr. BARTON of Texas. Reserving the 
right to object, and I may not object, I 
just want to ask of the gentlewoman 
from California, has this unanimous 
consent request been cleared with the 
minority leadership? 

Ms. SOLIS. Yes, it has, to my under-
standing. 

Mr. BARTON of Texas. And they 
have accepted it? 

Ms. SOLIS. Yes. 
Mr. BARTON of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 

I withdraw my reservation. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 

objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from California? 

There was no objection. 
f 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. DINGELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
have 5 legislative days in which to re-
vise and extend their remarks and to 

insert extraneous material into the 
record on H.R. 3221. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Michigan? 

There was no objection. 
f 

NEW DIRECTION FOR ENERGY 
INDEPENDENCE, NATIONAL SE-
CURITY, AND CONSUMER PRO-
TECTION ACT 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 615 and rule XVIII, 
the Chair declares the House in the 
Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union for the further con-
sideration of the bill, H.R. 3221. 

b 1601 

IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE 
Accordingly, the House resolved 

itself into the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the 
further consideration of the bill (H.R. 
3221) moving the United States toward 
greater energy independence and secu-
rity, developing innovative new tech-
nologies, reducing carbon emissions, 
creating green jobs, protecting con-
sumers, increasing clean renewable en-
ergy production, and modernizing our 
energy infrastructure, with Mr. 
SERRANO (Acting Chairman) in the 
chair. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. When the 

Committee of the Whole rose earlier 
today, amendment No. 21 offered by the 
gentlewoman from California (Ms. 
SOLIS) had been disposed of. 

AMENDMENT NO. 22 OFFERED BY MR. CLEAVER 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. It is now in 

order to consider amendment No. 22 
printed in part B of House Report 110– 
300. 

Mr. CLEAVER. Mr. Chairman, I offer 
an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. CLEAVER: 
Amend section 303(f)(1) of the Energy Pol-

icy Act of 1992, as proposed to be inserted by 
section 6201 of the bill, to read as follows: 

‘‘(1) PROHIBITION.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—No Federal agency shall 

acquire a light duty motor vehicle or me-
dium duty passenger vehicle that is not a 
low greenhouse gas emitting vehicle. 

‘‘(B) SPECIAL RULE FOR VEHICLES PROVIDED 
BY FUNDS CONTAINED IN MEMBERS’ REPRESEN-
TATIONAL ALLOWANCE.—If any portion of a 
Members’ Representational Allowance is 
used to provide any individual with a vehicle 
described in paragraph (1), including pro-
viding an individual with a vehicle under a 
long-term lease, the House of Representa-
tives shall be considered to have acquired 
the vehicle for purposes of paragraph (1). 

‘‘(C) DEFINITIONS.—In this paragraph— 
‘‘(i) the term ‘Federal agency’ includes any 

office of the legislative branch; and 
‘‘(ii) the term ‘Members’ Representational 

Allowance’ means the allowance described in 
section 101(a) of the House of Representa-
tives Administrative Reform Technical Cor-
rections Act (2 U.S.C. 57b(a)).’’. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 615, the gentleman 

from Missouri (Mr. CLEAVER) and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Missouri. 

Mr. CLEAVER. Mr. Chairman, it is 
my hope that we won’t have to use the 
entire 5 minutes in the interest of 
time. 

This is a simple but commonsense 
amendment to this bill, because it will 
require of Members of this body to do 
the exact same thing that we are re-
quiring of Federal agencies, and that is 
for any Member who is using his or her 
Members’ Representational Allowance 
to lease an automobile, that they 
would be required to lease the exact 
same kinds of vehicles, those that are 
alternative fuels when available, that 
we are requiring of Federal agencies. 

This amendment is designed for a 
demonstration to the public that we 
are serious about energy independence 
and that we are also going to lead by 
example. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. BARTON of Texas. Mr. Chair-
man, I rise in serious opposition. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-
tleman from Texas is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. BARTON of Texas. Mr. Chair-
man, I have great respect for my good 
friend from Missouri, who I believe was 
born in Texas. In fact, I think the gen-
tleman was born in Waxahachie, Texas, 
so I have utmost respect. 

Mr. Chairman, I have a GM assembly 
plant in my district in Arlington, 
Texas. The lease car that I use in my 
district is produced there. It is a GM 
Tahoe. It is a very good vehicle. It is 
made with union labor, which would 
make all my friends on the Democratic 
side happy. I am very happy with it. It 
has the engine in it that at a certain 
speed and under certain conditions, 
four of the eight cylinders stop work-
ing so you get increased fuel efficiency. 

But I don’t believe it would be cer-
tified as a low-greenhouse-gas-emitting 
vehicle. In fact, I am not sure that we 
have a definition right now in current 
law of what a low-greenhouse-gas-emit-
ting vehicle is. 

I certainly respect the gentleman 
from Missouri’s intent on this. But I 
think it is premature. I think we need 
to wait a number of years. Let’s see ex-
actly how some of these new vehicles 
that are currently in the research 
phase turn out. 

I drove another GM product around 
the Capitol not too many weeks ago 
that runs on hydrogen. That particular 
vehicle is not available for lease or sale 
right now. When it is, it probably will 
be a low-greenhouse-gas-emitting vehi-
cle. But it is probably 5 or 6 years away 
from being able to be purchased or 
leased. 

Mr. Chairman, again, we understand 
the intent of the amendment. The in-
tent is noble. But the application and 
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practice, I think, would be impractical 
at this point in time. So I strongly op-
pose the amendment and hope that we 
defeat it. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. CLEAVER. Mr. Chairman, there 
are about 100 Members of the United 
States Congress who lease automobiles. 
And we are requiring, as of 1997, 
through a mandate from President 
Clinton, that all vehicles operating 
under the aegis of the General Services 
Administration operate with flex-fuel 
vehicles. 

So what we are saying here is that we 
are willing to require that Federal 
agencies change their fleets, but that 
we are not willing to change our fleets. 
If those vehicles create confusion for us 
with regard to whether or not they are 
alternative-fuel vehicles, then we have 
to stop this entire program because we 
are already using the language of this 
amendment as we are requiring other 
vehicles throughout the Federal Gov-
ernment to use. 

I yield to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. WAXMAN), the chairman of 
the committee. 

Mr. WAXMAN. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
in support of Mr. CLEAVER’s amend-
ment. 

Mr. Chairman, this is an amendment 
to section 6201 of the bill, which is part 
of the contribution of the Oversight 
and Government Reform Committee 
which is a bipartisan one. 

Section 6201 requires Federal agen-
cies to purchase only low-greenhouse- 
gas-emitting vehicles for Federal 
fleets. This provision addresses the 
Government’s contribution to global 
warming from vehicles which are a sig-
nificant source of greenhouse gas emis-
sions. Mr. CLEAVER’s amendment pro-
poses to extend this requirement to 
cover Congress, as well. 

This amendment makes sense. It will 
further reduce greenhouse gas emis-
sions by expanding the use of low-emit-
ting vehicles. It holds Congress to the 
same standard we are applying to the 
executive branch. With this amend-
ment, Congress will be taking another 
step to fight global warming. 

Mr. Chairman, I urge my colleagues 
to support this amendment. 

Mr. CLEAVER. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
time to the distinguished majority 
leader, the gentleman from Maryland 
(Mr. HOYER). 

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Chairman, we are 
trying to move along the business of 
the people of this country. 

I rise in strong support of this ex-
traordinarily good legislation. 

Mr. Chairman, this legislation truly rep-
resents a new direction in America’s energy 
policy, and it will thereby strengthen our na-
tional, economic and environmental security. 

Twenty-eight years ago, President Carter 
said (and I quote): ‘‘This intolerable depend-
ence on foreign oil threatens our economic 
independence and the very security of our Na-
tion.’’ 

President Carter was correct then, but we 
failed to act. 

We must not fail to act today. 
We must pass this comprehensive legisla-

tion, which will reduce our reliance on foreign 
oil by investing in the infrastructure needed to 
deploy homegrown bio-fuels, providing incen-
tives for plug-in hybrid cars, and promoting the 
use of mass transit. 

This legislation also repeals a number of tax 
subsidies that benefit the oil and gas industry, 
and includes landmark energy efficiency provi-
sions that will save consumers and busi-
nesses at least $300 billion through 2030. 

In fact, the energy efficiency provisions will 
reduce carbon dioxide emissions by as much 
as 10.4 billion tons through 2030—more than 
the annual emissions of all the cars on the 
road in America today. 

In addition, it extends existing tax credits for 
the production of renewable energy; spurs in-
novation by supporting high-risk, high-payoff 
energy research; and bolsters research on re-
newable energy and global warming. 

Furthermore, the bill requires our govern-
ment to become carbon-neutral by the year 
2050, moving forward on carbon capture and 
sequestration, promoting clean energy exports 
to developing countries, and directing the ad-
ministration to lead the global effort to achieve 
a binding global warming agreement. 

It is my hope that the house will send this 
bill to conference with a strong vote so that we 
can reach consensus on issues such as the 
use of renewables, the development of new 
technologies, and the fiscally responsible ex-
tension of needed energy tax provisions. 

This bill will help us achieve that goal. I urge 
my colleagues to support it. 

Mr. BARTON of Texas. Mr. Chair-
man, I yield myself the balance of my 
time. 

Mr. Chairman, as our distinguished 
majority leader and the Speaker leave 
the floor, I would point out that the ve-
hicles that they drive with their secu-
rity detail wouldn’t qualify for low- 
greenhouse-gas-emitting vehicles. I am 
not sure that we would want to put 
them in a low-greenhouse-gas-emitting 
vehicle at this point in time given the 
security needs and the needs for rapid 
acceleration in case there were some 
sort of an emergency. 

Again, there is nothing wrong with 
the intent. But in application, all you 
have to do is go out outside this Cham-
ber right now and look at some of the 
vehicles that are strategically placed 
and look at the security personnel that 
are inside those vehicles. 

We need to be practical as we pass 
some of these legislative items that are 
under consideration today. This par-
ticular amendment, given the current 
technology and the state of the mar-
ket, is not practical to be broadly ap-
plied. 

If there are low-greenhouse-gas-emit-
ting vehicles, and again, I point out we 
don’t have a current definition, but if 
there are, and a Member of Congress 
wants to lease them or purchase them 
for personal use or lease them for gov-
ernment use, there is no prohibition 

against that. But we certainly don’t 
need to mandate it. 

Mr. Chairman, again, I would strong-
ly oppose the adoption of this amend-
ment. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of the time. 

Mr. CLEAVER. Mr. Chairman, one of 
the problems that we have as a body at 
this time is that the people around the 
country are constantly observing us 
and looking at us in ways that are neg-
ative because we want to pass laws to 
impose on everybody except us. 

If we are going to declare that we are 
moving toward energy independence, 
then the Members of the Congress 
using taxpayer dollars ought to be will-
ing to give up big Cadillacs in order to 
lease an energy-efficient car. 

The Speaker of the House, just to 
make a point, did, in fact, request an 
energy-efficient vehicle. Security, as 
they should have, said that they were 
not going to compromise security. 

But this late legislation does not 
even approach those who have security. 
This says, Members who use their 
MRA. The Speaker, the majority lead-
er, the minority leaders don’t use their 
MRA. These are vehicles leased by the 
House of Representatives. 

We cannot continue to try to lead the 
Nation in a direction that we won’t 
lead first. 

Mr. Chairman, I urge all the Mem-
bers to vote to allow Congress to take 
the lead in moving toward energy inde-
pendence. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The ques-
tion is on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Missouri (Mr. 
CLEAVER). 

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chairman announced that the ayes 
appeared to have it. 

Mr. BARTON of Texas. Mr. Chair-
man, I demand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Missouri will be 
postponed. 

b 1615 
AMENDMENT NO. 23 OFFERED BY MR. SARBANES 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. It is now in 

order to consider the last amendment, 
No. 23, printed in part B of House Re-
port 110–300. 

Mr. SARBANES. Mr. Chairman, I 
offer an amendment. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The Clerk 
will designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Amendment No. 23 offered by Mr. SAR-
BANES: 

At the end of title VI, add the following 
new subtitle: 

Subtitle C—Telework Enhancement 
SEC. 6301. SHORT TITLE. 

This subtitle may be cited as the 
‘‘Telework Enhancement Act of 2007’’. 
SEC. 6302. FEDERAL GOVERNMENT TELEWORK 

REQUIREMENT. 
(a) IN GENERAL.— 
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(1) ELIGIBILITY.—Within 1 year after the 

date of enactment of this Act, the head of 
each Executive agency shall establish a pol-
icy under which each employee of the agen-
cy, except as provided in subsection (b), shall 
be eligible to participate in telework. 

(2) PARTICIPATION POLICY.—The policy shall 
ensure that eligible employees participate in 
telework to the maximum extent possible 
without diminishing employee performance 
or agency operations. 

(b) INELIGIBLE EMPLOYEES.—Subsection 
(a)(1) does not apply to executive agency em-
ployees whose duties require the daily han-
dling of national security or intelligence ma-
terials or daily on-site physical presence for 
activity such as necessary contact with spe-
cial equipment or other activity that cannot 
be handled remotely or at an alternate work-
site. 
SEC. 6303. TRAINING AND MONITORING. 

The head of each executive agency shall 
ensure that— 

(1) telework training is incorporated in the 
agency’s new employee orientation proce-
dures; 

(2) telework training is provided to man-
agers and all new teleworkers; and 

(3) periodic employee reviews are con-
ducted for all employees to ascertain wheth-
er telework is appropriate for the employee’s 
job description and the extent to which it is 
being utilized by the employee. 
SEC. 6304. TELEWORK MANAGING EMPLOYEE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The head of each execu-
tive agency shall appoint a full time senior 
level employee of the agency as the 
Telework Managing Officer. The Telework 
Managing Office shall be established within 
the office of the chief administrative officer 
or a comparable office with similar func-
tions. 

(b) DUTIES.—The Telework Managing Offi-
cer shall— 

(1) serve as liaison between employees en-
gaged in teleworking and their employing 
entity; 

(2) ensure that the organization’s telework 
policy is communicated effectively to em-
ployees; 

(3) encourage all eligible employees to en-
gage in telework to the maximum prac-
ticable extent consistent with meeting per-
formance requirements and maintaining op-
erations; 

(4) assist the head of the agency in the de-
velopment and maintenance of agencywide 
telework policies; 

(5) provide assistance and advice in labor- 
management interactions regarding 
telework; 

(6) educate administrative units on 
telework policies, programs, and training 
courses; 

(7) provide written notification to each em-
ployee of specific telework programs and the 
employee’s eligibility for those programs; 

(8) focus on expanding and monitoring 
agency telework programs; 

(9) recommend and oversee telework-spe-
cific pilot programs for employees and man-
agers, including tracking performance and 
monitoring activities; 

(10) develop and administer a telework per-
formance reporting system; 

(11) promote and monitor agency and other 
resources necessary for effective tele-
working; 

(12) develop telework promotion and incen-
tive programs; and 

(13) assist the head of the agency in desig-
nating employees to telework to continue 
agency operations in the event of a major 
disaster (as defined in section 102 of the Rob-

ert T. Stafford Disaster Relief and Emer-
gency Assistance Act (42 U.S.C. 5122)). 

(c) REPORT.—The Telework Managing Offi-
cer shall submit a report to the head of the 
employing agency and the Comptroller Gen-
eral at least once every 12 months that in-
cludes a statement of the applicable 
telework policy, a description of measures in 
place to carry out the policy, and an analysis 
of the participation by employees of the en-
tity in teleworking during the preceding 12- 
month period. 
SEC. 6305. ANNUAL TELEWORK AGENCY RATING. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Comptroller General 
shall establish a system for evaluating— 

(1) the telework policy of each executive 
agency; and 

(2) on an annual basis the participation in 
teleworking by their employees. 

(b) REPORT.—The Comptroller General 
shall publish a report each year rating— 

(1) the telework policy of each entity to 
which this subtitle applies; 

(2) the degree of participation by employ-
ees of each such entity in teleworking during 
the 12-month period covered by the report; 

(3) for each executive agency— 
(A) the number of employees in the agency; 
(B) the number of those employees who are 

eligible to telework; 
(C) the number of employees who engage 

on a regular basis in teleworking; and 
(D) the number of employees who engage 

on an occasional or sporadic basis (at least 
one day per month) in teleworking; and 

(4) for each executive agency, an assess-
ment of agency compliance with this sub-
title. 
SEC. 6306 DEFINITIONS. 

In this subtitle: 
(1) EMPLOYEE.—The term ‘‘employee’’ has 

the meaning given that term by section 
8101(1) of title 5, United States Code. 

(2) EXECUTIVE AGENCY.—The term ‘‘Execu-
tive agency’’ has the meaning given that 
term by section 105 of title 5, United States 
Code. 

(3) TELEWORK.—The term ‘‘telework’’ 
means a work arrangement in which an em-
ployee regularly performs officially assigned 
duties at home or other worksites geographi-
cally convenient to the residence of the em-
ployee that— 

(A) reduces or eliminates the employee’s 
commute between his or her residence and 
his or her place of employment; and 

(B) occurs at least 2 business days per week 
in at least 48 weeks in a year. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 615, the gentleman 
from Maryland (Mr. SARBANES) and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Maryland. 

Mr. SARBANES. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Mr. Chairman, I am quite aware that 
I am the last one in line before the 
Committee rises. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise today to offer 
the Sarbanes-Wolf amendment to pro-
mote telework options for the Federal 
workforce. The amendment is in keep-
ing with the provisions of the energy 
bill that seek to promote a new carbon 
neutral Federal Government. In fact, it 
is estimated that about one-third of 
carbon emission in the United States is 
transportation related. 

Mr. Chairman, I want to thank 
Chairman WAXMAN for his support of 
the amendment. 

This amendment, combined with 
other provisions of the bill, such as 
higher emissions standards for vehicles 
owned and operated by the Federal 
Government, seeks to ensure that we 
in government do our part to reduce 
automobile emissions. 

I would like to salute the distin-
guished gentleman from Virginia, Con-
gressman WOLF, who has joined me 
today in offering this amendment, and 
is a tireless advocate for telework in 
the Federal Government. Over the last 
decade, he has put telework on the map 
as a management option within the 
Federal workforce, and I want to thank 
him for his leadership. 

The amendment requires that agen-
cies establish a telework policy within 
1 year. Employees who handle national 
security or intelligence materials or 
special equipment would be exempted 
from the policy. It provides for train-
ing and monitoring, designates a senior 
telework managing employee in each 
of the agencies, and requires the GAO 
to examine and evaluate the telework 
policies of each agency. 

I thank Congressman WOLF for his 
leadership in this area, and I hope all 
of my colleagues feel this is a win-win 
for the Federal Government and the 
Federal workforce. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. BARTON of Texas. Mr. Chair-
man, we don’t oppose the amendment 
and seek no time. 

Mr. SARBANES. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The ques-
tion is on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Maryland. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIRMAN 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 

clause 6 of rule XVIII, proceedings will 
now resume on those amendments 
printed in part B of House Report 110– 
300 on which further proceedings were 
postponed, in the following order: 

Amendment No. 6 by Mr. UDALL of 
New Mexico. 

Amendment No. 9 by Mr. ARCURI of 
New York. 

Amendment No. 13 by Mr. SALI of 
Idaho. 

Amendment No. 22 by Mr. CLEAVER of 
Missouri. 

The Chair will reduce to 2 minutes 
the time for any electronic vote after 
the first vote in this series. 

AMENDMENT NO. 6 OFFERED BY MR. UDALL OF 
NEW MEXICO 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The unfin-
ished business is the demand for a re-
corded vote on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from New Mexico 
(Mr. UDALL) on which further pro-
ceedings were postponed and on which 
the ayes prevailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 
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The Clerk redesignated the amend-

ment. 
RECORDED VOTE 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. A recorded 
vote has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 220, noes 190, 
not voting 28, as follows: 

[Roll No. 827] 

AYES—220 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Allen 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Bilbray 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Bono 
Bordallo 
Boswell 
Boyda (KS) 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown, Corrine 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson 
Castle 
Castor 
Chandler 
Christensen 
Cleaver 
Cohen 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis, Lincoln 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dicks 
Doggett 
Donnelly 
Doyle 
Ehlers 
Ellison 
Emanuel 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Farr 
Fattah 
Ferguson 
Filner 
Fortenberry 
Fossella 
Frank (MA) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gerlach 
Giffords 
Gilchrest 
Gillibrand 
Gonzalez 
Green, Al 

Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Heller 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Hinchey 
Hirono 
Hodes 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hooley 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kind 
King (NY) 
Kirk 
Kuhl (NY) 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
LaTourette 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lynch 
Maloney (NY) 
Markey 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum (MN) 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHugh 
McNerney 
McNulty 
Meek (FL) 
Michaud 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Mitchell 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murtha 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Norton 
Obey 
Olver 

Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Peterson (MN) 
Platts 
Pomeroy 
Porter 
Price (NC) 
Ramstad 
Rangel 
Reichert 
Reyes 
Rodriguez 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Ryan (WI) 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schwartz 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Shays 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shuler 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Stark 
Sutton 
Tauscher 
Taylor 
Thompson (CA) 
Tierney 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walsh (NY) 
Walz (MN) 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch (VT) 
Weller 
Wexler 
Wilson (NM) 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Wynn 
Yarmuth 

NOES—190 

Akin 
Alexander 
Bachmann 

Bachus 
Baker 
Barrett (SC) 

Barrow 
Bartlett (MD) 
Barton (TX) 

Berry 
Biggert 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Boozman 
Boren 
Boucher 
Boustany 
Boyd (FL) 
Brady (TX) 
Broun (GA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp (MI) 
Campbell (CA) 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Capito 
Carter 
Chabot 
Clyburn 
Cole (OK) 
Conaway 
Costello 
Cramer 
Cubin 
Culberson 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (KY) 
Davis, David 
Deal (GA) 
Dent 
Dingell 
Doolittle 
Drake 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Edwards 
Ellsworth 
Emerson 
English (PA) 
Etheridge 
Everett 
Fallin 
Feeney 
Flake 
Forbes 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gillmor 

Gingrey 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gordon 
Granger 
Green, Gene 
Hall (TX) 
Hastings (WA) 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Hobson 
Hoekstra 
Hulshof 
Inglis (SC) 
Issa 
Jones (NC) 
Jones (OH) 
Jordan 
Keller 
Kilpatrick 
King (IA) 
Kingston 
Kline (MN) 
Knollenberg 
Lamborn 
Lampson 
Latham 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
Lucas 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Mack 
Mahoney (FL) 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
Marshall 
Matheson 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul (TX) 
McCotter 
McCrery 
McHenry 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 
Mollohan 
Moran (KS) 
Murphy, Tim 
Musgrave 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Oberstar 

Ortiz 
Pearce 
Pence 
Peterson (PA) 
Petri 
Pickering 
Pitts 
Poe 
Price (GA) 
Pryce (OH) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Rahall 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Renzi 
Reynolds 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Roskam 
Ross 
Royce 
Sali 
Scott (GA) 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (TX) 
Souder 
Space 
Spratt 
Stearns 
Stupak 
Sullivan 
Tanner 
Terry 
Thompson (MS) 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Towns 
Turner 
Upton 
Walberg 
Walden (OR) 
Wamp 
Weldon (FL) 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Wicker 
Wilson (OH) 
Wilson (SC) 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—28 

Aderholt 
Blunt 
Clarke 
Clay 
Coble 
Crenshaw 
Davis, Jo Ann 
Davis, Tom 
Faleomavaega 
Fortuño 

Goode 
Graves 
Hastert 
Hayes 
Hinojosa 
Hunter 
Jindal 
Johnson, Sam 
Klein (FL) 
Kucinich 

LaHood 
Lantos 
Lowey 
Paul 
Saxton 
Schmidt 
Skelton 
Tancredo 

b 1639 
Mrs. BACHMANN and Mr. MAHONEY 

of Florida changed their vote from 
‘‘aye’’ to ‘‘no.’’ 

Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia changed his 
vote from ‘‘no’’ to ‘‘aye.’’ 

So the amendment was agreed to. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
Stated for: 
Mr. TOM DAVIS of Virginia. Mr. Chairman, 

I was unavoidably detained and missed the 
vote on the Udall amendment of H.R. 3221, 
the New Direction for Energy Independence, 
National Security, and Consumer Protection 
Act. Had I been present, I would have voted 
‘‘aye.’’ 

Stated against: 
Mr. GRAVES. Mr. Chairman, on rollcall No. 

827 I was unavoidably detained. Had I been 
present, I would have voted ‘‘no.’’ 

AMENDMENT NO. 9 OFFERED BY MR. ARCURI 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The unfin-
ished business is the demand for a re-
corded vote on amendment No. 9 of-
fered by the gentleman from New York 
(Mr. ARCURI) on which further pro-
ceedings were postponed and on which 
the ayes prevailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. A recorded 
vote has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. This will be 

a 2-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 169, noes 245, 
not voting 24, as follows: 

[Roll No. 828] 

AYES—169 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Allen 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Bilbray 
Bishop (NY) 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Brady (PA) 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson 
Castor 
Chandler 
Christensen 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Conyers 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis, Tom 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly 
Ellison 
Emanuel 
Engel 
English (PA) 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Farr 
Fattah 
Ferguson 
Filner 
Forbes 
Frank (MA) 
Frelinghuysen 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Gilchrest 
Gillibrand 
Green, Al 
Grijalva 

Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hare 
Hastings (FL) 
Higgins 
Hinchey 
Hirono 
Hodes 
Holden 
Holt 
Hooley 
Hoyer 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jones (NC) 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kennedy 
Kilpatrick 
Kind 
Kirk 
Kuhl (NY) 
Langevin 
Larson (CT) 
LaTourette 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Mahoney (FL) 
Maloney (NY) 
Markey 
Marshall 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum (MN) 
McCotter 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHugh 
McNerney 
McNulty 
Meek (FL) 
Michaud 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy, Patrick 

Murtha 
Nadler 
Neal (MA) 
Obey 
Olver 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Petri 
Platts 
Price (NC) 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Reichert 
Rohrabacher 
Rothman 
Rush 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schwartz 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Shays 
Shea-Porter 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (NJ) 
Snyder 
Space 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stupak 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Thompson (CA) 
Tierney 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Walsh (NY) 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Waxman 
Welch (VT) 
Wexler 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Wynn 
Yarmuth 
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NOES—245 

Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Altmire 
Baca 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Baker 
Barrett (SC) 
Barrow 
Bartlett (MD) 
Barton (TX) 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blumenauer 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Bono 
Boozman 
Bordallo 
Boren 
Boustany 
Boyd (FL) 
Boyda (KS) 
Brady (TX) 
Braley (IA) 
Broun (GA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Butterfield 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp (MI) 
Campbell (CA) 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Cardoza 
Carter 
Castle 
Chabot 
Cleaver 
Cole (OK) 
Conaway 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Cramer 
Cubin 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (KY) 
Davis, David 
Davis, Lincoln 
Deal (GA) 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Doolittle 
Doyle 
Drake 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Edwards 
Ehlers 
Ellsworth 
Emerson 
Everett 
Fallin 
Feeney 
Flake 

Fortenberry 
Fossella 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Gallegly 
Giffords 
Gillmor 
Gingrey 
Gohmert 
Gonzalez 
Goodlatte 
Gordon 
Granger 
Graves 
Green, Gene 
Hall (TX) 
Harman 
Hastings (WA) 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Herseth Sandlin 
Hill 
Hobson 
Hoekstra 
Honda 
Hulshof 
Inglis (SC) 
Inslee 
Issa 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones (OH) 
Jordan 
Keller 
Kildee 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kline (MN) 
Knollenberg 
Lamborn 
Lampson 
Larsen (WA) 
Latham 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
Lucas 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Lynch 
Mack 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
Matheson 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul (TX) 
McCrery 
McHenry 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 
Moore (KS) 
Moran (KS) 
Murphy, Tim 
Musgrave 
Myrick 
Napolitano 
Neugebauer 
Norton 
Nunes 
Oberstar 

Ortiz 
Pearce 
Pence 
Perlmutter 
Peterson (MN) 
Peterson (PA) 
Pickering 
Pitts 
Poe 
Pomeroy 
Porter 
Price (GA) 
Pryce (OH) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Ramstad 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Renzi 
Reyes 
Reynolds 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Roybal-Allard 
Royce 
Ruppersberger 
Ryan (OH) 
Ryan (WI) 
Salazar 
Sali 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Schiff 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Solis 
Souder 
Stearns 
Sullivan 
Sutton 
Taylor 
Terry 
Thompson (MS) 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Towns 
Turner 
Upton 
Visclosky 
Walberg 
Walden (OR) 
Walz (MN) 
Wamp 
Watt 
Weiner 
Weldon (FL) 
Weller 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Wicker 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (OH) 
Wilson (SC) 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—24 

Blunt 
Clarke 
Clay 
Coble 
Crenshaw 
Davis, Jo Ann 
Faleomavaega 
Fortuño 

Goode 
Hastert 
Hayes 
Hinojosa 
Hunter 
Jindal 
Johnson, Sam 
Klein (FL) 

Kucinich 
LaHood 
Lantos 
Paul 
Saxton 
Schmidt 
Skelton 
Tancredo 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIRMAN 

The Acting CHAIRMAN (during the 
vote). Members are advised 1 minute is 
left on this vote. 

b 1646 

Mr. PORTER and Mr. VISCLOSKY 
changed their vote from ‘‘aye’’ to ‘‘no.’’ 

Mr. LEVIN changed his vote from 
‘‘no’’ to ‘‘aye.’’ 

So the amendment was rejected. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
AMENDMENT NO. 13 OFFERED BY MR. SALI 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The unfin-
ished business is the demand for a re-
corded vote on amendment No. 13 of-
fered by the gentleman from Idaho (Mr. 
SALI) on which further proceedings 
were postponed and on which the ayes 
prevailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. A recorded 
vote has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. This will be 

a 2-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 402, noes 9, 
not voting 26, as follows: 

[Roll No. 829] 

AYES—402 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Allen 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Baird 
Baker 
Baldwin 
Barrett (SC) 
Barrow 
Bartlett (MD) 
Barton (TX) 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blumenauer 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Bono 
Boozman 
Bordallo 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boustany 
Boyd (FL) 
Boyda (KS) 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Braley (IA) 
Broun (GA) 

Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Butterfield 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp (MI) 
Campbell (CA) 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson 
Carter 
Castle 
Castor 
Chabot 
Chandler 
Christensen 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Cole (OK) 
Conaway 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crowley 
Cubin 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (KY) 
Davis, David 

Davis, Lincoln 
Davis, Tom 
Deal (GA) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly 
Doolittle 
Doyle 
Drake 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Edwards 
Ehlers 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emanuel 
Emerson 
Engel 
English (PA) 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Everett 
Fallin 
Fattah 
Feeney 
Ferguson 
Flake 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Fossella 
Foxx 
Frank (MA) 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Giffords 
Gillibrand 
Gillmor 

Gingrey 
Gohmert 
Gonzalez 
Goodlatte 
Gordon 
Granger 
Graves 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hall (TX) 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Hinchey 
Hirono 
Hobson 
Hodes 
Hoekstra 
Holden 
Holt 
Hooley 
Hoyer 
Hulshof 
Inglis (SC) 
Inslee 
Israel 
Issa 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones (NC) 
Jones (OH) 
Jordan 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Keller 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Kline (MN) 
Knollenberg 
Kuhl (NY) 
Lamborn 
Lampson 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Lynch 
Mack 
Mahoney (FL) 
Maloney (NY) 
Manzullo 
Marchant 

Markey 
Marshall 
Matheson 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCaul (TX) 
McCollum (MN) 
McCotter 
McCrery 
McGovern 
McHenry 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
McNulty 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Mica 
Michaud 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, Gary 
Miller, George 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (KS) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Murtha 
Myrick 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Neugebauer 
Norton 
Nunes 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor 
Payne 
Pearce 
Pence 
Perlmutter 
Peterson (MN) 
Peterson (PA) 
Petri 
Pickering 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe 
Pomeroy 
Porter 
Price (GA) 
Price (NC) 
Pryce (OH) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Ramstad 
Rangel 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Renzi 
Reyes 
Reynolds 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 

Royce 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Ryan (WI) 
Salazar 
Sali 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sessions 
Sestak 
Shadegg 
Shays 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Souder 
Space 
Spratt 
Stearns 
Stupak 
Sullivan 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor 
Terry 
Thompson (MS) 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Towns 
Turner 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walberg 
Walden (OR) 
Walsh (NY) 
Walz (MN) 
Wamp 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch (VT) 
Weldon (FL) 
Weller 
Westmoreland 
Wexler 
Whitfield 
Wicker 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (OH) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Wynn 
Yarmuth 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NOES—9 

Farr 
Filner 
Gilchrest 

Honda 
Matsui 
McDermott 

Rahall 
Stark 
Thompson (CA) 
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NOT VOTING—26 

Clarke 
Clay 
Coble 
Crenshaw 
Davis, Jo Ann 
Faleomavaega 
Fortuño 
Goode 
Hastert 

Hayes 
Herger 
Hinojosa 
Hunter 
Jindal 
Johnson, Sam 
Klein (FL) 
Kucinich 
LaHood 

Lantos 
Musgrave 
Paul 
Saxton 
Schmidt 
Skelton 
Tancredo 
Waters 

b 1650 

Mr. MCNERNEY changed his vote 
from ‘‘no’’ to ‘‘aye.’’ 

So the amendment was agreed to. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
AMENDMENT NO. 22 OFFERED BY MR. CLEAVER 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The unfin-
ished business is the demand for a re-
corded vote on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Missouri (Mr. 
CLEAVER) on which further proceedings 
were postponed and on which the ayes 
prevailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. A recorded 
vote has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. This will be 

a 2-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 218, noes 196, 
not voting 23, as follows: 

[Roll No. 830] 

AYES—218 

Ackerman 
Allen 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bartlett (MD) 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Bono 
Bordallo 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boyd (FL) 
Boyda (KS) 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Carnahan 
Carson 
Castle 
Castor 
Chandler 
Christensen 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costello 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cummings 
Davis (AL) 

Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dent 
Dicks 
Doggett 
Donnelly 
Doyle 
Dreier 
Ehlers 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emanuel 
Engel 
English (PA) 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Farr 
Fattah 
Ferguson 
Filner 
Fortenberry 
Frank (MA) 
Gerlach 
Giffords 
Gilchrest 
Gillibrand 
Gillmor 
Green, Al 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Hinchey 
Hirono 
Hodes 
Holt 

Honda 
Hooley 
Hoyer 
Inglis (SC) 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (IL) 
Jones (OH) 
Kagen 
Kaptur 
Kennedy 
Kind 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lee 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lynch 
Mahoney (FL) 
Maloney (NY) 
Markey 
Marshall 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum (MN) 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McIntyre 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
McNulty 

Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Michaud 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Mitchell 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (KS) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Norton 
Obey 
Olver 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Payne 
Perlmutter 
Peterson (MN) 
Platts 
Pomeroy 
Porter 
Price (NC) 
Ramstad 
Rangel 

Reichert 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Shays 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shuler 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Space 

Spratt 
Stark 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor 
Terry 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 
Towns 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Walden (OR) 
Walz (MN) 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch (VT) 
Wexler 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Wynn 

NOES—196 

Abercrombie 
Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Baker 
Barrett (SC) 
Barton (TX) 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Boozman 
Boucher 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Broun (GA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp (MI) 
Campbell (CA) 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Capito 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carney 
Carter 
Chabot 
Cole (OK) 
Conaway 
Costa 
Cramer 
Cubin 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Davis (KY) 
Davis, David 
Davis, Lincoln 
Davis, Tom 
Deal (GA) 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dingell 
Doolittle 
Drake 
Duncan 
Edwards 
Emerson 
Everett 
Fallin 
Feeney 
Flake 

Forbes 
Fossella 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gingrey 
Gohmert 
Gonzalez 
Goodlatte 
Gordon 
Granger 
Graves 
Green, Gene 
Hall (TX) 
Hastings (WA) 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Hobson 
Hoekstra 
Holden 
Hulshof 
Issa 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones (NC) 
Jordan 
Kanjorski 
Keller 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kline (MN) 
Knollenberg 
Kuhl (NY) 
Lamborn 
Lampson 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
Lucas 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Mack 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul (TX) 
McCotter 
McCrery 
McHenry 
McHugh 
McKeon 
Melancon 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 
Mollohan 

Murphy, Tim 
Murtha 
Musgrave 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Oberstar 
Ortiz 
Pastor 
Pearce 
Pence 
Peterson (PA) 
Petri 
Pickering 
Pitts 
Poe 
Price (GA) 
Pryce (OH) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Rahall 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Renzi 
Reyes 
Reynolds 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 
Salazar 
Sali 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (TX) 
Souder 
Stearns 
Stupak 
Sullivan 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Turner 
Visclosky 
Walberg 
Walsh (NY) 
Wamp 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Weldon (FL) 
Weller 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Wicker 

Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (OH) 
Wilson (SC) 

Wolf 
Yarmuth 
Young (AK) 

Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—23 

Clarke 
Clay 
Coble 
Crenshaw 
Davis, Jo Ann 
Faleomavaega 
Fortuño 
Goode 

Hastert 
Hayes 
Hinojosa 
Hunter 
Jindal 
Johnson, Sam 
Klein (FL) 
Kucinich 

LaHood 
Lantos 
Paul 
Saxton 
Schmidt 
Skelton 
Tancredo 

b 1654 

So the amendment was agreed to. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. Under the 

rule, the Committee rises. 
Accordingly, the Committee rose; 

and the Speaker pro tempore (Mr. 
HASTINGS of Florida) having assumed 
the chair, Mr. SERRANO, Acting Chair-
man of the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, re-
ported that that Committee, having 
had under consideration the bill (H.R. 
3221) moving the United States toward 
greater energy independence and secu-
rity, developing innovative new tech-
nologies, reducing carbon emissions, 
creating green jobs, protecting con-
sumers, increasing clean renewable en-
ergy production, and modernizing our 
energy infrastructure, pursuant to 
House Resolution 615, he reported the 
bill, as amended by that resolution, 
back to the House with sundry further 
amendments adopted by the Com-
mittee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the rule, the previous question is or-
dered. 

Is a separate vote demanded on any 
further amendment reported from the 
Committee of the Whole? If not, the 
Chair will put them en gros. 

The amendments were agreed to. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, and was read the 
third time. 
MOTION TO RECOMMIT OFFERED BY MR. BARTON 

OF TEXAS 

Mr. BARTON of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
I offer a motion to recommit. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is the 
gentleman opposed to the bill? 

Mr. BARTON of Texas. In its current 
form, definitely so. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Clerk will report the motion to recom-
mit. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. Barton of Texas moves to recommit 

the bill, H.R. 3221, to the committees of ju-
risdiction with instructions to report the 
same back to the House forthwith with the 
following amendment: 

Strike all after the enacting clause and in-
sert the following: 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 
This Act may be cited as the ‘‘American 

Made Energy and Good Jobs Act’’ 
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TITLE I—ENERGY AND COMMERCE 

Subtitle A—Energy Efficiency 
SEC. 1000. SHORT TITLE. 

This subtitle may be cited as the ‘‘Energy 
Efficiency Improvement Act of 2007’’. 

PART 1—APPLIANCE EFFICIENCY 
SEC. 1001. ENERGY STANDARDS FOR HOME AP-

PLIANCES. 
(a) APPLIANCES.—The Energy Policy and 

Conservation Act is amended as follows: 
(1) DEHUMIDIFIERS.—Section 325(cc)(2) (42 

U.S.C. 6295(cc)(2)) is amended to read as fol-
lows: 

‘‘(2) Dehumidifiers manufactured on or 
after October 1, 2012, shall have an Energy 
Factor that meets or exceeds the following 
values: 

‘‘Product Capacity (pints/day): 

Min-
imum 

Energy 
Factor 
(liters/ 
KWh) 

Up to 35.00 ...................................... 1.35 
35.01-45.00 ........................................ 1.50 
45.01-54.00 ........................................ 1.60 
54.01-75.00 ........................................ 1.70 
Greater than 75.00 ........................... 2.5’’. 

(2) RESIDENTIAL CLOTHESWASHERS AND RESI-
DENTIAL DISHWASHERS.—Section 325(g) (42 
U.S.C. 6295(g)) is amended by adding at the 
end the following new paragraphs: 

‘‘(9) A top-loading or front-loading stand-
ard-size residential clotheswasher manufac-
tured on or after January 1, 2011, shall 
have— 

‘‘(A) a Modified Energy Factor of at least 
1.26; and 

‘‘(B) a water factor of not more than 9.5. 
‘‘(10) No later than December 31, 2011, the 

Secretary shall publish a final rule deter-
mining whether to amend the standards in 
effect for clotheswashers manufactured on or 
after January 1, 2015. Such rule shall contain 
such amendment, if any. 

‘‘(11) Dishwashers manufactured on or 
after January 1, 2010, shall— 

‘‘(A) for standard size dishwashers not ex-
ceed 355 kwh/year and 6.5 gallon per cycle; 
and 

‘‘(B) for compact size dishwashers not ex-
ceed 260 kwh/year and 4.5 gallons per cycle. 

‘‘(12) No later than January 1, 2015, the 
Secretary shall publish a final rule deter-
mining whether to amend the standards for 
dishwashers manufactured on or after Janu-
ary 1, 2018. Such rule shall contain such 
amendment, if any.’’. 

(3) ENERGY CONSERVATION STANDARD.—Sec-
tion 321(6)(A) (42 U.S.C. 6291(6)(A)) is amend-

ed by striking ‘‘or, in the case of’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘and, in the case of residential 
clotheswashers, residential dishwashers,’’. 

(4) REFRIGERATORS AND FREEZERS.—Section 
325(b) (42 U.S.C. 6295(b)) is amended by add-
ing at the end the following new paragraph: 

‘‘(4) Not later than December 31, 2010, the 
Secretary shall publish a final rule deter-
mining whether to amend the standards in 
effect for refrigerators, refrigerator-freezers, 
and freezers manufactured on or after Janu-
ary 1, 2014. Such rule shall contain such 
amendment, if any.’’. 

(b) ENERGY STAR.—Section 324A(d)(2) of the 
Energy Policy and Conservation Act (42 
U.S.C. 6294a(d)(2)) is amended by striking 
‘‘January 1, 2010’’ and inserting ‘‘July 1, 
2009’’. 
SEC. 1002. ELECTRIC MOTOR EFFICIENCY STAND-

ARDS. 
(a) DEFINITIONS.—Section 340(13) of the En-

ergy Policy and Conservation Act (42 U.S.C. 
6311(13)) is amended— 

(1) by redesignating subparagraphs (B) 
through (H) as subparagraphs (C) through (I), 
respectively; and 

(2) by striking the text of subparagraph (A) 
and inserting the following: ‘‘The term ‘gen-
eral purpose electric motor (subtype I)’ 
means any motor that meets the definition 
of ‘General Purpose’ as established in the 
final rule issued by the Department of En-
ergy for ‘Energy Efficiency Program for Cer-
tain Commercial and Industrial Equipment: 
Test Procedures, Labeling, and Certification 
Requirements for Electric Motors’ (10 CFR 
431), as in effect on the date of enactment of 
the Energy Efficiency Improvement Act of 
2007. 

‘‘(B) The term ‘general purpose electric 
motor (subtype II)’ means motors incor-
porating the design elements of a general 
purpose electric motor (subtype I) that are 
configured as one of the following: 

‘‘(i) U-Frame Motors. 
‘‘(ii) Design C Motors. 
‘‘(iii) Close-coupled pump motors. 
‘‘(iv) Footless motors. 
‘‘(v) Vertical solid shaft normal thrust 

motor (as tested in a horizontal configura-
tion). 

‘‘(vi) 8-pole motors (∼900 rpm). 
‘‘(vii) All poly-phase motors with voltages 

up to 600 volts other than 230/460 volts.’’. 
(b) STANDARDS.—Section 342(b)(1) of the 

Energy Policy and Conservation Act (42 
U.S.C. 6313(b)(1)) is amended— 

(1) by inserting ‘‘(A)’’ before ‘‘Except for 
definite’’; 

(2) by inserting ‘‘and through the end of 
the 36-month period beginning on the date of 
enactment of the Energy Efficiency Improve-

ment Act of 2007’’ after ‘‘beginning on such 
date’’; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(B) Each general purpose electric motor 

(subtype I), except as provided in subpara-
graph (C), with a power rating of 1 horse-
power or greater, but not greater than 200 
horsepower, manufactured (alone or as a 
component of another piece of equipment) 
after the 36-month period beginning on the 
date of enactment of the Energy Efficiency 
Improvement Act of 2007, shall have a nomi-
nal full load efficiency not less than as de-
fined in NEMA MG-1 (2006) Table 12-12. 

‘‘(C) Each fire pump motor manufactured 
(alone or as a component of another piece of 
equipment) after the 36-month period begin-
ning on the date of enactment of the Energy 
Efficiency Improvement Act of 2007, shall 
have nominal full load efficiency not less 
than as defined in NEMA MG-1 (2006) Table 
12-11. 

‘‘(D) Each general purpose electric motor 
(subtype II) with a power rating of 1 horse-
power or greater, but not greater than 200 
horsepower, manufactured (alone or as a 
component of another piece of equipment) 
after the 36-month period beginning on the 
date of enactment of the Energy Efficiency 
Improvement Act of 2007, shall have a nomi-
nal full load efficiency not less than as de-
fined in NEMA MG-1 (2006) Table 12-11. 

‘‘(E) Each NEMA Design B, general purpose 
electric motor with a power rating of more 
than 200 horsepower, but not greater than 500 
horsepower, manufactured (alone or as a 
component of another piece of equipment) 
after the 36-month period beginning on the 
date of enactment of the Energy Efficiency 
Improvement Act of 2007, shall have a nomi-
nal full load efficiency not less than as de-
fined in NEMA MG-1 (2006) Table 12-11.’’. 

SEC. 1003. RESIDENTIAL BOILERS. 

Section 325(f) of the Energy Policy and 
Conservation Act (42 U.S.C. 6925(f)) is amend-
ed— 

(1) in the subsection heading, by inserting 
‘‘AND BOILERS’’ after ‘‘FURNACES’’; 

(2) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘except 
that’’ and all that follows through ‘‘(B)’’ and 
inserting ‘‘except that’’; 

(3) by redesignating paragraph (3) as para-
graph (4); and 

(4) by inserting after paragraph (2) the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(3) BOILERS.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subparagraph 

(B), boilers manufactured on or after Sep-
tember 1, 2012, shall meet the following re-
quirements: 

Boiler Type 

Minimum 
Annual 

Fuel Utili-
zation Effi-

ciency 

Design Requirements 

Gas Hot Water ........................................................................... 82% ........... No Constant Burning Pilot, Automatic Means for Adjusting 
Water Temperature 

Gas Steam ................................................................................ 80% ........... No Constant Burning Pilot 
Oil Hot Water ............................................................................ 84% ........... Automatic Means for Adjusting Temperature 
Oil Steam ................................................................................. 82% ........... None 
Electric Hot Water .................................................................... None ......... Automatic Means for Adjusting Temperature 
Electric Steam .......................................................................... None ......... None 

‘‘(B) AUTOMATIC MEANS FOR ADJUSTING 
WATER TEMPERATURE.— 

‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—The manufacturer shall 
equip each gas, oil and electric hot water 
boiler, except boilers equipped with tankless 
domestic water heating coils, with auto-

matic means for adjusting the temperature 
of the water supplied by the boiler to ensure 
that an incremental change in inferred heat 
load produces a corresponding incremental 
change in the temperature of water supplied. 

‘‘(ii) SINGLE INPUT RATE.—For a boiler that 
fires at one input rate this requirement may 
be satisfied by providing an automatic 
means that allows the burner or heating ele-
ment to fire only when such means has de-
termined that the inferred heat load cannot 
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be met by the residual heat of the water in 
the system. 

‘‘(iii) NO INFERRED HEAT LOAD.—When there 
is no inferred heat load with respect to a hot 
water boiler, the automatic means described 
in clause (i) and (ii) shall limit the tempera-
ture of the water in the boiler to not more 
than 140 degrees Fahrenheit. 

‘‘(iv) OPERATION.—A boiler described in 
clause (i) or (ii) shall be operable only when 
the automatic means described in clauses (i), 
(ii) and (iii) is installed. 

‘‘(C) EXCEPTION.—Boilers that are manu-
factured to operate without any need for 
electricity, any electric connection, any 
electric gauges, electric pumps, electric 
wires, or electric devices of any sort, shall 
not be required to meet the requirements of 
this section.’’. 
SEC. 1004. WALK-IN COOLERS AND WALK-IN 

FREEZERS. 
(a) DEFINITIONS.—Section 340 of the Energy 

Policy and Conservation Act (42 U.S.C. 6311) 
is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1)— 
(A) by redesignating subparagraphs (G) 

through (K) as subparagraphs (H) through 
(L), respectively; and 

(B) by inserting after subparagraph (F) the 
following: 

‘‘(G) Walk-in coolers and walk-in freez-
ers.’’; 

(2) by redesignating paragraphs (20) and 
(21) as paragraphs (21) and (22), respectively; 
and 

(3) by inserting after paragraph (19) the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(20) The terms ‘walk-in cooler’ and ‘walk- 
in freezer’ mean an enclosed space refrig-
erated to temperatures, respectively, above 
and at or below 32 degrees Fahrenheit that 
can be walked into, and has a total chilled 
storage area of less than 3000 square feet. 
These terms exclude products designed and 
marketed exclusively for medical, scientific, 
or research purposes.’’. 

(b) STANDARDS.—Section 342 of the Energy 
Policy and Conservation Act (42 U.S.C. 6313) 
is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(f) WALK-IN COOLERS AND WALK-IN FREEZ-
ERS.—(1) Each walk-in cooler or walk-in 
freezer manufactured on or after January 1, 
2009, shall meet the following specifications: 

‘‘(A) Have automatic door closers that 
firmly close all reach-in doors. Have auto-
matic door closers that firmly close all 
walk-in doors that have been closed to with-
in one inch of full closure. This requirement 
does not apply to doors wider than 3 feet 9 
inches or taller than 7 feet. 

‘‘(B) All walk-in freezers shall have strip 
doors, spring hinged doors, or other method 
of minimizing infiltration when doors are 
open. 

‘‘(C) Contain wall, ceiling, and door insula-
tion of at least R-25 for coolers and R-32 for 
freezers. Door insulation requirements do 
not apply to glazed portions of doors, nor to 
structural members. 

‘‘(D) Contain floor insulation of at least R- 
28 for freezers. 

‘‘(E) For evaporator fan motors of under 
one horsepower and less than 460 volts, use 
either— 

‘‘(i) electronically commutated motors 
(brushless direct current motors); or 

‘‘(ii) three-phase motors. 
The portion of the requirement for electroni-
cally commuted motors takes effect January 
1, 2009, unless, prior to this date, the Sec-
retary determines that such motors are only 
available from one manufacturer. The Sec-
retary may also allow other types of motors 

if the Secretary determines that, on average, 
these other motors use no more energy in 
evaporator fan applications than electroni-
cally commutated motors. The Secretary 
shall establish this maximum energy con-
sumption level no later than January 1, 2010. 

‘‘(F) For condenser fan motors of under one 
horsepower, use either— 

‘‘(i) electronically commutated motors; 
‘‘(ii) permanent split capacitor-type mo-

tors; or 
‘‘(iii) three-phase motors. 
‘‘(G) For all interior lights, use light 

sources with an efficacy of 40 lumens per 
watt or more, including ballast losses (if 
any). Light sources with an efficacy of 40 
lumens per watt or less, including ballast 
losses (if any), may be used in conjunction 
with a timer or device that turns off the 
lights within 15 minutes of when the walk-in 
is not occupied. 

‘‘(2) Each walk-in cooler or walk-in freezer 
with transparent reach-in doors manufac-
tured on or after January 1, 2009, shall also 
meet the following specifications: 

‘‘(A) Transparent reach-in doors and win-
dows in walk-in doors for walk-in freezers 
shall be of triple-pane glass with either heat- 
reflective treated glass or gas fill. 

‘‘(B) Transparent reach-in doors for walk- 
in coolers and windows in walk-in doors shall 
be either— 

‘‘(i) double-pane glass with heat-reflective 
treated glass and gas fill; or 

‘‘(ii) triple pane glass with either heat-re-
flective treated glass or gas fill. 

‘‘(C) If the appliance has an antisweat 
heater without anti-sweat heat controls, 
then the appliance shall have a total door 
rail, glass, and frame heater power draw of 
no more than 7.1 watts per square foot of 
door opening (freezers) and 3.0 watts per 
square foot of door opening (coolers). 

‘‘(D) If the appliance has an antisweat 
heater with antisweat heat controls, and the 
total door rail, glass, and frame heater power 
draw is more than 7.1 watts per square foot 
of door opening (freezers) and 3.0 watts per 
square foot of door opening (coolers), then 
the antisweat heat controls shall reduce the 
energy use of the antisweat heater in an 
amount corresponding to the relative humid-
ity in the air outside the door or to the con-
densation on the inner glass pane. 

‘‘(3) Not later than January 1, 2012, the 
Secretary shall publish performance-based 
standards for walk-in coolers and walk-in 
freezers that achieve the maximum improve-
ment in energy which the Secretary deter-
mines is technologically feasible and eco-
nomically justified. Such standards shall 
apply to products manufactured three years 
after the final rule is published unless the 
Secretary determines, by rule, that three 
years is inadequate, in which case the Sec-
retary may set an effective date for products 
manufactured no greater than five years 
after the date of publication of a final rule 
for these products. 

‘‘(4) Not later than January 1, 2020, the 
Secretary shall publish a final rule to deter-
mine if the standards established under para-
graph (3) should be amended. The rule shall 
provide that such standards shall apply to 
products manufactured three years after the 
final rule is published unless the Secretary 
determines, by rule, that three years is inad-
equate, in which case the Secretary may set 
an effective date for products manufactured 
no greater than five years after the date of 
publication of a final rule for these prod-
ucts.’’. 

(c) TEST PROCEDURES.—Section 343(a) of 
the Energy Policy and Conservation Act (42 

U.S.C. 6314(a)) is amended by adding at the 
end the following: 

‘‘(9) For walk-in coolers and walk-in freez-
ers: 

‘‘(A) R value is defined as 1/K factor multi-
plied by the thickness of the panel. K factor 
shall be based on ASTM test procedure C518- 
2004. For calculating R value for freezers, the 
K factor of the foam at 20F (average foam 
temperature) shall be used. For calculating 
R value for coolers the K factor of the foam 
at 55F (average foam temperature) shall be 
used. 

‘‘(B) Not later than January 1, 2010, the 
Secretary shall establish a test procedure to 
measure the energy-use of walk-in coolers 
and walk-in freezers. Such test procedure 
may be based on computer modeling, if the 
computer model or models have been verified 
using the results of laboratory tests on a sig-
nificant sample of walk-in coolers and walk- 
in freezers.’’. 

(d) LABELING.—Section 344(e) of the Energy 
Policy and Conservation Act (42 U.S.C. 
6315(e)) is amended by inserting ‘‘walk-in 
coolers and walk-in freezers,’’ after ‘‘com-
mercial clothes washers,’’ each place it ap-
pears. 

(e) ADMINISTRATION, PENALTIES, ENFORCE-
MENT, AND PREEMPTION.—Section 345 of the 
Energy Policy and Conservation Act (42 
U.S.C. 6316), is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘subparagraphs (B), (C), (D), 
(E), and (F)’’ and inserting ‘‘subparagraphs 
(B), (C), (D), (E), (F), and (G)’’ each place it 
appears. 

(2) adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(h)(1)(A)(i) Except as provided in clause 

(ii) and paragraphs (2) and (3), section 327 
shall apply to walk-in coolers and walk-in 
freezers for which standards have been estab-
lished under paragraphs (1) and (2) of section 
342(f) to the same extent and in the same 
manner as the section applies under part A 
on the date of enactment of this subsection. 

‘‘(ii) Any State standard issued before the 
date of enactment of this subsection shall 
not be preempted until the standards estab-
lished under paragraphs (1) and (2) of section 
342(f) take effect. 

‘‘(B) In applying section 327 to the equip-
ment under subparagraph (A), paragraphs (1), 
(2), and (3) of subsection (a) shall apply. 

‘‘(2)(A) If the Secretary does not issue a 
final rule for a specific type of walk-in cool-
ers and walk-in freezers within the time 
frame specified in 342(f)(3) or (4), subsections 
(b) and (c) of section 327 shall no longer 
apply to the specific type of walk-in coolers 
and walk-in freezers for the period beginning 
on the day after the scheduled date for a 
final rule and ending on the date on which 
the Secretary publishes a final rule covering 
the specific type of walk-in coolers and 
walk-in freezers. 

‘‘(B) Any State standard issued before the 
publication of the final rule shall not be pre-
empted until the standards established in 
the final rule take effect. 

‘‘(3) Any standard issued in the State of 
California, before January 1, 2011, under 
Title 20 of the California Code of Regula-
tions, which refers to walk-in coolers and 
walk-in freezers, for which standards have 
been established under paragraphs (1) and (2) 
of section 342(f), shall not be preempted until 
the standards established under paragraph 
(3) of section 342(f) take effect.’’. 
SEC. 1005. STUDY ON CREATING A REGIONAL 

STANDARDS PROGRAM FOR HEAT-
ING AND COOLING PRODUCTS. 

(a) STUDY REQUIRED.—The Secretary of En-
ergy shall convene a study group including a 
representative from the Office of Manage-
ment and Budget; a representative from the 
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National Institute of Standards and Tech-
nology; representatives of nongovernmental 
advocacy organizations; representatives of 
product manufacturers, distributors, and in-
stallers; representatives of the gas and elec-
tric utility industries; and such other indi-
viduals as the Secretary may designate. The 
group shall evaluate the potential benefits 
and consequences of allowing the Secretary 
to prescribe regional standards for heating 
and cooling products. 

(b) REPORT REQUIRED.—Not later than 12 
months after the date of enactment of this 
Act, the Secretary shall submit a report re-
garding the findings of the study group to 
the Committee on Energy and Commerce in 
the House of Representatives and the Com-
mittee on Energy and Natural Resources of 
the Senate. 
SEC. 1006. PROCEDURE FOR PRESCRIBING NEW 

OR AMENDED STANDARDS. 
Section 325(p) of the Energy Policy and 

Conservation Act (42 U.S.C. 6925(p)) is 
amended— 

(1) by striking paragraph (1); and 
(2) by redesignating paragraphs (2) through 

(4) as paragraphs (1) through (3), respec-
tively. 
SEC. 1007. EXPEDITING APPLIANCE STANDARDS 

RULEMAKINGS. 
(a) DIRECT FINAL RULE.—Section 325(p) of 

the Energy Policy and Conservation Act (42 
U.S.C. 6295(p)) is amended by adding a new 
paragraph (5) as follows: 

‘‘(5) If manufacturers of any type (or class) 
of covered products or covered equipment, 
States, and efficiency advocates, or persons 
determined by the Secretary to fully rep-
resent such parties, submit to the Secretary 
a joint recommendation of an energy or 
water conservation standard and the Sec-
retary determines that the recommended 
standard complies with subsection (o) or sec-
tion 342(a)(6)(B), as applicable, to that type 
(or class) of covered products or covered 
equipment to which the standard would 
apply, the Secretary may then issue a direct 
final rule including the standard rec-
ommended. If the Secretary determines that 
a direct final rule cannot be issued based on 
such a submitted joint recommendation, the 
Secretary shall publish a determination with 
an explanation as to why the joint rec-
ommendation does not comply with this 
paragraph. For purposes of this paragraph, 
the term ‘direct final rule’ means a final rule 
published the same day with a parallel no-
tice of proposed rulemaking that proposes a 
new or amended energy or water conserva-
tion standard that is identical to the stand-
ard set forth in the final rule. There shall be 
a 110-day period for public comment with re-
spect to the direct final rule. Not later than 
10 days after the expiration of such 110-day 
period, the Secretary shall publish a notice 
responding to comments received with re-
spect to the direct final rule. The Secretary 
shall withdraw a direct final rule promul-
gated pursuant to this paragraph within 120 
days after publication in the Federal Reg-
ister if the Secretary receives, with respect 
to the direct final rule, one or more adverse 
public comments or any alternate joint rec-
ommendation and, based on the rulemaking 
record, the Secretary determines that such 
adverse comments or alternate joint rec-
ommendation may provide a reasonable 
basis for withdrawing the direct final rule 
under subsection (o), section 342(a)(6)(B), or 
any applicable law. In such a case, the Sec-
retary shall then proceed with the parallel 
notice of proposed rulemaking, and shall 
identify in a notice published in the Federal 
Register the reasons for the withdrawal of 

the direct final rule. A direct final rule that 
is withdrawn in accordance with this para-
graph shall not be considered final for pur-
poses of subsection (o)(1) of this section. No 
person shall be found in violation of this part 
for noncompliance with a direct final rule 
that is withdrawn under this paragraph, if 
that person has complied with the applicable 
standard in effect under this part imme-
diately prior to issuance of that direct final 
rule.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.— Section 
345(b)(1) of the Energy Policy and Conserva-
tion Act (42 U.S.C. 6316(b)(1)) is amended by 
inserting after ‘‘section’’ the first time it ap-
pears ‘‘325(p)(5), section’’. 
SEC. 1008. CORRECTION OF LARGE AIR CONDI-

TIONER RULE ISSUANCE CON-
STRAINT. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—Section 340 of the Energy 
Policy and Conservation Act (42 U.S.C. 6311) 
is amended by adding the following new 
paragraphs at the end: 

‘‘(22) The term ‘single package vertical air 
conditioner’ means air-cooled commercial 
package air conditioning and heating equip-
ment; factory assembled as a single package 
having its major components arranged 
vertically, which is an encased combination 
of cooling and optional heating components, 
is intended for exterior mounting on, adja-
cent interior to, or through an outside wall; 
and is powered by a single- or three-phase 
current. It may contain separate indoor 
grille(s), outdoor louvers, various ventilation 
options, indoor free air discharge, ductwork, 
well plenum, or sleeve. Heating components 
may include electrical resistance, steam, hot 
water, or gas, but may not include reverse 
cycle refrigeration as a heating means. 

‘‘(23) The term ‘single package vertical 
heat pump’ means a single package vertical 
air conditioner that utilizes reverse cycle re-
frigeration as its primary heat source, that 
may include secondary supplemental heating 
by means of electrical resistance, steam, hot 
water, or gas.’’. 

(b) STANDARDS.—Section 342(a) of the En-
ergy Policy and Conservation Act (42 U.S.C. 
6313(a)) is amended— 

(1) in each of paragraphs (1) and (2), by in-
serting after ‘‘heating equipment’’ in the 
first sentence ‘‘, including single package 
vertical air conditioners and single package 
vertical heat pumps,’’; 

(2) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘but before 
January 1, 2010,’’; 

(3) in paragraph (6)(A)(i), by striking ‘‘Jan-
uary 1, 2010,’’ and inserting ‘‘October 24, 
1992,’’; 

(4) in each of paragraphs (7), (8), and (9), by 
inserting after ‘‘heating equipment’’ in the 
first sentence ‘‘, excluding single package 
vertical air conditioners and single package 
vertical heat pumps,’’; 

(5) in paragraph (7)— 
(A) by striking ‘‘manufactured on or after 

January 1, 2010’’; 
(B) in each of subparagraphs (A), (B), and 

(C) , by adding at the beginning ‘‘For equip-
ment manufactured on or after January 1, 
2010,’’; and 

(C) by adding at the end the following new 
subparagraphs: 

‘‘(D) For equipment manufactured on or 
after the later of January 1, 2008, or the date 
six months after enactment of this section, 
the minimum seasonal energy efficiency 
ratio of air-cooled three-phase electric cen-
tral air conditioners and central air condi-
tioning heat pumps less than 65,000 Btu per 
hour (cooling capacity), split systems, shall 
be 13.0. 

‘‘(E) For equipment manufactured on or 
after the later of January 1, 2008, or the date 

six months after enactment of this section, 
minimum seasonal energy efficiency ratio of 
air-cooled three-phase electric central air 
conditioners and central air conditioning 
heat pumps less than 65,000 Btu per hour 
(cooling capacity), single package, shall be 
13.0. 

‘‘(F) For equipment manufactured on or 
after the later of January 1, 2008, or the date 
six months after enactment of this section, 
minimum heating seasonal performance fac-
tor of air-cooled three-phase electric central 
air conditioning heat pumps less than 65,000 
Btu per hour (cooling capacity), split sys-
tems, shall be 7.7. 

‘‘(G) For equipment manufactured on or 
after the later of January 1, 2008, or the date 
six months after enactment of this section, 
the minimum heating seasonal performance 
factor of air-cooled three-phase electric cen-
tral air conditioning heat pumps less than 
65,000 Btu per hour (cooling capacity), single 
package, shall be 7.7.’’; and 

(6) by adding the following new paragraphs 
at the end: 

‘‘(10) Single package vertical air condi-
tioners and single package vertical heat 
pumps manufactured on or after January 1, 
2010, shall meet the following standards: 

‘‘(A) The minimum energy efficiency ratio 
of single package vertical air conditioners 
less than 65,000 Btu per hour (cooling capac-
ity), single-phase, shall be 9.0. 

‘‘(B) The minimum energy efficiency ratio 
of single package vertical air conditioners 
less than 65,000 Btu per hour (cooling capac-
ity), three-phase, shall be 9.0. 

‘‘(C) The minimum energy efficiency ratio 
of single package vertical air conditioners at 
or above 65,000 Btu per hour (cooling capac-
ity) but less than 135,000 Btu per hour (cool-
ing capacity), shall be 8.9. 

‘‘(D) The minimum energy efficiency ratio 
of single package vertical air conditioners at 
or above 135,000 Btu per hour (cooling capac-
ity) but less than 240,000 Btu per hour (cool-
ing capacity), shall be 8.6. 

‘‘(E) The minimum energy efficiency ratio 
of single package vertical heat pumps less 
than 65,000 Btu per hour (cooling capacity), 
single-phase, shall be 9.0; and the minimum 
coefficient of performance in the heating 
mode shall be 3.0. 

‘‘(F) The minimum energy efficiency ratio 
of single package vertical heat pumps less 
than 65,000 Btu per hour (cooling capacity), 
three-phase, shall be 9.0; and the minimum 
coefficient of performance in the heating 
mode shall be 3.0. 

‘‘(G) The minimum energy efficiency ratio 
of single package vertical heat pumps at or 
above 65,000 Btu per hour (cooling capacity) 
but less than 135,000 Btu per hour (cooling 
capacity), shall be 8.9; and the minimum co-
efficient of performance in the heating mode 
shall be 3.0. 

‘‘(H) The minimum energy efficiency ratio 
of single package vertical heat pumps at or 
above 135,000 Btu per hour (cooling capacity) 
but less than 240,000 Btu per hour (cooling 
capacity), shall be 8.6; and the minimum co-
efficient of performance in the heating mode 
shall be 2.9. 

‘‘(11) Not later than 36 months after the 
date of enactment of this paragraph, the Sec-
retary shall review the most recently pub-
lished ASHRAE/IES Standard 90.1 with re-
spect to single package vertical air condi-
tioners and single package vertical heat 
pumps according to the procedures estab-
lished in paragraph (6).’’. 
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SEC. 1009. IMPROVING SCHEDULE FOR STAND-

ARDS UPDATING AND CLARIFYING 
STATE AUTHORITY. 

(a) CONSUMER APPLIANCES.—Section 325(m) 
of the Energy Policy and Conservation Act 
(42 U.S.C. 6295(m)) is amended to read as fol-
lows: 

‘‘(m) FURTHER RULEMAKING.—(1) Not later 
than 6 years after issuance of any final rule 
establishing or amending a standard, as re-
quired for a product under this part, the Sec-
retary shall publish either— 

‘‘(A) a notice of the Secretary’s determina-
tion that standards for that product do not 
need to be amended, based on the criteria in 
subsection (n)(2); or 

‘‘(B) a notice of proposed rulemaking in-
cluding new proposed standards based on the 
criteria in subsection (o) and the procedures 
in subsection (p). 
In either case, the Secretary shall also pub-
lish a notice stating that the Department’s 
analysis is publicly available, and provide 
opportunity for written comment. 

‘‘(2) Not later than 2 years after a notice is 
issued under paragraph (1)(B), the Secretary 
shall publish a final rule amending the 
standard for the product. Not later than 3 
years after a determination under paragraph 
(1)(A), the Secretary shall make a new deter-
mination and publication under paragraph 
(1)(A) or (B). 

‘‘(3) An amendment prescribed under this 
subsection shall apply to products manufac-
tured after a date which is 3 years after pub-
lication of the final rule establishing a 
standard, except that a manufacturer shall 
not be required to apply new standards to a 
product with respect to which other new 
standards have been required within the 
prior 6 years. 

‘‘(4) The Secretary shall promptly submit 
to the Committee on Energy and Commerce 
of the House of Representatives and the 
Committee on Energy and Natural Resources 
of the Senate— 

‘‘(A) a progress report every 180 days on 
compliance with this section, including a 
specific plan to remedy any failures to com-
ply with deadlines for action set forth in this 
section; and 

‘‘(B) all required reports to the Court or to 
any party to the Consent Decree in State of 
New York v Bodman, Consolidated Civil Ac-
tions No.05 Civ. 7807 and No.05 Civ. 7808.’’. 

(b) INDUSTRIAL EQUIPMENT.—Section 
342(a)(6) of the Energy Policy and Conserva-
tion Act (42 U.S.C. 6313(a)(6)) is amended— 

(1) by redesignating subparagraph (C) as 
subparagraph (D); and 

(2) by amending the remainder of the para-
graph to read as follows: 

‘‘(6)(A) If ASHRAE/IES Standard 90.1 is 
amended with respect to any small, large, or 
very large commercial package air condi-
tioning and heating equipment, packaged 
terminal air conditioners, packaged terminal 
heat pumps, warm-air furnaces, packaged 
boilers, storage water heaters, instantaneous 
water heaters, or unfired hot water storage 
tanks, the Secretary shall within 6 months 
publish in the Federal Register for public 
comment an analysis of the energy savings 
potential of the amended energy efficiency 
standards. The Secretary shall establish an 
amended uniform national standard for that 
product at the minimum level for each effec-
tive date specified in the amended ASHRAE/ 
IES Standard 90.1 within 18 months of the 
ASHRAE amendment’s publication, unless 
the Secretary determines, by rule published 
in the Federal Register, and supported by 
clear and convincing evidence, that adoption 
of a uniform national standard more strin-
gent than such amended ASHRAE/IES 

Standard 90.1 for such product would result 
in significant additional conservation of en-
ergy and is technologically feasible and eco-
nomically justified. 

‘‘(B) If the Secretary issues a rule con-
taining such a determination, the rule shall 
establish such amended standard, and shall 
be issued within 30 months of the ASHRAE 
amendment’s publication. 

‘‘(C)(i) Not later than 6 years after 
issuance of any final rule establishing or 
amending a standard, as required for a prod-
uct under this part, the Secretary shall pub-
lish either— 

‘‘(I) a notice of the Secretary’s determina-
tion that standards for that product do not 
need to be amended, based on the criteria in 
subparagraph (A); or 

‘‘(II) a notice of proposed rulemaking in-
cluding new proposed standards based on the 
criteria and procedures in subparagraph (B). 
In either case, the Secretary shall also pub-
lish a notice stating that the Department’s 
analysis is publicly available, and provide 
opportunity for written comment. 

‘‘(ii) Not later than 2 years after a notice 
is issued under clause (i)(II), the Secretary 
shall publish a final rule amending the 
standard for the product. Not later than 3 
years after a determination under clause 
(i)(I), the Secretary shall make a new deter-
mination and publication under clause (i)(I) 
or (II). 

‘‘(iii) An amendment prescribed under this 
subparagraph shall apply to products manu-
factured after a date which is 3 years after 
publication of the final rule establishing a 
standard, except that a manufacturer shall 
not be required to apply new standards to a 
product with respect to which other new 
standards have been required within the 
prior 6 years. 

‘‘(iv) The Secretary shall promptly submit 
to the House Committee on Energy and Com-
merce and to the Senate Committee on En-
ergy and Natural Resources a progress report 
every 180 days on compliance with this para-
graph, including a specific plan to remedy 
any failures to comply with deadlines for ac-
tion set forth in this paragraph.’’. 
SEC. 1010. UPDATING APPLIANCE TEST PROCE-

DURES. 
(a) CONSUMER APPLIANCES.—Section 

323(b)(1)(A) of the Energy Policy and Con-
servation Act (42 U.S.C. 6923(b)(1)(A)) is 
amended by striking ‘‘The Secretary may’’ 
and all that follows through ‘‘paragraph (3)’’ 
and inserting ‘‘At least every 7 years the 
Secretary shall review test procedures for all 
covered products and shall— 

‘‘(i) amend test procedures with respect to 
any covered product if the Secretary deter-
mines that amended test procedures would 
more accurately or fully comply with the re-
quirements of paragraph (3); or 

‘‘(ii) publish notice in the Federal Register 
of any determination not to amend a test 
procedure’’. 

(b) INDUSTRIAL EQUIPMENT.—Section 
343(a)(1) of the Energy Policy and Conserva-
tion Act (42 U.S.C. 6314(a)(1)) is amended by 
striking ‘‘The Secretary may’’ and all that 
follows through ‘‘this section’’ and inserting 
‘‘At least every 7 years the Secretary shall 
conduct an evaluation of each class of cov-
ered equipment and— 

‘‘(B) if the Secretary determines that 
amended test procedures would more accu-
rately or fully comply with the requirements 
of paragraphs (2) and (3), shall prescribe test 
procedures for such class in accordance with 
the provisions of this section; or 

‘‘(C) shall publish notice in the Federal 
Register of any determination not to amend 
a test procedure’’. 

SEC. 1011. TECHNICAL CORRECTIONS. 

(a) Section 135(a)(1)(A)(ii) of the Energy 
Policy Act of 2005 (Public Law 109–58) is 
amended by striking ‘‘C78.1–1978(R1984)’’ and 
inserting ‘‘C78.3–1978(R1984)’’. 

(b) Section 325 of the Energy Policy and 
Conservation Act (42 U.S.C. 6295) (as amend-
ed by section 135(c)(4) of the Energy Policy 
Act of 2005) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (v)— 
(A) in the subsection heading, by striking 

‘‘CEILING FANS AND’’; 
(B) by striking paragraph (1); and 
(C) by redesignating paragraphs (2) 

through (4) as paragraphs (1) through (3), re-
spectively; and 

(2) in subsection (ff)— 
(A) in paragraph (1)(A)— 
(i) by striking clause (iii); 
(ii) by redesignating clause (iv) as clause 

(iii); and 
(iii) in clause (iii)(II) (as so redesignated), 

by inserting ‘‘fans sold for’’ before ‘‘out-
door’’; and 

(B) in paragraph (4)(C)— 
(i) in the matter preceding clause (i), by 

striking ‘‘subparagraph (B)’’ and inserting 
‘‘subparagraph (A)’’; 

(ii) by striking clause (ii) and inserting the 
following: 

‘‘(ii) shall be packaged with lamps to fill 
all sockets.’’; 

(C) in paragraph (6), by redesignating sub-
paragraphs (C) and (D) as clauses (i) and (ii), 
respectively, of subparagraph (B); and 

(D) in paragraph (7), by striking ‘‘327’’ the 
second place it appears and inserting ‘‘324’’. 

PART 2—LIGHTING EFFICIENCY 

SEC. 1021. ENERGY EFFICIENCY STANDARDS FOR 
GENERAL SERVICE INCANDESCENT 
LAMPS. 

(a) AMENDMENTS.—Section 321(30) of the 
Energy Policy and Conservation Act (42 
U.S.C. 6291(30)), is amended as follows: 

(1) Delete subsection 30(D) in its entirety, 
and insert in its place: 

‘‘(D) The term ‘general service incandes-
cent lamp’ means a standard incandescent or 
halogen type lamp that: is intended for gen-
eral service applications; has a medium 
screw base; has a wattage rating no less than 
25 watts and no greater than 150 watts; has a 
voltage range at least partially within 110 
and 130 volts; has an A-15, A-19, A-21, A-23, A- 
25, PS-25, PS-30, BT-14.5, BT-15, CP-19, TB-19, 
CA-22, or equivalent shape as defined in 
ANSI C78.20-2003; and has a bulb finish of the 
frosted, clear, soft white, or modified (en-
hanced) spectrum type. The following incan-
descent lamps are not general service incan-
descent lamps: 

‘‘(i) appliance, 
‘‘(ii) black light, 
‘‘(iii) bug, 
‘‘(iv) colored, 
‘‘(v) infrared, 
‘‘(vi) left-hand thread, 
‘‘(vii) marine, 
‘‘(viii) marine signal service, 
‘‘(ix) mine service, 
‘‘(x) plant light, 
‘‘(xi) reflector, 
‘‘(xii) rough service, 
‘‘(xiii) shatter resistant, 
‘‘(xiv) sign service, 
‘‘(xv) silver bowl, 
‘‘(xvi) showcase, 
‘‘(xvii) three-way, 
‘‘(xviii) traffic signal, and 
‘‘(xix) vibration service or vibration resist-

ant.’’. 
(2) Insert after paragraph 30(S) (42 U.S.C. 

6291(30)(S)) the following new subparagraph: 
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‘‘(T) The terms ‘modified spectrum’ or ‘en-

hanced spectrum’ lamp, as related to incan-
descent lamps, means an incandescent lamp 
that is not a colored incandescent lamp, and 
when operated at its rated voltage and watt-
age: 

‘‘(i) has a color point with (x,y) chroma-
ticity coordinates on the Commission Inter-
nationale de l’Eclairage (C.I.E.) 1931 chroma-
ticity diagram that lies below the black- 
body locus; and 

‘‘(ii) has a color point with (x,y) chroma-
ticity coordinates on the C.I.E. 1931 chroma-
ticity diagram that lies at least 4 MacAdam 
steps distant from the color point of a clear 
lamp with the same filament and bulb shape, 
operated at the same rated voltage and watt-
age. The MacAdam steps are defined as ref-
erenced in IESNA LM16. 

‘‘(U) The terms ‘vibration service lamp’ or 
‘vibration resistant lamp’ means a lamp with 
filament configurations similar to but not 
limited to C-5, C-7A, or C-9, as listed in Fig-
ure 6-12 of the 9th Edition of the IESNA 
Lighting Handbook. The lamp is designated 
and marketed specifically for vibration serv-
ice or vibration resistant applications, has a 
maximum wattage of 60 watts, and is sold at 
retail in packages of 4 lamps or less. The des-
ignation shall be on the lamp packaging, and 
marketing materials shall identify the lamp 
as being vibration resistant or vibration 
service. 

‘‘(V) The term ‘rough service lamp’ means 
a lamp that has a minimum of 5 supports 

with filament configurations similar to but 
not limited to C7A, C11, C17, and C22 as listed 
in Figure 6-12 of the 9th edition of the IESNA 
Lighting handbook, where lead wires are not 
counted as supports. The lamp is designated 
and marketed specifically for ‘rough service’ 
applications. The designation shall appear on 
the lamp packaging, and marketing mate-
rials shall identify the lamp as being for 
rough service. 

‘‘(W) The term ‘three-way lamp’ means an 
incandescent lamp that employs two fila-
ments, operated separately and in combina-
tion, to provide three light levels. The des-
ignation shall be on the lamp packaging, and 
marketing materials shall identify the lamp 
as being a three-way lamp. 

‘‘(X) The term ‘appliance lamp’ means any 
lamp specifically designed to operate in a 
household appliance with a maximum watt-
age of 40 watts and sold at retail. Examples 
of appliance lamps include oven lamps, re-
frigerator lamps, and vacuum cleaner lamps. 
Appliance lamps sold at retail shall be des-
ignated and marketed for the intended appli-
cation. The designation shall be on the lamp 
packaging, and marketing materials shall 
identify the lamp as being an appliance 
lamp. 

‘‘(Y) The term ‘shatter-resistant lamp’, 
‘shatter-proof lamp’, or ‘shatter-protected’ 
means a lamp with a coating or equivalent 
technology compliant with NSF/ANSI 51, de-
signed to contain glass in the event the glass 
envelop of the lamp is broken and provides 

effective containment over the life of the 
lamp. The lamp is designed and marketed 
specifically for applications where it is nec-
essary to contain glass in the event the glass 
envelop of the lamp is broken. The designa-
tion shall be on the lamp packaging, and 
marketing material shall identify the lamp 
as being shatter-resistant, shatter-proof or 
shatter-protected.’’. 

(3) Section 322(a)(14) of the Energy Policy 
and Conservation Act (42 U.S.C. 6292(a)(14), is 
amended by inserting after ‘‘general service 
fluorescent lamps’ ’’ the following: ‘‘general 
service incandescent lamps,’’. 

(4) Section 325(i) of the Energy Policy and 
Conservation Act (42 U.S.C. 6295(i)), is 
amended as follows: 

(A) Insert in the heading of subsection (i) 
after ‘‘GENERAL SERVICE FLUORESCENT 
LAMPS’’ the following: ‘‘GENERAL SERVICE IN-
CANDESCENT LAMPS,’’. 

(B) Insert in subsection (i), paragraph 
(1)(A) (42 U.S.C. 6295(i)(1)(A)) after ‘‘general 
service fluorescent lamps’’ the following: 
‘‘general service incandescent lamps,’’. 

(C) Insert in subsection (i), paragraph 
(1)(A) (42 U.S.C. 6295(i)(1)(A)) after ‘‘lamp ef-
ficacy’’ the following: ‘‘new maximum watt-
age,’’. 

(D) Insert in subsection (i), paragraph 
(1)(A) (42 U.S.C. 6295(i)(1)(A)) after the table 
titled ‘‘incandescent reflector lamp’’ the fol-
lowing table titled ‘‘general service incan-
descent lamps’’: 

‘‘CLEAR, INSIDE FROST, AND SOFT WHITE GENERAL SERVICE INCANDESCENT LAMPS 

Common Wattage Lumen 
Range 

New 
Max-
imum 

Wattage 

Effective Date 

100 ........................................................................................................................................................ 1490-2600 72 July 1, 2012. 
75 .......................................................................................................................................................... 1010-1489 53 January 1, 2014. 
60 .......................................................................................................................................................... 730-1009 43 January 1, 2015. 
40 .......................................................................................................................................................... 310-729 29 January 1, 2018. 

‘‘MODIFIED SPECTRUM GENERAL SERVICE INCANDESCENT LAMPS 

Common Wattage Lumen 
Range 

New 
Max-
imum 

Wattage 

Effective Date 

100 ........................................................................................................................................................ 1118-1950 72 July 1, 2012 
75 .......................................................................................................................................................... 758-1117 53 January 1, 2014 
60 .......................................................................................................................................................... 548-757 43 January 1, 2015 
40 .......................................................................................................................................................... 232-547 29 January 1, 2018 

‘‘All lamps intended for general service 
(general illumination) applications (whether 
incandescent or not), with a medium screw 
base, and with a voltage range at least par-
tially within 110 and 130 volts, and with no 
external bulb or with a bulb of the frosted, 
clear, soft white, or modified spectrum 
types, and manufactured or imported after 
June 30, 2012 shall have a minimum rated life 
of 1000 hours and must have a color ren-
dering index (CRI) greater than or equal to 
80 for frosted, clear, and soft white lamps, or 
greater than or equal to 75 for modified spec-
trum lamps.’’. 

(F) Amend paragraph (1)(B) (42 U.S.C. 
6295(i)(1)(B)) to read as follows: ‘‘Unless a 
date is specified in the tables set forth in 
subparagraph (A), the term ‘effective date’ 
means the last day of the month set forth in 
the table which follows October 24, 1992.’’. 

(G) Amend paragraph (5) (42 U.S.C. 6295(5)) 
by deleting the term ‘‘general service incan-
descent lamps’’. 

(H) Amend paragraphs (6) and (7) (42 U.S.C. 
6295(i)(6) and (7)) as follows: 

(i) Redesignate paragraph (6) as (7) and 
paragraph (7) as (8), respectively. 

(ii) Insert a new paragraph (6) to read as 
follows: 

‘‘(6)(A) Not later than January 1, 2015, the 
Secretary shall initiate a rulemaking proce-
dure to determine if standards in effect for 
general service incandescent lamps should be 
amended to reflect lumen ranges with more 
stringent maximum wattages than those set 
forth in subparagraph (1)(A). This rule-
making shall not be limited to incandescent 
lamp technologies. The Secretary will also 
determine whether the exemptions for cer-
tain incandescent lamps should be main-
tained or discontinued. The Secretary may 
also give consideration to the feasibility of 
obtaining an efficacy of up 60 lumens per 
watt in determining whether the standards 
should be amended. In the event the Sec-
retary determines that the standards in ef-

fect for general service incandescent lamps 
should be amended, the Secretary shall pub-
lish a final rule not later than January 1, 
2017 with an effective date no earlier than 
three years from the date the final rule is 
published. The Secretary shall also consider 
phased-in effective dates after considering 
the impact of any amendment on manufac-
turers, retiring and re-purposing existing 
equipment, the cost impact of stranded in-
vestments, labor contracts, impact on work-
ers, the cost of raw materials, and the time 
needed to work with retailers and lighting 
designers to revise sales and marketing 
strategies. 

‘‘(B) Not later than January 1, 2020, the 
Secretary shall initiate another rulemaking 
procedure to determine if standards in effect 
for general service incandescent lamps 
should be amended to reflect lumen ranges 
with more stringent maximum wattages 
than those set forth in subparagraph (1)(A). 
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This rulemaking shall not be limited to in-
candescent lamp technologies. The Secretary 
will also determine whether the exemptions 
for certain incandescent lamps should be 
maintained or discontinued. The Secretary 
may also give consideration to the feasi-
bility of obtaining an efficacy of up 60 
lumens per watt in determining whether the 
standards should be amended. In the event 
the Secretary determines that the standards 
in effect for general service incandescent 
lamps should be amended, the Secretary 
shall publish a final rule not later than Jan-
uary 1, 2022 with an effective date no earlier 
than three years from the date a final rule is 
published. The Secretary may also consider 
phased-in effective dates after considering 
the impact of any amendment on manufac-
turers, retiring and re-purposing existing 
equipment, the cost impact of stranded in-
vestments, labor contracts, impact on work-
ers, the cost of raw materials, and the time 
needed to work with retailers and lighting 
designers to revise sales and marketing 
strategies.’’. 

(I) Amend section 325(l) of the Energy Pol-
icy and Conservation Act (42 U.S.C. 6295(l)), 
by adding at the end a new paragraph (4) as 
follows: 

‘‘(4) The Secretary shall prescribe an en-
ergy efficiency standard for rough service, 
vibration service, three-way A-line lamps, 
150 watt A-line lamps, and shatter-resistant 
lamps, only under the following cir-
cumstances: 

‘‘(A) Within 60 days following the date of 
enactment of the Energy Efficiency Improve-
ment Act of 2007, the Secretary, in consulta-
tion with the National Electrical Manufac-
turers Association, shall collect annual 
United States unit sales for the calendar 
years 1990-2006 for each of these four types of 
lamps to determine their historical growth 
rate and construct a model for each type of 
lamp based on coincident economic indica-
tors that closely matches the historical an-
nual growth rate of these lamps to provide a 
neutral comparison benchmark to model fu-
ture unit sales after calendar year 2006. 

‘‘(B) Beginning in calendar year 2010 and 
for each calendar year through 2025, the Sec-
retary, in consultation with the National 
Electrical Manufacturers Association, shall 
collect actual United States unit sales data 
for these five types of lamps and calculate a 
rolling 3-year average sales rate for each 
type of lamp. 

‘‘(C) The first year that the reported 3-year 
average shows actual unit sales of rough 
service lamps achieving levels at least 100 
percent higher than modeled unit sales for 
that same year, then the Secretary is di-
rected to issue a finding that the index has 
been exceeded. The Secretary is directed to 
issue that finding within 90 days of the end 
of the previous calendar year, and within 12 
months from the end of the previous cal-
endar year for which the Secretary issues 
that finding, the Secretary shall complete an 
accelerated rulemaking to establish an en-
ergy conservation standard for rough service 
lamps. If the Secretary fails to complete an 
accelerated rulemaking within 12 months as 
required, the Secretary shall require a shat-
ter proof coating or equivalent compliant 
with NSF/ANSI 51, designed to contain glass 
in the event the glass envelop of the lamp is 
broken and provides effective containment 
over the life of the lamp, on rough service 
lamps, which can only sold at retail in pack-
ages of one lamp, effective one year from the 
end of the rulemaking period. 

‘‘(D) The first year that the reported 3-year 
average shows actual unit sales of vibration 

service lamps achieving levels at least 100 
percent higher than modeled unit sales for 
that same year, then the Secretary is di-
rected to issue a finding that the index has 
been exceeded. The Secretary is directed to 
issue that finding within 90 days of the end 
of the previous calendar year, and within 12 
months from the end of the previous cal-
endar year for which the Secretary issues 
that finding, the Secretary shall complete an 
accelerated rulemaking to establish an en-
ergy conservation standard for vibration 
service lamps. If the Secretary fails to com-
plete an accelerated rulemaking within 12 
months as required, the Secretary shall im-
pose a maximum 40W cap upon vibration 
service lamps, effective one year from the 
end of the rulemaking period. 

‘‘(E) The first year that the reported 3-year 
average shows actual unit sales of three-way 
lamps achieving levels at least 100 percent 
higher than modeled unit sales for that same 
year, then the Secretary is directed to issue 
a finding that the index has been exceeded. 
The Secretary is directed to issue that find-
ing within 90 days of the end of the previous 
calendar year, and within 12 months from 
the end of the previous calendar year for 
which the Secretary issues that finding, the 
Secretary shall complete an accelerated 
rulemaking to establish an energy conserva-
tion standard for three-way lamps. If the 
Secretary fails to complete an accelerated 
rulemaking within 12 months as required, 
the Secretary shall impose a requirement 
that each filament in the lamp meet the new 
maximum wattage requirements for the re-
spective lumen range set forth in paragraph 
(1)(A), effective one year from the end of the 
rulemaking period. 

‘‘(F) The first year that the reported 3-year 
average shows actual unit sales of 150 watt 
A-line lamps for the lumen range of 2601-3300 
lumens (or for modified spectrum lumen 
range of 1951-2475 lumens) achieving levels at 
least 100 percent higher than modeled unit 
sales for that same year, then the Secretary 
is directed to issue a finding that the index 
has been exceeded. The Secretary is directed 
to issue that finding within 90 days of the 
end of the previous calendar year, and within 
12 months from the end of the previous cal-
endar year for which the Secretary issues 
that finding, the Secretary shall complete an 
accelerated rulemaking to establish an en-
ergy conservation standard for 150 watt A- 
line lamps. If the Secretary fails to complete 
an accelerated rulemaking within 12 months 
as required, the Secretary shall impose a 
maximum 95 watt cap upon these products 
for the lumen range of 2601-3300 lumens, 
which must be sold in packages of one lamp. 
For modified spectrum lamps, a 95 watt cap 
applies for products in the lumen range of 
1951-2475 lumens, which must be sold in pack-
ages of one lamp. 

‘‘(G) The first year that the reported 3-year 
average shows actual unit sales of shatter re-
sistant lamps achieving levels at least 100 
percent higher than modeled unit sales for 
that same year, then the Secretary is di-
rected to issue a finding that the index has 
been exceeded. The Secretary is directed to 
issue that finding within 90 days of the end 
of the previous calendar year, and within 12 
months from the end of the previous cal-
endar year for which the Secretary issues 
that finding, the Secretary shall complete an 
accelerated rulemaking to establish an en-
ergy conservation standard for shatter re-
sistant lamps. If the Secretary fails to com-
plete an accelerated rulemaking within 12 
months as required, the Secretary shall re-
quire shatter resistant lamps sold at retail 

in only packages of one lamp, effective one 
year from the end of the rulemaking period. 

‘‘(H) If the Secretary issues a final rule 
prior to 2025 establishing an energy con-
servation standard for any of the five types 
of lamps for which data collection is re-
quired by this subsection, the requirement of 
this subsection to collect and model data for 
that type of lamp shall terminate, except in 
the case where the Secretary imposes a re-
quirement established by the provisions of 
this subsection as a result of a failure to 
complete an accelerated rulemaking within 
12 months, in which case the data collection 
and modeling shall continue for another two 
years after the effective date of that require-
ment.’’. 

(b) CONSUMER EDUCATION AND LAMP LABEL-
ING.— 

(1) Section 324(a)(2)(C) of the Energy Policy 
and Conservation Act is amended by adding 
at the end the following new clauses: 

‘‘(iii) Within 180 days of the date of enact-
ment of this section, the Commission shall 
initiate a rulemaking to consider the effec-
tiveness of current lamp labeling for power 
levels (watts), light output (lumens), and 
lamp lifetime, and to consider alternative la-
beling approaches that will help consumers 
to understand new high-efficiency lamp 
products and to base their purchase decisions 
on the most appropriate lamp product that 
meets their requirements for lighting level, 
light quality, lamp lifetime, and total 
lifecycle cost. The Commission shall com-
plete this rulemaking within two years of 
enactment of this section, and shall consider 
re-opening the rulemaking within 180 days 
prior to the effective dates of the standards 
for general service incandescent lamps estab-
lished in section 325(i)(1)(A) (42 U.S.C. 
6295(i)(1)(A)), if it determines that further la-
beling changes are needed to help consumers 
understand lamp alternatives. 

‘‘(iv) The Secretary, in cooperation with 
the Administrator of the Environmental 
Protection Agency, the Secretary of Com-
merce, the Federal Trade Commission, light-
ing and retail industry associations, energy 
efficiency organizations, and any other enti-
ties that the Secretary determines to be ap-
propriate, shall— 

‘‘(I) conduct an annual assessment of the 
market for general service lamps and com-
pact fluorescent lamps to identify trends in 
the market shares of lamp types, effi-
ciencies, and light output levels purchased 
by residential and non-residential con-
sumers, and to better understand the degree 
to which consumer decision-making is based 
on lamp power levels (watts), light output 
(lumens), lamp lifetime, and other factors in-
cluding but not limited to the information 
required on FTC-mandated labels; 

‘‘(II) provide the results of this market as-
sessment to the FTC for consideration in the 
rulemaking described in subsection (a); and 

‘‘(III) carry out, in cooperation with indus-
try trade associations, lighting industry 
members, utilities, and other interested par-
ties a proactive national program of con-
sumer awareness, information, and edu-
cation that broadly utilizes the media and 
other effective communication techniques 
over an extended period of time to help con-
sumers understand the lamp labels and make 
energy-efficient lighting choices that meet 
their needs.’’. 

(2) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
the Secretary to carry out the amendments 
made by this section $10,000,000 for each of 
the fiscal years 2008 through 2012, to remain 
available until expended. 
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(c) ENFORCEMENT.—Section 334 of the En-

ergy Policy and Conservation Act (42 U.S.C. 
6304) is amended in the second sentence by 
inserting after ‘‘shall be brought by the Sec-
retary’’ the following: ‘‘; and any such action 
to restrain any person from distributing in 
commerce a general service incandescent 
lamp that does not comply with the applica-
ble standard established under section 325(i) 
of this title may also be brought by an attor-
ney general of a State in the name of the 
State.’’. 

(d) OTHER PROVISIONS.—Section 327(b) of 
the Energy Policy and Conservation Act (42 
U.S.C. 6297(b)) is amended by inserting before 
the semicolon at the end of paragraph (1) ‘‘, 
or in the case of any portion of any regula-
tion that establishes requirements for gen-
eral service incandescent lamps, was adopted 
by the California Energy Commission or by 
the State of Nevada before July 27, 2007, or in 
the case of any portion of any regulation 
that incorporates the specific lumen ranges 
and new maximum wattages established in 
section 325(i)(1)(A) for (i) general service in-
candescent lamps in the lumen range 1490- 
2600 lumens and establishes an effective date 
no earlier than July 1, 2012, or (ii) general 
service incandescent lamps in the lumen 
ranges 1010-1489 lumens, 730-1009 lumens, and 
310-729 lumens and establishes an effective 
date no earlier than 1 year prior to the effec-
tive date established for such lamps in sec-
tion 325(i)(1)(A), adopted by the California 
Energy Commission no later than two years 
prior to the effective date established for 
such lamps in section 325(i)(1)(A)’’. 

(e) PROHIBITED ACTS.—Section 332(a) of the 
Energy Policy and Conservation Act (42 
U.S.C. 6302(a)) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (5), by striking ‘‘; and’’ and 
inserting a semicolon; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following new 
paragraph: 

‘‘(6) for any manufacturer, distributor, re-
tailer, or private labeler to distribute in 
commerce an adapter designed to allow a 
lamp that does not have a medium screw 

base, with a voltage range at least partially 
within 110 and 130 volts, to be installed into 
a fixture or lampholder with a medium screw 
base socket.’’. 
SEC. 1022. INCANDESCENT REFLECTOR LAMPS. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—Section 321 of the Energy 
Policy and Conservation Act (42 U.S.C. 6291) 
is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (30)(C)(ii)— 
(A) in the matter preceding subclause (I)— 
(i) by striking ‘‘or similar bulb shapes (ex-

cluding ER or BR)’’ and inserting ‘‘ER, BR, 
BPAR, or similar bulb shapes’’; and 

(ii) by striking ‘‘2.75’’ and inserting ‘‘2.25’’; 
and 

(B) by striking ‘‘is either—’’ and all that 
follows through subclause (II) and inserting 
‘‘has a rated wattage that is greater than 40 
watts.’’; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(52) The term ‘BPAR incandescent reflec-

tor lamp’ means a reflector lamp as shown in 
figure C78.21–278 on page 32 of ANSI C78.21– 
2003. 

‘‘(53)(A) The term ‘BR incandescent reflec-
tor lamp’ means a reflector lamp that has— 

‘‘(i) a bulged section below the major di-
ameter of the bulb and above the approxi-
mate baseline of the bulb, as shown in figure 
1 (RB) on page 7 of ANSI C79.1—1994, incor-
porated by reference in section 430.22 of title 
10, Code of Federal Regulations (as in effect 
on the date of enactment of this paragraph); 
and 

‘‘(ii) a finished size and shape shown in 
ANSI C78.21—1989, including the referenced 
reflective characteristics in part 7 of ANSI 
C78.21. 

‘‘(B) The term ‘BR30’ refers to a BR incan-
descent reflector lamp with a diameter of 30/ 
8ths of an inch and the term ‘BR40’ refers to 
a BR incandescent reflector lamp with a di-
ameter of 40/8ths of an inch. 

‘‘(54)(A) The term ‘ER incandescent reflec-
tor lamp’ means a reflector lamp that has— 

‘‘(i) an elliptical section below the major 
diameter of the bulb and above the approxi-

mate baseline of the bulb, as shown in figure 
1 (RE) on page 7 of ANSI C79.1—1994, incor-
porated by reference in section 430.22 of title 
10, Code of Federal Regulations (as in effect 
on the date of enactment of this paragraph); 
and 

‘‘(ii) a finished size and shape shown in 
ANSI C78.21—1989, incorporated by reference 
in section 430.22 of title 10, Code of Federal 
Regulations (as in effect on the date of en-
actment of this paragraph). 

‘‘(B) The term ‘ER30’ refers to an ER in-
candescent reflector lamp with a diameter of 
30/8ths of an inch and the term ‘ER40’ refers 
to an ER incandescent reflector lamp with a 
diameter of 40/8ths of an inch. 

‘‘(55) The term ‘R20 incandescent reflector 
lamp’ means a reflector lamp that has a face 
diameter of approximately 2.5 inches, as 
shown in figure 1(R) on page 7 of ANSI C79.1– 
1994.’’. 

(b) STANDARDS FOR FLUORESCENT LAMPS 
AND INCANDESCENT REFLECTOR LAMPS.—Sec-
tion 325(i) of the Energy Policy and Con-
servation Act (42 U.S.C. 6925(i)) is amended 
by striking paragraph (1) and inserting the 
following: 

‘‘(1) STANDARDS.— 
‘‘(A) DEFINITION OF EFFECTIVE DATE.—In 

this paragraph, except as specified in sub-
paragraphs (C) and (D), the term ‘effective 
date’ means, with respect to each type of 
lamp specified in a table contained in sub-
paragraph (B), the last day of the period of 
months corresponding to that type of lamp, 
as specified in the table, that follows the 
date of enactment of the Energy Efficiency 
Improvement Act of 2007. 

‘‘(B) MINIMUM STANDARDS.—Each of the fol-
lowing general service fluorescent lamps and 
incandescent reflector lamps manufactured 
after the effective date specified in the ta-
bles contained in this paragraph shall meet 
or exceed the following lamp efficacy and 
CRI standards: 

‘‘FLUORESCENT LAMPS 

Lamp Type 

Nomi-
nal 

Lamp 
Watt-
age 

Min-
imum 
CRI 

Min-
imum 

Average 
Lamp Ef-

ficacy 
(LPW) 

Effective 
Date (Pe-

riod of 
Months) 

4-foot medium bi-pin ...................................................................................................................... >35 W 69 75.0 36 
≤35 W 45 75.0 36 

2-foot U-shaped ............................................................................................................................... >35 W 69 68.0 36 
≤35 W 45 64.0 36 

8-foot slimline ................................................................................................................................ 65 W 69 80.0 18 
≤65 W 45 80.0 18 

8-foot high output ........................................................................................................................... >100 W 69 80.0 18 
≤100 W 45 80.0 18 

‘‘INCANDESCENT REFLECTOR 
LAMPS 

Nominal Lamp Watt-
age 

Min-
imum 

Average 
Lamp Ef-

ficacy 
(LPW) 

Effective 
Date (Pe-

riod of 
Months) 

40–50 ......................... 10.5 36 
51–66 ......................... 11.0 36 
67–85 ......................... 12.5 36 
86–115 ....................... 14.0 36 

116–155 ....................... 14.5 36 
156–205 ....................... 15.0 36 

‘‘(C) EXEMPTIONS.—The standards specified 
in subparagraph (B) shall not apply to the 
following types of incandescent reflector 
lamps: 

‘‘(i) Lamps rated at 50 watts or less of the 
following types: ER30, BR30, BR40, and ER40 
lamps. 

‘‘(ii) Lamps rated at 65 watts of the fol-
lowing types: BR30, BR40, and ER40 lamps. 

‘‘(iii) R20 incandescent reflector lamps of 
45 watts or less. 

‘‘(D) EFFECTIVE DATES.— 
‘‘(i) ER, BR, AND BPAR LAMPS.—Except as 

provided in subparagraph (A), the standards 
specified in subparagraph (B) shall apply 
with respect to ER incandescent reflector 
lamps, BR incandescent reflector lamps, 
BPAR incandescent reflector lamps, and 

similar bulb shapes on and after January 1, 
2008. 

‘‘(ii) LAMPS BETWEEN 2.25–2.75 INCHES IN DI-
AMETER.—The standards specified in subpara-
graph (B) shall apply with respect to incan-
descent reflector lamps with a diameter of 
more than 2.25 inches, but not more than 2.75 
inches, on and after January 1, 2008.’’. 
SEC. 1023. METAL HALIDE LAMP FIXTURES. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—Section 321 of the Energy 
Policy and Conservation Act (42 U.S.C. 6291) 
is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(57) The term ‘ballast’ means a device 
used with an electric discharge lamp to ob-
tain necessary circuit conditions (voltage, 
current, and waveform) for starting and op-
erating. 
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‘‘(58) The term ‘metal halide lamp’ means a 

high intensity discharge lamp in which the 
major portion of the light is produced by ra-
diation of metal halides and their products 
of dissociation, possibly in combination with 
metallic vapors. 

‘‘(59) The term ‘metal halide lamp fixture’ 
means a light fixture for general lighting ap-
plication designed to be operated with a 
metal halide lamp and a ballast for a metal 
halide lamp. 

‘‘(60) The term ‘metal halide ballast’ means 
a ballast used to start and operate metal ha-
lide lamps. 

‘‘(61) The term ‘pulse-start metal halide 
ballast’ means an electronic or electro-
magnetic ballast that starts a pulse start 
metal halide lamp with high voltage pulses. 
Lamps are started by first providing a high 
voltage pulse for ionization of the gas to 
produce a glow discharge. To complete the 
starting process, power is provided by the 
ballast to sustain the discharge through the 
glow-to-arc transition. 

‘‘(62) The term ‘probe-start metal halide 
ballast’ means a ballast that starts a probe 
start metal halide lamp which contains a 
third starting electrode (probe) in the arc 
tube. This ballast does not generally contain 
an igniter and instead starts lamps with high 
ballast open circuit voltage. 

‘‘(63) The term ‘electronic ballast’ means a 
device that uses semiconductors as the pri-
mary means to control lamp starting and op-
eration. 

‘‘(64) The term ‘general lighting applica-
tion’ means lighting that provides an inte-
rior or exterior area with overall illumina-
tion. 

‘‘(65) The term ‘ballast efficiency’ for a 
high intensity discharge fixture means the 
efficiency of a lamp and ballast combination, 
expressed as a percentage, and calculated by 
Efficiency = Pout/Pin, as measured. Pout is 
the measured operating lamp wattage, and 
Pin is the measured operating input wattage. 
The lamp, and the capacitor when it is pro-
vided, is to constitute a nominal system in 
accordance with the ANSI Standard C78.43- 
2004. Pin and Pout are to be measured after 
lamps have been stabilized according to Sec-
tion 4.4 of ANSI Standard C82.6-2005 using a 
wattmeter with accuracy specified in Sec-
tion 4.5 of ANSI Standard C82.6-2005 for bal-
lasts with a frequency of 60 Hz, and shall 
have a basic accuracy of ± 0.5 percent at the 
higher of— 

‘‘(A) three times the output operating fre-
quency of the ballast; or 

‘‘(B) 2 kHz for ballast with a frequency 
greater than 60 Hz. 

The Secretary may, by rule, modify this defi-
nition if he determines that such modifica-
tion is necessary or appropriate to carry out 
the purposes of this Act.’’. 

(b) COVERAGE.—Section 322(a) of the En-
ergy Policy and Conservation Act (42 U.S.C. 
6292(a)) is amended— 

(1) by redesignating paragraph (19) as para-
graph (20); and 

(2) by inserting after paragraph (18) the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(19) Metal halide lamp fixtures.’’. 
(c) TEST PROCEDURES.—Section 323(c) of 

the Energy Policy and Conservation Act (42 
U.S.C. 6293(c)) is amended by adding at the 
end the following: 

‘‘(17) Test procedures for metal halide lamp 
ballasts shall be based on American National 
Standards Institute Standard C82.6-2005, en-
titled ‘Ballasts for High Intensity Discharge 
Lamps—Method of Measurement’.’’. 

(d) LABELING.—Section 324(a)(2) of the En-
ergy Policy and Conservation Act (42 U.S.C. 
6294(a)(2)) is amended— 

(1) by redesignating subparagraphs (C) 
through (G) as subparagraphs (D) through 
(H), respectively; and 

(2) by inserting after subparagraph (B) the 
following: 

‘‘(C) The Commission shall prescribe label-
ing rules under this section applicable to the 
covered product specified in paragraph (19) of 
section 322(a) and to which standards are ap-
plicable under section 325. Such rules shall 
provide that the labeling of any metal halide 
lamp fixture manufactured on or after the 
later of January 1, 2009, or nine months after 
enactment of this subparagraph, will indi-
cate conspicuously, in a manner prescribed 
by the Commission under subsection (b) by 
July 1, 2008, a capital letter ‘E’ printed with-
in a circle on the packaging of the fixture, 
and on the ballast contained in such fix-
ture.’’. 

(e) STANDARDS.—Section 325 of the Energy 
Policy and Conservation Act (42 U.S.C. 6295) 
is amended— 

(1) by redesignating subsection (gg) as sub-
section (hh); 

(2) by inserting after subsection (ff) the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(gg) METAL HALIDE LAMP FIXTURES.— 
‘‘(1)(A) Metal halide lamp fixtures designed 

to be operated with lamps rated greater than 
or equal to 150 watts but less than or equal 
to 500 watts shall contain— 

‘‘(i) a pulse-start metal halide ballast with 
a minimum ballast efficiency of 88 percent; 

‘‘(ii) a magnetic probe-start ballast with a 
minimum ballast efficiency of 94 percent; or 

‘‘(iii) a non-pulse-start electronic ballast 
with a minimum ballast efficiency of 92 per-
cent for wattages greater than 250 watts and 
a minimum ballast efficiency of 90 percent 
for wattages less than or equal to 250 watts. 

‘‘(B) The standards in subparagraph (A) do 
not apply to fixtures with regulated lag bal-
lasts, fixtures that use electronic ballasts 
that operate at 480 volts, or fixtures that 
meet all of the following criteria: 

‘‘(i) Rated only for 150 watt lamps. 
‘‘(ii) Rated for use in wet locations as spec-

ified by the National Electrical Code 2002, 
Section 410.4(A). 

‘‘(iii) Contain a ballast that is rated to op-
erate at ambient air temperatures above 50 
°C as specified by UL 1029-2001. 

‘‘(C) The standard in subparagraph (A) 
shall apply to metal halide lamp fixtures 
manufactured on or after the later of Janu-
ary 1, 2009, or 9 months after the date of en-
actment of this subsection. 

‘‘(2) Not later than January 1, 2012, the 
Secretary shall publish a final rule to deter-
mine whether the standards established 
under paragraph (1) should be amended. Such 
final rule shall contain the amended stand-
ards, if any, and shall apply to products 
manufactured after January 1, 2015. 

‘‘(3) Not later than January 1, 2019, the 
Secretary shall publish a final rule to deter-
mine whether the standards then in effect 
should be amended. Such final rule shall con-
tain the amended standards, if any, and shall 
apply to products manufactured after Janu-
ary 1, 2022. 

‘‘(4) Notwithstanding any other provision 
of law, any standard established pursuant to 
this subsection may contain both design and 
performance requirements.’’; and 

(3) in subsection (hh), as so redesignated by 
paragraph (1) of this subsection, by striking 
‘‘(ff)’’ both places it appears and inserting 
‘‘(gg)’’. 

(f) EFFECT ON OTHER LAW.—Section 327(c) 
of the Energy Policy and Conservation Act 
(42 U.S.C. 6297(c)) is amended— 

(1) by striking the period at the end of 
paragraph (8)(B) and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(9) is a regulation concerning metal ha-

lide lamp fixtures adopted by the California 
Energy Commission on or before January 1, 
2011. If the Secretary fails to issue a final 
rule within 6 months after the deadlines for 
rulemakings in section 325(gg) then, notwith-
standing any other provision of this section, 
preemption does not apply to a regulation 
concerning metal halide lamp fixtures adopt-
ed by the California Energy Commission on 
or before July 1, 2015, if the Secretary misses 
the deadline specified in paragraph (2) of sec-
tion 325(gg), or on or before July 11, 2022, if 
the Secretary misses the deadline specified 
in paragraph (3) of section 325(gg).’’. 
SEC. 1024. USE OF ENERGY EFFICIENT LIGHTING 

FIXTURES AND BULBS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 33 of title 40, 

United States Code, is amended— 
(1) by redesignating sections 3313, 3314, and 

3315 as sections 3314, 3315, and 3316, respec-
tively; and 

(2) by inserting after section 3312 the fol-
lowing: 
‘‘§ 3313. Use of energy efficient lighting fix-

tures and bulbs 
‘‘(a) CONSTRUCTION AND ALTERATION OF 

PUBLIC BUILDINGS.—Each public building 
constructed or significantly altered by the 
Administrator of General Services shall be 
equipped, to the maximum extent feasible as 
determined by the Administrator, with light-
ing fixtures and bulbs that are energy effi-
cient. 

‘‘(b) MAINTENANCE OF PUBLIC BUILDINGS.— 
Each lighting fixture or bulb that is replaced 
by the Administrator in the normal course of 
maintenance of public buildings shall be re-
placed, to the maximum extent feasible as 
determined by the Administrator, with a 
lighting fixture or bulb that is energy effi-
cient. 

‘‘(c) CONSIDERATIONS.—In making a deter-
mination under this section concerning the 
feasibility of installing a lighting fixture or 
bulb that is energy efficient, the Adminis-
trator shall consider— 

‘‘(1) the life cycle cost effectiveness of the 
fixture or bulb; 

‘‘(2) the compatibility of the fixture or 
bulb with existing equipment; 

‘‘(3) whether use of the fixture or bulb 
could result in interference with produc-
tivity; 

‘‘(4) the aesthetics relating to use of the 
fixture or bulb; and 

‘‘(5) such other factors as the Adminis-
trator determines appropriate. 

‘‘(d) ENERGY STAR.—A lighting fixture or 
bulb shall be treated as being energy effi-
cient for purposes of this section if— 

‘‘(1) the fixture or bulb is certified under 
the Energy Star program established by sec-
tion 324A of the Energy Policy and Conserva-
tion Act (42 U.S.C. 6294a); 

‘‘(2) in the case of all LED luminaires, 
lamps, and systems whose efficacy (lumens 
per watt) and Color Rendering Index (CRI) 
meet the requirements for minimum lumi-
naire efficacy and CRI for the Energy Star 
certification, as verified by an independent 
third-party testing laboratory that conducts 
its tests according to the procedures and rec-
ommendations of the Illuminating Engineer-
ing Society of North America, even if these 
luminaires, lamps, and systems have not re-
ceived such certification; or 

‘‘(3) the Administrator has otherwise de-
termined that the fixture or bulb is energy 
efficient. 

‘‘(e) SIGNIFICANT ALTERATIONS.—A public 
building shall be treated as being signifi-
cantly altered for purposes of subsection (a) 
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if the alteration is subject to congressional 
approval under section 3307. 

‘‘(f) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The requirements of 
subsections (a) and (b) shall take effect one 
year after the date of enactment of this sub-
section.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The analysis 
for chapter 33 of title 40, United States Code, 
is amended by striking the items relating to 
sections 3313, 3314, and 3315 and inserting the 
following: 
‘‘3313. Use of energy efficient lighting fix-

tures and bulbs. 
‘‘3314. Delegation. 
‘‘3315. Report to Congress. 
‘‘3316. Certain authority not affected.’’. 
SEC. 1025. PROTECTING CHILDREN AND SEN-

SITIVE PERSONS FROM MERCURY. 
Notwithstanding any requirements to in-

crease energy efficient lighting in public 
buildings, no school, hospital, nursing home, 
or daycare center can be compelled to install 
or utilitze such energy efficient lighting 
technology if that energy efficient lighting 
technology contains mercury. 
PART 3—RESIDENTIAL WEATHERIZATION 

SEC. 1031. BASELINE BUILDING DESIGNS. 
Section 327(f)(3)(D) of the Energy Policy 

and Conservation Act (42 U.S.C. 6297(f)(3)(D)) 
is amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(D) If the code uses one or more baseline 
building designs against which all submitted 
building designs are to be evaluated and such 
baseline building designs contain a covered 
product subject to an energy conservation 
standard established in or prescribed under 
section 325, the baseline building designs are 
based on the efficiency level for such covered 
product which— 

‘‘(i) meets but does not exceed such stand-
ard; 

‘‘(ii) is the efficiency level required by a 
regulation of that State for which the Sec-
retary has issued a rule granting a waiver 
under subsection (d) of this section; or 

‘‘(iii) is a level that, when evaluated in the 
baseline building design, the State has found 
to be feasible and cost-effective.’’. 
SEC. 1032. REAUTHORIZATION OF WEATHERIZA-

TION ASSISTANCE PROGRAM. 
(a) AMENDMENT.—Section 422 of the Energy 

Conservation and Production Act (42 U.S.C. 
6872) is amended by striking ‘‘$500,000,000 for 
fiscal year 2006, $600,000,000 for fiscal year 
2007, and $700,000,000 for fiscal year 2008’’ and 
inserting ‘‘$600,000,000 for fiscal year 2007, 
and $750,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2008, 
2009, 2010, 2011, and 2012. From those sums, 
the Secretary is authorized to initiate an Al-
ternative Delivery System Pilot Project to 
examine options for decreasing energy con-
sumption associated with heating and cool-
ing while increasing household participation 
by focusing on key energy saving compo-
nents. Alternative Delivery System Pilot 
Projects should be undertaken in both hot 
and cold urban areas’’. 

(b) SUSTAINABLE ENERGY RESOURCES FOR 
CONSUMERS GRANTS.—(1) The Secretary of 
Energy may make funding available to local 
Weatherization agencies from amounts au-
thorized under the amendment made by sub-
section (a) to expand the weatherization as-
sistance program for residential buildings to 
include materials, benefits, and renewable 
and domestic energy technologies not cur-
rently covered by the program, provided that 
the State Weatherization grantee has cer-
tified that the applicant has the capacity to 
carry out the proposed activities and that 
the grantee will include the project in its fi-
nancial oversight of the Weatherization As-
sistance program. 

(2) In selecting the grants, the program 
shall give priority to— 

(A) the expected effectiveness and benefits 
of the proposed project to low- and moderate 
income energy consumers; 

(B) the potential for replication of success-
ful results; 

(C) the impact on the health and safety 
and energy costs of those served; and 

(D) the extent of partnerships with other 
public and private entities that contribute to 
the resources and implementation of the pro-
gram, including financial partnerships. 

(3) Funding for such projects may equal up 
to two percent of funding in any fiscal year, 
provided that no funding is utilized for Sus-
tainable Energy Resources for Consumers 
grants in any fiscal year in which Weather-
ization appropriations are less than 
$275,000,000. 

PART 4—COMMERCIAL AND FEDERAL 
BUILDING EFFICIENCY 

SEC. 1041. DEFINITIONS. 
In this part: 
(1) FEDERAL FACILITY.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘‘Federal facil-

ity’’ means any building or facility the in-
tended use of which requires the building or 
facility to be— 

(i) accessible to the public; and 
(ii) constructed or altered by or on behalf 

of the United States. 
(B) EXCLUSIONS.—The term ‘‘Federal facil-

ity’’ does not include a privately-owned resi-
dential or commercial structure that is not 
leased by the Federal Government. 

(2) HIGH-PERFORMANCE GREEN BUILDING.— 
The term ‘‘high-performance green building’’ 
means a building that, during its life-cycle— 

(A) reduces energy, water, and material re-
source use; 

(B) improves indoor environmental quality 
including, reducing indoor pollution, improv-
ing thermal comfort, and improving lighting 
and acoustic environments that affect occu-
pant health and productivity; 

(C) reduces negative impacts on the envi-
ronment throughout the life-cycle of the 
building, including air and water pollution 
and waste generation; 

(D) increases the use of environmentally 
preferable products, including biobased, re-
cycled content, and nontoxic products with 
lower life-cycle impacts; 

(E) increases reuse and recycling opportu-
nities; 

(F) integrates systems in the building; 
(G) reduces the environmental and energy 

impacts of transportation through building 
location and site design that support a full 
range of transportation choices for users of 
the building; and 

(H) considers indoor and outdoor effects of 
the building on human health and the envi-
ronment, including— 

(i) improvements in worker productivity; 
(ii) the life-cycle impacts of building mate-

rials and operations; and 
(iii) other factors that the Secretary con-

siders to be appropriate. 
(3) LIFE-CYCLE.—The term ‘‘life-cycle’’, 

with respect to a high-performance green 
building, means all stages of the useful life 
of the building (including components, 
equipment, systems, and controls of the 
building) beginning at conception of a green 
building project and continuing through site 
selection, design, construction, landscaping, 
commissioning, operation, maintenance, ren-
ovation, deconstruction or demolition, re-
moval, and recycling of the green building. 

(4) LIFE-CYCLE ASSESSMENT.—The term 
‘‘life-cycle assessment’’ means a comprehen-
sive system approach for measuring the envi-

ronmental performance of a product or serv-
ice over the life of the product or service, be-
ginning at raw materials acquisition and 
continuing through manufacturing, trans-
portation, installation, use, reuse, and end- 
of-life waste management. 

(5) LIFE-CYCLE COSTING.—The term ‘‘life- 
cycle costing’’, with respect to a high-per-
formance green building, means a technique 
of economic evaluation that— 

(A) sums, over a given study period, the 
costs of initial investment (less resale 
value), replacements, operations (including 
energy use), and maintenance and repair of 
an investment decision; and 

(B) is expressed— 
(i) in present value terms, in the case of a 

study period equivalent to the longest useful 
life of the building, determined by taking 
into consideration the typical life of such a 
building in the area in which the building is 
to be located; or 

(ii) in annual value terms, in the case of 
any other study period. 

(6) PRACTICES.—The term ‘‘practices’’ mean 
design, financing, permitting, construction, 
commissioning, operation and maintenance, 
and other practices that contribute to 
achieving zero-net-energy commercial build-
ings. 

(7) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’ 
means the Secretary of Energy. 

(8) ZERO-NET-ENERGY.—The term ‘‘zero-net- 
energy commercial building’’ means a build-
ing that is designed, constructed, and oper-
ated to— 

(A) produce on site and distribute as much 
energy on an annual basis as it uses from ex-
ternal sources; 

(B) result in no net emissions of green-
house gases; and 

(C) be economically viable to construct 
and operate, through a combination of ultra 
energy-efficient building materials and 
equipment, effective control systems, and 
onsite power generation from renewable or 
other energy sources; and 
SEC. 1042. HIGH-PERFORMANCE GREEN BUILD-

INGS. 
(a) POLICY.—It shall be the policy of the 

United States that all Federal buildings 
shall be high-performance green buildings, to 
the extent that it is cost-justified. The Sec-
retary shall provide technical assistance to 
other departments and agencies to achieve 
this policy. 

(b) REPORT.—Not later than 2 years after 
the date of enactment of this Act, and bien-
nially thereafter, the Secretary shall submit 
to Congress a report that— 

(1) describes the status of the green build-
ing initiatives by the Department and other 
Federal programs in effect as of the date of 
the report, including— 

(A) the extent to which the programs are 
being carried out; and 

(B) the status of funding requests and ap-
propriations for those programs; 

(2) summarizes and highlights develop-
ment, at the State and local level, of green 
building initiatives, including executive or-
ders, policies, or laws adopted promoting 
green building (including the status of im-
plementation of those initiatives); and 

(3) includes, for the 2-year period covered 
by the report, recommendations to address 
each of the matters, and a plan for imple-
mentation of each recommendation, de-
scribed in paragraph (1) of this subsection. 
SEC. 1043. ZERO-NET-ENERGY COMMERCIAL 

BUILDINGS GOAL. 
(a) GOAL.—The Secretary, in collaboration 

with stakeholders, shall study, refine, and 
adopt a national goal to reduce commercial 
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building energy use and achieve zero-net-en-
ergy commercial buildings. Unless the Sec-
retary concludes that such targets are 
unachievable or unrealistic or not cost effec-
tive, the goal shall include the objective that 
all new commercial buildings constructed 
after the beginning of 2025 are zero-net-en-
ergy commercial buildings. 

(b) FEDERAL COMPLIANCE WITH GOAL.—The 
Secretary shall further identify and adopt a 
strategy of development and widespread de-
ployment of technologies, practices, and 
policies leading to zero-net-energy perform-
ance for all Federal buildings in accordance 
with the adopted goal. 
SEC. 1044. PUBLIC OUTREACH. 

The Secretary shall carry out public out-
reach to inform individuals and entities of 
the information and services available Gov-
ernment-wide by— 

(1) establishing and maintaining a national 
high-performance green building clearing-
house, including on the Internet, that— 

(A) identifies existing similar efforts and 
coordinates activities of common interest; 
and 

(B) provides information relating to high- 
performance green buildings, including 
hyperlinks to Internet sites that describe the 
activities, information, and resources of— 

(i) the Federal Government; 
(ii) State and local governments; 
(iii) the private sector (including non-

governmental and nonprofit entities and or-
ganizations); and 

(iv) international organizations; 
(2) identifying and recommending edu-

cational resources for implementing high- 
performance green building practices, in-
cluding security and emergency benefits and 
practices; 

(3) providing access to technical assistance 
on using tools and resources to make more 
cost-effective, energy-efficient, health-pro-
tective, and environmentally beneficial deci-
sions for constructing high-performance 
green buildings, particularly tools available 
to conduct life-cycle costing and life-cycle 
assessment; 

(4) providing information on application 
processes for certifying a high-performance 
green building, including certification and 
commissioning; 

(5) providing technical information, mar-
ket research, or other forms of assistance or 
advice that would be useful in planning and 
constructing high-performance green build-
ings; 

(6) using such other methods as are deter-
mined by the Secretary to be appropriate; 

(7) surveying existing research and studies 
relating to high-performance green build-
ings; 

(8) coordinating activities of common in-
terest; 

(9) developing and recommending a high- 
performance green building practices that— 

(A) identify information and research 
needs, including the relationships between 
health, occupant productivity, and each of— 

(i) pollutant emissions from materials and 
products in the building; 

(ii) natural day lighting; 
(iii) ventilation choices and technologies; 
(iv) heating, cooling, and system control 

choices and technologies; 
(v) moisture control and mold; 
(vi) maintenance, cleaning, and pest con-

trol activities; 
(vii) acoustics; and 
(viii) other issues relating to the health, 

comfort, productivity, and performance of 
occupants of the building; and 

(B) promote the development and dissemi-
nation of high-performance green building 

measurement tools that, at a minimum, may 
be used— 

(i) to monitor and assess the life-cycle per-
formance of facilities (including demonstra-
tion projects) built as high-performance 
green buildings; and 

(ii) to perform life-cycle assessments; 
(10) assisting the budget and life-cycle 

costing functions; 
(11) studying and identifying potential ben-

efits of green buildings relating to security, 
natural disaster, and emergency needs of the 
Federal Government; and 

(12) supporting other research initiatives 
determined by the Secretary. 
SEC. 1045. INCENTIVES. 

As soon as practicable after the date of en-
actment of this Act, the Secretary shall 
identify incentives to encourage the use of 
green buildings and related technology in 
the operations of the Federal Government, 
including through— 

(1) the provision of recognition awards; and 
(2) the maximum feasible retention of fi-

nancial savings in the annual budgets of Fed-
eral agencies for use in reinvesting in future 
green building initiatives. 
SEC. 1046. FEDERAL PROCUREMENT. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 2 years 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Director of the Office of Federal Procure-
ment Policy, in consultation with the Sec-
retary and the Under Secretary of Defense 
for Acquisition, Technology, and Logistics, 
shall promulgate revisions of the applicable 
acquisition regulations, to take effect as of 
the date of promulgation of the revisions— 

(1) to direct any Federal procurement ex-
ecutives involved in the acquisition, con-
struction, or major renovation (including 
contracting for the construction or major 
renovation) of any facility— 

(A) to employ integrated design principles; 
(B) to improve site selection for environ-

mental and community benefits; 
(C) to optimize building and systems en-

ergy performance; 
(D) to protect and conserve water; 
(E) to enhance indoor environmental qual-

ity; and 
(F) to reduce environmental impacts of 

materials and waste flows; and 
(2) to direct Federal procurement execu-

tives involved in leasing buildings, to give 
preference to the lease of facilities that— 

(A) are energy-efficient; and 
(B) to the maximum extent practicable, 

have applied contemporary high-perform-
ance and sustainable design principles during 
construction or renovation. 

(b) GUIDANCE.—Not later than 90 days after 
the date of promulgation of the revised regu-
lations under subsection (a), the Director of 
the Office of Procurement Policy shall issue 
guidance to all Federal procurement execu-
tives providing direction and instructions to 
renegotiate the design of proposed facilities, 
renovations for existing facilities, and leased 
facilities to incorporate improvements that 
are consistent with this section. 
SEC. 1047. DEMONSTRATION PROJECT. 

The Secretary shall develop guidelines and 
best practices to implement Federal high- 
performance green buildings. 
SEC. 1048. ENERGY EFFICIENCY FOR DATA CEN-

TER BUILDINGS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—(1) Not later than 90 days 

after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary of Energy and Administrator of 
the Environmental Protection Agency shall 
jointly, after consulting with information 
technology industry and other interested 
parties, initiate a voluntary national infor-
mation program for those types of data cen-

ters and data center equipment and facilities 
that are widely used and for which there is a 
potential for significant data center energy 
savings as a result of such program. 

(2) Such program shall— 
(A) consistent with the objectives of para-

graph (1), determine the type of data center 
and data center equipment and facilities to 
be covered under such program; and 

(B) include specifications, measurements, 
and benchmarks that will enable data center 
operators to make more informed decisions 
about the energy efficiency and costs of data 
centers, and that— 

(i) reflect the total energy consumption of 
data centers, including both equipment and 
facilities, taking into account— 

(I) the performance and utilization of serv-
ers, data storage devices, and other informa-
tion technology equipment; 

(II) the efficiency of heating, ventilation, 
and air conditioning, cooling, and power con-
ditioning systems; 

(III) energy savings from the adoption of 
software and data management techniques; 
and 

(IV) other factors determined by the orga-
nization described in subsection (b); 

(ii) allow for creation of separate specifica-
tions, measurements, and benchmarks based 
on data center size and function, as well as 
other appropriate characteristics determined 
by the organization described in subsection 
(b); 

(iii) advance the design and implementa-
tion of efficiency technologies to the max-
imum extent economically practical; and 

(iv) provide to data center operators in the 
private sector and the Federal Government 
information about best practices and pur-
chasing decisions that reduce the energy 
consumption of data centers; 

(C) publish the information described in 
subparagraph (B), which may be dissemi-
nated through catalogs, trade publications, 
the Internet, or other mechanisms, that will 
allow data center operators to assess the en-
ergy consumption and potential cost savings 
of alternative data centers and data center 
equipment and facilities; and 

(D) not later than 1 year after the date of 
enactment of this Act, and thereafter on an 
ongoing basis, transmit the information de-
scribed in subparagraph (B) to the Secretary 
and the Administrator. 

(3) Such program shall be developed and 
coordinated by the data center efficiency or-
ganization described in subsection (b) ac-
cording to commonly accepted procedures 
for the development of specifications, meas-
urements, and benchmarks. 

(b) DATA CENTER EFFICIENCY ORGANIZA-
TION.—Upon creation of the program under 
subsection (a), the Secretary and the Admin-
istrator shall jointly designate an informa-
tion technology industry organization to co-
ordinate the program. Such organization 
shall— 

(1) consist of interested parties that have 
expertise in energy efficiency and in the de-
velopment, operation, and functionality of 
computer data centers, information tech-
nology equipment, and software, as well as 
representatives of hardware manufacturers, 
data center operators, and facility managers; 

(2) obtain and address input from Depart-
ment of Energy National Laboratories or 
any college, university, research institution, 
industry association, company, or public in-
terest group with applicable expertise in any 
of the areas listed in paragraph (1) of this 
subsection; 

(3) follow commonly accepted procedures 
for the development of specifications and ac-
credited standards development processes; 
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(4) have a mission to develop and promote 

energy efficiency for data centers and infor-
mation technology; and 

(5) have the primary responsibility to over-
see the development and publishing of the in-
formation, measurements, and benchmarks 
described in subsection (a) and transmission 
of such information to the Secretary and the 
Administrator for their adoption under sub-
section (c). 

(c) ADOPTION OF SPECIFICATIONS.—The Sec-
retary and the Administrator shall jointly, 
in accordance with the requirements of sec-
tion 12(d) of the National Technology Trans-
fer Advancement Act of 1995, adopt and pub-
lish the specifications, measurements, and 
benchmarks described in subsection (a) for 
use by the Federal Energy Management Pro-
gram and the Energy Star program as energy 
efficiency requirements for the purposes of 
those programs. 

(d) MONITORING.—The Secretary and the 
Administrator shall jointly monitor and 
evaluate the efforts to develop the program 
described in subsection (a) and, not later 
than 3 years after the date of enactment of 
this Act, shall make a determination as to 
whether such program is consistent with the 
objectives of subsection (a). 

(e) ALTERNATIVE SYSTEM.—If the Secretary 
and the Administrator make a determina-
tion under subsection (d) that a voluntary 
national information program for data cen-
ters consistent with the objectives of sub-
section (a) has not been developed, the Sec-
retary and the Administrator shall jointly, 
after consultation with the National Insti-
tute of Standards and Technology, develop, 
not later than 2 years after such determina-
tion, and implement the program under sub-
section (a). 

(f) PROTECTION OF PROPRIETARY INFORMA-
TION.—The Secretary, the Administrator, or 
the data center efficiency organization shall 
not disclose any proprietary information or 
trade secrets provided by any individual or 
company for the purposes of carrying out 
this program. 

(g) DEFINITIONS.—For purposes of this sec-
tion: 

(1) The term ‘‘data center’’ means any fa-
cility that primarily contains electronic 
equipment used to process, store, and trans-
mit digital information, which may be— 

(A) a free-standing structure; or 
(B) a facility within a larger structure, 

that utilizes environmental control equip-
ment to maintain the proper conditions for 
the operation of electronic equipment. 

(2) The term ‘‘data center operator’’ means 
any person or government entity that builds 
or operates a data center or purchases data 
center services, equipment, and facilities. 
SEC. 1049. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—In addition to amounts 
authorized under subsection (b), there are 
authorized to be appropriated to carry out 
this part— 

(1) $10,000,000 for fiscal year 2008; and 
(2) $20,000,000 for each of the fiscal years 

2009 through 2014, 
to remain available until expended. 

(b) ENERGY EFFICIENCY FOR DATA CENTER 
BUILDINGS.—There are authorized to be ap-
propriated to each of the Secretary and the 
Administrator for carrying out section 1048 
$250,000 for each of the fiscal years 2008 
through 2012. 

PART 5—INDUSTRIAL ENERGY 
EFFICIENCY 

SEC. 1061. INDUSTRIAL ENERGY EFFICIENCY. 
(a) AMENDMENT.—Title III of the Energy 

Policy and Conservation Act (42 U.S.C. 6201 

and following) is amended by adding the fol-
lowing after part D: 

‘‘PART E—INDUSTRIAL ENERGY 
EFFICIENCY 

‘‘SEC. 371. SURVEY OF WASTE INDUSTRIAL EN-
ERGY RECOVERY AND POTENTIAL 
USE. 

‘‘Congress finds that— 
‘‘(1) the Nation should encourage the use of 

otherwise wasted energy and the develop-
ment of combined heat and power and other 
waste energy recovery projects where there 
is wasted thermal energy in large volumes at 
potentially useful temperatures; 

‘‘(2) such projects would increase energy ef-
ficiency and lower pollution by generating 
power with no incremental fossil fuel con-
sumption; 

‘‘(3) because recovered waste energy and 
combined heat and power projects are associ-
ated with end-uses of thermal energy and 
electricity at the local level, they help avoid 
new transmission lines, reduce line losses, 
reduce local air pollutant emissions, and re-
duce vulnerability to extreme weather and 
terrorism; and 

‘‘(4) States, localities, electric utilities, 
and other electricity customers may benefit 
from private investments in recovered waste 
energy and combined heat and power 
projects at industrial and commercial sites 
by avoiding generation, transmission and 
distribution expenses, and transmission line 
loss expenses that may otherwise be required 
to be recovered from ratepayers. 
‘‘SEC. 372. DEFINITIONS. 

‘‘For purposes of this Part: 
‘‘(1) The term ‘Secretary’ means the Sec-

retary of Energy, in consultation with the 
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission. 

‘‘(2) The term ‘waste energy’ meansl 

‘‘(A) exhaust heat and flared gases from 
any industrial process; 

‘‘(B) waste gas or industrial tail gas that 
would otherwise be flared, incinerated or 
vented; 

‘‘(C) a pressure drop in any gas, excluding 
any pressure drop to a condenser that subse-
quently vents the resulting heat; and 

‘‘(D) such other forms of waste energy as 
the Secretary may identify. 

‘‘(3) The term ‘recoverable waste energy’ 
means waste energy from which electricity 
or useful thermal energy may be recovered 
through modification of existing facilities or 
addition of new facilities. 

‘‘(4) The term ‘net excess power’ means, for 
any facility, recoverable waste energy recov-
ered in the form of electricity in amounts 
exceeding the total consumption of elec-
tricity at the specific time of generation on 
the site where the facility is located. 

‘‘(5) The term ‘useful thermal energy’ is 
energy in the forms of direct heat, steam, 
hot water, or other thermal forms that is 
used in production and beneficial measures 
for heating, cooling, humidity control, proc-
ess use, or other valid thermal end-use en-
ergy requirements, and for which fuel or 
electricity would otherwise be consumed. 

‘‘(6) The term ‘combined heat and power 
system’ means a facility— 

‘‘(A) that simultaneously and efficiently 
produces useful thermal energy and elec-
tricity; and 

‘‘(B) that recovers not less than 60 percent 
of the energy value in the fuel (on a lower- 
heating-value basis) in the form of useful 
thermal energy and electricity. 

‘‘(7) The terms ‘electric utility’, ‘State reg-
ulated electric utility’, ‘nonregulated elec-
tric utility’ and other terms used in this 
Part have the same meanings as when such 
terms are used in title I of the Public Utility 

Regulatory Policies Act of 1978 (relating to 
retail regulatory policies for electric utili-
ties). 
‘‘SEC. 373. SURVEY AND REGISTRY. 

‘‘(a) RECOVERABLE WASTE-ENERGY INVEN-
TORY PROGRAM.—The Secretary, in coopera-
tion with State energy offices, shall estab-
lish a Recoverable Waste-Energy Inventory 
Program. The program shall include an on-
going survey of all major industrial and 
large commercial combustion sources in the 
United States and the sites where these are 
located, together with a review of each for 
quantity and quality of waste energy. 

‘‘(b) CRITERIA.—The Secretary shall, within 
120 days after the enactment of this section, 
develop and publish proposed criteria subject 
to notice and comment, and within 270 days 
of enactment, establish final criteria, to 
identify and designate those sources and 
sites in the inventory under subsection (a) 
where recoverable waste energy projects or 
combined heat and power system projects 
may have economic feasibility with a pay-
back of invested costs within 5 years or less 
from the date of first full project operation 
(including incentives offered under this 
Part). Such criteria will include standards 
that insure that projects proposed for inclu-
sion in the Registry are not developed for 
the primary purpose of making sales of ex-
cess electric power under the regulatory 
treatment provided under this Part. 

‘‘(c) TECHNICAL SUPPORT.—The Secretary 
shall provide to owners or operators of com-
bustion sources technical support and offer 
partial funding (up to one-half of total costs) 
for feasibility studies to confirm whether or 
not investment in recovery of waste energy 
or combined heat and power at that source 
would offer a payback period of 5 years or 
less. 

‘‘(d) REGISTRY.—(1) The Secretary shall, 
within one year after the enactment of this 
section, establish a Registry of Recoverable 
Waste-energy Sources, and sites on which 
those sources are located, which meet the 
criteria set forth under subsection (b). The 
Secretary shall update the Registry on not 
less than a monthly basis, and make the 
Registry accessible to the public on the En-
vironmental Protection Agency web site. 
Any State or electric utility may contest the 
listing of any source or site by submitting a 
petition to the Secretary. 

‘‘(2) The Secretary shall register and in-
clude on the Registry all sites meeting the 
criteria of subsection (b). The Secretary 
shall calculate the total amounts of poten-
tially recoverable waste energy from sources 
at such sites, nationally and by State, and 
shall make such totals public, together with 
information on the air pollutant and green-
house gas emissions savings that might be 
achieved with recovery of the waste energy 
from all sources and sites listed in the Reg-
istry. 

‘‘(3) The Secretary shall notify owners or 
operators of Recoverable Waste-Energy 
Sources and sites listed in the Registry prior 
to publishing the listing. The owner or oper-
ator of sources at such sites may elect to 
have detailed quantitative information con-
cerning that site not made public by noti-
fying the Secretary of that election. Infor-
mation concerning that site shall be in-
cluded in State totals unless there are fewer 
than 3 sites in the State. 

‘‘(4) As waste energy projects achieve suc-
cessful recovery of waste energy, the Sec-
retary shall remove the related sites or 
sources from the Registry, and shall des-
ignate the removed projects as eligible for 
the incentive provisions provided under this 
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Part and the regulatory treatment required 
by this Part. No project shall be removed 
from the Registry without the consent of the 
owner or operator of the project if the owner 
or operator has submitted a petition under 
section 375 and such petition has not been 
acted upon or denied. 

‘‘(5) The Secretary shall not list any source 
constructed after the date of the enactment 
of this Part on the Registry if the Secretary 
determines that such source— 

‘‘(A) was developed for the primary purpose 
of making sales of excess electric power 
under the regulatory treatment provided 
under this Part; or 

‘‘(B) does not capture at least 60 percent of 
the total energy value of the fuels used (on 
a lower-heating-value basis) in the form of 
useful thermal energy, electricity, mechan-
ical energy, chemical output, or some com-
bination of them. 

‘‘(e) SELF-CERTIFICATION.—Owners, opera-
tors, or third-party developers of industrial 
waste-energy projects that qualify under 
standards established by the Secretary may 
self-certify their sites or sources to the Sec-
retary for inclusion in the Registry, subject 
to procedures adopted by the Secretary. To 
prevent a fraudulent listing, the sources 
shall be included on the Registry only if the 
Secretary confirms the submitted data, at 
the Secretary’s discretion. 

‘‘(f) NEW FACILITIES.—As a new energy-con-
suming industrial facility is developed after 
the enactment of this Part, to the extent it 
may constitute a site with recoverable waste 
energy that may qualify for the Registry, 
the Secretary may elect to include it in the 
Registry at the request of its owner or oper-
ator or developer on a conditional basis, re-
moving the site if its development ceases or 
it if fails to qualify for listing under this 
Part. 

‘‘(g) OPTIMUM MEANS OF RECOVERY.—For 
each site listed in the Registry, at the re-
quest of the owner or operator of the site, 
the Secretary shall offer, in cooperation with 
Clean Energy Application Centers operated 
by the Secretary of Energy, suggestions of 
optimum means of recovery of value from 
waste energy stream in the form of elec-
tricity, useful thermal energy, or other en-
ergy-related products. 

‘‘(h) REVISION.—Each annual State report 
under section 548(a) of the National Energy 
Conservation Policy Act shall include the re-
sults of the survey for that State under this 
section. 

‘‘(i) AUTHORIZATION.—There are authorized 
to be appropriated to the Secretary for the 
purposes of creating and maintaining the 
Registry and services authorized by this sec-
tion not more than $1,000,000 for each of fis-
cal years 2008, 2009, 2010, 2010, and 2012 and 
not more than $5,000,000 to the States to pro-
vide funding for State energy office func-
tions under this section. 
‘‘SEC. 374. ADDITIONAL INCENTIVES FOR RECOV-

ERY, UTILIZATION AND PREVENTION 
OF INDUSTRIAL WASTE ENERGY. 

‘‘(a) CONSIDERATION OF STANDARD.—Not 
later than 180 days after the receipt by a 
State regulatory authority (with respect to 
each electric utility for which it has rate-
making authority), or nonregulated electric 
utility, of a request from a project sponsor 
or owner or operator, the State regulatory 
authority or nonregulated electric utility 
shall provide public notice and conduct a 
hearing respecting the standard established 
by subsection (b) and, on the basis of such 
hearing, shall consider and make a deter-
mination whether or not it is appropriate to 
implement such standard to carry out the 

purposes of this Part. For purposes of any 
such determination and any review of such 
determination in any court the purposes of 
this section supplement otherwise applicable 
State law. Nothing in this Part prohibits any 
State regulatory authority or nonregulated 
electric utility from making any determina-
tion that it is not appropriate to adopt any 
such standard, pursuant to its authority 
under otherwise applicable State law. 

‘‘(b) STANDARD FOR SALES OF EXCESS 
POWER.—For purposes of this section, the 
standard referred to in subsection (a) shall 
provide that an owner or operator of a waste 
energy recovery project identified on the 
Registry who generates net excess power 
shall be eligible to benefit from at least one 
of the options described in subsection (c) for 
disposal of the net excess power in accord-
ance with the rate conditions and limita-
tions described in subsection (d). 

‘‘(c) OPTIONS.—The options referred to in 
subsection (b) are as follows: 

‘‘(1) SALE OF NET EXCESS POWER TO UTIL-
ITY.—The electric utility shall purchase the 
net excess power from the owner or operator 
of the eligible waste-energy recovery project 
during the operation of the project under a 
contract entered into for that purpose. 

‘‘(2) TRANSPORT BY UTILITY FOR DIRECT SALE 
TO THIRD PARTY.—The electric utility shall 
transmit the net excess power on behalf of 
the project owner or operator to up to three 
separate locations on that utility’s system 
for direct sale by that owner or operator to 
third parties at such locations. 

‘‘(3) TRANSPORT OVER PRIVATE TRANS-
MISSION LINES.—The State and the electric 
utility shall permit, and shall waive or mod-
ify such laws as would otherwise prohibit, 
the construction and operation of private 
electric wires constructed, owned and oper-
ated by the project owner or operator, to 
transport such power to up to 3 purchasers 
within a 3-mile radius of the project, allow-
ing such wires to utilize or cross public 
rights-of-way, without subjecting the project 
to regulation as a public utility, and accord-
ing such wires the same treatment for safe-
ty, zoning, land-use and other legal privi-
leges as apply or would apply to the utility’s 
own wires, except that— 

‘‘(A) there shall be no grant of any power 
of eminent domain to take or cross private 
property for such wires, and 

‘‘(B) such wires shall be physically seg-
regated and not interconnected with any 
portion of the utility’s system, except on the 
customer’s side of the utility’s revenue 
meter and in a manner that precludes any 
possible export of such electricity onto the 
utility system, or disruption of such system. 

‘‘(4) AGREED UPON ALTERNATIVES.—The 
utility and the owner or operator of the 
project may reach agreement on any alter-
nate arrangement and its associated pay-
ments or rates that is mutually satisfactory 
and in accord with State law. 

‘‘(d) RATE CONDITIONS AND CRITERIA.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The options described in 

paragraphs (1) and (2) in subsection (c) shall 
be offered under purchase and transport rate 
conditions reflecting the rate components 
defined under paragraph (2) of this sub-
section as applicable under the cir-
cumstances described in paragraph (3) of this 
subsection. 

‘‘(2) RATE COMPONENTS.—For purposes of 
this section: 

‘‘(A) PER UNIT DISTRIBUTION COSTS.—The 
term ‘per unit distribution costs’ means the 
utility’s depreciated book-value distribution 
system costs divided by the previous year’s 
volume of utility electricity sales or trans-

mission at the distribution level in kilowatt 
hours. 

‘‘(B) PER UNIT DISTRIBUTION MARGIN.—The 
term ‘per unit distribution margin’ means: 

‘‘(i) In the case of a State regulated elec-
tric utility, a per-unit gross pretax profit de-
termined by multiplying the utility’s State- 
approved percentage rate of return for dis-
tribution system assets by the per unit dis-
tribution costs. 

‘‘(ii) In the case of an nonregulated utility, 
a per unit contribution to net revenues de-
termined by dividing the amount of any net 
revenue payment or contribution to the non-
regulated utility’s owners or subscribers in 
the prior year by the utility’s gross revenues 
for the prior year to obtain a percentage (but 
not less than 10 percent) and multiplying 
that percentage by the per unit distribution 
costs. 

‘‘(C) PER UNIT TRANSMISSION COSTS.—The 
term ‘per unit transmission costs’ means the 
total cost of those transmission services pur-
chased or provided by a utility on a per-kilo-
watt-hour basis as included in that utility’s 
retail rate. 

‘‘(3) APPLICABLE RATES.— 
‘‘(A) RATES APPLICABLE TO SALE OF NET EX-

CESS POWER.—Sales made by a project owner 
or operator under the option described in 
subsection (c) (1) shall be paid for on a per 
kilowatt hour basis that shall equal the full 
undiscounted retail rate paid to the utility 
for power purchased by such a facility minus 
per unit distribution costs, as applicable to 
the type of utility purchasing the power. If 
the net excess power is made available for 
purchase at voltages that must be trans-
formed to or from voltages exceeding 25 kilo-
volts to be available for resale by the utility, 
then the purchase price shall further be re-
duced by per unit transmission costs. 

‘‘(B) RATES APPLICABLE TO TRANSPORT BY 
UTILITY FOR DIRECT SALE TO THIRD PARTIES.— 
Transportation by utilities of power on be-
half of the owner or operator of a project 
under the option described in subsection 
(c)(2) shall incur a transportation rate equal 
to the per unit distribution costs and per 
unit distribution margin, as applicable to 
the type of utility transporting the power. If 
the net excess power is made available for 
transportation at voltages that must be 
transformed to or from voltages exceeding 25 
kilovolts to be transported to the designated 
third-party purchasers, then the transport 
rate shall further be increased by per unit 
transmission costs. In States with competi-
tive retail markets for electricity, the appli-
cable transportation rate for similar trans-
portation shall be applied in lieu of any rate 
calculated under this paragraph. 

‘‘(4) LIMITATIONS.—(A) Any rate established 
for sale or transportation under this section 
shall be modified over time with changes in 
the electric utility’s underlying costs or 
rates, and shall reflect the same time-sensi-
tivity and billing periods as are established 
in the retail sales or transportation rates of-
fered by the utility. 

‘‘(B) No utility shall be required to pur-
chase or transport an amount of net excess 
power under this section that exceeds the 
available capacity of the wires, meter, or 
other equipment of the electric utility serv-
ing the site unless the owner or operator of 
the project agrees to pay necessary and rea-
sonable upgrade costs. 

‘‘(e) PROCEDURAL REQUIREMENTS FOR CON-
SIDERATION AND DETERMINATION.—(1) The 
consideration referred to in subsection (b) 
shall be made after public notice and hear-
ing. The determination referred to in sub-
section (b) shall be— 
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‘‘(A) in writing, 
‘‘(B) based upon findings included in such 

determination and upon the evidence pre-
sented at the hearing, and 

‘‘(C) available to the public. 
‘‘(2) The Secretary may intervene as a 

matter of right in a proceeding conducted 
under this section and may calculate the en-
ergy and emissions likely to be saved by 
electing to adopt one or more of the options, 
as well as the costs and benefits to rate-
payers and the utility and to advocate for 
the waste-energy recovery opportunity. 

‘‘(3) Except as otherwise provided in para-
graph (1), and paragraph (2), the procedures 
for the consideration and determination re-
ferred to in subsection (a) shall be those es-
tablished by the State regulatory authority 
or the nonregulated electric utility. In the 
instance that there is more than one project 
seeking such consideration simultaneously 
in connection with the same utility, such 
proceeding may encompass all such projects, 
provided that full attention is paid to their 
individual circumstances and merits, and an 
individual judgment is reached with respect 
to each project. 

‘‘(f) IMPLEMENTATION.—(1) The State regu-
latory authority (with respect to each elec-
tric utility for which it has ratemaking au-
thority) or nonregulated electric utility 
may, to the extent consistent with otherwise 
applicable State law— 

‘‘(A) implement the standard determined 
under this section, or 

‘‘(B) decline to implement any such stand-
ard. 

‘‘(2) If a State regulatory authority (with 
respect to each electric utility for which it 
has ratemaking authority) or nonregulated 
electric utility declines to implement any 
standard established by this section, such 
authority or nonregulated electric utility 
shall state in writing the reasons therefor. 
Such statement of reasons shall be available 
to the public, and the Secretary shall include 
the project in an annual report to Congress 
concerning lost opportunities for waste-heat 
recovery, specifically identifying the utility 
and stating the amount of lost energy and 
emissions savings calculated. If a State regu-
latory authority (with respect to each elec-
tric utility for which it has ratemaking au-
thority) or nonregulated electric utility de-
clines to implement the standard established 
by this section, the project sponsor may sub-
mit a new petition under this section with 
respect to such project at any time after 24 
months after the date on which the State 
regulatory authority or nonregulated utility 
has declined to implement such standard. 
‘‘SEC. 375. CLEAN ENERGY APPLICATION CEN-

TERS. 
‘‘(a) PURPOSE.—The purpose of this section 

is to rename and provide for the continued 
operation of the United States Department 
of Energy’s Regional Combined Heat and 
Power (CHP) Application Centers. 

‘‘(b) FINDINGS.—The Congress finds the De-
partment of Energy’s Regional Combined 
Heat and Power (CHP) Application Centers 
program has produced significant energy 
savings and climate change benefits and will 
continue to do so through the deployment of 
clean energy technologies such as Combined 
Heat and Power (CHP), recycled waste en-
ergy and biomass energy systems, in the in-
dustrial and commercial energy markets. 

‘‘(c) RENAMING.—The Combined Heat and 
Power Application Centers at the Depart-
ment of Energy are hereby be redesignated 
as Clean Energy Application Centers. Any 
reference in any law, rule or regulation or 
publication to the Combined Heat and Power 

Application Centers shall be treated as a ref-
erence to the Clean Energy Application Cen-
ters. 

‘‘(d) RELOCATION.—In order to better co-
ordinate efforts with the separate Industrial 
Assessment Centers and to assure that the 
energy efficiency and, when applicable, the 
renewable nature of deploying mature clean 
energy technology is fully accounted for, the 
Secretary of Energy shall relocate the ad-
ministration of the Clean Energy Applica-
tion Centers to the Office of Energy Effi-
ciency and Renewable Energy within the De-
partment of Energy. The Office of Elec-
tricity Delivery and Energy Reliability shall 
continue to perform work on the role of such 
technology in support of the grid and its reli-
ability and security, and shall assist the 
Clean Energy Application Centers in their 
work with regard to the grid and with elec-
tric utilities. 

‘‘(e) GRANTS.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Energy 

shall make grants to universities, research 
centers, and other appropriate institutions 
to assure the continued operations and effec-
tiveness of 8 Regional Clean Energy Applica-
tion Centers in each of the following regions 
(as designated for such purposes as of the 
date of the enactment of this section): 

‘‘(A) Gulf Coast. 
‘‘(B) Intermountain. 
‘‘(C) Mid-Atlantic. 
‘‘(D) Midwest. 
‘‘(E) Northeast. 
‘‘(F) Northwest. 
‘‘(G) Pacific. 
‘‘(H) Southeast. 
‘‘(2) ESTABLISHMENT OF GOALS AND COMPLI-

ANCE.—In making grants under this section, 
the Secretary shall ensure that sufficient 
goals are established and met by each Center 
throughout the program duration concerning 
outreach and technology deployment. 

‘‘(f) ACTIVITIES.—Each Clean Energy Appli-
cation Center shall operate a program to en-
courage deployment of clean energy tech-
nologies through education and outreach to 
building and industrial professionals, and to 
other individuals and organizations with an 
interest in efficient energy use. In addition, 
the Centers shall provide project specific 
support to building and industrial profes-
sionals through assessments and advisory ac-
tivities. Funds made available under this 
section may be used for the following activi-
ties: 

‘‘(1) Developing and distributing informa-
tional materials on clean energy tech-
nologies, including continuation of the eight 
existing Web sites. 

‘‘(2) Developing and conducting target 
market workshops, seminars, internet pro-
grams and other activities to educate end 
users, regulators, and stakeholders in a man-
ner that leads to the deployment of clean en-
ergy technologies. 

‘‘(3) Providing or coordinating onsite as-
sessments for sites and enterprises that may 
consider deployment of clean energy tech-
nology. 

‘‘(4) Performing market research to iden-
tify high profile candidates for clean energy 
deployment. 

‘‘(5) Providing consulting support to sites 
considering deployment of clean energy 
technologies. 

‘‘(6) Assisting organizations developing 
clean energy technologies to overcome bar-
riers to deployment. 

‘‘(7) Assisting companies and organizations 
with performance evaluations of any clean 
energy technology implemented. 

‘‘(g) DURATION.—A grant awarded under 
this section shall be for a period of 5 years. 

each grant shall be evaluated annually for 
its continuation based on its activities and 
results. 

‘‘(h) AUTHORIZATION.—There is authorized 
to be appropriated for purposes of this sec-
tion the sum of $10,000,000 for each of fiscal 
years 2008, 2009, 2010, 2011, and 2012.’’. 

(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of con-
tents for such Act is amended by inserting 
the following after the items relating to part 
D of title III: 
‘‘Sec. 371. Survey of waste industrial energy 

recovery and potential use. 
‘‘Sec. 372. Definitions. 
‘‘Sec. 373. Survey and registry. 
‘‘Sec. 374. Additional incentives for recov-

ery, utilization and prevention 
of industrial waste energy. 

‘‘Sec. 375. Clean Energy Application Cen-
ters.’’. 

PART 6—ENERGY EFFICIENCY OF PUBLIC 
INSTITUTIONS 

SEC. 1071. DEFINITIONS. 
For purposes of this part— 
(1) the term ‘‘CHP’’ means combined heat 

and power, or the generation of electric en-
ergy and heat in a single, integrated system; 

(2) the term ‘‘institutional entities’’ means 
local governments, public school districts, 
municipal utilities, State governments, Fed-
eral agencies, and other entities established 
by local, State, or Federal agencies to meet 
public purposes, and public or private col-
leges, universities, airports, and hospitals; 

(3) the term ‘‘renewable thermal energy 
sources’’ means non-fossil-fuel energy 
sources, including biomass, geothermal, 
solar, natural sources of cooling such as cold 
lake or ocean water, and other sources that 
can provide heating or cooling energy; 

(4) the term ‘‘sustainable energy infra-
structure’’ means facilities for production of 
energy from CHP or renewable thermal en-
ergy sources and distribution of thermal en-
ergy to users; and 

(5) the term ‘‘thermal energy’’ means heat-
ing or cooling energy in the form of hot 
water or steam (heating energy) or chilled 
water (cooling energy). 
SEC. 1072. TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE PROGRAM. 

(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Secretary of En-
ergy shall, with funds appropriated for this 
purpose, implement a program of informa-
tion dissemination and technical assistance 
to institutional entities to assist them in 
identifying, evaluating, designing, and im-
plementing sustainable energy infrastruc-
ture. 

(b) INFORMATION DISSEMINATION.—The Sec-
retary shall develop and disseminate infor-
mation and assessment tools addressing— 

(1) identification of opportunities for sus-
tainable energy infrastructure; 

(2) technical and economic characteristics 
of sustainable energy infrastructure; 

(3) utility interconnection, and negotiation 
of power and fuel contracts; 

(4) financing alternatives; 
(5) permitting and siting issues; 
(6) case studies of successful sustainable 

energy infrastructure systems; and 
(7) computer software for assessment, de-

sign, and operation and maintenance of sus-
tainable energy infrastructure systems. 

(c) ELIGIBLE COSTS.—Upon application by 
an institutional entity, the Secretary may 
make grants to such applicant to fund— 

(1) 75 percent of the cost of feasibility stud-
ies to assess the potential for implementa-
tion or improvement of sustainable energy 
infrastructure; 

(2) 60 percent of the cost of guidance on 
overcoming barriers to project implementa-
tion, including financial, contracting, siting, 
and permitting barriers; and 
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(3) 45 percent of the cost of detailed engi-

neering and design of sustainable energy in-
frastructure. 

(d) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section $15,000,000 for fiscal 
year 2008, $15,000,000 for fiscal year 2009, and 
$15,000,000 for fiscal year 2010. 
SEC. 1073. REVOLVING FUND. 

(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Secretary of En-
ergy shall, with funds appropriated for this 
purpose, create a Sustainable Institutions 
Revolving Fund for the purpose of estab-
lishing and operating a Sustainable Institu-
tions Revolving Fund (in this section re-
ferred to as the ‘‘SIRF’’) for the purpose of 
providing loans for the construction or im-
provement of sustainable energy infrastruc-
ture to serve institutional entities. 

(b) ELIGIBLE COSTS.—A loan provided from 
the SIRF shall be for no more than 70 per-
cent of the total capital costs of a project, 
and shall not exceed $15,000,000. Such loans 
shall be for constructing sustainable energy 
infrastructure, including— 

(1) plant facilities used for producing ther-
mal energy, electricity, or both; 

(2) facilities for storing thermal energy; 
(3) facilities for distribution of thermal en-

ergy; and 
(4) costs for converting buildings to use 

thermal energy from sustainable energy 
sources. 

(c) QUALIFICATIONS.—Loans from the SIRF 
may be made to institutional entities for 
projects meeting the qualifications and con-
ditions established by the Secretary, includ-
ing the following minimum qualifications: 

(1) The project shall be technically and 
economically feasible as determined by a de-
tailed feasibility analysis performed or cor-
roborated by an independent consultant. 

(2) The borrower shall demonstrate that 
adequate and comparable financing was not 
found to be reasonably available from other 
sources, and that the project is economically 
more feasible with the availability of the 
SIRF loan. 

(3) The borrower shall obtain commitments 
for the remaining capital required to imple-
ment the project, contingent on approval of 
the SIRF loan. 

(4) The borrower shall provide to the Sec-
retary reasonable assurance that all laborers 
and mechanics employed by contractors or 
subcontractors in the performance of con-
struction work financed in whole or in part 
with a loan provided under this section will 
be paid wages at rates not less than those 
prevailing on similar work in the locality as 
determined by the Secretary of Labor in ac-
cordance with subchapter IV of chapter 31 of 
title 40, United States Code (commonly re-
ferred to as the Davis-Bacon Act). 

(d) FINANCING TERMS.—(1) Interest on a 
loan under this section may be a fixed rate 
or floating rate, and shall be equal to the 
Federal cost of funds consistent with the 
loan type and term, minus 1.5 percent. 

(2) Interest shall accrue from the date of 
the loan, but the first payment of interest 
shall be deferred, if desired by the borrower, 
for a period ending not later than 3 years 
after the initial date of operation of the sys-
tem. 

(3) Interest attributable to the period of 
deferred payment shall be amortized over the 
remainder of the loan term. 

(4) Principal shall be repaid on a schedule 
established at the time the loan is made. 
Such payments shall begin not later than 3 
years after the initial date of operation of 
the system. 

(5) Loans made from the SIRF shall be re-
payable over a period ending not more than 
20 years after the date the loan is made. 

(6) Loans shall be prepayable at any time 
without penalty. 

(7) SIRF loans shall be subordinate to 
other loans for the project. 

(e) FUNDING CYCLES.—Applications for 
loans from the SIRF shall be received on a 
periodic basis at least semiannually. 

(f) APPLICATION OF REPAYMENTS FOR DEF-
ICIT REDUCTION.—Loans from the SIRF shall 
be made, with funds available for this pur-
pose, during the 10 years starting from the 
date that the first loan from the fund is 
made. Until this 10-year period ends, funds 
repaid by borrowers shall be deposited in the 
SIRF to be made available for additional 
loans. Once loans from the SIRF are no 
longer being made, repayments shall go di-
rectly into the United States Treasury. 

(g) PRIORITIES.—In evaluating projects for 
funding, priority shall be given to projects 
which— 

(1) maximize energy efficiency; 
(2) minimize environmental impacts, in-

cluding from regulated air pollutants, green-
house gas emissions, and the use of refrig-
erants known to cause ozone depletion; 

(3) use renewable energy resources; 
(4) maximize oil displacement; and 
(5) benefit economically-depressed areas. 
(h) REGULATIONS.—Not later than one year 

after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary of Energy shall develop a plan and 
adopt rules and procedures for establishing 
and operating the SIRF. 

(i) PROGRAM REVIEW.—Every two years the 
Secretary shall report to the Congress on the 
status and progress of the SIRF. 

(j) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section $250,000,000 for fiscal 
year 2008 and $500,000,000 for each of the fis-
cal years 2009 through 2012. 
SEC. 1074. REAUTHORIZATION OF STATE ENERGY 

PROGRAMS. 
Section 365(f) of the Energy Policy and 

Conservation Act (42 U.S.C. 6325(f)) is amend-
ed by striking ‘‘$100,000,000 for each of the 
fiscal years 2006 and 2007 and $125,000,000 for 
fiscal year 2008’’ and inserting ‘‘$125,000,000 
for each of the fiscal years 2007, 2008, 2009, 
2010, 2011, and 2012’’. 

Subtitle B—Smart Grid and Demand 
Response 

SEC. 1101. STATEMENT OF POLICY ON MOD-
ERNIZATION OF ELECTRICITY GRID. 

(a) SMART GRID CHARACTERISTICS.—It is the 
policy of the United States to support the 
modernization of the Nation’s electricity 
transmission and distribution system to in-
corporate digital information and controls 
technology and to share real-time pricing in-
formation with electricity customers to 
achieve each of the following, which to-
gether characterize a smart grid: 

(1) Increased reliability, security and effi-
ciency of the electric grid. 

(2) Dynamic optimization of grid oper-
ations and resources, with full cyber-secu-
rity. 

(3) Deployment and integration of distrib-
uted resources and generation. 

(4) Development and incorporation of de-
mand response demand-side resources, and 
energy efficiency resources. 

(5) Deployment of ‘‘smart’’ technologies for 
metering, communications concerning grid 
operations and status, and distribution auto-
mation. 

(6) Integration of ‘‘smart’’ appliances and 
consumer devices. 

(7) Deployment and integration of renew-
able energy resources, both to the grid and 
on the customer side of the electric meter. 

(8) Deployment and integration of ad-
vanced electricity storage and peak-sharing 

technologies, including plug-in electric and 
hybrid electric vehicles, and thermal-storage 
air conditioning. 

(9) Provision to consumers of new informa-
tion and control options. 

(10) Continual environmental improvement 
in electricity production and distribution. 

(11) Enhanced capacity and efficiency of 
electricity networks, reduction of line 
losses, and maintenance of power quality. 

(b) SUPPORT.—The Secretary of Energy and 
the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission 
and other Federal agencies as appropriate 
shall undertake programs to support the de-
velopment and demonstration of Smart Grid 
technologies and standards to maximize the 
achievement of these goals. 

(c) BARRIERS.—It is further the policy of 
the United States that no State, State agen-
cy, or local government or instrumentality 
thereof should prohibit, or erect unreason-
able barriers to, the deployment of smart 
grid technologies on an electric utility’s dis-
tribution facilities, or unreasonably limit 
the services that may be provided using such 
technologies. 

(d) INFORMATION.—It is further the policy 
of the United States that electricity pur-
chasers are entitled to receive information 
about the varying value of electricity at dif-
ferent times and places, and that States 
shall not prohibit nor erect unreasonable 
barriers to the provision of such information 
flows to end users. 
SEC. 1102. GRID ASSESSMENT AND REPORT. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Energy, 
in consultation with the Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission shall undertake, and 
update on a biannual basis, an assessment of 
the progress toward modernizing the electric 
system from generation to ultimate elec-
tricity consumption, including implementa-
tion of ‘‘smart grid’’ technologies. The Sec-
retary of Energy, in consultation with the 
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission 
shall prepare this assessment with input 
from stakeholders including but not limited 
to electric utilities, other Federal offices, 
States, companies involved in developing re-
lated technologies, the National Electric Re-
liability Organization recognized by the Fed-
eral Energy Regulatory Commission, elec-
tricity customers, and persons with special 
related expertise. The assessment shall in-
clude each of the following: 

(1) An updated inventory of existing smart 
grid systems. 

(2) A description of the condition of exist-
ing grid infrastructure and procedures for de-
termining the need for new infrastructure; 

(3) A description of any plans of States, 
utilities, or others to introduce smart grid 
systems and technologies. 

(4) An assessment of constraints to deploy-
ment of smart grid technology and most im-
portant opportunities for doing so, including 
the readiness or lack thereof of enabling 
technologies. 

(5) An assessment of remaining potential 
benefits resulting from introduction of smart 
grid systems, including benefits related to 
demand-side efficiencies, improved reli-
ability, improved security, reduced prices, 
and improved integration of renewable re-
sources. 

(6) Recommendations for legislative or reg-
ulatory changes to remove barriers to and 
create incentives for smart grid system im-
plementation and to meet the policy goals of 
this part. 

(7) An estimate of the potential costs re-
quired for modernization of the electricity 
grid, with specificity relative to geographic 
areas and components of the grid, together 
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with an assessment of whether the necessary 
funds would be available to meet such costs, 
and the sources of such funds. 

(8) An assessment of ancillary benefits to 
other economic sectors or activities beyond 
the electricity sector, such as potential 
broadband service over power lines. 

(9) An assessment of technologies, activi-
ties or opportunities in energy end use de-
vices, customer premises, buildings, and 
power generation and storage devices that 
could accelerate or expand the impact and 
effectiveness of smart grid advances. 

(10) An assessment of potential risks to 
personal privacy, corporate confidentiality, 
and grid security from the spread of smart 
grid technologies, and if so what additional 
measures and policies are needed to assure 
privacy and information protection for elec-
tric customers and grid partners, and cyber- 
security protection for extended grid sys-
tems. 

(11) An assessment of the readiness of mar-
ket forces to drive further implementation 
and evolution of ‘‘smart grid’’ technologies 
in the absence of government leadership. 

(12) Recommendations to the Congress and 
other Federal officers on actions they should 
take to assist. 
The Secretary of Energy, in consultation 
with the Federal Energy Regulatory Com-
mission may request electric utilities to pro-
vide information relating to deployment and 
planned deployment of smart grid systems 
and technologies. At the request of the util-
ity, the Secretary of Energy, in consultation 
with the Federal Energy Regulatory Com-
mission shall maintain the confidentiality of 
utility-specific or specific security-related 
information. The Secretary of Energy, in 
consultation with the Federal Energy Regu-
latory Commission shall provide opportuni-
ties for input and comment by interested 
persons, including representatives of elec-
tricity consumers, Smart Grid technology 
service providers, the electric utility indus-
try, and State and local government. 

(b) STATE AND REGIONAL ASSESSMENT AND 
REPORT.—States or groups of States are en-
couraged to participate in the development 
of State or region-specific components of the 
assessment and report under subsection (a). 
Such State-specific components may address 
the assessment and reporting criteria above 
but also may include but not be limited to 
any of the following: 

(1) Assessment of types of security threats 
to electricity delivery. 

(2) Energy assurance and response plans to 
address security threats. 

(3) Plans for introduction of smart grid 
systems and technologies over 3, 5, and 10 
year planning horizons. 
The Secretary of Energy, in consultation 
with the Federal Energy Regulatory Com-
mission may make grants to States that 
begin development of a State or Regional 
Plan within 180 days after the enactment of 
this Act to offset up to one-half of the costs 
required to develop such plans. 

(c) INTEROPERABILITY PROTOCOLS AND 
MODEL STANDARDS FOR INFORMATION MAN-
AGEMENT.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Energy, 
in consultation with the Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission shall work with 
Smart Grid stakeholders to lead towards the 
earliest feasible development of flexible, uni-
form, and consensus protocols or model 
standards for information management 
among and interoperability of smart grid de-
vices and systems. Such protocols and model 
standards shall allow such devices to com-
municate and function over multiple tech-

nologies, including wireless, cable, satellite, 
broadband-over-power line, and telephone. 
Such protocols and model standards should 
align policy, business, and technology ap-
proaches in a way that enables all electric 
resources, including demand side resources, 
to contribute to an efficient, reliable elec-
tricity network, on an automated basis, as 
appropriate. 

(2) SCOPE OF PROTOCOLS AND MODEL STAND-
ARDS.—The protocols and model standards 
shall accommodate centralized and distrib-
uted generation, transmission and distribu-
tion resources, including advanced tech-
nologies to improve the efficiency and reli-
ability of the electric power transmission 
and distributions system, renewable genera-
tion, energy storage, energy efficiency, and 
demand response and enabling devices and 
systems. 

(3) ESTABLISHMENT OF WORKING GROUP.— 
Not later than 90 days after the date of en-
actment of this Act the Secretary of Energy, 
in consultation with the Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission shall establish a 
working group comprised of electric industry 
experts to assist in developing the protocols 
and model standards described in this sub-
section and guide the Federal participation 
in that process. Members appointed to the 
working group shall represent the various 
sectors of the electricity industry, including 
sectors relating to the generation, trans-
mission, distribution and end-user. 

(4) DEVELOPMENT OF PROTOCOLS AND MODEL 
STANDARDS.—In developing the protocols and 
model standards, the working group shall 
consult with expert groups such as the 
Gridwise Architecture Council, the Institute 
of Electrical and Electronics Engineers, 
other electric industry groups, customer and 
manufacturer groups, and any appropriate 
Federal and State agencies. The proposed 
protocols and model standards shall be made 
available in the public domain, except to the 
extent they may allow or create threats to 
grid reliability and security. 

(5) PROPOSAL FOR PROTOCOLS AND MODEL 
STANDARDS.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 1 year 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
working group shall submit to the Secretary 
of Energy, in consultation with the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission rec-
ommendations concerning development of 
proposed protocols and model standards and 
recommendations for Federal support in the 
implementation of such protocols and model 
standards. 

(B) REVIEW BY THE SECRETARY OF ENERGY, 
IN CONSULTATION WITH THE FEDERAL ENERGY 
REGULATORY COMMISSION.—On receipt of the 
recommendations under subparagraph (A), 
the Secretary of Energy, in consultation 
with the Federal Energy Regulatory Com-
mission shall take such action as necessary 
to encourage the adoption of the protocols 
and model standards and their implementa-
tion. 

(C) PUBLICATION OF PROTOCOLS AND MODEL 
STANDARDS.—The Secretary of Energy, in 
consultation with the Federal Energy Regu-
latory Commission shall publish, not later 
than 3 years after the date of the enactment 
of this Act, and every two years thereafter, 
a report on the status of interoperability of 
smart grid technologies, and the availability 
of protocols and model standards to allow 
such interoperability. 

(d) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out the purposes of this section the 
sum of $25,000,000 for each of the fiscal years 
2008 through 2012, and such sums as may be 
necessary thereafter through fiscal year 2018. 

SEC. 1103. FEDERAL MATCHING FUND FOR 
SMART GRID INVESTMENT COSTS. 

(a) MATCHING FUND.—The Secretary of En-
ergy shall establish a Smart Grid Investment 
Matching Grant Program to provide reim-
bursement of one-fourth of qualifying Smart 
Grid investments. 

(b) QUALIFYING INVESTMENTS.—Qualifying 
Smart Grid investments may include any of 
the following made on or after the date of 
enactment of this Act: 

(1) In the case of appliances covered for 
purposes of establishing energy conservation 
standards under part B of title III of the En-
ergy Policy and Conservation Act of 1975 (42 
U.S.C. 6291 and following), the documented 
expenditures incurred by a manufacturer of 
such appliances associated with purchasing 
or designing, creating the ability to manu-
facture, and manufacturing and installing 
for one calendar year, internal devices that 
allow the appliance to engage in Smart Grid 
functions. 

(2) In the case of specialized electricity- 
using equipment, including motors and driv-
ers, installed in industrial or commercial ap-
plications, the documented expenditures in-
curred by its owner or its manufacturer of 
installing devices or modifying that equip-
ment to engage in Smart Grid functions. 

(3) In the case of transmission and dis-
tribution equipment fitted with monitoring 
and communications devices to enable smart 
grid functions, the documented expenditures 
incurred by the electric utility to purchase 
and install such monitoring and communica-
tions devices. 

(4) In the case of metering devices, sensors, 
control devices, and other devices integrated 
with and attached to an electric utility sys-
tem that are capable of engaging in Smart 
Grid functions, the documented expenditures 
incurred by the electric utility and its cus-
tomers to purchase and install such devices. 

(5) In the case of software that enables de-
vices or computers to engage in Smart Grid 
functions, the documented purchase costs of 
the software. 

(6) In the case of entities that operate or 
coordinate operations of regional electric 
grids, the documented expenditures for pur-
chasing and installing such equipment that 
allows Smart Grid functions to operate and 
be combined or coordinated among multiple 
electric utilities and between that region 
and other regions. 

(7) In the case of persons or entities other 
than electric utilities owning and operating 
a distributed electricity generator, the docu-
mented expenditures of enabling that gener-
ator to be monitored, controlled, or other-
wise integrated into grid operations and 
electricity flows on the grid utilizing Smart 
Grid functions. 

(8) In the case of electric or hybrid-electric 
vehicles, the documented expenses for de-
vices that allow the vehicle to engage in 
Smart Grid functions. 

(9) The documented expenditures related to 
purchasing and implementing Smart Grid 
functions in such other cases as the Sec-
retary of Energy shall identify. In making 
such grants, the Secretary shall seek to re-
ward innovation and early adaptation, even 
if success is not complete, rather than de-
ployment of proven and commercially viable 
technologies. 

(c) INVESTMENTS NOT INCLUDED.—Quali-
fying Smart Grid investments do not include 
any of the following: 

(1) Expenditures for electricity generation, 
transmission, or distribution infrastructure 
or equipment not directly related to ena-
bling Smart Grid functions. 
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(2) After the effective date of a standard 

under paragraph (21) of section 111(d) of the 
Public Utility Regulatory Policies Act of 
1978 (relating to Smart Grid information), an 
investment that is not in compliance with 
such standard. 

(3) After the development and publication 
by the Secretary of Energy, in consultation 
with the Federal Energy Regulatory Com-
mission of protocols and model standards for 
interoperability of smart grid devices and 
technologies, an investment that fails to in-
corporate any of such protocols or model 
standards. 

(4) Expenditures for physical interconnec-
tion of generators or other devices to the 
grid except those that are directly related to 
enabling Smart Grid functions. 

(5) Expenditures for ongoing salaries, bene-
fits, or personnel costs not incurred in the 
initial installation, training, or start up of 
smart grid functions. 

(6) Expenditures for travel, lodging, meals 
or other personal costs. 

(7) Ongoing or routine operation, billing, 
customer relations, security, and mainte-
nance expenditures. 

(8) Such other expenditures that the Sec-
retary of Energy determines not to be Quali-
fying Smart Grid Investments by reason of 
the lack of the ability to perform smart grid 
functions or lack of direct relationship to 
smart grid functions. 

(d) SMART GRID FUNCTIONS.—The term 
‘‘smart grid functions’’ means any of the fol-
lowing: 

(1) The ability to develop, store, send and 
receive digital information concerning elec-
tricity use, costs, prices, time of use, nature 
of use, storage, or other information rel-
evant to device, grid, or utility operations, 
to or from or by means of the electric utility 
system, through one or a combination of de-
vices and technologies. 

(2) The ability to develop, store, send and 
receive digital information concerning elec-
tricity use, costs, prices, time or use, nature 
of use, storage, or other information rel-
evant to device, grid, or utility operations to 
or from a computer or other control device. 

(3) The ability to measure or monitor elec-
tricity use as a function of time of day, 
power quality characteristics such as voltage 
level, current, cycles per second, or source or 
type of generation and to store, synthesize 
or report that information by digital means. 

(4) The ability to sense and localize disrup-
tions or changes in power flows on the grid 
and communicate such information instanta-
neously and automatically for purposes of 
enabling automatic protective responses to 
sustain reliability and security of grid oper-
ations. 

(5) The ability to detect, prevent, commu-
nicate with regard to, respond to, or recover 
from system security threats, including 
cyber-security threats and terrorism, using 
digital information, media, and devices. 

(6) The ability of any appliance or machine 
to respond to such signals, measurements, or 
communications automatically or in a man-
ner programmed by its owner or operator 
without independent human intervention. 

(7) The ability to use digital information 
to operate functionalities on the electric 
utility grid that were previously electro-me-
chanical or manual. 

(8) The ability to use digital controls to 
manage and modify electricity demand, en-
able congestion management, assist in volt-
age control, provide operating reserves, and 
provide frequency regulation. 

(9) Such other functions as the Secretary 
of Energy may identify as being necessary or 
useful to the operation of a Smart Grid. 

(e) OFFICE.—The Secretary of Energy 
shall— 

(1) establish an Office to administer the 
Smart Grid Investment Grant Program, as-
suring that expert resources from the Office 
of Energy Distribution and Electricity Reli-
ability, and the Office of Energy Efficiency 
and Renewable Energy are fully available to 
advise on its administration and actions; 

(2) appoint a Senior Executive Service offi-
cer to direct the Office, together with such 
personnel as are required to administer the 
Smart Grid Investment Grant program; 

(3) establish and publish in the Federal 
Register, within 180 days after the enact-
ment of this Act procedures by which appli-
cants who have made qualifying Smart Grid 
investments can seek and obtain reimburse-
ment of one-fourth of their documented ex-
penditures; 

(4) establish procedures to assure that 
there is no duplication or multiple reim-
bursement for the same investment or costs, 
that the reimbursement goes to the party 
making the actual expenditures for Quali-
fying Smart Grid Investments, and that the 
grants made have significant effect in en-
couraging and facilitating the development 
of a smart grid.; 

(5) maintain public records of reimburse-
ments made, recipients, and qualifying 
Smart Grid investments which have received 
reimbursements; 

(6) establish procedures to provide, in cases 
deemed by the Secretary to be warranted, 
advance payment of moneys up to the full 
amount of the projected eventual reimburse-
ment, to creditworthy applicants whose abil-
ity to make Qualifying Smart Grid Invest-
ments may be hindered by lack of initial 
capital, in lieu of any later reimbursement 
for which that applicant qualifies, and sub-
ject to full return of the advance payment in 
the event that the Qualifying Smart Grid in-
vestment is not made; 

(7) establish procedures to provide, in the 
event appropriated moneys in any year are 
insufficient to provide reimbursements for 
qualifying Smart Grid investments, that 
such reimbursement would be made in the 
next fiscal year or whenever funds are again 
sufficient, with the condition that the insuf-
ficiency of funds to reimburse Qualifying 
Smart Grid Investments from moneys appro-
priated for that purpose does not create a 
Federal obligation to that applicant; and 

(8) have and exercise the discretion to deny 
grants for investments that do not qualify in 
the reasonable judgement of the Secretary. 

(f) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
the Secretary of Energy the sums of— 

(1) $10,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2008 
through 2012 to provide for administration of 
the Smart Grid Investment Matching Fund; 
and 

(2) $250,000,000 for fiscal year 2008 and 
$500,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2009 
through 2012 to provide reimbursements of 
one-fourth of Qualifying Smart Grid Invest-
ments. 
SEC. 1104. SMART GRID INFORMATION REQUIRE-

MENTS. 
(a) FINDINGS.—Congress finds that Smart 

Grid technologies will require, for their opti-
mum use by electricity consumers, that such 
consumers have access to information on 
prices, use, and other factors in possession of 
their utilities or electricity suppliers, in 
order to assist the customers in optimizing 
their electricity use and limiting the associ-
ated environmental impacts. 

(b) DEVELOPMENT OF RULES.—The Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission shall de-

velop and declare a standard for the collec-
tion, presentation and delivery of informa-
tion to electricity purchasers. 

(c) APPLICATION OF SMART GRID INFORMA-
TION STANDARD TO WHOLESALE MARKETS.— 
Within 60 days of the declaration of the 
standard under subsection (b), the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission shall pro-
pose a rule under which all public utilities, 
with respect to federally jurisdictional sales 
for resale of electricity in interstate com-
merce, and all approved regional trans-
mission organizations subject to its jurisdic-
tion, will implement those elements of the 
Smart Grid information standard developed 
pursuant to this section that the Commis-
sion determines to be relevant and to add 
value for purchasers of wholesale power or 
those utilizing interstate transmission. 
SEC. 1105. STATE CONSIDERATION OF INCEN-

TIVES FOR SMART GRID. 
(a) CONSIDERATION OF ADDITIONAL STAND-

ARDS.—Section 111(d) of the Public Utility 
Regulatory Policies Act of 1978 (16 U.S.C. 
2621(d)) is amended by adding at the end: 

‘‘(18) UTILITY INVESTMENT IN SMART GRID IN-
VESTMENTS.—Each electric utility shall prior 
to undertaking investments in non-advanced 
grid technologies demonstrate that alter-
native investments in advanced grid tech-
nologies have been considered, including 
from a standpoint of cost-effectiveness, 
where such cost-effectiveness considers costs 
and benefits on a life-cycle basis. 

‘‘(19) UTILITY COST OF SMART GRID INVEST-
MENTS.—Each electric utility shall be per-
mitted to— 

‘‘(A) recover from ratepayers the capital 
and operating expenditures and other costs 
of the utility for qualified smart grid sys-
tem, including a reasonable rate of return on 
the capital expenditures of the utility for a 
qualified smart grid system, and 

‘‘(B) recover in a timely manner the re-
maining book-value costs of equipment ren-
dered obsolete by the deployment of a quali-
fied smart grid system, based on the remain-
ing depreciable life of the obsolete equip-
ment. 

‘‘(20) RATE DESIGN MODIFICATIONS TO PRO-
MOTE ENERGY EFFICIENCY INVESTMENTS.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The rates allowed to be 
charged by any electric utility shall— 

‘‘(i) align utility incentives with the deliv-
ery of cost-effective energy efficiency; and 

‘‘(ii) promote energy efficiency invest-
ments. 

‘‘(B) POLICY OPTIONS.—In complying with 
subparagraph (A), each State regulatory au-
thority and each nonregulated utility shall 
consider— 

‘‘(i) removing the throughput incentive 
and other regulatory and management dis-
incentives to energy efficiency; 

‘‘(ii) providing utility incentives for the 
successful management of energy efficiency 
programs; 

‘‘(iii) including the impact on adoption of 
energy efficiency as 1 of the goals of retail 
rate design, recognizing that energy effi-
ciency must be balanced with other objec-
tives; 

‘‘(iv) adopting rate designs that encourage 
energy efficiency for each customer class; 
and 

‘‘(v) allowing timely recovery of energy ef-
ficiency-related costs. 

‘‘(21) SMART GRID INFORMATION.— 
‘‘(A) STANDARD.—All electricity purchasers 

shall be provided direct access, both in writ-
ten and electronic machine-readable form, to 
information from their electricity provider 
as provided in subparagraph (B). 

‘‘(B) INFORMATION.—Information provided 
under this section shall conform to the 
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standardized rules issued by the Federal En-
ergy Regulatory Commission under section 
1106(b) of the American Made Energy and 
Good Jobs Act and shall include: 

‘‘(i) PRICES.—Purchasers and other inter-
ested persons shall be provided with informa-
tion on: 

‘‘(I) Time-based electricity prices in the 
wholesale electricity market; and 

‘‘(II) Time-based electricity retail prices or 
rates that are available to the purchasers. 

‘‘(ii) USAGE.—Purchasers shall be provided 
with the number of electricity units, ex-
pressed in kwh, purchased by them 

‘‘(iii) INTERVALS AND PROJECTIONS.—Up-
dates of information on prices and usage 
shall be offered on not less than a daily 
basis, shall include hourly price and use in-
formation, where available, and shall include 
a day-ahead projection of such price infor-
mation to the extent available. 

‘‘(iv) SOURCES.—Purchasers and other in-
terested person shall be provided with writ-
ten information on the sources of the power 
provided by the utility, to the extent it can 
be determined, by type of generation, includ-
ing greenhouse gas emissions and criteria 
pollutants associated each type of genera-
tion, for intervals during which such infor-
mation is available on a cost-effective basis, 
but not less than monthly. 

‘‘(C) ACCESS.—Purchasers shall be able to 
access their own information at any time 
through the internet and on other means of 
communication elected by that utility for 
Smart Grid applications. Other interested 
persons shall be able to access information 
not specific to any purchaser through the 
Internet. Information specific to any pur-
chaser shall be provided solely to that pur-
chaser.’’. 

(b) RECONSIDERATION OF CERTAIN STAND-
ARDS.—Section 112 of the Public Utility Reg-
ulatory Policies Act of 1978 (16 U.S.C. 2622) is 
amended by adding the following at the end 
thereof: 

‘‘(g) RECONSIDERATION OF PRIOR TIME-OF- 
DAY AND COMMUNICATION STANDARDS.—Not 
later than 1 year after the enactment of this 
subsection, each State regulatory authority 
(with respect to each electric utility for 
which it has ratemaking authority) and each 
nonregulated utility shall commence a re-
consideration under section 111, or set a 
hearing date for reconsideration, with re-
spect to the standards established by para-
graphs (3) and (14) of section 111(d) to take 
into account Smart Grid technologies. Not 
later than 2 years after the date of the enact-
ment of this subsection, each State regu-
latory authority (with respect to each elec-
tric utility for which it has ratemaking au-
thority), and each nonregulated electric util-
ity, shall complete the reconsideration, and 
shall make the determination, referred to in 
section 111 with respect to the standards es-
tablished by paragraphs (3) and (14) of sec-
tion 111(d).’’. 

(c) COMPLIANCE.— 
(1) TIME LIMITATIONS.—Section 112(b) of the 

Public Utility Regulatory Policies Act of 
1978 (16 U.S.C. 2622(b)) is amended by adding 
the following at the end thereof: 

‘‘(6)(A) Not later than 1 year after the en-
actment of this paragraph, but not less than 
3 years after the conclusion of any prior re-
view of such standards, each State regu-
latory authority (with respect to each elec-
tric utility for which it has ratemaking au-
thority) and each nonregulated utility shall 
commence the consideration referred to in 
section 111, or set a hearing date for consid-
eration, with respect to the standards estab-
lished by paragraphs (18) through (20) of sec-

tion 111(d). Not later than 6 months after the 
promulgation of rules by the Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission under section 1106(b) 
of the American Made Energy and Good Jobs 
Act, each State regulatory authority (with 
respect to each electric utility for which it 
has ratemaking authority) and each non-
regulated utility shall commence the consid-
eration referred to in section 111, or set a 
hearing date for consideration, with respect 
to the standard established by paragraph (21) 
of section 111(d). 

‘‘(B) Not later than 2 years after the date 
of the enactment of the this paragraph, but 
not less than 4 years after the conclusion of 
any prior review of such standard, each 
State regulatory authority (with respect to 
each electric utility for which it has rate-
making authority), and each nonregulated 
electric utility, shall complete the consider-
ation, and shall make the determination, re-
ferred to in section 111 with respect to each 
standard established by paragraphs (18) 
through (20) of section 111(d). Not later than 
18 months after the promulgation of rules by 
the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission 
under section 1106(b) of the American Made 
Energy and Good Jobs Act each State regu-
latory authority (with respect to each elec-
tric utility for which it has ratemaking au-
thority), and each nonregulated electric util-
ity, shall complete the consideration, and 
shall make the determination, referred to in 
section 111 with respect to each standard es-
tablished by paragraph (21) of section 
111(d).’’. 

(2) FAILURE TO COMPLY.—Section 112(c) of 
such Act is amended by adding the following 
at the end: ‘‘ In the case of the standards es-
tablished by paragraphs (18) through (21) of 
section 111(d), the reference contained in this 
subsection to the date of enactment of this 
Act shall be deemed to be a reference to the 
date of enactment of such paragraphs.’’ 

(3) PRIOR STATE ACTIONS.—Section 112(d) of 
such Act is amended by inserting ‘‘and para-
graphs (18) through (20)’’ before ‘‘of such 
111(d)’’ . 
SEC. 1106. DOE STUDY OF SECURITY ATTRIBUTES 

OF SMART GRID SYSTEMS. 
(a) DOE STUDY.—The Secretary of Energy 

shall, within 6 months after the he completes 
the first biennial assessment and report 
under section 1102 of the American Made En-
ergy and Good Jobs Act, submit a report to 
Congress that provides a quantitative assess-
ment and determination of the existing and 
potential impacts of the deployment of 
Smart Grid systems on improving the secu-
rity of the Nation’s electricity infrastruc-
ture and operating capability. The report 
shall include but not be limited to specific 
recommendations on each of the following: 

(1) How smart grid systems can help in 
making the Nation’s electricity system less 
vulnerable to disruptions due to intentional 
acts against the system. 

(2) How smart grid systems can help in re-
storing the integrity of the Nation’s elec-
tricity system subsequent to disruptions. 

(3) How smart grid systems can facilitate 
emergency communications and control of 
the Nation’s electricity system during times 
of localized or nationwide emergency. 

(b) CONSULTATION.—The Secretary shall 
consult with other Federal agencies in the 
development of the report under this section, 
including but not limited to the Secretary of 
Homeland Security, the Federal Energy Reg-
ulatory Commission and the Electric Reli-
ability Organization certified by the Com-
mission under section 215(c) of the Federal 
Power Act (16 U.S.C. 824 o) as added by sec-
tion 1211 of the Energy Policy Act of 2005 
(P.L. 109-58; 119 Stat.941) 

(c) FUNDING.—The Secretary shall fund 
demonstration projects for the purpose of 
demonstrating the findings of the report 
under this section. Not more than $10,000,000 
are authorized to be appropriated for such 
projects. 

Subtitle C—Loan Guarantee Improvement 
SEC. 1201. AMOUNT OF LOANS GUARANTEED. 

Section 1702(c) of the Energy Policy Act of 
2005 (42 U.S.C. 16512(c)) is amended to read as 
follows: 

‘‘(c) AMOUNT.— 
‘‘(1) PERCENTAGE OF PROJECT COST.—A 

guarantee by the Secretary shall not exceed 
an amount equal to 80 percent of the project 
cost of the facility that is the subject of the 
guarantee, as estimated at the time at which 
the guarantee is issued, and shall be no less 
than the minimum amount determined by 
the Secretary to be likely to attract non-
guaranteed investment adequate to cap-
italize the project. 

‘‘(2) PERCENTAGE OF LOAN.—Subject to 
paragraph (1), the Secretary may guarantee 
up to 100 percent of any loan or other debt 
obligation of the borrower to fund an eligible 
project.’’. 
SEC. 1202. EXCLUSION OF CATEGORIES. 

Section 1704 of the Energy Policy Act of 
2005 (42 U.S.C. 16514) is amended by adding at 
the end the following new subsection: 

‘‘(c) EXCLUSION OF CATEGORIES.—No appro-
priation authorized pursuant to this section 
may exclude any category of eligible project 
described in section 1703.’’. 

Subtitle D—Fuels and Transportation 
PART 1—FUELS AND TRANSPORTATION 

SEC. 1301. ALTERNATIVE FUELS PROGRAM. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 211 of the Clean 

Air Act (42 U.S.C. 4575) is amended by adding 
the following new subsection at the end 
thereof: 

‘‘(t) ALTERNATIVE FUEL PROGRAM.— 
‘‘(1) DEFINITIONS.—In this sectionl 

‘‘(A) ALTERNATIVE FUEL.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘alternative 

fuel’ means the portion of any motor vehicle 
or nonroad fuel, as measured by volume, that 
consists of— 

‘‘(I) renewable fuel; 
‘‘(II) methanol, denatured ethanol, buta-

nol, and other alcohols; 
‘‘(III) natural gas, including liquid fuels do-

mestically produced from natural gas; 
‘‘(IV) liquefied petroleum gas; 
‘‘(V) hydrogen; 
‘‘(VI) qualifying coal-derived liquid fuel; 
‘‘(VII) fuels (not including a fuel that con-

sists of alcohol) derived from biological ma-
terials (including biodiesel); 

‘‘(VIII) electricity provided from the elec-
tric power transmission and distribution sys-
tem; and 

‘‘(IX) any other fuel that the Adminis-
trator determines, by rule, is not derived 
from crude oil and would yield energy secu-
rity benefits or environmental benefits. 

‘‘(ii) QUALIFYING COAL-DERIVED LIQUID 
FUEL.—The term ‘qualifying coal-derived liq-
uid fuel’ means liquid fuel produced by a 
project that— 

‘‘(I) converts coal to one or more liquid or 
gaseous transportation fuels; 

‘‘(II) demonstrates the capture, and seques-
tration or disposal or use of, the carbon diox-
ide produced in the conversion process; and 

‘‘(III) on the basis of a carbon dioxide se-
questration plan prepared by the applicant, 
is certified by the Administrator, in con-
sultation with the Secretary of Energy, as 
producing fuel with life cycle carbon dioxide 
emissions at or below the average life cycle 
carbon dioxide emissions for the same type 
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of fuel produced at traditional petroleum 
based facilities with similar annual capac-
ities. 

‘‘(iii) BLENDING COMPONENTS.—The term 
‘alternative fuel’ includes any portion of a 
blending component that is derived from an 
alternative fuel. 

‘‘(B) NONROAD FUEL.—The term ‘nonroad 
fuel’ means fuel that is used, intended for 
use, or made available for use as a fuel in a 
nonroad engine or a nonroad vehicle. 

‘‘(C) OBLIGATED PARTY.—The term ‘obli-
gated party’ means any refiner, blender, or 
importer of motor vehicle, or nonroad, gaso-
line or diesel fuel, that is designated an obli-
gated party under regulations issued by the 
Administrator for purposes of this sub-
section. 

‘‘(D) OTHER TERMS.—The terms used in this 
subsection have the same meaning as when 
used in subsection (o). 

‘‘(2) ALTERNATIVE FUEL REGULATIONS.— 
‘‘(A) STANDARD.—Not later than 2 years 

after the date of enactment of this sub-
section, and from time to time thereafter, 
the Administrator shall promulgate regula-
tions to ensure that motor vehicle and 
nonroad fuel sold or introduced into com-
merce in the United States, on an annual av-
erage basis, contains the applicable volume 
of alternative fuel determined in accordance 
with this subsection. 

‘‘(B) PROVISIONS OF REGULATIONS.—Regard-
less of the date of promulgation, the regula-
tions promulgated under subparagraph (A)— 

‘‘(i) shall contain compliance provisions 
applicable to refiners, blenders, distributors, 
and importers, as appropriate, to ensure that 
the requirements of this paragraph are met; 
but 

‘‘(ii) shall not— 
‘‘(I) restrict geographic areas in which al-

ternative fuel may be used; or 
‘‘(II) impose any per-gallon obligation for 

the use of alternative fuel. 
‘‘(3) APPLICABLE VOLUME.—For the purpose 

of the regulations under this subsection, the 
applicable volume (in billions of gallons) 
shall be determined under this paragraph. 

‘‘(A) CALENDAR YEARS 2013 THROUGH 2025.— 
The applicable volume (in billions of gallons) 
for the calendar years 2013 through 2025 shall 
be as provided in the following table: 

calendar year applicable volume 

2013 ............................... 14 

calendar year applicable volume 

2014 ............................... 15 
2015 ............................... 16 
2016 ............................... 17 
2017 ............................... 18 
2018 ............................... 19 
2019 ............................... 20 
2020 ............................... 21 
2021 ............................... 23 
2022 ............................... 26 
2023 ............................... 29 
2024 ............................... 32 
2025 ............................... 35 

‘‘(B) CALENDAR YEAR 2026 AND THERE-
AFTER.—Except as otherwise provided in this 
paragraph, the applicable volume for cal-
endar year 2026 and each calendar year there-
after shall be determined by rule by the Ad-
ministrator, in coordination with the Sec-
retary of Agriculture and the Secretary of 
Energy, based on a review of the implemen-
tation of the program under this subsection 
during calendar years 2020 through 2025, in-
cluding a review of each of the following: 

‘‘(i) The impact of the use of alternative 
fuels on the energy security of the United 
States. 

‘‘(ii) The impact of the use of alternative 
fuels on public health and the environment, 
including air and water quality. 

‘‘(iii) The expected annual rate of future 
production of alternative fuels. 

‘‘(iv) The impact of alternative fuels on the 
infrastructure of the United States, includ-
ing the deliverability of materials, goods, 
and products other than alternative fuels, 
and the sufficiency of the infrastructure to 
deliver alternative fuel. 

‘‘(v) The impact of the use of alternative 
fuels on job creation, the price and supply of 
agricultural commodities, and rural eco-
nomic development. 

‘‘(C) MINIMUM APPLICABLE VOLUME FOR CAL-
ENDAR YEAR 2026 AND THEREAFTER.—For the 
purpose of subparagraph (B), the minimum 
applicable volume for calendar year 2026 and 
each calendar year thereafter shall be equal 
to the product obtained by multiplying the 
number obtained under clause (i) by the 
ratio obtained under clause (ii). 

‘‘(i) The number of gallons of motor vehi-
cle and nonroad fuel that the Administrator 
estimates will be sold or introduced into 
commerce in the calendar year. 

‘‘(ii) The ratio that— 

‘‘(I) 35,000,000,000 gallons of alternative fuel 
bears to 

‘‘(II) the number of gallons of motor vehi-
cle and nonroad fuel sold or introduced into 
commerce in calendar year 2025. 

‘‘(4) ALTERNATIVE FUEL PERCENTAGES.— 
‘‘(A) PROVISION OF ESTIMATE OF VOLUMES OF 

MOTOR VEHICLE AND NONROAD FUEL SALES.— 
Not later than October 31, 2012, and annually 
thereafter, the Administrator of the Energy 
Information Administration shall provide to 
the Administrator of the Environmental 
Protection Agency an estimate, with respect 
to the following calendar year, of the vol-
umes of motor vehicle and nonroad fuel pro-
jected to be sold or introduced into com-
merce in the United States during the fol-
lowing calendar year. 

‘‘(B) DETERMINATION OF PERCENTAGES.—Not 
later than November 30 of each calendar year 
after 2012, based on the estimate provided 
under subparagraph (A), the Administrator 
shall determine and publish in the Federal 
Register, with respect to the following cal-
endar year, the percentage of the projected 
volume of motor vehicle and nonroad fuel 
that must be alternative fuel in order to en-
sure that the applicable volume require-
ments of paragraph (3) are met. 

‘‘(C) REQUIRED ELEMENTS.—The alternative 
fuel obligation determined for a calendar 
year under subparagraph (B) shall— 

‘‘(i) be applicable to refiners, blenders, and 
importers of motor vehicle and nonroad gas-
oline and diesel fuel, as appropriate; 

‘‘(ii) be expressed in terms of a volume per-
centage of motor vehicle and nonroad fuel 
sold or introduced into commerce in the 
United States; and 

‘‘(iii) subject to clause (i), consist of a sin-
gle applicable percentage that applies to all 
categories of persons specified in clause (i). 

‘‘(D) ADJUSTMENTS.—In determining the al-
ternative fuel percentage for a calendar 
year, the Administrator shall make adjust-
ments to prevent the imposition of redun-
dant obligations on any obligated party. 

‘‘(5) COMPLIANCE VALUES.— 
‘‘(A) TABLE.—The Administrator shall as-

sign a compliance value for each alternative 
fuel in accordance with the following table 
to be used as a multiplier to determine the 
extent to which each gallon or other speci-
fied unit of the alternative fuel will satisfy 
the alternative fuel volume obligation under 
this subsection: 

‘‘Fuel type 

Compli-
ance Val-

ues, 
Years 

2013-2015 

Compli-
ance Val-

ues, 
Years 

2016-2020 

Compli-
ance Val-

ues, 
Years 
After 
2020 

Ethanol (non-Cellulosic) .................................................................................................................................................................. 1.0 1.0 1.0 

Ethanol (Cellulosic) ......................................................................................................................................................................... 2.5 1.0 1.0 

Biodiesel .......................................................................................................................................................................................... 1.4 1.4 1.4 

Gas-to-Liquid Diesel Fuel ................................................................................................................................................................ 1.5 1.5 1.5 

Coal-to-Liquid Diesel Fuel .............................................................................................................................................................. 1.5 1.5 1.5 

Compressed Natural Gas (78 standard cubic feet) ............................................................................................................................ 1.0 1.0 1.0 

Liquefied Natural Gas ..................................................................................................................................................................... 1.0 1.0 1.0 

Liquefied Petroleum Gas ................................................................................................................................................................. 1.1 1.1 1.1 

Electricity (6.4 kilowatt-hours) ....................................................................................................................................................... 2.5 2.5 1.0 

Gaseous Hydrogen (132 standard cubic feet) .................................................................................................................................... 2.5 2.5 1.0 

Liquid Hydrogen .............................................................................................................................................................................. 2.3 2.3 0.8 

Methanol ......................................................................................................................................................................................... 0.8 0.8 0.8 
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‘‘Fuel type 

Compli-
ance Val-

ues, 
Years 

2013-2015 

Compli-
ance Val-

ues, 
Years 

2016-2020 

Compli-
ance Val-

ues, 
Years 
After 
2020 

Butanol ............................................................................................................................................................................................ 1.3 1.3 1.3 

Bio-Butanol ..................................................................................................................................................................................... 1.3 1.3 1.3 

All values are expressed in terms of gallons 
unless otherwise specified. 

‘‘(B) AUTHORITY OF THE ADMINISTRATOR.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—In accordance with the 

requirements described in clause (ii), the Ad-
ministrator may by rule— 

‘‘(I) add fuel types to the table contained 
in subparagraph (A); 

‘‘(II) revise any fuel type or compliance 
value referred to in the table contained in 
subparagraph (A); and 

‘‘(III) assign each new or revised category 
or subcategory of an alternative fuel type an 
appropriate compliance value. 

‘‘(ii) CALCULATION OF COMPLIANCE VALUES.— 
When the Administrator assigns or revises 
the compliance value for an alternative fuel 
type, the Administrator shall establish that 
compliance value equal to the ratio of the 
energy content of the alternative fuel to the 
energy content of ethanol. No compliance 
value for the years 2013 through 2020 may be 
revised by the Administrator under this sub-
paragraph for electricity, gaseous hydrogen, 
or liquid hydrogen or for the years 2013 
through 2015 for cellulosic ethanol. 

‘‘(6) COMPLIANCE WITH STANDARD; USE OF 
IDENTIFICATION NUMBERS.— 

‘‘(A) GENERATION AND ASSIGNMENT.—Regu-
lations promulgated under this subsection 
shall provide that the producer or importer 
of any alternative fuel shall generate and as-
sign to each batch or other quantifiable unit 
(as determined by the Administrator) a 
unique identification number (except as pro-
vided in subparagraph (B)). 

‘‘(B) ELECTRICITY.—The regulations of the 
Administrator under this subsection shall es-
tablish a process for generating and assign-
ing identification numbers for the amount of 
electricity from the electric power trans-
mission and distribution system expected to 
be used as a motor vehicle or nonroad fuel. 
For vehicles manufactured prior to 2020 or 
such later time as the Administrator finds 
that the producers of the electricity used as 
a motor vehicle or nonroad vehicle fuel can 
be determined, the regulations shall provide 
that the identification numbers for elec-
tricity shall be assigned to the manufacturer 
or importer of motor vehicles or nonroad ve-
hicles fueled by electricity from the electric 
power transmission and distribution system. 

‘‘(C) BASIS.—The identification numbers 
referred to in this paragraph shall be based 
on the volume of the alternative fuel and the 
compliance values established under para-
graph (5). 

‘‘(D) COMPLIANCE WITH THE STANDARD.—Ob-
ligated parties shall demonstrate compliance 
with the standard under this subsection by 
surrendering identification numbers in an 
appropriate quantity to the Administrator. 

‘‘(E) DURATION.—An identification number 
generated under this subsection shall be 
valid to show compliance for the 12 months 
as of the date of generation. The Adminis-
trator shall interpret this subparagraph the 
same way as section 211(o)(5)(C) of this Act is 
interpreted. 

‘‘(F) TRADING.—Identification numbers 
may be held by any individual or entity and 
transferred by any individual or entity to 
any other individual or entity. 

‘‘(G) INABILITY TO GENERATE OR PUR-
CHASE.—The regulations promulgated under 
this paragraph shall include provisions al-
lowing any obligated party that is unable to 
generate or purchase sufficient identifica-
tion numbers to meet the standard under 
paragraph (2) to carry forward an alternative 
fuel deficit on condition that the obligated 
party in the calendar year following the year 
in which the deficit is created— 

‘‘(i) achieves compliance with the standard 
under paragraph (2); and 

‘‘(ii) generates or purchases additional al-
ternative fuel identification numbers to off-
set the alternative fuel deficit of the pre-
vious year. 

‘‘(H) PROPERTY.—An identification number 
generated under this subsection does not 
constitute a property right. Nothing in this 
subsection or in any other provision of law 
shall be construed to limit the authority of 
the United States to terminate or limit such 
an identification number. 

‘‘(I) IDENTIFICATION NUMBERS FROM RFS PRO-
GRAM.—To demonstrate compliance for the 
year 2013, the Administrator shall permit the 
use of identification numbers generated and 
assigned under the regulations under sub-
section (o) to the same extent that sub-
section (o) would have allowed their use in 
2013. Deficits under subsection (o) for the 
year 2012 may be carried forward to the year 
2013 if the requirements of subsection 
(o)(5)(D) of this section and subparagraph (G) 
of this paragraph are met. 

‘‘(7) WAIVERS.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Based on a petition by a 

State, an obligated party, or on the Adminis-
trator’s own motion, the Administrator, in 
consultation with the Secretary of Agri-
culture and the Secretary of Energy, may 
waive the requirements of paragraph (2) in 
whole or in part by reducing the national 
quantity of alternative fuel required under 
paragraph (3) if the Administrator, after pub-
lic notice and opportunity for comment, de-
termines that— 

‘‘(i) implementation of the requirements 
would severely harm the economy or envi-
ronment of a State, a region, or the United 
States; or 

‘‘(ii) there is an inadequate domestic sup-
ply. 

‘‘(B) PETITIONS.—The Administrator shall 
approve or disapprove a petition for a waiver 
within 90 days after the date on which the 
petition is received by the Administrator. 

‘‘(C) TERMINATION OF WAIVERS.—A waiver 
granted under subparagraph (A) shall termi-
nate after 1 year, but may be renewed by the 
Administrator after consultation with the 
Secretary of Agriculture and the Secretary 
of Energy.’’. 

(b) PENALTIES AND ENFORCEMENT.—Section 
211(d) of the Clean Air Act (42 U.S.C.7545(d)) 
is amended as follows: 

(1) In paragraph (1)l 

(A) in the first sentence, by striking ‘‘or 
(o)’’ each place it appears and inserting ‘‘(o), 
or (u)’’; and 

(B) in the second sentence, by striking ‘‘or 
(o)’’ and inserting ‘‘(o), or (u)’’; and 

(2) in the first sentence of paragraph (2), by 
striking ‘‘and (o)’’ each place it appears and 
inserting ‘‘(o), and (u)’’. 

(c) RENEWABLE FUEL PROGRAM.— 
(1) TERMINATION.—Subparagraph (B) of sec-

tion 211(o)(2) of the Clean Air Act (42 U.S.C. 
4575(o)(2)(B)) is amended by striking all after 
clause (i). 

(2) 2009 THROUGH 2012 REQUIREMENTS.—The 
items relating to the years 2009 through 2012 
in the table in clause (i) of such subpara-
graph (B) are amended as follows: 

(A) Strike ‘‘6.1’’ and insert ‘‘10’’ . 
(B) Strike ‘‘6.8’’ and insert ‘‘11’’ . 
(C) Strike ‘‘7.4’’ and insert ‘‘12’’. 
(D) Strike ‘‘7.5’’ and insert ‘‘13’’. 

SEC. 1302. REFINERY PERMIT STREAMLINING. 
(a) DEFINITIONS.—For purposes of this sec-

tion— 
(1) the term ‘‘Administrator’’ means the 

Administrator of the Environmental Protec-
tion Agency; 

(2) the term ‘‘applicant’’ means a person 
who is seeking a Federal refinery authoriza-
tion; 

(3) the term ‘‘biomass’’ has the meaning 
given that term in section 932(a)(1) of the En-
ergy Policy Act of 2005; 

(4) the term ‘‘Federal refinery authoriza-
tion’’— 

(A) means any authorization required 
under Federal law, whether administered by 
a Federal or State administrative agency or 
official, with respect to siting, construction, 
expansion, or operation of a refinery; and 

(B) includes any permits, licenses, special 
use authorizations, certifications, opinions, 
or other approvals required under Federal 
law with respect to siting, construction, ex-
pansion, or operation of a refinery; 

(5) the term ‘‘Indian lands’’ means lands 
held in trust for the benefit of an Indian 
tribe or individual or held by an Indian tribe 
or individual subject to a restriction by the 
United States against alienation; 

(6) the term ‘‘Indian tribe’’ has the mean-
ing given the term in section 4 of the Indian 
Self-Determination and Education Assist-
ance Act (25 U.S.C. 450b); 

(7) the term ‘‘refinery’’ means— 
(A) a facility designed and operated to re-

ceive, load, unload, store, transport, process, 
and refine crude oil or oil originally derived 
from crude oil by any chemical or physical 
process, including distillation, fluid cata-
lytic cracking, hydrocracking, coking, 
alkylation, etherification, polymerization, 
catalytic reforming, isomerization, 
hydrotreating, blending, and any combina-
tion thereof, in order to produce gasoline, 
distillate, or lubricating base oil; 

(B) a facility designed and operated to re-
ceive, load, unload, store, transport, process, 
and refine coal by any chemical or physical 
process, including liquefaction, in order to 
produce gasoline or diesel as its primary out-
put; or 

(C) a facility designed and operated to re-
ceive, load, unload, store, transport, process 
(including biochemical, photochemical, and 
biotechnology processes), and refine biomass 
in order to produce biofuel; 

(8) the term ‘‘State’’ means a State, the 
District of Columbia, the Commonwealth of 
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Puerto Rico, and any other territory or pos-
session of the United States; and 

(9) the term ‘‘tribal organization’’ has the 
meaning given the term in section 4 of the 
Indian Self-Determination and Education 
Assistance Act (25 U.S.C. 450b). 

(b) STATE AND TRIBAL ORGANIZATION AS-
SISTANCE.— 

(1) FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE.—At the request 
of a governor of a State, or at the request of 
a tribal organization, the Administrator is 
authorized to provide financial assistance to 
that State or Indian tribe to facilitate the 
hiring of additional personnel to assist the 
State or Indian tribe with expertise in fields 
relevant to consideration of Federal refinery 
authorizations. 

(2) OTHER ASSISTANCE.—At the request of a 
governor of a State, or at the request of a 
tribal organization, a Federal agency respon-
sible for a Federal refinery authorization 
shall provide technical, legal, or other non-
financial assistance to that State or Indian 
tribe to facilitate its consideration of Fed-
eral refinery authorizations. 

(c) REFINERY PROCESS COORDINATION AND 
PROCEDURES.— 

(1) APPOINTMENT OF FEDERAL COORDI-
NATOR.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The President shall ap-
point a Federal coordinator to perform the 
responsibilities assigned to the Federal coor-
dinator under this section. 

(B) OTHER AGENCIES.—Each Federal and 
State agency or official required to provide a 
Federal refinery authorization shall cooper-
ate with the Federal coordinator. 

(2) FEDERAL REFINERY AUTHORIZATIONS.— 
(A) MEETING PARTICIPANTS.—Not later than 

30 days after receiving a notification from an 
applicant that the applicant is seeking a 
Federal refinery authorization pursuant to 
Federal law, the Federal coordinator ap-
pointed under paragraph (1) shall convene a 
meeting of representatives from all Federal 
and State agencies responsible for a Federal 
refinery authorization with respect to the re-
finery. The governor of a State shall identify 
each agency of that State that is responsible 
for a Federal refinery authorization with re-
spect to that refinery. 

(B) MEMORANDUM OF AGREEMENT.—(i) Not 
later than 90 days after receipt of a notifica-
tion described in subparagraph (A), the Fed-
eral coordinator and the other participants 
at a meeting convened under subparagraph 
(A) shall establish a memorandum of agree-
ment setting forth the most expeditious co-
ordinated schedule possible for completion of 
all Federal refinery authorizations with re-
spect to the refinery, consistent with the full 
substantive and procedural review required 
by Federal law. If a Federal or State agency 
responsible for a Federal refinery authoriza-
tion with respect to the refinery is not rep-
resented at such meeting, the Federal coor-
dinator shall ensure that the schedule ac-
commodates those Federal refinery author-
izations, consistent with Federal law. In the 
event of conflict among Federal refinery au-
thorization scheduling requirements, the re-
quirements of the Environmental Protection 
Agency shall be given priority. 

(ii) Not later than 15 days after completing 
the memorandum of agreement, the Federal 
coordinator shall publish the memorandum 
of agreement in the Federal Register. 

(iii) The Federal coordinator shall ensure 
that all parties to the memorandum of 
agreement are working in good faith to carry 
out the memorandum of agreement, and 
shall facilitate the maintenance of the 
schedule established therein. 

(3) CONSOLIDATED RECORD.—The Federal co-
ordinator shall, with the cooperation of Fed-

eral and State administrative agencies and 
officials, maintain a complete consolidated 
record of all decisions made or actions taken 
by the Federal coordinator or by a Federal 
administrative agency or officer (or State 
administrative agency or officer acting 
under delegated Federal authority) with re-
spect to any Federal refinery authorization. 
Such record shall be the record for judicial 
review under paragraph (4) of decisions made 
or actions taken by Federal and State ad-
ministrative agencies and officials, except 
that, if the Court determines that the record 
does not contain sufficient information, the 
Court may remand the proceeding to the 
Federal coordinator for further development 
of the consolidated record. 

(4) REMEDIES.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—The United States Dis-

trict Court for the district in which the pro-
posed refinery is located shall have exclusive 
jurisdiction over any civil action for the re-
view of the failure of an agency or official to 
act on a Federal refinery authorization in 
accordance with the schedule established 
pursuant to the memorandum of agreement. 

(B) STANDING.—If an applicant or a party 
to a memorandum of agreement alleges that 
a failure to act described in subparagraph (A) 
has occurred and that such failure to act 
would jeopardize timely completion of the 
entire schedule as established in the memo-
randum of agreement, such applicant or 
other party may bring a cause of action 
under this paragraph. 

(C) COURT ACTION.—If an action is brought 
under subparagraph (B), the Court shall re-
view whether the parties to the memo-
randum of agreement have been acting in 
good faith, whether the applicant has been 
cooperating fully with the agencies that are 
responsible for issuing a Federal refinery au-
thorization, and any other relevant mate-
rials in the consolidated record. Taking into 
consideration those factors, if the Court 
finds that a failure to act described in sub-
paragraph (A) has occurred, and that such 
failure to act would jeopardize timely com-
pletion of the entire schedule as established 
in the memorandum of agreement, the Court 
shall establish a new schedule that is the 
most expeditious coordinated schedule pos-
sible for completion of proceedings, con-
sistent with the full substantive and proce-
dural review required by Federal law. The 
court may issue orders to enforce any sched-
ule it establishes under this subparagraph. 

(D) FEDERAL COORDINATOR’S ACTION.—When 
any civil action is brought under this para-
graph, the Federal coordinator shall imme-
diately file with the Court the consolidated 
record compiled by the Federal coordinator 
pursuant to paragraph (3). 

(E) EXPEDITED REVIEW.—The Court shall 
set any civil action brought under this para-
graph for expedited consideration. 

(5) APPLICABILITY.—This subsection shall 
only apply to a refinery sited or proposed to 
be sited or expanded or proposed to be ex-
panded— 

(A) in a State whose governor has sub-
mitted a request to the President for the ap-
plication of the process coordination and 
rules of procedure under this subsection to 
the siting, construction, expansion, or oper-
ation of any refinery in that State; 

(B) on a closed military installation, or 
portion thereof, made available for the siting 
of a refinery in the manner provided by the 
base closure law applicable to the installa-
tion; or 

(C) on Indian lands if the relevant tribal 
organization has submitted a request to the 
President for the application of the process 

coordination and rules of procedure under 
this subsection to the siting, construction, 
expansion, or operation of any refinery on 
that Indian land. 

(d) SAVINGS CLAUSE.—Nothing in this sec-
tion shall be construed to affect the applica-
tion of any environmental or other law, or to 
prevent any party from bringing a cause of 
action under any environmental or other 
law, including citizen suits. 

(e) REFINERY REVITALIZATION REPEAL.— 
Subtitle H of title III of the Energy Policy 
Act of 2005 and the items relating thereto in 
the table of contents of such Act are re-
pealed. 
SEC. 1303. STANDBY LOANS FOR QUALIFYING 

COAL-TO-LIQUIDS PROJECTS. 
Section 1702 of the Energy Policy Act of 

2005 (42 U.S.C. 16512) is amended by adding at 
the end the following new subsection: 

‘‘(k) STANDBY LOANS FOR QUALIFYING CTL 
PROJECTS.— 

‘‘(1) DEFINITIONS.—For purposes of this sub-
section: 

‘‘(A) CAP PRICE.—The term ‘cap price’ 
means a market price specified in the stand-
by loan agreement above which the project is 
required to make payments to the United 
States. 

‘‘(B) FULL TERM.—The term ‘full term’ 
means the full term of a standby loan agree-
ment, as specified in the agreement, which 
shall not exceed the lesser of 30 years or 90 
percent of the projected useful life of the 
project (as determined by the Secretary). 

‘‘(C) MARKET PRICE.—The term ‘market 
price’ means the average quarterly price of a 
petroleum price index specified in the stand-
by loan agreement. 

‘‘(D) MINIMUM PRICE.—The term ‘minimum 
price’ means a market price specified in the 
standby loan agreement below which the 
United States is obligated to make disburse-
ments to the project. 

‘‘(E) OUTPUT.—The term ‘output’ means 
some or all of the liquid or gaseous transpor-
tation fuels produced from the project, as 
specified in the loan agreement. 

‘‘(F) PRIMARY TERM.—The term ‘primary 
term’ means the initial term of a standby 
loan agreement, as specified in the agree-
ment, which shall not exceed the lesser of 20 
years or 75 percent of the projected useful 
life of the project (as determined by the Sec-
retary). 

‘‘(G) QUALIFYING CTL PROJECT.—The term 
‘qualifying CTL project’ means— 

‘‘(i) a commercial-scale project that con-
verts coal to one or more liquid or gaseous 
transportation fuels blended with renewable 
fuel; or 

‘‘(ii) not more than one project at a facil-
ity that converts petroleum refinery waste 
products, including petroleum coke, into one 
or more liquids or gaseous transportation 
fuels blended with renewable fuel, 

that demonstrates the capture, and seques-
tration or disposal or use of, the carbon diox-
ide produced in the conversion process, and 
that, on the basis of a carbon dioxide seques-
tration plan prepared by the applicant, is 
certified by the Administrator of the Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, in consulta-
tion with the Secretary, as producing fuel 
with life cycle carbon dioxide emissions at or 
below the average life cycle carbon dioxide 
emissions for the same type of fuel produced 
at traditional petroleum based facilities 
with similar annual capacities. 

‘‘(H) STANDBY LOAN AGREEMENT.—The term 
‘standby loan agreement’ means a loan 
agreement entered into under paragraph (2). 

‘‘(2) STANDBY LOANS.— 
‘‘(A) LOAN AUTHORITY.—The Secretary may 

enter into standby loan agreements with not 
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more than six qualifying CTL projects, at 
least one of which shall be a project jointly 
or in part owned by two or more small coal 
producers. Such an agreement— 

‘‘(i) shall provide that the Secretary, to 
the extent provided in advance in appropria-
tions Acts, will make a direct loan (within 
the meaning of section 502(1) of the Federal 
Credit Reform Act of 1990) to the qualifying 
CTL project; and 

‘‘(ii) shall set a cap price and a minimum 
price for the primary term of the agreement. 

‘‘(B) LOAN DISBURSEMENTS.—Such a loan 
shall be disbursed during the primary term 
of such agreement whenever the market 
price falls below the minimum price. The 
amount of such disbursements in any cal-
endar quarter shall be equal to the excess of 
the minimum price over the market price, 
times the output of the project (but not 
more than a total level of disbursements 
specified in the agreement). 

‘‘(C) LOAN REPAYMENTS.—The Secretary 
shall establish terms and conditions, includ-
ing interest rates and amortization sched-
ules, for the repayment of such loan within 
the full term of the agreement, subject to 
the following limitations: 

‘‘(i) If in any calendar quarter during the 
primary term of the agreement the market 
price is less than the cap price, the project 
may elect to defer some or all of its repay-
ment obligations due in that quarter. Any 
unpaid obligations will continue to accrue 
interest. 

‘‘(ii) If in any calendar quarter during the 
primary term of the agreement the market 
price is greater than the cap price, the 
project shall meet its scheduled repayment 
obligation plus deferred repayment obliga-
tions, but shall not be required to pay in 
that quarter an amount that is more than 
the excess of the market price over the cap 
price, times the output of the project. 

‘‘(iii) At the end of the primary term of the 
agreement, the cumulative amount of any 
deferred repayment obligations, together 
with accrued interest, shall be amortized 
(with interest) over the remainder of the full 
term of the agreement. 

‘‘(3) PROFIT-SHARING.—The Secretary is au-
thorized to enter into a profit-sharing agree-
ment with the project at the time the stand-
by loan agreement is executed. Under such 
an agreement, if the market price exceeds 
the cap price in a calendar quarter, a profit- 
sharing payment shall be made for that 
quarter, in an amount equal to— 

‘‘(A) the excess of the market price over 
the cap price, times the output of the 
project; less 

‘‘(B) any loan repayments made for the cal-
endar quarter. 

‘‘(4) COMPLIANCE WITH FEDERAL CREDIT RE-
FORM ACT.— 

‘‘(A) UPFRONT PAYMENT OF COST OF LOAN.— 
No standby loan agreement may be entered 
into under this subsection unless the project 
makes a payment to the United States that 
the Office of Management and Budget deter-
mines is equal to the cost of such loan (de-
termined under 502(5)(B) of the Federal Cred-
it Reform Act of 1990). Such payment shall 
be made at the time the standby loan agree-
ment is executed. 

‘‘(B) MINIMIZATION OF RISK TO THE GOVERN-
MENT.—In making the determination of the 
cost of the loan for purposes of setting the 
payment for a standby loan under subpara-
graph (A), the Secretary and the Office of 
Management and Budget shall take into con-
sideration the extent to which the minimum 
price and the cap price reflect historical pat-
terns of volatility in actual oil prices rel-

ative to projections of future oil prices, 
based upon publicly available data from the 
Energy Information Administration, and em-
ploying statistical methods and analyses 
that are appropriate for the analysis of vola-
tility in energy prices. 

‘‘(C) TREATMENT OF PAYMENTS.—The value 
to the United States of a payment under sub-
paragraph (A) and any profit-sharing pay-
ments under paragraph (3) shall be taken 
into account for purposes of section 
502(5)(B)(iii) of the Federal Credit Reform 
Act of 1990 in determining the cost to the 
Federal Government of a standby loan made 
under this subsection. 

‘‘(5) OTHER PROVISIONS.— 
‘‘(A) NO DOUBLE BENEFIT.—A project receiv-

ing a loan under this subsection may not, 
during the primary term of the loan agree-
ment, receive a Federal loan guarantee 
under subsection (a) of this section, or under 
other laws. 

‘‘(B) SUBROGATION, ETC.—Subsections (g)(2) 
(relating to subrogation), (h) (relating to 
fees), and (j) (relating to full faith and cred-
it) shall apply to standby loans under this 
subsection to the same extent they apply to 
loan guarantees.’’. 
SEC. 1304. RENEWABLE FUEL INFRASTRUCTURE 

DEVELOPMENT. 
(a) DEFINITION.—For purposes of this sub-

title— 
(1) the term ‘‘renewable fuel’’ means E85 

biofuel, or B20; 
(2) the term ‘‘biofuel’’ means fuel produced 

entirely from biological material and deter-
mined by the Department of Energy and the 
Environmental Protection Agency to be 
commercially viable; 

(3) the term ‘‘B20’’ means a mixture of bio-
diesel and diesel fuel meeting the standard 
established by the American Society for 
Testing and Materials or under section 211(u) 
of the Clean Air Act for fuel containing 20 
percent biodiesel; 

(4) the term ‘‘E85’’ means a fuel blend con-
taining 85 percent denatured ethanol and 15 
percent gasoline by volume; 

(5) the term ‘‘flexible-fuel vehicle’’ means 
any motor vehicle warranted by the manu-
facturer of the vehicle as capable of oper-
ating on gasoline or diesel fuel and on— 

(A) E85; or 
(B) B20; and 
(6) the term ‘‘motor vehicle’’ means, as de-

fined in regulations promulgated by the Ad-
ministrator of the Environmental Protection 
Agency that are in effect on the date of en-
actment of this Act— 

(A) a light-duty truck; 
(B) a light-duty vehicle; or 
(C) medium-duty passenger vehicle, 

that is designed to be propelled by gasoline 
or diesel fuel. 

(b) INFRASTRUCTURE DEVELOPMENT 
GRANTS.—The Secretary of Energy shall es-
tablish a program for making grants for pro-
viding assistance to retail and wholesale 
motor fuel dealers or other entities for the 
installation, replacement, or conversion of 
motor fuel storage and dispensing infrastruc-
ture to be used exclusively to store and dis-
pense renewable fuel. Such infrastructure 
may include equipment used in the blending, 
distribution, and transport of such fuels. 

(c) RETAIL TECHNICAL AND MARKETING AS-
SISTANCE.—The Secretary of Energy shall 
enter into contracts with entities with dem-
onstrated experience in assisting retail fuel-
ing stations in installing refueling systems 
and marketing renewable fuels nationally, 
for the provision of technical and marketing 
assistance to recipients of grants under this 
section. Such assistance shall include— 

(1) technical advice for compliance with 
applicable Federal and State environmental 
requirements; 

(2) help in identifying supply sources and 
securing long-term contracts; and 

(3) provision of public outreach, education, 
and labeling materials. 

(d) ALLOCATION.—The Secretary of Energy 
may reserve funds appropriated for carrying 
out this section to support renewable fuels 
infrastructure development projects with a 
cost of greater than $1,000,000, that are of na-
tional significance. The Secretary shall re-
serve funds appropriated for the renewable 
fuels infrastructure development grant pro-
gram for technical and marketing assistance 
described in subsection (c). 

(e) SELECTION CRITERIA.—Not later than 12 
months after the date of enactment of this 
Act, the Secretary shall establish criteria for 
evaluating applications for grants under this 
section that will maximize the availability 
and use of renewable fuel, and that will en-
sure that renewable fuel is available across 
the country. Such criteria shall provide for— 

(1) consideration of the public demand for 
each renewable fuel in a particular geo-
graphic area based on State registration 
records showing the number of flexible-fuel 
vehicles; 

(2) consideration of the opportunity to cre-
ate or expand corridors of renewable fuel sta-
tions along interstate or State highways; 

(3) consideration of the experience of each 
applicant with previous, similar projects; 

(4) consideration of population, number of 
flexible-fuel vehicles, number of retail fuel 
outlets, and saturation of flexible-fuel vehi-
cles; and 

(5) priority consideration to applications 
that— 

(A) are most likely to maximize displace-
ment of petroleum consumption, measured 
as a total quantity and a percentage; 

(B) are best able to incorporate existing in-
frastructure while maximizing, to the extent 
practicable, the use of renewable fuels; and 

(C) demonstrate the greatest commitment 
on the part of the applicant to ensure fund-
ing for the proposed project and the greatest 
likelihood that the project will be main-
tained or expanded after Federal assistance 
under this section is completed. 

(f) COMBINED APPLICATIONS.—States and 
local government entities and nonprofit en-
tities may apply for assistance under this 
section on behalf of a group of retailers with-
in a certain geographic area, or to carry out 
regional or multistate deployment projects. 
Any such application shall certify the avail-
ability and details of a program to match the 
Federal grant as required under subsection 
(g) and list the retail locations that would 
receive the funds. 

(g) LIMITATIONS.—Assistance provided 
under this section shall not exceed— 

(1) 33 percent of the estimated cost of the 
installation, replacement, or conversion of 
motor fuel storage and dispensing infrastruc-
ture; or 

(2) $180,000 for a combination of equipment 
at any one retail outlet location. 

(h) OPERATION OF RENEWABLE FUEL STA-
TIONS.—The Secretary shall establish rules 
that set forth requirements for grant recipi-
ents under this section that include pro-
viding to the public the renewable fuel, es-
tablishing a marketing plan that informs 
consumers of the price and availability of 
the renewable fuel, clearly labeling the dis-
pensers and related equipment, and pro-
viding periodic reports on the status of the 
renewable fuel sales, the type and amount of 
the renewable fuel dispensed at each loca-
tion, and the average price of such fuel. 
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(i) NOTIFICATION REQUIREMENTS.—Not later 

than the date on which each renewable fuel 
station begins to offer renewable fuel to the 
public, the grant recipient that used grant 
funds to construct or upgrade such station 
shall notify the Secretary of Energy of such 
opening. The Secretary of Energy shall add 
each new renewable fuel station to the re-
newable fuel station locator on its website 
when it receives notification under this sub-
section. 

(j) INELIGIBILITY.—Any person receiving a 
credit may not receive assistance under this 
section. 

(k) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
the Secretary of Energy for carrying out this 
section $200,000,000 for each of the fiscal 
years 2008 through 2014. 

(l) RESTRICTION.—No grant shall be pro-
vided under this section to a large, vertically 
integrated oil company. 
SEC. 1305. PROHIBITION ON FRANCHISE AGREE-

MENT RESTRICTIONS RELATED TO 
RENEWABLE FUEL INFRASTRUC-
TURE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Title I of the Petroleum 
Marketing Practices Act (15 U.S.C. 2801 et 
seq.) is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing: 
‘‘SEC. 107. PROHIBITION ON RESTRICTION OF IN-

STALLATION OF RENEWABLE FUEL 
PUMPS. 

‘‘(a) DEFINITION.—In this section: 
‘‘(1) RENEWABLE FUEL.—The term ‘renew-

able fuel’ means any fuel— 
‘‘(A) at least 85 percent of the volume of 

which consists of ethanol; or 
‘‘(B) any mixture of biodiesel and diesel or 

renewable diesel (as defined in regulations 
adopted pursuant to section 211(o) of the 
Clean Air Act (40 C.F.R., Part 80)), deter-
mined without regard to any use of kerosene 
and containing at least 20 percent biodiesel 
or renewable diesel. 

‘‘(2) FRANCHISE-RELATED DOCUMENT.—The 
term ‘franchise-related document’ means— 

‘‘(A) a franchise under this Act; and 
‘‘(B) any other contract or directive of a 

franchisor relating to terms or conditions of 
the sale of fuel by a franchisee. 

‘‘(b) PROHIBITIONS.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—No franchise-related doc-

ument entered into or renewed on or after 
the date of enactment of this section shall 
contain any provision allowing a franchisor 
to restrict the franchisee or any affiliate of 
the franchisee from— 

‘‘(A) installing on the marketing premises 
of the franchisee a renewable fuel pump or 
tank, except that the franchisee’s franchisor 
may restrict the installation of a tank on 
leased marketing premises of such 
franchisor; 

‘‘(B) converting an existing tank or pump 
on the marketing premises of the franchisee 
for renewable fuel use, so long as such tank 
or pump and the piping connecting them are 
either warranted by the manufacturer or cer-
tified by a recognized standards setting orga-
nization to be suitable for use with such re-
newable fuel; 

‘‘(C) advertising (including through the use 
of signage) the sale of any renewable fuel; 

‘‘(D) selling renewable fuel in any specified 
area on the marketing premises of the 
franchisee (including any area in which a 
name or logo of a franchisor or any other en-
tity appears); 

‘‘(E) purchasing renewable fuel from 
sources other than the franchisor if the 
franchisor does not offer its own renewable 
fuel for sale by the franchisee; 

‘‘(F) listing renewable fuel availability or 
prices, including on service station signs, 
fuel dispensers, or light poles; or 

‘‘(G) allowing for payment of renewable 
fuel with a credit card, 

so long as such activities described in sub-
paragraphs (A) through (G) do not constitute 
mislabeling, misbranding, willful adultera-
tion, or other trademark violations by the 
franchisee. 

‘‘(2) EFFECT OF PROVISION.—Nothing in this 
section shall be construed to preclude a 
franchisor from requiring the franchisee to 
obtain reasonable indemnification and insur-
ance policies. 

‘‘(c) EXCEPTION TO 3-GRADE REQUIREMENT.— 
No franchise-related document that requires 
that 3 grades of gasoline be sold by the appli-
cable franchisee shall prevent the franchisee 
from selling an renewable fuel in lieu of 1, 
and only 1, grade of gasoline.’’. 

(b) ENFORCEMENT.—Section 105 of the Pe-
troleum Marketing Practices Act (15 U.S.C. 
2805) is amended by striking ‘‘102 or 103’’ each 
place it appears and inserting ‘‘102, 103, or 
107’’. 

(c) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 101(13) of the Pe-

troleum Marketing Practices Act (15 U.S.C. 
2801(13)) is amended by aligning the margin 
of subparagraph (C) with subparagraph (B). 

(2) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of con-
tents of the Petroleum Marketing Practices 
Act (15 U.S.C. 2801 note) is amended— 

(A) by inserting after the item relating to 
section 106 the following: 
‘‘Sec. 107. Prohibition on restriction of in-

stallation of renewable fuel 
pumps.’’; and 

(B) by striking the item relating to section 
202 and inserting the following: 
‘‘Sec. 202. Automotive fuel rating testing 

and disclosure requirements.’’. 
SEC. 1306. RENEWABLE FUEL DISPENSER RE-

QUIREMENTS. 
(a) MARKET PENETRATION REPORTS.—The 

Secretary of Energy, in consultation with 
the Secretary of Transportation, shall deter-
mine and report to Congress annually on the 
market penetration for flexible-fuel vehicles 
in use within geographic regions to be estab-
lished by the Secretary of Energy. 

(b) DISPENSER FEASIBILITY STUDY.—Not 
later than 24 months after the date of enact-
ment of this Act, the Secretary of Energy, in 
consultation with the Department of Trans-
portation, shall report to the Congress on 
the feasibility of requiring motor fuel retail-
ers to install E-85 compatible dispensers and 
related systems at retail fuel facilities in re-
gions where flexible-fuel vehicle market pen-
etration has reached 15 percent of motor ve-
hicles. In conducting such study, the Sec-
retary shall consider and report on the fol-
lowing factors: 

(1) The commercial availability of E-85 fuel 
and the number of competing E-85 wholesale 
suppliers in a given region. 

(2) The level of financial assistance pro-
vided on an annual basis by the Federal Gov-
ernment, State governments, and nonprofit 
entities for the installation of E-85 compat-
ible infrastructure. 

(3) The number of retailers whose retail lo-
cations are unable to support more than 2 
underground storage tank dispensers. 

(4) The expense incurred by retailers in the 
installation and sale of E-85 compatible dis-
pensers and related systems and any poten-
tial effects on the price of motor vehicle 
fuel. 
SEC. 1307. PIPELINE FEASIBILITY STUDY. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Energy, 
in consultation with the Secretary of Trans-
portation, shall conduct a study of the feasi-
bility of the construction of dedicated eth-
anol pipelines. 

(b) FACTORS.—In conducting the study, the 
Secretary shall consider— 

(1) the quantity of ethanol production that 
would make dedicated pipelines economi-
cally viable; 

(2) existing or potential barriers to dedi-
cated ethanol pipelines, including technical, 
siting, financing, and regulatory barriers; 

(3) market risk (including throughput risk) 
and means of mitigating the risk; 

(4) regulatory, financing, and siting op-
tions that would mitigate risk in those areas 
and help ensure the construction of 1 or 
more dedicated ethanol pipelines; 

(5) financial incentives that may be nec-
essary for the construction of dedicated eth-
anol pipelines, including the return on eq-
uity that sponsors of the initial dedicated 
ethanol pipelines will require to invest in the 
pipelines; 

(6) technical factors that may compromise 
the safe transportation of ethanol in pipe-
lines, identifying remedial and preventative 
measures to ensure pipeline integrity; and 

(7) such other factors as the Secretary con-
siders appropriate. 

(c) REPORT.—Not later than 15 months 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary shall submit to Congress a report 
describing the results of the study conducted 
under this section. 
SEC. 1308. STUDY OF ETHANOL-BLENDED GASO-

LINE WITH GREATER LEVELS OF 
ETHANOL. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator of the 
Environmental Protection Agency, in co-
operation with the Secretary of Energy and 
the Secretary of Transportation, and after 
providing notice and an opportunity for pub-
lic comment, shall conduct a study of the 
feasibility of widespread utilization in the 
United States of ethanol blended gasoline 
with levels of ethanol greater than 10 per-
cent. 

(b) STUDY.—The study under subsection (a) 
shall include— 

(1) a review of production and infrastruc-
ture constraints on increasing the consump-
tion of ethanol; 

(2) an evaluation of the economic, market, 
and energy impacts of State and regional dif-
ferences in ethanol blends; 

(3) an evaluation of the economic, market, 
and energy impacts on gasoline retailers and 
consumers of separate and distinctly labeled 
fuel storage facilities and dispensers; 

(4) an evaluation of the environmental im-
pacts of mid-level ethanol blends on evapo-
rative and exhaust emissions from on-road, 
off-road and marine engines, recreational 
boats, vehicles, and equipment; 

(5) an evaluation of the impacts of mid- 
level ethanol blends on the operation, dura-
bility, and performance of on-road, off-road, 
and marine engines, recreational boats, vehi-
cles, and equipment; and 

(6) an evaluation of the safety impacts of 
mid-level ethanol blends on consumers that 
own and operate off-road and marine en-
gines, recreational boats, vehicles, or equip-
ment. 

(c) REPORT.—Not later than 24 months 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Administrator shall submit to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce of the 
House of Representatives and the Committee 
on Environment and Public Works of the 
Senate a report describing the results of the 
study conducted under this section. 

(d) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
the Administrator such sums as may be nec-
essary for the completion of the study re-
quired under this section. 
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SEC. 1309. STUDY OF THE ADEQUACY OF TRANS-

PORTATION, DISTRIBUTION, AND RE-
TAIL DISPENSING OF DOMESTI-
CALLY-PRODUCED RENEWABLE 
FUEL. 

(a) STUDY.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Energy 

shall conduct a study of the adequacy of 
transportation, distribution, and retail dis-
pensing of domestically-produced renewable 
fuel. 

(2) COMPONENTS.—In conducting the study 
under paragraph (1), the Secretary shall con-
sider— 

(A) the adequacy of, and appropriate loca-
tion for tracks, fuel terminals and retail dis-
pensing facilities that have sufficient capac-
ity, and are in the appropriate condition, to 
move the necessary quantities of domesti-
cally-produced renewable fuel; 

(B) the adequacy of the supply of equip-
ment and personnel to move the necessary 
quantities of domestically-produced renew-
able fuel in a timely fashion; 

(C)(i) the projected costs of transporting, 
distributing, and dispensing the domesti-
cally-produced renewable fuel; and 

(ii) the impact of the projected costs on the 
marketability of the domestically-produced 
renewable fuel; 

(D) whether there is adequate competition 
to ensure— 

(i) a fair price for transportation, distribu-
tion, and retail dispensing of domestically- 
produced renewable fuel; and 

(ii) acceptable levels of service for trans-
portation, distribution, and retail dispensing 
of domestically-produced renewable fuel; 

(E) any infrastructure capital investments 
that are needed to transport, distribute, and 
dispense domestically-produced renewable 
fuel; 

(F) whether Federal agencies have ade-
quate legal authority to ensure a fair and 
reasonable transportation price and accept-
able levels of service in cases in which the 
domestically produced renewable fuel source 
does not have access to competitive trans-
portation service; 

(G) whether Federal agencies have ade-
quate legal authority to address transpor-
tation, distribution and retail dispensing 
problems that may be resulting in inad-
equate supplies of domestically-produced re-
newable fuel in any area of the United 
States; and 

(H) any recommendations for any addi-
tional legal authorities for Federal agencies 
to ensure the reliable transportation, dis-
tribution, and retail dispensing of adequate 
supplies of domestically-produced renewable 
fuel at reasonable prices. 

(b) REPORT.—Not later than 180 days after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Sec-
retary shall submit to the Committee on En-
ergy and Natural Resources of the Senate 
and the Committee on Energy and Commerce 
of the House of Representatives a report that 
describes the results of the study conducted 
under subsection (a). 
SEC. 1310. STANDARD SPECIFICATIONS FOR BIO-

DIESEL. 
Section 211 of the Clean Air Act (42 U.S.C. 

7545) is amended by redesignating subsection 
(s) as subsection (t), redesignating sub-
section (r) (relating to conversion assistance 
for cellulosic biomass, waste-derived eth-
anol, approved renewable fuels) as subsection 
(s) and by adding the following new sub-
section at the end thereof: 

‘‘(u) STANDARD SPECIFICATIONS FOR BIO-
DIESEL.—Unless the American Society for 
Testing and Materials has adopted a stand-
ard for diesel fuel containing 20 percent bio-
diesel, not later than 1 year after the date of 

enactment of this subsection, the Adminis-
trator shall initiate a rulemaking estab-
lishing a series of uniform per gallon fuel 
standards for categories of fuels that contain 
biodiesel, including one standard for fuel 
containing 20 percent biodiesel, and des-
ignate an identification number for fuel 
meeting each standard in each such category 
so that vehicle manufacturers are able to de-
sign engines to use fuel meeting one or more 
of such standards. The Administrator shall 
finalize the standards under this subsection 
18 months after the date of the enactment of 
this subsection.’’. 
SEC. 1311. GRANTS FOR CELLULOSIC ETHANOL 

PRODUCTION. 
Subsection (s) of section 211 of the Clean 

Air Act (as added by section 1512 of the En-
ergy Policy Act of 2005) (and as redesignated 
by section 1311 of this Act), relating to con-
version assistance for cellulosic biomass, 
waste-derived ethanol, and approved renew-
able fuels, is amended as follows: 

(1) By adding the following new subpara-
graphs at the end of paragraph (3): 

‘‘(D) $500,000,000 for fiscal year 2009. 
‘‘(E) $500,000,000 for fiscal year 2010.’’. 
(2) By adding the following new paragraph 

at the end thereof: 
‘‘(5) CRITERIA.—In awarding grants under 

this section, the Secretary shall give pri-
ority to applications that promote feedstock 
diversity and the geographic dispersion of 
production facilities.’’. 
SEC. 1312. CONSUMER EDUCATION CAMPAIGN 

RELATING TO FLEXIBLE-FUEL VEHI-
CLES. 

The Secretary of Transportation, in con-
sultation with the Secretary of Energy, shall 
carry out an education program to inform 
consumers about which motor vehicles are 
flexible-fuel vehicles and how to exercise 
their opportunity to choose E85 or B20. As 
part of such program, the Secretary of 
Transportation may coordinate with motor 
vehicle manufacturers to notify owners of 
flexible-fuel vehicles of locations where E85 
and B20 are sold in their area. 
SEC. 1313. DOMESTIC MANUFACTURING CONVER-

SION GRANT PROGRAM. 
Section 712 of the Energy Policy Act of 

2005 (42 U.S.C. 16062) is amended— 
(1) in subsection (a)— 
(A) by inserting ‘‘, flexible-fuel,’’ after 

‘‘production of efficient hybrid’’; and 
(B) by adding at the end the following: 

‘‘Priority shall be given to the refurbishment 
or retooling of manufacturing facilities that 
have recently ceased operation or will cease 
operation in the near future.’’; and 

(2) by striking subsection (b) and inserting 
the following: 

‘‘(b) COORDINATION WITH STATE AND LOCAL 
PROGRAMS.—The Secretary may coordinate 
implementation of this section with State 
and local programs designed to accomplish 
similar goals, including the retention and re-
training of skilled workers from the such 
manufacturing facilities, including by estab-
lishing matching grant arrangements. 

‘‘(c) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
the Secretary such $90,000,000 to carry out 
this section.’’. 
SEC. 1314. CELLULOSIC ETHANOL AND BIOFUELS 

RESEARCH. 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 

the Secretary of Energy $50,000,000 for fiscal 
year 2008, to remain available until ex-
pended, for cellulosic ethanol and biofuels 
research and development grants to 10 enti-
ties from among 1890 land grant colleges, 
Historically Black Colleges or Universities, 
Tribal serving institutions, or Hispanic serv-

ing institutions, selected by the Secretary of 
Energy to receive a grant under this section 
through a peer-reviewed competitive process. 
The selected entities shall then collaborate 
with one of the Department of Energy’s Of-
fice of Science Bioenergy Research Centers. 
SEC. 1315. GRANTS FOR RENEWABLE FUEL PRO-

DUCTION RESEARCH AND DEVELOP-
MENT IN CERTAIN STATES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall pro-
vide grants to eligible entities to conduct re-
search into, and develop and implement, re-
newable fuel production technologies in 
States with low rates of ethanol production, 
including low rates of production of cellu-
losic biomass ethanol, as determined by the 
Secretary. 

(b) ELIGIBILITY.—To be eligible to receive a 
grant under the section, an entity shall— 

(1)(A) be an institution of higher education 
(as defined in section 2 of the Energy Policy 
Act of 2005 (42 U.S.C. 15801)) located in a 
State described in subsection (a); 

(B) be an institution— 
(i) referred to in section 532 of the Equity 

in Educational Land-Grant Status Act of 
1994 (Public Law 103-382; 7 U.S.C. 301 note); 

(ii) that is eligible for a grant under the 
Tribally Controlled College or University As-
sistance Act of 1978 (25 U.S.C. 1801 et seq.), 
including Dine College; or 

(iii) that is eligible for a grant under the 
Navajo Community College Act (25 U.S.C. 
640a et seq.); or 

(C) be a consortium of such institutions of 
higher education, industry, State agencies, 
Indian tribal agencies, or local government 
agencies located in the State; and 

(2) have proven experience and capabilities 
with relevant technologies. 

(c) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section $25,000,000 for each of 
fiscal years 2008 through 2010. 
SEC. 1316. STUDY OF EFFECT OF OIL PRICES. 

The Secretary of Energy shall conduct a 
study to review the anticipated effects on re-
newable fuels production if oil were priced 
no lower than $40 per barrel. The Secretary 
shall report the findings of such study to 
Congress by December 31, 2008. 
SEC. 1317. BIODIESEL AS ALTERNATIVE FUEL 

FOR CAFÉ PURPOSES. 
Section 32901(a) of title 49, United States 

Code, is amended— 
(1) in paragraph (1), by redesignating sub-

paragraphs (J) and (K) as subparagraphs (K) 
and (L), respectively, and inserting after sub-
paragraph (I) the following: 

‘‘(J) B20 biodiesel blend;’’; and 
(2) by redesignating paragraphs (7) through 

(16) as paragraphs (9) through (18), respec-
tively, and insert after paragraph (6) the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(7) ‘biodiesel’ means the monoalkyl esters 
of long chain fatty acids derived from plant 
or animal matter which meet— 

‘‘(A) the registration requirements for 
fuels and fuel additives established by the 
Environmental Protection Agency under sec-
tion 211 of the Clean Air Act (42 U.S.C. 7545); 
and 

‘‘(B) the requirements of the American So-
ciety of Testing and Materials D6751. 

‘‘(8) ‘B20 biodiesel blend’ means a mixture 
of biodiesel and diesel fuel approximately 20 
percent of the content of which is biodiesel, 
and commonly known as ‘B20’.’’. 

PART 2—UNITED STATES-ISRAEL ENERGY 
COOPERATION 

SEC. 1331. SHORT TITLE. 
This part may be cited as the ‘‘United 

States-Israel Energy Cooperation Act’’. 
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SEC. 1332. FINDINGS. 

Congress finds that— 
(1) it is in the highest national security in-

terests of the United States to ensure secure 
access to reliable energy sources; 

(2) the United States relies heavily on the 
foreign supply of crude oil to meet the en-
ergy needs of the United States, currently 
importing 58 percent of the total oil require-
ments of the United States, of which 45 per-
cent comes from member states of the Orga-
nization of Petroleum Exporting Countries 
(OPEC); 

(3) revenues from the sale of oil by some of 
these countries directly or indirectly provide 
funding for terrorism and propaganda hostile 
to the values of the United States and the 
West; 

(4) in the past, these countries have manip-
ulated the dependence of the United States 
on the oil supplies of these countries to exert 
undue influence on United States policy, as 
during the embargo of OPEC during 1973 on 
the sale of oil to the United States, which 
became a major factor in the ensuing reces-
sion; 

(5) research by the Energy Information Ad-
ministration of the Department of Energy 
has shown that the dependence of the United 
States on foreign oil will increase by 33 per-
cent over the next 20 years; 

(6) a rise in the price of imported oil suffi-
cient to increase gasoline prices by 10 cents 
per gallon at the pump would result in an ad-
ditional outflow of $18,000,000,000 from the 
United States to oil-exporting nations; 

(7) for economic and national security rea-
sons, the United States should reduce, as 
soon as practicable, the dependence of the 
United States on nations that do not share 
the interests and values of the United 
States; 

(8) the State of Israel has been a steadfast 
ally and a close friend of the United States 
since the creation of Israel in 1948; 

(9) like the United States, Israel is a de-
mocracy that holds civil rights and liberties 
in the highest regard and is a proponent of 
the democratic values of peace, freedom, and 
justice; 

(10) cooperation between the United States 
and Israel on such projects as the develop-
ment of the Arrow Missile has resulted in 
mutual benefits to United States and Israeli 
security; 

(11) the special relationship between Israel 
and the United States has been and con-
tinues to be manifested in a variety of joint-
ly-funded cooperative programs in the field 
of scientific research and development, such 
as— 

(A) the United States-Israel Binational 
Science Foundation (BSF); 

(B) the Israel-United States Binational Ag-
ricultural Research and Development Fund 
(BARD); and 

(C) the Israel-United States Binational In-
dustrial Research and Development (BIRD) 
Foundation; 

(12) these programs, supported by the 
matching contributions from the Govern-
ment of Israel and the Government of the 
United States and directed by key scientists 
and academics from both countries, have 
made possible many scientific breakthroughs 
in the fields of life sciences, medicine, bio-
engineering, agriculture, biotechnology, 
communications, and others; 

(13) on February 1, 1996, United States Sec-
retary of Energy Hazel R. O’Leary and 
Israeli Minister of Energy and Infrastructure 
Gonen Segev signed the Agreement Between 
the Department of Energy of the United 
States of America and the Ministry of En-

ergy and Infrastructure of Israel Concerning 
Energy Cooperation, to establish a frame-
work for collaboration between the United 
States and Israel in energy research and de-
velopment activities; 

(14) the United States and Israeli govern-
ments should promote cooperation in a broad 
range of projects designed to enhance sup-
plies of nonpetroleum energy for both coun-
tries, and to provide for cutting edge re-
search in each country; 

(15) Israeli scientists and researchers have 
long been at the forefront of research and de-
velopment in the field of alternative renew-
able energy sources; 

(16) many of the top corporations of the 
world have recognized the technological and 
scientific expertise of Israel by locating im-
portant research and development facilities 
in Israel; 

(17) among the technological break-
throughs made by Israeli scientists and re-
searchers in the field of alternative, renew-
able energy sources are— 

(A) the development of a cathode that uses 
hexavalent iron salts that accept 3 electrons 
per ion and enable rechargeable batteries to 
provide 3 times as much electricity as exist-
ing rechargeable batteries; 

(B) the development of a technique that 
vastly increases the efficiency of using solar 
energy to generate hydrogen for use in en-
ergy cells; and 

(C) the development of a novel membrane 
used in new and powerful direct-oxidant fuel 
cells that is capable of competing favorably 
with hydrogen fuel cells and traditional in-
ternal combustion engines; and 

(18) cooperation between the United States 
and Israel in the field of research and devel-
opment of alternative renewable energy 
sources would be in the interests of both 
countries, and both countries stand to gain 
much from such cooperation. 
SEC. 1333. GRANT PROGRAM. 

(a) AUTHORITY.—Pursuant to the respon-
sibilities described in section 102(10), (14), 
and (17) of the Department of Energy Organi-
zation Act (42 U.S.C. 7112(10), (14), and (17)) 
and section 103(9) of the Energy Reorganiza-
tion Act of 1974 (42 U.S.C. 5813(9)), the Sec-
retary, in consultation with the BIRD or 
BSF, shall award grants to eligible entities. 

(b) APPLICATION.— 
(1) SUBMISSION OF APPLICATIONS.—To re-

ceive a grant under this section, an eligible 
entity shall submit an application to the 
Secretary containing such information and 
assurances as the Secretary, in consultation 
with the BIRD or BSF, may require. 

(2) SELECTION OF ELIGIBLE ENTITIES.—The 
Secretary, in consultation with the Direc-
tors of the BIRD and BSF, may review any 
application submitted by any eligible entity 
and select any eligible entity meeting cri-
teria established by the Secretary, in con-
sultation with the Advisory Board, for a 
grant under this section. 

(c) AMOUNT OF GRANT.—The amount of 
each grant awarded for a fiscal year under 
this section shall be determined by the Sec-
retary, in consultation with the BIRD or 
BSF. 

(d) RECOUPMENT.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days 

after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary shall establish procedures and cri-
teria for recoupment in connection with any 
eligible project carried out by an eligible en-
tity that receives a grant under this section, 
which has led to the development of a prod-
uct or process which is marketed or used. 

(2) AMOUNT REQUIRED.— 
(A) Except as provided in subparagraph (B), 

such recoupment shall be required as a con-

dition for award and be proportional to the 
Federal share of the costs of such project, 
and shall be derived from the proceeds of 
royalties or licensing fees received in con-
nection with such product or process. 

(B) In the case where a product or process 
is used by the recipient of a grant under this 
section for the production and sale of its own 
products or processes, the recoupment shall 
consist of a payment equivalent to the pay-
ment which would be made under subpara-
graph (A). 

(3) WAIVER.—The Secretary may at any 
time waive or defer all or some of the 
recoupment requirements of this subsection 
as necessary, depending on— 

(A) the commercial competitiveness of the 
entity or entities developing or using the 
product or process; 

(B) the profitability of the project; and 
(C) the commercial viability of the product 

or process utilized. 
(e) PRIVATE FUNDS.—The Secretary may 

accept contributions of funds from private 
sources to carry out this part. 

(f) OFFICE OF ENERGY EFFICIENCY AND RE-
NEWABLE ENERGY.—The Secretary shall carry 
out this section through the existing pro-
grams at the Office of Energy Efficiency and 
Renewable Energy. 

(g) REPORT.—Not later than 180 days after 
receiving a grant under this section, each re-
cipient shall submit a report to the Sec-
retary— 

(1) documenting how the recipient used the 
grant funds; and 

(2) evaluating the level of success of each 
project funded by the grant. 
SEC. 1334. INTERNATIONAL ENERGY ADVISORY 

BOARD. 
(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—There is established 

in the Department of Energy an Inter-
national Energy Advisory Board. 

(b) DUTIES.—The Advisory Board shall ad-
vise the Secretary on— 

(1) criteria for the recipients of grants 
awarded under section 1333(a); 

(2) the total amount of grant money to be 
awarded to all grantees selected by the Sec-
retary, in consultation with the BIRD; and 

(3) the total amount of grant money to be 
awarded to all grantees selected by the Sec-
retary, in consultation with the BSF, for 
each fiscal year. 

(c) MEMBERSHIP.— 
(1) COMPOSITION.—The Advisory Board 

shall be composed of— 
(A) 1 member appointed by the Secretary 

of Commerce; 
(B) 1 member appointed by the Secretary 

of Energy; and 
(C) 2 members who shall be Israeli citizens, 

appointed by the Secretary of Energy after 
consultation with appropriate officials in the 
Israeli Government. 

(2) DEADLINE FOR APPOINTMENTS.—The ini-
tial appointments under paragraph (1) shall 
be made not later than 60 days after the date 
of enactment of this Act. 

(3) TERM.—Each member of the Advisory 
Board shall be appointed for a term of 4 
years. 

(4) VACANCIES.—A vacancy on the Advisory 
Board shall be filled in the manner in which 
the original appointment was made. 

(5) BASIC PAY.— 
(A) COMPENSATION.—A member of the Advi-

sory Board shall serve without pay. 
(B) TRAVEL EXPENSES.—Each member of 

the Advisory Board shall receive travel ex-
penses, including per diem in lieu of subsist-
ence, in accordance with applicable provi-
sions of subchapter I of chapter 57 of title 5, 
United States Code. 
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(6) QUORUM.—Three members of the Advi-

sory Board shall constitute a quorum. 
(7) CHAIRPERSON.—The Chairperson of the 

Advisory Board shall be designated by the 
Secretary of Energy at the time of the ap-
pointment. 

(8) MEETINGS.—The Advisory Board shall 
meet at least once annually at the call of the 
Chairperson. 

(d) TERMINATION.—Section 14(a)(2)(B) of the 
Federal Advisory Committee Act (5 U.S.C. 
App.) shall not apply to the Advisory Board. 
SEC. 1335. DEFINITIONS. 

In this part: 
(1) ADVISORY BOARD.—The term ‘‘Advisory 

Board’’ means the International Energy Ad-
visory Board established by section 1334(a). 

(2) BIRD.—The term ‘‘BIRD’’ means the 
Israel-United States Binational Industrial 
Research and Development Foundation. 

(3) BSF.—The term ‘‘BSF’’ means the 
United States-Israel Binational Science 
Foundation. 

(4) ELIGIBLE ENTITY.—The term ‘‘eligible 
entity’’ means a joint venture comprised of 
both Israeli and United States private busi-
ness entities or a joint venture comprised of 
both Israeli academic persons (who reside 
and work in Israel) and United States aca-
demic persons, that— 

(A) carries out an eligible project; and 
(B) is selected by the Secretary, in con-

sultation with the BIRD or BSF, using the 
criteria established by the Secretary, in con-
sultation with the Advisory Board. 

(5) ELIGIBLE PROJECT.—The term ‘‘eligible 
project’’ means a project to encourage co-
operation between the United States and 
Israel on research, development, or commer-
cialization of alternative energy, improved 
energy efficiency, or renewable energy 
sources. 

(6) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’ 
means the Secretary of Energy, acting 
through the Assistant Secretary of Energy 
for Energy Efficiency and Renewable Energy. 
SEC. 1336. TERMINATION. 

The grant program authorized under sec-
tion 1333 and the Advisory Board shall termi-
nate upon the expiration of the 7-year period 
which begins on the date of the enactment of 
this Act. 
SEC. 1337. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 

The Secretary is authorized to expend not 
more than $20,000,000 to carry out this part 
for each of fiscal years 2008 through 2014 
from funds previously authorized to the Of-
fice of Energy Efficiency and Renewable En-
ergy. 
SEC. 1338. CONSTITUTIONAL AUTHORITY. 

The Constitutional authority on which 
this part rests is the power of Congress to 
regulate commerce with foreign nations as 
enumerated in Article I, Section 8 of the 
United States Constitution. 

Subtitle E—Advanced Battery and Plug-In 
Hybrid Programs 

SEC. 1401. ADVANCED BATTERY LOAN GUAR-
ANTEE PROGRAM. 

(a) ESTABLISHMENT OF PROGRAM.—The Sec-
retary of Energy shall establish a program to 
provide guarantees of loans by private insti-
tutions for the construction of facilities for 
the manufacture of advanced vehicle bat-
teries and battery systems that are devel-
oped and produced in the United States, in-
cluding advanced lithium ion batteries and 
hybrid electrical system and component 
manufacturers and software designers. 

(b) REQUIREMENTS.—The Secretary may 
provide a loan guarantee under subsection 
(a) to an applicant if— 

(1) without a loan guarantee, credit is not 
available to the applicant under reasonable 

terms or conditions sufficient to finance the 
construction of a facility described in sub-
section (a); 

(2) the prospective earning power of the ap-
plicant and the character and value of the 
security pledged provide a reasonable assur-
ance of repayment of the loan to be guaran-
teed in accordance with the terms of the 
loan; and 

(3) the loan bears interest at a rate deter-
mined by the Secretary to be reasonable, 
taking into account the current average 
yield on outstanding obligations of the 
United States with remaining periods of ma-
turity comparable to the maturity of the 
loan. 

(c) CRITERIA.—In selecting recipients of 
loan guarantees from among applicants, the 
Secretary shall give preference to proposals 
that— 

(1) meet all applicable Federal and State 
permitting requirements; 

(2) are most likely to be successful; and 
(3) are located in local markets that have 

the greatest need for the facility. 
(d) MATURITY.—A loan guaranteed under 

subsection (a) shall have a maturity of not 
more than 20 years. 

(e) TERMS AND CONDITIONS.—The loan 
agreement for a loan guaranteed under sub-
section (a) shall provide that no provision of 
the loan agreement may be amended or 
waived without the consent of the Secretary. 

(f) ASSURANCE OF REPAYMENT.—The Sec-
retary shall require that an applicant for a 
loan guarantee under subsection (a) provide 
an assurance of repayment in the form of a 
performance bond, insurance, collateral, or 
other means acceptable to the Secretary in 
an amount equal to not less than 20 percent 
of the amount of the loan. 

(g) GUARANTEE FEE.—The recipient of a 
loan guarantee under subsection (a) shall 
pay the Secretary an amount determined by 
the Secretary, including defaults, to be suffi-
cient to cover the administrative costs of the 
Secretary relating to the loan guarantee. 

(h) FULL FAITH AND CREDIT.—The full faith 
and credit of the United States is pledged to 
the payment of all guarantees made under 
this section. Any such guarantee made by 
the Secretary shall be conclusive evidence of 
the eligibility of the loan for the guarantee 
with respect to principal and interest. The 
validity of the guarantee shall be incontest-
able in the hands of a holder of the guaran-
teed loan. 

(i) REPORTS.—Until each guaranteed loan 
under this section has been repaid in full, the 
Secretary shall annually submit to Congress 
a report on the activities of the Secretary 
under this section. 

(j) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated such 
sums as are necessary to carry out this sec-
tion. 

(k) TERMINATION OF AUTHORITY.—The au-
thority of the Secretary to issue a loan guar-
antee under subsection (a) terminates on the 
date that is 10 years after the date of enact-
ment of this Act. 
SEC. 1402. DOMESTIC MANUFACTURING CONVER-

SION GRANT PROGRAM. 
Section 712 of the Energy Policy Act of 

2005 (42 U.S.C. 16062) is amended— 
(1) in subsection (a)— 
(A) by inserting ‘‘and components thereof’’ 

after ‘‘sales of efficient hybrid and advanced 
diesel vehicles’’; 

(B) by inserting ‘‘and hybrid component 
manufacturers’’ after ‘‘grants to automobile 
manufacturers’’; 

(C) by inserting ‘‘, plug-in electric hybrid,’’ 
after ‘‘production of efficient hybrid’’; 

(D) by inserting ‘‘and suppliers’’ after 
‘‘automobile manufacturers’’; and 

(E) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘Priority shall be given to the refurbishment 
or retooling of manufacturing facilities that 
have recently ceased operation or will cease 
operation in the near future.’’; and 

(2) by striking subsection (b) and inserting 
the following: 

‘‘(b) COORDINATION WITH STATE AND LOCAL 
PROGRAMS.—The Secretary may coordinate 
implementation of this section with State 
and local programs designed to accomplish 
similar goals, including the retention and re-
training of skilled workers from the such 
manufacturing facilities, including by estab-
lishing matching grant arrangements. 

‘‘(c) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
the Secretary $90,000,000 to carry out this 
section.’’. 

SEC. 1403. INCENTIVE FOR FEDERAL AND STATE 
FLEETS FOR MEDIUM AND HEAVY 
DUTY HYBRIDS. 

Section 301 of the Energy Policy Act of 
1992 (42 U.S.C. 13211) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (3), by striking ‘‘or a dual 
fueled vehicle’’ and inserting ‘‘, a dual fueled 
vehicle, or a medium or heavy duty vehicle 
that is a hybrid vehicle’’; 

(2) by redesignating paragraphs (11), (12), 
(13), and (14) as paragraphs (12), (14), (15), and 
(16), respectively; 

(3) by inserting after paragraph (10) the fol-
lowing new paragraph: 

‘‘(11) the term ‘hybrid vehicle’ means a ve-
hicle powered both by a diesel or gasoline en-
gine and an electric motor or hydraulic en-
ergy storage device that is recharged as the 
vehicle operates;’’; and 

(4) by inserting after paragraph (12) (as so 
redesignated by paragraph (2) of this section) 
the following new paragraph: 

‘‘(13) the term ‘medium or heavy duty vehi-
cle’ means a vehicle that— 

‘‘(A) in the case of a medium duty vehicle, 
has a gross vehicle weight rating of more 
than 8,500 pounds but not more than 14,000 
pounds; and 

‘‘(B) in the case of a heavy duty vehicle, 
has a gross vehicle weight rating of more 
than 14,000 pounds;’’. 

SEC. 1404. INCLUSION OF ELECTRIC DRIVE IN EN-
ERGY POLICY ACT OF 1992. 

Section 508 of the Energy Policy Act of 
1992 (42 U.S.C. 13258) is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘The Secretary’’ in sub-
section (a) and inserting ‘‘(1) The Sec-
retary’’; and 

(2) by adding at the end of subsection (a) 
the following: 

‘‘(2) Not later than January 31, 2009, the 
Secretary shall allocate credit in an amount 
to be determined by the Secretary for acqui-
sition of— 

‘‘(A) a hybrid electric vehicle; 
‘‘(B) a plug-in hybrid electric vehicle; 
‘‘(C) a fuel cell electric vehicle; 
‘‘(D) a neighborhood electric vehicle; or 
‘‘(E) a medium-duty or heavy-duty elec-

tric, hybrid electric, hybrid hydraulic, or 
plug-in hybrid electric vehicle.’’; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following: 

‘‘(e) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
‘‘(1) FUEL CELL ELECTRIC VEHICLE.—The 

term ‘fuel cell electric vehicle’ means an on- 
road or nonroad vehicle that uses a fuel cell 
(as defined in section 803 of the Spark M. 
Matsunaga Hydrogen Research, Develop-
ment, and Demonstration Act of 2005 (42 
U.S.C. 16152). 
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‘‘(2) HYBRID ELECTRIC VEHICLE.—The term 

‘hybrid electric vehicle’ means a new quali-
fied hybrid motor vehicle (as defined in sec-
tion 30B(d)(3) of the Internal Revenue Code 
of 1986). 

‘‘(3) MEDIUM-DUTY OR HEAVY-DUTY ELEC-
TRIC, HYBRID ELECTRIC, OR PLUG-IN HYBRID 
ELECTRIC VEHICLE.—The term ‘medium-duty 
or heavy-duty electric, hybrid electric, or 
plug-in hybrid electric vehicle’ is an electric, 
hybrid electric, or plug-in hybrid electric 
motor vehicle greater than 8,501 pounds 
gross vehicle rating. 

‘‘(4) NEIGHBORHOOD ELECTRIC VEHICLE.—The 
term ‘neighborhood electric vehicle’ means a 
4-wheeled on-road or nonroad vehicle, with a 
top attainable speed in 1 mile of more than 
20 mph and not more than 25 mph on a paved 
level surface, that is propelled by an electric 
motor and on board, rechargeable energy 
storage system that is rechargeable using an 
off-board source of electricity. 

‘‘(5) PLUG-IN HYBRID ELECTRIC VEHICLE.— 
The term ‘plug-in hybrid electric vehicle’ 
means a light-duty, medium-duty, or heavy- 
duty on-road or nonroad vehicle that is pro-
pelled by any combination of— 

‘‘(A) an electric motor and on-board, re-
chargeable energy storage system capable of 
operating the vehicle in intermittent or con-
tinuous all-electric mode and which is re-
chargeable using an off-board source of elec-
tricity; and 

‘‘(B) an internal combustion engine or heat 
engine using any combustible fuel.’’. 
SEC. 1405. STUDYING THE BENEFITS OF PLUG-IN 

HYBRID ELECTRIC DRIVE VEHICLES 
AND ELECTRIC DRIVE TRANSPOR-
TATION. 

(a) STUDY.—Not later than 1 year after the 
date of enactment of this section, the Sec-
retary of Transportation in consultation 
with the Secretary of Energy and appro-
priate Federal agencies and interested stake-
holders in the public, private and non-profit 
sectors, shall study and report to Congress 
on the benefits of and barriers to the wide-
spread use of a potentially new class of vehi-
cles known as city cars with performance ca-
pability that exceeds that of low speed vehi-
cles but is less than that of passenger vehi-
cles, and which may be battery electric, fuel 
cell electric, or plug-in hybrid electric vehi-
cles. Such study shall examine the benefits 
and issues associated with limiting city cars 
to a maximum speed of 35 mph, 45 mph, 55 
mph, or any other maximum speed, and 
make a recommendation regarding max-
imum speed. 

(b) DEFINITIONS.—In this section— 
(1) NONROAD VEHICLE.—The term ‘‘nonroad 

vehicle’’ has the meaning given that term in 
section 216 of the Clean Air Act (42 U.S.C. 
7550)), or vehicles of the same classification 
that are fully or partially powered by an 
electric motor powered by a fuel cell, a bat-
tery, or an off-board source of electricity. 

(2) PLUG-IN ELECTRIC DRIVE VEHICLE.—The 
term ‘‘ plug-in electric drive vehicle’’ means 
a means a light-duty, medium-duty, or 
heavy-duty on-road or nonroad battery elec-
tric, hybrid or fuel cell vehicle that can be 
recharged from an external electricity 
source for motive power. 

(3) PLUG-IN HYBRID ELECTRIC VEHICLE.—The 
term ‘‘plug-in hybrid electric vehicle’’ means 
a light-duty, medium-duty, or heavy-duty 
on-road or nonroad vehicle that is propelled 
by any combination of— 

(A) an electric motor and on-board, re-
chargeable energy storage system capable of 
operating the vehicle in intermittent or con-
tinuous all-electric mode and which is re-
chargeable using an off-board source of elec-
tricity; and 

(B) an internal combustion engine or heat 
engine using any combustible fuel. 
SEC. 1406. PLUG-IN HYBRID VEHICLE PROGRAM. 

(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Secretary of En-
ergy (in this section referred to as the ‘‘Sec-
retary’’) shall establish a competitive pro-
gram to provide grants on a cost-shared 
basis to State governments, local govern-
ments, metropolitan transportation authori-
ties, air pollution control districts, private 
or nonprofit entities or combinations there-
of, to carry out a project or projects to en-
courage the use of plug-in electric drive ve-
hicles or other emerging electric vehicle 
technologies, as determined by the Sec-
retary. 

(b) ADMINISTRATION.—The Secretary shall 
establish requirements for applications for 
grants under this section, including report-
ing of data to be summarized for dissemina-
tion to the Department, other grantees, and 
the public, including vehicle and component 
performance and vehicle and component life 
cycle costs. 

(c) SELECTION CRITERIA.— 
(1) PRIORITY.—When making awards under 

this section, the Secretary shall give pri-
ority consideration to applications that en-
courage early widespread utilization of such 
vehicles and are likely to make a significant 
contribution to the advancement of the pro-
duction of such vehicles in the United 
States. 

(2) SCOPE OF PROGRAMS.—When making 
awards under this section, the Secretary 
shall ensure that the programs will maxi-
mize diversity in applications, manufactur-
ers, end-uses and vehicle control systems. 

(d) AUTHORIZATIONS OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
the Secretary to carry out the program 
under this section, $60,000,000, to remain 
available until expended. 

(e) CERTAIN APPLICANTS.—A battery manu-
facturer that proposes to supply to an appli-
cant for a grant under this section a battery 
with a capacity of greater than 1 kilowatt- 
hour for use in a plug-in electric drive vehi-
cle shall— 

(1) ensure that the applicant includes in 
the application a description of the price of 
the battery per kilowatt hour; 

(2) on approval by the Secretary of the ap-
plication, publish, or permit the Secretary to 
publish, the price described in subparagraph 
(A); and 

(3) for any order received by the battery 
manufacturer for at least 1,000 batteries, 
offer batteries at that price. 
SEC. 1407. NEAR-TERM ELECTRIC DRIVE TRANS-

PORTATION DEPLOYMENT PRO-
GRAM. 

(a) REVOLVING LOAN PROGRAM.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall estab-

lish a revolving loan program to provide 
loans to eligible entities for the conduct of 
qualified electric transportation projects. 

(2) CRITERIA.—The Secretary shall estab-
lish criteria for the provision of loans under 
this subsection. 

(b) MARKET ASSESSMENT AND ELECTRICITY 
USAGE PROGRAM.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator of the 
Environmental Protection Agency, in con-
sultation with the Secretary and private in-
dustry, shall carry out a program— 

(A) to inventory and analyze existing elec-
tric drive transportation technologies and 
hybrid technologies and markets; and 

(B) to identify and implement methods of 
removing barriers for existing and emerging 
applications of electric drive transportation 
technologies and hybrid transportation tech-
nologies. 

(2) ELECTRICITY USAGE.—The Secretary, in 
consultation with the Administrator of the 
Environmental Protection Agency and pri-
vate industry, shall carry out a program— 

(A) to develop systems and processes— 
(i) to enable plug-in electric vehicles to en-

hance the availability of emergency back-up 
power for consumers; and 

(ii) to study and demonstrate the potential 
value to the electric grid of using the energy 
stored in the on-board storage systems to 
improve the efficiency of the grid generation 
system; and 

(B) to work with utilities and other inter-
ested stakeholders to study and demonstrate 
the implications of the introduction of plug- 
in electric vehicles and other types of elec-
tric transportation on the production of elec-
tricity from renewable resources. 

(3) OFF-PEAK ELECTRICITY USAGE GRANTS.— 
In carrying out the program under paragraph 
(2), the Secretary shall provide grants to as-
sist eligible public and private electric utili-
ties to conduct programs or activities to en-
courage owners of electric drive transpor-
tation technologies— 

(A) to use off-peak electricity; or 
(B) to have the load managed by the util-

ity. 
(c) DEFINITION OF QUALIFIED ELECTRIC 

TRANSPORTATION PROJECT.—In this section, 
the term ‘‘qualified electric transportation 
project’’ includes a project relating to— 

(1) ship-side or shore-side electrification 
for vessels; 

(2) truck-stop electrification; 
(3) electric truck refrigeration units; 
(4) battery-powered auxiliary power units 

for trucks; 
(5) electric airport ground support equip-

ment; 
(6) electric material/cargo handling equip-

ment; 
(7) electric or dual-mode electric freight 

rail; 
(8) any distribution upgrades needed to 

supply electricity to the qualified electric 
transportation projects; and 

(9) any ancillary infrastructure, including 
panel upgrades, battery chargers, in-situ 
transformer, and trenching. 

(d) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to carry this section 
$90,000,000 for each of the fiscal years 2008 
through 2011. 

Subtitle A—Energy Market Study 
SEC. 1501. FINDINGS. 

The Congress finds that— 
(1) the Energy Information Administra-

tion’s data is critical not merely for analysis 
of the role of energy in our economy and en-
vironment, but for the effective functioning 
of domestic and international energy mar-
kets. 

(2) Federal and State policymakers rely on 
the Energy Information Administration to 
collect and report State level energy infor-
mation needed for energy policymaking, 
compliance with Federal and State man-
dates, and for purposes of emergency energy 
preparedness and response; 

(3) as policymakers consider and imple-
ment policies to cut greenhouse gas emis-
sions, accurate, timely, and comparable 
State energy information becomes even 
more important; 

(4) new and expanded sources of informa-
tion about energy demand and supply have 
become available and need to be incor-
porated in the Energy Information Adminis-
tration’s data and analysis functions; 

(5) the Energy Information Administration 
needs to maintain and enhance its ability to 
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collect, process, and analyze data while con-
fronting broader demands for information in 
greater detail; and 

(6) budget and personnel constraints have 
forced the Energy Information Administra-
tion to curtail surveys relied upon by energy 
and financial markets and could further 
defer important improvements in the scope 
and quality of resulting information. 
SEC. 1502. ASSESSMENT OF RESOURCES. 

(a) 5-YEAR PLAN.—The Administrator of 
the Energy Information Administration 
shall establish a 5-year plan to enhance the 
quality and scope of the data collection nec-
essary to ensure the scope, accuracy, and 
timeliness of the information needed for effi-
cient functioning of energy markets and re-
lated financial operations. Particular atten-
tion shall be paid to restoring data series 
terminated because of budget constraints, 
data on demand response, timely data series 
of State-level information, improvements in 
the area of oil and gas data, and the ability 
to provide data mandated by Congress 
promptly and completely. 

(b) SUBMITTAL TO CONGRESS.—The Adminis-
trator shall submit this plan to Congress de-
tailing improvements needed to enhance the 
Energy Information Administration’s ability 
to collect and process energy information in 
a manner consistent with the needs of en-
ergy markets. 

(c) GUIDELINES.—The Administrator shall— 
(1) establish guidelines to ensure the qual-

ity, comparability, and scope of State energy 
data, including data on energy production 
and consumption by product and sector and 
renewable and alternative sources, required 
to provide a comprehensive, accurate energy 
profile at the State level; 

(2) share company-level data collected at 
the State level with the State involved, pro-
vided the State has agreed to reasonable 
guidelines for its use adopted by the Admin-
istrator; 

(3) assess any existing gaps in data ob-
tained by and compiled by the Energy Infor-
mation Administration; and 

(4) evaluate the most cost effective ways to 
address any data quality and quantity issues 
in conjunction with State officials. 
The Energy Information Administration 
shall consult with State officials and the 
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission on a 
regular basis in establishing these guidelines 
and scope of State level data, as well as in 
exploring ways to address data needs and 
serve data uses. 

(d) ASSESSMENT OF STATE DATA NEEDS.— 
The Administrator shall provide an assess-
ment of these State-level data needs to the 
Congress not later than 1 year after the date 
of enactment of this Act, detailing a plan to 
address the needs identified. 

(e) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
the Administrator for carrying out this sec-
tion, in addition to any other authoriza-
tions— 

(1) $10,000,000 for fiscal year 2008; 
(2) $10,000,000 for fiscal year 2009; 
(3) $10,000,000 for fiscal year 2010; 
(4) $15,000,000 for fiscal year 2011; 
(5) $20,000,000 for fiscal year 2012; and 
(6) such sums as are necessary for subse-

quent fiscal years. 
TITLE II—SCIENCE AND TECHNOLOGY 

Subtitle A—Geothermal Energy 
SEC. 2001. SHORT TITLE. 

This subtitle may be cited as the ‘‘Ad-
vanced Geothermal Energy Research and De-
velopment Act of 2007’’. 
SEC. 2002. DEFINITIONS. 

For purposes of this subtitle: 

(1) ENGINEERED.—When referring to en-
hanced geothermal systems, the term ‘‘engi-
neered’’ means subjected to intervention, in-
cluding intervention to address one or more 
of the following issues: 

(A) Lack of effective permeability or po-
rosity or open fracture connectivity within 
the reservoir. 

(B) Insufficient contained geofluid in the 
reservoir. 

(C) A low average geothermal gradient, 
which necessitates deeper drilling. 

(2) ENHANCED GEOTHERMAL SYSTEMS.—The 
term ‘‘enhanced geothermal systems’’ means 
geothermal reservoir systems that are engi-
neered, as opposed to occurring naturally. 

(3) GEOFLUID.—The term ‘‘geofluid’’ means 
any fluid used to extract thermal energy 
from the Earth which is transported to the 
surface for direct use or electric power gen-
eration, except that such term shall not in-
clude oil or natural gas. 

(4) GEOPRESSURED RESOURCES.—The term 
‘‘geopressured resources’’ mean geothermal 
deposits found in sedimentary rocks under 
higher than normal pressure and saturated 
with gas or methane. 

(5) GEOTHERMAL.—The term ‘‘geothermal’’ 
refers to heat energy stored in the Earth’s 
crust that can be accessed for direct use or 
electric power generation. 

(6) HYDROTHERMAL.—The term ‘‘hydro-
thermal’’ refers to naturally occurring sub-
surface reservoirs of hot water or steam. 

(7) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’ 
means the Secretary of Energy. 

(8) SYSTEMS APPROACH.—The term ‘‘sys-
tems approach’’ means an approach to solv-
ing problems or designing systems that at-
tempts to optimize the performance of the 
overall system, rather than a particular 
component of the system. 
SEC. 2003. HYDROTHERMAL RESEARCH AND DE-

VELOPMENT. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall sup-

port programs of research, development, 
demonstration, and commercial application 
to expand the use of geothermal energy pro-
duction from hydrothermal systems, includ-
ing the programs described in subsection (b). 

(b) PROGRAMS.— 
(1) ADVANCED HYDROTHERMAL RESOURCE 

TOOLS.—The Secretary, in consultation with 
other appropriate agencies, shall support a 
program to develop advanced geophysical, 
geochemical, and geologic tools to assist in 
locating hidden hydrothermal resources, and 
to increase the reliability of site character-
ization before, during, and after initial drill-
ing. The program shall develop new 
prospecting techniques to assist in 
prioritization of targets for characterization. 
The program shall include a field compo-
nent. 

(2) INDUSTRY COUPLED EXPLORATORY DRILL-
ING.—The Secretary shall support a program 
of cost-shared field demonstration programs, 
to be pursued, simultaneously and independ-
ently, in collaboration with industry part-
ners, for the demonstration of technologies 
and techniques of siting and exploratory 
drilling for undiscovered resources in a vari-
ety of geologic settings. The program shall 
include incentives to encourage the use of 
advanced technologies and techniques. 
SEC. 2004. GENERAL GEOTHERMAL SYSTEMS RE-

SEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT. 
(a) SUBSURFACE COMPONENTS AND SYS-

TEMS.—The Secretary shall support a pro-
gram of research, development, demonstra-
tion, and commercial application of compo-
nents and systems capable of withstanding 
extreme geothermal environments and nec-
essary to cost-effectively develop, produce, 

and monitor geothermal reservoirs and 
produce geothermal energy. These compo-
nents and systems shall include advanced 
casing systems (expandable tubular casing, 
low-clearance casing designs, and others), 
high-temperature cements, high-tempera-
ture submersible pumps, and high-tempera-
ture packers, as well as technologies for 
under-reaming, multilateral completions, 
high-temperature logging, and logging while 
drilling. 

(b) RESERVOIR PERFORMANCE MODELING.— 
The Secretary shall support a program of re-
search, development, demonstration, and 
commercial application of models of geo-
thermal reservoir performance, with an em-
phasis on accurately modeling performance 
over time. Models shall be developed to as-
sist both in the development of geothermal 
reservoirs and to more accurately account 
for stress-related effects in stimulated hy-
drothermal and enhanced geothermal sys-
tems production environments. 

(c) ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS.—The Sec-
retary shall— 

(1) support a program of research, develop-
ment, demonstration, and commercial appli-
cation of technologies and practices designed 
to mitigate or preclude potential adverse en-
vironmental impacts of geothermal energy 
development, production or use, and seek to 
ensure that geothermal energy development 
is consistent with the highest practicable 
standards of environmental stewardship; and 

(2) in conjunction with the Assistant Ad-
ministrator for Research and Development 
at the Environmental Protection Agency, 
support a research program to identify po-
tential environmental impacts of geothermal 
energy development, production, and use, 
and ensure that the program described in 
paragraph (1) addresses such impacts, includ-
ing effects on groundwater and local hydrol-
ogy. 
Any potential environmental impacts identi-
fied as part of the development, production, 
and use of geothermal energy shall be meas-
ured and examined against the potential 
emissions offsets of greenhouses gases gained 
by geothermal energy development, produc-
tion, and use. 
SEC. 2005. ENHANCED GEOTHERMAL SYSTEMS 

RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall sup-

port a program of research, development, 
demonstration, and commercial application 
for enhanced geothermal systems, including 
the programs described in subsection (b). 

(b) PROGRAMS.— 
(1) ENHANCED GEOTHERMAL SYSTEMS TECH-

NOLOGIES.—The Secretary shall support a 
program of research, development, dem-
onstration, and commercial application of 
the technologies and knowledge necessary 
for enhanced geothermal systems to advance 
to a state of commercial readiness, including 
advances in— 

(A) reservoir stimulation; 
(B) reservoir characterization, monitoring, 

and modeling; 
(C) stress mapping; 
(D) tracer development; 
(E) three-dimensional tomography; 
(F) understanding seismic effects of res-

ervoir engineering and stimulation; and 
(G) laser-based drilling technology. 
(2) ENHANCED GEOTHERMAL SYSTEMS RES-

ERVOIR STIMULATION.— 
(A) PROGRAM.—In collaboration with indus-

try partners, the Secretary shall support a 
program of research, development, and dem-
onstration of enhanced geothermal systems 
reservoir stimulation technologies and tech-
niques. A minimum of 5 sites shall be se-
lected in locations that show particular 
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promise for enhanced geothermal systems 
development. Each site shall— 

(i) represent a different class of subsurface 
geologic environments; and 

(ii) take advantage of an existing site 
where subsurface characterization has been 
conducted or existing drill holes can be uti-
lized, if possible. 

(B) CONSIDERATION OF EXISTING SITES.—The 
following 2 sites, where Department of En-
ergy and industry cooperative enhanced geo-
thermal systems projects are already under-
way, may be considered for inclusion among 
the sites selected under subparagraph (A): 

(i) Desert Peak, Nevada. 
(ii) Coso, California. 

SEC. 2006. GEOTHERMAL ENERGY PRODUCTION 
FROM OIL AND GAS FIELDS AND RE-
COVERY AND PRODUCTION OF 
GEOPRESSURED GAS RESOURCES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall es-
tablish a program of research, development, 
demonstration, and commercial application 
to support development of geothermal en-
ergy production from oil and gas fields and 
production and recovery of energy from 
geopressured resources. In addition, the Sec-
retary shall conduct such supporting activi-
ties including research, resource character-
ization, and technology development as nec-
essary. 

(b) GEOTHERMAL ENERGY PRODUCTION FROM 
OIL AND GAS FIELDS.—The Secretary shall 
implement a grant program in support of 
geothermal energy production from oil and 
gas fields. The program shall include grants 
for a total of not less than three demonstra-
tion projects of the use of geothermal tech-
niques such as organic rankine cycle systems 
at marginal, unproductive, and productive 
oil and gas wells. The Secretary shall, to the 
extent practicable and in the public interest, 
make awards that— 

(1) include not less than five oil or gas well 
sites per project award; 

(2) use a range of oil or gas well hot water 
source temperatures from 150 degrees Fahr-
enheit to 300 degrees Fahrenheit; 

(3) cover a range of sizes up to one mega-
watt; 

(4) are located at a range of sites; 
(5) can be replicated at a wide range of 

sites; 
(6) facilitate identification of optimum 

techniques among competing alternatives; 
(7) include business commercialization 

plans that have the potential for production 
of equipment at high volumes and operation 
and support at a large number of sites; and 

(8) satisfy other criteria that the Secretary 
determines are necessary to carry out the 
program and collect necessary data and in-
formation. 

The Secretary shall give preference to as-
sessments that address multiple elements 
contained in paragraphs (1) through (8). 

(c) GRANT AWARDS.—Each grant award for 
demonstration of geothermal technology 
such as organic rankine cycle systems at oil 
and gas wells made by the Secretary under 
subsection (b) shall include— 

(1) necessary and appropriate site engineer-
ing study; 

(2) detailed economic assessment of site 
specific conditions; 

(3) appropriate feasibility studies to deter-
mine whether the demonstration can be rep-
licated; 

(4) design or adaptation of existing tech-
nology for site specific circumstances or con-
ditions; 

(5) installation of equipment, service, and 
support; 

(6) operation for a minimum of one year 
and monitoring for the duration of the dem-
onstration; and 

(7) validation of technical and economic 
assumptions and documentation of lessons 
learned. 

(d) GEOPRESSURED GAS RESOURCE RECOV-
ERY AND PRODUCTION.—(1) The Secretary 
shall implement a program to support the re-
search, development, demonstration, and 
commercial application of cost-effective 
techniques to produce energy from 
geopressured resources situated in and near 
the Gulf of Mexico. 

(2) The Secretary shall solicit preliminary 
engineering designs for geopressured re-
sources production and recovery facilities. 

(3) Based upon a review of the preliminary 
designs, the Secretary shall award grants, 
which may be cost-shared, to support the de-
tailed development and completion of engi-
neering, architectural and technical plans 
needed to support construction of new de-
signs. 

(4) Based upon a review of the final design 
plans above, the Secretary shall award cost- 
shared development and construction grants 
for demonstration geopressured production 
facilities that show potential for economic 
recovery of the heat, kinetic energy and gas 
resources from geopressured resources. 

(e) COMPETITIVE GRANT SELECTION.—Not 
less than 90 days after the date of the enact-
ment of this Act, the Secretary shall con-
duct a national solicitation for applications 
for grants under the programs outlined in 
subsections (b) and (d). Grant recipients 
shall be selected on a competitive basis 
based on criteria in the respective sub-
section. 

(f) WELL DRILLING.—No funds may be used 
under this section for the purpose of drilling 
new wells. 
SEC. 2007. GEOPOWERING AMERICA. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall ex-
pand the Department of Energy’s 
GeoPowering the West program to extend its 
geothermal technology transfer activities 
throughout the entire United States. The 
program shall be renamed ‘‘GeoPowering 
America’’. The program shall continue to be 
based in the Department of Energy office in 
Golden, Colorado. 

(b) ADDITIONAL PURPOSES.—In addition to 
the other duties of GeoPowering the West, 
the new GeoPowering America program is 
authorized to serve as an information clear-
inghouse for the geothermal industry, col-
lecting and disseminating information on 
best practices in all areas related to devel-
oping and managing hydrothermal resources, 
geothermal resources from oil and gas fields, 
enhanced geothermal systems resources, and 
geopressured resources. GeoPowering Amer-
ica shall collect and disseminate information 
on all subjects germane to the development 
and use of hydrothermal systems, geo-
thermal systems from oil and gas fields, en-
hanced geothermal systems, and 
geopressured systems. Information for hy-
drothermal systems shall at a minimum in-
clude— 

(1) resource location; 
(2) reservoir characterization, monitoring, 

and modeling; 
(3) drilling techniques; 
(4) reservoir management techniques; and 
(5) technologies for electric power conver-

sion or direct use of geothermal energy. 
SEC. 2008. EDUCATIONAL PILOT PROGRAM. 

The Secretary shall seek to award grant 
funding, on a competitive basis, to an insti-
tution of higher education for a geothermal- 
powered energy generation facility on the in-

stitution’s campus. The purpose of the facil-
ity shall be to provide electricity and space 
heating. The facility shall also serve as an 
educational resource to students in relevant 
fields of study, and the data generated by the 
facility shall be available to students and 
the general public. The total funding award 
shall not exceed $2,000,000. 
SEC. 2009. REPORTS. 

(a) REPORTS ON ADVANCED USES OF GEO-
THERMAL ENERGY.—Not later than 1 year, 3 
years, and 5 years, after the date of enact-
ment of this Act, the Secretary shall report 
to the Committee on Science and Tech-
nology of the House of Representatives and 
the Committee on Energy and Natural Re-
sources of the Senate on advanced concepts 
and technologies to maximize the geo-
thermal resource potential of the United 
States. The reports shall include— 

(1) the use of carbon dioxide as an alter-
native geofluid with potential carbon seques-
tration benefits; 

(2) mineral recovery from geofluids; 
(3) use of geothermal energy to produce hy-

drogen; 
(4) use of geothermal energy to produce 

biofuels; 
(5) use of geothermal heat for oil recovery 

from oil shales and tar sands; and 
(6) other advanced geothermal tech-

nologies, including advanced drilling tech-
nologies and advanced power conversion 
technologies. 

(b) PROGRESS REPORTS.—(1) Not later than 
36 months after the date of enactment of this 
Act, the Secretary shall submit to the Com-
mittee on Science and Technology of the 
House of Representatives and the Committee 
on Energy and Natural Resources of the Sen-
ate an interim report describing the progress 
made under this subtitle. At the end of 60 
months, the Secretary shall submit to Con-
gress a report on the results of projects un-
dertaken under this subtitle and other such 
information the Secretary considers appro-
priate. 

(2) As necessary, the Secretary shall report 
to the Congress on any legal, regulatory, or 
other barriers encountered that hinder eco-
nomic development of these resources, and 
provide recommendations on legislative or 
other actions needed to address such impedi-
ments. 
SEC. 2010. APPLICABILITY OF OTHER LAWS. 

Nothing in this subtitle shall be construed 
as waiving the applicability of any require-
ment under any environmental or other Fed-
eral or State law. 
SEC. 2011. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 

There are authorized to be appropriated to 
the Secretary to carry out this subtitle 
$80,000,000 for each of the fiscal years 2008 
through 2012, of which $20,000,000 for each fis-
cal year shall be for carrying out section 
2006. 

Subtitle B—Biofuels 
SEC. 2101. SHORT TITLE. 

This subtitle may be cited as the ‘‘Biofuels 
Research and Development Enhancement 
Act’’. 
SEC. 2102. BIODIESEL. 

(a) BIODIESEL STUDY.—Not later than 180 
days after the date of enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary shall submit to Congress a re-
port on any research and development chal-
lenges inherent in increasing to 2.5 percent 
the proportion of diesel fuel sold in the 
United States that is biodiesel (within the 
meaning of section 211(o) of the Clean Air 
Act). 

(b) MATERIALS FOR THE ESTABLISHMENT OF 
STANDARDS.—The Director of the National 
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Institute of Standards and Technology shall 
make publicly available the physical prop-
erty data and characterization of biodiesel, 
as is defined in subsection (a), in order to en-
courage the establishment of standards that 
will promote their utilization in the trans-
portation and fuel delivery system. 
SEC. 2103. BIOGAS. 

Not later than 180 days after the date of 
enactment of this Act, the Secretary shall 
submit to Congress a report on any research 
and development challenges inherent in in-
creasing to 5 percent of the transportation 
fuels sold in the United States fuel with 
biogas or a blend of biogas and natural gas. 
SEC. 2104. GRANTS FOR BIOFUEL PRODUCTION 

RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT IN 
CERTAIN STATES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall pro-
vide grants to eligible entities for research, 
development, demonstration, and commer-
cial application of biofuel production tech-
nologies other than ethanol production from 
corn, as determined by the Secretary. 

(b) ELIGIBILITY.—To be eligible to receive a 
grant under this section, an entity shall— 

(1)(A) be an institution of higher education 
(as defined in section 2 of the Energy Policy 
Act of 2005 (42 U.S.C. 15801)) located in a 
State described in subsection (a); or 

(B) be a consortium including at least 1 
such institution of higher education, and in-
dustry, State agencies, Indian tribal agen-
cies, National Laboratories, or local govern-
ment agencies located in the State; and 

(2) have proven experience and capabilities 
with relevant technologies. 

(c) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
the Secretary to carry out this section 
$25,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2008 
through 2010. 
SEC. 2105. BIOREFINERY ENERGY EFFICIENCY. 

Section 932 of Energy Policy Act of 2005 (42 
U.S.C. 16232), is amended by adding at the 
end the following new subsections: 

‘‘(g) BIOREFINERY ENERGY EFFICIENCY.—The 
Secretary shall establish a program of re-
search, development, demonstration, and 
commercial application for increasing en-
ergy efficiency and reducing energy con-
sumption in the operation of biorefinery fa-
cilities. 

‘‘(h) RETROFIT TECHNOLOGIES FOR THE DE-
VELOPMENT OF ETHANOL FROM CELLULOSIC 
MATERIALS.—The Secretary shall establish a 
program of research, development, dem-
onstration, and commercial application on 
technologies and processes to enable bio-
refineries that exclusively use corn grain or 
corn starch as a feedstock to produce eth-
anol to be retrofitted to accept a range of 
biomass, including lignocellulosic feed-
stocks.’’. 
SEC. 2106. STUDY OF INCREASED CONSUMPTION 

OF ETHANOL-BLENDED GASOLINE 
WITH HIGHER LEVELS OF ETHANOL. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary, in co-
operation with the Secretary of Agriculture, 
the Administrator of the Environmental 
Protection Agency, and the Secretary of 
Transportation, shall conduct a study of the 
methods of increasing consumption in the 
United States of ethanol-blended gasoline 
with levels of ethanol that are not less than 
10 percent and not more than 40 percent. 

(b) STUDY.—The study under subsection (a) 
shall include— 

(1) a review of production and infrastruc-
ture constraints on increasing consumption 
of ethanol; 

(2) an evaluation of the environmental con-
sequences of the ethanol blends described in 
subsection (a) on evaporative and exhaust 

emissions from on-road, off-road, and marine 
vehicle engines; 

(3) an evaluation of the consequences of 
the ethanol blends described in subsection 
(a) on the operation, durability, and perform-
ance of on-road, off-road, and marine vehicle 
engines; and 

(4) an evaluation of the life cycle impact of 
the use of the ethanol blends described in 
subsection (a) on carbon dioxide and green-
house gas emissions. 

(c) REPORT.—Not later than 1 year after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Sec-
retary shall submit to Congress a report de-
scribing the results of the study conducted 
under this section. 
SEC. 2107. STUDY OF OPTIMIZATION OF FLEXIBLE 

FUELED VEHICLES TO USE E–85 
FUEL. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary, in con-
sultation with the Secretary of Transpor-
tation, shall conduct a study of whether op-
timizing flexible fueled vehicles to operate 
using E–85 fuel would increase the fuel effi-
ciency of flexible fueled vehicles. 

(b) REPORT.—Not later than 180 days after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Sec-
retary shall submit to the Committee on 
Science and Technology of the House of Rep-
resentatives the Committee on Energy and 
Natural Resources of the Senate a report 
that describes the results of the study under 
this section, including any recommendations 
of the Secretary. 
SEC. 2108. STUDY OF ENGINE DURABILITY AND 

PERFORMANCE ASSOCIATED WITH 
THE USE OF BIODIESEL. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 30 days 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary shall initiate a study on the ef-
fects of the use of biodiesel on the perform-
ance and durability of engines and engine 
systems. 

(b) COMPONENTS.—The study under this 
section shall include— 

(1) an assessment of whether the use of bio-
diesel lessens the durability and performance 
of conventional diesel engines and engine 
systems; and 

(2) an assessment of the effects referred to 
in subsection (a) with respect to biodiesel 
blends at varying concentrations, including 
the following percentage concentrations of 
biodiesel: 

(A) 5 percent biodiesel. 
(B) 10 percent biodiesel. 
(C) 20 percent biodiesel. 
(D) 30 percent biodiesel. 
(E) 100 percent biodiesel. 
(c) REPORT.—Not later than 24 months 

after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary shall submit to the Committee on 
Science and Technology of the House of Rep-
resentatives the Committee on Energy and 
Natural Resources of the Senate a report 
that describes the results of the study under 
this section, including any recommendations 
of the Secretary. 
SEC. 2109. BIOENERGY RESEARCH AND DEVELOP-

MENT, AUTHORIZATION OF APPRO-
PRIATION. 

(a) Section 931 of the Energy Policy Act of 
2005 (42 U.S.C. 16231) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (b)— 
(A) at the end of paragraph (2) by striking 

‘‘and’’; 
(B) at the end of paragraph (3) by striking 

the period and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 
(C) by adding at the end the following new 

paragraph: 
‘‘(4) $963,000,000 for fiscal year 2010.’’; and 
(2) in subsection (c)— 
(A) in paragraph (2), by striking 

‘‘$251,000,000’’ and inserting ‘‘$377,000,000’’; 

(B) in paragraph (3), by striking 
‘‘$274,000,000’’ and inserting ‘‘$398,000,000’’; 
and 

(C) by adding at the end the following new 
paragraph: 

‘‘(4) $419,000,000 for fiscal year 2010, of 
which $150,000,00 shall be for section 932(d).’’. 
SEC. 2110. ENVIRONMENTAL RESEARCH AND DE-

VELOPMENT. 
(a) AMENDMENTS.—Section 977 of the En-

ergy Policy Act of 2005 (42 U.S.C. 16317) is 
amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)(1), by striking ‘‘and 
computational biology’’ and inserting ‘‘com-
putational biology, and environmental 
science’’; and 

(2) in subsection (b)— 
(A) in paragraph (1), by inserting ‘‘in sus-

tainable production systems that reduce 
greenhouse gas emissions’’ after ‘‘hydrogen’’; 

(B) at the end of paragraph (3), by striking 
‘‘and’’; 

(C) by redesignating paragraph (4) as para-
graph (5); and 

(D) by inserting after paragraph (3) the fol-
lowing new paragraph: 

‘‘(4) develop cellulosic and other feedstocks 
that are less resource and land intensive and 
that promote sustainable use of resources, 
including soil, water, energy, forests, and 
land, and ensure protection of air, water, and 
soil quality; and’’. 

(b) TOOLS AND EVALUATION.—The Sec-
retary, in consultation with the Adminis-
trator of the Environmental Protection 
Agency and the Secretary of Agriculture, 
shall establish a research and development 
program to— 

(1) improve and develop analytical tools to 
facilitate the analysis of life-cycle energy 
and greenhouse gas emissions, including 
emissions related to direct and indirect land 
use changes, attributable to all potential 
biofuel feedstocks and production processes; 
and 

(2) promote the systematic evaluation of 
the impact of expanded biofuel production on 
the environment, including forestlands, and 
on the food supply for humans and animals. 

(c) SMALL-SCALE PRODUCTION AND USE OF 
BIOFUELS.—The Secretary, in cooperation 
with the Secretary of Agriculture, shall es-
tablish a research and development program 
to facilitate small-scale production, local, 
and on-farm use of biofuels, including the de-
velopment of small-scale gasification tech-
nologies for production of biofuel from cellu-
losic feedstocks. 
SEC. 2111. STUDY OF OPTIMIZATION OF BIOGAS 

USED IN NATURAL GAS VEHICLES. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Energy 

shall conduct a study of methods of increas-
ing the fuel efficiency of vehicles using 
biogas by optimizing natural gas vehicle sys-
tems that can operate on biogas, including 
the advancement of vehicle fuel systems and 
the combination of hybrid-electric and plug- 
in hybrid electric drive platforms with nat-
ural gas vehicle systems using biogas. 

(b) REPORT.—Not later than 180 days after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Sec-
retary of Energy shall submit to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Natural Resources of 
the Senate and the Committee on Science 
and Technology of the House of Representa-
tives a report that describes the results of 
the study, including any recommendations of 
the Secretary. 
SEC. 2112. ALGAL BIOMASS. 

Not later than 90 days after the date of en-
actment of this Act, the Secretary shall sub-
mit to the Committee on Science and Tech-
nology of the House of Representatives and 
the Committee on Energy and Natural Re-
sources of the Senate a report on the 
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progress of the research and development 
that is being conducted on the use of algae 
as a feedstock for the production of biofuels. 
The report shall identify continuing research 
and development challenges and any regu-
latory or other barriers found by the Sec-
retary that hinder the use of this resource, 
as well as recommendations on how to en-
courage and further its development as a via-
ble transportation fuel. 
SEC. 2113. BLENDED FUELS. 

The Secretary shall carry out a program of 
research, development, and demonstration as 
it relates to the blending of transportation 
fuels derived from coal-to-liquids and the 
blending thereof with transportation fuels 
derived from renewable sources, including 
biomass (as defined in section 932 of the En-
ergy Policy Act of 2005). The program shall 
focus on— 

(1) maximizing the fungibility and supply 
of blended transportation fuels; 

(2) the viability of the blend as a cost com-
petitive replacement for transportation 
fuels; 

(3) evaluation of the environmental con-
sequences of the blend on evaporative and 
exhaust emissions from on-road and off-road 
engines; 

(4) the quality of the resultant blend at 
varying concentrations of biofuel; and 

(5) other areas the Secretary considers ap-
propriate. 

Subtitle C—Carbon Capture and Storage 
SEC. 2201. SHORT TITLE. 

This subtitle may be cited as the ‘‘Depart-
ment of Energy Carbon Capture and Storage 
Research, Development, and Demonstration 
Act of 2007’’. 
SEC. 2202. CARBON CAPTURE AND STORAGE RE-

SEARCH, DEVELOPMENT, AND DEM-
ONSTRATION PROGRAM. 

(a) AMENDMENTS.—Section 963 of the En-
ergy Policy Act of 2005 (42 U.S.C. 16293) is 
amended— 

(1) in the section heading, by striking ‘‘RE-
SEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘AND STORAGE RESEARCH, DEVELOP-
MENT, AND DEMONSTRATION’’; 

(2) in subsection (a)— 
(A) by striking ‘‘research and develop-

ment’’ and inserting ‘‘and storage research, 
development, and demonstration’’; and 

(B) by striking ‘‘capture technologies on 
combustion-based systems’’ and inserting 
‘‘capture and storage technologies related to 
electric power generating systems’’; 

(3) in subsection (b)— 
(A) in paragraph (3), by striking ‘‘and’’ at 

the end; 
(B) in paragraph (4), by striking the period 

at the end and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 
(C) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(5) to expedite and carry out large-scale 

testing of carbon sequestration systems in a 
range of geological formations that will pro-
vide information on the cost and feasibility 
of deployment of sequestration tech-
nologies.’’; and 

(4) by striking subsection (c) and inserting 
the following: 

‘‘(c) PROGRAMMATIC ACTIVITIES.— 
‘‘(1) FUNDAMENTAL SCIENCE AND ENGINEER-

ING RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT AND DEM-
ONSTRATION SUPPORTING CARBON CAPTURE AND 
STORAGE TECHNOLOGIES.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall 
carry out fundamental science and engineer-
ing research (including laboratory-scale ex-
periments, numeric modeling, and simula-
tions) to develop and document the perform-
ance of new approaches to capture and store 
carbon dioxide, or to learn how to use carbon 
dioxide in products to lead to an overall re-
duction of carbon dioxide emissions. 

‘‘(B) PROGRAM INTEGRATION.—The Sec-
retary shall ensure that fundamental re-
search carried out under this paragraph is 
appropriately applied to energy technology 
development activities and the field testing 
of carbon sequestration and carbon use ac-
tivities, including— 

‘‘(i) development of new or advanced tech-
nologies for the capture of carbon dioxide; 

‘‘(ii) development of new or advanced tech-
nologies that reduce the cost and increase 
the efficacy of the compression of carbon di-
oxide required for the storage of carbon diox-
ide; 

‘‘(iii) modeling and simulation of geologi-
cal sequestration field demonstrations; 

‘‘(iv) quantitative assessment of risks re-
lating to specific field sites for testing of se-
questration technologies; and 

‘‘(v) research and development of new and 
advanced technologies for carbon use, in-
cluding recycling and reuse of carbon diox-
ide. 

‘‘(2) FIELD VALIDATION TESTING ACTIVI-
TIES.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall pro-
mote, to the maximum extent practicable, 
regional carbon sequestration partnerships 
to conduct geologic sequestration tests in-
volving carbon dioxide injection and moni-
toring, mitigation, and verification oper-
ations in a variety of candidate geological 
settings, including— 

‘‘(i) operating oil and gas fields; 
‘‘(ii) depleted oil and gas fields; 
‘‘(iii) unmineable coal seams; 
‘‘(iv) deep saline formations; 
‘‘(v) deep geologic systems that may be 

used as engineered reservoirs to extract eco-
nomical quantities of heat from geothermal 
resources of low permeability or porosity; 

‘‘(vi) deep geologic systems containing ba-
salt formations; and 

‘‘(vii) high altitude terrain oil and gas 
fields. 

‘‘(B) OBJECTIVES.—The objectives of tests 
conducted under this paragraph shall be— 

‘‘(i) to develop and validate geophysical 
tools, analysis, and modeling to monitor, 
predict, and verify carbon dioxide contain-
ment; 

‘‘(ii) to validate modeling of geological for-
mations; 

‘‘(iii) to refine storage capacity estimated 
for particular geological formations; 

‘‘(iv) to determine the fate of carbon diox-
ide concurrent with and following injection 
into geological formations; 

‘‘(v) to develop and implement best prac-
tices for operations relating to, and moni-
toring of, injection and storage of carbon di-
oxide in geologic formations; 

‘‘(vi) to assess and ensure the safety of op-
erations related to geological storage of car-
bon dioxide; 

‘‘(vii) to allow the Secretary to promulgate 
policies, procedures, requirements, and guid-
ance to ensure that the objectives of this 
subparagraph are met in large-scale testing 
and deployment activities for carbon capture 
and storage that are funded by the Depart-
ment of Energy; and 

‘‘(viii) to support Environmental Protec-
tion Agency efforts, in consultation with 
other agencies, to develop a scientifically 
sound regulatory framework to enable com-
mercial-scale sequestration operations. 

‘‘(3) LARGE-SCALE CARBON DIOXIDE SEQUES-
TRATION TESTING.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall con-
duct not less than 7 initial large-volume se-
questration tests for geological containment 
of carbon dioxide (at least 1 of which shall be 
international in scope) to validate informa-

tion on the cost and feasibility of commer-
cial deployment of technologies for geologi-
cal containment of carbon dioxide. 

‘‘(B) DIVERSITY OF FORMATIONS TO BE STUD-
IED.—In selecting formations for study under 
this paragraph, the Secretary shall consider 
a variety of geological formations across the 
United States, and require characterization 
and modeling of candidate formations, as de-
termined by the Secretary. 

‘‘(C) SOURCE OF CARBON DIOXIDE FOR LARGE- 
SCALE SEQUESTRATION DEMONSTRATIONS.—In 
the process of any acquisition of carbon diox-
ide for sequestration demonstrations under 
subparagraph (A), the Secretary shall give 
preference to purchases of carbon dioxide 
from industrial and coal-fired electric gen-
eration facilities. To the extent feasible, the 
Secretary shall prefer test projects from in-
dustrial and coal-fired electric generation fa-
cilities that would facilitate the creation of 
an integrated system of capture, transpor-
tation and storage of carbon dioxide, includ-
ing facilities that convert coal to one or 
more liquid or gaseous transportation fuels. 
Until coal-fired electric generation facilities, 
either new or existing, are operating with 
carbon dioxide capture technologies, other 
industrial sources of carbon dioxide should 
be pursued under this paragraph. The pref-
erence provided for under this subparagraph 
shall not delay the implementation of the 
large-scale sequestration tests under this 
paragraph. 

‘‘(D) DEFINITION.—For purposes of this 
paragraph, the term ‘large-scale’ means the 
injection of more than 1,000,000 metric tons 
of carbon dioxide annually, or a scale that 
demonstrably exceeds the necessary thresh-
olds in key geologic transients to validate 
the ability continuously to inject quantities 
on the order of several million metric tons of 
industrial carbon dioxide annually for a 
large number of years. 

‘‘(4) LARGE-SCALE DEMONSTRATION OF CAR-
BON DIOXIDE CAPTURE TECHNOLOGIES.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall 
carry out at least 3 and no more than 5 dem-
onstrations, that include each of the tech-
nologies described in subparagraph (B), for 
the large-scale capture of carbon dioxide 
from industrial sources of carbon dioxide, at 
least 2 of which are facilities that generate 
electric energy from fossil fuels. Candidate 
facilities for other demonstrations under 
this paragraph shall include facilities that 
refine petroleum, convert coal to one or 
more liquid or gaseous transportation fuels, 
manufacture iron or steel, manufacture ce-
ment or cement clinker, manufacture com-
modity chemicals, and ethanol and fertilizer 
plants. Consideration may be given to cap-
ture of carbon dioxide from industrial facili-
ties and electric generation carbon sources 
that are near suitable geological reservoirs 
and could continue sequestration. To ensure 
reduced carbon dioxide emissions, the Sec-
retary shall take necessary actions to pro-
vide for the integration of the program under 
this paragraph with the long-term carbon di-
oxide sequestration demonstrations de-
scribed in paragraph (3). These actions 
should not delay implementation of the 
large-scale sequestration tests authorized in 
paragraph (3). 

‘‘(B) TECHNOLOGIES.—The technologies re-
ferred to in subparagraph (A) are 
precombustion capture, post-combustion 
capture, and oxycombustion. 

‘‘(C) SCOPE OF AWARD.—An award under 
this paragraph shall be only for the portion 
of the project that carries out the large-scale 
capture (including purification and compres-
sion) of carbon dioxide, as well as the cost of 
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transportation and injection of carbon diox-
ide. 

‘‘(5) PREFERENCE IN PROJECT SELECTION 
FROM MERITORIOUS PROPOSALS.—In making 
competitive awards under this subsection, 
subject to the requirements of section 989, 
the Secretary shall give preference to pro-
posals from partnerships among industrial, 
academic, and government entities. 

‘‘(6) COST SHARING.—Activities under this 
subsection shall be considered research and 
development activities that are subject to 
the cost-sharing requirements of section 
988(b). 

‘‘(d) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—There are authorized to 

be appropriated to the Secretary for carrying 
out this section, other than subsection (c)(3) 
and (4)— 

‘‘(A) $100,000,000 for fiscal year 2008; 
‘‘(B) $100,000,000 for fiscal year 2009; 
‘‘(C) $100,000,000 for fiscal year 2010; and 
‘‘(D) $100,000,000 for fiscal year 2011. 
‘‘(2) SEQUESTRATION.—There are authorized 

to be appropriated to the Secretary for car-
rying out subsection (c)(3)— 

‘‘(A) $140,000,000 for fiscal year 2008; 
‘‘(B) $140,000,000 for fiscal year 2009; 
‘‘(C) $140,000,000 for fiscal year 2010; and 
‘‘(D) $140,000,000 for fiscal year 2011. 
‘‘(3) CARBON CAPTURE.—There are author-

ized to be appropriated to the Secretary for 
carrying out subsection (c)(4)— 

‘‘(A) $180,000,000 for fiscal year 2009; 
‘‘(B) $180,000,000 for fiscal year 2010; 
‘‘(C) $180,000,000 for fiscal year 2011; and 
‘‘(D) $180,000,000 for fiscal year 2012.’’. 
(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS AMENDMENT.—The 

item relating to section 963 in the table of 
contents for the Energy Policy Act of 2005 is 
amended to read as follows: 
‘‘Sec. 963. Carbon capture and storage re-

search, development, and dem-
onstration program.’’. 

SEC. 2203. REVIEW OF LARGE-SCALE PROGRAMS. 
The Secretary of Energy shall enter into 

an arrangement with the National Academy 
of Sciences for an independent review and 
oversight, beginning in 2011, of the programs 
under section 963(c)(3) and (4) of the Energy 
Policy Act of 2005, as added by section 2202 of 
this subtitle, to ensure that the benefits of 
such programs are maximized. Not later 
than January 1, 2012, the Secretary shall 
transmit to the Congress a report on the re-
sults of such review and oversight. 
SEC. 2204. SAFETY RESEARCH. 

(a) PROGRAM.—The Assistant Adminis-
trator for Research and Development of the 
Environmental Protection Agency shall con-
duct a research program to determine proce-
dures necessary to protect public health, 
safety, and the environment from impacts 
that may be associated with capture, injec-
tion, and sequestration of greenhouse gases 
in subterranean reservoirs. 

(b) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated for 
carrying out this section $5,000,000 for each 
fiscal year. 
SEC. 2205. GEOLOGICAL SEQUESTRATION TRAIN-

ING AND RESEARCH. 
(a) STUDY.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Energy 

shall enter into an arrangement with the Na-
tional Academy of Sciences to undertake a 
study that— 

(A) defines an interdisciplinary program in 
geology, engineering, hydrology, environ-
mental science, and related disciplines that 
will support the Nation’s capability to cap-
ture and sequester carbon dioxide from an-
thropogenic sources; 

(B) addresses undergraduate and graduate 
education, especially to help develop grad-

uate level programs of research and instruc-
tion that lead to advanced degrees with em-
phasis on geological sequestration science; 

(C) develops guidelines for proposals from 
colleges and universities with substantial ca-
pabilities in the required disciplines that 
wish to implement geological sequestration 
science programs that advance the Nation’s 
capacity to address carbon management 
through geological sequestration science; 
and 

(D) outlines a budget and recommenda-
tions for how much funding will be necessary 
to establish and carry out the grant program 
under subsection (b). 

(2) REPORT.—Not later than 1 year after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Sec-
retary of Energy shall transmit to the Con-
gress a copy of the results of the study pro-
vided by the National Academy of Sciences 
under paragraph (1). 

(3) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
the Secretary for carrying out this sub-
section $1,000,000 for fiscal year 2008. 

(b) GRANT PROGRAM.— 
(1) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Secretary of En-

ergy, through the National Energy Tech-
nology Laboratory, shall establish a com-
petitive grant program through which col-
leges and universities may apply for and re-
ceive 4-year grants for— 

(A) salary and startup costs for newly des-
ignated faculty positions in an integrated ge-
ological carbon sequestration science pro-
gram; and 

(B) internships for graduate students in ge-
ological sequestration science. 

(2) RENEWAL.—Grants under this sub-
section shall be renewable for up to 2 addi-
tional 3-year terms, based on performance 
criteria, established by the National Acad-
emy of Sciences study conducted under sub-
section (a), that include the number of grad-
uates of such programs. 

(3) INTERFACE WITH REGIONAL GEOLOGICAL 
CARBON SEQUESTRATION PARTNERSHIPS.—To 
the greatest extent possible, geological car-
bon sequestration science programs sup-
ported under this subsection shall interface 
with the research of the Regional Carbon Se-
questration Partnerships operated by the De-
partment of Energy to provide internships 
and practical training in carbon capture and 
geological sequestration. 

(4) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
the Secretary for carrying out this sub-
section such sums as may be necessary. 
SEC. 2206. UNIVERSITY BASED RESEARCH AND 

DEVELOPMENT GRANT PROGRAM. 
(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Secretary of En-

ergy, in consultation with other appropriate 
agencies, shall establish a university based 
research and development program to study 
carbon capture and sequestration using the 
various types of coal. 

(b) GRANTS.—Under this section, the Sec-
retary shall award 5 grants for projects sub-
mitted by colleges or universities to study 
carbon capture and sequestration in conjunc-
tion with the recovery of oil and other en-
hanced elemental and mineral recovery. Con-
sideration shall be given to areas that have 
regional sources of coal for the study of car-
bon capture and sequestration. 

(c) RURAL AND AGRICULTURAL INSTITU-
TIONS.—The Secretary shall designate that 
at least 2 of these grants shall be awarded to 
rural or agricultural based institutions that 
offer interdisciplinary programs in the area 
of environmental science to study carbon 
capture and sequestration in conjunction 
with the recovery of oil and other enhanced 
elemental and mineral recovery. 

(d) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are to be authorized to be appro-
priated $10,000,000 to carry out this section. 

Subtitle D—Produced Water Utilization 
SEC. 2301. SHORT TITLE. 

This subtitle may be cited as the ‘‘Pro-
duced Water Utilization Act of 2007’’. 
SEC. 2302. FINDINGS. 

The Congress finds as follows: 
(1) The population of the United States is 

increasing, and as the population increases, 
additional potable water supplies are re-
quired to sustain individuals, agricultural 
production, and industrial users, particu-
larly in the Mountain West and desert 
Southwest, where water resources are scarce. 

(2) During the development of domestic en-
ergy sources, including coalbed methane, oil, 
and natural gas, water may be extracted 
from underground sources and brought to the 
surface, often increasing energy production 
from subsurface geological formations in the 
process. 

(3) Produced water frequently contains in-
creased levels of potentially harmful dis-
solved solids, rendering much of the water 
nonpotable and unsuitable for agricultural 
or industrial uses, and encouraging reinjec-
tion of the water to subsurface geological 
formations to safely dispose of it, which may 
lead to reduced production of domestic en-
ergy resources and increased costs to pro-
ducers. 

(4) Increasing environmentally responsible 
surface utilization of produced water would— 

(A) increase water supplies available for 
agricultural and industrial use; 

(B) reduce the amount of produced water 
returned to underground formations; and 

(C) increase domestic energy production by 
reducing costs associated with reinjection of 
produced water to the subsurface. 
SEC. 2303. DEFINITIONS. 

In this subtitle: 
(1) EXISTING PROGRAM.—The term ‘‘existing 

program’’ means a program at the Depart-
ment of Energy which is engaged in research, 
development, demonstration, and commer-
cial application of technologies for uncon-
ventional domestic natural gas production 
and other domestic petroleum production as 
of the date of enactment of this Act. 

(2) PRODUCED WATER.—The term ‘‘produced 
water’’ means water from an underground 
source that is brought to the surface as part 
of the process of exploration for or develop-
ment of coalbed methane, oil, natural gas, or 
any other substance to be used as an energy 
source. 

(3) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’ 
means the Secretary of Energy. 
SEC. 2304. PURPOSES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall carry 
out under this subtitle, in conjunction with 
an existing program, a program of research, 
development, and demonstration of tech-
nologies for environmentally sustainable 
utilization of produced water for use for agri-
culture, irrigation, municipal, or industrial 
uses, or other environmentally sustainable 
purposes. The program shall be designed to 
maximize the utilization of produced water 
in the United States by increasing the qual-
ity of produced water and reducing the envi-
ronmental impacts of produced water. 

(b) PROGRAM ELEMENTS.—The program 
under this subtitle shall address the fol-
lowing areas, including improving safety and 
minimizing environmental impacts of activi-
ties within each area: 

(1) Produced water recovery, including re-
search for desalination and demineralization 
to reduce total dissolved solids in the pro-
duced water. 
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(2) Produced water utilization for agricul-

tural, irrigation, municipal, or industrial 
uses, or other environmentally sustainable 
purposes. 

(3) Reinjection of produced water into sub-
surface geological formations to increase en-
ergy production. 

(c) PROGRAM ADMINISTRATION.—The pro-
gram under this subtitle shall be adminis-
tered by a consortium, administering an ex-
isting program, whose members have collec-
tively demonstrated capabilities and experi-
ence in planning and managing research, de-
velopment, demonstration, and commercial 
application programs for unconventional 
natural gas and other petroleum production 
and produced water utilization. 

(d) ACTIVITIES AT THE NATIONAL ENERGY 
TECHNOLOGY LABORATORY.—The Secretary, 
through the National Energy Technology 
Laboratory, shall carry out a program of re-
search, development, and demonstration ac-
tivities complementary to and supportive of 
the research, development, and demonstra-
tion programs under subsection (b). 

(e) CONSULTATION.—In carrying out this 
subtitle, the Secretary shall consult regu-
larly with the Secretary of the Interior and 
the Administrator of the Environmental 
Protection Agency. 
SEC. 2305. SUNSET. 

The authority provided by this subtitle 
shall terminate on September 30, 2016. 
SEC. 2306. FUNDING. 

(a) ALLOCATION.—Amounts appropriated 
for this subtitle for each fiscal year shall be 
allocated as follows: 

(1) 75 percent shall be for activities under 
section 2304(a), (b), and (c). 

(2) 25 percent shall be for activities under 
section 2304(d) and other activities under sec-
tion 2304, including administrative functions 
such as program direction, overall program 
oversight, and contract management. 

(b) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this subtitle $20,000,000 for each of 
fiscal years 2008 through 2016. 

Subtitle E—Natural Gas Vehicles 
SEC. 2401. NATURAL GAS VEHICLE RESEARCH, 

DEVELOPMENT, AND DEMONSTRA-
TION PROJECTS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Energy 
shall conduct a 5-year program of natural 
gas vehicle research, development, and dem-
onstration. The Secretary shall coordinate 
with the Administrator of the Environ-
mental Protection Agency, as necessary. 

(b) PURPOSE.—The program under this sec-
tion shall focus on— 

(1) the continued improvement and devel-
opment of new, cleaner, more efficient light- 
duty, medium-duty, and heavy-duty natural 
gas vehicle engines; 

(2) the integration of those engines into 
light-duty, medium-duty, and heavy-duty 
natural gas vehicles for onroad and offroad 
applications; 

(3) expanding product availability by as-
sisting manufacturers with the certification 
of the engines or vehicles described in para-
graph (1) or (2) to Federal or California cer-
tification requirements and in-use emission 
standards; 

(4) the demonstration and proper operation 
and use of the vehicles described in para-
graph (2) under all operating conditions; 

(5) the development and improvement of 
nationally recognized codes and standards 
for the continued safe operation of natural 
gas vehicles and their components; 

(6) improvement in the reliability and effi-
ciency of natural gas fueling station infra-
structure; 

(7) the certification of natural gas fueling 
station infrastructure to nationally recog-
nized and industry safety standards; 

(8) the improvement in the reliability and 
efficiency of onboard natural gas fuel stor-
age systems; 

(9) the development of new natural gas fuel 
storage materials; 

(10) the certification of onboard natural 
gas fuel storage systems to nationally recog-
nized and industry safety standards; and 

(11) the use of natural gas engines in hy-
brid vehicles. 

(c) CERTIFICATION OF CONVERSION SYS-
TEMS.—The Secretary shall coordinate with 
the Administrator on issues related to 
streamlining the certification of natural gas 
conversion systems to the appropriate Fed-
eral certification requirements and in-use 
emission standards. 

(d) COOPERATION AND COORDINATION WITH 
INDUSTRY.—In developing and carrying out 
the program under this section, the Sec-
retary shall coordinate with the natural gas 
vehicle industry to ensure cooperation be-
tween the public and the private sector. 

(e) CONDUCT OF PROGRAM.—The program 
under this section shall be conducted in ac-
cordance with sections 3001 and 3002 of the 
Energy Policy Act of 1992. 

(f) REPORT.—Not later than 2 years after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Sec-
retary shall provide a report to Congress on 
the implementation of this section. 

(g) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
the Secretary $20,000,000 for each of the fiscal 
years 2008 through 2012 to carry out this sec-
tion. 

(h) DEFINITION.—For purposes of this sec-
tion, the term ‘‘natural gas’’ means com-
pressed natural gas, liquefied natural gas, 
biomethane, and mixtures of hydrogen and 
methane or natural gas. 

Subtitle F—Energy Efficient Buildings 
SEC. 2501. SHORT TITLE. 

This subtitle may be cited as the ‘‘Energy 
Efficient Buildings Act of 2007’’. 
SEC. 2502. ENERGY EFFICIENT BUILDING GRANT 

PROGRAM. 
(a) ENERGY EFFICIENT BUILDING PILOT 

GRANT PROGRAM.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 6 months 

after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary of Energy (in this subtitle referred 
to as the ‘‘Secretary’’) shall establish a pilot 
program to award grants to businesses and 
organizations for new construction of energy 
efficient buildings, or major renovations of 
buildings that will result in energy efficient 
buildings, to demonstrate innovative energy 
efficiency technologies, especially those 
sponsored by the Department of Energy. 

(2) AWARDS.—The Secretary shall award 
grants under this subsection competitively 
to those applicants whose proposals— 

(A) best demonstrate— 
(i) likelihood to meet or exceed the stand-

ards referred to in subsection (b)(2); 
(ii) likelihood to maximize cost-effective 

energy efficiency opportunities; and 
(iii) advanced energy efficiency tech-

nologies; and 
(B) maximize the leverage of private in-

vestment for costs related to increasing the 
energy efficiency of the building. 

(3) CONSIDERATION.—The Secretary shall 
give due consideration to proposals for build-
ings that are likely to serve low and mod-
erate income populations. 

(4) AMOUNT OF GRANTS.—Grants under this 
subsection shall be for up to 50 percent of de-
sign and energy modeling costs, not to ex-
ceed $50,000 per building. No single grantee 

may be eligible for more than 3 grants per 
year under this program. 

(5) GRANT PAYMENTS.— 
(A) INITIAL PAYMENT.—The Secretary shall 

pay 50 percent of the total amount of the 
grant to grant recipients upon selection. 

(B) REMAINDER OF PAYMENT.—The Sec-
retary shall pay the remaining 50 percent of 
the grant only after independent certifi-
cation, by a professional engineer or other 
qualified professional, that operational 
buildings are energy efficient buildings as 
defined in subsection (b). 

(C) FAILURE TO COMPLY.—The Secretary 
shall not provide the remainder of the pay-
ment unless the building is certified within 6 
months after operation of the completed 
building to meet the requirements described 
in subparagraph (B), or in the case of major 
renovations the building is certified within 6 
months of the completion of the renovations. 

(6) REPORT TO CONGRESS.—Not later than 3 
years after awarding the first grant under 
this subsection, the Secretary shall transmit 
to Congress a report containing— 

(A) the total number and dollar amount of 
grants awarded under this subsection; and 

(B) an estimate of aggregate cost and en-
ergy savings enabled by the pilot program 
under this subsection. 

(7) ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENSES.—Adminis-
trative expenses for the program under this 
subsection shall not exceed 10 percent of ap-
propriated funds. 

(b) DEFINITION OF ENERGY EFFICIENT BUILD-
ING.—For purposes of this section the term 
‘‘energy efficient building’’ means a building 
that— 

(1) achieves a reduction in energy con-
sumption of— 

(A) at least 30 percent for new construc-
tion, compared to the energy standards set 
by the 2004 International Energy Conserva-
tion Code (in the case of residential build-
ings) or ASHRAE Standard 90.1–2004; or 

(B) at least 20 percent for major renova-
tions, compared to energy consumption be-
fore renovations are begun; 

(2) is constructed or renovated in accord-
ance with the most current, appropriate, and 
applicable voluntary consensus standards, as 
determined by the Secretary, such as those 
listed in the assessment under section 914(b), 
or revised or developed under section 914(c), 
of the Energy Policy Act of 2005; and 

(3) after construction or renovation— 
(A) uses heating, ventilating, and air con-

ditioning systems that perform at no less 
than Energy Star standards; or 

(B) if Energy Star standards are not appli-
cable, uses Federal Energy Management Pro-
gram recommended heating, ventilating, and 
air conditioning products. 

(c) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
the Secretary for carrying out this section 
$10,000,000 for each of the fiscal years 2008 
through 2012. 
Subtitle G—Plug-In Hybrid Electric Vehicles 

SEC. 2601. SHORT TITLE. 
This subtitle may be cited as the ‘‘Plug-In 

Hybrid Electric Vehicle Act of 2007’’. 
SEC. 2602. NEAR-TERM VEHICLE TECHNOLOGY 

PROGRAM. 
(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
(1) BATTERY.—The term ‘‘battery’’ means a 

device or system for the electrochemical 
storage of energy. 

(2) BIOMASS.—The term ‘‘biomass’’ has 
meaning given the term in section 932 of the 
Energy Policy Act of 2005 (42 U.S.C. 16232). 

(3) E85.—The term ‘‘E85’’ means a fuel 
blend containing 85 percent ethanol and 15 
percent gasoline by volume. 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 10:09 Jul 14, 2010 Jkt 059102 PO 00000 Frm 00203 Fmt 0687 Sfmt 0634 E:\BR07\H04AU7.007 H04AU7er
ow

e 
on

 D
S

K
5C

LS
3C

1P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 B
O

U
N

D
 R

E
C

O
R

D



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, Vol. 153, Pt. 1723186 August 4, 2007 
(4) ELECTRIC DRIVE TRANSPORTATION TECH-

NOLOGY.—The term ‘‘electric drive transpor-
tation technology’’ means— 

(A) vehicles that use an electric motor for 
all or part of their motive power and that 
may or may not use offboard electricity, in-
cluding battery electric vehicles, fuel cell ve-
hicles, hybrid electric vehicles, plug-in hy-
brid electric vehicles, flexible fuel plug-in 
hybrid electric vehicles, and electric rail; 
and 

(B) related equipment, including electric 
equipment necessary to recharge a plug-in 
hybrid electric vehicle. 

(5) FLEXIBLE FUEL PLUG-IN HYBRID ELECTRIC 
VEHICLE.—The term ‘‘flexible fuel plug-in hy-
brid electric vehicle’’ means a plug-in hybrid 
electric vehicle— 

(A) warranted by its manufacturer as capa-
ble of operating on any combination of gaso-
line or E85 for its onboard internal combus-
tion or heat engine; or 

(B) that uses a fuel cell for battery charg-
ing when disconnected from offboard power 
sources. 

(6) FUEL CELL VEHICLE.—The term ‘‘fuel 
cell vehicle’’ means an onroad vehicle that 
uses a fuel cell (as defined in section 803 of 
the Energy Policy Act of 2005 (42 U.S.C. 
16152)). 

(7) HYBRID ELECTRIC VEHICLE.—The term 
‘‘hybrid electric vehicle’’ means an onroad 
vehicle that— 

(A) can operate on either liquid combus-
tible fuel or electric power provided by an 
onboard battery; and 

(B) utilizes regenerative power capture 
technology to recover energy expended in 
braking the vehicle for use in recharging the 
battery. 

(8) PLUG-IN HYBRID ELECTRIC VEHICLE.—The 
term ‘‘plug-in hybrid electric vehicle’’ means 
a hybrid electric vehicle that can operate 
solely on electric power for a minimum of 20 
miles under city driving conditions, and that 
is capable of recharging its battery from an 
offboard electricity source. 

(9) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’ 
means the Secretary of Energy. 

(b) PROGRAM.—The Secretary shall conduct 
a program of research, development, dem-
onstration, and commercial application on 
technologies needed for the development of 
plug-in hybrid electric vehicles, including— 

(1) high capacity, high efficiency batteries, 
to— 

(A) improve battery life, energy storage 
capacity, and power delivery capacity, and 
lower cost; and 

(B) minimize waste and hazardous material 
production in the entire value chain, includ-
ing after the end of the useful life of the bat-
teries; 

(2) high efficiency onboard and offboard 
charging components; 

(3) high power drive train systems for pas-
senger and commercial vehicles and for sup-
porting equipment; 

(4) onboard energy management systems, 
power trains, and systems integration for 
plug-in hybrid electric vehicles, flexible fuel 
plug-in hybrid electric vehicles, and hybrid 
electric vehicles, including efficient cooling 
systems and systems that minimize the 
emissions profile of such vehicles; and 

(5) lightweight materials, including re-
search, development, demonstration, and 
commercial application to reduce the cost of 
materials such as steel alloys and carbon fi-
bers. 

(c) PLUG-IN HYBRID ELECTRIC VEHICLE DEM-
ONSTRATION PROGRAM.— 

(1) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Secretary shall 
establish a competitive grant pilot dem-

onstration program to provide not more than 
25 grants annually to State governments, 
local governments, metropolitan transpor-
tation authorities, or combinations thereof 
to carry out a project or projects for dem-
onstration of plug-in hybrid electric vehi-
cles. 

(2) APPLICATIONS.— 
(A) REQUIREMENTS.—The Secretary shall 

issue requirements for applying for grants 
under the demonstration pilot program. The 
Secretary shall require that applications, at 
a minimum, include a description of how 
data will be— 

(i) collected on the— 
(I) performance of the vehicle or vehicles 

and the components, including the battery, 
energy management, and charging systems, 
under various driving speeds, trip ranges, 
traffic, and other driving conditions; 

(II) costs of the vehicle or vehicles, includ-
ing acquisition, operating, and maintenance 
costs, and how the project or projects will be 
self-sustaining after Federal assistance is 
completed; and 

(III) emissions of the vehicle or vehicles, 
including greenhouse gases, and the amount 
of petroleum displaced as a result of the 
project or projects; and 

(ii) summarized for dissemination to the 
Department, other grantees, and the public. 

(B) PARTNERS.—An applicant under sub-
paragraph (A) may carry out a project or 
projects under the pilot program in partner-
ship with one or more private entities. 

(3) SELECTION CRITERIA.— 
(A) PREFERENCE.—When making awards 

under this subsection, the Secretary shall 
consider each applicant’s previous experi-
ence involving plug-in hybrid electric vehi-
cles and shall give preference to proposals 
that— 

(i) provide the greatest demonstration per 
award dollar, with preference increasing as 
the number of miles that a plug-in hybrid 
electric vehicle can operate solely on elec-
tric power under city driving conditions in-
creases; and 

(ii) demonstrate the greatest commitment 
on the part of the applicant to ensure fund-
ing for the proposed project or projects and 
the greatest likelihood that each project 
proposed in the application will be main-
tained or expanded after Federal assistance 
under this subsection is completed. 

(B) BREADTH OF DEMONSTRATIONS.—In 
awarding grants under this subsection, the 
Secretary shall ensure the program will dem-
onstrate plug-in hybrid electric vehicles 
under various circumstances, including— 

(i) driving speeds; 
(ii) trip ranges; 
(iii) driving conditions; 
(iv) climate conditions; and 
(v) topography, 

to optimize understanding and function of 
plug-in hybrid electric vehicles. 

(4) PILOT PROJECT REQUIREMENTS.— 
(A) SUBSEQUENT FUNDING.—An applicant 

that has received a grant in one year may 
apply for additional funds in subsequent 
years, but the Secretary shall not provide 
more than $10,000,000 in Federal assistance 
under the pilot program to any applicant for 
the period encompassing fiscal years 2008 
through fiscal year 2012. 

(B) INFORMATION.—The Secretary shall es-
tablish mechanisms to ensure that the infor-
mation and knowledge gained by partici-
pants in the pilot program are shared among 
the pilot program participants and are avail-
able to other interested parties, including 
other applicants. 

(5) AWARD AMOUNTS.—The Secretary shall 
determine grant amounts, but the maximum 

size of grants shall decline as the cost of pro-
ducing plug-in hybrid electric vehicles de-
clines or the cost of converting a hybrid elec-
tric vehicle to a plug-in hybrid electric vehi-
cle declines. 

(d) COST SHARING.—The Secretary shall 
carry out the program under this section in 
compliance with section 988(a) through (d) 
and section 989 of the Energy Policy Act of 
2005 (42 U.S.C. 16352(a) through (d) and 16353). 

(e) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
the Secretary— 

(1) for carrying out subsection (b), 
$250,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2008 
through 2012, of which up to $50,000,000 may 
be used for the program described in para-
graph (5) of that subsection; and 

(2) for carrying out subsection (c), 
$50,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2008 
through 2012. 

Subtitle H—H-PRIZE 
SEC. 2701. SHORT TITLE. 

This subtitle may be cited as the ‘‘H-Prize 
Act of 2007’’. 
SEC. 2702. DEFINITIONS. 

In this subtitle: 
(1) ADMINISTERING ENTITY.—The term ‘‘ad-

ministering entity’’ means the entity with 
which the Secretary enters into an agree-
ment under section 2703(c). 

(2) DEPARTMENT.—The term ‘‘Department’’ 
means the Department of Energy. 

(3) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’ 
means the Secretary of Energy. 
SEC. 2703. PRIZE AUTHORITY. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall carry 
out a program to competitively award cash 
prizes in conformity with this subtitle to ad-
vance the research, development, demonstra-
tion, and commercial application of hydro-
gen energy technologies. 

(b) ADVERTISING AND SOLICITATION OF COM-
PETITORS.— 

(1) ADVERTISING.—The Secretary shall 
widely advertise prize competitions to en-
courage broad participation, including by in-
dividuals, universities (including historically 
Black colleges and universities and other mi-
nority serving institutions), and large and 
small businesses (including businesses owned 
or controlled by socially and economically 
disadvantaged persons). 

(2) ANNOUNCEMENT THROUGH FEDERAL REG-
ISTER NOTICE.—The Secretary shall announce 
each prize competition by publishing a no-
tice in the Federal Register. This notice 
shall include essential elements of the com-
petition such as the subject of the competi-
tion, the duration of the competition, the 
eligibility requirements for participation in 
the competition, the process for participants 
to register for the competition, the amount 
of the prize, and the criteria for awarding 
the prize. 

(c) ADMINISTERING THE COMPETITIONS.—The 
Secretary shall enter into an agreement with 
a private, nonprofit entity to administer the 
prize competitions, subject to the provisions 
of this subtitle. The duties of the admin-
istering entity under the agreement shall in-
clude— 

(1) advertising prize competitions and their 
results; 

(2) raising funds from private entities and 
individuals to pay for administrative costs 
and to contribute to cash prizes, including 
funds provided in exchange for the right to 
name a prize awarded under this section; 

(3) developing, in consultation with and 
subject to the final approval of the Sec-
retary, the criteria for selecting winners in 
prize competitions, based on goals provided 
by the Secretary; 
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(4) determining, in consultation with the 

Secretary, the appropriate amount and fund-
ing sources for each prize to be awarded, sub-
ject to the final approval of the Secretary 
with respect to Federal funding; 

(5) providing advice and consultation to 
the Secretary on the selection of judges in 
accordance with section 2704(d), using cri-
teria developed in consultation with and sub-
ject to the final approval of the Secretary; 
and 

(6) protecting against the entity’s unau-
thorized use or disclosure of a registered par-
ticipant’s trade secrets and confidential 
business information. Any information prop-
erly identified as trade secrets or confiden-
tial business information that is submitted 
by a participant as part of a competitive pro-
gram under this subtitle may be withheld 
from public disclosure. 

(d) FUNDING SOURCES.—Prizes under this 
subtitle shall consist of Federal appropriated 
funds and any funds provided by the admin-
istering entity (including funds raised pursu-
ant to subsection (c)(2)) for such cash prize 
programs. The Secretary may accept funds 
from other Federal agencies for such cash 
prizes and, notwithstanding section 3302(b) of 
title 31, United States Code, may use such 
funds for the cash prize program. Other than 
publication of the names of prize sponsors, 
the Secretary may not give any special con-
sideration to any private sector entity or in-
dividual in return for a donation to the Sec-
retary or administering entity. 

(e) ANNOUNCEMENT OF PRIZES.—The Sec-
retary may not issue a notice required by 
subsection (b)(2) until all the funds needed to 
pay out the announced amount of the prize 
have been appropriated or committed in 
writing by the administering entity. The 
Secretary may increase the amount of a 
prize after an initial announcement is made 
under subsection (b)(2) if— 

(1) notice of the increase is provided in the 
same manner as the initial notice of the 
prize; and 

(2) the funds needed to pay out the an-
nounced amount of the increase have been 
appropriated or committed in writing by the 
administering entity. 

(f) SUNSET.—The authority to announce 
prize competitions under this subtitle shall 
terminate on September 30, 2018. 
SEC. 2704. PRIZE CATEGORIES. 

(a) CATEGORIES.—The Secretary shall es-
tablish prizes for— 

(1) advancements in technologies, compo-
nents, or systems related to— 

(A) hydrogen production; 
(B) hydrogen storage; 
(C) hydrogen distribution; and 
(D) hydrogen utilization; 
(2) prototypes of hydrogen-powered vehi-

cles or other hydrogen-based products that 
best meet or exceed objective performance 
criteria, such as completion of a race over a 
certain distance or terrain or generation of 
energy at certain levels of efficiency; and 

(3) transformational changes in tech-
nologies for the distribution or production of 
hydrogen that meet or exceed far-reaching 
objective criteria, which shall include mini-
mal carbon emissions and which may include 
cost criteria designed to facilitate the even-
tual market success of a winning technology. 

(b) AWARDS.— 
(1) ADVANCEMENTS.—To the extent per-

mitted under section 2703(e), the prizes au-
thorized under subsection (a)(1) shall be 
awarded biennially to the most significant 
advance made in each of the four subcat-
egories described in subparagraphs (A) 
through (D) of subsection (a)(1) since the 

submission deadline of the previous prize 
competition in the same category under sub-
section (a)(1) or the date of enactment of this 
Act, whichever is later, unless no such ad-
vance is significant enough to merit an 
award. No one such prize may exceed 
$1,000,000. If less than $4,000,000 is available 
for a prize competition under subsection 
(a)(1), the Secretary may omit one or more 
subcategories, reduce the amount of the 
prizes, or not hold a prize competition. 

(2) PROTOTYPES.—To the extent permitted 
under section 2703(e), prizes authorized under 
subsection (a)(2) shall be awarded biennially 
in alternate years from the prizes authorized 
under subsection (a)(1). The Secretary is au-
thorized to award up to one prize in this cat-
egory in each 2-year period. No such prize 
may exceed $4,000,000. If no registered par-
ticipants meet the objective performance 
criteria established pursuant to subsection 
(c) for a competition under this paragraph, 
the Secretary shall not award a prize. 

(3) TRANSFORMATIONAL TECHNOLOGIES.—To 
the extent permitted under section 2703(e), 
the Secretary shall announce one prize com-
petition authorized under subsection (a)(3) as 
soon after the date of enactment of this Act 
as is practicable. A prize offered under this 
paragraph shall be not less than $10,000,000, 
paid to the winner in a lump sum, and an ad-
ditional amount paid to the winner as a 
match for each dollar of private funding 
raised by the winner for the hydrogen tech-
nology beginning on the date the winner was 
named. The match shall be provided for 3 
years after the date the prize winner is 
named or until the full amount of the prize 
has been paid out, whichever occurs first. A 
prize winner may elect to have the match 
amount paid to another entity that is con-
tinuing the development of the winning tech-
nology. The Secretary shall announce the 
rules for receiving the match in the notice 
required by section 2703(b)(2). The Secretary 
shall award a prize under this paragraph 
only when a registered participant has met 
the objective criteria established for the 
prize pursuant to subsection (c) and an-
nounced pursuant to section 2703(b)(2). Not 
more than $10,000,000 in Federal funds may 
be used for the prize award under this para-
graph. The administering entity shall seek 
to raise $40,000,000 toward the matching 
award under this paragraph. 

(c) CRITERIA.—In establishing the criteria 
required by this subtitle, the Secretary— 

(1) shall consult with the Department’s Hy-
drogen Technical and Fuel Cell Advisory 
Committee; 

(2) shall consult with other Federal agen-
cies, including the National Science Founda-
tion; and 

(3) may consult with other experts such as 
private organizations, including professional 
societies, industry associations, and the Na-
tional Academy of Sciences and the National 
Academy of Engineering. 

(d) JUDGES.—For each prize competition, 
the Secretary in consultation with the ad-
ministering entity shall assemble a panel of 
qualified judges to select the winner or win-
ners on the basis of the criteria established 
under subsection (c). Judges for each prize 
competition shall include individuals from 
outside the Department, including from the 
private sector. A judge, spouse, minor chil-
dren, and members of the judge’s household 
may not— 

(1) have personal or financial interests in, 
or be an employee, officer, director, or agent 
of, any entity that is a registered participant 
in the prize competition for which he or she 
will serve as a judge; or 

(2) have a familial or financial relationship 
with an individual who is a registered partic-
ipant in the prize competition for which he 
or she will serve as a judge. 
SEC. 2705. ELIGIBILITY. 

To be eligible to win a prize under this sub-
title, an individual or entity— 

(1) shall have complied with all the re-
quirements in accordance with the Federal 
Register notice required under section 
2703(b)(2); 

(2) in the case of a private entity, shall be 
incorporated in and maintain a primary 
place of business in the United States, and in 
the case of an individual, whether partici-
pating singly or in a group, shall be a citizen 
of, or an alien lawfully admitted for perma-
nent residence in, the United States; and 

(3) shall not be a Federal entity, a Federal 
employee acting within the scope of his em-
ployment, or an employee of a national lab-
oratory acting within the scope of his em-
ployment. 
SEC. 2706. INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY. 

The Federal Government shall not, by vir-
tue of offering or awarding a prize under this 
subtitle, be entitled to any intellectual prop-
erty rights derived as a consequence of, or 
direct relation to, the participation by a reg-
istered participant in a competition author-
ized by this subtitle. This section shall not 
be construed to prevent the Federal Govern-
ment from negotiating a license for the use 
of intellectual property developed for a prize 
competition under this subtitle. 
SEC. 2707. LIABILITY. 

(a) WAIVER OF LIABILITY.—The Secretary 
may require registered participants to waive 
claims against the Federal Government and 
the administering entity (except claims for 
willful misconduct) for any injury, death, 
damage, or loss of property, revenue, or prof-
its arising from the registered participants’ 
participation in a competition under this 
subtitle. The Secretary shall give notice of 
any waiver required under this subsection in 
the notice required by section 2703(b)(2). The 
Secretary may not require a registered par-
ticipant to waive claims against the admin-
istering entity arising out of the unauthor-
ized use or disclosure by the administering 
entity of the registered participant’s trade 
secrets or confidential business information. 

(b) LIABILITY INSURANCE.— 
(1) REQUIREMENTS.—Registered partici-

pants shall be required to obtain liability in-
surance or demonstrate financial responsi-
bility, in amounts determined by the Sec-
retary, for claims by— 

(A) a third party for death, bodily injury, 
or property damage or loss resulting from an 
activity carried out in connection with par-
ticipation in a competition under this sub-
title; and 

(B) the Federal Government for damage or 
loss to Government property resulting from 
such an activity. 

(2) FEDERAL GOVERNMENT INSURED.—The 
Federal Government shall be named as an 
additional insured under a registered partici-
pant’s insurance policy required under para-
graph (1)(A), and registered participants 
shall be required to agree to indemnify the 
Federal Government against third party 
claims for damages arising from or related 
to competition activities. 
SEC. 2708. REPORT TO CONGRESS. 

Not later than 60 days after the awarding 
of the first prize under this subtitle, and an-
nually thereafter, the Secretary shall trans-
mit to the Congress a report that— 

(1) identifies each award recipient; 
(2) describes the technologies developed by 

each award recipient; and 
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(3) specifies actions being taken toward 

commercial application of all technologies 
with respect to which a prize has been 
awarded under this subtitle. 
SEC. 2709. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 

(a) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
(1) AWARDS.—There are authorized to be 

appropriated to the Secretary for the period 
encompassing fiscal years 2008 through 2017 
for carrying out this subtitle— 

(A) $20,000,000 for awards described in sec-
tion 2704(a)(1); 

(B) $20,000,000 for awards described in sec-
tion 2704(a)(2); and 

(C) $10,000,000 for the award described in 
section 2704(a)(3). 

(2) ADMINISTRATION.—In addition to the 
amounts authorized in paragraph (1), there 
are authorized to be appropriated to the Sec-
retary for each of fiscal years 2008 and 2009 
$2,000,000 for the administrative costs of car-
rying out this subtitle. 

(b) CARRYOVER OF FUNDS.—Funds appro-
priated for prize awards under this subtitle 
shall remain available until expended, and 
may be transferred, reprogrammed, or ex-
pended for other purposes only after the ex-
piration of 10 fiscal years after the fiscal 
year for which the funds were originally ap-
propriated. No provision in this subtitle per-
mits obligation or payment of funds in viola-
tion of section 1341 of title 31 of the United 
States Code (commonly referred to as the 
Anti-Deficiency Act). 
SEC. 2710. NONSUBSTITUTION. 

The programs created under this subtitle 
shall not be considered a substitute for Fed-
eral research and development programs. 

Subtitle I—Coal Gasification for Ethanol 
Production 

SEC. 2801. SHORT TITLE. 
This subtitle may be cited as the ‘‘Amer-

ica’s Domestic Fuels Act’’. 
SEC. 2802. FINDINGS. 

The Congress finds the following: 
(1) Currently, the bulk of energy used in 

the production of ethanol comes from nat-
ural gas. While coal is used for this purpose, 
advanced coal gasification technologies 
would increase the use of coal and reduce air 
emissions. 

(2) In coal gasification-based systems, pol-
lutant-forming impurities can be separated 
from the gaseous stream before combustion. 
As much as 99 percent of sulfur and other 
pollutants can be removed and processed 
into commercial products. Ethanol plants 
using coal gasification technology offer 
many benefits. 

(3) Coal potentially is an economically de-
sirable alternative to natural gas as the fuel 
in ethanol production facilities. The Energy 
Information Administration projects that in 
2025 the industrial cost of natural gas will be 
$5.99 per million Btu but coal will only be 
$1.86 per million Btu. 

(4) Coal is our most price-consistent fossil 
fuel. Natural gas is our most price-volatile 
and unpredictable fuel. In 2005 alone, natural 
gas ranged from $5.75 to over $15.00 per mil-
lion Btu. Coal therefore has the potential to 
allow ethanol plants to better manage their 
costs. 

(5) Coal is a domestic fuel with substantial 
reserves and growing production. The United 
States has a vast supply of domestic coal re-
sources to meet soaring energy needs. 

(6) Utilizing coal as a major fuel source for 
ethanol production could eliminate the need 
to import natural gas for the process. 

(7) Using domestic coal to produce ethanol 
has the potential to create jobs, spur new 
businesses, and generate tax revenues for 
local communities. 

(8) The United States has ambitious plans 
to rapidly grow ethanol production, but the 
scale of this growth will depend upon the 
availability of an economical fuel source. 
Events over the past few years have dem-
onstrated that we do not want to be overly 
dependent on any one fuel source. Thus, de-
pendency on natural gas for ethanol produc-
tion is undesirable. Diversifying the fuel 
source used for ethanol production by in-
creasing the number of ethanol plants that 
are coal fueled reduces risk. 
SEC. 2803. RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT, AND DEM-

ONSTRATION. 
(a) GRANT PROGRAM.—The Secretary of En-

ergy shall provide grants to States for the 
conduct of the research needed to expedite 
the use of coal gasification as an energy 
source in ethanol production. Such research 
assistance shall be provided— 

(1) to develop the knowledge base that will 
be needed to expediently permit coal gasifi-
cation fueled ethanol plants; 

(2) to aid ethanol producers in the evalua-
tion and inclusion of coal gasification tech-
nologies in existing or new ethanol plants; 

(3) to understand how to reduce the capital 
costs of coal gasification as an energy source 
in ethanol production, including making use 
of byproducts from agricultural practice, and 
biomass material or blends, in the processing 
of ethanol; and 

(4) to understand the applicability of car-
bon dioxide capture and sequestration tech-
nologies, including adsorption and absorp-
tion techniques and chemical processes, to 
coal gasification as an energy source in eth-
anol production. 

(b) DEMONSTRATION PROJECT.—At least 1 
pilot project receiving assistance under this 
section shall be fueled by coal gasification 
and located in an area with high sulfur bitu-
minous coal reserves. 

(c) RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT AUTHOR-
IZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—There are au-
thorized to be appropriated to the Secretary 
of Energy for carrying out research and de-
velopment activities under this section 
$5,000,000 for fiscal year 2008. 

(d) DEMONSTRATION PROJECT AUTHORIZA-
TION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—There are author-
ized to be appropriated to the Secretary of 
Energy for carrying out demonstration ac-
tivities under this section $20,000,000 for fis-
cal year 2008. 

TITLE III—TRANSPORTATION AND 
INFRASTRUCTURE 

Subtitle A—Federal-Aid Highways 
SEC. 3001. ELIGIBILITY FOR CONGESTION RELIEF 

PROJECTS. 
Section 149(b) of title 23, United States 

Code, is amended in the matter following 
paragraph (7) by inserting after ‘‘travel 
times’’ the following: ‘‘or the Secretary de-
termines that the project is likely to con-
tribute to reductions in fuel consumption or 
the attainment of a national ambient air 
quality standard’’. 
SEC. 3002. REPEAL. 

Section 1948 of the Safe, Accountable, 
Flexible, Efficient Transportation Equity 
Act: A Legacy for Users is repealed. 

Subtitle B—Other Matters 
SEC. 3011. IMPROVING HYDROPOWER CAPABILI-

TIES. 
(a) STUDY.—The Secretary of the Army 

shall conduct a study on the potential for re-
duced fossil fuel consumption through an in-
crease in hydropower capabilities of the 
Corps of Engineers. 

(b) CONTENTS.—The study shall include the 
following: 

(1) An inventory of all lands, properties, 
and projects under the jurisdiction of the 

Corps of Engineers that have the potential of 
increasing hydroelectric or other alternative 
power generation capability, including the 
ecological impacts of increasing such capa-
bility. 

(2) A description of the potential effects of 
removing Federal hydroelectric power facili-
ties under the jurisdiction of the Corps of 
Engineers, including— 

(A) the impacts on domestic energy costs 
to consumers; 

(B) the need to import more energy to 
compensate for lost production from such 
hydroelectric power facilities; 

(C) the types of fossil-fuel based or other 
energy sources that are likely to be utilized 
to compensate for the lost energy associated 
with the removal of hydroelectric power fa-
cilities; and 

(D) any impacts on existing or future agri-
cultural production of biofuels or other al-
ternative energy sources as a result of the 
loss of water to the Nation’s agricultural 
sector. 

(3) A description of the potential effects of 
constructing additional Federal hydro-
electric power facilities under the jurisdic-
tion of the Corps of Engineers. 

(c) REPORT.—Not later than one year after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Sec-
retary shall submit to Congress a report con-
taining the results of the study conducted 
under this section. 
SEC. 3012. PERMIT STREAMLINING FOR HAZ-

ARDOUS LIQUID AND BIOFUEL PIPE-
LINES. 

(a) CHIEF ENVIRONMENTAL PERMIT OFFI-
CER.—Section 60133(e) of title 49, United 
States Code, is amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(e) CHIEF ENVIRONMENTAL PERMIT OFFI-
CER.—The Secretary shall designate a chief 
environmental permit officer to assist re-
solving disagreements between Federal, 
State, and local agencies and pipeline opera-
tors arising during agency review of pipeline 
repairs and hazardous liquid and biofuel 
pipeline construction projects in order to ex-
pedite pipeline projects, consistent with pro-
tection of human health, public safety, and 
the environment.’’. 

(b) STATE AND LOCAL PERMITTING PROC-
ESSES.—Section 60133(f) of such title is 
amended by striking the first sentence and 
inserting the following: ‘‘The Secretary shall 
encourage States and local governments to 
consolidate their respective permitting proc-
esses for pipeline repair and hazardous liquid 
and biofuel pipeline construction projects 
subject to any time periods for repairs speci-
fied by rule by the Secretary.’’. 

(c) CONSTRUCTION AND EXPANSION OF PIPE-
LINES.—Section 60133 of such title is further 
amended by adding at the end the following 
new subsection: 

‘‘(g) CONSTRUCTION AND EXPANSION OF PIPE-
LINES.—Upon request by any person pro-
posing to construct or expand a hazardous 
liquid pipeline, including pipelines to trans-
port biofuels such as ethanol, the Secretary 
may coordinate the environmental reviews 
and permitting processes of the agencies 
having responsibility for issuing permits or 
otherwise authorizing pipeline construction 
projects if the Secretary determines that co-
ordinating the permitting processes to expe-
dite the completion of the project would be 
in the national interest.’’. 

(d) PIPELINE REPAIRS.—Section 60133 of 
such title (as amended by this subsection (c) 
of this section) is further amended by adding 
at the end the following: 

‘‘(h) PRESUMPTIVE EXCLUSIONS.— 
‘‘(1) NEPA REVIEW.—With respect to any ac-

tivity described in paragraph (3), including 
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an activity on non-Federal land, if the Fed-
eral agency having responsibility for con-
ducting environmental reviews under the Na-
tional Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (42 
U.S.C. 4321 et seq.) determines that— 

‘‘(A) the proposed activity is substantially 
similar to a pipeline repair activity for 
which the Interagency Committee has devel-
oped or adopted best practices under sub-
section (a)(3) for determining and reducing 
or eliminating the potential for significant 
impacts to the human environment under 
such Act, 

‘‘(B) the proposed activity is consistent 
with these best practices, and 

‘‘(C) in the absence of extraordinary cir-
cumstances, the proposed activity is not 
likely to individually or cumulatively result 
in significant impacts on the human environ-
ment, 

then a Federal agency having responsibility 
for conducting environmental reviews under 
such Act or coordinating the permitting 
process, in consultation with the Council on 
Environmental Quality, may adopt categor-
ical exclusions for those activities. Actions 
by those agencies regarding pipeline repair 
permits shall be subject to a rebuttable pre-
sumption that the use of a categorical exclu-
sion will apply. 

‘‘(2) ESA REVIEW.—With respect to any ac-
tivity described in paragraph (3), including 
an activity on non-Federal land, if the Sec-
retary of Interior or the Secretary of Com-
merce— 

‘‘(A) determines that the proposed activity 
is substantially similar to a pipeline repair 
activity for which the Interagency Com-
mittee has developed or adopted best prac-
tices under subsection (a)(3) for determining 
and reducing or eliminating impacts to list-
ed species under the Endangered Species Act 
of 1973 (16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.), 

‘‘(B) concludes that if these best practices 
are followed, the activity is not likely to 
jeopardize the continued existence of any 
listed species or adversely modify the habi-
tat of such species, and 

‘‘(C) concludes that the repair activity 
would not conflict with any existing biologi-
cal opinion or any agreement made under 
such Act relating to the geographic area 
where the proposed activity will occur, 
then action by the Secretary of the Interior 
or the Secretary of Commerce regarding 
pipeline repair permits shall be subject to a 
rebuttable presumption that the biological 
assessment and consultation requirements of 
such Act have been satisfied. 

‘‘(3) ACTIVITIES DESCRIBED.—The activities 
referred to in paragraphs (1) and (2) are the 
following: 

‘‘(A) Site repairs required to ensure the in-
tegrity of an existing pipeline facility per-
formed entirely within an existing right-of- 
way corridor that do not change the physical 
character of the facility and where the facil-
ity was constructed in accordance with the 
environmental reviews and authorizations, if 
any, required by Federal law. 

‘‘(B) Functional replacement of pipeline 
equipment performed entirely within an ex-
isting right-of-way corridor that does not 
change the physical character of the facility 
and where the facility was constructed in ac-
cordance with the environmental reviews 
and authorizations, if any, required by Fed-
eral law.’’. 
SEC. 3013. REDUCTION IN THE EMISSION OF 

GASES THAT MAY CAUSE CLIMATE 
CHANGE. 

(a) ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW CRITERIA.— 
Section 6(a) of the Deepwater Port Act (33 
U.S.C. 1505(a)) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (6) by striking ‘‘and’’ after 
the semicolon; 

(2) by redesignating paragraph (7) as para-
graph (8); and 

(3) by inserting after paragraph (6) the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(7) in the case of a deepwater port at 
which natural gas will be delivered, the ef-
fect of the additional natural gas supply pro-
vided by that port on reducing the emission 
of gases that contribute to climate change; 
and’’. 

(b) PORTS DEEMED IN NATIONAL INTEREST.— 
The Deepwater Port Act (33 U.S.C. 1501 et 
seq.) is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing: 
‘‘SEC. 25. PORTS DEEMED IN NATIONAL INTER-

EST. 
‘‘A deepwater port at which natural gas 

will be delivered is deemed to be in the na-
tional interest for purposes of section 4(c)(3) 
if the natural gas will be used in areas where 
its use will reduce the emissions of gases 
that contribute to climate change.’’. 
TITLE IV—AMERICAN-MADE ENERGY AND 

GOOD JOBS ACT 
SEC. 4001. SHORT TITLE. 

This title may be cited as the ‘‘American- 
Made Energy and Good Jobs Act’’. 
SEC. 4002. DEFINITIONS. 

In this title: 
(1) COASTAL PLAIN.—The term ‘‘Coastal 

Plain’’ means that area described in appen-
dix I to part 37 of title 50, Code of Federal 
Regulations. 

(2) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’, ex-
cept as otherwise provided, means the Sec-
retary of the Interior or the Secretary’s des-
ignee. 
SEC. 4003. LEASING PROGRAM FOR LANDS WITH-

IN THE COASTAL PLAIN. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall take 

such actions as are necessary— 
(1) to establish and implement, in accord-

ance with this title and acting through the 
Director of the Bureau of Land Management 
in consultation with the Director of the 
United States Fish and Wildlife Service, a 
competitive oil and gas leasing program that 
will result in an environmentally sound pro-
gram for the exploration, development, and 
production of the oil and gas resources of the 
Coastal Plain; and 

(2) to administer the provisions of this 
title through regulations, lease terms, condi-
tions, restrictions, prohibitions, stipula-
tions, and other provisions that ensure the 
oil and gas exploration, development, and 
production activities on the Coastal Plain 
will result in no significant adverse effect on 
fish and wildlife, their habitat, subsistence 
resources, and the environment, including, 
in furtherance of this goal, by requiring the 
application of the best commercially avail-
able technology for oil and gas exploration, 
development, and production to all explo-
ration, development, and production oper-
ations under this title in a manner that en-
sures the receipt of fair market value by the 
public for the mineral resources to be leased. 

(b) REPEAL.— 
(1) REPEAL.—Section 1003 of the Alaska Na-

tional Interest Lands Conservation Act of 
1980 (16 U.S.C. 3143) is repealed. 

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The table of 
contents in section 1 of such Act is amended 
by striking the item relating to section 1003. 

(c) COMPLIANCE WITH REQUIREMENTS UNDER 
CERTAIN OTHER LAWS.— 

(1) COMPATIBILITY.—For purposes of the 
National Wildlife Refuge System Adminis-
tration Act of 1966 (16 U.S.C. 668dd et seq.), 
the oil and gas leasing program and activi-

ties authorized by this section in the Coastal 
Plain are deemed to be compatible with the 
purposes for which the Arctic National Wild-
life Refuge was established, and no further 
findings or decisions are required to imple-
ment this determination. 

(2) ADEQUACY OF THE DEPARTMENT OF THE 
INTERIOR’S LEGISLATIVE ENVIRONMENTAL IM-
PACT STATEMENT.—The ‘‘Final Legislative 
Environmental Impact Statement’’ (April 
1987) on the Coastal Plain prepared pursuant 
to section 1002 of the Alaska National Inter-
est Lands Conservation Act of 1980 (16 U.S.C. 
3142) and section 102(2)(C) of the National En-
vironmental Policy Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 
4332(2)(C)) is deemed to satisfy the require-
ments under the National Environmental 
Policy Act of 1969 that apply with respect to 
prelease activities, including actions author-
ized to be taken by the Secretary to develop 
and promulgate the regulations for the es-
tablishment of a leasing program authorized 
by this title before the conduct of the first 
lease sale. 

(3) COMPLIANCE WITH NEPA FOR OTHER AC-
TIONS.—Before conducting the first lease sale 
under this title, the Secretary shall prepare 
an environmental impact statement under 
the National Environmental Policy Act of 
1969 with respect to the actions authorized 
by this title that are not referred to in para-
graph (2). Notwithstanding any other law, 
the Secretary is not required to identify non-
leasing alternative courses of action or to 
analyze the environmental effects of such 
courses of action. The Secretary shall only 
identify a preferred action for such leasing 
and a single leasing alternative, and analyze 
the environmental effects and potential 
mitigation measures for those two alter-
natives. The identification of the preferred 
action and related analysis for the first lease 
sale under this title shall be completed with-
in 18 months after the date of enactment of 
this Act. The Secretary shall only consider 
public comments that specifically address 
the Secretary’s preferred action and that are 
filed within 20 days after publication of an 
environmental analysis. Notwithstanding 
any other law, compliance with this para-
graph is deemed to satisfy all requirements 
for the analysis and consideration of the en-
vironmental effects of proposed leasing 
under this title. 

(d) RELATIONSHIP TO STATE AND LOCAL AU-
THORITY.—Nothing in this title shall be con-
sidered to expand or limit State and local 
regulatory authority. 

(e) SPECIAL AREAS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary, after con-

sultation with the State of Alaska, the city 
of Kaktovik, and the North Slope Borough, 
may designate up to a total of 45,000 acres of 
the Coastal Plain as a Special Area if the 
Secretary determines that the Special Area 
is of such unique character and interest so as 
to require special management and regu-
latory protection. The Secretary shall des-
ignate as such a Special Area the 
Sadlerochit Spring area, comprising approxi-
mately 4,000 acres. 

(2) MANAGEMENT.—Each such Special Area 
shall be managed so as to protect and pre-
serve the area’s unique and diverse character 
including its fish, wildlife, and subsistence 
resource values. 

(3) EXCLUSION FROM LEASING OR SURFACE 
OCCUPANCY.—The Secretary may exclude any 
Special Area from leasing. If the Secretary 
leases a Special Area, or any part thereof, 
for purposes of oil and gas exploration, devel-
opment, production, and related activities, 
there shall be no surface occupancy of the 
lands comprising the Special Area. 
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(4) DIRECTIONAL DRILLING.—Notwith-

standing the other provisions of this sub-
section, the Secretary may lease all or a por-
tion of a Special Area under terms that per-
mit the use of horizontal drilling technology 
from sites on leases located outside the Spe-
cial Area. 

(f) LIMITATION ON CLOSED AREAS.—The Sec-
retary’s sole authority to close lands within 
the Coastal Plain to oil and gas leasing and 
to exploration, development, and production 
is that set forth in this title. 

(g) REGULATIONS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall pre-

scribe such regulations as may be necessary 
to carry out this title, including rules and 
regulations relating to protection of the fish 
and wildlife, their habitat, subsistence re-
sources, and environment of the Coastal 
Plain, by no later than 15 months after the 
date of enactment of this Act. 

(2) REVISION OF REGULATIONS.—The Sec-
retary shall periodically review and, if ap-
propriate, revise the rules and regulations 
issued under subsection (a) to reflect any sig-
nificant biological, environmental, or engi-
neering data that come to the Secretary’s 
attention. 
SEC. 4004. LEASE SALES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Lands may be leased pur-
suant to this title to any person qualified to 
obtain a lease for deposits of oil and gas 
under the Mineral Leasing Act (30 U.S.C. 181 
et seq.). 

(b) PROCEDURES.—The Secretary shall, by 
regulation, establish procedures for— 

(1) receipt and consideration of sealed 
nominations for any area in the Coastal 
Plain for inclusion in, or exclusion (as pro-
vided in subsection (c)) from, a lease sale; 

(2) the holding of lease sales after such 
nomination process; and 

(3) public notice of and comment on des-
ignation of areas to be included in, or ex-
cluded from, a lease sale. 

(c) LEASE SALE BIDS.—Bidding for leases 
under this title shall be by sealed competi-
tive cash bonus bids. 

(d) ACREAGE MINIMUM IN FIRST SALE.—In 
the first lease sale under this title, the Sec-
retary shall offer for lease those tracts the 
Secretary considers to have the greatest po-
tential for the discovery of hydrocarbons, 
taking into consideration nominations re-
ceived pursuant to subsection (b)(1), but in 
no case less than 200,000 acres. 

(e) TIMING OF LEASE SALES.—The Secretary 
shall— 

(1) conduct the first lease sale under this 
title within 22 months after the date of the 
enactment of this Act; and 

(2) conduct additional sales so long as suf-
ficient interest in development exists to war-
rant, in the Secretary’s judgment, the con-
duct of such sales. 
SEC. 4005. GRANT OF LEASES BY THE SEC-

RETARY. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may grant 

to the highest responsible qualified bidder in 
a lease sale conducted pursuant to section 
4004 any lands to be leased on the Coastal 
Plain upon payment by the lessee of such 
bonus as may be accepted by the Secretary. 

(b) SUBSEQUENT TRANSFERS.—No lease 
issued under this title may be sold, ex-
changed, assigned, sublet, or otherwise 
transferred except with the approval of the 
Secretary. Prior to any such approval the 
Secretary shall consult with, and give due 
consideration to the views of, the Attorney 
General. 
SEC. 4006. LEASE TERMS AND CONDITIONS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—An oil or gas lease issued 
pursuant to this title shall— 

(1) provide for the payment of a royalty of 
not less than 121⁄2 percent in amount or value 
of the production removed or sold from the 
lease, as determined by the Secretary under 
the regulations applicable to other Federal 
oil and gas leases; 

(2) provide that the Secretary may close, 
on a seasonal basis, portions of the Coastal 
Plain to exploratory drilling activities as 
necessary to protect caribou calving areas 
and other species of fish and wildlife; 

(3) require that the lessee of lands within 
the Coastal Plain shall be fully responsible 
and liable for the reclamation of lands with-
in the Coastal Plain and any other Federal 
lands that are adversely affected in connec-
tion with exploration, development, produc-
tion, or transportation activities conducted 
under the lease and within the Coastal Plain 
by the lessee or by any of the subcontractors 
or agents of the lessee; 

(4) provide that the lessee may not dele-
gate or convey, by contract or otherwise, the 
reclamation responsibility and liability to 
another person without the express written 
approval of the Secretary; 

(5) provide that the standard of reclama-
tion for lands required to be reclaimed under 
this title shall be, as nearly as practicable, a 
condition capable of supporting the uses 
which the lands were capable of supporting 
prior to any exploration, development, or 
production activities, or upon application by 
the lessee, to a higher or better use as ap-
proved by the Secretary; 

(6) contain terms and conditions relating 
to protection of fish and wildlife, their habi-
tat, subsistence resources, and the environ-
ment as required pursuant to section 
4003(a)(2); 

(7) provide that the lessee, its agents, and 
its contractors use best efforts to provide a 
fair share, as determined by the level of obli-
gation previously agreed to in the 1974 agree-
ment implementing section 29 of the Federal 
Agreement and Grant of Right of Way for 
the Operation of the Trans-Alaska Pipeline, 
of employment and contracting for Alaska 
Natives and Alaska Native Corporations 
from throughout the State; 

(8) prohibit the export of oil produced 
under the lease; and 

(9) contain such other provisions as the 
Secretary determines necessary to ensure 
compliance with the provisions of this title 
and the regulations issued under this title. 

(b) PROJECT LABOR AGREEMENTS.—The Sec-
retary, as a term and condition of each lease 
under this title and in recognizing the Gov-
ernment’s proprietary interest in labor sta-
bility and in the ability of construction 
labor and management to meet the par-
ticular needs and conditions of projects to be 
developed under the leases issued pursuant 
to this title and the special concerns of the 
parties to such leases, shall require that the 
lessee and its agents and contractors nego-
tiate to obtain a project labor agreement for 
the employment of laborers and mechanics 
on production, maintenance, and construc-
tion under the lease. 
SEC. 4007. COASTAL PLAIN ENVIRONMENTAL 

PROTECTION. 
(a) NO SIGNIFICANT ADVERSE EFFECT 

STANDARD TO GOVERN AUTHORIZED COASTAL 
PLAIN ACTIVITIES.—The Secretary shall, con-
sistent with the requirements of section 4003, 
administer the provisions of this title 
through regulations, lease terms, conditions, 
restrictions, prohibitions, stipulations, and 
other provisions that— 

(1) ensure the oil and gas exploration, de-
velopment, and production activities on the 
Coastal Plain will result in no significant ad-

verse effect on fish and wildlife, their habi-
tat, and the environment; 

(2) require the application of the best com-
mercially available technology for oil and 
gas exploration, development, and produc-
tion on all new exploration, development, 
and production operations; and 

(3) ensure that the maximum amount of 
surface acreage covered by production and 
support facilities, including airstrips and 
any areas covered by gravel berms or piers 
for support of pipelines, does not exceed 2,000 
acres on the Coastal Plain. 

(b) SITE-SPECIFIC ASSESSMENT AND MITIGA-
TION.—The Secretary shall also require, with 
respect to any proposed drilling and related 
activities, that— 

(1) a site-specific analysis be made of the 
probable effects, if any, that the drilling or 
related activities will have on fish and wild-
life, their habitat, subsistence resources, and 
the environment; 

(2) a plan be implemented to avoid, mini-
mize, and mitigate (in that order and to the 
extent practicable) any significant adverse 
effect identified under paragraph (1); and 

(3) the development of the plan shall occur 
after consultation with the agency or agen-
cies having jurisdiction over matters miti-
gated by the plan. 

(c) REGULATIONS TO PROTECT COASTAL 
PLAIN FISH AND WILDLIFE RESOURCES, SUB-
SISTENCE USERS, AND THE ENVIRONMENT.—Be-
fore implementing the leasing program au-
thorized by this title, the Secretary shall 
prepare and promulgate regulations, lease 
terms, conditions, restrictions, prohibitions, 
stipulations, and other measures designed to 
ensure that the activities undertaken on the 
Coastal Plain under this title are conducted 
in a manner consistent with the purposes 
and environmental requirements of this 
title. 

(d) COMPLIANCE WITH FEDERAL AND STATE 
ENVIRONMENTAL LAWS AND OTHER REQUIRE-
MENTS.—The proposed regulations, lease 
terms, conditions, restrictions, prohibitions, 
and stipulations for the leasing program 
under this title shall require compliance 
with all applicable provisions of Federal and 
State environmental law, and shall also re-
quire the following: 

(1) Standards at least as effective as the 
safety and environmental mitigation meas-
ures set forth in items 1 through 29 at pages 
167 through 169 of the ‘‘Final Legislative En-
vironmental Impact Statement’’ (April 1987) 
on the Coastal Plain. 

(2) Seasonal limitations on exploration, de-
velopment, and related activities, where nec-
essary, to avoid significant adverse effects 
during periods of concentrated fish and wild-
life breeding, denning, nesting, spawning, 
and migration. 

(3) That exploration activities, except for 
surface geological studies, be limited to the 
period between approximately November 1 
and May 1 each year and that exploration ac-
tivities shall be supported, if necessary, by 
ice roads, winter trails with adequate snow 
cover, ice pads, ice airstrips, and air trans-
port methods, except that such exploration 
activities may occur at other times if the 
Secretary finds that such exploration will 
have no significant adverse effect on the fish 
and wildlife, their habitat, and the environ-
ment of the Coastal Plain. 

(4) Design safety and construction stand-
ards for all pipelines and any access and 
service roads, that— 

(A) minimize, to the maximum extent pos-
sible, adverse effects upon the passage of mi-
gratory species such as caribou; and 
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(B) minimize adverse effects upon the flow 

of surface water by requiring the use of cul-
verts, bridges, and other structural devices. 

(5) Prohibitions on general public access 
and use on all pipeline access and service 
roads. 

(6) Stringent reclamation and rehabilita-
tion requirements, consistent with the 
standards set forth in this title, requiring 
the removal from the Coastal Plain of all oil 
and gas development and production facili-
ties, structures, and equipment upon comple-
tion of oil and gas production operations, ex-
cept that the Secretary may exempt from 
the requirements of this paragraph those fa-
cilities, structures, or equipment that the 
Secretary determines would assist in the 
management of the Arctic National Wildlife 
Refuge and that are donated to the United 
States for that purpose. 

(7) Appropriate prohibitions or restrictions 
on access by all modes of transportation. 

(8) Appropriate prohibitions or restrictions 
on sand and gravel extraction. 

(9) Consolidation of facility siting. 
(10) Appropriate prohibitions or restric-

tions on use of explosives. 
(11) Avoidance, to the extent practicable, 

of springs, streams, and river system; the 
protection of natural surface drainage pat-
terns, wetlands, and riparian habitats; and 
the regulation of methods or techniques for 
developing or transporting adequate supplies 
of water for exploratory drilling. 

(12) Avoidance or minimization of air traf-
fic-related disturbance to fish and wildlife. 

(13) Treatment and disposal of hazardous 
and toxic wastes, solid wastes, reserve pit 
fluids, drilling muds and cuttings, and do-
mestic wastewater, including an annual 
waste management report, a hazardous ma-
terials tracking system, and a prohibition on 
chlorinated solvents, in accordance with ap-
plicable Federal and State environmental 
law. 

(14) Fuel storage and oil spill contingency 
planning. 

(15) Research, monitoring, and reporting 
requirements. 

(16) Field crew environmental briefings. 
(17) Avoidance of significant adverse ef-

fects upon subsistence hunting, fishing, and 
trapping by subsistence users. 

(18) Compliance with applicable air and 
water quality standards. 

(19) Appropriate seasonal and safety zone 
designations around well sites, within which 
subsistence hunting and trapping shall be 
limited. 

(20) Reasonable stipulations for protection 
of cultural and archeological resources. 

(21) All other protective environmental 
stipulations, restrictions, terms, and condi-
tions deemed necessary by the Secretary. 

(e) CONSIDERATIONS.—In preparing and pro-
mulgating regulations, lease terms, condi-
tions, restrictions, prohibitions, and stipula-
tions under this section, the Secretary shall 
consider the following: 

(1) The stipulations and conditions that 
govern the National Petroleum Reserve- 
Alaska leasing program, as set forth in the 
1999 Northeast National Petroleum Reserve- 
Alaska Final Integrated Activity Plan/Envi-
ronmental Impact Statement. 

(2) The environmental protection stand-
ards that governed the initial Coastal Plain 
seismic exploration program under parts 
37.31 to 37.33 of title 50, Code of Federal Reg-
ulations. 

(3) The land use stipulations for explor-
atory drilling on the KIC–ASRC private 
lands that are set forth in Appendix 2 of the 
August 9, 1983, agreement between Arctic 

Slope Regional Corporation and the United 
States. 

(f) FACILITY CONSOLIDATION PLANNING.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall, after 

providing for public notice and comment, 
prepare and update periodically a plan to 
govern, guide, and direct the siting and con-
struction of facilities for the exploration, de-
velopment, production, and transportation of 
Coastal Plain oil and gas resources. 

(2) OBJECTIVES.—The plan shall have the 
following objectives: 

(A) Avoiding unnecessary duplication of fa-
cilities and activities. 

(B) Encouraging consolidation of common 
facilities and activities. 

(C) Locating or confining facilities and ac-
tivities to areas that will minimize impact 
on fish and wildlife, their habitat, and the 
environment. 

(D) Utilizing existing facilities wherever 
practicable. 

(E) Enhancing compatibility between wild-
life values and development activities. 

(g) ACCESS TO PUBLIC LANDS.—The Sec-
retary shall— 

(1) manage public lands in the Coastal 
Plain subject to subsections (a) and (b) of 
section 811 of the Alaska National Interest 
Lands Conservation Act (16 U.S.C. 3121); and 

(2) ensure that local residents shall have 
reasonable access to public lands in the 
Coastal Plain for traditional uses. 
SEC. 4008. EXPEDITED JUDICIAL REVIEW. 

(a) FILING OF COMPLAINT.— 
(1) DEADLINE.—Subject to paragraph (2), 

any complaint seeking judicial review of any 
provision of this title or any action of the 
Secretary under this title shall be filed— 

(A) except as provided in subparagraph (B), 
within the 90-day period beginning on the 
date of the action being challenged; or 

(B) in the case of a complaint based solely 
on grounds arising after such period, within 
90 days after the complainant knew or rea-
sonably should have known of the grounds 
for the complaint. 

(2) VENUE.—Any complaint seeking judicial 
review of any provision of this title or any 
action of the Secretary under this title may 
be filed only in the United States Court of 
Appeals for the District of Columbia. 

(3) LIMITATION ON SCOPE OF CERTAIN RE-
VIEW.—Judicial review of a Secretarial deci-
sion to conduct a lease sale under this title, 
including the environmental analysis there-
of, shall be limited to whether the Secretary 
has complied with the terms of this title and 
shall be based upon the administrative 
record of that decision. The Secretary’s iden-
tification of a preferred course of action to 
enable leasing to proceed and the Secretary’s 
analysis of environmental effects under this 
title shall be presumed to be correct unless 
shown otherwise by clear and convincing evi-
dence to the contrary. 

(b) LIMITATION ON OTHER REVIEW.—Actions 
of the Secretary with respect to which re-
view could have been obtained under this 
section shall not be subject to judicial re-
view in any civil or criminal proceeding for 
enforcement. 
SEC. 4009. FEDERAL AND STATE DISTRIBUTION 

OF REVENUES. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding any 

other provision of law, of the amount of ad-
justed bonus, rental, and royalty revenues 
from Federal oil and gas leasing and oper-
ations authorized under this title— 

(1) 50 percent shall be paid to the State of 
Alaska; and 

(2) except as provided in section 4012(d), the 
balance shall be deposited into the Treasury 
as miscellaneous receipts. 

(b) PAYMENTS TO ALASKA.—Payments to 
the State of Alaska under this section shall 
be made semiannually. 
SEC. 4010. RIGHTS-OF-WAY ACROSS THE COASTAL 

PLAIN. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall issue 

rights-of-way and easements across the 
Coastal Plain for the transportation of oil 
and gas— 

(1) except as provided in paragraph (2), 
under section 28 of the Mineral Leasing Act 
(30 U.S.C. 185), without regard to title XI of 
the Alaska National Interest Lands Con-
servation Act (30 U.S.C. 3161 et seq.); and 

(2) under title XI of the Alaska National 
Interest Lands Conservation Act (30 U.S.C. 
3161 et seq.), for access authorized by sec-
tions 1110 and 1111 of that Act (16 U.S.C. 3170 
and 3171). 

(b) TERMS AND CONDITIONS.—The Secretary 
shall include in any right-of-way or ease-
ment issued under subsection (a) such terms 
and conditions as may be necessary to en-
sure that transportation of oil and gas does 
not result in a significant adverse effect on 
the fish and wildlife, subsistence resources, 
their habitat, and the environment of the 
Coastal Plain, including requirements that 
facilities be sited or designed so as to avoid 
unnecessary duplication of roads and pipe-
lines. 

(c) REGULATIONS.—The Secretary shall in-
clude in regulations under section 4003(g) 
provisions granting rights-of-way and ease-
ments described in subsection (a) of this sec-
tion. 
SEC. 4011. CONVEYANCE. 

In order to maximize Federal revenues by 
removing clouds on title to lands and clari-
fying land ownership patterns within the 
Coastal Plain, the Secretary, notwith-
standing the provisions of section 1302(h)(2) 
of the Alaska National Interest Lands Con-
servation Act (16 U.S.C. 3192(h)(2)), shall con-
vey— 

(1) to the Kaktovik Inupiat Corporation 
the surface estate of the lands described in 
paragraph 1 of Public Land Order 6959, to the 
extent necessary to fulfill the Corporation’s 
entitlement under sections 12 and 14 of the 
Alaska Native Claims Settlement Act (43 
U.S.C. 1611 and 1613) in accordance with the 
terms and conditions of the Agreement be-
tween the Department of the Interior, the 
United States Fish and Wildlife Service, the 
Bureau of Land Management, and the 
Kaktovik Inupiat Corporation effective Jan-
uary 22, 1993; and 

(2) to the Arctic Slope Regional Corpora-
tion the remaining subsurface estate to 
which it is entitled pursuant to the August 9, 
1983, agreement between the Arctic Slope Re-
gional Corporation and the United States of 
America. 
SEC. 4012. LOCAL GOVERNMENT IMPACT AID AND 

COMMUNITY SERVICE ASSISTANCE. 
(a) FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE AUTHORIZED.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may use 

amounts available from the Coastal Plain 
Local Government Impact Aid Assistance 
Fund established by subsection (d) to provide 
timely financial assistance to entities that 
are eligible under paragraph (2) and that are 
directly impacted by the exploration for or 
production of oil and gas on the Coastal 
Plain under this title. 

(2) ELIGIBLE ENTITIES.—The North Slope 
Borough, the City of Kaktovik, and any 
other borough, municipal subdivision, vil-
lage, or other community in the State of 
Alaska that is directly impacted by explo-
ration for, or the production of, oil or gas on 
the Coastal Plain under this title, as deter-
mined by the Secretary, shall be eligible for 
financial assistance under this section. 
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(b) USE OF ASSISTANCE.—Financial assist-

ance under this section may be used only 
for— 

(1) planning for mitigation of the potential 
effects of oil and gas exploration and devel-
opment on environmental, social, cultural, 
recreational, and subsistence values; 

(2) implementing mitigation plans and 
maintaining mitigation projects; 

(3) developing, carrying out, and maintain-
ing projects and programs that provide new 
or expanded public facilities and services to 
address needs and problems associated with 
such effects, including fire-fighting, police, 
water, waste treatment, medivac, and med-
ical services; and 

(4) establishment of a coordination office, 
by the north slope borough, in the city of 
kaktovik, which shall— 

(A) coordinate with and advise developers 
on local conditions, impact, and history of 
the areas utilized for development; and 

(B) provide to the Committee on Resources 
of the House of Representatives and the 
Committee on Energy and Natural Resources 
of the Senate an annual report on the status 
of coordination between developers and the 
communities affected by development. 

(c) APPLICATION.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Any community that is 

eligible for assistance under this section 
may submit an application for such assist-
ance to the Secretary, in such form and 
under such procedures as the Secretary may 
prescribe by regulation. 

(2) NORTH SLOPE BOROUGH COMMUNITIES.—A 
community located in the North Slope Bor-
ough may apply for assistance under this 
section either directly to the Secretary or 
through the North Slope Borough 

(3) APPLICATION ASSISTANCE.—The Sec-
retary shall work closely with and assist the 
North Slope Borough and other communities 
eligible for assistance under this section in 
developing and submitting applications for 
assistance under this section. 

(d) ESTABLISHMENT OF FUND.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—There is established in the 

Treasury the Coastal Plain Local Govern-
ment Impact Aid Assistance Fund. 

(2) USE.—Amounts in the fund may be used 
only for providing financial assistance under 
this section. 

(3) DEPOSITS.—Subject to paragraph (4), 
there shall be deposited into the fund 
amounts received by the United States as 
revenues derived from rents, bonuses, and 
royalties from Federal leases and lease sales 
authorized under this title. 

(4) LIMITATION ON DEPOSITS.—The total 
amount in the fund may not exceed 
$11,000,000. 

(5) INVESTMENT OF BALANCES.—The Sec-
retary of the Treasury shall invest amounts 
in the fund in interest bearing government 
securities. 

(e) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—To 
provide financial assistance under this sec-
tion there is authorized to be appropriated to 
the Secretary from the Coastal Plain Local 
Government Impact Aid Assistance Fund 
$5,000,000 for each fiscal year. 
SEC. 4013. OIL AND GAS LEASING 100 MILES OR 

MORE FROM THE COASTLINE. 
(a) LEASING AND PRELEASING ACTIVITIES.— 

The Secretary of the Interior may conduct 
oil and gas leasing and preleasing activities 
for the area of the outer Continental Shelf 
100 miles or more seaward from the coast-
line. 

(b) REVOCATION OF WITHDRAWALS.—All 
withdrawals of submerged lands of the outer 
Continental Shelf from leasing for oil and 
gas by the President under the authority of 

section 12 of the Outer Continental Shelf 
Lands Act (43 U.S.C. 1341) are hereby revoked 
and no longer in effect with respect to the 
leasing of areas 100 miles or more seaward 
from the coastline. 

(c) DEFINITIONS.—For purposes of this sec-
tion and the Outer Continental Shelf Lands 
Act (43 U.S.C. 1331 et seq.) the following defi-
nitions shall apply: 

(1) The term ‘‘miles’’ means statute miles. 
(2) The term ‘‘coastline’’ has the same 

meaning as the term ‘‘coast line’’ as defined 
in section 2(c) of the Submerged Lands Act 
(43 U.S.C. 1301(c). 

Mr. BARTON of Texas (during the 
reading). Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent that the motion be considered 
as read and printed in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Texas? 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-

tleman from Texas is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. BARTON of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
if I wanted to be cute, I would ask that 
the motion to recommit be read, which 
I did a couple of weeks ago on the 
SCHIP bill, because it’s 340 pages long, 
but due to time constraints, I appre-
ciate the unanimous consent request 
that we consider it as read. 

Mr. DINGELL. Reserving the right to 
object, you know, I enjoyed the reading 
of this so much the first time that I 
think I’d like to hear it again. 

Mr. BARTON of Texas. Okay. Hey, if 
you’ve got the time, I’ve got the bill. 

Mr. DINGELL. But out of special af-
fection for my dear friend from Texas, 
I will not ask that it be read. 

Mr. BARTON of Texas. I appreciate 
the gentleman from Michigan. 

This is a real energy bill. There’s no 
gimmicks in it. I’m going to try to ex-
plain as quickly as I can what’s in it so 
that everybody knows what you’re vot-
ing on. But it does have ANWR in it, 
and I know that’s controversial. It has 
OCS drilling for natural gas outside of 
100 miles. It has a coal-to-liquids title 
in it. It has an alternative fuel section 
in it. It has an L&G terminal siting 
provision in it. It has a hydrogen re-
search provision in it. It has a hydro-
gen prize in it. It would have been the 
substitute had a substitute been made 
in order, but obviously, as we know 
now, a substitute was not made in 
order. 

So, for Members on both sides of the 
aisle that want to vote for an energy 
bill that actually has energy in it, this 
is your chance on the motion to recom-
mit. 

It is forthwith. So it would imme-
diately be in play and in this body and 
could be voted on for final passage. 

So I strongly urge the passage of the 
motion to recommit. 

b 1700 

I yield to Mr. PETERSON of Pennsyl-
vania. 

Mr. PETERSON of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Speaker, Americans are concerned, and 

they should be. We had $79 oil this 
week, $7 natural gas, the highest prices 
in the world, especially for natural gas. 
Oil prices are predicted to go to $100 
this year with what’s going on in the 
world. 

America needs to use its resources. 
Canada, Great Britain, Norway, Swe-
den, Holland, Belgium, Ireland, New 
Zealand and Australia use their re-
sources on the Outer Continental Shelf. 
This bill opens it up from 100 on out. 
It’s the safest place, the least imprint. 
It’s the safest place to produce energy 
in the world. 

Everybody in the country laughs at 
us when I talk to them about why we 
don’t produce there. If we want to have 
a petrochemical business left in Amer-
ica, a polymer, plastics, fertilizer, 
steel, aluminum, bricks, and glass, if 
we want jobs for our working people, 
we need affordable oil. We need afford-
able natural gas. 

We have to stop being 2 percent more 
dependent every year. Every year we’re 
gaining 2 percent in dependence on for-
eign oil. This has to stop. 

We need to open up the Outer Conti-
nental Shelf. 

Mr. BARTON of Texas. I yield to the 
gentleman from Florida. 

Mr. MILLER of Florida. I thank the 
chairman for yielding some time just 
to ask very quickly for your assurance 
that there is nothing in this recom-
mittal that affects the statutory 
change that we made last year that 
sets the military mission line in the 
eastern Gulf of Mexico. 

Mr. BARTON of Texas. That is cor-
rect. 

In the brief time I have, I want to 
make 1 correction. I said the OCS pro-
vision was for natural gas drilling out-
side of 100 miles. I have been informed 
it would also include oil. Again, in the 
interest of informed consent, it would 
allow drilling for both natural gas and 
oil outside the 100-mile limit. 

This is the real energy security bill. 
It’s the energy bill that actually has a 
supply package in it. We’re consuming 
more energy. I know we need to con-
serve. The current bill before us does 
have some conservation measures that 
are worthy of support. This also has a 
supply package that’s worthy of sup-
port. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I rise in 
opposition to the motion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Maryland is recognized. 

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I know 
how concerned you all have been that 
you haven’t gotten sufficient time to 
consider legislation that’s put before 
you. We have had this for 6 or 7 min-
utes, and, of course, we have read it 
page to page. Reading it page to page, 
we have concluded that we ought not 
to support it. 

Mr. BARTON of Texas. Would the 
majority leader yield? 
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Mr. HOYER. Very briefly. 
Mr. BARTON of Texas. We presented 

this to the Rules Committee as a sub-
stitute. 

Mr. HOYER. I understand that. But I 
just got it, and we just got it on the 
desk as to what you were going to add. 

Ladies and gentlemen of the House, 
the distinguished ranking member has 
outlined what’s in this bill. It is em-
blematic of the problem we have seen 
for 12 years where we have ignored con-
servation, where we have ignored alter-
native energy sources, where we have 
ignored reaching out with the under-
standing that petroleum is going to 
run out from wherever we seek it and 
that we therefore need to move in a 
new direction and adopt a new policy 
and to adopt a policy on the future, not 
on the present, adopt a policy that 
looks to our children and grand-
children’s future as well as the future 
of ourselves. 

Ladies and gentlemen, this motion 
puts together a complete substitute 
with 3 key differences from our bill. It 
includes refinery streamlining, provi-
sions that were rejected, rejected in 
the 2005 Energy Conference Committee, 
rejected. We were not in charge. That’s 
in this bill. These provisions override 
environmental law, reduce public par-
ticipation, and do so for no real ben-
efit. 

The provisions in the 2005 law have 
never been used, and the provisions in 
this substitute is a solution in search 
of a problem. The substitute also in-
cludes Arctic refuge drilling, as the 
gentleman has made clear. 

We repeatedly rejected that propo-
sition. It could have been offered in a 
separate amendment. It was not, but 
it’s not hidden in this bill, and we 
ought to know that. It does not 
produce oil for more than a decade, 
while conservation has immediate op-
portunities. 

Finally, the substitute also includes 
alternative fuel standards; H.R. 3221 
does not. We decided to let the com-
mittee of jurisdiction work that mat-
ter. It is in the Senate bill. I have said 
repeatedly over the months that stand-
ard will be in a bill that we send to the 
President of the United States. 

But the Energy Committee is going 
to be working on that, the Senate has 
worked on that, and we will work our 
will. 

Ladies and gentlemen, this is an ex-
traordinary bill. We said when we ran 
for office that we would provide a new 
direction for energy independence for 
America, for security reasons, for secu-
rity reasons, for economic reasons, and 
for environmental reasons. We are 
meeting our promise today. 

Reject this substitute, which you 
have not possibly had the time to read, 
and enact one of the most far-reaching, 
new-direction, future-oriented energy 
bills that this House will have ever 
passed. Reject the substitute. Vote for 

this bill. Let us move so the American 
public can have confidence in a better 
America. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, the previous question is or-
dered on the motion to recommit. 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the motion to recommit. 
The question was taken; and the 

Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the noes appeared to have it. 

RECORDED VOTE 

Mr. BARTON of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
I demand a recorded vote. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 169, noes 244, 
not voting 20, as follows: 

[Roll No. 831] 

AYES—169 

Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Baker 
Barrett (SC) 
Barton (TX) 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Bono 
Boozman 
Boren 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Broun (GA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp (MI) 
Campbell (CA) 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Capito 
Carter 
Chabot 
Cole (OK) 
Conaway 
Cubin 
Culberson 
Davis (KY) 
Davis, David 
Davis, Lincoln 
Deal (GA) 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Doolittle 
Drake 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Edwards 
Emerson 
English (PA) 
Everett 
Fallin 
Feeney 
Flake 
Forbes 

Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gillmor 
Gingrey 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Granger 
Graves 
Green, Gene 
Hall (TX) 
Hastings (WA) 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Hobson 
Hoekstra 
Hulshof 
Issa 
Jones (NC) 
Jordan 
Keller 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kline (MN) 
Knollenberg 
Kuhl (NY) 
Lamborn 
Lampson 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
Lucas 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul (TX) 
McCotter 
McCrery 
McHenry 
McHugh 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Melancon 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 
Moran (KS) 
Murphy, Tim 

Musgrave 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Ortiz 
Pearce 
Pence 
Peterson (PA) 
Pickering 
Pitts 
Poe 
Porter 
Price (GA) 
Pryce (OH) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Renzi 
Reynolds 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Roskam 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 
Sali 
Schmidt 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (TX) 
Souder 
Stearns 
Sullivan 
Terry 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Turner 
Upton 
Walberg 
Walden (OR) 
Wamp 
Weldon (FL) 
Weller 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Wicker 
Wilson (SC) 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NOES—244 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Allen 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 

Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bartlett (MD) 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 

Berman 
Berry 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Boswell 

Boucher 
Boyd (FL) 
Boyda (KS) 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown, Corrine 
Buchanan 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson 
Castle 
Castor 
Chandler 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis, Tom 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly 
Doyle 
Ehlers 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emanuel 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Farr 
Fattah 
Ferguson 
Filner 
Fossella 
Frank (MA) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gerlach 
Giffords 
Gilchrest 
Gillibrand 
Gonzalez 
Gordon 
Green, Al 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Hinchey 
Hirono 
Hodes 
Holden 

Holt 
Honda 
Hooley 
Hoyer 
Inglis (SC) 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones (OH) 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick 
Kind 
Kirk 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lynch 
Mack 
Mahoney (FL) 
Maloney (NY) 
Markey 
Marshall 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum (MN) 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McIntyre 
McNerney 
McNulty 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Michaud 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murtha 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Peterson (MN) 
Petri 

Platts 
Pomeroy 
Price (NC) 
Rahall 
Ramstad 
Rangel 
Reichert 
Reyes 
Rodriguez 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Shays 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shuler 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Space 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stupak 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 
Towns 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walsh (NY) 
Walz (MN) 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch (VT) 
Wexler 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (OH) 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Wynn 
Yarmuth 

NOT VOTING—20 

Clarke 
Clay 
Coble 
Crenshaw 
Davis, Jo Ann 
Goode 
Hastert 

Hayes 
Hinojosa 
Hunter 
Jindal 
Johnson, Sam 
Klein (FL) 
Kucinich 

LaHood 
Lantos 
Paul 
Saxton 
Skelton 
Tancredo 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during 
the vote). Members are advised 2 min-
utes remain in this vote. 

b 1724 

So the motion to recommit was re-
jected. 
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The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the passage of the bill. 
The question was taken; and the 

Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

RECORDED VOTE 

Mr. BARTON of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
I demand a recorded vote. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 241, noes 172, 
not voting 20, as follows: 

[Roll No. 832] 

AYES—241 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Allen 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Bartlett (MD) 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boyda (KS) 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown, Corrine 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson 
Castle 
Castor 
Chandler 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis, Lincoln 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dent 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly 
Doyle 
Ehlers 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emanuel 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Farr 
Fattah 
Ferguson 
Filner 
Fortenberry 
Frank (MA) 
Frelinghuysen 

Gerlach 
Giffords 
Gilchrest 
Gillibrand 
Gillmor 
Gonzalez 
Gordon 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Hinchey 
Hirono 
Hodes 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hooley 
Hoyer 
Inglis (SC) 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones (OH) 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick 
Kind 
Kirk 
Knollenberg 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
LaTourette 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lynch 
Mahoney (FL) 
Maloney (NY) 
Markey 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum (MN) 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McNerney 
McNulty 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Michaud 

Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murtha 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Peterson (MN) 
Petri 
Platts 
Pomeroy 
Price (NC) 
Rahall 
Ramstad 
Rangel 
Reichert 
Reyes 
Rodriguez 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Shays 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shuler 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Space 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stupak 
Sutton 
Tauscher 
Taylor 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 
Towns 
Udall (CO) 

Udall (NM) 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walsh (NY) 
Walz (MN) 

Wasserman 
Schultz 

Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch (VT) 

Wexler 
Wilson (OH) 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Wynn 
Yarmuth 

NOES—172 

Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Baker 
Barrett (SC) 
Barrow 
Barton (TX) 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Bono 
Boozman 
Boren 
Boustany 
Boyd (FL) 
Brady (TX) 
Broun (GA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp (MI) 
Campbell (CA) 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Capito 
Carter 
Chabot 
Cole (OK) 
Conaway 
Cubin 
Culberson 
Davis (KY) 
Davis, David 
Davis, Tom 
Deal (GA) 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Doolittle 
Drake 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Edwards 
Emerson 
English (PA) 
Everett 
Fallin 
Feeney 

Flake 
Forbes 
Fossella 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gingrey 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Granger 
Graves 
Hall (TX) 
Hastings (WA) 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Hobson 
Hoekstra 
Hulshof 
Issa 
Jones (NC) 
Jordan 
Keller 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kline (MN) 
Kuhl (NY) 
Lamborn 
Lampson 
Latham 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
Lucas 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Mack 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
Marshall 
Matheson 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul (TX) 
McCotter 
McCrery 
McHenry 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Melancon 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 
Moran (KS) 
Murphy, Tim 
Musgrave 

Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Pearce 
Pence 
Peterson (PA) 
Pickering 
Pitts 
Poe 
Porter 
Price (GA) 
Pryce (OH) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Renzi 
Reynolds 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 
Sali 
Schmidt 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (TX) 
Souder 
Stearns 
Sullivan 
Tanner 
Terry 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Turner 
Walberg 
Walden (OR) 
Wamp 
Weldon (FL) 
Weller 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Wicker 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (SC) 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—20 

Clarke 
Clay 
Coble 
Crenshaw 
Davis, Jo Ann 
Goode 
Hastert 

Hayes 
Hinojosa 
Hunter 
Jindal 
Johnson, Sam 
Klein (FL) 
Kucinich 

LaHood 
Lantos 
Paul 
Saxton 
Skelton 
Tancredo 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (during 

the vote). Members are advised that 
there are 2 minutes remaining in this 
vote. 

b 1740 

Mr. PORTER changed his vote from 
‘‘aye’’ to ‘‘no.’’ 

So the bill was passed. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 

QUESTION OF THE PRIVILEGES OF 
THE HOUSE 

Mr. BOEHNER. Mr. Speaker, I have a 
privileged resolution at the desk. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Clerk will report the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
H. RES. 623 

Whereas clause one of House rule XXIII 
(Code of Official Conduct) states, ‘‘A Mem-
ber, Delegate, Resident Commissioner, offi-
cer or employee of the House shall conduct 
himself at all times in a manner that shall 
reflect creditably on the House,’’; 

Whereas the House Ethics Manual states 
that, ‘‘The public has a right to expect Mem-
bers, officers and employees to exercise im-
partial judgment in performing their duties’’ 
and ‘‘this Committee has cautioned all Mem-
bers ‘to avoid situations in which even an in-
ference might be drawn suggesting improper 
action’ ’’; 

Whereas clause eight of House rule XVII 
states, ‘‘The Congressional Record shall be a 
substantially verbatim account of remarks 
made during the proceedings of the House, 
subject only to the technical, grammatical, 
and typographical corrections authorized by 
the Member, Delegate, or Resident Commis-
sioner making the remarks’’; 

Whereas during proceedings of the House 
on August 3, 2007, the gentleman from Ohio, 
Mr. Boehner, the Republican Leader, offered 
a privileged resolution, H. Res. 612; 

Whereas after the clerk completed reading 
the resolution, the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia, Ms. Tauscher, who was in the chair, 
recognized the gentleman from Maryland, 
stating, ‘‘For what purpose does the gen-
tleman from Maryland rise?’’; 

Whereas the gentleman from Maryland, 
Mr. Hoyer, the Majority Leader, then pro-
ceeded to debate Representative Boehner’s 
motion, stating, ‘‘Madam Speaker, enough is 
enough’’ ; 

Whereas in response to the chair’s query, 
‘‘Does the gentleman have an amendment?’’ 
Majority Leader Hoyer stated, ‘‘I move to 
table the resolution’’; 

Whereas the chair then recognized the Re-
publican Leader who raised a point of order 
that the chair failed to acknowledge, which 
the chair declined to entertain; 

Whereas as the chair was putting the ques-
tion to the House, Republican Leader 
Boehner stated, ‘‘isn’t it correct that the 
gentleman from Maryland engaged in debate, 
which allows the House to then proceed with 
up to one hour of debate on this resolu-
tion?’’; 

Whereas the chair stated, ‘‘The chair did 
not yet rule that the question constitutes a 
question of privilege’’; 

Whereas a video recording produced by the 
Office of the Chief Administrative Officer 
confirms that the chair, in fact, never ruled 
on whether the resolution offered by the Re-
publican Leader constituted a question of 
privilege; 

Whereas the Speaker, as the presiding offi-
cer, has a duty to be a fair and impartial ar-
biter of the proceedings of the House, held to 
the highest ethical standards in deciding the 
various questions as they arise with impar-
tiality and courtesy toward all Members, re-
gardless of party affiliation; 

Whereas the Republican Leader, and any 
other Member of the House raising a point of 
order, is entitled to state a point of order 
and to receive a ruling on it from the chair; 

Whereas statements made on the floor of 
the House during the aforementioned pro-
ceedings of August 3, 2007 do not appear in 
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the Congressional Record for that day, and 
the same Congressional Record reports as 
having been spoken statements that were 
not made; 

Whereas the House adopted H. Res. 611, es-
tablishing a Select Committee to investigate 
voting irregularities occurring in the House 
on August 2, 2007; and 

Whereas H. Res. 612 was offered in response 
to the events stemming from the incident of 
August 2, 2007: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That— 
(1) the Select Committee to Investigate 

the Voting Irregularities of August 2, 2007 is 
directed to investigate and include in the 
initial report its findings and resulting rec-
ommendations concerning the actions of the 
gentlewoman from California (Ms. Tauscher) 
while presiding over the House on August 3, 
2007 at the time the Republican Leader of-
fered H. Res. 612 and the actions which led to 
the differences between the statements in 
the Congressional Record and those actually 
spoken on that day; and, 

(2) the Congressional Record for the legis-
lative day of August 3, 2007 be corrected to 
reflect verbatim the words actually spoken 
during consideration of H. Res. 612. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The res-
olution presents a question of privi-
lege. 

MOTION TO TABLE OFFERED BY MR. CLYBURN 

Mr. CLYBURN. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the resolution be laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion to table. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. BOEHNER. Mr. Speaker, on that 
I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 216, nays 
182, not voting 34, as follows: 

[Roll No. 833] 

YEAS—216 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Allen 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boyd (FL) 
Boyda (KS) 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown, Corrine 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Castor 
Chandler 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Conyers 

Cooper 
Costa 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis, Lincoln 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
DeLauro 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly 
Doyle 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emanuel 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Frank (MA) 
Giffords 
Gillibrand 
Gonzalez 
Gordon 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 

Hall (NY) 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Hinchey 
Hirono 
Hodes 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hooley 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones (OH) 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kind 
Lampson 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Loebsack 

Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lynch 
Mahoney (FL) 
Maloney (NY) 
Markey 
Marshall 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum (MN) 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McIntyre 
McNerney 
McNulty 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Michaud 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murtha 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Oberstar 
Obey 

Olver 
Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor 
Perlmutter 
Pomeroy 
Price (NC) 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Reyes 
Rodriguez 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shuler 
Sires 
Slaughter 

Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Space 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stupak 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 
Towns 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz (MN) 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch (VT) 
Wexler 
Wilson (OH) 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Wynn 
Yarmuth 

NAYS—182 

Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Baker 
Barrett (SC) 
Bartlett (MD) 
Barton (TX) 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Bono 
Boozman 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Broun (GA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp (MI) 
Campbell (CA) 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Capito 
Carter 
Castle 
Chabot 
Cole (OK) 
Conaway 
Cubin 
Culberson 
Davis (KY) 
Davis, David 
Davis, Tom 
Deal (GA) 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Doolittle 
Drake 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Ehlers 
Emerson 
English (PA) 
Everett 
Fallin 

Ferguson 
Flake 
Forbes 
Fossella 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Gilchrest 
Gillmor 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Granger 
Graves 
Hall (TX) 
Hastings (WA) 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Hobson 
Hoekstra 
Hulshof 
Inglis (SC) 
Issa 
Johnson (IL) 
Jordan 
Keller 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Kline (MN) 
Knollenberg 
Kuhl (NY) 
Lamborn 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
LoBiondo 
Lucas 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Mack 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul (TX) 
McCotter 
McCrery 
McHenry 
McHugh 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 

Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 
Moran (KS) 
Murphy, Tim 
Musgrave 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Pearce 
Pence 
Peterson (PA) 
Petri 
Pickering 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe 
Porter 
Price (GA) 
Pryce (OH) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Ramstad 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Renzi 
Reynolds 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 
Sali 
Schmidt 
Shadegg 
Shays 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Souder 
Stearns 
Sullivan 
Terry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Turner 
Upton 
Walberg 
Walden (OR) 
Walsh (NY) 

Wamp 
Weldon (FL) 
Weller 
Westmoreland 

Whitfield 
Wicker 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (SC) 

Wolf 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—34 

Carson 
Clarke 
Clay 
Coble 
Costello 
Crenshaw 
Davis, Jo Ann 
Delahunt 
Feeney 
Fortenberry 
Gingrey 
Goode 

Hastert 
Hayes 
Hinojosa 
Hunter 
Jindal 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones (NC) 
Kilpatrick 
Klein (FL) 
Kucinich 
LaHood 
Lantos 

Lipinski 
Paul 
Payne 
Peterson (MN) 
Saxton 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Skelton 
Tancredo 
Thornberry 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during 
the vote). Members are advised there 
are 2 minutes left in this vote. 

b 1802 

So the motion to table was agreed to. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

Mr. FEENEY. Mr. Speaker, I would 
ask on the last vote, myself from Flor-
ida, the gentleman from Illinois, and 
the gentleman from Georgia be per-
mitted to cast their vote. 

The gentleman from Georgia, Mr. 
GINGREY would vote ‘‘no.’’ I would vote 
‘‘no.’’ The gentleman from Illinois, Mr. 
LIPINSKI, would vote ‘‘aye.’’ 

f 

REMOVAL OF NAME OF MEMBER 
AS COSPONSOR OF H.J. RES. 40 

Mrs. MALONEY of New York. Mr. 
Speaker, Mr. JOE DONNELLY was mis-
takenly listed as a cosponsor of H.J. 
Res. 40, and I would like to remove him 
as a cosponsor of H.J. Res. 40. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from New York? 

There was no objection. 

f 

PERMISSION FOR MEMBER TO BE 
CONSIDERED AS FIRST SPONSOR 
OF H.R. 1246 

Mrs. TAUSCHER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that I may here-
after be considered to be the first spon-
sor of H.R. 1246, a bill originally intro-
duced by Representative Marty Meehan 
of Massachusetts, for the purposes of 
adding cosponsors and requesting 
reprintings pursuant to clause 7 of rule 
XII. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from California? 

There was no objection. 
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AUTHORIZING THE CLERK TO 

MAKE CORRECTIONS IN EN-
GROSSMENT OF H.R. 3221, NEW 
DIRECTION FOR ENERGY INDE-
PENDENCE, NATIONAL SECU-
RITY, AND CONSUMER PROTEC-
TION ACT 

Mr. RANGEL. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Clerk be 
authorized to make technical correc-
tions in the engrossment of H.R. 3221, 
to include corrections in spelling, 
punctuation, section numbering and 
cross-referencing, and the insertion of 
appropriate headings. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from New York? 

There was no objection. 
f 

RENEWABLE ENERGY AND EN-
ERGY CONSERVATION TAX ACT 
OF 2007 

Mr. RANGEL. Mr. Speaker, pursuant 
to House Resolution 615, I call up the 
bill (H.R. 2776) to amend the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 to provide tax in-
centives for the production of renew-
able energy and energy conservation, 
and ask for its immediate consider-
ation. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 2776 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE; AMENDMENT OF 1986 

CODE; TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
(a) SHORT TITLE.—This Act may be cited as 

the ‘‘Renewable Energy and Energy Con-
servation Tax Act of 2007’’. 

(b) AMENDMENT OF 1986 CODE.—Except as 
otherwise expressly provided, whenever in 
this Act an amendment or repeal is ex-
pressed in terms of an amendment to, or re-
peal of, a section or other provision, the ref-
erence shall be considered to be made to a 
section or other provision of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986. 

(c) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of con-
tents of this Act is as follows: 
Sec. 1. Short title; amendment of 1986 Code; 

table of contents. 
TITLE I—PRODUCTION INCENTIVES 

Sec. 101. Extension and modification of re-
newable energy credit. 

Sec. 102. Production credit for electricity 
produced from marine renew-
ables. 

Sec. 103. Extension and modification of en-
ergy credit. 

Sec. 104. New clean renewable energy bonds. 
Sec. 105. Extension and modification of spe-

cial rule to implement FERC 
and State electric restructuring 
policy. 

Sec. 106. Repeal of dollar limitation and al-
lowance against alternative 
minimum tax for residential 
solar and fuel cell property 
credit. 

TITLE II—CONSERVATION 
Subtitle A—Transportation 

Sec. 201. Credit for plug-in hybrid vehicles. 
Sec. 202. Extension and modification of al-

ternative fuel vehicle refueling 
property credit. 

Sec. 203. Extension and modification of cred-
its for biodiesel and renewable 
diesel. 

Sec. 204. Credit for production of cellulosic 
alcohol. 

Sec. 205. Extension of transportation fringe 
benefit to bicycle commuters. 

Sec. 206. Modification of limitation on auto-
mobile depreciation. 

Sec. 207. Restructuring of New York Liberty 
Zone tax credits. 

Subtitle B—Other Conservation Provisions 
Sec. 211. Qualified energy conservation 

bonds. 
Sec. 212. Qualified residential energy effi-

ciency assistance bonds. 
Sec. 213. Extension of energy efficient com-

mercial buildings deduction. 
Sec. 214. Modifications of energy efficient 

appliance credit for appliances 
produced after 2007. 

Sec. 215. Five-year applicable recovery pe-
riod for depreciation of quali-
fied energy management de-
vices. 

TITLE III—REVENUE PROVISIONS 
Subtitle A—Denial of Oil and Gas Tax 

Benefits 
Sec. 301. Denial of deduction for income at-

tributable to domestic produc-
tion of oil, natural gas, or pri-
mary products thereof. 

Sec. 302. 7-year amortization of geological 
and geophysical expenditures 
for certain major integrated oil 
companies. 

Sec. 303. Clarification of determination of 
foreign oil and gas extraction 
income. 

Subtitle B—Clarification of Eligibility for 
Certain Fuel Credits 

Sec. 311. Clarification of eligibility for re-
newable diesel credit. 

Sec. 312. Clarification that credits for fuel 
are designed to provide an in-
centive for United States pro-
duction. 

TITLE IV—OTHER PROVISIONS 
Subtitle A—Studies 

Sec. 401. Carbon audit of the tax code. 
Sec. 402. Comprehensive study of biofuels. 
Subtitle B—Application of Certain Labor 

Standards on Projects Financed Under Tax 
Credit Bonds 

Sec. 411. Application of certain labor stand-
ards on projects financed under 
tax credit bonds. 

TITLE I—PRODUCTION INCENTIVES 
SEC. 101. EXTENSION AND MODIFICATION OF RE-

NEWABLE ENERGY CREDIT. 
(a) EXTENSION OF CREDIT.—Each of the fol-

lowing provisions of section 45(d) (relating to 
qualified facilities) is amended by striking 
‘‘January 1, 2009’’ and inserting ‘‘January 1, 
2013’’: 

(1) Paragraph (1). 
(2) Clauses (i) and (ii) of paragraph (2)(A). 
(3) Clauses (i)(I) and (ii) of paragraph 

(3)(A). 
(4) Paragraph (4). 
(5) Paragraph (5). 
(6) Paragraph (6). 
(7) Paragraph (7). 
(8) Subparagraphs (A) and (B) of paragraph 

(9). 
(b) MODIFICATION OF CREDIT PHASEOUT.— 
(1) REPEAL OF PHASEOUT.—Subsection (b) of 

section 45 is amended— 
(A) by striking paragraph (1), and 
(B) by striking ‘‘the 8 cent amount in para-

graph (1),’’ in paragraph (2) thereof. 

(2) LIMITATION BASED ON INVESTMENT IN FA-
CILITY.—Subsection (b) of section 45 is 
amended by inserting before paragraph (2) 
the following new paragraph: 

‘‘(1) LIMITATION BASED ON INVESTMENT IN 
FACILITY.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—In the case of any quali-
fied facility originally placed in service after 
December 31, 2008, the amount of the credit 
determined under subsection (a) for any tax-
able year with respect to electricity pro-
duced at such facility shall not exceed the 
product of— 

‘‘(i) the applicable percentage with respect 
to such facility, multiplied by 

‘‘(ii) the eligible basis of such facility. 
‘‘(B) CARRYFORWARD OF UNUSED LIMITATION 

AND EXCESS CREDIT.— 
‘‘(i) UNUSED LIMITATION.—If the limitation 

imposed under subparagraph (A) with respect 
to any facility for any taxable year exceeds 
the credit determined under subsection (a) 
(determined without regard to this para-
graph) with respect to such facility for such 
taxable year, the limitation imposed under 
subparagraph (A) with respect to such facil-
ity for the succeeding taxable year shall be 
increased by the amount of such excess. 

‘‘(ii) EXCESS CREDIT.—If the credit deter-
mined under subsection (a) (determined 
without regard to this paragraph) with re-
spect to any facility for any taxable year ex-
ceeds the limitation imposed under subpara-
graph (A) with respect to such facility for 
such taxable year, the credit determined 
under subsection (a) with respect to such fa-
cility for the succeeding taxable year (deter-
mined before the application of subpara-
graph (A) for such succeeding taxable year) 
shall be increased by the amount of such ex-
cess. With respect to any facility, no amount 
may carried forward under this clause to any 
taxable year beginning after the 10-year pe-
riod described in subsection (a)(2)(A)(ii) with 
respect to such facility. 

‘‘(C) APPLICABLE PERCENTAGE.—For pur-
poses of this paragraph— 

‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘applicable per-
centage’ means, with respect to any facility, 
the appropriate percentage prescribed by the 
Secretary for the month in which such facil-
ity is originally placed in service. 

‘‘(ii) METHOD OF PRESCRIBING PERCENT-
AGES.—The percentages prescribed by the 
Secretary for any month under clause (i) 
shall be percentages which yield over a 10- 
year period amounts of limitation under sub-
paragraph (A) which have a present value 
equal to 35 percent of the eligible basis of the 
facility. 

‘‘(iii) METHOD OF DISCOUNTING.—The 
present value under clause (ii) shall be deter-
mined— 

‘‘(I) as of the last day of the 1st year of the 
10-year period referred to in clause (ii), 

‘‘(II) by using a discount rate equal to the 
average annual interest rate of tax-exempt 
obligations having a term of 10 years or more 
which are issued during the month preceding 
the month for which the percentage is being 
prescribed, and 

‘‘(III) by taking into account the limita-
tion under subparagraph (A) for any year on 
the last day of such year. 

‘‘(D) ELIGIBLE BASIS.—For purposes of this 
paragraph, the term ‘eligible basis’ means, 
with respect to any facility, the basis of such 
facility determined as of the time that such 
facility is originally placed in service. 

‘‘(E) SPECIAL RULE FOR FIRST AND LAST 
YEAR OF CREDIT PERIOD.—In the case of any 
taxable year any portion of which is not 
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within the 10-year period described in sub-
section (a)(2)(A)(ii) with respect to any facil-
ity, the amount of the limitation under sub-
paragraph (A) with respect to such facility 
shall be reduced by an amount which bears 
the same ratio to the amount of such limita-
tion (determined without regard to this sub-
paragraph) as such portion of the taxable 
year which is not within such period bears to 
the entire taxable year.’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 

paragraph (2), the amendments made by this 
section shall apply to property originally 
placed in service after December 31, 2008. 

(2) REPEAL OF CREDIT PHASEOUT.—The 
amendments made by subsection (b)(1) shall 
apply to taxable years ending after Decem-
ber 31, 2008. 
SEC. 102. PRODUCTION CREDIT FOR ELEC-

TRICITY PRODUCED FROM MARINE 
RENEWABLES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Paragraph (1) of section 
45(c) (relating to resources) is amended by 
striking ‘‘and’’ at the end of subparagraph 
(G), by striking the period at the end of sub-
paragraph (H) and inserting ‘‘, and’’, and by 
adding at the end the following new subpara-
graph: 

‘‘(I) marine and hydrokinetic renewable 
energy.’’. 

(b) MARINE RENEWABLES.—Subsection (c) of 
section 45 is amended by adding at the end 
the following new paragraph: 

‘‘(10) MARINE AND HYDROKINETIC RENEWABLE 
ENERGY.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘marine and 
hydrokinetic renewable energy’ means en-
ergy derived from— 

‘‘(i) waves, tides, and currents in oceans, 
estuaries, and tidal areas, 

‘‘(ii) free flowing water in rivers, lakes, and 
streams, 

‘‘(iii) free flowing water in an irrigation 
system, canal, or other man-made channel, 
including projects that utilize nonmechan-
ical structures to accelerate the flow of 
water for electric power production purposes, 
or 

‘‘(iv) differentials in ocean temperature 
(ocean thermal energy conversion). 

‘‘(B) EXCEPTIONS.—Such term shall not in-
clude any energy which is derived from any 
source which utilizes a dam, diversionary 
structure (except as provided in subpara-
graph (A)(iii)), or impoundment for electric 
power production purposes.’’. 

(c) DEFINITION OF FACILITY.—Subsection (d) 
of section 45 is amended by adding at the end 
the following new paragraph: 

‘‘(11) MARINE AND HYDROKINETIC RENEWABLE 
ENERGY FACILITIES.—In the case of a facility 
producing electricity from marine and 
hydrokinetic renewable energy, the term 
‘qualified facility’ means any facility owned 
by the taxpayer— 

‘‘(A) which has a nameplate capacity rat-
ing of at least 150 kilowatts, and 

‘‘(B) which is originally placed in service 
on or after the date of the enactment of this 
paragraph and before January 1, 2013.’’. 

(d) CREDIT RATE.—Subparagraph (A) of sec-
tion 45(b)(4) is amended by striking ‘‘or (9)’’ 
and inserting ‘‘(9), or (11)’’. 

(e) COORDINATION WITH SMALL IRRIGATION 
POWER.—Paragraph (5) of section 45(d), as 
amended by this Act, is amended by striking 
‘‘January 1, 2013’’ and inserting ‘‘the date of 
the enactment of paragraph (11)’’. 

(f) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to elec-
tricity produced and sold after the date of 
the enactment of this Act, in taxable years 
ending after such date. 

SEC. 103. EXTENSION AND MODIFICATION OF EN-
ERGY CREDIT. 

(a) EXTENSION OF CREDIT.— 
(1) SOLAR ENERGY PROPERTY.—Paragraphs 

(2)(A)(i)(II) and (3)(A)(ii) of section 48(a) (re-
lating to energy credit) are each amended by 
striking ‘‘January 1, 2009’’ and inserting 
‘‘January 1, 2017’’. 

(2) FUEL CELL PROPERTY.—Subparagraph 
(E) of section 48(c)(1) (relating to qualified 
fuel cell property) is amended by striking 
‘‘December 31, 2008’’ and inserting ‘‘Decem-
ber 31, 2016’’. 

(b) ALLOWANCE OF ENERGY CREDIT AGAINST 
ALTERNATIVE MINIMUM TAX.—Subparagraph 
(B) of section 38(c)(4) (relating to specified 
credits) is amended by striking ‘‘and’’ at the 
end of clause (iii), by striking the period at 
the end of clause (iv) and inserting ‘‘, and’’, 
and by adding at the end the following new 
clause: 

‘‘(v) the credit determined under section 46 
to the extent that such credit is attributable 
to the energy credit determined under sec-
tion 48.’’. 

(c) INCREASE OF CREDIT LIMITATION FOR 
FUEL CELL PROPERTY.—Subparagraph (B) of 
section 48(c)(1) is amended by striking ‘‘$500’’ 
and inserting ‘‘$1,500’’. 

(d) PUBLIC ELECTRIC UTILITY PROPERTY 
TAKEN INTO ACCOUNT.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Paragraph (3) of section 
48(a) is amended by striking the second sen-
tence thereof. 

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 
(A) Paragraph (1) of section 48(c) is amend-

ed by striking subparagraph (D) and redesig-
nating subparagraph (E) as subparagraph 
(D). 

(B) Paragraph (2) of section 48(c) is amend-
ed by striking subparagraph (D) and redesig-
nating subparagraph (E) as subparagraph 
(D). 

(e) CLERICAL AMENDMENTS.—Paragraphs 
(1)(B) and (2)(B) of section 48(c) are each 
amended by striking ‘‘paragraph (1)’’ and in-
serting ‘‘subsection (a)’’. 

(f) EFFECTIVE DATE.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as otherwise pro-

vided in this subsection, the amendments 
made by this section shall take effect on the 
date of the enactment of this Act. 

(2) ALLOWANCE AGAINST ALTERNATIVE MIN-
IMUM TAX.—The amendments made by sub-
section (b) shall apply to credits determined 
under section 46 of the Internal Revenue 
Code of 1986 in taxable years beginning after 
the date of the enactment of this Act and to 
carrybacks of such credits. 

(3) INCREASE IN LIMITATION; PUBLIC ELEC-
TRIC UTILITY PROPERTY.—The amendments 
made by subsections (c) and (d) shall apply 
to periods after the date of the enactment of 
this Act, in taxable years ending after such 
date, under rules similar to the rules of sec-
tion 48(m) of the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986 (as in effect on the day before the date 
of the enactment of the Revenue Reconcili-
ation Act of 1990). 
SEC. 104. NEW CLEAN RENEWABLE ENERGY 

BONDS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Part IV of subchapter A 

of chapter 1 (relating to credits against tax) 
is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing new subpart: 

‘‘Subpart I—Qualified Tax Credit Bonds 
‘‘Sec. 54A. Credit to holders of qualified tax 

credit bonds. 
‘‘Sec. 54B. New clean renewable energy 

bonds. 
‘‘SEC. 54A. CREDIT TO HOLDERS OF QUALIFIED 

TAX CREDIT BONDS. 
‘‘(a) ALLOWANCE OF CREDIT.—If a taxpayer 

holds a qualified tax credit bond on one or 

more credit allowance dates of the bond dur-
ing any taxable year, there shall be allowed 
as a credit against the tax imposed by this 
chapter for the taxable year an amount 
equal to the sum of the credits determined 
under subsection (b) with respect to such 
dates. 

‘‘(b) AMOUNT OF CREDIT.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The amount of the credit 

determined under this subsection with re-
spect to any credit allowance date for a 
qualified tax credit bond is 25 percent of the 
annual credit determined with respect to 
such bond. 

‘‘(2) ANNUAL CREDIT.—The annual credit de-
termined with respect to any qualified tax 
credit bond is the product of— 

‘‘(A) the applicable credit rate, multiplied 
by 

‘‘(B) the outstanding face amount of the 
bond. 

‘‘(3) APPLICABLE CREDIT RATE.—For pur-
poses of paragraph (2), the applicable credit 
rate is the rate which the Secretary esti-
mates will permit the issuance of qualified 
tax credit bonds with a specified maturity or 
redemption date without discount and with-
out interest cost to the qualified issuer. The 
applicable credit rate with respect to any 
qualified tax credit bond shall be determined 
as of the first day on which there is a bind-
ing, written contract for the sale or ex-
change of the bond. 

‘‘(4) SPECIAL RULE FOR ISSUANCE AND RE-
DEMPTION.—In the case of a bond which is 
issued during the 3-month period ending on a 
credit allowance date, the amount of the 
credit determined under this subsection with 
respect to such credit allowance date shall 
be a ratable portion of the credit otherwise 
determined based on the portion of the 3- 
month period during which the bond is out-
standing. A similar rule shall apply when the 
bond is redeemed or matures. 

‘‘(c) LIMITATION BASED ON AMOUNT OF 
TAX.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The credit allowed under 
subsection (a) for any taxable year shall not 
exceed the excess of— 

‘‘(A) the sum of the regular tax liability 
(as defined in section 26(b)) plus the tax im-
posed by section 55, over 

‘‘(B) the sum of the credits allowable under 
this part (other than subpart C and this sub-
part). 

‘‘(2) CARRYOVER OF UNUSED CREDIT.—If the 
credit allowable under subsection (a) exceeds 
the limitation imposed by paragraph (1) for 
such taxable year, such excess shall be car-
ried to the succeeding taxable year and 
added to the credit allowable under sub-
section (a) for such taxable year (determined 
before the application of paragraph (1) for 
such succeeding taxable year). 

‘‘(d) QUALIFIED TAX CREDIT BOND.—For 
purposes of this section— 

‘‘(1) QUALIFIED TAX CREDIT BOND.—The term 
‘qualified tax credit bond’ means a new clean 
renewable energy bond which is part of an 
issue that meets the requirements of para-
graphs (2), (3), (4), and (5). 

‘‘(2) SPECIAL RULES RELATING TO EXPENDI-
TURES.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—An issue shall be treated 
as meeting the requirements of this para-
graph if, as of the date of issuance, the issuer 
reasonably expects— 

‘‘(i) 100 percent or more of the available 
project proceeds to be spent for 1 or more 
qualified purposes within the 3-year period 
beginning on such date of issuance, and 

‘‘(ii) a binding commitment with a third 
party to spend at least 10 percent of such 
available project proceeds will be incurred 
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within the 6-month period beginning on such 
date of issuance. 

‘‘(B) FAILURE TO SPEND REQUIRED AMOUNT 
OF BOND PROCEEDS WITHIN 3 YEARS.— 

‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—To the extent that less 
than 100 percent of the available project pro-
ceeds of the issue are expended by the close 
of the expenditure period for 1 or more quali-
fied purposes, the issuer shall redeem all of 
the nonqualified bonds within 90 days after 
the end of such period. For purposes of this 
paragraph, the amount of the nonqualified 
bonds required to be redeemed shall be deter-
mined in the same manner as under section 
142. 

‘‘(ii) EXPENDITURE PERIOD.—For purposes of 
this subpart, the term ‘expenditure period’ 
means, with respect to any issue, the 3-year 
period beginning on the date of issuance. 
Such term shall include any extension of 
such period under clause (iii). 

‘‘(iii) EXTENSION OF PERIOD.—Upon submis-
sion of a request prior to the expiration of 
the expenditure period (determined without 
regard to any extension under this clause), 
the Secretary may extend such period if the 
issuer establishes that the failure to expend 
the proceeds within the original expenditure 
period is due to reasonable cause and the ex-
penditures for qualified purposes will con-
tinue to proceed with due diligence. 

‘‘(C) QUALIFIED PURPOSE.—For purposes of 
this paragraph, the term ‘qualified purpose’ 
means a purpose specified in section 
54B(a)(1). 

‘‘(D) REIMBURSEMENT.—For purposes of this 
subtitle, available project proceeds of an 
issue shall be treated as spent for a qualified 
purpose if such proceeds are used to reim-
burse the issuer for amounts paid for a quali-
fied purpose after the date that the Sec-
retary makes an allocation of bond limita-
tion with respect to such issue, but only if— 

‘‘(i) prior to the payment of the original 
expenditure, the issuer declared its intent to 
reimburse such expenditure with the pro-
ceeds of a qualified tax credit bond, 

‘‘(ii) not later than 60 days after payment 
of the original expenditure, the issuer adopts 
an official intent to reimburse the original 
expenditure with such proceeds, and 

‘‘(iii) the reimbursement is made not later 
than 18 months after the date the original 
expenditure is paid. 

‘‘(3) REPORTING.—An issue shall be treated 
as meeting the requirements of this para-
graph if the issuer of qualified tax credit 
bonds submits reports similar to the reports 
required under section 149(e). 

‘‘(4) SPECIAL RULES RELATING TO ARBI-
TRAGE.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—An issue shall be treated 
as meeting the requirements of this para-
graph if the issuer satisfies the requirements 
of section 148 with respect to the proceeds of 
the issue. 

‘‘(B) SPECIAL RULE FOR INVESTMENTS DUR-
ING EXPENDITURE PERIOD.—An issue shall not 
be treated as failing to meet the require-
ments of subparagraph (A) by reason of any 
investment of available project proceeds dur-
ing the expenditure period. 

‘‘(C) SPECIAL RULE FOR RESERVE FUNDS.— 
An issue shall not be treated as failing to 
meet the requirements of subparagraph (A) 
by reason of any fund which is expected to be 
used to repay such issue if— 

‘‘(i) such fund is funded at a rate not more 
rapid than equal annual installments, 

‘‘(ii) such fund is funded in a manner that 
such fund will not exceed the amount nec-
essary to repay the issue if invested at the 
maximum rate permitted under clause (iii), 
and 

‘‘(iii) the yield on such fund is not greater 
than the discount rate determined under 
paragraph (5)(B) with respect to the issue. 

‘‘(5) MATURITY LIMITATION.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—An issue shall not be 

treated as meeting the requirements of this 
paragraph if the maturity of any bond which 
is part of such issue exceeds the maximum 
term determined by the Secretary under sub-
paragraph (B). 

‘‘(B) MAXIMUM TERM.—During each cal-
endar month, the Secretary shall determine 
the maximum term permitted under this 
paragraph for bonds issued during the fol-
lowing calendar month. Such maximum 
term shall be the term which the Secretary 
estimates will result in the present value of 
the obligation to repay the principal on the 
bond being equal to 50 percent of the face 
amount of such bond. Such present value 
shall be determined using as a discount rate 
the average annual interest rate of tax-ex-
empt obligations having a term of 10 years or 
more which are issued during the month. If 
the term as so determined is not a multiple 
of a whole year, such term shall be rounded 
to the next highest whole year. 

‘‘(e) OTHER DEFINITIONS.—For purposes of 
this subchapter— 

‘‘(1) CREDIT ALLOWANCE DATE.—The term 
‘credit allowance date’ means— 

‘‘(A) March 15, 
‘‘(B) June 15, 
‘‘(C) September 15, and 
‘‘(D) December 15. 

Such term includes the last day on which the 
bond is outstanding. 

‘‘(2) BOND.—The term ‘bond’ includes any 
obligation. 

‘‘(3) STATE.—The term ‘State’ includes the 
District of Columbia and any possession of 
the United States. 

‘‘(4) AVAILABLE PROJECT PROCEEDS.—The 
term ‘available project proceeds’ means— 

‘‘(A) the excess of— 
‘‘(i) the proceeds from the sale of an issue, 

over 
‘‘(ii) the issuance costs financed by the 

issue (to the extent that such costs do not 
exceed 2 percent of such proceeds), and 

‘‘(B) the proceeds from any investment of 
the excess described in subparagraph (A). 

‘‘(f) CREDIT TREATED AS INTEREST.—For 
purposes of this subtitle, the credit deter-
mined under subsection (a) shall be treated 
as interest which is includible in gross in-
come. 

‘‘(g) S CORPORATIONS AND PARTNERSHIPS.— 
In the case of a tax credit bond held by an S 
corporation or partnership, the allocation of 
the credit allowed by this section to the 
shareholders of such corporation or partners 
of such partnership shall be treated as a dis-
tribution. 

‘‘(h) BONDS HELD BY REGULATED INVEST-
MENT COMPANIES AND REAL ESTATE INVEST-
MENT TRUSTS.—If any qualified tax credit 
bond is held by a regulated investment com-
pany or a real estate investment trust, the 
credit determined under subsection (a) shall 
be allowed to shareholders of such company 
or beneficiaries of such trust (and any gross 
income included under subsection (f) with re-
spect to such credit shall be treated as dis-
tributed to such shareholders or bene-
ficiaries) under procedures prescribed by the 
Secretary. 

‘‘(i) CREDITS MAY BE STRIPPED.—Under reg-
ulations prescribed by the Secretary— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—There may be a separa-
tion (including at issuance) of the ownership 
of a qualified tax credit bond and the entitle-
ment to the credit under this section with 
respect to such bond. In case of any such sep-

aration, the credit under this section shall 
be allowed to the person who on the credit 
allowance date holds the instrument evi-
dencing the entitlement to the credit and 
not to the holder of the bond. 

‘‘(2) CERTAIN RULES TO APPLY.—In the case 
of a separation described in paragraph (1), 
the rules of section 1286 shall apply to the 
qualified tax credit bond as if it were a 
stripped bond and to the credit under this 
section as if it were a stripped coupon. 
‘‘SEC. 54B. NEW CLEAN RENEWABLE ENERGY 

BONDS. 
‘‘(a) NEW CLEAN RENEWABLE ENERGY 

BOND.—For purposes of this subpart, the 
term ‘new clean renewable energy bond’ 
means any bond issued as part of an issue 
if— 

‘‘(1) 100 percent of the available project 
proceeds of such issue are to be used for cap-
ital expenditures incurred by public power 
providers or cooperative electric companies 
for one or more qualified renewable energy 
facilities, 

‘‘(2) the bond is issued by a qualified issuer, 
and 

‘‘(3) the issuer designates such bond for 
purposes of this section. 

‘‘(b) REDUCED CREDIT AMOUNT.—The annual 
credit determined under section 54A(b) with 
respect to any new clean renewable energy 
bond shall be 70 percent of the amount so de-
termined without regard to this subsection. 

‘‘(c) LIMITATION ON AMOUNT OF BONDS DES-
IGNATED.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The maximum aggregate 
face amount of bonds which may be des-
ignated under subsection (a) by any issuer 
shall not exceed the limitation amount allo-
cated under this subsection to such issuer. 

‘‘(2) NATIONAL LIMITATION ON AMOUNT OF 
BONDS DESIGNATED.—There is a national new 
clean renewable energy bond limitation of 
$2,000,000,000 which shall be allocated by the 
Secretary as provided in paragraph (3), ex-
cept that— 

‘‘(A) not more than 60 percent thereof may 
be allocated to qualified projects of public 
power providers, and 

‘‘(B) not more than 40 percent thereof may 
be allocated to qualified projects of coopera-
tive electric companies. 

‘‘(3) METHOD OF ALLOCATION.— 
‘‘(A) ALLOCATION AMONG PUBLIC POWER PRO-

VIDERS.—After the Secretary determines the 
qualified projects of public power providers 
which are appropriate for receiving an allo-
cation of the national new clean renewable 
energy bond limitation, the Secretary shall, 
to the maximum extent practicable, make 
allocations among such projects in such 
manner that the amount allocated to each 
such project bears the same ratio to the cost 
of such project as the limitation under sub-
paragraph (2)(A) bears to the cost of all such 
projects. 

‘‘(B) ALLOCATION AMONG COOPERATIVE ELEC-
TRIC COMPANIES.—The Secretary shall make 
allocations of the amount of the national 
new clean renewable energy bond limitation 
described in paragraph (2)(B) among quali-
fied projects of cooperative electric compa-
nies in such manner as the Secretary deter-
mines appropriate. 

‘‘(d) DEFINITIONS.—For purposes of this sec-
tion— 

‘‘(1) QUALIFIED RENEWABLE ENERGY FACIL-
ITY.—The term ‘qualified renewable energy 
facility’ means a qualified facility (as deter-
mined under section 45(d) without regard to 
paragraphs (8) and (10) thereof and to any 
placed in service date) owned by a public 
power provider or a cooperative electric 
company. 
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‘‘(2) PUBLIC POWER PROVIDER.—The term 

‘public power provider’ means a State utility 
with a service obligation, as such terms are 
defined in section 217 of the Federal Power 
Act (as in effect on the date of the enact-
ment of this paragraph). 

‘‘(3) COOPERATIVE ELECTRIC COMPANY.—The 
term ‘cooperative electric company’ means a 
mutual or cooperative electric company de-
scribed in section 501(c)(12) or section 
1381(a)(2)(C). 

‘‘(4) CLEAN RENEWABLE ENERGY BOND LEND-
ER.—The term ‘clean renewable energy bond 
lender’ means a lender which is a cooperative 
which is owned by, or has outstanding loans 
to, 100 or more cooperative electric compa-
nies and is in existence on February 1, 2002, 
and shall include any affiliated entity which 
is controlled by such lender. 

‘‘(5) QUALIFIED ISSUER.—The term ‘quali-
fied issuer’ means a public power provider, a 
cooperative electric company, a clean renew-
able energy bond lender, or a not-for-profit 
electric utility which has received a loan or 
loan guarantee under the Rural Electrifica-
tion Act.’’. 

(b) REPORTING.—Subsection (d) of section 
6049 (relating to returns regarding payments 
of interest) is amended by adding at the end 
the following new paragraph: 

‘‘(9) REPORTING OF CREDIT ON QUALIFIED TAX 
CREDIT BONDS.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—For purposes of sub-
section (a), the term ‘interest’ includes 
amounts includible in gross income under 
section 54A and such amounts shall be treat-
ed as paid on the credit allowance date (as 
defined in section 54A(e)(1)). 

‘‘(B) REPORTING TO CORPORATIONS, ETC.— 
Except as otherwise provided in regulations, 
in the case of any interest described in sub-
paragraph (A) of this paragraph, subsection 
(b)(4) of this section shall be applied without 
regard to subparagraphs (A), (H), (I), (J), (K), 
and (L)(i). 

‘‘(C) REGULATORY AUTHORITY.—The Sec-
retary may prescribe such regulations as are 
necessary or appropriate to carry out the 
purposes of this paragraph, including regula-
tions which require more frequent or more 
detailed reporting.’’. 

(c) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 
(1) Sections 54(c)(2) and 1400N(l)(3)(B) are 

each amended by striking ‘‘subpart C’’ and 
inserting ‘‘subparts C and I’’. 

(2) Section 1397E(c)(2) is amended by strik-
ing ‘‘subpart H’’ and inserting ‘‘subparts H 
and I’’. 

(3) Section 6401(b)(1) is amended by strik-
ing ‘‘and H’’ and inserting ‘‘H, and I’’. 

(4) The heading of subpart H of part IV of 
subchapter A of chapter 1 is amended by 
striking ‘‘Certain Bonds’’ and inserting 
‘‘Clean Renewable Energy Bonds’’. 

(5) The table of subparts for part IV of sub-
chapter A of chapter 1 is amended by strik-
ing the item relating to subpart H and in-
serting the following new items: 

‘‘SUBPART H. NONREFUNDABLE CREDIT TO 
HOLDERS OF CLEAN RENEWABLE ENERGY BONDS. 
‘‘SUBPART I. QUALIFIED TAX CREDIT BONDS.’’. 
(d) EFFECTIVE DATES.—The amendments 

made by this section shall apply to obliga-
tions issued after the date of the enactment 
of this Act. 
SEC. 105. EXTENSION AND MODIFICATION OF 

SPECIAL RULE TO IMPLEMENT FERC 
AND STATE ELECTRIC RESTRUC-
TURING POLICY. 

(a) EXTENSION FOR QUALIFIED ELECTRIC 
UTILITIES.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Paragraph (3) of section 
451(i) (relating to special rule for sales or dis-
positions to implement Federal Energy Reg-

ulatory Commission or State electric re-
structuring policy) is amended by striking 
‘‘before January 1, 2008,’’ and inserting ‘‘be-
fore January 1, 2010, by a qualified electric 
utility,’’. 

(2) QUALIFIED ELECTRIC UTILITY.—Sub-
section (i) of section 451 is amended by redes-
ignating paragraphs (6) through (10) as para-
graphs (7) through (11), respectively, and by 
inserting after paragraph (5) the following 
new paragraph: 

‘‘(6) QUALIFIED ELECTRIC UTILITY.—For pur-
poses of this subsection, the term ‘qualified 
electric utility’ means— 

‘‘(A) an electric utility (as defined in sec-
tion 3(22) of the Federal Power Act (16 U.S.C. 
796(22)), and 

‘‘(B) any person in the same holding com-
pany system (as defined in section 1262(9) of 
the Public Utility Holding Company Act of 
2005 (42 U.S.C. 16451(9)) as an electric utility 
referred to subparagraph (A).’’. 

(b) EXTENSION OF PERIOD FOR TRANSFER OF 
OPERATIONAL CONTROL AUTHORIZED BY 
FERC.—Clause (ii) of section 451(i)(4)(B) is 
amended by striking ‘‘December 31, 2007’’ and 
inserting ‘‘the date which is 4 years after the 
close of the taxable year in which the trans-
action occurs’’. 

(c) PROPERTY LOCATED OUTSIDE THE UNITED 
STATES NOT TREATED AS EXEMPT UTILITY 
PROPERTY.—Paragraph (5) of section 451(i) is 
amended by adding at the end the following 
new subparagraph: 

‘‘(C) EXCEPTION FOR PROPERTY LOCATED 
OUTSIDE THE UNITED STATES.—The term ‘ex-
empt utility property’ shall not include any 
property which is located outside the United 
States.’’. 

(d) EFFECTIVE DATES.— 
(1) EXTENSION.—The amendment made by 

subsection (a) shall apply to transactions 
after December 31, 2007. 

(2) TRANSFERS OF OPERATIONAL CONTROL.— 
The amendment made by subsection (b) shall 
take effect as if included in section 909 of the 
American Jobs Creation Act of 2004. 

(3) EXCEPTION FOR PROPERTY LOCATED OUT-
SIDE THE UNITED STATES.—The amendment 
made by subsection (c) shall apply to trans-
actions after the date of the enactment of 
this Act. 
SEC. 106. REPEAL OF DOLLAR LIMITATION AND 

ALLOWANCE AGAINST ALTERNATIVE 
MINIMUM TAX FOR RESIDENTIAL 
SOLAR AND FUEL CELL PROPERTY 
CREDIT. 

(a) REPEAL OF MAXIMUM DOLLAR LIMITA-
TION.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subsection (b) of section 
25D (relating to limitations) is amended to 
read as follows: 

‘‘(b) CERTIFICATION OF SOLAR WATER HEAT-
ING PROPERTY.—No credit shall be allowed 
under this section for an item of property de-
scribed in subsection (d)(1) unless such prop-
erty is certified for performance by the non- 
profit Solar Rating Certification Corpora-
tion or a comparable entity endorsed by the 
government of the State in which such prop-
erty is installed.’’. 

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 
(A) Subsection (e) of section 25D is amend-

ed by striking paragraph (4) and by redesig-
nating paragraphs (5) through (9) as para-
graphs (4) through (8), respectively. 

(B) Paragraph (1) of section 25C(e) is 
amended by striking ‘‘(8), and (9)’’ and in-
serting ‘‘and (8) (and paragraph (4) as in ef-
fect before its repeal by the Renewable En-
ergy and Energy Conservation Tax Act of 
2007)’’. 

(b) CREDIT ALLOWED AGAINST ALTERNATIVE 
MINIMUM TAX.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subsection (c) of section 
25D is amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(c) LIMITATION BASED ON AMOUNT OF TAX; 
CARRYFORWARD OF UNUSED CREDIT.— 

‘‘(1) LIMITATION BASED ON AMOUNT OF TAX.— 
In the case of a taxable year to which section 
26(a)(2) does not apply, the credit allowed 
under subsection (a) for the taxable year 
shall not exceed the excess of— 

‘‘(A) the sum of the regular tax liability 
(as defined in section 26(b)) plus the tax im-
posed by section 55, over 

‘‘(B) the sum of the credits allowable under 
this subpart (other than this section) and 
section 27 for the taxable year. 

‘‘(2) CARRYFORWARD OF UNUSED CREDIT.— 
‘‘(A) RULE FOR YEARS IN WHICH ALL PER-

SONAL CREDITS ALLOWED AGAINST REGULAR 
AND ALTERNATIVE MINIMUM TAX.—In the case 
of a taxable year to which section 26(a)(2) ap-
plies, if the credit allowable under sub-
section (a) exceeds the limitation imposed by 
section 26(a)(2) for such taxable year reduced 
by the sum of the credits allowable under 
this subpart (other than this section), such 
excess shall be carried to the succeeding tax-
able year and added to the credit allowable 
under subsection (a) for such succeeding tax-
able year. 

‘‘(B) RULE FOR OTHER YEARS.—In the case 
of a taxable year to which section 26(a)(2) 
does not apply, if the credit allowable under 
subsection (a) exceeds the limitation im-
posed by paragraph (1) for such taxable year, 
such excess shall be carried to the suc-
ceeding taxable year and added to the credit 
allowable under subsection (a) for such suc-
ceeding taxable year.’’. 

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 
(A) Section 23(b)(4)(B) is amended by in-

serting ‘‘and section 25D’’ after ‘‘this sec-
tion’’. 

(B) Section 24(b)(3)(B) is amended by strik-
ing ‘‘and 25B’’ and inserting ‘‘, 25B, and 25D’’. 

(C) Section 25B(g)(2) is amended by strik-
ing ‘‘section 23’’ and inserting ‘‘sections 23 
and 25D’’. 

(D) Section 26(a)(1) is amended by striking 
‘‘and 25B’’ and inserting ‘‘25B, and 25D’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATES.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as otherwise pro-

vided in this subsection, the amendments 
made by this section shall apply to expendi-
tures made after the date of the enactment 
of this Act. 

(2) ALLOWANCE AGAINST ALTERNATIVE MIN-
IMUM TAX.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The amendments made 
by subsection (b) shall apply to taxable years 
beginning after the date of the enactment of 
this Act. 

(B) APPLICATION OF EGTRRA SUNSET.—The 
amendments made by subsection (b)(2) shall 
be subject to title IX of the Economic 
Growth and Tax Relief Reconciliation Act of 
2001 in the same manner as the provisions of 
such Act to which such amendments relate. 

TITLE II—CONSERVATION 
Subtitle A—Transportation 

SEC. 201. CREDIT FOR PLUG-IN HYBRID VEHI-
CLES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subpart B of part IV of 
subchapter A of chapter 1 (relating to other 
credits) is amended by adding at the end the 
following new section: 
‘‘SEC. 30D. PLUG-IN HYBRID VEHICLES. 

‘‘(a) ALLOWANCE OF CREDIT.—There shall be 
allowed as a credit against the tax imposed 
by this chapter for the taxable year an 
amount equal to the sum of the credit 
amounts determined under subsection (b) 
with respect to each qualified plug-in hybrid 
vehicle placed in service by the taxpayer 
during the taxable year. 

‘‘(b) PER VEHICLE DOLLAR LIMITATION.— 
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‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The amount determined 

under this subsection with respect to any 
qualified plug-in hybrid vehicle is the sum of 
the amounts determined under paragraphs 
(2) and (3) with respect to such vehicle. 

‘‘(2) BASE AMOUNT.—The amount deter-
mined under this paragraph is $4,000. 

‘‘(3) BATTERY CAPACITY.—In the case of ve-
hicle which draws propulsion energy from a 
battery with not less than 5 kilowatt hours 
of capacity, the amount determined under 
this paragraph is $200, plus $200 for each kilo-
watt hour of capacity in excess of 5 kilowatt 
hours. The amount determined under this 
paragraph shall not exceed $2,000. 

‘‘(c) APPLICATION WITH OTHER CREDITS.— 
‘‘(1) BUSINESS CREDIT TREATED AS PART OF 

GENERAL BUSINESS CREDIT.—So much of the 
credit which would be allowed under sub-
section (a) for any taxable year (determined 
without regard to this subsection) that is at-
tributable to property of a character subject 
to an allowance for depreciation shall be 
treated as a credit listed in section 38(b) for 
such taxable year (and not allowed under 
subsection (a)). 

‘‘(2) PERSONAL CREDIT.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—For purposes of this 

title, the credit allowed under subsection (a) 
for any taxable year (determined after appli-
cation of paragraph (1)) shall be treated as a 
credit allowable under subpart A for such 
taxable year. 

‘‘(B) LIMITATION BASED ON AMOUNT OF 
TAX.—In the case of a taxable year to which 
section 26(a)(2) does not apply, the credit al-
lowed under subsection (a) for any taxable 
year (determined after application of para-
graph (1)) shall not exceed the excess of— 

‘‘(i) the sum of the regular tax liability (as 
defined in section 26(b)) plus the tax imposed 
by section 55, over 

‘‘(ii) the sum of the credits allowable under 
subpart A (other than this section and sec-
tions 23 and 25D) and section 27 for the tax-
able year. 

‘‘(d) QUALIFIED PLUG-IN HYBRID VEHICLE.— 
For purposes of this section— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘qualified plug- 
in hybrid vehicle’ means a motor vehicle (as 
defined in section 30(c)(2))— 

‘‘(A) the original use of which commences 
with the taxpayer, 

‘‘(B) which is acquired for use or lease by 
the taxpayer and not for resale, 

‘‘(C) which is made by a manufacturer, 
‘‘(D) which has a gross vehicle weight rat-

ing of less than 14,000 pounds, 
‘‘(E) which has received a certificate of 

conformity under the Clean Air Act and 
meets or exceeds the Bin 5 Tier II emission 
standard established in regulations pre-
scribed by the Administrator of the Environ-
mental Protection Agency under section 
202(i) of the Clean Air Act for that make and 
model year vehicle, 

‘‘(F) which is propelled to a significant ex-
tent by an electric motor which draws elec-
tricity from a battery which— 

‘‘(i) has a capacity of not less than 4 kilo-
watt hours, and 

‘‘(ii) is capable of being recharged from an 
external source of electricity, and 

‘‘(G) which either— 
‘‘(i) is also propelled to a significant extent 

by other than an electric motor, or 
‘‘(ii) has a significant onboard source of 

electricity which also recharges the battery 
referred to in subparagraph (F). 

‘‘(2) EXCEPTION.—The term ‘qualified plug- 
in hybrid vehicle’ shall not include any vehi-
cle which is not a passenger automobile or 
light truck if such vehicle has a gross vehicle 
weight rating of less than 8,500 pounds. 

‘‘(3) OTHER TERMS.—The terms ‘passenger 
automobile’, ‘light truck’, and ‘manufac-
turer’ have the meanings given such terms in 
regulations prescribed by the Administrator 
of the Environmental Protection Agency for 
purposes of the administration of title II of 
the Clean Air Act (42 U.S.C. 7521 et seq.). 

‘‘(4) BATTERY CAPACITY.—The term ‘capac-
ity’ means, with respect to any battery, the 
quantity of electricity which the battery is 
capable of storing, expressed in kilowatt 
hours, as measured from a 100 percent state 
of charge to a 0 percent state of charge. 

‘‘(e) LIMITATION ON NUMBER OF QUALIFIED 
PLUG-IN HYBRID VEHICLES ELIGIBLE FOR 
CREDIT.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—In the case of a qualified 
plug-in hybrid vehicle sold during the phase-
out period, only the applicable percentage of 
the credit otherwise allowable under sub-
section (a) shall be allowed. 

‘‘(2) PHASEOUT PERIOD.—For purposes of 
this subsection, the phaseout period is the 
period beginning with the second calendar 
quarter following the calendar quarter which 
includes the first date on which the number 
of qualified plug-in hybrid vehicles manufac-
tured by the manufacturer of the vehicle re-
ferred to in paragraph (1) sold for use in the 
United States after the date of the enact-
ment of this section, is at least 60,000. 

‘‘(3) APPLICABLE PERCENTAGE.—For pur-
poses of paragraph (1), the applicable per-
centage is— 

‘‘(A) 50 percent for the first 2 calendar 
quarters of the phaseout period, 

‘‘(B) 25 percent for the 3d and 4th calendar 
quarters of the phaseout period, and 

‘‘(C) 0 percent for each calendar quarter 
thereafter. 

‘‘(4) CONTROLLED GROUPS.—Rules similar to 
the rules of section 30B(f)(4) shall apply for 
purposes of this subsection. 

‘‘(f) SPECIAL RULES.— 
‘‘(1) BASIS REDUCTION.—The basis of any 

property for which a credit is allowable 
under subsection (a) shall be reduced by the 
amount of such credit (determined without 
regard to subsection (c)). 

‘‘(2) RECAPTURE.—The Secretary shall, by 
regulations, provide for recapturing the ben-
efit of any credit allowable under subsection 
(a) with respect to any property which ceases 
to be property eligible for such credit. 

‘‘(3) PROPERTY USED OUTSIDE UNITED 
STATES, ETC., NOT QUALIFIED.—No credit shall 
be allowed under subsection (a) with respect 
to any property referred to in section 50(b)(1) 
or with respect to the portion of the cost of 
any property taken into account under sec-
tion 179. 

‘‘(4) ELECTION NOT TO TAKE CREDIT.—No 
credit shall be allowed under subsection (a) 
for any vehicle if the taxpayer elects to not 
have this section apply to such vehicle. 

‘‘(5) PROPERTY USED BY TAX-EXEMPT ENTITY; 
INTERACTION WITH AIR QUALITY AND MOTOR VE-
HICLE SAFETY STANDARDS.—Rules similar to 
the rules of paragraphs (6) and (10) of section 
30B(h) shall apply for purposes of this sec-
tion.’’. 

(b) PLUG-IN VEHICLES NOT TREATED AS NEW 
QUALIFIED HYBRID VEHICLES.—Section 
30B(d)(3) is amended by adding at the end the 
following new subparagraph: 

‘‘(D) EXCLUSION OF PLUG-IN VEHICLES.—Any 
vehicle with respect to which a credit is al-
lowable under section 30D (determined with-
out regard to subsection (c) thereof) shall 
not be taken into account under this sec-
tion.’’. 

(c) CREDIT MADE PART OF GENERAL BUSI-
NESS CREDIT.—Section 38(b) is amended by 
striking ‘‘and’’ at the end of paragraph (30), 

by striking the period at the end of para-
graph (31) and inserting ‘‘, plus’’, and by add-
ing at the end the following new paragraph: 

‘‘(32) the portion of the plug-in hybrid vehi-
cle credit to which section 30D(c)(1) ap-
plies.’’. 

(d) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 
(1)(A) Section 24(b)(3)(B), as amended by 

this Act, is amended by striking ‘‘and 25D’’ 
and inserting ‘‘25D, and 30D’’. 

(B) Section 25(e)(1)(C)(ii) is amended by in-
serting ‘‘30D,’’ after ‘‘25D,’’. 

(C) Section 25B(g)(2), as amended by this 
Act, is amended by striking ‘‘and 25D’’ and 
inserting ‘‘, 25D, and 30D’’. 

(D) Section 26(a)(1), as amended by this 
Act, is amended by striking ‘‘and 25D’’ and 
inserting ‘‘25D, and 30D’’. 

(E) Section 1400C(d)(2) is amended by strik-
ing ‘‘and 25D’’ and inserting ‘‘25D, and 30D’’. 

(2) Section 1016(a) is amended by striking 
‘‘and’’ at the end of paragraph (37), by strik-
ing the period at the end of paragraph (38) 
and inserting ‘‘, and’’, and by adding at the 
end the following new paragraph: 

‘‘(38) to the extent provided in section 
30D(f)(1).’’. 

(3) Section 6501(m) is amended by inserting 
‘‘30D(f)(4),’’ after ‘‘30C(e)(5),’’. 

(4) The table of sections for subpart B of 
part IV of subchapter A of chapter 1 is 
amended by adding at the end the following 
new item: 

‘‘Sec. 30D. Plug-in hybrid vehicles.’’. 

(e) TREATMENT OF ALTERNATIVE MOTOR VE-
HICLE CREDIT AS A PERSONAL CREDIT.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Paragraph (2) of section 
30B(g) is amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(2) PERSONAL CREDIT.—The credit allowed 
under subsection (a) for any taxable year 
(after application of paragraph (1)) shall be 
treated as a credit allowable under subpart A 
for such taxable year.’’. 

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Subpara-
graph (A) of section 30C(d)(2) is amended by 
striking ‘‘sections 27, 30, and 30B’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘sections 27 and 30’’. 

(f) EFFECTIVE DATE.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as otherwise pro-

vided in this subsection, the amendments 
made by this section shall apply to taxable 
years beginning after December 31, 2007. 

(2) TREATMENT OF ALTERNATIVE MOTOR VE-
HICLE CREDIT AS PERSONAL CREDIT.—The 
amendments made by subsection (e) shall 
apply to taxable years beginning after De-
cember 31, 2006. 

(g) APPLICATION OF EGTRRA SUNSET.—The 
amendments made by subsection (d)(1) shall 
be subject to title IX of the Economic 
Growth and Tax Relief Reconciliation Act of 
2001 in the same manner as the provisions of 
such Act to which such amendments relate. 

SEC. 202. EXTENSION AND MODIFICATION OF AL-
TERNATIVE FUEL VEHICLE REFUEL-
ING PROPERTY CREDIT. 

(a) INCREASE IN CREDIT AMOUNT.—Section 
30C (relating to alternative fuel vehicle re-
fueling property credit) is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘30 percent’’ in subsection 
(a) and inserting ‘‘50 percent’’, and 

(2) by striking ‘‘$30,000’’ in subsection (b)(1) 
and inserting ‘‘$50,000’’. 

(b) EXTENSION OF CREDIT.—Paragraph (2) of 
section 30C(g) (relating to termination) is 
amended by striking ‘‘December 31, 2009’’ and 
inserting ‘‘December 31, 2010’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to property 
placed in service after the date of the enact-
ment of this Act, in taxable years ending 
after such date. 
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SEC. 203. EXTENSION AND MODIFICATION OF 

CREDITS FOR BIODIESEL AND RE-
NEWABLE DIESEL. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Sections 40A(g), 6426(c)(6), 
and 6427(e)(5)(B) are each amended by strik-
ing ‘‘December 31, 2008’’ and inserting ‘‘De-
cember 31, 2010’’. 

(b) UNIFORM TREATMENT OF DIESEL PRO-
DUCED FROM BIOMASS.—Paragraph (3) of sec-
tion 40A(f) is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘using a thermal 
depolymerization process’’, and 

(2) by striking ‘‘or D396’’ in subparagraph 
(B). 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 

paragraph (2), the amendments made by this 
section shall apply to fuel produced, and sold 
or used, after the date of the enactment of 
this Act. 

(2) UNIFORM TREATMENT OF DIESEL PRO-
DUCED FROM BIOMASS.—The amendments 
made by subsection (b) shall apply to fuel 
produced, and sold or used, after the date 
which is 30 days after the date of the enact-
ment of this Act. 
SEC. 204. CREDIT FOR PRODUCTION OF CELLU-

LOSIC ALCOHOL. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Subsection (b) of section 

40 is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing new paragraph: 

‘‘(5) CELLULOSIC ALCOHOL FUEL PRODUCER 
CREDIT.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The cellulosic alcohol 
fuel producer credit of any cellulosic alcohol 
fuel producer for any taxable year is 50 cents 
for each gallon of qualified cellulosic fuel 
production of such producer. 

‘‘(B) QUALIFIED CELLULOSIC FUEL PRODUC-
TION.—For purposes of this paragraph, the 
term ‘qualified cellulosic fuel production’ 
means any cellulosic alcohol which is pro-
duced by a cellulosic alcohol fuel producer, 
and which during the taxable year— 

‘‘(i) is sold by such producer to another 
person— 

‘‘(I) for use by such other person in the pro-
duction of a qualified mixture in such other 
person’s trade or business (other than casual 
off-farm production), 

‘‘(II) for use by such other person as a fuel 
in a trade or business, or 

‘‘(III) who sells such alcohol at retail to 
another person and places such alcohol in 
the fuel tank of such other person, or 

‘‘(ii) is used or sold by such producer for 
any purpose described in clause (i). 

‘‘(C) CELLULOSIC ALCOHOL.—For purposes of 
this paragraph, the term ‘cellulosic alcohol’ 
means any alcohol which— 

‘‘(i) is produced in the United States for 
use as a fuel in the United States, and 

‘‘(ii) is derived from any lignocellulosic or 
hemicellulosic matter that is available on a 
renewable or recurring basis. 

For purposes of this subparagraph, the term 
‘United States’ includes any possession of 
the United States. 

‘‘(D) CELLULOSIC ALCOHOL FUEL PRO-
DUCER.—For purposes of this paragraph, the 
term ‘cellulosic alcohol fuel producer’ means 
any person who produces cellulosic alcohol 
in a trade or business and is registered with 
the Secretary as a cellulosic alcohol fuel 
producer. 

‘‘(E) ADDITIONAL DISTILLATION EXCLUDED.— 
The qualified cellulosic fuel production of 
any producer for any taxable year shall not 
include any alcohol which is purchased by 
the producer and with respect to which such 
producer increases the proof of the alcohol 
by additional distillation.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 
(1) Subsection (a) of section 40 is amended 

by striking ‘‘plus’’ at the end of paragraph 

(1), by striking ‘‘plus’’ at the end of para-
graph (2), by striking the period at the end of 
paragraph (3) and inserting ‘‘, plus’’, and by 
adding at the end the following new para-
graph: 

‘‘(4) in the case of a cellulosic alcohol fuel 
producer, the cellulosic alcohol fuel producer 
credit.’’. 

(2) Clause (ii) of section 40(d)(3)(C) is 
amended by striking ‘‘subsection (b)(4)(B)’’ 
and inserting ‘‘paragraph (4)(B) or (5)(B) of 
subsection (b)’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to alcohol 
produced after December 31, 2007. 
SEC. 205. EXTENSION OF TRANSPORTATION 

FRINGE BENEFIT TO BICYCLE COM-
MUTERS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Paragraph (1) of section 
132(f) of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 
(relating to general rule for qualified trans-
portation fringe) is amended by adding at 
the end the following: 

‘‘(D) Any qualified bicycle commuting re-
imbursement.’’. 

(b) LIMITATION ON EXCLUSION.—Paragraph 
(2) of section 132(f) of such Code is amended 
by striking ‘‘and’’ at the end of subparagraph 
(A), by striking the period at the end of sub-
paragraph (B) and inserting ‘‘, and’’, and by 
adding at the end the following new subpara-
graph: 

‘‘(C) the applicable annual limitation in 
the case of any qualified bicycle commuting 
reimbursement.’’. 

(c) DEFINITIONS.—Paragraph (5) of section 
132(f) of such Code (relating to definitions) is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 

‘‘(F) DEFINITIONS RELATED TO BICYCLE COM-
MUTING REIMBURSEMENT.— 

‘‘(i) QUALIFIED BICYCLE COMMUTING REIM-
BURSEMENT.—The term ‘qualified bicycle 
commuting reimbursement’ means, with re-
spect to any calendar year, any employer re-
imbursement during the 15-month period be-
ginning with the first day of such calendar 
year for reasonable expenses incurred by the 
employee during such calendar year for the 
purchase of a bicycle and bicycle improve-
ments, repair, and storage, if such bicycle is 
regularly used for travel between the em-
ployee’s residence and place of employment. 

‘‘(ii) APPLICABLE ANNUAL LIMITATION.—The 
term ‘applicable annual limitation’ means, 
with respect to any employee for any cal-
endar year, the product of $20 multiplied by 
the number of qualified bicycle commuting 
months during such year. 

‘‘(iii) QUALIFIED BICYCLE COMMUTING 
MONTH.—The term ‘qualified bicycle com-
muting month’ means, with respect to any 
employee, any month during which such em-
ployee— 

‘‘(I) regularly uses the bicycle for a sub-
stantial portion of the travel between the 
employee’s residence and place of employ-
ment, and 

‘‘(II) does not receive any benefit described 
in subparagraph (A), (B), or (C) of paragraph 
(1).’’. 

(d) CONSTRUCTIVE RECEIPT OF BENEFIT.— 
Paragraph (4) of section 132(f) is amended by 
inserting ‘‘(other than a qualified bicycle 
commuting reimbursement)’’ after ‘‘quali-
fied transportation fringe’’. 

(e) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to taxable 
years beginning after December 31, 2007. 
SEC. 206. MODIFICATION OF LIMITATION ON 

AUTOMOBILE DEPRECIATION. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Paragraph (5) of section 

280F(d) of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 
(defining passenger automobile) is amended 
to read as follows: 

‘‘(5) PASSENGER AUTOMOBILE.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 

subparagraph (B), the term ‘passenger auto-
mobile’ means any 4-wheeled vehicle— 

‘‘(i) which is primarily designed or which 
can be used to carry passengers over public 
streets, roads, or highways (except any vehi-
cle operated exclusively on a rail or rails), 
and 

‘‘(ii) which is rated at not more than 14,000 
pounds gross vehicle weight. 

‘‘(B) EXCEPTIONS.—The term ‘passenger 
automobile’ shall not include— 

‘‘(i) any exempt-design vehicle, and 
‘‘(ii) any exempt-use vehicle. 
‘‘(C) EXEMPT-DESIGN VEHICLE.—The term 

‘exempt-design vehicle’ means— 
‘‘(i) any vehicle which, by reason of its na-

ture or design, is not likely to be used more 
than a de minimis amount for personal pur-
poses, and 

‘‘(ii) any vehicle— 
‘‘(I) which is designed to have a seating ca-

pacity of more than 9 persons behind the 
driver’s seat, 

‘‘(II) which is equipped with a cargo area of 
at least 5 feet in interior length which is an 
open area or is designed for use as an open 
area but is enclosed by a cap and is not read-
ily accessible directly from the passenger 
compartment, or 

‘‘(III) has an integral enclosure, fully en-
closing the driver compartment and load 
carrying device, does not have seating rear-
ward of the driver’s seat, and has no body 
section protruding more than 30 inches 
ahead of the leading edge of the windshield. 

‘‘(D) EXEMPT-USE VEHICLE.—The term ‘ex-
empt-use vehicle’ means— 

‘‘(i) any ambulance, hearse, or combination 
ambulance-hearse used by the taxpayer di-
rectly in a trade or business, 

‘‘(ii) any vehicle used by the taxpayer di-
rectly in the trade or business of trans-
porting persons or property for compensa-
tion or hire, and 

‘‘(iii) any truck or van if substantially all 
of the use of such vehicle by the taxpayer is 
directly in— 

‘‘(I) a farming business (within the mean-
ing of section 263A(e)(4)), 

‘‘(II) the transportation of a substantial 
amount of equipment, supplies, or inventory, 
or 

‘‘(III) the moving or delivery of property 
which requires substantial cargo capacity. 

‘‘(E) RECAPTURE.—In the case of any vehi-
cle which is not a passenger automobile by 
reason of being an exempt-use vehicle, if 
such vehicle ceases to be an exempt-use vehi-
cle in any taxable year after the taxable year 
in which such vehicle is placed in service, a 
rule similar to the rule of subsection (b) 
shall apply.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 
179(b) of such Code (relating to limitations) 
is amended by striking paragraph (6). 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to property 
placed in service after December 31, 2007. 
SEC. 207. RESTRUCTURING OF NEW YORK LIB-

ERTY ZONE TAX CREDITS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Part I of subchapter Y of 

chapter 1 is amended by redesignating sec-
tion 1400L as 1400K and by adding at the end 
the following new section: 
‘‘SEC. 1400L. NEW YORK LIBERTY ZONE TAX 

CREDITS. 
‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—In the case of a New 

York Liberty Zone governmental unit, there 
shall be allowed as a credit against any taxes 
imposed for any payroll period by section 
3402 for which such governmental unit is lia-
ble under section 3403 an amount equal to so 
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much of the portion of the qualifying project 
expenditure amount allocated under sub-
section (b)(3) to such governmental unit for 
the calendar year as is allocated by such 
governmental unit to such period under sub-
section (b)(4). 

‘‘(b) QUALIFYING PROJECT EXPENDITURE 
AMOUNT.—For purposes of this section— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘qualifying 
project expenditure amount’ means, with re-
spect to any calendar year, the sum of— 

‘‘(A) the total expenditures paid or in-
curred during such calendar year by all New 
York Liberty Zone governmental units and 
the Port Authority of New York and New 
Jersey for any portion of qualifying projects 
located wholly within the City of New York, 
New York, and 

‘‘(B) any such expenditures— 
‘‘(i) paid or incurred in any preceding cal-

endar year which begins after the date of en-
actment of this section, and 

‘‘(ii) not previously allocated under para-
graph (3). 

‘‘(2) QUALIFYING PROJECT.—The term ‘quali-
fying project’ means any transportation in-
frastructure project, including highways, 
mass transit systems, railroads, airports, 
ports, and waterways, in or connecting with 
the New York Liberty Zone (as defined in 
section 1400K(h)), which is designated as a 
qualifying project under this section jointly 
by the Governor of the State of New York 
and the Mayor of the City of New York, New 
York. 

‘‘(3) GENERAL ALLOCATION.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The Governor of the 

State of New York and the Mayor of the City 
of New York, New York, shall jointly allo-
cate to each New York Liberty Zone govern-
mental unit the portion of the qualifying 
project expenditure amount which may be 
taken into account by such governmental 
unit under subsection (a) for any calendar 
year in the credit period. 

‘‘(B) AGGREGATE LIMIT.—The aggregate 
amount which may be allocated under sub-
paragraph (A) for all calendar years in the 
credit period shall not exceed $2,000,000,000. 

‘‘(C) ANNUAL LIMIT.—The aggregate 
amount which may be allocated under sub-
paragraph (A) for any calendar year in the 
credit period shall not exceed the sum of— 

‘‘(i) $169,000,000, plus 
‘‘(ii) the aggregate amount authorized to 

be allocated under this paragraph for all pre-
ceding calendar years in the credit period 
which was not so allocated. 

‘‘(D) UNALLOCATED AMOUNTS AT END OF 
CREDIT PERIOD.—If, as of the close of the 
credit period, the amount under subpara-
graph (B) exceeds the aggregate amount allo-
cated under subparagraph (A) for all cal-
endar years in the credit period, the Gov-
ernor of the State of New York and the 
Mayor of the City of New York, New York, 
may jointly allocate to New York Liberty 
Zone governmental units for any calendar 
year in the 5-year period following the credit 
period an amount equal to— 

‘‘(i) the lesser of— 
‘‘(I) such excess, or 
‘‘(II) the qualifying project expenditure 

amount for such calendar year, reduced by 
‘‘(ii) the aggregate amount allocated under 

this subparagraph for all preceding calendar 
years. 

‘‘(4) ALLOCATION TO PAYROLL PERIODS.— 
Each New York Liberty Zone governmental 
unit which has been allocated a portion of 
the qualifying project expenditure amount 
under paragraph (3) for a calendar year may 
allocate such portion to payroll periods be-
ginning in such calendar year as such gov-
ernmental unit determines appropriate. 

‘‘(c) CARRYOVER OF UNUSED ALLOCATIONS.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 

paragraph (2), if the amount allocated under 
subsection (b)(3) to a New York Liberty Zone 
governmental unit for any calendar year ex-
ceeds the aggregate taxes imposed by section 
3402 for which such governmental unit is lia-
ble under section 3403 for periods beginning 
in such year, such excess shall be carried to 
the succeeding calendar year and added to 
the allocation of such governmental unit for 
such succeeding calendar year. 

‘‘(2) REALLOCATION.—If a New York Liberty 
Zone governmental unit does not use an 
amount allocated to it under subsection 
(b)(3) within the time prescribed by the Gov-
ernor of the State of New York and the 
Mayor of the City of New York, New York, 
then such amount shall after such time be 
treated for purposes of subsection (b)(3) in 
the same manner as if it had never been allo-
cated. 

‘‘(d) DEFINITIONS AND SPECIAL RULES.—For 
purposes of this section— 

‘‘(1) CREDIT PERIOD.—The term ‘credit pe-
riod’ means the 12-year period beginning on 
January 1, 2008. 

‘‘(2) NEW YORK LIBERTY ZONE GOVERN-
MENTAL UNIT.—The term ‘New York Liberty 
Zone governmental unit’ means— 

‘‘(A) the State of New York, 
‘‘(B) the City of New York, New York, and 
‘‘(C) any agency or instrumentality of such 

State or City. 
‘‘(3) TREATMENT OF FUNDS.—Any expendi-

ture for a qualifying project taken into ac-
count for purposes of the credit under this 
section shall be considered State and local 
funds for the purpose of any Federal pro-
gram. 

‘‘(4) TREATMENT OF CREDIT AMOUNTS FOR 
PURPOSES OF WITHHOLDING TAXES.—For pur-
poses of this title, a New York Liberty Zone 
governmental unit shall be treated as having 
paid to the Secretary, on the day on which 
wages are paid to employees, an amount 
equal to the amount of the credit allowed to 
such entity under subsection (a) with respect 
to such wages, but only if such governmental 
unit deducts and withholds wages for such 
payroll period under section 3401 (relating to 
wage withholding). 

‘‘(e) REPORTING.—The Governor of the 
State of New York and the Mayor of the City 
of New York, New York, shall jointly submit 
to the Secretary an annual report— 

‘‘(1) which certifies— 
‘‘(A) the qualifying project expenditure 

amount for the calendar year, and 
‘‘(B) the amount allocated to each New 

York Liberty Zone governmental unit under 
subsection (b)(3) for the calendar year, and 

‘‘(2) includes such other information as the 
Secretary may require to carry out this sec-
tion. 

‘‘(f) GUIDANCE.—The Secretary may pre-
scribe such guidance as may be necessary or 
appropriate to ensure compliance with the 
purposes of this section.’’ 

(b) TERMINATION OF SPECIAL ALLOWANCE 
AND EXPENSING.—Clause (v) of section 
1400K(b)(2)(A), as redesignated by subsection 
(a), is amended by striking the parenthetical 
therein and inserting ‘‘(in the case of non-
residential real property and residential 
rental property, the date of the enactment of 
the Renewable Energy and Energy Conserva-
tion Tax Act of 2007 or, if acquired pursuant 
to a binding contract in effect on such enact-
ment date, December 31, 2009)’’. 

(c) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 
(1) Section 38(c)(3)(B) is amended by strik-

ing ‘‘section 1400L(a)’’ and inserting ‘‘section 
1400K(a)’’. 

(2) Section 168(k)(2)(D)(ii) is amended by 
striking ‘‘section 1400L(c)(2)’’ and inserting 
‘‘1400K(c)(2)’’. 

(3) The table of sections for part I of sub-
chapter Y of chapter 1 is amended by redesig-
nating the item relating to section 1400L as 
an item relating to section 1400K and by in-
serting after such item the following new 
item: 
‘‘Sec. 1400L. New York Liberty Zone tax 

credits.’’. 
(d) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 

made by this section shall take effect on the 
date of the enactment of this Act. 

Subtitle B—Other Conservation Provisions 
SEC. 211. QUALIFIED ENERGY CONSERVATION 

BONDS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Subpart I of part IV of 

subchapter A of chapter 1 is amended by add-
ing at the end the following new section: 
‘‘SEC. 54C. QUALIFIED ENERGY CONSERVATION 

BONDS. 
‘‘(a) QUALIFIED ENERGY CONSERVATION 

BOND.—For purposes of this subchapter, the 
term ‘qualified energy conservation bond’ 
means any bond issued as part of an issue 
if— 

‘‘(1) 100 percent of the available project 
proceeds of such issue are to be used for one 
or more qualified conservation purposes, 

‘‘(2) the bond is issued by a State or local 
government, and 

‘‘(3) the issuer designates such bond for 
purposes of this section. 

‘‘(b) LIMITATION ON AMOUNT OF BONDS DES-
IGNATED.—The maximum aggregate face 
amount of bonds which may be designated 
under subsection (a) by any issuer shall not 
exceed the limitation amount allocated to 
such issuer under subsection (d). 

‘‘(c) NATIONAL LIMITATION ON AMOUNT OF 
BONDS DESIGNATED.—There is a national 
qualified energy conservation bond limita-
tion of $3,600,000,000. 

‘‘(d) ALLOCATIONS.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The limitation applica-

ble under subsection (c) shall be allocated by 
the Secretary among the States in propor-
tion to the population of the States. 

‘‘(2) ALLOCATIONS TO LARGEST LOCAL GOV-
ERNMENTS.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—In the case of any State 
in which there is a large local government, 
each such local government shall be allo-
cated a portion of such State’s allocation 
which bears the same ratio to the State’s al-
location (determined without regard to this 
subparagraph) as the population of such 
large local government bears to the popu-
lation of such State. 

‘‘(B) ALLOCATION OF UNUSED LIMITATION TO 
STATE.—The amount allocated under this 
subsection to a large local government may 
be reallocated by such local government to 
the State in which such local government is 
located. 

‘‘(C) LARGE LOCAL GOVERNMENT.—For pur-
poses of this section, the term ‘large local 
government’ means any municipality or 
county if such municipality or county has a 
population of 100,000 or more. 

‘‘(3) ALLOCATION TO ISSUERS; RESTRICTION 
ON PRIVATE ACTIVITY BONDS.—Any allocation 
under this subsection to a State or large 
local government shall be allocated by such 
State or large local government to issuers 
within the State in a manner that results in 
not less than 70 percent of the allocation to 
such State or large local government being 
used to designate bonds which are not pri-
vate activity bonds. 

‘‘(e) QUALIFIED CONSERVATION PURPOSE.— 
For purposes of this section— 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 10:09 Jul 14, 2010 Jkt 059102 PO 00000 Frm 00220 Fmt 0687 Sfmt 0634 E:\BR07\H04AU7.008 H04AU7er
ow

e 
on

 D
S

K
5C

LS
3C

1P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 B
O

U
N

D
 R

E
C

O
R

D



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, Vol. 153, Pt. 17 23203 August 4, 2007 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘qualified con-

servation purpose’ means any of the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(A) Capital expenditures incurred for pur-
poses of— 

‘‘(i) reducing energy consumption in pub-
licly-owned buildings by at least 20 percent, 

‘‘(ii) implementing green community pro-
grams, or 

‘‘(iii) rural development involving the pro-
duction of electricity from renewable energy 
resources. 

‘‘(B) Expenditures with respect to research 
facilities, and research grants, to support re-
search in— 

‘‘(i) development of cellulosic ethanol or 
other nonfossil fuels, 

‘‘(ii) technologies for the capture and se-
questration of carbon dioxide produced 
through the use of fossil fuels, 

‘‘(iii) increasing the efficiency of existing 
technologies for producing nonfossil fuels, 

‘‘(iv) automobile battery technologies and 
other technologies to reduce fossil fuel con-
sumption in transportation, or 

‘‘(v) technologies to reduce energy use in 
buildings. 

‘‘(C) Mass commuting facilities and related 
facilities that reduce the consumption of en-
ergy, including expenditures to reduce pollu-
tion from vehicles used for mass commuting. 

‘‘(D) Demonstration projects designed to 
promote the commercialization of— 

‘‘(i) green building technology, 
‘‘(ii) conversion of agricultural waste into 

methane to be used in producing fuel or oth-
erwise, 

‘‘(iii) advanced battery manufacturing 
technologies, 

‘‘(iv) technologies to reduce peak use of 
electricity, or 

‘‘(v) technologies for the capture and se-
questration of carbon dioxide. 

‘‘(E) Public education campaigns to pro-
mote energy efficiency. 

‘‘(2) SPECIAL RULES FOR PRIVATE ACTIVITY 
BONDS.—For purposes of this section, in the 
case of any private activity bond, the term 
‘qualified conservation purposes’ shall not 
include any expenditure which is not a cap-
ital expenditure. 

‘‘(f) POPULATION.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The population of any 

State or local government shall be deter-
mined for purposes of this section as pro-
vided in section 146(j) for the calendar year 
which includes the date of the enactment of 
this section. 

‘‘(2) SPECIAL RULE FOR COUNTIES.—In deter-
mining the population of any county for pur-
poses of this section, any population of such 
county which is taken into account in deter-
mining the population of any municipality 
which is a large local government shall not 
be taken into account in determining the 
population of such county. 

‘‘(g) APPLICATION TO INDIAN TRIBAL GOV-
ERNMENTS.—An Indian tribal government 
shall be treated for purposes of this section 
in the same manner as a large local govern-
ment, except that— 

‘‘(1) an Indian tribal government shall be 
treated for purposes of subsection (d) as lo-
cated within a State to the extent of so 
much of the population of such government 
as resides within such State, and 

‘‘(2) any bond issued by an Indian tribal 
government shall be treated as a qualified 
energy conservation bond only if issued as 
part of an issue the available project pro-
ceeds of which are used for purposes for 
which such Indian tribal government could 
issue bonds to which section 103(a) applies.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 

(1) Paragraph (1) of section 54A(d), as added 
by section 104, is amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(1) QUALIFIED TAX CREDIT BOND.—The term 
‘qualified tax credit bond’ means— 

‘‘(A) a new clean renewable energy bond, or 
‘‘(B) a qualified energy conservation bond, 

which is part of an issue that meets require-
ments of paragraphs (2), (3), (4), and (5).’’. 

(2) Subparagraph (C) of section 54A(d)(2), as 
added by section 104, is amended to read as 
follows: 

‘‘(C) QUALIFIED PURPOSE.—For purposes of 
this paragraph, the term ‘qualified purpose’ 
means— 

‘‘(i) in the case of a new clean renewable 
energy bond, a purpose specified in section 
54B(a)(1), and 

‘‘(ii) in the case of a qualified energy con-
servation bond, a purpose specified in section 
54C(a)(1).’’. 

(3) The table of sections for subpart I of 
part IV of subchapter A of chapter 1 is 
amended by adding at the end the following 
new item: 
‘‘Sec. 54C. Qualified energy conservation 

bonds.’’. 
(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 

made by this section shall apply to obliga-
tions issued after the date of the enactment 
of this Act. 
SEC. 212. QUALIFIED RESIDENTIAL ENERGY EFFI-

CIENCY ASSISTANCE BONDS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Subpart I of part IV of 

subchapter A of chapter 1 (as amended by 
this Act) is amended by adding at the end 
the following new section: 
‘‘SEC. 54D. QUALIFIED RESIDENTIAL ENERGY EF-

FICIENCY ASSISTANCE BONDS. 
‘‘(a) QUALIFIED RESIDENTIAL ENERGY EFFI-

CIENCY ASSISTANCE BOND.—For purposes of 
this subchapter, the term ‘qualified residen-
tial energy efficiency assistance bond’ means 
any bond issued as part of an issue if— 

‘‘(1) 100 percent of the available project 
proceeds of such issue are to be used for 1 or 
more qualified residential energy efficiency 
assistance purposes, 

‘‘(2) not less than 20 percent of the avail-
able project proceeds of such issue are to be 
used for 1 or more qualified low-income resi-
dential energy efficiency assistance pur-
poses, 

‘‘(3) repayments of principal and applicable 
interest on financing provided by the issue 
are used not later than the close of the 3- 
month period beginning on the date the pre-
payment (or complete repayment) is received 
to redeem bonds which are part of the issue 
or to provide for 1 or more qualified residen-
tial energy efficiency assistance purposes, 

‘‘(4) the bond is issued by a State, and 
‘‘(5) the issuer designates such bond for 

purposes of this section. 
‘‘(b) LIMITATION ON AMOUNT OF BONDS DES-

IGNATED.—The maximum aggregate face 
amount of bonds which may be designated 
under subsection (a) by any issuer shall not 
exceed the limitation amount allocated 
under subsection (d) to such issuer. 

‘‘(c) NATIONAL LIMITATION ON AMOUNT OF 
BONDS DESIGNATED.—There is a national 
qualified energy conservation bond limita-
tion of $2,400,000,000. 

‘‘(d) LIMITATION ALLOCATED AMONG 
STATES.—The limitation under subsection (c) 
shall be allocated by the Secretary among 
the States in proportion to the population of 
the States. 

‘‘(e) QUALIFIED RESIDENTIAL ENERGY EFFI-
CIENCY ASSISTANCE PURPOSE.—For purposes 
of this section— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘qualified resi-
dential energy efficiency assistance purpose’ 
means any grant or low-interest loan to ac-

quire (including reasonable installation 
costs)— 

‘‘(A) any property which meets (at a min-
imum) the requirements of the Energy Star 
program and which is to be installed in a 
dwelling unit, 

‘‘(B) any property which uses wind, solar, 
or geothermal energy or qualified fuel cell 
property (as defined in section 48(c)(1)) to 
generate electricity, or to heat or cool 
water, for use in a dwelling unit (other than 
property described in section 25D(e)(3)), and 

‘‘(C) any improvements to a dwelling unit 
which are made pursuant to a plan certified 
by an energy efficiency expert that such im-
provement will yield at least a 20 percent re-
duction in total household energy consump-
tion related to heating, cooling, lighting, 
and appliances. 

‘‘(2) DOLLAR LIMITATIONS.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Such term shall not in-

clude any grant or loan for improvements de-
scribed in paragraph (1)(C) with respect to 
any dwelling unit to the extent that such 
grant or loan (when added to all other grants 
or loans for such improvements) exceeds 
$5,000. 

‘‘(B) INCREASED LIMITATION FOR CERTAIN 
PRINCIPAL RESIDENCES.—In the case of a 
dwelling unit which is used as a principal 
residence (within the meaning of section 121) 
by the recipient of the grant or loan referred 
to in subparagraph (A)— 

‘‘(i) subparagraph (A) shall be applied by 
substituting ‘$12,000’ for ‘$5,000’ if such grant 
or loan would satisfy the requirements of 
paragraph (1)(A) if such paragraph were ap-
plied by substituting ‘50 percent’ for ‘20 per-
cent’, and 

‘‘(ii) in any case to which clause (i) does 
not apply, subparagraph (A) shall be applied 
by substituting ‘$8,000’ for ‘$5,000’ if such 
grant or loan would satisfy the requirements 
of paragraph (1)(A) if such paragraph were 
applied by substituting ‘35 percent’ for ‘20 
percent’. 

‘‘(3) LOW-INTEREST LOAN.—The term ‘low 
interest loan’ means any loan which charges 
interest at a rate which does not exceed the 
applicable Federal rate in effect under sec-
tion 1288(b)(1) determined as of the issuance 
of the loan. 

‘‘(f) QUALIFIED LOW-INCOME RESIDENTIAL 
EFFICIENCY ASSISTANCE PURPOSE.—For pur-
poses of this section— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘qualified low- 
income residential energy efficiency assist-
ance purpose’ means any qualified residen-
tial energy efficiency assistance purpose 
with respect to a dwelling unit which is oc-
cupied (at the time of the grant or loan) by 
individuals whose income is 50 percent or 
less of area median gross income. Rules simi-
lar to the rules of section 142(d)(2)(B) shall 
apply for purposes of this paragraph. 

‘‘(2) RESTRICTION TO GRANTS.—Such term 
shall not include any loan. 

‘‘(g) DEFINITIONS AND SPECIAL RULES.—For 
purposes of this section— 

‘‘(1) APPLICABLE INTEREST.—The term ‘ap-
plicable interest’ means, with respect to any 
loan, so much of any interest on such loan 
which exceeds 1 percentage point. 

‘‘(2) SPECIAL RULE RELATING TO ARBI-
TRAGE.—An issue shall not be treated as fail-
ing to meet the requirements of section 
54A(d)(4)(A) by reason of any investment of 
available project proceeds in 1 or more quali-
fied residential energy efficiency assistance 
purposes. 

‘‘(3) POPULATION.—The population of any 
State or local government shall be deter-
mined as provided in section 146(j) for the 
calendar year which includes the date of the 
enactment of this section. 
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‘‘(4) REPORTING.— 
‘‘(A) REPORTS BY ISSUERS.—Issuers of quali-

fied residential energy efficiency assistance 
bonds shall, not later than 6 months after 
the expenditure period (as defined in section 
54A) and annually thereafter until the last 
such bond is redeemed, submit reports to the 
Secretary regarding such bonds, including 
information regarding— 

‘‘(i) the number and monetary value of 
loans and grants provided and the purposes 
for which provided, 

‘‘(ii) the number of dwelling units the en-
ergy efficiency of which improved as result 
of such loans and grants, 

‘‘(iii) the types of property described in 
subsection (e)(1)(A) installed as a result of 
such loans and grants and the projected en-
ergy savings with respect to such property, 

‘‘(iv) the types of property described in 
subsection (e)(1)(B) installed as a result of 
such loans and grants and the projected pro-
duction of such property, and 

‘‘(v) the projected energy savings as a re-
sult of such loans and grants for improve-
ments described in subsection (e)(1)(C). 

‘‘(B) REPORT TO CONGRESS.—Not later than 
12 months after receipt of the first report 
under subparagraph (A) and annually there-
after until the last such report is required to 
be submitted, the Secretary, in consultation 
with the Secretary of Energy and the Admin-
istrator of the Environmental Protection 
Agency, shall submit a report to Congress re-
garding the bond program under this section, 
including information regarding— 

‘‘(i) the aggregate of each category of in-
formation described in subparagraph (A) (in-
cluding any independent assessment of pro-
jected energy savings), and 

‘‘(ii) an estimate of the amount of green-
house gas emissions reduced as a result of 
such bond program.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 
(1) Paragraph (1) of section 54A(d), as added 

by section 104 and amended by section 211, is 
amended by striking ‘‘or’’ at the end of sub-
paragraph (A), by inserting ‘‘or’’ at the end 
of subparagraph (B), and by inserting after 
subparagraph (B) the following new subpara-
graph: 

‘‘(C) a qualified residential energy effi-
ciency assistance bond,’’. 

(2) Subparagraph (C) of section 54A(d)(2), as 
added by section 104 and amended by section 
211, is amended by striking ‘‘and’’ at the end 
of clause (i), by striking the period at the 
end of clause (ii) and inserting ‘‘, and’’, and 
by adding at the end the following new 
clause: 

‘‘(iii) in the case of a qualified residential 
energy efficiency assistance bond, a purpose 
specified in section 54D(a)(1).’’. 

(3) The table of sections for subpart I of 
part IV of subchapter A of chapter 1, as 
amended by this Act, is amended by adding 
at the end the following new item: 

‘‘Sec. 54D. Qualified residential energy effi-
ciency assistance bonds.’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to obliga-
tions issued after the date of the enactment 
of this Act. 

SEC. 213. EXTENSION OF ENERGY EFFICIENT 
COMMERCIAL BUILDINGS DEDUC-
TION. 

Subsection (h) of section 179D (relating to 
termination) is amended by striking ‘‘De-
cember 31, 2008’’ and inserting ‘‘December 31, 
2013’’. 

SEC. 214. MODIFICATIONS OF ENERGY EFFICIENT 
APPLIANCE CREDIT FOR APPLI-
ANCES PRODUCED AFTER 2007. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subsection (b) of section 
45M (relating to applicable amount) is 
amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(b) APPLICABLE AMOUNT.—For purposes of 
subsection (a)— 

‘‘(1) DISHWASHERS.—The applicable amount 
is— 

‘‘(A) $45 in the case of a dishwasher which 
is manufactured in calendar year 2008 or 2009 
and which uses no more than 324 kilowatt 
hours per year and 5.8 gallons per cycle, and 

‘‘(B) $75 in the case of a dishwasher which 
is manufactured in calendar year 2008, 2009, 
or 2010 and which uses no more than 307 kilo-
watt hours per year and 5.0 gallons per cycle 
(5.5 gallons per cycle for dishwashers de-
signed for greater than 12 place settings). 

‘‘(2) CLOTHES WASHERS.—The applicable 
amount is— 

‘‘(A) $75 in the case of a residential top- 
loading clothes washer manufactured in cal-
endar year 2008 which meets or exceeds a 1.72 
modified energy factor and does not exceed a 
8.0 water consumption factor, 

‘‘(B) $125 in the case of a residential top- 
loading clothes washer manufactured in cal-
endar year 2008 or 2009 which meets or ex-
ceeds a 1.8 modified energy factor and does 
not exceed a 7.5 water consumption factor, 

‘‘(C) $150 in the case of a residential or 
commercial clothes washer manufactured in 
calendar year 2008, 2009 or 2010 which meets 
or exceeds 2.0 modified energy factor and 
does not exceed a 6.0 water consumption fac-
tor, and 

‘‘(D) $250 in the case of a residential or 
commercial clothes washer manufactured in 
calendar year 2008, 2009, or 2010 which meets 
or exceeds 2.2 modified energy factor and 
does not exceed a 4.5 water consumption fac-
tor. 

‘‘(3) REFRIGERATORS.—The applicable 
amount is— 

‘‘(A) $50 in the case of a refrigerator which 
is manufactured in calendar year 2008, and 
consumes at least 20 percent but not more 
than 22.9 percent less kilowatt hours per 
year than the 2001 energy conservation 
standards, 

‘‘(B) $75 in the case of a refrigerator which 
is manufactured in calendar year 2008 or 2009, 
and consumes at least 23 percent but no 
more than 24.9 percent less kilowatt hours 
per year than the 2001 energy conservation 
standards, 

‘‘(C) $100 in the case of a refrigerator which 
is manufactured in calendar year 2008, 2009 or 
2010, and consumes at least 25 percent but 
not more than 29.9 percent less kilowatt 
hours per year than the 2001 energy con-
servation standards, and 

‘‘(D) $200 in the case of a refrigerator man-
ufactured in calendar year 2008, 2009 or 2010 
and which consumes at least 30 percent less 
energy than the 2001 energy conservation 
standards. 

‘‘(4) DEHUMIDIFIERS.—The applicable 
amount is— 

‘‘(A) $15 in the case of a dehumidifier man-
ufactured in calendar year 2008 that has a ca-
pacity less than or equal to 45 pints per day 
and is 7.5 percent more efficient than the ap-
plicable Department of Energy energy con-
servation standard effective October 2012, 
and 

‘‘(B) $25 in the case of a dehumidifier man-
ufactured in calendar year 2008 that has a ca-
pacity greater than 45 pints per day and is 7.5 
percent more efficient than the applicable 
Department of Energy energy conservation 
standard effective October 2012.’’. 

(b) ELIGIBLE PRODUCTION.— 

(1) SIMILAR TREATMENT FOR ALL APPLI-
ANCES.—Subsection (c) of section 45M (relat-
ing to eligible production) is amended— 

(A) by striking paragraph (2), 
(B) by striking ‘‘(1) IN GENERAL’’ and all 

that follows through ‘‘the eligible’’ and in-
serting ‘‘The eligible’’, and 

(C) by moving the text of such subsection 
in line with the subsection heading and re-
designating subparagraphs (A) and (B) as 
paragraphs (1) and (2), respectively. 

(2) MODIFICATION OF BASE PERIOD.—Para-
graph (2) of section 45M(c), as amended by 
paragraph (1) of this section, is amended by 
striking ‘‘3-calendar year’’ and inserting ‘‘2- 
calendar year’’. 

(c) TYPES OF ENERGY EFFICIENT APPLI-
ANCES.—Subsection (d) of section 45M (defin-
ing types of energy efficient appliances) is 
amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(d) TYPES OF ENERGY EFFICIENT APPLI-
ANCE.—For purposes of this section, the 
types of energy efficient appliances are— 

‘‘(1) dishwashers described in subsection 
(b)(1), 

‘‘(2) clothes washers described in sub-
section (b)(2), 

‘‘(3) refrigerators described in subsection 
(b)(3), and 

‘‘(4) dehumidifiers described in subsection 
(b)(4).’’. 

(d) AGGREGATE CREDIT AMOUNT ALLOWED.— 
(1) INCREASE IN LIMIT.—Paragraph (1) of 

section 45M(e) (relating to aggregate credit 
amount allowed) is amended to read as fol-
lows: 

‘‘(1) AGGREGATE CREDIT AMOUNT ALLOWED.— 
The aggregate amount of credit allowed 
under subsection (a) with respect to a tax-
payer for any taxable year shall not exceed 
$75,000,000 reduced by the amount of the 
credit allowed under subsection (a) to the 
taxpayer (or any predecessor) for all prior 
taxable years beginning after December 31, 
2007.’’. 

(2) EXCEPTION FOR CERTAIN REFRIGERATOR 
AND CLOTHES WASHERS.—Paragraph (2) of sec-
tion 45M(e) is amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(2) AMOUNT ALLOWED FOR CERTAIN REFRIG-
ERATORS AND CLOTHES WASHERS.—Refrig-
erators described in subsection (b)(3)(D) and 
clothes washers described in subsection 
(b)(2)(D) shall not be taken into account 
under paragraph (1).’’. 

(e) QUALIFIED ENERGY EFFICIENT APPLI-
ANCES.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Paragraph (1) of section 
45M(f) (defining qualified energy efficient ap-
pliance) is amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(1) QUALIFIED ENERGY EFFICIENT APPLI-
ANCE.—The term ‘qualified energy efficient 
appliance’ means— 

‘‘(A) any dishwasher described in sub-
section (b)(1), 

‘‘(B) any clothes washer described in sub-
section (b)(2), 

‘‘(C) any refrigerator described in sub-
section (b)(3), and 

‘‘(D) any dehumidifier described in sub-
section (b)(4).’’. 

(2) CLOTHES WASHER.—Section 45M(f)(3) (de-
fining clothes washer) is amended by insert-
ing ‘‘commercial’’ before ‘‘residential’’ the 
second place it appears. 

(3) TOP-LOADING CLOTHES WASHER.—Sub-
section (f) of section 45M (relating to defini-
tions) is amended by redesignating para-
graphs (4), (5), (6), and (7) as paragraphs (5), 
(6), (7), and (8), respectively, and by inserting 
after paragraph (3) the following new para-
graph: 

‘‘(4) TOP-LOADING CLOTHES WASHER.—The 
term ‘‘top-loading clothes washer’’ means a 
clothes washer which has the clothes con-
tainer compartment access located on the 
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top of the machine and which operates on a 
vertical axis.’’. 

(4) DEHUMIDIFIER.—Subsection (f) of sec-
tion 45M, as amended by paragraph (3), is 
amended by redesignating paragraphs (6), (7), 
and (8) as paragraphs (7), (8) and (9), respec-
tively, and by inserting after paragraph (5) 
the following new paragraph: 

‘‘(6) DEHUMIDIFIER.—The term ‘dehumidi-
fier’ means a self-contained, electrically op-
erated, and mechanically refrigerated en-
cased assembly consisting of— 

‘‘(A) a refrigerated surface that condenses 
moisture from the atmosphere, 

‘‘(B) a refrigerating system, including an 
electric motor, 

‘‘(C) an air-circulating fan, and 
‘‘(D) means for collecting or disposing of 

condensate.’’. 
(5) REPLACEMENT OF ENERGY FACTOR.—Sec-

tion 45M(f)(7), as amended by paragraph (4), 
is amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(7) MODIFIED ENERGY FACTOR.—The term 
‘modified energy factor’ means the modified 
energy factor established by the Department 
of Energy for compliance with the Federal 
energy conservation standard.’’. 

(6) GALLONS PER CYCLE; WATER CONSUMP-
TION FACTOR.—Section 45M(f) (relating to 
definitions) is amended by adding at the end 
the following: 

‘‘(10) GALLONS PER CYCLE.—The term ‘gal-
lons per cycle’ means, with respect to a dish-
washer, the amount of water, expressed in 
gallons, required to complete a normal cycle 
of a dishwasher. 

‘‘(11) WATER CONSUMPTION FACTOR.—The 
term ‘water consumption factor’ means, with 
respect to a clothes washer, the quotient of 
the total weighted per-cycle water consump-
tion divided by the cubic foot (or liter) ca-
pacity of the clothes washer.’’. 

(f) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to appli-
ances produced after December 31, 2007. 
SEC. 215. FIVE-YEAR APPLICABLE RECOVERY PE-

RIOD FOR DEPRECIATION OF QUALI-
FIED ENERGY MANAGEMENT DE-
VICES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 168(e)(3)(B) (relat-
ing to 5-year property) is amended by strik-
ing ‘‘and’’ at the end of clause (v), by strik-
ing the period at the end of clause (vi) and 
inserting ‘‘, and’’, and by inserting after 
clause (vi) the following new clause: 

‘‘(vii) any qualified energy management 
device.’’. 

(b) DEFINITION OF QUALIFIED ENERGY MAN-
AGEMENT DEVICE.—Section 168(i) (relating to 
definitions and special rules) is amended by 
inserting at the end the following new para-
graph: 

‘‘(18) QUALIFIED ENERGY MANAGEMENT DE-
VICE.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘qualified en-
ergy management device’ means any energy 
management device which is installed on 
real property of a customer of the taxpayer 
and is placed in service by a taxpayer who— 

‘‘(i) is a supplier of electric energy or a 
provider of electric energy services, and 

‘‘(ii) provides all commercial and residen-
tial customers of such supplier or provider 
with net metering upon the request of such 
customer. 

‘‘(B) ENERGY MANAGEMENT DEVICE.—For 
purposes of subparagraph (A), the term ‘en-
ergy management device’ means any time- 
based meter and related communication 
equipment which is capable of being used by 
the taxpayer as part of a system that— 

‘‘(i) measures and records electricity usage 
data on a time-differentiated basis in at 
least 24 separate time segments per day, 

‘‘(ii) provides for the exchange of informa-
tion between supplier or provider and the 
customer’s energy management device in 
support of time-based rates or other forms of 
demand response, and 

‘‘(iii) provides data to such supplier or pro-
vider so that the supplier or provider can 
provide energy usage information to cus-
tomers electronically. 

‘‘(C) NET METERING.—For purposes of sub-
paragraph (A), the term ‘net metering’ 
means allowing customers a credit for pro-
viding electricity to the supplier or pro-
vider.’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to property 
placed in service after the date of the enact-
ment of this Act. 

TITLE III—REVENUE PROVISIONS 
Subtitle A—Denial of Oil and Gas Tax 

Benefits 
SEC. 301. DENIAL OF DEDUCTION FOR INCOME 

ATTRIBUTABLE TO DOMESTIC PRO-
DUCTION OF OIL, NATURAL GAS, OR 
PRIMARY PRODUCTS THEREOF. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subparagraph (B) of sec-
tion 199(c)(4) (relating to exceptions) is 
amended by striking ‘‘or’’ at the end of 
clause (ii), by striking the period at the end 
of clause (iii) and inserting ‘‘, or’’, and by in-
serting after clause (iii) the following new 
clause: 

‘‘(iv) the sale, exchange, or other disposi-
tion of oil, natural gas, or any primary prod-
uct thereof.’’. 

(b) PRIMARY PRODUCT.—Section 199(c)(4)(B) 
is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing flush sentence: 

‘‘For purposes of clause (iv), the term ‘pri-
mary product’ has the same meaning as 
when used in section 927(a)(2)(C), as in effect 
before its repeal.’’. 

(c) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—Section 
199(c)(4) is amended— 

(1) in subparagraph (A)(i)(III) by striking 
‘‘electricity, natural gas,’’ and inserting 
‘‘electricity’’, and 

(2) in subparagraph (B)(ii) by striking 
‘‘electricity, natural gas,’’ and inserting 
‘‘electricity’’. 

(d) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to taxable 
years beginning after December 31, 2007. 
SEC. 302. 7-YEAR AMORTIZATION OF GEOLOGICAL 

AND GEOPHYSICAL EXPENDITURES 
FOR CERTAIN MAJOR INTEGRATED 
OIL COMPANIES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subparagraph (A) of sec-
tion 167(h)(5) (relating to special rule for 
major integrated oil companies) is amended 
by striking ‘‘5-year’’ and inserting ‘‘7-year’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by this section shall apply to amounts 
paid or incurred after the date of the enact-
ment of this Act. 
SEC. 303. CLARIFICATION OF DETERMINATION 

OF FOREIGN OIL AND GAS EXTRAC-
TION INCOME. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Paragraph (1) of section 
907(c) is amended by redesignating subpara-
graph (B) as subparagraph (C), by striking 
‘‘or’’ at the end of subparagraph (A), and by 
inserting after subparagraph (A) the fol-
lowing new subparagraph: 

‘‘(B) so much of any transportation of such 
minerals as occurs before the fair market 
value event, or’’. 

(b) FAIR MARKET VALUE EVENT.—Sub-
section (c) of section 907 is amended by add-
ing at the end the following new paragraph: 

‘‘(6) FAIR MARKET VALUE EVENT.—For pur-
poses of this section, the term ‘fair market 
value event’ means, with respect to any min-
eral, the first point in time at which such 
mineral— 

‘‘(A) has a fair market value which can be 
determined on the basis of a transfer, which 
is an arm’s length transaction, of such min-
eral from the taxpayer to a person who is not 
related (within the meaning of section 482) to 
such taxpayer, or 

‘‘(B) is at a location at which the fair mar-
ket value is readily ascertainable by reason 
of transactions among unrelated third par-
ties with respect to the same mineral (tak-
ing into account source, location, quality, 
and chemical composition).’’. 

(c) SPECIAL RULE FOR CERTAIN PETROLEUM 
TAXES.—Subsection (c) of section 907, as 
amended by subsection (b), is amended to by 
adding at the end the following new para-
graph: 

‘‘(7) OIL AND GAS TAXES.—In the case of any 
tax imposed by a foreign country which is 
limited in its application to taxpayers en-
gaged in oil or gas activities— 

‘‘(A) the term ‘oil and gas extraction taxes’ 
shall include such tax, 

‘‘(B) the term ‘foreign oil and gas extrac-
tion income’ shall include any taxable in-
come which is taken into account in deter-
mining such tax (or is directly attributable 
to the activity to which such tax relates), 
and 

‘‘(C) the term ‘foreign oil related income’ 
shall not include any taxable income which 
is treated as foreign oil and gas extraction 
income under subparagraph (B).’’. 

(d) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 
(1) Subparagraph (C) of section 907(c)(1), as 

redesignated by this section, is amended by 
inserting ‘‘or used by the taxpayer in the ac-
tivity described in subparagraph (B)’’ before 
the period at the end. 

(2) Subparagraph (B) of section 907(c)(2) is 
amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(B) so much of the transportation of such 
minerals or primary products as is not taken 
into account under paragraph (1)(B),’’. 

(e) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to taxable 
years beginning after the date of the enact-
ment of this Act. 

Subtitle B—Clarification of Eligibility for 
Certain Fuel Credits 

SEC. 311. CLARIFICATION OF ELIGIBILITY FOR 
RENEWABLE DIESEL CREDIT. 

(a) COPRODUCTION WITH PETROLEUM FEED-
STOCK.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Paragraph (3) of section 
40A(f) (defining renewable diesel) is amended 
by adding at the end the following flush sen-
tence: 

‘‘Such term does not include any fuel derived 
from coprocessing biomass with a feedstock 
which is not biomass. For purposes of this 
paragraph, the term ‘biomass’ has the mean-
ing given such term by section 45K(c)(3).’’. 

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Paragraph 
(3) of section 40A(f) is amended by striking 
‘‘(as defined in section 45K(c)(3))’’. 

(b) CLARIFICATION OF ELIGIBILITY FOR AL-
TERNATIVE FUEL CREDIT.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subparagraph (F) of sec-
tion 6426(d)(2) is amended by striking ‘‘hy-
drocarbons’’ and inserting ‘‘fuel’’. 

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 6426 
is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing new subsection: 

‘‘(h) DENIAL OF DOUBLE BENEFIT.—No credit 
shall be determined under subsection (d) or 
(e) with respect to any fuel with respect to 
which credit may be determined under sub-
section (b) or (c) or under section 40 or 40A.’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 

paragraph (2), the amendments made by this 
section shall apply to fuel produced, and sold 
or used, after June 30, 2007. 
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(2) CLARIFICATION OF ELIGIBILITY FOR AL-

TERNATIVE FUEL CREDIT.—The amendment 
made by subsection (b) shall take effect as if 
included in section 11113 of the Safe, Ac-
countable, Flexible, Efficient Transportation 
Equity Act: A Legacy for Users. 
SEC. 312. CLARIFICATION THAT CREDITS FOR 

FUEL ARE DESIGNED TO PROVIDE 
AN INCENTIVE FOR UNITED STATES 
PRODUCTION. 

(a) BIODIESEL FUELS CREDIT.—Paragraph 
(5) of section 40A(d), as added by subsection 
(c), is amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(5) LIMITATION TO BIODIESEL WITH CONNEC-
TION TO THE UNITED STATES.—No credit shall 
be determined under this section with re-
spect to any biodiesel unless— 

‘‘(A) such biodiesel is produced in the 
United States for use as a fuel in the United 
States, and 

‘‘(B) the taxpayer obtains a certification 
(in such form and manner as prescribed by 
the Secretary) from the producer of the bio-
diesel which identifies the product produced 
and the location of such production. 

For purposes of this paragraph, the term 
‘United States’ includes any possession of 
the United States.’’. 

(b) EXCISE TAX CREDIT.—Paragraph (2) of 
section 6426(h), as added by subsection (c), is 
amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(2) BIODIESEL AND ALTERNATIVE FUELS.— 
No credit shall be determined under this sec-
tion with respect to any biodiesel or alter-
native fuel unless— 

‘‘(A) such biodiesel or alternative fuel is 
produced in the United States for use as a 
fuel in the United States, and 

‘‘(B) the taxpayer obtains a certification 
(in such form and manner as prescribed by 
the Secretary) from the producer of such bio-
diesel or alternative fuel which identifies the 
product produced and the location of such 
production.’’. 

(c) PROVISIONS CLARIFYING TREATMENT OF 
FUELS WITH NO NEXUS TO THE UNITED 
STATES.— 

(1) ALCOHOL FUELS CREDIT.—Subsection (d) 
of section 40 is amended by adding at the end 
the following new paragraph: 

‘‘(6) LIMITATION TO ALCOHOL WITH CONNEC-
TION TO THE UNITED STATES.—No credit shall 
be determined under this section with re-
spect to any alcohol which is produced out-
side the United States for use as a fuel out-
side the United States. For purposes of this 
paragraph, the term ‘United States’ includes 
any possession of the United States’’. 

(2) BIODIESEL FUELS CREDIT.—Subsection 
(d) of section 40A is amended by adding at 
the end the following new paragraph: 

‘‘(5) LIMITATION TO BIODIESEL WITH CONNEC-
TION TO THE UNITED STATES.—No credit shall 
be determined under this section with re-
spect to any biodiesel which is produced out-
side the United States for use as a fuel out-
side the United States. For purposes of this 
paragraph, the term ‘United States’ includes 
any possession of the United States’’. 

(3) EXCISE TAX CREDIT.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—Section 6426 is amended 

by adding at the end the following new sub-
section: 

‘‘(h) LIMITATION TO FUELS WITH CONNECTION 
TO THE UNITED STATES.— 

‘‘(1) ALCOHOL.—No credit shall be deter-
mined under this section with respect to any 
alcohol which is produced outside the United 
States for use as a fuel outside the United 
States. 

‘‘(2) BIODIESEL AND ALTERNATIVE FUELS.— 
No credit shall be determined under this sec-
tion with respect to any biodiesel or alter-
native fuel which is produced outside the 

United States for use as a fuel outside the 
United States. 
For purposes of this subsection, the term 
‘United States’ includes any possession of 
the United States.’’. 

(B) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Subsection 
(e) of section 6427 is amended by redesig-
nating paragraph (5) as paragraph (6) and by 
inserting after paragraph (4) the following 
new paragraph: 

‘‘(5) LIMITATION TO FUELS WITH CONNECTION 
TO THE UNITED STATES.—No amount shall be 
payable under paragraph (1) or (2) with re-
spect to any mixture or alternative fuel if 
credit is not allowed with respect to such 
mixture or alternative fuel by reason of sec-
tion 6426(h).’’. 

(d) EFFECTIVE DATE.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 

paragraph (2), the amendments made by this 
section shall apply to fuel produced, and sold 
or used, after the date of the enactment of 
this Act. 

(2) PROVISIONS CLARIFYING TREATMENT OF 
FUELS WITH NO NEXUS TO THE UNITED 
STATES.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as otherwise pro-
vided in this paragraph, the amendments 
made by subsection (c) shall take effect as if 
included in section 301 of the American Jobs 
Creation Act of 2004. 

(B) ALTERNATIVE FUEL CREDITS.—So much 
of the amendments made by subsection (c) as 
relate to the alternative fuel credit or the al-
ternative fuel mixture credit shall take ef-
fect as if included in section 11113 of the 
Safe, Accountable, Flexible, Efficient Trans-
portation Equity Act: A Legacy for Users. 

(C) RENEWABLE DIESEL.—So much of the 
amendments made by subsection (c) as relate 
to renewable diesel shall take effect as if in-
cluded in section 1346 of the Energy Policy 
Act of 2005. 

TITLE IV—OTHER PROVISIONS 
Subtitle A—Studies 

SEC. 401. CARBON AUDIT OF THE TAX CODE. 
(a) STUDY.—The Secretary of the Treasury 

shall enter into an agreement with the Na-
tional Academy of Sciences to undertake a 
comprehensive review of the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to identify the types of and 
specific tax provisions that have the largest 
effects on carbon and other greenhouse gas 
emissions and to estimate the magnitude of 
those effects. 

(b) REPORT.—Not later than 2 years after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Na-
tional Academy of Sciences shall submit to 
Congress a report containing the results of 
study authorized under this section. 

(c) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section $1,500,000 for the period 
of fiscal years 2008 and 2009. 
SEC. 402. COMPREHENSIVE STUDY OF BIOFUELS. 

(a) STUDY.—The Secretary of the Treasury, 
in consultation with the Secretary of Agri-
culture, the Secretary of Energy, and the 
Administrator of the Environmental Protec-
tion Agency, shall enter into an agreement 
with the National Academy of Sciences to 
produce an analysis of current scientific 
findings to determine— 

(1) current biofuels production, as well as 
projections for future production, 

(2) the maximum amount of biofuels pro-
duction capable on United States farmland, 

(3) the domestic effects of a dramatic in-
crease in biofuels production, for example— 

(A) the price of fuel, 
(B) the price of land in rural and suburban 

communities, 
(C) crop acreage and other land use, 

(D) the environment, due to changes in 
crop acreage, fertilizer use, runoff, water 
use, emissions from vehicles utilizing 
biofuels, and other factors, 

(E) the price of feed, 
(F) the selling price of grain crops, 
(G) exports and imports of grains, 
(H) taxpayers, through cost or savings to 

commodity crop payments, and 
(I) the expansion of refinery capacity, 
(4) the ability to convert corn ethanol 

plants for other uses, such as cellulosic eth-
anol or biodiesel, 

(5) a comparative analysis of corn ethanol 
versus other biofuels and renewable energy 
sources, considering cost, energy output, and 
ease of implementation, and 

(6) the need for additional scientific in-
quiry, and specific areas of interest for fu-
ture research. 

(b) REPORT.—The National Academy of 
Sciences shall submit an initial report of the 
findings of the report required under sub-
section (a) to the Congress not later than 3 
months after the date of the enactment of 
this Act, and a final report not later than 6 
months after such date of enactment. 

Subtitle B—Application of Certain Labor 
Standards on Projects Financed Under Tax 
Credit Bonds 

SEC. 411. APPLICATION OF CERTAIN LABOR 
STANDARDS ON PROJECTS FI-
NANCED UNDER TAX CREDIT BONDS. 

Subchapter IV of chapter 31 of title 40, 
United States Code, shall apply to projects 
financed with the proceeds of any tax credit 
bond (as defined in section 54A of the Inter-
nal Revenue Code of 1986). 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
WEINER). Pursuant to House Resolution 
615, the amendment in the nature of a 
substitute printed in the bill is adopted 
and the bill, as amended, is considered 
read. 

The text of the bill, as amended, is as 
follows: 

H.R. 2776 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE; AMENDMENT OF 1986 

CODE; TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
(a) SHORT TITLE.—This Act may be cited as 

the ‘‘Renewable Energy and Energy Conserva-
tion Tax Act of 2007’’. 

(b) AMENDMENT OF 1986 CODE.—Except as oth-
erwise expressly provided, whenever in this Act 
an amendment or repeal is expressed in terms of 
an amendment to, or repeal of, a section or 
other provision, the reference shall be consid-
ered to be made to a section or other provision 
of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986. 

(c) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of con-
tents of this Act is as follows: 

Sec. 1. Short title; amendment of 1986 Code; 
table of contents. 

TITLE I—PRODUCTION INCENTIVES 

Sec. 101. Extension and modification of renew-
able energy credit. 

Sec. 102. Production credit for electricity pro-
duced from marine renewables. 

Sec. 103. Extension and modification of energy 
credit. 

Sec. 104. New clean renewable energy bonds. 
Sec. 105. Extension and modification of special 

rule to implement FERC and State 
electric restructuring policy. 

Sec. 106. Repeal of dollar limitation and allow-
ance against alternative minimum 
tax for residential solar and fuel 
cell property credit. 
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TITLE II—CONSERVATION 

Subtitle A—Transportation 

Sec. 201. Credit for plug-in hybrid vehicles. 
Sec. 202. Extension and modification of alter-

native fuel vehicle refueling prop-
erty credit. 

Sec. 203. Extension and modification of credits 
for biodiesel and renewable diesel. 

Sec. 204. Credit for production of cellulosic al-
cohol. 

Sec. 205. Extension of transportation fringe 
benefit to bicycle commuters. 

Sec. 206. Modification of limitation on auto-
mobile depreciation. 

Sec. 207. Restructuring of New York Liberty 
Zone tax credits. 

Subtitle B—Other Conservation Provisions 

Sec. 211. Qualified energy conservation bonds. 
Sec. 212. Qualified residential energy efficiency 

assistance bonds. 
Sec. 213. Extension of energy efficient commer-

cial buildings deduction. 
Sec. 214. Modifications of energy efficient ap-

pliance credit for appliances pro-
duced after 2007. 

Sec. 215. Five-year applicable recovery period 
for depreciation of qualified en-
ergy management devices. 

TITLE III—REVENUE PROVISIONS 

Subtitle A—Denial of Oil and Gas Tax Benefits 

Sec. 301. Denial of deduction for income attrib-
utable to domestic production of 
oil, natural gas, or primary prod-
ucts thereof. 

Sec. 302. 7-year amortization of geological and 
geophysical expenditures for cer-
tain major integrated oil compa-
nies. 

Sec. 303. Clarification of determination of for-
eign oil and gas extraction in-
come. 

Subtitle B—Clarification of Eligibility for 
Certain Fuel Credits 

Sec. 311. Clarification of eligibility for renew-
able diesel credit. 

Sec. 312. Clarification that credits for fuel are 
designed to provide an incentive 
for United States production. 

TITLE IV—OTHER PROVISIONS 

Subtitle A—Studies 

Sec. 401. Carbon audit of the tax code. 
Sec. 402. Comprehensive study of biofuels. 

Subtitle B—Application of Certain Labor Stand-
ards on Projects Financed Under Tax Credit 
Bonds 

Sec. 411. Application of certain labor standards 
on projects financed under tax 
credit bonds. 

TITLE I—PRODUCTION INCENTIVES 
SEC. 101. EXTENSION AND MODIFICATION OF RE-

NEWABLE ENERGY CREDIT. 
(a) EXTENSION OF CREDIT.—Each of the fol-

lowing provisions of section 45(d) (relating to 
qualified facilities) is amended by striking ‘‘Jan-
uary 1, 2009’’ and inserting ‘‘January 1, 2013’’: 

(1) Paragraph (1). 
(2) Clauses (i) and (ii) of paragraph (2)(A). 
(3) Clauses (i)(I) and (ii) of paragraph (3)(A). 
(4) Paragraph (4). 
(5) Paragraph (5). 
(6) Paragraph (6). 
(7) Paragraph (7). 
(8) Subparagraphs (A) and (B) of paragraph 

(9). 
(b) MODIFICATION OF CREDIT PHASEOUT.— 
(1) REPEAL OF PHASEOUT.—Subsection (b) of 

section 45 is amended— 
(A) by striking paragraph (1), and 
(B) by striking ‘‘the 8 cent amount in para-

graph (1),’’ in paragraph (2) thereof. 

(2) LIMITATION BASED ON INVESTMENT IN FA-
CILITY.—Subsection (b) of section 45 is amended 
by inserting before paragraph (2) the following 
new paragraph: 

‘‘(1) LIMITATION BASED ON INVESTMENT IN FA-
CILITY.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—In the case of any quali-
fied facility originally placed in service after 
December 31, 2008, the amount of the credit de-
termined under subsection (a) for any taxable 
year with respect to electricity produced at such 
facility shall not exceed the product of— 

‘‘(i) the applicable percentage with respect to 
such facility, multiplied by 

‘‘(ii) the eligible basis of such facility. 
‘‘(B) CARRYFORWARD OF UNUSED LIMITATION 

AND EXCESS CREDIT.— 
‘‘(i) UNUSED LIMITATION.—If the limitation im-

posed under subparagraph (A) with respect to 
any facility for any taxable year exceeds the 
credit determined under subsection (a) (deter-
mined without regard to this paragraph) with 
respect to such facility for such taxable year, 
the limitation imposed under subparagraph (A) 
with respect to such facility for the succeeding 
taxable year shall be increased by the amount of 
such excess. 

‘‘(ii) EXCESS CREDIT.—If the credit determined 
under subsection (a) (determined without regard 
to this paragraph) with respect to any facility 
for any taxable year exceeds the limitation im-
posed under subparagraph (A) with respect to 
such facility for such taxable year, the credit 
determined under subsection (a) with respect to 
such facility for the succeeding taxable year 
(determined before the application of subpara-
graph (A) for such succeeding taxable year) 
shall be increased by the amount of such excess. 
With respect to any facility, no amount may 
carried forward under this clause to any taxable 
year beginning after the 10-year period de-
scribed in subsection (a)(2)(A)(ii) with respect to 
such facility. 

‘‘(C) APPLICABLE PERCENTAGE.—For purposes 
of this paragraph— 

‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘applicable per-
centage’ means, with respect to any facility, the 
appropriate percentage prescribed by the Sec-
retary for the month in which such facility is 
originally placed in service. 

‘‘(ii) METHOD OF PRESCRIBING PERCENTAGES.— 
The percentages prescribed by the Secretary for 
any month under clause (i) shall be percentages 
which yield over a 10-year period amounts of 
limitation under subparagraph (A) which have 
a present value equal to 35 percent of the eligi-
ble basis of the facility. 

‘‘(iii) METHOD OF DISCOUNTING.—The present 
value under clause (ii) shall be determined— 

‘‘(I) as of the last day of the 1st year of the 
10-year period referred to in clause (ii), 

‘‘(II) by using a discount rate equal to the av-
erage annual interest rate of tax-exempt obliga-
tions having a term of 10 years or more which 
are issued during the month preceding the 
month for which the percentage is being pre-
scribed, and 

‘‘(III) by taking into account the limitation 
under subparagraph (A) for any year on the 
last day of such year. 

‘‘(D) ELIGIBLE BASIS.—For purposes of this 
paragraph, the term ‘eligible basis’ means, with 
respect to any facility, the basis of such facility 
determined as of the time that such facility is 
originally placed in service. 

‘‘(E) SPECIAL RULE FOR FIRST AND LAST YEAR 
OF CREDIT PERIOD.—In the case of any taxable 
year any portion of which is not within the 10- 
year period described in subsection (a)(2)(A)(ii) 
with respect to any facility, the amount of the 
limitation under subparagraph (A) with respect 
to such facility shall be reduced by an amount 
which bears the same ratio to the amount of 
such limitation (determined without regard to 

this subparagraph) as such portion of the tax-
able year which is not within such period bears 
to the entire taxable year.’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in para-

graph (2), the amendments made by this section 
shall apply to property originally placed in serv-
ice after December 31, 2008. 

(2) REPEAL OF CREDIT PHASEOUT.—The 
amendments made by subsection (b)(1) shall 
apply to taxable years ending after December 31, 
2008. 
SEC. 102. PRODUCTION CREDIT FOR ELECTRICITY 

PRODUCED FROM MARINE RENEW-
ABLES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Paragraph (1) of section 
45(c) (relating to resources) is amended by strik-
ing ‘‘and’’ at the end of subparagraph (G), by 
striking the period at the end of subparagraph 
(H) and inserting ‘‘, and’’, and by adding at the 
end the following new subparagraph: 

‘‘(I) marine and hydrokinetic renewable en-
ergy.’’. 

(b) MARINE RENEWABLES.—Subsection (c) of 
section 45 is amended by adding at the end the 
following new paragraph: 

‘‘(10) MARINE AND HYDROKINETIC RENEWABLE 
ENERGY.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘marine and 
hydrokinetic renewable energy’ means energy 
derived from— 

‘‘(i) waves, tides, and currents in oceans, estu-
aries, and tidal areas, 

‘‘(ii) free flowing water in rivers, lakes, and 
streams, 

‘‘(iii) free flowing water in an irrigation sys-
tem, canal, or other man-made channel, includ-
ing projects that utilize nonmechanical struc-
tures to accelerate the flow of water for electric 
power production purposes, or 

‘‘(iv) differentials in ocean temperature (ocean 
thermal energy conversion). 

‘‘(B) EXCEPTIONS.—Such term shall not in-
clude any energy which is derived from any 
source which utilizes a dam, diversionary struc-
ture (except as provided in subparagraph 
(A)(iii)), or impoundment for electric power pro-
duction purposes.’’. 

(c) DEFINITION OF FACILITY.—Subsection (d) 
of section 45 is amended by adding at the end 
the following new paragraph: 

‘‘(11) MARINE AND HYDROKINETIC RENEWABLE 
ENERGY FACILITIES.—In the case of a facility 
producing electricity from marine and 
hydrokinetic renewable energy, the term ‘quali-
fied facility’ means any facility owned by the 
taxpayer— 

‘‘(A) which has a nameplate capacity rating 
of at least 150 kilowatts, and 

‘‘(B) which is originally placed in service on 
or after the date of the enactment of this para-
graph and before January 1, 2013.’’. 

(d) CREDIT RATE.—Subparagraph (A) of sec-
tion 45(b)(4) is amended by striking ‘‘or (9)’’ and 
inserting ‘‘(9), or (11)’’. 

(e) COORDINATION WITH SMALL IRRIGATION 
POWER.—Paragraph (5) of section 45(d), as 
amended by this Act, is amended by striking 
‘‘January 1, 2013’’ and inserting ‘‘the date of 
the enactment of paragraph (11)’’. 

(f) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments made 
by this section shall apply to electricity pro-
duced and sold after the date of the enactment 
of this Act, in taxable years ending after such 
date. 
SEC. 103. EXTENSION AND MODIFICATION OF EN-

ERGY CREDIT. 
(a) EXTENSION OF CREDIT.— 
(1) SOLAR ENERGY PROPERTY.—Paragraphs 

(2)(A)(i)(II) and (3)(A)(ii) of section 48(a) (relat-
ing to energy credit) are each amended by strik-
ing ‘‘January 1, 2009’’ and inserting ‘‘January 
1, 2017’’. 

(2) FUEL CELL PROPERTY.—Subparagraph (E) 
of section 48(c)(1) (relating to qualified fuel cell 
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property) is amended by striking ‘‘December 31, 
2008’’ and inserting ‘‘December 31, 2016’’. 

(b) ALLOWANCE OF ENERGY CREDIT AGAINST 
ALTERNATIVE MINIMUM TAX.—Subparagraph 
(B) of section 38(c)(4) (relating to specified cred-
its) is amended by striking ‘‘and’’ at the end of 
clause (iii), by striking the period at the end of 
clause (iv) and inserting ‘‘, and’’, and by adding 
at the end the following new clause: 

‘‘(v) the credit determined under section 46 to 
the extent that such credit is attributable to the 
energy credit determined under section 48.’’. 

(c) INCREASE OF CREDIT LIMITATION FOR FUEL 
CELL PROPERTY.—Subparagraph (B) of section 
48(c)(1) is amended by striking ‘‘$500’’ and in-
serting ‘‘$1,500’’. 

(d) PUBLIC ELECTRIC UTILITY PROPERTY 
TAKEN INTO ACCOUNT.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Paragraph (3) of section 
48(a) is amended by striking the second sentence 
thereof. 

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 
(A) Paragraph (1) of section 48(c) is amended 

by striking subparagraph (D) and redesignating 
subparagraph (E) as subparagraph (D). 

(B) Paragraph (2) of section 48(c) is amended 
by striking subparagraph (D) and redesignating 
subparagraph (E) as subparagraph (D). 

(e) CLERICAL AMENDMENTS.—Paragraphs 
(1)(B) and (2)(B) of section 48(c) are each 
amended by striking ‘‘paragraph (1)’’ and in-
serting ‘‘subsection (a)’’. 

(f) EFFECTIVE DATE.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as otherwise provided 

in this subsection, the amendments made by this 
section shall take effect on the date of the en-
actment of this Act. 

(2) ALLOWANCE AGAINST ALTERNATIVE MIN-
IMUM TAX.—The amendments made by sub-
section (b) shall apply to credits determined 
under section 46 of the Internal Revenue Code 
of 1986 in taxable years beginning after the date 
of the enactment of this Act and to carrybacks 
of such credits. 

(3) INCREASE IN LIMITATION FOR FUEL CELL 
PROPERTY.—The amendment made by subsection 
(c) shall apply to periods after the date of the 
enactment of this Act, in taxable years ending 
after such date, under rules similar to the rules 
of section 48(m) of the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986 (as in effect on the day before the date of 
the enactment of the Revenue Reconciliation 
Act of 1990). 

(4) PUBLIC ELECTRIC UTILITY PROPERTY.—The 
amendments made by subsection (d) shall apply 
to periods after June 20, 2007, in taxable years 
ending after such date, under rules similar to 
the rules of section 48(m) of the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 (as in effect on the day before 
the date of the enactment of the Revenue Rec-
onciliation Act of 1990). 
SEC. 104. NEW CLEAN RENEWABLE ENERGY 

BONDS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Part IV of subchapter A of 

chapter 1 (relating to credits against tax) is 
amended by adding at the end the following 
new subpart: 

‘‘Subpart I—Qualified Tax Credit Bonds 
‘‘Sec. 54A. Credit to holders of qualified tax 

credit bonds. 
‘‘Sec. 54B. New clean renewable energy bonds. 
‘‘SEC. 54A. CREDIT TO HOLDERS OF QUALIFIED 

TAX CREDIT BONDS. 
‘‘(a) ALLOWANCE OF CREDIT.—If a taxpayer 

holds a qualified tax credit bond on one or more 
credit allowance dates of the bond during any 
taxable year, there shall be allowed as a credit 
against the tax imposed by this chapter for the 
taxable year an amount equal to the sum of the 
credits determined under subsection (b) with re-
spect to such dates. 

‘‘(b) AMOUNT OF CREDIT.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The amount of the credit 

determined under this subsection with respect to 

any credit allowance date for a qualified tax 
credit bond is 25 percent of the annual credit de-
termined with respect to such bond. 

‘‘(2) ANNUAL CREDIT.—The annual credit de-
termined with respect to any qualified tax credit 
bond is the product of— 

‘‘(A) the applicable credit rate, multiplied by 
‘‘(B) the outstanding face amount of the 

bond. 
‘‘(3) APPLICABLE CREDIT RATE.—For purposes 

of paragraph (2), the applicable credit rate is 
the rate which the Secretary estimates will per-
mit the issuance of qualified tax credit bonds 
with a specified maturity or redemption date 
without discount and without interest cost to 
the qualified issuer. The applicable credit rate 
with respect to any qualified tax credit bond 
shall be determined as of the first day on which 
there is a binding, written contract for the sale 
or exchange of the bond. 

‘‘(4) SPECIAL RULE FOR ISSUANCE AND REDEMP-
TION.—In the case of a bond which is issued 
during the 3-month period ending on a credit al-
lowance date, the amount of the credit deter-
mined under this subsection with respect to such 
credit allowance date shall be a ratable portion 
of the credit otherwise determined based on the 
portion of the 3-month period during which the 
bond is outstanding. A similar rule shall apply 
when the bond is redeemed or matures. 

‘‘(c) LIMITATION BASED ON AMOUNT OF TAX.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The credit allowed under 

subsection (a) for any taxable year shall not ex-
ceed the excess of— 

‘‘(A) the sum of the regular tax liability (as 
defined in section 26(b)) plus the tax imposed by 
section 55, over 

‘‘(B) the sum of the credits allowable under 
this part (other than subpart C and this sub-
part). 

‘‘(2) CARRYOVER OF UNUSED CREDIT.—If the 
credit allowable under subsection (a) exceeds 
the limitation imposed by paragraph (1) for such 
taxable year, such excess shall be carried to the 
succeeding taxable year and added to the credit 
allowable under subsection (a) for such taxable 
year (determined before the application of para-
graph (1) for such succeeding taxable year). 

‘‘(d) QUALIFIED TAX CREDIT BOND.—For pur-
poses of this section— 

‘‘(1) QUALIFIED TAX CREDIT BOND.—The term 
‘qualified tax credit bond’ means a new clean 
renewable energy bond which is part of an issue 
that meets the requirements of paragraphs (2), 
(3), (4), (5), and (6). 

‘‘(2) SPECIAL RULES RELATING TO EXPENDI-
TURES.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—An issue shall be treated 
as meeting the requirements of this paragraph 
if, as of the date of issuance, the issuer reason-
ably expects— 

‘‘(i) 100 percent or more of the available 
project proceeds to be spent for 1 or more quali-
fied purposes within the 3-year period beginning 
on such date of issuance, and 

‘‘(ii) a binding commitment with a third party 
to spend at least 10 percent of such available 
project proceeds will be incurred within the 6- 
month period beginning on such date of 
issuance. 

‘‘(B) FAILURE TO SPEND REQUIRED AMOUNT OF 
BOND PROCEEDS WITHIN 3 YEARS.— 

‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—To the extent that less than 
100 percent of the available project proceeds of 
the issue are expended by the close of the ex-
penditure period for 1 or more qualified pur-
poses, the issuer shall redeem all of the non-
qualified bonds within 90 days after the end of 
such period. For purposes of this paragraph, the 
amount of the nonqualified bonds required to be 
redeemed shall be determined in the same man-
ner as under section 142. 

‘‘(ii) EXPENDITURE PERIOD.—For purposes of 
this subpart, the term ‘expenditure period’ 

means, with respect to any issue, the 3-year pe-
riod beginning on the date of issuance. Such 
term shall include any extension of such period 
under clause (iii). 

‘‘(iii) EXTENSION OF PERIOD.—Upon submis-
sion of a request prior to the expiration of the 
expenditure period (determined without regard 
to any extension under this clause), the Sec-
retary may extend such period if the issuer es-
tablishes that the failure to expend the proceeds 
within the original expenditure period is due to 
reasonable cause and the expenditures for quali-
fied purposes will continue to proceed with due 
diligence. 

‘‘(C) QUALIFIED PURPOSE.—For purposes of 
this paragraph, the term ‘qualified purpose’ 
means a purpose specified in section 54B(a)(1). 

‘‘(D) REIMBURSEMENT.—For purposes of this 
subtitle, available project proceeds of an issue 
shall be treated as spent for a qualified purpose 
if such proceeds are used to reimburse the issuer 
for amounts paid for a qualified purpose after 
the date that the Secretary makes an allocation 
of bond limitation with respect to such issue, 
but only if— 

‘‘(i) prior to the payment of the original ex-
penditure, the issuer declared its intent to reim-
burse such expenditure with the proceeds of a 
qualified tax credit bond, 

‘‘(ii) not later than 60 days after payment of 
the original expenditure, the issuer adopts an 
official intent to reimburse the original expendi-
ture with such proceeds, and 

‘‘(iii) the reimbursement is made not later 
than 18 months after the date the original ex-
penditure is paid. 

‘‘(3) REPORTING.—An issue shall be treated as 
meeting the requirements of this paragraph if 
the issuer of qualified tax credit bonds submits 
reports similar to the reports required under sec-
tion 149(e). 

‘‘(4) SPECIAL RULES RELATING TO ARBITRAGE.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—An issue shall be treated 

as meeting the requirements of this paragraph if 
the issuer satisfies the requirements of section 
148 with respect to the proceeds of the issue. 

‘‘(B) SPECIAL RULE FOR INVESTMENTS DURING 
EXPENDITURE PERIOD.—An issue shall not be 
treated as failing to meet the requirements of 
subparagraph (A) by reason of any investment 
of available project proceeds during the expendi-
ture period. 

‘‘(C) SPECIAL RULE FOR RESERVE FUNDS.—An 
issue shall not be treated as failing to meet the 
requirements of subparagraph (A) by reason of 
any fund which is expected to be used to repay 
such issue if— 

‘‘(i) such fund is funded at a rate not more 
rapid than equal annual installments, 

‘‘(ii) such fund is funded in a manner that 
such fund will not exceed the amount necessary 
to repay the issue if invested at the maximum 
rate permitted under clause (iii), and 

‘‘(iii) the yield on such fund is not greater 
than the discount rate determined under para-
graph (5)(B) with respect to the issue. 

‘‘(5) MATURITY LIMITATION.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—An issue shall not be treat-

ed as meeting the requirements of this para-
graph if the maturity of any bond which is part 
of such issue exceeds the maximum term deter-
mined by the Secretary under subparagraph (B). 

‘‘(B) MAXIMUM TERM.—During each calendar 
month, the Secretary shall determine the max-
imum term permitted under this paragraph for 
bonds issued during the following calendar 
month. Such maximum term shall be the term 
which the Secretary estimates will result in the 
present value of the obligation to repay the 
principal on the bond being equal to 50 percent 
of the face amount of such bond. Such present 
value shall be determined using as a discount 
rate the average annual interest rate of tax-ex-
empt obligations having a term of 10 years or 
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more which are issued during the month. If the 
term as so determined is not a multiple of a 
whole year, such term shall be rounded to the 
next highest whole year. 

‘‘(6) PROHIBITION ON FINANCIAL CONFLICTS OF 
INTEREST.—An issue shall be treated as meeting 
the requirements of this paragraph if the issuer 
certifies that— 

‘‘(A) applicable State and local law require-
ments governing conflicts of interest are satis-
fied with respect to such issue, and 

‘‘(B) if the Secretary prescribes additional 
conflicts of interest rules governing the appro-
priate Members of Congress, Federal, State, and 
local officials, and their spouses, such addi-
tional rules are satisfied with respect to such 
issue. 

‘‘(e) OTHER DEFINITIONS.—For purposes of 
this subchapter— 

‘‘(1) CREDIT ALLOWANCE DATE.—The term 
‘credit allowance date’ means— 

‘‘(A) March 15, 
‘‘(B) June 15, 
‘‘(C) September 15, and 
‘‘(D) December 15. 

Such term includes the last day on which the 
bond is outstanding. 

‘‘(2) BOND.—The term ‘bond’ includes any ob-
ligation. 

‘‘(3) STATE.—The term ‘State’ includes the 
District of Columbia and any possession of the 
United States. 

‘‘(4) AVAILABLE PROJECT PROCEEDS.—The term 
‘available project proceeds’ means— 

‘‘(A) the excess of— 
‘‘(i) the proceeds from the sale of an issue, 

over 
‘‘(ii) the issuance costs financed by the issue 

(to the extent that such costs do not exceed 2 
percent of such proceeds), and 

‘‘(B) the proceeds from any investment of the 
excess described in subparagraph (A). 

‘‘(f) CREDIT TREATED AS INTEREST.—For pur-
poses of this subtitle, the credit determined 
under subsection (a) shall be treated as interest 
which is includible in gross income. 

‘‘(g) S CORPORATIONS AND PARTNERSHIPS.—In 
the case of a tax credit bond held by an S cor-
poration or partnership, the allocation of the 
credit allowed by this section to the share-
holders of such corporation or partners of such 
partnership shall be treated as a distribution. 

‘‘(h) BONDS HELD BY REGULATED INVESTMENT 
COMPANIES AND REAL ESTATE INVESTMENT 
TRUSTS.—If any qualified tax credit bond is held 
by a regulated investment company or a real es-
tate investment trust, the credit determined 
under subsection (a) shall be allowed to share-
holders of such company or beneficiaries of such 
trust (and any gross income included under sub-
section (f) with respect to such credit shall be 
treated as distributed to such shareholders or 
beneficiaries) under procedures prescribed by 
the Secretary. 

‘‘(i) CREDITS MAY BE STRIPPED.—Under regu-
lations prescribed by the Secretary— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—There may be a separation 
(including at issuance) of the ownership of a 
qualified tax credit bond and the entitlement to 
the credit under this section with respect to such 
bond. In case of any such separation, the credit 
under this section shall be allowed to the person 
who on the credit allowance date holds the in-
strument evidencing the entitlement to the credit 
and not to the holder of the bond. 

‘‘(2) CERTAIN RULES TO APPLY.—In the case of 
a separation described in paragraph (1), the 
rules of section 1286 shall apply to the qualified 
tax credit bond as if it were a stripped bond and 
to the credit under this section as if it were a 
stripped coupon. 
‘‘SEC. 54B. NEW CLEAN RENEWABLE ENERGY 

BONDS. 
‘‘(a) NEW CLEAN RENEWABLE ENERGY BOND.— 

For purposes of this subpart, the term ‘new 

clean renewable energy bond’ means any bond 
issued as part of an issue if— 

‘‘(1) 100 percent of the available project pro-
ceeds of such issue are to be used for capital ex-
penditures incurred by public power providers 
or cooperative electric companies for one or more 
qualified renewable energy facilities, 

‘‘(2) the bond is issued by a qualified issuer, 
and 

‘‘(3) the issuer designates such bond for pur-
poses of this section. 

‘‘(b) REDUCED CREDIT AMOUNT.—The annual 
credit determined under section 54A(b) with re-
spect to any new clean renewable energy bond 
shall be 70 percent of the amount so determined 
without regard to this subsection. 

‘‘(c) LIMITATION ON AMOUNT OF BONDS DES-
IGNATED.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The maximum aggregate 
face amount of bonds which may be designated 
under subsection (a) by any issuer shall not ex-
ceed the limitation amount allocated under this 
subsection to such issuer. 

‘‘(2) NATIONAL LIMITATION ON AMOUNT OF 
BONDS DESIGNATED.—There is a national new 
clean renewable energy bond limitation of 
$2,000,000,000 which shall be allocated by the 
Secretary as provided in paragraph (3), except 
that— 

‘‘(A) not more than 60 percent thereof may be 
allocated to qualified projects of public power 
providers, and 

‘‘(B) not more than 40 percent thereof may be 
allocated to qualified projects of cooperative 
electric companies. 

‘‘(3) METHOD OF ALLOCATION.— 
‘‘(A) ALLOCATION AMONG PUBLIC POWER PRO-

VIDERS.—After the Secretary determines the 
qualified projects of public power providers 
which are appropriate for receiving an alloca-
tion of the national new clean renewable energy 
bond limitation, the Secretary shall, to the max-
imum extent practicable, make allocations 
among such projects in such manner that the 
amount allocated to each such project bears the 
same ratio to the cost of such project as the limi-
tation under subparagraph (2)(A) bears to the 
cost of all such projects. 

‘‘(B) ALLOCATION AMONG COOPERATIVE ELEC-
TRIC COMPANIES.—The Secretary shall make al-
locations of the amount of the national new 
clean renewable energy bond limitation de-
scribed in paragraph (2)(B) among qualified 
projects of cooperative electric companies in 
such manner as the Secretary determines appro-
priate. 

‘‘(d) DEFINITIONS.—For purposes of this sec-
tion— 

‘‘(1) QUALIFIED RENEWABLE ENERGY FACIL-
ITY.—The term ‘qualified renewable energy fa-
cility’ means a qualified facility (as determined 
under section 45(d) without regard to para-
graphs (8) and (10) thereof and to any placed in 
service date) owned by a public power provider 
or a cooperative electric company. 

‘‘(2) PUBLIC POWER PROVIDER.—The term 
‘public power provider’ means a State utility 
with a service obligation, as such terms are de-
fined in section 217 of the Federal Power Act (as 
in effect on the date of the enactment of this 
paragraph). 

‘‘(3) COOPERATIVE ELECTRIC COMPANY.—The 
term ‘cooperative electric company’ means a mu-
tual or cooperative electric company described 
in section 501(c)(12) or section 1381(a)(2)(C). 

‘‘(4) CLEAN RENEWABLE ENERGY BOND LEND-
ER.—The term ‘clean renewable energy bond 
lender’ means a lender which is a cooperative 
which is owned by, or has outstanding loans to, 
100 or more cooperative electric companies and is 
in existence on February 1, 2002, and shall in-
clude any affiliated entity which is controlled 
by such lender. 

‘‘(5) QUALIFIED ISSUER.—The term ‘qualified 
issuer’ means a public power provider, a cooper-

ative electric company, a clean renewable en-
ergy bond lender, or a not-for-profit electric 
utility which has received a loan or loan guar-
antee under the Rural Electrification Act.’’. 

(b) REPORTING.—Subsection (d) of section 6049 
(relating to returns regarding payments of inter-
est) is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing new paragraph: 

‘‘(9) REPORTING OF CREDIT ON QUALIFIED TAX 
CREDIT BONDS.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—For purposes of subsection 
(a), the term ‘interest’ includes amounts includ-
ible in gross income under section 54A and such 
amounts shall be treated as paid on the credit 
allowance date (as defined in section 54A(e)(1)). 

‘‘(B) REPORTING TO CORPORATIONS, ETC.—Ex-
cept as otherwise provided in regulations, in the 
case of any interest described in subparagraph 
(A) of this paragraph, subsection (b)(4) of this 
section shall be applied without regard to sub-
paragraphs (A), (H), (I), (J), (K), and (L)(i). 

‘‘(C) REGULATORY AUTHORITY.—The Secretary 
may prescribe such regulations as are necessary 
or appropriate to carry out the purposes of this 
paragraph, including regulations which require 
more frequent or more detailed reporting.’’. 

(c) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 
(1) Sections 54(c)(2) and 1400N(l)(3)(B) are 

each amended by striking ‘‘subpart C’’ and in-
serting ‘‘subparts C and I’’. 

(2) Section 1397E(c)(2) is amended by striking 
‘‘subpart H’’ and inserting ‘‘subparts H and I’’. 

(3) Section 6401(b)(1) is amended by striking 
‘‘and H’’ and inserting ‘‘H, and I’’. 

(4) The heading of subpart H of part IV of 
subchapter A of chapter 1 is amended by strik-
ing ‘‘Certain Bonds’’ and inserting ‘‘Clean Re-
newable Energy Bonds’’. 

(5) The table of subparts for part IV of sub-
chapter A of chapter 1 is amended by striking 
the item relating to subpart H and inserting the 
following new items: 

‘‘SUBPART H. NONREFUNDABLE CREDIT TO 
HOLDERS OF CLEAN RENEWABLE ENERGY BONDS. 
‘‘SUBPART I. QUALIFIED TAX CREDIT BONDS.’’. 
(d) EFFECTIVE DATES.—The amendments made 

by this section shall apply to obligations issued 
after the date of the enactment of this Act. 
SEC. 105. EXTENSION AND MODIFICATION OF 

SPECIAL RULE TO IMPLEMENT FERC 
AND STATE ELECTRIC RESTRUC-
TURING POLICY. 

(a) EXTENSION FOR QUALIFIED ELECTRIC UTIL-
ITIES.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Paragraph (3) of section 
451(i) (relating to special rule for sales or dis-
positions to implement Federal Energy Regu-
latory Commission or State electric restructuring 
policy) is amended by striking ‘‘before January 
1, 2008,’’ and inserting ‘‘before January 1, 2010, 
by a qualified electric utility,’’. 

(2) QUALIFIED ELECTRIC UTILITY.—Subsection 
(i) of section 451 is amended by redesignating 
paragraphs (6) through (10) as paragraphs (7) 
through (11), respectively, and by inserting after 
paragraph (5) the following new paragraph: 

‘‘(6) QUALIFIED ELECTRIC UTILITY.—For pur-
poses of this subsection, the term ‘qualified elec-
tric utility’ means— 

‘‘(A) an electric utility (as defined in section 
3(22) of the Federal Power Act (16 U.S.C. 
796(22))), and 

‘‘(B) any person in the same holding company 
system (as defined in section 1262(9) of the Pub-
lic Utility Holding Company Act of 2005 (42 
U.S.C. 16451(9))) as an electric utility referred to 
subparagraph (A).’’. 

(b) EXTENSION OF PERIOD FOR TRANSFER OF 
OPERATIONAL CONTROL AUTHORIZED BY 
FERC.—Clause (ii) of section 451(i)(4)(B) is 
amended by striking ‘‘December 31, 2007’’ and 
inserting ‘‘the date which is 4 years after the 
close of the taxable year in which the trans-
action occurs’’. 
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(c) PROPERTY LOCATED OUTSIDE THE UNITED 

STATES NOT TREATED AS EXEMPT UTILITY PROP-
ERTY.—Paragraph (5) of section 451(i) is amend-
ed by adding at the end the following new sub-
paragraph: 

‘‘(C) EXCEPTION FOR PROPERTY LOCATED OUT-
SIDE THE UNITED STATES.—The term ‘exempt util-
ity property’ shall not include any property 
which is located outside the United States.’’. 

(d) EFFECTIVE DATES.— 
(1) EXTENSION.—The amendment made by sub-

section (a) shall apply to transactions after De-
cember 31, 2007. 

(2) TRANSFERS OF OPERATIONAL CONTROL.— 
The amendment made by subsection (b) shall 
take effect as if included in section 909 of the 
American Jobs Creation Act of 2004. 

(3) EXCEPTION FOR PROPERTY LOCATED OUT-
SIDE THE UNITED STATES.—The amendment made 
by subsection (c) shall apply to transactions 
after the date of the enactment of this Act. 
SEC. 106. REPEAL OF DOLLAR LIMITATION AND 

ALLOWANCE AGAINST ALTERNATIVE 
MINIMUM TAX FOR RESIDENTIAL 
SOLAR AND FUEL CELL PROPERTY 
CREDIT. 

(a) REPEAL OF MAXIMUM DOLLAR LIMITA-
TION.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subsection (b) of section 25D 
(relating to limitations) is amended to read as 
follows: 

‘‘(b) CERTIFICATION OF SOLAR WATER HEATING 
PROPERTY.—No credit shall be allowed under 
this section for an item of property described in 
subsection (d)(1) unless such property is cer-
tified for performance by the non-profit Solar 
Rating Certification Corporation or a com-
parable entity endorsed by the government of 
the State in which such property is installed.’’. 

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 
(A) Subsection (e) of section 25D is amended 

by striking paragraph (4) and by redesignating 
paragraphs (5) through (9) as paragraphs (4) 
through (8), respectively. 

(B) Paragraph (1) of section 25C(e) is amended 
by striking ‘‘(8), and (9)’’ and inserting ‘‘and (8) 
(and paragraph (4) as in effect before its repeal 
by the Renewable Energy and Energy Conserva-
tion Tax Act of 2007)’’. 

(b) CREDIT ALLOWED AGAINST ALTERNATIVE 
MINIMUM TAX.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subsection (c) of section 25D 
is amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(c) LIMITATION BASED ON AMOUNT OF TAX; 
CARRYFORWARD OF UNUSED CREDIT.— 

‘‘(1) LIMITATION BASED ON AMOUNT OF TAX.— 
In the case of a taxable year to which section 
26(a)(2) does not apply, the credit allowed under 
subsection (a) for the taxable year shall not ex-
ceed the excess of— 

‘‘(A) the sum of the regular tax liability (as 
defined in section 26(b)) plus the tax imposed by 
section 55, over 

‘‘(B) the sum of the credits allowable under 
this subpart (other than this section) and sec-
tion 27 for the taxable year. 

‘‘(2) CARRYFORWARD OF UNUSED CREDIT.— 
‘‘(A) RULE FOR YEARS IN WHICH ALL PERSONAL 

CREDITS ALLOWED AGAINST REGULAR AND ALTER-
NATIVE MINIMUM TAX.—In the case of a taxable 
year to which section 26(a)(2) applies, if the 
credit allowable under subsection (a) exceeds 
the limitation imposed by section 26(a)(2) for 
such taxable year reduced by the sum of the 
credits allowable under this subpart (other than 
this section), such excess shall be carried to the 
succeeding taxable year and added to the credit 
allowable under subsection (a) for such suc-
ceeding taxable year. 

‘‘(B) RULE FOR OTHER YEARS.—In the case of 
a taxable year to which section 26(a)(2) does not 
apply, if the credit allowable under subsection 
(a) exceeds the limitation imposed by paragraph 
(1) for such taxable year, such excess shall be 
carried to the succeeding taxable year and 

added to the credit allowable under subsection 
(a) for such succeeding taxable year.’’. 

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 
(A) Section 23(b)(4)(B) is amended by inserting 

‘‘and section 25D’’ after ‘‘this section’’. 
(B) Section 24(b)(3)(B) is amended by striking 

‘‘and 25B’’ and inserting ‘‘, 25B, and 25D’’. 
(C) Section 25B(g)(2) is amended by striking 

‘‘section 23’’ and inserting ‘‘sections 23 and 
25D’’. 

(D) Section 26(a)(1) is amended by striking 
‘‘and 25B’’ and inserting ‘‘25B, and 25D’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATES.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as otherwise provided 

in this subsection, the amendments made by this 
section shall apply to expenditures made after 
the date of the enactment of this Act. 

(2) ALLOWANCE AGAINST ALTERNATIVE MIN-
IMUM TAX.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The amendments made by 
subsection (b) shall apply to taxable years be-
ginning after the date of the enactment of this 
Act. 

(B) APPLICATION OF EGTRRA SUNSET.—The 
amendments made by subparagraphs (A) and 
(B) of subsection (b)(2) shall be subject to title 
IX of the Economic Growth and Tax Relief Rec-
onciliation Act of 2001 in the same manner as 
the provisions of such Act to which such amend-
ments relate. 

TITLE II—CONSERVATION 
Subtitle A—Transportation 

SEC. 201. CREDIT FOR PLUG-IN HYBRID VEHI-
CLES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subpart B of part IV of sub-
chapter A of chapter 1 (relating to other credits) 
is amended by adding at the end the following 
new section: 
‘‘SEC. 30D. PLUG-IN HYBRID VEHICLES. 

‘‘(a) ALLOWANCE OF CREDIT.—There shall be 
allowed as a credit against the tax imposed by 
this chapter for the taxable year an amount 
equal to the sum of the credit amounts deter-
mined under subsection (b) with respect to each 
qualified plug-in hybrid vehicle placed in service 
by the taxpayer during the taxable year. 

‘‘(b) PER VEHICLE DOLLAR LIMITATION.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The amount determined 

under this subsection with respect to any quali-
fied plug-in hybrid vehicle is the sum of the 
amounts determined under paragraphs (2) and 
(3) with respect to such vehicle. 

‘‘(2) BASE AMOUNT.—The amount determined 
under this paragraph is $4,000. 

‘‘(3) BATTERY CAPACITY.—In the case of vehi-
cle which draws propulsion energy from a bat-
tery with not less than 5 kilowatt hours of ca-
pacity, the amount determined under this para-
graph is $200, plus $200 for each kilowatt hour 
of capacity in excess of 5 kilowatt hours. The 
amount determined under this paragraph shall 
not exceed $2,000. 

‘‘(c) APPLICATION WITH OTHER CREDITS.— 
‘‘(1) BUSINESS CREDIT TREATED AS PART OF 

GENERAL BUSINESS CREDIT.—So much of the 
credit which would be allowed under subsection 
(a) for any taxable year (determined without re-
gard to this subsection) that is attributable to 
property of a character subject to an allowance 
for depreciation shall be treated as a credit list-
ed in section 38(b) for such taxable year (and 
not allowed under subsection (a)). 

‘‘(2) PERSONAL CREDIT.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—For purposes of this title, 

the credit allowed under subsection (a) for any 
taxable year (determined after application of 
paragraph (1)) shall be treated as a credit allow-
able under subpart A for such taxable year. 

‘‘(B) LIMITATION BASED ON AMOUNT OF TAX.— 
In the case of a taxable year to which section 
26(a)(2) does not apply, the credit allowed under 
subsection (a) for any taxable year (determined 
after application of paragraph (1)) shall not ex-
ceed the excess of— 

‘‘(i) the sum of the regular tax liability (as de-
fined in section 26(b)) plus the tax imposed by 
section 55, over 

‘‘(ii) the sum of the credits allowable under 
subpart A (other than this section and sections 
23 and 25D) and section 27 for the taxable year. 

‘‘(d) QUALIFIED PLUG-IN HYBRID VEHICLE.— 
For purposes of this section— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘qualified plug-in 
hybrid vehicle’ means a motor vehicle (as de-
fined in section 30(c)(2))— 

‘‘(A) the original use of which commences 
with the taxpayer, 

‘‘(B) which is acquired for use or lease by the 
taxpayer and not for resale, 

‘‘(C) which is made by a manufacturer, 
‘‘(D) which has a gross vehicle weight rating 

of less than 14,000 pounds, 
‘‘(E) which has received a certificate of con-

formity under the Clean Air Act and meets or 
exceeds the Bin 5 Tier II emission standard es-
tablished in regulations prescribed by the Ad-
ministrator of the Environmental Protection 
Agency under section 202(i) of the Clean Air Act 
for that make and model year vehicle, 

‘‘(F) which is propelled to a significant extent 
by an electric motor which draws electricity 
from a battery which— 

‘‘(i) has a capacity of not less than 4 kilowatt 
hours, and 

‘‘(ii) is capable of being recharged from an ex-
ternal source of electricity, and 

‘‘(G) which either— 
‘‘(i) is also propelled to a significant extent by 

other than an electric motor, or 
‘‘(ii) has a significant onboard source of elec-

tricity which also recharges the battery referred 
to in subparagraph (F). 

‘‘(2) EXCEPTION.—The term ‘qualified plug-in 
hybrid vehicle’ shall not include any vehicle 
which is not a passenger automobile or light 
truck if such vehicle has a gross vehicle weight 
rating of less than 8,500 pounds. 

‘‘(3) OTHER TERMS.—The terms ‘passenger 
automobile’, ‘light truck’, and ‘manufacturer’ 
have the meanings given such terms in regula-
tions prescribed by the Administrator of the En-
vironmental Protection Agency for purposes of 
the administration of title II of the Clean Air 
Act (42 U.S.C. 7521 et seq.). 

‘‘(4) BATTERY CAPACITY.—The term ‘capacity’ 
means, with respect to any battery, the quantity 
of electricity which the battery is capable of 
storing, expressed in kilowatt hours, as meas-
ured from a 100 percent state of charge to a 0 
percent state of charge. 

‘‘(e) LIMITATION ON NUMBER OF QUALIFIED 
PLUG-IN HYBRID VEHICLES ELIGIBLE FOR CRED-
IT.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—In the case of a qualified 
plug-in hybrid vehicle sold during the phaseout 
period, only the applicable percentage of the 
credit otherwise allowable under subsection (a) 
shall be allowed. 

‘‘(2) PHASEOUT PERIOD.—For purposes of this 
subsection, the phaseout period is the period be-
ginning with the second calendar quarter fol-
lowing the calendar quarter which includes the 
first date on which the number of qualified 
plug-in hybrid vehicles manufactured by the 
manufacturer of the vehicle referred to in para-
graph (1) sold for use in the United States after 
the date of the enactment of this section, is at 
least 60,000. 

‘‘(3) APPLICABLE PERCENTAGE.—For purposes 
of paragraph (1), the applicable percentage is— 

‘‘(A) 50 percent for the first 2 calendar quar-
ters of the phaseout period, 

‘‘(B) 25 percent for the 3d and 4th calendar 
quarters of the phaseout period, and 

‘‘(C) 0 percent for each calendar quarter 
thereafter. 

‘‘(4) CONTROLLED GROUPS.—Rules similar to 
the rules of section 30B(f)(4) shall apply for pur-
poses of this subsection. 
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‘‘(f) SPECIAL RULES.— 
‘‘(1) BASIS REDUCTION.—The basis of any 

property for which a credit is allowable under 
subsection (a) shall be reduced by the amount of 
such credit (determined without regard to sub-
section (c)). 

‘‘(2) RECAPTURE.—The Secretary shall, by reg-
ulations, provide for recapturing the benefit of 
any credit allowable under subsection (a) with 
respect to any property which ceases to be prop-
erty eligible for such credit. 

‘‘(3) PROPERTY USED OUTSIDE UNITED STATES, 
ETC., NOT QUALIFIED.—No credit shall be al-
lowed under subsection (a) with respect to any 
property referred to in section 50(b)(1) or with 
respect to the portion of the cost of any property 
taken into account under section 179. 

‘‘(4) ELECTION NOT TO TAKE CREDIT.—No cred-
it shall be allowed under subsection (a) for any 
vehicle if the taxpayer elects to not have this 
section apply to such vehicle. 

‘‘(5) PROPERTY USED BY TAX-EXEMPT ENTITY; 
INTERACTION WITH AIR QUALITY AND MOTOR VE-
HICLE SAFETY STANDARDS.—Rules similar to the 
rules of paragraphs (6) and (10) of section 
30B(h) shall apply for purposes of this section.’’. 

(b) PLUG-IN VEHICLES NOT TREATED AS NEW 
QUALIFIED HYBRID VEHICLES.—Section 30B(d)(3) 
is amended by adding at the end the following 
new subparagraph: 

‘‘(D) EXCLUSION OF PLUG-IN VEHICLES.—Any 
vehicle with respect to which a credit is allow-
able under section 30D (determined without re-
gard to subsection (c) thereof) shall not be taken 
into account under this section.’’. 

(c) CREDIT MADE PART OF GENERAL BUSINESS 
CREDIT.—Section 38(b) is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘and’’ each place it appears at 
the end of any paragraph, 

(2) by striking ‘‘plus’’ each place it appears at 
the end of any paragraph, 

(3) by striking the period at the end of para-
graph (31) and inserting ‘‘, plus’’, and 

(4) by adding at the end the following new 
paragraph: 

‘‘(32) the portion of the plug-in hybrid vehicle 
credit to which section 30D(c)(1) applies.’’. 

(d) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 
(1)(A) Section 24(b)(3)(B), as amended by this 

Act, is amended by striking ‘‘and 25D’’ and in-
serting ‘‘25D, and 30D’’. 

(B) Section 25(e)(1)(C)(ii) is amended by in-
serting ‘‘30D,’’ after ‘‘25D,’’. 

(C) Section 25B(g)(2), as amended by this Act, 
is amended by striking ‘‘and 25D’’ and inserting 
‘‘, 25D, and 30D’’. 

(D) Section 26(a)(1), as amended by this Act, 
is amended by striking ‘‘and 25D’’ and inserting 
‘‘25D, and 30D’’. 

(E) Section 1400C(d)(2) is amended by striking 
‘‘and 25D’’ and inserting ‘‘25D, and 30D’’. 

(2) Section 1016(a) is amended by striking 
‘‘and’’ at the end of paragraph (36), by striking 
the period at the end of paragraph (37) and in-
serting ‘‘, and’’, and by adding at the end the 
following new paragraph: 

‘‘(38) to the extent provided in section 
30D(f)(1).’’. 

(3) Section 6501(m) is amended by inserting 
‘‘30D(f)(4),’’ after ‘‘30C(e)(5),’’. 

(4) The table of sections for subpart B of part 
IV of subchapter A of chapter 1 is amended by 
adding at the end the following new item: 

‘‘Sec. 30D. Plug-in hybrid vehicles.’’. 
(e) TREATMENT OF ALTERNATIVE MOTOR VEHI-

CLE CREDIT AS A PERSONAL CREDIT.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Paragraph (2) of section 

30B(g) is amended to read as follows: 
‘‘(2) PERSONAL CREDIT.—The credit allowed 

under subsection (a) for any taxable year (after 
application of paragraph (1)) shall be treated as 
a credit allowable under subpart A for such tax-
able year.’’. 

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 

(A) Subparagraph (A) of section 30C(d)(2) is 
amended by striking ‘‘sections 27, 30, and 30B’’ 
and inserting ‘‘sections 27 and 30’’. 

(B) Paragraph (3) of section 55(c) is amended 
by striking ‘‘30B(g)(2),’’. 

(f) EFFECTIVE DATE.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as otherwise provided 

in this subsection, the amendments made by this 
section shall apply to taxable years beginning 
after December 31, 2007. 

(2) TREATMENT OF ALTERNATIVE MOTOR VEHI-
CLE CREDIT AS PERSONAL CREDIT.—The amend-
ments made by subsection (e) shall apply to tax-
able years beginning after December 31, 2006. 

(g) APPLICATION OF EGTRRA SUNSET.—The 
amendment made by subsection (d)(1)(A) shall 
be subject to title IX of the Economic Growth 
and Tax Relief Reconciliation Act of 2001 in the 
same manner as the provision of such Act to 
which such amendment relates. 
SEC. 202. EXTENSION AND MODIFICATION OF AL-

TERNATIVE FUEL VEHICLE REFUEL-
ING PROPERTY CREDIT. 

(a) INCREASE IN CREDIT AMOUNT.—Section 30C 
(relating to alternative fuel vehicle refueling 
property credit) is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘30 percent’’ in subsection (a) 
and inserting ‘‘50 percent’’, and 

(2) by striking ‘‘$30,000’’ in subsection (b)(1) 
and inserting ‘‘$50,000’’. 

(b) EXTENSION OF CREDIT.—Paragraph (2) of 
section 30C(g) (relating to termination) is 
amended by striking ‘‘December 31, 2009’’ and 
inserting ‘‘December 31, 2010’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments made 
by this section shall apply to property placed in 
service after the date of the enactment of this 
Act, in taxable years ending after such date. 
SEC. 203. EXTENSION AND MODIFICATION OF 

CREDITS FOR BIODIESEL AND RE-
NEWABLE DIESEL. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Sections 40A(g), 6426(c)(6), 
and 6427(e)(5)(B) are each amended by striking 
‘‘December 31, 2008’’ and inserting ‘‘December 
31, 2010’’. 

(b) UNIFORM TREATMENT OF DIESEL PRO-
DUCED FROM BIOMASS.—Paragraph (3) of sec-
tion 40A(f) is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘using a thermal 
depolymerization process’’, and 

(2) by striking ‘‘or D396’’ in subparagraph (B) 
and inserting ‘‘or other equivalent standard ap-
proved by the Secretary for fuels to be used in 
diesel-powered highway vehicles’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in para-

graph (2), the amendments made by this section 
shall apply to fuel produced, and sold or used, 
after the date of the enactment of this Act. 

(2) UNIFORM TREATMENT OF DIESEL PRODUCED 
FROM BIOMASS.—The amendments made by sub-
section (b) shall apply to fuel produced, and 
sold or used, after the date which is 30 days 
after the date of the enactment of this Act. 
SEC. 204. CREDIT FOR PRODUCTION OF CELLU-

LOSIC ALCOHOL. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Subsection (b) of section 40 

is amended by redesignating paragraph (5) as 
paragraph (6) and by inserting after paragraph 
(4) the following new paragraph: 

‘‘(5) CELLULOSIC ALCOHOL FUEL PRODUCER 
CREDIT.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The cellulosic alcohol fuel 
producer credit of any cellulosic alcohol fuel 
producer for any taxable year is 50 cents for 
each gallon of qualified cellulosic fuel produc-
tion of such producer. 

‘‘(B) QUALIFIED CELLULOSIC FUEL PRODUC-
TION.—For purposes of this paragraph, the term 
‘qualified cellulosic fuel production’ means any 
cellulosic alcohol which is produced by a cellu-
losic alcohol fuel producer, and which during 
the taxable year— 

‘‘(i) is sold by such producer to another per-
son— 

‘‘(I) for use by such other person in the pro-
duction of a qualified mixture in such other per-
son’s trade or business (other than casual off- 
farm production), 

‘‘(II) for use by such other person as a fuel in 
a trade or business, or 

‘‘(III) who sells such alcohol at retail to an-
other person and places such alcohol in the fuel 
tank of such other person, or 

‘‘(ii) is used or sold by such producer for any 
purpose described in clause (i). 

‘‘(C) CELLULOSIC ALCOHOL.—For purposes of 
this paragraph, the term ‘cellulosic alcohol’ 
means any alcohol which— 

‘‘(i) is produced in the United States for use 
as a fuel in the United States, and 

‘‘(ii) is derived from any lignocellulosic or 
hemicellulosic matter that is available on a re-
newable or recurring basis. 
For purposes of this subparagraph, the term 
‘United States’ includes any possession of the 
United States. 

‘‘(D) CELLULOSIC ALCOHOL FUEL PRODUCER.— 
For purposes of this paragraph, the term ‘cellu-
losic alcohol fuel producer’ means any person 
who produces cellulosic alcohol in a trade or 
business and is registered with the Secretary as 
a cellulosic alcohol fuel producer. 

‘‘(E) ADDITIONAL DISTILLATION EXCLUDED.— 
The qualified cellulosic fuel production of any 
producer for any taxable year shall not include 
any alcohol which is purchased by the producer 
and with respect to which such producer in-
creases the proof of the alcohol by additional 
distillation.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 
(1) Subsection (a) of section 40 is amended by 

striking ‘‘plus’’ at the end of paragraph (1), by 
striking ‘‘plus’’ at the end of paragraph (2), by 
striking the period at the end of paragraph (3) 
and inserting ‘‘, plus’’, and by adding at the 
end the following new paragraph: 

‘‘(4) in the case of a cellulosic alcohol fuel 
producer, the cellulosic alcohol fuel producer 
credit.’’. 

(2) Clause (ii) of section 40(d)(3)(C) is amend-
ed by striking ‘‘subsection (b)(4)(B)’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘paragraph (4)(B) or (5)(B) of subsection 
(b)’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments made 
by this section shall apply to alcohol produced 
after December 31, 2007. 
SEC. 205. EXTENSION OF TRANSPORTATION 

FRINGE BENEFIT TO BICYCLE COM-
MUTERS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Paragraph (1) of section 
132(f) of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 (re-
lating to general rule for qualified transpor-
tation fringe) is amended by adding at the end 
the following: 

‘‘(D) Any qualified bicycle commuting reim-
bursement.’’. 

(b) LIMITATION ON EXCLUSION.—Paragraph (2) 
of section 132(f) of such Code is amended by 
striking ‘‘and’’ at the end of subparagraph (A), 
by striking the period at the end of subpara-
graph (B) and inserting ‘‘, and’’, and by adding 
at the end the following new subparagraph: 

‘‘(C) the applicable annual limitation in the 
case of any qualified bicycle commuting reim-
bursement.’’. 

(c) DEFINITIONS.—Paragraph (5) of section 
132(f) of such Code (relating to definitions) is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 

‘‘(F) DEFINITIONS RELATED TO BICYCLE COM-
MUTING REIMBURSEMENT.— 

‘‘(i) QUALIFIED BICYCLE COMMUTING REIM-
BURSEMENT.—The term ‘qualified bicycle com-
muting reimbursement’ means, with respect to 
any calendar year, any employer reimbursement 
during the 15-month period beginning with the 
first day of such calendar year for reasonable 
expenses incurred by the employee during such 
calendar year for the purchase of a bicycle and 
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bicycle improvements, repair, and storage, if 
such bicycle is regularly used for travel between 
the employee’s residence and place of employ-
ment. 

‘‘(ii) APPLICABLE ANNUAL LIMITATION.—The 
term ‘applicable annual limitation’ means, with 
respect to any employee for any calendar year, 
the product of $20 multiplied by the number of 
qualified bicycle commuting months during such 
year. 

‘‘(iii) QUALIFIED BICYCLE COMMUTING 
MONTH.—The term ‘qualified bicycle commuting 
month’ means, with respect to any employee, 
any month during which such employee— 

‘‘(I) regularly uses the bicycle for a substan-
tial portion of the travel between the employee’s 
residence and place of employment, and 

‘‘(II) does not receive any benefit described in 
subparagraph (A), (B), or (C) of paragraph 
(1).’’. 

(d) CONSTRUCTIVE RECEIPT OF BENEFIT.— 
Paragraph (4) of section 132(f) is amended by in-
serting ‘‘(other than a qualified bicycle com-
muting reimbursement)’’ after ‘‘qualified trans-
portation fringe’’. 

(e) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments made 
by this section shall apply to taxable years be-
ginning after December 31, 2007. 
SEC. 206. MODIFICATION OF LIMITATION ON 

AUTOMOBILE DEPRECIATION. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Paragraph (5) of section 

280F(d) of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 
(defining passenger automobile) is amended to 
read as follows: 

‘‘(5) PASSENGER AUTOMOBILE.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in sub-

paragraph (B), the term ‘passenger automobile’ 
means any 4-wheeled vehicle— 

‘‘(i) which is primarily designed or which can 
be used to carry passengers over public streets, 
roads, or highways (except any vehicle operated 
exclusively on a rail or rails), and 

‘‘(ii) which is rated at not more than 14,000 
pounds gross vehicle weight. 

‘‘(B) EXCEPTIONS.—The term ‘passenger auto-
mobile’ shall not include— 

‘‘(i) any exempt-design vehicle, and 
‘‘(ii) any exempt-use vehicle. 
‘‘(C) EXEMPT-DESIGN VEHICLE.—The term ‘ex-

empt-design vehicle’ means— 
‘‘(i) any vehicle which, by reason of its nature 

or design, is not likely to be used more than a 
de minimis amount for personal purposes, and 

‘‘(ii) any vehicle— 
‘‘(I) which is designed to have a seating ca-

pacity of more than 9 persons behind the driv-
er’s seat, 

‘‘(II) which is equipped with a cargo area of 
at least 5 feet in interior length which is an 
open area or is designed for use as an open area 
but is enclosed by a cap and is not readily ac-
cessible directly from the passenger compart-
ment, or 

‘‘(III) has an integral enclosure, fully enclos-
ing the driver compartment and load carrying 
device, does not have seating rearward of the 
driver’s seat, and has no body section pro-
truding more than 30 inches ahead of the lead-
ing edge of the windshield. 

‘‘(D) EXEMPT-USE VEHICLE.—The term ‘ex-
empt-use vehicle’ means— 

‘‘(i) any ambulance, hearse, or combination 
ambulance-hearse used by the taxpayer directly 
in a trade or business, 

‘‘(ii) any vehicle used by the taxpayer directly 
in the trade or business of transporting persons 
or property for compensation or hire, and 

‘‘(iii) any truck or van if substantially all of 
the use of such vehicle by the taxpayer is di-
rectly in— 

‘‘(I) a farming business (within the meaning 
of section 263A(e)(4)), 

‘‘(II) the transportation of a substantial 
amount of equipment, supplies, or inventory, or 

‘‘(III) the moving or delivery of property 
which requires substantial cargo capacity. 

‘‘(E) RECAPTURE.—In the case of any vehicle 
which is not a passenger automobile by reason 
of being an exempt-use vehicle, if such vehicle 
ceases to be an exempt-use vehicle in any tax-
able year after the taxable year in which such 
vehicle is placed in service, a rule similar to the 
rule of subsection (b) shall apply.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 179(b) 
of such Code (relating to limitations) is amended 
by striking paragraph (6). 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments made 
by this section shall apply to property placed in 
service after December 31, 2007. 
SEC. 207. RESTRUCTURING OF NEW YORK LIB-

ERTY ZONE TAX CREDITS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Part I of subchapter Y of 

chapter 1 is amended by redesignating section 
1400L as section 1400K and by adding at the end 
the following new section: 
‘‘SEC. 1400L. NEW YORK LIBERTY ZONE TAX CRED-

ITS. 
‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—In the case of a New York 

Liberty Zone governmental unit, there shall be 
allowed as a credit against any taxes imposed 
for any payroll period by section 3402 for which 
such governmental unit is liable under section 
3403 an amount equal to so much of the portion 
of the qualifying project expenditure amount al-
located under subsection (b)(3) to such govern-
mental unit for the calendar year as is allocated 
by such governmental unit to such period under 
subsection (b)(4). 

‘‘(b) QUALIFYING PROJECT EXPENDITURE 
AMOUNT.—For purposes of this section— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘qualifying 
project expenditure amount’ means, with respect 
to any calendar year, the sum of— 

‘‘(A) the total expenditures paid or incurred 
during such calendar year by all New York Lib-
erty Zone governmental units and the Port Au-
thority of New York and New Jersey for any 
portion of qualifying projects located wholly 
within the City of New York, New York, and 

‘‘(B) any such expenditures— 
‘‘(i) paid or incurred in any preceding cal-

endar year which begins after the date of enact-
ment of this section, and 

‘‘(ii) not previously allocated under para-
graph (3). 

‘‘(2) QUALIFYING PROJECT.—The term ‘quali-
fying project’ means any transportation infra-
structure project, including highways, mass 
transit systems, railroads, airports, ports, and 
waterways, in or connecting with the New York 
Liberty Zone (as defined in section 1400K(h)), 
which is designated as a qualifying project 
under this section jointly by the Governor of the 
State of New York and the Mayor of the City of 
New York, New York. 

‘‘(3) GENERAL ALLOCATION.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The Governor of the State 

of New York and the Mayor of the City of New 
York, New York, shall jointly allocate to each 
New York Liberty Zone governmental unit the 
portion of the qualifying project expenditure 
amount which may be taken into account by 
such governmental unit under subsection (a) for 
any calendar year in the credit period. 

‘‘(B) AGGREGATE LIMIT.—The aggregate 
amount which may be allocated under subpara-
graph (A) for all calendar years in the credit pe-
riod shall not exceed $2,000,000,000. 

‘‘(C) ANNUAL LIMIT.—The aggregate amount 
which may be allocated under subparagraph (A) 
for any calendar year in the credit period shall 
not exceed the sum of— 

‘‘(i) $169,000,000, plus 
‘‘(ii) the aggregate amount authorized to be 

allocated under this paragraph for all preceding 
calendar years in the credit period which was 
not so allocated. 

‘‘(D) UNALLOCATED AMOUNTS AT END OF CRED-
IT PERIOD.—If, as of the close of the credit pe-

riod, the amount under subparagraph (B) ex-
ceeds the aggregate amount allocated under 
subparagraph (A) for all calendar years in the 
credit period, the Governor of the State of New 
York and the Mayor of the City of New York, 
New York, may jointly allocate to New York 
Liberty Zone governmental units for any cal-
endar year in the 5-year period following the 
credit period an amount equal to— 

‘‘(i) the lesser of— 
‘‘(I) such excess, or 
‘‘(II) the qualifying project expenditure 

amount for such calendar year, reduced by 
‘‘(ii) the aggregate amount allocated under 

this subparagraph for all preceding calendar 
years. 

‘‘(4) ALLOCATION TO PAYROLL PERIODS.—Each 
New York Liberty Zone governmental unit 
which has been allocated a portion of the quali-
fying project expenditure amount under para-
graph (3) for a calendar year may allocate such 
portion to payroll periods beginning in such cal-
endar year as such governmental unit deter-
mines appropriate. 

‘‘(c) CARRYOVER OF UNUSED ALLOCATIONS.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in para-

graph (2), if the amount allocated under sub-
section (b)(3) to a New York Liberty Zone gov-
ernmental unit for any calendar year exceeds 
the aggregate taxes imposed by section 3402 for 
which such governmental unit is liable under 
section 3403 for periods beginning in such year, 
such excess shall be carried to the succeeding 
calendar year and added to the allocation of 
such governmental unit for such succeeding cal-
endar year. 

‘‘(2) REALLOCATION.—If a New York Liberty 
Zone governmental unit does not use an amount 
allocated to it under subsection (b)(3) within the 
time prescribed by the Governor of the State of 
New York and the Mayor of the City of New 
York, New York, then such amount shall after 
such time be treated for purposes of subsection 
(b)(3) in the same manner as if it had never been 
allocated. 

‘‘(d) DEFINITIONS AND SPECIAL RULES.—For 
purposes of this section— 

‘‘(1) CREDIT PERIOD.—The term ‘credit period’ 
means the 12-year period beginning on January 
1, 2008. 

‘‘(2) NEW YORK LIBERTY ZONE GOVERNMENTAL 
UNIT.—The term ‘New York Liberty Zone gov-
ernmental unit’ means— 

‘‘(A) the State of New York, 
‘‘(B) the City of New York, New York, and 
‘‘(C) any agency or instrumentality of such 

State or City. 
‘‘(3) TREATMENT OF FUNDS.—Any expenditure 

for a qualifying project taken into account for 
purposes of the credit under this section shall be 
considered State and local funds for the purpose 
of any Federal program. 

‘‘(4) TREATMENT OF CREDIT AMOUNTS FOR PUR-
POSES OF WITHHOLDING TAXES.—For purposes of 
this title, a New York Liberty Zone govern-
mental unit shall be treated as having paid to 
the Secretary, on the day on which wages are 
paid to employees, an amount equal to the 
amount of the credit allowed to such entity 
under subsection (a) with respect to such wages, 
but only if such governmental unit deducts and 
withholds wages for such payroll period under 
section 3401 (relating to wage withholding). 

‘‘(e) REPORTING.—The Governor of the State 
of New York and the Mayor of the City of New 
York, New York, shall jointly submit to the Sec-
retary an annual report— 

‘‘(1) which certifies— 
‘‘(A) the qualifying project expenditure 

amount for the calendar year, and 
‘‘(B) the amount allocated to each New York 

Liberty Zone governmental unit under sub-
section (b)(3) for the calendar year, and 

‘‘(2) includes such other information as the 
Secretary may require to carry out this section. 
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‘‘(f) GUIDANCE.—The Secretary may prescribe 

such guidance as may be necessary or appro-
priate to ensure compliance with the purposes of 
this section.’’ 

(b) TERMINATION OF SPECIAL ALLOWANCE AND 
EXPENSING.—Subparagraph (A) of section 
1400K(b)(2), as redesignated by subsection (a), is 
amended by striking the parenthetical therein 
and inserting ‘‘(in the case of nonresidential 
real property and residential rental property, 
the date of the enactment of the Renewable En-
ergy and Energy Conservation Tax Act of 2007 
or, if acquired pursuant to a binding contract in 
effect on such enactment date, December 31, 
2009)’’. 

(c) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 
(1) Section 38(c)(3)(B) is amended by striking 

‘‘section 1400L(a)’’ and inserting ‘‘section 
1400K(a)’’. 

(2) Section 168(k)(2)(D)(ii) is amended by 
striking ‘‘section 1400L(c)(2)’’ and inserting 
‘‘section 1400K(c)(2)’’. 

(3) The table of sections for part I of sub-
chapter Y of chapter 1 is amended by redesig-
nating the item relating to section 1400L as an 
item relating to section 1400K and by inserting 
after such item the following new item: 
‘‘Sec. 1400L. New York Liberty Zone tax cred-

its.’’. 
(d) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments made 

by this section shall take effect on the date of 
the enactment of this Act. 

Subtitle B—Other Conservation Provisions 
SEC. 211. QUALIFIED ENERGY CONSERVATION 

BONDS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Subpart I of part IV of sub-

chapter A of chapter 1, as added by section 104, 
is amended by adding at the end the following 
new section: 
‘‘SEC. 54C. QUALIFIED ENERGY CONSERVATION 

BONDS. 
‘‘(a) QUALIFIED ENERGY CONSERVATION 

BOND.—For purposes of this subchapter, the 
term ‘qualified energy conservation bond’ means 
any bond issued as part of an issue if— 

‘‘(1) 100 percent of the available project pro-
ceeds of such issue are to be used for one or 
more qualified conservation purposes, 

‘‘(2) the bond is issued by a State or local gov-
ernment, and 

‘‘(3) the issuer designates such bond for pur-
poses of this section. 

‘‘(b) LIMITATION ON AMOUNT OF BONDS DES-
IGNATED.—The maximum aggregate face amount 
of bonds which may be designated under sub-
section (a) by any issuer shall not exceed the 
limitation amount allocated to such issuer under 
subsection (d). 

‘‘(c) NATIONAL LIMITATION ON AMOUNT OF 
BONDS DESIGNATED.—There is a national quali-
fied energy conservation bond limitation of 
$3,600,000,000. 

‘‘(d) ALLOCATIONS.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The limitation applicable 

under subsection (c) shall be allocated by the 
Secretary among the States in proportion to the 
population of the States. 

‘‘(2) ALLOCATIONS TO LARGEST LOCAL GOVERN-
MENTS.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—In the case of any State in 
which there is a large local government, each 
such local government shall be allocated a por-
tion of such State’s allocation which bears the 
same ratio to the State’s allocation (determined 
without regard to this subparagraph) as the 
population of such large local government bears 
to the population of such State. 

‘‘(B) ALLOCATION OF UNUSED LIMITATION TO 
STATE.—The amount allocated under this sub-
section to a large local government may be re-
allocated by such local government to the State 
in which such local government is located. 

‘‘(C) LARGE LOCAL GOVERNMENT.—For pur-
poses of this section, the term ‘large local gov-

ernment’ means any municipality or county if 
such municipality or county has a population of 
100,000 or more. 

‘‘(3) ALLOCATION TO ISSUERS; RESTRICTION ON 
PRIVATE ACTIVITY BONDS.—Any allocation under 
this subsection to a State or large local govern-
ment shall be allocated by such State or large 
local government to issuers within the State in 
a manner that results in not less than 70 percent 
of the allocation to such State or large local 
government being used to designate bonds which 
are not private activity bonds. 

‘‘(e) QUALIFIED CONSERVATION PURPOSE.—For 
purposes of this section— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘qualified con-
servation purpose’ means any of the following: 

‘‘(A) Capital expenditures incurred for pur-
poses of— 

‘‘(i) reducing energy consumption in publicly- 
owned buildings by at least 20 percent, 

‘‘(ii) implementing green community programs, 
or 

‘‘(iii) rural development involving the produc-
tion of electricity from renewable energy re-
sources. 

‘‘(B) Expenditures with respect to research fa-
cilities, and research grants, to support research 
in— 

‘‘(i) development of cellulosic ethanol or other 
nonfossil fuels, 

‘‘(ii) technologies for the capture and seques-
tration of carbon dioxide produced through the 
use of fossil fuels, 

‘‘(iii) increasing the efficiency of existing 
technologies for producing nonfossil fuels, 

‘‘(iv) automobile battery technologies and 
other technologies to reduce fossil fuel consump-
tion in transportation, or 

‘‘(v) technologies to reduce energy use in 
buildings. 

‘‘(C) Mass commuting facilities and related fa-
cilities that reduce the consumption of energy, 
including expenditures to reduce pollution from 
vehicles used for mass commuting. 

‘‘(D) Demonstration projects designed to pro-
mote the commercialization of— 

‘‘(i) green building technology, 
‘‘(ii) conversion of agricultural waste for use 

in the production of fuel or otherwise, 
‘‘(iii) advanced battery manufacturing tech-

nologies, 
‘‘(iv) technologies to reduce peak use of elec-

tricity, or 
‘‘(v) technologies for the capture and seques-

tration of carbon dioxide emitted from com-
busting fossil fuels in order to produce elec-
tricity. 

‘‘(E) Public education campaigns to promote 
energy efficiency. 

‘‘(2) SPECIAL RULES FOR PRIVATE ACTIVITY 
BONDS.—For purposes of this section, in the case 
of any private activity bond, the term ‘qualified 
conservation purposes’ shall not include any ex-
penditure which is not a capital expenditure. 

‘‘(f) POPULATION.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The population of any 

State or local government shall be determined 
for purposes of this section as provided in sec-
tion 146(j) for the calendar year which includes 
the date of the enactment of this section. 

‘‘(2) SPECIAL RULE FOR COUNTIES.—In deter-
mining the population of any county for pur-
poses of this section, any population of such 
county which is taken into account in deter-
mining the population of any municipality 
which is a large local government shall not be 
taken into account in determining the popu-
lation of such county. 

‘‘(g) APPLICATION TO INDIAN TRIBAL GOVERN-
MENTS.—An Indian tribal government shall be 
treated for purposes of this section in the same 
manner as a large local government, except 
that— 

‘‘(1) an Indian tribal government shall be 
treated for purposes of subsection (d) as located 

within a State to the extent of so much of the 
population of such government as resides within 
such State, and 

‘‘(2) any bond issued by an Indian tribal gov-
ernment shall be treated as a qualified energy 
conservation bond only if issued as part of an 
issue the available project proceeds of which are 
used for purposes for which such Indian tribal 
government could issue bonds to which section 
103(a) applies.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 
(1) Paragraph (1) of section 54A(d), as added 

by section 104, is amended to read as follows: 
‘‘(1) QUALIFIED TAX CREDIT BOND.—The term 

‘qualified tax credit bond’ means— 
‘‘(A) a new clean renewable energy bond, or 
‘‘(B) a qualified energy conservation bond, 

which is part of an issue that meets require-
ments of paragraphs (2), (3), (4), and (5).’’. 

(2) Subparagraph (C) of section 54A(d)(2), as 
added by section 104, is amended to read as fol-
lows: 

‘‘(C) QUALIFIED PURPOSE.—For purposes of 
this paragraph, the term ‘qualified purpose’ 
means— 

‘‘(i) in the case of a new clean renewable en-
ergy bond, a purpose specified in section 
54B(a)(1), and 

‘‘(ii) in the case of a qualified energy con-
servation bond, a purpose specified in section 
54C(a)(1).’’. 

(3) The table of sections for subpart I of part 
IV of subchapter A of chapter 1 is amended by 
adding at the end the following new item: 
‘‘Sec. 54C. Qualified energy conservation 

bonds.’’. 
(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments made 

by this section shall apply to obligations issued 
after the date of the enactment of this Act. 
SEC. 212. QUALIFIED RESIDENTIAL ENERGY EFFI-

CIENCY ASSISTANCE BONDS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Subpart I of part IV of sub-

chapter A of chapter 1 (as amended by this Act) 
is amended by adding at the end the following 
new section: 
‘‘SEC. 54D. QUALIFIED RESIDENTIAL ENERGY EF-

FICIENCY ASSISTANCE BONDS. 
‘‘(a) QUALIFIED RESIDENTIAL ENERGY EFFI-

CIENCY ASSISTANCE BOND.—For purposes of this 
subchapter, the term ‘qualified residential en-
ergy efficiency assistance bond’ means any bond 
issued as part of an issue if— 

‘‘(1) 100 percent of the available project pro-
ceeds of such issue are to be used for 1 or more 
qualified residential energy efficiency assistance 
purposes, 

‘‘(2) not less than 20 percent of the available 
project proceeds of such issue are to be used for 
1 or more qualified low-income residential en-
ergy efficiency assistance purposes, 

‘‘(3) repayments of principal and applicable 
interest on financing provided by the issue are 
used not later than the close of the 3-month pe-
riod beginning on the date the prepayment (or 
complete repayment) is received to redeem bonds 
which are part of the issue or to provide for 1 or 
more qualified residential energy efficiency as-
sistance purposes, 

‘‘(4) the bond is issued by a State, and 
‘‘(5) the issuer designates such bond for pur-

poses of this section. 
‘‘(b) LIMITATION ON AMOUNT OF BONDS DES-

IGNATED.—The maximum aggregate face amount 
of bonds which may be designated under sub-
section (a) by any issuer shall not exceed the 
limitation amount allocated under subsection 
(d) to such issuer. 

‘‘(c) NATIONAL LIMITATION ON AMOUNT OF 
BONDS DESIGNATED.—There is a national quali-
fied energy conservation bond limitation of 
$2,400,000,000. 

‘‘(d) LIMITATION ALLOCATED AMONG 
STATES.—The limitation under subsection (c) 
shall be allocated by the Secretary among the 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 10:09 Jul 14, 2010 Jkt 059102 PO 00000 Frm 00231 Fmt 0687 Sfmt 6333 E:\BR07\H04AU7.008 H04AU7er
ow

e 
on

 D
S

K
5C

LS
3C

1P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 B
O

U
N

D
 R

E
C

O
R

D



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, Vol. 153, Pt. 1723214 August 4, 2007 
States in proportion to the population of the 
States. 

‘‘(e) QUALIFIED RESIDENTIAL ENERGY EFFI-
CIENCY ASSISTANCE PURPOSE.—For purposes of 
this section— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘qualified residen-
tial energy efficiency assistance purpose’ means 
any grant or low-interest loan to acquire (in-
cluding reasonable installation costs)— 

‘‘(A) any property which meets (at a min-
imum) the requirements of the Energy Star pro-
gram and which is to be installed in a dwelling 
unit, 

‘‘(B) any property which uses wind, solar, or 
geothermal energy or qualified fuel cell property 
(as defined in section 48(c)(1)) to generate elec-
tricity, or to heat or cool water, for use in a 
dwelling unit (other than property described in 
section 25D(e)(3)), and 

‘‘(C) any improvements to a dwelling unit 
which are made pursuant to a plan certified by 
an energy efficiency expert that such improve-
ment will yield at least a 20 percent reduction in 
total household energy consumption related to 
heating, cooling, lighting, and appliances. 

‘‘(2) GEOTHERMAL HEAT PUMP.—Any geo-
thermal heat pump to provide heating or cooling 
in a dwelling unit described in paragraph (1)(B) 
shall be treated as described in paragraph 
(1)(B). 

‘‘(3) DOLLAR LIMITATIONS.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Such term shall not in-

clude any grant or loan for improvements de-
scribed in paragraph (1)(C) with respect to any 
dwelling unit to the extent that such grant or 
loan (when added to all other grants or loans 
for such improvements) exceeds $5,000. 

‘‘(B) INCREASED LIMITATION FOR CERTAIN 
PRINCIPAL RESIDENCES.—In the case of a dwell-
ing unit which is used as a principal residence 
(within the meaning of section 121) by the re-
cipient of the grant or loan referred to in sub-
paragraph (A)— 

‘‘(i) subparagraph (A) shall be applied by sub-
stituting ‘$12,000’ for ‘$5,000’ if such grant or 
loan would satisfy the requirements of para-
graph (1)(A) if such paragraph were applied by 
substituting ‘50 percent’ for ‘20 percent’, and 

‘‘(ii) in any case to which clause (i) does not 
apply, subparagraph (A) shall be applied by 
substituting ‘$8,000’ for ‘$5,000’ if such grant or 
loan would satisfy the requirements of para-
graph (1)(A) if such paragraph were applied by 
substituting ‘35 percent’ for ‘20 percent’. 

‘‘(4) LOW-INTEREST LOAN.—The term ‘low in-
terest loan’ means any loan which charges in-
terest at a rate which does not exceed the appli-
cable Federal rate in effect under section 
1288(b)(1) determined as of the issuance of the 
loan. 

‘‘(5) EXCLUSION OF CERTAIN PROPERTY.—The 
following property shall not be taken into ac-
count for purposes of paragraph (1)(A): 

‘‘(A) Any equipment used in connection with 
a swimming pool, hot tub, or similar property. 

‘‘(B) Any television. 
‘‘(C) Any device for converting digital signal 

to analog. 
‘‘(D) Any DVD player. 
‘‘(E) Any video cassette recorder (VCR). 
‘‘(F) Any audio equipment. 
‘‘(G) Any cordless phone. 
‘‘(H) Any other item of property where there 

is substantial recreational use. 
‘‘(f) QUALIFIED LOW-INCOME RESIDENTIAL EF-

FICIENCY ASSISTANCE PURPOSE.—For purposes of 
this section— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘qualified low-in-
come residential energy efficiency assistance 
purpose’ means any qualified residential energy 
efficiency assistance purpose with respect to a 
dwelling unit which is occupied (at the time of 
the grant or loan) by individuals whose income 
is 50 percent or less of area median gross income. 

Rules similar to the rules of section 142(d)(2)(B) 
shall apply for purposes of this paragraph. 

‘‘(2) RESTRICTION TO GRANTS.—Such term 
shall not include any loan. 

‘‘(g) DEFINITIONS AND SPECIAL RULES.—For 
purposes of this section— 

‘‘(1) APPLICABLE INTEREST.—The term ‘appli-
cable interest’ means, with respect to any loan, 
so much of any interest on such loan which ex-
ceeds 1 percentage point. 

‘‘(2) SPECIAL RULE RELATING TO ARBITRAGE.— 
An issue shall not be treated as failing to meet 
the requirements of section 54A(d)(4)(A) by rea-
son of any investment of available project pro-
ceeds in 1 or more qualified residential energy 
efficiency assistance purposes. 

‘‘(3) POPULATION.—The population of any 
State or local government shall be determined as 
provided in section 146(j) for the calendar year 
which includes the date of the enactment of this 
section. 

‘‘(4) REPORTING.— 
‘‘(A) REPORTS BY ISSUERS.—Issuers of quali-

fied residential energy efficiency assistance 
bonds shall, not later than 6 months after the 
expenditure period (as defined in section 54A) 
and annually thereafter until the last such 
bond is redeemed, submit reports to the Sec-
retary regarding such bonds, including informa-
tion regarding— 

‘‘(i) the number and monetary value of loans 
and grants provided and the purposes for which 
provided, 

‘‘(ii) the number of dwelling units the energy 
efficiency of which improved as result of such 
loans and grants, 

‘‘(iii) the types of property described in sub-
section (e)(1)(A) installed as a result of such 
loans and grants and the projected energy sav-
ings with respect to such property, 

‘‘(iv) the types of property described in sub-
section (e)(1)(B) installed as a result of such 
loans and grants and the projected production 
of such property, and 

‘‘(v) the projected energy savings as a result 
of such loans and grants for improvements de-
scribed in subsection (e)(1)(C). 

‘‘(B) REPORT TO CONGRESS.—Not later than 12 
months after receipt of the first report under 
subparagraph (A) and annually thereafter until 
the last such report is required to be submitted, 
the Secretary, in consultation with the Sec-
retary of Energy and the Administrator of the 
Environmental Protection Agency, shall submit 
a report to Congress regarding the bond pro-
gram under this section, including information 
regarding— 

‘‘(i) the aggregate of each category of infor-
mation described in subparagraph (A) (includ-
ing any independent assessment of projected en-
ergy savings), and 

‘‘(ii) an estimate of the amount of greenhouse 
gas emissions reduced as a result of such bond 
program.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 
(1) Paragraph (1) of section 54A(d), as added 

by section 104 and amended by section 211, is 
amended by striking ‘‘or’’ at the end of subpara-
graph (A), by inserting ‘‘or’’ at the end of sub-
paragraph (B), and by inserting after subpara-
graph (B) the following new subparagraph: 

‘‘(C) a qualified residential energy efficiency 
assistance bond,’’. 

(2) Subparagraph (C) of section 54A(d)(2), as 
added by section 104 and amended by section 
211, is amended by striking ‘‘and’’ at the end of 
clause (i), by striking the period at the end of 
clause (ii) and inserting ‘‘, and’’, and by adding 
at the end the following new clause: 

‘‘(iii) in the case of a qualified residential en-
ergy efficiency assistance bond, a purpose speci-
fied in section 54D(a)(1).’’. 

(3) The table of sections for subpart I of part 
IV of subchapter A of chapter 1, as amended by 

this Act, is amended by adding at the end the 
following new item: 
‘‘Sec. 54D. Qualified residential energy effi-

ciency assistance bonds.’’. 
(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments made 

by this section shall apply to obligations issued 
after the date of the enactment of this Act. 
SEC. 213. EXTENSION OF ENERGY EFFICIENT 

COMMERCIAL BUILDINGS DEDUC-
TION. 

Subsection (h) of section 179D (relating to ter-
mination) is amended by striking ‘‘December 31, 
2008’’ and inserting ‘‘December 31, 2013’’. 
SEC. 214. MODIFICATIONS OF ENERGY EFFICIENT 

APPLIANCE CREDIT FOR APPLI-
ANCES PRODUCED AFTER 2007. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subsection (b) of section 
45M (relating to applicable amount) is amended 
to read as follows: 

‘‘(b) APPLICABLE AMOUNT.—For purposes of 
subsection (a)— 

‘‘(1) DISHWASHERS.—The applicable amount 
is— 

‘‘(A) $45 in the case of a dishwasher which is 
manufactured in calendar year 2008 or 2009 and 
which uses no more than 324 kilowatt hours per 
year and 5.8 gallons per cycle, and 

‘‘(B) $75 in the case of a dishwasher which is 
manufactured in calendar year 2008, 2009, or 
2010 and which uses no more than 307 kilowatt 
hours per year and 5.0 gallons per cycle (5.5 gal-
lons per cycle for dishwashers designed for 
greater than 12 place settings). 

‘‘(2) CLOTHES WASHERS.—The applicable 
amount is— 

‘‘(A) $75 in the case of a residential top-load-
ing clothes washer manufactured in calendar 
year 2008 which meets or exceeds a 1.72 modified 
energy factor and does not exceed a 8.0 water 
consumption factor, 

‘‘(B) $125 in the case of a residential top-load-
ing clothes washer manufactured in calendar 
year 2008 or 2009 which meets or exceeds a 1.8 
modified energy factor and does not exceed a 7.5 
water consumption factor, 

‘‘(C) $150 in the case of a residential or com-
mercial clothes washer manufactured in cal-
endar year 2008, 2009 or 2010 which meets or ex-
ceeds 2.0 modified energy factor and does not 
exceed a 6.0 water consumption factor, and 

‘‘(D) $250 in the case of a residential or com-
mercial clothes washer manufactured in cal-
endar year 2008, 2009, or 2010 which meets or ex-
ceeds 2.2 modified energy factor and does not 
exceed a 4.5 water consumption factor. 

‘‘(3) REFRIGERATORS.—The applicable amount 
is— 

‘‘(A) $50 in the case of a refrigerator which is 
manufactured in calendar year 2008, and con-
sumes at least 20 percent but not more than 22.9 
percent less kilowatt hours per year than the 
2001 energy conservation standards, 

‘‘(B) $75 in the case of a refrigerator which is 
manufactured in calendar year 2008 or 2009, and 
consumes at least 23 percent but no more than 
24.9 percent less kilowatt hours per year than 
the 2001 energy conservation standards, 

‘‘(C) $100 in the case of a refrigerator which is 
manufactured in calendar year 2008, 2009 or 
2010, and consumes at least 25 percent but not 
more than 29.9 percent less kilowatt hours per 
year than the 2001 energy conservation stand-
ards, and 

‘‘(D) $200 in the case of a refrigerator manu-
factured in calendar year 2008, 2009 or 2010 and 
which consumes at least 30 percent less energy 
than the 2001 energy conservation standards. 

‘‘(4) DEHUMIDIFIERS.—The applicable amount 
is— 

‘‘(A) $15 in the case of a dehumidifier manu-
factured in calendar year 2008 that has a capac-
ity less than or equal to 45 pints per day and is 
7.5 percent more efficient than the applicable 
Department of Energy energy conservation 
standard effective October 2012, and 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 10:09 Jul 14, 2010 Jkt 059102 PO 00000 Frm 00232 Fmt 0687 Sfmt 6333 E:\BR07\H04AU7.008 H04AU7er
ow

e 
on

 D
S

K
5C

LS
3C

1P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 B
O

U
N

D
 R

E
C

O
R

D



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, Vol. 153, Pt. 17 23215 August 4, 2007 
‘‘(B) $25 in the case of a dehumidifier manu-

factured in calendar year 2008 that has a capac-
ity greater than 45 pints per day and is 7.5 per-
cent more efficient than the applicable Depart-
ment of Energy energy conservation standard 
effective October 2012.’’. 

(b) ELIGIBLE PRODUCTION.— 
(1) SIMILAR TREATMENT FOR ALL APPLI-

ANCES.—Subsection (c) of section 45M (relating 
to eligible production) is amended— 

(A) by striking paragraph (2), 
(B) by striking ‘‘(1) IN GENERAL’’ and all that 

follows through ‘‘the eligible’’ and inserting 
‘‘The eligible’’, and 

(C) by moving the text of such subsection in 
line with the subsection heading and redesig-
nating subparagraphs (A) and (B) as para-
graphs (1) and (2), respectively. 

(2) MODIFICATION OF BASE PERIOD.—Para-
graph (2) of section 45M(c), as amended by 
paragraph (1) of this section, is amended by 
striking ‘‘3-calendar year’’ and inserting ‘‘2-cal-
endar year’’. 

(c) TYPES OF ENERGY EFFICIENT APPLI-
ANCES.—Subsection (d) of section 45M (defining 
types of energy efficient appliances) is amended 
to read as follows: 

‘‘(d) TYPES OF ENERGY EFFICIENT APPLI-
ANCE.—For purposes of this section, the types of 
energy efficient appliances are— 

‘‘(1) dishwashers described in subsection 
(b)(1), 

‘‘(2) clothes washers described in subsection 
(b)(2), 

‘‘(3) refrigerators described in subsection 
(b)(3), and 

‘‘(4) dehumidifiers described in subsection 
(b)(4).’’. 

(d) AGGREGATE CREDIT AMOUNT ALLOWED.— 
(1) INCREASE IN LIMIT.—Paragraph (1) of sec-

tion 45M(e) (relating to aggregate credit amount 
allowed) is amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(1) AGGREGATE CREDIT AMOUNT ALLOWED.— 
The aggregate amount of credit allowed under 
subsection (a) with respect to a taxpayer for any 
taxable year shall not exceed $75,000,000 reduced 
by the amount of the credit allowed under sub-
section (a) to the taxpayer (or any predecessor) 
for all prior taxable years beginning after De-
cember 31, 2007.’’. 

(2) EXCEPTION FOR CERTAIN REFRIGERATOR 
AND CLOTHES WASHERS.—Paragraph (2) of sec-
tion 45M(e) is amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(2) AMOUNT ALLOWED FOR CERTAIN REFRIG-
ERATORS AND CLOTHES WASHERS.—Refrigerators 
described in subsection (b)(3)(D) and clothes 
washers described in subsection (b)(2)(D) shall 
not be taken into account under paragraph 
(1).’’. 

(e) QUALIFIED ENERGY EFFICIENT APPLI-
ANCES.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Paragraph (1) of section 
45M(f) (defining qualified energy efficient appli-
ance) is amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(1) QUALIFIED ENERGY EFFICIENT APPLI-
ANCE.—The term ‘qualified energy efficient ap-
pliance’ means— 

‘‘(A) any dishwasher described in subsection 
(b)(1), 

‘‘(B) any clothes washer described in sub-
section (b)(2), 

‘‘(C) any refrigerator described in subsection 
(b)(3), and 

‘‘(D) any dehumidifier described in subsection 
(b)(4).’’. 

(2) CLOTHES WASHER.—Section 45M(f)(3) (de-
fining clothes washer) is amended by inserting 
‘‘commercial’’ before ‘‘residential’’ the second 
place it appears. 

(3) TOP-LOADING CLOTHES WASHER.—Sub-
section (f) of section 45M (relating to defini-
tions) is amended by redesignating paragraphs 
(4), (5), (6), and (7) as paragraphs (5), (6), (7), 
and (8), respectively, and by inserting after 
paragraph (3) the following new paragraph: 

‘‘(4) TOP-LOADING CLOTHES WASHER.—The 
term ‘top-loading clothes washer’ means a 
clothes washer which has the clothes container 
compartment access located on the top of the 
machine and which operates on a vertical 
axis.’’. 

(4) DEHUMIDIFIER.—Subsection (f) of section 
45M, as amended by paragraph (3), is amended 
by redesignating paragraphs (6), (7), and (8) as 
paragraphs (7), (8) and (9), respectively, and by 
inserting after paragraph (5) the following new 
paragraph: 

‘‘(6) DEHUMIDIFIER.—The term ‘dehumidifier’ 
means a self-contained, electrically operated, 
and mechanically refrigerated encased assembly 
consisting of— 

‘‘(A) a refrigerated surface that condenses 
moisture from the atmosphere, 

‘‘(B) a refrigerating system, including an elec-
tric motor, 

‘‘(C) an air-circulating fan, and 
‘‘(D) means for collecting or disposing of con-

densate.’’. 
(5) REPLACEMENT OF ENERGY FACTOR.—Sec-

tion 45M(f)(7), as amended by paragraph (4), is 
amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(7) MODIFIED ENERGY FACTOR.—The term 
‘modified energy factor’ means the modified en-
ergy factor established by the Department of 
Energy for compliance with the Federal energy 
conservation standard.’’. 

(6) GALLONS PER CYCLE; WATER CONSUMPTION 
FACTOR.—Section 45M(f) (relating to definitions) 
is amended by adding at the end the following: 

‘‘(10) GALLONS PER CYCLE.—The term ‘gallons 
per cycle’ means, with respect to a dishwasher, 
the amount of water, expressed in gallons, re-
quired to complete a normal cycle of a dish-
washer. 

‘‘(11) WATER CONSUMPTION FACTOR.—The term 
‘water consumption factor’ means, with respect 
to a clothes washer, the quotient of the total 
weighted per-cycle water consumption divided 
by the cubic foot (or liter) capacity of the 
clothes washer.’’. 

(f) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments made 
by this section shall apply to appliances pro-
duced after December 31, 2007. 
SEC. 215. FIVE-YEAR APPLICABLE RECOVERY PE-

RIOD FOR DEPRECIATION OF QUALI-
FIED ENERGY MANAGEMENT DE-
VICES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 168(e)(3)(B) (relat-
ing to 5-year property) is amended by striking 
‘‘and’’ at the end of clause (v), by striking the 
period at the end of clause (vi) and inserting ‘‘, 
and’’, and by inserting after clause (vi) the fol-
lowing new clause: 

‘‘(vii) any qualified energy management de-
vice.’’. 

(b) DEFINITION OF QUALIFIED ENERGY MAN-
AGEMENT DEVICE.—Section 168(i) (relating to 
definitions and special rules) is amended by in-
serting at the end the following new paragraph: 

‘‘(18) QUALIFIED ENERGY MANAGEMENT DE-
VICE.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘qualified energy 
management device’ means any energy manage-
ment device which is installed on real property 
of a customer of the taxpayer and is placed in 
service by a taxpayer who— 

‘‘(i) is a supplier of electric energy or a pro-
vider of electric energy services, and 

‘‘(ii) provides all commercial and residential 
customers of such supplier or provider with net 
metering upon the request of such customer. 

‘‘(B) ENERGY MANAGEMENT DEVICE.—For pur-
poses of subparagraph (A), the term ‘energy 
management device’ means any time-based 
meter and related communication equipment 
which is capable of being used by the taxpayer 
as part of a system that— 

‘‘(i) measures and records electricity usage 
data on a time-differentiated basis in at least 24 
separate time segments per day, 

‘‘(ii) provides for the exchange of information 
between supplier or provider and the customer’s 
energy management device in support of time- 
based rates or other forms of demand response, 
and 

‘‘(iii) provides data to such supplier or pro-
vider so that the supplier or provider can pro-
vide energy usage information to customers elec-
tronically. 

‘‘(C) NET METERING.—For purposes of sub-
paragraph (A), the term ‘net metering’ means 
allowing customers a credit for providing elec-
tricity to the supplier or provider.’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments made 
by this section shall apply to property placed in 
service after the date of the enactment of this 
Act. 

TITLE III—REVENUE PROVISIONS 
Subtitle A—Denial of Oil and Gas Tax 

Benefits 
SEC. 301. DENIAL OF DEDUCTION FOR INCOME 

ATTRIBUTABLE TO DOMESTIC PRO-
DUCTION OF OIL, NATURAL GAS, OR 
PRIMARY PRODUCTS THEREOF. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subparagraph (B) of section 
199(c)(4) (relating to exceptions) is amended by 
striking ‘‘or’’ at the end of clause (ii), by strik-
ing the period at the end of clause (iii) and in-
serting ‘‘, or’’, and by inserting after clause (iii) 
the following new clause: 

‘‘(iv) the sale, exchange, or other disposition 
of oil, natural gas, or any primary product 
thereof.’’. 

(b) PRIMARY PRODUCT.—Section 199(c)(4)(B) is 
amended by adding at the end the following 
flush sentence: 
‘‘For purposes of clause (iv), the term ‘primary 
product’ has the same meaning as when used in 
section 927(a)(2)(C), as in effect before its re-
peal.’’. 

(c) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—Section 
199(c)(4) is amended— 

(1) in subparagraph (A)(i)(III) by striking 
‘‘electricity, natural gas,’’ and inserting ‘‘elec-
tricity’’, and 

(2) in subparagraph (B)(ii) by striking ‘‘elec-
tricity, natural gas,’’ and inserting ‘‘elec-
tricity’’. 

(d) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments made 
by this section shall apply to taxable years be-
ginning after December 31, 2007. 
SEC. 302. 7-YEAR AMORTIZATION OF GEOLOGICAL 

AND GEOPHYSICAL EXPENDITURES 
FOR CERTAIN MAJOR INTEGRATED 
OIL COMPANIES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subparagraph (A) of section 
167(h)(5) (relating to special rule for major inte-
grated oil companies) is amended by striking ‘‘5- 
year’’ and inserting ‘‘7-year’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment made 
by this section shall apply to amounts paid or 
incurred after the date of the enactment of this 
Act. 
SEC. 303. CLARIFICATION OF DETERMINATION OF 

FOREIGN OIL AND GAS EXTRACTION 
INCOME. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Paragraph (1) of section 
907(c) is amended by redesignating subpara-
graph (B) as subparagraph (C), by striking ‘‘or’’ 
at the end of subparagraph (A), and by insert-
ing after subparagraph (A) the following new 
subparagraph: 

‘‘(B) so much of any transportation of such 
minerals as occurs before the fair market value 
event, or’’. 

(b) FAIR MARKET VALUE EVENT.—Subsection 
(c) of section 907 is amended by adding at the 
end the following new paragraph: 

‘‘(6) FAIR MARKET VALUE EVENT.—For pur-
poses of this section, the term ‘fair market value 
event’ means, with respect to any mineral, the 
first point in time at which such mineral— 

‘‘(A) has a fair market value which can be de-
termined on the basis of a transfer, which is an 
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arm’s length transaction, of such mineral from 
the taxpayer to a person who is not related 
(within the meaning of section 482) to such tax-
payer, or 

‘‘(B) is at a location at which the fair market 
value is readily ascertainable by reason of 
transactions among unrelated third parties with 
respect to the same mineral (taking into account 
source, location, quality, and chemical composi-
tion).’’. 

(c) SPECIAL RULE FOR CERTAIN PETROLEUM 
TAXES.—Subsection (c) of section 907, as amend-
ed by subsection (b), is amended to by adding at 
the end the following new paragraph: 

‘‘(7) OIL AND GAS TAXES.—In the case of any 
tax imposed by a foreign country which is lim-
ited in its application to taxpayers engaged in 
oil or gas activities— 

‘‘(A) the term ‘oil and gas extraction taxes’ 
shall include such tax, 

‘‘(B) the term ‘foreign oil and gas extraction 
income’ shall include any taxable income which 
is taken into account in determining such tax 
(or is directly attributable to the activity to 
which such tax relates), and 

‘‘(C) the term ‘foreign oil related income’ shall 
not include any taxable income which is treated 
as foreign oil and gas extraction income under 
subparagraph (B).’’. 

(d) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 
(1) Subparagraph (C) of section 907(c)(1), as 

redesignated by this section, is amended by in-
serting ‘‘or used by the taxpayer in the activity 
described in subparagraph (B)’’ before the pe-
riod at the end. 

(2) Subparagraph (B) of section 907(c)(2) is 
amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(B) so much of the transportation of such 
minerals or primary products as is not taken 
into account under paragraph (1)(B),’’. 

(e) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments made 
by this section shall apply to taxable years be-
ginning after the date of the enactment of this 
Act. 

Subtitle B—Clarification of Eligibility for 
Certain Fuel Credits 

SEC. 311. CLARIFICATION OF ELIGIBILITY FOR 
RENEWABLE DIESEL CREDIT. 

(a) COPRODUCTION WITH PETROLEUM FEED-
STOCK.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Paragraph (3) of section 
40A(f) (defining renewable diesel) is amended by 
adding at the end the following flush sentence: 
‘‘Such term does not include any fuel derived 
from coprocessing biomass with a feedstock 
which is not biomass. For purposes of this para-
graph, the term ‘biomass’ has the meaning given 
such term by section 45K(c)(3).’’. 

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Paragraph (3) 
of section 40A(f) is amended by striking ‘‘(as de-
fined in section 45K(c)(3))’’. 

(b) CLARIFICATION OF ELIGIBILITY FOR ALTER-
NATIVE FUEL CREDIT.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subparagraph (F) of section 
6426(d)(2) is amended by striking ‘‘hydro-
carbons’’ and inserting ‘‘fuel’’. 

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 6426 is 
amended by adding at the end the following 
new subsection: 

‘‘(h) DENIAL OF DOUBLE BENEFIT.—No credit 
shall be determined under subsection (d) or (e) 
with respect to any fuel with respect to which 
credit may be determined under subsection (b) or 
(c) or under section 40 or 40A.’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in para-

graph (2), the amendments made by this section 
shall apply to fuel produced, and sold or used, 
after June 30, 2007. 

(2) CLARIFICATION OF ELIGIBILITY FOR ALTER-
NATIVE FUEL CREDIT.—The amendment made by 
subsection (b) shall take effect as if included in 
section 11113 of the Safe, Accountable, Flexible, 
Efficient Transportation Equity Act: A Legacy 
for Users. 

SEC. 312. CLARIFICATION THAT CREDITS FOR 
FUEL ARE DESIGNED TO PROVIDE 
AN INCENTIVE FOR UNITED STATES 
PRODUCTION. 

(a) BIODIESEL FUELS CREDIT.—Paragraph (5) 
of section 40A(d), as added by subsection (c), is 
amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(5) LIMITATION TO BIODIESEL WITH CONNEC-
TION TO THE UNITED STATES.—No credit shall be 
determined under this section with respect to 
any biodiesel unless— 

‘‘(A) such biodiesel is produced in the United 
States for use as a fuel in the United States, and 

‘‘(B) the taxpayer obtains a certification (in 
such form and manner as prescribed by the Sec-
retary) from the producer of the biodiesel which 
identifies the product produced and the location 
of such production. 

For purposes of this paragraph, the term 
‘United States’ includes any possession of the 
United States.’’. 

(b) EXCISE TAX CREDIT.—Paragraph (2) of 
section 6426(i), as added by subsection (c), is 
amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(2) BIODIESEL AND ALTERNATIVE FUELS.—No 
credit shall be determined under this section 
with respect to any biodiesel or alternative fuel 
unless— 

‘‘(A) such biodiesel or alternative fuel is pro-
duced in the United States for use as a fuel in 
the United States, and 

‘‘(B) the taxpayer obtains a certification (in 
such form and manner as prescribed by the Sec-
retary) from the producer of such biodiesel or al-
ternative fuel which identifies the product pro-
duced and the location of such production.’’. 

(c) PROVISIONS CLARIFYING TREATMENT OF 
FUELS WITH NO NEXUS TO THE UNITED 
STATES.— 

(1) ALCOHOL FUELS CREDIT.—Subsection (d) of 
section 40 is amended by adding at the end the 
following new paragraph: 

‘‘(6) LIMITATION TO ALCOHOL WITH CONNEC-
TION TO THE UNITED STATES.—No credit shall be 
determined under this section with respect to 
any alcohol which is produced outside the 
United States for use as a fuel outside the 
United States. For purposes of this paragraph, 
the term ‘United States’ includes any possession 
of the United States.’’. 

(2) BIODIESEL FUELS CREDIT.—Subsection (d) 
of section 40A is amended by adding at the end 
the following new paragraph: 

‘‘(5) LIMITATION TO BIODIESEL WITH CONNEC-
TION TO THE UNITED STATES.—No credit shall be 
determined under this section with respect to 
any biodiesel which is produced outside the 
United States for use as a fuel outside the 
United States. For purposes of this paragraph, 
the term ‘United States’ includes any possession 
of the United States.’’. 

(3) EXCISE TAX CREDIT.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—Section 6426, as amended by 

section 311, is amended by adding at the end the 
following new subsection: 

‘‘(i) LIMITATION TO FUELS WITH CONNECTION 
TO THE UNITED STATES.— 

‘‘(1) ALCOHOL.—No credit shall be determined 
under this section with respect to any alcohol 
which is produced outside the United States for 
use as a fuel outside the United States. 

‘‘(2) BIODIESEL AND ALTERNATIVE FUELS.—No 
credit shall be determined under this section 
with respect to any biodiesel or alternative fuel 
which is produced outside the United States for 
use as a fuel outside the United States. 

For purposes of this subsection, the term ‘United 
States’ includes any possession of the United 
States.’’. 

(B) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Subsection (e) 
of section 6427 is amended by redesignating 
paragraph (5) as paragraph (6) and by inserting 
after paragraph (4) the following new para-
graph: 

‘‘(5) LIMITATION TO FUELS WITH CONNECTION 
TO THE UNITED STATES.—No amount shall be 
payable under paragraph (1) or (2) with respect 
to any mixture or alternative fuel if credit is not 
allowed with respect to such mixture or alter-
native fuel by reason of section 6426(i).’’. 

(d) EFFECTIVE DATE.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in para-

graph (2), the amendments made by this section 
shall apply to fuel produced, and sold or used, 
after the date of the enactment of this Act. 

(2) PROVISIONS CLARIFYING TREATMENT OF 
FUELS WITH NO NEXUS TO THE UNITED STATES.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as otherwise pro-
vided in this paragraph, the amendments made 
by subsection (c) shall take effect as if included 
in section 301 of the American Jobs Creation Act 
of 2004. 

(B) ALTERNATIVE FUEL CREDITS.—So much of 
the amendments made by subsection (c) as relate 
to the alternative fuel credit or the alternative 
fuel mixture credit shall take effect as if in-
cluded in section 11113 of the Safe, Accountable, 
Flexible, Efficient Transportation Equity Act: A 
Legacy for Users. 

(C) RENEWABLE DIESEL.—So much of the 
amendments made by subsection (c) as relate to 
renewable diesel shall take effect as if included 
in section 1346 of the Energy Policy Act of 2005. 

TITLE IV—OTHER PROVISIONS 
Subtitle A—Studies 

SEC. 401. CARBON AUDIT OF THE TAX CODE. 
(a) STUDY.—The Secretary of the Treasury 

shall enter into an agreement with the National 
Academy of Sciences to undertake a comprehen-
sive review of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 
to identify the types of and specific tax provi-
sions that have the largest effects on carbon and 
other greenhouse gas emissions and to estimate 
the magnitude of those effects. 

(b) REPORT.—Not later than 2 years after the 
date of enactment of this Act, the National 
Academy of Sciences shall submit to Congress a 
report containing the results of study author-
ized under this section. 

(c) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to carry 
out this section $1,500,000 for the period of fiscal 
years 2008 and 2009. 
SEC. 402. COMPREHENSIVE STUDY OF BIOFUELS. 

(a) STUDY.—The Secretary of the Treasury, in 
consultation with the Secretary of Agriculture, 
the Secretary of Energy, and the Administrator 
of the Environmental Protection Agency, shall 
enter into an agreement with the National 
Academy of Sciences to produce an analysis of 
current scientific findings to determine— 

(1) current biofuels production, as well as pro-
jections for future production, 

(2) the maximum amount of biofuels produc-
tion capable on United States farmland, 

(3) the domestic effects of a dramatic increase 
in biofuels production on, for example— 

(A) the price of fuel, 
(B) the price of land in rural and suburban 

communities, 
(C) crop acreage and other land use, 
(D) the environment, due to changes in crop 

acreage, fertilizer use, runoff, water use, emis-
sions from vehicles utilizing biofuels, and other 
factors, 

(E) the price of feed, 
(F) the selling price of grain crops, 
(G) exports and imports of grains, 
(H) taxpayers, through cost or savings to com-

modity crop payments, and 
(I) the expansion of refinery capacity, 
(4) the ability to convert corn ethanol plants 

for other uses, such as cellulosic ethanol or bio-
diesel, 

(5) a comparative analysis of corn ethanol 
versus other biofuels and renewable energy 
sources, considering cost, energy output, and 
ease of implementation, and 
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(6) the need for additional scientific inquiry, 

and specific areas of interest for future re-
search. 

(b) REPORT.—The National Academy of 
Sciences shall submit an initial report of the 
findings of the report required under subsection 
(a) to the Congress not later than 3 months after 
the date of the enactment of this Act, and a 
final report not later than 6 months after such 
date of enactment. 
Subtitle B—Application of Certain Labor 

Standards on Projects Financed Under Tax 
Credit Bonds 

SEC. 411. APPLICATION OF CERTAIN LABOR 
STANDARDS ON PROJECTS FI-
NANCED UNDER TAX CREDIT BONDS. 

Subchapter IV of chapter 31 of title 40, United 
States Code, shall apply to projects financed 
with the proceeds of any tax credit bond (as de-
fined in section 54A of the Internal Revenue 
Code of 1986). 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. RANGEL) 
and the gentleman from Louisiana (Mr. 
MCCRERY) each will control 30 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from New York. 

Mr. RANGEL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support 
of 2776, the Renewable Energy and En-
ergy Efficient Tax Act. 

Our committee has provided long- 
term incentives for electricity for re-
newable sources, production from wind, 
solar, biomass, geothermal, river cur-
rents, ocean tides, landfill gas and 
tracks combustion resources. And at 
the same time, we were able to provide 
incentives for States to provide bonds 
and grants in order to make certain 
that working families would be able to 
purchase energy-efficient heat pumps, 
home improvement appliances, solar, 
and a variety of other things. 

And in order to pay for this, at the 
recommendation of the Internal Rev-
enue Service, we were able to raise the 
funds to close the loopholes to make 
certain that at the end of the day the 
bill is revenue-neutral. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con-
sent at this time that the remainder of 
my time I be able to yield to Mr. 
MCDERMOTT on the committee, who 
has provided a lot of work on this sub-
ject and which we’re so proud to 
present to this House and ultimately to 
the American people. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from New York? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. MCCRERY. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

myself such time as I may consume. 
I rise today, Mr. Speaker, in strong 

opposition to H.R. 2776. 
It seems that many of my colleagues 

in the majority have developed a sort 
of schizophrenia when it comes to en-
ergy. Throughout last year, they held 
press conference after press conference 
saying that the Republicans weren’t 
doing enough to lower the price of gas-
oline at the pump; yet, since the new 
Democratic majority was elected, the 
price of gasoline has jumped an average 

of nearly $1 a gallon across the coun-
try. Now that my colleagues have 
brought to the floor a bill which they 
call ‘‘energy legislation,’’ which in-
cludes substantial tax increases on the 
oil and gas industry, surely they don’t 
believe this will do anything to bring 
down gasoline prices. 

The majority will claim that this leg-
islation is basically the same as H.R. 6, 
an energy tax increase bill passed by 
this House in January. That is not the 
case. This bill contains double the tax 
increase that that legislation did. This 
bill has over $15 billion worth of tax in-
creases. Now, some of that is because 
the Joint Tax Committee reestimated 
the impact of one of the provisions in 
H.R. 6, but other provisions are new, 
including a massive tax increase on 
United States companies producing en-
ergy abroad. 

And while overseas production of oil 
and gas might seem like a tempting 
target for a tax hike, the Statement of 
Administration Policy has rightly 
warned that this provision will ‘‘dis-
advantage United States-based compa-
nies by reducing their ability to com-
pete for investments and foreign en-
ergy-related projects.’’ 

At a time when worldwide energy de-
mand is increasing, it defies logic why 
we would unilaterally raise taxes on 
American companies competing in an 
international market for future explo-
ration and production deals. What log-
ical reason could there be for using the 
tax code to help ensure more of the 
world’s oil production is done by non- 
United States companies? And in addi-
tion to raising taxes by more than $15 
billion on energy production, the ma-
jority has made, in my view, some poor 
decisions when they decided how to 
spend the tax increase. Their bill, for 
example, would allow several Repub-
lican-created incentives promoting 
conservation to expire, including in-
centives for individuals to buy hybrid 
cars, to install solar power and solar 
water heaters, and to make energy-effi-
ciency upgrades to their homes. 

Even worse, the bill before us would 
also authorize up to $6 billion in tax 
credit bonds for so-called ‘‘green en-
ergy products.’’ At our markup, we in 
the minority offered a variety of 
amendments to try to define or limit 
the allowable uses of these bond pro-
ceeds, and those amendments were re-
peatedly rejected by the majority. 

During the debate today, we will hear 
about some of the possible uses of these 
bonds and our concern that they will 
amount to little more than green pork 
doled out to Governors, State legisla-
tures, mayors and city councils to fund 
all manner of boondoggles and white 
elephants. The majority could have 
avoided this debate by accepting lan-
guage requiring that these products re-
duce energy consumption or green-
house gas emissions, but they didn’t. 

In closing, Mr. Speaker, three facts 
about this legislation should be pain-
fully obvious. 

Number 1, you don’t lower prices at 
the pump by raising taxes on the com-
panies that find, refine and transport 
gasoline. 

Number 2, you don’t increase Amer-
ica’s energy independence by raising 
taxes on our domestic energy industry, 
making American energy even more 
expensive compared with foreign 
sources. 

And 3, you certainly don’t improve 
anything by shoveling money at Gov-
ernors and big-city mayors with a 
vague mandate and zero oversight. 

I urge my colleagues to reject this 
bill. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. MCDERMOTT. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that all Members 
be given 5 legislative days in which to 
revise and extend their remarks on 
H.R. 2776. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Washington? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. MCDERMOTT. Mr. Speaker, I 

want to begin by acknowledging and 
thanking Mr. RANGEL for his leadership 
in providing the energy legislation 
which is before us today and to applaud 
Speaker PELOSI for setting the agenda 
at the beginning of this session that 
will change this country’s energy. 

We live in a Nation addicted to oil, 
and we simply can’t afford it anymore. 
It’s too expensive for the American 
pocketbook; it’s too adverse for Amer-
ican security, and too perilous for the 
Earth’s atmosphere. But the key to 
any and every part of the energy solu-
tion lies here in the Congress in its po-
litical will to change what we can 
change for the good of the American 
people and the Earth. 

Our energy legislation is bigger and 
bolder than a barrel of oil. It’s a bal-
ance of support for alternative energy 
production and conservation. Every 
American has a stake and an ability to 
make a change, and our energy legisla-
tion unleashes America’s ability to cre-
ate, innovate and seek out and do that 
which has not been done. This is Amer-
ica’s declaration of energy independ-
ence, and the first campaign plans to 
win what must be won. Our grand-
children, our children, our constitu-
ents, our country deserves no less. To 
those who say we cannot rise to meet 
the future and that we must embrace 
the past, I say America’s boundless op-
timism has plenty of room to grow and 
shine. When it comes to energy policy, 
we have not risen to the occasion or to 
America’s potential. That changes 
today with this legislation. It deserves 
bipartisan support. 

And I would point out that the rhet-
oric we’re going to hear from the other 
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side is basically, we have to protect the 
oil companies; we can’t touch their 
profits. Now, at a time when Ameri-
cans are paying record prices at the 
pump and oil is at $70 a barrel, we have 
to change the status quo, and we’re 
going to do it. It doesn’t affect oil pro-
duced in this country, and it will be 
better for us in the long run. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. MCCRERY. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to allow the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. 
ENGLISH), the ranking member of the 
Select Revenue Measures Sub-
committee, to control the balance of 
the time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Louisiana? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. ENGLISH of Pennsylvania. Mr. 

Speaker, I yield myself such time as I 
may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise tonight to lament 
a lost opportunity. Mr. Speaker, our 
friends on the other side of the aisle 
had promised to produce an energy tax 
bill that would promote America’s en-
ergy independence. They had a real 
opening to produce innovative policies, 
to incentivize new technologies and 
promote the diversification of our en-
ergy consumption. Instead, Mr. Speak-
er, the Democrats have presented the 
House with a placebo that will ulti-
mately reduce domestic energy produc-
tion, give American energy companies 
less of a reason to invest in exploration 
here at home, encourage greater de-
pendence on foreign oil, and damage 
America’s manufacturing base. 

This bill is energy policy light and 
consists of a dog’s breakfast of stale 
notions clearly intended to appeal to 
the blogosphere rather than to market 
forces. 

b 1815 

The Democrats’ solution to Amer-
ica’s energy crisis is to single out oil 
and gas producers for a tax increase. 
That is a great sound bite. But the fact 
is, Mr. Speaker, this legislation is not 
likely to impact oil producers’ profits 
in any way, shape or form. The one 
thing you can you can be sure this bill 
will do is raise prices at the pump for 
American consumers. 

Furthermore, it creates disincentives 
that will decrease the supply of domes-
tic natural gas and oil and increase our 
country’s energy imports. While this 
legislation not only forces our country 
to become more dependent on foreign 
oil, it will also force America’s work-
ing families to bear the brunt of in-
creased energy costs. The more than 
$15 billion tax increase built into this 
bill will inevitably be borne entirely by 
consumers in the form of higher gaso-
line and home emergency prices. 

This is vastly, in fact, about double, 
the tax increase contained in H.R. 6, a 

staggering sum that will stifle growth 
and hit working families’ bottom line. 
The effect of high gas prices will ripple 
throughout the economy, increasing 
prices on everything from electronics 
to school supplies. 

This legislation is also an assault 
against America’s manufacturing base. 
Using nearly one-third of the Nation’s 
energy both as fuel and feedstock, en-
ergy is the heart of American manufac-
turing. With such an energy-intensive 
sector, raising energy prices will make 
domestic manufacturers less competi-
tive in the world market, forcing more 
of our good-paying manufacturing jobs 
offshore. 

Mr. Speaker, we have long advocated 
for a comprehensive energy plan to re-
duce our dependence on foreign oil and 
increase America’s access to clean, af-
fordable and dependable energy for 
their cars, their homes and their busi-
nesses. Yet, here again, Mr. Speaker, 
this bill is moving in the wrong direc-
tion. It throws out our effective incen-
tives for producing renewable energy 
and replaces them with retrograde poli-
cies. 

In this bill, the Democrats have cre-
ated a $6 billion slush fund for local 
projects in States and cities, with no 
safeguards to ensure that the money is 
actually used to improve America’s en-
ergy independence or the environment. 
This is a blank check for so-called 
green pork projects all over the coun-
try that mayors and governors can dole 
out like candy on Halloween. But, Mr. 
Speaker, this is going to be no treat for 
the American taxpayer. 

In addition, the wind credit, one of 
our most proven and effective sources 
of renewable energy, gets a substantial 
haircut in this bill and is effectively, 
under current conditions, gutted. This 
legislation is bad energy policy. It is 
bad tax policy. 

Mr. Speaker, I would hope that our 
colleagues would join us today in 
standing up for American manufactur-
ers, for American consumers, and stand 
up to preserve our domestic energy 
supply and guarantee our energy future 
by voting this bill down. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. MCDERMOTT. My prediction is 
correct. We are here to protect the oil 
companies, and we are glad to see that. 

I will just take one of your argu-
ments, the American Wind Association. 
You said, this is no use. They say 
‘‘strengthening our Nation’s energy se-
curity, revitalizing world economies 
and addressing climate change are the 
central goals of the 110th Congress.’’ 
Wind energy is a large part of the an-
swer. They are in support of this bill. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 
ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair would remind all Members to di-
rect their remarks to the Chair. 

Mr. ENGLISH of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the dis-
tinguished minority whip of the House 
(Mr. BLUNT). 

Mr. BLUNT. I thank the gentleman 
for yielding. 

Mr. Speaker, I think you will be able 
to characterize our remarks in one of 
two ways: One is that we are con-
tinuing to encourage domestic explo-
ration; the other is we are trying to do 
things that reach energy independence. 

Following up on the bill that moved 
us toward energy independence that 
was passed in 2005 would have been a 
good idea. The efforts to have an en-
ergy bill this year are a good idea. But 
this bill imposes taxes double that al-
ready passed in H.R. 6. This would hurt 
our investment in energy independence 
and domestic supply. I don’t have very 
many people in my district at all or in 
our State that are in gas and oil pro-
duction. Almost everybody in our 
State that buys anything is in gas and 
oil purchasing. 

Things that raise gas prices, things 
that don’t allow us to fully utilize our 
resources, things that continue to 
make us more and more dependent on 
parts of the world that don’t like us 
can’t be a good idea. There is nothing 
wrong with buying things from people 
who don’t like you, but there is some-
thing really dumb about having to buy 
things from people who don’t like you. 
We are still in that mode today. This 
bill heads us more in that direction. 

The incentives for many conserva-
tion measures are allowed to expire in 
this bill. I see my good friend with a bi-
cycle on his lapel. I note that there is 
a tax benefit to pay people to bicycle 
to work. He would argue, I suppose, 
that we don’t have enough people in 
southwest Missouri that bicycle to 
work, because we have almost no peo-
ple that bicycle to work. We have lots 
of people that drive 50 and 60 miles to 
get to good manufacturing jobs, and 
they are not going to ride a bicycle 
there. They don’t need more expensive 
gasoline to get there. 

Mr. Speaker, we need to move toward 
energy independence. This bill, regret-
fully, moves us toward energy depend-
ence. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
vote ‘‘no.’’ 

Mr. MCDERMOTT. The gentleman 
from Missouri should stay and listen. 
The fact is that 36 of your Members 
voted for H.R. 6 because we were clos-
ing a loophole which was never de-
signed for the oil companies. It was to 
deal with the World Trade Organiza-
tion. 

Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from 
Missouri says that we are taking 
money somehow and doing bad things 
with it. He forgets that this issue was 
to deal with FSC, and, lo and behold, 
the oil companies slipped in under the 
door. They were never eligible for FSC 
before, but the chairman of the Ways 
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and Means Committee allowed them in 
in the last Congress. They have been 
taking their profits and just going hell- 
bent for leather. 

We are taking it back from them. I 
am sure they are upset about it. But it 
is more important that we use that 
money for alternative energy, both in 
production of new energy sources and 
in conservation. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. ENGLISH of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Speaker, it is now my privilege to yield 
2 minutes to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. HERGER), a distinguished 
member of our committee. 

Mr. HERGER. Mr. Speaker, every 
time I visit with constituents, like 
most of you here in Congress, I hear 
about high gas prices. And they’re 
right. Gas prices are too high. Prices in 
our free market are governed by supply 
and demand. RECORD high prices result 
from, among other things, the fact that 
we don’t produce enough of our own 
supply domestically and are therefore 
at the mercy of unpredictable and 
often unstable foreign producers. 

Thirty years ago, when we had our 
first oil crisis, we were dependent on 
foreign sources of oil for only about 
one-third of our supplies. Today it is 
roughly two-thirds of our supply. A 
sure way to fix this situation is to en-
courage environmentally safe oil explo-
ration and production here in the 
United States. 

But this is the opposite of what to-
day’s legislation seeks. In fact, today’s 
bill proposes to raise taxes on domestic 
oil and gas exploration by nearly $12 
billion. This discourages investment in 
U.S. supplies and will, over time, in-
crease our dependence even more on 
foreign sources of fossil fuels. 

Mr. Speaker, I encourage my col-
leagues to vote against higher gas 
prices and against H.R. 2776, this ill- 
conceived energy legislation. 

Mr. MCDERMOTT. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield 1 minute to the gentleman from 
California (Mr. FARR). 

b 1830 
Mr. FARR. I thank the gentleman for 

yielding. 
Mr. Speaker, I would like to rise 

after my colleague from California as a 
fellow Californian and tell him he is 
dead wrong. This is the best bill you 
could ever have for investment in Cali-
fornia. We are booming with energy al-
ternatives. And do you know what we 
have done? We have banned offshore 
oil. The public in California does that 
unanimously. We are not about oil in 
California; we are about investment in 
the future. 

This bill allows the utility compa-
nies, which now every utility company 
in California gives a rebate. There are 
companies in California that are buy-
ing cars for their workers if they are 
hybrid cars. This allows the incentive 
to be increased, doubled, tripled. 

This is about investment, and I just 
totally disagree with my colleague on 
the other side of the aisle. It is not 
about looking at the future through 
the rearview mirror; it is about invest-
ment. That is what this bill is all 
about. This is the best gift you could 
ever have in the tool box to help Cali-
fornia grow economically. 

I ask for an ‘‘aye’’ vote on this bill. 
Mr. ENGLISH of Pennsylvania. Mr. 

Speaker, I reserve the balance of my 
time. 

Mr. MCDERMOTT. Mr. Speaker, I re-
serve the balance of my time. 

Mr. ENGLISH of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to a distin-
guished member of our committee, the 
gentleman from Michigan (Mr. CAMP). 

Mr. CAMP of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, 
this bill is a missed opportunity. In 
Michigan, where the average price of 
gas is 12 cents higher than the national 
average, energy prices are a sore sub-
ject. Gas prices are too high, the U.S. 
is too dependent on foreign oil, and yet 
the majority party refuses to allow ex-
panding our domestic supply of energy 
sources. 

This bill misses the mark. H.R. 2776 
is certainly creative in how it spends 
taxpayer dollars. Under this legisla-
tion, $6 billion will be given away to 
States for just about any project that 
has the word ‘‘energy’’ in it. 

Republicans in the Ways and Means 
Committee debated this new spending 
scheme at length during the bill’s 
markup. During that debate, we found 
out that States could use taxpayer 
money to buy hybrid Lexuses for State 
employees, construct indoor 
rainforests, distribute complimentary 
copies of Al Gore’s ‘‘An Inconvenient 
Truth’’ in every classroom, or hand out 
energy-efficient light bulbs. 

In my view, the new tax credit bond 
programs this legislation creates will 
fail to do anything to secure our Na-
tion’s energy independence because 
there is no requirement that they re-
duce greenhouse gases or increase en-
ergy production. 

The bill, however, does have a few 
bright spots. It includes measures I 
have supported on plug-in vehicles, 
solar energy and energy-efficient pro-
grams for appliances and homes. I be-
lieve these initiatives have the poten-
tial to have significant impact on en-
ergy conservation. 

I am disappointed the underlying bill 
does nothing to promote hybrid and ad-
vanced-technology diesel vehicles. In 
2005 the Energy Policy Act was en-
acted. It included legislation that pro-
vided tax credits to consumers for the 
purchase of a new hybrid and advanced- 
technology diesel vehicle. With this 
tax credit, Americans can knock hun-
dreds or thousands of dollars off the 
sale price of a clean fuel car or truck. 
This bill does nothing to help con-
sumers better afford hybrid or ad-
vanced technology diesel vehicles. 

In closing, I urge my colleagues to 
reject this flawed bill. 

Mr. MCDERMOTT. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield 1 minute to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts (Mr. NEAL). 

Mr. NEAL of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, imagine Republicans today 
saying that they don’t trust local gov-
ernment and local decision-making. As 
a former mayor, let me tell you, that is 
where much of the great creativity and 
innovation takes place, in America’s 
cities and town halls. 

There is an opportunity here to ex-
periment. This is using a Republican 
argument. What might work well in 
Arizona might not work well in Con-
necticut, or vice versa. This is an op-
portunity to hear from the mayors of 
America, to hear from the town halls, 
to hear from legislative leaders and 
Governors. They are the people every 
day who make important decisions. 

Are Republicans saying at this mo-
ment they have contempt or mistrust 
of local decision-making? That has 
been almost the phrase that they have 
adopted for the last 25 years: ‘‘turn de-
cision-making back to local govern-
ment.’’ There are different regional 
problems that demand different re-
gional solutions, and this offers the op-
portunity. 

Lastly, our friend, the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, said it was good for 
the blogosphere. One thing we know 
about Republicans, if they thought 
they could drill for oil in the 
blogosphere, they would give it a go. 

Mr. ENGLISH of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield myself 15 seconds. 

As a former city controller, I look to 
a future time when I can bring my 
friend from Massachusetts up to speed 
on why with good reason we think 
there needs to be aggressive auditing 
and oversight of local governments. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the 
gentleman from Illinois (Mr. WELLER), 
a member of our committee. 

Mr. WELLER of Illinois. Mr. Speak-
er, I reluctantly rise in opposition to 
this legislation before us today. I gen-
erally enjoy working with Chairman 
RANGEL and my subcommittee chair-
man, Mr. MCDERMOTT, and Mr. NEAL, 
people I enjoy working with. But it is 
hard to support policy that fails to in-
clude some good ideas. We should have 
a bipartisan bill before us today, and 
the issue is this bill fails to build on 
the successes of the 2005 energy bill. 

The district that I represent south of 
Chicago, cities like Joliet, a lot of 
rural communities, bedroom commu-
nities, was a big winner in the 2005 en-
ergy bill. Thanks to the incentives for 
wind and biofuels, ethanol and bio-
diesel, we are seeing hundreds of mil-
lions of dollars of new investment in 
wind energy and biofuels in the district 
that I represent, thanks to the energy 
bill of 2005. I was hoping we would build 
on that. I was also hoping that this leg-
islation would include good ideas about 
energy conservation. 
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We made one of the centerpieces of 

the 2005 energy bill incentives for 
homeowners to make their home more 
energy efficient. It said that about 20 
percent of the energy we consume is 
consumed in our home, and we included 
a tax credit for homebuilders as well as 
homeowners to invest in better insula-
tion and better windows and better 
roofs and better heating and cooling 
technology, and they could save on 
that investment and, in the long term, 
save on energy consumption. 

It is estimated that today about 65 
percent of U.S. homes are not insulated 
adequately, according to Harvard. That 
same study said if they were insulated 
properly, we would reduce the need to 
import 76 supertankers of crude oil 
from Saudi Arabia or Venezuela or 
some other foreign country. So energy 
efficiency is a key part of our strategy 
for energy independence. Also, because 
you are consuming less, you reduce cli-
mate change. 

We should have extended the tax 
credit for existing homes. We should 
have extended the tax credit for new 
homes. Let’s give tax incentives to 
those who want to bring energy effi-
ciency to home. 

Mr. MCDERMOTT. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield 1 minute to the gentlewoman 
from Pennsylvania (Ms. SCHWARTZ). 

Ms. SCHWARTZ. Mr. Speaker, I 
stand here today to be not only sup-
portive, but enthusiastic about this 
legislation. It does very much what we 
have all been talking about really ac-
tually for hours today, about the fact 
that it embraces our ingenuity, our in-
novation and our deep interest in en-
ergy efficiency and conservation and in 
new technologies. 

In fact, this legislation provides for 
tax credit bond financing, to make sure 
that our cities and our States can 
move forward in helping our people be 
able to do this. There are special provi-
sions to make sure that people can 
make sure their homes or residences 
are more energy efficient. It uses tax 
credits to do that. 

And there is a provision I have 
worked on particularly to make sure 
that our largest commercial buildings 
can be the most energy efficient that 
we know they can be. We know that 
giving them some tax incentives to 
make sure that our commercial build-
ings are as energy efficient will help us 
not only today, but for 50 and 75 years 
in the future. 

So I support this legislation. I am 
proud of it. I think we have used our 
public dollars in a very creative and 
important way. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of the Renew-
able Energy and Energy Conservation Act. 

This bill redirects $16 billion in oil industry 
tax giveaways into the development of renew-
able energy and energy conservation—setting 
a new direction for U.S. energy policy and put-
ting the Nation on a path to energy independ-
ence. 

This new direction provides tax incentives 
for alternative sources of energy—renewable, 
American-made sources, including wind, geo-
thermal, solar, fuel cells, and bio-diesel; 

This new direction invests seriously in en-
ergy conservation, providing tax incentives for 
energy efficient vehicles, energy efficient build-
ings and energy efficient appliances; 

And, this new direction empowers local and 
State governments, through new tax credit 
bonds, to invest in local initiatives that reduce 
energy use such as public transit, green build-
ings, and renewable energy production; 

We are serious about putting America’s in-
novation and talents to work to develop and 
distribute new sources of American-made en-
ergy for American businesses and American 
families. 

I am particularly proud that this bill contains 
a 5-year extension of the energy efficient com-
mercial building tax deduction, which I pro-
posed in my Buildings for the 21st Century 
Act. 

The building industry can play an important 
role in enabling America to meet its future en-
ergy needs by being models of energy effi-
ciency. Buildings account for 39 percent of 
total U.S. energy consumption and 71 percent 
of total U.S. electricity consumption. 

We must take advantage of this moment to 
ensure that the next generation of buildings 
are constructed to the highest efficiency stand-
ards, and my proposal, contained in this legis-
lation, which is supported by the American In-
stitute of Architects, the U.S. Green Building 
Council, and the National Electrical Manufac-
turers Association, will ensure that happens. 

I urge a yes vote because this legislation 
recognizes our ingenuity, innovation and tech-
nology as a Nation and moves the Nation for-
ward towards energy efficiency, conservation, 
and energy independence. 

Mr. ENGLISH of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Speaker, how much time is remaining 
on both sides? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania has 133⁄4 
minutes, and the gentleman from 
Washington has 221⁄2 minutes. 

Mr. ENGLISH of Pennsylvania. Obvi-
ously I am going to reserve the balance 
of my time at this point. 

Mr. MCDERMOTT. Mr. Speaker, I re-
serve the balance of my time. 

Mr. ENGLISH of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Speaker, I reserve the balance of my 
time. 

Mr. MCDERMOTT. Mr. Speaker, hav-
ing the right to close, I will reserve the 
balance of my time. 

Mr. ENGLISH of Pennsylvania. Can 
the gentleman enlighten us on how 
many speakers he has remaining, or is 
he prepared to close now? 

Mr. MCDERMOTT. At this moment, 
we haven’t heard anything to respond 
to. All we have heard is a defense of the 
insurance companies. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Washington will suspend. 

The gentleman from Washington re-
serves. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania is 
recognized. 

Mr. ENGLISH of Pennsylvania. Then 
I reserve the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Washington has the op-
portunity to close. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania is 
recognized. 

Mr. ENGLISH of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Speaker, is he prepared to close then? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Washington has reserved 
his time, as is his prerogative. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania is 
recognized. 

Mr. ENGLISH of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Wisconsin (Mr. RYAN). 

Mr. RYAN of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, 
this bill and the bill that just passed 
before us is a fiscal Frankenstein. It is 
a typical pattern: more budget gim-
micks on spending, more tax increases. 

Last week, a farm bill passed. Budget 
gimmicks, tax increases. Earlier this 
week, the SCHIP bill passed. Budget 
gimmicks, tax increases. Today, right 
now, these energy bills are passing. 
What are they? Budget gimmicks, tax 
increases. 

Right now, the bill that just passed 
before had $6 billion in savings that 
were used last week in last week’s farm 
bill, all to give the appearance that the 
majority is keeping their word on their 
PAYGO. 

More importantly, these bills, in ad-
dition to their budget gimmicks, raise 
taxes on consumers. This will cost our 
constituents at their pocketbooks and 
at the pump. 

The worst part of this bill, I think, 
aside from the fact that it seeks to 
pick winners and losers in the market-
place, to do nothing, nothing, to reduce 
our dependence on foreign oil, to re-
duce our independence, it has $6 billion 
of walk-around money, of green pork, 
for large city mayors and Governors. 
No accountability. Just as long as it is 
in the spirit of green, in the spirit of, 
you know, energy, you get the money. 

Every time we have ever built a new 
program before, as this one does, you 
have example after example of waste, 
fraud and abuse. It doesn’t do a thing 
to help the environment, it doesn’t do 
a thing to help our fiscal balance sheet, 
but it does everything to create a new 
program that wastes money, that re-
quires higher taxes. 

We are seeing a consistent pattern 
here: More spending gimmicks and 
more tax increases. These tax increases 
will raise prices. They will raise prices 
on energy. They will raise gas prices. 

This is a missed opportunity, and the 
missed opportunity is we could have 
worked together to make ourselves less 
dependent on foreign oil, do a better 
job on energy conservation, and ad-
vance the cause for renewables. 

Sadly, this does not do it, because it 
is more budget gimmicks and spending 
increases. 

Mr. MCDERMOTT. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from 
Oregon (Mr. BLUMENAUER). 
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Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Speaker, 

while I agreed with my friend from 
Wisconsin about the farm bill, he could 
not be more wrong when it comes to 
what is happening here on this energy 
legislation. 

First and foremost, it is not just the 
appearance of PAYGO. We are rolling 
up our sleeves and actually funding 
this legislation, instead of the borrow- 
and-spend policies that we have seen 
the other side of the aisle practice for 
the last 12 years. We have a bipartisan 
‘‘pay-for’’ that was approved in the 
first hours of this session, closing an 
unnecessary loophole that was snuck 
in in the last session of Congress. 

The notion about picking winners 
and losers is also wrong. With the lead-
ership our Chair of the select com-
mittee, Mr. NEAL, we had extensive 
hearings to listen to what happened 
across-the-board in terms of alter-
native energy. We have rationalized 
how they are treated for subsidizing 
wind, for solar, for biomass, for wave 
energy, a whole range of alternative 
energy sources. 

We are not picking winners and los-
ers. We are extending tax subsidies, 
and we are treating them all fairly to 
let the marketplace act. We are in-
creasing the supply of energy. By pro-
viding incentives for domestic produc-
tion of alternatives it is going to make 
a huge difference. And we are relying 
on the energy and activity of cities and 
States across the country that are far 
ahead of the Federal Government when 
it comes to dealing with global warm-
ing, with dealing with energy effi-
ciency. We have at least 612 cities that 
have already initiated their own Pro-
grams of Kyoto compliance. We are 
providing some resources to help them 
do something about it. 

Last, but not least, we are closing 
the egregious loophole that had the 
Federal Government subsidize the pur-
chase of the largest, most energy-inef-
ficient luxury cars. We have closed 
that hummer loophole. We are instead 
using this money to provide opportuni-
ties for using smaller, more fuel effi-
cient vehicles; and we are subsidizing 
plug-in hybrids, a very good trade off. 

Mr. ENGLISH of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Speaker, it is my privilege to yield 21⁄2 
minutes to the gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. BRADY), a member of our com-
mittee. 

Mr. BRADY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
this bill does do some good things, no 
question. It does focus on renewable 
energy, providing incentives for plug-in 
hybrid vehicles. It encourages energy- 
efficient homes and appliances in 
buildings. All of that is very good. We 
need to be more green as a country, 
and we need to have a balanced port-
folio. Without question. But this is, I 
think, an extreme way, in some ways 
even a vindictive way, to achieve it. 

In this bill, we create a tax on subur-
ban moms for buying Explorers to take 

their children around town. We punish 
American companies for creating jobs 
here in America. We punish them for 
creating energy here in the United 
States. 

There are 1.8 million jobs related to 
energy. What this bill does is encour-
age outsourcing. It actually decreases 
production in the U.S. of oil and gas 
and punishes companies for investing 
in the United States, a tax break that 
was not singled out for oil and gas. In 
fact, 73 Democrats on this floor sup-
ported the investment in new manufac-
turing and new investment in the 
United States. 

This bill increases dependence on for-
eign oil; cripples America’s fledgling 
biodiesel industry. It kills a major re-
newable diesel problem. There is no nu-
clear, no hydrogen, no new refineries, 
no transmission lines, no coal-to-liq-
uid, no clean coal technology. 

But it does have a study on the car-
bon footprint of the American Tax 
Code, which surely ranks just below 
suing OPEC as an effective way to 
lower prices. 

Whether you call this a ‘‘$6 a gallon 
gas’’ bill, a ‘‘hug Hugo Chavez’’ gas 
bill, a ‘‘less energy’’ tax bill, the fact of 
the matter is we all want a new direc-
tion. But we want a new direction away 
from higher prices. We want a new di-
rection away from dependence on for-
eign oil. 

The truth is, we have to get serious 
about lessening our dependence on for-
eign oil. Light bulbs alone won’t do it. 
New production of oil and gas, along 
with these new renewables, will. 

Mr. MCDERMOTT. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield 30 seconds to the gentleman from 
Oregon (Mr. BLUMENAUER) to answer 
the arguments presented. 

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Speaker, my 
good friend from Texas doesn’t under-
stand, I fear, how the Hummer loophole 
works. It is not the suburban mom run-
ning around with their kids in a Hum-
mer or a Cadillac Escalante. It only is 
for business use that the Hummer loop-
hole applies. 

We are closing it for business use, so 
there is not an extra incentive for 
somebody to buy the largest, most fuel 
inefficient vehicles, and gives them a 
tax break that they won’t give to 
somebody who buys a Ford Taurus. 

b 1845 
Mr. MCDERMOTT. Mr. Speaker, I 

yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from 
Texas (Mr. DOGGETT). 

Mr. DOGGETT. Mr. Speaker, with 
the passage of the energy bill just ap-
proved and the passage of this energy 
bill today, we move America in a his-
toric direction, a new direction on en-
ergy, not just away from our over-
dependence on fossil fuels, but away 
from our overdependence on fossilized 
ideas like those that have dominated 
this House for the last 12 years. 

One of those fossilized ideas is that it 
is okay to keep borrowing from our 

grandchildren. So today the reason 
that we hear talk about higher taxes 
on a bill that is basically revenue neu-
tral, that doesn’t borrow from our 
grandchildren and doesn’t raise signifi-
cant new revenues, but rather restricts 
and evaluates our tax credits to deter-
mine how they can be most effective, is 
that they don’t understand this new 
kind of thinking. 

Just as they favored foreign corpora-
tions over farmers last week, today 
they favor fossilized energy over new 
energy and energy independence. 

You know, going green is not just 
about securing a healthy planet to 
raise our children. It is creating oppor-
tunities for jobs and economic develop-
ment in biodiesel and in renewable en-
ergy like solar and geothermal power. 
New technologies bring new opportuni-
ties. A new class of jobs are being cre-
ated, neither blue collar nor white col-
lar but green collar jobs of many types 
from green energy. 

It is a matter of recognizing that 
some boondoggles come along, like 
where a oil company decides it will 
drop a little dab of grease in its petro-
leum byproducts in order to claim a re-
newable biodiesel tax credit and de-
stroy a new emerging industry like our 
biodiesel companies and our biofuels 
companies that are helping us become 
energy independent. 

So this is a bill about jobs and about 
evaluating the oversubsidization of a 
fossil fuel industry and moving to new 
energies, biodiesel, recognizing the 
power of solar power, plug-in hybrids, 
recognizing that we can become the 
leaders in the world in green jobs, 
green collar jobs. This bill offers us a 
chance to lead on green energy, not be-
come green with envy as other coun-
tries leap over us. 

Mr. ENGLISH of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield 30 seconds to the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. BRADY). 

Mr. BRADY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
we are told this bill is fully paid for 
and is fiscally responsible. But how 
many times have we seen this same tax 
break on the floor supposedly paying 
for another bill? Is it the second time, 
third time? I don’t mind double-count-
ing, but there is something offensive 
about triple-counting. I think that is 
what got Enron in trouble in the first 
place. 

Today we are using this as an excuse 
to raise taxes and cut jobs and cut en-
ergy production here. It is not fiscally 
responsible. 

And by the way, the tax on SUVs is 
not Hummers. It is above $15,300, and 
that is a lot of Explorers and a lot of 
small business vehicles. 

Mr. MCDERMOTT. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield to the gentlewoman from Nevada 
(Ms. BERKLEY) for a unanimous consent 
request. 

Ms. BERKLEY. I thank the gen-
tleman for yielding. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support of en-
ergy independence, national security and 
weaning ourselves off of Middle Eastern oil. 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 10:09 Jul 14, 2010 Jkt 059102 PO 00000 Frm 00239 Fmt 0687 Sfmt 9920 E:\BR07\H04AU7.009 H04AU7er
ow

e 
on

 D
S

K
5C

LS
3C

1P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 B
O

U
N

D
 R

E
C

O
R

D



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, Vol. 153, Pt. 1723222 August 4, 2007 
It is sheer madness that—6 years after 

9/11—we still rely on unstable and dictatorial 
regimes like Saudi Arabia to feed our oil habit. 
They have shown time and time again that 
they care nothing for international peace, 
peace in the Middle East or helping us find a 
solution for the debacle in Iraq: We know they 
use our oil dollars to fund terrorist organiza-
tions like Hamas, and Sunni insurgents in Iraq. 
And yet we still send them billions of dollars 
a year in oil revenues, because we are so de-
pendent on their oil to fuel our energy needs. 

We are funding both sides of the war on ter-
ror. No country on Earth has ever successfully 
fought a war against itself. This bill is a step 
in the right direction by funding alternative, 
clean energies that will set America on the 
path to energy independence. 

With Mr. RANGEL’s leadership, my col-
leagues and I on the Ways and Means Com-
mittee have expanded and extended the tax 
credits for plug-in hybrid vehicles, cellulosic al-
cohol, ethanol and biodiesel. 

This package also promotes alternative 
fuels by providing assistance for the installa-
tion and conversion of E–85 fuel pumps and 
the production of flex-fuel vehicles that run on 
renewable fuel. Another provision encourages 
the domestic development and production of 
advanced technology vehicles and the next 
generation of vehicle batteries and plug-in hy-
brid vehicles. 

Our addiction to oil has gone on long 
enough. It is time we declare independence by 
harnessing the Sun, wind, geothermal, bio-
mass and other clean renewable technology, 
so that future generations of Americans won’t 
have to rely on our enemies to satisfy our en-
ergy needs. 

Mr. MCDERMOTT. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

I’m sorry, it seems like the gen-
tleman from Texas has forgotten what 
happened in the early hours of this ses-
sion. We passed H.R. 6; 36 of your Mem-
bers voted for it, to close the tax, to 
set the money aside to be put into this 
bill when we decided what were reason-
able uses of that money. It has never 
been used before. This funding source 
has not been used ever on this floor be-
fore, so you are incorrect in your asser-
tion. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. ENGLISH of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to a member 
of our leadership, who is also a member 
of our committee, the gentleman from 
Virginia (Mr. CANTOR). 

Mr. CANTOR. Mr. Speaker, I rise in 
opposition to this bill. Frankly, I think 
that the American people are looking 
for some common sense when we talk 
about an energy plan. I don’t think 
there is any disagreement among my 
colleagues in this House that we cer-
tainly ought to be looking at ways to 
diversify our energy sources. There is 
no question. 

But I think that the imperative, and 
that most Americans would agree, that 
we must first look to securing our en-
ergy independence. I would dare say 

there aren’t many experts out there 
who would predict that we can estab-
lish our energy independence through 
the tax benefits allowed through this 
bill. 

I think most Americans would agree 
we do have a fossil fuel economy. And 
given the instability around the globe 
today, it is imperative that we do all 
we can to support our domestic produc-
tion industries so that we do not, do 
not find ourselves on the receiving end 
of the global pricing structure or from 
other countries that we rely on for our 
global energy supplies. 

With that, I would posit, Mr. Speak-
er, that $14 billion in taxes on our pro-
duction industry will do so much to 
damage the incentive to see an in-
crease in domestic production, much 
less do anything to help our constitu-
ents and the people of this country 
when they go to the pump and see 
prices nearing $3 a gallon. 

So I don’t see the common sense in 
this bill. My colleagues have already 
talked about the $6 billion in taxpayer 
funds that are going to flow to local-
ities unfettered. These are taxpayer 
dollars. These are not our dollars. This 
kind of allocation of funds deserves 
some transparency. This reminds me of 
some of the hidden funds that we see in 
many of the other bills, and that some-
how this money is going to show up 
and add to our energy independence. 

Mr. MCDERMOTT. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Mr. Speaker, the gentleman just 
made some arguments. He said the 
country is like a supertanker and we 
are heading for the rocks and we 
shouldn’t change the direction. No, no, 
no, we should keep going right straight 
into the rocks. 

Now if you want to criticize this bill 
for not doing enough, I will go along 
with you, and I think there are many 
other Members on our side. But our 
problem is we can’t seem to get any 
help from the other side to turn the 
wheel even a half inch. They say oh, if 
you take money away from the oil in-
dustry; they don’t want to pay for any-
thing, Mr. Speaker. They simply want 
to run on the rocks and the Democrats 
are not going to run this country onto 
the rocks. 

We are going to change the direction 
we are going with energy. This bill is 
not the answer to everything. It is not 
as much as it should be or could be, but 
we are going in the right direction. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. ENGLISH of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Speaker, how much time remains on 
both sides? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania has 7 min-
utes remaining. The gentleman from 
Washington has 161⁄2 minutes. 

Mr. ENGLISH of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Speaker, is it not generally the obliga-

tion of the Chair to invite the two sides 
to even up time to some extent? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the 
gentleman from Washington seek rec-
ognition? 

Does the gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania seek recognition? 

Mr. ENGLISH of Pennsylvania. I will 
defer to the gentleman. 

Mr. MCDERMOTT. Mr. Speaker, is 
closing the right of the majority? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman is correct. 

Mr. MCDERMOTT. I reserve the bal-
ance of my time to close. 

Mr. ENGLISH of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Speaker, do I understand the gen-
tleman is now prepared to close? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania seek to 
yield time? 

Mr. ENGLISH of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Speaker, is it our understanding that 
the gentleman is prepared to close? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the 
gentleman yield to the gentleman from 
Washington to ask a question? 

Mr. ENGLISH of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Speaker, I would hope I wouldn’t have 
to yield any time to determine this. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Washington has the right 
to close. 

Mr. ENGLISH of Pennsylvania. Is the 
gentleman prepared to close? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is the 
prerogative of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania to yield time to the gen-
tleman from Washington to inquire as 
to that. 

Mr. ENGLISH of Pennsylvania. Very 
well. I will yield 5 seconds. 

Mr. MCDERMOTT. No, I’ll take my 
own time. I’m prepared to close. 

Mr. ENGLISH of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Speaker, in that case, I would like to 
yield 3 minutes to 1 additional speaker, 
a gentleman who I think has proven 
himself in this particular policy area 
for many years, and I think a good 
Democrat, the gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. GENE GREEN). 

Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas. Mr. 
Speaker, I thank the gentleman. And if 
I had known we had so much time on 
our side, Jim, I would have asked you 
for time. 

Mr. Speaker, I begin by stating how 
disappointed I am to come to the House 
floor today and speak against one of 
this Congress’s first major energy ini-
tiatives. It pains me because I truly 
support the bill’s goals of promoting 
clean, domestic, renewable energy. 

What I disagree with is how this Con-
gress chooses to pay for these worthy 
initiatives. I understand we have a 
budget deficit and funds for new alter-
native energy programs are in short 
supply, but like a broken record, this 
Congress continues to raid the 
piggybank of America’s energy pro-
ducers. 

Now I know it makes great press re-
leases to say this Congress is taking 
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away the record profits of big oil to in-
vest in renewable energy. But are we 
drafting press releases or are we draft-
ing sound policy? 

Earlier this year, I stood on the floor 
and supported H.R. 6, the Clean Energy 
Act, which included many of the same 
tax provisions as the bill today, and I 
encouraged my colleagues at that time 
to do the same. While I had concerns, it 
could reduce incentives for domestic 
production, the bill did not include 
more punitive measures that could de-
stabilize our Nation’s gasoline supply 
even further. 

As a show of good faith during that 
critical 100 hours for our new majority, 
I voted for that bill. But I expressed 
my support for H.R. 6 on the floor con-
cluding with my remarks with one im-
portant message: If we hit one industry 
for billions and billions of dollars, you 
can’t go back for more and more and 
expect enough gasoline for our cars and 
fuel to heat and cool our homes. 

Only 6 months later, here we are 
again, only this time we are almost 
doubling the amount of taxes on U.S. 
oil and gas companies. I am not here to 
protect the interest of big oil, I am 
here to protect the interests of the 
American consumer who relies on 
those critical energy supplies. And I’m 
here to protect the jobs of U.S. work-
ers. 

Neither of these interests are ad-
vanced if we in Congress continue to 
view America’s energy industry as the 
ATM for Congress. 

Everyone agrees we must invest more 
in renewable sources of energy, but 
this isn’t a buffet. We don’t have the 
luxury to pick and choose which en-
ergy resources our Nation will rely on. 
The Energy Information Administra-
tion predicts that natural gas, oil and 
coal will comprise approximately the 
same share of our total energy supply 
in 2030 as it did in 2005, even with the 
new investments for renewable energy. 
That is why our Nation’s energy secu-
rity requires tax policies that promote 
greater supplies of these fuels, not poli-
cies that hinder domestic production 
and refinery capacity. 

H.R. 6 included tax provisions that 
brought in $7.7 billion, mostly from the 
section 199 repeal. That same section 
now scores $11.4. In only 6 months, the 
same proposal has increased in cost by 
an additional $4 billion. 

This large increase in new taxes tar-
geted at the U.S. energy industry will 
reduce our Nation’s energy security by 
discouraging domestic oil and gas pro-
duction, discouraging new investments 
in refining capacity, and actually tilt-
ing the competitive playing field for 
global energy resources against U.S.- 
based oil and gas companies. 

I’ve heard many Members of this chamber 
preach to the energy industry on the need to 
reduce the cost of gasoline for consumers and 
invest more in refinary capacity. 

Can anyone tell me how increasing their 
taxes could possibly accomplish these twin 
goals? 

From 1992–2006 the five major oil compa-
nies invested $765 billion in new capital en-
ergy infrastructure, compared to their net in-
come of $662 billion. 

These companies invested more than they 
earned, and less money in their coffers means 
less money for critical infrastructure invest-
ments. 

And finally, let’s talk about jobs. In the 
United States, there are almost 1.9 million 
Americans directly employed in the oil and 
natural gas industry and almost 6 million total 
U.S. jobs resulting from oil and gas activity 
when indirect and other employment is consid-
ered. 

Increasing costs on the domestic oil and 
gas industry, and on U.S. based oil and gas 
companies operating abroad, will jeopardize 
these highpaying jobs. 

So before this Congress makes yet another 
ATM withdrawal from the oil and gas industry, 
let us not ignore the big picture of ensuring 
Americans have a stable supply of energy to 
help move us towards our long term goals of 
cleaner energy sources. 

I urge my colleagues to vote for sound en-
ergy policy and vote against this bill. 

Mr. ENGLISH of Pennsylvania. Does 
the gentleman have any additional 
speakers? 

Mr. MCDERMOTT. No. I reserve the 
balance of my time. 

Mr. ENGLISH of Pennsylvania. I 
yield 1 minute to the gentleman from 
Texas (Mr. GOHMERT). 

Mr. GOHMERT. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
my friend from Pennsylvania. 

We are told this is a new direction. 
This isn’t a new direction. This isn’t 
new thinking. We saw it 30 years which 
brought gas shrines. We saw it 30 years 
ago, and it brought us gas lines. We 
had a chance in this bill to fix a lot of 
problems. 

We lost in my district, down in 
Lufkin, Texas, home of Charlie Wilson, 
we lost nearly 1,000 hardworking union 
jobs because natural gas was too expen-
sive. We have lost a whole bunch more, 
and are in danger of losing more in 
Longview because natural gas is too 
high. We could have addressed that and 
fixed that. 

But I guess the good thing that came 
out 30 years ago was that the gas lines 
and the problems that arose and the 
high gas prices brought us Ronald 
Reagan, and people’s memories have 
waned some. 

But this is Saturday, and there are 
not many people watching, but please 
note that when the policies in this bill 
end up helping gas run up to $5 a gal-
lon—yes, it will help alternative fuels, 
but we would have gotten there eventu-
ally anyway. But please note that when 
it gets to $5 a gallon and more people, 
including union people, are losing their 
jobs, they will ultimately note and vot-
ers will long remember. 

So long live gas lines and Jimmy 
Carter’s legacy. 

b 1900 
Mr. ENGLISH of Pennsylvania. Mr. 

Speaker, how much time do we have re-
maining? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania has 3 min-
utes remaining. 

Mr. ENGLISH of Pennsylvania. And 
may I confirm again that the gen-
tleman is prepared to close? 

Mr. MCDERMOTT. Yes. 
Mr. ENGLISH of Pennsylvania. 

Thank you. In that case, I yield the 
balance of our time to a member of the 
Ways and Means Committee and the 
ranking member of the Budget Com-
mittee, the gentleman from Wisconsin 
(Mr. RYAN). 

Mr. RYAN of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, 
I appreciate the gentleman yielding. 

I rise in opposition to this for a num-
ber of reasons. Does anybody on Earth 
think that by raising taxes on oil and 
gas that we’re not going to raise prices 
on oil and gas? Does anybody believe 
that we’re not going to raise gas prices 
with this bill? Does anybody believe 
that we’re not going to make it more 
expensive for people to heat their 
homes? Does anybody believe we’re not 
going to make us more dependent on 
foreign oil? That’s what this bill does. 
This bill raises gas prices, makes it 
more expensive for us to heat our 
homes, make us more dependent on for-
eign oil, and less competitive inter-
nationally. 

It could have been a good bill. It 
could have done more to make us less 
dependent on foreign oil. It could have 
helped us do more to make us energy 
independent, renewable. And why are 
we raising all these taxes? So we can 
come up with a new pork barrel spend-
ing program to give to big cities to 
spend as they wish. 

Why on Earth would we do that when 
we’re going to make our constituents 
pay higher gas prices? The intentions 
are noble. The delivery is bad. This pol-
icy has been tried before, and it has 
failed. 

I urge defeat of this bill because it is 
a missed opportunity. It’s a missed op-
portunity to a real bipartisan success, 
like we had in the Energy Policy Act of 
2005, where we invested in hydrogen, in 
renewable energy, in conservation and, 
yes, in more domestic production. 
That’s what we should do. You can’t do 
one and not the other. 

We need to produce more energy here 
so we’re less dependent on foreign oil. 
That’s very important. This does none 
of that. It goes in the wrong direction. 

We need to incentivize conservation. 
There’s some conservation incentives 
here. We need to do more on renew-
ables and do it in such a way where it’s 
not picking winners and losers; where 
the best technology gets funded. Sadly, 
this bill says we’re going to pick this 
technology and not that technology, 
and by doing so, we’re hurting tomor-
row’s breakthroughs, tomorrow’s inno-
vations. 
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What we really ought to do is make 

us less dependent on foreign oil, lower 
gas prices, lower home heating costs, 
more conservation, and not pick win-
ners and losers, and incentivize tomor-
row’s breakthroughs so the genius of 
America can continue to expand and 
come up with those new technologies 
we never heard of before. 

Sadly, this prevents that from hap-
pening. It disincentivizes that. I urge a 
‘‘no’’ vote because we shouldn’t be rais-
ing taxes, doing budget gimmicks and 
making it more expensive for us to 
take our kids to school, to go to work 
and heat our homes. 

Mr. MCDERMOTT. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

This is really a defining moment for 
the Congress, Mr. Speaker, and how we 
vote will define whether we embrace 
the future or cling to the past that is 
destroying us. 

Now, the last speaker talked about 
somehow, if we take back some of the 
obscene profits from the oil industry 
and use it to develop alternative en-
ergy and to invest in conservation 
measures around this country, that 
that will be the end of the Western 
World as we’ve known it. Between 2004 
and 2006, oil companies experienced 
profit increases of an average of 62 per-
cent, some of them as high as 117 per-
cent. Now, oil profits, in the dic-
tionary, that would be obscene, and 
anybody who thinks we’re destroying 
the oil industry here simply is unwill-
ing to look at the facts. 

Supporting this energy legislation is 
really a vote to move toward our na-
tional security because our addiction 
to oil makes us vulnerable to foreign 
countries and keeps our soldiers fight-
ing and dying in Iraq. No one here in 
this House still believes that oil wasn’t 
a major reason why we went into Iraq. 

Supporting this energy legislation is 
a vote to strengthen America’s domes-
tic economy because our addiction has 
made the American people vulnerable 
to punishing and unrelenting price 
shocks. We didn’t start the increase in 
prices in energy. Gasoline prices 
weren’t started in here by raising 
taxes. If you think that the oil compa-
nies, I don’t know if there’s anybody in 
this country who thinks that the Con-
gress is what makes the oil prices go 
up, the gasoline prices. 

Now, supporting this energy legisla-
tion is also a vote to save our planet, 
because addiction to oil has placed us 
on a collision course with global warm-
ing. Every witness who came before the 
Ways and Means Committee, whether 
they were called by the Republicans or 
the Democrats, agreed that global 
warming is something we must deal 
with. The arguments I hear are not 
about whether there is global warming. 
The question is how should we deal 
with it how quickly, what’s the best 
way. 

Now, you either turn back now and 
we will face economic calamity and 
planetary catastrophe, that’s a choice 
you guys can make, or turn back now 
and we fail the American people in our 
global responsibility. 

The choice is very clear. The choice 
is really easy, and the need is urgent 
for our children, for our grandchildren, 
for the planet. 

I ask all the Members to support this 
legislation. 

Mr. LEWIS of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today in support of greater energy efficiency. 
I read an article recently about the residents of 
Gudda, a small village in India, who are har-
nessing the Sun’s power to bring light into 
their homes when the Sun sets. This tiny vil-
lage has nothing; no power lines to bring elec-
tricity, no real roads for vehicles to bring food 
and supplies, water is scarce, and yet this vil-
lage has easily succeeded to make use of al-
ternative energy. Gudda has shown that being 
green is easy and can be done by anyone! 

The time has come for America to lead the 
world in the fight against climate change and 
in protecting our environment. We must not 
delay as we move toward energy independ-
ence. 

Alternative energy means new jobs for 
Americans, lower energy costs and more tech-
nology that we can export to other countries. 
This legislation does more than fight global 
warming and protect our environment, it will 
strengthen our economy and make the United 
States the leader in providing alternative en-
ergy. 

Let’s show the world that the United States 
cares about global warming and is willing to 
do something about it. Let’s show the world 
that our talent and technology will improve 
lives around the world. Let’s vote for this bill 
today. 

Mr. NEAL of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise today to support an energy bill that puts 
our country on a greener energy path. The tax 
provisions will expedite the adoption of green 
energy from solar, wind, biofuels, geothermal 
and other environmentally friendly sources. 

The $16 billion energy tax package helps 
energy stakeholders and communities to in-
vest in renewable sources as well as energy 
conservation and efficiency. 

One of the new and more progressive tax 
provisions is an energy conservation bond 
program which helps municipalities finance 
conservation projects that reduce greenhouse 
gas emissions. Massachusetts stands to re-
ceive over $76 million through this program 
and since the largest cities and counties are 
given priority in this program, Springfield, Mas-
sachusetts, would be eligible for $1.8 million in 
bonding authority helping to lead the way to a 
greener Massachusetts. 

Mr. Speaker, this legislation takes an inno-
vative approach to new technologies and 
ideas to promote greener energy. The incen-
tives are not narrowly focused on energy in-
dustry players alone. Consumers are also 
given incentives to make energy-efficient in-
vestments in their homes and properties, 
which represents a holistic approach to less-
ening our reliance on fossil fuels and towards 
a greener, cleaner America. 

Mr. STARK. Mr. Speaker, I rise today in 
support of ending senseless tax breaks and 

subsidies for giant oil and gas companies and 
making needed investments in clean energy 
and efficiency. Although I support the energy 
package before us today, I urge my col-
leagues to realize that this is a small, first 
step. There is a tremendous amount of work 
to be done to confront global warming and 
shift our Nation away from our addiction to 
fossil fuels. 

Today we have an opportunity to greatly in-
crease energy conservation by setting new ef-
ficiency standards for appliances and pro-
moting carbon-neutral green buildings. These 
two steps will prevent as much as 10 billion 
tons of carbon dioxide from entering the at-
mosphere. In addition to these measures, I 
strongly support the Udall-Platts amendment 
to establish a Renewable Electricity Standard, 
which will ensure that 15 percent of our elec-
tricity is produced through renewable sources 
by 2020. 

In 2006 the top five oil companies raked in 
record-breaking profits of over $119 billion. As 
President Bush himself has admitted, there is 
no need to give oil companies taxpayer-fund-
ed subsidies when the price of oil is at or near 
all time highs. I support the tax portion of the 
package that ends $16 billion in tax breaks for 
companies like Exxon/Mobil and closes the ri-
diculous loophole that has allowed business 
owners a $25,000 deduction for purchasing a 
gaz-guzzling Hummer. The savings generated 
are then invested in developing clean energy. 

My support for the energy package is tem-
pered by the fact that it does not include any 
increase in our woefully out-of-date CAFE 
standards. I am also troubled that we are con-
tinuing to subsidize corn-based ethanol pro-
duction. A simple shift from gasoline to eth-
anol will do nothing to reduce greenhouse gas 
emissions, but it will eat up open space and 
continue to drive up food prices. 

Both bills make important progress and I 
urge my colleagues to support them. However, 
larger changes, such as a carbon tax, are 
needed if we are serious about stopping glob-
al warming. 

Mr. THOMPSON of California. Mr. Speaker, 
my district—California’s First Congressional 
District—provides ample evidence of the im-
portance of renewable energy. My district is 
home to The Geysers, the largest complex of 
geothermal power plants in the world—which 
can generate enough energy to run over 
750,000 homes. My district is also home to 
California’s best wine country and wineries 
that use solar systems to generate all of their 
electricity. 

This legislation extends and improves Fed-
eral incentives for renewable energy produc-
tion so that States across America can follow 
California’s lead. 

We extend the tax credit for the production 
of biomass, geothermal, wind, and many other 
types of renewable energy. We extend the 
solar investment tax credit for 8 years pro-
viding long-term stability to that industry. We 
expand existing and create new incentives for 
taxpayers to make their homes and their busi-
nesses more energy efficient. And we make 
an investment in technology known as ‘‘smart 
meters’’—tools that will allow consumers to 
better manage their electricity usage during 
peak hours. 

I have some concerns with the language in 
this section that refers to net metering, but I 
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am confident that we can use the conference 
process to clarify these specific provisions. 

Mr. Speaker, this legislation makes a critical 
investment renewable energy, and it does so 
without increasing the Federal deficit by a 
dime. 

The new Democratic Leadership has made 
a strong commitment to fiscal responsibility 
and this legislation meets the rigorous Pay-As- 
You-Go requirements of the 110th Congress. 

I am proud of this investment in alternative 
energy and I urge an aye vote on this legisla-
tion. 

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, today I rise in 
support of H.R. 2776. Every day we see the 
effects of global warming and it is imperative 
the Congress act on this critical issue. It is im-
portant that we continue to improve our envi-
ronment as we strive to fight the effects of 
global warming. H.R. 2776 would implement 
tax incentives to encourage the production of 
renewable resources and other energy effi-
cient programs, necessary measures towards 
fighting global warming. There are many 
groups, businesses and trade organizations 
who join me in supporting this bill including 
Greenpeace, General Electric, Friends of the 
Earth, Public Citizen, Sierra Club, and Whirl-
pool. 

H.R. 2776 will use tax credits and incentives 
to increase the use of renewable and alter-
native fuels. It will extend the renewable en-
ergy tax credit for those who choose to use 
renewable energy sources such as wind facili-
ties, hydropower, and marine renewable ener-
gies. The bill will also continue providing the 
solar energy and fuel cell investment credit by 
extending a 30 percent investment tax credit 
for 8 years. Finally, this bill will provide tax in-
centives for renewable fuels such as biodiesel, 
renewable diesel, celloslosic alcohol. 

In addition, this legislation promotes the use 
of energy-efficient products to reduce the Na-
tion’s consumption of energy. It provides tax 
incentives for consumers to purchase energy 
efficient products such as hybrid vehicles and 
to outfit workplaces with energy efficient prod-
ucts. Manufacturers are also granted tax in-
centives encouraging them to create energy 
efficient products. H.R. 2776 builds a partner-
ship between Federal, State, and local govern-
ments that would provide local authorities the 
ability to raise interest free funds for energy 
conservation programs in mass transit and 
green buildings. 

Furthermore, H.R. 2776 will increase fund-
ing to encourage the research and develop-
ment of renewable energy. This bill provides 
billions to States to give low interest loan pro-
grams to working families to purchase energy- 
efficient appliances and energy-efficient home 
improvements such as solar panels, insulation 
or geothermal heat pumps. These energy sav-
ing improvements will dramatically reduce en-
ergy consumption. This legislation also grants 
interest free loans for research facilities and 
research grants for the development of 
celloslosic ethanol, cleaner carbon dioxide, 
and automobile battery technologies. 

H.R. 2776 also repeals a tax loophole. The 
bill limits the ability of oil and gas companies 
to claim foreign tax credits, while leaving sig-
nificant tax breaks untouched. Yet, this provi-
sion has no impact on oil and gas production 
in the United States, providing additional rev-
enue to the U.S. treasury. 

Mr. Speaker, Southeast Michigan has been 
hit hard due to the Bush administration’s mis-
guided trade policy. Governor Granholm un-
veiled a 21st century job initiative where bil-
lions of dollars will be invested in developing 
new technologies and emerging industries. In 
my hometown of Detroit, Next Energy, a 501 
(c)3 organization that promotes renewable en-
ergy, will directly benefit from these tax breaks 
because they have made impressive strides in 
automotive and electric power. 

I believe, this piece of legislation will directly 
contribute to providing jobs to my constituents, 
end America’s addiction to oil, and hopefully 
transform the automotive industry. I urge my 
colleagues to support H.R. 2776. 

Mr. LEVIN. Mr. Speaker, I rise In strong 
support of the Renewable Energy and Energy 
Conservation Tax Act. 

This legislation provides a balanced, re-
sponsible and long-term approach to address-
ing the critical issue of energy security in this 
country. It provides long-term incentives for re-
newable energy that will give the solar, wind, 
and biomass industries the stability they need 
to increase production capacity. There are 
also significant incentives for making our Na-
tion and economy more energy efficient. 

The bill provides resources to States and lo-
calities to help their residents improve the effi-
ciency of their homes, as well as make public 
investments in energy-efficiency, transpor-
tation and research. 

The bill works across sectors and tech-
nologies, across governmental and private 
sector lines, and in both residential and com-
mercial settings to reduce our Nation’s de-
pendence on fossil fuels. In a word, Mr. 
Speaker, the approach taken by this bill is 
comprehensive. I want to highlight two provi-
sions in the bill that I think are particularly im-
portant. 

First, this legislation will increase the tax 
credit for alternative refueling property from 30 
percent to 50 percent, and extend the credit 
through 2010. Nearly everyone agrees that 
biofuels such as E85 are an increasingly im-
portant component of our Nation’s evolving 
energy strategy. Real progress has been 
made in recent years to spur use of alternative 
transportation fuels, and U.S. automakers 
have made significant investments to bring 
flex-fuel vehicles to market. But we need to 
speed the deployment of E85 pumps. This bill 
does just that. 

Next, this legislation provides incentives for 
manufacturers to produce washing machines, 
refrigerators and dishwashers that push the 
boundaries of energy and water efficiency, 
and to build them in the United States. Reduc-
ing the energy or water usage of a washing 
machine may seem like a small thing, but over 
time and across millions of households, these 
incentives will produce remarkable reductions 
in energy and water usage, and consumers 
will save money on their utility bills. 

Finally, I think it is unfortunate that so many 
of my colleagues on the other side of the aisle 
are opposing this package because it takes 
back just a few of the most outrageous tax 
breaks for the oil and gas industry. Our work 
in this House is about priorities, and the dif-
ference in priorities on this bill could not be 
more clear. I urge all of my colleagues to sup-
port this responsible legislation. 

Mr. MCDERMOTT. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield back the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. All time 
for debate has expired. 

Pursuant to House Resolution 615, 
the previous question is ordered on the 
bill, as amended. 

The question is on the engrossment 
and third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, and was read the 
third time. 
MOTION TO RECOMMIT OFFERED BY MR. ENGLISH 

OF PENNSYLVANIA 
Mr. ENGLISH of Pennsylvania. Mr. 

Speaker, I offer a motion to recommit. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is the 

gentleman opposed to the bill? 
Mr. ENGLISH of Pennsylvania. I am 

indeed, in its current form. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

Clerk will report the motion to recom-
mit. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. English of Pennsylvania moves to re-

commit the bill H.R. 2776 to the Committee 
on Ways and Means with instructions to re-
port the same back to the House forthwith 
with the following amendment: 

Strike all after the enacting clause and in-
sert the following: 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE; AMENDMENT OF 1986 

CODE; TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
(a) SHORT TITLE.—This Act may be cited as 

the ‘‘Renewable Energy and Energy Con-
servation Tax Act of 2007’’. 

(b) AMENDMENT OF 1986 CODE.—Except as 
otherwise expressly provided, whenever in 
this Act an amendment or repeal is ex-
pressed in terms of an amendment to, or re-
peal of, a section or other provision, the ref-
erence shall be considered to be made to a 
section or other provision of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986. 

(c) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of con-
tents of this Act is as follows: 
Sec. 1. Short title; amendment of 1986 Code; 

table of contents. 
TITLE I—PRODUCTION AND INVESTMENT 

INCENTIVES 
Sec. 101. Extension of renewable energy 

credit. 
Sec. 102. Extension of energy credit. 
Sec. 103. Expansion and modification of ad-

vanced coal project investment 
credit. 

Sec. 104. Expansion and modification of coal 
gasification investment credit. 

Sec. 105. Expansion of special allowance to 
cellulosic biomass alcohol fuel 
plant property. 

Sec. 106. Extension of alternative fuel vehi-
cle refueling property credit. 

Sec. 107. Extension of biodiesel and renew-
able diesel used as fuel. 

Sec. 108. Extension of energy efficient com-
mercial building deduction. 

TITLE II—TAX CREDIT BONDS 

Sec. 201. Extension and modification of 
clean renewable energy bonds. 

TITLE III—CONSERVATION INCENTIVES 

Sec. 301. Extension and modification of cred-
it for residential energy effi-
cient property. 

Sec. 302. Extension of credit for hybrid 
motor vehicles and advanced 
lean burn vehicles. 

Sec. 303. Extension of nonbusiness energy 
property credit. 
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Sec. 304. Extension of new energy efficient 

home credit. 
TITLE IV—REVENUE PROVISIONS 

Sec. 401. Revision of tax rules on expatria-
tion. 

Sec. 402. Repeal of suspension of certain pen-
alties and interest. 

Sec. 403. Increase in information return pen-
alties. 

Sec. 404. Clarification that credits for fuel 
are designed to provide incen-
tive for United States produc-
tion. 

Sec. 405. Modification of limitation on auto-
mobile depreciation. 

Sec. 406. Extension of coal excise tax levels. 
Sec. 407. Bulk transfer exception not to 

apply to finished gasoline. 
Sec. 408. Participants in government section 

457 plans allowed to treat elec-
tive deferrals as Roth contribu-
tions. 

Sec. 409. Reducing REIT holding period safe 
harbor. 

Sec. 410. Time for payment of corporate esti-
mated taxes. 

TITLE I—PRODUCTION AND INVESTMENT 
INCENTIVES 

SEC. 101. EXTENSION OF RENEWABLE ENERGY 
CREDIT. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subsection (d) of section 
45 (relating to qualified facilities) is amend-
ed by striking ‘‘January 1, 2009’’ each place it 
appears and inserting ‘‘January 1, 2010’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall take effect on the 
date of the enactment of this Act. 
SEC. 102. EXTENSION OF ENERGY CREDIT. 

(a) IN GENERAL.— 
(1) QUALIFIED FUEL CELL PROPERTY.—Sub-

paragraph (E) of section 48(c)(1) is amended 
by striking ‘‘December 31, 2008’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘December 31, 2009’’. 

(2) QUALIFIED MICROTURBINE PROPERTY.— 
Subparagraph (E) of section 48(c)(2) is 
amended by striking ‘‘December 31, 2008’’ and 
inserting ‘‘December 31, 2009’’. 

(3) SOLAR PROPERTY.—Paragraphs 
(2)(A)(i)(II) and (3)(A)(ii) of section 48(a) are 
each amended by striking ‘‘January 1, 2009’’ 
and inserting ‘‘January 1, 2010’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall take effect on the 
date of the enactment this Act. 
SEC. 103. EXPANSION AND MODIFICATION OF AD-

VANCED COAL PROJECT INVEST-
MENT CREDIT. 

(a) CREDIT RATE PARITY AMONG 
PROJECTS.—Section 48A(a) (relating to quali-
fying advanced coal project credit) is amend-
ed by striking ‘‘equal to’’ and all that fol-
lows and inserting ‘‘equal to 30 percent of 
the qualified investment for such taxable 
year.’’. 

(b) EXPANSION OF AGGREGATE CREDITS.— 
Section 48A(d)(3)(A) (relating to aggregate 
credits) is amended by striking 
‘‘$1,300,000,000’’ and inserting ‘‘$1,800,000,000’’. 

(c) AUTHORIZATION OF ADDITIONAL 
PROJECTS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subparagraph (B) of sec-
tion 48A(d)(3) (relating to aggregate credits) 
is amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(B) PARTICULAR PROJECTS.—Of the dollar 
amount in subparagraph (A), the Secretary 
is authorized to certify— 

‘‘(i) $800,000,000 for integrated gasification 
combined cycle projects the application for 
which is submitted during the period de-
scribed in paragraph (2)(A)(i), 

‘‘(ii) $500,000,000 for projects which use 
other advanced coal-based generation tech-
nologies the application for which is sub-

mitted during the period described in para-
graph (2)(A)(i), 

‘‘(iii) $300,000,000 for integrated gasification 
combined cycle projects the application for 
which is submitted during the period de-
scribed in paragraph (2)(A)(ii), and 

‘‘(iv) $200,000,000 for other advanced coal- 
based generation technology projects the ap-
plication for which is submitted during the 
period described in paragraph (2)(A)(ii).’’. 

(2) APPLICATION PERIOD FOR ADDITIONAL 
PROJECTS.—Subparagraph (A) of section 
48A(d)(2) (relating to certification) is amend-
ed to read as follows: 

‘‘(A) APPLICATION PERIOD.—Each applicant 
for certification under this paragraph shall 
submit an application meeting the require-
ments of subparagraph (B). An applicant 
may only submit an application— 

‘‘(i) for an allocation from the dollar 
amount specified in clause (i) or (ii) of para-
graph (3)(B) during the 3-year period begin-
ning on the date the Secretary establishes 
the program under paragraph (1), and 

‘‘(ii) for an allocation from the dollar 
amount specified in clause (iii) or (iv) of 
paragraph (3)(B) during the 3-year period be-
ginning at the earlier of the termination of 
the period described in clause (i) or the date 
prescribed by the Secretary.’’. 

(3) CAPTURE AND SEQUESTRATION OF CARBON 
DIOXIDE EMISSIONS REQUIREMENT.—Section 
48A(e)(1) (relating to requirements) is 
amended by striking ‘‘and’’ at the end of sub-
paragraph (E), by striking the period at the 
end of subparagraph (F) and inserting ‘‘, 
and’’, and by adding at the end the following 
new subparagraph: 

‘‘(G) in the case of any project the applica-
tion for which is submitted during the period 
described in paragraph (2)(A)(ii), the project 
includes equipment to separate and seques-
ter 65 percent of such project’s total carbon 
dioxide emissions.’’. 

(d) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall take effect on the 
date of the enactment of this Act. 
SEC. 104. EXPANSION AND MODIFICATION OF 

COAL GASIFICATION INVESTMENT 
CREDIT. 

(a) CREDIT RATE.—Section 48B(a) (relating 
to qualifying gasification project credit) is 
amended by striking ‘‘20 percent’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘30 percent’’. 

(b) EXPANSION OF AGGREGATE CREDITS.— 
Section 48B(d)(1) (relating to qualifying gas-
ification project program) is amended by 
striking ‘‘$350,000,000’’ and inserting 
‘‘$500,000,000 (of which $150,000,000 shall be al-
located for qualifying gasification projects 
that include equipment to separate and se-
quester 75 percent of such a project’s total 
carbon dioxide emissions)’’. 

(c) ELIGIBLE PROJECTS INCLUDE FISCHER- 
TROPSCH PROCESS.—Section 48B(c)(7) (defin-
ing eligible entity) is amended by striking 
‘‘and’’ at the end of subparagraph (F), by 
striking the period at the end of subpara-
graph (G) and inserting ‘‘, and’’, and by add-
ing at the end the following new subpara-
graph: 

‘‘(H) transportation grade liquid fuels.’’. 
(d) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 

made by this section shall take effect on the 
date of the enactment of this Act. 
SEC. 105. EXPANSION OF SPECIAL ALLOWANCE 

TO CELLULOSIC BIOMASS ALCOHOL 
FUEL PLANT PROPERTY. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Paragraph (3) of section 
168(l) (relating to special allowance for cellu-
losic biomass ethanol plant property) is 
amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(3) CELLULOSIC BIOMASS ALCOHOL.—For 
purposes of this subsection, the term ‘cellu-

losic biomass alcohol’ means any alcohol 
produced from any lignocellulosic or 
hemicellulosic matter that is available on a 
renewable or recurring basis.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 
(1) Subsection (l) of section 168 is amended 

by striking ‘‘cellulosic biomass ethanol’’ 
each place it appears and inserting ‘‘cellu-
losic biomass alcohol’’. 

(2) The heading of section 168(l) is amended 
by striking ‘‘CELLULOSIC BIOMASS ETHANOL’’ 
and inserting ‘‘CELLULOSIC BIOMASS ALCO-
HOL’’. 

(3) The heading of paragraph (2) of section 
168(l) is amended by striking ‘‘CELLULOSIC 
BIOMASS ETHANOL’’ and inserting ‘‘CELLULOSIC 
BIOMASS ALCOHOL’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to property 
placed in service after the date of the enact-
ment of this Act. 

SEC. 106. EXTENSION OF ALTERNATIVE FUEL VE-
HICLE REFUELING PROPERTY CRED-
IT. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Paragraph (2) of section 
30C(g) (relating to termination) is amended 
by striking ‘‘December 31, 2009’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘December 31, 2010’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by this section shall take effect on the 
date of the enactment of this Act. 

SEC. 107. EXTENSION OF BIODIESEL AND RENEW-
ABLE DIESEL USED AS FUEL. 

(a) IN GENERAL.— 
(1) INCOME TAX CREDITS FOR BIODIESEL AND 

RENEWABLE DIESEL AND SMALL AGRI-BIODIESEL 
PRODUCER CREDIT.—Subsection (g) of section 
40A (relating to termination) is amended by 
striking ‘‘December 31, 2008’’ and inserting 
‘‘December 31, 2009’’. 

(2) EXCISE TAX CREDIT.—Section 6426(c)(6) 
(relating to termination) is amended by 
striking ‘‘December 31, 2008’’ and inserting 
‘‘December 31, 2009’’. 

(3) FUELS NOT USED FOR TAXABLE PUR-
POSES.—Section 6427(e)(5)(B) (relating to ter-
mination) is amended by striking ‘‘December 
31, 2008’’ and inserting ‘‘December 31, 2009’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by this section shall take effect on the 
date of the enactment of this Act. 

SEC. 108. EXTENSION OF ENERGY EFFICIENT 
COMMERCIAL BUILDING DEDUC-
TION. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subsection (h) of section 
179D (relating to termination) is amended by 
striking ‘‘December 31, 2008’’ and inserting 
‘‘December 31, 2009’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by this section shall take effect on the 
date of the enactment of this Act. 

TITLE II—TAX CREDIT BONDS 

SEC. 201. EXTENSION AND MODIFICATION OF 
CLEAN RENEWABLE ENERGY BONDS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.— 
(1) INCREASE.—Section 54(f) (relating to 

limitation on amount of bonds designated) is 
amended— 

(A) by striking ‘‘$1,200,000,000’’ in para-
graph (1) and inserting ‘‘$1,600,000,000’’, and 

(B) by striking ‘‘$750,000,000’’ in paragraph 
(2) and inserting ‘‘$1,000,000,000’’. 

(2) EXTENSION.—Subsection (m) of section 
54 (relating to termination) is amended by 
striking ‘‘December 31, 2008’’ and inserting 
‘‘December 31, 2009’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to alloca-
tions after the date of the enactment of this 
Act. 
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TITLE III—CONSERVATION INCENTIVES 

SEC. 301. EXTENSION AND MODIFICATION OF 
CREDIT FOR RESIDENTIAL ENERGY 
EFFICIENT PROPERTY. 

(a) EXTENSION.—Section 25D(g) (relating to 
termination) is amended by striking ‘‘De-
cember 31, 2008’’ and inserting ‘‘December 31, 
2009’’. 

(b) MAXIMUM CREDIT FOR SOLAR ELECTRIC 
PROPERTY.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 25D(b)(1)(A) (re-
lating to maximum credit) is amended by 
striking ‘‘$2,000’’ and inserting ‘‘$4,000’’. 

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 
25D(e)(4)(A)(i) is amended by striking 
‘‘$6,667’’ and inserting ‘‘$13,334’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to expendi-
tures made after December 31, 2007. 
SEC. 302. EXTENSION OF CREDIT FOR HYBRID 

MOTOR VEHICLES AND ADVANCED 
LEAN BURN VEHICLES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subsection (j) of section 
30B (relating to termination) is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘December 31, 2010’’ in para-
graph (2) and inserting ‘‘December 31, 2011’’, 
and 

(2) by striking ‘‘December 31, 2009’’ in para-
graph (3) and inserting ‘‘December 31, 2010’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall take effect on the 
date of the enactment of this Act. 
SEC. 303. EXTENSION OF NONBUSINESS ENERGY 

PROPERTY CREDIT. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Subsection (g) of section 

25C (relating to termination) is amended by 
striking ‘‘December 31, 2007’’ and inserting 
‘‘December 31, 2008’’ 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by this section shall apply with respect 
to property placed in service after December 
31, 2007. 
SEC. 304. EXTENSION OF NEW ENERGY EFFI-

CIENT HOME CREDIT. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Subsection (g) of section 

45L (relating to termination) is amended by 
striking ‘‘December 31, 2008’’ and inserting 
‘‘December 31, 2009’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by this section shall take effect on the 
date of the enactment of this Act. 

TITLE IV—REVENUE PROVISIONS 
SEC. 401. REVISION OF TAX RULES ON EXPATRIA-

TION. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Subpart A of part II of 

subchapter N of chapter 1 is amended by in-
serting after section 877 the following new 
section: 
‘‘SEC. 877A. TAX RESPONSIBILITIES OF EXPATRIA-

TION. 
‘‘(a) GENERAL RULES.—For purposes of this 

subtitle— 
‘‘(1) MARK TO MARKET.—All property of a 

covered expatriate shall be treated as sold on 
the day before the expatriation date for its 
fair market value. 

‘‘(2) RECOGNITION OF GAIN OR LOSS.—In the 
case of any sale under paragraph (1)— 

‘‘(A) notwithstanding any other provision 
of this title, any gain arising from such sale 
shall be taken into account for the taxable 
year of the sale, and 

‘‘(B) any loss arising from such sale shall 
be taken into account for the taxable year of 
the sale to the extent otherwise provided by 
this title, except that section 1091 shall not 
apply to any such loss. 

Proper adjustment shall be made in the 
amount of any gain or loss subsequently re-
alized for gain or loss taken into account 
under the preceding sentence, determined 
without regard to paragraph (3). 

‘‘(3) EXCLUSION FOR CERTAIN GAIN.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The amount which 
would (but for this paragraph) be includible 
in the gross income of any individual by rea-
son of paragraph (1) shall be reduced (but not 
below zero) by $600,000. 

‘‘(B) ADJUSTMENT FOR INFLATION.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—In the case of any tax-

able year beginning in a calendar year after 
2008, the dollar amount in subparagraph (A) 
shall be increased by an amount equal to— 

‘‘(I) such dollar amount, multiplied by 
‘‘(II) the cost-of-living adjustment deter-

mined under section 1(f)(3) for the calendar 
year in which the taxable year begins, by 
substituting ‘calendar year 2007’ for ‘cal-
endar year 1992’ in subparagraph (B) thereof. 

‘‘(ii) ROUNDING.—If any amount as adjusted 
under clause (i) is not a multiple of $1,000, 
such amount shall be rounded to the nearest 
multiple of $1,000. 

‘‘(b) ELECTION TO DEFER TAX.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—If the taxpayer elects the 

application of this subsection with respect to 
any property treated as sold by reason of 
subsection (a), the time for payment of the 
additional tax attributable to such property 
shall be extended until the due date of the 
return for the taxable year in which such 
property is disposed of (or, in the case of 
property disposed of in a transaction in 
which gain is not recognized in whole or in 
part, until such other date as the Secretary 
may prescribe). 

‘‘(2) DETERMINATION OF TAX WITH RESPECT 
TO PROPERTY.—For purposes of paragraph (1), 
the additional tax attributable to any prop-
erty is an amount which bears the same 
ratio to the additional tax imposed by this 
chapter for the taxable year solely by reason 
of subsection (a) as the gain taken into ac-
count under subsection (a) with respect to 
such property bears to the total gain taken 
into account under subsection (a) with re-
spect to all property to which subsection (a) 
applies. 

‘‘(3) TERMINATION OF EXTENSION.—The due 
date for payment of tax may not be extended 
under this subsection later than the due date 
for the return of tax imposed by this chapter 
for the taxable year which includes the date 
of death of the expatriate (or, if earlier, the 
time that the security provided with respect 
to the property fails to meet the require-
ments of paragraph (4), unless the taxpayer 
corrects such failure within the time speci-
fied by the Secretary). 

‘‘(4) SECURITY.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—No election may be 

made under paragraph (1) with respect to 
any property unless adequate security is pro-
vided with respect to such property. 

‘‘(B) ADEQUATE SECURITY.—For purposes of 
subparagraph (A), security with respect to 
any property shall be treated as adequate se-
curity if— 

‘‘(i) it is a bond which is furnished to, and 
accepted by, the Secretary, which is condi-
tioned on the payment of tax (and interest 
thereon), and which meets the requirements 
of section 6325, or 

‘‘(ii) it is another form of security for such 
payment (including letters of credit) that 
meets such requirements as the Secretary 
may prescribe. 

‘‘(5) WAIVER OF CERTAIN RIGHTS.—No elec-
tion may be made under paragraph (1) unless 
the taxpayer makes an irrevocable waiver of 
any right under any treaty of the United 
States which would preclude assessment or 
collection of any tax imposed by reason of 
this section. 

‘‘(6) ELECTIONS.—An election under para-
graph (1) shall only apply to property de-
scribed in the election and, once made, is ir-
revocable. 

‘‘(7) INTEREST.—For purposes of section 
6601, the last date for the payment of tax 
shall be determined without regard to the 
election under this subsection. 

‘‘(c) EXCEPTION FOR CERTAIN PROPERTY.— 
Subsection (a) shall not apply to— 

‘‘(1) any deferred compensation item (as 
defined in subsection (d)(4)), 

‘‘(2) any specified tax deferred account (as 
defined in subsection (e)(2)), and 

‘‘(3) any interest in a nongrantor trust (as 
defined in subsection (f)(3)). 

‘‘(d) TREATMENT OF DEFERRED COMPENSA-
TION ITEMS.— 

‘‘(1) WITHHOLDING ON ELIGIBLE DEFERRED 
COMPENSATION ITEMS.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—In the case of any eligi-
ble deferred compensation item, the payor 
shall deduct and withhold from any taxable 
payment to a covered expatriate with re-
spect to such item a tax equal to 30 percent 
thereof. 

‘‘(B) TAXABLE PAYMENT.—For purposes of 
subparagraph (A), the term ‘taxable pay-
ment’ means with respect to a covered expa-
triate any payment to the extent it would be 
includible in the gross income of the covered 
expatriate if such expatriate continued to be 
subject to tax as a citizen or resident of the 
United States. A deferred compensation item 
shall be taken into account as a payment 
under the preceding sentence when such item 
would be so includible. 

‘‘(2) OTHER DEFERRED COMPENSATION 
ITEMS.—In the case of any deferred com-
pensation item which is not an eligible de-
ferred compensation item— 

‘‘(A)(i) with respect to any deferred com-
pensation item to which clause (ii) does not 
apply, an amount equal to the present value 
of the covered expatriate’s accrued benefit 
shall be treated as having been received by 
such individual on the day before the expa-
triation date as a distribution under the 
plan, and 

‘‘(ii) with respect to any deferred com-
pensation item referred to in paragraph 
(4)(D), the rights of the covered expatriate to 
such item shall be treated as becoming 
transferable and not subject to a substantial 
risk of forfeiture on the day before the expa-
triation date, 

‘‘(B) no early distribution tax shall apply 
by reason of such treatment, and 

‘‘(C) appropriate adjustments shall be 
made to subsequent distributions from the 
plan to reflect such treatment. 

‘‘(3) ELIGIBLE DEFERRED COMPENSATION 
ITEMS.—For purposes of this subsection, the 
term ‘eligible deferred compensation item’ 
means any deferred compensation item with 
respect to which— 

‘‘(A) the payor of such item is— 
‘‘(i) a United States person, or 
‘‘(ii) a person who is not a United States 

person but who elects to be treated as a 
United States person for purposes of para-
graph (1) and meets such requirements as the 
Secretary may provide to ensure that the 
payor will meet the requirements of para-
graph (1), and 

‘‘(B) the covered expatriate— 
‘‘(i) notifies the payor of his status as a 

covered expatriate, and 
‘‘(ii) makes an irrevocable waiver of any 

right to claim any reduction under any trea-
ty with the United States in withholding on 
such item. 

‘‘(4) DEFERRED COMPENSATION ITEM.—For 
purposes of this subsection, the term ‘de-
ferred compensation item’ means— 

‘‘(A) any interest in a plan or arrangement 
described in section 219(g)(5), 
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‘‘(B) any interest in a foreign pension plan 

or similar retirement arrangement or pro-
gram, 

‘‘(C) any item of deferred compensation, 
and 

‘‘(D) any property, or right to property, 
which the individual is entitled to receive in 
connection with the performance of services 
to the extent not previously taken into ac-
count under section 83 or in accordance with 
section 83. 

‘‘(5) EXCEPTION.—Paragraphs (1) and (2) 
shall not apply to any deferred compensation 
item which is attributable to services per-
formed outside the United States while the 
covered expatriate was not a citizen or resi-
dent of the United States. 

‘‘(6) SPECIAL RULES.— 
‘‘(A) APPLICATION OF WITHHOLDING RULES.— 

Rules similar to the rules of subchapter B of 
chapter 3 shall apply for purposes of this sub-
section. 

‘‘(B) APPLICATION OF TAX.—Any item sub-
ject to the withholding tax imposed under 
paragraph (1) shall be subject to tax under 
section 871. 

‘‘(C) COORDINATION WITH OTHER WITH-
HOLDING REQUIREMENTS.—Any item subject 
to withholding under paragraph (1) shall not 
be subject to withholding under section 1441 
or chapter 24. 

‘‘(e) TREATMENT OF SPECIFIED TAX DE-
FERRED ACCOUNTS.— 

‘‘(1) ACCOUNT TREATED AS DISTRIBUTED.—In 
the case of any interest in a specified tax de-
ferred account held by a covered expatriate 
on the day before the expatriation date— 

‘‘(A) the covered expatriate shall be treat-
ed as receiving a distribution of his entire in-
terest in such account on the day before the 
expatriation date, 

‘‘(B) no early distribution tax shall apply 
by reason of such treatment, and 

‘‘(C) appropriate adjustments shall be 
made to subsequent distributions from the 
account to reflect such treatment. 

‘‘(2) SPECIFIED TAX DEFERRED ACCOUNT.— 
For purposes of paragraph (1), the term 
‘specified tax deferred account’ means an in-
dividual retirement plan (as defined in sec-
tion 7701(a)(37)) other than any arrangement 
described in subsection (k) or (p) of section 
408, a qualified tuition program (as defined in 
section 529), a Coverdell education savings 
account (as defined in section 530), a health 
savings account (as defined in section 223), 
and an Archer MSA (as defined in section 
220). 

‘‘(f) SPECIAL RULES FOR NONGRANTOR 
TRUSTS.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—In the case of a distribu-
tion (directly or indirectly) of any property 
from a nongrantor trust to a covered expa-
triate— 

‘‘(A) the trustee shall deduct and withhold 
from such distribution an amount equal to 30 
percent of the taxable portion of the dis-
tribution, and 

‘‘(B) if the fair market value of such prop-
erty exceeds its adjusted basis in the hands 
of the trust, gain shall be recognized to the 
trust as if such property were sold to the ex-
patriate at its fair market value. 

‘‘(2) TAXABLE PORTION.—For purposes of 
this subsection, the term ‘taxable portion’ 
means, with respect to any distribution, that 
portion of the distribution which would be 
includible in the gross income of the covered 
expatriate if such expatriate continued to be 
subject to tax as a citizen or resident of the 
United States. 

‘‘(3) NONGRANTOR TRUST.—For purposes of 
this subsection, the term ‘nongrantor trust’ 
means the portion of any trust that the indi-

vidual is not considered the owner of under 
subpart E of part I of subchapter J. The de-
termination under the preceding sentence 
shall be made immediately before the expa-
triation date. 

‘‘(4) SPECIAL RULES RELATING TO WITH-
HOLDING.—For purposes of this subsection— 

‘‘(A) rules similar to the rules of sub-
section (d)(6) shall apply, and 

‘‘(B) the covered expatriate shall be treat-
ed as having waived any right to claim any 
reduction under any treaty with the United 
States in withholding on any distribution to 
which paragraph (1)(A) applies. 

‘‘(g) DEFINITIONS AND SPECIAL RULES RE-
LATING TO EXPATRIATION.—For purposes of 
this section— 

‘‘(1) COVERED EXPATRIATE.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘covered expa-

triate’ means an expatriate who meets the 
requirements of subparagraph (A), (B), or (C) 
of section 877(a)(2). 

‘‘(B) EXCEPTIONS.—An individual shall not 
be treated as meeting the requirements of 
subparagraph (A) or (B) of section 877(a)(2) 
if— 

‘‘(i) the individual— 
‘‘(I) became at birth a citizen of the United 

States and a citizen of another country and, 
as of the expatriation date, continues to be a 
citizen of, and is taxed as a resident of, such 
other country, and 

‘‘(II) has been a resident of the United 
States (as defined in section 7701(b)(1)(A)(ii)) 
for not more than 10 taxable years during the 
15-taxable year period ending with the tax-
able year during which the expatriation date 
occurs, or 

‘‘(ii)(I) the individual’s relinquishment of 
United States citizenship occurs before such 
individual attains age 181⁄2, and 

‘‘(II) the individual has been a resident of 
the United States (as so defined) for not 
more than 10 taxable years before the date of 
relinquishment. 

‘‘(C) COVERED EXPATRIATES ALSO SUBJECT 
TO TAX AS CITIZENS OR RESIDENTS.—In the 
case of any covered expatriate who is subject 
to tax as a citizen or resident of the United 
States for any period beginning after the ex-
patriation date, such individual shall not be 
treated as a covered expatriate during such 
period for purposes of subsections (d)(1) and 
(f) and section 2801. 

‘‘(2) EXPATRIATE.—The term ‘expatriate’ 
means— 

‘‘(A) any United States citizen who relin-
quishes his citizenship, and 

‘‘(B) any long-term resident of the United 
States who ceases to be a lawful permanent 
resident of the United States (within the 
meaning of section 7701(b)(6)). 

‘‘(3) EXPATRIATION DATE.—The term ‘expa-
triation date’ means— 

‘‘(A) the date an individual relinquishes 
United States citizenship, or 

‘‘(B) in the case of a long-term resident of 
the United States, the date on which the in-
dividual ceases to be a lawful permanent 
resident of the United States (within the 
meaning of section 7701(b)(6)). 

‘‘(4) RELINQUISHMENT OF CITIZENSHIP.—A 
citizen shall be treated as relinquishing his 
United States citizenship on the earliest of— 

‘‘(A) the date the individual renounces his 
United States nationality before a diplo-
matic or consular officer of the United 
States pursuant to paragraph (5) of section 
349(a) of the Immigration and Nationality 
Act (8 U.S.C. 1481(a)(5)), 

‘‘(B) the date the individual furnishes to 
the United States Department of State a 
signed statement of voluntary relinquish-
ment of United States nationality con-

firming the performance of an act of expa-
triation specified in paragraph (1), (2), (3), or 
(4) of section 349(a) of the Immigration and 
Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 1481(a)(1)–(4)), 

‘‘(C) the date the United States Depart-
ment of State issues to the individual a cer-
tificate of loss of nationality, or 

‘‘(D) the date a court of the United States 
cancels a naturalized citizen’s certificate of 
naturalization. 

Subparagraph (A) or (B) shall not apply to 
any individual unless the renunciation or 
voluntary relinquishment is subsequently 
approved by the issuance to the individual of 
a certificate of loss of nationality by the 
United States Department of State. 

‘‘(5) LONG-TERM RESIDENT.—The term ‘long- 
term resident’ has the meaning given to such 
term by section 877(e)(2). 

‘‘(6) EARLY DISTRIBUTION TAX.—The term 
‘early distribution tax’ means any increase 
in tax imposed under section 72(t), 220(e)(4), 
223(f)(4), 409A(a)(1)(B), 529(c)(6), or 530(d)(4). 

‘‘(h) OTHER RULES.— 
‘‘(1) TERMINATION OF DEFERRALS, ETC.—In 

the case of any covered expatriate, notwith-
standing any other provision of this title— 

‘‘(A) any time period for acquiring prop-
erty which would result in the reduction in 
the amount of gain recognized with respect 
to property disposed of by the taxpayer shall 
terminate on the day before the expatriation 
date, and 

‘‘(B) any extension of time for payment of 
tax shall cease to apply on the day before the 
expatriation date and the unpaid portion of 
such tax shall be due and payable at the time 
and in the manner prescribed by the Sec-
retary. 

‘‘(2) STEP-UP IN BASIS.—Solely for purposes 
of determining any tax imposed by reason of 
subsection (a), property which was held by 
an individual on the date the individual first 
became a resident of the United States 
(within the meaning of section 7701(b)) shall 
be treated as having a basis on such date of 
not less than the fair market value of such 
property on such date. The preceding sen-
tence shall not apply if the individual elects 
not to have such sentence apply. Such an 
election, once made, shall be irrevocable. 

‘‘(3) COORDINATION WITH SECTION 684.—If the 
expatriation of any individual would result 
in the recognition of gain under section 684, 
this section shall be applied after the appli-
cation of section 684. 

‘‘(i) REGULATIONS.—The Secretary shall 
prescribe such regulations as may be nec-
essary or appropriate to carry out the pur-
poses of this section.’’. 

(b) TAX ON GIFTS AND BEQUESTS RECEIVED 
BY UNITED STATES CITIZENS AND RESIDENTS 
FROM EXPATRIATES.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subtitle B (relating to es-
tate and gift taxes) is amended by inserting 
after chapter 14 the following new chapter: 

‘‘CHAPTER 15—GIFTS AND BEQUESTS 
FROM EXPATRIATES 

‘‘Sec. 2801. Imposition of tax. 
‘‘SEC. 2801. IMPOSITION OF TAX. 

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—If, during any calendar 
year, any United States citizen or resident 
receives any covered gift or bequest, there is 
hereby imposed a tax equal to the product 
of— 

‘‘(1) the highest rate of tax specified in the 
table contained in section 2001(c) as in effect 
on the date of such receipt (or, if greater, the 
highest rate of tax specified in the table ap-
plicable under section 2502(a) as in effect on 
the date), and 

‘‘(2) the value of such covered gift or be-
quest. 
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‘‘(b) TAX TO BE PAID BY RECIPIENT.—The 

tax imposed by subsection (a) on any covered 
gift or bequest shall be paid by the person re-
ceiving such gift or bequest. 

‘‘(c) EXCEPTION FOR CERTAIN GIFTS.—Sub-
section (a) shall apply only to the extent 
that the value of covered gifts and bequests 
received by any person during the calendar 
year exceeds $10,000. 

‘‘(d) TAX REDUCED BY FOREIGN GIFT OR ES-
TATE TAX.—The tax imposed by subsection 
(a) on any covered gift or bequest shall be re-
duced by the amount of any gift or estate 
tax paid to a foreign country with respect to 
such covered gift or bequest. 

‘‘(e) COVERED GIFT OR BEQUEST.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—For purposes of this 

chapter, the term ‘covered gift or bequest’ 
means— 

‘‘(A) any property acquired by gift directly 
or indirectly from an individual who, at the 
time of such acquisition, is a covered expa-
triate, and 

‘‘(B) any property acquired directly or in-
directly by reason of the death of an indi-
vidual who, immediately before such death, 
was a covered expatriate. 

‘‘(2) EXCEPTIONS FOR TRANSFERS OTHERWISE 
SUBJECT TO ESTATE OR GIFT TAX.—Such term 
shall not include— 

‘‘(A) any property shown on a timely filed 
return of tax imposed by chapter 12 which is 
a taxable gift by the covered expatriate, and 

‘‘(B) any property included in the gross es-
tate of the covered expatriate for purposes of 
chapter 11 and shown on a timely filed re-
turn of tax imposed by chapter 11 of the es-
tate of the covered expatriate. 

‘‘(3) TRANSFERS IN TRUST.— 
‘‘(A) DOMESTIC TRUSTS.—In the case of a 

covered gift or bequest made to a domestic 
trust— 

‘‘(i) subsection (a) shall apply in the same 
manner as if such trust were a United States 
citizen, and 

‘‘(ii) the tax imposed by subsection (a) on 
such gift or bequest shall be paid by such 
trust. 

‘‘(B) FOREIGN TRUSTS.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—In the case of a covered 

gift or bequest made to a foreign trust, sub-
section (a) shall apply to any distribution at-
tributable to such gift or bequest from such 
trust (whether from income or corpus) to a 
United States citizen or resident in the same 
manner as if such distribution were a cov-
ered gift or bequest. 

‘‘(ii) DEDUCTION FOR TAX PAID BY RECIPI-
ENT.—There shall be allowed as a deduction 
under section 164 the amount of tax imposed 
by this section which is paid or accrued by a 
United States citizen or resident by reason 
of a distribution from a foreign trust, but 
only to the extent such tax is imposed on the 
portion of such distribution which is in-
cluded in the gross income of such citizen or 
resident. 

‘‘(iii) ELECTION TO BE TREATED AS DOMESTIC 
TRUST.—Solely for purposes of this section, a 
foreign trust may elect to be treated as a do-
mestic trust. Such an election may be re-
voked with the consent of the Secretary. 

‘‘(f) COVERED EXPATRIATE.—For purposes of 
this section, the term ‘covered expatriate’ 
has the meaning given to such term by sec-
tion 877A(g)(1).’’. 

(2) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
chapters for subtitle B is amended by insert-
ing after the item relating to chapter 14 the 
following new item: 

‘‘CHAPTER 15. GIFTS AND BEQUESTS FROM 
EXPATRIATES.’’. 

(c) DEFINITION OF TERMINATION OF UNITED 
STATES CITIZENSHIP.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 7701(a) is amended 
by adding at the end the following new para-
graph: 

‘‘(50) TERMINATION OF UNITED STATES CITI-
ZENSHIP.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—An individual shall not 
cease to be treated as a United States citizen 
before the date on which the individual’s 
citizenship is treated as relinquished under 
section 877A(g)(4). 

‘‘(B) DUAL CITIZENS.—Under regulations 
prescribed by the Secretary, subparagraph 
(A) shall not apply to an individual who be-
came at birth a citizen of the United States 
and a citizen of another country.’’. 

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 
(A) Paragraph (1) of section 877(e) is 

amended to read as follows: 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Any long-term resident 

of the United States who ceases to be a law-
ful permanent resident of the United States 
(within the meaning of section 7701(b)(6)) 
shall be treated for purposes of this section 
and sections 2107, 2501, and 6039G in the same 
manner as if such resident were a citizen of 
the United States who lost United States 
citizenship on the date of such cessation or 
commencement.’’. 

(B) Paragraph (6) of section 7701(b) is 
amended by adding at the end the following 
flush sentence: 

‘‘An individual shall cease to be treated as a 
lawful permanent resident of the United 
States if such individual commences to be 
treated as a resident of a foreign country 
under the provisions of a tax treaty between 
the United States and the foreign country, 
does not waive the benefits of such treaty 
applicable to residents of the foreign coun-
try, and notifies the Secretary of the com-
mencement of such treatment.’’. 

(C) Section 7701 is amended by striking 
subsection (n) and by redesignating sub-
sections (o) and (p) as subsections (n) and (o), 
respectively. 

(d) INFORMATION RETURNS.—Section 6039G 
is amended— 

(1) by inserting ‘‘or 877A’’ after ‘‘section 
877(b)’’ in subsection (a), and 

(2) by inserting ‘‘or 877A’’ after ‘‘section 
877(a)’’ in subsection (d). 

(e) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections for subpart A of part II of sub-
chapter N of chapter 1 is amended by insert-
ing after the item relating to section 877 the 
following new item: 

‘‘Sec. 877A. Tax responsibilities of expatria-
tion.’’. 

(f) EFFECTIVE DATE.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in this 

subsection, the amendments made by this 
section shall apply to expatriates (as defined 
in section 877A(g) of the Internal Revenue 
Code of 1986, as added by this section) whose 
expatriation date (as so defined) is on or 
after the date of the enactment of this Act. 

(2) GIFTS AND BEQUESTS.—Chapter 15 of the 
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 (as added by 
subsection (b)) shall apply to covered gifts 
and bequests (as defined in section 2801 of 
such Code, as so added) received on or after 
the date of the enactment of this Act, re-
gardless of when the transferor expatriated. 
SEC. 402. REPEAL OF SUSPENSION OF CERTAIN 

PENALTIES AND INTEREST. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 6404 is amended 

by striking subsection (g) and by redesig-
nating subsection (h) as subsection (g). 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by subsection (a) shall apply to notices 
provided by the Secretary of the Treasury, 
or his delegate, after the date which is 6 
months after the date of the enactment of 

the Small Business and Work Opportunity 
Tax Act of 2007. 
SEC. 403. INCREASE IN INFORMATION RETURN 

PENALTIES. 
(a) FAILURE TO FILE CORRECT INFORMATION 

RETURNS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Subsections (a)(1), 

(b)(1)(A), and (b)(2)(A) of section 6721 are 
each amended by striking ‘‘$50’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘$100’’. 

(2) AGGREGATE ANNUAL LIMITATION.—Sub-
sections (a)(1), (d)(1)(A), and (e)(3)(A) of sec-
tion 6721 are each amended by striking 
‘‘$250,000’’ and inserting ‘‘$900,000’’. 

(b) REDUCTION WHERE CORRECTION WITHIN 
30 DAYS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subparagraph (A) of sec-
tion 6721(b)(1) is amended by striking ‘‘$15’’ 
and inserting ‘‘$30’’. 

(2) AGGREGATE ANNUAL LIMITATION.—Sub-
sections (b)(1)(B) and (d)(1)(B) of section 6721 
are each amended by striking ‘‘$75,000’’ and 
inserting ‘‘$200,000’’. 

(c) REDUCTION WHERE CORRECTION ON OR 
BEFORE AUGUST 1.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subparagraph (A) of sec-
tion 6721(b)(2) is amended by striking ‘‘$30’’ 
and inserting ‘‘$60’’. 

(2) AGGREGATE ANNUAL LIMITATION.—Sub-
sections (b)(2)(B) and (d)(1)(C) of section 6721 
are each amended by striking ‘‘$150,000’’ and 
inserting ‘‘$400,000’’. 

(d) AGGREGATE ANNUAL LIMITATIONS FOR 
PERSONS WITH GROSS RECEIPTS OF NOT MORE 
THAN $5,000,000.—Paragraph (1) of section 
6721(d) is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘$100,000’’ in subparagraph 
(A) and inserting ‘‘$250,000’’, 

(2) by striking ‘‘$25,000’’ in subparagraph 
(B) and inserting ‘‘$75,000’’, and 

(3) by striking ‘‘$50,000’’ in subparagraph 
(C) and inserting ‘‘$150,000’’. 

(e) PENALTY IN CASE OF INTENTIONAL DIS-
REGARD.—Paragraph (2) of section 6721(e) is 
amended by striking ‘‘$100’’ and inserting 
‘‘$250’’. 

(f) FAILURE TO FURNISH CORRECT PAYEE 
STATEMENTS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subsection (a) of section 
6722 is amended by striking ‘‘$50’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘$100’’. 

(2) AGGREGATE ANNUAL LIMITATION.—Sub-
sections (a) and (c)(2)(A) of section 6722 are 
each amended by striking ‘‘$100,000’’ and in-
serting ‘‘$600,000’’. 

(3) PENALTY IN CASE OF INTENTIONAL DIS-
REGARD.—Paragraph (1) of section 6722(c) is 
amended by striking ‘‘$100’’ and inserting 
‘‘$250’’. 

(g) FAILURE TO COMPLY WITH OTHER INFOR-
MATION REPORTING REQUIREMENTS.—Section 
6723 is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘$50’’ and inserting ‘‘$100’’, 
and 

(2) by striking ‘‘$100,000’’ and inserting 
‘‘$600,000’’. 

(h) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply with respect 
to information returns required to be filed 
on or after January 1, 2008. 
SEC. 404. CLARIFICATION THAT CREDITS FOR 

FUEL ARE DESIGNED TO PROVIDE 
INCENTIVE FOR UNITED STATES 
PRODUCTION. 

(a) BIODIESEL FUELS CREDIT.—Paragraph 
(5) of section 40A(d), as added by subsection 
(c), is amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(5) LIMITATION TO BIODIESEL WITH CONNEC-
TION TO THE UNITED STATES.—No credit shall 
be determined under this section with re-
spect to any biodiesel unless— 

‘‘(A) such biodiesel is produced in the 
United States for use as a fuel in the United 
States, and 
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‘‘(B) the taxpayer obtains a certification 

(in such form and manner as prescribed by 
the Secretary) from the producer of the bio-
diesel which identifies the product produced 
and the location of such production. 

For purposes of this paragraph, the term 
‘United States’ includes any possession of 
the United States.’’. 

(b) EXCISE TAX CREDIT.—Paragraph (2) of 
section 6426(i), as added by subsection (c), is 
amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(2) BIODIESEL AND ALTERNATIVE FUELS.— 
No credit shall be determined under this sec-
tion with respect to any biodiesel or alter-
native fuel unless— 

‘‘(A) such biodiesel or alternative fuel is 
produced in the United States for use as a 
fuel in the United States, and 

‘‘(B) the taxpayer obtains a certification 
(in such form and manner as prescribed by 
the Secretary) from the producer of such bio-
diesel or alternative fuel which identifies the 
product produced and the location of such 
production.’’. 

(c) PROVISIONS CLARIFYING TREATMENT OF 
FUELS WITH NO NEXUS TO THE UNITED 
STATES.— 

(1) ALCOHOL FUELS CREDIT.—Subsection (d) 
of section 40 is amended by adding at the end 
the following new paragraph: 

‘‘(6) LIMITATION TO ALCOHOL WITH CONNEC-
TION TO THE UNITED STATES.—No credit shall 
be determined under this section with re-
spect to any alcohol which is produced out-
side the United States for use as a fuel out-
side the United States. For purposes of this 
paragraph, the term ‘United States’ includes 
any possession of the United States.’’. 

(2) BIODIESEL FUELS CREDIT.—Subsection 
(d) of section 40A is amended by adding at 
the end the following new paragraph: 

‘‘(5) LIMITATION TO BIODIESEL WITH CONNEC-
TION TO THE UNITED STATES.—No credit shall 
be determined under this section with re-
spect to any biodiesel which is produced out-
side the United States for use as a fuel out-
side the United States. For purposes of this 
paragraph, the term ‘United States’ includes 
any possession of the United States.’’. 

(3) EXCISE TAX CREDIT.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—Section 6426 is amended 

by adding at the end the following new sub-
section: 

‘‘(h) LIMITATION TO FUELS WITH CONNECTION 
TO THE UNITED STATES.— 

‘‘(1) ALCOHOL.—No credit shall be deter-
mined under this section with respect to any 
alcohol which is produced outside the United 
States for use as a fuel outside the United 
States. 

‘‘(2) BIODIESEL AND ALTERNATIVE FUELS.— 
No credit shall be determined under this sec-
tion with respect to any biodiesel or alter-
native fuel which is produced outside the 
United States for use as a fuel outside the 
United States. 
For purposes of this subsection, the term 
‘United States’ includes any possession of 
the United States.’’. 

(B) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Subsection 
(e) of section 6427 is amended by redesig-
nating paragraph (5) as paragraph (6) and by 
inserting after paragraph (4) the following 
new paragraph: 

‘‘(5) LIMITATION TO FUELS WITH CONNECTION 
TO THE UNITED STATES.—No amount shall be 
payable under paragraph (1) or (2) with re-
spect to any mixture or alternative fuel if 
credit is not allowed with respect to such 
mixture or alternative fuel by reason of sec-
tion 6426(h).’’. 

(d) EFFECTIVE DATE.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 

paragraph (2), the amendments made by this 

section shall apply to fuel produced, and sold 
or used, after the date of the enactment of 
this Act. 

(2) PROVISIONS CLARIFYING TREATMENT OF 
FUELS WITH NO NEXUS TO THE UNITED 
STATES.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as otherwise pro-
vided in this paragraph, the amendments 
made by subsection (c) shall take effect as if 
included in section 301 of the American Jobs 
Creation Act of 2004. 

(B) ALTERNATIVE FUEL CREDITS.—So much 
of the amendments made by subsection (c) as 
relate to the alternative fuel credit or the al-
ternative fuel mixture credit shall take ef-
fect as if included in section 11113 of the 
Safe, Accountable, Flexible, Efficient Trans-
portation Equity Act: A Legacy for Users. 

(C) RENEWABLE DIESEL.—So much of the 
amendments made by subsection (c) as relate 
to renewable diesel shall take effect as if in-
cluded in section 1346 of the Energy Policy 
Act of 2005. 
SEC. 405. MODIFICATION OF LIMITATION ON 

AUTOMOBILE DEPRECIATION. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Paragraph (5) of section 

280F(d) (defining passenger automobile) is 
amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(5) PASSENGER AUTOMOBILE.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 

subparagraph (B), the term ‘passenger auto-
mobile’ means any 4-wheeled vehicle— 

‘‘(i) which is primarily designed or which 
can be used to carry passengers over public 
streets, roads, or highways (except any vehi-
cle operated exclusively on a rail or rails), 
and 

‘‘(ii) which is rated at not more than 14,000 
pounds gross vehicle weight. 

‘‘(B) EXCEPTIONS.—The term ‘passenger 
automobile’ shall not include— 

‘‘(i) any exempt-design vehicle, and 
‘‘(ii) any exempt-use vehicle. 
‘‘(C) EXEMPT-DESIGN VEHICLE.—The term 

‘exempt-design vehicle’ means— 
‘‘(i) any vehicle which, by reason of its na-

ture or design, is not likely to be used more 
than a de minimis amount for personal pur-
poses, and 

‘‘(ii) any vehicle— 
‘‘(I) which is designed to have a seating ca-

pacity of more than 9 persons behind the 
driver″s seat, 

‘‘(II) which is equipped with a cargo area of 
at least 5 feet in interior length which is an 
open area or is designed for use as an open 
area but is enclosed by a cap and is not read-
ily accessible directly from the passenger 
compartment, or 

‘‘(III) has an integral enclosure, fully en-
closing the driver compartment and load 
carrying device, does not have seating rear-
ward of the driver’s seat, and has no body 
section protruding more than 30 inches 
ahead of the leading edge of the windshield. 

‘‘(D) EXEMPT-USE VEHICLE.—The term ‘ex-
empt-use vehicle’ means— 

‘‘(i) any ambulance, hearse, or combination 
ambulance-hearse used by the taxpayer di-
rectly in a trade or business, 

‘‘(ii) any vehicle used by the taxpayer di-
rectly in the trade or business of trans-
porting persons or property for compensa-
tion or hire, and 

‘‘(iii) any truck or van if substantially all 
of the use of such vehicle by the taxpayer is 
directly in— 

‘‘(I) a farming business (within the mean-
ing of section 263A(e)(4)), 

‘‘(II) the transportation of a substantial 
amount of equipment, supplies, or inventory, 
or 

‘‘(III) the moving or delivery of property 
which requires substantial cargo capacity. 

‘‘(E) RECAPTURE.—In the case of any vehi-
cle which is not a passenger automobile by 
reason of being an exempt-use vehicle, if 
such vehicle ceases to be an exempt-use vehi-
cle in any taxable year after the taxable year 
in which such vehicle is placed in service, a 
rule similar to the rule of subsection (b) 
shall apply.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 
179(b) (relating to limitations) is amended by 
striking paragraph (6). 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to property 
placed in service after December 31, 2007. 
SEC. 406. EXTENSION OF COAL EXCISE TAX LEV-

ELS. 
Paragraph (2) of section 4121(e) (relating to 

reduction in amount of tax) is amended to 
read as follows: 

‘‘(2) TEMPORARY INCREASE TERMINATION 
DATE.—For purposes of paragraph (1), the 
temporary increase termination date is the 
first January 1 after the date of the enact-
ment of this paragraph as of which there is— 

‘‘(A) no balance of repayable advances 
made to the Black Lung Disability Trust 
Fund, and 

‘‘(B) no unpaid interest on such ad-
vances.’’. 
SEC. 407. BULK TRANSFER EXCEPTION NOT TO 

APPLY TO FINISHED GASOLINE. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Subparagraph (B) of sec-

tion 4081(a)(1) (relating to tax on removal, 
entry, or sale) is amended by adding at the 
end the following new clause: 

‘‘(iii) EXCEPTION FOR FINISHED GASOLINE.— 
Clause (i) shall not apply to any gasoline 
which meets the requirements for gasoline 
under section 211 of the Clean Air Act.’’. 

(b) EXCEPTION TO TAX ON FINISHED GASO-
LINE FOR PRIOR TAXABLE REMOVALS.—Para-
graph (1) of section 4081(a) is amended by 
adding at the end the following new subpara-
graph: 

‘‘(C) EXEMPTION FOR PREVIOUSLY TAXED FIN-
ISHED GASOLINE.—The tax imposed by this 
paragraph shall not apply to the removal of 
gasoline described in subparagraph (B)(iii) 
from any terminal if there was a prior tax-
able removal or entry of such fuel under 
clause (i), (ii), or (iii) of subparagraph (A). 
The preceding sentence shall not apply to 
the volume of any product added to such gas-
oline at the terminal unless there was a 
prior taxable removal or entry of such prod-
uct under clause (i), (ii), or (iii) of subpara-
graph (A).’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by this section shall apply to fuel re-
moved, entered, or sold after December 31, 
2007. 
SEC. 408. PARTICIPANTS IN GOVERNMENT SEC-

TION 457 PLANS ALLOWED TO TREAT 
ELECTIVE DEFERRALS AS ROTH 
CONTRIBUTIONS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 402A(e)(1) (defin-
ing applicable retirement plan) is amended 
by striking ‘‘and’’ at the end of subparagraph 
(A), by striking the period at the end of sub-
paragraph (B) and inserting ‘‘, and’’, and by 
adding at the end the following new subpara-
graph: 

‘‘(C) an eligible deferred compensation plan 
(as defined in section 457(b)) of an eligible 
employer described in section 457(e)(1)(A).’’. 

(b) ELECTIVE DEFERRALS.—Section 
402A(e)(2) (defining elective deferral) is 
amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(2) ELECTIVE DEFERRAL.—The term ‘elec-
tive deferral’ means— 

‘‘(A) any elective deferral described in sub-
paragraph (A) or (C) of section 402(g)(3), and 

‘‘(B) any elective deferral of compensation 
by an individual under an eligible deferred 
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compensation plan (as defined in section 
457(b)) of an eligible employer described in 
section 457(e)(1)(A).’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this subsection shall apply to tax-
able years beginning after December 31, 2007. 
SEC. 409. REDUCING REIT HOLDING PERIOD 

SAFE HARBOR. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Paragraph (6) of section 

857(b) (relating to income from prohibited 
transactions) is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘4 years’’ each place it ap-
pears and inserting ‘‘2 years’’, and 

(2) by striking ‘‘4-year’’ each place it ap-
pears and inserting ‘‘2-year’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.— 
(1) Subparagraph (A) of section 856(j)(4) (re-

lating to coordination with coordination 
with 4-year holding period) is amended by 
striking ‘‘4 years’’ and inserting ‘‘2 years’’. 

(2) The heading for paragraph (4) of section 
856(j) is amended by striking ‘‘4-YEAR’’ and 
inserting ‘‘2-YEAR’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to taxable 
years beginning after the date of the enact-
ment of this Act. 
SEC. 410. TIME FOR PAYMENT OF CORPORATE ES-

TIMATED TAXES. 
Subparagraph (B) of section 401(1) of the 

Tax Increase Prevention and Reconciliation 
Act of 2005 is amended by striking ‘‘114.75 
percent’’ and inserting ‘‘117.50’’. 

Mr. ENGLISH of Pennsylvania (dur-
ing the reading). Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that the motion be 
considered as read and printed in the 
RECORD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania? 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania is recognized for 5 min-
utes in support of his motion. 

Mr. ENGLISH of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Speaker, we have had, I think, a very 
good debate today on the energy tax 
bill, and I admire the passion on the 
other side, even if I don’t associate my-
self with all of its particulars. I believe 
the debate offered Members a chance to 
hear both good and bad about what is 
in this bill. 

The very bad, huge tax increases on 
American oil and gas companies and on 
domestic production and the green 
bond slush fund are removed from our 
substitute in this motion to recommit. 

But the fact that I strongly oppose 
the bill put together by the other side 
does not mean that the tax code can’t 
play a constructive and creative role in 
promoting conservation and increasing 
the use of renewable and alternative 
fuels. 

The motion to recommit provides 
Members of the House with the oppor-
tunity to consider a different approach 
on these issues. 

This motion would extend many cur-
rent law provisions designed to encour-
age the production of alternative fuels 
and the conservation of energy, many 
of which the majority saw fit to in-
clude in their bill. 

But several current tax provisions 
encouraging energy conservation will 

expire if H.R. 2776 is enacted in its cur-
rent form, including incentives for in-
dividuals to make energy efficiency up-
grades in their home, to install solar 
power and solar water heating capac-
ity, and to purchase hybrid and other 
fuel-efficient vehicles. 

I believe the extension of these con-
sumer-based tax credits is important, 
and I regret that the majority chose 
not to include them in their bill and re-
jected, on a party-line vote in com-
mittee, an effort to restore the tax 
credit for making energy efficiency up-
grades to existing homes. 

It is unfortunate that the majority 
has become so enamored of their tax 
credit slush fund program that they 
forgot the tax credits for consumers 
are highly effective. For example, 2007 
hybrid vehicle sales in the United 
States are projected to be double the 
level from 2005, the year Republicans 
first enacted the credit. 

In addition, my substitute would ex-
tend the section 45 production tax cred-
it that has helped increase the amount 
of electricity generated from sources 
like wind and biomass and landfill gas. 

But unlike the bill before us, H.R. 
2776 as reported by the committee, my 
substitute does not reduce the value of 
the wind credit. Many supporters of the 
credit, even those who have endorsed 
the extension provided by the bill, have 
expressed real reservations that the 
‘‘haircut’’ given to the credit, that it 
could threaten the continued rapid ex-
pansion of this promising alternative 
to fossil fuel-powered electricity gen-
eration. 

Finally, let me highlight the fact 
that the motion to recommit does jus-
tice to America’s greatest energy 
source, coal. 

This country’s vast reserves of coal 
can continue to fuel America’s eco-
nomic engine for decades, even cen-
turies to come. More than half of the 
electricity in America comes from 
coal. It would be irresponsible, if not 
irrational, to ignore this inconvenient 
truth. 

Therefore, Mr. Speaker, the sub-
stitute would extend and reauthorize 
the advanced coal and coal gasification 
investment tax credits. These credits 
reward companies for investing in 
promising technologies that convert 
coal into clean-burning natural gas. By 
placing a new carbon sequestration re-
quirement on these projects, the provi-
sion helps secure our energy security 
while protecting our environment at 
the same time. 

The credit also helps manufacturers 
who depend on natural gas as a feed-
stock, because it will ensure a secure, 
reliable and affordable source of this 
vital commodity. In doing so, we can 
help keep the high-paying manufac-
turing jobs that rely on natural gas 
right here in the United States. 

And Mr. Speaker, if Members want to 
vote for an energy bill that might actu-

ally increase the supply of energy, that 
might actually lower the price of gaso-
line or heating oil, that will encourage 
the clean development of our Nation’s 
most abundant energy source, coal, 
you have your chance right now. 

Join us in voting for this motion to 
recommit. 

Mr. MCDERMOTT. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise in opposition. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Washington is recognized 
for 5 minutes. 

Mr. MCDERMOTT. Mr. Speaker, the 
proposal Republicans have put on the 
table here are like the things that ad-
dicts say. They just want one more fix; 
let’s just have one more quick fix to 
take care of their problems. 

The things that you have said here 
make me wonder if you understand 
how business operates. To give people a 
one-year extension of money and say, 
make plans, build buildings, hire peo-
ple and start a new industry, but 
you’ve got a one-year guarantee, indi-
cates you have no idea how business 
runs. That’s why we made it 4 years, to 
give people an opportunity to actually 
do this. 

People listening might ask them-
selves, well, what’s the cost to all this. 
Well, it costs a long-term extension for 
renewable energies. It costs a long- 
term extension for solar properties. It 
costs the production tax credit for cel-
lulosic ethanol, which plays into the 
ethanol question. It costs a long-term 
extension of energy-efficient commer-
cial building expenditures. How can 
you build a building in one year, from 
planning to building to constructing, 
how can you do that? But that’s what 
you’re suggesting; we will give them 
one year. 

The Republican motion to recommit 
makes sure that the renewable energy 
industry is denied the economic cer-
tainty they need to drive production of 
energy from renewable sources in order 
that the oil and gas industry can be 
fully sheltered. 

You wouldn’t want any competition 
for Big Oil. 

I yield 2 minutes to the gentleman 
from Texas to talk about how you pay 
for it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman is free to yield, but he has to 
control the amount of time. The Chair 
cannot do that for him. 

Mr. DOGGETT. Mr. Speaker, we 
know, first of all, what is not in this 
motion to recommit. What is not in 
this motion to recommit is anything 
about the exciting new opportunity 
with plug-in hybrids. This has been de-
leted from the bill with this motion to 
recommit. 

We know, as the gentleman from 
Washington is just saying, that what 
those who have worked so hard in solar 
power have requested, an 8-year exten-
sion so we can get the investment. We 
heard from investment bankers saying 
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you need that kind of dependability in 
order to get the money that solar 
power needs to expand particularly 
throughout the South and Southwest. 
That will not be available under this 
Republican proposal. 

But what is in this proposal? Well, 
after all of the very strange comments 
that have been made about denying 
Mom an opportunity to drive an SUV, 
the same tax on Hummers that is in 
our proposal is in their motion to re-
commit. Look at the bill. Look at the 
scoring from the Joint Committee on 
Taxation for the motion to recommit 
at page 2, line 7, and you will see ex-
actly that same matter. 

b 1915 

In fact, after all the talk about how 
we don’t want taxes on the petroleum 
industry, when I look at their proposal, 
I find almost $1 billion in taxes on gas-
oline that they are proposing in their 
motion to recommit. 

When I look at the line just above 
that in the same scoring document, I 
find almost $1 billion that is proposed 
by them in a tax on coal. 

Now, there may be a need to do that 
at some point as we build our energy 
future here. 

But everyone who votes for their mo-
tion to recommit, they need to under-
stand today that they are voting for 
about $1 billion in gasoline taxes and 
almost $1 billion in taxes on coal, all at 
the same time they are denying our re-
newable industries what they need in 
wind and solar. They are denying them 
the dependability necessary to attract 
private investment to let those indus-
tries grow. 

You know, we have so much fos-
silized thinking that we must over-
come if we are to combat the real 
threat of climate change that endan-
gers our country, that is perhaps our 
greatest long-term national security 
challenge. It’s certainly a challenge to 
our health and our future. 

And we also have to address the need 
for a new energy future that does not 
leave us dependent on foreign sources 
of energy. We have ample solar power 
here, we have great potential in this 
country, if we are willing to make the 
hard decisions to not be bound by the 
ideas of the past and move to the fu-
ture. 

You can do that today by rejecting 
this motion to recommit. When you re-
ject the motion to recommit, you will 
also be rejecting about $1 billion in 
taxes on gasoline, about $1 billion in 
taxes on coal. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, the previous question is or-
dered on the motion to recommit. 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the motion to recommit. 
The question was taken; and the 

Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the noes appeared to have it. 

Mr. ENGLISH of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Speaker, on that I demand the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 65, nays 346, 
not voting 22, as follows: 

[Roll No. 834] 

YEAS—65 

Alexander 
Bachus 
Baker 
Barton (TX) 
Bishop (UT) 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Bono 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Broun (GA) 
Camp (MI) 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Capito 
Conaway 
Davis, Tom 
Deal (GA) 
Dent 
Ehlers 
English (PA) 
Fortenberry 

Frelinghuysen 
Gerlach 
Gillmor 
Granger 
Hastings (WA) 
Herger 
Hobson 
Hoekstra 
Hulshof 
Inglis (SC) 
Kingston 
Knollenberg 
Linder 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
McCrery 
Myrick 
Nunes 
Peterson (PA) 
Petri 
Pickering 
Platts 

Porter 
Price (GA) 
Pryce (OH) 
Putnam 
Regula 
Reichert 
Renzi 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Shadegg 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (TX) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Upton 
Walsh (NY) 
Weldon (FL) 
Weller 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Wolf 

NAYS—346 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Aderholt 
Akin 
Allen 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Bachmann 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrett (SC) 
Barrow 
Bartlett (MD) 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blackburn 
Blumenauer 
Bonner 
Boozman 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boyd (FL) 
Boyda (KS) 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Butterfield 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Campbell (CA) 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson 
Carter 
Castle 
Castor 
Chabot 
Chandler 
Cleaver 

Clyburn 
Cohen 
Cole (OK) 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crowley 
Cubin 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (KY) 
Davis, David 
Davis, Lincoln 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
DeLauro 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly 
Doolittle 
Doyle 
Drake 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emanuel 
Emerson 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Everett 
Fallin 
Farr 
Fattah 
Feeney 
Ferguson 
Filner 
Flake 
Forbes 
Fossella 
Foxx 
Frank (MA) 
Franks (AZ) 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Giffords 
Gilchrest 

Gillibrand 
Gingrey 
Gohmert 
Gonzalez 
Goodlatte 
Gordon 
Graves 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hall (TX) 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Hinchey 
Hirono 
Hodes 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hooley 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Israel 
Issa 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones (NC) 
Jones (OH) 
Jordan 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Keller 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kirk 
Kline (MN) 
Kucinich 
Kuhl (NY) 
Lamborn 
Lampson 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 

Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Lynch 
Mack 
Mahoney (FL) 
Maloney (NY) 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
Markey 
Marshall 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCaul (TX) 
McCollum (MN) 
McCotter 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHenry 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
McNulty 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Mica 
Michaud 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, Gary 
Miller, George 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (KS) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 

Murtha 
Musgrave 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Neugebauer 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor 
Payne 
Pearce 
Pelosi 
Pence 
Perlmutter 
Peterson (MN) 
Pitts 
Poe 
Pomeroy 
Price (NC) 
Radanovich 
Rahall 
Ramstad 
Rangel 
Rehberg 
Reyes 
Reynolds 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (AL) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Royce 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Ryan (WI) 
Salazar 
Sali 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schmidt 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sessions 
Sestak 

Shays 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Souder 
Space 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stearns 
Stupak 
Sullivan 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor 
Terry 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tiahrt 
Tierney 
Towns 
Turner 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walberg 
Walden (OR) 
Walz (MN) 
Wamp 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch (VT) 
Wexler 
Wicker 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (OH) 
Wilson (SC) 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Wynn 
Yarmuth 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—22 

Clarke 
Clay 
Coble 
Crenshaw 
Davis, Jo Ann 
Delahunt 
Goode 
Hastert 

Hayes 
Hinojosa 
Hunter 
Jindal 
Johnson, Sam 
Kilpatrick 
Klein (FL) 
LaHood 

Lantos 
Paul 
Saxton 
Skelton 
Tancredo 
Young (AK) 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (during 

the vote). Members are advised they 
have less than 2 minutes to vote. 

b 1954 
Messrs. MANZULLO, WALBERG, 

CAMPBELL of California, LOBIONDO, 
WILSON of South Carolina, TIM MUR-
PHY of Pennsylvania, CASTLE, FARR, 
FORBES, BURTON of Indiana, MAR-
KEY, SALI, POE, FOSSELLA, AKIN, 
ALTMIRE, MARCHANT, MCHENRY, 
PEARCE, MAHONEY of Florida, 
GOHMERT, SOUDER, DONNELLY, 
NEUGEBAUER, CARTER, BOREN, 
WAMP, LATHAM, FRANKS of Arizona, 
HENSARLING, SESSIONS, LAMBORN, 
Mrs. MILLER of Michigan, Mrs. 
BACHMANN, Messrs. HILL, SENSEN-
BRENNER, REHBERG, BONNER, 
KLINE of Minnesota, Ms. ROS- 
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LEHTINEN, Messrs. CALVERT, TURN-
ER, SPACE, TERRY, ROGERS of Ala-
bama, DUNCAN, LINCOLN DIAZ- 
BALART of Florida, BUCHANAN, 
MARIO DIAZ-BALART of Florida, 
BURGESS, SULLIVAN, Ms. FALLIN, 
Messrs. DAVID DAVIS of Tennessee, 
COLE of Oklahoma, MCHUGH, KUHL 
of New York, WALDEN of Oregon, 
BILIRAKIS, GARY G. MILLER of Cali-
fornia, CHABOT, MCKEON, STEARNS, 
Mrs. EMERSON, Messrs. HALL of 
Texas, BARTLETT of Maryland, 
GINGREY, GALLEGLY, HELLER of 
Nevada, LEWIS of Kentucky, EVER-
ETT, GRAVES, YOUNG of Florida, 
JONES of North Carolina, DAVIS of 
Kentucky, SHIMKUS, ROSKAM, 
ADERHOLT, BROWN of South Caro-
lina, ROYCE, Mrs. BIGGERT, Messrs. 
ISSA, LEWIS of California, SHUSTER, 
WICKER, LUCAS, MORAN of Kansas, 
TIAHRT, RAMSTAD, FEENEY, Mrs. 
BLACKBURN, Messrs. BUYER, 
BOOZMAN, DREIER, MCCAUL of 
Texas, JOHNSON of Illinois, MICA, 
Mrs. SCHMIDT, Mr. RADANOVICH, 
Ms. GINNY BROWN-WAITE of Florida 
and Mrs. WILSON of New Mexico 
changed their vote from ‘‘yea’’ to 
‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. SHADEGG and Mr. ROHR-
ABACHER changed their vote from 
‘‘nay’’ to ‘‘yea.’’ 

So the motion to recommit was re-
jected. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the passage of the bill. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. For 
what purpose does the gentleman from 
Louisiana rise? 

Mr. MCCRERY. Parliamentary in-
quiry, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. For 
what purpose does the gentleman from 
Florida rise? 

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of 
Florida. Parliamentary inquiry, Mr. 
Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. For 
what purpose does the gentleman from 
Massachusetts rise? 

Mr. MCGOVERN. To demand the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 221, nays 
189, not voting 23, as follows: 

[Roll No. 835] 

YEAS—221 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Allen 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Bean 
Becerra 

Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boyd (FL) 
Boyda (KS) 
Brady (PA) 

Braley (IA) 
Brown, Corrine 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson 
Castle 
Castor 

Chandler 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crowley 
Cummings 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis, Lincoln 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
DeLauro 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly 
Doyle 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emanuel 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Farr 
Fattah 
Ferguson 
Filner 
Frank (MA) 
Giffords 
Gilchrest 
Gillibrand 
Gordon 
Green, Al 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Hinchey 
Hirono 
Hodes 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hooley 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
Johnson (GA) 

Johnson, E. B. 
Jones (OH) 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kind 
Kirk 
Kucinich 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lynch 
Mahoney (FL) 
Maloney (NY) 
Markey 
Marshall 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum (MN) 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McIntyre 
McNerney 
McNulty 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Michaud 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murtha 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Peterson (MN) 
Pomeroy 
Price (NC) 
Rahall 
Ramstad 

Rangel 
Reichert 
Reyes 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Shays 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shuler 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Space 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stupak 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 
Towns 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz (MN) 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch (VT) 
Wexler 
Wilson (OH) 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Wynn 
Yarmuth 

NAYS—189 

Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Baker 
Barrett (SC) 
Barrow 
Bartlett (MD) 
Barton (TX) 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Bono 
Boozman 
Boren 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Broun (GA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 

Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp (MI) 
Campbell (CA) 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Capito 
Carter 
Chabot 
Cole (OK) 
Conaway 
Cubin 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Davis (KY) 
Davis, David 
Davis, Tom 
Deal (GA) 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Doolittle 
Drake 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Edwards 
Ehlers 
Emerson 
English (PA) 

Everett 
Fallin 
Feeney 
Flake 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Fossella 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Gillmor 
Gingrey 
Gohmert 
Gonzalez 
Goodlatte 
Granger 
Graves 
Green, Gene 
Hall (TX) 
Hastings (WA) 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Hobson 
Hoekstra 
Hulshof 

Inglis (SC) 
Issa 
Johnson (IL) 
Jones (NC) 
Jordan 
Keller 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kline (MN) 
Knollenberg 
Kuhl (NY) 
Lamborn 
Lampson 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
Lucas 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Mack 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
Matheson 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul (TX) 
McCotter 
McCrery 
McHenry 
McHugh 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 

Melancon 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 
Moran (KS) 
Murphy, Tim 
Musgrave 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Ortiz 
Pearce 
Pence 
Peterson (PA) 
Petri 
Pickering 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe 
Porter 
Price (GA) 
Pryce (OH) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Renzi 
Reynolds 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Ros-Lehtinen 

Roskam 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 
Sali 
Schmidt 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (TX) 
Souder 
Stearns 
Sullivan 
Terry 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Turner 
Upton 
Walberg 
Walden (OR) 
Walsh (NY) 
Wamp 
Weldon (FL) 
Weller 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Wicker 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wolf 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—23 

Blackburn 
Clarke 
Clay 
Coble 
Crenshaw 
Davis, Jo Ann 
Delahunt 
Goode 

Hastert 
Hayes 
Hinojosa 
Hunter 
Jindal 
Johnson, Sam 
Kilpatrick 
Klein (FL) 

LaHood 
Lantos 
Paul 
Saxton 
Skelton 
Tancredo 
Young (AK) 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 

The SPEAKER (during the vote). 
Members are advised there is 1 minute 
remaining on this vote. 

b 2016 

Mr. RAMSTAD changed his vote 
from ‘‘nay’’ to ‘‘yea.’’ 

So the bill was passed. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 
Stated against: 
Mrs. BLACKBURN. Mr. Speaker, on rollcall 

No. 835, my voting card malfunctioned and did 
not register my vote. Had my vote been accu-
rately recorded, I would have been recorded 
as ‘‘nay.’’ 

The SPEAKER. Pursuant to section 
3(b) of House Resolution 615, H.R. 2776 
is laid on the table. 

f 

REMOVAL OF NAME OF MEMBER 
AS COSPONSOR OF H.R. 1983 

Mr. BOYD of Florida. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent to have my 
name withdrawn as a cosponsor from 
H.R. 1983. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Florida? 

There was no objection. 
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REMOVAL OF NAME OF MEMBER 

AS COSPONSOR OF H.R. 380 

Mr. EMANUEL. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that Representa-
tive BEAN’s name be removed as a co-
sponsor of H.R. 380. Her name was inad-
vertently added. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Illinois? 

There was no objection. 
f 

PROVIDING FOR CONCURRENCE IN 
SENATE AMENDMENT TO H.R. 
3311, AUTHORIZING ADDITIONAL 
FUNDS FOR EMERGENCY RE-
PAIRS AND RECONSTRUCTION OF 
INTERSTATE I–35 BRIDGE IN MIN-
NEAPOLIS, MINNESOTA; MAKING 
IN ORDER AT ANY TIME CONSID-
ERATION OF S. 1927, PROTECT 
AMERICA ACT OF 2007; AND MAK-
ING IN ORDER AT ANY TIME 
CONSIDERATION OF H.R. 3222, DE-
PARTMENT OF DEFENSE APPRO-
PRIATIONS ACT, 2008 

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent 

(1) that the House hereby concurs in 
the Senate amendment to H.R. 3311; 
and 

(2) that it be in order at any time on 
the legislative day of August 4, 2007, to 
consider S. 1927 in the House under the 
following terms: 

All points of order against the bill 
and against its consideration are 
waived except those arising under 
clause 10 of rule XXI; 

The bill shall be considered as read; 
The previous question shall be con-

sidered as ordered on the bill to its 
final passage without intervening mo-
tion except: (a) 1 hour of debate equally 
divided among and controlled by the 
chairman and ranking minority mem-
ber of the committee on the Judiciary 
and the chairman and ranking minor-
ity member of the Permanent Select 
Committee on Intelligence; and (b) one 
motion to recommit; and 

(3) that it shall be in order at any 
time on the legislative day of August 4, 
2007, for the Speaker, as though pursu-
ant to clause 2(b) of rule XVIII, declare 
the House resolved into the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for consideration of the bill 
(H.R. 3222) making appropriations for 
the Department of Defense for the fis-
cal year ending September 30, 2008, and 
for other purposes; and that the first 
reading of the bill shall be dispensed 
with; all points of order against consid-
eration of the bill are waived except 
those arising under clause 9 or 10 of 
rule XXI; points of order against provi-
sions in the bill for failure to comply 
with clause 2 of rule XXI are waived; 
and no general debate shall be in order 
and the bill shall be considered for 
amendment under the 5-minute rule; 
no amendment to the bill may be of-
fered except: 

Pro forma amendments offered at 
any point in the reading by the chair-
man or ranking minority member of 
the Committee on Appropriations or 
their designees for the purpose of de-
bate; 

An amendment by Mr. ROGERS of 
Michigan increasing funding for coop-
erative threat reduction programs; 

An amendment by Mr. FRANKS of Ari-
zona regarding missile defense; 

An amendment by Mr. SESSIONS 
striking section 8020; 

An amendment by Mr. ISSA regarding 
public disclosure of the aggregate 
amount of funds appropriated for the 
National Intelligence program; 

An amendment by Mr. WALBERG lim-
iting funds to award grants or con-
tracts based on race, ethnicity or sex; 

An amendment by Mr. CASTLE lim-
iting funds for certain contract awards 
unless certain conditions are met; 

An amendment by Mr. CASTLE au-
thorizing the use of funds for certain 
reserve leave policies; 

An amendment by Mr. CAMPBELL of 
California limiting funds for the Swim-
mer Detection Sonar Network; 

An amendment by Mr. CAMPBELL of 
California limiting funds for Paint 
Shield for Program People from Micro-
bial Threats project; 

An amendment by Mr. INSLEE regard-
ing the National Security Personnel 
System; 

An amendment by Mr. UPTON or Ms. 
HARMAN regarding use of Energy Star 
certified light bulbs; 

An amendment by Mr. CONAWAY re-
garding use of reductions made 
through amendment for deficit reduc-
tion; 

An amendment by Mr. FLAKE lim-
iting funds for the National Drug Intel-
ligence Center; 

An amendment by Mr. FLAKE lim-
iting funds for the Concurrent Tech-
nologies Corporation; 

An amendment by Mr. FLAKE lim-
iting funds for the Lewis Center for 
Education Research; 

An amendment by Mr. FLAKE lim-
iting funds for the Presidio Trust; 

An amendment by Mr. FLAKE lim-
iting funds for the Atmospheric Water 
Harvesting Project; 

And an amendment by Mr. FLAKE 
limiting funds for the Doyle Center for 
Manufacturing Technology. 

Each such amendment may be offered 
only by the Member named in this re-
quest or a designee, shall be considered 
as read, shall not be subject to amend-
ment except that the chairman and 
ranking minority member of the Com-
mittee on Appropriations and the Sub-
committee on Defense each may offer 
one pro forma amendment for the pur-
pose of debate; and shall not be subject 
to a demand for division of the ques-
tion in the House or in the Committee 
of the Whole. 

Except as otherwise specified, each 
amendment shall be debatable for 10 

minutes, equally divided and con-
trolled by the proponent and an oppo-
nent. An amendment shall be consid-
ered to fit the description stated in 
this request if it addresses in whole or 
in part the object described. 

At the conclusion of the consider-
ation of the bill for amendment, the 
Committee shall rise and report the 
bill, as amended, to the House with 
such further amendments as may have 
been adopted; and 

The previous question shall be con-
sidered as ordered on the bill and 
amendments thereto to final passage 
without intervening motion except one 
motion to recommit with or without 
instructions. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Maryland? 

There was no objection. 
f 

PERMISSION TO REDUCE TIME 
FOR ELECTRONIC VOTING DUR-
ING FURTHER PROCEEDINGS 
TODAY 
Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that, during fur-
ther proceedings today in the House 
and in the Committee of the Whole, the 
Chair be authorized to reduce to 2 min-
utes the minimum time for electronic 
voting on any question that otherwise 
could be subjected to 5-minute voting 
under clause 8 or 9 of rule XX or under 
clause 6 of rule XVIII. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Maryland? 

There was no objection. 
f 

AUTHORIZING ADDITIONAL FUNDS 
FOR EMERGENCY REPAIRS AND 
RECONSTRUCTION OF INTER-
STATE I–35 BRIDGE IN MIN-
NEAPOLIS, MINNESOTA 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 

the order just entered, the Senate 
amendment to H.R. 3311 is concurred 
in. 

The text of the Senate amendment is 
as follows: 

Senate amendment: 
In section 1112(b)(1) of the Safe, Account-

able, Flexible, Efficient Transportation Eq-
uity Act: A Legacy for Users (as added by 
section 3), strike subparagraph (B) and insert 
the following: 

‘‘(B) use not to exceed $5,000,000 of the funds 
made available for fiscal year 2007 for Federal 
Transit Administration Discretionary Programs, 
Bus and Bus Facilities (without any local 
matching funds requirement) for operating ex-
penses of the Minnesota State department of 
transportation for actual and necessary costs of 
maintenance and operation, less the amount of 
fares earned, which are provided by the Metro-
politan Council (of Minnesota) as a temporary 
substitute for highway traffic service following 
the collapse of the Interstate I–35W bridge in 
Minneapolis, Minnesota, on August 1, 2007, 
until highway traffic service is restored on such 
bridge. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 
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PROTECT AMERICA ACT OF 2007 

Mr. REYES. Mr. Speaker, pursuant 
to the previous order of the House, I 
call up the Senate bill (S. 1927) to 
amend the Foreign Intelligence Sur-
veillance Act of 1978 to provide addi-
tional procedures for authorizing cer-
tain acquisitions of foreign intelligence 
information and for other purposes, 
and ask for its immediate consider-
ation. 

The Clerk read the title of the Senate 
bill. 

The text of the Senate bill is as fol-
lows: 

S. 1927 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Protect 
America Act of 2007’’. 
SEC. 2. ADDITIONAL PROCEDURE FOR AUTHOR-

IZING CERTAIN ACQUISITIONS OF 
FOREIGN INTELLIGENCE INFORMA-
TION. 

The Foreign Intelligence Surveillance Act 
of 1978 (50 U.S.C. 1801 et seq.) is amended by 
inserting after section 105 the following: 
‘‘CLARIFICATION OF ELECTRONIC SURVEILLANCE 

OF PERSONS OUTSIDE THE UNITED STATES 
‘‘SEC. 105A. Nothing in the definition of 

electronic surveillance under section 101(f) 
shall be construed to encompass surveillance 
directed at a person reasonably believed to 
be located outside of the United States. 
‘‘ADDITIONAL PROCEDURE FOR AUTHORIZING 

CERTAIN ACQUISITIONS CONCERNING PERSONS 
LOCATED OUTSIDE THE UNITED STATES 
‘‘SEC. 105B. (a) Notwithstanding any other 

law, the Director of National Intelligence 
and the Attorney General, may for periods of 
up to one year authorize the acquisition of 
foreign intelligence information concerning 
persons reasonably believed to be outside the 
United States if the Director of National In-
telligence and the Attorney General deter-
mine, based on the information provided to 
them, that— 

‘‘(1) there are reasonable procedures in 
place for determining that the acquisition of 
foreign intelligence information under this 
section concerns persons reasonably believed 
to be located outside the United States, and 
such procedures will be subject to review of 
the Court pursuant to section 105C of this 
Act; 

‘‘(2) the acquisition does not constitute 
electronic surveillance; 

‘‘(3) the acquisition involves obtaining the 
foreign intelligence information from or 
with the assistance of a communications 
service provider, custodian, or other person 
(including any officer, employee, agent, or 
other specified person of such service pro-
vider, custodian, or other person) who has 
access to communications, either as they are 
transmitted or while they are stored, or 
equipment that is being or may be used to 
transmit or store such communications; 

‘‘(4) a significant purpose of the acquisition 
is to obtain foreign intelligence information; 
and 

‘‘(5) the minimization procedures to be 
used with respect to such acquisition activ-
ity meet the definition of minimization pro-
cedures under section 101(h). 

‘‘This determination shall be in the form of 
a written certification, under oath, sup-

ported as appropriate by affidavit of appro-
priate officials in the national security field 
occupying positions appointed by the Presi-
dent, by and with the consent of the Senate, 
or the Head of any Agency of the Intel-
ligence Community, unless immediate action 
by the Government is required and time does 
not permit the preparation of a certification. 
In such a case, the determination of the Di-
rector of National Intelligence and the At-
torney General shall be reduced to a certifi-
cation as soon as possible but in no event 
more than 72 hours after the determination 
is made. 

‘‘(b) A certification under subsection (a) is 
not required to identify the specific facili-
ties, places, premises, or property at which 
the acquisition of foreign intelligence infor-
mation will be directed. 

‘‘(c) The Attorney General shall transmit 
as soon as practicable under seal to the court 
established under section 103(a) a copy of a 
certification made under subsection (a). 
Such certification shall be maintained under 
security measures established by the Chief 
Justice of the United States and the Attor-
ney General, in consultation with the Direc-
tor of National Intelligence, and shall re-
main sealed unless the certification is nec-
essary to determine the legality of the acqui-
sition under section 105B. 

‘‘(d) An acquisition under this section may 
be conducted only in accordance with the 
certification of the Director of National In-
telligence and the Attorney General, or their 
oral instructions if time does not permit the 
preparation of a certification, and the mini-
mization procedures adopted by the Attor-
ney General. The Director of National Intel-
ligence and the Attorney General shall as-
sess compliance with such procedures and 
shall report such assessments to the Perma-
nent Select Committee on Intelligence of the 
House of Representatives and the Select 
Committee on Intelligence of the Senate 
under section 108(a). 

‘‘(e) With respect to an authorization of an 
acquisition under section 105B, the Director 
of National Intelligence and Attorney Gen-
eral may direct a person to— 

‘‘(1) immediately provide the Government 
with all information, facilities, and assist-
ance necessary to accomplish the acquisition 
in such a manner as will protect the secrecy 
of the acquisition and produce a minimum of 
interference with the services that such per-
son is providing to the target; and 

‘‘(2) maintain under security procedures 
approved by the Attorney General and the 
Director of National Intelligence any records 
concerning the acquisition or the aid fur-
nished that such person wishes to maintain. 

‘‘(f) The Government shall compensate, at 
the prevailing rate, a person for providing in-
formation, facilities, or assistance pursuant 
to subsection (e). 

‘‘(g) In the case of a failure to comply with 
a directive issued pursuant to subsection (e), 
the Attorney General may invoke the aid of 
the court established under section 103(a) to 
compel compliance with the directive. The 
court shall issue an order requiring the per-
son to comply with the directive if it finds 
that the directive was issued in accordance 
with subsection (e) and is otherwise lawful. 
Failure to obey an order of the court may be 
punished by the court as contempt of court. 
Any process under this section may be 
served in any judicial district in which the 
person may be found. 

‘‘(h)(1)(A) A person receiving a directive 
issued pursuant to subsection (e) may chal-
lenge the legality of that directive by filing 
a petition with the pool established under 
section 103(e)(1). 

‘‘(B) The presiding judge designated pursu-
ant to section 103(b) shall assign a petition 
filed under subparagraph (A) to one of the 
judges serving in the pool established by sec-
tion 103(e)(1). Not later than 48 hours after 
the assignment of such petition, the assigned 
judge shall conduct an initial review of the 
directive. If the assigned judge determines 
that the petition is frivolous, the assigned 
judge shall immediately deny the petition 
and affirm the directive or any part of the 
directive that is the subject of the petition. 
If the assigned judge determines the petition 
is not frivolous, the assigned judge shall, 
within 72 hours, consider the petition in ac-
cordance with the procedures established 
under section 103(e)(2) and provide a written 
statement for the record of the reasons for 
any determination under this subsection. 

‘‘(2) A judge considering a petition to mod-
ify or set aside a directive may grant such 
petition only if the judge finds that such di-
rective does not meet the requirements of 
this section or is otherwise unlawful. If the 
judge does not modify or set aside the direc-
tive, the judge shall immediately affirm such 
directive, and order the recipient to comply 
with such directive. 

‘‘(3) Any directive not explicitly modified 
or set aside under this subsection shall re-
main in full effect. 

‘‘(i) The Government or a person receiving 
a directive reviewed pursuant to subsection 
(h) may file a petition with the Court of Re-
view established under section 103(b) for re-
view of the decision issued pursuant to sub-
section (h) not later than 7 days after the 
issuance of such decision. Such court of re-
view shall have jurisdiction to consider such 
petitions and shall provide for the record a 
written statement of the reasons for its deci-
sion. On petition for a writ of certiorari by 
the Government or any person receiving 
such directive, the record shall be trans-
mitted under seal to the Supreme Court, 
which shall have jurisdiction to review such 
decision. 

‘‘(j) Judicial proceedings under this section 
shall be concluded as expeditiously as pos-
sible. The record of proceedings, including 
petitions filed, orders granted, and state-
ments of reasons for decision, shall be main-
tained under security measures established 
by the Chief Justice of the United States, in 
consultation with the Attorney General and 
the Director of National Intelligence. 

‘‘(k) All petitions under this section shall 
be filed under seal. In any proceedings under 
this section, the court shall, upon request of 
the Government, review ex parte and in cam-
era any Government submission, or portions 
of a submission, which may include classi-
fied information. 

‘‘(l) Notwithstanding any other law, no 
cause of action shall lie in any court against 
any person for providing any information, fa-
cilities, or assistance in accordance with a 
directive under this section. 

‘‘(m) A directive made or an order granted 
under this section shall be retained for a pe-
riod of not less than 10 years from the date 
on which such directive or such order is 
made.’’. 
SEC. 3. SUBMISSION TO COURT REVIEW AND AS-

SESSMENT OF PROCEDURES. 
The Foreign Intelligence Surveillance Act 

of 1978 (50 U.S.C. 1801 et seq.) is amended by 
inserting after section 105B the following: 
‘‘SUBMISSION TO COURT REVIEW OF PROCEDURES 

‘‘SEC. 105C. (a) No later than 120 days after 
the effective date of this Act, the Attorney 
General shall submit to the Court estab-
lished under section 103(a), the procedures by 
which the Government determines that ac-
quisitions conducted pursuant to section 
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105B do not constitute electronic surveil-
lance. The procedures submitted pursuant to 
this section shall be updated and submitted 
to the Court on an annual basis. 

‘‘(b) No later than 180 days after the effec-
tive date of this Act, the court established 
under section 103(a) shall assess the Govern-
ment’s determination under section 
105B(a)(1) that those procedures are reason-
ably designed to ensure that acquisitions 
conducted pursuant to section 105B do not 
constitute electronic surveillance. The 
court’s review shall be limited to whether 
the Government’s determination is clearly 
erroneous. 

‘‘(c) If the court concludes that the deter-
mination is not clearly erroneous, it shall 
enter an order approving the continued use 
of such procedures. If the court concludes 
that the determination is clearly erroneous, 
it shall issue an order directing the Govern-
ment to submit new procedures within 30 
days or cease any acquisitions under section 
105B that are implicated by the court’s 
order. 

‘‘(d) The Government may appeal any 
order issued under subsection (c) to the court 
established under section 103(b). If such 
court determines that the order was properly 
entered, the court shall immediately provide 
for the record a written statement of each 
reason for its decision, and, on petition of 
the United States for a writ of certiorari, the 
record shall be transmitted under seal to the 
Supreme Court of the United States, which 
shall have jurisdiction to review such deci-
sion. Any acquisitions affected by the order 
issued under subsection (c) of this section 
may continue during the pendency of any ap-
peal, the period during which a petition for 
writ of certiorari may be pending, and any 
review by the Supreme Court of the United 
States.’’. 
SEC. 4. REPORTING TO CONGRESS. 

On a semi-annual basis the Attorney Gen-
eral shall inform the Select Committee on 
Intelligence of the Senate, the Permanent 
Select Committee on Intelligence of the 
House of Representatives, the Committee on 
the Judiciary of the Senate, and the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary of the House of Rep-
resentatives, concerning acquisitions under 
this section during the previous 6-month pe-
riod. Each report made under this section 
shall include— 

(1) a description of any incidents of non- 
compliance with a directive issued by the At-
torney General and the Director of National 
Intelligence under section 105B, to include— 

(A) incidents of non-compliance by an ele-
ment of the Intelligence Community with 
guidelines or procedures established for de-
termining that the acquisition of foreign in-
telligence authorized by the Attorney Gen-
eral and Director of National Intelligence 
concerns persons reasonably to be outside 
the United States; and 

(B) incidents of noncompliance by a speci-
fied person to whom the Attorney General 
and Director of National Intelligence issue a 
directive under this section; and 

(2) the number of certifications and direc-
tives issued during the reporting period. 
SEC. 5. TECHNICAL AMENDMENT AND CON-

FORMING AMENDMENTS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 103(e) of the For-

eign Intelligence Surveillance Act of 1978 (50 
U.S.C. 1803(e)) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘501(f)(1)’’ 
and inserting ‘‘105B(h) or 501(f)(1)’’; and 

(2) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘501(f)(1)’’ 
and inserting ‘‘105B(h) or 501(f)(1)’’. 

(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of con-
tents in the first section of the Foreign In-

telligence Surveillance Act of 1978 (50 U.S.C. 
1801 et seq.) is amended by inserting after 
the item relating to section 105 the fol-
lowing: 
‘‘105A. Clarification of electronic surveil-

lance of persons outside the 
United States. 

‘‘105B. Additional procedure for authorizing 
certain acquisitions concerning 
persons located outside the 
United States. 

‘‘105C. Submission to court review of proce-
dures.’’. 

SEC. 6. EFFECTIVE DATE; TRANSITION PROCE-
DURES. 

(a) EFFECTIVE DATE.—Except as otherwise 
provided, the amendments made by this Act 
shall take effect immediately after the date 
of the enactment of this Act. 

(b) TRANSITION PROCEDURES.—Notwith-
standing any other provision of this Act, any 
order in effect on the date of enactment of 
this Act issued pursuant to the Foreign In-
telligence Surveillance Act of 1978 (50 U.S.C. 
1801 et seq.) shall remain in effect until the 
date of expiration of such order, and, at the 
request of the applicant, the court estab-
lished under section 103(a) of such Act (50 
U.S.C. 1803(a)) shall reauthorize such order 
as long as the facts and circumstances con-
tinue to justify issuance of such order under 
the provisions of the Foreign Intelligence 
Surveillance Act of 1978, as in effect on the 
day before the applicable effective date of 
this Act. The Government also may file new 
applications, and the court established under 
section 103(a) of the Foreign Intelligence 
Surveillance Act of 1978 (50 U.S.C. 1803(a)) 
shall enter orders granting such applications 
pursuant to such Act, as long as the applica-
tion meets the requirements set forth under 
the provisions of such Act as in effect on the 
day before the effective date of this Act. At 
the request of the applicant, the court estab-
lished under section 103(a) of the Foreign In-
telligence Surveillance Act of 1978 (50 U.S.C. 
1803(a)), shall extinguish any extant author-
ization to conduct electronic surveillance or 
physical search entered pursuant to such 
Act. Any surveillance conducted pursuant to 
an order entered under this subsection shall 
be subject to the provisions of the Foreign 
Intelligence Surveillance Act of 1978 (50 
U.S.C. 1801 et seq.), as in effect on the day 
before the effective date of this Act. 

(c) SUNSET.—Except as provided in sub-
section (d), sections 2, 3, 4, and 5 of this Act, 
and the amendments made by this Act, shall 
cease to have effect 180 days after the date of 
the enactment of this Act. 

(d) AUTHORIZATIONS IN EFFECT.—Authoriza-
tions for the acquisition of foreign intel-
ligence information pursuant to the amend-
ments made by this Act, and directives 
issued pursuant to such authorizations, shall 
remain in effect until their expiration. Such 
acquisitions shall be governed by the appli-
cable provisions of such amendments and 
shall not be deemed to constitute electronic 
surveillance as that term is defined in sec-
tion 101(f) of the Foreign Intelligence Sur-
veillance Act of 1978 (50 U.S.C. 1801(f)). 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. PAS-
TOR). Pursuant to the order of the 
House of today, the gentleman from 
Michigan (Mr. CONYERS), the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. SMITH), the 
gentleman from Texas (Mr. REYES) and 
the gentleman from Michigan (Mr. 
HOEKSTRA) each will control 15 min-
utes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Texas (Mr. REYES). 

Mr. REYES. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, we bring up tonight the 
bill that was passed on the Senate side, 
S. 1927. Although this bill, in my opin-
ion, is not the ideal bill, I think it is 
important that all of us understand 
that under the current situation that 
our country faces with the threat level 
being high, it is very important that 
we do everything that we can to keep 
the American people safe, to reassure 
people that this Congress is going to do 
everything it can to provide the admin-
istration the tools to keep us safe and 
secure. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Mr. Speaker, I support S. 1927, the 
Protect America Act of 2007. We are a 
Nation at war with foreign terrorists 
who are plotting deadly attacks. Al 
Qaeda recently released a video prom-
ising a big surprise in the near future. 
Yesterday, the Senate passed this na-
tional security bill, and the Senate got 
it right. It is time for the House to do 
the same. 

This morning, the President called 
on the House to pass this critical bill, 
stating, ‘‘Protecting America is our 
most solemn obligation, and I urge the 
House to pass this bill without delay.’’ 

Mr. Speaker, last night we wasted 
valuable time considering a bill on the 
same subject strongly opposed by the 
Director of National Intelligence. But 
that debate did serve a purpose. Now 
we know where the majority of the ma-
jority stands. Ninety percent of the 
majority voted to deny the Director of 
National Intelligence what he said he 
needs to prevent future terrorist at-
tacks. 

The majority claimed that its legis-
lation fixed the problem, knowing that 
the Director had publicly opposed the 
bill because it would not allow him to 
carry out his responsibility of pro-
tecting the Nation, especially in our 
heightened threat environment. 

In the 30 years since Congress en-
acted the Foreign Intelligence Surveil-
lance Act, telecommunications tech-
nology has dramatically changed. As a 
result, the intelligence community is 
hampered in gathering essential infor-
mation about terrorists needed to pre-
vent attacks against America. Con-
gress must modernize FISA to address 
this problem. 

The bill, one, clarifies well-estab-
lished law that neither the Constitu-
tion nor Federal law requires a court 
order to gather foreign communica-
tions from foreign terrorists; two, 
adopts flexible procedures to collect 
foreign intelligence from foreign ter-
rorists overseas; three, provides court 
review of collection procedures for this 
new authority; and, four, requires 
semiannual reports to Congress on the 
use of this new authority. 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 10:09 Jul 14, 2010 Jkt 059102 PO 00000 Frm 00254 Fmt 0687 Sfmt 0634 E:\BR07\H04AU7.009 H04AU7er
ow

e 
on

 D
S

K
5C

LS
3C

1P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 B
O

U
N

D
 R

E
C

O
R

D



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, Vol. 153, Pt. 17 23237 August 4, 2007 
Unlike the majority’s proposal from 

last night, this bill does not impose un-
workable, bureaucratic requirements 
that would burden the intelligence 
community. Regrettably, the Protect 
America Act includes a 180-day sunset, 
but terrorists do not sunset their plots 
to kill Americans, so Congress must 
enact a permanent change in our laws. 

Mr. Speaker, last April, the Director 
submitted to Congress a comprehensive 
proposal to modernize FISA. That pro-
posal already should have been ap-
proved. Congress must enact the Direc-
tor’s proposals from April to give the 
intelligence community the additional 
tools they need to keep our country 
safe. 

As we approach the sixth anniversary 
of the devastating 9/11 attacks, it is 
critical that we remain vigilant in our 
war against terrorism. President 
George Washington once said: ‘‘There 
is nothing so likely to produce peace as 
to be well prepared to meet the 
enemy.’’ Heeding his words, we must 
maintain our commitment to winning 
the war against terrorism. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
support this bill. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. NADLER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 
minute to the distinguished gentle-
woman from California (Ms. ZOE 
LOFGREN). 

Ms. ZOE LOFGREN of California. Mr. 
Speaker, this bill goes far beyond what 
is necessary and what was agreed to by 
the Director of National Intelligence. 
All of us agree that foreign-to-foreign 
communications need to be available 
for surveillance. However, this bill 
would grant the Attorney General the 
ability to wiretap anybody, anyplace, 
anytime, without court review, with-
out any checks and balances. 

I think that this unwarranted, un-
precedented measure would simply 
eviscerate the fourth amendment that 
protects the privacy not of terrorists, 
but of Americans. 

I strongly oppose this warrantless 
surveillance measure. I realize that in 
a short period of time, months, we will 
have an opportunity to undo the dam-
age that is going to be done here to-
night, and I pledge to America that 
should this measure pass, I will give it 
my all to make sure that we reclaim 
the fourth amendment in a measure 
that gains a vote from Members of Con-
gress and Senators who take their oath 
of allegiance to the Constitution more 
seriously than has happened to date. 

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield 3 minutes to the distinguished 
gentleman from Missouri (Mr. BLUNT), 
the minority whip. 

Mr. BLUNT. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman for yielding, and I am 
pleased to see this legislation on the 
floor this evening. I think it is critical 
that we pass this bill today, and many 
in the majority did too. I know it is 

not the bill that many of our friends on 
the other side would have liked to have 
had passed tonight, but I also know 
that they understand that there is a 
huge gap at this moment in the intel-
ligence that we are watching, that we 
are gaining, that we are analyzing. 
This bill closes that gap. 

Earlier today would have been better 
to pass this bill. Three weeks ago 
would have been better to pass this 
bill. But I am grateful that we have a 
chance before Congress goes into a dis-
trict work period for a month to get 
this critically important piece of legis-
lation passed. 

Three weeks ago, we read the Na-
tional Intelligence Estimate, if we 
wanted to take time to look at that es-
timate, and it was publicly stated dur-
ing that estimate that our terrorist en-
emies were regrouping, that their com-
munications had heightened, that their 
planning appears to be heightening; 
and we also understood at that time 
that we were not monitoring the com-
munication that we knew we needed to 
be monitored because the law hadn’t 
kept up with technology. 

This takes the 1978 law, it provides 
the same protection for Americans 
that they had in 1978 and 1988 and 1998. 
And now, as we approach 2008, it just 
simply lets us have the definitions of 
the law meet the technology of the 
time. 

The Attorney General and the Direc-
tor of National Intelligence have to 
have approval. That is a change, and it 
is an important change. This is no 
longer only one person in the executive 
branch, but two people, both of whom 
have both responsibilities and pen-
alties if they don’t make the right de-
cision under the law. 

This monitors the communication of 
people who are initiating their commu-
nication in a foreign country. It pro-
tects Americans. That is why the FISA 
court was created. Americans are still 
protected under the FISA court, as 
they were under the technology of 1978. 

I am pleased to see this on the floor. 
I am glad that the majority has agreed 
with us, that while many of them don’t 
like this piece of legislation, the gap 
was too big not to take the bill that 
could wind up most quickly now on the 
President’s desk and pass it tonight. 

I urge my colleagues to support this, 
and I am grateful to my colleagues for 
seeing that this gap will not continue 
between now and Labor Day. 

Mr. REYES. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self 30 seconds to respond to the gen-
tleman. 

Mr. Speaker, this administration has 
told us many things, from the begin-
ning with the weapons of mass destruc-
tion, to different issues that have had 
us to the point to where we are to-
night. We are here because we are con-
cerned about the safety and well-being 
of this country. But a number of Mem-
bers do believe that we have been told 

many, many things that have not been 
true. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to the 
gentleman from Massachusetts (Mr. 
TIERNEY). 

Mr. TIERNEY. I thank the gen-
tleman for yielding. 

Mr. Speaker, the other body has not 
acted, in my opinion, this humble 
Member’s opinion, in a way that war-
rants great respect of the American 
people. It has done not just violence to 
the fourth amendment and violence to 
our civil liberties; it has eviscerated 
them with the bill it has sent over here 
for action. 

The American people have a right to 
expect more from us. This is the Pro-
tect America Act of 2007. The American 
people expect to be protected and to be 
secure, not just against terrorists and 
other foreign threats, but also to be se-
cure in the rights established in the 
Constitution of the United States, to 
know that we are standing up for the 
Constitution and fulfilling our pledge 
and our oath of office. 

This bill does not do this. It purports 
to provide security, but it certainly 
doesn’t provide any protections for our 
constitutional rights and civil lib-
erties. We should have done better, and 
we could do better. 

This administration took the Sec-
retary of State and sent him to the 
U.N. on a mission which everyone 
ended up being ashamed of. Now they 
have sent the DNI, I fear, over here to 
make an agreement and find a bill that 
he can live with, under the premise 
that when he said he would, the Presi-
dent would sign it. Well, the conversa-
tions he had, he indicated that our bill 
strengthened the security of this coun-
try. But after a conversation with the 
White House, that was withdrawn, and 
now we end up with a bill that does not 
protect our civil liberties. 

The fact of the matter is, Mr. Speak-
er, we can do better and we should do 
better. This bill starts off with the 
words ‘‘notwithstanding any other 
law.’’ That assumes that notwith-
standing the Constitution, notwith-
standing the fourth amendment, not-
withstanding our civil liberties they 
are giving the authority to a President, 
a Director of National Intelligence, and 
an Attorney General, any Attorney 
General, to make decisions that should 
be made by a court, that should at 
least be reviewed by a court. 

We have provided in a Democratic al-
ternative a way to secure that protec-
tion and the security of this country, 
while still protecting our rights. The 
White House saw an opportunity to roll 
over that into a bill that is going to be 
I think regretted by everyone in this 
Chamber if they pass it, and it should 
be regretted in the Senate for what 
they did. 

b 2045 
We are not doing this country any fa-

vors. If we think we are going to cor-
rect this in 120 days, when you give up 
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your securities, when you give up your 
rights under the Constitution, it is not 
likely you are going to regain them. 

As somebody said earlier tonight, 
your civil liberties don’t go in a loud 
noise and a clap of thunder and the 
curtain coming down; they go quietly 
with whispers and into the darkness. 
That is what is happening with this 
bill, Mr. Speaker. We will all regret it. 

We should pass a bill that secures 
this country, certainly and gives us all 
of the intelligence that needs to be 
intercepted, but we should do it in a 
way that doesn’t sacrifice our civil lib-
erties and the fourth amendment and 
our Constitution. 

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from 
Texas (Mr. GOHMERT) and a member of 
the Judiciary Committee. 

Mr. GOHMERT. Mr. Speaker, I do ap-
preciate this bill coming to the floor. I 
do not think it is a travesty against 
our civil rights. 

Some people have some confusion, I 
think, over civil rights versus rights in 
a time of war. Believe it or not, and I 
think most of you should understand, 
we are in a war. We didn’t know it in 
1979 when war was declared against us, 
but we are at war. There are those in 
the world who believe that freedom and 
liberty necessarily leads to debauchery 
and degradation. Therefore, we must 
have a dictatorial, brutal leader, reli-
gious leader that tells us what we can 
and can’t do. If you don’t, then they 
have the right to cut off your head and 
destroy our way of life. 

Now we happen to believe when you 
declare war against us and you want to 
cut off our heads and destroy our way 
of life, then we have a right to protect 
ourselves. In criminal law, it is called 
self-defense, and that is an exception to 
some of the rights others may have. 
What some have confused, I think, is 
civil rights versus rights of those de-
clare war against your way of life. 

This is not a bill that will allow 
surveilling American citizens on Amer-
ican soils. But the message is this: If 
you declare war on this country and 
you are a foreigner, we may just listen 
in on your conversations and you can 
be prepared for that. I have every con-
fidence because of the oversight that 
will be coming with Chairman CONYERS 
and the reports that are required in 
this bill, if they are not forthcoming, I 
expect to see to people held account-
able, and I know Chairman CONYERS 
will make sure that happens. And hope-
fully some day, Chairman SMITH will be 
doing the same thing. 

But the message, Mr. Speaker, is 
clear. You declare war on this Nation 
and you are in a foreign country, we 
may come after you and listen to what 
you have to say. 

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, I am 
pleased now to recognize the chairman 
of the Constitution Subcommittee in 
Judiciary, JERRY NADLER of New York, 

and I am happy to yield to him 2 min-
utes. 

Mr. NADLER. Mr. Speaker, I rise in 
opposition to this dangerous and ill- 
considered legislation. 

Once again, this House is being stam-
peded by fear-mongering and deception 
into signing away our rights. If you 
trust this President and if you trust 
this dishonest Attorney General to ex-
ercise unfettered power to spy on 
Americans without any court super-
vision, then you should support this 
bill. 

If you still believe in the America 
our Founders, the Framers and every 
succeeding generation has fought and 
died for, then you must oppose this leg-
islation. 

This bill is not what the Director of 
National Intelligence told us he need-
ed. That was embodied in the bill that 
we considered last night and that we 
should be considering tonight, the 
House bill. We were told that we need-
ed to fix the foreign-to-foreign intel-
ligence. That bill fixed it. 

We were told we had to compel elec-
tronics companies to do what the gov-
ernment needs to do on properly au-
thorized surveillance. That bill did it. 
The Director of National Intelligence 
told us we had to deal with all foreign 
intelligence, we had to deal with recur-
ring communications into the United 
States from foreign targets. That bill 
did it. That bill dealt with everything 
we were told was necessary for na-
tional security. 

This bill is what Karl Rove and his 
political operatives in the White House 
decided they need to win elections. 
That is not national security, that is 
political warfare. 

I do not believe we will soon be able 
to undo this damage. Rights given 
away are not easily regained. This bill 
is not needed to protect America from 
terrorists. . . . 

We should stand up for America. We 
should stand up for our freedoms. We 
should stand up for our security. We 
should reject this bill so we can go and 
do the right thing and pass the bill 
that we had on the floor last night that 
did everything necessary for our na-
tional security. It gave us all the right 
to do the wiretapping and the surveil-
lance we need. We should all be willing 
to stay here as long as it takes. I urge 
my colleagues to vote ‘‘no.’’ 

Mr. ISSA. Mr. Speaker, the gen-
tleman has alleged illegal acts by the 
President’s administration in his 
speech. I ask that those words be taken 
down. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Clerk will report the words. 

Mr. NADLER. Mr. Speaker, in the in-
terest of our getting home at some rea-
sonable hour, I will be happy to with-
draw the truthful and accurate state-
ments I made a moment ago. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from New York? 

Mr. ISSA. The gentleman asked to 
withdraw the what statements? I 
couldn’t quite hear it. 

Mr. NADLER. Accurate statement I 
made a moment ago. 

Mr. ISSA. No, he is not withdrawing 
them if he claims they are accurate. 
They are inaccurate. 

Mr. NADLER. I am withdrawing 
them. 

Mr. ISSA. Is the gentleman with-
drawing them without any other res-
ervation? 

Mr. NADLER. I withdraw them with-
out any reservations; but I retain my 
opinion. 

Mr. ISSA. That’s fair. Thank you. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 

objection, the words are withdrawn. 
There was no objection. 
Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I 

yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from 
Arizona (Mr. FRANKS) who is a member 
of the Judiciary Committee and rank-
ing member of the Constitution Sub-
committee. 

Mr. FRANKS of Arizona. Mr. Speak-
er, 9/11 is the ultimate reminder of the 
countless innocent American lives at 
stake when we miss critical or e-mail 
communications between foreign ter-
rorists in foreign countries. If our na-
tional intelligence community is to ef-
fectively anticipate future threats, it 
must be allowed to keep up with the 
rapidly evolving world of telecommuni-
cations technology. 

Mr. Speaker, last night in this House, 
Democrats chose to blatantly disregard 
the appeals of both the Director of Na-
tional Intelligence as well as those of 
the FISA courts who have pleaded for a 
modernization of the system in order 
to reduce the needless burden of FISA 
court orders for foreign terrorist sur-
veillance. 

Instead, Democrat Members passed a 
bill that only further immobilizes our 
outdated foreign intelligence system. 

Mr. Speaker, whether or not liberal 
Democrats acknowledge the threat 
that we face, that threat is very real, 
as terrorists themselves continue to re-
mind us. Al-Manar recently said on 
BBC: ‘‘Let the entire world hear me. 
Our hostility to the great Satan 
[America] is absolute . . . Regardless of 
how the world has changed after 11 
September, death to America will re-
main our reverberating and powerful 
slogan: Death to America.’’ 

Mr. Speaker, tonight is the last op-
portunity before leaving Washington 
for Members of this House to address 
the imminent possibility of a terrorist 
attack by effectively modernizing our 
FISA regulations to provide for the de-
fense of the American people. 

One thing is absolutely clear, Mr. 
Speaker: Al Qaeda will not rest when 
this body adjourns for the August re-
cess. If we do not address the critical 
loopholes in our foreign surveillance 
system tonight, our children may some 
day face nuclear jihad, perhaps even in 
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this generation. And what we will tell 
them, Mr. Speaker, when they look 
back on this day and condemn this gen-
eration for unspeakable irrespon-
sibility in the face of such an obvious 
threat to human peace. We must pass 
this critical bill. 

Mr. REYES. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 
minutes to the chair of the Select In-
telligence Oversight Appropriations 
panel, the gentleman from New Jersey 
(Mr. HOLT). 

Mr. HOLT. Mr. Speaker, this tonight 
is about how our government treats its 
people. One of the characteristics of 
oppressive governments that we detest 
throughout history is that they spy on 
their own people. The chilling intru-
sion into people’s lives, effects, and re-
lationships must be controlled even if 
the government officers think that the 
intrusion is necessary to preserve safe-
ty, security and order. Indeed, civil 
protections are necessary, especially if 
the government says they are trying to 
protect safety, security and order. 

Courts must establish that there is a 
probable cause to believe an American 
is a threat to society, and it must be 
the courts, not the Attorney General, 
not the Director of National Intel-
ligence, who determine that the stand-
ard is being met. 

Let me correct some points. There is 
not a huge gap. FISA is not broken. Do 
not believe these scare tactics. Legisla-
tion should not be passed to respond to 
fear-mongering. Of course, we need 
good intelligence to protect Ameri-
cans, but we are being asked to enter a 
‘‘just trust us’’ form of legislation. 
Just trust an Attorney General who 
has provided demonstrably false or 
misleading testimony before Congress 
on this very issue. We are being asked 
to just trust this Attorney General 
with unlimited authority to authorize 
spying on Americans through this leg-
islation without oversight of the 
courts, even after his own Inspector 
General has revealed massive abuses of 
civil liberties through his department’s 
unchecked use of national security let-
ters. 

I urge my colleagues to recognize 
this for the historic importance it has 
and vote down this legislation. 

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield 1 minute to the gentleman from 
Illinois (Mr. KIRK), a member of the 
Appropriations Committee. 

Mr. KIRK. Mr. Speaker, when our 
foreign wiretap law was enacted in 
1978, telephones were plugged into a 
wall, cell phones did not exist, and no 
one had heard of e-mail. Bin Laden was 
in college and Zawahiri was in medical 
school. 

Today, these men are now respon-
sible for the murder of 3,000 Americans. 
They attacked the embassies in Kenya 
and Tanzania and nearly sunk the USS 
Cole. 

They talk to each other now with 
cell phones, satellite phones, e-mail 

and Internet chat. While they have 
changed their communications, our law 
has not. 

As a currently serving Naval intel-
ligence officer, I am not just a Con-
gressman, I am also a customer of 
these programs. Serving on the House 
Foreign Operations Subcommittee, we 
watch foreign matters closely. 

And look at the issues we will deal 
with just in August: A reactor shut-
down in North Korea; the Hamas take-
over of Gaza; Venezuelan arms pur-
chases from Iran; a war in Iraq; a war 
in Afghanistan, the rise of the Taliban 
in Pakistan; narcotraffickers in Colom-
bia; genocide in Darfur. That is just 
this month’s list. 

The bipartisan bill passed by over 60 
votes in the Senate. It will help us 
learn more about dangers. It doesn’t 
just protect the rights of Americans. It 
will protect the lives of Americans. 

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentlewoman from 
Texas (Ms. JACKSON-LEE), a valued 
member of our committee. 

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr. 
Speaker, I thank the distinguished 
chairman of the Judiciary Committee 
and I do applaud him for his consistent 
and impeccable commitment to civil 
liberties and civil rights. 

Mr. Speaker, this administration has 
the law to protect the American peo-
ple. Let no one come to this floor and 
suggest that what we are doing tonight 
is going to save lives because last night 
we passed legislation that indicated 
that foreign-to-foreign communication 
had no barriers, no barriers for those 
who are seeking intelligence. 

Yet when an American was involved, 
the Bill of Rights, the fourth amend-
ment, civil liberties with the 
underpinnings, and therefore a court 
intervened. 

b 2100 

Homeland security is not a Repub-
lican issue. It is an issue for all Ameri-
cans—all of us. Not one of us who sang 
‘‘God Bless America’’ on the steps of 
this House will allow anyone to under-
mine the security of America. 

The legislation last night offered by 
the Majority gave the Administration 
everything that they needed, but what 
we’re doing here tonight, we are shred-
ding the Constitution. We are tearing 
up the Bill of Rights because we are 
telling Americans that no matter what 
your business is, you are subject to the 
unscrupulous, undisciplined, irrespon-
sible scrutiny of the Attorney General 
and others without court intervention. 

This is not the day to play politics. It 
is to important to balance civil lib-
erties along with the homeland secu-
rity and the protection needs of Amer-
ica. I feel confident that the House 
FISA Bill does do that. 

Shame on the other body for failing 
to recognize that we can secure Amer-
ica by securing the American people 

with fair security laws and by giving 
them their civil liberties. 

I would ask my colleagues to defeat 
this so that we can go back to the bill 
that protects the civil liberties of 
Americans and provides homeland se-
curity. I ask my colleagues to support 
the Bill of Rights and National Secu-
rity. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in strong opposi-
tion to S. 1927. Had the Bush administration 
and the Republican-dominated 109th Con-
gress acted more responsibly in the two pre-
ceding years, we would not be in the position 
of debating legislation that has such a pro-
found impact on the national security and on 
American values and civil liberties in the crush 
of exigent circumstances. More often that not, 
it is true as the saying goes that haste makes 
waste. 

Mr. Speaker, the legislation before us is in-
tended to fill a gap in the Nation’s intelligence 
gathering capabilities identified by Director of 
National Intelligence Mike McConnell, by 
amending the Foreign Intelligence Surveillance 
Act, FISA. But in reality it eviscerates the 
Fourth Amendment to the Constitution and 
represents an unwarranted transfer of power 
from the courts to the Executive Branch and a 
Justice Department led by an Attorney Gen-
eral whose reputation for candor and integrity 
is, to put it charitably, subject to considerable 
doubt. 

Mr. Speaker, FISA has served the Nation 
well for nearly 30 years, placing electronic sur-
veillance inside the United States for foreign 
intelligence and counter-intelligence purposes 
on a sound legal footing and I am far from 
persuaded that it needs to be jettisoned or 
substantially amended. But given the claimed 
exigent circumstances by the administration, 
let me briefly discuss some of the changes to 
FISA I am prepared to support on a temporary 
basis, not to exceed 120 days. 

First, I am prepared to accept temporarily 
obviating the need to obtain a court order for 
foreign-to-foreign communications that pass 
through the United States. But I do insist upon 
individual warrants, based on probable cause, 
when surveillance is directed at people in the 
United States. The Attorney General must still 
be required to submit procedures for inter-
national surveillance to the Foreign Intel-
ligence Surveillance Court for approval, but 
the FISA Court should not be allowed to issue 
a ‘‘basket warrant’’ without making individual 
determinations about foreign surveillance. 
There should be an initial 15-day emergency 
authority so that international surveillance can 
begin while the warrants are being considered 
by the Court. And there must also be congres-
sional oversight, requiring the Department of 
Justice Inspector General to conduct an audit 
every 60 days of U.S. person communications 
intercepted under these warrants, to be sub-
mitted to the Intelligence and Judiciary Com-
mittees. Finally, as I have stated, this authority 
must be of short duration and must expire by 
its terms in 120 days. 

In all candor, Mr. Speaker, I must restate 
my firm conviction that when it comes to the 
track record of this President’s warrantless 
surveillance programs, there is still nothing on 
the public record about the nature and effec-
tiveness of those programs, or the trust-
worthiness of this Administration, to indicate 
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that they require any legislative response, 
other than to reaffirm the exclusivity of FISA 
and insist that it be followed. This could have 
been accomplished in the 109th Congress by 
passing H.R. 5371, the ‘‘Lawful Intelligence 
and Surveillance of Terrorists in an Emer-
gency by NSA Act,’’ LISTEN Act,’’ which I 
have co-sponsored with the then Ranking 
Members of the Judiciary and Intelligence 
Committees, Mr. CONYERS and Ms. HARMAN. 

The Bush administration has not complied 
with its legal obligation under the National Se-
curity Act of 1947 to keep the Intelligence 
Committees ‘‘fully and currently informed’’ of 
U.S. intelligence activities. Congress cannot 
continue to rely on incomplete information 
from the Bush Administration or revelations in 
the media. It must conduct a full and complete 
inquiry into electronic surveillance in the 
United States and related domestic activities 
of the NSA, both those that occur within FISA 
and those that occur outside FISA. 

The inquiry must not be limited to the legal 
questions. It must include the operational de-
tails of each program of intelligence surveil-
lance within the United States, including: (1) 
who the NSA is targeting; (2) how it identifies 
its targets; (3) the information the program col-
lects and disseminates; and most important; 
(4) whether the program advances national 
security interests without unduly compromising 
the privacy rights of the American people. 

Given the unprecedented amount of infor-
mation Americans now transmit electronically 
and the post-9/11 loosening of regulations 
governing information sharing, the risk of inter-
cepting and disseminating the communications 
of ordinary Americans is vastly increased, re-
quiring more precise—not looser—standards, 
closer oversight, new mechanisms for mini-
mization, and limits on retention of inadvert-
ently intercepted communications. 

Mr. Speaker, the legislation before us is not 
necessary. The bill which a majority of the 
House voted to pass last night is more than 
sufficient to address the intelligence gathering 
deficiency identified by Director McConnell. 
That bill, H.R. 3356, provided ample amount 
of congressional authorization needed to en-
sure that our intelligence professionals have 
the tools that they need to protect our Nation, 
while also safeguarding the rights of law-abid-
ing Americans. That is why I supported H.R. 
3356, but cannot support S. 1927. I encourage 
my colleagues to join me in voting against the 
unwise and ill-considered S. 1927. 

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield 4 minutes to the gentleman from 
California (Mr. DANIEL E. LUNGREN), 
who’s a member of the Judiciary Com-
mittee and the Homeland Security 
Committee. 

Mr. DANIEL E. LUNGREN of Cali-
fornia. Mr. Speaker, I thank the gen-
tleman for yielding. 

Mr. Speaker, after listening to my 
friend from Texas, with whom I serve 
on two committees, I just must say 
that I’m sure she misspoke when she 
said that we passed a bill on the floor 
yesterday that would have done all 
those things. If the gentlelady will re-
call, it failed on the floor because it 
was under suspension, and that recol-
lection is about as accurate as the de-

scription of the bill before us that I’ve 
heard from the other side. 

I am disappointed to hear the rhet-
oric on this floor that scares the Amer-
ican people into believing that some-
how we’re tearing up the Constitution. 

The fact of the matter is in 1978, 
when we passed the original version of 
FISA, we exempted from its consider-
ation our capture of foreign conversa-
tions involving someone in a foreign 
country. The technology that was used 
at that time is different than the tech-
nology now, and what we are doing 
with this bill is making the law com-
patible with current technology. 

What is that section of the bill that 
we’ve heard our colleagues on the other 
side get so upset about? It is this sec-
tion, section 105(a): Nothing in the defi-
nition of electronic surveillance under 
section 101(f) shall be construed to en-
compass surveillance directed at a per-
son reasonably believed to be located 
outside of the United States. 

And what the Director of National 
Intelligence has told us is the interpre-
tation of current law forbids him to do 
that to a large extent. Now, we can 
spend hours on the floor explaining 
why, but that’s the fact. He was not 
here trying to scare us. I am amazed 
that some of my friends on the other 
side would suggest that Admiral 
McConnell, with his distinguished ca-
reer of service, 40 years as mentioned 
by the chairman of the Intelligence 
Committee, serving under Presidents 
Democrat and Republican, would be in-
volved in scare tactics. He came to us 
and told us we need this because Amer-
ica is blinded in a significant degree by 
current law. 

If, in the capture of this information, 
we do come into contact with commu-
nication that involves someone in the 
United States, an American citizen, we 
go through a process called minimiza-
tion, which means we get it out of 
there if it has nothing to do with the 
evil actor. We get rid of it, as we’ve 
done for 50 years in the criminal jus-
tice system, 28 years under FISA. 

But if, in fact, that individual is 
someone who is involved in terrorism, 
a reasonable suspicion that that is the 
case, then we get a warrant. Not only 
do we do that and maintain that in this 
bill, we beef up the minimization proc-
ess, and we beef up the oversight, and 
we allow the FISA court to look at it 
and to approve it and to audit it, and in 
addition, we require reports to the 
committees of the House and the Sen-
ate. 

How that is tearing up the Constitu-
tion I do not know unless you haven’t 
read the Constitution, unless you 
haven’t read the history of FISA, un-
less you haven’t read the means by 
which we have extracted communica-
tions around the world. 

All this does is bring the law up to 
present-day technology. It does noth-
ing to tear up the Constitution. And 

please, talk about fear-mongering, to 
stand on this floor and say that this al-
lows the Attorney General or anybody 
else in the Federal Government to lis-
ten in to any conversation you have is 
absolutely untrue. No one should be-
lieve that. It hasn’t been done in the 
past. It’s not being done now. This law 
does nothing but bring us up to 
present-day technology. 

If you will look at the original FISA 
law, you will see that it specifically ex-
empts from the definition of electronic 
communications these kinds of com-
munications, but they used to be car-
ried in a different way, and we cap-
tured them in a different way. We just 
want to capture them now under the 
technology that is currently used in 
the world. That’s all we’re doing; noth-
ing more, nothing less. 

Let’s not involve ourselves in fear 
tactics, scare tactics on the floor and 
suggest to the American people some-
thing which is occurring which has not, 
is not, and will not and cannot be done 
under this bill. 

Mr. REYES. Mr. Speaker, I think the 
American people are going to decide 
for themselves when they read the text 
of this bill. 

I yield 2 minutes to the gentlelady 
from California, a valued member of 
our committee, Ms. ESHOO. 

Ms. ESHOO. Mr. Speaker, I thank the 
chairman of the House Intelligence 
Committee. 

In listening to my colleague from 
California, he talked about technology, 
and I think I know something about it. 
I represent the place, Silicon Valley, 
which is the home of innovation and 
technology for our Nation and the 
world, but this isn’t just a matter of 
how. This is a matter of who, of who. 

Now, for the American people that 
are tuned in, what is this debate about? 
We all know that there are sworn en-
emies of our country. There are those 
that would do us harm and do us in, 
and every President of the United 
States deserves the best intelligence. 
We take an oath to protect our country 
and also to protect our Constitution. 

So where’s the dispute here? The dis-
pute is that this bill allows the Attor-
ney General, without any legal frame-
work, when someone from outside the 
country calls, our government can 
monitor you, and we are saying that 
this is an abrogation of rights that we 
have. 

This side, what we have fought for all 
along is to protect our country, protect 
our Constitution and have a legal 
framework. This is the administration 
that had to acknowledge that they 
were operating outside the law. This is 
the Attorney General that has dis-
graced himself, his office and the de-
partment with how he has conducted 
himself. Most frankly, this should not 
be a matter of trust of individuals. 
This should be a matter of legal frame-
work, a matter of law, and this bill 
does not accomplish it. 
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Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 

may I ask how much time remains on 
each side? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman’s time has expired. The gen-
tleman from Michigan has 93⁄4 minutes 
remaining. The gentleman from Michi-
gan has 15. 

Mr. HOEKSTRA. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
2 minutes to a valued member of the 
committee, Mr. ISSA of California. 

Mr. ISSA. Mr. Speaker, I want to 
lower the tone and the rhetoric for just 
a moment and in 2 minutes give the 
American people and the body here the 
opportunity to reflect on what we’re 
really doing here tonight. 

Mr. Speaker, I travel throughout the 
Arab world regularly. People in that 
area of the world are more afraid of Is-
lamic terrorism than any American 
here tonight. They count on us to be 
their eyes and ears. Most of those 
countries do not have the resources we 
have. 

So when they hear tonight that we 
don’t want a foreign terrorist who calls 
into a cell in the U.S. to be listened to, 
they’re shocked. They’re shocked that 
we wouldn’t at least listen to the for-
eign side of the operation or see the e- 
mail, and if the President doesn’t sign 
this by tomorrow, there will be plenty 
of terrorists who will take note of this 
because they didn’t think, in fact, we 
weren’t able to listen to foreign callers 
who are calling in to their terrorist 
cells. 

Mr. Speaker, oddly enough, Sep-
tember 11 is a story of exactly this, 
that we were not listening to Osama 
bin Laden. We were not monitoring 
Osama bin Laden’s instructions to his 
cells as they went back and forth into 
the U.S. and even into my home of San 
Diego. 

Mr. Speaker, what’s amazing to me 
here tonight is that we’re arguing as 
though we’re changing the Constitu-
tion arbitrarily. Mr. Speaker, what 
we’re doing is passing a stopgap 6- 
month, I repeat, 6-month bill. This 
thing sunsets in 6 months. One of those 
months, everybody here will be out on 
vacation or in their districts doing 
town hall meetings. 

The fact is that only 5 months will 
remain when we come back from the 
August recess to work further on re-
finements on a lasting bill. 

So, Mr. Speaker, I would close by 
saying, if people would understand, 
that really what we’re doing is we’re 
simply buying the ability to leave town 
and letting our allies and the American 
people know that they can sleep safely 
tonight. I urge you to take this com-
promise bipartisan bill. 

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself 1 minute to continue the discus-
sion raised by the gentleman from 
California (Mr. DANIEL E. LUNGREN) be-
cause he doesn’t think that we’re hav-
ing constitutional problems that are 
legitimate over here. 

Now, he’s been on both committees, 
so he knows that the FISA experts call 
reverse targeting the ability of the At-
torney General to conduct surveillance 
on every American’s calls with people 
abroad, with or without probable cause 
or warrant just by characterizing the 
surveillance as concerning persons 
abroad. He can claim that the target is 
abroad, but the real target is an Amer-
ican citizen in New York who is on the 
line, and this is called reverse tar-
geting. 

Mr. HOEKSTRA. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
3 minutes to the gentleman from 
Michigan (Mr. ROGERS). 

Mr. ROGERS of Michigan. Mr. 
Speaker, simply just to answer this 
distinguished chairman and friend and 
distinguished colleague from Michigan, 
reverse targeting is not in this bill. It 
is not in this bill. 

When I was a young FBI agent, this 
whole thing started a lot differently. 
We had to target the phone. We didn’t 
target the individual. We targeted the 
phone. So we had to develop a probable 
cause case on the phone that an indi-
vidual was using, that phone, that bit 
of copper wire, to further a criminal 
enterprise and have criminal discus-
sions. Think about how long ago that 
was and how the world has changed. 
And the big thing for us, by the way, 
was to get a pay phone, where they 
would change pay phones because they 
were trying to outsmart us. They’d go 
to one pay phone and go to the other 
one, and if we didn’t have a warrant on 
that other pay phone, couldn’t listen to 
them even though we knew what the 
heck they were doing on that phone. 
We had to go back to the court, develop 
probable cause on that particular 
phone. You can see how technology 
even then started to get ahead of us a 
little bit. 

Then we realized in America we got 
really smart and we said, hey, wait a 
minute, it’s not the phone that’s the 
criminal. It’s the bad guy. Let’s target 
the bad guy. So, if he goes to phone A 
or phone B or phone C, it shouldn’t 
matter. We know that he’s the bad guy 
using those instruments to further 
their criminal enterprise. 

That’s what we did, and we all did, 
and you did that. When I was an agent, 
you passed those laws and they were 
good. They were good laws and they 
helped us keep abreast of technology 
and changes and changing in criminal 
activity. 

Think about today, prepaid phones. If 
I’m a terrorist, I buy a thousand of 
them. I don’t ever use the same phone 
again. It means we have to be that 
much better. 

And what this bill does, what the bill 
yesterday did not do, is make it tech-
nology neutral. Everyone got up last 
night and said this is about foreign-to- 
foreign. We don’t care about that, but 
the bill and the language as it was 
written did, and it put technology in 

there. So now you had some FBI agent 
trying to figure out how do I catch this 
guy, because not that I don’t know he’s 
a bad guy and I can prove it to the 
judge, but because of the kind of tech-
nology he’s using. 

It took us right back into the 1970s 
and 1980s when we had to scratch our 
head and we came to Congress and said 
don’t do that to us. 

Yesterday, you’re saying we’re going 
to do it to you again, and it’s wrong. 
And I guess I’m so disappointed. I know 
you hate the Attorney General and I 
know you hate the President of the 
United States, but don’t you love sol-
diers? Don’t you love people who are 
risking their lives to catch terrorists? 
Of course you do, and I know you do. 
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This bill helps us protect them so 
they can protect us. Right now there 
are billions, and I mean billions of con-
versations and communications every 
single day, and I mean billions. There 
is nothing in this bill that circumvents 
a United States citizen’s right to the 
fourth amendment protections, noth-
ing, nothing. It protects them. 

What we are trying to say is, let us, 
let the intelligence community go 
overseas. 

May I have an additional 30 seconds? 
This bill is an important step to pro-

tect us to bring technology to the 
point where we don’t make agents and 
officers worry about foreign-to-foreign 
communications between terrorists we 
ought to be listening to. The court 
should not be involved. America be-
lieves it. I know my colleagues believe 
it too. 

Pass this bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

Chair assumed that the gentleman 
yielded an additional 30 seconds. 

Mr. HOEKSTRA. No, I did not yield 
an additional 30 seconds. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair is corrected. 

Mr. HOEKSTRA. The gentleman ap-
preciates the generosity of the Chair. 

Mr. REYES. Mr. Speaker, don’t 
worry, they snooker us all the time. 

Mr. Speaker, it’s now my privilege to 
yield to the distinguished chairman of 
the Judiciary Committee 11⁄2 minutes. 

Mr. CONYERS. Let me assure the 
gentleman from Michigan (Mr. ROG-
ERS), and everyone in the House, that I 
do not hate the Attorney General, and 
I do not hate the President of the 
United States. I disagree strongly with 
what they are doing and doing to the 
Constitution, but I do not hate them. I 
just want the RECORD to show that. 

I am offended by the gentleman sug-
gesting this on the floor of the House. 

Secondly, I was advised by my friend 
from California that reverse targeting 
isn’t in the bill, so we don’t have to 
worry about it. Well, of course it isn’t 
in the bill. If they did that, you would 
be over here arguing the same thing I 
am. 
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But what is in the bill at section 

105(a) is, nothing in the definition of 
electronic surveillance under section 
101(f) shall be construed to encompass 
surveillance directed at a person rea-
sonably believed to be located outside 
of the United States. 

There is your reverse targeting that 
is in this bill. They didn’t name it that 
way, but I think we can read the 
English language sufficiently. 

I thank the gentleman. 
Mr. HOEKSTRA. Mr. Speaker, I am 

not sure if it is in order, but I would 
like to ask unanimous consent, recog-
nizing the generosity of the Chair to 
this side, that my colleague from the 
State of Michigan also be given an ad-
ditional 30 seconds. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Michigan? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. HOEKSTRA. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

1 minute to my colleague from Arizona 
(Mr. FLAKE). 

Mr. FLAKE. I rise in perhaps reluc-
tant support of the measure tonight. I 
rise reluctantly because I supported a 
lot of the Democrat proposal yester-
day, save one piece. I didn’t believe 
that FISA should be inserted where it 
hasn’t been inserted already, but I do 
believe FISA should govern foreign sur-
veillance when it comes in contact 
with an American. 

I am troubled that this legislation 
does not have language which would 
allow the Inspector General to actually 
report to Congress. That’s how we 
learned that there were abuses going 
on in the national security letter divi-
sion or department. But I am con-
vinced by the testimony that I have 
heard, the briefings that I have gone 
to, that we do need to move forward. 

I see this as an interim measure and 
hope to come back in 180 days and put 
in additional protections. But in the 
meantime, feel that we do need to 
move forward and we need the make 
sure that we are catching the intel-
ligence that we need to. 

Mr. REYES. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 
minute to the gentleman from Wash-
ington (Mr. INSLEE). 

Mr. INSLEE. Mr. Speaker, this is not 
the United Nations of Alberto 
Gonzales, it is the United States of 
America. 

In America, we do not allow Alberto 
Gonzales to listen to our phone con-
versations while we are sitting in our 
living room talking to our daughter 
anywhere in the world without judicial 
review, and that’s what this bill does. 

In America, we do not allow Alberto 
Gonzales to intercept our e-mail con-
versations to our business partners 
anywhere in the world without some 
kind of judicial review. In America, we 
have that concept because we under-
stand people who can make mistakes. 

I base my principle on fundamental 
tenet that the Americans trust the 

United States Constitution more than 
they trust Alberto Gonzales. What Ben-
jamin Franklin said still holds true, 
those who would give up essential lib-
erty to purchase a little temporary 
safety deserve neither liberty and safe-
ty. He was right then. He is right now. 

Don’t pass this bill. Come back and 
have something that allows surveil-
lance with protections from our judi-
cial system. 

Mr. HOEKSTRA. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
1 minute to the gentleman from New 
York (Mr. FOSSELLA). 

Mr. FOSSELLA. I remember after 
9/11 how there was a lot of finger point-
ing as to who made mistakes and who 
caused it, where was the intelligence 
community, where were our defenses? 

Isn’t that what this is all about, try-
ing to put in place mechanisms to en-
sure and to allow our intelligence com-
munity to stop another attack? Isn’t 
this what it’s all about to protect the 
American people and not to have so 
many police officers and firefighters 
rush into a burning and collapsing 
building? 

Just remember one thing. On 9/11, 
aside from a tragedy that occurred 
that day, about 3,000 kids lost a parent, 
450 kids on Staten Island alone. Just 
think of how many missed birthdays 
there are, missed weddings, missed 
graduations, 3,000 kids lost a parent be-
cause of what happened on that day. 

Shouldn’t we be standing united to 
ensure that not one more kid in this 
country loses their parents because 
some terrorist wants to blow up a 
building in this country? Shouldn’t we 
err on the side of giving our folks the 
power to stop that? 

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 
minutes to Mr. SCOTT of Virginia, the 
chairman of the Crime, Terrorism, an 
Homeland Security Subcommittee on 
Judiciary. 

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. I thank the 
gentleman for yielding. 

Mr. Speaker, last night we considered 
a bill that the Director of National In-
telligence said provided everything we 
needed. We didn’t pass that bill, and 
here we are today. 

This bill, unfortunately, does more 
than what’s needed. It really lets the 
Director of National Intelligence and 
the Attorney General to kind of use 
their imagination to decide when sur-
veillance is appropriate without any 
meaningful review. 

This bill will allow warrantless col-
lection of personal data, e-mails, Inter-
net usage, and allows the Attorney 
General and the Director of National 
Intelligence to do data mining, Inter-
net usage monitoring, reading e-mails 
or otherwise acquiring information on 
every American, even domestic com-
munications, as long as they determine 
that the surveillance is gathering for-
eign intelligence, that’s not terrorism 
information, that’s anything involving 
diplomacy, concerning someone 

abroad, not someone who is abroad. It 
could be a conversation, if the con-
versation concerns someone abroad. 
It’s helpful just to read the language of 
the bill. 

Section 105(b)(a), notwithstanding 
any other law, the Director of National 
Intelligence and the Attorney General 
may, for periods of up to 1 year, au-
thorize the acquisition of foreign intel-
ligence information concerning persons 
reasonably believed to be outside the 
United States if the Director of Na-
tional Intelligence and Attorney Gen-
eral determine, based on information, 
so on and so forth, that, among other 
things, that the information that they 
are gathering is that a significant pur-
pose is the acquisition of foreign intel-
ligence, doesn’t even have to be the 
main purpose, just a significant pur-
pose. 

There is no meaningful oversight. 
They just have to determine that and 
put it in writing. Then they can listen 
in. 

In terms of the reverse targeting, the 
language that the gentleman used 
makes it clear that if they are talking 
to somebody outside, they can listen to 
someone domestically. 

Mr. HOEKSTRA. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
3 minutes to a valued member of the 
committee, Mr. THORNBERRY. 

Mr. THORNBERRY. Mr. Speaker, 
just briefly to the gentleman from Vir-
ginia’s point, the very next section on 
that page says this does not include 
electronic surveillance. 

The operative part of this bill is a 
short paragraph which essentially 
brings up the checks and balances that 
were originally in the 1978 FISA and 
brings it up to 2007 technology. That is 
what’s going on here. 

Now, there are some people who do 
not agree with the checks and balances 
that were in the 1978 FISA. Some peo-
ple think it went too far one way, some 
people think it went too far another 
way. 

This bill does not touch that. What it 
does is it just brings up those same 
checks and balances with the way we 
communicate today, and the way that 
technology has changed. 

Mr. Speaker, I think it’s important 
to emphasize what’s going on here. In-
formation is the critical element, 
which allows us to defend the country, 
which allows troops to operate in the 
field, which allows Homeland Security 
folks of all sorts to defend us against 
terrorism. 

We are not collecting, today, the in-
formation we were able to collect a 
short while ago. Most of us would 
agree, not all of us, but most of us 
would agree it’s information we should 
be collecting from foreign targets in 
foreign countries. The heart of the 
problem is a law that has not kept up 
with technology. 

Now, there have been efforts for 
many months in this Chamber to try to 
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update that law. Last September, the 
gentlelady from New Mexico (Mrs. WIL-
SON) had a bill which passed this House, 
which was a comprehensive bill, more 
than 40 pages, that tried to fix this law. 

Unfortunately, that did not get 
signed into law and the chairman of In-
telligence Committee says that we are 
going to get back to that more com-
prehensive view. But while we are wait-
ing for that, the danger persists, and 
the danger grows. 

Now we have a very small bill, just a 
few pages, that tries to close the gap 
between the intelligence we need to 
keep us safe and the intelligence we are 
getting. It doesn’t do everything, it 
doesn’t do nearly as much as I would 
like to do, but it does close the gap at 
a critical time. 

It’s important, even with that lim-
ited bill, it’s important to get the de-
tails right. That’s why, for all of the 
talk we have heard about what the Di-
rector of National Intelligence has or 
has not said, the only thing we have in 
writing is the bill we considered last 
night did not enable him to do his job, 
but he says this bill will. 

Mr. Speaker, I wish passing this bill 
would guarantee we will not suffer an-
other terrorist attack. It won’t, but it 
will provide a significant step towards 
getting the information we need and 
the information that the troops in the 
field need. It’s worth passing tonight. 

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
30 seconds to the gentleman from Vir-
ginia (Mr. SCOTT). 

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, 
the former speaker indicated that I 
didn’t read the whole section where he 
said that acquisition does not con-
stitute electronic surveillance. That’s 
true, it doesn’t include wiretap, but it 
does include searches, e-mail review, 
all kinds of data mining so long as it’s 
not electronic surveillance. 

This is overly broad. It can happen in 
the United States so long as it con-
cerns someone we reasonably believe to 
be outside of the United States. It 
doesn’t even have to be the primary 
purpose of the search. It can be a sig-
nificant purpose of the search. 

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
11⁄2 minutes to the former ranking 
member of the Intelligence Committee, 
Ms. HARMAN. 

Ms. HARMAN. I thank the gentleman 
for yielding and commend him for his 
steadfast protection of civil liberties in 
this country. 

Mr. Speaker, in June, I received the 
CIA Seal Medal, the Agency’s highest 
civilian award. As one who lives and 
breathes security issues, this was a tre-
mendous honor which I share with the 
courageous women and men of the in-
telligence community, serving in unac-
companied posts in austere locations 
around the world. 

I have visited them and thank them 
again for their bravery and selfless pa-
triotism. Why do I mention this? Be-

cause the issue before us is funda-
mental to our efforts to track terror-
ists and to ensure that our freedoms 
and liberties are protected in the proc-
ess. 
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Only a handful of us in this House are 
fully briefed on the Terrorist Surveil-
lance Program, a program which gives 
those who implement it incredible 
tools to find people who would harm us 
or to engage in unprecedented viola-
tions of Americans’ constitutional 
rights for improper, ideological, or po-
litical purposes. 

Mr. Speaker, the Senate-passed bill 
punts on the need for a clear legal 
framework, to check and balance un-
fettered executive power. In my view, 
we are drilling down to bedrock prin-
ciple here, and sadly we in this House 
appear poised to repeat the Senate’s 
mistake. 

We can track terrorist communica-
tions, and we must, but we must do 
this without starting down the slippery 
slope to potential unprecedented abuse 
of innocent Americans’ privacy. This is 
our challenge, and work starts today 
on building the bipartisan support nec-
essary to do a crucial course correction 
by the time this bill sunsets. 

Mr. HOEKSTRA. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
3 minutes to the gentlelady from New 
Mexico, who has been a champion on 
this issue and leading the effort to get 
us to where we are tonight, Mrs. WIL-
SON. 

Mrs. WILSON of New Mexico. Mr. 
Speaker, I think it is important for 
people to understand why we are here 
tonight. In April of this year, the Di-
rector of National Intelligence, Admi-
ral Mike McConnell, came to the Con-
gress and said, we have a problem, and 
the only thing that can fix that prob-
lem is legislation. We have an intel-
ligence gap. There are things that we 
should be listening to that we are miss-
ing. Over the intervening months, we 
came to discover that the gap was larg-
er than any of us suspected. 

FISA, the Foreign Intelligence Sur-
veillance Act, is frozen in time in 1978. 
While it has been updated since then in 
some respects, the basic structure of 
treating wire communications dif-
ferently than over-the-air communica-
tions is still there. In 1978, the phone 
was on the wall in the kitchen, and 
blackberries grew on bushes. Tech-
nology has changed, and we have not 
kept pace by changing the law. 

FISA was never intended to acquire 
warrants for foreigners in foreign coun-
tries just because the point of access 
was in the United States. And FISA 
court judges have told us and expressed 
frustration that they are spending so 
much of their time dealing with for-
eigners in foreign countries. We need to 
update this law. 

The bill before us would continue to 
require warrants on people in the 

United States. Let me say that again. 
The bill before us would continue to re-
quire warrants on people in the United 
States. It would stop requiring war-
rants on people reasonably believed to 
be outside of the United States. 

That is the problem. 
There are procedures in the bill that 

must be reviewed by the FISA court for 
compliance with the law and reason-
ableness. It has a 180-sunset, which 
puts the obligation on us as a Congress 
to review the implementation of this 
law, to learn from that experience, to 
see if it works, and to monitor imple-
mentation. 

Now, we do not all agree in this 
House. That is very natural for our 
self-governing Republic. But on the 
floor tonight and yesterday, there are 
some Members who have questioned 
the integrity and the independence of 
the Director of National Intelligence. 
He is a retired admiral of 40 years’ 
service who has come back to take a 
job, at a considerable pay cut probably, 
to serve his country. And while it may 
not violate the rules of the House to 
question his integrity and his inde-
pendence, those words do bring dis-
credit to this House. 

The bill we have before us tonight 
got 60 votes in the United States Sen-
ate, 16 from Democrats. The Director 
of National Intelligence has told us 
that it will close the gap that must be 
closed to give our intelligence commu-
nity the tools they need to keep us 
safe. I would ask my colleagues to sup-
port it. 

Mr. REYES. Mr. Speaker, I now yield 
11⁄2 minutes to the gentleman from 
Rhode Island (Mr. LANGEVIN). 

Mr. LANGEVIN. Mr. Speaker, this 
past week the Director of National In-
telligence came before the Congress 
and told us that there was an impor-
tant gap in our Nation’s intelligence 
capabilities. So we responded swiftly, 
by crafting legislation tailored to con-
cerns outlined by Director McConnell. 
We did what the Director of National 
Intelligence asked us to do: we drafted 
legislation that protected America. 

But we also did one thing that the 
administration did not ask us to do: we 
protected the Constitution; we pro-
tected civil liberties. Because we be-
lieve that you can both protect the Na-
tion and the liberties upon which it 
was founded. 

Regrettably, that is not the legisla-
tion that is before you today. This bill 
undermines longstanding protections 
for the civil liberties of Americans. It 
sweeps aside constitutional norms that 
have governed the relationship between 
the people and the government since 
its founding. It puts all domestic spy-
ing power back in the hands of Alberto 
Gonzales. Now, that ought to scare ev-
erybody. It scares me. It makes FISA a 
rubber stamp for the Attorney General, 
and it fails to provide for adequate 
oversight of the activities that it au-
thorizes. 
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I urge my colleagues to vote against 

the Senate bill that is before us to-
night so that we can once again bring 
up the House bill that strikes a balance 
between protecting America from ter-
rorists and preserving our civil lib-
erties. 

Mr. HOEKSTRA. Mr. Speaker, may I 
inquire as to how much time is left for 
each of the three Members. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Michigan has 13⁄4 minutes; 
Mr. CONYERS from Michigan has 51⁄4 
minutes; Mr. REYES has 31⁄4 minutes. 

Mr. HOEKSTRA. Mr. Speaker, I re-
serve the balance of my time. 

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, I am 
pleased to recognize the gentleman 
from North Carolina (Mr. WATT), a dis-
tinguished member of the Judiciary, 
for 1 minute. 

Mr. WATT. Mr. Speaker, in North 
Carolina at 9:35 on a Saturday night, I 
doubt that there are any people who 
are worried about what this Congress is 
doing to their constitutional rights, 
and probably that is so for people 
throughout America. I doubt that 
many of them understand what a FISA 
court is. But what they do understand 
is they don’t want to entrust their con-
stitutional rights to the Attorney Gen-
eral Alberto Gonzales. They don’t trust 
him, and rightfully so. 

So when Mr. ISSA says that we worry 
about what the terrorists might be 
thinking tomorrow, I worry about what 
they might be thinking tonight, be-
cause they must be thinking: You 
know, we might have won the battle, 
because we have the United States re-
acting and giving up its constitutional 
rights. 

Vote against this bill. 
Mr. HOEKSTRA. I reserve the bal-

ance of my time. 
Mr. REYES. Mr. Speaker, I yield 11⁄2 

minutes to a member of our com-
mittee, the gentlelady from Illinois 
(Ms. SCHAKOWSKY). 

Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. This bill is an 
offense to the Constitution that we are 
sworn to protect. Let me tell you what 
we are voting on tonight. 

If we pass this bill, we are voting for 
the warrantless, that means no court 
order, warrantless surveillance of our 
phone calls, a warrantless collection of 
personal data, e-mails, and Internet 
usage, the evisceration of the power of 
the Foreign Intelligence Surveillance 
court, and making it little more than a 
rubber stamp for Alberto Gonzales. Are 
these the principles our Nation was 
built on? 

Our Founding Fathers knew better. 
John Adams: ‘‘A Constitution of gov-

ernment once changed from freedom 
can never be restored. Liberty, once 
lost, is lost forever.’’ 

We have Thomas Jefferson: ‘‘I would 
rather be exposed to the inconven-
iences attending too much liberty than 
to those attending too small a degree 
of it.’’ 

And, finally, Ben Franklin: ‘‘They 
that can give up essential liberty to ob-
tain a little temporary safety deserve 
neither liberty nor safety.’’ 

We can have liberty and safety. The 
House Democrats offered that plan. We 
should heed the word of our Founding 
Fathers and reject this legislation. 

Mr. HOEKSTRA. I reserve the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, we are 
pleased to yield to the gentleman from 
Tennessee, Mr. STEVE COHEN, 1 minute. 

Mr. COHEN. Mr. Speaker, I think it 
has well been addressed here the dan-
gers that this side of the aisle and pos-
sibly some well-meaning folks on the 
other side of the aisle have about the 
encroachment on the Constitution that 
this bill will have. What it basically 
does is take judges out of the process. 
When we fear judges, we have got a real 
problem in this country, and from a 
court that routinely approves all re-
quests made of it, the FISA court. 

On our walls enshrined forever are 
the words of Judge Lewis Brandeis in 
1928. Judge Brandeis said: ‘‘The great-
est danger to liberty lurks in insidious 
encroachment by men of zeal, well- 
meaning, but without understanding.’’ 

The greatest danger to liberty lurks 
in insidious encroachment by men of 
zeal, well-meaning, without under-
standing. I am afraid in Attorney Gen-
eral Gonzales we have somebody with-
out understanding and maybe not even 
well-meaning. And the problem is, he 
should resign, because he is jeopard-
izing the security of this country, be-
cause the people of this country and 
most of the Members of this Congress 
don’t trust him with additional powers. 
He should resign. 

Mr. HOEKSTRA. I reserve the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
to the distinguished gentleman from 
Minnesota, KEITH ELLISON, 1 minute. 

Mr. ELLISON. Mr. Speaker, the right 
of the people to be secure in their per-
sons, houses, papers, and effects 
against unreasonable searches and sei-
zures shall not be violated, and no war-
rant shall issue but upon probable 
cause, supported by oath or affirma-
tion, and particularly describing the 
place to be searched and the persons or 
things to be seized. 

Mr. Speaker, I remind us of those 
words in our Constitution tonight, be-
cause I believe that this Senate bill has 
forgotten about them. I remind us of 
these words because, as I consider this 
bill before us today, the administra-
tion, this legislation would allow the 
NSA warrantless access virtually to all 
international communications of 
Americans with anyone outside the 
U.S., including Americans, as long as 
the government declared that the sur-
veillance was directed at people which 
includes foreigners or citizens reason-
ably believed to be located outside the 
U.S., a definition which covers literally 
billions of people. 

Mr. HOEKSTRA. I reserve the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. REYES. Mr. Speaker, I now yield 
11⁄4 minutes to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania who serves on the Armed 
Services Committee, Mr. SESTAK. 

Mr. SESTAK. Mr. Speaker, through 
my 31 years in the military, I came to 
understand throughout this world how 
much we are respected for the power of 
our military, for the power of our econ-
omy, and admired for the power of our 
ideals. 

After I became head of the Navy’s 
antiterrorism unit after 9/11, I came to 
truly understand the value of data 
mining facilitated by eavesdropping 
properly done. But I relearned the les-
son I had learned at the White House as 
Director of Defense Policy, as intel-
ligence officers came forward to the 
President, that seldom does one need a 
one-armed intelligence officer. In their 
gray world, it is often on the one hand, 
but on the other hand. Therefore, you 
often press for more intelligence. When 
I went into Afghanistan with the CIA 
and we had millions of dollars to buy 
loyalty on that ground, we wanted all 
the intelligence. But I know the FISA 
system, and that is giving to them the 
ability to give it. 

What we did is we met with my col-
league from the Navy, Admiral McCon-
nell. We facilitated the ease by which 
we could do this. The bill we voted on 
last night is the right bill. It gives the 
proper balance. It gives the ability to 
the President to come and do his intel-
ligence seeking, even coming later if he 
must, to the FISA court. 

My concern is what Benjamin Frank-
lin said: Those who give up liberty for 
the sake of security deserve neither 
liberty nor security. 

b 2145 

Mr. HOEKSTRA. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
1 minute to my colleague, Mr. TIAHRT. 

Mr. TIAHRT. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman from Michigan for yield-
ing. 

This bill is a good bill and it is need-
ed to fill the gap. 

I have heard a lot of hate for Attor-
ney General Gonzales and the Presi-
dent tonight, but legislation should not 
be written based on one individual or 
two individuals. 

In 1995 the Republican majority 
didn’t pass legislation because Attor-
ney General Janet Reno took credit for 
the fiasco in Waco when more than 20 
children were burned to death. We 
didn’t write legislation because govern-
ment agents shot to death a woman 
holding her child in Ruby Ridge, Idaho. 
Instead, we went ahead and did the 
right thing. And tonight, Attorney 
General Gonzales shouldn’t have any-
thing to do with the legislation we are 
going to pass because the leaks and the 
lawsuits that have occurred from lib-
eral Democrats have placed this coun-
try in jeopardy. 
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Do you realize we don’t listen to the 

terrorist calls like we used to, we don’t 
listen to e-mails or follow e-mails like 
we used to, we don’t follow terrorist fi-
nances like we used to because of these 
leaks and lawsuits from liberal Demo-
crats. But this legislation tonight will 
pass and it will fill the gap. 

If you don’t pass this legislation, you 
will be responsible for any attacks that 
could occur on America. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. PAS-
TOR). The Chair would advise Members 
that the gentleman from Michigan (Mr. 
HOEKSTRA) has 45 seconds remaining, 
the gentleman from Texas (Mr. REYES) 
has 45 seconds remaining, and the gen-
tleman from Michigan has 21⁄4 minutes 
remaining. The gentleman from Michi-
gan (Mr. CONYERS) has the right to 
close. 

Mr. REYES. Mr. Speaker, I am 
pleased to yield 30 seconds to the gen-
tleman from Oregon (Mr. WU). 

Mr. WU. Mr. Speaker, we teach 
American children that we ought to 
protect both our safety and our privacy 
with equal vigor, and tonight we fail 
these children and we fail future gen-
erations. 

The Senate bill before us empowers 
the Attorney General to authorize sur-
veillance. It empowers the Attorney 
General to develop the regulations 
guiding that surveillance. It empowers 
the Attorney General to audit the com-
pliance with his own guidelines. This 
bill makes Albert Gonzales the sheriff, 
the judge, and the jury. 

Americans expect accountability, 
that their private lives remain private, 
and that their government is one they 
need not fear. 

Mr. HOEKSTRA. Mr. Speaker, I re-
serve the balance of my time. 

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, it is 
with great pleasure that I yield 1 
minute to the majority leader of the 
House, STENY HOYER of Maryland. 

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the chairman for yielding. 

I want to thank the chairman of the 
Judiciary Committee, one of our most 
senior Members and a gentleman who 
is deeply committed to civil liberties 
and the protections being accorded 
that our Constitution guarantees to 
every citizen. 

I also want to thank Mr. REYES, the 
chairman of the Intelligence Com-
mittee, an individual who has been in-
volved in law enforcement all of his life 
before coming to the Congress of the 
United States, who understands the ne-
cessity for constraints on those in 
power. 

We all understand as well the threat 
that confronts us from terrorism. And 
every Member of this body, without ex-
ception, wants to assure the safety and 
security of our homeland and of our 
people. Every Member of this body 
wants to assure that we have given to 
those in charge of protecting this coun-
try the tools necessary to accomplish 
that objective. 

Our Founding Fathers were con-
vinced that if we worked hard at it and 
cooperatively, that we could accom-
plish both of those objectives. 

I want to congratulate Mr. REYES 
and Mr. CONYERS for working hard at 
this. I participated myself, as I have 
said the other day when we passed an-
other bill, to accomplish what I be-
lieved was much better as far as both 
objectives. 

I believe that every Member in this 
House wants to protect America. Each 
of us will exercise our judgment when 
this vote comes on whether or not this 
bill is supportable given what I think is 
the failure to pay attention, as it 
should have, to the constitutional pro-
tections while focusing on the protec-
tions against terrorism and against 
those who would harm and undermine 
the interests of our country. I regret 
that. 

I spent time talking to Admiral 
McConnell. ROY BLUNT, my friend, and 
I spent time talking to Admiral 
McConnell. We spent time reviewing 
the legislation. I believe that we could 
reach agreement. I will tell my friends 
here that I think if we had been dealing 
with Admiral McConnell, that we 
would have reached agreement. It be-
came evident, however, that that was 
not the case. I say that candidly and 
disappointedly. It became obvious that 
we were dealing with the administra-
tion. There are many of us in this 
House who believe the administration 
has focused on the security interests, 
unfortunately to the exclusion too 
often of the constitutional require-
ments. 

I will be voting against this legisla-
tion, not because I don’t want to give 
the tools to our security apparatus 
that I think they need, that I want 
them to have, that I think the Amer-
ican people expect us to make sure 
they have, but because I believe we 
have not reached the balance that our 
Founding Fathers expected. 

Now, there would be some on my side 
and many on the other side who will 
vote for this legislation. From my per-
spective, however, we have much work 
that remains to be done. Mr. REYES, 
Mr. CONYERS, and Mr. HOEKSTRA will be 
working very hard during the coming 
days to fashion permanent legislation. 

This legislation is for 6 months. And 
my plea to each one of us on this floor 
and to the administration is to work 
together to ensure that we protect 
both the American public from terror-
ists and, as our Founding Fathers ex-
pected our Constitution to do and as 
conservatives have always focused at-
tention on, protecting our people from 
the excesses and abuse of those to 
whom we give power in this country. 
Because we have done that through the 
decades and centuries, our country is 
unique and respected for that protec-
tion of liberty and freedom. 

So I urge my colleagues, whatever 
the outcome on this floor tonight, as 

we proceed over the next few months, 
let us work together as Americans 
committed to both of those objectives. 

Mr. HOEKSTRA. Mr. Speaker, I sub-
mit for the RECORD a statement by the 
Director of National Intelligence, Mr. 
Mike McConnell, of August 3. 

I look forward to working with my 
colleagues on crafting permanent legis-
lation. 

STATEMENT BY THE DIRECTOR OF NATIONAL 
INTELLIGENCE, MR. MIKE MCCONNELL 

I have reviewed the proposal that the 
House of Representatives is expected to vote 
on this afternoon to modify the Foreign In-
telligence Surveillance Act. The House pro-
posal is unacceptable, and I strongly oppose 
it. 

The House proposal would not allow me to 
carry out my responsibility to provide warn-
ing and to protect the Nation, especially in 
our heightened threat environment. 

I urge Members of Congress to support the 
legislation I provided last evening to modify 
FISA and to equip our Intelligence Commu-
nity with the tools we need to protect our 
Nation.

Mr. Speaker, I yield the balance of 
my time to the distinguished minority 
leader, Mr. BOEHNER. 

Mr. BOEHNER. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
my colleague for yielding. 

Mr. Speaker and my colleagues, we 
live in a dangerous world. If you have 
read the National Intelligence Report 
or if you have read reports of it, you 
understand the growth of al Qaeda not 
only in the Middle East but around the 
world. You have read about other orga-
nizations in other parts of the world, 
radical jihadist movements aimed at 
killing Americans and our allies both 
here and abroad. 

Our intelligence capabilities are the 
first line in our defense of providing 
safety and security to the American 
people and information to our troops 
around the world who are out there on 
the front lines being the beacons of 
hope and opportunity for those who 
live in very oppressed areas of the 
world. 

Today all of us know that we have a 
gap in our intelligence-gathering oper-
ations. I believe that the bill we de-
feated last night was the right move on 
behalf of the House because it would 
not have provided our intelligence 
agencies the tools they needed to pro-
tect the American people and to pro-
vide the information to help protect 
our troops and to give them the infor-
mation they need to win the war 
against terrorists. 

I believe that the bill, crafted by our 
colleagues in the Senate in a bipartisan 
way, that we are dealing with here to-
night does, in fact, give our intel-
ligence agencies the tools they need to 
help keep Americans safe, to help pro-
vide the tools for our men and women 
around the world as they are out there 
doing their job to protect the American 
people and to win the war against ter-
rorism. 

We all know there is an increased 
threat of terrorism here in our coun-
try. We all know that we are expected 
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to be more vigilant. Why should we tie 
the hands of our intelligence-gathering 
capability at a time when we are facing 
an increasing threat? 

I believe that the bill we have here 
before us does give our agencies the 
tools they need. This bill is only for 6 
months. Six months. We have a lot of 
work to do to modernize the under-
lying bill in order to put in place a sys-
tem that allows us to collect the infor-
mation we need while protecting the 
rights of the American people. 

We are dealing with the right bill to-
night. It deserves the support of all of 
our Members, and I would urge my col-
leagues to support it. 

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, I am 
pleased now to yield 1 minute to a dis-
tinguished member of our Judiciary 
Committee, the gentlewoman from 
Florida (Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ). 

Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. Mr. 
Speaker, 21⁄2 years ago, this body, dur-
ing another congressional recess, de-
bated and passed a bill that dealt with 
the right to privacy: the Terri Schiavo 
legislation. The Republican Congress 
shredded the right to privacy in the 
Constitution then, and many Members 
regretted their vote because they got 
home and faced their constituents that 
were aghast at what we had done. 

This bill is far worse because it 
treads on all Americans’ civil liberties 
and their right to privacy. It allows 
warrantless wiretaps with no prior 
court review. It allows the government 
to spy on Americans without suspicion 
of their wrongdoing. It allows the gov-
ernment to force telecommunication 
companies to conduct the eaves-
dropping. 

We need to adopt a wiretap program 
that protects our constitutional rights. 
Do we trust this administration with 
respecting the privacy of Americans 
and not casting the widest net pos-
sible? When do we say ‘‘this far and no 
farther’’? 

Voting for this bill lets the terrorists 
win. It lets them force us to choke off 
our citizens’ rights. Americans want 
us, as they have repeatedly shown, to 
uphold the finest example of democ-
racy and civil liberties the world has 
ever known. 

Don’t let the terrorists win. Vote 
against this bill. Adopt a surveillance 
program that protects our citizens and 
our rights. 

Mr. REYES. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self the balance of my time. 

Mr. Speaker, the preferable legisla-
tion we debated yesterday. Having 
done that, we are going to do vigorous 
oversight over this legislation we have 
debated tonight, and we are going to do 
our best to bring permanent legislation 
at the end of September. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself the balance of my time. 

This measure fails because it allows 
targeting under section 105(a). This 

measure fails because it contains no 
guidelines that are missing in 105(b). 

Mr. KUCINICH., Mr. Speaker, I wish to 
make clear my opposition to H.R. 3356, the 
Improving Foreign Intelligence Surveillance to 
Defend the Nation and the Constitution Act of 
2007, and S. 1927, both of which I proudly 
voted against. 

This legislation must be opposed because 
the Bush administration cannot be trusted with 
any additional surveillance powers. This ad-
ministration has actively violated the Foreign 
Intelligence Surveillance Act by engaging in 
surveillance of Americans without warrants. 
And the administration violated our Constitu-
tion by hiding this fact from Congress and the 
American public. 

The only legislation that should come to the 
floor in this Congress is legislation that would 
limit the powers of this rogue presidency. 
Democrats must challenge the President and 
take back the power granted to Congress by 
the Constitution. 

Instead this Congress has given into the 
fear tactics of the administration. Those who 
use fear to gain power are themselves sub-
verting democracy. This Congress must not 
accept this false choice and defend Americans 
and their Constitution from the politics of fear. 

The Democrats cannot shrink from this fight. 
We must demand that the President cease his 
attacks on our civil liberties. 

For these reasons Mr. Speaker I opposed 
this legislation and I will oppose all future at-
tempts by this body to pass gratuitous, fear 
provoking legislation that sanctions oppression 
against the American people. 

Ms. HIRONO. Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong 
opposition to S. 1927. This bill represents a 
shocking and grave invasion of long-held con-
stitutional rights of American citizens that— 
until the abuses of this administration—have 
been regarded as sacrosanct and inviolable. 
This bill codifies violating the Fourth amend-
ment ‘‘right of the people to be secure in their 
person, homes, papers, and effects against 
unreasonable searches and seizures . . .’’ 

S. 1927 will permit the National Security 
Agency (NSA) to acquire and analyze all inter-
national communications of Americans, with-
out any meaningful judicial oversight. It will 
allow the NSA to gain warrantless and un-
checked access to virtually all international 
communications of Americans with anyone 
outside the United States. All the government 
has to do is to declare that the surveillance 
was directed at people—which includes for-
eigners and citizens alike—it ‘‘reasonably be-
lieved’’ to be located outside the United 
States. It doesn’t have to even target terror-
ists; all that the government needs to do is to 
determine that the purpose of the acquisition 
is to obtain ‘‘foreign intelligence information’’ 
outside the United States. These overly broad 
definitions covers millions of people—and po-
tentially millions of U.S. citizens—and the pur-
pose need not involve the surveillance of sus-
pected terrorists. We are giving the govern-
ment, and specifically this administration, en-
tirely too much power. 

One of the two people given extraordinary 
power to authorize these warrantless intru-
sions into our private communications is the 
Attorney General of the United States. 

Can we be assured that this Attorney Gen-
eral—or any Attorney General for that mat-

ter—will have the integrity and sound judg-
ment to faithfully carry out his or her respon-
sibilities in a way which will inflict the least 
possible harm to the constitutional rights of 
American citizens? 

Can we be assured that each Attorney Gen-
eral who is granted this power will have only 
the national security in mind, and not any po-
litical motivation in exercising his or her ex-
traordinary power? 

Mr. Speaker, we Americans don’t like gov-
ernments which spy on their people. This bill 
allows just that in our own country. I urge my 
colleagues to vote no on this bill. 

Mrs. CHRISTENSEN. Mr. Speaker, I stand 
in strong opposition to the S. 1927, the Senate 
FISA bill and urge all of my Democratic col-
leagues, who are the last remaining protectors 
and defenders of our Constitution and democ-
racy, to oppose it as well. 

Benjamin Franklin is quoted as having said 
something to the effect of, ‘‘He who would 
sacrifice liberty for security deserves neither.’’ 

Mr. Speaker, I would say that this bill before 
us purports to offer security, but what it does 
is it gives someone who has proven 
untrustworthy the ability to wiretap conversa-
tions of any one of us he deems a threat, and 
thus trashes the 4th amendment—something 
the President, Alberto Gonzales and all of us 
took an oath to uphold as part of our Constitu-
tion. 

I want to take this opportunity, Mr. Speaker, 
to remind everyone that President Bush and 
the Attorney General have every authority 
needed to do surveillance of any phone con-
versation or wire communication between per-
sons who they have substantive reason to 
suspect is involved in activities against our 
government and the American people. And 
they don’t even have to get the FISA court 
order before in cases where time lost would 
put us at increased risk; they can go ahead 
and go to the court up to 72 hours later. 

H.R. 3356, the bill we passed last night, 
was drafted with the input and blessing of Ad-
miral Mike McConnell before he was advised 
to oppose it by his Commander in Chief. It 
provides the authority he said would be what 
is needed, without trampling the rights that 
you, I and every American hold dear. 

I urge my colleagues to vote this measure 
down and bring back H.R. 3356 the bill the Di-
rector of National Intelligence says does what 
he, his office and our country needs. And 
should our Republican colleagues and the 
President prevail tonight, we ought to begin to-
night to reverse the overly broad authority 
given. 

Mr. UDALL of New Mexico. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise today with great remorse that we are con-
sidering the legislation before us. I believe that 
the basic foundation of our Nation is inex-
tricably linked between our national security 
and our civil liberties. Indeed, it was the very 
battle to secure our civil liberties that brought 
our Nation into being. Unfortunately, the cur-
rent Attorney General and the White House 
continue to obfuscate the line between these 
links by casting inflammatory rhetoric that has 
little basis in truth. 

And now we have bad legislation and few 
options. The Senate has sent this bill to us 
and has gone home, leaving the House in the 
position of considerable difficulty. The effort of 
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the House leadership in the last six months, 
and in particular in the past two weeks, has 
been one of compromise, of negotiation, and 
of listening, and the legislation upon which this 
body voted on yesterday demonstrated that. 
That is why I voted in favor of its passage. 
The legislation today is little more than an ill- 
advised attempt by the Senate at a quick fix 
that will do nothing to protect our civil liberties 
and everything to give the continued oppor-
tunity of threatening American citizens’ free-
doms. 

It is absolutely essential that the Congress 
deliberate extensively before reaching a final 
legislative conclusion on a matter of this mag-
nitude. As with my vote on the PATRIOT Act, 
I do not believe that changes to the FISA 
Court—and allowing the surveillance activity of 
the Attorney General to remain untethered and 
unchecked—should be supported simply due 
to the rhetoric of a few. I have supported the 
investigation of the Attorney General because 
I believe he has failed in his duties to protect 
the American people from a deterioration of 
our basic civil liberties. For all of these rea-
sons, I will vote against today’s legislation. 

Mr. UDALL of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, I re-
gret that I cannot vote for this bill. 

The bill is intended to provide a temporary 
response to the request of Admiral McConnell, 
Director of National Intelligence, for legislation 
to address what he says is a critical collection 
gap in our electronic surveillance capabilities. 

I think Congress should take such action. 
That is why on August 3rd I voted for the 
House version of the legislation. That bill was 
supported by a majority of the House. How-
ever, it was considered under a procedure re-
quiring a two-thirds vote, so our Republican 
colleagues, taking their lead from President 
Bush, were able to block it—and so now we 
are considering this different version, which 
has already passed the Senate. 

Like the version I voted for earlier, this bill 
would make clear that no warrant or court 
order is required for our intelligence agencies 
to monitor communications between people lo-
cated outside the United States, even if those 
communications pass through the United 
States or the surveillance device is located 
within the United States. The point of this clar-
ification is to resolve doubts about the status 
of communications between foreign persons 
located overseas that pass through routing 
stations here in the United States. 

I have no reservation in supporting this clari-
fication to help resolve questions related to 
changes in communications technology since 
enactment of the Foreign Intelligence Surveil-
lance Act, or FISA. And I think it is useful that 
the bill reiterates that individual warrants, 
based on probable cause, are required when 
surveillance is directed at individuals in the 
United States. 

However, this Senate bill would go much 
further than the House version. It would allow 
interception, without warrants, of communica-
tions between someone in the United States 
and a foreign party suspected of involvement 
in ‘‘foreign intelligence’’ matters, which is 
broader and less precise than the requirement 
that the party be suspected in connections to 
a terrorist group such as al-Qaida. 

I am not convinced such a sweeping grant 
of authority is justified, and cannot support it. 

The bill does require a warrant from the 
special FISA court for surveillance of a U.S. 
resident who is the chief target of the surveil-
lance. And the bill requires involvement of the 
Director of National Intelligence, as well as the 
Attorney General, in approving surveillance, 
rather than just the Attorney General alone as 
the Administration wanted. In that regard, it is 
not as troublesome as it might have been. 
However, again, I am not convinced that its 
safeguards of Americans’ privacy and civil lib-
erties are adequate. 

I greatly regret that our Republican col-
leagues made it impossible for the House to 
pass a better version of this legislation. I rec-
ognize that the bill before us is not a perma-
nent measure, but will expire in six months. 
Nonetheless, while I do think Congress should 
act on this subject, I cannot support this bill as 
it stands. 

Mrs. WILSON of New Mexico. Mr. Speaker, 
today we will pass the Senate version of a bill 
to modernize the Foreign Intelligence Surveil-
lance Act (FISA). Because I have been ac-
tively involved in the crafting of this legislation 
and the review of the FISA law over the last 
two years, I feel it is important to be very clear 
about our legislative intent on some key 
points. 

The legislation is intended to make clear 
that our intelligence agencies do not need a 
warrant from the Foreign Intelligence Surveil-
lance Court to target people for electronic sur-
veillance who are reasonably believed to be 
located outside of the United States. 

While the law prior to these amendments 
does not require warrants on communications 
between foreigners in foreign countries, be-
cause technology has changed, it is only in 
rare circumstances that our agencies can tell 
in advance that there is no chance that a tar-
get will not call a number in America. Because 
they can’t tell in advance that the targeted 
communication is not to an American and 
there is no ‘‘safe harbor’’ in the current law, 
they are forced to get warrants to avoid poten-
tially committing a crime. As a result, increas-
ingly, our intelligence agencies have been 
forced to get warrants on foreign targets in for-
eign countries. The foreign intelligence surveil-
lance court is increasingly spending time ap-
proving warrants on people who have no pri-
vacy rights under our Constitution in the first 
place. 

Because of recent court decisions relying on 
the statute, this problem has become worse. 
This bill was intended to not require warrants 
if the target is reasonably believed to be lo-
cated outside the United States even if the 
point of the intercept or the technology used to 
intercept the communication is inside the 
United States. What matters is the location of 
the person who is communicating, not the lo-
cation of the communications device or the 
interception technology. 

The bill is also intended to retain very im-
portant protections of American civil liberties. If 
the target of a collection is a person in the 
United States, the government must get a 
warrant to intercept the content of that com-
munication, as required by current law. 

There was some concern during work on 
the bill about ‘‘reverse targeting’’. In its sim-
plest form, this could be ‘‘targeting’’ a foreign 
number frequently called by an American so 

that the government could collect the content 
of the American’s conversation. It is our inten-
tion that this ‘‘reverse targeting’’ would be ille-
gal under the statute. If the intent is to collect 
the content of communications of a U.S. per-
son who has an expectation of privacy, a war-
rant is required, even if the number targeted 
for that collection is a foreign number. 

With this new legislation, the role of the 
FISA Court is limited to reviewing the new pro-
cedures for collection, not approving individual 
warrants or micromanaging collection. The in-
tention is to have the Court review the proc-
ess, the protections of privacy and the audits 
in place to determine that they are satisfactory 
and in compliance with the law. The Court 
may also issue orders to assist the Govern-
ment in obtaining compliance with lawful direc-
tives to provide assistance under the bill, and 
review challenges to the legality of such direc-
tives. 

The legislation provides for compulsion cer-
tifications for telecommunications carriers. 
These compulsion certifications are intended 
to provide the same degree of legal protection 
as a FISA court order. 

This is a narrowly crafted change to FISA 
that fixes an immediate problem. The bill con-
tains a sunset and we must review how the 
law is being implemented during the early 
months to determine what, if any, other provi-
sions need to be changed. 

There are issues we must address when we 
reauthorize this legislation, including how the 
Congress should provide immunity, including 
retroactive immunity, for telecommunications 
carriers that are parties to lawsuits based on 
allegations that they assisted the government. 

Mr. KAGEN. Mr. Speaker, our Nation has 
faced many challenges in our history, and 
none more serious or deadly than our battle 
against violent extremists. Make no mistake, 
we must do whatever it takes to defend Amer-
ica and keep hostilities from our shores. We 
must be tough and we must be smart. We 
have the tough part right, and now more than 
ever we must be smart. 

The bill now before the House asks the 
American people to give up our Fourth 
amendment rights—without firing a single 
shot—even when the facts reveal we already 
have laws to allow intelligence agencies to 
protect all of us. 

The Senate-sponsored bills trades our 
Fourth amendment rights for a false promise 
of security. It pretends to offer our people the 
reassurance that the current Attorney Gen-
eral—a man few believe to be honorable or 
honest—will exercise good judgment in de-
fending all of us. 

Our Nation has lost faith in this administra-
tion’s competence, and has lost faith in the 
ability of President Bush to understand and 
obey the rule of law. Having lost our faith in 
this President, we must not lose our constitu-
tional rights as well. We must defend our Na-
tion, and we can continue to do so under the 
rule of law. 

Mr. ETHERIDGE. Mr. Speaker, I rise in sup-
port of S. 1927, a temporary bill to renew the 
Foreign Intelligence Surveillance Act of 1978, 
FISA, to provide procedures for authorizing 
certain acquisitions of foreign intelligence in-
formation. 

As a member of the Committee on Home-
land Security, I know that the recent National 
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Intelligence Estimate contains a stark warning 
about our vulnerability to terrorist attacks. S. 
1927 intends to fill an intelligence gap that ex-
ists in the original FISA law and due in part to 
a recent court ruling regarding the surveillance 
of foreign suspects. S. 1927 seeks to make 
clear the procedures for obtaining warrants for 
the surveillance of domestic and foreign ter-
rorist suspects. Reform in the intelligence- 
gathering arena is particularly necessary as 
the worlds of technology and communications 
rapidly change. Clearer laws and boundaries 
enable our intelligence agencies to respond 
swiftly against terror suspects. 

Although I believe in providing our intel-
ligence agencies with the necessary tools to 
protect our Nation from terrorism, I am also 
concerned that we do so without limiting 
Americans’ liberties and rights to privacy. Be-
cause of the seriousness of the threats we 
face, we cannot delay in giving needed direc-
tion to our intelligence agencies. However, I 
share many of my colleagues’ concerns with 
this bill. While S. 1927 includes a provision to 
sunset in 6 months, I support Speaker 
PELOSI’s call to the House Committee on the 
Judiciary and the House Permanent Select 
Committee on Intelligence to revisit this issue 
as soon as possible when Congress recon-
venes. Congress should continue to work to 
find a balance between protecting our Nation, 
and protecting the freedoms that have made 
our Nation great. 

Mr. MOORE of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to express my disappointment regarding 
the House of Representatives’ approval of S. 
1927, legislation greatly expanding the Bush 
Administration’s eavesdropping authority be-
yond even what Administration officials re-
quested. I urge the House Judiciary Com-
mittee to promptly consider and report im-
proved legislation that will provide the nec-
essary surveillance authority our intelligence 
services need to protect our nation, while pro-
tecting our citizens’ most basic expectation of 
privacy and fundamental civil liberties that are 
guaranteed by our constitution. Specifically, 
the Fourth Amendment to the U.S. Constitu-
tion states plainly: ‘‘The right of the people to 
be secure in their persons, houses, papers, 
and effects, against unreasonable searches 
and seizures, shall not be violated, and no 
Warrants shall issue, but upon probable 
cause, supported by Oath or affirmation, and 
particularly describing the place to be 
searched, and the persons or things to be 
seized.’’ 

I have been a longstanding supporter of ef-
forts to provide our intelligence and law en-
forcement agencies with all the necessary 
tools they need to monitor potential agents 
with terrorist intentions against the United 
States. Following the awful terrorist attacks of 
September 11, 2001, on our country, I joined 
356 of my House colleagues to vote for the 
USA PATRIOT Act of 2001 (P.L. 107–56). The 
legislation gave federal officials greater author-
ity to track and intercept communications, both 
for law enforcement and foreign intelligence 
gathering purposes. Among other additional 
provisions, the law also created new crimes, 
new penalties, and new procedural efficiencies 
for use against domestic and international ter-
rorists. 

The law contained, however, provisions that 
allowed for enhanced surveillance procedures 

that many citizens were concerned restricted 
civil liberties. I subsequently supported several 
amendments to various appropriations meas-
ures that would have improved civil liberties 
protections, namely: (1) Rep. BERNIE SANDERS’ 
amendment to fiscal year 2006 Science, State, 
Justice and Commerce Appropriations Act 
which would have exempted libraries and 
bookstores from section 215 of the PATRIOT 
Act while increasing congressional oversight; 
and (2) Rep. Butch Otter’s amendment to a 
fiscal year 2004 appropriations measure that 
would have prevented the use off section 213 
of the PATRIOT Act that extended so-called 
‘‘sneak and peek’’ authority to local police that 
previously was made available only to foreign 
intelligence investigators. Previously, police 
had to ‘‘knock and announce’’ their intention of 
searching before executing any warrant. Even 
though the Sanders amendment passed the 
House by a vote of 238–187, and the Otter 
amendment passed by a vote of 309–118, 
they both were unfortunately pulled from their 
respective appropriations measures before 
they were signed into law by the President. 

Several sections of the PATRIOT Act were 
set to expire on December 31, 2005, unless 
they were extended. These ‘‘sunset provi-
sions’’ included wiretapping privileges, sharing 
wiretap and foreign intelligence information, 
FISA authority and jurisdiction, voicemail war-
rants, and various other powers. On July 21, 
2005, the House approved H.R. 3199 by a 
vote of 257–171. This legislation would have 
made permanent 14 of the 16 provisions that 
were set to expire in 2005. The remaining two 
provisions, involving the government’s ability 
to use roving wiretaps and the government’s 
access to business and library records, were 
assigned 10-year sunsets, at which point they 
will either be renewed or will expire. While the 
majority of the sections remained unchanged, 
during consideration of this legislation, the 
House adopted a few measures that would 
help protect government abuses of civil lib-
erties. Among these were amendments that 
would require the Director of the FBI to per-
sonally review any and all requests for library 
or bookstore records under Section 215 of the 
PATRIOT Act, as well as an amendment that 
would allow the recipient of a national security 
letter (NSL) to consult with an attorney and 
challenge the issuance of the letter in court. I 
voted for both of these amendments. I voted 
against H.R. 3199, however, because I didn’t 
believe it was a good idea to make permanent 
policy for the United States concerning our 
fundamental rights and freedoms during ex-
traordinary times of war. We must never allow 
terrorists to alter the freedoms that define our 
country and make us the greatest nation in the 
world. 

On July 29, 2005, the Senate approved leg-
islation that would also make permanent 14 of 
the 16 provisions set to expire in 2005; how-
ever, it would have placed 4-year sunsets on 
the two remaining provisions and would have 
placed additional checks on government 
power that would help ensure the preservation 
of our valuable civil liberties. These two pieces 
of legislation were sent to a House-Senate 
conference committee to resolve their dif-
ferences; In December 2005, a new agree-
ment was reached in conference proposing 4- 
year expiration dates for the two provisions in-

volving the government’s ability to use roving 
wiretaps and the government’s access to busi-
ness and library records, as well as a 4-year 
sunset to a provision in the 2004 intelligence 
overhaul law (P.L. 108–458) that allows law 
enforcement to seek warrants against ‘‘lone 
wolf’’ terrorists not connected to foreign pow-
ers. On December 14, 2005, the House 
agreed to the conference report by a vote of 
251–174. I voted for the final version of the 
legislation because I was satisfied with the 
shorter expirations on some of the more con-
tentious provisions and I was concerned about 
the possible effect on our national security if 
these provisions of the PATRIOT Act were al-
lowed to expire. 

After being approved in the House, how-
ever, several members of the Senate re-
mained concerned about the government’s 
ability to acquire records and obtain adminis-
trative search warrants. Several Senators later 
announced an agreement they had reached 
with the White House, to make three changes 
to the previously agreed-to conference report 
relating to the government seizure of records. 
Specifically, these changes: (1) Allow recipi-
ents of a business records request to chal-
lenge a gag order, although to overturn it they 
would have to wait one year and prove the 
government acted in ‘‘bad faith’’; (2) remove a 
requirement that recipients of national security 
letters, which do not require court approval, 
disclose the name of any attorney they consult 
or intend to consult; and (3) clarify language in 
the 2001 law to ensure that libraries operating 
in traditional roles and not as Internet service 
providers would not be subject to national se-
curity letters. The House later agreed to these 
amendments by a vote of 280–138, which I 
supported. On March 9, 2006, President Bush 
signed the final version of H.R. 3199 (P.L. 
109–177) and the S. 2271 amendments (P.L. 
109–178) into law. 

In order to effectively fight the war on terror 
we need intelligence, but this intelligence 
should be gathered in a legal manner and 
consistent with our constitution. Traditionally, 
the NSA’s intelligence-gathering role has been 
limited to intercepting international commu-
nications as part of the government’s foreign 
spying activities. Under the 1978 Foreign Intel-
ligence Surveillance Act (FISA, P.L. 95–511), 
the federal government is required to obtain a 
warrant to conduct domestic wiretaps, but the 
NSA program disclosed by President Bush 
and his administration appears to have oper-
ated outside the FISA law. 

In the 109th Congress, Rep. HEATHER WIL-
SON introduced H.R. 5825, the Electronic Sur-
veillance Modernization Act. This legislation 
would have given the President expanded au-
thority to authorize electronic surveillance of 
communications by suspected terrorists with-
out first obtaining approval from the FISA 
court. Specifically, it allowed the President to 
authorize warrantless electronic surveillance 
for up to 90 days in three circumstances—an 
armed attack against the United States, a ter-
rorist attack against the United States, or if 
there is an ‘‘imminent threat’’ that is likely to 
cause death or widespread harm. The meas-
ure also would have extended the amount of 
time intelligence agencies can conduct 
warrantless electronic surveillance in ‘‘emer-
gency situations’’ to seven days, from the cur-
rent three-day limit. 
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The FISA law then contained certain excep-

tions for intelligence operations on U.S. soil— 
it permitted the president to authorize the Jus-
tice Department to conduct electronic surveil-
lance or physical searches without approval by 
the FISA court to gather foreign intelligence 
for up to 15 days after Congress enacted a 
declaration of war. In addition, it allowed the 
federal government to conduct electronic sur-
veillance without the court’s approval in 
‘‘emergency situations,’’ provided that the gov-
ernment seeks approval from the FISA court 
within three days of initiating emergency sur-
veillance. 

The Electronic Surveillance Modernization 
Act, however, represented a significant depar-
ture from the protections put in place under 
FISA in 1978. Nowhere in the Foreign Intel-
ligence Surveillance Act does it state that the 
president can bypass the process of seeking 
a court order to spy on American citizens 
through an executive order. I was concerned 
that this legislation was a political attempt to 
retroactively justify the President breaking the 
law. I fully believe that if the President fol-
lowed the law and approached the FISA court 
and Congress for approval of such programs, 
that Congress and the FISA court would gladly 
give the President the powers he needs to 
combat terrorism. For these reasons, I voted 
against H.R. 5825 when it was brought to the 
House floor for a vote on September 28, 2006. 
This legislation was approved in the House by 
a vote of 232–191, but did not receive a vote 
in the Senate, effectively killing the legislation 
in the last Congress. 

Attorney General Alberto Gonzales an-
nounced on January 17, 2007, that the FISA 
court authorized and issued orders on January 
10, 2007, granting wiretaps that the Adminis-
tration requested. Subsequently, the Justice 
Department has shared those classified docu-
ments with the House and Senate Intelligence 
Committees, as well as the Chairmen and 
Ranking Members of the House and Senate 
Judiciary Committees. 

The U.S. Department of Justice’s Office of 
the Inspector General released a 126-page 
audit report on March 9, 2007, entitled ‘‘A Re-
view of the Federal Bureau of Investigation’s 
Use of National Security Letters.’’ In this re-
port, it was revealed that FBI agents were 
using national security letters to obtain per-
sonal information such as phone, internet, and 
financial records of individuals without court 
orders. The audit also found that 22 percent of 
these letters were not recorded and of those 
that were recorded, some were issued without 
proper authority. Senators ARLEN SPECTER 
and PATRICK LEAHY have voiced concern over 
the findings of this report. I am deeply troubled 
by this report and strongly believe vital intel-
ligence should be gathered in a manner that 
is fully consistent with our laws and constitu-
tion. 

The congressional leadership spent many 
months in 2007 negotiating a reauthorization 
of the FISA law with the Bush Administration 
and Admiral Michael McConnell, Director of 
National Intelligence (DNI). Both Democrats 
and Republicans agree that we need to up-
date the FISA law to incorporate new tech-
nologies, such as cell phones and e-mail, 
which did not exist when the original FISA law 
was written. Prior to the August District Work 

Period, the Bush Administration pressed the 
congressional leadership to pass a short-term 
FISA update. During negotiations, Director 
McConnell told the congressional leadership 
that he supported several technical changes 
that: (1) allowed foreign targets to be added a 
‘‘basket warrant’’ after the warrant was ap-
proved; (2) expanded the draft bill to apply to 
‘‘all foreign intelligence’’ from only intelligence 
‘‘relating to terrorism’’; and (3) eliminated the 
requirement that the FISA court adjudicate 
how recurring communications into the United 
States from foreign targets would be handled. 
Following these improvements to the draft bill, 
the DNI told congressional leadership that with 
these changes, he could support the bill be-
cause it would ‘‘significantly enhance Amer-
ica’s security.’’ I voted for the final version of 
this legislation, H.R. 3356, the Improving For-
eign Intelligence Surveillance to Defend the 
Nation and the Constitution Act of 2007. Even 
though a majority (218–207) voted in favor of 
H.R. 3356, the bill did not pass as it was con-
sidered under suspension of the rules (2/3 
vote to approve required). 

The Senate passed a much different version 
of FISA legislation, S. 1927, the Protect Amer-
ica Act sponsored by Senators MITCH MCCON-
NELL and KIT BOND. This legislation greatly ex-
ceeds what the Bush Administration requested 
in legislation, providing a virtual blank check 
for intelligence agencies to eavesdrop, includ-
ing on the conversations of U.S. citizens, with 
essentially no oversight by the FISA court or 
Congress. The legislation allows the U.S. At-
torney General to decide when to eavesdrop 
on any e-mail message or phone call without 
a warrant, so long as one of the people com-
municating is ‘‘reasonably believed’’ to be out-
side the country. That is a vague term that the 
Administration is allowed to interpret however 
they want, greatly expanding its surveillance 
powers, while the legislation does not provide 
the courts with any real power to supervise 
this surveillance. Proponents of S. 1927 point 
out that the legislation has a six month sunset 
and will expire in February 2009. This sunset 
is artificial, as the orders in effect in February 
2009 could last for up to a year, essentially for 
the remainder of the Bush Administration with 
no oversight. For these reasons, I voted 
against S. 1927 when the House considered 
the measure on August 4, 2007. The House 
approved the legislation by a vote of 227–183, 
and the President signed it into law on August 
5, 2007 (P.L. 110–55). 

Speaker NANCY PELOSI wrote a letter to Ju-
diciary Chairman JOHN CONYERS and Select 
Intelligence Chairman SILVESTRE REYES on 
August 4, 2007, urging that the House of Rep-
resentatives should consider comprehensive 
FISA reauthorization legislation. I agree with 
her statement that: ‘‘Many provisions of this 
legislation are unacceptable, and although the 
bill has a six-month sunset clause, I do not 
believe the American people will want to wait 
that long before corrective action is taken.’’ 

As a co-equal branch of government, it is 
necessary that Congress fully understand how 
the Bush Administration executes intelligence 
activities in order to exercise proper oversight. 
I look forward to working with my colleagues 
in Congress to ensure that law enforcement 
agencies have strong, flexible tools to inter-
cept the communications of terrorists, and at 

the same time protect our citizens’ civil lib-
erties from unwarranted government probing. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
time of the gentleman from Michigan 
has expired. 

All time for debate has expired. 
Pursuant to the order of the House of 

today, the Senate bill is considered 
read and the previous question is or-
dered. 

The question is on the third reading 
of the Senate bill. 

The Senate bill was ordered to be 
read a third time, and was read the 
third time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the passage of the Sen-
ate bill. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. HOEKSTRA. Mr. Speaker, on 
that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 227, nays 
183, not voting 23, as follows: 

[Roll No. 836] 

YEAS—227 

Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Altmire 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Baker 
Barrett (SC) 
Barrow 
Bartlett (MD) 
Barton (TX) 
Bean 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Bono 
Boozman 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boustany 
Boyd (FL) 
Brady (TX) 
Broun (GA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp (MI) 
Campbell (CA) 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Capito 
Carney 
Carter 
Castle 
Chabot 
Chandler 
Cole (OK) 
Conaway 
Cooper 
Costa 
Cramer 
Cubin 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (KY) 
Davis, David 
Davis, Lincoln 

Davis, Tom 
Deal (GA) 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Donnelly 
Doolittle 
Drake 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Edwards 
Ehlers 
Ellsworth 
Emerson 
English (PA) 
Etheridge 
Everett 
Fallin 
Feeney 
Ferguson 
Flake 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Fossella 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Gilchrest 
Gillmor 
Gingrey 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gordon 
Granger 
Graves 
Hall (TX) 
Hastings (WA) 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Hobson 
Hoekstra 
Hulshof 
Inglis (SC) 
Issa 
Jordan 
Keller 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Kline (MN) 

Knollenberg 
Kuhl (NY) 
Lamborn 
Lampson 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Lucas 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Mack 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
Marshall 
Matheson 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul (TX) 
McCotter 
McCrery 
McHenry 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Melancon 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 
Mitchell 
Moran (KS) 
Murphy, Tim 
Musgrave 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Pearce 
Pence 
Peterson (MN) 
Peterson (PA) 
Petri 
Pickering 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe 
Pomeroy 
Porter 
Price (GA) 
Pryce (OH) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Ramstad 
Regula 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 10:09 Jul 14, 2010 Jkt 059102 PO 00000 Frm 00267 Fmt 0687 Sfmt 0634 E:\BR07\H04AU7.010 H04AU7er
ow

e 
on

 D
S

K
5C

LS
3C

1P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 B
O

U
N

D
 R

E
C

O
R

D



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, Vol. 153, Pt. 1723250 August 4, 2007 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Renzi 
Reynolds 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 
Salazar 
Sali 
Schmidt 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 

Shadegg 
Shays 
Shimkus 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Snyder 
Souder 
Space 
Stearns 
Sullivan 
Tanner 
Taylor 
Terry 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 

Tiberi 
Turner 
Upton 
Walberg 
Walden (OR) 
Walsh (NY) 
Walz (MN) 
Wamp 
Weldon (FL) 
Weller 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Wicker 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (OH) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wolf 
Young (FL) 

NAYS—183 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Allen 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Boucher 
Boyda (KS) 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown, Corrine 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carson 
Castor 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Conyers 
Costello 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
DeLauro 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle 
Ellison 
Emanuel 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Frank (MA) 
Giffords 
Gillibrand 
Gonzalez 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 

Hinchey 
Hirono 
Hodes 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hooley 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones (NC) 
Jones (OH) 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kind 
Kucinich 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lynch 
Mahoney (FL) 
Maloney (NY) 
Markey 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum (MN) 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McNerney 
McNulty 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Michaud 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murtha 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Oberstar 

Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Price (NC) 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Reyes 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Solis 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stupak 
Sutton 
Tauscher 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 
Towns 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch (VT) 
Wexler 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Wynn 
Yarmuth 

NOT VOTING—23 

Becerra 
Clarke 
Clay 
Coble 
Crenshaw 
Davis, Jo Ann 
Delahunt 
Goode 

Hastert 
Hayes 
Hinojosa 
Hunter 
Jindal 
Johnson, Sam 
Kilpatrick 
Klein (FL) 

LaHood 
Lantos 
Paul 
Saxton 
Skelton 
Tancredo 
Young (AK) 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during 
the vote). There are 2 minutes remain-
ing in this vote. 

b 2220 

Ms. GIFFORDS, Mr. AL GREEN of 
Texas and Ms. SOLIS changed their 
vote from ‘‘yea’’ to ‘‘nay.’’ 

So the Senate bill was passed. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 

f 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days in which to 
revise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on the bill 
just passed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Michigan? 

There was no objection. 

f 

THE JOURNAL 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the unfin-
ished business is the question on agree-
ing to the Speaker’s approval of the 
Journal. 

The question is on the Speaker’s ap-
proval of the Journal. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. WALDEN of Oregon. Mr. Speak-
er, on that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 205, nays 
187, not voting 40, as follows: 

[Roll No. 837] 

YEAS—205 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Allen 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bean 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boyd (FL) 
Boyda (KS) 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown, Corrine 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carson 
Castor 
Chandler 
Cleaver 

Clyburn 
Cohen 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crowley 
Cummings 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis, Lincoln 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
DeLauro 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emanuel 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Frank (MA) 
Giffords 
Gillibrand 

Gillmor 
Gonzalez 
Gordon 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Hinchey 
Hirono 
Hodes 
Holt 
Honda 
Hooley 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones (OH) 
Kagen 
Kaptur 
Kennedy 

Kildee 
Kind 
Kucinich 
Lampson 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lynch 
Mahoney (FL) 
Maloney (NY) 
Markey 
Marshall 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum (MN) 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McIntyre 
McNerney 
McNulty 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Michaud 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 

Moore (WI) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murtha 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor 
Payne 
Perlmutter 
Pomeroy 
Price (NC) 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Reyes 
Rodriguez 
Ross 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Salazar 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sestak 

Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Space 
Spratt 
Stark 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 
Towns 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz (MN) 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch (VT) 
Wexler 
Wilson (OH) 
Woolsey 
Wynn 
Yarmuth 

NAYS—187 

Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Bachmann 
Barrett (SC) 
Bartlett (MD) 
Barton (TX) 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Bono 
Boozman 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Broun (GA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp (MI) 
Campbell (CA) 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Capito 
Carney 
Carter 
Castle 
Chabot 
Cole (OK) 
Conaway 
Cubin 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Davis (KY) 
Davis, David 
Davis, Tom 
Deal (GA) 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Donnelly 
Doolittle 
Drake 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Ehlers 
Emerson 
Everett 

Fallin 
Feeney 
Ferguson 
Flake 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Fossella 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Gilchrest 
Gingrey 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Granger 
Graves 
Hall (TX) 
Hastings (WA) 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Hobson 
Hoekstra 
Inglis (SC) 
Issa 
Johnson (IL) 
Jones (NC) 
Jordan 
Kanjorski 
Keller 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Kline (MN) 
Kuhl (NY) 
Lamborn 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
LoBiondo 
Lucas 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Mack 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul (TX) 
McCotter 
McCrery 
McHenry 

McHugh 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 
Mitchell 
Moran (KS) 
Murphy, Tim 
Musgrave 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Pearce 
Pence 
Petri 
Pickering 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe 
Porter 
Price (GA) 
Pryce (OH) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Ramstad 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Reynolds 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 
Sali 
Schmidt 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shays 
Shimkus 
Shuler 
Simpson 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Souder 
Stearns 
Stupak 
Sullivan 
Terry 
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Thompson (CA) 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Turner 
Upton 
Walberg 

Walden (OR) 
Walsh (NY) 
Wamp 
Weldon (FL) 
Weller 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 

Wicker 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wolf 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—40 

Bachus 
Baker 
Becerra 
Boucher 
Clarke 
Clay 
Coble 
Crenshaw 
Davis, Jo Ann 
Delahunt 
Edwards 
English (PA) 
Goode 
Hastert 

Hayes 
Hinojosa 
Holden 
Hulshof 
Hunter 
Jindal 
Johnson, Sam 
Kilpatrick 
Klein (FL) 
Knollenberg 
LaHood 
Lantos 
Murphy (CT) 
Paul 

Peterson (MN) 
Peterson (PA) 
Renzi 
Rothman 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Saxton 
Shuster 
Skelton 
Tancredo 
Wu 
Young (AK) 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during 
the vote). Members are advised 2 min-
utes remain in this vote. 

b 2237 

Mrs. MUSGRAVE changed her vote 
from ‘‘yea’’ to ‘‘nay.’’ 

So the Journal was approved. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 

f 

PROVIDING FOR AN ADJOURN-
MENT OR RECESS OF THE TWO 
HOUSES 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair lays before the House a Senate 
concurrent resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
S. CON. RES. 43 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Rep-
resentatives concurring), That when the Sen-
ate recesses or adjourns on any day from Fri-
day, August 3, 2007, through Friday, August 
31, 2007, on a motion offered pursuant to this 
concurrent resolution by its Majority Leader 
or his designee, it stand recessed or ad-
journed until 12 noon on Tuesday, September 
4, 2007, or such other time on that day as 
may be specified by its Majority Leader or 
his designee in the motion to recess or ad-
journ, or until the time of any reassembly 
pursuant to section 2 of this concurrent reso-
lution, whichever occurs first; and that when 
the House adjourns on any legislative day 
from Friday, August 3, 2007, through Wednes-
day, August 8, 2007, on a motion offered pur-
suant to this concurrent resolution by its 
Majority Leader or his designee, it stand ad-
journed until 2 p.m. on Tuesday, September 
4, 2007, or until the time of any reassembly 
pursuant to section 2 of this concurrent reso-
lution, whichever occurs first. 

SEC. 2. The Majority Leader of the Senate 
and the Speaker of the House, or their re-
spective designees, acting jointly after con-
sultation with the Minority Leader of the 
Senate and the Minority Leader of the 
House, shall notify the Members of the Sen-
ate and House, respectively, to reassemble at 
such place and time as they may designate 
if, in their opinion, the public interest shall 
warrant it. 

The Senate concurrent resolution 
was concurred in. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. MURTHA. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days in which to 
revise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on H.R. 3222, 
and that I may include tabular mate-
rial on the same. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania? 

There was no objection. 
f 

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 
APPROPRIATIONS ACT, 2007 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of today 
and rule XVIII, the Chair declares the 
House in the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the 
consideration of the bill, H.R. 3222. 

b 2240 

IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE 
Accordingly, the House resolved 

itself into the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the 
consideration of the bill (H.R. 3222) 
making appropriations for the Depart-
ment of Defense for the fiscal year end-
ing September 30, 2008, and for other 
purposes, with Mr. ROSS in the chair. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to the 

order of the House of today, the bill is 
considered read the first time. 

Mr. MURTHA. Mr. Chairman, the President 
requested $463.1 billion in total FY 2008 new 
budget authority for the Department of De-
fense and intelligence community programs 
that fall under the purview of the Defense 
Subcommittee. This is an increase of about 
$43.3 billion over last year’s enacted level—a 
10.3 percent increase in nominal terms. The 
lion’s share of the increase over FY 2007, 
some 80 percent, was allocated to operation 
and maintenance and procurement programs. 
DoD’s research and development program re-
quest is the same as last year’s level, a de-
crease in real terms due to several major pro-
grams having completed their R&D phase and 
moved into full-fledged production. 

The Committee’s reported bill meets its 
budget authority allocation of $459.6 billion for 
FY 2008. This figure is a little more than $3.5 
billion below the President’s budget request. 
Nonetheless, the Committee bill provides an 
increase for Defense of $39.7 billion over the 
FY 2007 enacted level, or about 9.5 percent in 
nominal growth. With respect to outlays, the 
Committee bill is roughly $2.9 billion below the 
allocation. 

In general, meeting the budget authority al-
location required shifting funding for certain 
programs between the FY 2008 base budget 
bill and the FY 2008 war supplemental, to be 
considered in September. This largely affected 
appropriations for the Department’s operation 
and maintenance activities. The bill rec-
ommends an overall reduction to the operation 
and maintenance accounts of some $5.7 bil-
lion below the request. Nonetheless, the bill 
fully funds home-station training, equipment 
maintenance, and other key military readiness 

programs covered in these accounts. Finally, 
notwithstanding a slight reduction to the mili-
tary personnel pay accounts, all other major 
program activities, such as weapons procure-
ment and R&D, are funded at or above the 
President’s request. 

Meeting the allocation also required defer-
ring consideration of several high profile pro-
grams until the FY 2008 war supplemental is 
taken up. These include: 

The Basic Allowance for Housing shortfall. 
The ground forces’ strategic reserve readi-

ness and equipment rehabilitation and recapi-
talization. 

The purchase of at least ten C–l7 cargo air-
craft, $2.5 billion, and MRAP vehicles, $4 bil-
lion or more. 

The purchase of additional Blackhawk 
MEDEVAC helicopters. 

The Department’s Global Train and Equip 
program. 

The Defense Health Program ‘‘efficiency 
wedge’’ shortfall. 

FUNDING STRATEGY 
For some time now, the Committee has ex-

pressed considerable concern over the ero-
sion of DoD’s fiscal discipline. That erosion is 
reflected primarily in the Department’s use of 
supplemental funding to cover what were once 
considered to be base budget costs, particu-
larly weapons modernization and force struc-
ture costs. As such, the Committee endeav-
ored to begin restoring traditional funding cri-
teria to the FY 2008 Defense base bill, and 
will do so when considering the upcoming war 
supplemental. Thus, recommendations for the 
base bill sustain non-war-related activities and 
prepare for future threats by funding enduring 
personnel benefits, force structure initiatives, 
such as Army modularity and ‘‘Grow-the- 
Force’’ programs, infrastructure improvements, 
home-station training, and weapons mod-
ernization programs. Conversely, rec-
ommendations for the FY 2008 supplemental 
will be tailored to funding those programs and 
incremental costs that are arguably related to 
the war. 

HIGHLIGHTS 
The Committee’s recommendations achieve 

a balance between preparing units for near- 
term deployments, supporting our military 
members and their families, and modernizing 
our forces to meet future threats. Highlights of 
the Committee’s recommendations are: 

Supporting Our Troops and Their Families: 
First and foremost, the Committee rec-
ommends robust funding for programs impor-
tant to the health, well-being, and readiness of 
our forces. In addition, the Committee pro-
poses several initiatives that address issues 
raised by troops, their families, and Depart-
ment of Defense officials in testimony before 
the Committee and visits to military bases in 
the United States and overseas. 

Funding of about $2.2 billion is rec-
ommended to cover the full cost of a 3.5 per-
cent military pay raise, as approved in the 
House’s version of the Fiscal Year 2008 Na-
tional Defense Authorization bill. 

Under their ‘‘grow-the-force’’ initiatives, the 
Army and Marine Corps propose to add 7,000 
and 5,000 new troops, respectively. The per-
sonnel costs of these increases are fully cov-
ered in the bill, as are the associated equip-
ping and outfitting costs. For the Army the 
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equipping costs for these new troops amount 
to more than $4 billion; for the Marines the 
costs exceed $2 billion. 

Home-stationing training, optempo, and fly-
ing-hour costs are funded at robust levels. All 
told, the Committee’s recommendations pro-
vide for a 13 percent increase in funding for 
these activities over last year’s level. 

The military services’ force structure and 
basing infrastructure are in a state of transi-
tion. The Army, in particular, has been forced 
to manage significant changes in force struc-
ture, known as Army Modularity, base clo-
sures, and a global repositioning of forces, all 
while meeting the demands of war. Based on 
detailed information provided by the Army, the 
Committee recommends an important new ini-
tiative to assist the service in meeting this 
challenge. The Committee proposes adding 
$1.3 billion to the Army’s facilities sustainment 
and restoration budget request to offset the 
growing infrastructure costs associated with 
the global repositioning of its forces. These 
funds will be used to fix barracks, improve 
child care facilities, and enhance community 
services at Army bases throughout the United 
States, Europe, and Korea. Funding for each 
project is itemized in the Committee report, 
consistent with the information provided by the 
Army. This funding, however, will only partially 
cover the Army’s needs. As such, the Com-
mittee will address additional infrastructure 
cost requirements—particularly military con-
struction costs—during consideration of the 
fiscal year 2008 emergency supplemental re-
quest. Further, the Committee intends to work 
with all the military services to better under-
stand and respond to their basing and infra-
structure needs during this time of upheaval. 

Another initiative proposed by the Com-
mittee directly responds to the needs of our 
military families. Total funding of $2.9 billion is 
recommended for the military’s family advo-
cacy programs, childcare centers, and de-
pendent’s education programs. This amount is 
an increase of $558 million over the Adminis-
tration’s request, with most of the increase al-
located to DoD’s family advocacy programs. 
This program provides counseling, education, 
and support to military families affected by the 
demands of war, and episodes of child or 
spouse abuse. 

The Committee’s recommendations continue 
its long tradition of supporting the Depart-
ment’s health programs. The Committee pro-
poses several initiatives and additional funding 
to address health care issues raised over the 
past year, including improving the Depart-
ment’s electronic medical records and fos-
tering better coordination between DoD and 
the Department of Veterans Affairs, enhancing 
preventative medicine programs, and advanc-
ing military medical research. Also, the Com-
mittee bill fully covers the $1.9 billion shortfall 
in health funding created by the disapproval of 
DoD’s proposed fee and premium increases 
by the House Armed Services Committee in 
its bill. 

Protecting our forces abroad must be 
matched with a commitment to protect our 
forces and their families here at home. Thus, 
the Committee proposes a new initiative to en-
hance the security of military bases in the 
United States. Funding of $268 million is allo-
cated for perimeter security force protection 

and related facility security improvements, an 
increase of $142 million over the President’s 
budget request. These funds will be used to 
erect better perimeter fencing, provide more 
secure entry and exit controls, and improve 
situational awareness and response capabili-
ties at military bases and hospitals. 

Preparing for the Future: In 1796, President 
George Washington counseled the Nation to 
be, ‘‘Taking care always to keep ourselves by 
suitable establishments on a respectable de-
fensive posture.’’ The Committee’s rec-
ommendations abide by that counsel, pro-
viding robust funding for weapons systems 
purchases and research programs designed to 
meet future threats. 

The Committee supports full funding, as re-
quested, for key weapons procurements, in-
cluding the F–22 and F–35 tactical fighter air-
craft programs. 

Increases above the President’s request are 
allocated for development programs that ad-
dress so-called ‘‘asymmetric’’ threats from 
weapons of mass destruction and cruise mis-
siles. Additional funding of $15 million is pro-
vided to pursue cruise missile defense, $25 
million for chemical and biological defense re-
search programs, $26 million to improve fissile 
material detection systems, and $50 million for 
the Former Soviet Union Threat Reduction ac-
count to counter weapons proliferation and 
chemical/biological agents. 

To support the Army’s evolution to a larger, 
more lethal, and more rapidly deployable 
force, the Committee recommends adding 
funding of $1.1 billion to outfit a new, eighth 
Stryker brigade. 

Testimony before the Committee revealed 
that our National Guard and Reserve forces 
continue to suffer from equipment shortfalls. 
To address this need, the Committee rec-
ommends providing an additional $925 million 
to purchase Guard and Reserve equipment. 
These additional funds will enhance these 
forces’ ability to meet overseas deployment 
demands, and respond to natural disasters 
here at home. 

Economic Stability: Fostering economic sta-
bility in DoD’s weapons modernization pro-
grams has been a consistent theme of the 
Committee. Analyses completed in recent 
years about DoD’s acquisition program all 
conclude that, without improving stability in 
these programs, it’s quite likely that the mili-
tary will not be able to achieve the numbers of 
weapons systems required to equip current 
force structure at the estimated costs. As 
such, the Committee is proposing a series of 
recommendations that would help stabilize 
certain programs by adding funds and/or ad-
justing procurement or development sched-
ules. 

The Navy’s shipbuilding program has been 
beset by planning and resource instability for 
many years, resulting in ever-increasing costs 
to the American taxpayer. Clearly, at current 
production rates and price levels, the Navy will 
be unable to meet its force structure require-
ments in the future. The Committee has re-
sponded by providing funds for an additional 5 
ships. To purchase these ships, the Com-
mittee recommends adding a total of $3.7 bil-
lion above the Navy’s request for shipbuilding 
and sealift. 

The success of the Department’s Joint 
Strike Fighter (F–35) program is critical to our 

Nation’s ability to field a modern, capable 
fighter aircraft fleet for decades to come. To 
maintain stability in this program—and limit the 
potential for cost increases over time—the 
Committee recommends an increase of $200 
million for F–35 production enhancements. 
These funds are to be used to outfit facilities 
with the latest in production line equipment 
and workflow technology. In addition, the 
Committee recommends adding $480 million 
to continue development of an alternative en-
gine for this aircraft, thereby ensuring a com-
petitive base for engine production. 

Accountability: The Committee’s fiduciary re-
sponsibility to the American taxpayer requires 
holding accountable organizations, officials, 
and programs that have performed poorly. 
Moreover, wasted resources and procedural 
abuses ultimately come at the expense of our 
military men and women. The Committee fo-
cused attention on the following issues: 

Fiscal discipline: For some time, the Com-
mittee has raised concerns about the chal-
lenges facing the Department’s financial man-
agers. Some argue that fiscal discipline within 
the Department has eroded over time, se-
verely constraining the Department’s senior of-
ficials and the Congress’ program and finan-
cial oversight. Regarding this matter, the Com-
mittee proposes several important initiatives to 
improve DoD’s fiscal discipline and Congres-
sional oversight. These are described in an 
appendix to this memorandum. 

Contracting Out: The Committee also has 
registered concern about the Department’s 
unabated appetite for contracting out services 
and functions once performed by military 
members or DoD civilians. Though clearly 
necessary to offset reductions in military and 
civilian personnel levels that occurred over 
time, the Committee believes that the Depart-
ment has failed to adequately manage and 
oversee the growth in and cost-effectiveness 
of contracting out. It is also clear that the ma-
jority of DoD’s service contractors has per-
formed and will continue to perform well. Yet, 
abuses by some organizations, coupled with 
DoD’s lack of an effective contractor manage-
ment and oversight regime, has cast a pall 
over the service contractor community writ 
large. This must be reversed. The Committee 
recommends strong steps to do so. These are 
described in an appendix to this memo. 

Trouble procurement programs: Several of 
the Department’s major weapons acquisition 
programs have experienced considerable cost 
growth and/or poor execution. For each of 
these programs—including the Navy’s Littoral 
Combat Ship, the Air Force’s combat search 
and rescue helicopter, and several unclassi-
fied and classified satellite purchases—the 
Committee recommends significant adjust-
ments to the Pentagon’s request. 

Basic research: In testimony received by the 
Committee, and through information provided 
by the Department and third-party groups, the 
Committee learned that the percent of basic 
research funding allocated to Department and 
research organizations’ overhead costs has 
grown to unwarranted levels. To reverse this 
trend and ensure that the Department’s basic 
research dollars are being used for the pur-
poses intended by Congress, the Committee 
recommends a general provision limiting the 
percentage of overhead costs that can be cov-
ered in basic research contracts. 
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SUMMARY OF RECOMMENDATIONS BY TITLE 

Military personnel 
Military personnel pay and benefits accounts 

are allocated a total of $105 billion, a slight 
decrease of $0.4 billion to the President’s FY 
2008 request, but an increase of $5.2 billion or 
5.2 percent over the FY 2007 level. 

The military personnel pay raise funded is 
3.5 percent, at a cost of $2.2 billion. This rate 
is 0.5 percent greater than the President re-
quested. Also, the President requests some 
$2.4 billion for retention bonuses and recruit-
ing incentives. These incentives are fully fund-
ed. 

The Basic Allowance for Housing, BAH, in-
creases 4.2 percent to $15 billion, which is 
$1.6 billion over the projected FY 2007 en-
acted level. This continues to ensure no out- 
of-pocket expenses for service personnel and 
supports the privatization of housing units for 
military families. Any BAH shortfall anticipated 
at the time the Committee marks up the FY 
2008 war supplemental will be covered in that 
bill. 

Army end-strength is increased by 7,000 in 
the base FY 2008 budget, to a total of 
489,400, or $5.7 billion over the FY 2007 en-
acted budget amount. The FY 2007 and 2008 
supplemental requests include funding for an 
additional 36,000 soldiers. By the end of FY 
2008, the Army projects that its total troop 
strength will be 525,400. 

The Marine Corps end-strength is projected 
to grow by 5,000. This troop increase is fully 
funded in the base bill. 

The Navy and Air Force, on the other hand, 
will continue to reduce their manpower levels. 
Navy plans to cut 12,300 in 2007; Air Force 
intends to reduce their force by about 5,600. 

The Special Operations Command will grow 
to a level of about 54,250 personnel, up about 
6,400 over FY 2007 levels. By FY 2013, the 
Command projects its end-strength to grow to 
about 59,000. 
Operation and maintenance 

The operation and maintenance accounts 
are funded at a total of $137.1 billion, a de-
crease of $5.7 billion from the request, but an 
increase of $9.8 billion or 7.7 percent over the 
FY 2007 baseline O&M enacted level. 

O&M continues to be one of the fastest 
growing accounts. The growth in O&M can be 
attributed to a number of factors, to include: 
outsourcing, increasing age of equipment, high 
OPTEMPO, and diminished Pentagon budget 
oversight. Note that these increasing costs are 
in addition to costs of our military deployments 
to Iraq, Afghanistan, and elsewhere. 

Significant reductions are made to the mili-
tary services’ O&M accounts, particularly the 
Army and Air Force, for the following reasons: 

Unjustified growth over FY 2007 funding lev-
els, beyond amounts necessary to fully fund 
all training, optempo, and maintenance activi-
ties. 

Excessive buildups of spare parts inven-
tories. 

Excess cash in working capital funds, be-
yond levels necessary to ensure cash flow. 

A 5 percent ‘‘efficiency’’ reduction to the re-
quested amounts for contracted services. 

The Committee bill fully funds a 3 percent 
civilian pay raise, which is scheduled to take 
effect January 1, 2008. 
Procurement and R&D 

Procurement is funded at $99.6 billion, 
roughly the same amount as requested and 

an increase of $18.7 billion over last year’s 
level. This is an increase of 23 percent, the 
largest percentage increase of all the major 
accounts in the DoD budget. R&D is funded at 
a total of $76.2 billion, about $1.1 billion more 
than requested. Of note, funding for ship-
building totals $17.8 billion, an increase of 
$3.1 billion over the President’s request. The 
increase is a function of the Committee’s rec-
ommendation to add 5 ships to the 2008 re-
quest. The total number of ships to be pur-
chased in FY 2008 is now 10. 

Funding of $3.9 billion is provided to fund 
the purchase of 20 F–22 aircraft, as re-
quested. Additionally, the Committee rec-
ommends $2.7 billion for the procurement of 
12 F–35 Joint Strike Fighter aircraft and $2.0 
billion for the procurement of 24 F/A–18E/F 
aircraft. 

Funding for the Missile Defense Agency de-
creases to $8.5 billion from last year’s level of 
$9.4 billion. 
Defense health program 

The Defense Health Program is funded at 
$23 billion, an increase of $0.4 billion above 
the President’s request. 

Major increases for this activity include: $66 
million for the Wounded Warrior Assistance 
program; $127.5 million for peer-reviewed 
breast cancer research; $80 million for pros-
tate cancer research; and, $10 million for 
ovarian cancer research. 

HIV/AIDS research and prevention pro-
grams receive a total increase of $20 million 
in the Committee’s recommendations. 

NOTABLE GENERAL PROVISIONS 
A provision is included allowing the Depart-

ment of Defense general transfer authority of 
$3.2 billion. The Department requested trans-
fer authority of $5 billion. 

A new provision is included permitting a 
competitive expansion of domestic VIM/VAR 
steel production capacity. 

A provision is retained from previous De-
fense Appropriations acts which prohibits the 
sale of F–22 fighters to foreign countries. 

A provision is included appropriating $15 
million for Fisher Houses. 

Funds are appropriated to the joint U.S.- 
Israeli Arrow missile defense system in Sec-
tion 8077 of the bill. Also, funds are added for 
a study of future Israeli missile defense re-
quirements. 

A new provision is included which prohibits 
the Department from initiating new programs 
through reprogramming requests. 

Another new provision is included which es-
tablishes a separate ‘‘major force program’’ 
budget and program designation for DoD’s 
space programs. This will improve the Com-
mittee’s oversight of these activities. 

Provisions restricting the establishment of 
permanent bases in Iraq and prohibiting tor-
ture a carried in the Committee bill. These are 
consistent with ones included in previous sup-
plemental and base bill funding appropriations 
acts. 

The bill includes two provisions regarding 
contracting out: (1) A provision restricting the 
payment of any award fees to contractors who 
fail to meet contractual requirements; and (2) 
a provision which fences 10 percent of all 
O&M funds appropriated in the bill until the 
Pentagon submits a report on contracting out 
required in the FY 2007 Iraq supplemental. 

A provision was approved in full committee 
mark-up to identify up to $30 million for the 
Impact Aid program. 

SELECTED WEAPONS SYSTEMS COMMITTEE 
RECOMMENDATIONS FOR FY 2008 

($ millions) 

Program 
2008 Request 2008 Committee 

(Qty.) $$ (Qty.) $$ 

Army Blackhawk helicopter ..... (42) 705 (42) 705 
Army Apache helicopter .......... (36) 712 (36) 712 
Armed Reconnaissance heli-

copter .................................. (37) 468 .............. 0 
Navy MH–60R (Blackhawk 

var.) .................................... (27) 998 (27) 998 
Navy MH–60S (Blackhawk 

var.) .................................... (18) 503 (18) 503 
Navy F/IA–18 E/lF fighter a/c (24) 2,104 (24) 2,089 
Navy EA–18G a/c .................... (18) 1,319 (18) 1,317 
Air Force C–17 airlift a/c ....... .............. 261 .............. 261 
Air Force F–22 fighter a/c ...... (20) 3,153 (20) 3,153 
Air Force C–130J cargo a/c .... (9) 686 (9) 686 
Navy KC–130J tanker a/c ....... (4) 258 (4) 254 
Joint Strike Fighter (R and D) .............. 3,488 .............. 4,176 
Joint Strike Fighter (Procure-

ment) .................................. (12) 2,411 (12) 2,411 
V–22 airlift a/c ....................... (26) 2,685 (26) 2,685 
Air Force Unmanned Aerial Ve-

hicles: 
Global Hawk ................... (5) 514 (3) 403 
Predator .......................... (24) 278 (24) 278 
Reaper ............................ (4) 58 (4) 58 

CVN–21 Aircraft Carrier .......... (1) 2,848 (1) 2,828 
DDG–I000 Destroyer ................ .............. 2,954 .............. 2,924 
Littoral Combat Ship ............... (3) 910 (1) 339 
LPD–17 amphibious ship ........ (1) 1,399 (2) 3,092 
Virginia Class submarine ....... (1) 2,499 (1) 3,087 
T–AKE auxiliary ship ............... (1) 456 (4) 1,866 
LHA(R) amphibious ship ......... (1) 1,377 .............. 1,375 
Army Future Combat System 

(R and D) ............................ .............. 3,563 .............. 3,157 
Army Stryker armored vehicle (127) 1,039 (377) 1,913 
M–l tank upgrade—MIA2 SEP (18) 53 .............. 0 
Evolved Expendable Launch 

Vehicle ................................ (5) 1,167 (4) 1,102 
Missile warning satellites: 

Space-based Infrared 
satellite ...................... .............. 1,066 .............. 1 ,094 

Alternative Infrared 
Space System ............ .............. 231 .............. 76 

Communications satellites: 
Transformational sat-

ellite ........................... .............. 964 .............. 964 
Advanced EHF ................ .............. 604 .............. 729 
Wideband Gapfiller ......... (1) 345 (1) 345 

Space-based radar .................. .............. 0 .............. 186 
Global Positioning System: 

GPS III ............................ .............. 587 .............. 507 
GPS Extension ................ .............. 81 .............. 35 
GPS User Equipment ...... .............. 93 .............. 156 

Missile Defense: 
Missile Defense Agency .. .............. 8,796 .............. 8,498 
Patriot missiles and 

MEADS ........................ (108) 845 (108) 845 

Total ...................... .............. 9,641 .............. 9,343 

APPENDIX: SECTIONS IN THE COMMITTEE RE-
PORT REGARDING FISCAL MANAGEMENT AND 
CONTRACTING OUT 

FISCAL MANAGEMENT 
For some time now, the Committee has ex-

pressed considerable concern over an erosion 
of DoD’s fiscal discipline. That erosion is re-
flected primarily in the Department’s use of 
emergency supplemental funding to cover 
what were once considered to be base budget 
costs, particularly weapons modernization 
and force structure costs. In this bill, the 
Committee has endeavored to begin restor-
ing traditional funding criteria to these re-
spective appropriations matters. Thus, rec-
ommendations for this fiscal year 2008 De-
fense Appropriations bill focus on non-incre-
mental war costs and preparing for future 
threats by funding enduring personnel bene-
fits, force structure initiatives (such as 
Army modularity and ‘‘Grow-the-Force’’ pro-
grams), infrastructure improvements, home- 
station training, and weapons modernization 
programs. The Committee’s deliberations on 
the fiscal year 2008 war supplemental, how-
ever, will be tailored to funding those pro-
grams and incremental costs that are argu-
ably related to the war efforts. Satisfying 
these criteria requires the shifting of funds 
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between the base bill and supplemental re-
quests. As such, the Committee recommends 
deferring consideration of certain funding re-
quests made for the base fiscal year 2008 De-
fense bill to the emergency supplemental. 
Conversely, the Committee recommends that 
certain programs requested by the Adminis-
tration in its fiscal year 2008 Global War on 
Terror emergency supplemental receive 
funding in this legislation. 

Further, the Committee believes that 
seeking funding for weapons modernization 
programs and enduring force structure trans-
formations in emergency supplemental re-
quests conveniently eludes the procedural 
mechanisms designed to ensure that the 
most important priorities are resourced. 
There can be no doubt that the Department’s 
financial officers have faced considerable 
challenges in managing both the war and 
base budgets. Nonetheless, a fiscal 
‘‘flabbiness’’ has infected the Defense budg-
eting process—a situation that must be cor-
rected. To ensure that sound budgetary and 
fiscal procedures are re-invigorated, the 
Committee recommends a general provision 
that requires the Department to include all 
funding for both non-war and war-related ac-
tivities in the President’s fiscal year 2009 an-
nual Defense budget request. 

PPBS. For over 40 years, the Department 
of Defense followed the Planning, Program-
ming and Budgeting System (PPBS) as the 
process for assessing and prioritizing re-
quirements and allocating resources. The 
PPBS process established long-range na-
tional security planning objectives, analyzed 
the costs and benefits of alternative pro-
grams that would meet those objectives, and 
translated programs into budget proposals. 
The improvements that PPBS offered over 
previous budgeting processes were that: (1) it 
emphasized objectives, focusing less on 
changes from the prior-year budget and more 
on long-term objectives, and (2) it linked 
planning and budgeting. PPBS instilled a 
process that clearly defined a procedure for 
distributing available resources equitably 
among competing programs. 

Beginning in 2003, the PPBS process has 
been significantly altered, splintering plan-
ning into 2 phases and requiring that the 
program budget reviews occur simulta-
neously. The process changes were ill-con-
ceived and have had significant and lasting 
adverse implications. Today, sequential 
steps to plan adequately or refine a plan into 
budget-level detail do not exist. Further, si-
multaneous program and budget review 
eliminated the inherent discipline in the 
process which forced resource allocation de-
cisions to occur deliberatively, resulting in 
unnecessary confusion and wasted effort. 
The time and attention required to har-
monize simultaneous program and budget re-
view detract from the Department’s ability 
to scrutinize fully its fiscal requirements. As 
a result: 

The focus on program objectives has di-
minished; 

The inextricable link between planning 
and budgeting has been severely damaged; 

Reliance on funds transfers and reprogram-
ming within DoD have grown significantly, 
often correcting inadequacies that should 
have been identified earlier in the Depart-
ment’s internal review process; with the pur-
pose being to fix holes in key programs origi-
nally created during the DoD budget review; 

Supplemental requests and the Depart-
ment’s reliance on them have grown and, in-
creasingly resemble base budget requests; 
and lastly, 

Congress is forced to make increasingly 
difficult funding decisions in the absence of 
a rigorous budget review by the Department. 

Accordingly, the Committee recommends 
that the Secretary of Defense institute a 
process for assessing and prioritizing re-
quirements and allocating resources which is 
supportive of thorough, deliberative program 
and budget review and more fully utilize the 
efforts of the dedicated and talented DoD 
civil servants. The Committee’s rec-
ommendation includes several directions to 
address the budget execution process within 
the department, as discussed below. 

Re-baselining.—Generally-accepted re-
programming procedures and those proce-
dures outlined in the Department of Defense 
Financial Management Regulation require 
the approval of Congress prior to transfer-
ring of operation and maintenance funding 
in excess of $15,000,000 from those levels ap-
propriated by Congress. However, through a 
‘‘rebaselining’’ process or ‘‘free move’’, the 
Department has transferred excessive 
amounts of funds—a total of $2,500,000,000 in 
fiscal year 2007—without the approval of 
Congress. This re-baselining process, as it 
has evolved, vitiates Congressionally-ap-
proved resource allocations provided in an-
nual appropriations Acts, impedes the abil-
ity of Congress to perform its oversight re-
sponsibilities, and abrogates Congressional 
intent. Moreover, the Committee notes that 
the Department has failed to comply with 
certain reprogramming requirements as they 
relate to specific subactivity groups within 
the operation and maintenance appropria-
tions. These actions reflect a continuing ero-
sion of fiscal discipline within the Depart-
ment of Defense. 

Accordingly, the Committee directs the 
Department to cease the reallocation of 
funds through a re-baselining procedure, and 
further directs the Department to comply 
fully with the reprogramming procedures 
contained in this report. The Committee re-
mains cognizant of the need for the Depart-
ment to re-align certain appropriations and 
commits to work with the Department to ad-
dress these concerns. 

Base for Reprogramming Actions.—The 
Committee notes that the Department was 
not able to provide in a timely manner the 
Base for Reprogramming Actions report, or 
DD form 1414, for the current fiscal year. 
This report is to be provided to the House 
and Senate Committees on Appropriations 
soon after the enactment of the annual ap-
propriations Act to establish the baseline 
from which the Department is to execute its 
programs. The report also serves as the 
benchmark from which Congress and the 
Committee can assess all transfers and 
reprogrammings. However, the DD 1414 was 
not submitted to the Committees on Appro-
priations until nearly nine months after the 
fiscal year had commenced and after the De-
partment has submitted over $700,000,000 in 
reprogramming requests requiring Congres-
sional approval. When the report was sub-
mitted, it was incomplete, omitting each of 
the active services’ operation and mainte-
nance accounts. Moreover, it excluded a ‘‘re- 
baselining’’ or realignment in excess of 
$2,500,000,000 in operation and maintenance 
funds from activities for which they were 
originally appropriated. The Committee be-
lieves that such funds management is unac-
ceptable and suggests that the Department 
does not execute its programs consistent 
with Congressional direction. Accordingly, 
the Committee has recommended a provision 
that requires the department to submit the 
DD 1414 within 60 days after the enactment 
of the Act. In addition, the provision pro-
hibits the department from executing any re-
programming or transfer of funds for any 

purpose other than originally appropriated 
until the aforementioned report is submitted 
to the Committees of Appropriations of the 
Senate and the House of Representatives. 

Items or subactivities for which funds have 
been specifically provided in an appropria-
tions Act (including joint resolutions pro-
viding continuing appropriations), accom-
panying reports of the House and Senate 
Committees on Appropriations, or accom-
panying conference reports and joint explan-
atory statements of the committee of con-
ference shall be carried in the Base for Re-
programming Actions (DD form 1414), irre-
spective of whether or not the report uses 
the phrases ‘‘only for’’ or ‘‘only to’’. 

New starts.—The Committee recommends 
a general provision that prohibits the initi-
ation of a new start program through a re-
programming of funds unless such program 
must be undertaken immediately in the in-
terest of national security and only after 
written notification by the Office of the Sec-
retary of Defense and to the congressional 
defense committees. The use of reprogram-
ming authorities to initiate new starts 
should be used seldom, and if at all, only in 
times of national emergency. Starting new 
programs through the use of reprogramming 
authorities in the year of execution create 
additional funding requirements in the ensu-
ing budget year, and rarely does the Admin-
istration submit budget amendments to re-
allocate its funding requirements reflecting 
the new fiscal realities created by the new 
program starts. As such, the Committee’ 
ability to review fully the program’s cost-ef-
fectiveness and mission utility vis-à-vis 
other military programs is denied. The Com-
mittee notes that the fiscal year omnibus 
2007 reprogramming includes new starts to-
taling nearly $110,000,000. The Committee is 
not pleased with the Department’s increas-
ing use of its the reprogramming authorities 
to initiate new program starts, and accord-
ingly, directs the Department not to use re-
programming authorities provided in this 
Act to initiate new programs unless such 
programs are emergency requirements. 

General transfer authority (GTA).—A pro-
vision is recommended, consistent with pre-
vious appropriations Acts, providing for the 
transfer of funds for higher priority items, 
based on unforeseen military requirements 
than those for which originally appropriated. 
This authority has been included annually to 
respond to unanticipated requirements that 
were not known at the time the budget was 
developed and after which time appropria-
tions were enacted. This authority has grown 
significantly over the past several years, 
from $2,000,000,000 in fiscal years 1997 through 
2001, rising precipitously in fiscal year 2005 
to $6,185,000,000. In fiscal year 2007, the GTA 
was $4,500,000,000 and the Department has re-
quested $5,000,000,000 in GTA for fiscal year 
2008. While the waging of war certainly has 
increased the need for flexibility in exe-
cuting the Department’s resources, the Com-
mittee fears that the Department has come 
to rely on reprogramming and transfer au-
thority in lieu of a thoughtful and delibera-
tive budget formulation and fiscal manage-
ment process. In an effort to restore fiscal 
management to the Department, while al-
lowing for the flexibility in executing appro-
priations for a nation at war, the Committee 
recommends for fiscal year 2008 general 
transfer authority of $3,200,000,000. 

Reprogrammings for operation and mainte-
nance accounts.—Beginning in fiscal year 
2008, the Committee imposes new account-
ability and reprogramming guidelines for 
programs, projects and activities within the 
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Operation and Maintenance appropriations. 
The Committee believes that such revisions 
are necessary given the unique nature of ac-
tivities funded within these appropriations; 
continuing concerns about force readiness, 
and recent budget execution within these ac-
counts. The specific revisions are addressed 
later in this report in Title II, Operation and 
Maintenance. 

CONTACTED SERVICES AND ACQUISITION 
MANAGEMENT 

A year ago, the Committee expressed con-
cern about the increasing costs of operating 
our military forces. To gain better insight 
about the factors generating an increase in 
operation and maintenance costs, the Com-
mittee directed, in House Report 109–504, 
that the GAO prepare a comprehensive anal-
ysis of contracting out services, as well as 
other factors that may be driving up costs. 
GAO found that between the years 2000 to 
2005, the cost of O&M service contracts in-
creased more than 73 percent. Over the same 
period, DoD civilian pay costs increased 28 
percent, and total DoD pay costs went up by 
34 percent. However, despite the growing and 
seemingly unconstrained reliance on con-
tractors to accomplish DoD’s mission, no 
system of accountability for contract service 
cost or performance has been established. 

The Committee is frustrated by the lack of 
accountability and management of con-
tracted services. DoD has increasingly relied 
on private sector contractors, rather than 
uniformed or DoD civilian personnel, to per-
form operation and maintenance-related 
work such as logistics, facilities mainte-
nance, base operations support; information 
technology services; and administrative sup-
port. But, responsibility for acquiring serv-
ices within DoD is spread among individual 
military commands, weapon system program 
offices, or functional units on military bases. 
This decentralized management results in 
little visibility at either the DoD or military 
department level over the totality of DoD’s 
use of contractors to provide services. GAO 
recently found that DoD had reviewed pro-
posed acquisitions accounting for less than 3 
percent of the funds obligated for services in 
fiscal year 2005, and were in a poor position 
to regularly identify opportunities to lever-
age buying power or otherwise change exist-
ing practices. 

Focused management attention.—The 
Committee contends that DoD is not pro-
viding sufficient management attention to 
improve the acquisition and management of 
contractor services. Tens of billions of dol-
lars are expended for contract services each 
year. Management of contract services 
should be among DoD’s top priorities. The 
Committee believes that the Department 
must improve management of contract serv-
ices by instituting clear accountability 
mechanisms; instituting unambiguous and 
short chains of command to the most-senior 
decision makers; and improving the tracking 
and reporting of contract service costs, and 
management of contract service perform-
ance. 

Increased contractor oversight.—The Com-
mittee directs the Department to provide 
more robust staffing of contractor manage-
ment and oversight personnel. It is clear 
that DoD currently lacks the means to pro-
vide proper oversight of its service contracts, 
in part because of an insufficient number of 

contract oversight personnel. While the 
spending for contracted services has grown, 
the size of DoD’s workforce, including its 
contracting and acquisition workforce, has 
been decreased significantly. For example, 
the Defense Contract Management Agency’s 
(DCMA) workforce has been reduced by over 
50 percent between the period 2000 to 2005, 
making it more difficult for DCMA to pro-
vide through and meaningful oversight of the 
department’s increasing reliance on con-
tracted services. 

The Committee recommends adding funds 
for additional DoD civilian personnel to pro-
vide enhanced contract-service management 
and oversight. Further, the Committee added 
funds for the temporary assignment of six- 
hundred General Services Administration 
contract specialists on a reimbursable basis. 
The Committee provides the following: 

CONTRACT-SERVICE MANAGEMENT AND OVERSIGHT 
($ in millions) 

Committee 
rec-

ommenda-
tion 

Defense Contract Audit Agency ................................................. +12.0 
Defense Contract Management Command ................................ +17.0 
Defense Inspector General ......................................................... +24.0 
Reimbursable GSA Assistance ................................................... +21.0 

Minimum Standards for Contracted Secu-
rity Service Personnel.—DoD relies heavily 
on contracted security, both in the theaters 
of operation as well as at home. The Com-
mittee is particularly concerned that the 
oversight and administration of contracted 
security services is woefully inadequate. 
This lack of oversight seemingly has re-
sulted in few, if any, operational standards 
and rules-of-engagement to which contracted 
security organizations and individuals must 
adhere. As such, the Committee directs the 
Secretary of Defense to develop, no later 
than 90 days after the passage of this Act, 
uniform minimum personnel standards for 
all contract personnel operating under con-
tracts, subcontracts or task orders per-
forming work that includes private security 
functions. The standards, at a minimum, 
must include determinations about contrac-
tors using personnel with criminal histories, 
must determine the eligibility of all private 
contract personnel to possess and carry fire-
arms, and determine what assessments of 
medical and mental fitness of contracted se-
curity personnel must be undertaken. The 
Secretary of Defense should develop a mech-
anism for contract accountability that speci-
fies consequences for noncompliance with 
the personnel standards, including fines, de-
nial of contractual obligations or contract 
rescission. Finally, the Secretary is directed 
to establish a clear set of rules-of-engage-
ment for all contracted security personnel 
operating in the Iraq and Afghanistan thea-
ters of operations. The Secretary shall sub-
mit the prescribed standards to the congres-
sional defense committees once the 90-day 
period referenced above is completed. 

Improving the Acquisition Workforce.— 
The Committee directs that the Undersecre-
tary of Defense for Acquisition, Technology, 
and Logistics to submit, within 90 days of 
enactment of this Act, a report to the con-
gressional defense committees analyzing the 
current acquisition workforce personnel 
needs and the tools to recruit and retain a 

workforce best positioned to provide appro-
priate contract management and oversight 
of contractor performance. The report should 
identify the most urgent shortages in the 
current acquisition workforce. The report 
should also recommend revisions to the De-
partment’s Strategic Human Capital Plan 
geared to enhancing the Department’s abil-
ity to recruit and retain high performing ac-
quisition and contracting personnel and 
overcome obstacles to the expedited hiring 
of talented acquisition professionals. 

Enhancing Access to Small Business.—The 
Committee is concerned about the access of 
small businesses to Department of Defense 
contracting and procurement. Moreover, the 
committee recognizes that harvesting ma-
ture innovative technologies from the Small 
Business Innovative Research (SBIR) pro-
grams has resulted in cost avoidance and 
savings in Defense Department acquisition 
programs. SBIRs have been invaluable in re-
introducing competition and developing bet-
ter capabilities for the warfighter. For exam-
ple, efforts such as open architecture tech-
nologies and improved manufacturing proc-
esses championed by small businesses should 
reduce acquisition costs and ensure that the 
military services can continue to support 
weapons systems once they become oper-
ational. In order to facilitate entry into the 
defense market by small businesses, the 
Committee recommends providing a total of 
$100,000,000 more than requested for the De-
partment’s SBIR program. These funds are 
allocated as follows: $25,000,000 is rec-
ommended for the Army’s Future Combat 
System to enhance small business participa-
tion in that program; $25,000,000 is allocated 
to each of the Navy’s surface ship and sub-
marine research and development activities 
for the SBIR program; and, $25,000,000 is pro-
vided to enhance small business participa-
tion in the Joint Strike Fighter program. 

Further, the Committee directs the Direc-
tor of the Department of Defense Office of 
Small Business Contracting to submit, no 
later than June 1, 2008, a report to the con-
gressional defense committees which identi-
fies the impediments to small business own-
ers to contracting or subcontracting with 
the Department, including, but not limited 
to, an analysis of the small business thresh-
old size, small business contract bundling, 
the distribution of small business sub-
contracts between professional services and 
research and development, the transition 
from SBIR II programs to procurement, the 
impact of the Departments vendor pay sys-
tem on small businesses, and the effective-
ness of the mentor-protégé program. The re-
port should identify any impediments to the 
successes of businesses that graduate from 
the small business qualifications and offer 
recommendations to support the transition 
of small businesses to middle-sized busi-
nesses. 

Improvements in contract management 
need not take years to implement; rather, 
with intent leadership and executive atten-
tion, considerable efficiencies can be 
achieved in the near-term. Accordingly, the 
Committee recommendations reduce the De-
partment’s funding requests for contracted 
services in the O&M budgets by five percent, 
recognizing contract service efficiencies and 
savings with enhanced oversight. 
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Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Mr. Chairman, ear-

lier this week the Appropriations Committee 
filed the fiscal year 2008 Defense Appropria-
tions bill and report. There were no minority 
views on this bill, because it is broadly sup-
ported by both Democrats and Republicans in 
its current form. 

The bill totals over $459 billion, and is $3.5 
billion below the President’s request. However, 
it is $40 billion above the fiscal year 2007 
level. 

The fiscal year 2008 war supplemental re-
quest of $147 billion is not included in this bill. 
That package will be marked up and brought 
to the floor in September. At that time we will 
also be addressing the President’s new re-
quest of $5.3 billion for additional MRAP vehi-
cles for use in Iraq and Afghanistan. 

I strongly support this bill as reported. It pro-
vides for a number of Presidential and Con-
gressional priorities, including: $6 billion in 
equipment to grow the Army and Marines; 
Restoration of the $1.9 billion cut in the De-
fense Health program associated with pro-
posed increases in insurance co-payments 
that have not been authorized by Congress; 
An additional $925 million in equipment for the 
National Guard and Reserve which is impor-
tant for disaster response throughout the 
country, including the Gulf Coast; Full funding 
for the Congressionally I proposed 3.5 percent 
pay increase for the military; $4.1 billion for 
continued development of the Joint Strike 
Fighter and $3.1 billion to procure 20 F–22 air-
craft; Procurement of nine ships for the Navy, 
including initial funding for the next generation 
aircraft carrier; and $1.1 billion to outfit a new 
Stryker brigade, either for the National Guard 
or the active Army. 

To summarize, unlike many bills we’re deal-
ing with this week, I can state that this bill has 
broad bipartisan support. 

I appreciate the cooperation and courtesy 
shown by my chairman, Mr. MURTHA, through-
out this process. We keep trading places as 
chairman of this subcommittee; perhaps in the 
next Congress we’ll trade places again. What-
ever happens, I know we will continue the bi-
partisan partnership that has been the hall-
mark of this subcommittee. 

I also want to thank the members of the De-
fense subcommittee for their contributions to 
this bill, especially those on the Republican 
side of the aisle. Mr. HOBSON, Mr. FRELING-
HUYSEN, Mr. TIAHRT, Mr. WICKER, Mr. KING-
STON, and the ranking member of the full com-
mittee, Mr. LEWIS, all made important contribu-
tions to this legislation. 

Mr. Chairman, again I want to say that I 
strongly support this bill, and urge its adoption 
by the House. 

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr. Chair-
man, as a proud member of the Progressive 
and the Out of Iraq Caucuses, I rise in support 
of H.R. 3222, the ‘‘Defense Appropriations Act 
of 2008.’’ I commend the leadership of Chair-
man OBEY and Defense Appropriations Sub-
committee Chairman MURTHA for his patient 
and careful crafting of this bill, which relieves 
our troops and helps our military families. The 
committee carefully separated the funding 
from the Iraq War funding. 

Speaking of Chairman MURTHA, let me say 
also that historians will record that it was he 
who awakened and educated the Nation re-

garding the failure and folly of the Bush Ad-
ministration’s policy in Iraq when he coura-
geously spoke this truth to power: The war in 
Iraq is not going as advertised. It is a flawed 
policy wrapped in illusion. The American pub-
lic is way ahead of us. The United States and 
coalition troops have done all they can in Iraq, 
but it is time for a change in direction. Our 
military is suffering. The future of our country 
is at risk. We can not continue on the present 
course. It is evident that continued military ac-
tion in Iraq is not in the best interest of the 
United States of America, the Iraqi people or 
the Persian Gulf Region. 

The principled stand of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania changed the course of America 
history by signaling the beginning of the end 
of the Iraq War. More importantly, Chairman 
MURTHA’S actions have and will result in the 
saving of countless thousands of lives of 
brave young servicemen and women that 
would otherwise be lost trying to salvage the 
Administration’s ill-conceived and terribly mis-
managed war in Iraq. I cannot thank you 
enough for all you have done for our county. 

In supporting this legislation, I stand in 
strong support of our troops who have per-
formed magnificently in battle with a grace 
under pressure that is distinctively American. I 
stand with the American people, who have 
placed their trust in the President, the Vice- 
President, and the former Secretary of De-
fense, each of whom abused the public trust 
and patience. 

I stand with the American taxpayers who 
have paid more than $400 billion to finance 
the misadventure in Iraq. I stand with the 
3,664 fallen heroes who stand even taller in 
death because they gave the last full measure 
of devotion to their country. For these rea-
sons, Madam Speaker, I stand fully, strongly, 
and unabashedly in support of H.R. 3222. 

Mr. Chairman, I voted against the 2002 Iraq 
War Resolution. I am proud of that vote. And 
I have consistently voted against the Adminis-
tration’s practice of submitting a request for 
war funding through an emergency supple-
mental rather than the regular appropriations 
process which would subject the funding re-
quest to more rigorous scrutiny and require it 
to be balanced against other pressing national 
priorities. 

But I strongly believe that when a nation 
sends its sons and daughters into harms way, 
it has an obligation to ensure that they have 
everything they need to wage the battle, 
emerge victorious, and return home safely to 
their loved ones and to a grateful nation. That 
is why I proudly support this legislation. H.R. 
3222 provides for the security of our nation 
and addresses that responsibility squarely, 
fully funding our troops so that they are pre-
pared for whatever emergencies may arise, 
providing them with first class weapons and 
equipment, and ensuring that they and their 
families are cared for properly. 

At the same time, H.R. 3222 recognizes our 
obligation to meet the recent dependence on 
the use of contractors with increased support 
for their management and oversight. It likewise 
makes a commitment to fiscal responsibility. In 
this regard, I note that the amount appro-
priated in this bill, $459.6 billion, represents an 
increase of nearly $40 billion over the previous 
year but is $4 billion less than the amount re-
quested by the Administration. 

Mr. Chairman let me briefly address some 
of the important components of this legislation. 
I think it important that all Americans know 
that H.R. 3222 achieves the following .critical 
objectives: (1) keeps our commitments to our 
troops and their families; (2) prepares our 
forces to meet future needs; (3) imposes fiscal 
discipline on the Pentagon; and (4) prohibits 
permanent military bases in Iraq and the use 
of torture by American forces everywhere. 

Specifically, Mr. Chairman, H.R. 3222 ad-
dresses equipment shortfalls in the Guard and 
Reserve by providing $925 million, $635 mil-
lion above 2007, specifically to address equip-
ment shortfalls in order to help forces meet 
the demands of overseas deployments and re-
spond to natural disasters here at home. This 
amount meets the requirements identified by 
the Chief of the National Guard Bureau in the 
‘‘Essential 10 Equipment Requirements for the 
Global War on Terror.’’ 

The legislation supports military families by 
providing $2.9 billion, $558.4 million above the 
President’s request, for programs including 
childcare centers, education programs and the 
family advocacy program which provides sup-
port to military families affected by the de-
mands of war and episodes of child or spouse 
abuse. 

In the important area of medical treatment 
and healthcare, the bill provides $22.957 bil-
lion, $1.7 billion above 2007 and $416 million 
above the President’s request. The bill rightly 
rejects the President’s proposal to inflict $1.9 
billion in TRICARE fee and premium increases 
on our troops and makes much needed invest-
ments in improving the Defense Department’s 
electronic medical records systems and fos-
tering better coordination between the De-
fense Department and the Department of Vet-
erans Affairs. 

I particularly commend Chairman MURTHA 
for his successful efforts to secure more than 
$400 million in funding to conduct research 
and treat the increasing incidence of post-trau-
matic stress disorder, PTSD, among American 
servicemen and women. And I especially ap-
preciate his commitment to work with me to 
establish a PTSD facility at Riverside General 
Hospital, located in the 18th Congressional 
District of Texas, to treat PTSD in veterans, 
whether on active duty, discharged, or on 
leave in the metropolitan Houston area, includ-
ing Harris and surrounding counties. There are 
nearly 200,000 military veterans in Harris 
County alone and Riverside General Hospital 
has proven itself capable of providing psy-
chiatric, medical, emergency medical, inpa-
tient, and outpatient services to crisis popu-
lations. 

Riverside General Hospital, by the way, was 
formerly known as the Houston Negro Hospital 
and was founded in 1926 in memory of Lt. 
John Halm Cullinan, 344th FA, 90th Division 
of the American Expeditionary Forces. Lt. 
Cullinan was one of the thousands of African 
Americans who risked life and limb to defend 
America and its allies at a time when those of 
his race did not enjoy the legal rights they 
fought so hard to secure for others. 

Mr. Chairman, there is an unmet need for 
more medical facilities specializing in post- 
traumatic stress disorder located in under-
served urban areas. Access to post-traumatic 
stress disorder treatment is especially impor-
tant since veterans living in such areas are 
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less likely to be diagnosed and treated for 
post-traumatic stress disorder. Riverside Gen-
eral Hospital is uniquely positioned to this 
need and I look forward to working with this 
Defense Appropriation Sub-Committee to bring 
this historic project to fruition. 

I also strongly approve of the allocation of 
$1.252 billion above the President’s request to 
repair barracks, improve child care facilities, 
and improve community services, to address 
the strain put on facilities by changes in force 
structure, base closures, and a global repo-
sitioning of forces all while meeting the de-
mands of war. Similarly, the appropriation of 
$268.1 million, $141.9 million above the Presi-
dent’s request, for perimeter security force 
protection and related security improvements, 
to protect bases, schools, hospitals, base 
housing, churches and childcare centers from 
terrorist attacks makes sense in light of the re-
cent failed terrorist plot at Fort Dix in New Jer-
sey. As does the $15 billion, $1.6 billion above 
2007, set aside to ensure there are no out-of- 
pocket expenses for service personnel and 
support the privatization of housing for military 
families. 

Mr. Chairman, American troops are the best 
in the world because they are the best 
equipped and the best trained. H.R. 3222 en-
sures that will remain the case by providing 
$7.548 billion, a 13 percent increase for all 
home-stationing training, so that our troops 
are well prepared for any eventual deploy-
ment. 

The legislation also takes into account the 
fact that the size of our Army and Marine 
Corps must be increased if we are to reduce 
the pressure to extend troop deployments. 
The bill provides funds to covers the costs of 
adding 7,000 new soldiers and 5,000 new ma-
rines. 

Finally, H.R. 3222 provides $76.229 billion, 
$1.112 billion above the President’s request 
and $508 million above 2007, for research, 
development, testing, and evaluation of weap-
ons systems, and military medical research. 

Mr. Chairman, the bill before represents re-
sponsible, visionary, and competent policy 
making. Our vote today will put the House on 
record squarely against the Bush Administra-
tion’s policy of looking the other way while the 
Iraqi government fails to govern a country wor-
thy of a free people with as much commitment 
and dedication to the security and happiness 
of its citizens as has been shown by the he-
roic American servicemen and women who 
risked their lives and, in the case of over 
3,600 fallen heroes, lost their lives to win for 
the Iraqi people the chance to draft their own 
constitution, hold their own free elections, es-
tablish their own government, and build a fu-
ture of peace and prosperity for themselves 
and their posterity. 

Mr. Chairman, nearly every decision 
reached by a legislative body is a product of 
compromise. The bill before us is no different. 
If it was left solely to us, any of us could no 
doubt add or subtract provisions which we 
think would improve the quality of life for our 
brave men and women in uniform. Indeed, 
during this first session of the 110th Congress, 
I have offered several amendments to do just 
that. 

For example, I offered an amendment to the 
Emergency Supplemental Appropriations Act, 

H.R. 1591, that would have led to the rede-
ployment and return of American troops. It 
would achieve this objective by terminating the 
authority granted by Congress to the President 
in the 2002 Authorization for the Use of Mili-
tary Force in Iraq because the objectives for 
which the authorization was granted have all 
been achieved. Specifically, Congress author-
ized the President to use military force against 
Iraq to achieve the following objectives: to dis-
arm Iraq of any weapons of mass destruction 
that could threaten the security of the United 
States and international peace in the Persian 
Gulf region; to change the Iraqi regime so that 
Saddam Hussein and his Baathist party no 
longer posed a threat to the people of Iraq or 
its neighbors; to bring to justice any members 
of al Qaeda known or found to be in Iraq bear-
ing responsibility for the attacks on the United 
States, its citizens, and interests, including the 
attacks that occurred on September 11, 2001; 
to ensure that the regime of Saddam Hussein 
would not provide weapons of mass destruc-
tion to international terrorists, including al 
Qaeda; and to enforce all relevant United Na-
tions Security Council resolutions regarding 
Iraq. 

Thanks to the skill and valor of the Armed 
Forces of the United States we now know for 
certain that Iraq does not possess weapons of 
mass destruction. Thanks to the tenacity and 
heroism of American troops, Saddam Hussein 
was deposed, captured, and dealt with by the 
Iraqi people in such a way that neither he nor 
his Baathist Party will ever again pose a threat 
to the people of Iraq or its neighbors in the re-
gion. Nor will the regime ever acquire and pro-
vide weapons of mass destruction to inter-
national terrorists. Also, the American military 
has caught or killed virtually every member of 
al Qaeda in Iraq remotely responsible for the 
911 attack on our country. Last, all relevant 
U.N. resolutions relating to Iraq have been en-
forced. 

In other words, every objective for which the 
use of force in Iraq was authorized by the 
2002 resolution has been achieved, most with 
spectacular success thanks to the profes-
sionalism and superior skill of our service men 
and women. The point of my amendment was 
to recognize, acknowledge, and honor this 
fact. 

Another amendment, this one to the De-
fense Authorization Act, H.R. 1585, required 
the Secretary of Defense to study and report 
back to Congress the financial and emotional 
impact of multiple deployments on the families 
of those soldiers who serve multiple tours 
overseas. 

Words cannot explain the pain and the 
sense of pride that some families feel when 
they say good-bye to a loved one. Behind 
those brave smiles, hugs, and kisses is an un-
dying and unnerving uncertainty about what 
can happen to a spouse, child, father, or 
mother. Depending on the extent of that sol-
dier’s injury a family can suffer serious eco-
nomic consequences as a result, not to men-
tion the emotional impact of seeing a loved 
one in that state. Even under the best of cir-
cumstances, where a soldier serves multiple 
terms and returns with no major injuries, valu-
able time is lost between a parent and child 
and between spouses that can never be re-
turned. 

One in five soldiers suffers from depression, 
anxiety or stress. Likewise 20 percent face 
marital problems including divorce or legal 
separation from their spouse. Military families 
need greater psychological, emotional, and or-
ganizational assistance according to the re-
sults of a new survey released March 28 of 
this year by the National Military Family Asso-
ciation, NMFA. The study, ‘‘Cycles of Deploy-
ment Report,’’ which focused on the needs of 
military families, shows service members and 
military families are experiencing increased 
levels of anxiety, fatigue, and stress. In re-
sponse, NMFA outlined recommendations for 
meeting these challenges amid multiple and 
extended deployments, increased rates at 
which service members are called upon for 
service, and the heavy reliance on National 
Guard and Reserve forces. 

Military families have also expressed con-
cern that when entering a second or third de-
ployment, their loved ones carry unresolved 
anxieties and expectations from the last de-
ployment(s). While they may have gained 
knowledge of resources available to them, 
service members who have been deployed 
multiple times report being more fatigued and 
increasingly concerned about their family rela-
tionships. 

Mr. Chairman, at bottom, H.R. 3222 ensures 
that U.S. forces in the field have all of the re-
sources they require. Second, it improves 
healthcare for returning service members and 
veterans. Third, it imposes fiscal restraint upon 
the Administration and Pentagon. 

Mr. Chairman, before I conclude, I want to 
take a few minutes to discuss why the Amer-
ican people believe so strongly that the time 
has come to an end the policy of not placing 
any demands or conditions on American mili-
tary assistance to the Government of Iraq. 

As Kenneth M. Pollack of the Brookings In-
stitution, and a former senior member of the 
NSC, brilliantly describes in his essay, ‘‘The 
Seven Deadly Sins Of Failure In Iraq: A Retro-
spective Analysis Of The Reconstruction,’’ in 
‘‘Middle East Review of International Affairs’’ 
(December 2006), our trust and patience has 
been repaid by a record of incompetence un-
matched in the annals of American foreign 
policy. 

The Bush administration disregarded the ad-
vice of experts on Iraq, on nation-building, and 
on military operations. It staged both the inva-
sion and the reconstruction on the cheap. It 
did not learn from its mistakes and did not 
commit the resources necessary to accom-
plish its original lofty goals or later pedestrian 
objectives. It ignored intelligence that contra-
dicted its own views. 

It is clear now that the administration simply 
never believed in the necessity of a major re-
construction in Iraq. To exacerbate matters the 
Office of the Secretary of Defense, OSD, and 
the White House Office of the Vice President, 
OVP, worked together to ensure that the State 
Department was excluded from any meaning-
ful involvement in the reconstruction of Iraq. 

The administration’s chief Iraq hawks 
shared a deeply naive view that the fall of 
Saddam and his top henchmen would have 
relatively little impact on the overall Iraqi gov-
ernmental structure. They assumed that Iraq’s 
bureaucracy would remain intact and would 
therefore be capable of running the country 
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and providing Iraqis with basic services. They 
likewise assumed that the Iraqi armed forces 
would largely remain cohesive and would sur-
render whole to U.S. forces. The result of all 
this was a fundamental lack of attention to re-
alistic planning for the postwar environment. 

As it was assumed that the Iraqis would be 
delighted to be liberated little thought was 
given to security requirements after Saddam’s 
fall. The dearth of planning for the provision of 
security and basic services stemmed from the 
mistaken belief that Iraqi political institutions 
would remain largely intact and therefore able 
to handle those responsibilities. 

But there were too few Coalition troops, 
which meant that long supply lines were vul-
nerable to attack by Iraqi irregulars, and the 
need to mask entire cities at times took so 
much combat power that it brought the entire 
offensive to a halt. 

It was not long before these naive assump-
tions and inadequate planning conjoined to 
sow the seeds of the chaos we have wit-
nessed in Iraq. 

The lack of sufficient troops to secure the 
country led to the immediate outbreak of law-
lessness resulting in massive looting and de-
struction dealt a stunning psychological blow 
to Iraqi confidence in the United States, from 
which the country has yet to recover. We re-
moved Saddam Hussein’s regime but we did 
not move to fill the military, political, and eco-
nomic vacuum. The unintended consequence 
was the birth of a failing state, which provided 
the opportunity for the insurgency to flourish 
and prevented the development of govern-
mental institutions capable of providing Iraqis 
with the most basic services such as clean 
water, sanitation, electricity, and a minimally 
functioning economy capable of generating 
basic employment. 

Making matters worse, the administration ar-
rogantly denied the United Nations overall au-
thority for the reconstruction even though the 
U.N. had far more expertise and experience in 
nation building. 

The looting and anarchy, the persistent in-
surgent attacks, the lack of real progress in re-
storing basic services, and the failure to find 
the promised weapons of mass destruction 
undercut the administration’s claim that things 
were going well in Iraq and led it to make the 
next set of serious blunders, which was the 
disbanding of the Iraqi military and security 
services. 

Mr. Chairman, counterinsurgency experts 
will tell you that to pacify an occupied country 
it is essential to disarm, demobilize, and re-
train, DDR, the local army. The idea behind a 
DDR program is to entice, cajole, or even co-
erce soldiers back to their own barracks or to 
other facilities where they can be fed, clothed, 
watched, retrained, and prevented from joining 
an insurgency movement, organized crime, or 
an outlaw militia. 

By disbanding the military and security serv-
ices without a DDR program, as many as one 
million Iraqi men were set at large with no 
money, no means to support their families, 
and no skills other than how to use a gun. Not 
surprisingly, many of these humiliated Sunni 
officers went home and joined the burgeoning 
Sunni insurgency. 

The next major mistake made in the sum-
mer of 2003 was the decision to create an 

Iraqi Governing Council, IGC, which laid the 
foundation for many of Iraq’s current political 
woes. Many of the IGC leaders were horribly 
corrupt, and they stole from the public treasury 
and encouraged their subordinates to do the 
same. The IGC set the tone for later Iraqi gov-
ernments, particularly the transitional govern-
ments of Ayad Allawi and Ibrahim Jaafari that 
followed. 

Finally, by insisting that all of the problems 
of the country were caused by the insurgency 
rather than recognizing the problems of the 
country were helping to fuel the insurgency, 
the Bush administration set about concen-
trating its efforts in all the wrong places and 
on the wrong problems. 

This explains why for nearly all of 2004 and 
2005, our troops were disproportionately de-
ployed in the Sunni triangle trying to catch and 
kill insurgents. Although our troops caught and 
killed insurgents by the hundreds and thou-
sands, these missions were not significantly 
advancing our strategic objectives. Indeed, 
they had little long-term impact because insur-
gents are always willing to flee temporarily 
rather than fight a leviathan. Second, because 
so many coalition forces were playing ‘‘whack- 
a-mole’’ with insurgents in the sparsely popu-
lated areas of western Iraq, the rest of the 
country was left vulnerable to take over by mi-
litias. 

Finally, Mr. Chairman, a cruel irony is that 
because the Iraqi Government brought exiles 
and militia leaders into the government and 
gave them positions of power, it is now vir-
tually impossible to get them out, and even 
more difficult to convince them to make com-
promises because the militia leaders have 
learned they can use their government posi-
tions to maintain and expand their personal 
power, at the expense both of their rivals who 
are not in the government and of the central 
government itself. 

All of this was avoidable and the blame for 
the lack of foresight falls squarely on the 
White House and the Office of the Secretary 
of Defense. 

Mr. Chairman, the American people spoke 
loudly and clearly last November when they 
tossed out the Rubber-Stamp Republican 
Congress. They voted for a New Direction in 
Iraq and for change in America. They voted to 
disentangle American troops from the car-
nage, chaos, and civil war in Iraq. They voted 
for accountability and oversight, which we 
Democrats have begun to deliver on; already 
the new majority has held more than 100 con-
gressional hearings related to the Iraq War, in-
vestigating everything from the rampant waste, 
fraud, and abuse of Iraq reconstruction fund-
ing to troop readiness to the Iraq Study Group 
Report to the shameful mistreatment of 
wounded soldiers recuperating at Walter Reed 
Medical Center. 

Mr. Chairman, the bill before us is not ask-
ing us to expand or extend the war in Iraq. I 
would not and will not do that. On the con-
trary, this bill puts us on the glide path to the 
day when our troops come home where we 
can ‘‘care for him who has borne the battle, 
and for his widow and orphan.’’ This bill helps 
to repair the damage to America’s inter-
national reputation and prestige. This bill 
brings long overdue oversight, accountability, 
and transparency to defense and reconstruc-
tion contracting and procurement. 

I urge my colleagues to support H.R. 3222, 
the ‘‘Defense Appropriations Act of 2008.’’ 

Mr. MARKEY. Mr. Chairman, I rise today to 
speak about a very important provision in the 
Defense Appropriations Act for 2008, which 
yet again confronts President Bush over his 
inhumane and un-American torture policies. 

I want to thank Chairman MURTHA for agree-
ing once again to include my language regard-
ing torture in this bill. The provision, in Section 
8104 of the bill, states that none of the funds 
in the Defense Appropriations bill may be 
used in contravention of the United Nations 
Convention Against Torture. This is a crucial 
provision because, as we all know, for years 
the President has been willing to ignore our 
obligations under international and domestic 
law to protect the basic human rights of de-
tainees. This disregard for treaty and legal ob-
ligations also undermines our efforts in the 
war on terror, serving as a valuable recruiting 
tool for terrorists and putting our brave men 
and women in uniform at risk of similar mis-
treatment if captured by our enemies. 

I have inserted this provision into a number 
of funding bills over the past several years, 
and I will continue to do so until we can legis-
latively restrain this and every future President 
from intentionally misinterpreting our obliga-
tions to respect the fundamental human rights 
of all people. In the period of the Republican 
majority, I had to come to the floor and offer 
amendments to insert this funding restriction 
into the appropriations bills. Fortunately, my 
colleagues on both sides of the aisle agree 
that our obligations to treat individuals hu-
manely are paramount, and my amendment 
repeatedly prevailed with near unanimity. I 
commend Mr. MURTHA for including this lan-
guage in the bill, which reflects his deep con-
cern for our troops and his commitment to up-
holding our obligations to fundamental human 
rights. 

With his policies of extraordinary rendition, 
President Bush has shipped countless pris-
oners to countries such as Syria and 
Uzbekistan where they are brutally tortured— 
without ever having been afforded a lawyer, a 
trial, or any opportunity to challenge their 
transfer based on probability of abuse. By al-
lowing senior officers and officials to implicitly 
encourage the abuse of Iraqi prisoners at Abu 
Ghraib, President Bush not only allowed a sit-
uation to develop where Americans horribly 
abused detainees but also created one of the 
greatest public diplomacy disasters in Amer-
ican history. By establishing a network of 
black-site CIA prisons around the world, where 
prisoners are held in total secret and without 
access to international monitors such as the 
Red Cross, the President engages in the 
grossest hypocrisy and undermines the very 
international protections for prisoners that our 
own troops abroad count on as their last line 
of defense should they be captured. 

These policies must come to an immediate 
and permanent end. I look forward to passing 
my Torture Outsourcing Prevention Act to end 
extraordinary rendition once and for all, and it 
is essential that Congress reinstate habeas 
corpus. Until then, I am proud that the Con-
gress will, with this funding restriction, once 
again bar any appropriations in violation of the 
Convention Against Torture. 
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Mr. LANGEVIN. Mr. Chairman, I rise in 

strong support of H.R. 3222, the Defense Ap-
propriations Act for Fiscal Year 2008. I would 
like to thank the gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania, Chairman MURTHA, and the gentleman 
from Florida, Ranking Member YOUNG, for 
their efforts to craft a strong bipartisan bill and 
for their tireless dedication to our national se-
curity and to the men and women in uniform 
who protect us. 

Ensuring a strong national defense is one of 
Congress’s greatest responsibilities, and at no 
time is that more evident when our 
servicemembers are overseas in harm’s way. 
While the members of this body may disagree 
about our next steps in Iraq, we all agree that 
we must support the soldiers, sailors, airmen, 
marines and civilians who are serving their 
country and facing some challenging missions. 
Further, we agree that we must have a military 
that can protect our Nation against current 
threats and respond to emerging challenges 
we may face in the future. As a member of the 
Intelligence Committee and a former member 
of the House Armed Services Committee, I 
believe we need a flexible and an adaptive 
military—one whose efforts are coordinated 
with other assets of national power such as di-
plomacy, foreign assistance and international 
cooperation—to achieve our national security 
goals. 

Congress recognizes that our Nation is only 
as strong as those who defend us, and the bill 
before us makes important steps to enhance 
the health and well-being of those serving our 
Nation. It provides a 3.5 percent pay increase 
for our men and women in uniform, an in-
crease over the President’s recommendation 
of 3.0 percent. It continues our efforts to in-
crease the size of the Army and Marine Corps 
in order to reduce the strain on our military 
caused by repeated troop deployments. In 
order to treat those currently in our military 
health system and to meet the needs of those 
returning from combat, it includes $23 billion 
for defense health programs, $416 million 
more than the President requested. It also 
postpones the President’s recommended cost 
share increases for Tricare beneficiaries, a 
proposal that would have caused hardship to 
our military families and retirees. 

H.R. 3222 also makes significant increases 
to vital non-proliferation programs. For years, 
the Nunn-Lugar Cooperative Threat Reduction 
program has allowed the U.S. to work with 
Russia and other nations in the former Soviet 
Union to dismantle their nuclear, chemical and 
biological weapons. As the chairman of the 
Homeland Security Subcommittee on Emerg-
ing Threats, Cybersecurity and Science and 
Technology, I know that one of the most im-
portant safeguards to preventing an attack 
using a weapon of mass destruction in the 
U.S. is to secure dangerous materials at their 
source to prevent them from getting into the 
hands of terrorists. To this end, the Defense 
appropriations bill includes $398 million for 
Cooperative Threat Reduction—$26 million 
more than the current level and $50 million 
more than the President’s request. 

Finally, H.R. 3222 invests in systems and 
technology to protect against current and fu-
ture threats. I am extremely pleased that the 
measure includes an additional $588 million 
for advance procurement of materials that 

could lead to the construction of a second Vir-
ginia-class submarine as early as next year. 
Our Navy has estimated that we need 48 at-
tack submarines to meet the needs of our mili-
tary commanders. Yet, under the Navy’s cur-
rent 30-year shipbuilding plan, they do not ex-
pect to increase production to two subs per 
year until 2012, causing a perilous decline in 
our future sub fleet—dropping below 48 ships 
in FY2020–33 and hitting a low of 40 in 
FY2028 and FY2029. I have long advocated 
increasing our build rate of Virginia-class sub-
marines to two per year so that we have suffi-
cient capabilities to address emerging threats. 
However, the Navy has repeatedly delayed its 
two per year target date, causing instability in 
the industrial base. In FY2004, the Navy ex-
pected to build two subs per year in FY2007. 
By FY2005, the target had moved to FY2009. 
That date was pushed back again and again, 
and now stands at FY2012. Meanwhile, our 
defense industrial base in Southeastern New 
England has suffered layoffs of submarine de-
signers and engineers, whose specialized 
skills would be very difficult to reconstitute if 
lost. Without immediate action, we risk shrink-
ing our sub fleet to perilously low levels, pre-
cisely when nations such as China are ex-
panding and modernizing their navies. After 
visits to Rhode Island and Connecticut earlier 
this year, Chairman MURTHA stated that build-
ing more submarines would be a priority, and 
this legislation demonstrates his commitment 
to fixing this dangerous problem. On behalf of 
the submarine industrial base in Rhode Island, 
I thank him and Ranking Member YOUNG for 
their leadership on this important national se-
curity issue. 

I am pleased that one of our final actions 
before departing for the August work period 
will be passing this important legislation, which 
demonstrates Congress’s commitment to na-
tional security and deserves the support of all 
in this chamber. 

Mr. BISHOP of Georgia. Mr. Chairman, I am 
very pleased to rise in strong support of the 
H.R. 3222, the Department of Defense and re-
lated agencies appropriations bill for fiscal 
year 2008. 

As a member of Defense Appropriations 
Subcommittee, I am extremely proud of the 
work of the Subcommittee and our members 
on both sides of the aisle, in crafting a bill 
which truly provides for the defense and secu-
rity of our Nation, our friends and allies, and 
promotes, supports and preserves the mutual 
security interests of both our friends and allies 
around the world. 

More importantly, I would remind all of us 
here this evening, that anyone inside, or out-
side our shores, or for that matter, hiding in 
the most obscure and remote cave, or under 
a rock for that matter, who might wish upon 
us, our citizens and friends—the slightest of ill 
will or harm—should be very clear that this bill 
also serves as a stark, ominous and indis-
putable reminder of this Congress’s and our 
Nation’s resolve and dedication to our abso-
lute domestic and global security—particularly 
in the face of those who would threaten the 
very rule of law, democratic ideals, and more 
importantly, the God-ordained principles of 
peaceful, fair, and progressive coexistence, 
among all God’s children and nations. 

It is important that our men and women who 
honorably serve in the defense of our Nation, 

have all the equipment, material and other re-
sources they need to provide for the security 
of this Nation and our interests around the 
world. 

Without question, the current war in Iraq 
and Afghanistan has placed a tremendous 
strain in this area, as well our potential ability 
to effectively respond to eminent security 
treats which may occur elsewhere throughout 
the world. 

However, I firmly believe that our bill indeed 
goes far in meeting those needs and address-
ing any potential threats which might exist 
wherever they might arise. 

More importantly, I, as well as my fellow 
Committee Members, are absolutely com-
mitted to providing our troops every dollar, 
dime and penny they need to defend our Na-
tion and our interests—both here and abroad. 

In this regard, our bill fully supports the De-
fense Department’s plans to increase the size 
of the Army and Marine Corps to reduce the 
pressure to extend troop deployments. 

Our bill will cover the costs of increasing the 
Army by 7,000 new members and the Marine 
Corps by 5,000 new members—including both 
the personnel costs and the associated equip-
ment and outfitting costs. For the Army alone, 
the equipping costs amount to more than $4 
million and, for the Marine Corps, the equip-
ping costs amount to more than $2 million. 

Our bill also provides $925 million, $635 mil-
lion above 2007, specifically to address equip-
ment shortfalls of the National Guard and Re-
serve in order to help these forces meet the 
demands of overseas deployments and re-
spond to natural disasters here at home. This 
amount meets the requirements identified by 
the Chief of the National Guard Bureau in the 
‘‘Essential 10 Equipment Requirements for the 
Global War on Terror.’’ 

Additionally, our bill provides an overall in-
crease of 13 percent for home-station training, 
so that our troops are prepared for any even-
tual deployment. It also outfits a new 8th 
Stryker Brigade of the highly successful troop 
carrier to support the Army’s evolution to a 
larger, more rapidly deployable force. 

But lest anyone of us here tonight forget no 
matter the short-term outcome of the current 
conflict in Iraq and Afghanistan—whether it 
ends in the next few months, or extends 
through next year or beyond—it ‘‘will end’’ at 
some point, hopefully very soon. 

And it is on this issue that I am particularly 
proud of the work of our Committee. 

Ladies and gentlemen, not withstanding 
what we may individually believe to be our 
moral, national security or political interests in 
the war in Iraq and Afghanistan we need to 
meet and provide for the needs of our troops 
when they return home from the conflict in the 
Middle East. 

And, I am very proud that the bill rec-
ommended by the Committee takes a 
proactive stance in addressing the needs of 
and improving the facilities which our men and 
women serving overseas will return to, and the 
resources provided to their families, both in 
the near and long term. 

Mr. Chairman, our bill provides $558.4 mil-
lion more than the President’s request, for 
military family support, including childcare cen-
ters, education programs and the family advo-
cacy program which supports military families 
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affected by the war and child and spousal 
abuse. 

Additionally, the bill contains $1.3 billion 
more than the President’s request to repair 
barracks, improve child care facilities, and im-
prove community services at military bases, to 
address the strain put on facilities by changes 
in force structure, base closures, and a global 
repositioning of our troops. 

Our bill will significantly bolster base secu-
rity, investing $141.9 million above the Presi-
dent’s request for perimeter security force pro-
tection and related security improvements, to 
protect DoD bases, schools, and hospitals 
from terrorist attacks. 

I am very proud that Ft. Benning, the 
‘‘home’’ of the Infantry, is located in my dis-
trict. And I am particularly pleased that our bill 
places a very high priority on investing in vital 
facilities like Ft. Benning, in anticipation of our 
troops return from the war. 

As a new member of the Appropriation’s 
Subcommittee on Defense, I was struck by the 
Department’s ongoing challenges in effectively 
managing its procurement activities, particu-
larly in terms of contractor oversight, and our 
long term, multi-year plans, commitments and 
management in this area. 

From 2000 to 2005, DoD contracting-out in-
creased by 73 percent, but oversight has actu-
ally decreased. 

I am very pleased that the Committee’s re-
port on the bill directs several steps to im-
prove the oversight of contractors, including 
the following: In order to improve the oversight 
of contractors, the bill increases the budget of 
certain critical DoD oversight agencies—in-
cluding providing an increase of $24 million for 
the DoD Inspector General, $17 million for the 
Defense Contract Management Agency, and 
$12 million for the Defense Contract Audit 
Agency. The bill also provides $21 million to 
permit the temporary assignment of 600 con-
tract specialists from the General Services Ad-
ministration to help DoD oversee contracts. 

The Committee report requires the Sec-
retary of Defense to develop minimum stand-
ards for all contractors performing security 
functions and to establish a clear set of rules 
of engagement for those operating in Iraq and 
Afghanistan, within 90 days of the bill’s enact-
ment. 

The Committee report also requires a report 
that identifies: (1) DoD acquisition workforce 
needs; and (2) tools to recruit and retain these 
personnel in order to provide adequate man-
agement of contracts and oversight of contract 
performance. 

Finally, I would like to congratulate my 
Chairman, JACK MURTHA, and Ranking Mem-
ber BILL YOUNG, for the outstanding job they 
have done in stewarding and leading the im-
portant work of our Subcommittee. 

And I would be remiss if I did not recognize 
and thank the staff of Subcommittee—David 
Morrison and his outstanding staff, as well as 
John Shank and the minority staff, in the out-
standing work they do on behalf of this body 
and the Nation. 

This is a good bill, and I urge my colleagues 
to support the FY08 Defense Appropriations 
bill. 

MS. MOORE of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, I 
rise today—as we consider the FY 2008 De-
fense Department Appropriations bill to speak 

about the need to ensure that every soldier re-
turning from Iraq gets access to health care 
including mental health care servIces. 

One of the most important things funded in 
the bill is the program to help the Defense De-
partment deal with the rising number of sol-
diers returning from Iraq and Afghanistan suf-
fering from mental health conditions such as 
Post Traumatic Stress Disorder or PTSD. 

As you know Mr. Chairman, PTSD is a 
chronic medical disorder that follows exposure 
to an overwhelming traumatic event. Its symp-
toms can include flashbacks, sleeplessness, 
restlessness, irritability. The majority of those 
with PTSD meet the diagnostic criteria for sev-
eral psychiatric disorders, especially depres-
sion and substance abuse, and many also at-
tempt suicide. 

Our military personnel in Iraq and Afghani-
stan are constantly at risk for car bombs, sui-
cide bombers, and improvised explosive de-
vices. Combat imposes a psychological bur-
den that affects all combatants, not only those 
who sustain physical wounds. 

Yet, despite a renewed interest and focus 
on this problem by Congress, I am disturbed 
by recent reports about the use of administra-
tive discharges to ‘‘involuntary separate’’ 
‘‘unfit’’ soldiers in order to maintain ‘‘good 
order and discipline’’ among the ranks. 

While this may seem quite normal, these re-
ports indicate that these discharges may be 
pushing men and women out of the service for 
conduct that may be tied to undiagnosed or 
untreated post-traumatic stress disorder symp-
toms even as the Army’s Surgeon General 
has stated that the ‘‘army does not want 
PTSD treated as a discipline problem.’’ 

PTSD and other mental health challenges 
often include complex behaviors which include 
difficulty controlling one’s emotions and self- 
medicating with alcohol, other medications, or 
illicit drugs in an attempt to return to ‘‘nor-
malcy.’’ Without a thorough evaluation by 
trained professionals during this process, 
many soldiers suffering with PTSD may be 
discharged and cut off from needed 
healthcare, with deadly consequences. 

This problem was brought to my attention 
recently and tragically through the case of a 
constituent who my office was working to help 
access VA health services which he thought 
he had earned through his sacrifice on the 
battlefield. 

This constituent served his country in Iraq 
for 10 months only to come back to be dis-
charged as a ‘‘disciplinary problem’’ even 
though he manifested many symptoms that 
would indicate PTSD. 

Instead of helping him find the door to diag-
nosis and treatment, he was just plain shown 
the door. Besides losing access to DoD health 
services, the character of his discharge also 
unfortunately prevented him from receiving 
any of the VA health and mental health serv-
ices that could have helped him which so 
many in Congress have fought to make avail-
able to returning service men and women. 

The Army did eventually clarify his dis-
charge so that my constituent could access 
VA health benefits. Unfortunately, this 
changee did not occur until after his problems 
had gone untreated for several more months 
and only a few weeks before he ultimately 
committed suicide. 

However, why we would force our service 
men and women, who have fought the enemy 
on the battlefield, to fight the enemy of bu-
reaucracy anew is beyond me, especially 
when medical professionals maintain that early 
intervention and treatment can make a dif-
ference for those with PTSD and other mental 
health conditions. 

Sadly, the problem is much more wide-
spread than one constituent. There are many 
who have noted the increasing use of the ad-
ministrative discharge process to quickly dis-
charge soldiers considered ‘‘disciplinary’’ prob-
lems or ‘‘unfit’’ including pressure placed on 
unit commander to remove these soldiers rath-
er than get them help. 

Mr. Chairman, I intended to offer amend-
ments to try and get the DoD leadership to ad-
dress this issue with a renewed sense of ur-
gency especially since the DoD’s own Mental 
Health Task Force expressed ‘‘serious con-
cerns’’ about this problem. 

The Task Force found a conflict between 
the haste to enforce discipline and the need to 
properly evaluate soldiers prior to a discipli-
nary discharge to ensure that reported mis-
conduct is not a result of an untreated or 
undiagnosed mental health condition. 

In June, that Task Force recommended that 
DoD change its policies to ‘‘Guarantee a Thor-
ough Assessment of Behavioral Symptoms 
When Evaluating Combat Veterans for Admin-
istrative/Legal Dismissal from the Military’’ in-
cluding ‘‘carefully assessing a soldier’s history 
of exposure to conditions that could cause 
PTSD, or traumatic brain injury, or related di-
agnoses for those facing administrative or 
medical discharge.’’ 

While my amendments would have been 
made in order under the open rule under 
which this bill will be considered, the Defense 
Subcommittee Chairman, MR. MURTHA, gra-
ciously offered to work with me on this issue 
as the bill moves forward, including con-
ference report language. On that basis, I will 
not offer my amendments today. 

In the word of the DoD’s task force, ‘‘the 
military also has a clear responsibility to re-
store to full level of function a service member 
damaged in the line of duty, and to be cog-
nizant of and attentive to the psychological 
aftermath of deployment, manifested in hidden 
injuries of the brain and mind.’’ 

We can and must do better for our soldiers. 
Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. Chairman, I rise 

in support of the bill and want to thank Chair-
man MURTHA, Ranking member YOUNG and 
their very able staff for their hard work. 

The challenge before our Subcommittee 
was this: strike the appropriate balance be-
tween present and the future needs for our 
military in a time of war. 

Clearly, we must provide the funding nec-
essary to support our courageous young 
warfighters—troops in the current fight—and 
their families. 

In this regard, I am pleased that the bill: 
Fully funds a 3.5 percent pay raise for 

troops; 
Provides an additional $2.5 billion for family 

support activities—more counselors, teachers, 
day care providers, better housing, etc; 

That the bill: Contains significant increases 
in many Defense Health accounts and pro-
vides funding to improve military mental health 
and PTSD programs; 
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Includes new efforts on preventative medi-

cine in DoD and enhancements to military 
medical research; 

The $1.9 billion shortfall in the military’s 
TriCare program is erased in this bill; 

Contains new initiative to consolidate the 
DoD and VA medical record-keeping systems 
to assure that our soldiers’ medical records do 
not fall through bureaucratic cracks. 

Further, the bill: 
Fully funds flying hours for our aviators and 

home training for all those who fight on our 
behalf; 

Includes an additional $142 million to I pro-
vide enhanced security at DoD bases here in 
the U.S. As the recent incident at Fort Dix 
demonstrates, our military bases are terrorist 
targets. 

But Mr. Chairman, this Committee also ap-
plied its best judgment as we look to the fu-
ture and how this Nation will confront future 
opponents in future conflicts. The bill: 

Provides nearly a billion new dollars to up-
grade the equipment of our National Guard 
and Reserves for both military and home state 
civil operations; 

Fully funds the ‘‘end strength’’ increases for 
the Army and the Marines; 

Moves the F–22 Raptor program forward 
and retains language that bars its foreign sale; 

Advances the Joint Strike Fighter program 
and directs production of a 2nd engine; 

Establishes a new Army Stryker Brigade 
and contains funding for five new ships for the 
Navy. 

Mr. Chairman, if I had written it this bill, I 
might have written sections differently. For ex-
ample, one could argue with the total funding 
levels. And I wonder if we have ‘‘gotten it 
right’’ with respect to reductions to Future 
Combat Systems—the Army’s signature mod-
ernization program. 

But all-in-all, this is a good package worthy 
of our support. I thank the Chairman. I thank 
the Ranking Member. And I thank the staff 
and urge support of the bill. 

Mr. LEWIS of California. Mr. Chairman, I 
rise today to extend my support for the fiscal 
year 2008 Defense Appropriations Bill. The 
bill, as recommended by Chairman MURTHA 
and Mr. YOUNG, is a clean bill. It is a good bill. 
It is a bipartisan bill. 

This bill provides almost $460 billion for our 
Nation’s defense, an increase of $39.7 billion 
over the fiscal year 2007 appropriations. It 
funds the country’s priorities during a period 
where we find ourselves developing a force 
structure for the future and carrying out a 
Global War on Terrorism. The bill provides 
balance with support for development and de-
ployment of near-term capabilities, while in-
vesting in the future through robust science 
and technology efforts. In particular, the bill: 

Continues the establishment of a strong 
missile defense against the threats of our ad-
versaries; 

Furthers the revitalization of our human in-
telligence efforts, a critical capability lost in the 
90’s, while maintaining our technical intel-
ligence assets; 

Focuses the evolution of tomorrow’s blue 
water navy; 

Grows the force structure necessary to meet 
the operational demands and reduce the bur-
dens carried by our military families; 

Addresses the health care needs of our sol-
diers; and, 

Does all of these things while providing the 
necessary resources to train and equip today’s 
forces that are currently in harm’s way. 

I believe, however, that it may be more im-
portant to appreciate what this bill doesn’t do 
rather than what it actually does. 

This bill doesn’t bog us down in the useless 
exercise of academic debate on issues better 
discussed elsewhere. 

It doesn’t step into the authorizations world 
with misguided attempts to solve issues asso-
ciated with topics like Iraq or detainee policy. 

And, most importantly, it doesn’t delay pro-
viding our men and women in uniform our un-
qualified support and the resources they need 
to complete their mission successfully. I 
strongly urge my colleagues to preserve this 
quality of the bill before us today. 

Over the years that I have been privileged 
to serve on the Appropriations committee, we 
have made every effort to leave partisan poli-
tics at the door. We have teamed up in a bi-
partisan fashion to do what is best for the 
country. This bill follows that longstanding, 
time-honored tradition. 

For us to get our work done—for us to be 
successful—it must remain that way. National 
security demands that this bill focus on the 
needs of our troops. In its current form, this 
bill does that. 

National security also demands that Con-
gress move swiftly. The House is doing its 
part and I would urge our colleagues in the 
Senate to join us in moving this bill—and oth-
ers—quickly. 

Mr. Chairman, I urge the swift adoption of 
this Defense Appropriations bill. 

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Chairman, I want to begin 
by congratulating Chairman MURTHA, Ranking 
Member YOUNG, Chairman OBEY, and Ranking 
Member LEWIS for guiding the committee work 
that brings this bill to the floor for consider-
ation today. I expect that other committee 
members took as much satisfaction as I did in 
being able to report out this bill with unani-
mous, bipartisan support from both the sub-
committee and the full committee. 

One area that I want to comment on in par-
ticular regarding this bill has to do with the 
classified accounts. In preparing this bill, we 
undertook a new approach in which Members 
from both the Defense Appropriations Sub-
committee and the Permanent Select Com-
mittee on Intelligence worked jointly in a Se-
lect Intelligence Oversight Panel. I was 
pleased to have been able to participate in 
this panel that was ably led by my friend from 
New Jersey, Mr. HOLT. 

Because we cannot comment in any detail 
on the classified accounts in this bill, I hope it 
is useful to my colleagues to hear that the Se-
lect Intelligence Oversight Panel undertook 
thorough reviews of the classified accounts, 
including many probing sessions with rep-
resentatives of the intelligence agencies. In 
the end, the panel made recommendations on 
the classified accounts to the Defense Appro-
priations Subcommittee, and the bill before us 
today reflects those recommendations. 

Mr. Chairman, like all other agencies of the 
Federal Government, the intelligence agencies 
need to be subject to oversight and account-
ability. I believe that we have done that in de-

veloping the appropriations levels that are pro-
vided for in the classified accounts of this bill. 

I also would like to call attention to a few 
additional areas of the bill that I think are sig-
nificant. Equipment shortfalls for our Guard 
and Reserve forces have been an area of real 
concern to the committee. In order to continue 
to address this, the bill adds $925 million, 
$700 million of which is designated for the 
Army National Guard. 

Recognizing the need to help the Army pro-
vide the facilities that it needs as it deals with 
the combined effects of growing its forces, re-
basing its forces and transforming to the mod-
ular force, the bill adds $1.25 billion for facili-
ties sustainment and restoration. These funds 
will be used to fix barracks, improve childcare 
facilities and enhance community services at 
installations around the world. 

The Navy has some challenges too, some 
of which this bill attempts to address. In ship-
building, the bill adds $3.7 billion above the 
budget request to provide funds for an addi-
tional five ships. Furthermore, I am pleased 
that the bill fully funds the account for ship 
depot maintenance to ensure that the Navy 
can continue to maintain the readiness of its 
current fleet. 

Finally, Mr. Chairman, I point out that the bill 
funds a 3.5 percent pay increase for our mili-
tary personnel, and it includes $2.9 billion (an 
increase of $558 million over the budget re-
quest) for family advocacy programs, childcare 
centers, and dependent education programs. 

There is much more that is very good about 
this bill. I urge my colleagues to vote to sup-
port it. 

Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas. Mr. Chairman, 
rise today in strong support of this legislation. 

This legislation along with the passage of 
the Rest and Recuperation for Troops Act yes-
terday and the Military Construction and VA 
Appropriations bill earlier this year, continues 
a strong record in this Congress of providing 
our troops with the funding and equipment 
they need in the field, and ensuring they have 
the healthcare and rest they need when they 
come home. 

I applaud the Appropriations Committee’s 
work to provide more than the President’s re-
quest for combat equipment depleted in Iraq, 
operational training, National Guard and re-
serves’ battle gear, support services for mili-
tary families, and shipbuilding. 

This bill appropriates $459.6 billion for De-
fense Department programs in FY 2008. The 
bill’s total is $3.5 billion, just 1 percent less 
than the President’s request, but $39.7 billion, 
or 9 percent more than comparable levels for 
last year’s regular defense appropriations—not 
accounting for $165 billion in FY 2007 emer-
gency supplemental defense funds for oper-
ations in Iraq and Afghanistan we sent the 
President earlier this year. 

I thank the Committee for including an im-
portant project being worked on by a consor-
tium of universities in Texas in collaboration 
with the Air Force, the Consortium for Nano-
technology in Aerospace Commerce and 
Technology (CONTACT). Through collabora-
tions among the universities, the Air Force Re-
search Laboratory, and the aerospace com-
mercial sector, this unique partnership will de-
velop leading-edge nanotechnology aerospace 
applications faster and better than could be 
achieved individually at each institution. 
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I hope to work with the Committee as they 

move to conference and in next year’s cycle to 
highlight the importance of three other projects 
I requested that did not get funded. 

The Radar/Video Fusion Vessel and Port 
Security Demonstration Project will develop a 
sensor package integrated to provide surveil-
lance, warning, monitoring and tracking of 
ships, vessels, and integrate into current and 
future Houston Ship Channel surveillance ca-
pability. Increased security at ports and water-
ways, landside and waterside, is now an es-
sential part of homeland defense. This is par-
ticularly true in Houston where ships and 
barges have direct access to high value sites 
where destruction of assets will cause major 
casualties and/or economic impact. 

Two other projects, the Battleship TEXAS 
Restoration Project, and the Manganese 
Health Research Project, have each been 
funded in the past, and I hope the Chairman 
would work with me to see that these impor-
tant projects receive the funding necessary to 
complete the projects in the future. 

Again, I strongly support this bill which will 
provide essential funding for the military and 
our troops, and I urge my colleagues to join 
me in supporting it. 

Mr. GINGREY. Mr. Chairman, I rise today in 
recognition of all the hard work the Chairman 
and Ranking Member of the Subcommittee, 
and their staffs, have put in on behalf of our 
Nation on the Department of Defense Appro-
priations Bill for Fiscal Year 2008—and in 
gratitude for their work on behalf of the 11th 
District of Georgia. 

And I would like to commend Chairman 
MURTHA and Ranking Member YOUNG for their 
efforts on behalf of our soldiers, sailors, air-
men, and marines who are so bravely defend-
ing us at home and abroad. 

Mr. Chairman, in its current form, this ap-
pears to be legislation that—although not per-
fect—does a fine job covering a wide range of 
priorities that are vitally important to our 
Armed Services. While regrettably cutting 
funding for both missile defense and future 
combat systems, the bill does appropriately in-
clude an across-the-board 3.5 percent pay 
raise and provisions addressing both Guard 
and Reserve readiness concerns. This bill also 
provides much-needed funds to grow the 
Army—by 7,000 soldiers—and the Marine 
Corps—by 5,000 Marines. 

Our House colleagues also did a good job 
providing funding for many important programs 
which are our military’s top priorities. Chief 
among these, Mr. Chairman, is the F–22 
Raptor. 

I am particularly encouraged by the work 
the Appropriations Committee has done to 
fund F–22 procurement this year, as this air-
craft is vital to our Nation’s defense. This bill 
contains $3.153 billion for 20 F–22 Raptor air-
craft as part of the multi-year procurement 
strategy of 60 F–22s over the next three 
years. This will go a long way toward pro-
viding stability for the program and ensuring 
that America maintains air dominance for the 
foreseeable future. 

Further, Mr. Chairman, as we fight the glob-
al war on terror, the United States must with-
out question continue to modernize and 
strengthen our ability to support our men and 
women in harm’s way. Maintaining our Na-

tion’s airlift capabilities is critical to this mis-
sion, and I would like to applaud the Com-
mittee for their recognition of this by including 
funding for the modernization of the C–5 fleet, 
in line with the Air Force’s program of record. 

The Committee also responsibly recognizes 
the importance of developing life-saving inno-
vations to benefit our war-fighters. Accord-
ingly, $2.5 million dollars was included for the 
research and development of BioFoam Protein 
Hydrogel, which is manufactured in my district. 
BioFoam has the potential to save lives on the 
battlefield by using an expanding, adhesive, 
foam sealant to stop uncontrollable bleeding 
from internal wounds where tourniquets can-
not be applied. Additionally, I am grateful that 
the Committee worked with me to provide 
funding for the Covert Waveform Program and 
for the development of Active/Smart Pack-
aging for combat feeding. 

Mr. Chairman, I would like to again thank 
my colleagues for their hard work on this bill. 

Mr. HOLT. Mr. Chairman, I rise in support of 
this bill, which will provide our men and 
women in uniform with the tools to defend 
America and its people. Overall, this bill pro-
vides $459.594 billion for the operations of the 
Defense Department for fiscal year 2008, 
which is more than $43 billion above last 
year’s level. 

This bill keeps faith with our troops and their 
families in three key areas. First, this bill pro-
vides $2.9 billion ($558.4 million above the 
President’s request) for programs including 
childcare centers, education programs and the 
family advocacy program which provides sup-
port to military families affected by the de-
mands of war and episodes of child or spouse 
abuse. Second, the bill addresses the health 
care needs of military families and retirees by 
providing $22.957 billion ($1.7 billion above 
2007 and $416 million above the President’s 
2008 request) for their care. The bill rejects 
the President’s proposal to inflict $1.9 billion in 
TRICARE fee and premium increases on our 
troops, their families, and our military retirees. 
Finally, the bill provides $2.2 to cover the cost 
of a 3.5 percent military pay raise, as ap-
proved in the House version of the Defense 
Authorization bill. 

This bill also prepares our forces to meet fu-
ture needs. The bill provides $7.548 billion, a 
13 percent increase for all home-stationing 
training, so that our troops are well prepared 
for any eventual deployment. The bill also 
supports DoD’s plans to increase the size of 
the Army and Marines by providing $4 billion 
to cover the equipment costs of adding 7,000 
Army troops and $2 billion to cover cost of 
adding 5,000 Marines. These force structure 
increases may reduce the number of deploy-
ments individual servicemembers may face in 
the years ahead. 

The bill also addresses Guard and Reserve 
equipment shortfalls by providing $925 million 
($635 million above 2007 levels) in order to 
help forces meet the demands of overseas de-
ployments and respond to natural disasters 
here at home. This amount meets the require-
ments identified by the Chief of the National 
Guard Bureau in the ‘‘Essential 10 Equipment 
Requirements for the Global War on Terror.’’ 

To help America maintain its technological 
edge in the military arena, the bill provides 
$76.229 billion ($1.112 billion above the Presi-

dent’s request and $508 million above 2007 
levels) for research, development, testing and 
evaluation programs, including military medical 
research. 

Funding for production of the Armed Recon-
naissance Helicopter was zeroed out because 
they are not ready to go into production. Re-
search and development will continue. Re-
garding ballistic missile defense programs, the 
committee cut some $298 million from the 
President’s $8.498 billion request. I continue 
to believe that this is the single most wasteful, 
technologically impractical, and politically 
shortsighted programs in the entire Pentagon 
budget, and I hope that further cuts to this 
program will be forthcoming when the House 
and Senate conferees meet later this year. 

The bill also cuts $406 million from the 
President’s $3.157 billion request for the Fu-
ture Combat System, the Army’s projected 
next generation of armor, artillery, and related 
vehicle programs. This is another example of 
a Cold War legacy program that continues to 
receive massive funding despite its complete 
irrelevance to the wars we’ve been waging 
since 9/11. 

If we’ve learned anything from our experi-
ence in Iraq and Afghanistan, it’s not that our 
soldiers’ greatest need has been additional 
firepower from new tanks and artillery 
pieces—it’s been their need for translators and 
cultural specialist who could help them bridge 
the language and culture gap with the Iraqis 
and Afghans who want to help us find the in-
surgents and terrorists who are destroying 
their societies. I’m glad the committee has 
taken this initial step in reducing expenditures 
on this Cold War legacy program, but I hope 
that it represents only the beginning of a fun-
damental reevaluation of this program and the 
eventual reprogramming of its funds towards 
more productive ends. 

Finally, I wanted to take a moment to ad-
dress a structural change that was made to 
the committee at the beginning of this Con-
gress, one that has significantly enhanced this 
body’s oversight of intelligence programs. Ear-
lier this year and under the leadership of 
Speaker PELOSI, the House passed H. Res. 
35, which created the Select Intelligence Over-
sight Panel, which I have the honor of 
chairing. This step was in direct response to 
the 9/11 Commission recommendation that 
Congress take steps to reform how it conducts 
oversight of the intelligence community. 

Our panel contains a mix of members from 
both the Appropriations Committee and the 
House Permanent Select Committee on Intel-
ligence. Our charter is to review the oper-
ations of the intelligence community and to 
recommend policies and funding levels where 
necessary. The bill before you incorporates 
our recommendations. The majority of these 
recommendations are detailed in the classified 
annex to this bill and cannot be discussed in 
open session. However, one specific rec-
ommendation can be outlined for this body 
and the public, and it involves those critical 
foreign language programs of which I spoke 
earlier. 

Our panel recommended a more than $10 
million increase in funding for the National Se-
curity Education Program, or NSEP for short. 
NSEP was established by the David L. Boren 
National Security Education Act (NSEA), as 
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amended, P.L. 102–183, codified at 50 U.S.C. 
1901 et seq. It was signed into law by Presi-
dent George H. W. Bush on December 4, 
1991. The NSEA mandated the Secretary of 
Defense to create the National Security Edu-
cation Program (NSEP) to award: (1) scholar-
ships to U.S. undergraduate students to study 
abroad in areas critical to U.S. national secu-
rity; (2) fellowships to U.S. graduate students 
to study languages and world regions critical 
to U.S. national security; and (3) grants to 
U.S. institutions of higher education to develop 
programs of study in and about countries, lan-
guages and international fields critical to na-
tional security and under-represented in U.S. 
study. Also mandated in the NSEA was the 
creation of the National Security Education 
Board (NSEB) to provide overall guidance for 
NSEP. 

NSEP’s mission is to build a broader and 
more qualified pool of U.S. citizens with for-
eign language and international skills. It con-
sists of five initiatives that represent broad 
strategic partnerships with the U.S. education 
community designed to serve the needs of 
U.S. national security and national competi-
tiveness. NSEP focuses on the critical lan-
guages and cultures of Asia, Africa, Eastern 
Europe, the Middle East, and Latin America, 
and is unique in the commitment of its award 
recipients to proceed into public service upon 
completion of their academic studies. Each 
NSEP award recipient must demonstrate a 
commitment to bring his or her extraordinary 
skills to the Federal Government through em-
ployment within one of its many agencies and 
departments. 

I’m pleased that our panel has placed such 
bipartisan emphasis on closing the foreign lan-
guage and cultural literacy gaps that still exist 
within our national intelligence and defense 
agencies. However, it is clear that our de-
ployed forces still do not have anything ap-
proaching the number of qualified linguists and 
cultural experts to help them effectively inter-
act with the people of Iraq, Afghanistan, and 
most of the other countries of the Arab and Is-
lamic world that are the critical battlegrounds 
in the war of ideas, hearts, and minds against 
al Qaeda. I will work with Chairman MURTHA in 
the coming year to address this issue. 

Mr. Chairman, on balance, this is a good bill 
that provides our armed forces what they need 
to protect our citizens, our allies, and our vital 
interests, and I urge my colleagues to join me 
in voting for it. 

Mr. Chairman, I commend the subcommittee 
for bringing this bill to the floor. Let me also 
take a moment to commend the outstanding 
staff of both the Defense subcommittee and 
the staff of the Select Intelligence Oversight 
Panel for their hard work and expert contribu-
tions to our final product. I also want to thank 
the Panel’s ranking member, Mr. LAHOOD, for 
his many thoughtful contributions to our work 
this year. 

Speaker PELOSI is a leader of vision and 
boldness. Under her leadership, the House 
passed H. Res. 35, which created the Select 
Intelligence Oversight Panel, which I have the 
honor to chair. This step was in direct re-
sponse to the recommendations of the 9/11 
Commission that Congress reform how it con-
ducts oversight of the intelligence community. 
Specifically, the Commission said ‘‘Congress 

should create a joint committee for intel-
ligence, in with combined authorizing and ap-
propriations powers.’’ The Speaker created a 
panel consisting of appropriators and author-
izers. 

Our panel contains a mix of members from 
both the Appropriations Committee and the 
House Permanent Select Committee on Intel-
ligence. Our charter is to review all aspects of 
the intelligence community and report to the 
Appropriations Committee’s Subcommittee on 
Defense. The bill before you contains our first 
such set of recommendations, which have put 
everyone on notice that real Congressional 
oversight of intelligence activities has resumed 
after a long and dangerous lapse. 

This panel—unprecedented in Congres-
sional history I believe—appears to be making 
a difference. Chairman OBEY and Chairman 
MURTHA have taken the Speaker’s proposal 
and made it succeed. Working in a bipartisan 
manner, the panel has made numerous rec-
ommendations ranging from increased funding 
for foreign language programs to restructuring 
of major intelligence programs. Those rec-
ommendations are incorporated into this bill. 

I think almost all Americans now know that 
our national intelligence agencies activities 
around the globe affect their safety and pros-
perity at home. What I hope they will now also 
know is that we in the House have made the 
oversight changes necessary to help keep 
them safe and their liberties secure. 

Let me close by saying that our Panel’s 
work is just beginning, and that I look forward 
to reporting to the House occasionally on our 
activities. 

Mr. ORTIZ. Mr. Chairman, given the many 
challenges faced by our Nation—and our mili-
tary—I’m pleased that the House moved the 
Defense Appropriations bill quickly. 

Chairman MURTHA is doing some very 
heavy lifting for the Nation, and I thank you for 
your work. 

This bill also contains a significant invest-
ment for South Texas, which contributes sig-
nificantly to the Nation’s military readiness. As 
the House point man on Readiness matters in 
our military, I have been deeply concerned 
that the Iraq conflict has eroded the readiness 
of the U.S. armed forces, perhaps for a gen-
eration. 

At a time when we need to be more ready 
than before, this is a tremendous cause for 
alarm. 

Today’s bill addresses many of our current 
needs associated with: beefing up today’s 
ground forces—our boots on the ground over-
seas; addressing the many failings of this ad-
ministration and the last Congress in ensuring 
our military is ready for any challenge we 
need to meet, such as finally providing over-
sight of contractors in Iraq and Afghanistan; 
fully funding critical needs at depots that sup-
ply our troops; providing funds for National 
Guard equipment to make us safer here, and 
make our soldiers safer on the battlefields; 
and providing assistance for wounded war-
riors. 

I thank the gentleman from Pennsylvania for 
his hard work on the bill; and the gentle-
woman from New York for her work on this 
rule. 

I urge my colleagues to support both the 
rule and the bill. 

Ms. KAPTUR. Mr. Chairman, I rise in strong 
support of the Fiscal Year 2008 Appropriations 
bill. I commend Chairman MURTHA and Rank-
ing Member YOUNG for crafting a bipartisan 
measure that carefully balances support for or 
troops and their families and fiscal responsi-
bility. It maintains and enhances our Nation’s 
commitment to a defense second to none and 
our abiding responsibility to protect and de-
fend our Nation from all enemies at home and 
abroad. 

As a member of this distinguished sub-
committee, I am pleased with the body of work 
that we produced under the strong leadership 
of Chairman Murtha. The Defense sub-
committee held over 30 hearings this year, 
nearly double that of the previous Congress. 
We received testimony from dozens of wit-
nesses—from both inside and outside the De-
partment of Defense—in order to allow the 
Members and our extraordinary staff to fash-
ion this well balanced bill. 

Mr. Chairman, this has been a difficult year 
for our Nation. The economy is in fragile 
shape, the public is losing faith in this body 
and the war in Iraq is taking a serious toll on 
the morale and well being of U.S. soldiers. As 
this conflict extends well into its 5th year, I 
must soberly remind each and every Member 
of this body that 3,651 U.S. soldiers have 
been killed and 27,104 injured. Those are 
staggering numbers. 

Thankfully, this bill seeks to provide robust 
funding for those programs most important to 
the soldiers and to their families. The Com-
mittee fully-funded a 3.5 percent military pay 
raise without charging higher health care fees 
for military retirees, as the Administration pro-
posed to do. Included in this bill is just under 
three billion dollars for family advocacy pro-
grams, childcare centers and dependent’s 
education programs. 

I am also very supportive of strong lan-
guage and related funding in this bill providing 
for increased oversight and accountability of 
contractors and contracting out services. We 
have been calling on the Department of De-
fense to get its fiscal house in order for years. 
They chose to ignore Congress. This bill pro-
vides much needed guidance on the steps 
they must take to increase transparency on 
how they spend the public’s money. Corrup-
tion and fiscal irresponsibility cannot stand. I 
agree with my Chairman, the distinguished 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, who maintains: 
‘‘The Committee’s fiduciary responsibility to 
the American taxpayer requires holding ac-
countable organizations, officials, and pro-
grams that have performed poorly. Moreover, 
wasted resources and procedural abuses ulti-
mately come at the expense of our military 
men and women.’’ As a result, we provide in-
creased funds for the Contract Audit Agency, 
the Contract Management Agency, and the 
Department of Defense Inspector General. We 
also provide authority for the DoD to hire up 
to 500 GSA and GAG efficiency experts for 
assistance. 

Finally, and perhaps most importantly, I 
want to draw each Member’s attention to lan-
guage in this bill that notes the Department of 
Defense has been slow ‘‘to establish aggres-
sive goals and timelines to achieve increased 
energy efficiency.’’ The utter dependence of 
the United States on imported petroleum cre-
ates the major strategic vulnerability for our 
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Nation, coupled with nearly half of the energy 
supply of the United States dependent on for-
eign sources. From the economically dam-
aging Arab oil embargoes of 1973–74 and 
1979 to the current recession precipitated by 
rising oil prices, which began in 1999, eco-
nomic forces outside our borders have too 
often shaken the economic stability of the 
United States. We must shift America’s de-
pendence away from foreign petroleum as an 
energy source toward alternative, renewable, 
domestic sources. We must aim to balance 
the current petroleum trade deficit by replacing 
foreign sources of supply with steady in-
creases of domestically-produced fuels and 
power system. 

The Department of Defense is the largest 
purchaser of fuel in the United States. It main-
tains the largest energy footprint in our 
Govemment. I believe the Department of De-
fense can and must lead all other agencies in 
making the United States energy independent 
again. 

I encourage every Member to vote in favor 
of this bill. 

Mr. VISCLOSKY. Mr. Chairman, I rise in 
strong support of H.R. 3222 and thank Chair-
man MURTHA and Ranking Member YOUNG for 
the fine bill they have crafted. I would particu-
larly like to highlight one item that is not in the 
bill. It’s funding for the Administration’s pro-
posal to build a new nuclear weapon, the so 
called Reliable Replacement Warhead. The 
Administration proposed funding in the Energy 
and Water Appropriations measure for the 
warhead. They also asked for $30 million for 
design and development of the warhead in 
H.R. 3222. 

In conjunction with my Ranking Member, 
Mr. HOBSON, we did not provide funds for this 
proposal in the Energy and Water Bill. I thank 
Chairman MURTHA and Mr. YOUNG for their 
foresight and correct policy decision in also 
eliminating funding for this program in H.R. 
3222. 

Profound decisions on the use of nuclear 
weapons stockpile need to be made—this is a 
serious and fundamental responsibility. Plans 
need to be articulated with specificity before 
this Nation should consider proceeding with 
the President’s call for a new nuclear weapon. 

First, there is a need for a comprehensive 
nuclear defense strategy and stockpile plan to 
guide transformation and downsizing of the 
stockpile and nuclear weapons complex—and 
until progress is made on this critical issue, 
there will be no new facilities or Reliable Re-
placement Warhead. Only when a future nu-
clear weapons strategy is established can the 
Departments of Defense and Energy deter-
mine the requirements for the future nuclear 
weapons stockpile and nuclear weapons com-
plex plan. To date no Administration has de-
veloped and articulated a policy that takes into 
account the changes in our world situation 
since the end of the Cold War, the advent of 
regional conflicts such as we’ve seen in 
Kosovo and the terrorist attacks of 9/11. 

Further, testimony before the subcommittee 
has pointed to the potential for the inter-
national community to misunderstand develop-
ment of a new nuclear weapon by the United 
States. Moreover, for the last decade, the Ad-
ministration has said that Stockpile Steward-
ship was the path to maintain the safety, secu-

rity and reliability of the nuclear stockpile. 
Now, with three major stockpile stewardship 
facilities all over budget, over their deadlines, 
and not completed, we are told, ‘‘Let’s do 
something else.’’ 

Given the serious international and domestic 
consequences of the U.S. initiating a new nu-
clear weapons production activity, it is critical 
that the administration lay out a comprehen-
sive course of action before funding is appro-
priated. Major transformation of the weapons 
complex can only be produced with significant 
bipartisan support, lasting over multiple ses-
sions of Congress and multiple Administra-
tions. I don’t think it is asking too much for a 
comprehensive nuclear strategy before we 
build a new nuclear weapon. 

The Administration has proposed funding to 
begin engineering and cost studies of a reli-
able replacement warhead. In this, they have 
got the cart well before the horse. No funds 
should be provided for this activity. Future 
funding should only be considered following 
the adoption of a new strategic weapons plan 
for the Nation whereby the President estab-
lishes the anticipated threat environment and 
the role of nuclear weapons in addressing the 
projected threats. The strategic weapons plan 
must then guide a new nuclear stockpile plan 
before it can be determined if and when a reli-
able replacement warhead is needed. 

In closing, I again want to thank Chairman 
MURTHA and Mr. YOUNG for their wise and 
positive decision in this matter. 

The Chairman. No general debate is 
in order. The bill shall be considered 
for amendment under the 5-minute 
rule. 

No amendment to the bill may be of-
fered except those specified in the pre-
vious order of the House of today, 
which is at the desk. 

The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

H.R. 3222 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, That the following sums 
are appropriated, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the 
fiscal year ending September 30, 2008, for 
military functions administered by the De-
partment of Defense and for other purposes, 
namely: 

TITLE I 
MILITARY PERSONNEL 

MILITARY PERSONNEL, ARMY 
For pay, allowances, individual clothing, 

subsistence, interest on deposits, gratuities, 
permanent change of station travel (includ-
ing all expenses thereof for organizational 
movements), and expenses of temporary duty 
travel between permanent duty stations, for 
members of the Army on active duty (except 
members of reserve components provided for 
elsewhere), cadets, and aviation cadets; for 
members of the Reserve Officers’ Training 
Corps; and for payments pursuant to section 
156 of Public Law 97–377, as amended (42 
U.S.C. 402 note), and to the Department of 
Defense Military Retirement Fund, 
$31,346,005,000. 

MILITARY PERSONNEL, NAVY 
For pay, allowances, individual clothing, 

subsistence, interest on deposits, gratuities, 
permanent change of station travel (includ-
ing all expenses thereof for organizational 

movements), and expenses of temporary duty 
travel between permanent duty stations, for 
members of the Navy on active duty (except 
members of the Reserve provided for else-
where), midshipmen, and aviation cadets; for 
members of the Reserve Officers’ Training 
Corps; and for payments pursuant to section 
156 of Public Law 97–377, as amended (42 
U.S.C. 402 note), and to the Department of 
Defense Military Retirement Fund, 
$23,300,801,000. 

MILITARY PERSONNEL, MARINE CORPS 
For pay, allowances, individual clothing, 

subsistence, interest on deposits, gratuities, 
permanent change of station travel (includ-
ing all expenses thereof for organizational 
movements), and expenses of temporary duty 
travel between permanent duty stations, for 
members of the Marine Corps on active duty 
(except members of the Reserve provided for 
elsewhere); and for payments pursuant to 
section 156 of Public Law 97–377, as amended 
(42 U.S.C. 402 note), and to the Department of 
Defense Military Retirement Fund, 
$10,269,914,000. 

MILITARY PERSONNEL, AIR FORCE 
For pay, allowances, individual clothing, 

subsistence, interest on deposits, gratuities, 
permanent change of station travel (includ-
ing all expenses thereof for organizational 
movements), and expenses of temporary duty 
travel between permanent duty stations, for 
members of the Air Force on active duty (ex-
cept members of reserve components pro-
vided for elsewhere), cadets, and aviation ca-
dets; for members of the Reserve Officers’ 
Training Corps; and for payments pursuant 
to section 156 of Public Law 97–377, as 
amended (42 U.S.C. 402 note), and to the De-
partment of Defense Military Retirement 
Fund, $24,379,214,000. 

RESERVE PERSONNEL, ARMY 
For pay, allowances, clothing, subsistence, 

gratuities, travel, and related expenses for 
personnel of the Army Reserve on active 
duty under sections 10211, 10302, and 3038 of 
title 10, United States Code, or while serving 
on active duty under section 12301(d) of title 
10, United States Code, in connection with 
performing duty specified in section 12310(a) 
of title 10, United States Code, or while un-
dergoing reserve training, or while per-
forming drills or equivalent duty or other 
duty, and expenses authorized by section 
16131 of title 10, United States Code; and for 
payments to the Department of Defense Mili-
tary Retirement Fund, $3,629,620,000. 

RESERVE PERSONNEL, NAVY 
For pay, allowances, clothing, subsistence, 

gratuities, travel, and related expenses for 
personnel of the Navy Reserve on active duty 
under section 10211 of title 10, United States 
Code, or while serving on active duty under 
section 12301(d) of title 10, United States 
Code, in connection with performing duty 
specified in section 12310(a) of title 10, United 
States Code, or while undergoing reserve 
training, or while performing drills or equiv-
alent duty, and expenses authorized by sec-
tion 16131 of title 10, United States Code; and 
for payments to the Department of Defense 
Military Retirement Fund, $1,776,885,000. 

RESERVE PERSONNEL, MARINE CORPS 
For pay, allowances, clothing, subsistence, 

gratuities, travel, and related expenses for 
personnel of the Marine Corps Reserve on ac-
tive duty under section 10211 of title 10, 
United States Code, or while serving on ac-
tive duty under section 12301(d) of title 10, 
United States Code, in connection with per-
forming duty specified in section 12310(a) of 
title 10, United States Code, or while under-
going reserve training, or while performing 
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drills or equivalent duty, and for members of 
the Marine Corps platoon leaders class, and 
expenses authorized by section 16131 of title 
10, United States Code; and for payments to 
the Department of Defense Military Retire-
ment Fund, $513,472,000. 

RESERVE PERSONNEL, AIR FORCE 
For pay, allowances, clothing, subsistence, 

gratuities, travel, and related expenses for 
personnel of the Air Force Reserve on active 
duty under sections 10211, 10305, and 8038 of 
title 10, United States Code, or while serving 
on active duty under section 12301(d) of title 
10, United States Code, in connection with 
performing duty specified in section 12310(a) 
of title 10, United States Code, or while un-
dergoing reserve training, or while per-
forming drills or equivalent duty or other 
duty, and expenses authorized by section 
16131 of title 10, United States Code; and for 
payments to the Department of Defense Mili-
tary Retirement Fund, $1,365,679,000. 

NATIONAL GUARD PERSONNEL, ARMY 
For pay, allowances, clothing, subsistence, 

gratuities, travel, and related expenses for 
personnel of the Army National Guard while 
on duty under section 10211, 10302, or 12402 of 
title 10 or section 708 of title 32, United 
States Code, or while serving on duty under 
section 12301(d) of title 10 or section 502(f) of 
title 32, United States Code, in connection 
with performing duty specified in section 
12310(a) of title 10, United States Code, or 
while undergoing training, or while per-
forming drills or equivalent duty or other 
duty, and expenses authorized by section 
16131 of title 10, United States Code; and for 
payments to the Department of Defense Mili-
tary Retirement Fund, $5,815,017,000. 

NATIONAL GUARD PERSONNEL, AIR FORCE 
For pay, allowances, clothing, subsistence, 

gratuities, travel, and related expenses for 
personnel of the Air National Guard on duty 
under section 10211, 10305, or 12402 of title 10 
or section 708 of title 32, United States Code, 
or while serving on duty under section 
12301(d) of title 10 or section 502(f) of title 32, 
United States Code, in connection with per-
forming duty specified in section 12310(a) of 
title 10, United States Code, or while under-
going training, or while performing drills or 
equivalent duty or other duty, and expenses 
authorized by section 16131 of title 10, United 
States Code; and for payments to the Depart-
ment of Defense Military Retirement Fund, 
$2,621,169,000. 

TITLE II 
OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE 
OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE, ARMY 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 
For expenses, not otherwise provided for, 

necessary for the operation and maintenance 
of the Army, as authorized by law; and not 
to exceed $11,478,000 can be used for emer-
gencies and extraordinary expenses, to be ex-
pended on the approval or authority of the 
Secretary of the Army, and payments may 
be made on his certificate of necessity for 
confidential military purposes, 
$26,404,495,000: Provided, That, notwith-
standing any other provision of law, up to 
$12,500,000 shall be transferred to ‘‘U.S. Army 
Corps of Engineers, Operation and Mainte-
nance’’ for expenses related to the dredging 
of the Hudson River Channel and its adjacent 
areas, to be merged with and to be available 
for the same time period as the appropria-
tions to which transferred: Provided further, 
That the transfer authority provided in this 
paragraph shall be in addition to any other 
transfer authority elsewhere provided in this 
Act. 

OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE, NAVY 

For expenses, not otherwise provided for, 
necessary for the operation and maintenance 
of the Navy and the Marine Corps, as author-
ized by law; and not to exceed $6,257,000 can 
be used for emergencies and extraordinary 
expenses, to be expended on the approval or 
authority of the Secretary of the Navy, and 
payments may be made on his certificate of 
necessity for confidential military purposes, 
$32,851,468,000. 

OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE, MARINE CORPS 

For expenses, not otherwise provided for, 
necessary for the operation and maintenance 
of the Marine Corps, as authorized by law, 
$4,471,858,000. 

OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE, AIR FORCE 

For expenses, not otherwise provided for, 
necessary for the operation and maintenance 
of the Air Force, as authorized by law; and 
not to exceed $7,699,000 can be used for emer-
gencies and extraordinary expenses, to be ex-
pended on the approval or authority of the 
Secretary of the Air Force, and payments 
may be made on his certificate of necessity 
for confidential military purposes, 
$31,613,981,000. 

OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE, DEFENSE-WIDE 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For expenses, not otherwise provided for, 
necessary for the operation and maintenance 
of activities and agencies of the Department 
of Defense (other than the military depart-
ments), as authorized by law, $22,343,180,000: 
Provided, That not more than $25,000,000 may 
be used for the Combatant Commander Ini-
tiative Fund authorized under section 166a of 
title 10, United States Code: Provided further, 
That not to exceed $36,000,000 can be used for 
emergencies and extraordinary expenses, to 
be expended on the approval or authority of 
the Secretary of Defense, and payments may 
be made on his certificate of necessity for 
confidential military purposes: Provided fur-
ther, That of the funds provided under this 
heading, not less than $27,380,000 shall be 
made available for the Procurement Tech-
nical Assistance Cooperative Agreement 
Program, of which not less than $7,000,000 
shall be available for centers defined in 10 
U.S.C. 2411(1)(D): Provided further, That of 
the funds provided under this heading, not 
less than $245,075,000 shall be available only 
for the Combatant Commander’s Exercise 
Engagement and Training Transformation 
program: Provided further, That none of the 
funds appropriated or otherwise made avail-
able by this Act may be used to plan or im-
plement the consolidation of a budget or ap-
propriations liaison office of the Office of the 
Secretary of Defense, the office of the Sec-
retary of a military department, or the serv-
ice headquarters of one of the Armed Forces 
into a legislative affairs or legislative liaison 
office: Provided further, That no more than 
$1,900,000 shall be available for the Office of 
Legislative Affairs within the Office of the 
Secretary of Defense: Provided further, That, 
notwithstanding section 130(a) of title 10, 
United States Code, not less than $41,293,000 
shall be available for the Office of the Under-
secretary of Defense, Comptroller and Chief 
Financial Officer: Provided further, That, not-
withstanding any other provision of law, 
funds provided under this heading for per-
sonnel security investigations of the Defense 
Security Service shall be paid at rates not in 
excess of those rates in effect as of August 1, 
2006: Provided further, That $4,000,000, to re-
main available until expended, is available 
only for expenses relating to certain classi-
fied activities, and may be transferred as 

necessary by the Secretary to operation and 
maintenance appropriations or research, de-
velopment, test and evaluation appropria-
tions, to be merged with and to be available 
for the same time period as the appropria-
tions to which transferred: Provided further, 
That any ceiling on the investment item 
unit cost of items that may be purchased 
with operation and maintenance funds shall 
not apply to the funds described in the pre-
ceding proviso: Provided further, That the 
transfer authority provided under this head-
ing is in addition to any other transfer au-
thority provided elsewhere in this Act. 

OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE, ARMY 
RESERVE 

For expenses, not otherwise provided for, 
necessary for the operation and mainte-
nance, including training, organization, and 
administration, of the Army Reserve; repair 
of facilities and equipment; hire of passenger 
motor vehicles; travel and transportation; 
care of the dead; recruiting; procurement of 
services, supplies, and equipment; and com-
munications, $2,510,890,000. 

OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE, NAVY RESERVE 

For expenses, not otherwise provided for, 
necessary for the operation and mainte-
nance, including training, organization, and 
administration, of the Navy Reserve; repair 
of facilities and equipment; hire of passenger 
motor vehicles; travel and transportation; 
care of the dead; recruiting; procurement of 
services, supplies, and equipment; and com-
munications, $1,144,454,000. 

OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE, MARINE CORPS 
RESERVE 

For expenses, not otherwise provided for, 
necessary for the operation and mainte-
nance, including training, organization, and 
administration, of the Marine Corps Reserve; 
repair of facilities and equipment; hire of 
passenger motor vehicles; travel and trans-
portation; care of the dead; recruiting; pro-
curement of services, supplies, and equip-
ment; and communications, $207,087,000. 

OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE, AIR FORCE 
RESERVE 

For expenses, not otherwise provided for, 
necessary for the operation and mainte-
nance, including training, organization, and 
administration, of the Air Force Reserve; re-
pair of facilities and equipment; hire of pas-
senger motor vehicles; travel and transpor-
tation; care of the dead; recruiting; procure-
ment of services, supplies, and equipment; 
and communications, $2,684,577,000. 

OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE, ARMY 
NATIONAL GUARD 

For expenses of training, organizing, and 
administering the Army National Guard, in-
cluding medical and hospital treatment and 
related expenses in non-Federal hospitals; 
maintenance, operation, and repairs to 
structures and facilities; hire of passenger 
motor vehicles; personnel services in the Na-
tional Guard Bureau; travel expenses (other 
than mileage), as authorized by law for 
Army personnel on active duty, for Army 
National Guard division, regimental, and 
battalion commanders while inspecting units 
in compliance with National Guard Bureau 
regulations when specifically authorized by 
the Chief, National Guard Bureau; supplying 
and equipping the Army National Guard as 
authorized by law; and expenses of repair, 
modification, maintenance, and issue of sup-
plies and equipment (including aircraft), 
$5,893,843,000. 
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OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE, AIR NATIONAL 

GUARD 

For expenses of training, organizing, and 
administering the Air National Guard, in-
cluding medical and hospital treatment and 
related expenses in non-Federal hospitals; 
maintenance, operation, and repairs to 
structures and facilities; transportation of 
things, hire of passenger motor vehicles; sup-
plying and equipping the Air National 
Guard, as authorized by law; expenses for re-
pair, modification, maintenance, and issue of 
supplies and equipment, including those fur-
nished from stocks under the control of 
agencies of the Department of Defense; trav-
el expenses (other than mileage) on the same 
basis as authorized by law for Air National 
Guard personnel on active Federal duty, for 
Air National Guard commanders while in-
specting units in compliance with National 
Guard Bureau regulations when specifically 
authorized by the Chief, National Guard Bu-
reau, $5,021,077,000. 

UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS FOR THE 
ARMED FORCES 

For salaries and expenses necessary for the 
United States Court of Appeals for the 
Armed Forces, $11,971,000, of which not to ex-
ceed $5,000 may be used for official represen-
tation purposes. 

ENVIRONMENTAL RESTORATION, ARMY 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For the Department of the Army, 
$434,879,000, to remain available until trans-
ferred: Provided, That the Secretary of the 
Army shall, upon determining that such 
funds are required for environmental res-
toration, reduction and recycling of haz-
ardous waste, removal of unsafe buildings 
and debris of the Department of the Army, 
or for similar purposes, transfer the funds 
made available by this appropriation to 
other appropriations made available to the 
Department of the Army, to be merged with 
and to be available for the same purposes 
and for the same time period as the appro-
priations to which transferred: Provided fur-
ther, That upon a determination that all or 
part of the funds transferred from this appro-
priation are not necessary for the purposes 
provided herein, such amounts may be trans-
ferred back to this appropriation: Provided 
further, That the transfer authority provided 
under this heading is in addition to any 
other transfer authority provided elsewhere 
in this Act. 

ENVIRONMENTAL RESTORATION, NAVY 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For the Department of the Navy, 
$300,591,000, to remain available until trans-
ferred: Provided, That the Secretary of the 
Navy shall, upon determining that such 
funds are required for environmental res-
toration, reduction and recycling of haz-
ardous waste, removal of unsafe buildings 
and debris of the Department of the Navy, or 
for similar purposes, transfer the funds made 
available by this appropriation to other ap-
propriations made available to the Depart-
ment of the Navy, to be merged with and to 
be available for the same purposes and for 
the same time period as the appropriations 
to which transferred: Provided further, That 
upon a determination that all or part of the 
funds transferred from this appropriation are 
not necessary for the purposes provided here-
in, such amounts may be transferred back to 
this appropriation: Provided further, That the 
transfer authority provided under this head-
ing is in addition to any other transfer au-
thority provided elsewhere in this Act. 

ENVIRONMENTAL RESTORATION, AIR FORCE 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For the Department of the Air Force, 
$458,428,000, to remain available until trans-
ferred: Provided, That the Secretary of the 
Air Force shall, upon determining that such 
funds are required for environmental res-
toration, reduction and recycling of haz-
ardous waste, removal of unsafe buildings 
and debris of the Department of the Air 
Force, or for similar purposes, transfer the 
funds made available by this appropriation 
to other appropriations made available to 
the Department of the Air Force, to be 
merged with and to be available for the same 
purposes and for the same time period as the 
appropriations to which transferred: Provided 
further, That upon a determination that all 
or part of the funds transferred from this ap-
propriation are not necessary for the pur-
poses provided herein, such amounts may be 
transferred back to this appropriation: Pro-
vided further, That the transfer authority 
provided under this heading is in addition to 
any other transfer authority provided else-
where in this Act. 
ENVIRONMENTAL RESTORATION, DEFENSE-WIDE 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 
For the Department of Defense, $12,751,000, 

to remain available until transferred: Pro-
vided, That the Secretary of Defense shall, 
upon determining that such funds are re-
quired for environmental restoration, reduc-
tion and recycling of hazardous waste, re-
moval of unsafe buildings and debris of the 
Department of Defense, or for similar pur-
poses, transfer the funds made available by 
this appropriation to other appropriations 
made available to the Department of De-
fense, to be merged with and to be available 
for the same purposes and for the same time 
period as the appropriations to which trans-
ferred: Provided further, That upon a deter-
mination that all or part of the funds trans-
ferred from this appropriation are not nec-
essary for the purposes provided herein, such 
amounts may be transferred back to this ap-
propriation: Provided further, That the trans-
fer authority provided under this heading is 
in addition to any other transfer authority 
provided elsewhere in this Act. 

ENVIRONMENTAL RESTORATION, FORMERLY 
USED DEFENSE SITES 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 
For the Department of the Army, 

$268,249,000, to remain available until trans-
ferred: Provided, That the Secretary of the 
Army shall, upon determining that such 
funds are required for environmental res-
toration, reduction and recycling of haz-
ardous waste, removal of unsafe buildings 
and debris at sites formerly used by the De-
partment of Defense, transfer the funds made 
available by this appropriation to other ap-
propriations made available to the Depart-
ment of the Army, to be merged with and to 
be available for the same purposes and for 
the same time period as the appropriations 
to which transferred: Provided further, That 
upon a determination that all or part of the 
funds transferred from this appropriation are 
not necessary for the purposes provided here-
in, such amounts may be transferred back to 
this appropriation: Provided further, That the 
transfer authority provided under this head-
ing is in addition to any other transfer au-
thority provided elsewhere in this Act. 

OVERSEAS HUMANITARIAN, DISASTER, AND 
CIVIC AID 

For expenses relating to the Overseas Hu-
manitarian, Disaster, and Civic Aid pro-
grams of the Department of Defense (con-

sisting of the programs provided under sec-
tions 401, 402, 404, 407, 2557, and 2561 of title 
10, United States Code), $103,300,000, of which 
$63,300,000 shall remain available until Sep-
tember 30, 2009, and of which $40,000,000 shall 
be available solely for foreign disaster relief 
and response activities and shall remain 
available until expended. 

Mr. MURTHA (during the reading). 
Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the remainder of the bill 
through page 18, line 21, be considered 
as read, printed in the RECORD, and 
open to amendment at any point. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania? 

There was no objection. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
FORMER SOVIET UNION THREAT REDUCTION 

ACCOUNT 
For assistance to the republics of the 

former Soviet Union, including assistance 
provided by contract or by grants, for facili-
tating the elimination and the safe and se-
cure transportation and storage of nuclear, 
chemical and other weapons; for establishing 
programs to prevent the proliferation of 
weapons, weapons components, and weapon- 
related technology and expertise; for pro-
grams relating to the training and support of 
defense and military personnel for demili-
tarization and protection of weapons, weap-
ons components and weapons technology and 
expertise, and for defense and military con-
tacts, $398,048,000, to remain available until 
September 30, 2010. 
AMENDMENT NO. 8 OFFERED BY MR. ROGERS OF 

MICHIGAN 
Mr. ROGERS of Michigan. Mr. Chair-

man, I offer an amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will des-

ignate the amendment. 
The text of the amendment is as fol-

lows: 
Amendment No. 8 offered by Mr. ROGERS of 

Michigan: 
Page 19, line 8, after the dollar amount, in-

sert ‘‘(increased by $45,000,000)’’. 
Page 35, line 21, after both dollar amounts, 

insert ‘‘(reduced by $45,000,000)’’. 

The CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to the 
order of the House of today, the gen-
tleman from Michigan (Mr. ROGERS) 
and a Member opposed each will con-
trol 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Michigan. 

Mr. ROGERS of Michigan. Mr. Chair-
man, quite simply, Mr. MURTHA and I 
have worked out an agreement on this 
amendment, and I want to thank the 
chairman for working with me. 

This is incredibly important. We are 
going to take a little bit of this money 
from the former Soviet Union Threat 
Reduction Act, some of these moneys, 
and we are going to destroy tens of 
thousands of liters of chemical weap-
ons still stockpiled in Libya. I think 
we have all come to the conclusion 
that this stuff is better gone than it is 
negotiating away about who pays for 
the road or for the electricity or for 
the incinerator. 

I want to thank the chairman. I 
think this is an important national se-
curity issue which we have come to an 
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agreement that we will do something 
about, and I want to thank you for 
that. America, and I think the world, 
will be safer when these chemical mu-
nitions are exterminated. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back my time. 
The CHAIRMAN. Does any Member 

claim time in opposition to the amend-
ment? 

Mr. MURTHA. Mr. Chairman, it is 
not a matter of being in opposition. We 
are going to work something out. It is 
not a matter of being in opposition. 
The gentleman from Michigan is going 
to withdraw his amendment. 

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Mr. Chair-
man, I move to strike the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Mr. Chair-
man, I do not rise in opposition to the 
gentleman’s amendment, as he has an-
nounced that he intends to withdraw it 
because of a previous agreement. 

I take this time to advise the chair-
man of the subcommittee that under 
the unanimous consent agreement, a 
number of amendments were listed. I 
advise the chairman that some of those 
amendments will not be offered. 

b 2245 

Other amendments we will be able to 
accept. Others will go to a vote, and 
there are several that will be subject to 
a point of order. 

But in order to facilitate the evening 
and allow the House to conclude action 
on this bill, I just took this time to 
state that. 

I yield to the gentleman from Mis-
sissippi (Mr. WICKER), the ranking 
member on the Military Construction 
Subcommittee. 

Mr. WICKER. Mr. Chairman, I rise in 
strong support of this legislation to 
fund our troops. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise in support of this legis-
lation. I want to thank Chairman MURTHA and 
Ranking Member Bill YOUNG for their leader-
ship and for working with the members on 
both sides of the aisle in crafting this important 
bill. 

This measure provides the funds to enable 
our military to meet the challenges it faces in 
the global war on terror and to protect our 
homeland. It contains resources to address 
the needs of our military families and includes 
initiatives to produce the advanced weaponry, 
equipment, and training to ensure that our 
military remains the best in the world. 

I am particularly pleased that the Committee 
did not include restrictions on funds that would 
prevent the President and our military com-
manders in the field from implementing the 
surge strategy in Iraq. 

In the debate on funding for the troops and 
the surge earlier this year, some of my Demo-
cratic colleagues and many in the news media 
proclaimed this operation to be a failure even 
before it began. Many said the war was lost. 
Despite signs that the new strategy was taking 
hold, the Democratic majority sought to under-
mine this effort with attempts to cut off funding 
and set a date-certain for withdrawal. Presi-

dent Bush and Republicans in this Congress 
countered that we should support the troops 
fully and give the surge time to work. 

There is solid evidence now that this strat-
egy so ably put into place by GEN David 
Petraeus is working. Two military commanders 
on the ground there reported this week that 
they are denying freedom of movement to Al- 
Qaeda and that the citizenry have a new level 
of confidence in the Coalition and Iraqi Secu-
rity Forces. More Iraqis are turning against Al 
Qaeda and working with Coalition forces to 
make their communities safer. 

Further proof about progress in Iraq was 
provided in a July 30 op-ed in the New York 
Times. The column, entitled ‘‘A War We Just 
Might Win,’’ was written by Michael O’Hanlon 
and Kenneth Pollack, two fellows at the Brook-
ings Institution who have been harsh critics of 
the war effort. They spent eight days in Iraq 
and spoke of the significant changes taking 
place there. 

They wrote that troop morale is now high, 
that Coalition forces are confident in the strat-
egy, and that they have the personnel on the 
ground to ‘‘make a real difference.’’ Army and 
Marine units are working well with Iraqi secu-
rity units and the political and economic ar-
rangements being forged at the local level are 
helping provide basic services to the Iraqi peo-
ple. 

They visited Anbar province and its capital 
of Ramadi, which has gone from being de-
scribed as the worst part of Iraq to the best in 
just six months. To quote, ‘‘A few months ago, 
American Marines were fighting for every yard 
of Ramadi; last week we strolled down its 
streets without body armor.’’ 

Mr. Chairman, in a previous House debate 
on this issue, I noted that the American people 
are war-weary and impatient with the progress 
of our efforts there. I also said I believe the 
American people want us to win. I understand 
the frustration they feel about this engage-
ment, but I still believe they want us to suc-
ceed in bringing about a free and stable gov-
ernment in Iraq and in defeating Al Qaeda. 
The reports I referenced earlier offer encour-
agement that our strategy may yet produce 
those results. 

Our success there would stymie the plans 
outlined by Osama Bin Laden and his Al 
Qaeda Jihadists who consider Iraq a central 
battleground in the war on terror. They seek to 
establish a radical Islamic caliphate in the Mid-
dle East and use it as a beach-head to spread 
their terror and intolerance throughout the re-
gion and around the world. 

We have taken the fight to terrorists in Iraq 
and Afghanistan to deny them the staging 
ground to plot more September 11-style at-
tacks in the U.S. We have also been vigilant 
about protecting our homeland since 9–11, 
and we must continue to provide the support 
our military and our intelligence communities 
need to meet that challenge. That includes 
modernizing the Foreign Intelligence Surveil-
lance Act to enable our intelligence agencies 
to remove outdated restrictions on the collec-
tion of information needed to stop terrorist 
plots before they can be carried out. 

The funding in this bill and revising the FISA 
provisions will send a message about our 
commitment to providing the resources to pro-
tect our homeland, enable our military to de-

fend American interests, and fight terrorism in 
Iraq, Afghanistan, and around the world. 

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Mr. Chair-
man, I yield back the balance of my 
time. 

Mr. ROGERS of Michigan. Mr. Chair-
man, I ask unanimous consent to with-
draw my amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, 
the amendment is withdrawn. 

There was no objection. 
Mr. MURTHA. Mr. Chairman, I ask 

unanimous consent that the remainder 
of the bill through page 55, line 2, be 
considered as read, printed in the 
RECORD, and open to amendment at 
any point. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania? 

There was no objection. 
The text of that portion of the bill is 

as follows: 
TITLE III 

PROCUREMENT 
AIRCRAFT PROCUREMENT, ARMY 

For construction, procurement, produc-
tion, modification, and modernization of air-
craft, equipment, including ordnance, ground 
handling equipment, spare parts, and acces-
sories therefor; specialized equipment and 
training devices; expansion of public and pri-
vate plants, including the land necessary 
therefor, for the foregoing purposes, and 
such lands and interests therein, may be ac-
quired, and construction prosecuted thereon 
prior to approval of title; and procurement 
and installation of equipment, appliances, 
and machine tools in public and private 
plants; reserve plant and Government and 
contractor-owned equipment layaway; and 
other expenses necessary for the foregoing 
purposes, $3,891,539,000, to remain available 
for obligation until September 30, 2010. 

MISSILE PROCUREMENT, ARMY 
For construction, procurement, produc-

tion, modification, and modernization of 
missiles, equipment, including ordnance, 
ground handling equipment, spare parts, and 
accessories therefor; specialized equipment 
and training devices; expansion of public and 
private plants, including the land necessary 
therefor, for the foregoing purposes, and 
such lands and interests therein, may be ac-
quired, and construction prosecuted thereon 
prior to approval of title; and procurement 
and installation of equipment, appliances, 
and machine tools in public and private 
plants; reserve plant and Government and 
contractor-owned equipment layaway; and 
other expenses necessary for the foregoing 
purposes, $2,103,102,000, to remain available 
for obligation until September 30, 2010. 

PROCUREMENT OF WEAPONS AND TRACKED 
COMBAT VEHICLES, ARMY 

For construction, procurement, produc-
tion, and modification of weapons and 
tracked combat vehicles, equipment, includ-
ing ordnance, spare parts, and accessories 
therefor; specialized equipment and training 
devices; expansion of public and private 
plants, including the land necessary there-
for, for the foregoing purposes, and such 
lands and interests therein, may be acquired, 
and construction prosecuted thereon prior to 
approval of title; and procurement and in-
stallation of equipment, appliances, and ma-
chine tools in public and private plants; re-
serve plant and Government and contractor- 
owned equipment layaway; and other ex-
penses necessary for the foregoing purposes, 
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$4,077,189,000, to remain available for obliga-
tion until September 30, 2010. 

PROCUREMENT OF AMMUNITION, ARMY 
For construction, procurement, produc-

tion, and modification of ammunition, and 
accessories therefor; specialized equipment 
and training devices; expansion of public and 
private plants, including ammunition facili-
ties, authorized by section 2854 of title 10, 
United States Code, and the land necessary 
therefor, for the foregoing purposes, and 
such lands and interests therein, may be ac-
quired, and construction prosecuted thereon 
prior to approval of title; and procurement 
and installation of equipment, appliances, 
and machine tools in public and private 
plants; reserve plant and Government and 
contractor-owned equipment layaway; and 
other expenses necessary for the foregoing 
purposes, $2,215,976,000, to remain available 
for obligation until September 30, 2010. 

OTHER PROCUREMENT, ARMY 
For construction, procurement, produc-

tion, and modification of vehicles, including 
tactical, support, and non-tracked combat 
vehicles; the purchase of passenger motor ve-
hicles for replacement only; communications 
and electronic equipment; other support 
equipment; spare parts, ordnance, and acces-
sories therefor; specialized equipment and 
training devices; expansion of public and pri-
vate plants, including the land necessary 
therefor, for the foregoing purposes, and 
such lands and interests therein, may be ac-
quired, and construction prosecuted thereon 
prior to approval of title; and procurement 
and installation of equipment, appliances, 
and machine tools in public and private 
plants; reserve plant and Government and 
contractor-owned equipment layaway; and 
other expenses necessary for the foregoing 
purposes, $11,217,945,000, to remain available 
for obligation until September 30, 2010. 

AIRCRAFT PROCUREMENT, NAVY 
For construction, procurement, produc-

tion, modification, and modernization of air-
craft, equipment, including ordnance, spare 
parts, and accessories therefor; specialized 
equipment; expansion of public and private 
plants, including the land necessary there-
for, and such lands and interests therein, 
may be acquired, and construction pros-
ecuted thereon prior to approval of title; and 
procurement and installation of equipment, 
appliances, and machine tools in public and 
private plants; reserve plant and Govern-
ment and contractor-owned equipment lay-
away, $12,470,280,000, to remain available for 
obligation until September 30, 2010. 

WEAPONS PROCUREMENT, NAVY 
For construction, procurement, produc-

tion, modification, and modernization of 
missiles, torpedoes, other weapons, and re-
lated support equipment including spare 
parts, and accessories therefor; expansion of 
public and private plants, including the land 
necessary therefor, and such lands and inter-
ests therein, may be acquired, and construc-
tion prosecuted thereon prior to approval of 
title; and procurement and installation of 
equipment, appliances, and machine tools in 
public and private plants; reserve plant and 
Government and contractor-owned equip-
ment layaway, $2,928,126,000, to remain avail-
able for obligation until September 30, 2010. 

PROCUREMENT OF AMMUNITION, NAVY AND 
MARINE CORPS 

For construction, procurement, produc-
tion, and modification of ammunition, and 
accessories therefor; specialized equipment 
and training devices; expansion of public and 
private plants, including ammunition facili-

ties, authorized by section 2854 of title 10, 
United States Code, and the land necessary 
therefor, for the foregoing purposes, and 
such lands and interests therein, may be ac-
quired, and construction prosecuted thereon 
prior to approval of title; and procurement 
and installation of equipment, appliances, 
and machine tools in public and private 
plants; reserve plant and Government and 
contractor-owned equipment layaway; and 
other expenses necessary for the foregoing 
purposes, $1,067,484,000, to remain available 
for obligation until September 30, 2010. 

SHIPBUILDING AND CONVERSION, NAVY 

For expenses necessary for the construc-
tion, acquisition, or conversion of vessels as 
authorized by law, including armor and ar-
mament thereof, plant equipment, appli-
ances, and machine tools and installation 
thereof in public and private plants; reserve 
plant and Government and contractor-owned 
equipment layaway; procurement of critical, 
long leadtime components and designs for 
vessels to be constructed or converted in the 
future; and expansion of public and private 
plants, including land necessary therefor, 
and such lands and interests therein, may be 
acquired, and construction prosecuted there-
on prior to approval of title, as follows: 

Carrier Replacement Program, 
$2,703,953,000; 

Carrier Replacement Program (AP), 
$124,401,000; 

NSSN, $1,796,191,000; 
NSSN (AP), $1,290,710,000; 
CVN Refuelings (AP), $297,344,000; 
SSBN Submarine Refuelings, $187,652,000; 
SSBN Submarine Refuelings (AP), 

$42,744,000; 
DDG–1000 Program, $2,772,637,000; 
DDG–1000 Program (AP), $150,886,000; 
DDG–51 Destroyer, $78,078,000; 
Littoral Combat Ship, $339,482,000; 
LPD–17, $3,091,922,000; 
LHA–R, $1,375,414,000; 
Special Purpose Craft, $4,500,000; 
LCAC Service Life Extension Program, 

$98,518,000; 
Prior year shipbuilding costs, $511,474,000; 
Service Craft, $32,903,000; and 
For outfitting, post delivery, conversions, 

and first destination transportation, 
$405,011,000. 

In all: $15,303,820,000, to remain available 
for obligation until September 30, 2012: Pro-
vided, That additional obligations may be in-
curred after September 30, 2012, for engineer-
ing services, tests, evaluations, and other 
such budgeted work that must be performed 
in the final stage of ship construction: Pro-
vided further, That none of the funds provided 
under this heading for the construction or 
conversion of any naval vessel to be con-
structed in shipyards in the United States 
shall be expended in foreign facilities for the 
construction of major components of such 
vessel: Provided further, That none of the 
funds provided under this heading shall be 
used for the construction of any naval vessel 
in foreign shipyards. 

OTHER PROCUREMENT, NAVY 

For procurement, production, and mod-
ernization of support equipment and mate-
rials not otherwise provided for, Navy ord-
nance (except ordnance for new aircraft, new 
ships, and ships authorized for conversion); 
expansion of public and private plants, in-
cluding the land necessary therefor, and such 
lands and interests therein, may be acquired, 
and construction prosecuted thereon prior to 
approval of title; and procurement and in-
stallation of equipment, appliances, and ma-
chine tools in public and private plants; re-

serve plant and Government and contractor- 
owned equipment layaway, $5,298,238,000, to 
remain available for obligation until Sep-
tember 30, 2010. 

PROCUREMENT, MARINE CORPS 
For expenses necessary for the procure-

ment, manufacture, and modification of mis-
siles, armament, military equipment, spare 
parts, and accessories therefor; plant equip-
ment, appliances, and machine tools, and in-
stallation thereof in public and private 
plants; reserve plant and Government and 
contractor-owned equipment layaway; vehi-
cles for the Marine Corps, including the pur-
chase of passenger motor vehicles for re-
placement only; and expansion of public and 
private plants, including land necessary 
therefor, and such lands and interests there-
in, may be acquired, and construction pros-
ecuted thereon prior to approval of title, 
$2,500,882,000, to remain available for obliga-
tion until September 30, 2010. 

AIRCRAFT PROCUREMENT, AIR FORCE 
For construction, procurement, and modi-

fication of aircraft and equipment, including 
armor and armament, specialized ground 
handling equipment, and training devices, 
spare parts, and accessories therefor; special-
ized equipment; expansion of public and pri-
vate plants, Government-owned equipment 
and installation thereof in such plants, erec-
tion of structures, and acquisition of land, 
for the foregoing purposes, and such lands 
and interests therein, may be acquired, and 
construction prosecuted thereon prior to ap-
proval of title; reserve plant and Govern-
ment and contractor-owned equipment lay-
away; and other expenses necessary for the 
foregoing purposes including rents and trans-
portation of things, $11,690,220,000, to remain 
available for obligation until September 30, 
2010. 

MISSILE PROCUREMENT, AIR FORCE 
For construction, procurement, and modi-

fication of missiles, spacecraft, rockets, and 
related equipment, including spare parts and 
accessories therefor, ground handling equip-
ment, and training devices; expansion of pub-
lic and private plants, Government-owned 
equipment and installation thereof in such 
plants, erection of structures, and acquisi-
tion of land, for the foregoing purposes, and 
such lands and interests therein, may be ac-
quired, and construction prosecuted thereon 
prior to approval of title; reserve plant and 
Government and contractor-owned equip-
ment layaway; and other expenses necessary 
for the foregoing purposes including rents 
and transportation of things, $4,920,959,000, to 
remain available for obligation until Sep-
tember 30, 2010. 

PROCUREMENT OF AMMUNITION, AIR FORCE 
For construction, procurement, produc-

tion, and modification of ammunition, and 
accessories therefor; specialized equipment 
and training devices; expansion of public and 
private plants, including ammunition facili-
ties, authorized by section 2854 of title 10, 
United States Code, and the land necessary 
therefor, for the foregoing purposes, and 
such lands and interests therein, may be ac-
quired, and construction prosecuted thereon 
prior to approval of title; and procurement 
and installation of equipment, appliances, 
and machine tools in public and private 
plants; reserve plant and Government and 
contractor-owned equipment layaway; and 
other expenses necessary for the foregoing 
purposes, $342,494,000, to remain available for 
obligation until September 30, 2010. 

OTHER PROCUREMENT, AIR FORCE 
For procurement and modification of 

equipment (including ground guidance and 
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electronic control equipment, and ground 
electronic and communication equipment), 
and supplies, materials, and spare parts 
therefor, not otherwise provided for; the pur-
chase of passenger motor vehicles for re-
placement only; lease of passenger motor ve-
hicles; and expansion of public and private 
plants, Government-owned equipment and 
installation thereof in such plants, erection 
of structures, and acquisition of land, for the 
foregoing purposes, and such lands and inter-
ests therein, may be acquired, and construc-
tion prosecuted thereon, prior to approval of 
title; reserve plant and Government and con-
tractor-owned equipment layaway, 
$15,255,186,000, to remain available for obliga-
tion until September 30, 2010. 

PROCUREMENT, DEFENSE-WIDE 

For expenses of activities and agencies of 
the Department of Defense (other than the 
military departments) necessary for procure-
ment, production, and modification of equip-
ment, supplies, materials, and spare parts 
therefor, not otherwise provided for; expan-
sion of public and private plants, equipment, 
and installation thereof in such plants, erec-
tion of structures, and acquisition of land for 
the foregoing purposes, and such lands and 
interests therein, may be acquired, and con-
struction prosecuted thereon prior to ap-
proval of title; reserve plant and Govern-
ment and contractor-owned equipment lay-
away, $3,335,637,000, to remain available for 
obligation until September 30, 2010. 

NATIONAL GUARD AND RESERVE EQUIPMENT 

For procurement of aircraft, missiles, 
tracked combat vehicles, ammunition, other 
weapons, and other procurement for the re-
serve components of the Armed Forces, 
$925,000,000, to remain available for obliga-
tion until September 30, 2010, of which 
$700,000,000 shall be available only for the 
Army National Guard: Provided, That the 
Chiefs of the Reserve and National Guard 
components shall, not later than 30 days 
after the enactment of this Act, individually 
submit to the congressional defense commit-
tees the modernization priority assessment 
for their respective Reserve or National 
Guard component. 

DEFENSE PRODUCTION ACT PURCHASES 

For activities by the Department of De-
fense pursuant to sections 108, 301, 302, and 
303 of the Defense Production Act of 1950 (50 
U.S.C. App. 2078, 2091, 2092, and 2093), 
$64,092,000, to remain available until ex-
pended. 

TITLE IV 

RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT, TEST AND 
EVALUATION 

RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT, TEST AND 
EVALUATION, ARMY 

For expenses necessary for basic and ap-
plied scientific research, development, test 
and evaluation, including maintenance, re-
habilitation, lease, and operation of facili-
ties and equipment, $11,509,540,000, to remain 
available for obligation until September 30, 
2009. 

RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT, TEST AND 
EVALUATION, NAVY 

For expenses necessary for basic and ap-
plied scientific research, development, test 
and evaluation, including maintenance, re-
habilitation, lease, and operation of facili-
ties and equipment, $17,718,624,000, to remain 
available for obligation until September 30, 
2009: Provided, That funds appropriated in 
this paragraph which are available for the V– 
22 may be used to meet unique operational 
requirements of the Special Operations 

Forces: Provided further, That funds appro-
priated in this paragraph shall be available 
for the Cobra Judy program. 

RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT, TEST AND 
EVALUATION, AIR FORCE 

For expenses necessary for basic and ap-
plied scientific research, development, test 
and evaluation, including maintenance, re-
habilitation, lease, and operation of facili-
ties and equipment, $26,163,917,000, to remain 
available for obligation until September 30, 
2009. 

RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT, TEST AND 
EVALUATION, DEFENSE-WIDE 

For expenses of activities and agencies of 
the Department of Defense (other than the 
military departments), necessary for basic 
and applied scientific research, development, 
test and evaluation; advanced research 
projects as may be designated and deter-
mined by the Secretary of Defense, pursuant 
to law; maintenance, rehabilitation, lease, 
and operation of facilities and equipment, 
$20,659,095,000, to remain available for obliga-
tion until September 30, 2009. 

OPERATIONAL TEST AND EVALUATION, 
DEFENSE 

For expenses, not otherwise provided for, 
necessary for the independent activities of 
the Director, Operational Test and Evalua-
tion, in the direction and supervision of 
operational test and evaluation, including 
initial operational test and evaluation which 
is conducted prior to, and in support of, pro-
duction decisions; joint operational testing 
and evaluation; and administrative expenses 
in connection therewith, $180,264,000, to re-
main available for obligation until Sep-
tember 30, 2009. 

TITLE V 

REVOLVING AND MANAGEMENT FUNDS 

DEFENSE WORKING CAPITAL FUNDS 

For the Defense Working Capital Funds, 
$1,352,746,000. 

NATIONAL DEFENSE SEALIFT FUND 

For National Defense Sealift Fund pro-
grams, projects, and activities, and for ex-
penses of the National Defense Reserve 
Fleet, as established by section 11 of the 
Merchant Ship Sales Act of 1946 (50 U.S.C. 
App. 1744), and for the necessary expenses to 
maintain and preserve a U.S.-flag merchant 
fleet to serve the national security needs of 
the United States, $2,489,094,000, to remain 
available until expended: Provided, That 
none of the funds provided in this paragraph 
shall be used to award a new contract that 
provides for the acquisition of any of the fol-
lowing major components unless such com-
ponents are manufactured in the United 
States: auxiliary equipment, including 
pumps, for all shipboard services; propulsion 
system components (that is; engines, reduc-
tion gears, and propellers); shipboard cranes; 
and spreaders for shipboard cranes: Provided 
further, That the exercise of an option in a 
contract awarded through the obligation of 
previously appropriated funds shall not be 
considered to be the award of a new contract: 
Provided further, That the Secretary of the 
military department responsible for such 
procurement may waive the restrictions in 
the first proviso on a case-by-case basis by 
certifying in writing to the Committees on 
Appropriations of the House of Representa-
tives and the Senate that adequate domestic 
supplies are not available to meet Depart-
ment of Defense requirements on a timely 
basis and that such an acquisition must be 
made in order to acquire capability for na-
tional security purposes. 

TITLE VI 
OTHER DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 

PROGRAMS 
DEFENSE HEALTH PROGRAM 

For expenses, not otherwise provided for, 
for medical and health care programs of the 
Department of Defense, as authorized by law, 
$22,957,184,000, of which $22,140,381,000 shall be 
for operation and maintenance, of which not 
to exceed one percent shall remain available 
until September 30, 2009; of which 
$363,011,000, to remain available for obliga-
tion until September 30, 2010, shall be for 
procurement; and of which $453,792,000, to re-
main available for obligation until Sep-
tember 30, 2009, shall be for research, devel-
opment, test and evaluation: Provided, That, 
notwithstanding any other provision of law, 
of the amount made available under this 
heading for research, development, test and 
evaluation, not less than $10,000,000 shall be 
available for HIV prevention educational ac-
tivities undertaken in connection with U.S. 
military training, exercises, and humani-
tarian assistance activities conducted pri-
marily in African nations. 

CHEMICAL AGENTS AND MUNITIONS 
DESTRUCTION, ARMY 

For expenses, not otherwise provided for, 
necessary for the destruction of the United 
States stockpile of lethal chemical agents 
and munitions, to include construction of fa-
cilities, in accordance with the provisions of 
section 1412 of the Department of Defense 
Authorization Act, 1986 (50 U.S.C. 1521), and 
for the destruction of other chemical warfare 
materials that are not in the chemical weap-
on stockpile, $1,455,724,000, of which 
$1,198,086,000 shall be for operation and main-
tenance; $36,426,000 shall be for procurement, 
to remain available until September 30, 2010; 
$221,212,000 shall be for research, develop-
ment, test and evaluation, of which 
$211,190,000 shall only be for the Assembled 
Chemical Weapons Alternatives (ACWA) pro-
gram, to remain available until September 
30, 2009; and no less than $124,618,000 shall be 
for the Chemical Stockpile Emergency Pre-
paredness Program, of which $36,373,000 shall 
be for activities on military installations 
and of which $88,245,000, to remain available 
until September 30, 2009, shall be to assist 
State and local governments. 

DRUG INTERDICTION AND COUNTER-DRUG 
ACTIVITIES, DEFENSE 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 
For drug interdiction and counter-drug ac-

tivities of the Department of Defense, for 
transfer to appropriations available to the 
Department of Defense for military per-
sonnel of the reserve components serving 
under the provisions of title 10 and title 32, 
United States Code; for operation and main-
tenance; for procurement; and for research, 
development, test and evaluation, 
$945,772,000: Provided, That the funds appro-
priated under this heading shall be available 
for obligation for the same time period and 
for the same purpose as the appropriation to 
which transferred: Provided further, That 
upon a determination that all or part of the 
funds transferred from this appropriation are 
not necessary for the purposes provided here-
in, such amounts may be transferred back to 
this appropriation: Provided further, That the 
transfer authority provided under this head-
ing is in addition to any other transfer au-
thority contained elsewhere in this Act. 
JOINT IMPROVISED EXPLOSIVE DEVICE DEFEAT 

FUND 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For the ‘‘Joint Improvised Explosive De-
vice Defeat Fund’’, $500,000,000, to remain 
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available until September 30, 2010: Provided, 
That of the amounts provided under this 
heading, not more than $110,000,000 shall be 
available for operating and administrative 
expenses: Provided further, That such funds 
shall be available to the Secretary of De-
fense, notwithstanding any other provision 
of law, for the purpose of allowing the Direc-
tor of the Joint Improvised Explosive Device 
Defeat Organization to investigate, develop 
and provide equipment, supplies, services, 
training, facilities, personnel and funds to 
assist United States forces in the defeat of 
improvised explosive devices: Provided fur-
ther, That within 60 days of the enactment of 
this Act, a plan for the intended manage-
ment and use of the amounts provided under 
this heading shall be submitted to the con-
gressional defense committees: Provided fur-
ther, That the Secretary of Defense shall sub-
mit a report not later than 30 days after the 
end of each fiscal quarter to the congres-
sional defense committees providing assess-
ments of the evolving threats, individual 
service requirements to counter the threats, 
the current strategy for predeployment 
training of members of the Armed Forces on 
improvised explosive devices, and details on 
the execution of this Fund: Provided further, 
That the Secretary of Defense may transfer 
funds provided herein to appropriations for 
military personnel; operation and mainte-
nance; procurement; research, development, 
test and evaluation; and defense working 
capital funds to accomplish the purpose pro-
vided herein: Provided further, That this 
transfer authority is in addition to any other 
transfer authority available to the Depart-
ment of Defense: Provided further, That upon 
determination that all or part of the funds so 
transferred from this appropriation are not 
necessary for the purpose provided herein, 
such amounts may be transferred back to 
this appropriation: Provided further, That the 
Secretary of Defense shall, not fewer than 5 
days prior to making transfers from this ap-
propriation, notify the congressional defense 
committees in writing of the details of any 
such transfer. 

OFFICE OF THE INSPECTOR GENERAL 
For expenses and activities of the Office of 

the Inspector General in carrying out the 
provisions of the Inspector General Act of 
1978, as amended, $239,995,000, of which 
$238,995,000 shall be for operation and main-
tenance, of which not to exceed $1,000,000 is 
available for emergencies and extraordinary 
expenses to be expended on the approval or 
authority of the Inspector General, and pay-
ments may be made on the Inspector Gen-
eral’s certificate of necessity for confidential 
military purposes; and of which $1,000,000, to 
remain available until September 30, 2010, 
shall be for procurement. 

TITLE VII 
RELATED AGENCIES 

CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY RETIREMENT 
AND DISABILITY SYSTEM FUND 

For payment to the Central Intelligence 
Agency Retirement and Disability System 
Fund, to maintain the proper funding level 
for continuing the operation of the Central 
Intelligence Agency Retirement and Dis-
ability System, $262,500,000. 

INTELLIGENCE COMMUNITY MANAGEMENT 
ACCOUNT 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 
For necessary expenses of the Intelligence 

Community Management Account, 
$683,276,000: Provided, That of the funds ap-
propriated under this heading, $39,000,000 
shall be transferred to the Department of 

Justice for the National Drug Intelligence 
Center to support the Department of De-
fense’s counter-drug intelligence responsibil-
ities, and of the said amount, $1,500,000 for 
procurement shall remain available until 
September 30, 2010 and $1,000,000 for research, 
development, test and evaluation shall re-
main available until September 30, 2009: Pro-
vided further, That the National Drug Intel-
ligence Center shall maintain the personnel 
and technical resources to provide timely 
support to law enforcement authorities and 
the intelligence community by conducting 
document and computer exploitation of ma-
terials collected in Federal, State, and local 
law enforcement activity associated with 
counter-drug, counter-terrorism, and na-
tional security investigations and oper-
ations. 

TITLE VIII 
GENERAL PROVISIONS 

SEC. 8001. No part of any appropriation 
contained in this Act shall be used for pub-
licity or propaganda purposes not authorized 
by the Congress. 

SEC. 8002. During the current fiscal year, 
provisions of law prohibiting the payment of 
compensation to, or employment of, any per-
son not a citizen of the United States shall 
not apply to personnel of the Department of 
Defense: Provided, That salary increases 
granted to direct and indirect hire foreign 
national employees of the Department of De-
fense funded by this Act shall not be at a 
rate in excess of the percentage increase au-
thorized by law for civilian employees of the 
Department of Defense whose pay is com-
puted under the provisions of section 5332 of 
title 5, United States Code, or at a rate in ex-
cess of the percentage increase provided by 
the appropriate host nation to its own em-
ployees, whichever is higher: Provided fur-
ther, That this section shall not apply to De-
partment of Defense foreign service national 
employees serving at United States diplo-
matic missions whose pay is set by the De-
partment of State under the Foreign Service 
Act of 1980: Provided further, That the limita-
tions of this provision shall not apply to for-
eign national employees of the Department 
of Defense in the Republic of Turkey. 

SEC. 8003. No part of any appropriation 
contained in this Act shall remain available 
for obligation beyond the current fiscal year, 
unless expressly so provided herein. 

SEC. 8004. No more than 20 percent of the 
appropriations in this Act which are limited 
for obligation during the current fiscal year 
shall be obligated during the last 2 months of 
the fiscal year: Provided, That this section 
shall not apply to obligations for support of 
active duty training of reserve components 
or summer camp training of the Reserve Of-
ficers’ Training Corps. 

(TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 
SEC. 8005. Upon determination by the Sec-

retary of Defense that such action is nec-
essary in the national interest, he may, with 
the approval of the Office of Management 
and Budget, transfer not to exceed 
$3,200,000,000 of working capital funds of the 
Department of Defense or funds made avail-
able in this Act to the Department of De-
fense for military functions (except military 
construction) between such appropriations 
or funds or any subdivision thereof, to be 
merged with and to be available for the same 
purposes, and for the same time period, as 
the appropriation or fund to which trans-
ferred: Provided, That such authority to 
transfer may not be used unless for higher 
priority items, based on unforeseen military 
requirements, than those for which origi-

nally appropriated and in no case where the 
item for which funds are requested has been 
denied by the Congress: Provided further, 
That the Secretary of Defense shall notify 
the Congress promptly of all transfers made 
pursuant to this authority or any other au-
thority in this Act: Provided further, That no 
part of the funds in this Act shall be avail-
able to prepare or present a request to the 
Committees on Appropriations for re-
programming of funds, unless for higher pri-
ority items, based on unforeseen military re-
quirements, than those for which originally 
appropriated and in no case where the item 
for which reprogramming is requested has 
been denied by the Congress: Provided fur-
ther, That a request for multiple 
reprogrammings of funds using authority 
provided in this section must be made prior 
to June 30, 2008: Provided further, That trans-
fers among military personnel appropria-
tions shall not be taken into account for pur-
poses of the limitation on the amount of 
funds that may be transferred under this sec-
tion: Provided further, That no obligation of 
funds may be made pursuant to section 1206 
of Public Law 109–163 (or any successor pro-
vision) unless the Secretary of Defense has 
notified the congressional defense commit-
tees prior to any such obligation. 

SEC. 8006. (a) Not later than 60 days after 
enactment of this Act, the Department of 
Defense shall submit a report to the congres-
sional defense committees to establish the 
baseline for application of reprogramming 
and transfer authorities for fiscal year 2008: 
Provided, That the report shall include— 

(1) a table for each appropriation with a 
separate column to display the President’s 
budget request, adjustments made by Con-
gress, adjustments due to enacted rescis-
sions, if appropriate, and the fiscal year en-
acted level; 

(2) a delineation in the table for each ap-
propriation both by budget activity and pro-
gram, project, and activity as detailed in the 
Budget Appendix and the supporting jus-
tification materials submitted to the Com-
mittees on Appropriations of the Senate and 
the House of Representatives for the respec-
tive appropriations; and 

(3) an identification of items of special 
congressional interest. 

(b) Notwithstanding section 8005 of this 
Act, none of the funds provided in this Act 
shall be available for reprogramming or 
transfer until the report identified in sub-
section (a) is submitted to the congressional 
defense committees, unless the Secretary of 
Defense certifies in writing to the congres-
sional defense committees that such re-
programming or transfer is necessary as an 
emergency requirement. 

(TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 
SEC. 8007. During the current fiscal year, 

cash balances in working capital funds of the 
Department of Defense established pursuant 
to section 2208 of title 10, United States 
Code, may be maintained in only such 
amounts as are necessary at any time for 
cash disbursements to be made from such 
funds: Provided, That transfers may be made 
between such funds: Provided further, That 
transfers may be made between working cap-
ital funds and the ‘‘Foreign Currency Fluc-
tuations, Defense’’ appropriation and the 
‘‘Operation and Maintenance’’ appropriation 
accounts in such amounts as may be deter-
mined by the Secretary of Defense, with the 
approval of the Office of Management and 
Budget, except that such transfers may not 
be made unless the Secretary of Defense has 
notified the Congress of the proposed trans-
fer. Except in amounts equal to the amounts 
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appropriated to working capital funds in this 
Act, no obligations may be made against a 
working capital fund to procure or increase 
the value of war reserve material inventory, 
unless the Secretary of Defense has notified 
the Congress prior to any such obligation. 

SEC. 8008. Funds appropriated by this Act 
may not be used to initiate a special access 
program without prior notification 30 cal-
endar days in advance to the congressional 
defense committees. 

SEC. 8009. None of the funds provided in 
this Act shall be available to initiate: (1) a 
multiyear contract that employs economic 
order quantity procurement in excess of 
$20,000,000 in any 1 year of the contract or 
that includes an unfunded contingent liabil-
ity in excess of $20,000,000; or (2) a contract 
for advance procurement leading to a 
multiyear contract that employs economic 
order quantity procurement in excess of 
$20,000,000 in any 1 year, unless the congres-
sional defense committees have been notified 
at least 30 days in advance of the proposed 
contract award: Provided, That no part of 
any appropriation contained in this Act shall 
be available to initiate a multiyear contract 
for which the economic order quantity ad-
vance procurement is not funded at least to 
the limits of the Government’s liability: Pro-
vided further, That no part of any appropria-
tion contained in this Act shall be available 
to initiate multiyear procurement contracts 
for any systems or component thereof if the 
value of the multiyear contract would ex-
ceed $500,000,000 unless specifically provided 
in this Act: Provided further, That no 
multiyear procurement contract can be ter-
minated without 10-day prior notification to 
the congressional defense committees: Pro-
vided further, That the execution of 
multiyear authority shall require the use of 
a present value analysis to determine lowest 
cost compared to an annual procurement: 
Provided further, That none of the funds pro-
vided in this Act may be used for a 
multiyear contract executed after the date 
of the enactment of this Act unless in the 
case of any such contract— 

(1) the Secretary of Defense has submitted 
to Congress a budget request for full funding 
of units to be procured through the contract 
and, in the case of a contract for procure-
ment of aircraft, that includes, for any air-
craft unit to be procured through the con-
tract for which procurement funds are re-
quested in that budget request for produc-
tion beyond advance procurement activities 
in the fiscal year covered by the budget, full 
funding of procurement of such unit in that 
fiscal year; 

(2) cancellation provisions in the contract 
do not include consideration of recurring 
manufacturing costs of the contractor asso-
ciated with the production of unfunded units 
to be delivered under the contract; 

(3) the contract provides that payments to 
the contractor under the contract shall not 
be made in advance of incurred costs on 
funded units; and 

(4) the contract does not provide for a price 
adjustment based on a failure to award a fol-
low-on contract. 

Funds appropriated in title III of this Act 
may be used for a multiyear procurement 
contract as follows: 

Army CH–47 Chinook Helicopter; M1A2 
Abrams System Enhancement Package up-
grades; M2A3/M3A3 Bradley upgrades; and 
SSN Virginia Class Submarine. 

SEC. 8010. Within the funds appropriated 
for the operation and maintenance of the 
Armed Forces, funds are hereby appropriated 
pursuant to section 401 of title 10, United 

States Code, for humanitarian and civic as-
sistance costs under chapter 20 of title 10, 
United States Code. Such funds may also be 
obligated for humanitarian and civic assist-
ance costs incidental to authorized oper-
ations and pursuant to authority granted in 
section 401 of chapter 20 of title 10, United 
States Code, and these obligations shall be 
reported as required by section 401(d) of title 
10, United States Code: Provided, That funds 
available for operation and maintenance 
shall be available for providing humani-
tarian and similar assistance by using Civic 
Action Teams in the Trust Territories of the 
Pacific Islands and freely associated states 
of Micronesia, pursuant to the Compact of 
Free Association as authorized by Public 
Law 99–239: Provided further, That upon a de-
termination by the Secretary of the Army 
that such action is beneficial for graduate 
medical education programs conducted at 
Army medical facilities located in Hawaii, 
the Secretary of the Army may authorize 
the provision of medical services at such fa-
cilities and transportation to such facilities, 
on a nonreimbursable basis, for civilian pa-
tients from American Samoa, the Common-
wealth of the Northern Mariana Islands, the 
Marshall Islands, the Federated States of Mi-
cronesia, Palau, and Guam. 

SEC. 8011. (a) During fiscal year 2008, the ci-
vilian personnel of the Department of De-
fense may not be managed on the basis of 
any end-strength, and the management of 
such personnel during that fiscal year shall 
not be subject to any constraint or limita-
tion (known as an end-strength) on the num-
ber of such personnel who may be employed 
on the last day of such fiscal year. 

(b) The fiscal year 2009 budget request for 
the Department of Defense as well as all jus-
tification material and other documentation 
supporting the fiscal year 2009 Department of 
Defense budget request shall be prepared and 
submitted to the Congress as if subsections 
(a) and (b) of this provision were effective 
with regard to fiscal year 2009. 

(c) Nothing in this section shall be con-
strued to apply to military (civilian) techni-
cians. 

SEC. 8012. None of the funds made available 
by this Act shall be used in any way, directly 
or indirectly, to influence congressional ac-
tion on any legislation or appropriation mat-
ters pending before the Congress. 

SEC. 8013. None of the funds appropriated 
by this Act shall be available for the basic 
pay and allowances of any member of the 
Army participating as a full-time student 
and receiving benefits paid by the Secretary 
of Veterans Affairs from the Department of 
Defense Education Benefits Fund when time 
spent as a full-time student is credited to-
ward completion of a service commitment: 
Provided, That this section shall not apply to 
those members who have reenlisted with this 
option prior to October 1, 1987: Provided fur-
ther, That this section applies only to active 
components of the Army. 

SEC. 8014. (a) LIMITATION ON CONVERSION TO 
CONTRACTOR PERFORMANCE.—None of the 
funds appropriated by this Act shall be avail-
able to convert to contractor performance an 
activity or function of the Department of 
Defense that, on or after the date of the en-
actment of this Act, is performed by more 
than 10 Department of Defense civilian em-
ployees unless— 

(1) the conversion is based on the result of 
a public-private competition that includes a 
most efficient and cost effective organiza-
tion plan developed by such activity or func-
tion; 

(2) the Competitive Sourcing Official deter-
mines that, over all performance periods 

stated in the solicitation of offers for per-
formance of the activity or function, the 
cost of performance of the activity or func-
tion by a contractor would be less costly to 
the Department of Defense by an amount 
that equals or exceeds the lesser of— 

(A) 10 percent of the most efficient organi-
zation’s personnel-related costs for perform-
ance of that activity or function by Federal 
employees; or 

(B) $10,000,000; and 
(3) the contractor does not receive an ad-

vantage for a proposal that would reduce 
costs for the Department of Defense by— 

(A) not making an employer-sponsored 
health insurance plan available to the work-
ers who are to be employed in the perform-
ance of that activity or function under the 
contract; or 

(B) offering to such workers an employer- 
sponsored health benefits plan that requires 
the employer to contribute less towards the 
premium or subscription share than the 
amount that is paid by the Department of 
Defense for health benefits for civilian em-
ployees under chapter 89 of title 5, United 
States Code. 

(b) EXCEPTIONS.— 
(1) The Department of Defense, without re-

gard to subsection (a) of this section or sub-
section (a), (b), or (c) of section 2461 of title 
10, United States Code, and notwithstanding 
any administrative regulation, requirement, 
or policy to the contrary shall have full au-
thority to enter into a contract for the per-
formance of any commercial or industrial 
type function of the Department of Defense 
that— 

(A) is included on the procurement list es-
tablished pursuant to section 2 of the Javits- 
Wagner-O’Day Act (41 U.S.C. 47); 

(B) is planned to be converted to perform-
ance by a qualified nonprofit agency for the 
blind or by a qualified nonprofit agency for 
other severely handicapped individuals in ac-
cordance with that Act; or 

(C) is planned to be converted to perform-
ance by a qualified firm under at least 51 per-
cent ownership by an Indian tribe, as defined 
in section 4(e) of the Indian Self-Determina-
tion and Education Assistance Act (25 U.S.C. 
450b(e)), or a Native Hawaiian Organization, 
as defined in section 8(a)(15) of the Small 
Business Act (15 U.S.C. 637(a)(15)). 

(2) This section shall not apply to depot 
contracts or contracts for depot mainte-
nance as provided in sections 2469 and 2474 of 
title 10, United States Code. 

(c) TREATMENT OF CONVERSION.—The con-
version of any activity or function of the De-
partment of Defense under the authority 
provided by this section shall be credited to-
ward any competitive or outsourcing goal, 
target, or measurement that may be estab-
lished by statute, regulation, or policy and is 
deemed to be awarded under the authority 
of, and in compliance with, subsection (h) of 
section 2304 of title 10, United States Code, 
for the competition or outsourcing of com-
mercial activities. 

(TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

SEC. 8015. Funds appropriated in title III of 
this Act for the Department of Defense Pilot 
Mentor-Protege Program may be transferred 
to any other appropriation contained in this 
Act solely for the purpose of implementing a 
Mentor-Protege Program developmental as-
sistance agreement pursuant to section 831 
of the National Defense Authorization Act 
for Fiscal Year 1991 (Public Law 101–510; 10 
U.S.C. 2302 note), as amended, under the au-
thority of this provision or any other trans-
fer authority contained in this Act. 
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SEC. 8016. None of the funds in this Act 

may be available for the purchase by the De-
partment of Defense (and its departments 
and agencies) of welded shipboard anchor and 
mooring chain 4 inches in diameter and 
under unless the anchor and mooring chain 
are manufactured in the United States from 
components which are substantially manu-
factured in the United States: Provided, That 
for the purpose of this section manufactured 
will include cutting, heat treating, quality 
control, testing of chain and welding (includ-
ing the forging and shot blasting process): 
Provided further, That for the purpose of this 
section substantially all of the components 
of anchor and mooring chain shall be consid-
ered to be produced or manufactured in the 
United States if the aggregate cost of the 
components produced or manufactured in the 
United States exceeds the aggregate cost of 
the components produced or manufactured 
outside the United States: Provided further, 
That when adequate domestic supplies are 
not available to meet Department of Defense 
requirements on a timely basis, the Sec-
retary of the service responsible for the pro-
curement may waive this restriction on a 
case-by-case basis by certifying in writing to 
the Committees on Appropriations that such 
an acquisition must be made in order to ac-
quire capability for national security pur-
poses. 

SEC. 8017. None of the funds available to 
the Department of Defense may be used to 
demilitarize or dispose of M–1 Carbines, M–1 
Garand rifles, M–14 rifles, .22 caliber rifles, 
.30 caliber rifles, or M–1911 pistols. 

SEC. 8018. No more than $500,000 of the 
funds appropriated or made available in this 
Act shall be used during a single fiscal year 
for any single relocation of an organization, 
unit, activity or function of the Department 
of Defense into or within the National Cap-
ital Region: Provided, That the Secretary of 
Defense may waive this restriction on a case- 
by-case basis by certifying in writing to the 
congressional defense committees that such 
a relocation is required in the best interest 
of the Government. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
SEC. 8019. In addition to the funds provided 

elsewhere in this Act, $8,000,000 is appro-
priated only for incentive payments author-
ized by section 504 of the Indian Financing 
Act of 1974 (25 U.S.C. 1544): Provided, That a 
prime contractor or a subcontractor at any 
tier that makes a subcontract award to any 
subcontractor or supplier as defined in sec-
tion 1544 of title 25, United States Code, or a 
small business owned and controlled by an 
individual or individuals defined under sec-
tion 4221(9) of title 25, United States Code, 
shall be considered a contractor for the pur-
poses of being allowed additional compensa-
tion under section 504 of the Indian Financ-
ing Act of 1974 (25 U.S.C. 1544) whenever the 
prime contract or subcontract amount is 
over $500,000 and involves the expenditure of 
funds appropriated by an Act making Appro-
priations for the Department of Defense with 
respect to any fiscal year: Provided further, 
That notwithstanding section 430 of title 41, 
United States Code, this section shall be ap-
plicable to any Department of Defense acqui-
sition of supplies or services, including any 
contract and any subcontract at any tier for 
acquisition of commercial items produced or 
manufactured, in whole or in part by any 
subcontractor or supplier defined in section 
1544 of title 25, United States Code, or a 
small business owned and controlled by an 
individual or individuals defined under sec-
tion 4221(9) of title 25, United States Code. 

SEC. 8020. None of the funds appropriated 
by this Act shall be available to perform any 
cost study pursuant to the provisions of OMB 
Circular A–76 if the study being performed 
exceeds a period of 24 months after initiation 
of such study with respect to a single func-
tion activity or 30 months after initiation of 
such study for a multi-function activity. 

AMENDMENT NO. 10 OFFERED BY MR. SESSIONS 
Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Chairman, I offer 

an amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will des-

ignate the amendment. 
The text of the amendment is as fol-

lows: 
Amendment No. 10 offered by Mr. SES-

SIONS: 
Strike section 8020. 

The CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to the 
order of the House of today, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. SESSIONS) and 
a Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Texas. 

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Chairman, my 
amendment would strike section 8020 of 
this legislation which would have the 
same anticompetitive effect as lan-
guage already included in almost every 
other one of the Democrat majority’s 
appropriations bill by preventing funds 
from being spent to conduct public-pri-
vate competitions. 

In this case, it would prevent funds 
from being used to allow the private 
sector to compete against the govern-
ment for commercial jobs by limiting 
the Defense Department’s ability to 
spend money on this taxpayer friendly 
activity by putting arbitrary time con-
straints on the length of time that 
these studies can take place. 

While this policy may be good for in-
creasing dues to the public sector 
union bosses, it is unquestionably bad 
for taxpayers and for Federal agencies 
because agencies are left with less 
money to spend on their core missions 
when Congress uses this opportunity to 
take competition away from them. 

In 2006, Federal agencies competed 
only 1.7 percent of their commercial 
workforce which makes up less than 
one-half of 1 percent of the entire civil-
ian workforce. This very small use of 
competition for services is expected to 
generate a savings of $1.3 billion over 
the next 10 years by closing perform-
ance gaps and improving efficiencies. 

Competitions completed since 2003 
are expected to produce almost $7 bil-
lion in saving to taxpayers over the 
next 10 years. This means that tax-
payers will receive a return of almost 
$31 for every dollar spent on competi-
tion with annualized expected savings 
of more than $1 billion. 

This provision is obviously intended 
to stall public-private competitions for 
an entire fiscal year rather than allow-
ing a proven process to work as it was 
intended, and it would harm taxpayers 
by denying the Department of Defense 
the ability to focus its scarce resources 
and funds and expertise on its core mis-
sion. 

This concerted effort to prevent com-
petitive sourcing from taking place at 
the Department of Defense dem-
onstrates that the Democrat leadership 
is hearing clearly from labor bosses 
that the Defense Appropriations bill 
represents simply another good oppor-
tunity to increase their power at the 
expense of taxpayers and good govern-
ment. 

In this time of stretched budgets and 
bloated Federal spending, Congress 
should be looking to use all of the tools 
it can to find taxpayer savings and to 
reduce the cost of services that are al-
ready being provided by thousands of 
hardworking companies nationwide. 

I urge all of my colleagues to support 
this commonsense, taxpayer-first 
amendment to oppose the underlying 
provision to benefit public sector union 
bosses by keeping cost-saving competi-
tion available to the government. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does any Member 
claim time in opposition to the amend-
ment? 

Mr. MURTHA. I claim the time in op-
position. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
from Pennsylvania is recognized. 

Mr. MURTHA. I appreciate what the 
gentleman is trying to do. We have car-
ried this provision for years and years 
through both Republican and Demo-
cratic administrations. We oppose the 
amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield back the balance of my time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. SESSIONS). 

The question was taken; and the 
Chairman announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it. 

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Chairman, I de-
mand a recorded vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to clause 
6 of rule XVIII, further proceedings on 
the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Texas will be postponed. 

Mr. MURTHA. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent that the remainder 
of the bill through page 106, line 16, be 
considered as read, printed in the 
RECORD, and open to amendment at 
any point. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania? 

There was no objection. 
The text of that portion of the bill is 

as follows: 
SEC. 8021. Funds appropriated by this Act 

for the American Forces Information Service 
shall not be used for any national or inter-
national political or psychological activities. 

SEC. 8022. During the current fiscal year, 
the Department of Defense is authorized to 
incur obligations of not to exceed $350,000,000 
for purposes specified in section 2350j(c) of 
title 10, United States Code, in anticipation 
of receipt of contributions, only from the 
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Government of Kuwait, under that section: 
Provided, That upon receipt, such contribu-
tions from the Government of Kuwait shall 
be credited to the appropriations or fund 
which incurred such obligations. 

SEC. 8023. (a) Of the funds made available 
in this Act, not less than $31,355,000 shall be 
available for the Civil Air Patrol Corpora-
tion, of which— 

(1) $23,753,000 shall be available from ‘‘Op-
eration and Maintenance, Air Force’’ to sup-
port Civil Air Patrol Corporation operation 
and maintenance, readiness, counterdrug ac-
tivities, and drug demand reduction activi-
ties involving youth programs; 

(2) $6,727,000 shall be available from ‘‘Air-
craft Procurement, Air Force’’; and 

(3) $875,000 shall be available from ‘‘Other 
Procurement, Air Force’’ for vehicle pro-
curement. 

(b) The Secretary of the Air Force should 
waive reimbursement for any funds used by 
the Civil Air Patrol for counter-drug activi-
ties in support of Federal, State, and local 
government agencies. 

SEC. 8024. (a) None of the funds appro-
priated in this Act are available to establish 
a new Department of Defense (department) 
federally funded research and development 
center (FFRDC), either as a new entity, or as 
a separate entity administrated by an orga-
nization managing another FFRDC, or as a 
nonprofit membership corporation con-
sisting of a consortium of other FFRDCs and 
other non-profit entities. 

(b) No member of a Board of Directors, 
Trustees, Overseers, Advisory Group, Special 
Issues Panel, Visiting Committee, or any 
similar entity of a defense FFRDC, and no 
paid consultant to any defense FFRDC, ex-
cept when acting in a technical advisory ca-
pacity, may be compensated for his or her 
services as a member of such entity, or as a 
paid consultant by more than one FFRDC in 
a fiscal year: Provided, That a member of any 
such entity referred to previously in this 
subsection shall be allowed travel expenses 
and per diem as authorized under the Federal 
Joint Travel Regulations, when engaged in 
the performance of membership duties. 

(c) Notwithstanding any other provision of 
law, none of the funds available to the de-
partment from any source during fiscal year 
2008 may be used by a defense FFRDC, 
through a fee or other payment mechanism, 
for construction of new buildings, for pay-
ment of cost sharing for projects funded by 
Government grants, for absorption of con-
tract overruns, or for certain charitable con-
tributions, not to include employee partici-
pation in community service and/or develop-
ment. 

(d) Notwithstanding any other provision of 
law, of the funds available to the department 
during fiscal year 2008, not more than 5,517 
staff years of technical effort (staff years) 
may be funded for defense FFRDCs: Provided, 
That this subsection shall not apply to staff 
years funded in the National Intelligence 
Program (NIP) and the Military Intelligence 
Program (MIP). 

(e) The Secretary of Defense shall, with the 
submission of the department’s fiscal year 
2009 budget request, submit a report pre-
senting the specific amounts of staff years of 
technical effort to be allocated for each de-
fense FFRDC during that fiscal year. 

(f) Notwithstanding any other provision of 
this Act, the total amount appropriated in 
this Act for FFRDCs is hereby reduced by 
$57,725,000. 

SEC. 8025. None of the funds appropriated 
or made available in this Act shall be used to 
procure carbon, alloy or armor steel plate for 

use in any Government-owned facility or 
property under the control of the Depart-
ment of Defense which were not melted and 
rolled in the United States or Canada: Pro-
vided, That these procurement restrictions 
shall apply to any and all Federal Supply 
Class 9515, American Society of Testing and 
Materials (ASTM) or American Iron and 
Steel Institute (AISI) specifications of car-
bon, alloy or armor steel plate: Provided fur-
ther, That the Secretary of the military de-
partment responsible for the procurement 
may waive this restriction on a case-by-case 
basis by certifying in writing to the Commit-
tees on Appropriations of the House of Rep-
resentatives and the Senate that adequate 
domestic supplies are not available to meet 
Department of Defense requirements on a 
timely basis and that such an acquisition 
must be made in order to acquire capability 
for national security purposes: Provided fur-
ther, That these restrictions shall not apply 
to contracts which are in being as of the date 
of the enactment of this Act. 

SEC. 8026. For the purposes of this Act, the 
term ‘‘congressional defense committees’’ 
means the Armed Services Committee of the 
House of Representatives, the Armed Serv-
ices Committee of the Senate, the Sub-
committee on Defense of the Committee on 
Appropriations of the Senate, and the Sub-
committee on Defense of the Committee on 
Appropriations of the House of Representa-
tives. 

SEC. 8027. During the current fiscal year, 
the Department of Defense may acquire the 
modification, depot maintenance and repair 
of aircraft, vehicles and vessels as well as the 
production of components and other Defense- 
related articles, through competition be-
tween Department of Defense depot mainte-
nance activities and private firms: Provided, 
That the Senior Acquisition Executive of the 
military department or Defense Agency con-
cerned, with power of delegation, shall cer-
tify that successful bids include comparable 
estimates of all direct and indirect costs for 
both public and private bids: Provided further, 
That Office of Management and Budget Cir-
cular A–76 shall not apply to competitions 
conducted under this section. 

SEC. 8028. (a)(1) If the Secretary of Defense, 
after consultation with the United States 
Trade Representative, determines that a for-
eign country which is party to an agreement 
described in paragraph (2) has violated the 
terms of the agreement by discriminating 
against certain types of products produced in 
the United States that are covered by the 
agreement, the Secretary of Defense shall re-
scind the Secretary’s blanket waiver of the 
Buy American Act with respect to such 
types of products produced in that foreign 
country. 

(2) An agreement referred to in paragraph 
(1) is any reciprocal defense procurement 
memorandum of understanding, between the 
United States and a foreign country pursu-
ant to which the Secretary of Defense has 
prospectively waived the Buy American Act 
for certain products in that country. 

(b) The Secretary of Defense shall submit 
to the Congress a report on the amount of 
Department of Defense purchases from for-
eign entities in fiscal year 2008. Such report 
shall separately indicate the dollar value of 
items for which the Buy American Act was 
waived pursuant to any agreement described 
in subsection (a)(2), the Trade Agreement 
Act of 1979 (19 U.S.C. 2501 et seq.), or any 
international agreement to which the United 
States is a party. 

(c) For purposes of this section, the term 
‘‘Buy American Act’’ means title III of the 

Act entitled ‘‘An Act making appropriations 
for the Treasury and Post Office Depart-
ments for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1934, and for other purposes’’, approved 
March 3, 1933 (41 U.S.C. 10a et seq.). 

SEC. 8029. Notwithstanding any other pro-
vision of law, funds available during the cur-
rent fiscal year and hereafter for ‘‘Drug 
Interdiction and Counter-Drug Activities, 
Defense’’ may be obligated for the Young 
Marines program. 

SEC. 8030. During the current fiscal year, 
amounts contained in the Department of De-
fense Overseas Military Facility Investment 
Recovery Account established by section 
2921(c)(1) of the National Defense Authoriza-
tion Act of 1991 (Public Law 101–510; 10 U.S.C. 
2687 note) shall be available until expended 
for the payments specified by section 
2921(c)(2) of that Act. 

SEC. 8031. (a) Notwithstanding any other 
provision of law, the Secretary of the Air 
Force may convey at no cost to the Air 
Force, without consideration, to Indian 
tribes located in the States of North Dakota, 
South Dakota, Montana, and Minnesota 
relocatable military housing units located at 
Grand Forks Air Force Base and Minot Air 
Force Base that are excess to the needs of 
the Air Force. 

(b) The Secretary of the Air Force shall 
convey, at no cost to the Air Force, military 
housing units under subsection (a) in accord-
ance with the request for such units that are 
submitted to the Secretary by the Operation 
Walking Shield Program on behalf of Indian 
tribes located in the States of North Dakota, 
South Dakota, Montana, and Minnesota. 

(c) The Operation Walking Shield Program 
shall resolve any conflicts among requests of 
Indian tribes for housing units under sub-
section (a) before submitting requests to the 
Secretary of the Air Force under subsection 
(b). 

(d) In this section, the term ‘‘Indian tribe’’ 
means any recognized Indian tribe included 
on the current list published by the Sec-
retary of the Interior under section 104 of the 
Federally Recognized Indian Tribe Act of 
1994 (Public Law 103–454; 108 Stat. 4792; 25 
U.S.C. 479a–1). 

SEC. 8032. During the current fiscal year, 
appropriations which are available to the De-
partment of Defense for operation and main-
tenance may be used to purchase items hav-
ing an investment item unit cost of not more 
than $250,000: Provided, That upon determina-
tion by the Secretary of Defense that such 
action is necessary to meet the operational 
requirements of a Commander of a Combat-
ant Command engaged in contingency oper-
ations overseas, such funds may be used to 
purchase items having an investment item 
unit cost of not more than $500,000. 

SEC. 8033. (a) During the current fiscal 
year, none of the appropriations or funds 
available to the Department of Defense 
Working Capital Funds shall be used for the 
purchase of an investment item for the pur-
pose of acquiring a new inventory item for 
sale or anticipated sale during the current 
fiscal year or a subsequent fiscal year to cus-
tomers of the Department of Defense Work-
ing Capital Funds if such an item would not 
have been chargeable to the Department of 
Defense Business Operations Fund during fis-
cal year 1994 and if the purchase of such an 
investment item would be chargeable during 
the current fiscal year to appropriations 
made to the Department of Defense for pro-
curement. 

(b) The fiscal year 2009 budget request for 
the Department of Defense as well as all jus-
tification material and other documentation 
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supporting the fiscal year 2009 Department of 
Defense budget shall be prepared and sub-
mitted to the Congress on the basis that any 
equipment which was classified as an end 
item and funded in a procurement appropria-
tion contained in this Act shall be budgeted 
for in a proposed fiscal year 2009 procure-
ment appropriation and not in the supply 
management business area or any other area 
or category of the Department of Defense 
Working Capital Funds. 

SEC. 8034. None of the funds appropriated 
by this Act for programs of the Central In-
telligence Agency shall remain available for 
obligation beyond the current fiscal year, ex-
cept for funds appropriated for the Reserve 
for Contingencies, which shall remain avail-
able until September 30, 2009: Provided, That 
funds appropriated, transferred, or otherwise 
credited to the Central Intelligence Agency 
Central Services Working Capital Fund dur-
ing this or any prior or subsequent fiscal 
year shall remain available until expended: 
Provided further, That any funds appropriated 
or transferred to the Central Intelligence 
Agency for advanced research and develop-
ment acquisition, for agent operations, and 
for covert action programs authorized by the 
President under section 503 of the National 
Security Act of 1947, as amended, shall re-
main available until September 30, 2009. 

SEC. 8035. Notwithstanding any other pro-
vision of law, funds made available in this 
Act for the Defense Intelligence Agency may 
be used for the design, development, and de-
ployment of General Defense Intelligence 
Program intelligence communications and 
intelligence information systems for the 
Services, the Unified and Specified Com-
mands, and the component commands. 

SEC. 8036. Of the funds made available in 
this Act under the heading ‘‘Defense Produc-
tion Act Purchases’’, not less than $23,000,000 
shall be made available for the competitive, 
domestic expansion of essential vacuum in-
duction melting furnace capacity and vacu-
um arc remelting furnace capacity for mili-
tary aerospace and other defense applica-
tions: Provided, That the operator must be 
experienced and qualified in the production 
of iron-based vacuum induction melting 
steel and vacuum arc remelting steel: Pro-
vided further, That the facility must be 
owned and operated by an approved supplier 
to the military departments and to defense 
industry original equipment manufacturers. 

SEC. 8037. (a) None of the funds appro-
priated in this Act may be expended by an 
entity of the Department of Defense unless 
the entity, in expending the funds, complies 
with the Buy American Act. For purposes of 
this subsection, the term ‘‘Buy American 
Act’’ means title III of the Act entitled ‘‘An 
Act making appropriations for the Treasury 
and Post Office Departments for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1934, and for other pur-
poses’’, approved March 3, 1933 (41 U.S.C. 10a 
et seq.). 

(b) If the Secretary of Defense determines 
that a person has been convicted of inten-
tionally affixing a label bearing a ‘‘Made in 
America’’ inscription to any product sold in 
or shipped to the United States that is not 
made in America, the Secretary shall deter-
mine, in accordance with section 2410f of 
title 10, United States Code, whether the per-
son should be debarred from contracting 
with the Department of Defense. 

(c) In the case of any equipment or prod-
ucts purchased with appropriations provided 
under this Act, it is the sense of the Congress 
that any entity of the Department of De-
fense, in expending the appropriation, pur-
chase only American-made equipment and 

products, provided that American-made 
equipment and products are cost-competi-
tive, quality-competitive, and available in a 
timely fashion. 

SEC. 8038. None of the funds appropriated 
by this Act shall be available for a contract 
for studies, analysis, or consulting services 
entered into without competition on the 
basis of an unsolicited proposal unless the 
head of the activity responsible for the pro-
curement determines— 

(1) as a result of thorough technical eval-
uation, only one source is found fully quali-
fied to perform the proposed work; 

(2) the purpose of the contract is to explore 
an unsolicited proposal which offers signifi-
cant scientific or technological promise, rep-
resents the product of original thinking, and 
was submitted in confidence by one source; 
or 

(3) the purpose of the contract is to take 
advantage of unique and significant indus-
trial accomplishment by a specific concern, 
or to ensure that a new product or idea of a 
specific concern is given financial support: 
Provided, That this limitation shall not 
apply to contracts in an amount of less than 
$25,000, contracts related to improvements of 
equipment that is in development or produc-
tion, or contracts as to which a civilian offi-
cial of the Department of Defense, who has 
been confirmed by the Senate, determines 
that the award of such contract is in the in-
terest of the national defense. 

SEC. 8039. (a) Except as provided in sub-
section (b) and (c), none of the funds made 
available by this Act may be used— 

(1) to establish a field operating agency; or 
(2) to pay the basic pay of a member of the 

Armed Forces or civilian employee of the de-
partment who is transferred or reassigned 
from a headquarters activity if the member 
or employee’s place of duty remains at the 
location of that headquarters. 

(b) The Secretary of Defense or Secretary 
of a military department may waive the lim-
itations in subsection (a), on a case-by-case 
basis, if the Secretary determines, and cer-
tifies to the Committees on Appropriations 
of the House of Representatives and the Sen-
ate that the granting of the waiver will re-
duce the personnel requirements or the fi-
nancial requirements of the department. 

(c) This section does not apply to— 
(1) field operating agencies funded within 

the National Intelligence Program; or 
(2) an Army field operating agency estab-

lished to eliminate, mitigate, or counter the 
effects of improvised explosive devices, and, 
as determined by the Secretary of the Army, 
other similar threats. 

SEC. 8040. The Secretary of Defense, not-
withstanding any other provision of law, act-
ing through the Office of Economic Adjust-
ment of the Department of Defense, may use 
funds made available in this Act under the 
heading ‘‘Operation and Maintenance, De-
fense-Wide’’ to make grants and supplement 
other Federal funds in accordance with the 
guidance provided in the Joint Explanatory 
Statement of the Committee of Conference 
to accompany the conference report accom-
panying this Act. 

(RESCISSIONS) 
SEC. 8041. Of the funds appropriated in De-

partment of Defense Appropriations Acts, 
the following funds are hereby rescinded 
from the following accounts and programs in 
the specified amounts: 

‘‘Aircraft Procurement, Air Force, 2006/ 
2008’’, $25,786,000; 

‘‘Aircraft Procurement, Air Force, 2007/ 
2009’’, $51,000,000; 

‘‘Research, Development, Test and Evalua-
tion, Navy, 2007/2008’’, $24,000,000; 

‘‘Research, Development, Test and Evalua-
tion, Air Force, 2007/2008’’, $142,000,000; and 

‘‘Research, Development, Test and Evalua-
tion, Defense-Wide, 2007/2008’’, $125,000,000. 

SEC. 8042. None of the funds available in 
this Act may be used to reduce the author-
ized positions for military (civilian) techni-
cians of the Army National Guard, Air Na-
tional Guard, Army Reserve and Air Force 
Reserve for the purpose of applying any ad-
ministratively imposed civilian personnel 
ceiling, freeze, or reduction on military (ci-
vilian) technicians, unless such reductions 
are a direct result of a reduction in military 
force structure. 

SEC. 8043. None of the funds appropriated 
or otherwise made available in this Act may 
be obligated or expended for assistance to 
the Democratic People’s Republic of Korea 
unless specifically appropriated for that pur-
pose. 

SEC. 8044. Funds appropriated in this Act 
for operation and maintenance of the Mili-
tary Departments, Combatant Commands 
and Defense Agencies shall be available for 
reimbursement of pay, allowances and other 
expenses which would otherwise be incurred 
against appropriations for the National 
Guard and Reserve when members of the Na-
tional Guard and Reserve provide intel-
ligence or counterintelligence support to 
Combatant Commands, Defense Agencies and 
Joint Intelligence Activities, including the 
activities and programs included within the 
National Intelligence Program and the Mili-
tary Intelligence Program: Provided, That 
nothing in this section authorizes deviation 
from established Reserve and National Guard 
personnel and training procedures. 

SEC. 8045. During the current fiscal year, 
none of the funds appropriated in this Act 
may be used to reduce the civilian medical 
and medical support personnel assigned to 
military treatment facilities below the Sep-
tember 30, 2003, level: Provided, That the 
Service Surgeons General may waive this 
section by certifying to the congressional de-
fense committees that the beneficiary popu-
lation is declining in some catchment areas 
and civilian strength reductions may be con-
sistent with responsible resource steward-
ship and capitation-based budgeting. 

SEC. 8046. (a) None of the funds available to 
the Department of Defense for any fiscal 
year for drug interdiction or counter-drug 
activities may be transferred to any other 
department or agency of the United States 
except as specifically provided in an appro-
priations law. 

(b) None of the funds available to the Cen-
tral Intelligence Agency for any fiscal year 
for drug interdiction and counter-drug ac-
tivities may be transferred to any other de-
partment or agency of the United States ex-
cept as specifically provided in an appropria-
tions law. 

SEC. 8047. None of the funds appropriated 
by this Act may be used for the procurement 
of ball and roller bearings other than those 
produced by a domestic source and of domes-
tic origin: Provided, That the Secretary of 
the military department responsible for such 
procurement may waive this restriction on a 
case-by-case basis by certifying in writing to 
the Committees on Appropriations of the 
House of Representatives and the Senate, 
that adequate domestic supplies are not 
available to meet Department of Defense re-
quirements on a timely basis and that such 
an acquisition must be made in order to ac-
quire capability for national security pur-
poses: Provided further, That this restriction 
shall not apply to the purchase of ‘‘commer-
cial items’’, as defined by section 4(12) of the 
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Office of Federal Procurement Policy Act, 
except that the restriction shall apply to 
ball or roller bearings purchased as end 
items. 

SEC. 8048. None of the funds in this Act 
may be used to purchase any supercomputer 
which is not manufactured in the United 
States, unless the Secretary of Defense cer-
tifies to the congressional defense commit-
tees that such an acquisition must be made 
in order to acquire capability for national se-
curity purposes that is not available from 
United States manufacturers. 

SEC. 8049. None of the funds made available 
in this or any other Act may be used to pay 
the salary of any officer or employee of the 
Department of Defense who approves or im-
plements the transfer of administrative re-
sponsibilities or budgetary resources of any 
program, project, or activity financed by 
this Act to the jurisdiction of another Fed-
eral agency not financed by this Act without 
the express authorization of the Congress: 
Provided, That this limitation shall not 
apply to transfers of funds expressly pro-
vided for in Defense Appropriations Acts, or 
provisions of Acts providing supplemental 
appropriations for the Department of De-
fense. 

SEC. 8050. (a) Notwithstanding any other 
provision of law, none of the funds available 
to the Department of Defense for the current 
fiscal year may be obligated or expended to 
transfer to another nation or an inter-
national organization any defense articles or 
services (other than intelligence services) for 
use in the activities described in subsection 
(b) unless the congressional defense commit-
tees, the Committee on International Rela-
tions of the House of Representatives, and 
the Committee on Foreign Relations of the 
Senate are notified 15 days in advance of 
such transfer. 

(b) This section applies to— 
(1) any international peacekeeping or 

peace-enforcement operation under the au-
thority of chapter VI or chapter VII of the 
United Nations Charter under the authority 
of a United Nations Security Council resolu-
tion; and 

(2) any other international peacekeeping, 
peace-enforcement, or humanitarian assist-
ance operation. 

(c) A notice under subsection (a) shall in-
clude the following: 

(1) A description of the equipment, sup-
plies, or services to be transferred. 

(2) A statement of the value of the equip-
ment, supplies, or services to be transferred. 

(3) In the case of a proposed transfer of 
equipment or supplies— 

(A) a statement of whether the inventory 
requirements of all elements of the Armed 
Forces (including the reserve components) 
for the type of equipment or supplies to be 
transferred have been met; and 

(B) a statement of whether the items pro-
posed to be transferred will have to be re-
placed and, if so, how the President proposes 
to provide funds for such replacement. 

SEC. 8051. None of the funds available to 
the Department of Defense under this Act 
shall be obligated or expended to pay a con-
tractor under a contract with the Depart-
ment of Defense for costs of any amount paid 
by the contractor to an employee when— 

(1) such costs are for a bonus or otherwise 
in excess of the normal salary paid by the 
contractor to the employee; and 

(2) such bonus is part of restructuring costs 
associated with a business combination. 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 
SEC. 8052. During the current fiscal year, 

no more than $30,000,000 of appropriations 

made in this Act under the heading ‘‘Oper-
ation and Maintenance, Defense-Wide’’ may 
be transferred to appropriations available for 
the pay of military personnel, to be merged 
with, and to be available for the same time 
period as the appropriations to which trans-
ferred, to be used in support of such per-
sonnel in connection with support and serv-
ices for eligible organizations and activities 
outside the Department of Defense pursuant 
to section 2012 of title 10, United States 
Code. 

SEC. 8053. During the current fiscal year, in 
the case of an appropriation account of the 
Department of Defense for which the period 
of availability for obligation has expired or 
which has closed under the provisions of sec-
tion 1552 of title 31, United States Code, and 
which has a negative unliquidated or unex-
pended balance, an obligation or an adjust-
ment of an obligation may be charged to any 
current appropriation account for the same 
purpose as the expired or closed account if— 

(1) the obligation would have been properly 
chargeable (except as to amount) to the ex-
pired or closed account before the end of the 
period of availability or closing of that ac-
count; 

(2) the obligation is not otherwise properly 
chargeable to any current appropriation ac-
count of the Department of Defense; and 

(3) in the case of an expired account, the 
obligation is not chargeable to a current ap-
propriation of the Department of Defense 
under the provisions of section 1405(b)(8) of 
the National Defense Authorization Act for 
Fiscal Year 1991, Public Law 101–510, as 
amended (31 U.S.C. 1551 note): Provided, That 
in the case of an expired account, if subse-
quent review or investigation discloses that 
there was not in fact a negative unliquidated 
or unexpended balance in the account, any 
charge to a current account under the au-
thority of this section shall be reversed and 
recorded against the expired account: Pro-
vided further, That the total amount charged 
to a current appropriation under this section 
may not exceed an amount equal to one per-
cent of the total appropriation for that ac-
count. 

SEC. 8054. (a) Notwithstanding any other 
provision of law, the Chief of the National 
Guard Bureau may permit the use of equip-
ment of the National Guard Distance Learn-
ing Project by any person or entity on a 
space-available, reimbursable basis. The 
Chief of the National Guard Bureau shall es-
tablish the amount of reimbursement for 
such use on a case-by-case basis. 

(b) Amounts collected under subsection (a) 
shall be credited to funds available for the 
National Guard Distance Learning Project 
and be available to defray the costs associ-
ated with the use of equipment of the project 
under that subsection. Such funds shall be 
available for such purposes without fiscal 
year limitation. 

SEC. 8055. Using funds available by this Act 
or any other Act, the Secretary of the Air 
Force, pursuant to a determination under 
section 2690 of title 10, United States Code, 
may implement cost-effective agreements 
for required heating facility modernization 
in the Kaiserslautern Military Community 
in the Federal Republic of Germany: Pro-
vided, That in the City of Kaiserslautern 
such agreements will include the use of 
United States anthracite as the base load en-
ergy for municipal district heat to the 
United States Defense installations: Provided 
further, That at Landstuhl Army Regional 
Medical Center and Ramstein Air Base, fur-
nished heat may be obtained from private, 
regional or municipal services, if provisions 

are included for the consideration of United 
States coal as an energy source. 

SEC. 8056. None of the funds appropriated in 
title IV of this Act may be used to procure 
end-items for delivery to military forces for 
operational training, operational use or in-
ventory requirements: Provided, That this re-
striction does not apply to end-items used in 
development, prototyping, and test activi-
ties preceding and leading to acceptance for 
operational use: Provided further, That this 
restriction does not apply to programs fund-
ed within the National Intelligence Program: 
Provided further, That the Secretary of De-
fense may waive this restriction on a case- 
by-case basis by certifying in writing to the 
Committees on Appropriations of the House 
of Representatives and the Senate that it is 
in the national security interest to do so. 

SEC. 8057. Notwithstanding any other pro-
vision of law, funds available to the Depart-
ment of Defense in this Act shall be made 
available to provide transportation of med-
ical supplies and equipment, on a nonreim-
bursable basis, to American Samoa, and 
funds available to the Department of Defense 
shall be made available to provide transpor-
tation of medical supplies and equipment, on 
a nonreimbursable basis, to the Indian 
Health Service when it is in conjunction 
with a civil-military project. 

SEC. 8058. None of the funds made available 
in this Act may be used to approve or license 
the sale of the F–22A advanced tactical fight-
er to any foreign government. 

SEC. 8059. (a) The Secretary of Defense 
may, on a case-by-case basis, waive with re-
spect to a foreign country each limitation on 
the procurement of defense items from for-
eign sources provided in law if the Secretary 
determines that the application of the limi-
tation with respect to that country would in-
validate cooperative programs entered into 
between the Department of Defense and the 
foreign country, or would invalidate recip-
rocal trade agreements for the procurement 
of defense items entered into under section 
2531 of title 10, United States Code, and the 
country does not discriminate against the 
same or similar defense items produced in 
the United States for that country. 

(b) Subsection (a) applies with respect to— 
(1) contracts and subcontracts entered into 

on or after the date of the enactment of this 
Act; and 

(2) options for the procurement of items 
that are exercised after such date under con-
tracts that are entered into before such date 
if the option prices are adjusted for any rea-
son other than the application of a waiver 
granted under subsection (a). 

(c) Subsection (a) does not apply to a limi-
tation regarding construction of public ves-
sels, ball and roller bearings, food, and cloth-
ing or textile materials as defined by section 
11 (chapters 50–65) of the Harmonized Tariff 
Schedule and products classified under head-
ings 4010, 4202, 4203, 6401 through 6406, 6505, 
7019, 7218 through 7229, 7304.41 through 
7304.49, 7306.40, 7502 through 7508, 8105, 8108, 
8109, 8211, 8215, and 9404. 

SEC. 8060. (a) None of the funds made avail-
able by this Act may be used to support any 
training program involving a unit of the se-
curity forces of a foreign country if the Sec-
retary of Defense has received credible infor-
mation from the Department of State that 
the unit has committed a gross violation of 
human rights, unless all necessary corrective 
steps have been taken. 

(b) The Secretary of Defense, in consulta-
tion with the Secretary of State, shall en-
sure that prior to a decision to conduct any 
training program referred to in subsection 
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(a), full consideration is given to all credible 
information available to the Department of 
State relating to human rights violations by 
foreign security forces. 

(c) The Secretary of Defense, after con-
sultation with the Secretary of State, may 
waive the prohibition in subsection (a) if he 
determines that such waiver is required by 
extraordinary circumstances. 

(d) Not more than 15 days after the exer-
cise of any waiver under subsection (c), the 
Secretary of Defense shall submit a report to 
the congressional defense committees de-
scribing the extraordinary circumstances, 
the purpose and duration of the training pro-
gram, the United States forces and the for-
eign security forces involved in the training 
program, and the information relating to 
human rights violations that necessitates 
the waiver. 

SEC. 8061. None of the funds appropriated 
or made available in this Act to the Depart-
ment of the Navy shall be used to develop, 
lease or procure the T–AKE class of ships un-
less the main propulsion diesel engines and 
propulsors are manufactured in the United 
States by a domestically operated entity: 
Provided, That the Secretary of Defense may 
waive this restriction on a case-by-case basis 
by certifying in writing to the Committees 
on Appropriations of the House of Represent-
atives and the Senate that adequate domes-
tic supplies are not available to meet De-
partment of Defense requirements on a time-
ly basis and that such an acquisition must be 
made in order to acquire capability for na-
tional security purposes or there exists a sig-
nificant cost or quality difference. 

SEC. 8062. None of the funds appropriated 
or otherwise made available by this or other 
Department of Defense Appropriations Acts 
may be obligated or expended for the purpose 
of performing repairs or maintenance to 
military family housing units of the Depart-
ment of Defense, including areas in such 
military family housing units that may be 
used for the purpose of conducting official 
Department of Defense business. 

SEC. 8063. Notwithstanding any other pro-
vision of law or this Act, funds appropriated 
in this Act under the heading ‘‘Research, De-
velopment, Test and Evaluation, Defense- 
Wide’’ for any new start joint concept tech-
nology demonstration project may only be 
obligated 30 days after a report, including a 
description of the project, the planned acqui-
sition and transition strategy and its esti-
mated annual and total cost, has been pro-
vided in writing to the congressional defense 
committees: Provided, That the Secretary of 
Defense may waive this restriction on a case- 
by-case basis by certifying to the congres-
sional defense committees that it is in the 
national interest to do so. 

SEC. 8064. The Secretary of Defense shall 
provide a classified quarterly report begin-
ning 30 days after enactment of this Act, to 
the House and Senate Appropriations Com-
mittees, Subcommittees on Defense on cer-
tain matters as directed in the classified 
annex accompanying this Act. 

SEC. 8065. Beginning in the current fiscal 
year and thereafter, refunds attributable to 
the use of the Government travel card, re-
funds attributable to the use of the Govern-
ment Purchase Card and refunds attributable 
to official Government travel arranged by 
Government Contracted Travel Management 
Centers may be credited to operation and 
maintenance, and research, development, 
test and evaluation accounts of the Depart-
ment of Defense which are current when the 
refunds are received. 

SEC. 8066. (a) REGISTERING FINANCIAL MAN-
AGEMENT INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY SYSTEMS 

WITH DOD CHIEF INFORMATION OFFICER.— 
None of the funds appropriated in this Act 
may be used for a mission critical or mission 
essential financial management information 
technology system (including a system fund-
ed by the defense working capital fund) that 
is not registered with the Chief Information 
Officer of the Department of Defense. A sys-
tem shall be considered to be registered with 
that officer upon the furnishing to that offi-
cer of notice of the system, together with 
such information concerning the system as 
the Secretary of Defense may prescribe. A fi-
nancial management information technology 
system shall be considered a mission critical 
or mission essential information technology 
system as defined by the Under Secretary of 
Defense (Comptroller). 

(b) CERTIFICATIONS AS TO COMPLIANCE WITH 
FINANCIAL MANAGEMENT MODERNIZATION 
PLAN.— 

(1) During the current fiscal year, a finan-
cial management automated information 
system, a mixed information system sup-
porting financial and non-financial systems, 
or a system improvement of more than 
$1,000,000 may not receive Milestone A ap-
proval, Milestone B approval, or full rate 
production, or their equivalent, within the 
Department of Defense until the Under Sec-
retary of Defense (Comptroller) certifies, 
with respect to that milestone, that the sys-
tem is being developed and managed in ac-
cordance with the Department’s Financial 
Management Modernization Plan. The Under 
Secretary of Defense (Comptroller) may re-
quire additional certifications, as appro-
priate, with respect to any such system. 

(2) The Chief Information Officer shall pro-
vide the congressional defense committees 
timely notification of certifications under 
paragraph (1). 

(c) CERTIFICATIONS AS TO COMPLIANCE WITH 
CLINGER-COHEN ACT.— 

(1) During the current fiscal year, a major 
automated information system may not re-
ceive Milestone A approval, Milestone B ap-
proval, or full rate production approval, or 
their equivalent, within the Department of 
Defense until the Chief Information Officer 
certifies, with respect to that milestone, 
that the system is being developed in accord-
ance with the Clinger-Cohen Act of 1996 (40 
U.S.C. 1401 et seq.). The Chief Information 
Officer may require additional certifications, 
as appropriate, with respect to any such sys-
tem. 

(2) The Chief Information Officer shall pro-
vide the congressional defense committees 
timely notification of certifications under 
paragraph (1). Each such notification shall 
include a statement confirming that the fol-
lowing steps have been taken with respect to 
the system: 

(A) Business process reengineering. 
(B) An analysis of alternatives. 
(C) An economic analysis that includes a 

calculation of the return on investment. 
(D) Performance measures. 
(E) An information assurance strategy con-

sistent with the Department’s Global Infor-
mation Grid. 

(d) DEFINITIONS.—For purposes of this sec-
tion: 

(1) The term ‘‘Chief Information Officer’’ 
means the senior official of the Department 
of Defense designated by the Secretary of 
Defense pursuant to section 3506 of title 44, 
United States Code. 

(2) The term ‘‘information technology sys-
tem’’ has the meaning given the term ‘‘infor-
mation technology’’ in section 5002 of the 
Clinger-Cohen Act of 1996 (40 U.S.C. 1401). 

SEC. 8067. During the current fiscal year, 
none of the funds available to the Depart-

ment of Defense may be used to provide sup-
port to another department or agency of the 
United States if such department or agency 
is more than 90 days in arrears in making 
payment to the Department of Defense for 
goods or services previously provided to such 
department or agency on a reimbursable 
basis: Provided, That this restriction shall 
not apply if the department is authorized by 
law to provide support to such department or 
agency on a nonreimbursable basis, and is 
providing the requested support pursuant to 
such authority: Provided further, That the 
Secretary of Defense may waive this restric-
tion on a case-by-case basis by certifying in 
writing to the Committees on Appropria-
tions of the House of Representatives and 
the Senate that it is in the national security 
interest to do so. 

SEC. 8068. Notwithstanding section 12310(b) 
of title 10, United States Code, a Reserve 
who is a member of the National Guard serv-
ing on full-time National Guard duty under 
section 502(f) of title 32, United States Code, 
may perform duties in support of the ground- 
based elements of the National Ballistic Mis-
sile Defense System. 

SEC. 8069. None of the funds provided in 
this Act may be used to transfer to any non-
governmental entity ammunition held by 
the Department of Defense that has a center- 
fire cartridge and a United States military 
nomenclature designation of ‘‘armor pene-
trator’’, ‘‘armor piercing (AP)’’, ‘‘armor 
piercing incendiary (API)’’, or ‘‘armor-pierc-
ing incendiary-tracer (API–T)’’, except to an 
entity performing demilitarization services 
for the Department of Defense under a con-
tract that requires the entity to dem-
onstrate to the satisfaction of the Depart-
ment of Defense that armor piercing projec-
tiles are either: (1) rendered incapable of 
reuse by the demilitarization process; or (2) 
used to manufacture ammunition pursuant 
to a contract with the Department of De-
fense or the manufacture of ammunition for 
export pursuant to a License for Permanent 
Export of Unclassified Military Articles 
issued by the Department of State. 

SEC. 8070. Notwithstanding any other pro-
vision of law, the Chief of the National 
Guard Bureau, or his designee, may waive 
payment of all or part of the consideration 
that otherwise would be required under sec-
tion 2667 of title 10, United States Code, in 
the case of a lease of personal property for a 
period not in excess of one year to any orga-
nization specified in section 508(d) of title 32, 
United States Code, or any other youth, so-
cial, or fraternal non-profit organization as 
may be approved by the Chief of the National 
Guard Bureau, or his designee, on a case-by- 
case basis. 

SEC. 8071. None of the funds appropriated 
by this Act shall be used for the support of 
any nonappropriated funds activity of the 
Department of Defense that procures malt 
beverages and wine with nonappropriated 
funds for resale (including such alcoholic 
beverages sold by the drink) on a military 
installation located in the United States un-
less such malt beverages and wine are pro-
cured within that State, or in the case of the 
District of Columbia, within the District of 
Columbia, in which the military installation 
is located: Provided, That in a case in which 
the military installation is located in more 
than one State, purchases may be made in 
any State in which the installation is lo-
cated: Provided further, That such local pro-
curement requirements for malt beverages 
and wine shall apply to all alcoholic bev-
erages only for military installations in 
States which are not contiguous with an-
other State: Provided further, That alcoholic 
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beverages other than wine and malt bev-
erages, in contiguous States and the District 
of Columbia shall be procured from the most 
competitive source, price and other factors 
considered. 

SEC. 8072. Funds available to the Depart-
ment of Defense for the Global Positioning 
System during the current fiscal year may 
be used to fund civil requirements associated 
with the satellite and ground control seg-
ments of such system’s modernization pro-
gram. 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

SEC. 8073. Of the amounts appropriated in 
this Act under the heading ‘‘Operation and 
Maintenance, Army’’, $34,500,000 shall remain 
available until expended: Provided, That not-
withstanding any other provision of law, the 
Secretary of Defense is authorized to trans-
fer such funds to other activities of the Fed-
eral Government: Provided further, That the 
Secretary of Defense is authorized to enter 
into and carry out contracts for the acquisi-
tion of real property, construction, personal 
services, and operations related to projects 
carrying out the purposes of this section: 
Provided further, That contracts entered into 
under the authority of this section may pro-
vide for such indemnification as the Sec-
retary determines to be necessary: Provided 
further, That projects authorized by this sec-
tion shall comply with applicable Federal, 
State, and local law to the maximum extent 
consistent with the national security, as de-
termined by the Secretary of Defense. 

SEC. 8074. Section 8106 of the Department 
of Defense Appropriations Act, 1997 (titles I 
through VIII of the matter under subsection 
101(b) of Public Law 104–208; 110 Stat. 3009– 
111; 10 U.S.C. 113 note) shall continue in ef-
fect to apply to disbursements that are made 
by the Department of Defense in fiscal year 
2008. 

SEC. 8075. In addition to amounts provided 
elsewhere in this Act, $15,000,000 is hereby 
appropriated to the Department of Defense, 
to remain available for obligation until ex-
pended: Provided, That notwithstanding any 
other provision of law, these funds shall be 
available only for a grant to the Fisher 
House Foundation, Inc., only for the con-
struction and furnishing of additional Fisher 
Houses to meet the needs of military family 
members when confronted with the illness or 
hospitalization of an eligible military bene-
ficiary. 

SEC. 8076. (a) The Secretary of Defense, in 
coordination with the Secretary of Health 
and Human Services, may carry out a pro-
gram to distribute surplus dental and med-
ical equipment of the Department of De-
fense, at no cost to the Department of De-
fense, to Indian Health Service facilities and 
to federally-qualified health centers (within 
the meaning of section 1905(l)(2)(B) of the So-
cial Security Act (42 U.S.C. 1396d(l)(2)(B))). 

(b) In carrying out this provision, the Sec-
retary of Defense shall give the Indian 
Health Service a property disposal priority 
equal to the priority given to the Depart-
ment of Defense and its twelve special 
screening programs in distribution of surplus 
dental and medical supplies and equipment. 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

SEC. 8077. Of the amounts appropriated in 
this Act under the heading ‘‘Research, Devel-
opment, Test and Evaluation, Defense- 
Wide’’, $150,572,000 shall be for the Arrow 
missile defense program: Provided, That of 
this amount, $37,383,000 shall be for the pur-
pose of producing Arrow missile components 
in the United States and Arrow missile com-
ponents and missiles in Israel to meet 

Israel’s defense requirements, consistent 
with each nation’s laws, regulations and pro-
cedures; $26,000,000 shall be available for the 
Short Range Ballistic Missile Defense 
(SRBMD) program; and, $26,000,000 shall be 
available only for risk mitigation and pre-
liminary design activities for an upper-tier 
component to the Israeli Missile Defense Ar-
chitecture: Provided further, That funds made 
available under this provision for production 
of missiles and missile components may be 
transferred to appropriations available for 
the procurement of weapons and equipment, 
to be merged with and to be available for the 
same time period and the same purposes as 
the appropriation to which transferred: Pro-
vided further, That the transfer authority 
provided under this provision is in addition 
to any other transfer authority contained in 
this Act. 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 
SEC. 8078. Of the amounts appropriated in 

this Act under the heading ‘‘Shipbuilding 
and Conversion, Navy’’, $511,474,000 shall be 
available until September 30, 2008, to fund 
prior year shipbuilding cost increases: Pro-
vided, That upon enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary of the Navy shall transfer such 
funds to the following appropriations in the 
amounts specified: Provided further, That the 
amounts transferred shall be merged with 
and be available for the same purposes as the 
appropriations to which transferred: 

To: 
Under the heading ‘‘Shipbuilding and Con-

version, Navy, 2001/2008’’: 
Carrier Replacement Program, $336,475,000; 
Under the heading ‘‘Shipbuilding and Con-

version, Navy, 2002/2008’’: 
New SSN, $45,000,000; 
Under the heading ‘‘Shipbuilding and Con-

version, Navy, 2003/2008’’: 
New SSN, $40,000,000; 
Under the heading ‘‘Shipbuilding and Con-

version, Navy, 2004/2008’’: 
New SSN, $24,000,000; and 
Under the heading ‘‘Shipbuilding and Con-

version, Navy, 2005/2009’’: 
LPD–17 Amphibious Transport Dock Ship 

Program, $65,999,000. 
SEC. 8079. Notwithstanding any other pro-

vision of law or regulation, the Secretary of 
Defense may exercise the provisions of sec-
tion 7403(g) of title 38, United States Code, 
for occupations listed in section 7403(a)(2) of 
title 38, United States Code, as well as the 
following: 

Pharmacists, Audiologists, Psychologists, 
Psychology Aides and Technicians, Social 
Workers, Social Services Assistants and Den-
tal Hygienists: 

(A) The requirements of section 
7403(g)(1)(A) of title 38, United States Code, 
shall apply. 

(B) The limitations of section 7403(g)(1)(B) 
of title 38, United States Code, shall not 
apply. 

SEC. 8080. Funds appropriated by this Act, 
or made available by the transfer of funds in 
this Act, for intelligence activities are 
deemed to be specifically authorized by the 
Congress for purposes of section 504 of the 
National Security Act of 1947 (50 U.S.C. 414) 
during fiscal year 2008 until the enactment of 
the Intelligence Authorization Act for fiscal 
year 2008. 

SEC. 8081. None of the funds provided in 
this Act shall be available for obligation or 
expenditure through a reprogramming of 
funds that creates or initiates a new pro-
gram, project, or activity unless such pro-
gram, project, or activity must be under-
taken immediately in the interest of na-
tional security and only after written prior 

notification to the congressional defense 
committees. 

SEC. 8082. (a) In addition to the amounts 
provided elsewhere in this Act, the amount 
of $990,000 is hereby appropriated to the De-
partment of Defense for ‘‘Operation and 
Maintenance, Army National Guard’’. Such 
amount shall be made available to the Sec-
retary of the Army only to make a grant in 
the amount of $990,000 to the entity specified 
in subsection (b) to facilitate access by vet-
erans to opportunities for skilled employ-
ment in the construction industry. 

(b) The entity referred to in subsection (a) 
is the Center for Military Recruitment, As-
sessment and Veterans Employment, a non-
profit labor-management co-operation com-
mittee provided for by section 302(c)(9) of the 
Labor-Management Relations Act, 1947 (29 
U.S.C. 186(c)(9)), for the purposes set forth in 
section 6(b) of the Labor Management Co-
operation Act of 1978 (29 U.S.C. 175a note). 

SEC. 8083. The Department of Defense and 
the Department of the Army shall make fu-
ture budgetary and programming plans to 
fully finance the Non-Line of Sight Future 
Force cannon (NLOS–C) and a compatible 
large caliber ammunition resupply capa-
bility for this system supported by the Fu-
ture Combat Systems (FCS) Brigade Combat 
Team (BCT) in order to field this system in 
fiscal year 2010: Provided, That the Army 
shall develop the NLOS–C independent of the 
broader FCS development timeline to 
achieve fielding by fiscal year 2010. In addi-
tion the Army will deliver eight combat 
operational pre-production NLOS–C systems 
by the end of calendar year 2008. These sys-
tems shall be in addition to those systems 
necessary for developmental and operational 
testing: Provided further, That the Army 
shall ensure that budgetary and pro-
grammatic plans will provide for no fewer 
than eight Stryker Brigade Combat Teams. 

SEC. 8084. In addition to the amounts ap-
propriated or otherwise made available else-
where in this Act, $70,000,000 is hereby appro-
priated to the Department of Defense: Pro-
vided, That the Secretary of Defense shall 
make grants in the amounts specified as fol-
lows: $25,000,000 to the United Service Orga-
nizations; $25,000,000 to the Red Cross; 
$5,000,000 for the SOAR Virtual School Dis-
trict; $3,500,000 for Harnett County/Fort 
Bragg, North Carolina infrastructure im-
provements; $2,500,000 to The Presidio Trust; 
$1,500,000 to the National Bureau of Asian 
Research; $6,000,000 to the Jamaica Bay Unit 
of Gateway National Recreation Area; and, 
$1,500,000 to the Red Cross Consolidated 
Blood Services Facility. 

SEC. 8085. The budget of the President for 
fiscal year 2009 submitted to the Congress 
pursuant to section 1105 of title 31, United 
States Code, shall include separate budget 
justification documents for the costs of 
United States Armed Forces’ named oper-
ations exceeding an estimated cost of 
$100,000,000 for the Military Personnel ac-
counts, the Operation and Maintenance ac-
counts, and the Procurement accounts: Pro-
vided, That these documents shall include a 
description of the funding requested for each 
named operation, for each military service, 
to include all Active and Reserve compo-
nents, and for each appropriations account: 
Provided further, That these documents shall 
include estimated costs for each element of 
expense or object class, a reconciliation of 
increases and decreases for each named oper-
ation, and programmatic data including, but 
not limited to, troop strength for each Ac-
tive and Reserve component, and estimates 
of the major weapons systems deployed in 
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support of each named operation: Provided 
further, That these documents shall include 
budget exhibits OP–5 and OP–32 (as defined 
in the Department of Defense Financial Man-
agement Regulation) for all named oper-
ations for the budget year and the two pre-
ceding fiscal years. 

SEC. 8086. None of the funds in this Act 
may be used for research, development, test, 
evaluation, procurement or deployment of 
nuclear armed interceptors of a missile de-
fense system. 

SEC. 8087. None of the funds appropriated 
or made available in this Act shall be used to 
reduce or disestablish the operation of the 
53rd Weather Reconnaissance Squadron of 
the Air Force Reserve, if such action would 
reduce the WC–130 Weather Reconnaissance 
mission below the levels funded in this Act: 
Provided, That the Air Force shall allow the 
53rd Weather Reconnaissance Squadron to 
perform other missions in support of na-
tional defense requirements during the non- 
hurricane season. 

SEC. 8088. None of the funds provided in 
this Act shall be available for integration of 
foreign intelligence information unless the 
information has been lawfully collected and 
processed during the conduct of authorized 
foreign intelligence activities: Provided, That 
information pertaining to United States per-
sons shall only be handled in accordance 
with protections provided in the Fourth 
Amendment of the United States Constitu-
tion as implemented through Executive 
Order No. 12333. 

SEC. 8089. (a) At the time members of re-
serve components of the Armed Forces are 
called or ordered to active duty under sec-
tion 12302(a) of title 10, United States Code, 
each member shall be notified in writing of 
the expected period during which the mem-
ber will be mobilized. 

(b) The Secretary of Defense may waive 
the requirements of subsection (a) in any 
case in which the Secretary determines that 
it is necessary to do so to respond to a na-
tional security emergency or to meet dire 
operational requirements of the Armed 
Forces. 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 
SEC. 8090. The Secretary of Defense may 

transfer funds from any available Depart-
ment of the Navy appropriation to any avail-
able Navy ship construction appropriation 
for the purpose of liquidating necessary 
changes resulting from inflation, market 
fluctuations, or rate adjustments for any 
ship construction program appropriated in 
law: Provided, That the Secretary may trans-
fer not to exceed $100,000,000 under the au-
thority provided by this section: Provided 
further, That the Secretary may not transfer 
any funds until 30 days after the proposed 
transfer has been reported to the Commit-
tees on Appropriations of the House of Rep-
resentatives and the Senate, unless a re-
sponse from the Committees is received 
sooner: Provided further, That the transfer 
authority provided by this section is in addi-
tion to any other transfer authority con-
tained elsewhere in this Act. 

SEC. 8091. For purposes of section 612 of 
title 41, United States Code, any subdivision 
of appropriations made under the heading 
‘‘Shipbuilding and Conversion, Navy’’ that is 
not closed at the time reimbursement is 
made shall be available to reimburse the 
Judgment Fund and shall be considered for 
the same purposes as any subdivision under 
the heading ‘‘Shipbuilding and Conversion, 
Navy’’ appropriations in the current fiscal 
year or any prior fiscal year. 

SEC. 8092. Hereafter, the Secretary of De-
fense may present promotional materials, in-

cluding a United States flag, to any member 
of an Active or Reserve component under the 
Secretary’s jurisdiction who, as determined 
by the Secretary, participates in Operation 
Enduring Freedom or Operation Iraqi Free-
dom, along with other recognition items in 
conjunction with any week-long national ob-
servation and day of national celebration, if 
established by Presidential proclamation, for 
any such members returning from such oper-
ations. 

SEC. 8093. Notwithstanding any other pro-
vision of this Act, to reflect savings from re-
vised economic assumptions, the total 
amount appropriated in title II of this Act is 
hereby reduced by $126,787,000: Provided, That 
the Secretary of Defense shall allocate this 
reduction proportionally to each budget ac-
tivity, activity group, subactivity group, and 
each program, project, and activity, within 
each appropriation account. 

SEC. 8094. None of the funds appropriated 
by this Act available for the Civilian Health 
and Medical Program of the Uniformed Serv-
ices (CHAMPUS) or TRICARE shall be avail-
able for the reimbursement of any health 
care provider for inpatient mental health 
service for care received when a patient is 
referred to a provider of inpatient mental 
health care or residential treatment care by 
a medical or health care professional having 
an economic interest in the facility to which 
the patient is referred: Provided, That this 
limitation does not apply in the case of inpa-
tient mental health services provided under 
the program for persons with disabilities 
under subsection (d) of section 1079 of title 
10, United States Code, provided as partial 
hospital care, or provided pursuant to a 
waiver authorized by the Secretary of De-
fense because of medical or psychological 
circumstances of the patient that are con-
firmed by a health professional who is not a 
Federal employee after a review, pursuant to 
rules prescribed by the Secretary, which 
takes into account the appropriate level of 
care for the patient, the intensity of services 
required by the patient, and the availability 
of that care. 

SEC. 8095. Notwithstanding any other pro-
vision of law or regulation, the Secretary of 
Defense may adjust wage rates for civilian 
employees hired for certain health care occu-
pations as authorized for the Secretary of 
Veterans Affairs by section 7455 of title 38, 
United States Code. 

SEC. 8096. Appropriations available to the 
Department of Defense for the purchase of 
heavy and light armored vehicles for force 
protection purposes may be used for such 
purchase, up to a limit of $250,000 per vehicle, 
notwithstanding other limitations applicable 
to the purchase of passenger carrying vehi-
cles. 

SEC. 8097. Supervision and administration 
costs associated with construction projects 
outside the United States funded with appro-
priations available for operation and mainte-
nance, may be obligated at the time a con-
struction contract is awarded: Provided, That 
for the purpose of this section, supervision 
and administration costs include all in-house 
Government costs. 

SEC. 8098. None of the funds appropriated 
by this Act for programs of the Office of the 
Director of National Intelligence shall re-
main available for obligation beyond the 
current fiscal year, except for funds appro-
priated for research and technology, which 
shall remain available until September 30, 
2009. 

SEC. 8099. For purposes of section 1553(b) of 
title 31, United States Code, any subdivision 
of appropriations made in this Act under the 

heading ‘‘Shipbuilding and Conversion, 
Navy’’ shall be considered to be for the same 
purpose as any subdivision under the heading 
‘‘Shipbuilding and Conversion, Navy’’ appro-
priations in any prior fiscal year, and the 
one percent limitation shall apply to the 
total amount of the appropriation. 

SEC. 8100. Notwithstanding any other pro-
vision of law, that not more than 35 percent 
of funds provided in this Act for environ-
mental remediation may be obligated under 
indefinite delivery/indefinite quantity con-
tracts with a total contract value of 
$130,000,000 or higher. 

SEC. 8101. The Secretary of Defense shall 
create a major force program category for 
space for the Future Years Defense Program 
of the Department of Defense. The Secretary 
of Defense shall designate an official in the 
Office of the Secretary of Defense to provide 
overall supervision of the preparation and 
justification of program recommendations 
and budget proposals to be included in such 
major force program category. 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 
SEC. 8102. In addition to funds made avail-

able elsewhere in this Act, there is hereby 
appropriated $200,000,000, to remain available 
until transferred: Provided, That these funds 
are appropriated to the ‘‘Tanker Replace-
ment Transfer Fund’’ (referred to as ‘‘the 
Fund’’ elsewhere in this section): Provided 
further, That the Secretary of the Air Force 
may transfer amounts in the Fund to ‘‘Oper-
ation and Maintenance, Air Force’’, ‘‘Air-
craft Procurement, Air Force’’, and ‘‘Re-
search, Development, Test and Evaluation, 
Air Force’’, only for the purposes of pro-
ceeding with a tanker acquisition program: 
Provided further, That funds transferred shall 
be merged with and be available for the same 
purposes and for the same time period as the 
appropriation or fund to which transferred: 
Provided further, That this transfer authority 
is in addition to any other transfer authority 
available to the Department of Defense: Pro-
vided further, That the Secretary of the Air 
Force shall, not fewer than 15 days prior to 
making transfers using funds provided in 
this section, notify the congressional defense 
committees in writing of the details of any 
such transfer: Provided further, That the Sec-
retary shall submit a report no later than 30 
days after the end of each fiscal quarter to 
the congressional defense committees sum-
marizing the details of the transfer of funds 
from this appropriation. 

SEC. 8103. None of the funds appropriated 
or otherwise made available by this or any 
other Act shall be obligated or expended by 
the United States Government for a purpose 
as follows: 

(1) To establish any military installation 
or base for the purpose of providing for the 
permanent stationing of United States 
Armed Forces in Iraq. 

(2) To exercise United States control over 
any oil resource of Iraq. 

SEC. 8104. None of the funds made available 
in this Act may be used in contravention of 
the following laws enacted or regulations 
promulgated to implement the United Na-
tions Convention Against Torture and Other 
Cruel, Inhuman or Degrading Treatment or 
Punishment (done at New York on December 
10, 1984): 

(1) Section 2340A of title 18, United States 
Code. 

(2) Section 2242 of the Foreign Affairs Re-
form and Restructuring Act of 1998 (division 
G of Public Law 105–277; 112 Stat. 2681–822; 8 
U.S.C. 1231 note) and regulations prescribed 
thereto, including regulations under part 208 
of title 8, Code of Federal Regulations, and 
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part 95 of title 22, Code of Federal Regula-
tions. 

(3) Sections 1002 and 1003 of the Depart-
ment of Defense, Emergency Supplemental 
Appropriations to Address Hurricanes in the 
Gulf of Mexico, and Pandemic Influenza Act, 
2006 (Public Law 109–148). 

SEC. 8105. Notwithstanding any other pro-
vision of law, none of the funds made avail-
able in this Act may be used to pay nego-
tiated indirect cost rates on a contract, 
grant, or cooperative agreement (or similar 
arrangement) entered into by the Depart-
ment of Defense and an entity in excess of 20 
percent of the total direct cost of the con-
tract, grant, or agreement (or similar ar-
rangement) if the purpose of such contract, 
grant, or agreement (or similar arrange-
ment) is to carry out a program or programs 
of mutual interest between the two parties: 
Provided, That this limitation shall apply 
only to funds made available in this Act for 
basic research. 

SEC. 8106. Any request for funds for a fiscal 
year after fiscal year 2008 for an ongoing 
military operation overseas, including oper-
ations in Afghanistan and Iraq, shall be in-
cluded in the annual budget of the President 
for such fiscal year as submitted to Congress 
under section 1105(a) of title 31, United 
States Code. 

SEC. 8107. None of the funds appropriated 
or otherwise made available by this Act may 
be obligated or expended to provide award 
fees to any defense contractor contrary to 
the provisions of section 814 of the National 
Defense Authorization Act, Fiscal Year 2007 
(Public Law 109–364). 

SEC. 8108. Not more than 90 percent of the 
funds appropriated to the Department of De-
fense for contracted services under title II of 
this Act shall be available for obligation un-
less and until the Secretary of Defense sub-
mits to the congressional defense commit-
tees the report required by section 3305 of 
title III of Public Law 110–28 (121 Stat. 136). 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. FLAKE 
Mr. FLAKE. Mr. Chairman, I offer an 

amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will des-

ignate the amendment. 
The text of the amendment is as fol-

lows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. FLAKE: 
Page 96, line 12, strike ‘‘$2,500,000 to The 

Presidio Trust;’’. 

The CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to the 
order of the House of today, the gen-
tleman from Arizona (Mr. FLAKE) and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Arizona. 

Mr. FLAKE. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
today to once again make the case that 
earmarking is out of control in these 
bills. 

This Defense bill that we are dis-
cussing tonight has more than 1,300 
earmarks. The notion that this was 
adequately vetted and scrubbed, that 
these earmarks had proper review is 
simply not reasonable. There is no way 
they could have in this short amount 
of time. 

When you read through this bill, you 
have to chuckle at the creative way 
that some of these projects have been 
cast in order to appear that there is 
some defense application. 

Just to highlight a couple, there is 
one earmark in here for a cold weather 
hand protection system. What could 
that be? That is a glove to you and me, 
sold at any outdoor outfitters store. 
But in here, it is a cold weather hand 
protection system, and we are going to 
be giving an earmark to a private com-
pany to sell gloves. 

There are more. There is another ear-
mark for a light-weight foam sleep pad 
project. What is that? It sounds like 
nothing more than a mattress. It is one 
that self-inflates that scouts have been 
using for years and years and years. 
And yet we are giving an earmark to a 
private company to provide it to the 
Defense Department. Why are we doing 
that? There are 1,300 earmarks in this 
bill, many of them like this. 

Let me get to the first one I am chal-
lenging tonight. 

This amendment would prohibit $2.5 
million from being used to restore the 
parade ground in the center of the Pre-
sidio’s Main Post, and reduce funding 
for the overall bill by a consistent 
amount. This is just one of a long pa-
rade of earmarks in the bill. 

The Presidio is located in San Fran-
cisco, one of the oldest continuously 
used military posts in the Nation. In 
1996, Congress turned the bulk of the 
Presidio, including the large Main Post 
area, over to a congressionally char-
tered nonprofit organization called The 
Presidio Trust to be managed with the 
National Park Service. 

In a unique arrangement, the main 
objective is to achieve financial self- 
sufficiency by the year 2013 largely by 
renting out housing and leasing land to 
businesses. It has been quite successful 
in this. The San Francisco Chronicle 
noted last year the Presidio was be-
coming a scenic enclave where only the 
well-healed need apply with some 
houses being rented for more than 
$4,000 a month. That is high, even by 
California standards. 

This earmark raises a number of 
troubling questions, not the least of 
which is why an earmark for a park 
managed in partnership with the Na-
tional Park Service is receiving an ear-
mark in the Defense Appropriations 
bill. The Defense Appropriations bill, I 
think we all agree, is for the troops. 
Yet here we are bleeding off funds to 
spend money on an earmark that has 
been funded in prior bills for a project 
managed with the National Park Serv-
ice. I am sure taxpayers would like to 
hear a good explanation for this. Why 
are we doing it in the Defense bill? 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. MURTHA. Mr. Chairman, I op-
pose the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
from Pennsylvania is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. MURTHA. Mr. Chairman, we put 
money in where there used to be bases 
before it went to the Park Service to 

be sure they were secure for the Park 
Service, so I oppose the amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. FLAKE. Mr. Chairman, may I 
ask the gentleman who is the sponsor 
of the earmark? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
from Arizona controls the time. 

Mr. FLAKE. I would yield to the gen-
tleman if he would tell us who the 
sponsor of the earmark is. 

Well, I guess I will since he won’t. 
The sponsor is the Speaker of the 
House, and I would hope that the spon-
sor of the earmark would come and de-
fend this. Why are we earmarking de-
fense dollars for a project managed in 
cooperation with the National Park 
Service, a project that is receiving mil-
lions and millions of dollars from the 
outside in a very high-rent district in 
San Francisco. That doesn’t seem 
right, yet we are doing it. 

And this is indicative of a lot of the 
earmarks that are going into this bill. 
It is perhaps not surprising that there 
isn’t much of a defense for this. But I 
would think even if it is nearly 11 on 
the last day of the session that the tax-
payers deserve a little better than this. 

I have a few more earmarks and we 
will talk a little more about this. But 
it just seems wrong when you come up 
with high-sounding words to make the 
earmarks sound like they are more im-
portant. 

I started thinking that if this podium 
right here were described in the defense 
bill, it would be referred to as a multi-
purpose, ad hoc self-generating, voice- 
projection platform. Or this pen might 
be a stenographic multi-functional 
polymer language communication sys-
tem. 

If you name things like this, you 
might get funding in this defense bill. 
And people might laugh, but we do it 
year after year after year, and it 
grows. People will point out that there 
are fewer earmarks in this bill than 
there were in the past couple of years. 
That is true, and it is a good thing. But 
it is still too much. 

How can we exercise proper oversight 
when we are spending money like this? 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Arizona (Mr. FLAKE). 

The question was taken; and the 
Chairman announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it. 

Mr. FLAKE. Mr. Chairman, I demand 
a recorded vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to clause 
6 of rule XVIII, further proceedings on 
the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Arizona will be postponed. 

The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
SEC. 8109. Of the funds made available 

under the heading ‘‘Operation and Mainte-
nance, Defense-Wide’’, up to $30,000,000 may 
be available for financial assistance to eligi-
ble local education agencies pursuant to sec-
tion 386 of Public Law 102–484. 
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AMENDMENT NO. 4 OFFERED BY MR. ISSA 

Mr. ISSA. Mr. Chairman, I offer an 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will des-
ignate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Amendment No. 4 offered by Mr. ISSA: 
At the end of the bill (before the short 

title) insert the following new section: 
SEC. ll. None of the funds made available 

in this Act may be used to disclose to the 
public the aggregate amount of funds appro-
priated by Congress for the National Intel-
ligence Program (as defined in in section 3(6) 
of the National Security Act of 1947 (50 
U.S.C. 401a(6))) for a fiscal year. 

The CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to the 
order of the House of today, the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. ISSA) and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from California. 

Mr. ISSA. Mr. Chairman, I won’t 
need 5 minutes. 

Mr. MURTHA. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. ISSA. I yield to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. MURTHA. We will accept the 
amendment. 

Mr. ISSA. Mr. Chairman, I can take 
‘‘yes’’ for an answer. Thank you both 
very much. 

The Issa amendment simply prevents the 
Intelligence portion of the DOD Appropriations 
bill to be made public. 

The budget total for the National Intelligence 
Program is now authorized to be made public 
in a provision that was included in the con-
ference report to H.R. 1. 

No amendments were allowed during the 
Conference to fix this problem. The original 
House-passed version of H.R. 1 did not in-
clude this provision. 

With so many threats to our Nation’s secu-
rity, it makes no sense to disclose vital infor-
mation to our enemies. 

Traditionally, this number has remained 
classified for good reason. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. ISSA). 

The amendment was agreed to. 

b 2300 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. FRANKS OF 
ARIZONA 

Mr. FRANKS of Arizona. Mr. Chair-
man, I offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will des-
ignate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. FRANKS of Ari-
zona: 

At the end of the bill (before the short 
title), insert the following: 

SEC. lll. The amounts otherwise pro-
vided by this Act are revised by reducing the 
amounts made available under the heading 
‘‘RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT, TEST AND 
EVALUATION—Research, Development, 
Test and Evaluation, Defense-wide’’, and in-

creasing the amounts made available under 
that heading, by $97,200,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to the 
order of the House of today, the gen-
tleman from Arizona (Mr. FRANKS) and 
a Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Arizona. 

Mr. FRANKS of Arizona. Mr. Chair-
man, I yield myself as much time as I 
may consume. 

Mr. Chairman, praise is due to cer-
tain Members on the Appropriations 
Committee on both sides of this aisle 
who had the foresight and the wisdom 
to fund key missile defense systems in 
the President’s budget. 

We must remind ourselves that in 
2006 alone there were close to 100 for-
eign ballistic missiles launched around 
the world. In an age of terrorism, when 
rogue states and non-State entities can 
acquire these dangerous missiles, we 
must prepare a defense for our home-
land, for our deployed war fighters and 
for our friends and allies. 

The Appropriations Committee pre-
served the Airborne Laser, which is a 
system often deemed futuristic or far- 
term, but as many of us know, ABL is 
a magnificent ballistic missile defense 
system that has now been built and 
continues to successfully meet its 
knowledge points. And thanks to the 
ingenuity and hard work of dedicated 
Americans, Airborne Laser will soon 
play a critical role in helping us to 
meet the evolving threat of ballistic 
missiles. 

Mr. MURTHA. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FRANKS of Arizona. I yield to 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. MURTHA. You can see the hear-
ings we’ve had on this issue. We felt 
that the missile defense cuts we made 
were because of schedule more than 
anything else, and I appreciate your 
determination to put it in. We’ll take 
another look at conference, but right 
now we are convinced, and you can see 
the hearings we’ve had this year. We 
started on January 17. We just don’t 
feel this is necessary at this point. It 
was a cut made on schedule more than 
anything else. 

Mr. FRANKS of Arizona. Mr. Chair-
man, are you saying that the cuts 
would be restored? 

Mr. MURTHA. No. What I will say to 
you is that we’ll look at it in con-
ference, but we believe that we did the 
right thing. We believe we cut it be-
cause of the schedule. 

Mr. FRANKS of Arizona. Mr. Chair-
man, you may be confused here. We’re 
not talking about ABL here. I was just 
getting to the next. I was thanking you 
for restoring ABL. 

Mr. MURTHA. No, no. We think we 
made the right cut because of the 
schedule. You understand what I’m 
saying? And we’ll look at it in con-
ference. 

Mr. FRANKS of Arizona. Mr. Chair-
man, if the distinguished chairman of 
the appropriations committee is saying 
that the cuts would be restored, then 
I’m willing to withdraw the amend-
ment. If that’s not what he’s saying, 
then I need to go ahead and offer the 
amendment. 

Mr. MURTHA. They may very well 
be, but I can’t assure you of that at 
this point. What I’m saying is we’ll 
look at it in conference. We always ne-
gotiate these things. Right now, as we 
see it in the schedule after the hear-
ings, the staff and the committee de-
cided that this was a good cut. 

Mr. FRANKS of Arizona. Mr. Chair-
man, that may be. Let me go ahead and 
finish here with my comments, and 
then I’ll ask the Appropriations chair-
man what he feels like would be appro-
priate at that time. 

I’m also grateful, Mr. Chairman, that 
we’ve taken vital steps for greater co-
operation with Israeli ballistic missile 
defense because I believe that will play 
a critical role in future pieces of the 
human family. 

Having said that, I’m incredibly con-
cerned tonight that the $97.2 million 
that was cut from the only existing ac-
tive defense system this Nation has 
against intercontinental ballistic mis-
siles is a dangerous cut. This is not a 
far-term system. In fact, this is not a 
near-term system. It is a current sys-
tem and the only one we have to defend 
this Nation against intercontinental 
ballistic missiles. This $97.2 million cut 
is inconsistent with even the Demo-
crats’ view on the House Armed Serv-
ices Committee for their support for 
short-term programs and near-term 
programs, and it directly conflicts with 
the legislation passed in last year’s Na-
tional Defense Authorization advo-
cating Department of Defense focus on 
near-term capabilities. 

This amendment would restore the 
$97.2 million for ground-based, mid- 
course defense without increasing any 
dollars to the Defense bill. The offset is 
from research and development de-
fense-wide, which has over $20 billion 
in the account. 

Mr. Chairman, this country must 
plan on being surprised by our enemies. 
In 1998, intelligence experts indicated 
that North Korea was years away from 
fielding multistage rockets. That very 
next month they demonstrated that ca-
pability when, on July 4 of the Amer-
ican Independence Day, North Korea 
brazenly launched a long-range bal-
listic missile. 

Americans witnessed for the first 
time that day their country activate a 
missile defense system to protect our 
homeland against intercontinental bal-
listic missiles. It is clear that North 
Korea was using these missiles for co-
ercion and intimidation, and I would 
ask that we neutralize their ability to 
do that and bring critical protection to 
Americans and our homeland by fully 
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supporting the GMB system we cur-
rently have. 

Now, I would yield to the chairman if 
he has any thoughts. 

Mr. MURTHA. I appreciate what the 
gentleman is saying. We don’t know 
where the cuts would come from, 
whether they’re critical research or 
not, and I would ask the gentleman, 
we’re just as concerned as you are 
about missile defense. We’re trying to 
make sure we have the adequate 
amount, and in conference, we will 
take another look at it. 

Mr. FRANKS of Arizona. Reclaiming 
my time, Mr. Chairman, in sincere and 
due respect, if the concern were as 
great as mine, this $97.2 million would 
not have been cut. 

I move the amendment, Mr. Chair-
man. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s 
time has expired. 

Mr. MURTHA. I rise in opposition to 
the amendment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 

the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Arizona (Mr. FRANKS). 

The question was taken; and the 
Chairman announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it. 

Mr. FRANKS of Arizona. Mr. Chair-
man, I demand a recorded vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to clause 
6 of rule XVIII, further proceedings on 
the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Arizona will be postponed. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. INSLEE 
Mr. INSLEE. Mr. Chairman, I offer 

an amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will des-

ignate the amendment. 
The text of the amendment is as fol-

lows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. INSLEE: 
At the end of the bill (before the short 

title), add the following: 
SEC. ll. None of the funds appropriated 

by this Act may be used to waive or modify 
regulations promulgated under chapter 43, 
71, 75, or 77 of title 5, United States Code. 

The CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to the 
order of the House of today, the gen-
tleman from Washington (Mr. INSLEE) 
and a Member opposed each will con-
trol 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Washington. 

Mr. MURTHA. If the gentleman 
would yield, we have no problem with 
the amendment. 

Mr. INSLEE. Thank you. I just note 
Mr. VAN HOLLEN, Mr. JONES and I are 
offering this amendment to protect our 
civil workers, and thanks to the Chair 
for his consideration of this issue. 

Mr. JONES of North Carolina. Mr. Chair-
man, I rise in strong support of this amend-
ment to defund the National Security Per-
sonnel System, NSPS. 

The Comptroller General of the United 
States, David Walker, and the staff at the 
Government Accounting Office, GAO has ana-
lyzed the development of NSPS. In published 

reports and testimony before Congress, Mr. 
Walker has criticized the manner in which the 
Department of Defense, DoD, has failed to ef-
fectively manage the design and implementa-
tion of NSPS. 

On July 16, 2007 GAO released a report 
supporting Defense unions’ contention that 
DoD has been underestimating the cost of im-
plementing NSPS. According to the report, 
GAO found that DoD’s November 2005 esti-
mate that it will cost $158 million to implement 
NSPS ‘‘does not include the full cost that the 
department expects to incur as a result of im-
plementing the new system.’’ 

The report also concluded that the total 
amount of funds the department spent on 
NSPS during fiscal years 2005 and 2006 can-
not be determined because DoD has not es-
tablished an effective oversight mechanism to 
ensure that all these costs are fully captured. 
Because of this extreme mismanagement, we 
will never know how much DoD spent trying to 
implement NSPS, although the total amount 
likely runs into the billions of dollars. 

For this, and many other reasons, Congress 
should not provide funding for the implementa-
tion of this misguided endeavor. 

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Mr. Chairman, I’m 
pleased to join my colleagues Representative 
JAY INSLEE and Representative WALTER JONES 
in offering this important bipartisan amend-
ment today. 

Our Federal workforce is comprised of hard- 
working public servants who deserve respect 
on the job and fairness in matters of per-
sonnel. Over the past several years, it has be-
come increasingly clear that the Defense De-
partment’s alternative human resources re-
gime known as the National Security Per-
sonnel System (NSPS) provides neither—and 
therefore should not be supported in this legis-
lation. 

The NSPS was originally authorized in the 
FY 2004 Defense authorization bill at the re-
quest of the political leadership in the Pen-
tagon with the understanding that the new au-
thority would be exercised consistent with con-
gressional intent and in consultation with the 
legitimate representatives of the Nation’s 
700,000 DoD workforce. For all intents and 
purposes, that hasn’t happened. The Pen-
tagon has, for example, ignored Congress’ re-
quirement that an independent entity arbitrate 
certain disputes between management and 
labor. And DoD has brushed aside provisions 
mandating the use of a merit system protec-
tion board with independent judgment. 

As a consequence, the NSPS has been 
mired in lawsuits, and this House has now 
acted twice to curtail the program: first, by 
passing an essentially identical limitation 
amendment by voice vote during consideration 
of last year’s Defense appropriations bill; and 
second, by effectively eliminating authority for 
the NSPS in this year’s Defense authorization 
legislation. If that weren’t enough, the Govern-
ment Accountability Office (GAO) recently re-
ported that it couldn’t even figure out how 
much money the Defense Department was ac-
tually spending on the NSPS because ‘‘DoD 
has not established an effective oversight 
mechanism to ensure that all these costs are 
fully captured.’’ 

Mr. Chairman, I urge my colleagues’ support 
for this amendment. 

Mr. INSLEE. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Washington (Mr. INSLEE). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT NO. 16 OFFERED BY MR. CASTLE 
Mr. CASTLE. Mr. Chairman, I offer 

an amendment pertaining to leave. 
Mr. MURTHA. Mr. Chairman, I re-

serve a point or order. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 

from Pennsylvania reserves a point of 
order. 

The Clerk will designate the amend-
ment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Amendment No. 16 offered by Mr. CASTLE: 
At the end of the bill (before the short 

title), insert the following: 
SEC. 8110. Funds made available under title 

II of this Act shall be used to credit each 
member of the Armed Forces, including each 
member of a reserve component, with one ad-
ditional day of leave for every month of the 
member’s most recent previous deployment 
in a combat zone. 

The CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to the 
order of the House of today, the gen-
tleman from Delaware (Mr. CASTLE) 
and a Member opposed each will con-
trol 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Delaware. 

Mr. CASTLE. Mr. Chairman, I’m in-
formed that the point of order will 
probably be upheld here, but I would 
like to make this point before I with-
draw the amendment. 

Today, all members of the Armed 
Forces, including those serving in the 
Guard and Reserves, receive two-and-a- 
half days of leave time per month, re-
gardless of whether they’re deployed in 
Iraq or back in the U.S. or at their 
home base. 

My amendment would simply credit 
soldiers one additional day of leave 
time for every month that they are de-
ployed in a combat zone, and this could 
be used when they return Stateside. We 
learned this from speaking to a soldier 
in particular by e-mail and to soldiers 
more specifically about it, and realized 
that with some of the mental health 
problems which are going on, the extra 
leave time, not time on standby but ac-
tual leave time, would be good as far as 
our soldiers are concerned, and so de-
cided we wanted to push it. 

We tried to do it in the Tauscher bill 
a couple of days ago, and unfortu-
nately, the Rules Committee did not 
accept it. And I tried to put it in this 
Defense appropriations bill, and I real-
ize it might have limitations as far as 
the point of order is concerned. 

But I think it’s an important ques-
tion, and I just wanted to appeal to the 
chairman and to the ranking member 
to consider this perhaps in conference, 
perhaps at some other time, perhaps 
somebody else can borrow it. I just be-
lieve it’s something we ought to be 
thinking about doing for our soldiers 
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who have been called back on a fairly 
repetitive rotating basis. In my judg-
ment, they would benefit from this 
extra leave time. 

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Mr. Chair-
man, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CASTLE. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Florida. 

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Mr. Chair-
man, I thank the gentleman for yield-
ing, and I say to the gentleman I cer-
tainly agree with what it is that he’s 
attempting to do, but it is subject to a 
point of order. But I can assure the 
gentleman that during the conference 
that we will address this very impor-
tant issue. 

Mr. CASTLE. I thank the gentleman 
from Florida. 

Mr. MURTHA. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CASTLE. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. MURTHA. Mr. Chairman, I agree 
with the gentleman. The gentleman’s 
got an important point, and we will 
certainly consider it in conference. 

Mr. CASTLE. Mr. Chairman, I thank 
both the distinguished gentlemen for 
their points. 

Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con-
sent to withdraw the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Delaware? 

There was no objection. 
AMENDMENT NO. 6 OFFERED BY MR. WALBERG 

Mr. WALBERG. Mr. Chairman, I offer 
an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will des-
ignate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Amendment No. 6 offered by Mr. WALBERG: 
At the end of the bill (before the short 

title), insert the following: 
SEC. ll. None of the funds made available 

in this Act may be used to award a grant or 
contract based on the race, ethnicity, or sex 
of the grant applicant or prospective con-
tractor. 

The CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to the 
order of the House of today, the gen-
tleman from Michigan (Mr. WALBERG) 
and the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
(Mr. MURTHA) each will control 5 min-
utes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Michigan. 

Mr. WALBERG. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
today to offer an amendment to the 
Department of Defense appropriations 
bill that is straightforward, as the 
amendment simply states this: ‘‘None 
of the funds made available in this Act 
may be used to award a grant or con-
tract based on the race, ethnicity, or 
sex of the grant applicant or prospec-
tive contractor.’’ 

I was glad a similar amendment 
passed unanimously last week on the 
Transportation, Housing and Urban De-
velopment appropriations bill, with the 
acceptance of the Chairman of Appro-
priations. 

Government contracts and grants 
should be awarded on the basis of work, 
quality and cost, and all firms should 
have an equal opportunity to compete 
for taxpayer-funded projects. 

I urge my colleagues to support this 
amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. MURTHA. Mr. Chairman, I ap-
preciate what the gentleman’s doing, 
but this cuts out all the minority con-
tracts which have been so valuable and 
so important to the defense industry in 
saving money. 

I oppose the amendment. 
Mr. WALBERG. Mr. Chairman, I ap-

preciate the concern of the chairman. 
However, it is a fact that this cuts out 
none of the minority contractors, 
small business contractors. They still 
have the great number of programs 
that they can use in the process of con-
tracting. 

Throughout the government, con-
tracts and grants are awarded with 
preference given on the basis of race, 
sex and ethnicity instead of on the 
basis of work, craftsmanship and cost. 

Though this policy may be motivated 
by good intentions, I agree with Jus-
tice Clarence Thomas about pref-
erences in government contracting 
based on race, sex, and ethnicity when 
he stated, ‘‘The paternalism that ap-
pears to lie at the heart of this pro-
gram is at war with the principle of in-
herent equality that underlies and in-
fuses our Constitution,’’ as well as, I 
might add, the quality of our armed 
services. 

The Federal Government continues 
to engage in these preferences via set- 
asides to contractors. 

Last fall, in my home State, 
Michiganders voted overwhelmingly, 58 
percent to 42 percent, in favor of 
amending our State Constitution to 
outlaw racial preferences in public edu-
cation, employment and contracting. 

Like my constituents in south-cen-
tral Michigan, I oppose any and all 
forms of discrimination, but I also sup-
port nondiscrimination, the practice or 
policy of refraining from discrimina-
tion. 

Once again, the Federal Government 
is behind State governments in cre-
ating equal opportunity for all Ameri-
cans, as Michigan followed California 
and Washington banning discrimina-
tion in education, contracting and hir-
ing. 

My support of nondiscrimination 
compels me to continue working 
against discrimination in government 
policies because every American de-
serves equal treatment when com-
peting for business contracts, and our 
Federal Government should treat all 
applicants for such contracts on an 
equal basis. 

This amendment would require the 
Department of Defense to make con-
tracting decisions based on the quality 

of work of a firm, the cost, and equal-
ity among firms. It should be noted 
that this amendment has no impact on 
programs directed at small business op-
erated by veterans and those with dis-
abilities. 

I believe this commonsense amend-
ment will help ensure that all Amer-
ican businesses and individuals com-
peting for public work projects are 
given a fair, nondiscriminatory oppor-
tunity, and I urge its adoption. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back my time. 
Mr. MURTHA. Mr. Chairman, I yield 

back my time. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 

the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Michigan (Mr. WALBERG). 

The question was taken; and the 
Chairman announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it. 

Mr. WALBERG. Mr. Chairman, I de-
mand a recorded vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to clause 
6 of rule XVIII, further proceedings on 
the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Michigan will be post-
poned. 

b 2315 

AMENDMENT NO. 18 OFFERED BY MR. CAMPBELL 
OF CALIFORNIA 

Mr. CAMPBELL of California. Mr. 
Chairman, I offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will des-
ignate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Amendment No. 18 offered by Mr. CAMP-
BELL of California: 

At the end of the bill (before the short 
title), insert the following: 

SEC. ll. None of the funds made available 
in this Act under the heading ‘‘Research, De-
velopment, Test and Evaluation, Army’’ may 
be used for the Paint Shield for Protecting 
People from Microbial Threats. 

The CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to the 
order of the House of today, the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. CAMPBELL) 
and a Member opposed each will con-
trol 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from California. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of California. Mr. 
Chairman, this is an earmark osten-
sibly for a ‘‘Paint Shield for Protecting 
People Against Microbial Threats’’ for 
$2 million. Apparently this $2 million 
will be going to the Sherwin-Williams 
paint company in Cleveland, Ohio. 

I actually have a couple of questions 
either for the sponsor of the earmark 
or for the chairman of the committee. 

I guess my first question would be, 
and I am happy to yield to whomever 
would like to answer it, is this some-
thing that military leadership has 
asked for? 

Mr. MURTHA. This is a very worth-
while project. Let me say to the gen-
tleman, you see the number of hearings 
we have had, and the number of ear-
marks. Our staff went over every one of 
these earmarks very carefully. 
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It’s not on our highest priority list, 

but I’m sure that the military is inter-
ested in this kind of research, because 
it’s so important to the military. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of California. If I 
may inquire further, Mr. Chairman, 
you said you are sure the military, so 
you are not aware if, in fact, the mili-
tary has asked for this kind of tech-
nology? I guess the answer to that is 
no. 

The next question I would have is 
what investigations have been done to 
determine that this technology could 
actually even be effective. 

Mr. MURTHA. Let me mention to the 
gentleman, we have a $459 billion bill. 

We look at every one. We ask the 
Members to vet them. Our staff vets 
them. We go over every single ear-
mark. 

We don’t apologize for them because 
we think the Members know as much 
about what goes on in their district as 
much as the bureaucrats and the De-
fense Department. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of California. Then I 
am sure if the gentleman goes over 
every single one, he can answer the 
questions, what investigations, what 
research has been done to determine 
that this technology is effective and is 
worth $2 million of taxpayers’ funds? 

If you investigate every earmark, I 
have a couple of other questions. Sher-
win-Williams is not the only maker of 
paint in the country. How did we know, 
and what was determined that Sher-
win-Williams was the best or the right 
supplier, if you assume that the mili-
tary asked for it and the technology 
was effective? 

Mr. MURTHA. I don’t represent Sher-
win-Williams. I don’t know what paint 
company you represent, but we know 
they are a very qualified contractor. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of California. I 
thank you. Again, my question was, I 
am sure, they are obviously a well- 
known qualified paint company. By the 
way, I don’t represent any paint com-
panies, to my knowledge, none whatso-
ever. 

So my question is, how do we know 
they are the best for this particular 
product? 

I guess I would follow it up with how 
do we know, if we even knew that, how 
do we know that $2 million is the right 
amount. Was there some investigation, 
some research done to determine that 
$2 million was the right amount? 

Mr. MURTHA. Every one of these 
earmarks are competitively granted 
under the regulations of the Defense 
Department. We depend on them to 
competitively check them over, and 
they do. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of California. Let 
me ask, though, but then why is it, if 
they are competitively bid, that this 
one is going to Sherwin-Williams paint 
company? 

Mr. MURTHA. There is no guarantee. 
Mr. CAMPBELL of California. Well, I 

think Sherwin-Williams thinks there 
is, by the way. 

Then the final question I would have 
for the gentleman would be if this $2 
million goes to Sherwin-Williams to 
develop this product, and they, in fact, 
develop it, will the taxpayers own that 
product? Is that then a product, a li-
cense, something that the taxpayers 
own? 

Mr. MURTHA. Absolutely. 
Mr. CAMPBELL of California. So the 

taxpayers will not have to pay for the 
use of that product in the future. 

Mr. MURTHA. They do it all the 
time. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of California. What 
evidence of that is there, if I may ask? 
What do the taxpayers get for this $2 
million as evidence of their ownership 
of this product or technology? 

Mr. MURTHA. Let me tell you, we 
have added, we have added all kinds of 
money for body armor, for paint, for 
the gentleman from Ohio, predecessors, 
one of your predecessors was always 
looking for new ways, new develop-
ments. Small business has been the 
real impetus for these things hap-
pening. Big business takes it on. We do 
the research and development because 
it benefits the troops. That’s the rea-
son we do this. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s 
time has expired. 

Mr. MURTHA. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
in opposition to the amendment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 

the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. CAMP-
BELL). 

The question was taken; and the 
Chairman announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of California. Mr. 
Chairman, I demand a recorded vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to clause 
6 of rule XVIII, further proceedings on 
the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from California will be post-
poned. 
AMENDMENT NO. 17 OFFERED BY MR. CAMPBELL 

OF CALIFORNIA 
Mr. CAMPBELL of California. Mr. 

Chairman, I offer an amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will des-

ignate the amendment. 
The text of the amendment is as fol-

lows: 
Amendment No. 17 offered by Mr. CAMP-

BELL of California: 
At the end of the bill (before the short 

title), insert the following: 
SEC. ll. None of the funds made available 

in this Act under the heading ‘‘Research, De-
velopment, Test and Evaluation, Navy’’ may 
be used for the Swimmer Detection Sonar 
Network. 

The CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to the 
order of the House of today, the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. CAMPBELL) 
and a Member opposed each will con-
trol 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from California. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of California. Mr. 
Chairman, this particular earmark is 

for a swimmer detection sonar network 
for $1.5 million. The company devel-
oping this technology is in New Hamp-
shire. 

Interestingly, there are about three 
other companies that do a similar tech-
nology or do something intended to do 
the same thing, which is detect people 
swimming in the water up towards a 
ship, at least three others that we have 
determined, and one of which is cur-
rently being used by the Coast Guard 
that doesn’t use sonar but already is in 
place and in effect. 

Mr. Chairman, I could ask the same 
series of questions of the chairman of 
the committee on this earmark that I 
did on the last. I won’t do that, because 
the point of this, frankly, is not that 
this particular earmark is particularly 
egregious, nor, frankly, that the pre-
vious one that I brought up was par-
ticularly egregious. 

I believe that there are literally hun-
dreds of earmarks like these offered by 
many members in this Defense Appro-
priations Committee. 

The reason I am bringing these for-
ward is because of a personal experi-
ence I had when a defense contractor 
came to me in my first few months in 
office and came forward with an ear-
mark, and I asked these questions. 

I said, does the military want this, 
or, have you developed something you 
want me to give you $2 million of the 
taxpayers’ money for something the 
military doesn’t want? 

Then I said how do I know that your 
technology will work? How do I know 
that this $2 million is effective in cur-
ing or dealing with the situation that 
you claim you want it to be? Then I 
said how do I know you are the right 
supplier? It’s great that you are in my 
district, that’s wonderful, I think 
that’s fine you have those jobs, but 
how do I know the best supplier is not 
in Pennsylvania? How do I know the 
best supplier is not in Connecticut? 
How do I know you’re the right com-
pany to do this? 

Then I said, even if I did, how do I 
know that $3 million is the right price? 
How do I know that it doesn’t cost you 
$50,000 to develop this thing, and you 
are making $2,950,000 off the American 
taxpayer. Then if you do, is the Amer-
ican taxpayer going to get this product 
for free, because if we pay for it, we 
should. 

That is the point of what I am doing 
here. When you look at all of these ear-
marks, those five questions, in my 
view, should be asked on every single 
earmark that goes to a private com-
pany that is in this defense bill or, 
frankly, any other bill. 

If the answer to all five of these ques-
tions is not yes, I don’t care if it’s a 
company in my district, or the chair-
man’s district or anybody’s district, we 
should not be using taxpayers’ funds 
for it. 

I will tell you that I told that defense 
supplier and every defense supplier in 
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my district that I met with, no. Be-
cause they could not give me a yes an-
swer to all five of those questions. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. MURTHA. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
in opposition to the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
from Pennsylvania is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. MURTHA. Mr. Chairman, in this 
particular case we are looking for is 
sensors to protect against the type of 
thing that happened in Yemen with the 
USS Cole. We have a lot of people work-
ing on this, and we hope that we will be 
able to develop a system that will pro-
tect against that kind of swimmers for 
those kinds of ships. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of California. May I 
inquire how much time I have remain-
ing, Mr. Chairman? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
from California has 2 minutes remain-
ing. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of California. Mr. 
Chairman, I understand, but there are 
a number, there are at least three, and 
I am not on the committee, and I 
didn’t do exhaustive research, there are 
three others of these currently in use 
and currently in development. The 
Coast Guard, at least, apparently, be-
lieves that their system is better than 
this system. 

So my question is, for this sort of 
earmark, are we going to fund, if there 
were a company, and all 435 of our dis-
tricts that was interested in developing 
this thing, should we give them all $1.5 
million and see who wins? 

I just don’t think that this earmark, 
or, as I have said, hundreds of others 
out of the 1,300 that are in this bill, 
really meet the scrutiny when we are 
using taxpayer money and giving it to 
private companies to develop this stuff 
without the proper scrutiny in terms of 
this technology, did the military ask 
for it, is it effective, is it the right sup-
plier, is it the right price and what do 
the taxpayers own when they are done 
paying for it. 

I ask for an ‘‘aye’’ vote. 
Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-

ance of my time. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 

the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. CAMP-
BELL). 

The amendment was rejected. 
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. FLAKE 

Mr. FLAKE. Mr. Chairman, I offer an 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will des-
ignate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. FLAKE: 
At the end of the bill (before the short 

title), insert the following: 
SEC. 8110. None of the funds made available 

in this Act may be used for Marine Desalina-

tion Systems, Inc., in St. Petersburg, Flor-
ida. 

The CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to the 
order of the House of today, the gen-
tleman from Arizona (Mr. FLAKE) and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Arizona. 

Mr. FLAKE. I thank the Chair. That 
last discussion was remarkable, just re-
markable. 

I would gladly yield time to anybody 
who agrees with the chairman of the 
Appropriations Subcommittee that, 
one, that these earmarks are competi-
tively bid. Anybody in agreement here; 
or, two, that the U.S. taxpayer, after 
paying for these earmarks, has rights 
to the technology that developed these 
earmarks. 

Any takers there? I didn’t think so. 
I think that is simply wrong. That is 

simply wrong. 
An earmark, by very definition, is a 

sole source contract. It is circum-
venting the competitive bidding proc-
ess. 

Maybe you don’t like what the bu-
reaucrats over in the Defense Depart-
ment do, but to say that this is a com-
petitively bid contract is simply 
wrong. To say that the U.S. taxpayer 
has rights to the technology developed 
with the companies that are getting 
these earmarks, is simply wrong as 
well. 

If anybody can contradict, please 
take time. But let’s not defend these 
earmarks on that basis when that’s 
simply wrong. 

Any way, let’s get to this one. 
This earmark, I am sorry, this 

amendment would eliminate $1 million 
for the Marine Desalination Systems, 
Inc., in St. Petersburg, Florida, for at-
mospheric water harvesting and reduce 
the cost of the bill by a corresponding 
amount. 

The earmark described in the certifi-
cation letter submitted to the com-
mittee by the sponsor informs us that 
this earmark would be used to fund 
lightweight, low power expeditionary 
water production. 

According to the website of the enti-
ty, Marine Desalination Systems is a 
corporation that develops new tech-
nologies to create inexpensive, potable 
water, to bring to market. 

Again, I have the same issue that the 
last gentleman to offer amendments 
did, the gentleman from California. 
Why are we singling out this one com-
pany for this project or this earmark? 

I would ask similar questions to the 
ones he asked, but these, I think, are 
more in the defense speak that goes 
with the language in this bill. 

Was this project palmed, which 
means, is it a program of memo-
randum? I would ask the sponsor that. 

Is it on any unfunded requirement 
list? Number 3, does any operator in 
the field say that we need this par-

ticular program or technology from 
this particular company? I would love 
to hear the answer to any of those 
questions from the sponsor of the ear-
mark. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Mr. Chair-
man, I claim time in opposition to the 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
from Florida is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. The gen-
tleman caught my attention when he 
said St. Petersburg, Florida, if that’s 
where that company is located. I as-
sume that it is because when I sub-
mitted the request in full trans-
parency, I said it was from St. Peters-
burg, Florida. 

This is a program that is important 
to the military. This is a defense-re-
lated issue. 

b 2330 

What this program is, is providing 
water for our troops in the field where 
there is no water. We have reverse os-
mosis. To do that, you have got to have 
some kind of liquid. We have desalin-
ization. To do that you, have got to 
have saltwater. But how about getting 
water where there is none present? How 
about getting water out of the atmos-
phere? Because there is water in the at-
mosphere. And this company has 
proved they can do it. And this com-
pany’s product is being tested at Aber-
deen Proving Grounds by the United 
States Army. 

Now, I suggest to the gentleman, do 
we really want to deny our troops the 
opportunity to have a system that pro-
vides water from the air? And it works. 
It is working in Aberdeen. Do you real-
ly want to deny troops the opportunity 
to have a portable unit that will pro-
vide water for troops that are deployed 
in outrageous places where there is no 
water? If that is what you want to do, 
then you should vote for this amend-
ment. I am opposed to the amendment. 

Mr. MURTHA. If the gentleman 
would yield, I also oppose the amend-
ment. 

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. I yield back 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. FLAKE. Let me just finish. No-
body is trying to deny anybody any 
water, certainly not somebody from 
Arizona. But the question remains, was 
this a program of memorandum? Is it 
on any unfunded requirement list? 
Does any operator in the field say that 
we need this particular program or 
technology from this particular com-
pany? 

I would be glad to yield. 
Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Let me give 

you the type of question you are ask-
ing. Last year, I was chairman of this 
subcommittee. Last year, we had a re-
quest through the administration for a 
supplemental of $70 billion. We asked 
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the administration, what would you 
like to include in that $70 billion? What 
did you need? We didn’t get an answer. 

We didn’t get an answer, so after re-
peated requests we had to go to the 
services who were fighting the war and 
say to them, what do you need? And we 
identified those items and we put them 
in that $70 billion supplemental, which 
most of us voted for. So I was respon-
sible for and got credit for a $70 billion 
earmark. Everything is not black and 
white in this world. 

And so I say to the gentleman, I ap-
preciate his tenacity, but I would like 
to have an opportunity to debate with 
you the many good things that have 
been done to defend our Nation and 
support our troops that have been done 
created by the Congress, not requested 
by any administration. 

One of the very best earmarks that I 
can give you an example of off the top 
of my head is the Predator, the Pred-
ator that the Iraqi terrorists really 
hate because it hunts them down and it 
kills them. The Predator was a con-
gressional earmark. The administra-
tion, the Defense Department didn’t 
ask for it, didn’t give us any support. 
We said we need this capability, and we 
got the capability. And it is one of the 
best things we have going for us in the 
war against terror. 

So I hope that begins to give the gen-
tleman a little bit of a response about 
our responsibility in providing things 
that our military needs and our na-
tional defense needs. And I thank my 
friend for yielding. 

Mr. FLAKE. I thank the gentleman. 
The question here is, why aren’t we 
competitively bidding these projects? 
We have had hearing after hearing 
after hearing in this Congress, more so 
than we had in the last Congress. To 
our great shame, I think as Repub-
licans we didn’t have enough oversight 
hearings. And we bring up Halliburton 
constantly, with no bid contracts. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Arizona (Mr. FLAKE). 

The amendment was rejected. 
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. FLAKE 

Mr. FLAKE. Mr. Chairman, I offer an 
amendment. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The Clerk 
will designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. FLAKE: 
At the end of the bill (before the short 

title), insert the following: 
SEC. 8110. None of the funds made available 

in this Act may be used for Concurrent Tech-
nologies Corporation. 

The CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to the 
order of the House of today, the gen-
tleman from Arizona (Mr. FLAKE) and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Arizona. 

Mr. FLAKE. Mr. Chairman, this 
amendment would strike all funding in 

the bill for Concurrent Technologies 
Corporation. 

As you may recall, I offered an 
amendment last month during consid-
eration of the Energy and Water appro-
priations bill to cut funding for some-
thing called the Center for Instru-
mental Critical Infrastructure in Penn-
sylvania. We did not know whether the 
center existed. I had a colloquy with 
the chairman of the subcommittee in 
that time. But we learned that the 
money is actually going to Concurrent 
Technologies Corporation based in 
Johnstown, Pennsylvania. Concurrent 
Technologies has been a leading ear-
mark recipient in multiple appropria-
tions bills over the years. 

In the Energy and Water bill, Concur-
rent received $1 million in earmarked 
funds. In this bill, Concurrent is due to 
receive $11 million in the form of four 
earmarks. 

Concurrent Technologies was the 
focus of an October 2, 2006, story in the 
New York Times titled, ‘‘Trading Boats 
for Pork Across the House Aisle.’’ Ac-
cording to the article, Concurrent 
Technologies Corporation was created 
by an earmark in 1988. Back then, the 
corporation was called the Center for 
Excellence in Metalworking. 

The New York Times stated that the 
military and other Federal agencies 
have paid Concurrent nearly $1 billion 
in grants and contracts since 1999. That 
is $1 billion in taxpayer funds to an en-
tity created with an earmark. That 
does not include the $12 million Con-
current is receiving in earmarks this 
year alone. 

Concurrent Technologies Corporation 
is an earmark incubator. It was created 
by an earmark to get more earmarks. 
Without earmarks, this corporation, I 
think it is safe to say, would not exist. 

The president of the corporation, Mr. 
DeVos, was quoted in the local paper 
saying that the sponsor has ‘‘impressed 
upon the area’s defense industries lead-
ers the need to wean themselves from 
this aid.’’ 

Mr. DeVos and the sponsor of the ear-
mark have a funny way of weaning 
Concurrent off of Federal earmarks. 
The sponsor has secured $11 million 
more for Concurrent in this bill alone. 
In addition, The Washington Post re-
ported that Mr. DeVos and his com-
pany have spent $820,000 in fees to a 
lobby firm seeking more Federal aid. 

I would ask the sponsor of this ear-
mark to confirm what has been re-
ported. With regard to the defense in-
dustry’s needing to wean themselves 
off this aid, when is that weaning going 
to occur? Can we assure Members of 
this body that there will be no more 
earmarks to Concurrent Technologies? 
Can Concurrent Technologies survive 
without Federal Member-sponsored 
earmarks? 

I look forward to receiving answers 
to these questions. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. MURTHA. I rise in opposition to 
the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. MURTHA. The Department of 
Defense, the intelligence and security 
communities, other Federal agencies, 
and industrial clients in the recent 
past, CTC was awarded the operations 
contract through full and open com-
petition for both the National Defense 
Center for Environmental Excellence 
and the Navy Metalworking Center. 
The value of the two contracts, $250 
million and $150 million respectively. 
The core funding for each is included in 
the President’s budget. 

Last year, CTC won over 50 competi-
tive Federal awards, culminating in a 
$65 million contract from the Air Force 
Advanced Power Technology Office. I 
oppose the amendment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. FLAKE. The gentleman correctly 

stated that Concurrent has been given 
some Federal contracts. Then, why in 
the world did they need this earmark? 
If they are getting Federal contracts 
through some kind of bidding process, 
then why do they need continued ear-
marks? Which, as I mentioned, are by 
their very definition sole-source con-
tracts, no-bid contracts, where we are 
specifying an individual firm, a busi-
ness in this case, that hires a lobbyist, 
$820,000 paid to a lobbyist to get more 
Federal funds. 

Where does it end? Is this any kind of 
process or system that we can be proud 
of, with these earmark incubators that 
survive just by getting more earmarks? 
I mean, how can we do that? If every 
district in this country had those kinds 
of earmark incubators, every account 
in the U.S. Federal Government would 
be earmarked, I would venture to say. 

So I would say we simply have to 
stop this somewhere. I urge support for 
the amendment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 

the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Arizona (Mr. FLAKE). 

The amendment was rejected. 
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. FLAKE 

Mr. FLAKE. Mr. Chairman, I offer an 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will des-
ignate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. FLAKE: 
At the end of the bill (before the short 

title), insert the following: 
SEC. ll. (a) LIMITATION.—None of the 

funds made available in this Act may be used 
for the Doyle Center for Manufacturing 
Technology. 

(b) CORRESPONDING REDUCTION IN FUNDS.— 
The amount otherwise provided by this Act 
for ‘‘RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT, TEST 
AND EVALUATION—Research, Develop-
ment, Test and Evaluation, Air Force’’ is 
hereby reduced by $1,500,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to the 
order of the House of today, the gen-
tleman from Arizona (Mr. FLAKE) and a 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 10:09 Jul 14, 2010 Jkt 059102 PO 00000 Frm 00307 Fmt 0687 Sfmt 0634 E:\BR07\H04AU7.011 H04AU7er
ow

e 
on

 D
S

K
5C

LS
3C

1P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 B
O

U
N

D
 R

E
C

O
R

D



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, Vol. 153, Pt. 1723290 August 4, 2007 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Arizona. 

Mr. FLAKE. Mr. Chairman, this 
amendment would strike $1.5 million in 
funding in the bill for the Doyle Center 
for Manufacturing Technology. The 
Doyle Center, which is a monument to 
its sponsor, is an earmark incubator, 
much like Concurrent Technologies, a 
center created out of earmarks for the 
sole objective for obtaining more Fed-
eral contracts or earmarks. 

The center is a sister organization to 
a number of earmarks incubators like 
Concurrent Technologies, which is an 
entity, as mentioned before, receiving 
$11 million in earmark funds in the 
bill. 

How do we know that there is a sym-
biotic relationship between Concurrent 
Technologies and the Doyle Center? 
For one thing, the chairman of the 
board of the Doyle Center is the senior 
vice president and chief financial offi-
cer of Concurrent Technologies. We 
also know that the Doyle Center and 
Concurrent Technologies work closely 
together on projects funded through 
earmarks. It is no surprise that they 
share the same leadership. 

According to a recent article in The 
Hill, the creation of the Doyle Center 
is adding another layer to three non-
profit organizations devoted to a simi-
lar mission of helping spur economic 
development in the area, the Pennsyl-
vania Technology Council, Pittsburgh 
Technology Council, and the Catalyst 
Connection. The article in The Hill 
stated that all four groups share the 
same address and many of the same of-
ficers. 

In addition, the Doyle Center handed 
over a large portion of its earmark 
money in 2004 to the Catalyst Connec-
tion for research. These funds came 
from a portion of a larger $1.36 million 
earmark that make up the center’s en-
tire budget for that year. 

Just think of that. We are giving an 
earmark to a center that is funded 
completely with taxpayer dollars with 
the goal of receiving more taxpayer 
dollars. 

A certification letter for the project 
says that $1.5 million in earmark 
money will go toward the Doyle Cen-
ter. But with all these groups sharing 
the same address, the same money, the 
same officers, do we really know where 
the money is going? 

So my answer to the sponsor to the 
earmark is as follows: Is the money 
going to the Doyle Center, the Pitts-
burgh Technology Council, the Cata-
lyst Content, Connect, or the Concur-
rent Technologies? 

I urge the adoption of the amend-
ment. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. MURTHA. Mr. Chairman, I rise 

in opposition to the amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 

from Pennsylvania is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. MURTHA. Let me just mention 
to the gentleman, 85 of the 90 members 
of the RSC receive, RSC which you just 
mentioned, receive earmarks in this 
total of this $436 million. 

Mr. FLAKE. Do you want a response? 
Mr. MURTHA. You were using this as 

an example, the RSC. You were using 
those as stopping earmarks. 

I am just saying that the Members 
come to the committee. We have a $459 
billion bill. We find all kinds of short-
ages. I will give you an example of 
what we just found. 

I went down to five bases, sent the 
staff down later, and we found that 
they didn’t have the money to take the 
troops back when they come back after 
BRAC. We put $3 billion in that. This is 
an earmark. 

Years ago, we put a couple billion in 
for ships. That is an earmark, and the 
Navy didn’t want them. And yet, the 
SL–7s, if we wouldn’t have had them in 
1991, we would not have been able to 
get there. 

We have confidence in the Members. 
Under the Constitution, Congress is re-
sponsible for appropriations. They 
make recommendations, but it is a bu-
reaucracy that makes recommenda-
tions. The President doesn’t make rec-
ommendations. He sends long lists, the 
White House sends long lists over to 
OMB. And anybody that has worked at 
OMB will tell you, billions of dollars, 
as the gentleman knows, in requests go 
to OMB. 

I expect the Members to vet them. 
We try to vet them the best we can. We 
know that very few earmarks are not 
of real value to military. If there is 
any, we take them out. We have had a 
few like that, and we take them out as 
soon as we can. 

So I don’t make apologies for having 
earmarks. As I say, $456 million went 
to the RSC. So I don’t make apologies. 
That is the Congress’ job. Less than 1 
percent of the $459 billion budget in 
that sense was projects for Members of 
Congress. And I would think Members 
of Congress know, as well as the bu-
reaucracy over in the Pentagon and 
White House know, what needs to be 
done. And I think the gentleman will 
have to agree with that. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. FLAKE. I thank the gentleman. I 

don’t remember mentioning the RSC, 
but I appreciate the illumination. But 
let me just ask the Member, he has 
talked about the process by which 
these grants are given. 

Let me just note, he mentioned ear-
lier that every one of these was 
scrubbed by the Appropriations Com-
mittee. We had a manager’s amend-
ment that actually removed some and 
then put the money back somewhere 
else. One in particular that I had 
planned to actually challenge here was 
called the Advanced Robotic Vehicle 
Command and Control. I had an earlier 
version apparently of what came, and 

it was removed in a manager’s amend-
ment in committee. But then the 
money was taken, that same money, 
and given to the same Member for an-
other earmark sponsored by that Mem-
ber entitled Big Foot Airborne Re-
ceiver. 

b 2345 
So the money went from that one 

just to another earmark sponsored by 
that same Member to plus that one up. 

What kind of process does the com-
mittee go through? Is it that every 
Member is allotted a certain amount, 
or is it what they think the Defense 
Department needs? 

I would be glad to yield to the Mem-
ber. 

Mr. MURTHA. I think that is a per-
fect example of the way things work. 
When we see something that we think 
is not as valuable as something else is, 
we change it. 

Mr. FLAKE. Mr. Chairman, there is a 
story in the paper yesterday that men-
tioned how much of the funding is in 
this bill, and the gentleman mentioned 
that sometimes it is not completely ac-
curate because the Defense Department 
will ask for things that are then listed 
as an earmark to the Member. I under-
stand that it is not a perfect count. But 
still senior members of the Appropria-
tions Committee were given up to $150 
million in earmarks when other rank- 
and-file Members got maybe a million 
or 2. 

Are there more needs in certain dis-
tricts? Is it spread out? How does that 
process go? What confidence should we 
have as Members voting to fund these 
earmarks that it is on some kind of 
basis that bears any relationship to 
what the Defense Department needs 
rather than political calculation? 

I would be glad to yield to the gen-
tleman. 

All right. I guess I will accept that as 
an answer. But let me just say, with re-
gard to the Doyle Center, I would have 
hoped that the sponsor of the earmark 
would come and talk about it. But here 
is another example, as I mentioned, of 
an earmark incubator where an ear-
mark creates an organization, in this 
case, named after one of our own, and 
the same one who it is named after 
gets more earmarks year after year for 
the same center to get more earmarks 
and more Federal contracts. 

We simply can’t sustain that. The no-
tion that that is what the Defense De-
partment needs simply doesn’t hold 
water. With that, I urge adoption of 
the amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Arizona (Mr. FLAKE). 

The question was taken; and the 
Chairman announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it. 

Mr. FLAKE. Mr. Chairman, I demand 
a recorded vote. 
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The CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to clause 

6 of rule XVIII, further proceedings on 
the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Arizona will be postponed. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. FLAKE 
Mr. FLAKE. Mr. Chairman, I offer an 

amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will des-

ignate the amendment. 
The text of the amendment is as fol-

lows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. FLAKE: 
At the end of the bill (before the short 

title) insert the following: 
SEC. ll. (a) LIMITATION ON USE OF 

FUNDS.—None of the funds made available in 
this Act may be used for the Lewis Center 
for Education Research. 

(b) CORRESPONDING TRANSFER IN FUNDS.— 
The amounts otherwise provided by this Act 
are revised by reducing the amount made 
available for ‘‘Operation and Maintenance, 
Defense-wide’’, and increasing the amount 
made available for ‘‘Operation and Mainte-
nance, Defense-wide’’, by $3,000,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to the 
order of the House of today, the gen-
tleman from Arizona (Mr. FLAKE) and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Arizona. 

Mr. FLAKE. Mr. Chairman, this 
amendment is a little different from 
the others. The others would strike 
funding from the bill. This would sim-
ply redirect funding to the same ac-
count from which it was drawn. 

This amendment would redirect $3 
million from the Lewis Center for Edu-
cational Research to the Family Advo-
cacy Programs in the Operations and 
Maintenance account. 

Mr. Chairman, it seems that we are 
debating the Labor-HHS bill rather 
than the Defense appropriations bill. 
Why is there a $3 million earmark in 
the bill for an organization with a stat-
ed goal of providing ‘‘an opportunity 
for students to experience real science; 
to learn that science is an ongoing 
process, not just memorizing facts?’’ I 
am referring, of course, to this ear-
mark for the Lewis Center for Edu-
cational Research. 

This is becoming somewhat of an an-
nual earmark. In fact, according to the 
Citizens Against Government Waste 
database, this educational center has 
received earmarks in past Defense ap-
propriation bills ranging from $2.5 mil-
lion to $3.5 million in every fiscal year 
since 2003. According to the certifi-
cation letter submitted by the sponsor, 
‘‘the funding would be used to develop 
on-line educational curriculum.’’ The 
Lewis Center for Educational research 
is an ‘‘educational facility designed to 
improve educational effectiveness and 
scientific literacy among American 
schoolchildren.’’ According to its Web 
site, since opening in 1990, the Lewis 
Center has provided hands-on instruc-
tional programs for elementary, mid-
dle, and high school students through-
out local communities and across the 
Nation. 

I would ask the same questions here. 
Why are we providing an earmark that 
is to a school that is sponsored by 
groups like Target, Wal-Mart, Verizon, 
Boeing, State Farm Insurance, South-
ern California Edison, Lucent Tech-
nologies, and others? 

This is to a school; this is a defense 
bill. I simply would ask why is it here 
in the defense bill? How does it serve 
our national defense? What essential 
Federal purpose does it serve? Should 
it receive any earmark funding at all? 
And certainly not, I would say, in a de-
fense bill. 

And then the notion that this is actu-
ally taken out of an account for Fam-
ily Advocacy Programs in the Oper-
ations and Maintenance account. I 
would think that, given the needs that 
the families of our troops have, that 
that money would be better left in that 
account for that purpose than to go to 
what I think is a charter school for 
other purposes. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. LEWIS of California. Mr. Chair-
man, I rise to claim the time in opposi-
tion to the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. LEWIS of California. Mr. Chair-
man, it is most interesting that we 
would have this discussion this 
evening. It is not my intention to 
spend a lot of time on this, but, none-
theless, last year we had a discussion 
about another project entirely near the 
Marine base, and I asked the gen-
tleman if he had ever been to the Ma-
rine barracks in Washington, D.C., and 
he had not. 

In this case to even suggest that 
there isn’t an interest in education 
within the families that make up our 
services across the country and the 
world causes me almost to smile if it 
wasn’t so painful to think that he 
didn’t understand how important this 
could be to military families. 

This program involves a model cen-
ter, developing methods for attracting 
and training, developing teachers and 
otherwise, to encourage young people 
to be involved in math and science. It 
has now affected literally tens of thou-
sands of students all across the coun-
try. It has had a tremendous impact 
upon military families who are inter-
ested in these programs. It has at-
tracted NASA, playing a major role in 
the fundamental center of the success 
of this educational effort. Retired em-
ployees from companies like JPL vol-
unteer time to help in this effort be-
cause it is having an effect upon 
science education all across America, 
including literally, literally, hundreds, 
if not thousands, of student in Arizona 
alone. 

Last year we had this discussion. I 
don’t want to take a lot of time, only 
to say that after the discussion, 50 of 
my colleagues decided to vote against 

this program and well over 300 of my 
friends, our colleagues, thought it was 
a worthwhile effort. It is indeed one of 
the models for attracting kids of mili-
tary families dramatically to math and 
science across the country, and I urge 
a ‘‘no’’ vote on the gentleman’s rec-
ommendation. 

Mr. MURTHA. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LEWIS of California. I yield to 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. MURTHA. Mr. Chairman, I agree 
with the gentleman. The gentleman 
was at the forefront of Predator and 
many other programs which the De-
fense Department didn’t ask for. 

And I want to say to the gentleman I 
had to find out that the young people 
in the schools where the bases are 
needed counseling. General Casey went 
out and found the same thing, and then 
he called me and said we need to take 
care of it. We already took care of it. 
We take care of all kinds of things like 
that. 

The people that work in the hospitals 
that Bill and I visit all the time were 
hurting so badly, they needed help. We 
put extra money in for it. 

And when you talk about programs 
that you may not think directly affects 
the Defense Department, breast cancer 
research, prostate cancer research, 
those diseases affect military families. 

Diabetes. Not long ago, I asked the 
Air Force, How many do you think you 
have with diabetes in the Air Force? 
And they said 40,000. The Surgeon Gen-
eral went back and said 150,000. That is 
in all the families. We started a re-
search program to see how we get them 
under control because it saves not only 
emotional strain and physical strain 
but it saves money. 

So we do these kinds of things all the 
time, changing the direction of the De-
fense Department with health care 
things, with educational facilities that 
are important to the military. 

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Mr. Chair-
man, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LEWIS of California. I would be 
happy to yield to my chairman. 

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Chairman 
MURTHA has just raised an issue that 
reminded me in talking about ear-
marks and good programs. One of the 
best programs this Congress ever cre-
ated in the health field was the Na-
tional Bone Marrow Donor Program, 
which has saved thousands of lives, a 
proven system. It was created by this 
subcommittee with an earmark many 
years ago, and it saved thousands of 
lives. 

Mr. LEWIS of California. Mr. Chair-
man, reclaiming my time, Mr. YOUNG is 
exactly correct. 

I don’t stand to take credit for all 
kinds of extra earmarks. But as long as 
we are talking about it, the gentleman 
has heard the Predator mentioned a 
number of times. I think the gen-
tleman knows that the bureaucrats 
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don’t necessarily have all the answers, 
whether those bureaucrats happen to 
be in the Education Department or 
they happen to be in the military. 

Back when we were looking at the 
Predator, the idea of an unmanned aer-
ial vehicle, it was pretty clear that the 
Air Force was much more interested in 
programs where planes were flown by 
men than in new ideas. The Predator 
came along, an unmanned aerial vehi-
cle concept, and I had to take credit, 
my goodness, credit that year when 
this became implemented for some $40 
million of an earmark to advance the 
RDT&E, the research and development. 
If that $40 million had not been appro-
priated, Predator would not have been 
available in Bosnia. 

Now, since then Predator has gone 
forward and done many a thing, and I 
suppose I should be taking credit for 
hundreds and hundreds of millions of 
dollars of earmarks. But in the mean-
time, the military does not have all the 
answers to all the ideas, and, indeed, 
neither does the Department of Edu-
cation. 

Mr. FLAKE. Mr. Chairman, I would 
simply reiterate what we are talking 
about here. This is a charter school 
that, although it has been spoken of as 
serving military families, it has no 
more of a mission to serve military 
families, I would suggest, than the 
school that my kids go to. There are 
military families there. But I would 
not presume to give an earmark to 
that school simply because military 
families might attend that school. 
There is nothing in the literature that 
we have been able to find anywhere in 
this school that has any specific pur-
pose to serve military families. 

Mr. LEWIS of California. Mr. Chair-
man, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FLAKE. I yield to the gen-
tleman. 

Mr. LEWIS of California. Upon exam-
ination of this program, the last time 
we discussed this a year ago and took 
the Members’ time in a very late 
evening, approximately 50 of your col-
leagues joined in your concern about 
this program. 

It is a fabulous program, using the 
money very well, and I urge a ‘‘no’’ 
vote on the gentleman’s amendment. 

Mr. FLAKE. Reclaiming my time, 
Mr. Chairman, again, I would say that 
this is a charter school receiving 
money in the defense bill that has no 
more military application than any 
school that any of your kids or 
grandkids go to, and yet we are doing 
it. Does that have a military applica-
tion? I would suggest not. And the no-
tion that we can talk about this ear-
mark that turned into something good 
or that one, but for every one of those, 
I would suggest that there is a com-
pany out there that would love to bid 
on one of these contracts that isn’t 
given the opportunity, a company that 
might have technology that might turn 

into something good, but they can’t 
compete because an earmark is given 
as a sole-source contract to another 
company. There are hundreds of them 
in this bill. 

Again, an earmark is not a competi-
tively bid project. It is a sole-source 
contract. 

I urge adoption of the amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 

the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Arizona (Mr. FLAKE). 

The question was taken; and the 
Chairman announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it. 

Mr. FLAKE. Mr. Chairman, I demand 
a recorded vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to clause 
6 of rule XVIII, further proceedings on 
the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Arizona will be postponed. 

b 0000 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. FLAKE 
Mr. FLAKE. Mr. Chairman, I offer an 

amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will des-

ignate the amendment. 
The text of the amendment is as fol-

lows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. FLAKE: 
At the end of the bill (before the short 

title), insert the following: 
SEC. 8110. (a) LIMITATION ON USE OF 

FUNDS.—None of the funds made available in 
this Act may be used for the National Drug 
Intelligence Center, Johnstown, Pennsyl-
vania. 

(b) CORRESPONDING REDUCTION IN FUNDS.— 
The amount otherwise provided by this Act 
for ‘‘Intelligence Community Management 
Account’’ is hereby reduced by $39,000,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to the 
order of the House of today, the gen-
tleman from Arizona (Mr. FLAKE) and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Arizona. 

Mr. FLAKE. Mr. Chairman, this 
amendment would eliminate $39 mil-
lion in Federal taxpayer dollars for the 
National Drug Intelligence Center, a 
project that U.S. News and World Re-
port called ‘‘a boondoggle.’’ This 
amendment would also reduce the cost 
of the bill by a commensurate amount. 

There are a number of reasons to sup-
port this amendment; primary among 
these is the fact that we should not 
spend our scarce intelligence dollars on 
wasteful and duplicative programs like 
the National Drug Intelligence Center. 

This earmark has been part of a 
growing list of intelligence, or so- 
called ‘‘black earmarks.’’ I think a lot 
of us have long been skeptical of the 
practice of earmarking Intelligence ac-
counts, and several of us have repeat-
edly called for the abolition of this 
practice. We really didn’t start ear-
marking the Intelligence bill until, I 
think, around the late ¥ nineties. And 
it has not gone well for us, as we know 
with the case of Mr. Cunningham, now 
serving time. 

It is important to note that the prac-
tice of earmarking only began really in 
this case in the Intelligence bill in the 
1990s. 

Let me repeat, we shouldn’t be ear-
marking the Intelligence bill this way. 
This was authorized in the Intelligence 
bill. There was an amendment offered 
at the time to strike it. 

Many of us have been troubled, as I 
mentioned, with this kind of ear-
marking. Many of us have asked to see 
the unclassified version of the report 
that was commissioned by the Intel-
ligence Committee about Mr. 
Cunningham and his ability to get In-
telligence earmarks. I have not been 
able to get that report, an unclassified 
report. I, as a Member of Congress, 
have been denied that report, and so 
have all of you. That is simply not 
right. 

The Los Angeles Times reported a 
couple of weeks ago, as did the Associ-
ated Press, that they had received a 
copy of that report, but Members of 
Congress have not. Yet, we still con-
tinue with the practice of earmarking 
Intelligence bills. 

When we did the authorization bill, 
we didn’t receive the list of earmarks 
in that bill until it was past time to 
offer amendments to the Rules Com-
mittee to strike those earmarks. So we 
haven’t had that opportunity. 

Let me say that we cannot continue 
to go down this road, particularly with 
earmarks that have been called ‘‘dupli-
cative and wasteful.’’ The administra-
tion has tried for years to get rid of 
this National Drug Center. In fact, 
they offered $16 million in one of these 
bills to shut that center down; yet, 
still, it keeps coming back and back 
and back. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. MURTHA. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
in opposition to the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
from Pennsylvania is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. MURTHA. The Center’s analyt-
ical tools were developed at NDIC and 
are among the best in the industry, 
performing over 500 missions involving 
drug trafficking, money laundering, 
terrorism, fraud in the health care in-
dustry, and child abduction. Today, the 
NDIC document exploitation program 
analysts are supporting the U.S. Army 
to facilitate criminal investigations 
being conducted in Iraq. 

NDIC developed computer software. 
It was recently adopted by the U.S. 
Army in Iraq to exploit valuable infor-
mation from captured computers of in-
surgents and members of al Qaeda. 

And let me say to the gentleman how 
this started. President Bush felt we 
needed a centralized place, and they 
wanted to put it in Washington. I felt, 
with a new communications, we didn’t 
need it in Washington, and they de-
cided to put it in Johnstown, and I 
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think it has done very well. And we 
have argued this before, so I oppose the 
amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. FLAKE. I would just ask the gen-
tleman, while he’s still standing, I 
would yield to the gentleman to simply 
ask, has the Bush administration re-
quested that this be shut down? 

Mr. MURTHA. Let me tell you, the 
Bush administration made a few mis-
takes in the past. 

Mr. FLAKE. Does the gentleman pre-
sume to know more about this specific 
subject and know of a reason why this 
should remain in effect when the ad-
ministration is saying that it should be 
shut down because it is duplicative and 
wasteful? 

Mr. MURTHA. The administration 
says a lot of things that I disagree 
with. 

Mr. FLAKE. I have nothing to add to 
that. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time and urge adoption of 
the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Arizona (Mr. FLAKE). 

The question was taken; and the 
Chairman announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it. 

Mr. FLAKE. Mr. Chairman, I demand 
a recorded vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to clause 
6 of rule XVIII, further proceedings on 
the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Arizona will be postponed. 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE CHAIRMAN 
The CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to clause 

6 of rule XVIII, proceedings will now 
resume on those amendments on which 
further proceedings were postponed in 
the following order: 

Amendment No. 10 by Mr. SESSIONS 
of Texas. 

An amendment by Mr. FLAKE of Ari-
zona regarding Presidio Trust. 

An amendment by Mr. FRANKS of Ari-
zona. 

Amendment No. 6 by Mr. WALBERG of 
Michigan. 

Amendment No. 18 by Mr. CAMPBELL 
of California. 

An amendment by Mr. FLAKE of Ari-
zona regarding Doyle Center. 

An amendment by Mr. FLAKE of Ari-
zona regarding Lewis Center. 

An amendment by Mr. FLAKE of Ari-
zona regarding National Drug Intel-
ligence Center. 

The Chair will reduce to 2 minutes 
the time for any electronic vote after 
the first vote in this series. 
AMENDMENT NO. 10 OFFERED BY MR. SESSIONS. 
The CHAIRMAN. The unfinished 

business is the demand for a recorded 
vote on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Texas (Mr. SESSIONS) 
on which further proceedings were 
postponed and on which the noes pre-
vailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The CHAIRMAN. A recorded vote has 
been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 148, noes 259, 
not voting 30, as follows: 

[Roll No. 838] 

AYES—148 

Akin 
Alexander 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Baker 
Barrett (SC) 
Bartlett (MD) 
Barton (TX) 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Bono 
Boozman 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Broun (GA) 
Brown (SC) 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp (MI) 
Campbell (CA) 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Carter 
Chabot 
Conaway 
Cubin 
Culberson 
Davis (KY) 
Davis, David 
Deal (GA) 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Doolittle 
Drake 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Ehlers 
Fallin 
Feeney 
Flake 
Forbes 

Fortenberry 
Fossella 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gillmor 
Gingrey 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Granger 
Graves 
Hall (TX) 
Hastings (WA) 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Hulshof 
Inglis (SC) 
Issa 
Jordan 
Keller 
King (IA) 
Kingston 
Kline (MN) 
Knollenberg 
Lamborn 
Latham 
Linder 
Lucas 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Mack 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul (TX) 
McCrery 
McHenry 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller, Gary 
Moran (KS) 
Musgrave 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 

Nunes 
Pearce 
Pence 
Peterson (PA) 
Petri 
Pickering 
Pitts 
Poe 
Price (GA) 
Pryce (OH) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Ramstad 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Renzi 
Reynolds 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 
Sali 
Schmidt 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shays 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (TX) 
Souder 
Terry 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Turner 
Upton 
Walberg 
Walden (OR) 
Wamp 
Weldon (FL) 
Weller 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Wicker 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (SC) 

NOES—259 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Aderholt 
Allen 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bean 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Bishop (UT) 
Blumenauer 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boyd (FL) 
Boyda (KS) 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown, Corrine 

Brown-Waite, 
Ginny 

Butterfield 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson 
Castle 
Castor 
Chandler 
Christensen 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Cole (OK) 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (AL) 

Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis, Lincoln 
Davis, Tom 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
DeLauro 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly 
Doyle 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emanuel 
Emerson 
Engel 
English (PA) 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Everett 
Farr 
Fattah 
Ferguson 
Filner 
Frank (MA) 
Gerlach 

Giffords 
Gilchrest 
Gillibrand 
Gonzalez 
Gordon 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Hinchey 
Hirono 
Hobson 
Hodes 
Hoekstra 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hooley 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones (NC) 
Jones (OH) 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kind 
King (NY) 
Kirk 
Kucinich 
Lampson 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
LaTourette 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 

Lynch 
Mahoney (FL) 
Maloney (NY) 
Markey 
Marshall 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum (MN) 
McCotter 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McNerney 
McNulty 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Michaud 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Murtha 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Norton 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor 
Payne 
Perlmutter 
Peterson (MN) 
Platts 
Pomeroy 
Porter 
Price (NC) 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Regula 
Reyes 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (AL) 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 

Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Shuler 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Space 
Spratt 
Stearns 
Stupak 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 
Towns 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walsh (NY) 
Walz (MN) 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch (VT) 
Wexler 
Wilson (OH) 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Wynn 
Yarmuth 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—30 

Becerra 
Bordallo 
Clarke 
Clay 
Coble 
Crenshaw 
Davis, Jo Ann 
Delahunt 
Faleomavaega 
Fortuño 

Goode 
Hastert 
Hayes 
Hinojosa 
Hunter 
Jefferson 
Jindal 
Johnson, Sam 
Kilpatrick 
Klein (FL) 

Kuhl (NY) 
LaHood 
Lantos 
Paul 
Saxton 
Skelton 
Stark 
Sullivan 
Tancredo 
Young (AK) 

b 0027 

Mr. COLE of Oklahoma, Ms. 
HERSETH SANDLIN, Mr. MCNERNEY 
and Mr. STUPAK changed their vote 
from ‘‘aye to ‘‘no.’’ 

Mr. BAKER changed his vote from 
‘‘no’’ to ‘‘aye.’’ 

So the amendment was rejected. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. FLAKE 

The CHAIRMAN. The unfinished 
business is the demand for a recorded 
vote on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Arizona (Mr. FLAKE) 
regarding Presidio Trust on which fur-
ther proceedings were postponed and 
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on which the noes prevailed by voice 
vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The CHAIRMAN. A recorded vote has 
been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The CHAIRMAN. This will be a 2- 

minute vote. Members are encouraged 
to remain on the floor for this series of 
2-minute votes. 

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 94, noes 311, 
not voting 32, as follows: 

[Roll No. 839] 

AYES—94 

Akin 
Bachmann 
Barrett (SC) 
Barton (TX) 
Bilbray 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Boehner 
Brady (TX) 
Broun (GA) 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Buyer 
Camp (MI) 
Campbell (CA) 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Carter 
Chabot 
Conaway 
Cooper 
Davis, David 
Davis, Tom 
Deal (GA) 
Duncan 
Feeney 
Flake 
Forbes 
Fossella 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 

Garrett (NJ) 
Gingrey 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Granger 
Graves 
Hastings (WA) 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Hoekstra 
Hulshof 
Inglis (SC) 
Issa 
Jordan 
Keller 
King (IA) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Kline (MN) 
Lamborn 
LaTourette 
Linder 
Mack 
Marchant 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul (TX) 
McCrery 
McHenry 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Musgrave 
Myrick 

Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Pearce 
Pence 
Petri 
Poe 
Price (GA) 
Ramstad 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Roskam 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 
Sali 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shimkus 
Simpson 
Smith (NE) 
Stearns 
Sullivan 
Terry 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Walberg 
Walden (OR) 
Westmoreland 
Wilson (SC) 
Wolf 

NOES—311 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Aderholt 
Alexander 
Allen 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Bachus 
Baird 
Baker 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bartlett (MD) 
Bean 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Blunt 
Bonner 
Bono 
Boozman 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boustany 
Boyd (FL) 
Boyda (KS) 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 

Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Butterfield 
Calvert 
Capito 
Capps 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson 
Castle 
Castor 
Chandler 
Christensen 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Cole (OK) 
Conyers 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Cubin 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (KY) 
Davis, Lincoln 
DeGette 
DeLauro 

Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly 
Doolittle 
Doyle 
Drake 
Dreier 
Edwards 
Ehlers 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emanuel 
Emerson 
Engel 
English (PA) 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Everett 
Fallin 
Farr 
Fattah 
Ferguson 
Filner 
Fortenberry 
Frank (MA) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 
Gerlach 
Giffords 
Gilchrest 
Gillibrand 
Gillmor 

Gonzalez 
Gordon 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hall (TX) 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Hinchey 
Hirono 
Hobson 
Hodes 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hooley 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones (NC) 
Jones (OH) 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kind 
King (NY) 
Knollenberg 
Kucinich 
Kuhl (NY) 
Lampson 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Lynch 
Mahoney (FL) 
Maloney (NY) 
Manzullo 
Markey 
Marshall 
Matheson 
Matsui 

McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum (MN) 
McCotter 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
McNulty 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Michaud 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, Gary 
Miller, George 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (KS) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy, Tim 
Murtha 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Norton 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor 
Payne 
Perlmutter 
Peterson (MN) 
Peterson (PA) 
Pickering 
Pitts 
Platts 
Pomeroy 
Porter 
Price (NC) 
Pryce (OH) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Renzi 
Reyes 
Reynolds 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 

Ryan (OH) 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schmidt 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Shays 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Souder 
Space 
Spratt 
Stupak 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tiahrt 
Tierney 
Towns 
Turner 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walsh (NY) 
Walz (MN) 
Wamp 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch (VT) 
Weldon (FL) 
Weller 
Wexler 
Whitfield 
Wicker 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (OH) 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Wynn 
Yarmuth 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—32 

Becerra 
Bordallo 
Capuano 
Clarke 
Clay 
Coble 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Davis, Jo Ann 
DeFazio 
Delahunt 

Faleomavaega 
Fortuño 
Goode 
Hastert 
Hayes 
Herger 
Hinojosa 
Hunter 
Jindal 
Johnson, Sam 
Kilpatrick 

Klein (FL) 
LaHood 
Lantos 
Murphy, Patrick 
Paul 
Saxton 
Skelton 
Stark 
Tancredo 
Young (AK) 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE CHAIRMAN 

The CHAIRMAN (during the vote). 
Members are advised 1 minute remains. 

b 0030 

So the amendment was rejected. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. FRANKS OF 
ARIZONA 

The CHAIRMAN. The unfinished 
business is the demand for a recorded 
vote on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Arizona (Mr. FRANKS) 
on which further proceedings were 
postponed and on which the noes pre-
vailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The CHAIRMAN. A recorded vote has 
been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The CHAIRMAN. This will be a 2- 

minute vote. Members are encouraged 
to remain on the floor for this series of 
votes. Time limits will be strictly en-
forced. 

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 161, noes 249, 
not voting 27, as follows: 

[Roll No. 840] 

AYES—161 

Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Altmire 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Baker 
Barrett (SC) 
Barrow 
Bartlett (MD) 
Barton (TX) 
Bean 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Bono 
Boozman 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Broun (GA) 
Brown (SC) 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp (MI) 
Campbell (CA) 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Capito 
Carter 
Chabot 
Cole (OK) 
Conaway 
Cramer 
Cubin 
Davis (KY) 
Davis, David 
Davis, Tom 
Deal (GA) 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Donnelly 
Doolittle 
Drake 
Dreier 
Duncan 
English (PA) 
Everett 
Fallin 

Feeney 
Ferguson 
Flake 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Fossella 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gingrey 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Granger 
Graves 
Hastings (WA) 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Hill 
Hoekstra 
Hulshof 
Inglis (SC) 
Issa 
Johnson (IL) 
Jones (NC) 
Jordan 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kline (MN) 
Lamborn 
Lampson 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Lucas 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Mack 
Marchant 
Marshall 
McCaul (TX) 
McCotter 
McCrery 
McHenry 
McHugh 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Melancon 
Mica 
Miller, Gary 
Moran (KS) 
Murphy, Tim 

Musgrave 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Pearce 
Pence 
Peterson (MN) 
Peterson (PA) 
Pickering 
Pitts 
Poe 
Porter 
Price (GA) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Ramstad 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Renzi 
Reynolds 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 
Sali 
Schmidt 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Souder 
Stearns 
Sullivan 
Terry 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Walberg 
Walden (OR) 
Wamp 
Weldon (FL) 
Weller 
Westmoreland 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wolf 

NOES—249 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Allen 

Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 

Baird 
Baldwin 
Berkley 
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Berman 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boyd (FL) 
Boyda (KS) 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown, Corrine 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson 
Castle 
Castor 
Chandler 
Christensen 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis, Lincoln 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
DeLauro 
Dent 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle 
Edwards 
Ehlers 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emanuel 
Emerson 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Frank (MA) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gerlach 
Giffords 
Gilchrest 
Gillibrand 
Gillmor 
Gonzalez 
Gordon 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hall (TX) 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Herseth Sandlin 

Higgins 
Hinchey 
Hirono 
Hobson 
Hodes 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hooley 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones (OH) 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Keller 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kind 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Knollenberg 
Kucinich 
Kuhl (NY) 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lynch 
Mahoney (FL) 
Maloney (NY) 
Manzullo 
Markey 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum (MN) 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McIntyre 
McNerney 
McNulty 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Michaud 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murtha 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Norton 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Pallone 

Pascrell 
Pastor 
Payne 
Perlmutter 
Petri 
Platts 
Pomeroy 
Price (NC) 
Pryce (OH) 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Regula 
Reyes 
Rodriguez 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Shays 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shuler 
Simpson 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Space 
Spratt 
Stupak 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 
Towns 
Turner 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walsh (NY) 
Walz (MN) 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch (VT) 
Wexler 
Whitfield 
Wicker 
Wilson (OH) 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Wynn 
Yarmuth 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—27 

Becerra 
Bordallo 
Clarke 
Clay 
Coble 
Crenshaw 
Davis, Jo Ann 
Delahunt 
Faleomavaega 

Fortuño 
Goode 
Hastert 
Hayes 
Hinojosa 
Hunter 
Jindal 
Johnson, Sam 
Kilpatrick 

Klein (FL) 
LaHood 
Lantos 
Paul 
Saxton 
Skelton 
Stark 
Tancredo 
Young (AK) 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE CHAIRMAN 

The CHAIRMAN (during the vote). 
Members are advised 1 minute remains. 

b 0035 

So the amendment was rejected. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
AMENDMENT NO. 6 OFFERED BY MR. WALBERG 

The CHAIRMAN. The unfinished 
business is the demand for a recorded 
vote on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Michigan (Mr. 
WALBERG) on which further pro-
ceedings were postponed and on which 
the noes prevailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The CHAIRMAN. A recorded vote has 
been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The CHAIRMAN. This will be a 2- 

minute vote. Members are encouraged 
to remain on the floor for this series of 
2-minute votes. 

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 126, noes 284, 
not voting 27, as follows: 

[Roll No. 841] 

AYES—126 

Akin 
Alexander 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Baker 
Barrett (SC) 
Bartlett (MD) 
Barton (TX) 
Bilbray 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Bono 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Broun (GA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Burton (IN) 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp (MI) 
Campbell (CA) 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Carter 
Chabot 
Conaway 
Cubin 
Culberson 
Davis (KY) 
Davis, David 
Deal (GA) 
Doolittle 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Feeney 
Flake 
Fossella 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 

Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gillmor 
Gingrey 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Granger 
Graves 
Hall (TX) 
Hastings (WA) 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Hoekstra 
Inglis (SC) 
Issa 
Johnson (IL) 
Jones (NC) 
Jordan 
Keller 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kline (MN) 
Knollenberg 
Kuhl (NY) 
Lamborn 
Latham 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Mack 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul (TX) 
McCotter 
McHenry 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Mica 

Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 
Musgrave 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Pearce 
Pence 
Peterson (PA) 
Petri 
Pitts 
Poe 
Price (GA) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Reynolds 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Roskam 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 
Sali 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shuster 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (TX) 
Stearns 
Sullivan 
Thornberry 
Upton 
Walberg 
Weldon (FL) 
Weller 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Wicker 
Wilson (SC) 

NOES—284 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Aderholt 
Allen 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 

Baca 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bean 
Berkley 
Berman 

Berry 
Biggert 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Bishop (UT) 
Blumenauer 

Bonner 
Boozman 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boyd (FL) 
Boyda (KS) 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown, Corrine 
Burgess 
Butterfield 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson 
Castle 
Castor 
Chandler 
Christensen 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Cole (OK) 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis, Lincoln 
Davis, Tom 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
DeLauro 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly 
Doyle 
Drake 
Edwards 
Ehlers 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emanuel 
Emerson 
Engel 
English (PA) 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Everett 
Fallin 
Farr 
Fattah 
Ferguson 
Filner 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Frank (MA) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gerlach 
Giffords 
Gilchrest 
Gillibrand 
Gonzalez 
Gordon 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 

Hill 
Hinchey 
Hirono 
Hobson 
Hodes 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hooley 
Hoyer 
Hulshof 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones (OH) 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kind 
Kirk 
Kucinich 
Lampson 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
LaTourette 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Lynch 
Mahoney (FL) 
Maloney (NY) 
Markey 
Marshall 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum (MN) 
McCrery 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McNerney 
McNulty 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Michaud 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (KS) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Murtha 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Norton 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor 
Payne 
Perlmutter 
Peterson (MN) 

Pickering 
Platts 
Pomeroy 
Porter 
Price (NC) 
Pryce (OH) 
Rahall 
Ramstad 
Rangel 
Reichert 
Renzi 
Reyes 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (AL) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schmidt 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Shays 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Shuler 
Simpson 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Souder 
Space 
Spratt 
Stupak 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor 
Terry 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Towns 
Turner 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walden (OR) 
Walsh (NY) 
Walz (MN) 
Wamp 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch (VT) 
Wexler 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (OH) 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Wynn 
Yarmuth 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—27 

Becerra 
Bordallo 
Clarke 
Clay 

Coble 
Crenshaw 
Davis, Jo Ann 
Delahunt 

Faleomavaega 
Fortuño 
Goode 
Hastert 
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Hayes 
Hinojosa 
Hunter 
Jindal 
Johnson, Sam 

Kilpatrick 
Klein (FL) 
LaHood 
Lantos 
Paul 

Saxton 
Skelton 
Stark 
Tancredo 
Young (AK) 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE CHAIRMAN 

The CHAIRMAN (during the vote). 
Members are advised 1 minute remains. 

b 0039 

So the amendment was rejected. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
AMENDMENT NO. 18 OFFERED BY MR. CAMPBELL 

OF CALIFORNIA 

The CHAIRMAN. The unfinished 
business is the demand for a recorded 
vote on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from California (Mr. CAMP-
BELL) on which further proceedings 
were postponed and on which the noes 
prevailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The CHAIRMAN. A recorded vote has 
been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The CHAIRMAN. This will be a 2- 

minute vote. Members are encouraged 
to remain on the floor for this series of 
2-minute votes. 

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 91, noes 317, 
not voting 29, as follows: 

[Roll No. 842] 

AYES—91 

Akin 
Bachmann 
Barrett (SC) 
Barton (TX) 
Bilbray 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Broun (GA) 
Buchanan 
Burton (IN) 
Buyer 
Campbell (CA) 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Carter 
Castle 
Chabot 
Cole (OK) 
Conaway 
Cooper 
Davis, David 
Davis, Tom 
Deal (GA) 
Duncan 
Ehlers 
Fallin 
Feeney 
Flake 
Forbes 
Fossella 
Foxx 

Franks (AZ) 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gingrey 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Granger 
Graves 
Hall (TX) 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Hoekstra 
Inglis (SC) 
Johnson (IL) 
Keller 
King (IA) 
Kingston 
Kline (MN) 
Lamborn 
Linder 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Mack 
Marchant 
McCarthy (CA) 
McHenry 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Musgrave 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 

Pearce 
Pence 
Petri 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe 
Price (GA) 
Putnam 
Ramstad 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Roskam 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 
Sali 
Schmidt 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shays 
Shimkus 
Smith (NE) 
Souder 
Sullivan 
Terry 
Thornberry 
Walberg 
Weldon (FL) 
Westmoreland 
Wilson (SC) 

NOES—317 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Aderholt 
Alexander 
Allen 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Bachus 
Baird 
Baker 

Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bartlett (MD) 
Bean 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 

Blunt 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Bono 
Boozman 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boustany 
Boyd (FL) 
Boyda (KS) 
Brady (PA) 

Brady (TX) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Burgess 
Butterfield 
Calvert 
Camp (MI) 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson 
Castor 
Chandler 
Christensen 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Conyers 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crowley 
Cubin 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (KY) 
Davis, Lincoln 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
DeLauro 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly 
Doolittle 
Doyle 
Drake 
Dreier 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emanuel 
Emerson 
Engel 
English (PA) 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Everett 
Farr 
Fattah 
Ferguson 
Filner 
Fortenberry 
Frank (MA) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 
Gerlach 
Giffords 
Gilchrest 
Gillibrand 
Gillmor 
Gonzalez 
Gordon 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Herger 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Hinchey 
Hirono 
Hobson 
Hodes 
Holden 
Holt 

Honda 
Hooley 
Hoyer 
Hulshof 
Inslee 
Israel 
Issa 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones (NC) 
Jones (OH) 
Jordan 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kind 
King (NY) 
Kirk 
Knollenberg 
Kucinich 
Kuhl (NY) 
Lampson 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Lynch 
Mahoney (FL) 
Maloney (NY) 
Manzullo 
Markey 
Marshall 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCaul (TX) 
McCollum (MN) 
McCotter 
McCrery 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
McNulty 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Michaud 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, Gary 
Miller, George 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (KS) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Murtha 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Norton 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor 
Payne 

Perlmutter 
Peterson (MN) 
Peterson (PA) 
Pickering 
Pomeroy 
Porter 
Price (NC) 
Pryce (OH) 
Radanovich 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Renzi 
Reyes 
Reynolds 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Space 
Spratt 
Stearns 
Stupak 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Towns 
Turner 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walden (OR) 
Walsh (NY) 
Walz (MN) 
Wamp 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch (VT) 
Weller 
Wexler 
Whitfield 
Wicker 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (OH) 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Wynn 
Yarmuth 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—29 

Becerra 
Bordallo 
Clarke 
Clay 
Coble 
Crenshaw 
Davis, Jo Ann 
Delahunt 
Faleomavaega 
Fortuño 

Goode 
Hastert 
Hayes 
Hinojosa 
Hunter 
Jindal 
Johnson, Sam 
Kilpatrick 
Klein (FL) 
LaHood 

Lantos 
Paul 
Ruppersberger 
Saxton 
Skelton 
Stark 
Tancredo 
Waters 
Young (AK) 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE CHAIRMAN 

The CHAIRMAN (during the vote). 
Members are advised 1 minute remains. 

b 0042 

So the amendment was rejected. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. FLAKE 

The CHAIRMAN. The unfinished 
business is the demand for a recorded 
vote on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Arizona (Mr. FLAKE) 
regarding Doyle Center on which fur-
ther proceedings were postponed and 
on which the noes prevailed by voice 
vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The CHAIRMAN. A recorded vote has 
been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The CHAIRMAN. This will be a 2- 

minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 98, noes 312, 
not voting 27, as follows: 

[Roll No. 843] 

AYES—98 

Akin 
Bachmann 
Barrett (SC) 
Biggert 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Broun (GA) 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Camp (MI) 
Campbell (CA) 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Carter 
Castle 
Chabot 
Conaway 
Cooper 
Cubin 
Davis, David 
Deal (GA) 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Ehlers 
Fallin 
Feeney 
Flake 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Fossella 

Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gingrey 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Granger 
Graves 
Hall (TX) 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Hoekstra 
Hulshof 
Inglis (SC) 
Issa 
Johnson (IL) 
Jordan 
Keller 
King (IA) 
Kirk 
Kline (MN) 
Lamborn 
Linder 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Mack 
Marchant 
McCarthy (CA) 
McHenry 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Musgrave 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 

Nunes 
Pearce 
Pence 
Petri 
Poe 
Price (GA) 
Pryce (OH) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Ramstad 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Roskam 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 
Sali 
Schmidt 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shimkus 
Smith (NE) 
Souder 
Stearns 
Sullivan 
Terry 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Walberg 
Walden (OR) 
Westmoreland 
Wilson (SC) 

NOES—312 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Aderholt 
Alexander 
Allen 

Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Bachus 

Baird 
Baker 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bartlett (MD) 
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Barton (TX) 
Bean 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Bilbray 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Bono 
Boozman 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boustany 
Boyd (FL) 
Boyda (KS) 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Butterfield 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson 
Castor 
Chandler 
Christensen 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Cole (OK) 
Conyers 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (KY) 
Davis, Lincoln 
Davis, Tom 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
DeLauro 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly 
Doolittle 
Doyle 
Drake 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emanuel 
Emerson 
Engel 
English (PA) 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Everett 
Farr 
Fattah 
Ferguson 
Filner 
Frank (MA) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 
Gerlach 
Giffords 
Gilchrest 
Gillibrand 
Gillmor 
Gonzalez 
Gordon 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 

Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Herger 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Hinchey 
Hirono 
Hobson 
Hodes 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hooley 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones (NC) 
Jones (OH) 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kind 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Knollenberg 
Kucinich 
Kuhl (NY) 
Lampson 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Lynch 
Mahoney (FL) 
Maloney (NY) 
Manzullo 
Markey 
Marshall 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCaul (TX) 
McCollum (MN) 
McCotter 
McCrery 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
McNulty 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Michaud 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, Gary 
Miller, George 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (KS) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy, Patrick 

Murphy, Tim 
Murtha 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Norton 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor 
Payne 
Perlmutter 
Peterson (MN) 
Peterson (PA) 
Pickering 
Pitts 
Platts 
Pomeroy 
Porter 
Price (NC) 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Renzi 
Reyes 
Reynolds 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Shays 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Space 
Spratt 
Stupak 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tiahrt 
Tierney 
Towns 
Turner 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walsh (NY) 
Walz (MN) 
Wamp 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch (VT) 

Weldon (FL) 
Weller 
Wexler 
Whitfield 
Wicker 

Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (OH) 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wu 

Wynn 
Yarmuth 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—27 

Becerra 
Bordallo 
Clarke 
Clay 
Coble 
Crenshaw 
Davis, Jo Ann 
Delahunt 
Faleomavaega 

Fortuño 
Goode 
Hastert 
Hayes 
Hinojosa 
Hunter 
Jindal 
Johnson, Sam 
Kilpatrick 

Klein (FL) 
LaHood 
Lantos 
Paul 
Saxton 
Skelton 
Stark 
Tancredo 
Young (AK) 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE CHAIRMAN 

The CHAIRMAN (during the vote). 
Members are advised 1 minute remains. 

b 0045 

Mr. ALTMIRE changed his vote from 
‘‘aye’’ to ‘‘no.’’ 

So the amendment was rejected. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. FLAKE 

The CHAIRMAN. The unfinished 
business is the demand for a recorded 
vote on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Arizona (Mr. FLAKE) 
regarding Lewis Center on which fur-
ther proceedings were postponed and 
on which the noes prevailed by voice 
vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The CHAIRMAN. A recorded vote has 
been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The CHAIRMAN. This will be a 2- 

minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 57, noes 353, 
not voting 27, as follows: 

[Roll No. 844] 

AYES—57 

Bachmann 
Barrett (SC) 
Blackburn 
Blumenauer 
Broun (GA) 
Burton (IN) 
Campbell (CA) 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Chabot 
Conaway 
Cooper 
Davis, David 
Deal (GA) 
Feeney 
Flake 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 

Garrett (NJ) 
Gingrey 
Graves 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Hoekstra 
Hulshof 
Inglis (SC) 
Issa 
Jordan 
King (IA) 
Kline (MN) 
Lamborn 
Linder 
McCarthy (CA) 
Musgrave 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Pence 

Petri 
Poe 
Price (GA) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 
Sali 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shimkus 
Smith (NE) 
Sullivan 
Terry 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Walberg 
Westmoreland 

NOES—353 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Allen 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Bachus 
Baird 
Baker 

Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bartlett (MD) 
Barton (TX) 
Bean 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 

Bishop (UT) 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Bono 
Boozman 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boustany 
Boyd (FL) 
Boyda (KS) 
Brady (PA) 

Brady (TX) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Butterfield 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp (MI) 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson 
Carter 
Castle 
Castor 
Chandler 
Christensen 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Cole (OK) 
Conyers 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crowley 
Cubin 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (KY) 
Davis, Lincoln 
Davis, Tom 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
DeLauro 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly 
Doolittle 
Doyle 
Drake 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Edwards 
Ehlers 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emanuel 
Emerson 
Engel 
English (PA) 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Everett 
Fallin 
Farr 
Fattah 
Ferguson 
Filner 
Forbes 
Fossella 
Frank (MA) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 
Gerlach 
Giffords 
Gilchrest 
Gillibrand 
Gillmor 
Gohmert 
Gonzalez 
Goodlatte 
Gordon 
Granger 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hall (TX) 

Hare 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Herger 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Hinchey 
Hirono 
Hobson 
Hodes 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hooley 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones (NC) 
Jones (OH) 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Keller 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kind 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Knollenberg 
Kucinich 
Kuhl (NY) 
Lampson 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Lynch 
Mack 
Mahoney (FL) 
Maloney (NY) 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
Markey 
Marshall 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCaul (TX) 
McCollum (MN) 
McCotter 
McCrery 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHenry 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
McNulty 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Mica 
Michaud 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, Gary 
Miller, George 
Mitchell 

Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (KS) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Murtha 
Myrick 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Norton 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor 
Payne 
Pearce 
Perlmutter 
Peterson (MN) 
Peterson (PA) 
Pickering 
Pitts 
Platts 
Pomeroy 
Porter 
Price (NC) 
Pryce (OH) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Rahall 
Ramstad 
Rangel 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Renzi 
Reyes 
Reynolds 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schmidt 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Shays 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Souder 
Space 
Spratt 
Stearns 
Stupak 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tiahrt 
Tierney 
Towns 
Turner 
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Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walden (OR) 
Walsh (NY) 
Walz (MN) 
Wamp 

Wasserman 
Schultz 

Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch (VT) 
Weldon (FL) 
Weller 
Wexler 

Whitfield 
Wicker 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (OH) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Wynn 
Yarmuth 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—27 

Becerra 
Bordallo 
Clarke 
Clay 
Coble 
Crenshaw 
Davis, Jo Ann 
Delahunt 
Faleomavaega 

Fortuño 
Goode 
Hastert 
Hayes 
Hinojosa 
Hunter 
Jindal 
Johnson, Sam 
Kilpatrick 

Klein (FL) 
LaHood 
Lantos 
Paul 
Saxton 
Skelton 
Stark 
Tancredo 
Young (AK) 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE CHAIRMAN 

The CHAIRMAN (during the vote). 
One minute remains on this vote. 

b 0050 

So the amendment was rejected. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. FLAKE 

The CHAIRMAN. The unfinished 
business is the demand for a recorded 
vote on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Arizona (Mr. FLAKE) 
regarding National Drug Intelligence 
Center on which further proceedings 
were postponed and on which the noes 
prevailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The CHAIRMAN. A recorded vote has 
been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The CHAIRMAN. This will be a 2- 

minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 109, noes 301, 
not voting 27, as follows: 

[Roll No. 845] 

AYES—109 

Akin 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Barrett (SC) 
Barton (TX) 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Brady (TX) 
Broun (GA) 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Campbell (CA) 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Carter 
Castle 
Chabot 
Cole (OK) 
Conaway 
Cooper 
Cubin 
Davis, David 
Deal (GA) 

Drake 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Ehlers 
Fallin 
Feeney 
Flake 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Fossella 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gillmor 
Gingrey 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Granger 
Graves 
Hastings (WA) 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Hoekstra 
Hulshof 
Inglis (SC) 
Issa 
Johnson (IL) 
Jordan 
Keller 
King (IA) 

Kline (MN) 
Lamborn 
Linder 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Mack 
Marchant 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul (TX) 
McHenry 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Musgrave 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Pearce 
Pence 
Petri 
Pitts 
Poe 
Price (GA) 
Putnam 
Ramstad 
Reichert 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Roskam 
Royce 

Ryan (WI) 
Sali 
Schmidt 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shays 

Shimkus 
Smith (NE) 
Stearns 
Sullivan 
Terry 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 

Walberg 
Walden (OR) 
Westmoreland 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (SC) 

NOES—301 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Aderholt 
Alexander 
Allen 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Baird 
Baker 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bartlett (MD) 
Bean 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Bonner 
Bono 
Boozman 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boustany 
Boyd (FL) 
Boyda (KS) 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Butterfield 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp (MI) 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson 
Castor 
Chandler 
Christensen 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Conyers 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (KY) 
Davis, Lincoln 
Davis, Tom 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
DeLauro 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly 
Doolittle 
Doyle 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emanuel 
Emerson 
Engel 
English (PA) 
Eshoo 

Etheridge 
Everett 
Farr 
Fattah 
Ferguson 
Filner 
Frank (MA) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 
Gerlach 
Giffords 
Gilchrest 
Gillibrand 
Gonzalez 
Gordon 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hall (TX) 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Hinchey 
Hirono 
Hobson 
Hodes 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hooley 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones (NC) 
Jones (OH) 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kind 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Knollenberg 
Kucinich 
Kuhl (NY) 
Lampson 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Lynch 
Mahoney (FL) 
Maloney (NY) 
Manzullo 
Markey 
Marshall 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum (MN) 
McCotter 

McCrery 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McNerney 
McNulty 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Michaud 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, Gary 
Miller, George 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (KS) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Murtha 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Norton 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor 
Payne 
Perlmutter 
Peterson (MN) 
Peterson (PA) 
Pickering 
Platts 
Pomeroy 
Porter 
Price (NC) 
Pryce (OH) 
Radanovich 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Renzi 
Reyes 
Reynolds 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 

Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Souder 
Space 
Spratt 
Stupak 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tiahrt 
Tierney 
Towns 

Turner 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walsh (NY) 
Walz (MN) 
Wamp 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 

Weiner 
Welch (VT) 
Weldon (FL) 
Weller 
Wexler 
Whitfield 
Wicker 
Wilson (OH) 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Wynn 
Yarmuth 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—27 

Becerra 
Bordallo 
Clarke 
Clay 
Coble 
Crenshaw 
Davis, Jo Ann 
Delahunt 
Faleomavaega 

Fortuño 
Goode 
Hastert 
Hayes 
Hinojosa 
Hunter 
Jindal 
Johnson, Sam 
Kilpatrick 

Klein (FL) 
LaHood 
Lantos 
Paul 
Saxton 
Skelton 
Stark 
Tancredo 
Young (AK) 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE CHAIRMAN 

The CHAIRMAN (during the vote). 
One minute remains on this vote. 

b 0054 

Mrs. MCMORRIS RODGERS changed 
her vote from ‘‘no’’ to ‘‘aye.’’ 

So the amendment was rejected. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Department 

of Defense Appropriations Act, 2008’’. 

The CHAIRMAN. There being no fur-
ther amendments, the Committee rises. 

Accordingly, the Committee rose; 
and the Speaker pro tempore (Mr. 
TIERNEY) having assumed the chair, 
Mr. ROSS, Chairman of the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, reported that that Committee, 
having had under consideration the bill 
(H.R. 3222) making appropriations for 
the Department of Defense for the fis-
cal year ending September 30, 2008, and 
for other purposes, pursuant to the pre-
vious order of the House by unanimous 
consent, he reported the bill back to 
the House with sundry amendments 
adopted by the Committee of the 
Whole. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the rule, the previous question is or-
dered. 

Is a separate vote demanded on any 
amendment reported from the Com-
mittee of the Whole? If not, the Chair 
will put them en gros. 

The amendments were agreed to. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read the third time and was read 
the third time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the passage of the bill. 

Pursuant to clause 10 of rule XX, the 
yeas and nays are ordered. 

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 395, nays 13, 
not voting 24, as follows: 
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[Roll No. 846] 

YEAS—395 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Allen 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Baird 
Baker 
Barrett (SC) 
Barrow 
Bartlett (MD) 
Barton (TX) 
Bean 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Bono 
Boozman 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boustany 
Boyd (FL) 
Boyda (KS) 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Braley (IA) 
Broun (GA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Butterfield 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp (MI) 
Campbell (CA) 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson 
Carter 
Castle 
Castor 
Chabot 
Chandler 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 

Cole (OK) 
Conaway 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crowley 
Cubin 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (KY) 
Davis, David 
Davis, Lincoln 
Davis, Tom 
Deal (GA) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
DeLauro 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly 
Doolittle 
Doyle 
Drake 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Edwards 
Ellsworth 
Emanuel 
Emerson 
Engel 
English (PA) 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Everett 
Fallin 
Farr 
Fattah 
Feeney 
Ferguson 
Flake 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Fossella 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Giffords 
Gilchrest 
Gillibrand 
Gillmor 
Gingrey 
Gohmert 
Gonzalez 
Goodlatte 
Gordon 
Granger 
Graves 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 

Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hall (TX) 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Hinchey 
Hirono 
Hobson 
Hodes 
Hoekstra 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hooley 
Hoyer 
Hulshof 
Inglis (SC) 
Inslee 
Israel 
Issa 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones (NC) 
Jones (OH) 
Jordan 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Keller 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Kline (MN) 
Knollenberg 
Kuhl (NY) 
Lamborn 
Lampson 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Lynch 

Mack 
Mahoney (FL) 
Maloney (NY) 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
Markey 
Marshall 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCaul (TX) 
McCollum (MN) 
McCotter 
McCrery 
McGovern 
McHenry 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
McNulty 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Mica 
Michaud 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, Gary 
Miller, George 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (KS) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Murtha 
Musgrave 
Myrick 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor 
Pearce 
Pence 
Perlmutter 

Peterson (MN) 
Peterson (PA) 
Petri 
Pickering 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe 
Pomeroy 
Porter 
Price (GA) 
Price (NC) 
Pryce (OH) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Rahall 
Ramstad 
Rangel 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Renzi 
Reyes 
Reynolds 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Royce 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Ryan (WI) 
Salazar 
Sali 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schmidt 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sessions 
Sestak 
Shadegg 
Shays 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Shuler 
Shuster 

Simpson 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Souder 
Space 
Spratt 
Stearns 
Stupak 
Sullivan 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor 
Terry 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Towns 
Turner 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Visclosky 
Walberg 
Walden (OR) 
Walsh (NY) 
Walz (MN) 
Wamp 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch (VT) 
Weldon (FL) 
Weller 
Westmoreland 
Wexler 
Whitfield 
Wicker 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (OH) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wolf 
Wu 
Wynn 
Yarmuth 
Young (FL) 

NAYS—13 

Baldwin 
Blumenauer 
Ehlers 
Ellison 
Filner 

Frank (MA) 
Kucinich 
Lee 
Lewis (GA) 
McDermott 

Payne 
Velázquez 
Woolsey 

NOT VOTING—24 

Becerra 
Clarke 
Clay 
Coble 
Crenshaw 
Davis, Jo Ann 

Delahunt 
Goode 
Hastert 
Hayes 
Hinojosa 
Hunter 

Jindal 
Johnson, Sam 
Kilpatrick 
Klein (FL) 
LaHood 
Lantos 

Paul 
Saxton 

Skelton 
Stark 

Tancredo 
Young (AK) 

b 0111 

So the bill was passed. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

Ms. KILPATRICK. Mr. Speaker, due to offi-
cial leave of absence for business in the 13th 
Congressional District of Michigan, I was un-
fortunately unable to vote on several resolu-
tions on final passage. Had I been present, I 
would have voted ‘‘aye’’ on final passage of 
H.R. 2276, the Renewable Energy and Energy 
Conservation Tax Act, and ‘‘aye’’ on final pas-
sage of H.R. 3222, Defense Appropriations for 
FY 2008. 

f 

REVISIONS TO ALLOCATIONS FOR 
HOUSE COMMITTEES 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from South Carolina (Mr. 
SPRATT) is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. SPRATT. Madam Speaker, Under sec-
tion 308(b)(1) of S. Con. Res. 21, the Concur-
rent Resolution on the Budget for Fiscal Year 
2008, I hereby submit for printing in the CON-
GRESSIONAL RECORD a revision to the budget 
allocations and aggregates for certain House 
committees for fiscal years 2007, 2008, and 
the period of 2008 through 2012. This revision 
represents an adjustment to certain House 
committee budget allocations and aggregates 
for the purposes of sections 302 and 311 of 
the Congressional Budget Act of 1974, as 
amended, and in response to the bills made in 
order by the Committee on Rules, H.R. 2776, 
the Renewable Energy and Energy Conserva-
tion Tax Act of 2007 and H.R. 3221, the New 
Direction for Energy Independence, National 
Security, and Consumer Protection Act. Cor-
responding tables are attached. 

Under section 211 of S. Con. Res. 21, this 
adjustment to the budget allocations and ag-
gregates applies while the measures are 
under consideration. The adjustments will take 
effect upon enactment of the measures. For 
purposes of the Congressional Budget Act of 
1974, as amended, a revised allocation made 
under section 211 of S. Con. Res. 21 is to be 
considered as an allocation included in the 
resolution. 

DIRECT SPENDING LEGISLATION—AUTHORIZING COMMITTEE 302(a) ALLOCATIONS FOR RESOLUTION CHANGES 
[Fiscal Years, in millions of dollars] 

2007 2008 2008–2012 Total 

BA Outlays BA Outlays BA Outlays 

House Committee 
Current allocation: 

Agriculture ...................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Energy and Commerce ................................................................................................................................................................................................... ¥1 ¥1 134 132 89 87 
Natural Resources .......................................................................................................................................................................................................... 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Ways and Means ............................................................................................................................................................................................................ 0 0 ¥38 ¥38 ¥98 ¥98 

Change for New Direction for Energy Independence, National Security, and Consumer Protection Act (H.R. 3221) and Renewable Energy and Energy Conservation Tax Act (H.R. 2776): 
Agriculture ...................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 0 0 266 138 2,175 1,554 
Energy and Commerce ................................................................................................................................................................................................... 0 0 376 243 1,681 1,624 
Natural Resources .......................................................................................................................................................................................................... 0 0 ¥781 ¥787 3,168 ¥3,179 
Ways and Means ............................................................................................................................................................................................................ 0 0 169 169 876 876 

Total ...................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 0 0 30 ¥237 1,564 875 
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DIRECT SPENDING LEGISLATION—AUTHORIZING COMMITTEE 302(a) ALLOCATIONS FOR RESOLUTION CHANGES—Continued 

[Fiscal Years, in millions of dollars] 

2007 2008 2008–2012 Total 

BA Outlays BA Outlays BA Outlays 

Revised allocation: 
Agriculture ...................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 0 0 266 138 2,175 1,554 
Energy and Commerce ................................................................................................................................................................................................... ¥1 ¥1 510 375 1,770 1,711 
Natural Resources .......................................................................................................................................................................................................... 0 0 ¥781 ¥787 ¥3,168 ¥3,179 
Ways and Means ............................................................................................................................................................................................................ 0 0 131 131 778 778 

BUDGET AGGREGATES 
[On-budget amounts, in millions of dollars] 

Fiscal year 
2007 

Fiscal year 
2008 1 

Fiscal years 
2008–2012 

Current Aggregates:2 
Budget Authority ........................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 2,255,570 2,350,357 3 
Outlays .......................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 2,268,649 2,353,992 3 
Revenues ....................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 1,900,340 2,015,841 11,137,671 

Change for New Direction for Energy Independence, National Security, and Consumer Protection Act (H.R. 3221) and Renewable Energy and Energy Conservation Tax Act (H.R. 2776): 
Budget Authority ........................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 0 30 3 
Outlays .......................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 0 ¥237 3 
Revenues ....................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 0 191 1,750 

Revised Aggregates: 
Budget Authority ........................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 2,255,570 2,350,387 3 
Outlays .......................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 2,268,649 2,353,755 3 
Revenues ....................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 1,900,340 2,016,032 11,139,421 

1 Pending action by the House Appropriations Committee on spending covered by section 207(d)(1 )(E) (overseas deployments and related activities), resolution assumptions are not included in the current aggregates. 
2 Excludes emergency amounts exempt from enforcement in the budget resolution. 
3 n.a. = Not applicable because annual appropriations Acts for fiscal years 2009 through 2012 will not be considered until future sessions of Congress. 

APPOINTMENT OF HON. STENY H. 
HOYER AND HON. CHRIS VAN 
HOLLEN TO ACT AS SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE TO SIGN EN-
ROLLED BILLS AND JOINT RESO-
LUTIONS THROUGH SEPTEMBER 
4, 2007 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Speaker: 

WASHINGTON, DC, AUGUST 4, 2007. 
I hereby appoint the Honorable STENY H. 

HOYER and the Honorable CHRIS VAN HOLLEN 
to act as Speaker pro tempore to sign en-
rolled bills and joint resolutions through 
September 4, 2007. 

NANCY PELOSI, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, the appointment is ap-
proved. 

There was no objection. 
f 

DISPENSING WITH CALENDAR 
WEDNESDAY BUSINESS ON 
WEDNESDAY, SEPTEMBER 5, 2007 

Ms. SHEA-PORTER. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent that the busi-
ness in order under the Calendar 
Wednesday rule be dispensed with on 
Wednesday, September 5, 2007. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from New Hampshire? 

There was no objection. 
f 

HOUSE BILLS AND JOINT RESOLU-
TIONS APPROVED BY THE PRESI-
DENT 

The President notified the Clerk of 
the House that on the following dates, 
he had approved and signed bills and 
joint resolutions of the following titles: 

February 2, 2007 
H.R. 475. An act to revise the composition 

of the House of Representatives Page Board 

to equalize the number of members rep-
resenting the majority and minority parties 
and to include a member representing the 
parents of pages and a member representing 
former pages, and for other purposes. 

February 8, 2007 
H.R. 188. An act to provide a new effective 

date for the applicability of certain provi-
sions of law to Public Law 105–331. 

February 15, 2007 
H.R. 434. An act to provide for an addi-

tional temporary extension of programs 
under the Small Business Act and the Small 
Business Investment Act of 1958 through 
July 31, 2007, and for other purposes. 

H.J. Res. 20. An act making further con-
tinuing appropriations for the fiscal year 
2007, and for other purposes. 

February 26, 2007 
H.R. 742. An act to amend the Antitrust 

Modernization Commission Act of 2002, to ex-
tend the term of the Antitrust Moderniza-
tion Commission and to make a technical 
correction. 

March 7. 2007 
H.R. 49. An act to designate the facility of 

the United States Postal Service located at 
1300 North Frontage Road West in Vail, Colo-
rado, as the ‘‘Gerald R. Ford, Jr. Post Office 
Building’’. 

H.R. 335. An act to designate the facility of 
the United States Postal Service located at 
152 North 5th Street in Laramie, Wyoming, 
as the ‘‘Gale W. McGee Post Office’’. 

H.R. 433. An act to designate the facility of 
the United States Postal Service located at 
1700 Main Street in Little Rock, Arkansas, 
as the ‘‘Scipio A. Jones Post Office Build-
ing’’. 

H.R. 514. An act to designate the facility of 
the United States Postal Service located at 
16150 Aviation Loop Drive in Brooksville, 
Florida, as the ‘‘Sergeant Lea Robert Mills 
Brooksville Aviation Branch Post Office’’. 

H.R. 577. An act to designate the facility of 
the United States Postal Service located at 
3903 South Congress Avenue in Austin, 
Texas, as the ‘‘Sergeant Henry Ybarra III 
Post Office Building’’. 

March 15, 2007 
H.R. 521. An act to designate the facility of 

the United States Postal Service located at 
2633 11th Street in Rock Island, Illinois, as 
the ‘‘Lane Evans Post Office Building’’. 

March 21, 2007 
H.R. 342. An act to designate the United 

States courthouse located at 555 Independ-
ence Street in Cape Girardeau, Missouri, as 
the ‘‘Rush Hudson Limbaugh, Sr. United 
States Courthouse’’. 

H.R. 544. An act to designate the United 
States courthouse at South Federal Place in 
Santa Fe, New Mexico, as the ‘‘Santiago E. 
Campos United States Courthouse’’. 

March 23, 2007 
H.R. 584. An act to designate the Federal 

building located at 400 Maryland Avenue 
Southwest in the District of Columbia as the 
‘‘Lyndon Baines Johnson Department of 
Education Building’’. 

March 28, 2007 
H.R. 1129. An act to provide for the con-

struction, operation, and maintenance of an 
arterial road in St. Louis County, Missouri. 

April 20, 2007 
H.R. 1132. An act to amend the Public 

Health Service Act to provide waivers relat-
ing to grants for preventive health measures 
with respect to breast and cervical cancers. 

May 2, 2007 
H.R. 753. An act to redesignate the Federal 

building located at 167 North Main Street in 
Memphis, Tennessee, as the ‘‘Clifford Davis 
and Odell Horton Federal Building’’. 

H.R. 1003. An act to amend the Foreign Af-
fairs Reform and Restructuring Act of 1998 to 
reauthorize the United States Advisory Com-
mission on Public Diplomacy. 

May 3, 2007 
H.R. 137. An act to amend title 18, United 

States Code, to strengthen prohibitions 
against animal fighting, and for other pur-
poses. 

H.R. 727. An Act to amend the Public 
Health Service Act to add requirements re-
garding trauma care, and for other purposes. 

H.R. 1130. An act to amend the Ethics in 
Government Act of 1978 to extend the au-
thority to withhold from public availability 
a financial disclosure report filed by an indi-
vidual who is a judicial officer or judicial 
employee, to the extent necessary to protect 
the safety of that individual or a family 
member of that individual, and for other pur-
poses. 

May 11, 2007 
H.R. 1681. An act to amend the Congres-

sional Charter of The American National 
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Red Cross to modernize its governance struc-
ture, to enhance the ability of the board of 
governors of The American National Red 
Cross to support the critical mission of The 
American National Red Cross in the 21st cen-
tury, and for other purposes. 

May 25, 2007 
H.R. 988. An act to designate the facility of 

the United States Postal Service located at 
5757 Tilton Avenue in Riverside, California, 
as the ‘‘Lieutenant Todd Jason Bryant Post 
Office’’. 

H.R. 2206. An act making emergency sup-
plemental appropriations and additional sup-
plemental appropriations for agricultural 
and other emergency assistance for the fiscal 
year ending September 30, 2007, and for other 
purposes. 

June 1, 2007 
H.R. 414. An act to designate the facility of 

the United States Postal Service located at 
60 Calle McKinley, West in Mayaguez, Puerto 
Rico, as the ‘‘Miguel Angel Garcia Mendez 
Post Office Building’’. 

H.R. 437. An act to designate the facility of 
the United States Postal Service located at 
500 West Eisenhower Street in Rio Grande 
City, Texas, as the ‘‘Lino Perez, Jr. Post Of-
fice’’. 

H.R. 625. An act to designate the facility of 
the United States Postal Service located at 
4230 Maine Avenue in Baldwin Park, Cali-
fornia, as the ‘‘Atanacio Haro-Marin Post Of-
fice’’. 

H.R. 1402. An act to designate the facility 
of the United States Postal Service located 
at 320 South Lecanto Highway in Lecanto, 
Florida, as the ‘‘Sergeant Dennis J. Flana-
gan Lecanto Post Office Building’’. 

H.R. 2080. An act to amend the District of 
Columbia Home Rule Act to conform the 
District charter to revisions made by the 
Council of the District of Columbia relating 
to public education. 

June 15, 2007 
H.R. 1675. An act to suspend the require-

ments of the Department of Housing and 
Urban Development regarding electronic fil-
ing of previous participation certificates and 
regarding filing of such certificates with re-
spect to certain low-income housing inves-
tors. 

June 18, 2007 
H.R. 1676. An act to reauthorize the pro-

gram of the Secretary of Housing and Urban 
Development for loan guarantees for Indian 
housing. 

June 29, 2007 
H.R. 57. An act to repeal certain sections of 

the Act of May 26, 1936, pertaining to the 
Virgin Islands. 

H.R. 692. An act to amend title 4, United 
States Code, to authorize the Governor of a 
State, territory, or possession of the United 
States to order that the National flag be 
flown at half-staff in that State, territory, or 
possession in the event of the death of a 
member of the Armed Forces from that 
State, territory, or possession who dies while 
serving on active duty. 

June 30, 2007 
H.R. 1830. An act to extend the authorities 

of the Andean Trade Preference Act until 
February 29, 2008. 

July 26, 2007 
H.R. 556. An act to ensure national secu-

rity while promoting foreign investment and 
the creation and maintenance of jobs, to re-
form the process by which such investments 
are examined for any effect they may have 
on national security, to establish the Com-
mittee on Foreign Investment in the United 
States, and for other purposes. 

SENATE BILLS AND JOINT RESO-
LUTIONS APPROVED BY THE 
PRESIDENT 

The President notified the Clerk of 
the House that on the following dates, 
he had approved and signed bills and 
joint resolutions of the Senate of the 
following titles: 

January 17, 2007 
S. 159. An act to redesignate the White 

Rocks National Recreation Area in the State 
of Vermont as 1he ‘‘Robert T. Stafford White 
Rocks National Recreation Area’’. 

April 9, 2007 
S. 494. An act to endorse further enlarge-

ment of the North Atlantic Treaty Organiza-
tion (NATO) and to facilitate the timely ad-
mission of new members to NATO, and for 
other purposes. 

April 23, 2007 
S. 1002. An act to amend the Older Ameri-

cans Act of 1965 to reinstate certain provi-
sions relating to the nutrition services in-
centive program. 

May 8, 2007 
S. 521. An act to designate the Federal 

building and United States courthouse and 
customhouse located at 515 West First Street 
in Duluth, Minnesota, as the ‘‘Gerald W. 
Heaney Federal Building and United States 
Courthouse and Customhouse’’. 

June 14, 2007 
S. 214. An act to amend chapter 35 of title 

28, United States Code, to preserve the inde-
pendence of United States attorneys. 

June 15, 2007 
S. 1104. An act to increase the number of 

Iraqi and Afghani translators and inter-
preters who may be admitted to the United 
States as special immigrants, and for other 
purposes. 

June 21, 2007 
S. 676. An act to provide that the Executive 

Director of the Inter-American Development 
Bank or the Alternate Executive Director of 
the Inter-American Development Bank may 
serve on the Board of Directors of the Inter- 
American Foundation. 

S. 1537. An act to authorize the transfer of 
certain funds from the Senate Gift Shop Re-
volving Fund to the Senate Employee Child 
Care Center. 

July 3, 2007 
S. 1352. An act to designate the facility of 

the United States Postal Service located at 
127 East Locust Street in Fairbury, Illinois, 
as the ‘‘Dr. Francis Townsend Post Office 
Building’’. 

S. 1704. An act to temporarily extend the 
programs under the Higher Education Act of 
1965, and for other purposes. 

July 5, 2007 
S. 229. An act to redesignate a Federal 

building in Albuquerque, New Mexico, as the 
‘‘Raymond G. Murphy Department of Vet-
erans Affairs Medical Center’’. 

S. 801. An act to designate a United States 
courthouse located in Fresno, California, as 
the ‘‘Robert E. Coyle United States Court-
house’’. 

July 13, 2007 
S. 277. An act to modify the boundaries of 

Grand Teton National Park to include cer-
tain land within the GT Park Subdivision, 
and for other purposes. 

July 18, 2007 
S. 1701. An act to provide for the extension 

of transitional medical assistance (TMA) and 
the abstinence education program through 
the end of fiscal year 2007, and for other pur-
poses. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted to: 

Mr. HINOJOSA (at the request of Mr. 
HOYER) for today after 3:30 p.m. 

Mr. SAXTON (at the request of Mr. 
BOEHNER) for today on account of fam-
ily obligations. 

f 

SENATE BILL REFERRED 

A bill of the Senate of the following 
title was taken from the Speaker’s 
table and, under the rule, referred as 
follows: 

S. 1896. An act to designate the facility of 
the United States Postal Service located at 
11 Central Street in Hillsborough, New 
Hampshire, as the ‘‘Officer Jeremy Todd 
Charron Post Office’’ to the Committee on 
Oversight and Government Reform. 

f 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 

Ms. Lorraine C. Miller, Clerk of the 
House, reported and found truly en-
rolled bills of the House of the fol-
lowing titles, which were thereupon 
signed by the Speaker: 

H.R. 2863. An act to authorize the Coquille 
Indian Tribe of the State of Oregon to con-
vey land and interests in land owned by the 
Tribe. 

H.R. 2952. An act to authorize the Saginaw 
Chippewa Tribe of Indians of the State of 
Michigan to convey land and interests in 
land owned by the Tribe. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT 

Ms. SHEA-PORTER. Pursuant to 
Senate Concurrent Resolution 43, 110th 
Congress, I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 1 o’clock and 12 minutes 
a.m.), pursuant to Senate Concurrent 
Resolution 43, 110th Congress, the 
House adjourned until Tuesday, Sep-
tember 4, 2007, at 2 p.m. 

f 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 

Under clause 8 of rule XII, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

3068. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of Housing and Urban Development, 
transmitting a copy of proposed legislation 
entitled, ‘‘the Community Development 
Block Grant Reform Act of 2007’’; to the 
Committee on Financial Services. 

3069. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, Department of 
Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Safety Zone; Ferrier 
Picnic, Lake Erie, Fairview, PA. [CGD09-07- 
040] (RIN: 1625-AA00) received August 2, 2007, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture. 

3070. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, Department of 
Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Safety Zone: Law-
rence Beach Club Fireworks, Atlantic Beach, 
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NY. [CGD01-07-075] (RIN: 1625-AA00) received 
August 2, 2007, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

3071. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, Department of 
Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Safety Zone: West-
port PAL Fireworks, Westport, CT. [CGD01- 
07-082] (RIN: 1625-AA00) received August 2, 
2007, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure. 

3072. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, Department of 
Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Safety Zone; Seneca 
River Days, Baldwinsville, NY. [CGD09-07- 
035] (RIN: 1625-AA00) received August 2, 2007, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture. 

3073. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, Department of 
Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Safety Zone: City of 
Syracuse Fireworks, Syracuse Inner Harbor, 
Syracuse, NY. [CGD09-07-038] (RIN: 1625- 
AA00) received August 2, 2007, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

3074. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, Department of 
Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Safety Zone: Sag 
Harbor Fireworks, Havens Beach, Sag Har-
bor, NY. [CGD01-07-060] (RIN: 1625-AA00) re-
ceived August 2, 2007, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

3075. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, Department of 
Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Safety Zone: Salute 
to Veterans Fireworks, West Marina/Jones 
Inlet, Point Lookout, NY. [CGD01-07-061] 
(RIN: 1625-AA00) received August 2, 2007, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture. 

3076. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, Department of 
Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Safety Zone; Cancer 
Center for Kids, Bayville, NY [CGD01-07-074] 
(RIN: 1625-AA00) received August 2, 2007, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture. 

3077. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, Department of 
Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Safety Zone; Port 
Jefferson Fireworks, Long Island Sound, 
Port Jefferson, NY. [CGD01-07-080] (RIN: 1625- 
AA00) received August 2, 2007, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

f 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON 
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 
Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 

committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows: 

Mr. RAHALL: Committee on Natural Re-
sources. H.R. 189. A bill to establish the 
Paterson Great Falls National Park in the 
State of New Jersey; with amendments 
(Rept. 110–310). Referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the State of the Union. 

Mr. RAHALL: Committee on Natural Re-
sources. H.R. 1834. A bill to authorize the na-

tional ocean exploration program and the 
national undersea research program within 
the National Oceanic and Atmospheric Ad-
ministration; with an amendment (Rept. 110– 
311 Pt. 1). Ordered to be printed. 

f 

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of rule XII, public 
bills and resolutions were introduced 
and severally referred, as follows: 

By Mr. BECERRA (for himself, Mr. 
PORTER, Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of 
Florida, Mr. MARIO DIAZ-BALART of 
Florida, Mr. DOOLITTLE, Mr. COSTA, 
Ms. GINNY BROWN-WAITE of Florida, 
Mr. PUTNAM, Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN, and 
Mr. KAGEN): 

H.R. 3452. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to allow a credit with re-
spect to clean renewable water supply bonds; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Ms. VELÁZQUEZ: 
H.R. 3453. A bill to amend title XVIII of the 

Social Security Act to repeal the Medicare 
competitive bidding demonstration project 
for clinical laboratory services; to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce, and in ad-
dition to the Committees on Ways and 
Means, the Judiciary, and Small Business, 
for a period to be subsequently determined 
by the Speaker, in each case for consider-
ation of such provisions as fall within the ju-
risdiction of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. BOUCHER (for himself and Mr. 
GOODLATTE): 

H.R. 3454. A bill to provide for the convey-
ance of a small parcel of National Forest 
System land in the George Washington Na-
tional Forest in Alleghany County, Virginia, 
that contains the cemetery of the Central 
Advent Christian Church and an adjoining 
tract of land located between the cemetery 
and road boundaries; to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

By Mr. LARSON of Connecticut (for 
himself and Mr. MURPHY of Con-
necticut): 

H.R. 3455. A bill to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to provide for a more equitable 
geographic allocation of funds appropriated 
to the Department of Veterans Affairs for 
medical care; to the Committee on Veterans’ 
Affairs. 

By Mr. THOMPSON of California: 
H.R. 3456. A bill to provide a Federal tax 

exemption for forest conservation bonds, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Ms. ZOE LOFGREN of California 
(for herself and Mr. CANTOR): 

H.R. 3457. A bill to require the Secretary of 
the Treasury to enter into an agreement 
with the Free File Alliance to provide for 
electronic filing of individual Federal in-
come tax returns free of charge; to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mrs. CAPITO: 
H.R. 3458. A bill to direct the Secretary of 

Veterans Affairs to carry out a pilot pro-
gram on the provision of traumatic brain in-
jury care in rural areas; to the Committee on 
Veterans’ Affairs. 

By Mr. MARKEY: 
H.R. 3459. A bill to amend the Endangered 

Species Act of 1973 to require the Director of 
the United States Fish and Wildlife Service 
to publish a summary statement of the sci-
entific basis for a decision concerning the 
listing or de-listing of an endangered species 
or the designation of critical habitat, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Natural 
Resources. 

By Mr. HILL: 
H.R. 3460. A bill to amend the National 

Trails System Act to extend the Lewis and 
Clark National Historic Trail; to the Com-
mittee on Natural Resources. 

By Ms. BEAN (for herself, Mr. HILL, 
Ms. BORDALLO, Mr. DONNELLY, Mr. 
ELLSWORTH, Mr. HOLT, Mr. KIND, Ms. 
MOORE of Wisconsin, and Mr. PATRICK 
MURPHY of Pennsylvania): 

H.R. 3461. A bill to establish a public 
awareness campaign regarding Internet safe-
ty; to the Committee on Energy and Com-
merce. 

By Mr. LAMPSON: 
H.R. 3462. A bill to improve the tools avail-

able to prosecute certain violent crimes, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and in addition to the Committee 
on Energy and Commerce, for a period to be 
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in 
each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. HOLT (for himself, Mr. BAIRD, 
Mr. SOUDER, Mr. HINCHEY, Ms. 
MCCOLLUM of Minnesota, Mr. REG-
ULA, and Mrs. CAPPS): 

H.R. 3463. A bill to amend the Elementary 
and Secondary Education Act of 1965 to es-
tablish a partnership between the Depart-
ment of Education and the National Park 
Service to provide educational opportunities 
for students and teachers; to the Committee 
on Education and Labor. 

By Ms. WATERS (for herself, Mr. 
FRANK of Massachusetts, and Mr. 
BERMAN): 

H.R. 3464. A bill to prohibit the importa-
tion of gum arabic from Sudan; to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. UDALL of Colorado: 
H.R. 3465. A bill to promote greater co-

operation with local governments in connec-
tion with environmental analyses of certain 
water projects; to the Committee on Natural 
Resources. 

By Mr. RYAN of Ohio: 
H.R. 3466. A bill to award grants to estab-

lish Advanced Multidisciplinary Computing 
Software Centers, which shall conduct out-
reach, technology transfer, development, and 
utilization programs in specific industries 
and geographic regions for the benefit of 
small and medium-sized manufacturers and 
businesses; to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

By Mr. YARMUTH: 
H.R. 3467. A bill to expand and extend 

counseling and referral programs that mini-
mize recidivism by reintegrating at-risk vet-
erans into meaningful employment; to the 
Committee on Veterans’ Affairs. 

By Mr. BUTTERFIELD (for himself, 
Mr. WATT, Ms. FOXX, Mr. SHULER, Mr. 
PRICE of North Carolina, Mr. MILLER 
of North Carolina, Mr. ETHERIDGE, 
Mr. JONES of North Carolina, and Mr. 
MCINTYRE): 

H.R. 3468. A bill to designate the facility of 
the United States Postal Service located at 
1704 Weeksville Road in Elizabeth City, 
North Carolina, as the ‘‘Dr. Clifford Bell 
Jones, Sr. Post Office’’; to the Committee on 
Oversight and Government Reform. 

By Mr. RUPPERSBERGER: 
H.R. 3469. A bill to assist the Secretary of 

Homeland Security in carrying out surveil-
lance activities conducted at or near the 
international land borders of the United 
States to prevent illegal immigration, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Homeland Security, and in addition to the 
Committee on Armed Services, for a period 
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to be subsequently determined by the Speak-
er, in each case for consideration of such pro-
visions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. BLUNT (for himself, Mr. 
BOEHNER, Ms. FALLIN, Mr. MCCARTHY 
of California, Mr. TERRY, Mr. BARTON 
of Texas, Mr. GOODLATTE, Mr. 
PEARCE, Mr. MICA, Mr. SULLIVAN, 
Mrs. BLACKBURN, Mrs. CAPITO, Mr. 
HALL of Texas, Mr. PETERSON of 
Pennsylvania, Mr. UPTON, Mr. PUT-
NAM, Mr. DAVIS of Kentucky, Mr. 
MCCRERY, Mr. CANTOR, Mr. LEWIS of 
California, Mr. GRAVES, Ms. GRANG-
ER, Mr. MCHENRY, Mr. BURGESS, Mr. 
PENCE, Mr. BILBRAY, Mr. CARTER, Mr. 
GINGREY, Mr. BROUN of Georgia, Mr. 
NEUGEBAUER, Mr. BACHUS, Mrs. 
MYRICK, Ms. PRYCE of Ohio, Mr. 
DENT, Mrs. MUSGRAVE, Mr. DAVID 
DAVIS of Tennessee, Mr. ROGERS of 
Kentucky, Mr. LEWIS of Kentucky, 
Mr. DUNCAN, Mr. DEAL of Georgia, 
Mr. REICHERT, Mr. EVERETT, Mr. 
BONNER, Mr. BOUSTANY, Mrs. DRAKE, 
Mrs. SCHMIDT, Mr. LINDER, Mr. 
CULBERSON, Mr. CAMP of Michigan, 
Mr. AKIN, Mr. WALBERG, Mr. FORBES, 
Mr. MILLER of Florida, Mr. BOOZMAN, 
Mr. KING of New York, Mrs. MILLER 
of Michigan, Mr. WESTMORELAND, Mr. 
SALI, Mr. CAMPBELL of California, 
Ms. FOXX, Mr. PORTER, Mr. MCKEON, 
Mr. ROGERS of Alabama, Mr. PETRI, 
Mr. TANCREDO, Mr. INGLIS of South 
Carolina, Mrs. BIGGERT, Mr. 
HULSHOF, Mr. SMITH of New Jersey, 
Mr. WICKER, Mr. WAMP, Mr. DREIER, 
Mr. ROSKAM, Mr. SMITH of Nebraska, 
Mr. TIAHRT, Mr. WALDEN of Oregon, 
Mr. FEENEY, Mr. PRICE of Georgia, 
Mr. KUHL of New York, Ms. GINNY 
BROWN-WAITE of Florida, Mr. BURTON 
of Indiana, Mr. ROGERS of Michigan, 
Mr. BRADY of Texas, Mr. THORN-
BERRY, Mr. CONAWAY, Mr. MARCHANT, 
Mr. HERGER, Mr. HENSARLING, Mr. 
REHBERG, Mr. SHADEGG, Mr. JORDAN, 
Mr. HELLER, Mr. WOLF, Mr. 
FORTENBERRY, Mr. GILLMOR, Mr. 
LAMBORN, Mr. GOODE, Mr. KIRK, and 
Mr. COLE of Oklahoma): 

H. Res. 622. A resolution providing for the 
correction of the events of August 2, 2007; to 
the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. BOEHNER: 
H. Res. 623. A resolution raising a question 

of the privileges of the House. 
By Mr. HASTINGS of Florida (for him-

self and Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas): 
H. Res. 624. A resolution congratulating 

the State of Israel on chairing a United Na-
tions committee for the first time in history; 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. HINCHEY (for himself, Ms. 
BALDWIN, Mr. CAPUANO, Mr. COHEN, 
Mr. DAVIS of Illinois, Mr. FARR, Mr. 
FILNER, Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. HALL of 
New York, Mr. HONDA, Ms. KAPTUR, 
Mr. KUCINICH, Ms. LEE, Mrs. MALONEY 
of New York, Mr. MORAN of Virginia, 
Mr. PASTOR, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Ms. 
WATSON, Ms. SHEA-PORTER, and Mr. 
ROTHMAN): 

H. Res. 625. A resolution censuring the 
President and Vice President; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HINCHEY (for himself, Ms. 
BALDWIN, Mr. CAPUANO, Mr. COHEN, 
Mr. DAVIS of Illinois, Mr. FARR, Mr. 
FILNER, Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. HALL of 
New York, Mr. HONDA, Ms. KAPTUR, 
Mr. KUCINICH, Ms. LEE, Mrs. MALONEY 

of New York, Mr. MORAN of Virginia, 
Mr. PASTOR, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Ms. 
WATSON, Ms. SHEA-PORTER, and Mr. 
ROTHMAN): 

H. Res. 626. A resolution censuring the 
President and Attorney General; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BILIRAKIS (for himself, Mr. 
SIRES, Mrs. MALONEY of New York, 
Mr. ANDREWS, and Mr. SPACE): 

H. Res. 627. A resolution supporting the re-
moval of Turkish occupation troops from the 
Republic of Cyprus; to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

By Ms. WATERS: 
H. Res. 628. A resolution expressing the 

sense of the House of Representatives that 
the President should take immediate action 
to boycott the Summer Olympic Games of 
2008 in Beijing, China; to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

f 

MEMORIALS 

Under clause 3 of rule XII, 
184. The SPEAKER presented a memorial 

of the Legislature of the State of Michigan, 
relative to Senate Concurrent Resolution 
No. 10 memorializing the Congress of the 
United States to provide funding for the 
Saginaw Bay Coastal Initiative; to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture. 

f 

ADDITIONAL SPONSORS TO PUBLIC 
BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors were 
added to public bills and resolutions as fol-
lows: 

H.R. 82: Mr. MEEK of Florida and Mr. WALZ 
of Minnesota. 

H.R. 160: Mr. FOSSELLA, Mr. MCGOVERN, 
and Mr. ROTHMAN. 

H.R. 289: Mr. WALBERG. 
H.R. 315: Ms. BORDALLO. 
H.R. 346: Mr. CLYBURN, Mr. MACK, Mr. 

HOLDEN, Mr. COSTELLO, Mr. LOEBSACK, Mr. 
TANNER, Mr. BERRY, Mr. RUPPERSBERGER, 
Mr. LARSEN of Washington, Ms. WATERS, Mr. 
BLUMENAUER, Mr. KIND, Mr. LIPINSKI, Mr. 
UDALL of New Mexico, Mr. UDALL of Colo-
rado, Mr. BROUN of Georgia, Mr. MCINTYRE, 
Mrs. MILLER of Michigan, Mr. RYAN of Ohio, 
Mr. JACKSON of Illinois, Mr. GENE GREEN of 
Texas, Mrs. LOWEY, Ms. KAPTUR, Mr. SPRATT, 
Mr. CHABOT, Mr. EMANUEL, Mr. WELDON of 
Florida, Mr. ROSS, Mr. WILSON of South 
Carolina, Ms. SCHWARTZ, Mr. LEWIS of Cali-
fornia, Mr. MITCHELL, Mr. KIRK, and Mr. 
GUTIERREZ. 

H.R. 418: Mr. DOYLE. 
H.R. 611: Mr. PLATTS. 
H.R. 782: Mr. ALLEN. 
H.R. 1004: Mr. PAYNE. 
H.R. 1246: Mr. BAIRD, Mr. ARCURI, Mr. 

SESTAK, Mr. SHERMAN, and Mr. SCHIFF. 
H.R. 1275: Mr. AL GREEN of Texas. 
H.R. 1322: Mr. MCINTYRE. 
H.R. 1363: Ms. SLAUGHTER, Mr. CUMMINGS, 

Mr. RODRIGUEZ, Mr. ISRAEL, and Mr. CLAY. 
H.R. 1376: Mr. RAMSTAD. 
H.R. 1399: Mr. INGLIS of South Carolina, 

Mr. MCCARTHY of California, Mr. MCKEON, 
Mr. REGULA, Mr. PETRI, Mr. BROUN of Geor-
gia, and Mr. LATOURETTE. 

H.R. 1416: Mr. VAN HOLLEN. 
H.R. 1586: Mr. HELLER. 
H.R. 1992: Mr. TIM MURPHY of Pennsyl-

vania. 
H.R. 2035: Mr. WALZ of Minnesota. 
H.R. 2047: Mr. PLATTS. 

H.R. 2447: Mr. STARK. 
H.R. 2470: Ms. MOORE of Wisconsin, Mr. 

JACKSON of Illinois, Mr. ACKERMAN, Mr. 
SMITH of New Jersey, Ms. SOLIS, and Mr. 
GILCHREST. 

H.R. 2490: Ms. GINNY BROWN-WAITE of Flor-
ida. 

H.R. 2517: Ms. NORTON and Mr. POE. 
H.R. 2574: Mr. KIRK. 
H.R. 2606: Mr. BISHOP of Utah and Mrs. 

CHRISTENSEN. 
H.R. 2609: Ms. SUTTON. 
H.R. 2612: Ms. BORDALLO. 
H.R. 2704: Mr. FEENEY. 
H.R. 2784: Mr. BROUN of Georgia. 
H.R. 2787: Mr. CRAMER. 
H.R. 2820: Mr. BOOZMAN and Mr. SNYDER. 
H.R. 2824: Ms. CLARKE and Ms. EDDIE BER-

NICE JOHNSON of Texas. 
H.R. 2833: Mr. LOEBSACK and Ms. SHEA-POR-

TER. 
H.R. 2846: Ms. SUTTON. 
H.R. 2894: Mr. CRAMER. 
H.R. 2910: Mr. ORTIZ and Mr. ELLISON. 
H.R. 2927: Mr. MCHUGH, Mr. RADANOVICH, 

Mr. EDWARDS, Mrs. BOYDA of Kansas, Ms. 
SUTTON, Mr. SIMPSON, Mr. DANIEL E. LUN-
GREN of California, Mrs. MCMORRIS RODGERS, 
Mr. KIND, Mr. MOLLOHAN, Mr. HARE, Mr. 
ROYCE, and Mr. CARNAHAN. 

H.R. 2934: Mr. DONNELLY. 
H.R. 2990: Mr. BLUMENAUER and Mr. CAMP 

of Michigan. 
H.R. 3005: Mr. RUSH and Mrs. LOWEY. 
H.R. 3026: Mr. SNYDER and Mr. ROSKAM. 
H.R. 3099: Mr. HOLDEN, Mr. ALTMIRE, Mr. 

KANJORSKI, Mr. STUPAK, Mr. PATRICK MUR-
PHY of Pennsylvania, Ms. CASTOR, Ms. SUT-
TON, Mr. TAYLOR, Ms. LINDA T. SÁNCHEZ of 
California, Ms. KAPTUR, Ms. SCHWARTZ, and 
Mr. REYNOLDS. 

H.R. 3120: Mr. BOYD of Florida, Ms. CORRINE 
BROWN of Florida, Mr. MILLER of Florida, Mr. 
CRENSHAW, Mr. STEARNS, Mr. MICA, Mr. KEL-
LER, Mr. BILIRAKIS, Mr. YOUNG of Florida, 
Mr. PUTNAM, Mr. BUCHANAN, Mr. WELDON of 
Florida, Mr. FEENEY, and Mr. MARIO DIAZ- 
BALART of Florida. 

H.R. 3132: Mr. SARBANES and Mr. 
RUPPERSBERGER. 

H.R. 3136: Mr. RAMSTAD. 
H.R. 3140: Mr. PETERSON of Minnesota, Mr. 

MELANCON, and Mr. BOOZMAN. 
H.R. 3143: Mrs. MUSGRAVE. 
H.R. 3152: Mr. GERLACH and Mrs. 

MUSGRAVE. 
H.R. 3154: Mrs. MUSGRAVE and Mr. GER-

LACH. 
H.R. 3187: Ms. HOOLEY and Ms. SOLIS. 
H.R. 3226: Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. 
H.R. 3245: Mr. CRAMER. 
H.R. 3253: Mr. HARE. 
H.R. 3298: Mr. GONZALEZ. 
H.R. 3430: Mr. COSTA. 
H.R. 3439: Mr. RUPPERSBERGER. 
H.R. 3442: Mr. HENSARLING, Mr. SHIMKUS, 

and Mr. HOLDEN. 
H. Con. Res. 134: Mr. CLEAVER, Mr. DAVIS of 

Illinois, Mr. RUPPERSBERGER, Mr. RUSH, Ms. 
CARSON, Mr. FATTAH, Ms. KILPATRICK, Ms. 
LEE, Mr. RODRIGUEZ, and Mr. WATT. 

H. Con. Res. 176: Mr. FORTENBERRY. 
H. Con. Res. 193: Mr. BRALEY of Iowa, Mr. 

KENNEDY, Mr. CAPUANO, Mr. HOLT, Mr. 
ETHERIDGE, Mr. GEORGE MILLER of Cali-
fornia, Mr. ISRAEL, Ms. SLAUGHTER, Mr. 
LOEBSACK, Mr. VAN HOLLEN, Mr. BRADY of 
Pennsylvania, and Mr. PALLONE. 

H. Res. 288: Mr. MARSHALL, Mr. GUTIERREZ, 
Mr. HINCHEY, Mr. BURTON of Indiana, Mr. 

BERMAN, and Ms. CARSON. 
H. Res. 333: Mr. COHEN and Ms. JACKSON- 

LEE of Texas. 
H. Res. 589: Mr. ACKERMAN. 
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H. Res. 590: Mr. SHIMKUS. 
H. Res. 604: Mr. ENGLISH of Pennsylvania. 
H. Res. 616: Mrs. LOWEY. 

f 

CONGRESSIONAL EARMARKS, LIM-
ITED TAX BENEFITS, OR LIM-
ITED TARIFF BENEFITS 
Under clause 9 of rule XXI, lists or 

statements on congressional earmarks, 

limited tax benefits, or limited tariff 
benefits were submitted as follows: 

OFFERED BY MR. SILVESTRE REYES 

S. 1927 contains no congressional ear-
marks, limited tax benefits, or limited tariff 
benefits. 

DELETIONS OF SPONSORS FROM 
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 7 of rule XIII, sponsors 
were deleted from public bills and reso-
lution as follows: 

H.R. 380: Ms. BEAN. 

H.R. 1983: Mr. BOYD of Florida. 

H.J. Res. 40: Mr. DONNELLY. 
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EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS 
RECOGNITION OF ARCHIE GREEN 

HON. NANCY PELOSI 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, August 3, 2007 

Ms. PELOSI. Madam Speaker, I rise to pay 
tribute to Archie Green, a distinguished San 
Franciscan and recipient of the Library of Con-
gress’ Living Legend Award. 

Dr. Green has devoted most of his 90 years 
to the study and celebration of people, and to 
the texture and meaning of their lives as ex-
pressed in song, story, custom, belief, ritual, 
and craft. He became a shipwright’s appren-
tice in the Bay Area in the 1930s. After serv-
ing as a carpenter’s mate in the Navy during 
World War II, he returned to San Francisco to 
become involved in veterans’ affairs and to 
work in the building trades for another 15 
years. Along the way he listened and ob-
served and talked with people he met about 
their working lives and traditions. His pas-
sionate interest in workers and their traditions 
sparked an interest in research and writing 
that eventually earned him a Ph.D. in folklore. 
He became a university professor, and wrote 
seminal books and articles about grassroots 
culture and the folk traditions of work. 

Archie Green’s work has stimulated younger 
generations of scholars to become interested 
in ‘‘laborlore’’—a term he coined. In the union 
ranks his writings in newsletters and journals 
have given members a renewed sense of their 
shared heritage. 

Decades ago, believing that the Federal 
Government had a vital role to play in docu-
menting, supporting, revitalizing, and dissemi-
nating America’s grassroots knowledge and 
arts, Dr. Green envisioned a national center 
that would preserve and present American 
folklife. He then spent 10 years walking the 
halls of Congress, explaining to every Senator 
and every Representative, and to their staffs, 
why the folk traditions in their States and dis-
tricts mattered, and why the ordinary citizens 
who carry them on deserved our recognition. 
On January 2, 1976, President Gerald R. Ford 
signed into law the American Folklife Preser-
vation Act, PL 94–201, which had passed 
unanimously by both houses of Congress, and 
established an American Folklife Center at the 
Library of Congress. 

Thirty-one years later, the American Folklife 
Center is going strong. It carries out projects 
and initiatives that document, preserve, and 
share information about the diverse cultural 
traditions of the American people. Its archive, 
now with more than 4 million items, is one of 
the largest in the world. Its Veterans History 
Project—launched in 2000 by an act of Con-
gress—is the largest oral history project in the 
Nation’s history. 

On August 16 and 17, the American Folklife 
Center is sponsoring a symposium on 
laborlore, and Archie Green—the father of 

laborlore in the United States—will take part. 
It is highly fitting that, during the symposium, 
he will be given the Living Legend Award in 
recognition of his work that has raised our 
awareness of how our traditions contribute to 
a larger history. 

I join Dr. James H. Billington and the Library 
of Congress in commending Dr. Green for his 
contribution to our Nation’s history. 

f 

COMMEMORATING THE 100TH ANNI-
VERSARY OF ST. JOSEPH LIGHT-
HOUSE IN MICHIGAN 

HON. FRED UPTON 
OF MICHIGAN 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, August 3, 2007 

Mr. UPTON. Madam Speaker, I rise today 
to recognize the proud maritime heritage of 
the twin cities of St. Joseph and Benton Har-
bor, MI. This month several special events will 
be held commemorating the l00th anniversary 
of our historic landmark, the St. Joseph Light-
house. 

St. Joseph and Benton Harbor’s very begin-
nings were tied to Lake Michigan and the St. 
Joseph River. The intersection of these water-
ways provided for the founding of Fort Miami 
in 1679—the first European settlement in 
Michigan’s Lower Peninsula. At one time, the 
trade and waterfront activity rivaled that of 
Chicago. 

St. Joseph’s lighthouse legacy has included 
five historic structures, including most recently, 
the North Pier lighthouses, which were com-
pleted as a range light system in 1907. When 
lined up together, they direct mariners to the 
mouth of the river. These architectural icons, 
along with their original Fresnel lenses and re-
stored catwalk, survive as one of only two 
range light systems still active in the Great 
Lakes today. This year we celebrate 100 
proud years of the lighthouses guiding fleets 
of freighters, passenger liners, fish tugs, and 
recreational watercraft safely to our harbor. 

Few shoreline communities in the Great 
Lakes region can offer such a rich blend of 
past traditions, surviving historical structures, 
and living maritime history as St. Joseph and 
Benton Harbor. The lighthouse and the com-
mercial shipping industry it was built to serve 
remain vital to our understanding of the past, 
present, and future. The St. Joseph light-
house’s working waterfront and maritime tradi-
tion have defined the cultural life and economy 
of our community, and I look forward to an-
other century of the lighthouse serving as a 
loyal beacon for our magnificent shores. 

IN COMMEMORATION OF RICHARD 
CASWELL, FATHER OF NORTH 
CAROLINA: PATRIOT, SOLDIER, 
STATESMAN 

HON. WALTER B. JONES 
OF NORTH CAROLINA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, August 3, 2007 

Mr. JONES of North Carolina. Madam 
Speaker, I rise today In recognition of North 
Carolina’s first Governor, Richard Caswell. 

As a sign of honor and respect for his serv-
ice to North Carolina in many significant and 
progressive leadership roles, I join in strong 
support of the State of North Carolina’s des-
ignation of the month of August 2007 as Gov. 
Richard Caswell Month to honor this important 
patriot and the first Governor of North Caro-
lina. 

Richard Caswell was born on August 3, 
1729, in Harford County, MD. At the age of 
16, Richard and his brother, William, came to 
North Carolina on horseback with letters of in-
troduction and recommendation from the Gov-
ernor of Maryland to North Carolina’s royal 
governor, Gabriel Johnston. 

Richard Caswell was an early and effective 
leader of the patriot cause in the American 
Revolution. He represented North Carolina at 
both Continental Congresses and served in all 
five Provincial Congresses. 

He commanded the patriot forces in the im-
portant early victory over the loyalists at the 
Battle of Moore’s Creek Bridge in February 
1776, thus becoming one of North Carolina’s 
first heroes. He served throughout the Revolu-
tion as commander of the North Carolina Cav-
alry, and ultimately served as major general of 
the North Carolina Militia during the Revolu-
tion. 

He chaired the committee that drafted the 
first North Carolina Constitution. 

Richard Caswell served as the first Gov-
ernor of North Carolina and still holds the dis-
tinction of having served more terms than any 
other Governor of our State. 

He passed away on November 10, 1789, in 
Fayetteville, NC. 

In recognition of the outstanding statesman-
ship Richard Caswell provided for North Caro-
lina, and the leadership he exhibited in his 
military and public career as well as family life, 
a celebration will take place in his honor the 
week of August 12 through August 19, 2007. 
Included in the celebration will be a grand re- 
opening of the Richard Caswell Memorial 
State Historic Site in Kinston, NC, as well as 
concerts, lectures and living histories. 

I am pleased to join the North Carolina De-
partment of Cultural Resources, the Lenoir 
County Colonial Commission and the people 
of North Carolina in honoring Richard 
Caswell—patriot, soldier and statesman. 
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TRIBUTE TO ROBERTS FIELD- 

REDMOND MUNICIPAL AIRPORT 

HON. GREG WALDEN 
OF OREGON 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, August 3, 2007 

Mr. WALDEN of Oregon. Madam Speaker, I 
rise today to share with you the storied tradi-
tion and history that led to the establishment 
of Roberts Field-Redmond Municipal Airport in 
Redmond, Oregon. The same strong commu-
nity support that led to the construction and 
completion of the airfield still exists today as 
the City of Redmond embarks on a terminal 
construction project to further expand air serv-
ices in the beautiful region of central Oregon. 

The origins of the airport date back to the 
1920s, when local farmers and merchants 
made a monthly chore of collecting and clear-
ing debris from the roads. In the neighboring 
towns of Alfalfa and Powell Butte, farmers did 
the same until the men met in the middle and 
the roads could once again facilitate trade. 

Madam Speaker, in 1928 discussions of 
creating an air strip grew serious. Members of 
the Ray Johnson Post of the American Legion 
in Redmond formed an aviation committee 
and work on an air strip began. The Sep-
tember 6, 1928 Redmond Spokesman re-
ported: 

‘‘A fine, level spot two miles east of town on 
the Ochoco Highway will be cleared imme-
diately of trees and sagebrush . . . the post 
had funds to begin an aviation program that 
will ultimately develop into an up-to-date place 
for airplanes to land and take off.’’ 

In 1933, the Department of the Interior de-
cided to lease approximately 640 acres south-
east of Redmond to the Ray Johnson Post, 
giving them the exclusive rights to develop an 
airfield there. The Post leased the land for $10 
a year for 20 years. By 1936 the landing was 
listed as an airfield on most federal maps. The 
Works Progress Administration (WPA) pro-
vided critical funding toward rock removal to 
ensure that Roberts Field was safe for take off 
and landing procedures. At the beginning of 
1941, the WPA was approached by the War 
Administration with an inquiry on the cost of 
building a Class III airport in Redmond. J.R. 
Roberts, a local resident and community lead-
er, noted at the time that a Class III airport 
would provide substantial improvements to the 
airport and grant the construction of lights, 
paved runways, hangers, buildings and shops. 
That message was relayed to the WPA and 
consequently the War Administration and the 
powers in Washington, DC. 

Madam Speaker and fellow colleagues, I 
can only imagine the surprise and the excite-
ment of many residents in Redmond when 
they awoke one morning in February of 1941 
to read the following in the Redmond Spokes-
man: 

‘‘Roosevelt Slaps OK on Airport and re-
ported $717,000 in WPA funds approved.’’ 

In June of 1941 the airport was named after 
J.R. Roberts as a tribute to all of his work and 
leadership that led to the establishment of the 
airport. Meanwhile, improvements to the air-
port continued. In October of the same year, 
$318,000 of defense funding was allocated for 
the construction of two runways at Roberts 

Field. In 1942, the city leased the airport back 
to the government and allowed for the con-
struction of a bomber base. When World War 
II ended, commercial air service was estab-
lished at Roberts Field as J.R. Roberts worked 
diligently to negotiate the return of the airport 
to city control. 

Madam Speaker, the town’s population re-
mained relatively static from the 1950s until 
the 1980s. The building that currently sits on 
the airport site was constructed in 1981 and 
was 8,000 square feet in size. But in the 
1990s, Redmond and Deschutes County 
began to grow. That growth exploded from 
2000 to 2006, when Redmond’s population in-
creased by a stunning 74.3 percent, making it 
Oregon’s fastest-growing city and one of the 
fastest-growing communities in the country. 

Under the exceptional guidance and leader-
ship of the current airport manager, Carrie 
Novick, along with Redmond Mayor Alan 
Unger, the Redmond City Council and 
Redmond City Manager Mike Patterson, Rob-
erts Field has kept pace with the rapid growth 
the region has experienced. In 2003 the air-
port was expanded by 16,000 square feet to 
a total size of 24,000 square feet. Once con-
structed, the new terminal will be 140,000 
square feet and utilize energy efficient meas-
ures to achieve its goal of constructing a 
state-of-the-art building to serve the residents 
of central Oregon for many years to come. 

Madam Speaker, Roberts Field today pro-
vides non-stop service to Eugene, Las Vegas, 
Los Angeles, Portland, Salt Lake City, San 
Francisco, and Seattle through Allegiant Air-
lines, Horizon Air and United Airlines and 
Delta Air Lines through services operated by 
SkyWest Airlines. It is the fourth largest com-
mercial service airport in Oregon, operating 
approximately 44 arriving and departing flights 
daily. In 1997, 111,450 passengers boarded 
flights at Roberts Field; last year, 215,163 
passengers departed from Redmond. 

Madam Speaker, today’s growth and activity 
at the airport is a testament to the farmers, 
ranchers and merchants who fulfilled the vi-
sion described in the Redmond Spokesman 
nearly 80 years ago. On August 15, 2007, I 
will join residents in Redmond to celebrate the 
great success that Roberts Field has enjoyed 
since it was established. That morning we will 
break ground on a terminal expansion that will 
further enhance the legacy of the Roberts 
Field-Redmond Municipal Airport. It will be an 
historic event that the next generation will look 
back on as a key step in the region’s smart 
and successful growth. 

f 

THE EMERGENCY CONTRACEPTION 
EDUCATION ACT 

HON. LOUISE McINTOSH SLAUGHTER 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Friday, August 3, 2007 

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Madam Speaker, today I 
am proud to reintroduce the Emergency Con-
traception Education Act. By improving edu-
cation among the public and health profes-
sionals about emergency contraception (EC), 
my bill will help protect women’s reproductive 
health, reduce unintended pregnancies, and 
prevent abortions. 

Each year in the U.S., 3 million women face 
an unintended pregnancy, MORE than any in-
dustrialized nation. One in four of these end in 
abortion. Widespread and correct use of emer-
gency contraception could prevent a signifi-
cant number of unintended pregnancies, re-
ducing the number of abortions in this country. 

Emergency contraception is simply a con-
centrated form of the daily birth control pills 
taken by millions of women in the U.S. It does 
not cause abortion, but instead stops the re-
lease of an egg from the ovary. EC is a safe 
and effective means of preventing preg-
nancy—it has low toxicity and no potential for 
overdose or addiction; and because there are 
no important drug interactions, there is no 
need for medical screening, allowing for self- 
identification of the need. Furthermore, EC will 
not harm an established pregnancy. If taken 
within 72 hours after unprotected sex or con-
traceptive failure, EC can reduce the risk of 
pregnancy by as much as 89 percent. But be-
cause of the narrow window of effectiveness, 
timely access to EC is critical. 

In light of its safety and efficacy, the Amer-
ican Medical Association and the American 
College of Obstetricians and Gynecologists 
have supported more widespread availability 
of EC. The Food and Drug Administration has 
approved over-the-counter access to the 
emergency contraceptive Plan B for adults. 
Yet, many patients and health care providers 
remain uninformed about this important con-
traception option. Only 1 in 3 women of repro-
ductive age in the U.S. are aware of EC. In 
2003, the Kaiser Foundation conducted a sur-
vey to examine teens’ and adults’ knowledge 
and opinions of EC in California. What they 
found was very disconcerting—nearly 40 per-
cent did not know that EC was available in the 
U.S., and half of adult women who had heard 
of EC, mistakenly thought that it was the 
‘‘abortion pill,’’ also known as RU–486. Only 7 
percent of adults who have heard of EC 
learned about it from their health care profes-
sional. Even women who had a gynecologic 
exam in the last year were no more likely to 
have learned about EC from their doctor. 

Unfortunately, lack of knowledge and the 
failure to provide patients with information on 
EC is a familiar trend throughout this country. 
Only one in four ob/gyns in the U.S. routinely 
discuss emergency contraception with their 
patients. Less than 18 percent of hospitals 
provide emergency contraception at a wom-
an’s request without restrictions. And, trag-
ically nearly 50 percent of hospitals do not 
provide EC to a woman who has been sexu-
ally assaulted, even though it is often the only 
contraceptive option for the 300,000 women 
who are raped each year. 

Healthy People 2010, published by the Of-
fice of the Surgeon General, establishes a 10- 
year national public health goal of increasing 
the proportion of health care providers who 
provide emergency contraception to their pa-
tients. My bill will move us much closer toward 
achieving this goal. The Emergency Contra-
ception Education Act will initiate a large-scale 
education campaign to better inform women 
and health care providers about emergency 
contraception. Specifically, this bill will direct 
the Secretary of Health and Human Services 
to develop and disseminate information on EC 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 08:19 Jul 09, 2010 Jkt 059102 PO 00000 Frm 00002 Fmt 0689 Sfmt 9920 E:\BR07\E04AU7.000 E04AU7er
ow

e 
on

 D
S

K
5C

LS
3C

1P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 B
O

U
N

D
 R

E
C

O
R

D



EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS, Vol. 153, Pt. 17 23307 August 4, 2007 
to health care providers, including rec-
ommendations on the use of EC in appro-
priate cases, and how to obtain copies of in-
formation developed by HHS for distribution to 
patients. The Secretary will also be required to 
develop and disseminate information on EC to 
the American public. 

EC could help women prevent unintended 
pregnancies and therefore reduce the need for 
abortions in the United States. However, bar-
riers to information and access hinder this pre-
ventative contraceptive method from reaching 
its full potential. We can and we must do more 
to protect women’s reproductive health by in-
creasing knowledge of emergency contracep-
tion and expanding access to this critical pre-
ventative solution. 

Madam Speaker, I urge Members to co-
sponsor my bill today. 

f 

COMMENDING THE PLACER COUN-
TY WATER AGENCY FOR FIFTY 
YEARS OF VISIONARY SERVICE 
AND STEWARDSHIP 

HON. JOHN T. DOOLITTLE 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, August 3, 2007 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to commend the Placer County Water 
Agency (PCWA) of Auburn, California in cele-
bration of 50 years of outstanding public serv-
ice. Founded in 1957 as a result of the com-
mitment of community leaders with an unusual 
sense of vision to develop and protect water 
resources within the County, the Agency has 
maintained the vision to address water re-
source needs across the 1,500 square miles 
of Placer County. 

PCWA obtained federal and state licenses 
and permits and developed its Middle Fork 
American River Project which consists of two 
main reservoirs, a series of hydroelectric 
power plants and 24 miles of tunnels. The 
project, which was financed by the sale of 
electricity, today produces approximately one 
billion kilowatt hours of clean, green electricity 
annually. 

The Agency has assisted water districts, cit-
ies and acquired and upgraded previously ex-
isting and antiquated water systems in Placer 
County, enabling it to provide retail and whole-
sale water to needy areas within the County; 
provided financial assistance to water districts 
within the County for the conservation and de-
velopment of water supplies and facilities; and 
continues to focus on preserving water quality 
and enacting water use efficiencies that en-
sure a safe and reliable water supply for the 
region. 

PCWA understands its role as an environ-
mental steward to the watersheds of the 
County and continues to work in good faith 
with federal, state and local community stake-
holders. 

Madam Speaker, I commend and congratu-
late the Board of Directors, management and 
employees of the Placer County Water Agen-
cy for 50 successful years of vision, steward-
ship and dedicated service to the people of 
Placer County and for working to preserve the 
County’s rich water resources while also work-

ing to provide clean, renewable energy for the 
benefit of future generations in Placer County. 

f 

REAUTHORIZATION OF UNDER-
GROUND RAILROAD EDU-
CATIONAL AND CULTURAL PRO-
GRAM 

HON. ROSA L. DeLAURO 
OF CONNECTICUT 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, August 3, 2007 

Ms. DELAURO. Madam Speaker, I rise in 
support of H.R. 2707 reauthorizing the activi-
ties of the Underground Railroad Educational 
and Cultural Program through FY 2012. 

Passed in 1998, the original amendment to 
the Higher Education Act of 1965 authorized 
the Secretary of Education, in consultation and 
cooperation with the Secretary of the Interior, 
to make grants to nonprofit educational organi-
zations established to research, display, inter-
pret, and collect artifacts related to the history 
of the Underground Railroad. 

I commend my colleague Representative 
KUCINICH for his hard work on this issue and 
this legislation. 

Since its passage, the program’s center-
piece in Cincinnati—the National Underground 
Railroad Freedom Center—has become a na-
tionally important cultural center and valuable 
education resource center, reaching more than 
160,000 school-age children and their teach-
ers who have toured the Freedom Center. The 
changing exhibitions as well as the pre- and 
post- visit teaching curriculum have offered 
valuable opportunities for our children to learn 
from and be inspired by the lessons of the his-
tory of the Underground Railroad. 

I am also proud of Amistad America, an ini-
tiative based in New Haven, CT, which has 
been able to receive funding from the Depart-
ment of Education through The Underground 
Railroad Educational and Cultural Program. By 
bringing together local organization advocates, 
educators, and historians, the Amistad Amer-
ica recognizes and honors the historical and 
educational significance of the Freedom 
Schooner Amistad Ship. 

In 1839, 53 Africans were illegally kid-
napped from Sierra Leone and sold into the 
transatlantic slave trade. The captives were 
brought to Havana, Cuba, aboard the Por-
tuguese vessel Tecora, where they were 
fraudulently classified as native-born Cuban 
slaves then sold to Spaniards Jose Ruiz and 
Pedro Montez, who transferred them to the 
coastal cargo schooner, La Amistad. 

While being transferred from Havana, Cuba, 
up the coast in the Amistad, the African cap-
tives revolted after 3 days and ordered the 
schooner to head east back to their native Af-
rica. On the evening of the rebellion, the 
Amistad was secretly directed back west and 
up the coast of North America, where after 2 
months the Africans were seized and arrested 
in New London, CT. 

The captives were jailed and awaited trial in 
New Haven, CT. The case became historic 
when former President John Quincy Adams 
argued on behalf of the enslaved Africans be-
fore the U.S. Supreme Court, winning their 
freedom. 

This summer the Freedom Schooner 
Amistad, a recreation of the original Amistad 
embarked from New Haven on its first trans-
atlantic voyage to celebrate the 200th anniver-
sary of the abolition of the transatlantic slave 
trade. 

The journey is an opportunity to call to pub-
lic attention the evils of slavery, the struggle 
for freedom, and the restoration of human dig-
nity. As with the National Underground Rail-
road Freedom Center, each of these institu-
tions remind us that even the darkest hours of 
our Nation’s history can ultimately provide the 
tools for change. 

f 

STENNIS CONGRESSIONAL INTERN 
PROGRAM 

HON. BART GORDON 
OF TENNESSEE 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Friday, August 3, 2007 

Mr. GORDON of Tennessee. Madam 
Speaker, for 5 years now, the John C. Stennis 
Center for Public Service has conducted a 
program for summer interns working in con-
gressional offices. This 6-week program is de-
signed to enhance their internship experience 
by giving them an inside view of how Con-
gress really works. It also provides an oppor-
tunity for them to meet with senior staff and 
other experts to discuss issues ranging from 
the influence of the media and lobbyists on 
Congress to Congress’s power of the purse. 

The program is a joint effort of the Stennis 
Center and a collection of current and former 
senior congressional staff leaders who are 
serving as Senior Stennis Fellows. These fel-
lows use their experience and expertise to de-
sign the program and to participate in each of 
the interactive sessions and panel discus-
sions. 

Interns are selected for this program based 
on their college record, community service 
background, and interest in a career in public 
service. This year, 29 outstanding interns, 
most of them juniors and seniors in college, 
who are working for Democrats and Repub-
licans in both personal and committee offices 
in the House and Senate participated. 

Mr. President, I congratulate the interns for 
their participation in this valuable program and 
I thank the Stennis Center and the Senior 
Stennis Fellows for providing such a unique 
experience for these interns and for encour-
aging them to consider a future career in pub-
lic service. 

I ask unanimous consent that a list of 2007 
Stennis congressional interns and the offices 
in which they work be printed in the RECORD. 
Yaser Ali of the University of Florida intern-

ing in the Office of Senator Bill Nelson 
Sue Banerjee of Northwestern University in-

terning in the Office of Representative 
Nick Lampson 

David Bodner of Virginia Tech University in-
terning in the Office of Representative 
Howard Berman 

Andrew Briggs of Knox College interning in 
the Office of Senator Herb Kohl 

Jeff Burdette of the University of Maryland 
interning in the House Veterans’ Com-
mittee 

Sarah Coppersmith of Washington Univer-
sity interning in the Office of Represent-
ative Harry Mitchell 
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Sarah Cummings of Bucknell University in-

terning in the Office of Representative 
Phil English 

Dominic Day of Vanderbilt University in-
terning in the Office of Representative 
Donna Christensen 

Marsha Dixon of the University of Florida 
Law School interning in the House Ways 
and Means Committee 

Sean Evins of Rhodes College interning in 
the Office of Senator Jim DeMint 

Jason Ferguson of the University of Florida 
interning with the House Homeland Se-
curity Committee 

Jim Goldenstein of the University of Illinois 
interning with the Office of Representa-
tive John Shimkus 

Jason Griffith of the University of Colorado 
interning with the Office of Representa-
tive Ed Perlmutter 

James Holcombe of the University of North 
Carolina interning in the Office of Sen-
ator Elizabeth Dole 

Lori Ann Holland of Mississippi State Uni-
versity interning in the Office of Senator 
Thad Cochran 

Ashley Howell of the University of Southern 
California interning in the Office of Rep-
resentative Ken Calvert 

Jason Knecht of Shippensburg University in-
terning in the Office of Representative 
Tim Holden 

Jenna Kubecka of Texas A&M University in-
terning in the Office of Representative 
Nick Lampson 

Jaime Lee of the University of Southern 
California interning in the Office of Rep-
resentative Howard Berman 

Ashleigh Leitch of the College of St. Bene-
dict interning in the Office of Senator 
Amy Klobuchar 

Kaylan Lytle of the University of Tulsa in-
terning in the Senate Environment and 
Public Works Committee 

Sara Major of George Washington University 
interning in the Office of Representative 
David Obey 

Daniel Mannion of Notre Dame University 
interning in the Office of Senator Hillary 
Rodham Clinton 

Dan Meehan of the State University of New 
York at Geneseo interning in the House 
Transportation and Infrastructure Com-
mittee 

Robyn Meyer of the College of St. Benedict 
interning in the Office of Senator Amy 
Klobuchar 

Matt Pollard of the University of Exeter 
(England) interning in the Senate Budget 
Committee 

Jasmine Vasquez of the DePaul University 
Law School interning in the House Ways 
and Means Committee 

Ben Whitehair of the University of Colorado 
interning in the Office of Representative 
Diana DeGette 

Amber Woodward of the University of Penn-
sylvania interning in the Office of Rep-
resentative Dennis Moore 

f 

HONORING PETTY OFFICER 2ND 
CLASS JAIME JAENKE 

HON. RON KIND 
OF WISCONSIN 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Friday, August 3, 2007 

Mr. KIND. Madam Speaker, I rise today to 
honor Petty Officer 2nd Class Jaime S. 
Jaenke of Bay City, WI. Jaime courageously 
answered the call to serve her country in its 

time of need, and she made the ultimate sac-
rifice on June 5, 2006 when she was killed by 
an improvised explosive device that detonated 
near her convoy while she was conducting se-
curity operations in the Anbar Province of Iraq. 
As a Seabee reservist, Jaime was assigned to 
the Naval Mobile Construction Battalion 25 
based at Fort McCoy, Wisconsin. Today, I 
bear witness that Jaime’s efforts and the ef-
forts of all our service men and women will 
forever be remembered. On Saturday, August 
25, 2007, at the courthouse in Ellsworth, WI, 
a plaque will be dedicated in Jaime’s memory. 

Jaime is a true national hero who dedicated 
her life to helping and serving others. Beloved 
daughter of Susan and Larry, Jaime served as 
an emergency medical technician in Ellsworth, 
WI, before answering the call to serve in Iraq. 
As a medic for her unit, Jaime will be remem-
bered by her comrades as a generous and 
compassionate individual. Friends and family 
will remember and cherish her caring and con-
tagious smile and sense of humor. Jaime will 
be dearly missed by her loving daughter, 
Kayla. When we step back and realize the in-
credible service of our men and women in uni-
form, we must always remember Jaime, for 
she was one of our finest. 

The men and women from Wisconsin serv-
ing in Iraq are doing a terrific job under very 
difficult and dangerous circumstances. They 
are simply the best that our nation has to 
offer. We will be forever grateful for the sac-
rifice made by Petty Officer 2nd Class Jaime 
Jaenke. She was a true patriot, serving her 
country selflessly while giving the Iraqi people 
the greatest gift of all, their freedom. She also 
gave the American people a great gift, the 
chance to live in a safer world. 

As a mother, daughter, and friend, Jaime 
will live on in our hearts as a hero and her 
legacy will never be forgotten. I pledge to do 
all that I can to ensure that Jaime’s life was 
not lost in vain. 

Perhaps President Franklin Delano Roo-
sevelt said it best: ‘‘She stands in the unbro-
ken line of patriots who have dared to die, that 
freedom might live, and grow, and increase its 
blessings. Freedom lives, and through it, she 
lives—in a way that humbles the undertakings 
of most people.’’ 

May God bless Jaime, and take her into his 
care. And may God’s special blessings bring 
comfort to Jaime’s family and friends always. 

f 

HONORING CRAIG BIGGIO 

HON. KEVIN BRADY 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, August 3, 2007 

Mr. BRADY of Texas. Madam Speaker, I 
rise today to recognize the amazing accom-
plishments and career of Craig Biggio. Over 
the past 20 years Craig Biggio has become as 
much a part of life in Southeast Texas as bar-
becue and high school football. The legacy he 
leaves on the field is only rivaled by the leg-
acy he leaves off of it. He brings the same 
passion to helping children and the Houston 
community as he does in compiling career 
numbers that will surely land him in the Pro-
fessional Baseball Hall of Fame someday. 

Craig Biggio and his wife Patti have made 
a direct impact on lives of countless Houston 
families. By raising millions of dollars and of-
fering his thoughtful support and leadership to 
Sunshine Kids he has proven a true role 
model for the kids in the number seven jer-
seys at Minute Maid Park. Trips to sporting 
events and the Houston Livestock Show and 
Rodeo have provided a moment of joy to fami-
lies affected by cancer. 

Craig Biggio would have fit right in with the 
baseball immortals, Williams, DiMaggio and 
Gehrig. Biggio has been accepted by Houston 
as one of their own by playing the game the 
way it should be played. He always played 
tough and hard-nosed, but respectful of his 
teammates and opponents. While never one 
to be driven by statistics, his passion for the 
game has surely led to a spot in Cooperstown. 

Earlier this summer, he joined the fraternity 
of select players to accumulate 3,000 career 
hits. He has collected four Gold Glove awards, 
been selected to 7 All-Star teams and 
amassed enough career doubles to rank in the 
top 10 all-time. But most importantly to Astro 
fans are the team records he set in games 
played, runs scored, hits and doubles while 
leading his team to 6 playoff appearances in 
9 years. 

Madam Speaker, I am very proud to join 
with Astros fans across the country, baseball 
fans everywhere and my colleagues in the 
U.S. House of Representatives to recognize 
the amazing career and character of Craig 
Biggio. In an era where we just as often see 
our sports icons in the news for the wrong 
reasons, Texans can be proud to have wit-
nessed one of baseball’s greatest performers 
on the field and a tremendous example off it. 
I will cherish being able to share in the joy of 
watching Craig Biggio stretch a couple more 
singles into doubles over the last few months 
of his career. It has been a pleasure to watch 
him play the game the right way. On behalf of 
this Nation, I am honored to recognize Hous-
ton Astro Craig Biggio on his 3,000th hit, a tre-
mendous career and being a man of tremen-
dous character. 

f 

FILM AND TELEVISION 
EXPENSING LEGISLATION 

HON. JOSEPH CROWLEY 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Friday, August 3, 2007 

Mr. CROWLEY. Madam Speaker, I rise with 
my colleague from California, Congressman 
WALLY HERGER, to introduce legislation to 
amend Federal tax law to allow for the imme-
diate tax write-off of production expenditures 
for domestic film and television productions 
with aggregate costs under $15 million or $20 
million in those select cases where the pro-
duction is made in a distressed community. 

This provision, section 181 of the Internal 
Revenue Code, was first enacted in the Amer-
ican Jobs Creation Act of 2004. It was added 
to protect the U.S. television and film industry 
that is increasingly filming in foreign locations, 
such as Canada. 

In so doing, Congress recognized the impor-
tant contribution our television and film pro-
duction industries make to sustaining jobs in 
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communities across the country. These pro-
ductions provide good jobs not just for actors, 
writers, and directors, but also for the local 
carpenters and electricians, the drivers and 
equipment operators, the caterers and hotel 
keepers who provide services to these produc-
tions. 

Adoption of section 181 also represented 
congressional recognition of the fact that this 
vital sector faces increasing competition from 
foreign production companies whose govern-
ments subsidize television and film production. 

In 2001, the Commerce Department’s Inter-
national Trade Administration reported that 
made for television production of ‘‘movies of 
the week’’ in the U.S. had declined by 33 per-
cent since 1995 and that production at foreign 
locations increased by 55 percent. 

The Directors Guild of America noted at the 
time that ‘‘globalization, rising costs, foreign 
wage, tax and financing incentives, and tech-
nological advances, combined are causing a 
substantial transformation of what used to be 
a quintessentially American industry into an in-
creasingly dispersed global industry.’’ 

Section 181 of the Internal Revenue Code, 
allows production companies to deduct the 
cost of qualified U.S. productions immediately 
rather than capitalizing the costs and deduct-
ing them slowly over time. The incentive ac-
celerates the timing of deduction but it does 
not change the amount of the deduction. In 
order to qualify, at least 75 percent of the total 
compensation paid for the production must be 
for services performed in the U.S. by actors, 
directors, producers, and other production staff 
personnel. Further, the incentive is not avail-
able for films that cost more than $15 million 
to produce—or $20 million if the film is made 
in certain distressed, low-income or Delta Re-
gional Authority designated communities. 

I believe that this was an appropriately tar-
geted provision, designed to encourage tele-
vision and film producers to stay here in the 
United States and keep those jobs in our com-
munities. In the last decades, New York City 
and in particular my home borough of Queens 
have seen a resurgent television and film pro-
duction sector bring new jobs and revenue 
into the community. This bill will help to en-
sure that those jobs stay here in the U.S. 

The Center for Entertainment Industry Data 
and Research’s Year 2005 Production Report 
concluded that section 181 ‘‘is having a posi-
tive effect on television production in the U.S.’’ 
Since 2004, it reported that made-for-tele-
vision movie production in the U.S. increased 
by 42 percent, while it fell in Canada by 15 
percent. 

Along with my Republican sponsor, Con-
gressman HERGER from California, and myself 
who hails from Queens, New York, the tele-
vision and film industries are both major em-
ployers and major tax providers to our local, 
State, and national economies. This legislation 
works to protect these industries and stem the 
flood of production to non-U.S. locations. 

Section 181 will expire in 2008. It ought to 
be made a permanent provision of our Tax 
Code in order to keep television and film pro-
duction jobs in the United States. 

LEGISLATION TO UPDATE TITLE 46 

HON. JOHN CONYERS, JR. 
OF MICHIGAN 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, August 3, 2007 

Mr. CONYERS. Madam Speaker, I am intro-
ducing a bill to update and improve the codi-
fication of title 46 of the United States Code. 
Last year, Congress enacted H.R. 1442, which 
became Public Law 109–304. This legislation 
formally codified the various statutes in title 46 
as positive law. As is typical with the codifica-
tion process, a number of non-substantive re-
visions were made, including the reorganiza-
tion of sections into a more coherent logical 
structure. 

As with all codification legislation, that law 
restated and replaced existing law as in effect 
on a particular date. While Congress was con-
sidering H.R. 1442, it was also considering 
four other pieces of legislation affecting title 
46. These other bills were drafted in conform-
ance with then-existing title 46, rather than title 
46 as it would be revised. These four bills 
were enacted after the date specified in H.R. 
1442, and thus were not reflected in P.L. 109– 
304. 

The Office of the Law Revision Counsel pre-
pared this bill as part of its functions under 2 
U.S.C. 285(b). It incorporates the four new 
laws into the codified title 46. It also makes 
other minor, non-substantive revisions and 
technical corrections to the codified title 46 to 
reflect subsequent public comments that were 
submitted too late to be reflected in P.L. 109– 
304. 

It is important to emphasize that this bill is 
not intended to make any substantive changes 
in the law. It is intended simply to update the 
codified title 46. 

The Committee on the Judiciary plans to act 
on this bill in the very near future, after pro-
viding an additional brief opportunity for public 
review and comment. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. NEIL ABERCROMBIE 
OF HAWAII 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, August 3, 2007 

Mr. ABERCROMBIE. Madam Speaker, I re-
gret that I was unavoidably detained and 
missed rollcall vote No. 788 and vote No. 790. 
Had I been present, I would have voted ‘‘yea’’ 
on both. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO RUSSELL J. 
SALVATORE 

HON. BRIAN HIGGINS 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, August 3, 2007 

Mr. HIGGINS. Madam Speaker, I rise today 
to honor Russell ‘‘Russ’’ J. Salvatore for his 
lifelong dedication to service and hospitality in 
western New York. As owner of Salvatore’s 
Italian Gardens of Buffalo, NY, for the past 40 

years, Russ built a restaurant that has be-
come one of western New York’s most famous 
culinary treasures. 

Originally owned by his father Joseph 
Salvatore, Salvatore’s Restaurant was first lo-
cated on East Delavan Avenue and Harriet 
Street on Buffalo’s East Side. In 1967, 
Salvatore’s Restaurant was passed down to 
Russ and his brother, but it was not long be-
fore Russ pursued his own endeavors and 
opened ‘‘Salvatore’s Italian Gardens’’ on Tran-
sit Road. Thanks to Russ’s selfless devotion 
and passion to serve the public, he converted 
what was once a small pizza and hot dog 
stand into an internationally praised fine-dining 
landmark. 

Russ’s dream of running the largest fine din-
ing restaurant in Buffalo became reality 
through his commitment and hard work. 
Today, Salvatore’s Italian Gardens is one of 
the biggest, most impressive restaurants in the 
entire country. A perfectionist, Russ never 
tired from the day-to-day operations of his 
business but embraced and enjoyed every 
moment. 

Under Russ’s direction, Salvatore’s Italian 
Gardens has been recognized with endless 
awards that confirm Salvatore’s excellence in 
fine dining, banquets, and culinary expertise. 
The Triple A 3–Diamond Award, and the Mil-
lennium International Award of Excellence, 
named the restaurant as one of America’s top 
100 restaurants of the 20th century. 

Even after signing over his restaurant to his 
son, Joe, in 2004, Russ continued to run the 
place and interact enthusiastically with pa-
trons. Now that his business has been com-
pletely turned over to Joe, Russ has decided 
to continue making significant contributions to 
the western New York community by building 
a new school for Trocaire College—the Rus-
sell J. Salvatore School of Hospitality and 
Business. Through this school, Russ hopes to 
educate others about careers and opportuni-
ties in the hospitality industry. 

Madam Speaker, thank you for this oppor-
tunity to stand before you and honor one of 
Western New York’s finest entrepreneurs. Mr. 
Salvatore’s lifelong accomplishments have 
truly enriched the life quality of Buffalo and 
western New York. Russ, you have created a 
truly remarkable legacy, and I wish you contin-
ued fulfillment in all of your future endeavors. 

f 

PAYING TRIBUTE TO U.S. ARMY 
SPECIALIST FOURTH CLASS 
CHARLES E. BILBREY, JR. 

HON. MAURICE D. HINCHEY 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, August 3, 2007 

MR. HINCHEY. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to remember a young but distinguished 
constituent, Charles E. Bilbrey, Jr. On July 27, 
2007, Charles Jr. made the ultimate sacrifice 
in service to his country while deployed in 
Diyala Province, Iraq. 

Charles Jr. was raised by his parents, Mr. 
and Mrs. Charles Bilbrey, Sr., in Owego, New 
York and enlisted in the Army 1 year before 
graduating from Owego Free Academy in 
2005. He was known by his family and friends 
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for his playful sense of humor and resolve to 
join the Army. Full of potential and determina-
tion, he quickly rose 2 ranks during his 2 
years with the military. Those he served with 
knew him for his bravery in the face of grave 
danger and referred to him as ‘‘a soldier’s sol-
dier.’’ It came as little surprise that he had vol-
unteered for the risky mission that ultimately 
became his last. 

While no words can express the immeas-
urable debt we owe Charles Jr. and his family, 
they have our deepest gratitude and respect. 
Without the dedicated members and families 
of our Nation’s military, we would not have the 
benefit of the freedoms that are evident 
throughout our country and the world. While 
we mourn the loss of Charles Jr., we salute 
him for his selfless commitment, valor, and un-
wavering military service to this great nation. 
Madam Speaker, it is my honor to humbly 
thank U.S. Army Specialist Fourth Class 
Charles E. Bilbrey, Jr. for his dedication and 
service to his country. May his family and all 
those who knew him seek comfort in his mem-
ory. He has left an indelible mark on his 
friends, family and community that will never 
be forgotten. 

f 

FENTRESS COUNTY VETERANS 
PAY TRIBUTE TO FALLEN 
BROTHERS AND SISTERS 

HON. LINCOLN DAVIS 
OF TENNESSEE 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, August 3, 2007 

Mr. LINCOLN DAVIS of Tennessee. Madam 
Speaker, it is one of my great honors as a 
Member of Congress to attend ceremonies 
that pay tribute to our gallant veterans and to 
assist them in anyway possible. 

On September 8, 2007, veterans from Fen-
tress County, Tennessee will be in Wash-
ington, D.C. to lay a wreath at the Tomb of the 
Unknown Soldier. This special group will be 
comprised of veterans of World War II, Korea, 
Vietnam, and Desert Storm. 

During their visit to Washington, the first for 
many, they will also tour the monuments 
erected to honor those who have served. It is 
at those hallowed memorials where they will 
be to pay their respects to their fallen brothers 
and sisters. 

Whether serving stateside or overseas, the 
men and women of America’s Armed Forces 
embody the true spirit of what makes this 
country of ours so great. They have embarked 
on noble journeys to free many from the jaws 
of tyranny and oppression, usually at their own 
peril. They deserve our admiration, support, 
and appreciation. 

In closing, I am humbled with the knowledge 
that others have paid such a steep price to 
give us the liberties and freedoms we all enjoy 
today. May God continue to look over the 
souls of those who have gone before us and 
look down at us with all his blessings. 

HONORING THE CAYUGA, ELK-
HART, FRANKSTON, AND NECHES 
INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DIS-
TRICTS IN ANDERSON COUNTY, 
TEXAS 

HON. JEB HENSARLING 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, August 3, 2007 

Mr. HENSARLING. Madam Speaker, today I 
would like to honor the Cayuga, Elkhart, 
Frankston, and Neches Independent School 
Districts in Anderson County, Texas for excel-
lence in education. 

Education is a fundamental part of the de-
velopment of our Nation’s youth. The Texas 
Education Agency recently released the 2007 
annual performance ratings for schools across 
Texas. It is notable that the Cayuga, Elkhart, 
Frankston, and Neches Independent School 
Districts were able to maintain their rating of 
‘‘recognized’’—which is the second-highest 
possible rating. 

Their performance illustrates the commit-
ment and dedication of the administrators, 
teachers, and staff who provide students with 
a quality education. In particular, I would like 
to recognize the work of Superintendents Rick 
Webb, Glenn Hambrick, Austin Thacker, and 
Randy Snider. 

Madam Speaker, as the representative for 
Anderson County, I would like to commend 
the Cayuga, Elkhart, Frankston, and Neches 
Independent School Districts for their contin-
ued achievements in education. 

f 

HONORING RICK CORNETT 

HON. PATRICK J. TIBERI 
OF OHIO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, August 3, 2007 

Mr. TIBERI. Madam Speaker, I rise today to 
honor and recognize the dedication and 
achievements of Mr. Rick Cornett of Wor-
thington, Ohio. August 1, 2007 marked the 10- 
year anniversary of Mr. Cornett’s leadership 
as Executive Director of the Ohio Optometric 
Association. 

Beginning his career serving as a Clinical 
Specialist for the U.S. Army, Mr. Cornett has 
spent more than 3 decades working in leader-
ship roles. His continued enthusiasm about 
eye and vision issues, disease and care is ad-
mirable. 

During his tenure, the Ohio Optometric As-
sociation has enjoyed phenomenal success. 
The Association has increased their re-
sources, public health initiatives and advocacy 
for expanding patient access to services and 
promoting the importance of a lifetime of com-
prehensive eye care. Mr. Cornett has spent 10 
years dedicated to the profession of optometry 
and ensuring the care of patients. The Ohio 
Optometric Association is fortunate to have 
the leadership and enthusiasm of a director 
like Mr. Cornett. 

I am honored to have this opportunity to 
recognize Mr. Cornett for his dedication and 
hard work over his 10 years of service and 
wish him the best for the next 10 years. 

HONORING THE ALAMEDA CREEK 
ALLIANCE’S TENTH ANNIVERSARY 

HON. FORTNEY PETE STARK 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, August 3, 2007 

Mr. STARK. Madam Speaker, I rise today to 
pay tribute to the Alameda Creek Alliance on 
its tenth anniversary. The Alameda Creek Alli-
ance is a non-profit community watershed res-
toration group within California’s 13th congres-
sional district. It was formed in 1997, after 
steelhead trout in the Central California Coast 
were listed as a threatened species. The orga-
nization has spent the last decade working to 
restore runs of steelhead trout and salmon to 
the Alameda Creek watershed, the largest trib-
utary to southern San Francisco Bay. 

The Alliance is working with a consortium of 
a dozen local, State and Federal water supply 
and land management agencies on projects to 
restore native fish habitat in Alameda Creek. 
The efforts of the Alliance have resulted in the 
removal of four obsolete dams from Alameda 
Creek and the construction of two fish ladders 
to allow fish to migrate to suitable habitat up-
stream. Another dam removal and construc-
tion of four additional fish ladders are in the 
planning stages. These projects will make up 
to 20 miles of Alameda Creek accessible to 
ocean-run fish for the first time in over half a 
century. 

The Alameda Creek Alliance, which has 
grown to an organization of 1,400 members, 
has organized over 70 local and regional con-
servation and fly-fishing groups in support of 
the Alameda Creek restoration. The Alliance 
educates the residents of Fremont, Union City, 
Newark, Sunol, Pleasanton, Dublin and Liver-
more, California about watershed restoration 
and protection of endangered species and 
their habitats. The Alliance also trains volun-
teers for fish rescues, creek cleanups, creek 
monitoring, and assisting biologists in gath-
ering scientific data essential to steelhead res-
toration. The Alameda Creek restoration ef-
forts have been featured in over 200 news-
paper articles over the past decade. 

I congratulate the Alameda Creek Alliance 
on their 10 years of exemplary service to our 
community and send best wishes for contin-
ued success. 

f 

INTRODUCING MEMORIAL MARKER 
BILL 

HON. JAMES R. LANGEVIN 
OF RHODE ISLAND 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, August 3, 2007 

Mr. LANGEVIN. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to reintroduce a bill that would allow 
family members to request a memorial marker 
for placement in a national cemetery in order 
to commemorate servicemembers buried over-
seas. 

As Members of Congress, we all have the 
great opportunity to hear stories of duty and 
honor from our constituents. I had such a 
chance right after Memorial Day in 2004 when 
I received a letter from Henry Stad, a resident 
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of Rhode Island and a World War II veteran. 
Mr. Stad asked that I sponsor a bill that would 
allow family members of servicemembers that 
were killed in action and buried overseas to be 
able to request a burial plaque to be set in a 
family burial plot in the United States. I was 
happy to look into this request from a man 
who gave so much to his country. 

Madam Speaker, as you know, the United 
States currently has 24 permanent overseas 
burial grounds that are the final resting place 
for nearly 125,000 of the brave men and 
women who died serving our country. These 
sites are the responsibility of the American 
Battle Monuments Commission and are a 
wonderful tribute to those who sacrificed for 
our Nation. However, the Department of Vet-
erans Affairs maintains that because these 
graves can be visited, there is no need to pro-
vide families at home with a memorial marker 
for their deceased loved ones buried there. 

As a result, I introduced a bill that will help 
families memorialize those who died in service 
to our country and are buried overseas. Ac-
cording to the Department of Veterans Affairs, 
those servicemembers whose remains are 
classified as ‘‘unavailable for burial’’ are eligi-
ble for government-provided memorial markers 
or headstones. While this classification in-
cludes those whose remains have not been 
recovered or who were buried at sea, there is 
one glaring exception to this definition—those 
who died fighting for freedom abroad and 
were laid to rest there. 

Families are proud of these courageous 
men and women who answered the call to 
protect our country and then paid the ultimate 
price. Unfortunately, for many families, a trip 
abroad to visit their loved ones is not possible 
due to finances or old age. A memorial marker 
is a way to keep the memory of their loved 
one alive, while also teaching younger genera-
tions about sacrifice. We should not deny the 
families of these courageous men and women 
the ability to obtain memorial markers when 
we already do it for so many others. To cor-
rect this, my legislation will add overseas bur-
ials to the VA’s ‘‘unavailable for burial’’ classi-
fication and finally let these men and women 
be memorialized by their families here at 
home. 

Madam Speaker, this legislation will help 
memorialize those that accepted the call to 
protect our country. 

f 

HONORING THE MURCHISON AND 
LAPOYNER INDEPENDENT 
SCHOOL DISTRICTS IN HENDER-
SON COUNTY, TEXAS 

HON. JEB HENSARLING 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, August 3, 2007 

Mr. HENSARLING. Madam Speaker, today I 
would like to honor the Murchison and 
LaPoyner Independent School Districts in 
Henderson County, Texas for excellence in 
education. 

Education is a fundamental part of the de-
velopment of our Nation’s youth. The Texas 
Education Agency recently released the 2007 
annual performance ratings for schools across 

Texas. It is notable that the Murchison and 
LaPoyner school districts were able to in-
crease their rating to ‘‘recognized’’—which is 
the second-highest possible rating. 

Their performance illustrates the commit-
ment and dedication of the administrators, 
teachers, and staff who provide students with 
a quality education. In particular, I would like 
to recognize the work of Superintendents 
Scott Beene and Eugene Buford. 

Madam Speaker, as the Representative for 
Henderson County, I would like to commend 
the Murchison and LaPoyner Independent 
School Districts for their continued achieve-
ments in education. 

f 

INTRODUCTION OF THE METH-
AMPHETAMINE BEST PRACTICES 
ACT OF 2007 

HON. STEVAN PEARCE 
OF NEW MEXICO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, August 3, 2007 

Mr. PEARCE. Madam Speaker, I rise today 
to talk about the terrible and destructive drug 
called Methamphetamine, or meth as it is 
more commonly known. Meth is destroying our 
kids, families and communities all over the 
country. The meth scourge is particularly dev-
astating in my district, the 2nd district of New 
Mexico. 

Over the past year and a half, I have con-
ducted over 50 town hall, school, church and 
community meth awareness visits. We all 
have a responsibility to educate our commu-
nities, parents, teachers and families about the 
dangers of this drug. Prevention, education 
and support of our law enforcement personnel 
are fundamental to fighting meth. However, 
the fight cannot stop there. We must provide 
those individuals who are addicted to meth the 
best available treatment. We must do every-
thing we can to ensure that treatment centers 
and programs that are equipped with the best 
practices and methods to ensure long-term 
success for people fighting to be free of this 
terrible addictive drug. 

Unfortunately, very little is understood in the 
treatment community about the Best Practices 
for treating this addiction. I have spent the 
past few months talking to the treatment pro-
fessionals throughout my district. Repeatedly I 
heard that no one knows what the best prac-
tices are or what tools are needed for treating 
meth addiction. While there are successful 
programs, there is no uniform understanding 
of the best methods to ensure long term suc-
cess. Research on treating this addiction must 
be undertaken in order to provide our treat-
ment professionals, doctors and recovering 
addicts with the best possible chance for suc-
cess. 

To achieve that goal and give our treatment 
professionals the tools they need I am intro-
ducing the ‘‘Methamphetamine Best Practices 
Act of 2007’’ to direct the National Institute of 
Health to conduct a survey of research avail-
able to find the best practices for treating a 
methamphetamine addiction. In addition, I am 
asking NIH to report to Congress this informa-
tion and tell us what other research may be 
necessary. It is imperative that we equip our 

treatment centers and communities with the 
necessary information to be successful in 
combating methamphetamines. 

Madam Speaker, we cannot stop meth use 
here in Congress. We can, however, give our 
communities the tools to win this fight. This 
legislation today will give our treatment profes-
sionals another weapon in their arsenal to 
fight meth in our communities. I want to thank 
my colleagues Representatives LEONARD BOS-
WELL, ZACH WAMP, DARLENE HOOLEY, and MI-
CHAEL MICHAUD for joining me as original co-
sponsors of this effort. I strongly urge all my 
colleagues to support this bill. 

f 

POETIC JUSTICE FOR RAMOS AND 
COMPEAN 

HON. TED POE 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, August 3, 2007 

Mr. POE. Madam Speaker, when I was 
elected to Congress, I had an idea of how 
things worked in Washington. But after just a 
short while, I realized commonsense thinking 
wasn’t exactly the ‘‘norm.’’ In fact, it was going 
to take some creative thinking to get things 
done. For over a year now, I have been one 
of the ones leading the charge to free Border 
Agents Ignacio Ramos and Jose Compean. I 
think our Government prosecuted them for 
doing their job and gave a drug smuggler a 
free pass. After trying things the old way—I 
decided it was time for some Poetic Justice, 
time to turn the tables and put a new twist on 
an old idea. 

Last week, I, along with TOM TANCREDO and 
DUNCAN HUNTER, sponsored an amendment to 
the Commerce, Justice and Science Appro-
priations bill to withhold funding from the Fed-
eral Bureau of Prisons to incarcerate Ramos 
and Compean. This effort to free these Amer-
ican heroes was supported across party lines 
and passed overwhelmingly by a voice vote. 

Since repeated efforts to have them par-
doned or their sentences commuted have 
gone unrecognized, I set out to find other 
ways for justice to prevail. By withholding 
funding to the Prison System specifically for 
the incarceration of Ramos and Compean, we 
have ‘‘tied the hands that fund them.’’ This 
does not change the outcome of their sen-
tence, but it will allow them to remain free 
while their case makes its way through the ap-
peals process. 

As anyone knows that has followed this 
case, the administration has been less than 
supportive of the idea of a pardon or com-
mutation. The idea of attaching this onto an 
appropriations bill is that the President isn’t 
likely to veto the entire spending bill funding 
Federal law enforcement agencies because of 
this one amendment. Sometimes a little cre-
ative thinking allows you to beat them at their 
own game and save taxpayer money in the 
process. 

As a former judge, I believe that it is impor-
tant to uphold the law and I rarely argue with 
a jury’s decision. However, the jury in this 
case wasn’t privy to all of the facts and these 
two men were found guilty based on a partial 
presentation of the whole truth. You see, the 
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prosecution’s star witness was an illegal drug 
dealer who was fleeing Ramos and Compean 
after he brought in a million dollars worth of 
dope. The jury knew that, but what they didn’t 
know was that he was given full immunity for 
that crime and an unlimited-use visa to come 
and go across the border unchecked anytime 
he pleased. And most important, another fact 
the U.S. attorney’s office fought to keep the 
jury from hearing, was that during the trial he 
used that ‘‘get-out-of-jail-free-card’’ to bring in 
another load of dope. This is all information 
that the jury needed to know to judge the 
credibility of the witness. 

This was the first time in history that Con-
gress has intervened in such a way in a crimi-
nal case and it was not something that any 
Member of Congress took lightly. The prece-
dent we are setting in Congress is that we 
stand for justice and I don’t believe that this is 
something that we are likely to see happen 
again. Both Houses of Congress have inves-
tigated every aspect of this case and leaders 
from both parties have appealed to the Presi-
dent to take action—that alone is a unique oc-
currence. 

If the President can spare Scooter Libby 
from prison, I think it is only appropriate to ex-
tend the same consideration to our lawmen 
fighting to secure our borders. Until then, we 
in Congress will continue to do our part to see 
that we right this wrong any way we can. After 
all, justice is the one thing we should always 
find. 

And that’s just the way it is. 
f 

HONORING TREFETHEN FAMILY 
VINEYARDS 

HON. MIKE THOMPSON 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, August 3, 2007 

Mr. THOMPSON of California. Madam 
Speaker, I rise today to congratulate Trefethen 
Family Vineyards for the award they have re-
ceived from Decanter Magazine honoring 
Trefethen’s 2002 Reserve Cabernet 
Sauvignon as the best North American Red 
Bordeaux Varietal. This is a remarkable and 
worthy achievement reflecting Trefethen Fam-
ily Vineyards’ rich history of superb 
winemaking in the Napa Valley. 

Trefethen Family Vineyards was established 
in 1968 when Gene and Katie Trefethen pur-
chased the historic Eshcol Winery and sur-
rounding vineyards in the Oak Knoll district to 
create a new estate. The family restored the 
original winery building, which was constructed 
in 1886 and is the only remaining example of 
a three-floor, gravity flow winery in the Napa 
Valley. In 1988, the old winery building was 
listed on the National Register of Historic 
places. 

In 1973, John and Janet Trefethen opened 
a modern winery on the property and began 
producing small batches of premium wines 
with the help of vineyard manager Tony 
Baldini. Trefethen Family Vineyards 1976 
Chardonnay was recognized as ‘‘Best in the 
World’’ at the 1979 Wine Olympics in Paris. 
Since then, Trefethen Family Vineyards has 
continued to produce wines of the highest 

quality, as reflected in this latest, international 
award. 

Madam Speaker and colleagues, it is appro-
priate at this time that we congratulate 
Trefethen Family Vineyards and the Trefethen 
family for the award they have received. This 
award is fitting testimony to the family’s com-
mitment to excellence and their dedication to 
helping build on the Napa Valley’s reputation 
as the world’s premier wine region. 

f 

HONORING THE RICHARDSON AND 
SUNNYVALE INDEPENDENT 
SCHOOL DISTRICTS IN DALLAS 
COUNTY, TEXAS 

HON. JEB HENSARLING 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, August 3, 2007 

Mr. HENSARLING. Madam Speaker, today I 
would like to honor the Richardson and 
Sunnyvale Independent School Districts in 
Dallas County, Texas for excellence in edu-
cation. 

Education is a fundamental part of the de-
velopment of our Nation’s youth. The Texas 
Education Agency recently released the 2007 
annual performance ratings for schools across 
Texas. It is notable that Richardson Inde-
pendent School District was able to maintain 
its rating of ‘‘recognized’’—which is the sec-
ond-highest possible rating—and the Sunny-
vale Independent School District was able to 
increase its rating to ‘‘exemplary’’—which is 
the highest possible rating. 

Their performance illustrates the commit-
ment and dedication of the administrators, 
teachers, and staff who provide students with 
a quality education. In particular, I would like 
to recognize the work of Superintendents 
David Simmons and Doug Williams. 

Madam Speaker, as a representative for 
Dallas County, I would like to commend the 
Richardson and Sunnyvale Independent 
School Districts for their continued achieve-
ments in education. 

f 

HONORING BARREN COUNTY, 
KENTUCKY 

HON. RON LEWIS 
OF KENTUCKY 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, August 3, 2007 

Mr. LEWIS of Kentucky. Madam Speaker, I 
rise today to pay tribute to Barren County, 
Kentucky, recently designated as the ‘‘Best 
Place to Live in Rural America’’ by The Pro-
gressive Farmer magazine. 

Each year, The Progressive Farmer ranks 
ten top counties in rural America according to 
several quality-of-life indicators and statistics. 
Barren County won top honors for 2007, citing 
its strong and growing economy, great edu-
cation, superior access to health care, and low 
crime rate. 

Settled by Scottish immigrants in the late 
1700’s, nearly 40,000 residents now call Bar-
ren County home. Rolling farmland and a 
strong agriculture heritage continue to influ-

ence local attitudes, consistently ranking Bar-
ren County as a top producer of Kentucky ag-
riculture. 

Located along Interstate 65 midway be-
tween Louisville and Nashville, TN, Barren 
County is ideally situated as a place to live 
and work. Local officials and business leaders 
continue to attract new industries to the re-
gion, establishing four industrial parks through-
out the county to accommodate future eco-
nomic growth. 

Barren County schools maintain some of the 
highest achievement scores in the State. The 
county also ranks high in health-care services, 
attracting new doctors through a local resi-
dency program. 

It is my great privilege to congratulate the 
citizens of Barren County, Kentucky today, be-
fore the entire U.S. House of Representatives, 
for their example of prosperity and growth in 
rural America. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO OFFICER GREGG 
PASSAMA 

HON. FORTNEY PETE STARK 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, August 3, 2007 

Mr. STARK, Madam Speaker, I rise today to 
pay tribute to Officer Gregg Passama on his 
retirement from the City of Newark, California, 
after serving 20 years as a member of the 
Newark Police Department and over 33 com-
mendable years in the field of law enforce-
ment. 

Officer Passama began his law enforcement 
career in January 1974 as a police officer for 
the Southern Pacific Railroad located in San 
Francisco, California. During this time, he was 
elected Union President to represent all 
Southern Pacific Railroad police officers. Mr. 
Passama also found time to attend the pres-
tigious George Meany School of Labor Stud-
ies. 

On June 1, 1987, he began his career with 
the Newark Police Department as a police offi-
cer. He also served as a field training officer 
and a member of both the Criminal Evidence 
Response and Trauma Support Teams during 
his career. 

Officer Passama received Newark’s Police 
Officer of the Year award in 2000 after being 
nominated by his peers for his compassion for 
others and his tireless efforts as a Newark Po-
lice Association board member, vice president, 
and president for 2 terms. 

He has also previously held the positions of 
secretary, treasurer, and director of the Cali-
fornia Organization of Police and Sheriffs 
(COPS), an organization dedicated to serving 
peace officers. He is currently the president of 
COPS, a position he has held since 2004. 

Officer Passama transferred to the Training 
Department of the Newark Police in January 
2001, where he will finish out his career as the 
training officer. 

I join the Newark Police Department in 
thanking Officer Passama for his dedicated 
service to law enforcement and commitment to 
the community. 
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HONORING THE ALBA-GOLDEN 

INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT 
IN WOOD COUNTY, TEXAS 

HON. JEB HENSARLING 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, August 3, 2007 

Mr. HENSARLING. Madam Speaker, today I 
would like to honor the Alba-Golden Inde-
pendent School District in Wood County, 
Texas for excellence in education. 

Education is a fundamental part of the de-
velopment of our Nation’s youth. The Texas 
Education Agency recently released the 2007 
annual performance ratings for schools across 
Texas. It is notable that the Alba-Golden 
school district was able to maintain its rating 
of ‘‘recognized’’—which is the second-highest 
possible rating. 

Their performance illustrates the commit-
ment and dedication of the administrators, 
teachers, and staff who provide students with 
a quality education. In particular, I would like 
to recognize the work of Superintendent Bill 
Steward. 

Madam Speaker, as the representative for 
Wood County, I would like to commend the 
Alba-Golden Independent School District for 
its continued achievements in education. 

f 

THE AMERICANS SAVING 
THROUGH HEALTH RESEARCH 
BONDS ACT OF 2007 

HON. STEVAN PEARCE 
OF NEW MEXICO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, August 3, 2007 

Mr. PEARCE. Madam Speaker, I rise today, 
along with my colleague Representative EMAN-
UEL CLEAVER, to introduce innovative legisla-
tion to help millions of Americans save for 
their futures and at the same time lead to a 
healthier America. 

This bill, the Americans Saving Through 
Health Research Bonds Act of 2007, would 
establish a new series of U.S. Savings bonds 
for individuals, where a small portion of the re-
turn would be sent directly to the National In-
stitutes of Health to fund medical research. 

Under this bill, when an individual redeems 
a ‘‘Healthy Bond’’, rather than taxing the inter-
est earned, 10 percent would be sent to the 
NIH Institute of their choice for medical re-
search. Like the successful semi-postal fund-
raising stamp program, these funds will sup-
plement the work done at NIH researching 
cures for the diseases which plague mankind. 

Let me show you how this bill works. In 
FY2006, the Treasury Department redeemed 
$14.5 billion in bonds, of which $7.9 billion 
was payments on interest. If 20 percent of 
those had been Health Research Bonds in-
stead, that would have generated $158 million 
in new National Institutes of Health money. If 
only 5 percent had been Health Research 
Bonds, that would have generated $39.5 mil-
lion in new NIH funding. 

The NIH provides top-notch researchers na-
tionwide with the support they need to conduct 
cutting-edge medical research. 

This bill would give the American people the 
option to invest their own stake in the impor-
tant breakthroughs being made in today’s 
medical research. 

But the bright future open to us by funding 
increased health care research is not the only 
concern this bill would address. 

In 1982, the average American saved 9.75 
percent of his income. Twenty-five (25) years 
later, the shift from using credit to buy asset- 
building items like homes to using credit to im-
prove one’s lifestyle has drastically reduced 
the rate of savings in America to almost nega-
tive one percent. 

Madam Speaker, the future is unpredictable 
enough. No one should have to learn the hard 
way that long-term savings and investment are 
necessary for retirement. 

Quality of life begins with financial stability. 
We must give our constituents the tools they 
need to ensure that their financial security re-
mains secure in the future. 

When Federal Reserve Chairman, Ben 
Bernanke, gave his report on the state of the 
U.S. economy to the House Financial Services 
Committee in February, he emphasized the 
need to make sure more individuals have ac-
cess to retirement and private savings plans. 
Doing so, he said, would ensure that ‘‘we help 
people finance a reasonable retirement.’’ 

As people live longer and retire earlier, the 
costs of retirement are growing. Although 
more than half of Americans save and invest 
in the private market, only 1 in 4 people be-
lieve they have saved enough for retirement. 

Savings bonds are a proven, reliable, and 
secure source of future income for Americans. 

Today, Americans face an array of financial 
choices, whether they be monthly budgeting, 
planning for retirement, saving for college or 
purchasing a home. Under the weight of these 
choices many people do not know where to 
begin saving. 

Madam Speaker, my legislation would help 
people to build assets that will meet a variety 
of needs over the course of their lives. What’s 
more, this bill piggy-backs on the long-held 
American tradition of allowing individuals to at-
tend to their personal financial health yet, in 
the spirit that makes our country so great, 
would give Americans the opportunity to do 
some good in the process. 

The small percentage of the return that 
would go to NIH will give Americans their own 
reward for funding health research. NIH’s 27 
Institutes and Centers have been at forefront 
of some of our Nation’s most significant med-
ical discoveries, and in 2006 it was respon-
sible for nearly one-third of the funding re-
ceived by U.S. medical research. 

Moreover, the NIH has the flexibility and re-
sources to perform a wide array of disease re-
search, from the rarest genetic condition to the 
common cold. 

In partnering on this important legislation 
with a number of leading medical groups, I 
have garnered support from some of Amer-
ica’s most respected minds in health care. 
Upon introduction this legislation is endorsed 
by the American Association of Medical Col-
leges. 

Madam Speaker, the bottom line is this bill 
would help our constituents feel at ease know-
ing that they are saving for their futures on 
more than one front. As well as securing their 

financial future, they will know that the money 
that goes to NIH for medical research will 
have a lasting impact on their children, grand-
children, and generations to follow. 

I urge all of my colleagues to support this 
bill to create a partnership between saving for 
future retirement and fighting disease. 

f 

THE SOVIET BASKETBALL TEAM 
OF 1972 AND THE VOTE TO 
ALLOW ILLEGALS FEDERAL 
BENEFITS 

HON. TED POE 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, August 3, 2007 

Mr. POE. Madam Speaker, slightly before 
midnight last night, the House of Representa-
tives had a replay of the 1972 Summer Olym-
pic Games in Munich. 

Here’s what I recall happened: A vote was 
being conducted on a Republican motion to 
recommit that would allow no Federal aid, 
such as food stamps, to be given to illegals in 
this country. This was hotly debated and then 
the votes started being recorded. The vote 
was close—most Republicans and a few 
Democrats supported the motion denying tax-
payer dollars to illegals. Most Democrats op-
posed the motion. With the vote tied at 214– 
214, the Speaker called the vote and denied 
the motion. (A tie means the motion failed.) 
But the official electronic board on the House 
Floor that records the votes read 215–213— 
FINAL VOTE—meaning the motion passed— 
no benefits for illegals. But, the official vote 
was disallowed more time put on the clock 
and the Speaker announced the real final vote 
to be 212–216, after some Members changed 
their vote after the Final Tally. 

In my opinion, this illegal action gave some 
illegals Federal benefits that only Americans 
and legals should receive. 

In 1972, Team USA was playing the Soviets 
for the Gold Medal in Olympic Basketball. 
When the buzzer sounded, Team USA had 
won the game 50–49. But the timekeeper put 
3 seconds back on the clock; gave the ball to 
the Soviets; who scored a basket, and the 
new final score was 51–50. The Soviets were 
declared the winners even though they cheat-
ed—Team USA refused their Silver Medals 
and walked off the stage in disgust. 

Last night, I and over 100 Republicans 
walked out of the House because of the illegal 
vote giving illegals Federal benefits that only 
American citizens and lawful immigrants de-
serve. Both the Soviet Basketball Team and 
those that want illegals to receive taxpayer 
benefits will do just anything to win—by any 
means necessary, whether legal or not. 

In both cases, Americans were not de-
feated, but cheated. 

And that’s just the way it is. 
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HONORING LYNNE AND BERNIE 

BUTCHER OF LAKE COUNTY, 
CALIFORNIA 

HON. MIKE THOMPSON 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, August 3, 2007 

Mr. THOMPSON of California. Madam 
Speaker, I rise today to recognize and ap-
plaud the special efforts of Lynne and Bernie 
Butcher to restore and revitalize the Tallman 
Hotel, one of the most historically significant— 
but long neglected—structures in Lake Coun-
ty, California. 

The original Tallman Hotel was built in the 
1870s as a stage stop in the town of Upper 
Lake by Lake County pioneers Rufus and 
Mary Tallman. The hotel was part of a 
fullservice facility consisting of hotel, livery sta-
ble and saloon designed to serve passengers 
traveling to Clear Lake and the nearby hot 
springs resorts. In 1895, the Hotel burned to 
the ground but was re-built by Tallman the 
next year. The Blue Wing Saloon next door 
was closed and torn down during Prohibition 
in the early 1920s. The economic fortunes of 
the Hotel declined and the building was es-
sentially abandoned in 1962. 

The Butchers bought the derelict hotel in 
2003 and were determined to authentically re-
store the building to its former glory. Using pe-
riod photographs as a guide, they also rebuilt 
the Blue Wing Saloon and Cafe next door. 
Great care was taken to retain, recondition 
and reuse original materials and to maintain 
the essential soul of the old hotel building. In 
recognition of their success, the Butchers re-
cently received an annual preservation award 
from the California Heritage Council. 

The hotel is now drawing tourists into the 
county and the cafe is a very popular spot for 
locals and visitors alike. The Butchers have 
not only beautifully restored a historically sig-
nificant building, but the project has also acted 
as a catalyst in the economic revitalization of 
the Town of Upper Lake and the entire north 
shore region of Lake County. 

Madam Speaker and colleagues, at this 
time it is appropriate that we recognize and 
acknowledge the dynamic work of my friends 
Lynne and Bernie Butcher in restoring the his-
toric Tallman Hotel. Their efforts have brought 
a wonderful building back into use, and in 
doing so they have provided new energy and 
excitement in northern Lake County. 

f 

HONORING THE MABANK INDE-
PENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT IN 
KAUFMAN COUNTY, TEXAS 

HON. JEB HENSARLING 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, August 3, 2007 

Mr. HENSARLING. Madam Speaker, today I 
would like to honor the Mabank Independent 
School District in Kaufman County, Texas for 
excellence in education. 

Education is a fundamental part of the de-
velopment of our nation’s youth. The Texas 
Education Agency recently released the 2007 

annual performance ratings for schools across 
Texas. It is notable that the Mabank Inde-
pendent School District was able to maintain 
its rating of ‘‘recognized’’—which is the sec-
ond-highest possible rating. 

Their performance illustrates the commit-
ment and dedication of the administrators, 
teachers, and staff who provide students with 
a quality education. In particular, I would like 
to recognize the work of Superintendent Rus-
sell Marshall. 

Madam Speaker, as the representative for 
Kaufman County, I would like to commend the 
Mabank Independent School District for its 
continued achievements in education. 

f 

HONORING THE GREENWOOD HIGH 
SCHOOL LADY GATORS SOFT-
BALL TEAM 

HON. RON LEWIS 
OF KENTUCKY 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, August 3, 2007 

Mr. LEWIS of Kentucky. Madam Speaker, I 
rise today to recognize the Greenwood High 
School Lady Gators softball team. The Lady 
Gators won the Kentucky High School Athletic 
Association Fast Pitch Softball State Cham-
pionship on June 9, 2007. 

Greenwood High School defeated Ryle High 
by a score of 4–0 to win their first state title. 
The victory capped off an amazing season for 
the Lady Gators. They finished the season 
with a record of 40–5, equaling the most sin-
gle season wins in Kentucky High School his-
tory. 

Success is nothing new to the Greenwood 
High School softball program. The team has 
won 339 games since 1995, the fifth most in 
the state. Also, the Lady Gators have captured 
seven Fourth Region titles and nine straight 
District 14 crowns. 

I want to congratulate Coach Penny 
Reece’s team for their outstanding achieve-
ment. Their hard work and sacrifice has made 
all of Warren County proud. I look forward to 
watching Greenwood High School defend their 
State Championship next season. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO OFFICER ALLEN 
CHAN 

HON. FORTNEY PETE STARK 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, August 3, 2007 

Mr. STARK. Madam Speaker, I rise today to 
pay tribute to Officer Allen Chan on his retire-
ment from the Police Department in the City of 
Newark California, after serving 26 exemplary 
years as a member of the Force. 

Officer Chan began his career with the 
Newark Police Department as a police aide in 
August 1981 and served in this capacity until 
his promotion to the rank of police officer in 
July 1983. He has held many assignments 
during his tenure, including: Patrol officer, ex-
plorer advisor, field training officer, traffic offi-
cer, homicide detective, acting patrol sergeant, 
and range master. 

He has also been an instructor, teaching 
several police related classes for over 15 
years at Ohlone College and Evergreen Police 
Academy. He has also taught various subjects 
for the Newark Police Department’s Citizen 
Police Academy. 

Officer Chan is recognized by the court as 
an expert in accident reconstruction and is a 
member of the Criminal Evidence Response 
Team and the High Tech Crime Investigation 
Association. He has served the Newark Police 
Association as the president and secretary 
and the Newark Police Activities League as 
the Program Director, helping provide a variety 
of after school educational and recreational 
activities for the Newark youth. 

Officer Chan was most recently assigned to 
his second term as the School Resource Offi-
cer at Newark Memorial High School, where 
his main responsibility was to ensure the safe-
ty of students and staff members. 

I join the Newark Police Department, along 
with Officer Chan’s family and friends, in con-
gratulating him for his years of service and de-
votion to the City of Newark and the commu-
nity. 

f 

HONORING THE CANTON, MARTINS 
MILL, AND FRUITVALE INDE-
PENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICTS IN 
VAN ZANDT COUNTY, TEXAS 

HON. JEB HENSARLING 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, August 3, 2007 

Mr. HENSARLING. Madam Speaker, today I 
would like to honor the Canton, Martins Mill, 
and Fruitvale Independent School Districts in 
Van Zandt County, Texas for excellence in 
education. 

Education is a fundamental part of the de-
velopment of our Nation’s youth. The Texas 
Education Agency recently released the 2007 
annual performance ratings for schools across 
Texas. It is notable that the Canton, Martins 
Mill, and Fruitvale Independent School Dis-
tricts were able to maintain their rating of ‘‘rec-
ognized’’—which is the second-highest pos-
sible rating. 

Their performance illustrates the commit-
ment and dedication of the administrators, 
teachers, and staff who provide students with 
a quality education. In particular, I would like 
to recognize the work of Superintendents Je-
rome Stewart, Todd Schneider, and Bruce 
Congleton. 

Madam Speaker, as the representative for 
Van Zandt County, I would like to commend 
the Canton, Martins Mill, and Fruitvale Inde-
pendent School Districts for their continued 
achievements in education. 

f 

ALTERNATIVE FUELS 

HON. TED POE 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, August 3, 2007 

Mr. POE. Madam Speaker, the State of 
Texas and the Nation recognizes the need for 
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renewable and clean diesel fuel and other 
high valued synthetic fuels to meet the needs 
of the energy consumption in the United 
States. 

The current problem existing with ethanol 
and other alternative synthetic fuels is that 
they depend on the weather and crops avail-
able to produce ethanol and other additives 
and cannot meet the current demand that is 
needed by the United States. 

In addition to opening up drilling off the 
coast of the United States, our nation should 
determine new ways to address the ever 
growing demand for energy. 

I applaud local businesses in my district 
who have taken the lead in addressing this 
issue by introducing technologies for produc-
tion of bio-diesel products from vegetable oil, 
animal fat, by-products and waste. 

The Southeast Texas region is home to 
some of the major refineries in the United 
States. Companies who take waste from these 
refineries (currently being disposed of in land 
fills) and old tires and converts them through 
their technology into non-toxic renewable ultra 
clean diesel fuel and other high valued syn-
thetic fuels should be commended. This proc-
ess allows for the taking of the refinery waste, 
which is an environmental problem, and con-
verting it into a renewable diesel fuel that ad-
dresses our energy problem directly. 

Congress can help make alternative fuel fa-
cilities financially feasible by: 

Encouraging low interest private capital fi-
nancing and investment for alternative fuel 
and ultra clean diesel facilities 

Supporting the use of tax-exempt bond fi-
nancing for activities associated with the de-
velopment of alternative fuel projects 

Exempting alternative fuel projects from the 
Bond Cap provisions of the IRS Code 

Permitting accelerated depreciation sched-
ules when structuring bond financing for alter-
native fuel ultra clean diesel facilities 

Providing tax credit incentives to investors 
who purchase bonds to fund alternative fuel 
ultra clean diesel facilities 

Considering a way to assist with funding the 
upfront start up costs associated with these al-
ternative fuel ultra clean diesel projects, which 
would include the engineering and develop-
mental research that needs to be performed 
prior to seeking commercial funding for the 
project. This could be done in the form of 
grants or low interest loans. 

We need to take a course of action now to 
encourage these alternative fuel programs or 
we are just becoming more dependent on for-
eign oil products and will not grow or have the 
freedom to expand and meet our public’s en-
ergy needs in an environmental friendly fash-
ion. 

Southeast Texas is the energy capital of our 
nation. We will continue to lead the nation’s 
energy needs by utilizing off shore drilling, nu-
clear power and new technologies such as 
bio-diesel and other alternative fuel programs. 
It is important we support local government 
and local businesses to forge ahead for our 
nation’s energy program. 

And that’s just the way it is. 

HONORING KELLY ROSS 

HON. RON LEWIS 
OF KENTUCKY 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, August 3, 2007 

Mr. LEWIS of Kentucky. Madam Speaker, I 
rise today to recognize Kelly Ross, an exem-
plary teacher and citizen from my congres-
sional district for being chosen as the Ken-
tucky Education Association’s 2007 National 
Foundation for the Improvement of Education 
Teacher of the Year in the Commonwealth of 
Kentucky. 

Kelly is a language arts and journalism 
teacher at Barren County High School. She is 
also head of the school’s English department. 
Kelly is a National Board Certified Teacher 
and past president of the Barren County 
Teacher’s Association. 

To receive this honor, Kelly was selected by 
a committee of former Kentucky Teacher of 
the Year award winners. The award also auto-
matically nominates her for the National 
Teacher of the Year award. 

The Kentucky selection committee high-
lighted Kelly’s ‘‘professional practice in lan-
guage arts; media and journalism, her advo-
cacy for the profession; her leadership in pro-
fessional development; her work to provide a 
learning environment that meets the needs far 
all students, regardless of differences; and 
community engagement.’’ 

Teaching runs in Kelly’s family. Her mother, 
Frances Steenbergen, is a Family and Con-
sumer Sciences teacher at Barren County 
High School as well as the President of the 
Kentucky Education Association. I would also 
like to recognize her husband, Eddie, and their 
children, Campbell and Elaine for supporting 
her career. 

It is my great privilege to honor Kelly Ross, 
before the United States House of Represent-
atives, on being chosen Teacher of the Year 
in the Commonwealth of Kentucky. This 
achievement is worthy of our appreciation and 
respect. 

f 

RECOGNITION OF TREDWAY 
CHILDRESS, HOUSE OF REP-
RESENTATIVES EMPLOYEE 

HON. DANIEL E. LUNGREN 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, August 3, 2007 

Mr. DANIEL E. LUNGREN of California. 
Madam Speaker, I want to take this oppor-
tunity to share with my colleagues a note-
worthy article about the fine work of Mr. 
Tredway Childress, a senior restoration spe-
cialist and finisher at the House of Represent-
atives, office of the Chief Administrative Offi-
cer. 

Mr. Childress recently led the restoration of 
the century-old mahogany rostrum in Room 
311 of the Cannon House Office Building, 
home to the House Ways and Means Com-
mittee from 1908–1933 and the current home 
of the Committee on Homeland Security. This 
magnificent rostrum was originally the center-
piece for debates and deliberations that sur-

rounded the 16th Amendment and the author-
ization of income taxes in 1913. As a Member 
of the Committee on Homeland Security, I 
know firsthand that Tredway’s handiwork in 
Room 311 has added dignity and a sense of 
history to our Committee deliberations. In ad-
dition, Mr. Childress has refinished numerous 
chairs and other furniture in the Capitol, in-
cluding an original Cannon table 1907 vintage 
that I use in my Rayburn office. 

Tredway was recently profiled by Don Wil-
liams, his colleague and mentor at the 
Smithsonian’s Museum Conservation Institute, 
in Woodshop News, an industry trade maga-
zine. The article pays an important tribute to 
Mr. Childress. Mr. Williams notes that the res-
toration of the Cannon building rostrum to its 
previous grandeur could have only been ac-
complished by ‘‘someone with Tredway’s re-
markable combination of talent, education, 
craft skill and commitment to preserving past 
treasures.’’ 

Madam Speaker, I commend Mr. Childress 
for his outstanding service to the House of 
Representatives over the past 7 years and 
thank him for his dedication to make the fur-
niture in my office, and many others’, look 
more capturing than its original state. His com-
mitment to preserving important symbols of 
our Nation’s history will be greatly appreciated 
for many years. 

[From Woodshop News, August 2007] 
GIVING THE NATION’S CAPITOL A WINNING 

FINISH 
TREDWAY CHILDRESS ATTRIBUTES HIS SKILLS 

TO THE NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF WOOD FIN-
ISHING 

(By Jennifer Hicks) 
Tredway Childress is the iconic example of 

a woodworker meeting his maximum poten-
tial. Currently employed by the U.S. Con-
gress, he is a senior restoration specialist 
and finisher for the U.S. House of Represent-
atives in Washington, D.C. He is part of a 
team that oversees all finishing and is the 
caretaker to over 2,000 historic items associ-
ated with Congress and past leaders, and is 
also regarded as a collaborator with the 
Smithsonian Institution at the U.S. Capitol. 

A woodworker and furniture maker in ear-
lier years, Childress, 62, said he reached a 
point where he wanted to perfect his restora-
tion skills, particularly wood finishing. 

‘‘I have always worked with furniture; 
built, sold and finished it. The finishing part 
was always the hardest—the more I did it the 
more I didn’t understand it,’’ said Childress. 

In 1998 he moved to the Midwest for the 
sole purpose of attending the National Insti-
tute of Wood Finishing at Dakota County 
Technical College in Rosemount, Minn. To 
this day Childress credits instructor Mitchell 
Kohanek, a wood finisher of nearly 30 years, 
for giving him the knowledge he needed to 
become a professional finisher. He is now 
confident he is capable of getting any job he 
wants in the field. 

Kohanek offers short-term workshops, but 
his nine-month diploma program is the only 
certified wood finishing education program 
in the United States. It teaches students 
about wood technology; selection and appli-
cation of finishes; application of dyes, stains, 
glazes and toners; color matching; spray fin-
ishing; basic and advanced finishing; spot re-
pair of wood, leather, and vinyl, and last but 
not least, refinishing and restoration. 
Childress raves about how the program 
taught him the gamut of problem-solving 
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techniques, such as how to deal with ‘‘orange 
peel’’ results and to prevent them from hap-
pening in the first place. 

A year after Childress graduated in 1998, 
Kohanek informed him that the Capitol was 
looking for a finisher to hire onto their crew 
of tradesmen. After a year’s background 
screening, Childress was hired and has been 
there ever since. 

Recently, he was the lead wood finisher 
during the restoration of a historic Cannon 
Building flame mahogany rostrum, which 
housed the Ways and Means Committee as 
early as 1907. The original drafts for the Con-
stitution’s 16th Amendment and laws enact-
ing the income tax were almost certainly 
drafted at this rostrum. It doesn’t get much 
more historic than that. 

This project allowed Childress to collabo-
rate with Don Williams, senior furniture 
conservator of the Smithsonian’s Museum 
Conservation Institute and another of his 
mentors. The two first met during one of 
Williams’ frequent visits to Dakota where 
Williams teaches chemistry-intense courses 
in restoration and finishing with longtime 
friend and colleague Kohanek. 

Childress returns to Dakota almost every 
summer for additional advance course work, 
and for years he and Williams had been look-
ing for just the right in-depth project to 
blend their skills and experiences. 

‘‘The reclamation of the Cannon 311 ros-
trum’s previous grandeur could have only 
been accomplished by someone with 
Tredway’s remarkable combination of tal-
ent, education, craft skill and commitment 
to preserving past treasures,’’ Williams said. 
‘‘There aren’t many of us around who can 
carefully remove a disfiguring top coat and 
leave behind the beautiful old shellac finish 
underneath, then blend it all back in with a 
French polish that almost literally glows in 
the dark without looking cheesy. But 
Tredway did it.’’ 

His work on Capitol Hill also includes re-
finishing all chairs on the floor of the House 
of Representatives. On this project, Childress 
and his crew took off the existing coating 
and brought it back to its original shellac. 
They also decided to replace the gold painted 
molding with gilded molding, as had been 
done originally. 

‘‘Going through Mitch’s school, I really 
had the knowledge and know how to do what 
needed to be done instead of just looking at 
it and saying, ‘Let’s put another coat on 
it,’ ’’ Childress said. ‘‘By studying and know-
ing the chemistry behind what needed to be 
done and understanding what you could and 
could not do, and making the chemistry 
work in our favor instead of stripping it . . . 
you just don’t get out of a weekend class. 

Childress is one of Kohanek’s many stu-
dents who went into restoration and con-
servation. Other graduates have found ways 
to make a living from finishing new wood or 
by becoming furniture service technicians 
who repair wood on location. 

‘‘There are so many opportunities for cus-
tom wood finishers because wood finishing is 
still to this day considered a mystic trade 
when it really is a blend of art and science,’’ 
said Kohanek. ‘‘Once one understands how 
those two facets work together, you can use 
inexpensive wood and create an expensive 
look, or make expensive wood look even 
more beautiful. You also know how to repair 
and restore it.’’ 

Kohanek emphasizes that his certification 
program makes graduates valued wood fin-
ishing employees off the bat, and enables 
them to go immediately into their own busi-
ness if they choose that direction. Like 

Childress, the best graduates of the NIWF 
are setting the standards of what should be 
expected of a wood finisher as they apply to 
any wood finishing facility, he concluded. 

f 

HONORING THE JOHNSON CHAPEL 
A.M.E. CHURCH 

HON. JEB HENSARLING 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, August 3, 2007 

Mr. HENSARLING. Madam Speaker, I 
would like to honor the Johnson Chapel 
A.M.E. Church in Malakoff, TX, as they cele-
brate more than a century of worship. 

The Johnson Chapel A.M.E. Church has a 
very storied past. It was first organized in a 
creek bottom on Abe Johnson’s Farm in 1897 
and has experienced many changes in more 
than a century of existence. 

Six months after its inception, the congrega-
tion constructed their first permanent structure. 
Oak planks nailed to blocks were used as 
benches and lighting was provided by ker-
osene lanterns. The Church would move to a 
new location on a nearby farm in 1915 and 
continue to meet in that location until 1926. In 
that year the congregation was forced to di-
vide due to the threat of flooding as well as 
poorly constructed roads, which made travel to 
the church difficult. The remaining members 
stayed until 1938, when they moved to their 
present location. In 1944 and then again in 
1968, the church was destroyed by inclement 
weather; however, after each misfortune the 
congregation was able to band together and 
rebuild. 

Today, the Johnson Chapel A.M.E. Church 
continues to worship and serve the community 
of Malakoff. In September of 2005, the con-
gregation saw another milestone when they 
appointed the Reverend Cynthia Cole as their 
first female pastor. 

Madam Speaker, as the representative of 
Malakoff, TX, it is my honor to congratulate 
the Johnson Chapel A.M.E. Church for its 
more than one hundred years of existence as 
a place of worship. 

f 

PAYING TRIBUTE TO YAFFA 
DAHAN 

HON. JON C. PORTER 
OF NEVADA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, August 3, 2007 

Mr. PORTER. Madam Speaker, I rise today 
to honor the life of my friend Yaffa Dahan, 
who passed away on July 26th, 2007. 

Yaffa Dahan was born December 29th, 
1954, in Morocco. Shortly after her birth, she 
moved to a small town in Israel where she 
was raised. In a large family with nine brothers 
and sisters, she was brought up in traditional 
Jewish culture where music, love, and laugh-
ter were an integral part of her home. At age 
20, she married David Dahan and moved to 
Las Vegas to start a family and a new chapter 
in their lives together. 

Yaffa was a spiritual woman with an amaz-
ing personality, grace, intelligence and a sin-

cere love for her family, friends, and our com-
munity. Yaffa was dedicated to education and 
eventually learned five languages, including 
Hebrew, Yiddish, French, Arabic, and English. 
She then went on to earn her MBA in busi-
ness management and a Ph.D. in administra-
tive healthcare. She then became a registered 
nurse, which she practiced for 28 years, 
touching the lives of many in southern Ne-
vada. She was also a member of the Honors 
Society in Nursing at UNLV, and recently was 
honored as an outstanding alumna. She was 
a dedicated member of the Jewish community, 
being active in AIPAC and the Jewish Federa-
tion in Nevada. 

Through all of these accomplishments, what 
strikes me most is the great number of people 
whose lives she touched. Her obituary, posted 
online through a local newspaper, gave an op-
portunity for well-wishers to leave comments. 
She received comments from former employ-
ees stating how she was a favorite manager 
who was admired for her talents as well as 
her passion. Included in these postings were 
comments from her local Rabbi, from family in 
Israel, and from friends from California to Wis-
consin to North Carolina and many places in 
between. She was truly an incredible woman 
who will be remembered by all. 

Madam Speaker, I am sincerely proud to 
honor and celebrate the life of Yaffa Dahan. I 
would like to take this time to give my deepest 
condolences to Yaffa’s family and friends. 

f 

INDIAN HELICOPTERS FOR BURMA 

HON. JOSEPH R. PITTS 
OF PENNSYLVANIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Friday, August 3, 2007 

Mr. PITTS. Madam Speaker, I was deeply 
disturbed to read a recently released report, 
by European Union non-governmental organi-
zations, entitled Indian Helicopters for Burma: 
making a mockery of embargoes? The report 
provided details on India’s negotiations with 
Burma’s military junta since late 2006 and fo-
cused on the transfer of Advanced Light Heli-
copters (ALH) to Burma’s military. India, the 
world’s largest democracy, has increasingly 
spurned democracy supporters in Burma in 
favor of increased cooperation with Burma’s 
military regime, even providing Burma’s ruling 
generals with tanks, aircraft, artillery guns, 
radar, small arms, and the ALH. Absent any 
external enemy, Burma’s military rulers have 
employed these arms and military equipment 
against its ethnic minority civilian population, 
resulting in the destruction of more than 3,000 
villages, the use of forced labor, and the rape 
and murder of thousands of ethnic minority ci-
vilians. 

Even more appalling than the increased 
military cooperation and sales between the 
Government of India and Burma’s military re-
gime is evidence that the transfer of military 
hardware risks violating both European Union 
and U.S. arms restrictions in place against 
Burma’s military regime. Parts and tech-
nologies vital to the manufacture of the ALH 
were provided by several European compa-
nies and two American companies, Aitech 
Systems, Ltd. and Lord Corporation. It is es-
sential that our government immediately inves-
tigate whether or not the inclusion of American 
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parts and technologies in the production of In-
dia’s ALHs and the potential impending trans-
fer of the ALHs from the Government of India 
to Burma’s brutal military generals violate U.S. 
export control regulations and the U.S. arms 
embargo on Burma. 

The brutality of Burma’s generals towards 
its own people continues to increase. It is ob-
vious to all familiar with the regime’s use of 
forced labor, its systematic use of rape as a 
weapon of war, its destruction of villages and 
livelihoods in its efforts to ethnically cleanse 
Burma of all its ethnic minorities, that the pur-
chase of these military helicopters is for one 
purpose and one purpose only—strengthening 
and increasing military attacks against ethnic 
minority civilians. Already humanitarian aid 
groups operating in Eastern Burma have no-
ticed a number of areas in which helicopter 
landing pads are appearing, a sight very new 
to the landscape of ethnic minority territory. 
These landing pads will give Burmese gen-
erals the ability to transport soldiers quickly 
and easily into areas where civilians are flee-
ing. The ethnic minorities fear that the regime 
plans to increase its attacks against them. 

The U.S. government must take immediate 
steps to implement the recommendations out-
lined in the newly released report, including, 
but not limited to, commencing negotiations 
with the Government of India to cease the 
transfer of Advanced Light Helicopters to Bur-
ma’s military regime; discontinuing all future 
defense production cooperation with India that 
might lead to transfers of embargoed con-
trolled equipment to Burma; attaching to all fu-
ture licenses for transfers of controlled goods 
and technology to India a strict and enforce-
able condition, with penalty clauses prohibiting 
re-export to states under an embargo to which 
the original exporting state is party without ex-
press governmental permission; and drawing 
attention to the high likelihood of that military 
equipment being used by Burma’s military to 
commit ethnic cleansing and crimes against 
humanity in violation of international law in-
cluding international human rights and human-
itarian law. 

f 

HONORING ROBERT AYERS GOULD, 
SR. 

HON. JEB HENSARLING 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, August 3, 2007 

Mr. HENSARLING. Madam Speaker, today I 
would like to honor Mr. Robert Ayers Gould, 
Sr. on the occasion of his retirement after 
twelve years of service on the City Council of 
Athens, Texas, where he has overseen many 
projects benefiting his community. 

After graduating from Athens High School in 
1957, Robert joined the United States Navy 
where he served aboard the USS Coral Sea. 
Following an Honorable Discharge, he re-
turned to Athens where he opened the Gould 
Insurance Agency in 1962, which he has 
owned and operated for over 40 years. 

Among his many civic activities, Robert has 
been the Director and Vice-President of the 
Athens Chamber of Commerce, Co-Founder 
of the Texas High School Basketball Hall of 

Fame, and the Charter Director for the Hen-
derson County YMCA. He has also received 
many awards from his community including 
the Roadhand Award from the Texas Highway 
Commission and the Athens Citizen of the 
Year Award in 1984. 

Robert is married to Mrs. Peggy Lorene 
Lubben Gould, and they have 4 children: Rob-
ert Jr., Joseph, Patricia, and Mary. 

Madam Speaker, as the representative of 
the City of Athens, Texas, it is my pleasure to 
congratulate Mr. Robert Ayers Gould, Sr. on 
his retirement from the City Council. 

f 

INTRODUCTION OF PULMONARY 
HYPERTENSION RESEARCH AND 
EDUCATION ACT OF 2007 

HON. TOM LANTOS 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, August 3, 2007 

Mr. LANTOS. Madam Speaker, today I join 
my friend KEVIN BRADY of Texas in introducing 
the Pulmonary Hypertension Research and 
Education Act of 2007. This legislation will ex-
pand research and training efforts for treat-
ment and an eventual cure for pulmonary hy-
pertension, while establishing a nationwide 
clinical research network. 

Pulmonary hypertension, more commonly 
referred to as PH, is a silent killer that in-
creases the blood pressure in the lungs to 
dangerous levels. As the walls of the arteries 
that take blood from the right to the left side 
of the heart thicken and constrict, the heart 
must pump harder and harder, ultimately fail-
ing over time. 

Over the past 5 years the number of pa-
tients of this deadly disorder has increased 
from 3,000 in 2001 to as many as 30,000 di-
agnoses in 2006. Among them is my 22-year- 
old granddaughter, Charity, who was diag-
nosed with PH in 2004. In following her treat-
ment, I know all too well the need for in-
creased education of medical professionals. 
With the growing number of patients, new and 
more effective treatments are becoming avail-
able for PH sufferers, but effective manage-
ment of this condition remains complicated. It 
requires the close supervision of a highly- 
trained medical professional, and someone 
who is dedicated to remaining on the cutting- 
edge of treating this disease. 

I believe our bill would give the National 
Heart, Lung and Blood Institute the tools they 
need to improve collaboration among the top 
PH research centers and to reduce the inci-
dents of misdiagnosis. I am hopeful that this 
legislation would create avenues for dissemi-
nating new and life-saving knowledge among 
experts. 

Madam Speaker, the causes of pulmonary 
hypertension are still not fully understood. And 
it pains me to no end to note that there is no 
known cure. We can not waste anymore time. 
We must act swiftly to save 30,000 vibrant 
lives, including that of my own beautiful grand-
daughter, from this slow and steady killer. I 
hope my colleagues will join me and Mr. 
BRADY in putting the full force of Congress be-
hind this important research. 

INTRODUCTION OF THE POSITIVE 
BEHAVIOR FOR EFFECTIVE 
SCHOOLS ACT 

HON. PHIL HARE 
OF ILLINOIS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Friday, August 3, 2007 

Mr. HARE. Madam Speaker, educators and 
the general public cite disciplinary problems as 
the greatest challenge facing schools. Often 
schools respond to problem behavior with sus-
pensions and expulsions, or by removing per-
sistent troublemakers from the school. But re-
search shows that punitive approaches to dis-
cipline do not work, and further, that they dis-
proportionately harm students of color and stu-
dents with disabilities. 

One effective approach now being adopted 
by education agencies around the country is 
schoolwide Positive Behavior Supports (PBS). 
Research shows that schools implementing 
PBS can experience anywhere from a 20 to 
60 percent reduction in disciplinary problems, 
an improved social climate, and increases in 
reading and math scores on standardized 
tests. 

This Congress I toured Monmouth-Roseville 
Junior High, a PBS school in my Illinois Con-
gressional district. I was amazed by how ef-
fectively the school decreased the number of 
expulsions and suspensions, and increased 
student attendance, classroom instructional 
time, and academic engagement. Even more 
impressive, there was an overall sense of 
shared responsibility for the success of the 
school. 

Madam Speaker, today I am proud to intro-
duce the Positive Behavior for Effective 
Schools Act. 

This bill amends the Elementary and Sec-
ondary Education Act to provide the flexibility 
and technical assistance schools need to ex-
pand the use of positive behavior supports 
and other early intervening services to create 
a school climate that is highly conducive to 
learning, reduces discipline referrals, and im-
proves academic outcomes. Specifically, this 
bill: 

Allows State and Local Education Agencies 
to use Title I funding to implement schoolwide 
PBS. 

Supports Safe and Drug Free Schools’ pro-
grams that improve the whole school climate, 
prevent disciplinary problems, violence, illegal 
use of alcohol, tobacco, and drugs, and that 
involve parents and communities in school 
programs and activities. 

Trains teachers in the behavioral learning of 
kids and in methods that improve school cli-
mate. 

Establishes an office of specialized instruc-
tional support services in the Department of 
Education to administer and coordinate sup-
port services in schools. 

I urge my colleagues to look at the proven 
results of PBS and the positive impact it has 
on the entire school. Not only are we finding 
safer school climates in schools where PBS is 
implemented, but we are also seeing a de-
crease in dropout rates, a more accurate clas-
sification of special education students, im-
proved test scores, home and family life, and 
more productive students who are better pre-
pared to enter the professional world after 
graduation. 
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Additionally, PBS assists education agen-

cies with the challenges they face in meeting 
the requirements of No Child Left Behind, ulti-
mately leading to a better educational experi-
ence for our kids. Educators, parents, mental 
health experts and academics all agree that 
positive behavior supports are good for 
schools, good for teachers and good for stu-
dents. 

This legislation is endorsed by the Advocacy 
Institute; American Counseling Association; 
American Music Therapy Association; Amer-
ican Occupational Therapy Association; Amer-
ican Psychological Association; American 
School Counselor Association; The Arc of the 
United States; Bazelon Center for Mental 
Health Law; Center for Behavioral Education & 
Research in the UConn Neag School of Edu-
cation; Children and Adults with Attention- 
Deficit/Hyperactivity Disorder; Council for Chil-
dren with Behavioral Disorders; Learning Dis-
abilities Association of America; Illinois PBIS 
Network; Mental Health America; National Alli-
ance on Mental Illness; National Association 
for Children’s Behavioral Health; National As-
sociation of State Directors of Special Edu-
cation; National Down Syndrome Congress; 
School Social Work Association of America 
(SSWAA); and United Cerebral Palsy. 

Madam Speaker, I ask for unanimous con-
sent to enter into the RECORD a letter of sup-
port from these organizations. 

Madam Speaker, I ask my colleagues to join 
me in supporting positive behavior in schools 
by cosponsoring the Positive Behavior for Ef-
fective Schools Act, and work with me to ad-
vance this important piece of legislation. 

AUGUST 3, 2007. 
Hon. PHIL HARE, 
House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR REPRESENTATIVE HARE: The under-
signed national organizations are pleased to 
offer our strong support for the Positive Be-
havior for Effective Schools Act of 2007. We 
share your goals of enhancing student out-
comes and improving school climate through 
the promotion of school wide positive behav-
ior supports (PBS). The legislation provides 
a welcomed opportunity to strengthen the 
education system by helping address stu-
dent’s social and emotional barriers to learn-
ing. 

As you well know, school wide positive be-
havior support initiatives help reshape 
school climates into more conducive learn-
ing environments appreciated by students, 
staff and school personnel. School wide posi-
tive behavior supports help reduce discipline 
problems as well as improve academic out-
comes, including test scores. Your home 
state of Illinois is a pioneer in creating a 
statewide comprehensive PBS initiative, 
with implementation in about 600 public 
schools and research demonstrating its sup-
port for school success. 

The Positive Behavior for Effective 
Schools Act will go a long way towards fos-
tering effective learning environments. It 
gives schools the tools and opportunity to 
change how schools respond to students, re-
inforce desired behaviors and eliminate inad-
vertent reinforcements for problem behavior 
to help realize the goals of academic and so-
cial success for all students. Specifically, the 
legislation allows and encourages schools 
and localities to support PBS as well as sup-
ports research, technical assistance and re-
lated school reform activities that improve 
school climate. Additionally, the legislation 

would establish a new office within the De-
partment of Education that would help co-
ordinate and administer activities assisting 
specialized instructional support personnel 
who provide a critical role in the link be-
tween social and academic outcomes for stu-
dents. 

Once again we applaud you for introducing 
this important legislation and look forward 
to working with you to secure its enactment. 

Sincerely, 
American Counseling Association, Amer-

ican Music Therapy Association, Amer-
ican Occupational Therapy Associa-
tion, American Psychological Associa-
tion, American School Counselor Asso-
ciation, The Arc of the United States, 
Bazelon Center for Mental Health Law, 
Children and Adults with Attention- 
Deficit/Hyperactivity Disorder, Council 
for Children with Behavioral Disorders, 
Learning Disabilities Association of 
America, Mental Health America, Na-
tional Alliance on Mental Illness, Na-
tional Association for Children’s Be-
havioral Health, National Association 
of State Directors of Special Edu-
cation, National Down Syndrome Con-
gress, School Social Work Association 
of America, United Cerebral Palsy. 

f 

ON THE PASSING OF DR. 
SYLVESTER McDONALD 

HON. DONNA M. CHRISTENSEN 
OF THE VIRGIN ISLANDS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, August 3, 2007 

Mrs. CHRISTENSEN. Madam Speaker, I 
rise at this moment of deep sadness on the 
passing of Dr. Sylvester McDonald of St. 
Thomas, U.S. Virgin Islands. On behalf of my 
family, staff and the 110th Congress of the 
United States of America, I extend my most 
heartfelt sympathies to the family and friends 
of Dr. McDonald, affectionately known as ‘‘Dr. 
Mac.’’ To those of us who grew up with his 
children and their extended family he was the 
much beloved, ‘‘Uncle Syl.’’ 

Dr. Sylvester O. McDonald was born on 
September 12, 1919, to John and Madalene 
McDonald in Kingston, Jamaica. In 1941, he 
left Jamaica to study at Howard University, 
where he met and married Eirene Canegata in 
1943. This union lasted 60 years and pro-
duced 4 children: Genevieve (Rosie) Lambert, 
Judith Richardson, John McDonald, and Mi-
chael McDonald. 

After graduation from Howard University 
Medical School in June 1949, and completion 
of an internship at Harlem Hospital in New 
York City, he came to St. Thomas where he 
joined the Municipal Hospital Staff on August 
1, 1950. He continued his work there until 
June 1953, when he entered the U.S. Army 
where he served until October 1955. Upon his 
return to St. Thomas, he joined the staff of the 
Knud Hansen Hospital. 

In 1958, he left St. Thomas to begin a Resi-
dency in Orthopedic Surgery at Queens Hos-
pital Center in Jamaica, New York and the 
Hospital for Crippled Children in Newark, New 
Jersey. Upon completing the residency in 
1962, he rejoined the hospital staff at Knud 
Hansen Hospital. 

During his service with the Health Depart-
ment he served in many capacities including 

Acting Commissioner of Health, Chief of Sur-
gery, Medical Director and Orthopedic Con-
sultant to Charles Harwood Hospital in St. 
Croix from 1962 through 1974. There he held 
Orthopedic Clinics on a weekly basis and per-
formed Orthopedic Surgery when necessary. 
He also served as President of the Virgin Is-
lands Medical Society, Vice President of the 
Executive Committee, member of the Clinical 
Pathological Conference Committee and mem-
ber of the Accreditation Committee. Profes-
sional affiliations include the American Acad-
emy of Family Physicians, National Medical 
Association, and American Medical Associa-
tion. 

He also carried on a private practice in fam-
ily medicine where he treated all who sought 
his help with utmost respect, courtesy, and pa-
tience. He retired from the Hospital in October 
1982 and from private practice in 1985. In 
1982, he began his service as Campus Physi-
cian at the University of the Virgin Islands 
which he continued until he was unable to do 
so. 

Throughout his life, ‘‘Dr. Mac,’’ as he was 
affectionately known, remained a very spiritual 
person. After his retirement, he attended Mass 
and Holy Communion daily, and served as a 
Eucharistic Minister at Our Lady of Perpetual 
Help Parish. 

His favorite pastimes were spending time 
with his family, his daily walks and a swim or 
soak on Magens Bay. 

Dr. Mac was one of the most revered physi-
cians in the Virgin Islands. During his distin-
guished medical career, and through his var-
ious executive positions, he remained the epit-
ome of the family and community doctor. 

The entire Virgin Islands has been truly 
blessed to have had such a skilled physician 
and caring and compassionate human being 
as a part of our lives. We will be forever grate-
ful for the legacy ‘‘Dr. Mac’’ has left behind— 
a legacy that will surely continue to inspire 
and positively impact future generations of 
physicians, healthcare professionals and all 
Virgin Islanders. 

Madam Speaker, I know that entire Con-
gress joins my family and me in wishing Dr. 
Mac’s family the fullness of God’s love and 
peace during this difficult time of grief. May 
they all be sustained by the many wonderful 
memories that will remain with all of us forever 
and may ‘‘Dr. Mac/Uncle Syl’’ rest in peace. 

f 

H.R. 2046 OVERRIDES BROAD 
RANGE OF LAWS 

HON. JOSEPH R. PITTS 
OF PENNSYLVANIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, August 3, 2007 

Mr. PITTS. Madam Speaker, I received a 
letter today from a bipartisan coalition of family 
and faith-based organizations, who are con-
cerned that powerful international gambling in-
terests will succeed in negating U.S. laws that 
curb Internet gambling. I ask unanimous con-
sent to place a copy of this letter in the 
RECORD. 

Probably the most serious avenue of attack 
mentioned in this letter is H.R. 2046, which 
would legalize Internet gambling and provide 
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online casinos with exemptions from Federal 
and State laws. 

Just one year ago, this body voted 317 to 
93 in favor of the Unlawful Internet Gambling 
Enforcement Act of 2006, which went on to be 
signed into law on October 13, 2006. By en-
acting UIGEA, we emphatically decided that 
we would not simply roll over as offshore gam-
bling operators deliberately defied our laws. 
We would enforce our laws, even when the 
websites are offshore, by cutting off the flow of 
money for illegal Internet gambling activities. 
At the same time, we preserved existing Fed-
eral and State gambling laws, including the 
rights of States to set gambling policy and reg-
ulate any gambling operators within their own 
borders. 

H.R. 2046 does not repeal UIGEA per se, 
but that would be its practical effect. The li-
cense this legislation would grant to Internet 
gambling operators serves as an affirmative 
defense to any prosecution or enforcement ac-
tion under any other Federal or State law. It 
brushes aside Federal gambling laws such as 
the Wire Act, State gambling prohibitions, and 
State gambling regulatory commissions. 

The proponents of H.R. 2046 say there is 
an opt-out for States, but this opt-out is riddled 
with problems. First, State laws already on the 
books don’t matter—the governor has to cer-
tify exactly what is prohibited in that State, and 
if he or she fails to make that certification with-
in 90 days, then the State becomes open 
game for Internet gamblers. Not only is it bad 
policy to ignore laws on the books, it is prob-
ably unconstitutional to give the Governor ef-
fective unilateral power to set Internet gam-
bling policy for the State. 

Second, if the State were to allow any form 
of gambling online, it would be regulated by 
the Treasury Department, which has no expe-
rience in gambling regulation, instead of the 
highly-experienced State gambling commis-
sion. 

Third, the State opt-out would violate current 
U.S. trade obligations, so the World Trade Or-
ganization could tell the U.S. to drop the opt- 
out or face stiff trade penalties. The U.S. is 
currently trying to withdraw its ‘‘obligation’’ to 
free trade in gambling—which the U.S. never 
intended to make—but the process could take 
months or years. Until then, the offshore gam-
bling industry could attack the State opt-out in 
H.R. 2046 in the WTO, as one of their attor-
neys publicly stated at a Cato Institute forum 
just last week. 

Finally, keep in mind that NO State has yet 
legalized Internet gambling with foreign com-
panies. If all the States opt out according to 
the laws they already have on the books, and 
if the opt-outs are not challenged legally, what 
will the international gambling interests have 
gained? If nothing, then why are they spend-
ing millions on lobbying efforts to pass H.R. 
2046? 

I hope that my colleagues will look past the 
smokescreen and see that H.R. 2046 could 
result in the greatest expansion of gambling 
ever enacted by Congress. 

AUGUST 1, 2007. 
DEAR MEMBER OF CONGRESS: As a bipar-

tisan coalition of family and faith-based or-
ganizations representing millions of citizens 
nationwide, we thank you for your efforts to 
protect families from the dangers of Internet 
gambling. Last year, Congress took the very 

valuable step of enacting the Unlawful Inter-
net Gambling Enforcement Act of 2006 
(UIGEA) so that U.S. gambling laws could be 
better enforced on the Internet. We are con-
cerned, however, about ensuring the integ-
rity of UIGEA in upcoming months. We have 
three primary concerns: 

Congressional support for strong UIGEA 
regulations from the Treasury Department, 
add list of illegal Internet gambling to 
FinCEN and OFAC lists, block transactions, 
create a system for reporting illegal sites to 
the DOJ (Internet, phone, mail), enforce 
prosecution of illegal online gambling oper-
ations. 

Your support of UIGEA’s integrity and 
your opposition to contrary legislation. 

Congressional support for U.S. withdrawal 
from WTO obligations that jeopardize 
UIGEA. 

Internet gambling represents the most 
invasive and addictive form of gambling in 
history. Speed, accessibility, availability 
and anonymity make Internet gambling the 
perfect storm for gambling addiction. Inter-
net gambling also creates fertile ground for 
criminal activity and threatens homeland 
security by potentially funding terrorist ac-
tivity. 

More than 230 million Americans access 
the Internet, many of whom are children and 
adolescents. Internet gambling extends be-
yond state borders, beyond democratically 
enacted laws and is piped directly into mil-
lions of homes. Before Congress passed 
UIGEA, nearly 3,000 online casinos could be 
accessed instantly with the click of a mouse. 

Since its passage, UIGEA has severely cut 
unlawful U.S. profits to foreign gambling in-
terests. Now these Internet casino oper-
ations are willing to spend millions of dol-
lars influencing Congress to gain legal access 
into U.S. homes. In fact, the UC Group (a 
leading payment-service provider in the 
U.K.) claims to be ‘‘leading the initiative’’ 
behind Rep. Barney Frank’s bill, H.R. 2046. 
The misinformation campaign is in full 
swing, and Congress is the target. You 
should be aware of several bills that threaten 
the integrity of UIGEA: 

Rep. Frank’s bill H.R. 2046—far-reaching 
legalization of Internet gambling, providing 
online casinos with exemptions from federal 
and state laws. 

Rep. Wexler’s bill H.R. 2610—exempts poker 
and ‘‘games of skill’’ from UIGEA. 

Rep. McDermott’s bill H.R. 2607—licenses 
and taxes Internet casinos. 

Foreign gambling interests are also pres-
suring the World Trade Organization (WTO) 
to force the U.S. to legalize Internet gam-
bling. They claim that the U.S. is obligated 
to legalize gambling because it committed to 
free trade in ‘‘recreational services,’’ and a 
WTO panel agreed. Now the U.S. is seeking 
to amend its trade commitments to make 
clear that Congress never intended to turn 
over to the WTO its right to set gambling 
policy. Congress should return the favor to 
the U.S. Trade Representative by supporting 
these negotiations. 

Again, thank you for your time and service 
in preserving families. We hope for your on-
going support of the Unlawful Internet Gam-
bling Enforcement Act in the upcoming 
months. 

Sincerely, 
TOM MINNERY, 

Senior Vice President, 
Focus on the Family 
Action. 

GUY C. CLARK, 
Chairman, National 

Coalition Against 
Legalized Gambling. 

GARY BAUER, 
President, American 

Values. 
ROBERTA COMBS, 

President, Christian 
Coalition of Amer-
ica. 

PHYLLIS SCHLAFLY, 
President and Found-

er, Eagle Forum. 
TOM MCCLUSKY, 

Vice President for 
Government Affairs, 
Family Research 
Council. 

KEITH WIEBE, 
President, American 

Association of Chris-
tian Schools. 

DONALD E. WILDMON, 
Executive Director and 

Founder, American 
Family Association. 

f 

TRIBUTE OF DR. GEORGE V. 
IRONS, JR. 

HON. ROBERT B. ADERHOLT 
OF ALABAMA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Friday, August 3, 2007 

Mr. ADERHOLT. Madam Speaker, I would 
like to commend the outstanding achieve-
ments of Dr. George V. Irons Jr., native Ala-
bamian, who has treated the hearts of Ameri-
cans, literally, for over 5 decades as one of 
our nation’s foremost cardiologists. 

Dr. Irons’ accomplishments began at an 
early age. As a high school junior, he won the 
prestigious Bausch and Lomb National 
Science Award, based on a nationwide sci-
entific talent search—written competitive ex-
aminations sponsored by the University of 
Rochester, New York. He graduated from 
Woodlawn High School with a straight ‘‘A’’ 
record—first in his class—and served as presi-
dent of his student body. At Howard College 
(now Samford University), he completed a rig-
orous four year pre-med curriculum in 35 
months with a perfect 4.0 G.P.A. For his ex-
cellence in scholarship, leadership and serv-
ice, he was awarded the John R. Mott Trophy, 
and as the outstanding graduating senior he 
won the Birmingham Exchange Club Trophy, 
Danforth Award, and ODK National Award. He 
also found time to letter in varsity track; the 
mile relay team of which he was a part won 
their conference championship. 

Dr. Irons graduated from the University of 
Alabama Medical College at Birmingham with 
a straight ‘‘A’’ record. While in medical school, 
he was selected by the American Medical As-
sociation as one of the top two medical stu-
dents in the country. For his superior scho-
lastic record, leadership and service he re-
ceived the Alabama Medical School’s Stuart 
Graves Award. 

Since then his professional accomplish-
ments have been truly phenomenal. After duty 
as flight surgeon (Captain, U.S. Air Force), 
and internship, Barnes Hospital, St. Louis, 
Missouri, Dr. Irons served as Chief Resident in 
Cardiology, University of Chicago (Billings 
Hospital). Dr. Irons then joined the Duke Uni-
versity Medical School Faculty in 1964, where 
he was named Fellow in Cardiovascular Dis-
eases. Since 1966, he has been in active 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 08:19 Jul 09, 2010 Jkt 059102 PO 00000 Frm 00015 Fmt 0689 Sfmt 9920 E:\BR07\E04AU7.000 E04AU7er
ow

e 
on

 D
S

K
5C

LS
3C

1P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 B
O

U
N

D
 R

E
C

O
R

D



EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS, Vol. 153, Pt. 1723320 August 4, 2007 
practice in Charlotte, North Carolina, as the 
first board certified cardiologist in western 
North Carolina. Dr. Irons is Founder and 
President of Mid-Carolina Cardiology, the pre-
miere coronary care provider in the Carolinas, 
serving some ten cities in several states. He 
begins his sixth decade of active practice. 

Having published in leading medical journals 
here and internationally, he was honored by 
induction as a Fellow into the American Col-
lege of Cardiology and received a special cita-
tion Award of Merit from the National Associa-
tion of Cardiologists for his research contribu-
tions to the science of coronary disease. For 
distinctive scientific accomplishments, he re-
ceived the Distinguished Alumnus Award from 
Alpha Epsilon Delta National Pre-Medical So-
ciety. 

He has served the Nation in numerous med-
ical associations, such as the Alabama Med-
ical Association, American Society of Internal 
Medicine, Council on Clinical Cardiology (Fel-
low), American College of Physicians (Fellow), 
American Heart Association (Fellow), and the 
American Board of Internal Medicine (Dip-
lomate), Alpha Omega Alpha (President). 

Recently the State of North Carolina hon-
ored Dr. Irons for his half-century of service as 
eminent cardiologist, President and Founder 
Mid-Carolina Cardiology, and as the first board 
certified cardiologist in western North Carolina. 
He was also honored by his home state. The 
State of Alabama, on February 28, 2007, by 
Joint House Senate Resolution, honored him 
for his lifetime of achievements as distin-
guished cardiologist and for his notable re-
search contributions to the science of coronary 
disease. 

Madam Speaker, I commend Dr. Irons life-
time scientific achievements, distinguished re-
search and his superior devotion to optimal 
patient care. His dedication and exploration in 
the science of coronary diseases to provide a 
better life through improved medical tech-
nology and treatment, reflect great credit upon 
all who serve our Nation in his profession. 

Madam Speaker, I view Dr. Irons as Amer-
ica’s foremost cardiologist and proudly salute 
him for the nationwide impact of his work. 

f 

SUCCESS OF TITLE V FUNDING IN 
SOUTH CAROLINA 

HON. JOE WILSON 
OF SOUTH CAROLINA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, August 3, 2007 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Madam 
Speaker, I rise today in support of the Title V 
Abstinence Education program, and support 
its reauthorization. Without action by Con-
gress, this important program will expire on 
September 30, 2007. This program provides 
the States that choose to accept these dollars 
with funding to implement abstinence edu-
cation programs. In FY 2006, the State of 
South Carolina received over $750,000 in Title 
V funding. 

Abstinence education is working in South 
Carolina. A sharp decline in teen pregnancy 
began in 1996 after the South Carolina law 
established a policy that all the Title V, Sec-
tion 510 dollars were to be used to implement 

a statewide strategy that stresses the impor-
tance of abstaining until marriage. Additionally, 
South Carolina set a goal to create a 
replicable plan with intense evaluation and 
feedback to be used statewide. Since the initi-
ation of abstinence education in South Caro-
lina, 9 years ago, South Carolina teen preg-
nancy rates have been reduced by 35 percent, 
falling from 53 (per 1,000) in 1996 to 34.3 in 
2005 among 15- to 17-year-olds. 

Parents nationwide prefer abstinence edu-
cation over so-called ‘‘comprehensive’’ sex 
education by a 2 to 1 margin, regardless of 
political or religious affiliation, according to a 
recent Zogby poll. Abstinence education is de-
fined by its exclusive purpose of teaching the 
social, psychological and health gains to be 
realized by abstaining from sexual activity until 
marriage. Abstinence education permits an 
age-appropriate discussion of contraception, 
but within the context of promoting abstinence 
as the healthiest choice. 

I am concerned that the program as reau-
thorized in the SCHIP bill contains new re-
quirements for medical accuracy and proven 
effectiveness. These new requirements apply 
only to abstinence education. Placing account-
ability on all adolescent health programs fund-
ed by the Federal Government is an appro-
priate standard for the spending of Federal 
tax-dollars and the protection of children’s 
health. These funds must be based on health 
outcomes and equally applied to all federally 
funded adolescent health programs. 

Reauthorization of the Title V Abstinence 
Education Program and funding is critical in 
supporting the majority of communities who 
wish to promote the optimal health message 
for our Nation’s youth. Title V Abstinence Edu-
cation is working in South Carolina, and I urge 
my colleagues to join me in supporting a reau-
thorization of the program as it was originally 
designed. 

f 

INTRODUCTION OF THE WEATHER 
MITIGATION RESEARCH AND 
TECHNOLOGY TRANSFER AU-
THORIZATION ACT OF 2007 

HON. MARK UDALL 
OF COLORADO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, August 3, 2007 

Mr. UDALL of Colorado. Madam Speaker, I 
rise today to introduce the Weather Mitigation 
Research and Technology Transfer Authoriza-
tion Act. This bill will increase and enhance re-
search and development in weather mitigation 
to better understand its effectiveness in ad-
dressing drought in our country. 

The western part of our country, including 
my own State of Colorado, has experienced 
drought conditions in recent years. Efforts 
have been made to address drought recovery, 
preparedness, and alleviation. Weather mitiga-
tion, which means the use of artificial methods 
to change or control the natural formation of 
cloud forms or precipitation forms, causing, for 
example, snowpack augmentation or rain en-
hancement, could also contribute to solving 
this problem. However, little fundamental re-
search has been done to better understand 
weather mitigation and modification. 

The National Academies of Science report 
Critical Issues in Weather Modification Re-
search, released in 2003, noted that there is 
no scientific proof that weather modification or 
mitigation is effective; however, the report at-
tributes this to a lack of understanding of ‘‘crit-
ical atmospheric processes’’ that have caused 
unpredictable results with weather mitigation, 
not a lack of success with such efforts. The 
report called for a national program for a sus-
tained research effort in weather modification 
and mitigation research to enhance the effec-
tiveness and predictability of weather mitiga-
tion. 

There is currently no federal investment in 
weather mitigation, though there are private 
funds that are largely going toward unproven 
techniques. My bill, similar to a bill introduced 
in the Senate by Senator KAY BAILEY 
HUTCHISON, establishes a federal research and 
development effort to improve our under-
standing of the atmosphere and develop more 
effective weather modification technologies 
and techniques. 

In my own State, the Denver Water Depart-
ment, which has been impacted by the pro-
longed drought conditions, implemented a 
cloud seeding program to help increase the 
snowpack in its watersheds along the moun-
tains of the Front Range. This was not a major 
program, but it was an attempt to modify the 
drought conditions for the benefit of the over 
2.5 million people in the Denver area that are 
served by Denver Water. This bill would help 
augment these types of efforts by promoting 
greater research into how best to employ such 
techniques in a safe and effective manner. 

Specifically, the bill creates a Weather Miti-
gation Advisory and Research Board in the 
Department of Commerce to promote the ‘‘the-
oretical and practical knowledge of weather 
mitigation’’ through the funding of research 
and development projects. The board will be 
made up of representatives from the American 
Meteorological Society, the American Society 
of Civil Engineers, the National Academy of 
Sciences, the National Center for Atmospheric 
Research, the National Oceanic and Atmos-
pheric Administration, a higher education insti-
tution, and a state which is currently sup-
porting operational weather modification 
projects. 

In Colorado, a large portion of our water 
source comes from the snowpack runoff each 
year. A better understanding of weather miti-
gations has the potential to enhance our 
snowpacks, and thus assist in addressing 
drought concerns. 

But the needs for this research extend be-
yond the western United States. The need for 
this research is becoming even more urgent 
with the reports that other countries are suc-
cessfully exploring this area of research. 
China in particular has focused on the possi-
bility that weather mitigation technology would 
allow the government to control the weather 
during the Beijing Olympics in 2008. The Chi-
nese already spend more than $50 million an-
nually on weather mitigation. As the weather 
conditions in China can have an impact on 
North American weather as well, we must un-
derstand how these changes will change our 
weather. This is quickly becoming an issue of 
national and economic security. 
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Madam Speaker, I ask my colleagues to 

support the expansion of the research and de-
velopment of weather mitigation and urge a 
swift passage of this bill. 

f 

BLUE DIAMOND GROWERS 

HON. DEVIN NUNES 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, August 3, 2007 

Mr. NUNES. Madam Speaker, on behalf of 
Representative KEVIN MCCARTHY and myself, I 
would like to address remarks that were made 
on the House floor concerning a grower 
owned nonprofit marketing cooperative in our 
districts. 

Yesterday, during debate related to the 
2008 Agriculture Appropriations bill, inaccurate 
information was conveyed that undermined the 
integrity of Blue Diamond Growers. I take this 
opportunity to provide clarifying facts to my 
colleagues. 

Blue Diamond is approaching its 100th anni-
versary as a nonprofit marketing cooperative 
for thousands of growers in California. Many 
of the grower members live in my district, and 
produce the world’s best almonds. Blue Dia-
mond is very proud of the fact that the aver-
age tenure of its employees is approximately 
twenty years. This is an outstanding record 
and demonstrates employee satisfaction with 
their jobs. 

The International Longshoreman and 
Warehouseman’s Union has tried to organize 
Blue Diamond since the late 1980s. They 
have had no success. Diamond’s employees 
do not want to be in the union and express 
high job satisfaction. In 1990, the ILWU held 
an election at Blue Diamond and lost. As re-
cently as May of 2005, Blue Diamond asked 
the NLRB to hold an election so that Blue Dia-
mond’s employees would have the opportunity 
to vote on whether or not they wished to be 
members of the ILWU. The ILWU immediately 
filed a letter with the NLRB stating that they 
had no interest in representing Blue Diamond 
workers. Therefore, the election was can-
celled. Blue Diamond is ready and willing to 
hold an election, supervised by the NLRB, at 
any time the employees want it. 

Since that time, the ILWU has filed numer-
ous complaints with the NLRB. The original 
complaints have been resolved to the satisfac-
tion of the NLRB. They covered three em-
ployee terminations. It is my understanding 
that the employees were fired for actions en-
dangering their own personal safety or threat-
ening food quality. However, the NLRB found 
that two of the firings were improper and those 
employees were re-hired and given all of their 
back pay and benefits. The NLRB found the 
third firing to be proper. 

In what appears to be an ongoing harass-
ment action against Blue Diamond Growers, 
the ILWU filed three additional complaints over 
the firing of employees. The NLRB held all of 
these firings to be proper, and found in favor 
of Blue Diamond. 

Madam Speaker, it is important to have the 
record clear on this matter, since Blue Dia-
mond Growers treats its employees fairly in all 
respects. This is clearly demonstrated by the 

length of employment of most of the employ-
ees. I hope that in the future, Representatives 
concerned about the rights of workers in our 
districts would more fully examine the facts 
before making unfounded claims on the House 
Floor. Blue Diamond Growers and the thou-
sands of farmers and workers who they rep-
resent deserve better from this House. 

f 

HONORING ALVIN CREECH 

HON. TIM MAHONEY 
OF FLORIDA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, August 3, 2007 

Mr. MAHONEY of Florida. Madam Speaker, 
tonight, I rise to honor Alvin Creech for his val-
iant service in the Korean War. On Sunday, I 
will have the distinct honor of presenting Mr. 
Creech with his Purple Heart award for his 
brave and selfless service in the Chosin Res-
ervoir Campaign during the first winter of the 
Korean War. 

This Tuesday will mark the 225th Anniver-
sary of when General George Washington es-
tablished the Purple Heart. The award is one 
of the highest honors, as it recognizes those 
who have given personal sacrifice in the name 
of our great Nation. 

Private Creech is a true American hero who 
has waited over 56 years to receive this 
honor. He was only 19 when he joined the 
U.S. Army, continuing his family’s proud his-
tory of defending America in her time of need. 

For about a year, Private Creech fought in 
Korea. Mr. Creech served in the Third Infantry, 
helping to hold the defensive perimeter to help 
ensure that the Americans could make it to 
the coast. During his time in the Third Infantry, 
Mr. Creech spent almost a year living in fox-
holes and hunkering down under mortar at-
tacks and enemy sweeps. He became a 
weapons squad leader, leading patrols to the 
frontline. Despite being wounded in 1951, he 
served a full tour of duty and returned home 
to receive a Bronze Star for valor. 

Private Creech’s service to our community 
did not end in Korea. He is the proud husband 
and father of four, and, after working and pro-
viding for his family, he retired but then de-
cided to drive a school bus for children. 

I am proud that Mr. Creech and his wife 
Joyce decided to move to Avon Park to enjoy 
a full retirement. On behalf of Highlands Coun-
ty, I want to express the community’s thanks 
and gratitude to Mr. Creech for his service to 
our country. 

f 

A TRIBUTE TO RUBY DEE 

HON. CHARLES B. RANGEL 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, August 3, 2007 

Mr. RANGEL. Madam Speaker, I rise today 
to honor Ruby Dee, an American actress, 
poet, playwright, and civil fights activist. Her 
career in acting has crossed all major forms of 
media over a span of 8 decades. Ms. Dee has 
been active in civil rights causes and is a liv-
ing legend whose grace and life has inspired 
many. 

Born Ruby Ann Wallace on October 27, 
1924, in Cleveland, Ohio, she grew up in Har-
lem, New York. Ms. Dee is a graduate of the 
famed American Negro Theatre in Harlem 
where she studied with Sidney Poitier and 
Harry Belafonte, often working along their side 
in movies. Her acting career began during a 
time when Blacks were fighting for civil rights. 
She earned national acclaim for her perform-
ance in the 1950 film, The Jackie Robinson 
Story. Her film credits include A Raisin In The 
Sun, Roots, and Do The Right Thing. 

She was the first African American woman 
to secure major roles at the Shakespeare The-
atre Company in Connecticut, serving as a 
trailblazer for Blacks in American theater. Ms. 
Dee and her beloved husband, the late Ossie 
Davis, were honored in 1995 by President 
Clinton with the Presidential Medal for Lifetime 
Achievement in the Arts and in 2004 by the 
Kennedy Center for their contributions to the 
performing arts in America. In 2007, their 
album titled, ‘‘With Ossie And Ruby: In This 
Life Together’’ won a Grammy Award for Best 
Spoken Word Album. 

In the fight for racial equality, she was a 
member of several civil rights organizations. 
She and her husband served as masters of 
ceremonies for the historic 1963 March on 
Washington. Along with W.E.B. Du Bois, Paul 
Robeson, Malcolm X, and other leaders of the 
civil rights movement, she has been an advo-
cate and activist of equal rights for all Ameri-
cans. 

Ms. Dee is a courageous woman who was 
far ahead of her time. She and her husband 
raised three children: Guy Davis, Nora Day 
and Hasna Muhammad. I’m grateful for her 
friendship, talent, and commitment to uplift 
and inspire African American people. Ms. Dee 
has touched the lives of all Americans, not to 
mention New Yorkers. The village of Harlem is 
proud to claim her as its own and America is 
a better place because of her life and immeas-
urable contributions. 

f 

CONGRATULATING KACIE RADER 
ON WINNING SOAP BOX DERBY 
WORLD CHAMPIONSHIP 

HON. STENY H. HOYER 
OF MARYLAND 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, August 3, 2007 

Mr. HOYER. Madam Speaker, I rise today 
to commend Kacie Rader, a neighbor of mine 
in Mechanicsville, Maryland, a constituent from 
the Fifth District, and a World-Champion Soap 
Box Racer. 

This is the second time I have come to the 
Floor this year to sing Kacie’s praises. On the 
first occasion, I commended her win in the Na-
tional Championship. And today, I rise to cele-
brate her win in the National Derby Rally 
Championships—held in the great State of In-
diana on Friday July 27—where she won her 
world title. 

Earning the title ‘‘world champion’’ is no 
small feat. It takes hard work, determination, 
intelligence and athletic ability—all of which 
were on display when Kacie achieved her ulti-
mate goal and became the best in the world 
at her chosen pursuit. 
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Madam Speaker, I had the pleasure of 

meeting Kacie this morning, and I can tell you 
that she is an incredibly well-rounded young 
woman from whom we expect even greater 
things in the future. 

Today, I want Kacie and her family to know 
that her district, State and Nation are proud of 
her accomplishment and wish her nothing but 
the best in whatever the future may hold. 

f 

A TRIBUTE TO THE LATE JOEL 
BLOOM 

HON. LUCILLE ROYBAL-ALLARD 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, August 3, 2007 

Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD. Madam Speaker, I 
rise today to recognize the late Joel Bloom, a 
beloved community leader, activist and busi-
ness owner in my district, who passed away 
recentry after a long battle with cancer. 

At a memorial service last month held in 
front of Joel’s business, Bloom’s General 
Store in the Arts District, more than 200 ad-
mirers, family members and friends gathered 
to celebrate his remarkable life. It was a 
happy occasion, just as Joel would have want-
ed. 

On a personal level, I am extremely grateful 
to Joel for his unwavering advocacy on behalf 
of the Los Angeles County Metropolitan Trans-
portation Authority’s (MTA) Edward R. Roybal 
Metro Gold Line Eastside Extension. Joel 
knew that the Gold Line light-rail extension 
linking Union Station to destinations that in-
cluded the Arts District and East Los Angeles 
would play a critical role in the economic de-
velopment of much-neglected communities. At 
many MTA meetings when the extension was 
discussed, I could always count on Joel to 
represent the transportation needs of Arts Dis-
trict residents with passion and zeal. It sad-
dens me that Joel will not be with us to ride 
the trains when rail service begins in late 2009 
that he fervently believed would spur eco-
nomic development similar to what occurred in 
his Chicago birthplace. 

Madam Speaker, in honor of Joel’s life and 
many accomplishments, I would like to submit 
for the record his obituary that appeared in the 
Los Angeles Times on July 14. It captures the 
many facets of a man who will be greatly 
missed by all who knew and loved him. 
[From the Los Angeles Times, July 14, 2007] 

JOEL BLOOM, 59; L.A. ARTS DISTRICT ACTIVIST 
(By Valerie J. Nelson) 

Joel Bloom, a pioneering community ac-
tivist who helped shape the downtown Los 
Angeles arts district and was its unofficial 
mayor, with his shoebox-sized general store 
serving as the area’s town hall, has died. He 
was 59. 

Bloom, who also was a playwright and 
actor, died of soft-tissue sarcoma Friday at 
the West Los Angeles VA Medical Center, 
said his son, Randy. Bloom had fought can-
cer since 2000. 

‘‘He gave the arts district its personality, 
and he was unabashed in his great love for 
it,’’ said Councilwoman Jan Perry, who rep-
resents the area sandwiched between Little 
Tokyo and the banks of the Los Angeles 
River. ‘‘Joel was charismatic and ruled the 
roost over there for many, many years.’’ 

In late June, the city gave him an honor 
rarely accorded a living Angeleno—a sign 
was posted at East Third Street and Traction 
Avenue that declared the area ‘‘Joel Bloom 
Square.’’ 

The humble Bloom’s General Store, found-
ed in 1994 to give the growing community a 
place to pick up toothpaste or rent a video, 
stands nearby. 

‘‘There’s a spark here—hopefully we can 
light it,’’ Bloom told The Times in 1994 be-
fore opening the store in the industrial cor-
ridor. 

The downtown arts district began in the 
late 1970s as a haven for artists who worked 
in the lofts and often illegally lived in them. 

By the time Bloom moved there in 1986, 
the city had legalized the live-work spaces, 
and hundreds of artists had flocked to the 
area then known as the warehouse or lofts 
district. 

‘‘I get a feeling here I haven’t gotten any-
where else. It may look desolate, but it’s 
not. There’s no place I’d rather be,’’ Bloom 
said in the 1994 article. 

A City Council resolution passed earlier 
this month recognized Bloom’s community 
activism, which encompassed fighting to 
bring light-rail projects to downtown neigh-
borhoods, advocating for affordable housing, 
organizing a well-regarded neighborhood 
watch program and leading downtown neigh-
borhood councils. 

The resolution also saluted him as a life-
long baseball fan and as a member of the 
Second City improv group ‘‘who raised the 
term ‘grumpiness’ to an art form.’’ 

Offstage, he was seen as equally cantan-
kerous. 

‘‘He was a very gruff old man,’’ said Ed-
ward Walker, a longtime friend who works at 
Bloom’s store. ‘‘He could yell at you one mo-
ment, but the next he would be your friend. 
Still, if you needed something, he would be 
the first one there.’’ 

Bloom reveled in being a character, friends 
said, and in creating them. 

In 1987, Bloom wrote and staged a produc-
tion in a downtown parking lot that spoofed 
drive-in movies. Patrons were handed 2-D 
glasses—the wearer could see out of the left 
lens but not the right—and watched ‘‘May-
hem at the Mayfield Mall,’’ a parody of sci- 
fi movies. 

When the play was restaged in 1998, The 
Times reported, the Drive-In Drama lot on 
Imperial Street was thought to be the only 
venue where live theater could be enjoyed 
from the comfort of an automobile. Audience 
members honked to signal laughs or boos, 
and the national media tweaked L.A. for re-
defining ‘‘car culture.’’ 

A Bloom musical, ‘‘Showdown at 
Sonoratown: The Lady Who Stole Holly-
wood,’’ satirized Los Angeles history when 
the play was performed in 1990 on Hewitt 
Street at Al’s Bar, which turned into Al’s 
National Theater on slow nights. 

As an actor, Bloom appeared in plays such 
as ‘‘The Juke Box Never Plays the Songs 
You Want to Hear,’’ a takeoff on ‘‘A Mid-
summer Night’s Dream’’ in which the audi-
ence sat on stage and the action unfolded on 
the floor of Al’s, said TK Nagano, Bloom’s 
bookkeeper and friend. 

Away from the stage, Bloom burnished his 
reputation as ‘‘the godfather’’ of the commu-
nity of 1,500 by helping to spearhead a cam-
paign that resulted in the city officially des-
ignating it in the 1990s as the arts district, 
Walker said. 

Bloom also led the successful fight to keep 
the Los Angeles Unified School District from 
building a distribution warehouse in the 

neighborhood. In 2000, the Southern Cali-
fornia Institute of Architecture moved into 
the area instead. 

‘‘Without Joel, we wouldn’t have an arts 
district in its present form,’’ Walker said. 
‘‘It’s kind of a Mayberry filled with bohe-
mian artists. Everyone knows everybody, 
and everyone knows Joel.’’ 

The second of three children, Joel Alan 
Bloom was born May 30, 1948, in Chicago. His 
father worked for a paper company. 

In 1969, he graduated from Pasadena Play-
house’s school of theater arts. 

During the Vietnam War, Bloom served in 
the Air Force, documenting the soldiers’ 
daily life on film and from the air. 

After leaving the service in 1974, he earned 
a degree in psychology from the University 
of Illinois, then joined Second City as a stage 
manager in Chicago. 

In the late 1970s, he moved to Los Angeles 
along with Second City comedian George 
Wendt, with whom he roomed in Chicago. 

Bloom bartended at Al’s, joined Shake-
speare Festival/LA as stage manager and put 
down roots in what would become the arts 
district. 

‘‘We’ve always been dismissed as that in-
dustrial area east of downtown,’’ Bloom told 
The Times in 1997. ‘‘Well, we’re more than 
that. There’s a heart here. And a soul.’’ 

The corner of Traction Avenue and Hewitt 
Street came to be known as the heart of the 
community, the site of a scruffy general 
store where Bloom was known to greet cus-
tomers by bellowing, ‘‘Whaddaya want?’’ 

Bloom had been divorced since 1977. In ad-
dition to his son, Randy, of Azusa, he is sur-
vived by a brother, Michael; a sister, Lynn; 
and two grandchildren. 

f 

IN CELEBRATION OF THE SEWELL 
FAMILY REUNION 

HON. CAROLYN C. KILPATRICK 
OF MICHIGAN 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, August 3, 2007 

Ms. KILPATRICK. Madam Speaker, giving 
honor and glory to God, who is the guide of 
my life, I rise today in honor, respect and cele-
bration of family unity as I honor the unbreak-
able bond of the Sewell family. Natives of my 
home town of the 13th Congressional District 
of Michigan in Detroit, they personify what 
education, hard work, and faith can do. 

On August 16–19, 2007 the Sewell family 
will celebrate years of family closeness at the 
Annual Sewell Family Reunion in Baltimore, 
Maryland. As family reunions are an intricate 
part of our personal histories, as well as our 
country’s, I am proud to recognize and salute 
the Sewells on this important, joyous occa-
sion. 

For many American families, keeping intact 
can be quite a challenge. This is a particular 
challenge for African American families, who 
have to work twice as hard to ensure that fam-
ilies that have just come back together can in-
deed stay together. Add to this conundrum the 
fact that efficient technology has made it all 
too easy for loved ones to live over further dis-
tances and drift apart; that is why it is nec-
essary to honor those families who take time 
to dedicate themselves to preserving family 
ties, the ties that bind. The Sewells started 
gathering together in 1980 and decided in 
1999 to make their reunions annual. Family 
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reunions have provided a special time to rein-
force historic strengths and traditional values 
as the family renews and highlights dedication 
to each other. 

Madam Speaker, I ask my colleagues to join 
with me in extending the best wishes of the 
entire U.S. Congress to all of the Sewell Fam-
ily for a successful and heartwarming family 
reunion. We wish and hope that their event is 
educational, safe, and filled with love and spir-
ituality. I am certain this year’s reunion will be 
memorable. As Chairwoman of the Congres-
sional Black Caucus, and as a Member of 
Congress, the CBC and Congress hope their 
dedication, love and commitment to one an-
other will endure for generations to corne. God 
bless. 

f 

INTRODUCTION OF ‘‘GLOBAL CLI-
MATE AND OZONE LAYER PRO-
TECTION ACT OF 2007’’ 

HON. HENRY A. WAXMAN 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Friday, August 3, 2007 

Mr. WAXMAN. Madam Speaker, today, I am 
proud to introduce the Global Climate and 
Ozone Layer Protection Act of 2007. This bill 
represents the first significant strengthening of 
the domestic laws governing ozone depleting 
substances since the Clean Air Act Amend-
ments of 1990. I’m pleased that this major 
step forward is supported by both industry and 
the environmental community. 

In May, the Oversight Committee held a 
hearing on the connection between ozone 
layer depletion and global warming. These 
issues are linked because chlorofluorocarbons 
(CFCs) and hydrochlorofluorocarbons 
(HCFCs) are not only ozone depleting chemi-
cals but very potent greenhouse gases, as 
well. Hydrofluorocarbons (HFCs), which are 
common substitutes for HCFCs, are also 
strong greenhouse gases. 

The May hearing focused on the Montreal 
Protocol, the global environmental treaty that 
sets legally binding controls on the production 
and consumption of ozone depleting sub-
stances. The Committee learned that, because 
of the global warming impact of ozone deplet-
ing chemicals like CFCs, the Montreal Pro-
tocol has provided substantial benefits in miti-
gating global warming since it was negotiated 
in 1987. The witnesses explained that the 
Montreal Protocol will have reduced the total 
global warming impact from ozone depleting 
chemicals by about 50 percent in 2010. This 
reduction will have the effect of delaying these 
climate-related impacts by seven to twelve 
years. In other words, without the Montreal 
Protocol, the world would be about a decade 
further along the path to dangerous climate 
change. 

The Parties to the Montreal Protocol will 
meet in September to commemorate the 20th 
anniversary of the treaty and to consider sev-
eral proposals to strengthen it. This meeting 
provides an important opportunity to better 
protect the ozone layer and the climate. The 
provisions of this bill are intended to realize 
the full potential of this opportunity. 

First, the bill includes a sense of Congress 
provision regarding the upcoming Montreal 

Protocol negotiations. It states the sense of 
Congress that the United States should nego-
tiate with the other parties to the Montreal Pro-
tocol to maximize the ability of the Protocol to 
mitigate global warming impacts and to accel-
erate the phase out of HCFCs in developed 
and developing countries. Accelerating the 
phase-out of HCFCs has the potential to 
produce significant climate benefits at low 
cost. The phase-out of HCFC–22 and its 
HFC–23 byproduct alone would have a cli-
mate effect equivalent to eliminating nearly 
one billion tons of carbon dioxide emissions. 
This figure is equal to roughly half of the total 
emissions reductions required under the Kyoto 
Protocol. By fully funding the Montreal Proto-
col’s Multilateral Fund, this accelerated phase- 
out of HCFCs can be achieved at a small frac-
tion of the cost of achieving equivalent carbon 
dioxide emissions reductions. 

Second, the bill closes a legal loophole by 
banning the importation of any product con-
taining phased-out HCFCs, beginning January 
1, 2010. The importation of bulk HCFCs for 
use in new products is already banned on that 
date. 

Third, the bill establishes a mechanism for 
destroying ozone depleting substances such 
as those that currently exist in refrigerators 
and air conditioners before they are released 
into the atmosphere. The legislation takes a 
bifurcated approach to ensure the destruction 
of these chemicals. Beginning January 1, 
2010, any person seeking to produce or im-
port an amount of a phased-out ozone deplet-
ing substance, considered to be a class I sub-
stance under the Clean Air Act, must offset 
this production or importation by destroying or 
securing the destruction of three times this 
amount of ozone depleting substances based 
on an ozone-depletion potential equivalent 
basis. 

The bill takes a more graduated approach 
with regard to substances deemed to be class 
II substances under the Clean Air Act, or 
HCFCs. Beginning January 1, 2012, any per-
son seeking to produce or import an amount 
of a class II substance must offset this produc-
tion or importation by destroying or securing 
the destruction of 1.2 times this amount of 
ozone depleting substances based on an 
ozone-depletion potential equivalent basis. 
The offset ratio for class II substances is in-
creased to a two-to-one ratio in 2015. 

Another mechanism for addressing banks of 
ozone depleting substances is the creation of 
the Refrigeration Environmental Management 
Council. This nonprofit organization will have a 
board of directors composed of industry rep-
resentatives, government officials, and public 
citizens. It will collect an assessment of 30 
cents per pound on new refrigerants in order 
to provide a $1 per pound incentive for de-
stroying, recycling, or reusing existing ozone 
depleting substances. 

Finally, the bill requires the EPA Adminis-
trator to promulgate regulations extending ex-
isting recycling requirements governing CFCs 
and HCFCs to substitutes for these chemicals. 
The effect of this provision will be to require 
EPA to finalize the June 11, 1998, proposed 
rule on this subject. 

Collectively, these provisions will have a tre-
mendous impact. The bill addresses ozone 
depleting substances that have yet to be pro-

duced as well as existing banks of substances 
that may yet be emitted into the atmosphere. 
The bill addresses older CFCs as well as 
newer HCFCs. And the bill addresses inter-
national negotiations as well as domestic ini-
tiatives. 

According to the Alliance for Responsible 
Atmospheric Policy, an industry coalition made 
up of some 50 companies and trade associa-
tions, the proposed refrigerant management 
program is projected to reduce annual green-
house gas emissions by 81 million tons of car-
bon dioxide equivalent. It will also annually re-
duce approximately 6,000 tons of ozone de-
pletion potential. By 2015, it is projected to 
generate approximately $1 billion to fund in-
centives for recovery, reclamation and de-
struction of refrigerant compounds. In its en-
tirety, the legislation should deliver green-
house gas emissions reductions greater than 
the global reductions required by the Kyoto 
Protocol. 

The Alliance for Responsible Atmospheric 
Policy has been extremely cooperative and 
creative in this process, and I am grateful for 
their support. This industry has been an im-
portant player in the global ozone protection 
effort for more than two decades. The mem-
bers of the Alliance have played a critical role 
in making the Montreal Protocol and imple-
mentation of Title VI of the Clean Air Act the 
successes that we are celebrating this year. 
The Alliance’s support for efforts like the Re-
frigerant Environmental Management Council 
indicates a willingness to help achieve impor-
tant environmental goals in economically sen-
sible ways. 

I’d also like to commend the Natural Re-
sources Defense Council. As a premier envi-
ronmental group with expertise in both the 
Montreal Protocol and climate change issues, 
their expertise was invaluable in developing 
this legislative proposal. 

The dramatic benefits from this consensus, 
balanced bill are the result of a process that 
started with state-of-the-art science and then 
explored common-sense, cost-effective meas-
ures. 

There are a few matters that came up dur-
ing our discussions that are worth noting for 
the record. First, as is clear under section 601 
of the Clean Air Act, the definition of 
‘‘produce,’’ does not include substances that 
are entirely consumed in the manufacture of 
other chemicals. This definition is important in 
understanding which chemicals will require de-
struction offsets under Section 5 of the legisla-
tion. 

Second, the recycling requirements under 
Section 6 are not intended to apply to foam, 
which is evident from the plain language of the 
legislation. 

Finally, the fire suppression provision in 
Section 4 is intended to address a specific 
problem that applies to one chemical that is 
used for fire suppression. It is the stake-
holders’ understanding that a fire suppression 
chemical which is currently used in aviation 
applications is scheduled to be phased out in 
2015. Unfortunately, the alternatives to this 
chemical are currently much worse from a cli-
mate change perspective. Since this applica-
tion represents only 22 ozone depletion poten-
tial tons from 2015 to 2030, the legislation 
would grant the Administrator the authority to 
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permit its continued use as long as no better 
alternatives are available. 

Global warming is an enormous challenge. 
To fight global warming, we will need to exam-
ine every sector of our society. We’ll need to 
increase energy efficiency. We’ll have to re-
duce emissions from transportation and elec-
tricity generation. We’ll need to move away 
from the dirty technologies of the past and 
embrace new, clean technologies. 

I hope my colleagues will support the Global 
Climate and Ozone Layer Protection Act of 
2007 so that we can begin to take those 
steps. 

f 

LEGISLATION ENCOURAGING 
TEACHER DEVELOPMENT 

HON. SUSAN A. DAVIS 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, August 3, 2007 

Mrs. DAVIS of California. Madam Speaker, 
I rise today to introduce legislation encour-
aging teacher development in the schools the 
most in need of quality instruction. 

Five years ago, we passed the No Child 
Left Behind Act (NCLB) with the goals of clos-
ing the achievement gap and improving aca-
demic performance overall. Schools have 
found some success during those five years, 
but I believe we need to make a number of 
changes to NCLB to make it more supportive 
for educators. We need to invest in our teach-
ers. 

Madam Speaker, our teachers are the most 
important element in our educational system. 
It is our teachers who connect with our chil-
dren and inspire them to achieve. 

I am introducing the Support Our Schools 
With Quality Teaching Act of 2007 to provide 
professional development opportunities for our 
teachers in struggling or at-risk schools. 

Specifically, this legislation authorizes fed-
eral grant funding for schools to invite the Na-
tional Board for Professional Teaching Stand-
ards (NBPTS) to implement its Targeted High 
Need Initiative (THNI) in schools in need. The 
NBPTS trains teachers to become profes-
sionally certified. 

Under the THNI program, teachers at strug-
gling schools undergo a portion of the rigorous 
curriculum to become a professionally certified 
teacher. The training comes from certified 
teachers who provide mentoring and training. 

Once the program is over, teachers at the 
school site have the option of going on to 
complete professional certification without cost 
to them when they agree to remain at the 
high-need school. 

The Support Our Schools With Quality 
Teaching Act targets funding to the schools 
the most in need of quality teaching, such as 
those falling into Program Improvement under 
No Child Left Behind or those with high stu-
dent populations from disadvantaged back-
grounds. 

Madam Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
support professional teacher development in 
the schools that could benefit from the best 
possible instruction. 

HELSINKI HUMAN RIGHTS DAY 

HON. ALCEE L. HASTINGS 
OF FLORIDA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, August 3, 2007 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Madam Speaker, 
today marks the 32nd anniversary of the Hel-
sinki Final Act, which ushered in civil and polit-
ical liberties for millions of oppressed Euro-
peans. Most importantly, the Helsinki Final Act 
created a strong international framework that 
continues to promote liberty and peace in a 
region that extends beyond the traditional 
boundaries of Europe. The Organization for 
Security and Cooperation in Europe (OSCE) 
and the U.S. Helsinki Commission, which I am 
privileged to chair, serve as invaluable institu-
tions which ensure that countries honor their 
Helsinki Final Act commitments. The U.S. Hel-
sinki Commission is proud of our role as the 
conduit between both Houses of the U.S. Con-
gress, the Executive Branch, foreign govern-
ments and civil society. 

As President Gerald Ford said during the 
Helsinki Accords, ‘‘History will judge this con-
ference not by what we say here today, but by 
what we do tomorrow, not by the promises we 
make, but by the promises we keep.’’ We con-
tinue to respect this profound statement and 
we anticipate the spirit of President Ford’s 
sentiments will continue to endure long after 
the death of the late former President. 

Fortunately, the spirit of the Helsinki Final 
Act remains strong. Overarching concerns for 
European security and liberty during the Cold 
War have evolved into regional energy secu-
rity dilemmas, kleptocracy, and continued 
human rights violations. Moreover, Europe 
once again faces serious security concerns as 
Russia has suspended its obligations under 
the Conventional Armed Forces in Europe 
(CFE) Treaty. 

Madam Speaker, we must never forget how 
valuable the process of engagement has 
served the interests of Europe and the United 
States in the past. Working together in an inte-
grated framework of cooperation and security 
is our best hope for peace and justice. While 
the world has been changing at an ever in-
creasing pace since 1975, our ideals and val-
ues remain entrenched in the commitments 
made under the Helsinki Final Act. 

Today we recognize the significant impact 
the Helsinki Final Act made in fostering a 
world with increased peace and justice. 
Today, Helsinki Human Rights Day, we honor 
our commitments and pledge vigilance in the 
quest for human rights, governmental account-
ability and cooperation for security throughout 
Europe, North America, Central Asia, and 
elsewhere in the world. 

f 

REGARDING H.R. 3327 

HON. BRAD SHERMAN 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, August 3, 2007 

Mr. SHERMAN. Madam Speaker, I have co-
sponsored H.R. 3327 to amend the Animal 
Welfare Act to prohibit dog fighting ventures 

because of the terrible problem of dog fighting. 
The author of the bill has assured me that in 
the committee process the penalties imposed 
on spectators will be modified. 

f 

THANKS TO MINNESOTA’S 
MILITARY HEROES 

HON. KEITH ELLISON 
OF MINNESOTA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Friday, August 3, 2007 

Mr. ELLISON. Madam Speaker, the Min-
nesota Army and Air National Guard have wel-
comed home nearly 2,600 citizen soldiers who 
were called to active duty for the war in Iraq. 
Most of those Minnesotans, who are returning 
from Iraq, were deployed for 22 months and 
many spent 16 months in combat. The brave 
men and women of the Minnesota National 
Guard deserve our respect and our gratitude. 
The members of the Minnesota National 
Guard, their families, friends and employers 
have all endured a hardship during the past 
22 months. The sacrifices they made, and the 
quiet dignity they displayed during that time, 
are not surprising to those who have had the 
honor of meeting them. 

The State of Minnesota is very proud of the 
active duty, reserve and National Guard who 
enlisted from our State. The Minnesota State 
seal depicts an individual working hard on 
farmland. The seal is a perfect symbol of the 
strong work ethic displayed by the brave men 
and women from our State who serve in the 
military. Our State seal also includes the 
words ‘‘L’etoile du Nord’’ which translated from 
French means ‘‘Star of the North.’’ The men 
and women from Minnesota served under var-
ious group names, such as Soldier, Airmen, 
Sailors, Marines, Red Bulls, 1st Brigade Com-
bat Team, 34th Infantry Division, Active Duty, 
Reservist, and many more. Regardless of their 
military affiliation, those who served have 
shown the world that Minnesotans are pre-
pared for any challenge and able to perform 
any task and that they are truly bright stars of 
the north. 

The Minnesota National Guard served the 
longest continuous deployment of any United 
States military unit during Operation Iraqi 
Freedom. Members of the Minnesota National 
Guard completed 5,200 combat logistics pa-
trols, secured 2.4 million convoy miles, discov-
ered 462 improvised explosive devices prior to 
detonation, processed over 1.5 million vehicles 
and 400,000 Iraqis into entry control points 
without an insurgent penetration. The men and 
women of the Minnesota National Guard also 
completed 137 reconstruction projects in Iraq. 

Veterans who fought in wars and were dis-
charged many years ago have told me that 
they appreciate it when people thank them for 
their service. I do not want the men and 
women who return from Iraq, Afghanistan or 
other locations to wait years before hearing 
me thank them for their service. I offer a 
heartfelt, sincere thank you to all Minnesotans 
who served and are currently serving in the 
United States military. I welcome home all the 
brave individuals who have devoted their time 
and talents to defend our Nation and provide 
security in the world. Some Minnesotans de-
ployed to combat areas and lost their lives. I 
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hope all Americans remember these brave 
men and women and continue to support the 
families they left behind. I encourage all Amer-
icans to thank a veteran or member of our 
military for their service. I also encourage this 
Congress and all citizens to offer any assist-
ance to our Nation’s military personnel and 
their families as they transition back to the 
lives they led prior to their deployments. 

f 

INTRODUCTION OF THE CALLING 
CARD CONSUMER PROTECTION 
ACT 

HON. ELIOT L. ENGEL 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, August 3, 2007 

Mr. ENGEL. Madam Speaker, I rise today to 
encourage my colleagues’ strong support of a 
bill that I am introducing, which would protect 
calling card consumers from being scammed 
and stop prepaid calling card deception. I 
would also like to take this opportunity to 
thank my friend and colleague on the Energy 
and Commerce Committee, Congressman 
MIKE FERGUSON, who joins me as an original 
cosponsor of this bill. 

As you may already be aware, calling cards 
allow one to purchase telephone talk time in 
advance and since the financial transaction 
occurs before card use, many companies 
have successfully hidden additional fees and 
terms that are then hard to appeal. Some con-
sumers find that the calling card rates are 
higher than advertised or that they must pay 
surcharges or extra undisclosed taxes. In 
other cases, the calling card company auto-
matically deducts minutes even if the con-
sumer is unable to connect with the party they 
attempted to call. Even worse, many con-
sumers find they are being scammed out of 
minutes and are being cut off in the middle of 
phone conversations. 

To help combat some of the aforementioned 
issues that plague our constituents, Congress-
man FERGUSON and I will be introducing the 
‘‘Calling Card Consumer Protection Act’’ which 
requires disclosures related to terms and con-
ditions on all advertising, cards or packaging. 
It would also require that the calling card serv-
ice providers disclose a detailed description of 
any additional fees and the company’s name 
and contact information for consumers should 
a problem arise. Again, I urge my colleagues 
support and cosponsorship of this important 
consumer protection bill. 

f 

REDUCING BARRIERS TO 
EDUCATION ACT OF 2007 

HON. DAVID LOEBSACK 
OF IOWA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, August 3, 2007 

Mr. LOEBSACK. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to introduce the Reducing Barriers to 
Learning Act of 2007. Students come to 
school with diverse academic and non-aca-
demic needs. A student may have trouble 
reading, or have a chronic health condition or 

a disability. Students may have hearing prob-
lems or problems with their eyesight. They 
may have behavior problems. Some children 
may have experienced a tragedy or have fam-
ily problems. They may live in poor conditions 
or be subject to violence in their homes or 
communities. 

It’s abundantly clear that many students 
face severe barriers to learning. In order to re-
duce these barriers and help our children suc-
ceed in the classroom and in the community 
we must find a way to positively affect their 
social and emotional well being. A child is only 
prepared to learn when he or she is healthy 
and strong, both mentally and physically. 

Unfortunately, 20 percent of the 53 million 
children in school will, at some point, meet the 
criteria for a diagnosable mental illness at a 
level of impairment that requires some type of 
intervention. Thus, there is the potential that 
over 10 million children will need some type of 
help to meet the goals relating to emotional 
well-being in the No Child Left Behind legisla-
tion. 

The school can be an important site where 
the health and education risks of students may 
be identified. Early identification and interven-
tion addressing a student’s social and emo-
tional health is essential. Many important serv-
ices are provided by school counselors, 
nurses, psychologists, social workers, thera-
pists, and many others. These individuals, 
commonly referred to as pupil services per-
sonnel, are lifelines to our children. 

Unfortunately, very little attention is paid to 
these personnel and the services they provide 
for struggling students. In fact, there is a 
shortage of school mental health positions. 
Current recommended ratios are 250 students 
per counselor; 400 students per social worker; 
and 1,000 students per psychologist. Unfortu-
nately, reality does not match recommenda-
tions. Current national averages are 488 stu-
dents per counselor and over 1,600 students 
per school social worker and psychologist. 

In Iowa, during the prior school year, 40 dis-
tricts out of 365 did not have a school coun-
selor. The State legislature recently reconsti-
tuted the mandate that every district have ‘‘a’’ 
counselor and included goal language that 
staffing levels work toward no more than 1 
counselor for every 350 students. The ratio of 
students per school social worker is 2000 to 1. 

These shortages jeopardize a schools ability 
to provide broad-based mental health services 
to students. Unfortunately, very little attention 
is paid to these personnel and the services 
they provide for struggling students. This ap-
pears to be largely a reflection of a lack of 
leadership at the national, state, and local 
level. 

The Reducing Barriers to Learning Act of 
2007 takes necessary steps toward increasing 
student access to critical services so that we 
can better address the nonacademic needs of 
students and reduce barriers to learning. 

The bill creates a grant program for State 
Education Agencies to build the capacity of 
Local Education Agencies to develop pro-
grams and personnel dedicated to removing 
barriers to learning. These grants will help re-
cruit and retain coordinators at the local level; 
establish and expand instructional support 
services programs; and provide technical as-
sistance regarding the effective implementa-
tion of instructional support services programs. 

The bill also establishes an Office of Spe-
cialized Instructional Support within the U.S. 
Department of Education. This office will ad-
minister, coordinate, and carry out programs 
and activities concerned with providing spe-
cialized instructional support services in 
schools. The office will provide technical as-
sistance to State education agencies and 
State specialized instructional support coordi-
nators, if any. It will also improve cross-agen-
cy coordination of services and programs sup-
porting students who face barriers to learning. 

Finally, the bill simply clarifies conflicting ter-
minology, definitions, and roles of specialized 
instructional support personnel. The personnel 
are known as ‘‘pupil services personnel’’ in the 
ESEA and as ‘‘related services personnel’’ in 
the IDEA, despite the fact that they are exactly 
the same professionals. This difference in ter-
minology continues to cause confusion for 
school districts. Establishing one common 
statutory term would ease this confusion and 
would more accurately reflect the nature and 
purpose of the services that these profes-
sionals provide to students in schools. 

Knowing who is available to support strug-
gling students in schools is essential. Con-
necting students in need with a professional 
who can assist them and be accountable to 
them is the only way to know that we will 
leave no child behind. The Reducing Barriers 
to Education Act of 2007 will take necessary 
steps toward increasing student access to crit-
ical support services and I look forward to 
working with my colleagues to pass this impor-
tant legislation. 

f 

HONORING THE CAREER OF JACK 
EDISON OF PLYMOUTH, INDIANA 

HON. JOE DONNELLY 
OF INDIANA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, August 3, 2007 

Mr. DONNELLY. Madam Speaker, today I 
rise to honor the career of Plymouth High 
School boys’ basketball coach, Jack Edison. 
After 34 years, 545 wins, 18 sectional titles, 9 
regional crowns, 4 Final 4 appearances, 3 
state finals, and 2 state titles as head coach 
of the Plymouth Pilgrims, Coach Edison has 
retired. 

This beloved coach finished his final season 
with a second state title, making him the ninth 
winningest coach in Indiana’s legendary high 
school basketball history. His impressive ca-
reer also includes his 2005 induction into Indi-
ana’s Basketball Hall of Fame. Those who 
know him personally describe him as having a 
strong passion to teach, both in the classroom 
and on the court. The key to his successful 
coaching career was leading the team with 
both class and dignity while thoroughly pre-
paring for every opponent, regardless of their 
record. This style set an example that has fol-
lowed many of his players and helped them 
build strong futures. When asked what he will 
miss the most, it was no surprise that Coach 
Edison answered, ‘‘I will miss the players, the 
bonding, the camaraderie, and the challenge 
of preparing for the battle coming up.’’ Though 
he will no longer sit courtside for the basket-
ball games, Coach Edison plans to continue 
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teaching social studies and physical education 
at Plymouth High School. 

So, today, on behalf of the citizens of Indi-
ana’s Second District, I thank Jack Edison for 
his years of unselfish dedication. As he retires 
from 34 years as beloved head coach of 
Plymouth High School’s boys’ basketball team, 
I pay special tribute to a man who has served 
as a role model for countless young men and 
whose positive influence will continue to be 
seen for many years to come. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO MENOMINEE HIGH 
SCHOOL BASKETBALL TEAM 

HON. BART STUPAK 
OF MICHIGAN 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, August 3, 2007 

Mr. STUPAK. Madam Speaker, I rise today 
to pay homage to a legendary team that made 
my hometown of Menominee, Michigan, 
proud. Forty years ago, an exceptional Me-
nominee High School basketball team made 
history, under the coaching leadership of Bob 
Krysiak. 

The 1967 Menominee High School basket-
ball team won the Michigan Class B State 
Basketball Championship in March of 1967. 
Coach Krysiak’s team faced a great deal of 
adversity during the season, which made win-
ning the State championship seem like an im-
possible dream. The team was young, with a 
junior and two sophomores in the starting line-
up. 

Moreover, the team’s season was plagued 
with personnel difficulties and other chal-
lenges. Early in the season, Coach Krysiak 
was forced to remove one player from the 
team for disciplinary reasons. At mid-season, 
one of the starters was declared ineligible and 
all games played in the first half of the season 
had to be forfeited. 

Menominee lost the second to the last game 
of the season to Peshtigo High School, a team 
that was not, at that time, regarded as a bas-
ketball powerhouse. Faced with these 
daunting circumstances, the Menominee bas-
ketball team had little hope of winning even 
one postseason playoff game. 

Despite these difficulties, Menominee would 
persevere and prevail. Under Bob Krysiak’s 
leadership, Menominee won the district cham-
pionship in Iron Mountain, Michigan. Shortly 
thereafter, the team won the regional cham-
pionship in Marquette, Michigan, earning a trip 
down State. 

After dominating a team from Standish-Ster-
ling, Menominee faced the number one ranked 
team in the State, Lansing O’Rafferty. The 
game was played on Lansing O’Rafferty’s 
home court on St. Patrick’s Day in the State 
semi-finals. 

By clinching a hard fought victory from 
O’Rafferty, Menominee earned the right to 
face Ypsilanti Willow Run, which was widely 
regarded as a team superior in strength and 
skills to Menominee. 

Madam Speaker, according to those who 
were there, Coach Krysiak spent much of the 
12 hours between games talking to other 
coaches, to gather scouting information on 
Willow Run. Willow Run was a bigger, strong-

er, faster team than Menominee, but Coach 
Krysiak prevailed in the finals by outsmarting 
his opponents. He coached his team to lure 
Willow Run’s top player into foul trouble, which 
proved to be the deciding factor. The game re-
mained in flux and undecided until the final 
seconds and a thrilling finish. 

Menominee was not favored to win the dis-
trict tournament, the regional tournament, or 
any of the final three games down State. Me-
nominee is the only team to win a State cham-
pionship after having entered the State tour-
nament with a losing record. In all regards, 
Menominee was truly the quintessential ‘‘un-
derdog.’’ 

Despite Menominee’s underdog status, the 
community of Menominee rallied behind the 
basketball team. 

Twenty bus loads of students, teachers, and 
fans rode yellow schoolbuses nearly 500 miles 
from Menominee to East Lansing to watch 
Menominee play the final two games. They 
were there in the final moments when Menom-
inee clinched the championship and made this 
small town in Michigan’s Upper Peninsula 
proud. 

Madam Speaker, in all of America, high 
school athletics are important to a commu-
nity’s identity. However, in small towns and 
rural communities, high school athletics be-
come all the more important. This weekend, 
my hometown, the small town of Menominee, 
Michigan, will celebrate the 40th anniversary 
of Menominee High School’s unexpected 
Class B High School basketball championship. 

As the Menominee community comes to-
gether to honor the 1967 Menominee Ma-
roons, I would ask that the entire U.S. House 
of Representatives join me in saluting the 
1967 Menominee basketball team of Pat Mil-
ler, Fred Matz, Dewey Bellisle, Dale Englund, 
Joe Gypp, Dave Haglund, Skip Heckel, Bob 
‘‘Cubby’’ Johnson, Bill Jones, Joe Kaufman, 
Bill Kelley, Jay Nelson, Merle Russell and Rick 
Stultz, as well as Coach Krysiak. The people 
of Menominee, Michigan remain grateful to the 
team and the coach for their inspired and im-
probable championship, 40 years ago. Today, 
I am proud to enter their names into the CON-
GRESSIONAL RECORD. 

f 

H. RES. 482 

HON. BETTY McCOLLUM 
OF MINNESOTA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Friday, August 3, 2007 

Ms. MCCOLLUM of Minnesota. Madam 
Speaker, today I rise in strong support of H. 
Res. 482. This resolution expresses the 
House of Representatives support for the 
power-sharing government in Northern Ireland, 
all leaders and parties involved in making this 
agreement a reality, and the elections that 
were held on May 8, 2007. 

As an American with Irish ancestry, I had 
the honor to travel to Northern Ireland to meet 
with women, both Catholic and Protestant, 
who continue to work tirelessly to move peace 
forward. It has also been my great pleasure to 
host and mentor women from Northern Ireland 
in my congressional office, as they take part in 
parliamentary workshops through the Inter-
national Women’s Democracy Center. 

The negotiations, subsequent efforts and 
implementation of the Good Friday Agree-
ment, also known as the Belfast Agreement, 
demonstrate the ability of people to come to-
gether and achieve partnership out of conflict. 
Moving peace forward in Northern Ireland, as 
well as in other areas of the world, requires 
confidence in the judicial system to ensure 
justice and fairness for all citizens and con-
fidence in the ability to enforce the laws that 
are passed. 

History has proven that in order to achieve 
an accomplishment as monumental as this the 
willingness to compromise by parties involved 
is key to attaining a positive result. With Par-
liamentary elections held recently the govern-
ment of Northern Ireland has begun to see the 
fruits of its labor. So many others like former 
Senator George Mitchell and Former British 
Prime Minister Tony Blair should be incredibly 
proud of the hard work to bring peace and end 
the conflict. 

The United States stands with the people of 
Northern Ireland in their search for democracy, 
justice, and peace. My hopes and prayers are 
with the people of Northern Ireland as they 
continue on this journey. I am proud to stand 
in support of this resolution, and in support of 
efforts to strengthen democracy and rule of 
law in Northern Ireland. I urge my colleagues 
to join me. 

f 

HONORING NEVADA’S FINEST 

HON. DEAN HELLER 
OF NEVADA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, August 3, 2007 

Mr. HELLER of Nevada. Madam Speaker, 
the State of Nevada that I represent is home 
to 6 of the finest soldiers that I have ever met. 
On my recent trip to Iraq, the last week of July 
2007, I had the honor to meet and talk with 
SGT Anthony Monger, SPC Richard Cook, 
PFC Joshua Campbell, SSG John Tripp, SPC 
Lacy Montgomery, and PFC Cory Ward. 

As we all know, war is never easy and the 
people who make the greatest sacrifices dur-
ing these difficult times are the brave men and 
women of our Armed Services. Very often this 
means service members are deployed for ex-
tended periods of time away from their friends, 
family, and children. America must remain 
committed to our soldiers, and I pray for the 
safe return of every Nevadan and soldier of 
the United States. 

Generations of Nevadans will enjoy greater 
peace and security because of the tireless 
sacrifices of soldiers like Anthony, Richard, 
Joshua, John, Lacy, and Cory. I am honored 
to have met these soldiers and commend their 
service and bravery. 

f 

H.R. 2929 

HON. BETTY McCOLLUM 
OF MINNESOTA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, August 3, 2007 

Ms. MCCOLLUM of Minnesota. Madam 
Speaker, I rise in strong support of H.R. 2929 
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which bans the construction and use of per-
manent bases in Iraq. This legislation sends 
an important message to the people of Iraq 
and the rest of the world that the United 
States does not intend to remain in Iraq per-
manently and does not intend to control Iraqi 
oil resources. 

Based on current negative views of so many 
across the globe, it would be extremely dan-
gerous for the United States, its citizens and 
our armed forces to remain in Iraq indefinitely. 
Previous provisions like the one before us 
today have been in legislation that bans our 
military forces from remaining in Iraq perma-
nently; however, these provisions will expire 
on September 30, 2007. With recent state-
ments made by the Bush Administration sug-
gesting a long-term presence of our troops in 
Iraq, the time is now for Congress to speak 
out and reflect the views of the American peo-
ple. 

H.R. 2929 sends a clear message to Ameri-
cans and the rest of the world that the Iraqi 
government and the many cultural and ethnic 
groups that live there that they need to work 
together to achieve national sovereignty and 
peace. Relying on the United States is the 
wrong position for Iraqis as it will not develop 
their national identity and strength. 

The bipartisan Iraq Study Group made it 
very clear that the United States must not re-
main in Iraq permanently. H.R. 2929 accom-
plishes this task and I commend the gentle-
woman from California, Ms. LEE. for bringing 
this bill to the Floor today. I urge all my col-
leagues to support it. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO THE CATHOLIC 
DIOCESE OF MARQUETTE 

HON. BART STUPAK 
OF MICHIGAN 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, August 3, 2007 

Mr. STUPAK. Madam Speaker, I rise today 
to honor the Catholic Diocese of Marquette, 
which celebrates its sesquicentennial this 
weekend. The Diocese of Marquette enjoys a 
rich and storied history that stretches back into 
the earliest days of the U.P.’s settlement. In 
many ways, the story of Michigan’s Upper Pe-
ninsula is deeply intertwined with the history of 
the Diocese of Marquette. 

Even before the Catholic Diocese and be-
fore the United States was a nation, Catholi-
cism played an integral role in the settlement 
of the U.P. As early as the 1600s, Jesuit mis-
sionaries from France began spreading the 
Gospel to natives of the Upper Peninsula. In 
1641, Saint Isaac Jogues was the first to offer 
Mass in America’s third oldest city, Sault Ste. 
Marie, Michigan. 

In 1668 missionary Jacques Marquette, for 
whom the Upper Peninsula’s largest city is 
named, became the first resident pastor to the 
Chippewa and Sault Indian tribes. For nearly 
350 years, the Jesuits remained a constant 
presence in the region. 

Father Frederic Baraga settled in L’Anse in 
1843 and devoted the rest of his life to 
spreading the Word. The present-day Diocese 
of Marquette, encompassing all of the Upper 
Peninsula of Michigan, was declared a 

Vicariate Apostolic within the ecclesiastic 
Province of Cincinnati in 1853. In 1857 it was 
established by Pope Pius IX as the Diocese of 
Sault Ste. Marie, and the saintly Father 
Baraga was named its first bishop. 

Bishop Baraga moved from his missionary 
efforts at L’Anse to Sault Ste. Marie to carry 
out his new mission. Unfortunately, Sault Ste. 
Marie was located 230 miles from L’Anse and 
Father Baraga found the location too remote 
of a location to effectively reach the residents 
of the U.P. In 1865, the seat of the diocese 
was moved to Marquette, Michigan. At that 
time, the name was changed to the Diocese of 
Sault Ste. Marie and Marquette. In 1937, the 
Diocese assumed its current title, the Diocese 
of Marquette. 

Throughout the 20th century Bishop 
Baraga’s successors strived to continue build-
ing the church as they increased the number 
of parishes, missions and Catholic schools 
throughout the diocese, and encouraged in-
volvement from the laity. 

By 1953 when the Diocese celebrated its 
100th anniversary of being named a vicariate 
apostolic, the Diocese had grown significantly. 
At that time the U.P. Diocesan clergy num-
bered 143. The Diocese encompassed 96 par-
ishes, 42 chapels and 38 missions. The Dio-
cese had six high schools and 28 grade 
schools. A Centennial Mass was held August 
30 at Memorial Field in Marquette and seven 
additional observances were held in various 
regions of the U.P. in September and October 
1953. 

Madam Speaker, the Diocese of Marquette 
remains today a church that is intrinsically 
linked to the spirit of the Upper Peninsula. It 
remains a church that actively evangelizes 
and spreads the Word of the Lord. The Dio-
cese continues to minister to the poor and 
care for the weak and infirm. My hometown 
church, the Holy Spirit Catholic Church in Me-
nominee, Michigan resides in the Diocese of 
Marquette. A prayer we say there reflects well 
the history, spirit and sentiment of the Diocese 
of Marquette. It reads: 

May the power and love of Jesus transform 
our families 

Our neighborhoods, our society and all na-
tions 

By becoming a welcoming, forgiving peo-
ple. 

May we let our faith shine on the world 
around us, 

Radiating the love of Jesus 
By the everyday way we speak, think and 

act. 
This we ask in Jesus Name. Amen 

Madam Speaker, 150 years since its found-
ing by Bishop Frederic Baraga, the Diocese of 
Marquette remains a steady bastion of Catho-
lic faith in Michigan’s Upper Peninsula. Just as 
the Diocese guided the U.P.’s settlement, it 
continues to today to serve the residents of 
the Upper Peninsula. 

Madam Speaker, this Sunday the Diocese 
of Marquette celebrates 150 years of service 
to the people of the Upper Peninsula and 150 
years of worship. 2,000 Catholics from 
throughout the U.P. and 10 Catholic bishops 
from across the Midwest are expected to at-
tend. Residents of the U.P., of all faiths will 
come together—to celebrate this historic mile-
stone—and to honor Catholicism in the Upper 
Peninsula of Michigan. I would ask, Madam 

Speaker, that you and the entire U.S. House 
of Representatives join me in paying homage 
to the Catholic Diocese of Marquette, the cler-
gy who have served there and the many pa-
rishioners—past and present—who make up 
this Diocese, rich in history, rich in faith and 
rich in the Lord’s spirit. 

f 

CONGRATULATING MS. GAIL P. 
HARDY 

HON. JOHN B. LARSON 
OF CONNECTICUT 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, August 3, 2007 

Mr. LARSON of Connecticut. Madam 
Speaker, I rise today to congratulate Ms. Gail 
P. Hardy, who became the first African Amer-
ican in Connecticut’s history to be appointed 
to the position of State’s Attorney. Ms. Hardy, 
an 11-year veteran of the Division of Criminal 
Justice in Connecticut, was appointed to serve 
as State’s Attorney for the Judicial District of 
Hartford. The appointment was by a unani-
mous vote of Connecticut’s Criminal Justice 
Commission. As State’s Attorney, Ms. Hardy 
will be the chief law enforcement officer in the 
Judicial District of Hartford, where she will 
oversee prosecutions and more than 70 em-
ployees in the Hartford district. The district in-
cludes Hartford and 18 surrounding commu-
nities, along with Superior Courts in Hartford, 
Enfield and Manchester, Hartford Juvenile 
Court, and Hartford Community Court. 

Gail Hardy has an excellent and diverse 
record both in and outside of the courts. In ad-
dition to her impressive work as a prosecutor, 
Ms. Hardy also served as a probation officer, 
a public defender, a state child support investi-
gator, an adjunct college professor, and as a 
counselor in a halfway house. Her past and 
current colleagues have offered no less than 
the highest regards to her experience and 
quality of her work and service. From the 
courtroom to the community, Ms. Hardy has a 
record that illuminates her competence and 
fairness that will serve her well as State’s At-
torney. The citizens in Hartford’s judicial dis-
trict can have confidence in a criminal justice 
system that is both efficient and unbiased 
under Ms. Hardy’s leadership. 

And so today, I rise to congratulate and 
honor Gail P. Hardy for her outstanding 
achievements. Ms. Hardy, through years of 
dedication and service to her community 
comes to the position of State’s Attorney with 
great experience and knowledge that she will 
use to continue to succeed in this next chapter 
in her career. Ms. Hardy also brings to this po-
sition a broad perspective that will serve Con-
necticut’s citizens well. 

f 

MR. TOMMY MAKEM 

HON. JOSEPH CROWLEY 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, August 3, 2007 

Mr. CROWLEY. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to observe the passing of a friend and 
a man for whom I held a tremendous amount 
of respect, Tommy Makem. 
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Tommy was an internationally celebrated 

folk musician, actor, artist, poet, songwriter, 
and storyteller from Ireland who took pride in 
sharing the Irish culture with those around the 
globe. He immigrated to the United States in 
1955 seeking work as an actor and settled in 
Dover, New Hampshire. After a brief period as 
an actor, Tommy Makem went on to join a 
band of Irish decent, The Clancy Brothers, 
where he rose to international fame. 

Tommy broke out on his own following his 
time with The Clancy Brothers and educated 
generations on the history, traditions, and cus-
toms of Ireland through his music, art, and po-
etry. He wrote hundreds of songs including, 
‘‘Four Green Fields,’’ ‘‘Gentle Annie,’’ and 
‘‘The Rambles of Spring,’’ which have been 
played in Carnegie Hall, Madison Square Gar-
den, Royal Albert Hall and across the United 
States, Canada, and Australia. 

Tommy Makem’s illustrious career has 
awarded him an honorary doctorate from the 
University of New Hampshire, gold and plat-
inum albums, and a host of other awards such 
as the Gold Medal of the Eire Society in Bos-
ton, the Genesis Award from Stonehill College 
in Massachusetts, an Emmy nomination for a 
New Hampshire public television series, as 
well as the first Lifetime Achievement Award in 
the Irish Voice/Aer Lingus Community Awards 
and a listing as one of the top 100 Irish Ameri-
cans in the Irish American Magazine five 
years in a row. The World Folk Music Associa-
tion awarded him its Lifetime Achievement 
Award in 1999. 

His enduring memory and music will live on, 
as will the power and energy of his unyielding 
spirit. He remains a true inspiration to me and 
million of others around the world. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO CHARLES EDWARD 
UHLES 

HON. DAN BOREN 
OF OKLAHOMA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, August 3, 2007 

Mr. BOREN. Madam Speaker, I rise today 
to celebrate the life of Charles Edward Uhles, 
a strong community leader from Antlers, Okla-
homa. He passed away unexpectedly on June 
2, 2007, at the age of 65. Charles was the 
kind of man that everyone was happy to meet, 
and he will be missed by all who knew him. 

Charles’ commitment to leadership began at 
Southwestern Oklahoma State University in 
Weatherford, Oklahoma, where he studied 
pharmacy and was a charter member of 
Kappa Psi, the pharmacy fraternity. After his 
graduation, Charles continued this pattern of 
community service in Antlers, Oklahoma, 
where he held posts ranging from mayor of 
Antlers to Cubmaster. He held leadership po-
sitions in organizations including the Jaycees, 
the Lions Club, the Masonic Lodge and the 
Boy Scouts. Charles’ desire to work for the 
good of his community also led him to be in-
volved in business organizations, serving as 
president of the Antlers Chamber of Com-
merce, Chairman of the Board of the Little 
Dixie Community Action Agency and president 
of the Deer Capital Tourism Association. The 
pharmacy that Charles and his wife Jeanette 

owned for 35 years was selected as the 
Chamber of Commerce Business of the Year 
2006 and the Oklahoma Main Street Business 
of the Year 2007. In addition, Charles contrib-
uted to his community as a member of the 
First Methodist Church of Antlers. 

I stand today to honor the life of Charles 
Edward Uhles, an outstanding community 
member with a distinguished record of service. 
Charles was a good man that I am proud to 
have known, and his dedication to service in-
spired those who knew him to follow his lead 
by reaching out and helping their communities 
in their own special way. 

f 

RECOGNIZING AMY MUMMA 

HON. DOC HASTINGS 
OF WASHINGTON 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, August 3, 2007 

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Madam 
Speaker, I wish to recognize Amy Mumma of 
Ellensburg, Washington for her contributions 
to the wine industry in Washington state and 
around the world. 

Ms. Mumma is the Founder and Director of 
Central Washington University’s World Wine 
Program. She was recently selected to serve 
as President of the professional jury for the 
second International Wine Women Awards, 
held in Paris, France. The Wine Women 
Awards is an international competition hon-
oring female leaders in the wine industry. Ms. 
Mumma was the only American selected to be 
on the prestigious jury, comprised of well- 
known wine experts from around the world. 

In 2005, she was herself honored as the 
International Wine Woman of 2005–2006. Ms. 
Mumma was selected from over 160 can-
didates from 20 countries for her extensive 
technical knowledge and unique personal vi-
sion of wine, and her understanding of the 
global wine industry. 

Ms. Mumma has presented both nationally 
and internationally on the topics of wine faults, 
marketing, and professional wine analysis. Her 
extensive wine education includes an Ad-
vanced Diploma in Wine and Spirits from the 
Wine and Spirit Education Trust in London 
and a Diploma of Wine Studies and Tasting 
from France’s University of Burgundy. She is 
currently a Master of Wine candidate at the 
prestigious Institute of Masters of Wine in Lon-
don, England. 

In 2003, Ms. Mumma founded the World 
Wine Program at Central Washington Univer-
sity and has worked hard to enhance the 
knowledge of students, professionals, and 
consumers of wine and the wine industry. The 
program currently includes a Wine Trade Pro-
fessional Certificate program, a Wine Trade 
Tourism minor, consumer courses, and Wine 
Trade Training Courses for wine industry em-
ployees. 

Ms. Mumma is dedicated to expanding the 
World Wine Program by establishing a com-
prehensive program examining wine faults and 
methods for wine professionals to identify and 
reduce the number of faults in wine. The pro-
gram promises to improve wine quality and 
ensure the continued vitality of the wine indus-
try in Washington state and the Nation. 

I commend Ms. Mumma for her achieve-
ments in the global wine industry and her 
commitment to providing world-renowned wine 
education opportunities to wine professionals, 
students, and consumers in Washington state. 

f 

THE PASSING OF RICHARD 
RAUSCH 

HON. ELEANOR HOLMES NORTON 
OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Friday, August 3, 2007 

Ms. NORTON. Madam Speaker, I rise to 
commemorate the fruitful life of Richard 
Rausch, who served on the staff here in the 
House in past years. After Richard Rausch’s 
funeral in June, his friends repaired to the 
American Legion watering hole on Capitol Hill 
to celebrate his life in his style. Here in Con-
gress, Richard is remembered for serving on 
the legislative staff of Representative Neal 
Smith of Richard’s home state of Iowa and 
Representative Phil Burton. Richard’s position 
as national director of the Young Democrats 
brought him to DC and he remained expert in 
national politics, but local politics became sec-
ond nature to him. He came to the District 
from his beloved Iowa, and fell in love with 
this city and never left. In his home Capitol Hill 
community, Richard was revered both for his 
wit, wisdom, and his acumen as a behind the 
scenes political advisor and serious politician 
with the good humor not to take himself too 
seriously. He gave his life to the Democratic 
Party, attending every Democratic convention 
for the past 50 years. 

A gay activist before most gays dared to 
come out, Rausch was a founding member 
and one of only three honorary life members 
of the Gertrude Stein Club. He was DC’s first 
openly gay member of the Democratic Na-
tional Committee. 

Richard was a quintessentially social animal 
and volunteer who knew who he was, where 
he stood and why. At bottom, people and poli-
tics were the loves of Richard’s delightful and 
fully lived life. Although most Americans have 
yet to commit to a presidential candidate, 
Richard was making calls for Senator Barack 
Obama from his hospital bed during his last 
days. No doubt, Richard died a happy man, 
but he left many friends like me, who feel the 
void of his passing. Long live Richard. 

f 

NEW PARTNERSHIP FOR 
HEALTHCARE IN IRAQ 

HON. MARSHA BLACKBURN 
OF TENNESSEE 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Friday, August 3, 2007 

Mrs. BLACKBURN. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to commend the efforts of several of our 
7th District constituents who are working to re-
build the shattered healthcare system in Iraq. 
The collaboration between Dr. Goran 
Bekhtyar, a Kurdish-American physician from 
Franklin, Tennessee and Smith & Nephew, a 
global medical technology company based in 
Memphis, demonstrates to all of us that indi-
vidual people can indeed achieve remarkable 
results. 
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I came to know Dr. Bekhtyar several years 

ago through his service in the Tennessee 
state government. After the fall of the Saddam 
Hussein regime, Dr. Bekhtyar set aside his 
medical practice in Franklin, Tennessee to 
work full-time at rebuilding the medical system 
in his native Iraq. He founded a non-profit or-
ganization, Improved Health Systems for Iraq 
(IHSI), and has traveled frequently to Iraq to 
advise health officials. During his brief visits 
home, he has worked tirelessly to enlist Amer-
ican healthcare providers and companies in 
his efforts. 

Dr. Bekhtyar told me of the primitive condi-
tions and lack of modern equipment that pre-
vents Iraqi doctors from effectively treating 
their patients. I encouraged him to contact 
Smith & Nephew, a global medical technology 
company that specializes in developing 
Orthopaedic Trauma & Clinical Therapies, 
Orthopaedic Reconstruction, Endoscopy and 
Advanced Wound Management products. After 
meeting with Dr. Bekhtyar, Smith & Nephew 
leaders such as Dwayne Montgomery, Ken 
Reali, Zane Wood, and Mark Augusti imme-
diately committed to assisting the efforts of 
IHSI. 

Over the past six months, this team has 
spearheaded a donation drive through its 
Project Apollo Program, which will provide 
nearly half a million dollars of vital and crucial 
medical devices to orthopaedic surgeons and 
hospitals in Iraq. The program will provide ad-
vanced, world-class products such as non- 
locking plates and screws, and the Exogen ul-
trasonic bone healing system. Dr. Bekhtyar 
will return to Iraq on August 23rd and begin 
the distribution of the medical devices to Iraqi 
hospitals and physicians. 

Madam Speaker, please join me in com-
mending the passion and perseverance of Dr. 
Goran Bekhtyar and the initiative and gen-
erosity of Smith & Nephew. Together, they are 
setting an example of selflessness that we 
would all do well to follow. 

f 

HONORING THE LIFE OF SENATOR 
KENNETH MYERS 

HON. DEBBIE WASSERMAN SCHULTZ 
OF FLORIDA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Friday, August 3, 2007 

Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. Madam 
Speaker on behalf of Representatives ILEANA 
ROS-LEHTINEN, ALCEE HASTINGS, LINCOLN 
DIAZ-BALART, MARIO DIAZ-BALART, ROBERT 
WEXLER, RON KLEIN and myself, I rise to honor 
the life and memory of former Senator Ken-
neth Myers. 

A tireless advocate for the rights of others, 
Senator Myers served with distinction in the 
Florida Legislature for 16 years; 4 years in the 
House of Representatives, followed by 12 
years in the Senate. Senator Myers was truly 
an outstanding leader in the State of Florida. 
He honorably served as chair of the Dade Del-
egation and sponsored more than 200 pieces 
of legislation and many ground-breaking laws. 
Throughout his life, Senator Myers was a 
compassionate and dedicated man who pro-
vided consummate service to the community. 

Born in Miami in 1933, Senator Myers grad-
uated from Miami High School in 1950. He at-

tended the University of North Carolina, Chap-
el Hill, where he earned his bachelor’s degree, 
and went on to earn his law degree at the Uni-
versity of Florida’s School of Law. 

Coming from a family of compassionate 
leaders, Senator Myers grew up with a strong 
sense of commitment and dedication to the 
community. His father, Stanley Myers, founded 
the Greater Miami Jewish Federation. His sis-
ter, Judy Gilbert-Gould currently serves as the 
Director of the Jewish Community Relations 
Council at the Federation. Senator Myers’ 
nephew Robert Gilbert serves as an officer on 
the Federation’s Board, and his nephew Mark 
Gilbert is active in youth programs at Temple 
Beth Am in Miami. Senator Myers’ niece Caro-
lyn and other family members are following in 
his footsteps by dedicating their time, talents 
and service to the community, as well. 

Though Senator Myers will be remembered 
by his former colleagues as an eloquent 
speaker and fervent debater, his lasting legacy 
to the people of the State of Florida will be his 
championing of legislation on behalf of wom-
en’s rights, the administration of Jackson Me-
morial Hospital, and his assistance for alco-
holics and the mentally ill. 

The Jewish prayer for mourning never 
speaks of death, but often speaks of peace. 
My colleagues and I extend these words of 
peace as well as our heartfelt sympathy to the 
friends and family of Senator Kenneth Myers 
and to the entire south Florida community dur-
ing this difficult time. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO ONCOLOGY NURSES 

HON. NITA M. LOWEY 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, August 3, 2007 

Mrs. LOWEY. Madam Speaker, I rise today 
to call attention to the important and essential 
role that oncology nurses play in providing 
quality cancer care. Oncology nurses provide 
clinical, psychosocial and supportive care to 
patients and their families and are integral to 
our Nation’s cancer care delivery system. 

I would like to specifically acknowledge 
Laura Benson from New Rochelle, New York, 
for her service on the Oncology Nursing Soci-
ety Board of Directors, as treasurer, and her 
role as senior director of medical communica-
tions and medical information at OSI Pharma-
ceuticals. Laura, who received her bachelors, 
masters, and nurse practitioner degrees from 
Adelphi University, has served on the ONS 
Board of Directors for the past 3 years. Laura 
also served as the patient care consultant for 
Schering Oncology Biotech. In this capacity, 
she serviced all of Long Island, New York 
City, and Westchester County. 

The Oncology Nursing Society has 13 chap-
ters in my home State of New York. These 
chapters serve the oncology nurses in the 
State and support them in their efforts to pro-
vide high-quality cancer care to patients and 
their families throughout New York. Laura has 
served as president of her chapter and was 
awarded ONS’ AOCN of the Year award in 
1999. 

I would like to once again acknowledge and 
thank Laura Benson for her hard work and 

leadership on the Oncology Nursing Society 
Board of Directors. As a nurse and leader in 
the field, Laura has made it her life’s mission 
to help others, and she should be applauded 
for her accomplishments. 

f 

CELEBRATING THE CONTRIBU-
TIONS OF MR. DAVID DINKINS 

HON. CHARLES B. RANGEL 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Saturday, August 4, 2007 

Mr. RANGEL. Madam Speaker, I rise today 
to honor my friend, my brother, Mr. David 
Dinkins, for his public service career, and to 
congratulate him on his 80th birthday. I feel it 
quite appropriate to honor David by high-
lighting his accomplishments and the contribu-
tions he has made, and continues to make, to 
the city of New York and this great Nation. 

David Dinkins, born July 10, 1927, in Tren-
ton, NJ, moved to Harlem in 1953 and has 
been an integral part of New York since then. 
He served his country during World War II in 
the United States Marine Corps, and later by 
entering the world of politics. 

Mr. Dinkins graduated from Howard Univer-
sity in 1950. With politics on his mind, he de-
cided to further pursue his education at Brook-
lyn Law School in 1953. Mr. Dinkins went on 
to start a family, marrying Ms. Joyce Burrows 
and raising 2 children, Donna and David Jr., in 
Harlem. 

With the support of his family and friends, 
Mr. Dinkins became more involved in politics. 
With friends, including Basil Paterson, Percy 
Sutton, and myself, we became pioneers in 
the politics of New York City, eventually being 
named the ‘‘gang of four.’’ David went on to 
become very influential, swiftly moving up in 
New York’s political structure. 

Mr. Dinkins has held numerous positions in 
New York including: New York State Legisla-
ture, and New York city clerk. He was elected 
Manhattan Borough president in 1985 which 
was a sign of his determination, as this was 
his third run for office. Mr. Dinkins later ran for 
mayor, and was elected on November 7, 
1989, becoming the first African American to 
serve as the mayor of New York City. 

Inheriting a city in distress, including a 
budget deficit close to $2 billion dollars and a 
seemingly uncontrollable crime rate, David 
Dinkins had his hands full. The city also faced 
racial tensions that needed attention quickly, 
which Mayor Dinkins provided. Mayor Dinkins 
was able to soothe the city amidst times of 
turmoil, stemming from disagreements across 
ethnicities, which were very common during 
his tenure as mayor. Mr. Dinkins left office 
after turning the budget deficit into a surplus, 
and acting as the peacemaker in the city. 

As a professor of public affairs at Columbia 
University, Mr. Dinkins continues to work for 
others by providing young adults with an edu-
cation. He is to be commended for his 
achievements. David Dinkins is a dear friend, 
and serves as an inspiration to me, as well as 
many others. As Americans, we should honor 
him by joining his family in celebration of his 
80th birthday. 
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BILL TO PROMOTE COOPERATION 

WITH LOCAL GOVERNMENT IN 
ANALYSIS OF CERTAIN WATER 
PROJECTS 

HON. MARK UDALL 
OF COLORADO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Saturday, August 4, 2007 

Mr. UDALL of Colorado. Madam Speaker, 
today I am introducing the ‘‘Greater Coopera-
tion with Local Governments in Water Project 
Analysis Act.’’ 

This bill would require the U.S. Bureau of 
Reclamation and the U.S. Army Corps of En-
gineers, when acting as a lead federal agency 
for analysis under the National Environmental 
Policy Act of 1969, NEPA, of certain water 
projects, to grant ‘‘cooperating agency’’ status 
to affected subdivisions of state governments 
if they seek that status. 

The bill would apply to analysis of any 
project involving diversion of water from one 
river basin to another river basin and to any 
local government with jurisdiction over any 
portion of such a project. 

Its purpose is to ensure a ‘‘seat at the table’’ 
for these local governments, to make sure 
they have the fullest opportunity to provide 
input regarding the potential impacts of such a 
project. 

It’s important to note that this bill would not 
give any state subdivision a ‘‘veto’’ of the 
water diversion project. It would only ensure 
the subdivision’s more direct involvement of 
the analysis of such a project. 

While the term ‘‘cooperating agency’’ is not 
part of the statutory language of NEPA, the 
Council on Environmental Quality, CEQ, has 
issued regulations providing for that status in 
order to implement the NEPA mandate that 
Federal agencies responsible for preparing 
NEPA analyses and documentation do so ‘‘in 
cooperation with State and local governments’’ 
and other agencies with jurisdiction by law or 
special expertise. 

As CEQ has noted, ‘‘Studies regarding the 
efficiency, effectiveness, and value of NEPA 
analyses conclude that stakeholder involve-
ment is important in ensuring decision-makers 
have the environmental information necessary 
to make informed and timely decisions effi-
ciently. Cooperating agency status is a major 
component of agency stakeholder involvement 
that neither enlarges nor diminishes the deci-
sion-making authority of any agency involved 
in the NEP A process.’’ (Memorandum for the 
Heads of Federal Agencies from James 
Connaughton, Chair, Council on Environ-
mental Quality, January 30, 2002). 

Having the status of a ‘‘cooperating agency’’ 
does involve some responsibilities as well as 
opportunities. But it is understandable that 
local governments often seek to be granted 
that status—and, at least with regard to the 
kind of projects covered by this bill, I think that 
if a local government seeks it, it should be 
granted. 

I was prompted to introduce this bill by the 
experience of Grand County, located on the 
west side of the Continental Divide, in connec-
tion with two water diversion projects involving 
some east slope communities and interests 
that possess rights to water that originates in 
and flows through Grand County. 

Both of these projects have important impli-
cations for communities and activities in the 
county, so I joined with the county in request-
ing ‘‘cooperating agency’’ status to the County 
for both of these projects. 

However, due to the discretionary nature of 
granting such status, in one case the County 
status was granted, in another it was denied. 

One of these projects is the Moffat Collec-
tion System Project. The Denver Water De-
partment owns and collects water in various 
streams that flow west from the flanks of the 
Continental Divide. The Department then 
pipes this water through a water tunnel associ-
ated with the Moffat Tunnel, which is also a 
railroad tunnel. 

In 2004, the Denver Water Department 
began an effort to increase the volume of 
water it collects and sends through this Moffat 
Collection System. The U.S. Army Corps of 
Engineers is the lead agency on this project 
and began the necessary NEP A work. And 
when Grand County requested ‘‘cooperating 
agency’’ status for this project, the Corps de-
nied their request. 

The other project is called the Windy Gap 
Firming Project. This project also diverts water 
from Grand County to the eastern slope. The 
Northern Colorado Water Conservancy District 
is the prime beneficiary of the water from this 
project, which is designed to increase the 
water collection and diversion from Grand 
County using features such as Lake Granby, 
Shadow Mountain Reservoir, Grand Lake, and 
the Alva diversion tunnel. 

In this case, the lead Federal agency con-
ducting the NEPA work on this project was the 
Bureau of Reclamation. Again, Grand County 
sought ‘‘cooperating agency’’ status—and in 
this case, the Bureau of Reclamation granted 
the County that status. 

This bill responds to this discrepancy by re-
moving the discretion of either the Corps of 
Engineers or the Bureau of Reclamation to 
deny a request for ‘‘cooperating agency’’ sta-
tus by a county or other local government hav-
ing jurisdiction over any portion of such a 
project. 

In other words, under the bill if a county or 
other similar subdivision of a state requests 
‘‘cooperating agency’’ status regarding a 
transbasin-diversion water project located 
within its jurisdiction, the Corps or Bureau, if 
acting as the lead agency under NEPA, would 
be required to grant that request. 

I believe that it is important for counties and 
other subdivisions to be involved in the impor-
tant issues affecting them, such as transbasin 
water diversion projects. I do not believe that 
allowing them more direct involvement in 
these issues should be up to the will of the 
lead Federal agency if they have made a deci-
sion to seek such status. 

f 

IN RECOGNITION OF STAFF SER-
GEANT MICHAEL LEE RUOFF, JR. 

HON. DOUG LAMBORN 
OF COLORADO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Saturday, August 4, 2007 

Mr. LAMBORN. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to honor the life of SSG Michael Lee 

Ruoff Jr., passed away on July 1, 2007, in 
Ta’meem, Iraq, in support of Operation Iraqi 
Freedom. 

Michael’s wife, Tracy, and 2 daughters, 
Danielle and Grace were residing in 
Schweinfurt, Germany, where Michael’s unit 
was stationed, and had planned to return to 
their home in Cañon City when Michael re-
turned from the war. Cañon City is also the 
home of his parents, Mike and Vickie Ruoff. 

Born in Ukiah, CA, Michael joined the Army 
at the age of 18, right out of high school, and 
was stationed at Fort Carson. 

During his 13 years in the Army, Ruoff 
served in posts around the world as a crew 
member on M1 Abrams tanks. He was as-
signed to the 1st Battalion, 77th Armor Regi-
ment, 2nd Brigade Combat Team, 1st Infantry 
Division, in Schweinfurt, Germany. 

SSG Michael Ruoff’s father was a Vietnam 
veteran, and like his father, Michael was a re-
markable soldier, who could always be count-
ed on. 

Michael was a devoted man with deep be-
liefs, who, on July 1, 2007, made the most 
selfless sacrifice by giving his life to uphold 
the American ideals of freedom and democ-
racy. 

I present my humble gratitude to SSG Mi-
chael Lee Ruoff for his service to our country 
and offer my deepest heartfelt condolences to 
his family. 

f 

CELEBRATING NEW YORK’S 
AFRICAN DAY PARADE 

HON. CHARLES B. RANGEL 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Saturday, August 4, 2007 

Mr. RANGEL. Madam Speaker, today I rise 
up to honor what is expected to be an exciting 
first in the history of my congressional dis-
trict—New York’s first ever African Day Pa-
rade and Street Festival this Sunday, August 
5, 2007. 

I can think of no better place to hold such 
an event than in the village of Harlem. Al-
though many people around the world hold 
common African value and traditions, unity of 
purpose and a shared history does not equal 
a monolithic culture. Too often ‘‘Africa’’ is pre-
sented without the richness of diversity, an 
oversight that helps continue backward stereo-
types and misconceptions. 

This event presents a unique opportunity for 
all New Yorkers to learn about the different 
cultures within the continent’s diaspora. It will 
bring together a wide range of representatives 
from dance groups and vendors to fashion de-
signers, writers and musicians—all of whom 
promise to showcase their own perspective of 
the continent’s tapestry. 

This grand celebration is also a great oppor-
tunity for our recently arrived African brothers 
and sisters to build bridges—both within their 
smaller communities, but also with their Afri-
can American and Latino cousins. Only by 
growing these relationships can we achieve 
common goals and dreams. Only by working 
together can we move closer to the country 
and the world that all our children need and 
deserve. 
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IN RECOGNITION OF CHIEF WAR-

RANT OFFICER SCOTT A.M. 
OSWELL 

HON. DOUG LAMBORN 
OF COLORADO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Saturday, August 4, 2007 

Mr. LAMBORN. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to honor the life of CWO Scott A.M. 
Oswell, who passed away on July 4, 2007, in 
Mosul, Iraq, in support of Operation Iraqi Free-
dom. Chief Warrant Officer Oswell died of inju-
ries sustained when his helicopter crashed 
while trying to save another man’s life. 

Scott’s wife and 3 children reside in Olym-
pia, Washington, and his parents, Barry and 
Nancy, reside in Colorado Springs, Colorado. 

Chief Warrant Officer Oswell enlisted in the 
Marine Corps following high school, and later 
joined the Army. 

During his time in the Army, Chief Warrant 
Officer Oswell was selected for flight training, 
and earned his instructor pilot rating on the 
Kiowa Warrior helicopter. He was not only a 
skilled pilot, but also a first-class soldier, who 
earned several medals throughout his career. 
A distinguished member of the Sergeant Audie 
Murphy Club, the selective organization which 
honors members of the military who dem-
onstrate leadership, professionalism, and care 
for their soldiers’ welfare, Chief Warrant Offi-
cer Oswell embodied all of these ideas. 

Chief Warrant Officer Oswell comes from a 
military family dedicated to serving this country 
to ensure the ideals of liberty and democracy, 
which we hold so dear. 

He was a remarkable soldier, a devoted 
husband and a proud father, who served the 
Nation he loved sacrificing his life for our se-
curity and freedom. On a day when we cele-
brate the birth of our country, Chief Warrant 
Officer Oswell paid the ultimate price, and for 
that we are eternally grateful. 

I thank CWO Scott A.M. Oswell for his serv-
ice to our country and offer my deepest heart-
felt condolences to his family. 

f 

CELEBRATING THE 25TH ANNIVER-
SARY OF THE NATIONAL DOMIN-
ICAN DAY PARADE 

HON. CHARLES B. RANGEL 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Saturday, August 4, 2007 

Mr. RANGEL. Madam Speaker, today I join 
with the hundreds of thousands of Dominican 
residents of my congressional district and the 
millions of Dominicans around the world in 
celebrating August 12’s 25th Annual Domini-
can Day Parade. 

What was once an expression of pride 
through Washington Heights has grown to be 
one of the largest and loudest displays of cul-
tural pride seen along New York’s Sixth Ave-
nue, a culmination of a series of events cele-
brating the Dominican Republic’s traditional 
second day of Independence, El Dı́a de la 
Restauración or Restoration Day. 

It is also a time to remember Dominican 
achievements, on the island and in the U.S. A 

time to remind the world that many of the 
hemisphere’s first institutions were established 
on the shores of Quisqueya, including the first 
cathedral and the oldest university. A time to 
remind the Nation that from the first big wave 
of Dominican migration in the 1960s to the 
most recent wave in the 1990s, Dominicans 
have struggled and worked hard to become a 
part of our national identity. Their contributions 
can be found in every facet of U.S. life—from 
baseball stars like Pedro Martinez, David ‘‘Big 
Papi’’ Ortiz or Alex Rodriguez to fashion leg-
end Oscar de la Renta to the thousands of 
professionals that do battle as soldiers, doc-
tors, lawyers, journalists, educators and social 
workers. 

I can see that hard work in my own con-
gressional district. Dominicans have a zest for 
grassroots participation, as evidenced by the 
number of Dominicans, especially women, 
who are involved in government or as leaders 
of professional and nonprofit organizations. 
They are an entrepreneurial group with a keen 
nose for business and a yearning to be their 
own boss, as evidenced by the way they have 
transformed the livery cab, travel, and hair 
salon industry. 

Finally, who can deny the strong desire that 
Dominicans have for education. Although 
graduation rates for all Latinos are way too 
low, more and more Dominicans are choosing 
to go back to school, get their GED and enroll 
into the city’s university system. This is seen 
by the fact that 50 percent of are Latino’s that 
are enrolled in CUNY is of Dominican descent. 
In the number of after-school programs and 
activities that there are in northern Manhattan 
and other Dominican barrios. 

So I ask my colleagues to join me in cele-
brating this day and congratulating founder 
Nelson Peña and the hundreds of volunteers 
that help put on this grand display of pride. 
The success of our current democracy de-
pends on us keeping our doors open to com-
munities that energize our economy and our 
local neighborhoods. It depends on us remem-
bering that we are a Nation of immigrants and 
that how we treat our newest Americans will 
go a long way to how we are treated around 
the world. 

f 

ON THE ANNIVERSARY OF THE 
FIRST MOON LANDING 

HON. NICK LAMPSON 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Saturday, August 4, 2007 

Mr. LAMPSON. Madam Speaker, on the re-
cent anniversary of our Nation’s first Moon 
landing, I had the privilege of attending a 
grand opening ceremony at the Johnson 
Space Center in Houston, honoring the com-
pletion of a new facility to house the historic 
Saturn V rocket. Because it’s been a while 
since we’ve used this marvel of engineering, 
it’s easy to overlook the fact that this rocket 
was capable of sending our astronauts to the 
Moon. Many public and industry partners 
played a role in restoring the rocket to its origi-
nal glory, and this new facility will allow every-
one to appreciate the incredible historic impact 
of this wonderful machine. As we continue to 

advocate for human space exploration and 
reach out further in the universe, we will al-
ways look to the Saturn V as inspiration for 
our most important continued quest, reaching 
out into space. 

f 

INTRODUCING A RESOLUTION CON-
GRATULATING THE STATE OF 
ISRAEL ON CHAIRING A UNITED 
NATIONS COMMITTEE FOR THE 
FIRST TIME IN HISTORY 

HON. ALCEE L. HASTINGS 
OF FLORIDA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Saturday, August 4, 2007 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Madam Speaker, 
I rise today to introduce a resolution congratu-
lating the State of Israel on chairing a United 
Nations committee for the first time in history. 

For the first time ever, an Israeli diplomat, 
Mr. Ron Adam, Director of the Israeli Foreign 
Ministry’s U.N. Political Affairs Department, 
has been chosen to chair a U.N. committee: 
the Committee on Program and Coordination, 
CPC. 

This 33 U.N. member body provides an im-
portant role to the functioning of the U.N., as 
it approves the work plan for all U.N. agencies 
and bodies. 

Mr. Adam is highly qualified to represent his 
country at the U.N. He was former director of 
the Israel Foreign Ministry’s U.N. Political Af-
fairs Department and had been at the Israeli 
Ministry of Foreign Affairs since 1990. From 
1998–2002, he was a Counselor at the Israeli 
delegation to the U.N. Since 2004, he served 
as the director of the U.N. Political Affairs De-
partment, in the Division for the United Na-
tions and International Organizations. Last 
year, Mr. Adam served as the deputy chair of 
the CPC, representing the European Group. 

Madam Speaker, Israel was accepted in 
2000 as part of the Western Europe and Oth-
ers Group, WEOG, giving it the right to apply 
for positions on U.N. committees. The country 
already sits on several important committees 
and representatives from Israel have served 
as deputy chairs in the United Nations numer-
ous times. However, this marks the first time 
that an Israeli has been chosen to chair a 
United Nations committee. 

For far too long, Israel has been considered 
a second class nation at the United Nations, 
unfairly subjected to unjustified one sided at-
tacks from other nations. The facts make the 
case themselves: 6 out of 10 emergency spe-
cial sessions called by the United Nations 
General Assembly have directly condemned 
Israel, while no emergency sessions have 
been held against some of the world’s worst 
cases of genocide or repressive regimes. 

Israel is also the only U.N. member state 
denied membership by all of the U.N.’s five re-
gional groups which elect U.N. bodies in Ge-
neva. 

Israel also remains the only country of the 
Western and Others Group to have a condi-
tional status, thereby limiting its ability to cau-
cus with its fellow members of this regional 
grouping, compete for open seats, or run for 
positions in major bodies of the United Na-
tions. 
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The fact that some member states have 

chosen to use the U.N. as an attack mecha-
nism toward Israel while blatantly ignoring the 
despicable human rights records of other 
states truly undermines the United Nations’ 
credibility, integrity and effectiveness. 

I am hopeful that Mr. Adam’s appointment 
will help contribute to the normalization of 
Israel’s bilateral and multilateral relations, as 
well as challenge future disproportionate 
United Nations condemnation of Israel. 

I am also hopeful that the newly appointed 
United Nations Secretary-General Ban Ki- 
moon will work to end any unfair vilification of 
Israel at the United Nations and to use his 
good offices to support Israel’s bid to join the 
Asian regional grouping. 

Finally, I am hopeful that Israel will be grant-
ed membership on the Security Council for 
2019 and gain full participation rights in the 
United Nations. 

I ask for my colleagues’ support and urge 
the House Leadership to bring this legislation 
to the floor for its swift consideration. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. RUBÉN HINOJOSA 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Saturday, August 4, 2007 

Mr. HINOJOSA. Madam Speaker, on rollcall 
Nos. 824 and 825, had I been present, I would 
have voted ‘‘yea.’’ 

f 

TRIBUTE TO JOY ROSENHEIM 
SIMONSON 

HON. TOM LANTOS 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Saturday, August 4, 2007 

Mr. LANTOS. Madam Speaker, today I wish 
to pay tribute to Joy Rosenheim Simonson 
who passed away just a few weeks ago. Joy 
was a leading advocate for women’s rights at 
a time when that was a steep uphill battle. 

Joy rose to prominence in 1982, shortly 
after Ronald Reagan became President of the 
United States. At the first meeting of the Na-
tional Advisory Council on Women’s Edu-
cational Programs, of which Joy was the chair-
woman, the Council replaced her with the no-
torious anti-woman’s rights advocate Phyllis 
Schlafly, who quickly proposed abolishing the 
council. 

The firing of Joy led to an uproar among 
women’s rights groups around the country, 
and several Members of Congress, including 
our distinguished colleague from Massachu-
setts, my good friend Congressman BARNEY 
FRANK, denounced her removal. BARNEY went 
further than simply denouncing the outrage. 
He immediately hired her as a staff member of 
the Subcommittee on Employment which he 
then chaired. It was a brilliant decision. 

A few years later, Madam Speaker, I suc-
ceeded Congressman FRANK as chair of the 
Subcommittee on Employment and Housing of 
the Committee on Government Operations. 
One of the wisest decisions I made was to 

keep Joy as a member of my staff. Joy was 
with me for the six years I served as Chair of 
that subcommittee. She was a loyal, devoted 
and energetic staff member. We met many 
times a week to plan subcommittee investiga-
tions and hearings. She sat right behind me in 
our frequent hearings. 

Joy had a wonderful sense of issues that 
needed to be dealt with, and she had excel-
lent ideas of how to take the next steps in pro-
moting women’s rights. We had outstanding 
hearings that resulted in tough reports adopt-
ed by the Committee dealing with women ex-
ecutives (the glass ceiling), discrimination 
against women owning automobile dealer-
ships, problems women face finding daycare, 
discrimination against women who breastfeed 
their infants, and many, many others. When 
Joy retired from working for the Congress, she 
was the oldest staff member of the House of 
Representatives. 

Madam Speaker, Joy Simonson dedicated 
her life to public service. Her decade of serv-
ice on the staff of the Employment and Hous-
ing Subcommittee was only a small part of her 
very distinguished career of public service. 
She led several organizations devoted to 
women’s issues and helped break down bar-
riers for women. Born in New York City, Mrs. 
Simonson moved to Washington after grad-
uating from Bryn Mawr College to serve on 
the War Manpower Commission in the early 
1940’s. Later, in 1945 she worked for the UN 
Relief and Rehabilitation Administration in 
Egypt and Yugoslavia, and then worked at 
Army headquarters in Frankfurt, Germany. It 
was during this period overseas that she met 
and married her husband Richard Simonson. 
In 1948, they moved back to Washington, DC. 
Joy and Richard are the parents of a son and 
a daughter. 

Joy Simonson was the first woman to head 
the District of Columbia’s Alcohol Beverage 
Control Board, serving from 1964 until 1972. 
During this time she also founded the National 
Association of Commissions for women, and 
served as its president for 3 terms. She also 
notably fought for Title IX, protested the exclu-
sion of women from the Augusta National Golf 
Club, and in 1967 organized the DC Commis-
sion for Women. 

In 1992 Mrs. Simonson was elected to the 
D.C. Women’s Hall of Fame for her untiring 
work on behalf of women. She was also later 
recognized by the National Center for Women, 
who gave her the prestigious Formothers 
Award. 

Madam Speaker, Joy was here on Capitol 
Hill several months ago—after the election 
which finally gave us the first woman as 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. She 
was delighted and pleased beyond measure at 
seeing a woman preside over this body, where 
she devoted over a decade of remarkable 
service during her remarkable life. 

I invite my colleagues to join me in paying 
tribute to Joy Rosenheim Simonson. 

IN HONOR OF CORPORAL JAMES H. 
MCRAE, UNITED STATES MARINE 
CORPS 

HON. KAY GRANGER 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Saturday, August 4, 2007 

Ms. GRANGER. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to honor the courage of a brave and 
dedicated hero of the Fort Worth community 
and of our Nation. 

Cpl James H. McRae was a proud United 
States Marine and a true American hero who 
gallantly and selflessly gave his life for his 
country on July 24 during combat operations 
in Diyala Province, Iraq. 

James enlisted in the toughest of the mili-
tary branches during time of war, which 
speaks volumes about his character and patri-
otism. 

Assigned to the Marine Expeditionary Force, 
James was a non-commissioned officer—the 
backbone of the corps and a true leader. 

Our thoughts and prayers are with James’ 
parents and all of his family and friends. 

Our community and Nation honor Corporal 
McRae’s memory and we are grateful for his 
faithful and distinguished service to our Nation 
and the Corps of Marines that he loved. 

Cpl James Heath McRae will not be forgot-
ten. His memory lives on through his family 
and the legacy of selfless service that he so 
bravely imprinted on our hearts. 

f 

STATEMENT HONORING HOUSTON 
NEWSMAN MARVIN ZINDLER 

HON. AL GREEN 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Saturday, August 4, 2007 

Mr. AL GREEN of Texas. Madam Speaker, 
I rise to pay tribute to a wonderful man and 
longtime Houston television legend, Marvin 
Zindler. Mr. Zindler passed away yesterday 
after a battle with inoperable pancreatic can-
cer and he will be sorely missed. 

Marvin Zindler was born August 10, 1921, in 
Houston, where he went on to become an irre-
placeable community figure. Marvin’s father 
Abe, who openly opposed the Ku Klux Klan 
and was a card-carrying member of the 
NAACP, helped instill in Marvin the values that 
made him so valued in the community. As a 
newsman, Marvin became a pioneer in con-
sumer reporting and a tireless advocate for 
those who, without his assistance, would be 
without a voice in having their needs ad-
dressed. 

Mr. Zindler initially came to prominence 
through a week long special on the ‘‘Chicken 
Ranch,’’ an illegal brothel just outside of La 
Grange, TX, that local authorities tolerated for 
decades. This special report quickly forced the 
closure of the brothel, which had been open 
since 1905. Subsequently, Mr. Zindler was 
known largely for his self-described ‘‘Rat and 
Roach Report,’’ in which he read reports on 
health department restaurant inspections on 
news broadcasts on ABC affiliate KTRK. 
These reports consistently aided consumers 
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looking for information on the safety of the 
food at local restaurants. 

Mr. Zindler advocated aggressively for low- 
income individuals in desperate need of recon-
structive surgery. Earlier this year, despite his 
illness, Mr. Zindler’s advocacy played a major 
role in acquiring mechanical hands for seven 
Iraqi amputees. Because of his extensive ad-
vocacy, Mr. Zindler’s Action 13 office received 
nearly 100,000 letters annually asking for as-
sistance on issues ranging from Social Secu-
rity benefits to housing discrimination to immi-
gration. He took pride in ensuring that his of-
fice responded to every single request that 
they received. 

It is eminently clear that Marvin Zindler was 
no ordinary newsman. He used his influence 
to constantly stand up for the underprivileged 
who needed his assistance—and he made a 
difference. Mr. Zindler profoundly changed the 
city of Houston and the very concept of con-
sumer reporting, and his contribution will never 
be forgotten. 

I would like to send my condolences to Mr. 
Zindler’s family, friends, and all those who will 
miss him dearly. I hope that, even in this sad 
time, Mr. Zindler’s courage and fights for jus-
tice can serve as an example for us all. 

f 

IN HONOR OF CORPORAL RHETT A. 
BUTLER, UNITED STATES ARMY 

HON. KAY GRANGER 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Saturday, August 4, 2007 

Ms. GRANGER. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to honor the courage of a brave and 
dedicated hero of the State of Texas and of 
our Nation. 

CPL Rhett A. Butler was a United States 
Army soldier and a true American hero who 
gallantly and selflessly gave his life for his 
country on July 20, 2007 during combat oper-
ations north of Baghdad, Iraq. 

Assigned to the Second Infantry Division, 
Rhett enlisted during time of war, which 
speaks volumes about his character and patri-
otism. 

Moreover, he was a leader and mentor to 
younger soldiers and his service as a Non- 
Commissioned Officer in the infantry exempli-
fies this spirit. 

Our thoughts and prayers are with Corporal 
Butler’s parents and all of his family and 
friends. 

Our community and Nation honor Corporal 
Butler’s memory and we are grateful for his 
faithful and distinguished service to America. 

CPL Rhett A. Butler will not be forgotten. 
His memory lives on through his family and 
the legacy of selfless service that he so brave-
ly imprinted on our hearts. 

COMMEMORATING THE 50TH ANNI-
VERSARY OF THE SOUTHERN 
CHRISTIAN LEADERSHIP CON-
FERENCE 

HON. AL GREEN 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Saturday, August 4, 2007 

Mr. AL GREEN of Texas. Madam Speaker, 
I wish to commemorate the Southern Christian 
Leadership Conference’s, SCLC, 50th Anni-
versary. Committed to obtaining and securing 
equal rights for African Americans and human 
rights for all people, the SCLC is a prominent 
body of influence. The organization, along with 
others including the National Association for 
the Advancement of Colored People (NAACP) 
and the Student Nonviolent Coordinating Com-
mittee (SNCC), gave African Americans and 
other minorities a sense of pride when times 
seemed dismal and bleak. 

Beginning with the Montgomery Bus Boycott 
in December 1955, the then Southern Leader-
ship Conference on Transportation and Non-
violent Integration was founded by Dr. Martin 
Luther King, Jr., and Ralph David Abernathy. 
Although it was initially thought by some to be 
of an antagonist nature, in its early years the 
organization prided itself on education initia-
tives and voter registration campaigns to en-
sure that their young people had a voice in the 
political process. With the successful conclu-
sion of the Montgomery Bus Boycott in Feb-
ruary 1957, the group changed its name to the 
Southern Leadership Conference, widening 
their scale to reach a much larger audience. In 
August of the same year, the name was once 
again changed to the Southern Christian 
Leadership Conference, the name the organi-
zation bears today. 

The initiatives and beliefs of the group, 
along with those of several others, culminated 
in the March on Washington for Jobs and 
Freedom on August 28, 1963, where an esti-
mated 250,000 demonstrators came to the 
Mall, making the march the largest political 
rally of its time. At this historic march, Dr. King 
delivered his famous ‘‘I Have a Dream’’ 
speech, inspiring the masses in attendance 
and those viewing at home. The march was 
later seen as an integral part to the passing of 
the Civil Rights Act of 1964 and the National 
Voting Rights Act of 1965. 

Committed to the philosophy of its founding 
president, Dr. Martin Luther King, the SCLC 
has always prided itself on nonviolent protests 
and rallies, allowing the message to over-
shadow the brutality they were often met with. 

Madam Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
join me in celebrating this marvelous organiza-
tion and wishing them great success in the 
next 50 years. 

f 

KOREA-U.S. FREE TRADE 
AGREEMENT 

HON. DIANE E. WATSON 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Saturday, August 4, 2007 

Ms. WATSON. Madam Speaker, I rise today 
to address the recently completed Korea-U.S. 

Free Trade Agreement. The agreement was 
concluded on April 1 and now has been trans-
mitted to Congress for consideration. 

The Korea-U.S. FTA is of great importance 
to my Congressional district located in Los An-
geles, Culver City, and Hollywood, as well as 
the entire state of California, which has played 
a critical role in the Pacific Rim’s rapid eco-
nomic expansion. 

Today Korea is California’s 5th largest trad-
ing partner and the Los Angeles Custom Dis-
trict’s third largest trading partner, with nearly 
$18 billion in two-way trade in 2005. Ex-
panded trade between Korea and the U.S. will 
translate into more jobs and business for Los 
Angeles County where, most significantly, the 
Ports of Los Angeles and Long Beach handle 
43 percent of cargo containers shipped to the 
U.S. 

Madam Speaker, the Korea-U.S. FTA is 
also highly important to California’s ethnic Ko-
rean community. As you know, California is 
home to the largest population of Koreans out-
side of Korea. In my 33rd Congressional dis-
trict, Korean-Americans have built a thriving 
business and cultural area known as 
Koreatown. Many maintain close cultural, busi-
ness, and family ties to their homeland. 

The entertainment industry is critical to the 
economic health of California, and I am par-
ticularly heartened that the concluded Korea- 
U.S. FTA contains expanded protection for 
copyrighted works in today’s digital economy. 
The agreement protects music, videos, soft-
ware, and text from widespread unauthorized 
sharing via the Internet and provides for ex-
tended terms of protection for copyrighted 
works consistent with emerging international 
standards. The agreement will also decrease 
the Korean TV content quota for film and ani-
mation. 

The Korea-U.S. FTA must now clear one 
final and most important hurdle: Congressional 
approval. It is my hope that accommodation 
can be quickly reached on those provisions of 
the FTA that remain problematic to certain 
U.S. business sectors. I look forward to read-
ing the enacting legislation. 

Despite these remaining barriers, I am en-
couraged by the comprehensive and historic 
U.S.-Korea Free Trade Agreement that will 
promote economic growth, ensure that Los 
Angeles and California remain on the competi-
tive cutting edge, and strengthen ties between 
the U.S. and the Republic of Korea. 

f 

THE GHOST OF ABERCROMBIE 

HON. JOHN B. LARSON 
OF CONNECTICUT 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Saturday, August 4, 2007 

Mr. LARSON of Connecticut. Madam 
Speaker, the cold night brought me into the 
cancered bowels of this capital place. Barren 
halls and walkways and crawl space in front of 
me and inside cerebral tunnels. 

It is here, away from now. I come to face 
the ghost of Abercrombie. 

Who walked these paths and is remem-
bered for not so hallow words. 

Who bragged sincerely of life and death 
long before the funeral chant. 
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As cold and dark and empty and hollow as 

these moments are, it is here in the mind’s 
basement that we face this white ghost. 

Abercrombie who is still here. 
Have hope—nothing ends. 

f 

INTRODUCTION OF THE TRANS-
PARENT REPORTING UNDER ESA 
LISTING ACT 

HON. EDWARD J. MARKEY 
OF MASSACHUSETTS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Saturday, August 4, 2007 

Mr. MARKEY. Madam Speaker, since 1973, 
the Endangered Species Act, ESA, has been 
one of our Nation’s most important environ-
mental laws. For over 30 years, the ESA has 
been the primary safety net for our Nation’s 
species that are facing extinction. And this 
cornerstone of our environmental policy has 
been a tremendous success. More than 99 
percent of the species that have been listed 
as threatened or endangered have avoided 
extinction, including iconic animals such as the 
bald eagle, the gray wolf, and the whooping 
crane. 

Recent reports have surfaced of political in-
terference with the science behind Endan-
gered Species Act decisions within the admin-
istration. It is crucial that we not allow politics 
to trump science in making decisions that can 
affect whether a species recovers or dis-
appears forever. The ESA requires that deci-
sions as to whether a species is an endan-
gered or threatened species must be made 
purely based on the science. In addition, while 
decisions on the designation of a critical habi-
tat of a species can include economic consid-
erations, they must also be based on science. 

The Transparent Reporting Under ESA List-
ing Act or, the TRUE Listing Act, that I am in-
troducing today would help ensure that the 
science behind these decisions is never com-
promised by political interference. This legisla-
tion would require that concurrent with the 
publication of a determination as to whether a 
species is threatened or endangered or the 
designation of critical habitat, the Secretary of 
the Interior publish a summary statement of 
the scientific rationale behind the decision or 
revision. Furthermore, the summary statement 
would include the name and title of any execu-
tive branch employee or officer who was in-
volved in the decision. Publishing this impor-
tant information will help ensure that political 
appointees not just within the Department of 
Interior but within the entire executive branch 
are not permitted to silently and anonymously 
interfere with the science behind ESA deci-
sions. 

However, this legislation shedding light on 
the Department of the Interior decisionmaking 
go hand in hand with additional whistleblower 
protections for government employees, such 
as those contained in H.R. 985, the Whistle-
blower Protection Enhancement Act of 2007 
that overwhelmingly passed the House in 
March of this year by a vote of 331–94. As we 
look to expand the transparency of ESA deci-
sions, we must also ensure that those employ-
ees at the Fish and Wildlife Service and the 
Department of the Interior who are acting in 

the best interests of the Nation are not subject 
to reprisal. 

f 

HONORING THE MEMORY OF 
ROBERT LEE MOTT 

HON. JO BONNER 
OF ALABAMA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Saturday, August 4, 2007 

Mr. BONNER. Madam Speaker, the City of 
Chickasaw and indeed the entire State of Ala-
bama lost a dear friend, and I rise today to 
honor him and pay tribute to his memory. 
Robert L. Mott was a successful businessman 
and restaurateur whose kindness and willing-
ness to help others had a strong impact on 
the lives of so many throughout south Ala-
bama. 

Known to his community as ‘‘Papa Bear,’’ 
Robert started his own restaurant, Papa 
Bear’s Seafood, 12 years ago. He also owned 
Mott-White’s Fixtures, a restaurant equipment 
business in downtown Mobile. Robert’s col-
leagues remember him as a fair businessman 
who was a pleasure to conduct business with. 

Prior to his career in the restaurant busi-
ness, Robert worked in the engineering divi-
sion of the Alabama State Highway Depart-
ment, in addition to serving in the Army Na-
tional Guard. He was active in his community, 
often helping to set up local church facilities. 

Madam Speaker, I ask my colleagues to join 
me in remembering a dedicated community 
member and friend to many throughout south 
Alabama. He will be deeply missed by those 
who knew him. Robert Lee Mott is survived by 
his wife of 46 years, Darothy Mott; 3 daugh-
ters, Robbin Stevens of Gulfcrest, Sandra Ivy 
of Chickasaw, and Kimberly Tait of Fort Mor-
gan; his mother, Christine Mott of Tibbie; 2 
brothers, Roger Mott of Mobile and Coyette 
Mott of Sarasota, Florida; and 7 grandchildren. 
May his family know that they are in our 
thoughts and prayers during this difficult time. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO PROFESSOR MARVIN 
H. CARUTHERS 

HON. MARK UDALL 
OF COLORADO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Saturday, August 4, 2007 

Mr. UDALL of Colorado. Madam Speaker, I 
rise today to recognize Professor Marvin H. 
Caruthers on his recent selection as a recipi-
ent of the National Medal of Science. With this 
award Professor Caruthers officially joins the 
ranks of the finest minds to contribute to 
American science since Congress established 
the award in 1959. 

Having held a faculty post at the University 
of Colorado at Boulder for the past 34 years, 
Professor Caruthers conducts the sort of cut-
ting-edge research that consistently keeps 
CU-Boulder on the map for technological ad-
vancement and academic progress. The Uni-
versity deserves credit for creating an atmos-
phere that allows minds like Professor 
Caruthers’ to flourish, and I can say con-
fidently that the 2nd District, the State of Colo-

rado, and the country at large all benefit enor-
mously from that investment. 

Professor Caruthers is the cofounder of both 
Amgen, the world’s largest biotechnology com-
pany, and Applied Biosystems, a company 
that has commercialized Professor Caruthers’ 
work on DNA synthesizing. While his research 
is extraordinary in its own right, making his 
findings commercially available is how this im-
portant work manifests as life-saving tech-
nology, advanced understanding of human bi-
ology, and high-tech jobs for American work-
ers. Professor Caruthers’ work gives us a text-
book example of how advanced research be-
comes a guiding light for human advance-
ment. 

I hope my colleagues will join me in not only 
recognizing the past accomplishments of Pro-
fessor Marvin Caruthers that have warranted 
his acceptance of the National Medal of 
Science, but also in wishing him all the best 
in his future pursuits. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. CANDICE S. MILLER 
OF MICHIGAN 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Saturday, August 4, 2007 

Mrs. MILLER of Michigan. Madam Speaker, 
on rollcall No. 815 and rollcall No. 816, I did 
not vote as a protest of the actions of the ma-
jority related to rollcall No. 814. Had I voted, 
I would have voted nay on rollcall No. 815 and 
nay on rollcall No. 816. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO JOHN NOXAKIS 

HON. THADDEUS G. McCOTTER 
OF MICHIGAN 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Saturday, August 4, 2007 

Mr. MCCOTTER. Madam Speaker, today I 
rise to honor and acknowledge the distin-
guished life of John Noxakis, who entered 
God’s eternal paradise far too soon for those 
of us he leaves behind in this ephemeral veil 
of tears. 

A life-long Detroiter proud of his ethnic herit-
age, John embodied the Greek’s love of food 
and music. He was a gifted culinary artist, 
whose dishes delighted and sated diners 
throughout our community; and, in his purest 
gift, he was an unparalleled percussionist. It 
was through John’s drumming my brother and 
I met him. We three formed the nucleus of the 
little acclaimed and over amplified band, ‘‘The 
Flying Squirrels’’; and, cramped together on 
the ‘‘cover band’’ roller coaster, off and on we 
jammed our way through nearly 20 years of 
small gigs and smaller paychecks. Through it 
all, John was the one person in the band 
whose gentility and sanity kept an often tem-
pestuous combination of musical prima don-
nas kicking out the jams, instead of killing 
each other. He was true to this task until his 
tragic and unexpected death; and it has taken 
some time—is still taking time, may forever 
take time—for me to realize I will never see 
him ascend his set, hear his beat, and know 
my brother from another mother is right in time 
with every thought seeping through my strings. 
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Yes, in a world where too many crave at all 

costs to be ‘‘great,’’ John cared enough to be 
good. He was a loving brother to Michael and 
Katina; a devoted uncle to Christine, Sophia 
and Maria; and a true friend to all he encoun-
tered. John, may you forever rest in God’s infi-
nite love until, one day, the rest of us Flying 
Squirrels sneak our way into Heaven’s base-
ment to disturb your peace for a moment and 
‘‘Kick out the Jams.’’ 

Madam Speaker, I ask my colleagues to join 
me in mourning John Noxakis’ passing; extend 
our deepest sorrow to all he loved and all who 
loved him; and commemorate his lifetime of 
bringing joy to his fellow human beings. 

f 

TAX AND SPEND 

HON. JOE WILSON 
OF SOUTH CAROLINA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Saturday, August 4, 2007 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Madam 
Speaker, it has only taken seven months, but 
this new Democrat majority has brought back 
Washington’s favorite pastime—tax and 
spend. 

In their short time in the majority, Democrats 
have all but openly pledged to raise taxes on 
the American people by an incredible $392 bil-
lion. That’s on top of $23 billion in new do-
mestic spending. This is real money. It comes 
from the wallets of American families. Unfortu-
nately, Democrats believe they know better 
how to spend the hard-earned money of 
America’s workers than the workers them-
selves. 

Republicans are working to restore fiscal 
sanity to this Congress. We have staunchly 
opposed the out-of-control spending, and 
brought some much needed sunshine to ear-
marks. When taxpayer dollars are being spent, 
we owe it to each and every American to cre-
ate transparency and accountability. I hope my 
colleagues will join me in honoring our duty to 
the American people to remain good stewards 
of their hard-earned money. 

In conclusion, God bless our troops, and we 
will never forget September 11th. 

f 

HONORING THE MEMORY OF MRS. 
EVELEEN G. LATHAN 

HON. JO BONNER 
OF ALABAMA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Saturday, August 4, 2007 

Mr. BONNER. Madam Speaker, the city of 
Mobile and indeed the entire state of Alabama 
lost a dear friend and educator, and I rise 
today to honor her and pay tribute to her 
memory. Eveleen G. Lathan was a devoted 
teacher and dedicated school administrator 
whose diligence and guidance greatly im-
pacted the lives of countless students in the 
Mobile area. 

In 1960, Mrs. Lathan began her career in 
the Mobile County public school system, a 
dedicated legacy of service that would span 
over thirty-five years. Mrs. Lathan was a de-
voted elementary school teacher for over nine 

years before being named principal at Dau-
phin Island Elementary. Later, she also served 
as the head administrator at E.R. Dickson Ele-
mentary. 

Perhaps her greatest commitment to the 
education of the children of Mobile, though, is 
evident in her twenty-five-year service as the 
principal at Nan Gray Davis Elementary 
School. While principal there, she improved 
the standard of education and instruction tre-
mendously, as well as setting an excellent ex-
ample for administrators and teachers alike. 

Madam Speaker, I ask my colleagues to join 
me in remembering a dedicated educator and 
friend to many throughout south Alabama. She 
will be deeply missed by those who knew her. 
Mrs. Lathan, whose husband Delvin Lathan 
preceded her in death, is survived by her 3 
sons, Jerry Lathan, Charles T. Lathan, and Jo-
seph M. Lathan; 4 grandchildren, Brittany 
Lathan, Adam Lathan, Charles D. Lathan, and 
Zachary Lathan; and nieces, nephews, and 
other relatives. 

May her family know that they are in the 
thoughts and prayers of all who loved and ap-
preciated Mrs. Lathan and her many contribu-
tions to our community. 

f 

H.R. 3221, THE NEW DIRECTION 
FOR ENERGY INDEPENDENCE, 
NATIONAL SECURITY AND CON-
SUMER PROTECTION ACT AND 
H.R. 2776, THE RENEWABLE EN-
ERGY AND ENERGY CONSERVA-
TION TAX ACT 

HON. ANNA G. ESHOO 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Saturday, August 4, 2007 

Ms. ESHOO. Madam Speaker, I rise in sup-
port of this energy package because the en-
ergy policies we adopt over the next 5 years 
will determine the future of life on our planet. 

For too long, our energy policies have 
moved us in the wrong direction. Although we 
briefly made some progress in the mid-1980s 
because of increases in fuel economy stand-
ards, overall oil consumption has increased by 
nearly 4 million barrels per day since the mid- 
1970s. In that time, oil imports have also in-
creased from approximately 40 percent to 60 
percent. That dependence is putting our eco-
nomic leadership and national security in peril 
according to top business leaders and national 
security experts. 

The threat of global climate change has also 
grown and threatens to fundamentally change 
the global landscape. The United Nation’s 
Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change 
has given us a clear picture of the role that 
human activities, particularly our energy con-
sumption, play in global warming, and it has 
projected severe impacts for our planet and 
our way of life. 

Dr. James Hansen, NASA’s renowned cli-
mate expert, now warns that we have less 
than a decade to start making significant re-
ductions in greenhouse gas emissions if we’re 
going to avert the most severe impacts of 
global climate change. 

Top businesses, including the Big Three 
U.S. automakers, have also agreed that we 

must reduce greenhouse emissions in the 
U.S. by 60 percent to 80 percent by 2050. 

Just as important, there are 2 billion people 
living in the developing world, including China 
and India, who do not have access to reliable 
sources of energy. They are striving to secure 
reliable energy and to achieve the prosperity 
we enjoy. 

These factors represent both a challenge 
and an opportunity for our country and the 
world. 

Silicon Valley, which is in my Congressional 
district, has reinvented itself time and again to 
anticipate the next economic challenge and 
opportunity. Today, the Valley is focused on 
energy, investing billions in new technologies 
and start-ups. 

It’s time for Congress to recognize and re-
spond to these facts by taking a new ap-
proach on energy policy, and that is what this 
bill does. 

Instead of addressing issues of supply and 
demand and promoting dinosaur-age tech-
nology, we are fixed on achieving two goals: 
becoming energy independent and addressing 
the threat of global warming. 

This legislation is not the end of our efforts; 
it is the first step in meeting these goals. It is 
signal legislation. 

The bill cuts $16 billion in incentives for the 
oil and gas industry and invests it in renew-
able energy and efficiency. This includes elimi-
nating the so-called Hummer tax loophole 
which gives a $25,000 tax deduction for the 
purchase of SUVs weighing more than 6,000 
pounds. I introduced the first legislation in the 
House to close this loophole in 2003. By tak-
ing this step alone, we will save nearly $800 
million that will be invested in consumer tax in-
centives to promote solar energy and plug-in 
hybrid vehicles. 

The bill also raises 43 efficiency standards 
for appliances and buildings. Once fully imple-
mented, the bill will reduce carbon dioxide 
emissions by 10 billion tons. That is more than 
the emissions of all the cars on the road 
today. Included in this effort is a provision I 
proposed to improve the efficiency of com-
puter data centers—the facilities that are the 
backbone of our information economy. 

I believe we can and should do more. 

First, we should do as California and many 
other States have done: Adopt a national re-
newable electricity standard (RES) and I will 
vote for the RES amendment that will require 
15 percent of our electricity to come from re-
newable resources. 

Second, we need to address the fuel econ-
omy of our automobile fleet. Although this is 
not part of our debate today, I look forward to 
addressing it as we take up additional energy 
legislation in the fall. 

Madam Speaker, we have a long way to go 
toward fully addressing global warming and 
energy independence. This energy package 
represents an important first step and I urge 
my colleagues to support it. 
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HONORING RAY ADKINS 

HON. RON LEWIS 
OF KENTUCKY 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Saturday, August 4, 2007 

Mr. LEWIS of Kentucky. Madam Speaker, I 
rise today to recognize Ray Adkins, a remark-
able man with a long history of service to his 
country. Mr. Adkins, a resident of Harned, 
Kentucky, has spent the majority of his life 
serving his country and helping his fellow Vet-
erans. 

A Vietnam veteran, Ray Adkins had a distin-
guished 20-year military career. While serving, 
Ray was always willing to lend a hand to his 
fellow soldiers. He and his wife Rosemarie al-
ways let new military families stay in their 
home and assisted them until they got back 
on their feet. 

Mr. Adkins’ service did not stop once he re-
tired from the military. He has dedicated his 
life to assisting veterans in Kentucky. Ray has 
a veterans ministry at Corinth Baptist Church 
in McQuady, Kentucky. Also, he is an adjutant 
in the American Legion Post #1 in 
Hardinsburg, Kentucky. Ray has been working 
tirelessly to get a building for his American Le-
gion Post. 

It is my privilege to honor Ray Adkins today, 
before the entire United States House of Rep-
resentatives, for his service to our country and 
to his fellow Kentucky veterans. I admire his 
endless dedication to helping veterans in the 
Commonwealth of Kentucky. 

IN SUPPORT OF H.R. 3221 AND H.R. 
2776 

HON. JOE DONNELLY 
OF INDIANA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Saturday, August 4, 2007 

Mr. DONNELLY. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today in support of the House Energy Pack-
age. And I would like to commend the Energy 
and Commerce Committee and the Ways and 
Means Committee for putting together a strong 
package that will set our Nation on the path 
for a more reliable and efficient energy policy. 
I would also like to thank Chairman DINGELL 
and Chairman RANGEL for including my bill, 
H.R. 2505, The E–85 PUMP Act as part of 
this important legislation. 

We all recognize that the path to energy 
independence will require a number of alter-
native energy solutions—and ethanol has an 
important role to play in achieving this goal. 

In Indiana’s Second District, we have been 
blessed with the resources to serve as a cen-
ter for the production of a new generation of 
ethanol and other bio-fuels. And I am com-
mitted to making sure Midwest farmers are an 
integral part of our Nation’s energy strategy. 

However, as ethanol production continues to 
reach record levels, only 1 percent of Amer-
ica’s approximately 168,000 gas stations offer 
E–85 gasoline. That is only one E–85 pump 
for every 6,000 vehicles on the road. 

While there are several reasons why eth-
anol has yet to fully mature on the market, a 
significant factor is that many big oil compa-

nies use a number of strategies to make it dif-
ficult for franchised gas stations to offer E–85. 

For example, standard contracts issued by 
many large oil companies require franchisees 
to purchase fuel directly from their distributors. 
Since these distributors do not offer E–85, gas 
stations are unable to offer an alternative fuel. 
Other companies prohibit franchisees from 
selling E–85 under the main canopy, require 
E–85 to be displayed on separate signs, and 
prohibit franchisees from accepting franchise 
credit cards for the purchase of E–85. 

These tactics not only limit consumer 
choice, but also reinforce our dependence on 
foreign oil. 

My provision would prohibit an oil company 
from restricting the right of a franchisee to in-
stall E–85 pumps or sell or advertise E–85 
fuel. In addition, it would also expand the Al-
ternative Fuel Infrastructure Tax Credit to 
allow gas station owners to claim a credit on 
50 percent of the costs associated with install-
ing or converting equipment to sell E–85 up to 
$50,000. In short, this bill will provide tax in-
centives for gas station owners who want to— 
and should—do the right thing. 

These important changes will not only im-
prove consumer access to alternative fuels, 
but will also make it easier for local business-
men and women to invest in our energy secu-
rity, environment, and our communities. 

Alternative energy sources, like E–85, are 
critical for ending our dependence on foreign 
oil, reducing the impact of climate change, and 
creating jobs across this country. And I greatly 
appreciate the Committee’s inclusion of my E– 
85 PUMP Act in today’s legislation. 
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SENATE—Tuesday, September 4, 2007 
The Senate met at 12:01 p.m., and was 

called to order by the Honorable ROB-
ERT P. CASEY, Jr., a Senator from the 
State of Pennsylvania. 

PRAYER 
The Chaplain, Dr. Barry C. Black, of-

fered the following prayer: 
Let us pray. 
O God of us all, who is above all, yet 

in us all, make us ever sensitive to all 
the expressions of Your grace. Thank 
You for the glory of a sunrise and sun-
set, for the refreshment of the breezes 
that invigorate, and for the technicolor 
in trees, shrubs, sky, and sea. May the 
challenges of our times never blind us 
to life’s wonders. 

As we reconvene after our August re-
cess, prepare our lawmakers for today’s 
journey. May they strive to stay within 
the circle of Your will, as You guide 
their steps. Help them to be ready to 
solve problems, receiving inspiration 
from the creative power of Your love. 
Let business be done on Capitol Hill 
that will address itself to the real 
issues and not to games. May the work 
of our Senators become an expression 
of Your truth, righteousness, and jus-
tice. 

We pray in Your great Name. Amen. 
f 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

The Honorable ROBERT P. CASEY, Jr., 
led the Pledge of Allegiance, as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 

f 

APPOINTMENT OF ACTING 
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will please read a communication 
to the Senate from the President pro 
tempore (Mr. BYRD). 

The assistant clerk read the fol-
lowing letter: 

U.S. SENATE, 
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE, 

Washington, DC, September 4, 2007. 
To the Senate: 

Under the provisions of rule I, paragraph 3, 
of the Standing Rules of the Senate, I hereby 
appoint the Honorable ROBERT P. CASEY, Jr., 
a Senator from the State of Pennsylvania, to 
perform the duties of the Chair. 

ROBERT C. BYRD, 
President pro tempore. 

Mr. CASEY thereupon assumed the 
chair as Acting President pro tempore. 

f 

RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Under the previous order, the 
leadership time is reserved. 

RECOGNITION OF THE MAJORITY 
LEADER 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The majority leader is recog-
nized. 

f 

ORDER OF PROCEDURE 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the period for 
morning business extend for 60 min-
utes, equally divided and controlled be-
tween the two leaders or their des-
ignees, with Senators permitted to 
speak during that period of time, with 
the majority controlling the first 30 
minutes and the majority time being 
equally divided between Senators 
BROWN and BAUCUS, and that the Re-
publicans control the final 30 minutes; 
that the Senate proceed then to the 
Military Construction appropriations 
bill; further, that with respect to the 
debate time on the Nussle nomination, 
the time for the Chair and ranking 
member be equally divided and con-
trolled between the chairs and ranking 
members of the Budget and Homeland 
Security Committees, with Senator 
SANDERS retaining the hour previously 
provided him, with all other provisions 
of the previous order governing the 
Nussle nomination remaining in effect. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that a speech I am going 
to give not be counted against leader 
time. That will give the morning busi-
ness the full hour requested. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

f 

SCHEDULE 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, under the 
order that was entered, the Senate will 
conduct a period for morning business 
for 60 minutes, with the time con-
trolled between the two sides as I read. 
Following this period for morning busi-
ness, the Senate will proceed to the 
Military Construction and VA appro-
priations bill. This is a very critical, 
important message for our military 
and for our veterans. I hope we can 
consider this bill in a very expeditious 
manner. 

At approximately 2:30 this afternoon, 
the Senate will proceed to executive 
session and consider the Nussle nomi-
nation for a period of 3 hours. The 
chairs and ranking members of the 
Budget and Homeland Security Com-
mittees will each be recognized as indi-

cated in the matter I just read before 
the Senate. There will be 30 minutes, 
as indicated, on each side, with Sen-
ator SANDERS controlling 1 hour. A 
vote on the nomination is expected to 
occur about 5:30 this afternoon. 

I spoke with the distinguished Re-
publican leader this morning and indi-
cated what we were going to accom-
plish before we leave for the Jewish 
holiday, which is 1 week from this 
Wednesday—1 week from tomorrow. 

We are going to take up and complete 
the Nussle nomination this afternoon. 
Prior to that being completed, Sen-
ators JACK REED and KAY BAILEY 
HUTCHISON, who are the managers of 
the appropriations bill that will come 
before the Senate, will manage that 
bill. It is an extremely important piece 
of legislation. We are going to do our 
very best to complete that bill and 
then move to Foreign Operations. I 
don’t know how anyone can object to 
the foreign operations matter because 
it is hundreds of millions of dollars 
under what the President requested. It 
is something that is extremely impor-
tant. The President feels very strongly 
about this legislation, and we should 
move forward on it. 

Following that legislation, we are 
going to move to the reconciliation 
matter which deals with education. I 
told my friend, the senior Senator from 
Kentucky, that we may have to work 
this weekend, or part of this weekend, 
the reason being, as I mentioned, we 
have two appropriations bills, and they 
should move quickly. We have a statu-
tory time on the reconciliation matter 
dealing with education. 

Next week, everyone should under-
stand we are going to have votes Mon-
day morning—Monday morning. It is a 
very short week, and we are going to 
take up next week the Transportation 
appropriations bill. In light of all the 
attention focused on the deteriorating 
infrastructure of this country, that is a 
very important piece of legislation, 
and we need to complete it. 

The Jewish holiday starts sundown 
on Wednesday. It was originally my in-
tent to work until sundown on Wednes-
day, but a number of my Jewish col-
leagues indicated they have to travel. 
Especially Senator LIEBERMAN needs to 
be in Connecticut prior to sundown. So 
we are going to complete our voting on 
Wednesday by 1 o’clock. We will work 
past that time on matters perhaps, if 
we can complete the Transportation 
appropriations bill by that time, but 
we are going to stop voting around 1 
o’clock on Wednesday. 

Then, of course, we have other busi-
ness to do. After that, we have to move 
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to the matter dealing with Iraq. We 
have Defense authorization. I have spo-
ken with my friend, the Republican 
leader, about different ways we could 
set up moving forward on that legisla-
tion. We don’t have anything deter-
mined yet, but we are trying to do 
that. My wish and my desire is to move 
forward and have a number of votes set 
up so there are 50-vote margins. We 
will not ask for that now. I will give 
the distinguished Republican leader 
adequate time so we can have a UC 
dealing with that matter. 

I will, during the course of the speech 
I am going to give today in a few min-
utes, Mr. President, ask unanimous 
consent that we can go to conference 
on SCHIP. I hope we can do that. I 
have again spoken with the Republican 
leader about that matter. 

Before I get into my remarks, I ask 
through the Chair if my friend has any-
thing he needs to know or maybe ques-
tions I can answer regarding the sched-
ule. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The minority leader. 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
appreciate the majority leader’s call 
this morning. He basically covered the 
items he has gone over. We will be co-
operating, to the maximum extent pos-
sible, to move forward with the work in 
the Senate. I, such as he, will have an 
opening statement as we begin this ses-
sion shortly after the majority leader 
completes his statement. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO SENATOR JOHN 
WARNER 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I begin my 
remarks on this fall calendar in a posi-
tion of wanting to get a lot of business 
done. But first I wish to make a few re-
marks about two of our most distin-
guished colleagues, Senator WARNER of 
Virginia and Senator KENNEDY of Mas-
sachusetts. 

A few days ago, Senator WARNER an-
nounced he will not seek reelection 
when his term ends, which is in 2008. 
JOHN WARNER’s career in public service 
began when he was 17 years of age when 
he enlisted in the U.S. Navy during 
World War II. He did not have to enlist. 
His father was a distinguished physi-
cian in Virginia. He did it because it 
was the right thing to do. 

After an honorable discharge, he, 
again feeling the call of duty, inter-
rupted his law school studies to join 
the Marine Corps during the Korean 
war. Keep in mind, both times, when he 
joined the Navy and then the Marines, 
we were at war. During the Korean 
war, he rose to the rank of captain. 

JOHN WARNER is a patriot. If you look 
up ‘‘patriot’’ and ‘‘patriotism’’ in the 
dictionary, it says one who loves his 
country and supports its interests. 
That is JOHN WARNER by definition. 

When JOHN WARNER returned home 
after the Korean war, he was appointed 

Under Secretary of the Navy and later 
became Secretary of the Navy before 
beginning his five terms in the Senate. 

His work on the Armed Services 
Committee is certainly legend. His 
ability to work with Senator LEVIN has 
been something I have watched and ad-
mired and many times complimented 
both of them for—their ability to work 
together, many times on issues that 
were very difficult to work together 
on. They always worked together, al-
ways looked out for each other. 

In addition to the work he did on the 
Armed Services Committee, I watched 
firsthand his brilliant work on the In-
telligence Committee but very first-
hand his work on the Environment and 
Public Works Committee. From the 
time I came to the Senate, I worked 
with JOHN WARNER on that committee. 
I was chairman of that committee on 
two separate occasions. During the pe-
riod of time I worked with Senator 
WARNER, I was in the majority, and 
other times he was in the majority. To 
JOHN WARNER, it didn’t matter. 

I can remember the first big Trans-
portation bill we did. We did one every 
5 years. What a great example he set 
for everybody as one of the senior 
members of that committee. He 
worked with conservatives, he worked 
with liberals, he worked with Demo-
crats, and he worked with Republicans. 

To show his ability to do the right 
thing, one needs look no further than 
his own State of Virginia. There was a 
hotly contested race for the Senate for 
the State of Virginia. JOHN WARNER 
supported the Democratic candidate 
rather than the Republican candidate. 
That is the kind of person he is. 

I have such great admiration for 
JOHN WARNER. He is, in my opinion, 
what a public servant should be. He is 
a gentleman and has served the people 
of Virginia and our Nation with dis-
tinction for 30 years or more. Senator 
WARNER’s impact on this institution 
will not be forgotten. I will sorely miss 
his warmth and friendship. My wife 
Landra and his wife Jeanne are friends. 
They have been working together. 
Every year the Senate spouses have a 
First Lady’s luncheon. Two years ago, 
my wife was chairperson of that. Last 
year, she was. They are good friends 
and we will miss them a lot. They are 
a wonderful couple. I have to say JOHN 
WARNER is top of the line. I have so 
much admiration for him. 

f 

SENATOR KENNEDY’S 15,000TH 
VOTE 

Mr. REID. I also want to say a few 
words about another one of the Sen-
ate’s most distinguished and legendary 
Senators, and that is TED KENNEDY. 
The last day of our session was ex-
tremely frantic. We were trying to do 
certain things. Well, we had a lot we 
were trying to get finished, not the 
least of which was the domestic spying 

measure, which was so intense. So we 
had a lot of votes during that week, 
and that day we had votes, but in the 
rush to close the session a milestone 
occurred that went unremarked and it 
should not have. But that is the way 
things are here in the Senate some-
times. Senator KENNEDY cast his 
15,000th vote—15,000 votes. He cast his 
15,000th rollcall vote the day we ad-
journed for summer vacation. 

There is very little I can say to fully 
honor Senator KENNEDY for his 45 years 
of Senate service. He has been someone 
whom I have followed so very long. And 
to think that I have the opportunity to 
serve with one of the Kennedys is very 
important to me. My office, right 
across the hall here, has a letter I re-
ceived in 1961. Senator KENNEDY had 
not been inaugurated as yet, but he had 
been elected and he was working from 
where we have our Tuesday luncheons, 
the LBJ Room. That was his office be-
fore he became President. He sent me a 
letter. I was at Utah State University 
and I formed the first Young Demo-
crats Club in the history of the State. 
It might not sound like much, but to 
me it was important at the time and 
President Kennedy recognized that by 
writing me a letter. 

I am so grateful for the service of the 
Kennedys and what they have done for 
our country. We have had two of Sen-
ator KENNEDY’s brothers who have been 
assassinated. He had a brother who was 
killed during World War II. So Senator 
KENNEDY deserves more attention than 
I have given him here today, but I have 
so much admiration and respect for 
him for what he has done for me. 

He has this great public persona, but 
for those of us who work with him, he 
is a man with a lot of humility. He is 
always willing to step back into the 
shadows and let others get the atten-
tion. His record of speaking for civil 
rights, education, working people, sen-
ior citizens, and people with disabil-
ities is unparalleled. And as to his abil-
ity to work together, no one can tes-
tify to that more than the current 
President Bush in the White House. 
The legislation President Bush has 
been fortunate enough to pass has been 
landmark legislation with which Sen-
ator KENNEDY has helped him. So I 
value Senator KENNEDY’s wisdom and 
leadership and, most of all, his friend-
ship, and certainly recognize and con-
gratulate him on his 15,000th rollcall 
vote. 

f 

PAST AND PRESENT CHALLENGES 
AND ACCOMPLISHMENTS 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, August was 
a time for us to leave Washington for a 
while, spend time listening to and re-
connecting with our friends, neighbors, 
and constituents back home. Someone 
this morning on the telephone asked 
me what I remember most about the 
August recess, and I said I think it is 
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best represented in an extended con-
versation I had with someone on the 
telephone at my home in Searchlight. 
You can look out my windows and see 
for miles. There is a range of moun-
tains called Timber Mountains. They 
do not match the Rockies or the Sier-
ras, but to me they are important. Dur-
ing the summertime, there are storms 
there all the time. They do not last 
very long, but they are beautiful to 
see. I was telling my friend that is 
what I remember most, talking on the 
telephone and trying to explain to my 
friend what I saw out there. We call 
them cloudbursts. It rains so hard you 
can’t see the mountains, and the light-
ning is coming frequently. It is beau-
tiful to watch. It is what nature is all 
about, and that is what I remember 
most about my trip home this August. 

But it certainly was a chance for me, 
and for all of us, to ignore the pundits 
and hear from the people of the State 
we represent. I traveled this past 
month to many places in Nevada, and 
the message I heard was very clear: Ne-
vadans want us to do something about 
the high cost of energy and start re-
versing the damage that nonrenewable 
fuels are causing our environment. 
They want us to help them find afford-
able health care solutions so low-in-
come kids can get regular checkups, so 
senior citizens can pay for their medi-
cine, and everyone, rich or poor, can af-
ford health insurance. We are pushing 
50 million people with no health insur-
ance. They want us to fight the sky-
rocketing cost of a college education. 

Above all, Nevadans want us to fi-
nally bring the war in Iraq to a respon-
sible end. They want us to take our 
brave troops out of another country’s 
intractable civil war so we can rebuild 
and refocus our military on the grave 
and growing challenges we face 
throughout the world. These concerns 
are, of course, not unique to Nevada. I 
know my colleagues are hearing the 
same warnings in every corner of our 
country, the same concerns I have 
heard and more. I want to share with 
my friends in Nevada and all Ameri-
cans that we hear you. We share your 
concerns and your sense of urgency, 
and we are working every day to reach 
these goals. 

When this new Congress began in 
January, we knew the challenges ahead 
of us, but the expectations were even 
greater than the challenges. We started 
the year with an ambitious agenda for 
introducing 10 bills on the first day. 
Now, as we begin our busy fall cal-
endar, we have made progress on al-
most every one of those. Coming into 
the previous work period, we have al-
ready sent to the President the first 
raise in the Federal minimum wage in 
more than 10 years; the recommenda-
tions of the 9/11 Commission, after hav-
ing been pushed aside for years; the 
toughest ethics and lobbying reform in 
history, which today is on its way to 

the President. We passed a bill to give 
the hope of stem cell research to mil-
lions of Americans who suffer, and we 
will soon attempt once again to over-
ride the President’s veto. We believe 
we are only one vote short of being 
able to override that veto. 

We passed disaster relief for the gulf 
coast, western wildfires, and farmers 
who have suffered drought and other 
disasters. We provided funds for our 
troops and National Guard with the 
equipment they need, for example, the 
Mine Resistant Combat Vehicles, to do 
their jobs more safely. We passed a bill 
to finally hold the administration ac-
countable on Iraq with real bench-
marks for progress. 

We have been able to do a number of 
important things dealing with Iraq, 
even with Senator JOHNSON ill. We 
were sometimes in a minority. One of 
our colleagues, who is one of the most 
loyal Democrats we have and have ever 
had, our nominee for Vice President, 
the distinguished Senator from Con-
necticut, Senator LIEBERMAN, votes 
with the President on the Iraq matters 
most every time, even though he votes 
with us on everything else. We were 
many times in the hole 49 to 50. So 
what we were able to do was certainly 
very good. I applaud the few Repub-
licans who helped us. We were able to 
pass a bill to send to the President that 
he had to veto. 

We also passed a balanced budget 
which restores fiscal discipline and 
cuts taxes for working people. Of 
course, we wish we could have done 
more in Iraq, but we did the best we 
could, with a pay raise and better 
health care for our troops, who are 
being asked to shoulder a larger burden 
than ever before. 

This past work period we added to 
that list other accomplishments: pass-
ing the Energy bill, which included, 
among other things, raising CAFE 
standards, fuel efficiency, for the first 
time in 25 years. We haven’t sent that 
to the President yet because we need to 
work out our differences with the 
House. 

We reauthorized the Higher Edu-
cation Act to give Americans the larg-
est expansion of student financial aid 
since the GI bill. As I indicated in my 
opening statement, we are going to fin-
ish that this week and send it on to the 
House. 

Beginning debate on the Defense au-
thorization bill on September 17, we 
will make critical investments to ad-
dress troop readiness problems in the 
military caused by what we believe is 
mismanagement of our Armed Forces. 

These legislative accomplishments 
will make a real difference for working 
families, students, senior citizens, and 
those who protect us at home and 
abroad. Our progress makes one thing 
clear: when you put partisanship aside, 
we can do great things for the Amer-
ican people. But when partisanship di-
vides us, our work suffers. 

For all our success so far this year, 
we have done more than people ever ex-
pected. Now, we could have done a lot 
more than that, but Republicans have 
sought to block our progress, it seems 
sometimes at all costs. We could have 
reduced the cost of prescription drugs, 
but Republicans filibustered that. We 
could have passed comprehensive im-
migration reform, but we only got 12 
Republican votes. We could have en-
sured our troops received sufficient 
rest and time home between deploy-
ments—that was the Webb amend-
ment—but once again we were blocked 
by most of the Republicans. 

The minority has forced 42 cloture 
votes already this year, many on legis-
lation that wasn’t even controversial. I 
hope the delay and stalling is in the 
past, and that the minority has proven 
they can make us go to cloture but it 
hasn’t accomplished anything. I hope 
we can move forward in a less burden-
some manner. 

Our progress has been in spite of 
those efforts. When we have worked to-
gether across the aisle, the record 
speaks for itself. We know it can be 
done because we have done it already. 
Today, I reach out to my Republican 
colleagues on every piece of legisla-
tion. I hope and expect the minority 
will reciprocate so we can move beyond 
hyperpartisanship and obstruction to 
keep making the kind of progress the 
American people deserve. We must do 
this because the issues we now con-
front deserve nothing less. 

The Senate Appropriations Com-
mittee has reported 11 of the 12 annual 
appropriations bills. We plan to devote 
considerable time this work period to 
these bills. I have indicated we are 
going to do three before we take our 
break for the Jewish holidays. We have 
already done Homeland Security ap-
propriations. If we do that, we would 
wind up doing a third of all the bills we 
need to do, which is progress. 

So in the next 2 weeks, it is my hope 
we can complete the bills I have talked 
about. Each of these bills was reported 
out of the committee unanimously, or 
nearly unanimously, and I hope bipar-
tisan cooperation continues on the 
floor. 

We must move forward on a number 
of other issues. The Children’s Health 
Insurance Program is a bill that re-
ceived wide bipartisan support in the 
Senate. I hope we can complete that. It 
is important that we do that. I know 
just a few people can cause a lot of 
trouble here. Both the distinguished 
Republican leader and I realize that. 

UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUEST—H.R. 976 
Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-

sent that when the Senate receives a 
message from the House on H.R. 976, 
the CHIP legislation, the Senate dis-
agree to the House amendment, if ap-
propriate, and insist on its amendment, 
request a conference with the House on 
the disagreeing votes of the two 
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Houses, and that the Chair be author-
ized to appoint conferees on the part of 
the Senate. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Is there objection? 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Reserving the 
right to object. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The minority leader. 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, the 
message has not yet been received; 
therefore, the request is a little pre-
mature. We would need to consult with 
our colleagues on this when they re-
ceive the request from the House; 
therefore, for the time being, I would 
object. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Objection is heard. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, above all, 
every day we must continue to fight 
for a sensible, responsible path out of 
Iraq in order to restore America’s na-
tional security. Later this month, 
President Bush will issue a report on 
the state of the war that Congress re-
quired of him. We hope he will use this 
report as an opportunity to finally do 
the right thing and begin to change the 
core U.S. mission and begin reducing 
U.S. forces in Iraq. We will receive this 
report with an open mind. We will con-
sider the White House findings care-
fully and thoughtfully, but we must re-
member the President’s report comes 
after more than 4 years of war, with al-
most 3,800 dead American soldiers, sail-
ors, marines, and airmen, tens of thou-
sands more injured, and American tax-
payers having to foot a bill of more 
than half a trillion dollars. 

President Bush will send General 
Petraeus to Capitol Hill to testify. 
There is not one Member of this body 
who does not respect General Petraeus. 
He is a good man and a good soldier. 
But Senator BIDEN said over the week-
end that there are not 12 Senators out 
of 100 who support the war as it is now 
being conducted—not 12. He said that 
over and over again. I agree with Sen-
ator BIDEN. 

But the President cannot hide behind 
the generals. This is George Bush’s 
war. He is responsible for the mistakes 
and missteps that leave our troops 
mired in a civil war with no end in 
sight. 

The mission has not been accom-
plished. When he said ‘‘Bring ’em on,’’ 
that was the wrong thing to say. Ac-
cording to the President when he set 
forth his escalation policy, the purpose 
of the troop increase was to give the 
Iraqis space and safety to forge polit-
ical progress—to build a sustainable 
government and provide for their own 
security. 

None of this has happened. Take, for 
example, the LA Times today, the 
headline: ‘‘Troop Buildup Fails to Rec-
oncile Iraq,’’ or today’s GAO report, 
which tells us the President’s strategy 
has failed to achieve 15 of 18 key bench-
marks. Sectarian strife is deepening 

and violence shifting. Last month was 
the deadliest for the Iraqi people in the 
history of the war. Contrary to the as-
sertions of the President, Iraq’s leaders 
have not honored the sacrifices of our 
troops by taking meaningful steps to-
ward building a country that can stand 
on its own. That is not our troops’ 
fault, nor is it a problem our troops 
can solve. It is an Iraqi political prob-
lem, not a U.S. military problem. We 
cannot continue to sacrifice American 
lives, deplete our Treasury, and weak-
en our national security in pursuit of a 
goal that the Iraqi people themselves 
show no interest in achieving. 

Meanwhile, al-Qaida is resurgent, and 
we all know Osama bin Laden remains 
at large. There are countless stories 
that highlight the human toll this war 
has taken. Let’s look to Nevada for 
one. 

As I was flying back, I was stunned 
by reading in the Las Vegas Sun news-
paper a heartbreaking story of Army 
PFC Travis Virgadamo, 19 years old, in 
his second tour of duty in Iraq. He 
loved his country. He loved serving in 
the military. That is what he always 
wanted to do. Yet after months of serv-
ing in Iraq, as he described it, ‘‘being 
ordered into houses without knowing 
what was behind strangers’ doors, 
walking along on roadsides fearing the 
next step could trigger lethal explo-
sives’’—those were his words—he left. 
He tried to get help. He came back, 
told his parents he did not want to go 
back. He told his military superiors he 
didn’t want to go back. He was given 
medicine. The newspaper reported it 
was Prozac. As I said, he sought ther-
apy, mental health care while overseas, 
but last week the military informed his 
family he committed suicide. He was 19 
years old. 

Last year, the Veterans Affairs De-
partment reported that more than 
56,000 veterans of Iraq have been diag-
nosed with mental illness. We have 
heard countless examples of our troops 
receiving inadequate mental health 
care, and in many cases being sent 
back into battle, like this young man, 
PFC Travis Virgadamo. 

My heart goes out to his family. 
They are quoted in the paper, as to 
what he said when he was trying to 
stay here and not go back. They have 
suffered so much. We owe them a 
change of course. 

Many of my Republican friends have 
long held September is the month for a 
policy change in Iraq. Those who op-
posed our early efforts asked for time 
and patience to let the war continue. 
The calendar has not changed. It is 
September. We have reached this goal. 
It is time to make a decision. We can’t 
continue the way we are. We cannot af-
ford it militarily and financially. 

We will soon hear, as I have indi-
cated, from the President and his gen-
erals what we know already, political 
progress has failed. Now it is time for 

our Republican colleagues—I so admire 
and appreciate those who have joined 
us in the past. For example, on the 
Webb amendment we got 57 votes. With 
Senator JOHNSON coming back we need 
two more Republican votes to do the 
right thing: When you go to Iraq for 15 
months, you stay home for 15 months. 
That is what WEBB did. That is why we 
picked up Republican votes. We need 
two more Republican votes. 

It is time for our Republican col-
leagues to join with us, to stand for our 
troops and the American people to re-
sponsibly end this war; to do things 
that will change it. 

I began with words of tribute for two 
of our most distinguished colleagues, 
Senators WARNER and KENNEDY, one 
Democrat, one Republican, both firmly 
committed to progress, progress for our 
country. They recognize and they have 
shown it can only be accomplished by 
bipartisanship. All of us appreciate the 
Herculean efforts of Senator KENNEDY, 
working with Democrats and Repub-
licans alike on immigration, Leave No 
Child Behind, and Medicare. The work 
that Senator WARNER has done for 
years, especially on the Defense au-
thorization bill, on a bipartizan basis— 
I appreciate it; many of us do. The 
country appreciates it. The people of 
Virginia appreciate Senator WARNER’s 
courage to stand up to the President of 
his own party and reach across the 
aisle to reach a responsible end to this 
war. As we tackle the challenges 
ahead, the outstanding work of these 
two great Senators ought to be our 
compass. 

I am confident and hopeful all 100 of 
us will follow their lead and keep 
America moving forward. 

f 

RECOGNITION OF THE 
REPUBLICAN LEADER 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Republican leader is recog-
nized. 

f 

SENATORS WARNER AND 
KENNEDY 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, we 
did, indeed, with the announcement by 
Senator WARNER of his retirement at 
the end of this term, begin to confront 
the reality of the Senate without JOHN 
WARNER. I will have a good deal more 
to say about his career in the coming 
months. Of course, we will have ample 
opportunity to celebrate his remark-
able service in the Senate because, for-
tunately, he will be here until January 
of 2009, continuing to perform his ex-
traordinary service on behalf of our 
Nation. 

He indicated to me Friday when we 
were talking that he had added up the 
total amount of his time in public serv-
ice, and it was something like 45 
years—truly a remarkable patriot. 

Of course, later this afternoon Sen-
ator KENNEDY will cast his 15,000th 
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vote—another giant in this body who 
should be recognized for his extraor-
dinary accomplishments. He came to 
the Senate at age 30. He has been here 
quite a while and made an enormous 
contribution to our country. We con-
gratulate him on achieving this mile-
stone. 

f 

RETURN FROM THE AUGUST 
RECESS 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, as 
we resume our business here in the 
Senate, we do so in the hope that we 
have learned some lessons over the last 
8 months. The chief lesson we should 
have learned, in my view, is that the 
culture of the endless campaign may 
win headlines, but it doesn’t win much 
beyond that. 

None of us is so naive as to think 
that the life of an elected politician 
doesn’t involve politics—obviously it 
does. But we also know that making 
laws often demands leaving the politics 
aside. The bitter debates over the war 
in Iraq and a thin list of significant 
legislative achievements so far in the 
110th Congress are all the proof of that 
we need. 

That’s the lesson of the last 8 
months—that if we expect to accom-
plish anything here we need to lower 
the political temperature. And it is ur-
gent as we return here today that we 
do just that. 

Cooperation is as important on rou-
tine business as it is on contentious 
things. We are now just 4 weeks away 
from the beginning of the new fiscal 
year, and we have not sent a single one 
of the twelve annual appropriations 
bills to the President’s desk. This al-
most certainly means we will soon be 
looking at an appropriations train 
wreck here in the next few weeks, fol-
lowed by a continuing resolution to 
keep the Government running. 

This isn’t the way it’s supposed to be. 
Indeed, it was not all that long ago 
that Democrats themselves were de-
nouncing Republicans for doing this 
very thing. 

Faced with the same situation last 
year, the current assistant majority 
leader railed against the notion of a 
continuing resolution, accusing Repub-
licans, as he put it, ‘‘of failing to do 
the most fundamental job Congress is 
expected to do.’’ I think the assistant 
majority leader had that right. He said 
that calling the 109th Congress a do- 
nothing Congress would be an insult to 
the original do-nothing Congress of 
1948. And he vowed to finish the unfin-
ished business of the last Congress. 

Yet now, as Democrats enter the 
ninth month poised to make the very 
same mistake we did, we have not 
heard a note of self-criticism from the 
other side. This kind of selective criti-
cism might work on the campaign 
trail. But it’s a clear recipe for frustra-
tion and defeat in the Senate. We need 

to get these bills passed and over to the 
President’s desk for a signature. And 
relentless partisanship is not going to 
do that. 

The most heated politics have been 
reserved, of course, for the war. So if 
we are going to correct course, we will 
need to start there. The Congress voted 
in May to have General Petraeus re-
port back this month on progress in 
Iraq, and the Congress should listen to 
what he says, without prejudice, when 
he gets here. 

This is not a baseless hope. We have 
seen some of the sharpest early critics 
of the general’s new military strategy 
defending it in recent weeks after see-
ing for themselves the impact it has 
had in former al-Qaida strongholds like 
Anbar Province. 

Republicans welcome this kind of 
honest reassessment. As more Demo-
crats have the courage to acknowledge 
the good news as well as the bad news 
in Iraq, we all have reason to hope for 
the kind of cooperative legislative 
strategy that has been lacking until 
now. 

The political path the majority has 
often chosen over the last 8 months has 
reduced us at times to theatrics on the 
war. It has left us scrambling on appro-
priations. And it threatens to prevent 
us from addressing a number of other 
vital issues that the American people 
don’t want us to put off. We need to 
act, cooperatively, before it is too late 
to address these issues within the lim-
ited time we have. 

Time is short, and the list is long. We 
need to act on a farm bill by the end of 
the month. We need to act on vital free 
trade agreements and on the debt limit 
ceiling, which we will reach sometime 
in early October. We need to extend the 
FISA legislation. 

More than 40 tax provisions expire at 
the end of this year. We need to extend 
them before it is too late, and we can 
only do it if we resist calls to pay for 
them with equally unpopular offsets. 

The other side tends to look at the 
budget in terms of Newtonian physics: 
They think every cut calls for an equal 
and opposite hike. Yet we have seen 
that this is not the case, with money 
now flooding into the Treasury at 
record rates since the 2001 and 2003 
cuts. We should acknowledge the facts 
and continue this prosperity without 
imposing new pain on taxpayers who 
responded to this relief by growing this 
economy. 

The current alternative minimum 
tax relief is current no more—it ex-
pired at the end of last year. In the last 
three Congresses, we extended this re-
lief before the Fourth of July recess so 
taxpayers knew with certainty the re-
lief would be there. Yet here we stand, 
after the August recess, with no sign of 
any effort to extend it again—no bill 
reported by committee, not even a 
markup scheduled. 

Unless this relief is extended, 20 mil-
lion new taxpayers will face this pun-

ishing tax when they file their returns 
next year. They need to know if Demo-
crats are going to make good on their 
promise to let all the provisions of the 
2001 and 2003 tax bills expire. We are 
willing to work together on this issue, 
but again, cooperation will mean re-
sisting calls for draconian tax in-
creases to provide relief from a tax 
which was never intended to affect so 
many families. 

The Senate will soon be asked to con-
firm a new Attorney General. Some 
Members of this body will be tempted 
to turn the confirmation process into 
another occasion for seeking political 
advantage. Democrats have rightly 
noted that the Justice Department’s 
work is too important to languish 
without leadership at the top. 

And they have promised that if the 
President’s nominee puts the rule of 
law first, they will avoid confronta-
tion. They will prove they mean it by 
not looking to secure commitments 
from the nominee as a condition of his 
or her confirmation, other than that he 
or she will faithfully enforce the law. 

Attempts to exact political promises 
and precommitments would be incon-
sistent with the goal of restoring the 
Justice Department to full strength as 
quickly as possible. 

Nor should the confirmation of a new 
Attorney General be used as an excuse 
to slow down circuit court nomina-
tions, starting with Judge Leslie 
Southwick. 

The average number of circuit court 
confirmations during the final 2 years 
of similarly situated presidencies is 17. 
We have fallen off pace to approximate 
that standard. 

At this point, the Senate has only 
confirmed three circuit court nomi-
nees—three. The Senate can begin to 
make much needed progress in this 
area by confirming Judge Southwick. 
The Judiciary Committee voted to send 
his nomination to the Senate before we 
broke for recess and he deserves a vote 
and he deserves it soon. 

In my view, the Democratic majority 
has wasted too much time in the first 
months of this session playing politics 
instead of legislating. The working 
days we have left in this session are 
too few to be squandered. We need to 
put aside the political path and come 
together to get some work done. The 
clock is ticking. It is getting late. But 
it is not too late. There is no better 
time to shift course than now. 

The political path has been perhaps 
most in evidence on many of the Iraq 
votes we have had. More of the same 
will only delay the cooperative work 
we need to create a policy aimed at 
protecting America’s vital long- and 
short-term security interests in the 
Persian Gulf and Iraq. 

A good first step away from the polit-
ical path would be to get the Defense 
appropriations bill to the floor of the 
Senate in the next week or two and get 
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funding to our forces in the field. Ap-
propriations should be an urgent pri-
ority for us, as Democrats insisted 
when they were in the minority. Re-
publicans are ready to start fresh, to 
begin again, in order to get many im-
portant and necessary things accom-
plished in the coming days and weeks. 
We will call on our friends on the other 
side to do the same. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The senior Senator from Mon-
tana. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO SENATOR WARNER 
Mr. BAUCUS. Mr. President, last Fri-

day the senior Senator from Virginia 
announced that he would not seek re-
election to the Senate. I speak today, 
therefore, in tribute to Senator JOHN 
WARNER. 

I have known JOHN WARNER for near-
ly 30 years. In 1978, the people of Mon-
tana and Virginia sent us both to the 
Senate for the first time. I thank the 
people of Montana and Virginia for giv-
ing me the opportunity to serve with 
JOHN WARNER. The election of 1978 
brought 20 new Senators to the Senate. 
From that class, many Senators moved 
on to other pursuits: Bill Armstrong, 
David Boren, Rudy Boschwitz, Bill 
Bradley, Bill Cohen, David Duren-
berger, Gordon Humphrey, Roger Jep-
sen, Nancy Landon Kassebaum, Larry 
Pressler, David Pryor, Alan Simpson, 
Donald Stewart. 

From that class, three have gone to 
their final rest. We all recall the mem-
ory of colleagues now departed: Jim 
Exon, Howell Heflin, Paul Tsongas. 
May their memories serve as a bless-
ing. 

From that class, four remain in the 
Senate: THAD COCHRAN, CARL LEVIN, 
this Senator, and JOHN WARNER. 

As a young man, JOHN WARNER 
fought forest fires in Montana. Very 
often when I am talking to JOHN, he re-
calls those times in Montana. His eyes 
brighten up. He very much reminisces 
about how much he enjoyed spending 
time in the State. Whether it was 
fighting fires or whether it was around 
Bozeman, MT, it comes to him very 
clearly when he talks about Montana 
in his early years. 

At the age of 17, JOHN WARNER joined 
the Navy to fight in World War II, part 
of the ‘‘greatest generation.’’ JOHN 
WARNER is one of five World War II vets 
left in the Senate. He shares that dis-
tinction with DANNY AKAKA, DANNY 
INOUYE, FRANK LAUTENBERG, and TED 
STEVENS. 

JOHN WARNER went to college on the 
GI bill. Then he entered the University 
of Virginia law school. But when the 
Korean war broke out, JOHN WARNER, 
with his intense sense of patriotism, 
interrupted law school to fight for his 
country again. This time he served as 
an officer in the Marine Corps. 

After returning from Korea, JOHN 
WARNER finished law school, clerked on 

the court of appeals, worked as an as-
sistant U.S. attorney and worked as a 
lawyer in private practice. He returned 
to public service in 1969 as Under Sec-
retary of the Navy. Then, in 1972, he 
succeeded our former colleague, John 
Chafee, as Secretary of the Navy. He 
represented the Defense Department at 
the Law of the Sea talks in Geneva. 

In the Senate, JOHN WARNER has 
served as chairman of the Rules Com-
mittee. He has served as chairman and 
ranking member of the Armed Services 
Committee. He has come to be known 
as one of the Congress’s most influen-
tial voices on matters of national de-
fense. 

But I have come to know JOHN WAR-
NER on the Environment and Public 
Works Committee. JOHN WARNER and I 
have worked together on that com-
mittee for more than 20 years. I joined 
the committee in 1981 and JOHN joined 
in 1987. There, for most of that time, 
both of us have worked together as 
chairman and ranking minority mem-
ber of one subcommittee or another. 

We worked together on transpor-
tation bills. Those are the bills with 
such colorful names as ISTEA, TEA–21, 
SAFET–LU. For a while, we were 
chairman and ranking minority mem-
ber of the Transportation and Infra-
structure Subcommittee. We worked 
on at least four renewals of the Water 
Resources Development Act. 

I remember fondly working closely 
with JOHN on the transportation legis-
lation in 1997 and 1998, TEA–21. We 
worked with our late colleague, John 
Chafee. The three of us were a wonder-
ful team. You will not believe the 
chemistry with which the three of us 
worked together. We decided early on 
we would stick together as a team: 
JOHN WARNER, basically the Southern 
donor States; John Chafee, basically 
the New England States; and I, rep-
resenting in some sense the Western 
donee States. We represented the three 
major components who put together 
the Transportation bill. 

We stuck together. We worked to-
gether. I mean we worked together. 
There is a lot of talk about we needing 
less partisanship around here. I have to 
tell you, JOHN WARNER, John Chafee 
and I, we sat down and worked things 
out. We had a terrific staff working for 
us, JOHN, myself, and John Chafee. We 
were all together in John Chafee’s of-
fice, sometimes in JOHN WARNER’s of-
fice, deciding what was best on how to 
get a highway bill together. 

It was a wonderful opportunity work-
ing in that office, working together. 
There were countless long days, many 
very long nights. You learn a lot about 
a person when things get tough, when 
the rubber meets the road. But I have 
to tell you, in our case, when anything 
was a little bit difficult, we did not 
ever get personal, did not get upset, did 
not ever attribute ulterior motives to 
anybody; we decided we were going to 
figure out how to get it done. 

As I said earlier, there was a certain 
chemistry that came together with all 
six of us working together, my staff, 
his staff, their staffs, and the six of us 
all together. It was wonderful. 

I think I learned a lot from watching 
JOHN WARNER and John Chafee, too, for 
that matter. They were two of the 
same. They both served as marines, 
and they both were Secretaries of the 
Navy. But JOHN WARNER was a person 
who listens. He sat there and listened; 
I had a point; John Chafee had a point. 
In other negotiations I have been in 
where JOHN WARNER has been there, 
JOHN WARNER is going to listen. JOHN 
WARNER will listen and say: ‘‘Okay, 
that is interesting. Let’s see how we 
can make that work.’’ I might say also 
he is a very skilled statesman in that 
he cut to the core of matters pretty 
quickly. 

Not a lot of fuss or muss, never got 
wrapped around the axle in details, 
when things kind of got off tangent in 
the wrong direction, but got to the 
core of the matter. He came to the core 
of the matter. He would sum it all up 
in a very wonderful, sort of statesman-
like, solid way, as only JOHN can. We 
all sat there saying, ‘‘Yes, that is about 
it. That is right.’’ That is kind of what 
JOHN said. ‘‘That is probably right. We 
will go on from there.’’ I learned a lot 
from JOHN WARNER. I hope I can use 
that in later years. 

Both leaders spoke about how JOHN 
WARNER is not partisan, and it is true. 
I hope, frankly, that as we finish this 
year and next year, a lot of us remem-
ber the tone and the style with which 
JOHN WARNER conducts himself. 

It is also very important to mention 
JOHN WARNER spoke up courageously in 
the State of Virginia; he did not sup-
port his party’s nominee for the Sen-
ate. That was a gutsy thing to do, but 
he did it in a very civil way, not in a 
negative way, not in a partisan way. He 
spoke his mind about what was right. 
It was very courageous and also the 
tone made his message and his belief 
that much more important because 
people saw he was not personal, people 
saw he meant it, people saw he was 
courageous and he was doing what he 
thought was the right thing to do. 

The same is true with respect to Sen-
ator WARNER’s decision about the war 
in Iraq. It is not the party line, JOHN’s 
statements. He is saying what he 
thinks is right. He is saying what he 
thinks is the right thing to do. It is not 
partisan. It is courageous and said in a 
very civil tone. 

That is why people have called him a 
consensus builder. It is why people 
often say he has a potential for bipar-
tisan collaboration. I stand here saying 
I appreciate JOHN WARNER. When I got 
the news he was not going to seek re-
election, I thought to myself this insti-
tution will be losing a great man. He is 
a wonderful person. 

I hope all of us, when we finish these 
next 15 months or so working with 
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JOHN, thank JOHN for what he is and 
also use JOHN as a kind of point of de-
parture, saying: ‘‘I wish to be more like 
JOHN WARNER. I wish to do what is 
right; I wish to be courageous; I wish to 
be civil; and I wish to do what people of 
our States ask us to do.’’ I salute JOHN 
WARNER. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Senator from Ohio. 

f 

LABOR DAY 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, yester-
day Americans of all ages, from all seg-
ments of society, from hundreds of oc-
cupations and professions, celebrated 
something uniquely American: Labor 
Day. 

Our workers, tens of millions of hour-
ly wage earners and hundreds of thou-
sands of entrepreneurs, farmers and 
managers, tradesmen and saleswomen, 
our workers have built a middle class 
larger, broader, and more prosperous 
than any in world history. 

They all have one thing in common: 
They are increasedly more productive, 
creating greater wealth and larger 
profits than ever for their employers. 
Yesterday, the Columbus Dispatch re-
ported that according to the Inter-
national Labor Organization, American 
workers are the most productive in the 
world. 

The average U.S. worker produces 
more than $63,885 of wealth each year. 
But increasingly, American workers 
have not shared in the wealth they 
have created, in wages, in health bene-
fits, in a meaningful pension, that 
highly productive workers in our coun-
try used to enjoy. 

Ohio workers are fighting back to 
build a decent standard of living to 
provide opportunities for our children 
and to construct a more prosperous and 
egalitarian society. 

But our Nation and my State have 
struggled; struggled in part because of 
the Federal Government’s wrongheaded 
trade policy and tax policies, which all 
too often encourage investors to move 
jobs overseas, and in part because of a 
drifting State Government in Colum-
bus which fell short in educating our 
young people and did little to erect a 
manufacturing policy to prepare for 
our future. 

In the spirit of Labor Day, let me 
share the stories of a handful of hard- 
working often heroic Ohio workers who 
are making a difference. Dee Dee Till-
man and Carlos Sanchez participated 
in the negotiations representing 1,200 
janitors in Cincinnati, 1,200 men and 
women who are working hard, raising 
their children, contributing to their 
community, and earning not much 
more than the minimum wage. 

Joined by their colleagues, they and 
their union reached an agreement with 
Cincinnati office building owners. Over 
the next 4 years, 1,200 janitors in Cin-
cinnati will get a $2.95-an-hour raise, 

health benefits and vacation pay for 
the first time and a small pension. 

At the other end of the State, in 
Mentor, Roger Sustar speaks out every 
day for American manufacturing. He 
recognizes businesses similar to his, 
small manufacturing companies, are 
vital to the economic security and the 
national security for our country. On 
most Saturdays, he volunteers his time 
to train students in the basics of manu-
facturing. 

In northwest Ohio, in the flatlands of 
Henry County, Mark Schwiebert is a 
highly productive farmer in an increas-
ingly competitive environment. He is 
proud of his successful and tidy farm, 
to be sure, but he also takes seriously 
his role as a citizen. He is an advocate 
for family farmers and for fair trade, 
understanding the prosperity of our 
State depends on a vibrant rural Ohio, 
where young people want to stay and 
work in their community. 

Sue Klein, another hero who cares so 
much about our State, works at a large 
daily newspaper. She too makes her 
employer a more profitable enterprise. 
She works hard. She gets rave reviews 
from her coworkers, is uncommonly de-
voted to her aging parents, and gives 
back to her community in a dozen 
ways. 

On Labor Day, we salute American 
labor and Ohio labor. We celebrate our 
State’s heroes: Dee Dee, Carlos, Mark, 
Roger, and Sue. We thank them and so 
many others. 

I yield the floor and suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. SPECTER. I ask unanimous con-
sent that the order for the quorum call 
be rescinded. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

f 

GREETINGS TO THE PRESIDING 
OFFICER 

Mr. SPECTER. Mr. President, at the 
outset, permit me to greet the distin-
guished Presiding Officer, Senator 
CASEY, my colleague from Pennsyl-
vania. It is a pleasure to come back 
after the August break and see Senator 
CASEY looking so well and fit and in 
the chair. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO KENT SHEARER 

Mr. SPECTER. Mr. President, I have 
sought recognition to eulogize a friend 
and a former member of the Senate 
family, Kent Shearer, who died on Au-
gust 23. 

Kent Shearer and I were boyhood 
friends from our early days in Russell, 
KS, when we were debaters at the high 
school. Kent was a great intellect. At 
the time when his colleagues were 

playing marbles, Kent was studying 
and talking about the Peloponnesian 
wars. During our high school days, 
Kent and I were colleagues in our 
freshman year debating the subject on 
the negative: resolved that individual 
income should be limited to $25,000 an-
nually. Shows you how times have 
changed. 

Kent and I were on two high school 
debating teams which won the State 
championship. In 1945, Russell was a 
small school with fewer than 400 stu-
dents. We competed with schools our 
size, then moved the next year to the 
big-school category, where high schools 
had several thousand students across 
Kansas, finished in second place, and 
lost by a speaker’s ballot. Then, in 
1947, we were on the team that won the 
State AA championship with the big 
schools. 

Kent was the outstanding debater in 
Russell High. He won the Kiwanis 
award, went on to the University of 
Kansas, where he was Phi Beta Kappa, 
was the winner of the Perdue National 
Invitational Debate Tournament, com-
peted in the West Point National Tour-
nament, served then in the Judge Ad-
vocate General’s office, and settled in 
Salt Lake City, UT in 1958, until 1997, 
when Alice, his wife, passed away, and 
he then moved to Portland, OR. 

A few years back, Kent came to join 
me, working on the Senate staff. He 
worked for 3 months. It was an honor 
and a pleasure to have my long-
standing friend Kent Shearer work 
with me in the Senate. He brought a 
level of legal insights and erudition 
which was rare for a Senate staffer. 
But then Kent himself might have been 
a Senator had his career path taken 
one different shift. That was in 1994, in 
January, when the staff was being or-
ganized on the President’s Commission 
to investigate the assassination of 
President Kennedy, commonly known 
as the Warren Commission. We had one 
spot left among the young lawyers on 
the staff. The Commission was recruit-
ing lawyers from all over the country 
in order to avoid having the Wash-
ington establishment conduct the in-
vestigation out of concern that there 
might be some thought of a coverup if 
the same crowd in Washington did the 
investigation. There was concern about 
the integrity of Washington then as 
now. The staff was recruited from all 
over the country. We had lawyers from 
Des Moines and Denver and Cleveland, 
Philadelphia, New York, Los Angeles. I 
called up Kent and urged him to apply 
for the position. Unfortunately, he 
couldn’t do so because of his own ca-
reer plans at that time. I think had 
Kent accepted a position as assistant 
counsel to the Warren Commission and 
come to Washington, his career might 
have been parallel to mine. 

Kent was active in Utah politics, was 
chairman of the State committee, was 
instrumental in the campaigns of Sen-
ator Garn and Senator HATCH and 
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worked for Senator BENNETT’s father, 
also a Senator. He worked with Sen-
ator Robert Bennett, very close to the 
political establishment of the State of 
Utah, a friend to the Secretary of 
Health and Human Services, Michael 
Leavitt, and would have been well suit-
ed for the U.S. Senate. Had Kent come 
to the Senate, we would have had three 
Senators from Russell, KS, since Sen-
ator Dole’s hometown is Russell, while 
I was born in Wichita and moved to 
Russell at the age of 12. Kent would 
have fit in this establishment very 
well. He would have been a credit to 
the Senate. 

On August 30, Steve Mills, who was 
also Kent’s colleague for the debate 
tournaments, and I went to Salt Lake 
City to participate in Kent’s funeral 
services. He was a great American. He 
had a knack for writing, contributed 
extensively to the newspaper in Wash-
ington on columns. He was a brilliant 
man, an outstanding lawyer, and a 
really great American. 

I have taken a few moments today to 
eulogize him because his record is 
worth noting for the permanent record 
in our CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, espe-
cially since he was a member of the 
Senate family, even though for only a 
3-month period. 

I ask unanimous consent to have the 
following obituary printed in the 
RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

KENT SHEARER 
Kent Shearer, 1929–2007. Kent Shearer, age 

77, died peacefully August 23, 2007, in Port-
land, Oregon. Kent was born October 5, 1929 
in Ellsworth, Kansas to William Shearer and 
Agnes (Phillips) Shearer and was married to 
Alice Neff in Russell, Kansas; January 25, 
1952. Preceded in death by wife, Alice and 
daughter Lorraine (Lori). Survived by son 
Edward (Bo) and his wife Renee 
Montmorency, grandsons Samuel and Beau 
of Portland, Oregon and sister Jane Shearer 
of Kansas City, Kansas. Kent graduated from 
Russell High School in Russell, Kansas with 
honors. He participated in the debate, 
drama, and forensics program and won two 
State Championships in debate. He attended 
Kansas University and earned a degree from 
the College of Liberal Arts & Sciences with 
Phi Beta Kappa honors. He continued with 
debate on the KU varsity team, winning 
many individual tournaments across the 
country, including the National Invitational 
Tournament and twice being invited to par-
ticipate in the West Point Nationals. In 1954, 
Kent received his law degree from Kansas 
University and entered the Army Judge Ad-
vocates Corps where he served until 1957. 
Kent and Alice made their home in Utah 
from 1958 until Alice’s death in 1997. Al-
though a lawyer by trade, Kent’s passion 
throughout his life was Utah politics and the 
Republican Party. He was an active orga-
nizer of the Salt Lake County and Utah 
Young Republicans during the 1960s and 1970s 
and served as the Utah State GOP Chairman 
from 1971 to 1973. Kent was a key behind-the- 
scenes member of many political organiza-
tions and campaigns (including Alice’s polit-
ical career as a Salt Lake City Council mem-

ber). He penned a much discussed and antici-
pated column in The Enterprise Newspaper 
on a wide range of topics for over 30 years. 
After Alice’s death in 1997, Kent moved to 
Portland, Oregon to be close to his son’s 
family. He pursued an intellectual retire-
ment, spending his time reading, writing and 
providing all the answers to his grandsons’ 
many questions. Kent’s accomplishments 
were many. However, all pale in the light of 
his sharp mind and quick wit, his basic sense 
of decency and the many people he touched 
throughout his life. He will be missed by all 
who knew him. Funeral services will be held 
at St. Marks Cathedral, 231 East 100 South, 
Salt Lake City on Thursday, August 30, 2007 
at 1 p.m. Following the service, a reception 
in Kent’s honor will be held at the Alta Club, 
100 E. South Temple, Salt Lake City. Pub-
lished in the Salt Lake Tribune from 8/26/ 
2007—8/28/2007. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO ADA MAE 
GROETZINGER HAURY 

Mr. SPECTER. Mr. President, I seek 
to pay tribute to an outstanding educa-
tor. As the Senate takes up the appro-
priations bills—it soon will take up the 
bill on funding for education—it is ap-
propriate to focus on the importance of 
education in our society. 

My brother, my two sisters, and I 
have been able to share in the Amer-
ican dream because of our educational 
opportunities. My father had no formal 
education. My mother only went to the 
eighth grade, when she had to leave 
work to help support her family where 
her father had died in his mid-40s of a 
heart attack. But because of their love 
for education and recognition of its im-
portance, their children have benefited 
from great educational opportunities. 

Our health is our No. 1 capital asset. 
Without good health, none of us can do 
anything. And our No. 2 capital asset is 
education. Without education, there 
are severe limitations. I say this in the 
context of paying tribute to Ada Mae 
Groetzinger Haury, the Russell High 
School debate coach. 

She came to Russell in the fall of 
1944, in her early 20s, having recently 
graduated from college herself. She 
brought a level of intensity to high 
school debating, which level of inten-
sity was unparalleled in my edu-
cational experience. We had a class in 
debate at 9 o’clock in the morning. 
Then she would sit at 4 o’clock and 
have another round of debate, again at 
5, again at 7, and again at 8 o’clock. 
And she would judge the debates. In 
retrospect, it seems surprising that 
somebody would have done that. Each 
member of the debating team debated 
twice in 1 day, once in the class at 9 
and once in the other lines. 

The analytical process in working 
through the debate topics—one of 
which was national health insurance, 
another of which was lowering the vot-
ing age to 18—was great for high school 
students. Our high school coach, Ms. 
Groetzinger, emphasized a smooth de-
livery. If anybody faltered during the 

course of a 10-minute speech or a 5- 
minute rebuttal, that individual was 
likely to be rated fourth. She rated ev-
erybody on every day of the debates. 

It was not only the first team which 
excelled, but it was the second team 
which also excelled. We went to one 
tournament at Salina High School, a 
town about 70 miles east of Russell, 
and the second team did better in the 
preliminary rounds than the first 
team. The second team advanced to the 
semifinals, and the first team, which I 
was on, sat and watched the pro-
ceedings because they had done better 
than the first team. 

One year everybody on the debating 
team went through one tournament 
undefeated. So it was a very remark-
able background in analysis, in organi-
zation, in extemporaneous speaking, 
and very good training for the practice 
of being a trial lawyer, very good train-
ing for being a Senator, very good 
training for the questioning which we 
do in the various committees where we 
serve. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO TOM KELLY 

Mr. SPECTER. When Ada Mae 
Groetzinger left Russell High in the 
spring of 1946, Tom Kelly became the 
debate coach. Tom Kelly had not had 
experience as a debate coach. He was 
the drama coach. He directed the 
school plays ‘‘Lost Horizon’’ and 
‘‘Nothing But The Truth,’’ and was 
very adept at that. But having inher-
ited an extraordinary group of high 
school debaters, Tom Kelly was our 
coach when we won the State AA 
championship in the spring of 1947. 

With the experience he gained at 
Russell High School, he then went on 
to Hutchinson Junior College, where he 
won national championships and was 
an outstanding teacher in his own 
right. 

He gave two lectures to us which 
have carried forth with me to this day. 
Every Friday, when we would prepare 
to go to a debate tournament, Mr. 
Kelly would organize the students and 
start to tell us about the forthcoming 
trip. His slogan was ‘‘Don’t choke up in 
the clutch.’’ That means: Don’t get too 
nervous to do your job. ‘‘Don’t choke 
up in the clutch.’’ We would go to the 
tournament, characteristically come 
back having won the tournament, and 
on Monday he would again address the 
high school debaters and say: ‘‘Don’t 
rest on your laurels.’’ Those were Tom 
Kelly’s words, which have carried 
through to this day. 

I made these comments and was re-
minded of the outstanding educational 
experience from those two high school 
debate coaches as I reflected on the 
events going to Salt Lake City for 
Kent Shearer’s funeral. This past May, 
over the Memorial Day recess, Kent 
Shearer, Steve Mills, Gene Balloun, 
and I—the four debaters on the high 
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school team—paid a visit to Ada Mae 
Groetzinger, who is since married and 
is now Ada Mae Groetzinger Haury, in 
her retirement home in Newton, KS. 

It was a good event to have the four 
of us get together. At that time, Kent 
was not feeling well. He suffered from 
emphysema. It was a good occasion for 
the group to get together with our high 
school coach just a few months before 
Kent passed away. 

f 

FOREIGN TRAVEL TO UNITED 
KINGDOM, FINLAND, RUSSIA, 
TURKEY, POLAND, AND FRANCE 

Mr. SPECTER. Mr. President, during 
the last 2 weeks of August, I had occa-
sion to travel to Europe to discuss with 
a variety of foreign leaders subjects of 
mutual concern. The highlight of the 
trip was visiting the museum in War-
saw on the Jewish uprising, which oc-
curred on August 1, 1944. That was a 
time when the Allies were making sub-
stantial progress, with the invasion of 
Normandy having occurred on June 6, 
1944. The Soviets were coming in from 
the east, and the uprising was a val-
iant, heroic effort by the Jews in the 
Jewish ghetto to upset the Nazi tyr-
anny. Regrettably, it failed. 

But for anyone who has any doubt 
about the Holocaust or about the bru-
tality of the Nazis in putting down the 
Jewish people, the 6 million Jews who 
died—and you have preposterous state-
ments coming forth with some regu-
larity, most recently from the Presi-
dent of Iran, doubting the existence of 
the Holocaust—a visit to the museum 
in Warsaw on the Jewish uprising will 
certainly quell any doubts. 

The facts are established there, with 
the documentation, with people speak-
ing, those who survived, to tell the 
grim tale of the Nazi brutality and the 
existence of the Holocaust. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the full text of my report be 
printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the material was 
ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as fol-
lows: 
REPORT ON FOREIGN TRAVEL TO UNITED KING-

DOM, FINLAND, RUSSIA, TURKEY, POLAND, 
AND FRANCE, AUGUST 18–29, 2007 
Mr. President, I have sought recognition to 

report on foreign travel, as is my custom, I 
made to England, Finland, Russia, Turkey, 
Poland, and France from August 18 to Au-
gust 29, 2007. I was joined by my wife Joan, 
my aide John Myers, Major Benjamin M. 
Venning, United States Marine Corps, and 
Commander John Clayton, United States 
Navy. 

UNITED KINGDOM 
On August 18, we departed Newark Liberty 

International Airport, Newark, New Jersey. 
Our first stop was in London, England, where 
we landed at Heathrow International Airport 
after a flight of just over 6 hours. Upon arriv-
ing in London, we were greeted by Richard 
Bell, First Secretary, U.S. Embassy, London. 

Mr. Bell briefed me on a number of impor-
tant issues ongoing in the United Kingdom 
and with new Prime Minister Gordon Brown. 

Terrorism is the large problem in the U.K. 
and is becoming more complex as terrorist 
threats are now increasingly coming from 
their own citizens. Further, many Britons 
have a negative perception of the United 
States due to the war in Iraq and the contin-
ued detainment of individuals in Guanta-
namo Bay, Cuba. 

After a brief overnight stay, we traveled to 
Helsinki, Finland. 

FINLAND 
Upon arriving in Helsinki on August 19, we 

were greeted by Ambassador Marilyn Ware 
and Greg Thome, Political Section, United 
States Embassy Finland. 

We had lunch with Ambassador Ware, 
originally of Lancaster, Pennsylvania, at 
which I was briefed on a number of issues. 
First, we discussed the recent disagreement 
between Estonia and Russia, in which Esto-
nia moved a statue honoring Russian sol-
diers who died in World War II from a park 
to a military cemetery. Russians were not 
pleased by this action and the Russian gov-
ernment reportedly ignored the harassment 
of Estonian officials in Russia. Finland 
played a leading role in gathering European 
Union support for Estonia regarding this 
matter. The Finnish effort resulted in a 
statement from the European Union in sup-
port of Estonia’s action. 

Secondly, we discussed Ambassador Ware’s 
efforts to improve the energy diversity in 
Finland and surrounding areas. She is work-
ing to organize a symposium with regional 
energy officials to improve energy develop-
ment in Finland. 

We then discussed Finnish efforts to take a 
greater role in NATO and the United Na-
tions. While Finland is not a member of 
NATO, it is a preferred partner. Currently, 
there are 240 troops serving in Lebanon, 105 
in Afghanistan, 450 in Kosovo, and 80 in Bos-
nia. There is a great sense of pride in Fin-
land that they are playing an important role 
in problem areas around the world. 

Following the briefing, I headed with Am-
bassador Ware to the Parliament Building to 
meet with Speaker of Parliament Sauli 
Niinisto. We discussed the prospect of Fin-
land becoming a member of NATO, to which 
the Prime Minister believed that more time 
would be needed if such a thing were to hap-
pen. As Finland shares a large border with 
Russia, there is great hesitation to taking an 
action which Russia opposes. However, there 
is a strong desire for Finland to continue as 
a preferred partner in NATO and to increase 
their role in NATO Rapid Forces. 

Speaker Niinisto also noted concern among 
some Finnish people about the war in Iraq. 
He suggested that it would have been wiser 
to have the United Nations more involved 
after Saddam Hussein was removed from 
power. I noted that I do not believe that the 
United States would have received that sup-
port from the United Nations. Though if 
there had been better intelligence on weap-
ons of mass destruction, we might not have 
gone into Iraq. 

That evening, I had dinner with Prime 
Minister Matti Vanhanen at his home on the 
Baltic Sea. We were joined by Ambassador 
Ware, State Secretary Risto Volanen and 
European Union Affairs Advisor Riina 
Nevamäki. We discussed a number of impor-
tant topics. The Prime Minister offered hope 
that the United States could remove troops 
from Iraq, though he would not suggest a 
timetable for doing so. He also offered sup-
port for Turkey entering the European 
Union, stating that doing so would bind the 
Turkish people to Democratic values. How-
ever, Turkey faces obstacles to becoming 

part of the European Union; specifically they 
must address concerns regarding human 
rights and freedom of the press. I was inter-
ested to learn that Prime Minister Vanhanen 
also serves on his city council in his home 
city of Nurmiyärvi. 

We also discussed John Morton, a great 
Pennsylvanian of Finnish descent. A member 
of the Pennsylvania Supreme Court and Del-
egate to the Continental Congress, John 
Morton cast the deciding vote in favor of the 
United States Declaration of Independence. 
This important figure in American history 
provides an excellent example of the impor-
tance of Finns in America. 

On Monday, August 20, we attended a 
breakfast hosted by U.S. Ambassador Ware 
at her residence. The breakfast was attended 
by a distinguished group of individuals in-
cluding Minister of Justice Tuija Brax, Chief 
Justice of the Supreme Court Pauliine 
Koskelo, Kimmo Sasi, Chairman of the Par-
liament’s Constitutional Law Committee, 
and Pertti Salolainan, Chairman of the Par-
liament’s Foreign Affairs Committee. I was 
interested to learn that the judicial system 
in Finland is a non-political system and 
there are far less ideological conflicts than 
in the United States. We also discussed the 
need for the United States to be more en-
gaged in the Middle East and conduct bilat-
eral discussions with Iran. 

RUSSIA 
From Helsinki, we traveled to St. Peters-

burg Russia, where Consul General Mary 
Kruger and Consular Officer Doug O’Neill 
met us. 

That afternoon, I met with a group of U.S. 
business executives including American 
Chamber of Commerce—Russia President 
Andrew Somers, American Chamber of Com-
merce—St. Petersburg Chapter Executive Di-
rector Maria Chernobrovkina, American 
Chamber of Commerce—Russia Vice Presi-
dent Tatiana Ragnzina, American Chamber 
of Commerce—Russia Communications Di-
rector Guy Archer, U.S. Department of Com-
merce Principal Communications Officer 
Keith Silver, General Director International 
Paper—St. Petersburg Larry Booker, 
Citibank—St. Petersburg Commercial Direc-
tor Ruslan Belyaev, EMC Software Director 
Igor Agamirzian, and Boyden Managing 
Partner Julia Nikitina. U.S. companies play 
an important role in the economy of Russia 
employing 200,000 Russians. I questioned the 
group about the level of government corrup-
tion and how it affects their companies. 
They responded that corruption has been 
drastically reduced; Russia is encouraging 
foreign investment; and companies that are 
investing are experiencing considerable 
growth. 

Following that meeting, I met with the 
representatives of non-governmental organi-
zations (NGOs). Those in attendance were 
Boris Pustyntsev, Citizens Watch, Vladimir 
Shnitke, Memorial, and Ella Polyakova, Sol-
diers’ mothers. Ms. Polyakova explained the 
abuse that new members of the military are 
facing, specifically the injuries to Roman 
Rudakov, who as the result of beatings had 
to have most of his intestines removed and 
has been systematically mistreated by mili-
tary and government. 

They also noted their concern with a new 
Russian law that allows the government to 
place requirements for reporting and reg-
istration of NGOs. The requirements being 
placed on these organizations are extensive 
and burdensome. Mr. Pustyntsev explained 
that he was required to provide correspond-
ence from the last 14 years. There is great 
concern that this will reduce the number of 
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NGOs and harm human rights progress that 
Russia has made. 

On Tuesday, August 21, we were fortunate 
to examine the country’s rich cultural herit-
age. We toured the Petershof Palace, the 
summer home of Peter the Great. We then 
visited the Hermitage Museum, one of the 
best museums for Russian and European art 
in the world. The museum is located in the 
former winter home of the Czars. 

On August 22, we departed St. Petersburg 
for Moscow, where we were greeted by James 
Melville, Charge d’Affaires Ad Interim, 
Kathleen Doherty, Deputy Minister Coun-
selor, and U.S. Department of Justice Resi-
dent Legal Advisor Thomas Firestone. I was 
briefed on issues of concern by them. Habeas 
corpus is gaining more prevalence in Russia 
with more cases being appealed and more de-
fendants being released on those appeals. 
However, the detention rate continues to be 
very high even with the presumption of inno-
cence. 

Russia is currently dealing with the highly 
publicized trial of Mikhail Khodorovsky, 
CEO, Yukos Oil Company. He was arrested 
and sentenced to jail for 8 years for tax eva-
sion, fraud, and money laundering. Some be-
lieve this was an effort to silence a political 
opponent of President Vladimir Putin. While 
he was found guilty of these crimes it is like-
ly that there are many others that could be 
brought forward on similar charges and his 
political opposition to President Putin in-
creased the scrutiny of him. 

Russia is undergoing an economic boom 
and that has led to high approval ratings for 
government officials. With this economic up-
turn and prosperity, human rights concerns 
are not at the forefront of societal concerns. 
If the economic increase continues it may 
lead to a greater political interest in human 
rights and general support for charitable in-
terests. 

That afternoon I met with Deputy Minister 
of Justice Nikolay Savchenko and represent-
atives of the Ministry. First, I asked the 
Deputy Minister if Russian authorities could 
implement a wire tap without judicial au-
thorization. He replied that the system for 
wire tapping is similar to the United States. 
To receive approval for a wire tap you must 
meet certain standards and receive a court 
order. While there are no statistics for usage, 
it is an important and necessary measure. 

I then questioned the Deputy Minister 
about the advisability of the U.S. entering 
Pakistan to apprehend Osama Bin Laden if 
we have information on his location. The 
Deputy Minister asked that I offer my opin-
ion first, which I did, explaining that the 
U.S. should first approach President 
Musharraf to seek approval for such action, 
but if not given, then a preemptive action is 
warranted under international law if there is 
cause to conclude that an attack by Iran is 
imminent. The Deputy Minister noted that 
the problem is both political and legal, but if 
there is proof of an imminent attack then he 
would agree with me. 

We then discussed the case of Mikhail 
Khodorovsky who is currently appealing his 
conviction to the European Court of Human 
Rights and the impact that will have on his 
case in Russia. As a ratifier of the European 
convention on human rights, he may have 
his case heard there, but a decision in his 
favor by the European Court of Human 
Rights will not vacate the Russian judg-
ment. However, the European Court of 
Human Rights may order the Russian gov-
ernment to pay monetary damages. 

That meeting was followed by a meeting 
with representatives of U.S. based NGOs. 

Those in attendance were Second Secretary 
Political Section U.S. Embassy Russia Dan-
iel Wartko, USAID Russia Deputy Director 
Erin Krasik, Elena Panifilova of Trans-
parency International, National Democratic 
Institute Program Officer Ian Woodward, 
Carnegie Endowment for International Peace 
Director Rose Gottemoller, Ford Foundation 
Moscow Office Representative Steven 
Solnick, International Republican Institute 
Russian Country Director Joe Johnson III, 
USAID Russia Senior Advisor for Legal Af-
fairs Jonathan Kamin, and USAID Russia 
Legal Advisor Zoya Kaitova. The representa-
tives, similarly to those in St. Petersburg, 
were very concerned with the new Russian 
law that regulates NGOs. The NGOs have 
provided the required information including 
future plans for their respective organiza-
tions and they continue to inform the gov-
ernment of their actions, but not asking per-
mission. While the organizations have not 
had any problems, there is great angst that 
the information that they are providing now 
will be used against them in the future to 
shut them down. 

The American Chamber of Commerce 
hosted a breakfast on the morning of Thurs-
day, August 23. A number of representatives 
of U.S. companies attended including Amer-
ican Chamber of Commerce—Russia Presi-
dent Andrew Somers, American Chamber of 
Commerce—Russia Vice President Tatiana 
Ragnzina, American Chamber of Commerce— 
Russia Communications Director Guy Ar-
cher, Merrill Lynch Head of Russia Global 
Markets Bernie Sucher, Air Products Gen-
eral Manager Eastern Europe Vaclav Harant, 
Sun Microsystems Managing Director Chris 
Morris, Microsoft General Manager in Russia 
Birger Steen, Archer Daniels Midland Com-
pany Director Vladimir Myrikov, and Alcoa 
Russia President William J. O’Rourke, Rohm 
and Haas Country Manager Michael Shukov, 
Backer & MacKenzie Partner Eugene 
Arievich, Boeing Director of International 
Trade Policy Business Strategy and Mar-
keting Commercial Airplanes, Keystone 
Foundation for Children and Families Gen-
eral Director Maria Dolbunova, Keystone 
Foundation for Children and Families Presi-
dent Dennis Felty, and GE Money Bank Rus-
sia President and CEO Richard Gaskin. We 
discussed patent protection in Russia, which 
had previously not been observed but is now 
beginning to be upheld. Russia is starting to 
prosecute intellectual property violators, 
bringing those individuals to trial and a 
guilty verdict is resulting in a jail sentence 
or compensation to the intellectual property 
holder. 

We also discussed the strong growth of the 
Russian economy and the freedoms that Rus-
sians are experiencing as a result. The U.S. 
company representative expressed concerns 
about a recent U.S. law increasing the taxes 
of Americans living abroad. This discourages 
companies from hiring well qualified Ameri-
cans who will have to be paid more to com-
pensate for that tax. 

I then went to the Supreme Court Building 
of the Russian Federation, to meet with Jus-
tice Stanislov Razumov of the Supreme 
Court. The Russian Supreme Court has 125 
Justices, with three justices at one time pre-
siding over primarily appellate cases. I asked 
Justice Razumov what occurred if a group of 
three Justices differed on a ruling from an-
other three judges on a case before them. He 
said that a dissenting judge has the right to 
issue a separate dissenting opinion. He also 
explained the mechanism by which the Su-
preme Court provides guidance to lower 
courts, in the absence of a system of case 

precedent. The Justices sit in plenary ses-
sion where they summarize cases, offer direc-
tion on cases they have ruled on and vote on 
issues of disagreement. I then asked him if 
they have votes that are so many one way to 
so many for another. He said there is usually 
not a problem reaching majority consensus 
in the plenary sessions and that the dis-
senting vote is rarely more then 5 to 7 per-
cent. 

We then discussed the role of the Russian 
Supreme court in ruling on cultural issues 
that are the subject of legal disputes such as 
abortion, assisted suicide, and race. I learned 
that the jurisdiction of the Russian Supreme 
Court is different from that of the United 
States. Those decisions are made by lower 
courts. If an individual believes that a law is 
unconstitutional or does not comply with 
federal regulation, then that case is taken to 
the Constitutional Court. 

I then asked Justice Razumov if President 
Putin or other government officials can 
order a wire tap in cases of terrorism. He re-
plied that he cannot without a court order 
and citizens must be protected. 

We then visited the Novodevichy Convent, 
a beautiful site that housed a number of Rus-
sia’s royal families, and Red Square. 

TURKEY 
On Friday, August 24, we traveled to An-

kara, Turkey, where we were met by Charge 
d’Affaires Nancy McEldowney. This was an 
important day in Turkey as the parliament 
had its second vote for President. The Par-
liament votes three times for President un-
less a candidate receives a majority of votes 
before that. Foreign Affairs Minister 
Abdullah Gul won the election on August 28, 
though he did not obtain the majority nec-
essary to win on this day. I was scheduled to 
meet with Foreign Affairs Minister Gul, but 
because we were delayed departing Moscow 
by the airport authorities, we were not able 
to meet. 

We immediately traveled to the United 
States Embassy for a brief discussion of 
issues of importance in Turkey. Iraq is on 
the top of the list of concerns. Turkey does 
not want the United States to leave in the 
near future to prevent the destabilization of 
Iraq. Further, Turkey supports the current 
boundaries in Iraq and opposes creation of 
three states. The Turkish people are also 
greatly concerned about S. Res. 106 and H.R. 
106, which would recognize the actions by 
Turkey against Armenia in 1915 as genocide. 

We then went to the Turkish Ministry of 
Foreign Affairs Building where I had lunch 
with Ministry of Foreign Affairs Ambassador 
Undersecretary Ertùgrul Apakan. The Un-
dersecretary voiced his support for the 
United States to remain in Iraq as he would 
like to see the United States achieve success 
there, for if the United States fails, then 
Turkey has failed. I was intrigued by the 
possibility of United Nations military assist-
ance in Iraq. The Undersecretary believes 
that the U.N. can bridge the views between 
the Shitte, Sunni and Kurds in a peaceful 
manner. The possibility also remains that 
the U.N. could provide an umbrella for 
troops to assist in the stabilizing of Iraq. 
The entrance of U.N. troops may also cut 
down on the insurgent anger directed at the 
United States. 

On August 10, 2007, the U.N. Security Coun-
cil adopted Resolution 1770 to extend the 
United Nations Assistance Mission for Iraq 
for one year and to provide assistance re-
garding political dialogue and national rec-
onciliation. The Mission will also work to fa-
cilitate dialogue between Iraq and other 
countries in the region. It is important for 
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neighboring countries to support Iraq in ef-
forts to reduce conflict and to build a func-
tioning government. Turkey is currently 
working to hold a convention with other 
countries in the region to discuss problems 
facing Iraq. The countries involved would in-
clude Syria, Egypt, Iran, Jordan, Kuwait, 
Saudi Arabia, Qatar, United Arab Emirates, 
Bahrain, Oman, Yemen, Iraq and Turkey. 
Also invited would be the United Kingdom, 
France, China, Russia, United States, Ger-
many, Canada, and Japan. 

The Undersecretary then explained the 
Turkish opposition to S. Res. 106 and H.R. 
106. He did offer support for a joint history 
commission regarding the issue and Turkey 
would accept the use of the term genocide if 
that is what the evidence states. 

I then met with Special Envoy for Iraq, 
Ambassador Oğuz Çelikkol. With the Ambas-
sador we had a brief discussion regarding the 
war in Iraq. I stated to the Ambassador that 
I had voted for $100 billion in funding in sup-
port of the war, but I must see a light at the 
end of the tunnel to continue supporting 
funding. I informed him of my town hall 
meetings across Pennsylvania during the 
first two weeks of August where I met 4,000 
people many of whom we are adamant about 
leaving Iraq. The Ambassador repeated the 
importance of the United States remaining 
in Iraq. 

We then departed on a 45-minute flight to 
Istanbul where we were greeted by Peter 
Barte, our State Department control officer. 

In Istanbul, we visited the Hagia Sophia, 
Topkapi Palace, and the Grand Bazaar with 
Filiz Ozer, Professor of Art History and Ar-
chitecture at Istanbul Technical University 
and Sevil Sezen, Cultural Affairs Specialist, 
U.S. Consulate General. 

POLAND 
The morning of Sunday, August 26, we 

traveled to Warsaw, Poland and were met by 
David Van Cleve, First Secretary, United 
States Embassy of Poland. 

We were fortunate to have the opportunity 
to tour Warsaw, specifically the areas re-
lated to Warsaw’s WWII and Jewish history. 
We toured old town Warsaw, which was re-
built after World War II to its original beau-
ty, the monument to the Warsaw Uprising 
and the Warsaw Ghetto Uprising, commemo-
rating the Jews who fought against the 
Nazis. We then visited the Jewish cemetery, 
with more then 200,000 graves including 
many who perished in World War II. 

That evening we had dinner with Ambas-
sador Victor Ashe, Senator Shelby, and Em-
bassy and Senate staff at the Ambassador’s 
residence. 

On August 27, we visited the Warsaw Ris-
ing Museum, a unique museum that exam-
ines Poland in WWII, specifically the Polish 
uprising and the Home Army. The facility is 
extremely interactive with a recreated sewer 
system, which the Polish Home Army used 
to travel through Warsaw and evade the 
Nazis. The facility also had a number of doc-
uments from that time including a pamphlet 
that was air dropped in Warsaw encouraging 
the Home Army to wear markings that 
would indicate that they are part of an 
army, so that the Nazis could be prosecuted 
for war crimes by the United States. 

I was particularly impressed with the story 
of Tadeusz Ruman, a member of a flight crew 
that dropped supplies in Warsaw to aid the 
Home Army. During the flight, their plane 
suffered heavy damages from attacks and 
lost two engines. After the drop of the sup-
plies they had to pass over mountains, which 
they only cleared by a few feet. After taking 
attacks and injuries, the crew made it to 

Brindisi, Italy, however, upon landing they 
realized that their brakes had been damaged 
and were unable to stop. Taking quick action 
they were able to steer the B–24 Bomber into 
vines and rocks to bring the plane to a stop, 
a harrowing tale that displayed the effort 
that the Allies made to assist the Polish 
Home Army. 

I was then briefed by Ambassador Victor 
Ashe, Deputy Chief of Mission Kenneth 
Hillas, Political Counselor Mary Curtin, Eco-
nomic Counselor Richard Rorving, Counsel 
General Philip Min, Public Affairs Counselor 
Ed Kulakowski, Defense Attach́e Col. Rich-
ard Runner, and FBI Attach́e Jay 
Bienkowski. The Polish economy is doing 
very well with annual increases of 6 percent. 
While this is below the increases of Russia 
and other Baltic countries it is very encour-
aging given the stable market environment 
in Poland for businesses, which is not as 
strong in those other countries. 

The relationship between the United 
States and Poland is strong with left and 
right wing political groups, despite the oppo-
sition to the Iraq war. The proposed missile 
defense system in Poland is a point of ongo-
ing discussions, with Polish representatives 
desiring to speed up discussions. Poland is 
putting forward a number of troops to assist 
the United States in Iraq and Afghanistan, 
with 900 in Iraq and 1,200 in Afghanistan. 
While Poland is looking to reduce the num-
ber of troops in Iraq, they may consider in-
creasing the number in Afghanistan. 

I was scheduled to meet with Foreign Min-
ister Anna Fotyga, but could not do so be-
cause we left Wednesday early to return to 
the U.S. to attend the funeral of a close 
friend. I spoke to her by phone. I informed 
her of the United States’ appreciation for 
Poland sending troops to Iraq and Afghani-
stan. I asked for her assessment of having 
the United Nations involved in Iraq and if 
Poland would consider sending additional 
troops to Iraq if it was under the United Na-
tions banner. She replied that she would 
have to defer to the President, Prime Min-
ister, and Minister of Defense on that issue. 

I met with Andrzej Duda, Deputy Minister 
of Justice, a impressive 35-year-old gen-
tleman. We discussed the prosecutorial sys-
tem in Poland which is similar to the United 
States as Prosecutors are responsible for 
cases in a geographical area. Prosecutors are 
required to graduate from law school, serve a 
3-year internship with a senior Prosecutor, 
and then pass an exam. 

I asked the Deputy Minister about crime in 
Poland. He informed me that there are sev-
eral hundred murders a year in Poland, but 
less then one thousand. He also informed me 
of the decreasing juvenile crime problem in 
Poland. While juvenile crime is still a prob-
lem the improving economy of Poland is in-
creasing wages and employment, providing 
youth with quality jobs. Poland as a member 
of the European Union does not have the 
death penalty and has not used it since 1987. 

I then questioned him about the use of ter-
rorism and wiretapping in Poland. The Dep-
uty Minister noted that he has not been in-
volved in any terrorism cases, though the 
Ministry is working with the United States 
on this important issue. He believes wire-
tapping is a critical tool against crime. 
When I asked him about the ability of gov-
ernment official’s ability to use wire tapping 
with out a judge’s approval he stated that it 
was not possible. 

FRANCE 
We departed for Paris, France that 

evening, where we were met by our Control 
Officer Kim Krhounek and Logistics Control 
Officer Chanh Nguyen. 

On Wednesday, August 29, we were briefed 
by Ambassador Craig R. Stapleton at the 
United States Embassy on a number of 
issues. We were also joined by Deputy Chief 
of Mission Mark Pekala, Political Minister 
Counselor Josiah Rosenblatt, Economic Min-
ister Counselor Stuart Dwyer, Consul Gen-
eral Catherine Barry, Public Affairs Minister 
Counselor James Bullock, Defense Attach́e 
Col. Raymond Hodgkins, Foreign Commer-
cial Service Minister Counselor Raymond 
Connan, and Head of Office Regional Affairs 
Michael Altoff. 

We discussed new French President Nicolas 
Sarkozy and what his views will mean to the 
United States. President Sarkozy wants a 
culture of success in France. He is seeking to 
reform the country and make it the leading 
country in Europe. 

President Sarkozy views himself as pro- 
American, and has stated that he wants to 
help the United States in Iraq. This is likely 
to be through economic development and not 
through placing troops in Iraq. On the possi-
bility of France providing troops for a 
United Nations military force, there is little 
optimism. However, there may be an oppor-
tunity for France to increase its assistance 
through NATO by training Iraqi soldiers and 
policemen. 

Regarding Iran, the French support diplo-
matic efforts to prevent Iran from securing 
nuclear weapons capability. In fact, France 
may be willing to take actions on this issue 
outside of the United Nations Security Coun-
cil. 

From the Embassy we departed for Charles 
De Gaulle International Airport and re-
turned to the United States. 

Mr. SPECTER. Mr. President, in the 
absence of any Senator seeking rec-
ognition, I suggest the absence of a 
quorum. 

Mr. President, I withdraw that sug-
gestion. I had not noticed the presence 
of the Senator from Tennessee. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Senator from Tennessee. 

f 

IRAQ 
Mr. CORKER. Mr. President, I rise 

today during morning business to talk 
about a trip I made to Iraq. I think the 
Acting President pro tempore made a 
similar trip during the August recess. I 
want to make a few points regarding 
that trip. 

I know a lot of people talk about 
these trips, and they talk about the 
fact that they are choreographed and 
short term. I do want to say my com-
ments are in the context of many hours 
of committee hearings the Acting 
President pro tempore and I have both 
sat through in Foreign Relations and 
Armed Services and many other ways 
developing the background prior to 
being in Iraq. 

I know, again, much is said of these 
trips. I will say I do not think there is 
anything—and the Chair probably 
would attest to the same—like being 
there on the ground yourself and seeing 
firsthand our troops, seeing our mili-
tary leaders, seeing leaders of the Iraqi 
Government, and also seeing many of 
the tribal leaders, the sheiks who actu-
ally lead in these various areas 
throughout the country. 
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I wish to make three points, and then 

I wish to urge something in conclusion. 
No. 1, I think the Chair would agree 

with me the professionalism and com-
mitment of our men and women in uni-
form is absolutely overwhelming. The 
way they conduct themselves on our 
behalf would almost lead you to emo-
tion just in seeing the way they do 
what they do on our behalf. I have no-
ticed that both in State, as I have trav-
eled the State as our men and women 
prepare, but certainly even more so on 
the ground there in Iraq. I am indebted 
to them. I know the Acting President 
pro tempore and all Americans are in-
debted to the way they conduct them-
selves, regardless of how we may feel 
about the conflict that is underway. 

Secondly, I do not think there is any 
question that we have had military 
gains on the ground. I realize that is 
uneven. But I think there is no ques-
tion what General Petraeus, General 
Odierno, and others have done on the 
ground, in beginning the work in a bot-
toms-up approach, where we work with 
tribal leaders there on the ground to 
secure their own areas, is the right ap-
proach. I do not think there is any 
question we are seeing the results of 
that approach. 

It seems as if a light has gone on 
where, No. 1, the tribal leaders, the 
sheiks, and others there on the ground 
are realizing that we are there not as 
occupiers but we are there as enablers. 
We want to enable them to be able to 
secure their own destiny. We want to 
leave that country other than pro-
viding the basic support they may need 
on an ongoing basis. 

Secondly, the terror, if you will, al- 
Qaida and some of the other militant 
groups have wreaked on these villages 
has caused them to want to band to-
gether with us and again try to make 
sure they do everything they can to 
cause their villages to be peaceful. For 
that reason, we no doubt are seeing 
gains on the ground as it relates to se-
curity. 

I think the third thing we would all 
agree with is the central Government 
itself has not made the gains we would 
have hoped more security on the 
ground would have enabled them to do. 
I think most delegations that went 
there met with various Iraqi officials. I 
know I met with both a Shia and a 
Sunni deputy president there on the 
ground and talked with them about the 
lack of benchmarks we had hoped they 
would all meet. 

Obviously, we also are aware the 
Prime Minister is meeting with the 
President and two deputy presidents on 
a daily basis to try to reach some type 
of reconciliation so they can move for-
ward on these important issues. But 
the fact is, those benchmarks have not 
been made in a way that we here in the 
Government would like to have seen 
them approached and progress made. 

Our soldiers have been outstanding. 
There is no doubt that military gains 

on the ground have occurred, and the 
central Government has not conducted 
itself in a way that we would have 
liked to have seen happen. 

In the next week or so we are going 
to see a number of reports, but most 
important, obviously, to me anyway, is 
the report General Petraeus and Am-
bassador Crocker will put forward. I 
urge my fellow Senators on the floor to 
listen to what is going to be said. Obvi-
ously, there are people here who have a 
lot invested in various amendments or 
proposals, and there is a human trait 
we want to see our own proposal, if you 
will, be the one people in the Senate 
and our country adopt. 

But let me state I do not think there 
is any question that the Petraeus plan 
is going to discuss redeployments. It is 
going to discuss bringing men and 
women home from Iraq based on the 
successes we have had on the ground in 
recent months. I do not think there is 
any question we have seen a change in 
mission take place on a province-by- 
province basis. In other words, one of 
the things we debated heavily in pre-
vious debates this year on Iraq was 
changing the mission of our men and 
women in uniform. Yet we are seeing 
this occurring province by province, as 
tribal leaders are able, working with 
our military leaders, to take the lead 
in their own security. So we are seeing 
that change in mission. 

I say to my fellow Senators, let’s lis-
ten. I think we have an opportunity in 
the Senate for Democrats and Repub-
licans to come together around a plan 
that would unify our country in such a 
way as we are able to bring our country 
together around what is happening in 
Iraq. I do not know what the details of 
the Petraeus plan will be. My guess is 
he and others today are actually cali-
brating what the exact redeployment 
ought to be and what the timing of 
that ought to be to actually make sure 
we do not lose the successes we have 
had on the ground. But my guess is, 
there will be redeployments, and I 
think those will be gradual, again, to 
build on the successes we have had— 
again, a continual and gradual change 
in the mission underway in Iraq. 

I am of hope, of great hope—and 
maybe it is my newness to the Senate 
that gives me this optimism still, but I 
have great hopes that if we will all lis-
ten to the reports that are being given, 
and not to those people who wish to see 
us divided, I think we in the Senate 
have an opportunity to come together 
around a proposal in Iraq that gives us 
the opportunity to build on the suc-
cesses we have had and to change the 
mission of our men and women so over 
time what we are doing is basically 
supporting the operations of the Iraqis 
as they continue their move ahead, 
hopefully, toward a more secure Iraq. 

Mr. President, I suggest the absence 
of a quorum. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the order for the 
quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
BROWN). Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

f 

CONCLUSION OF MORNING 
BUSINESS 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Morning 
business is closed. 

f 

MILITARY CONSTRUCTION AND 
VETERANS AFFAIRS APPROPRIA-
TIONS ACT, 2008 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate will pro-
ceed to the consideration of H.R. 2642, 
which the clerk will report by title. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H.R. 2642) making appropriations 

for military construction, the Department of 
Veterans Affairs, and related agencies for 
the fiscal year ending September 30, 2008, and 
for other purposes. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I believe 
the Senator from Arizona has a re-
quest. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The sen-
ior Senator from Texas is recognized. 

Mrs. HUTCHISON. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the Sen-
ator from Arizona, who has given up 
his 10 minutes in morning business, be 
allowed to speak between 2:20 and 2:30 
this afternoon. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2656 
(Purpose: In the nature of a substitute) 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, on behalf 
of the Appropriations Committee, I 
call up an amendment in the form of a 
committee substitute which is at the 
desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. REED] 

proposes an amendment numbered 2656. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the reading of the 
amendment be dispensed with. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

(The amendment is printed in today’s 
RECORD under ‘‘Text of Amendments.’’) 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I am 
pleased to bring the fiscal year 2008 
Military Construction and Veterans Af-
fairs, and related agencies appropria-
tions bill to the Senate. This is a 
unique bill for many reasons, not the 
least of which is it is the first appro-
priations bill that will be considered 
under the requirements of S. 1, the 
Honest Leadership and Open Govern-
ment Act of 2007. On August 2, 2007, the 
Senate approved S. 1 by a vote of 83 to 
14, clearing the measure for the Presi-
dent’s signature. When signed by the 
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President, this ethics reform legisla-
tion will significantly improve the 
transparency and accountability of the 
legislative process. 

Although the White House has re-
quested the Senate not submit the leg-
islation to the President until he re-
turns from his overseas travels, I wish 
to assure Senators we intend to abide 
by the requirements of S. 1 during the 
consideration of this bill. The legisla-
tion requires that the chairman of the 
committee of jurisdiction certify that 
certain information related to congres-
sionally directed spending be identified 
and that the required information be 
available on a publicly accessible con-
gressional Web site in a searchable for-
mat at least 48 hours before a vote on 
the pending bill. 

The information required includes 
identification of the congressionally 
directed spending and the name of the 
Senator who requested such spending. 
This information is contained in the 
committee report numbered 110–85, 
dated June 18, 2007, and has been avail-
able on the Internet for over 2 months. 

In addition, pursuant to the stand-
ards required by Chairman BYRD and 
Senator COCHRAN, letters from each 
Member with a congressionally di-
rected spending item in this bill or ac-
companying report are available on the 
Internet certifying that neither the 
Senator, nor his or her spouse, has a 
pecuniary interest in such spending 
item. 

I am submitting for the RECORD the 
certification by the chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

Senator Byrd: I certify that the informa-
tion that will be required by S. 1, when it be-
comes law, related to congressionally di-
rected spending, has been identified in the 
Committee report numbered 110–85, filed on 
June 18, 2007, and that the required informa-
tion has been available on a publicly acces-
sible congressional website in a searchable 
format at least 48 hours before a vote on the 
pending bill. 

Mr. REED. Before yielding to Sen-
ator HUTCHISON, I would like to thank 
Chairman BYRD and Senator COCHRAN 
for their leadership in bringing this bill 
to the floor. Also, I would like to thank 
the ranking member of our sub-
committee, Senator HUTCHISON, for her 
support and assistance, her knowledge 
and experience on the subcommittee, 
and her dedication to veterans and the 
military have been tremendous assets 
in developing this bill. I am particu-
larly pleased to bring the bill to the 
floor today in anticipation of wel-
coming Senator JOHNSON back. He is 
our subcommittee chairman. He will 
return tomorrow. This bill is a testa-
ment to Senator JOHNSON’s tenacity in 
the face of adversity and to his leader-
ship, even though as he recuperated, he 
was involved in the process and pro-
ceedings and he too shared the deep 

concerns of the Nation’s military fami-
lies and our Nation’s veterans. I am 
deeply honored to be managing this bill 
on the floor for him. 

I yield to the Senator from Texas. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The sen-

ior Senator from Texas is recognized. 
Mrs. HUTCHISON. Mr. President, I 

wish to first thank the Senator from 
Rhode Island for allowing me to speak 
before he gives his major talk about 
the bill itself because of time con-
straints. I appreciate that. It was very 
nice of him to do that. 

Let me first say it has been very 
helpful—it has been terrific—working 
with the Senator from Rhode Island. 
He was, as he said, substituted. This 
was thrown at him early this year. I 
know it is something he wanted to do 
because he has a great record serving 
in the military himself, but to step in 
for Senator JOHNSON because of his ill-
ness was a great thing that Senator 
REED was able to do, and he has done a 
great job. I might add that his able 
staff has had a lot of experience on this 
bill and were also very helpful. Tina 
Evans, B.G. Wright, and Chad Schulken 
have been subcommittee staff members 
for a long time—longer than any of us, 
I might say—and it has been very help-
ful to have that knowledge and experi-
ence working with us. Of course, my 
own staff, Dennis Balkham, Christine 
Heggem, Yvonne Stone, and Sean 
Knowles have also contributed greatly 
to this complicated bill. It is a big bill 
that affects all our veterans and our 
military personnel because we do deal 
with military construction as well as 
veterans affairs. 

This bill, I think, balances all the 
needs that are necessary very well. We 
have to take into account, of course, 
the Active-Duty servicemembers in 
making sure they have the military 
construction they need to do the job we 
are asking them to do. The Guard and 
Reserve, which I will mention later, is 
well funded in this bill, and it is some-
thing we must do because they are car-
rying such a huge burden in the war 
against terror. Local communities, 
family members of servicemembers, 
and taxpayers all have a part in bal-
ancing any appropriations bill and es-
pecially this one. 

This bill does address the infrastruc-
ture requirements as well as health 
care and benefits of our veterans. We 
hope to move it expeditiously across 
the floor today, I think because Sen-
ator REED and I have worked so well on 
the bill that we have solved most of the 
issues that have come forward, and I 
believe we have done a good job in 
funding everything that was necessary. 

Let me mention a couple of the main 
points. This subcommittee, with Sen-
ator FEINSTEIN and myself, were in-
strumental in the rebasing effort that 
has occurred in the Department of De-
fense. We are bringing back 70,000 of 
our troops from overseas to be able to 

train in the United States. This was 
part of an overseas basing commission 
bill that Senator FEINSTEIN and I co-
sponsored that was adopted by Con-
gress and results in 70,000 troops com-
ing back—mainly from Germany and 
South Korea. 

That also has had an impact on mili-
tary construction because we found 
when we went overseas that there were 
training constraints in the bases over-
seas. We had capacity in America for 
better training and better opportuni-
ties for families. So in this bill we had 
to address the needs of the military 
construction for those troops that will 
be moving back home over the next 5 
to 6 years. 

In addition, Congress has the respon-
sibility to fund the BRAC. We have a 
time limit for the Department of De-
fense to implement BRAC. That re-
quires building not only in the places 
where troops will be moving in and fa-
cilities that will be needed for addi-
tions to bases, but also to take care of 
the needs of bases that are going to be 
closed. We did fully fund BRAC, and I 
am pleased that we did. It was our re-
sponsibility to do it because we put a 
deadline on the Department of Defense 
for the implementation of BRAC. We 
certainly have to do the required con-
struction in order to meet the deadline. 

Army modularity: We are changing 
the concept. There are smaller fighting 
units now. We have accommodated 
that modularity effort through our 
military construction efforts. Of 
course, in the global war on terror, 
which is the major overlying conflict 
that is going on today with our mili-
tary personnel, we certainly have to 
meet the needs of those who are being 
trained and are going to be deployed in 
the war on terror, and we have to take 
care of their families. 

The military construction section of 
the bill provides over $21 billion for 
construction projects, and it is very 
strong. It is very important in our 
transformation effort that we have in-
creased the end strength of the mili-
tary, as well as changed the types of 
fighting units that we will have in the 
military. So that has also provided re-
quirements for different military con-
struction. We are doing exactly what 
we should be doing in the bill, and we 
worked very closely with the author-
ization committee to assure that their 
priorities and our priorities were the 
same. 

I am very pleased that we also have 
addressed the needs of the Guard and 
Reserve. I have to say—and I think ev-
erybody who knows the subject would 
agree—that the funding needs of the 
Guard and Reserve have not been well 
represented in the Department of De-
fense budget submission in the past be-
cause of other high priorities for our 
defense dollars. But the Guard and Re-
serve are doing so much in the war on 
terror. They are being deployed and re-
deployed. We need to make sure they 
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have the facilities and support they 
need to fulfill their very vital function 
in the war on terror. 

The other part of this bill, which is a 
major responsibility, is, of course, the 
Department of Veterans Affairs. The 
veterans affairs portion of the bill has 
many good features. As we move for-
ward in the process, I am committed to 
continuing to work with my colleagues 
to make sure that every dollar is spent 
wisely and efficiently to serve the 
needs of our veterans. We have ex-
panded resources to treat the types of 
injuries and illnesses that our veterans 
are facing today. We are doing more in 
mental health and trying to help peo-
ple with post-traumatic stress syn-
drome. 

We are trying to make sure our fa-
cilities are kept up. We have a huge 
building program. Minor construction 
will be $751 million. Major construction 
will be $727 million. It is going to be a 
major effort to make sure these facili-
ties are cutting edge. 

Severe trauma and brain injury is an-
other area we are addressing more fully 
in this bill than we ever have before. 
Also, research into prosthetics and the 
use of artificial limbs is another impor-
tant focus because we know more of 
our young soldiers are losing limbs, 
and we need to make sure we are doing 
the very best for them to be able to 
lead normal lives. 

We are doing more research into gulf 
war illness and, as well, geriatric care 
for the older veterans. These are crit-
ical needs. We will never quit looking 
for answers, and this fully funds the re-
search for the areas in which we need 
to do more and better for our veterans. 

We must continue to adapt to the 
types of injuries that our warriors ex-
perience in the different theaters in 
which they serve. We must also prepare 
for future weapons, such as chemical 
and biological, that may be used 
against our soldiers. 

Mr. President, I think every Member 
of Congress shares in the desire to fair-
ly compensate, medically treat, and 
honor the veterans who have sacrificed 
and borne the responsibility of mili-
tary service. The VA provides health 
care free of charge to address any and 
all service-connected illnesses or dis-
abilities, mental or physical, including 
those conditions which may manifest 
decades after military service. 

The VA also provides health care free 
of charge to low-income veterans re-
gardless of service-connected disability 
or illnesses. We always have—and al-
ways will—take care of our Nation’s 
veterans. 

In summary, this Congress has shown 
its resolve time and again to care for 
our men and women in uniform, as well 
as the more than 7 million veterans in 
America. We owe them our gratitude. 
We owe them what they deserve, and 
that is that we take care of their 
needs. 

I appreciate working with Senator 
REED. I appreciate that we have done 
everything we could with the dollars 
we had. I will just note that President 
Bush has said if the bill stays as it is 
now, he plans to sign it so that we can 
implement it quickly. But I do hope as 
we go through the conference process 
and finish the bill on the Senate floor 
that we will keep to the intention of 
the bill, that we will make sure we 
stay within the guidelines we have. 

We have added $4 billion above the 
President’s request already. That 
money is allocated, so there will be rel-
atively few changes I think we should 
make if we are going to expeditiously 
send the bill to the President for his 
signature and assure that he will sign 
it. 

Once again, I thank Senator REED 
and his able staff for accommodating 
me and allowing me to make my state-
ment. I look forward to getting this 
bill out tomorrow and on to the Presi-
dent very soon. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Rhode Island is recognized. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the substitute 
amendment be considered and agreed 
to; that the bill, as thus amended, be 
considered as original text for the pur-
pose of further amendments; and that 
no points of order be considered waived 
by this agreement. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The amendment (No. 2656) was agreed 
to. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I commend 
Senator HUTCHISON for her hard work 
and that of her staff. She has been a 
very positive and laudable member of 
the committee. She has vast experi-
ence, having served on the committee 
many years, and has made a major con-
tribution to this legislation, and she 
should be acknowledged for that con-
tribution. 

Mr. President, this is a critically im-
portant piece of legislation, and I hope 
that the Senate will act on it expedi-
tiously. Both the Department of Vet-
erans Affairs and the veterans service 
organizations have urged prompt ac-
tion on this bill, and the President 
himself has cited the importance of not 
delaying crucial funding for our Na-
tion’s veterans and military forces. 

The Military Construction and Vet-
erans Affairs Appropriations bill funds 
urgently needed investments in the fa-
cilities in which our military forces 
and their families live and work and 
train for battle. It also provides fund-
ing for the benefits and medical care 
acutely needed by our Nation’s vet-
erans. 

The bill before the Senate today pro-
vides a total of $109.2 billion in funding, 
including $64.7 billion in discretionary 
funds. In all, the discretionary funding 
is $4 billion over the President’s budget 
request. As Senator HUTCHISON said, 

the President is prepared to sign the 
legislation as it is. 

Funding for the Department of Vet-
erans Affairs totals $87.5 billion, of 
which $44.5 billion is for mandatory 
programs and $43 billion is for discre-
tionary programs, an increase in dis-
cretionary funding of $3.6 billion over 
the President’s budget request. 

We have independently determined 
additional needs for military construc-
tion and veterans affairs, and we found 
a responsible way to meet these addi-
tional needs. 

More than 70 percent of the in-
crease—$2.6 billion—is for the Veterans 
Health Administration. This increase 
will allow the Department of Veterans 
Affairs to dedicate additional resources 
to deal with spiraling health care needs 
for veterans, including the urgent 
needs of Iraq and Afghanistan war vet-
erans. Chief among needs, in terms of 
widespread impact, is the treatment of 
traumatic brain injury and post-trau-
matic stress disorder. 

The extent of these problems among 
returning veterans—and the strain that 
the treatment of them is placing on the 
Veterans health care system—is only 
now coming to be fully understood. The 
Defense Department estimates that as 
many as 30 percent of returning Iraq 
and Afghanistan war veterans suffer 
from traumatic brain injury or post- 
traumatic stress disorder—or both. 
This is a startling statistic and a loom-
ing crisis that needs to be addressed 
immediately. 

The urgency of this problem was 
among the top findings cited in the re-
port of the President’s Commission on 
Care for America’s Returning Wounded 
Warriors, better known as the Dole- 
Shalala Commission. The commission’s 
report, which was released earlier this 
summer, spotlights the need to aggres-
sively prevent and treat post-trau-
matic stress disorder and traumatic 
brain injury, including preparing for 
the long-term consequences of these in-
juries. 

Many of the veterans wounded in 
Iraq and Afghanistan will require 
years, if not a lifetime, of medical care 
from the Department of Veterans Af-
fairs. And this new influx of veterans is 
occurring at a time when the veterans 
from previous wars are aging and re-
quiring substantial increases in med-
ical services as well as long-term care. 

It is vital that the Department of 
Veterans Affairs have adequate re-
sources to address these emerging and 
unanticipated requirements without 
draining funds from other needed and 
high priority programs, such as long- 
term care for aging veterans. 

Unfortunately, for too long, the 
President’s Office of Management and 
Budget has ignored the financial im-
pact of the wars in Iraq and Afghani-
stan on the Department of Veterans 
Affairs, and has continued to penny 
pinch the Department’s budget. 
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As a result, the Department of Vet-

erans Affairs has struggled over the 
past several years—often unsuccess-
fully—to keep pace with the rising de-
mands for veterans health care. It has 
been Congress that has had to lead in 
providing the resources to bail out the 
Department when its projected health 
care costs fell abysmally short of the 
mark. And it has been Congress that 
has led the effort to provide the De-
partment with more resources for men-
tal health care programs at a time 
when the requirement for such services 
is soaring. 

I am pleased to report that the bill 
before the Senate today corrects the 
deficiencies of the past and provides 
the necessary investment to guide the 
Department into the future. 

And there is more good news for vet-
erans in this bill. This legislation pro-
vides $1 billion over the President’s 
budget request for minor construction 
and nonrecurring maintenance of vet-
erans hospitals and clinics. Last Feb-
ruary—after the President submitted 
his fiscal year 2008 budget request and 
after the deplorable conditions at Wal-
ter Reed Medical Center were re-
vealed—the Veterans Affairs Depart-
ment released a report identifying 
roughly $5 billion worth of deficiencies 
in its facilities system-wide. If we do 
not want to see another Walter Reed 
horror story in veterans’ facilities, we 
need to move aggressively to correct 
these deficiencies, and the funding in 
this bill will allow the Department to 
do so. 

The bill also includes $131 million to 
hire at least 500 new claims processors 
to reduce the growing backlog of vet-
erans’ disability claims. The Veterans 
Benefits Administration currently has 
a backlog of almost 400,000 pending 
claims, with the average claim taking 
almost 6 months to process. In testi-
mony before the Senate Veterans Af-
fairs Committee in March, the GAO 
highlighted the need for the VA to take 
steps to reduce the existing backlog of 
claims and improve the accuracy and 
consistency of decisions. This bill 
takes dead aim at correcting those 
problems. 

I know, as all my colleagues do—be-
cause we get the calls in our State of-
fices from veterans who need help and 
have an unusually long time in which 
their claim is being processed—that 
sometimes the claims are rejected and 
have to be resubmitted or are pending 
appeals. All of this is going to be cor-
rected, and it is going to help the peo-
ple who need help, veterans who need 
access to the veterans system quickly 
and efficiently, and we hope this bill 
will do that. 

On the military construction side, 
which is the other major provision in 
our legislative agenda, the bill provides 
$21.2 billion. While this is a substantial 
increase over last year’s funding level, 
it should be noted that more than half 

of the budget request was to fund the 
2005 base realignment and closure pro-
gram and the President’s Grow the 
Force Initiative. For military con-
struction associated with conventional 
mission requirements, the budget re-
quest, following the trend of the past 5 
years, was basically flatlined, but we 
have two major initiatives—the BRAC 
of 2005 and the new initiative of the 
President to increase principally the 
size of the Army—and those initiatives 
have required additional funding. 

The Senate bill fully funds the Presi-
dent’s $8.2 billion request for BRAC 
2005 and for his Grow the Force Initia-
tive, and it increases funding for the 
regular military construction program 
by nearly $400 million over the Presi-
dent’s request. Especially in a time of 
war, we must not skip on funding the 
basic infrastructure needed to support 
our men and women in uniform. 

The Senate bill also provides $320 
million—that is $100 million over the 
President’s budget request—for the 
BRAC 1990 legacy program. This goes 
back to the prior BRAC in 1990. 

It is important that the Government 
keep its commitment to the commu-
nities affected by prior BRAC rounds 
and ensure that environmental cleanup 
of closed military installations is com-
pleted as thoroughly and rapidly as 
possible. Although it has been nearly 13 
years since the last round of closures 
under the previous BRAC rounds, the 
backlog and environmental cleanup re-
mains at $3.5 billion. At the current 
rate, it will take decades to return 
some of that property to a safe and us-
able condition. In the meantime, af-
fected communities cannot use much 
of the land on which these bases sit. 

I am particularly pleased that this 
bill adds $234.6 million above the Presi-
dent’s budget request for Guard and 
Reserve military construction projects. 
The Guard and Reserve are central 
components of our Nation’s military 
forces. Yet the President’s request for 
military construction to support these 
components has been steadily declin-
ing. The Senate bill corrects that def-
icit. 

Because of the enhanced scrutiny of 
earmarks under the requirements of S. 
1 and the guidance of Chairman BYRD 
and Senator COCHRAN, it is important 
to understand how the military con-
struction portion of this bill is funded. 
The vast majority of military con-
struction funding is project based. 
That means Congress cannot correct 
deficiencies in the President’s budget 
request simply by increasing the top 
line of individual accounts. Military 
construction funding is allocated by 
project and by law. Each and every 
major construction project must be in-
dividually authorized and individually 
funded. The President’s military con-
struction budget request is composed 
primarily of earmarked projects, and 
congressional increases to the budget 

request must also be earmarked for 
specific projects. 

The 2008 Senate bill includes 665 indi-
vidual earmarks, of which 580 were re-
quested by the President. The staff of 
the Military Construction and Vet-
erans Affairs Subcommittee worked 
diligently to identify every earmark in 
the Senate bill. Every Senator was re-
quired to submit to the committee 
both a written request and a letter of 
financial interest before a request 
would be considered. Moreover, the 
military construction title of this bill 
is developed in close coordination with 
the Senate Armed Services Committee, 
and every congressionally directed 
project in the appropriations bill is au-
thorized in the Defense authorization 
bill. The process could not be more 
open and aboveboard. 

It has been reported that the Senate 
bill harbors $6.5 billion in undisclosed 
earmarks, which comprises the funding 
for construction projects in the BRAC 
2005 account. This characterization re-
flects an unfortunate misunder-
standing of the BRAC account which I 
am pleased to clarify for the record. 

Unlike the regular military construc-
tion program, the BRAC account does 
not require line-item authorization and 
appropriation for individual projects. 
Instead, the account receives lump-sum 
funding from which the Defense De-
partment develops a spending plan to 
implement the recommendations of the 
Base Closure and Realignment Com-
mission. Neither Congress nor the De-
fense Department has the authority to 
deviate from the Commission’s rec-
ommendations. It is the policy of this 
committee to not earmark or accel-
erate funding for specific projects with-
in the BRAC account because of the 
complicated domino effect of closing 
and realigning facilities among instal-
lations. Thus, each of the BRAC 2005 
projects identified in the committee re-
port was determined by the adminis-
tration, in accordance with the BRAC 
law. The account includes no congres-
sional earmarks. 

I regret that due to a lack of under-
standing of the BRAC process, the Mili-
tary Construction and Veterans Affairs 
appropriations bill has been used as a 
poster child for undisclosed earmarks. 
Such an assertion is inaccurate on its 
face, but to correct any lingering mis-
conceptions, I have prepared a list of 
the 189 BRAC 2005 projects that were 
published in the report accompanying 
the bill, annotated to show that each 
project, since it was funded through 
the President’s budget request, was re-
quested by the President. 

I ask unanimous consent to have the 
list printed in the RECORD so there can 
be no question as to the origin of these 
projects. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 
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Mr. REED. Mr. President, it has been 

a remarkable process putting this bill 
together, principally because of the 
staff of the subcommittee on both 
sides. I wish to particularly thank 
Christina Evans, B.G. Wright, and Chad 
Schulken for the majority, and Dennis 
Balkham, Chris Heggem, and Yvonne 
Stone for the minority for their hard 
work and cooperative effort to produce 
this bill. 

I believe the 2008 Military Construc-
tion and Veterans Affairs and Related 
Agencies Appropriations Bill is an ex-
cellent piece of legislation, one that is 
needed now, not later. It is needed to 
fund programs that are crucial to our 
national defense, to the defense of the 
Nation, and to the well-being of our 
veterans. I hope and urge that the Sen-
ate quickly pass this bill. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The jun-

ior Senator from Texas is recognized. 
NOMINATION OF JIM NUSSLE 

Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, the Au-
gust recess has given us all an oppor-
tunity to return to our constituents 
and reconnect with the people of our 
States and listen to what is on their 
minds, not just what we hear inside the 
bubble in Washington, DC. For my 
part, the issues I encountered wherever 
I went in Texas were concerns about 
the economy, about jobs, about Gov-
ernment spending. Many people are 
concerned, and given, unfortunately, 
the recent history of the Congress and 
the budget that has already passed, I 
don’t blame them for their concerns. 
There are some very real reasons they 
should remain concerned about taxing 
and spending in the Congress. 

Mr. President, you will recall that in 
2001 and 2003, when Republicans were in 
the majority, Congress passed well- 
timed tax relief that helped the econ-
omy overcome the fallout from cor-
porate accounting scandals of the late 
1990s, the bursting of the tech bubble, 
and the horrific attacks of September 
11, 2001. This well-timed and important 
tax relief put money back into the 
pockets of working families all across 
America, in the pockets of small busi-
nesses and entrepreneurs, and as a re-
sult, the economy has bounced back in 
an incredible and impressive way. 
Items such as bonus depreciation and 
the $100,000 expensing have allowed en-
trepreneurs and small businesses to 
grow, not only helping their owners 
and their families but also creating 
jobs for their community. 

We doubled the child tax credit for 
working parents. We provided tax relief 
to all taxpayers from higher marginal 
tax rates. We reduced the marriage tax 
penalty and protected millions of tax-
payers from the alternative minimum 
tax. We also provided capital gains and 
dividends tax relief for small investors, 
which have helped increase economic 
activity and fill the Government’s cof-
fers. 

We continue to benefit from this tax 
relief we are enjoying by seeing 8.2 mil-
lion new jobs created, nearly 6 years of 
uninterrupted economic expansion, and 
surging tax revenues that have far out-
paced projections and helped lower the 
deficit. In fact, last month, the Con-
gressional Budget Office reported that 
the budget deficit will fall by more 
than one-third this year and is almost 
$20 billion lower than its previous esti-
mate. Meanwhile, it was reported that 
the economy grew by 4 percent last 
quarter alone. 

Unfortunately, there are some on the 
other side of the aisle who want to fix 
what is not broken and roll back the 
progress we have made with the tax re-
lief passed in 2001 and 2003. Instead of 
talking about tax relief for hard-work-
ing Americans, there are those who are 
talking about raising taxes on Ameri-
cans. Instead of talking about sup-
porting the American entrepreneurial 
spirit, some are talking about expand-
ing the size of Government and increas-
ing Government spending. 

First, we passed a budget a few 
months ago that contemplated the 
largest tax increase in our Nation’s 
history, not as a result of the vote of 
Members of the Congress but by allow-
ing the temporary tax provisions I 
mentioned a moment ago to expire 
without taking a single vote. This 
budget stacked the cards against tax-
payers by making it easier for Wash-
ington to raise taxes. Then the Senate 
considered tax policies on a so-called 
Energy bill that produced no new do-
mestic sources of energy. Instead, it 
would have reinforced America’s de-
pendence on foreign energy sources. At 
the same time, we have seen legisla-
tion pass that raises taxes that espe-
cially hits low- and middle-income in-
dividuals hard. 

Next, we saw proposals rejected that 
would have forced Congress to err on 
the side of the people by making it 
more difficult for the Senate to raise 
taxes. For example, a 60-vote point of 
order against legislation that raises in-
come taxes that overwhelmingly 
passed the Senate but was later 
stripped out during the conference 
committee on the budget. 

In addition, some on the other side of 
the aisle have proposed to raise the 
Federal gas tax at a time when the 
price of gasoline remains around $3 a 
gallon. They have also proposed legis-
lation that slaps what I believe could 
accurately be called a competition tax 
on America’s entrepreneurs and small 
businesses by making it more difficult 
to keep capital at home and to attract 
capital from abroad. After all, capital 
formation is the lifeblood of domestic 
job creation. 

Finally, some have actually advo-
cated rolling back the 2001 and 2003 tax 
relief that has done so much good for 
American businesses and provided my 
home of Texas with historically low 
unemployment rates. 

As this chart shows, American work-
ers will have to work 79 days just to 
pay for their Federal taxes this year. 
And that, of course, is on top of the 41 
days to pay their State and local 
taxes—which we can see far exceeds 
any other category, whether it is hous-
ing and household operation or health 
and medical care or transportation, 
clothing, or other items. They are far 
exceeded by the Federal tax bite taken 
out of the average taxpayer’s pay-
check. 

We have been treated to an inter-
esting debate during the Presidential 
primaries already to see how leading 
Presidential candidates compare on 
various tax issues. We have seen pro-
posals from the top Democratic can-
didates to actually raise the individual 
tax rate to 39.6 percent from 35 percent. 
We have seen proposals from the top 
Democratic candidates to tax private 
equity, carried interest at higher ordi-
nary income rates, and we have seen a 
proposal to preserve the death tax. 

On the other hand, top Republican 
candidates have proposed to preserve 
the tax cuts, including the 35 percent 
top rate, preserving the lower capital 
gains rate for carried interest, and we 
see on the bottom the difference in the 
way the top Democratic candidates for 
President and top Republican can-
didates for President would treat cap-
ital gains and other taxes. 

Invariably, it seems as if the dif-
ferences are between those who would 
take more of a tax bite out of the hard- 
earned income of the American tax-
payer and spend more on Federal Gov-
ernment and those who believe the peo-
ple who earn the money deserve to 
keep more of what they earn. This tax 
relief has given rise to an unprece-
dented expansion of the economy and 
job creation beyond some of our 
wildest dreams. 

The politics of tax and spend has un-
fortunately crept back into Wash-
ington and threatened to undo a lot of 
good work that has been done over the 
past several years. One rather con-
fusing example is the recent passage of 
the reauthorization of the Children’s 
Health Insurance Program. This bill in-
creased the CHIP budget by 300 per-
cent, effectively raising taxes to cover 
the expenditure. But this program has 
also increased the scope of CHIP cov-
erage to include families of four with 
an income of more than $80,000, some 
400 percent of the poverty level. This 
creates the double standard of such 
families being in need by CHIP stand-
ards but wealthy under the Tax Code. 
Our laws should never contain such a 
ridiculous double standard. 

This battle for higher taxation and 
fiscal irresponsibility is nowhere more 
evident than it is with the confirma-
tion of Jim Nussle as the head of the 
Office of Management and Budget, a 
nomination we will be voting on later 
today. Despite the progress and eco-
nomic boom that I have described, 
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many Members of Congress are fighting 
against this nomination, even though 
this former chairman of the House 
Budget Committee was a major archi-
tect of these successful tax policies 
which I have described. The House ma-
jority leader even remarked that from 
2001 to 2006 Congress had ‘‘pursued the 
most fiscally irresponsible policies.’’ 
And while our current economy seems 
to contradict that statement, the 
American taxpayer must certainly dis-
agree. 

Congressman Nussle has a long and 
well-established history of financial re-
sponsibility and is considered by many 
to be a leading expert on budget issues 
and the Federal budget process. Con-
gressman Nussle has worked hard to 
try to pass meaningful earmark re-
form, even before it became a popular 
political rallying cry. He was instru-
mental in writing the welfare reform 
bill, and he successfully passed six 
budgets. Finally, Congressman Nussle 
has been repeatedly praised for his 
work on taxes by national organiza-
tions such as Americans for Tax Re-
form, the National Taxpayers Union, 
Citizens Against Government Waste, 
the Council for the Committee on Gov-
ernment Reform, and the National Tax 
Limitations Committee. 

As we move forward, the last thing 
we should do is to reverse the policies 
that have helped bring around Amer-
ica’s economy, reduced the deficit and 
put more money in the pockets of 
Americans. Indeed, we must pursue 
economic policies that encourage 
growth and protect the interests of 
America’s taxpayers. The best way to 
do that is by maintaining the tax relief 
that has already helped millions of 
hard-working Americans and by con-
firming Jim Nussle as head of the Of-
fice of Management and Budget. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor and 
suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CAR-
PER). The clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. KYL. Mr. President, I ask unani-
mous consent that the order for the 
quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. The Senator 
is recognized. 

THE ECONOMY 
Mr. KYL. In just a few minutes, we 

are going to start the discussion of the 
confirmation of Jim Nussle as head of 
the OMB—the Office of Management 
and Budget. And since a lot of what he 
has to work with in terms of budget de-
pends upon decisions we make in the 
U.S. Congress, I thought it might be a 
good time to review some of the eco-
nomic news and information that has 
been coming out over the course of the 
last several days and weeks. The ma-
jority of this information is very en-
couraging for our future, and I will go 
through briefly and explain why it 
matters. 

It shows, first of all, that we had 4 
percent economic growth in the second 
quarter of this year. That is phe-
nomenal and well above the historical 
average. Continuing low unemploy-
ment; now it is 4.6 percent. More than 
8 million jobs have been created in the 
course of the last 5 years. And though 
the stock market has been up and down 
in recent weeks, it is still growing at 
better than 7 percent this year, which 
is very good. In fact, since 2003, the 
stock market has grown at an average 
of 12 percent, which is at about the his-
torical average of the stock market. 
The poverty rate has declined to 12.3 
percent. By contrast, for example, 
under the Clinton administration, it 
averaged 13.3 percent, so it is 4 percent 
lower than it was during that time. 

Clearly, the economic growth that 
has characterized our economy gen-
erally has benefitted many segments of 
our society. Nearly 70 percent of Amer-
icans now own their own homes. That 
is higher than at any time, for exam-
ple, during the previous administra-
tion. And the average home price has 
increased by more than 50 percent 
since 2001, meaning that a home worth 
$200,000 in 2001 is, on average, worth 
about $300,000 today. That kind of ap-
preciation for housing has obviously 
increased the wealth of American 
homeowners by literally billions of dol-
lars. 

Those are just some of the numbers, 
Mr. President, but I think they illus-
trate a very important point, and that 
is that success in the economy is not 
an accident, first of all. We in Wash-
ington need to appreciate that we don’t 
create success. That is created by the 
American people—the entrepreneurs, 
the people who work hard, and the 
thousands, millions, literally, of deci-
sions made every day in working 
through our free market economy. But 
government can also have a big impact 
on whether that success exists or not 
by decisions we make relating to regu-
latory and tax-and-spend policy. And 
what we do here, I think one would 
have to acknowledge, can have a big 
impact on the decisions that working 
Americans and investors make in their 
economic lives. 

It is now undeniable that one of the 
key factors in the economic growth 
that I referred to earlier is the 2001 and 
2003 tax relief passed by the Republican 
Congress and signed by President Bush, 
and it has been a big boon to the econ-
omy. 

Let me explain what we have done to 
create the conditions for growth, in 
other words. We have rewarded work 
and investment through lower tax 
rates. We have refused to punish suc-
cess by taxing the rich even more. We 
have given small businesses financial 
incentives to grow and to add jobs to 
the economy, and we have encouraged 
investors to move their capital around 
efficiently so that businesses can get 
the money they need to grow. 

We need to continue to encourage 
hard work, savings, and investment. 
We need to protect the pocketbooks of 
working families and the cash registers 
of the small businesses by protecting 
them against tax increases. And, frank-
ly, we need to stop wasteful Wash-
ington spending because when Wash-
ington goes on a spending spree, the 
next thing that happens is politicians 
start looking to raise taxes. 

Now, what are the economic plans of 
the Democrats by comparison? Are 
they also aimed at encouraging 
growth? I would, unfortunately, say, 
no, I don’t think so. Under the budget 
that was passed, the Democrats will 
raise taxes by $716 billion. Those new 
taxes would discourage investment, 
punish hard work, and block jobs from 
being created. And repeatedly this year 
the Democratic Congress has overspent 
the budget. The war supplemental in-
cluded billions in agricultural pork 
projects. The omnibus continuing reso-
lution included billions in extra spend-
ing, and the appropriations bills that 
have passed out of the House of Rep-
resentatives and are being considered 
in the Senate are all over the Presi-
dent’s budget request. This is going to 
make Jim Nussle’s job a lot more dif-
ficult. 

And how do the tax-and-spend plans 
of the Democrats help economic 
growth? The answer is simple: not at 
all. The fact is, my Democratic col-
leagues rarely talk about economic 
growth. They don’t claim the $716 bil-
lion in new taxes would be a boost to 
the economy, of course, because it 
wouldn’t. Instead, they advocate new 
taxes and new spending programs and 
just assume that economic growth will 
occur regardless of whether they bust 
the budget and raise taxes on the 
American people. 

It pains me to say it, but I don’t 
think these folks understand why eco-
nomic growth matters to the average 
family. Otherwise they wouldn’t be 
proposing this kind of counter-
productive policy. Let’s look at what 
would happen if we abandoned the cur-
rent economic policies that have en-
abled our economy to grow in the last 
quarter, as I said, at over a 4 percent 
clip. 

If the economy is not expanding, 
there will be very few new jobs. Most 
obvious and painful are the job losses. 
If the economy is contracting, people 
will be losing their jobs. And there is a 
multiplier effect. When one worker 
loses his job, his family and commu-
nity suffer. All the money he or she has 
been earning was either being spent or 
invested. Now, the people relying on 
those dollars suffer as well. Those who 
keep their jobs will see very little wage 
growth, cuts in their benefits, such as 
health care, longer work hours, for ex-
ample, more people working multiple 
jobs and spending even less time with 
their families. 
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You can see the multiplier effect of 

this kind of economic loss. And there is 
a flip side. Without economic growth, 
there is no expansion of existing busi-
ness facilities, such as expansions to 
factories, which would lead to more 
local jobs. No new businesses. For the 
most part, you don’t see large-scale 
business startups during economic 
downturns. And it is not just the po-
tential worker for that company who 
loses out, it is the supplier and vendor 
and every business partner who would 
also have the opportunity to thrive if 
the conditions were better. And your 
retirement suffers. Retirement savings 
don’t grow; 401(k)s and pensions and 
savings accounts remain stagnant and 
can even lose money. Even your Social 
Security suffers because government 
depends on economic growth for in-
creased revenues. With lower Social 
Security tax receipts, the date when 
the Social Security trust fund goes 
bankrupt gets even closer. 

You can talk about these multiplier 
effects all day. They are very real. And 
that is why we have to support policies 
that strengthen economic growth and 
assure that American families continue 
to have opportunity rather than prob-
lems. Economic growth drives higher 
tax revenues to the State and local and 
Federal Government. The economic 
growth since the Republican tax cuts 
went into effect has led to dramatic in-
creases in State and Federal income 
taxes. Think about it—we lowered 
taxes on everyone, but our Federal rev-
enues to the Treasury have increased. 
That just doesn’t happen in times of re-
cession. Just the opposite occurs— 
there are lower tax revenues. 

Even at the local level, with schools, 
for example, and cities—the roads, the 
police, the libraries, the parks—all of 
these things depend upon collecting tax 
revenues. Economic growth is essential 
at all levels of government. So if you 
care about good schools, for example, 
you care about economic growth. 

Let me talk just one more little bit 
about the increase in taxes because 
this is one of the key factors that can 
inhibit economic growth, and it is one 
that concerned me most about the 
budget that was passed by the Demo-
crats. The plan, as I said, is to repeal 
the 2001 and 2003 tax rate reductions— 
that tax relief. Every American bene-
fitted from those tax cuts, so this 
would be a big mistake for two reasons. 

First of all, everyone received some 
benefit. Even those who didn’t pay 
taxes received money back from the 
Federal Government, and we created a 
new 10-percent bracket for the very 
lowest bracket of taxpayers so they 
wouldn’t have to pay as much in taxes. 
So it wasn’t just people at the upper 
economic stratum that benefitted. It 
was all Americans, including even 
some who didn’t pay taxes. 

Second, everyone benefitted not just 
because of the specific relief they got 

but because the economy grew. It was 
John F. Kennedy who said, in 1963, in 
supporting the tax rate cuts that he 
proposed at that time, that a rising 
tide lifts all boats. What he meant by 
that was as economic growth con-
tinues, it helps everybody in our soci-
ety—more jobs created, wages in-
creased, business investment increased, 
and money put back into the commu-
nities. So even if we just passed the tax 
relief for lower income people, our 
economy would still be hurt. Our prior-
ities should be about encouraging eco-
nomic growth and preventing a reces-
sion. High taxes and spending send us 
in exactly the wrong direction. 

Well, Mr. President, let me conclude 
with this thought. We still have chal-
lenges, obviously. We are fighting a 
global war against Islamic extremists. 
It is enormously costly. But that is an-
other reason we need a strong econ-
omy, so people have good jobs and our 
government has the revenue it needs to 
address that conflict. 

While overall inflation is extremely 
low, in certain specific areas, such as 
gasoline prices, they are too high. So 
we need to work on creating energy 
independence and look at the viability 
of alternative fuels. We face rising 
health care costs with insurance pre-
miums that continue to rise. This is a 
big issue, and obviously we are working 
on it. But Republicans know that 
Americans don’t want radical changes 
that turn our health care into some 
kind of Washington-run bureaucratic 
government program—a one-size-fits- 
all. We need patient-centered health 
care in this country. We can debate 
about these specific solutions to these 
other problems, but without a vibrant 
and growing economy producing more 
and more wealth, any of those things 
will be difficult to address. We can help 
solve these problems, but the last thing 
an American family needs is the eco-
nomic policies that would result in 
higher taxes, more spending, and all of 
the devastating consequences of eco-
nomic recession. 

f 

EXECUTIVE SESSION 

NOMINATION OF JIM NUSSLE TO 
BE DIRECTOR OF THE OFFICE OF 
MANAGEMENT AND BUDGET 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate will pro-
ceed to executive session to consider 
the following nomination, which the 
clerk will report. 

The assistant legislative clerk read 
the nomination of Jim Nussle, of Iowa, 
to be Director of the Office of Manage-
ment and Budget. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, there is now 3 hours 
of debate on the nomination, with 2 
hours equally divided between the 
chairman and ranking member of the 

Budget and Homeland Security Com-
mittees, and 1 hour under the control 
of the Senator from Vermont, Mr. 
SANDERS. 

Who seeks recognition? The Senator 
from North Dakota is recognized. 

Mr. CONRAD. Mr. President, we are 
now considering the nomination of 
Congressman Jim Nussle to be the next 
Director of the Office of Management 
and Budget. I will vote against the con-
firmation of Mr. Nussle. I have in-
formed him this morning that I would 
cast that vote. 

I do not make this decision lightly. I 
like Jim Nussle. I worked with him 
when he was the House Budget Com-
mittee chairman. We have always had 
a good personal relationship. But this 
goes beyond a personal relationship; 
this is a question of the fiscal policy of 
the United States. Congressman Nussle 
would be quick to tell you that he has 
been an architect of this fiscal policy. 
Of course, the key architect has been 
the President of the United States, but 
Mr. Nussle has been a strong ally of the 
President in constructing this fiscal 
policy. I believe it is a profound mis-
take for this country and one that sim-
ply must be changed. To send a signal, 
I will cast my vote in opposition to the 
confirmation of Mr. Nussle. 

Let me say, I voted to move his nom-
ination through the Budget Com-
mittee. I said at the time that he is 
clearly qualified, which he clearly is. 
He is, after all, the former chairman of 
the House Budget Committee. But this 
is a question of what policy do we pur-
sue for the future. Congressman Nussle 
has indicated that in fact he is proud of 
the policy that has been put in place. 
That is where we profoundly disagree. I 
believe this is a consequential vote, to 
send a signal on what we believe the 
fiscal policy of the United States 
should be, going forward. 

Here is the record. When the Presi-
dent came into office he inherited a 
surplus. In fact, there was a projected 
surplus at the time of almost $6 trillion 
over the next 10 years. We all know 
what happened. The President turned 
that into massive and record deficits, 
in fact, the largest deficits in our his-
tory. Part of that was because the 
President increased spending and in-
creased it rather dramatically. He in-
creased it from $1.9 trillion a year to 
$2.7 trillion, almost a 50-percent in-
crease. We know Iraq was one part of 
that. He told us at the time that he en-
gaged our forces in Iraq that that 
would cost about $50 billion; the whole 
enterprise in Iraq would cost some $50 
billion. Instead, we are at $567 billion 
and counting. He has already asked for 
another $50 billion which would take us 
over $600 billion committed to Iraq, 12 
times the President’s original esti-
mate. 

At the same time that spending has 
gone up dramatically, revenues of the 
country have basically stagnated and 
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stagnated over a 6- or 7-year period. 
Going back to 2000, you can see that 
real, inflation-adjusted revenues of the 
United States were just over $2 trillion. 
We didn’t get back to that amount 
until last year. This year we are antici-
pating $2.13 trillion in real revenue. 

Spending is up dramatically. Real 
revenue has stagnated. The result is 
deficits and debt have soared and that 
is precisely what has happened. Here is 
the debt of the United States during 
this period. We have gone from $5.8 
trillion at the end of the first year of 
the President’s time in office to $8.9 
trillion in 2007. That is a stunning in-
crease in debt. 

Unfortunately, increasingly it is fi-
nanced from abroad. This is foreign 
holdings of U.S. debt. You can see we 
have gone from a combined total when 
this President took over of just over $1 
trillion of U.S. debt held by foreign en-
tities, and look what has happened dur-
ing this 6 years of this administration. 
He has more than doubled foreign hold-
ings of our debt. 

Some of our friends will say that is a 
sign of strength. I don’t know in whose 
mind that is a sign of strength. Owing 
more countries more money doesn’t 
strike me as a sign of strength. In fact, 
here is the list of the 10 top holders of 
U.S. debt. Japan we now owe over $600 
billion; we owe China over $400 billion; 
we owe the United Kingdom almost 
$200 billion; we owe the ‘‘Oil Export-
ers’’ $120 billion; we owe Brazil, Luxem-
bourg, Hong Kong, Taiwan, South 
Korea and—my favorite—the Caribbean 
Banking Centers. We owe them almost 
$50 billion as of now. 

I am always amused to hear our col-
leagues say they have done this with a 
tax policy that has increased the pro-
gressivity of the tax system. I don’t 
know what calculation would lead to 
you that conclusion. The fact is, in 2006 
alone, those earning over $1 million a 
year got on average a tax cut of almost 
$120,000—for that year alone. Somebody 
earning less than $100,000 got less than 
$700 in tax cuts. 

Again, those earning over $1 million 
a year—and I have nothing against peo-
ple being successful financially. I am 
all for it. I wish the success of this 
country were more broadly shared. 
That would be a good thing. That 
would be a positive value. But I must 
say our friends on the other side are in-
credibly focused on helping the very 
wealthiest among us, so they chose a 
tax policy that gave, on average, to 
those earning over $1 million a year a 
tax cut approaching $120,000 in 1 year. 
That is not my idea of broadly shared 
tax policy, or one that is fair and equi-
table. 

In fact, we know the cost of the 
President’s tax cuts for 2007 alone, ac-
cording to the Congressional Budget 
Office, is $205 billion. That is more 
than the projected deficit. So for this 
year the President’s tax cuts that go 

overwhelmingly to the most wealthy 
among us are totally and completely 
responsible for the deficit. 

The President’s answer is more tax 
cuts. Here is what we are told will hap-
pen if the additional tax cuts the Presi-
dent is seeking and the current tax 
cuts are extended. The additional debt 
that will result is the red part of this 
chart. The green part of the chart is 
the debt if the tax cuts expired or are 
paid for. 

I heard our colleagues on the other 
side say the budget passed by the 
Democrats had big tax increases. No, it 
did not. There was no assumption of a 
tax increase of any kind in the budget 
we passed. In fact, we had very dra-
matic tax relief, tax relief for middle- 
class taxpayers, the continuation of 
the middle-class tax cuts, as well as es-
tate tax reform. We assumed that 
things would be paid for—not with tax 
increases but by closing tax loopholes, 
by going after the tax gap—the dif-
ference between what is owed and what 
is paid—by closing down abusive tax 
shelters. That is precisely what we 
ought to be doing in this country to 
stop the tax scams that have exploded. 

I have also heard that the economy is 
performing splendidly. The problem 
with that is if you compare this recov-
ery to the nine previous recoveries 
since World War II, what you see is 
dramatic underperformance. In fact, if 
you look at real revenues you find we 
are $86 billion short of the typical re-
covery since World War II. 

If we look at job creation, we see we 
are lagging behind the typical recovery 
since World War II by 7.6 million pri-
vate sector jobs. 

On real business investment, the pat-
tern is the same. We are 63 percent be-
hind the typical recovery since World 
War II, in terms of real business invest-
ment. 

In terms of economic growth we see 
the same pattern. The real GDP aver-
age annual growth during the nine pre-
vious business cycles, the nine previous 
recoveries since World War II, is 3.4 
percent; this recovery, a tepid 2.5 per-
cent. This is not an economic record 
one can be proud of or be talking about 
in very positive terms because it is an 
economic recovery that has been 
among the weakest of the nine major 
recoveries since World War II. 

Here is what happens to spending 
under our budget resolution. We take it 
from 20.5 percent of GDP this year 
down to 18.9 percent. This is a fiscally 
responsible budget. 

With respect to the budget resolution 
and the difference between it and the 
President’s plan, we have only 1 per-
cent more spending than the Bush 
budget—1 percent. And where did that 
additional spending go? We put it into 
veterans’ health care, children’s health 
and education. Those ought to be the 
priorities for this country—to take 
care of the veterans to whom we made 

a promise when we sent them off to 
war that they would be cared for. This 
administration did not ask for suffi-
cient resources to keep that promise. 
We did. 

On children’s health care, we said we 
ought to begin a process of trying to 
cover all of the children in this coun-
try. The administration did not agree 
with that priority, nor did they agree 
to expand the support for education 
that we think is required if we are 
going to keep our country No. 1. 

With respect to overall revenues, it is 
very interesting to look at what the 
President called for in his budget. He 
called for $14.826 trillion in revenue. 
That is what he called for in his budget 
scored by his own agency: $14.826 tril-
lion. Our budget called for $14.828 tril-
lion—virtually no difference. When 
they talk about the largest tax in-
crease in history, they are engaging in 
a figment of their imagination. 

If you use CBO scoring for both in-
stead of using the President’s own 
agency to score his own proposal, 
which I think is eminently fair—but if 
you use CBO to score both, we have a 2- 
percent difference in revenues and we 
believe that can be easily achieved by 
closing abusive tax shelters, going 
after these offshore tax havens, and by 
beginning to close this looming tax cap 
gap, the difference between what is 
owed and what is paid, with no tax in-
crease at all. 

Let me conclude by citing Treasury 
Secretary Snow. He acknowledged the 
need for a bipartisan approach to solv-
ing long-term challenges. He said, 
‘‘You can’t do health care reform or 
Social Security reform . . . without a 
bipartisan consensus. If we made a mis-
take, it was not approaching it in more 
of a bipartisan way.’’ 

That is the former Secretary of 
Treasury under this administration la-
menting the fact that they were not 
sufficiently bipartisan. That is pre-
cisely what is needed in this town, is a 
more bipartisan approach to dealing 
with the fiscal challenges facing this 
country. 

I hope very much that this adminis-
tration gets the message that we need 
to change course for the fiscal future of 
our country. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from New Hampshire. 
Mr. GREGG. Mr. President, I wish to 

rise on behalf of supporting Congress-
man Nussle, who has been nominated 
to be head of OMB. I also want to 
thank the chairman of the Budget Sub-
committee for the courteous and pro-
fessional way he always proceeds in 
bringing this nomination forward. He 
could have slow-walked it; he could 
have held it up. He did not. I appreciate 
that. I know Members on our side ap-
preciate that. That is the approach he 
has taken as chairman; he has always 
been fair. We do appreciate that very 
much. 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 11:07 Jul 17, 2017 Jkt 059102 PO 00000 Frm 00022 Fmt 0686 Sfmt 0634 E:\FDSYS\BOUNDRECORD\S04SE7.REC S04SE7ej
oy

ne
r 

on
 D

S
K

30
M

W
08

2P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 B
O

U
N

D
 R

E
C

O
R

D



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 153, Pt. 17 23359 September 4, 2007 
I would note that in his closing state-

ment, he called for bipartisanship. It 
was a bipartisan act on his part to re-
port Mr. Nussle out. It would even be 
more of a bipartisan act if he voted for 
Mr. Nussle. That would be truly a bi-
partisan act. 

Let me note that the debate here is 
not about Congressman Nussle or his 
qualifications. As chairman of the 
Budget Committee in the House, he 
clearly is qualified to do this job. It is 
the President’s prerogative to pick 
whomever he wants to be OMB Direc-
tor; it is really an in-house job, really 
an arm of the White House, and so he 
has tremendous leverage in this area, 
in my humble opinion, latitude in this 
area. 

So really today is going to be more 
about a debate of where the two parties 
stand on economic policies. And there 
are significant differences here. All we 
need to do is to return to the ‘‘scene of 
the crime,’’ otherwise known as the 
Democratic budget which passed this 
Congress, a budget which dramatically 
increased the taxes by $900 billion, a 
budget which dramatically increased 
the spending on the discretionary side 
by $22 billion this year and $205 billion 
over the term of the budget, a budget 
which did not address or even attempt 
to address the most significant prob-
lem we have on the spending side of the 
ledger, which is the issue of how we 
deal with the retirement of the baby 
boom generation and the programs 
which benefit that generation—Medi-
care, Social Security specifically, Med-
icaid to a lesser degree—and the fact 
that those programs are going to drain 
our children and our children’s chil-
dren’s opportunities to be successful 
and to have quality lifestyles because 
the cost of those programs is going to 
simply overwhelm the next generations 
because we will have done nothing as a 
result of the budget that passed this 
Congress under the Democratic leader-
ship to address those issues. 

But before we return to that issue, 
let me just simply highlight a few 
points which I think have been spun a 
little bit by the other side of the aisle, 
which are the issues of what these tax 
cuts which were put in place by this 
President at the beginning of his term 
have done and how the economy has 
grown. 

First off, as a result of these tax 
cuts, in large part, and as a result of 
the economic policies of this adminis-
tration, we have now seen 23—I think it 
is actually 24—consecutive quarters of 
economic growth, which is a pretty 
good experience for our Nation. In ad-
dition, we have added 8.3 million jobs— 
8.3 million jobs. In fact, the mean in-
come of Americans has grown faster 
during the term of this President than 
it did under the term of President Clin-
ton. 

In addition, we have seen that reve-
nues are now exceeding the historic 

projections by significant amounts. We 
have seen in the last 4 years revenue 
increases to the Federal Government 
which have outstripped anything in our 
history as a percentage of growth. His-
torically, revenues to the Federal Gov-
ernment have been about 18.2 percent 
of gross national product. Now they are 
up around 18.6 percent, and they are 
continuing to go up. 

What has caused this huge influx of 
revenues to the Federal Government? 
What has caused it is that we put in 
place a fair tax policy which said to en-
trepreneurial Americans, to working 
Americans: Go out, invest, take risks, 
make this economy grow, create jobs. 
As a result of saying that to American 
entrepreneurs and to working Ameri-
cans, we have seen this economic ex-
pansion. It is an economic expansion 
that has not only benefited the average 
American by giving them a better job 
and more jobs and a higher income rate 
of growth, but it has obviously bene-
fited the Federal Government because 
the Treasury has seen a huge influx in 
revenues from this economic growth, 
which has been energized in large part 
by the tax cuts which were put in place 
in the early part of this administra-
tion. 

Now we see a policy coming forward 
from the other side of the aisle, as de-
fined by their budget, which even they 
admit increased taxes by $400 billion 
over 5 years and arguably increased 
them by $900 billion over 5 years. And 
where are those revenues going to 
come from? Well, if you listen to the 
chairman of the Budget Committee, 
they are just going to come from col-
lecting money debt, from waste and 
fraud. Well, those are classic obfusca-
tions. The simple fact is that we heard 
from the Revenue Commissioner. He 
said he could not collect any more than 
maybe $20 billion or $30 billion in addi-
tion to the revenues we are already col-
lecting over a 5-year period; nowhere 
near $400 billion or $900 billion. 

No, you have to listen to the Demo-
cratic Party’s leadership, not that the 
Senator from North Dakota is not one 
of their leaders; he is, and he is one of 
their best leaders, by the way. But the 
people running for President, what are 
they proposing? Well, they are pro-
posing primarily that we eliminate the 
capital gains rate which was put in 
place, the dividend rate which was put 
in place. Those are the two primary 
places they are proposing raising reve-
nues. But they are also proposing rais-
ing the marginal tax rate. They are 
proposing the Senator LEVIN proposal, 
which would require that we book all 
expenses for tax purposes. They are 
proposing a repeal of carry interest, 
which is a way that entrepreneurs in-
vest and take advantage of that invest-
ment and generate more investment. 
They are proposing to eliminate defer-
rals. Proposal after proposal after pro-
posal is coming out of the Democratic 

candidates for President, almost at a 
rate which makes your head spin. The 
only thing that is coming out faster 
are proposals to spend money. And be-
lieve me, we know because in New 
Hampshire we are listening to all of 
this. 

I had the fortune—good fortune, I 
suppose, or the fortune anyway—to lis-
ten to the Senator from New York, fol-
lowed by the Senator from Ohio, fol-
lowed by the Senator from North Caro-
lina, all coming to New Hampshire in 
sequence. I listened to all three of their 
speeches, and I couldn’t keep up with 
how much money they were going to 
spend because they were proposing so 
many new programs. It was like watch-
ing a whirligig. Every 10 seconds there 
would be a new program, new program, 
new program, followed by taxes, taxes, 
taxes, taxes. 

Well, I think one thing we should 
have learned, both from the experience 
of President Kennedy and President 
Reagan and now President Bush, is 
that when you start to raise taxes on 
those who are willing to take risks and 
invest and as a result create jobs in 
this economy, you slow the rate of 
growth of the economy. Why is that? It 
is human nature. You also slow the 
rate of growth of revenues to the Fed-
eral Government. Why is that? It is 
human nature. You raise taxes on peo-
ple and they will change their eco-
nomic activity to try to avoid taxes. It 
has been proven year in and year out. 
You get tax rates to a certain level and 
people simply don’t invest in taxable 
activities. Thus, they misuse capital. It 
is inefficiently used, so fewer jobs are 
created, less economic activity occurs. 
If you increase taxes, people will invest 
in a way to try to avoid paying taxes, 
and thus the revenues to the Federal 
Government will drop off. 

OMB, Joint Tax all estimated that 
when this capital gains cut rate was 
put in place at 15 percent, that over a 
5-year period there would be a $3 bil-
lion loss. They used a static model. 
They used 1950 economics, they used 
Galbraith thought, Harvard thought, 
Princeton thought on what economics 
is, which basically says that if you just 
raise taxes, you get more revenues. 
They missed the Chicago school, I 
think, they missed the Kennedy 
school—I mean by that John Kennedy 
himself, the President—they missed 
the Reagan school, which has proven 
by fact that when you cut taxes on pro-
ductive activity to a reasonable level, 
you create more productive activity. 
So instead of having a $3 billion loss of 
revenue over that 5-year period, which 
was what we were told we were going 
to have, we have had a $100 billion in-
crease over the estimates over that pe-
riod in capital gains revenue. Huge ex-
pansion. That is, quite honestly, why 
the deficit has come down dramati-
cally. These are the numbers here. 

Equally interesting—and we hear 
this on the other side: Well, the tax 
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was for wealthy people; they are the 
ones who got the tax break. Well, yes, 
that is true. But why is that? Well, it 
is because the top 20 percent of Ameri-
cans pay the taxes, for a large part. 
Eighty-five percent of American in-
come taxes are paid by the top 20 per-
cent—85 percent. Eighty-five percent of 
American income taxes are paid by the 
top 20 percent of income receivers in 
our economy. If you are in the top 20 
percent, you are paying the taxes. So if 
there is a tax reduction, you are prob-
ably going to get that reduction. That 
is not the issue. The issue is, Are the 
top 20 percent paying a fair share? 

Well, under the Clinton administra-
tion—and I do not think anybody on 
the other side of the aisle is going to 
argue that the Clinton administration 
was pro the high-income individual in 
the sense of tax policy—under the Clin-
ton administration, 81 percent of the 
taxes in America were borne by the top 
20 percent. But under the Bush admin-
istration, 85 percent of the tax burden 
of America is now borne by the top 20 
percent. So the Bush administration 
has actually made the tax laws more 
progressive. Why is that? Human na-
ture. If you create a fair tax policy, 
people will pay taxes. If you have an 
unfair tax policy, where taxes are too 
high, such as what is proposed by the 
other side of the aisle, in the area of 
dividends, capital gains, marginal 
rates, expensing, carry interest, you go 
on and on and on, people do tax avoid-
ance, they invest in shelters, they go 
out and buy cattle that do not exist or 
subways that do not exist. That is inef-
ficient for the economy, it does not 
create jobs, and it reduces revenues. 
What the Bush administration under-
stands, what the John Kennedy admin-
istration understood, what the Ronald 
Reagan administration understood, is 
that when you create a tax policy 
which is fair, high-income people pay 
more taxes, and that is the way it is 
today. 

There is another interesting thing 
about the Bush tax policy. The bottom 
40 percent, the people in the bottom 40 
percent of incomes in this country, 
they actually do not pay income taxes 
as a group. Individuals obviously do, 
but as a group they do not pay income 
taxes. Under the Clinton administra-
tion, they got 1.6 percent of benefits 
back because they got the earned-in-
come tax credit. Under the Bush ad-
ministration, they are getting almost 
twice that back under the earned-in-
come tax credit. So not only do you 
have the high-income people paying 
more in taxes as a percentage of the 
total, but you have the people in the 
moderate income and lower income 
levels actually getting more back from 
the income taxes. That is called pro-
gressivity. That is what you want in a 
tax system—progressivity that pro-
duces revenue, revenue at historic 
rates. So this argument that we do not 

have a reasonable tax policy in place 
that is generating revenues is a little 
bit—it flies in the face of fact, espe-
cially on the issue of capital gains and 
dividends. 

Remember something else about cap-
ital gains and dividends: dispropor-
tionate benefiters from the capital 
gains rate and dividend rate are sen-
iors. It is seniors who have capital 
gains income as they sell their homes 
in which they have lived all of their 
lives and move on to some other life-
style; it is seniors who have dividend 
income because they have fixed in-
comes and they have left their earning 
jobs. So when these folks on the other 
side of the aisle who are being spoken 
for by their leadership who are running 
for President call for a dividend in-
crease and the capital gains increase, 
they are calling for an increase of taxes 
on our seniors, no doubt about that. 

Now, there have been some other ar-
guments made here, returning to the 
scene of the crime, as I said, the Demo-
cratic budget. There has been a claim 
that they used pay-go as a way to dis-
cipline spending around this place. 
Pay-go. Pay-go. ‘‘Swiss-cheese-go’’ 
should be the term, ‘‘Swiss-cheese-go.’’ 
Every time they have a spending pro-
gram around here that they want to 
spend money on, pay-go disappears. 
Where did it go? I do not know where it 
went. Maybe it went under this desk 
somewhere. Maybe it is under this 
desk. But it is not around here when-
ever we are trying to spend money. 
There is no enforcement. Look at these 
bills which have been brought out just 
this year which should have been sub-
ject to pay-go, which have not been 
subject to pay-go—bill after bill after 
bill, the worst being, of course, the 
SCHIP bill that was just brought out 
before we departed, but there are other 
ones. There is a whole series of them. I 
won’t go through them; they are too 
numerous to even mention any more. 
So let’s hear no more about this pay-go 
as being a budget enforcement mecha-
nism. It is a nice phrase. It was used 
aggressively by all of the people who 
ran for the Senate in the last election 
on the Democratic side of the aisle as 
the way they were going to discipline 
spending around this place. It has not 
been used to discipline spending at all, 
and it won’t be in the future. 

Now, what we are talking about here 
is very simple. The budget brought for-
ward by the other side of the aisle in-
creased taxes over what the President 
probably would have had to do because 
of the AMT issue by at least $400 bil-
lion, probably closer to $450 billion. It 
then turned around and spent those tax 
increases to the tune of somewhere 
around $210 billion plus. In addition, it 
did not address entitlement spending, 
which is the key issue that confronts 
the United States as a nation. It did 
nothing about disciplining our own fis-
cal house by putting in place proce-

dural mechanisms which would allow 
us to discipline. 

I find the argument that the reason 
people are going to vote against Con-
gressman Nussle to be Director of the 
OMB because of the fiscal policies of 
this President to be a bit disingenuous. 
Is it that they don’t like 23 quarters of 
fiscal expansion and growth? Is it that 
they don’t like 8.5 million new jobs? Is 
it that they don’t like revenues being 
at an historic increase over the last 4 
years and now being up to about 18.7 
percent of gross national product, 
which exceeds the norm? Is it that they 
don’t like the fact that seniors now 
have a reasonable tax rate on their 
capital gains and a reasonable tax rate 
on their dividends? It must be because 
that is the economic policy they are 
claiming has not worked and isn’t ap-
propriate and, therefore, they are going 
to vote in protest against Congressman 
Nussle. 

In my view, I hope Congressman 
Nussle continues these policies. I hope 
the President will move down the road 
of fiscal discipline and will continue to 
give us a tax policy which is fair, bal-
anced, reduces revenue for the Federal 
Government, gives entrepreneurs a rea-
son to go out there and work and take 
risks and thus create jobs for Ameri-
cans and giant revenue increases for 
the Government. 

I yield the floor and reserve the bal-
ance of our time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mrs. 
MCCASKILL). The Senator from North 
Dakota. 

Mr. CONRAD. At this point, I yield 8 
minutes to the Senator from North Da-
kota. 

Mr. DORGAN. I ask unanimous con-
sent that following my presentation, 
Senator SANDERS be recognized. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. DORGAN. I thank my colleagues 
for their courtesy. 

Madam President, I sat here enor-
mously entertained by my friend from 
New Hampshire. It was an almost unbe-
lievable presentation. I will deal with a 
couple of points in a few minutes. 

Let me first say we have the nomina-
tion in front of us of former Congress-
man Nussle, who was part of the crowd 
who early on in this administration, as 
a new administration took shape, came 
to town with their allies in Congress, 
including Congressman Nussle, and 
said: We see at the end of the Clinton 
administration very large, proposed, 
projected budget surpluses. Let’s put in 
place very large tax cuts, mostly to 
wealthy Americans. 

Some of us said: Maybe that is not 
the conservative way to do things. 
Maybe we should wait a bit and see 
whether the actual surpluses do mate-
rialize. 

No, no, they said. We are going to 
stick in these big tax cuts, most to 
wealthy Americans, because that is the 
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way things work. We believe in the 
trickle down theory. 

Guess what. That crowd had their 
way. I didn’t vote for it, but they had 
their way. Mr. Nussle, the nominee, 
chairman of the House Budget Com-
mittee, the President, and others in 
the team had their way. The result, of 
course, we all understand: A $5.6 tril-
lion projected budget surplus was 
turned in to a projected deficit of $3 
trillion. That is during Mr. Nussle’s 
time. 

There was actually one person in the 
crowd who didn’t go along with it. He 
got fired. His name was Paul O’Neill. 
Paul O’Neill said he tried to warn the 
administration that the growing budg-
et deficits expected to top hundreds of 
billions of dollars posed a threat to the 
economy. The Vice President, Mr. CHE-
NEY, said, quoting from the book that 
was written about this: 

You know, Paul, Reagan proves that defi-
cits don’t matter. 

That is the crowd we are talking 
about, deficits don’t matter. That 
comes from the Vice President, but it 
could have come from the nominee be-
fore us because it is all part of the 
same crowd, believing in the same 
thing. 

It is fascinating to me that the pre-
vious speaker talked about how won-
derful things are going. This economic 
engine of ours is purring just fine. I 
guess it is, if you live in the right 
neighborhood and drive the right vehi-
cle. A whole lot of folks got up this 
morning to work hard all day, struggle 
to pay their bills. They are the kind of 
people who know about seconds. They 
know about second shifts, second job, 
second hand, second mortgage, and 
they take second place every single day 
when we have this debate on the Sen-
ate floor by people such as my col-
league who said things are going well 
for everybody. 

Let me describe what we have in our 
Tax Code. The second wealthiest man 
in the world, Mr. Warren Buffett, a 
man I greatly admire, said he thinks 
our Tax Code doesn’t work at all. He 
said: If this is class war, my side is 
winning. The second richest man in the 
world says he pays a lower income tax 
rate than the receptionist in his office. 
He thinks that is wrong. So do I. Why? 
Because my colleague is describing his 
philosophy. We need to reward invest-
ment. 

How about rewarding work for a 
change? The philosophy on the other 
side is, let’s exempt income from in-
vestment and tax work. Why is work 
less worthy than investment? Tell me. 
You think this works well. You believe 
this system this crowd has put to-
gether makes sense? When the second 
richest man in the world says: By the 
way, this system allows me to pay a 
lower tax rate than the receptionist in 
my office, are you proud of that? That 
is what you are bragging about? 

And spending, I keep seeing the dis-
jointed fingers point to the Democratic 
side on spending. There is no one who 
has proposed more spending in the his-
tory of this country than the Bush ad-
ministration. Certainly, no one has 
proposed higher and larger deficits in 
the history of this country than this 
administration. So it is a little tired 
for us to hear about big spending. No 
one can match the big spending habits 
of this administration. 

One more point: We have in front of 
us in this Chamber a $145 billion pro-
posal for additional emergency funds 
for the Department of Defense for Iraq 
and Afghanistan. We read in the paper 
recently there is another $50 billion ex-
pected on the way which means there 
will be in front of us $195 billion in re-
quested funding by this President for 
the war in Iraq and Afghanistan. Inci-
dentally, he proposes it all be judged as 
an emergency so none of it has to be 
paid for. So we will continue to send 
soldiers to war and then ask them to 
come back to pay down the debt be-
cause we didn’t as a country decide to 
do it. This President didn’t want to do 
it. This President said: I want all of 
that money on an emergency basis. 
Talk about a fiscal policy that is out of 
balance, one that lacks values, one 
that I think shortchanges American 
workers, one that certainly short-
changes this country’s future—this is 
the policy. 

The fact is, this nominee is a signifi-
cant part of the engine for that policy. 
He served as chairman of the House 
Budget Committee for 6 years during 
the period of the origination of this 
policy. Three of those 6 years they 
couldn’t even get a budget together. 
Three of those years had the highest 
budget deficits in history, and we still 
hear people bragging about the content 
of that fiscal policy? Are they kidding? 
It is unbelievable. It is, I suppose, be-
cause we all get up and shower in the 
morning before putting suits on. Those 
people who shower in the evening after 
a hard day’s work, they don’t have it 
quite so good. The fact is, they are the 
ones who pay the bills, pay taxes, 
struggle to make ends meet. 

Talk about creating jobs in these 
years. The job creation is anemic with 
this administration. Take a look at the 
number of jobs created over the years 
of this administration and evaluate 
what we needed to create to keep pace. 
We are not anywhere close to that. 

Finally, all this debt that has been 
racked up by this crowd with this fiscal 
policy, guess who holds a substantial 
amount of that debt. We borrow money 
from China and Japan to finance a war 
in Iraq. That is unbelievable to me. 

From my standpoint, I don’t intend 
to vote for this nominee. It is not so 
much about this nominee. I generally 
vote for a President’s choices for the 
Cabinet. But in this case, it is time for 
us to decide to send a message, a mes-

sage the American people already un-
derstand: This fiscal policy doesn’t 
work. This fiscal policy is built on a 
foundation of quicksand. We already 
know the result. We see it year after 
year after year. 

I intend to vote against this nomi-
nee. My hope is that, perhaps through 
this debate, we will decide there is a 
better fiscal policy, one that requires 
responsibility. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from North Dakota. 
Mr. CONRAD. Madam President, I 

ask unanimous consent that we now go 
to Senator WYDEN for 8 minutes, fol-
lowed by Senator COLLINS for 10 min-
utes, Senator LIEBERMAN for 10 min-
utes, and then to Senator SANDERS for 
his time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The Senator from Oregon. 
Mr. WYDEN. Madam President, a 

week ago there was a Government re-
port that said more about what is 
ahead for the Federal budget than any-
thing else. The Census Bureau reported 
a moral abomination. Here in the rich-
est country on Earth, more than 2 mil-
lion additional Americans are without 
health insurance. With many more citi-
zens one health premium rate hike 
away from joining the ranks of the un-
insured, the next Director of the Office 
of Management and Budget must face 
up to a stark fact. America’s dysfunc-
tional health care system, with its ris-
ing costs, hefty increases in chronic ill-
ness and unique hardship for employ-
ers, will drive the future of Medicare, 
Medicaid, and Social Security, our 
largest domestic Government pro-
grams. 

At his confirmation hearing, the 
Washington Post reported that Jim 
Nussle repeatedly said how honored he 
would be to continue to discuss the 
issues raised that morning. My mes-
sage today for the nominee is straight-
forward. If Jim Nussle wants the posi-
tion of director of OMB to be more 
than an honorary title, he is going to 
have to work with the Congress on a 
bipartisan basis on critical issues such 
as fixing health care, the premier do-
mestic issue of our time. He cannot do 
that job without bipartisanship. 

I suggest there are several opportuni-
ties for just that. Senator BAUCUS, Sen-
ator GRASSLEY, Senator ROCKEFELLER, 
and Senator HATCH have worked hard 
to expand coverage for our Nation’s 
youngsters. The administration has in-
dicated they would veto that legisla-
tion. I hope if Jim Nussle is confirmed 
as the head of the Office of Manage-
ment and Budget, he will be a voice for 
bringing all sides together and bringing 
together all sides quickly to get that 
legislation passed and provide addi-
tional protection for our youngsters. If 
that is accomplished, then it would be 
possible late this fall to move on to 
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broader legislation to fix health care. I 
and Senator BENNETT, in the first bi-
partisan health reform bill brought to 
the Senate in more than 13 years, have 
proposed legislation, which has also 
been sponsored by Senators NELSON, 
GREGG, and ALEXANDER, that addresses 
other key issues such as the Tax Code 
in American health care. 

The Tax Code today disproportion-
ately favors the richest and promotes 
inefficiency at the same time. We have 
largely sick care in America, not 
health care. Medicare Part A will pay 
thousands for seniors’ hospital bills, 
and then Medicare Part B will pay 
hardly anything for prevention. 

The administration would have the 
opportunity to work with Democrats 
and Republicans on a bipartisan basis 
to fix health care if someone such as 
Jim Nussle, confirmed as the head of 
Office of Management and Budget, 
wanted to change course with the ad-
ministration’s previous priorities. 

In his hearing in the Budget Com-
mittee, I noted Jim Nussle was inter-
ested in a number of key domestic 
issues in working for reforms. In my 
fair flat tax legislation, for example, 
we take away the discrimination 
against work in the Tax Code. Jim 
Nussle indicated he would be willing to 
work on tax reform and maybe can 
convince an administration that has 
not given the issue the time of day to 
get back to it. 

So it is my hope, having voted for the 
nominee in the committee because he 
pledged he would work on bipartisan 
issues such as health care and tax re-
form, to give him that opportunity. I 
have disagreed and disagreed pro-
foundly with the administration’s pri-
orities, particularly as they relate to 
health care and taxes. It has been my 
sense—because in the Senate if you 
want to get anything done that is im-
portant, it has to be bipartisan—we 
need individuals to step up and say 
they are going to try to bring both 
sides together. My colleagues have 
mentioned that has not been the 
record, unfortunately, of Congressman 
Nussle in the past. But he told us at his 
confirmation hearing on key domestic 
issues—the domestic issues that are 
going to drive the future of America’s 
economy—he would be willing to work 
in a bipartisan kind of way. We have 
given him that opportunity. We have 
given him that opportunity on the 
CHIP legislation, with four Senators 
working in a bipartisan way to help 
America’s youngsters. Senator BEN-
NETT and I and Senators ALEXANDER 
and GREGG and NELSON are giving that 
opportunity for broader health care re-
form as well. 

My hope is Jim Nussle will do what 
he pledged to do in his confirmation 
hearing, which is to work with both 
sides of the aisle so we do not waste an-
other 2 years. That is really the alter-
native—just to say we are pretty much 

done until after the next election. Sen-
ator BENNETT and I do not want to do 
that on fixing American health care. 
We have Senators who do not want to 
do that on the CHIP legislation. Be-
cause it is my hope Jim Nussle will try 
to work in a bipartisan way on these 
issues, I intend to vote for the nominee 
this afternoon. 

Madam President, I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Maine. 
Ms. COLLINS. Madam President, I 

rise in support of the nomination of 
Congressman Jim Nussle to serve as 
the Director of the Office of Manage-
ment and Budget. 

The Congressman served his Iowa dis-
trict in the House through eight Con-
gresses, chairing the House Budget 
Committee for the last three. During 
that time and in his testimony before 
both the Budget Committee and the 
Homeland Security and Governmental 
Affairs Committee, the Congressman 
demonstrated an encyclopedic grasp of 
the Federal budget, skill in the legisla-
tive process, and an understanding of 
the importance of good relationships 
between the executive branch and Con-
gress. 

A spirit of cooperation has seldom 
been so needed as it is right now. Much 
unfinished work on the appropriations 
bills awaits us. Before the end of next 
year, the work of transitioning to a 
new administration will begin. Regard-
less of which party occupies the White 
House, America will have moved stead-
ily closer to a looming fiscal crisis as 
baby boom demographics collide with 
unfunded entitlement obligations. De-
vising a fiscal policy that will honor 
our commitments and meet vital needs 
without throttling economic growth 
will be a huge challenge for the Federal 
Government. I believe Congressman 
Nussle can help us meet that challenge. 
With his blend of knowledge, experi-
ence, and personal engagement—he 
told our committee in July: ‘‘I love the 
budget’’—Congressman Nussle can help 
us define issues, illuminate choices, 
and debate decisions. His endorsements 
by Senator TOM HARKIN and by House 
Democratic Budget Committee Chair-
man SPRATT, as well as the over-
whelming votes he received from both 
the Budget Committee and the Home-
land Security Committee, demonstrate 
a bipartisan consensus for this nomi-
nee. 

As the Presiding Officer understands 
better than many people, budgets, of 
course, are not the only concern of the 
Office of Management and Budget. 
OMB also assists the President in de-
veloping and executing policies and 
programs. In particular, OMB is in-
volved with legislative, regulatory, 
procurement, e-government, and man-
agement issues. It is not only a locus of 
authority within the executive branch 
but also a critical interface between 
the President and Congress, helping to 

set direction for the mechanisms of 
Government. 

As Director of OMB, Congressman 
Nussle would have great influence on a 
number of important policy issues 
aside from helping to formulate and 
present the President’s budget. 

One of these critical issues is the 
amount of waste and the lack of effec-
tive oversight in Federal contracting. 
The committee which I was privileged 
to chair and now am the ranking mem-
ber of, with Senator LIEBERMAN as our 
chairman, held extensive hearings last 
year on the disaster responses on the 
gulf coast and also on contracting op-
erations in Iraq and Afghanistan. We 
found the problems of waste, fraud, and 
abuse in Federal contracting are enor-
mous. Here are just a few examples: 

We found that trailers bought to 
shelter disaster victims following Hur-
ricanes Katrina and Rita were 
undeployable in the areas where they 
were most needed. 

We found repeated pipeline-laying at-
tempts in Iraq used techniques un-
suited to the terrain. We found prob-
lems in Iraq and Afghanistan, such as 
$2.3 million in contracts for the Bab-
ylon Police Academy in Iraq which was 
spent unnecessarily or without proper 
accounting and schools built in Af-
ghanistan that collapsed under the 
weight of the first snow. 

Unfortunately, the examples of poor 
process and outrageous outcomes in 
our contracting system are legion, and 
they are not confined to disaster re-
sponse or operations in Iraq and Af-
ghanistan. That is why several of us on 
the committee—Senators LIEBERMAN, 
AKAKA, CARPER, COLEMAN, MCCASKILL 
and I—have joined in authoring legisla-
tion to improve our procurement sys-
tem to obtain better value for tax-
payers’ dollars. I am hopeful our legis-
lation, which was reported favorably 
by the committee on August 1, will 
soon be taken up by the full Senate. It 
would increase competition, trans-
parency, and accountability in Govern-
ment contracting and address the crit-
ical shortage of qualified Government 
procurement personnel. 

This issue is obviously a high pri-
ority for me, and I am encouraged by 
the Congressman’s responses to my 
questions. They demonstrate his com-
mitment to working to resolve the con-
cerns many of us have about wasteful 
spending in Government contracting. 

He spoke of ‘‘a broad range of issues 
that are in need of careful attention, 
including enhancing competition, 
strengthening the workforce, and im-
proving transparency and account-
ability.’’ I view this response by Con-
gressman Nussle as an encouraging 
sign of a shared viewpoint on the need 
to improve performance in an area that 
accounts for more than $400 billion a 
year in spending. 

I was, however, less heartened by 
Congressman Nussle’s responses to 
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questions about the Department of 
Homeland Security’s grants for State 
and local programs, for assistance to 
firefighters, and for emergency man-
agement performance. These programs 
face great cuts under the budget pro-
posed by the administration. Fortu-
nately, we have acted to reject some of 
those proposed cuts and to respond in a 
more appropriate way. 

The DHS defense of these proposed 
cuts noted that substantial unexpended 
funds from prior years are still ‘‘in the 
pipeline.’’ Congressman Nussle appears 
to share the DHS view that this factor 
mitigates proposed budget cuts. As the 
National Governors Association has 
pointed out, however, planning and co-
ordination to deal with new grants and 
the procurement process all take time, 
so that not every granted dollar can be 
swiftly committed. The Governors fur-
ther note that States are, in fact, 
meeting statutory deadlines for obli-
gating and expending funds. 

Homeland security grants are a crit-
ical factor in strengthening the Na-
tion’s security. These funds allow 
States and localities to fund planning, 
equipment, training, and exercises to 
prevent terrorist attacks; support in-
telligence gathering and information 
sharing through fusion centers; estab-
lish interoperable communications sys-
tems; prepare for mass-casualty inci-
dents; and expand citizen involvement 
in all-hazards emergency preparedness. 

I would encourage the Congressman, 
should he be confirmed—and I hope he 
will be—to reexamine the facts and fig-
ures on homeland security grants, par-
ticularly as we move into a new budget 
cycle for fiscal year 2008. States and 
communities must receive adequate as-
sistance to conduct their critical roles 
in helping to prevent terrorist attacks 
and respond to emergencies of all 
types. 

Turning from budget to management 
issues, I was also interested in Con-
gressman Nussle’s views on Federal 
agency performance as measured by 
the President’s Management Score-
card. For most agencies, the weak spot 
is financial management. Indeed, poor 
financial management hobbles overall 
planning, management efforts, and the 
wise use of taxpayers’ dollars in far too 
many agencies. At a time when making 
good use of every tax dollar is critical, 
it is simply intolerable for any agency 
to be unable to track how, when, for 
what purpose, and with what result it 
spends the taxpayers’ money. 

In March of 2007, the OMB scorecard 
showed that 14 of 26 agencies received 
unsatisfactory marks in financial per-
formance. But here is what is perhaps 
most ironic and most troubling: OMB 
itself, to my dismay, had the worst rat-
ings of any agency surveyed, receiving 
unsatisfactory scores in four out of five 
areas. 

While noting various agencies’ im-
provements in issuing timely financial 

statements, reducing auditor-identified 
weaknesses, and obtaining clean audit 
opinions, Congressman Nussle told us, 
‘‘We should not be satisfied if any Fed-
eral agency has unsatisfactory finan-
cial performance.’’ Indeed, we shall 
not. 

I would note that Congressman 
Nussle told our committee that he con-
siders OMB’s management-scorecard 
rankings as ‘‘unacceptably low’’ and he 
has pledged to work to improve them 
as Director of OMB. I welcome that 
commitment, not simply because OMB 
should stand as an example to other ex-
ecutive branch agencies but also be-
cause its critical work with those agen-
cies and with Congress demands high 
levels of efficiency and effectiveness. 

Madam President, I conclude by say-
ing that the Homeland Security and 
Governmental Affairs Committee did 
an in-depth review of the Congress-
man’s qualifications and experience 
and background for this important po-
sition. We grilled him on a whole range 
of issues: on matters ranging from pay- 
go principles and the alternative min-
imum tax to low-income heating as-
sistance, to an issue of particular con-
cern to my constituents, and that is 
the funding of Navy shipbuilding. 
While many policy disagreements will 
naturally arise in any such discussion, 
I believe there was broad agreement 
within our committee that Congress-
man Nussle has demonstrated, both in 
his long service in the House and in the 
nomination process, that he is well in-
formed on the issues, highly qualified 
for the position, alert to other points 
of view, and will work closely with 
Congress as we tackle the enormous 
fiscal challenges facing this Nation. 

I believe Congressman Nussle would 
be an effective Director of the Office of 
Management and Budget, and I urge 
my colleagues to support his nomina-
tion. 

Thank you, Madam President. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Connecticut. 
Mr. LIEBERMAN. Madam President, 

I rise today to express my intention to 
support the nomination of Congress-
man Jim Nussle as the next Director of 
the Office of Management and Budget. 

I do so because Congressman Nussle, 
in my judgment, falls comfortably 
within the standard I have set as I have 
had the honor to dispatch my responsi-
bility under the advice and consent 
clause of the Constitution. To state it 
in nonconstitutional terms, I have al-
ways felt the standard I should apply is 
not whether I would present this nomi-
nee to the Senate—because under the 
Constitution that is not the Senate’s 
responsibility; it is the President’s au-
thority and responsibility—the ques-
tion would be, in dispatching my re-
sponsibility under the advice and con-
sent clause, Do I conclude this indi-
vidual whom the President has nomi-
nated is within an acceptable range for 

the particular job for which he has 
been nominated? On that basis, I have 
reached a conclusion that I will vote to 
support Congressman Nussle’s nomina-
tion. 

I speak in my individual capacity, 
but I also obviously am honored to be 
the chair of the Homeland Security and 
Governmental Affairs Committee, and 
will note for the RECORD that there 
were no negative votes in our com-
mittee on this nomination, and there 
was one abstention. 

This nomination would be a signifi-
cant one no matter when it came be-
fore the Senate for a vote, because the 
Office of Management and Budget is a 
very significant and powerful office in 
our Government. But fate brings Mr. 
Nussle’s nomination before us at a very 
important and challenging fiscal time 
in Washington and for our country. The 
fact is that in less than a month, Con-
gress must enact 12 appropriations bills 
to fund the vital functions of the Fed-
eral Government for the fiscal year be-
ginning October 1. We have much work 
ahead of us. It is difficult work, and it 
has been complicated by the numerous 
veto threats emerging from the White 
House about these appropriations bills. 
Some, as the Chair well knows, have 
even speculated that the ensuing con-
frontation will lead yet again to a 
shutdown of parts of the Federal Gov-
ernment. I hope not, because no one 
gains from such stalemate and such 
shutdowns. 

To meet our obligations to the Amer-
ican people, in this, as in so much else, 
we must reach across the partisan di-
vide—as voters have so often made 
clear they want us to do. In this case, 
that means we must have a new Direc-
tor of OMB who is not just competent 
but who is constructive. He must be a 
consensus builder, a willing partner 
with Congress, a mediator between the 
executive and legislative branches, 
working to solve problems and to ac-
commodate legitimate differences of 
opinion. He must be a fiscal expert, but 
he must in the weeks ahead also be a 
statesman. 

I support this nomination of Con-
gressman Nussle, but I do so with the 
understanding that the Congressman 
will have to exercise the full measure 
of his diplomatic skills at both ends of 
Pennsylvania Avenue to help bring the 
fiscal year 2008 budget and appropria-
tions process to a satisfactory conclu-
sion. There is a lot on the line in our 
achieving that end in a responsible and 
appropriate way. The Nation counts on 
it, but a lot of individual citizens of 
our Government who rely either on the 
security the Government provides or 
the services the Government provides 
count on us as well. 

We are a nation at war. Our soldiers 
in the field need critical funding to en-
sure their safety and the success of 
their mission. We are a nation still 
under threat of terrorist attack here at 
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home. Resources for our homeland se-
curity and for our first responders 
must be sufficient—more sufficient, I 
would add, in joining with Senator 
COLLINS on this—than the administra-
tion has provided to date, to allow our 
first responders and homeland protec-
tors to do the jobs we expect them to 
do for us with the proper equipment 
and the proper training. We are a na-
tion with an aging infrastructure. The 
Minneapolis bridge collapse last month 
was a clear warning that we cannot ig-
nore the highway and transportation 
systems that move people and com-
merce in our dynamic and complex so-
ciety. We have children going to 
schools across this country who depend 
on the investment the Federal Govern-
ment makes in their education. We 
have senior citizens who depend on the 
Federal Government to not only pro-
tect their security but to provide a de-
cent minimum standard of living in so 
many different ways for them in their 
senior years. These are just a few of 
the obligations we have to meet for our 
Nation and for our future. 

That is why it is so critical that on 
both ends of Pennsylvania Avenue, we 
come to this budget and appropriations 
task in the coming weeks with a sense 
of good faith and shared values as 
Americans who care about our future 
and our people. We cannot meet these 
obligations with confrontation or dead-
lock. 

Let me be specific about this. The 
key difference between Congress’s fis-
cal year 2008 budget plan and President 
Bush’s plan is the discretionary spend-
ing level. Congress established a level 
of $953 billion. The President set his 
level at $933 billion. That is a $20 bil-
lion difference. Now, $20 billion is a 
very significant amount of money, but 
it represents only 2 percent of all dis-
cretionary spending of the Federal 
Government as proposed for the com-
ing fiscal year, and it represents less 
than 1 percent of all Federal expendi-
tures. In other words, as a percentage 
of the budget we are dealing with, the 
enormous budget we are dealing with, 
this is a difference—less than 1 per-
cent—that reasonable people sharing a 
loyalty to our country ought to be able 
to resolve. It is not a difference that 
merits—2 percent, 1 percent—not a dif-
ference that merits a shutdown of the 
U.S. Government in whole or in part. It 
is a difference that can and must be 
bridged by people who understand the 
budget process and are willing to forge 
consensus in the public interest. 

Congressman Nussle has considerable 
experience in budgetary matters, hav-
ing served as chairman of the House 
Budget Committee from 2001 through 
2006 and on the House Ways and Means 
Committee. During his confirmation 
hearing before the Homeland Security 
and Governmental Affairs Committee, 
I asked Congressman Nussle if he 
would be willing to advise President 

Bush to remain open to compromise on 
spending levels to avoid a govern-
mental shutdown. Congressman Nussle 
responded: ‘‘I will remain open and I 
need to remain open.’’ 

That is part of the reason why I 
voted to report Congressman Nussle’s 
nomination out of committee favor-
ably. I repeat what I said at the begin-
ning: Based on his experience, based on 
his intelligence he is comfortably with-
in the range, in my judgment, of people 
who can serve as Director of the Office 
of Management and Budget, and he is 
the person whom President Bush has 
set before us. But I will say that to me, 
it is critically important that Con-
gressman Nussle keep the promise he 
made to our committee—that he will 
do everything in his power as the next 
Director of the Office of Management 
and Budget to avoid confrontation as 
we proceed to fund the Federal Govern-
ment and its operations for 2008. 

Madam President, I ask unanimous 
consent for up to an additional 5 min-
utes, which I hope I will not use, from 
the time that has been allocated to me. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? Without objection, it is so 
ordered. 

Mr. LIEBERMAN. I thank the Chair. 
Achieving compromise on the fiscal 

year 2008 appropriations bills is only 
one of the OMB Director’s many crit-
ical responsibilities. He also has to 
help the President prepare and execute 
the budget for the following year 
across 14 Cabinet departments and 
more than 100 executive agencies, 
boards, and commissions. The Director 
recommends where every taxpayer dol-
lar is spent, oversees how each agen-
cy’s programs are managed, and re-
views vital roles for public health, 
worker safety, and environmental pro-
tection. 

The OMB Director is also the chief 
management officer of the Federal 
Government—the largest entity of this 
kind, or any kind, in the world today— 
overseeing how agencies conduct pro-
curement, handle their finances, man-
age information technology, and carry 
out their operations. The numbers 
here—and I want to pause for a mo-
ment to stress the ‘‘M’’ part of OMB— 
the management part, which is often 
overlooked because it is the budget— 
the budgeting—that is the most pub-
licly visible. The numbers here are 
startling and, I would add, disturbing 
and demand our attention and will, if 
confirmed, demand Congressman 
Nussle’s attention. Government spend-
ing on contracts has exploded, while 
the trained workforce that oversees 
them has shrunk. This has already 
caused widely publicized and, I would 
add, infuriating examples of waste, and 
the problem will only worsen in the 
years ahead if we don’t act to better 
protect taxpayer dollars spent on Fed-
eral Government contracting. 

Consider this: The U.S. Government 
is the largest buyer of goods and serv-

ices in the world. I repeat: The U.S. 
Government is the largest buyer of 
goods and services in the world. Be-
tween 2000 and 2006, spending on Gov-
ernment contracts has grown from 
about $219 billion a year to $415 billion, 
an astounding 89-percent increase. Yet 
the number of Federal acquisition spe-
cialists—the people who negotiate and 
oversee the contracts for this $415 bil-
lion—these people in number have 
dropped dramatically. This is over a 
significant period of downsizing of the 
workforce in the 1990s and a small de-
crease in the last 6 years in response to 
an enormous increase in contracting. 
The numbers are particularly striking 
at the Department of Defense where 
the workforce has declined by nearly 50 
percent since the mid 1990s. Govern-
mentwide, the workforce is about to 
shrink even further if nothing is done, 
since roughly half the current Federal 
acquisition workforce is eligible to re-
tire within the next 4 years. So it is 
imperative that Congressman Nussle, if 
confirmed, pay particular attention to 
this challenge: Federal Government 
buying, contracting, which involves 
more than $400 billion of taxpayers’ 
hard-earned dollars. 

Let me conclude by saying some of 
what has been said in brief. I have had 
serious concerns about how budget re-
sponsibilities have been dealt with by 
the administration over the last 61⁄2 
years. While I understand that the next 
Director will not begin with a blank 
slate, his performance will be judged by 
how well he comes to grips with some 
of these inherited problems. The next 
OMB Director will likely be President 
Bush’s last OMB Director. He will have 
the opportunity to craft policy that 
will be a lasting legacy, and let’s hope 
it is a lasting legacy of responsibility 
and fairness. I urge that if confirmed, 
Congressman Nussle take a long view 
of that legacy and work to achieve 
both the fiscal soundness and fairness 
that has too often been absent from 
this administration’s record to date. 

For the past several years, we have 
wrestled with politics and partisan 
confrontation here in Washington, and 
generally speaking, not only have all of 
us lost, but more importantly, the 
American people and the public inter-
est have lost. As the 2008 election sea-
son shifts now into high gear, we can-
not let that increasingly partisan envi-
ronment culminate in fiscal and gov-
ernmental chaos. To meet our obliga-
tions, we must work together as voters 
demand for the greater good of our 
country. Jim Nussle will have a great 
opportunity and an equally great re-
sponsibility to see to it that we do 
that. 

I thank the Chair and I yield the 
floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senator from 
Vermont is recognized. 

Mr. SANDERS. Madam President, let 
me begin by thanking the majority 
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leader, Senator REID, and Budget 
Chairman KENT CONRAD for their 
strong statements in opposition to the 
Nussle nomination. I think that is the 
right position, and I appreciate them 
speaking out on it. 

As a member of the Budget Com-
mittee, I placed a hold on the nomina-
tion of former Congressman Jim Nussle 
to become OMB Director and I voted 
against his confirmation at the com-
mittee level. 

The reason I did that is not because 
I have any personal animus toward Mr. 
Nussle. I have known Jim Nussle for 
over 16 years. We served in the House 
together, and I like him. So this is not 
personal. The reason I strongly oppose 
Mr. Nussle becoming the Director of 
the Office of Management and Budget 
has, in fact, little to do with Mr. 
Nussle and everything to do with the 
failed economic policies of the Bush ad-
ministration. 

The problem is, the President and his 
advisers have become increasingly iso-
lated and out of touch with the eco-
nomic realities facing ordinary Ameri-
cans. The simple truth is that the mid-
dle class continues to shrink, poverty 
has increased over the last 6 years, the 
gap between the rich and everyone else 
is growing wider, and millions of Amer-
icans are working longer hours for 
lower wages. Meanwhile, in the midst 
of all of this, President Bush continues 
to tell the American people day after 
day how great and how wonderful the 
economy is doing. This is an insult to 
American workers and is something 
that should end, and end now. 

This President needs an OMB Direc-
tor who can provide a sense of reality 
with regard to the economic conditions 
facing ordinary Americans and not 
continue to perpetrate a false mythol-
ogy. That is what this debate is all 
about. 

Year after year, President Bush, 
members of his administration, and his 
advisers, in almost an Orwellian sense, 
have sounded like a broken record on 
the economy. They have told the 
American people over and over again 
that the economy—I am now going to 
use quotes that come directly from the 
President and his administration—is 
‘‘strong and getting stronger.’’ The 
economy is ‘‘thriving.’’ The economy is 
‘‘robust.’’ The economy is ‘‘vibrant.’’ 
The economy is ‘‘solid.’’ The economy 
is ‘‘booming.’’ The economy is ‘‘power-
ful.’’ The economy is ‘‘fantastic.’’ The 
economy is ‘‘amazing.’’ The economy is 
‘‘just marvelous.’’ 

Those are quotes that come from the 
President, his administration, and his 
advisers. That is what the President 
and his administration are telling the 
American people. 

Now, let’s look at reality. How can 
President Bush and his advisers claim 
that this economy is robust when near-
ly 5 million Americans have slipped 
into poverty since the year 2000, in-

cluding over 1 million children? We 
hear a lot about family values in Wash-
ington, and I hope when people talk 
about family values, they are talking 
about our kids, the weakest and most 
vulnerable people in our society. 

How can a significant increase in 
poverty since Bush has been President 
among our children occur at the same 
time as he describes this economy as 
‘‘robust’’? This is absurd. This is in-
sulting. 

How can the President and his advis-
ers claim the economy is vibrant when 
the median income for working-age 
families has declined by about $2,400 
since President Bush has been in of-
fice? The reality is, from 2001 through 
2005, the bottom 90 percent of house-
holds experienced a 4.2-percent decline 
in their market-based incomes, rep-
resenting a loss of over $1,200 per 
household on average. How does that 
sound like a vibrant economy? 

Madam President, how can the Presi-
dent of the United States and his advis-
ers claim that ‘‘the economy is strong 
and getting stronger,’’ when the per-
sonal savings rate has been below zero 
for eight consecutive quarters—some-
thing that has not occurred since the 
Great Depression? What this means is, 
with increased energy costs, increased 
health care costs, increased education 
costs, and other increased expenses, 
the average American is now spending 
more money than he or she is earning. 
More money is going out than is com-
ing in. In other words, people are going 
deeper and deeper into debt. This 
doesn’t sound to me like an economy 
that is ‘‘strong and getting stronger.’’ 

How can the President and his advis-
ers claim that the economy is 
‘‘healthy’’—that is another word they 
have used—when 8.6 million Americans 
have lost their health insurance since 
the year 2000, and a record-breaking 47 
million Americans are uninsured, with 
millions more underinsured? That 
doesn’t sound too healthy to me. All 
over this country we find workers who 
are losing their health insurance. We 
find people who are paying more and 
more for, in many instances, inferior 
coverage, and you have a President out 
there saying this economy is 
‘‘healthy.’’ Well, I am sure many of 
those people who just lost their health 
insurance this last year would be quite 
surprised to find that this economy is 
‘‘healthy.’’ 

How can this President and his advis-
ers claim that the economy is ‘‘thriv-
ing,’’ when, according to the U.S. De-
partment of Agriculture, 35 million 
Americans in our country struggled to 
put food on the table last year, and the 
number of the hungriest Americans 
keeps going up? How do you have an 
economy that is thriving when more 
and more people are hungry and when 
millions of our fellow citizens have a 
difficult time putting food on the 
table? This is not a thriving economy. 

Hunger in America is a national dis-
grace. 

Madam President, how can the Presi-
dent of the United States and his advis-
ers claim that our economy is ‘‘boom-
ing’’—that is another word they have 
used—when college students today are 
graduating deeper and deeper in debt, 
with the average student now owing 
$20,000 upon graduation. Even more dis-
turbing, some 400,000 qualified high 
school students don’t go to college in 
the first place because they cannot af-
ford it and because they do not want to 
come out of school tens and tens of 
thousands of dollars in debt. Does this 
sound like a booming economy to you? 
Well, tell that to the young people in 
this country who can no longer afford 
to go to college. Tell them about how 
the economy is ‘‘booming.’’ 

How can the President of the United 
States and his advisers claim that our 
economy is ‘‘fantastic’’ when home 
foreclosures are now the highest on 
record, turning the American dream of 
home ownership into an American 
nightmare for millions of families? 

How can the President and his eco-
nomic advisers claim that the economy 
is ‘‘powerful’’ when the number of 
working families paying more than 
half of their limited incomes on hous-
ing has decreased by 72 percent since 
1997? So you have people working hard, 
50, 60 hours a week and, because of the 
high cost of housing and their limited 
incomes, they are spending more than 
50 percent of what they earn on hous-
ing. 

How can the President of the United 
States and his economic advisers claim 
that our economy is ‘‘the envy of the 
world’’ when the U.S. has the highest 
rate of childhood poverty, the highest 
infant mortality rate among major 
countries, the highest overall poverty 
rate, the largest gap between the rich 
and the poor, and we remain the only 
country in the industrialized world 
that does not guarantee health care to 
all people through a national health 
care program? How is that economy 
the ‘‘envy of the world’’? 

How can the President and his advis-
ers claim that the economy is ‘‘amaz-
ing’’ when we have lost over 3 million 
good-paying manufacturing jobs since 
the year 2000, mainly due to our record- 
breaking $765 billion trade deficit? 
Well, tell workers in the State of 
Vermont and all over this country 
about how amazing the economy is 
when their plants are shut down, when 
their jobs go to China, and when, if 
they are lucky enough to find a new 
job, in most cases that job will pay 
substantially less than the job they 
used to have. Tell the white-collar in-
formation technology workers whose 
jobs are going to India how ‘‘fantastic’’ 
the economy is, when their new jobs 
pay less than the jobs they used to 
have. 

How can this President and his eco-
nomic advisers claim the economy is 
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‘‘vibrant’’ when the number of college 
graduates earning poverty-level wages 
has more than doubled over the past 15 
years? 

My goal this afternoon is not to en-
gage in a major debate on the economy 
or what proposals we need to improve 
the economic life of working people. 
That is an enormously important de-
bate and one that I hope we have soon-
er than later, but it is not really to-
day’s debate. My goal today, and the 
reason I put a hold on the Nussle nomi-
nation, is simply to make the point 
that the Bush administration is com-
pletely out of touch with the economic 
reality facing tens of millions of Amer-
ican families, and that we need an OMB 
Director and an economic adviser who 
will make this President understand 
what the ordinary American family is 
going through. 

Let me give you an example of why 
we desperately need an OMB Director 
who can do this. While the President of 
the United States and his advisers tell 
us how ‘‘robust’’ and how ‘‘vibrant’’ 
and how ‘‘strong’’ the American econ-
omy is, well, the people of our country, 
the people who live in that economy, 
the people who work in that economy 
have a different perception of reality 
than the gentleman in the Oval Office. 

In a Wall Street Journal/NBC News 
poll, published last month, more than 
two-thirds of the American people said 
they believe the U.S. economy is either 
in recession now or will be in recession 
next year. That is what the American 
people are saying, the people who are 
living the economy. They are saying 
that despite the daily assertions of 
President Bush and his advisers. Fur-
ther, 72 percent of Americans surveyed 
in a mid-August Gallup poll said the 
economy was ‘‘getting worse.’’ That is 
the most pessimistic outlook on the 
economy since Gallup began asking 
that question in the early 1990s. 

Madam President, we have a real dis-
connect. We have a situation in which 
the American people are experiencing a 
certain reality, telling us about a cer-
tain reality, and a President who is liv-
ing in a very different world. 

The President keeps telling us how 
great the economy is doing, but the 
American people who work every day, 
who pay their bills every month, who 
are trying to provide health care for 
their families and a college education 
for their kids are not buying it. In 
other words, the people who are living 
in this economy have a very different 
perspective on reality than does this 
President and his advisers, and that 
creates a very dangerous situation 
which must be corrected by an OMB 
Director who lives in the real world 
and who can give this President some 
real-world advice. 

What people understand in their guts 
and what they fear the most is that if 
economic trends continue along the 
same path they have been going for the 

last many years, we will see for the 
first time in the modern history of this 
country that our kids, the next genera-
tion, will have a lower standard of liv-
ing than we do. 

What the American dream has al-
ways been and what my family, which 
never had much money, experienced 
and what millions of American families 
have experienced is that if you work 
hard and you save your money, your 
children will have a better economic 
life, more opportunities than you do. 
That is what every parent’s dream is: 
That their kids will do better than 
they did. 

But I am afraid this American dream 
is rapidly disappearing. I am afraid 
that with so many American families, 
the American dream has become an 
American nightmare. To cite one 
source—and there are many others—a 
recent joint study by the Pew Chari-
table Trust and the Brookings Institu-
tion found that men in their early thir-
ties earned on average 12 percent less 
in 2004 than their fathers did in 1974 
after adjusting for inflation. In other 
words, for millions of families, despite 
a huge increase in worker productivity, 
we are moving in exactly the wrong di-
rection. Workers are producing more 
but, in many cases, they are worse off 
than their parents. 

President Bush desperately needs an 
OMB Director who is not afraid to tell 
the President the truth about these 
harsh economic realities and not be an 
echo, not repeat the mythology that 
this President and his advisers are 
bringing forth. President Bush needs a 
Budget Director who will make him 
face the facts and not his fantasies. 
Perhaps most importantly, President 
Bush needs a Budget Director who is 
willing to compromise with those of us 
in Congress who are fighting for the 
needs of working families and are not 
here to represent the wealthiest people 
in this country and the largest cor-
porations. 

Unfortunately, there is nothing in 
former Congressman Jim Nussle’s 
background to suggest he is that per-
son. Quite the contrary. I must say, I 
am amused to hear some of my col-
leagues say: Well, we were at a hearing 
with Mr. Nussle and we asked him a 
question and he said he is open to 
doing this and doing that. That is won-
derful at a confirmation hearing. I 
worked with Mr. Nussle for 16 years in 
the House. He was chairman of the 
House Budget Committee for 6 years. 
His record is clear. Pay attention to 
the record rather than what someone 
might or might not say in a confirma-
tion hearing. 

Let me suggest where I think the 
confusion in this whole discussion lies, 
where the disconnect lies. That is that 
when President Bush tells us the econ-
omy is doing great, that it is robust, 
that it is vibrant—all of his adjec-
tives—the truth is he is right in one 

sense. He is right in one sense. The 
economy is not doing well for the vast 
majority of our people who are in the 
middle class. The economy is certainly 
not doing well for working families 
who, in many cases, work longer hours 
for low wages. The economy is not 
doing well for our lower income citi-
zens. Poverty has increased signifi-
cantly since President Bush has been 
in the White House. But the economy, 
we must admit, is doing well and, in 
fact, doing very well for the wealthiest 
people in this country, and that is true. 

So I think the confusion lies in that 
when the President says the economy 
is doing great, what he means is that 
the economy is doing great for his 
wealthy friends and for the CEOs of the 
largest corporations in America. I 
admit he is right in that regard. 

If you look at the world from the per-
spective of CEOs of large corporations 
who now make over 350 times what 
their workers make, if you look at the 
economy from the perspective of hedge 
fund managers, some of whom make 
hundreds of millions of dollars a year, 
if you look at the economy from the 
perspective of people who have more 
money than they know what to do 
with, who are literally building yachts 
that are longer than a football field, I 
can understand how one could come to 
the conclusion that the economy is 
doing very well because from their 
point of view, from their reality, the 
economy is doing very well. 

Today the simple truth is the upper 1 
percent of families in America have 
not had it so good since the 1920s. So I 
concede, President Bush, you are right. 
For all your friends who are in the top 
1 percent, the economy is doing very 
well. But some of us—maybe not all of 
us but some of us—are here not to rep-
resent the richest 1 percent; we are 
kind of worried about the bottom 90 
percent, the bottom 50 percent, the or-
dinary people who go to work every 
single day and are struggling hard to 
keep their heads above water and to 
provide the necessities of life for their 
kids. 

In 2005, the last available figures I 
have, while average incomes for the 
bottom 90 percent—that is where most 
of the folks are—the bottom 90 percent 
of Americans declined by $172, the 
wealthiest 1/100th of 1 percent reported 
an average income of $25.7 million, a 1- 
year increase of $4.4 million. Let me re-
peat that because I think this deals 
with the confusion of why the Presi-
dent thinks the economy is doing so 
good. 

The income of the bottom 90 percent 
of Americans declined by $172 while the 
income of the wealthiest 1/100th of 1 
percent increased by $4.4 million. 

In 2005, the top 1 percent of Ameri-
cans received the largest share of na-
tional income since 1928. Today, rather 
incredibly—and I was interested in 
hearing a colleague of mine talking 
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about, oh, my goodness, the wealthy 
are paying so much in taxes. Well, 
there is a reason, because today, in-
credibly, the top 300,000 Americans— 
300,000—now earn nearly as much as 
the bottom 150 million Americans com-
bined; 300,000 earning almost as much 
income as the bottom 150 million 
Americans combined. 

This constitutes by far the most un-
equaled distribution of income in any 
major country on Earth, and that gap 
continues to grow wider and wider. 
This is an issue this Congress must ad-
dress. It is not acceptable. People keep 
talking in a general sense about the 
economy while ignoring the people in 
the economy. We have to focus on this 
growing income in wealth disparity in 
this country. 

While millions of Americans—it is 
true in my State of Vermont and it is 
true all over this country—are working 
two and three jobs trying to cobble to-
gether an income and perhaps some 
health insurance, the collective net 
worth of the wealthiest 400 Americans 
increased by $120 billion last year to 
$1.25 trillion, according to Forbes mag-
azine. 

Let me repeat that statement be-
cause it is an astounding fact. The col-
lective net worth of the wealthiest 400 
Americans—400 is not a lot of people— 
increased by $120 billion last year to 
$1.25 trillion. Remember, at the same 
time as the personal savings rate is 
below zero and millions of Americans 
are going deeper and deeper into debt, 
the collective net worth of the wealthi-
est 400 Americans increased by $120 bil-
lion. 

That is what this economy is doing. 
The top 1 percent now owns more 
wealth than the bottom 90 percent, and 
the reality is the rich are getting rich-
er, the middle class is shrinking, and 
the gap between the very wealthiest 
people in our society and everyone else 
is growing wider and wider. We are be-
coming very different countries—peo-
ple on top live in a certain world, and 
the vast majority of people are living 
in another world entirely. 

What does all of this have to do with 
the next Director of the Office of Man-
agement and Budget, which is what we 
are here this afternoon to discuss? In 
my opinion, it has a whole lot to do 
with who should become the next Di-
rector of the OMB. 

A Federal budget—and our budget is 
now almost $3 trillion—is more than a 
long list of numbers. The Federal budg-
et, as any family budget, is a state-
ment of our Nation’s values and our 
priorities. It is not any different, ex-
cept the numbers are astronomical, 
that every family has to deal with: 
How do they spend their money? Where 
do they spend their money? What are 
their priorities? It is the same debate 
we have in the Senate. The Federal 
budget is a statement about what our 
country is about, what we stand for, 
and who we are as a people. 

We would all, I believe, find it irre-
sponsible and counterproductive if a 
family whom we knew, whom we ob-
served, went out and bought a great big 
car and they bought a great big boat 
and went on fancy vacations to Las 
Vegas, all the while neglecting their 
kids at home. The kids were ill clothed, 
ill fed, ill taken care of. We would say 
that family is irresponsible. 

We need to use those same values 
when we look at the budget of the 
United States of America. Preparing 
the Federal budget encompasses the 
same set of values. It is about spending 
taxpayers’ dollars where we should be 
spending them and not spending them 
where we should not be spending them. 
It is about taking a hard look at the 
needs of all our people, especially those 
who are most in need, and prioritizing 
that budget in an intelligent, fair, and 
rational way. That is what an OMB Di-
rector is supposed to do. That is what 
his or her job description is. 

In February, the President told us 
about his values and his priorities 
when he submitted his fiscal year 2008 
budget to Congress. Fortunately, 
thanks to the excellent work of Chair-
man CONRAD, the Senate rejected the 
President’s budget and passed a budget 
resolution that was much more respon-
sive to the needs of ordinary Ameri-
cans, and I thank Chairman CONRAD for 
doing that. I had the opportunity of 
working with him as a member of the 
Budget Committee. But as we in the 
Senate all know, even though the budg-
et resolution conference report passed 
the House and the Senate in May, that 
is a first step. It is the annual appro-
priations bills that actually provide 
the funding which keeps our Federal 
Government running. Unlike the budg-
et resolution, which cannot be vetoed, 
the President has the opportunity to 
veto each and every appropriations bill 
that comes across his desk, and with 
very few exceptions, this is exactly 
what the President has threatened to 
do unless Congress accepts his overall 
spending requests. 

In other words, the President has 
said to Congress: It is my way or the 
highway. We will do it my way or I will 
veto what you are proposing to do. This 
is the wrong way to negotiate with 
Congress on the appropriations process. 
The President needs someone to advise 
him that a budget should address the 
needs of all the American people and 
not just the wealthiest people in our 
country. The President needs an ad-
viser to tell him that it is more impor-
tant to pay attention to working fami-
lies all over this country, many of 
whom are falling further and further 
behind—to pay attention to those fami-
lies rather than a handful of billion-
aires. Frankly, based on his record in 
Congress, I am afraid Mr. Nussle will 
not do that. He is the wrong man for 
this position at this particular moment 
in American history. 

Now, let me say a few words about 
the President’s budget that he is so ad-
amant that Congress adopt. Let’s look 
at the values and the priorities this 
President is proposing. The President 
has proposed in his budget, despite the 
growing health care crisis in this coun-
try, that he wishes to cut Medicare and 
Medicaid by $280 billion over the next 
decade, lowering the quality of health 
care for approximately 43 million sen-
ior citizens and people with disabilities 
who depend on Medicare, and more 
than 50 million Americans who rely on 
Medicaid. That is his priority—cut 
Medicare, cut Medicaid. 

Even worse—and to me this is a deep-
ly moral issue in a nation that already 
has the disgrace of having the highest 
rate of childhood poverty in the indus-
trialized world; over 18 percent of our 
kids are in poverty—at a time when 8.7 
million children have no health insur-
ance, the President has refused to ade-
quately fund the Children’s Health In-
surance Program in his budget. Now, 
here is where the President needs some 
good advice. But I have listened and I 
haven’t heard that advice coming from 
Mr. Nussle. He has had the oppor-
tunity. He was nominated a while 
back. 

Last month, as we all know, the Sen-
ate voted by a 68-to-31 margin to ex-
pand the SCHIP program to provide an 
additional 3 million children in our 
country with health insurance. Eight-
een Republican Senators thought this 
was a good idea, and virtually every-
body on our side of the aisle voted for 
it. Although I believe the Senate 
should have done much more—I believe 
all of our children should be covered— 
this is clearly a step in the right direc-
tion. The House passed an even more 
generous bill to expand SCHIP, with 
the support of some Republicans. But 
instead of working with the Senate and 
the House, the President issued veto 
threats on both of these bills. 

What will Mr. Nussle’s advice be on 
this issue? Will he tell the President 
that it is an international disgrace 
that we are the only major country on 
Earth that doesn’t provide health care 
to all of our people and that we have to 
address that immediately? Will he tell 
the President to rescind his veto 
threat? I doubt it. I doubt it very 
much. Based on his track record of 
chairmanship of the House Budget 
Committee for 6 years, I don’t think 
that is going to happen. 

While the President does not believe 
we have enough money to increase 
health insurance coverage for children, 
it has been reported that the President 
will be asking for another $50 billion 
for the misguided war in Iraq. Fifty bil-
lion dollars in additional funding for 
the Iraq war, but we don’t have $5 bil-
lion to $10 billion a year to provide 
health insurance to millions of unin-
sured kids. It is time the President had 
a budget director who is willing to say: 
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Excuse me, Mr. President, but that is 
wrong. That is not what this country is 
about. It is time to get our priorities 
straight. I am afraid Mr. Nussle will 
not be the OMB Director who does 
that. 

What else does the President’s budget 
have to say about the priorities of this 
country? What about our kids? What 
about childcare? Every psychologist 
understands, and many books and pa-
pers have been written on it, that the 
most formative years of a person’s life 
are from 0 to 3. That is when their in-
tellectual capabilities develop; that is 
when their emotional capabilities de-
velop. Now, what are we doing for our 
kids in general and what are we doing 
with regard to childcare? At a time 
when working families in Vermont and 
all across this country are searching 
desperately for quality, affordable 
childcare, the Bush budget reduces the 
number of children receiving childcare 
assistance by 300,000 kids. Mr. Bush 
tells us he believes no child should be 
left behind. By this proposal, however, 
he is not only leaving 300,000 children 
behind, but, because of inadequate 
funding for childcare, he is denying 
millions of children the opportunities 
they need so they can succeed in 
school. 

Amazingly, childcare fees today are 
higher than college tuition at a 4-year 
public university in 42 States in this 
country. In other words, we have a 
major childcare crisis in America. The 
President needs an OMB Director to 
tell him and explain to him that you 
don’t cut childcare when working fami-
lies all over this country are des-
perately searching out affordable 
childcare. Will Mr. Nussle be doing 
that? I doubt that. 

Madam President, what I wish to do 
at this time is reserve the remainder of 
my time. There are some other issues I 
want to raise regarding the nomination 
of Mr. Nussle, but I think the key point 
I want to make is that what this de-
bate is about is do we need another 
OMB Director who continues to sup-
port and push policies which benefit 
the wealthiest people in this country 
at the expense of the vast majority of 
working families or do we need an OMB 
Director who will speak truth to power 
and who, in fact, explains to the Amer-
ican people the reality facing the eco-
nomic lives of working families in this 
country. 

There are some other points I want 
to make, Madam President, but I am 
going to reserve the remainder of my 
time at this point. 

Mr. CONRAD. Madam President, Sen-
ator LIEBERMAN has indicated he wish-
es to give back his time and that I 
might consume it, so I ask unanimous 
consent at this point that be done. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. CONRAD. Madam President, I 
am going to take a few minutes, but I 

will state for the information of my 
colleague, Senator ALLARD of Colorado, 
who is going to then take some time, 
that Senator SANDERS has said it very 
well. First, I want to say he is a valu-
able member of the Senate Budget 
Committee. He is thoughtful, he does 
his homework, and he has come here 
with a message that I think is very 
clear. 

I think of my own family. I think of 
growing up in Bismarck, ND. My par-
ents were killed when I was young, so 
I was sort of a group project. I was 
raised by my grandparents and my 
three uncles and aunts and their fami-
lies, so I was raised in four families. 
When I was growing up, we had a mid-
dle-class family. We were in the news-
paper business, the printing and pub-
lishing business, and my family were 
middle class. In every case, the woman 
of the household stayed home until the 
kids were away in school. And we had 
a lot of kids. We had 13 kids in our fam-
ily, and that includes cousins of mine. 
Every one of them got a college edu-
cation. Every one of them got an ad-
vanced degree, and that was on middle- 
class income. 

Now, you think about that today. 
There is no middle-class family who 
could have the things we had, who grew 
up the way we grew up, who had the op-
portunity to get an advanced edu-
cation. And every single one of these— 
my two brothers and my cousins— 
every single one of them got an ad-
vanced degree on middle-class incomes, 
and yet the women stayed home. They 
did not work in the workplace. They 
did not work for a wage. They worked 
at home. They worked very hard rais-
ing these kids. They did a spectacular 
job of that. But that can’t happen 
today. The woman or the man can’t 
stay home while raising the kids before 
they go to school because they need 
the income to get by, to pay the mort-
gage, to pay for the car, and to save 
some money to help kids go to school. 

Our society has been transformed. 
Talk about family values. Those were 
family values, because there was a 
value on being able to raise kids and 
give them a happy and healthy home 
life and have the resources to go to 
school. 

Now I heard some claims here by the 
other side earlier that are truly as-
tounding—absolutely astounding. They 
are talking about how successful this 
fiscal policy has been. Where have they 
been? Here is the result of the fiscal 
policy of this administration, and the 
fiscal policy for which Mr. Nussle was a 
key architect. It is a policy of debt, 
deficits, and decline—the three Ds. 
Here is the record on debt. They took 
the debt after the President’s first 
year, $5.8 trillion, and at the end of 
this year it is going to be almost $9 
trillion. Now this is a fact. This is no 
projection. This is what has happened. 

Then I heard, well, the Democratic 
budget has got the biggest tax increase 

in history. It was remarkable to listen 
to some of the comments. We heard 
variously that the tax increase in the 
Democratic budget was $200 billion, 
then it got to be $700 billion, and then 
it was $900 billion. Well, whoa. Talk 
about variation. We had a $200 billion 
tax increase, a $700 billion tax increase, 
and a $900 billion tax increase. Which is 
it? 

I tell you the reason they can’t tell 
you is because there is no tax increase. 
There is no tax increase proposed in 
this budget. None. In fact, there is sub-
stantial tax relief, tax relief for mid-
dle-class families, because they are the 
ones who truly need it. 

Here are the facts. This is the rev-
enue over 5 years in the budget resolu-
tion that passed the Senate—$14,828 
trillion. It is a big number, isn’t it? 
How much do you think the President 
said his budget would raise over that 
same period? Here is what he said his 
budget would raise—$14,826 trillion. Do 
you notice there is almost no dif-
ference? The President said his budget 
would raise $14,826 trillion. That is not 
my claim about his budget, that is his 
claim about his budget. Our budget, ac-
cording to the Congressional Budget 
Office, will raise $14,828 trillion. Where 
is this huge tax increase? Where is it? 

If we look at the Congressional Budg-
et Office to evaluate both budgets, here 
is what we see. The green line is the 
revenue of our budget. The red line is 
the President’s. There is a small dif-
ference—a 2-percent difference. A 2-per-
cent difference. That is according to 
the Congressional Budget Office. Now, 
let us assume for a moment their way. 
Let’s say there is 2 percent more rev-
enue. Where would we get it without a 
tax increase? Well, the first place we 
would go is the tax gap. The IRS esti-
mates that the tax gap for a single 
year, the difference between what is 
owed and what is paid, is $345 billion. 
That is for 1 year. If we got just that, 
we would completely eliminate the dif-
ference between the revenue in our pro-
posal and the revenue in the Presi-
dent’s. Of course, this is a 5-year budg-
et. We just need 1 year of the tax gap. 

The Senator from New Hampshire 
says we cannot get that much. Let’s as-
sume he is right. Let’s say you can’t 
get that much. Is that the only place 
you can look for revenue without a tax 
increase? Oh, no. 

There is a place down in the Cayman 
Islands called the Ugland House. It is a 
five-story building. It is the home to 
12,748 companies. Isn’t that amazing? 
All those companies, 12,748 companies, 
claim they are doing business out of 
this little five-story building. Does 
anybody believe that the 12,748 compa-
nies are engaged in business out of this 
little building? 

They are not engaged in business. 
They are engaged in monkey business, 
and the monkey business they are en-
gaged in is avoiding taxes here. What 
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are they doing? Here is what they are 
doing. They are engaged in offshore tax 
haven scams. Here is what they say. Go 
on the Internet and you know what you 
will find? You put in the words about 
tax havens, here is what you get—1.2 
million hits. A lot of people out there 
are being inventive about how to avoid 
taxes. Hear is what they say. 

Your money belongs to you and that means 
that it belongs offshore. 

Why do they want to put the money 
offshore? Because they don’t want to 
pay any taxes here. Here is my favor-
ite: 

Live tax free and worldwide on a luxury 
yacht—moving offshore and living tax free 
just got easier. 

Come on, do you know how much 
money the Government of the United 
States says is being lost to this kind of 
scam? Here is the Senate Homeland Se-
curity and Governmental Affairs Per-
manent Subcommittee on Investiga-
tions from February of this year. They 
said: 

Experts have estimated that the total loss 
to the Treasury from offshore tax evasion 
alone approaches $100 billion per year. 

Some of us say we ought to shut it 
down and stop this outrage. That is tax 
increase? No. That is no tax increase. 
That is requiring people to pay taxes 
they already owe. If we got just half of 
this money, half of it, we could meet 
our budget numbers with no tax in-
crease. 

Some don’t want to do a thing 
around here. They want these scams to 
continue. Let them stand up and de-
fend them. And while they are at it, de-
fend this. Abusive tax shelters—what is 
this a picture of? That is a sewer sys-
tem in Europe. What does that have to 
do with the budget of the United 
States? It turns out it has a lot to do 
with it because we have companies in 
the United States and wealthy inves-
tors who have bought sewer systems in 
Europe. Why? Do they want to run 
sewer systems in Europe? Oh, no, they 
don’t run the sewer system. They buy 
it and depreciate it on their books for 
U.S. tax purposes and lease it back to 
the European cities that built it in the 
first place. 

Do you know that is costing us $40 or 
$50 billion a year, tax shelter scams? If 
we shut those down, we could meet our 
budget with no tax increase. So please 
don’t come out here and give me this 
about the biggest tax increase in his-
tory. There is no tax increase. Is there 
more revenue? According to the Presi-
dent there is no difference in revenue 
between our plan and his plan. If you 
look at what he would claim his rev-
enue system would produce, it is vir-
tually identical to what we say ours 
will produce. 

But let’s accept Congressional Budg-
et Office numbers. They say there is 2 
percent more revenue in your plan. Let 
me say, I believe you could achieve 
that by closing down these abusive tax 

shelters, closing down these offshore 
tax havens that the Permanent Sub-
committee on Investigations says is 
costing us $100 billion a year, or at 
least reducing the tax gap, the dif-
ference between what is owed and what 
is paid. The vast majority of us pay 
what we owe. How are we allowing $340 
billion a year to go unpaid by others? 

When I hear people say this is the 
biggest tax increase, that is just not 
true. There is no proposed tax increase 
in the budget that we offered—none. 
And that is a fact. 

I yield the floor and reserve the re-
mainder of my time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Colorado. 

Mr. ALLARD. Madam President, I 
rise today to speak in support of Con-
gressman Jim Nussle, the President’s 
nominee to be Director of the Office of 
Management and Budget, referred to 
commonly as OMB. 

I am pleased the President chose 
someone with such an extensive knowl-
edge of the Federal budget process to 
succeed the very able Director, Rob 
Portman. I had the pleasure of serving 
under Congressman Nussle when he 
was chairman of the House Budget 
Committee. I came into the House the 
same time he did, so I have had an op-
portunity to work extensively with 
what I think is an outstanding indi-
vidual. There I witnessed firsthand his 
expertise in the budget process. 

As chairman of the House Budget 
Committee, Congressman Nussle 
worked effectively with fellow House 
Members, Senators, and the President 
to shape the Federal budget—much 
like he will be required to do if con-
firmed as Director of OMB. Moreover, 
throughout his service in Congress, 
Congressman Nussle demonstrated a 
firm commitment to fiscal responsi-
bility, restoring and maintaining fiscal 
discipline, starting with this year’s ap-
propriations process. 

It is essential to keeping our econ-
omy strong and growing. The fact is, 
today’s economy is strong. More than 8 
million jobs have been created since 
August of 2003, unemployment is at 
historical lows, and paychecks are ris-
ing. One of the reasons we are enjoying 
a strong economy today is because the 
Republican Congress and the President 
created conditions for individuals and 
small businesses to thrive. These 
progrowth economic policies included 
reducing income tax rates, reducing 
capital gains and dividend tax rates, 
reducing the estate and gift taxes, and 
increasing incentives for small busi-
ness investment. 

If we neglect extending all these 
taxes that I just ran off—they all have 
a termination date on them. If we ne-
glect extending these tax reductions, 
the end result is it is going to be the 
largest tax increase in the history of 
this country by neglect. The chairman 
of the Budget Committee is right. They 

don’t have any overt proposal to in-
crease taxes. But by neglect and refus-
ing to renew these taxes that are going 
to be expiring in a few years, the net 
result is that the tax rates are going to 
increase on our progrowth, economic 
tax reduction provisions that we put in 
place, which was reducing the income 
tax, reducing capital gains and divi-
dend taxes, reducing estate and gift 
taxes, and increasing incentives for 
small business investment. 

My view is in this country, if you 
really want to see economic growth, 
you target the small business sector. 
That is what the proeconomic growth 
policy did, and we saw the results of 
that, resulting in sizable revenue in-
creases to the Federal Government as 
well as our States throughout this 
country. The economic growth stimu-
lated by these policies not only led to 
more money in the pockets of the 
American people, it has led to in-
creased Federal revenue and reduced 
deficits. Since 2003, revenues have re-
bounded sharply, following several 
years of decline. Last year, revenues 
were up almost 12 percent, to $2.4 tril-
lion, the highest in our Nation’s his-
tory. As a result, we cut the budget 
deficit in half several years ahead of 
schedule and put ourselves on a path 
toward balancing the budget. That is 
important to me, and I think it is im-
portant to the American people to have 
us on a path toward balancing the 
budget. I think it is important to the 
American people that we continue our 
progrowth policies. After all, that 
means more jobs. 

In addition to its well-known budg-
etary function, the Office of Manage-
ment and Budget is also charged with 
an equally important, albeit I would 
say lesser known function, and that is 
management responsibility. President 
Bush, with initiatives like the Presi-
dent’s Management Agenda and the 
Program Assessment Rating Tool, re-
ferred to by many as PART, has given 
the Office of Management and Budget 
and the Congress the management 
tools they need as overseers of a large 
and complex and sometimes cum-
bersome bureaucracy. In fact, if the 
American people want to see how these 
various agencies are performing, all 
they need to do is get on the Internet 
and go to expectmore.gov. You are 
going to find an assessment of the 
agencies and how they are doing, 
whether they are operating efficiently, 
spending taxpayer dollars in a respon-
sible way, or whether they are being 
ineffective, and various grades in be-
tween that, or are they absolutely ig-
noring any attempt to be accountable 
to the way in which the taxpayer dol-
lars are being spent. 

As a result, on that Web page you are 
going to see ‘‘no results dem-
onstrated.’’ They just kind of thumbed 
their noses at the taxpayers and the 
President and anybody out here trying 
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to build accountability to agency 
spending. This program helps Members 
of Congress, helps members of the ad-
ministration, and helps the taxpayer 
out here if they want to take the time 
to look it up on the Internet, just to 
see how the various agencies are per-
forming. You might be surprised as to 
which agencies show up as not even 
making an effort to be accountable to 
the taxpayers as to how their tax dol-
lars are being spent. 

OMB’s management tools are critical 
to Congress’s ability to hold agencies 
and programs accountable and ensure 
that taxpayer dollars are being spent 
wisely. Congressman Nussle has as-
sured me that he will give due def-
erence to the ‘‘M’’ which stands for 
‘‘management’’ in the OMB. I have im-
pressed upon him how important it is 
that we encourage the agencies to con-
tinue to try to demonstrate results on 
their effectiveness and not ignore it be-
cause it is what we need to responsibly 
put forward legislation in budgets and 
appropriations bills. 

I think this vote is a referendum on 
the economy, but let’s look and see 
what is happening with the economy. 
It is doing well. New jobs are being cre-
ated. Income is coming in at record 
high rates. America is doing well. 

I encourage my colleagues to join me 
in supporting Congressman Nussle who, 
I believe, is a highly qualified nominee 
who is deserving of Senate confirma-
tion. I am pleased the Budget Com-
mittee favorably reported Congress-
man Nussle with broad bipartisan sup-
port. I urge my colleagues to vote in 
favor of this confirmation today. 

It is important that we move forward 
with budget accountability. We need to 
confirm the Director of the OMB quick-
ly, so he can get moving forward with 
his responsibilities. I am here to 
strongly endorse my good friend and 
colleague, Congressman Nussle. I hope 
the other Members of this body will 
join me in voting to support his con-
firmation. 

Mr. LEVIN. Madam President, this 
nomination of Congressman Nussle as 
Director of the Office of Management 
and Budget will put him at a critical 
place at a critical time. The OMB has 
been a powerful part of this adminis-
tration, making key decisions on rev-
enue, spending, transparency and regu-
lation. And the new Director will play 
a major role in shaping both the re-
mainder of this President’s term as 
well as the outlook of the next. 

One of OMB’s most important func-
tions each year is to help generate the 
President’s budget request. With un-
precedented levels of debt mounting 
ever higher, the Nation’s budget blue-
print must begin to reflect wise 
choices. 

Unfortunately, the pattern of this ad-
ministration so far has been one of fis-
cal recklessness. The President’s tax 
cuts have reduced revenue to the 

Treasury by $1 trillion and will cost an 
additional $300 billion in 2007 alone. 
Over the past 5 years we have spent 
half a trillion dollars in Iraq, and we 
are continuing to spend $10 billion a 
month for that war. 

Our current total debt is closing in 
on $9 trillion, which means that each 
American’s share is nearly $30,000. And 
the budget President Bush submitted 
to Congress in February would con-
tinue that trend. It would increase the 
gross Federal debt by nearly $3 trillion 
to $11.5 trillion by 2012. That means 
each American’s share of the debt 
would rise to a whopping $38,000. 

The administration needs to turn 
over a new leaf of fiscal responsibility, 
and the new Director of OMB must be 
at the forefront of that effort. Digging 
out of this ditch of debt will take seri-
ous bipartisan cooperation and it will 
require Congress and the administra-
tion to work together. This includes 
deciding how to most fairly raise rev-
enue and on which priorities to spend 
it. And it will mean putting aside par-
tisanship of the moment to tackle the 
long-term economic challenges. We 
need an OMB Director who is fully 
committed to working with Congress 
to tackle this difficult and pressing 
problem. 

Another critical function of OMB for 
which Congressman Nussle will be re-
sponsible is the management side. OMB 
plays an important role in the Federal 
Government’s efforts to prevent waste, 
fraud, and abuse by pursuing manage-
ment reforms, evaluating the effective-
ness of Federal programs, and pro-
viding oversight of agency reports, 
rules, testimony and proposed legisla-
tion. OMB can exert great influence on 
public policy and I believe it is impera-
tive that the person selected to run 
OMB be willing and able to work with 
both parties in Congress to face the ex-
traordinary challenges ahead. 

I will support this nomination, and I 
am hopeful that Congressman Nussle 
can meet the many challenges OMB 
faces at this critical time. 

Mr. FEINGOLD. Madam President, I 
will vote for former Congressman 
Nussle to be Director of the Office of 
Management and Budget. As a former 
Chairman of the House Budget Com-
mittee, he is clearly qualified, and as I 
have indicated in the past, the Presi-
dent is entitled to great deference 
when it comes to executive branch 
nominations, especially those for posi-
tions which are so close to the Presi-
dent himself. In this respect, the Presi-
dent’s nomination for Director of Of-
fice of Management and Budget should 
receive even greater deference than a 
Cabinet position. Of course, this def-
erence decreases as the position is 
more distanced from the policymaking 
functions of the administration. 

Given the emphasis I have placed on 
the need to budget more responsibly, 
however, I want to make clear my 

strong disagreement with the adminis-
tration’s budget policies that have fea-
tured an unbroken record of massive 
deficits and increased debt. And while I 
hope this nominee represents a new pe-
riod of better relations with Congress 
on budget matters, I do not vote for 
Congressman Nussle with the expecta-
tion that the President will finally see 
the light and adopt a more fiscally re-
sponsible budget. 

When his term of office is complete, 
this President will leave behind a fiscal 
mess so massive that it may take dec-
ades to clean up. I will continue my ef-
forts during the remaining 15 months 
of this administration to make sure 
that it does not make matters even 
worse. 

Ms. MIKULSKI. Madam President, I 
come to the floor today to voice my op-
position to Mr. Nussle’s nomination to 
be head of the Office of Management 
and Budget. This nomination is an-
other effort by President Bush to ob-
struct Congress from doing its job and 
to prevent us from passing fiscally re-
sponsible budget and appropriations 
bills. 

We need an OMB Director who can 
help the President understand that the 
fiscal problems our country faces are 
too important and too big for political 
gamesmanship. And we need an OMB 
Director who understands that past 
policies have failed and that the time 
for change is now. Unfortunately, Mr. 
Nussle is not the man for the job. 

As chairman of the House Budget 
Committee, he repeatedly failed in his 
biggest responsibility—to pass the an-
nual budget resolution, which protects 
the integrity of the appropriations 
process and provides the blueprint for 
how we spend taxpayer dollars. Not 
passing a budget puts the healthy func-
tioning of the Federal Government at 
risk. Before the nominee took control 
of the committee, Congress had only 
failed to pass the budget resolution 
once since 1974. When Mr. Nussle was 
chairman of that committee, it hap-
pened 3 out of his 6 years leading that 
committee. 

Given the President’s refusal to co-
operate so far during this year’s appro-
priations process, we need an OMB Di-
rector who can build consensus. Mr. 
Nussle’s inability to manage the budg-
et resolution process shows that he 
clearly lacks this essential skill. 

Mr. Nussle also presided over a runup 
in debt unprecedented in our Nation’s 
history. In 2001, when President Bush 
came to office and Congressman Nussle 
took over the Budget committee, there 
was a projected $5.6 trillion surplus. 
But today, huge tax cuts for the rich 
and reckless spending have left Amer-
ica $9 trillion in debt. To cover this 
debt, President Bush has had to borrow 
more than $1.1 trillion from foreigners, 
more than the previous 42 Presidents 
combined. 

This means that our grandchildren 
will have to pay part of their wages 
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and salaries for our tax cuts. This is 
not only bad policy, it is immoral. 

To this day, Nussle continues to sup-
port these and other failed Bush fiscal 
policies that, for the sake of the next 
generation of Americans, we need to 
reverse. 

The Bush administration has threat-
ened to veto almost every one of our 
spending bills. These threats are stop-
ping us from doing what the American 
people want us to do—from working to-
gether on the important issues facing 
our country and changing the prior-
ities and tone of debate in Washington. 

As a member of the Appropriations 
Committee, I pride myself on making 
sure taxpayer dollars are wisely spent 
on programs that make a difference. 
The spending bills we wrote in the 
spring are built on these values. They 
are fiscally responsible and support the 
programs that protect our country and 
improve the lives of American citizens. 

But because we reject President 
Bush’s harmful cuts to housing, law en-
forcement, education and other critical 
programs, this administration and 
some Republicans accuse Democrats of 
wasteful spending. That is outrageous. 

Democrats passed a budget that re-
flected Americans’ priorities: no new 
taxes, restored funding for critical do-
mestic programs, balance the budget 
by 2012 and contained pay-go for fiscal 
discipline. We fought to increase fund-
ing for education, children’s health 
care, veterans benefits, and crime re-
duction. 

President Bush says he wants to veto 
our appropriations bills because we in-
crease funding for critical domestic 
programs. Democrats increased funding 
for the Department of Education when 
the President wanted to cut 44 edu-
cation programs. Democrats increased 
funding for the National Institutes of 
Health when Bush wanted to cut it by 
more than $300 million. The President 
wanted to cut first responder grants 
and we wanted to increase them. We 
proposed increasing domestic spending 
by just 1.4 percent over last year. That 
is lower than the growth rate of the 
economy and the growth rate in taxes 
collected. 

These appropriations bills fund every 
single Federal education, law enforce-
ment, transportation, and housing ac-
tivity in our country and they were 
passed out of the Appropriations Com-
mittee with bipartisan support. Despite 
this bipartisan support, the President 
refuses to negotiate with Congress and 
is threatening to veto our bills and 
bring this Nation into a state of grid-
lock. 

It is past time for the President to 
start facing the facts and to realize 
that the only way forward is by work-
ing together. Ours is the richest coun-
try in the history of the world and we 
have more than enough to provide de-
cent public services on a balanced 
budget. My Democratic colleagues and 

I are eager to come to the table and 
hammer out our differences for the 
sake of the American people but 
progress takes political leadership and 
a willingness to compromise. 

November’s election showed that 
Americans want Congress to change 
the direction and change the tone of 
politics. Democrats got the message 
and in May we passed a bipartisan 
budget that funded the programs 
America needs while balancing the fed-
eral checkbook over 5 years. Our budg-
et provides the blueprint for extending 
middle-class tax cuts, expanding chil-
dren’s and veterans’ health care, and 
investing in education. We also pro-
vided funds to protect our homeland 
and fully support our men and women 
serving in the Armed Forces. 

We’ve had 6 years of undisciplined 
and unprincipled budget leadership 
from the White House and congres-
sional Republicans. Representative 
Nussle does not seem to understand 
that the time for a major change is 
now and he doesn’t seem likely to push 
President Bush to come to the table. 
For this reason, I oppose his nomina-
tion and I urge my colleagues to do the 
same. 

Ms. LANDRIEU. Madam President, I 
rise in support of the nomination of 
Jim Nussle to be our Nation’s next Di-
rector of the Office of Management and 
Budget. My support comes, however, 
with serious reservations about the ad-
ministration’s financial commitment 
to rebuilding the gulf coast in the wake 
of Hurricanes Rita and Katrina. 

While the President repeatedly 
speaks of his commitment to rebuild-
ing the gulf coast, at every turn, this 
administration places financial road-
blocks to the region’s recovery. For 
months, the administration refused to 
waive the Stafford Act requirement 
that hurricane-ravaged States and lo-
calities match 10 percent of the funds 
that they receive. Similarly, the Office 
of Management and Budget has refused 
to allow the State of Louisiana to use 
the Hazard Mitigation Grant Program 
to fund its Road Home Program. Fi-
nally, the administration has threat-
ened to veto the Water Resources De-
velopment Act, which takes the first 
vital steps towards creating a com-
prehensive program for the restoration 
of the Louisiana coast. 

Notwithstanding the administra-
tion’s claims of financial support, we 
still have a long way to go in rebuild-
ing the gulf coast. The Government Ac-
countability Office, for example, re-
cently concluded that of the $110 mil-
lion that the Federal Government has 
committed to reconstruction, only a 
small portion of the Federal assistance 
has been targeted toward long-term 
needs such as the restoration of the 
gulf coast’s infrastructure. In fact, the 
Brookings Institution has concluded 
that only $35 billion of the $110 million 
has been dedicated to long-term re-

building efforts. Only a small portion 
of this amount is dedicated to recon-
structing the gulf coast’s levees and 
floodwalls. 

The bottom line is that the rebuild-
ing is nowhere near complete and nei-
ther is the need for Federal aid. The 
people of the gulf coast appreciate the 
generosity of the American people. We 
all know where we’d be without the 
Federal Government lending a hand to 
help bring back the gulf coast. That 
being said, the President promised in 
his speech at Jackson Square in New 
Orleans that the Federal Government 
would be there until the job is com-
plete. While it is a reality that no one 
enjoys facing, the fact that the rebuild-
ing of the gulf is only in its infancy— 
is reality nonetheless. More needs to be 
done and it is critical that the Director 
of the Office of Management and Budg-
et recognize that fact. 

In conclusion, I will support the nom-
ination of Jim Nussle but with the ca-
veat that the administration must 
grapple seriously with the long-term fi-
nancial needs of the gulf coast. 

I thank the Chair and ask that my 
entire statement appear in the RECORD. 

Mr. BYRD. Madam President, I op-
pose the nomination of Jim Nussle to 
be the Director of the Office of Man-
agement and Budget. 

During his tenure as chairman of the 
House Budget Committee, he not only 
embraced but helped to enact the woe-
fully misguided and disastrous budget 
policies of this administration, which 
have resulted in massive deficits, in-
cluding the highest three on record. 
Those dangerous policies have resulted 
in the loss of hundreds of billions of 
dollars from the Social Security trust 
funds, and draconian cuts in domestic 
investments that have left the infra-
structure of our Nation to deteriorate, 
and agencies, such as the Federal 
Emergency Management Agency, 
FEMA, unprepared to protect the 
American people. 

When I met with Mr. Nussle in July, 
I also was taken aback by his lack of 
knowledge about funding the military 
operations in Iraq, suggesting that it is 
common and routine to fund such oper-
ations through supplemental appro-
priations bills. He asserted that the 
United States has always funded its 
wars through supplementals. This is 
simply not true, and certainly some-
thing that the nominee for the White 
House budget office ought to have 
known. Many times the Congress has 
passed supplemental war funding bills 
at the beginning of a conflict, but then 
budgeted for that war spending as part 
of the regular appropriations process. 
That is something that this adminis-
tration has stubbornly declined to do, 
despite overwhelming votes in the Sen-
ate calling for regular budgeting for 
the Iraq war. Instead, the administra-
tion continues to ask the Congress to 
rubberstamp its emergency supple-
mental funding requests. 
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I have repeatedly warned against this 

administration’s budget and spending 
policies. I have watched the disastrous 
results that they have brought about. I 
am not about to endorse a continu-
ation of that kind of record today. I am 
heartened by Mr. Nussle’s pledge to 
work in a cooperative way with the 
Congress and the Appropriations Com-
mittees. However, I do not foresee any 
real change in policy in the offing, and 
so I must oppose this nomination. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Iowa seeks recognition. Who 
yields time? 

Mr. CONRAD. Madam President, 
might I ask the Senator from Maine if 
she might give 5 minutes to the Sen-
ator from Iowa for a statement in sup-
port of the nominee? 

Ms. COLLINS. I will be happy to 
yield that time. I note Senator GRASS-
LEY also is requesting time. Perhaps I 
can find out from Senator GRASSLEY 
how much time he needs as well so we 
could accommodate both of the Sen-
ators from Iowa. 

Madam President, how much time is 
remaining of the time that I have been 
allotted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator has 11 minutes remaining. 

Ms. COLLINS. Madam President, I 
will be happy to yield 5 minutes to 
Senator HARKIN. I will yield the re-
mainder of my time to Senator GRASS-
LEY, but I hope we can only find an ad-
ditional few minutes so he could com-
plete his statement. 

Mr. CONRAD. Madam President, we 
will ask another Senator who controls 
time if we can get additional time for 
Senator GRASSLEY. We will do that 
while Senator HARKIN and Senator 
GRASSLEY are speaking. 

Ms. COLLINS. Thank you, Madam 
President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Iowa is recognized. 

Mr. HARKIN. Madam President, I 
thank the Senator from Maine for 
yielding me this time. 

In July, in testimony before the Sen-
ate Homeland Security and Govern-
mental Affairs Committee, I spoke 
strongly in favor of President Bush’s 
nomination of former Congressman 
Jim Nussle to serve as the Director of 
the Office of Management and Budget. 

In his testimony before the com-
mittee and in a subsequent appearance 
before the Senate Budget Committee, 
Congressman Nussle impressed all of us 
with his forthrightness and his obvious 
expertise on budget issues. This should 
come as no surprise. The fact is that 
Congressman Nussle is superbly quali-
fied for the job of Budget Director. 
First elected to represent Iowa’s First 
Congressional District in 1990, he 
served honorably for eight terms. He 
joined the House Budget Committee in 
January of 1995 and was elected chair-
man in January of 2001, a position he 
served in for the next 6 years. 

Congressman Nussle is a genuine ex-
pert and a recognized expert on the 
budget and a master of the budgeting 
process. I have known Jim Nussle and 
worked with him for more than 16 
years. I can tell you that he is a skilled 
and savvy operator. He is a straight 
shooter whose word is his bond and who 
can be counted on to follow through 
with the commitments he makes. As 
chairman of the Budget Committee, he 
reached out to majority and minority 
members and he gave everyone a fair 
hearing. 

In addition, Congressman Nussle will 
bring to the job an impressive array of 
political skills. As Senators saw first-
hand during his appearances before the 
two committees this summer, he is 
open and responsive. He is an excellent 
communicator, and he is a formidable 
advocate for the causes in which he be-
lieves. 

As members of different political par-
ties, Congressman Nussle and I have 
often disagreed on principles and prior-
ities. But in Jim Nussle, the President 
has chosen a person of exceptional in-
telligence, competence, and experience. 

As we enter the final month of the 
fiscal year, we face enormous chal-
lenges with regard to the budget. I 
have had and continue to have sharp 
disagreements with President Bush 
over his budget priorities, in particular 
his shortchanging of children’s health 
insurance, education, and biomedical 
research. And, of course, I believe we 
need to work to eliminate abusive tax 
breaks enjoyed by multinational com-
panies and the very wealthy, as was 
just outlined by the Senator from 
North Dakota a few moments ago. 
Now, we all understand that the Direc-
tor of the Office of Management and 
Budget is not the initiator but the im-
plementer of the President’s agenda. 
However, it is my hope that in Con-
gressman Nussle, we will have a voice 
of moderation and corporation. 

Finally, I would add that those of us 
who represent rural America, rural 
areas, small towns and communities, 
could have no better advocate for rural 
America, for our farmers, our farm 
families, and those who live in small 
towns and communities than Congress-
man Jim Nussle. He has always been 
there fighting for their interests, and it 
is kind of good to have someone like 
that in the position of Director of the 
Office of Management and Budget. 

I intend to vote yes on Congressman 
Nussle’s nomination. I urge all of my 
colleagues to do likewise. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Iowa. 
Mr. CONRAD. Madam President, I 

ask that the Senator withhold. 
How much time does Senator GREGG 

have remaining? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thirteen 

minutes. 
Mr. CONRAD. Thirteen minutes. If 

the Senator would be willing to reserve 

10 of his minutes and give the addi-
tional 3 minutes to the Senator from 
Iowa so the Senator from Iowa can 
have a total of 9 minutes? At least that 
gets us close to the Senator’s request. 

Mr. GRASSLEY. I am pleased the 
Senate is considering the nomination 
of Jim Nussle to be Director of the Of-
fice of Management and Budget. 

I thank Chairman LIEBERMAN and 
Ranking Member COLLINS of the Home-
land Security and Governmental Af-
fairs Committee for their quick action 
on the nomination, and I also thank 
Chairman CONRAD and Ranking Mem-
ber GREGG of the Budget Committee for 
helping to move this nomination along 
very quickly. Also, of course, I thank 
the majority leader, Senator REID, for 
making time in the Senate’s hectic 
schedule for the consideration of this 
most important nomination. 

I have known Jim Nussle for nearly 
27 years. I first met him when, as a stu-
dent at Luther College, he drove me 
around the State as I campaigned in 
my first run for the Senate. He was 
elected to the U.S. House in 1991 at the 
age of 30. Congressman Nussle quickly 
rose through the ranks as chairman of 
a committee, and he excelled in that 
very important leadership role as 
chairman of the Budget Committee. 

Congressman Nussle and I share a 
strong belief that we here in Wash-
ington hold a great responsibility to be 
wise stewards of the taxpayers’ money. 
He took this responsibility very seri-
ously and acted on it early in his con-
gressional career. Few have worked as 
hard as Congressman Nussle to ferret 
out wasteful and unnecessary Federal 
spending. If confirmed for the OMB Di-
rector, I am certain he will continue to 
be one of the taxpayers’ advocates 
there in that new position. 

When he was chairman of the House 
Budget Committee, Jim Nussle did not 
just focus on short-term goals; he 
looked down the road at long-term 
challenges. As an example, in the Def-
icit Reduction Act, with Jim’s leader-
ship at the Budget Committee, Con-
gress took an important first step in 
reforming our entitlement spending. 
This step saved taxpayers nearly $40 
billion over a 5-year period of time. 

Jim Nussle also understands that the 
Federal budget process can and needs 
to be improved. He chaired a bipartisan 
task force in the late 1990s and devel-
oped a bipartisan initiative termed the 
‘‘Comprehensive Budget Process Re-
form Act of 1998,’’ and he did it in a bi-
partisan way with then-Congressman 
and fellow Senator BEN CARDIN. In 
working with then-Congressman 
CARDIN, he demonstrated his abilities 
to work across the aisle and develop bi-
partisan products. 

This respect for the other side con-
tinued during his time as Budget chair-
man. During the Senate Budget Com-
mittee’s hearings to consider his nomi-
nation, House Budget Chairman 
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SPRATT attested to the respectful man-
ner in which Congressman Nussle han-
dled the Budget Committee under his 
chairmanship. Chairman SPRATT, then 
the ranking member, spoke to the fair 
and collegial treatment the minority 
received while Jim Nussle was its 
chairman and to Congressman Nussle’s 
knowledge of the budget process. 

I believe it is Congressman Nussle’s 
qualifications and respect from all 
sides that led to a unanimous vote in 
favor of his nomination by the Home-
land Security Committee and by the 
22-to-1 vote in the Budget Committee. 
Yet some have chosen to use Congress-
man Nussle’s nomination to take issue 
with the President’s fiscal and eco-
nomic policies. So I would point out to 
my colleagues that while they portray 
the economy as nothing but doom and 
gloom, the facts suggest otherwise. 

Unemployment remains at histori-
cally low levels. Most recently, the un-
employment rate stood at 4.6 percent. 
July was the 47th consecutive month 
with job gains, and over 8.3 million new 
jobs have been created during those 47 
months. The fact is, the economy is re-
silient and growing. We have had 23 
consecutive quarters of growth in the 
gross domestic product. 

Contrary to the arguments of some of 
my colleagues, the budget deficit has 
been coming down year by year. This 
year’s deficit is estimated to be 1.5 per-
cent of our gross domestic product, and 
that is lower than the 40-year average 
of 2.4 percent of GDP. The reduction in 
the deficit is largely due to the higher 
than anticipated revenues coming into 
the Federal Treasury, and this increase 
in Federal revenue has occurred since 
the bipartisan tax relief plans passed in 
2001 and 2003. 

While those on the other side may 
argue that we are undertaxed, I would 
like to point out that this year’s re-
ceipts are projected at 18.8 percent of 
gross domestic product. That is higher 
than the historic norm over a 30-year 
average of 18.3 percent. So while Con-
gress and the President acted in a bi-
partisan way in response to the eco-
nomic effects of the tech bubble burst 
and the attacks of September 11, 2001, 
we are still generating the necessary 
revenues to operate the Federal budget 
at historic levels. 

Where would our economy be today if 
Congress had not enacted a bipartisan 
economic stimulus tax package? Would 
our economy have weathered the crash 
of the NASDAQ in 2000 when it lost 50 
percent of its value or the economic 
shock after the 9/11 attacks in 2001? 
Would we have come out of it with 
such resilience as we have without 
those tax bills having passed? Would 
we have such low unemployment, 
strong GDP growth, or the creation of 
those over 8 million jobs without that 
tax relief? Now, these are fair ques-
tions that the critics of the President’s 
economic policies ought to consider. 

Regardless, we are here today to con-
sider the nomination of Congressman 
Nussle to be Director of the Office of 
Management and Budget. However you 
feel about the President’s economic 
policies, I think we should all agree 
that the President has the right to 
choose his Director for the Office of 
Management and Budget. Rather than 
delay and object to considerations of 
this nominee, I believe it makes more 
sense to confirm the President’s highly 
qualified choice and get to the work of 
finishing the peoples’ business. 

We have a serious challenge ahead of 
us. With only 1 of 12 annual appropria-
tions bills having even been considered 
by the Senate, we find ourselves less 
than 4 weeks away from the end of the 
fiscal year. In order for this process to 
get underway in earnest, it is impor-
tant that the President has his choice 
of Budget Director in place. Given Con-
gressman Nussle’s experience, knowl-
edge, and commitment to public serv-
ice, it is fitting that he has been nomi-
nated to be the Director of the Office of 
Management and Budget. 

Jim Nussle is highly qualified. He 
knows the budget. He understands Con-
gress, and he is a decent, honorable 
public servant. So I hope the Senate 
will see fit to confirm Jim Nussle to 
OMB Director. 

I think the people who gave me the 
additional time ought to have it back. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Who 
yields time? The Senator from 
Vermont. 

Mr. SANDERS. I yield 6 minutes to 
the Senator from New York. 

Mr. SCHUMER. I thank my friend 
and colleague from Vermont for yield-
ing me time. I will speak for a brief 
moment on this nomination and then 
talk a little bit about Iraq. 

First, I will oppose the nomination of 
Jim Nussle to OMB Director. Why? Be-
cause our country is in a new world and 
a new time and a new place. Our health 
care system, our education system, and 
our infrastructure are lagging, and 
those who put continued tax cuts for 
the very wealthy above rebuilding 
America are at the wrong time, in the 
wrong place. That is what Jim Nussle 
has done. I understand it is a heartfelt 
belief of his. 

We Democrats have adopted a more 
responsible position of pay-go. We 
Democrats believe, yes, we must re-
store our infrastructure, both physical 
and human, in America to stay great. 
And with an OMB Director who re-
mains rigidly wedded to the policies of 
the past, tax cuts to the very wealthy 
above everything, above rebuilding our 
schools and restoring health care and 
getting our bridges and roads built—we 
are headed in the wrong direction. So I 
must vote against him and urge my 
colleagues to do the same. 

IRAQ 
Now, I rise today to discuss the situa-

tion in Iraq and the continuing efforts 

of this administration to paint a rosy 
picture, to cling to straws when the 
situation on the ground suggests just 
the opposite. 

I first thank my colleague, JACK 
REED, who has done great work on 
MILCON, veterans affairs, which we 
have just considered, and for his work 
on Iraq. 

Some have argued that the surge in 
Iraq is working, but all you have to do 
is look at the facts to know that is not 
the case. The President went to Anbar 
Province, which at the moment he is 
touting as a measure of success, but we 
all know what has happened in Iraq. 
You push on one end of the balloon, 
and it pops out on another. Anbar may 
be a little better; other places are 
worse. And the fallacy of Anbar is just 
amazing. Are we placing our faith in 
the future in Iraq on a handful of war-
lords who at the moment dislike al- 
Qaida more than they dislike us? And 
they certainly dislike us. What kind of 
policy is that? What are the odds that 
6 months from now, the fragile and per-
ilous situation in Anbar will reverse 
itself and collapse? We heard about 
success in Baghdad, we heard about 
success in Fallujah, and we heard 
about success in this province and that 
province, and it vanishes. Success van-
ishes like the wind. Why? Because the 
fundamentals in Iraq stay the same. 
That is, that there is no central gov-
ernment, that the Shiites and the 
Sunnis and the Kurds dislike one an-
other far more than they like any cen-
tral government, and that dooms our 
policy in Iraq to fail. When the Presi-
dent began the surge he said it was to 
give the Government breathing room, 
to strengthen the present Government. 
We have more troops there, more mili-
tary action, more deaths this summer, 
more than any other, and the Govern-
ment is weaker. So why isn’t it appar-
ent to the President and my colleagues 
on the other side of the aisle that the 
stated goal of the surge is failing? Be-
cause the goal is not a military goal 
but, by the President’s own words, it is 
to give the Government of Iraq greater 
strength, breathing room, as he put it. 
That Government, by just about every 
standard, is worse off than it was be-
fore. 

Again, Anbar Province? Because a 
few warlords, tribal leaders are now on 
our side for the moment, even though 
they are not loyal to us, they don’t 
like us and they dislike the central 
government, that is why we should 
continue the present course in Iraq? It 
makes no sense. 

What happened to the great call for 
democracy in Iraq? Are the tribal lead-
ers in Anbar Province our apostles of 
democracy? Of course not. I admit that 
is realpolitik. That is fine. But it is not 
going to solve the problem. 

If you look at the benchmarks, today 
the independent GAO report due to be 
delivered to Congress showed little 
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progress being made in meeting the 18 
military and security benchmarks set 
out by the Congress. A draft report 
showed that only three of the bench-
marks had been met. However, over the 
weekend, the Pentagon revised the 
draft GAO report and now, miracu-
lously, an additional four benchmarks 
were ‘‘partially met.’’ Despite the ap-
parent efforts by the Pentagon to edit 
this independent report, it will take 
much more than a red pen to correct 
the failures of the President’s Iraq pol-
icy. So the surge by the President’s 
own stated goal is failing. The Govern-
ment is weaker. The fundamentals on 
the ground are the same. There is no 
loyalty to a central government. 

The temporary stasis in Anbar Prov-
ince is not because of the surge but be-
cause the surge was unable to protect 
these tribal leaders from al-Qaida. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
SALAZAR). The time of the Senator has 
expired. 

Mr. SCHUMER. I ask unanimous con-
sent for an additional 30 seconds. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. SCHUMER. The bottom line is 
very simple. We are worse off today in 
Iraq than we were 6 months ago. The 
position of America, democracy, sta-
bility continues to deteriorate. If there 
were ever a need for a change in course 
in Iraq, it is now. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Who 

yields time? 
The Senator from Vermont. 
Mr. SANDERS. Mr. President, we 

have heard over the last few moments 
from some of our Republican friends, 
again, the assertion of how strong this 
economy is doing and how we have to 
continue going along this same path 
with an OMB Director who is sup-
portive of these policies. Let me reit-
erate, I do not believe the economy is 
stronger when, over the last 6 years, 5 
million more Americans have become 
poor, slipped into poverty, including a 
million children. I do not believe this 
economy is strong when median in-
come for working age families has de-
clined by about $2,400 since the year 
2000. I do not believe this economy is 
strong when the personal savings rate 
has been below zero for eight consecu-
tive quarters. I do not believe this 
economy is strong when 8.6 million 
Americans have lost their health insur-
ance since President Bush has been in 
office. I do not believe this economy is 
strong when 35 million Americans 
struggled to put food on the table last 
year and hunger in America is growing. 
I do not believe this economy is strong 
when home foreclosures are now the 
highest on record, turning the Amer-
ican dream of home ownership into a 
nightmare. 

We need a new direction in economic 
policy, policies which protect the in-
terests of ordinary Americans and not 

just the wealthy and the powerful. We 
need an OMB Director to tell this 
President the reality of economic life 
for tens of millions of our families 
rather than continue a mythology 
which essentially represents the inter-
ests of the people on top who, in fact, 
are doing very well. Maybe government 
should represent all rather than just 
the wealthy and the powerful. 

When I talked before about the budg-
et priorities of President Bush, we 
should continue that discussion and 
talk about how he treats our veterans. 
The war in Iraq, something which I 
strongly opposed, has given us now 
over 27,000 soldiers who have been 
wounded, many of them seriously. 
Studies tell us that many of the sol-
diers returning home from Iraq are 
coming home with post-traumatic 
stress disorder, PTSD. How did the 
President’s budget, a budget which we 
turned around, how did his initial 
budget treat the veterans? His budget 
proposed cutting the VA by $3.4 billion 
over 5 years after adjusting for infla-
tion. That does not say thank you to 
our veterans and their families and all 
they have gone through. 

We have a President who in his budg-
et has said we don’t have enough 
money to address the needs of the mid-
dle class, working families, senior citi-
zens, children, and veterans. We don’t 
have enough money to do that, to pay 
attention to the people who are hurt-
ing. But amazingly enough, President 
Bush has told us we do have enough 
money to provide $739 billion in tax 
breaks over the next decade to house-
holds with incomes exceeding $1 mil-
lion per year. Under President Bush’s 
proposal, the average tax break for this 
group of millionaires would total 
$162,000 by the year 2012. So if you are 
a millionaire or a billionaire, the good 
news is, we have enough money for 
you. But if you are a veteran coming 
home from Iraq with PTSD, if you are 
a mother trying to find quality 
childcare for your kids, if you are a 
worker trying to find health insurance, 
sorry. This country does not have 
enough money for you. 

Let me be very blunt. In my view, it 
is wrong to be giving huge tax breaks 
to the very wealthiest people, the peo-
ple who need them the least, while cut-
ting back on the needs of the middle 
class and working families. I should 
say that Mr. Nussle’s record as chair-
man of the Budget Committee tells us 
clearly he supports these tax breaks for 
the very rich while, at the same time, 
he has been prepared over the years to 
cut programs for those who need them 
the most. That is wrong. That is why I 
will be voting against Mr. Nussle’s con-
firmation. 

Included in President Bush’s budget 
is the complete repeal of the estate tax 
which would take effect at the end of 
2010. The complete repeal of the estate 
tax, we should be clear, because some-

times people have not been quite so 
clear about it, would benefit the 
wealthiest three-tenths of 1 percent of 
our population, the top three-tenths of 
1 percent, and 99.7 percent of the Amer-
ican people would not benefit, their 
families would not benefit by one nick-
el from the repeal of the estate tax. Ob-
viously, if you are in the top three- 
tenths of 1 percent, you are already a 
millionaire or a billionaire, and you 
are already in a family which is doing 
very well and has been doing well in re-
cent years. In other words, 99.7 percent 
of Americans would not receive one 
nickel. The wealthiest people, who are 
doing very well, would get all the bene-
fits. 

According to the President’s budget, 
this repeal of the estate tax will reduce 
receipts for the Treasury by more than 
$91 billion over the next 5 years and 
more than $442 billion over the next 
decade. But the long-term damage to 
our fiscal solvency is even worse. Ac-
cording to the Center on Budget and 
Policy Priorities, repealing the estate 
tax would cost over $1 trillion from 
2012 to 2021, all of which benefit goes to 
the wealthiest three-tenths of 1 per-
cent. In other words, if the President’s 
plan to permanently repeal the estate 
tax succeeds, the children and family 
members of the most privileged fami-
lies in America will reap a massive tax 
break. Paris Hilton, you are in luck, if 
the President gets his way. You are 
going to do very well. But for other 
Americans, the deficit will go up, and 
the argument will be raised that we 
don’t have enough money to take care 
of our kids, our seniors, and our vet-
erans. 

What has Mr. Nussle’s position been 
as chairman of the Budget Committee 
on repeal of the estate tax? He is there 
alongside the President. So we have 
every reason to believe he will be rec-
ommending to the President that we 
continue this extremely unfair and dis-
astrous policy. 

When we talk about repealing the es-
tate tax, which the President wants to 
do, which Mr. Nussle wants to do, 
which many of our Republican friends 
want to do, I think we should see who 
benefits in a more specific sense. Yes, 
it is the wealthiest three-tenths of 1 
percent who will get all of the benefits, 
the people who need it the least. Let’s 
look at one particular family who does 
have the best. Let’s put this thing into 
perspective. The reality is the big win-
ner, the people who need this money 
the most—not the kids, not our sen-
iors, not low-income people, not our 
veterans, no, they get at the end of the 
line—the people who receive a signifi-
cant amount of the benefits from re-
peal of the estate tax is the Walton 
family that owns Wal-Mart. In fact, 
today—and these things change; they 
go up and down—the estimated net 
worth of the Sam Walton family is 
about $83.2 billion. From where I come, 
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that is pretty good, $83.2 billion. You 
are a family that is doing fine. You will 
probably be able to pay the rent next 
month. If the estate tax is repealed for 
this one family, they will receive a 
benefit of $32.7 billion, one family, $32.7 
billion. 

We do not have enough money, says 
the President, to increase health insur-
ance for our children. Oh, he is going to 
repeal that $32 billion to take care of 3 
million more kids? We cannot afford 
that, but we can afford to give $32 bil-
lion in tax breaks to a family worth $83 
billion. 

Those priorities are wrong. In my 
view, they are immoral. We need an 
OMB Director who begins to explain to 
the American people this is not what 
America is about, who begins to ex-
plain to the American people we need a 
budget that reflects the needs and 
deals with the needs of millions of fam-
ilies, where people are working longer 
hours for lower wages, that deals with 
the problems of our senior citizens, 
deals with the problems of our crum-
bling infrastructure, deals with the 
problems of kids who cannot afford to 
go to college, deals with all of the prob-
lems our people face every single day. 
That is the kind of budget we need. 
That is the kind of OMB Director we 
need. What we do not need are policies 
which give obscene benefits to the very 
wealthiest people in this country. 

Let me simply say at this point that 
in fact what this debate is about is 
whether we are going to have an OMB 
Director who can advise the President 
about the reality facing our working 
families or will we continue the same 
failed policies? 

Having said that, Mr. President, I re-
serve the remainder of my time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Who 
yields time? 

The Senator from Maine. 
Ms. COLLINS. Mr. President, I sug-

gest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk proceeded to 

call the roll. 
Mr. GREGG. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. GREGG. Mr. President, I rise to 
discuss a little bit what has been 
talked about at length in this debate. I 
think it has been a very helpful and 
good debate. It has not been about Con-
gressman Nussle and his qualifications. 
That seems to be universally agreed 
upon. It has been about the issue of 
policy and how we approach fiscal pol-
icy in this country. 

The other side of the aisle, for what-
ever reason, seems to think 24 quarters 
of economic growth, with the addition 
of 8.4 million new jobs over the last few 
years, a tax law which was put into 
place which has caused us to generate 

more receipts as a Federal Government 
than we ever received before over a 3- 
year period relative to growth and as a 
percent of gross national product, is 
something we should not have, that 
this is bad policy for some reason, that 
giving people jobs, creating economic 
activity, having a tax policy that is 
fair, is not good. Therefore, they are 
attacking Congressman Nussle for him 
being proposed to become OMB Direc-
tor and for the fact he happens to as-
cribe to those approaches. 

Now, I would say to my colleagues on 
the other side of the aisle, I am not 
sure what they expect. Maybe they are 
sort of like Claude Rains in ‘‘Casa-
blanca,’’ where he comes out of the 
room and says: I’m shocked—shocked— 
to find out that there’s gambling going 
on in Rick’s. What? Are they shocked 
to find out the President nominated a 
Director of OMB who agrees with him? 
I mean, really. Obviously, he is going 
to nominate a Director of OMB who 
agrees with him. For as much as I ad-
mire the Senator from Vermont, his 
philosophies, which he of his own ac-
cord has described as socialist—al-
though he affiliates with the Demo-
cratic Party—are not necessarily the 
philosophies of the President. So I do 
not expect he is going to nominate 
somebody with the philosophy of the 
Senator from Vermont. Even France, 
quite honestly, has rejected the philos-
ophy of the Senator from Vermont. So 
I do not think the President is going to 
subscribe to it. 

What is hard to accept, however, is 
this argument that for some reason the 
tax cut the President has put in place 
has been regressive, that it has been 
unfairly distributed. 

Let’s go back to the record. The sim-
ple fact is today the top 20 percent of 
earned income or taxable income under 
the income tax laws—the top 20 per-
cent of earners in those categories is 
paying 85.3 percent of the burden of 
Federal taxes. That is more than was 
paid under the Clinton administration 
when those same people, the top 20 per-
cent, were paying 81 percent of the bur-
den of Federal taxes. 

People of lower income or moderate 
income who do not pay income taxes 
basically—individuals do, but as a 
group they do not pay a net income 
tax—the bottom 40 percent of income 
earners in this country is actually get-
ting more back from the Federal Gov-
ernment in the form of earned income 
tax credit and other benefits than they 
received under the Clinton years—al-
most twice as much back. 

So you have the highest income peo-
ple in this country paying more than 
under the Clinton years, who are bear-
ing a larger share of the burden, and 
you have the lower income people or 
the moderate income people getting 
more back from the Federal Govern-
ment. That, ladies and gentlemen, is 
called progressivity. That is a tax law 
that is working. 

Why is it working? Why are the peo-
ple with higher incomes paying more 
taxes? That is called human nature. It 
is called human nature. If you say to 
someone: ‘‘I am going to take the next 
90 cents of the $1 you earn, and take it 
to the Federal Government and the 
State Government and the local gov-
ernment’’—I do not know that 
Vermont reaches 90 percent. They are 
probably pretty close. That is why peo-
ple come to New Hampshire to buy liq-
uor and other goods; they are not sub-
ject to a sales tax. That is just a bit of 
PR for our State. But if you say that to 
a person, they are not going to go out 
and make the effort to earn that extra 
dollar, whether it is 90 percent, 70 per-
cent, or 50 percent. 

Why? Because they do not want to 
pay the taxes. They do not want to 
work for the Government half the year. 
Actually, everybody is working for the 
Government half the year, but they 
don’t want to work for it for two-thirds 
of the year. 

So if you put in place a tax law that 
is fair, where you say to a person: ‘‘You 
go out and invest, you take a risk, you 
become an entrepreneur, and as a re-
sult you create jobs, and we are going 
to tax you fairly,’’ then you get more 
economic activity that is taxable. As a 
result, you get more money to the Fed-
eral Government. That is what has 
happened over the last 3 years. We are 
now receiving more revenue than we 
have historically. In fact, we have had 
the largest increase in the history of 
our Government in the last 3 years as 
a percentage, and we are getting more 
in than what has been the historical 
norm. Usually, we have been getting, 
since World War II, about an 18.2-per-
cent raise in revenues from the gross 
national product. Now we have gone up 
to 18.6 percent and 18.7 percent, and 
those are big increases. 

Why are we getting those increases? 
Because people are willing to partici-
pate in the taxable economy. Because 
there is a fair tax rate that is in place 
today. What is the other side of the 
aisle suggesting? Let’s raise those 
taxes. Let’s raise those taxes way up so 
we can spend the money—not to put it 
to debt reduction, as the Senator from 
North Dakota talks about—so we can 
raise taxes on the American people to 
spend the money. 

Their budget suggests we increase 
taxes by somewhere between $400 bil-
lion and $900 billion over 5 years. Their 
budget suggests we increase spending 
on the discretionary side by around 
$200 billion over the next 5 years. Their 
budget suggests we increase spending 
on the entitlement side by a number 
that is so astronomical I cannot even 
calculate it, but I think it is around $1 
trillion. It is a classic tax-and-spend 
approach. Its purpose is not to make 
the economy stronger. Its purpose is 
not to reduce the debt. Its purpose is to 
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raise taxes, to spend the money on in-
terest, which the other side of the aisle 
finds attractive. 

Well, that is reasonable if you do it 
in a way that is fair. But what they are 
suggesting is you raise taxes on work-
ing Americans, and specifically on sen-
iors. Do you know who most benefits 
from the capital gains rate? Senior 
citizens. Do you know who most bene-
fits from the dividends rate? Senior 
citizens. Logic tells you that; also sta-
tistics do. The fact is, when you are a 
senor citizen, you do not have earned 
income. You are probably not subject 
to the income tax rate for the most 
part, but you might have dividend in-
come from one of the pension funds you 
invested in or that the company you 
worked for invested in. And you prob-
ably have capital gains income because 
you probably sold some asset such as 
your house to move into another life-
style. 

So not only are they suggesting we 
raise taxes in a manner which will un-
dermine what has been a clear eco-
nomic benefit to this country, in that 
we have seen 24 months of economic ex-
pansion and we have added 8.4 million 
jobs, we have seen revenues jump dra-
matically. In fact, the capital gains 
revenues are now $100 billion over what 
they were estimated to be—$100 billion. 
Why is that? Because people are willing 
to take risks. They are willing to take 
their capital out that was locked up 
and put it into more productive activ-
ity, the result of which is to create 
jobs. 

People are investing in starting new 
restaurants and starting new software 
companies, starting new small busi-
nesses all across this country because 
there is a reasonable tax rate on doing 
that. As a result, we are creating jobs. 
What is the result of that? We generate 
revenues to the Federal Government. 
The other side of the aisle does not like 
that, I guess. The only way they want 
to generate revenue to the Federal 
Government is to raise taxes on people. 
Well, it doesn’t work very well, quite 
honestly. President Kennedy showed 
the best way to do it is the way we 
have done it. President Reagan showed 
us the best way to do it is the way we 
have done it. And now President Bush 
has shown it one more time. 

It is hard to accept this philosophy 
which continues to be paraded out by 
the other side of the aisle, which we, 
regrettably, in New Hampshire are 
hearing a great deal of—actually, we do 
not regret it. We love it. We love to 
have the folks come to New Hampshire 
who are running for President and lis-
ten to their positions. But as you listen 
to people, your head has to spin as to 
the number of new programs that are 
being proposed by the front runners of 
the Democratic Party. It is program 
after program after program. If you lis-
ten to one of their speeches—and I have 
listened to all the major candidates on 

their side of the aisle give speeches in 
New Hampshire over the last few 
weeks—it is a litany, more or less like 
a merry-go-round, of ideas of how to 
spend money, followed by ideas as to 
how to tax people. 

The list goes on and on, but right at 
the top of the list is raise the capital 
gains rate, raise the dividend rate, 
raise the taxes on earning Americans, 
raise the taxes on productive Ameri-
cans, which will result in a reduction 
of job activity, a reduction of revenues 
to the Federal Government, and it will 
be an unfortunate decision to reverse 
some very good economic news we have 
had over the last few years. 

Mr. President, at this time I reserve 
the remainder of my time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator’s time has expired. 

Mr. GREGG. Mr. President, I believe 
we sort of agreed casually on an order 
that the Senator from Vermont will 
speak, then I will speak, and then the 
Senator from North Dakota will wrap 
up. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Vermont. 

Mr. SANDERS. Mr. President, the 
Senator from New Hampshire talks 
about program after program. Yes, we 
want to take care of our veterans, we 
want to provide health insurance to 
our children, and we do not want to 
give tax breaks to billionaires. 

Mr. President, I yield 1 minute to my 
friend from California. 

Mr. CONRAD. Mr. President, I also 
yield 1 minute to the Senator from 
California. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from California. 

Mrs. BOXER. Mr. President, I thank 
my colleagues. 

I have never seen the Senator from 
New Hampshire so emotional and so ex-
cited. You would think the record we 
have seen in terms of this economy has 
been stellar. It reminds me of the ex-
pressions: ‘‘He doth protest too much’’ 
and ‘‘the best defense is a strong of-
fense. Get excited and wave your 
hands.’’ Let’s talk about what has hap-
pened here. This President and the Re-
publicans in this Senate are trying to 
claim the mantle of fiscal responsi-
bility. In fact, they turned a $236 bil-
lion surplus inherited from the Clinton 
administration into a $248 billion def-
icit. They oversaw the three largest 
budget deficits in U.S. history, and 
they are responsible for a $3 trillion in-
crease in the national debt. Now, let 
me say this: Who owns that debt? For-
eign countries—China, Japan. I don’t 
hear the Senator from New Hampshire 
bemoaning the fact that they can hold 
us hostage. 

We need a change here. We need fis-
cal responsibility. We need invest-
ments in things that help our children, 
education, for one, and help our fami-
lies, health care, for two, and a way to 
make sure our veterans truly get what 

they need. Instead, the President gives 
us as head of the OMB Mr. Nussle, who 
is closely associated with all of these 
policies and failed as chairman of the 
Budget Committee three out of six 
times to get a budget and work with 
Democrats. This is an absolute out-
rage. 

Now, I voted for so many of the 
President’s appointees. I didn’t vote for 
Alberto Gonzales, but I did vote for 
most. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator’s time has expired. 

Mrs. BOXER. I will not vote for a 
man who put a bag over his head in the 
House of Representatives. That, to me, 
shows complete hostility to this great 
democracy. I urge a ‘‘no’’ vote. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Who 
yields time? The Senator from 
Vermont has 1 minute. 

Mr. SANDERS. Mr. President, let me 
conclude by applauding Majority Lead-
er HARRY REID, Chairman KENT CON-
RAD, and Senators SCHUMER, DORGAN, 
and BOXER for publicly expressing their 
opposition to the Nussle nomination. 

The bottom line is today the econ-
omy is doing very well if you are in the 
top 1 percent, if you are a millionaire 
or a billionaire. But if you are in the 
middle class, if you are a working per-
son, the likelihood is you work longer 
hours for lower wages. 

We need a change in economic policy. 
We need an OMB Director who can ad-
vise the President about the reality of 
the vast majority of the people, and 
not just the very wealthiest people in 
our country. 

I yield the floor. 
Mr. CONRAD. Mr. President, how 

much time do I have remaining? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is 

11⁄2 minutes remaining. 
Mr. CONRAD. Does the Senator from 

New Hampshire ask to speak for an ad-
ditional 30 seconds? 

Mr. GREGG. I thought I had some 
time reserved. I don’t. I ask unanimous 
consent for 30 seconds. 

Mr. CONRAD. Without objection. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 

objection, the Senator from New 
Hampshire is recognized. 

Mr. GREGG. Mr. President, I simply 
wish to note we are about to vote on 
the nomination for the Director of 
OMB, who is a man of high integrity 
and high quality, and who has the ex-
pertise to do this job well. I think we 
should presume that the President 
should have the right to appoint the 
person of his choosing to this office 
which is so uniquely part of the White 
House to begin with. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from North Dakota is recognized. 
Mr. CONRAD. Mr. President, let me 

end where I began. This is not about a 
personality; this is about policy. The 
fiscal policy of this administration has 
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exploded the debt of our country at the 
worst possible time—right before the 
baby boom generation retires. Here is 
the record. It is undisputed. It is 
uncontradicted. It is a simple fact. The 
debt of this country under this policy— 
and Mr. Nussle is one of the architects 
of this policy—has skyrocketed from 
$5.8 trillion at the end of the Presi-
dent’s first year to $8.9 trillion at the 
end of this year. So much of that debt 
is now held abroad. When this Presi-
dent came into office, there was $1 tril-
lion of U.S. debt held by foreign inter-
ests. That has now reached over $2.1 
trillion, a more than doubling of U.S. 
debt held abroad. That puts this coun-
try at risk. 

We saw during the last few weeks the 
Chinese Minister indicate they might 
start to diversify out of dollar-denomi-
nated securities. Economists said if 
they chose to do that, they would push 
the United States into recession. In 
many ways, our economic future is now 
less in our hands and more in the hands 
of the people who hold our debt. 

I ask my colleagues on the basis of 
policy to reject this nomination. 

I thank the Chair and yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. All time 

has expired. 
Mr. CONRAD. Mr. President, I ask 

for the yeas and nays. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 

sufficient second? 
There appears to be. 
The question is, Will the Senate ad-

vise and consent to the nomination of 
Jim Nussle, of Iowa, to be Director of 
the Office of Management and Budget? 

The clerk will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk called the roll. 
Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 

Senator from Connecticut (Mr. DODD), 
the Senator from South Dakota (Mr. 
JOHNSON), and the Senator from Illi-
nois (Mr. OBAMA) are necessarily ab-
sent. 

Mr. LOTT. The following Senators 
are necessarily absent: the Senator 
from Kansas (Mr. BROWNBACK), the 
Senator from Idaho (Mr. CRAIG), the 
Senator from Arizona (Mr. MCCAIN), 
and the Senator from Alaska (Ms. MUR-
KOWSKI). 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
MENENDEZ). Are there any other Sen-
ators in the Chamber desiring to vote? 

The result was announced—yeas 69, 
nays 24, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 311 Ex.] 

YEAS—69 

Akaka 
Alexander 
Allard 
Barrasso 
Baucus 
Bayh 
Bennett 
Bond 
Bunning 
Burr 
Cantwell 
Cardin 
Carper 
Casey 

Chambliss 
Coburn 
Cochran 
Coleman 
Collins 
Corker 
Cornyn 
Crapo 
DeMint 
Dole 
Domenici 
Durbin 
Ensign 
Enzi 

Feingold 
Feinstein 
Graham 
Grassley 
Gregg 
Hagel 
Harkin 
Hatch 
Hutchison 
Inhofe 
Isakson 
Kohl 
Kyl 
Landrieu 

Levin 
Lieberman 
Lincoln 
Lott 
Lugar 
Martinez 
McCaskill 
McConnell 
Murray 

Nelson (NE) 
Pryor 
Roberts 
Salazar 
Sessions 
Shelby 
Smith 
Snowe 
Specter 

Stevens 
Sununu 
Tester 
Thune 
Vitter 
Voinovich 
Warner 
Webb 
Wyden 

NAYS—24 

Biden 
Bingaman 
Boxer 
Brown 
Byrd 
Clinton 
Conrad 
Dorgan 

Inouye 
Kennedy 
Kerry 
Klobuchar 
Lautenberg 
Leahy 
Menendez 
Mikulski 

Nelson (FL) 
Reed 
Reid 
Rockefeller 
Sanders 
Schumer 
Stabenow 
Whitehouse 

NOT VOTING—7 

Brownback 
Craig 
Dodd 

Johnson 
McCain 
Murkowski 

Obama 

The nomination was confirmed. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 

the previous order, the President will 
be immediately notified of the Senate’s 
action. 

f 

LEGISLATIVE SESSION 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate will now 
return to legislative session. 

The majority leader. 
f 

TRIBUTE TO SENATOR EDWARD 
KENNEDY ON CASTING HIS 
15,000TH VOTE 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, earlier this 
morning, I made a very brief statement 
indicating that in the rush of business 
when we went home for the summer 
work period, the last vote cast that 
day was Senator KENNEDY’s 15,000th 
vote. There was a lot going on here at 
that time, and no one said anything. 
But I think it certainly is note-
worthy—and that is an understate-
ment—to recognize that this good man 
has passed everyone, except Senator 
BYRD, in the number of votes cast. Sen-
ator BYRD has cast over 18,000 votes, 
but there is no close second other than 
Senator KENNEDY. 

We all recognize the tremendous 
work this man has done. As I said this 
morning, what a family. They have 
done so much for our country. Two of 
his brothers were assassinated. One of 
his other brothers was killed in the 
line of duty during World War II. Sen-
ator KENNEDY has done so much to 
leave a legacy in the Kennedy name 
that is remarkable. 

We all admire the work he has done. 
As I said this morning, one of my 
pleasures in life is being able to come 
to the Senate and work with this great 
man. Working with him is such a pleas-
ure because he can get on this floor and 
speak very loudly, and we all listen. 
But when you are working with him on 
legislation, he has so much humility, 
never wanting to take the limelight, 
always willing to step back and let 
those who are his junior move forward, 
and I include myself in that lot. 

So congratulations to Senator KEN-
NEDY. 

(Applause, Senators rising.) 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Re-

publican leader. 
Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, 

more than half a century ago, a right 
end—this is in the days before a tight 
end was invented—on the Harvard foot-
ball team caught the eye of the head 
coach of the Green Bay Packers. The 
coach wrote the young man to ask if he 
might consider a pro career. But ED-
WARD MOORE KENNEDY had other ideas. 
He responded that he was flattered by 
the attention, but that he had already 
decided to go to law school and then go 
into another contact sport—politics. 

I rise this afternoon in tribute to a 
man who is known to most people for 
his famous name but who is famous 
among his colleagues in the Senate for 
his warmth, good humor, and his sim-
ply astonishing ability and will to get 
things done. 

Senator KENNEDY, as the majority 
leader just indicated, cast his 15,000th 
vote just before we broke for recess, so-
lidifying his place as the third most 
prolific voter in the history of this 
body. 

It was just the latest milestone in a 
storied 45-year career marked by 
countless others. And it surprised no 
one who has ever witnessed him speak-
ing on the floor or off on the issues he 
cares about. The Senate has been his 
arena for more than four decades, and 
in the course of pushing thousands of 
pieces of legislation, he has worn out 
hundreds of staffers, committee mem-
bers, and stenographers. He ignites 
every debate and issue he ever decided 
to touch. Let no one ever accuse this 
man of simply punching the clock. 

Thousands of visitors to the Capitol 
have instantly known that this is a 
place of momentous deeds when they 
have seen Senator KENNEDY jabbing the 
air or wheeling around, voice rising, 
even in an empty Chamber, to make a 
point. He is not a man who ever de-
pended on a microphone to get his 
point across. 

His reputation as an aisle-crosser is 
also well known. Less well known is his 
graciousness off the floor, as when he 
accepted an invitation of mine to speak 
to the students at the McConnell Cen-
ter at the University of Louisville last 
year, or when he insisted that Senator 
MCCAIN accept an award in Boston de-
spite the fact it was his son’s 11th 
birthday, assuring him he would make 
that day special for him and for his 
son, which he did, with a personal 
Coast Guard tour around Boston Har-
bor and, according to Senator MCCAIN, 
at least two birthday cakes. 

Senator KENNEDY is one of the most 
visible men of our time. He has every 
reason to let people come to him. Yet 
when we had a reception earlier this 
year for our most recent Republican 
member, Senator BARRASSO, it was 
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Senator KENNEDY who approached Sen-
ator BARRASSO and sat with him and 
his family, talking, sharing stories, 
and welcoming them with all the 
warmth and affection of a grandfather 
long after the other Senators had 
cleared the room. 

Senator KENNEDY, as we all know, is 
a famous story teller. But one of the 
greatest stories in American politics is 
his own. We honor him today for reach-
ing yet another milestone along the 
way, and we wish him many more. 

One of my own personal political he-
roes, Ronald Reagan, was for 8 years a 
great political nemesis of Senator KEN-
NEDY’s. Yet Senator KENNEDY said he 
always admired our 40th President be-
cause, as he once put it, ‘‘Ronald 
Reagan stood for a set of ideas, and he 
had something to communicate.’’ 

Senator KENNEDY’s friends on the 
other side admire the same quality in 
him. We may disagree with his policies, 
and we do, but we respect him for his 
remarkable commitment and persist-
ence in pursuit of those ideas, those 
principles. And we honor him today for 
this particularly impressive achieve-
ment. Congratulations. 

(Applause, Senators rising.) 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Massachusetts. 
Mr. KERRY. Mr. President, it is my 

privilege to join in saying a few words 
about my senior colleague, the Senator 
from Massachusetts. The special words 
that have been spoken about TED KEN-
NEDY are obviously more than appro-
priate. But let me say, if I may, it is 
interesting that when we take a meas-
ure of TED KENNEDY’s work here, which 
is an unparalleled record of achieve-
ment, and we look at the public record, 
that public record is actually full of 
comparisons to the greatest Senators 
who have ever served in the United 
States Senate or even some of the 
greatest who have served in Wash-
ington. 

The Boston Globe wrote of our senior 
Senator: 

In actual measurable impact on the lives of 
tens of millions of working families, the el-
derly, the needy, TED belongs in the same 
sentence with Franklin Roosevelt. 

Time magazine said: 
TED KENNEDY has amassed a titanic record 

of legislation affecting the lives of virtually 
every man, woman, and child in the country. 

And in his comprehensive book just a 
couple of years ago, Adam Clymer 
wrote that TED KENNEDY is a lawmaker 
of skill, experience, and purpose rarely 
surpassed since 1789. He has been com-
pared to Henry Clay for his skill as a 
legislator and to Lyndon Johnson for 
his efforts in creating a more egali-
tarian, more inclusive America that 
leaves no one behind. 

Mr. President, 15,000 votes is a re-
markable number. No one knows that 
more than the Senator sitting in front 
of me, the Senator from West Virginia, 
Mr. BYRD, who is the only other mem-

ber of that exclusive club. He knows, as 
we all know, that 15,000 is not just a 
statistic representing those votes. It 
represents and encapsulates countless 
legislative battles in the trenches, in 
the committee rooms, in offices, tough 
negotiations, thankless committee 
hearings, inspired ideas, setbacks and, 
to a greater degree than almost any 
other lawmaker alive, laws that im-
prove the lives of everyday Americans. 

From his maiden speech in the Sen-
ate demanding an end to the filibuster 
of the original Civil Rights Act, there 
has not been a significant policy ac-
complishment in Washington over four 
decades that has not borne his finger-
prints and benefited from his legisla-
tive skill and leadership. His is the 
record of progressive politics in our 
era. 

In all of the great fights that call us 
to stand up and be counted, from the 
minimum wage year in and year out, to 
Robert Bork and Sam Alito, TED Ken-
nedy did not just hear the call, he led 
the charge. You can run down the list. 
The rights of the disabled who for far 
too long were left in the shadows or 
left to fend for themselves, TED KEN-
NEDY wrote every single landmark 
piece of legislation that today pro-
hibits discrimination against those 
with a disability. 

AIDS—when a whole lot of politi-
cians were even afraid to say the word, 
TED KENNEDY passed a bill providing 
emergency relief to the 13 cities hard-
est hit by the AIDS epidemic. 

Mr. President, 300,000 young people 
today have jobs every single summer 
because of TED KENNEDY. Guaranteed 
access to health coverage for 25 million 
Americans who move from one job to 
another or who have a preexisting med-
ical condition—they wouldn’t have got-
ten that coverage without TED KEN-
NEDY. 

Without TED KENNEDY, there 
wouldn’t have been bilingual education 
in the United States for the 5 million 
students who today have a brighter fu-
ture because they are learning English 
in our schools. 

Without TED KENNEDY, we wouldn’t 
have lowered the voting age to 18 and 
ended the hypocrisy that 18-year-olds 
were old enough to die for our country 
in Vietnam but not old enough to vote 
for the leadership. 

Without TED KENNEDY, we wouldn’t 
be the world’s leader in cancer research 
and prevention. 

Without TED KENNEDY, we wouldn’t 
have had title IX, which opened the 
doors of competition and opportunity 
for a generation of women athletes all 
across our country. 

The list goes on, and I am not going 
to go through the whole list. But ever 
since he entered this body at the age of 
30, he has stood up again and again to 
be counted in support of his beliefs. He 
stood up to be counted. He stood up to 
lead again and again. He has already 

secured his place as one of the great 
legislators in the history of our coun-
try. 

And then after casting that 15,000th 
vote before we went away, he cele-
brated by doing the same thing that 
made him a legend in the first place. 
He rolled up his sleeves and he went 
back to work. That is why a lot of us 
look forward to seeing these next years 
with him and watch as he continues to 
help write the history of the Senate 
and the history of our progressive poli-
tics and the history of our country. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Illinois. 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I am 
happy to join in this chorus of praise 
for the senior Senator from Massachu-
setts on the occasion of the 15,000th 
vote he has cast—a historic milestone 
in this historic body and a milestone 
reached by only two other Senators, 
only one of whom continues to serve 
with great distinction, the man from 
West Virginia, SENATOR ROBERT C. 
BYRD. Senator EDWARD MOORE KEN-
NEDY has now added his name to this 
roster of distinction. 

He is the ninth child of Joseph and 
Rose Kennedy, born on February 22, 
1932—200 years to the day after George 
Washington. In a family such as the 
Kennedys, I am sure that coincidence 
did not go unnoticed. Years ago, TED 
KENNEDY made the Senate the focus of 
his public life. Some say that decision 
has helped him to become one of the 
best Senators ever to serve this body. 
His dedication to principle and his will-
ingness to delve deeply into tough 
issues really have been the hallmarks 
of his public service. 

In his biography of Senator TED KEN-
NEDY, former New York Times reporter 
Adam Clymer recalls a hearing in the 
1960s in the Senate Labor and Public 
Welfare Committee on which both TED 
and his brother, Bobby Kennedy, then 
Senator from New York, served. 
Clymer describes how the two Ken-
nedys had to wait 2 hours to question a 
witness because they were both junior 
members of the Senate at the time. 
Bobby Kennedy seemed almost pained 
by the tedium of sitting there hour 
after hour waiting his turn. TED was 
more patient. 

Exasperated, Bobby Kennedy leaned 
over and asked his brother: Is this the 
way I become a good Senator, sitting 
here and waiting my turn? 

TED KENNEDY replied to his brother: 
Yes. 

Bobby shot back: How many hours do 
I have to sit here to be a good Senator? 

And TEDDY said: As long as nec-
essary. 

Well, when it comes to 15,000 votes, I 
am sure that will be a record which 
will be hard to match. But when it 
comes down to it, it is not about the 
quantity of TED KENNEDY’s votes, it is 
about the quality of his politics. He 
really cares. He cares about people. He 
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cares about the people who can’t afford 
a lobbyist to stand out in the hallway 
and beg for a vote. He cares about the 
people who get up every morning and 
worry that nobody has noticed their 
lives, lives of sacrifice and lives of dif-
ficulty. He cares about those people. 
They won’t be holding big fundraisers 
with political action committees, but 
they are the people who have energized 
him in his public career. 

He also cares about the people with 
whom he works. I can’t think of an-
other colleague with whom I have ever 
served in the House or Senate who real-
ly reaches out in so many different 
ways to each of us on a personal level 
to show that he cares. If you have a 
child in the hospital, an illness in the 
family, the loss of a loved one, you can 
count on a telephone call from Ted 
Kennedy. If no one else remembers, he 
will. 

He also works every single day. I 
think that is the thing which surprised 
me my 10 years in the Senate, was just 
the energy level of Senator TED KEN-
NEDY. He never stops. And now, in his 
majority position as chairman of the 
HELP Committee, he has an agenda he 
has been waiting on for way too long, 
an agenda which included increasing 
the minimum wage in America for the 
first time in 10 years, an agenda which 
is going to lead us into the kind of help 
for students across America to go to 
college that we haven’t seen since the 
passage of the GI bill after World War 
II. Time and again, this Senator has 
used his commitment and combined it 
with an energy that has produced dra-
matic results. 

I have had the honor of serving on 
the Judiciary Committee with him, 
and I know that from time to time he 
has stood up and taken a lonely and 
sometimes difficult political position 
for what he believed was right. It is 
that kind of courage and dedication to 
principle which leads me to believe he 
is one of the finest colleagues with 
whom I have ever had the honor to 
serve. 

Finally, he knows that life here in 
the Senate is a privilege. It is a privi-
lege for each of us. Although he has 
been here longer than most—perhaps 
only one other Senator has been here 
longer—he understands that for each of 
us this is a great privilege, to represent 
great States in a great nation. It is a 
source of great pride for me to have 
once sat in that gallery as a college 
student and looked down on Senator 
TED KENNEDY on the floor, wondering if 
I would ever meet him, and to be able 
to stand here today on the occasion of 
his 15,000th vote and to count him as a 
friend and an inspiration. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from West Virginia. 
Mr. BYRD. Mr. President, this is a 

great pleasure—a great pleasure—that 
I congratulate my very highly es-

teemed colleague and dearest friend, 
Senator EDWARD KENNEDY, upon the 
casting of his 15,000th vote. Senator 
KENNEDY has now become a member, 
an illustrious member, of one of the 
most exclusive clubs in the whole wide 
world. Throughout the entire history 
of the Senate, only 2 other Senators 
have cast 15,000 votes—I and the late 
Senator Strom Thurmond of South 
Carolina. As a charter member of this 
exclusive club, I welcome Senator KEN-
NEDY aboard. 

This latest achievement is only one 
of many for this fine son of Massachu-
setts. He has spent more than half his 
life in the Senate, and he is the third 
longest serving Senator in U.S. his-
tory. As I have said before on this 
floor, history will be kind to Senator 
KENNEDY. I have no doubt that history 
will not only regard Senator TED KEN-
NEDY as one of the most effective na-
tional legislators of the 20th and now 
the 21st century but also as one of the 
great Senators ever to have graced this 
illustrious Chamber. 

Although born to a life of privilege, 
Senator KENNEDY has dedicated his life 
to serving others. Senator KENNEDY 
represents the heart and the conscience 
of American liberalism. Senator KEN-
NEDY is responsible for much, indeed 
much of the progressive legislation of 
the last four decades. He is always a 
powerful and eloquent voice for the 
poor and the oppressed, expressing his 
views in soaring speeches and pas-
sionate struggles for the rights of 
labor, for health care reform, and for 
strengthening the social safety net for 
America’s less fortunate. 

In the Senate, he has demonstrated 
that it is through public service—to 
paraphrase his late brother, President 
John F. Kennedy—that Americans can 
stop asking what their country can do 
for them and actually do something for 
their country. 

Senator TED KENNEDY gave me 
unstinting support during the years 
when it was my privilege to serve as 
the Senate Democratic majority leader 
and minority leader at different times. 
When times got tough, I knew that I 
could always count on TED KENNEDY’s 
advice and his support. It may have 
been a needed vote; it may not have 
been. It may have been assistance in 
building approval for legislative pro-
posals. But whatever was needed, TED 
KENNEDY was always there, and I was 
always grateful. 

Thank you, TED. 
I shall always value TED KENNEDY’s 

friendship not only to me but to the 
great people of the great State—E 
Pluribus Unum—of West Virginia. And 
I am quite pleased and I am proud— 
proud, TED—to have had the pleasure 
and the honor and the great privilege 
of serving with this extraordinarily 
great Senator in the Senate. 

Congratulations, congratulations, 
congratulations, Senator TED KEN-

NEDY, on casting your 15,000th vote. 
But even more importantly, congratu-
lations on being such a needed advo-
cate for the powerless in our great and 
powerful country. Americans are a 
compassionate people, and the senior 
Senator from Massachusetts has no in-
tention of ever, ever, letting the Sen-
ate forget that. Amen. 

Thank you, sir. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from New York. 
Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, it is 

such an honor for me to be here and 
hear the Senator who has served the 
longest and cast the greatest number 
of votes heap high praise on the Sen-
ator who is No. 3 in that category. It is 
such an honor for every one of us, the 
other 98 who are here, to serve with 
both of them. 

I will be brief because so much has 
been said, but TED KENNEDY has been a 
beacon, he has been a mentor, he has 
been almost a father figure to so many 
of us in the Senate. He is so committed 
to the things he believes in, and you 
hear it in his speeches and you see it 
even more so in the great craft with 
which he yields the legislative pen. But 
unlike some who may love mankind in 
the abstract, TED KENNEDY also has a 
quintessential kindness and decency to 
the individuals of this body and to indi-
viduals he just meets. We all see it in 
him as he walks the halls. TED KEN-
NEDY is a special human being. He 
would be a special human being in any 
craft or vocation because of who he is, 
what he knows, where he comes from. 
But I think every one of us—from Sen-
ator BYRD, No. 1 in seniority in the 
Senate, to Senator BARRASSO, No. 100— 
count our lucky stars that we are able 
to serve with and know a great man 
such as TED KENNEDY. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Tennessee. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. President, I 
would not want all the accolades to 
Senator KENNEDY to come from that 
side of the aisle. Forty years ago, in 
1967, I came to this body as a very 
young legislative aide to Senator How-
ard Baker, and TED KENNEDY was a 
very young Senator but already in his 
second term. All the talk for the first 
few months—and I imagine Senator 
BYRD can remember this—was about 
how long would it take for Senator 
Baker, a new Republican Senator, to 
break on some important issue with fa-
ther-in-law, the Republican leader, 
Senator Everett Dirksen and after a 
few months we knew because Senator 
Baker walked across the aisle and 
joined with Senator TED KENNEDY and 
they fought against Senator Dirksen, 
Baker’s father-in-law, and Sam Ervin, 
the most respected constitutional law-
yer in the Senate, on the issue of one 
man one vote. 

I remember working with Jim Fluge, 
Senator KENNEDY’s friend who came 
back to work in the Senate 3 or 4 years 
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ago. The upstarts won that debate; 
Baker and KENNEDY beat Dirksen and 
Ervin on the one man one vote issue. 
That was my first exposure to working 
with Senator KENNEDY. 

Several years passed and President 
Bush the first asked me to be the Edu-
cation Secretary, and I came to Wash-
ington and what did I discover? I have 
to be confirmed by a committee 
chaired by Senator TED KENNEDY. That 
was 1991. That was 16 years ago. I was 
eventually confirmed and then we 
worked together for nearly 2 years on 
educational issues. 

Then, 4 years ago I came back and I 
am in the Senate and today I am serv-
ing on the committee that once con-
firmed me, and who is the chairman 40 
years later? Senator TED KENNEDY. So 
I have had a very special privilege of 
working with Senator KENNEDY and ad-
miring him, both as a legislative aide 
and a Cabinet member and now as a 
colleague in the Senate. 

I can say as a practicing Republican 
what every Senator in this body al-
ready knows: Nothing will bring a Re-
publican audience to its feet faster 
than a speech against high taxes, 
against Federal control, and against 
TED KENNEDY. But those outside the 
Senate might wonder, then, how could 
the Republican leader and others here 
hold him in such affection? I can give 
you one example. We have a tradition 
in the Senate still called the maiden 
speech. We think about what we might 
say when we first come here and make 
it a special occasion. My first speech 
was about what it means to be an 
American, how could we put the teach-
ing of American history and civics 
back in its rightful place in our class-
rooms so our children could grow up 
learning what it means to be an Amer-
ican. This is the subject the Senator 
from West Virginia has worked on, spo-
ken about, and legislated on many 
times. 

But after I made that remark and in-
troduced a piece of legislation, who was 
the first Senator to come over and vol-
unteer to go around among his Demo-
cratic colleagues and round up enough 
cosponsors so the legislation could pass 
and eventually funds be appropriated? 
It was Senator KENNEDY. Who is the 
Senator who at least once a year takes 
his entire family to some part of Amer-
ican history and helps them all under-
stand that? I remember his coming 
back and telling me how excited he was 
when the family went to Richmond and 
were in the church, I believe it was, 
where Patrick Henry was down on his 
knees and gave his speech about Amer-
ican liberty. 

That is a part of TED KENNEDY that 
those of us in the Senate, on both sides 
of the aisle, know. It is a part we re-
spect and a part we appreciate. He 
cares about what it means to be an 
American because he and his family 
are such an important part of Amer-
ican history. 

It is a great privilege to serve in this 
body with Senator KENNEDY. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The sen-
ior Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. President, I want 
to express appreciation to all my col-
leagues for their generous comments 
this evening, in particular to the two 
leaders, Senator REID and Senator 
MCCONNELL, for their kindnesses to-
night and other times where they have 
been generous of spirit and thought. 

I want the people of Massachusetts to 
know this is not an ending; 15,000 votes 
is not an ending. No one could dem-
onstrate that better than my friend 
and colleague from West Virginia who 
still speaks with such eloquence and 
such passion and does such an extraor-
dinary job in preserving this institu-
tion the way our Founding Fathers 
wanted it to be. He has no peer—cer-
tainly in my lifetime and I think prob-
ably in the history of this body. 

The greatest public honor of my life 
has been representing the people of 
Massachusetts. I love the State. I love 
the people. I have been greatly honored 
by their confidence and their support 
over the many years—joyous years, sad 
years. They have been extraordinary in 
terms of their support of a voice in the 
Senate and a vote to try to recognize 
that America is not just a land, it is a 
promise. It is a never-ending promise 
about strengthening our families and 
about strengthening our country and 
about being a fair country and creating 
greater opportunity and leading the 
world when we basically reflect our 
greatest values. 

I have been greatly honored in work-
ing in the Senate with extraordinary 
men and women over the period of 
years. I include so many who are here 
now, so many of those who have 
worked with me over the period of 
years, men and women of great integ-
rity and strong commitment and car-
ing about this Nation. They have dem-
onstrated extraordinary courage, ex-
traordinary leadership, and have 
helped to make the country a much 
better and fairer land; many on our 
side, many on the other side—many on 
the other side. 

When we think back on the great 
battles and challenges we have had 
over the period of years, we made 
progress when we came together. That 
has been true. 

I am very grateful to my friend, and 
he is my friend, JOHN KERRY, my col-
league. I thank him for his friendship 
and support over many years. He has 
pointed out he has helped me in my 
first campaign. I tried to help him on 
his last campaign. We are friends and 
colleagues and have a good deal of re-
spect for each other. I have a great deal 
of affection and respect for JOHN. 

I thank the Senator from West Vir-
ginia, Senator BYRD. As we know, he is 
not only the President of the Senate, 
but he has devoted his life to this insti-

tution. On so many different occasions 
and on so many different times—I 
know many in this body can remember 
it—when this institution was teetering 
on whether we were going to maintain 
our position as the Founding Fathers 
wanted it and tried to devise it or 
whether we were going to move off 
track, he has reminded us, particularly 
in the great debate we had on the Iraq 
war, about that role of this institution 
and its role in American life and its 
role in the world. We are all mindful of 
that. 

He has been a friend. We have a time 
where we go back and remind each 
other of the times we differed, but 
what we also, I think, have valued is 
the fact that our friendship I believe is 
stronger because of the times that we 
did differ. We have great affection for 
each other, respect for each other. I 
thank him for his extremely kind and 
generous remarks. 

Mr. BYRD. And I thank you, TED. 
Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. President, fi-

nally, I could not take this moment 
without thinking back about, person-
ally, the service in this Chamber. When 
I first arrived in this Chamber, I was 
fortunate to have two brothers, one a 
President and another an Attorney 
General. I had the opportunity to work 
with them on those responsibilities in 
that regard. Then, to have a brother 
who served in the Senate was a golden 
time for me during that period of time. 

I have been enormously proud of the 
work my nephew, Congressman KEN-
NEDY, serving in the House of Rep-
resentatives, and now PATRICK, my son, 
who serves in the House of Representa-
tives and is a leading voice in terms of 
the mental health issues for our coun-
try—I am so proud of all his good work. 

We grew up in a family that believed 
in public service, that elective office 
can make a difference but also under-
stood that other people make extraor-
dinary differences in advancing the 
cause of fairness and decency in the 
Nation. I think of the work of my sis-
ters in that undertaking, all of whom 
have been involved—whether Special 
Olympics or Very Special Arts or other 
programs in which they have all been 
involved. 

We still believe in the importance of 
public service and the honor, the high 
honor that one has in elective office. 
There are many of those who dismiss 
that concept as an old-fashioned view-
point, but I think any of us who have 
read the history of this Nation and who 
understood its history know there is no 
higher personal honor than to have 
that opportunity. 

Finally, I welcomed the opportunity 
to come back to serve as a Senator 
from Massachusetts, to try to be a 
voice of what I call the march for 
progress in this country. Thomas Jef-
ferson used to say every 25 years a na-
tion redefines itself. He talked about 
the continuing expansion of the real 
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cause of liberty in this Nation—not in 
ways that so frequently are overused 
and overstate that word but in its core, 
principal meaning. 

As I mentioned, this Nation is a 
country that is a continuing process. 
That is why each day that I wake up, I 
think of a new opportunity to try to 
have some constructive impact. People 
will agree, and some will differ, on the 
directions. Sure, programs change—and 
that is understandable—but basic, fun-
damental values about what this Na-
tion is all about and what so many of 
us who have the great honor of service 
in this body understand is that Amer-
ica is a continuing discovery and a con-
tinuing promise and a continuing op-
portunity for each and every one of us 
to make some contribution. 

I thank the Senator from Tennessee 
for his comments. I remember that de-
bate very well. It was a rather basic 
and fundamental issue about one per-
son one vote. The question at that time 
was, is that going to be continued or 
whether there was going to be such 
flexibility that we were going to con-
tinue the gerrymandering of different 
districts. Senator Baker, with the very 
strong assistance of Senator ALEX-
ANDER, reminded this body and helped 
maintain and insist about what the Su-
preme Court had said about that issue. 
I thank him for his comments and also 
for his continued work in the areas of 
education and so many other areas. 

I have been fortunate to have a num-
ber of my colleagues here from Massa-
chusetts, a number of members of the 
delegation. 

There were some former colleagues 
here as well. Senator Riegle was here, 
and Senator Culver. I was reminded ac-
tually over the August recess that I 
had cast the 15,000th vote. I was talk-
ing with Senator Culver, and we were 
reminiscing. He was here when I cast 
my first vote, which goes back over a 
very long, considerable period of time. 
I am grateful for his presence as well as 
my other colleagues, BILL DELAHUNT, 
JIM MCGOVERN. We saw many of those 
who were here earlier from our Massa-
chusetts delegation. I thank them very 
much. 

People ask me how long I will con-
tinue to serve in the Senate. I give the 
same response, that is, I am going to 
stay here until I get the hang of it. 

I look forward to that. I would never 
get the hang of it if I did not have the 
wonderful love, affection, and warmth 
my wife Vicky, the joy of my life, gives 
to me every single day. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Tennessee. 
Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. President, I 

suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll. 
The assistant legislative clerk pro-

ceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. President, I 

ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

IRAQ 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. President, 
during August, as many Members of 
this body did, I traveled to Iraq, met 
with Tennesseans there, met with Gen-
eral Petraeus, General Odierno. Then I 
traveled to Tennessee and discussed my 
visit and listened. 

I want to talk for a few minutes 
about where I believe we should go 
from here in Iraq. The strongest mes-
sage I received, both in Iraq and in 
Tennessee, was this—not that we get 
out, not that we even win a victory of 
the kind we won in Japan or Germany, 
but it is time for the United States 
Government to speak with one voice on 
Iraq. 

A retired four star general from Ten-
nessee, who has a lot of experience 
with the special forces, put it this way 
to me: He said our biggest problem in 
Iraq is we are divided and the enemy 
knows it. 

It is inexcusable that we in the Sen-
ate should spend so much time lec-
turing political leaders in Baghdad for 
their failure to come up with a con-
sensus when we ourselves have not 
been able to come up with a consensus 
about Iraq. 

It is time for the Government to 
speak with a single voice about where 
we go from here in Iraq. Our troops de-
serve it and our enemy needs to hear 
it. I believe that one voice would be a 
new strategy to change our mission in 
Iraq from combat to supporting, equip-
ping, and training the Iraqi troops, and 
then stabilizing Iraq province by prov-
ince, neighborhood by neighborhood, 
tribe by tribe. 

If we adopt this new strategy as a na-
tion, and if we speak clearly to our 
troops and to the enemy with one 
voice, I believe this would likely bring 
home half our troops within a year or 
two. 

Such a new strategy would put us on 
a path to finish responsibly what we 
have undertaken in Iraq. I believe 
there is a consensus within this body 
for such a new strategy. I believe that 
consensus is sitting there staring us in 
the face. 

The strategy I am describing would 
implement the unanimous rec-
ommendations of the bipartisan Iraq 
Study Group chaired by former Sec-
retary of State Jim Baker, a Repub-
lican, and former Congressman Lee 
Hamilton, a Democrat. It would take 
into account the lessons and successes 
of the last few months under the lead-
ership of General Petraeus in Iraq. 

Basically the new strategy I am de-
scribing would implement the rec-
ommendations of Baker-Hamilton 
province by province. The Baker-Ham-
ilton strategy, the one I am describing, 
would be grounded upon three basic 

principles. First, the United States will 
begin immediately to move our forces 
in Iraq out of direct combat and into 
roles of support, training, and pro-
viding equipment as security condi-
tions on the ground permit. 

This will proceed province by prov-
ince as Iraqis demonstrate their capac-
ity to manage their own security as 
they have, for example, in Anbar Prov-
ince where President Bush visited yes-
terday. 

Generals Petraeus and Odierno told a 
group of us Senators about 10 days ago 
that they believe that 6 or 7 provinces 
are on the way to being ready for this 
sort of mission change and this sort of 
stabilization. We have seen it in Anbar. 
We saw it in northern Baghdad where 
we flew by helicopter to an edge of 
Baghdad where about 70 American 
troops were living in a neighborhood. 
We had dinner with two Sunni sheiks, 
two Shiite sheiks, and we talked about 
the progress there. 

What had happened is that the Iraqis 
had simply become exhausted with ter-
rorists of various kinds killing their 
relatives and terrorizing their neigh-
borhoods. One of the sheiks with whom 
we had dinner had seen his teenage son 
murdered in his front yard. 

When sufficient American forces, co-
alition forces, had come to the neigh-
borhood to work with the fed-up Iraqis, 
they had proceeded basically to run the 
terrorists out of town. It was much 
easier for them to tell, as they said, 
who are bad guys than for us to tell 
who they are. They described them as 
various groups of thugs, criminals, in-
surgents, militias, all there for no 
good. But when the Iraqis began to 
man the checkpoints and when Iraqis 
worked on the neighborhood watch, 
and when 600 of their sons were sent to 
Baghdad to the police academy, as had 
been done with the prospect that they 
would then come back and help, then 
the American officers there said: It 
may not be long before we are able to 
shift our mission from combat to sup-
port, equipping, and training of the 
Iraqi troops for this area. 

Now, that is not to say that means 
instantly in every part of Iraq things 
will be safe. They certainly were not 
while we were there. Two province gov-
ernors were assassinated within a 2- 
week period of time just before we 
came. Fourteen Americans lost their 
lives in a helicopter crash 2 days before 
we were there. On the day we were 
there, we found out later, two suicide 
bombers had gone to the nearest other 
outpost such as the one we visited and 
killed 4 people and wounded 11 others. 

There is plenty of danger left in Iraq. 
But there is no mistaking the fact that 
when we begin to see—and under 
Petraeus’s leadership we begin to 
have—those outposts around Baghdad, 
and work with the Iraqis in certain 
parts of the country, significant mili-
tary progress is being made. 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 11:07 Jul 17, 2017 Jkt 059102 PO 00000 Frm 00045 Fmt 0686 Sfmt 0634 E:\FDSYS\BOUNDRECORD\S04SE7.REC S04SE7ej
oy

ne
r 

on
 D

S
K

30
M

W
08

2P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 B
O

U
N

D
 R

E
C

O
R

D



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 153, Pt. 1723382 September 4, 2007 
So the first principle of a new strat-

egy would be to change the mission of 
our troops province by province. The 
second principle would be to maintain 
a long-term presence in Iraq but one 
that would steadily diminish over 
time. 

The troops who would remain would 
be there to keep Iraq from turning into 
a terrorist haven—troops who would be 
embedded with training Iraqi Army 
units and police, those troops nec-
essary for force protection and for 
search and rescue and for intelligence. 

The final principle would be we would 
step up regional and diplomatic efforts 
to press others in the region to help 
Iraq succeed. Those efforts are now 
well underway with a more expansive 
United Nations assistance mission for 
Iraq. 

There is plenty of evidence that a 
new strategy such as the one I have de-
scribed can attract a consensus here in 
the Senate and in the Congress, and I 
believe in the country. To begin with, 
while he has not adopted the Baker- 
Hamilton recommendation, the Presi-
dent has praised the report and has 
adopted parts of the report. The Demo-
cratic leadership has adopted many 
parts of the report and, in fact, the 
main difference, it seems, separating 
that side and this side in coming to a 
consensus is whether there should be a 
specific deadline, which the Baker- 
Hamilton commission rejects. 

Some have said, well, that means the 
Baker-Hamilton recommendations are 
toothless, do not have effect. Well, I 
see the Senator from West Virginia 
here. He will remember exactly what I 
am about to say. My grandfather was a 
railway engineer for the Santa Fe Rail-
way. His job was to drive large loco-
motives onto what was then called a 
roundtable. The roundtable’s job was 
to turn that huge locomotive around 
and head down a different track in a 
different direction. Once the round-
table had turned the locomotive 
around and put it on a different track, 
there was no getting on the other 
track. You might not know exactly 
how fast it would go down the new 
track, and you might have different en-
gineers, but it was headed down a dif-
ferent track. I believe the Baker-Ham-
ilton recommendations, as updated by 
General Petraeus’s experiences, would 
begin to put our country on a new 
track with a new strategy in Iraq that 
would cause us responsibly to finish 
our job there and could begin to de-
velop a consensus on both sides of the 
aisle. 

In the Congress there is now bipar-
tisan legislation that would make the 
Iraq Study Group recommendations 
our national policy. In the Senate, the 
legislation sponsored by the Senator 
from Colorado, Senator SALAZAR, a 
Democrat, and myself, has 15 sponsors, 
8 Democrats and 7 Republicans. In the 
House of Representatives, the Udall- 

Wolf legislation, the same legislation 
as Salazar-Alexander, has 60 sponsors, 
26 Democrats, and 34 Republicans. 

If the President of the United States 
and the Democratic leadership in the 
Senate supported this bipartisan legis-
lation, I am convinced it would get 75 
votes and we would speak with one 
voice on Iraq to our troops and to our 
enemy. If the President and the Demo-
cratic leadership simply did not oppose 
this legislation, I believe it would at-
tract a majority of votes in the Senate, 
maybe 60 votes. The Congress could 
enact this legislation by the end of the 
month. The President could sign it im-
mediately. He could then begin to im-
plement its recommendations moving 
us in a new strategy down a different 
track in Iraq and report to us, as the 
legislation requires, every 90 days. 

This is not a perfect option. The 
Baker-Hamilton group is 10 distin-
guished Americans—including Ed 
Meese, President Reagan’s Attorney 
General; Vernon Jordan, from the Na-
tional Urban League; Larry 
Eagleburger, Sandra Day O’Connor, 
President Clinton’s Secretary of De-
fense, President Clinton’s former chief 
of staff, Secretary Baker, Chairman 
Hamilton; Chuck Robb, a former Mem-
ber of this body; Alan Simpson, a 
former Member of this body—a very di-
verse group, five Democrats, five Re-
publicans. They met for 9 months. 
They were unanimous on their 79 rec-
ommendations. That did not mean they 
agreed with every single recommenda-
tion. But, taken as a whole, they said 
we can go from here to there in Iraq. 
This is how we do it. This is how we go. 

What are the other options? I can un-
derstand the Democratic leader want-
ing to have a vote on withdrawal im-
mediately with a deadline. Many Mem-
bers, maybe every Member on the other 
side, would vote for that. I respect 
that. But I would respectfully say we 
are not going to have a consensus on 
that approach. Too many of us believe 
it would strand people who had been 
loyal in Iraq. Too many of us believe it 
would not sufficiently honor the lives 
and the treasure we have invested in 
Iraq. Too many of us believe there is 
too great a risk of turning over Iraq to 
terrorists. And if none of those argu-
ments make a difference, it is simply 
logistically impossible to move 160,000 
American soldiers and marines and air-
men out of Iraq overnight. So for all 
those reasons, while we might have a 
vote on withdrawal immediately with a 
deadline, there can’t be the kind of 
consensus that we need in the Senate. 

On the other hand, I can understand 
those, many on this side, who say we 
should stay the course for a victory in 
Iraq. But this is not Japan or Germany. 
After World War II, we had millions of 
troops in Japan and Germany for a 
long time. We had an entire division in 
Germany which did nothing but wait to 
see where their might be trouble and 

then go to snuff it out. We were work-
ing with two countries which were ho-
mogeneous and which had been nations 
for a long time. We didn’t have there 
the same circumstances we have in 
Iraq. There is not the possibility of the 
same kind of victory in Iraq that we 
had in Japan and Germany. We are 
spending $2 billion plus a week. We are 
losing two to three American lives 
each day. Our armed services are 
stretched thin. Most of the soldiers I 
talked with—and they are not com-
plaining—were there for their second 
or third tour of duty, and some were 
expecting to come back again. 

Finally, I don’t believe we can sus-
tain a stay-the-course policy in Iraq 
because there is not the support for 
that among the American people. 

I suppose there is another option 
that one could try. The President and 
some on the ground in Iraq might be 
tempted to simply say: Let’s continue 
the surge for a while longer because al-
ready in some places, as I have de-
scribed—in Anbar Province, in four or 
five others, in northern Baghdad where 
we were—already in some places there 
is demonstration that we are having 
some military success. But a surge 
would be open-ended, a surge by itself. 
A surge is a tactic; it is not a strategy. 
We need a strategy about where we go 
from here. 

When I go back to Tennessee, I don’t 
have Tennesseans rushing up to me to 
tell me what to do about Iraq. They ex-
pect me to have some idea about what 
to do about Iraq, to say where we go 
from here, and then they will critique 
that and tell me whether they agree. 

I believe there is not sufficient public 
support for the President simply to go 
before the American people and say: 
Let’s continue the surge. We know if 
we put 25,000, 30,000, 40,000, 50,000 of our 
tremendous American troops in a par-
ticular place in Iraq, there will be some 
good results. We have already seen it. 
But a surge by itself does not answer 
the question. In fact, it never has an-
swered the question: Where do we go 
from here in Iraq? How do we finish the 
job responsibly? That is the question. 

The surge can be a part of the new 
strategy. The Baker-Hamilton rec-
ommendations in December specifi-
cally said that as they called for a new 
strategy that included change of mis-
sion. But a surge was a tactic, a part of 
the strategy, not the strategy itself. 

If none of those options are prom-
ising for a consensus within this body 
and in the House of Representatives 
and the country, then where does that 
leave us? It leaves us somewhere in the 
middle, which is often, in a democracy, 
the right place to be. My father used to 
say: Finish what you start. We need to 
finish the job in Iraq. 

George Reedy, Lyndon Johnson’s 
Press Secretary, wrote a book, ‘‘Twi-
light of the Presidents,’’ in which he 
described the job of the President—see 
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an urgent need, develop the right strat-
egy, but, third, persuade at least half 
the people he is right. We can and no 
doubt will have votes in this body on 
withdrawal with a deadline. We will 
probably have votes on stay the course 
and victory. We will probably have a 
vote on indefinite continuation of the 
surge. But there is not a possibility of 
consensus on any of these approaches. 

There is a good prospect for con-
sensus on a strategy based upon the 
Baker-Hamilton principles, updated by 
the lessons and successes of General 
Petraeus. If the 10 members of the Iraq 
Study Group, the Baker-Hamilton 
group, over 9 months could agree 
unanimously on where we go from here 
in Iraq, surely 50 or 60 or 70 of us can 
agree on where we go from here in Iraq. 

I look forward to the President’s re-
port. I look forward to General 
Petraeus’s recommendations. He has 
demonstrated that he is an exceptional 
leader. We Tennesseans have a special 
pride in him because of his leadership 
of the 101st Airborne Division. But 
once General Petraeus has made those 
recommendations, I hope the President 
takes a page from a former President 
of this country whom President Bush 
admires, Harry Truman. 

In 1947, Harry Truman found himself 
in about the same shape President 
Bush finds himself today. Americans 
were tired of war, even though in that 
case we had won it. The President’s 
poll numbers were very low. The Presi-
dent had lost both Houses of Congress 
in the preceding election. The Presi-
dent had an urgent overseas mission 
that he hoped our country would adopt. 
According to David McCullough, the bi-
ographer of President Truman, Truman 
said if he sent a plan with his name on 
it up there to the Senate and the 
House, it would quiver a couple of 
times and die. So he called in General 
George C. Marshall who was his Sec-
retary of State, and he called in Dean 
Acheson. He said: Let’s call it the Mar-
shall plan and go up to Arthur Vanden-
berg, the leader of the opposition in the 
Senate, and try to persuade him it is 
the right thing to do. 

We got the Marshall plan, and Tru-
man today is remembered as a near 
great President. I am certain that 
President Bush believes as firmly in his 
heart that finishing the job in Iraq is 
as essential today as President Truman 
believed the Marshall plan was essen-
tial in 1947. But President Bush, I hope, 
will also remember the lesson of Harry 
Truman and borrow the recommenda-
tions and the prestige of the Baker- 
Hamilton group and borrow the lessons 
and successes of a distinguished gen-
eral—in this case General Petraeus— 
and give us a plan that is a genuinely 
new strategy, one that can attract sig-
nificant support on that side of the 
aisle as well as this, one that, like my 
grandfather’s big round table with the 
locomotive, can take our country and 

put it on a different track in Iraq that 
will assure us of that and that will 
cause us to change our mission for our 
troops from combat to supporting, 
equipping, and training, province by 
province, as soon as we honorably can. 

If it does, as I said earlier, I believe 
we will see about half our troops come 
home within a year or two. The prin-
ciples also include a long-term but 
steadily diminishing presence in Iraq 
to fight counterterrorism and a 
stepped-up effort for diplomatic and 
political efforts especially in the re-
gion. But if the President were to do 
this, and if the Democratic leadership 
would make room for consensus in this 
body, we could end this spectacle of the 
U.S. Congress lecturing Baghdad for 
being in a political stalemate when we 
are in one ourselves. We can speak with 
a single voice. We are elected to be able 
to do so. Our troops deserve it. The 
enemy needs to hear it. 

I yield the floor and suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. WHITEHOUSE. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

MORNING BUSINESS 

Mr. WHITEHOUSE. Mr. President, I 
am loath to close the proceedings on 
this very special day when such a spe-
cial milestone has been achieved by a 
very special man, the senior Senator 
from Massachusetts, whom I am privi-
leged to count as a colleague. But toil 
we must. 

So, Mr. President, I ask unanimous 
consent that there now be a period of 
morning business, with Senators per-
mitted to speak therein for up to 10 
minutes each. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

RETIREMENT OF SENATOR JOHN 
WARNER 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the Presi-
dent’s statement in relation to the re-
tirement of Senator JOHN WARNER be 
printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

PRESIDENT BUSH CONGRATULATES JOHN 
WARNER ON SENATE CAREER 

John Warner is one of the most dedicated 
Senators in American history. Five Presi-
dents have relied on his steady judgment, 
wise counsel, and candid advice. With Sen-
ator Warner’s retirement, the Senate will 
lose one of its most independent and widely- 
respected voices and the Commonwealth of 

Virginia will lose one of its fiercest advo-
cates. 

John Warner has served our country in 
many roles throughout his distinguished ca-
reer, always putting the American people’s 
needs first. He enlisted in the Navy shortly 
before his 18th birthday and chose to inter-
rupt his law studies to commence a second 
tour of active military duty as an officer in 
the Marine Corps, volunteering for duty in 
Korea. He went on to practice law, serve as 
an Assistant U.S. Attorney, and serve as Sec-
retary of the Navy before his election to the 
Senate. Our Military had no greater friend 
than Senator Warner during his service as 
Chairman of the Senate Committee on 
Armed Forces. 

I look forward to working with Senator 
Warner in the coming months as we assess 
the situation in Iraq and pursue policies to 
keep our country safe. 

John Warner is a true statesman. Laura 
and I wish Senator Warner, his wife Jeanne, 
and the rest of his family all the best. 

f 

OUR ARMED FORCES 
HONORING CORPORAL WILLARD M. POWELL 

Mr. BAYH. Mr. President, today, with 
a heavy heart, I honor the life of the 
brave Army corporal from Evansville, 
IN. Willard M. Powell, 21 years old, 
died on August 16, 2007, in Balad, Iraq, 
from injuries sustained during combat 
operations in Taramiyah, Iraq. With an 
optimistic future before him, Will 
risked everything to fight for the val-
ues Americans hold close to our hearts, 
in a land halfway around the world. 

Will’s ambition was to become a ma-
rine, and he joined the Army at the age 
of 19 after graduating from Reitz High 
School. He passionately felt the call to 
duty as he left for basic training, look-
ing forward to his long-anticipated ca-
reer in the military. Will was deployed 
to Iraq April 2007, where he worked 
diligently in his infantry unit, await-
ing his promotion to corporal. It was 
during his assignment to the 4th Bat-
talion, 9th Infantry Regiment of the 
4th Brigade, 2nd Infantry Division 
Strykers from Fort Lewis, WA, that he 
was killed while serving his country. 

Today, I join Will’s family and 
friends in mourning his death. Will was 
a loving son to his mother and step-
father, Sunny-Kay and Mark Powell, 
and to his father and stepmother, Wil-
lard and Linda Kerchief. He will be 
greatly missed by his grandparents, 
Barbara Poodry, Gloria, and Tim 
Thibodeau, Larry and Patti Powell, 
and Raymond Kerchief and his great- 
grandmother Marcetis ‘‘Cedi’’ Milton. 

In Evansville, Will was an active 
member of the First Christian Church, 
where he attended Bible study classes 
with friends and fellow church-goers. 
Will bonded with the other members of 
the church’s youth group and built im-
portant friendships. He was passionate 
about sports and a skilled athlete him-
self, qualifying for the Junior Olympics 
in bowling. Those who knew him best 
say he taught them the meaning of 
true friendship and possessed an ex-
traordinary pride in his service to our 
country. 
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Today and always, Will will be re-

membered by family members, friends, 
and fellow Hoosiers as a true American 
hero, and we honor the sacrifice he 
made while dutifully serving his coun-
try. While we struggle to bear our sor-
row over this loss, we can also take 
pride in the example he set, bravely 
fighting to make the world a safer 
place. It is his courage and strength of 
character that people will remember 
when they think of Will, a memory 
that will burn brightly during these 
continuing days of conflict and grief. 

As I search for words to do justice in 
honoring Will’s sacrifice, I am re-
minded of President Lincoln’s remarks 
as he addressed the families of the fall-
en soldiers in Gettysburg: ‘‘We cannot 
dedicate, we cannot consecrate, we 
cannot hallow this ground. The brave 
men, living and dead, who struggled 
here, have consecrated it, far above our 
poor power to add or detract. The 
world will little note nor long remem-
ber what we say here, but it can never 
forget what they did here.’’ This state-
ment is just as true today as it was 
nearly 150 years ago, as I am certain 
that the impact of Will’s actions will 
live on far longer that any record of 
these words. 

It is my sad duty to enter the name 
of Willard M. Powell in the official 
record of the United States Senate for 
his service to this country and for his 
profound commitment to freedom, de-
mocracy, and peace. When I think 
about this just cause in which we are 
engaged, and the unfortunate pain that 
comes with the loss of our heroes, I 
hope that Will’s family can find com-
fort in the words of the prophet Isaiah 
who said, ‘‘He will swallow up death in 
victory; and the Lord God will wipe 
away tears from off all faces.’’ 

May God grant strength and peace to 
those who mourn, and may God be with 
all of you, as I know He is with Will. 

f 

TRAGEDY IN GREECE 

Mr. BIDEN. Mr. President, I wish to 
take a moment to recognize the people 
of the Republic of Greece who have 
demonstrated great bravery in the 
midst of terrible tragedy this summer. 
More than 5 people have died in the 
fires ravaging Greece during the past 
month. The scope of these fires is 
shocking. The flames showed no mercy 
to the elderly, young children, or the 
treasures of antiquity. Our sympathy 
and condolences go out to the families 
of the dozens of people who have died 
as a result of this tragedy and to the 
many people driven from their homes 
by the disaster. 

As in New Orleans after Katrina, or 
in the wake of any terrible disaster, 
emergency aid is critical, but focus on 
the long-term needs of the victims is 
essential. The Greek people have re-
sponded bravely to the crisis. I under-
stand that the Government of the 

United States has provided assistance 
and is in the process of working with 
the Greek Government, Greek-Amer-
ican organizations, and the Greek Or-
thodox Church to determine what 
those needs are. I urge the administra-
tion to continue to demonstrate our 
commitment to our Greek allies in the 
wake of these horrific events. Our al-
lies can and should rightly judge us by 
our concern and commitment for them 
in times of adversity. Greece has been 
there for us; America must be there for 
Greece. 

f 

(At the request of Mr. REID, the fol-
lowing statement was ordered to be 
printed in the RECORD.) 

SUSTAINED LEADERSHIP IN THE 
ASIA-PACIFIC REGION 

∑ Mr. OBAMA. Mr. President, as Presi-
dent Bush arrives in Sydney to take 
part in the Asia-Pacific Economic Co-
operation, APEC, leaders meeting, it is 
appropriate to take stock of America’s 
role in the Asia-Pacific region. 

America’s future prosperity and secu-
rity is directly tied to Asia. The region 
contains the world’s fastest growing 
major economies, largest militaries, 
largest energy consumers and import-
ers, and biggest contributors to global 
climate change. Some of the most crit-
ical items on our international agen-
da—such as ending North Korea’s nu-
clear weapons program, developing ties 
to moderate Muslim states, building a 
sound global economy, achieving en-
ergy security, combating climate 
change, and responding to pandemic 
disease—are impossible to achieve 
without robust U.S. partnerships and 
sustained engagement in Asia. 

But despite the region’s obvious im-
portance, we have lost ground over the 
past seven years. The war in Iraq that 
should never have been authorized or 
waged has been an enormous distrac-
tion from the fight against al-Qaida, 
which has reconstituted itself in Af-
ghanistan and Pakistan. In addition to 
the enormous costs in lives and re-
sources, the war has also set back our 
standing and leadership in the world, 
and made it far more difficult for 
America to lead on critical issues. In 
Asia, a region that both wants and ex-
pects United States’ leadership, this in-
attention has led to a decline in U.S. 
prestige and influence and has placed 
our national security interests in jeop-
ardy. 

While America has been increasingly 
absent in Asia, China has promoted 
itself as an alternative to U.S. leader-
ship. And with fundamental shifts in 
Asia’s security and economy under-
way—a rising China, emerging India, a 
Japan seeking to become a more ‘‘nor-
mal’’ and assertive nation, and North 
Korea and South Korea presenting dan-
gers and opportunities the United 
States cannot afford to stay on the 
sidelines. 

U.S. engagement is vital to main-
taining the balance, and therefore 
peace, among potentially competing 
powers. In particular, the rise of China 
requires a clear-sighted view of our in-
terests. A policy that seeks coopera-
tion with China on security, economic, 
energy and environmental issues, 
maintains our military strength in the 
western Pacific, and strengthens our 
ability to compete must be a founda-
tion of any successful policy. 

While APEC may be primarily an 
economic forum, it also offers the op-
portunity to engage all the region’s 
leaders in a single setting—and to fur-
ther our agenda across the range of key 
challenges. Too often, the U.S. has 
missed this opportunity. 

North Korea’s nuclear ambitions al-
ready have had a profound impact on 
the region, and we must work to 
achieve a complete and verifiable 
elimination of all the DPRK’s nuclear 
weapons capabilities and programs. I 
welcome the recent statement that 
North Korea will declare and disable 
its nuclear programs by the end of the 
year. For far too long, the administra-
tion’s disdain for diplomacy allowed 
the threat from North Korea to grow. 
While clearly the best time to nego-
tiate with North Korea would have 
been before it tested a nuclear weapon, 
we must now verify North Korean com-
pliance with their commitments. This 
will demand principled, aggressive, di-
rect and sustained American diplomacy 
and leadership in the region. 

To build support against terrorists 
and prevail in the long-term battle 
against violent extremism, the U.S. 
must work closely with Asia, and 
Southeast Asia in particular, to de-
velop effective strategies that both 
prevent acts of terrorism and root out 
al-Qaida elements. In addition to coop-
erative military, intelligence, and law 
enforcement efforts, this will require 
recognition that our relationships in 
the region are more complex and 
multidimensional than a narrow ap-
proach to counterterrorism. We should 
use the opportunity of the APEC forum 
to explore new initiatives to increase 
political, diplomatic, economic, edu-
cational, and cultural engagement. 

In terms of our shared prosperity, no-
where is America’s sustained leader-
ship more important in ensuring that 
the global economy remains vibrant. 
Together the economies of the APEC 
region account for over half the world’s 
output and trade. It is essential that 
Asian countries work with us to ensure 
balanced growth and openness of the 
global trading system. This means 
shifting away from their traditional 
dependence on export-led growth and 
weak currencies toward stronger con-
sumption at home and greater absorp-
tion of imports. The United States 
should negotiate only ‘‘gold standard’’ 
agreements with our Asian trading 
partners that stimulate growth and 
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jobs and contain binding labor and en-
vironmental standards and intellectual 
property protections. 

With the nations of East Asia work-
ing together through ASEAN, the 
ASEAN Regional Forum, APEC, the 
East Asia Summit and other regional 
arrangements, Asia is moving ahead— 
with or without us—to create a new re-
gional architecture. Our interests de-
mand that we re-engage to ensure 
trans-Pacific linkages are relevant and 
strong. That means developing new ar-
rangements to meet new and rising 
challenges and transnational threats 
that stem from globalization—espe-
cially in the areas of pandemic disease, 
climate change, and energy security. 
The latest pandemic, an unidentified, 
highly contagious virus affecting pigs, 
is sweeping Asia. We must ensure that 
China and other affected countries co-
operate in research and containing this 
and future outbreaks of disease. We 
should use the opportunity of APEC to 
further the dialogue about the growing 
problem of pandemics. 

On climate change and energy, the 
U.S. and Asia face many of the same 
challenges, and we ought to capitalize 
on those areas where our interests 
intersect. We have a mutual interest, 
for instance, in assuring adequate oil 
supplies, preventing disruptions in oil 
and gas exporting states and in the sea 
lanes, promoting greater efficiency, de-
veloping and expanding clean sources 
of energy, coordinating build-up and 
release of strategic stockpiles to pre-
vent price spikes during supply emer-
gencies, and reducing emissions of 
greenhouse gases. The time is ripe for 
U.S. leadership on a serious and com-
prehensive energy and climate initia-
tive in Asia that would ramp-up the de-
velopment and deployment of effi-
ciency-related technologies, establish 
an adequate research and development 
fund for carbon sequestration and re-
lated technologies, increase opportuni-
ties for U.S. businesses to capture a 
share of the region’s burgeoning clean 
energy market, and create a forum to 
address supply security-related con-
cerns. 

We will not be able to fight global 
climate change effectively unless the 
United States is able to lead the world 
toward a post-Kyoto Protocol frame-
work that includes binding limits on 
the large projected growth in green-
house gas emissions from China, India, 
and other Asian countries. The Bush 
administration’s prolonged refusal to 
confront the challenges of climate 
change at home has robbed the United 
States of its ability to lead effectively 
in such efforts abroad. We should use 
the opportunity of APEC to discuss a 
new, comprehensive energy initiative 
in Asia to address the twin challenges 
of energy security and climate change. 

The U.S. also should work with its 
Asian partners to strengthen democ-
racy. Nowhere is the need for building 

consensus more pressing than in 
Burma. Peaceful pro-democracy activ-
ists continue to put their lives on the 
line for freedom, and democratic na-
tions should stand in solidarity with 
them. U.S. leadership is vital to any re-
gional effort to press the military 
junta to achieve national reconcili-
ation. 

The U.S. must resume an active lead-
ership role in Asia. We cannot sit on 
the sidelines. We have too much at 
stake in Asia, in terms of our pros-
perity, security, energy, and health. If 
we are to protect and advance these in-
terests, America must be a reliable and 
engaged partner. It is good that Presi-
dent Bush is traveling to Sydney for 
APEC, and I know we all wish him suc-
cess at this important summit. But the 
time has long since passed to pursue a 
new path that reflects the importance 
of Asia to our national interests and 
enables the United States to play a 
greater and appropriate leadership role 
in the region. We cannot afford any 
more missed opportunities.∑ 

f 

ADDITIONAL STATEMENTS 

TRIBUTE TO COBB ENERGY 
PERFORMING ARTS CENTRE 

∑ Mr. ISAKSON. Mr. President, today I 
wish to honor in the RECORD the grand 
opening of the Cobb Energy Performing 
Arts Centre. 

The Cobb Energy Performing Arts 
Centre is the first major performing 
arts facility built in metro Atlanta in 
four decades and upon opening will im-
mediately become the new home of the 
Atlanta Opera. 

A great deal of planning has gone 
into the development of this state-of- 
the-art landmark on Atlanta’s horizon 
by great friends and community lead-
ers such as Earl Smith, Travis Duke, 
Johnny Gresham, Max Bacon, Bill 
Dunaway, Sam Olens, Robert Voyles, 
and Michele Swann. Special gratitude 
also goes to John Williams, a great 
benefactor and the namesake of this 
grand 2,750-seat theatre. 

The arts are an essential ingredient 
for the quality of life of a community 
and the Cobb Energy Performing Arts 
Centre will improve the quality of life 
not just for the community of Cobb but 
for the entire metropolitan Atlanta re-
gion and the Southeastern United 
States. 

It gives me a great deal of pleasure 
and it is a privilege to recognize on the 
floor of the Senate the grand opening 
of the Cobb Energy Performing Arts 
Centre. I congratulate the community 
on this wonderful new crown jewel.∑ 

f 

CONGRATULATING THE BRIDGE-
PORT PUBLIC SCHOOL SYSTEM 

∑ Mr. LIEBERMAN. Mr. President, I 
speak today to congratulate the 

Bridgeport Public School System, 
which for the second year in a row has 
been selected as a finalist for the Broad 
Prize for Urban Education. The $1 mil-
lion Broad Prize, the largest education 
prize given to school districts, is 
awarded each year to honor urban 
school districts that demonstrate the 
greatest overall performance and im-
provement in student achievement 
while reducing achievement gaps for 
poor and minority students. 

That Bridgeport has been nominated 
for this award 2 years in a row speaks 
volumes about the progress Bridgeport 
has made educating its students. The 
city’s schools serve the highest per-
centage of low-income students in Con-
necticut, with 95 percent of its stu-
dents eligible for either free or re-
duced-price school lunches. Yet in 2006, 
Bridgeport students outperformed their 
peers in demographically similar dis-
tricts in the State in reading and math 
at all grade levels. In fact, Bridgeport 
is the only one of those school districts 
to improve in reading and math at all 
grade levels from 2003 to 2006. This im-
provement was seen across all sub-
groups of students, including low-in-
come, African-American and Hispanic 
students. 

The city has also done a remarkable 
job in closing the achievement gap be-
tween White and minority students. 
Bridgeport has reduced achievement 
gaps between Hispanic students and 
their White peers in high school read-
ing and math, as well as in elementary 
school reading, and the district has re-
duced achievement gaps for African- 
American students in high school 
math. In addition, Bridgeport has 
closed the Hispanic achievement gap 
faster than the State average in ele-
mentary and high school reading and 
high school math. This is no small feat, 
considering that almost 90 percent of 
the district’s students are racial mi-
norities. 

The Broad Foundation has praised 
the district’s willingness to take a hard 
look at the data it collects on student 
performance, and using it to identify 
where it is succeeding and where it 
needs to improve. In fact, Bridgeport 
uses this data to put together quar-
terly assessments that are tightly 
aligned to State standards. Data from 
these assessments is available in real 
time, allowing for immediate 
diagnostics and subsequent adjust-
ments. Given the proliferation of data, 
administrators and teachers have be-
come more comfortable using it and 
district administrators have reported 
that school principals have been using 
the data to determine their schools’ 
needs and plans. Teachers have also re-
ported that they too analyze the data 
when meeting together in teams to de-
termine their strengths and weak-
nesses. 

This results-based approach, where 
the main focus is on student perform-
ance, has so far been a rousing success. 
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I would like to congratulate Super-
intendent John J. Ramos, Sr., and all 
the teachers, principals, administra-
tors, and other school personnel of the 
Bridgeport public schools not just for 
the nomination, but for all the hard 
work they have done to provide a bet-
ter education to their students. They 
have proven that it is possible to give 
all children a fair opportunity to re-
ceive a high-quality education. May 
other districts follow their example.∑ 

f 

SWEARING IN OF MAURICE DUBÉ 

∑ Ms. SNOWE. Mr. President, today I 
honor Maurice ‘‘Moe’’ Dubé whom I 
had the privilege to on August 14 wel-
come home to Maine and officially 
swear in as Maine’s district director of 
the U.S. Small Business Administra-
tion, SBA. I was incredibly honored to 
be able to celebrate Moe’s appointment 
with him and his family in Lewiston- 
Auburn, where both of our roots run so 
deep. 

Moe’s return to Maine is wonderful 
news for the numerous small busi-
nesses and manufacturers in our state 
who depend on the SBA and the valu-
able programs it administers. In my ca-
pacity as the ranking member of the 
Senate Committee on Small Business 
and Entrepreneurship, I have had the 
privilege of working with Moe during 
his previous service with the SBA and 
know that his experience, expertise, 
and dedication will be a true asset for 
Maine’s robust small business commu-
nity. 

Because our State so depends on 
small businesses and entrepreneurship 
for our economic livelihood, I have 
long believed that the district director 
position is one of Maine’s most critical 
appointments. Indeed, according to the 
SBA, in 2005, Maine had an estimated 
151,000 small businesses of which over 
111,000 were led by self-employed entre-
preneurs. Of the 40,000 Maine firms 
with employees, an overwhelming 97.5 
percent were small businesses employ-
ing fewer than 500 employees. Clearly, 
Maine small businesses are the job cre-
ators and drivers of our economy, so it 
is critical to have a district director 
who will help our state make the most 
of the SBA’s vital programs. 

In his new capacity as district direc-
tor, Moe will, among other things, be 
responsible for the administration of 
the SBA business loan portfolio; the 
oversight of the Maine Small Business 
Development Center Network; the co-
ordination of Maine’s SCORE chapters; 
and oversight of the Women’s Business 
Center at Coastal Enterprises, Inc. 

Although Moe will clearly have a lot 
on his plate as he takes the reins as 
district director, I am confident that 
his long experience at the SBA, which 
he joined in 1987, makes him eminently 
qualified. Moe began his SBA career as 
a liquidation loan officer in the SBA’s 
Maine district office before moving to 

the business development division, 
where he was promoted to assistant 
district director for business develop-
ment and later to deputy district direc-
tor. His most recent assignment prior 
to relocating to Maine was as district 
director of the SBA’s Massachusett dis-
trict office. 

When Moe was with the Maine SBA, 
I and my staff had the pleasure of 
working hand-in-glove with him on a 
variety of issues on behalf of our 
State’s small businesses. I can tell you 
firsthand that his comprehensive back-
ground, keen acumen, and tireless dedi-
cation will be outstanding assets for 
Maine’s small business community. 
And perhaps most importantly, in an 
ideal ‘‘one-two punch’’ for our small 
businesses, Moe not only knows how to 
deliver SBA programs as effectively as 
possible—but Moe also knows Maine. I 
look forward to continuing to collabo-
rate with Moe as he advances the 
SBA’s agenda. 

I know Moe will make a fine district 
director, and I am so pleased that a 
man of his talents has accepted this po-
sition, which is so vital to Maine’s 
economy. I look forward to working 
with him closely to ensure that Maine 
small businesses will continue to 
thrive and create opportunities for all 
Mainers.∑ 

f 

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT 

Messages from the President of the 
United States were communicated to 
the Senate by Ms. Evans, one of his 
secretaries. 

f 

EXECUTIVE MESSAGES REFERRED 

As in executive session the Presiding 
Officer laid before the Senate messages 
from the President of the United 
States submitting sundry nominations, 
treaties, and withdrawals which were 
referred to the appropriate commit-
tees. 

(The nominations received today are 
printed at the end of the Senate pro-
ceedings.) 

f 

MESSAGES FROM THE HOUSE 
DURING ADJOURNMENT 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED 

Under the authority of the order of 
January 4, 2007, the Secretary of the 
Senate, on August 4, 2007, during the 
adjournment of the Senate, received a 
message from the House of Representa-
tives announcing that the Speaker had 
signed the following enrolled bill: 

H.R. 2272. An act to invest in innovation 
through research and development, and to 
improve the competitiveness of the United 
States. 

Under the authority of the order of 
January 4, 2007, the enrolled bill was 
signed on August 4, 2007, during the ad-

journment of the Senate, by the Presi-
dent pro tempore (Mr. BYRD). 

Under the authority of the order of 
January 4, 2007, the Secretary of the 
Senate, on August 5, 2007, during the 
adjournment of the Senate, received a 
message from the House of Representa-
tives announcing that the House had 
passed the following bill, without 
amendment: 

S. 1927. An act to amend the Foreign Intel-
ligence Surveillance Act of 1978 to provide 
additional procedures for authorizing certain 
acquisitions of foreign intelligence informa-
tion and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the 
House had agreed to the following con-
current resolution, without amend-
ment: 

S. Con. Res. 43. Concurrent resolution pro-
viding for a conditional adjournment or re-
cess of the Senate, and a conditional ad-
journment of the House of Representatives. 

The message further announced that 
the House agreed to the amendment of 
the Senate to the bill (H.R. 3311) to au-
thorize additional funds for emergency 
repairs and reconstruction of the Inter-
state I–35 bridge located in Min-
neapolis, Minnesota, that collapsed on 
August 1, 2007, to waive the $100,000,000 
limitation on emergency relief funds 
for those emergency repairs and recon-
struction, and for other purposes. 

f 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 

The message also announced that the 
Speaker had signed the following en-
rolled bills: 

S. 1927. An act to amend the Foreign Intel-
ligence Surveillance Act of 1978 to provide 
additional procedures for authorizing certain 
acquisitions of foreign intelligence informa-
tion and for other purposes. 

H.R. 2863. An act to authorize the Coquille 
Indian Tribe of the State of Oregon to con-
vey land and interests in land owned by the 
Tribe. 

H.R. 2952. An act to authorize the Saginaw 
Chippewa Tribe of Indians of the State of 
Michigan to convey land and interests in 
land owned by the Tribe. 

Under the authority of the order of 
January 4, 2007, the enrolled bill (S. 
1927) was signed on August 5, 2007, dur-
ing the adjournment of the Senate, by 
the President pro tempore (Mr. BYRD). 

f 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 

Under the authority of the order of 
January 4, 2007, the following enrolled 
bills, previously signed by the Speaker 
of the House, were signed on August 6, 
2007, during the adjournment of the 
Senate, by the President pro tempore 
(Mr. BYRD): 

H.R. 2863. An act to authorize the Coquille 
Indian Tribe of the State of Oregon to con-
vey land and interests in land owned by the 
Tribe. 

H.R. 2952. An act to authorize the Saginaw 
Chippewa Tribe of Indians of the State of 
Michigan to convey land and interests in 
land owned by the Tribe. 
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ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 

Under the authority of the order of 
January 4, 2007, the Secretary of the 
Senate, on August 6, 2007, during the 
adjournment of the Senate, received a 
message from the House of Representa-
tives announcing that the Speaker had 
signed the following enrolled bills: 

H.R. 1260. An act to designate the facility 
of the United States Postal Service located 
at 6301 Highway 58 in Harrison, Tennessee, as 
the ‘‘Claude Ramsey Post Office’’. 

H.R. 1335. An act to designate the facility 
of the United States Postal Service located 
at 508 East Main Street in Seneca, South 
Carolina, as the ‘‘S/Sgt Lewis G. Watkins 
Post Office Building’’. 

H.R. 1384. An act to designate the facility 
of the United States Postal Service located 
at 118 Minner Street in Bakersfield, Cali-
fornia, as the ‘‘Buck Owens Post Office’’. 

H.R. 1425. An act to designate the facility 
of the United States Postal Service located 
at 4551 East 52nd Street in Odessa, Texas, as 
the ‘‘Staff Sergeant Marvin ‘‘Rex’’ Young 
Post Office Building’’ . 

H.R. 1434. An act to designate the facility 
of the United States Postal Service located 
at 896 Pittsburgh Street in Springdale, Penn-
sylvania, as the ‘‘Rachel Carson Post Office 
Building’’. 

H.R. 1617. An act to designate the facility 
of the United States Postal Service located 
at 561 Kingsland Avenue in University City, 
Missouri, as the ‘‘Harriett F. Woods Post Of-
fice Building’’. 

H.R. 1722. An act to designate the facility 
of the United States Postal Service located 
at 601 Banyan Trail in Boca Raton, Florida, 
as the ‘‘Leonard W. Herman Post Office’’. 

H.R. 2025. An act to designate the facility 
of the United States Postal Service located 
at 11033 South State Street in Chicago, Illi-
nois, as the ‘‘Willye B. White Post Office 
Building’’. 

H.R. 2077. An act to designate the facility 
of the United States Postal Service located 
at 20805 State Route 125 in Blue Creek, Ohio, 
as the ‘‘George B. Lewis Post Office Build-
ing’’. 

H.R. 2078. An act to designate the facility 
of the United States Postal Service located 
at 14536 State Route 136 in Cherry Fork, 
Ohio, as the ‘‘Staff Sergeant Orner T. ‘O.T.’ 
Hawkins Post Office’’ . 

H.R. 2127. An act to designate the facility 
of the United States Postal Service located 
at 408 West 6th Street in Chelsea, Oklahoma, 
as the ‘‘Clem Rogers McSpadden Post Office 
Building’’. 

H.R. 2309. An act to designate the facility 
of the United States Postal Service located 
at 3916 Milgen Road in Columbus, Georgia, as 
the ‘‘Frank G. Lumpkin, Jr. Post Office 
Building’’. 

H.R. 2563. An act to designate the facility 
of the United States Postal Service located 
at 309 East Linn Street in Marshalltown, 
Iowa, as the ‘‘Major Scott Nisely Post Of-
fice’’. 

H.R. 2570. An act to designate the facility 
of the United States Postal Service located 
at 301 Boardwalk Drive in Fort Collins, Colo-
rado, as the ‘‘Dr. Karl E. Carson Post Office 
Building’’. 

H.R. 2688. An act to designate the facility 
of the United States Postal Service located 
at 103 South Getty Street in Uvalde, Texas, 
as the ‘‘Dolph S. Briscoe, Jr. Post Office 
Building’’. 

H.R. 3006. An act to improve the use of a 
grant of a parcel of land to the State of 
Idaho for use as an agricultural college, and 
for other purposes. 

H.R. 3311. An act to authorize additional 
funds for emergency repairs and reconstruc-
tion of the Interstate I–35 bridge located in 
Minneapolis, Minnesota, that collapsed on 
August 1, 2007, to waive the $100,000,000 limi-
tation on emergency relief funds for those 
emergency repairs and reconstruction, and 
for other purposes. 

Under the authority of the order of 
January 4, 2007, the enrolled bills were 
signed on August 6, 2007, during the ad-
journment of the Senate, by the Presi-
dent pro tempore (Mr. BYRD). 

f 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 

At 3:07 p.m., a message from the 
House of Representatives, delivered by 
Ms. Niland, one of its reading clerks, 
announced that the House has passed 
the following bills, in which it requests 
the concurrence of the Senate: 

H.R. 2419. An act to provide for the con-
tinuation of agricultural programs through 
fiscal year 2012, and for other purposes. 

H.R. 3162. An act to amend titles XVIII, 
XIX, and XXI of the Social Security Act to 
extend and improve the children’s health in-
surance program, to improve beneficiary 
protections under the Medicare, Medicaid, 
and the CHIP program, and for other pur-
poses. 

H.R. 3221. An act moving the United States 
toward greater energy independence and se-
curity, developing innovative new tech-
nologies, reducing carbon emissions, cre-
ating green jobs, protecting consumers, in-
creasing clean renewable energy production, 
and modernizing our energy infrastructure, 
and to amend the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986 to provide tax incentives for the produc-
tion of renewable energy and energy con-
servation. 

H.R. 3222. An act making appropriations 
for the Department of Defense for the fiscal 
year ending September 30, 2008, and for other 
purposes. 

f 

MEASURES REFERRED 

The following bill was read the first 
and the second times by unanimous 
consent, and referred as indicated: 

H.R. 3222. An act making appropriations 
for the Department of Defense for the fiscal 
year ending September 30, 2008, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Appropria-
tions. 

f 

MEASURES PLACED ON THE 
CALENDAR 

The following bill was read the first 
and second times by unanimous con-
sent, and placed on the calendar: 

H.R. 3162. An act to amend titles XVIII, 
XIX, and XXI of the Social Security Act to 
extend and improve the children’s health in-
surance program, to improve beneficiary 
protections under the Medicare, Medicaid, 
and the CHIP program, and for other pur-
poses. 

f 

MEASURES READ THE FIRST TIME 

The following bills were read the first 
time: 

H.R. 2419. An act to provide for the con-
tinuation of agricultural programs through 
fiscal year 2012, and for other purposes. 

H.R. 3221. An act moving the United States 
toward greater energy independence and se-
curity, developing innovative new tech-
nologies, reducing carbon emissions, cre-
ating green jobs, protecting consumers, in-
creasing clean renewable energy production, 
and modernizing our energy infrastructure, 
and to amend the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986 to provide tax incentives for the produc-
tion of renewable energy and energy con-
servation. 

f 

ENROLLED BILL PRESENTED DUR-
ING ADJOURNMENT OF THE SEN-
ATE 

The Secretary of the Senate reported 
that on August 5, 2007, she had pre-
sented to the President of the United 
States, the following enrolled bill: 

S. 1927. An act to amend the Foreign Intel-
ligence Surveillance Act of 1978 to provide 
additional procedures for authorizing certain 
acquisitions of foreign intelligence informa-
tion and for other purposes. 

f 

ENROLLED BILL PRESENTED 

The Secretary of the Senate reported 
that on today, September 4, 2007, she 
had presented to the President of the 
United States the following enrolled 
bill: 

S. 1. An act to provide greater trans-
parency in the legislative process. 

f 

EXECUTIVE AND OTHER 
COMMUNICATIONS 

The following communications were 
laid before the Senate, together with 
accompanying papers, reports, and doc-
uments, and were referred as indicated: 

EC–2800. A communication from the Con-
gressional Review Coordinator, Animal and 
Plant Health Inspection Service, Department 
of Agriculture, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Witchweed 
Quarantine Regulations; Regulated Areas in 
North and South Carolina’’ (Docket No. 2006– 
0170) received on August 11, 2007; to the Com-
mittee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and For-
estry. 

EC–2801. A communication from the Under 
Secretary of Agriculture (Food, Nutrition, 
and Consumer Services), transmitting, pur-
suant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Afterschool Snacks in the Child and Adult 
Care Food Program’’ (RIN0584–AD27) re-
ceived on August 8, 2007; to the Committee 
on Agriculture, Nutrition, and Forestry. 

EC–2802. A communication from the Chair-
man of the Joint Chiefs of Staff, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, two reports relative to 
terrorist threats to military installations; to 
the Committee on Armed Services. 

EC–2803. A communication from the Under 
Secretary of Defense (Personnel and Readi-
ness), transmitting, a report on the approved 
retirement of General Peter Pace, United 
States Marine Corps, and his advancement to 
the grade of general on the retired list; to 
the Committee on Armed Services. 

EC–2804. A communication from the Under 
Secretary of Defense (Personnel and Readi-
ness), transmitting, a report on the approved 
retirement of Admiral Edmund P. 
Giambastiani, Jr., United States Navy, and 
his advancement to the grade of admiral on 
the retired list; to the Committee on Armed 
Services. 
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EC–2805. A communication from the Prin-

cipal Deputy, Office of the Under Secretary 
of Defense (Personnel and Readiness), trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, a report relative to 
the Department’s intent to close the Defense 
commissary stores at Buedingen and 
Gelnhausen, Germany; to the Committee on 
Armed Services. 

EC–2806. A communication from the Prin-
cipal Deputy, Office of the Under Secretary 
of Defense (Personnel and Readiness), trans-
mitting, the report of (14) officers authorized 
to wear the insignia of the grade of major 
general in accordance with title 10, United 
States Code, section 777; to the Committee 
on Armed Services. 

EC–2807. A communication from the Prin-
cipal Deputy, Office of the Under Secretary 
of Defense (Personnel and Readiness), trans-
mitting, the report of (3) officers authorized 
to wear the insignia of the grade of rear ad-
miral (lower half) in accordance with title 
10, United States Code, section 777; to the 
Committee on Armed Services. 

EC–2808. A communication from the Prin-
cipal Deputy, Office of the Under Secretary 
of Defense (Personnel and Readiness), trans-
mitting, the report of the authorization of 
Colonel Rex C. McMillian, United States Ma-
rine Corps Reserve, to wear the insignia of 
the grade of brigadier general in accordance 
with title 10, United States Code, section 777; 
to the Committee on Armed Services. 

EC–2809. A communication from the Prin-
cipal Deputy, Office of the Under Secretary 
of Defense (Personnel and Readiness), trans-
mitting, the report of the authorization of 
Brigadier General Anthony A. Cucolo III to 
wear the insignia of the grade of major gen-
eral in accordance with title 10, United 
States Code, section 777; to the Committee 
on Armed Services. 

EC–2810. A communication from the Prin-
cipal Deputy, Office of the Under Secretary 
of Defense (Personnel and Readiness), trans-
mitting, the report of (13) officers authorized 
to wear the insignia of the grade of brigadier 
general in accordance with title 10, United 
States Code, section 777; to the Committee 
on Armed Services. 

EC–2811. A communication from the Direc-
tor, Defense Procurement and Acquisition 
Policy, Department of Defense, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Limitations on Tiered Evaluation of 
Offers’’ (DFARS Case 2006–D009) received on 
August 5, 2007; to the Committee on Armed 
Services. 

EC–2812. A communication from the Direc-
tor, Defense Procurement and Acquisition 
Policy, Department of Defense, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Berry Amendment Notification Re-
quirement’’ (DFARS Case 2006–D006) received 
on August 5, 2007; to the Committee on 
Armed Services. 

EC–2813. A communication from the Direc-
tor, Defense Procurement and Acquisition 
Policy, Department of Defense, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Berry Amendment Restrictions— 
Clothing Materials and Components Cov-
ered’’ (DFARS Case 2006–D031) received on 
August 5, 2007; to the Committee on Armed 
Services. 

EC–2814. A communication from the Under 
Secretary of Defense (Comptroller), trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, a report entitled 
‘‘Acceptance of Contributions for Defense 
Programs, Projects, and Activities; Defense 
Cooperation Account’’; to the Committee on 
Armed Services. 

EC–2815. A communication from the Chief, 
Programs and Legislation Division, Depart-

ment of the Air Force, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, a report relative to the initiation 
of a standard competition of the Precision 
Measurement Equipment Laboratory func-
tion at Andrews Air Force Base, Maryland, 
Dover AFB, Delaware, Pope AFB, North 
Carolina, and Scott AFB, Illinois; to the 
Committee on Armed Services. 

EC–2816. A communication from the Acting 
Chief of Legislative Affairs, Department of 
the Navy, transmitting, pursuant to law, no-
tification of the Department’s intent to 
begin a study of functions performed at the 
Fleet and Industrial Supply Centers and de-
tachments; to the Committee on Armed 
Services. 

EC–2817. A communication from the Assist-
ant Secretary of the Navy (Installations and 
Environment), transmitting, pursuant to 
law, a report relative to the initiation of pre-
liminary planning of multi-functions includ-
ing household goods; to the Committee on 
Armed Services. 

EC–2818. A communication from the Assist-
ant Secretary of Defense (Reserve Affairs), 
transmitting, pursuant to law, an annual re-
port relative to the National Guard Chal-
leNGe Program for fiscal year 2006; to the 
Committee on Armed Services. 

EC–2819. A communication from the Coun-
sel for Legislation and Regulations, Office of 
Housing, Department of Housing and Urban 
Development, transmitting, pursuant to law, 
the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Adjustable 
Rate and Home Equity Conversion Mort-
gages—Additional Index’’ ((RIN2502–AI32) 
(FR–4969–F–02)) received on August 8, 2007; to 
the Committee on Banking, Housing, and 
Urban Affairs. 

EC–2820. A communication from the Direc-
tor, Financial Crimes Enforcement Network, 
Department of the Treasury, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Anti-Money Laundering Programs; Special 
Due Diligence Programs for Certain Foreign 
Accounts’’ (RIN1506–AA29) received on Au-
gust 8, 2007; to the Committee on Banking, 
Housing, and Urban Affairs. 

EC–2821. A communication from the In-
terim Chief Financial Officer, Federal Home 
Loan Bank of Atlanta, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the management reports and 
statements relative to the Bank’s system of 
internal controls for fiscal year 2006; to the 
Committee on Banking, Housing, and Urban 
Affairs. 

EC–2822. A communication from the Sec-
retary of Housing and Urban Development, 
transmitting, proposed legislation entitled, 
‘‘Voucher and Rent Simplification Act of 
2007’’; to the Committee on Banking, Hous-
ing, and Urban Affairs. 

EC–2823. A communication from the Chair-
man and President, Export-Import Bank of 
the United States, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, a report relative to a transaction in-
volving exports to Mexico including goods 
and services to be used in the Cantarell oil 
field; to the Committee on Banking, Hous-
ing, and Urban Affairs. 

EC–2824. A communication from the Sec-
retary of the Treasury, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, a six-month periodic report on 
the national emergency with respect to Cote 
d’Ivoire that was declared in Executive Order 
13396 of February 7, 2006; to the Committee 
on Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs. 

EC–2825. A communication from the Execu-
tive Director, U.S. Interagency Council on 
Homelessness, transmitting, proposed legis-
lation that would extend the Council’s au-
thorization; to the Committee on Banking, 
Housing, and Urban Affairs. 

EC–2826. A communication from the Sec-
retary, Securities and Exchange Commis-

sion, transmitting, pursuant to law, the re-
port of a rule entitled ‘‘Prohibition of Fraud 
by Advisers to Certain Pooled Investment 
Vehicles’’ (RIN3235–AJ67) received on August 
6, 2007; to the Committee on Banking, Hous-
ing, and Urban Affairs. 

EC–2827. A communication from the Sec-
retary, Securities and Exchange Commis-
sion, transmitting, pursuant to law, the re-
port of a rule entitled ‘‘Definition of the 
Term Significant Deficiency’’ (RIN3235–AJ58) 
received on August 6, 2007; to the Committee 
on Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs. 

EC–2828. A communication from the Sec-
retary, Securities and Exchange Commis-
sion, transmitting, pursuant to law, the re-
port of a rule entitled ‘‘Rule 105 of Regula-
tion M’’ (RIN3235–AJ75) received on August 6, 
2007; to the Committee on Banking, Housing, 
and Urban Affairs. 

EC–2829. A communication from the Sec-
retary, Securities and Exchange Commis-
sion, transmitting, pursuant to law, the re-
port of a rule entitled ‘‘Rules 200 and 203 of 
Regulation SHO’’ (RIN3235–AJ57) received on 
August 27, 2007; to the Committee on Bank-
ing, Housing, and Urban Affairs. 

EC–2830. A communication from the Presi-
dent of the United States, transmitting, pur-
suant to law, a report on the continuation of 
the national emergency with respect to the 
lapse of the Export Administration Act of 
1979, as amended; to the Committee on Bank-
ing, Housing, and Urban Affairs. 

EC–2831. A communication from the Acting 
Assistant Administrator for Legislative and 
Intergovernmental Affairs, National Aero-
nautics and Space Administration, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, an annual report rel-
ative to the category rating system; to the 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC–2832. A communication from the Pro-
gram Analyst, Federal Aviation Administra-
tion, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives; Sikorsky 
Aircraft Corporation Model S–76A, B, and C 
Helicopters’’ ((RIN2120–AA64) (Docket No. 
2007–SW–07)) received on August 3, 2007; to 
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC–2833. A communication from the Pro-
gram Analyst, Federal Aviation Administra-
tion, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Establishment of Class E Airspace; 
Front Royal-Warren County, VA’’ ((RIN2120– 
AA66) (Docket No. 07–AEA–01)) received on 
August 3, 2007; to the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–2834. A communication from the Pro-
gram Analyst, Federal Aviation Administra-
tion, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Modification of Class E Airspace; 
Marshalltown, IA’’ ((RIN2120–AA66) (Docket 
No. 07–ACE–4)) received on August 3, 2007; to 
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC–2835. A communication from the Pro-
gram Analyst, Federal Aviation Administra-
tion, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Revision of Class E Airspace; Red 
Dog, AK’’ ((RIN2120–AA66)(Docket No. 06– 
AAL–40)) received on August 3, 2007; to the 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC–2836. A communication from the Pro-
gram Analyst, Federal Aviation Administra-
tion, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives; General 
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Electric Company CF34–10E Series Turbofan 
Engines’’ ((RIN2120–AA64) (Docket No. 2006– 
NE–44)) received on August 3, 2007; to the 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC–2837. A communication from the Pro-
gram Analyst, Federal Aviation Administra-
tion, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives; Hawker 
Beechcraft Corporation Model 390 Airplanes’’ 
((RIN2120–AA64) (Docket No. 2007–CE–049)) 
received on August 3, 2007; to the Committee 
on Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–2838. A communication from the Pro-
gram Analyst, Federal Aviation Administra-
tion, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives; Air Trac-
tor, Inc. Model AT–602 Airplanes’’ ((RIN2120– 
AA64) (Docket No. 2007–CE–01)) received on 
August 3, 2007; to the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–2839. A communication from the Pro-
gram Analyst, Federal Aviation Administra-
tion, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Standard Instrument Approach 
Procedures, Weather Takeoff Minimums; 
Miscellaneous Amendments’’ ((RIN2120– 
AA65) (Amdt. No. 3216)) received on August 3, 
2007; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC–2840. A communication from the Pro-
gram Analyst, Federal Aviation Administra-
tion, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Standard Instrument Approach 
Procedures, Weather Takeoff Minimums; 
Miscellaneous Amendments’’ ((RIN2120– 
AA65) (Amdt. No. 3217)) received on August 3, 
2007; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC–2841. A communication from the Pro-
gram Analyst, Federal Aviation Administra-
tion, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Revision of Class E Airspace; Ko-
diak, AK’’ ((RIN2120–AA66) (Docket No. 07– 
AAL–01)) received on August 3, 2007; to the 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC–2842. A communication from the Pro-
gram Analyst, Federal Aviation Administra-
tion, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Revision of Class E Airspace; Port 
Heiden, AK’’ ((RIN2120–AA66) (Docket No. 07– 
AAL–02)) received on August 3, 2007; to the 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC–2843. A communication from the Pro-
gram Analyst, Federal Aviation Administra-
tion, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Modification of Class E Airspace; 
Canby, MN’’ ((RIN2120–AA66) (Docket No. 07– 
AGL–2)) received on August 3, 2007; to the 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC–2844. A communication from the Pro-
gram Analyst, Federal Aviation Administra-
tion, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Modification of Class E Airspace; 
Manhattan, KS’’ ((RIN2120–AA66) (Docket 
No. 07–ACE–2)) received on August 3, 2007; to 
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC–2845. A communication from the Pro-
gram Analyst, Federal Aviation Administra-
tion, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Modification of Class E Airspace; 

Monticello, IA’’ ((RIN2120–AA66)(Docket No. 
07–ACE–3)) received on August 3, 2007; to the 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC–2846. A communication from the Pro-
gram Analyst, Federal Aviation Administra-
tion, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives; Airbus 
Model A330 and A340 Airplanes’’ ((RIN2120– 
AA64) (Docket No. 2007–NM–076)) received on 
August 3, 2007; to the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–2847. A communication from the Pro-
gram Analyst, Federal Aviation Administra-
tion, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives; Airbus 
Model A340–211, -212, -311, and -312 Airplanes’’ 
((RIN2120–AA64)(Docket No. 2006–NM–245)) 
received on August 3, 2007; to the Committee 
on Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–2848. A communication from the Pro-
gram Analyst, Federal Aviation Administra-
tion, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Amendment of Class E Airspace; 
Middlesboro, KY’’ ((RIN2120-AA66) (Docket 
No. 07–ASO–1)) received on August 3, 2007; to 
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC–2849. A communication from the Pro-
gram Analyst, Federal Aviation Administra-
tion, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Modification of Class E Airspace; 
Marshalltown, IA’’ ((RIN2120–AA66) (Docket 
No. 07–ACE–4)) received on August 3, 2007; to 
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC–2850. A communication from the Pro-
gram Analyst, Federal Aviation Administra-
tion, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives; McDon-
nell Douglas Model DC–9–81, DC–9–82, DC–9– 
83, DC–9–87, and MD–88 Airplanes’’ ((RIN2120– 
AA64) (Docket No. 2007–NM–103)) received on 
August 3, 2007; to the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–2851. A communication from the Pro-
gram Analyst, Federal Aviation Administra-
tion, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives; Reims 
Aviation S.A. Model F406 Airplanes’’ 
((RIN2120–AA64) (Docket No. 2007–CE–002)) 
received on August 3, 2007; to the Committee 
on Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–2852. A communication from the Pro-
gram Analyst, Federal Aviation Administra-
tion, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives; Dornier 
Luftfahrt GmbH Model 228 Series Airplanes’’ 
((RIN2120–AA64) (Docket No. 2007–CE–013)) 
received on August 3, 2007; to the Committee 
on Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–2853. A communication from the Pro-
gram Analyst, Federal Aviation Administra-
tion, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives; Robinson 
Helicopter Company Model R44 and R44 II 
Helicopters’’ ((RIN2120–AA66)(Docket No. 
2006–SW–19)) received on August 3, 2007; to 
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC–2854. A communication from the Pro-
gram Analyst, Federal Aviation Administra-
tion, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives; Airbus 
Model A300-600 Series Airplanes’’ ((RIN2120– 

AA64)(Docket No. 2006–NM–184)) received on 
August 3, 2007; to the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–2855. A communication from the Pro-
gram Analyst, Federal Aviation Administra-
tion, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives; Diamond 
Aircraft Industries GmbH Model DA 40 Air-
planes’’ ((RIN2120–AA64)(Docket No. 2007–CE– 
015)) received on August 3, 2007; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation. 

EC–2856. A communication from the Pro-
gram Analyst, Federal Aviation Administra-
tion, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives; General 
Electric Company CF6–80C2B Series Tur-
bofan Engines’’ ((RIN2120–AA64)(Docket No. 
2006–NE–27)) received on August 3, 2007; to 
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC–2857. A communication from the Pro-
gram Analyst, Federal Aviation Administra-
tion, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Modification of Class E Airspace; 
Hugoton, KS’’ ((RIN2120–AA66)(Docket No. 
07–ACE–6)) received on August 3, 2007; to the 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC–2858. A communication from the Pro-
gram Analyst, Federal Aviation Administra-
tion, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Establishment of Class E Airspace; 
Dean Memorial Airport, IA’’ ((RIN2120– 
AA66)(Docket No. 07–ANE–91)) received on 
August 3, 2007; to the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–2859. A communication from the Dep-
uty Assistant Administrator for Regulatory 
Programs, National Marine Fisheries Serv-
ice, Department of Commerce, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Fisheries of the Exclusive Economic Zone 
Off Alaska; Pelagic Shelf Rockfish in the 
West Yakutat District of the Gulf of Alaska’’ 
(RIN0648–XB63) received on August 27, 2007; 
to the Committee on Commerce, Science, 
and Transportation. 

EC–2860. A communication from the Acting 
Director, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, De-
partment of Commerce, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Fisheries of the Exclusive Economic Zone 
Off Alaska; Shortraker Rockfish in Statis-
tical Area 610 of the Gulf of Alaska’’ 
(RIN0648–XB52) received on August 27, 2007; 
to the Committee on Commerce, Science, 
and Transportation. 

EC–2861. A communication from the Acting 
Director, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, De-
partment of Commerce, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Fisheries of the Exclusive Economic Zone 
Off Alaska; Pacific Ocean Perch in the West 
Yakutat District of the Gulf of Alaska’’ 
(RIN0648–XB59) received on August 27, 2007; 
to the Committee on Commerce, Science, 
and Transportation. 

EC–2862. A communication from the Acting 
Director, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, De-
partment of Commerce, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Closed Area I Scallop Access Area Closure 
for General Category Scallop Vessels’’ 
(RIN0648–AU47) received on August 27, 2007; 
to the Committee on Commerce, Science, 
and Transportation. 

EC–2863. A communication from the Acting 
Director, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, De-
partment of Commerce, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘2007 
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Scup Winter II Quota Period Inseason Ad-
justment’’ (RIN0648–XB60) received on Au-
gust 27, 2007; to the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–2864. A communication from the Acting 
Director, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, De-
partment of Commerce, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Fisheries of the Exclusive Economic Zone 
Off Alaska; Northern Rockfish in the West-
ern Regulatory Area of the Gulf of Alaska’’ 
(RIN0648–XB68) received on August 27, 2007; 
to the Committee on Commerce, Science, 
and Transportation. 

EC–2865. A communication from the Acting 
Director, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, De-
partment of Commerce, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Fisheries of the Exclusive Economic Zone 
Off Alaska; Pelagic Shelf Rockfish in the 
Western Regulatory Area of the Gulf of Alas-
ka’’ (RIN0648–XB67) received on August 27, 
2007; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC–2866. A communication from the Acting 
Director, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, De-
partment of Commerce, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Fisheries of the Exclusive Economic Zone 
Off Alaska; Pacific Ocean Perch in the West-
ern Regulatory Area of the Gulf of Alaska’’ 
(RIN0648–XB66) received on August 27, 2007; 
to the Committee on Commerce, Science, 
and Transportation. 

EC–2867. A communication from the Direc-
tor, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, Depart-
ment of Commerce, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Tem-
porary Rule; Inseason Restoration of Black 
Sea Bass and Loligo Squid Quota from Un-
used Research Set-Aside’’ (RIN0648–XA94) re-
ceived on August 27, 2007; to the Committee 
on Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–2868. A communication from the Direc-
tor, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, Depart-
ment of Commerce, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Fish-
eries of the Exclusive Economic Zone Off 
Alaska; Pacific Ocean Perch in the Western 
Aleutian District of the Bering Sea and 
Aleutian Islands Management Area’’ 
(RIN0648–XB58) received on August 27, 2007; 
to the Committee on Commerce, Science, 
and Transportation. 

EC–2869. A communication from the Acting 
Director, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, De-
partment of Commerce, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Fisheries of the Exclusive Economic Zone 
Off Alaska; Pacific Ocean Perch in the Cen-
tral Aleutian District of the Bering Sea and 
Aleutian Islands Management Area’’ 
(RIN0648–XB41) received on August 27, 2007; 
to the Committee on Commerce, Science, 
and Transportation. 

EC–2870. A communication from the Acting 
Director, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, De-
partment of Commerce, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Fisheries of the Exclusive Economic Zone 
Off Alaska; Pacific Ocean Perch in the West 
Yakutat District of the Gulf of Alaska’’ 
(RIN0648–XB43) received on August 27, 2007; 
to the Committee on Commerce, Science, 
and Transportation. 

EC–2871. A communication from the Acting 
Director, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, De-
partment of Commerce, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Fisheries of the Exclusive Economic Zone 
Off Alaska; Greenland Turbot in the Bering 
Sea Subarea of the Bering Sea and Aleutian 
Islands Management Area’’ (RIN0648–XB51) 
received on August 27, 2007; to the Com-

mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation. 

EC–2872. A communication from the Dep-
uty Assistant Administrator for Regulatory 
Programs, National Marine Fisheries Serv-
ice, Department of Commerce, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Extension of Emergency Fishery Closure 
Due to the Presence of the Toxin that Causes 
Paralytic Shellfish Poisoning’’ (RIN0684– 
AT48) received on August 27, 2007; to the 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC–2873. A communication from the Direc-
tor, Minerals Management Service, Depart-
ment of the Interior, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, a report entitled, ‘‘Estimates of the 
Natural Gas and Oil Reserves, Reserves 
Growth, and Undiscovered Resources in Fed-
eral and State Waters off the Coasts of Lou-
isiana, Texas, Alabama, and Mississippi’’; to 
the Committee on Energy and Natural Re-
sources. 

EC–2874. A communication from the Chair-
man, Federal Energy Regulatory Commis-
sion, transmitting, pursuant to law, a report 
relative to the Commission’s Inventory of 
Commercial and Inherently Governmental 
Activities for fiscal year 2007; to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Natural Resources. 

EC–2875. A communication from the Assist-
ant Secretary for Fish and Wildlife and 
Parks, Department of the Interior, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Regulations to Implement the Cap-
tive Wildlife Safety Act’’ (RIN1018–AT69) re-
ceived on August 11, 2007; to the Committee 
on Environment and Public Works. 

EC–2876. A communication from the Chief 
of Management Authority, Fish and Wildlife 
Service, Department of the Interior, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Revisions of Regulations Imple-
menting the Convention on International 
Trade in Endangered Species of Wild Fauna 
and Flora’’ (RIN1018–AD87) received on Au-
gust 11, 2007; to the Committee on Environ-
ment and Public Works. 

EC–2877. A communication from the Prin-
cipal Deputy Associate Administrator, Office 
of Policy, Economics and Innovation, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Approval and Promulgation of Air Quality 
Implementation Plan; Alaska’’ (FRL No. 
8447–2) received on August 11, 2007; to the 
Committee on Environment and Public 
Works. 

EC–2878. A communication from the Prin-
cipal Deputy Associate Administrator, Office 
of Policy, Economics and Innovation, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Approval and Promulgation of Air Quality 
Implementation Plans; State of Montana; 
Missoula Carbon Monoxide Redesignation to 
Attainment, Designation of Areas for Air 
Quality Planning Purposes, and Approval of 
Related Revisions’’ (FRL No. 8452–9) received 
on August 11, 2007; to the Committee on En-
vironment and Public Works. 

EC–2879. A communication from the Prin-
cipal Deputy Associate Administrator, Office 
of Policy, Economics and Innovation, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Approval and Promulgation of Air Quality 
Implementation Plans; Virginia; State Im-
plementation Plan Revision Variance for 
International Paper, Franklin Paper Mill, 
Virginia’’ (FRL No. 8452–6) received on Au-
gust 11, 2007; to the Committee on Environ-
ment and Public Works. 

EC–2880. A communication from the Prin-
cipal Deputy Associate Administrator, Office 

of Policy, Economics and Innovation, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Approval of Implementation Plans of Ten-
nessee; Clean Air Interstate Rule; Alaska’’ 
(FRL No. 8453–6) received on August 11, 2007; 
to the Committee on Environment and Pub-
lic Works. 

EC–2881. A communication from the Prin-
cipal Deputy Associate Administrator, Office 
of Policy, Economics and Innovation, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Determination of Attainment, Approval 
and Promulgation of Implementation Plans 
and Designation of Areas for Air Quality 
Planning Purposes; Ohio; Redesignation of 
the Toledo Area 8-Hour Ozone Nonattain-
ment Area to Attainment’’ (FRL No. 8451–9) 
received on August 11, 2007; to the Com-
mittee on Environment and Public Works. 

EC–2882. A communication from the Prin-
cipal Deputy Associate Administrator, Office 
of Policy, Economics and Innovation, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Determination of Attainment, Approval 
and Promulgation of Implementation Plans 
and Designation of Areas for Air Quality 
Planning Purposes; Ohio; Redesignation of 
the Dayton-Springfield 8-Hour Ozone Non-
attainment Area to Attainment’’ (FRL No. 
8452–3) received on August 11, 2007; to the 
Committee on Environment and Public 
Works. 

EC–2883. A communication from the Prin-
cipal Deputy Associate Administrator, Office 
of Policy, Economics and Innovation, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Final Authorization of State Hazardous 
Waste Management Program Revision’’ (FRL 
No. 8451–8) received on August 11, 2007; to the 
Committee on Environment and Public 
Works. 

EC–2884. A communication from the Prin-
cipal Deputy Associate Administrator, Office 
of Policy, Economics and Innovation, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Operator Training Grant Guidelines for 
States; Solid Waste Disposal Act, Subtitle I, 
as amended by Title XV, Subtitle B of the 
Energy Policy Act of 2005’’ (FRL No. 8451–6) 
received on August 11, 2007; to the Com-
mittee on Environment and Public Works. 

EC–2885. A communication from the Prin-
cipal Deputy Associate Administrator, Office 
of Policy, Economics and Innovation, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Pyrasulfotole; Pesticide Tolerance’’ (FRL 
No. 8141–8) received on August 11, 2007; to the 
Committee on Environment and Public 
Works. 

EC–2886. A communication from the Prin-
cipal Deputy Associate Administrator, Office 
of Policy, Economics and Innovation, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Approval and Promulgation of Implementa-
tion Plans and Designation of Areas for Air 
Quality Planning Purposes; Kentucky: Re-
designation of the Kentucky Portion of the 
Louisville 8-Hour Ozone Nonattainment Area 
to Attainment for Ozone; Technical Amend-
ment’’ (FRL No. 8460–6) received on August 
27, 2007; to the Committee on Environment 
and Public Works. 

EC–2887. A communication from the Prin-
cipal Deputy Associate Administrator, Office 
of Policy, Economics and Innovation, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
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‘‘Approval and Promulgation of Implementa-
tion Plans; New Jersey; Low Emission Vehi-
cle Program’’ (FRL No. 8441–7) received on 
August 27, 2007; to the Committee on Envi-
ronment and Public Works. 

EC–2888. A communication from the Prin-
cipal Deputy Associate Administrator, Office 
of Policy, Economics and Innovation, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Approval and Promulgation of Air Quality 
Implementation Plans; Pennsylvania; Redes-
ignation of the Reading 8-Hour Ozone Non-
attainment Area to Attainment and Ap-
proval of the Area’s Maintenance Plan and 
2002 Base-Year Inventory’’ (FRL No. 8459–3) 
received on August 27, 2007; to the Com-
mittee on Environment and Public Works. 

EC–2889. A communication from the Prin-
cipal Deputy Associate Administrator, Office 
of Policy, Economics and Innovation, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Approval and Promulgation of Air Quality 
Implementation Plans; Texas; Shipyard Fa-
cilities and Provisions for Distance Limita-
tions, Setbacks, and Buffers in Standard Per-
mits’’ (FRL No. 8460–2) received on August 
27, 2007; to the Committee on Environment 
and Public Works. 

f 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES DURING 
ADJOURNMENT OF THE SENATE 

Under the authority of the order of 
the Senate of August 3, 2007, the fol-
lowing reports of committees were sub-
mitted on August 29, 2007: 

By Mr. BAUCUS, from the Committee on 
Finance: 

Report to accompany S.J. Res. 16, A joint 
resolution approving the renewal of import 
restrictions contained in the Burmese Free-
dom and Democracy Act of 2003 (Rept. No. 
110–146). 

By Mr. AKAKA, from the Committee on 
Veterans’ Affairs, with an amendment in the 
nature of a substitute and an amendment to 
the title: 

S. 1233. A bill to provide and enhance inter-
vention, rehabilitative treatment, and serv-
ices to veterans with traumatic brain injury, 
and for other purposes (Rept. No. 110–147). 

S. 1315. A bill to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to enhance life insurance bene-
fits for disabled veterans, and for other pur-
poses (Rept. No. 110–148). 

f 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 

The following reports of committees 
were submitted: 

By Mr. BYRD, from the Committee on Ap-
propriations: 

Special Report entitled ‘‘Further Revised 
Allocation to Subcommittees of Budget To-
tals from the Concurrent Resolution for Fis-
cal Year 2008’’ (Rept. No. 110–149). 

By Mr. LIEBERMAN, from the Committee 
on Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs, without amendment and with a pre-
amble: 

S. Res. 22. A resolution reaffirming the 
constitutional and statutory protections ac-
corded sealed domestic mail, and for other 
purposes. 

f 

INTRODUCTION OF BILLS AND 
JOINT RESOLUTIONS 

The following bills and joint resolu-
tions were introduced, read the first 

and second times by unanimous con-
sent, and referred as indicated: 

By Mr. LEVIN: 
S. 2016. A bill for the relief of Sopuruchi 

Chukwueke; to the Committee on the Judici-
ary. 

By Mr. BINGAMAN (for himself and 
Mr. STEVENS): 

S. 2017. A bill to amend the Energy Policy 
and Conservation Act to provide for national 
energy efficiency standards for general serv-
ice incandescent lamps, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Energy and Nat-
ural Resources. 

f 

ADDITIONAL COSPONSORS

S. 60
At the request of Mr. INOUYE, the 

name of the Senator from Ohio (Mr. 
BROWN) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
60, a bill to amend the Public Health 
Service Act to provide a means for con-
tinued improvement in emergency 
medical services for children.

S. 65
At the request of Mr. INHOFE, the 

name of the Senator from Nebraska 
(Mr. HAGEL) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 65, a bill to modify the age-60 
standard for certain pilots and for 
other purposes.

S. 507

At the request of Mr. CONRAD, the 
name of the Senator from Oregon (Mr. 
WYDEN) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
507, a bill to amend title XVIII of the 
Social Security Act to provide for re-
imbursement of certified midwife serv-
ices and to provide for more equitable 
reimbursement rates for certified 
nurse-midwife services.

S. 561

At the request of Mr. BUNNING, the 
name of the Senator from Ohio (Mr. 
BROWN) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
561, a bill to repeal the sunset of the 
Economic Growth and Tax Relief Rec-
onciliation Act of 2001 with respect to 
the expansion of the adoption credit 
and adoption assistance programs.

S. 582

At the request of Mr. SMITH, the 
name of the Senator from Georgia (Mr. 
ISAKSON) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 582, a bill to amend the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 to classify auto-
matic fire sprinkler systems as 5-year 
property for purposes of depreciation.

S. 673

At the request of Mr. SALAZAR, the 
name of the Senator from Minnesota 
(Mr. COLEMAN) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 673, a bill to amend the Inter-
nal Revenue Code of 1986 to provide 
credits for the installation of wind en-
ergy property, including by rural 
homeowners, farmers, ranchers, and 
small businesses, and for other pur-
poses.

S. 691

At the request of Mr. CONRAD, the 
name of the Senator from South Caro-
lina (Mr. GRAHAM) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 691, a bill to amend title 

XVIII of the Social Security Act to im-
prove the benefits under the Medicare 
program for beneficiaries with kidney 
disease, and for other purposes.

S. 773

At the request of Mr. WARNER, the 
name of the Senator from Alabama 
(Mr. SHELBY) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 773, a bill to amend the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 to allow Federal 
civilian and military retirees to pay 
health insurance premiums on a pretax 
basis and to allow a deduction for 
TRICARE supplemental premiums.

S. 790

At the request of Mr. LUGAR, the 
name of the Senator from Massachu-
setts (Mr. KERRY) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 790, a bill to amend the 
Richard B. Russell National School 
Lunch Act to permit the simplified 
summer food programs to be carried 
out in all States and by all service in-
stitutions.

S. 819

At the request of Mr. DORGAN, the 
name of the Senator from Oregon (Mr. 
WYDEN) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
819, a bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to expand tax-free 
distributions from individual retire-
ment accounts for charitable purposes.

S. 829

At the request of Ms. MIKULSKI, the 
name of the Senator from South Caro-
lina (Mr. GRAHAM) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 829, a bill to reauthorize 
the HOPE VI program for revitaliza-
tion of severely distressed public hous-
ing, and for other purposes.

S. 849

At the request of Mr. LEAHY, the 
name of the Senator from Oklahoma 
(Mr. COBURN) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 849, a bill to promote accessi-
bility, accountability, and openness in 
Government by strengthening section 
552 of title 5, United States Code (com-
monly referred to as the Freedom of In-
formation Act), and for other purposes.

S. 886

At the request of Mr. BINGAMAN, the 
name of the Senator from Illinois (Mr. 
OBAMA) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
886, a bill to amend chapter 22 of title 
44, United States Code, popularly 
known as the Presidential Records Act, 
to establish procedures for the consid-
eration of claims of constitutionally 
based privilege against disclosure of 
Presidential records.

S. 910

At the request of Mr. KENNEDY, the 
name of the Senator from South Da-
kota (Mr. JOHNSON) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 910, a bill to provide for 
paid sick leave to ensure that Ameri-
cans can address their own health 
needs and the health needs of their 
families.

S. 959

At the request of Mrs. CLINTON, the 
name of the Senator from California 
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(Mrs. BOXER) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 959, a bill to award a grant to en-
able Teach for America, Inc., to imple-
ment and expand its teaching program.

S. 961

At the request of Mr. SPECTER, his 
name was added as a cosponsor of S. 
961, a bill to amend title 46, United 
States Code, to provide benefits to cer-
tain individuals who served in the 
United States merchant marine (in-
cluding the Army Transport Service 
and the Naval Transport Service) dur-
ing World War II, and for other pur-
poses.

S. 1015

At the request of Mr. COCHRAN, the 
name of the Senator from Connecticut 
(Mr. DODD) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 1015, a bill to reauthorize the Na-
tional Writing Project.

S. 1033

At the request of Mr. LIEBERMAN, the 
name of the Senator from Vermont 
(Mr. SANDERS) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 1033, a bill to assist in the con-
servation of rare felids and rare canids 
by supporting and providing financial 
resources for the conservation pro-
grams of nations within the range of 
rare felid and rare canid populations 
and projects of persons with dem-
onstrated expertise in the conservation 
of rare felid and rare canid popu-
lations.

S. 1125

At the request of Mr. LOTT, the name 
of the Senator from Pennsylvania (Mr. 
CASEY) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
1125, a bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to provide incentives 
to encourage investment in the expan-
sion of freight rail infrastructure ca-
pacity and to enhance modal tax eq-
uity.

S. 1166

At the request of Mr. WARNER, the 
name of the Senator from Illinois (Mr. 
DURBIN) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
1166, a bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to exclude from gross 
income certain zone compensation of 
civilian employees of the United 
States.

S. 1200

At the request of Mr. DORGAN, the 
name of the Senator from Michigan 
(Ms. STABENOW) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 1200, a bill to amend the In-
dian Health Care Improvement Act to 
revise and extend the Act.

S. 1246

At the request of Mr. LIEBERMAN, the 
name of the Senator from New York 
(Mrs. CLINTON) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 1246, a bill to establish and 
maintain a wildlife global animal in-
formation network for surveillance 
internationally to combat the growing 
threat of emerging diseases that in-
volve wild animals, such as bird flu, 
and for other purposes.

S. 1254

At the request of Ms. MIKULSKI, the 
name of the Senator from Michigan 

(Ms. STABENOW) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 1254, a bill to amend title II of 
the Social Security Act to provide that 
the reductions in social security bene-
fits which are required in the case of 
spouses and surviving spouses who are 
also receiving certain government pen-
sions shall be equal to the amount by 
which two-thirds of the total amount 
of the combined monthly benefit (be-
fore reduction) and monthly pension 
exceeds $1,200, adjusted for inflation.

S. 1306

At the request of Mr. DURBIN, the 
names of the Senator from Massachu-
setts (Mr. KERRY), the Senator from 
New York (Mr. SCHUMER), the Senator 
from Vermont (Mr. SANDERS) and the 
Senator from Michigan (Ms. 
STABENOW) were added as cosponsors of 
S. 1306, a bill to direct the Consumer 
Product Safety Commission to classify 
certain children’s products containing 
lead to be banned hazardous sub-
stances.

S. 1328

At the request of Mr. LEAHY, the 
names of the Senator from Massachu-
setts (Mr. KERRY) and the Senator 
from Rhode Island (Mr. WHITEHOUSE) 
were added as cosponsors of S. 1328, a 
bill to amend the Immigration and Na-
tionality Act to eliminate discrimina-
tion in the immigration laws by per-
mitting permanent partners of United 
States citizens and lawful permanent 
residents to obtain lawful permanent 
resident status in the same manner as 
spouses of citizens and lawful perma-
nent residents and to penalize immi-
gration fraud in connection with per-
manent partnerships.

S. 1338

At the request of Mr. ROCKEFELLER, 
the name of the Senator from New 
York (Mrs. CLINTON) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1338, a bill to amend title 
XVIII of the Social Security Act to 
provide for a two-year moratorium on 
certain Medicare physician payment 
reductions for imaging services.

S. 1356

At the request of Mr. BROWN, the 
name of the Senator from Illinois (Mr. 
DURBIN) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
1356, a bill to amend the Federal De-
posit Insurance Act to establish indus-
trial bank holding company regulation, 
and for other purposes.

S. 1394

At the request of Ms. STABENOW, the 
names of the Senator from New York 
(Mr. SCHUMER) and the Senator from 
Minnesota (Mr. COLEMAN) were added 
as cosponsors of S. 1394, a bill to amend 
the Internal Revenue Code of 1986, to 
exclude from gross income of indi-
vidual taxpayers discharges of indebt-
edness attributable to certain forgiven 
residential mortgage obligations.

S. 1398

At the request of Mr. REID, the name 
of the Senator from Rhode Island (Mr. 
REED) was added as a cosponsor of S. 

1398, a bill to expand the research and 
prevention activities of the National 
Institute of Diabetes and Digestive and 
Kidney Diseases, and the Centers for 
Disease Control and Prevention with 
respect to inflammatory bowel disease.

S. 1413

At the request of Ms. MIKULSKI, the 
name of the Senator from South Da-
kota (Mr. JOHNSON) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1413, a bill to provide for 
research and education with respect to 
uterine fibroids, and for other pur-
poses.

S. 1476

At the request of Mrs. FEINSTEIN, the 
name of the Senator from Washington 
(Mrs. MURRAY) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 1476, a bill to authorize the 
Secretary of the Interior to conduct 
special resources study of the Tule 
Lake Segregation Center in Modoc 
County, California, to determine suit-
ability and feasibility of establishing a 
unit of the National Park System.

S. 1638

At the request of Mr. LEAHY, the 
name of the Senator from Massachu-
setts (Mr. KERRY) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1638, a bill to adjust the 
salaries of Federal justices and judges, 
and for other purposes.

S. 1693

At the request of Mr. KENNEDY, the 
name of the Senator from New Hamp-
shire (Mr. SUNUNU) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1693, a bill to enhance the 
adoption of a nationwide interoperable 
health information technology system 
and to improve the quality and reduce 
the costs of health care in the United 
States.

S. 1744

At the request of Mrs. BOXER, the 
names of the Senator from Rhode Is-
land (Mr. WHITEHOUSE) and the Senator 
from Wisconsin (Mr. FEINGOLD) were 
added as cosponsors of S. 1744, a bill to 
prohibit the application of certain re-
strictive eligibility requirements to 
foreign nongovernmental organizations 
with respect to the provision of assist-
ance under part I of the Foreign Assist-
ance Act of 1961.

S. 1755

At the request of Mr. CASEY, the 
name of the Senator from Michigan 
(Ms. STABENOW) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 1755, a bill to amend the Rich-
ard B. Russell National School Lunch 
Act to make permanent the summer 
food service pilot project for rural 
areas of Pennsylvania and apply the 
program to rural areas of every State.

S. 1840

At the request of Mrs. CLINTON, the 
name of the Senator from Vermont 
(Mr. SANDERS) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 1840, a bill to amend the Inter-
nal Revenue Code of 1986 to provide re-
cruitment and retention incentives for 
volunteer emergency service workers.

S. 1843

At the request of Mr. KENNEDY, the 
name of the Senator from Michigan 
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(Mr. LEVIN) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 1843, a bill to amend title VII of 
the Civil Rights Act of 1964 and the Age 
Discrimination in Employment Act of 
1967 to clarify that an unlawful prac-
tice occurs each time compensation is 
paid pursuant to a discriminatory com-
pensation decision or other practice, 
and for other purposes.

S. 1848

At the request of Mr. BAUCUS, the 
names of the Senator from Connecticut 
(Mr. LIEBERMAN), the Senator from 
Louisiana (Ms. LANDRIEU) and the Sen-
ator from Massachusetts (Mr. KERRY) 
were added as cosponsors of S. 1848, a 
bill to amend the Trade Act of 1974 to 
address the impact of globalization, to 
reauthorize trade adjustment assist-
ance, to extend trade adjustment as-
sistance to service workers, commu-
nities, firms, and farmers, and for 
other purposes.

S. 1880

At the request of Mr. KERRY, the 
names of the Senator from New Jersey 
(Mr. LAUTENBERG) and the Senator 
from Illinois (Mr. OBAMA) were added 
as cosponsors of S. 1880, a bill to amend 
the Animal Welfare Act to prohibit dog 
fighting ventures.

S. 1924

At the request of Mr. CARPER, the 
names of the Senator from Maine (Ms. 
COLLINS), the Senator from Ohio (Mr. 
BROWN) and the Senator from Vermont 
(Mr. SANDERS) were added as cospon-
sors of S. 1924, a bill to amend chapter 
81 of title 5, United States Code, to cre-
ate a presumption that a disability or 
death of a Federal employee in fire pro-
tection activities caused by any of cer-
tain diseases is the result of the per-
formance of such employee’s duty.

S. 1958

At the request of Mr. CONRAD, the 
name of the Senator from Kentucky 
(Mr. BUNNING) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 1958, a bill to amend title 
XVIII of the Social Security Act to en-
sure and foster continued patient qual-
ity of care by establishing facility and 
patient criteria for long-term care hos-
pitals and related improvements under 
the Medicare program.

S.J. RES. 13

At the request of Mr. LEAHY, the 
name of the Senator from Vermont 
(Mr. SANDERS) was added as a cospon-
sor of S.J. Res. 13, a joint resolution 
granting the consent of Congress to the 
International Emergency Management 
Assistance Memorandum of Under-
standing.

S. RES. 118

At the request of Mr. LEVIN, the 
name of the Senator from New Jersey 
(Mr. LAUTENBERG) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. Res. 118, a resolution urg-
ing the Government of Canada to end 
the commercial seal hunt.

S. RES. 178

At the request of Mr. BINGAMAN, the 
names of the Senator from Wisconsin 

(Mr. FEINGOLD) and the Senator from 
New Jersey (Mr. MENENDEZ) were 
added as cosponsors of S. Res. 178, a 
resolution expressing the sympathy of 
the Senate to the families of women 
and girls murdered in Guatemala, and 
encouraging the United States to work 
with Guatemala to bring an end to 
these crimes.

S. RES. 222

At the request of Mrs. CLINTON, the 
name of the Senator from Ohio (Mr. 
BROWN) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
Res. 222, a resolution supporting the 
goals and ideals of Pancreatic Cancer 
Awareness Month.

S. RES. 305

At the request of Mr. HARKIN, his 
name was withdrawn as a cosponsor of 
S. Res. 305, a resolution to express the 
sense of the Senate regarding the Medi-
care national coverage determination 
on the treatment of anemia in cancer 
patients. 

f 

STATEMENTS ON INTRODUCED 
BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS 

By Mr. BINGAMAN (for himself 
and Mr. STEVENS): 

S. 2017. A bill. to amend the Energy 
Policy and Conservation Act to provide 
for national energy efficiency stand-
ards for general service incandescent 
lamps, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Energy and Natural Re-
sources. 

Mr. BINGAMAN. Mr. President, I rise 
today to introduce legislation that will 
transform the lighting market in the 
U.S. 

Beginning in 2012 and continuing 
through 2014, the current 40, 60, 75, and 
100 watt incandescent bulbs will be 
phased out and replaced by lower watt-
age bulbs that produce the equivalent 
amount of light. For example, bulbs 
that currently consume 100 watts of 
electricity would be just as bright but 
would consume only 72 watts of elec-
tricity. 

By 2014, the traditional incandescent 
light bulbs found in approximately 4 
billion U.S. light sockets will be vir-
tually obsolete. Their 125 year old tech-
nology will be replaced by new tech-
nologies such as LEDS, light emitting 
diodes, halogen incandescent bulbs, im-
proved compact fluorescent lamps and 
higher efficiency incandescent bulbs. 

When fully implemented, the new ef-
ficiency standards for incandescent 
lighting will save 65 billion kilowatt 
hours of electricity per year. This is 
the equivalent of shutting down 24 new 
500 mw coal plants a year and would 
save consumers almost $6 billion a year 
in electricity costs. The light bulb 
standards will save nearly as much en-
ergy as of the Federal appliance stand-
ards from 1987 to 2000. Energy savings 
from this one standard are two to three 
times larger than savings from any 
other single appliance standard. Unlike 

the energy savings from longer-lived 
appliances which are replaced on a 10 
to 15 year cycle, the full savings from 
efficient light bulbs will roll in much 
sooner, about 1 to 3 years after enact-
ment. 

My legislation requires the Secretary 
of Energy to conduct two additional 
rulemakings to consider imposing 
more stringent efficiency standards for 
lighting. The secretary is required to 
consider a standard of 45 lumens per 
watt in the first rulemaking and to 
adopt that standard or an alternative 
standard that results in equivalent or 
greater energy savings. If the Sec-
retary fails adopt a standard with the 
equivalent savings or fails to complete 
the first rulemaking on time, a 45 
lumens per watt standard will become 
effective in 2020. 

The legislation also includes detailed 
provisions aimed at preventing unscru-
pulous manufacturers from finding 
ways to avoid the efficiency regula-
tions. 

The bill seeks to help consumers 
make their lighting purchasing deci-
sions based on lifecycle cost, lamp life-
time and lighting quality by improving 
the labeling requirements for light 
bulbs. In addition, the Secretary of En-
ergy, in cooperation with EPA, Com-
merce, and the FTC is required to pro-
vide an annual assessment of the mar-
ket for general service lamps and com-
pact fluorescents. The Secretary is also 
required to work with the lighting in-
dustry, utilities and other parties to 
carry out a national consumer aware-
ness program to help consumers make 
energy efficient lighting choices. 

Many of the provisions in my bill 
were hammered out in negotiations be-
tween major lighting manufacturers 
and efficiency advocates. In fact, Phil-
ips Lighting was the initiator of the 
negotiations on phasing out inefficient 
incandescent lamps, and Osram Syl-
vania and General Electric were ac-
tively engaged in the process. Many ef-
ficiency advocates participated in the 
negotiations including the Alliance to 
Save Energy, ACEEE, and NRDC. The 
negotiators made a great deal of 
progress but were unfortunately unable 
to reach consensus on all of the issues 
involved before the energy bill was 
considered by the Senate. 

My bill sets forth a reasonable proc-
ess that will save a significant amount 
of energy and also allow manufacturers 
to plan for and implement major 
changes in an orderly way. The House 
energy bill includes a similar lighting 
provision authored by Representatives 
HARMAN and UPTON. 

I intend to hold a hearing on this leg-
islation next week. I hope that what we 
learn at the hearing will facilitate 
reaching a consensus on efficient light-
ing standards during the House-Senate 
conference H.R. 6, the energy bill. We 
must take action to assure that the po-
tential energy savings from these 
standards become a reality. 
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Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-

sent that the text of the bill be printed 
in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the text of 
the bill was ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD, as follows: 

S. 2017 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE; TABLE OF CONTENTS. 

(a) SHORT TITLE.—This Act may be cited as 
the ‘‘Energy Efficient Lighting for a Bright-
er Tomorrow Act of 2007’’. 

(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of con-
tents of this Act is as follows: 
Sec. 1. Short title; table of contents. 
Sec. 2. Findings. 
Sec. 3. Definition of Secretary. 

TITLE I—GENERAL SERVICE 
INCANDESCENT LAMPS 

Sec. 101. Energy efficiency standards for 
general service incandescent 
lamps. 

Sec. 102. Consumer education and lamp la-
beling. 

Sec. 103. Market assessments and consumer 
awareness program. 

Sec. 104. General rule of preemption for en-
ergy conservation standards be-
fore Federal standard becomes 
effective for a product. 

Sec. 105. Prohibited acts. 
Sec. 106. Enforcement. 
Sec. 107. Research and development pro-

gram. 
Sec. 108. Report on mercury use and release. 

TITLE II—STANDARDS FOR METAL 
HALIDE LAMP FIXTURES 

Sec. 201. Definitions. 
Sec. 202. Coverage. 
Sec. 203. Test procedures. 
Sec. 204. Labeling. 
Sec. 205. Energy conservation standards. 
Sec. 206. Effect on other law. 
SEC. 2. FINDINGS. 

Congress finds that— 
(1) there are approximately 4,000,000,000 

screw-based sockets in the United States 
that contain traditional, energy-inefficient, 
incandescent light bulbs; 

(2) incandescent light bulbs are based on 
technology that is more than 125 years old; 
and 

(3) it is in the national interest to encour-
age the use of more energy-efficient lighting 
products in the market through energy con-
servation standards that become effective 
during the 8-year period beginning on the 
date of enactment of this Act and— 

(A) establish the efficiency requirements 
to ensure that replacement lamps will pro-
vide consumers with the same quantity of 
light while using significantly less energy; 

(B) ensure that consumers will continue to 
have multiple product choices, including en-
ergy-saving halogen, incandescent, compact 
fluorescent, and LED light bulbs; and 

(C) work with industry and key stake-
holders on measures that can assist con-
sumers and businesses in making the impor-
tant transition to more efficient lighting. 
SEC. 3. DEFINITION OF SECRETARY. 

In this Act, the term ‘‘Secretary’’ means 
the Secretary of Energy. 

TITLE I—GENERAL SERVICE 
INCANDESCENT LAMPS 

SEC. 101. ENERGY EFFICIENCY STANDARDS FOR 
GENERAL SERVICE INCANDESCENT 
LAMPS. 

(a) DEFINITION OF GENERAL SERVICE INCAN-
DESCENT LAMP.—Section 321(30) of the En-

ergy Policy and Conservation Act (42 U.S.C. 
6291(30)) is amended— 

(1) by striking subparagraph (D) and in-
serting the following: 

‘‘(D) GENERAL SERVICE INCANDESCENT 
LAMP.— 

‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘general serv-
ice incandescent lamp’ means a standard in-
candescent or halogen type lamp that— 

‘‘(I) is intended for general service applica-
tions; 

‘‘(II) has a medium screw base; 
‘‘(III) has a lumen range of not less than 

200 lumens and not more than 3,000 lumens; 
‘‘(IV) has a voltage range at least partially 

within 110 and 130 volts; 
‘‘(V) has an A–15, A–19, A–21, A–23, A–25, 

PS–25, PS–30, BT–14.5, BT–15, CP–19, TB–19, 
CA–22, or equivalent shape (as defined in 
ANSI C78.20–2003); and 

‘‘(VI) has a bulb finish of the frosted, clear, 
soft white, or modified spectrum type. 

‘‘(ii) EXCLUSIONS.—The term ‘general serv-
ice incandescent lamp’ does not include the 
following incandescent lamps: 

‘‘(I) An appliance lamp. 
‘‘(II) A black light lamp. 
‘‘(III) A bug lamp. 
‘‘(IV) A colored lamp. 
‘‘(V) An infrared lamp. 
‘‘(VI) A left-hand thread lamp. 
‘‘(VII) A marine lamp. 
‘‘(VIII) A marine signal service lamp. 
‘‘(IX) A mine service lamp. 
‘‘(X) A plant light lamp. 
‘‘(XI) A reflector lamp. 
‘‘(XII) A rough service lamp. 
‘‘(XIII) A shatter-resistant lamp (including 

a shatter-proof lamp and a shatter-protected 
lamp). 

‘‘(XIV) A sign service lamp. 
‘‘(XV) A silver bowl lamp. 
‘‘(XVI) A showcase lamp. 
‘‘(XVII) A 3-way incandescent lamp. 
‘‘(XVIII) A traffic signal lamp. 
‘‘(XIX) A vibration service lamp.’’; and 
(2) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(T) APPLIANCE LAMP.—The term ‘appli-

ance lamp’ means any lamp that— 
‘‘(i) is specifically designed to operate in a 

household appliance, has a maximum watt-
age of 40 watts, and is sold at retail, includ-
ing an oven lamp, refrigerator lamp, and vac-
uum cleaner lamp; and 

‘‘(ii) is designated and marketed for the in-
tended application, with— 

‘‘(I) the designation on the lamp pack-
aging; and 

‘‘(II) marketing materials that identify the 
lamp as being for appliance use. 

‘‘(U) CANDELABRA BASE INCANDESCENT 
LAMP.—The term ‘candelabra base incandes-
cent lamp’ means a lamp that uses can-
delabra screw base as described in ANSI 
C81.61–2006, Specifications for Electric Bases, 
common designations E11 and E12. 

‘‘(V) INTERMEDIATE BASE INCANDESCENT 
LAMP.—The term ‘intermediate base incan-
descent lamp’ means a lamp that uses an in-
termediate screw base as described in ANSI 
C81.61–2006, Specifications for Electric Bases, 
common designation E17. 

‘‘(W) MODIFIED SPECTRUM.—The term 
‘modified spectrum’ means, with respect to 
an incandescent lamp, an incandescent lamp 
that— 

‘‘(i) is not a colored incandescent lamp; 
and 

‘‘(ii) when operated at the rated voltage 
and wattage of the incandescent lamp— 

‘‘(I) has a color point with (x,y) chroma-
ticity coordinates on the Commission Inter-
nationale de l’Eclairage (C.I.E.) 1931 chroma-
ticity diagram that lies below the black- 
body locus; and 

‘‘(II) has a color point with (x,y) chroma-
ticity coordinates on the C.I.E. 1931 chroma-
ticity diagram that lies at least 4 MacAdam 
steps (as referenced in IESNA LM16) distant 
from the color point of a clear lamp with the 
same filament and bulb shape, operated at 
the same rated voltage and wattage. 

‘‘(X) ROUGH SERVICE LAMP.—The term 
‘rough service lamp’ means a lamp that— 

‘‘(i) has a minimum of 5 supports with fila-
ment configurations similar to but not lim-
ited to C–7A, C–11, C–17, and C–22 as listed in 
Figure 6–12 of the 9th edition of the IESNA 
Lighting handbook, where lead wires are not 
counted as supports; and 

‘‘(ii) is designated and marketed specifi-
cally for ‘rough service’ applications, with— 

‘‘(I) the designation appearing on the lamp 
packaging; and 

‘‘(II) marketing materials that identify the 
lamp as being for rough service. 

‘‘(Y) 3-WAY INCANDESCENT LAMP.—The term 
‘3-way incandescent lamp’ includes an incan-
descent lamp that— 

‘‘(i) employs 2 filaments, operated sepa-
rately and in combination, to provide 3 light 
levels; and 

‘‘(ii) is designated on the lamp packaging 
and marketing materials as being a 3-way in-
candescent lamp. 

‘‘(Z) SHATTER-RESISTANT LAMP, SHATTER- 
PROOF LAMP, OR SHATTER-PROTECTED LAMP.— 
The terms ‘shatter-resistant lamp’, ‘shatter- 
proof lamp’, and ‘shatter-protected lamp’ 
mean a lamp that— 

‘‘(i) has a coating or equivalent technology 
that is compliant with NSF/ANSI 51 and is 
designed to contain the glass if the glass en-
velope of the lamp is broken; and 

‘‘(ii) is designated and marketed for the in-
tended application, with— 

‘‘(I) the designation on the lamp pack-
aging; and 

‘‘(II) marketing materials that identify the 
lamp as being shatter-resistant, shatter- 
proof, or shatter-protected. 

‘‘(AA) VIBRATION SERVICE LAMP.—The term 
‘vibration service lamp’ means a lamp that— 

‘‘(i) has filament configurations that are 
similar to but not limited to C–5, C–7A, or C– 
9, as listed in Figure 6–12 of the 9th Edition 
of the IESNA Lighting Handbook; 

‘‘(ii) has a maximum wattage of 60 watts; 
‘‘(iii) is sold at retail in packages of 4 

lamps or less; and 
‘‘(iv) is designated and marketed specifi-

cally for vibration service or vibration-re-
sistant applications, with— 

‘‘(I) the designation appearing on the lamp 
packaging; and 

‘‘(II) marketing materials that identify the 
lamp as being vibration service only.’’. 

(b) COVERAGE.—Section 322(a)(14) of the En-
ergy Policy and Conservation Act (42 U.S.C. 
6292(a)(14)) is amended by inserting ‘‘, gen-
eral service incandescent lamps,’’ after ‘‘flu-
orescent lamps’’. 

(c) ENERGY CONSERVATION STANDARDS.— 
Section 325 of the Energy Policy and Con-
servation Act (42 U.S.C. 6295) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (i)— 
(A) in the section heading, by inserting ‘‘, 

GENERAL SERVICE INCANDESCENT LAMPS, IN-
TERMEDIATE BASE INCANDESCENT LAMPS, CAN-
DELABRA BASE INCANDESCENT LAMPS,’’ after 
‘‘FLUORESCENT LAMPS’’; 

(B) in paragraph (1)— 
(i) in subparagraph (A)— 
(I) by inserting ‘‘, general service incandes-

cent lamps, intermediate base incandescent 
lamps, candelabra base incandescent lamps,’’ 
after ‘‘fluorescent lamps’’; 

(II) by inserting ‘‘, new maximum watt-
age,’’ after ‘‘lamp efficacy’’; and 
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(III) by inserting after the table entitled 

‘‘INCANDESCENT REFLECTOR LAMPS’’ the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘CLEAR, INSIDE FROST, AND SOFT WHITE GENERAL SERVICE INCANDESCENT LAMPS 

Rated Lumen Ranges Maximum 
Rate Wattage 

Min-
imum 
Rate 

Lifetime 

Effective 
Date 

1490–2600 72 1,000 hrs 1/1/2012 
1010–1489 53 1,000 hrs 1/1/2013 
730–1009 43 1,000 hrs 1/1/2014 
310–729 29 1,000 hrs 1/1/2014 

‘‘MODIFIED SPECTRUM GENERAL SERVICE INCANDESCENT LAMPS 

Rated Lumen Ranges Maximum 
Rate Wattage 

Min-
imum 
Rate 

Lifetime 

Effective 
Date 

1118–1950 72 1,000 hrs 1/1/2012 
758–1117 53 1,000 hrs 1/1/2013 
548–757 43 1,000 hrs 1/1/2014 
232–547 29 1,000 hrs 1/1/2014’’ 

; and 
(ii) by striking subparagraph (B) and in-

serting the following: 
‘‘(B) COLOR RENDERING INDEX.— 
‘‘(i) APPLICATION.—This subparagraph ap-

plies to each lamp that— 
‘‘(I) is intended for a general service or 

general illumination application (whether 
incandescent or not); 

‘‘(II) has a medium screw base; 
‘‘(III) has a voltage range that is at least 

partially within 110 and 130 volts; 
‘‘(IV) has no external bulb or a bulb of the 

frosted, clear, soft white, or modified spec-
trum type; and 

‘‘(V) is manufactured or imported after De-
cember 31, 2011. 

‘‘(ii) REQUIREMENT.—For purposes of this 
paragraph, each lamp described in clause (i) 
shall have a color rendering index that is 
greater than or equal to— 

‘‘(I) 80 for frosted, clear, and soft white 
lamps; or 

‘‘(II) 75 for modified spectrum lamps. 
‘‘(C) CANDELABRA INCANDESCENT LAMPS AND 

INTERMEDIATE BASE INCANDESCENT LAMPS.— 
‘‘(i) CANDELABRA BASE INCANDESCENT 

LAMPS.—A candelabra base incandescent 
lamp shall not exceed 60 rated watts. 

‘‘(ii) INTERMEDIATE BASE INCANDESCENT 
LAMPS.—An intermediate base incandescent 
lamp shall not exceed 40 rated watts. 

‘‘(D) EXEMPTIONS.— 
‘‘(i) PETITION.—Any person may petition 

the Secretary for an exemption for a type of 
general service lamp from the requirements 
of this subsection. 

‘‘(ii) CRITERIA.—The Secretary may grant 
an exemption under clause (i) only to the ex-
tent that the Secretary finds, after a hearing 
and opportunity for public comment, that it 
is not technically feasible to serve a special-
ized lighting application (such as a military, 
medical, public safety, or certified historic 
lighting application) using a lamp that 
meets the requirements of this subsection. 

‘‘(iii) ADDITIONAL CRITERION.—To grant an 
exemption for a product under this subpara-
graph, the Secretary shall include, as an ad-
ditional criterion, that the exempted product 
is unlikely to be used in a general service 
lighting application. 

‘‘(E) EXTENSION OF COVERAGE.— 
‘‘(i) PETITION.—Any person may petition 

the Secretary to establish standards for 

lamp types that are excluded from the defi-
nition of general service lamps. 

‘‘(ii) INCREASED SALES OF EXEMPTED 
LAMPS.—The petition shall include evidence 
that the availability or sales of exempted in-
candescent lamps have increased signifi-
cantly since the date on which the standards 
on general service incandescent lamps were 
established. 

‘‘(iii) CRITERIA.—The Secretary shall grant 
a petition under clause (i) if the Secretary 
finds that the petition presents evidence 
that (assuming no other evidence is consid-
ered) demonstrates that sales of exempted 
incandescent lamp types have increased sig-
nificantly since the standards on general 
service lamps were established and are being 
widely used in general lighting applications. 

‘‘(iv) NO PRESUMPTION.—The grant of a pe-
tition under this subparagraph shall create 
no presumption with respect to the deter-
mination of the Secretary with respect to 
any criteria under a rulemaking conducted 
under this section. 

‘‘(v) EXPEDITED PROCEEDING.—If the Sec-
retary grants a petition for a lamp type 
under this subparagraph, the Secretary 
shall— 

‘‘(I) conduct a rulemaking to determine 
standards for the exempted lamp type; and 

‘‘(II) complete the rulemaking not later 
than 18 months after the date on which no-
tice is provided granting the petition. 

‘‘(F) DEFINITION OF EFFECTIVE DATE.—In 
this paragraph, except as otherwise provided 
in a table contained in subparagraph (A), the 
term ‘effective date’ means the last day of 
the month specified in the table that follows 
October 24, 1992.’’; 

(C) in paragraph (5), in the first sentence, 
by striking ‘‘and general service incandes-
cent lamps’’; 

(D) by redesignating paragraphs (6) and (7) 
as paragraphs (7) and (8), respectively; and 

(E) by inserting after paragraph (5) the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(6) STANDARDS FOR GENERAL SERVICE IN-
CANDESCENT LAMPS.— 

‘‘(A) RULEMAKING BEFORE JANUARY 1, 2015.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—Not later than January 1, 

2015, the Secretary shall initiate a rule-
making procedure to determine whether— 

‘‘(I) standards in effect for general service 
incandescent lamps should be amended to es-
tablish more stringent maximum wattage 

than the standards specified in paragraph 
(1)(A); and 

‘‘(II) the exemptions for certain incandes-
cent lamps should be maintained or discon-
tinued. 

‘‘(ii) SCOPE.—The rulemaking— 
‘‘(I) shall not be limited to incandescent 

lamp technologies; and 
‘‘(II) shall include consideration of a min-

imum efficacy standard of 45 lumens per 
watt. 

‘‘(iii) AMENDED STANDARDS.—If the Sec-
retary determines that the standards in ef-
fect for general service incandescent lamps 
should be amended, the Secretary shall pub-
lish a final rule not later than January 1, 
2017, with an effective date that is not earlier 
than 3 years after the date on which the final 
rule is published. 

‘‘(iv) PHASED-IN EFFECTIVE DATES.—The 
Secretary shall consider phased-in effective 
dates under this subparagraph after consid-
ering— 

‘‘(I) the impact of any amendment on man-
ufacturers, retiring and repurposing existing 
equipment, stranded investments, labor con-
tracts, workers, and raw materials; and 

‘‘(II) the time needed to work with retail-
ers and lighting designers to revise sales and 
marketing strategies. 

‘‘(v) BACKSTOP REQUIREMENT.—If the Sec-
retary fails to complete a rulemaking in ac-
cordance with clauses (i) through (iv) or if 
the final rule does not produce savings that 
are greater than or equal to the savings from 
a minimum efficacy standard of 45 lumens 
per watt, effective beginning January 1, 2020, 
the Secretary shall prohibit the sale of any 
general service lamp that emits less than 300 
percent of the average lumens per watt emit-
ted by a 100-watt incandescent general serv-
ice lamp that is commercially available on 
the date of enactment of this clause. 

‘‘(B) RULEMAKING BEFORE JANUARY 1, 2020.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—Not later than January 1, 

2020, the Secretary shall initiate a rule-
making procedure to determine whether— 

‘‘(I) standards in effect for general service 
incandescent lamps should be amended to re-
flect lumen ranges with more stringent max-
imum wattage than the standards specified 
in paragraph (1)(A); and 

‘‘(II) the exemptions for certain incandes-
cent lamps should be maintained or discon-
tinued. 
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‘‘(ii) SCOPE.—The rulemaking shall not be 

limited to incandescent lamp technologies. 
‘‘(iii) AMENDED STANDARDS.—If the Sec-

retary determines that the standards in ef-
fect for general service incandescent lamps 
should be amended, the Secretary shall pub-
lish a final rule not later than January 1, 
2022, with an effective date that is not earlier 
than 3 years after the date on which the final 
rule is published. 

‘‘(iv) PHASED-IN EFFECTIVE DATES.—The 
Secretary shall consider phased-in effective 
dates under this subparagraph after consid-
ering— 

‘‘(I) the impact of any amendment on man-
ufacturers, retiring and repurposing existing 
equipment, stranded investments, labor con-
tracts, workers, and raw materials; and 

‘‘(II) the time needed to work with retail-
ers and lighting designers to revise sales and 
marketing strategies.’’; and 

(2) in subsection (l), by adding at the end 
the following: 

‘‘(4) ENERGY EFFICIENCY STANDARDS FOR 
CERTAIN LAMPS.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall pre-
scribe an energy efficiency standard for 
rough service lamps, vibration service lamps, 
3-way incandescent lamps, 150-watt general 
service incandescent lamps, and shatter-re-
sistant lamps only in accordance with this 
paragraph. 

‘‘(B) BENCHMARKS.—Not later than 1 year 
after the date of enactment of this para-
graph, the Secretary, in consultation with 
the National Electrical Manufacturers Asso-
ciation, shall— 

‘‘(i) collect actual data for United States 
unit sales for each of calendar years 1990 
through 2006 for each of the 5 types of lamps 
described in subparagraph (A) to determine 
the historical growth rate of the type of 
lamp; and 

‘‘(ii) construct a model for each type of 
lamp based on coincident economic indica-
tors that closely match the historical annual 
growth rate of the type of lamp to provide a 
neutral comparison benchmark to model fu-
ture unit sales after calendar year 2006. 

‘‘(C) ACTUAL SALES DATA.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—Effective for each of cal-

endar years 2010 through 2025, the Secretary, 
in consultation with the National Electrical 
Manufacturers Association, shall— 

‘‘(I) collect actual United States unit sales 
data for each of 5 types of lamps described in 
subparagraph (A); and 

‘‘(II) not later than 90 days after the end of 
each calendar year, compare the lamp sales 
in that year with the sales predicted by the 
comparison benchmark for each of the 5 
types of lamps described in subparagraph 
(A). 

‘‘(ii) CONTINUATION OF TRACKING.— 
‘‘(I) DETERMINATION.—Not later than Janu-

ary 1, 2023, the Secretary shall determine if 
actual sales data should be tracked for the 
lamp types described in subparagraph (A) 
after calender year 2025. 

‘‘(II) CONTINUATION.—If the Secretary finds 
that the market share of a lamp type de-
scribed in subparagraph (A) could signifi-
cantly erode the market share for general 
service lamps, the Secretary shall continue 
to track the actual sales data for the lamp 
type. 

‘‘(D) ROUGH SERVICE LAMPS.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—Effective beginning with 

the first year that the reported annual sales 
rate for rough service lamps demonstrates 
actual unit sales of rough service lamps that 
achieve levels that are at least 100 percent 
higher than modeled unit sales for that same 
year, the Secretary shall— 

‘‘(I) not later than 90 days after the end of 
the previous calendar year, issue a finding 
that the index has been exceeded; and 

‘‘(II) not later than the date that is 1 year 
after the end of the previous calendar year, 
complete an accelerated rulemaking to es-
tablish an energy conservation standard for 
rough service lamps. 

‘‘(ii) BACKSTOP REQUIREMENT.—If the Sec-
retary fails to complete an accelerated rule-
making in accordance with clause (i)(II), ef-
fective beginning 1 year after the date of the 
issuance of the finding under clause (i)(I), 
the Secretary shall require rough service 
lamps to— 

‘‘(I) have a shatter-proof coating or equiva-
lent technology that is compliant with NSF/ 
ANSI 51 and is designed to contain the glass 
if the glass envelope of the lamp is broken 
and to provide effective containment over 
the life of the lamp; 

‘‘(II) have a maximum 40-watt limitation; 
and 

‘‘(III) be sold at retail only in a package 
containing 1 lamp. 

‘‘(E) VIBRATION SERVICE LAMPS.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—Effective beginning with 

the first year that the reported annual sales 
rate for vibration service lamps dem-
onstrates actual unit sales of vibration serv-
ice lamps that achieve levels that are at 
least 100 percent higher than modeled unit 
sales for that same year, the Secretary 
shall— 

‘‘(I) not later than 90 days after the end of 
the previous calendar year, issue a finding 
that the index has been exceeded; and 

‘‘(II) not later than the date that is 1 year 
after the end of the previous calendar year, 
complete an accelerated rulemaking to es-
tablish an energy conservation standard for 
vibration service lamps. 

‘‘(ii) BACKSTOP REQUIREMENT.—If the Sec-
retary fails to complete an accelerated rule-
making in accordance with clause (i)(II), ef-
fective beginning 1 year after the date of the 
issuance of the finding under clause (i)(I), 
the Secretary shall require vibration service 
lamps to— 

‘‘(I) have a maximum 40-watt limitation; 
and 

‘‘(II) be sold at retail only in a package 
containing 1 lamp. 

‘‘(F) 3-WAY INCANDESCENT LAMPS.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—Effective beginning with 

the first year that the reported annual sales 
rate for 3-way incandescent lamps dem-
onstrates actual unit sales of 3-way incan-
descent lamps that achieve levels that are at 
least 100 percent higher than modeled unit 
sales for that same year, the Secretary 
shall— 

‘‘(I) not later than 90 days after the end of 
the previous calendar year, issue a finding 
that the index has been exceeded; and 

‘‘(II) not later than the date that is 1 year 
after the end of the previous calendar year, 
complete an accelerated rulemaking to es-
tablish an energy conservation standard for 
3-way incandescent lamps. 

‘‘(ii) BACKSTOP REQUIREMENT.—If the Sec-
retary fails to complete an accelerated rule-
making in accordance with clause (i)(II), ef-
fective beginning 1 year after the date of 
issuance of the finding under clause (i)(I), 
the Secretary shall require that— 

‘‘(I) each filament in a 3-way incandescent 
lamp meet the new maximum wattage re-
quirements for the respective lumen range 
established under subsection (i)(1)(A); and 

‘‘(II) 3-way lamps be sold at retail only in 
a package containing 1 lamp. 

‘‘(G) 150-WATT GENERAL SERVICE INCANDES-
CENT LAMPS.— 

‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—Effective beginning with 
the first year that the reported annual sales 
rate demonstrates actual unit sales of 150- 
watt general service incandescent lamps in 
the lumen range of 2,601 through 3,300 lumens 
(or, in the case of a modified spectrum, in 
the lumen range of 1,951 through 2,475 
lumens) that achieve levels that are at least 
100 percent higher than modeled unit sales 
for that same year, the Secretary shall— 

‘‘(I) not later than 90 days after the end of 
the previous calendar year, issue a finding 
that the index has been exceeded; and 

‘‘(II) not later than the date that is 1 year 
after the end of the previous calendar year, 
complete an accelerated rulemaking to es-
tablish an energy conservation standard for 
those 150-watt general service incandescent 
lamps. 

‘‘(ii) BACKSTOP REQUIREMENT.—If the Sec-
retary fails to complete an accelerated rule-
making in accordance with clause (i)(II), ef-
fective beginning 1 year after the date of 
issuance of the finding under clause (i)(I), 
the Secretary shall impose— 

‘‘(I) a maximum 95-watt limitation on gen-
eral service incandescent lamps in the lumen 
range of 2,601 through 3,300 lumens; and 

‘‘(II) a requirement that those lamps be 
sold at retail only in a package containing 1 
lamp. 

‘‘(H) SHATTER-RESISTANT LAMPS.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—Effective beginning with 

the first year that the reported annual sales 
rate for shatter-resistant lamps dem-
onstrates actual unit sales of shatter-resist-
ant lamps that achieve levels that are at 
least 100 percent higher than modeled unit 
sales for that same year, the Secretary 
shall— 

‘‘(I) not later than 90 days after the end of 
the previous calendar year, issue a finding 
that the index has been exceeded; and 

‘‘(II) not later than the date that is 1 year 
after the end of the previous calendar year, 
complete an accelerated rulemaking to es-
tablish an energy conservation standard for 
shatter-resistant lamps. 

‘‘(ii) BACKSTOP REQUIREMENT.—If the Sec-
retary fails to complete an accelerated rule-
making in accordance with clause (i)(II), ef-
fective beginning 1 year after the date of 
issuance of the finding under clause (i)(I), 
the Secretary shall impose— 

‘‘(I) a maximum wattage limitation of 40 
watts on shatter resistant lamps; and 

‘‘(II) a requirement that those lamps be 
sold at retail only in a package containing 1 
lamp. 

‘‘(I) RULEMAKINGS BEFORE JANUARY 1, 2025.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 

clause (ii), if the Secretary issues a final rule 
prior to January 1, 2025, establishing an en-
ergy conservation standard for any of the 5 
types of lamps for which data collection is 
required under any of subparagraphs (D) 
through (G), the requirement to collect and 
model data for that type of lamp shall termi-
nate unless, as part of the rulemaking, the 
Secretary determines that continued track-
ing is necessary. 

‘‘(ii) BACKSTOP REQUIREMENT.—If the Sec-
retary imposes a backstop requirement as a 
result of a failure to complete an accelerated 
rulemaking in accordance with clause (i)(II) 
of any of subparagraphs (D) through (G), the 
requirement to collect and model data for 
the applicable type of lamp shall continue 
for an additional 2 years after the effective 
date of the backstop requirement.’’. 
SEC. 102. CONSUMER EDUCATION AND LAMP LA-

BELING. 
Section 324(a)(2)(C) of the Energy Policy 

and Conservation Act (42 U.S.C. 6294(a)(2)(C)) 
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is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(iii) RULEMAKING TO CONSIDER EFFECTIVE-
NESS OF LAMP LABELING.— 

‘‘(I) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 1 year 
after the date of enactment of this clause, 
the Commission shall initiate a rulemaking 
to consider— 

‘‘(aa) the effectiveness of current lamp la-
beling for power levels or watts, light output 
or lumens, and lamp lifetime; and 

‘‘(bb) alternative labeling approaches that 
will help consumers to understand new high- 
efficiency lamp products and to base the pur-
chase decisions of the consumers on the most 
appropriate source that meets the require-
ments of the consumers for lighting level, 
light quality, lamp lifetime, and total 
lifecycle cost. 

‘‘(II) COMPLETION.—The Commission shall— 
‘‘(aa) complete the rulemaking not later 

than the date that is 30 months after the 
date of enactment of this clause; and 

‘‘(bb) consider reopening the rulemaking 
not later than 180 days before the effective 
dates of the standards for general service in-
candescent lamps established under section 
325(i)(1)(A), if the Commission determines 
that further labeling changes are needed to 
help consumers understand lamp alter-
natives.’’. 
SEC. 103. MARKET ASSESSMENTS AND CON-

SUMER AWARENESS PROGRAM. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—In cooperation with the 

Administrator of the Environmental Protec-
tion Agency, the Secretary of Commerce, the 
Federal Trade Commission, lighting and re-
tail industry associations, energy efficiency 
organizations, and any other entities that 
the Secretary determines to be appropriate, 
the Secretary shall— 

(1) conduct an annual assessment of the 
market for general service lamps and com-
pact fluorescent lamps to— 

(A) identify trends in the market shares of 
lamp types, efficiencies, and light output 
levels purchased by residential and nonresi-
dential consumers; and 

(B) better understand the degree to which 
consumer decisionmaking is based on lamp 
power levels or watts, light output or 
lumens, lamp lifetime, and other factors, in-
cluding information required on labels man-
dated by the Federal Trade Commission; 

(2) provide the results of the market as-
sessment to the Federal Trade Commission 
for consideration in the rulemaking de-
scribed in section 324(a)(2)(C)(iii) of the En-
ergy Policy and Conservation Act (42 U.S.C. 
6294(a)(2)(C)(iii)); and 

(3) in cooperation with industry trade asso-
ciations, lighting industry members, utili-
ties, and other interested parties, carry out 
a proactive national program of consumer 
awareness, information, and education that 
broadly uses the media and other effective 
communication techniques over an extended 
period of time to help consumers understand 
the lamp labels and make energy-efficient 
lighting choices that meet the needs of con-
sumers. 

(b) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section $10,000,000 for each of 
fiscal years 2009 through 2012. 
SEC. 104. GENERAL RULE OF PREEMPTION FOR 

ENERGY CONSERVATION STAND-
ARDS BEFORE FEDERAL STANDARD 
BECOMES EFFECTIVE FOR A PROD-
UCT. 

Section 327(b)(1) of the Energy Policy and 
Conservation Act (42 U.S.C. 6297(b)(1)) is 
amended— 

(1) by inserting ‘‘(A)’’ after ‘‘(1)’’; 

(2) by inserting ‘‘or’’ after the semicolon at 
the end; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(B) in the case of any portion of any regu-

lation that establishes requirements for gen-
eral service incandescent lamps, inter-
mediate base incandescent lamps, or can-
delabra base lamps, was enacted or adopted 
before the date of enactment of this subpara-
graph, except that— 

‘‘(i) the regulation shall only be effective 
until the effective date of the Federal stand-
ard for the applicable lamp category under 
subparagraphs (A), (B), and (C) of section 
325(i)(1); and 

‘‘(ii) a State may, at any time, modify or 
adopt a State standard for general service 
lamps to conform with Federal standards 
and effective dates.’’. 
SEC. 105. PROHIBITED ACTS. 

Section 332(a) of the Energy Policy and 
Conservation Act (42 U.S.C. 6302(a)) is 
amended— 

(1) in paragraph (4), by striking ‘‘or’’ at the 
end; 

(2) in paragraph (5), by striking the period 
at the end and inserting ‘‘; or’’; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(6) for any manufacturer, distributor, re-

tailer, or private labeler to distribute in 
commerce an adapter that— 

‘‘(A) is designed to allow an incandescent 
lamp that does not have a medium screw 
base to be installed into a fixture or 
lampholder with a medium screw base sock-
et; and 

‘‘(B) has a voltage range that includes 110 
and 130 volts.’’. 
SEC. 106. ENFORCEMENT. 

Section 334 of the Energy Policy and Con-
servation Act (42 U.S.C. 6304) is amended by 
inserting after the second sentence the fol-
lowing: ‘‘Any such action to restrain any 
person from distributing in commerce a gen-
eral service incandescent lamp that does not 
comply with the applicable standard estab-
lished under section 325(i) or an adapter pro-
hibited under section 332(a)(6) may also be 
brought by the attorney general of a State in 
the name of the State.’’. 
SEC. 107. RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT PRO-

GRAM. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may carry 

out a lighting technology research and devel-
opment program— 

(1) to support the research, development, 
demonstration, and commercial application 
of lamps and related technologies sold, of-
fered for sale, or otherwise made available in 
the United States; and 

(2) to assist manufacturers of general serv-
ice lamps in the manufacturing of general 
service lamps that, at a minimum, achieve 
the wattage requirements imposed as a re-
sult of the amendments made by section 101. 

(b) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section $10,000,000 for each of 
fiscal years 2008 through 2013. 

(c) TERMINATION OF AUTHORITY.—The pro-
gram under this section shall terminate on 
September 30, 2015. 
SEC. 108. REPORT ON MERCURY USE AND RE-

LEASE. 
Not later than 1 year after the date of en-

actment of this Act, the Secretary, in co-
operation with the Administrator of the En-
vironmental Protection Agency, shall sub-
mit to Congress a report describing rec-
ommendations relating to the means by 
which the Federal Government may reduce 
or prevent the release of mercury during the 
manufacture, transportation, storage, or dis-
posal of light bulbs. 

TITLE II—STANDARDS FOR METAL 
HALIDE LAMP FIXTURES 

SEC. 201. DEFINITIONS. 

Section 321 of the Energy Policy and Con-
servation Act (42 U.S.C. 6291) is amended by 
adding at the end the following: 

‘‘(52) BALLAST.—The term ‘ballast’ means a 
device used with an electric discharge lamp 
to obtain necessary circuit conditions (in-
cluding voltage, current, and waveform) for 
starting and operating. 

‘‘(53) BALLAST EFFICIENCY.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘ballast effi-

ciency’ means, with respect to a high inten-
sity discharge fixture, the efficiency of a 
lamp and ballast combination this is equal 
to the percentage obtained by dividing Pout/ 
Pin, as measured, with— 

‘‘(i) Pout equal to the measured operating 
lamp wattage; and 

‘‘(ii) Pin equal to the measured operating 
input wattage. 

‘‘(B) ADMINISTRATION.—In calculating bal-
last efficiency under subparagraph (A)— 

‘‘(i) the lamp and (if provided) the capac-
itor shall constitute a nominal system in ac-
cordance with the ANSI Standard C78.43– 
2004; and 

‘‘(ii) Pin and Pout shall be measured after 
lamps have been stabilized according to sec-
tion 4.4 of ANSI Standard C82.6–2005 using a 
wattmeter with— 

‘‘(I) in the case of ballast with a frequency 
of 60 hertz, accuracy specified in section 4.5 
of ANSI Standard C82.6–2005; and 

‘‘(II) in the case of ballast with a frequency 
greater than 60 hertz, a basic accuracy of ±
0.5 percent at the higher of 3 times the out-
put operating frequency of the ballast, or 2 
kilohertz. 

‘‘(C) MODIFICATION.—The Secretary may, 
by rule, modify the definition of ‘ballast effi-
ciency’ if the Secretary determines that the 
modification is necessary or appropriate to 
carry out this Act. 

‘‘(54) ELECTRONIC BALLAST.—The term 
‘electronic ballast’ means a device that use 
semiconductors as the primary means to 
control lamp starting and operation. 

‘‘(55) GENERAL LIGHTING APPLICATION.—The 
term ‘general lighting application’ means 
lighting that provides an interior or exterior 
area with overall illumination. 

‘‘(56) METAL HALIDE BALLAST.—The term 
‘metal halide ballast’ means a ballast that is 
used to start and operate metal halide 
lamps. 

‘‘(57) METAL HALIDE LAMP.—The term 
‘metal halide lamp’ means a high intensity 
discharge lamp with the major portion of the 
light produced by radiation of metal halides 
and the products of dissociation of metal 
halides, possibly in combination with metal-
lic vapors. 

‘‘(58) METAL HALIDE LAMP FIXTURE.—The 
term ‘metal halide lamp fixture’ means a 
light fixture for general lighting application 
that is designed to be operated with a metal 
halide lamp and a ballast for a metal halide 
lamp. 

‘‘(59) PROBE-START METAL HALIDE BAL-
LAST.—The term ‘probe-start metal halide 
ballast’ means a ballast that— 

‘‘(A) starts a probe-start metal halide lamp 
that contains a third starting electrode 
(probe) in the arc tube; and 

‘‘(B) does not generally contain an igniter 
and instead starts lamps with high ballast 
open circuit voltage. 

‘‘(60) PULSE-START METAL HALIDE BAL-
LAST.—The term ‘pulse-start metal halide 
ballast’ means an electronic or electro-
magnetic ballast that starts a pulse start 
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metal halide lamp with high voltage pulses, 
with— 

‘‘(A) the lamp started by first providing a 
high voltage pulse for ionization of the gas 
to produce a glow discharge; and 

‘‘(B) to complete the starting process, 
power provided by the ballast to sustain the 
discharge through the glow-to-arc transi-
tion.’’. 
SEC. 202. COVERAGE. 

Section 322(a) of the Energy Policy and 
Conservation Act (42 U.S.C. 6292(a)) is 
amended— 

(1) by redesignating paragraph (19) as para-
graph (20); and 

(2) by inserting after paragraph (18) the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(19) Metal halide lamp fixture.’’. 
SEC. 203. TEST PROCEDURES. 

Section 323(b) of the Energy Policy and 
Conservation Act (42 U.S.C. 6293(b)) is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 

‘‘(17) METAL HALIDE LAMP BALLASTS.—Test 
procedures for metal halide lamp ballasts 
shall be based on ANSI Standard C82.6–2005, 
entitled ‘Ballasts for High Intensity Dis-
charge Lamps—Method of Measurement’.’’. 
SEC. 204. LABELING. 

Section 324(a)(2) of the Energy Policy and 
Conservation Act (42 U.S.C. 6293(b)) is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 

‘‘(H) METAL HALIDE LAMP FIXTURES.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—The Commission shall 

prescribe labeling rules under this section 
applicable to the covered product specified in 
section 322(a)(19) and to which standards are 
applicable under section 325. 

‘‘(ii) LABELING.—The rules shall provide 
that the labeling of any metal halide lamp 
fixture manufactured on or after the later of 
January 1, 2009, or the date that is 270 days 
after the date of enactment of this subpara-
graph, shall indicate conspicuously, in a 
manner prescribed by the Commission under 
subsection (b) by July 1, 2008, a capital letter 
‘E’ printed within a circle on the packaging 
of the fixture, and on the ballast contained 
in the fixture.’’. 
SEC. 205. ENERGY CONSERVATION STANDARDS. 

Section 325 of the Energy Policy and Con-
servation Act (42 U.S.C. 6295) is amended— 

(1) by redesignating subsection (gg) as sub-
section (hh); 

(2) by inserting after subsection (ff) the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(gg) STANDARDS FOR METAL HALIDE LAMP 
FIXTURES.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to paragraphs (2) 
through (5), a metal halide lamp fixture de-
signed to be operated with a lamp that is 
rated greater than or equal to 150 watts, but 
less than or equal to 500 watts, shall con-
tain— 

‘‘(A) a pulse-start metal halide ballast with 
a minimum ballast efficiency of 88 percent; 

‘‘(B) a magnetic probe-start ballast with a 
minimum ballast efficiency of 94 percent; or 

‘‘(C) a non-pulse-start electronic ballast 
with a minimum ballast efficiency of— 

‘‘(i) 92 percent for wattages greater than 
250 watts; and 

‘‘(ii) 90 percent for wattages less than or 
equal to 250 watts. 

‘‘(2) EXCEPTIONS.—The standards estab-
lished under paragraph (1) shall not apply 
to— 

‘‘(A) fixtures with regulated lag ballasts; 
‘‘(B) fixtures that use electronic ballasts 

that operate at 480 volts; or 
‘‘(C) fixtures that— 
‘‘(i) are rated only for 150 watt lamps; 
‘‘(ii) are rated for use in wet locations, as 

specified by section 410.4(A) of the National 
Electrical Code (2002); and 

‘‘(iii) contain a ballast that is rated to op-
erate at ambient air temperatures above 50° 
celsius, as specified by UL 1029–2001. 

‘‘(3) AMENDED STANDARDS.— 
‘‘(A) PRODUCTS MANUFACTURED AFTER JANU-

ARY 1, 2015.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—Not later than January 1, 

2012, the Secretary shall publish a final rule 
to determine whether the standards estab-
lished under paragraph (1) should be amend-
ed. 

‘‘(ii) ADMINISTRATION.—The final rule 
shall— 

‘‘(I) contain the amended standards, if any; 
and 

‘‘(II) apply to products manufactured after 
January 1, 2015. 

‘‘(B) PRODUCTS MANUFACTURED AFTER JANU-
ARY 1, 2022.— 

‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—Not later than January 1, 
2019, the Secretary shall publish a final rule 
to determine whether the standards then in 
effect should be amended. 

‘‘(ii) ADMINISTRATION.—The final rule 
shall— 

‘‘(I) contain the amended standards, if any; 
and 

‘‘(II) apply to products manufactured after 
January 1, 2022. 

‘‘(4) DESIGN AND PERFORMANCE REQUIRE-
MENTS.—Notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of law, any standard established under 
this subsection may contain both design and 
performance requirements. 

‘‘(5) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The standards es-
tablished under paragraph (1) shall apply to 
metal halide lamp fixtures manufactured on 
or after the later of— 

‘‘(A) January 1, 2009; or 
‘‘(B) the date that is 270 days after the date 

of enactment of the Energy Efficient Light-
ing for a Brighter Tomorrow Act of 2007.’’; 
and 

(3) in paragraph (2) of subsection (hh) (as 
redesignated by paragraph (1)), by striking 
‘‘(ff)’’ each place it appears and inserting 
‘‘(gg)’’. 
SEC. 206. EFFECT ON OTHER LAW. 

Section 327(c) of the Energy Policy and 
Conservation Act (42 U.S.C. 6297(c)) is 
amended— 

(1) in paragraph (6), by striking ‘‘or’’ after 
the semicolon at the end; 

(2) in paragraph (8), by striking the period 
at the end and inserting ‘‘; or’’; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(9) is a regulation concerning metal ha-

lide lamp fixtures adopted by the California 
Energy Commission on or before January 1, 
2011, except that (notwithstanding any other 
provision of this section)— 

‘‘(A) if the Secretary fails to issue a final 
rule within the 180-day period beginning on 
the date of the deadline for rulemaking 
under section 325(gg)(3)(A)(i), preemption 
shall not apply to a regulation concerning 
metal halide lamp fixtures adopted by the 
California Energy Commission on or before 
July 1, 2015; or 

‘‘(B) if the Secretary fails to issue a final 
rule within the 180-day period beginning on 
the deadline specified in section 
325(gg)(3)(B)(i), preemption shall not apply to 
a regulation concerning metal halide lamp 
fixtures adopted by the California Energy 
Commission or on or before July 1, 2022.’’. 

f 

AMENDMENTS SUBMITTED AND 
PROPOSED 

SA 2656. Mr. REED (for himself and Mrs. 
HUTCHISON) proposed an amendment to the 
bill H.R. 2642, making appropriations for 

military construction, the Department of 
Veterans Affairs, and related agencies for 
the fiscal year ending September 30, 2008, and 
for other purposes. 

SA 2657. Mr. LAUTENBERG (for himself 
and Mr. MENENDEZ) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 2642, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 2658. Mr. OBAMA submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 2642, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 2659. Mr. OBAMA submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 2642, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 2660. Mrs. MCCASKILL submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by her 
to the bill H.R. 2642, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 2661. Mr. FEINGOLD submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill H.R. 2642, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

f 

TEXT OF AMENDMENTS 

SA 2656. Mr. REED (for himself and 
Mrs. HUTCHISON) proposed an amend-
ment to the bill H.R. 2642, making ap-
propriations for military construction, 
the Department of Veterans Affairs, 
and related agencies for the fiscal year 
ending September 30, 2008, and for 
other purposes; as follows: 
That the following sums are appropriated, 
out of any money in the Treasury not other-
wise appropriated, for military construction, 
the Department of Veterans Affairs, and re-
lated agencies for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2008, and for other purposes, 
namely: 

TITLE I 

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 

MILITARY CONSTRUCTION, ARMY 

For acquisition, construction, installation, 
and equipment of temporary or permanent 
public works, military installations, facili-
ties, and real property for the Army as cur-
rently authorized by law, including per-
sonnel in the Army Corps of Engineers and 
other personal services necessary for the 
purposes of this appropriation, and for con-
struction and operation of facilities in sup-
port of the functions of the Commander in 
Chief, $3,928,149,000, to remain available until 
September 30, 2012: Provided, That of this 
amount, not to exceed $317,149,000 shall be 
available for study, planning, design, archi-
tect and engineer services, and host nation 
support, as authorized by law, unless the 
Secretary of Defense determines that addi-
tional obligations are necessary for such pur-
poses and notifies the Committees on Appro-
priations of both Houses of Congress of the 
determination and the reasons therefor. 

MILITARY CONSTRUCTION, NAVY AND MARINE 
CORPS 

For acquisition, construction, installation, 
and equipment of temporary or permanent 
public works, naval installations, facilities, 
and real property for the Navy and Marine 
Corps as currently authorized by law, includ-
ing personnel in the Naval Facilities Engi-
neering Command and other personal serv-
ices necessary for the purposes of this appro-
priation, $2,168,315,000, to remain available 
until September 30, 2012: Provided, That of 
this amount, not to exceed $115,258,000 shall 
be available for study, planning, design, and 
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architect and engineer services, as author-
ized by law, unless the Secretary of Defense 
determines that additional obligations are 
necessary for such purposes and notifies the 
Committees on Appropriations of both 
Houses of Congress of the determination and 
the reasons therefor. 

MILITARY CONSTRUCTION, AIR FORCE 
For acquisition, construction, installation, 

and equipment of temporary or permanent 
public works, military installations, facili-
ties, and real property for the Air Force as 
currently authorized by law, $1,048,518,000, to 
remain available until September 30, 2012: 
Provided, That of this amount, not to exceed 
$64,958,000 shall be available for study, plan-
ning, design, and architect and engineer 
services, as authorized by law, unless the 
Secretary of Defense determines that addi-
tional obligations are necessary for such pur-
poses and notifies the Committees on Appro-
priations of both Houses of Congress of the 
determination and the reasons therefor. 

MILITARY CONSTRUCTION, DEFENSE-WIDE 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For acquisition, construction, installation, 
and equipment of temporary or permanent 
public works, installations, facilities, and 
real property for activities and agencies of 
the Department of Defense (other than the 
military departments), as currently author-
ized by law, $1,758,755,000, to remain avail-
able until September 30, 2012: Provided, That 
such amounts of this appropriation as may 
be determined by the Secretary of Defense 
may be transferred to such appropriations of 
the Department of Defense available for 
military construction or family housing as 
the Secretary may designate, to be merged 
with and to be available for the same pur-
poses, and for the same time period, as the 
appropriation or fund to which transferred: 
Provided further, That of the amount appro-
priated, not to exceed $154,728,000 shall be 
available for study, planning, design, and ar-
chitect and engineer services, as authorized 
by law, unless the Secretary of Defense de-
termines that additional obligations are nec-
essary for such purposes and notifies the 
Committees on Appropriations of both 
Houses of Congress of the determination and 
the reasons therefor. 

MILITARY CONSTRUCTION, ARMY NATIONAL 
GUARD 

For construction, acquisition, expansion, 
rehabilitation, and conversion of facilities 
for the training and administration of the 
Army National Guard, and contributions 
therefor, as authorized by chapter 1803 of 
title 10, United States Code, and Military 
Construction Authorization Acts, 
$478,836,000, to remain available until Sep-
tember 30, 2012. 

MILITARY CONSTRUCTION, AIR NATIONAL 
GUARD 

For construction, acquisition, expansion, 
rehabilitation, and conversion of facilities 
for the training and administration of the 
Air National Guard, and contributions there-
for, as authorized by chapter 1803 of title 10, 
United States Code, and Military Construc-
tion Authorization Acts, $228,995,000, to re-
main available until September 30, 2012. 

MILITARY CONSTRUCTION, ARMY RESERVE 
For construction, acquisition, expansion, 

rehabilitation, and conversion of facilities 
for the training and administration of the 
Army Reserve as authorized by chapter 1803 
of title 10, United States Code, and Military 
Construction Authorization Acts, 
$138,424,000, to remain available until Sep-
tember 30, 2012. 

MILITARY CONSTRUCTION, NAVY RESERVE 
For construction, acquisition, expansion, 

rehabilitation, and conversion of facilities 
for the training and administration of the re-
serve components of the Navy and Marine 
Corps as authorized by chapter 1803 of title 
10, United States Code, and Military Con-
struction Authorization Acts, $59,150,000, to 
remain available until September 30, 2012. 
MILITARY CONSTRUCTION, AIR FORCE RESERVE 

(INCLUDING RESCISSION OF FUNDS) 
For construction, acquisition, expansion, 

rehabilitation, and conversion of facilities 
for the training and administration of the 
Air Force Reserve as authorized by chapter 
1803 of title 10, United States Code, and Mili-
tary Construction Authorization Acts, 
$27,559,000, to remain available until Sep-
tember 30, 2012: Provided, That of the funds 
appropriated for ‘‘Military Construction, Air 
Force Reserve’’ under Public Law 109–114, 
$3,100,000 are hereby rescinded. 

NORTH ATLANTIC TREATY ORGANIZATION 
SECURITY INVESTMENT PROGRAM 

For the United States share of the cost of 
the North Atlantic Treaty Organization Se-
curity Investment Program for the acquisi-
tion and construction of military facilities 
and installations (including international 
military headquarters) and for related ex-
penses for the collective defense of the North 
Atlantic Treaty Area as authorized by sec-
tion 2806 of title 10, United States Code, and 
Military Construction Authorization Acts, 
$201,400,000, to remain available until ex-
pended. 

FAMILY HOUSING CONSTRUCTION, ARMY 
For expenses of family housing for the 

Army for construction, including acquisi-
tion, replacement, addition, expansion, ex-
tension, and alteration, as authorized by 
law, $419,400,000, to remain available until 
September 30, 2012. 

FAMILY HOUSING OPERATION AND 
MAINTENANCE, ARMY 

For expenses of family housing for the 
Army for operation and maintenance, includ-
ing debt payment, leasing, minor construc-
tion, principal and interest charges, and in-
surance premiums, as authorized by law, 
$742,920,000. 

FAMILY HOUSING CONSTRUCTION, NAVY AND 
MARINE CORPS 

For expenses of family housing for the 
Navy and Marine Corps for construction, in-
cluding acquisition, replacement, addition, 
expansion, extension, and alteration, as au-
thorized by law, $288,329,000, to remain avail-
able until September 30, 2012. 

FAMILY HOUSING OPERATION AND 
MAINTENANCE, NAVY AND MARINE CORPS 

For expenses of family housing for the 
Navy and Marine Corps for operation and 
maintenance, including debt payment, leas-
ing, minor construction, principal and inter-
est charges, and insurance premiums, as au-
thorized by law, $371,404,000. 

FAMILY HOUSING CONSTRUCTION, AIR FORCE 
For expenses of family housing for the Air 

Force for construction, including acquisi-
tion, replacement, addition, expansion, ex-
tension, and alteration, as authorized by 
law, $362,747,000, to remain available until 
September 30, 2012. 

FAMILY HOUSING OPERATION AND 
MAINTENANCE, AIR FORCE 

For expenses of family housing for the Air 
Force for operation and maintenance, in-
cluding debt payment, leasing, minor con-
struction, principal and interest charges, and 

insurance premiums, as authorized by law, 
$688,335,000. 

FAMILY HOUSING OPERATION AND 
MAINTENANCE, DEFENSE-WIDE 

For expenses of family housing for the ac-
tivities and agencies of the Department of 
Defense (other than the military depart-
ments) for operation and maintenance, leas-
ing, and minor construction, as authorized 
by law, $48,848,000. 

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE FAMILY HOUSING 
IMPROVEMENT FUND 

For the Department of Defense Family 
Housing Improvement Fund, $500,000, to re-
main available until expended, for family 
housing initiatives undertaken pursuant to 
section 2883 of title 10, United States Code, 
providing alternative means of acquiring and 
improving military family housing and sup-
porting facilities. 
CHEMICAL DEMILITARIZATION CONSTRUCTION, 

DEFENSE-WIDE 
For expenses of construction, not other-

wise provided for, necessary for the destruc-
tion of the United States stockpile of lethal 
chemical agents and munitions in accord-
ance with section 1412 of the Department of 
Defense Authorization Act, 1986 (50 U.S.C. 
1521), and for the destruction of other chem-
ical warfare materials that are not in the 
chemical weapon stockpile, as currently au-
thorized by law, $104,176,000, to remain avail-
able until September 30, 2012, which shall be 
only for the Assembled Chemical Weapons 
Alternatives program. 

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE BASE CLOSURE 
ACCOUNT 1990 

For deposit into the Department of De-
fense Base Closure Account 1990, established 
by section 2906(a)(1) of the Defense Base Clo-
sure and Realignment Act of 1990 (10 U.S.C. 
2687 note), $320,689,000, to remain available 
until expended. 

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE BASE CLOSURE 
ACCOUNT 2005 

For deposit into the Department of De-
fense Base Closure Account 2005, established 
by section 2906A(a)(1) of the Defense Base 
Closure and Realignment Act of 1990 (10 
U.S.C. 2687 note), $8,174,315,000, to remain 
available until expended: Provided, That 
funds made available under this heading for 
the construction of facilities are subject to 
the notification and reprogramming require-
ments applicable to military construction 
projects under section 2853 of title 10, United 
States Code, and section 0703 of the Depart-
ment of Defense Financial Management Reg-
ulation of December 1996, including the re-
quirement to obtain the approval of the con-
gressional defense committees prior to exe-
cuting certain reprogramming actions. 

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS 
SEC. 101. None of the funds made available 

in this title shall be expended for payments 
under a cost-plus-a-fixed-fee contract for 
construction, where cost estimates exceed 
$25,000, to be performed within the United 
States, except Alaska, without the specific 
approval in writing of the Secretary of De-
fense setting forth the reasons therefor. 

SEC. 102. Funds made available in this title 
for construction shall be available for hire of 
passenger motor vehicles. 

SEC. 103. Funds made available in this title 
for construction may be used for advances to 
the Federal Highway Administration, De-
partment of Transportation, for the con-
struction of access roads as authorized by 
section 210 of title 23, United States Code, 
when projects authorized therein are cer-
tified as important to the national defense 
by the Secretary of Defense. 
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SEC. 104. None of the funds made available 

in this title may be used to begin construc-
tion of new bases in the United States for 
which specific appropriations have not been 
made. 

SEC. 105. None of the funds made available 
in this title shall be used for purchase of 
land or land easements in excess of 100 per-
cent of the value as determined by the Army 
Corps of Engineers or the Naval Facilities 
Engineering Command, except: (1) where 
there is a determination of value by a Fed-
eral court; (2) purchases negotiated by the 
Attorney General or the designee of the At-
torney General; (3) where the estimated 
value is less than $25,000; or (4) as otherwise 
determined by the Secretary of Defense to be 
in the public interest. 

SEC. 106. None of the funds made available 
in this title shall be used to: (1) acquire land; 
(2) provide for site preparation; or (3) install 
utilities for any family housing, except hous-
ing for which funds have been made available 
in annual Acts making appropriations for 
military construction. 

SEC. 107. None of the funds made available 
in this title for minor construction may be 
used to transfer or relocate any activity 
from one base or installation to another, 
without prior notification to the Committees 
on Appropriations of both Houses of Con-
gress. 

SEC. 108. None of the funds made available 
in this title may be used for the procurement 
of steel for any construction project or activ-
ity for which American steel producers, fab-
ricators, and manufacturers have been de-
nied the opportunity to compete for such 
steel procurement. 

SEC. 109. None of the funds available to the 
Department of Defense for military con-
struction or family housing during the cur-
rent fiscal year may be used to pay real 
property taxes in any foreign nation. 

SEC. 110. None of the funds made available 
in this title may be used to initiate a new in-
stallation overseas without prior notifica-
tion to the Committees on Appropriations of 
both Houses of Congress. 

SEC. 111. None of the funds made available 
in this title may be obligated for architect 
and engineer contracts estimated by the 
Government to exceed $500,000 for projects to 
be accomplished in Japan, in any North At-
lantic Treaty Organization member country, 
or in countries bordering the Arabian Sea if 
that country has not increased its defense 
spending by at least 3 percent in calendar 
year 2005, unless such contracts are awarded 
to United States firms or United States 
firms in joint venture with host nation 
firms. 

SEC. 112. None of the funds made available 
in this title for military construction in the 
United States territories and possessions in 
the Pacific and on Kwajalein Atoll, or in 
countries bordering the Arabian Sea, may be 
used to award any contract estimated by the 
Government to exceed $1,000,000 to a foreign 
contractor: Provided, That this section shall 
not be applicable to contract awards for 
which the lowest responsive and responsible 
bid of a United States contractor exceeds the 
lowest responsive and responsible bid of a 
foreign contractor by greater than 20 per-
cent: Provided further, That this section shall 
not apply to contract awards for military 
construction on Kwajalein Atoll for which 
the lowest responsive and responsible bid is 
submitted by a Marshallese contractor. 

SEC. 113. The Secretary of Defense is to in-
form the appropriate committees of both 
Houses of Congress, including the Commit-
tees on Appropriations, of the plans and 

scope of any proposed military exercise in-
volving United States personnel 30 days prior 
to its occurring, if amounts expended for 
construction, either temporary or perma-
nent, are anticipated to exceed $750,000. 

SEC. 114. Not more than 20 percent of the 
funds made available in this title which are 
limited for obligation during the current fis-
cal year shall be obligated during the last 
two months of the fiscal year. 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

SEC. 115. Funds appropriated to the Depart-
ment of Defense for construction in prior 
years shall be available for construction au-
thorized for each such military department 
by the authorizations enacted into law dur-
ing the current session of Congress. 

SEC. 116. For military construction or fam-
ily housing projects that are being com-
pleted with funds otherwise expired or lapsed 
for obligation, expired or lapsed funds may 
be used to pay the cost of associated super-
vision, inspection, overhead, engineering and 
design on those projects and on subsequent 
claims, if any. 

SEC. 117. Notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of law, any funds made available to a 
military department or defense agency for 
the construction of military projects may be 
obligated for a military construction project 
or contract, or for any portion of such a 
project or contract, at any time before the 
end of the fourth fiscal year after the fiscal 
year for which funds for such project were 
made available, if the funds obligated for 
such project: (1) are obligated from funds 
available for military construction projects; 
and (2) do not exceed the amount appro-
priated for such project, plus any amount by 
which the cost of such project is increased 
pursuant to law. 

SEC. 118. (a) The Secretary of Defense, in 
consultation with the Secretary of State, 
shall submit to the Committees on Appro-
priations of both Houses of Congress, by Feb-
ruary 15 of each year, an annual report on 
actions taken by the Department of Defense 
and the Department of State during the pre-
vious fiscal year to encourage host countries 
to assume a greater share of the common de-
fense burden of such countries and the 
United States. 

(b) The report under subsection (a) shall 
include a description of— 

(1) attempts to secure cash and in-kind 
contributions from host countries for mili-
tary construction projects; 

(2) attempts to achieve economic incen-
tives offered by host countries to encourage 
private investment for the benefit of the 
United States Armed Forces; 

(3) attempts to recover funds due to be paid 
to the United States by host countries for as-
sets deeded or otherwise imparted to host 
countries upon the cessation of United 
States operations at military installations; 

(4) the amount spent by host countries on 
defense, in dollars and in terms of the per-
cent of gross domestic product (GDP) of the 
host country; and 

(5) for host countries that are members of 
the North Atlantic Treaty Organization 
(NATO), the amount contributed to NATO by 
host countries, in dollars and in terms of the 
percent of the total NATO budget. 

(c) In this section, the term ‘‘host coun-
try’’ means other member countries of 
NATO, Japan, South Korea, and United 
States allies bordering the Arabian Sea. 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

SEC. 119. In addition to any other transfer 
authority available to the Department of De-
fense, proceeds deposited to the Department 

of Defense Base Closure Account established 
by section 207(a)(1) of the Defense Authoriza-
tion Amendments and Base Closure and Re-
alignment Act (10 U.S.C. 2687 note) pursuant 
to section 207(a)(2)(C) of such Act, may be 
transferred to the account established by 
section 2906(a)(1) of the Defense Base Closure 
and Realignment Act of 1990 (10 U.S.C. 2687 
note), to be merged with, and to be available 
for the same purposes and the same time pe-
riod as that account. 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 
SEC. 120. Subject to 30 days prior notifica-

tion to the Committees on Appropriations of 
both Houses of Congress, such additional 
amounts as may be determined by the Sec-
retary of Defense may be transferred to: (1) 
the Department of Defense Family Housing 
Improvement Fund from amounts appro-
priated for construction in ‘‘Family Hous-
ing’’ accounts, to be merged with and to be 
available for the same purposes and for the 
same period of time as amounts appropriated 
directly to the Fund; or (2) the Department 
of Defense Military Unaccompanied Housing 
Improvement Fund from amounts appro-
priated for construction of military unac-
companied housing in ‘‘Military Construc-
tion’’ accounts, to be merged with and to be 
available for the same purposes and for the 
same period of time as amounts appropriated 
directly to the Fund: Provided, That appro-
priations made available to the Funds shall 
be available to cover the costs, as defined in 
section 502(5) of the Congressional Budget 
Act of 1974, of direct loans or loan guaran-
tees issued by the Department of Defense 
pursuant to the provisions of subchapter IV 
of chapter 169 of title 10, United States Code, 
pertaining to alternative means of acquiring 
and improving military family housing, mili-
tary unaccompanied housing, and supporting 
facilities. 

SEC. 121. (a) Not later than 60 days before 
issuing any solicitation for a contract with 
the private sector for military family hous-
ing the Secretary of the military department 
concerned shall submit to the Committees 
on Appropriations of both Houses of Con-
gress the notice described in subsection (b). 

(b)(1) A notice referred to in subsection (a) 
is a notice of any guarantee (including the 
making of mortgage or rental payments) 
proposed to be made by the Secretary to the 
private party under the contract involved in 
the event of— 

(A) the closure or realignment of the in-
stallation for which housing is provided 
under the contract; 

(B) a reduction in force of units stationed 
at such installation; or 

(C) the extended deployment overseas of 
units stationed at such installation. 

(2) Each notice under this subsection shall 
specify the nature of the guarantee involved 
and assess the extent and likelihood, if any, 
of the liability of the Federal Government 
with respect to the guarantee. 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 
SEC. 122. In addition to any other transfer 

authority available to the Department of De-
fense, amounts may be transferred from the 
accounts established by sections 2906(a)(1) 
and 2906A(a)(1) of the Defense Base Closure 
and Realignment Act of 1990 (10 U.S.C. 2687 
note), to the fund established by section 
1013(d) of the Demonstration Cities and Met-
ropolitan Development Act of 1966 (42 U.S.C. 
3374) to pay for expenses associated with the 
Homeowners Assistance Program. Any 
amounts transferred shall be merged with 
and be available for the same purposes and 
for the same time period as the fund to 
which transferred. 
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SEC. 123. Notwithstanding this or any other 

provision of law, funds made available in this 
title for operation and maintenance of fam-
ily housing shall be the exclusive source of 
funds for repair and maintenance of all fam-
ily housing units, including general or flag 
officer quarters: Provided, That not more 
than $35,000 per unit may be spent annually 
for the maintenance and repair of any gen-
eral or flag officer quarters without 30 days 
prior notification to the Committees on Ap-
propriations of both Houses of Congress, ex-
cept that an after-the-fact notification shall 
be submitted if the limitation is exceeded 
solely due to costs associated with environ-
mental remediation that could not be rea-
sonably anticipated at the time of the budg-
et submission: Provided further, That the 
Under Secretary of Defense (Comptroller) is 
to report annually to the Committees on Ap-
propriations of both Houses of Congress all 
operation and maintenance expenditures for 
each individual general or flag officer quar-
ters for the prior fiscal year: Provided further, 
That nothing in this section precludes the 
Secretary of a military department, after 
notifying the congressional defense commit-
tees and waiting 21 days, from using funds 
derived under section 2601, chapter 403, chap-
ter 603, or chapter 903 of title 10, United 
States Code, for the maintenance or repair of 
general and flag officer quarters at the mili-
tary service academy under the jurisdiction 
of that Secretary: Provided further, That each 
Secretary of a military department shall 
provide an annual report by February 15 to 
the congressional defense committees on the 
amount of funds that were derived under sec-
tion 2601, chapter 403, chapter 603, or chapter 
903 of title 10, United States Code, in the pre-
vious year and were obligated for the con-
struction, improvement, repair, or mainte-
nance of any military facility or infrastruc-
ture. 

SEC. 124. Amounts contained in the Ford 
Island Improvement Account established by 
subsection (h) of section 2814 of title 10, 
United States Code, are appropriated and 
shall be available until expended for the pur-
poses specified in subsection (i)(1) of such 
section or until transferred pursuant to sub-
section (i)(3) of such section. 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 
SEC. 125. None of the funds made available 

in this title, or in any Act making appropria-
tions for military construction which remain 
available for obligation, may be obligated or 
expended to carry out a military construc-
tion, land acquisition, or family housing 
project at or for a military installation ap-
proved for closure, or at a military installa-
tion for the purposes of supporting a func-
tion that has been approved for realignment 
to another installation, in 2005 under the De-
fense Base Closure and Realignment Act of 
1990 (part A of title XXIX of Public Law 101– 
510; 10 U.S.C. 2687 note), unless such a project 
at a military installation approved for re-
alignment will support a continuing mission 
or function at that installation or a new mis-
sion or function that is planned for that in-
stallation, or unless the Secretary of Defense 
certifies that the cost to the United States 
of carrying out such project would be less 
than the cost to the United States of cancel-
ling such project, or if the project is at an 
active component base that shall be estab-
lished as an enclave or in the case of projects 
having multi-agency use, that another Gov-
ernment agency has indicated it will assume 
ownership of the completed project. The Sec-
retary of Defense may not transfer funds 
made available as a result of this limitation 
from any military construction project, land 

acquisition, or family housing project to an-
other account or use such funds for another 
purpose or project without the prior ap-
proval of the Committees on Appropriations 
of both Houses of Congress. This section 
shall not apply to military construction 
projects, land acquisition, or family housing 
projects for which the project is vital to the 
national security or the protection of health, 
safety, or environmental quality: Provided, 
That the Secretary of Defense shall notify 
the congressional defense committees within 
seven days of a decision to carry out such a 
military construction project. 

SEC. 126. Funds made available by this title 
for the construction of facilities identified in 
the State table of the report accompanying 
this Act as ‘‘Grow the Force’’ projects are 
subject to the notification and reprogram-
ming requirements applicable to military 
construction projects under section 2853 of 
title 10, United States Code, and section 0703 
of the Department of Defense Financial Man-
agement Regulation of December 1996, in-
cluding the requirement to obtain the ap-
proval of the congressional defense commit-
tees prior to executing certain reprogram-
ming actions. 

TITLE II 
DEPARTMENT OF VETERANS AFFAIRS 

VETERANS BENEFITS PROGRAMS 
COMPENSATION AND PENSIONS 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 
For the payment of compensation benefits 

to or on behalf of veterans and a pilot pro-
gram for disability examinations as author-
ized by law (38 U.S.C. 107, chapters 11, 13, 18, 
51, 53, 55, and 61); pension benefits to or on 
behalf of veterans as authorized by law (38 
U.S.C. chapters 15, 51, 53, 55, and 61; 92 Stat. 
2508); and burial benefits, the Reinstated En-
titlement Program for Survivors, emergency 
and other officers’ retirement pay, adjusted- 
service credits and certificates, payment of 
premiums due on commercial life insurance 
policies guaranteed under the provisions of 
title IV of the Servicemembers Civil Relief 
Act (50 U.S.C. App. 540 et seq.) and for other 
benefits as authorized by law (38 U.S.C. 107, 
1312, 1977, and 2106, chapters 23, 51, 53, 55, and 
61; 43 Stat. 122, 123; 45 Stat. 735; 76 Stat. 1198), 
$41,236,322,000, to remain available until ex-
pended: Provided, That not to exceed 
$28,583,000 of the amount appropriated under 
this heading shall be reimbursed to ‘‘General 
operating expenses’’ and ‘‘Medical adminis-
tration’’ for necessary expenses in imple-
menting the provisions of chapters 51, 53, and 
55 of title 38, United States Code, the funding 
source for which is specifically provided as 
the ‘‘Compensation and pensions’’ appropria-
tion: Provided further, That such sums as 
may be earned on an actual qualifying pa-
tient basis, shall be reimbursed to ‘‘Medical 
care collections fund’’ to augment the fund-
ing of individual medical facilities for nurs-
ing home care provided to pensioners as au-
thorized. 

READJUSTMENT BENEFITS 
For the payment of readjustment and reha-

bilitation benefits to or on behalf of veterans 
as authorized by law (38 U.S.C. chapters 21, 
30, 31, 34, 35, 36, 39, 51, 53, 55, and 61), 
$3,300,289,000, to remain available until ex-
pended: Provided, That expenses for rehabili-
tation program services and assistance 
which the Secretary is authorized to provide 
under section 3104(a) of title 38, United 
States Code, other than under subsection 
(a)(1), (2), (5), and (11) of that section, shall 
be charged to this account. 

VETERANS INSURANCE AND INDEMNITIES 
For military and naval insurance, national 

service life insurance, servicemen’s indem-

nities, service-disabled veterans insurance, 
and veterans mortgage life insurance as au-
thorized by title 38, United States Code, 
chapter 19; 70 Stat. 887; 72 Stat. 487, 
$41,250,000, to remain available until ex-
pended. 

VETERANS HOUSING BENEFIT PROGRAM FUND 
PROGRAM ACCOUNT 

For the cost of direct and guaranteed 
loans, such sums as may be necessary to 
carry out the program, as authorized by sub-
chapters I through III of chapter 37 of title 
38, United States Code: Provided, That such 
costs, including the cost of modifying such 
loans, shall be as defined in section 502 of the 
Congressional Budget Act of 1974: Provided 
further, That during fiscal year 2008, within 
the resources available, not to exceed 
$500,000 in gross obligations for direct loans 
are authorized for specially adapted housing 
loans. 

In addition, for administrative expenses to 
carry out the direct and guaranteed loan 
programs, $154,562,000. 
VOCATIONAL REHABILITATION LOANS PROGRAM 

ACCOUNT 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For the cost of direct loans, $71,000, as au-
thorized by chapter 31 of title 38, United 
States Code: Provided, That such costs, in-
cluding the cost of modifying such loans, 
shall be as defined in section 502 of the Con-
gressional Budget Act of 1974: Provided fur-
ther, That funds made available under this 
heading are available to subsidize gross obli-
gations for the principal amount of direct 
loans not to exceed $3,287,000. 

In addition, for administrative expenses 
necessary to carry out the direct loan pro-
gram, $311,000, which may be transferred to 
and merged with the appropriation for ‘‘Gen-
eral operating expenses’’. 

NATIVE AMERICAN VETERAN HOUSING LOAN 
PROGRAM ACCOUNT 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 
For administrative expenses to carry out 

the direct loan program authorized by sub-
chapter V of chapter 37 of title 38, United 
States Code, $628,000. 

GUARANTEED TRANSITIONAL HOUSING LOANS 
FOR HOMELESS VETERANS PROGRAM ACCOUNT 
For the administrative expenses to carry 

out the guaranteed transitional housing loan 
program authorized by subchapter VI of 
chapter 37 of title 38, United States Code, not 
to exceed $750,000 of the amounts appro-
priated by this Act for ‘‘General operating 
expenses’’ and ‘‘Medical services’’ may be ex-
pended. 

VETERANS HEALTH ADMINISTRATION 
MEDICAL SERVICES 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 
For necessary expenses for furnishing, as 

authorized by law, inpatient and outpatient 
care and treatment to beneficiaries of the 
Department of Veterans Affairs and veterans 
described in section 1705(a) of title 38, United 
States Code, including care and treatment in 
facilities not under the jurisdiction of the 
Department, and including medical supplies 
and equipment, food services, and salaries 
and expenses of health-care employees hired 
under title 38, United States Code, and aid to 
State homes as authorized by section 1741 of 
title 38, United States Code; $28,979,220,000, 
plus reimbursements: Provided, That of the 
funds made available under this heading, not 
to exceed $1,350,000,000 shall remain available 
until September 30, 2009: Provided further, 
That, notwithstanding any other provision 
of law, the Secretary of Veterans Affairs 
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shall establish a priority for treatment for 
veterans who are service-connected disabled, 
lower income, or have special needs: Provided 
further, That, notwithstanding any other 
provision of law, the Secretary of Veterans 
Affairs shall give priority funding for the 
provision of basic medical benefits to vet-
erans in enrollment priority groups 1 
through 6: Provided further, That, notwith-
standing any other provision of law, the Sec-
retary of Veterans Affairs may authorize the 
dispensing of prescription drugs from Vet-
erans Health Administration facilities to en-
rolled veterans with privately written pre-
scriptions based on requirements established 
by the Secretary: Provided further, That the 
implementation of the program described in 
the previous proviso shall incur no addi-
tional cost to the Department of Veterans 
Affairs: Provided further, That for the Depart-
ment of Defense/Department of Veterans Af-
fairs Health Care Sharing Incentive Fund, as 
authorized by section 8111(d) of title 38, 
United States Code, a minimum of 
$15,000,000, to remain available until ex-
pended, for any purpose authorized by sec-
tion 8111 of title 38, United States Code. 

MEDICAL ADMINISTRATION 

For necessary expenses in the administra-
tion of the medical, hospital, nursing home, 
domiciliary, construction, supply, and re-
search activities, as authorized by law; ad-
ministrative expenses in support of capital 
policy activities; and administrative and 
legal expenses of the Department for col-
lecting and recovering amounts owed the De-
partment as authorized under chapter 17 of 
title 38, United States Code, and Federal 
Medical Care Recovery Act (42 U.S.C. 2651 et 
seq.): $3,642,000,000, plus reimbursements, of 
which $250,000,000 shall remain available 
until September 30, 2009. 

MEDICAL FACILITIES 

For necessary expenses for the mainte-
nance and operation of hospitals, nursing 
homes, and domiciliary facilities and other 
necessary facilities for the Veterans Health 
Administration; for administrative expenses 
in support of planning, design, project man-
agement, real property acquisition and dis-
position, construction and renovation of any 
facility under the jurisdiction or for the use 
of the Department; for oversight, engineer-
ing and architectural activities not charged 
to project costs; for repairing, altering, im-
proving or providing facilities in the several 
hospitals and homes under the jurisdiction of 
the Department, not otherwise provided for, 
either by contract or by the hire of tem-
porary employees and purchase of materials; 
for leases of facilities; and for laundry serv-
ices, $4,092,000,000, plus reimbursements, of 
which $350,000,000 shall remain available 
until September 30, 2009: Provided, That not 
less than $350,000,000 for non-recurring main-
tenance provided under this heading shall be 
allocated in a manner not subject to the Vet-
erans Equitable Resource Allocation. 

MEDICAL AND PROSTHETIC RESEARCH 

For necessary expenses in carrying out 
programs of medical and prosthetic research 
and development as authorized by chapter 73 
of title 38, United States Code, $500,000,000, 
plus reimbursements, to remain available 
until September 30, 2009. 

NATIONAL CEMETERY ADMINISTRATION 

For necessary expenses of the National 
Cemetery Administration for operations and 
maintenance, not otherwise provided for, in-
cluding uniforms or allowances therefor; 
cemeterial expenses as authorized by law; 
purchase of one passenger motor vehicle for 

use in cemeterial operations; and hire of pas-
senger motor vehicles, $217,709,000, of which 
not to exceed $25,000,000 shall remain avail-
able until September 30, 2009. 

DEPARTMENTAL ADMINISTRATION 

GENERAL OPERATING EXPENSES 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For necessary operating expenses of the 
Department of Veterans Affairs, not other-
wise provided for, including administrative 
expenses in support of Department-wide cap-
ital planning, management and policy activi-
ties, uniforms or allowances therefor; not to 
exceed $25,000 for official reception and rep-
resentation expenses; hire of passenger 
motor vehicles; and reimbursement of the 
General Services Administration for security 
guard services, and the Department of De-
fense for the cost of overseas employee mail, 
$1,612,031,000: Provided, That expenses for 
services and assistance authorized under 
paragraphs (1), (2), (5), and (11) of section 
3104(a) of title 38, United States Code, that 
the Secretary of Veterans Affairs determines 
are necessary to enable entitled veterans: (1) 
to the maximum extent feasible, to become 
employable and to obtain and maintain suit-
able employment; or (2) to achieve maximum 
independence in daily living, shall be 
charged to this account: Provided further, 
That the Veterans Benefits Administration 
shall be funded at not less than $1,329,044,000: 
Provided further, That of the funds made 
available under this heading, not to exceed 
$75,000,000 shall be available for obligation 
until September 30, 2009: Provided further, 
That from the funds made available under 
this heading, the Veterans Benefits Adminis-
tration may purchase up to two passenger 
motor vehicles for use in operations of that 
Administration in Manila, Philippines. 

OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL 

For necessary expenses of the Office of In-
spector General, to include information 
technology, in carrying out the provisions of 
the Inspector General Act of 1978, $88,700,000, 
of which $3,630,000 shall remain available 
until September 30, 2009. 

CONSTRUCTION, MAJOR PROJECTS 

For constructing, altering, extending and 
improving any of the facilities including 
parking projects under the jurisdiction or for 
the use of the Department of Veterans Af-
fairs, or for any of the purposes set forth in 
sections 316, 2404, 2406, 8102, 8103, 8106, 8108, 
8109, 8110, and 8122 of title 38, United States 
Code, including planning, architectural and 
engineering services, construction manage-
ment services, maintenance or guarantee pe-
riod services costs associated with equip-
ment guarantees provided under the project, 
services of claims analysts, offsite utility 
and storm drainage system construction 
costs, and site acquisition, where the esti-
mated cost of a project is more than the 
amount set forth in section 8104(a)(3)(A) of 
title 38, United States Code, or where funds 
for a project were made available in a pre-
vious major project appropriation, 
$727,400,000, to remain available until ex-
pended, of which $2,000,000 shall be to make 
reimbursements as provided in section 13 of 
the Contract Disputes Act of 1978 (41 U.S.C. 
612) for claims paid for contract disputes: 
Provided, That except for advance planning 
activities, including needs assessments 
which may or may not lead to capital invest-
ments, and other capital asset management 
related activities, such as portfolio develop-
ment and management activities, and in-
vestment strategy studies funded through 
the advance planning fund and the planning 

and design activities funded through the de-
sign fund and CARES funds, including needs 
assessments which may or may not lead to 
capital investments, none of the funds appro-
priated under this heading shall be used for 
any project which has not been approved by 
the Congress in the budgetary process: Pro-
vided further, That funds provided in this ap-
propriation for fiscal year 2008, for each ap-
proved project (except those for CARES ac-
tivities referenced above) shall be obligated: 
(1) by the awarding of a construction docu-
ments contract by September 30, 2008; and (2) 
by the awarding of a construction contract 
by September 30, 2009: Provided further, That 
the Secretary of Veterans Affairs shall 
promptly report in writing to the Commit-
tees on Appropriations of both Houses of 
Congress any approved major construction 
project in which obligations are not incurred 
within the time limitations established 
above. 

CONSTRUCTION, MINOR PROJECTS 

For constructing, altering, extending, and 
improving any of the facilities including 
parking projects under the jurisdiction or for 
the use of the Department of Veterans Af-
fairs, including planning and assessments of 
needs which may lead to capital invest-
ments, architectural and engineering serv-
ices, maintenance or guarantee period serv-
ices costs associated with equipment guaran-
tees provided under the project, services of 
claims analysts, offsite utility and storm 
drainage system construction costs, and site 
acquisition, or for any of the purposes set 
forth in sections 316, 2404, 2406, 8102, 8103, 
8106, 8108, 8109, 8110, 8122, and 8162 of title 38, 
United States Code, where the estimated 
cost of a project is equal to or less than the 
amount set forth in section 8104(a)(3)(A) of 
title 38, United States Code, $751,398,000, to 
remain available until expended, along with 
unobligated balances of previous ‘‘Construc-
tion, minor projects’’ appropriations which 
are hereby made available for any project 
where the estimated cost is equal to or less 
than the amount set forth in such section 
for: (1) repairs to any of the nonmedical fa-
cilities under the jurisdiction or for the use 
of the Department which are necessary be-
cause of loss or damage caused by any nat-
ural disaster or catastrophe; and (2) tem-
porary measures necessary to prevent or to 
minimize further loss by such causes. 

GRANTS FOR CONSTRUCTION OF STATE 
EXTENDED CARE FACILITIES 

For grants to assist States to acquire or 
construct State nursing home and domi-
ciliary facilities and to remodel, modify or 
alter existing hospital, nursing home and 
domiciliary facilities in State homes, for fur-
nishing care to veterans as authorized by 
sections 8131–8137 of title 38, United States 
Code, $250,000,000, to remain available until 
expended. 

GRANTS FOR CONSTRUCTION OF STATE 
VETERANS CEMETERIES 

For grants to aid States in establishing, 
expanding, or improving State veterans 
cemeteries as authorized by section 2408 of 
title 38, United States Code, $100,000,000, to 
remain available until expended. 

INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY SYSTEMS 

For necessary expenses for information 
technology systems and telecommunications 
support, including developmental informa-
tion systems and operational information 
systems; including pay and associated cost 
for operations and maintenance associated 
staff; for the capital asset acquisition of in-
formation technology systems, including 
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management and related contractual costs of 
said acquisitions, including contractual 
costs associated with operations authorized 
by chapter 3109 of title 5, United States Code, 
$1,898,000,000, to remain available until Sep-
tember 30, 2009: Provided, That none of these 
funds may be obligated until the Department 
of Veterans Affairs submits to the Commit-
tees on Appropriations of both Houses of 
Congress, and such Committees approve, a 
plan for expenditure that: (1) meets the cap-
ital planning and investment control review 
requirements established by the Office of 
Management and Budget; (2) complies with 
the Department of Veterans Affairs enter-
prise architecture; (3) conforms with an es-
tablished enterprise life cycle methodology; 
and (4) complies with the acquisition rules, 
requirements, guidelines, and systems acqui-
sition management practices of the Federal 
Government: Provided further, That within 60 
days of enactment of this Act, the Secretary 
of Veterans Affairs shall submit to the Com-
mittees on Appropriations of both Houses of 
Congress a reprogramming base letter which 
provides, by project, the costs included in 
this appropriation. 

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

SEC. 201. Any appropriation for fiscal year 
2008, in this Act or any other Act, for ‘‘Com-
pensation and pensions’’, ‘‘Readjustment 
benefits’’, and ‘‘Veterans insurance and in-
demnities’’ may be transferred as necessary 
to any other of the mentioned appropria-
tions: Provided, That before a transfer may 
take place, the Secretary of Veterans Affairs 
shall request from the Committees on Appro-
priations of both Houses of Congress the au-
thority to make the transfer and an approval 
is issued, or absent a response, a period of 30 
days has elapsed. 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 
SEC. 202. Amounts made available for fiscal 

year 2008, in this Act or any other Act, under 
the ‘‘Medical services’’, ‘‘Medical Adminis-
tration’’, and ‘‘Medical facilities’’ accounts 
may be transferred between the accounts to 
the extent necessary to implement the re-
structuring of the Veterans Health Adminis-
tration accounts: Provided, That before a 
transfer may take place, the Secretary of 
Veterans Affairs shall request from the Com-
mittees on Appropriations of both Houses of 
Congress the authority to make the transfer 
and an approval is issued. 

SEC. 203. Appropriations available in this 
title for salaries and expenses shall be avail-
able for services authorized by section 3109 of 
title 5, United States Code, hire of passenger 
motor vehicles; lease of a facility or land or 
both; and uniforms or allowances therefor, as 
authorized by sections 5901–5902 of title 5, 
United States Code. 

SEC. 204. No appropriations in this title 
(except the appropriations for ‘‘Construc-
tion, major projects’’, and ‘‘Construction, 
minor projects’’) shall be available for the 
purchase of any site for the construction of 
any new hospital or home. 

SEC. 205. No appropriations in this title 
shall be available for hospitalization or ex-
amination of any persons (except bene-
ficiaries entitled under the laws bestowing 
such benefits to veterans, and persons receiv-
ing such treatment under sections 7901–7904 
of title 5, United States Code or the Robert 
T. Stafford Disaster Relief and Emergency 
Assistance Act (42 U.S.C. 5121 et seq.)), unless 
reimbursement of cost is made to the ‘‘Med-
ical services’’ account at such rates as may 
be fixed by the Secretary of Veterans Affairs. 

SEC. 206. Appropriations available in this 
title for ‘‘Compensation and pensions’’, ‘‘Re-

adjustment benefits’’, and ‘‘Veterans insur-
ance and indemnities’’ shall be available for 
payment of prior year accrued obligations 
required to be recorded by law against the 
corresponding prior year accounts within the 
last quarter of fiscal year 2007. 

SEC. 207. Appropriations available in this 
title shall be available to pay prior year obli-
gations of corresponding prior year appro-
priations accounts resulting from sections 
3328(a), 3334, and 3712(a) of title 31, United 
States Code, except that if such obligations 
are from trust fund accounts they shall be 
payable from ‘‘Compensation and pensions’’. 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

SEC. 208. Notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of law, during fiscal year 2008, the Sec-
retary of Veterans Affairs shall, from the 
National Service Life Insurance Fund (38 
U.S.C. 1920), the Veterans’ Special Life Insur-
ance Fund (38 U.S.C. 1923), and the United 
States Government Life Insurance Fund (38 
U.S.C. 1955), reimburse the ‘‘General oper-
ating expenses’’ account for the cost of ad-
ministration of the insurance programs fi-
nanced through those accounts: Provided, 
That reimbursement shall be made only from 
the surplus earnings accumulated in an in-
surance program in fiscal year 2008 that are 
available for dividends in that program after 
claims have been paid and actuarially deter-
mined reserves have been set aside: Provided 
further, That if the cost of administration of 
an insurance program exceeds the amount of 
surplus earnings accumulated in that pro-
gram, reimbursement shall be made only to 
the extent of such surplus earnings: Provided 
further, That the Secretary shall determine 
the cost of administration for fiscal year 2008 
which is properly allocable to the provision 
of each insurance program and to the provi-
sion of any total disability income insurance 
included in such insurance program. 

SEC. 209. Amounts deducted from en-
hanced-use lease proceeds to reimburse an 
account for expenses incurred by that ac-
count during a prior fiscal year for providing 
enhanced-use lease services, may be obli-
gated during the fiscal year in which the pro-
ceeds are received. 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

SEC. 210. Funds available in this title or 
funds for salaries and other administrative 
expenses shall also be available to reimburse 
the Office of Resolution Management and the 
Office of Employment Discrimination Com-
plaint Adjudication for all services provided 
at rates which will recover actual costs but 
not exceed $32,067,000 for the Office of Reso-
lution Management and $3,148,000 for the Of-
fice of Employment and Discrimination 
Complaint Adjudication: Provided, That pay-
ments may be made in advance for services 
to be furnished based on estimated costs: 
Provided further, That amounts received shall 
be credited to ‘‘General operating expenses’’ 
for use by the office that provided the serv-
ice. 

SEC. 211. No appropriations in this title 
shall be available to enter into any new lease 
of real property if the estimated annual rent-
al is more than $300,000 unless the Secretary 
submits a report which the Committees on 
Appropriations of both Houses of Congress 
approve within 30 days following the date on 
which the report is received. 

SEC. 212. No funds of the Department of 
Veterans Affairs shall be available for hos-
pital care, nursing home care, or medical 
services provided to any person under chap-
ter 17 of title 38, United States Code, for a 
non-service-connected disability described in 
section 1729(a)(2) of such title, unless that 

person has disclosed to the Secretary of Vet-
erans Affairs, in such form as the Secretary 
may require, current, accurate third-party 
reimbursement information for purposes of 
section 1729 of such title: Provided, That the 
Secretary may recover, in the same manner 
as any other debt due the United States, the 
reasonable charges for such care or services 
from any person who does not make such dis-
closure as required: Provided further, That 
any amounts so recovered for care or serv-
ices provided in a prior fiscal year may be 
obligated by the Secretary during the fiscal 
year in which amounts are received. 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

SEC. 213. Notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of law, at the discretion of the Sec-
retary of Veterans Affairs, proceeds or reve-
nues derived from enhanced-use leasing ac-
tivities (including disposal) may be deposited 
into the ‘‘Construction, major projects’’ and 
‘‘Construction, minor projects’’ accounts and 
be used for construction (including site ac-
quisition and disposition), alterations and 
improvements of any medical facility under 
the jurisdiction or for the use of the Depart-
ment of Veterans Affairs. Such sums as real-
ized are in addition to the amount provided 
for in ‘‘Construction, major projects’’ and 
‘‘Construction, minor projects’’. 

SEC. 214. Amounts made available under 
‘‘Medical services’’ are available— 

(1) for furnishing recreational facilities, 
supplies, and equipment; and 

(2) for funeral expenses, burial expenses, 
and other expenses incidental to funerals and 
burials for beneficiaries receiving care in the 
Department. 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

SEC. 215. Such sums as may be deposited to 
the Medical Care Collections Fund pursuant 
to section 1729A of title 38, United States 
Code, may be transferred to ‘‘Medical serv-
ices’’, to remain available until expended for 
the purposes of this account. 

SEC. 216. Notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of law, the Secretary of Veterans Affairs 
shall allow veterans eligible under existing 
Department of Veterans Affairs medical care 
requirements and who reside in Alaska to ob-
tain medical care services from medical fa-
cilities supported by the Indian Health Serv-
ice or tribal organizations. The Secretary 
shall: (1) limit the application of this provi-
sion to rural Alaskan veterans in areas 
where an existing Department of Veterans 
Affairs facility or Veterans Affairs-con-
tracted service is unavailable; (2) require 
participating veterans and facilities to com-
ply with all appropriate rules and regula-
tions, as established by the Secretary; (3) re-
quire this provision to be consistent with 
Capital Asset Realignment for Enhanced 
Services activities; and (4) result in no addi-
tional cost to the Department of Veterans 
Affairs or the Indian Health Service. 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

SEC. 217. Such sums as may be deposited to 
the Department of Veterans Affairs Capital 
Asset Fund pursuant to section 8118 of title 
38, United States Code, may be transferred to 
the ‘‘Construction, major projects’’ and 
‘‘Construction, minor projects’’ accounts, to 
remain available until expended for the pur-
poses of these accounts. 

SEC. 218. None of the funds made available 
in this Act may be used to implement any 
policy prohibiting the Directors of the Vet-
erans Integrated Service Networks from con-
ducting outreach or marketing to enroll new 
veterans within their respective Networks. 
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SEC. 219. The Secretary of Veterans Affairs 

shall submit to the Committees on Appro-
priations of both Houses of Congress a quar-
terly report on the financial status of the 
Veterans Health Administration. 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 
SEC. 220. Amounts made available under 

the ‘‘Medical services’’, ‘‘Medical Adminis-
tration’’, ‘‘Medical facilities’’, ‘‘General op-
erating expenses’’, and ‘‘National Cemetery 
Administration’’ accounts for fiscal year 
2008, may be transferred to or from the ‘‘In-
formation technology systems’’ account: 
Provided, That before a transfer may take 
place, the Secretary of Veterans Affairs shall 
request from the Committees on Appropria-
tions of both Houses of Congress the author-
ity to make the transfer and an approval is 
issued. 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 
SEC. 221. For purposes of perfecting the 

funding sources of the Department of Vet-
erans Affairs’ new ‘‘Information technology 
systems’’ account, funds made available for 
fiscal year 2008, in this or any other Act, 
may be transferred from the ‘‘General oper-
ating expenses’’, ‘‘National Cemetery Ad-
ministration’’, and ‘‘Office of Inspector Gen-
eral’’ accounts to the ‘‘Medical services’’ ac-
count: Provided, That before a transfer may 
take place, the Secretary of Veterans Affairs 
shall request from the Committees on Appro-
priations of both Houses of Congress the au-
thority to make the transfer and an approval 
is issued. 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 
SEC. 222. Amounts made available for the 

‘‘Information technology systems’’ account 
may be transferred between projects: Pro-
vided, That no project may be increased or 
decreased by more than $1,000,000 of cost 
prior to submitting a request to the Commit-
tees on Appropriations of both Houses of 
Congress to make the transfer and an ap-
proval is issued, or absent a response, a pe-
riod of 30 days has elapsed. 

SEC. 223. None of the funds available to the 
Department of Veterans Affairs, in this Act, 
or any other Act, may be used to replace the 
current system by which the Veterans Inte-
grated Services Networks select and con-
tract for diabetes monitoring supplies and 
equipment. 

SEC. 224. Of the amounts made available 
for fiscal year 2008, in this Act or any other 
Act, under the ‘‘Medical Facilities’’ account 
for non-recurring maintenance, not more 
than 20 percent of the funds made available 
shall be obligated during the last two 
months of the fiscal year. 

SEC. 225. PROHIBITION ON DISPOSAL OF DE-
PARTMENT OF VETERANS AFFAIRS LANDS AND 
IMPROVEMENTS AT WEST LOS ANGELES MED-
ICAL CENTER, CALIFORNIA. (a) IN GENERAL.— 
The Secretary of Veterans Affairs may not 
declare as excess to the needs of the Depart-
ment of Veterans Affairs, or otherwise take 
any action to exchange, trade, auction, 
transfer, or otherwise dispose of, or reduce 
the acreage of, Federal land and improve-
ments at the Department of Veterans Affairs 
West Los Angeles Medical Center, California, 
encompassing approximately 388 acres on the 
north and south sides of Wilshire Boulevard 
and west of the 405 Freeway. 

(b) SPECIAL PROVISION REGARDING LEASE 
WITH REPRESENTATIVE OF THE HOMELESS.— 
Notwithstanding any provision of this Act, 
section 7 of the Homeless Veterans Com-
prehensive Services Act of 1992 (Public Law 
102–590) shall remain in effect. 

(c) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 
8162(c)(1) of title 38, United States Code, is 
amended— 

(1) by inserting ‘‘or section 225(a) of the 
Military Construction and Veterans Affairs 
and Related Agencies Appropriations Act, 
2008’’ after ‘‘section 421(b)(2) of the Veterans’ 
Benefits and Services Act of 1988 (Public Law 
100–322; 102 Stat. 553)’’; and 

(2) by striking ‘‘that section’’ and inserting 
‘‘such sections’’. 

(d) EFFECTIVE DATE.—This section, includ-
ing the amendment made by this section, 
shall apply with respect to fiscal year 2008 
and each fiscal year thereafter. 

SEC. 226. The Department shall continue 
research into Gulf War Illness at levels not 
less than those made available in fiscal year 
2007, within available funds contained in this 
Act. 

TITLE III 
RELATED AGENCIES 

AMERICAN BATTLE MONUMENTS 
COMMISSION 

SALARIES AND EXPENSES 
For necessary expenses, not otherwise pro-

vided for, of the American Battle Monu-
ments Commission, including the acquisition 
of land or interest in land in foreign coun-
tries; purchases and repair of uniforms for 
caretakers of national cemeteries and monu-
ments outside of the United States and its 
territories and possessions; rent of office and 
garage space in foreign countries; purchase 
(one-for-one replacement only) and hire of 
passenger motor vehicles; not to exceed 
$7,500 for official reception and representa-
tion expenses; and insurance of official 
motor vehicles in foreign countries, when re-
quired by law of such countries, $45,600,000, 
to remain available until expended. 

FOREIGN CURRENCY FLUCTUATIONS 
For necessary expenses, not otherwise pro-

vided for, of the American Battle Monu-
ments Commission, $11,000,000, to remain 
available until expended, for purposes au-
thorized by section 2109 of title 36, United 
States Code. 

UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS 
FOR VETERANS CLAIMS 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses for the operation of 
the United States Court of Appeals for Vet-
erans Claims as authorized by sections 7251– 
7298 of title 38, United States Code, 
$24,217,000: Provided, That $1,120,000 shall be 
available for the purpose of providing finan-
cial assistance as described, and in accord-
ance with the process and reporting proce-
dures set forth, under this heading in Public 
Law 102–229. 

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE—CIVIL 
CEMETERIAL EXPENSES, ARMY 

SALARIES AND EXPENSES 
For necessary expenses, as authorized by 

law, for maintenance, operation, and im-
provement of Arlington National Cemetery 
and Soldiers’ and Airmen’s Home National 
Cemetery, including the purchase of two pas-
senger motor vehicles for replacement only, 
and not to exceed $1,000 for official reception 
and representation expenses, $31,865,000, to 
remain available until expended. In addition, 
such sums as may be necessary for parking 
maintenance, repairs and replacement, to be 
derived from the Lease of Department of De-
fense Real Property for Defense Agencies ac-
count. 

Funds appropriated under this Act may be 
provided to Arlington County, Virginia, for 
the relocation of the federally-owned 
watermain at Arlington National Cemetery 
making additional land available for ground 
burials. 

ARMED FORCES RETIREMENT HOME 
TRUST FUND 

For expenses necessary for the Armed 
Forces Retirement Home to operate and 
maintain the Armed Forces Retirement 
Home—Washington, District of Columbia 
and the Armed Forces Retirement Home— 
Gulfport, Mississippi, to be paid from funds 
available in the Armed Forces Retirement 
Home Trust Fund, $55,724,000. 

GENERAL FUND PAYMENT, ARMED FORCES 
RETIREMENT HOME 

For payment to the ‘‘Armed Forces Retire-
ment Home’’, $5,900,000, to remain available 
until expended. 

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISION 
SEC. 301. None of the funds in this title 

under the heading ‘‘American Battle Monu-
ments Commission’’ shall be available for 
the Capital Security Costs Sharing program. 

TITLE IV 
GENERAL PROVISIONS 

SEC. 401. No part of any appropriation con-
tained in this Act shall remain available for 
obligation beyond the current fiscal year un-
less expressly so provided herein. 

SEC. 402. Such sums as may be necessary 
for fiscal year 2008 pay raises for programs 
funded by this Act shall be absorbed within 
the levels appropriated in this Act. 

SEC. 403. None of the funds made available 
in this Act may be used for any program, 
project, or activity, when it is made known 
to the Federal entity or official to which the 
funds are made available that the program, 
project, or activity is not in compliance with 
any Federal law relating to risk assessment, 
the protection of private property rights, or 
unfunded mandates. 

SEC. 404. No part of any funds appropriated 
in this Act shall be used by an agency of the 
executive branch, other than for normal and 
recognized executive-legislative relation-
ships, for publicity or propaganda purposes, 
and for the preparation, distribution or use 
of any kit, pamphlet, booklet, publication, 
radio, television or film presentation de-
signed to support or defeat legislation pend-
ing before Congress, except in presentation 
to Congress itself. 

SEC. 405. All departments and agencies 
funded under this Act are encouraged, within 
the limits of the existing statutory authori-
ties and funding, to expand their use of ‘‘E- 
Commerce’’ technologies and procedures in 
the conduct of their business practices and 
public service activities. 

SEC. 406. None of the funds made available 
in this Act may be transferred to any depart-
ment, agency, or instrumentality of the 
United States Government except pursuant 
to a transfer made by, or transfer authority 
provided in, this Act or any other appropria-
tions Act. 

SEC. 407. Unless stated otherwise, all re-
ports and notifications required by this Act 
shall be submitted to the Subcommittee on 
Military Construction, Veterans Affairs, and 
Related Agencies of the Committee on Ap-
propriations of the House of Representatives 
and the Subcommittee on Military Construc-
tion, Veterans Affairs, and Related Agencies 
of the Committee on Appropriations of the 
Senate. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Military 
Construction and Veterans Affairs and Re-
lated Agencies Appropriations Act, 2008’’. 

SA 2657. Mr. LAUTENBERG (for him-
self and Mr. MENENDEZ) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 2642, making ap-
propriations for military construction, 
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the Department of Veterans Affairs, 
and related agencies for the fiscal year 
ending September 30, 2008, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

On page 23, between lines 4 and 5, insert 
the following: 

SEC. 127. No funds appropriated or other-
wise made available by this Act may be obli-
gated or expended for the removal of assets 
or personnel from Fort Monmouth, New Jer-
sey, in connection with the 2005 round of de-
fense base closure and realignment until the 
Secretary of the Army submits to the appro-
priate committees of Congress, in accord-
ance with the recommendation of the 2005 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Com-
mission relating to Fort Monmouth, a report 
on whether the ‘‘movement of organizations, 
functions, or activities from Fort Monmouth 
to Aberdeen Proving Ground will be accom-
plished without disruption of their support 
to the Global War on Terrorism or other 
critical contingency operations and that 
safeguards exist to ensure that necessary re-
dundant capabilities are put in place to miti-
gate potential degradation of such support, 
and to ensure maximum retention of critical 
workforce’’. 

SA 2658. Mr. OBAMA submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
her to the bill H.R. 2642, making appro-
priations for military construction, the 
Department of Veterans Affairs, and 
related agencies for the fiscal year end-
ing September 30, 2008, and for other 
purposes; which was ordered to lie on 
the table; as follows: 

On page 50, between lines 17 and 18, insert 
the following: 

SEC. 408. None of the funds appropriated or 
otherwise made available by this Act may be 
used to enter into a contract in an amount 
greater than $5,000,000 or to award a grant in 
excess of such amount unless the prospective 
contractor or grantee certifies in writing to 
the agency awarding the contract or grant 
that the contractor or grantee has filed all 
Federal tax returns required during the 
three years preceding the certification, has 
not been convicted of a criminal offense 
under the Internal Revenue Code of 1986, and 
has not been notified of any unpaid Federal 
tax assessment for which the liability re-
mains unsatisfied unless the assessment is 
the subject of an installment agreement or 
offer in compromise that has been approved 
by the Internal Revenue Service and is not 
in default or the assessment is the subject of 
a non-frivolous administrative or judicial ap-
peal. 

SA 2659. Mr. OBAMA submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 2642, making ap-
propriations for military construction, 
the Department of Veterans Affairs, 
and related agencies for the fiscal year 
ending September 30, 2008, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

On page 50, between lines 17 and 18, insert 
the following: 

SEC. 408. None of the funds appropriated or 
otherwise made available by this Act may be 
used to enter into a contract in an amount 
greater than $5,000,000 or to award a grant in 
excess of such amount unless the agency 
awarding the contract or grant includes in-
formation on its Internet website regarding 

whether the contract or grant recipient has 
been the subject of any civil, criminal, or ad-
ministrative proceedings initiated or con-
cluded by the Federal Government or any 
State government during the most recent 5- 
year period. 

SA 2660. Mrs. MCCASKILL submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill H.R. 2642, making ap-
propriations for military construction, 
the Department of Veterans Affairs, 
and related agencies for the fiscal year 
ending September 30, 2008, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

On page 46, between lines 2 and 3, insert 
the following: 

SEC. 227. (a) ANONYMOUS REPORTING OF 
WASTE, FRAUD, OR ABUSE.—Not later than 30 
days after the date of the enactment of this 
Act, the Inspector General of the Depart-
ment of Veterans Affairs shall establish and 
maintain on the homepage of the Internet 
website of the Office of Inspector General a 
mechanism by which individuals can anony-
mously report cases of waste, fraud, or abuse 
with respect to the Department of Veterans 
Affairs. 

(b) LINK TO OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL 
FROM HOMEPAGE OF DEPARTMENT OF VET-
ERANS AFFAIRS.—Not later than 30 days after 
the date of the enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary of Veterans Affairs shall establish 
and maintain on the homepage of the Inter-
net website of the Department of Veterans 
Affairs a direct link to the Internet website 
of the Office of Inspector General of the De-
partment of Veterans Affairs. 

SA 2661. Mr. FEINGOLD submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill H.R. 2642, making ap-
propriations for military construction, 
the Department of Veterans Affairs, 
and related agencies for the fiscal year 
ending September 30, 2008, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

On page 50, between lines 17 and 18, insert 
the following: 

SEC. 408. (a) ASSESSMENT OF MENTAL 
HEALTH CARE SERVICES FOR FEMALE 
SERVICEMEMBERS AND VETERANS.—The Comp-
troller General of the United States shall 
conduct an assessment of the adequacy of 
the mental health care services provided by 
the Department of Veterans Affairs and the 
Department of Defense to female members of 
the Armed Forces and female veterans to 
meet the mental health care needs of such 
members and veterans. 

(b) REPORT.—Not later than September 1, 
2008, the Comptroller General shall submit to 
the Subcommittees referred to in section 407 
a report on the assessment required by sub-
section (a). 

f 

NOTICES OF HEARINGS 
COMMITTEE ON ENERGY AND NATURAL 

RESOURCES 
Mr. BINGAMAN. Mr. President, I 

would like to announce for the infor-
mation of the Senate and the public 
that a hearing has been scheduled be-
fore Committee on Energy and Natural 
Resources Subcommittee on National 
Parks. 

The hearing will be held on Sep-
tember 11, 2007, at 2:30 p.m. in room 

SD–366 of the Dirksen Senate Office 
Building. 

The purpose of the hearing is to re-
ceive testimony on the following bills: 
S. 127, to amend the Great Sand Dunes 
National Park and Preserve Act of 2000 
to explain the purpose and provide for 
the administration of the Baca Na-
tional Wildlife Refuge; S. 327 and H.R. 
359, to authorize the Secretary of the 
Interior to conduct a special resource 
study of sites associated with the life 
of Cesar Estrada Chavez and the farm 
labor movement; S. 868, to amend the 
Wild and Scenic Rivers Act to des-
ignate segments of the Taunton River 
in the Commonwealth of Massachu-
setts as a component of the National 
Wild and Scenic Rivers System; S. 1051, 
to authorize National Mall Liberty 
Fund D.C. to establish a memorial on 
Federal land in the District of Colum-
bia at Constitution Gardens previously 
approved to honor free persons and 
slaves who fought for independence, 
liberty, and justice for all during the 
American Revolution; S. 1184 and H.R. 
1021, to direct the Secretary of the In-
terior to conduct a special resources 
study regarding the suitability and fea-
sibility of designating certain historic 
buildings and areas in Taunton, Massa-
chusetts, as a unit of the National 
Park System, and for other purposes; 
S. 1247, to amend the Weir Farm Na-
tional Historic Site Establishment Act 
of 1990 to limit the development of any 
property acquired by the Secretary of 
the Interior for the development of vis-
itor and administrative facilities for 
the Weir Farm National Historic Site, 
and for other purposes; S. 1304, to 
amend the National Trails System Act 
to designate the Arizona National Sce-
nic Trail; S. 1329, to extend the Acadia 
National Park Advisory Commission, 
to provide improved visitor services at 
the park, and for other purposes; H.R. 
759, to redesignate the Ellis Island Li-
brary on the third floor of the Ellis Is-
land Immigration Museum, located on 
Ellis Island in New York Harbor, as the 
‘‘Bob Hope Memorial Library’’; and 
H.R. 807, to direct the Secretary of the 
Interior to conduct a special resource 
study to determine the feasibility and 
suitability of establishing a memorial 
to the Space Shuttle Columbia in the 
State of Texas and for its inclusion as 
a unit of the National Park System. 

Because of the limited time available 
for the hearing, witnesses may testify 
by invitation only. However, those 
wishing to submit written testimony 
for the hearing record should send it to 
the Committee on Energy and Natural 
Resources, United States Senate, 
Washington DC 20510–6150, or by email 
to ra-
chellpasternack@energy.senate.gov. 

For further information, please con-
tact David Brooks at (202) 224–9863 or 
Rachel Pasternack at (202) 224–0883. 

COMMITTEE ON RULES AND ADMINISTRATION 
Mrs. FEINSTEIN. Mr. President, I 

wish to announce that the Committee 
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on Rules and Administration will meet 
on Wednesday, September 12, 2007, at 10 
a.m., to conduct a hearing on the Nom-
ination of Robert C. Tapella of Vir-
ginia, to be Public Printer, Govern-
ment Printing Office. 

For further information regarding 
this hearing, please contact Howard 
Gantman at the Rules and Administra-
tion Committee, 224–6352. 

f 

AUTHORITY FOR COMMITTEES TO 
MEET 

COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the Committee on 
Armed Services be authorized to meet 
during the session of the Senate on 
Tuesday, September 4, 2007 at 2 p.m. in 
executive session to continue to re-
ceive information relating to the treat-
ment of detainees. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN RELATIONS 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the Committee on 
Foreign Relations be authorized to 
meet during the session of the Senate 
on Tuesday, September 4, 2007, at 2 
p.m., in room 419 of the Dirksen Senate 
Office Building, to hear testimony 
from the Government Accountability 
Office on the situation in Iraq. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

PRIVILEGES OF THE FLOOR 

Mrs. HUTCHISON. Mr. President, at 
this time I ask unanimous consent that 
Yvonne Stone, a Presidential manage-
ment fellow assigned to the Appropria-
tions Committee from the Department 
of Veterans Affairs and a staff member 
of the committee, be granted floor 
privileges for the duration of the de-
bate on this bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that a member of 
my staff, Leah McCoy, be granted the 
privilege of the floor until November 
29, 2007. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

SMALL BUSINESS DISASTER RE-
SPONSE AND LOAN IMPROVE-
MENT ACT OF 2007 

On Friday, August 3, 2007, the Senate 
Passed S. 163, as amended, as follows: 

S. 163 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE; TABLE OF CONTENTS. 

(a) SHORT TITLE.—This Act may be cited as 
the ‘‘Small Business Disaster Response and 
Loan Improvements Act of 2007’’. 

(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of con-
tents for this Act is as follows: 

Sec. 1. Short title; table of contents. 
Sec. 2. Definitions. 
Sec. 3. Extension of program authority. 

TITLE I—DISASTER PLANNING AND 
RESPONSE 

Sec. 101. Disaster loans to nonprofits. 
Sec. 102. Disaster loan amounts. 
Sec. 103. Small business development center 

portability grants. 
Sec. 104. Assistance to out-of-State busi-

nesses. 
Sec. 105. Outreach programs. 
Sec. 106. Small business bonding threshold. 
Sec. 107. Termination of program. 
Sec. 108. Increasing collateral requirements. 
Sec. 109. Public awareness of disaster dec-

laration and application peri-
ods. 

Sec. 110. Consistency between Administra-
tion regulations and standard 
operating procedures. 

Sec. 111. Processing disaster loans. 
Sec. 112. Development and implementation 

of major disaster response plan. 
Sec. 113. Disaster planning responsibilities. 
Sec. 114. Additional authority for district of-

fices of the Administration. 
Sec. 115. Assignment of employees of the Of-

fice of Disaster Assistance and 
Disaster Cadre. 

TITLE II—DISASTER LENDING 
Sec. 201. Catastrophic national disaster dec-

laration. 
Sec. 202. Private disaster loans. 
Sec. 203. Technical and conforming amend-

ments. 
Sec. 204. Expedited disaster assistance loan 

program. 
Sec. 205. HUBZones. 

TITLE III—DISASTER ASSISTANCE 
OVERSIGHT 

Sec. 301. Congressional oversight. 
SEC. 2. DEFINITIONS. 

In this Act— 
(1) the terms ‘‘Administration’’ and ‘‘Ad-

ministrator’’ mean the Small Business Ad-
ministration and the Administrator thereof, 
respectively; 

(2) the term ‘‘catastrophic national dis-
aster’’ means a catastrophic national dis-
aster declared under section 7(b)(11) of the 
Small Business Act (15 U.S.C. 636(b)), as 
added by this Act; 

(3) the term ‘‘declared disaster’’ means a 
major disaster or a catastrophic national 
disaster; 

(4) the term ‘‘disaster area’’ means an area 
affected by a natural or other disaster, as de-
termined for purposes of paragraph (1) or (2) 
of section 7(b) of the Small Business Act (15 
U.S.C. 636(b)), during the period of such dec-
laration; 

(5) the term ‘‘disaster loan program of the 
Administration’’ means assistance under sec-
tion 7(b) of the Small Business Act (15 U.S.C. 
636(b)); 

(6) the term ‘‘disaster update period’’ 
means the period beginning on the date on 
which the President declares a major dis-
aster or a catastrophic national disaster and 
ending on the date on which such declaration 
terminates; 

(7) the term ‘‘major disaster’’ has the 
meaning given that term in section 102 of the 
Robert T. Stafford Disaster Relief and Emer-
gency Assistance Act (42 U.S.C. 5122); 

(8) the term ‘‘small business concern’’ has 
the same meaning as in section 3 of the 
Small Business Act (15 U.S.C. 632); and 

(9) the term ‘‘State’’ means any State of 
the United States, the District of Columbia, 
the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico, the 
Northern Mariana Islands, the Virgin Is-

lands, Guam, American Samoa, and any ter-
ritory or possession of the United States. 

SEC. 3. EXTENSION OF PROGRAM AUTHORITY. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 1 of the Act enti-
tled ‘‘An Act to extend temporarily certain 
authorities of the Small Business Adminis-
tration’’, approved October 10, 2006 (Public 
Law 109–316; 120 Stat. 1742), is amended by 
striking ‘‘July 31, 2007’’ each place it appears 
and inserting ‘‘October 31, 2007’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by subsection (a) shall take effect on 
July 31, 2007. 

TITLE I—DISASTER PLANNING AND 
RESPONSE 

SEC. 101. DISASTER LOANS TO NONPROFITS. 

Section 7(b) of the Small Business Act (15 
U.S.C. 636(b)) is amended by inserting imme-
diately after paragraph (3) the following: 

‘‘(4) LOANS TO NONPROFITS.—In addition to 
any other loan authorized by this subsection, 
the Administrator may make such loans (ei-
ther directly or in cooperation with banks or 
other lending institutions through agree-
ments to participate on an immediate or de-
ferred basis) as the Administrator deter-
mines appropriate to a nonprofit organiza-
tion located or operating in an area affected 
by a natural or other disaster, as determined 
under paragraph (1) or (2), or providing serv-
ices to persons who have evacuated from any 
such area.’’. 

SEC. 102. DISASTER LOAN AMOUNTS. 

(a) INCREASED LOAN CAPS.—Section 7(b) of 
the Small Business Act (15 U.S.C. 636(b)) is 
amended by inserting immediately after 
paragraph (4), as added by this title, the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(5) INCREASED LOAN CAPS.— 
‘‘(A) AGGREGATE LOAN AMOUNTS.—Except as 

provided in subparagraph (B), and notwith-
standing any other provision of law, the ag-
gregate loan amount outstanding and com-
mitted to a borrower under this subsection 
may not exceed $2,000,000. 

‘‘(B) WAIVER AUTHORITY.—The Adminis-
trator may, at the discretion of the Adminis-
trator, increase the aggregate loan amount 
under subparagraph (A) for loans relating to 
a disaster to a level established by the Ad-
ministrator, based on appropriate economic 
indicators for the region in which that dis-
aster occurred.’’. 

(b) DISASTER MITIGATION.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 7(b)(1)(A) of the 

Small Business Act (15 U.S.C. 636(b)(1)(A)) is 
amended by inserting ‘‘of the aggregate costs 
of such damage or destruction (whether or 
not compensated for by insurance or other-
wise)’’ after ‘‘20 per centum’’. 

(2) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by paragraph (1) shall apply with re-
spect to a loan or guarantee made after the 
date of enactment of this Act. 

(c) TECHNICAL AMENDMENTS.—Section 7(b) 
of the Small Business Act (15 U.S.C. 636(b)) is 
amended— 

(1) in the matter preceding paragraph (1), 
by striking ‘‘the, Administration’’ and in-
serting ‘‘the Administration’’; 

(2) in paragraph (2)(A), by striking ‘‘Dis-
aster Relief and Emergency Assistance Act’’ 
and inserting ‘‘Robert T. Stafford Disaster 
Relief and Emergency Assistance Act (42 
U.S.C. 5121 et seq.) (in this subsection re-
ferred to as a ‘major disaster’)’’; and 

(3) in the undesignated matter at the end— 
(A) by striking ‘‘, (2), and (4)’’ and insert-

ing ‘‘and (2)’’; and 
(B) by striking ‘‘, (2), or (4)’’ and inserting 

‘‘(2)’’. 
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SEC. 103. SMALL BUSINESS DEVELOPMENT CEN-

TER PORTABILITY GRANTS. 
Section 21(a)(4)(C)(viii) of the Small Busi-

ness Act (15 U.S.C. 648(a)(4)(C)(viii)) is 
amended— 

(1) in the first sentence, by striking ‘‘as a 
result of a business or government facility 
down sizing or closing, which has resulted in 
the loss of jobs or small business instability’’ 
and inserting ‘‘due to events that have re-
sulted or will result in, business or govern-
ment facility downsizing or closing’’; and 

(2) by adding at the end ‘‘At the discretion 
of the Administrator, the Administrator 
may make an award greater than $100,000 to 
a recipient to accommodate extraordinary 
occurrences having a catastrophic impact on 
the small business concerns in a commu-
nity.’’. 
SEC. 104. ASSISTANCE TO OUT-OF-STATE BUSI-

NESSES. 
Section 21(b)(3) of the Small Business Act 

(15 U.S.C. 648(b)(3)) is amended— 
(1) by striking ‘‘At the discretion’’ and in-

serting the following: ‘‘SMALL BUSINESS DE-
VELOPMENT CENTERS.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—At the discretion’’; and 
(2) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(B) DURING DISASTERS.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—At the discretion of the 

Administrator, the Administrator may au-
thorize a small business development center 
to provide such assistance to small business 
concerns located outside of the State, with-
out regard to geographic proximity, if the 
small business concerns are located in a dis-
aster area declared under section 7(b)(2)(A). 

‘‘(ii) CONTINUITY OF SERVICES.—A small 
business development center that provides 
counselors to an area described in clause (i) 
shall, to the maximum extent practicable, 
ensure continuity of services in any State in 
which such small business development cen-
ter otherwise provides services. 

‘‘(iii) ACCESS TO DISASTER RECOVERY FACILI-
TIES.—For purposes of providing disaster re-
covery assistance under this subparagraph, 
the Administrator shall, to the maximum ex-
tent practicable, permit small business de-
velopment center personnel to use any site 
or facility designated by the Administrator 
for use to provide disaster recovery assist-
ance.’’. 
SEC. 105. OUTREACH PROGRAMS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 30 days 
after the date of the declaration of a disaster 
area, the Administrator may establish a con-
tracting outreach and technical assistance 
program for small business concerns which 
have had a primary place of business in, or 
other significant presence in, such disaster 
area. 

(b) ADMINISTRATOR ACTION.—The Adminis-
trator may carry out subsection (a) by act-
ing through— 

(1) the Administration; 
(2) the Federal agency small business offi-

cials designated under section 15(k)(1) of the 
Small Business Act (15 U.S.C. 644(k)(1)); or 

(3) any Federal, State, or local government 
entity, higher education institution, pro-
curement technical assistance center, or pri-
vate nonprofit organization that the Admin-
istrator may determine appropriate, upon 
conclusion of a memorandum of under-
standing or assistance agreement, as appro-
priate, with the Administrator. 
SEC. 106. SMALL BUSINESS BONDING THRESH-

OLD. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 

subsection (b), and notwithstanding any 
other provision of law, for any procurement 
related to a major disaster, the Adminis-
trator may, upon such terms and conditions 

as the Administrator may prescribe, guar-
antee and enter into commitments to guar-
antee any surety against loss resulting from 
a breach of the terms of a bid bond, payment 
bond, performance bond, or bonds ancillary 
thereto, by a principal on any total work 
order or contract amount at the time of bond 
execution that does not exceed $5,000,000. 

(b) INCREASE OF AMOUNT.—Upon request of 
the head of any Federal agency other than 
the Administration involved in reconstruc-
tion efforts in response to a major disaster, 
the Administrator may guarantee and enter 
into a commitment to guarantee any secu-
rity against loss under subsection (a) on any 
total work order or contract amount at the 
time of bond execution that does not exceed 
$10,000,000. 
SEC. 107. TERMINATION OF PROGRAM. 

Section 711(c) of the Small Business Com-
petitive Demonstration Program Act of 1988 
(15 U.S.C. 644 note) is amended by inserting 
after ‘‘January 1, 1989’’ the following: ‘‘, and 
shall terminate on the date of enactment of 
the Small Business Disaster Response and 
Loan Improvements Act of 2007’’. 
SEC. 108. INCREASING COLLATERAL REQUIRE-

MENTS. 
Section 7(c)(6) of the Small Business Act 

(15 U.S.C. 636(c)(6)) is amended by striking 
‘‘$10,000 or less’’ and inserting ‘‘$14,000 or less 
(or such higher amount as the Administrator 
determines appropriate in the event of a cat-
astrophic national disaster declared under 
subsection (b)(11))’’. 
SEC. 109. PUBLIC AWARENESS OF DISASTER DEC-

LARATION AND APPLICATION PERI-
ODS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 7(b) of the Small 
Business Act (15 U.S.C. 636(b)) is amended by 
inserting immediately after paragraph (5), as 
added by this Act, the following: 

‘‘(6) COORDINATION WITH FEMA.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding any 

other provision of law, for any disaster (in-
cluding a catastrophic national disaster) de-
clared under this subsection or major dis-
aster, the Administrator, in consultation 
with the Administrator of the Federal Emer-
gency Management Agency, shall ensure, to 
the maximum extent practicable, that all 
application periods for disaster relief under 
this Act correspond with application dead-
lines established under the Robert T. Staf-
ford Disaster Relief and Emergency Assist-
ance Act (42 U.S.C. 5121 et seq.), or as ex-
tended by the President. 

‘‘(B) DEADLINES.—Notwithstanding any 
other provision of law, not later than 10 days 
before the closing date of an application pe-
riod for a major disaster (including a cata-
strophic national disaster), the Adminis-
trator, in consultation with the Adminis-
trator of the Federal Emergency Manage-
ment Agency, shall submit to the Committee 
on Small Business and Entrepreneurship of 
the Senate and the Committee on Small 
Business of the House of Representatives a 
report that includes— 

‘‘(i) the deadline for submitting applica-
tions for assistance under this Act relating 
to that major disaster; 

‘‘(ii) information regarding the number of 
loan applications and disbursements proc-
essed by the Administrator relating to that 
major disaster for each day during the period 
beginning on the date on which that major 
disaster was declared and ending on the date 
of that report; and 

‘‘(iii) an estimate of the number of poten-
tial applicants that have not submitted an 
application relating to that major disaster. 

‘‘(7) PUBLIC AWARENESS OF DISASTERS.—If a 
disaster (including a catastrophic national 

disaster) is declared under this subsection, 
the Administrator shall make every effort to 
communicate through radio, television, 
print, and web-based outlets, all relevant in-
formation needed by disaster loan appli-
cants, including— 

‘‘(A) the date of such declaration; 
‘‘(B) cities and towns within the area of 

such declaration; 
‘‘(C) loan application deadlines related to 

such disaster; 
‘‘(D) all relevant contact information for 

victim services available through the Ad-
ministration (including links to small busi-
ness development center websites); 

‘‘(E) links to relevant Federal and State 
disaster assistance websites, including links 
to websites providing information regarding 
assistance available from the Federal Emer-
gency Management Agency; 

‘‘(F) information on eligibility criteria for 
Administration loan programs, including 
where such applications can be found; and 

‘‘(G) application materials that clearly 
state the function of the Administration as 
the Federal source of disaster loans for 
homeowners and renters.’’. 

(b) MARKETING AND OUTREACH.—Not later 
than 90 days after the date of enactment of 
this Act, the Administrator shall create a 
marketing and outreach plan that— 

(1) encourages a proactive approach to the 
disaster relief efforts of the Administration; 

(2) makes clear the services provided by 
the Administration, including contact infor-
mation, application information, and 
timelines for submitting applications, the 
review of applications, and the disbursement 
of funds; 

(3) describes the different disaster loan 
programs of the Administration, including 
how they are made available and the eligi-
bility requirements for each loan program; 

(4) provides for regional marketing, focus-
ing on disasters occurring in each region be-
fore the date of enactment of this Act, and 
likely scenarios for disasters in each such re-
gion; and 

(5) ensures that the marketing plan is 
made available at small business develop-
ment centers and on the website of the Ad-
ministration. 
SEC. 110. CONSISTENCY BETWEEN ADMINISTRA-

TION REGULATIONS AND STANDARD 
OPERATING PROCEDURES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator shall, 
promptly following the date of enactment of 
this Act, conduct a study of whether the 
standard operating procedures of the Admin-
istration for loans offered under section 7(b) 
of the Small Business Act (15 U.S.C. 636(b)) 
are consistent with the regulations of the 
Administration for administering the dis-
aster loan program. 

(b) REPORT.—Not later than 180 days after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Ad-
ministration shall submit to Congress a re-
port containing all findings and rec-
ommendations of the study conducted under 
subsection (a). 
SEC. 111. PROCESSING DISASTER LOANS. 

(a) AUTHORITY FOR QUALIFIED PRIVATE CON-
TRACTORS TO PROCESS DISASTER LOANS.— 
Section 7(b) of the Small Business Act (15 
U.S.C. 636(b)) is amended by inserting imme-
diately after paragraph (7), as added by this 
Act, the following: 

‘‘(8) AUTHORITY FOR QUALIFIED PRIVATE CON-
TRACTORS.— 

‘‘(A) DISASTER LOAN PROCESSING.—The Ad-
ministrator may enter into an agreement 
with a qualified private contractor, as deter-
mined by the Administrator, to process loans 
under this subsection in the event of a major 
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disaster or a catastrophic national disaster 
declared under paragraph (11), under which 
the Administrator shall pay the contractor a 
fee for each loan processed. 

‘‘(B) LOAN LOSS VERIFICATION SERVICES.— 
The Administrator may enter into an agree-
ment with a qualified lender or loss 
verification professional, as determined by 
the Administrator, to verify losses for loans 
under this subsection in the event of a major 
disaster or a catastrophic national disaster 
declared under paragraph (11), under which 
the Administrator shall pay the lender or 
verification professional a fee for each loan 
for which such lender or verification profes-
sional verifies losses.’’. 

(b) COORDINATION OF EFFORTS BETWEEN THE 
ADMINISTRATOR AND THE INTERNAL REVENUE 
SERVICE TO EXPEDITE LOAN PROCESSING.— 
The Administrator and the Commissioner of 
Internal Revenue shall, to the maximum ex-
tent practicable, ensure that all relevant and 
allowable tax records for loan approval are 
shared with loan processors in an expedited 
manner, upon request by the Administrator. 
SEC. 112. DEVELOPMENT AND IMPLEMENTATION 

OF MAJOR DISASTER RESPONSE 
PLAN. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 3 months 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Administrator shall— 

(1) by rule, amend the 2006 Atlantic hurri-
cane season disaster response plan of the Ad-
ministration (in this section referred to as 
the ‘‘disaster response plan’’) to apply to 
major disasters; and 

(2) submit a report to the Committee on 
Small Business and Entrepreneurship of the 
Senate and the Committee on Small Busi-
ness of the House of Representatives detail-
ing the amendments to the disaster response 
plan. 

(b) CONTENTS.—The report required under 
subsection (a)(2) shall include— 

(1) any updates or modifications made to 
the disaster response plan since the report 
regarding the disaster response plan sub-
mitted to Congress on July 14, 2006; 

(2) a description of how the Administrator 
plans to utilize and integrate District Office 
personnel of the Administration in the re-
sponse to a major disaster, including infor-
mation on the utilization of personnel for 
loan processing and loan disbursement; 

(3) a description of the disaster scalability 
model of the Administration and on what 
basis or function the plan is scaled; 

(4) a description of how the agency-wide 
Disaster Oversight Council is structured, 
which offices comprise its membership, and 
whether the Associate Deputy Administrator 
for Entrepreneurial Development of the Ad-
ministration is a member; 

(5) a description of how the Administrator 
plans to coordinate the disaster efforts of the 
Administration with State and local govern-
ment officials, including recommendations 
on how to better incorporate State initia-
tives or programs, such as State-adminis-
tered bridge loan programs, into the disaster 
response of the Administration; 

(6) recommendations, if any, on how the 
Administration can better coordinate its dis-
aster response operations with the oper-
ations of other Federal, State, and local en-
tities; 

(7) any surge plan for the disaster loan pro-
gram of the Administration in effect on or 
after August 29, 2005 (including surge plans 
for loss verification, loan processing, mail-
room, customer service or call center oper-
ations, and a continuity of operations plan); 

(8) the number of full-time equivalent em-
ployees and job descriptions for the planning 

and disaster response staff of the Adminis-
tration; 

(9) the in-service and preservice training 
procedures for disaster response staff of the 
Administration; 

(10) information on the logistical support 
plans of the Administration (including 
equipment and staffing needs, and detailed 
information on how such plans will be scal-
able depending on the size and scope of the 
major disaster; 

(11) a description of the findings and rec-
ommendations of the Administrator, if any, 
based on a review of the response of the Ad-
ministration to Hurricane Katrina of 2005, 
Hurricane Rita of 2005, and Hurricane Wilma 
of 2005; and 

(12) a plan for how the Administrator, in 
consultation with the Administrator of the 
Federal Emergency Management Agency, 
will coordinate the provision of accommoda-
tions and necessary resources for disaster as-
sistance personnel to effectively perform 
their responsibilities in the aftermath of a 
major disaster. 

(c) EXERCISES.—Not later than 6 months 
after the date of the submission of the report 
under subsection (a)(2), the Administrator 
shall develop and execute simulation exer-
cises to demonstrate the effectiveness of the 
amended disaster response plan required 
under this section. 
SEC. 113. DISASTER PLANNING RESPONSIBIL-

ITIES. 
(a) ASSIGNMENT OF SMALL BUSINESS ADMIN-

ISTRATION DISASTER PLANNING RESPONSIBIL-
ITIES.—The Administrator shall specifically 
assign the disaster planning responsibilities 
described in subsection (b) to an employee of 
the Administration who— 

(1) is not an employee of the Office of Dis-
aster Assistance of the Administration; 

(2) shall report directly to the Adminis-
trator; and 

(3) has a background and expertise dem-
onstrating significant experience in the area 
of disaster planning. 

(b) RESPONSIBILITIES.—The responsibilities 
described in this subsection are— 

(1) creating and maintaining the com-
prehensive disaster response plan of the Ad-
ministration; 

(2) ensuring in-service and pre-service 
training procedures for the disaster response 
staff of the Administration; 

(3) coordinating and directing Administra-
tion training exercises, including mock dis-
aster responses, with other Federal agencies; 
and 

(4) other responsibilities, as determined by 
the Administrator. 

(c) REPORT.—Not later than 30 days after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Ad-
ministrator shall submit to the Committee 
on Small Business and Entrepreneurship of 
the Senate and the Committee on Small 
Business of the House of Representatives a 
report containing— 

(1) a description of the actions of the Ad-
ministrator to assign an employee under 
subsection (a); 

(2) information detailing the background 
and expertise of the employee assigned under 
subsection (a); and 

(3) information on the status of the imple-
mentation of the responsibilities described 
in subsection (b). 
SEC. 114. ADDITIONAL AUTHORITY FOR DISTRICT 

OFFICES OF THE ADMINISTRATION. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 7(b) of the Small 

Business Act (15 U.S.C. 636(b)) is amended by 
inserting immediately after paragraph (8), as 
added by this Act, the following: 

‘‘(9) USE OF DISTRICT OFFICES.—In the event 
of a major disaster, the Administrator may 

authorize a district office of the Administra-
tion to process loans under paragraph (1) or 
(2).’’. 

(b) DESIGNATION.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator may 

designate an employee in each district office 
of the Administration to act as a disaster 
loan liaison between the disaster processing 
center and applicants under the disaster loan 
program of the Administration. 

(2) RESPONSIBILITIES.—Each employee des-
ignated under paragraph (1) shall— 

(A) be responsible for coordinating and fa-
cilitating communications between appli-
cants under the disaster loan program of the 
Administration and disaster loan processing 
staff regarding documentation and informa-
tion required for completion of an applica-
tion; and 

(B) provide information to applicants 
under the disaster loan program of the Ad-
ministration regarding additional services 
and benefits that may be available to such 
applicants to assist with recovery. 

(3) OUTREACH.—In providing outreach to 
disaster victims following a declared dis-
aster, the Administrator shall make disaster 
victims aware of— 

(A) any relevant employee designated 
under paragraph (1); and 

(B) how to contact that employee. 
SEC. 115. ASSIGNMENT OF EMPLOYEES OF THE 

OFFICE OF DISASTER ASSISTANCE 
AND DISASTER CADRE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 7(b) of the Small 
Business Act (15 U.S.C. 636(b)) is amended by 
inserting immediately after paragraph (9), as 
added by this Act, the following: 

‘‘(10) DISASTER ASSISTANCE EMPLOYEES.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—In carrying out this sec-

tion, the Administrator may, where prac-
ticable, ensure that the number of full-time 
equivalent employees— 

‘‘(i) in the Office of the Disaster Assistance 
is not fewer than 800; and 

‘‘(ii) in the Disaster Cadre of the Adminis-
tration is not fewer than 750. 

‘‘(B) REPORT.—In carrying out this sub-
section, if the number of full-time employees 
for either the Office of Disaster Assistance or 
the Disaster Cadre of the Administration is 
below the level described in subparagraph 
(A) for that office, not later than 21 days 
after the date on which that staffing level 
decreased below the level described in sub-
paragraph (A), the Administrator shall sub-
mit to the Committee on Appropriations and 
the Committee on Small Business and Entre-
preneurship of the Senate and the Com-
mittee on Appropriations and Committee on 
Small Business of the House of Representa-
tives, a report— 

‘‘(i) detailing staffing levels on that date; 
‘‘(ii) requesting, if practicable and deter-

mined appropriate by the Administrator, ad-
ditional funds for additional employees; and 

‘‘(iii) containing such additional informa-
tion, as determined appropriate by the Ad-
ministrator.’’. 

TITLE II—DISASTER LENDING 
SEC. 201. CATASTROPHIC NATIONAL DISASTER 

DECLARATION. 
Section 7(b) of the Small Business Act (15 

U.S.C. 636(b)) is amended by inserting imme-
diately after paragraph (10), as added by this 
Act, the following: 

‘‘(11) CATASTROPHIC NATIONAL DISASTERS.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The President may 

make a catastrophic national disaster dec-
laration in accordance with this paragraph. 

‘‘(B) PROMULGATION OF RULES.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 6 months 

after the date of enactment of this para-
graph, the Administrator, with the concur-
rence of the Secretary of Homeland Security 
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and the Administrator of the Federal Emer-
gency Management Agency, shall promul-
gate regulations establishing a threshold for 
a catastrophic national disaster declaration. 

‘‘(ii) CONSIDERATIONS.—In promulgating 
the regulations required under clause (i), the 
Administrator shall establish a threshold 
that— 

‘‘(I) is similar in size and scope to the 
events relating to the terrorist attacks of 
September 11, 2001, and Hurricane Katrina of 
2005; 

‘‘(II) requires that the President declares a 
major disaster before making a catastrophic 
national disaster declaration under this 
paragraph; 

‘‘(III) requires consideration of— 
‘‘(aa) the dollar amount per capita of dam-

age to the State, its political subdivisions, or 
a region; 

‘‘(bb) the number of small business con-
cerns damaged, physically or economically, 
as a direct result of the event; 

‘‘(cc) the number of individuals and house-
holds displaced from their predisaster resi-
dences by the event; 

‘‘(dd) the severity of the impact on employ-
ment rates in the State, its political subdivi-
sions, or a region; 

‘‘(ee) the anticipated length and difficulty 
of the recovery process; 

‘‘(ff) whether the events leading to the rel-
evant major disaster declaration are of an 
unusually large and calamitous nature that 
is orders of magnitude larger than for an av-
erage major disaster; and 

‘‘(gg) any other factor determined relevant 
by the Administrator. 

‘‘(C) AUTHORIZATION.—If the President 
makes a catastrophic national disaster dec-
laration under this paragraph, the Adminis-
trator may make such loans under this para-
graph (either directly or in cooperation with 
banks or other lending institutions through 
agreements to participate on an immediate 
or deferred basis) as the Administrator de-
termines appropriate to small business con-
cerns located anywhere in the United States 
that are economically adversely impacted as 
a result of that catastrophic national dis-
aster. 

‘‘(D) LOAN TERMS.—A loan under this para-
graph shall be made on the same terms as a 
loan under paragraph (2).’’. 
SEC. 202. PRIVATE DISASTER LOANS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 7 of the Small 
Business Act (15 U.S.C. 636) is amended— 

(1) by redesignating subsections (c) and (d) 
as subsections (d) and (e), respectively; and 

(2) by inserting after subsection (b) the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(c) PRIVATE DISASTER LOANS.— 
‘‘(1) DEFINITIONS.—In this subsection— 
‘‘(A) the term ‘disaster area’ means any 

area for which the President declared a 
major disaster (as that term is defined in 
section 102 of the Robert T. Stafford Disaster 
Relief and Emergency Assistance Act (42 
U.S.C. 5122)) that subsequently results in the 
President making a catastrophic national 
disaster declaration under subsection (b)(11); 

‘‘(B) the term ‘eligible small business con-
cern’ means a business concern that is— 

‘‘(i) a small business concern, as defined in 
this Act; or 

‘‘(ii) a small business concern, as defined in 
section 103 of the Small Business Investment 
Act of 1958; and 

‘‘(C) the term ‘qualified private lender’ 
means any privately-owned bank or other 
lending institution that the Administrator 
determines meets the criteria established 
under paragraph (9). 

‘‘(2) AUTHORIZATION.—The Administrator 
may guarantee timely payment of principal 

and interest, as scheduled on any loan issued 
by a qualified private lender to an eligible 
small business concern located in a disaster 
area. 

‘‘(3) USE OF LOANS.—A loan guaranteed by 
the Administrator under this subsection may 
be used for any purpose authorized under 
subsection (b). 

‘‘(4) ONLINE APPLICATIONS.— 
‘‘(A) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Administrator 

may establish, directly or through an agree-
ment with another entity, an online applica-
tion process for loans guaranteed under this 
subsection. 

‘‘(B) OTHER FEDERAL ASSISTANCE.—The Ad-
ministrator may coordinate with the head of 
any other appropriate Federal agency so 
that any application submitted through an 
online application process established under 
this paragraph may be considered for any 
other Federal assistance program for dis-
aster relief. 

‘‘(C) CONSULTATION.—In establishing an on-
line application process under this para-
graph, the Administrator shall consult with 
appropriate persons from the public and pri-
vate sectors, including private lenders. 

‘‘(5) MAXIMUM AMOUNTS.— 
‘‘(A) GUARANTEE PERCENTAGE.—The Admin-

istrator may guarantee not more than 85 
percent of a loan under this subsection. 

‘‘(B) LOAN AMOUNTS.—The maximum 
amount of a loan guaranteed under this sub-
section shall be $2,000,000. 

‘‘(6) LOAN TERM.—The longest term of a 
loan for a loan guaranteed under this sub-
section shall be— 

‘‘(A) 15 years for any loan that is issued 
without collateral; and 

‘‘(B) 25 years for any loan that is issued 
with collateral. 

‘‘(7) FEES.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator may 

not collect a guarantee fee under this sub-
section. 

‘‘(B) ORIGINATION FEE.—The Administrator 
may pay a qualified private lender an origi-
nation fee for a loan guaranteed under this 
subsection in an amount agreed upon in ad-
vance between the qualified private lender 
and the Administrator. 

‘‘(8) DOCUMENTATION.—A qualified private 
lender may use its own loan documentation 
for a loan guaranteed by the Administrator, 
to the extent authorized by the Adminis-
trator. The ability of a lender to use its own 
loan documentation for a loan guaranteed 
under this subsection shall not be considered 
part of the criteria for becoming a qualified 
private lender under the regulations promul-
gated under paragraph (9). 

‘‘(9) IMPLEMENTATION REGULATIONS.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 1 year 

after the date of enactment of the Small 
Business Disaster Response and Loan Im-
provements Act of 2007, the Administrator 
shall issue final regulations establishing per-
manent criteria for qualified private lenders. 

‘‘(B) REPORT TO CONGRESS.—Not later than 
6 months after the date of enactment of the 
Small Business Disaster Response and Loan 
Improvements Act of 2007, the Administrator 
shall submit a report on the progress of the 
regulations required by subparagraph (A) to 
the Committee on Small Business and Entre-
preneurship of the Senate and the Com-
mittee on Small Business of the House of 
Representatives. 

‘‘(10) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Amounts necessary to 

carry out this subsection shall be made 
available from amounts appropriated to the 
Administration to carry out subsection (b). 

‘‘(B) AUTHORITY TO REDUCE INTEREST 
RATES.—Funds appropriated to the Adminis-

tration to carry out this subsection, may be 
used by the Administrator, to the extent 
available, to reduce the rate of interest for 
any loan guaranteed under this subsection 
by not more than 3 percentage points. 

‘‘(11) PURCHASE OF LOANS.—The Adminis-
trator may enter into an agreement with a 
qualified private lender to purchase any loan 
issued under this subsection.’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to disasters 
declared under section 7(b)(2) of the Small 
Business Act (631 U.S.C. 636(b)(2)) before, on, 
or after the date of enactment of this Act. 
SEC. 203. TECHNICAL AND CONFORMING AMEND-

MENTS. 
The Small Business Act (15 U.S.C. 631 et 

seq.) is amended— 
(1) in section 4(c)— 
(A) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘7(c)(2)’’ 

and inserting ‘‘7(d)(2)’’; and 
(B) in paragraph (2)— 
(i) by striking ‘‘7(c)(2)’’ and inserting 

‘‘7(d)(2)’’; and 
(ii) by striking ‘‘7(e),’’; and 
(2) in section 7(b), in the undesignated mat-

ter following paragraph (3)— 
(A) by striking ‘‘That the provisions of 

paragraph (1) of subsection (c)’’ and inserting 
‘‘That the provisions of paragraph (1) of sub-
section (d)’’; and 

(B) by striking ‘‘Notwithstanding the pro-
visions of any other law the interest rate on 
the Administration’s share of any loan made 
under subsection (b) except as provided in 
subsection (c),’’ and inserting ‘‘Notwith-
standing any other provision of law, and ex-
cept as provided in subsection (d), the inter-
est rate on the Administration’s share of any 
loan made under subsection (b)’’. 
SEC. 204. EXPEDITED DISASTER ASSISTANCE 

LOAN PROGRAM. 
(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section— 
(1) the term ‘‘immediate disaster assist-

ance’’ means assistance provided during the 
period beginning on the date on which the 
President makes a catastrophic disaster dec-
laration under paragraph (11) of section 7(b) 
of the Small Business Act (15 U.S.C. 636(b)), 
as added by this Act, and ending on the date 
that an impacted small business concern is 
able to secure funding through insurance 
claims, Federal assistance programs, or 
other sources; and 

(2) the term ‘‘program’’ means the expe-
dited disaster assistance business loan pro-
gram established under subsection (b). 

(b) CREATION OF PROGRAM.—The Adminis-
trator shall take such administrative action 
as is necessary to establish and implement 
an expedited disaster assistance business 
loan program to provide small business con-
cerns with immediate disaster assistance 
under paragraph (11) of section 7(b) of the 
Small Business Act (15 U.S.C. 636(b)), as 
added by this Act. 

(c) CONSULTATION REQUIRED.—In estab-
lishing the program, the Administrator shall 
consult with— 

(1) appropriate personnel of the Adminis-
tration (including District Office personnel 
of the Administration); 

(2) appropriate technical assistance pro-
viders (including small business development 
centers); 

(3) appropriate lenders and credit unions; 
(4) the Committee on Small Business and 

Entrepreneurship of the Senate; and 
(5) the Committee on Small Business of the 

House of Representatives. 
(d) RULES.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 1 year after 

the date of enactment of this Act, the Ad-
ministrator shall issue rules in final form es-
tablishing and implementing the program in 
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accordance with this section. Such rules 
shall apply as provided for in this section, 
beginning 90 days after their issuance in 
final form. 

(2) CONTENTS.—The rules promulgated 
under paragraph (1) shall— 

(A) identify whether appropriate uses of 
funds under the program may include— 

(i) paying employees; 
(ii) paying bills and other financial obliga-

tions; 
(iii) making repairs; 
(iv) purchasing inventory; 
(v) restarting or operating a small business 

concern in the community in which it was 
conducting operations prior to the declared 
disaster, or to a neighboring area, county, or 
parish in the disaster area; or 

(vi) covering additional costs until the 
small business concern is able to obtain 
funding through insurance claims, Federal 
assistance programs, or other sources; and 

(B) set the terms and conditions of any 
loan made under the program, subject to 
paragraph (3). 

(3) TERMS AND CONDITIONS.—A loan made 
by the Administration under this section— 

(A) shall be for not more than $150,000; 
(B) shall be a short-term loan, not to ex-

ceed 180 days, except that the Administrator 
may extend such term as the Administrator 
determines necessary or appropriate on a 
case-by-case basis; 

(C) shall have an interest rate not to ex-
ceed 1 percentage point above the prime rate 
of interest that a private lender may charge; 

(D) shall have no prepayment penalty; 
(E) may only be made to a borrower that 

meets the requirements for a loan under sec-
tion 7(b) of the Small Business Act (15 U.S.C. 
636(b)); 

(F) may be refinanced as part of any subse-
quent disaster assistance provided under sec-
tion 7(b) of the Small Business Act; 

(G) may receive expedited loss verification 
and loan processing, if the applicant is— 

(i) a major source of employment in the 
disaster area (which shall be determined in 
the same manner as under section 7(b)(3)(B) 
of the Small Business Act (15 U.S.C. 
636(b)(3)(B))); or 

(ii) vital to recovery efforts in the region 
(including providing debris removal services, 
manufactured housing, or building mate-
rials); and 

(H) shall be subject to such additional 
terms as the Administrator determines nec-
essary or appropriate. 

(e) REPORT TO CONGRESS.—Not later than 5 
months after the date of enactment of this 
Act, the Administrator shall report to the 
Committee on Small Business and Entrepre-
neurship of the Senate and the Committee 
on Small Business of the House of Represent-
atives on the progress of the Administrator 
in establishing the program. 

(f) AUTHORIZATION.—There are authorized 
to be appropriated to the Administrator such 
sums as are necessary to carry out this sec-
tion. 
SEC. 205. HUBZONES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 3(p) of the Small 
Business Act (15 U.S.C. 632(p)) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1)— 
(A) in subparagraph (D), by striking ‘‘or’’; 
(B) in subparagraph (E), by striking the pe-

riod at the end and inserting a semicolon; 
and 

(C) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(F) areas in which the President has de-

clared a major disaster (as that term is de-
fined in section 102 of the Robert T. Stafford 
Disaster Relief and Emergency Assistance 
Act (42 U.S.C. 5122)) as a result of Hurricane 

Katrina of August 2005 or Hurricane Rita of 
September 2005, during the time period de-
scribed in paragraph (8); or 

‘‘(G) catastrophic national disaster 
areas.’’; 

(2) in paragraph (4), by adding at the end 
the following: 

‘‘(E) CATASTROPHIC NATIONAL DISASTER 
AREA.— 

‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘catastrophic 
national disaster area’ means an area— 

‘‘(I) affected by a catastrophic national 
disaster declared under section 7(b)(11), dur-
ing the time period described in clause (ii); 
and 

‘‘(II) for which the Administrator deter-
mines that designation as a HUBZone would 
substantially contribute to the reconstruc-
tion and recovery effort in that area. 

‘‘(ii) TIME PERIOD.—The time period for the 
purposes of clause (i)— 

‘‘(I) shall be the 2-year period beginning on 
the date that the applicable catastrophic na-
tional disaster was declared under section 
7(b)(11); and 

‘‘(II) may, at the discretion of the Adminis-
trator, be extended to be the 3-year period 
beginning on the date described in subclause 
(I).’’; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(8) TIME PERIOD.—The time period for the 

purposes of paragraph (1)(F)— 
‘‘(A) shall be the 2-year period beginning 

on the later of the date of enactment of this 
paragraph and August 29, 2007; and 

‘‘(B) may, at the discretion of the Adminis-
trator, be extended to be the 3-year period 
beginning on the later of the date of enact-
ment of this paragraph and August 29, 2007.’’. 

(b) TOLLING OF GRADUATION.—Section 
7(j)(10)(C) of the Small Business Act (15 
U.S.C. 636(j)(10)(C)) is amended by adding at 
the end the following: 

‘‘(iii)(I) For purposes of this subparagraph, 
if the Administrator designates an area as a 
HUBZone under section 3(p)(4)(E)(i)(II), the 
Administrator shall not count the time pe-
riod described in subclause (II) of this clause 
for any small business concern— 

‘‘(aa) that is participating in any program, 
activity, or contract under section 8(a); and 

‘‘(bb) the principal place of business of 
which is located in that area. 

‘‘(II) The time period for purposes of sub-
clause (I)— 

‘‘(aa) shall be the 2-year period beginning 
on the date that the applicable catastrophic 
national disaster was declared under section 
7(b)(11); and 

‘‘(bb) may, at the discretion of the Admin-
istrator, be extended to be the 3-year period 
beginning on the date described in item 
(aa).’’. 

(c) STUDY OF HUBZONE DISASTER AREAS.— 
Not later than 1 year after the date of enact-
ment of this Act, the Comptroller General of 
the United States shall submit a report to 
the Committee on Small Business and Entre-
preneurship of the Senate and the Com-
mittee on Small Business of the House of 
Representatives evaluating the designation 
by the Administrator of catastrophic na-
tional disaster areas, as that term is defined 
in section 3(p)(4)(E) of the Small Business 
Act (as added by this Act), as HUBZones. 

TITLE III—DISASTER ASSISTANCE 
OVERSIGHT 

SEC. 301. CONGRESSIONAL OVERSIGHT. 
(a) MONTHLY ACCOUNTING REPORT TO CON-

GRESS.— 
(1) REPORTING REQUIREMENTS.—Not later 

than the fifth business day of each month 
during the applicable period for a major dis-
aster, the Administrator shall provide to the 

Committee on Small Business and Entrepre-
neurship and the Committee on Appropria-
tions of the Senate and to the Committee on 
Small Business and the Committee on Ap-
propriations of the House of Representatives 
a report on the operation of the disaster loan 
program authorized under section 7 of the 
Small Business Act (15 U.S.C. 636) for that 
major disaster during the preceding month. 

(2) CONTENTS.—Each report under para-
graph (1) shall include— 

(A) the daily average lending volume, in 
number of loans and dollars, and the percent 
by which each category has increased or de-
creased since the previous report under para-
graph (1); 

(B) the weekly average lending volume, in 
number of loans and dollars, and the percent 
by which each category has increased or de-
creased since the previous report under para-
graph (1); 

(C) the amount of funding spent over the 
month for loans, both in appropriations and 
program level, and the percent by which 
each category has increased or decreased 
since the previous report under paragraph 
(1); 

(D) the amount of funding available for 
loans, both in appropriations and program 
level, and the percent by which each cat-
egory has increased or decreased since the 
previous report under paragraph (1), noting 
the source of any additional funding; 

(E) an estimate of how long the available 
funding for such loans will last, based on the 
spending rate; 

(F) the amount of funding spent over the 
month for staff, along with the number of 
staff, and the percent by which each cat-
egory has increased or decreased since the 
previous report under paragraph (1); 

(G) the amount of funding spent over the 
month for administrative costs, and the per-
cent by which such spending has increased or 
decreased since the previous report under 
paragraph (1); 

(H) the amount of funding available for sal-
aries and expenses combined, and the percent 
by which such funding has increased or de-
creased since the previous report under para-
graph (1), noting the source of any additional 
funding; and 

(I) an estimate of how long the available 
funding for salaries and expenses will last, 
based on the spending rate. 

(b) DAILY DISASTER UPDATES TO CONGRESS 
FOR PRESIDENTIALLY DECLARED DISASTERS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Each day during a dis-
aster update period, excluding Federal holi-
days and weekends, the Administration shall 
provide to the Committee on Small Business 
and Entrepreneurship of the Senate and to 
the Committee on Small Business of the 
House of Representatives a report on the op-
eration of the disaster loan program of the 
Administration for the area in which the 
President declared a major disaster. 

(2) CONTENTS.—Each report under para-
graph (1) shall include— 

(A) the number of Administration staff 
performing loan processing, field inspection, 
and other duties for the declared disaster, 
and the allocations of such staff in the dis-
aster field offices, disaster recovery centers, 
workshops, and other Administration offices 
nationwide; 

(B) the daily number of applications re-
ceived from applicants in the relevant area, 
as well as a breakdown of such figures by 
State; 

(C) the daily number of applications pend-
ing application entry from applicants in the 
relevant area, as well as a breakdown of such 
figures by State; 
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(D) the daily number of applications with-

drawn by applicants in the relevant area, as 
well as a breakdown of such figures by State; 

(E) the daily number of applications sum-
marily declined by the Administration from 
applicants in the relevant area, as well as a 
breakdown of such figures by State; 

(F) the daily number of applications de-
clined by the Administration from appli-
cants in the relevant area, as well as a 
breakdown of such figures by State; 

(G) the daily number of applications in 
process from applicants in the relevant area, 
as well as a breakdown of such figures by 
State; 

(H) the daily number of applications ap-
proved by the Administration from appli-
cants in the relevant area, as well as a 
breakdown of such figures by State; 

(I) the daily dollar amount of applications 
approved by the Administration from appli-
cants in the relevant area, as well as a 
breakdown of such figures by State; 

(J) the daily amount of loans dispersed, 
both partially and fully, by the Administra-
tion to applicants in the relevant area, as 
well as a breakdown of such figures by State; 

(K) the daily dollar amount of loans dis-
bursed, both partially and fully, from the 
relevant area, as well as a breakdown of such 
figures by State; 

(L) the number of applications approved, 
including dollar amount approved, as well as 
applications partially and fully disbursed, 
including dollar amounts, since the last re-
port under paragraph (1); and 

(M) the declaration date, physical damage 
closing date, economic injury closing date, 
and number of counties included in the dec-
laration of a major disaster. 

(c) NOTICE OF THE NEED FOR SUPPLEMENTAL 
FUNDS.—On the same date that the Adminis-
trator notifies any committee of the Senate 
or the House of Representatives that supple-
mental funding is necessary for the disaster 
loan program of the Administration in any 
fiscal year, the Administrator shall notify in 
writing the Committee on Small Business 
and Entrepreneurship of the Senate and the 
Committee on Small Business of the House 
of Representatives regarding the need for 
supplemental funds for that loan program. 

(d) REPORT ON CONTRACTING.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 6 months 

after the date on which the President de-
clares a major disaster, and every 6 months 
thereafter until the date that is 18 months 
after the date on which the major disaster 
was declared, the Administrator shall submit 
a report to the Committee on Small Business 
and Entrepreneurship of the Senate and to 
the Committee on Small Business of the 
House of Representatives regarding Federal 
contracts awarded as a result of that major 
disaster. 

(2) CONTENTS.—Each report submitted 
under paragraph (1) shall include— 

(A) the total number of contracts awarded 
as a result of that major disaster; 

(B) the total number of contracts awarded 
to small business concerns as a result of that 
major disaster; 

(C) the total number of contracts awarded 
to women and minority-owned businesses as 
a result of that major disaster; and 

(D) the total number of contracts awarded 
to local businesses as a result of that major 
disaster. 

(e) REPORT ON LOAN APPROVAL RATE.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 6 months 

after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Administrator shall submit a report to the 
Committee on Small Business and Entrepre-
neurship of the Senate and the Committee 

on Small Business of the House of Represent-
atives detailing how the Administration can 
improve the processing of applications under 
the disaster loan program of the Administra-
tion. 

(2) CONTENTS.—The report submitted under 
paragraph (1) shall include— 

(A) recommendations, if any, regarding— 
(i) staffing levels during a major disaster; 
(ii) how to improve the process for proc-

essing, approving, and disbursing loans under 
the disaster loan program of the Administra-
tion, to ensure that the maximum assistance 
is provided to victims in a timely manner; 

(iii) the viability of using alternative 
methods for assessing the ability of an appli-
cant to repay a loan, including the credit 
score of the applicant on the day before the 
date on which the disaster for which the ap-
plicant is seeking assistance was declared; 

(iv) methods, if any, for the Administra-
tion to expedite loss verification and loan 
processing of disaster loans during a major 
disaster for businesses affected by, and lo-
cated in the area for which the President de-
clared, the major disaster that are a major 
source of employment in the area or are 
vital to recovery efforts in the region (in-
cluding providing debris removal services, 
manufactured housing, or building mate-
rials); 

(v) legislative changes, if any, needed to 
implement findings from the Accelerated 
Disaster Response Initiative of the Adminis-
tration; and 

(vi) a description of how the Administra-
tion plans to integrate and coordinate the 
response to a major disaster with the tech-
nical assistance programs of the Administra-
tion; and 

(B) the plans of the Administrator for im-
plementing any recommendation made under 
subparagraph (A). 

f 

OPEN GOVERNMENT ACT OF 2007 

On Friday, August 3, 2007, the Senate 
passed S. 849, as amended, as follows: 

S. 849 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Openness 
Promotes Effectiveness in our National Gov-
ernment Act of 2007’’ or the ‘‘OPEN Govern-
ment Act of 2007’’. 
SEC. 2. FINDINGS. 

Congress finds that— 
(1) the Freedom of Information Act was 

signed into law on July 4, 1966, because the 
American people believe that— 

(A) our constitutional democracy, our sys-
tem of self-government, and our commit-
ment to popular sovereignty depends upon 
the consent of the governed; 

(B) such consent is not meaningful unless 
it is informed consent; and 

(C) as Justice Black noted in his concur-
ring opinion in Barr v. Matteo (360 U.S. 564 
(1959)), ‘‘The effective functioning of a free 
government like ours depends largely on the 
force of an informed public opinion. This 
calls for the widest possible understanding of 
the quality of government service rendered 
by all elective or appointed public officials 
or employees.’’; 

(2) the American people firmly believe that 
our system of government must itself be gov-
erned by a presumption of openness; 

(3) the Freedom of Information Act estab-
lishes a ‘‘strong presumption in favor of dis-
closure’’ as noted by the United States Su-

preme Court in United States Department of 
State v. Ray (502 U.S. 164 (1991)), a presump-
tion that applies to all agencies governed by 
that Act; 

(4) ‘‘disclosure, not secrecy, is the domi-
nant objective of the Act,’’ as noted by the 
United States Supreme Court in Department 
of Air Force v. Rose (425 U.S. 352 (1976)); 

(5) in practice, the Freedom of Information 
Act has not always lived up to the ideals of 
that Act; and 

(6) Congress should regularly review sec-
tion 552 of title 5, United States Code (com-
monly referred to as the Freedom of Infor-
mation Act), in order to determine whether 
further changes and improvements are nec-
essary to ensure that the Government re-
mains open and accessible to the American 
people and is always based not upon the 
‘‘need to know’’ but upon the fundamental 
‘‘right to know’’. 
SEC. 3. PROTECTION OF FEE STATUS FOR NEWS 

MEDIA. 
Section 552(a)(4)(A)(ii) of title 5, United 

States Code, is amended by adding at the end 
the following: 

‘‘The term ‘a representative of the news 
media’ means any person or entity that 
gathers information of potential interest to 
a segment of the public, uses its editorial 
skills to turn the raw materials into a dis-
tinct work, and distributes that work to an 
audience. The term ‘news’ means informa-
tion that is about current events or that 
would be of current interest to the public. 
Examples of news-media entities are tele-
vision or radio stations broadcasting to the 
public at large and publishers of periodicals 
(but only if such entities qualify as dissemi-
nators of ‘news’) who make their products 
available for purchase by or subscription by 
or free distribution to the general public. 
These examples are not all-inclusive. More-
over, as methods of news delivery evolve (for 
example, the adoption of the electronic dis-
semination of newspapers through tele-
communications services), such alternative 
media shall be considered to be news-media 
entities. A freelance journalist shall be re-
garded as working for a news-media entity if 
the journalist can demonstrate a solid basis 
for expecting publication through that enti-
ty, whether or not the journalist is actually 
employed by the entity. A publication con-
tract would present a solid basis for such an 
expectation; the Government may also con-
sider the past publication record of the re-
quester in making such a determination.’’. 
SEC. 4. RECOVERY OF ATTORNEY FEES AND LITI-

GATION COSTS. 
Section 552(a)(4)(E) of title 5, United States 

Code, is amended— 
(1) by inserting ‘‘(i)’’ after ‘‘(E)’’; and 
(2) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(ii) For purposes of this section, a com-

plainant has substantially prevailed if the 
complainant has obtained relief through ei-
ther— 

‘‘(I) a judicial order, or an enforceable 
written agreement or consent decree; or 

‘‘(II) a voluntary or unilateral change in 
position by the agency, provided that the 
complainant’s claim is not insubstantial.’’. 
SEC. 5. DISCIPLINARY ACTIONS FOR ARBITRARY 

AND CAPRICIOUS REJECTIONS OF 
REQUESTS. 

Section 552(a)(4)(F) of title 5, United States 
Code, is amended— 

(1) by inserting ‘‘(i)’’ after ‘‘(F)’’; and 
(2) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(ii) The Attorney General shall— 
‘‘(I) notify the Special Counsel of each civil 

action described under the first sentence of 
clause (i); and 
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‘‘(II) annually submit a report to Congress 

on the number of such civil actions in the 
preceding year. 

‘‘(iii) The Special Counsel shall annually 
submit a report to Congress on the actions 
taken by the Special Counsel under clause 
(i).’’. 
SEC. 6. TIME LIMITS FOR AGENCIES TO ACT ON 

REQUESTS. 
(a) TIME LIMITS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 552(a)(6)(A)(i) of 

title 5, United States Code, is amended by 
striking ‘‘determination;’’ and inserting ‘‘de-
termination. The 20-day period shall com-
mence on the date on which the request is 
first received by the appropriate component 
of the agency, but in any event no later than 
ten days after the request is first received by 
any component of the agency that is des-
ignated in the agency’s FOIA regulations to 
receive FOIA requests. The 20-day period 
shall not be tolled by the agency except— 

‘‘(I) that the agency may make one request 
to the requester for information and toll the 
20-day period while it is awaiting such infor-
mation that it has reasonably requested 
from the FOIA requester; or 

‘‘(II) if necessary to clarify with the re-
quester issues regarding fee assessment. In 
either case, the agency’s receipt of the re-
quester’s response to the agency’s request 
for information or clarification ends the toll-
ing period;’’. 

(2) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by this subsection shall take effect 1 
year after the date of enactment of this Act. 

‘‘(b) COMPLIANCE WITH TIME LIMITS.— 
(1)(A) Section 552(a)(4)(A) of title 5, United 

States Code, is amended by adding at the end 
the following: 

‘‘(viii) an agency shall not assess search 
fees under this subparagraph if the agency 
fails to comply with any time limit under 
paragraph (6), provided that no unusual or 
exceptional circumstances (as those terms 
are defined for purposes of paragraphs (6)(B) 
and (C), respectively) apply to the processing 
of the request.’’. 

(B) Section 552(a)(6)(B)(ii) of title 5, United 
States Code, is amended by inserting be-
tween the first and second sentences the fol-
lowing: ‘‘To aid the requester, each agency 
shall make available its FOIA Public Liai-
son, who shall assist in the resolution of any 
disputes between the requester and the agen-
cy.’’. 

(2) EFFECTIVE DATE AND APPLICATION.—The 
amendment made by this subsection shall 
take effect 1 year after the date of enact-
ment of this Act and apply to requests for in-
formation under section 552 of title 5, United 
States Code, filed on or after that effective 
date. 
SEC. 7. INDIVIDUALIZED TRACKING NUMBERS 

FOR REQUESTS AND STATUS INFOR-
MATION. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 552(a) of title 5, 
United States Code, is amended by adding at 
the end the following: 

‘‘(7) Each agency shall— 
‘‘(A) establish a system to assign an indi-

vidualized tracking number for each request 
received that will take longer than ten days 
to process and provide to each person mak-
ing a request the tracking number assigned 
to the request; and 

‘‘(B) establish a telephone line or Internet 
service that provides information about the 
status of a request to the person making the 
request using the assigned tracking number, 
including— 

‘‘(i) the date on which the agency origi-
nally received the request; and 

‘‘(ii) an estimated date on which the agen-
cy will complete action on the request.’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE AND APPLICATION.—The 
amendment made by this section shall take 
effect 1 year after the date of enactment of 
this Act and apply to requests for informa-
tion under section 552 of title 5, United 
States Code, filed on or after that effective 
date. 
SEC. 8. SPECIFIC CITATIONS IN EXEMPTIONS. 

Section 552(b) of title 5, United States 
Code, is amended by striking paragraph (3) 
and inserting the following: 

‘‘(3) specifically exempted from disclosure 
by statute (other than section 552b of this 
title), provided that such statute— 

‘‘(A) if enacted prior to the date of enact-
ment of the OPEN Government Act of 2007, 
requires that the matters be withheld from 
the public in such a manner as to leave no 
discretion on the issue, or establishes par-
ticular criteria for withholding or refers to 
particular types of matters to be withheld; 
or 

‘‘(B) if enacted after the date of enactment 
of the OPEN Government Act of 2007, specifi-
cally cites to the Freedom of Information 
Act.’’. 
SEC. 9. REPORTING REQUIREMENTS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 552(e)(1) of title 5, 
United States Code, is amended— 

(1) in subparagraph (B)(ii), by inserting 
after the first comma ‘‘the number of occa-
sions on which each statute was relied 
upon,’’; 

(2) in subparagraph (C), by inserting ‘‘and 
average’’ after ‘‘median’’; 

(3) in subparagraph (E), by inserting before 
the semicolon ‘‘, based on the date on which 
the requests were received by the agency’’; 

(4) by redesignating subparagraphs (F) and 
(G) as subparagraphs (N) and (O), respec-
tively; and 

(5) by inserting after subparagraph (E) the 
following: 

‘‘(F) the average number of days for the 
agency to respond to a request beginning on 
the date on which the request was received 
by the agency, the median number of days 
for the agency to respond to such requests, 
and the range in number of days for the 
agency to respond to such requests; 

‘‘(G) based on the number of business days 
that have elapsed since each request was 
originally received by the agency— 

‘‘(i) the number of requests for records to 
which the agency has responded with a de-
termination within a period up to and in-
cluding 20 days, and in 20-day increments up 
to and including 200 days; 

‘‘(ii) the number of requests for records to 
which the agency has responded with a de-
termination within a period greater than 200 
days and less than 301 days; 

‘‘(iii) the number of requests for records to 
which the agency has responded with a de-
termination within a period greater than 300 
days and less than 401 days; and 

‘‘(iv) the number of requests for records to 
which the agency has responded with a de-
termination within a period greater than 400 
days; 

‘‘(H) the average number of days for the 
agency to provide the granted information 
beginning on the date on which the request 
was originally filed, the median number of 
days for the agency to provide the granted 
information, and the range in number of 
days for the agency to provide the granted 
information; 

‘‘(I) the median and average number of 
days for the agency to respond to adminis-
trative appeals based on the date on which 
the appeals originally were received by the 
agency, the highest number of business days 
taken by the agency to respond to an admin-

istrative appeal, and the lowest number of 
business days taken by the agency to re-
spond to an administrative appeal; 

‘‘(J) data on the 10 active requests with the 
earliest filing dates pending at each agency, 
including the amount of time that has 
elapsed since each request was originally re-
ceived by the agency; 

‘‘(K) data on the 10 active administrative 
appeals with the earliest filing dates pending 
before the agency as of September 30 of the 
preceding year, including the number of 
business days that have elapsed since the re-
quests were originally received by the agen-
cy; 

‘‘(L) the number of expedited review re-
quests that are granted and denied, the aver-
age and median number of days for adjudi-
cating expedited review requests, and the 
number adjudicated within the required 10 
days; 

‘‘(M) the number of fee waiver requests 
that are granted and denied, and the average 
and median number of days for adjudicating 
fee waiver determinations;’’. 

(b) APPLICABILITY TO AGENCY AND EACH 
PRINCIPAL COMPONENT OF THE AGENCY.—Sec-
tion 552(e) of title 5, United States Code, is 
amended— 

(1) by redesignating paragraphs (2) through 
(5) as paragraphs (3) through (6), respec-
tively; and 

(2) by inserting after paragraph (1) the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(2) Information in each report submitted 
under paragraph (1) shall be expressed in 
terms of each principal component of the 
agency and for the agency overall.’’. 

(c) PUBLIC AVAILABILITY OF DATA.—Section 
552(e)(3) of title 5, United States Code, (as re-
designated by subsection (b) of this section) 
is amended by adding after the period ‘‘In ad-
dition, each agency shall make the raw sta-
tistical data used in its reports available 
electronically to the public upon request.’’. 
SEC. 10. OPENNESS OF AGENCY RECORDS MAIN-

TAINED BY A PRIVATE ENTITY. 
Section 552(f) of title 5, United States 

Code, is amended by striking paragraph (2) 
and inserting the following: 

‘‘(2) ‘record’ and any other term used in 
this section in reference to information in-
cludes— 

‘‘(A) any information that would be an 
agency record subject to the requirements of 
this section when maintained by an agency 
in any format, including an electronic for-
mat; and 

‘‘(B) any information described under sub-
paragraph (A) that is maintained for an 
agency by an entity under Government con-
tract, for the purposes of records manage-
ment.’’. 
SEC. 11. OFFICE OF GOVERNMENT INFORMATION 

SERVICES. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 552 of title 5, 

United States Code, is amended by adding at 
the end the following: 

‘‘(h) There is established the Office of Gov-
ernment lnformation Services within the Na-
tional Archives and Records Administration. 
The Office of Government Information Serv-
ices shall review policies and procedures of 
administrative agencies under section 552, 
shall review compliance with section 552 by 
administrative agencies, and shall rec-
ommend policy changes to Congress and the 
President to improve the administration of 
section 552. The Office of Government Infor-
mation Services shall offer mediation serv-
ices to resolve disputes between persons 
making requests under section 552 and ad-
ministrative agencies as a non-exclusive al-
ternative to litigation and, at the discretion 
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of the Office, may issue advisory opinions if 
mediation has not resolved the dispute. 

‘‘(i) The Government Accountability Office 
shall conduct audits of administrative agen-
cies on the implementation of section 552 
and issue reports detailing the results of 
such audits. 

‘‘(j) Each agency shall— 
‘‘(1) Designate a Chief FOIA Officer who 

shall be a senior official of such agency (at 
the Assistant Secretary or equivalent level). 

‘‘(a) GENERAL DUTIES.—The Chief FOIA Of-
ficer of each agency shall, subject to the au-
thority of the head of the agency— 

‘‘(A) have agency-wide responsibility for 
efficient and appropriate compliance with 
the FOIA; 

‘‘(B) monitor FOIA implementation 
throughout the agency and keep the head of 
the agency, the chief legal officer of the 
agency, and the Attorney General appro-
priately informed of the agency’s perform-
ance in implementing the FOIA; 

‘‘(C) recommend to the head of the agency 
such adjustments to agency practices, poli-
cies, personnel, and funding as may be nec-
essary to improve its implementation of the 
FOIA; 

‘‘(D) review and report to the Attorney 
General, through the head of the agency, at 
such times and in such formats as the Attor-
ney General may direct, on the agency’s per-
formance in implementing the FOIA; and 

‘‘(E) facilitate public understanding of the 
purposes of the FOIA’s statutory exemptions 

by including concise descriptions of the ex-
emptions in both the agency’s FOIA hand-
book issued under section 552(g) of title 5, 
United States Code, and the agency’s annual 
FOIA report, and by providing an overview, 
where appropriate, of certain general cat-
egories of agency records to which those ex-
emptions apply. 

‘‘(2) Designate one or more FOIA Public Li-
aisons who shall be appointed by the Chief 
FOIA Officer. 

‘‘(b) GENERAL DUTIES.—FOIA Public Liai-
sons shall report to the agency Chief FOIA 
Officer and shall serve as supervisory offi-
cials to whom a FOIA requester can raise 
concerns about the service the FOIA re-
quester has received from the FOIA Re-
quester Center, following an initial response 
from the FOIA Requester Center Staff. FOIA 
Public Liaisons shall be responsible for as-
sisting in reducing delays, increasing trans-
parency and understanding of the status of 
requests, and assisting in the resolution of 
disputes. 

‘‘(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall take effect on the 
date of enactment of this Act.’’. 

SEC. 12. REPORT ON PERSONNEL POLICIES RE-
LATED TO FOIA. 

Not later than 1 year after the date of en-
actment of this Act, the Office of Personnel 
Management shall submit to Congress a re-
port that examines— 

(1) whether changes to executive branch 
personnel policies could be made that 
would— 

(A) provide greater encouragement to all 
Federal employees to fulfill their duties 
under section 552 of title 5, United States 
Code; and 

(B) enhance the stature of officials admin-
istering that section within the executive 
branch; 

(2) whether performance of compliance 
with section 552 of title 5, United States 
Code, should be included as a factor in per-
sonnel performance evaluations for any or 
all categories of Federal employees and offi-
cers; 

(3) whether an employment classification 
series specific to compliance with sections 
552 and 552a of title 5, United States Code, 
should be established; 

(4) whether the highest level officials in 
particular agencies administering such sec-
tions should be paid at a rate of pay equal to 
or greater than a particular minimum rate; 
and 

(5) whether other changes to personnel 
policies can be made to ensure that there is 
a clear career advancement track for indi-
viduals interested in devoting themselves to 
a career in compliance with such sections; 
and 

(6) whether the executive branch should re-
quire any or all categories of Federal em-
ployees to undertake awareness training of 
such sections. 

h 
FOREIGN TRAVEL FINANCIAL REPORTS 

In accordance with the appropriate provisions of law, the Secretary of the Senate herewith submits the following re-
ports for standing committees of the Senate, certain joint committees of the Congress, delegations and groups, and select 
and special committees of the Senate, relating to expenses incurred in the performance of authorized foreign travel: 

CONSOLIDATED REPORT OF EXPENDITURE OF FUNDS FOR FOREIGN TRAVEL BY MEMBERS AND EMPLOYEES OF THE U.S. SENATE, UNDER AUTHORITY OF SEC. 22, P.L. 95–384—22 
U.S.C. 1754(b), COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS FOR TRAVEL FROM APR. 1 TO JUNE 30, 2007 

Name and country Name of currency 

Per diem Transportation Miscellaneous Total 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

Paul Carliner: 
United Kingdom ........................................................................................ Pound ................................................... .................... 860.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 860.00 
United States ............................................................................................ Dollar .................................................... .................... .................... .................... 7,095.50 .................... .................... .................... 7,095.50 

Paul Grove: 
Singapore .................................................................................................. Dollar .................................................... .................... 208.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 208.00 
Indonesia .................................................................................................. Rupiah .................................................. .................... 566.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 566.00 
Hong Kong ................................................................................................ Dollar .................................................... .................... 444.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 444.00 
United States ............................................................................................ Dollar .................................................... .................... .................... .................... 9,284.04 .................... .................... .................... 9,284.04 

Michele Gordon: 
Singapore .................................................................................................. Dollar .................................................... .................... 208.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 208.00 
Indonesia .................................................................................................. Rupiah .................................................. .................... 566.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 566.00 
Hong Kong ................................................................................................ Dollar .................................................... .................... 444.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 444.00 
United States ............................................................................................ Dollar .................................................... .................... .................... .................... 9,284.04 .................... .................... .................... 9,284.04 

Sid Ashworth: 
Turkey ........................................................................................................ Lira ....................................................... .................... 1,330.66 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,330.66 
Germany .................................................................................................... Dollar .................................................... .................... 340.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 340.00 
Spain ......................................................................................................... Dollar .................................................... .................... 914.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 914.00 
United States ............................................................................................ Dollar .................................................... .................... .................... .................... 5,875.51 .................... .................... .................... 5,875.51 

Mary Catherine Fitzpatrick: 
Turkey ........................................................................................................ Lira ....................................................... .................... 1,330.66 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,330.66 
Germany .................................................................................................... Dollar .................................................... .................... 340.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 340.00 
Spain ......................................................................................................... Dollar .................................................... .................... 914.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 914.00 
United States ............................................................................................ Dollar .................................................... .................... .................... .................... 5,774.29 .................... .................... .................... 5,774.29 

Katherine Miriam Kaufer: 
Turkey ........................................................................................................ Lira ....................................................... .................... 1,330.66 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,330.66 
Germany .................................................................................................... Dollar .................................................... .................... 340.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 340.00 
Spain ......................................................................................................... Dollar .................................................... .................... 914.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 914.00 
United States ............................................................................................ Dollar .................................................... .................... .................... .................... 5,900.51 .................... .................... .................... 5,900.51 

Ellen Maldonado: 
Turkey ........................................................................................................ Lira ....................................................... .................... 1,330.66 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,330.66 
Germany .................................................................................................... Dolar ..................................................... .................... 340.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 340.00 
Spain ......................................................................................................... Dollar .................................................... .................... 914.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 914.00 
United States ............................................................................................ Dollar .................................................... .................... .................... .................... 5,900.51 .................... .................... .................... 5,900.51 

Senator Ted Stevens: 
France ....................................................................................................... Euro ...................................................... .................... 4,937.65 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 4,937.65 

Senator Richard Shelby: 
France ....................................................................................................... Euro ...................................................... .................... 5,118.73 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 5,118.73 

Senator Tom Harkin: 
France ....................................................................................................... Euro ...................................................... .................... 5,118.73 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 5,118.73 

Senator Barbara Mikulski: 
France ....................................................................................................... Euro ...................................................... .................... 5,118.73 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 5,118.73 

Senator Wayne Allard: 
France ....................................................................................................... Euro ...................................................... .................... 5,118.73 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 5,118.73 
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CONSOLIDATED REPORT OF EXPENDITURE OF FUNDS FOR FOREIGN TRAVEL BY MEMBERS AND EMPLOYEES OF THE U.S. SENATE, UNDER AUTHORITY OF SEC. 22, P.L. 95–384—22 

U.S.C. 1754(b), COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS FOR TRAVEL FROM APR. 1 TO JUNE 30, 2007—Continued 

Name and country Name of currency 

Per diem Transportation Miscellaneous Total 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

Bruce Evans: 
France ....................................................................................................... Euro ...................................................... .................... 5,118.73 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 5,118.73 

Charlie Houy: 
France ....................................................................................................... Euro ...................................................... .................... 5,118.73 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 5,118.73 

Sid Ashworth: 
France ....................................................................................................... Euro ...................................................... .................... 5,118.73 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 5,118.73 

Gabrielle Batkin: 
France ....................................................................................................... Euro ...................................................... .................... 5,118.73 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 5,118.73 

Gary Reese: 
France ....................................................................................................... Euro ...................................................... .................... 5,118.73 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 5,118.73 

Betsy Schmid: 
France ....................................................................................................... Euro ...................................................... .................... 5,118.73 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 5,118.73 

Brian T. Wilson: 
France ....................................................................................................... Euro ...................................................... .................... 5,118.73 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 5,118.73 

Brian Potts: 
France ....................................................................................................... Euro ...................................................... .................... 5,118.73 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 5,118.73 

Dave Schiappa: 
France ....................................................................................................... Euro ...................................................... .................... 5,118.73 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 5,118.73 

Dr. John Eisold: 
France ....................................................................................................... Euro ...................................................... .................... 5,118.73 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 5,118.73 

Terry Sauvain: 
France ....................................................................................................... Euro ...................................................... .................... 5,118.73 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 5,118.73 

Delegation Expenses* 
France ....................................................................................................... Dollar .................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 39,010.00 .................... 39,010.00 

Senator Byron Dorgan: 
Germany .................................................................................................... Dollar .................................................... .................... 475.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 475.00 
Italy ........................................................................................................... Euro ...................................................... .................... 1,430.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,430.00 
United States ............................................................................................ Dollar .................................................... .................... .................... .................... 3,074.00 .................... .................... .................... 3,074.00 

Robert L. Valeu: 
Germany .................................................................................................... Dollar .................................................... .................... 380.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 380.00 
Italy ........................................................................................................... Euro ...................................................... .................... 1,600.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,600.00 
United States ............................................................................................ Dollar .................................................... .................... .................... .................... 3,681.00 .................... .................... .................... 3,681.00 

Delegation Expenses* 
Germany .................................................................................................... Dollar .................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 475.00 .................... 475.00 
Italy ........................................................................................................... Euro ...................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 2,756.00 .................... 2,756.00 

Senator Patrick Leahy: 
Jordan ....................................................................................................... Dinar ..................................................... .................... 819.30 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 819.30 
Israel ......................................................................................................... Dollar .................................................... .................... 1,519.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,519.00 
Italy ........................................................................................................... Dollar .................................................... .................... 271.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 271.00 

Senator Thad Cochran: 
Jordan ....................................................................................................... Dinar ..................................................... .................... 819.30 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 819.30 
Israel ......................................................................................................... Dollar .................................................... .................... 1,519.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,519.00 
Italy ........................................................................................................... Dollar .................................................... .................... 521.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 521.00 

Katherine A. Eltrich: 
Jordan ....................................................................................................... Dinar ..................................................... .................... 819.30 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 819.30 
Israel ......................................................................................................... Dollar .................................................... .................... 1,519.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,519.00 
Italy ........................................................................................................... Dollar .................................................... .................... 521.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 521.00 

David Carle: 
Jordan ....................................................................................................... Dinar ..................................................... .................... 819.30 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 819.30 
Israel ......................................................................................................... Dollar .................................................... .................... 1,519.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,519.00 
Italy ........................................................................................................... Dollar .................................................... .................... 521.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 521.00 

Ed Pagano: 
Jordan ....................................................................................................... Dinar ..................................................... .................... 819.30 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 819.30 
Israel ......................................................................................................... Dollar .................................................... .................... 1,519.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,519.00 
Italy ........................................................................................................... Dollar .................................................... .................... 271.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 271.00 

Kay Webber: 
Jordan ....................................................................................................... Dinar ..................................................... .................... 819.30 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 819.30 
Israel ......................................................................................................... Dollar .................................................... .................... 1,519.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,519.00 
Italy ........................................................................................................... Dollar .................................................... .................... 521.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 521.00 

Delegation Expenses* 
Jordan ....................................................................................................... Dollar .................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 267.94 .................... 267.94 
Israel ......................................................................................................... Dollar .................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 437.90 .................... 437.90 
Lebanon .................................................................................................... Dollar .................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 351.95 .................... 351.95 

Total ..................................................................................................... ............................................................... .................... 115,894.04 .................... 55,869.40 .................... 43,298.79 .................... 215,062.23 

* Delegation expenses include payments and reimbursements to the Department of State under the authority of Sec. 502(b) of the Mutual Security Act of 1954, as amended by Sec. 22 of Pub. L. 95–384, and expenses paid pursuant to 
S. Res. 179, agreed to May 25, 1977. 

ROBERT C. BYRD,
Chairman, Committee on Appropriations, Aug. 15, 2007. 

CONSOLIDATED REPORT OF EXPENDITURE OF FUNDS FOR FOREIGN TRAVEL BY MEMBERS AND EMPLOYEES OF THE U.S. SENATE, UNDER AUTHORITY OF SEC. 22, P.L. 95–384—22 
U.S.C. 1754(b), COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES FOR TRAVEL FROM APR. 1 TO JUNE 30, 2007 

Name and country Name of currency 

Per diem Transportation Miscellaneous Total 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

Senator John McCain: 
Kuwait ....................................................................................................... Dollar .................................................... .................... 53.33 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 53.33 
Pakistan .................................................................................................... Dollar .................................................... .................... 42.67 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 42.67 
Germany .................................................................................................... Dollar .................................................... .................... 80.88 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 80.88 

Richard Fontaine: 
Kuwait ....................................................................................................... Dollar .................................................... .................... 130.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 130.00 
Pakistan .................................................................................................... Dollar .................................................... .................... 221.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 221.00 
Germany .................................................................................................... Dollar .................................................... .................... 170.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 170.00 

Michael V. Kostiw: 
Kuwait ....................................................................................................... Dollar .................................................... .................... 153.33 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 153.33 
Pakistan .................................................................................................... Dollar .................................................... .................... 260.67 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 260.67 
Germany .................................................................................................... Dollar .................................................... .................... 186.88 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 186.88 

Senator James M. Inhofe: 
Ethiopia ..................................................................................................... Birr ....................................................... .................... 543.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 543.00 
Uganda ..................................................................................................... Shilling ................................................. .................... 247.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 247.00 
Italy ........................................................................................................... Euro ...................................................... .................... 128.07 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 128.07 
France ....................................................................................................... Euro ...................................................... .................... 137.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 137.00 

Mark Powers: 
Ethiopia ..................................................................................................... Birr ....................................................... .................... 383.28 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 383.28 
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CONSOLIDATED REPORT OF EXPENDITURE OF FUNDS FOR FOREIGN TRAVEL BY MEMBERS AND EMPLOYEES OF THE U.S. SENATE, UNDER AUTHORITY OF SEC. 22, P.L. 95–384—22 

U.S.C. 1754(b), COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES FOR TRAVEL FROM APR. 1 TO JUNE 30, 2007—Continued 

Name and country Name of currency 

Per diem Transportation Miscellaneous Total 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

Uganda ..................................................................................................... Shilling ................................................. .................... 239.11 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 239.11 
Italy ........................................................................................................... Euro ...................................................... .................... 66.58 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 66.58 
France ....................................................................................................... Euro ...................................................... .................... 107.07 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 107.07 
Ireland ....................................................................................................... Dollar .................................................... .................... .................... .................... 6,672.57 .................... .................... .................... 6,672.57 

Jeremy Shull: 
Ethiopia ..................................................................................................... Birr ....................................................... .................... 347.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 347.00 

Jeremy Shull: 
Uganda ..................................................................................................... Shilling ................................................. .................... 12.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 12.00 
Italy ........................................................................................................... Euro ...................................................... .................... 205.32 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 205.32 
France ....................................................................................................... Euro ...................................................... .................... 200.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 200.00 
Ireland ....................................................................................................... Dollar .................................................... .................... .................... .................... 6,672.57 .................... .................... .................... 6,672.57 

Senator Jeff Sessions: 
Kuwait ....................................................................................................... Dollar .................................................... .................... 65.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 65.00 
France ....................................................................................................... Euro ...................................................... .................... 367.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 367.00 

Senator James M. Inhofe: 
Italy ........................................................................................................... Euro ...................................................... .................... 145.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 145.00 

Jeremy Shull: 
Italy ........................................................................................................... Euro ...................................................... .................... 145.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 145.00 

Senator E. Benjamin Nelson: 
Kuwait ....................................................................................................... Dollar .................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 78.00 .................... 78.00 
France ....................................................................................................... Euro ...................................................... .................... 445.00 .................... 25.00 .................... .................... .................... 470.00 

Christiana Gallagher: 
Kuwait ....................................................................................................... Dollar .................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 78.00 .................... 78.00 
France ....................................................................................................... Euro ...................................................... .................... 452.00 .................... 20.00 .................... .................... .................... 472.00 

David DiMartino: 
Kuwait ....................................................................................................... Dollar .................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 78.00 .................... 78.00 
France ....................................................................................................... Euro ...................................................... .................... 445.00 .................... 25.00 .................... .................... .................... 470.00 

William K. Sutey: 
United States ............................................................................................ Dollar .................................................... .................... .................... .................... 10,626.93 .................... .................... .................... 10,626.93 
Kuwait ....................................................................................................... Dollar .................................................... .................... 118.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 118.00 

Senator Claire McCaskill: 
United States ............................................................................................ Dollar .................................................... .................... .................... .................... 7,870.93 .................... .................... .................... 7,870.93 
Kuwait ....................................................................................................... Dollar .................................................... .................... 120.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 120.00 

Stephen Hedger: 
United States ............................................................................................ Dollar .................................................... .................... .................... .................... 7,870.93 .................... .................... .................... 7,870.93 
Kuwait ....................................................................................................... Dollar .................................................... .................... 128.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 128.00 

Tod Martin: 
United States ............................................................................................ Dollar .................................................... .................... .................... .................... 7,870.93 .................... .................... .................... 7,870.93 
Kuwait ....................................................................................................... Dollar .................................................... .................... 120.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 120.00 

Senator James Inhofe: 
France ....................................................................................................... Euro ...................................................... .................... 824.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 824.00 

Senator Joseph I. Lieberman: 
United States ............................................................................................ Dollar .................................................... .................... .................... .................... 9,731.00 .................... .................... .................... 9,731.00 

Senator Joseph I. Lieberman: 
United Arab Emirates ............................................................................... Dollar .................................................... .................... 1,042.00 .................... .................... .................... 138.00 .................... 1,180.00 
Jordan ....................................................................................................... Dollar .................................................... .................... 273.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 273.00 
Israel ......................................................................................................... Dollar .................................................... .................... 1,209.00 .................... .................... .................... 1,000.00 .................... 2,209.00 
Czech Republic ......................................................................................... Dollar .................................................... .................... 542.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 542.00 

Vance Serchuk: 
United States ............................................................................................ Dollar .................................................... .................... .................... .................... 9,239.94 .................... .................... .................... 9,239.94 
United Arab Emirates ............................................................................... Dollar .................................................... .................... 919.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 919.00 
Jordan ....................................................................................................... Dollar .................................................... .................... 236.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 236.00 
Israel ......................................................................................................... Dollar .................................................... .................... 1,090.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,090.00 
Czech Republic ......................................................................................... Dollar .................................................... .................... 450.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 450.00 

Frederick M. Downey: 
United States ............................................................................................ Dollar .................................................... .................... .................... .................... 9,239.94 .................... .................... .................... 9,239.94 
United Arab Emirates ............................................................................... Dollar .................................................... .................... 919.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 919.00 
Jordan ....................................................................................................... Dollar .................................................... .................... 236.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 236.00 
Israel ......................................................................................................... Dollar .................................................... .................... 1,090.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,090.00 
Czech Repubic .......................................................................................... Dollar .................................................... .................... 450.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 450.00 

Total ..................................................................................................... ............................................................... .................... 15,744.19 .................... 75,865.74 .................... 1,372.00 .................... 92,981.93 

CARL LEVIN,
Chairman, Committee on Armed Services, July 6, 2007. 

CONSOLIDATED REPORT OF EXPENDITURE OF FUNDS FOR FOREIGN TRAVEL BY MEMBERS AND EMPLOYEES OF THE U.S. SENATE, UNDER AUTHORITY OF SEC. 22, P.L. 95–384—22 
U.S.C. 1754(b), COMMITTEE ON BANKING, HOUSING, AND URBAN AFFAIRS FOR TRAVEL FROM APR. 1 TO JUNE 30, 2007 

Name and country Name of currency 

Per diem Transportation Miscellaneous Total 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

Senator Robert Bennett: 
Belgium ..................................................................................................... Euro ...................................................... .................... 372.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 372.00 

Natham Graham: 
Belgium ..................................................................................................... Euro ...................................................... .................... 360.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 360.00 

Mark Morrison: 
Belgium ..................................................................................................... Euro ...................................................... .................... 365.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 365.00 

Total ..................................................................................................... ............................................................... .................... 1,097.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,097.00 

CHRIS DODD,
Chairman, Committee on Banking, Housing and Urban Affairs, 

June 27, 2007. 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 153, Pt. 1723416 September 4, 2007 
CONSOLIDATED REPORT OF EXPENDITURE OF FUNDS FOR FOREIGN TRAVEL BY MEMBERS AND EMPLOYEES OF THE U.S. SENATE, UNDER AUTHORITY OF SEC. 22, P.L. 95–384—22 

U.S.C. 1754(b), COMMITTEE ON BUDGET FOR TRAVEL FROM APR. 1 TO JUNE 30, 2007 

Name and country Name of currency 

Per diem Transportation Miscellaneous Total 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

Scott B. Gudes: 
Switzerland ............................................................................................... Franc .................................................... .................... 1,752.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,752.00 
Turkey ........................................................................................................ Lira ....................................................... .................... 988.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 988.00 
United States ............................................................................................ Dollar .................................................... .................... .................... .................... 6,481.71 .................... .................... .................... 6,481.71 

Jay A. Khosla 
Switzerland ............................................................................................... Franc .................................................... .................... 1,752.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,752.00 
Turkey ........................................................................................................ Lira ....................................................... .................... 988.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 988.00 
United States ............................................................................................ Dollar .................................................... .................... .................... .................... 6,481.71 .................... .................... .................... 6,481.71 

David Pappone: 
Switzerland ............................................................................................... Franc .................................................... .................... 1,752.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,752.00 
Turkey ........................................................................................................ Lira ....................................................... .................... 988.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 988.00 
United States ............................................................................................ Dollar .................................................... .................... .................... .................... 6,481.71 .................... .................... .................... 6,481.71 

Total: .................................................................................................... ............................................................... .................... 8,220.00 .................... 19,445.13 .................... .................... .................... 27,665.13 

KENT CONRAD,
Chairman, Committee on U.S. Senate Budget Committee, July 11 2007. 

CONSOLIDATED REPORT OF EXPENDITURE OF FUNDS FOR FOREIGN TRAVEL BY MEMBERS AND EMPLOYEES OF THE U.S. SENATE, UNDER AUTHORITY OF SEC. 22, P.L. 95–384—22 
U.S.C. 1754(b), COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE, SCIENCE, AND TRANSPORTATION FOR TRAVEL FROM APR. 1 TO JUNE 30, 2007 

Name and country Name of currency 

Per diem Transportation Miscellaneous Total 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

Elizabeth Stewart: 
Jordan ....................................................................................................... Dollar .................................................... .................... 112.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 112.00 
United Kingdom ........................................................................................ Pound ................................................... .................... 63.93 .................... 116.58 .................... 18.58 .................... 199.09 

Total ..................................................................................................... ............................................................... .................... 175.93 .................... 116.58 .................... 18.58 .................... 311.09 

DANIEL K. INOUYE,
Chairman, Committee on Commerce, Science, and Transportation, 

July 23, 2007. 

CONSOLIDATED REPORT OF EXPENDITURE OF FUNDS FOR FOREIGN TRAVEL BY MEMBERS AND EMPLOYEES OF THE U.S. SENATE, AMENDED FROM 1ST QUARTER, UNDER AUTHORITY 
OF SEC. 22, P.L. 95–384—22 U.S.C. 1754(b), COMMITTEE ON ENERGY AND NATURAL RESOURCES—ADDENDUM TO FIRST QUARTER REPORT FOR TRAVEL FROM JAN. 1 TO 
MAR. 30, 2007 

Name and country Name of currency 

Per diem Transportation Miscellaneous Total 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

Kathryn Clay: 
Canada ..................................................................................................... Dollar .................................................... .................... 336.81 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 336.81 
United States ............................................................................................ Dollar .................................................... .................... .................... .................... 807.13 .................... .................... .................... 807.13 

Total ..................................................................................................... ............................................................... .................... 336.81 .................... 807.13 .................... .................... .................... 1,143.94 

JEFF BINGAMAN,
Chairman, Committee on Energy & Natural Resources, June 29, 2007. 

CONSOLIDATED REPORT OF EXPENDITURE OF FUNDS FOR FOREIGN TRAVEL BY MEMBERS AND EMPLOYEES OF THE U.S. SENATE, UNDER AUTHORITY OF SEC. 22, P.L. 95–384—22 
U.S.C. 1754(b), COMMITTEE ON FINANCE FOR TRAVEL FROM JAN. 1 TO MAR. 31, 2007 

Name and country Name of currency 

Per diem Transportation Miscellaneous Total 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

Senator Maria Cantwell: 
Switzerland ............................................................................................... Franc .................................................... .................... 390.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 390.00 
Greece ....................................................................................................... Euro ...................................................... .................... 186.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 186.00 

Senator Trent Lott: 
Switzerland ............................................................................................... Franc .................................................... .................... 390.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 390.00 
Greece ....................................................................................................... Euro ...................................................... .................... 186.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 186.00 

Senator Gordon Smith: 
Switzerland ............................................................................................... Franc .................................................... .................... 390.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 390.00 
Greece ....................................................................................................... Euro ...................................................... .................... 186.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 186.00 

Rob Epplin: 
Switzerland ............................................................................................... Franc .................................................... .................... 333.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 333.00 
Greece ....................................................................................................... Euro ...................................................... .................... 186.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 186.00 

Michael Meehan: 
Switzerland ............................................................................................... Franc .................................................... .................... 390.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 390.00 
Greece ....................................................................................................... Euro ...................................................... .................... 186.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 186.00 

Demetrios Marantis: 
United States ............................................................................................ Dollar .................................................... .................... .................... .................... 5,646.58 .................... .................... .................... 5,646.58 
Korea ......................................................................................................... Won ....................................................... .................... 184.48 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 184.48 
Malaysia .................................................................................................... Ringget ................................................. .................... 181.98 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 181.98 

Janis Lazda: 
United States ............................................................................................ Dollar .................................................... .................... .................... .................... 5,646.63 .................... .................... .................... 5,646.63 
Korea ......................................................................................................... Won ....................................................... .................... 188.25 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 188.25 
Malaysia .................................................................................................... Ringget ................................................. .................... 129.03 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 129.03 

Stephen Schaefer: 
United States ............................................................................................ Dollar .................................................... .................... .................... .................... 5,646.63 .................... .................... .................... 5,646.63 
Korea ......................................................................................................... Won ....................................................... .................... 108.18 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 108.18 
Malaysia .................................................................................................... Ringget ................................................. .................... 22.93 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 22.93 

Alexander Perkins: 
United States ............................................................................................ Dollar .................................................... .................... .................... .................... 5,646.58 .................... .................... .................... 5,646.58 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 153, Pt. 17 23417 September 4, 2007 
CONSOLIDATED REPORT OF EXPENDITURE OF FUNDS FOR FOREIGN TRAVEL BY MEMBERS AND EMPLOYEES OF THE U.S. SENATE, UNDER AUTHORITY OF SEC. 22, P.L. 95–384—22 

U.S.C. 1754(b), COMMITTEE ON FINANCE FOR TRAVEL FROM JAN. 1 TO MAR. 31, 2007—Continued 

Name and country Name of currency 

Per diem Transportation Miscellaneous Total 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

Korea ......................................................................................................... Won ....................................................... .................... 12.17 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 12.17 
Malaysia .................................................................................................... Ringget ................................................. .................... 106.11 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 106.11 

Peter Fischer: 
United States ............................................................................................ Dollar .................................................... .................... .................... .................... 5,646.58 .................... .................... .................... 5,646.58 
Korea ......................................................................................................... Won ....................................................... .................... 55.41 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 55.41 
Malaysia .................................................................................................... Ringget ................................................. .................... 36.60 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 36.60 

Michael Hamond: 
United States ............................................................................................ Dollar .................................................... .................... .................... .................... 5,646.63 .................... .................... .................... 5,646.63 
Korea ......................................................................................................... Won ....................................................... .................... 284.13 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 284.13 
Malaysia .................................................................................................... Ringget ................................................. .................... 57.22 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 57.22 

Barry LaSala: 
United States ............................................................................................ Dollar .................................................... .................... .................... .................... 5,646.63 .................... .................... .................... 5,646.63 
Korea ......................................................................................................... Won ....................................................... .................... 252.14 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 252.14 
Malaysia .................................................................................................... Ringget ................................................. .................... 26.70 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 26.70 

Sam Mitchell: 
United States ............................................................................................ Dollar .................................................... .................... .................... .................... 5,646.58 .................... .................... .................... 5,646.58 
Korea ......................................................................................................... Won ....................................................... .................... 155.95 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 155.95 
Malaysia .................................................................................................... Ringget ................................................. .................... 88.63 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 88.63 

Christopher Campbell: 
United States ............................................................................................ Dollar .................................................... .................... .................... .................... 5,646.63 .................... .................... .................... 5,646.63 
Korea ......................................................................................................... Won ....................................................... .................... 280.58 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 280.58 
Malaysia .................................................................................................... Ringget ................................................. .................... 135.67 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 135.67 

Hannah Smith: 
United States ............................................................................................ Dollar .................................................... .................... .................... .................... 5,646.63 .................... .................... .................... 5,646.63 
Korea ......................................................................................................... Won ....................................................... .................... 91.63 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 91.63 
Malaysia .................................................................................................... Ringget ................................................. .................... 37.02 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 37.02 

Todd Stiefler: 
Kuwait ....................................................................................................... Dollar .................................................... .................... 0.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 0.00 
Israel ......................................................................................................... Dollar .................................................... .................... 39.05 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 39.05 

Total ..................................................................................................... ............................................................... .................... 5,296.86 .................... 56,466.10 .................... .................... .................... 61,762.96 

MAX BAUCUS,
Chairman, Committee on Finance, July 25, 2007. 

CONSOLIDATED REPORT OF EXPENDITURE OF FUNDS FOR FOREIGN TRAVEL BY MEMBERS AND EMPLOYEES OF THE U.S. SENATE, UNDER AUTHORITY OF SEC. 22, P.L. 95–384—22 
U.S.C. 1754(b), COMMITTEE ON FINANCE FOR TRAVEL FROM APR. 1 TO JUNE 30, 2007 

Name and country Name of currency 

Per diem Transportation Miscellaneous Total 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

Senator Ken Salazar: 
Jordan ....................................................................................................... Dinar ..................................................... .................... 301.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 301.00 
Israel ......................................................................................................... Dollar .................................................... .................... 522.34 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 522.34 

Senator Gordon Smith: 
Jordan ....................................................................................................... Dinar ..................................................... .................... 137.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 137.00 
United Kingdom ........................................................................................ Pound ................................................... .................... 222.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 222.00 

Grant Leslie: 
Jordan ....................................................................................................... Dinar ..................................................... .................... 160.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 160.00 
Israel ......................................................................................................... Dollar .................................................... .................... 240.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 240.00 

Rob Epplin: 
Jordan ....................................................................................................... Dinar ..................................................... .................... 160.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 160.00 
Israel ......................................................................................................... Dollar .................................................... .................... 240.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 240.00 

Total ..................................................................................................... ............................................................... .................... 1,982.34 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,982.34 

MAX BAUCUS,
Chairman, Committee on Finance, July 27, 2007. 

CONSOLIDATED REPORT OF EXPENDITURE OF FUNDS FOR FOREIGN TRAVEL BY MEMBERS AND EMPLOYEES OF THE U.S. SENATE, UNDER AUTHORITY OF SEC. 22, P.L. 95–384—22 
U.S.C. 1754(b), COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN RELATIONS FOR TRAVEL FROM APR. 1 TO JUNE 30, 2007 

Name and country Name of currency 

Per diem Transportation Miscellaneous Total 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

Senator Benjamin Cardin: 
Jordan ....................................................................................................... Dinar ..................................................... .................... 337.00 .................... .................... .................... 6.00 .................... 343.00 
Israel ......................................................................................................... Sheckel ................................................. .................... 428.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 428.00 
Italy ........................................................................................................... Euro ...................................................... .................... 190.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 190.00 

Senator Norm Coleman: 
Kuwait ....................................................................................................... Dollar .................................................... .................... 95.78 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 95.78 
United States ............................................................................................ Dollar .................................................... .................... .................... .................... 8,054.34 .................... .................... .................... 8,054.34 

Senator Chuck Hagel: 
Kuwait ....................................................................................................... Dollar .................................................... .................... 160.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 160.00 
United States ............................................................................................ Dollar .................................................... .................... .................... .................... 7,624.00 .................... .................... .................... 7,624.00 

Senator Chuck Hagel: 
Jordan ....................................................................................................... Dinar ..................................................... .................... 355.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 355.00 
Israel ......................................................................................................... Dollar .................................................... .................... 366.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 366.00 
Italy ........................................................................................................... Dollar .................................................... .................... 366.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 366.00 

Senator Jim Webb: 
Japan ........................................................................................................ Yen ....................................................... .................... 425.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 425.00 
Vietnam ..................................................................................................... Dollar .................................................... .................... 912.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 912.00 
Thailand .................................................................................................... Baht ...................................................... .................... 1,755.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,755.00 
United States ............................................................................................ Dollar .................................................... .................... .................... .................... 8,900.77 .................... .................... .................... 8,900.77 

Jonah Blank: 
Laos .......................................................................................................... Dollar .................................................... .................... 525.00 .................... 118.00 .................... .................... .................... 643.00 
Vietnam ..................................................................................................... Dollar .................................................... .................... 726.00 .................... 143.36 .................... .................... .................... 869.36 
United States ............................................................................................ Dollar .................................................... .................... .................... .................... 8,632.92 .................... .................... .................... 8,632.92 

Jay Branegan: 
Nicaragua ................................................................................................. Cordoba ................................................ .................... 110.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 110.00 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 153, Pt. 1723418 September 4, 2007 
CONSOLIDATED REPORT OF EXPENDITURE OF FUNDS FOR FOREIGN TRAVEL BY MEMBERS AND EMPLOYEES OF THE U.S. SENATE, UNDER AUTHORITY OF SEC. 22, P.L. 95–384—22 

U.S.C. 1754(b), COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN RELATIONS FOR TRAVEL FROM APR. 1 TO JUNE 30, 2007—Continued 

Name and country Name of currency 

Per diem Transportation Miscellaneous Total 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

United States ............................................................................................ Dollar .................................................... .................... .................... .................... 1,413.70 .................... .................... .................... 1,413.70 
Mark Clack: 

Jordan ....................................................................................................... Dinar ..................................................... .................... 339.87 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 339.87 
Israel ......................................................................................................... Shekel ................................................... .................... 262.87 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 262.87 
Italy ........................................................................................................... Euro ...................................................... .................... 148.15 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 148.15 

Brooke Daley: 
Bangladesh ............................................................................................... Taka ...................................................... .................... 646.36 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 646.36 
United States ............................................................................................ Dollar .................................................... .................... .................... .................... 9,973.31 .................... .................... .................... 9,973.31 

Brooke Daley: 
Nicaragua ................................................................................................. Cordoba ................................................ .................... 115.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 115.00 
United States ............................................................................................ Dollar .................................................... .................... .................... .................... 1,413.70 .................... .................... .................... 1,413.70 

Isaac Edwards: 
Iceland ...................................................................................................... Krona .................................................... .................... 986.87 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 986.87 
United States ............................................................................................ Dollar .................................................... .................... .................... .................... 2,704.99 .................... .................... .................... 2,704.99 

Paul Foldi: 
Armenia ..................................................................................................... Dollar .................................................... .................... 1,044.61 .................... 65.50 .................... 477.66 .................... 1,587.77 
Kazakhstan ............................................................................................... Dollar .................................................... .................... 2,195.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 2,195.00 
United States ............................................................................................ Dollar .................................................... .................... .................... .................... 15,008.20 .................... .................... .................... 15,008.20 

Mary Locke: 
Lebanon .................................................................................................... Dollar .................................................... .................... 120.00 .................... 54.00 .................... .................... .................... 174.00 
Jordan ....................................................................................................... Dinar ..................................................... .................... 670.31 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 670.31 
United States ............................................................................................ Dollar .................................................... .................... .................... .................... 7,213.48 .................... .................... .................... 7,213.48 

Carl Meacham: 
Peru ........................................................................................................... Dollar .................................................... .................... 1,049.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,049.00 
United States ............................................................................................ Dollar .................................................... .................... .................... .................... 6,235.95 .................... .................... .................... 6,235.95 

Thomas Moore: 
Libya ......................................................................................................... Dollar .................................................... .................... 1,032.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,032.00 
United States ............................................................................................ Dollar .................................................... .................... .................... .................... 7,412.83 .................... .................... .................... 7,412.83 

Kenneth Myers, III: 
France ....................................................................................................... Euro ...................................................... .................... 300.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 300.00 
Belgium ..................................................................................................... Euro ...................................................... .................... 500.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 500.00 
United States ............................................................................................ Dollar .................................................... .................... .................... .................... 6,237.34 .................... .................... .................... 6,237.34 

Nilmini Rubin: 
Bangladesh ............................................................................................... Taka ...................................................... .................... 714.50 .................... 128.00 .................... .................... .................... 842.50 
United States ............................................................................................ Dollar .................................................... .................... .................... .................... 9,973.31 .................... .................... .................... 9,973.31 

Rexon Ryu: 
Jordan ....................................................................................................... Dinar ..................................................... .................... 372.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 372.00 
Israel ......................................................................................................... Shekel ................................................... .................... 366.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 366.00 
Italy ........................................................................................................... Euro ...................................................... .................... 366.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 366.00 

Manisha Singh: 
United Kingdom ........................................................................................ Pound ................................................... .................... 980.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 980.00 
UAE ........................................................................................................... Dollar .................................................... .................... 1,736.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,736.00 
France ....................................................................................................... Euro ...................................................... .................... 220.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 220.00 
United States ............................................................................................ Dollar .................................................... .................... .................... .................... 12,022.83 .................... .................... .................... 12,022.83 

Manisha Singh: 
Ukraine ...................................................................................................... Grievna ................................................. .................... 530.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 530.00 
Georgia ...................................................................................................... Lari ....................................................... .................... 370.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 370.00 
United States ............................................................................................ Dollar .................................................... .................... .................... .................... 6,952.00 .................... .................... .................... 6,952.00 

Jennifer Simon: 
Kosovo ....................................................................................................... Euro ...................................................... .................... 600.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 600.00 
Macedonia ................................................................................................. Dollar .................................................... .................... 305.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 305.00 
Serbia ........................................................................................................ Dollar .................................................... .................... 755.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 755.00 
United States ............................................................................................ Dollar .................................................... .................... .................... .................... 7,131.94 .................... .................... .................... 7,131.94 

Chris Stevens: 
Lebanon .................................................................................................... Dollar .................................................... .................... 306.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 306.00 
Jordan ....................................................................................................... Dollar .................................................... .................... 898.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 898.00 
United States ............................................................................................ Dollar .................................................... .................... .................... .................... 6,351.48 .................... .................... .................... 6,351.48 

Jennifer Park Stout: 
Japan ........................................................................................................ Yen ....................................................... .................... 425.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 425.00 
Vietam ...................................................................................................... Dollar .................................................... .................... 912.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 912.00 
Thailand .................................................................................................... Baht ...................................................... .................... 1,755.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,755.00 
United States ............................................................................................ Dollar .................................................... .................... .................... .................... 8,900.77 .................... .................... .................... 8,900.77 

Marik String: 
Armenia ..................................................................................................... Dollar .................................................... .................... 1,511.62 .................... 65.50 .................... 477.66 .................... 2,054.78 
Kazakhstan ............................................................................................... Dollar .................................................... .................... 2,195.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 2,195.00 
United States ............................................................................................ Dollar .................................................... .................... .................... .................... 10,534.26 .................... .................... .................... 10,534.26 

Jordan Talge: 
Kuwait ....................................................................................................... Dollar .................................................... .................... 95.78 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 95.78 
United States ............................................................................................ Dollar .................................................... .................... .................... .................... 8,059.34 .................... .................... .................... 8,059.34 

Puneet Talwar: 
Sweden ...................................................................................................... Euro ...................................................... .................... 838.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 838.00 
United States ............................................................................................ Dollar .................................................... .................... .................... .................... 7,259.04 .................... .................... .................... 7,259.04 

Tomicah Tillemann: 
Kosovo ....................................................................................................... Euro ...................................................... .................... 600.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 600.00 
Macedonia ................................................................................................. Denar .................................................... .................... 305.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 305.00 
Serbia ........................................................................................................ Dinar ..................................................... .................... 755.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 755.00 
United States ............................................................................................ Dollar .................................................... .................... .................... .................... 7,131.94 .................... .................... .................... 7,131.94 

Total ..................................................................................................... ............................................................... .................... 34,071.72 .................... 175,716.80 .................... 961.32 .................... 210,749.84 

JOSEPH R. BIDEN, Jr.,
Chairman, Committee on Foreign Relations, July 25, 2007. 

CONSOLIDATED REPORT OF EXPENDITURE OF FUNDS FOR FOREIGN TRAVEL BY MEMBERS AND EMPLOYEES OF THE U.S. SENATE, UNDER AUTHORITY OF SEC. 22, P.L. 95–384—22 
U.S.C. 1754(b), COMMITTEE ON HOMELAND SECURITY AND GOVERNMENTAL AFFAIRS COMMITTEE FOR TRAVEL FROM APR. 1 TO JUNE 30, 2007 

Name and country Name of currency 

Per diem Transportation Miscellaneous Total 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

Senator Thomas Carper: 
United States ............................................................................................ Dollar .................................................... .................... .................... .................... 9,224.09 .................... .................... .................... 9,224.09 

Wendy Anderson: 
United States ............................................................................................ Dollar .................................................... .................... .................... .................... 10,626.93 .................... .................... .................... 10,626.93 
Kuwait ....................................................................................................... Dinar ..................................................... .................... 179.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 179.00 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 153, Pt. 17 23419 September 4, 2007 
CONSOLIDATED REPORT OF EXPENDITURE OF FUNDS FOR FOREIGN TRAVEL BY MEMBERS AND EMPLOYEES OF THE U.S. SENATE, UNDER AUTHORITY OF SEC. 22, P.L. 95–384—22 

U.S.C. 1754(b), COMMITTEE ON HOMELAND SECURITY AND GOVERNMENTAL AFFAIRS COMMITTEE FOR TRAVEL FROM APR. 1 TO JUNE 30, 2007—Continued 

Name and country Name of currency 

Per diem Transportation Miscellaneous Total 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

Total ..................................................................................................... ............................................................... .................... 179.00 .................... 19,851.02 .................... .................... .................... 20,030.02 

JOSEPH LIEBERMAN,
Chairman, Committee on Homeland Security and 
Governmental Affairs Committee, July 16, 2007. 

CONSOLIDATED REPORT OF EXPENDITURE OF FUNDS FOR FOREIGN TRAVEL BY MEMBERS AND EMPLOYEES OF THE U.S. SENATE, UNDER AUTHORITY OF SEC. 22, P.L. 95–384—22 
U.S.C. 1754(b), COMMITTEE ON INTELLIGENCE FOR TRAVEL FROM APR. 1 TO JUNE 30, 2007 

Name and country Name of currency 

Per diem Transportation Miscellaneous Total 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

Paul Matulic ...................................................................................................... ............................................................... .................... 1,719.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,719.00 
Dollar .................................................... .................... .................... .................... 8,759.20 .................... .................... .................... 8,759.20 

Jennifer Wagner ................................................................................................. ............................................................... .................... 1,817.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,817.00 
Dollar .................................................... .................... .................... .................... 8,759.20 .................... .................... .................... 8,759.20 

Thomas Corcoran ............................................................................................... ............................................................... .................... 1,806.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,806.00 
Dollar .................................................... .................... .................... .................... 8,759.20 .................... .................... .................... 8,759.20 

Senator Christopher S. Bond ............................................................................. ............................................................... .................... 155.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 155.00 
Dollar .................................................... .................... .................... .................... 7,846.08 .................... .................... .................... 7,846.08 

Louis Tucker ...................................................................................................... ............................................................... .................... 155.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 155.00 
Dollar .................................................... .................... .................... .................... 7,846.08 .................... .................... .................... 7,846.08 

Senator Olympia Snowe ..................................................................................... ............................................................... .................... 51.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 51.00 
Dollar .................................................... .................... .................... .................... 7,846.08 .................... .................... .................... 7,846.08 

John Maguire ..................................................................................................... ............................................................... .................... 72.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 72.00 
Dollar .................................................... .................... .................... .................... 7,846.08 .................... .................... .................... 7,846.08 

Senator Saxby Chambliss .................................................................................. ............................................................... .................... 51.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 51.00 
Dollar .................................................... .................... .................... .................... 7,846.08 .................... .................... .................... 7,846.08 

Jennifer Wagner ................................................................................................. ............................................................... .................... 155.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 155.00 
Dollar .................................................... .................... .................... .................... 7,846.08 .................... .................... .................... 7,846.08 

John Livingston .................................................................................................. ............................................................... .................... 155.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 155.00 
Dollar .................................................... .................... .................... .................... 12,895.69 .................... .................... .................... 12,895.69 

Kathleen Rice ..................................................................................................... ............................................................... .................... 155.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 155.00 
Dollar .................................................... .................... .................... .................... 9,313.08 .................... .................... .................... 9,313.08 

Senator Orrin Hatch .......................................................................................... ............................................................... .................... 248.75 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 248.75 
Paul Matulic ...................................................................................................... ............................................................... .................... 353.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 353.00 
Daniel Jones ...................................................................................................... ............................................................... .................... 675.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 675.00 

Dollar .................................................... .................... .................... .................... 12,500.00 .................... .................... .................... 12,500.00 
Sameer Bhalotra ................................................................................................ ............................................................... .................... 688.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 688.00 

Dollar .................................................... .................... .................... .................... 12,500.00 .................... .................... .................... 12,500.00 
Senator Barbara Mikulski .................................................................................. ............................................................... .................... 1,100.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,100.00 

Dollar .................................................... .................... .................... .................... 7,075.50 .................... .................... .................... 7,075.50 
George K. Johnson ............................................................................................. ............................................................... .................... 1,100.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,100.00 

Dollar .................................................... .................... .................... .................... 7,075.50 .................... .................... .................... 7,075.50 
Todd Rosenblum ................................................................................................ ............................................................... .................... 1,465.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,465.00 

Dollar .................................................... .................... .................... .................... 9,520.21 .................... .................... .................... 9,520.21 
John Maguire ..................................................................................................... ............................................................... .................... 1,124.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,124.00 

Dollar .................................................... .................... .................... .................... 9,492.63 .................... .................... .................... 9,492.63 
Alissa Starzak .................................................................................................... ............................................................... .................... 916.23 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 916.23 

Dollar .................................................... .................... .................... .................... 10,082.91 .................... .................... .................... 10,082.91 
Senator Bill Nelson ............................................................................................ ............................................................... .................... 1,098.04 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,098.04 

Dollar .................................................... .................... .................... .................... 6,240.34 .................... .................... .................... 6,240.34 
Caroline Tess ..................................................................................................... ............................................................... .................... 1,172.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,172.00 

Dollar .................................................... .................... .................... .................... 6,539.34 .................... .................... .................... 6,539.34 
Peter Mitchell .................................................................................................... ............................................................... .................... 797.43 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 797.43 

Dollar .................................................... .................... .................... .................... 5,319.34 .................... .................... .................... 5,319.34 
Eric Rosenbach .................................................................................................. ............................................................... .................... 167.47 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 167.47 

Dollar .................................................... .................... .................... .................... 7,644.08 .................... .................... .................... 7,644.08 

Total ..................................................................................................... ............................................................... .................... 17,195.92 .................... 189,552.70 .................... .................... .................... 206,748.62 

JAY ROCKEFELLER,
Chairman, Committee on Intelligence, July 18, 2007. 

CONSOLIDATED REPORT OF EXPENDITURE OF FUNDS FOR FOREIGN TRAVEL BY MEMBERS AND EMPLOYEES OF THE US. SENATE, UNDER AUTHORITY OF SEC. 22, P.L. 95–384—22 
U.S.C. 1754(b), COMMITTEE ON ENERGY & NATURAL RESOURCES FOR TRAVEL FROM APR. 1 TO JUNE 30, 2007 

Name and country Name of currency 

Per diem Transportation Miscellaneous Total 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

Senator Jeff Bingaman: 
United States ............................................................................................ Dollar .................................................... .................... .................... .................... 7,256.56 .................... .................... .................... 7,256.56 
England ..................................................................................................... Dollar .................................................... .................... 644.20 .................... 428.00 .................... .................... .................... 1,072.20 
Belgium ..................................................................................................... Dollar .................................................... .................... 230.05 .................... 77.00 .................... .................... .................... 307.05 
France ....................................................................................................... Dollar .................................................... .................... 634.38 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 634.38 

Senator Bob Corker: 
United States ............................................................................................ Dollar .................................................... .................... .................... .................... 7,751.56 .................... .................... .................... 7,751.56 
England ..................................................................................................... Dollar .................................................... .................... 594.12 .................... 428.00 .................... .................... .................... 1,022.12 
Belgium ..................................................................................................... Dollar .................................................... .................... 224.98 .................... 77.00 .................... .................... .................... 301.98 
France ....................................................................................................... Dollar .................................................... .................... 246.14 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 246.14 

Stephen Ward: 
United States ............................................................................................ Dollar .................................................... .................... .................... .................... 7,256.56 .................... .................... .................... 7,256.56 
England ..................................................................................................... Dollar .................................................... .................... 516.04 .................... 428.00 .................... .................... .................... 944.04 
Belgium ..................................................................................................... Dollar .................................................... .................... 297.55 .................... 77.00 .................... .................... .................... 374.55 
France ....................................................................................................... Dollar .................................................... .................... 675.86 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 675.86 

Jonathan Black: 
United States ............................................................................................ Dollar .................................................... .................... .................... .................... 7,750.56 .................... .................... .................... 7,750.56 
England ..................................................................................................... Dollar .................................................... .................... 515.58 .................... 428.00 .................... .................... .................... 943.58 
Belgium ..................................................................................................... Dollar .................................................... .................... 376.53 .................... 77.00 .................... .................... .................... 453.53 
France ....................................................................................................... Dollar .................................................... .................... 728.48 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 728.48 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 153, Pt. 1723420 September 4, 2007 
CONSOLIDATED REPORT OF EXPENDITURE OF FUNDS FOR FOREIGN TRAVEL BY MEMBERS AND EMPLOYEES OF THE US. SENATE, UNDER AUTHORITY OF SEC. 22, P.L. 95–384—22 

U.S.C. 1754(b), COMMITTEE ON ENERGY & NATURAL RESOURCES FOR TRAVEL FROM APR. 1 TO JUNE 30, 2007—Continued 

Name and country Name of currency 

Per diem Transportation Miscellaneous Total 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

Total ..................................................................................................... ............................................................... .................... 5,683.91 .................... 32,035.24 .................... .................... .................... 37,719.15 

JEFF BINGAMAN,
Chairman, Committee on Energy & Natural Resources, June 29, 2007. 

CONSOLIDATED REPORT OF EXPENDITURE OF FUNDS FOR FOREIGN TRAVEL BY MEMBERS AND EMPLOYEES OF THE U.S. SENATE, UNDER AUTHORITY OF SEC. 22, P.L. 95–384—22 
U.S.C. 1754(b), COMMITTEE ON HEALTH, EDUCATION, LABOR, AND PENSIONS FOR TRAVEL FROM APR. 1 TO JUNE 30, 2007 

Name and country Name of currency 

Per diem Transportation Miscellaneous Total 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

Waxman, Sharon: 
Switzerland ............................................................................................... Franc .................................................... .................... 1,969.25 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,969.25 
United States ............................................................................................ Dollar .................................................... .................... .................... .................... 1,441.20 .................... .................... .................... 1,441.20 

Waxman Sharon: 
United States ............................................................................................ Dollar .................................................... .................... .................... .................... 2,680.69 .................... .................... .................... 2,680.69 

Total ..................................................................................................... ............................................................... .................... 1,969.25 .................... 4,121.89 .................... .................... .................... 6,091.14 

EDWARD KENNEDY,
Chairman, Committee on Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions, 

July 10, 2007. 

CONSOLIDATED REPORT OF EXPENDITURE OF FUNDS FOR FOREIGN TRAVEL BY MEMBERS AND EMPLOYEES OF THE U.S. SENATE, UNDER AUTHORITY OF SEC. 22, P.L. 95–384—22 
U.S.C. 1754(b), COMMITTEE ON VETERANS’ AFFAIRS FOR TRAVEL FROM APR. 1 TO JUNE 30, 2007 

Name and country Name of currency 

Per diem Transportation Miscellaneous Total 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

Senator Larry Craig: 
France ....................................................................................................... Euro ...................................................... .................... 309.96 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 309.96 
Italy ........................................................................................................... Euro ...................................................... .................... 1,628.30 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,628.30 
Germany .................................................................................................... Euro ...................................................... .................... 304.30 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 304.30 

Lupe Wissel: 
France ....................................................................................................... Euro ...................................................... .................... 258.43 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 258.43 
Italy ........................................................................................................... Euro ...................................................... .................... 1,309.96 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,309.96 
Germany .................................................................................................... Euro ...................................................... .................... 258.59 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 258.59 

Jonathan Towers: 
France ....................................................................................................... Euro ...................................................... .................... 258.43 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 258.43 
Italy ........................................................................................................... Euro ...................................................... .................... 1,279.84 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,279.84 
Germany .................................................................................................... Euro ...................................................... .................... 258.59 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 258.59 

Jeff Schrade: 
France ....................................................................................................... Euro ...................................................... .................... 254.27 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 254.27 
Italy ........................................................................................................... Euro ...................................................... .................... 1,279.84 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,279.84 
Germany .................................................................................................... Euro ...................................................... .................... 258.59 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 258.59 

Joan Kirchner: 
United States ............................................................................................ Dollar .................................................... .................... .................... .................... 9,420.29 .................... .................... .................... 9,420.29 
Israel ......................................................................................................... Shekel ................................................... .................... 1,047.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,047.00 
Qatar ......................................................................................................... Riyal ..................................................... .................... 561.65 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 561.65 

Catherine Henson: 
United States ............................................................................................ Dollar .................................................... .................... .................... .................... 9,061.29 .................... .................... .................... 9,061.29 
Israel ......................................................................................................... Shekel ................................................... .................... 1,047.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,047.00 
Qatar ......................................................................................................... Riyal ..................................................... .................... 561.65 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 561.65 

Andrew Billing: 
United States ............................................................................................ Dollar .................................................... .................... .................... .................... 9,061.29 .................... .................... .................... 9,061.29 
Israel ......................................................................................................... Shekel ................................................... .................... 1,047.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,047.00 

Total ..................................................................................................... ............................................................... .................... 11,923.40 .................... 27,542.87 .................... .................... .................... 50,697.86 

DANIEL AKAKA,
Chairman, Committee on Veterans’ Affairs, July 27, 2007. 

CONSOLIDATED REPORT OF EXPENDITURE OF FUNDS FOR FOREIGN TRAVEL BY MEMBERS AND EMPLOYEES OF THE U.S. SENATE, UNDER AUTHORITY OF SEC. 22, P.L. 95–384—22 
U.S.C. 1754(b), JOINT ECONOMIC COMMITTEE FOR TRAVEL FROM APR. 1 TO JUNE 30, 2007 

Name and country Name of currency 

Per diem Transportation Miscellaneous Total 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

Nan M. Gibson: 
United States ............................................................................................ Dollar .................................................... .................... .................... .................... 4,244.59 .................... .................... .................... 4,244.59 
Jordan ....................................................................................................... Dinar ..................................................... .................... 513.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 513.00 

Total ..................................................................................................... ............................................................... .................... 513.00 .................... 4,244.59 .................... .................... .................... 4,757.59 

CHARLES SCHUMER,
Chairman, Joint Economic Committee, June 26, 2007. 
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CONSOLIDATED REPORT OF EXPENDITURE OF FUNDS FOR FOREIGN TRAVEL BY MEMBERS AND EMPLOYEES OF THE U.S. SENATE, UNDER AUTHORITY OF SEC. 22, P.L. 95–384—22 

U.S.C. 1754(b), MAJORITY LEADER, FOR TRAVEL FROM APR. 1 TO JUNE 30, 2007 

Name and country Name of currency 

Per diem Transportation Miscellaneous Total 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

Marcel Lettre: 
United States ............................................................................................ Dollar .................................................... .................... .................... .................... 7,361.22 .................... .................... .................... 7,361.22 
Libya ......................................................................................................... Dollar .................................................... .................... 800.83 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 800.83 

Total ..................................................................................................... ............................................................... .................... 800.83 .................... 7,361.22 .................... .................... .................... 8,162.05 

HARRY REID,
Majority Leader, July 26, 2007. h 

MEDICARE NATIONAL COVERAGE 
DETERMINATION ON THE TREAT-
MENT OF ANEMIA IN CANCER 
PATIENTS 

Mr. WHITEHOUSE. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the Fi-
nance Committee be discharged from 
further consideration and the Senate 
now proceed to S. Res. 305. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The clerk will report the resolution 
by title. 

The assistant legislative clerk read 
as follows: 

A resolution (S. Res. 305) to express the 
sense of the Senate regarding the Medicare 
national coverage determination on the 
treatment of anemia in cancer patients. 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the resolution. 

Mr. WHITEHOUSE. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the reso-
lution be agreed to, the preamble be 
agreed to, and the motion to reconsider 
be laid upon the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The resolution (S. Res. 305) was 
agreed to. 

The preamble was agreed to. 
The resolution, with its preamble, 

reads as follows: 
S. RES. 305 

Whereas the Centers for Medicare & Med-
icaid Services issued a final Medicare Na-
tional Coverage Determination on the Use of 
Erythropoiesis Stimulating Agents in Cancer 
and Related Neoplastic Conditions (CAG– 
000383N) on July 30, 2007; 

Whereas 52 United States Senators and 235 
Members of the House of Representatives, 
representing bipartisan majorities in both 
chambers, have written to the Centers for 
Medicare & Medicaid Services expressing sig-
nificant concerns with the proposed National 
Coverage Determination on the Use of 
Erythropoiesis Stimulating Agents in Cancer 
and Related Neoplastic Conditions, issued on 
May 14, 2007, regarding the use of 
erythropoiesis stimulating agent therapy for 
Medicare cancer patients; 

Whereas, although some improvements 
have been incorporated into such final Na-
tional Coverage Determination, the policy 
continues to raise significant concerns 
among physicians and patients about the po-
tential impact on the treatment of cancer 
patients in the United States; 

Whereas the American Society of Clinical 
Oncology, the national organization rep-
resenting physicians who treat patients with 

cancer, is specifically concerned about a pro-
vision in such final National Coverage Deter-
mination that restricts coverage whenever a 
patient’s hemoglobin goes above 10 g/dL; 

Whereas the American Society of Clinical 
Oncology has written to the Centers for 
Medicare & Medicaid Services to note that 
such a ‘‘restriction is inconsistent with both 
the FDA-approved labeling and national 
guidelines’’, to express deep concerns about 
such final National Coverage Determination, 
and to urge that the Centers for Medicare & 
Medicaid Services reconsider such restric-
tion; 

Whereas such restriction could increase 
blood transfusions and severely compromise 
the high quality of cancer care delivered by 
physicians in United States; and 

Whereas the Centers for Medicare & Med-
icaid Services has noted that the agency did 
not address the impact on the blood supply 
in such final National Coverage Determina-
tion and has specifically stated, ‘‘[t]he con-
cern about the adequacy of the nation’s 
blood supply is not a relevant factor for con-
sideration in this national coverage deter-
mination’’: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That it is the sense of the Senate 
that— 

(1) the Centers for Medicare & Medicaid 
Services should begin an immediate recon-
sideration of the final National Coverage De-
termination on the Use of Erythropoiesis 
Stimulating Agents in Cancer and Related 
Neoplastic Conditions (CAG–000383N); 

(2) the Centers for Medicare & Medicaid 
Services should consult with members of the 
clinical oncology community to determine 
appropriate revisions to such final National 
Coverage Determination; and 

(3) the Centers for Medicare & Medicaid 
Services should implement appropriate revi-
sions to such final National Coverage Deter-
mination as soon as feasible and provide a 
briefing to Congress in advance of announc-
ing such changes. 

f 

REMOVAL OF INJUNCTION OF SE-
CRECY—TREATY DOCUMENT NOS. 
110–5 AND 110–6 

Mr. WHITEHOUSE. Mr. President, as 
in executive session, I ask unanimous 
consent that the injunction of secrecy 
be removed from the following treaties 
transmitted to the Senate on Sep-
tember 4, 2007, by the President of the 
United States: 1996 Protocol to Conven-
tion on Prevention of Marine Pollution 
by Dumping of Wastes, Treaty Docu-
ment No. 110–5; and Amendment to 
Convention on Physical Protection of 
Nuclear Material, Treaty Document 
No. 110–6. 

I further ask consent that the trea-
ties be considered as having been read 
the first time, that they be referred, 
with accompanying papers, to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Relations and or-
dered to be printed, and that the Presi-
dent’s messages be printed in the 
RECORD. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The messages of the President are as 
follows: 

To the Senate of the United States: 
I transmit herewith, with a view to 

receiving advice and consent, the 1996 
Protocol to the Convention on the Pre-
vention of Marine Pollution by Dump-
ing of Wastes and Other Matter (the 
‘‘London Convention’’), done in London 
on November 7, 1996. The Protocol was 
signed by the United States on March 
31, 1998, and it entered into force on 
March 24, 2006. 

The Protocol represents the culmina-
tion of a thorough and intensive effort 
to update and improve the London Con-
vention. The London Convention gov-
erns the ocean dumping and inciner-
ation at sea of wastes and other matter 
and was a significant early step in 
international protection of the marine 
environment from pollution caused by 
these activities. 

Although the Protocol and the Lon-
don Convention share many features, 
the Protocol is designed to protect the 
marine environment more effectively. 
The Protocol moves from a structure of 
listing substances that may not be 
dumped to a ‘‘reverse list’’ approach, 
which prohibits ocean dumping of all 
wastes or other matter, except for a 
few specified wastes. This approach is 
combined with detailed criteria for en-
vironmental assessment of those mate-
rials that may be considered for dump-
ing and potential dumping sites. 

The Protocol would be implemented 
through amendments to the Marine 
Protection, Research, and Sanctuaries 
Act (MPRSA), which currently covers 
London Convention obligations. There 
will not be any substantive changes to 
existing practices in the United States, 
and no economic impact is expected 
from implementation of the Protocol. I 
recommend that the Senate give early 
and favorable consideration to this 
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Protocol and give its advice and con-
sent to ratification, with the declara-
tion and understanding contained in 
Articles 3 and 10 respectively in the ac-
companying report of the Department 
of State. 

GEORGE W. BUSH.
THE WHITE HOUSE, September 4, 2007. 

To the Senate of the United States: 
I transmit herewith for Senate advice 

and consent to ratification the Amend-
ment to the Convention on the Phys-
ical Protection of Nuclear Material 
(the ‘‘Amendment’’). A conference of 
States Parties to the Convention on 
the Physical Protection of Nuclear Ma-
terial, adopted on October 28, 1979, 
adopted the Amendment on July 8, 
2005, at the International Atomic En-
ergy Agency in Vienna. I transmit also, 
for the information of the Senate, the 
Department of State report on the 
Amendment. Legislation necessary to 
implement the Amendment will be sub-
mitted to the Congress separately. 

The Amendment contains specific 
provisions to effect a coordinated 
international response to combating 
and preventing nuclear terrorism and 
ensuring global security. It will require 
each State Party to the Amendment to 
establish, implement, and maintain an 
appropriate physical protection regime 
applicable to nuclear material and nu-
clear facilities used for peaceful pur-
poses. The aims of the regime are to 
protect such material against theft or 
other unlawful taking, to locate and 
rapidly recover missing or stolen mate-
rial, to protect such material and fa-
cilities against sabotage, and to miti-
gate or minimize the radiological con-
sequences of sabotage. The Amendment 
also provides a framework for coopera-
tion among States Parties directed at 
preventing nuclear terrorism and en-
suring punishment of offenders; con-
tains provisions for protecting sen-
sitive physical protection information; 
and adds new criminal offenses that 
each State Party must make punish-
able by law. States Parties must also 
either submit for prosecution or extra-
dite any person within their jurisdic-
tions alleged to have committed one of 
the offenses defined in the Convention, 
as amended. 

This Amendment is important in the 
campaign against international nu-
clear terrorism and nuclear prolifera-
tion. I recommend, therefore, that the 
Senate give early and favorable consid-
eration to this Amendment, subject to 
the understandings described in the ac-
companying report of the Department 
of State. 

GEORGE W. BUSH.
THE WHITE HOUSE, September 4, 2007. 

f 

MEASURES READ THE FIRST 
TIME—H.R. 2419 AND H.R. 3221 

Mr. WHITEHOUSE. Mr. President, I 
understand there are two bills at the 

desk, and I ask for their first reading 
en bloc. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the bills by title. 

The assistant legislative clerk read 
as follows: 

A bill (H.R. 2419) to provide for the con-
tinuation of agricultural programs through 
fiscal year 2012, and for other purposes. 

A bill (H.R. 3221) moving the United States 
towards greater energy independence and se-
curity, developing innovative new tech-
nologies, reducing carbon emissions, cre-
ating green jobs, protecting consumers, in-
creasing clean renewable energy production, 
and modernizing our energy infrastructure, 
and to amend the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986 to provide tax incentives for the produc-
tion of renewable energy and energy con-
servation. 

Mr. WHITEHOUSE. Mr. President, I 
now ask for a second reading en bloc, 
and I object to my own request en bloc. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-
tion is heard. 

The bills will receive their second 
reading on the next legislative day. 

f 

ORDERS FOR WEDNESDAY, 
SEPTEMBER 5, 2007 

Mr. WHITEHOUSE. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that when the 
Senate completes its business today, it 
stand adjourned until 10 a.m. Wednes-
day, September 5; that on Wednesday, 
following the prayer and pledge, the 
Journal of proceedings be approved to 
date, the morning hour be deemed ex-
pired, and the time for the two leaders 
be reserved for their use later in the 
day; that there then be a period of 
morning business until 11:30 a.m. with 
Senators permitted to speak therein 
for up to 10 minutes each and that the 
time be equally divided and controlled 
between the leaders or their designees, 
with the Republicans controlling the 
first half and the majority controlling 
the final portion, and that during the 
majority’s time, Senator DORGAN be 
recognized for up to 20 minutes; that at 
11:30 a.m, the Senate resume consider-
ation of the Military Construction/Vet-
erans Affairs Appropriations Act. Fur-
ther, that on Wednesday the Senate re-
cess from 12:30 p.m. to 2:15 p.m. for the 
respective party conference meetings. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

WELCOMING BACK SENATOR 
JOHNSON 

Mr. WHITEHOUSE. Mr. President, I 
would like to announce to the Senate 
that on Wednesday, Senator JOHNSON is 
expected to return. Following the cau-
cus recess period, the Senate will con-
sider a resolution to welcome him 
back, and I would encourage Members 
to be on the floor at 2:15 p.m. 

ADJOURNMENT UNTIL 10 A.M. 
TOMORROW 

Mr. WHITEHOUSE. Mr. President, if 
there is no further business to come be-
fore the Senate today, I ask unanimous 
consent that the Senate stand in ad-
journment under the previous order. 

There being no objection, the Senate, 
at 7:20 p.m., adjourned until Wednes-
day, September 5, 2007, at 10 a.m. 

f 

NOMINATIONS

Executive nominations received by 
the Senate:

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

CHRISTOPHER A. PADILLA, OF THE DISTRICT OF CO-
LUMBIA, TO BE UNDER SECRETARY OF COMMERCE FOR 
INTERNATIONAL TRADE, VICE FRANKLIN L. LAVIN, RE-
SIGNED.

DEPARTMENT OF STATE

PAULA J. DOBRIANSKY, OF VIRGINIA, FOR THE RANK 
OF AMBASSADOR DURING HER TENURE OF SERVICE AS 
SPECIAL ENVOY FOR NORTHERN IRELAND.

PAUL E. SIMONS, OF VIRGINIA, A CAREER MEMBER OF 
THE SENIOR FOREIGN SERVICE, CLASS OF MINISTER- 
COUNSELOR, TO BE AMBASSADOR EXTRAORDINARY AND 
PLENIPOTENTIARY OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 
TO THE REPUBLIC OF CHILE.

JAMES FRANCIS MORIARTY, OF MASSACHUSETTS, A 
CAREER MEMBER OF THE SENIOR FOREIGN SERVICE, 
CLASS OF MINISTER-COUNSELOR, TO BE AMBASSADOR 
EXTRAORDINARY AND PLENIPOTENTIARY OF THE 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA TO THE PEOPLE’S REPUB-
LIC OF BANGLADESH.

DAN MOZENA, OF IOWA, A CAREER MEMBER OF THE 
SENIOR FOREIGN SERVICE, CLASS OF MINISTER-COUN-
SELOR, TO BE AMBASSADOR EXTRAORDINARY AND 
PLENIPOTENTIARY OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 
TO THE REPUBLIC OF ANGOLA.

LOUIS JOHN NIGRO, JR., OF FLORIDA, A CAREER MEM-
BER OF THE SENIOR FOREIGN SERVICE, CLASS OF MIN-
ISTER-COUNSELOR, TO BE AMBASSADOR EXTRAOR-
DINARY AND PLENIPOTENTIARY OF THE UNITED STATES 
OF AMERICA TO THE REPUBLIC OF CHAD.

DEPARTMENT OF LABOR

GREGORY F. JACOB, OF NEW JERSEY, TO BE SOLICITOR 
FOR THE DEPARTMENT OF LABOR, VICE HOWARD 
RADZELY.

DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND SECURITY

ROBERT D. JAMISON, OF VIRGINIA, TO BE UNDER SEC-
RETARY FOR NATIONAL PROTECTION AND PROGRAMS, 
DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND SECURITY, VICE GEORGE 
W. FORESMAN, RESIGNED.

IN THE AIR FORCE

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES AIR FORCE TO THE GRADE INDI-
CATED WHILE ASSIGNED TO A POSITION OF IMPORTANCE 
AND RESPONSIBILITY UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 
601:

To be lieutenant general

MAJ. GEN. EDWARD A. RICE, JR., 0000

IN THE ARMY

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE RESERVE OF THE ARMY TO THE GRADE INDI-
CATED UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 12203:

To be major general

BRIG. GEN. CHRISTOPHER A. INGRAM, 0000

IN THE NAVY

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES NAVY TO THE GRADE INDICATED 
WHILE ASSIGNED TO A POSITION OF IMPORTANCE AND 
RESPONSIBILITY UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 601:

To be admiral

VICE ADM. JONATHAN W. GREENERT, 0000

f 

CONFIRMATION

Executive Nomination Confirmed by 
the Senate Tuesday, September 4, 2007:

EXECUTIVE OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT

JIM NUSSLE, OF IOWA, TO BE DIRECTOR OF THE OFFICE 
OF MANAGEMENT AND BUDGET.

THE ABOVE NOMINATION WAS APPROVED SUBJECT TO 
THE NOMINEE’S COMMITMENT TO RESPOND TO RE-
QUESTS TO APPEAR AND TESTIFY BEFORE ANY DULY 
CONSTITUTED COMMITTEE OF THE SENATE.
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WITHDRAWALS

Executive message transmitted by 
the President to the Senate on Sep-
tember 4, 2007 withdrawing from fur-

ther Senate consideration the fol-
lowing nominations:

SCOTT A. KELLER, OF FLORIDA, TO BE AN ASSISTANT 
SECRETARY OF HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT, 
VICE STEVEN B. NESMITH, RESIGNED, WHICH WAS SENT 
TO THE SENATE ON JANUARY 9, 2007.

DAVID PALMER, OF MARYLAND, TO BE A MEMBER OF 
THE EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY COMMISSION 

FOR A TERM EXPIRING JULY 1, 2011, VICE CARI M. 
DOMINGUEZ, TERM EXPIRED, WHICH WAS SENT TO THE 
SENATE ON JANUARY 9, 2007.

CHARLES W. GRIM, OF OKLAHOMA, TO BE DIRECTOR OF 
THE INDIAN HEALTH SEVICE, DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH 
AND HUMAN SERVICES, FOR THE TERM OF FOUR YEARS. 
(REAPPOINTMENT), WHICH WAS SENT TO THE SENATE ON 
MAY 21, 2007. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES—Tuesday, September 4, 2007 
The House met at 2 p.m. and was 

called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mr. MCDERMOTT). 

f 

DESIGNATION OF THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Speaker: 

WASHINGTON, DC, 
September 4, 2007. 

I hereby appoint the Honorable JIM 
MCDERMOTT to act as Speaker pro tempore 
on this day. 

NANCY PELOSI, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 

f 

PRAYER 

The Chaplain, the Reverend Daniel P. 
Coughlin, offered the following prayer: 

‘‘Lord, open my lips and my mouth 
shall declare Your praise.’’ Breathe 
into the body of this 110th Congress of 
the United States a new spirit, fresh 
from the depths of Your own goodness, 
filled with justice for all. Recreate it 
vibrant and strong in righteousness. 

Let all speak with kindness and the 
simplicity of truth, free from illusion 
and manipulation. May their words 
unite, not cause division, and convey 
the whisper of peace to all who would 
listen. 

With their speech build bridges of un-
derstanding the essentials facing this 
Nation. Lord, may the power of Your 
Word placed in these human hearts re-
sound around the world. 

‘‘Lord, open my lips and my mouth 
shall declare Your praise,’’ both in this 
present moment of prayer and in every 
speech, both now and forever. Amen. 

f 

THE JOURNAL 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair has examined the Journal of the 
last day’s proceedings and announces 
to the House his approval thereof. 

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved. 

f 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the 
gentleman from Ohio (Mr. CHABOT) 
come forward and lead the House in the 
Pledge of Allegiance. 

Mr. CHABOT led the Pledge of Alle-
giance as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 

A GRATEFUL NATION 
(Mr. WILSON of South Carolina 

asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute.) 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr. 
Speaker, yesterday, the President vis-
ited our troops in Anbar province, Iraq. 
Along with his message of continued 
resolve to stop enemies, he brought 
with him the thoughts and prayers of a 
grateful Nation. 

We are blessed to have the new 
Greatest Generation who are sacri-
ficing to protect American families by 
promoting freedom to millions around 
the world. Their dedication to duty 
should inspire us all. We must honor 
their hard work by ensuring that they 
have our support and the resources to 
complete the mission. 

In the coming days, Congress will 
hear from General David Petraeus and 
Ambassador Ryan Crocker about condi-
tions on the ground. I hope my col-
leagues will join me in welcoming their 
recommendations and listening with an 
open mind. 

Just as our soldiers have the courage 
to stop our enemies, so should we have 
the strength to make the right deci-
sions that will ensure the safety of our 
troops and stop additional terrorist at-
tacks on America. 

In conclusion, God bless our troops, 
and we will never forget September 
11th. 

f 

PRAISING THE ASU MOUNTAIN-
EERS’ WIN OVER MICHIGAN 

(Ms. FOXX asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, I rise to sa-
lute the Appalachian State University 
Mountaineer football team on their 
upset of fifth-ranked Michigan this 
weekend in their season opener. This 
win was one of the greatest upsets in 
college football history. Before last 
Saturday’s win, no Division I-AA team 
had beaten a team ranked in the AP 
poll from 1989 to 2006. 

The Mountaineers’ win was no ordi-
nary upset. It was a down-to-the-wire 
game for the history books. The game 
hinged on the heroic field goal blocked 
by Corey Lynch with 6 seconds left 
that secured ASU’s 34–32 victory over 
one of the most storied college football 
programs in America. 

With this upset, it looks like Coach 
Jerry Moore is poised to lead the 
Mountaineers to their third straight 
national championship. 

By beating Michigan, ASU extends 
their winning streak to 15 games, the 

longest among Division I teams. But 
this victory is about more than win-
ning streaks or statistics. This is about 
the achievements of a hardworking 
championship team from a small town 
in rural North Carolina proving that 
tenacity counts. 

f 

SUPPORT THE CHARLIE NORWOOD 
CLEAR ACT OF 2007 

(Mrs. BLACKBURN asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute.) 

Mrs. BLACKBURN. Mr. Speaker, dur-
ing the district word period back in my 
State of Tennessee, I traveled, talked 
with many and listened to my con-
stituents. 

What they are wanting is people in 
Congress to solve problems. In their es-
timation, you are either part of the 
problem or part of the solution, and 
there is no in between. Yet they have 
not seen the liberal majority in this 
Congress tackle one of the most press-
ing problems of our time, that of ille-
gal immigration, which is only getting 
worse every single minute. 

That is why this week I am intro-
ducing the Charlie Norwood CLEAR 
Act of 2007. This legislation provides 
clear authority for local law enforce-
ment to enforce immigration law, and 
actually requires the Feds to remove 
and deport criminal aliens detained by 
local law enforcement officials. What a 
novel concept, deportation. 

It also sends a tough message to 
sanctuary cities by reducing Federal 
funds to those cities that provide sanc-
tuary to violent criminal aliens. 

I urge my colleagues to join me in 
supporting the Charlie Norwood 
CLEAR Act of 2007. 

f 

DEALING WITH ISSUES FACING 
AMERICA IN A BIPARTISAN MAN-
NER 

(Mr. BOEHNER asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. BOEHNER. Mr. Speaker and my 
colleagues, welcome back to Wash-
ington. Most of us were home in our 
districts over the August district work 
period and heard from our constituents 
and heard from many others. 

Clearly, as we get into the fall, there 
are a lot of very important issues that 
Congress is going to deal with. On the 
issue of what happens to Iraq, I would 
hope my colleagues would wait and lis-
ten to what General Petraeus and Ad-
miral Crocker would have to say before 
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we make up our minds and outline our 
strategy for where we are going to go. 

Secondly, the issue of spending and 
taxes is clearly going to be coming up 
in October, and I would urge all of my 
colleagues to take a real serious look 
at just how much of the American tax-
payer’s wallet we are willing to get 
into and how much we really need to 
spend. 

There are a host of other issues that 
we are going to deal with this fall, and 
I would have one more request of all of 
my colleagues: let’s listen to what the 
American people had to say over the 
August recess. Let’s find a way to 
reach our hands across the aisle and 
work in an honest way together to deal 
with what the American people expect 
of us, and that is to deal with the 
issues that face our country and to do 
it in a bipartisan way. 

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 4 of rule I, the following 
enrolled bills were signed: 

by the Speaker on Sunday, August 5, 
2007: 

S. 1927, to amend the Foreign Intel-
ligence Surveillance Act of 1978 to pro-
vide additional procedures for author-
izing certain acquisitions of foreign in-
telligence information and for other 
purposes 

by Speaker pro tempore Hoyer on 
Monday, August 6, 2007: 

H.R. 1260, to designate the facility of 
the United States Postal Service lo-
cated at 6301 Highway 58 in Harrison, 
Tennessee, as the ‘‘Claude Ramsey 
Post Office’’ 

H.R. 1335, to designate the facility of 
the United States Postal Service lo-
cated at 508 East Main Street in Sen-
eca, South Carolina, as the ‘‘S/Sgt 
Lewis G. Watkins Post Office Building’’ 

H.R. 1384, to designate the facility of 
the United States Postal Service lo-
cated at 118 Minner Avenue in Bakers-
field, California, as the ‘‘Buck Owens 
Post Office’’ 

H.R. 1425, to designate the facility of 
the United States Postal Service lo-
cated at 4551 East 52nd Street in Odes-
sa, Texas, as the ‘‘Staff Sergeant 
Marvin ‘Rex’ Young Post Office Build-
ing’’ 

H.R. 1434, to designate the facility of 
the United States Postal Service lo-
cated at 896 Pittsburgh Street in 
Springdale, Pennsylvania, as the ‘‘Ra-
chel Carson Post Office Building’’ 

H.R. 1617, to designate the facility of 
the United States Postal Service lo-
cated at 561 Kingsland Avenue in Uni-
versity City, Missouri, as the ‘‘Harriett 
F. Woods Post Office Building’’ 

H.R. 1722, to designate the facility of 
the United States Postal Service lo-
cated at 601 Banyan Trail in Boca 
Raton, Florida, as the ‘‘Leonard W. 
Herman Post Office’’ 

H.R. 2025, to designate the facility of 
the United States Postal Service lo-
cated at 11033 South State Street in 
Chicago, Illinois, as the ‘‘Willye B. 
White Post Office Building’’ 

H.R. 2077, to designate the facility of 
the United States Postal Service lo-
cated at 20805 State Route 125 in Blue 
Creek, Ohio, as the ‘‘George B. Lewis 
Post Office Building’’ 

H.R. 2078, to designate the facility of 
the United States Postal Service lo-
cated at 14536 State Route 136 in Cher-
ry Fork, Ohio, as the ‘‘Staff Sergeant 
Omer ‘‘O.T.’’ Hawkins Post Office’’ 

H.R. 2127, to designate the facility of 
the United States Postal Service lo-
cated at 408 West 6th Street in Chelsea, 
Oklahoma, as the ‘‘Clem Rogers 
Mcspadden Post Office Building’’ 

H.R. 2309, to designate the facility of 
the United States Postal Service lo-
cated at 3916 Milgen Road in Columbus, 
Georgia, as the ‘‘Frank G. Lumpkin, 
Jr. Post Office Building’’ 

H.R. 2563, to designate the facility of 
the United States Postal Service lo-
cated at 309 East Linn Street in 
Marshalltown, Iowa, as the ‘‘Major 
Scott Nisely Post Office’’ 

H.R. 2570, to designate the facility of 
the United States Postal Service lo-
cated at 301 Boardwalk Drive in Fort 
Collins, Colorado, as the ‘‘Dr. Karl E. 
Carson Post Office Building’’ 

H.R. 2688, to designate the facility of 
the United States Postal Service lo-
cated at 103 South Getty Street in 
Uvalde, Texas, as the ‘‘Dolph Briscoe, 
Jr. Post Office Building’’ 

H.R. 3006, to improve the use of a 
grant of a parcel of land to the State of 
Idaho for use as an agricultural col-
lege, and for other purposes 

H.R. 3311, to authorize additional 
funds for emergency repairs and recon-
struction of the Interstate I–35 bridge 
located in Minneapolis, Minnesota, 
that collapsed on August 1, 2007, to 
waive the $100,000,000 limitation on 
emergency relief funds for those emer-
gency repairs and reconstruction, and 
for other purposes 

f 

COMMUNICATION FROM THE 
CLERK OF THE HOUSE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Clerk of the House of 
Representatives: 

OFFICE OF THE CLERK, 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 

Washington, DC, August 7, 2007. 
Hon. NANCY PELOSI, 
The Speaker, House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR MADAM SPEAKER: Pursuant to the 
permission granted in Clause 2(h) of Rule II 
of the Rules of the U.S. House of Representa-
tives, the Clerk received the following mes-
sage from the Secretary of the Senate on Au-
gust 6, 2007, at 5:35 pm: 

That the Senate passed S. 849. 
That the Senate passed S. 163. 

With best wishes, I am, 
Sincerely, 

LORRAINE C. MILLER, 
Clerk of the House. 

f 

COMMUNICATION FROM STAFF 
MEMBER OF THE HONORABLE 
JOHN T. DOOLITTLE, MEMBER 
OF CONGRESS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from Dan Blankenburg, Dep-
uty Chief of Staff, Office of the Honor-
able JOHN T. DOOLITTLE, Member of 
Congress: 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, DC, August 13, 2007. 

Hon. NANCY PELOSI, 
Speaker, House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR MADAM SPEAKER: This is to formally 
notify you pursuant to Rule VIII of the Rules 
of the House of Representatives that I have 
been served with a grand jury subpoena for 
testimony issued by the U.S. District Court 
for the District of Columbia. 

After consulting with the Office of General 
Counsel, I will make the determinations re-
quired by Rule VIII. 

Sincerely, 
DAN BLANKENBURG, 

Deputy Chief of Staff. 

f 

COMMUNICATION FROM STAFF 
MEMBER OF THE HONORABLE 
JOHN T. DOOLITTLE, MEMBER 
OF CONGRESS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from Ron Rogers, Chief of 
Staff, Office of the Honorable JOHN T. 
DOOLITTLE, Member of Congress: 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, DC, August 13, 2007. 

Hon. NANCY PELOSI, 
Speaker, House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR MADAM SPEAKER: This is to formally 
notify you pursuant to Rule VIII of the Rules 
of the House of Representatives that I have 
been served with a grand jury subpoena for 
testimony issued by the U.S. District Court 
for the District of Columbia. 

After consulting with the Office of General 
Counsel, I will make the determinations re-
quired by Rule VIII. 

Sincerely, 
RON ROGERS, 

Chief of Staff. 

f 

COMMUNICATION FROM STAFF 
MEMBER OF THE HONORABLE 
PHIL ENGLISH, MEMBER OF CON-
GRESS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from Regina Smith, District 
Director, Office of the Honorable PHIL 
ENGLISH, Member of Congress: 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, DC, August 13, 2007. 

Hon. NANCY PELOSI, 
Speaker, House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR MADAM SPEAKER: This is to formally 
notify you pursuant to Rule VIII of the Rules 
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of the House that I have been served with a 
trial subpoena for testimony issued by the 
United States District Court for the South-
ern District of Florida. 

After consultation with the Office of Gen-
eral Counsel, I have determined that compli-
ance with the subpoena is consistent with 
the privileges and rights of the House. 

Sincerely, 
REGINA SMITH, 
District Director for 

Congressman Phil English (PA–03). 

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the Chair 
will postpone further proceedings 
today on motions to suspend the rules 
on which a recorded vote or the yeas 
and nays are ordered, or on which the 
vote is objected to under clause 6 of 
rule XX. 

Record votes on postponed questions 
will be taken after 6:30 p.m. today. 

f 

MINORITY SERVING INSTITUTION 
DIGITAL AND WIRELESS TECH-
NOLOGY OPPORTUNITY ACT OF 
2007 

Mr. BAIRD. Mr. Speaker, I move to 
suspend the rules and pass the bill 
(H.R. 694) to establish a digital and 
wireless network technology program, 
and for other purposes, as amended. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 694 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Minority 
Serving Institution Digital and Wireless 
Technology Opportunity Act of 2007’’. 
SEC. 2. ESTABLISHMENT OF PROGRAM. 

Section 5 of the Stevenson-Wydler Tech-
nology Innovation Act of 1980 (15 U.S.C. 3704) 
is amended by inserting the following after 
subsection (b): 

‘‘(c) MINORITY SERVING INSTITUTION DIG-
ITAL AND WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY OPPOR-
TUNITY PROGRAM.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall es-
tablish a Minority Serving Institution Dig-
ital and Wireless Technology Opportunity 
Program to assist eligible institutions in ac-
quiring, and augmenting their use of, digital 
and wireless networking technologies to im-
prove the quality and delivery of educational 
services at eligible institutions. 

‘‘(2) AUTHORIZED ACTIVITIES.—An eligible 
institution may use a grant, cooperative 
agreement, or contract awarded under this 
subsection— 

‘‘(A) to acquire equipment, instrumenta-
tion, networking capability, hardware and 
software, digital network technology, wire-
less technology, and infrastructure to fur-
ther the objective of the Program described 
in paragraph (1); 

‘‘(B) to develop and provide training, edu-
cation, and professional development pro-
grams, including faculty development, to in-
crease the use of, and usefulness of, digital 
and wireless networking technology; 

‘‘(C) to provide teacher education, includ-
ing the provision of preservice teacher train-

ing and in-service professional development 
at eligible institutions, library and media 
specialist training, and preschool and teach-
er aid certification to individuals who seek 
to acquire or enhance technology skills in 
order to use digital and wireless networking 
technology in the classroom or instructional 
process, including instruction in science, 
mathematics, engineering, and technology 
subjects; 

‘‘(D) to obtain capacity-building technical 
assistance, including through remote tech-
nical support, technical assistance work-
shops, and distance learning services; and 

‘‘(E) to foster the use of digital and wire-
less networking technology to improve re-
search and education, including scientific, 
mathematics, engineering, and technology 
instruction. 

‘‘(3) APPLICATION AND REVIEW PROCE-
DURES.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—To be eligible to receive 
a grant, cooperative agreement, or contract 
under this subsection, an eligible institution 
shall submit an application to the Secretary 
at such time, in such manner, and con-
taining such information as the Secretary 
may require. Such application, at a min-
imum, shall include a description of how the 
funds will be used, including a description of 
any digital and wireless networking tech-
nology to be acquired, and a description of 
how the institution will ensure that digital 
and wireless networking will be made acces-
sible to, and employed by, students, faculty, 
and administrators. The Secretary, con-
sistent with subparagraph (C) and in con-
sultation with the advisory council estab-
lished under subparagraph (B), shall estab-
lish procedures to review such applications. 
The Secretary shall publish the application 
requirements and review criteria in the Fed-
eral Register, along with a statement de-
scribing the availability of funds. 

‘‘(B) ADVISORY COUNCIL.—The Secretary 
shall establish an advisory council to advise 
the Secretary on the best approaches to en-
courage maximum participation by eligible 
institutions in the program established 
under paragraph (1), and on the procedures 
to review proposals submitted to the pro-
gram. In selecting the members of the advi-
sory council, the Secretary shall consult 
with representatives of appropriate organiza-
tions, including representatives of eligible 
institutions, to ensure that the membership 
of the advisory council includes representa-
tives of minority businesses and eligible in-
stitution communities. The Secretary shall 
also consult with experts in digital and wire-
less networking technology to ensure that 
such expertise is represented on the advisory 
council. 

‘‘(C) REVIEW PANELS.—Each application 
submitted under this subsection by an eligi-
ble institution shall be reviewed by a panel 
of individuals selected by the Secretary to 
judge the quality and merit of the proposal, 
including the extent to which the eligible in-
stitution can effectively and successfully 
utilize the proposed grant, cooperative 
agreement, or contract to carry out the pro-
gram described in paragraph (1). The Sec-
retary shall ensure that the review panels in-
clude representatives of minority serving in-
stitutions and others who are knowledgeable 
about eligible institutions and technology 
issues. The Secretary shall ensure that no 
individual assigned under this subsection to 
review any application has a conflict of in-
terest with regard to that application. The 
Secretary shall take into consideration the 
recommendations of the review panel in de-
termining whether to award a grant, cooper-

ative agreement, or contract to an eligible 
institution. 

‘‘(D) INFORMATION DISSEMINATION.—The 
Secretary shall convene an annual meeting 
of eligible institutions receiving grants, co-
operative agreements, or contracts under 
this subsection to foster collaboration and 
capacity-building activities among eligible 
institutions. 

‘‘(E) MATCHING REQUIREMENT.—The Sec-
retary may not award a grant, cooperative 
agreement, or contract to an eligible institu-
tion under this subsection unless such insti-
tution agrees that, with respect to the costs 
incurred by the institution in carrying out 
the program for which the grant, cooperative 
agreement, or contract was awarded, such 
institution shall make available, directly, or 
through donations from public or private en-
tities, non-Federal contributions in an 
amount equal to one-quarter of the grant, 
cooperative agreement, or contract awarded 
by the Secretary, or $500,000, whichever is 
the lesser amount. The Secretary shall waive 
the matching requirement for any institu-
tion or consortium with no endowment, or 
an endowment that has a current dollar 
value lower than $50,000,000. 

‘‘(F) AWARDS.— 
‘‘(i) LIMITATION.—An eligible institution 

that receives a grant, cooperative agree-
ment, or contract under this subsection that 
exceeds $2,500,000 shall not be eligible to re-
ceive another grant, cooperative agreement, 
or contract. 

‘‘(ii) CONSORTIA.—Grants, cooperative 
agreements, and contracts may only be 
awarded to eligible institutions. Eligible in-
stitutions may seek funding under this sub-
section for consortia which may include 
other eligible institutions, a State or a State 
education agency, local education agencies, 
institutions of higher education, commu-
nity-based organizations, national nonprofit 
organizations, or businesses, including mi-
nority businesses. 

‘‘(iii) PLANNING GRANTS.—The Secretary 
may provide funds to develop strategic plans 
to implement such grants, cooperative 
agreements, or contracts. 

‘‘(iv) INSTITUTIONAL DIVERSITY.—In award-
ing grants, cooperative agreements, and con-
tracts to eligible institutions, the Secretary 
shall ensure, to the extent practicable, that 
awards are made to all types of institutions 
eligible for assistance under this subsection. 

‘‘(v) NEED.—In awarding funds under this 
subsection, the Secretary shall give priority 
to the institution with the greatest dem-
onstrated need for assistance. 

‘‘(G) ANNUAL REPORT AND EVALUATION.— 
‘‘(i) ANNUAL REPORT REQUIRED FROM RECIPI-

ENTS.—Each institution that receives a 
grant, cooperative agreement, or contract 
awarded under this subsection shall provide 
an annual report to the Secretary on its use 
of the grant, cooperative agreement, or con-
tract. 

‘‘(ii) INDEPENDENT ASSESSMENT.—Not later 
than 6 months after the date of enactment of 
this subsection, the Secretary shall enter 
into a contract with the National Academy 
of Public Administration to conduct periodic 
assessments of the program. The Assess-
ments shall be conducted once every 3 years 
during the 10-year period following the en-
actment of this subsection. The assessments 
shall include an evaluation of the effective-
ness of the program in improving the edu-
cation and training of students, faculty and 
staff at eligible institutions that have been 
awarded grants, cooperative agreements, or 
contracts under the program; an evaluation 
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of the effectiveness of the program in im-
proving access to, and familiarity with, dig-
ital and wireless networking technology for 
students, faculty, and staff at all eligible in-
stitutions; an evaluation of the procedures 
established under paragraph (3)(A); and rec-
ommendations for improving the program, 
including recommendations concerning the 
continuing need for Federal support. In car-
rying out its assessments, the National 
Academy of Public Administration shall re-
view the reports submitted to the Secretary 
under clause (i). 

‘‘(iii) REPORT TO CONGRESS.—Upon comple-
tion of each independent assessment carried 
out under clause (ii), the Secretary shall 
transmit the assessment to Congress along 
with a summary of the Secretary’s plans, if 
any, to implement the recommendations of 
the National Academy of Public Administra-
tion. 

‘‘(H) DEFINITIONS.—In this subsection: 
‘‘(i) DIGITAL AND WIRELESS NETWORKING 

TECHNOLOGY.—The term ‘digital and wireless 
networking technology’ means computer and 
communications equipment and software 
that facilitates the transmission of informa-
tion in a digital format. 

‘‘(ii) ELIGIBLE INSTITUTION.—The term ‘eli-
gible institution’ means an institution that 
is— 

‘‘(I) a historically Black college or univer-
sity that is a part B institution, as defined in 
section 322(2) of the Higher Education Act of 
1965 (20 U.S.C. 1061(2)), an institution de-
scribed in section 326(e)(1)(A), (B), or (C) of 
that Act (20 U.S.C. 1063b(e)(1)(A), (B), or (C)), 
or a consortium of institutions described in 
this subparagraph; 

‘‘(II) a Hispanic-serving institution, as de-
fined in section 502(a)(5) of the Higher Edu-
cation Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 1101a(a)(5)); 

‘‘(III) a tribally controlled college or uni-
versity, as defined in section 316(b)(3) of the 
Higher Education Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 
1059c(b)(3)); 

‘‘(IV) an Alaska Native-serving institution 
under section 317(b) of the Higher Education 
Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 1059d(b)); 

‘‘(V) a Native Hawaiian-serving institution 
under section 317(b) of the Higher Education 
Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 1059d(b)); or 

‘‘(VI) an institution of higher education (as 
defined in section 365 of the Higher Edu-
cation Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 1067k)) with an 
enrollment of needy students (as defined in 
section 312(d) of the Higher Education Act of 
1965 (20 U.S.C. 1058(d)). 

‘‘(iii) INSTITUTION OF HIGHER EDUCATION.— 
The term ‘institution of higher education’ 
has the meaning given the term in section 
101 of the Higher Education Act of 1965 (20 
U.S.C. 1001). 

‘‘(iv) LOCAL EDUCATIONAL AGENCY.—The 
term ‘local educational agency’ has the 
meaning given the term in section 9101 of the 
Elementary and Secondary Education Act of 
1965 (20 U.S.C. 7801). 

‘‘(v) MINORITY BUSINESS.—The term ‘minor-
ity business’ includes HUBZone small busi-
ness concerns (as defined in section 3(p) of 
the Small Business Act (15 U.S.C. 632(p)). 

‘‘(vi) MINORITY INDIVIDUAL.—The term ‘mi-
nority individual’ means an American In-
dian, Alaskan Native, Black (not of Hispanic 
origin), Hispanic (including persons of Mexi-
can, Puerto Rican, Cuban and Central or 
South American origin), or Pacific Islander 
individual. 

‘‘(vii) STATE.—The term ‘State’ has the 
meaning given the term in section 9101 of the 
Elementary and Secondary Education Act of 
1965 (20 U.S.C. 7801). 

‘‘(viii) STATE EDUCATIONAL AGENCY.—The 
term ‘State educational agency’ has the 

meaning given the term in section 9101 of the 
Elementary and Secondary Education Act of 
1965 (20 U.S.C. 7801).’’. 
SEC. 3. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 

There are authorized to be appropriated to 
the Secretary of Commerce to carry out sec-
tion 5(c) of the Stevenson-Wydler Tech-
nology Innovation Act of 1980— 

(1) $250,000,000 for fiscal year 2008; and 
(2) such sums as may be necessary for each 

of the fiscal years 2009 through 2012. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Washington (Mr. BAIRD) and the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. HALL) each 
will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Washington. 

b 1415 
GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. BAIRD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent that all Members may 
have 5 legislative days to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and to include ex-
traneous material on H.R. 694, the bill 
now under consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Washington? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. BAIRD. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-

self such time as I may consume. 
I rise in support of H.R. 694, the Mi-

nority Serving Institution Digital and 
Wireless Opportunity Act of 2007. 

This bill creates a program to im-
prove computer networks at minority- 
serving educational institutions. The 
program will award cost-shared grants 
to eligible campuses to buy networking 
equipment and train students and 
teachers in how to use it. The grants 
will be awarded by the Secretary of 
Commerce, and the program will be re-
viewed by the National Academy of 
Public Administration every 3 years. 

In today’s digital world, computer 
networks are a key part of the edu-
cational experience. But many cam-
puses, especially minority-serving in-
stitutions, do not have the resources to 
build those networks on their own. 
That hurts the students and makes 
them less prepared to find jobs when 
they graduate. H.R. 694 will help fix 
that problem and enable many stu-
dents to get the skills they need to 
compete in the digital economy. I urge 
my colleagues to support the bill. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. HALL of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise today on H.R. 694, the Minority 
Serving Institution Digital and Wire-
less Technology Opportunity Act of 
2007, and I yield myself such time as I 
may consume. 

The legislation has been an initiative 
of my colleague, Mr. FORBES, for sev-
eral years and I congratulate him and 
Representative TOWNS and my col-
league, Representative JOHNSON, on 
getting the legislation brought to the 
floor for a vote. 

The bill requires the Secretary to es-
tablish a program to provide grants to 

increase the use of digital and wireless 
networking technology for institutions 
of higher education that primarily 
serve minorities. 

Having been on the board of a minor-
ity institution in Texas for many 
years, I like the intent of the legisla-
tion and I want to say a few words 
about it. The grants may be used for 
training, education and professional 
development programs to increase the 
use of digital and wireless technology 
or to obtain capacity-building tech-
nical assistance and distance learning 
services. 

Additionally, the grants may be used 
to foster the use of digital and wireless 
networking technology to improve re-
search and education, including sci-
entific mathematics, engineering and 
technology instruction. 

H.R. 694 will help to provide grants to 
promote crucial development and edu-
cational programs for minority-serving 
institutions. It will help to ensure that 
minority students will not fall behind 
in education on critical digital and 
wireless networking technology. It will 
also help to ensure access to the tech-
nology and the training programs on 
the use of these technologies. 

While I am a longtime supporter of 
grants to improve education and train-
ing on digital and wireless networking 
technology, and I commend my col-
leagues on this very important initia-
tive, I would be a little bit remiss if I 
didn’t raise some concerns about the 
process of bringing this bill up and the 
price tag associated with it. 

The bill was referred to the Com-
mittee on Science and Technology in 
February of this year and received an 
additional referral to the Committee 
on Education and Labor in June of this 
year; yet neither of these committees 
has had a chance to really review the 
legislation and to hold hearings and to 
go through the markup process. I am a 
strong believer in proper order and the 
important role that committees of ju-
risdiction play to make improvements 
to legislation. 

In addition to my concerns about the 
process, I am concerned about the au-
thorization levels in the bill and the 
fact that it does not contain any oppor-
tunities for grants for rural colleges 
and universities which experience simi-
lar equipment shortages and could ben-
efit from the use of distance learning. 

The bill authorizes $250 million for 
fiscal year 2008 and then such sums as 
may be necessary from 2009 to 2012. 
There is no CBO score, but I think we 
can look at the authorization levels 
and determine that this is a lot of 
money for a very limited group of in-
stitutions. 

Despite these feelings and despite 
these problems, and because of my 
longtime support of these types of pro-
grams, I will be supporting the passage 
of the bill and will vote for it, but I 
hope my colleagues on the other side of 
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the aisle will address my concerns and 
the concerns others have as we move 
forward. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. BAIRD. Mr. Speaker, I have no 
further speakers at this time, and I ask 
the gentleman if he has any other 
speakers. 

Mr. HALL of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. BAIRD. Mr. Speaker, I would 
just like to conclude by thanking my 
colleague from Texas. This has truly 
been a bipartisan bill. I want to sing 
the praises of Congressman TOWNS 
from New York for his steadfast leader-
ship on this and Mr. FORBES’ leadership 
prior to that. I urge a ‘‘yes’’ vote for 
passage of this fine piece of legislation. 

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, today 
I rise in strong support of the Minority Serving 
Institution Digital and Wireless Opportunity Act 
of 2007. This bill authorizes grants to Minority 
Serving Institutions for technology improve-
ments and infrastructure. Given the large gap 
in technology between MSI campuses and 
other American universities, this legislation is 
critical to improving MSI’s educational ad-
vancements. 

It is important to note that MSI’s educational 
contributions are significant. For example, in 
2000 at least 40 percent of all African Amer-
ican students who received a baccalaureate 
degree in physics, chemistry, astronomy, envi-
ronmental sciences, mathematics and biology 
graduated from a historically Black college and 
university. Given their contributions to our so-
ciety, we must do all we can to make sure that 
MSIs receive the most modern technology to 
keep up with other universities. 

Unfortunately, at the current time, there is a 
‘‘digital divide’’ between MSIs and other 
schools in technology infrastructure and pro-
gramming. Less than half of the students at-
tending Minority Serving Institutions own com-
puters. Sadly, the majority of historically Black 
colleges and universities do not provide high 
speed access to the Internet [according to a 
Feb. 2004 report by the Alliance for Equity in 
Higher Education]. We also see this trend in 
minority communities around the country. Over 
60 percent of the U.S. population uses the 
Internet at home, while only 46 percent of Afri-
can Americans and 37 percent of Hispanics 
have Internet access at home [according to a 
Feb. 2004 report by the Alliance for Equity in 
Higher Education]. 

The Minority Serving Institution Digital and 
Wireless Opportunity Act of 2007 will help 
eliminate the technological disparities at MSIs 
by establishing a grant program. These grants 
will help MSIs purchase equipment, make up-
grades and improve their technology infra-
structure as well as provide technology edu-
cation services. In addition, these grants will 
promote the use of information communica-
tions technology to strengthen engineering, 
math and science research. 

I would like to thank Mr. TOWNS and Mr. 
FORBES for their efforts to bring this bill before 
Congress and their commitment to rectify this 
disparity. I urge my colleagues to support H.R. 
694. 

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.R. 694, the 

Minority Serving Institution Digital and Wire-
less Technology Opportunity Act of 2007. 

Minority Serving Institutions include Histori-
cally Black Colleges and Universities, HBCUs, 
Hispanic-Serving Institutions, HSIs, Tribal Col-
leges and Universities, TCUs, and Asian 
American/Pacific Islander-Serving Institutions. 

Historically Black Colleges and Universities 
produce a disproportionately high percentage 
of African American science, engineering and 
technology professionals with advanced de-
grees. Even though they struggle with limited 
resources, HBCUs are institutions that provide 
special opportunities for educational enrich-
ment for minority students. 

HBCUs graduated 40 percent or more of all 
African Americans who, in 2000, received de-
grees in physics, chemistry, astronomy, envi-
ronmental sciences, mathematics and biology. 

In fact, African Americans who graduate 
from HBCUs are more likely to go on to grad-
uate school and complete doctoral degrees 
than African-American undergraduates from 
other institutions. 

HBCUs and other minority-serving institu-
tions offer unique learning experiences, instill 
confidence, and impart a ‘‘can-do’’ attitude 
among minority students who matriculate 
there. 

Congressman EDOLPHUS TOWNS of New 
York has devised a strong bill to assist minor-
ity-serving institutions in acquiring, and aug-
menting the use of digital and wireless net-
working technologies to improve the quality 
and delivery of educational services. 

This legislation is appropriate, considering 
the very small appropriation given to these in-
stitutions to help carry on their legacy. 

I strongly support this bill and appreciate 
Chairman BART GORDON and Ranking Mem-
ber RALPH HALL, of the Committee on Science 
and Technology, for their partnership to facili-
tate it through the Committee process. 

Again, I am pleased to support the Minority 
Serving Institution Digital and Wireless Tech-
nology Opportunity Act of 2007, and I urge my 
colleagues to support it also. 

Mr. TOWNS. Mr. Speaker, today I rise in 
support of H.R. 694, the Minority Serving Insti-
tution Digital and Wireless Technology Oppor-
tunity Act of 2007. Before I go any further, I 
want to take this time to personally thank my 
colleague, RANDY FORBES of Virginia, for his 
longtime support and hard work on this bill. 

This bipartisan bill seeks to improve tech-
nology instruction and enhance the commu-
nication network systems of minority serving 
institutions, many of which are located in poor, 
rural and isolated areas. Further, this impor-
tant legislation seeks to deal with systemic 
disenfranchisement within minority commu-
nities by providing a means for partnership be-
tween MSIs and K–12 schools through teach-
er education, including the provision of 
preservice teacher training and in-service pro-
fessional development. Under this legislation, 
MSIs are given an opportunity to further focus 
on disparities in access to quality higher edu-
cation opportunities and the communities they 
serve. 

Mr. Speaker, as public schools scramble to 
open for the fall term, principals and super-
intendents are frustrated by the stress of not 
having qualified math and science teachers. 
Just last week, the New York Times published 

an article entitled: Schools Scramble for 
Teachers Because of Spreading Turnover, 
and reported how tough it is to find good 
qualified teachers to teach science and math 
in low income neighborhoods. My bill, H.R. 
694, will help to produce a new generation of 
world-class teachers of science and, mathe-
matics and engineers. 

Minority Serving Institutions play a unique 
role in the education of our diverse American 
workforce. According to a July 2005 House 
Committee on Science report, 21 percent of all 
college degrees and certificates awarded to 
African American, American Indian and His-
panic students are conferred by Minority Serv-
ing Institutions. Minority Serving Institutions 
also help underrepresented students succeed 
in all disciplines, science, mathematics, and 
engineering in particular. For example, of Afri-
can-Americans earning bachelor’s degrees in 
science, math, engineering or the technology 
field in 1996, 31 percent received them at an 
HBCU. Similarly, Hispanic-Serving Institutions 
produced 20 percent of science, math, engi-
neering or technology bachelor’s degrees 
awarded to Hispanics in 1996. 

Minority Serving Institutions have special 
skills in serving their communities, which in-
clude large numbers of low-income or first 
generation college students. In fact, I am a 
graduate of North Carolina A&T, as are many 
of my colleagues here today in support of this 
bill are graduates of HBCUs and MSIs. Unlike 
other, larger institutions of higher education, 
MSIs typically have small or nonexistent en-
dowments and few wealthy alumni. As a re-
sult, the ability to purchase and pay for the up-
keep of the technology that will prepare these 
students for the workforce is especially chal-
lenging for many MSI. 

Developing an educated and technologically 
literate workforce is an important part of our 
efforts to compete in an increasingly tech-
nology and information-based, global econ-
omy. Whether technology should be used in 
schools is no longer the issue. Rather, the 
current emphasis is on ensuring that tech-
nology is available and used effectively to cre-
ate new opportunities. 

For these reasons, I ask my colleagues to 
join me in supporting H.R. 694, the Minority 
Serving Institution Digital and Wireless Tech-
nology Opportunity Act. 

In closing, I want to especially thank the 
higher education community who over the past 
8 years have tirelessly worked to make this bill 
become a reality. Specifically, I want to thank 
Dr. Michael L. Lomax of the United Negro Col-
lege Fund, Lezli Baskerville of the National 
Association of Equal Opportunity in Higher 
Education, Antonio Flores of the Hispanic As-
sociation of Colleges and Universities, Gerald 
E. Gipp of the American Indian Higher Edu-
cation Consortium, the Telecommunications 
Industry Association, Alcatel Lucent, and the 
many other advocates who have worked on 
this issue. 

Mr. FORBES. Mr. Speaker, today I rise in 
support of H.R. 694, the Minority Serving Insti-
tution Digital and Wireless Technology Oppor-
tunity Act of 2007, and I would start by thank-
ing House Science Committee Chairman BART 
GORDON and Ranking Member RALPH HALL for 
their work to pass this bill. Additionally, Rep-
resentative ED TOWNS has been a tireless ad-
vocate in moving this bill forward and it has 
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been a pleasure working with him to pass this 
legislation. 

This bill would establish a new grant pro-
gram to provide funding of specific tech-
nologies to help ensure institutions like histori-
cally Black colleges and universities, Hispanic- 
serving institutions, and tribal colleges have 
the tools necessary to prepare their students 
to engage and participate in the increasingly 
global and competitive economy. 

Now, more than ever, we are seeing other 
countries become increasingly competitive 
with the United States, with science and math 
scores equaling or exceeding average scores 
for American students. 

Additionally, another example of the nature 
of the problem we face globally can be seen 
in the engineering field. By 2008, India is ex-
pected to increase to a little over 700,000 
young engineering professionals and China is 
expected to increase to 2.1 million. Con-
versely, the U.S. is predicated to stay stagnate 
at 700,000 engineering young professionals by 
2008 and other fields like life sciences are de-
clining. This is a trend that cannot be allowed 
to continue if the United States wants to main-
tain its leadership role in the future global 
economy and graduate students that have the 
capacity to be this world’s best and brightest. 

One of the realities that we need to address 
in order to ensure this happens is to make 
sure all populations in this country have ac-
cess to basic technologies, something that is 
currently not the case for all segments of the 
American population. Although 55 percent of 
the U.S. population has internet access at 
home overall, only 36 percent of African-Amer-
ican and Hispanic households do, according to 
a U.S. Census report issued in October 2005. 

This bill would work to eliminate this ‘‘digital 
divide’’ by establishing a new grant program 
within the Department of Commerce to 
strengthen the ability of minority-serving insti-
tutions to purchase infrastructure and provide 
technology education services, providing stu-
dents with the same access to technology as 
their peers at other colleges and universities. 

This legislation is about even more than just 
equality in education; it is about economic ad-
vancement and ensuring that America retains 
its edge in the math, science and technology 
fields—a critically important requirement in to-
day’s global economy. 

Ms. JACKSON-LEE OF Texas. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise in support of H.R. 694, the Minority 
Serving Institution Digital and Wireless Tech-
nology Opportunity Act of 2007. H.R. 694 will 
further enhance the quality of service of the 
academic institutions of our nation by pro-
viding the technological advances in the qual-
ity and delivery of educational services. I sup-
port H.R. 694 because it secures a foundation 
of excellence for the minds of tomorrow by en-
riching the academic experience and insuring 
that more students have the opportunity to re-
ceive a quality education. 

Mr. Speaker, I am pleased to stand before 
you today in support of a bill that will assist (1) 
historically black colleges and universities, (2) 
Hispanic-, Alaskan Native-, or Native Hawai-
ian-serving institutions; (3) tribally controlled 
colleges or universities; or (4) institutions with 
a sufficient enrollment of underprivileged stu-
dents as defined under the Higher Education 
Act of 1965. 

Mr. Speaker, as a former member of the 
Science Committee and a strong supporter of 
minority institutions, I have been a champion 
for closing the digital divide as well as the 
math and science proficiency gap that exists 
between American youth and other youth 
around the world. This divide is especially 
wide between minority and low income stu-
dents. I believe that H.R. 694 is essential in 
decreasing the academic gap of the quality of 
education that is often defined by one’s in-
come or economic status and will further en-
hance competitiveness in a globalized econ-
omy. 

The Information Technology Association of 
America says in a newly released study that 
the percentage of women working in tech-
nology fields has dropped almost 20 percent 
since 1996. This statistic is true even though 
the percentage of women in the overall work-
force remained relatively unchanged during 
that time period. The reason for the drop is 
mainly the fact that administrative jobs in the 
tech industry are decreasing, and about a third 
of the women in the IT workforce serve in ad-
ministrative positions. The ITAA analyzes in-
formation from the Bureau of Labor Statistics, 
BLS, Current Population Surveys to evaluate 
trends in the American workforce and com-
piles reports breaking down the data into per-
centages to determine the progression and re-
gression of diversity. Previous ITAA diversity 
studies were conducted in 1998 and 2003. 
The reports also include a discussion of pos-
sible barriers to underrepresented groups and 
solutions for overcoming them. 

Their study also showed that Hispanics are 
the most underrepresented racial group in IT 
jobs, comprising only 13 percent of the labor 
pool but only about 6.5 percent of IT workers. 
However, Hispanics represented less than 5.5 
percent in 1996, so their numbers are slowly 
but steadily growing, even though the Hispanic 
population in the U.S. is the fastest-growing, 
and they constitute almost 13 percent of the 
overall workforce. African Americans are 
underrepresented by 22 percent, with their 
numbers actually dropping 1 percent since 
1996, from 9 percent in 1996 to 8 percent in 
2004. The percentage of African Americans in 
the overall workforce in 2004 is the same as 
it was in 1996, 10.7 percent. Interestingly, 
there are 6.6 percent fewer whites in the IT 
workforce than in the overall workforce. Asians 
continue to be significantly overrepresented in 
the IT workforce, by almost 200 percent. 

Mr. Speaker, this bill will increase the num-
ber of persons from most minority groups ei-
ther training or working in information tech-
nology, which over the years has been con-
sistently low. Considering only those students 
who graduate from college, the percentages of 
Native Americans, African Americans, and 
Hispanics receiving a degree in computer or 
information science is actually higher than the 
percentage among non-Hispanic white males. 
However, this promising statistic is more than 
offset by the low number of minorities moving 
through the educational pipeline. 

There are very few minority role models in 
information technology. Minority students are 
less likely to have computers at home or at 
school on which to gain early exposure to in-
formation technology. Students who attend 
historically black colleges and universities face 

limited computing facilities, compared with the 
average U.S. college or university. Thus, H.R. 
694 will allow minority students the opportunity 
to utilize the technological advances nec-
essary to compete in today’s society. 

H.R. 694 directs the Under Secretary of 
Commerce for Technology to: (1) establish an 
advisory council to advise on the best ap-
proaches toward maximum program participa-
tion by eligible institutions; and (2) ensure that 
grant awards are made to all types of eligible 
institutions. This bill is a huge step in the right 
direction of narrowing the technology and 
science gap between minority students and 
others. 

Mr. Speaker, I strongly urge my colleagues 
to support H.R. 694. 

Mr. BAIRD. Mr. Speaker, I yield back 
the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Washington (Mr. 
BAIRD) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 694, as 
amended. 

The question was taken. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the 

opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being 
in the affirmative, the ayes have it. 

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, 
on that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the 
Chair’s prior announcement, further 
proceedings on this motion will be 
postponed. 

f 

GREEN CHEMISTRY RESEARCH 
AND DEVELOPMENT ACT OF 2007 

Mr. BAIRD. Mr. Speaker, I move to 
suspend the rules and pass the bill 
(H.R. 2850) to provide for the implemen-
tation of a Green Chemistry Research 
and Development Program, and for 
other purposes, as amended. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 2850 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Green Chem-
istry Research and Development Act of 2007’’. 
SEC. 2. DEFINITIONS. 

In this Act— 
(1) the term ‘‘green chemistry’’ means chem-

istry and chemical engineering to design chem-
ical products and processes that reduce or elimi-
nate the use or generation of hazardous sub-
stances while producing high quality products 
through safe and efficient manufacturing proc-
esses; 

(2) the term ‘‘Interagency Working Group’’ 
means the interagency working group estab-
lished under section 3(c); and 

(3) the term ‘‘Program’’ means the Green 
Chemistry Research and Development Program 
described in section 3. 
SEC. 3. GREEN CHEMISTRY RESEARCH AND DE-

VELOPMENT PROGRAM. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—The President shall estab-

lish a Green Chemistry Research and Develop-
ment Program to promote and coordinate Fed-
eral green chemistry research, development, 
education, and technology transfer activities. 
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(b) PROGRAM ACTIVITIES.—The activities of 

the Program shall be designed to— 
(1) provide sustained support for green chem-

istry research, development, education, and 
technology transfer through— 

(A) merit-reviewed competitive grants to indi-
vidual investigators and teams of investigators, 
including, to the extent practicable, young in-
vestigators, for research and development; 

(B) grants to fund collaborative research and 
development partnerships among universities, 
industry, and nonprofit organizations; 

(C) green chemistry research, development, 
and technology transfer conducted at Federal 
laboratories; and 

(D) to the extent practicable, encouragement 
of consideration of green chemistry in— 

(i) the conduct of Federal chemical science 
and engineering research and development; and 

(ii) the solicitation and evaluation of all pro-
posals for chemical science and engineering re-
search and development; 

(2) examine methods by which the Federal 
Government can create incentives for consider-
ation and use of green chemistry processes and 
products; 

(3) facilitate the adoption of green chemistry 
innovations; 

(4) expand education and training of under-
graduate and graduate students, and profes-
sional chemists and chemical engineers, includ-
ing through partnerships with industry, in 
green chemistry science and engineering; 

(5) collect and disseminate information on 
green chemistry research, development, and 
technology transfer, including information on— 

(A) incentives and impediments to develop-
ment and commercialization; 

(B) accomplishments; 
(C) best practices; and 
(D) costs and benefits; 
(6) provide venues for outreach and dissemi-

nation of green chemistry advances such as 
symposia, forums, conferences, and written ma-
terials in collaboration with, as appropriate, in-
dustry, academia, scientific and professional so-
cieties, and other relevant groups; 

(7) support economic, legal, and other appro-
priate social science research to identify barriers 
to commercialization and methods to advance 
commercialization of green chemistry; and 

(8) provide for public input and outreach to be 
integrated into the Program by the convening of 
public discussions, through mechanisms such as 
citizen panels, consensus conferences, and edu-
cational events, as appropriate. 

(c) INTERAGENCY WORKING GROUP.—The 
President shall establish an Interagency Work-
ing Group, which shall include representatives 
from the National Science Foundation, the Na-
tional Institute of Standards and Technology, 
the Department of Energy, the Environmental 
Protection Agency, and any other agency that 
the President may designate. The Director of the 
National Science Foundation and the Assistant 
Administrator for Research and Development of 
the Environmental Protection Agency shall 
serve as co-chairs of the Interagency Working 
Group. The Interagency Working Group shall 
oversee the planning, management, and coordi-
nation of the Program. The Interagency Work-
ing Group shall— 

(1) establish goals and priorities for the Pro-
gram, to the extent practicable in consultation 
with green chemistry researchers and potential 
end-users of green chemistry products and proc-
esses; and 

(2) provide for interagency coordination, in-
cluding budget coordination, of activities under 
the Program. 

(d) AGENCY BUDGET REQUESTS.—Each Federal 
agency and department participating in the 
Program shall, as part of its annual request for 
appropriations to the Office of Management and 

Budget, submit a report to the Office of Man-
agement and Budget which identifies its activi-
ties that contribute directly to the Program and 
states the portion of its request for appropria-
tions that is allocated to those activities. The 
President shall include in his annual budget re-
quest to Congress a statement of the portion of 
each agency’s or department’s annual budget 
request allocated to its activities undertaken 
pursuant to the Program. 

(e) REPORT TO CONGRESS.—Not later than 2 
years after the date of enactment of this Act, 
the Interagency Working Group shall transmit a 
report to the Committee on Science and Tech-
nology of the House of Representatives and the 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation of the Senate. This report shall include— 

(1) a summary of federally funded green 
chemistry research, development, demonstration, 
education, and technology transfer activities, 
including the green chemistry budget for each of 
these activities; and 

(2) an analysis of the progress made toward 
achieving the goals and priorities for the Pro-
gram, and recommendations for future program 
activities. 
SEC. 4. MANUFACTURING EXTENSION CENTER 

GREEN SUPPLIERS NETWORK GRANT 
PROGRAM. 

Section 25(a) of the National Institute of 
Standards and Technology Act (15 U.S.C. 
278k(a)) is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘and’’ at the end of paragraph 
(4); 

(2) by striking the period at the end of para-
graph (5) and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(6) the enabling of supply chain manufactur-

ers to continuously improve products and proc-
esses, increase energy efficiency, increase recy-
cling, identify cost-saving opportunities, and 
optimize resources and technologies with the 
aim of reducing or eliminating the use or gen-
eration of hazardous substances.’’. 
SEC. 5. UNDERGRADUATE EDUCATION IN CHEM-

ISTRY AND CHEMICAL ENGINEER-
ING. 

(a) PROGRAM AUTHORIZED.—(1) As part of the 
Program activities under section 3(b)(4), the Di-
rector of the National Science Foundation shall 
carry out a program to award grants to institu-
tions of higher education to support efforts by 
such institutions to revise their undergraduate 
curriculum in chemistry and chemical engineer-
ing to incorporate green chemistry concepts and 
strategies. 

(2) Grants shall be awarded under this section 
on a competitive, merit-reviewed basis and shall 
require cost sharing in cash from non-Federal 
sources, to match the Federal funding. 

(b) SELECTION PROCESS.—(1) An institution of 
higher education seeking funding under this 
section shall submit an application to the Direc-
tor at such time, in such manner, and con-
taining such information as the Director may 
require. Minority Serving Institutions shall re-
ceive due consideration for such funding. The 
application shall include at a minimum— 

(A) a description of the content and schedule 
for adoption of the proposed curricular revisions 
to the courses of study offered by the applicant 
in chemistry and chemical engineering; and 

(B) a description of the source and amount of 
cost sharing to be provided. 

(2) In evaluating the applications submitted 
under paragraph (1), the Director shall con-
sider, at a minimum— 

(A) the level of commitment demonstrated by 
the applicant in carrying out and sustaining 
lasting curriculum changes in accordance with 
subsection (a)(1); and 

(B) the amount of cost sharing to be provided. 
(c) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—In 

addition to amounts authorized under section 8, 

from sums otherwise authorized to be appro-
priated by the National Science Foundation Au-
thorization Act of 2002, there are authorized to 
be appropriated to the National Science Foun-
dation for carrying out this section $7,000,000 
for fiscal year 2008, $7,500,000 for fiscal year 
2009, and $8,000,000 for fiscal year 2010. 
SEC. 6. STUDY ON COMMERCIALIZATION OF 

GREEN CHEMISTRY. 
(a) STUDY.—The Director of the National 

Science Foundation shall enter into an arrange-
ment with the National Research Council to 
conduct a study of the factors that constitute 
barriers to the successful commercial application 
of promising results from green chemistry re-
search and development. 

(b) CONTENTS.—The study shall— 
(1) examine successful and unsuccessful at-

tempts at commercialization of green chemistry 
in the United States and abroad; and 

(2) recommend research areas and priorities 
and public policy options that would help to 
overcome identified barriers to commercializa-
tion. 

(c) REPORT.—The Director shall submit a re-
port to the Committee on Science and Tech-
nology of the House of Representatives and the 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation of the Senate on the findings and rec-
ommendations of the study within 18 months 
after the date of enactment of this Act. 
SEC. 7. PARTNERSHIPS IN GREEN CHEMISTRY. 

(a) PROGRAM AUTHORIZED.—(1) The agencies 
participating in the Program shall carry out a 
joint, coordinated program to award grants to 
institutions of higher education to establish 
partnerships with companies in the chemical in-
dustry to retrain chemists and chemical engi-
neers in the use of green chemistry concepts and 
strategies. 

(2) Grants shall be awarded under this section 
on a competitive, merit-reviewed basis and shall 
require cost sharing from non-Federal sources 
by members of the partnerships. 

(3) In order to be eligible to receive a grant 
under this section, an institution of higher edu-
cation shall enter into a partnership with two or 
more companies in the chemical industry. Such 
partnerships may also include other institutions 
of higher education and professional associa-
tions. 

(4) Grants awarded under this section shall be 
used for activities to provide retraining for 
chemists or chemical engineers in green chem-
istry, including— 

(A) the development of curricular materials 
and the designing of undergraduate and grad-
uate level courses; and 

(B) publicizing the availability of professional 
development courses of study in green chemistry 
and recruiting graduate scientists and engineers 
to pursue such courses. 
Grants may provide stipends for individuals en-
rolled in courses developed by the partnership. 

(b) SELECTION PROCESS.—(1) An institution of 
higher education seeking funding under this 
section shall submit an application at such time, 
in such manner, and containing such informa-
tion as shall be specified by the Interagency 
Working Group and published in a proposal so-
licitation for the Program. The application shall 
include at a minimum— 

(A) a description of the partnership and the 
role each member will play in implementing the 
proposal; 

(B) a description of the courses of study that 
will be provided; 

(C) a description of the number and size of sti-
pends, if offered; 

(D) a description of the source and amount of 
cost sharing to be provided; and 

(E) a description of the manner in which the 
partnership will be continued after assistance 
under this section ends. 
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(2) The evaluation of the applications sub-

mitted under paragraph (1) shall be carried out 
in accordance with procedures developed by the 
Interagency Working Group and shall consider, 
at a minimum— 

(A) the ability of the partnership to carry out 
effectively the proposed activities; 

(B) the degree to which such activities are 
likely to prepare chemists and chemical engi-
neers sufficiently to be competent to apply green 
chemistry concepts and strategies in their work; 
and 

(C) the amount of cost sharing to be provided. 
SEC. 8. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 

(a) NATIONAL SCIENCE FOUNDATION.—There 
are authorized to be appropriated to the Na-
tional Science Foundation for carrying out this 
Act— 

(1) $20,000,000 for fiscal year 2008; 
(2) $21,000,000 for fiscal year 2009; and 
(3) $22,000,000 for fiscal year 2010. 
(b) NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF STANDARDS AND 

TECHNOLOGY.—There are authorized to be ap-
propriated to the National Institute of Stand-
ards and Technology for carrying out this Act— 

(1) $8,000,000 for fiscal year 2008; 
(2) $9,000,000 for fiscal year 2009; and 
(3) $10,000,000 for fiscal year 2010. 
(c) DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY.—There are au-

thorized to be appropriated to the Department of 
Energy for carrying out this Act— 

(1) $13,000,000 for fiscal year 2008; 
(2) $14,000,000 for fiscal year 2009; and 
(3) $15,000,000 for fiscal year 2010. 
(d) ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY.— 

There are authorized to be appropriated to the 
Environmental Protection Agency for carrying 
out this Act— 

(1) $10,000,000 for fiscal year 2008; 
(2) $11,000,000 for fiscal year 2009; and 
(3) $12,000,000 for fiscal year 2010. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Washington (Mr. BAIRD) and the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. HALL) each 
will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Washington. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. BAIRD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-

imous consent that all Members may 
have 5 legislative days in which to re-
vise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on H.R. 2850, 
the bill now under consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Washington? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. BAIRD. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-

self such time as I may consume. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support 

of H.R. 2850, the Green Chemistry Re-
search and Development Act. 

Chemical manufacturing produces 
great wonders for the world, but at the 
same time it can result in harm to 
health and the environment due to the 
use of hazardous materials and the gen-
eration of hazardous by-products. 
Green chemistry seeks to mitigate 
such harmful outcomes. 

In short, the goal of green chemistry 
is to minimize or to eliminate this 
harm by using safer materials and 
manufacturing processes. Besides pro-
tecting human health and the environ-
ment, green chemistry can offer eco-
nomic advantages and improvements 

to worker safety, public safety, and our 
national security. 

The bill before us today, H.R. 2850, 
the Green Chemistry Research and De-
velopment Act, establishes an inter-
agency program to enhance green 
chemistry R&D at NSF, EPA, DOE and 
NIST. 

This legislation will provide grants 
to individual researchers, spur univer-
sity/industry partnerships, fund re-
search at Federal laboratories, and 
train students in green chemistry 
science. 

H.R. 2850 is the third iteration of a 
bill that Congressman GINGREY has in-
troduced addressing this issue in three 
separate Congresses. I want to applaud 
the gentleman from Georgia for his 
steadfast leadership on this, and I fully 
support the legislation. 

Under Chairman Boehlert’s leader-
ship in the 108th and 109th Congresses, 
Democratic amendments were agreed 
to, and these amendments now make 
up sections of H.R. 2850. This bill is the 
product of good, bipartisan cooperation 
and has the support of our chairman, 
Mr. GORDON, from Tennessee. 

H.R. 2850 is a good first step, and I 
urge my colleagues to support this leg-
islation. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. HALL of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume, leaving most of the time for Dr. 
GINGREY. 

Mr. Speaker, I want to just say that 
the Green Chemistry Research and De-
velopment Act of 2007 offered today by 
my good friend from Georgia, Dr. 
GINGREY, will provide for research and 
development of chemical products and 
processes so as to reduce the use of cre-
ation of hazardous substances. Ad-
vances in these areas have the poten-
tial of reducing the creation of sub-
stances that are harmful to our envi-
ronment. 

In particular, H.R. 2850 includes a 
competitive merit-based grant program 
to universities to incorporate green 
chemistry concepts into the cur-
riculum for chemistry and chemical 
engineering. This will ensure that fu-
ture generations will consider the im-
portance of green chemistry ideas. 

The legislation strives to build a base 
from which the creation of hazardous 
substances may be reduced. I look for-
ward to Dr. GINGREY’s comments on 
this bill and urge my colleagues to sup-
port it. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. BAIRD. Mr. Speaker, I have no 
additional speakers, and would reserve 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. HALL of Texas. I yield 6 minutes 
to Dr. GINGREY. 

Mr. GINGREY. Mr. Speaker, as a 
proud sponsor of this legislation, I rise 
to support H.R. 2850, the Green Chem-
istry Research and Development Act of 
2007. 

I want to thank my colleague on the 
Science Committee, Dr. BAIRD. I thank 
him for his kind comments. And cer-
tainly I want to thank our chairman, 
BART GORDON, the ranking member, 
Mr. HALL of Texas, and all of the mem-
bers of the Science Committee and 
staff. Both majority and minority have 
worked hard to bring this important 
bipartisan legislation through com-
mittee and to the House floor today. 

This legislation has passed the House 
in the 108th and 109th Congresses, and I 
hope that the third Congress will truly 
be the charm and we will see H.R. 2850 
quickly passed by both Chambers and 
signed by the President. 

Mr. Speaker, chemists can design 
chemicals to be safe, just as they can 
design them to have other properties 
like color and texture. As chemists de-
sign products and the processes by 
which those products are manufac-
tured, they can and should factor in 
the possible creation of any hazardous 
by-products. 

This technique of considering not 
only the process by which chemicals 
are produced, but also the environment 
in which they are created, is the basic 
definition of green chemistry. It is the 
method of designing chemical products 
and processes that at the very least re-
duce, and at the very best eliminate, 
the use or generation of hazardous sub-
stances. 

Mr. Speaker, the basic idea is this: 
Preventing pollution and hazardous 
waste from the start of a design proc-
ess is far preferable to cleaning up pol-
lution and waste at a later date. Addi-
tionally, the innovation created by this 
enhanced research will subsequently 
spur economic growth as developing 
new products and processes is an inte-
gral component of many industries, 
from fabrics to fuel cells, as an exam-
ple. 

Green chemistry doesn’t just help 
protect our environment, it also pro-
tects our workers. The conditions 
under which chemicals are created and 
used can present many risks to those 
who work on their production. But if 
companies utilize green chemistry, the 
materials they use will be as benign as 
possible, vastly improving employee 
conditions. 

Unfortunately, despite all of the 
promise of green chemistry, the Fed-
eral Government invests very little in 
this area. H.R. 2850 works to remedy 
this by promoting greater Federal in-
vestment in, and coordination of, this 
important research area. It does so by 
establishing a program that coordi-
nates Federal green chemistry research 
and development activities within the 
National Science Foundation, the En-
vironmental Protection Agency, the 
National Institute of Standards and 
Technology, NIST, and the Department 
of Energy. 

Make no mistake, greater Federal at-
tention will encourage universities and 
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academic institutions around this 
country to train future workers in this 
exciting technology. H.R. 2850 will 
achieve this by supporting research 
and development grants to partner-
ships between universities, industry 
and nonprofit organizations. It will 
also promote education through cur-
riculum development and fellowships 
that will collect and disseminate infor-
mation about green chemistry. 

In past years, many industries, from 
chemical companies and pharma-
ceutical corporations, to carpet manu-
facturers and biotechnology businesses, 
have all endorsed H.R. 2850, showing a 
broad range of support for the merits of 
this legislation. 

This bill is nearly identical to the 
version passed in the 109th Congress. 
The companies and corporations that 
have voiced their strong support for 
this bill realize that the advancement 
of green chemistry is positive for not 
only their businesses, but also our 
country’s environment, our economy 
and our Nation’s citizens. 

The American Chemical Society, a 
nonprofit organization chartered by 
Congress, stated in support of H.R. 
2850, ‘‘Green chemistry means continu-
ously improving process safety and re-
source efficiency leading to reduced 
cost, waste and environmental impact. 
It is the ultimate proof that environ-
mental and economic benefit in chem-
istry can be optimized simulta-
neously.’’ 

Mr. Speaker, an ounce of prevention 
is worth a pound of cure, and green 
chemistry promises a ton of pollution 
prevention. I urge my colleagues to 
support this bipartisan legislation. 

Mr. HALL of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I 
have no other speakers, and I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

Mr. BAIRD. Mr. Speaker, I would 
just reiterate my commendation to the 
gentleman from Georgia, Dr. GINGREY, 
and Mr. HALL for his leadership, and 
urge passage of this legislation. 

Mr. WU. Mr. Speaker, as chairman of the 
Technology and Innovation Subcommittee and 
a cosponsor of the bill, I rise in support of 
H.R. 2850, the Green Chemistry Research 
and Development Act of 2007. I want to com-
mend Dr. GINGREY for his work on this bill. 

Partnerships with universities, non-profits, 
industry and the Federal Government are im-
portant for the chemical industry’s success. 
The transfer of technology from federally fund-
ed research to industry helps promote innova-
tion, which helps the United States remain 
competitive in a global economy. 

Federal support of green chemistry can 
produce many benefits. First, companies will 
be able to produce more products less harmful 
to humans and the environment. Second, 
businesses will benefit from the facilitation of 
green chemistry research by the Federal Gov-
ernment and the subsequent transfer of tech-
nology to the private sector. 

This bill presents opportunities to reduce im-
pact on the environment while assisting our 
domestic industry to find new products through 
innovation. 

Recently, Columbia Forest Products, a com-
pany in my district, received an award for an 
innovation in green chemistry. The company 
produces interior plywood products. In collabo-
ration with Oregon State University, Columbia 
Forest Products has created a soy-based 
product to use for its production of plywood, 
instead of traditional urea-formaldehyde resin. 

H.R. 2850 will help create more opportuni-
ties for universities and companies to partner 
in green chemistry innovation. 

I urge my colleagues to support this bill. 
Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.R. 2850, 
the Green Chemistry Research and Develop-
ment Act of 2007. 

The bill proposes a program to coordinate 
federally funded research, development, dem-
onstration, education, and technology transfer 
activities related to green chemistry. 

Protecting our environment has, for years, 
been a priority for me. Dallas and other cities 
in Texas have long suffered from poor envi-
ronmental quality, leading to serious health ef-
fects in our population. 

If Congress can incentivize chemical manu-
facturing and research processes that mini-
mize environmental harms, then we will be 
doing a good thing for our constituents. 

As a member of the House Committee on 
Science and Technology, I support this re-
search because of the long-term benefits it 
brings to all citizens. 

Mr. Speaker, the committee has held hear-
ings on this subject and deem it to be needed, 
and of worthy investment. 

I support H.R. 2850 and urge its passage. 
Mr. WELCH of Vermont. Mr. Speaker, I 

would like to thank my colleagues on the 
Science & Technology Committee for their ef-
forts in bringing H.R. 2850, the Green Chem-
istry Research and Development Act of 2007 
to the House floor. This legislation is important 
and very necessary. 

‘‘Green chemistry and engineering’’ is the 
term used to describe the environmentally 
conscious design of chemical products and 
processes that are made safer to human 
health and the environment by reducing or 
eliminating the use or creation of hazardous 
and harmful substances. 

Like many Americans, I am dedicated to re-
ducing the causes and effects of global warm-
ing. Many of the solutions to global warming 
and other serious environmental problems 
need to be addressed at the molecular design 
level. This legislation does just that. It provides 
a path forward so that our chemists and engi-
neers are able to conduct their work and re-
search in an environmentally friendly manner. 

This bill is also in alignment with the innova-
tions legislation that was signed into law in 
August. It will help to sustain the United 
States’ position as a global leader in the 
science and engineering fields and promote 
our ability to compete with other nations. The 
National Academies report, ‘‘Rising Above the 
Gathering Storm’’, commissioned by the 
House Science & Technology Committee, 
points out the growing concern for America’s 
ability to compete in today’s global economy. 
H.R. 2850 supports innovation by: 

Authorizing funding for green chemistry and 
engineering research; 

Investing in young researchers; 

Fostering collaborative R&D partnerships 
among our universities, industry, and nonprofit 
organizations; 

Promoting education and training of under-
graduate and graduate students, as well as 
professional chemists and chemical engineers; 

Recognizing the value of the Manufacturing 
Extension Partnerships in the adoption of 
green chemistry and engineering innovations; 
and 

Providing for much needed science re-
search to identify barriers to commercialization 
of safer chemistry and engineering practices. 

This legislation is supported by my constitu-
ents who are members of the Green Mountain 
American Chemical Society. This organization 
includes members from Vermont’s universities 
and colleges, and from Vermont industries, 
such as IBM, BF Goodrich, Seventh Genera-
tion, and Biotek. Other supporters of H.R. 
2850 include Vermont’s Manufacturing Exten-
sion Partnerships and the Vermont Tech-
nology Council. 

Vermont’s business community is advo-
cating ‘‘green chemistry and engineering’’ re-
search. Vermont-based Seventh Generation 
Inc. is a leading nationwide distributor of envi-
ronmentally sensitive household soaps, deter-
gents, paper products and diapers. According 
to Jeff Hollender and Martin Wolfe at Seventh 
Generation, on the face of it, green chemistry 
is pretty basic: find ways to make non-toxic or 
less harmful chemical alternatives from non- 
toxic or less harmful raw materials using proc-
esses that don’t create pollution, and manu-
facture goods using less water, energy, and 
other natural resources. While the concept is 
simple, the reality is far from it. However, in-
stead of representing failure, the current lack 
of alternatives just means that a lot of work 
still needs to be done. 

Educators in Vermont are also supportive of 
increasing resources for green chemistry re-
search. Dr. Daniel Savin of the University of 
Vermont is doing critical green chemistry re-
search on the development and use of bio-
degradable plastics that are derived from re-
newable biomass resources as an alternative 
to the traditional petroleum-based plastics, 
whose production results in harmful green-
house gas emissions. Dr. Savin is inves-
tigating the extraction of the feedstock for a 
new plastics material from whey-protein, a nat-
ural byproduct of Vermont’s very important 
cheese production. These plastics could be 
used in pest control applications, weed sup-
pression, and water retention; reducing the 
use of harmful chemicals and the depletion of 
natural resources. This is just one example of 
the value of investing in green chemistry and 
engineering research. 

H.R. 2850 represents an important invest-
ment in green chemistry and engineering re-
search and education. I am pleased to support 
its passage and urge my colleagues to sup-
port this legislation. 

Mr. BAIRD. Mr. Speaker, I yield back 
the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Washington (Mr. 
BAIRD) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 2850, as 
amended. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
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rules were suspended and the bill, as 
amended, was passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

b 1430 

SBA TRADE PROGRAMS ACT OF 
2007 

Ms. VELÁZQUEZ. Mr. Speaker, I 
move to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill (H.R. 2992) to amend the Small 
Business Act to improve trade pro-
grams, and for other purposes, as 
amended. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 2992 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE; TABLE OF CONTENTS. 

(a) SHORT TITLE.—This Act may be cited as 
the ‘‘SBA Trade Programs Act of 2007’’. 

(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of con-
tents for this Act is as follows: 
Sec. 1. Short title; table of contents. 
TITLE I—SMALL BUSINESS TRADE POLICY 
Sec. 101. Develop and implement small business 

trade policies. 
Sec. 102. Establish an annual small business 

trade strategy. 
Sec. 103. Track small business exports and trade 

resource utilization. 
TITLE II—TRADE COMPLIANCE PROGRAMS 
Sec. 201. Trade Remedy and Dispute Assistance 

Initiative. 
Sec. 202. Patent Assistance and Intellectual 

Property Protections Initiative. 
TITLE III—TRADE ADJUSTMENT 

ASSISTANCE FOR SMALL BUSINESSES 
Sec. 301. Trade Adjustment Assistance Financ-

ing Initiative. 
Sec. 302. Technical resources for trade adjust-

ment assistance. 
TITLE IV—EXPORT ASSISTANCE 

Sec. 401. Increase Small Business Administra-
tion participation at Export As-
sistance Centers. 

Sec. 402. Increase access to capital for small 
and medium-sized exporters. 

Sec. 403. Clerical amendment. 
TITLE V—AUTHORIZATION OF 

APPROPRIATIONS 
Sec. 501. Authorization of appropriations. 
TITLE I—SMALL BUSINESS TRADE POLICY 
SEC. 101. TRADE POLICY FOR SMALL BUSINESS. 

Section 22 of the Small Business Act (15 U.S.C. 
649) is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(h) ROLE IN TRADE POLICY.— 
‘‘(1) RECOMMENDATIONS.—The director of the 

Office shall present recommendations regarding 
small business exporters to trade negotiators. 

‘‘(2) DEVELOPMENT OF TRADE POLICIES.—The 
director of the Office shall assist in the develop-
ment of trade policies that increase opportuni-
ties for small businesses in domestic and foreign 
markets, including the removal of trade barriers. 

‘‘(3) IMPLEMENTATION OF TRADE POLICIES.— 
The director of the Office shall assist in the im-
plementation of trade policies through relation-
ships developed with Federal trade policy-
makers, particularly the United States Trade 
Representative, and transnational organiza-
tions, such as the Organization for Economic 
Co-operation and Development. 

‘‘(4) SMALL EXPORTER PROMOTION PRO-
GRAMS.—The director of the Office shall estab-

lish programs that will boost the export opportu-
nities of entrepreneurs and encourage 
transnational organizations, such as the Orga-
nization for Economic Co-operation and Devel-
opment, small exporter organizations, and min-
istries of foreign governments to support and 
publicize these programs. 

‘‘(5) STRATEGIC ALLIANCES.— 
‘‘(A) CONGRESSIONAL NOTIFICATION.—The di-

rector of the Office shall notify the Committee 
on Small Business of the House of Representa-
tives and the Committee on Small Business and 
Entrepreneurship of the Senate of pending stra-
tegic alliances. 

‘‘(B) FOLLOW-UP ACTIVITIES.—The director of 
the Office shall ensure that planned and docu-
mented follow-up activities for strategic alli-
ances increase trade opportunities for small 
businesses. 

‘‘(C) STRATEGIC ALLIANCE DEFINED.—In this 
paragraph, the term ‘strategic alliance’ means a 
working relationship, entered into between the 
Small Business Administration and foreign na-
tional ministries representing small business 
concerns, for the purpose of strengthening trade 
between United States small businesses and for-
eign small businesses by establishing overseas 
networks and buyers.’’. 
SEC. 102. ESTABLISH AN ANNUAL SMALL BUSI-

NESS TRADE STRATEGY. 
Section 22 of the Small Business Act (15 U.S.C. 

649), as amended by this Act, is further amended 
by adding at the end the following: 

‘‘(i) ANNUAL SMALL BUSINESS TRADE STRAT-
EGY.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The director of the Office 
shall develop and maintain a small business 
trade strategy that is contributed as part of the 
National Export Strategy developed by the De-
partment of Commerce that includes at least the 
following components: 

‘‘(A) Strategies to increase small business ex-
port opportunities. The strategies shall include 
a specific strategy to increase small business ex-
port opportunities to the Asia Pacific Region. 

‘‘(B) Recommendations to increase the com-
petitiveness of domestic small business industries 
in the global economy. 

‘‘(C) Recommendations to protect small busi-
nesses from unfair trade practices, including in-
tellectual property violations. 

‘‘(D) Strategies to expand small business rep-
resentation in United States trade policy forma-
tion and implementation. 

‘‘(E) Coordination efforts with the Trade Pro-
motion Coordinating Committee of the Depart-
ment of Commerce, as well as with Federal 
agencies that also provide trade financing to 
small businesses, such as the Overseas Private 
Investment Corporation and the Export-Import 
Bank. 

‘‘(2) REPORT.—At the beginning of each fiscal 
year, the director shall submit to the Committee 
on Small Business of the House of Representa-
tives and the Committee on Small Business and 
Entrepreneurship of the Senate a report on the 
small business trade strategy required by para-
graph (1). The report shall cover, at a minimum, 
each of the components required by paragraph 
(1) and shall include specific policies and objec-
tives and timelines to implement those policies 
and objectives.’’. 
SEC. 103. TRACK SMALL BUSINESS EXPORTS AND 

TRADE RESOURCE UTILIZATION. 
Section 22 of the Small Business Act (15 U.S.C. 

649), as amended by this Act, is further amended 
by adding at the end the following: 

‘‘(j) TRACKING SYSTEM.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The director of the Office 

shall develop a system to track small business 
exports and the use by small businesses of Fed-
eral trade promotion resources. The director 
shall ensure that the system is consistent 
through each Federal agency member of the 
Trade Promotion Coordinating Committee. 

‘‘(2) DESIGN EMPHASIS.—The director shall 
give particular attention, in designing the sys-
tem, to the tracking of data on the trade of serv-
ices by small exporters, in consultation with the 
Department of Commerce. 

‘‘(3) IMPLEMENTATION.—The director shall 
work in consultation with members of the Trade 
Promotion Coordinating Committee to ensure 
that the system is implemented and that the re-
sults of the system are reported annually in the 
National Export Strategy conducted by the 
Trade Promotion Coordinating Committee.’’. 

TITLE II—TRADE COMPLIANCE PROGRAMS 
SEC. 201. TRADE REMEDY AND DISPUTE ASSIST-

ANCE INITIATIVE. 
Section 22 of the Small Business Act (15 U.S.C. 

649), as amended by this Act, is further amended 
by adding at the end the following: 

‘‘(k) TRADE REMEDY AND DISPUTE ASSISTANCE 
INITIATIVE.—The director of the Office shall de-
sign, and the district offices of the Administra-
tion shall implement, a program that provides 
technical assistance, counseling services, and 
reference materials to assist small businesses 
navigate the trade dispute and remedy proc-
esses. The program shall include— 

‘‘(1) information on available resources, proce-
dures, and requirements for trade remedy inves-
tigations; 

‘‘(2) an approach for district office staff to 
provide one-on-one assistance to small busi-
nesses involved in these activities; and 

‘‘(3) an identification of legal resources and 
other tools to ensure small businesses can navi-
gate the trade dispute and remedy processes 
affordably.’’. 
SEC. 202. PATENT ASSISTANCE AND INTELLEC-

TUAL PROPERTY PROTECTIONS INI-
TIATIVE. 

Section 22 of the Small Business Act (15 U.S.C. 
649), as amended by this Act, is further amended 
by adding at the end the following: 

‘‘(l) PATENT ASSISTANCE AND INTELLECTUAL 
PROPERTY PROTECTIONS INITIATIVE.—In con-
sultation with the United States Patent and 
Trademark Office and the United States Copy-
right Office, the Office shall design counseling 
services, including identifying legal resources 
for small businesses to secure intellectual prop-
erty protection in foreign countries. To imple-
ment the program, the Office shall collaborate 
with district office staff to provide on-on-one as-
sistance to small businesses involved in these ac-
tivities.’’. 

TITLE III—TRADE ADJUSTMENT 
ASSISTANCE FOR SMALL BUSINESSES 

SEC. 301. TRADE ADJUSTMENT ASSISTANCE FI-
NANCING INITIATIVE. 

Section 7(a) of the Small Business Act (15 
U.S.C. 636(a)) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (2)(D) by inserting after 
‘‘paragraph (14)(A),’’ the following: ‘‘or to par-
ticipate in a loan made under paragraph (16),’’; 
and 

(2) in paragraph (16)— 
(A) in subparagraph (D) by striking clauses (i) 

and (ii) and inserting the following: 
‘‘(i) is impacted by— 
‘‘(I) increased competition with foreign firms 

in the relevant market; or 
‘‘(II) unfair trade practices, particularly intel-

lectual property violations; and 
‘‘(ii) is injured by such impacts.’’; and 
(B) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(E) OUTREACH AND MARKETING.—The Admin-

istration shall increase outreach and marketing 
of international trade loans to district offices 
and private lenders.’’. 
SEC. 302. TECHNICAL RESOURCES FOR TRADE AD-

JUSTMENT ASSISTANCE. 
Section 22 of the Small Business Act (15 U.S.C. 

649), as amended by this Act, is further amended 
by adding at the end the following: 
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‘‘(m) TECHNICAL RESOURCES FOR TRADE AD-

JUSTMENT ASSISTANCE.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The director of the Office 

shall establish a comprehensive set of services to 
assist small business readjustment, including ac-
cess to training, technology, marketing assist-
ance, and research and information on domestic 
and global markets. 

‘‘(2) IMPLEMENTATION.—The Administrator 
shall, by regulation, establish such requirements 
as may be necessary to carry out paragraph (1). 

‘‘(3) OUTREACH.—The Office shall work with 
the district offices and the outreach business as-
sistance centers of the Administration, including 
Small Business Development Centers, Women’s 
Business Centers, and SCORE, to offer the set of 
services established under paragraph (1) to 
small businesses in their local communities.’’. 

TITLE IV—EXPORT ASSISTANCE 
SEC. 401. INCREASE SMALL BUSINESS ADMINIS-

TRATION PARTICIPATION AT EX-
PORT ASSISTANCE CENTERS. 

Section 22 of the Small Business Act (15 U.S.C. 
649), as amended by this Act, is further amended 
by adding at the end the following: 

‘‘(n) TRADE FINANCE POSITIONS.— 
‘‘(1) ADDITIONAL TRADE FINANCE SPECIAL-

ISTS.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The Office, over the 1-year 

period beginning on the date of the enactment 
of this subsection, shall increase the number of 
trade finance specialists at Export Assistance 
Centers by at least 6 and thereafter shall main-
tain the number of such trade finance special-
ists at or above that number. Candidates for the 
positions are required to have sufficient quali-
fications and experiences. 

‘‘(B) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to carry 
out subparagraph (A) such sums as may be nec-
essary. 

‘‘(2) FILLING VACANT POSITIONS.—The Office, 
over the 3-month period beginning on the date 
of the enactment of this subsection, shall fill all 
trade finance positions that have been vacant 
since 2003. Candidates for the positions are re-
quired to have sufficient qualifications and ex-
periences. 

‘‘(3) FILLING GAPS IN HIGH-EXPORT-VOLUME 
AREAS.—The director of the Office shall— 

‘‘(A) not later than 1 year after the date of 
the enactment of this subsection, carry out a 
national study to compare the rate of exports 
from each State and major metropolitan region 
to the availability of Administration staff par-
ticipating in Export Assistance Centers in such 
State or region; 

‘‘(B) not later than 2 years after such date of 
enactment, design a formula to eliminate gaps 
between supply of, and demand for, such staff 
in areas with high export volumes; and 

‘‘(C) request the additional staff that are re-
quired to eliminate such gaps and place them in 
those areas.’’. 
SEC. 402. INCREASE ACCESS TO CAPITAL FOR 

SMALL AND MEDIUM-SIZED EXPORT-
ERS. 

Section 7(a) of the Small Business Act (15 
U.S.C. 636(a)) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (2)(D) by amending the 
heading to read as follows: ‘‘PARTICIPATION 
UNDER EXPORT WORKING CAPITAL AND INTER-
NATIONAL TRADE PROGRAMS’’; and 

(2) in paragraph (3)— 
(A) in subparagraph (A) by striking ‘‘sub-

paragraph (B)’’ and inserting ‘‘subparagraphs 
(B) and (C)’’; 

(B) by redesignating subparagraphs (B) and 
(C) as (C) and (D), respectively; 

(C) by inserting after subparagraph (A) the 
following: 

‘‘(B) if the total amount outstanding and com-
mitted (by participation or otherwise) solely for 
the purposes provided in paragraphs (14)(A) and 

(16) to the borrower from the business loan and 
investment fund established by this Act would 
exceed $2,250,000 (or if the gross loan amount 
would exceed $3,000,000), except as provided in 
subparagraph (C);’’; and 

(D) in subparagraph (C) (as so redesignated) 
by striking ‘‘$1,750,000, of which not more than 
$1,250,000’’ and inserting ‘‘$2,250,000, of which 
not more than $1,600,000’’. 
SEC. 403. CLERICAL AMENDMENT. 

Section 22(c)(5) of the Small Business Act (15 
U.S.C. 649) is amended by striking the period at 
the end and inserting a semicolon. 

TITLE V—AUTHORIZATION OF 
APPROPRIATIONS 

SEC. 501. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 
There are authorized to be appropriated such 

sums as may be necessary to carry out this Act 
and the amendments made by this Act. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from 
New York (Ms. VELÁZQUEZ) and the 
gentleman from Ohio (Mr. CHABOT) 
each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from New York. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Ms. VELÁZQUEZ. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days to revise 
and extend their remarks and include 
extraneous material on the bill under 
consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from New York? 

There was no objection. 
Ms. VELÁZQUEZ. Mr. Speaker, I 

yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

International trade is a key part of 
our economic future, and competition 
in the global marketplace will only in-
crease in the years to come. Con-
sequently, our country is facing many 
decisions concerning how we will en-
gage in transnational commerce. To 
utilize resources effectively and secure 
our industry’s leadership, it is critical 
that the Nation’s trade strategy incor-
porates a key source of innovation in 
world markets, small businesses. 

I want to thank Representative HALL 
for introducing this legislation. He has 
been a strong supporter of trade poli-
cies that will benefit all Americans. 

Small businesses that generate and 
develop new products have shown that 
they can lead the way in building en-
tire industries. They represent vir-
tually all of the country’s exporting 
firms, improving our trade balance and 
introducing U.S. products to con-
sumers across the world. With all of 
their success, these firms still face bar-
riers to maintaining domestic and 
international markets. As a result, al-
though the entrepreneurs are nearly 
100 percent of export firms, they gen-
erate less than one-third of revenues 
from these activities. 

Given their contributions, it is crit-
ical that entrepreneurs are considered 
in the Nation’s trade strategy and that 
obstacles to their competitiveness are 
removed. By enhancing the Small Busi-

ness Administration’s focus to reflect 
the international-oriented demands of 
small businesses, H.R. 2992 will ensure 
that entrepreneurs are able to effec-
tively incorporate trade into their 
business strategy. 

The SBA Trade Programs Act of 2007 
will provide small firms with a com-
prehensive set of tools to thrive in a 
marketplace without borders. It will 
assist them to overcome trade barriers 
by enhancing their access to export fi-
nancing, counseling and technical as-
sistance programs. The SBA’s mandate 
is also expanded to ensure entre-
preneurs participate on a level playing 
field as they face global competition. 

To make certain that small busi-
nesses have access to newly opened 
world markets, H.R. 2992 requires the 
agencies to incorporate entrepreneurs’ 
interests into trade policies and plans. 
The bill increases trade finance re-
sources and the size of international 
trade loans which will facilitate small 
exporters’ overseas transactions. These 
improvements will help to ensure that 
the Nation’s trade promotion strategy 
supports, and benefits from, U.S. small 
businesses. 

Small firms play a crucial role in 
promoting the global competitiveness 
of our country’s industries. Including 
them in the development of the U.S. 
trade policy will support the growth of 
the Nation’s economy, as well as to re-
duce the trade deficit. Effective trade 
strategies, enforcement assistance, and 
export promotion resources will ensure 
small businesses contribute to main-
taining the Nation’s global leadership. 
Doing so will guarantee that benefits 
of free trade are more widely distrib-
uted to not only businesses but also 
more of our Nation’s communities. 

I strongly urge support of this legis-
lation. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. CHABOT. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support 
of H.R. 2992, the SBA Trade Programs 
Act of 2007. The committee worked in a 
cooperative and bipartisan basis to 
bring these changes in the SBA’s oper-
ation of its programs to enhance small 
business participation in the global 
economy. H.R. 2992 represents the 
Small Business Committee’s continued 
commitment to promotion of inter-
national trade by America’s small busi-
nesses. 

The Small Business Administration 
has a number of general entrepre-
neurial assistance programs that pro-
vide technical advice to small business 
owners. However, international trade is 
an area that is fraught with regulatory 
issues requiring specialized knowledge 
that may not be available from the 
SBA’s entrepreneurial partners. 

It is not surprising to find that the 
SBA created other programs to meet 
the needs of small business exporters 
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that rely on personnel with specialized 
knowledge about the international 
trade regulatory regime. These pro-
grams, as well as the SBA efforts to co-
ordinate with other agencies such as 
the Department of Commerce, have re-
sulted in remarkable gains in exports. 

There are about a quarter of a mil-
lion small businesses that export. Rev-
enue increased from $102.8 billion to 
$203 billion in 2004. There’s no doubt 
that small businesses are playing a 
vital role in reducing America’s trade 
deficit. Continuation of this success 
and even greater impetus on small 
business exporting will benefit the 
American economy. 

H.R. 2992 requires the Small Business 
Administration to expand its trade 
outreach initiatives and improve co-
ordination of its trade promotion ac-
tivities with those of other Federal 
agencies such as United States Trade 
Representative, the Department of 
Commerce, and the Export-Import 
Bank. 

The bill will increase the capacity of 
America’s small businesses to export. 
This will reduce our trade deficit and 
increase our national and economic se-
curity. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Ms. VELÁZQUEZ. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield to one of the bill’s original co-
sponsors, the gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania (Mr. SESTAK), who is also the 
vice-Chair of the Small Business Com-
mittee, as much time as he may con-
sume. 

Mr. SESTAK. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the chairwoman and ranking member. I 
very much appreciate your support on 
this bill, and I rise to speak highly on 
it and thank, in particular, my col-
league Mr. John Hall who is also an 
original cosponsor. 

I believe this bill has a lot to do with 
enhancing global competitiveness of 
American small businesses. In fact, in 
May I held an economic summit in my 
district in partnership with the U.S. 
Export Assistance Center in Philadel-
phia. The day’s program aimed to pro-
vide business owners with information 
about the resources and services pro-
vided by the local, State and Federal 
governments. The panel that day par-
ticularly focused on how to help local 
small businesses export their products 
to foreign markets, as well as on how 
firms interested in expanding their 
businesses overseas could obtain trade 
financing. 

I was extremely encouraged by the 
number of small business owners inter-
ested in expanding their business into 
overseas markets during this summit. 
However, this should come as no sur-
prise since small businesses make up 97 
percent of all exporters and have con-
tributed greatly to the growth of ex-
ports overseas. 

There is promise in the economic im-
pact of trade among small businesses. 

For example, with assistance from the 
Philadelphia Export Assistance Center, 
Nielsen-Kellerman, a small business in 
my district that designs and manufac-
tures waterproof electronics for use in 
the rowing industry, worked with trade 
specialists to expand globally and since 
2001 has signed nine dealer agreements 
in Germany and has successfully sold 
products in Southeast Asia, Europe, 
Central America and the Middle East. 
The firm continues to utilize the Ex-
port Assistance Center for business 
counseling and guidance to further ex-
pand their business overseas. 

However, I also saw during my dis-
trict’s economic summit that small ex-
porters also face numerous challenges, 
such as higher transaction costs, than 
do big business. They assume greater 
risk than larger exporters, and they ex-
perience burdensome customs require-
ments which limit their access to for-
eign markets, impeding small firms 
from maximizing their full potential to 
expand their enterprises. 

This legislation not only addresses 
the need for a focus on assisting in 
overseas trading by calling for an an-
nual trade strategy to increase exports 
but also, Mr. Speaker, enhancing the 
level of export assistance by increasing 
access to capital and establishing pro-
grams for trade adjustment assistance 
to help small firms adjust to ever- 
changing global economic conditions 
and demands. 

I believe the SBA Trade Act is com-
prehensive legislation that is critical 
to the economic security of our Nation 
and urge my colleagues to support this 
legislation. 

Mr. CHABOT. I will continue to re-
serve, Mr. Speaker. 

Ms. VELÁZQUEZ. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield to the gentlewoman from Ohio 
(Ms. SUTTON) as much time as she may 
consume. 

Ms. SUTTON. Mr. Speaker, I rise in 
strong support of H.R. 2992, the SBA 
Trade Programs Act. 

I want to thank Congressman HALL 
for introducing this important bill and 
for his continued efforts to ensure our 
trade policies work for American busi-
nesses and workers. 

I also want to applaud the distin-
guished chairwoman, Chairwoman 
VELÁZQUEZ, for her leadership on this 
issue and dedication to helping our 
small businesses. 

This bill could not be more relevant 
because small businesses in Ohio and 
across the Nation are struggling to 
compete because of sometimes mis-
guided U.S. trade policies and unfair 
and often illegal foreign trade prac-
tices. 

Small businesses and their workers 
are the backbone of communities in 
Ohio and across this Nation. Just listen 
to the statistics: 

Small businesses comprise 97 percent 
of all export enterprises but only gen-
erate 30 percent of domestic export rev-

enues, and that number is shrinking. 
This is happening because our trade 
policies often benefit large corporate 
interests and leave small businesses be-
hind. 

The trends also show that it is be-
coming more and more difficult for 
American small businesses to compete 
against the unfair trade practices of 
foreign nations, often propped up by 
governmental subsidies, weak intellec-
tual property laws, and currency ma-
nipulation. 

H.R. 2992 will help small businesses 
become more competitive in the inter-
national trade market. This bill will 
provide a comprehensive set of re-
sources to help small businesses by in-
creasing export assistance, strength-
ening small business trade policies, and 
providing adjustment assistance. 

These are very important steps we 
can take at the Small Business Admin-
istration to help our local firms stay 
competitive; and while this will help 
small business compete both domesti-
cally and globally, there is clearly 
much more that needs to be done, in-
cluding an overhaul of U.S. trade pol-
icy to ensure that the needs of Amer-
ican businesses and workers and com-
munities are being met. 

Unfortunately, our current trade 
policies put American businesses and 
workers often at a disadvantage and re-
ward companies who move overseas or 
outsource jobs, and for communities 
like mine, Mr. Speaker, in northeast 
Ohio where the creation and retention 
of jobs is the number one issue, sup-
porting our local industries and small 
businesses will be critical to our abil-
ity to revitalize our economy and suc-
ceed in the future. 

Today, we move in the right direc-
tion by passing the SBA Trade Pro-
grams Act; and, once again, I applaud 
Congressman HALL and Chairwoman 
VELÁZQUEZ for their leadership on this 
important issue and for the hard work 
that they are doing. 

Mr. CHABOT. Mr. Speaker, I have no 
additional speakers. 

Ms. VELÁZQUEZ. Mr. Speaker, I 
have no additional speakers. 

Mr. CHABOT. I would urge my col-
leagues to support H.R. 2992, and I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

Ms. VELÁZQUEZ. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself the balance of my time. 

I just would like to say that Rep-
resentative HALL’s legislation, the SBA 
Trade Programs Act of 2007, promotes 
the competitiveness of small busi-
nesses in the global economy, assists 
them in adjusting to economic disloca-
tions, and makes certain their needs 
are represented in U.S. trade policies. 

Due to the increasing global pres-
sures upon small businesses, this mod-
ernization initiative has been widely 
supported. The legislation has been en-
dorsed by the U.S. Hispanic Chamber of 
Commerce, the National Black Cham-
ber of Commerce, the Small Business 
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Exporter Association, the National 
Small Business Association, and the 
Precision Metalforming Association. 

b 1445 

I would like to conclude by thanking 
the staff that worked on this legisla-
tion, from the Small Business Com-
mittee, Nicole Witenstein, Michael 
Day, and Adam Minehardt; and from 
Mr. SESTAK’s staff, Clarence Tong. 

In conclusion, I would like to thank 
Congressman HALL and the cosponsors 
for this timely bill. I strongly urge my 
colleagues to vote for the SBA Trade 
Programs Act of 2007. 

Mr. HALL of New York. Mr. Speaker, I 
would like to thank Chairwoman VELÁZQUEZ 
for doing such a wonderful job ushering this 
bill through her committee and onto the House 
floor today. America’s small business commu-
nity could not ask for a better ally and friend 
in this body than the chairwoman of the Small 
Business Committee. 

I am pleased today that H.R. 2992, the SBA 
Trade Programs Act of 2007, is being consid-
ered on the House Floor. As in many parts of 
the country, the small businesses in New 
York’s Hudson Valley are the engine that 
drives our economy, and their success is vital 
to the prosperity of our communities. In our in-
creasingly shrinking world, being successful 
throughout the global economy has taken on 
a vitally important role. As a result, it is crucial 
that all businesses, including small busi-
nesses, have a level playing field in inter-
national trade. 

Unfortunately, by their very nature small 
businesses do not have the same opportuni-
ties to take part in international trade that their 
larger competitors do. They are smaller and 
less able to take advantage of the economy of 
scale. Many simply do not have the capital or 
the logistical capability to devote to the cause. 
Most of the small businesses in my district are 
located only a few miles from New York City, 
the world’s greatest international hub, and yet 
they often do not have the capacity to take ad-
vantage of that location. Today, with this bill, 
we hope to change that. 

The SBA Trade Programs Act we have con-
sidered directs the Small Business Administra-
tion’s Office of International Trade to take a 
number of steps specifically designed to help 
small businesses have a greater opportunity to 
take part in international trade. It instructs the 
OIT to capitalize on its relationship with the 
US Trade Representative and international or-
ganizations to develop and implement trade 
policies to support small businesses. This will 
enable small businesses to take advantage of 
the system we have created for bigger compa-
nies and has proven so helpful to American 
businesses. 

It orders the OIT to establish an annual 
trade strategy for small businesses, which in-
cludes specific ideas on ways to increase 
competitiveness, better protect small busi-
nesses from unfair trade practices, increase 
small business’ exports, and expand the rep-
resentation of small businesses in creating 
and defining trade policy. 

It provides small businesses with technical 
assistance in trade remedy investigations and 
dispute cases, two places where small busi-

nesses have long been at a disadvantage as 
they often do not have the financial capacity 
or manpower to deal with multiple jurisdictional 
issues. 

The bill calls on the OIT to design com-
prehensive services to assist small businesses 
adjust to global climate conditions and in-
crease loans and loan guarantees to small 
business exporters. By increasing loan avail-
ability small businesses will have greater ac-
cess to the capital required for successful 
international business opportunities. And the 
assistive services will better enable small busi-
nesses to adapt to the differing tastes and de-
sires of foreign markets. 

This bill will provide assistance for busi-
nesses that require legal resources to help se-
cure intellectual property protection. It will also 
expand eligibility requirements for international 
trade loans to include intellectual property vio-
lations as well as other trade practices with 
negative financial repercussions. These provi-
sions are especially relevant because intellec-
tual property remains one of our country’s 
most important exports. Yet the extent and 
scope of their protection varies significantly 
from country to country. Any company looking 
to protect their intellectual property must be 
aware of the protections offered, and not of-
fered; in each jurisdiction in which they have 
a presence. This bill will provide the appro-
priate resources so that America’s small busi-
nesses can protect, and if need be, defend 
their intellectual property rights. 

Mr. Speaker. This is an important bill. It is 
a bill that will provide a significant benefit to 
America’s small businesses and open doors to 
them have been shut for far too long. I urge 
every member of the House to support it. 
Once again, I thank Chairwoman VELÁZQUEZ 
and the rest of the small business committee 
for such great work in bringing this bill to the 
floor. 

Ms. VELÁZQUEZ. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield back the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentlewoman from New York (Ms. 
VELÁZQUEZ) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 2992, as 
amended. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the bill, as 
amended, was passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

MICROLOAN AMENDMENTS AND 
MODERNIZATION ACT 

Ms. VELÁZQUEZ. Mr. Speaker, I 
move to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill (H.R. 3020) to amend the Small 
Business Act to improve the Microloan 
program, and for other purposes, as 
amended. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 3020 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE; TABLE OF CONTENTS. 

(a) SHORT TITLE.—This Act may be cited as 
the ‘‘Microloan Amendments and Modernization 
Act’’. 

(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of con-
tents for this Act is as follows: 
Sec. 1. Short title; table of contents. 

TITLE I—MICROLOAN 
Sec. 101. Transmission of credit reporting infor-

mation. 
Sec. 102. Flexible credit. 
Sec. 103. Intermediary eligibility requirements. 
Sec. 104. Average loan size. 
Sec. 105. Technical assistance. 
Sec. 106. Entrepreneurs with disabilities. 

TITLE II—PRIME 
Sec. 201. Short title. 
Sec. 202. PRIME. 
Sec. 203. Conforming repeal. 

TITLE I—MICROLOAN 
SEC. 101. TRANSMISSION OF CREDIT REPORTING 

INFORMATION. 
Section 7(m) of the Small Business Act (15 

U.S.C. 636(m)) is amended by adding at the end 
the following: 

‘‘(14) CREDIT REPORTING INFORMATION.—The 
Administrator shall establish a process, for use 
by a lender making a loan to a borrower under 
this subsection, under which the lender provides 
to the major credit reporting agencies the infor-
mation about the borrower that is relevant to 
credit reporting, such as the payment activity of 
the borrower on the loan.’’. 
SEC. 102. FLEXIBLE CREDIT. 

Section 7(m) of the Small Business Act (15 
U.S.C. 636(m)) is amended, in each of para-
graphs (1)(B)(i) and (11)(B), by striking ‘‘short- 
term,’’. 
SEC. 103. INTERMEDIARY ELIGIBILITY REQUIRE-

MENTS. 
Section 7(m)(2) of the Small Business Act (15 

U.S.C. 636(m)(2)) is amended— 
(1) in subparagraph (A) by striking ‘‘para-

graph (10)’’ and inserting ‘‘paragraph (11)’’; 
and 

(2) by amending subparagraph (B) to read as 
follows: 

‘‘(B) has— 
‘‘(i) at least— 
‘‘(I) 1 year of experience making microloans to 

startup, newly established, or growing small 
business concerns; or 

‘‘(II) 1 full-time employee who has not less 
than 3 years experience making microloans to 
startup, newly established, or growing small 
business concerns; and 

‘‘(ii) at least 1 year of experience providing, as 
an integral part of its microloan program, inten-
sive marketing, management, and technical as-
sistance to its borrowers.’’. 
SEC. 104. AVERAGE LOAN SIZE. 

Section 7(m) of the Small Business Act (15 
U.S.C. 636(m)) is amended by striking ‘‘$7,500’’ 
and inserting ‘‘$10,000’’ in each of the following 
places: paragraph (3)(F)(iii), paragraph 
(6)(C)(i), and paragraph (6)(C)(ii). 
SEC. 105. TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE. 

Section 7(m)(4)(E) of the Small Business Act 
(15 U.S.C. 636(m)(4)(E)) is amended as follows: 

(1) PRE-LOAN.—Clause (i) is amended by strik-
ing ‘‘25 percent’’ and inserting ‘‘35 percent’’. 

(2) THIRD PARTY CONTRACTS.—Clause (ii) is 
amended by striking ‘‘25 percent’’ and inserting 
‘‘35 percent’’. 
SEC. 106. ENTREPRENEURS WITH DISABILITIES. 

Section 7(m)(1)(A)(i) of the Small Business Act 
(15 U.S.C. 636(m)(1)(A)(i)) is amended by insert-
ing ‘‘disabled,’’ before ‘‘and minority entre-
preneurs’’. 

TITLE II—PRIME 
SEC. 201. SHORT TITLE. 

This title may be cited as the ‘‘Program for In-
vestment in Microentrepreneurs Act’’ or the 
‘‘PRIME Act’’. 
SEC. 202. PRIME. 

The Small Business Act is amended— 
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(1) by redesignating section 37 as 99; and 
(2) by inserting after section 36 the following: 

‘‘SEC. 37. PRIME PROGRAM. 
‘‘(a) DEFINITIONS.—For purposes of this sec-

tion, the following definitions shall apply: 
‘‘(1) CAPACITY BUILDING SERVICES.—The term 

‘capacity building services’ means services pro-
vided to an organization that is, or that is in 
the process of becoming, a microenterprise devel-
opment organization or program, for the pur-
pose of enhancing its ability to provide training 
and services to disadvantaged entrepreneurs. 

‘‘(2) DISADVANTAGED ENTREPRENEUR.—The 
term ‘disadvantaged entrepreneur’ means a 
microentrepreneur that is— 

‘‘(A) a very low-income person; 
‘‘(B) a low-income person; or 
‘‘(C) an entrepreneur that lacks adequate ac-

cess to capital or other resources essential for 
business success, or is economically disadvan-
taged, as determined by the Administrator. 

‘‘(3) COLLABORATIVE.—The term ‘collabo-
rative’ means 2 or more nonprofit entities that 
agree to act jointly as a qualified organization 
under this section. 

‘‘(4) INDIAN TRIBE.—The term ‘Indian tribe’ 
means any Indian tribe, band, pueblo, nation, 
or other organized group or community, includ-
ing any Alaska Native village or regional or vil-
lage corporation, as defined in or established 
pursuant to the Alaska Native Claims Settle-
ment Act, which is recognized as eligible for the 
special programs and services provided by the 
United States to Indians because of their status 
as Indians. 

‘‘(5) INTERMEDIARY.—The term ‘intermediary’ 
means a private, nonprofit entity that seeks to 
serve microenterprise development organizations 
and programs as authorized under subsection 
(d). 

‘‘(6) LOW-INCOME PERSON.—The term ‘low-in-
come person’ means a person having an income, 
adjusted for family size, of not more than— 

‘‘(A) for metropolitan areas, 80 percent of the 
area median income; and 

‘‘(B) for nonmetropolitan areas, the greater 
of— 

‘‘(i) 80 percent of the area median income; or 
‘‘(ii) 80 percent of the statewide nonmetropoli-

tan area median income. 
‘‘(7) MICROENTREPRENEUR.—The term ‘micro-

entrepreneur’ means the owner or developer of a 
microenterprise. 

‘‘(8) MICROENTERPRISE.—The term ‘microen-
terprise’ means a sole proprietorship, partner-
ship, or corporation that— 

‘‘(A) has fewer than 5 employees; and 
‘‘(B) generally lacks access to conventional 

loans, equity, or other banking services. 
‘‘(9) MICROENTERPRISE DEVELOPMENT ORGANI-

ZATION OR PROGRAM.—The term ‘microenterprise 
development organization or program’ means a 
nonprofit entity, or a program administered by 
such an entity, including community develop-
ment corporations or other nonprofit develop-
ment organizations and social service organiza-
tions, that provides services to disadvantaged 
entrepreneurs. 

‘‘(10) POVERTY LINE.—The term ‘poverty line’ 
means the official poverty line defined by the 
Office of Management and Budget based on the 
most recent data available from the Bureau of 
the Census. The Administrator shall revise an-
nually (or at any shorter interval the Adminis-
trator determines to be feasible and desirable) 
the poverty line. The required revision shall be 
accomplished by multiplying the official poverty 
line by the percentage change in the Consumer 
Price Index for All Urban Consumers during the 
annual or other interval immediately preceding 
the time at which the revision is made. 

‘‘(11) TRAINING AND TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE.— 
The term ‘training and technical assistance’ 
means services and support provided to dis-

advantaged entrepreneurs, such as assistance 
for the purpose of enhancing business planning, 
marketing, management, financial management 
skills, and assistance for the purpose of access-
ing financial services. 

‘‘(12) VERY LOW-INCOME PERSON.—The term 
‘very low-income person’ means having an in-
come, adjusted for family size, of not more than 
150 percent of the poverty line. 

‘‘(b) ESTABLISHMENT OF PROGRAM.—The Ad-
ministrator shall establish a microenterprise 
technical assistance and capacity building grant 
program to provide assistance from the Adminis-
tration in the form of grants to qualified organi-
zations in accordance with this section. 

‘‘(c) USES OF ASSISTANCE.—A qualified organi-
zation shall use grants made under this sec-
tion— 

‘‘(1) to provide training and technical assist-
ance to disadvantaged entrepreneurs; 

‘‘(2) to provide training and capacity building 
services to microenterprise development organi-
zations and programs and groups of such orga-
nizations to assist such organizations and pro-
grams in developing microenterprise training 
and services; 

‘‘(3) to aid in researching and developing the 
best practices in the field of microenterprise and 
technical assistance programs for disadvantaged 
entrepreneurs; and 

‘‘(4) for such other activities as the Adminis-
trator determines are consistent with the pur-
poses of this section. 

‘‘(d) QUALIFIED ORGANIZATIONS.—For pur-
poses of eligibility for assistance under this sec-
tion, a qualified organization shall be— 

‘‘(1) a nonprofit microenterprise development 
organization or program (or a group or collabo-
rative thereof) that has a demonstrated record 
of delivering microenterprise services to dis-
advantaged entrepreneurs; 

‘‘(2) an intermediary; 
‘‘(3) a microenterprise development organiza-

tion or program that is accountable to a local 
community, working in conjunction with a State 
or local government or Indian tribe; or 

‘‘(4) an Indian tribe acting on its own, if the 
Indian tribe can certify that no private organi-
zation or program referred to in this paragraph 
exists within its jurisdiction. 

‘‘(e) ALLOCATION OF ASSISTANCE; SUB-
GRANTS.— 

‘‘(1) ALLOCATION OF ASSISTANCE.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator shall 

allocate assistance from the Administration 
under this section to ensure that— 

‘‘(i) activities described in subsection (c)(1) are 
funded using not less than 75 percent of 
amounts made available for such assistance; 
and 

‘‘(ii) activities described in subsection (c)(2) 
are funded using not less than 15 percent of 
amounts made available for such assistance. 

‘‘(B) LIMIT ON INDIVIDUAL ASSISTANCE.—No 
single person may receive more than 10 percent 
of the total funds appropriated under this sec-
tion in a single fiscal year. 

‘‘(2) TARGETED ASSISTANCE.—The Adminis-
trator shall ensure that not less than 50 percent 
of the grants made under this section are used 
to benefit very low-income persons, including 
those residing on Indian reservations. 

‘‘(3) SUBGRANTS AUTHORIZED.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—A qualified organization 

receiving assistance under this section may pro-
vide grants using that assistance to qualified 
small and emerging microenterprise organiza-
tions and programs, subject to such rules and 
regulations as the Administrator determines to 
be appropriate. 

‘‘(B) LIMIT ON ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENSES.— 
Not more than 7.5 percent of assistance received 
by a qualified organization under this section 
may be used for administrative expenses in con-

nection with the making of subgrants under 
subparagraph (A). 

‘‘(4) DIVERSITY.—In making grants under this 
section, the Administrator shall ensure that 
grant recipients include both large and small 
microenterprise organizations, serving urban, 
rural, and Indian tribal communities serving di-
verse populations. 

‘‘(5) PROHIBITION ON PREFERENTIAL CONSIDER-
ATION OF CERTAIN SBA PROGRAM PARTICIPANTS.— 
In making grants under this section, the Admin-
istrator shall ensure that any application made 
by a qualified organization that is a participant 
in the program established under section 7(m) 
does not receive preferential consideration over 
applications from other qualified organizations 
that are not participants in such program. 

‘‘(f) MATCHING REQUIREMENTS.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Financial assistance under 

this section shall be matched with funds from 
sources other than the Federal Government on 
the basis of not less than 50 percent of each dol-
lar provided by the Administration. 

‘‘(2) SOURCES OF MATCHING FUNDS.—Fees, 
grants, gifts, funds from loan sources, and in- 
kind resources of a grant recipient from public 
or private sources may be used to comply with 
the matching requirement in paragraph (1). 

‘‘(3) EXCEPTION.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—In the case of an applicant 

for assistance under this section with severe 
constraints on available sources of matching 
funds, the Administrator may reduce or elimi-
nate the matching requirement in paragraph (1). 

‘‘(B) LIMITATION.—Not more than 10 percent 
of the total funds made available from the Ad-
ministration in any fiscal year to carry out this 
section may be excepted from the matching re-
quirement in paragraph (1), as authorized by 
subparagraph (A). 

‘‘(g) APPLICATIONS FOR ASSISTANCE.—An ap-
plication for assistance under this section shall 
be submitted in such form and in accordance 
with such procedures as the Administrator shall 
establish. 

‘‘(h) RECORDKEEPING.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—A qualified organization re-

ceiving assistance from the Administration 
under this section shall keep such records, for 
such periods as may be prescribed by the Admin-
istrator and necessary to disclose the manner in 
which any assistance under this section is used 
and to demonstrate compliance with the require-
ments of this section. 

‘‘(2) USER PROFILE INFORMATION.—The Ad-
ministrator shall require each qualified organi-
zation receiving assistance from the Administra-
tion under this section to compile such data, as 
is determined to be appropriate by the Adminis-
trator, on the gender, race, ethnicity, national 
origin, or other pertinent information con-
cerning individuals that utilize the services of 
the assisted organization to ensure that targeted 
populations and low-income residents of invest-
ment areas are adequately served. 

‘‘(3) ACCESS TO RECORDS.—The Administrator 
shall have access on demand, for the purpose of 
determining compliance with this section, to any 
records of a qualified organization that receives 
assistance from the Administration under this 
section. 

‘‘(4) REVIEW.—Not less than annually, the 
Administrator shall review the progress of each 
assisted organization in carrying out its stra-
tegic plan, meeting its performance goals, and 
satisfying the terms and conditions of its assist-
ance agreement. 

‘‘(5) REPORTING.— 
‘‘(A) ANNUAL REPORTS.—The Administrator 

shall require each qualified organization receiv-
ing assistance from the Administration under 
this section to submit an annual report to the 
Administrator on its activities, its financial con-
dition, and its success in meeting performance 
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goals, in satisfying the terms and conditions of 
its assistance agreement, and in complying with 
other requirements of this section, in such form 
and manner as the Administrator shall specify. 

‘‘(B) AVAILABILITY OF REPORTS.—The Admin-
istrator, after deleting or redacting any material 
as appropriate to protect privacy or proprietary 
interests, shall make such reports submitted 
under subparagraph (A) available for public in-
spection. 

‘‘(i) IMPLEMENTATION.—The Administrator 
shall, by regulation, establish such requirements 
as may be necessary to carry out this section.’’. 
SEC. 203. CONFORMING REPEAL. 

Subtitle C (15 U.S.C. 6901 et seq.) of title I of 
the Riegle Community Development and Regu-
latory Improvement Act of 1994 is repealed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from 
New York (Ms. VELÁZQUEZ) and the 
gentleman from Ohio (Mr. CHABOT) 
each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from New York. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Ms. VELÁZQUEZ. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days to revise 
and extend their remarks and include 
extraneous material on the bill under 
consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from New York? 

There was no objection. 
Ms. VELÁZQUEZ. Mr. Speaker, I 

yield myself as much time as I may 
consume. 

Small businesses create three out of 
four new jobs and account for almost 
half of our country’s income. But that 
is only part of the story. The opportu-
nities through business ownership are 
limited only by our own imagination 
and ability. Each year, 700,000 men, 
women and children follow the dream 
of entrepreneurship. 

The vast majority of our businesses 
are very small. Over 50 percent of all 
businesses are home based. Most get 
started without a single employee. But 
with hard work, that changes. Ulti-
mately, half the people who work in 
this country now work for small busi-
nesses. 

Small businesses are flexible and 
more likely to adapt to changes in the 
economy. They have to be nimble to 
survive. So if there is one thing we 
have learned, it is that helping these 
small businesses start up and grow pro-
vides a significant benefit for our local 
and national economy. 

One of the best methods devised to 
encourage start-up small businesses is 
the small microcredit loan. The SBA 
Microloan Program makes funds avail-
able to nonprofit community-based 
lenders. In turn, these lenders make 
small loans to eligible borrowers who 
are often individual fledgling entre-
preneurs that live in the same commu-
nity where they work. 

The Microloan Amendments and 
Modernization Act introduced by my 
colleague, the ranking member on our 

committee, Mr. CHABOT, improves an 
already strong program. It will in-
crease the number of lenders and bor-
rowers that will be able to get involved 
in creating new businesses and help put 
people in their communities to work. It 
also encourages credit reporting so 
that the excellent repayment history 
of its participants is recorded to their 
benefit. 

Finally, the bill takes steps to 
strengthen the PRIME program, a key 
initiative that provides counseling to 
low-income entrepreneurs. 

Since its inception in 1992, the 
Microloan Program has been reaching 
many that otherwise would not be 
served by the private sector or even the 
SBA’s traditional loan programs. The 
type of people that use the Microloan 
Program are borrowers that may be 
unable to get a loan from traditional 
sources due to no credit rating or a 
lack of business experience. 

By filling this void, microloans have 
become an important source of assist-
ance for groups who traditionally have 
had more difficulty accessing capital. 
These loans fulfill the goal of widely 
distributing resources, as roughly one 
third are made in rural areas. It is for 
these reasons that the program com-
plements the successes of President 
Clinton’s New Market Initiative. 
Microloans are a low-cost effective way 
to move people off welfare and turn 
them into business owners and even 
employers. There have been only two 
defaults to the government since the 
program’s inception, and tens of thou-
sands of jobs retained and created. This 
is a great bargain for the taxpayers. 

With that, I urge the House to vote 
for the Microloan Program and this 
legislation. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. CHABOT. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support 
of H.R. 3020, the Microloan Amend-
ments and Modernization Act. 

The chairwoman and I have worked 
together on a cooperative basis to 
bring this technical but important 
piece of legislation to the floor. H.R. 
3020 represents the first substantive 
change in the Microloan Program in 
more than 6 years. 

According to Dr. Mohammad Yunus, 
the 2006 Nobel Laureate in Peace and 
founder of the Grameen Bank, ‘‘micro-
credit views each person as a potential 
entrepreneur and turn on the tiny eco-
nomic engines of a rejected portion of 
society.’’ 

Unlike Bangladesh or other countries 
that have emulated the Grameen Bank, 
microcredit in the United States is not 
aimed at a rejected portion of society, 
but rather at those individuals who do 
not have access to commercial finan-
cial institutions and the typical re-
sources to manage those funds. Despite 
the different target audiences, micro-

lending in the United States represents 
a variation of the concept developed by 
Dr. Yunus. 

The Small Business Administration 
created a pilot program based on the 
success of the Grameen Bank, and Con-
gress created a permanent authority 
for the program back in 1992. SBA does 
not provide microcredit directly to en-
trepreneurs; instead, the SBA provides 
below market-rate loans to nonprofit 
intermediaries. These institutions then 
make loans to entrepreneurs. 

As with other SBA financing pro-
grams, the SBA does not provide all 
the funds for financing. Intermediaries 
must contribute 15 percent of the value 
of loans in non-Federal funds. But the 
key to the success of microlending is 
not the loans; rather, it is the edu-
cation and counseling that the inter-
mediaries provide to their borrowers. 

With this knowledge, these entre-
preneurs are able to manage their fi-
nancial resources and ensure repay-
ment of loans. This success is dem-
onstrated by the very low number of 
defaults by borrowers and cost-effec-
tive means by which it produces nearly 
10,000 jobs a year in areas, including 
parts of my district in Cincinnati, that 
need economic revitalization. 

Despite its success, the Microloan 
Program needs to be revised in light of 
changes to the economy during the 
past 6 years and, in some cases, to up-
date matters that have not been al-
tered since the program’s inception 
more than 15 years ago. 

Microlenders exist, mainly because 
normal commercial lending institu-
tions did not provide access to credit 
for those who are highly credit risky. 
One way to improve that is to have 
borrowers’ histories passed along to 
credit bureaus. I think having the SBA 
work with the intermediaries to ac-
complish the delivery of credit his-
tories will benefit borrowers. 

H.R. 3020 also enables the inter-
mediaries to determine the length of 
credit that will be made available to 
the borrowers. Given the expertise of 
the intermediaries, it makes abundant 
sense for the determinations on the 
length of loans to rest with the inter-
mediaries and borrowers. 

I want to emphasize that this change 
has no impact on the loan obligations 
of the intermediaries to the SBA. The 
change involves no risk to the Federal 
Treasury. 

H.R. 3020 also raises the level of the 
average loan size in an intermediary’s 
portfolio from $7,500 to $10,000. This 
level has not been changed since 1992, 
and an adjustment is appropriate to 
take account of inflation in the inter-
vening 15 years. 

The SBA rightly focuses on the num-
ber of small businesses that receive 
help from its entrepreneurial training 
partners. However, ensuring that only 
those individuals with the right apti-
tude start small businesses is as impor-
tant as the provision of the technical 
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assistance to businesses that have been 
in existence for years. 

The Microloan Amendments and 
Modernization Act recognizes the im-
portance of this training and increases 
the amount of pre-loan training that 
intermediaries may provide. H.R. 3020 
also provides for an increase in the 
amount of technical assistance train-
ing that intermediaries can contract 
for from other sources. 

As the committee heard in testimony 
from Professor Lisa Servon, this will 
enable intermediaries to focus on those 
services that they are best able to per-
form. Finally, the committee heard 
from two different witnesses that the 
cap on interest rates should be re-
moved. 

We also heard that a rise in interest 
rates will enable intermediaries to re-
coup more of their costs, thereby re-
ducing the amount of funds that they 
must raise from other sources. I would 
ask that the chairwoman work with us 
as the bill moves through legislative 
process to ensure that intermediaries 
have maximum flexibility to operate 
their loan programs with the elimi-
nation of the interest rate cap. 

I urge my colleagues to support this 
legislation. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Ms. VELÁZQUEZ. Mr. Speaker, I 
want to thank the ranking member for 
introducing this important piece of 
legislation, and I also want to thank 
the staff that worked on this legisla-
tion, from the minority staff, Barbara 
Pineles; from the majority staff, Ross 
Orban, Michael Day, Adam Minehardt 
and Andy Jimenez. 

I strongly urge my colleagues to sup-
port the Microloan Program. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentlewoman from New York (Ms. 
VELÁZQUEZ) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 3020, as 
amended. 

The question was taken. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the 

opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being 
in the affirmative, the ayes have it. 

Ms. VELÁZQUEZ. Mr. Speaker, on 
that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the 
Chair’s prior announcement, further 
proceedings on this motion will be 
postponed. 

f 

CALLING ON THE GOVERNMENT 
OF THE PEOPLE’S REPUBLIC OF 
CHINA TO REMOVE BARRIERS TO 
UNITED STATES FINANCIAL 
SERVICES FIRMS DOING BUSI-
NESS IN CHINA 

Mr. MARSHALL. Mr. Speaker, I 
move to suspend the rules and agree to 

the resolution (H. Res. 552) calling on 
the Government of the People’s Repub-
lic of China to remove barriers to 
United States financial services firms 
doing business in China. 

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion. 

The text of the resolution is as fol-
lows: 

H. RES. 552 
Whereas well-functioning financial mar-

kets in China capable of accurately pricing 
risk, valuing assets, allocating capital to its 
most efficient use, providing financial prod-
ucts that allow savers to obtain a market 
rate of return, and capable of intermediating 
efficiently between savers and borrowers are 
essential if China is to move successfully to 
a market-based economy; 

Whereas the lack of diversification and in-
novation among Chinese financial firms, par-
ticularly state-owned banks, limits the fi-
nancial assets in which the Chinese people 
can invest and limits their access to savings 
and investment vehicles that would allow 
them to save safely and adequately for re-
tirement and insure themselves against risks 
to health and incomes; 

Whereas the current lack of well-func-
tioning financial markets in China has the 
effect of misallocating capital and distorting 
investment in ways that subsidize capital in-
tensive industries in China’s manufacturing 
sector and distort trade with the United 
States and other trading partners as a con-
sequence; 

Whereas an increased presence of United 
States and other foreign financial services 
firms in China would provide substantial 
benefit to China by aiding in the reform and 
development of the banking, insurance, asset 
management, and securities industries and 
providing new products to Chinese con-
sumers that would contribute substantially 
to their financial security; 

Whereas the United States trade deficit 
with China in 2006 was $233,000,000,000, and 
this trade deficit has nearly tripled in size 
since China joined the World Trade Organiza-
tion in 2001; 

Whereas the United States financial serv-
ices sector is a leading source of United 
States exports globally and has the potential 
to be a major exporter to China; 

Whereas the United States maintains open 
and nondiscriminatory standards for trade in 
financial services, while China continues to 
protect large segments of its financial serv-
ices markets from foreign trade; 

Whereas China’s World Trade Organization 
commitments fail to achieve an open and 
nondiscriminatory environment for foreign 
financial services firms seeking to trade 
with China; 

Whereas China is one of the few remaining 
major emerging market countries that main-
tains limitations on foreign ownership of fi-
nancial services firms; 

Whereas foreign ownership restrictions se-
verely limit United States firms’ ability to 
operate in China across the financial serv-
ices sector, such that United States and 
other foreign firms are not permitted to own 
more than a 49 percent stake in a Chinese 
asset management firm, a 20 percent stake in 
a Chinese bank, a 33 percent stake in a Chi-
nese securities firm, a 24.9 percent stake in a 
Chinese insurance company, and a 50 percent 
stake in a life insurance joint venture; 

Whereas foreign entities are not permitted 
to invest in Chinese A-share securities mar-
kets except through an onerous licensing and 
quota system for ‘‘qualified foreign institu-

tional investors,’’ and Chinese institutional 
investors are also restricted in investing in 
foreign securities markets except through a 
licensing and quota system for ‘‘qualified do-
mestic institutional investors’’; 

Whereas the government of China has 
failed to meet its World Trade Organization 
commitment on licensing of foreign broker- 
dealers and maintains discriminatory re-
strictions on the scope of business of foreign 
securities firms; 

Whereas the government of China main-
tains discriminatory standards for foreign 
banks in terms of capital requirements, re-
strictions on corporate operational form, and 
restrictions on bank branches, and has been 
slow to act on foreign banks’ applications; 

Whereas the government of China has ap-
proved no new enterprise annuities licenses 
for United States or other foreign firms since 
2005 and maintains a cumbersome multi- 
agency process for approval of licenses; 

Whereas the government of China main-
tains discriminatory practices for branch ap-
plications from foreign-invested life insur-
ers, granting branch approvals slowly and 
consecutively, while domestic insurers re-
ceive concurrent approvals to open multiple 
branches; 

Whereas major Chinese financial institu-
tions have sought licenses to operate in the 
United States on the grounds that Chinese 
financial regulators satisfy consolidated su-
pervision standards, at the same time the 
Chinese government restricts access to 
United States and other foreign firms on 
grounds that suggest that Chinese regulators 
may not satisfy these standards; and 

Whereas the Secretary of the Treasury has 
initiated the Strategic Economic Dialogue 
as a forum in which to engage Chinese offi-
cials on economic reform issues, including fi-
nancial market issues: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That it is the sense of the House 
of Representatives that— 

(1) the Government of the People’s Repub-
lic of China should immediately implement 
all of its World Trade Organization commit-
ments to date in financial services; 

(2) the Government of the People’s Repub-
lic of China should immediately implement 
all of its commitments to date made under 
the auspices of the Strategic Economic Dia-
logue initiated by the Secretary of the 
Treasury; 

(3) the goals of the United States for the 
next meeting of the Strategic Economic Dia-
logue should be to achieve Chinese commit-
ments toward— 

(A) removal of all foreign investment own-
ership caps on banking, life insurance, asset 
management, and securities; 

(B) nondiscriminatory treatment of United 
States financial services firms (including 
banking, insurer, insurance intermediary, 
asset management, and securities firms) 
with regard to licensing, corporate form, and 
permitted products and services; and 

(C) nondiscriminatory treatment of United 
States financial services firms with regard to 
regulation and supervision; and 

(4) United States financial service regu-
lators, in assessing whether applications 
from Chinese financial institutions meet 
comprehensive consolidated supervision 
standards, should consider whether the ap-
plications are for operations and activities 
in the United States that are currently pro-
hibited for United States financial institu-
tions in China, and the extent to which such 
prohibitions reflect problems with the qual-
ity of home country supervision. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
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Georgia (Mr. MARSHALL) and the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. ROSKAM) each 
will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Georgia. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. MARSHALL. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days within 
which to revise and extend their re-
marks on this legislation and to insert 
extraneous material thereon. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Georgia? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. MARSHALL. Mr. Speaker, I 

would ask to insert into the RECORD 
three letters that we have received in 
support of this legislation. 

One letter comes from Engage China 
dated September 4, 2007. Engage China 
is a consortium which includes these 
organizations: The American Banker’s 
Association, the American Council of 
Life Insurers, American Insurance As-
sociation, The Council of Insurance 
Agents and Brokers, Bankers Associa-
tion for Finance and Trade, Financial 
Services Forum, Financial Services 
Roundtable, Investment Company In-
stitutes, Securities Industry and Fi-
nancial Markets Association. 

The second letter, also dated Sep-
tember 4, comes from The Financial 
Services Forum; and the third letter, 
dated August 31, comes from The In-
vestment Company Institute. 

SEPTEMBER 4, 2007. 
Hon. BARNEY FRANK, 
Rayburn House Office Building, 
Washington, DC. 
Hon. SPENCER BACHUS, 
Rayburn House Office Building, 
Washington, DC. 
Hon. JIM MARSHALL, 
Cannon House Office Building, 
Washington, DC. 
Hon. PETER ROSKAM, 
Cannon House Office Building, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR CHAIRMAN FRANK, RANKING MEMBER 
BACHUS, CONGRESSMAN MARSHALL, AND CON-
GRESSMAN ROSKAM: As Chairman of the En-
gage China coalition, I write to applaud the 
focus on the critical importance of expanded 
access to China’s financial sector in H. Res. 
552. As members of the House Financial 
Services Committee, your leadership on this 
crucial issue is greatly appreciated. 

Engage China is a coalition of eight finan-
cial services trade associations united in our 
view that active engagement with China re-
mains the most constructive means of ensur-
ing that our two nations mutually benefit 
from our growing economic relationship, and 
that common challenges are effectively ad-
dressed. 

The coalition is strongly of the view that 
a more open, competitive, and effective fi-
nancial sector in China is a prerequisite to 
successfully addressing issues that have 
complicated the U.S.-China economic rela-
tionship—particularly currency reform and 
the trade imbalance. For example, access to 
sophisticated derivative products and hedg-
ing techniques will help Chinese banks, secu-
rities firms, and other businesses avoid the 
risks of a more volatile, market-determined 

currency. Similarly, financial products and 
services such as mortgages, credit cards, per-
sonal loans, pensions, and retirement savings 
and insurance products—to which most Chi-
nese currently do not have access—would 
dramatically reduce the need for excessive 
savings and facilitate greater consumption. 

The fastest way for China to develop the 
modern financial system it needs is to im-
port it—that is, by opening its financial sec-
tor to greater participation by foreign finan-
cial services firms. By providing the prod-
ucts and services that China’s citizens and 
businesses need to save, invest, insure 
against risk, raise standards of living, and 
consume at higher levels, foreign financial 
institutions (including U.S. providers) would 
help create what every U.S. manufacturer 
and services provider wants—a China that is 
less dependent on exports, more consump-
tion-driven and, therefore, an enormously 
important and expanding market for Amer-
ican products and services. 

Thank you for your work on this impor-
tant issue. We very much appreciate your in-
terest in opening China’s financial sector to 
greater participation by U.S. financial serv-
ices firms. We look forward to working with 
the Committee and the rest of the Congress 
to ensure expanded financial market access 
in China and other emerging markets. 

Sincerely, 
ROB NICHOLS, 

President and COO, 
Financial Services 
Forum, Chairman, 
Engage China Coali-
tion. 

SEPTEMBER 4, 2007. 
Hon. BARNEY FRANK, 
Rayburn House Office Building, 
Washington, DC. 
Hon. JIM MARSHALL, 
Cannon House Office Building, 
Washington, DC. 
Hon. SPENCER BACHUS, 
Rayburn House Office Building, 
Washington, DC. 
Hon. PETER ROSKAM, 
Cannon House Office Building, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR CHAIRMAN FRANK, RANKING MEMBER 
BACHUS, CONGRESSMAN MARSHALL, AND CON-
GRESSMAN ROSKAM: We are writing to ap-
plaud the focus you have given to market ac-
cess in House Resolution 552. We commend 
your bipartisan effort to introduce a resolu-
tion that recognizes the importance of fur-
ther access for U.S. financial services firms 
to China’s markets. 

The Forum is encouraged by your interest 
in the U.S.-China Strategic Economic Dia-
logue and additional efforts to remove mar-
ket access barriers for U.S. financial services 
firms. 

A more open, modern, and effective finan-
cial sector in China is a prerequisite to suc-
cessfully addressing issues that have com-
plicated the U.S.-China economic relation-
ship such as currency reform and the trade 
imbalance. 

The fastest way for China to develop the 
modern financial system it needs to achieve 
more sustainable economic growth, allow for 
a more flexible currency, and increase con-
sumer consumption—thereby opening new 
markets for U.S. products and services—is to 
import it by opening its financial sector to 
greater participation by foreign financial 
services firms. 

We look forward to working with all of 
Congress in continuing to draw focus and at-
tention to this key issue for economic re-

form and financial modernization in China 
and other emerging markets. We thank you 
again for your important focus on opening 
markets in China to foreign financial serv-
ices participation. 

Sincerely, 
ROB NICHOLS, 

President and COO, 
The Financial Services Forum. 

INVESTMENT COMPANY INSTITUTE, 
Washington, DC, August 31, 2007. 

Re H. Res. 552, ‘‘Calling on the Government 
of the People’s Republic of China to re-
move barriers to United States financial 
services firms doing business in China’’. 

Hon. BARNEY FRANK, 
Chairman, Committee on Financial Services, 

House of Representatives, Washington, DC. 
Hon. JIM MARSHALL, 
Member, Committee on Financial Services, 

House of Representatives, Washington, DC. 
Hon. SPENCER BACHUS, 
Ranking Member, Committee on Financial Serv-

ices, House of Representatives, Washington, 
DC. 

Hon. PETER ROSKAM, 
Member, Committee on Financial Services, 

House of Representatives, Washington, DC. 
DEAR CHAIRMAN FRANK, RANKING MEMBER 

BACHUS, CONGRESSMAN MARSHALL AND CON-
GRESSMAN ROSKAM: I am writing to express 
the support of the Investment Company In-
stitute (ICI) for House Resolution 552 (H. 
Res. 552), ‘‘Calling on the Government of the 
People’s Republic of China to remove bar-
riers to United States financial services 
firms doing business in China.’’ The Institute 
supports your efforts to recognize the impor-
tance of access for U.S. financial services 
firms, including the U.S. mutual fund indus-
try, to the Chinese market. 

Reform of China’s financial markets is im-
portant to our members for investment pur-
poses as well as for the provision of asset 
management services. Specifically, we appre-
ciate the inclusion of provisions in H. Res. 
552 addressing measures that unnecessarily 
limit the manner in which U.S. asset man-
agers can conduct their business in China. 
These provisions include language calling on 
the Chinese government to remove all for-
eign ownership caps on asset management 
firms and highlighting the limitations on 
foreign investment in Chinese A-share secu-
rities and on Chinese investments in foreign 
securities markets. We also appreciate inclu-
sion of language in the Resolution calling on 
the Chinese government to fulfill its WTO 
and Strategic Economic Dialogue commit-
ments relating to financial services. 

The continued reform and opening of Chi-
na’s financial services sector is in the eco-
nomic and political interest of both China 
and the United States. Fair and competitive 
access to China’s markets, including finan-
cial services, has implications for U.S. eco-
nomic growth and job creation. For China, a 
vibrant and competitive financial system is 
essential to a strong and productive econ-
omy and will be essential in helping China 
address its retirement challenges. We believe 
the U.S. mutual fund industry is uniquely 
positioned to assist in the development of a 
strong financial services market in China. 

Thank you for considering the views of ICI 
on H. Res. 552. Please feel free to contact me 
directly or Don Auerbach of the ICI staff if 
you have any questions with regard to this 
or any other matter. 

With very best regards. 
Sincerely, 

PAUL STEVENS, 
President. 
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Mr. Speaker, I yield myself such time 

as I may consume. 
This resolution, in essence, simply 

asks China to comply with agreements 
that it has already entered into. These 
agreements, its compliance with these 
agreements, would greatly benefit our 
financial services industry and we 
think, frankly, also benefit China. 

That’s for China to decide, where this 
resolution contemplates that China 
will immediately implement all of its 
world trade organization commit-
ments, that it will implement all of its 
commitments made to date under the 
auspices of the strategic economic dia-
logue. 

For the next strategic economic dia-
logue, our goals as a country should be 
the removal of all foreign investment 
ownership caps on banking, life insur-
ance, asset management and securities, 
and the guarantee of nondiscrim-
inatory treatment for the United 
States’ financial services firms with re-
gard to licensing, corporate forum, per-
mitted products and services, as well as 
with regard to regulation and super-
vision. 

Finally, this resolution contemplates 
that United States financial service 
regulators, in assessing whether or not 
applications from Chinese financial 
services institutions meets our require-
ments, do take into account whether or 
not the Chinese are living up to its end 
of our bargains. 

b 1500 

Mr. Speaker, why do this? 
Besides the natural inclination of 

Americans to insist that those that we 
do business with live up to their end of 
the deals, all Americans know that we 
have a very substantial trade deficit 
with China, and that China has eaten 
into our manufacturing sector in a 
very significant way. 

At the same time that China is eat-
ing into our manufacturing strength, it 
is denying us access to its financial 
services market. If we have access to 
its financial services market, essen-
tially that levels the playing field; and 
it will also reduce our trade deficit, be-
cause it is our belief that American fi-
nancial services firms will be very suc-
cessful in the Chinese business environ-
ment. 

Part of the problem with our trade 
deficit is that the yuan is intentionally 
valued in a way to permit the Chinese 
Government, or the Chinese industries, 
to compete more effectively price-wise 
with our manufacturing sector. When 
challenged about this practice, the Chi-
nese Government routinely explains 
that its banking industry lacks the ex-
pertise to appropriately hedge invest-
ments using derivatives swaps, other 
structured instruments. And as a re-
sult, they have to be extraordinarily 
careful where they set the yuan. 

Our financial services sector, if per-
mitted to assist the Chinese Govern-

ment and the Chinese economy, will 
eliminate that excuse. 

In addition, Mr. Speaker, it’s clear 
that giving access for our financial 
services sector into the Chinese market 
will be beneficial to Chinese con-
sumers. They’ll have more access to 
pensions, health insurance, retirement 
funds, those sorts of things. But it will 
also have the effect of freeing up cap-
ital. 

At the moment, the Chinese Govern-
ment is interested in migrating from 
manufacturing as its principal source 
of strength for its economy toward 
services. Given the nature of how that 
economy is set up, in order to do that, 
a very liquid, dynamic, adaptable cap-
ital investment system needs to be es-
tablished which will enable individual 
Chinese and small groups of Chinese to 
form microbusinesses in the services 
sector. 

If we are successful in assisting the 
Chinese in providing this capital, to en-
able it to move more toward services, 
that has the advantage to our manu-
facturing industries that’s fairly obvi-
ous and to the world generally. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. ROSKAM. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I’m pleased to rise 
today in strong support of House Reso-
lution 552, a measure calling on the 
government of the People’s Republic of 
China to remove barriers to the United 
States financial service firms doing 
business in China. And I’m pleased to 
partner with Chairman FRANK, Rank-
ing Member BACHUS, and the gen-
tleman from Georgia (Mr. MARSHALL) 
on what I think is a really important 
initiative. 

Some of my prepared remarks, Mr. 
Speaker, would be cumulative in light 
of the gentleman’s remarks, but let me 
just kind of fill in some other aspects 
and highlight a couple of the points 
that he made. 

First of all, these are all commit-
ments that the Chinese Government 
has made. This is not negotiating a 
new set of agreements. This is not con-
templating something that hasn’t lit-
erally been agreed to before. All we’re 
doing in this resolution is putting the 
Chinese Government on notice, A, that 
we’re watching; and, B, that we have 
expectation that they’re going to do 
exactly what they committed them-
selves to do. 

Secondly, you know, if you look at 
what the gentleman from Georgia de-
scribed, that is, the Chinese economy, 
there are some that suggest that of 1.3 
billion individuals, Mr. Speaker, only 1 
million Chinese individuals currently 
have use of credit cards in China, com-
pared to 480 million people who have 
access to cell phones. 

Now, if you begin to think about 
where this can go, right now the Chi-
nese economy is somewhat held back in 

a way, because the Chinese consumers 
and the Chinese financial markets 
don’t have these kinds of tools, and 
they have a savings rate that almost 
takes our breath away. About a third 
of the savings, you know, they’re sav-
ing at about 33 percent, which, what 
does that mean? That means that those 
dollars or that currency is not avail-
able to purchase things, particularly 
from the United States, which, as the 
gentleman pointed out, creates a very 
difficult situation in terms of our trade 
deficit. 

I view the Chinese economy almost 
like a potted plant, Mr. Speaker; a 
plant that, at first glance, may look to 
be flourishing, but over a period of 
time, as that plant matures, and as it 
develops, it reaches a point at which 
the roots need to go deeper. And I 
think that this is the point in the Chi-
nese economic growth where China’s 
roots need to go deeper. They need to 
go deeper into the ground. And our fi-
nancial services sector, Mr. Speaker, is 
robust and dynamic, and offers some-
thing that I think is a great oppor-
tunity. 

But the unnatural truncating, the 
unnatural prohibition of the Chinese 
Government of prohibiting American 
firms to come in, I think, ultimately 
has a negative impact on our economy, 
has a negative impact on our growth, 
and certainly has a negative impact on 
the 700 million people who are in China 
and who are still living in poverty. 

And I just want to highlight an as-
pect of this that has an impact on my 
district, because I represent a district 
outside of Chicago that employs about 
68,000 individuals, about 1,100 manufac-
turing firms, who are really suffering 
and struggling based on the currency 
manipulation issue that the gentleman 
outlined. This is a way out. This is a 
way to move forward. And I think it is 
incumbent upon us, and I very much 
appreciate the gentleman’s work on 
this in a bipartisan way. It is incum-
bent upon us to move forward and to 
urge and cajole and push and give a 
sharp word to the Chinese Government 
that they need to make these reforms 
and do these things to which they’ve 
previously committed. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. MARSHALL. Mr. Chairman, to 
the remarks made by the gentleman 
from Illinois (Mr. ROSKAM), I would 
simply add that the Chinese economy 
at the moment is not very diverse. It’s 
actually fairly fragile. It’s quite large, 
but it’s way too dependent upon manu-
facturing and the consumption of oth-
ers, not its own consumers, but con-
sumers throughout the world. If there’s 
a downturn elsewhere in the world, it 
dramatically impacts the Chinese 
economy. And it is not in the interest 
of the globe, frankly, to have an econ-
omy that’s as large as China’s and as 
fragile as China’s. So from our own 
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economic perspective, it’s good to 
cause the Chinese market to diversify. 

In addition, as it stands now in 
China, there is a very thin middle 
class. The availability of American fi-
nancial products can help expand the 
size of that middle class. And it is mid-
dle classes that head governments in 
good directions, that insist that gov-
ernments be responsible and responsive 
to the people, that head governments 
more toward being democratic govern-
ments. So there’s another reason that 
this is a very wise move, not only for 
the United States, but also for the Chi-
nese Government. 

I yield such time as he might con-
sume to the chairman of the com-
mittee, who does a great job as our 
chairman, the gentleman from Massa-
chusetts (Mr. FRANK). 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, I appreciate the very impor-
tant work the gentleman from Georgia 
(Mr. MARSHALL) is doing on this, and 
the bipartisan cooperation we have. 

It is really disappointing that we 
have to bring this resolution forward. 
It does not speak well of the govern-
ment of the People’s Republic of China 
that this is necessary, because they are 
trying to have it both ways in an inap-
propriate manner. 

On the one hand, China insists on 
being treated with the respect due a 
great world power. And they are proud 
of their economic strength, and they 
say to America, in fact, they try to 
have it both ways in two ways. Maybe 
they’re trying to have it four ways, be-
cause what they tell us is, open up, 
economic competition is the way. If we 
are selling more goods in your country 
than you are selling in ours, that’s be-
cause we’re doing a better job of it. 
And so they want respect as a world 
power, and they want an openness in 
the economy, but only in one way, be-
cause when it comes to areas of eco-
nomic activity where they don’t have 
that overwhelming advantage, where, 
frankly, cheap labor doesn’t buy you a 
lot, where our technology and our level 
of sophistication works to our advan-
tage, all the arguments they’ve used go 
out the window. Now they’re no longer 
this great world power. They’re a poor 
country that has to shelter its banking 
activity from the United States and 
others. They don’t single us out. They 
shut out much of the world. 

The argument that you should open 
up your economy and let economic 
forces play out, without imposing po-
litical barriers, that apparently works 
with manufacturing of their goods, but 
that’s exactly the argument they repu-
diate when we talk about our financial 
institutions. 

I would add that there is, of course, 
another example of this with regard to 
the intellectual property failings in 
China, but we’re here to focus on the fi-
nancial services. And so what we are 
saying to the Government of China is, 

essentially, I guess I would say this, 
they may be credited with one of the 
great engineering feats in history, even 
more impressive than the Great Wall of 
China, is turning the Pacific Ocean 
into a one-way street, because when it 
comes to allowing the forces of eco-
nomic competition to determine out-
comes, where they would have an ad-
vantage, they’re all for it. But where 
we say, look, we have these very im-
portant financial institutions, as my 
two colleagues have mentioned, insti-
tutions which will benefit the Chinese, 
which will help with the savings rate. 

The gentleman from Georgia has 
made it clear. This isn’t an assault on 
China by the outsiders. This is some-
thing that would be of interest to the 
Chinese because the Chinese use the 
same argument to us. They say, look 
what we’re doing for you. We’re giving 
you these cheaper products. Don’t turn 
them down. 

Well, I don’t understand why that 
doesn’t translate into their doing the 
same thing. 

And so you cannot, I think, in this 
world consistently, at the same time, 
be a complete free trader where you 
have an advantage, but a mercantilist 
and protectionist and restrictionist so-
ciety where you think somebody else 
might have the advantage. 

But this resolution is aimed only 
partly at China. It is also a directive 
from this House. And I hope, with a 
very large vote, and I hope our col-
leagues in the Senate will do it, to the 
United States regulators, to the Secu-
rities Exchange Commission, to the 
bank regulators, to the Federal Re-
serve, the Secretary of the Treasury: 
do unto others as they do unto us in 
the financial area. Do not allow the 
Chinese financial institutions a free-
dom to operate in the United States 
that they would deny to us. And I want 
to stress that. 

There have been criticisms that have 
come from China and from some in the 
United States who say, yes, China sells 
a lot, but don’t be restrictive. The an-
swer is openness. 

Well, this is the test. Is openness a 
two-way ocean? 

And if the Chinese continue to resist 
living by the doctrine they preach to 
us, then the United States regulators, 
those in the United States who decide 
whether Chinese institutions can have 
access here, really, in their own inter-
est, should take account of that be-
cause if you continue to have a situa-
tion in which Chinese financial institu-
tions are allowed activity in the U.S. 
that the Chinese Government denies to 
American institutions in China, I be-
lieve this body will go beyond a resolu-
tion. And I can tell you that the com-
mittee that I chair will begin to con-
sider, then, legislative changes. And 
we’re often told that you can’t legis-
late that because of the WTO. But here 
we’re asking them to live up to their 

WTO responsibilities. And if this con-
tinues, I will consult with our col-
leagues in the Ways and Means Com-
mittee, and I think we will try to put 
some binding legislation here. I hope it 
doesn’t come to that. 

And I thank the gentleman from 
Georgia (Mr. MARSHALL) for taking the 
initiative here and the gentleman from 
Illinois (Mr. ROSKAM) and others. This 
is, I hope, unanimous, but certainly 
overwhelming, it was unanimous in the 
Committee on Financial Services’ re-
quest. 

And the gentleman from Georgia 
read a very impressive list. Every im-
portant entity of financial institutions 
in the United States was on the letters 
that the gentleman from Georgia read. 

So we hope that the Chinese Govern-
ment will listen. And if they don’t, we 
hope the United States regulators will 
listen, because we are only asking here 
that the Chinese live by the doctrines 
that they profess to believe in. And we 
believe that this is something that is 
in the mutual interest of both coun-
tries. 

I submit the following exchange of 
correspondence regarding H. Res. 552. 
Hon. BARNEY FRANK, 
Chairman, Committee on Financial Services, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: I am writing to you 
concerning the bill, H. Res. 552, calling on 
the Government of the People’s Republic of 
China to remove barriers to United States fi-
nancial services firms doing business in 
China. I understand there are certain provi-
sions of this legislation as it will be pre-
sented to the full House that fall within the 
Rule X jurisdiction of the Committee on For-
eign Affairs. 

In the interest of permitting your Com-
mittee to proceed expeditiously to floor con-
sideration of this important legislation, I am 
willing to waive this Committee’s right to 
sequential referral. I do so with the under-
standing that by waiving consideration of 
the bill, the Committee on Foreign Affairs 
does not waive any future jurisdictional 
claim over the subject matters contained in 
the legislation which fall within its Rule X 
jurisdiction. 

I would ask that you place this letter into 
the Congressional Record when the House 
has H. Res. 552 under consideration. 

Sincerely, 
TOM LANTOS, 

Chairman. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
COMMITTEE ON FINANCIAL SERVICES, 

Washington, DC, September 4, 2007. 
Hon. TOM LANTOS, 
Chairman, Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: Thank you for your 
letter concerning House Resolution 552, call-
ing on the Government of the People’s Re-
public of China to remove barriers to United 
States financial services firms doing busi-
ness in China. This resolution was intro-
duced on July 17, 2007, and was referred to 
the Committee on Financial Services. It is 
my expectation that this legislation will be 
scheduled for floor consideration shortly. 

I recognize that certain provisions in the 
resolution fall within the jurisdiction of the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs under Rule X 
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of the Rules of the House of Representatives. 
However, I appreciate your willingness to 
forego action on House Resolution 552 in 
order to allow the resolution to come to the 
floor expeditiously. I agree that your deci-
sion will not prejudice the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs with respect to its jurisdic-
tional prerogatives on this or similar legisla-
tion. 

I will include this exchange of correspond-
ence in the Congressional Record when this 
resolution is considered by the House. Thank 
you again for your cooperation in this im-
portant matter. 

BARNEY FRANK, 
Chairman. 

Mr. ROSKAM. Mr. Speaker, I don’t 
have any additional speakers. Let me 
just yield myself another minute or 
two just to say this in closing. 

We have before us, really, two com-
peting economic systems that are play-
ing out essentially. We have our sys-
tem, which has a very high view of the 
individual, free people making free de-
cisions within a free market. That is 
the great strength of the American sys-
tem. We show great deference and 
great respect to the free market on bal-
ance. 

China, however, is in some sort of 
transition right now, where they’ve not 
had that high view of the individual. 
They’ve not had that high view of the 
free market, and they’re beginning this 
process of more or less dabbling in it. 
This is the call for them to stop the 
dabbling, as it relates to the financial 
services sector, and to fully embrace 
those things, those concepts that they 
propound around the world. 

b 1515 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. MARSHALL. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield 30 seconds to Chairman FRANK of 
Massachusetts. 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, I misspoke. I said that this 
has passed our committee unani-
mously. I was reminded by our very 
able staff that the committee senti-
ment was so overwhelming that we 
unanimously decided we didn’t even 
have to take it up in committee. So 
this did not pass the committee unani-
mously; this bypassed the committee 
unanimously. 

Mr. MARSHALL. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

I want to just take this opportunity 
to make an observation. This is abso-
lutely the right thing to do. A deal is a 
deal. It is not a one-way street. We give 
accommodations; they agree to accom-
modations in exchange. They have got 
to live up to the accommodations that 
they have, in fact, agreed upon. If they 
don’t, we need to take some action. 

But I do want to not associate myself 
enthusiastically with one aspect of the 
arguments in favor of this, and that is 
that somehow we have got to turn the 
Chinese into better consumers. No 
question improving consumption can 

lead to some of the benefits that we 
have already discussed. But also adding 
another billion heavy consumers here 
and another billion heavy consumers 
there may not necessarily be in our 
best interest from a global perspective, 
and somehow we have got to find a bal-
ance here. 

It is clear there is a large swath of 
the Chinese populace that could use 
some of the financial tools that we 
could make readily available to them 
and, as a result, wind up moving into 
the middle class. It is certainly some-
thing we should support and encourage. 
But, frankly, that the Chinese save a 
lot is not necessarily a terribly bad 
thing. I think we all agree that Ameri-
cans don’t save enough and too many 
Americans get into trouble as a result 
of the fact that they don’t save enough. 
Credit is not so wonderful for all, and 
somehow there needs to be a balance 
that is reached in our effort to improve 
the globe. 

Mr. PAUL. Mr. Speaker, I rise in opposition 
to H. Res. 552, ‘‘Calling on the Government of 
the People’s Republic of China to remove bar-
riers to United States financial services firms 
doing business in China.’’ 

Attempting to force the hand of the Chinese 
government by requiring them to open their 
markets to United States financial services 
firms is akin to playing with fire. Politicians 
today fail to realize just how deeply our prof-
ligate fiscal and monetary policies of the past 
three decades have left us in debt to China. 
The Chinese government holds over one tril-
lion dollars in reserves, leaving the future of 
the dollar highly vulnerable to the continued 
Chinese demand. 

While I am in favor of unencumbered free 
trade, free trade cannot be enforced through 
threats or by resorting to international protec-
tionist organizations such as the WTO. Even if 
the Chinese are recalcitrant in opening up 
their markets, it is not the role of the United 
States government to lecture the Chinese gov-
ernment on what it should or should not do in 
its own economy. 

H. Res. 552 is a blatant encroachment on 
the sovereignty of the Chinese government. 
Were the Chinese government to pressure us 
into allowing greater access to the United 
States market for Chinese financial services 
firms, or to pressure us into allowing the sale 
of firms in strategic sectors of the market, we 
would justifiably resist this pressure. 

Diplomatic efforts cannot work through blus-
tering language and vague retaliatory threats. 
It requires an awareness both of the many 
benefits of trade with China and the fact that 
our current trade imbalances are largely the 
responsibility of our trade policies. We must 
understand that China is not a 98-pound 
weakling who can be bossed around. If we 
treat other countries with respect and as equal 
partners, we might be pleased to find that our 
requests receive a more attentive ear. 

Mr. MARSHALL. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. ROSKAM. Mr. Speaker, I have no 
further requests for time, and I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 

the gentleman from Georgia (Mr. MAR-
SHALL) that the House suspend the 
rules and agree to the resolution, H. 
Res. 552. 

The question was taken. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the 

opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being 
in the affirmative, the ayes have it. 

Mr. MARSHALL. Mr. Speaker, on 
that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the 
Chair’s prior announcement, further 
proceedings on this motion will be 
postponed. 

f 

NATIVE AMERICAN $1 COIN ACT 

Mr. BOREN. Mr. Speaker, I move to 
suspend the rules and concur in the 
Senate amendment to the bill (H.R. 
2358) to require the Secretary of the 
Treasury to mint and issue coins in 
commemoration of Native Americans 
and the important contributions made 
by Indian tribes and individual Native 
Americans to the development of the 
United States and the history of the 
United States, and for other purposes. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the Senate amendment is 

as follows: 
Strike out all after the enacting clause and 

insert: 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Native Amer-
ican $1 Coin Act’’. 
SEC. 2. NATIVE AMERICAN $1 COIN PROGRAM. 

Section 5112 of title 31, United States Code, is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 

‘‘(r) REDESIGN AND ISSUANCE OF CIRCULATING 
$1 COINS HONORING NATIVE AMERICANS AND THE 
IMPORTANT CONTRIBUTIONS MADE BY INDIAN 
TRIBES AND INDIVIDUAL NATIVE AMERICANS IN 
UNITED STATES HISTORY.— 

‘‘(1) REDESIGN BEGINNING IN 2008.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Effective beginning Janu-

ary 1, 2008, notwithstanding subsection (d), in 
addition to the coins to be issued pursuant to 
subsection (n), and in accordance with this sub-
section, the Secretary shall mint and issue $1 
coins that— 

‘‘(i) have as the designs on the obverse the so- 
called ‘Sacagawea design’; and 

‘‘(ii) have a design on the reverse selected in 
accordance with paragraph (2)(A), subject to 
paragraph (3)(A). 

‘‘(B) DELAYED DATE.—If the date of the enact-
ment of the Native American $1 Coin Act is after 
August 25, 2007, subparagraph (A) shall be ap-
plied by substituting ‘2009’ for ‘2008’. 

‘‘(2) DESIGN REQUIREMENTS.—The $1 coins 
issued in accordance with paragraph (1) shall 
meet the following design requirements: 

‘‘(A) COIN REVERSE.—The design on the re-
verse shall bear— 

‘‘(i) images celebrating the important con-
tributions made by Indian tribes and individual 
Native Americans to the development of the 
United States and the history of the United 
States; 

‘‘(ii) the inscription ‘$1’ ; and 
‘‘(iii) the inscription ‘United States of Amer-

ica’. 
‘‘(B) COIN OBVERSE.—The design on the ob-

verse shall— 
‘‘(i) be chosen by the Secretary, after con-

sultation with the Commission of Fine Arts and 
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review by the Citizens Coinage Advisory Com-
mittee; and 

‘‘(ii) contain the so-called ‘Sacagawea design’ 
and the inscription ‘Liberty’. 

‘‘(C) EDGE-INCUSED INSCRIPTIONS.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—The inscription of the year 

of minting and issuance of the coin and the in-
scriptions ‘E Pluribus Unum’ and ‘In God We 
Trust’ shall be edge-incused into the coin. 

‘‘(ii) PRESERVATION OF DISTINCTIVE EDGE.— 
The edge-incusing of the inscriptions under 
clause (i) on coins issued under this subsection 
shall be done in a manner that preserves the dis-
tinctive edge of the coin so that the denomina-
tion of the coin is readily discernible, including 
by individuals who are blind or visually im-
paired. 

‘‘(D) REVERSE DESIGN SELECTION.—The de-
signs selected for the reverse of the coins de-
scribed under this subsection— 

‘‘(i) shall be chosen by the Secretary after 
consultation with the Committee on Indian Af-
fairs of the Senate, the Congressional Native 
American Caucus of the House of Representa-
tives, the Commission of Fine Arts, and the Na-
tional Congress of American Indians; 

‘‘(ii) shall be reviewed by the Citizens Coinage 
Advisory Committee; 

‘‘(iii) may depict individuals and events such 
as— 

‘‘(I) the creation of Cherokee written lan-
guage; 

‘‘(II) the Iroquois Confederacy; 
‘‘(III) Wampanoag Chief Massasoit; 
‘‘(IV) the ‘Pueblo Revolt’; 
‘‘(V) Olympian Jim Thorpe; 
‘‘(VI) Ely S. Parker, a general on the staff of 

General Ulysses S. Grant and later head of the 
Bureau of Indian Affairs; and 

‘‘(VII) code talkers who served the United 
States Armed Forces during World War I and 
World War II; and 

‘‘(iv) in the case of a design depicting the con-
tribution of an individual Native American to 
the development of the United States and the 
history of the United States, shall not depict the 
individual in a size such that the coin could be 
considered to be a ‘2-headed’ coin. 

‘‘(3) ISSUANCE OF COINS COMMEMORATING 1 NA-
TIVE AMERICAN EVENT DURING EACH YEAR.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Each design for the reverse 
of the $1 coins issued during each year shall be 
emblematic of 1 important Native American or 
Native American contribution each year. 

‘‘(B) ISSUANCE PERIOD.—Each $1 coin minted 
with a design on the reverse in accordance with 
this subsection for any year shall be issued dur-
ing the 1-year period beginning on January 1 of 
that year and shall be available throughout the 
entire 1-year period. 

‘‘(C) ORDER OF ISSUANCE OF DESIGNS.—Each 
coin issued under this subsection commemo-
rating Native Americans and their contribu-
tions— 

‘‘(i) shall be issued, to the maximum extent 
practicable, in the chronological order in which 
the Native Americans lived or the events oc-
curred, until the termination of the coin pro-
gram described in subsection (n); and 

‘‘(ii) thereafter shall be issued in any order 
determined to be appropriate by the Secretary, 
after consultation with the Committee on Indian 
Affairs of the Senate, the Congressional Native 
American Caucus of the House of Representa-
tives, and the National Congress of American 
Indians. 

‘‘(4) ISSUANCE OF NUMISMATIC COINS.—The 
Secretary may mint and issue such number of $1 
coins of each design selected under this sub-
section in uncirculated and proof qualities as 
the Secretary determines to be appropriate. 

‘‘(5) QUANTITY.—The number of $1 coins mint-
ed and issued in a year with the Sacagawea-de-
sign on the obverse shall be not less than 20 per-

cent of the total number of $1 coins minted and 
issued in such year.’’. 
SEC. 3. TECHNICAL AND CONFORMING AMEND-

MENTS. 
Section 5112(n)(1) of title 31, United States 

Code, is amended— 
(1) by striking the paragraph designation and 

heading and all that follows through ‘‘Notwith-
standing subsection (d)’’ and inserting the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(1) REDESIGN BEGINNING IN 2007.—Notwith-
standing subsection (d)’’; 

(2) by striking subparagraph (B); and 
(3) by redesignating clauses (i) and (ii) as sub-

paragraphs (A) and (B), respectively, and in-
denting the subparagraphs appropriately. 
SEC. 4. REMOVAL OF BARRIERS TO CIRCULATION 

OF $1 COIN. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—In order to remove barriers 

to circulation, the Secretary of the Treasury 
shall carry out an aggressive, cost-effective, 
continuing campaign to encourage commercial 
enterprises to accept and dispense $1 coins that 
have as designs on the obverse the so-called 
‘‘Sacagawea design’’. 

(b) REPORT.—The Secretary of the Treasury 
shall submit to Congress an annual report on 
the success of the efforts described in subsection 
(a). 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Oklahoma (Mr. BOREN) and the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. ROSKAM) each 
will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Oklahoma. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. BOREN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-

imous consent that all Members may 
have 5 legislative days within which to 
revise and extend their remarks on this 
legislation and to insert extraneous 
material thereon. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Oklahoma? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. BOREN. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-

self such time as I may consume. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.R. 

2358, the Native American $1 Coin Act, 
requiring the Secretary of the Treas-
ury to mint and issue coins commemo-
rating Native Americans and the im-
portant contributions they have made 
to the history and growth of the United 
States. 

Mr. Speaker, I thank Chairman 
FRANK and Mr. KILDEE for their hard 
work in making this legislation a pri-
ority and recognizing the importance 
of memorializing Native Americans 
who have been instrumental to the evo-
lution of the United States. 

H.R. 2358 calls upon the government 
to recognize and pay a long overdue 
tribute to Indian tribes and individual 
Native Americans for their significant 
contributions. This bill would allow for 
our country’s acknowledgment of im-
portant events in Native American his-
tory. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. ROSKAM. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support 
of H.R. 2358, the Native American $1 

Coin Act, and urge its immediate pas-
sage. 

The legislation before us is essen-
tially identical to a bill that passed the 
House in June by a voice vote, with 
minor changes made by the other body. 
H.R. 2358 complements the Presidential 
$1 Coin Act that passed in the last Con-
gress thanks to the hard work and 
leadership of the gentleman from Dela-
ware (Mr. CASTLE) and the gentle-
woman from New York (Mrs. 
MALONEY). Like that program and the 
very popular 50-State quarter program, 
it will provide an enormous edu-
cational opportunity for parents and 
teachers, while also recognizing the 
immense and important contributions 
of Native Americans to the history of 
the United States. Passage of this leg-
islation also could save taxpayers more 
than half a billion dollars over the next 
decade. 

When Congress passed the Presi-
dential $1 Coin Act in December of 2005, 
it contained a requirement that a third 
of all dollar coins minted each year 
bear the design of the Sacagawea coin 
that first was issued in 2000. The re-
quirement was intended to keep the 
image and the memory of Sacagawea 
in people’s minds while the mint issues 
presidential dollars. 

Unfortunately, through no fault of 
the design or its subject, there is no 
real demand for the dollar coin with an 
unchanging design. At the current rate 
of issue of presidential coins, the mint 
would have to make 300 to 350 million 
of the current design Sacagawea dol-
lars every year, resulting in some $60 
million of material and labor costs per 
year, not counting storage for the un-
used coins. 

Under H.R. 2358, the current 
Sacagawea design would appear on the 
front of 20 percent of all dollar coins. 
Similar to the changing design of quar-
ters and presidential dollars, the re-
verse of the Sacagawea coin would be 
different each year, honoring such con-
tributions to American history as the 
Iroquois Confederacy, the Cherokee 
written language, the code talkers who 
served the U.S. Army so heroically in 
both world wars, and individuals such 
as Olympian Jim Thorpe. 

Let me close by congratulating the 
lead sponsor of the legislation, the gen-
tleman from Michigan (Mr. KILDEE) 
and by thanking Chairman FRANK for 
bringing the bill to the floor today. I 
urge passage of H.R. 2358, and I thank 
the gentleman from Oklahoma for his 
leadership on this issue. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. BOREN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 
minutes to the distinguished chairman 
of the Financial Services Committee 
from the State of Massachusetts and a 
strong supporter of Native Americans 
(Mr. FRANK). 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, I thank the gentleman for the 
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important role he has played in our 
committee as a representative from a 
State which has a very large number of 
Native Americans. The gentleman from 
Oklahoma (Mr. BOREN) has played a 
lead role in helping us live up to our 
obligations to Native Americans. And I 
am very proud of the role that the 
committee has played in general in 
this area, in the coinage area, a couple 
of things that have come up in the 
housing area and elsewhere, and the 
gentleman from Oklahoma has been a 
major part of that. 

I am also very pleased to be here 
with one of the great advocates for 
human rights in general and particu-
larly for Native Americans, our col-
league from Michigan (Mr. KILDEE), 
who has been the major mover in in-
sisting that we live up to the obliga-
tion we as a Nation have to Native 
Americans. This bill is in furtherance 
of that. It is, I am glad to say, and has 
been from the beginning, bipartisan, 
and I hope it is passed. And I just want 
to pay tribute to the work of both the 
gentleman from Oklahoma and the 
gentleman from Michigan. 

Mr. ROSKAM. Mr. Speaker, I reserve 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. BOREN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 
minutes to the distinguished gen-
tleman from Michigan (Mr. KILDEE). 

Mr. KILDEE. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman from Oklahoma (Mr. 
BOREN), an active member of the Na-
tive American Caucus, for yielding. 

Mr. Speaker, as Democratic chair-
man of the congressional Native Amer-
ican Caucus, I am honored to speak in 
support of H.R. 2358, the Native Amer-
ican $1 Coin Act. 

As the chief sponsor of this bipar-
tisan legislation, I am pleased that the 
House is passing this final version of 
the bill today. The House passed H.R. 
2358 on June 12, 2007, and the Senate 
passed it by unanimous consent on Au-
gust 3 with an amendment that makes 
minor changes to the bill. Both my 
friend, Financial Services chairman 
Barney Frank, and I support the Sen-
ate changes. 

Mr. Speaker, this bill will honor the 
strength and wisdom of Indian country 
by authorizing the Secretary of the 
Treasury to mint and issue coins that 
commemorate the outstanding con-
tributions of Native Americans by 
changing the design annually on the 
reverse side of the Sacagawea dollar 
coin. These designs will take the Amer-
ican people through a journey of dif-
ferent experiences of Native peoples by 
exposing them to their unique histories 
while preserving the memory of 
Sacagawea, the young Shoshone 
woman who assisted Lewis and Clark 
on their expedition to the Pacific 
Northwest more than 200 years ago. 

I can think of no better way to pay 
tribute to the Native American people 
than to honor their contributions to 
the development of the United States 

and her history. I urge my colleagues 
to support this legislation. 

Mr. ROSKAM. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

Mr. BOREN. Mr. Speaker, I am proud 
to represent a State that is home to 
nearly 40 federally recognized Indian 
tribes. Native Americans are not only a 
strong part of Oklahoma’s history, 
they are also richly embedded in the 
history of the United States. H.R. 2358 
allows the government to do its part to 
recognize the importance of Native 
Americans to our country’s history and 
development. 

Again, I thank Chairman FRANK and 
Mr. KILDEE for recognizing the impor-
tance of H.R. 2358. 

Mr. BACA. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
voice my strong support for H.R. 2358, the 
Native American One Dollar Coin Act. 

I want to thank my colleague, Representa-
tive DALE KILDEE, for sponsoring this bill and 
for all his great work as head of the Native 
American Caucus. 

I also would like to thank Chairman FRANK 
for his efforts in guiding this bill through the Fi-
nancial Services Committee. 

This bill honors the history of the American 
Indian culture by authorizing the Treasury De-
partment to mint and distribute coins that com-
memorate the contributions of Native Ameri-
cans. 

By annually changing the design on the re-
verse side of the Sacagawea coin, Americans 
everywhere will be exposed to more of the 
unique histories of our country’s native inhab-
itants. 

At the same time, this legislation ensures 
we still pay tribute to Sacagawea, the young 
woman who bravely guided Lewis and Clark 
on their expedition to the Pacific coast. 

The Native American one dollar coin is a fit-
ting way to pay tribute to Native Americans 
while also educating current and future gen-
erations on their many contributions to the 
United States. 

I urge my colleagues to support increased 
appreciation of the Native American culture, 
and cast a vote in favor of H.R. 2358. 

Mr. BOREN. Mr. Speaker, I have no 
further requests for time, and I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Oklahoma (Mr. 
BOREN) that the House suspend the 
rules and concur in the Senate amend-
ment to the bill, H.R. 2358. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the Senate 
amendment was concurred in. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

AUTHORIZING THE USE OF THE 
ROTUNDA AND GROUNDS OF THE 
CAPITOL FOR A CEREMONY TO 
AWARD THE CONGRESSIONAL 
GOLD MEDAL TO TENZIN 
GYATSO, THE FOURTEENTH 
DALAI LAMA 

Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 

discharge the Committee on House Ad-
ministration and the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure 
from further consideration of House 
Concurrent Resolution 196, and ask for 
its immediate consideration in the 
House. 

The Clerk read the title of the con-
current resolution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania? 

There was no objection. 
Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 

I rise in support of H. Con. Res. 196, which 
authorizes the use of the Rotunda grounds of 
the Capitol for a ceremony to award the Con-
gressional Gold Medal to Tenzin Gyatso, the 
Fourteenth Dalai Lama. I would like to thank 
Congressman Brady for introducing this bill to 
honor such an inspirational and charismatic 
person who has touched the lives of millions 
around the world. 

The Congressional Gold Medal is the high-
est expression of national appreciation for ex-
ceptional service and for lifetime contributions. 
The medal has been awarded to individuals 
from all walks of life. Dr. Martin Luther King, 
Jr. and Coretta Scott King, Pope John Paul II, 
the Navajo Code Talkers, Rosa Parks, Frank 
Sinatra, and Elie Wiesel are among those who 
have been honored. The Dalai Lama is well 
qualified to join the list of individuals who have 
received this most distinguished of honors. 

Tenzin Gyatso, the Fourteenth Dalai Lama, 
is recognized in the United States and 
throughout the world as a leading figure of 
moral and religious authority. He is the 
unrivaled spiritual and cultural leader of the Ti-
betan people, and has used his leadership to 
promote democracy, freedom, and peace for 
the Tibetan people through a negotiated set-
tlement of the Tibet issue, based on autonomy 
within the People’s Republic of China. 

This Dalai Lama has led the effort to pre-
serve the rich cultural, religious, and linguistic 
heritage of the Tibetan people and to promote 
the safeguarding of other endangered cultures 
throughout the world. 

For his efforts on behalf of humanity, this 
Dalai Lama was awarded the Nobel Peace 
Prize in 1989. His efforts to promote peace 
and non-violence around the globe, and to find 
democratic reconciliation for the Tibetan peo-
ple through his ‘‘Middle Way’’ approach, has 
won him world-wide acclaim. 

This Dalai Lama has significantly advanced 
the goal of greater understanding, tolerance, 
harmony, and respect among the different reli-
gious faiths of the world through interfaith dia-
logue and outreach to other religious leaders 
and, perhaps most important, he has used his 
moral authority to promote the concept of uni-
versal responsibility as a guiding tenet for how 
human beings should treat one another and 
the planet we share. 

For these reasons, I strongly support H. 
Con. Res. 196 and urge my colleagues to join 
me in voting to authorize the use of the Ro-
tunda grounds of the Capitol for a ceremony 
to award the Congressional Gold Medal to 
Tenzin Gyatso, the Fourteenth Dalai Lama. 

The Clerk read the concurrent reso-
lution, as follows: 

H. CON. RES. 196 
Resolved by the House of Representatives (the 

Senate concurring), 
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SECTION 1. USE OF ROTUNDA FOR GOLD MEDAL 

CEREMONY FOR DALAI LAMA. 
(a) USE OF ROTUNDA.—The rotunda of the 

Capitol is authorized to be used on October 
17, 2007, for a ceremony to award the Con-
gressional Gold Medal to Tenzin Gyatso, the 
Fourteenth Dalai Lama, in accordance with 
Public Law 109–287. 

(b) PREPARATIONS.—Physical preparations 
for the ceremony referred to in subsection 
(a) shall be carried out in accordance with 
such conditions as the Architect of the Cap-
itol may prescribe. 
SEC. 2. USE OF CAPITOL GROUNDS IN CONNEC-

TION WITH CEREMONY. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—The International Cam-

paign for Tibet (in this resolution referred to 
as the ‘‘sponsor’’) shall be permitted to spon-
sor a public event on the Capitol Grounds (in 
this resolution referred to as the ‘‘event’’) on 
October 17, 2007, in connection with the cere-
mony to be held in the rotunda of the Cap-
itol under section 1. 

(b) TERMS AND CONDITIONS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Under conditions to be 

prescribed by the Architect of the Capitol 
and the Capitol Police Board, the event shall 
be— 

(A) free of admission charge and open to 
the public; and 

(B) arranged not to interfere with the 
needs of Congress. 

(2) EXPENSES AND LIABILITIES.—The sponsor 
shall assume full responsibility for all ex-
penses and liabilities incident to all activi-
ties associated with the event. 

(c) EVENT PREPARATIONS.—Subject to the 
approval of the Architect of the Capitol, the 
sponsor is authorized to erect upon the Cap-
itol Grounds such stage, sound amplification 
devices, and other related structures and 
equipment, as may be required for the event. 

(d) ENFORCEMENT OF RESTRICTIONS.—The 
Capitol Police Board shall provide for en-
forcement of the restrictions contained in 
section 5104(c) of title 40, United States Code, 
concerning sales, advertisements, displays, 
and solicitations on the Capitol Grounds, as 
well as other restrictions applicable to the 
Capitol Grounds, in connection with the 
event. 

The concurrent resolution was agreed 
to. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
all Members may have 5 legislative 
days to revise and extend their re-
marks on H. Con. Res. 196. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania? 

There was no objection. 

f 

RECESS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair 
declares the House in recess subject to 
the call of the Chair. 

Accordingly (at 3 o’clock and 29 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess 
subject to the call of the Chair. 

b 1803 

AFTER RECESS 

The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order by the Speaker pro 
tempore (Mr. SCOTT of Georgia) at 6 
o’clock and 3 minutes p.m. 

f 

APPOINTMENT OF CONFEREES ON 
H.R. 2669, COLLEGE COST REDUC-
TION ACT OF 2007 

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California. 
Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
to take from the Speaker’s table the 
bill (H.R. 2669) to provide for reconcili-
ation pursuant to section 601 of the 
concurrent resolution on the budget for 
fiscal year 2008, with a Senate amend-
ment thereto, disagree to the Senate 
amendment, and agree to the con-
ference asked by the Senate. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 

objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from California? 

There was no objection. 
MOTION TO INSTRUCT OFFERED BY MR. 

HOEKSTRA 
Mr. HOEKSTRA. Mr. Speaker, I offer 

a motion to instruct conferees. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. Hoekstra moves that the managers on 

the part of the House at the conference on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the Senate amendment to the bill H.R. 2669 
be instructed to agree to the provisions con-
tained in section 801 of the Senate amend-
ment, relating to the sense of the Senate on 
the detainees at Guantanamo Bay, Cuba. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 7 of rule XXII, the gen-
tleman from Michigan (Mr. HOEKSTRA) 
and the gentleman from California (Mr. 
GEORGE MILLER) each will control 30 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Michigan. 

Mr. HOEKSTRA. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
such time as he may consume to the 
gentleman from California (Mr. 
MCKEON). 

Mr. MCKEON. I thank my good friend 
from Michigan for yielding. 

Mr. Speaker, let me begin by saying 
how I wish we had followed a more 
open and inclusive process up to this 
point. My friends on the other side of 
the aisle pledged during the campaign 
that the 110th Congress would be the 
most fair, open and honest in history. 
Yet it is my understanding that the 
Democrats are close to finalizing an 
agreement on a conference report be-
fore conferees have even been named 
and with little input from House Re-
publicans. There is nothing fair, open 
or honest about that. 

The Senate Budget Committee chair-
man predicted months ago that the 
budget reconciliation process was in 
danger of being abused as a ‘‘stalking 
horse’’ for new spending, and looking 
back he could not have been more on 
target. The House bill in fact included 
one of the most significant increases in 

higher education entitlement spending 
we have ever witnessed, establishing 
nine new entitlement programs. And 
bear in mind most of that new spending 
isn’t even targeted toward low-income 
students who need it the most, but 
rather at institutions, philanthropic 
organizations, and graduates. 

That is a remarkable change from 
the historic function of Federal stu-
dent aid programs. For more than four 
decades, these programs have existed 
for a single purpose, to give our need-
iest students a chance at obtaining a 
college degree and pursuing the Amer-
ican Dream. The House bill turns its 
back on that tradition. 

House Republicans support strength-
ening our Nation’s student aid pro-
grams, but we do not support targeting 
scarce Federal student aid resources at 
wealthy philanthropic organizations, 
universities with million- or billion- 
dollar endowments and college grad-
uates, and we certainly do not support 
doing so at the expense of the market- 
based FFEL program, which has been a 
success by any measure. 

There is a way, Mr. Speaker, that we 
can avoid making this critical mis-
take. Slightly reducing the cuts to 
lender subsidies and redirecting fund-
ing to provide additional support for 
Pell Grants, rather than creating cost-
ly new entitlement programs, are two 
steps that could be taken in an effort 
to achieve bipartisan support for this 
bill. 

I believe the final step is to include 
language that would allow for a careful 
analysis of possible auction scenarios 
to determine if an auction is really in 
the best interests of students and tax-
payers before requiring its implemen-
tation. In fact, I have heard from many 
Members, including 14 Democrats, who 
expressed concern about the automatic 
implementation of an auction and en-
courage that we approach any auction 
proposal with caution. 

If the conference report achieves 
these four goals, I believe we can 
achieve strong bipartisan support for 
this bill. Doing anything less could en-
danger our support and trigger a Presi-
dential veto threat, just as the House 
bill did in July. So as we prepare to 
formalize a conference report, I urge 
my colleagues on the other side of the 
aisle to bear this in mind. 

Mr. Speaker, I believe another part of 
the Senate’s reconciliation bill also de-
serves the attention of this Chamber 
and inclusion in our conference report, 
specifically, the provision that would 
block the importation of terrorists de-
tained at Guantanamo Bay into Amer-
ican communities. 

We are a Nation at war and Guanta-
namo provides the highest level of se-
curity to ensure our enemies do not en-
danger American lives. Some Demo-
crats have suggested that the site be 
closed and terrorists be sent into 
American communities such as Ed-
wards Air Force Base in my district, 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 10:13 Jul 14, 2010 Jkt 059102 PO 00000 Frm 00023 Fmt 0688 Sfmt 0634 E:\BR07\H04SE7.000 H04SE7er
ow

e 
on

 D
S

K
5C

LS
3C

1P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 B
O

U
N

D
 R

E
C

O
R

D



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, Vol. 153, Pt. 17 23447 September 4, 2007 
Fort Knox, Kentucky, Quantico, Vir-
ginia, and others. But make no mis-
take: transferring terrorist detainees 
to these communities will create an op-
portunity for our enemies to escape, re-
cruit and disseminate their terrorist 
skills, and it would make these domes-
tic facilities prime targets for any at-
tack that al Qaeda is able to mount 
within our borders. 

Congress simply should not allow 
this to occur, and I thank the Senate 
for including this important language 
in its reconciliation bill. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
do the same by voting ‘‘yes’’ on this 
motion to instruct. 

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California. 
Mr. Speaker, I yield myself such time 
as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support 
of proceeding with the conference ne-
gotiations on H.R. 2669, the College 
Cost Reduction and Access Act of 2007. 
In appointing conferees today, I am 
proud to say that we will be taking the 
first step in making college more af-
fordable and accessible for students. 

Overall, this is an opportunity for 
the conference to look at both bills, 
consider concerns and put forth the 
best possible compromise; and that is 
our goal. During this process, not only 
have we looked carefully at what will 
work for students and families, but we 
have done our best to listen to and ad-
dress the concerns brought to our at-
tention. In an attempt at bipartisan-
ship, we have met with the administra-
tion, as well as the staff from the other 
side of the aisle, in such discussions 
and with the administration, and we 
believe at the end of the day the con-
ference will include provisions that 
have broad bipartisan support while 
maintaining some of our key priorities. 
These include the following: 

Significant investment in Pell 
Grants. We heard the concern voiced on 
this floor by Members on the other side 
of the aisle, and we believe it is impor-
tant to include a significant invest-
ment beyond the House bill in this con-
ference. Understanding that increasing 
Pell Grants is also an issue included in 
President Bush’s budget, we believe 
this goal can and should be met. 

Cutting interest rates in half will re-
main a key priority for helping the 
middle class as well as ensuring debt 
relief for students and delivery of such 
needed financial support for Historical 
Black Colleges and Universities and 
Hispanic serving institutions and other 
minority serving institutions. 

I hope that we can continue the dia-
logue and work together on final pas-
sage in the conference. I am very proud 
to be here today to offer this motion to 
officially proceed in the conference 
with the Senate on legislation that will 
allow the Congress to do more to help 
Americans pay for the cost of college 
than any effort since the GI Bill at no 
cost to the taxpayers. 

The College Cost Reduction and Ac-
cess Act of 2007 will get us closer to the 
goal of ensuring access to higher edu-
cation for all qualified students. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. HOEKSTRA. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, the Senate rejected 
transferring al Qaeda terrorists from 
Guantanamo to facilities in the United 
States by a vote of 94–3. Senator 
MCCONNELL stated at that time, ‘‘It is 
better for the safety and security of 
the American people that terrorists at 
Guantanamo Bay are not moved to 
American communities. It is the sense 
of the Senate that detainees housed at 
Guantanamo Bay, Cuba, including sen-
ior members of al Qaeda, should not be 
transferred stateside into facilities in 
American communities and American 
neighborhoods.’’ 

Many senior members of al Qaeda are 
secured at Guantanamo Bay, including 
Khalid Sheikh Mohammed, who mas-
terminded the September 11 terrorist 
attacks that killed approximately 3,000 
Americans; Majid Khan, who developed 
plans to poison water supplies inside 
the United States; Abdul Rahim al- 
Nashiri, who orchestrated the attacks 
on the USS Cole which killed 17 United 
States sailors. This is just a sampling 
of the people that are in Guantanamo 
Bay. 

Are Americans better protected by 
bringing these terrorists to our home-
land, or by keeping captured members 
of al Qaeda and other terrorist organi-
zations 528 miles and an ocean away 
from the homeland? Terrorists held at 
Guantanamo are treated in accordance 
with United States and international 
law and are held at the highest level of 
security, ensuring that they are not a 
threat to the United States citizens. 

Gitmo alternatives include the use of 
up to 17 military detention facilities. 
Less secure facilities allow for the re-
cruitment and radicalization of new 
members within the detention popu-
lation as well as enhanced escape op-
portunities. Domestic detention facili-
ties may become prime targets for ter-
rorist attacks on United States soil 
and they will create uncertainties 
about detainees’ ‘‘constitutional 
rights.’’ 

b 1815 
Standards at Guantanamo are equal 

to or better than similar institutions 
in the United States. They are rel-
atively new facilities. They have cul-
turally appropriate meals. They have 
Korans and respectful silence during Is-
lam’s five daily prayers. The detainees 
receive medical care and at least 2 
hours of daily outdoor recreation. An 
inspection official from the Organiza-
tion for Security and Cooperation in 
Europe in March 2006 called it a model 
prison. 

Bottom line, the Guantanamo Bay 
facility is a clean, safe and humane fa-

cility for the terrorists housed there, 
as well as a facility that affords secu-
rity and protection for American citi-
zens. We should accept the Senate lan-
guage in their bill and make it clear 
that these prisoners should stay at 
Guantanamo Bay and that they should 
not be transferred to facilities in the 
homeland. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California. 
Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to the 
gentleman from New York (Mr. 
BISHOP). 

Mr. BISHOP of New York. Mr. Speak-
er, I thank the chairman for yielding 
and I thank him for his leadership on 
this very important piece of legisla-
tion. 

It is imperative that we go to con-
ference on this bill and that we pass 
the College Cost Reduction Act. It pro-
vides us with an unprecedented oppor-
tunity to help students afford college 
and to do so at no new cost to the tax-
payer. Let me emphasize that point: At 
no new cost to the taxpayer. 

We just heard this bill described, I 
believe, as containing unprecedented 
new spending, and I think it is impor-
tant to point out that it is not new 
spending, it is redirected spending. 
With this bill, the Congress is making 
a choice that we think it is important 
to take Federal resources, scarce Fed-
eral resources, and devote them to as-
sisting needy students in meeting the 
cost of attending college, and it is 
more important to do that than it is to 
see to it that the student loan pro-
viders maintain what are already very 
healthy profit margins. I think that is 
a choice that the American people 
would support us in making, and it is 
certainly a reasonable choice. 

If you were to look at today’s front 
page article in the New York Times, an 
article that talks about how colleges 
are not raising tuition but they are 
raising fees, it underscores one of the 
central realities of higher education 
today, and that is, as public support for 
higher education is reduced, the burden 
falls on students and their families to 
make up the difference. We now have 
an opportunity to assist students and 
families with making up that dif-
ference. 

This bill significantly increases the 
Pell Grant maximum, something, by 
the way, that the President has spoken 
quite favorably of doing. He has been 
promising an increase in the Pell Grant 
maximum since the campaign of 2000. 
It was not until the Congress acted 
with the continuing resolution for fis-
cal year 2007 that that increase became 
a reality for the first time. And now 
with this bill, we will dramatically in-
crease the Pell Grant maximum to off-
set increases in tuition, increases in 
fees, and declining public support for 
education in other areas. 

It also cuts student loan interest 
rates, which is very important. It is a 
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point that continues to be missed by 
our friends on the other side. Access 
and affordability isn’t just about the 
cost of attendance when the student is 
undertaking the cost; it is about look-
ing at their future obligations. What 
this bill does is it enables students to 
make clear decisions about what they 
can afford and what they can’t afford 
and have an expectation of what their 
future obligations are that is much 
more reasonable. 

This is an investment. This is the 
kind of investment that we need to 
keep this Nation strong, to keep this 
Nation safe, to keep this Nation com-
petitive. I urge my colleagues to sup-
port this bill. I thank again the chair-
man for his leadership. 

Mr. HOEKSTRA. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
31⁄2 minutes to the gentleman from 
South Carolina (Mr. WILSON). 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr. 
Speaker, I thank the gentleman for 
yielding me this time, and I appreciate 
the gentleman from Michigan for his 
leadership on this important issue of 
Gitmo. 

I rise today in strong support of the 
motion to instruct conferees on H.R. 
2669. When the other body considered 
this legislation, the Republican leader 
inserted language to prohibit dan-
gerous terrorists being detained at 
Guantanamo Bay, Cuba, from being 
transferred to American soil. I believe 
it is crucial this language remain in 
the bill. 

The findings of the sense of the Sen-
ate quoted threats of Osama bin Laden. 
Item 8, Osama bin Laden, the leader of 
al Qaeda, said in his 1998 fatwa against 
the United States that: ‘‘The ruling to 
kill the Americans and their allies, ci-
vilians and military, is an important 
individual duty for every Muslim who 
can do it in any country in which it is 
possible to do it.’’ 

Item 9 in the same fatwa, Osama bin 
Laden said: ‘‘We, with God’s help, call 
on every Muslim who believes in God 
and wishes to be rewarded to comply 
with God’s order to kill Americans and 
plunder their money wherever and 
whenever they can find it.’’ 

These terrorists currently held at 
Guantanamo Bay are treated in accord-
ance with U.S. and international laws. 
I have visited the facility two times, 
and both times I was impressed by the 
high level of security and the profes-
sional management of the detainees. 

Importing dangerous foreign terror-
ists, like 9/11 mastermind Khalid 
Sheikh Mohammed, into American 
communities would be dangerous and 
irresponsible. Terrorists would have 
the opportunity to recruit and teach 
their skills. Additionally, I am very 
concerned that they could potentially 
escape and harm Americans here at 
home again. 

Since April, American forces have 
captured two terrorists with strong al 
Qaeda ties: al-Hadi al-Iraqi, one of al 

Qaeda’s highest ranking and most ex-
perienced senior operatives, and 
Haroon al-Afghani, who has admitted 
to being a courier for the al Qaeda sen-
ior leadership. Both men are currently 
detained at Guantanamo Bay. Inviting 
these criminals into American commu-
nities would be reckless. Any domestic 
detention facility would be a prime 
target for a terrorist attack that al 
Qaeda could mount within the borders 
of the United States. 

As the former chairman of the Lex-
ington County Law Enforcement Advi-
sory Council of Sheriff Jimmy Metts 
and as a former member of the South 
Carolina State Senate Corrections and 
Penology Committee, I am very famil-
iar with corrections facilities. The 
Guantanamo detention facilities are 
world class as to humane lodging and 
security of the inmates and for the per-
sonnel who serve as guards or medical 
support. 

As America continues to fight the 
global war on terrorism, I am confident 
that Guantanamo Bay remains the 
safest place to detain captured terror-
ists who pose a serious threat to Amer-
ican families. These terrorists have 
disclosed terrorist cells which have 
been stopped from attacking Ameri-
cans and our allies worldwide. 

I urge my colleagues to rise with me 
in strong support of this motion that 
would ensure Americans are kept safe 
from known terrorists. 

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California. 
Mr. Speaker, I yield myself such time 
as I may consume. 

Let me first speak to the motion to 
instruct. I have no problems with the 
motion to instruct. I don’t quite know 
why it is on this bill, but the Senate 
chose to put this language into the leg-
islation. The motion to instruct would 
ask the conferees to maintain that lan-
guage in this legislation so those who 
are currently at Guantanamo Bay who 
are among some very dangerous people 
in the world not be brought to this 
country in the event that Guantanamo 
Bay should be closed. 

As we know, that is a matter of ac-
tive debate here in the United States 
and certainly around the world and 
within the Congress of the United 
States of exactly how we extricate our-
selves from the situation we have at 
Guantanamo Bay. 

Early on after 9/11, the use of Guanta-
namo Bay became a rallying point 
against the abuse of human rights. 
Earlier practices there violated the 
protection of human rights. As the gen-
tleman from Michigan has pointed out, 
much has changed there, but all is not 
well there yet, and there have been 
calls to close that facility. In the event 
they would be successful, as I under-
stand this language, this would prevent 
the prisoners from being transferred to 
facilities in the United States, and I 
concur in that language. 

If I might return back to the legisla-
tion at hand or the motion at hand, 

which is to go to conference with the 
Senate and work out the differences in 
this legislation, and there are signifi-
cant differences between the House and 
the Senate legislation, the staffs of the 
committee have been meeting on those 
differences, and we would hope to be 
able to report back to the House and to 
the Senate in the near future. 

It is important that we do that. We 
stand here at the beginning of yet an-
other school year, another college 
year, if you will, and we see that fami-
lies are struggling harder than ever to 
meet the cost of college. The gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. BISHOP) 
who has been so active in this field 
pointed out this fact to the House. We 
must do what we can to address and 
help families meet this cost. 

This legislation does it in a number 
of ways, both by providing increased 
grants to the lowest income families of 
students who seek to attend college 
who are fully qualified to go to college, 
but too often economic barriers keep 
them from doing so. 

This legislation makes a substantial 
increase in the Pell Grants, some $500 
over the coming years in that grant. It 
was the goal of this President to do 
that. Previous Congresses never did 
that, and we do that in this legislation, 
and that is going to be a great benefit 
to those students and to their families 
who are struggling with the cost of col-
lege. 

We also make a reduction in the in-
terest rates. We cut the interest rates 
in half on money borrowed from the 
subsidized loan program which includes 
those very same Pell Grant recipients. 
I think 25 or 30 percent of them go on 
to borrow money from this program, 
and also middle income families who 
are feeling the financial strain of hav-
ing one kid or two or three kids in col-
lege at the same time. 

We estimate that the savings over 
the life of that loan will be above 
$4,000, almost $4,500 for those individ-
uals. That is a very substantial sav-
ings, and it is what we know that the 
young people calculate what is going to 
be the cost of college, and that includes 
the interest rates that they are going 
to have to pay back. As we know, there 
is forbearance against the payment of 
interest rates while the students are in 
college, but upon graduation, they 
start paying that money back, and that 
interest rate is a significant cost for 
those students. 

We also try to make sure that those 
individuals who have chosen to go into 
public service can understand that 
there will be some relief for their ef-
forts through a loan forgiveness pro-
gram for policemen, firemen, teachers, 
teachers of special ed, prosecutors, 
public defenders, all of whom enter 
professions that don’t have the highest 
economic rewards at the outset, but we 
want them to go into those professions 
as services to our communities. And we 
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want to make sure that they do so so 
we can continue to hold civil society 
together in this country and receive 
the benefits of their work and they will 
not be so burdened by the loans that 
they will choose to go elsewhere and 
leave society without the use of their 
talents, as I say, in health care, law en-
forcement, education, and so many 
other fields that are important to this. 

And following on the passage of the 
COMPETES Act, we provide for highly 
qualified teachers in every classroom. 
In the TEACH Act, we recognize the 
importance of highly skilled math and 
science teachers, and we identify those 
people who are performing in an exem-
plary fashion in college and offer them 
tuition assistance if they go into 
teaching math and science and go into 
those schools in high need. That would 
provide $4,000 in up-front tuition assist-
ance for those individuals. 

We also make landmark investments 
of $500 million in Historically Black 
Colleges and Universities, Hispanic- 
serving institutions, tribal colleges, 
and Alaska/Hawaiian Native colleges. 
We have a problem of fully qualified 
minority students going to some of 
these colleges and really not being able 
to stay for a host of reasons. We have 
had discussions with the heads of State 
college systems and university systems 
and others about this problem, and the 
fact of the matter is we have to do 
more to support those students so they 
can successfully negotiate the college 
education that they seek to pursue. 

So this legislation is comprehensive. 
It is important. We did it by taking 
away the excessive subsidies to the stu-
dent lending agencies, subsidies that 
were identified as excessive a number 
of years ago in the President’s budget 
and by the OMB, and we recycled those 
successive savings to the benefit of the 
students and their families who once 
again are going into great financial 
stress to make sure that their children 
will have an opportunity at a college 
education that we recognize is so im-
portant in terms of their future ability 
to fully participate in the American 
economy, the American society, and to 
provide for their families. 

b 1830 
As we pointed out, this legislation is 

the largest commitment of Federal re-
sources since the GI Bill of 1944. We 
think it’s important. We would hope to 
have an affirmative vote to go to con-
ference on the motion to instruct, and 
then we could proceed with the con-
ference in the coming days. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. HOEKSTRA. Mr. Speaker, I com-
pliment my colleague. I thank you for 
the support on this motion to instruct, 
and with that, I would also then like to 
yield 4 minutes to my colleague from 
Utah (Mr. BISHOP). 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Speaker, 
allow me rhetorically, if I can, just to 

concentrate on one issue, the one at 
hand, which is the significant proposal, 
the motion to instruct made by the 
gentleman from Michigan. 

As a member of the Armed Services 
Committee, as well as the Education 
Committee, I strongly support this ex-
tremely important motion that has 
been given to us today. 

On the day in July when my State 
celebrates the arrival of the pioneers 
into Salt Lake Valley, in a remote 
Pakistani town, the Pakistani police 
were closing in on one house that had 
been given as an intelligence tip that 
the top Taliban leader was inside. Ac-
cording to the Washington Post, this 
Taliban leader, Abdullah Mehsud, if I 
have pronounced that properly, was a 
short, round man in his early thirties, 
who had been an active Taliban com-
mander in Pakistan for many years. 

Amazingly, though, this same man 
had been among the first military de-
tainees at Guantanamo and had been 
released in 2004. Upon his release, what 
did he do? Go back to Pakistan, once 
again working with the Taliban, help-
ing al Qaeda infiltrators coming into 
the rugged mountains area of Paki-
stan. 

But on this fateful day back in July, 
with the Pakistani police closing in, 
this top Taliban leader, who only the 
year before had been leading terrorist 
activities against mosques, had kid-
napped a couple of Chinese engineers, 
and who knows what else, pulled the 
pin on a hand grenade and blew himself 
up rather than resubmit to the au-
thorities. 

It’s memorable and reminds one of 
the extravagances that took place in 
March of 2004 in Madrid when the sub-
way bombings killed 200, injured 2,000 
people. This al Qaeda-inspired terrorist 
activity and the leaders of that were 
tracked down by Spanish authorities; 
and as they surrounded the apartment 
where they were, the terrorists, the al 
Qaeda terrorists, had preplanned their 
own self-martyrdom by having wired 
their own apartment. So as the police 
closed in upon them, they pushed the 
button, not only blowing themselves up 
but also almost imploding the entire 
building, which would have killed hun-
dreds of other innocent victims. 

Now, the reason, Mr. Speaker, that I 
present these two anecdotal stories is 
simply this: these people are not nice 
people. They’re murderers of the worst 
sort. They’re ideologically driven to 
kill. They would stop at nothing to try 
and kill as many men, women and chil-
dren, if possible, in their goals of maxi-
mizing the amount of pain and destruc-
tion, especially those relating to us. 
They do not belong on American soil, 
nor do they belong to be released back 
to their own countries, where they can 
reorganize again, in this war, not just 
again on terror, but also the war 
against civilization and basic human-
ity. 

The motion to instruct asks this con-
ference to accept the language passed 
in a similar bill in the Senate on an 
overwhelming 94–3 vote that rejects 
transferring a terrorist detained in 
Guantanamo to the United States soil. 
Our penal system, as we envision it, is 
one of rehabilitation. Obviously, these 
people have not been rehabilitated; and 
as we discuss what we will do as our op-
tions, as we discuss any kind of closure 
that may take place in Guantanamo, 
we should obviously say which options 
are not acceptable. 

Moving any of these prisoners to the 
United States is simply not acceptable. 
Returning them to their homes is sim-
ply not acceptable. Destroying the in-
telligence value we have at Guanta-
namo is simply not acceptable. 

This sense of the Congress resolution 
simply is one of those things that this 
body, the people’s body, the House of 
Representatives, should overwhelm-
ingly support. I cannot imagine anyone 
honestly believing it is a good idea to 
close Guantanamo and bring these in-
dividuals into our neighborhoods and 
into our backyards, nor to release 
them back to their country of origin 
where they’d be free to reorganize 
themselves. 

As Mr. MCCONNELL said on the floor 
today, this is not a motion simply for 
the status quo. Flexibility of what our 
choices will be would still be allowed, 
but it does clearly say that the one op-
tion that is not acceptable would be a 
closing of Guantanamo Bay with the 
only option being of removing these 
people and bringing them back into our 
neighborhoods, back into our homes 
and back on American soil. 

For that, I appreciate what the gen-
tleman from Michigan has done in 
bringing this once again to our atten-
tion so that we can join the Senate in 
making sure that this is very clear of 
what is not our policy option. 

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California. 
Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. HOEKSTRA. Mr. Speaker, I re-
serve the balance of my time. I will be 
the last speaker, and I will close as 
soon as my colleague yields back. 

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California. 
If the gentleman has no further speak-
ers, Mr. Speaker, I yield myself such 
time as I might consume. 

I just want to point out for a number 
of Members who have asked about 
what’s the relationship of this rec-
onciliation to the loan scandals that 
the Nation was witness to earlier this 
year, this legislation does not contain 
the language of the Sunshine Act that 
we passed overwhelmingly in May of 
this year. That will be contained in the 
Higher Education Act that the House 
and Senate plan to do soon. It’s in the 
Senate bill, and we have passed the 
Sunshine Act. 

As Members will recall, this was leg-
islation that falls on the heels of public 
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reports of colleges and lenders and 
their relationships between colleges 
and lenders and special relationships 
that were developed in some cases for 
the exchange of gifts, financial favors, 
holidays, special treatment to people 
working for the colleges that were 
steering people to a particular lender 
for their loans. Whether or not that 
was in the best interest of the student 
or not really didn’t come into play. 

These practices have gone on for a 
considerable period of time. In some 
cases, they’ve been brought to the at-
tention of the Department of Edu-
cation by the Inspector General. They 
were not properly dealt with, and the 
Attorney General of the State of New 
York, Mr. Cuomo, brought them to the 
Nation’s attention with his investiga-
tion of some of the large lending insti-
tutions and these practices and entered 
into a number of consent agreements 
with those individuals. 

We had hearings on this matter and 
the failure of oversight by both the 
Congress and the Department, and we 
passed the Sunshine Act in reaction to 
those hearings that we had, again, and 
was passed on a strong bipartisan vote. 

We think these two things are con-
nected. The terms are now removing 
the excessive subsidies that were used 
in many instances to grease these rela-
tionships for the benefit of the lenders 
and not for the benefit of the students 
and of their families who are borrowing 
the money to pay for their college edu-
cation. 

So I just wanted to bring the Mem-
bers up to snuff on that matter. 

With that, I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. HOEKSTRA. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself as much time as I shall con-
sume. 

Mr. Speaker, the Senate rejected 
transferring al Qaeda terrorists from 
Gitmo to our homeland. That was a 
wise decision. That is a decision that 
my colleagues here in the House should 
support tonight. 

Gitmo is a facility that is working. 
It’s working in many different ways. 
It’s keeping terrorists, these terrorists, 
away from the homeland. It’s providing 
us with an opportunity to get the infor-
mation that may be necessary and may 
be helpful in keeping America safe. 
When the Senate acted, they acted 
overwhelmingly, 94–3, to say make sure 
that these individuals do not come to 
the United States. 

It provides us with the alternatives 
and the flexibility that, as we move 
forward in defeating radical jihadists, 
that we will have the strategies in 
place to keep us safe, to get the infor-
mation that we need, provide us with 
the background to implement the cor-
rect strategies. 

We are safer keeping these terrorists 
in Guantanamo Bay, Cuba, 528 miles 
away from the homeland. I encourage 
my colleagues to vote for this motion 

to instruct conferees. It is a good mo-
tion. It’s a good decision, a good direc-
tion that was put forward by the Mem-
bers of the other body; and I hope that 
we stand with them tonight. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, the previous question is or-
dered on the motion to instruct. 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the motion to instruct. 
The question was taken; and the 

Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. HOEKSTRA. Mr. Speaker, on 
that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this question will be post-
poned. 

f 

COMMUNICATION FROM THE HON-
ORABLE JOHN E. PETERSON, 
MEMBER OF CONGRESS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Honorable JOHN E. 
PETERSON, Member of Congress: 

CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES, 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, DC, August 22, 2007. 

Hon. NANCY PELOSI, 
Speaker, House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR MADAM SPEAKER: This is to formally 
notify you, pursuant to Rule VIII of the 
Rules of the House of Representatives, that I 
have been served with a judicial subpoena for 
documents issued by the United States Dis-
trict Court for the Middle District of Penn-
sylvania. 

After consulting with the Office of General 
Counsel, I have determined that compliance 
with the subpoena is consistent with the 
privileges and rights of the House. 

Sincerely, 
JOHN E. PETERSON, 

Member of Congress. 

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, proceedings 
will resume on questions previously 
postponed. 

Votes will be taken in the following 
order: 

Motions to suspend the rules with re-
gard to H.R. 694 and H.R. 3020, and 

Motion to instruct conferees on H.R. 
2669, in each case by the yeas and nays. 

The vote on the motion to suspend 
the rules with regard to H. Res. 552 will 
be taken tomorrow. 

The first electronic vote will be con-
ducted as a 15-minute vote. Remaining 
electronic votes will be conducted as 5- 
minute votes. 

MINORITY SERVING INSTITUTION 
DIGITAL AND WIRELESS TECH-
NOLOGY OPPORTUNITY ACT OF 
2007 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the vote on the mo-
tion to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill, H.R. 694, as amended, on which the 
yeas and nays were ordered. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Washington (Mr. 
BAIRD) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 694, as 
amended. 

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 331, nays 59, 
not voting 42, as follows: 

[Roll No. 847] 

YEAS—331 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Allen 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Bachus 
Baird 
Baker 
Baldwin 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Bishop (UT) 
Blumenauer 
Blunt 
Bonner 
Bono 
Boozman 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boustany 
Boyd (FL) 
Boyda (KS) 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Butterfield 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp (MI) 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson 
Castle 
Castor 
Chabot 
Chandler 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Cole (OK) 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costello 

Courtney 
Cramer 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis, Lincoln 
Davis, Tom 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly 
Doyle 
Drake 
Dreier 
Edwards 
Ehlers 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emanuel 
Emerson 
Engel 
English (PA) 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Everett 
Fallin 
Farr 
Fattah 
Ferguson 
Filner 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Fossella 
Frank (MA) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gerlach 
Giffords 
Gilchrest 
Gillibrand 
Gillmor 
Gohmert 
Gonzalez 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Gordon 
Granger 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Hall (NY) 
Hall (TX) 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayes 
Heller 

Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hobson 
Hodes 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Issa 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
Johnson (GA) 
Jones (OH) 
Jordan 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Keller 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick 
Kind 
King (NY) 
Kirk 
Klein (FL) 
Knollenberg 
Kuhl (NY) 
LaHood 
Lampson 
Langevin 
Lantos 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Lewis (KY) 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Lynch 
Mahoney (FL) 
Maloney (NY) 
Markey 
Marshall 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCaul (TX) 
McCollum (MN) 
McCotter 
McCrery 
McDermott 
McGovern 
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McHugh 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
McNulty 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Mica 
Michaud 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Mitchell 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (KS) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Murtha 
Myrick 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Nunes 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor 
Pearce 
Perlmutter 
Peterson (MN) 
Petri 
Pitts 
Platts 
Pomeroy 
Porter 
Price (NC) 
Putnam 

Radanovich 
Rahall 
Ramstad 
Rangel 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Renzi 
Reyes 
Reynolds 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Ryan (OH) 
Ryan (WI) 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sarbanes 
Saxton 
Schakowsky 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Shays 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Space 

Spratt 
Stark 
Stupak 
Sullivan 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Towns 
Turner 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walberg 
Walden (OR) 
Walsh (NY) 
Walz (MN) 
Wamp 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch (VT) 
Weldon (FL) 
Wexler 
Whitfield 
Wicker 
Wilson (OH) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Wynn 
Yarmuth 
Young (FL) 

NAYS—59 

Bachmann 
Barrett (SC) 
Bartlett (MD) 
Barton (TX) 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Blackburn 
Boehner 
Broun (GA) 
Burton (IN) 
Campbell (CA) 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Carter 
Coble 
Conaway 
Cubin 
Culberson 
Davis (KY) 
Davis, David 

Deal (GA) 
Doolittle 
Duncan 
Feeney 
Flake 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gingrey 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Hoekstra 
Inglis (SC) 
Jones (NC) 
King (IA) 
Kingston 
Kline (MN) 
Lamborn 
Linder 
Mack 

Manzullo 
Marchant 
McHenry 
Miller (FL) 
Miller, Gary 
Musgrave 
Neugebauer 
Paul 
Pence 
Price (GA) 
Rohrabacher 
Sali 
Schmidt 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Smith (NE) 
Stearns 
Thornberry 
Westmoreland 

NOT VOTING—42 

Barrow 
Costa 
Davis, Jo Ann 
Gallegly 
Graves 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hastert 
Hooley 
Hulshof 
Hunter 
Israel 
Jindal 
Johnson (IL) 

Johnson, E. B. 
Johnson, Sam 
Kucinich 
Lewis (CA) 
Lipinski 
Lucas 
Mollohan 
Payne 
Peterson (PA) 
Pickering 
Poe 
Pryce (OH) 
Royce 
Rush 

Sanchez, Loretta 
Schiff 
Schwartz 
Shimkus 
Simpson 
Smith (WA) 
Souder 
Tancredo 
Taylor 
Terry 
Watson 
Weller 
Wilson (NM) 
Young (AK) 

b 1913 

Messrs. KINGSTON, GARRETT of 
New Jersey, HERGER, Mrs. 
BLACKBURN, Mr. HOEKSTRA and 
Mrs. SCHMIDT changed their vote 
from ‘‘yea’’ to ‘‘nay.’’ 

Messrs. MURTHA, SULLIVAN, CON-
YERS, Ms. GRANGER and Mr. HOB-

SON changed their vote from ‘‘nay’’ to 
‘‘yea.’’ 

So (two-thirds being in the affirma-
tive) the rules were suspended and the 
bill, as amended, was passed. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

THE RETURN OF SENATOR TIM 
JOHNSON 

(Ms. HERSETH SANDLIN asked and 
was given permission to address the 
House for 1 minute.) 

Ms. HERSETH SANDLIN. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise this evening to share with you 
and to share with all of our colleagues 
some truly wonderful news about a 
good friend and his health, a friend who 
is a former Member of this body, and 
the senior Senator from the State of 
South Dakota. This announcement is 
news of our friend, TIM JOHNSON. 

Last week, Senator JOHNSON was wel-
comed home by his constituents for the 
first time since suffering a debilitating 
brain hemorrhage last December. It 
was a joyous day, full of smiles, laugh-
ter and tears. And after 9 months of 
hard work, determination, and 
strength of mind and spirit, all quali-
ties that have marked his tenure in 
public service, tomorrow TIM JOHNSON 
will return to the Senate Chamber. 

b 1915 

In Senator JOHNSON’s recovery, the 
prayers of South Dakota families, the 
prayers of all of us, and indeed the 
prayers of countless people across the 
country have been answered. And TIM, 
his loving wife Barbara, and their beau-
tiful family will continue to move for-
ward as resilient and remarkable as 
ever. 

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, 5-minute voting will con-
tinue. 

There was no objection. 
f 

MICROLOAN AMENDMENTS AND 
MODERNIZATION ACT 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the vote on the mo-
tion to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill, H.R. 3020, as amended, on which 
the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the motion offered by 
the gentlewoman from New York (Ms. 
VELÁZQUEZ) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 3020, as 
amended. 

This will be a 5-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 385, nays 5, 
not voting 42, as follows: 

[Roll No. 848] 

YEAS—385 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Allen 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Baird 
Baker 
Baldwin 
Barrett (SC) 
Bartlett (MD) 
Barton (TX) 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blumenauer 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Bono 
Boozman 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boustany 
Boyd (FL) 
Boyda (KS) 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Butterfield 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp (MI) 
Campbell (CA) 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson 
Carter 
Castle 
Castor 
Chabot 
Chandler 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Cole (OK) 
Conaway 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costello 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cubin 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (KY) 
Davis, David 

Davis, Lincoln 
Davis, Tom 
Deal (GA) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly 
Doolittle 
Doyle 
Drake 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Edwards 
Ehlers 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emanuel 
Emerson 
Engel 
English (PA) 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Everett 
Fallin 
Farr 
Fattah 
Feeney 
Ferguson 
Filner 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Fossella 
Foxx 
Frank (MA) 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Giffords 
Gilchrest 
Gillibrand 
Gillmor 
Gingrey 
Gohmert 
Gonzalez 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Gordon 
Granger 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Hall (NY) 
Hall (TX) 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayes 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hobson 
Hodes 
Hoekstra 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Inglis (SC) 
Inslee 
Issa 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
Johnson (GA) 
Jones (NC) 
Jones (OH) 
Jordan 
Kagen 

Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Keller 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Klein (FL) 
Kline (MN) 
Knollenberg 
Kuhl (NY) 
LaHood 
Lamborn 
Lampson 
Langevin 
Lantos 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Lynch 
Mack 
Mahoney (FL) 
Maloney (NY) 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
Markey 
Marshall 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCaul (TX) 
McCollum (MN) 
McCotter 
McCrery 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHenry 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
McNulty 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Mica 
Michaud 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, Gary 
Miller, George 
Mitchell 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (KS) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Murtha 
Musgrave 
Myrick 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
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Pastor 
Pearce 
Pence 
Perlmutter 
Peterson (MN) 
Petri 
Pitts 
Platts 
Pomeroy 
Porter 
Price (GA) 
Price (NC) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Rahall 
Ramstad 
Rangel 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Renzi 
Reyes 
Reynolds 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Ryan (OH) 
Ryan (WI) 
Salazar 
Sali 

Sánchez, Linda 
T. 

Sarbanes 
Saxton 
Schakowsky 
Schmidt 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sessions 
Sestak 
Shadegg 
Shays 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Space 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stearns 
Stupak 
Sullivan 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thornberry 

Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Towns 
Turner 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walberg 
Walden (OR) 
Walsh (NY) 
Walz (MN) 
Wamp 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch (VT) 
Weldon (FL) 
Westmoreland 
Wexler 
Whitfield 
Wicker 
Wilson (OH) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Wynn 
Yarmuth 
Young (FL) 

NAYS—5 

Broun (GA) 
Coble 

Culberson 
Flake 

Paul 

NOT VOTING—42 

Barrow 
Costa 
Davis, Jo Ann 
Gallegly 
Graves 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hastert 
Hooley 
Hulshof 
Hunter 
Israel 
Jindal 
Johnson (IL) 

Johnson, E. B. 
Johnson, Sam 
Kucinich 
Lewis (CA) 
Lipinski 
Lucas 
Mollohan 
Payne 
Peterson (PA) 
Pickering 
Poe 
Pryce (OH) 
Royce 
Rush 

Sanchez, Loretta 
Schiff 
Schwartz 
Shimkus 
Simpson 
Smith (WA) 
Souder 
Tancredo 
Taylor 
Terry 
Watson 
Weller 
Wilson (NM) 
Young (AK) 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during 
the vote). Members are advised that 
there are 2 minutes remaining in this 
vote. 

b 1927 

So (two-thirds being in the affirma-
tive) the rules were suspended and the 
bill, as amended, was passed. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

COMMUNICATION FROM THE 
CLERK OF THE HOUSE 

The SPEAKER laid before the House 
the following communication from the 
Clerk of the House of Representatives: 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, DC, August 31, 2007. 

Hon. NANCY PELOSI, 
Speaker, House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR MADAM SPEAKER: I have the honor to 
transmit herewith a scanned copy of a Cer-
tificate of Election received from the Honor-
able Debra Bowen, Secretary of State of 

California, indicating that, at the Special 
Election held on August 21, 2007, the Honor-
able Laura Richardson was duly elected Rep-
resentative in Congress for the Thirty-Sev-
enth Congressional District, State of Cali-
fornia. 

With best wishes, I am 
Sincerely, 

LORRAINE C. MILLER, 
Clerk of the House. 

Enclosure. 

CERTIFICATE OF ELECTION 

I, Debra Bowen, Secretary of State of the 
State of California, hereby certify: That ac-
cording to the official canvass of votes cast 
in the Special General Election held on the 
21st day of August, 2007 in the 37th Congres-
sional District, Laura Richardson was elect-
ed to the office of United States Representa-
tive, District 37 for the term prescribed by 
law. 

f 

SWEARING IN OF THE HONORABLE 
LAURA RICHARDSON, OF CALI-
FORNIA, AS A MEMBER OF THE 
HOUSE 

The SPEAKER. Will Representative- 
elect RICHARDSON and the Members of 
the California delegation present them-
selves in the well. 

Ms. RICHARDSON appeared at the bar 
of the House and took the oath of of-
fice, as follows: 

Do you solemnly swear or affirm that 
you will support and defend the Con-
stitution of the United States against 
all enemies, foreign and domestic; that 
you will bear true faith and allegiance 
to the same; that you take this obliga-
tion freely, without any mental res-
ervation or purpose of evasion; and 
that you will well and faithfully dis-
charge the duties of the office on which 
you are about to enter, so help you 
God. 

The SPEAKER. Congratulations. You 
are now a Member of the 110th Con-
gress. 

f 

b 1930 

WELCOMING THE HONORABLE 
LAURA RICHARDSON TO THE 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

(Mr. STARK asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. STARK. Madam Speaker, as the 
dean of the California delegation, it’s 
my privilege, my honor and distinct 
pleasure to introduce the newest mem-
ber of our California delegation, LAURA 
RICHARDSON, elected to California’s 
37th Congressional District in a special 
election held just recently. LAURA 
RICHARDSON is a passionate critic of 
the war in Iraq, a supporter of uni-
versal health care, and a welcome addi-
tion to our delegation. 

After three terms on the Long Beach 
City Council and several years as direc-
tor for Lieutenant Governor Cruz 
Bustamante, LAURA was elected to the 
California State Assembly last Novem-
ber. And less than a year later, she won 

a special election to succeed our dear 
departed colleague, Juanita Millender- 
McDonald, and joins us here. It is a dis-
tinction that she is one of the few peo-
ple in the history of this country to 
serve both in a local, State and Federal 
post within 1 year. She worked for Jua-
nita as a field deputy, and she will con-
tinue her important work to ensure 
that all Americans can participate in a 
fair and free electoral process. 

LAURA’s career has many highlights. 
While on the city council, she was re-
sponsible for bringing Long Beach’s 
inner city its first job training center 
for working families; she championed 
economic development and improved 
upon transportation services. And dear 
to my heart, she helped open the first 
new bank in the city’s central area 
since the 1992 riots. 

In the assembly, she became the first 
African American woman to serve as 
the Assistant Speaker pro tempore. In 
the House, she will keep California’s 
Democratic delegation a majority fe-
male; of our 34 members, 18 are women. 

She is a member of the International 
Association of Machinists and Aero-
space Workers, and she joins us as an 
effective voice for working families in 
Congress. I look forward to working 
with her to improve health care for ev-
eryone and address the disparities in 
our health care system, issues I know 
are important to her and should be to 
all of us. 

At this time, I yield to my distin-
guished colleague and senior Member 
from the Republican delegation of Cali-
fornia. 

Mr. DREIER. Madam Speaker, I 
thank my friend for yielding. 

I would like to join with our col-
league in extending congratulations on 
behalf of all Republican Members to 
our new colleague, Ms. RICHARDSON. 

We were all saddened by the un-
timely passing of our friend and former 
colleague, Juanita Millender-McDon-
ald, but knowing that her former field 
deputy is going to be representing her 
I know would make Juanita extraor-
dinarily proud. And to go from the city 
council to the State legislature to the 
United States Congress within a 1-year 
period of time is a very, very impres-
sive accomplishment. 

And I will say that I know the Cali-
fornia delegation will continue to work 
together in a bipartisan way. And we 
look forward to welcoming Ms. RICH-
ARDSON as part of that effort. 

Mr. STARK. Madam Speaker, at this 
time I would like to yield the balance 
of my time to the Honorable LAURA 
RICHARDSON, Representative of Califor-
nia’s 37th Congressional District. 

Ms. RICHARDSON. Speaker PELOSI, 
Leaders HOYER, CLYBURN, EMANUEL, 
BECERRA, Caucus Chairs LOFGREN, KIL-
PATRICK, BACA and HONDA, the Cali-
fornia delegation, thank you all for 
meeting with me, kind of putting me 
under your wing, and really sharing 
your pearls of wisdom. 
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To Congresswoman WATERS, for the 

last 120 days you have been tirelessly, 
unrelentingly instructive and even gra-
ciously transparent in your efforts to 
help me to get here. Thank you. 

To my supporters and friends and 
family in the gallery, my consultant, 
manager, labor brothers and sisters, 
volunteers, friends and staff, I will in-
dividually thank you in the reception 
that will follow, but I would be remiss 
to not publicly acknowledge the dedi-
cated work that you did to get me 
here. Thank you very much. 

To my new colleagues, yes, on both 
sides of the aisle, it is my desire to es-
tablish a reputation to be a Member’s 
Member. What that means to me is to 
be a hard worker, to be responsive, to 
be straightforward and honest, even if 
we disagree; and I hear that happens a 
few times here. You know, or you will 
learn to know, that I will keep my 
word. 

To the constituents of the California 
37th Congressional District, my job 
will be to focus as much on the war in 
America, the war of crime, poverty, in-
adequate health care, failing edu-
cation, crumbling infrastructure, and 
sparse development as much as I will 
focus on the war in Iraq. 

My job will be to prove that the poor 
aren’t just poor because they want to 
be or because they don’t want to work, 
that with job training and livable 
wages, not all urban youth choose gang 
life, and that blighted areas are not a 
result of ‘‘white flight.’’ Rather, 
they’re a result of lack of investments 
and revitalization. 

I also believe I have a responsibility 
to unveil the shameful sin of injustice, 
inequality and inequities that still do 
exist, and I’ve seen them and lived 
them, in this wonderful country today. 

To the McDonald family, I will al-
ways be grateful to Congresswoman 
McDonald, who first hired me and 
trained me over 10 years ago. As a 
staffer, I almost got fired my first 
week because I left her in a church. 
And I fondly recall her saying to me, ‘‘I 
guess I can’t throw the baby out with 
the bath water.’’ I respectfully stand 
today on her legacy as I reach towards 
my own destiny. 

Finally, to the God that I serve and 
to my family who support me and love 
me dearly, my mother, my sister, my 
uncle, my nephew, haven’t we come a 
mighty long way? My maternal grand-
parents, who emigrated here freely 
from Ireland and from Germany, and 
yet my fraternal grandparents, com-
pletely the opposite, who came here 
forcibly in chains and centuries of 
bondage. Who would have thought that 
the cost had a price that would require 
my payment? 

A seed of hope, yet equally a seed of 
despair, a seed of opportunity, yet 
equally a seed of why I can’t, a seed of 
love that was met with seeds of hate. 
Who would have thought, I guess those 

who built and have served in this sa-
cred Chamber, many of you, that after 
all, that’s what this place is for. For a 
girl like me at the age of six, who 
chose, after watching and living the 
civil rights movement, that really 
those of us who lived through the pains 
of struggle would one day have an op-
portunity to make sure that everyone 
really was free. I welcome this respon-
sibility. Thank you. 

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 

The SPEAKER. Under clause 5(d) of 
rule XX, the Chair announces to the 
House that, in light of the administra-
tion of the oath of office to the gentle-
woman from California, the whole 
number of the House is 434. 

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, 5- 
minute voting will continue. 

There was no objection. 

f 

APPOINTMENT OF CONFEREES ON 
H.R. 2669, COLLEGE COST REDUC-
TION ACT OF 2007 

MOTION TO INSTRUCT OFFERED BY MR. 
HOEKSTRA 

The SPEAKER. The unfinished busi-
ness is the vote on the motion to in-
struct on H.R. 2669 offered by the gen-
tleman from Michigan (Mr. HOEKSTRA) 
on which the yeas and nays were or-
dered. 

The Clerk will redesignate the mo-
tion. 

The Clerk redesignated the motion. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on 

the motion to instruct. 
This will be a 5-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 305, nays 83, 
not voting 45, as follows: 

[Roll No. 849] 

YEAS—305 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Allen 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Baird 
Baker 
Barrett (SC) 
Bartlett (MD) 
Barton (TX) 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boehner 

Bonner 
Bono 
Boozman 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boustany 
Boyd (FL) 
Boyda (KS) 
Brady (TX) 
Braley (IA) 
Broun (GA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Butterfield 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp (MI) 
Campbell (CA) 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Capito 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 

Carson 
Carter 
Castle 
Chabot 
Chandler 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Coble 
Cohen 
Cole (OK) 
Conaway 
Cooper 
Costello 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cubin 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (KY) 
Davis, David 
Davis, Lincoln 
Davis, Tom 
Deal (GA) 
DeFazio 

Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly 
Doolittle 
Drake 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Edwards 
Ehlers 
Ellsworth 
Emanuel 
Emerson 
English (PA) 
Etheridge 
Everett 
Fallin 
Feeney 
Ferguson 
Flake 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Fossella 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Giffords 
Gilchrest 
Gillibrand 
Gillmor 
Gingrey 
Gohmert 
Gonzalez 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Gordon 
Granger 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Hall (NY) 
Hall (TX) 
Hare 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayes 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Hinojosa 
Hobson 
Hodes 
Hoekstra 
Holden 
Inglis (SC) 
Issa 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
Jones (NC) 
Jordan 
Kagen 
Keller 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 

Kingston 
Kirk 
Klein (FL) 
Kline (MN) 
Knollenberg 
Kuhl (NY) 
LaHood 
Lamborn 
Lampson 
Langevin 
Lantos 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Levin 
Lewis (KY) 
LoBiondo 
Lowey 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Lynch 
Mack 
Mahoney (FL) 
Maloney (NY) 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
Matheson 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCaul (TX) 
McCollum (MN) 
McCotter 
McCrery 
McHenry 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
McNulty 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Mica 
Michaud 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 
Mitchell 
Moore (KS) 
Moran (KS) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Musgrave 
Myrick 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Oberstar 
Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pearce 
Pence 
Perlmutter 
Peterson (MN) 
Petri 
Pitts 
Platts 
Pomeroy 
Porter 
Price (GA) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 

Ramstad 
Rangel 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Renzi 
Reyes 
Reynolds 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothman 
Ruppersberger 
Ryan (WI) 
Salazar 
Sali 
Sarbanes 
Saxton 
Schmidt 
Scott (GA) 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Sestak 
Shadegg 
Shays 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Skelton 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Space 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stearns 
Sullivan 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Thompson (MS) 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Turner 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Walberg 
Walden (OR) 
Walsh (NY) 
Walz (MN) 
Wamp 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waxman 
Weldon (FL) 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Wicker 
Wilson (OH) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wolf 
Wu 
Yarmuth 
Young (FL) 

NAYS—83 

Baldwin 
Berman 
Blumenauer 
Brady (PA) 
Capps 
Capuano 
Castor 
Clarke 
Conyers 
Davis (IL) 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dicks 
Doyle 
Ellison 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Farr 

Fattah 
Filner 
Frank (MA) 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Hinchey 
Hirono 
Holt 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Johnson (GA) 
Jones (OH) 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kilpatrick 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lee 

Lewis (GA) 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Markey 
Matsui 
McDermott 
McGovern 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murtha 
Nadler 
Obey 
Olver 
Pascrell 
Pastor 
Paul 
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Price (NC) 
Rahall 
Richardson 
Roybal-Allard 
Ryan (OH) 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Schakowsky 
Scott (VA) 

Serrano 
Sires 
Snyder 
Solis 
Stupak 
Sutton 
Thompson (CA) 
Tierney 
Towns 

Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Waters 
Watt 
Weiner 
Welch (VT) 
Wexler 
Woolsey 
Wynn 

NOT VOTING—45 

Barrow 
Costa 
Davis, Jo Ann 
Gallegly 
Graves 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hastert 
Hooley 
Hulshof 
Hunter 
Israel 
Jindal 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, E. B. 

Johnson, Sam 
Kucinich 
Lewis (CA) 
Linder 
Lipinski 
Lucas 
Marshall 
Mollohan 
Payne 
Peterson (PA) 
Pickering 
Poe 
Pryce (OH) 
Royce 
Rush 

Sanchez, Loretta 
Schiff 
Schwartz 
Shimkus 
Simpson 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Souder 
Tancredo 
Taylor 
Terry 
Watson 
Weller 
Wilson (NM) 
Young (AK) 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during 
the vote). There are 2 minutes left in 
the vote. 

b 1949 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts, Mr. 
MILLER of North Carolina, Ms. 
HIRONO and Ms. DELAURO changed 
their vote from ‘‘yea’’ to ‘‘nay.’’ 

So the motion to instruct was agreed 
to. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
SCOTT of Georgia). Without objection, 
the Chair appoints the following con-
ferees: Messrs. GEORGE MILLER of Cali-
fornia, ANDREWS, SCOTT of Virginia, 
HINOJOSA, TIERNEY, WU, Mrs. DAVIS of 
California, Mr. DAVIS of Illinois, Mr. 
BISHOP of New York, Ms. HIRONO, 
Messrs. ALTMIRE, YARMUTH, COURTNEY, 
MCKEON, KELLER of Florida, Mrs. 
MCMORRIS RODGERS, Ms. FOXX, Messrs. 
KUHL of New York, WALBERG, SOUDER, 
EHLERS, Mrs. BIGGERT and Mr. PRICE of 
Georgia. 

There was no objection. 
f 

NOW IS THE TIME TO DECLARE A 
MILITARY VICTORY IN IRAQ 

(Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas asked 
and was given permission to address 
the House for 1 minute and to revise 
and extend her remarks.) 

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr. 
Speaker, I hold in my hand the United 
States Government Accountability re-
port, ‘‘Securing, Stabilizing and Re-
building Iraq.’’ The Iraqi Government 
has not met most legislative security 
and economic benchmarks. 

The President and Secretary of State 
and Secretary of Defense made a sur-
prise visit to Anbar Province in Iraq. 
Out of their visit, I might imagine they 
would hope to have a counteroffensive 
against a number of hearings that the 
majority will be holding on the ques-
tion of are we safer today than we were 

before the Iraq war. This report is both 
striking and provoking, provoking 
Americans to realize that the policy in 
Iraq has failed. 

It is time now to declare a military 
success, a military victory. Our sol-
diers have done their job. They have 
created an opportunity for a demo-
cratic government in Iraq. But, unfor-
tunately, the job that needs to be done 
by the Iraqi Government has not been 
done. There are no battalions that are 
ready to go on the ground. 

So I will say to the administration, a 
surge will not work. Staying the course 
will not work. I ask that the troops be 
redeployed and a new direction be 
taken in Iraq. 

f 

SPECIAL ORDERS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
JOHNSON of Georgia). Under the Speak-
er’s announced policy of January 18, 
2007, and under a previous order of the 
House, the following Members will be 
recognized for 5 minutes each. 

f 

HONORING DR. JOHN FREIHAUT 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Georgia (Mr. GINGREY) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. GINGREY. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
this evening to honor a great friend 
and a colleague in the medical profes-
sion, Dr. John Freihaut, who passed 
away just before Congress broke for the 
August recess. 

In addition to caring for the oral 
health of thousands of 11th District 
residents through his 27 years of pri-
vate practice in Marietta, Georgia, the 
heart of my district, Dr. Freihaut held 
numerous positions in organized den-
tistry. Dr. Freihaut was a dedicated 
member of the 2007 Board of Directors 
of the American Dental Association’s 
Political Action Committee where he 
insisted on attending meetings 
throughout his fight with cancer. 

John also served as the president of 
the Georgia Dental Association from 
2001 to 2002 and of the Georgia Society 
of Oral and Maxillofacial Surgeons be-
tween 1996 and 1998. Dr. Freihaut was 
named the Northwestern District Den-
tal Society’s Dentist of the Year in 
2005. It was on these committees where 
Dr. Freihaut created his legacy. 

Mr. Speaker, fighting for patients’ 
rights in both State and Federal Gov-
ernment, John’s dedication to his pro-
fession was unparalleled. During his 
life, John was one of the single-most 
significant advocates for the dental 
profession in the State of Georgia. In a 
State which has had one dentist and 
three physician Members of Congress, 
as well, of course, as our friend, the 
late Representative Dr. Charlie Nor-
wood, and a recent American Dental 
Association president, John was still 
known as the State’s dental expert and 

relied upon as an adviser to us all. I 
know that I sought John’s expertise on 
several occasions throughout the years 
as I tried to make the best decisions 
for patients in the State of Georgia. 

Mr. Speaker, John was passionate 
about his family, his profession, and 
his responsibilities in life. 

Mr. Speaker, my thoughts and pray-
ers go out to Dr. John Freihaut’s fam-
ily, and my thanks go to my friend, 
John, for his 25 years of dedication to 
improving the quality of health care in 
this country. 

f 

b 2000 

IN MEMORY OF LEON SHULL, 
FORMER EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR, 
AMERICANS FOR DEMOCRATIC 
ACTION 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 

previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts (Mr. 
FRANK) is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, during the recess recently, 
one of the men from whom I learned a 
great deal, I hope with some impact 
about how to be a successful advocate 
for a better and fairer world, died. 

Leon Shull had been, for many years, 
the executive director of Americans for 
Democratic Action. He had a passion 
for social justice which he combined 
with a clear-headedness about how to 
get there that was extraordinary. 

Too often in our politics, we see a di-
vide between the people with passion, 
the people with reason, people who feel 
very, very deeply about the need to 
correct injustice, and people who are 
able to calculate in a cool manner what 
types of political activity will be effec-
tive. Leon Shull was one of those rare 
people who combined both of them in a 
way that made each of those qualities 
more important. There wasn’t any 
trade-off with Leon between his prag-
matic and clear-headed political anal-
ysis and his strong idealism. His ideal-
ism and his pragmatism worked to-
gether. They strengthened each other. 

He was determined to be effective be-
cause he felt that he had a moral obli-
gation not simply to will a fairer 
world, a world with fewer poor chil-
dren, a world with less discrimination 
based on race or gender or sexual ori-
entation or religion, a world with less 
widespread killing for unjustified rea-
sons; he felt the moral obligation to di-
minish those things to the extent that 
any one human being could. And be-
cause he felt morally obligated to do 
it, he knew he was morally obligated to 
be effective. 

He worked with many people who 
would give in from time to time to that 
wonderful feeling of just lashing out, of 
just letting your emotions run. But he 
knew the work to which he was com-
mitted was too important for that, 
that he owed the children and the vic-
tims of racism and poor, elderly people 
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and working people thrown out of jobs, 
people in other parts of this world liv-
ing in dire poverty, he knew that he 
owed them not just goodwill, but a 
commitment to making their lives bet-
ter. 

He was for many years the leader of 
Americans for Democratic Action. 
Americans for Democratic Action im-
mediately after World War II under the 
leadership of Eleanor Roosevelt and 
John Kenneth Galbraith and Walter 
Reuther and others was a very impor-
tant organization in which liberals 
fought a two-front ideologic war 
against conservatives who wanted to 
retreat from the New Deal on the one 
side and from Communists who were 
anti-democratic on the other. 

As time went on, the Americans for 
Democratic Action, ADA as it is 
known, became less important, prob-
ably because the Democratic Party, I 
believe, moved more in that direction. 
But it was still important to have that 
organization then as it is now as an 
independent force, and Leon Shull kept 
that organization vibrant. 

There is an expression used about 
boxers who are fighting in a weight 
class heavier than their own, that they 
are able to punch above their weight, 
that they have a strength and a phys-
ical ability that allows them to be 
competitive with people bigger and 
theoretically beyond their reach. 

Leon Shull punched above his weight, 
and ADA under him punched above its 
weight. He was in this city for many 
years a beacon for those of us who be-
lieved that the liberal tenets of Frank-
lin Roosevelt were still very relevant, 
that a wealthy society in the United 
States had both the obligation and the 
resources to diminish inequality, not 
to dispose of it altogether in a capital-
istic system, but to diminish it. 

Leon Shull was an ally of people 
fighting racism, of people fighting pov-
erty, of people fighting unjust wars, of 
people fighting for rational environ-
mental policy, of people fighting for 
free speech and fairness. And with all 
that, he was a gentle man. He was a 
fierce advocate of these policies, but in 
personal demeanor a man of 
gentleness, a man who inspired the 
love and affection of those who worked 
with him. In later years he retired and 
he moved away from Washington, and I 
saw much less of him. 

Mr. Speaker, when I read of his 
death, I realized as I thought about it 
all that he is one of the people from 
whom I learned a great deal. To his 
wife, Anne, to his daughters and others 
who have lost this great man, I send 
my deepest sympathy; and to his mem-
ory I express my gratitude for being 
the model of an effective liberal. 

f 

ILLUSORY PROGRESS IN IRAQ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-

tleman from Maryland (Mr. WYNN) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. WYNN. Good evening, Mr. Speak-
er. Last Friday, I had the unfortunate 
occasion to attend the funeral of Ser-
geant Princess Samuels, age 22, a grad-
uate of Flowers High School in my dis-
trict and one of the most recent casual-
ties of our misadventure in Iraq. 

I rise today to comment on what I 
consider to be a failed policy in Iraq, 
because she is only one of over 3,700 
American soldiers who have been killed 
in Iraq. Meanwhile, 27,000 U.S. troops 
have been wounded in action, 12,000 of 
whom will not be able to return to ac-
tion, and although we don’t comment 
on it often, at least 50,000 Iraqis have 
been killed; 18,000 Iraqi civilians were 
killed in August alone. 

It was very sad to be with the family 
of Sergeant Princess Samuels. Her 
mother, in an understandable note of 
bitterness, said that here she found 
herself prepared for a funeral while the 
Commander in Chief was preparing for 
a wedding for his daughter. Her anger 
was certainly understandable, and our 
sympathies and those of all us in the 
Fourth Congressional District go out 
to Ms. Samuels. 

So I find it very unfortunate that we 
begin to hear comments such as ‘‘the 
surge is working’’ and that we need to 
‘‘stay the course.’’ This is the wrong 
course. This is the wrong course. We 
need to stay engaged, but we need to 
move away from this military course. 

Our troops have fought valiantly and 
they have done everything we have 
asked of them. They have done more. 
But, right now, the GAO report tells us 
that the strategy is flawed. You see, 
the strategy was to have a surge that 
would allow this government some 
breathing room, and in that breathing 
room they would have a reconciliation 
and begin to bring the various sec-
tarian groups in Iraq together. 

What we found from the GAO report 
is that that hasn’t happened. The surge 
has only provided the illusion of 
progress. That is, if you put more 
troops in, you will reduce the casual-
ties among those troops. But the fact 
is, the overall level of violence con-
tinues to be very high. The number of 
Iraqis killed remains about the same. 

Now, last January the President laid 
out some benchmarks. He said that 
these ought to be completed, and this 
is why we are having the surge. The 
GAO report says only three of the 18 
benchmarks have been met. Do the 
math: that means 15 have not been 
met. 

These are not benchmarks that U.S. 
troops, no matter how valiant, can 
achieve. These are political bench-
marks that this Iraqi Government has 
failed to achieve. The number of daily 
attacks over the last 6 months is about 
the same. In fact, the number of Iraqi 
army units capable of independent op-
eration has actually decreased. And 

what we find is insurgents frequently 
work with the Iraqi police and military 
forces based on common sectarian ties. 

There is an interesting article in The 
Washington Post today. Our U.S. 
troops are pinned down in a section of 
west Baghdad and they are calling for 
relief from Iraqi troops. The relief did 
not come. Why? Because the Iraqi 
troops were in league with the Shiite 
militia in that area and they did not 
respond. Fortunately, our American 
troops were able to reach cover and 
survive, but the story illustrates an-
other failure that is occurring in Iraq 
as the so-called security forces that we 
are trying to prop up were in fact 
working with our enemies. The policy 
is not working. 

We can’t continue this policy. We 
need a new direction. We need to look 
to diplomacy as a way to resolve this 
problem. People say, well, if we with-
draw U.S. troops, there is going to be a 
blood bath. There is a bloodbath now. 

The fact of the matter is if U.S. 
troops withdraw, one of the major 
catalysts for violence will be removed 
from the situation. We will then be in 
a position to support diplomatic ef-
forts, peace initiatives by Muslim 
countries, by the U.N., by internation-
ally recognized military leaders. Some-
times this country has an arrogance 
and believes that we are the only ones 
that can promote peace. I disagree. I 
believe that other countries, Muslim 
countries, other people can also pro-
mote peace. And I also believe that 
they want peace, and given supportive 
conditions, they can in fact create 
peace. 

I think we have to accept the fact 
that the surge gives an illusion of suc-
cess, but the overall policy has not 
worked, because the GAO reported the 
benchmarks haven’t been met, and it is 
time to move in a new direction. I also 
noted today the British, our allies in 
this adventure, have already begun to 
leave Basra, leaving the cities in the 
hands of the Iraqi security. 

The point is, everyone but this ad-
ministration realizes we need a new di-
rection. I hope the administration will 
look at the GAO report and conclude, 
as it has, that this policy is a failure 
and that we need a new policy in Iraq. 

f 

ENDING THE MADNESS IN IRAQ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. WOOLSEY) 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Speaker, there 
will be a great debate in Congress in 
the coming days about the administra-
tion’s escalation strategy in Iraq. The 
administration has been trying during 
this time to influence that debate by 
launching a saturation public relations 
campaign designed to convince us that 
the escalation is working. Before the 
debate in Congress begins, however, it 
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is really important for every Member 
of this House to know the facts; and 
the truth is the escalation is not work-
ing. It is failing. Here are the facts: 

First, this summer has been the 
bloodiest summer of the occupation for 
American troops since the occupation 
began. Between June and August, 261 of 
our brave troops died. Over the same 
three months last year, 169 died. That 
is too many, absolutely; but it is a 54 
percent increase this year over last 
year. 

Second, the escalation has been dead-
ly for U.S. troops ever since it began: 
654 U.S. troops were killed between 
February, when the escalation began, 
and this August. That is 63 percent 
more than over the same period last 
year. 

Third, the escalation has been a dis-
aster for the Iraqi people. Over 5,000 
more Iraqi civilians were killed be-
tween the start of the escalation in 
February and this August than died 
over the same period last year; and ac-
cording to news reports, the number of 
internally displaced Iraqis has more 
than doubled since the escalation 
began, from 500,000 to 1.1 million refu-
gees. 

Next, despite the administration’s 
claims of progress on security, the 
Government Accountability Office has 
reported that average daily attacks 
against civilians have remained un-
changed, unchanged, since the esca-
lation began and that the Iraqi Govern-
ment has failed to meet most of its key 
benchmarks for military and political 
progress. A National Intelligence Esti-
mate describes the Iraqi leaders as un-
able to govern effectively and that the 
Iraqi Government’s ability to bring 
about political reconciliation is likely 
to become even more precarious. 

Fifth, and finally, the statement on 
Monday that the administration 
might, might, might, that ‘‘might’’ is 
the operative word, might consider 
bringing a few troops home, I believe 
that was a brazen political maneuver 
designed to give Members of Congress 
who are needing a reason to stay the 
course a way out. 

Mr. Speaker, it is outrageous that 
the administration is playing politics 
with the lives of our troops and with 
the emotions of their families. But 
their real goal couldn’t be clearer: Gen-
eral Petraeus told a congressional dele-
gation that went to Iraq in August that 
American troops will have to be in Iraq 
for 9 or 10 more years. I doubt that 
even the White House’s most ardent 
supporters want the occupation to con-
tinue for another 10 years. Yet, incred-
ibly, that could be the plan. 

We can only come to one conclusion, 
which is that under the administra-
tion’s leadership, there is no light at 
the end of this tunnel. There will be 
more deaths, more wounded, more refu-
gees and more destruction, with abso-
lutely no end in sight. Meanwhile, our 

standing in the world will continue to 
deteriorate. The terrorists will con-
tinue to hatch their plots against us in 
their safe havens far from Iraq, and the 
occupation will continue to rob our 
Treasury of the resources we des-
perately need for healthcare, for edu-
cation, for infrastructure, for energy 
independence, for the environment and 
real homeland security. 

The administration will never end 
the madness in Iraq. The American 
people have called upon Congress to do 
it, and history will judge each of us by 
how we answer that call. 

f 

b 2015 

ADDRESSING THE MURDERS OF 
WOMEN IN CIUDAD JUAREZ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. SOLIS) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Ms. SOLIS. Mr. Speaker, today I rise 
to discuss recent efforts to address the 
ongoing murders of the women of Ciu-
dad Juarez in Mexico, located just 5 
minutes from our border near El Paso. 

Over the past 14 years, well over 400 
women, and I mean young women and 
girls, have been slaughtered, brutally 
murdered or raped in the city of Ciudad 
Juarez. I hold up this poster here to-
night to show you the list of over 400 
names of young women whose bodies 
have either not been found or identi-
fied, but we know have been missing, 
many who were those victims that 
were found slaughtered in the streets 
of Mexico. These are the names of 
young women who were taken from 
their families too soon. In fact, the 
profile of many of these young girls is 
within the age range of 15 to 20. 

Slender with long black hair, olive 
skin, many working in the heart of 
Ciudad Juarez in what we call 
maquiladoras. Those are American-run 
corporations where many of these 
women were forced to work to help pro-
vide for their families. 

The fact remains that many of these 
murders still remain unsolved. Many of 
these women were put on a track to 
work 4 different shifts. Given if you 
have a young woman or child working 
on a shift from 12 midnight to 8 in the 
morning, how was she transported 
there? Were there any security protec-
tions put in place to protect her? Was 
law enforcement aware and knowingly, 
maybe somehow acknowledged that 
these murders were taking place but 
did nothing? 

That is why we are crying out today, 
along with the families of Ciudad 
Juarez and along with those families I 
represent in my own district. I was re-
minded that there are some relatives 
who were murdered. In fact, 1 young 
man whose cousin was missing went to 
Mexico to find out what happened. 
When he began inquiring about that 

particular case, the police there in-
formed him that he should stay away 
and not ask questions and inquire 
about his cousin. Well, he didn’t just 
leave it there. He kept insisting on 
finding out what the facts were and 
why this death was not given the full 
extent and force of the law. Evidently, 
at that point the police said, if you do 
not stay away, you will be the one that 
will end up in jail. And sure enough, 
that is what happened. 

It is unfortunate that laws there are 
not given the same kind of credibility 
that we have here in the U.S. I cry out 
here with my friends and families be-
cause we are saying that the U.S.- 
Mexican Government has to do some-
thing. 

After the recent election of President 
Calderon, he states that he is going to 
do everything he can in his power to 
provide enforcement of laws that pro-
tect women against violence, yet we 
still have not seen enough done where 
we find the culprits who have been in-
volved in these vicious murders over 
the last few years. Given he has just re-
cently been elected and has spoken 
about bringing his office behind the en-
forcement of violence against women, 
he has even helped to try to enact leg-
islation to do that, but every single 
state in Mexico has to adopt those pro-
visions and those codes. What I am 
finding is that many of those states in 
Mexico are not following along that 
line. 

I have to ask myself, when we can 
help women in Iraq and Afghanistan 
who have been murdered by the 
Taliban, why can we not ask for the 
same kind of respect and dignity from 
our partners in the south, from Mexico. 
I know this is not a partisan issue. 
Here in the House we were able to send 
a letter to President Calderon. In fact, 
90 Members of the House signed onto 
the letter, and I thank the sub-
committee Chair, Mr. ENGEL, of the 
Foreign Affairs Committee on this par-
ticular area, and also DAN BURTON, for 
being so gracious and helping to sup-
port this resolution passed by this 
House, H. Con. Res. 90, and also a letter 
that we recently sent to President 
Calderon. 

I ask that the House speak up about 
this issue because this continues to go 
on. In fact, I was pleased we had a dele-
gation go down 2 years ago to visit 
alongside the border and meet with the 
families and meet with public officials 
and ask why there was nothing being 
done to help expedite these cases. In 
fact, our government went as far as to 
even provide assistance through USAID 
to have forensic experts come in to 
help identify the cadavers of these 
young women. I believe there are 79, 
maybe more now, cadavers that have 
not been identified. 

Families have contacted me and 
other Members of Congress asking for 
help on our side because we have the 
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tools and instruments to do that. I 
know this country has the goodwill and 
can do some things, but I am also 
pleading to those parliamentarians and 
to the President of Mexico to do the 
same thing. While he is asking for us to 
help in immigration reform, which I 
am strongly supportive of, I also ask 
him to do what he can to help with law 
enforcement, with reform, and also to 
help expedite those cases that still 
have to be processed, and would ask 
that our Congress also support the con-
tinuance of oversight on this particular 
issue for the women and families of 
Ciudad Juarez. 

f 

IRAQ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 18, 2007, the gentleman from 
Texas (Mr. CARTER) is recognized for 60 
minutes as the designee of the minor-
ity leader. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the Speaker for recognizing me for this 
hour. We are up here this evening be-
cause I have had a chance to go to Iraq 
recently, and some of the things that I 
have heard in the House just a few min-
utes ago don’t ring up with what I ob-
served when I was in Iraq. 

But I want to start off by saying this: 
When I went back home this past 
month, all over my district the main 
thing I heard from the people on Iraq, 
get the politics out of it and just tell 
us the truth of what you know and let 
us try to figure it all out together, and 
why don’t we try to figure this out to-
gether instead of thinking about who is 
going to win the next election or who 
is going to get the next advantage in 
the political process. I kept hearing 
that over and over. 

I want to get up, and some of my col-
leagues tonight are going to talk about 
what they know. Some of them have a 
lot more wisdom than I do because 
they have been there more times than 
I have and have had more experiences. 

My experience is relatively limited. I 
have been to Iraq four times since I 
have been in Congress, the last time 
being late in the month of July. I went 
on a long weekend to Iraq. So I was 
there the first time right after we 
caught Saddam Hussein. The second 
time I was there was just before the 
elections took place. The third time 
was May a year ago when we were pon-
dering what to do and there was discus-
sion of Petraeus having a plan. And 
then recently this July. 

I can tell you that the difference be-
tween May and July is the difference 
between daylight and dark as far as the 
comments that I received from Amer-
ican fighting men and women and from 
Iraqis that I visited with while I was 
there for what was just a real long 
weekend. 

Soldiers are always proud of their 
mission and accept their mission, and 

they do their mission and duty and we 
should always be proud of them. But 
you didn’t hear the kind of comments 
that we have heard now about the en-
thusiasm that our soldiers have for the 
fact that ordinary Iraqi citizens, as we 
say in baseball, are stepping up to the 
plate and they are taking a swing, and 
that swing is helping our soldiers and 
our marines as they do their duty to 
try to eliminate al Qaeda from being 
that thorn in the side of Iraqi freedom 
that is causing the ultimate cause of 
all of this violence that is going on in 
Iraq. 

Someone here tonight said there is 
brazen political maneuvers. Well, what 
I am saying has nothing to do with pol-
itics. It has to do with the fact that 
within my district, I have 52,000 sol-
diers who reside within my district, all 
of whom have been deployed at least 
once and some as many as three times 
in Iraq. I have the largest military fa-
cility that exists in the United States, 
Fort Hood. 

Our guys told us a lot of good news, 
and I will report the bad news. The bad 
news they told us is that 15 months is 
tough and it is hard on their families 
and they hope we can get this mission 
done so we don’t have to continue 15- 
month rotations. 

So I don’t come back just preaching 
good news. Our military, our soldiers 
don’t like the 15-month rotation, but 
they do their duty. But time and time 
again I had soldiers tell me: Man, 
whatever you do, don’t pull the rug out 
from under us just as we are starting to 
see daylight. We are committed in 
blood, sweat and tears over here, and 
the Nation has committed its resources 
and we are seeing the light at the end 
of the tunnel. Don’t pull out the rug 
now. If you do, don’t ask me to come 
back when this place goes to hell in a 
handbasket. That is a quote from a ser-
geant. 

We have to think about this. We have 
big decisions to make this fall. General 
Petraeus is going to come over here, 
and he will tell us the truth about what 
is going on, and I don’t think it is all 
going to be a beautiful, rosy picture. 
But I do think he is going to tell you 
what ordinary soldiers and ordinary 
marines told me, and that is, as com-
pared to 6 to 9 months ago, it is sub-
stantially better. It has to do with the 
fact that we now have the necessary 
troops on the ground. 

I would like to correct an error that 
a general asked me to correct. The 
surge did not start in February of this 
year. The surge was announced. The 
surge started the second week in July 
of this year. That is when the entire 
30,000-soldier contingency was in Iraq, 
and at that point in time the plan 
began to be executed. 

But the idea that we were building up 
troops brought good news. The surge is 
now less than 6 weeks old. That’s the 
truth about what the surge is. In fact, 

one of the people who is in charge of 
bringing these additional forces to Iraq 
told me, he said: You know, I hear you 
are having votes to pull out in 2 weeks 
or 2 months. Well, just tell somebody it 
took us a hard 6 months to get 30,000 
soldiers over here, and if you think you 
can move 160,000 out of here in 120 days, 
you have lost your mind. It can’t be 
done. 

The reality of that war is they come 
over there on ships, and just like they 
did in the Second World War, they 
train before they go in, and when they 
are ready, they go in. And the whole 
30,000 finally arrived in July. 

So the picture, as I see it, is good 
news because of Iraqi involvement, and 
we will talk some more about that. 
Right now I would like to recognize 
CHRIS SHAYS, my colleague who has 
probably been to Iraq more than any 
Member of this Congress. Congressman 
SHAYS, do you want to share your feel-
ings. 

Mr. SHAYS. I appreciate you holding 
this very important dialogue about 
Iraq. I appreciate your taking this Spe-
cial Order to share what many of us 
have seen in Iraq. 

I want to say that I go where the 
truth takes me, even if it counters 
something I believed and thought. I 
just go where the truth takes us. There 
is no question that 2003 was not a good 
year. When we attacked Iraq, there was 
tremendous euphoria and then we made 
mistake after mistake after mistake. 
Those have already been discussed. 
Half of 2004 wasn’t particularly good, 
but when we transferred power to the 
new Iraqi Government, the Iraqi peo-
ple, we began to see noticeable 
changes. 

And then 2005 was a pretty amazing 
year. They had an election to create a 
government that would form a con-
stitutional convention. They met the 
deadline to form a constitutional con-
vention. They wrote their Constitution 
and adopted it in a plebiscite through-
out Iraq, and then they elected a gov-
ernment under that new Constitution. 
So 2005 was a pretty astonishing year, 
a very successful year. 

They basically had 18 months of 
progress from the deep hole we dug in 
2003 and part of 2004, and then came 
2006. It took them 4 months to estab-
lish a government, and then the Maliki 
government didn’t do the kind of heavy 
lifting we were hoping they would do. 

b 2030 

I took a position that I took then and 
hold today, that we need to prod the 
Maliki government. I believe the 
timeline is important, but not a 
timeline based on basically pulling the 
rug out from them and just leaving. We 
attacked them. They didn’t attack us. 
We got rid of all their army, their po-
lice and their border patrol. We left 
them totally defenseless in a country 
where all their prisoners were let out, 
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and then we would walk away? The 
neighbors to Iraq said we may not have 
wanted you to go in, in fact, said we 
did not want you to go in, but it would 
be an outrage if you left. And so now 
this is where we’re at. Do we leave 
now? Do we leave sometime in the fu-
ture? What do we do? 

I think that what we knew we needed 
to do was have a new Secretary of De-
fense. That’s what the American people 
asked. That’s what some of us wanted 
to see happen, and we got someone who 
wasn’t tied to the past in Mr. Gates. 
Then I think all of us were hoping and 
praying that Mr. Petraeus would be the 
general in charge to serve under Sec-
retary of Defense Mr. Gates. General 
Petraeus who had been there three 
times, been involved in this effort, and 
knows Iraq cold and knows the insur-
gency concerns extraordinarily well, 
given that he spent a year of his life 
just studying it. He basically said, give 
me more people to see what we could 
do in the greater Baghdad area. It was 
referred to as ‘‘the surge.’’ He said give 
me more troops; we need to establish 
some security, and then we’ll re-
appraise. And now we’re coming to 
that point. 

When I was there in December last 
year, they said we have lost Anbar 
province. We’ve just given up on it. We 
have no troops. It’s totally in the 
hands of al Qaeda, and it sounded to me 
like a mini-Afghanistan. I go back in 
April. He said, we’re winning Anbar 
province. I said, what do you mean you 
are winning Anbar province? You told 
me you’d given up on it. Well, the 
Sunni tribal leaders came to us, said 
we want al Qaeda defeated, we want 
your help, come on in and we will work 
with you. 

That’s what happened. It was a model 
that wasn’t part of the surge, but then 
when I went back in May, he said the 
surge is working; we’re starting to see 
some progress from the full com-
plement in July. And when I went back 
this past August, they said the story is 
the surge is continuing to go in the 
right direction, and we have won Anbar 
province, and we are winning some of 
the other Sunni provinces. The tribal 
leaders have bought in to what hap-
pened in Anbar and said we want the 
same thing. 

It’s almost like, to some of my col-
leagues in this Chamber, that to say 
the surge is working and to say that 
there is progress, it’s like they’re 
angry and disappointed: how dare you 
say that. You had Mr. BAIRD, a Demo-
crat, who voted against going into 
Iraq, who said what he saw, and he goes 
where the truth takes him, was that 
there is progress, and it would be a 
mistake to leave prematurely. 

So this is what we’re going to be de-
bating. Do we leave right now or leave 
by April of next year or do we maintain 
the surge a little longer? We know 
we’re ultimately going to bring a good 

number of our troops home. We can’t 
maintain that surge, and Mr. CARTER’s 
right. I have heard more of my con-
stituents who serve in the military and 
those who don’t, who I’ve met in Iraq. 
They said we could accept 12 months. 
Fifteen months is just too much. And 
I’ve had parents, they’ve come up to 
me, and they never did this in the past. 
They kind of put their arm around me. 
They whisper in my ear practically, 
and they say, my son or my daughter is 
in Iraq and they’re exhausted. 

We know that we have to reduce the 
workload of these troops. We have to 
start to tell Prime Minister Maliki 
what he needs to know, and I’ll con-
clude by making this point: we can lec-
ture Prime Minister Maliki all we 
want. We can do that if we don’t mind 
being the biggest hypocrites around. So 
why would I say that? Well, we say, 
why don’t you Sunni, Shias and Kurds 
get your act together, and I’m think-
ing, Republicans and Democrats can’t 
even work together on this. 

We have asked our Democratic col-
leagues to allow for some amendments, 
bipartisan amendments, amendments 
that would have support on both sides 
of the aisle. They don’t want it. They 
have simply refused to allow any Re-
publican amendment or any amend-
ment that even their own side wants 
that would have attraction to Repub-
lican Members. 

Too many on that side of the aisle 
want to continue to make this a par-
tisan issue when the fact is we went 
into Iraq on a bipartisan basis, two- 
thirds of the House of Representatives, 
three-quarters of the Senate. The only 
way we’re going to successfully dis-
engage in a way that will enable the 
Iraqis to stand on their own and bring 
our troops home is if we do it on a bi-
partisan basis. I’m prepared to vote for 
some things that I don’t want if it is a 
bipartisan effort that will ultimately 
lead to some common ground. 

So I just want to say that it strikes 
me that we ask our troops to risk their 
lives. They have one request from us, 
that we, Republicans and Democrats, 
start working together for the common 
good of this country. That’s their one 
request, and it strikes me that when 
we lecture Prime Minister Maliki, he’s 
trying to run a government by con-
sensus, Sunni, Shias and Kurds, all 
agreeing to take action. He could cut 
out the Sunnis and just simply agree 
with the Kurds, and they could run the 
government. The Shias and Kurds, they 
could get their more than 50 percent 
vote, but he is making a sincere effort 
to try to find common ground. 

I thank my colleague for having this 
Special Order. I’d like to listen to my 
other colleagues, maybe jump back in, 
but my report to this Congress is this 
surge is working. My report to this 
Congress is that the tribal Sunni lead-
ers that have asked us to help have 
seen a tremendous benefit in their 

provinces, and that has benefited them. 
It’s benefited the Iraqi people, and it’s 
benefited our troops. And so I can’t say 
what will happen two months from now 
or four months from now; but as God is 
my witness, we are seeing progress in 
Iraq, as much as some of my colleagues 
don’t want me to say that. 

Mr. CARTER. Well, I thank my col-
league for those very, very intelligent 
comments and for your experience. 
How many trips have you made? 

Mr. SHAYS. I go every 3 to 4 months, 
and I’ve been there 18 times. 

Mr. CARTER. Eighteen times. Well, 
my little four don’t sound like a whole 
lot. 

Mr. SHAYS. Well, you’ve been going 
more recently. I got elected before you. 

Mr. CARTER. Well, that’s true. I 
want to thank you and I’m sure our 
soldiers want to thank you, too. 

The trip that I was on, I had some 
wonderful Members of Congress who 
are here. A couple of them are here to-
night. My friend Mr. DAVIS from Ten-
nessee was there with us, and I believe 
that was his first trip to Iraq. I would 
like to yield to Mr. DAVIS. 

Mr. DAVID DAVIS of Tennessee. Mr. 
Speaker, I’d like to thank my friend 
from Texas for yielding and thank you 
for giving me the opportunity to visit 
Iraq. 

Being from Tennessee, the Volunteer 
State, I volunteered to visit the men 
and women in uniform in Iraq. I wasn’t 
disappointed. Our troops are well 
trained, well motivated, and successful. 

After the fall of Saddam, the Iraqi 
people had a choice to make. They 
have lived for decades under totali-
tarian rule. Over the past 4 years, 
they’ve been divided and, quite frank-
ly, confused about who their friends 
and allies really are. Is it the radical 
extremists such as al Qaeda or is it us? 

During my visit to Iraq, I visited 
Ramadi, which until a few months ago 
was a killing field. For the past 4 
years, the people of Ramadi were 
caught in a decision-making battle of 
which group, us or the extremists, of-
fered them the best chance for a nor-
mal and free future. 

The insurgent extremist chose to win 
the local people over with the use of 
force, force against their American 
troops and against any local who did 
not support their radical agenda. Our 
troops, on the other hand, have reached 
out in friendship and support. 

The local people, seeing the dif-
ference, have chosen to have their lives 
returned to normal and live in freedom. 
Therefore, Ramadi has gone from a 
city of death and destruction to one of 
rebuilding and hope. I was able to see it 
firsthand during my visit in July. 

As I walked throughout the busy city 
market, it was very uplifting to see the 
local people interacting with our 
American troops in a very positive 
way. Now that the surge is under way, 
our troops are actually living in the 
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city as trusted friends and allies. We’re 
working with the local mayor and his 
directors to rebuild and totally rejuve-
nate the city. The city of Ramadi is lo-
cated in al Anbar, a city that Chris 
just mentioned moments ago as being a 
lost hope at the end of the year. 

Of course, these relationships take 
time to develop, but the time and ef-
fort are worth it. Helping the Iraqi peo-
ple secure their freedom helps us to de-
feat global extremists and, therefore, 
secure our own freedoms for genera-
tions to come. 

We have to be successful as well. 
Ronald Reagan once said, ‘‘We win, 
they lose.’’ If we choose not to succeed, 
that statement will be just the oppo-
site: we lose, they win. 

You may ask, who are they and why 
does it matter to me anyway? They are 
not the Iraqi people. I had the oppor-
tunity to meet with some of them dur-
ing my visit. The Iraqi people are real-
ly no different than any of us. They 
want to live in a secure and safe coun-
try, have a job to go to in the morn-
ings, be able to clothe and feed their 
families, walk across the street with-
out fear of being shot or blown up, find 
reasonable health care, and to worship 
freely. These are the same things that 
any American mother and father would 
want for their children. 

So who are our enemy in Iraq and 
other parts of the world? They’re rad-
ical extremists who are willing to kill 
innocent men, women and even chil-
dren to spread their ideology of hate. 

We, the American people, have been 
lulled into believing that this is the 
President’s war on the Iraqi people. 
Nothing could be further from the 
truth. The Iraqi people and the Iraqi 
Government see us as liberators from 
an oppressive regime, but they are just 
now learning how to live as a free peo-
ple. Our common enemy do not want 
them to live free and productive lives. 
That would go against their ideology of 
hate, an ideology that they want to 
spread around the world, perhaps to a 
neighborhood near you. 

We cannot let that happen. We either 
win and they lose, or they win and we 
lose. That is too big a price to pay. 
This Congress owes it to everyone in-
volved to succeed, from the Iraqi peo-
ple to our brave men and women in 
uniform who are serving on the 
frontlines of battle, to the American 
people. We cannot afford to lose. The 
price is too high and the cost is too 
much. Freedom isn’t free. It has to be 
earned. It has to be cherished. 

We’re in a fight for the generations 
that will come after us. This battle 
isn’t about a small hot desert land 
somewhere in the Middle East that 
most Americans will never visit or 
even easily find on a globe. This battle 
is about our future and that of our chil-
dren and grandchildren. 

We want the same things for our chil-
dren that Iraqi mothers and fathers do 

for their children. We want to live in a 
secure and safe country, to have a job 
to go to in the mornings, be able to 
clothe and feed our families, walk 
across the street without having the 
fear of being blown up or shot, find rea-
sonable health care and to worship 
freely. But our enemy, the radical ex-
tremists, want to deny us and our fu-
ture generations those freedoms. They 
have proved it time and time again: for 
instance, the Iranian hostage crisis in 
1979 where 52 Americans were held for 
444 days, or the bombing of the Marine 
Corps barracks in Beirut where 241 ma-
rines lost their lives in 1983, or the first 
bombing of the World Trade Center in 
1993, or the attack on the USS Cole 
claiming the lives of 17 sailors, or the 
deadly attack on September 11, where 
almost 3,000 Americans died. 

We can either choose to fight and win 
the battle now or choose to lose the 
battle now and leave it for our children 
to fight. 

A sentiment relayed to me by a gen-
eral in Iraq was very simple, and it 
drove this point home. Our men and 
women in uniform are not fighting 
only for the 8-year-old Iraqi child and 
their security but also for the 8-year- 
old American child and for their cur-
rent and future security and freedom. 
We do not want them to grow up to 
have to fight this battle that we chose 
not to finish. 

As I mentioned, our enemy has prov-
en they’re dedicated and willing to 
shed American blood on American soil. 
Do we really want to tie our hands to 
the point that we encourage failure 
over success in Iraq in this global war 
on terror? Do we really want to live in 
an America where our future genera-
tions have to fear going to the park, 
going to the mall, going to school or to 
work? I don’t think so and I sure hope 
not. 

b 2045 
The choice is ours today. The Amer-

ican people, when provided with the 
facts, will choose freedom and security 
every time. I say, we win, they lose. 
The cost to the American family is just 
too great to allow any other outcome. 

May God bless America and keep her 
strong and secure for generations to 
come. 

Mr. CARTER. I thank my colleague 
from Tennessee. We had a great experi-
ence on that trip. 

One of my good buddies up here and 
colleagues is PHIL GINGREY from Geor-
gia. Congressman GINGREY has a more 
recent trip than the trip I was on in 
July. I believe Congressman GINGREY 
just got back a couple weeks ago. 

So he will tell us about his experi-
ence on a trip that took place early in 
August and let him tell us what he saw 
and how he feels about things. 

Mr. GINGREY. I thank the gen-
tleman, my good friend from Texas. 

It is indeed an honor to be a part of 
this special leadership hour to share a 

little time with my colleagues, of 
course, Judge Carter leading the hour; 
CHRIS SHAYS, the gentleman from Con-
necticut, 18 trips to the Middle East, to 
some extent in harm’s way. 

I saw a couple of years ago, maybe it 
was 3 years ago, just happened to be 
channel surfing, watching C–SPAN. I 
guess I am an insomniac. There was 
CHRIS SHAYS having a town hall meet-
ing talking to his constituents from 
Connecticut and taking some tough, 
the tough questions about this situa-
tion in the Middle East and why it was 
important and why he supported it. He 
outlined tonight the fact that he 
doesn’t look at these things through 
rose-colored glasses. He understands 
that mistakes were made. We all do, 
but the mission is the mission. 

He went on and talked about this 
surge and why it’s so important that 
every Member on both sides of the aisle 
give it a chance to work. Judge Carter 
said the same thing, pointed out that 
this surge of 30,000 troops wasn’t even 
complete until the beginning of July. 
Yet, many of our colleagues, unfortu-
nately, it seemed like most of them on 
the other side of the aisle, wanted to 
declare that the new way forward was a 
failure before it even started, before it 
had even begun. 

I remember back when I first came, I 
had the honor to come to this body 
with some of my colleagues that are 
here tonight on the floor, and people 
saying, well, you know, this mistake, 
the big mistake is we didn’t put enough 
troops on the ground. I guess that’s 
what General Shinseki had rec-
ommended. My Democrat colleagues 
kept pounding away, well, we didn’t 
have enough troops. 

Then when the President, based real-
ly on the report of the Iraq Study 
Group, two of the most distinguished 
public servants in the Federal Govern-
ment that any of us know, James 
Baker, Lee Hamilton, a Republican and 
a Democrat, came and said, you know, 
we need a surge of troops, that’s ex-
actly what the President did. And then 
my colleagues on the Democrat side of 
the aisle, most of them, not all, said, 
too little, too late. 

How do you satisfy some folks? I lis-
tened very carefully, of course, to my 
good friend and colleague, a freshman, 
but he seemed so much more experi-
enced, the gentleman from Tennessee 
(Mr. DAVID DAVIS), talking about if we 
lose, they win. He is absolutely right. 
That just is so simple but yet so pro-
found, and I really compliment the 
gentleman from Tennessee making his 
first trip and having that insight, that 
wisdom we all pray for. That’s what we 
need for us to win. 

Indeed, this is tough; it’s not easy. 
But I heard some of my colleagues on 
the other side of the aisle during the 5- 
minute remarks tonight, I heard the 
gentlelady from California say it was 
unconscionable that the President is 
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playing politics with the war in Iraq; 
yet she, as a cofounder of the Out of 
Iraq Caucus, and many of her col-
leagues voted in favor before the Au-
gust recess of every one of these, let’s 
see if we can tie General Petraeus’ 
hands behind his back. 

So, surely they don’t want us to do 
poorly in Iraq. Surely not. I don’t sug-
gest that. But I just remind them that 
this Commander in Chief, I may not 
agree with him on every single thing. I 
think the issue of stem cell research is 
something I support him on. Some of 
my colleagues on this side of the aisle 
do not. His thoughts about a com-
prehensive immigration reform that 
includes what I think is amnesty, I 
don’t support him on. Some of my col-
leagues on this side of the aisle do. But 
I can I think in the final analysis, this 
President, it may take 25 years, it may 
take 50 years, but I believe people will 
look back and say thank God that this 
man was in this place at this time after 
9/11 and had the courage to stand up to 
finally say, you know, double-dog dar-
ing and triple-dog daring doesn’t work. 

Mr. DAVIS talked about the marine 
barracks and the USS Cole and the hos-
tages in Iran for the 400 and something 
days, the 52 hostages. This President, 
this Commander in Chief had the cour-
age to stand strong. 

Now, my colleague just mentioned I 
had gotten back from Iraq, my fourth 
trip. I will probably never catch Mr. 
SHAYS. But each and every trip, hon-
estly, I think I learn more and more. I 
want my colleagues to understand 
that. These trips, I hope the American 
people will listen. These trips are bi-
partisan. We go and, you know, we hear 
the facts. And the old saying, you are 
entitled to your own opinion, but you 
are not entitled to your own facts. 

But I feel very strongly that General 
Petraeus and Ambassador Crocker are 
going to come back and come to us as 
required by law, which we insisted on 
September 15, at least by that date, 
maybe a little bit before that date, and 
give us an accurate, fair, balanced re-
port. 

They are not going to try to paint 
this picture too bright. They are going 
to be accurate. I have said all along, we 
need to wait for that report before we 
all try to become 535 commanders in 
chief, many of us, including myself, 
who are not even veterans. 

So I was very encouraged, I said to 
my colleague, Representative CARTER, 
on my trip, I think the troops are 
strong, absolutely. As Representative 
SHAYS said, they get weary, the fami-
lies get weary. The American public is 
a little impatient. I understand that. 
War fatigue does set in. But this is not 
the time to give up. This is the time to 
be tough, stand strong and give victory 
a chance, because Mr. DAVIS said, if we 
don’t, they win. The consequences of 
that are unfathomable. 

As I conclude my remarks, I also 
want to say to a group of marines from 

my district, NAS Atlanta, deployed 
this morning, some of them for the 
third time. This is the ‘‘Red Dogs’’ 
HMLA–773, a squadron of 255 marines. 
They are helicopter guys, Mr. Speaker, 
and they are light attack helicopters. 
They are going to be in a situation 
there at the al Assad Air Base. The 
President just made the trip over 
Labor Day weekend to meet with the 
troops. That’s where they are going. 

I saw them with their families, with 
their wives, with their little infant 
children. In one case, a little baby 2 
weeks old was there in his mother’s 
arms. There were cousins, there were 
aunts, there were uncles, and there 
were brothers and sisters and grand-
parents. It humbled me to stand among 
these heroes as I talked with them and 
told them how much, how deeply I 
think Members on both sides of the 
aisle appreciate their dedicated service 
to this country. 

I wish them Godspeed and hope they 
will come back safe and sound to their 
loved ones. 

But not one of them wavered, even 
though this may have been their sec-
ond or third deployment. They are still 
strong, and that’s the same thing that 
I saw when I went to Iraq on this re-
cent trip. 

God bless them. Let’s hang in there 
for a little while longer. Then we are 
going to hear from General Petraeus 
and Ambassador Crocker on September 
15, and it will be an encouraging bit of 
news. 

Mr. CARTER. I told everybody about 
that trip to Iraq. The man who led that 
trip to Iraq is here, Congressman MIKE 
BURGESS, one of my classmates, came 
into Congress with me. He is from the 
great State of Texas, the northern part 
of our State, from the Dallas-Ft. 
Worth-Denton area. 

Congressman BURGESS was the leader 
of our group that went over for our 
long weekend. Congressman BURGESS 
may tell us about the trip and has pic-
tures to look at. 

Mr. BURGESS. Let me respectfully 
point out we call that the Dallas-Ft. 
Worth area back where I come from. 

I am going to reiterate many of the 
points that have already been made to-
night. It’s hard to not cover ground 
that’s already been covered. 

This was my sixth trip to the country 
of Iraq. I was there a year ago. We went 
in July, toward the end of July, a 
weekend trip, as Mr. CARTER already 
pointed out. I didn’t know it was pos-
sible to do a weekend trip to Baghdad 
but, indeed, it is if the circumstances 
are correct. 

The year before I was there and heard 
about some of the things that were 
happening in a hospital, a little town 
called Ramadi. General Peter Chiarelli, 
as I recall, said, I am not sure what 
this means and probably too early to 
talk about it, but it seems as if we 
have been invited into the hospital, 

which was one of the main head-
quarters of the insurgents, the Sunni 
insurgents there in Ramadi, and the 
building was turned over without firing 
a shot. 

A year later, the situation is com-
pletely reversed, and Ramadi was so 
stable that not only could we talk 
about visiting it, we, indeed, did visit. 
It is that trip that really embodies the 
success that has occurred and, largely, 
the success that has occurred since be-
ginning the additional troop strength 
in February and, of course, the ascen-
sion of General David Petraeus to be 
the commander of the forces in Iraq. 

The fact is, I don’t think you can 
deny that significant successes have 
been made and they continue to occur 
on an ongoing basis, returning control 
of the country to the Iraqi Government 
and to its people and delivering it out 
of the hands of criminals and mur-
derers. But I don’t think any of us 
would disagree. It’s still a very dan-
gerous situation and the sacrifice 
that’s being made by all participants in 
the country is very, very real. 

It is my opinion, and I spoke on the 
floor of this House right before we had 
the decision to support the President 
on the surge, it is my opinion that it is 
in America’s broad interest that we be 
successful in this endeavor. It is also 
my opinion that it is, indeed, possible 
for us to be successful. 

Nothing that I saw on this trip would 
discourage me from either one of those 
points. It is my opinion that a stable 
country in Iraq, with a representa-
tional government that’s able to act as 
a partner in peace in the Middle East, 
would be vastly preferable to a lawless 
land ruled by terrorists, criminals, 
with sources and training capabilities 
where they would be able to expand 
their activities, not just to other areas 
of Iraq but, indeed, to other areas of 
the Middle East and, indeed, to other 
areas of the world. 

Almost without question, the diver-
gent future, the potential divergent fu-
ture of that country was on the minds 
of almost everyone we encountered 
during that very brief 2-day trip. Cer-
tainly America’s interest is going to be 
best served by stability in the country 
and their active participation in quiet-
ing a very troubled region. 

In July of 2006, there was no way that 
we could have taken a congressional 
delegation into Ramadi. It would have 
been too dangerous, and we would have 
been turned down had we asked. But 
this time we got off of the C–130 in 
Baghdad and loaded onto the Black 
Hawk helicopters, and we were taken 
to Ramadi. 

We met with the soldiers there. We 
met with the soldiers of the II Marine 
Expeditionary Force, which are part of 
the surge. General Gaston, who I be-
lieve is on the pictures with President 
Bush over the weekend, was part of 
that briefing that we had there, met 
the mayor, met the health minister. 
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The mayor of Ramadi sounded like a 

mayor in any one of the 60 cities that 
are in my district. He said, I need more 
Federal money. By the way, if you 
come back and visit next year, this 
place is really going to be something, 
so plan on coming back and spending 
some money when you get here. He 
sounded like a combination mayor and 
chamber of commerce guy, but he real-
ly believed in what he was doing. 

I guess, of all of the things that I 
didn’t expect to find when I got to Iraq 
this time, it was that slow building of 
the institutions of local government, 
which previously had been lacking, 
that building of the institutions of gov-
ernment at the local level, which here-
tofore I had not witnessed on any of 
the trips that I had made to Iraq. That 
was the thing that probably gives me 
the most hope for what the overall fu-
ture for that country may entail. 

b 2100 

When we got to Ramadi, we had our 
briefings. We had our visits with the 
health director and the mayor. And 
then we went downtown. We went to an 
area that previously was involved in 
very, very heavy ground fire and 
ground fighting for the control of that 
city. 

Remember, Ramadi is a city about 
the size of Fort Worth, Texas. It’s 
about 400,000 to 500,000 people. It was 
designated to be the provincial capitol 
of the resurgent caliphate in western 
Iraq. 

Well, we walked through the market, 
and it looks like a very normal market 
in a Middle Eastern country. And you 
can see the look on the faces of the 
people there. They’re curious about 
people walking through their market. 
Clearly, we did not look like we were 
typical shoppers. But you see the faces 
of the children there, inquisitive and 
friendly. 

A lot of stuff available for sale there, 
much more than I would have thought 
in an area that had been recently so 
hard pressed. 

One of the very striking things to me 
again is the faces of the children, very 
energetic, very engaged, very trusting. 
These two young men came right up to 
us. I think they were interested in if 
we had any pens or quarters. Clearly, 
the close association with the Amer-
ican military has taught them a few 
things about life in this country. 

But clearly, a very different picture 
on the street in Ramadi than you 
would have encountered a year ago. 

From a military perspective, there’s 
no question that success has been made 
and continues to be made on a near 
daily basis. The primary enemy, which 
is al Qaeda in Iraq, has not only been 
beaten but they’ve been vanquished 
every time there is an encounter. Al 
Qaeda has now about three options: 
they can move, communicate, or shoot. 
And if they do any one of those three 

things, they are met by our military, 
and they are dispatched. 

Because of the increased military 
presence of our troops in Iraq, the con-
frontations are more frequent, and you 
see that reflected in statistics coming 
out of that country. 

From the government perspective, 
there’s not a Sunday morning that 
goes by that we don’t hear someone 
complain about the government in 
Iraq, and I’ll do the same thing. It’s as-
tounding to me that a country that 
young, a government that young can 
already have entrenched bureaucracies 
that exist within it. Iraq has a very 
centralized government. 

But, again, I would stress the build-
ing up of the work that’s going on cur-
rently of that sort of bottom-up work 
of building governments does seem to 
be a cause for some optimism. 

Probably this conflict, unlike any 
other in our Nation’s history, there are 
data points which are distributed all 
over the map. And anybody can take a 
handful of those data points and make 
whatever conclusion, draw whatever 
conclusion they have in their mind to 
make. It is going to take a lot more 
discipline for this body to look at the 
trends, analyze the data trends, look at 
the trend lines. But that’s a discipline 
that we just have to undertake. There 
are people in the field who are counting 
on us to be able to make that rational, 
dispassionate assessment of trend 
lines; and it is the obligation of Con-
gress to follow through on that. 

There have been two or three years of 
serious brutality at the hands of al 
Qaeda, and this population now sees 
Americans as helpers and protectors. 
The tribal leaders that originally 
feared that the Americans would be oc-
cupiers quickly came to understand 
that the Americans have no such inter-
est, but the same could not be said for 
the al Qaeda interests. Their clear in-
tent was to hold territory for their own 
purposes for the foreseeable future. 

The point was made over and over 
again on our trip that there is no easy, 
there is no overnight solution to the 
problems that confront us in Iraq. Un-
fortunately, leadership cannot be 
bought, and it has to be grown. It has 
to be part of an evolutionary change. 
But it can occur if the right environ-
ment is provided and appropriate, but 
not indefinite, time is given to develop 
those institutions of government. 

Everything we have asked of our 
military they have delivered, they have 
produced for us. What we have asked of 
the Iraqi Government is still a work in 
progress, and we’ve set a pretty high 
bar. And it’s a much shorter time 
frame than even our own country had 
available to it. 

I think of the Articles of Confed-
eration that ultimately led up to the 
Constitution. What if someone had said 
to us, time’s up, and you’ve just got to 
get it done? 

With continued pushing on the Iraqi 
Government and the recognition that 
there are cultural challenges before 
them, I am hopeful that it can mature 
into a stable partner for peace in the 
Middle East. 

My opinion, my conclusion is that 
our presence in Iraq is still necessary. 
It’s necessary for America’s interests, 
not for Iraq’s interests. I’ve said, and I 
think everyone in our group said every 
time we’d sit down with representa-
tives from one of the ministries, you’ve 
got to show some evidence of success. 
You’ve got to achieve some bench-
marks. 

I think when we met with Dr. 
Sharistani, the oil minister, it’s prob-
ably most evident. They’ve got prob-
lems in trying to achieve these bench-
marks. Not every country that sur-
rounds them is interested in Iraq being 
successful. Yeah, we all know about 
Iran and their influence; read more 
about it today. We all know about 
Syria and their influence. 

But what about the Saudis? Do they 
have an interest in perhaps not getting 
that oil revenue sharing law passed? 
Well, this was brought up to us. It 
would have never occurred to me that 
this might be an obstacle to getting 
that law passed and enacted, but appar-
ently there are some forces, and maybe 
even just some media forces within 
that country that work in a detri-
mental way to that kind of progress. 
But progress has to come and it has to 
be clearly evident for those on the out-
side. We perhaps have asked them to 
achieve the impossible in such a short 
time frame. But, again, many of us 
here tonight have made multiple trips 
to Iraq. Every trip I’ve made, I have 
seen progress, evidence of significant 
progress since the trip before. And I 
have no doubt that that progress has 
continued since our trip there the lat-
ter part of July. 

Again, my opinion: it is in America’s 
interest that we be successful. And to 
answer the question, is success still a 
possibility, I don’t think there’s any 
question after this last trip. The an-
swer to that is a resounding yes. 

I’ll yield back to the gentleman from 
Texas, and I truly appreciate him call-
ing this Special Order tonight. 

Mr. CARTER. I thank my friend for 
his comments tonight. He led a really 
great congressional delegation over 
there. 

My friend from Louisiana (Mr. 
BOUSTANY) is here. He just came in. 
And I would like to hear what he has to 
say about his experience in dealing 
with this issue of the war in Iraq. I 
yield whatever time he may consume. 

Mr. BOUSTANY. I thank my friend, 
the gentleman from Texas, for yielding 
time. 

Let me start by saying, first, I want 
to thank our troops, our embassy per-
sonnel, State Department personnel 
and all their families for the sacrifices 
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that they’ve dealt with as we’ve dealt 
with this problem in Iraq, this chal-
lenge that we’re faced with. 

I’ve come away from a trip just this 
past week and recognize that I truly 
believe that General Petraeus and Am-
bassador Crocker are going to come 
forward with a very independent, un-
varnished report about what’s going on 
in Iraq. We’re going to see what’s 
working and what’s not working, and I 
appreciate that. And I think that’s 
going to be the most important report 
that this Congress will look at to de-
termine how do we move forward; what 
steps should we take as a Congress 
with this situation in Iraq. 

With that having been said, this past 
year was very difficult. We saw a lot of 
violence. I know at the beginning of 
2006, Iraq was really threatening to spi-
ral out of control with violence. Some 
described it as anarchic fragmentation, 
which was really a very visual term for 
what was potentially going to happen 
in Iraq. 

And when the President announced 
his surge strategy back in I think it 
was late December, I have to say I was 
very skeptical because I kept thinking, 
what’s next? A surge is fine. We can get 
more troops in. The Iraq Study Group 
actually agrees that this could be a 
temporary measure to gain security. 
But what do we do following that to 
get political gains in Iraq? What can be 
done to help develop the economy in 
Iraq? These were the key issues to me. 

Then it became clear, subsequently, 
that our State Department was work-
ing on a plan to deal with this. And it 
was unclear as to what exactly the 
steps were; but as things have un-
folded, we have seen significant success 
over the past year. 

And this was highlighted by my re-
cent trip when I walked through the 
streets of Fallujah with three other 
Members of Congress. And I would have 
never thought that just even a month 
ago or two months ago a platoon of 
marines could even walk through the 
streets of Fallujah, much less four 
Members of Congress. 

So as we walked through the streets, 
we saw shops that were open. Shop 
keepers were smiling, children were 
playing in the streets. There was a 
volleyball game going on on one block. 
Another block I saw some children 
playing soccer. There were families 
strolling through the streets and talk-
ing. And this clearly was a major 
change, a major departure from what 
we had seen just months ago in 
Fallujah. 

And what we found out was that an 
Iraqi solution was being brought to 
bear in Fallujah, an Iraqi solution for 
security, which has allowed for secu-
rity to grow throughout the city of 
Fallujah, creating an environment 
that’s now allowing economic activity 
in that city. 

Children are now back in school. 
We’re seeing shops that are open, 

microlending programs are ongoing, 
and this is just tremendous success. 
And the hallmark of the plan that has 
been implemented by General Petraeus 
and Ambassador Crocker is that you 
look at the circumstances in a par-
ticular local in Iraq, like Fallujah, or 
perhaps Ramadi or Tikrit, and work 
with the circumstances on the ground 
and make those institutions that are 
available work for the positive. 

And what I mean by that is, what we 
have is a situation where, after getting 
security and working with the Iraqis to 
set up these joint security stations 
throughout the city of Fallujah, now 
we’ve got a provincial reconstruction 
team working in Fallujah. This is a 
team of civilians and military who are 
working on the political side of things, 
working to help build the political in-
frastructure from the ground up. 

And now what we’re seeing is tre-
mendous success with this, with a sort 
of a grass roots movement. And I’ve 
said over and over, the most difficult 
thing is going to be to get the Iraqi 
central government to come to rec-
oncile and to come to terms, because 
it’s been a country that’s been fraught 
with division. But it’s going to be an 
Iraqi solution that will bring that to-
gether. And as this grass-root develop-
ment happens in Fallujah, in Ramadi, 
in Tikrit and Mosul and other cities 
throughout Iraq and our communities 
throughout Iraq, we will see a coales-
cence of political activity which will 
put pressure on those central politi-
cians to come forward. And that’s part 
of the whole political process. 

The Deputy Prime Minister of Iraq, 
the Sunni Deputy Prime Minister, his 
name is Salaam as Zobadaei, told us 
that you can look at the fruit, but the 
fruit will not come until you grow the 
tree. And that was a very, very, precise 
and visual way of describing what 
needs to happen. We need to see Iraqi 
institutions growing from the ground 
up, because then you’ll have a sustain-
able government. To have an Iraqi Gov-
ernment impose from the top and to 
try to force it down is not sustainable. 
So I’m encouraged that this plan is 
working. We’re seeing positive signs, 
and we need to give it further time. 

These provincial reconstruction 
teams are doing an outstanding job. 
There are some 10 or 14, I believe, just 
in the Baghdad and Anbar area, and 
then one in each other province. And I 
think our State Department deserves 
tremendous credit for working under 
very difficult circumstances and put-
ting these provincial reconstruction 
teams together to make this sort of po-
litical grass-roots movement occur. 

And on the broader diplomatic front, 
we now know that the Saudis are look-
ing at putting an embassy into Bagh-
dad. Recently, the French Foreign Min-
ister was in Baghdad and they ex-
pressed that the French want to play a 
bigger role. We need to have continued 

vigorous diplomacy to move forward to 
get debt relief on the Iraqi Govern-
ment. And I believe if we move along 
on the diplomatic front, as I men-
tioned, on continuing to build this 
grass-roots political development in-
ternally in Iraq, economic development 
with microlending programs, all be-
cause we managed to get security, 
we’re going to see a successful outcome 
in Iraq. And I think in short order we 
should be able to draw back down on 
our combat troops and offer more of a 
supportive role. 

Mr. SHAYS. I wonder if the gen-
tleman would yield a second. 

Mr. BOUSTANY. I’d be happy to 
yield to my friend. 

Mr. SHAYS. Just to point out to him 
that what you’re encountering is sig-
nificant. When the Iraqis say to us, be 
patient, give us more time, what I en-
countered early on was they were con-
stantly blaming the other groups. The 
Shiias would blame the Sunnis, the 
Sunnis would blame the Kurds, and so 
on. But what they’re starting to do is 
they’re trying to say, we’re trying to 
work out our differences; give us more 
time to work together. And that’s a 
significant change. 

I likened this to a sixth-grade dance 
when they first started out. They 
didn’t know how to interact with each 
other. But they’re starting to learn 
how to interact. They’re starting to be 
defensive of Iraq and speaking more 
with one voice; and I think it’s not an 
insignificant event that’s taking place. 

b 2115 

Mr. BOUSTANY. I think the gen-
tleman is absolutely correct. And if 
you look at Iraq, there were 27 ethnic 
groups in Iraq, hundreds of tribes, and 
this was all held together artificially 
under Saddam Hussein’s reign of ter-
ror, so to speak. And now that is gone 
and they are trying to figure out how 
to reconcile all of this. 

And there are signs that there is 
Iraqi nationalism. Look at what hap-
pened recently with their soccer team, 
which was a phenomenal event where 
everyone was celebrating in the 
streets. It truly showed that they have 
that sense of nationalism and pride in 
their country. 

Mr. SHAYS. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. CARTER. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Connecticut. 

Mr. SHAYS. The Iraqis would say to 
me, How dare you say we are not a 
country. We are the Fertile Crescent 
where two great rivers have met. We 
have been the center of Western civili-
zation. And for us to say they are not 
a real country, for them they find it 
very insulting. 

Mr. BOUSTANY. That is absolutely 
true. They are a proud civilization. 

And I am not at a point now where I 
am ready to preemptively declare de-
feat in this, and I do believe we need to 
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give it time. I believe the plan is work-
ing. And for the first time since I have 
been in Congress, I have got a level of 
comfort that I believe we are on the 
right track. So I would urge patience 
in this. I do believe we will draw down 
some of our combat troops in the short 
term, and I am guardedly optimistic. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. Speaker, reclaim-
ing my time, as I was listening to ev-
erybody talk here and listening to peo-
ple talk earlier today, I get struck by 
the history of this Chamber. And as I 
was sitting here, I wondered how often 
this debate had occurred during my 
lifetime or did it occur during my life-
time. I would like to think I am a stu-
dent of history, but I will admit that 
my concentration on history from the 
end of the Second World War until I 
was in high school, there is a gap there 
where it is only kind of the history of 
me and not the history of the United 
States. So I don’t know a lot about it, 
but I was thinking the Second World 
War in Europe ended in 1944. Germany 
was divided into zones, I believe, until 
1952. So we actually were the govern-
ment of a zone, as were Britain and 
France, from 1944 to 1952. I wonder if 
this debate took place in this Congress 
during that period of time: Bring our 
troops home. Why don’t those people 
stand up a government over there? 
Why can’t they get their act together? 
I wonder if that debate took place. I 
don’t know. I might go look it up and 
try to find out. 

Japan we defeated in 1945, uncondi-
tional surrender. And yet MacArthur 
established the occupation of Japan 
and, in fact, was heavily criticized 
when the Korean War broke out for 
still being the czar of Japan. And occu-
pation forces remained in Japan until 
some time in the mid 1950s. I wonder if 
that debate went on about Japan. The 
last time I checked, which was the day 
before yesterday when I was talking to 
some soldiers at Fort Hood, we still 
have troops in Korea, and that war 
technically ended in 1954 I believe it 
was, 1952 or 1954, and we still have 
troops there. And I don’t know if dur-
ing the 1950s we had debates about why 
can’t those people get their act to-
gether? Why do we have to defend that 
country? Why do we have to defend 
them? I don’t hear that debate any-
more, and there are still American sol-
diers standing watch in Korea. 

I am not saying that we are going to 
occupy for this period of time, but 
where is our commitment to the com-
mitment that our soldiers have given 
us? That deeply concerns me. I worry 
about it. And I can tell you our fight-
ing men and women worry about it too. 

So I guess that is why we get up here 
on the floor of the House and we want 
to let the American people know what 
we saw and what we heard and what we 
experienced. And I know the fighting 
generation that are living today; those 
soldiers are a great generation. The 

question is, will we be also ranked as a 
great generation, the people back 
home, for standing behind this great 
generation as they have done an out-
standing job in defeating our enemy. 

f 

THE NATIONAL DEBT AND THE 
WAR IN IRAQ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 18, 2007, the gentleman from Ar-
kansas (Mr. ROSS) is recognized for 60 
minutes as the designee of the major-
ity leader. 

Mr. ROSS. Mr. Speaker, this evening, 
as on most Tuesday evenings when 
Congress is in session, I rise on behalf 
of the fiscally conservative Democratic 
Blue Dog Coalition. We are a group of 
47 conservative to moderate Democrats 
that simply want to come here, put an 
end to the partisan bickering, and re-
store common sense and fiscal dis-
cipline to our Nation’s government. 

This evening, as we begin this hour- 
long conversation, we are going to 
focus on Iraq, and specifically we are 
going to focus on how your tax dollars 
are being spent in Iraq. 

You have heard a lot of talk this 
evening about Iraq. And I can assure 
you as long as we have our men and 
women in uniform in harm’s way, we 
are going to support them. They are 
doing everything that has been asked 
of them and then some. My brother-in- 
law is in the U.S. Air Force. He has 
been in the region several times. My 
first cousin is in the U.S. Army, and he 
is in Iraq this evening. It has affected 
all of us in one way or another. We 
have all had family or friends serve 
there. 

This evening we are going to specifi-
cally focus on how your tax money is 
being spent in Iraq. For the last 5 
years, the President has pretty much 
asked for a blank check, and if you ask 
him to be held accountable for how 
your tax money is spent in Iraq, he will 
tell you that you are unpatriotic. It is 
time that we stood up to this President 
and demanded the kind of account-
ability on how your tax money is being 
spent in Iraq just as we demand ac-
countability from local and State gov-
ernments when they receive a Federal 
grant. To put it another way, $16 mil-
lion of your tax money is being spent 
in Iraq every hour; $16 million of your 
tax money is being spent in Iraq every 
hour. That is $16 million an hour that 
can’t go to replace the bridge in Min-
nesota that fell. And, by the way, there 
are thousands more structurally defi-
cient bridges in this country, and this 
should have been a wake-up call for all 
of us to get about the business of re-
building this Nation’s infrastructure 
and begin to invest in America again. 

Just in my congressional district 
during the month of August, some peo-
ple think we go home and go on vaca-
tion for a month, but what we really do 

is we go home and see the people, 
which I think is an important part of 
this job. If you are going to represent 
folks, I think it is important you get 
out of Washington and you go home 
and you see them. And as I traveled my 
29 counties and 150 towns in Arkansas’s 
Fourth Congressional District, every 
town I went to I learned of a project, of 
a need. On the western side, they want 
to finish I–49, which can create jobs 
and economic opportunities. An inter-
state where construction started on it 
back when I was about 5 years old en-
tering kindergarten. I am now 46 and 
have a daughter in college. 

When I go to the eastern side of my 
district, I hear a lot of talk about 
wanting to complete I–69, which was 
announced 5 years before I was born. In 
the central part of the district, I hear 
a lot of talk about four-laning U.S. 82, 
four-laning 167, how we need money to 
invest in getting off the Sparta aquifer 
and having more and more commercial 
and residential people getting their 
water from other alternative water 
sources. As I traveled and toured 
Millwood Lake, I learned about how 
this wonderful recreational lake, a 
lake that contributed to the economy, 
it is now becoming very difficult to fish 
in about a quarter of it and they are 
worried about the rest of it. Why? Be-
cause of the neglect. The neglect in our 
Nation’s infrastructure, the neglect in 
our waterways, in our highways. And 
yet we continue to spend $16 million an 
hour of your tax money in Iraq. Mr. 
Speaker, I say it is time to start in-
vesting in America again, and we are 
going to talk more about that this 
evening. 

During the past 6 years, we have had 
a President that has given us the larg-
est debt ever in our Nation’s history, 
the largest deficit ever in our Nation’s 
history, for the past 6 years, during the 
time that we had Republicans control-
ling the White House, the House and 
the Senate. We have passed a budget 
this year that will put us back in bal-
ance by 2012 and will begin to restore 
common sense and fiscal discipline to 
our Nation’s government. 

But this is what the new Democratic 
majority inherited in January: a debt 
that is $8,993,600,200,089 and some 
change. That is a big number. What 
does it mean? If you break it out and 
divide it by every man, woman and 
child living in America, including 
those born today, each one of us, our 
share of the national debt: $29,704. It is 
what those of us in the Blue Dog Coali-
tion refer to as the ‘‘debt tax,’’ d-e-b-t, 
which is one tax that cannot be re-
pealed, that cannot be cut. And that is 
one of the reasons that we are not able 
to invest in America’s priorities, in-
vesting in our homeland, investing in 
our veterans, investing in education, 
investing in rebuilding America’s in-
frastructure. No. We are too busy pay-
ing interest on this debt. 
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Our Nation is borrowing about a bil-

lion dollars a day, but before we borrow 
a billion dollars today, we are going to 
spend a half billion today paying inter-
est on the debt we have already got. 
That is above and beyond the $16 mil-
lion an hour that we are sending to 
Iraq, much of which goes unaccounted 
for. 

So we are going to spend this hour 
addressing that and other issues sur-
rounding Iraq. And I am absolutely de-
lighted to be joined by a number of my 
Blue Dog colleagues. I mentioned there 
are 47 members in the Blue Dog Coali-
tion, and I would like to take this op-
portunity to welcome the four newest 
members: CHRISTOPHER CARNEY from 
Pennsylvania’s Tenth Congressional 
District, GABRIELLE GIFFORDS from Ar-
izona’s Eighth Congressional District, 
BART GORDON from Tennessee’s Sixth 
Congressional District, and ZACH SPACE 
from Ohio’s Eighteenth Congressional 
District. 

At this time I am pleased to yield to 
a fellow Blue Dog, someone who has be-
come very involved in this conserv-
ative-moderate Democratic movement 
on Capitol Hill, someone who is not 
afraid to take a stand for what is right, 
and that is my friend JOE DONNELLY 
from Indiana’s Second Congressional 
District. 

Mr. DONNELLY. Thank you, Mr. 
ROSS. 

Mr. Speaker, it is a great honor to 
have the chance to speak here again in 
the House. 

Almost $9 trillion in debt. I just came 
back from a month in my district, as 
Mr. ROSS had indicated, going to see 
constituent after constituent, talking 
about issues of critical importance to 
them. And I met a good friend of mine 
named Jim Fleming from LaPorte, In-
diana. And Jim’s company makes de-
fense aerospace products. And he said, 
JOE, we try everything we can. We em-
ploy hundreds of people. We work ex-
traordinarily hard. And, JOE, we get 
beat out by China on bid after bid. Not 
even competitive with our prices but 
below our cost of production. And, JOE, 
what saddens me so much, Mr. Fleming 
said, is that we have over $1 trillion in 
debt to China. So I know when it is 
time for you to stand up, it is only 
made more difficult because of the debt 
that we have, a debt that we assumed 
because it was easier to do than to 
make the hard choices like the PAYGO 
system that we put in. 

We look at Iraq now. We have lost $12 
billion that came in in currency in a 
plane, shrink wrapped, Mr. DAVIS, on 
pallets, never to be seen again once it 
came off of that plane. Think of what 
$12 billion could have done in help cre-
ating the Hoosier Heartland Highway 
in my district. 

We paid a gentleman Ahmed Chalabi 
and his group, the Iraqi National Con-
gress, $300,000 every month for informa-
tion that they basically made up in the 
back room over a Coca-Cola. 

b 2130 
Just one more example: instead of 

probing and finding the answers, we 
just threw money away. And, Mr. ROSS, 
think of what $300,000 could do in your 
district every month, or to my good 
friend, who you will see, Mr. Michael 
Arcuri, in his district in Utica. $300,000 
could provide health care for an incred-
ible amount of Americans. 

So we have come to this Congress to 
try to make sure, through our PAYGO 
system, that the debt goes no higher, 
that we start to reduce it, that in Iraq 
we get answers, answers that, instead 
of letting $12 billion disappear, that 
those funds be used either in our dis-
trict, or to provide up-armored 
Humvees and MRAP vehicles that will 
save our soldiers lives. Appropriate ar-
mored vests, the kind of things that 
will protect our soldiers, not feather 
someone else’s nest. 

Mr. ROSS, I’m proud to stand here 
with you tonight and have this oppor-
tunity. 

Mr. ROSS. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. DONNELLY. Absolutely, sir. 
Mr. ROSS. You mentioned something 

that really piqued my interest, and 
that is making sure that we are pro-
viding our soldiers with the best tech-
nology in armored vests. And I want to 
thank you for raising that this 
evening. 

I’ve got a constituent in my district 
whose son is getting ready to go back 
for the second time, Arkansas National 
Guard, 39th Brigade, being asked to go 
back for a second time. And when you 
sign up for the National Guard, you’re 
supposed to spend 1 year out of 5, and 
now they were there in 2003 and 2004, 
they’re being asked to go back again 
by Christmas of this year or early next 
year. And he raises a very important 
issue. This is a constituent from Gar-
land County in Pearcy, Arkansas, near 
Hot Springs, and that is, he wants to 
ensure that our men and women in uni-
form, his son, has the best armored 
body gear and protection available. 
There are a lot of tests going on right 
now; there is a lot of debate going on. 
There have been hearings on this in the 
Congress. But 5 years into this war you 
would think, if our government, if this 
administration is sending $16 million 
an hour of your tax money to Iraq, the 
very least they could do is ensure that 
our brave men and women, our soldiers 
that do everything that is asked of 
them, have the very best in body gear 
and protection. 

Mr. DONNELLY. There is no ques-
tion, Mr. ROSS, that when we look at 
our soldiers, nothing but the best is ac-
ceptable. 

As you mentioned the soldiers in 
your district, we just had, about three 
weeks ago, our South Bend, Indiana, 
National Guard unit head over to some 
of the most dangerous duty in Iraq. 
And, again, they went with their pride 
and with a determination to do well. 

And our job, my job, your job is to 
make sure they have the very, very 
best. And it’s not appropriate to see 
money disappear, to see it wasted at 
the tune of $300,000 a month it was. To 
some gentleman who is making up sto-
ries in the back room when we think 
he’s providing information. Our job is 
to make sure that the young men and 
women of Arkansas, New York, Indi-
ana, Delaware, Pennsylvania and all 
our States have the very, very best ar-
mored equipment, armored vehicles. 
Their safety and their return home to 
their loved ones is the utmost impor-
tance. 

Mr. ROSS. I thank the gentleman. 
And he makes some very good points. 

And regardless of how you feel about 
what’s going on in Iraq, and I person-
ally have voted three times for a new 
direction in Iraq, but one of the things 
that I think we can all agree on is that 
we need more accountability for how 
our tax money is being spent in Iraq. 
And we need to ensure that money is 
going to provide our men and women in 
uniform with the very best equipment 
that’s available to them today, not 
what was the best equipment 5 years 
ago, but what is the best equipment 
today to best protect them as they per-
form their duty and service to our 
country. And that’s one thing that we 
can all agree on. 

At this time, I’m pleased to intro-
duce another fellow Blue Dog, a new 
Member in his first term in the 110th 
session of Congress who is rapidly and 
quickly becoming very involved and 
immersed in the fiscal issues of the 
Blue Dog Coalition, and that’s my 
friend, Mr. MIKE ARCURI from New 
York’s 24th Congressional District, 
who just returned from a trip to Iraq. 

Mr. ARCURI. I thank my friend from 
Arkansas for yielding, and I would like 
to thank you for what you do for the 
Blue Dog Caucus. 

You know, the thing that first at-
tracted me to the Blue Dog Caucus was 
the fact that they believe so strongly 
in fiscal responsibility in the pay-as- 
you-go idea, and the fact that we have 
to tighten our belt, we have to make 
some very difficult decisions. It’s not 
easy when there are things that we 
need for our district and things that we 
know we need here domestically, and 
yet we can’t spend more than we have. 
And it’s no different than we would in 
our own home. You don’t buy things 
that we can’t afford. We can’t enact 
legislation, we can’t create bureauc-
racies that we can’t pay for. And that’s 
why I’m so proud to be a member of the 
Blue Dog Caucus. 

I did just return from Iraq just a few 
days ago. And I couldn’t help, while I 
was there, noticing immediately the 
amount of money that we have spent in 
Iraq. You know, when you look at the 
fact that you ride along and you see 
that we have literally created, built 
whole cities in the middle of the desert, 
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in the middle of this expansive envi-
ronment we have actually created cit-
ies and the amount of money, the 
amount of cement, the amount of wood 
that we’ve used to build these bases 
and the amount of material that we 
have there. I can remember that in one 
of the bases we pulled up to one area, 
it was huge, and there was nothing but 
electric transformers in a huge field; 
and those were transformers that they 
were using to put new electric and 
bring new power to different places in 
Iraq. And then we drove a little further 
and there was another area with noth-
ing but Humvees and another area with 
nothing but bulldozers. And you can’t 
help but realize just how much money 
and how much time and expense we’re 
expending to rebuild Iraq. 

And during the course of our con-
versation while we were there, we were 
talking about some of the things to one 
of the members of the military, one of 
the things that they needed there. And 
I couldn’t help but think back in my 
district in upstate New York, back in 
Utica, there are things that we need 
that we don’t have. We need improve-
ments to our airport that we don’t 
have. We need improvements to our 
roads. And much like your district in 
Arkansas, we have been waiting for a 
connection between Utica and the city 
of Binghamton, a Route 12 extension. 
We’ve been waiting for years and years, 
since before I was born, for that; and 
still we talk about it. And yet we spend 
billions of dollars. You quoted the fig-
ure $16 million an hour we are spending 
in Iraq. We continue to spend it, and 
we’ve been doing it for years and years. 

And while we continue to spend that 
money, we continue to spend resources 
that are critical to us while countries 
like China are continuing to invest 
their money in their own economy, in 
creating jobs within their country. We 
need to be spending our money to cre-
ate jobs in our country. 

And, you know, while I was in Iraq, 
the one thing that I was struck by 
probably more than anything else is 
the incredible job that our troops are 
doing. Anybody that you talk to that’s 
been to Iraq, the first thing they talk 
about is the incredible job that our 
troops are doing. And I couldn’t help 
but think that any just cause anywhere 
in the world that we ask our troops to 
perform and complete, I have utter 
confidence that they can do it. Our 
military is just an incredible organiza-
tion. They do what is asked of them 
and much, much more. And they have 
done the same in Iraq. And I think that 
it’s time that we give them more direc-
tion in terms of a mission and that we 
start to give the Iraqi people a little 
more ability to stand on their own. I 
think when we start to bring our 
troops home, when we start to allow 
them to stand up and handle their own 
affairs, they will do it, and they will do 
it in a good way and in a fine way and 
we will be there to help them. 

But, you know, there was a book 
written about 2,500 years ago by the 
Chinese general Sun Tzu, and it was 
called ‘‘The Art of War.’’ And in that 
he writes an interesting paragraph and 
he says that in any extended con-
frontation, regardless of how wise a na-
tion’s counselors are, no country can 
win in a prolonged war. 

This war has been prolonged far too 
long. It is time, I believe, for us to 
focus upon what is important here do-
mestically, that we stop focusing on 
spending so much money in Iraq and 
we begin to focus again on the things 
that are happening here in this coun-
try. So I believe that it’s time that we 
allow the country of Iraq to stand up 
for itself, and that we begin to bring 
our troops home. 

I thank you, and I yield back. 
Mr. ROSS. I thank the gentleman 

from New York for his insight on his 
recent return from a trip to Iraq. 

I was last there August 11, 2004, when 
we had the 39th Brigade from Arkan-
sas’ National Guard there. Now they’re 
ready to go back, and I hope to be able 
to go back while they’re there because 
the least we can do is go there when 
our troops are there from our respec-
tive districts and let them know that 
we support them and make sure that 
some of this millions of dollars is being 
spent on providing them the very best 
equipment that technology and money 
can afford to buy. 

What we’re talking about this 
evening is the cost of Operation Iraqi 
Freedom. The gentleman from New 
York is absolutely correct, we need a 
new direction in Iraq. Basically, we’re 
there fighting their civil war for them. 
And as long as they’re shooting at us 
instead of shooting at one another, 
there is no incentive for them to learn 
how to get along. No one fought our 
Civil War for us, and I’m absolutely 
convinced that the only people that 
can decide the fate of Iraq are the Iraqi 
people. 

We have had a lot of victories there. 
We went there because of weapons of 
mass destruction. We now know there 
are no weapons of mass destruction. 
It’s debatable whether there ever was 
or not, but that’s an issue that we can 
debate all night. But hindsight is 20/20. 
We stayed until Saddam was removed 
from power. We stayed until he was 
brought to justice and executed. Clear-
ly, he was an evil dictator. We have 
evil dictators all over the world, many 
of whom remain in power today. We 
stayed until a new Iraqi Government 
was installed. We stayed and tried to 
train their police and military force. 
And yet this administration continues 
to move the goal post on our soldiers. 
And so how many victories are they 
going to have to accomplish before we 
allow them to come home and allow 
the Iraq people to decide the fate of 
their own country? 

The cost of Operation Iraqi Freedom, 
this is one statistic that is not debat-

able. You want to know how well it’s 
going? In 2003, we spent $53 billion of 
your tax money in Iraq. In 2004, that 
increased to $75.9 billion. In 2005, that 
increased to $84.7 billion. In 2006, that 
increased to $101.7 billion. And in 2007, 
$135.2 billion so far. The administration 
is getting ready to come back here 
shortly for more. That’s $11.3 billion a 
month, that’s $370 million a day. You 
do the math. That’s between 15 and $16 
million an hour of your tax money 
going to Iraq and, as Congressman 
DONNELLY mentioned, much of which is 
unaccounted for. 

At this time, I yield to my friend, fel-
low Blue Dog member from my neigh-
boring State of Tennessee, and that’s 
LINCOLN DAVIS, an active member of 
the fiscally conservative Democratic 
Blue Dog Coalition that’s never afraid 
to speak his mind. We’re glad to have 
him here with us this evening. And 
sorry about Tennessee’s loss this Sat-
urday. We’re looking forward to play-
ing y’all in football. 

Mr. LINCOLN DAVIS of Tennessee. 
You’re starting us off on a bad note. 

It’s good to be here this evening and 
to engage in conversation and dialogue 
certainly on the situation that we are 
in today in Iraq, and certainly in this 
country. 

I want to deviate just a little bit and 
talk a little bit about my study hall 
period. Folks say that Members of Con-
gress had recess. When I was in school 
and we had recess, we played most of 
the time; but I can assure you for the 
last several weeks of the month of Au-
gust I did a lot of traveling in the dis-
trict I represent, listening to a lot of 
people, the chamber of commerce, busi-
ness people, individuals on the street, 
country stores, wherever I might have 
been, restaurants, coffee shops. We 
talked about a lot of things. People are 
worried about the war in Iraq. People 
are worried about the war in Iraq to 
the point where we know we can’t lose 
there or we can’t allow this nation to 
go into anarchy, but how do we prevent 
that from happening? 

And as I listened to those debates 
and those dialogs, I realized that peo-
ple were seriously concerned about 
what we’re doing and how we’re en-
gaged. I hear people talking about 
whether we should have gone or not. 
That’s legitimate, and I think histo-
rians, probably political scientists over 
the next several years, next decades 
and next centuries will obviously gauge 
that and will judge that. We can talk 
about whether the war was prosecuted 
right or not; and, quite frankly, I think 
there are some questions there as to 
whether or not this administration, 
Mr. Speaker, and whether this White 
House, Mr. Speaker, has engaged the 
way that would bring about a quicker 
resolution to where it would win much 
quicker in Iraq. 

But when I went home on Sunday, I 
drove back down through the Shen-
andoah Valley, down Highway 81, hit 
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Interstate 40, went across the Cum-
berland Plateau, and I realized what a 
beautiful Nation we have. When you 
look at those hills along the Blue 
Ridge down through the Shenandoah 
Valley and then the Cumberland Pla-
teau near the Cumberland Gap and re-
alize the beauty of this vast Nation 
that we have and the people who live 
here. 

I had an opportunity, my first day 
off, to spend about 7 hours fishing at a 
great warrior’s old mill, Sergeant 
Alvin C. York, in Palmyra where I live. 

b 2145 

Mr. ROSS, I had an opportunity with 
my oldest daughter and two of my 
grandchildren to go fishing. We were 
going to spend probably a couple hours 
there. We wound up spending over 7 
hours. The last day that I spent in my 
district, I did the same thing, not in-
tentionally. My middle daughter called 
and came up on Sunday, and I spent, as 
I did my first Monday home, my last 
Monday home I spent fishing in the riv-
ers there below Sergeant York’s home 
in the mill pond. Now, Sergeant York 
was a great American hero. But we 
have had other great American heroes, 
as well, Eisenhower being one of them. 

I want to mention something about 
Eisenhower in just a moment. But first 
of all, I want to talk about what some-
one that America respects greatly said 
a few years ago. Clark Clifford and 
Richard Holbrooke wrote a book in 1991 
called ‘‘Counsel to the President.’’ 
After Winston Churchill had made his 
‘‘Iron Curtain’’ speech in Fulton, Mis-
souri, they were traveling back on the 
train from Missouri. President Truman 
and many of his staff members had al-
ready retired for the evening. The 
three people who were basically sitting 
in the room at that time were Charles 
Ross, who was the press secretary for 
Truman, and Clark Clifford and 
Churchill. They talked about how our 
lives are influenced strictly by the ac-
cident of our birth. 

What Churchill said, and I am 
quoting him as quoted in the book, ‘‘If 
I were to be born again, I would wish to 
be born in the United States. Your 
country is the future of the world. You 
have natural resources, the spirit, the 
youth, the determination, which will 
steadily increase your global influ-
ence.’’ He was correct in making that 
assessment over 60 years ago as he 
made this speech. He was correct then. 
And we are correct today to say that 
America’s presence in the world today 
is recognized. 

But why has it changed? Why would 
a great Brit, who is considered the 
Brit’s Britishman, say, ‘‘If I were to be 
born again, I would love to have been 
born an American’’? How many people 
in the world today would say that? I 
would say that because when God put 
my soul in the body of a woman who 
lived in America, it was a great bless-

ing for me just to be born in this coun-
try. We have got to regain and recap-
ture throughout the world that spirit 
that folks from nations abroad have 
seen in this country, and I think we 
can recover it, to where we are looked 
upon, as Ronald Reagan said, as that 
shining light of freedom that folks can 
look at and aspire to. 

We need an Eisenhower moment in 
Iraq. It has been said that after Eisen-
hower was elected President in 1952 
that as he was ordered up he asked, as 
a general, from the military people in 
the field, the Army, if he could be able 
to have a few small planes that he 
would fly over South Korea and in 
parts of North Korea. It is also said, 
and his memoirs pretty much con-
firmed this, that after they landed he 
was silent for a few moments. And he 
basically said, We cannot win this war 
the way that we are fighting it, but we 
can’t afford to lose it, either. We can-
not win this war the way we are fight-
ing it. He knew we would have to en-
gage in a much greater, larger war that 
would include perhaps even China, 
which would have stretched America’s 
resources and I think America’s fiber 
to the breaking point. 

Eisenhower understood that we were 
in a war that we should not have been 
in. Now some will question what I am 
saying. But that was Eisenhower’s 
comments. It is a war that we are not 
ready to win. It is a war that we can 
lose, and we can’t afford to lose. In his 
first 6 or 8 months of his Presidency, he 
brought about a resolution of a cease- 
fire in Korea. Did we stay there? Sure, 
we have been. Will we stay in Iraq? 
Sure we will. Every resolution that we 
passed on this floor that calls for a 
date certain authorizes this adminis-
tration and authorizes the Defense De-
partment to keep adequate personnel 
in the field and military presence in 
the field to help protect the resources, 
the assets of this country and protect 
our friends in the area and to help 
train the troops and the soldiers of the 
armies, the policemen, and the civil-
ians of Iraq. We will be there several 
years from now, just as we were in 
South Korea, as we were in Western 
Europe. It is how we stay that makes 
the difference. It is how we stay that 
will make the difference. 

The way we are there now I don’t be-
lieve is the way we ought to be. We can 
no longer be the army for Iraq. We can 
no longer be the policemen in the 
streets, on the beat, providing security 
for the folks in Iraq. The Brits just 
pulled out. This great British leader 
named Winston Churchill, his country 
just pulled their troops out of Basra. 
Are we going to have a surge in Basra 
with American troops? 

Mr. Speaker, let’s ask the President 
that. Is that our intention now, that 
we will have a surge and resupply the 
troops there? Because it seems in 
southern Iraq obviously there is a lot 

of turmoil, a lot of killings, basically a 
civil war between the Shias, now some 
folks say are happening. In northern 
Iraq where the Kurds are, we are not 
there operating as the army or the po-
licemen on the beat. In northern Iraq 
where the Kurds are, they are pro-
viding their own autonomy. 

It is my opinion that the longer we 
stay in Iraq, the worse we will be. We 
need an Eisenhower moment in Iraq, 
not a General Custer moment, not a 
charge into the Little Big Horn to 
where we get destroyed. It is time that 
we reassess our situation in Iraq to a 
war that we win in Iraq. 

I am saddened as I watch TV. I am 
seeing Iraq being sold by TV commer-
cials as if we are selling an automobile 
to the American public. That saddens 
me when I see some of our wonderful 
soldiers, and I applaud them, who are 
saying, We cannot cut and run. I agree 
with them. We can’t cut and run. But 
we don’t need to be selling this war on 
TV commercials as the right thing to 
do. 

The thing that we have not done, in 
my opinion, is that we have allowed Af-
ghanistan to be left pretty much as an 
island to themselves. Oh, we are there. 
But just think what we could have 
done if we had spent the time and re-
sources and kept the number of troops 
in Afghanistan that we moved to Iraq. 

It is my belief that Karzai would 
have probably been, and still may be, 
someone that we may call their George 
Washington. We now see troubles in 
Pakistan. We are now seeing countries 
in Central Asia after the dominance of 
the Soviet Union for many years, many 
are floundering around trying to figure 
which is the best route to go. Each 
feels, I believe, that democracy is the 
best route to take. Many are struggling 
with their democracies in Central Asia. 
Just think of what we could have done 
in Afghanistan if, in fact, we had 
stayed there, helped build that country 
to take out those that would do harm 
to them, to destroy Afghanistan. We 
could have helped build a democracy 
that I believe would have been infec-
tious, and an epidemic of democratic 
nations would have been springing up 
all over to continue to bloom and to 
progress in Central Asia. 

It would have been infectious, in my 
opinion, in the Middle East, as well, 
and we would have seen I think the 
tumbling of the strongman-type gov-
ernments. In every one of those coun-
tries surrounding Iraq, there is a 
strong person who runs those coun-
tries. If we had stayed and continued in 
Afghanistan, we would have seen, in 
my opinion, a much different Middle 
East than we see today and a much dif-
ferent Central Asia. 

One of the real problems we have 
today is I think even Pakistan would 
have seen the success in Afghanistan 
and might have wanted to move fur-
ther in that direction. In fact, the 
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Taliban-type warriors and al Qaeda led 
by Osama bin Laden did attack us. I 
keep hearing these folks from the side 
saying, If we don’t fight them there, we 
will fight them here. What do you 
think happened on September 11? They 
were here. And we have forgotten who 
attacked us. It wasn’t Iraq. It was 
Osama bin Laden and the al Qaeda net-
work. They are now, in some folks’ 
opinion, in the areas of Waziristan and 
Pakistan. If, in fact, we allow, or if, in 
fact, Pakistan were to fall, guess who 
gets the nuclear weapons? 

So our foreign policy, in my opinion, 
needs to be revisited. All of us need to 
start being American Democrats and 
American Republicans, not right- 
wingers and left-wingers. It looks like 
we have chosen up sides here and we 
have started to listen to the talk shows 
on one side or we look at the liberal 
communications on the other side, and 
all of a sudden that is what drives us in 
this country. It is time we start being 
Americans again, American Democrats 
and American Republicans, and look at 
our failures. Eisenhower understood it. 
George Custer found it out. We don’t 
need a Custer move. We don’t need to 
have advertisements telling us we need 
to have a war in TV commercials. 

We need honesty, Mr. President. We 
need honesty. My request to you is 
that you have an Eisenhower moment, 
one of honesty. Let’s get on with mak-
ing sure we rebuild that area, put our 
troops out of the kill zone and stop re-
quiring them to be the soldiers. Be-
cause if in Basra and southern Iraq and 
northern Iraq our troops are not there, 
and the only place where it seems the 
most violent actions that take place is 
where our troops are, that should tell 
us something. 

We need to be sure that we keep 
enough troops to keep Syria or Iran, or 
quite frankly even our friend called 
Turkey, from invading Iraq for their 
own beneficial gain and let Iraq work 
its problems out. It is time. We have 
given them a government. They have 
accepted their government. They have 
elected their government. It is time for 
them to start leading and taking on 
the responsibility. I call upon this 
President, this administration, and 
this Congress to work together to 
make that happen. 

b 2200 

We have built and helped build in 
South Korea over a period of 30–40 
years one of the strongest democracies 
in the Asian-Pacific rim and Asia, the 
strongest economy called South Korea. 
It took a long time. It will take a long 
time to resolve the differences in the 
Middle East. It will take a long time to 
resolve the differences in Iraq. But we 
cannot do it the way we are doing it 
today. 

Mr. ROSS. Mr. Speaker, I thank the 
gentleman from Tennessee. He raises 
an excellent point. All this started 

after 9/11, and we all know Osama bin 
Laden was responsible for 9/11. We now 
have some 25,000 troops in the Afghani-
stan region. Contrast that to be a quar-
ter million troops in the Iraq region. 
Eighty-something percent of the people 
in Afghanistan want us there. Contrast 
that with Iraq. 71 percent of the Iraqi 
people don’t want us there, and 60 per-
cent of them think it is okay to kill a 
U.S. soldier. I believe it is time for a 
new direction in Iraq. Three times this 
year I have voted for a new direction in 
Iraq. 

Let me be perfectly clear: As long as 
we have got troops in harm’s way, I am 
going to support them. As I indicated, 
my brother-in-law is in the Air Force. 
He has been in the region. My first 
cousin is in the U.S. Army and is back 
for the second time in Iraq right now. 

Back home in Arkansas, young peo-
ple I have taught in Sunday school and 
duck hunted with will soon be going 
back for a second tour of duty in Iraq. 
I will be there every step of the way to 
support them. But I also want this ad-
ministration and this Congress to give 
them a mission that is obtainable, one 
that will take them out of harm’s way. 

I have had too many soldiers from 
my district die in Iraq. Just in the last 
few weeks, Specialist Donovan Witham 
from Malvern, Arkansas, gave his life 
in Iraq. Just a few days ago, I was able 
to spend some time with his family in 
their living room letting them know 
that his service to this country will 
not be forgotten. I will make sure of 
that. His family remains in my heart 
and in my prayers, as do all the family 
members of the nearly 4,000 troops that 
we have lost in Iraq. 

Mr. LINCOLN DAVIS of Tennessee. 
Mr. Speaker, one of the things we real-
ly need to make sure of is that the 
American public as they watch this 
Blue Dog Coalition group here talk to-
night, every one of us to the ‘‘T’’ comes 
from rural areas basically. We love 
America, we love our troops, we visit 
them. 

I have been to Iraq five times and Af-
ghanistan twice. I went for a reason, to 
tell our troops thank troops thank you, 
we love you, we appreciate you. We 
pray that an umbrella of safety will be 
put over our troops. We work for those 
back home to be sure that their fami-
lies are recognized and that our com-
munities uphold them and undergird 
them. 

I don’t want anybody to have a mis-
interpretation of what we are saying 
here tonight. This is about America, 
and it is not about TV ads that try to 
justify a war going on in Iraq. I am 
ashamed those things are on TV. We 
support our troops, and we will con-
tinue to do that. 

Mr. ROSS. I appreciate the gen-
tleman joining me and his commit-
ment to our brave men and women in 
uniform. I thank the President for 
going to Iraq. He was there, I think it 

was his third trip, he was there for a 
few hours. I spent a day in Iraq. You 
have been several times. I think it is 
important that we go and we let our 
soldiers know we support them and 
make sure some of this money over 
there is being spent on them and pro-
viding them the best equipment that 
money can buy. They deserve nothing 
less. 

But the type of folks that I think the 
President needs to spend a lot more 
time listening to are the type of Mem-
bers of Congress that have served in 
the military, like PATRICK MURPHY 
from Pennsylvania. PATRICK, not too 
long ago, was known as Captain MUR-
PHY and spent not a few hours in Iraq, 
but a few months in Iraq, nearly a 
year. PATRICK MURPHY from Penn-
sylvania’s Eighth Congressional Dis-
trict, a fellow Blue Dog member who 
helped write H.R. 97, which is a bill en-
dorsed by the Blue Dog Coalition to 
provide for Operation Iraqi Freedom 
cost accountability to ensure that this 
$16 million an hour of your tax money, 
Mr. Speaker, which is going to Iraq, is 
being spent on our soldiers. 

With that, I yield to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, Congressman-Cap-
tain PATRICK MURPHY. 

Mr. PATRICK J. MURPHY of Penn-
sylvania. Mr. Speaker, I thank the gen-
tleman from Arkansas. It is an honor 
for me to be here tonight. 

I would like to say to the gentleman 
from Arkansas, that is exactly right. 
One of the things I plan on talking 
about tonight are really two things, 
the small business tax cuts that we es-
tablished in this Congress this past 
May, and also the Iraq Accountability 
Act, because I think it is telling. 

There are a couple of housekeeping 
things if I may mention, Mr. Speaker. 
I know the gentleman from Tennessee 
was just speaking about an Eisenhower 
moment and talked about reaching out 
to those Americans from both sides of 
the aisle and letting them know about 
this common sense leadership we are 
trying to propose. What he mentioned 
was we need to listen and look at some 
common sense solutions. I think that 
is what people appreciate about the 
Blue Dogs. We are willing to reach 
across the aisle when need be to move 
our country in a new direction. 

I know there are a lot of folks back 
home I know, some of which are my 
wife right now. My wife Jenny is at 
home. I left this morning. I spoke at 
the Rotary Club and I was at a school 
for the first day of classes starting 
back today back in Bucks County, 
Pennsylvania. Then I had a meeting, 
and then I rushed down here in Wash-
ington. 

It is an honor for me to be here to-
night. It is tough as far as leaving your 
wife, and we are blessed with a 9 month 
old daughter Maggie Murphy, who we 
had her swimming out there yesterday. 
She was adorable. 
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I know this is a different form of pub-

lic service. I know the gentleman from 
Arkansas mentioned that I served in 
the military. I am very proud of my 
military service. I am very proud that 
I wore that U.S. Army uniform for the 
first time back in 1993, and now that we 
are here in 2007, I am proud to be a 
Member of Congress. This is a different 
form of public service, but one just as 
important. I know the sacrifices that 
we have to give up, leaving our families 
to come down here to Washington and 
then to go back home on the weekends. 
It is a tough schedule, but one that we 
promised to do to the best of our abili-
ties. 

I know my colleague over here from 
New York, Mr. ARCURI, MIKE ARCURI 
just got married the other day. I want 
to congratulate him on his marriage. I 
think he believes in what we all believe 
in, that we love our troops so much, I 
think he spent his honeymoon going 
over to see those troops in Iraq, leaving 
his new wife, Sabrina, to go over to 
those troops. 

We had a conversation on this floor 
tonight when we were voting talking 
about his trip over there, how he went 
and let those troops know, especially 
the ones that are from New York, from 
his district, that he cares about them, 
that he took the time out of his sched-
ule to be there with them, to break 
bread with them and let them know 
that he is fighting for them here in 
Washington. 

I believe those troops understand 
what the stakes are right now. They 
understand that this United States 
House of Representatives, this body 
supports the troops 100 percent. We 
may disagree with our colleagues on 
the foreign policy and the foreign as-
pects of it, but never question the com-
mitment and the honor that our troops 
are serving with. I believe that is why 
we all take time out of our schedules 
to let them know we care for them, to 
make sure that we draft the most effec-
tive policy to support them and do ev-
erything possible to make sure their 
families back at home know we are 
supporting them 100 percent. 

Mr. Speaker, I wanted to talk first, 
because after I left that Rotary Club 
this morning and then I was at that 
opening day of school at the Abrams 
Hebrew School in Yardley, Pennsyl-
vania. I went down the road to two 
small businesses that are in Yardley, 
Pennsylvania. My district, as you 
know are, is all of Bucks County, 
northeast Philadelphia and a small 
slice of Montgomery County. 

But when you look at Bucks County, 
there are 60,000 small businesses in 
Bucks County. Ninety-nine percent of 
our businesses are small business. And 
what we passed in this House, I am 
very proud about, is $1.3 billion in tax 
cuts for those small businesses. We did 
it not just writing a blank check and 
passing that debt that we talk about to 

our kids, we did it in a fiscally respon-
sible way, the way that Blue Dogs be-
lieve, a pay-as-you-go system. 

Everyone is real quick to write tax 
breaks and tax cuts, but never figure 
out to how to pay for it. Just increase 
our debt. Increase our debt. When the 
President signs $1.7 billion in tax cuts, 
it sounds great. Everyone wants a tax 
break. I want a tax break. But how are 
you going to pay for it, Mr. President? 
Not on the backs of our kids. Not on 
the backs of the next generation. We 
need the pay-as-you-go. 

So when my daughter was born 9 
months ago, when Maggie Murphy was 
born, she was born in Lower Bucks 
Hospital, she was born in this country 
owing $29,000 to our national debt. We 
owe $9 trillion in this country. A lot of 
that debt we owe to foreign countries, 
China, Korea, Japan. We borrowed $367 
billion from Mexico. 

So that means per month, per month 
we average about $21 billion just to pay 
the interest on this debt. It is like a 
credit card. You have to pay interest 
on your credit card before you even get 
into paying the principal off. Per 
month we have to pay $21 billion in in-
terest. 

To make a comparison, budgets are 
choices. Budgets are moral documents. 
Per month in the Federal Government 
we spend $21 billion just on the inter-
est, but we only pay $5 billion on the 
Federal level on education. And to 
keep America more competitive, we 
need to invest in education. So that is 
why it is important that we partner 
with small businesses. That is what we 
do with the $1.3 billion in tax cuts. 

How it worked out, I had two busi-
ness owners, one was a CEO, his name 
is Neil Matheson today, and when he 
started a business, he was the only em-
ployee. You fast forward it, now it is a 
250 person business. They have 140 of 
those employees in my district, and I 
am proud that many of them live and 
work in Bucks County. I talked to him. 
And another president of a small busi-
ness was Kevin Kruse. 

I talked to Neil Matheson and I 
talked to Kevin Kruse, and I talked to 
them about the challenges they faced 
before I was running for Congress and 
then I talked to them when I became a 
Member of Congress. We passed this, 
and they talked about how important 
this bill was that we passed. 

Per year, they commented, Kevin 
Kruse specifically commented, big cor-
porations which employ Americans, big 
corporations can sell if they needed 
some money infusion, they can sell 
stocks or go public. Small businesses 
don’t have that option. So they have to 
worry about their cash intake and 
their cash flow. 

So what Mr. Kruse said today when I 
was with him, he said this tax cut that 
the Democratic Congress passed, that 
the Blue Dogs championed, saves my 
business $13,000 more in deductions per 

year now because we established it 
through the IRS Tax Code through a 
pay-as-you-go system. That is serious 
money. That is serious money. That is 
why they stood with me today when we 
talked about it. 

Before I joined the House of Rep-
resentatives, Mr. Speaker, I talked 
about more accountability and greater 
oversight in Iraq and over the Iraqi war 
operations. I am a proud Member of the 
Blue Dog Coalition. I have been calling 
for accountability in Iraq on the floor 
of this great body for 8 months now. In 
fact, some of my Blue Dog colleagues 
have been demanding common sense 
oversight on the floor of this House for 
more than 4 years before I even got 
here. 

Well, Mr. Speaker, the problem with 
these repeated calls for action is they 
seem to be falling on deaf ears down 
the road at 1600 Pennsylvania Avenue 
at the White House. 

Mr. Speaker, the American public 
and our families at home are demand-
ing some answers. Earlier this year we 
introduced House Resolution 97, to set 
up a Truman-type commission to track 
fraud, waste and abuse in Iraq. This 
was after the reports from the Special 
Inspector General for Iraq Reconstruc-
tion came to the House Armed Services 
Committee, came to the committee 
that I have the honor to serve on, and 
he said there is $9 billion missing and 
14,000 weapons that are missing in Iraq. 
But recently, the Government Ac-
countability Office, again, nonpartisan, 
came and reported that now the num-
ber of weapons that are missing in Iraq 
went from 14,000 to 190,000. Think about 
that; 190,000 weapons, and 110,000 of 
those weapons were AK–47 rifles. 

Now, when I was in the military 
when I joined, I used to sing a cadence 
when you are running in the morning, 
we call it PT, physical training. The 
cadence said, ‘‘Used to date a beauty 
queen; now I date my M–16.’’ 

See, you held that M–16 rifle to you 
as if it was your girlfriend or your 
loved one, because you can never miss 
it. When you are in the field at night 
and you fell asleep and you had a few 
hours to catch some shuteye, you tied 
it around your leg so no one would 
steal it from you. 

That is called accountability. That is 
what the Blue Dogs stand for. That is 
why I joined this organization when I 
came to Congress. I was honored to be 
selected and to be part of them. 

You think about 110,000 weapons just 
missing in Iraq. Just missing. Imagine 
those weapons in the hands of Muqtada 
al-Sadr’s militia. 

The accountability is not happening 
in Iraq. It is not our troops’ fault, it is 
the Iraqi people’s fault, because they 
are not stepping up to the plate. You 
know, you lose a weapon in the U.S. 
military, you are probably going to be 
court-martialed. In Iraq, you are prob-
ably given a new one. That is a major 
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difference and one that we can’t stand 
for. 

These rifles are like the ones I used 
to carry when I was in Baghdad, Iraq. 
When I was there four summers ago, 
Mr. Speaker, August was called fire 
month. The month of August in Iraq is 
called fire month because it gets so 
hot. Imagine our troops over in Iraq 
right now, in 130 degree weather, with 
all that equipment on, every day work-
ing their tails off to support and defend 
the Constitution of the United States 
of America, that oath that they took 
when they became members of our 
great military. 

You look back at January when the 
President made the decision to esca-
late our troops over there. I spoke out 
against it. I thought it was the wrong 
policy. But the President overrode our 
decisions in Congress and he said, just 
give us 6 to 9 months for a political so-
lution. 

You look now, and I said then I am 
against the policy but I hope this surge 
works. I hope the escalation of troops 
works. I want our troops in Iraq to suc-
ceed. I spent months of my life there, 
and I care for the Iraqi people and I 
love our troops. 

But now it has been 9 months. Now 
you look at what is really happening. 
They said 6 to 9 months to allow a po-
litical solution to happen. Nine months 
later, you had the Iraqi Parliament 
take a summer vacation. Take a sum-
mer vacation, when our troops are 
fighting every single day. 

You had the Shia government that is 
in power now, before the Sunnis were 
in power, now it is the Shia, it is a de-
mocracy, they have to reach across the 
table and work with the Sunnis. They 
have got to put their personal beliefs 
aside for one Iraq. 

So the Shia leadership, President 
Maliki said, okay, we are going to 
reach these benchmarks. We are going 
to do these commonsense things that 
we pledged to do now for years. They 
still haven’t done them. Things like 
sharing oil revenue with the Sunnis, 
they haven’t done them. 

So what political solution do we have 
right now, Mr. Speaker? We have the 
Sunnis saying I quit. I quit. You don’t 
see our troops quit. You see our troops 
standing up every single day. 

For those listeners at home, you 
make sure when you see a troop, 
whether it is in a restaurant or airport 
or train station, you don’t have to give 
them a long speech. You might not 
agree with the foreign policy of the 
United States of America. But I ask 
my fellow Americans, Mr. Speaker, to 
make sure that you tell those troops 
when you see them out there in every 
day America, say thank you very much 
for serving our country. That is all you 
need to say. It means the world to 
them. 

I took my wife out, I had a date night 
the other night. I took my wife out, we 

went to Red Lobster. My wife’s grand-
mother watched our little daughter. 
We went to date night, and, Mr. Speak-
er, after dinner she went to the rest-
room to use it at the Red Lobster. 

I am waiting in the car, and waiting 
to get into the Red Lobster was a mem-
ber of the Pennsylvania National 
Guard. He was there with his family. I 
took the keys out of the car. I ran up 
to him real quick. I was dressed not 
like a Congressman, I was just like a 
regular guy, just a regular shirt and I 
had shorts on him. I said to him, I said, 
hey, troop, I just want you to know 
that I appreciate your service to our 
country. 

b 2215 

Then we started talking a little bit 
and at the end I told him I was a con-
gressman and gave him my card. I said, 
If there is anything I can ever do, you 
let me know, and I will keep you in my 
prayers. 

He got choked up and said, Thank 
you, Mr. Congressman, I appreciate 
that. 

I told him, Just call me ‘‘Patrick.’’ 
You don’t have to call me ‘‘Mr. Con-
gressman.’’ 

We have meetings in Washington on 
the Armed Services Committee. I am 
also honored to serve on the Intel-
ligence Committee. We also have meet-
ings of the Blue Dog Democrats. We 
talk about these things at the Blue 
Dog Democrat meetings. We care with 
every fiber of our being for these 
troops. 

Mr. Speaker, I was at a meeting with 
the Blue Dogs at 5:00, or 1700 as they 
say in military time. I passed around a 
sheet talking about how can we take 
care of our troops. 

When troops get orders to deploy, 
sometimes they don’t have a lot of 
time. Sometimes they have rent. Well, 
they don’t need to have an apartment 
if they are in Iraq or Afghanistan for 15 
months, so they want to break their 
lease. There is Federal law, there is the 
Servicemembers Civil Relief Act, so 
they can break their lease. It is a com-
monsense bill that this Congress 
passed. There is a bill that says expand 
that now to allow our troops who have 
cell phones, a 1-year or 2-year program, 
why not allow the troops to break their 
cell phone contracts. Their cell phones 
are from Verizon or Cingular, and they 
don’t have cell phones over in Baghdad 
or in Afghanistan. That commonsense 
approach says let them break their cell 
phone lease under Federal law. That is 
the type of backing that they need. 

To get back to the Iraq Account-
ability Act, Mr. Speaker, you look at 
what this Iraq Accountability Act has 
done to shed light on fraud, waste and 
abuse. The report that I just mentioned 
about the 190,000 weapons is a disgrace 
when you talk about accountability. 

Last month, there were a total of 73 
criminal investigations related to con-

tract fraud in Kuwait, Iraq, and Af-
ghanistan; 73 criminal investigations. 
That is 73 investigations on contracts 
totaling $5 billion. That is billion with 
a ‘‘b,’’ Mr. Speaker. The charges so far 
identify more than $15 million in 
bribes. If there is ever a time for a new 
direction in Iraq, now is the time, Mr. 
Speaker. If there is ever a time for ac-
countability and oversight, now is the 
time, Mr. Speaker. 

And as long as my fellow Blue Dogs 
and I are here in the House’s great 
body, we will keep calling, we will keep 
fighting for what American families 
and what American troops deserve, and 
that is civilian leadership that is just 
as smart and savvy as those troops on 
the ground. 

I want to thank again the gentleman 
from Arkansas, Mr. ROSS, for allowing 
me to speak. I appreciate your leader-
ship role with the Blue Dog Democrats. 

When I was home, Mr. Speaker, and I 
was talking to those families in Bucks 
County, many told me, Mr. Congress-
man, I like that are you a Blue Dog 
and that you are standing up for fiscal 
responsibility and you stand up for 
change. I like the fact that you stand 
up for a new direction. I like the fact 
that you talk about that $9 trillion in 
debt that we have right now and how it 
is immoral to pass it on to our kids, be-
cause it is. I like the fact that the Blue 
Dogs stand up and say you have a pay- 
as-you-go system, not a pass-the-buck 
system. That is what happened before. 
That’s leadership. 

And, Mr. Speaker, to the gentleman 
from Arkansas, to my colleague from 
the great State of New York, it is a 
great honor to be among your midst as 
a fellow Blue Dog. 

Mr. ROSS. I thank the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania for his insight as 
someone who has served in the war in 
Iraq as a captain in the Army, and we 
appreciate his service here in the Con-
gress and his insight into helping us 
draft proposals like H.R. 97 to restore 
accountability and common sense on 
how your tax money is being spent in 
Iraq and ensuring that it is directed to-
wards our brave men and woman in 
uniform and protecting them and keep-
ing them safe. 

Mr. Speaker, it is time for a new di-
rection in Iraq, and that is what this 
Blue Dog hour has been about this 
evening. I thank my colleagues who 
have joined me. 

If you have any comments or ques-
tions, you can e-mail us at 
BlueDog@mail.house.gov. That is 
BlueDog@mail.house.gov. We stand 
here on behalf of 47 fiscally conserv-
ative Democratic Blue Dog members 
that make up the Blue Dog Coalition. 

f 

HEALTH CARE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 18, 2007, the gentleman from 
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Texas (Mr. BURGESS) is recognized for 
half the time before midnight, which is 
approximately 50 minutes. 

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, I want-
ed to come to the floor of the House 
this evening and do as I do many times 
late in the day after the official busi-
ness of Congress has concluded and 
talk a little bit about health care. 

Health care is going to be one of the 
things that we hear about a lot over 
the next 14 to 16 months before the 
next Presidential election. There are a 
lot of areas that I could discuss, but I 
want to concentrate on two areas. 
Those are the physician workforce 
itself, who is actually going to provide 
the care. And we are coming up on the 
4 year anniversary of a law that was 
passed back in my home State of Texas 
that dealt with significant medical li-
ability reform, and I would like to 
spend a few minutes talking about that 
also this evening. 

We have to, as a Nation, look at the 
effects that some of the policies that 
we have generated here in Congress, 
quite honestly some of the policies 
that we have had that have been preva-
lent in our Medicaid and Medicare sys-
tem that have resulted in physicians 
not continuing their practices, or, I am 
afraid to say, in some instances young 
people even deciding that the practice 
of medicine may not be for them. 

Now, right before we left on break, 
we had an opportunity to reauthorize 
the Children’s Health Insurance Pro-
gram. It was a program that is now 
going on 10 years since its inception, 
passed by a Republican Congress, 
signed into law by a Democratic Presi-
dent, so truly a bipartisan effort 10 
years ago. It is going to expire at the 
end of this month. 

Mr. Speaker, every one of us who 
stood in this Chamber and raised their 
right hand and swore an oath on Janu-
ary 3 that we were going to do the 
country’s business this year, every one 
of us knew that the Children’s Health 
Insurance Program expired at the end 
of the fiscal year, which is less than 30 
days away. 

Still, we waited until the absolute 
last minute before we broke on our Au-
gust recess. A bill came to the House 
floor after some fairly contentious 
committee proceedings. Regular order 
in the committees was not adhered to. 
We didn’t go through a subcommittee 
process. We got a big bill dumped on us 
right before we had a full committee 
hearing, and as a consequence, there 
was no time to evaluate that in my En-
ergy and Commerce Committee. It was 
brought to the House floor and it 
passed largely on partisan lines. It is 
strikingly different than the bill passed 
in the Senate, and the President had 
already indicated that he would not 
sign but veto the bill passed in the Sen-
ate. And I have to believe that the bill 
that was passed at the last minute, in 
the waning moments before the August 

recess by the House of Representatives, 
I have to believe that the President 
feels the same way about that bill as 
well. 

It is significant, of course, because 
there are a lot of people who depend on 
the State Children’s Health Insurance 
Program. 

Mr. Speaker, I don’t think I can 
name one person in this body on either 
side of the aisle who wouldn’t be for a 
reauthorization of this program if we 
could simply sit down and do it in a 
reasonable fashion. Unfortunately, 
that was not available to us. So now, 
we will go through and watch the 
drama of naming conferees and having 
conference committee hearings and we 
will have a bill that will come to us 
which may or may not be acceptable. I 
have to believe at the end of the day it 
is going to be very, very difficult for us 
to pass a conference report that the 
President can sign before the 30th of 
September. 

There was a lot of good stuff in the 
bill. There were a lot of good things in 
the bill that should have been tackled 
as separate entities, not rolled into 
this one big amalgam that was spread 
out before us right before the end of 
the session. 

One of the things that was addressed 
in the bill that I was grateful for was 
an attempt to deal with one of the 
things that has been a very conten-
tious issue the entire 5 years I have 
been in this Congress, and that is the 
issue on physician payments. But as a 
consequence of how the bill has been 
handled and how the bill was brought 
to the floor of the House and how the 
bill was pushed through the committee 
process, again it is unlikely that the 
reasonable things that were in the bill 
will ever see the light of day and those 
things will still be requiring our atten-
tion before we get to the end of this 
year. 

Mr. Speaker, one day right before 
Chairman Alan Greenspan concluded 
his tenure as chairman of the Federal 
Reserve, he came and talked to a group 
of us here on Capitol Hill, and the ques-
tion came up: Mr. Chairman, what do 
you see about the problems ahead for 
the Medicare program? 

Chairman Greenspan thought about 
it and he said: I think when the time 
comes, you will make the necessary 
hard choices that are required to keep 
the Medicare program solvent. He then 
went on to say what concerns me more 
is will there be anyone there to deliver 
the services when you actually require 
them. 

Those have been words that have 
stuck with me since the time Chairman 
Greenspan came and talked to us early 
that morning. He has since been back 
and talked to a different group, and I 
asked him if he feels the same way 
today, and the answer was not only 
yes, but yes and more so. 

Back in my home State of Texas in 
March, the lead article in a magazine 

that is published by the Texas Medical 
Association called Texas Medicine was 
an issue about running out of doctors 
and how medical schools were having 
to work extra hard to develop new doc-
tors, and since this was a Texas-based 
article, to keep those doctors prac-
ticing in Texas. 

There is a series of three bills that I 
have recently introduced this year to 
try to deal with the oncoming physi-
cian manpower shortage as I see it. 
Now, the first of these bills would be to 
deal with graduate medical education 
and some enhancements to graduate 
medical education. 

This would help younger doctors with 
the creation of new residency pro-
grams. A strange thing about doctors 
is, and one of the things that was 
stressed in this article in Texas Medi-
cine, we have a lot of inertia. A doctor 
is very likely to go into practice within 
a 50- or 100-mile radius of where that 
doctor does their residency. They don’t 
show a lot of originality of thought 
when it goes into establishing that pri-
vate practice. They tend to stay where 
they were in training. 

There are a lot of reasons for that: 
Comfort and knowledge of the other 
practitioners in the medical commu-
nity, knowing those pathways for re-
ferral, perhaps even already having es-
tablished some pathways for referral 
sources while in the residency pro-
gram. For whatever reason, doctors 
tend to practice very close to where 
they trained in residency. 

But a lot of smaller and medium- 
sized communities with hospitals that 
have a patient load that would sustain 
a residency program, in fact, don’t 
have a residency program. The barrier 
to entry for a hospital like that to set 
up a residency program is quite expen-
sive, and so the barrier to entry is sig-
nificant. And as a consequence, those 
residency programs are just not done. 
They are not established. 

The bill I proposed is designed to get 
more training programs into areas 
where medical service is less than opti-
mal, perhaps rural or inner city areas, 
to get young doctors training in loca-
tions where they are actually needed. 

b 2230 

Now, the Graduate Medical Edu-
cation Enhancement Act, as intro-
duced, would develop a program that 
would permit hospitals that do not tra-
ditionally operate a residency pro-
gram, it would allow them the oppor-
tunity to start a residency training 
program to begin building that physi-
cian workforce of the future. 

Now, on average, it costs about 
$100,000 a year to train a resident, and 
that cost for a smaller rural hospital 
can, in fact, be prohibitive. Because of 
the cost consideration, the bill would 
create a loan fund available to hos-
pitals to create residency training pro-
grams, again where none has operated 
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in the past. The program, of course, 
would require full accreditation and be 
generally focused in rural suburban, 
inner urban areas, areas where, again, 
the need is greatest. 

Now, a diverse group of professional 
organizations, including the American 
College of Emergency Physicians and 
the American Osteopathic Association, 
have been very supportive of this legis-
lation, and I think realistically this is 
something that this Congress could 
take up and could agree upon in a bi-
partisan fashion, and in fact, we likely 
could do that before the end of the year 
if we were to set our minds to it. 

But locating young doctors where 
they’re needed is part of solving an im-
pending physician shortage that real-
istically could encompass the entire 
health care system in the country. 

Another aspect that needs to consid-
ered is actually training the doctors 
for those high-need specialties. Now, a 
second bill introduced, H.R. 2384 for 
those of you who are keeping score at 
home, the High Need Physician Spe-
cialty Act of 2007, establishes a mix of 
scholarships, loan repayment funds and 
tax incentives to entice more students 
to medical school and to create incen-
tives for students and newly minted 
doctors. This program will establish a 
repayment program for students who 
agree to go into high-need specialties, 
again family practice, internal medi-
cine, emergency medicine, general sur-
gery, OB/GYN, and practice in a medi-
cally underserved area. It will be a 5- 
year authorization at $5 million per 
year. 

This bill would provide additional 
educational scholarships in exchange 
for a commitment, and that commit-
ment is to serve in a public or private, 
nonprofit health facility determined to 
have a critical shortage of primary 
care physicians. 

Other prominent groups such as the 
American Association of Retired Per-
sons and the American College of Phy-
sicians support this high-need physi-
cian specialty legislation, and Mr. 
Speaker, I would just parenthetically 
point out, we did earlier this year a 
similar bill to offset some of the costs 
of educating young lawyers. And per-
haps we should devote some similar at-
tention to young physicians as well. 

But you know, Mr. Speaker, in ad-
dressing the physician workforce crisis, 
in a little bit we’re going to focus on 
some liability concerns in reforming 
the liability system. I’ve already 
talked about placement of doctors in 
locations in greatest need and the fi-
nancial concerns of encouraging doc-
tors to remain in high-need specialties. 

But the other thing we’ve really got 
to focus on is perhaps the largest group 
of doctors, and I know for a fact it’s 
the largest and still growing group of 
patients, that group that’s encom-
passed by the so-called baby boom gen-
eration and their effect on the entire 
Medicare program. 

We’ve all heard it before. The baby 
boomers are going to grow older and 
retire, and the demand for services are 
going to go through the roof, and if the 
physician workforce trends continue as 
they are today, that is, a downward 
trajectory, we may not be talking 
about just simply funding a Medicare 
program. We may be wondering where 
all the doctors are who are supposed to 
be taking care of those seniors. 

Again, I allude back to the comments 
of Chairman Greenspan, and I think 
those comments echo very strongly 
today. But year over year, one of the 
reasons for this happening is year over 
year there’s a reduction in reimburse-
ment payments from the Center for 
Medicare and Medicaid Services to doc-
tors, to physicians for services that 
they provide to Medicare patients. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, this is not a ques-
tion of doctors just wanting to make 
more money. It’s about stabilized re-
payment for services that have already 
been rendered, and it isn’t affecting 
just doctors. This problem affects pa-
tients and becomes a real crisis of ac-
cess. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, not a week goes 
by that I don’t get a letter or a fax 
from some doctor back in Texas who 
said, you know what, I have just had 
enough, and I am going to retire early 
or I’m no longer going to see Medicare 
patients in my practice or I’m going to 
restrict those procedures that I offer to 
Medicare patients. 

Mr. Speaker, I know this is hap-
pening because I saw it in the hospital 
where I practiced in my own hospital 
environment before I left the practice 
of medicine to come to Congress back 
in 2003, but I hear it in virtually every 
town hall that I do back in my district. 
Someone will raise their hand and say 
how come on Medicare you turn 65 and 
you have to change doctors? Mr. 
Speaker, the answer is because their 
doctor found it no longer economically 
viable to continue to see Medicare pa-
tients because they weren’t able to 
cover the cost of delivering the care. 

Medicare payments to physicians are 
modified annually under something 
called the sustainable growth rate for-
mula. You probably hear it referred to 
in the Capitol as the SGR formula. 
There are flaws in this formula. 
There’s flaws in the process, and the 
SGR-mandated physician fee cuts in re-
cent years have only been averted at 
the last minute by fixes that Congress 
does legislatively, usually at the elev-
enth hour right before we wrap things 
up at the end of the year. 

If no long-term congressional action 
plan is implemented, the SGR, the sus-
tainable growth rate, formula will con-
tinue year over year to mandate fee 
cuts. Mr. Speaker, let me also point 
out that these last minute fixes, Mr. 
Speaker, they’re not free. They add to 
the cost of ultimately repealing the 
SGR. 

One of the things we hear over and 
over again, it just costs too much, we 
can’t repeal the SGR. But every year 
that we delay fixing the SGR, we add 
billions and billions of dollars to the 
total cost of ultimately repealing this 
sustainable growth rate formula, the 
formula under which no physician can 
continue to practice and see Medicare 
patients. 

Mr. Speaker, unlike hospital reim-
bursement rates, which closely follow 
what’s called the Medicare economic 
index, that’s basically a consumer 
price index or cost of living adjust-
ment, however you want to look at it, 
it’s called the Medicare economic index 
which measures the cost of providing 
care. What is the cost of input for tak-
ing care of a patient in either a hos-
pital or medical practice setting? But 
physician reimbursements don’t track 
the Medicare economic index. 

In fact, Medicare payments to physi-
cians at present only cover about 65 
percent of the actual cost of providing 
services. Mr. Speaker, can you imagine 
anyone in business or any industry and 
ask them to continue in business if 
they receive only 65 percent of what it 
costs them to deliver whatever good or 
service it is that they’re providing? 
There’s a recipe for financial disaster if 
you’re in that sort of business. If 
you’re losing 35 cents out of every dol-
lar that is spent on health care, guess 
what; you don’t make it up in volume. 

Well, currently, the sustainable 
growth rate formula links physician 
payment updates to the gross domestic 
product, and Mr. Speaker, for the life 
of me I don’t understand that. There is 
no relationship to the gross domestic 
product to the cost of providing care to 
America’s most vulnerable patients, 
most complicated patients, our senior 
citizens. 

But we hear it over and over again. 
Simply repeal of the sustainable 
growth rate formula is cost prohibi-
tive, but you know, maybe if we do it 
over time, maybe if we don’t try to do 
it all at once right here and now, 
maybe there is a way forward in this. 

Last year, I introduced a bill, H.R. 
5866, which sought to repeal the SGR 
straight up, just get rid of it, and the 
cost for that was scored by the Con-
gressional Budget Office as being $218 
billion. Reality is today, because of the 
cost of doing nothing, that repeal 
would likely cost in the neighborhood 
of $265- to $275 billion over that 10-year 
budget window, that elusive 10-year 
window that we’re always talking 
about. 

Mr. Speaker, paying physicians fairly 
will extend the career of many doctors 
who are now in practice, who otherwise 
some mornings may wake up and just 
opt-out of the Medicare program and 
may seek early retirement. They may 
run for Congress or they may restrict 
those procedures that they offer to 
their Medicare patients. You know, I 
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talked about ensuring an adequate 
physician workforce. If we were to fix 
this problem with the sustainable 
growth rate formula, if we were to 
evolve to a Medicare economic index 
way of paying for those costs of actu-
ally delivering the care, maybe then 
older Americans could have the insur-
ance that they will have the access to 
the coverage that they want, they need 
and that they expect. 

Mr. Speaker, we hear a lot in this 
body about things like pay for perform-
ance. Well, Mr. Speaker, I would just 
ask the question, how does driving out 
perhaps some of the most capable doc-
tors, doctors who are mature in their 
practice, who have developed practice 
patterns that are economical, they’ve 
developed efficiencies in their practice, 
that they are the doctors who are the 
most proficient in the operating room, 
the ones that will come to a diagnostic 
conclusion quickest, if we drive all of 
those doctors out of practice, how 
much are we going to have to pay for 
performance in that scenario? 

Mr. Speaker, in a bill that I intro-
duced, H.R. 2585, the physician pay-
ment stabilization bill, the sustainable 
growth rate formula would be repealed 
in 2 years’ time, in 2010. That’s 2 years 
from now, and by some other budg-
etary techniques, resetting the base-
line in the SGR formula, provide physi-
cians the protections that they would 
need for 2008 and 2009 so they would not 
see reductions in reimbursements over 
those years and would then provide 
them the sustained protection of the 
Medicare economic index in 2010 and 
beyond. 

Now, recently, again the Congres-
sional Budget Office estimated that the 
practical effect of my payment bill 
would bring a 1.5 percent update in 2008 
and a 1 percent update in 2009 and then 
a complete elimination of the sustain-
able growth rate formula in 2010. The 
CBO also calculates an additional sav-
ings of $40 billion off of the total price 
tag of the SGR elimination. 

Additionally, Mr. Speaker, we always 
hear how things like improving health 
information technology and, indeed, re-
porting and incorporating some per-
formance measures will lower the cost 
of care. Included in this bill would be 
two voluntary programs which would 
augment physicians’ payments 3 per-
cent for a physician or group who insti-
tuted some changes in their informa-
tion technology and a 3 percent update 
for physicians that would participate 
in a voluntary reporting process, for 
those individuals who want to further 
offset the damaging effects of what the 
last 10 years of cuts in the sustainable 
growth rate formula have brought to 
their practices. 

But Mr. Speaker, the concept here is 
very simple. It’s so simple that some-
times we forget what the concept is. 
The concept is stop the cuts and repeal 
the SGR formula. It’s the only logical, 

economically viable solution, and Mr. 
Speaker, it is the only solution that 
has in its focus the long-term problem. 

Again, a lot of people say why not 
just bite the bullet and go with the full 
repeal of the SGR and get it out of the 
way. I tried that last year. I really 
found no enthusiasm for it, either in 
this body or any of the professional or-
ganizations that are out there that os-
tensibly would be there to help push a 
concept like this. 

And Mr. Speaker, again, on paper it 
costs a tremendous amount of money 
to do that, and we’re required here in 
Congress to live under the rule of the 
Congressional Budget Office to find out 
how much things cost: If we’re going to 
be spending the taxpayers’ money, how 
much are we going to spend, over what 
time will we spend it. 

Because of the constraints of the 
Congressional Budget Office, we’re not 
allowed to do what’s called dynamic 
scoring. We can’t look ahead and say, 
you know, I think if we do things this 
way, we’re actually going to save some 
money. You can’t do that under the 
current Congressional Budget Office 
constraints, and maybe that’s okay, 
but it certainly puts some limits on 
some of the things that you’re able to 
do. 

Mr. Speaker, case in point is the 
trustee’s report from Medicare that 
came out earlier this summer, and the 
bad news is that Medicare is still going 
broke. But the good news is that Medi-
care is going to go broke a year later 
than what they told us, 2019 instead of 
2018. 

The reason for that, Mr. Speaker, is 
because 600,000 hospital beds in 2005 
were not filled in the Medicare pro-
gram. Those were beds that were ex-
pected to be filled, but in fact, those 
patients weren’t admitted to the hos-
pital. Because why? Doctors are doing 
things better. Doctors are doing more 
procedures and offering more in their 
offices, in their ambulatory surgery 
centers. Because of the way that the 
Medicare payment works in Part a, 
Part B, Part C and Part D, money that 
we save for Part A, because we spent 
more in Part B, never gets credited to 
Part B. 
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That’s why we have such a difficulty 
in offsetting these costs. This bill that 
I have introduced would actually take 
those savings, sequester them, aggre-
gate them, protect them, and 2 years 
later, cost savings from part A would, 
in fact, be applied to part B to bring 
down the cost of repealing the sustain-
able growth rate formula. 

One of the main thrusts of the bill is 
to require the Centers for Medicare & 
Medicaid Services to look at the top 10 
things that cost the most amount of 
money each year, to require the CMS 
to adopt reporting measures relating to 
these top 10 conditions. These things 

have already been developed. This is 
not reinventing the wheel. 

The American Medical Association 
and several medical consortia have al-
ready developed reporting measures on 
the 10 conditions that drive medical 
costs so high. 

We all remember the famous bank 
robber Willie Sutton. When they asked 
him why does he rob the bank, he re-
plied because that’s where the money 
is. Let’s go where the money is. Let’s 
go with these top 10 things where the 
greatest amount of money is spent be-
cause that’s where the greatest amount 
of savings can occur. 

If we can deliver care in a more time-
ly fashion, if we can improve outcomes, 
we are actually going to spend less. If 
we spend less, let’s give credit where 
credit is due. That’s not by building up 
the trust fund in part A; that’s by buy-
ing down the SGR formula in part B 
and ultimately repealing it once and 
for all. 

The same considerations may apply 
to the Medicaid program as well, so it 
will be a very useful exercise to go 
through and identify those top 10 con-
ditions, and where the savings can be 
the most easily gathered. Not only will 
it have an effect on Medicare, but I sus-
pect Medicaid as well. 

I think we ought to report back to 
the doctors to how they are doing, con-
fidentially, of course, and individually. 
We don’t tell everyone about every doc-
tor, but let the doctor know how he is 
doing compared to his peers, how he or 
she is doing as far as their Medicare ex-
penditures. 

You know what? Since we will have 
the data there, and it’s already col-
lected, I think we should share data 
with the patient as well. How much did 
your care cost the government last 
year? Try to encourage patients to do 
those things to participate in their own 
care and see if they will not participate 
in bringing the cost of that care down. 

Now, why do I spend so much time 
talking about this? Because it’s a very 
important concept. Now, in the SCHIP 
bill, as was passed by the House, there 
was a modest physician fix for 2008 and 
2009. It was less than the CBO scores, 
the physician fix for my bill, but the 
reality is, that the SCHIP bill, the phy-
sician fix contained within the SCHIP 
bill did not have as an end point the re-
peal of the SGR. 

I reiterate, if you don’t repeal the 
SGR, you only make the problem worse 
than in the out years. By 2010, what 
happens under the SCHIP bill? All 
those cuts come back, 10 percent, 13 
percent reductions in payments to phy-
sicians that year alone, and it con-
tinues year over year for the remainder 
of that budgetary cycle. 

In fact, the scenario, as it was de-
scribed to me, is modest update in 2008 
and 2009, you fall off a cliff in 2010, and 
you are frozen in 2013. It doesn’t sound 
like an attractive proposition to me. 
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There is a way forward in this that 

makes sense. I encourage Members of 
Congress to look at 2585. It is a reason-
able alternative to what was proposed 
in the SCHIP legislation. The reality 
is, as we all know, the SCHIP legisla-
tion is going to change radically before 
it ever sees the light of day. It’s un-
clear and uncertain at this time wheth-
er a physician fix will, in fact, survive 
in that bill. 

Whatever minutes I have left, I want 
to talk for just a little bit about med-
ical liability reform, because I think 
this is an issue that this House still 
needs to address. My home State of 
Texas, now going on 4 years ago, Sep-
tember 12 of 2003, passed a major piece 
of legislation that was modeled after a 
bill passed in the State of California 
back in 1975. 

I hate to admit that California was 
ahead of the curve on this, but the 
Medical Injury Compensation Reform 
Act of 1975 passed in the State of Cali-
fornia, which capped noneconomic 
damages, had a very, very significant 
effect on what, at the time, was an out- 
of-control liability climate in that 
State. 

The State of Texas adopted a similar 
program in 2003, modeled after the 
Medical Injury Compensation Reform 
Act of 1975 in California. The Texas bill 
actually puts a $250,000 cap on non-
economic damages as they pertain to 
the physician, a $250,000 cap on non-
economic damages as it applied to the 
hospital, and a second $250,000 cap on 
noneconomic damages if there is a sec-
ond hospital or nursing home involved, 
for an aggregate cap of $750,000 for non-
economic damages. Actual medical in-
juries are paid at the actual rate, but 
noneconomic damages are capped at 
$750,000 under the Texas law. 

This was a major, major change for 
Texas when this happened back in Sep-
tember of 2003. We had been undergoing 
many years of 20 to 30 percent in-
creases in premiums for physicians’ 
practices in Texas. In the late 1990s, we 
had 17 medical liability insurers in the 
State of Texas. In 2002, we were down 
to two medical liability insurers in the 
State of Texas. The rest had fled be-
cause the litigation climate was so un-
favorable in my home State of Texas. 
You don’t get very much competition. 
You don’t get your very best competi-
tive rates when you have only got two 
companies continuing to write business 
in your home State. 

In 2003, we did pass the medical li-
ability reform based off the California 
law, and a legitimate question to ask is 
how has Texas done since then? Re-
member I said we dropped from 17 in-
surers down to two, because the med-
ical liability crisis rose very quickly. 
Within 2 years’ time, we were back up 
to 14 or 15. 

I don’t know the total number today, 
but I believe it is either in the high 20s 
or perhaps even as high as 30 carriers 

in the State, a significant change from 
the environment from just 4 years ago. 
Most importantly, the carriers that 
have come back to the State have re-
turned to the State of Texas without 
an increase in their premium. 

In 2006, only 3 years after its passage, 
the Medical Protective Insurance Com-
pany had a 10 percent rate cut, which 
was its fourth reduction since April of 
2005. Texas Medical Liability Trust, my 
last insurer of record, declared an ag-
gregate of 22 percent cuts. Advocate 
MD, another company, filed a 19 per-
cent rate decrease, and Doctors Com-
pany announced a 13 percent rate cut. 
Real numbers, real numbers that affect 
real people and affect real access for 
patients in a State that realistically 
was in peril in 2002, a significant rever-
sal. More options mean better prices 
and a more secure setting for medical 
professionals to remain in practice. 

One of the unintended beneficiaries 
of this act was the effect on small com-
munity not-for-profit hospitals, the 
type of hospital who would have been 
self-insured for medical liability. 

They have been able to take money 
out of their escrow accounts and put it 
back to work in those hospitals to cap-
italize improvements, pay for nurse’s 
salaries, just the kinds of things you 
would want your small, medium-sized 
not-for-profit community-based hos-
pital to be doing, not holding money in 
escrow against the inevitable liability 
suit that might occur. 

I took the language of the Texas 
plan, worked it so it fit with our con-
structs here in the House of Represent-
atives. I took that language to the 
ranking member of the Budget Com-
mittee before we did our budget vote 
earlier this year. 

Representative RYAN, Ranking Mem-
ber RYAN on the Budget Committee 
had that proposal scored by the Con-
gressional Budget Office. The Texas 
plan, as applied to the House of Rep-
resentatives, to the entire 50 States, 
would yield $3.8 billion in savings over 
5 years’ time; not a mammoth amount 
of money, but when you are talking 
about a $2.999 trillion budget savings of 
any size, moneys that we will leave on 
the table in this budgetary cycle that 
could have gone into some other spend-
ing priority, I’ve got to ask you, I’ve 
got to tell you, I just frankly do not 
understand why we would not look 
more seriously about taking up that 
type of plan. 

Now, on the fourth anniversary of the 
passage of the Texas plan, I do intend 
to introduce this legislation. I think it 
is commonsense legislation that would 
bring significant relief to our doctors 
in practice and be a significant source 
of monetary savings for this House. 

If Texas is doing such a good job as a 
State, why do I even care about it? 
Why do I even bring up that maybe we 
ought to look for a national solution? 

Well, consider this. A 1996 study done 
at Stanford University revealed that in 

the Medicare system alone, that’s a 
system that we pay for, that we have 
to come up with the money for every 
year, in the Medicare system alone, the 
cost of defensive medicine was approxi-
mately $28 to $30 billion a year. 

That was 10 years ago. I suspect that 
number is higher today. That’s why we 
can scarcely afford to continue on the 
trajectory that we are on with medical 
liability in this body and in this coun-
try. Again, I frankly do not understand 
why we will not embrace and capture 
those savings that are sitting out there 
within easy reach. 

I began this hour talking about the 
physician workforce, and let me con-
clude this part of the liability discus-
sion by coming back to the issue of the 
physician workforce. 

No other issue in the practice of med-
icine, and I speak to you for someone 
who had a medical license and who still 
has a medical license, but it was an ac-
tive practice for over 25 years before 
coming to Congress. No other issue 
grates on the sensibilities of a doctor 
in practice as a constant concern about 
a medical liability suit. We go into 
practice to do good work. We go into 
practice to do good things. 

If a mistake is made or if an outcome 
is bad, it doesn’t always mean that the 
next step has to be a trip to the law-
yer’s office and going through one of 
these egregious, emotionally trying 
lawsuits. That’s one of the things that 
keeps young people away from the 
practice of medicine. They look at it 
and they think, well, it will cost me an 
awful lot to get that education. You 
know what, those courses are real 
hard, and by the time I get there, I will 
have to pay an enormous amount of 
money for my liability policy, and I 
don’t even want to think about what it 
would be like if I actually got sued. 

Young people getting out of college, 
are they considering medical school 
under those conditions? Unfortunately, 
a lot aren’t. 

We are keeping some of our best and 
brightest young people out of the 
health care profession because of the 
burden that we put upon them, the bur-
den economically that we put upon 
them to get that education, just the 
burden that the education itself en-
tails. It can’t lighten that burden. It 
takes a lot of effort to study medicine. 
It takes more effort, I would suspect, 
here in the early 21st century than it 
did late in the 20th century when I was 
in my medical school classes. 

But we have to consider the emo-
tional price that we are asking young 
people to pay if they are go into the 
practice of medicine. It is within our 
grasp to reform this system. It is with-
in our best interest as a country to re-
form this system, and financially, it 
makes tremendous sense to reform this 
system. 

So I ask other Members of Congress 
to join me when I introduce this legis-
lation later this month. This, again, is 
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a commonsense, practical approach, 
proven in the laboratory of the States, 
my home State of Texas, to be a proven 
and effective method of reducing the 
cost of medical liability. 

You have been very indulgent this 
evening. 

f 

AMERICAN PATENT LAW 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 18, 2007, the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. ROHRABACHER) is recognized 
for 60 minutes. 

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Mr. Speaker, 
tonight I would like to raise a red flag 
to draw attention, the attention of my 
fellow Members, who are here assem-
bled, as well as those listening on C– 
SPAN and those who will be reading 
this in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

On Friday, legislation is scheduled to 
come to the floor of the House that will 
have a huge impact on the American 
people, yet it is receiving little atten-
tion. What is it? It is a proposal to dra-
matically diminish a constitutionally 
protected right by fundamentally al-
tering America’s patent system. 

If H.R. 1908, the bill in question, 
passes, there will be tremendous long- 
term negative consequences for our 
country. 

Patent law is thought to be so com-
plicated and esoteric that most people 
tune out once they realize that’s what 
the subject is. Yet our technological 
genius and the laws protecting and pro-
moting that genius have been at the 
heart of America’s success as a Nation. 
America’s technological edge has per-
mitted the American people to have 
the highest standard of living in the 
world and permitted our country to 
sail safely through troubled waters, the 
troubled waters of world wars and 
international threats. 
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American technology has made all 
the difference. And it is the American 
patent law that has determined what 
technology, what level of technology 
development that America has had. 
Protecting individual rights, even of 
the little guy, has been the hallmark of 
our country. Patent rights, the right to 
own one’s creation, are one of those 
rights that are written into the United 
States Constitution. In fact, Benjamin 
Franklin, Thomas Jefferson, George 
Washington and others, all our Found-
ing Fathers were not only people that 
believed in freedom, but they also be-
lieved in technology and the potential 
of American genius. Visit Monticello 
and see what Thomas Jefferson did 
with the time after he penned the 
words of the Declaration of Independ-
ence and after he served as President of 
the United States. He went back to 
Monticello and he spent his time in-
venting things, inventing pieces of 
equipment and technologies that would 

lift the burden from the shoulders of 
labor. 

And then there was Benjamin Frank-
lin, again, a man who participated in 
the Declaration of Independence as 
well as the Constitution. He was the in-
ventor of the bifocal. He was the inven-
tor of the stove that kept people warm. 
Until then people only had fireplaces. 
He had many other inventions to his 
name. Yet he was also a man, one of 
our cherished Founding Fathers, who 
helped us create this free Nation. He 
believed in freedom and technology and 
believed that with freedom and tech-
nology we could increase the standard 
of living of our people, not just the 
elite, but of all the American people. 

We have had the strongest protection 
system in terms of patents in the 
world; and that is why, in the history 
of humankind, there has never been a 
more innovative or creative people. It 
didn’t just happen. It happened because 
in our Constitution, our Founding Fa-
thers saw to it that the laws protecting 
one’s intellectual creations, both tech-
nology and written communications, 
that those creative people would own 
their creations. No, it’s not just the di-
versity of our society that has created 
the wondrous standard of living that 
we have all bragged about. This is not 
simply the diversity of our people and 
some notion that we have by coming 
from all over the world that has cre-
ated the idea that all people should 
have opportunity and provided our peo-
ple with opportunity. No, the innova-
tion and progress and opportunity that 
we’ve enjoyed in America can be traced 
to our law, the law that protected the 
property rights of our people, just as 
we protected the political, just as 
we’ve protected the personal rights of 
our citizens. 

Eli Whitney invented the cotton gin. 
But he also invented interchangeable 
parts for manufacturing. How did that 
change America? How did that change 
the world? It uplifted us so people 
could have different sets of clothing 
that they could wear. The common per-
son was helped by the fact of America’s 
creative genius. Eli Whitney was a 
product of the American Constitution. 

Cyrus McCormick invented the reap-
er. Before that people had to carry 
heavy pieces of equipment, scythes and 
reapers that were based on human 
strength and not strength of tech-
nology. With the invention of the reap-
er, people had more food, people had 
full stomachs. 

Samuel Morse invented the tele-
graph, and from it came, of course, the 
telephone. And then there was Thomas 
Edison who invented the light bulb and 
so many of the other inventions. These 
were not just accidents. These were 
created because these people were able 
to flourish because they had constitu-
tional protections for their rights of 
their invention. 

One segment of our population, black 
Americans, were prolific inventors. 

Even at times when their rights were 
not being recognized, even when they 
faced major discrimination in our 
country, and at that time, even then, 
the issue of patent protection for our 
black citizens was recognized and be-
cause of that, many black Americans 
excelled in the area of inventions, men 
like Jan Matzeliger, who invented a 
machine that was used in shoe manu-
facturing. And before Matzeliger, and 
he was a former black slave, before he 
invented this shoe manufacturing ma-
chine, people in this country and all 
over the world usually wore one or two 
pairs of shoes for their entire life. And 
it was he that brought down dramati-
cally, brought down the cost of shoes 
for the entire population. One of our 
product American black inventors. 

George Washington Carver, a world 
respected scientist and inventor, and so 
many more in the black community. 
Why? Because in that era, when blacks 
were discriminated against, as I say, 
we actually respected the rights of 
ownership of black inventors and thus 
they excelled when their rights were 
protected. 

We are proud of our history of tech-
nology, because we know, as Ameri-
cans, we have, as we have always 
known throughout our country’s his-
tory, that these inventions that we’re 
talking about, made by Americans of 
every background, helped elevate the 
standard of living of all Americans. It 
created more wealth, wealth that was 
created with less labor and less burden 
on our people. It increased the stand-
ard of living of working people in this 
country so that not only the elite pros-
pered, but all of the people had a full 
belly and clothes for their children. 

The opportunity of all people who are 
part of the American brotherhood and 
sisterhood, the well-being of those peo-
ple can be traced, not just to our diver-
sity, which is something we celebrate, 
but also to the constitutional protec-
tion of our rights. And one of those 
rights which is so often overlooked is 
the right of people, the creators of new 
ideas, to own those ideas, whether 
we’re talking about the written word 
or whether we’re talking about techno-
logical advances. 

And then of course, when we’re talk-
ing about this, how can anyone forget 
the Wright brothers. The Wright broth-
ers. We remember the Wright brothers. 
They were two guys who worked in a 
bicycle shop. They ended up inventing 
something just less than 100 years ago, 
or just about 100 years ago actually, 
just a few more years than 100 years 
ago, and they were told, 110 years ago 
that it was impossible for them to 
make this invention. Yet, they went 
ahead. The elites were telling them it 
was impossible. They went ahead and 
they spent their own money, their own 
time. They saved up. They had very lit-
tle capital. They were the ultimate lit-
tle guys, and they moved ahead and 
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they did finally receive a patent be-
cause they changed the future of hu-
mankind, because they were the ones, 
of course, who took us from our feet 
planted on the ground to taking us off 
the ground and putting us on the road 
to the heavens. Just two ordinary 
Americans. 

We Americans are proud that with 
our opportunity all people have a 
chance and all people can help pull the 
rest of us up into the heavens like the 
Wright brothers. 

It was not only the raw muscle of 
every American. And so often people 
mistakenly think that human progress 
is a result of whether people work hard 
or not. That is not why people have 
higher standards of living. There are 
many people all over the world who 
work hard. They work strenuously 
hard. They work 15 hours a day. Their 
jobs are grueling. But no matter how 
hard they work, their society doesn’t 
progress. Their families don’t live any 
better. 

No, hard work is not the only thing. 
Yes, hard work is part of it, but inge-
nuity and creativity, the intellectual 
part of the equation is vitally impor-
tant to the success of any nation. And, 
yes, the legal system is also a vital 
part of that formula that will lead to 
uplifting all of humankind and can be 
seen in the example of the United 
States. So, yes, Americans work hard, 
just as others have. But Americans had 
their rights protected under law. And 
that’s what permitted the innovators 
and the creators and the technologists 
to thrive in this country and what 
pulled the standard of living of all of 
our people up. What was established 
was a system in our Constitution and 
with our laws and our patent system 
that would protect ingenuity and cre-
ativity. 

We treated intellectual property, the 
creation of new technologies, as we 
treated property, as we treated per-
sonal, and as we’ve treated political, 
rights. And that is what America is all 
about. 

Every person has rights. Now, we 
didn’t always live up to that dream; 
and, yes, there was discrimination, ter-
rible discrimination against black citi-
zens and we always have to recognize 
that. And against Indian Americans 
and others. But we have tried our best, 
and we are moving forward trying to 
perfect our system. 

But every American, every American 
has benefited by the fact that our tech-
nologies have been protected under 
constitutional law; and thus our cre-
ators, our creative population has man-
aged to bring about a higher standard 
of living and opportunities for all 
Americans. 

Today we face a great historical chal-
lenge. And this challenge comes at ex-
actly a time when our country is 
threatened from abroad economically, 
as never before. We must prevail over 

our economic competitors and adver-
saries, or the American people will suf-
fer. 

There are people who think of them-
selves at war with us. We know that 
radical Islam thinks they’re at war 
with us. But we also have people who 
think they’re at war with us economi-
cally. They’re at war with the well- 
being of the American people. They see 
us and the well-being of our people as 
their target. We must win this war, 
this economic competition that we are 
entering, this economic competition 
based not on hard work but on tech-
nology and creative genius; and if we 
do not win this war, our people will 
lose. Our people will lose especially if 
we permit the technology and creative 
genius of our people to be stolen by 
people who are our economic adver-
saries and to be used to outcompete 
our own people. If we lose this battle, 
our people will suffer. Future genera-
tions will see their standard of living 
decline, as well as the safety and 
strength of our country. If we do not 
remain technologically superior, we 
will find that in the future the liveli-
hood of our people and the safety of our 
country will be in jeopardy. 

Our economic adversaries, and their 
allies within the American business 
community, and let us note that, that 
our economic adversaries have allies in 
multinational corporations, many of 
them who are, what, part of the Amer-
ican business community. But these 
economic adversaries are engaged in a 
systematic attack on our well-being, 
and thus they have noticed one of the 
strongest and most important elements 
of America’s success has been the pat-
ent protection that we have offered the 
American people. 

Today, multinational corporations, 
some based here in the United States, 
run by an elite whose allegiance is to 
no country, these people have tremen-
dous influence near the Nation’s Cap-
itol. You can see it when it comes to 
China policy. You can see it when it 
comes to trade policy. And, now, in 
their attempt to undermine patent pro-
tections, you can see that in this effort 
to undermine the constitutional patent 
protections that our people have en-
joyed for over 200 years. 

There is a corporate elite at play who 
don’t give it a second thought to move 
their manufacturing operations to 
China. Now, here you’ve got Americans 
supposedly, American businessmen. 
They’re moving their manufacturing to 
a country run by a Marxist dictator-
ship. This corporate elite betrays 
American values and betrays the 
American working people themselves. 
What? Why do they do this? 

Well, they would rather exploit Chi-
nese slave labor with the full coopera-
tion of a dictatorial Chinese regime, 
than they would pay the market rate 
for the American working person and 
as well, which is part of the price, of 

course, of having a free society in 
which they are protected here at home. 
Yet, they would go to China and make 
a deal with the world’s worst human 
rights abuser to set up a manufac-
turing unit there. And this very same 
elite will do that and betray the Amer-
ican worker in order to make a 25 per-
cent profit rather than a 10 percent or 
a 5 percent profit at home, while at the 
same time the American working peo-
ple will get their share of the benefit 
because they’re working in that com-
pany. No, the American corporate elite 
that goes to China would rather do 
that. Many of them, by the way, are 
part of the electronics industry, as we 
know. The electronics industry has 
moved in a big way to China. They’ve 
even, in fact, claimed that, oh, well if 
we just have more interaction eco-
nomically with China, that, what will 
happen? Well, China will evolve into a 
democratic society. 

Yet, these same corporate leaders, 
supposedly Americans, help the Chi-
nese Government set up a computer 
system that will aid them in tracking 
down democratic opponents of the dic-
tatorship. We know now that the Falun 
Gong in China is suffering immense re-
pression, as are other believers in God. 
Yet, we have a business elite that 
doesn’t blink an eye at that and goes 
there and invests their technology and 
their capital in creating manufac-
turing there. 

b 2315 

Well, people who will do that won’t 
think twice about stealing a small in-
ventor’s or a little guy’s invention so 
that they won’t have to pay royalties 
to that American inventor. Why should 
they? If they are willing to deal with 
the tyrants and the gangsters in China 
and betray the American workers, why 
would they care about giving royalties 
to some inventor? And what are they 
doing? They are helping steal the 
American inventors’ products without 
giving the royalties, and, worse, they 
are taking it to China to use in manu-
facturing facilities over there that will 
even put more Americans out of work 
here. 

How could any American do that? 
Well, they aren’t Americans. What 
they are, if you get right down to it, 
they are globalists. Yes, people have to 
understand that here we are, our coun-
try has evolved into now this new di-
chotomy of globalists versus patriots. 

Well, put me on the side of the patri-
ots. We are supposed to be watching 
out for the interests of the American 
people. We are not supposed to be 
watching out for the American busi-
ness elite any more than we are sup-
posed to be watching out for the Amer-
ican worker. They are supposed to have 
equal rights. And one of those rights 
has been the protection of intellectual 
property. But the business and cor-
porate elites that want to move to 
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China, the same ones who are behind 
this legislation, H.R. 1908, the elec-
tronics industry, want to steal the 
technology being developed by the lit-
tle guy in America so they won’t have 
to pay royalties. That is what it comes 
down to. And these same people who 
are building the factories in China, the 
same people who are giving technology 
to China, the same people now who 
want to take the ideas of American in-
ventors and take them to China and 
elsewhere without having to pay royal-
ties, these are the people behind 1908. 

The justification for this attack on 
the patent system, guess what, it is 
called harmonization of our laws with 
the rest of the world. If you ask those 
people why do we have to make these 
fundamental changes to our patent 
law? Our patent law has been there for 
200 years. They will tell you that we 
have to harmonize our law with the 
rest of the world and our laws are to-
tally different. 

We cannot permit corporate elitists 
who consider themselves globalists to 
mold our policies, especially if it 
means diminishing the legal protec-
tions for our American citizens, espe-
cially those inventors and creative peo-
ple who are coming up with the tech-
nologies that Americans are going to 
need to have if our country is to be 
prosperous and secure in the future. 

If the globalists are successful, 20 
years from now our citizens will won-
der what hit them. Pearl Harbor hap-
pened in a moment. Our people woke 
up to the threat and they mobilized. 
Today it is happening slowly, and the 
attack is less evident. But rights are 
being eroded by the changes in our law 
that will cause a decreasing standard 
of living to our people and damage our 
way of life, and that damage will be 
devastating to the American people in 
years ahead, and they will never know 
what hit them. This attack is being 
conducted not by bombers in Pearl 
Harbor and Hawaii, but it is being done 
by lobbyists in the Nation’s capital 
who are out to pillage our wealth and 
transfer that wealth and power over-
seas. You see it everywhere. 

Who is watching out for the interests 
of the American people? We will let the 
public determine that. But first we 
have to get the public’s attention. And 
these moves on this patent bill have 
been so quiet. The vote is going to be 
Friday, H.R. 1908. They are going to try 
to slip this by. One of the steps nec-
essary for them to transfer the wealth 
and to cut down this dominance that 
the American people have over the 
global economy, one of the things they 
have to do to achieve that goal so we 
are harmonized with the rest of the 
world is to destroy our patent system 
and make it like the patent system 
from other countries. 

Lobbyists have been hired by well- 
heeled multinational corporations and 
by companies who no longer have any 

desire to pay for the use of technology 
that has been developed by other 
American citizens, little guys. They, of 
course, are not saying we are out to de-
stroy the patent system. They will be 
aghast when they hear that I am sug-
gesting they want to destroy the pat-
ent system. They know that is what it 
is, but they will act like they are 
aghast. 

Now, there are lots of flaws in our 
patent system. We hear about a wide-
spread problem, and there are some 
problems. But we know that many of 
the problems are just being exagger-
ated. For example, we hear horror sto-
ries concerning companies that are tied 
up for years in court and eventually 
have to relent to trial lawyers in terms 
about delays in the system. We hear 
about that. We hear about examiners 
who are overworked, which is true. Our 
patent examiners are heavily over-
worked. They aren’t getting the train-
ing they need, and they are not getting 
the pay they deserve. So we have got 
some problems in our patent system 
that we need to take care of. But that 
has nothing to do with H.R. 1908. 

In reality, of course, some of these 
problems aren’t real. Patent lawsuits 
are not a major problem, as people are 
claiming they are. Between 1993 and 
2005, the number of patent lawsuits 
versus the number of patents granted 
has been steady at around 1.5 percent. 
In fact, in 2006 only 102 patent cases ac-
tually went to trial. So when they say 
we have got to do this to correct the 
lawsuit problem, there isn’t a major 
lawsuit problem. 

But there are real problems that need 
to be solved. Our patent examiners, as 
I said, are overworked and they are un-
derpaid. They need to be trained. More 
money that comes from people buying 
patents, we need to keep that right at 
the patent office and train those patent 
examiners and give them the money 
they need so we can hire the top qual-
ity people. 

Unfortunately, the legislation mak-
ing its way through the system does 
not correct the problems. The problems 
are being used as an excuse, but the 
proposed changes that we are talking 
about here are not dealing with the 
problems. So there must be some other 
goal of this legislation. 

So let’s understand we need patent 
legislation that speeds up the patent 
process, provides training and com-
pensation for the patent examiners, 
and helps us protect our inventors 
against theft. Yes, we need to help our 
inventors protect themselves against 
foreign threat and, yes, even domestic 
threat. And we need to put some work 
into patent reform which will protect 
our inventors. Well, the bill that we 
are talking about has nothing to do 
with that. A bill that handled those 
goals would be justified and welcomed. 

Unfortunately, what we are wit-
nessing is a replay of the illegal immi-

gration strategy. The American people 
are crying out for protection against a 
virtual invasion of illegal immigrants 
into our country. The special interests 
who benefited by this flood of illegals 
tried to push an immigration bill 
through the Congress that would have 
made the situation worse. That’s right. 
They had a bill in the name of illegal 
immigration reform that would have 
made it worse. To confuse the public, 
they kept calling it a ‘‘comprehensive’’ 
bill as if it was designed to fix the 
problem. Instead, it was designed for 
one thing and one thing only. The com-
prehensive bill for illegal immigration 
was designed to give amnesty to all 
those illegals who came here illegally, 
which would have attracted, had we 
given them that amnesty, tens of mil-
lions of more illegals into our country. 
So it would have made it worse. But 
with a straight face, those who were 
advocating illegal immigration reform 
kept calling it a ‘‘comprehensive’’ plan 
even though they knew that implied 
they were reforming the system to 
make it better when, in fact, they were 
going the opposite direction of what 
the vast majority of people knew was 
the problem. And the problem was 
what? A huge influx of illegal immi-
grants into our country, and giving 
amnesty would have made it worse. 

Well, the same strategy is seemingly 
being used by those who are behind the 
effort to destroy the American patent 
system. So you will never hear them 
say they want to destroy the American 
patent system the same way that the 
advocates of comprehensive immigra-
tion would never admit what they were 
doing was amnesty. No, they are out to 
destroy the patent system as it has 
worked since the founding of our coun-
try. Instead of arguing their case, they 
are simply calling it a ‘‘comprehen-
sive’’ bill. Does that sound familiar? A 
‘‘comprehensive patent bill,’’ that 
makes it sound like you are going to 
make it better. No, you are out to de-
stroy the patent system. A ‘‘com-
prehensive immigration bill,’’ that 
sounds like you want to end this immi-
gration influx into our country. No, it 
is going to make it worse. Well, that is 
why the American people are a little 
bit confused. 

Who is watching out for the Amer-
ican people? The American people have 
got to pay attention to this. 

This bill, H.R. 1809, is similar to the 
one that we barely beat back 10 years 
ago. I called that the ‘‘Steal American 
Technologies Act,’’ and that was back 
10 years ago. And, believe me, we were 
up against the most powerful corpora-
tions. We were just a ragtag group of 
people. Marcy Kaptur on that side of 
the aisle and Steny Hoyer helped us 
out as well, Don Manzullo and myself 
and just a couple others. We fought 
these special interests, and no one 
thought we had a chance. But we won. 
And we won because the American peo-
ple got wind of what was happening, 
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and we won. We beat it back, and that 
was in 1997. But here we go again with 
a bill that looks almost exactly like 
that bill in so many ways. So I will 
just call H.R. 1809 the ‘‘Steal American 
Technologies Act, Part Two.’’ 

First and foremost, we have to, of 
course, look at what does H.R. 1908 do? 
First and foremost, it is designed to 
weaken the patent protection of the 
American inventor. So let’s just note 
that right off. The purpose of the bill is 
to weaken the patent protection, the 
constitutional rights that the Amer-
ican inventor has had since the found-
ing of our country. 

I support real reform, as do the oth-
ers who oppose this bill, but the pro-
posed changes in H.R. 1908 will cause 
the collapse of the American patent 
system, the system that has sustained 
America for 200 years, and that is the 
real purpose behind this bill. Make no 
mistake about it. 

For the RECORD I would submit a list 
of those major people and organiza-
tions who are opposed to the bill, Mr. 
Speaker. 

At this point in my remarks, I sub-
mit that list for the RECORD. 
ORGANIZATIONS AND COMPANIES WITH OBJEC-

TIONS TO BERMAN PATENT LEGISLATION 
(H.R. 1908) 
3M, Abbott Accelerated Technologies, Inc., 

Acorn Cardiovascular Inc., Adams Capital 
Management, Adroit Medical Systems, Inc., 
AdvaMed, Advanced Diamond Technologies, 
Inc., Advanced Medical Optics, Inc., Ad-
vanced Neuromodulation Systems, Inc., 
Aero-Marine Company, AFL–CIO, African 
American Republican Leadership Council, 
AIPLA—American Intellectual Property 
Law Association. 

Air Liquide, Air Products, ALD NanoSolu-
tions, Inc., ALIO Industries, Allergan, Inc., 
Almyra, Inc., AmberWave Systems Corpora-
tion, American Conservative Union (The), 
American Intellectual property Law, Asso-
ciation (AIPLA), American Seed Trade, 
Americans for Sovereignty. 

Americans for the Preservation of Liberty, 
Amylin Pharmaceuticals, AngioDynamics, 
Inc., Applied Medical, Applied Nanotech, 
Inc., Argentis Pharmaceuticals, LLC, Ari-
zona Biolndustry Association, ARYx Thera-
peutics, Ascenta Therapeutics, Inc., Associa-
tion of University Technology Managers 
(AUTM). 

Asthmatx, Inc., AstraZeneca, Aware, Inc., 
Baxa Corporation, Baxter Healthcare Cor-
poration, BayBio, Beckman Coulter, BIO— 
Biotechnology Industry Organization, 
BioCardia, Inc., BIOCOM, Biogen Idec, Bio-
medical Association, BioOhio, Bioscience In-
stitute, Biotechnology Council of New Jer-
sey. 

Blacks for Economic Security Trust Fund, 
BlazeTech Corporation, Boston Scientific 
Corporation, Bridgestone Americas Holding, 
Inc., Bristol-Myers Squibb, BuzzLogic, Cali-
fornia Healthcare Institute, California 
Healthcare Institute (The), Canopy Ven-
tures, Carbide Derivative Technologies, Car-
diac Concepts, Inc., CardioDynamics, Cargill, 
Inc., Cassie-Shipherd Group (The), Cater-
pillar, Celgene Corporation, Cell Genesys, 
Inc., Center 7, Inc., Center for Small Busi-
ness and the Environment (The), Centre for 
Security Policy, Cephalon, CheckFree, 
Christian Coalition of America. 

Cincinnati Sub-Zero Products, Coalition 
for 21st Century Patent Reform (The), Coali-
tions for America, CogniTek Management 
Systems, Inc., Colorado Bioscience Associa-
tion, Conceptus, Inc., CONNECT, Con-
necticut United for Research Excellence, 
Cornell University, Corning Incorporated, 
Coronis Medical Ventures, Council for Amer-
ica, CropLife America, Cryptography Re-
search, Cummins-Allison Corporation. 

Cummins Inc., CVRx Inc., Dais Analytic 
Corporation, Dartmouth Regional Tech-
nology Center, Inc., Declaration Alliance, 
Deltanoid Pharmaceuticals, Digimarc Cor-
poration, DirectPointe, Dow Chemical Com-
pany, Dupont, Dura-Line Corporation, 
Dynatronics Co., Eagle Forum, Eastman 
Chemical Company, Economic Development 
Center, Edwards Lifesciences, Elan Pharma-
ceuticals, Inc., Electronics for Imaging, Eli 
Lilly and Company, Ellman Innovations 
LLC, Enterprise Partners Venture Capital, 
Evalve, Inc. 

Exxon Mobile Corporation, Fallbrook 
Technologies Inc., FarSounder, Inc. Foot-
note.com. 

Gambro BCT, General Electric, Genomic 
Health, Inc., Gen-Probe Incorporated, 
Genzyme, Georgia Biomedical Partnership, 
Glacier Cross, Inc., GlaxoSmithKline, Glen-
view State Bank, Hawaii Science & Tech-
nology Council, HealthCare Institute of New 
Jersey, HeartWare, Inc., Helius, Inc., Henkel 
Corporation, Hoffman-LaRoche, Inc. 

iBIO, Imago Scientific Instruments, Im-
pulse Dynamics (USA), Inc., Indiana Health 
Industry Forum, Indiana University, Innova-
tion Alliance, Institute of Electrical and 
Electronics Engineers (IEEE)-USA, InterDig-
ital Communications Corporation, Inter-
molecular, Inc., International Association of 
Professional and Technical Engineers 
(IFPTE), Invitrogen Corporation, Iowa Bio-
technology Association, ISTA Pharma-
ceuticals, Jazz Pharmaceuticals, Inc., John-
son & Johnson, Leadership Institute (The), 
Let Freedom Ring, Life Science Alley, LIT-
MUS, LLC. 

LSI Corporation, Lux Capital Manage-
ment, Luxul Corporation, Maryland Tax-
payers’ Association. 

Masimo Corporation, Massachusetts Bio-
technology Council, MassMEDIC, Maxygen 
Inc., MDMA—Medical Device Manufacturer’s 
Association, Medical College of Wisconsin, 
MedImmune, Inc., Medtronic, Merck, Metab-
asis Therapeutics, Inc., Metabolex, Inc., 
Metabolix, Inc., Metacure (USA), Inc., MGI 
Pharma Inc., MichBio, Michigan Small Tech 
Association, Michigan State University, Mil-
lennium Pharmaceuticals, Inc., Milliken & 
Company, Mohr, Davidow Ventures, Mon-
santo Company, Motorola. 

NAM—National Association of Manufac-
turers, NanoBioMagnetics, Inc. (NBMI), 
NanoBusiness Alliance (The), NanoInk, Inc., 
NanoIntegris, Inc., Nanomix, Inc., 
Nanophase Technologies, NanoProducts Cor-
poration, Nanosys, Inc., Nantero, Inc., Na-
tional Center for Public Policy Research, 
Nektar Therapeutics, Neoconix, Inc., Neuro 
Resource Group (NRG), Neuronetics, Inc., 
NeuroPace, New England Innovation Alli-
ance, New Hampshire Biotechnology Coun-
cil, New Hampshire Department of Economic 
Development, New Mexico Biotechnical and 
Biomedical Association, New York Bio-
technology Association. 

Norseman Group (The), North Carolina 
Biosciences Organization, North Carolina 
State University, North Dakota State Uni-
versity, Northrop Grumman Corporation, 
Northwestern University, Novartis Corpora-
tion, Novasys Medical Inc., NovoNordisk, 

NUCRYST Pharmaceuticals, Inc. NuVasive, 
Inc., Nuvelo, Inc., Ohio State University, 
OpenCEL, LLC, 

Palmetto Biotechnology Alliance, Patent 
Café.com, Inc., Patent Office Professional 
Association, Pennsylvania Bio, Pennsylvania 
State University, PepsiCo, Inc., Pfizer, 
PhRMA—Pharmaceutical Research and Man-
ufacturers of America, Physical Sciences 
Inc., PointeCast Corporation, Power Innova-
tions International, PowerMetal Tech-
nologies, Inc., Preformed Line Products, 
Procter & Gamble, Professional Inventors’ 
Alliance, ProRhythm, Inc., Purdue Univer-
sity, Pure Plushy Inc., QUALCOMM Inc. 

QuantumSphere, Inc., QuesTek Innova-
tions LLC, Radiant Medical, Inc., Rensselaer 
Polytechnic Institute, Research Triangle 
Park, NC, Retractable Technologies, Inc., 
RightMarch.com, S & C Electric Company, 
Salix Pharmaceuticals, Inc., Sangamo Bio-
sciences, Inc., ScanDisk Corporation, 
Semprius, Inc., Small Business Association 
of Michigan—Economic Development Center, 
Small Business Exporters, Association of the 
United States (The). 

Small Business Technology Council (The), 
Smart Bomb Interactive, Smile Reminder, 
SmoothShapes, Inc., Solera Networks, South 
Dakota Biotech Association, Southern Cali-
fornia Biomedical Council, Spiration, Inc., 
St. Louis University, Standup Bed Company 
(The), State of New Hampshire Department 
of Resources and Economic Development, 
Stella Group, Ltd. (The), StemCells, 
SurgiQuest, Inc. 

Symyx Technologies, Inc., Tech Council of 
Maryland/MdBio, Technology Patents & Li-
censing, Tennessee Biotechnology Associa-
tion, Tessera, Inc., Texas A&M, Texas 
Healthcare, Texas Instruments, Three Arch 
Partners. 

United Technologies, University of Cali-
fornia System, University of Illinois, Univer-
sity of Iowa, University of Maryland, Univer-
sity of Michigan, University of Minnesota, 
University of New Hampshire, University of 
North Carolina System, University of Roch-
ester, University of Utah, University of Wis-
consin-Madison, US Business and Industry 
Council, US Council for International Busi-
ness. 

USGI Medical, USW—United Steelworkers, 
Vanderbilt University and Medical Center, 
Virent Energy Systems, Inc., Virginia Bio-
technology Association, Visidyne, Inc., 
VisionCare Opthamalogic Technologies, Inc., 
Washington Biotechnology & Biomedical As-
sociation, Washington University, WaveRx, 
Inc. 

Wayne State University, Wescor, Inc., 
Weyerhaeuser, Wilson Sonsini Goodrich & 
Rosati, Wisconsin Alumni Research Founda-
tion (WARF), Wisconsin Biotechnology and 
Medical Device Association, Wyeth. 

That list includes some large compa-
nies. It includes biotech companies, for 
example, who are putting out so much 
of the technology that we will need for 
the future. It includes pharmaceuticals 
who know that there are companies 
around the world who are waiting to 
steal the product after they have spent 
hundreds of millions of American dol-
lars into developing new pharma-
ceuticals. Almost all of our major uni-
versities are against this patent bill be-
cause they themselves are developing 
new technologies and they know that 
the new patent bill will undermine, un-
dermine, their efforts to create these 
new technologies and to benefit from 
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the technologies, as they should be-
cause they are the creators. The patent 
examiners are against this legislation. 
Labor unions are against this. The 
AFL–CIO is against this legislation. 
That is why we have another bipartisan 
coalition with Ms. KAPTUR and Judge 
Hastings and others who are on our 
side in this battle. It is a bipartisan 
Republican-Democrat coalition. It is 
the patriots versus the globalists. 

b 2330 

So why are so many opposed to it? 
Perhaps it’s easiest to understand the 
issue, because if you talk about what 
this bill does in terms of disclosure, 
and what does that mean, in this bill 
it’s called publication. 

From the founding of our country 
until recent years, it has been man-
dated that every patent application be 
held confidential until the patent was 
issued. So if you’re an inventor and 
you’ve got an idea and you’ve devel-
oped it, you filed the application; but 
you know that that’s going to be held 
secret. In fact, patent examiners could 
be put in jail for felonies if they release 
that information. 

Well, this, of course, is dramatically 
different than the rest of the world. In 
the rest of the world, after 18 months, 
in Japan and Europe, if you file for a 
patent, even if you don’t get the pat-
ent, they’re going to publish it for ev-
erybody to see. And the inventor is so 
vulnerable, they have to give up usu-
ally almost all the rights to the things 
they’ve invented. That’s why you don’t 
see the Japanese inventing many 
things; they perfect things, but they 
don’t invent them. 

In short, this bill, H.R. 1908, the Steal 
American Technologies Act, the sequel, 
now get into this, this is really impor-
tant and it’s easy to understand. This 
bill would eliminate the right of con-
fidentiality to American inventors. 
What does that mean? H.R. 1908 would 
mandate the publication of all patent 
applications 18 months after the patent 
is applied for whether or not the patent 
has been granted. 

Does everybody understand what 
we’re talking about here? We’re talk-
ing about American inventors up until 
now have known, if they so chose to do 
this, they would not have to reveal 
their secrets until the patent was given 
to them. Thus they had some legal pro-
tection. This bill will take that right 
away from the American inventors so 
that if they apply for a patent on very 
sophisticated technological break-
throughs, the Chinese, the Indians, the 
Japanese, the Koreans, they will have 
all have the information and be in 
manufacturing before our small inven-
tors even get their patent. 

With the Steal American Tech-
nologies Act, does that sound like 
that’s what I’m describing? That’s ex-
actly what we’re describing. We are in-
viting the foreign thieves to come in 

and take our most precious techno-
logical advances and use those tech-
nologies against us to put our people 
out of work. That’s why the labor 
unions are against this bill. That’s why 
the Democratic Party should be 
against this bill and the Republican 
Party should be against it. That’s why 
patriots should be against it. It is easy 
for everyone to understand that. 

Those pushing H.R. 1908 want China, 
Japan, Korea, India and others to have 
every detail of developing technologies 
and of our creative ideas even before 
the patents have been issued. This leg-
islation will facilitate China, India, 
and other countries in their efforts to 
steal our creative genius. First they 
will say, oh, well the inventor then 
could come back and sue these compa-
nies overseas who are using their cre-
ation that they’ve gotten by taking it 
from the information that was pub-
lished. Oh, give me a break. Does any-
one really believe that an American in-
ventor can go to China or India and can 
sue after they’ve been in production for 
years? They can’t even get the infor-
mation of how much has been produced 
over there at that time. So, yes, this is 
the Steal American Technologies Act, 
and we have got to stop them. 

Secondly, this bill changes the funda-
mental concept of the American patent 
system, another fundamental concept 
which this will end up with very dra-
matic and confusing consequences, al-
though it is a little hard to understand. 
Traditionally, ownership rights go to 
those inventors who were the first ones 
to invent the technology in question. 
That does not necessarily mean that 
they were the first one to actually file 
some type of patent application that 
dealt with that particular issue or that 
particular type of technology. No. If 
someone actually had an invention of a 
machine, their patent, if they actually 
invented it and they could prove that, 
it wasn’t the first to file that counts, it 
was the person who actually invented 
something. That was a principle in our 
system. And basically what it did is it 
prevented businesses and individuals 
from having to, for every time they 
made a little bit of progress, to go out 
and try to apply for another patent. 

Because with this system, what this 
bill will do, it will make sure that busi-
nesses now will be flooding the Patent 
Office every time they make one little 
step forward towards an eventual goal, 
rather than waiting for the goal to be 
achieved and have a complete new sys-
tem that can be justified to have a pat-
ent. 

So the people of the Patent Office be-
lieve that this change, which seems in-
nocuous, from something that has 
worked well for the United States for 
200 years, has worked well for us, and 
now they want to change it so that we 
can be like the rest of the world sup-
posedly, while the rest of the world, 
the only people who can operate at this 

level are these big multinational cor-
porations, the very elite rich guys. No. 
We want our regular Americans to be 
able to operate under this system. And 
making it first-to-file makes it so 
much more expensive because you have 
to apply for so many more patents, the 
little guy gets frozen out. Of course 
those people that are pushing this har-
monization know that very well. They 
just don’t care about the little guy be-
cause they are Goliath, and the little 
guy is just a little David down there. 

I am very happy that the history of 
the United States Government is the 
history of us being for the little guy 
over the big guy, that we protect the 
rights of the little guy. That’s why our 
patent law is different than the patent 
law in Japan, where economic shoguns 
control their economy. 

The third, H.R. 1908 fundamentally 
changes the legal criteria in which pat-
ents can be challenged. It provides nu-
merous ways in which large companies, 
foreigners, and other infringers can at-
tack and add costs to the inventors. So 
we’ve added all sorts of new ways for 
those guys to come in and attack that 
small inventor. We have opened up the 
system to the point where the inventor 
can be attacked before the patent has 
been granted, and also, the inventor 
can then, also with this legislation, be 
attacked after the patent has been 
granted. And this again changes those 
rules by offering new avenues to attack 
the small guy. Of course the big guys 
don’t care; they’ve got lots of lawyers 
working for them. What this will mean 
is the big guys can beat down the little 
guys just like they do in Japan. Don’t 
we want to harmonize with Japan? 
Don’t we want to have a society like 
Japan where ordinary citizens never 
dream about increasing their standard 
of living and rising up and having their 
children live better? No. 

This bill is a catastrophe for the lit-
tle inventor, and that’s why we have so 
many people who have opposed this 
bill, but yet it keeps moving forward. 
It keeps moving forward because there 
are special interests who will make 
huge sums of money by not having to 
may royalties, especially in the elec-
tronics industry, which is different. Re-
member, they are different, the elec-
tronics industry than pharmaceuticals 
and biotech and the universities and 
the others and the smaller inventor. 
Why are they different? Because what 
they do is they put together a product 
with many different components, all of 
which you have to pay a royalty in 
order to use them. They don’t want to 
pay those royalties. They want to steal 
it from the little guy. Well, I’m sorry, 
the electronics industry has to pay for 
what they use. They’re not going to set 
up a system that undermines the pro-
tection that the little guys, that we’ve 
had for 200 years in this country. 

This bill complicates efforts to estab-
lish willfulness on the part of an in-
fringer. So what happens is you have 
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undermined some of the legal criteria 
used in the case if a small inventor or 
someone does go after an infringer. 
This bill changes some of the actual 
criteria that are being used. It creates 
a re-examined practice for facilitating 
attacks by infringers on legitimate 
patent holders. In short, this bill al-
lows large companies to swallow costs 
and risks so that it can beat down the 
rightful owners of technology. 

Now, it seems like a horror story to 
America’s inventors, but we are told 
what is really going on here, of course, 
as I keep saying, it’s an effort to har-
monize our laws. Now, doesn’t that 
sound nice? And doesn’t comprehensive 
reform sound nice? Just like com-
prehensive reform sounded good for the 
immigration bill. We knew what that 
was now, don’t we? Comprehensive re-
form was a way to give amnesty and 
destroy our protections against illegal 
immigration without having to ever 
confront the argument. 

This comprehensive reform of the 
patent system is the same strategy. 
Yes, they are going to harmonize the 
law with the rest of the world. That’s 
harmony. That sounds like a wonderful 
word. And ‘‘comprehensive,’’ that also 
sounds great. 

Well, we have had the strongest pat-
ent protection of any country on this 
planet, just as we had the same and the 
strongest protection for the rights of 
freedom of speech, freedom of religion, 
and other rights that we hold sacred. 
What would happen if in order to har-
monize the freedom of religion and 
freedom of speech for the rest of the 
world, we were told that the protection 
of our freedoms that we now enjoy need 
to be diminished so that they could be 
harmonized with the rest of the world? 

Let’s say we could be like the people 
of Singapore or some other country 
that is not necessarily democratic, but 
is not a dictatorship either. What 
would happen if the American people 
were told that? What would happen, I 
would tell you, there would be a revo-
lution through the United States of 
America. You are not going to dimin-
ish the rights of the American people 
in order to harmonize the law inter-
nationally. Forget it. I don’t care if it’s 
personal rights, political rights, prop-
erty rights or technology and creative 
rights like we’re talking about tonight. 
The patriots in this country are not 
going to see their rights diminished in 
order to create a new world order 
where we can all live in harmony with 
the elite telling us what to do. 

However, the move to harmonize pat-
ent law, of course, is going smoothly 
right now, unlike it would if we tried 
to say we’re going to bring down and 
diminish all those other rights, because 
there would be a revolution right now. 
But with patent law it’s going a lot 
more smoothly. 

In fact, it’s coming up to a vote Fri-
day and most people have no idea it’s 

coming to the floor, or most Americans 
and most people even in this body have 
no idea of the significance of H.R. 1908. 
Why? Because it’s being kept very low 
key. There’s no fanfare. Not many peo-
ple can even understand it. As I say, 
they tune out as soon as they hear the 
word ‘‘patent law.’’ All of this, of 
course, while the freedom and well- 
being of future generations is being 
frittered away. 

We are on the edge. If this bill passes, 
it will have dramatic impact on the 
well-being of average Americans. The 
fact is we have had the strongest pat-
ent rights protection, and that is why 
we have had more innovation and a 
higher standard of living than any 
other people in the world. The common 
man here has the opportunity that 
common people in other parts of the 
world do not have because America has 
had technological superiority, and 
we’ve had a system based on protecting 
individual rights, the individual rights 
of the little guy, not just the big guys. 

If our rights to patent protection are 
diminished, which is what H.R. 1908 
will do, if we do that, if we diminish 
the rights of our patent protection in 
order to harmonize with the rest of the 
world, we will end up with the same 
type of opportunity and the same type 
of rights that they have in Third World 
countries. 

Is that what we want? Do we want 
our people to have harmonized rights, 
new world order so we can all live like 
they live in Third World countries? 
Perhaps if someone is a corporate 
elitist who lives in a gated community, 
that might sound good. Hey, we can 
have all kinds of peons just walking 
around who will do my bidding and I 
can send my kids to private school. We 
live behind a gated community, I can 
actually have a driver and my kids can 
have nannies and we could have people 
cleaning up the yard and I can have my 
manufacturing facility in China, where 
they don’t care if they’re polluting the 
air or not. Boy, I’ll tell you, that 
doesn’t hurt those guys because they 
don’t identify, when you say Third 
World country, they don’t say, gee, I 
would be living worse off, they think 
it’s the other guy, the little guy. And 
they’re right, it’s the little guys. Yeah. 
These people don’t even want to pay 
royalties. 

The electronics industry, what this is 
based on, does not want to pay royal-
ties to the little guys. If you want to 
see anything more about this, you 
want to know the historic background 
of it, go down to the Nation’s Capitol 
and you will find a statue to Philo 
Farnsworth. Philo Farnsworth was the 
guy who invented the picture tube. 
RCA, Mr. Sarnoff, the president of 
RCA, tried to steal that technology 
from Mr. Farnsworth because he was 
just a little guy. And for 20 years they 
fought it out, the biggest, most power-
ful corporation. Instead of just paying 

Mr. Farnsworth a royalty and giving 
him some credit, they had to steal it 
from him, to beat him down in the 
ground and smash him like a bug. But 
luckily we live in the United States of 
America. That case went all the way to 
the Supreme Court; and God bless 
America, the Supreme Court sided with 
Farnsworth instead of this RCA that 
tried to dominate this man who gave 
them the genius that they needed to 
make the picture tube work. We 
wouldn’t have had it. They were going 
in the exactly the wrong direction, but 
they couldn’t even give him the credit. 

That’s what the corporate elite 
thinks about us little guys. That’s the 
way they do it. That’s why they want 
to change constitutional protections, 
make it a new world order. That’s why 
we have all of this talk about glob-
alism and all these international bod-
ies that we’re going to give power to 
because our corporate elite doesn’t feel 
threatened by that, but each and every 
American should because none of those 
people overseas are going to watch out 
for us. 

H.R. 1908 is coming up on Friday. It’s 
a major attack on a constitutional 
right that’s been part of the American 
system, part of the American system 
since the founding of your country. It’s 
written into our Constitution. 

b 2345 
We cannot make those changes and 

expect things are going to stay the 
same. But we beat this before. MARCY 
KAPTUR, DANA ROHRABACHER, DON 
MANZULLO and a few others, we beat 
back this attempt. But we did it be-
cause the American people called their 
congressmen and said, ‘‘Don’t vote for 
the H.R. 1908 Steal American Tech-
nologies Act.’’ That is what they did 
before, and we won. We contacted our 
congressmen. 

That is how we beat comprehensive 
immigration reform. We can beat this 
bill, too, just like that. We can watch 
out for America if the PATRIOT Act 
and we watch out for the little guy to-
gether, if all of us come together and 
watch out for the little guy, all of our 
rights will be protected. That is what 
America is all about. 

I beg my fellow Members to pay at-
tention to this vote. I beg the Amer-
ican people to pay attention to this 
vote. There will be dramatic changes in 
our life and the opportunity our chil-
dren will face and the safety of our 
country if we change this fundamental 
of our law. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

f 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 
By unanimous consent, leave of ab-

sence was granted to: 
Ms. HOOLEY (at the request of Mr. 

HOYER) for today and the balance of 
the week on account of business in the 
district. 
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Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas 

(at the request of Mr. HOYER) for today 
and until 1:30 p.m. on September 5 on 
account of medical reasons. 

Mr. POE (at the request of Mr. 
BOEHNER) for today on account of offi-
cial business. 

Mr. SHIMKUS (at the request of Mr. 
BOEHNER) for today and the balance of 
the week on account of attending the 
NATO Parliamentary Assembly in Af-
ghanistan. 

Mr. WELLER of Illinois (at the request 
of Mr. BOEHNER) for today and the bal-
ance of the week on account of per-
sonal reasons. 

Mrs. WILSON of New Mexico (at the 
request of Mr. BOEHNER) for today on 
account of illness. 

Mr. LUCAS (at the request of Mr. 
BOEHNER) for today and September 5 on 
account of family illness. 

Mr. ROYCE (at the request of Mr. 
BOEHNER) for today and the balance of 
the week on account of illness. 

f 

SPECIAL ORDERS GRANTED 

By unanimous consent, permission to 
address the House, following the legis-
lative program and any special orders 
heretofore entered, was granted to: 

(The following Members (at the re-
quest of Ms. SOLIS) to revise and extend 
their remarks and include extraneous 
material:) 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts, for 5 
minutes, today. 

Ms. HERSETH SANDLIN, for 5 minutes, 
today. 

Mr. WYNN, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. DEFAZIO, for 5 minutes, today. 
Ms. WOOLSEY, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. CUMMINGS, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. SARBANES, for 5 minutes, today. 
Ms. SOLIS, for 5 minutes, today. 
Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas, for 5 min-

utes, today. 
(The following Members (at the re-

quest of Mr. GINGREY) to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and include extra-
neous material:) 

Mr. POE, for 5 minutes, September 5, 
6, 7, and 11. 

Mr. BURTON of Indiana, for 5 minutes, 
today and September 5, 6, and 7. 

Mr. GARRETT of New Jersey, for 5 
minutes, September 5. 

Mr. JONES of North Carolina, for 5 
minutes, today and September 5, 6, 7, 
and 11. 

Mr. GINGREY, for 5 minutes, today. 
f 

SENATE BILL REFERRED 

A bill of the Senate of the following 
title was taken from the Speaker’s 
table and, under the rule, referred as 
follows: 

S. 163. An act to improve the disaster loan 
program of the Small Business Administra-

tion, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Small Business. 

f 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 
Ms. Lorraine C. Miller, Clerk of the 

House, reported and found truly en-
rolled bills of the House of the fol-
lowing titles, which were thereupon 
signed by Speaker pro tempore, Mr. 
HOYER: 

H.R. 1260. An act to designate the facility 
of the United States Postal Service located 
at 6301 Highway 58 in Harrison, Tennessee, as 
the ‘‘Claude Ramsey Post Office’’. 

H.R. 1335. An act to designate the facility 
of the United States Postal Service located 
at 508 East Main Street in Seneca, South 
Carolina, as the ‘‘S/Sgt Lewis G. Watkins 
Post Office Building’’. 

H.R. 1384. An act to designate the facility 
of the United States Postal Service located 
at 118 Minner Avenue in Bakersfield, Cali-
fornia, as the ‘‘Buck Owens Post Office’’. 

H.R. 1425. An act to designate the facility 
of the United States Postal Service located 
at 4551 East 52nd Street in Odessa, Texas, as 
the ‘‘Staff Sergeant Marvin ‘Rex’ Young 
Post Office Building’’. 

H.R. 1434. An act to designate the facility 
of the United States Postal Service located 
at 896 Pittsburgh Street in Springdale, Penn-
sylvania, as the ‘‘Rachel Carson Post Office 
Building’’. 

H.R. 1617. An act to designate the facility 
of the United States Postal Service located 
at 561 Kingsland Avenue in University City, 
Missouri, as the ‘‘Harriett F. Woods Post Of-
fice Building’’. 

H.R. 1722. An act to designate the facility 
of the United States Postal Service located 
at 601 Banyan Trail in Boca Raton, Florida, 
as the ‘‘Leonard W. Herman Post Office’’. 

H.R. 2025. An act to designate the facility 
of the United States Postal Service located 
at 11033 South State Street in Chicago, Illi-
nois, as the ‘‘Willye B. White Post Office 
Building’’. 

H.R. 2077. An act to designate the facility 
of the United States Postal Service located 
at 20805 State Route 125 in Blue Creek, Ohio, 
as the ‘‘George B. Lewis Post Office Build-
ing’’. 

H.R. 2078. An act to designate the facility 
of the United States Postal Service located 
at 14536 State Route 136 in Cherry Fork, 
Ohio, as the ‘‘Staff Sergeant Omer ‘O.T.’ 
Hawkins Post Office’’. 

H.R. 2127. An act to designate the facility 
of the United States Postal Service located 
at 408 West 6th Street in Chelsea, Oklahoma, 
as the ‘‘Clem Rogers McSpadden Post Office 
Building’’. 

H.R. 2309. An act to designate the facility 
of the United States Postal Service located 
at 3916 Milgen Road in Columbus, Georgia, as 
the ‘‘Frank G. Lumpkin, Jr. Post Office 
Building’’. 

H.R. 2563. An act to designate the facility 
of the United States Postal Service located 
at 309 East Linn Street in Marshalltown, 
Iowa, as the ‘‘Major Scott Nisely Post Of-
fice’’. 

H.R. 2570. An act to designate the facility 
of the United States Postal Service located 
at 301 Boardwalk Drive in Fort Collins, Colo-
rado, as the ‘‘Dr. Karl E. Carson Post Office 
Building’’. 

H.R. 2688. An act to designate the facility 
of the United States Postal Service located 

at 103 South Getty Street in Uvalde, Texas, 
as the ‘‘Dolph Briscoe, Jr. Post Office Build-
ing’’. 

H.R. 3006. An act to improve the use of a 
grant of a parcel of land to the State of 
Idaho for use as an agricultural college, and 
for other purposes. 

H.R. 3311. An act to authorize additional 
funds for emergency repairs and reconstruc-
tion of the Interstate I–35 bridge located in 
Minneapolis, Minnesota, that collapsed on 
August 1, 2007, to waive the $100,000,000 limi-
tation on emergency relief funds for those 
emergency repairs and reconstruction, and 
for other purposes. 

f 

SENATE ENROLLED BILL SIGNED 

The SPEAKER announced her signa-
ture to an enrolled bill of the Senate of 
the following title: 

S. 1927. An act to amend the Foreign Intel-
ligence Surveillance Act of 1978 to provide 
additional procedures for authorizing certain 
acquisitions of foreign intelligence informa-
tion and for other purposes. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Mr. Speaker, I 
move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 11 o’clock and 46 minutes 
p.m.), the House adjourned until to-
morrow, Wednesday, September 5, 2007, 
at 10 a.m. 

f 

OATH OF OFFICE MEMBERS, RESI-
DENT COMMISSIONER, AND DEL-
EGATES 

The oath of office required by the 
sixth article of the Constitution of the 
United States, and as provided by sec-
tion 2 of the act of May 13, 1884 (23 
Stat. 22), to be administered to Mem-
bers, Resident Commissioner, and Dele-
gates of the House of Representatives, 
the text of which is carried in 5 U.S.C. 
3331: 

‘‘I, AB, do solemnly swear (or af-
firm) that I will support and defend 
the Constitution of the United 
States against all enemies, foreign 
and domestic; that I will bear true 
faith and allegiance to the same; 
that I take this obligation freely, 
without any mental reservation or 
purpose of evasion; and that I will 
well and faithfully discharge the 
duties of the office on which I am 
about to enter. So help me God.’’ 

has been subscribed to in person and 
filed in duplicate with the Clerk of the 
House of Representatives by the fol-
lowing Member of the 109th Congress, 
pursuant to the provisions of 2 U.S.C. 
25: 

LAURA RICHARDSON, California, Thir-
ty-Seventh. 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, Vol. 153, Pt. 17 23481 September 4, 2007 
EXPENDITURE REPORTS CONCERNING OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL 

Reports concerning the foreign currencies and U.S. dollars utilized for speaker-authorized official travel during the 
first and second quarters of 2007, pursuant to Public Law 95–384 are as follows: 

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, DELEGATION TO CANADA-U.S. INTERPARLIAMENTARY GROUP, CONFERENCE HELD IN WINDSOR, CANADA BETWEEN MAY 18 
AND MAY 21, 2007 

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Hon. Jim Oberstar .................................................... 5 /18 5 /21 Canada ................................................. .................... 893.98 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 893.98 
Hon. Peter Welch ..................................................... 5 /18 5 /21 Canada ................................................. .................... 504.55 .................... 3 560.21 .................... .................... .................... 1,064.76 
Hon. Michael McNulty .............................................. 5 /18 5 /21 Canada ................................................. .................... 801.99 .................... (3) .................... 83.00 .................... 884.99 
Hon. Cliff Stearns .................................................... 5 /18 5 /21 Canada ................................................. .................... 756.82 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 756.82 
Hon. Donald Manzullo ............................................. 5 /18 5 /21 Canada ................................................. .................... 252.27 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 252.27 
Hon. Mark Souder .................................................... 5 /18 5 /21 Canada ................................................. .................... 756.82 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 756.82 
Hon. Carolyn Kilpatrick ............................................ 5 /18 5 /21 Canada ................................................. .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
Hon. Henry Brown .................................................... 5 /18 5 /21 Canada ................................................. .................... 756.82 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 756.82 
Hon. Thaddeus McCotter ......................................... 5 /18 5 /21 Canada ................................................. .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
Hon. Paul Hodes ...................................................... 5 /18 5 /21 Canada ................................................. .................... 517.03 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 517.03 
Peter Quilter ............................................................ 5 /18 5 /21 Canada ................................................. .................... 756.82 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 756.82 
Janice McKinney ...................................................... 5 /18 5 /21 Canada ................................................. .................... 817.76 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 817.76 
Melody Hamoud ....................................................... 5 /18 5 /21 Canada ................................................. .................... 756.82 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 756.82 
Marin Stein .............................................................. 5 /18 5 /21 Canada ................................................. .................... 756.82 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 756.82 
Carl Ek ..................................................................... 5 /18 5 /21 Canada ................................................. .................... 756.82 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 756.82 
Dr. John Eisold ........................................................ 5 /18 5 /21 Canada ................................................. .................... 756.82 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 756.82 
Representational ...................................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 212.49 .................... 212.49 

Committee total ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... 9,842.12 .................... 560.21 .................... 295.49 .................... 10,697.84 

1 Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
2 If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 
3 Military air transportation. 

JAMES L. OBERSTAR, Chairman, June 14, 2007. 

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, DELEGATION TO NATO PARLIAMENTARY ASSEMBLY SPRING MEETING IN MADEIRA, PORTUGAL FOLLOWED BY BILATERAL 
MEETINGS IN LISBON, PORTUGAL, TUNIS, TUNISIA AND RABAT, MOROCCO BETWEEN MAY 24 AND JUNE 3, 2007 

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Hon. John Tanner ..................................................... 5 /25 5 /30 Portugal ................................................ .................... 667.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 1,558.90 
; 5 /30 6 /1 Tunisia .................................................. .................... 298.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

6 /1 6 /3 Morocco ................................................. .................... 593.90 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
Hon. Paul Gilmore ................................................... 5 /25 5 /30 Portugal ................................................ .................... 667.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 1,558.90 

5 /30 6 /1 Tunisia .................................................. .................... 298.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
6 /1 6 /3 Morocco ................................................. .................... 593.90 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

Hon. John Boozman ................................................. 5 /25 5 /30 Portugal ................................................ .................... 667.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 1,558.90 
5 /30 6 /1 Tunisia .................................................. .................... 298.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
6 /1 6 /3 Morocco ................................................. .................... 593.90 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

Hon. Ben Chandler .................................................. 5 /25 5 /30 Portugal ................................................ .................... 667.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 1,558.90 
5 /30 6 /1 Tunisia .................................................. .................... 298.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
6 /1 6 /3 Morocco ................................................. .................... 593.90 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

Hon. Jo Ann Emerson .............................................. 5 /28 5 /30 Portugal ................................................ .................... 304.00 .................... (3) 3,517.61 .................... .................... .................... 4,713.51 
5 /30 6 /1 Tunisia .................................................. .................... 298.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
6 /1 6 /7 Morocco ................................................. .................... 593.90 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

Hon. Baron Hill ........................................................ 5 /25 5 /30 Portugal ................................................ .................... 667.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 1,558.90 
5 /30 6 /1 Tunisia .................................................. .................... 298.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
6 /1 6 /3 Morocco ................................................. .................... 593.90 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

Hon. Kendrick Meek ................................................. 5 /25 5 /30 Portugal ................................................ .................... 667.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 1,558.90 
5 /30 5 /31 Tunisia .................................................. .................... 149.00 .................... 3 3,665.08 .................... .................... .................... 4,481.08 

Hon. Charlie Melancon ............................................ 5 /25 5 /30 Portugal ................................................ .................... 667.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 1,558.90 
5 /30 6 /1 Tunisia .................................................. .................... 298.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
6 /1 6 /3 Morocco ................................................. .................... 593.90 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

Hon. Dennis Moore .................................................. 5 /25 5 /30 Portugal ................................................ .................... 667.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 1,558.90 
5 /30 6 /1 Tunisia .................................................. .................... 298.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
6 /1 6 /3 Morocco ................................................. .................... 593.90 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

Hon. Ralph Regula .................................................. 5 /25 5 /27 Portugal ................................................ .................... 242.00 .................... 3 4,475.91 .................... .................... .................... 4,717.91 
John Shimkus .......................................................... 5 /25 5 /30 Portugal ................................................ .................... 667.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 1,558.90 

5 /30 6 /1 Tunisia .................................................. .................... 298.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
6 /1 6 /3 Morocco ................................................. .................... 593.90 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

Hon. Thomas Tancredo ............................................ 5 /25 5 /30 Portugal ................................................ .................... 667.00 .................... (3) 4,853.87 .................... .................... .................... 5,520.87 
Hon. Ellen Tauscher ................................................ 5 /25 5 /30 Portugal ................................................ .................... 667.00 .................... (3) 4,754.00 .................... .................... .................... 5,421.00 
Melissa Adamson .................................................... 5 /25 5 /30 Portugal ................................................ .................... 667.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 1,558.90 

5 /30 6 /1 Tunisia .................................................. .................... 298.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
6 /1 6 /3 Morocco ................................................. .................... 593.90 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

Kathy Becker ............................................................ 5 /25 5 /30 Portugal ................................................ .................... 667.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 1,558.90 
5 /30 6 /1 Tunisia .................................................. .................... 298.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
6 /1 6 /3 Morocco ................................................. .................... 593.90 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

Paul Gallis ............................................................... 5 /25 5 /30 Portugal ................................................ .................... 667.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 1,558.90 
5 /30 6 /1 Tunisia .................................................. .................... 298.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
6 /1 6 /3 Morocco ................................................. .................... 593.90 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

Gene Gurevich ......................................................... 5 /25 5 /29 Portugal ................................................ .................... 515.00 .................... (3) 5,159.38 .................... .................... .................... 5,674.38 
Marilyn Owen ........................................................... 5 /25 5 /30 Portugal ................................................ .................... 667.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 1,558.90 

5 /30 6 /1 Tunisia .................................................. .................... 298.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
6 /1 6 /3 Morocco ................................................. .................... 593.90 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

Patrick Stephenson .................................................. 5 /25 5 /30 Portugal ................................................ .................... 667.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 1,558.90 
5 /30 6 /1 Tunisia .................................................. .................... 298.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
6 /1 6 /3 Morocco ................................................. .................... 593.90 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

Mark Wellman .......................................................... 5 /25 5 /30 Portugal ................................................ .................... 667.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 1,558.90 
5 /30 6 /1 Tunisia .................................................. .................... 298.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
6 /1 6 /3 Morocco ................................................. .................... 593.90 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

Committee total ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... 25,927.50 .................... 26,425.85 .................... .................... .................... 52,353.35 

1 Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
2 If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 
3 Military air transportation. 

JOHN S. TANNER, Chairman, July 2, 2007. 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, Vol. 153, Pt. 1723482 September 4, 2007 
REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, DELEGATION TO GREENLAND, GERMANY, UNITED KINGDOM AND BELGIUM BETWEEN MAY 26 AND MAY 31, 2007 

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign cur-
rency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. cur-
rency 

Foreign cur-
rency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. cur-
rency 

Foreign cur-
rency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. cur-
rency 

Foreign cur-
rency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. cur-
rency 

Hon. Nancy Pelosi .................................................... 5 /26 5 /27 Greenland ............................................. .................... 763.00 (3) 2,788.00 .................... .................... .................... 3,551.00 
Hon. Edward Markey ................................................ 5 /26 5 /27 Greenland ............................................. .................... 763.00 (3) 2,788.00 .................... .................... .................... 3,551.00 
Hon. Hilda Solis ....................................................... 5 /26 5 /27 Greenland ............................................. .................... 763.00 (3) 2,788.00 .................... .................... .................... 3,551.00 
Hon. Stephanie Herseth Sandlin ............................. 5 /25 5 /27 Greenland ............................................. .................... 763.00 (3) 2,788.00 .................... .................... .................... 3,551.00 
Hon. Earl Blumenauer ............................................. 5 /26 5 /27 Greenland ............................................. .................... 763.00 (3) 2,788.00 .................... .................... .................... 3,551.00 
Hon. John Larson ..................................................... 5 /26 5 /27 Greenland ............................................. .................... 763.00 (3) 2,788.00 .................... .................... .................... 3,551.00 
Hon. Emanuel Cleaver ............................................. 5 /26 5 /27 Greenland ............................................. .................... 763.00 (3) 2,788.00 .................... .................... .................... 3,551.00 
Hon. David Hobson .................................................. 5 /26 5 /27 Greenland ............................................. .................... 763.00 (3) 2,788.00 .................... .................... .................... 3,551.00 
Hon. Wilson Livingood ............................................. 5 /26 5 /27 Greenland ............................................. .................... 763.00 (3) 2,788.00 .................... .................... .................... 3,551.00 
Dr. John F. Eisold .................................................... 5 /26 5 /27 Greenland ............................................. .................... 763.00 (3) 2,788.00 .................... .................... .................... 3,551.00 
Dr. Kay King ............................................................ 5 /26 5 /27 Greenland ............................................. .................... 763.00 (3) 2,788.00 .................... .................... .................... 3,551.00 
Amy Fuestenau ........................................................ 5 /26 5 /27 Greenland ............................................. .................... 763.00 (3) 2,788.00 .................... .................... .................... 3,551.00 
Lara Levison ............................................................ 5 /26 5 /27 Greenland ............................................. .................... 763.00 (3) 2,788.00 .................... .................... .................... 3,551.00 
Nadeam Elshami ..................................................... 5 /26 5 /27 Greenland ............................................. .................... 763.00 (3) 2,788.00 .................... .................... .................... 3,551.00 
David Moulton ......................................................... 5 /26 5 /27 Greenland ............................................. .................... 763.00 (3) 2,788.00 .................... .................... .................... 3,551.00 
Dr. Ana Unrh Cohen ................................................ 5 /26 5 /27 Greenland ............................................. .................... 763.00 (3) 2,788.00 .................... .................... .................... 3,551.00 
Kenny Kraft .............................................................. 5 /26 5 /27 Greenland ............................................. .................... 763.00 (3) 2,788.00 .................... .................... .................... 3,551.00 
Phi Nguyen .............................................................. 5 /26 5 /27 Greenland ............................................. .................... 763.00 (3) 2,788.00 .................... .................... .................... 3,551.00 
Hon. Nancy Pelosi .................................................... 5 /27 5 /29 Germany ................................................ .................... 932.00 (3) .................... .................... .................... .................... 932.00 
Hon. Edward Markey ................................................ 5 /27 5 /29 Germany ................................................ .................... 932.00 (3) .................... .................... .................... .................... 932.00 
Hon. Hilda Solis ....................................................... 5 /27 5 /29 Germany ................................................ .................... 932.00 (3) .................... .................... .................... .................... 932.00 
Hon. Stephanie Herseth Sandlin ............................. 5 /27 5 /29 Germany ................................................ .................... 932.00 (3) .................... .................... .................... .................... 932.00 
Hon. Earl Blumenauer ............................................. 5 /27 5 /29 Germany ................................................ .................... 932.00 (3) .................... .................... .................... .................... 932.00 
Hon. John Larson ..................................................... 5 /27 5 /29 Germany ................................................ .................... 932.00 (3) .................... .................... .................... .................... 932.00 
Hon. David Hobson .................................................. 5 /27 5 /29 Germany ................................................ .................... 932.00 (3) .................... .................... .................... .................... 932.00 
Hon. Wilson Livingood ............................................. 5 /27 5 /29 Germany ................................................ .................... 932.00 (3) .................... .................... .................... .................... 932.00 
Dr. John F. Eisold .................................................... 5 /27 5 /29 Germany ................................................ .................... 932.00 (3) .................... .................... .................... .................... 932.00 
Dr. Kay King ............................................................ 5 /27 5 /29 Germany ................................................ .................... 932.00 (3) .................... .................... .................... .................... 932.00 
Amy Fuestenau ........................................................ 5 /27 5 /29 Germany ................................................ .................... 932.00 (3) .................... .................... .................... .................... 932.00 
Lara Levison ............................................................ 5 /27 5 /29 Germany ................................................ .................... 932.00 (3) .................... .................... .................... .................... 932.00 
Nadeam Elshami ..................................................... 5 /27 5 /29 Germany ................................................ .................... 932.00 (3) .................... .................... .................... .................... 932.00 
David Moulton ......................................................... 5 /27 5 /29 Germany ................................................ .................... 932.00 (3) .................... .................... .................... .................... 932.00 
Dr. Ana Unrh Cohen ................................................ 5 /27 5 /29 Germany ................................................ .................... 932.00 (3) .................... .................... .................... .................... 932.00 
Kenny Kraft .............................................................. 5 /27 5 /29 Germany ................................................ .................... 932.00 (3) .................... .................... .................... .................... 932.00 
Phi Nguyen .............................................................. 5 /27 5 /29 Germany ................................................ .................... 932.00 (3) .................... .................... .................... .................... 932.00 
Hon. Nancy Pelosi .................................................... 5 /29 5 /30 United Kingdom .................................... .................... 591.00 (3) .................... .................... .................... .................... 591.00 
Hon. Edward Markey ................................................ 5 /29 5 /30 United Kingdom .................................... .................... 591.00 (3) .................... .................... .................... .................... 591.00 
Hon. Hilda Solis ....................................................... 5 /29 5 /30 United Kingdom .................................... .................... 591.00 (3) .................... .................... .................... .................... 591.00 
Hon. Stephanie Herseth Sandlin ............................. 5 /29 5 /30 United Kingdom .................................... .................... 591.00 (3) .................... .................... .................... .................... 591.00 
Hon. Earl Blumenauer ............................................. 5 /29 5 /30 United Kingdom .................................... .................... 591.00 (3) .................... .................... .................... .................... 591.00 
Hon. John Larson ..................................................... 5 /29 5 /30 United Kingdom .................................... .................... 591.00 (3) .................... .................... .................... .................... 591.00 
Hon. Emanuel Cleaver ............................................. 5 /29 5 /30 United Kingdom .................................... .................... 591.00 (3) .................... .................... .................... .................... 591.00 
Hon. David Hobson .................................................. 5 /29 5 /30 United Kingdom .................................... .................... 591.00 (3) .................... .................... .................... .................... 591.00 
Hon. Wilson Livingood ............................................. 5 /29 5 /30 United Kingdom .................................... .................... 591.00 (3) .................... .................... .................... .................... 591.00 
Dr. John F. Eisold .................................................... 5 /29 5 /30 United Kingdom .................................... .................... 591.00 (3) .................... .................... .................... .................... 591.00 
Dr. Kay King ............................................................ 5 /29 5 /30 United Kingdom .................................... .................... 591.00 (3) .................... .................... .................... .................... 591.00 
Amy Fuestenau ........................................................ 5 /29 5 /30 United Kingdom .................................... .................... 591.00 (3) .................... .................... .................... .................... 591.00 
Lara Levison ............................................................ 5 /29 5 /30 United Kingdom .................................... .................... 591.00 (3) .................... .................... .................... .................... 591.00 
Nadeam Elshami ..................................................... 5 /29 5 /30 United Kingdom .................................... .................... 591.00 (3) .................... .................... .................... .................... 591.00 
David Moulton ......................................................... 5 /29 5 /30 United Kingdom .................................... .................... 591.00 (3) .................... .................... .................... .................... 591.00 
Dr. Ana Unrh Cohen ................................................ 5 /29 5 /30 United Kingdom .................................... .................... 591.00 (3) .................... .................... .................... .................... 591.00 
Kenny Kraft .............................................................. 5 /29 5 /30 United Kingdom .................................... .................... 591.00 (3) .................... .................... .................... .................... 591.00 
Phi Nguyen .............................................................. 5 /29 5 /30 United Kingdom .................................... .................... 591.00 (3) .................... .................... .................... .................... 591.00 
Hon. Nancy Pelosi .................................................... 5 /30 5 /31 Belgium ................................................ .................... 409.00 (3) .................... .................... .................... .................... 409.00 
Hon. Edward Markey ................................................ 5 /30 5 /31 Belgium ................................................ .................... 409.00 (3) .................... .................... .................... .................... 409.00 
Hon. Hilda Solis ....................................................... 5 /30 5 /31 Belgium ................................................ .................... 409.00 (3) .................... .................... .................... .................... 409.00 
Hon. Stephanie Herseth Sandlin ............................. 5 /30 5 /31 Belgium ................................................ .................... 409.00 (3) .................... .................... .................... .................... 409.00 
Hon. Earl Blumenauer ............................................. 5 /30 5 /31 Belgium ................................................ .................... 409.00 (3) .................... .................... .................... .................... 409.00 
Hon. John Larson ..................................................... 5 /30 5 /31 Belgium ................................................ .................... 409.00 (3) .................... .................... .................... .................... 409.00 
Hon. Emanuel Cleaver ............................................. 5 /30 5 /31 Belgium ................................................ .................... 409.00 (3) .................... .................... .................... .................... 409.00 
Hon. David Hobson .................................................. 5 /30 5 /31 Belgium ................................................ .................... 409.00 (3) .................... .................... .................... .................... 409.00 
Hon. Wilson Livingood ............................................. 5 /30 5 /31 Belgium ................................................ .................... 409.00 (3) .................... .................... .................... .................... 409.00 
Dr. John F. Eisold .................................................... 5 /30 5 /31 Belgium ................................................ .................... 409.00 (3) .................... .................... .................... .................... 409.00 
Dr. Kay King ............................................................ 5 /30 5 /31 Belgium ................................................ .................... 409.00 (3) .................... .................... .................... .................... 409.00 
Amy Fuestenau ........................................................ 5 /30 5 /31 Belgium ................................................ .................... 409.00 (3) .................... .................... .................... .................... 409.00 
Lara Levison ............................................................ 5 /30 5 /31 Belgium ................................................ .................... 409.00 (3) .................... .................... .................... .................... 409.00 
Nadeam Elshami ..................................................... 5 /30 5 /31 Belgium ................................................ .................... 409.00 (3) .................... .................... .................... .................... 409.00 
David Moulton ......................................................... 5 /30 5 /31 Belgium ................................................ .................... 409.00 (3) .................... .................... .................... .................... 409.00 
Dr. Ana Unrh Cohen ................................................ 5 /30 5 /31 Belgium ................................................ .................... 409.00 (3) .................... .................... .................... .................... 409.00 
Kenny Kraft .............................................................. 5 /30 5 /31 Belgium ................................................ .................... 409.00 (3) .................... .................... .................... .................... 409.00 
Phi Nguyen .............................................................. 5 /30 5 /31 Belgium ................................................ .................... 409.00 (3) .................... .................... .................... .................... 409.00 

Committee total ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 98,694.00 

1 Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
2 If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 
3 Military air transportation. 

NANCY PELOSI, Chairman, June 29, 2007. 

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION AND LABOR, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN APR. 1 AND JUNE 30, 2007 

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

HOUSE COMMITTEES 
Please Note: If there were no expenditures during the calendar quarter noted above, please check the box at right to so indicate and return. ◊ 

1 Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
2 If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 

GEORGE MILLER, Chairman, July 9, 2007. 
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REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON SCIENCE AND TECHNOLOGY, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN APR. 1 AND JUNE 30, 

2007 

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Amy Carroll .............................................................. 4 /1 4 /6 Belgium ................................................ .................... 1,929.88 .................... 1,208.30 .................... .................... .................... 3,138.18 
Jean Fruci ................................................................ 4 /1 4 /6 Belgium ................................................ .................... 1,929.88 .................... 5,463.51 .................... .................... .................... 7,393.39 
Elaine Paulionis ....................................................... 4 /1 4 /6 Belgium ................................................ .................... 1,929.88 .................... 5,463.51 .................... .................... .................... 7,393.39 
Hon. Bart Gordon ..................................................... 5 /4 5 /7 France ................................................... .................... 618.00 .................... (3) .................... 51,623.55 .................... 52,241.55 
Hon. Charlie Melancon ............................................ 5 /4 5 /7 France ................................................... .................... 618.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 618.00 
Hon. Phil Gingrey ..................................................... 5 /4 5 /7 France ................................................... .................... 618.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 618.00 
Hon. Russ Carnahan ............................................... 5 /4 5 /7 France ................................................... .................... 618.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 618.00 
Hon. Randy Neugebauer .......................................... 5 /4 5 /7 France ................................................... .................... 618.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 618.00 
Hon. Roscoe Bartlett ............................................... 5 /4 5 /7 France ................................................... .................... 618.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 618.00 
Leighann Brown ....................................................... 5 /4 5 /7 France ................................................... .................... 618.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 618.00 
Alisa Ferguson ......................................................... 5 /4 5 /7 France ................................................... .................... 618.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 618.00 
Bess Caughran ........................................................ 5 /4 5 /7 France ................................................... .................... 618.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 618.00 
Alisha Prather .......................................................... 5 /4 5 /7 France ................................................... .................... 618.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 618.00 
Elizabeth Stack ........................................................ 5 /4 5 /7 France ................................................... .................... 618.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 618.00 
Leslee Gilbert ........................................................... 5 /4 5 /7 France ................................................... .................... 618.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 618.00 
Hon. Brian Baird ..................................................... 5 /17 5 /21 Jordan ................................................... .................... 68.00 .................... 3,060.00 .................... .................... .................... 3,128.00 
Hon. Brian Baird ..................................................... 5 /21 5 /22 Iraq ....................................................... .................... .................... .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... ....................
Lisa Austin .............................................................. 5 /17 5 /22 Jordan ................................................... .................... 588.00 .................... 3,437.00 .................... .................... .................... 4,025.53 
Ken Monroe .............................................................. 6 /18 6 /24 France ................................................... .................... 1,236.00 .................... 7,071.24 .................... .................... .................... 8,307.24 

Committee total ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... 15,097.64 .................... 25,704.09 .................... 51,623.55 .................... 92,425.28 

1 Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
2 If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 
3 Military air transportation 

BART GORDON, Chairman, July 9, 2007. 

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, JOINT COMMITTEE ON TAXATION, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN JAN. 1 AND MAR. 31, 2007 

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

HOUSE COMMITTEES 
Please Note: If there were no expenditures during the calendar quarter noted above, please check the box at right to so indicate and return. ◊ 

1 Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
2 If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 

CHARLES B. RANGEL, Chairman, June 11, 2007. 

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, JOINT COMMITTEE ON TAXATION, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN APR. 1 AND JUNE 30, 2007 

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

HOUSE COMMITTEES 
Please Note: If there were no expenditures during the calendar quarter noted above, please check the box at right to so indicate and return. ◊ 

1 Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
2 If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 

CHARLES B. RANGEL, Chairman, July 5, 2007. h 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 

ETC. 
Under clause 8 of rule XII, executive 

communications were taken from the 
Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

3078. A letter from the Director, Inter-
national Cooperation, Department of De-
fense, transmitting Pursuant to Section 27(f) 
of the Arms Export Control Act and Section 
1(f) of Executive Order 11958, Transmittal No. 
09-07 informing of an intent to sign a Project 
Agreement Concerning Emerging Tech-
nologies with Australia, pursuant to 22 
U.S.C. 2767(f); to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

3079. A letter from the Assistant Legal Ad-
viser for Treaty Affairs, Department of 
State, transmitting Copies of international 
agreements, other than treaties, entered into 
by the United States, pursuant to 1 U.S.C. 
112b; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

3080. A letter from the Deputy Director, 
Defense Security Cooperation Agency, trans-
mitting pursuant to the reporting require-
ments of Section 36(b)(1) of the Arms Export 
Control Act, as amended, Transmittal No. 07- 
45, concerning the Department of the Army’s 

proposed Letter(s)of Offer and Acceptance to 
Morocco for defense articles and services; to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

3081. A letter from the Deputy Director, 
Defense Security Cooperation Agency, trans-
mitting pursuant to the reporting require-
ments of Section 36(b)(1) of the Arms Export 
Control Act, as amended, Transmittal No. 07- 
57, concerning the Department of the Army’s 
proposed Letter(s)of Offer and Acceptance to 
Iraq for defense articles and services; to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

3082. A letter from the Deputy Director, 
Defense Security Cooperation Agency, trans-
mitting pursuant to the reporting require-
ments of Section 36(b)(1) of the Arms Export 
Control Act, as amended, Transmittal No. 07- 
46, concerning the Department of the Army’s 
proposed Letter(s)of Offer and Acceptance to 
Israel for defense articles and services; to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

3083. A letter from the Deputy Director, 
Defense Security Cooperation Agency, trans-
mitting pursuant to the reporting require-
ments of Section 36(b)(1) of the Arms Export 
Control Act, as amended, Transmittal No. 07- 
37, concerning the Department of the Navy’s 
proposed Letter(s)of Offer and Acceptance to 

Israel for defense articles and services; to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

3084. A letter from the Deputy Director, 
Defense Security Cooperation Agency, trans-
mitting pursuant to the reporting require-
ments of Section 36(b)(1) of the Arms Export 
Control Act, as amended, Transmittal No. 07- 
24, concerning the Department of the Army’s 
proposed Letter(s)of Offer and Acceptance to 
Egypt for defense articles and services; to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

3085. A letter from the Deputy Director, 
Defense Security Cooperation Agency, trans-
mitting pursuant to the reporting require-
ments of Section 36(b)(1) of the Arms Export 
Control Act, as amended, Transmittal No. 07- 
49, concerning the Department of the Navy’s 
proposed Letter(s)of Offer and Acceptance to 
Spain for defense articles and services; to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

3086. A letter from the Deputy Director, 
Defense Security Cooperation Agency, trans-
mitting pursuant to the reporting require-
ments of Section 36(b)(1) of the Arms Export 
Control Act, as amended, Transmittal No. 07- 
50, concerning the Department of the Air 
Force’s proposed Letter(s)of Offer and Ac-
ceptance to Singapore for defense articles 
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and services; to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

3087. A letter from the Deputy Director, 
Defense Security Cooperation Agency, trans-
mitting pursuant to the reporting require-
ments of Section 36(b)(1) of the Arms Export 
Control Act, as amended, Transmittal No. 07- 
43, concerning the Department of the Air 
Force’s proposed Letter(s)of Offer and Ac-
ceptance to Israel for defense articles and 
services; to the Committee on Foreign Af-
fairs. 

3088. A letter from the Deputy Director, 
Defense Security Cooperation Agency, trans-
mitting pursuant to Section 62(a) of the 
Arms Export Control Act (AECA), notifica-
tion concerning the Department of the 
Navy’s proposed lease of defense articles to 
the Government of Iceland (Transmittal No. 
05-07); to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

3089. A letter from the Assistant Secretary 
for Legislative Affairs, Department of State, 
transmitting a copy of the Department’s re-
port entitled, ‘‘Report on the Effectiveness 
of the United Nations to Prevent Sexual Ex-
ploitation and Abuse and Trafficking in Per-
sons in UN Peacekeeping Missions,’’ pursu-
ant to Public Law 109-164, section 104(e); to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

3090. A letter from the Assistant Secretary 
for Legislative Affairs, Department of State, 
transmitting pursuant to section 36(c) and 
(d) of the Arms Export Control Act, certifi-
cation regarding the proposed license for the 
export of defense articles and services to the 
Governments of Canada, the United King-
dom, Switzerland, and Kuwait (Transmittal 
No. DDTC 006-07); to the Committee on For-
eign Affairs. 

3091. A letter from the Assistant Secretary 
for Legislative Affairs, Department of State, 
transmitting pursuant to section 36(c) of the 
Arms Export Control Act, certification of a 
proposed technical assistance agreement for 
the export of technical data, defense articles 
and services to the Government of Saudi 
Arabia (Transmittal No. DDTC 026-07); to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

3092. A letter from the Assistant Secretary 
for Legislative Affairs, Department of State, 
transmitting pursuant to section 36(c) of the 
Arms Export Control Act, certification of a 
proposed license for the export of defense ar-
ticles and services to the Government of 
Canada (Transmittal No. DDTC 048-07); to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

3093. A letter from the White House Liai-
son, Department of Health and Human Serv-
ices, transmitting a report pursuant to the 
Federal Vacancies Reform Act of 1998; to the 
Committee on Oversight and Government 
Reform. 

3094. A letter from the White House Liai-
son, Department of Health and Human Serv-
ices, transmitting a report pursuant to the 
Federal Vacancies Reform Act of 1998; to the 
Committee on Oversight and Government 
Reform. 

3095. A letter from the Chief, Publications 
and Regulations Branch, Internal Revenue 
Service, transmitting the Service’s final rule 
— Examination and Closing Procedures for 
Form 8697, Look-Back Interest — received 
August 14, 2007, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

3096. A letter from the Chief, Publications 
and Regulations, Internal Revenue Service, 
transmitting the Service’s final rule — Modi-
fication of Notice 2003-81 [Notice 2007-71] re-
ceived August 14, 2007, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

3097. A letter from the Chief, Publications 
and Regulations Branch, Internal Revenue 

Service, transmitting the Service’s final rule 
— Pharmaceutical Industry Overview Guide 
— received August 14, 2007, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

3098. A letter from the Chief, Publications 
and Regulations Branch, Internal Revenue 
Service, transmitting the Service’s final rule 
— Food Industry Overview Guide — received 
August 14, 2007, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

3099. A letter from the Chief, Publications 
and Regulations Branch, Internal Revenue 
Service, transmitting the Service’s final rule 
— Biotech Industry Overview Guide — re-
ceived August 14, 2007, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

3100. A letter from the Chief, Publications 
and Regulations Branch, Internal Revenue 
Service, transmitting the Service’s final rule 
— Relief Related to Plan Amendment of Def-
inition of Normal Retirement Age [Notice 
2007-69] received August 14, 2007, pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

3101. A letter from the Chief, Publications 
and Regulations, Internal Revenue Service, 
transmitting the Service’s final rule — 26 
CFR 601.105: Examination of returns and 
claims for refund, credit, or abatement; de-
termination of correct tax liability (Rev. 
Proc. 2007-55) received August 14, 2007, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

3102. A letter from the Chief, Publications 
and Regulations, Internal Revenue Service, 
transmitting the Service’s final rule — Cor-
porate Estimated Tax [TD 9347] (RIN: 1545- 
AY22) received August 8, 2007, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

3103. A letter from the Chief, Publications 
and Regulations, Internal Revenue Service, 
transmitting the Service’s final rule—Sec-
tion 1274.—Determination of Issue Price in 
the Case of Certain Debit Instruments Issued 
for Property (Rev. Rul. 2007-57) received Au-
gust 21, 2007, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

3104. A letter from the Chief, Border Secu-
rity Regulations Branch, Department of 
Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s ‘‘Major’’ final rule — Advance 
Electronic Transmission of Passenger and 
Crew Member Manifests for Commercial Air-
craft and Vessels (RIN: 1651-AA62) received 
August 14, 2007, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Homeland 
Security. 

3105. A letter from the Director, Defense 
Security Cooperation Agency, transmitting 
notification that the Department intends to 
use FY 2007 IMET funds for the Democratic 
Republic of the Congo, pursuant to Public 
Law 110-5, section 515; jointly to the Com-
mittees on Foreign Affairs and Appropria-
tions. 

3106. A letter from the Regulations Coordi-
nator, Department of Health and Human 
Services, transmitting the Department’s 
final rule — Medicare and Medicaid Pro-
grams; Hospital Conditions of Participation: 
Laboratory Services [CMS-3014-IFC] (RIN: 
0938-AJ29) received August 24, 2007, pursuant 
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); jointly to the Com-
mittees on Ways and Means and Energy and 
Commerce. 

3107. A letter from the Regulations Coordi-
nator, Department of Health and Human 
Services, transmitting the Department’s 
final rule — Medicare Program; Medicare In-

tegrity Program, Fiscal Intermediary and 
Carrier Functions, and Conflict of Interest 
Requirements [CMS-6030-F] (RIN: 0938-AN72) 
received August 24, 2007, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); jointly to the Committees on 
Ways and Means and Energy and Commerce. 

3108. A letter from the Regulations Coordi-
nator, Department of Health and Human 
Services, transmitting the Department’s 
final rule — Medicaid Program and State 
Children’s Health Insurance Program 
(SCHIP); Payment Error Rate Measurement 
[CMS-6026-F] (RIN: 0938-AN77) received Au-
gust 31, 2007, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); jointly to the Committees on 
Ways and Means and Energy and Commerce. 

3109. A letter from the Regulations Coordi-
nator, CMS, Department of Health and 
Human Services, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s ‘‘Major’’ final rule — Medicare Pro-
gram, Home Health Prospective Payment 
System Refinement and Rate Update for Cal-
endar Year 2008 [CMS-1541-FC] (RIN: 0938- 
AO32) received August 24, 2007, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); jointly to the Committees 
on Ways and Means and Energy and Com-
merce. 

f 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON 
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 
Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 

committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows: 

Ms. VELÁZQUEZ: Committee on Small 
Business. H.R. 2992. A bill to amend the 
Small Business Act to improve trade pro-
grams, and for other purposes; with an 
amendment (Rept. 110–312). Referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the State 
of the Union. 

Ms. VELÁZQUEZ: Committee on Small 
Business. H.R. 3020. A bill to amend the 
Small Business Act to improve the 
Microloan program, and for other purposes; 
with an amendment (Rept. 110–313). Referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
State of the Union. 

Mr. CONYERS: Committee on the Judici-
ary. H.R. 1908. A bill to amend title 35, 
United States Code, to provide for patent re-
form; with an amendment (Rept. 110–314). Re-
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the State of the Union. 

Mr. RAHALL: Committee on Natural Re-
sources. H.R. 1011. A bill to designate addi-
tional National Forest System lands in the 
State of Virginia as wilderness or a wilder-
ness study area, to designate the Kimberling 
Creek Potential Wilderness Area for even-
tual incorporation in the Kimberling Creek 
Wilderness, to establish the Seng Mountain 
and Bear Creek Scenic Areas, to provide for 
the development of trail plans for the wilder-
ness areas and scenic areas, and for other 
purposes; with an amendment (Rept. 110–315 
Pt. 1). Ordered to be printed. 

f 

TIME LIMITATION OF REFERRED 
BILL 

Pursuant to clause 2 of rule XII the 
following action was taken by the 
Speaker: 

H.R. 1011. Referral to the Committee on 
Agriculture extended for a period ending not 
later than October 5, 2007. 

H.R. 1400. Referral to the Committees on 
Ways and Means, Financial Services, Over-
sight and Government Reform, and the Judi-
ciary extended for a period ending not later 
than September 21, 2007. 
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PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of rule XII, public 
bills and resolutions were introduced 
and severally referred, as follows: 

By Mr. KINGSTON: 
H.R. 3470. A bill to designate the facility of 

the United States Postal Service located at 
744 West Oglethorpe Highway in Hinesville, 
Georgia, as the ‘‘John Sidney ‘Sid’ Flowers 
Post Office Building’’; to the Committee on 
Oversight and Government Reform. 

By Mr. TIAHRT (for himself, Mr. 
MORAN of Kansas, Mr. MOORE of Kan-
sas, and Mrs. BOYDA of Kansas): 

H.R. 3471. A bill to provide for the award of 
a military service medal to members of the 
Armed Forces who were exposed to ionizing 
radiation as a result of participation in a 
test of atomic weapons; to the Committee on 
Armed Services. 

By Mr. SARBANES (for himself, Mr. 
LANTOS, Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN, Mrs. 
MALONEY of New York, Mr. BILI-
RAKIS, Mr. SPACE, Ms. BERKLEY, Mr. 
PAYNE, Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of 
Florida, Mr. KENNEDY, Mr. PALLONE, 
Mr. SHAYS, Ms. WATSON, Mr. CROW-
LEY, and Mr. WEXLER): 

H. Res. 629. A resolution extending the con-
dolences and sympathy of the House of Rep-
resentatives to the Government and the peo-
ple of Greece for the grave loss of life and 
vast destruction caused by the devastating 
fires raging through Greece since June 2007; 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. MARSHALL (for himself, Mr. 
BISHOP of Georgia, Mr. JOHNSON of 
Georgia, Mr. LEWIS of Georgia, Mr. 
GINGREY, Mr. BARROW, Mr. SCOTT of 
Georgia, Mr. KINGSTON, Mr. PRICE of 
Georgia, Mr. LINDER, Mr. DEAL of 
Georgia, Mr. BROUN of Georgia, and 
Mr. WESTMORELAND): 

H. Res. 630. A resolution congratulating 
the Warner Robins Little League Baseball 
Team from Warner Robins, Georgia, on win-
ning the 2007 Little League World Series 
Championship; to the Committee on Over-
sight and Government Reform. 

By Mr. MATHESON: 
H. Res. 631. A resolution honoring the sac-

rifice and courage of the six missing miners 
and three rescuers who were killed in the 
Crandall Canyon mine disaster in Utah, and 
recognizing the rescue crews for their out-
standing efforts in the aftermath of the trag-
edies; to the Committee on Education and 
Labor. 

f 

PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 3 of rule XII, 
Mr. FEENEY introduced a bill (H.R. 3472) 

for the relief of Richelle Starnes; which was 
referred to the Committee on Armed Serv-
ices. 

f 

ADDITIONAL SPONSORS 

Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors 
were added to public bills and resolu-
tions as follows: 

H.R. 136: Mr. MCCOTTER. 
H.R. 192: Mr. HENSARLING. 
H.R. 211: Ms. PRYCE of Ohio. 
H.R. 358: Mr. GORDON. 
H.R. 380: Mr. LEWIS of Georgia. 
H.R. 543: Mr. COHEN. 
H.R. 601: Mr. DENT. 
H.R. 690: Mr. SESSIONS, Ms. MCCOLLUM of 

Minnesota, and Mr. PITTS. 

H.R. 743: Mr. ARCURI and Mr. LOBIONDO. 
H.R. 760: Ms. MCCOLLUM of Minnesota, Mr. 

PAYNE, Mr. ANDREWS, Mr. BAIRD, and Mr. 
THOMPSON of California. 

H.R. 782: Mr. CARNAHAN. 
H.R. 837: Mr. MCCOTTER. 
H.R. 882: Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas. 
H.R. 900: Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. 
H.R. 946: Mr. ABERCROMBIE. 
H.R. 969: Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. 
H.R. 971: Mr. ROTHMAN. 
H.R. 1014: Mrs. BACHMANN, Mrs. MCMORRIS 

RODGERS, Mrs. JO ANN DAVIS of Virginia, and 
Mrs. WILSON of New Mexico. 

H.R. 1022: Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia, Ms. LEE, 
Mr. TIERNEY, and Mr. WYNN. 

H.R. 1046: Mr. RAMSTAD. 
H.R. 1064: Mr. CAMP of Michigan, Mr. 

CRAMER, Mr. RYAN of Ohio, Mr. GERLACH, Ms. 
BALDWIN, and Mr. SESTAK. 

H.R. 1069: Mr. MCNERNEY. 
H.R. 1072: Mr. CASTLE. 
H.R. 1076: Mr. TIBERI, Mr. JINDAL, and Mr. 

BOOZMAN. 
H.R. 1078: Ms. SLAUGHTER and Mr. RUSH. 
H.R. 1088: Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. 
H.R. 1108: Mr. LATOURETTE. 
H.R. 1157: Mr. ROSS. 
H.R. 1172: Mr. WAXMAN. 
H.R. 1188: Mr. JINDAL and Ms. LEE. 
H.R. 1198: Mr. MARSHALL and Mrs. WILSON 

of New Mexico. 
H.R. 1223: Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of 

Florida and Mr. PAUL. 
H.R. 1225: Mrs. TAUSCHER and Mr. VAN 

HOLLEN. 
H.R. 1236: Mr. VAN HOLLEN, Mr. CRAMER, 

and Mr. LAMPSON. 
H.R. 1237: Mr. HIGGINS, Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ- 

BALART of Florida, Ms. SLAUGHTER, Mr. 
BAIRD, Mr. FERGUSON, and Mrs. WILSON of 
New Mexico. 

H.R. 1275: Mrs. MALONEY of New York, Mr. 
MEEK of Florida, Mr. CUMMINGS, Mr. SMITH of 
Washington, and Mr. ORTIZ. 

H.R. 1279: Mr. WHITFIELD, Mr. HINCHEY, Mr. 
SESTAK, Mr. ENGEL, Mr. HOLT, Mr. NADLER, 
and Mr. PASTOR. 

H.R. 1293: Mr. ANDREWS and Mr. TIERNEY. 
H.R. 1322: Ms. BALDWIN and Mr. SIRES. 
H.R. 1353: Mr. FARR. 
H.R. 1395: Ms. FOXX and Mr. BURTON of In-

diana. 
H.R. 1415: Mr. MCNULTY. 
H.R. 1416: Mr. MCNULTY. 
H.R. 1424: Mr. BONNER. 
H.R. 1435: Mr. HOLT. 
H.R. 1459: Mr. LAMPSON. 
H.R. 1464: Mr. VAN HOLLEN, Mrs. MCCARTHY 

of New York, Mr. ENGEL, and Mr. HASTINGS 
of Florida. 

H.R. 1474: Ms. BERKLEY, Mr. SPACE, Mr. 
SARBANES, Mr. GERLACH, Ms. HIRONO, and 
Mr. KING of Iowa. 

H.R. 1537: Mr. PATRICK MURPHY of Pennsyl-
vania and Ms. HIRONO. 

H.R. 1539: Mr. RYAN of Wisconsin. 
H.R. 1553: Ms. MOORE of Wisconsin, Mrs. 

CAPPS, Mr. ISRAEL, Mr. FOSSELLA, Mr. KING 
of Iowa, and Mr. LAMPSON. 

H.R. 1560: Ms. BALDWIN and Mr. PASTOR. 
H.R. 1567: Mr. BILBRAY, Mrs. MCCARTHY of 

New York, and Ms. BORDALLO. 
H.R. 1586: Mr. GINGREY, Mr. TANCREDO, Mr. 

CAMPBELL of California, Mr. LUCAS, Mr. 
FEENEY, Mr. MCCAUL of Texas, Mr. 
MARCHANT, and Mr. BURTON of Indiana. 

H.R. 1609: Mr. DEFAZIO, Mr. DONNELLY, Mr. 
SERRANO, Ms. CASTOR, Mr. ALTMIRE, Mr. 
COURTNEY, Mr. WALZ of Minnesota, Ms. 
SHEA-PORTER, Mr. LOEBSACK, Mr. KAGEN, Ms. 
SUTTON, and Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. 

H.R. 1655: Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. 
H.R. 1665: Mr. ANDREWS and Mr. WYNN. 

H.R. 1682: Mr. ANDREWS. 
H.R. 1687: Mr. CONYERS, Mr. PAYNE, Ms. 

BORDALLO, Mr. WAXMAN, Mr. HASTINGS of 
Florida, Mr. MOORE of Kansas, Mr. GERLACH, 
Mr. CLEAVER, Mr. AL GREEN of Texas, and 
Mr. BACA. 

H.R. 1691: Mr. EMANUEL. 
H.R. 1730: Mr. LATOURETTE. 
H.R. 1738: Mr. CHANDLER, Mr. ROTHMAN, 

Mr. RAMSTAD, Mr. ROSS, and Mr. PASCRELL. 
H.R. 1748: Mr. GERLACH, Mr. HOLDEN, and 

Mr. LYNCH. 
H.R. 1760: Mr. RYAN of Wisconsin. 
H.R. 1783: Ms. BALDWIN, Mr. DEFAZIO, and 

Mr. HINOJOSA. 
H.R. 1808: Mr. MARSHALL. 
H.R. 1813: Mr. CUMMINGS. 
H.R. 1843: Mrs. CUBIN, Mr. PITTS, Mr. 

BROWN of South Carolina, Mr. EHLERS, Mr. 
CLEAVER, Mr. WYNN, Mr. MORAN of Kansas, 
Mr. SOUDER, Mr. LEVIN, and Mr. DINGELL. 

H.R. 1845: Mr. BOYD of Florida, Mr. 
RAMSTAD, and Mr. ISRAEL. 

H.R. 1884: Mr. COHEN, Mrs. CUBIN, and Ms. 
BALDWIN. 

H.R. 1932: Mr. MICHAUD. 
H.R. 1940: Mr. GARRETT of New Jersey, Mrs. 

MUSGRAVE, Mr. ADERHOLT, Mr. WHITFIELD, 
Mr. ROYCE, Mr. BROWN of South Carolina, 
Mr. BURTON of Indiana, Ms. FOXX, Mr. KUHL 
of New York, Mr. SHUSTER, and Mr. PLATTS. 

H.R. 1957: Mr. VAN HOLLEN and Mr. SESTAK. 
H.R. 1964: Mrs. JONES of Ohio. 
H.R. 1971: Mr. COURTNEY, Ms. CORRINE 

BROWN of Florida, and Mr. DOGGETT. 
H.R. 2015: Mrs. MCCARTHY of New York, Mr. 

INSLEE, and Ms. HOOLEY. 
H.R. 2020: Mr. ETHERIDGE. 
H.R. 2034: Mr. WELCH of Vermont. 
H.R. 2049: Mr. MCNULTY. 
H.R. 2063: Ms. SOLIS, Ms. CLARKE, Mr. 

CUMMINGS, Mr. DEFAZIO, Ms. BEAN, and Ms. 
ESHOO. 

H.R. 2073: Mr. ALLEN. 
H.R. 2091: Mr. BACHUS. 
H.R. 2095: Mr. HARE, Mr. PLATTS, Mr. FARR, 

Mr. ELLISON, Ms. WOOLSEY, Mr. COHEN, Ms. 
KILPATRICK, Mr. SERRANO, Ms. MCCOLLUM of 
Minnesota, Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania, Mr. 
AL GREEN of Texas, Mr. WALZ of Minnesota, 
and Ms. CARSON. 

H.R. 2108: Ms. HIRONO and Mr. LYNCH. 
H.R. 2125: Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN and Mr. 

BRALEY of Iowa. 
H.R. 2138: Mr. KILDEE, Mr. WALDEN of Or-

egon, Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas, 
Mr. KUHL of New York, and Mr. ARCURI. 

H.R. 2164: Ms. SLAUGHTER and Mr. LEWIS of 
Georgia. 

H.R. 2214: Ms. BERKLEY. 
H.R. 2221: Mr. SHERMAN and Mrs. MCCAR-

THY of New York. 
H.R. 2234: Ms. HIRONO, Mr. EDWARDS, Mr. 

SERRANO, Mr. LOEBSACK, Mr. LEWIS of Geor-
gia, Ms. HARMAN, Mr. HARE, Mr. MCCOTTER, 
Mr. ROSKAM, Mr. MCNERNEY, and Mr. KEN-
NEDY. 

H.R. 2262: Ms. MATSUI, Mr. MCDERMOTT, 
Ms. SHEA-PORTER, Mr. ALLEN, Mr. ROTHMAN, 
Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts, Mr. 
PERLMUTTER, Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia, and 
Mr. MCNULTY. 

H.R. 2266: Ms. BALDWIN. 
H.R. 2267: Mr. HERGER. 
H.R. 2295: Mr. LYNCH. 
H.R. 2303: Mr. GORDON and Mr. LAMBORN. 
H.R. 2329: Mr. GORDON. 
H.R. 2370: Ms. ZOE LOFGREN of California, 

Mr. JINDAL, Mrs. BLACKBURN, and Mr. KIRK. 
H.R. 2373: Ms. SUTTON. 
H.R. 2380: Mr. WELDON of Florida, Mr. 

LUCAS, Mr. BURTON of Indiana, Mr. 
TANCREDO, Mr. KLINE of Minnesota, and Mr. 
GINGREY. 
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H.R. 2391: Mr. POE. 
H.R. 2405: Mr. KUCINICH. 
H.R. 2411: Mr. HALL of New York. 
H.R. 2412: Mr. ABERCROMBIE. 
H.R. 2449: Mr. SCOTT of Virginia and Ms. 

ZOE LOFGREN of California. 
H.R. 2477: Mrs. CHRISTENSEN. 
H.R. 2490: Mr. BURTON of Indiana. 
H.R. 2503: Mr. HOLT. 
H.R. 2511: Ms. BALDWIN. 
H.R. 2588: Mr. FORBES. 
H.R. 2599: Mrs. MCCARTHY of New York. 
H.R. 2604: Mr. SMITH of Washington, Mr. 

WYNN, and Mrs. CAPPS. 
H.R. 2606: Ms. HERSETH SANDLIN, Ms. BALD-

WIN, and Ms. SLAUGHTER. 
H.R. 2694: Mr. FATTAH, Mr. PLATTS, and Mr. 

SENSENBRENNER. 
H.R. 2702: Mr. WELCH of Vermont, Mr. 

HARE, Ms. CORRINE BROWN of Florida, and 
Mr. MITCHELL. 

H.R. 2724: Mr. WELCH of Vermont. 
H.R. 2818: Mr. ALTMIRE and Mr. JINDAL. 
H.R. 2820: Mr. RYAN of Ohio. 
H.R. 2834: Mr. KUCINICH. 
H.R. 2857: Mr. YARMUTH, Mr. HOLT, and Mr. 

DAVIS of Illinois. 
H.R. 2859: Mr. DAVIS of Illinois and Ms. 

CARSON. 
H.R. 2888: Mr. TIERNEY. 
H.R. 2895: Mrs. MALONEY of New York, Mr. 

WATT, Ms. CARSON, Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. CROW-
LEY, Ms. KAPTUR, Mr. GEORGE MILLER of 
California, Ms. ZOE LOFGREN of California, 
Mr. NADLER, Mr. RUSH, Mr. SCOTT of Vir-
ginia, Mr. RYAN of Ohio, Mrs. JONES of Ohio, 
Mr. CAPUANO, Mr. COHEN, Mr. HONDA, Ms. 
CLARKE, Mr. PASTOR, Mrs. MCCARTHY of New 
York, Ms. WATSON, Mr. DELAHUNT, Mr. 
COURTNEY, Mr. MCGOVERN, Mrs. CAPPS, Mr. 
KUCINICH, Mrs. DAVIS of California, and Mr. 
ISRAEL. 

H.R. 2914: Mr. PLATTS. 
H.R. 2928: Mr. MOORE of Kansas. 
H.R. 2934: Mr. SESTAK. 
H.R. 2942: Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky, Mr. 

PASTOR, Mr. HIGGINS, Mr. CLEAVER, and Mr. 
EHLERS. 

H.R. 3005: Mr. DAVIS of Illinois, Mr. NAD-
LER, and Mr. CROWLEY. 

H.R. 3008: Mr. HINCHEY. 
H.R. 3026: Mr. BARROW, Mr. BOSWELL, Mrs. 

CHRISTENSEN, and Mr. SESSIONS. 
H.R. 3029: Mr. PLATTS. 
H.R. 3033: Mr. WYNN. 
H.R. 3053: Mr. PUTNAM. 
H.R. 3099: Mr. PETERSON of Pennsylvania, 

Mr. SIRES, Mr. BOSWELL, Mr. ROSS, Mr. 
ETHERIDGE, Mr. GEORGE MILLER of Cali-
fornia, Mr. ISRAEL, Ms. SLAUGHTER, Mr. 
LOEBSACK, Mr. VAN HOLLEN, Mr. PALLONE, 
Mr. CUELLAR, Mr. EDWARDS, Mr. BRALEY of 
Iowa, Mr. SHULER, Mr. WILSON of Ohio, Ms. 
BEAN, Ms. ESHOO, Mr. KING of New York, Mr. 
KENNEDY, Mr. CAPUANO, Mr. HOLT, Mr. 
ARCURI, Mr. RYAN of Ohio, and Mr. SHIMKUS. 

H.R. 3132: Ms. ZOE LOFGREN of California, 
Mr. LEWIS of Georgia, Mr. ETHERIDGE, Ms. 
CARSON, Mr. MOORE of Kansas, and Mr. GOR-
DON. 

H.R. 3134: Mr. STARK. 
H.R. 3140: Mr. COURTNEY, Mr. HALL of 

Texas, Mr. BOYD of Florida, Mr. PRICE of 
North Carolina, Mr. WAMP, Mr. PAUL, Mr. 
PLATTS, Mr. MICHAUD, Mr. THOMPSON of Mis-
sissippi, Mr. DAVIS of Illinois, Ms. KAPTUR, 
Mr. GRAVES, Mr. LINCOLN DAVIS of Ten-
nessee, and Mr. BERMAN. 

H.R. 3146: Mrs. MYRICK and Mr. BURTON of 
Indiana. 

H.R. 3151: Mr. MCCOTTER. 
H.R. 3164: Mr. BACA. 
H.R. 3168: Mr. MAHONEY of Florida and Mr. 

ABERCROMBIE. 
H.R. 3189: Mr. WATT and Ms. HOOLEY. 
H.R. 3195: Ms. HOOLEY, Mr. PRICE of North 

Carolina, Ms. HARMAN, Mr. POMEROY, Mr. 
GORDON, Mr. SAXTON, and Mr. BACA. 

H.R. 3204: Mr. MICHAUD. 
H.R. 3205: Mr. WYNN. 
H.R. 3213: Mr. ALTMIRE. 
H.R. 3214: Ms. SUTTON. 
H.R. 3219: Mr. SERRANO, Mr. PLATTS, Mr. 

DOYLE, Mr. PAYNE, Mr. ISRAEL, Ms. 
SCHAKOWSKY, Mr. SIRES, Mr. FILNER, and Mr. 
MCNULTY. 

H.R. 3257: Mr. GORDON, Mr. HARE, Ms. ZOE 
LOFGREN of California, Mr. FILNER, Ms. Nor-
ton, and Mr. BISHOP of Georgia. 

H.R. 3289: Mr. COHEN, Ms. KAPTUR, Ms. SUT-
TON, Ms. CASTOR, Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia, 
Mr. ARCURI, Ms. SHEA-PORTER, Mr. 
LOEBSACK, Mr. HINOJOSA, Mr. HONDA, Mr. 
FARR, Ms. MCCOLLUM of Minnesota, Mrs. 
NAPOLITANO, Mrs. CAPPS, Ms. ZOE LOFGREN of 
California, and Mr. FILNER. 

H.R. 3298: Mr. ARCURI, Mr. FILNER, Mrs. 
DAVIS of California, Mr. STARK, and Mr. 
MITCHELL. 

H.R. 3313: Mr. WOLF. 
H.R. 3322: Mr. COSTA and Mr. LAMPSON. 
H.R. 3326: Mr. HASTINGS of Florida and Mr. 

JOHNSON of Georgia. 
H.R. 3334: Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, Mr. 

COOPER, Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN, Mr. BAIRD, Mr. 
WOLF, Mr. GORDON, and Mrs. DRAKE. 

H.R. 3355: Mr. ABERCROMBIE, Mr. ARCURI, 
Mr. BRALEY of Iowa, Ms. Corrine Brown of 
Florida, Mr. CLEAVER, Mr. CLYBURN, Mr. 
CRAMER, Mr. CROWLEY, Mr. EMANUEL, Mr. 
FARR, Mr. HARE, Mr. HASTINGS of Florida, 
Mr. HILL, Ms. HIRONO, Mr. INSLEE, Mr. JOHN-
SON of Georgia, Mrs. JONES of Ohio, Mr. 
KAGEN, Mr. LAMPSON, Mr. LARSON of Con-
necticut, Mrs. MALONEY of New York, Mrs. 
MCCARTHY of New York, Mr. MCNERNEY, Mr. 
MEEK of Florida, Mr. MELANCON, Mr. MORAN 
of Virginia, Mr. RYAN of Ohio, Mr. SIRES, 
Mrs. TAUSCHER, Mr. WALZ of Minnesota, Ms. 
WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, Mr. WEINER, Mr. 
WEXLER, and Mr. PERLMUTTER. 

H.R. 3403: Ms. ESHOO, Mr. SHIMKUS, and Mr. 
PICKERING. 

H.R. 3409: Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas and 
Ms. BORDALLO. 

H.R. 3414: Mr. EHLERS, Mr. CASTLE, and Mr. 
HOEKSTRA. 

H.R. 3418: Mr. TOWNS and Mr. GORDON. 
H.R. 3430: Ms. BALDWIN, Mr. SCOTT of Vir-

ginia, and Mr. PASTOR. 

H.R. 3432: Mr. HASTINGS of Florida and Mr. 
CUMMINGS. 

H.R. 3438: Mr. RUPPERSBERGER. 
H.R. 3439: Mr. WYNN. 
H.R. 3440: Ms. GIFFORDS. 
H.R. 3457: Mr. WILSON of South Carolina, 

Mr. SHUSTER, and Mr. HILL. 
H.R. 3466: Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. 
H.J. Res. 6: Mr. BOOZMAN and Mr. HOEK-

STRA. 
H. Con. Res. 85: Mr. GORDON, Mr. KING of 

New York, and Mr. ENGEL. 
H. Con. Res. 108: Mr. BUTTERFIELD. 
H. Con. Res. 122: Mr. ARCURI, Mr. SAXTON, 

Mr. LEWIS of Georgia, Mr. VAN HOLLEN, Mr. 
HARE, Mr. SMITH of Washington, Mr. CLEAV-
ER, Mr. KIND, Ms. CARSON, Mr. LARSEN of 
Washington, and Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania. 

H. Con. Res. 165: Mr. WELLER. 
H. Con. Res. 193: Mr. ELLSWORTH, Mr. 

BERRY, Mr. PERLMUTTER, Mr. SHULER, Mr. 
WALBERG, Mr. JORDAN, and Mr. HINCHEY. 

H. Res. 111: Mr. CARNEY, Ms. FOXX, Mr. 
CRAMER, Mrs. CHRISTENSEN, Mr. LAMBORN, 
and Mr. PATRICK MURPHY of Pennsylvania. 

H. Res. 185: Mr. ENGEL, Mr. LINDER, Ms. 
WATSON, and Mr. ISRAEL. 

H. Res. 245: Mr. ISRAEL. 
H. Res. 257: Mr. LATHAM, Mr. RAHALL, and 

Mrs. NAPOLITANO. 
H. Res. 335: Mr. HARE, Ms. MATSUI, Mr. BU-

CHANAN, Mr. BURTON of Indiana, Mr. KEN-
NEDY, and Mr. GUTIERREZ. 

H. Res. 356: Mrs. DAVIS of California. 
H. Res. 373: Mr. WOLF. 
H. Res. 433: Ms. BALDWIN, Mr. GOODE, Mr. 

JINDAL, and Mr. BARROW. 
H. Res. 444: Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. 
H. Res. 445: Mr. ROSKAM. 
H. Res. 470: Mr. CAPUANO, Mr. KLINE of 

Minnesota, Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of Cali-
fornia, and Mr. TERRY. 

H. Res. 508: Mr. MCHUGH and Mr. CROWLEY. 
H. Res. 549: Mrs. DRAKE and Mr. GONZALEZ. 
H. Res. 554: Ms. BORDALLO. 
H. Res. 557: Mr. COLE of Oklahoma, Mr. 

KING of Iowa, and Ms. FOXX. 
H. Res. 560: Mr. MCCOTTER. 
H. Res. 564: Mr. MCCOTTER. 
H. Res. 572: Mr. CALVERT and Mr. LAMPSON. 
H. Res. 575: Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Mr. STARK, 

Mr. MCCOTTER, and Ms. DELAURO. 
H. Res. 589: Mr. DAVIS of Illinois, Mr. FARR, 

Mr. PASCRELL, and Mr. FILNER. 
H. Res. 603: Mrs. TAUSCHER. 
H. Res. 605: Mr. MORAN of Virginia, Ms. 

CARSON, Mrs. JO ANN DAVIS of Virginia, Ms. 
CORRINE BROWN of Florida, Mr. CASTLE, Mr. 
CANNON, Mr. TANCREDO, Mr. KING of Iowa, 
Mr. CULBERSON, Ms. KAPTUR, Mr. BOUSTANY, 
Mr. WOLF, Mr. BISHOP of Georgia, Mr. WIL-
SON of South Carolina, and Mr. ORTIZ. 

H. Res. 617: Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. 
H. Res. 618: Mr. SMITH of New Jersey, Mr. 

GRIJALVA, Ms. KILPATRICK, Ms. EDDIE BER-
NICE JOHNSON of Texas, Ms. CLARKE, Mr. 
CLEAVER, Ms. CORRINE BROWN of Florida, Mr. 
JEFFERSON, Mr. FARR, Ms. JACKSON-LEE of 
Texas, Mr. MORAN of Virginia, and Mr. 
COHEN. 
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EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS 
HONORING THE LIFE OF COR-

PORAL SHAWN HENSEL, US 
ARMY, OF LOGANSPORT, INDI-
ANA 

HON. JOE DONNELLY 
OF INDIANA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, September 4, 2007 

Mr. DONNELLY. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to honor and remember the life of U.S. 
Army Corporal Shawn Hensel, of Logansport, 
Indiana, who died on August 14, 2007 from 
wounds sustained during an enemy attack in 
Baghdad, Iraq. He was assigned to the 2nd 
Battalion, 23rd Infantry Regiment, 4th Brigade, 
2nd Infantry Division (Stryker Brigade Combat 
Team), Fort Lewis, Washington. Just twenty 
years old, Shawn lived a life worthy of admira-
tion and respect. 

Shortly after learning about his death, 
Shawn’s father David spoke of the love for 
Shawn among his family, ‘‘Shawn had two sis-
ters that really loved him.’’ Observing the 
crowd of people at a memorial service for 
Shawn one week later, Shawn’s sister Autumn 
noted ‘‘It’s nice to know that he was loved this 
much.’’ Shawn was indeed deeply loved by his 
family and by his community. 

Married just eight months ago, Shawn was 
also loved by his wife, Laci. Laci noted of 
Shawn, ‘‘The love he had for his country was 
unbelievable.’’ This observation was reinforced 
by Jeff Strite, the preacher at the Church of 
Christ, ‘‘He was privileged to wear his uniform, 
and he wore it wherever he could.’’ This love 
of country, this pride in service, played on an-
other quality of Shawn’s. His friend Chuck 
Porter remarked ‘‘Shawn just had a way of 
getting into your heart.’’ Shawn’s life and serv-
ice now leaves him in all our hearts. 

The button Shawn’s mother Beth recently 
has been wearing reads ‘‘Our Hero, 1987– 
2007.’’ Our hero. This is most certainly what 
Shawn is now. We are used to speaking of 
twenty-year-olds, of those recently married, of 
having lives full of promise and possibility. But 
Shawn also had a great love of country. And 
this young man is honored for his sacrifice, for 
putting that promise and possibility on the line 
in service to his country. 

‘‘I talk to Shawn all the time and ask him to 
give me strength,’’ Beth said recently. And 
Shawn would want us all to be strong. Today 
I honor Corporal Shawn Hensel’s strength, pa-
triotism, and sacrifice. As I register a Nation’s 
gratitude, it is my regretful duty to also note 
our grief. Our thoughts and prayers are with 
his family and his friends. We join with his wife 
Laci, his father David, and his mother Beth to 
mourn his loss. Shawn’s spirit will always be 
with us. May God Bless Shawn and all those 
he loved. 

RECOGNIZING DR. ANNETTE GRIF-
FIN UPON BEING NAMED 2007 
CITIZEN OF THE YEAR BY THE 
CARROLLTON-FARMERS BRANCH 
ROTARY CLUB 

HON. KENNY MARCHANT 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, September 4, 2007 

Mr. MARCHANT. Madam Speaker, today I 
would like to pay tribute to Dr. Annette Griffin, 
superintendent for the Carrollton-Farmers 
Branch ISD, as recipient of the 2007 Citizen of 
the Year Award presented by the Carrollton- 
Farmers Branch Rotary Club. Her foresight 
and dedication to the students, the teachers, 
the parents, the administrative staff and the 
Carrollton-Farmers Branch community is un-
paralleled and worthy of recognition. 

Dr. Griffin earned her Bachelor’s Degree in 
Elementary Education and Master’s Degree in 
Reading from Louisiana State University. In 
1985, she received her Doctor of Education 
Degree in Administrative Leadership at the 
University of North Texas. Never known to 
rest on her laurels, she continually stays 
abreast of current activities in her field through 
post-doctoral classes at Harvard University 
and Columbia University. 

Dr. Griffin began her career as a teacher in 
the Special Education Department of the Rich-
ardson ISD and after four years was promoted 
to principal within the Richardson ISD. In 
1986, Annette joined the Carrollton-Farmers 
Branch ISD advancing to become an assistant 
superintendent until 1990. Dr. Griffin’s career 
then led her to serve consecutively as super-
intendent of the Carroll ISD and then in the 
Duncanville ISD. But as fate would have it, in 
1997, Annette was offered the superintendent 
position of CFB ISD where she remains a 
steadfast champion for education today. 

Annette is an active member in community 
organizations such as the Rotary Club, the Ir-
ving Baylor Hospital Board, Texans CAN! 
Academy and the Farmers Branch Chamber 
of Commerce. Many accolades have been be-
stowed upon Dr. Griffin, most notably the Paul 
Harris Fellowship, the Texans CAN! Academy 
Mother of the Year, the University of North 
Texas alumni of the Year, the Texas Super-
intendent of the Year and the Metrocrest 
Chamber of Commerce Citizen of the Year. 
She especially enjoys volunteering at the Ro-
tary International Four Way Test Speech Con-
test where she can hear what local high 
school students have to say about important 
issues. 

Annette and her husband, Allen, have been 
married for thirty-five years and have a daugh-
ter, Alana, and a son, Tim. 

Carrollton-Farmers Branch ISD and the 
community are very fortunate to have Dr. Grif-
fin leading our young people to a brighter fu-
ture. She is a strong advocate for excellence 

in education and has continually enhanced the 
lives of many through her sense of commit-
ment and progressive vision. It is truly an 
honor to represent Dr. Annette Griffin in the 
24th District of Texas. 

f 

CONGRATULATING PHIL DIEBEL 
ON RETIREMENT 

HON. MICHAEL C. BURGESS 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, September 4, 2007 

Mr. BURGESS. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to congratulate Mr. Phil Diebel upon his 
retirement after over 27 years with the Univer-
sity of North Texas in Denton, Texas. 

In 1981, Mr. Diebel joined the UNT family 
as controller, and soon became vice president 
for finance and business affairs, his role for 
over 20 years. By 2001, he held the position 
of vice chancellor for finance for the UNT Sys-
tem. His long and distinguished career meant 
that he worked for North Texas State Univer-
sity, before its official name changed to the 
University of North Texas. 

During his tenure Mr. Diebel worked with 
two chancellors as well as three presidents of 
UNT. He watched the UNT system grow from 
what was largely known as a commuter school 
to a thriving public university system; one of 
only six in Texas. Under his tenure, the stu-
dent size dramatically increased, the university 
purchased and constructed seven new resi-
dence halls, the UNT Dallas Campus opened, 
involvement in the present effort to secure a 
UNT law school in Dallas took place, and the 
UNT health science campus in Fort Worth be-
came a significant asset in the university sys-
tem. 

His decades at UNT were not simply a mat-
ter of Mr. Diebel’s official positions. He served 
and gave leadership in many UNT efforts over 
the years, including serving as chair of the re-
sponsibility center management (RCM), tuition 
review, and capital projects planning commit-
tees. He was executive sponsor of the Enter-
prise-wide Information System (EIS), and 
served on the Southern Association of Col-
leges & Schools, SACS, reaffirmation team 
and as a chair for committee with the Texas 
Higher Education Coordinating Board. 

But Mr. Diebel’s giving nature was not only 
directed at UNT. An active member of the 
north Texas community, he served on the 
Denton advisory board for the Salvation Army; 
governing board of the North Texas Public 
Broadcasting, KERA; advisory board of the 
Denton Regional Medical Center; governing 
board of the Texas Guaranteed Student Loan 
Corporation; governing board of the United 
Way of Denton County; Board of Trustees of 
the Selwyn School; redistricting committee of 
the Denton Independent School District; and 
Denton County Housing Finance Corporation. 
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So with great respect I extend sincere con-

gratulations to Mr. Phil Diebel on his much-de-
served retirement. He is a true friend of UNT 
and the Denton community and I have been 
honored to know him as a friend and wish he 
and Polly much satisfaction in retirement. 

f 

RECOGNIZING CALEB D. HENDER-
SON FOR THE AWARD OF EAGLE 
SCOUT 

HON. SAM GRAVES 
OF MISSOURI 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, September 4, 2007 

Mr. GRAVES. Madam Speaker, I proudly 
pause to recognize Caleb D. Henderson, a 
very special young man who has exemplified 
the finest qualities of citizenship and leader-
ship by taking an active part in the Boy Scouts 
of America, and by earning the most pres-
tigious award of Eagle Scout. 

Caleb has been very active with his troop, 
participating in many Scout activities. Over the 
years Caleb has been involved in Scouting, he 
has earned 27 merit badges and held numer-
ous leadership positions, serving as Assistant 
Senior Patrol Leader. Caleb is also an Ordeal 
Member of the Order of the Arrow and earned 
the World Conservation Award in February 
2007. 

For his Eagle Scout project, Caleb designed 
and trained Scouts in concrete work and su-
pervised the construction of a dumpster pad 
facility for North Oak Christian Church in Kan-
sas City. Caleb has also attended the H. Roe 
Bartle Scout Reservation, and 3 camporees 
and 2 Klondike Derbys. 

Madam Speaker, I proudly ask you to join 
me in commending Caleb D. Henderson for 
his accomplishments with the Boy Scouts of 
America and his efforts put forth in achieving 
the highest distinction of Eagle Scout. 

f 

HONORING NORTH LAKE COLLEGE 
FOR 30 YEARS OF EDUCATIONAL 
EXCELLENCE 

HON. KENNY MARCHANT 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, September 4, 2007 

Mr. MARCHANT. Madam Speaker, today I 
rise to honor North Lake College in celebration 
of its 30th anniversary of educational excel-
lence. 

North Lake College’s main campus is set on 
276 acres in Irving-Las Colinas business cen-
ter. The college has expanded its facilities to 
provide diverse services and programs for its 
students. From the construction of an ex-
panded Science and Medical Professions 
Building, a Workforce Development Center, 
and a General Purpose Building on the main 
campus to satellite campuses in downtown Ir-
ving, the South Irving Center and the Dallas- 
Fort Worth Education Center, North Lake is 
continually meeting the needs of its students 
and community. 

Since opening its doors in the Fall of 1977, 
North Lake has increased its enrollment from 

2,823 students to 9,415 credit students in the 
Fall of 2006. It is an accredited public commu-
nity college with an open door admission pol-
icy. As part of the Dallas County Community 
College District, North Lake is committed to 
‘‘Closing the Gaps’’ a Texas state initiative to 
continually increase enrollment goals for all 
population groups. Today, North Lake College 
serves approximately 23,000 credit students 
and 12,000 continuing education students. 

North Lake College’s expert planning and 
partnerships has contributed to its success in 
offering students a variety of occupational and 
degree programs preparing them for employ-
ment in the workforce or transferring to any 
Texas public university or college. North Lake 
offers degrees in Associate of Arts, Associate 
of Science, and Associate of Applied Sciences 
in more than 24 areas of study. In addition to 
the degree programs, students can earn cer-
tifications in more than 60 career fields. 

North Lake College’s 30th anniversary is 
worthy of recognition. Its beautiful campuses, 
its diverse and growing enrollment, and its 
wide array of educational degree and certifi-
cation programs are all a testament of edu-
cational excellence. I am honored to represent 
such a respected collegiate institution in the 
24th District of Texas. 

f 

RECOGNIZING AARON ADDISON 
TAYLOR FOR THE AWARD OF 
EAGLE SCOUT 

HON. SAM GRAVES 
OF MISSOURI 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, September 4, 2007 

Mr. GRAVES. Madam Speaker, I proudly 
pause to recognize Aaron Addison Taylor, a 
very special young man who has exemplified 
the finest qualities of citizenship and leader-
ship by taking an active part in the Boy Scouts 
of America, and by earning the most pres-
tigious award of Eagle Scout. 

Aaron has been very active with his troop, 
participating in many scout activities. Over the 
years Aaron has been involved in scouting, he 
has earned 25 merit badges and held numer-
ous leadership positions, serving as Quarter-
master and Senior Patrol Leader. Aaron is 
also an Ordeal Member of the Order of the 
Arrow and entered the Tribe of Mic-O-Say as 
Brave Unyielding Rock in 2006 and elevated 
to Hardway Warrior in 2007. 

For his Eagle Scout project, Aaron designed 
and procured materials for and supervised the 
construction of ‘‘no-stoop’’ garden planter 
boxes for residents of the Kansas City Garden 
Village assisted living community. Aaron has 
also attended the H. Roe Bartle Scout Res-
ervation, and 3-year attendance at District 
Camporee and Klondike Derbies. 

Madam Speaker, I proudly ask you to join 
me in commending Aaron Addison Taylor for 
his accomplishments with the Boy Scouts of 
America and for his efforts put forth in achiev-
ing the highest distinction of Eagle Scout. 

CONGRATULATING COLT KNOST 
FOR U.S. AMATEUR VICTORY 

HON. MICHAEL C. BURGESS 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Tuesday, September 4, 2007 

Mr. BURGESS. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to congratulate Pilot Point native Colt 
Knost on his victory at the 107th U.S. Amateur 
Championship. Knost defeated Michael 
Thompson, 2 and 1, in the 36-hole final 
match. 

The Amateur is 1 of 13 national champion-
ships conducted annually by the United States 
Golf Association, 10 of which are strictly for 
amateurs. The USGA is the national governing 
body of golf in this country and Mexico, a 
combined territory that includes more than half 
the game’s golfers and golf courses. 

Colt Knost, 22, played at Southern Meth-
odist University. With this victory, Knost be-
came the sixth golfer in history to win 2 USGA 
championships in the same season, and the 
second to win the Amateur and the Amateur 
Public Links in the same year. Knost has a 
very tough decision ahead of him for he must 
decide if he will wait to use those amateur 
berths at Augusta and Torrey Pines or if he 
will turn pro. 

I would like to offer my sincerest congratula-
tions to Mr. Colt Knost. His commitment to 
being the best in his sport shows that drive 
and dedication can make the difference be-
tween good and great. I wish him success in 
the future, and I am very proud to have him 
as a constituent of the 26th District of Texas. 

f 

RECOGNIZING CHRISTOPHER AUS-
TIN GROSSMAN FOR THE AWARD 
OF EAGLE SCOUT 

HON. SAM GRAVES 
OF MISSOURI 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, September 4, 2007 

Mr. GRAVES. Madam Speaker, I proudly 
pause to recognize Christopher Austin Gross-
man, a very special young man who has ex-
emplified the finest qualities of citizenship and 
leadership by taking an active part in the Boy 
Scouts of America, and by earning the most 
prestigious award of Eagle Scout. 

Christopher has been very active with his 
troop, participating in many scout activities. 
Over the years Christopher has been involved 
in scouting, he has earned 34 merit badges 
and held numerous leadership positions, serv-
ing as Instructor, Patrol Leader and Troop 
Scribe. Christopher is also an Ordeal Member 
of the Order of the Arrow and entered the 
Tribe of Mic-O-Say as Brave Fierce Striking 
Sandstorm and elevated to Hardway Warrior 
in 2004. He has also earned the World Con-
servation Award in February 2003. 

For his Eagle Scout project, Christopher de-
signed and procured materials for and super-
vised the construction of a storage outbuilding 
for Veterans of Foreign Wars Post 7356 in 
Parkville, Missouri. Christopher has also at-
tended the H. Roe Bartle Scout Reservation, 
and three year attendance at District Camp-
oree and Klondike Derbys. 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 08:26 Jul 09, 2010 Jkt 059102 PO 00000 Frm 00002 Fmt 0689 Sfmt 9920 E:\BR07\E04SE7.000 E04SE7er
ow

e 
on

 D
S

K
5C

LS
3C

1P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 B
O

U
N

D
 R

E
C

O
R

D



EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS, Vol. 153, Pt. 17 23489 September 4, 2007 
Madam Speaker, I proudly ask you to join 

me in commending Christopher Austin Gross-
man for his accomplishments with the Boy 
Scouts of America and for his efforts put forth 
in achieving the highest distinction of Eagle 
Scout. 

f 

HONORING THE RETIREMENT OF 
JOE HENNIG AS THE EULESS 
CITY MANAGER 

HON. KENNY MARCHANT 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, September 4, 2007 

Mr. MARCHANT. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today in recognition of Mr. Joe Hennig on the 
occasion of his retirement on October 1, 2007 
after fifteen years of commendable public 
service. Prior to his appointment as Euless 
City Manager in 1999, Mr. Hennig began 
working in Euless as director of development 
services, assistant city manager and deputy 
city manager. He also spent twenty-three 
years with Texas Utilities. 

A capable leader, Mr. Hennig has been a 
guiding force behind many businesses and 
economic developments in the City of Euless. 
He facilitated the transformation and improve-
ment of the City’s Main Street corridor as well 
as every major thoroughfare in Euless includ-
ing Harwood Road, Industrial Boulevard, Pipe-
line Road and Glade Road. Mr. Hennig also 
brokered a deal with the Dallas/Fort Worth Air-
port securing millions of dollars in tax revenue, 
which in 2002, was used to construct a new 
police and courts building on Texas 10. Due to 
Hennig’s strategic business foresight, numer-
ous new businesses have opened along 
Texas Highway 121. 

Mr. Joe Hennig has been involved with nu-
merous civic organizations such as the United 
Way, the Chamber of Commerce, the Boy 
Scouts of America, the Rotary Club and the 
YMCA. In addition, he has been an active 
member in many municipality associations, the 
most recent of which include North Texas City 
Management Association, Texas City Manage-
ment Association, and International City Man-
agement Association. 

He and his wife, Jan, have a daughter, 
Shay and a son, Brandon. He also has 6 
beautiful grandchildren: Isabella, Ava, Jack, 
Carlie, Claire, and Clint. 

Madam Speaker, in closing, I would like to 
extend my gratitude to Joe Hennig for his nu-
merous years of service and dedication to the 
City of Euless. His leadership will be greatly 
missed but his vision for a brighter future for 
Euless will live forever. I am proud to serve 
him in the 24th District of Texas. 

f 

IN MEMORY OF BOBBY WEBBER 

HON. MICHAEL C. BURGESS 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, September 4, 2007 

Mr. BURGESS. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today in memory of Bobby Webber, a former 
state representative from Fort Worth. 

Mr. Webber was born Sept. 16, 1937, in 
Madisonville, Texas. After his family moved to 
Fort Worth, in the 1940s, he served for five 
terms in the City Council. After attending How-
ard University, Mr. Webber joined the Army in 
1959, serving in the 101st Airborne as a para-
trooper. He was discharged in 1962 and re-
ceived a bachelor’s degree in business admin-
istration from the University of North Texas, 
my alma mater. 

Over the years, Mr. Webber built up several 
business interests in Fort Worth, including An-
gelic Webber Funeral Home, Eastwood Village 
Nursing Home and a family-owned Insurance 
company. 

A continued advocate for Fort Worth’s Afri-
can-American community, Mr. Webber won a 
seat in the Texas House. He understood the 
needs of his constituents and represented 
them with commitment and enthusiasm. 

Mr. Webber’s dedication to Fort Worth was 
not simply a matter of politics; it was a matter 
of heart. He served as pastor of Greater St. 
James Baptist Church in Fort Worth and Com-
munity Missionary Baptist Church in Arlington. 

His survivors include his mother, Charlie 
Mae Webber of Fort Worth; two sisters, Joann 
Breedlove and Janyce Avery, both of Fort 
Worth; a brother, Joseph Webber of Fort 
Worth; and a daughter, Vanessa Jean 
Webber, and grandson, Alvin James III, of At-
lanta. 

I would like to recognize Mr. Webber for his 
tremendous service to Fort Worth and his fel-
low man. His spirit of fairness and equality 
should be seen as an example to us all. I was 
honored to have represented him in the U.S. 
House of Representatives. 

f 

RECOGNIZING NICHOLAS ST. CLAIR 
FOR ACHIEVING THE RANK OF 
EAGLE SCOUT 

HON. SAM GRAVES 
OF MISSOURI 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, September 4, 2007 

Mr. GRAVES. Madam Speaker, I proudly 
pause to recognize Nicholas St. Clair, a very 
special young man who has exemplified the 
finest qualities of citizenship and leadership by 
taking an active part in the Boy Scouts of 
America, Troop 175, and in earning the most 
prestigious award of Eagle Scout. 

Nicholas has been very active with his 
troop, participating in many scout activities. 
Over the many years Alex has been involved 
with scouting, he has earned 39 merit badges 
and held numerous leadership positions, serv-
ing as Patrol Leader, Quartermaster and Den 
Chief to the Pack. Nicholas is also a Tribe 
Warrior in the Tribe of Mic-O-Say. 

For his Eagle Scout project, Nicholas cre-
ated a secondary emergency evacuation trail 
at Daniel Young Elementary School for Key-
stone Park in Blue Springs, Missouri. Nicholas 
has also earned several special awards in-
cluding the 12 Month Camper Award, the 
Internet Safety Award, and the 50 Miler 
Award. 

Madam Speaker, I proudly ask you to join 
me in commending Nicholas St. Clair for his 
accomplishments with the Boy Scouts of 

America and for his efforts put forth in achiev-
ing the highest distinction of Eagle Scout. 

f 

CONGRATULATING REV. WELDON 
G. DANIELS ON RETIREMENT 

HON. MICHAEL C. BURGESS 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, September 4, 2007 

Mr. BURGESS. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to recognize the contributions of the 
Rev. Weldon G. Daniels who is retiring after 
37 years as the pastor of Pilgram Valley Mis-
sionary Church. 

Mr. Daniels accepted the call as pastor of 
Pilgrim Valley in January of 1971. Under his 
leadership, the church’s membership growth 
required a new facility, and over the years, he 
supervised improvements including the addi-
tion of air conditioning and heat for class-
rooms. The sanctuary was also updated with 
a sound system, worship furnishings, and he 
secured donated bibles and hymnals for the 
growing congregation. 

Rev. Daniels ensured that all of the im-
provements were accomplished in a financially 
responsible manner, with all notes retired. His 
leadership also ensured organization of the 
Prayer Band, a Young Women’s Mission and 
Orientation Committee and the reorganization 
of the Angel’s Choir. Additionally, his leader-
ship inspired 22 from the congregation to 
enter the ministry and an additional 29 to be-
come Associate Pastors. 

Rev. Daniels also served as the past presi-
dent of the Baptist Ministers Union, the Harris 
Hospital Board, the United Way Board, Chair 
of the M.L.K. Committee and was both the first 
African American on the Crime Commission 
board and founder of Ministers Against Crime 
(M.A.C.). 

I am honored to represent Rev. Daniels and 
the life of service and community leadership 
that he embodies for the residents of South-
east Fort Worth. 

f 

CELEBRATING THE 100TH ANNI-
VERSARY OF THE VILLAGE OF 
DUPO, ILLINOIS 

HON. JERRY F. COSTELLO 
OF ILLINOIS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, September 4, 2007 

Mr. COSTELLO. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to ask my colleagues to join me in rec-
ognizing the 100th anniversary of the incorpo-
ration of the Village of Dupo, Illinois. 

In the late 17th century, the French settled 
the area known as the American Bottom, 
along the eastern banks of the Mississippi 
River, between the Illinois and Kaskaskia Riv-
ers. One of the early French settlements was 
Prairie du Pont which was established around 
1750, about a mile south of the village of 
Cahokia. ‘‘Pont’’ is French for ‘‘bridge’’ and the 
name was derived from the prairie that was 
near an old log bridge that crossed a creek at 
this location. Although a Prairie du Pont 
school district was officially formed, the com-
munity was never incorporated as a village. 
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One of the geographic advantages of the 

Prairie du Pont area is that it is about 10 to 
12 feet higher than much of the surrounding 
area. Being in the Mississippi River flood 
plain, this was probably responsible for early 
residents of Cahokia settling in the area to es-
cape the frequent floods. This was also an im-
portant consideration in the decision of the 
Missouri Pacific Railroad locating their switch-
ing yards there. With the yards came the 
homes and shops for the railroad workers and 
soon a new town was born. In 1907, the name 
Prairie du Pont was shortened and the Village 
of Dupo was incorporated. 

Oil was discovered near Dupo in 1928 and, 
for a brief period, there was considerable drill-
ing and expectation of a new source of rev-
enue. Within a couple of years, however, it be-
came apparent that the oil field could not sus-
tain further drilling and Dupo remained prin-
cipally a railroad town. Today, most north- 
south traffic through this area goes through 
the Dupo yards. 

Just as the railroads were influential in 
Dupo’s formation, another transportation link 
holds promise for the future. I–255, part of the 
beltway that encircles the St. Louis metropoli-
tan area, runs right by Dupo and offers excit-
ing opportunities for development. As Dupo 
celebrates its centennial, it can enjoy its rich 
history while looking forward to a bright future. 

Madam Speaker, I ask my colleagues to join 
me in celebrating the 100th anniversary of the 
Village of Dupo, Illinois and to wish them the 
best as they move forward in the years to 
come. 

f 

HONORING THE LIFE OF 
RHETAUGH DUMAS, PHD, RN, FAAN 

HON. JOHN D. DINGELL 
OF MICHIGAN 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Tuesday, September 4, 2007 

Mr. DINGELL. Madam Speaker, I rise today 
to pay tribute to the life of Rhetaugh Graves 
Dumas, PhD, RN, FAAN, who passed way on 
July 22, 2007. 

Rhetaugh Dumas had an exemplary life and 
career as an esteemed international leader in 
nursing and health care. 

Dr. Dumas served as the dean of the 
School of Nursing at the University of Michi-
gan from 1981 to 1994 in which she had a 
major impact on the advancement of nursing, 
health care, and academic programs. In 1994 
she was named vice provost for health affairs 
and the Lucille Cole Professor of Nursing. She 
retired from active faculty status in December 
2001, after 20 years of service to the Univer-
sity of Michigan. 

Before arriving at the University of Michigan 
Dr. Dumas was a deputy director at the Na-
tional Institutes of Mental Health. She was the 
first woman, the first nurse, and the first Afri-
can-American to serve as a deputy director at 
NIMH. 

Earlier in her career, Dr. Dumas served on 
the faculty of Yale University’s School of Nurs-
ing and director of nursing of the Connecticut 
Mental Health Center at the Yale-New Haven 
Medical Center. 

Dr. Dumas, born in Natchez, Mississippi, re-
ceived her bachelor’s degree in nursing from 

Dillard University, master’s degree in psy-
chiatric nursing from Yale and her PhD degree 
in social psychology from Union Graduate 
School, Union for Experimenting Colleges and 
Universities. 

Dr. Dumas served on a number of national 
boards and committees including as an ap-
pointee to the President’s National Bioethics 
Advisory Committee during the Clinton admin-
istration. 

Madam Speaker, I ask that my colleagues 
join me in extending the appreciation of the 
U.S. House of Representatives for all the con-
tributions Rhetaugh Grave Dumas made to 
our Nation during her extraordinary life. 

f 

RECOGNIZING GRANT P. GOULD 
FOR ACHIEVING THE RANK OF 
EAGLE SCOUT 

HON. SAM GRAVES 
OF MISSOURI 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, September 4, 2007 

Mr. GRAVES. Madam Speaker, I proudly 
pause to recognize Grant P. Gould, a very 
special young man who has exemplified the 
finest qualities of citizenship and leadership by 
taking an active part in the Boy Scouts of 
America, Troop 433, and by earning the most 
prestigious award of Eagle Scout. 

Grant has been very active with his troop, 
participating in many scout activities. Over the 
many years Grant has been involved with 
scouting, he has not only earned numerous 
merit badges, but also the respect of his fam-
ily, peers, and community. 

Madam Speaker, I proudly ask you to join 
me in commending Grant P. Gould for his ac-
complishments with the Boy Scouts of Amer-
ica and for his efforts put forth in achieving the 
highest distinction of Eagle Scout. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. YVETTE D. CLARKE 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, September 4, 2007 

Ms. CLARKE. Madam Speaker, on rollcall 
No. 824, I was unavoidably absent. Had I 
been present, I would have voted ‘‘nay.’’ On 
rollcall No. 825, I would have voted ‘‘yea.’’ On 
rollcall No. 826, I would have voted ‘‘yea.’’ On 
rollcall No. 827, I would have voted ‘‘yea.’’ On 
rollcall No. 828, I would have voted ‘‘nay.’’ 

On rollcall No. 829, I would have voted 
‘‘yea.’’ On rollcall No. 830, I would have voted 
‘‘yea.’’ On rollcall No. 831, I would have voted 
‘‘nay.’’ 

On rollcall No. 832, I would have voted 
‘‘yea.’’ On rollcall No. 833, I would have voted 
‘‘yea.’’ 

On rollcall No. 834, I would have voted 
‘‘nay.’’ On rollcall No. 835, I would have voted 
‘‘yea.’’ On rollcall No. 836, I would have voted 
‘‘nay.’’ On rollcall No. 837, I would have voted 
‘‘yea.’’ On rollcall No. 838, I would have voted 
‘‘nay.’’ 

On rollcall No. 839, I would have voted 
‘‘nay.’’ On rollcall No. 840, I would have voted 

‘‘nay.’’ On rollcall No. 841, I would have voted 
‘‘nay.’’ On rollcall No. 842, I would have voted 
‘‘nay.’’ On rollcall No. 843, I would have voted 
‘‘nay.’’ 

On rollcall No. 844, I would have voted 
‘‘nay.’’ On rollcall No. 845, I would have voted 
‘‘nay.’’ On rollcall No. 846, I would have voted 
‘‘yea.’’ 

f 

HONORING OFFICER NORVELLE 
BROWN: DEDICATED TO PUBLIC 
SERVICE 

HON. WM. LACY CLAY 
OF MISSOURI 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, September 4, 2007 

Mr. CLAY. Madam Speaker, I rise today to 
pay tribute to Officer Norvelle Brown for being 
extremely courageous and dedicated while 
serving with the St. Louis Metropolitan Police 
Department. Officer Brown was just 22 years 
old when he was killed in the line of duty while 
proudly and heroically serving the St. Louis 
community. His immense contribution to re-
ducing crime in St. Louis, his bravery and his 
kindness will never be forgotten. 

Officer Brown was hired by the St. Louis 
Metropolitan Police Department in 2006. In his 
11 months of duty, Officer Brown has been an 
exceptional performer within the Seventh Dis-
trict. He recently received the Chief’s Letter of 
Commendation, which recognized him for 
going above and beyond the call of duty. In 
addition to earning the reputation of being a 
hard working and devoted officer, he loved his 
job and was committed to keeping the streets 
safe. 

Officer Brown was a passionate public serv-
ant, steadfast in his desire to make a positive 
difference in his community. A graduate of 
Vashon High School, Officer Brown remained 
involved with his alma mater by serving as a 
mentor to students and members of their foot-
ball team. He was also a coach for the Police 
Athletic League. 

Madam Speaker, I would like to extend my 
deepest condolences to Officer Brown’s family 
and let them know how very proud the St. 
Louis community is of this remarkable young 
man. Officer Brown’s energy, commitment and 
dedication to his job made him an extraor-
dinary benefit to the entire St. Louis commu-
nity. He will live forever in our memories. I ask 
that my colleagues join me in honoring a local 
hero, Officer Norvelle Brown. 

f 

RECOGNIZING NATHAN MICHAEL 
KELLY FOR ACHIEVING THE 
RANK OF EAGLE SCOUT 

HON. SAM GRAVES 
OF MISSOURI 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, September 4, 2007 

Mr. GRAVES. Madam Speaker, I proudly 
pause to recognize Nathan Michael Kelly, a 
very special young man who has exemplified 
the finest qualities of citizenship and leader-
ship by taking an active part in the Boy Scouts 
of America, Troop 205, and in earning the 
most prestigious award of Eagle Scout. 
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Nathan has been very active with his troop, 

participating in many scout activities and over 
the past seven years he has attended camp at 
the Bartle Scout Reservation. In the summer 
of 2005, Nathan was part of a crew that went 
on a 9-day, 50-mile backpacking trip at the 
Philmont Scout Ranch in Cimarron, NM. 

In addition, Nathan is a member of the Tribe 
of Mic-O-Say and has progressed through the 
ranks of Foxman, Brave, Warrior, and 
Firebuilder. Currently, Nathan holds the rank 
of Tom-Tom Beater. Since Nathan has been 
involved with scouting, he has not only earned 
numerous merit badges, but also the respect 
of his family, peers, and community. 

Madam Speaker, I proudly ask you to join 
me in commending Nathan Michael Kelly for 
his accomplishments with the Boy Scouts of 
America and for his efforts put forth in achiev-
ing the highest distinction of Eagle Scout. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. YVETTE D. CLARKE 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, September 4, 2007 

Ms. CLARKE. Madam Speaker, on rollcall 
No. 817, I was unavoidably absent. Had I 
been present, I would have voted ‘‘nay.’’ On 
rollcall No. 818, I would have voted ‘‘yea.’’ On 
rollcall No. 819, I would have voted ‘‘yea.’’ On 
rollcall No. 820, I would have voted ‘‘yea.’’ On 
rollcall No. 821, I would have voted ‘‘yea.’’ On 
rollcall No. 822, I would have voted ‘‘yea.’’ On 
rollcall No. 823, I would have voted ‘‘yea.’’ 

f 

HONORING KEN WILLMARTH 

HON. GEORGE RADANOVICH 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, September 4, 2007 

Mr. RADANOVICH. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to congratulate Mr. Ken Willmarth upon 
his retirement as the Stanislaus County 4–H 
Youth Development Advisor with UC Coopera-
tive Extension. Mr. Willmarth was recently 
honored by workers at a retirement dinner in 
Modesto, CA. 

Ken Willmarth has always been very in-
volved in the community. As a young man he 
volunteered with the Peace Corps. As the 4– 
H Youth Development Advisor he guided more 
than 1,200 4–H members and more than 500 
4–H leaders at any given time. Mr. Willmarth 
continues to be involved in his community 
through his work with the Stanislaus County 
Fair and Camp Sylvester. Along with volun-
teering his time, he plans on working towards 
an advanced degree from California State Uni-
versity, Stanislaus. 

Ken Willmarth has been a pillar in his com-
munity, especially within 4–H. Within the orga-
nization he has influenced a great number of 
club members and had the opportunity to work 
with many more throughout the organization. 
His involvement in 4–H allowed him to work 
with community leaders, project leaders and 
the community at large to benefit youth pro-
grams. 

Madam Speaker, I rise today to commend 
and congratulate Mr. Ken Willmarth on his re-
tirement from Stanislaus County. I invite my 
colleagues to join me in wishing Mr. Willmarth 
many years of continued success. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO CHIEF WARRANT 
OFFICER SHELDON D. SCHULTZ 

HON. BILL SHUSTER 
OF PENNSYLVANIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, September 4, 2007 

Mr. SHUSTER. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to honor CWO Sheldon D. Schultz, a 
fallen Vietnam veteran whose remains have fi-
nally been returned home to Altoona, PA. 
Schultz was killed in Vietnam in January 1968, 
when his helicopter was struck by artillery fire. 
For 39 years, Sheldon Schultz and his crew 
were unaccounted for. 

Sheldon was only 18 years old at the time 
of his death, but those that knew him de-
scribed him as a role model, one who looked 
out for the neighborhood kids and was excited 
to serve his country. He joined the U.S. Army 
immediately following high school, graduating 
from helicopter pilot school and arriving in 
Vietnam in 1967. While he only served a little 
over a year before his death, Schultz earned 
many honors, including a Purple Heart, Good 
Conduct Medal, National Defense Service 
Medal, Army Aviator Wings, and an Expert 
Marksmanship Badge. In addition, Schultz’s 
name is engraved on the Vietnam Veterans 
Memorial. 

Sheldon Schultz’s return home brings com-
fort and relief to his family, who went years 
without much information about his death. 
Madam Speaker, Sheldon Schultz dedicated 
his life to serving his country. His homecoming 
is a solemn reminder of the sacrifices our sol-
diers make in service to our Nation. Our 
thoughts are with his family, his fellow Viet-
nam veterans and members of his community. 
Another soldier has been brought home. 

f 

RECOGNIZING LOYD LEROY 
SPICER 

HON. SAM GRAVES 
OF MISSOURI 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, September 4, 2007 

Mr. GRAVES. Madam Speaker, I proudly 
ask you to join me in recognizing Loyd Leroy 
Spicer of Guilford, Missouri. Loyd celebrated 
his 90th birthday and it is my privilege to offer 
him my warmest regards on achieving this im-
portant milestone. Loyd is a fine citizen of Mis-
souri and the Guilford community. It is an 
honor to represent Loyd in the United States 
Congress, and I wish him all the best on this 
birthday and many more in the future. 

TRIBUTE TO VIOLET MOORHOUSE, 
U.S. GOVERNMENT PRINTING OF-
FICE 

HON. ROBERT A. BRADY 
OF PENNSYLVANIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, September 4, 2007 

Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania. Madam 
Speaker, as chairman of the Committee on 
House Administration and of the Joint Com-
mittee on Printing, I want to recognize Ms. 
Violet Moorhouse, a long-time map cataloger 
at the Government Printing Office, who retired 
on July 31, 2007, following nearly 40 years of 
dedicated service. 

Ms. Moorhouse went to work at the GPO in 
1968 committed to serve the public, a commit-
ment strengthened by a desire to do some-
thing positive following the assassinations of 
Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr., and Senator Rob-
ert F. Kennedy in 1968. During her long ca-
reer, Ms. Moorhouse worked in almost every 
type of library, including public, school, univer-
sity, and special libraries. Prior to GPO, she 
cataloged documents at the New York Public 
Library. After working on cataloging general 
monographs, Ms. Moorhouse turned to map 
cataloging when maps were brought into 
GPO’s Federal Depository Library Program in 
the 1970’s. She cataloged all types of Federal 
maps, including serial maps and maps on 
microfiche and CD–ROM from the U.S. Geo-
logical Survey, the U.S. Forest Service, and 
the National Park Service. She pioneered 
many currently used cataloging practices for 
maps while welcoming advances in technology 
and cataloging that allowed more timely ac-
cess to these important materials. She also 
trained incoming librarians in map cataloging, 
and was generous in sharing her expertise 
and detailed knowledge of the nuances of 
Federal maps with others. 

During her career, Ms. Moorhouse contrib-
uted more than 100,000 bibliographic records 
to the Catalog of United States Government 
Publications and initiated many geographic 
name authority records in the Library of Con-
gress authority database, providing a deep 
contribution to the field of geophysical data. 
Her prodigious talents were so valued that in 
1998 she received the American Library Asso-
ciation’s Map and Geography Round Table 
(MAGERT) award, which is presented to li-
brarians for outstanding service to map librar-
ianship. Her articles on GPO map cataloging 
appeared regularly in the MAGERT publication 
‘‘base line’’ and in GPO’s ‘‘Administrative 
Notes’’ newsletter. She also wrote the chapter 
on the Superintendent of Documents classi-
fication of maps in GPO’s Classification man-
ual. Ms. Moorhouse was active in the ALA’s 
Government Documents Round Table and in 
the Cartographic Users Advisory Council, as 
well as in MAGERT. 

Ms. Moorhouse earned a B.A. in English 
and comparative literature at the University of 
California, Berkeley. She earned an M.L.S. 
while on a one-year fellowship at Berkeley. 
She also did graduate work in Far Eastern Re-
gional studies, with an emphasis on China, at 
the University of the Pacific, and continued her 
academic studies in the computer and car-
tographic fields in Washington, DC. 
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I ask my colleagues to join me in thanking 

Ms. Moorhouse for her significant contributions 
to the GPO through her distinguished service 
in the Federal Depository Library Program, 
and extending best wishes for her well-earned 
retirement. 

f 

HONORING CODY GRATER OF 
SPRING HILL, FLORIDA 

HON. GINNY BROWN-WAITE 
OF FLORIDA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, September 4, 2007 

Ms. GINNY BROWN-WAITE of Florida. 
Madam Speaker, I rise today to honor an 
American soldier who gave his life in service 
to our Nation. 

Army Private First Class Cody C. Grater of 
Spring Hill, Florida was killed in action when 
he was struck by a rocket-propelled grenade 
near Baghdad, Iraq. Pfc. Grater is survived by 
his mother, Anita Lewis, stepfather Larry 
Decker of Spring Hill and sister Cheyanne 
Decker. 

While standing guard duty on the rooftop of 
an outpost in Baghdad, Cody’s position was 
hit by a rocket propelled grenade. He was 
killed, and another soldier stationed nearby 
was injured in the blast. During his time in the 
military, Cody had been awarded the Bronze 
Star, Purple Heart, National Defense Service 
Medal, Iraq Campaign Medal, Global War on 
Terrorism Medal, Army Service Ribbon and 
the Combat Action Badge. 

Growing up in Hernando County, Cody had 
attended Springstead High School, where he 
had many friends and enjoyed working with 
cars and all things mechanical. An avid mili-
tary buff as a child, Cody read military themed 
books and played with toys that dealt with the 
military. Prior to his enlistment in the Army, 
Cody was an active part of the Spring Hill 
Community, working with local elected officials 
to gain support for the construction of a 
skateboard park for area youth. 

Joining the Army in April, 2006, Cody was 
assigned to the 407th Brigade Support Bat-
talion, 2nd Brigade Combat Team. He then 
completed Motor Transport Operator Ad-
vanced Individual Training at Fort Leonard 
Wood, Missouri and was re-assigned as a ve-
hicle driver with the 82nd Airborne Division. 

Halfway through his fourteen month tour in 
Iraq, Cody had planned to re-enlist so that he 
could work with Blackhawk helicopters. His 
stepfather said that Cody loved the military 
and that ‘‘It was his goal to make the Army his 
career, which he loved. He was proud of serv-
ing his country.’’ A firm believer in the mission 
he was fighting in Iraq, Cody was disappointed 
that people back home in the United States 
did not see the positive results of the military’s 
efforts there. 

Madam Speaker, it is soldiers like Pfc. Cody 
Grater who have volunteered to protect the 
freedoms that all Americans hold dear. While 
brave men and women like Cody have per-
ished in the name of freedom and liberty, his 
family, friends and loved ones should know 
that this Congress will never forget his sac-
rifice and commitment. 

TRIBUTE TO THE MEMORY OF DR. 
JEANNETTE A. ALLEN WILLIAMS 

HON. DONALD M. PAYNE 
OF NEW JERSEY 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, September 4, 2007 

Mr. PAYNE. Madam Speaker, it is with 
heartfelt sympathy that I ask my colleagues 
here in the House of Representatives to join 
me as I rise to offer a tribute to the memory 
of Dr. Jeannette A. Allen Williams. Dr. Wil-
liams was a remarkable educator and an out-
standing role model. With her passing on 
Wednesday, August 22, 2007, our greater 
community has lost one of its more valiant 
leaders. Fortunately, she leaves a legacy that 
her family, friends and colleagues can recall 
with a great deal of pride. 

Truly, the cities of Newark, Jersey City and 
Plainfield were blessed to have Dr. Williams in 
their midst as an educator extraordinaire and 
as an administrator who always had the best 
interest of children at the heart of all her initia-
tives. She was thoughtful, gracious and a con-
summate professional. As a young teacher at 
West Side High School in Newark, Dr. Wil-
liams would serve as an inspiration to many of 
her young charges. When she became prin-
cipal at West Side, she would be the first 
black person to be a high school principal in 
the City of Newark and as a result she raised 
the bar for all students to realize that they 
could be anything they set their minds to be-
coming. 

Personally, I knew Dr. Allen for over forty 
years and was glad to have her as a resident 
in the 10th Congressional District. Not only did 
she believe education was important for her-
self, having achieved advanced degrees but 
she encouraged her students, nieces, neph-
ews and other relatives to strive for academic 
excellence. From what I know of many stu-
dents touched by her, she was successful in 
her efforts. 

Madam Speaker, it is my sincere hope that 
all those who knew and loved Dr. Jeannette A. 
Allen Williams will be able to draw comfort 
from the memories they have of her. I know 
she will continue to live in their hearts. As a 
Christian woman, I feel confident in saying 
that ‘‘it is well with her soul.’’ 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. BARBARA LEE 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, September 4, 2007 

Ms. LEE. Madam Speaker, on rollcall vote 
No. 821, the vote on final passage of H.R. 
3356, I had intended to vote ‘‘nay,’’ but mis-
takenly voted ‘‘yea.’’ 

HONORING HIS EMINENCE 
WILLIAM CARDINAL KEELER 

HON. C. A. DUTCH RUPPERSBERGER 
OF MARYLAND 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, September 4, 2007 

Mr. RUPPERSBERGER. Madam Speaker, I 
rise before you today to honor Cardinal Wil-
liam Henry Keeler, Fourteenth Archbishop of 
Baltimore. 

William Henry Keeler was born March 4, 
1931 in San Antonio, Texas, the son of Thom-
as L. Keeler and Margaret T. (Conway) 
Keeler. He was raised in Lebanon, Pennsyl-
vania, where he attended St. Mary School and 
Lebanon Catholic High School. He received a 
RA. from St. Charles Seminary, Overbrook, 
Philadelphia, in 1952 and a Licentiate in Sa-
cred Theology from the Pontifical Gregorian 
University in Rome in 1956. 

Ordained a priest on July 17, 1955 in the 
Church of the Holy Apostles in Rome, Italy by 
Archbishop Luigi Traglia, the young cleric be-
came assistant pastor at Our Lady of Good 
Counsel Church in Marysville, Pennsylvania 
and secretary of the Diocesan Tribunal. In 
1965, he was appointed to serve as Vice 
Chancellor of the Harrisburg Diocese and 
Chancellor in 1969. He held the position of 
Vicar General when he was named Auxiliary 
Bishop of Harrisburg and Titular Bishop of 
Ulcinium by Pope John Paul II on July 24, 
1979. 

Pope John Paul II appointed him Bishop of 
Harrisburg on November 10, 1983, and he 
was installed as Bishop on January 4, 1984, 
by His Eminence John Cardinal Krol, Arch-
bishop of Philadelphia. He was appointed 
Archbishop of Baltimore by Pope John Paul II 
and was formally installed as 14th Ordinary of 
the nation’s oldest See on May 23, 1989 in 
ceremonies at the Cathedral of Mary Our 
Queen. An influential participant in a wide 
range of national and international issues, 
Keeler was elected President of the National 
Conference of Catholic Bishops (NCCB) and 
the United States Catholic, Conference in No-
vember, 1992. 

Cardinal Keeler was appointed to the Col-
lege of Cardinals by Pope John Paul II on No-
vember 28, 1994. The Consistory Ceremony 
took place in the Pope Paul VI Audience Hall 
in the Vatican City State. As part of his work 
with the NCCB, Cardinal Keeler developed a 
reputation for effectively building interfaith 
bonds. He is particularly noted for his work in 
fostering an effective Catholic-Jewish dialogue 
and is the Episcopal Moderator, Catholic-Jew-
ish Relations of the National Conference of 
Catholic Bishops. 

Madam Speaker, I ask that you join with me 
today to honor William Cardinal Keeler, Four-
teenth Archbishop of Baltimore. His lifetime 
devotion to his faith, the Catholic Church and 
its mission are unsurpassed. It is with great 
pride that I congratulate Cardinal Keeler on his 
stellar and exemplary career in the Roman 
Catholic Church. 
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RECOGNIZING THE 138TH SESSION 

OF THE FLORIDA ANNUAL CON-
FERENCE FOR THE AFRICAN 
METHODIST EPISCOPAL ZION 
CHURCH 

HON. JEFF MILLER 
OF FLORIDA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, September 4, 2007 

Mr. MILLER of Florida. Madam Speaker, it 
is an honor for me to rise today to recognize 
the 138th Session of the Florida Annual Con-
ference for the African Methodist Episcopal 
Zion Church. 

Every year, leaders of the AME Zion 
Churches throughout the State convene to dis-
cuss the Church’s past and present, as well 
as establish a direction for its future. This 
year’s conference will take place at Talbot 
Chapel AME Zion Church in my district in 
Northwest Florida, and I welcome the mem-
bers of the conference to this beautiful area of 
the Gulf Coast. 

As these leaders gather to set a course for 
the AME Zion Churches in their respective 
communities throughout the State of Florida, I 
wish them God’s grace in their decision mak-
ing. Madam Speaker, on behalf of the United 
States Congress, I send my sincere blessings 
for the success of the 138th Session of the 
Florida Annual Conference for the African 
Methodist Episcopal Zion Church. 

f 

IN HONOR OF JILL MARINO 

HON. MARILYN N. MUSGRAVE 
OF COLORADO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, September 4, 2007 

Mrs. MUSGRAVE. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to honor Jill Marino as she retires fol-
lowing 28 years of dedicated service as an ed-
ucator. 

Ms. Marino began her teaching career in 
Wyoming. After teaching for a year in Wyo-
ming, she moved to Garfield Elementary 
School in Loveland, Colorado. Over the 
course of her 27 years at Garfield Elementary 
Ms. Marino taught kindergarten as well as 
third and fourth grade. 

As I reflect on the impact that educators 
have on the lives of their students, I think not 
only of scholastic standards but of their ability 
to instill the invaluable desire to learn—to 
reach for something greater than ourselves. I 
still remember fondly those special teachers 
who motivated and encouraged me on my 
childhood journey. I have no doubt Ms. Marino 
has made a similarly significant impact on the 
countless students she has taught over the 
years. 

Madam Speaker, as Ms. Marino begins a 
new chapter in her life, I urge my colleagues 
to join me in recognizing her 28 years of pub-
lic service and the substantial contributions 
she has made to the lives of countless chil-
dren. 

TRIBUTE TO ANDERSON HIGH 
SCHOOL AND ‘‘AHS 2007: THE UL-
TIMATE CELEBRATION’’ 

HON. MIKE PENCE 
OF INDIANA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, September 4, 2007 

Mr. PENCE. Madam Speaker, I rise today to 
honor one of the great high schools in the 
Sixth District of Indiana: Anderson High 
School. During the 2007–2008 academic year, 
Anderson High School will offer its students a 
nearly completed new instructional facility for 
the first time in approximately 3 or more years. 

On May 17, 2007, Phase II of the new build-
ing was completed and a dedication ceremony 
was held with Principal Phil Nikirk cutting the 
ribbons, in symbolic red and green school col-
ors, held by 2 Student Council members. This 
spectacular facility replaces a beloved land-
mark of over 100 years, the old Anderson 
High School building which burned in 1999. It 
ushers in a new era of history for this proud 
school. 

With this thought in mind, the Anderson 
High School yearbook staff, which will be cele-
brating 100 years of student publishing in 
2007–2008, will host on Friday, September 7, 
2007, ‘‘The Ultimate Celebration.’’ During this 
event, every member of the student body will 
participate in an all-school student celebration 
of both the new school building and the oldest 
student publication in the City of Anderson. 

Further, at present, the Anderson High 
School yearbook, the Indian, will receive writ-
ten commendation from the Indiana High 
School Press Association, Indiana University’s 
Department of Journalism, and the Madison 
County Historical Society. 

In addition, students will observe (and no 
doubt cheer) during the presentation of a new 
address for the school’s famed Indian mascot. 
This presentation will be made by a descend-
ant of Chief Anderson for whom the City of 
Anderson is named. 

The celebration also will include a presen-
tation by the Marching Indians of their State 
Fair trophy to the school, and the football 
team will be recognized. 

Speakers are scheduled to include Mr. Carl 
Erskine, an Anderson High School graduate 
who has achieved national prominence as a 
former member of the Dodgers baseball team; 
Mr. Mike Pace, a descendant of Chief Ander-
son; and the Honorable Kevin Smith, Mayor of 
the City of Anderson. 

Also speaking is Mr. Johnny Wilson, an An-
derson High School graduate and Harlem 
Globetrotter team member, and Mr. Ray 
Tolbert, a graduate of Madison Heights High 
School and former professional basketball 
player for the Los Angeles Lakers, NBA cham-
pions. 

To make this experience more meaningful 
to the students of Anderson High School, the 
yearbook staff and the school will present 
every student present on the day of the cele-
bration a book written by Mr. Erskine. The 
book is entitled, Tales from the Dodger Dug-
out. In it, Mr. Erskine specifically mentions the 
City of Anderson, the Anderson High School 
Indians, and his personal humble beginnings. 
With this gift, the yearbook staff and school 

hope to encourage reading, teach today’s stu-
dents about their school’s ‘‘family tree,’’ and 
offer hope and encouragement to students 
who might otherwise feel that success only 
can be obtained by the wealthy. 

Seeing Mr. Erskine in person and reading 
his book will enhance the education of today’s 
Anderson High School students and build 
pride among the student body for an accom-
plished graduate. September 7th should be a 
day and a celebration that will be long remem-
bered in school history, for it will be captured 
in living color for presentation in the 100th an-
niversary issue of the Indian yearbook. 

Madam Speaker, I again commend Ander-
son High School for its long history, its newly 
completed facilities and its distinguished year-
book, the Indian. 

f 

HONORING DON BROWNE, A GIANT 
IN THE TELEVISION INDUSTRY 

HON. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART 
OF FLORIDA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, September 4, 2007 

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of Florida. 
Madam Speaker, I would like to recognize a 
man who has been a leader in the media and 
a strong visionary for the future. 

With four decades of experience as a jour-
nalist and executive, Don Browne is currently 
the president of the Telemundo Network. He 
oversees all functions of the Telemundo tele-
vision network and its 16 owned-and-operated 
stations. 

In a very short time, Mr. Browne led 
Telemundo from zero original programming to 
more than 1,000 hours of original prime-time 
productions a year produced out of 
Telemundo Studios’ production center based 
in South Florida. During his tenure, Mr. 
Browne has set in motion numerous initiatives 
that have further solidified and defined the net-
work’s position within the Spanish-language 
television landscape, and has helped make it 
the world’s second largest producer of Span-
ish-language content. Thanks to Mr. Browne’s 
commitment to original programming, 
Telemundo has carved a unique competitive 
position in the market, syndicating its program-
ming properties to over 60 countries in more 
than 20 different languages and distributing its 
content in a variety of emerging digital media 
platforms. 

Furthermore, Mr. Browne has earned for 
himself a national reputation for being particu-
larly active in the recruitment and career de-
velopment of women and minorities. For ex-
ample, Mr. Browne is the visionary behind the 
creation and expansion of the bicoastal ‘‘Taller 
Telemundo,’’ an innovative educational pro-
gram designed to discover, recruit and train 
the next generation of ‘‘telenovela’’ writers and 
actors. He is also cofounder and board mem-
ber of the ‘‘Women of Tomorrow Mentor and 
Scholarship Program’’ for at risk high school 
girls. He was a charter member of the NBC 
News Taskforce on Women and Minorities 
and currently serves as a member of NBC’s 
Taskforce on Diversity. 

For these efforts, he has been correctly rec-
ognized with numerous awards for community 
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service such as the prestigious Ida B. Wells 
Award for his commitment to promote diversity 
in the workplace and Governor of Florida’s 
Points of Light Award for exemplary service to 
his community. 

I am proud to call Don Browne, his beautiful 
and brilliant Cuban-born wife, Maria, and their 
sons Chris and Ryan, my friends, and I am 
honored to celebrate his 40 years in broad-
casting. On behalf of a grateful community, I 
rise to thank this giant of the television indus-
try for his service, his vision and his leader-
ship. 

f 

IN RECOGNITION OF WILLIAM J. 
NORRIS 

HON. DENNIS J. KUCINICH 
OF OHIO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, September 4, 2007 

Mr. KUCINICH. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to recognize William J. Norris for 29 
years of civil service with the Social Security 
Administration. Bill has been an invaluable 
asset to my office for many years, and he re-
tires from the SSA with my gratitude and the 
heartfelt thanks of thousands of Northeast 
Ohioans who have been helped by him. 

Bill began his career with the SSA as a 
claims representative in Mansfield, OH. Bill’s 
enthusiasm, work ethic and commitment to his 
clients carried him through the ranks quickly, 
and before long he reached the role of super-
visor. In 2002, Bill was named the District 
Manager of the Cleveland Southwest office, a 
position he has held for 5 years. 

Bill also volunteered with the Indian Guides 
when his children, William and Elizabeth were 
younger. He remains involved with the Knights 
of Columbus, and still finds time to devote to 
his favorite hobby, fishing. 

Madam Speaker and colleagues, please join 
me in honoring William J. Norris for his distin-
guished career of civil service. As he leaves 
for his well-deserved retirement to spend more 
time with his wife Mary, I thank him on behalf 
of the thousands of social security bene-
ficiaries who have been touched by his com-
passion and dedication. 

f 

HONORING 125 YEARS OF PUBLIC 
SERVICE BY THE FIREFIGHTERS 
OF GOOD WILL FIRE COMPANY 
IN BELVIDERE, NEW JERSEY 

HON. SCOTT GARRETT 
OF NEW JERSEY 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, September 4, 2007 

Mr. GARRETT of New Jersey. Madam 
Speaker, I rise today to honor the volunteer 
firefighters of Good Will Fire Company No. 1 
in Belvidere, New Jersey. For the past 125 
years, they have faithfully guarded their neigh-
bors. I commend them for their extraordinary 
service. 

The Good Will Fire Company was first 
formed in 1879 and officially incorporated on 
April 26, 1882. It has relied upon the dedica-
tion of volunteer firefighters throughout its rich 

history. Changes in demographics, lifestyle 
choices, and regulatory requirements have 
made it harder to recruit volunteers, but the 
men and women of this fire company make up 
for the open spots with their tremendous com-
mitment and spirit. 

Many of the current members of Good Will 
Fire Company have fire fighting in their blood, 
fulfilling a legacy of service. And, there are 
also those at Good Will that have sons and 
daughters ready to step into their boots. 

On August 18th, the Good Will Fire Com-
pany celebrated their service with a parade. 
The people of Belvidere are well-aware of how 
fortunate they are to have these men and 
women protecting their lives and homes and 
businesses. And, I join them in honoring these 
brave firefighters. 

f 

IN RECOGNITION OF PETTY OFFI-
CER FIRST CLASS DANA M. 
GAINES 

HON. DENNIS J. KUCINICH 
OF OHIO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, September 4, 2007 

Mr. KUCINICH. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to recognize Petty Officer First Class 
Dana M. Gaines, United States Navy, for 
twenty years of active duty naval service. 

From his entrance into the navy in 1987 all 
the way up to his retirement 20 years later, 
Petty Officer Gaines exemplified what it 
means to be great leader. Early on in his ca-
reer, he became the first sailor to be ap-
pointed President of the Army’s Better Oppor-
tunity for Single Soldiers’ program. In this role, 
he oversaw the service of over 1500 soldiers 
and sailors. Later in his career, Petty Officer 
Gaines was commissioned to Fort George G. 
Meade in Maryland where he served as the 
lead instructor and course manager for report 
writing course IS–222. 

Petty Officer Gaines’ great achievements in 
the U.S. Navy have not gone unrecognized. 
His awards include the Defense Meritorious 
Service Medal, the Armed Forces Expedi-
tionary Award, the Armed Forces Service 
Medal, as well as 6 overseas service awards, 
among others. 

Madam Speaker and colleagues, please join 
me in recognizing Petty Officer Dana M. 
Gaines for twenty years of active duty naval 
service. As he retires from active duty to 
spend more time with his wife Kristy and chil-
dren Christopher and Jarin, I and the country 
are grateful for his service. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. XAVIER BECERRA 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, September 4, 2007 

Mr. BECERRA. Madam Speaker, on Satur-
day, August 4, 2007, I was unable to cast my 
floor vote on roll call numbers 836, 837, 838, 
839, 840, 841, 842, 843, 844, 845 and 846. 

Had I been present for the votes, I would 
have voted ‘‘aye’’ on the following roll call 

votes 837 and 846, and ‘‘nay’’ on the following 
roll call votes 836, 838, 839, 840, 841, 842, 
843, 844 and 845. 

f 

JAIME BARTON—‘‘LABOR LEADER 
OF THE YEAR’’ 

HON. BOB FILNER 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, September 4, 2007 

Mr. FILNER. Madam Speaker, I rise today 
to honor Jaime Barton for receiving the 
‘‘John’s Labor Leader of the Year Award’’ from 
the San Diego County Building and Construc-
tion Trades Council, AFL–CIO. 

Jaime Barton began his career with the Ce-
ment Masons Local 744 San Diego in 1982 
right out of high school. In 1988, Jaime was 
approached by the financial secretary of the 
local to become the apprenticeship coordinator 
for the Cement Masons apprenticeships. In 
1990, Jaime was elected as a business agent 
for the local, a position that he currently 
serves in today. 

In 1999, Jaime graduated from Mesa Col-
lege with an associate degree and continued 
his educational quest at the George Meany 
Labor College with a bachelors degree in the 
political economics of labor. In addition, Jaime 
has been a trustee of the San Diego County 
Cement Mason Trusts Funds since 1992. 
Jaime is also a speaker, moderator and trust-
ee committee member of the International 
Foundation of Employee Benefits. 

Jaime has been closely involved with the 
Cement Mason Apprenticeship Dedicated Do-
nation’s Projects which helps many non-profit 
organizations in San Diego County. Projects 
completed included the San Diego Blind Cen-
ter, San Diego Children’s Museum, Habitat for 
Humanity, several Little League ball parks, el-
ementary schools, Disabled Children’s Homes 
of San Diego County, the Sheriff’s County 
SWAT White House Project and at several 
churches of all denominations. 

Jaime recently became a member of the 
LEAD San Diego Graduate Program, which 
develops future leaders of San Diego County. 
Jaime also sits on many boards and commis-
sions, including the San Diego County Build-
ing and Trades Council, San Diego Labor 
Council, the John S. Lyons Memorial Founda-
tion, the City of San Diego Housing and Advi-
sory and Appeals Board, the United Way of 
San Diego County and the American Red 
Cross of San Diego County. 

Jaime Barton is highly deserving of this 
award and he received it from a very distin-
guished labor council that goes far beyond the 
call of duty on behalf of all working men and 
women who reside in San Diego County. 

f 

IN RECOGNITION OF DETECTIVE 
ROBERT T. SOLTIS 

HON. DENNIS J. KUCINICH 
OF OHIO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, September 4, 2007 

Mr. KUCINICH. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to recognize Detective Robert T. Soltis 
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on the occasion of his retirement, and to thank 
him for 37 years of service protecting the citi-
zens of Garfield Heights. 

Detective Soltis joined the force on January 
1, 1970. Since that day he has been dedi-
cated to making Garfield Heights a safer and 
more vibrant community. Detective Soltis took 
his obligation to his community seriously, and 
never has wavered in his commitment to pub-
lic safety. 

Madam Speaker and colleagues, please join 
me in honoring the distinguished career of De-
tective Robert T. Soltis. As he retires to spend 
more time with his wife, Juanita, and children 
Robert, Sharon, Lenny, Pamela, and Jennifer, 
I congratulate him for his career of distinction. 
May his commitment to protection of the public 
good serve as an example for future genera-
tions. 

f 

HONORING REVEREND BILLY 
DEAN 

HON. ZACH WAMP 
OF TENNESSEE 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, September 4, 2007 

Mr. WAMP. Madam Speaker, I rise today to 
honor Reverend Billy Dean of Hamilton Coun-
ty, Tennessee. We celebrate Reverend Dean’s 
60th year in the ministry and his 77th birthday. 

Billy Dean was born on September 20, 
1930, to parents James Thomas and Kate 
Dean. He had 4 brothers and 1 sister. 

Billy began his religious pursuit in a small 
country church in Soddy Daisy, Tennessee. 
He attended Kirkman Vocational High School 
and graduated in 1950. Billy entered the min-
istry when he was 17 and pastured at Shanty 
Town Baptist on Sand Mountain. Because of 
his commitment to the ministry, Billy would 
ride the bus to Trenton and walk up the moun-
tain to church for morning and evening serv-
ices on Sunday. 

Billy married Jo Whitmire in 1953 and be-
came the proud parents of a three year old 
son, Vince, when they adopted him in 1962. 
After his marriage Billy attended Tennessee 
Temple Baptist College in Chattanooga. 

Reverend Dean went on to pastor several 
Baptist churches, including Philadelphia Bap-
tist and Maranantha Baptist, as well as serving 
as a detective for 28 years at the Chattanooga 
Police Department. Billy retired from the police 
department in 1991. 

In 1992, Frawley Road Baptist approached 
Billy to come as interim pastor to help them 
get through a difficult period for the church. 
After 15 years, Billy is still pastor at the grow-
ing Frawley Road church and his son, Vince, 
is now Music Director and Associate Pastor. 

I have been a friend of Billy Dean for many 
years. I have firsthand given witness to his ex-
traordinary testimony and even watched his 
son enter public service as a result of his fa-
ther’s walk of faith. State Representative Vince 
Dean carries on the Dean tradition in the Ten-
nessee General Assembly as we hail this fam-
ily for their lifetime of service and faithfulness 
to God and His people. 

Madam Speaker, I ask that the United 
States House of Representatives join me in 
celebrating Reverend Dean’s birthday and 

thanking him for his commitment to the King-
dom of God here on earth. 

f 

CONGRATULATING THE CITY OF 
TEMPE ON THE GRAND OPENING 
OF THE TEMPE CENTER FOR 
THE ARTS 

HON. HARRY E. MITCHELL 
OF ARIZONA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, September 4, 2007 

Mr. MITCHELL. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to commemorate the gala opening of 
the Tempe Center for the Arts, in my home-
town of Tempe, Arizona. This wonderful event 
has been years in the making, and is the cul-
mination of the collective efforts of our citi-
zens, volunteers, and city staff under the lead-
ership of a forward-thinking mayor and city 
council. 

This opening could not have happened with-
out the visionary voters of Tempe who, in May 
2000, demonstrated their commitment to local 
arts by passing Proposition 400. That measure 
dedicated a small source of funding to support 
the development, construction and operation 
of the center. 

This opening would not be possible without 
the leadership of the Tempe City Council— 
both past and present—who under the leader-
ship of former Mayor Neil Giuliano, I showed 
an unyielding commitment to making Tempe 
an even stronger community. Their foresight 
helped make the Center for the Arts one of 
the hallmark structures along the shore of the 
Tempe Town Lake—a shining reminder of 
how the arts can enrich our lives every day. 

Let me also recognize the unsung heroes of 
this project: the Tempe city staff and the army 
of volunteers who worked every day, and 
made significant sacrifice, to make this project 
a reality. Their work serves as a glowing ex-
ample of what great things can happen 
Tempeans work together. 

Let me tell you something about this mag-
nificent facility. It is a truly multipurpose build-
ing with 88,000 square feet, complete with a 
600-seat theater, a 200-seat studio, 3,500 
square feet of gallery space for showcasing 
visual art and 3,400 square feet of meeting 
and event space. The art theme even extends 
to the outdoors with a 17-acre park and sculp-
ture garden. 

The building itself is a work of art designed 
by Tempe’s own Architekton in collaboration 
with Barton Myers Associates of Los Angeles. 
The soaring roofline and expanse of windows 
overlooking the Tempe Town Lake truly 
makes this a ‘‘jewel in the crown’’ for the City 
of Tempe and its citizens. 

What I really appreciate about the new Cen-
ter is that it has been driven by citizen input 
from the very beginning. At the outset, the 
Tempe Municipal Arts Commission worked 
tirelessly on all aspects of the project and 
stayed true to the vision of a professional level 
facility which would serve the community. 

Just last year, the Friends of the Tempe 
Center for the Arts formed as a separate non- 
profit entity whose stated mission is to ‘‘sup-
port the artistic activities of the Tempe Center 
for the Arts; support a system of funding 

through public, private and philanthropic 
sources; encourage and foster appreciation of 
the arts for future generations, and help to de-
velop the Tempe Center for the Arts to be 
known in the community and regionally as a 
dynamic center for exciting cultural experi-
ences.’’ 

Based on the quality of the finished project, 
I would have to say that the original vision is 
well on its way to fruition. 

To the thousands of people who had a hand 
in bringing this wonderful venue to the citizens 
of Tempe, I say thank you and well done. 

f 

HONORING DON BROWNE 

HON. MARIO DIAZ-BALART 
OF FLORIDA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Tuesday, September 4, 2007 

Mr. MARIO DIAZ-BALART of Florida. 
Madam Speaker, I rise today to acknowledge 
the work and accomplishments of a visionary 
leader in the television industry and the impact 
he has made upon the South Florida commu-
nity. 

With four decades of experience as a jour-
nalist, Don Browne is currently the president 
of the Telemundo Network. He oversees all 
functions of the Telemundo television network 
and its 16 owned and operated stations and 
played a key part in acquiring and integrating 
Telemundo into the NBC global family. 

In a very short time, Mr. Browne led 
Telemundo from zero original programming to 
more than 1,000 hours of original prime-time 
productions a year produced out of 
Telemundo Studios’ production center based 
in South Florida. During Mr. Browne’s tenure, 
the network has become the world’s second 
largest producer of Spanish-language content, 
due in part to several initiatives he set forth. 
Mr. Browne oversaw the launch of the suc-
cessful Yahoo!Telemundo partnership and the 
inauguration of the network’s state of the art 
headquarters and news bureau in Mexico City, 
as well as the successful relaunch of mun2, a 
Latino channel for youth. Thanks to Mr. 
Browne’s commitment to original program-
ming, Telemundo has carved a unique com-
petitive position in the market, syndicating its 
programming properties to over 60 countries 
in more than 20 different languages and dis-
tributing its content in a variety of emerging 
digital media platforms. 

After working for CBS for more than a dec-
ade, Mr. Browne joined the NBC team, where 
he earned a national reputation for being par-
ticularly active in the recruitment and career 
development of women and minorities. For ex-
ample, Mr. Browne is the visionary behind the 
creation and expansion of the bi-coastal ‘‘Tall-
er Telemundo,’’ an innovative educational pro-
gram designed to discover, recruit and train 
the next generation of ‘‘telenovela’’ writers and 
actors. He is also co-founder and board mem-
ber of the ‘‘Women of Tomorrow Mentor and 
Scholarship Program’’ for at-risk high school 
girls. He was a charter member of the NBC 
News Taskforce on Women and Minorities 
and currently serves as a member of NBC’s 
Taskforce on Diversity. 

Numerous awards and accolades have 
been given to him in recognition of his dedica-
tion to community service. The prestigious Ida 
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B. Wells Award was bestowed on Mr. Browne 
in 2004 for his commitment to promote diver-
sity in the work place. In 2006, he was the re-
cipient of the Governor of Florida’s Points of 
Light Award for exemplary service to his com-
munity. 

I am privileged to have a friend in Don 
Browne and grateful for his service to our 
community. It is an honor to celebrate Mr. 
Browne’s 40 years in broadcasting. His fore-
sight and innovation have left an indelible 
mark on South Florida. 

f 

HONORING BETHEL COMMUNITY 
CHURCH 

HON. BART STUPAK 
OF MICHIGAN 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Tuesday, September 4, 2007 

Mr. STUPAK. Madam Speaker, I rise today 
to honor Bethel Community Church, a small, 
non-denominational church in Newberry, 
Michigan. For 100 years, this church has 
served as an anchor in the Newberry commu-
nity, helping its congregation celebrate the 
good times and weather the bad times. 

Bethel Community Church is steeped in 
local history. Prior to erection of the current 
church, a group of Christian families first 
began meeting in the home of Margaret 
‘‘Grandma’’ Walker and later held services at 
Pratt School. The Bethel Community Church 
was dedicated in August of 1907. 

The name of the new church was selected 
from Genesis 28:17–19, wherein Jacob, after 
spending a safe night of sleep, established an 
altar and named the place ‘‘Bethel,’’ meaning 
the House of God. Bethel is further mentioned 
in Genesis 35:1–15, and is a town 12 miles 
north of Jerusalem. In the Old Testament, the 
only place mentioned more often than Bethel 
is Jerusalem. 

Sunday School at Bethel Community 
Church began in the 1890s and was initiated 
by ‘‘Grandma’’ Walker, who would hold meet-
ings in her home. When the number of 
attendees exceeded the capacity of her home, 
the Sunday School class was moved closer to 
Pratt School. Margaret ‘‘Grandma’’ Walker’s 
family would remain active in the church and 
her family would leave an indelible mark on 
the church’s history. ‘‘Grandma’’ Walker’s 
daughter, Gladys Matelski, was more than just 
a member of the congregation, she was a 
Sunday School teacher and church organist 
for more than 50 years before her passing in 
1996. 

As church attendance continued to grow in 
the late 1800s, members began talking about 
building a church home. Around 1901, a La-
dies Aid Society was established to begin rais-
ing funds toward a church building. In 1905, 
the present land site was donated by Tom 
Smith’s family and construction began. The 
early Newberry community rallied together and 
with members of the congregation volun-
teering their time and effort to build the 
church. Tithes provided the funding for the 
materials. 

The original church building is still used 
today for bible study, worship services, Sun-
day School services and meetings of the 
church’s ‘‘Christian Endeavor Society.’’ Even-
tually, worship services were held on alternate 
Sundays with the Christian Endeavor Society. 

As a small, non-denominational church, 
Bethel relies on area ministers to conduct their 
worship services. Frequently, pastors from the 
Methodist Church serve in the pulpit, but min-
isters and pastor from the Presbyterian, Lu-
theran, Baptist, and Wesleyan churches have 
all provided services for area residents. 

Through the commitment of its congrega-
tion, the church continued to improve. In the 
1920s, a basement, bathroom and classroom 
were added to the original church building. In 
the 1940s, another room was added, creating 
more classroom area and a dining area for 
potluck suppers and other church activities. 
These additions continue to be used for Sun-
day School, bible study classes, meetings, 
quilting of the Ladies Aid Society and other 
functions of this small church—including the 
upcoming 100th Anniversary celebration. 

Today, Bethel Community Church remains a 
vital part of the local Newberry community, 
averaging 22 worshipers each Sunday and 10 
worshipers for Sunday Bible Study. The 
church invites area residents and visitors to at-
tend its Sunday services. Presently 
copastored by Reverends Forrest and Lois 
Rank, Sunday School/Bible Study is held each 
Sunday, followed by worship service. 

Madam Speaker, this small church has 
played an important role in the Village of 
Newberry. This Sunday the people of 
Newberry will observe Bethel Community 
Church’s 100 years of service. As Newberry 
honors this pillar of its community, I would ask 
that you, Madam Speaker, and the entire U.S. 
House of Representatives join me in congratu-
lating the church’s congregation and honoring 
this piece of Newberry’s history. 

CONGRATULATING CHANDLER LIT-
TLE LEAGUE NATIONAL ALL- 
STAR TEAM 

HON. HARRY E. MITCHELL 
OF ARIZONA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, September 4, 2007 

Mr. MITCHELL. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to congratulate the Chandler Little 
League National All-Star Team from my home 
state of Arizona. They played a tremendous 
season and made it all the way to the United 
States Semifinal round of the 2007 Little 
League Baseball World Series. 

Arizona is a young state, but is rich in base-
ball history. Our Cactus League is the home to 
the Spring Training sites of a dozen major 
league teams. Future major league stars blos-
som in the Arizona Fall League. Minor league 
baseball has long called Arizona horne, and 
our state’s collegiate baseball and softball 
teams frequently outperform their peers. 

But I can tell you from experience that in Ar-
izona, we are most proud of our Little 
Leaguers. We are proud of the boys and girls 
who play not for money or fame, but for the 
love of the game. And, today, all of us in Ari-
zona are especially proud of each and every 
player on the Chandler team. 

Over the last six weeks, this group of 13 
young baseball stars played their hearts out to 
achieve an impressive 23 to 3 record. They 
played in Prescott, Arizona, California and 
went all the way to Williamsport, Pennsylvania 
as they represented the U.S. West Division 
with spirit and determination. 

Even more important than learning about 
how great success on the field can feel, I 
know the members of this team learned valu-
able life lessons: the importance of teamwork, 
what it means to have a teammate depend on 
you, and why it is important to practice sports-
manship. As a former teacher and coach, I 
know these lessons are as important as any of 
the lessons they will learn in the classroom. 

So, Madam Speaker, I am proud to enter 
into the Congressional Record—for all the na-
tion to see—the names of the members of the 
Chandler Little League National All-Stars: Dal-
ton Krum, Cody Bellinger, Matthew Haggerty, 
James Ziegler, Jake McCann, Boston Whitlow, 
Connor Woods, Seth Fretheim, Edgar Galiz, 
Scott Wojnar, Skyler Palermo, Luke Parrish, 
Kyle Pechloff; Coaches Clay Bellinger and 
Chris McCann; and Manager Jeff Parrish. 

They have made all of Arizona proud. 
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SENATE—Wednesday, September 5, 2007 
The Senate met at 10 a.m. and was 

called to order by the Honorable BEN-
JAMIN L. CARDIN, a Senator from the 
State of Maryland. 

PRAYER 
The Chaplain, Dr. Barry C. Black, of-

fered the following prayer: 
Let us pray. 
Eternal spirit, the fountain of all 

goodness, thank You that You have us 
in the place You want us to be right 
now. Teach our lawmakers to take se-
riously their role in solving the prob-
lems of our times, that they may fulfill 
Your plans for their lives. Continue to 
mold and inspire our Senators, and 
bless others through their labors. Use 
Your sovereign wisdom to bring about 
good results from their decisions and 
from consequences beyond their con-
trol. 

Lord, give our leaders the courage to 
tell us what we need to hear, not what 
we want to hear. Make them willing to 
take political risks, to do the unpopu-
lar thing when it leads to justice and 
truth. Draw us together as one people 
who do Your will so that America may 
be a light to nations. 

We pray in Your great Name. Amen. 
f 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

The Honorable BENJAMIN L. CARDIN 
led the Pledge of Allegiance, as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 

f 

APPOINTMENT OF ACTING 
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will please read a communication 
to the Senate from the President pro 
tempore (Mr. BYRD). 

The assistant legislative clerk read 
the following letter: 

U.S. SENATE, 
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE, 

Washington, DC, September 5, 2007. 
To the Senate: 

Under the provisions of rule I, paragraph 3, 
of the Standing Rules of the Senate, I hereby 
appoint the Honorable BENJAMIN L. CARDIN, 
a Senator from the State of Maryland, to 
perform the duties of the Chair. 

ROBERT C. BYRD, 
President pro tempore. 

Mr. CARDIN thereupon assumed the 
chair as Acting President pro tempore. 

f 

RECOGNITION OF THE MAJORITY 
LEADER 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The majority leader is recog-
nized. 

SCHEDULE 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, this morn-
ing, the Senate will be in a period for 
morning business until 11:30 a.m., with 
Republicans controlling the first half 
of the time, the majority controlling 
the final portion. I ask that be a full 90 
minutes because both Republicans and 
Democrats have indicated a desire to 
speak. So whatever time Senator 
MCCONNELL and I take we will not 
count against that time. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, at approxi-
mately 11:30 a.m., the Senate will re-
sume consideration of the Military 
Construction and Veterans appropria-
tions measure. This, of course, is an ex-
tremely critical proposal for current 
members of the Armed Forces and 
those who have previously served, our 
veterans. 

We got word yesterday from the co-
manager of this bill, Senator KAY BAI-
LEY HUTCHISON, that the President said 
he would sign the bill in its present 
state, which is a good message. There-
fore, I think we should proceed post-
haste to complete this legislation as 
quickly as we can today. We have busi-
ness, as I already indicated, we have to 
finish this week. We will do our best to 
complete this legislation. I hope we 
don’t have to file cloture on it. I hope 
we can complete the bill. There was no 
indication yesterday there would be a 
lot of amendments. I don’t know if 
there will be any. 

When we finish the bill, then we go to 
the Foreign Operations appropriations 
bill. That bill is $700 million less than 
what the President requested. There 
certainly should be something we can 
work out in that regard. 

Then we have to complete education 
reconciliation. There is a statutory 10 
hours on that legislation. 

We can complete all that business 
very quickly this week or, if necessary, 
we will work on Friday and Saturday, 
hopefully not on Sunday. 

Monday morning, there will be votes. 
As I have indicated to the Republican 
leader, we will have no votes after 
about 5:30 or 6 p.m. on Monday. On 
Tuesday, we will have a full day. We 
might have to work into the night be-
cause we hope to be on Transportation 
appropriations. We will have our last 
vote about 12:30 or 1 p.m. on Wednesday 
in relation to the Jewish holiday. We 
may work past that time, but there 
will be no votes after midday. 

I hope Members will cooperate. 
Today, we have our weekly recess for 
party conferences. We are going to 

come back at 2:15. In the history of the 
Senate, this is an important day. 
Someone who has stood for bipartisan-
ship his entire career as a Member of 
the House of Representatives and as a 
Senator is coming back. TIM JOHNSON 
has been extremely ill. He was about as 
sick as a person can get. He is back. 
His brain is 100 percent. The right side 
of his body is not back. His speaking, 
as he said last week when he an-
nounced his coming back in South Da-
kota—he hoped all Senators would fol-
low his example because his mind 
works faster than his mouth. The doc-
tor said his speech will return totally. 
Right now, it is not, but it is still very 
good. So I hope Senators will come to 
the floor at 2:15 p.m. to hear his speech 
upon his return. Senator MCCONNELL 
and I are going to submit a resolution 
welcoming him back. So I encourage 
Members to be here at that time. 

We will have some rollcall votes later 
today, maybe even into this evening. 
Senator REED and Senator HUTCHISON 
are the ones managing the Military 
Construction and Veterans bill. 

f 

MEASURES PLACED ON THE 
CALENDAR—H.R. 2419 AND H.R. 3221 

Mr. REID. I have a matter of busi-
ness, Mr. President. 

There are two bills at the desk due 
for a second reading. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The clerk will report the bills by 
title for a second time. 

The assistant legislative clerk read 
as follows: 

A bill (H.R. 2419) to provide for the con-
tinuation of agricultural programs through 
fiscal year 2012, and for other purposes. 

A bill (H.R. 3221) moving the United States 
toward greater energy independence and se-
curity, developing innovative new tech-
nologies, reducing carbon emissions, cre-
ating green jobs, protecting consumers, in-
creasing clean renewable energy production, 
and modernizing our energy infrastructure, 
and to amend the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986 to provide tax incentives for the produc-
tion of renewable energy and energy con-
servation. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I object to 
any further proceedings with respect to 
these two bills en bloc. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Objection having been heard, the 
bills will be placed on the calendar. 

f 

RECOGNITION OF THE MINORITY 
LEADER 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Republican leader is recog-
nized. 
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RETURN OF SENATOR TIM 

JOHNSON 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, let 
me briefly second the observations of 
the majority leader about the return of 
our friend, TIM JOHNSON, from South 
Dakota. We look forward to welcoming 
him back after the policy luncheons 
today. It is a remarkable example of 
grit and determination to fight his way 
back. All of us on this side of the aisle 
are certainly happy he is back and look 
forward to welcoming him back to the 
Senate family officially, after the pol-
icy lunches. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The majority leader. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, if I may say 
also—I said this personally to the dis-
tinguished Republican leader—Senator 
MCCONNELL and the entire Republican 
caucus have been so thoughtful regard-
ing Senator JOHNSON’s illness. There 
were things the Republican minority 
could have done to have taken advan-
tage of the situation of his being ill. 
That was never done, not on one occa-
sion. I appreciate that very much. I 
know Senator JOHNSON does. It speaks 
well for the Senate. 

I don’t think I need to say more on 
that issue other than it is the right 
thing to do, but sometimes we try to 
take advantage of a situation politi-
cally. The Republican Senators did not 
do that, even though there would have 
been times it would have been to their 
advantage. 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
thank the majority leader very much. 

I yield the floor. 

f 

RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Under the previous order, the 
leadership time is reserved. 

f 

MORNING BUSINESS 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Under the previous order, the 
Senate will now be in a period for the 
transaction of morning business until 
approximately 11:30 a.m., with Sen-
ators permitted to speak for up to 10 
minutes each, and the time equally di-
vided and controlled between the two 
leaders or their designees, with the Re-
publicans controlling the first half of 
the time and the majority controlling 
the second half of the time, with the 
Senator from North Dakota, Mr. DOR-
GAN, controlling up to 20 minutes of 
the majority time. 

The Senator from Georgia. 

f 

SENATOR TIM JOHNSON 

Mr. ISAKSON. Mr. President, I ap-
preciate this opportunity. Before I 
make my speech, I join the two leaders 
in expressing my joy at the return of 
Senator JOHNSON. He has suffered a 

tragic event, but his grit, his deter-
mination, and I think the prayers of 
the entire Senate have paid off. I am 
delighted he is returning to this body, 
with us, at 2:15 p.m. today. 

f 

IRAQ 

Mr. ISAKSON. Mr. President, I spent 
the month of August on our break trav-
eling the State of Georgia and did it for 
a specific reason. I knew that Sep-
tember 15 would be the report period 
for Ambassador Crocker and for Gen-
eral Petraeus. I knew it was very im-
portant for me as a Senator to go to 
the people of Georgia and find out what 
was on their minds. 

As I introduced myself in every 
speech I made, I said: As a Member of 
the Senate, and with our men and 
women deployed in harm’s way, it is 
absolutely incumbent upon me, first 
and foremost, to address the Iraq war, 
to address my votes, and to hear from 
the people of Georgia on what they 
feel. 

When I returned to the Senate last 
night and I was on the floor, I had the 
occasion to listen to a speech by the 
Senator from New York, questioning, 
again, our involvement in Iraq and, 
even in advance of the Petraeus report, 
taking a position that whatever it was, 
it would not be good enough and the 
United States of America should with-
draw. So I thought today I would come 
to the floor and speak not only my 
mind but I think the consensus of the 
people of Georgia regarding where we 
are now and where we may be in the 
months ahead. 

I visited civic clubs, chambers of 
commerce, garden clubs, the State 
chamber of commerce and sat for a 
meaningful hour with Lucy and Rick 
Harris, the parents of LT Noah Harris, 
who died 2 years ago fighting for the 
United States of America in Iraq. I 
tried to get every perspective. I even 
spent half a day with new recruits at 
Fort Benning at the Third ID on their 
fourth day of basic training. 

Next week is an important week for 
the United States of America, and the 
report by General Petraeus is an im-
portant report. There are some Mem-
bers of the Senate who are invested in, 
whatever it says, staying the course, 
there are some who are invested in 
coming home no matter what it says, 
when, in fact our actions should lie be-
tween. We should wait and hear what 
the general says. We should wait and 
hear what Ambassador Crocker says. 
But also it is time for us to start 
thinking about defining what victory is 
rather than declaring, as some have 
done, that we have lost. 

We all know there are positive words 
coming back from Iraq. We know some 
positive things have happened. But we 
know it is not done, and we know it is 
not over. But I think, in defining what 
victory is, it is important to remember 

the speech the President of the United 
States made the day before we all 
voted to authorize the engagement in 
Iraq and enforcement of U.N. Resolu-
tion 1441. 

The President established three pre-
cise goals for our involvement in Iraq. 
No. 1 was to depose Saddam Hussein 
and find, if they existed, the weapons 
of mass destruction that every nation 
in the world thought Saddam Hussein 
had and U.N. Resolution 1441 delin-
eated; second, to allow the Iraqi people 
to hold free elections and establish a 
government of their choosing; and the 
third goal was to adequately train the 
Iraqi military so it could successfully 
defend and protect that fledgling new 
Government. 

On goal No. 1, Saddam Hussein was 
captured, he was deposed, he was tried 
by the people of Iraq, and he was exe-
cuted. 

On the weapons of mass destruction, 
there are those who say we didn’t find 
them. We found all the components. 
The problem when you find a weapon of 
mass destruction, when you have a 
smoking gun, it has already gone off. 
So sometimes finding the components 
is better. We did find Scud missiles 
buried in the sand between Damascus 
and Baghdad in Iraq, we found traces of 
sarin gas, we found mobile biological 
laboratories dismantled, and we found 
mass graves where hundreds of thou-
sands of Iraqis had been killed. The evi-
dence was there. 

Second, in terms of the Government 
and establishing elections, the Iraqi 
people in 18 months held three elec-
tions, wrote a constitution, and estab-
lished a government. Goal 2 accom-
plished. 

Goal 3, to adequately train the Iraqi 
Army so it could defend the people of 
Iraq and that fledgling government. I 
think it is very instructive to recog-
nize what has happened in recent days 
and in past months. Yesterday, the 
British left Basra, and as they left 
Basra and their post, who replaced 
them? Not the American military but 
the Iraqi military, a clear and distinct 
sign that the Iraqi military is gaining 
the ability to defend this fledgling 
country on their own. 

Second, what happened 3 weeks ago. 
We finally captured and killed the 
bomber who set off the mosque bomb-
ing that set off the sectarian violence 
about a year and a half ago. Who cap-
tured him? Mr. President, 1,000 Iraqi 
troops with close air support by Amer-
ica, but the ground action was the 
Iraqis. On the ‘‘clear and hold and se-
cure’’ of the surge, we have Americans 
and Iraqi soldiers embedded, side by 
side, holding those parts of Baghdad 
that we have secured, holding them so 
reconstruction can take place. 

We are making positive steps, and we 
are on the cusp of the third goal being 
accomplished. We are not there yet, 
but we are on the cusp of it. 
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Where are we? We need to listen to 

what General Petraeus comes back and 
recommends, and Ambassador Crocker. 
I will not prejudge what the report will 
say because I have not seen it yet, but 
I think we all know there is enough 
evidence that we are coming close that 
it is very important we pay attention 
to the months ahead, which will be the 
most critical in our engagement in 
Iraq. 

To that end, I want to share a little 
bit of the advice of a good friend to me, 
Lucy Harris, in Ellijay, GA. Lucy and I 
and her husband Rick and her late son 
Noah’s fiancee—he was killed in Iraq— 
sat with a reporter and photographer 
from the Washington Post, and they re-
corded our conversation that par-
ticular day for an article they wrote 
recently. But I want to share with the 
Members the Senate some of the advice 
Lucy gave to me. She lost her only son. 
Her only son was a cheerleader at the 
University of Georgia on 9/11/2001 who, 
upon that tragic day, walked up to the 
military ROTC on campus as a junior 
and said: I want to join and get a com-
mission. 

They said: You can’t because you 
don’t have enough time. You have to 
have 2 years. 

He said: I will make up the time. 
Finally, the Army reluctantly 

agreed, and sure enough, in 18 months 
Noah Harris got his commission in 
ROTC and became a second lieutenant 
in the U.S. military. He volunteered 
because he wanted to confront the evil 
and terror he saw on that particular 
day. 

He was known as the Beanie Baby 
soldier in Iraq. He led a platoon in Iraq, 
and he carried, in one big pocket on his 
right leg, bullets, and in another big 
pocket on his left leg he carried Beanie 
Babies, and he shared them with the 
Iraqi kids as he would go through se-
curing and patrolling areas of Baghdad. 
His unit started carrying Beanie Babies 
and other good things for the Iraqi 
kids. While defending freedom and 
hopefully securing that country, he 
was also winning the minds of those 
children. 

Tragically, he was lost in the explo-
sion of an IED in Iraq. I attended his 
funeral and saw the outpouring of love 
from a thousand people in his commu-
nity. So when Lucy sat down last week 
in Ellijay, GA, her advice to me was 
important and her advice to me was 
what appears on their car’s license 
plate: IDWIC, those letters, because her 
son, Noah, who e-mailed back and forth 
with me before his tragic passing, al-
ways said: IDWIC—I do what I can. 
That was his motto. That is why he 
went to Iraq, to do what he could for 
freedom and democracy, for peace and 
to end terror. 

That is what his mom Lucy and Rick 
do today—they do what they can. In 
their comments to the reporter, when 
asked what they think about all the 

debate going on in Washington about 
Iraq, Lucy said: I think the debate is 
healthy. I watch it. I think it is impor-
tant. I think we should all do what we 
can, but we need to make sure that my 
son Noah did not die in vain. 

To that end, as I approach the votes 
we will take—I don’t know on what, 
but I know it will be about Iraq—in the 
months and weeks ahead following the 
Petraeus report, I will do what I can to 
give us a chance to finish the job, win 
the victory the President outlined at 
the outset 5 years ago on our entering 
Iraq, and honor and pay tribute to the 
sacrifice of the 3,700 or more Americans 
who have given their lives in the effort 
of the overall war on terror and in par-
ticular the securing of Iraq and the op-
portunity for a fledgling democracy to 
take hold in the Middle East. 

These are difficult times but not 
nearly as difficult for us as for the men 
and women who voluntarily go because 
they believe in our cause. I stand here 
today in the Senate hoping that all of 
us will not prejudge what Ambassador 
Crocker will say, or General Petraeus, 
nor should we declare defeat when we 
have victory within reach, nor should 
we declare victory if it is not there. 
But we should move forward in order to 
honor the sacrifice of the men and 
women who fight for our country vol-
untarily every day. 

For me, I am going to do what I can. 
I am going to take Lucy Harris and 
Rick Harris and Ashley’s advice. I am 
going to honor the life of Noah by lis-
tening closely to the report, by recog-
nizing why we went in the first place, 
and see to it we give ourselves a chance 
to declare the victory that has been so 
bravely fought for by the men and 
women of the U.S. military. 

I hope we will all have open minds 
and open hearts and give thanks for 
the sacrifices taking place and recog-
nize again why we went in the first 
place and recognize again how close we 
are to achieving our goals. 

I yield the remainder of my time and 
suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. GRAHAM. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
WHITEHOUSE). The Senator from South 
Carolina is recognized. 

f 

IRAQ 

Mr. GRAHAM. Mr. President, I wish 
to take this opportunity to talk a little 
bit about what I think is a very impor-
tant debate, and that is about Iraq war 
policy. Next week, I believe, General 
Petraeus and Ambassador Crocker will 

be coming to the Congress to brief us 
about the situation as they see it. I 
think most of us in the Senate are very 
anxious to hear what our Ambassador 
has to say and our leading general in 
Iraq. There are GAO reports about 
benchmarks. The idea that we are try-
ing to evaluate performance and 
progress in Iraq is a good thing. Some 
of the benchmarks have not been met, 
apparently, some have. It depends upon 
how you measure. The one thing I 
would caution my colleagues to not 
forget is that the biggest benchmark is 
whether our presence in Iraq should be 
maintained in terms of our national se-
curity interests or should we leave. If 
we do leave, how does that affect our 
long-term security interests? 

I think the biggest issue facing each 
Senator is how they view the war in 
Iraq. This is a legitimate debate. There 
are two different ways of looking at 
the engagement in Iraq. Some Senators 
believe our military presence in Iraq at 
such levels is propping up the Iraqi 
Government; they are relying too 
much upon us, they are putting off the 
hard decisions because we are doing the 
fighting and they can kind of take 
their time, and that we should put 
more pressure on the Iraqi Government 
by beginning to withdraw troops. 

There is another view that any pres-
ence in Iraq is creating more terrorism 
than it is preventing, that our presence 
in Iraq is creating instability and prob-
lems for the Mideast as a whole, and 
that we should basically get our eye 
back on the ball, Afghanistan, al-Qaida 
operations in other areas. 

Those are a couple of views. I hope I 
fairly summarized it. I do not want to 
put words in people’s mouths. But I 
think there are a couple of ways of 
looking at Iraq. 

There is another way. It is my way— 
it does not mean it is right, it is just 
the way I have come out on this—that 
Iraq, to me, is part of a global struggle, 
not just an isolated event. 

Whether we should have gone into 
Iraq is sort of a moot question. The 
question for the country is: What hap-
pens in Iraq in terms of our national 
security interests? Does it really mat-
ter? I would argue that the enemy we 
are facing in Iraq is threefold. There is 
sectarian violence within the country. 
There is Sunni-Shia violence, or people 
within the Shiia community using vio-
lence to try to get the upper hand po-
litically. 

There are people, Sunni insurgents, 
who do not want to have a democracy. 
They do not want to have a representa-
tive government. They are trying to 
achieve power by the use of violence. 
So there is definitely some sectarian 
conflict between Sunni and Shias. That 
is very real. 

But there is also an element in Iraq 
called al-Qaida. Their goal is not to 
dominate the Shiia population in Iraq. 
Their goal is much broader. It is to 
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make sure that representative govern-
ment does not take hold in the Mideast 
in a way that would allow religious tol-
erance. Their goal is to make sure no 
representative government would 
spring up where a woman would have a 
say about her children. 

You know, we are all over the world 
militarily. You can see what is going 
on in Germany today. But al-Qaida 
chose to come to Iraq, I believe not be-
cause of what we are doing there or the 
fact that we are there, but because of 
what the Iraqi people may try to do. I 
do believe al-Qaida’s international 
leadership has gone to Iraq to organize 
extremist forces within that country, 
religious extremists, because they fear 
more than anything else another Mus-
lim nation, Islamic nation, Arab na-
tion, being able to come together and 
live through representative democracy. 
That is why they are there. 

If they can defeat this effort at mod-
eration, destabilize this government 
and drive us out, I think our worst 
days lie ahead. No matter how we wish 
to view Iraq, there is no doubt in my 
mind what that enemy would say, al- 
Qaida international would say: They 
beat America in the Land of the Two 
Rivers. Bin Ladin has called on all of 
those who believe as he does: Go to 
Iraq, join the fight, because now is the 
time to win a battle in the third world 
war and America must be defeated, not 
the Iraqi Shiia population but Amer-
ica. 

Now the Iranian involvement in Iraq. 
I have been on an 11-day tour over 
there as a Reserve lawyer. That was a 
wonderful experience, a very small con-
tribution on my part. I learned how 
hard people work and how smart they 
are. I am awed by our military. I think 
every Senator shares that view. But 
one of the things I have learned from 
working on rule-of-law programs is 
how deeply involved the Iranian Quds 
force and other organizations are in 
funding militia groups. 

The question for us all is why should 
Iran be involved in trying to fund 
groups dedicated to killing Americans? 
The Lieberman amendment that passed 
without objection in the authorization 
debate in July was a damning indict-
ment of the Iranian involvement in 
Iraq. The question must be asked and 
answered: Why? Why does Iran want to 
destabilize this government? Why are 
they supporting extremist groups, 
mostly in the Shia community but not 
exclusively, designed to kill Ameri-
cans? Why are they providing aid and 
comfort to those groups who wish to 
destroy our forces? 

I argue they view Iraq as a threat, 
just as al-Qaida does, if the Iraqi Gov-
ernment is able to stabilize itself. The 
Sunni and Shia Arabs coming together, 
along with their Kurdish colleagues, to 
form a representative government that 
will allow the people to elect their 
leaders is the biggest threat to Iranian 

theocracy. They are involved in Iraq 
from their own self-interest, not the in-
terests of the Iranian people, but the 
self-interest of the radical leadership 
within Iran. They understand clearly if 
Iraq is able to stabilize itself and cre-
ate a moderate form of government, 
representative in nature, their night-
mare just begins. That is why they are 
trying to drive us out. 

The President of Iran, a questionable 
character at best, said, I think, last 
week, they stand ready to fill the vacu-
um created when we leave. I argue that 
we need not leave a vacuum that Iran 
can fill. 

There are three enemies: al-Qaida, 
sectarian violence, and the Iranian ele-
ments trying to destabilize the Iraqi 
Government. One of the biggest prob-
lems we have had since the fall of 
Baghdad is we didn’t have enough 
troops to provide security. After about 
five or six visits, it was clear to me 
that the situation was deteriorating in 
Iraq. Before the surge, I came back 
more depressed after each visit. The 
level of violence grew and the secure 
environment deteriorated. 

Now we have a new strategy. We have 
put more combat power in place. It has 
made a real difference on the security 
front. Anbar Province, the western 
part of Iraq where the Sunnis domi-
nated 6 months ago, was declared lost. 
It was an al-Qaida safe haven. We have 
heard the story time and time again. 
The news of Anbar is not so much that 
we beat al-Qaida military, not so much 
that the Sunni Arabs turned on al- 
Qaida, joined the fight with us against 
al-Qaida. That is understandable given 
the way that al-Qaida treated the pop-
ulation in Anbar. What is the most ex-
citing and encouraging is that in 2007 
over 12,000 people have joined the local 
police force in Anbar. The sons of 
Anbar were called upon by the sheiks 
to take up arms by joining the police. 
This new police presence, once it is 
trained and equipped, will allow Anbar 
Province to be held by Iraqis. 

More encouraging than that, not 
only are people in Anbar beginning to 
join institutions that would allow al- 
Qaida to be defeated in a permanent 
fashion, they are beginning to reach 
out to Baghdad, and there is a move-
ment going on between the Maliki gov-
ernment and leadership in Anbar to try 
to find a relationship where Baghdad is 
seen by the people of Anbar as a place 
you can do business. There is a lot of 
money being spent now by the central 
government on rule-of-law projects in 
Anbar. There is an old palace of one of 
the sons of Saddam that is going to be 
converted into a legal center where you 
can have terrorism courts, basic civil 
trials. You will have housing for judges 
that will be secure so they won’t be as-
sassinated. You will have a police 
training center there. There is a lot 
going on in terms of a relationship be-
tween Baghdad and Anbar that could 
lead to reconciliation. 

It is very true the political progress 
we had hoped for at the national level 
has not yet transpired. But what has 
astounded me is the amount of local 
reconciliation going on. Better secu-
rity has led to better choices. People 
now feel more secure. They are telling 
us where al-Qaida operatives are hid-
ing. They are giving us more informa-
tion than we have ever received before 
about how al-Qaida operates, and other 
extremist groups. People are getting 
more confident to speak out. More 
than anything else, they are just war 
weary. 

The one thing I have learned on this 
trip that was more abundant than any 
other is that Iraqis at the local level, 
in provinces all over the country, are 
very war weary. They are trying to 
bring the country together, their local 
communities together. They are tired 
of the killing and the dying. 

So as we listen to what Ambassador 
Crocker has to say, and General 
Petraeus, we should be mindful of the 
challenges. To me, the successes are 
obvious, but the challenges are equally 
obvious. I never said, for the last 31⁄2 
years before the surge, that things 
were going great in Iraq because, to 
me, they weren’t. Things were getting 
worse. It was obvious they were. But I 
do see a turnaround. I think the surge 
has accomplished some things mili-
tarily that have led to better choices, 
and there is an effort to reconcile the 
country from the bottom up. It is very 
real. 

The big pressure being applied to 
Baghdad is not what Senator GRAHAM 
says or what any other Senator from 
the United States may say about the 
Maliki government. The pressure I see 
on the ground is coming from the peo-
ple themselves. The people are war 
weary. They would like their rep-
resentatives in Baghdad to come to-
gether and create a stability that they 
haven’t known for 4 years. 

I am hopeful there will be political 
breakthroughs. Sunday a week ago the 
five major players in Iraq recommitted 
themselves to a plan to come back to-
gether, reform the government, and 
reconcile the Iraqi people, passing 
major legislation. Debaathification, 
the ability of Sunnis to hold jobs in the 
government, is a big piece of legisla-
tion that would transform Iraq. Local 
elections, allowing local people to pick 
their governors and representatives 
rather than Baghdad politicians mak-
ing those appointments, if there were 
local elections, the Sunnis would par-
ticipate in large numbers. In 2005, they 
boycotted the election. Now they are 
ready to engage in politics. 

I predict that based on the success of 
the surge militarily, the efforts of local 
reconciliation are real, that they are 
going to move up to the national level, 
and soon, very soon, we will have some 
breakthroughs in Baghdad in terms of 
political benchmarks that will trans-
form the country. That is my hope, my 
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desire. The way we can achieve that is 
to pour it on, continue the surge, let it 
run its course. It has been in place 
now, I think, since April. Let’s keep 
pouring it on militarily, politically, 
and economically. We have the enemy 
on the mat. Let’s don’t let them up. 
Morale is sky high. Now is the time for 
America to exercise good judgment, 
long-term thinking, and reinforce Iraq 
instead of withdrawal. 

The message to withdraw, no matter 
how well intended, will not push Iraqi 
politicians to do anything faster. It 
will encourage an insurgency that is 
not being diminished. 

Those are the issues that face the 
Senate as we await news from Iraq. 
Let’s concentrate on the long term. 
The year 2008 will be here before we 
know it, but the decisions we make 
about Iraq will have consequences long 
after the election of 2008. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 

TESTER). The Senator from North Da-
kota. 

Mr. DORGAN. Am I recognized for 20 
minutes under morning business? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Yes. 
f 

NATIONAL SECURITY 

Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, let me 
talk for a moment about the issue of 
what is our national security. This 
morning, as I was getting ready for 
work, I saw another television adver-
tisement put together by people who 
have accumulated some money and put 
ads on television. The advertisement is 
one that says: We have to stay in Iraq. 
We can’t surrender in Iraq. We have to 
finish the job in Iraq. It says they at-
tacked us on 9/11. The whole implica-
tion of the ad is, we are in Iraq because 
we are fighting the people who at-
tacked us on 9/11. It is the same dishon-
esty we have heard for a long time. 

Let me describe again our national 
security interests and who attacked us 
on 9/11. We know who did because they 
bragged about it. They boasted about 
attacking America. It was Osama bin 
Laden, al-Zawahiri, and others, the 
leadership of al-Qaida. And where are 
they? Are they in Iraq? No, they are in 
Pakistan, we believe, somewhere be-
tween Afghanistan and Pakistan. Let 
me describe the connection of all of 
this and our national security inter-
ests. 

This morning in the newspaper we 
see that in Copenhagen, Denmark, the 
police have arrested some terrorists en-
gaged in a terrorist plot with links to 
al-Qaida. They say these terrorists had 
traveled to Pakistan for training, and 
the case against them involves links to 
militants in Pakistan. Separately, last 
night a German Federal prosecutor had 
three suspects picked up and arrested 
late Tuesday. The suspects were mem-
bers of a terrorist organization, pre-
sumably with connections to al-Qaida. 

There is evidence the men had trained 
in camps in Pakistan. 

So let’s understand, whether this is a 
surprise to any of us. Here is what we 
learned in February of this year. Sen-
ior leaders of al-Qaida operating from 
Pakistan over the past year have set 
up a band of training camps in the trib-
al region near the Afghan border, ac-
cording to American intelligence and 
counterterrorism officials. There was 
mounting evidence that Osama bin 
Laden, and his deputy, al-Zawahiri, 
had been steadily building an oper-
ations hub in the mountainous Paki-
stani tribal area of northern 
Waziristan. That is from the New York 
Times, quoting top intelligence 
sources. 

In June: Al-Qaida regroups in new 
sanctuary on Pakistan border. While 
the U.S. presses its war against an in-
surgency linked to al-Qaida in Iraq, 
Osama bin Laden’s group is recruiting, 
regrouping, and rebuilding in a sanc-
tuary along the border between Af-
ghanistan and Pakistan, according to 
senior U.S. military and intelligence 
officials. The threat from the radical 
Islamic enclave in Waziristan is more 
dangerous than from Iraq, which Presi-
dent Bush and his aides call the ‘‘cen-
tral front’’ of the war on terrorism, ac-
cording to some current and former 
U.S. officials and experts. 

The National Intelligence Estimate 
from July of this year says: Al-Qaida is 
and will remain the most serious ter-
rorist threat to our homeland. We as-
sess the group has protected or regen-
erated key elements of its homeland 
attack capability, including a safe 
haven in Pakistan’s federally adminis-
trated tribal areas. 

Is it a surprise that we pick up the 
newspaper this morning and see terror-
ists picked up in Germany, threatening 
to launch attacks against the largest 
U.S. base in Europe, and that we read 
that they trained in Pakistan, likely at 
an al-Qaida reconstituted training 
camp? Is that a surprise to us? 

We are engaged in a war in Iraq. The 
television commercial this morning, 
my colleague this morning, and others, 
continue to say that is the central 
fight of the war against terrorism. It is 
not. It is a civil war. There is wide-
spread sectarian violence. Yes, there 
are some terrorists there. Yes, al-Qaida 
is there. But that is not the central 
part of what al-Qaida has been about. 

Al-Qaida did not have a presence in 
Iraq prior to 9/11. The television com-
mercial this morning says they at-
tacked us on 9/11. Implying that this is 
why we are in Iraq fighting that war ig-
nores a whole body of truth, the body 
of truth I have just described. Those 
who attacked us and boasted of killing 
innocent Americans on 9/11 are now in 
a secure hideaway or a safe haven 
somewhere in Pakistan, not in Iraq. 

I ask this question of the President 
and the Congress: Why should there be 

any square inch on the face of this 
planet that is safe or secure for the 
leaders of the organization that boast-
ed about attacking America? Why 
should there be any place on this Earth 
that is safe or secure for those who the 
intelligence estimate now tells us are 
plotting new attacks against our coun-
try? Why are they safe and secure? Be-
cause this country is engaging door to 
door in Baghdad in the middle of a civil 
war. That is a fact. 

We have people say: You can’t sur-
render. If you try to redeploy, you are 
surrendering. I say this: What we ought 
to do is redeploy and understand that 
our policy is to fight the terrorists 
first. When we talk about redeploying, 
we are not talking about not being able 
to fight terrorists, even in Iraq, to the 
extent they exist there. We are talking 
about leaving enough troops for train-
ing of Iraqi forces, about fighting ter-
rorists who exist in Iraq, and about 
force protection. But you redeploy the 
troops to fight the terrorists first. Why 
on Earth should we be debating in the 
Senate, and the President be in Aus-
tralia today talking to his counterpart 
in that country about continuing the 
fight in Iraq, when Osama bin Laden, 
al-Zawahiri, and others are planning 
additional attacks against this coun-
try? While, at the same time, bin 
Laden and his henchmen are ‘‘safe’’ 
and ‘‘secure’’ in or near Pakistan? That 
is unbelievable. 

We need to change tactics. We need a 
change in course. When we pick up the 
paper this morning and read about ter-
rorists being picked up in Germany, 
plotting attacks against the largest 
American military base in Europe, and 
they are trained in Pakistan, likely at 
an al-Qaida training camp, we are expe-
riencing the fruits of bad policy and 
dishonest representation about where 
the fight exists. The central fight 
against terrorism, it seems to me, is to 
eliminate the leadership of al-Qaida, 
the very leadership who boasted about 
killing innocent Americans on 9/11 and 
the very leadership who our National 
Intelligence Estimate now tells us are 
planning additional attacks against 
our homeland. 

We need a change in course. If we 
stand here and debate this question 
about, well, if you redeploy, change 
course here or there, you are surren-
dering, that is not looking truth in the 
eye at all. The television commercial I 
saw this morning—put together, I am 
sure, by some big money interests that 
are suggesting somehow we are in Iraq 
because they attacked us on 9/11—is 
the perpetration of the same dishon-
esty we have seen for years. 

We have had soldiers in Iraq longer 
than we were fighting in the Second 
World War. I want Iraqis to be free. 
Saddam Hussein is gone. He is dead. He 
was executed. They now have a new 
Constitution and a new Government. 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 08:28 Jul 09, 2010 Jkt 059102 PO 00000 Frm 00005 Fmt 0686 Sfmt 0634 E:\BR07\S05SE7.000 S05SE7er
ow

e 
on

 D
S

K
5C

LS
3C

1P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 B
O

U
N

D
 R

E
C

O
R

D



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 153, Pt. 1723502 September 5, 2007 
Now the question is, Will the Iraqi peo-
ple have the will to provide for their 
own security? 

We are going to leave Iraq. The ques-
tion is not whether; it is when. We can-
not keep 160,000 American troops in the 
middle of a civil war in Iraq for any 
lengthy period of time, especially while 
Osama bin Laden and al-Zawahiri are 
in the mountains training additional 
terrorists whom they then send to Ger-
many and perhaps to our country. We 
have to change course. That is a fact. I 
am not giving you my opinion. I am 
telling you what the National Intel-
ligence Estimate tells us about the 
greatest threat to our country. 

The greatest threat to our homeland, 
according to the National Intelligence 
Estimate, is the leadership of al-Qaida, 
and they are in a safe and secure 
haven, and they are planning addi-
tional attacks against our country. If 
one does not understand that by read-
ing that which we should read, go back 
to just prior to 2001 and take a look at 
the headline on the PDF briefing given 
to the President in August 2001: ‘‘Bin 
Laden determined to strike in the 
U.S.’’ It is time we read and it is time 
we understand. Regrettably, that has 
not been the case recently. I hope it 
will as we turn to this debate in a seri-
ous way. 

The change in course has to be, in my 
judgment: Fight the terrorists first. 
That ought to be this country’s policy. 

That was not why I came to the floor 
of the Senate today, but I was inspired 
to remember the television commercial 
I saw the first thing this morning and 
then inspired by my colleague’s state-
ment about Iraq, once again. 

f 

TRADE AND CONSUMER SAFETY 

Mr. DORGAN. If I might, in a sepa-
rate part of the RECORD, I wish to talk 
about something that showed up in the 
newspapers this morning as well. I wish 
to tell you first—this was not in the 
papers this morning—about something 
that was a while back. I wish to tell 
you about a 4-year-old boy named 
Jarnell Brown. Jarnell Brown was from 
Minnesota. Jarnell is now dead. Jarnell 
is dead because he was visiting a 
friend’s house, and he swallowed a 
small heart-shaped charm that came 
on a bracelet that came with a pair of 
Reebok tennis shoes. It turns out that 
little charm, that little jewelry charm 
contained 99 percent lead, and it killed 
Jarnell Brown. It was 99 percent lead. 

It came from China, which probably 
should not surprise us. It suggests, 
once again, in this global economy—in 
which we decide we are going to 
produce elsewhere and ship here, after 
we spent a century developing stand-
ards to protect workers, protect con-
sumers, the kinds of things Americans 
basically expect to be protected for and 
from—we decide we are going to 
outsource all that so we will have all 

these products made elsewhere and 
shipped into our country. 

So we get tennis shoes, and we get a 
charm bracelet, and we get a heart at-
tached to the end of the bracelet that 
is 99 percent lead, and the young boy 
accidentally swallows that little heart 
and dies from lead poisoning. 

Now, let me talk a bit about this 
morning’s news. Mattel is announcing 
this morning a product recall. They are 
recalling 848,000 Chinese-made Barbie 
and Fisher-Price toys that have exces-
sive amounts of lead. Toys are being 
pulled from store shelves, including 
Barbie kitchen and furniture items, 
Fisher-Price train toys, and Bongo 
Band drums. 

These are innocent enough looking 
products. But the surface paint on 
these products contains excessive lev-
els of lead, prohibited under our Fed-
eral laws because of the serious threat 
they pose to human health, particu-
larly the health of young children. 

I do not suggest that Mattel has any 
response this morning other than being 
heartsick and heartbroken over this 
situation. Mattel is a good company. 
But what has happened to Mattel has 
happened to many other companies. 
They outsource production and then 
ship the product into this country, and 
there is no determination of whether 
those products are produced under the 
same conditions we would require in 
this country. 

We only inspect 1 percent of the prod-
ucts that come into this country. So 
whether it is food or toys or jewelry or 
other things we require certain kinds 
of standards with respect to its produc-
tion here, yet there are no such stand-
ards required with respect to produc-
tion elsewhere. Oh, I know the people 
who outsource these contracts will say: 
Well, we require this and that of them. 
But there is no enforcement, and ev-
eryone knows that. 

Let me describe a few of the cir-
cumstances. I talk about the lead 
paint. As we know, lead paint is used 
because it is bright, durable, flexible, 
fast drying, and, above all, it is cheap. 
So the Chinese, we now know from 
products that are being pulled from the 
shelves, have used lead paint. They 
mass produce lead paint and coloring 
agents such as lead chromate that are 
generally cheaper than other pigments, 
so we are now seeing the effect of that 
on store shelves. 

This poor 4-year-old boy felt the ef-
fect in the most extreme way. He died. 

It is not just China, and it is not just 
toys. FDA inspectors recently inter-
cepted shipments of black pepper with 
salmonella from India, intercepted 
crab meat from Mexico too filthy to 
eat, and produce from the Dominican 
Republic was stopped 813 times last 
year for containing traces of illegal 
pesticides—this is a country with 
whom we just signed a trade agree-
ment. 

Now let me describe—even as we have 
galloped globally to outsource produc-
tion but not to develop and maintain 
the protections for the American con-
sumers on the products coming in—the 
Food and Drug Administration. Under 
the Bush administration, the FDA’s 
safety mission I think has been sub-
stantially reduced. In fact, the FDA is 
planning to close 7 of its 13 drug safety 
labs, and it would close or consolidate 
a number of its 20 regional offices. 

The trend has been to inspect fewer, 
not more, imports into this country 
under the administration. The FDA 
tests, we are told, about 1 percent of 
imported food. Last year, the FDA 
took 50 percent fewer samples for test-
ing from imported seafood than it did 
in the year previous. 

The issue is not just China, but China 
has been in the news more than any 
other country. Let me describe the cir-
cumstance of China because that has 
become the most notorious offshore 
platform. Toys, dolls, games, for all of 
these products China ranks as our No. 
1 source of imports; fish, seafood, China 
is No. 1. Tires, China is No. 1; also for 
pet food, and toothpaste; and the list 
goes on. In fact, we have such a giant 
trade deficit with China—this chart 
shows what is happening with our trade 
relationship with China, which I think 
demonstrates an incompetence that is 
almost breathtaking for this country, 
an incompetence with respect to the 
negotiating of trade agreements and an 
incompetence with respect to enforcing 
trade agreements. But aside from that, 
I describe a circumstance here, and we 
are seeing it now every day in the 
newspapers, of the danger to U.S. con-
sumers. 

Well, pet food—how many Americans 
had their pets die as a result of con-
taminated pet food coming into this 
country? It was discovered that animal 
food, pet food from China contained 
substances that are dangerous to pets. 
Sixty million packages of pet food 
under 150 brands were recalled after it 
was found that ingredients in pet food 
could be dangerous to pets. 

Seafood—the U.S. FDA banned the 
import of five types of farm-raised fish 
and shrimp from China after they were 
found to contain unsafe drugs, some of 
which cause cancer. 

Now, I am telling you what they have 
found and banned, and I am telling you 
they have only inspected 1 percent. 

Toothpaste, Chinese-made toothpaste 
sold in dollar stores—the FDA has 
warned consumers to throw out any 
toothpaste made in China. In fact, they 
not only found some of the toothpaste 
was contaminated with a dangerous in-
gredient, they found other toothpaste 
that was contaminated with the ingre-
dient and did not list the ingredient on 
the toothpaste box. 

Toys and jewelry—I mentioned 
Mattel. There are others. Mattel has 
had three very substantial recalls of 
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Chinese-made toys in the last 5 
months. Again, my guess is the execu-
tives of that company are heartsick 
about what is happening. But it is a re-
sult of exporting manufacturing and 
not having the protections with respect 
to the conditions under which that 
product is manufactured—the protec-
tions for American consumers that we 
have always come to expect. 

I did not mention with respect to 
toys, the RC2 Corporation recalled 1.5 
million of these little toys, Thomas & 
Friends from its Wooden Railway prod-
uct line, made by Hansheng Wood 
Products Factory in China using lead 
paint. 

According to a spot check recently, 
it was announced 20 percent of Chinese- 
made jewelry contains potentially poi-
sonous chemicals, including lead. 

Automobile tires—a tire importer 
called Foreign Tire Sales recalled 
255,000 Chinese-made tires in August 
because they lacked a safety feature 
that prevents tread separation. 

I do not need to go through much 
more but only to say this: These are 
real serious issues. I started by talking 
about a young 4-year-old boy named 
Jarnell Brown. He died. There are real 
consequences to these issues. We spent 
a century developing standards in this 
country to protect workers, to protect 
consumers, and we built something 
very special and very important in this 
country. 

Now, under a galloping global econ-
omy, in which the rules have not kept 
pace, we are told: Well—do you know 
what?—we are going to outsource man-
ufacturing because we can pay people 
30 cents an hour in sweatshops some-
where around the world, and we can 
have it manufactured for less money. 

Well, if that cheap product is unsafe 
for your health, if that product— 
whether it is food or vegetables or toys 
or jewelry—if that product is harmful 
to your health, we need to rethink the 
standards by which we engage in this 
global economy. Yes, it is a global 
economy, and I do not suggest we are 
going to retreat from the global econ-
omy. I do suggest this: We should par-
ticipate in the global economy on our 
terms. We should describe what kind of 
participation we will have with respect 
to this economy in a way that is fair to 
our workers, that earns a decent wage 
in this country, and in a way that pro-
tects our consumers for whom we have 
established certain consumer protec-
tions. 

I know someone will say that is regu-
lation. Yes, it is regulation. I spoke on 
the floor of the Senate one day, when I 
held up a package of beef. I asked con-
sent to do that. You have to have con-
sent to hold up a package of beef on the 
floor of the Senate because it is an ob-
ject to show. I said: I do not think any-
body can tell me where this beef came 
from. I know they could not because it 
is not labeled. 

So then I read the description of 
what the investigator found, the in-
spector found when he went to a plant 
in Hermosillo, Mexico, and inspected a 
plant that was processing beef, slaugh-
tering cattle, processing beef and ship-
ping it to the United States. He found 
carcasses hanging under a hot roof, 
with flies and feces all over the car-
casses. He described horrendous things 
that I read on the floor of the Senate 
and led me to ask: Does anybody want 
to buy beef from that circumstance? 

Well, guess what. It was the only 
time that plant had ever been in-
spected—the only time. As a result, the 
plant lost its license. It then was sold, 
then changed its name, and was reli-
censed. It is now selling beef to the 
United States and has never again been 
inspected. 

I use that only to say it is exactly 
the same coin—the flip side of the same 
coin, of lead paint coming in a heart- 
shaped toy from China that a young 
child swallows and, as a result, dies. 

I have introduced legislation dealing 
with the other side of this as well with 
respect to workers’ rights, dealing with 
sweatshop labor and conditions under 
which people are working in sweat-
shops in other parts of the world; work-
ing in sweatshops and, in some cases, 
producing these kinds of products. 
Why? Because it is cheap. Cheap labor, 
cheap products. Use lead; it is cheap. 
The problem is it is harmful to your 
health and especially harmful to chil-
dren. The legislation I have introduced 
dealing with the issue of sweatshops 
and being fair to American workers 
would ban the product of sweatshop 
labor coming into this country. That 
bill, which is S. 367, has 12 bipartisan 
cosponsors. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent to add Senator CLINTON today as a 
cosponsor to that piece of legislation. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, if we 
look at these issues in the context not 
of trying to destroy the advantages of 
a global economy but in the context of 
trying to make certain the protections 
we have developed for our country— 
protections that have allowed us to 
create a wonderful place in which to 
work and consume—if we can, with re-
spect to our participation in the global 
economy, raise standards rather than 
lower ours—if we can do that, then we 
will have done something significant. 
But that is not what has been hap-
pening. What has been happening in 
this country is a race to the bottom, 
and a rush to embrace the refrain by 
some who want to produce where it is 
cheap and sell here and run their in-
come through the Cayman Islands to 
avoid paying taxes, and they say, You 
know, we don’t want any more regula-
tions. I understand that. They want to 
avoid regulations. They want to avoid 
paying a decent wage. They want to go 

to offshore manufacturing platforms 
some place and produce little bracelets 
with little hearts that are made with 99 
percent lead to ship into this country. 
That doesn’t work. It won’t work any-
more. Somehow, as a country, we have 
to find a way to stop it. 

My colleague Senator DURBIN has a 
piece of legislation on the safety of 
food imports, which I am working on 
with him. I have also described the 
sweatshop labor bill I have introduced, 
and it is a bipartisan bill, and my hope 
is we can move and begin to address 
these issues. 

I know there are others who are 
going to want to speak in morning 
business, and as soon as they come I 
will discontinue mine, but I do want to 
make a couple of other points about 
this country’s economy. 

When one looks at the last century 
or so, we created a place that is pretty 
unusual on this Earth and we did that 
because we cared about American 
workers, and we created a manufac-
turing base that was the strongest in 
the world. You cannot long remain a 
world economic power without a first- 
rate manufacturing base, and we are 
now seeing that some don’t care about 
a manufacturing base. Let’s outsource 
to wherever we can find the cheapest 
labor. Let’s outsource to not only 
where we can find the cheapest labor, 
but also where we can combine that 
with the lack of regulations. We can 
allow that to exist in circumstances 
where those who produce and pump 
chemicals into the air, chemicals into 
the water. Well, the problem with that 
is you are not only confronted with 
what is called ‘‘the China price,’’ the 
China price with respect to goods—you 
have to compete with the China price— 
you also now understand the term ‘‘the 
China haze,’’ because we are breathing 
pollutants that come from China. We 
all live in the same fishbowl. Things we 
long ago abandoned in this country be-
cause we understand it causes cancer, 
causes terrible danger to human 
health, we are now breathing again in 
this country because of a phenomenon 
called the China haze. 

I know I have described China at 
some length today. It is not only China 
we need to be concerned about with re-
spect to what are fair rules and fair re-
quirements with respect to our partici-
pation in the global economy. But I 
don’t think we should any longer ig-
nore the consequences about what we 
read in the paper this morning: the re-
call of hundreds of thousands of addi-
tional toys that are shipped into this 
country to be sold on store shelves and 
to be played with by American children 
when, in fact, they contain amounts of 
lead that are harmful or dangerous to 
our children. We can’t ignore that. 

I congratulate the companies that 
are recalling those products, but we 
shouldn’t have had a reason to recall 
them in the first place. They should 
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have been produced under conditions 
that we would have known in this 
country to be safe, that represent the 
standards we long ago have required in 
this country. That has not been the 
case, and I think that because it is not 
the case, it raises a great many ques-
tions. I also, as I indicated earlier, be-
lieve at the very time we are seeing all 
of these products coming into this 
country that can cause serious prob-
lems for human health, at the very 
time we see that, to see this adminis-
tration decide to retract on those 
issues and begin to actually inspect 
fewer rather than more products, at a 
time when we are inspecting only 1 per-
cent of all of that which comes in, I 
think that is a serious step in exactly 
the wrong direction. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor and 
make a point of order that a quorum is 
not present. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The bill clerk proceeded to call the 
roll. 

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

IRAQ 

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, I rise 
today to discuss the situation in Iraq 
and the continuing efforts of this ad-
ministration to paint a rosy picture 
and to cling to straws when the situa-
tion on the ground and common sense 
suggest just the opposite. 

Some have argued that the surge in 
Iraq is working, but all you have to do 
is look at the facts to know that is not 
the case. The President went to Anbar 
Province, which at the moment he is 
touting as a place of success, but we all 
know what is happening in Iraq. Many 
other provinces are in terrible shape. 
In Iraq, in a certain sense, when you 
push on one end of the balloon and 
make things a little better, something 
pops out at another end. 

The fallacy of the President’s new 
policy is amazing. Are we placing our 
faith in the future of Iraq in the hands 
of some warlords, some tribal leaders 
who at the moment dislike al-Qaida 
more than they dislike us? Make no 
mistake about it: They are no friends 
of Americans. Is this the vaunted clar-
ion cry for democracy in the Middle 
East that the President announced 
when he started the buildup in Iraq? 
Obviously not. This is a policy of last 
resort. This is a policy of desperation. 
To say at the moment that some war-
lords in one province in Iraq happen to 
be shooting at al-Qaida when 6 months 
from now they could easily turn 
around and resume shooting at Ameri-
cans, which they did in the past, is 
nothing to base a policy on. What kind 
of policy is it? What are the odds that 

6 months from now, the fragile and per-
ilous situation in Anbar will reverse 
itself and collapse? We have heard of 
success stories every 6 or 8 months: 
This province, this town, this city— 
they are clear, they are safe. Then, be-
cause of the basic facts on the ground, 
we revert to the old situation. 

Let me be clear. The violence in 
Anbar has gone down despite the surge, 
not because of the surge. The inability 
of American soldiers to protect these 
tribes from al-Qaida said to these 
tribes: we have to fight al-Qaida our-
selves. It wasn’t that the surge brought 
peace here; it was that the warlords 
took peace here, created a temporary 
peace here, and that is because there 
was no one else there protecting them. 

As I said, we have heard about suc-
cesses in the past. They are temporary. 
They are not based on any permanent 
structural change or any permanent 
change in the views of Iraqi citizens. 
We have heard about success in Bagh-
dad. We have heard about success in 
Fallujah. We have heard about success 
in this province and that province, and 
it vanishes like the wind. So now, at a 
time when the people of America are 
crying out for a change in course, are 
some going to base a temporary situa-
tion in one province—Anbar—based on 
a few warlords who don’t believe in de-
mocracy and who don’t like America, 
as a way to continue the present mis-
guided policy? It makes no sense. 

It makes no sense because the fun-
damentals in Iraq stay the same. There 
is no central government that has any 
viability. The Shiites, the Kurds, and 
the Sunnis dislike one another far 
more than they like or want any cen-
tral government, and these two facts 
doom the administration’s policy to 
failure. Only 7 or 8 months ago when 
the President began the surge, he said 
it was to give the present Government 
breathing room, to strengthen the 
Maliki government. Today, we have 
more troops, more military patrols, 
more death, and the Iraqi Government 
grows weaker. How can we regard the 
Bush-Petraeus surge as a success when 
its central goal—to strengthen the 
Government—has failed? Again, more 
troops, more American deaths this 
summer than any other, and yet the 
Government is weaker, when the very 
purpose of the surge was to strengthen 
the Government and, in the President’s 
words, to give it breathing room. By 
the President’s own words, the Govern-
ment is suffocating while the surge 
goes on. It doesn’t have breathing 
room. 

Why isn’t it apparent to the Presi-
dent? Why isn’t it apparent to my col-
leagues on the other side of the aisle 
that the stated goal of the surge is fail-
ing? Strengthening the central govern-
ment has not happened. As the surge 
and the number of troops goes up, the 
strength of the central government 
goes down. That equation says failure 
in the Bush-Petraeus surge. 

The goal is not a military goal. In 
the President’s own words, it is to give 
the Government of Iraq greater sta-
bility, greater breathing room, and 
that Government, by just about every 
standard, is worse off than it was be-
fore. Again, because a few warlords and 
tribal leaders are now temporarily on 
our side for the moment, even though 
they are not loyal to us, they don’t 
like us and they dislike the central 
government, that is why we should 
continue the present course in Iraq? It 
makes no sense. 

Then those on the other side of the 
President say, give us a chance; you 
are already declaring defeat. If this 
were 2003 or 2004 or 2005 or maybe even 
2006, maybe those words would have 
some resonance with the American 
people. But there has been new plan 
after new plan, new hope after new 
hope, and they all are dashed within 
months. Why? Why? Again, because the 
fundamentals on the ground don’t 
change. The Kurds, the Shiites, the 
Sunnis dislike one another more than 
they like any central government. 

If you look at the benchmarks, they 
show that. The independent GAO re-
port showed little progress being made 
in meeting the 18 military and political 
benchmarks set out by Congress. The 
draft report from last week showed 
only three of the benchmarks had been 
met. However, over the weekend, the 
Pentagon revised the report and now 
miraculously an additional four bench-
marks were ‘‘partially met.’’ Despite 
the apparent efforts by the Pentagon 
to edit this independent report, it will 
sadly take much more than a red pen 
to correct the failures of the Presi-
dent’s Iraq policy. 

So the surge, by the President’s own 
stated goal, has failed. The central gov-
ernment is weaker. The fundamentals 
on the ground continue to deteriorate. 
There continues to be no loyalty to a 
central government in Iraq and no loy-
alty to Maliki, who seems to almost 
revel in his incompetence. The bottom 
line is very simple: We are worse off, 
not better off, not even the same, in 
Iraq today than we were 6 months ago. 
The position of America, the position 
of democracy, the position of stability, 
continues to erode. 

If there was ever a need for a change 
of course in Iraq, it is now. I plead with 
my colleagues from the other side of 
the aisle. You know we have to change 
course. The President has thrown you 
this magical sort of temporary solu-
tion—Anbar Province. Don’t be fooled. 
It is no different than Fallujah was a 
few years ago, or Baghdad, or all of 
these other ‘‘successes.’’ They are not 
successes because the facts on the 
ground are the same. 

The American people—three-quar-
ters—cry out for a change of course in 
Iraq. The President doesn’t hear them. 
The President doesn’t look at the facts 
on the ground. The very same fallacies 
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that led us into this war—that there 
were weapons of mass destruction and 
Iraq was at the center of a nexus of ter-
rorism—are now blinding my col-
leagues on the other side of the aisle 
from changing course in Iraq—the 
same types of false statements and pre-
tenses. It is time to change course for 
the sake of the soldiers who are val-
iantly defending us; for the sake of 
moving on and having America focus 
on other international problems and 
not have them be exacerbated by the 
war in Iraq; for the sake of the $500 bil-
lion to $600 billion we spent that could 
be spent here on education and health 
care and infrastructure; for the sake, 
ultimately, of the greatness of this 
great country of ours, we must change 
course in Iraq. We must do it now. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Illinois is recognized. 
f 

DEFECTIVE PRODUCTS FROM 
CHINA 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, over the 
August recess, my wife and I were in-
vited to a friend’s house for a barbeque. 
A number of young couples were there 
with their toddlers. It was a lot of fun 
watching these kids take their first 
steps and laughing as they played with 
one another. One of the fathers turned 
to me during the course of the bar-
becue and said, ‘‘Well, it looks like it is 
going to be a Christmas without toys; 
there is nothing safe that we can buy 
anymore.’’ I thought to myself that 
many of the headlines that occupy our 
attention here in the Congress are 
headlines ordinary families are not 
watching closely. But when it comes to 
something as basic as the toys they 
buy for their kids and whether they are 
safe, a lot of families are tuned in. 

All across America, there is a grow-
ing concern. What this father said to 
me was, ‘‘Dick, I thought if they put 
the stuff on the shelf, it had to be safe, 
right?’’ I wish I could answer yes. The 
honest answer is no. What is put on the 
shelf across America isn’t necessarily 
safe. We are learning that over and 
over again. It comes down to some 
basic concepts of whether Government 
has an important role to play when it 
comes to toys and other parts of our 
lives. We can certainly ask the people 
who live, or used to live, in New Orle-
ans, whether Government is important. 
When Hurricane Katrina hit and the 
levees broke and they lost their homes, 
families had to move hundreds of miles 
away. They understand that when Gov-
ernment fails you, as it did in New Or-
leans, life can be very difficult. Or, of 
course, you can go to Minneapolis now 
and see what is left of an interstate 
highway bridge built to Government 
standards, subject to Government in-
spection, which collapsed, killing inno-
cent people and causing havoc all 
across that great part of our Midwest. 

The same thing, unfortunately, is 
true when it comes to the Consumer 
Product Safety Commission. This is a 
commission created back in the 1970s 
when people started asking hard ques-
tions about things they were buying 
and driving, whether they were safe. A 
movement started that led to passage 
of legislation creating this watchdog 
agency. There was a huge mandate we 
gave them: Make sure the things we 
put on the shelf for Americans are safe, 
that the products are not defective or 
unsafe. That may be too big a task for 
any one agency. 

Over the years, what has happened is 
that this agency, instead of growing to 
meet the challenge, has been shrinking 
as the challenge grows. Today, there 
are 401 people working at this agency, 
responsible for reviewing trillions of 
dollars worth of products made in the 
United States and imported into the 
United States to make certain they are 
safe. I am familiar a little with this 
agency because I recently became 
chairman of a subcommittee that han-
dles its appropriation. When you look 
at the amount of money we are spend-
ing there, the President asked for 
about $63 million for the Consumer 
Product Safety Commission. This agen-
cy has been limping along for years 
with hardly any money being infused 
into it and very few employees being 
added to the payroll. So, as a result 
today, the 401 employees have a huge 
mandate. I am hoping, in the next ap-
propriation cycle, to improve and in-
clude additional money for this com-
mission. In fact, our full committee re-
ported $70 million, which is about a 10- 
percent or more increase in the appro-
priation for this agency. Seventy mil-
lion dollars is still not enough, but it is 
significant at a time when we are 
spending $12 billion a month in Iraq— 
$12 billion a month. Here we are argu-
ing about what is small change—what 
is lost with single-bid contractors in 
Iraq every day. We are worrying about 
whether we can come up with $10 mil-
lion for an agency that is responsible 
for the safety of products we buy. 

The Consumer Product Safety Com-
mission finds that of the defective and 
unsafe products sold to Americans, 
two-thirds of them are imported, and 
two-thirds of those come from one 
country, which is China. Over and over 
again, month after month, year after 
year, China continues to send us defec-
tive products. This isn’t a new thing. It 
reflects what is going on as the Chinese 
economy moves from the Dark Ages 
into the 21st century global economy 
and tries to accommodate differences 
in culture and taste and consumer ap-
petite around the world. So we see a lot 
of problems. The problems didn’t come 
to our attention until earlier this year. 
It is interesting how that happened. 
The first thing that caught our atten-
tion was pet food, the dog and cat food 
we were giving to our pets. Families 

across America found out it was un-
safe, and these helpless animals were 
dying. A little investigation found out 
it was traced back to a food product 
sent from China that was injected with 
the chemical called melamine for the 
purpose of making it appear to be more 
valuable. It was economic fraud. Some-
body in China put this melamine chem-
ical into this protein product to make 
more money, even though melamine is 
unfit for human or animal consump-
tion. Well, all across America, millions 
of pet owners went into a panic. They 
pulled pet foods from the shelves and 
worried about whether there was more 
in the chain and whether more animals 
were going to die. It was an interesting 
psychology there. We knew all along 
that the Chinese were sending us sus-
pect products. But at this point in time 
animal owners across America, feeling 
a special responsibility to that helpless 
pet they loved and is a member of their 
family, were up in arms. Why are we 
letting the Chinese do this, send these 
products to America? 

Then do you know what came next? 
Toothpaste. This was a good one. We 
discovered antifreeze in toothpaste 
made in China. Antifreeze. It turns out 
that they used, instead of glycerin, a 
form of glycol—close enough, I guess— 
which is a component of antifreeze. 
When the Chinese were confronted with 
toothpaste with antifreeze in it being 
sold around the world, they had an in-
genious response. They said: As we un-
derstand it, you are not supposed to 
swallow toothpaste. What a great de-
fense that was. 

Then more scandals followed. Along 
came the toy scandal, which we are in 
the middle of right now. The Chicago 
Tribune ran a lengthy series about a 
toy that caught my attention because I 
bought one for my grandson, called 
Magnetix. It is kind of cool. It looked 
like old erector sets with magnets. My 
grandson jumped on it, making elabo-
rate creations because the magnets 
stuck to one another. The tiny 
magnets were about the size of a little 
pill. If you looked at them, you might 
mistake them as something you could 
eat if you are a 1- or 2-year-old. You 
might pop them in your mouth. If you 
swallow one, no problem. If you swal-
low two, it is a big problem because the 
magnets would adhere in your intes-
tines, requiring surgery and, in some 
cases, cause death. It turned out to be 
a design flaw in the product. I know 
my kids and grandson are pretty tough 
on their toys. If you were tough on the 
Magnetix toys, these magnets would 
pop out, and toddlers, not knowing bet-
ter, would stick them in their mouths 
and swallow them like candy, not 
knowing the dire consequences that 
could follow. 

The Consumer Product Safety Com-
mission was called into the case and 
the Chicago Tribune story tells us that 
what happened was not encouraging be-
cause the laws are so weak in America, 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 08:28 Jul 09, 2010 Jkt 059102 PO 00000 Frm 00009 Fmt 0686 Sfmt 0634 E:\BR07\S05SE7.000 S05SE7er
ow

e 
on

 D
S

K
5C

LS
3C

1P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 B
O

U
N

D
 R

E
C

O
R

D



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 153, Pt. 1723506 September 5, 2007 
and the commission had to sit down 
and negotiate with the company that 
made this deadly toy on a press release 
announcing that the toy should be re-
called. The lawyers for the commission 
sat down with the lawyers for the toy 
company and got into this long battle 
about what exactly they would say in 
the press release to recall the toy. 
Meanwhile, of course, it is still being 
sold in America while the debate con-
tinues. So the laws fundamentally, 
when it comes to the protection of 
American consumers, are not strong 
enough. They don’t require the kind of 
notification of defect and danger we 
should expect as consumers. They don’t 
put the burden on the manufacturer of 
a defective product to recall it imme-
diately. They give that manufacturer 
too much leeway when it comes to even 
taking a product off the shelf or put-
ting a warning label on the shelf. It 
turns out that with this administra-
tion, the Bush administration, they 
have appointed people to the Consumer 
Product Safety Commission who have 
been leaning more toward the makers 
of toys and products and away from 
protecting consumers. There was a gen-
tleman—a former attorney general of 
New Mexico named Harold Stratton. 
He came on and, frankly, reassured the 
National Association of Manufacturers 
that they didn’t have to worry about 
this Consumer Product Safety Commis-
sion getting out of hand. He appointed 
a Mr. Mullan as the agency’s general 
counsel, who time and again seemed to 
find reasons not to recall defective 
products and give those making them a 
little more time to make more money 
off of something that may be a little 
dangerous. The commission didn’t do 
too much in terms of helping con-
sumers. 

Today, it is a commission that limps 
along because it doesn’t have the three 
commissioners it needs to operate. It 
only has two. Promulgating new rules 
and coming up with new initiatives is 
hampered because they don’t have 
enough people to do it. Had the Bush 
administration tried to fill the va-
cancy? Who did they send? A person 
who, unfortunately, had a resume that 
showed he was following on in the tra-
dition of Mr. Stratton and Mr. Mullan. 
He was a person with a background on 
the manufacturing side and not the 
consumer side. 

This is an agency for consumers that 
we have to count on. So when the ad-
ministration doesn’t fill the vacancy, 
it creates a problem in the administra-
tion. I have been disappointed by the 
Consumer Product Safety Commission 
recently. Mattel today has a third toy 
recall. They are recalling millions of 
toys because of lead paint and other 
dangers. Bob Eckert, the CEO of 
Mattel, made a special trip to meet 
with me in Chicago over the break. I 
respect him. He understands that if his 
company is going to succeed, parents 

have to trust the products they buy 
with the name Mattel on the box. He 
gave me his assurance—proven by to-
day’s press release—that they are 
going to pull every unsafe and dan-
gerous toy off of the shelf that his com-
pany had anything to do with. 

You might ask yourself, why do we 
have lead paint coming in on toys from 
China? Let’s get down to basics. It is 
not because lead paint is cheaper in 
China. No. It is because the workers 
who are making the toys are paid 
about $75 or $80 a month. It is because 
those workers have no idea what those 
toys are all about. They never see 
these in the world they live in. They 
don’t have any idea what America is 
about. They may not have any concept 
of what we consider to be safe and 
healthy. They are being told to make 
this toy, paint it, and move it down the 
line. The companies have a responsi-
bility to watch these workers and have 
certain standards, but the bottom line 
is this: When we go to the lowest cost 
workers in the world to make our prod-
ucts, we should not be surprised when 
oftentimes those products are unsafe, 
unhealthy, and defective. With the Chi-
nese, the list of products they send to 
us that are unsafe goes far beyond 
those that are the jurisdiction of the 
Consumer Product Safety Commission. 

The Food and Drug Administration 
looks at food products, such as pet food 
and other food products, imported from 
all over the world, and each month 
they report to Americans which coun-
tries are sending the most dangerous 
food products to America. Guess which 
country ranks No. 1 or No. 2 every sin-
gle month? China. Same issue. Time 
and again, we find that the Chinese are 
not living up to standards we expect in 
America. 

When I think back to this barbecue I 
attended, most American families 
think the Senate and the House, Con-
gress and the President are protecting 
them, that we are doing our job. When 
1 out of every 100 shipments coming 
into this country is inspected, when we 
have some ports where the volume of 
imports overwhelm the one or two in-
spectors on the job, then, frankly, we 
are not keeping faith with the Amer-
ican people, and that is the reality. 

I say to my colleagues in the Senate 
that we have voted for expanding glob-
al trade, and I think we must. America 
cannot get rich doing business just 
among ourselves and doing one an-
other’s laundry, but we never voted to 
compromise the health and safety of 
American families, and we shouldn’t 
now. 

The Consumer Product Safety Com-
mission has to accept its responsibility 
to be more forward thinking, to use 
their statutory authority to protect 
people, particularly children. Families 
who walk into toy stores in America 
should not have to play Chinese rou-
lette when they are buying toys for 

Christmas, and that is the reality 
today. It is time for the Consumer 
Product Safety Commission to use 
their statutory authority effectively. 
It is time for the President to fill the 
vacancy on that Commission with a 
person who is truly a consumer advo-
cate. It is time for Congress to put the 
resources into the Consumer Product 
Safety Commission so it can start 
doing the job it promised it would do 
when it was created almost 40 years 
ago. Until then, we are going to have 
to rely on importers, manufacturers, 
and retailers in America to restore the 
confidence of American families in the 
toys they will buy for this holiday sea-
son. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor. 
f 

CONCLUSION OF MORNING 
BUSINESS 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
CASEY). Morning business is now 
closed. 

f 

MILITARY CONSTRUCTION AND 
VETERANS AFFAIRS APPROPRIA-
TIONS ACT, 2008 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 

the previous order, the Senate will re-
sume consideration of H.R. 2642, which 
the clerk will report. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H.R. 2642) making appropriations 

for military construction, the Department of 
Veterans Affairs, and related agencies for 
the fiscal year ending September 30, 2008, and 
for other purposes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I am 
pleased to resume consideration of the 
fiscal year 2008 Military Construction, 
Veterans Affairs, and related agencies 
appropriations bill. 

To recap the essentials which I dis-
cussed yesterday, the bill provides 
$109.2 billion in funding, including $44.5 
billion in mandatory spending and $43 
billion in discretionary funding for the 
Department of Veterans Affairs. Over-
all discretionary funding in the bill to-
tals $64.7 billion. That is a $4 billion in-
crease over the President’s budget re-
quest. Most of the increased funding is 
targeted at expanding and improving 
veterans health care, which is an essen-
tial requirement for our obligation to 
the veterans, and also it recognizes 
that as generations of veterans are 
aging, those veterans from Korea and 
World War II and the Vietnam conflict, 
we also have a new era of veterans 
from Afghanistan and Iraq, and this 
money is essential. 

This bill represents a landmark com-
mitment to our troops and their fami-
lies and our Nation’s veterans by in-
vesting in urgently needed military 
construction projects and in expanding 
health care services to our veterans. 

For the Department of Veterans Af-
fairs, the bill includes $29 billion for di-
rect medical services for veterans. This 
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level of funding is equal to the amount 
requested by the veterans service orga-
nizations in the independent budget. 
Each year, our veterans service organi-
zations prepare an independent budget, 
not based upon what the administra-
tion thinks they can afford but what 
veterans need. This is one of the few 
times we have been able to meet that 
objective of the veterans service orga-
nizations within their independent 
budget. It will allow the Department to 
increase its resources for both physical 
and mental health care for veterans, 
and it will give the Department the re-
sources it needs to expand research and 
treatment of traumatic brain injury 
and post-traumatic stress disorders. At 
a time when scores of veterans are re-
turning from the wars in Iraq and Af-
ghanistan with these often invisible 
wounds, this increased funding in this 
regard is urgently needed. It has been 
estimated that perhaps 30 percent of 
those who have served in Iraq or Af-
ghanistan have received either trau-
matic brain injuries or have post-trau-
matic stress or both, and we have to be 
able to respond to those concerns. 

The bill also includes needed funding 
for military construction of facilities 
and housing for our troops and their 
families. We are a nation at war, and 
our military forces need the best pos-
sible facilities to work, train, and to 
hone their skills, and their families 
need the best possible housing and 
quality-of-life facilities, such as chap-
els and childcare centers, to see them 
through the strain and hardship of re-
peated and lengthy deployments. 

As I have said before, this bill is sup-
ported by the Department of Veterans 
Affairs and the veterans service organi-
zations. The President, in his State-
ment of Administration Policy re-
leased yesterday, signaled his intention 
to sign the bill as reported out of the 
committee, and I hope that intention is 
carried through. 

There is no reason the Senate cannot 
complete work on this bill at a reason-
able hour today. In fact, I have spoken 
with the majority leader, and he has 
indicated to me that it is his desire to 
move this bill today, to complete work 
on it today, and to be able to have a 
vote on final passage we hope some-
time today. I urge my colleagues, if 
they have amendments they wish to 
offer, to bring them to the floor as soon 
as possible. It takes a long time to deal 
with some of these issues, to vet them, 
to clear the amendments, and the slow-
er the amendments are presented to us, 
the longer it will take to complete ac-
tion on this bill. But the majority lead-
er is committed to finishing this bill 
today, and I share that commitment. 
The Senate cannot afford to drag its 
feet on this bill. Our men and women in 
uniform, our Nation’s veterans are de-
pending on us to provide the resources 
they so urgently need. I urge my col-
leagues to move quickly to pass this 
bill. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor, and I 
suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, in Iraq 
and Afghanistan, like so many con-
flicts before, our servicemembers have 
done absolutely everything that has 
been asked of them. They have an-
swered the President’s call to war with 
honor and a sense of duty we have 
come to expect from our Nation’s brav-
est men and women. They have per-
formed under enormous pressure in the 
middle of a civil war, they have left be-
hind loved ones who count on them, 
and they have continued to put their 
lives on the line every day. 

Unfortunately, at home, their com-
mitment to service has not been met 
yet by an administration that is com-
mitted to care for them. From poor 
conditions at VA facilities around the 
country, lack of PTSD counselors, ben-
efits claims backlogs that keep our 
veterans waiting for months and 
months and months and sometimes 
years, it is very clear that so far this 
administration has failed to account 
for our Nation’s veterans and to count 
them as a cost of this war. It is unac-
ceptable that servicemembers who 
fought overseas are returning home 
and being forced to fight their own 
Government for the care and services 
they need. 

Today, with the bill that is in front 
of us, the VA bill, we take a major step 
toward reversing that trend and the 
Bush administration’s failure to care 
for our heroes. The funding for our vet-
erans included in the VA bill is more 
than $3.6 billion over the President’s 
request. After years of cutting corners 
on caring for our heroes, we are finally 
putting forth an honest assessment of 
what these men and women need. 

This bill takes into account the addi-
tional strains on the VA system that 
simultaneous wars and new battlefield 
realities present. It is an investment 
that represents nearly all of the inde-
pendent budget, which is the rec-
ommendation of the funds needed to 
care for our veterans and is compiled 
by our veterans service organization. 

This bill invests in improving health 
care, expanding mental health services, 
and constructing new facilities that 
are really needed. It is going to mean, 
when this bill is passed and signed by 
the President, more qualified health 
care workers, better prosthetics that 
our servicemembers are asking for, and 
more accessible veterans facilities. It 
is also going to mean, importantly, 
thousands of new VA case workers who 
will help us reduce that unacceptable 

delay that we have heard about from so 
many of our veterans when they come 
home and try to access their benefits. 

It will improve conditions at our VA 
facilities. It will add an increased in-
vestment in polytrauma and mental 
health care facilities that will dras-
tically improve treatment for PTSD 
and traumatic brain injury and cata-
strophic injuries as well. Most of all, 
this bill means after years of neglect 
our Government is again going to 
honor our veterans’ sacrifices. 

This bill and all it provides could not 
come at a more crucial time. As a 
member myself of both the appropria-
tions subcommittee that is responsible 
for this bill and the Senate Veterans’ 
Affairs Committee, I have heard nu-
merous times firsthand about the VA’s 
shortcomings in caring for our vet-
erans. In fact, last month on the Au-
gust break I held a Senate Veterans’ 
Affairs field hearing in Takoma, WA, 
to specifically examine the challenges 
that men and women are facing when 
they come home. At that hearing I 
spoke with Brandon Jacobs. He is a 
veteran of the Army and National 
Guard, and he served in Iraq. He said a 
lot more has to be done to raise aware-
ness of post-traumatic stress syndrome 
and combat-related stresses. He talked 
about how we needed to not only in-
crease access for him and his fellow 
servicemembers, but also for the fami-
lies that struggle when a loved one re-
turns home with an invisible wound. 

I also heard from a young man, Dan 
Purcell. He is an Iraq veteran who said 
he didn’t ‘‘want to be treated as a tool 
that could be casually discarded when 
broken or found to be no longer use-
ful.’’ What a tragic statement from 
someone who served us overseas, that 
when he comes home he feels like a dis-
carded tool because he has been bro-
ken. That is not how we should be 
treating our veterans, and that is not 
how this VA/HUD bill treats our vet-
erans. 

This bill that is before us finally 
takes the important steps that are nec-
essary to recognize Brandon and Dan 
and so many others who are part of the 
costs of this war. We also have to make 
sure our troops are ready and that they 
receive the training they need before 
we send them overseas. I am very 
pleased that within this bill, the mili-
tary construction investments that are 
made will help our country do a better 
job in training the men and women we 
asked to serve us in our military. In 
my home State of Washington, our 
military facilities play a very impor-
tant role in our Nation’s security. We 
have Fort Lewis in Tacoma, where we 
are training the Stryker Brigades at 
the center of the fighting in Iraq, we 
have Fairchild Air Force Base in Spo-
kane that plays a major role in our air 
defense, and we have the Naval Air 
Station Whidbey Island that helps pa-
trol the Pacific shores. It is extremely 
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critical that these bases, which serve 
such vital roles, receive the funding 
they need. 

The bill that is in front of us today 
does just that and provides more than 
$635 million in improvements for Wash-
ington State military installations. I 
thank Senators REED and HUTCHISON 
for their special attention and recogni-
tion of the needs of our bases in my 
home State of Washington and across 
the country. Their leadership on this 
bill has been outstanding. 

I know the chair and ranking mem-
ber will be on the Senate floor through-
out today. The leader has told us that 
he wants this bill finished by this 
evening. I urge all Members who have 
any amendments to come this after-
noon to get their amendments offered 
because we do have to wrap up this bill. 
We are very aware of the timelines 
that are approaching, the very short 
amount of time that is left to get our 
numerous appropriations bills through. 
We intend to move them through. In 
order to do that we ask Members to 
come to the floor today, offer their 
amendments, let’s work through them 
and get this bill passed so we can get it 
sent to the President. 

It is important to pass this bill be-
cause this bill recognizes that any time 
we invest in building our military and 
improving training for our troops we 
invest in their care. I remind my col-
leagues what George Washington fa-
mously observed one time: 

The willingness with which our young peo-
ple are likely to serve in any way war, no 
matter how justified, shall be directly pro-
portional to how they perceive the veterans 
of earlier wars were treated and appreciated 
by their country. 

The bill in front of us reverses Presi-
dent Bush’s failures and carries 
through on the commitment that our 
very first President discussed. It keeps 
our military strong by honoring the 
sacrifices of our heroes with the fund-
ing that meets their needs. 

I note this bill has been endorsed by 
the Disabled Americans, Veterans of 
Foreign Wars, American Legion, Para-
lyzed Veterans of America, AMVETS, 
and the Iraq and Afghanistan Veterans 
of America, among many other vet-
erans service organizations that take 
so much time out of their own lives to 
fight for our veterans and recognize the 
critical funding for this bill. 

I note an AP article from this morn-
ing that says the Secretary of the VA, 
Secretary Nickolson, has said in a let-
ter to key lawmakers they do not need 
additional funding, they just need this 
bill passed. I note we have heard that 
song before, and that song was wrong. 

We have to do the right thing. This 
bill is critical. The additional funding 
in this bill, I think every Member 
knows is needed. Every one of us has 
been out there and talked to the men 
and women who have come home from 
Iraq, to their families, and heard from 

PTSD counselors on down the line who 
have visited facilities or Walter Reed 
or seen facilities in their own States. 
They know this funding is needed. I en-
courage my colleagues to come to the 
Senate floor, offer their amendments, 
get this bill expeditiously to con-
ference and sent to the President. I en-
courage the President and Secretary 
not to challenge us on the need for 
funding but to do the right thing; rec-
ognize the care of our service men and 
women is part of the cost of war. It is 
an obligation we have to meet. 

We are meeting it with this bill, and 
I hope we can get it done quickly so 
our veterans, many men and women 
who have served us, will know this 
country is doing right by them. 

I yield the floor and suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. COBURN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

H.R. 327 
Mr. COBURN. Mr. President, I want-

ed to spend a few minutes noting some 
things in the press about H.R. 327 and 
my hold on that bill. This is a bill 
which is very well intended. It is to 
help prevent suicide among our vet-
erans. 

I have been in the medical field since 
1978–1979, that is. Approximately 6 to 10 
percent of my practice has been associ-
ated with depression, treating clinical 
depression, suicidal ideation, post- 
traumatic stress disorder, and other 
issues. 

We need to offer our veterans what-
ever we can offer them in terms of 
helping them deal with what they have 
been through and also helping our vet-
erans who have no connection with 
their war experience in terms of treat-
ment of depression. 

Our veterans have the right to expect 
the legislation we craft to deliver on 
good intentions. H.R. 327, frankly, does 
not do that. One of the serious flaws 
with H.R. 327 is that every veteran is 
preconditioned with a mental status 
exam. So if you are a World War II vet 
and you have a sore throat and you go 
to the VA clinic in Muskogee, under 327 
you have to undergo a thorough mental 
status exam before you can have your 
sore throat treated. That is Congress 
hitting a gnat with a cinder block. It is 
wasteful of our dollars. It portends to 
have Congress practicing medicine, 
when, in fact, we do not know how to 
practice medicine, and you cannot. 

What this bill sets up is that Con-
gress is going to mandate the doctor- 
patient relationship or the patient-PA 
or the patient-nurse practitioner or the 
patient-social service or licensed med-
ical social service masters. What we 

have decided is to interject, because of 
the tragedies that we have seen in the 
last couple of years, a mandated form 
of treating suicide, depression, and risk 
of harm. 

I have reached out to Senator HARKIN 
on this bill. I offered to make some 
simple changes. We were rebuffed. 
Then what we saw in the press is that 
I wanted to hold this only because of 
how somebody might not be able to 
have their second amendment rights 
guaranteed. That is hardly the situa-
tion at all. What I really am holding 
this bill for is because, first of all, it is 
bad medicine. No. 2, it duplicates and 
mandates things we should not be 
doing. It takes away from the profes-
sions within the VA who know what 
they are doing. It steps on and it inter-
rupts what the VA is already imple-
menting to a good extent and to a 
great degree. 

There is another very serious concern 
with this, which is that it mandates 
the tracking of veterans who have 
mental health issues. The vast major-
ity of our veterans do not have mental 
health issues, but the assumption 
under this bill is they all have to be 
screened for it. That would be like me, 
with every patient that I ever see in 
my practice, the first thing I have to 
do is make sure, because they were in 
the military, that they do not have 
some type of mental health disturb-
ance coming back. It is insulting to our 
military men and women who have 
given their lives, given their blood, 
given their time, given their honor, 
and given their sacrifice to assume 
they cannot do that without having 
some disruption in their capability to 
function in this society. So it is highly 
insulting to the vast majority of our 
veterans. 

Now, the question is, How do we solve 
the problem of depression and post- 
traumatic stress disorder that leads to 
suicidal thought, ideation, and behav-
ior? That is what we ought to be doing. 
And what we are doing is creating a set 
of circumstances that may have an im-
pact probably not any greater than 
what the VA is doing now but will, in 
fact, take away great resources from 
other mental health issues as well as 
other health issues within the VA. 

Let me give you some statistics, if I 
may. The VA is 3 years into a mental 
health strategic plan that has been 
markedly successful in improving the 
quality of care and ensuring that high- 
risk factors such as suicidal ideation 
are considered when veterans are as-
sessed or impact or enter the VA sys-
tem. The VA has suicide prevention co-
ordinators in every VA facility in this 
country. They have a hotline 24/7. They 
have hired over 3,000 mental health 
staffers just since the end of 2005. So 
they have recognized what was the 
problem. They are responding to it. 
They have two suicide prevention cen-
ters of excellence that are geared up 
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and working on the very specific issues 
associated with our military and post- 
traumatic stress disorder from combat. 

Between 2002 and 2007, the VA spent 
21⁄2 times the percentage of their budg-
et as we spend in all other health care 
on mental health. So they are already 
addressing the issue. 

The other thing that is disturbing is 
this tracking of what they will do. 
They are not going to be tracking the 
data, they are going to be tracking in-
dividual veterans under this bill. That 
violates their own civil liberties. If, in 
fact, you have encountered the VA and 
because you were screened, not of your 
choice and not because you had signs 
or symptoms, because of that, that be-
comes a part of your record. You auto-
matically are limited in lots of things 
that you cannot do in this country be-
cause you served your country. Now 
you have a mental health screening, an 
indication on your VA chart that 
would forbid you from becoming a po-
lice officer, an airline pilot, or an EMS, 
many other professions within this 
country. The idea that we are going to 
track individual veterans and their 
mental health status rather than the 
data—this bill specifically states that 
we are going to track the veterans, not 
the data—is wrong. 

Finally, this bill sets out a peer 
counseling provision that has already 
been proven in the literature to not be 
effective. Yet it is mandated in this 
bill. So what this bill is about is the 
Senate practicing medicine and man-
dating ways to do things that the VA 
itself has already started. It is 3 years 
into a program of which they are using 
experts in the field to guide them, and 
we are using emotion and response. 

I am going to continue to hold this 
bill until we work on the issues to 
guarantee freedom of veterans in terms 
of tracking of their data and them indi-
vidually, in terms of securing the data 
about them—the VA has had two seri-
ous leaks on veterans health care data 
in the last 7 years—and also working to 
make sure we use a mental status 
exam when it is indicated and not cre-
ate a system that is an affront to all 
the people who have served the coun-
try. 

With that, I yield the floor. 
f 

RECESS 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 

the previous order, the Senate stands 
in recess until 2:15 p.m. 

Thereupon, at 12:31 p.m., the Senate 
recessed until 2:16 p.m. and reassem-
bled when called to order by the Acting 
President pro tempore. 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

f 

RETURN OF SENATOR TIM 
JOHNSON 

Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, I rise this 
afternoon to join my colleagues in wel-
coming a colleague and a friend, Sen-
ator TIM JOHNSON, back to the Senate. 

Senator JOHNSON’s return today to 
this illustrious Chamber marks an in-
credible journey that took him from 
normal daily life, to near death, to a 
remarkable recovery. 

For the last 8 months, people from 
all walks of life, both Democrats and 
Republicans, have approached me 
wanting to know how Senator JOHNSON 
was doing, and nearly every single one 
of those individuals told me they were 
praying for him. 

Shortly after this happened, I was 
traveling in Iraq and Afghanistan and I 
ran into military personnel, members 
of the diplomatic corps, other civilians, 
all asking how Senator JOHNSON was 
doing, all offering up their prayers and 
support. 

I happen to believe it was those pray-
ers from across South Dakota, across 
the United States, and from around the 
world that brought Senator JOHNSON 
back from his life-threatening condi-
tion. 

Since being released from the hos-
pital, Senator JOHNSON has learned 
how to walk and talk again. His doc-
tors have been amazed at his progress. 
For some of us, it is no surprise. Hav-
ing faced him in a closely fought cam-
paign, I know how tough this man is. 
After all, Senator JOHNSON has a strong 
Scandinavian background, something 
we both share. Without question, today 
marks an important milestone in Sen-
ator JOHNSON’s recovery. 

Many of us will never know the 
struggles Senator JOHNSON and his 
family have been through. In fact, 
most of us take for granted our health, 
and we take for granted our time with 
family and friends, birthdays and holi-
days. 

For me, Senator JOHNSON’s experi-
ence has made me pause and appreciate 
the little things that make life so pre-
cious. Senator JOHNSON turned 60 in 
December, and the party, obviously, 
had to be delayed. Upon returning to 
South Dakota last week, Senator JOHN-
SON and his family celebrated both his 
60th birthday and Christmas. I am 
guessing it was his best birthday and 
Christmas ever. 

While Senator JOHNSON and I come 
from different political backgrounds, 
we have worked to put our differences 
aside as we represent the people of 
South Dakota. In fact, since I was 
elected to the Senate in 2004, we have 
worked closely on a number of issues of 
importance to South Dakota—every-
thing from a highway bill, to an energy 

bill, to drought relief, water projects, 
and, of course, saving Ellsworth Air 
Force Base from closure under the 
BRAC process. 

I firmly believe that because he and I 
worked to put our differences aside, 
our offices were able to coordinate eas-
ily to serve the State of South Dakota 
during his hospitalization and recov-
ery. 

The Senate is a very close-knit body, 
and it is noticeable when a Senator is 
absent for any length of time. Today, 
however, that absence no longer exists. 
By the grace of God, through the pray-
ers of thousands upon thousands of 
Americans, by the support of an amaz-
ing wife Barbara and family, and net-
work of friends, and by his sheer will 
and determination, Senator JOHNSON is 
back. 

TIM, I know today means a great deal 
to you and to your family, and it is 
good to see you back in the Senate. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the Senate now proceed to 
the consideration of S. Res. 306, which 
was submitted earlier today. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The clerk will report the resolu-
tion. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
A resolution (S. Res. 306) concerning the 

return of Senator Tim Johnson: 

Whereas Tim Johnson is returning to the 
United States Senate after an absence to re-
cuperate from an intracranial hemorrhage 
suffered on December 13, 2006: Now, there-
fore, be it 

Resolved, That, as Senator Tim Johnson re-
turns to the Senate, his fellow Members of 
the Senate extend their warmest welcome 
and express their personal happiness at his 
return, and offer their very best wishes for 
his continued good health. 

Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the resolution 
be agreed to, the preamble be agreed 
to, and the motion to reconsider be laid 
upon the table. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

The resolution (S. Res. 306) was 
agreed to. 

The preamble was agreed to. 
Mr. THUNE. Thank you, Mr. Presi-

dent. 
(Applause, Senators rising.) 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. The Senator from South Dakota 
is recognized. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. President, thank 
you. It sure does feel good to be back 
here again. 

I wish to thank Senators THUNE, 
REID, and MCCONNELL, as well as all my 
colleagues, for their warm welcome 
back. In so many ways, the words and 
prayers from you and your spouses, on 
both sides of the aisle, supported both 
Barbara and me and gave us strength. 
You will never know what that meant 
to us. 

I also wish to thank Representative 
HERSETH SANDLIN for her incredible 
support throughout these tough times. 
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The MILCON appropriations bill is 

now on the floor, and I must also thank 
Senator JACK REED for working with 
my staff and for his leadership on the 
bill. 

Before I get too far along in my re-
marks, it must already be clear to you 
that my speech is not 100 percent. My 
doctors tell me it will get there. 

But my thoughts are clear and my 
mind is sharp, and I am here to be a 
voice for South Dakota in the Senate. 
With patience, persistence, and faith I 
have come back, and my will to keep 
fighting for South Dakota is strong. 

My ability to think is paramount, so 
I hope now, as I return to my office, 
people focus on my work more than 
how quickly I walk these days. 

Last week, I went home to South Da-
kota. Today, I come home to the Sen-
ate. 

This has been a long and humbling 
journey—a journey that has taken 
longer than some people have liked, 
and I count myself among them. 

But I return to work today to this 
great body with a renewed spirit and a 
sharper focus. I better appreciate today 
what individuals and families go 
through when they face crippling hard-
ship—whether that hardship be the 
consequence of catastrophic health 
issues, economic hardship, or lack of 
an opportunity to reach one’s full po-
tential in life. I believe I have been 
given a second chance at life. I vow to 
take that second chance and work 
harder than ever to be the best I can be 
for my State and for my Nation; to be 
a voice for those individuals and fami-
lies who so often are ignored or forgot-
ten; and to fight to live up to the ideals 
that have made this Nation great. That 
is my focus and that is my commit-
ment to my constituents back home in 
South Dakota and to the people of this 
great Nation, and to my colleagues 
here in Washington. 

It has been the greatest honor of my 
life to stand for and by the people of 
South Dakota. I cannot thank them, as 
well as the Members of this Chamber, 
enough for your patience and support. 
Today, my work begins anew. I relish 
the task. It is great to be home. 

Thank you and, Mr. President, I yield 
the floor. 

(Applause, Senators rising.) 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. The majority leader is recog-
nized. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, before my 
Republican colleagues leave the floor, I 
want to repeat what I said this morn-
ing when the Senate opened—the only 
person here was Senator MCCONNELL— 
and that is what the Republicans have 
done during the illness of Senator 
JOHNSON has been exemplary. There 
have been occasions when, for partisan 
advantage, the minority could have 
taken advantage of the majority as a 
result of TIM being incapacitated. That 
was never done, even though there 

were opportunities to do that. As I said 
this morning, I personally appreciate 
that. I know the Johnson family does. 
More importantly, Mr. President, the 
American people do. This is the Senate, 
and I will always remember during the 
past 8 months as we have waited for 
TIM to return how—I repeat—the Re-
publicans never once tried to take ad-
vantage of his illness. Thank you very 
much. 

(Applause.) 
Mr. President, TIM JOHNSON is a 

fourth generation South Dakotan. I 
want to underline the fact that JOHN 
THUNE and TIM JOHNSON remind me of 
HARRY REID and JOHN ENSIGN, because 
we too had a very difficult race for the 
Senate, and it ended up very similar to 
the THUNE-JOHNSON race. But we have 
set those differences aside and now are 
friends. Above all, I say to my friend 
JOHN THUNE, I admire and appreciate 
what you have done in helping TIM in 
his absence and for being the person 
who would not allow anything to be 
done that would in any way harm TIM 
JOHNSON on a partisan basis. Thank 
you very much, JOHN. 

I have learned a lot about TIM JOHN-
SON in the past 8 months. I know he 
went to school at the University of 
South Dakota, that it is there he met 
Barbara, his wife. It is in a town called 
Vermillion that he started his law 
practice, and it is there that he saw 
success in the legal field. He served 4 
years, starting in 1982, in the House of 
Representatives in the State of South 
Dakota. He has received many awards: 
Outstanding Citizen of the State of 
South Dakota, first recipient of the 
Billy Sutton Award for legislative 
achievement. He was elected to the 
House in 1986. During that year he was 
responsible for passing more legisla-
tion than any of the other 50 first-term 
Members. 

He has now been in the Senate doing 
outstanding work. I noticed on his re-
sume, of course, he listed the Appro-
priations Committee, the Budget Com-
mittee, the Banking Committee, the 
Energy Committee, the Indian Affairs 
Committee, but he left off the Ethics 
Committee. He was chosen on that 
committee to be the chair of that com-
mittee, because he is the example of an 
ethical, honest legislator and person. 

TIM and Barbara still have their 
home in Vermilion, but I have gotten 
to know that family so well. Brooks 
served and is serving in the U.S. Army, 
having been a combat veteran in Bos-
nia, Kosovo, Afghanistan, and Iraq. He 
is now an Army recruiter. Brendan is a 
lawyer and has a law practice and is 
doing excellent work. Kelsey and I— 
during her father’s illness—spent lots 
of time together, especially waiting for 
her brothers to come. It took a couple 
of days for them to get here from 
around the country, as air travel out of 
South Dakota is not that easy. 

As you proceed through life, you find 
people that you have such admiration 

for. Of course, we all admire TIM. But 
there is a person in this Chamber—and 
I know the Senate rules. We are not to 
refer to people in this Chamber, but I 
hope people will forgive me today in 
recognizing someone I will never for-
get, and that is his loving wife Bar-
bara. 

(Applause, Senators rising.) 
I think Barbara and I will never for-

get—TIM was unconscious at the time— 
the first night TIM got sick. The reason 
I mention this is there was a doctor— 
and I don’t want to in any way embar-
rass TIM or his family, but I think the 
man deserves recognition. I was asked 
to be with Barbara, and I was happy to 
be there with the children coming that 
first terrible afternoon. Things weren’t 
going well. Barbara recognized it at 
first that he wasn’t doing well. The 
doctor came and said, We are going to 
have to relieve the pressure. I am going 
to have to go into his skull. I said to 
this doctor, How many times have you 
done that? He said, Innumerable times. 
He was not an old man, but he was sur-
rounded by old neurologists and neuro-
surgeons. 

He came back a while later, an hour 
and a half, maybe, and he said, I am 
going to have to do an angiogram; I 
don’t know what is going on in his 
brain. So they put something in to 
look at his brain. I said, How many 
times have you done that? He said over 
a thousand times. Then he comes back 
about an hour and a half or 2 hours 
later and tells us they are going to 
have to operate on TIM. It is going to 
take a long time, probably about 7 
hours. After he worked all of this time, 
I said to him, Who is going to do this, 
because he had to be getting tired by 
then. He looked at Barbara with these 
piercing eyes, and said, I am going to 
do it. That is what I do. He said, I am 
not only a neurosurgeon, I have a sub-
specialty in the blood supply to the 
brain. He walked out of that room, and 
we had so much confidence in his abil-
ity that we felt TIM was going to make 
it. That man’s name is Dr. Vivek 
Deshmukh. I haven’t had the oppor-
tunity—I wanted to make sure TIM 
came back here—but some day I am 
going to be able to express to him on a 
personal basis how he handled this 
man’s illness. TIM wasn’t there, only in 
spirit, but this doctor deserves recogni-
tion, and I hope that is what I do with 
my little speech here today. 

Amidst the daily scuffles that take 
place here in the Senate, we have the 
press, but many Americans may not re-
alize we are a family. We sometimes 
joke about it, but we are, and this 
proves it. Sometimes people say this 
Senate family is dysfunctional, and 
maybe sometimes it is. But despite our 
quarrels on policy and politics, the 100 
men and women who serve in this 
Chamber have the deepest respect and 
admiration for each other. We care 
about each other’s health, families, and 
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all the things that go on outside the 
walls of this Capitol building. I have 
dear friends, and we all do in this 
Chamber, but my admiration and re-
spect for TIM JOHNSON is difficult to 
calculate. 

When he fell ill in December of last 
year, we were all touched by this un-
fortunate incident. But as we look at 
what happened, we have heard this 
overused term: Maybe it was a blessing 
in disguise, because TIM JOHNSON was 
taken immediately to George Wash-
ington Hospital where they have a 
team of physicians as good as any place 
in the world to take care of his in-
jury—maybe not of other injuries, not 
other illnesses, but for this one it is as 
good as any place in the country. Had 
it happened the next day, he would 
have been on an airplane going to 
South Dakota. Had it happened the 
next day, he would have been on an In-
dian reservation in South Dakota. So 
maybe, maybe his misfortune was a 
blessing. Maybe it was a blessing. 

We all prayed for him. We all hoped 
for his recovery. We couldn’t watch his 
recovery because he was away from us 
most of the time. We all prayed for his 
recovery with hope for his strength. 
TIM’s wonderful wife Barbara, whom I 
have already mentioned, said last 
month: 

I have learned a lot about Tim Johnson 
during the last months. I have learned that 
he is extremely determined. How he has got-
ten through this and maintained an even bal-
ance I will never understand. His sense of 
humor and just the: OK, I know what I have 
to do, I am going to go ahead and do it, and 
he does it. 

So these past months, with humor 
and determination that Barbara men-
tioned, we all in the Senate now know 
what she is talking about. 

TIM, I am so glad you are back. I am 
so happy that your mind is 100 percent. 
We have all been told your speech 
shortly will be 100 percent, and you 
should know it is 95 percent right now. 
We throw words around like we are 
happy to have you back, but I have to 
say in front of the whole world, TIM, we 
love you. I love you. 

(Applause, Senators rising.) 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. The Republican leader is recog-
nized. 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, on 
behalf of the entire U.S. Senate Repub-
lican Conference, let me say as well, we 
welcome back to the Senate our good 
friend, the senior Senator from South 
Dakota. The entire Senate family was 
thrown into a state of shock and worry 
when TIM JOHNSON was rushed to the 
hospital for emergency brain surgery 
last December. The person who seemed 
most calm was the woman we just rec-
ognized up in the gallery: his wife Bar-
bara. She struck an early note of hope. 
She said she and the rest of the John-
son family were ‘‘encouraged and opti-
mistic.’’ Those aren’t the words most 
of us would choose in a moment such 

as that, but the Johnsons had been 
there before, and they seemed to know 
TIM would be back, back here, before 
all was said and done; they would make 
sure of it. 

TIM credits Barbara with helping him 
overcome prostate cancer in 2004, and 
it was his support that helped her 
through a couple of serious illnesses of 
her own. They always overcame the ob-
stacles, working as a team, determined 
to push through. They are real fight-
ers. For many, this seemed as if it 
would be the fight of their lives. 

But just 2 months after surgery, Bar-
bara and the Johnson children, Brooks, 
Brenda, and Kelsey, were telling peo-
ple, ‘‘We’ve got our TIM back.’’ 

TIM was completely focused on recov-
ery. He went through weeks and weeks 
of intense rehab. And soon enough, he 
started to get back to the clips and do 
the office work from his hospital bed. 

When they released him from rehab, 
this gritty great-grandson of a South 
Dakota homesteader made a bold deci-
sion—actually a prediction—saying he 
was absolutely ‘‘determined to get 
back in the saddle.’’ 

Thanks to the committed care of doc-
tors and therapists, the prayers of con-
stituents and colleagues, and, above 
all, the loving care of Barbara and 
their children, TIM’s Senate colleagues 
can also say, with a real sense of joy, 
that they too ‘‘have their TIM back.’’ 

I yield the floor. 
(Applause.) 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. The Senator from Illinois is rec-
ognized. 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I join in 
this chorus to say how privileged and 
humbled I am to stand before this body 
and welcome back my friend and fellow 
colleague, Senator TIM JOHNSON. TIM 
and I served in the House together. We 
came to the Senate in the same year. I 
went up to campaign in South Dakota, 
and he has been a great friend to Illi-
nois. I have known him more than 20 
years. 

I remember when I heard he had been 
stricken. I was stunned, as everybody 
was across America. As has been said 
before, the prayers of millions reached 
out to TIM and his family in their hour 
of need. 

For those who don’t know TIM JOHN-
SON, he is not a typical politician. He 
doesn’t really struggle for media atten-
tion, as some of us might; but he got a 
lot more attention than he ever 
thought he would because the whole 
world watched anxiously during those 
moments of surgery and recovery and 
rehabilitation. There wasn’t a place 
you would go anywhere in America 
that TIM JOHNSON wasn’t asked about. 
‘‘How is he doing?’’ ‘‘What is the lat-
est?’’ ‘‘When is he coming back?’’ 

Those of us who knew TIM and what 
he had done in the Senate and House, 
those of us who know his great family 
knew he would be back. He is one of 

those tough Scandinavians—not really 
flashy but solid. You just knew he was 
going to make it. I thought to myself, 
of all of us who could have suffered this 
terrible illness, this is one man who 
will be able to make it back. I also 
knew something that has already been 
alluded to. When TIM and Barbara took 
those vows to stand by one another in 
sickness and in health, they really 
meant it because they have proved it 
over and over again to one another. Lo-
retta and I went by the hospital one 
day and it wasn’t a good day to visit, 
so we left a note. We have come to 
know how close they are and sup-
portive of one another. 

It wasn’t just Barbara’s strength but 
the strength of the whole family that 
came through in TIM’s recovery. He has 
done such a remarkable job today. He 
has brought out the humanity of the 
united states Senate. We can put aside 
the issues and the bickering, the fight-
ing and the party labels, and really 
show that, when it gets down to it, we 
are part of a family that really cares 
about one another on a personal basis. 

We are so glad to have you back, TIM. 
We wish you the best. We will be back 
in the Appropriations Committee fight-
ing for South Dakota and Illinois real 
soon. Thank you. 

(Applause.) 
Mr. President, I suggest the absence 

of a quorum. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. The clerk will call the roll. 
The assistant legislative clerk pro-

ceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. HARKIN. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
SANDERS). Without objection, it is so 
ordered. 

f 

JOSHUA OMVIG SUICIDE 
PREVENTION ACT 

Mr. HARKIN. Mr. President, I come 
to the floor at this TIMe to respond a 
little to the comments made prior to 
the recess for our Republican and 
Democratic caucuses today, made on 
the floor by the Senator from Okla-
homa, Mr. COBURN, regarding the bill 
called the Joshua Omvig Suicide Pre-
vention Act. I want to lay out what the 
bill does, where we are on it, and re-
spond to some of the objections that 
the Senator from Oklahoma raised. 

Shortly before the Senate adjourned 
for the August recess, we sought unani-
mous consent to pass this bill, the 
Joshua Omvig Suicide Prevention Act, 
and send it to the President for his sig-
nature. Unfortunately, an objection 
was lodged on the other side of the 
aisle by—as we know from this morn-
ing—the Senator from Oklahoma. I am 
saddened by the objection to this legis-
lation. 

My staff and I have spent a great deal 
of TIMe trying to understand the rea-
sons behind this objection and respond 
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to the concerns that have been raised. 
I thought it would be helpful for my 
fellow Senators, and anyone who is 
watching, if I took some TIMe to review 
why I believe the Senate needs to act 
now to pass this important bill, and 
why I find it so puzzling that one Sen-
ator would object. 

Let me give a little bit of history. I 
introduced this legislation, along with 
my colleague from Iowa, Senator 
GRASSLEY, after learning about the 
case of a young Iowan—his name was 
Joshua Omvig—who tragically took his 
own life shortly after returning home 
from an 11-month deployment in Iraq. 
Joshua was a member of the U.S. Army 
Reserve, 339th MP Company, based in 
Davenport, IA. Before leaving for Iraq, 
he was a member of the Grundy Center 
Volunteer Fire Department and the 
Grundy Center Police Reserves. He was 
honored to serve his country in the Re-
serves and hoped to return to his com-
munity to serve as a police officer. 
Please remember what I just said. He 
was honored to serve his country in the 
Reserves, and he hoped to return to his 
community to serve as a police officer. 
Keep that in mind. I will return to it 
later. 

His family is convinced that if the 
Veterans’ Administration had more 
services for veterans in place, Joshua 
would have received the help he needed 
and he would still be alive. But rather 
than withdrawing into their grief, 
Joshua’s parents have dedicated them-
selves to ensuring no other family has 
to suffer this way. Ellen and Randy 
Omvig, Joshua’s parents, have assisted 
countless veterans and their families in 
navigating the VA system. They have 
been outspoken advocates of improved 
mental health services for servicemem-
bers and veterans. In April, the Omvigs 
testified before the Senate Veterans 
Affairs Committee on the importance 
of appropriate suicide prevention, early 
detection, and treatment programs for 
our veterans. The goal of the Joshua 
Omvig Act is simple: to improve sui-
cide prevention and early detection and 
to improve assistance to veterans in 
crisis in order to prevent suicides 
among those who have so bravely 
served our country. 

We know there is an urgent, over-
whelming need for this bill. A study in 
last month’s issue of the Journal of Ep-
idemiology and Community Health 
found that those who have been in 
combat are twice as likely to commit 
suicide as those who have never served 
in a war. 

The Veterans’ Administration esti-
mates that more than 5,000 veterans 
take their lives each year. These num-
bers are certain to increase dramati-
cally, given the growing number of sol-
diers returning from combat in Iraq 
and Afghanistan. Suicide rates are 35 
percent higher for Iraq veterans than 
for the general population. Let me re-
peat that statement. Suicide rates are 

35 percent higher for Iraq war veterans 
than for the general population. The 
Department of Defense recently re-
ported that the Army is seeing the 
highest rate of suicide in 28 years. 

So what does the Joshua Omvig Vet-
erans Suicide Prevention Act do? It di-
rects the Department of Veterans Af-
fairs to create a comprehensive pro-
gram to address the troubling rate of 
suicide among veterans returning from 
combat. The legislation takes a multi-
faceted approach toward the preven-
tion of suicide. It emphasizes the im-
portance of social support, family in-
volvement, readjustment services, as 
well as further research to decrease the 
number of suicides among our vet-
erans. It also boosts training for all De-
partment of Veterans Affairs staff, con-
tractors, and medical personnel who 
interact with veterans, teaching them 
to identify risk factors 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. HARKIN. Yes. 
Mr. REID. Mr. President, it is my un-

derstanding the Senator from Iowa is 
speaking on veteran suicide; is that 
right? 

Mr. HARKIN. Yes. 
Mr. REID. I spoke briefly yesterday 

morning. A 19-year-old—as the Senator 
knows, my dad killed himself, so I un-
derstand something about suicide—a 
19-year-old soldier from Las Vegas 
came back to Las Vegas. He told his 
parents and everybody else he didn’t 
want to go back to Iraq. I think they 
said they gave him medicine—Prozac, 
whatever it was—and sent him back. In 
a matter of a few days, he killed him-
self. 

Suicide is a devastating problem. It 
is a problem in the civilian population. 
Mr. President, 31,000 people kill them-
selves every year. We don’t understand 
the issue at all. We haven’t studied it 
enough. What is going on in the civil-
ian side is a mere shadow of what is 
going on in the military. 

Mr. HARKIN. That is true. 
Mr. REID. We have had hundreds of 

soldiers who have killed themselves in 
Iraq. A lot of them are not suicide re-
ported. 

I so admire and appreciate what the 
Senator from Iowa is doing with regard 
to this legislation. It is so very impor-
tant. Suicide is a national problem, 
and with the emotional and mental 
problems our troops are having coming 
back, we have to get to the bottom of 
this issue and see what we can do to 
prevent further deaths. 

Mr. HARKIN. Mr. President, I thank 
my leader for joining with me on this 
issue. I respond to him, I just said—I 
don’t know if the leader was on the 
floor at the time—that suicide rates for 
Iraq veterans—Iraq veterans—is 35 per-
cent higher than the general popu-
lation. The Department of Defense has 
said their suicide rate in the Regular 
Army is at the highest rate in 28 years. 

I say to the distinguished Senator 
from Nevada, this bill I am talking 
about was introduced in the House ear-
lier this year. There were 154 cospon-
sors on both sides of the aisle. This 
bill, the Joshua Omvig suicide preven-
tion bill, passed the House in March 423 
to 0—423 to 0. We can’t get much better 
than that. 

It came to the Senate. The Senate 
Veterans’ Affairs Committee had three 
hearings on it and the House had two 
hearings, for a total of five hearings. 
Every veterans group, every veterans 
support group, disabled veterans, ev-
eryone came to testify on the need for 
this legislation. 

We went through the committee 
process, had the hearings, and had all 
the testimony. Joshua’s parents testi-
fied. We brought it out on the floor for 
a unanimous consent agreement before 
we left on the August break. It passed 
the House 423 to 0. Then I found there 
was an objection raised. 

I started to nose around to find out 
who raised the objection. It was Sen-
ator COBURN from Oklahoma. I talked 
with the Senator from Oklahoma. He 
said, first of all, he was upset that 
there were not any hearings. He told 
me that right out in the back of the 
lobby. I said: Senator, we had hearings. 
We had three in the Senate, two in the 
House. Well, he had to go check on it. 

Then he raised other objections and 
came on the floor this morning to say 
why he has objections. Now I am going 
to respond to those objections in kind 
to let the Senator know his objections 
are unfathomable. 

So here we are faced with a dire situ-
ation among our veterans, with the 
highest suicide rates ever, and we are 
trying to pass legislation to direct the 
Department of Veterans Affairs to do 
certain things to set up processes and 
procedures so that our veterans will 
have the kind of counseling and the 
kind of medical intervention so they do 
not commit suicide, and yet we have 
one objection raised. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, if I could 
direct another question to my friend. 
We have so much to do in the Senate. 
Certain measures expire at the end of 
the fiscal year. But I say to my friend, 
I feel very strongly about this issue, 
for obvious reasons. Everyone should 
understand, if people want to stop us 
from moving forward on this legisla-
tion, they are going to have to vote ac-
cordingly. We are not going to let one 
or two Senators stop us from moving 
forward on this bill. 

I have the greatest respect for Dr. 
COBURN, the junior Senator from Okla-
homa. I hope the Senator’s conversa-
tions with him will bear fruit and we 
can move forward tonight. But if they 
don’t, we are going to figure our way 
past this before we leave here this 
year, OK? 

Mr. HARKIN. I appreciate it. 
Mr. REID. Every day we wait is an-

other person calling—as I remember it, 
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and it has been a long time ago now, I 
say to my friend, a long time ago. My 
dad was a lot younger than I am right 
now when he killed himself. I can re-
member that phone call. I can remem-
ber that phone call. I had a wonderful 
morning. I had been out to watch Mu-
hammad Ali work out. I spent many 
hours with Muhammad Ali. I got back 
to the office and Joan Shea, the recep-
tionist, said: Your mother is on the 
line. I said: Hi. She said: Your pop 
killed himself. What is this about? 

So anyway, 31,000 people get phone 
calls such as that every year on the ci-
vilian side, and we have probably thou-
sands of other people who commit sui-
cide who are not listed as suicides. And 
then we have the situation the Senator 
from Iowa just indicated. The people 
who are coming home are 35 percent 
higher, in a ratio of killing themselves, 
than the people in the civilian popu-
lation. That is scary. 

The other problem, I say to my 
friend, is Active-Duty soldiers, troops 
also have problems. Every day we don’t 
do this bill is another day someone is 
going to kill themselves. 

Mr. HARKIN. Mr. President, I thank 
the leader. I ask the leader, if we can, 
if the objection is not withdrawn, I 
hope we can bring the bill up and move 
the bill legislatively on the floor. 

Mr. REID. I have indicated to the 
Senator, we are going to do that. We, 
of course, have to see what is ahead of 
us, but it is something about which I 
feel strongly. The floor staff is watch-
ing Senator HARKIN and me talk today. 
We will figure out a way to do it. 

Mr. HARKIN. Mr. President, I appre-
ciate the sensitivity of the Senator 
from Nevada, our distinguished major-
ity leader, on this issue. 

Basically, what the bill does, again 
as I said, is to boost training for all De-
partment of Veterans Affairs staff, con-
tractors, and medical personnel, teach-
ing them to identify risk factors for 
suicide and refer veterans to the appro-
priate mental health counseling and 
mental health centers. 

As I said at the outset, this has been 
the most bipartisan piece of legislation 
I can imagine. Senator GRASSLEY and I 
introduced it in the Senate, appro-
priately since Joshua Omvig was from 
Iowa. We have 30 different cosponsors 
from both sides of the aisle. It was in-
troduced in the other body by Con-
gressman LEONARD BOSWELL of Iowa, 
who is the Congressman from the dis-
trict in which Joshua Omvig lived. In 
fact, it is that version of the bill we are 
trying to pass today. 

I may have misspoke earlier. He se-
cured 152 bipartisan cosponsors of the 
bill. It passed the House in March by a 
vote of 423 to 0. No Republican objected 
over there. No one; 423, not a single dis-
senting vote. That is why I was so sur-
prised and, quite frankly, dismayed 
when an objection was raised on the 
other side of the aisle preventing pas-

sage of the bill before the August re-
cess. 

How many more veterans have com-
mitted suicide since that time who 
might have been, through counseling, 
through outreach, through some way 
given the appropriate support services 
so they wouldn’t have to commit sui-
cide? 

This morning, the Senator from 
Oklahoma, Mr. COBURN, offered several 
reasons for his objection. That is what 
I would like to respond to now. 

He mentioned that the bill is duplica-
tive of the VA’s plans to prevent sui-
cide and that veterans’ receipt of bene-
fits would be contingent on the screen-
ing. He also raised concerns about the 
validity of the peer counseling provi-
sions of the bill. Finally, he expressed 
concern that if the VA asked veterans 
about their mental health, this infor-
mation might be used to inhibit their 
ability to purchase handguns. All of 
these concerns are unfounded, and I 
want to explain. 

In 2004, the VA developed a series of 
suicide prevention initiatives as part of 
a comprehensive mental health stra-
tegic plan. All well and good. Unfortu-
nately, very few of the initiatives have 
been implemented. During the first 2 
years following development of the 
plan, a Government Accountability Of-
fice report found that the VA did not 
even spend $100 million of the $300 mil-
lion that was specifically allocated for 
this initiative. One-third of the money 
specifically allocated was not spent. 

I think our veterans have paid a 
steep price, a tragic price for this foot 
dragging. When the VA has announced 
plans to undertake suicide prevention 
initiatives, usually it is in response to 
some highly publicized incident. They 
usually announce the plans and then 
they do not follow through. 

For example, in February the VA fi-
nally announced it would put suicide 
prevention crisis counselors in VA fa-
cilities. That was only after the tragic, 
high-profile suicide of Jonathan 
Schulze, a marine who received two 
Purple Hearts for his service in Iraq. 
When Schulze informed his local VA fa-
cility that he was thinking about kill-
ing himself, he was told he was 26th on 
the local VA’s waiting list for VA men-
tal health services. He went home and 
killed himself that night. In response 
to that, the VA said: We are going to 
put VA suicide prevention crisis coun-
selors in all VA facilities. 

Although they announced it, 7 
months later they have still not fully 
implemented this initiative. Yes, if 
there is a tragic case like that, the VA 
will come out and say they are going to 
do things. Seven months later they 
still have not implemented the initia-
tive. 

What would our bill do, the Omvig 
Act? The Omvig Act would require the 
Veterans’ Administration to designate 
a suicide prevention counselor at each 

medical facility. No more foot drag-
ging; it would require them to do that 
right now. 

In late July, the VA announced the 
implementation of a 24-hour suicide 
prevention hotline. That is also in the 
Joshua Omvig bill. That VA plan has 
been around since 2004. Three years 
later they say they are finally going to 
put it into effect. I suppose that is 
some kind of progress. But by writing 
this very sensible provision into law, 
we will ensure that the VA does not 
backslide on this either. As part of its 
2004 strategic plan, the VA set a plan to 
train all front-line staff on suicide pre-
vention. In 2004, they said that. They 
still have failed to provide this train-
ing. Maybe that is what the Senator 
from Oklahoma is saying is duplica-
tive. Yes, we say you have to have a 24- 
hour suicide hotline. The VA said they 
were going to do that in 2004. They said 
they were finally going to implement 
it in July. It still isn’t manned, and the 
counselors they said they were going to 
have do that in February, 7 months 
later they haven’t done that. We say 
you have to do it. Is that duplicative? 
No, it is putting into law and man-
dating that the VA has to do this. 

The Omvig Act directs the Secretary 
to ensure that staff members have the 
training necessary to identify risk fac-
tors for suicide and to make appro-
priate referrals for assistance. Is that 
too much to ask? Is that too burden-
some for veterans who put their lives 
on the line in Afghanistan and Iraq and 
other places? It just says the staffs 
have to have the training necessary to 
identify risk factors for suicide to 
make appropriate referrals for assist-
ance. 

The VA said they were going to do 
that in 2004, but they never have. Be-
cause they have not done this, many 
Armed Forces personnel who have been 
discharged and have VA benefits are 
not receiving these services. The 
Omvig family and numerous veterans 
support groups testified during our 
hearings about the importance of out-
reach to reduce the stigma associated 
with mental health issues and to assist 
veterans and their families in 
transitioning to civilian life. This leg-
islation, the Omvig bill, would estab-
lish a program to provide education 
and outreach to families to help them 
identify symptoms of mental health 
problems and to encourage families to 
seek assistance. 

The VA inspector general issued a re-
port this May, confirming that the VA 
is falling short of the necessary sys-
tem-wide implementation of suicide 
prevention programs—their own in-
spector general. They found that many 
VA clinics lacked properly trained 
staff. Need I repeat myself? They did 
not provide 24-hour services and pro-
vided inadequate mental health screen-
ing. That is their own inspector gen-
eral. 
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The inspector general also found that 

the VA had not established best prac-
tices research to ensure a standard of 
suicide prevention. 

The Omvig bill addresses all these 
issues. The aim of the bill is to improve 
early detection and intervention, pro-
vide access to services for veterans in 
crisis and thereby prevent suicide 
among those who have put their lives 
on the line to defend our Nation. 

The Senator from Oklahoma ob-
jected. He expressed concern that the 
receipt of benefits would be contingent 
on the screening, and that there is no 
opt-out provision. Let’s look at this. 
The fact is, the Department of Defense 
already requires soldiers returning 
from deployment to complete a check-
list of symptoms such as anxiety, dif-
ficulty sleeping, suicidal thoughts. 
There are no opt-outs for this mental 
health screening because these pro-
grams are critical to ensure that those 
with mental health concerns receive 
the assistance they need. 

The DOD, the Department of Defense, 
says if you are going to be redeployed, 
you have to have mental health screen-
ing—no opt-out. We are saying the 
screening provision in the Omvig bill 
does not mandate a formal checklist of 
mental health symptoms. It just en-
sures that medical professionals incor-
porate questions about veterans’ men-
tal health into primary care visits. In 
other words, what we are trying to say 
is mental health care should be inte-
grated into primary health care. That 
is all we are saying. 

Just as a medical professional would 
ask questions about risk factors for 
heart disease, it is responsible medi-
cine to ask about risk factors for sui-
cide, especially among this group since 
the data show how high it is, how high 
the incidence is of suicide. 

Doctors ask their patients all the 
time if they are getting enough exer-
cise and eating healthy. They should 
also ask if a veteran is sleeping well 
and if they have been anxious. These 
questions are critical in order for doc-
tors to get a full picture of the vet-
eran’s health and well-being. 

I want to make it very clear, the bill 
does not make the receipt of benefits 
contingent on veterans undergoing a 
separate mental health screening. 
Rather, it merely seeks to incorporate 
into their screening process, into their 
primary health care process, this proc-
ess, that the health professionals are 
incorporating appropriate questions 
about suicide risk into their practice. 
Not to do this is totally irresponsible. 

The Senator from Oklahoma also 
mentioned his concern that the peer 
counseling provisions in the bill are 
not effective. Again, I am surprised by 
this as there is a large body of research 
that peer support programs are effec-
tive in alleviating post-traumatic 
stress symptoms, PTSD symptoms and 
depression, reducing the likelihood of 

hospitalization and increasing social 
support. President Bush’s New Free-
dom Commission on Mental Health rec-
ognizes peer support approaches as an 
emerging best practice in helping peo-
ple to recover from traumatic events. 

Who better to counsel with a soldier 
who has served in Iraq and had a lot of 
trauma, or from Afghanistan who had a 
lot of trauma, than a peer, one of their 
own peers to talk to them about it, or 
their families? Peer support approaches 
offer a low-cost and effective supple-
ment to traditional services in which 
transitioning veterans can talk to 
someone who had similar experiences 
and understands what they are going 
through. This is well-recognized, evi-
dence-based service that allows vet-
erans to talk to someone who had simi-
lar experiences and, as I said, under-
stands what they are going through. 
How can there be an objection to that? 

Finally, regarding the concern of the 
Senator about veterans’ ability to ac-
cess firearms, I am very puzzled. This 
bill ensures that the VA takes appro-
priate measures to follow up with vet-
erans who are at risk for suicide. OK. 
There are strict privacy laws that gov-
ern the doctor-patient relationship. 
Privacy laws prevent the release of in-
formation about any patient. There is 
an exception if the patient is a serious 
threat to himself or others, but no 
medical professional can refer an indi-
vidual to the background check system 
that would limit access to firearms. 

Let me repeat that: No medical pro-
fessional can refer an individual to the 
background check system that would 
limit access to firearms. This can only 
be done through the judicial process. In 
other words, before an individual can 
be placed on the NICS list where they 
can’t purchase a handgun—and this 
prevents an individual who is mentally 
ill from purchasing a firearm—a judge 
must make a determination that the 
individual belongs on that list. 

As many of my colleagues are aware, 
there is legislation that has passed the 
House and was recently approved by 
the Judiciary Committee that would 
encourage States to do a better job re-
porting to the NICS system in the 
wake of the tragic shootings at Vir-
ginia Tech. If Senators have concerns 
about how the NICS system operates, 
it seems to me that legislation is the 
appropriate venue for those concerns. 
But to hold up the Omvig suicide pre-
vention bill that delivers critical sui-
cide prevention services to veterans 
based on concerns related to an unre-
lated pending bill is very troubling. 

There is an editorial that appeared in 
the New York Times on August 30. Let 
me read from that. Here is what the 
editorial in the New York Times said 
on August 30: 

As the Army’s suicide rate hits record lev-
els in the Iraq war, there’s small wonder 
practically everyone in Congress wants to 
deal with the parallel emerging crisis of de-

pressed veterans tempted to take their own 
lives. Everyone, that is, except Senator Tom 
Coburn, Republican of Oklahoma. He stands 
alone in blocking final passage of a suicide 
prevention bill in fear that the government’s 
record-keeping on troubled vets might some-
how crimp their ability to purchase hand-
guns. 

Even the craven gun lobby should manage 
some shame at this example of Second 
Amendment idolatry. The House has unani-
mously approved a measure mandating the 
screening of all veterans for suicide risk, but 
Senator Coburn worries that veterans’ med-
ical data might be appropriated by other 
agencies to deny that all-encompassing right 
to wield arms on the domestic front. 

Again, the editorial goes on. 
The Senator’s office points to another bill 

near passage—prompted by the Virginia 
Tech gun massacre—that would encourage 
states to do a better job of listing mentally 
troubled individuals on the Federal roll of 
risky gun purchasers. But tying these two 
measures together is itself evidence of defec-
tive reasoning, or at least scurrilous poli-
ticking. The Virginia Tech measure has 
nothing to do with veterans and affects only 
those Americans formally judged by a court 
to be mentally disturbed. 

It is an eminently good thing that the 
anti-suicide measures would require medical 
specialists to keep track of veterans found to 
be high risks for suicide. But that’s to care 
for them as human beings, under that other 
constitutional right to life—liberty and the 
pursuit of happiness. Respect for the grave 
sacrifices by veterans requires the Senate to 
strike down the Coburn ploy and hurry this 
vital measure to President Bush. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the full editorial be printed 
in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

[From the New York Times, Aug. 30, 2007] 
LOCKED, LOADED AND LOONEY 

As the Army’s suicide rate hits record lev-
els in the Iraq war, there’s small wonder 
practically everyone in Congress wants to 
deal with the parallel emerging crisis of de-
pressed veterans tempted to take their own 
lives. Everyone that is, except Senator Tom 
Coburn, Republican of Oklahoma. He stands 
alone in blocking final passage of a suicide 
prevention bill in fear that the government’s 
record-keeping on troubled vets might some-
how crimp their ability to purchase hand-
guns. Even the craven gun lobby should man-
age some shame over this absurd example of 
Second Amendment idolatry. 

The House has unanimously approved a 
measure mandating the screening of all vet-
erans for suicide risk, but Senator Coburn 
worries that veterans’ medical data might be 
appropriated by other agencies to deny that 
all-encompassing right to wield arms on the 
domestic front. The senator’s office points to 
another bill near passage—prompted by the 
Virginia Tech gun massacre—that would en-
courage states to do a better job of listing 
mentally troubled individuals on the federal 
roll of risky gun purchasers. But tying these 
two measures together is itself evidence of 
defective reasoning or at least scurrilous 
politicking. The Virginia Tech measure has 
nothing to do with veterans and affects only 
those Americans formally judged by a court 
to be mentally disturbed. It is an eminently 
good thing that the anti-suicide measure 
would require medical specialists to keep 
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track of veterans found to be high risks for 
suicide. But that’s to care for them as 
human beings, under that other constitu-
tional right—to life liberty and the pursuit 
of happiness. Respect for the grave sacrifices 
by veterans requires the Senate to strike 
down the Coburn ploy and hurry this vital 
measure to President Bush. 

Mr. HARKIN. Lastly, Mr. COBURN 
spoke on the floor and mentioned his 
staff had made suggestions about the 
language. Again, I am very surprised to 
hear this. Staff from my office and 
Senator GRASSLEY’s office met with 
Senator COBURN’s staff before the re-
cess in an attempt to resolve any dif-
ferences. 

Their staff made no suggestion as to 
what it would take to lift Senator 
COBURN’s hold. Over recess, I instructed 
my staff to make attempts to meet 
with his staff, but his staff was always 
unavailable. Over the last few days, we 
once again attempted to reach out to 
his staff in an effort to move the bill. 
But, again, we have not heard anything 
back. 

We suggested we would be willing to 
work with Senator COBURN on the 
tracking language he was concerned 
about. But we have not heard anything 
from his office until the Senator spoke 
on the floor this morning. 

This bill has received full consider-
ation, as I said, in the House and the 
Senate. It passed without a single dis-
senting voice in the House. Is the Sen-
ator from Oklahoma saying there are 
423 totally irresponsible people in the 
House? I mean, there are people in the 
House every bit as conservative as the 
Senator from Oklahoma. They did not 
raise any objections to this. We had 
three hearings in the Senate on the 
bill, two hearings in the House. 

Josh Omvig’s parents testified before 
the Senate VA Committee in April. I 
wish to recount something they said. 
At the beginning of my remarks, I 
mentioned that Joshua Omvig, before 
he went into the military, had been a 
member of the Grundy Center Volun-
teer Fire Department and Police Re-
serve. 

He had hoped to return to serve his 
community as a police officer. I said: 
Remember that, because I am going to 
return to it. I now return to it. 

It was his dream to one day become 
a police officer. As he pursued that 
dream, he worked alongside many 
Grundy Center fire and policemen. 
Here is what Mr. Omvig said to the 
committee: 

The day after Josh’s suicide, the Grundy 
Center police department and fire depart-
ment had a time where a professional coun-
selor was brought in to help them cope and 
deal with what happened that day. Do we as 
a nation take the same measures for our 
troops who have served for us for months in 
a combat area? Are we providing our mili-
tary men and women the appropriate serv-
ices to help them assimilate to civilian life? 
Are we providing them with what they need 
to survive the peace? Ellen and I have to say 
‘‘No’’ not at this time. We can and must do 
more! 

Now, I saw Joshua’s parents at the 
time when they were here in Wash-
ington. And, you know, it is always 
awkward to talk to parents about the 
death of any of their children, espe-
cially a young person taking his own 
life. I said to both the parents: Was 
there any indication? I mean, do you 
have any idea why Joshua would take 
his own life? 

Mr. Omvig said: Yeah, I know exactly 
why. I said: Why? He said: Well, Joshua 
always wanted to be a police officer, all 
his life growing up. That is why he vol-
unteered on the police reserves, volun-
teer fire. He went into the service 
thinking that would help him to be-
come a police officer. He was worried 
that if he sought mental health serv-
ices, he would never be able to become 
a police officer. What a shame. What a 
shame that in this country we still 
treat mental health like that. That is 
why we have to do a better job. 

That is why counseling, someone 
talking to Joshua, one of his peers who 
has been through the same thing who 
may have then gone on to become a po-
lice officer could say: You can get men-
tal health help. You can get the nec-
essary treatment, and you can still be-
come a police officer. 

Well, while we delay and fail to act, 
we are losing more and more veterans 
to suicide. As I said, the VA plan was 
written 3 years ago, and they are still 
not implementing it. 

The PTSD program treatment at 
Walter Reed accepts only 65 patients 
each year. Yet more than 45,000 vet-
erans sought medical help for post- 
traumatic stress disorder in the first 3 
months of 2007; Walter Reed accepts 65 
a year. 

The VA must be better equipped to 
deal with veterans who are in crisis. 
With this bill, we can ensure that the 
VA will provide comprehensive and 
critical services, even when the issue is 
not in the headlines because of some 
tragedy. We need to hold the VA ac-
countable. 

As I said, even their own inspector 
general said they were not living up to 
it, our GAO said they were not. We 
need to make it clear that preventing 
suicide among our veterans is a con-
gressional and national priority. For 
our veterans who have served their 
country, fought for our country, many 
times they are being left to fight their 
own private mental health life wars 
alone, private wars they too often lose. 

I urge the objecting Senator to reex-
amine this important bill, reconsider 
his objection. Lives are at stake. We 
need to move forward with the Joshua 
Omvig Veterans Suicide Prevention 
Act as quickly as possible. 

I yield the floor. 
f 

MILITARY CONSTRUCTION AND 
VETERANS AFFAIRS APPROPRIA-
TIONS ACT, 2008—Continued 
Mr. REID. Mr. President, what is the 

matter now before the Senate? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. H.R. 2642, 
the Military Construction Appropria-
tions Act. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, Senator 
REED is in the Chamber or at least in 
the building. He and Senator KAY BAI-
LEY HUTCHISON have been wanting to 
move this bill. 

I indicated, and the distinguished Re-
publican leader agreed with me this 
morning, we need to move this legisla-
tion. 

If there are no amendments that are 
going to be offered, we should move to 
third reading. If there are amendments 
that are going to be offered, I would 
hope someone would notify the cloak-
room immediately, Democratic or Re-
publican cloakroom, and we will cer-
tainly be as considerate to them as 
necessary. 

But unless something happens pretty 
soon, I think we should move to third 
reading. If there are amendments, the 
two managers of the bill are happy to 
deal with those amendments. We are 
going to finish this bill tonight. I 
would hope on this bill I do not have to 
file cloture, on Military Construction 
and Veterans. I do not think that 
would be appropriate. 

But if there are no amendments and 
simply people let us return to final pas-
sage of this, I have no alternative. It 
would send a terribly bad message. 
Both the distinguished Republican 
leader and I think we should move for-
ward. I hope we can. We are going to 
finish the bill tonight or I will file clo-
ture on it tonight. 

I yield the floor and suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. SALAZAR. Madam President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. (Mrs. 
MCCASKILL). Without objection, it is so 
ordered. 

Mr. SALAZAR. Madam President, I 
rise today to speak in support of H.R. 
2642, an act making appropriations for 
military construction, the Department 
of Veterans Affairs, and related agen-
cies for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2008. 

Let me say at the outset, the leader-
ship of this committee has done a tre-
mendous job in bringing forward legis-
lation that hopefully will receive the 
strong bipartisan support of this body. 
I am especially thankful for the great 
work of Senator JACK REED and Sen-
ator KAY BAILEY HUTCHISON and Sen-
ator TIM JOHNSON and his staff for hav-
ing moved forward in developing a 
package that, at the end of the day 
here, will hopefully receive the support 
of most of the Members of this Cham-
ber. 

This legislation is important for us 
as we move forward to try to make 
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sure we are doing everything we can 
for a strong America. This is important 
for us, for our military, for our men 
and women in uniform, and for our vet-
erans. It is essential legislation which 
we must pass and which we all hope the 
President will sign into law. 

With respect to military construc-
tion, the bill provides $8.9 billion-plus 
for our Active-Duty construction ef-
forts and $929 million for the National 
Guard and Reserve construction. This 
includes key projects around the coun-
try for the Army National Guard. This 
is a significant improvement over what 
the President requested for the Na-
tional Guard. It will be part of making 
sure we have a strong military for 
America. 

Second, the legislation fully funds 
the 2005 recommendations of the 
BRAC, the Base Realignment and Clo-
sure Account. That BRAC rec-
ommendation which was approved by 
this Senate and by the Congress now 2 
years ago is an important document 
that charts the way forward for the 
American military. This legislation 
will fully fund the recommendations of 
that legislation. 

Third, with respect to Veterans Af-
fairs, I am proud that this legislation 
will provide $87.5 billion for the VA. 
That is an increase of almost $3.6 bil-
lion over what the President requested. 
That increase will go to veterans 
health care and make sure our PTSD 
and mental health issues and TBI 
issues that we are seeing in great num-
bers as we are involved in the conflicts 
in Iraq and Afghanistan—that we are 
providing the right kind of care to our 
veterans. 

I am appreciative of the national 
issues that are embraced in this legis-
lation that will allow the funding to 
move forward and to make those 
projects a reality. 

I wish to comment on a few provi-
sions in this legislation that are impor-
tant to my State of Colorado. I must 
say, as we worked on these matters 
over the years, it has been my honor to 
work closely with Senator ALLARD as 
we worked on important projects for 
our veterans and for our military in 
my State. 

I wish to mention the Fitzsimons VA 
Hospital. There is $61 million in this 
legislation for Fitzsimons. Today in 
Colorado, the VA hospital in Denver is 
in very rough, shoddy condition. Our 
veterans deserve better. Over the last 
decade, there has been an effort in Col-
orado to try to establish a VA hospital 
that can become one of the crown jew-
els of our national health care. We are 
fortunate today that, under the leader-
ship of MAJ Andy Lobb and others, we 
have found a site at what is the old 
Fitzsimons Army hospital which has 
been turned over to the city of Aurora 
and to an authority that is rehabili-
tating that site. At that site today, we 
have already located the health facili-

ties and hospitals for the University of 
Colorado. We are about ready to open a 
brand-new children’s hospital at this 
center. The VA hospital is the next 
move in the creation of what is going 
to be a crown jewel for health care and 
for biotech in the Rocky Mountain 
West. The Fitzsimons VA Hospital is 
very much a part of that program, but 
at its core it is making sure we in 
America are standing up and giving to 
the veterans of our country the health 
care services they deserve. 

Next, Fort Carson. Fort Carson is a 
very important military installation in 
my State and helps us protect our Na-
tion. Many of the men and women who 
serve and have trained at Fort Carson 
are now serving in Iraq and in Afghani-
stan. There is $470 million in military 
construction funds for Fort Carson. 
That amount of money will accommo-
date the arrival of an additional 12,000 
Active-Duty and 18,360 Active-Duty 
family members who are currently 
moving to Fort Carson. I am very 
proud of the inclusion of that amount 
of money in this legislation because it 
will allow us to warmly welcome the 
soldiers who are coming to Fort Car-
son, as well as their families, with the 
kinds of facilities they deserve. 

Schriever Air Force Base is part of 
our national defense. As I say, Colo-
rado is blessed to be the crown jewel of 
the Nation’s homeland defense and na-
tional security. We do that through 
many of our military installations, in-
cluding Schriever Air Force Base. It is 
part of the air and space integration 
program. It is the place where we have 
our Air Force Space Command. It will 
receive $24.5 million for construction of 
the facilities that are needed there. 

The U.S. Air Force Academy, located 
since the 1950s in El Paso County in 
Colorado Springs, is one of our Na-
tion’s premier institutes in training 
the future military leaders of our coun-
try. It is an installation of which I am 
very proud. This legislation includes 
$15 million for upgrades to the aca-
demic facilities at the U.S. Air Force 
Academy. 

The National Guard and Reserves 
station at Buckley Air Force Base in 
Aurora, CO, is an important part of the 
Army installations in our State. This 
legislation will add $7.3 million to re-
place the outdated squadron operations 
facility that houses the F–16s of the 
140th Air Wing of the Colorado Na-
tional Guard. 

This is important legislation, and I 
am proud to be a supporter of this leg-
islation. 

We also will be speaking at a later 
time this afternoon or this evening on 
several other amendments I want to 
bring forth which are important 
amendments to the future of the State 
of Colorado but also very important to 
the future of our Nation’s military and 
assuring that our military has the ap-
propriate training facilities. We will be 

speaking to an amendment I will be 
calling up in short order. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor, and I 
suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
SANDERS). The clerk will call the roll. 

The bill clerk proceeded to call the 
roll. 

Mr. DEMINT. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
MENENDEZ). Without objection, it is so 
ordered. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2686 
Mr. DEMINT. Mr. President, I have 

an amendment I would like of offer, 
but since I do not see a manager here, 
I will explain the amendment first and 
then ask that the amendment be 
brought up as soon as I finish my com-
ments. 

The amendment I will offer will 
strike an earmark from this bill that 
takes $4 billion intended for America’s 
veterans and transfers it to the well-to- 
do citizens of Beverly Hills, CA. It is 
remarkable that we are even consid-
ering a veterans bill that contains an 
earmark for a facility on Wilshire Bou-
levard—the main street through Bev-
erly Hills—a site barely 3 miles from 
the ritzy shops of Rodeo Drive. 

This earmark prevents the Veterans’ 
Administration from taking highly val-
uable land in one of America’s most lu-
crative real estate markets and putting 
it to work for our veterans. It would re-
quire that 200-plus acres in the middle 
of Beverly Hills that could be better 
used to generate revenue to care for 
America’s veterans to sit empty. 

The earmark completely undermines 
the results of over 3 years of study per-
formed by nonpartisan, independent ex-
perts. It also undermines the authority 
of the Veterans’ Administration to best 
help veterans around the country, not 
just those in the Beverly Hills area. 
The language on page 44 of the Senate 
substitute prohibits the Veterans’ Ad-
ministration from taking any action 
to: 

exchange, trade, auction, transfer, or oth-
erwise dispose of, or reduce the acreage of, 
Federal land and improvements at the De-
partment of Veterans Affairs West Los Ange-
les Medical Center, California, encompassing 
approximately 388 acres on the north and 
south sides of Wilshire Boulevard and west of 
the 405 Freeway. 

The Veterans’ Administration esti-
mates that reuse of this land would re-
sult in approximately $4 billion in sav-
ings—that is $450 per square foot for 205 
acres—that would go directly to the 
Veterans’ Administration for future 
construction since the receipts are de-
posited into Veterans’ Administration 
accounts under its enhanced-use lease 
authority. We should note that the 
Veterans’ Administration’s enhanced- 
use lease authority specifically allows 
the Veterans’ Administration to lease 
land and retain receipts from the lease. 
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In addition, the Veterans’ Adminis-

tration can place an option to buy in 
the lease, whereby the property can be 
sold shortly after commencement of 
the lease, allowing the Veterans’ Ad-
ministration to retain the sale pro-
ceeds. This process was used in 2005 to 
sell property in downtown Chicago and 
the Veterans’ Administration realized 
$50 million in proceeds. All can be used 
to better the health care of veterans. 

As important, this prohibition that is 
written into this earmark would result 
in voiding the Capital Assessment Re-
alignment for Enhanced Services proc-
ess, known as CARES, which has been 
agreed to by Congress and the adminis-
tration. Much like BRAC, one excep-
tion could undermine the entire proc-
ess that was based on veterans’ needs 
and not on earmarked interests. 

CARES is a systemwide process to 
put the Veterans’ Administration’s in-
frastructure to the best use for the cur-
rent and future health care needs of 
veterans. This process was completed 
in May of 2004, and approved on a bi-
partisan basis by Congress and the ad-
ministration. All medical construction 
budget requests since the completion of 
the study have complied with CARES 
recommendations and passed by Con-
gress; that is, until today, if this bill 
passes. 

The study identified 18 sites which 
called for downsizing or disposal but 
which were naturally very controver-
sial. Consequently, it was decided each 
of these sites needed ‘‘further study 
and analysis.’’ Some of these studies 
have been completed, and realignment 
has begun, but the West Los Angeles 
study is still in process. 

The White House recently weighed in 
against this earmark, saying in its 
Statement of Administration Policy: 

The Administration strongly opposes the 
earmark provision that prohibits the dis-
posal or transfer of property at the 388-acre 
West Los Angeles Medical Center. This lan-
guage circumvents the recommendations in 
VA’s nationwide infrastructure study, the 
Capital Asset Realignment for Enhanced 
Services (CARES). The original decision on 
this property would have allowed VA to des-
ignate a portion of the campus for disposal 
or leasing . . . it is likely that the restric-
tive Senate language would eliminate more 
than $4 billion of revenue, which would be 
used to improve facilities around the coun-
try for our Nation’s veterans. 

The central concerns of those op-
posed to the reuse of portions of the 
388-acre facility seems to be that it will 
result in large commercial develop-
ment. However, in the statement of 
work for the West L.A. project, the 
Veterans’ Administration has included 
the following: 

Because of a commitment made by a pre-
vious Secretary of Veterans Affairs, certain 
reuses of the property for commercial pur-
poses were not considered in this study. In 
this context, the term ‘‘commercial’’ [in-
cludes] . . . uses such as shopping malls, 
movie theaters, convenience stores, fast food 
outlets, industrial/manufacturing activities, 
and other like operations. . . . 

So the Veterans’ Administration is 
listening to the community and is con-
sidering their concerns. 

In August of 2005, the Veterans’ Ad-
ministration issued an interim report, 
describing several options available for 
reuse of the land, but a final decision is 
still pending, and there is not yet a 
timetable as to when a decision will be 
made. 

Two public hearings—in May and 
September of 2005—have taken place, 
and one is taking place tomorrow night 
at the VA Center in West L.A. We 
should let the process we put in place 
run its course and not overrule the rec-
ommendations of independent experts 
and the Department of Veterans Af-
fairs who are looking out for the needs 
of America’s veterans. 

If every Member of this body were to 
begin blocking modernization of the 
VA system every time a well-connected 
constituent in their State complains, 
America’s veterans would be saddled 
with outdated infrastructure and their 
health care needs would not be met. 

I wish to put this earmark in per-
spective because it would be the most 
wasteful and questionable earmark we 
have seen since the infamous ‘‘bridge 
to nowhere.’’ The ‘‘bridge to nowhere’’ 
was extremely troubling, but at its 
heart was only an egregious waste of 
taxpayer dollars. This earmark, sadly, 
is much worse. It takes money—$4 bil-
lion of money—which would be used to 
care for the brave men and women who 
fought for our country and turns it 
over to build a park for Beverly Hills. 
We should all be able to agree that a 
community with an average household 
income of $125,000 a year has a suffi-
cient tax base to build a park and does 
not need a $4 billion handout from the 
Federal Government. The men and 
women who wore America’s uniform 
need the money a lot more than the 
men and women who live in this part of 
L.A. 

In fact, the Los Angeles Times edito-
rialized on this situation recently, cit-
ing ‘‘the compelling demands for park 
space’’ in Beverly Hills as the best use 
of $4 billion. I disagree with the L.A. 
Times, as I often do, that $4 billion 
that belongs to veterans should stay 
with the Veterans’ Administration. 

Let me repeat, according to the judg-
ment of the L.A. Times, the best use of 
$4 billion is a public park between Bev-
erly Hills and Sunset Beach. This de-
fies common sense, and we should all 
disagree with it. 

My amendment is very simple. It 
would strike this language from the 
bill and preserve the VA’s ability to 
make changes at this property that 
could generate over $4 billion for our 
Nation’s veterans, as well as create a 
better facility that better serves the 
health care needs of our veterans. It 
would also preserve the integrity of the 
VA’s process for realigning its infra-
structure to meet the current and fu-

ture health care needs of veterans and 
ensure that decisions are made accord-
ing to the needs of our veterans, in-
stead of the local desires of America’s 
most rich and famous citizens. 

I encourage my colleagues to support 
my amendment. 

Mr. President, I would like to move 
that we set aside the pending amend-
ment and that my amendment be sent 
to the desk and called up. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
WEBB). No amendment is pending. 

Mr. DEMINT. Then, Mr. President, I 
send my amendment to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
The Senator from South Carolina [Mr. 

DEMINT] proposes an amendment numbered 
2686. 

Mr. DEMINT. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that reading of the 
amendment be dispensed with. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The amendment is as follows: 
(Purpose: To strike section 225, relating to a 

prohibition on the disposal of Department 
of Veterans Affairs lands and improve-
ments at West Los Angeles Medical Center, 
California) 
Beginning on page 44, strike line 20 and all 

that follows through page 45, line 23. 

Mr. DEMINT. Mr. President, I sug-
gest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Ms. 
CANTWELL). The Senator from Cali-
fornia is recognized. 

Mrs. FEINSTEIN. Madam President, 
I ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mrs. FEINSTEIN. Madam President, 
I come to the floor to oppose the 
amendment just presented by Senator 
DEMINT. I worked very hard to get a 
provision in the military construction 
bill regarding this major piece of vet-
erans property in the center of Los An-
geles. I want to begin by thanking Sen-
ator REED and Senator KAY BAILEY 
HUTCHISON for agreeing to put this leg-
islation in the Military Construction 
bill. This is 388 acres—388 acres—in the 
middle of Los Angeles. It is bisected by 
Wilshire Boulevard. It is near Santa 
Monica Boulevard. It is a large piece of 
property, and on that property is a 
1,000-bed veterans hospital. 

The property was deeded in 1888 fol-
lowing the Civil War by two families to 
the Federal Government to be used spe-
cifically and permanently as an Old 
Soldiers’ Home for the use of veterans. 
As many Members know, California has 
the largest number of veterans in 
America—over 2 million—and over 
300,000 veterans are enrolled to use the 
facilities in this State of which this fa-
cility is prime. At the time, as the pop-
ulation of disabled and elderly veterans 
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grew following the end of the Civil 
War, the Government decided to re-
spond by establishing a number of na-
tional homes throughout the United 
States. 

In March of 1888, Senator John P. 
Jones and Arcadia B. de Baker donated 
their Santa Monica ranch lands in 
southern California to establish the 
Pacific branch of the National Homes 
for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers. 

The deed reads very specifically: 
That whereas by an act of Congress ap-

proved March 2, 1887 to provide for the loca-
tion and erection of a branch home for the 
disabled volunteer soldiers west of the Rocky 
Mountains, the Board of Managers of the Na-
tional Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers 
were authorized, empowered, and directed to 
locate, establish, construct, and perma-
nently maintain a branch of said National 
Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers. 

The sole purpose outlined in the 
original deed was affirmed in 2002 by 
then Veterans Affairs Secretary An-
thony Principi when he visited the site 
and again when he issued a May 2004 
decision regarding plans for the mod-
ernization of VA facilities elsewhere. 

What has happened is the administra-
tion sees this land dedicated to vet-
erans and says: Aha, there is a higher 
and better use for this land. We can 
make $4 billion if we lease out the un-
built-upon parts of this land. That is 
what they have done under the radar 
screen. They have leased out to an 
automobile rental agency. They have 
leased out to a Fox movie lot. This is 
veterans land. This is land that was 
deeded to veterans to be used by vet-
erans, not to be used by Fox movies, 
not to be used by automobile rentals. 
The administration admits if they do 
this, they can raise $4 billion in com-
mercial rentals from this land, thereby 
taking this hospital, now in its park- 
like setting, and encrusting it with 
high rise buildings along Wilshire Bou-
levard. 

Well, let me tell my colleagues what 
has happened. The veterans community 
has risen up in Los Angeles and said: 
We are the largest veterans community 
anywhere in the Nation. You are tak-
ing land deeded to us. You are going to 
lease it, rent it in any way you can for 
this higher and best use, which is high- 
rise construction, and they don’t like 
it. The neighbors don’t like it. The city 
doesn’t like it. The Board of Super-
visors doesn’t like it. Yesterday, the 
L.A. Times editorialized against it. 

So this amendment is not an amend-
ment just concocted out of my brain. 
This is an amendment that has been 
worked on for a long time, with Mem-
bers of the House who represent this 
area and with the Military Construc-
tion Subcommittee of Appropriations. 
We want to preserve the integrity of 
the land that was originally granted 
for use as an Old Soldiers’ Home for 
veterans purposes in this new modern- 
day era and do it in a way where we 
have access to the largest number of 

veterans anywhere in the United 
States. 

I find it shocking that the Depart-
ment of Veterans Affairs went ahead 
and leased parts of this land. The VA 
continues to this day film production 
on the property. It recently allowed 
Fox Studios to construct a set storage 
building there. 

In 1996, a 65,000-seat NFL football sta-
dium was proposed for the open space 
on the west L.A. VA until Congress 
stepped in and passed a resolution to 
prohibit the action. Once again, I have 
asked Congress to step in and prohibit 
the commercialization of this site. It 
should be used for veterans purposes. 

So when I was in Los Angeles in Au-
gust, I met with former Mayor Dick 
Riordan and Eli Broad to discuss var-
ious options. No decisions were made, 
but they have a vision for this. The im-
portant thing is that it not be commer-
cialized; that for the financial prob-
lems of the administration, they 
shouldn’t commercialize this land. 
They shouldn’t sell it to the highest 
bidder. They shouldn’t go for the high-
est and best use. They shouldn’t build 
high-rise construction. I will tell my 
colleagues, if it happens, there will be 
an uprising from the neighbors in the 
area because this land is right off of 
the 405 freeway, and congestion and dif-
ficulties will result. I find it rather a 
crass gesture to take veterans land 
that is dedicated to veterans, that has 
a large hospital, 1,000 beds in it, that 
serves tens of thousands of enrolled 
veterans—no other city serves so many 
veterans—and go ahead and commer-
cialize this site. 

So what this does is stops that com-
mercialization of the site. The Cali-
fornia delegation is united, whether it 
is in the Senate or whether it is in the 
House. I can give my colleagues two 
pages—and I will give my colleagues 
some of them—of people supporting 
this legislation: the County of Los An-
geles; the City of Los Angeles; Zev 
Yaroslavsky, chairman of the County 
Board of Supervisors; Mayor Antonio 
Villaraigosa; Representatives HENRY 
WAXMAN, BERMAN, HARMAN, and SHER-
MAN; City Council members, every one 
of them; State Senator Kuehl; Assem-
blyman Feuer, Assemblywoman Bass, 
Assemblywoman Brownlee; Santa 
Monica mayor; Santa Monica council; 
AMVETS Post 2; AMVETS Post 116; 
American Legion Post 123; VFW Post 
875; Vietnam Veterans of America 
Chapter 446; the Bel-Air Association; 
the Beverly Glen Association; Blair 
House; the Brentwood Community 
Council; and on and on—the Coalition 
for Veterans Land; the Federation of 
Hillside and Canyon Associations; 
Friends of Westwood; the Pacific Pali-
sades. It is virtually all of west L.A. 
that is saying: Don’t sell this land for 
commercial use. 

What the Department has announced 
is that they intend to make $4 billion 

by selling this land. You and I know 
what is going to go on this land: com-
mercial, office, high-rises because that 
is what you get the money from. It 
would be a travesty. 

One of the things we now know is 
that traumatic brain injury is a major 
injury from this war. We need to build 
on veterans facilities, not take their 
land away. 

So I would say, Senator DEMINT, 
take back this motion. It is the wrong 
thing to do. Administration, I know 
you have a statement saying you op-
pose the amendment, but the city of 
Los Angeles, the county of Los Angeles 
is united. 

So, Madam President, I move to table 
the amendment, and I suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mrs. FEINSTEIN. Madam President, 
I ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mrs. FEINSTEIN. Madam President, 
it is just an interesting note that the 
man who gave this land, the 300-plus 
acres, to veterans was a United States 
Senator at the time, John P. Jones. He 
actually was a Republican from the 
State of Nevada, and he served 30 years 
in the Senate, from 1873 to 1903. So he 
was a 50-percent owner of this land, 
and it was a wonderful gift to the vet-
erans. I think it should not be de-
stroyed. Thank you. 

I note the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk proceeded to 

call the roll. 
Mrs. FEINSTEIN. Madam President, 

I ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mrs. FEINSTEIN. Madam President, 
I withdraw my motion to table at this 
time because I know Senator BOXER is 
coming to the floor and wishes to ad-
dress this question, and Senator 
DEMINT may wish to also respond, and 
I will remain and propose the motion 
at a later time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The mo-
tion is withdrawn. 

Mrs. FEINSTEIN. I note the absence 
of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mrs. BOXER. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mrs. BOXER. Madam President, I 
have come over to the floor, and I am 
a little out of breath because this 
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amendment was somewhat of a surprise 
to me, although Senator FEINSTEIN was 
a little worried about it possibly com-
ing. I am sorry Senator DEMINT isn’t 
on the floor at this moment because I 
would like to look him in the eye and 
tell him that his amendment is mis-
guided. It does damage to the veterans 
of this country and the faith they put 
in us. 

As Senator FEINSTEIN eloquently 
stated, and just reiterated to me, the 
individual who gave this land for the 
veterans happened to be a Republican 
from Nevada who wanted to make a 
commitment to our veterans. So here 
we have a circumstance that is so bi-
zarre because this amendment that 
Senator FEINSTEIN wrote, which Sen-
ator DEMINT is trying to pull out of the 
bill, and is now in the bill, is a very 
wise one. It is one that keeps faith 
with the veterans of this country at a 
time when they deserve that support. 

In some ways, I say to my colleagues, 
we have battled many times on this 
floor for California and for the environ-
ment and for women’s rights and all 
the rest. But I remember when another 
administration at another time tried 
to sell the Presidio army base for bil-
lions of dollars, when the people were 
promised it would be a park and it was 
written in legislation that it would be 
a park. That administration said we 
could get billions of dollars. But the 
fact is that certain things you cannot 
put a price on because, in the long run, 
it is the wrong thing to do. In the long 
run, it is wrong in this case to harm 
our veterans. 

Now, here we have this land. As Sen-
ator FEINSTEIN has explained to my 
colleagues, it is in the middle of Los 
Angeles. Land is a precious commodity 
in Los Angeles. We have a huge number 
of veterans who need services in Los 
Angeles—maybe the highest concentra-
tion of veterans in the country. I would 
have to check that out, but I would not 
be surprised; it is certainly one of the 
highest concentrations. Here we are in 
the middle of a war and we all know 
the horrors our soldiers are facing. We 
know there are great unmet needs in 
the Veterans’ Administration all over 
this country, and certainly in Cali-
fornia. For example, we didn’t even 
have a burn unit in California and this 
war has brought so many problems 
with serious burns. 

We finally were able to accommodate 
some beds in San Diego for that pur-
pose. We finally were able to accommo-
date some of those who have lost their 
limbs because they were not able to get 
the services in California. 

This, I say to my friend, Senator 
DEMINT of South Carolina, is not the 
time, not the place, not the moment to 
say to our veterans: You are not impor-
tant; it is more important to have a 
rental car agency here or a movie stu-
dio here. This is not the time to tell 
that to our veterans. They are sacri-
ficing. 

We may have to have a women’s clin-
ic there someday. We may want to ex-
pand services for homeless veterans. 
Those of us who have lived through the 
Vietnam era know that homelessness 
followed our veterans. And still when 
you go on the streets of our cities, 
whether it is San Francisco, Los Ange-
les, or anywhere else, you will find a 
third to 45 percent of our veterans are 
from that era. They are Vietnam-era 
veterans who are homeless and strug-
gle. 

We may need to have job training 
centers for these returning veterans. 
Posttraumatic stress—my senior Sen-
ator made the point that we are now 
learning the depth of the problems we 
have. Is this the time to take this land 
away from the veterans? It is out-
rageous, and it is wrong. 

Senator FEINSTEIN has absolutely 
done the right thing in this bill. I 
praise all of her colleagues on the com-
mittee. I wrote to Mr. Nicholson about 
this issue several months ago saying: 
Why are you doing this? I will ask to 
place that letter in the RECORD in a 
moment. 

Senator FEINSTEIN is right not only 
for our community in southern Cali-
fornia but for the veterans throughout 
this country. 

I sent a letter on June 6, 2007, on this 
subject to the Honorable James Nichol-
son, Department of Veterans Affairs. I 
ask unanimous consent to have printed 
in the RECORD the letter I sent to Sec-
retary Nicholson. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

U.S. SENATE, 
HART SENATE OFFICE BUILDING, 

Washington, DC, June 6, 2007. 
Hon. R. JAMES NICHOLSON, 
Department of Veterans Affairs, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR SECRETARY NICHOLSON: I am writing 
to you regarding the development of the 
West Los Angeles VA property and to urge 
you to ensure that its land and facilities are 
used by and for the veterans of the Los Ange-
les area. 

I believe that two important facts should 
serve as the overriding guidelines for the dis-
cussion about the West LA VA property. 
First, as has been pointed out many times, 
this property is veterans’ property—given to 
veterans, to be used by veterans—and should 
not in any way be viewed as excess property 
to be sold, leased, or used for other purposes. 
I oppose the use of an Enhanced Use Lease 
for any project at the West LA VA. It is for 
this reason that I fully support Congressman 
Waxman’s and Senator Feinstein’s legisla-
tive efforts to preserve the land for veterans’ 
use. 

The second important fact is that at least 
one million veterans reside within a 50 mile 
radius of the West LA VA property, more 
than in 42 other states combined. When we 
consider that this number continues to grow 
and that the recent additions to the veterans 
rolls are sometimes severely disabled, more 
services rather than fewer services will be 
needed over time. Additionally, a remark-
able number of the homeless population of 
the area are veterans, many of whom suffer 

from substance abuse or mental health prob-
lems. In Los Angeles County alone, it is esti-
mated that at least 18,000 veterans are with-
out shelter or a place to live. A broad range 
of services are desperately needed for them. 

As the master plan for this property is de-
veloped, many people are looking to the De-
partment of Veterans Affairs to use this 
property to support veterans and their needs. 
The veterans of the Los Angeles area benefit 
greatly from the services offered there now, 
and it is crucial that with the increasing 
numbers of returning veterans it remain a 
facility fully committed to serving them— 
they deserve nothing less. 

Sincerely, 
BARBARA BOXER, 

U.S. Senator. 

Mrs. BOXER. Madam President, I 
talked about the fact that at least a 
million veterans reside within a 50- 
mile radius of the west Los Angeles VA 
property, more than in 42 other States 
combined. When we consider that this 
number continues to grow, this is 
clearly the wrong thing to do. 

Let me say that what my colleague 
has done in this bill is in concert with 
everyone in our area. I don’t think she 
or I would walk in and offer an amend-
ment that was a direct blow to a com-
munity in South Carolina. We would 
never do that. That would not be the 
right thing to do. 

The community is opposed to what 
Mr. DEMINT wants to have happen. 
Local government, many veterans, 
from the mayor’s office, to the city 
council, to the board of supervisors, to 
the full congressional delegation, there 
is enormous support for the provision 
that Senator FEINSTEIN has placed in 
this bill. Dozens of local veterans 
groups are in support of her provision. 

I am going to read some of these sup-
porters because I want to give a sense 
to my colleagues that they should 
stick with us on this issue because Sen-
ator FEINSTEIN’s language that she got 
placed in this bill is strongly sup-
ported. 

I ask unanimous consent to have 
printed in the RECORD the entire list. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

County of Los Angeles; City of Los Ange-
les; Supervisor Zev Yaroslavsky, Chairman, 
Los Angeles County Board of Supervisors; 
Los Angeles Mayor Antonio Villaraigosa 
Representative Henry Waxman; Blair House; 
Brentwood Community Council; Brentwood 
Homeowners Association; Cahuenga Pass 
Neighborhood Association; Citizens for Vet-
erans Rights; Coalition of Homeowner Asso-
ciations-Council District 5; Coalition for 
Veterans Land; Federation of Hillside and 
Canyon Associations; Friends of Westwood; 
Holmby Hills Homeowners Association; 
Holmby Westwood Property Owners Associa-
tion; Mandeville Canyon Association; Pacific 
Palisades Chamber of Commerce; Pacific 
Palisades Community Council; Pacific Pali-
sades Residents Association. 

Roscomare Valley Association; Santa 
Monica Canyon Civic Association; Save 
Westwood Village; St. Paul the Apostle 
Catholic Parish; Sullivan Canyon Home-
owners Association; Representative Howard 
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Berman; Representative Jane Harman; Rep-
resentative Brad Sherman; L.A. City Council 
President Eric Garcetti; L.A. City Council 
Member Jack Weiss; L.A. City Council Mem-
ber Bill Rosendahl; State Senator Sheila 
Kuehl; Assemblyman Mike Feuer; 
Assemblywoman Karen Bass; 
Assemblywoman Julia Brownlee; Santa 
Monica Mayor Richard Bloom; Santa Monica 
Councilman Bobby Shriver; Former Los An-
geles Mayor Richard Riordan; Former 
Assemblywoman Fran Pavley; AMVETS 
Post 2; AMVETS Post 116. 

American Legion Post 123; VFW Post 875; 
Vietnam Veterans of America Chapter 446; 
Bel-Air Association; Beverly Glen Associa-
tion; Tract 7260 Homeowners Association; 
West L.A. Chamber of Commerce; West L.A. 
Neighborhood Council; West of Westwood 
Homeowners Association; Westside Neigh-
borhood Council; Veterans Park Conser-
vancy; Westwood Gardens Civic Association; 
Westwood Hills Property Owners Associa-
tion; Westwood Homeowners Association; 
Westwood South of Santa Monica Home-
owners Association. 

Mrs. BOXER. Madam President, I 
will name a few. The County of Los An-
geles, the city of Los Angeles, Rep-
resentative WAXMAN, and every other 
Representative from that area; HOWARD 
BERMAN, HARMAN, SHERMAN, the L.A. 
City Council president, State Senator 
Sheila Kuehl, all those local folks, 
former Los Angeles Mayor Riordan, 
AMVETS Post 2, AMVETS Post 116, 
American Legion Post 123, VFW Post 
875, Vietnam Veterans of America 
Chapter 446, and then a slew of home-
owners associations, including the Coa-
lition of Homeowner Associations 
Council District 5, the Coalition for 
Veterans Land, Friends of Westwood, 
and it goes on and on. 

Then we have the religious commu-
nity: St. Paul the Apostle Catholic par-
ish. We have the chamber of commerce. 
We have the neighborhood council. It 
just goes on. The park conservancy, 
the civic association. The administra-
tion is wrong to take this action. 

Senator FEINSTEIN is right. She men-
tioned colleagues on the committee 
who were very helpful to her. It is very 
important to note that she moved in a 
very bipartisan way. 

In conclusion, I thank my colleague, 
Senator FEINSTEIN, for withdrawing 
her motion to table to give me this op-
portunity to express myself because I 
think what she did was so important, 
and certainly she spoke for both of us 
when she did it. 

I hope she will make this motion to 
table at the appropriate time, and we 
can table this amendment and send a 
message tonight to the veterans across 
this country that we stand with them. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Rhode Island. 
Mr. REED. Madam President, I join 

Senator FEINSTEIN and Senator BOXER 
in their efforts to preserve this prop-
erty in west Los Angeles as a VA facil-
ity and not turn it over to developers. 
This is commensurate with the deed 
that originally granted this property 

to the United States back in 1888. The 
deed reads as follows: 

Whereas, by an act of Congress approved 
March 2, 1887, to provide for the location and 
erection of a branch home for the disabled 
volunteer soldiers west of the Rocky Moun-
tains, the board of managers of the National 
Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers are au-
thorized, empowered, and directed to locate, 
establish, construct and permanently main-
tain a branch of said National Home for Dis-
abled Volunteer Soldiers. 

The purpose of this donation and the 
purpose that has been preserved over 
these many years has been to provide a 
place where veterans can be hospital-
ized, and it has become part of not only 
the Veterans’ Administration system, 
it has become part of the culture of the 
community of Los Angeles. 

The purpose of the original deed has 
been reaffirmed numerous times. It was 
reaffirmed in 2002 by then-VA Sec-
retary Anthony Principi when he vis-
ited the site and when he issued a May 
2004 decision regarding plans for the 
modernization of VA facilities nation-
wide. In fact, a document released by 
the VA previewing the September 6, 
2005, Capital Asset Realignment for En-
hanced Services—the CARES process— 
of the local advisory panel meeting re-
garding the west L.A. VA site states 
the following: 

It is important that the VA preserve the 
integrity of the land originally granted for 
use as an old Soldier’s home. 

And that is the purpose of the lan-
guage included in the appropriations 
bill by Senator FEINSTEIN. 

The CARES process was akin to the 
BRAC process used for the military, 
going around and looking at the uses of 
all the Veterans’ Administration facili-
ties around the country and concluding 
what is the best and highest purpose. 

It is terribly important that the con-
clusion of this panel, very recently, is 
that it is important that the VA pre-
serve the integrity of the land origi-
nally granted for use as an Old Sol-
diers’ Home. That is what Senator 
FEINSTEIN proposes to do, and it would 
be undercut by the amendment of Sen-
ator DEMINT. 

I join Senator FEINSTEIN and Senator 
BOXER as they are trying not only to 
preserve the integrity of this land but 
also to preserve the integrity of the 
community of west Los Angeles. 

I had occasion to drive by this area, 
and I will stand corrected by the local 
geographic experts, but it is a place of 
open space and tranquility in a very 
large metropolitan area. So it is a 
value beyond the VA system; it is a 
value to the community of Los Ange-
les. That is why there is a huge number 
of supporters of this initiative by Sen-
ator FEINSTEIN and Senator BOXER: the 
County of Los Angeles, the city of Los 
Angeles, Supervisor Zev Yaroslavsky, 
chairman of the Los Angeles County 
Board of Supervisors, Mayor Antonio 
Villaraigosa, Representative WAXMAN, 
our colleagues in the House—all these 

individuals are standing shoulder to 
shoulder on this issue. This is con-
sistent with the original donation of 
the land. It is consistent with the eval-
uation of the Veterans’ Administration 
as to how they should use the land, and 
it is consistent with the community of 
Los Angeles. 

I applaud and commend the Senators 
from California for their efforts. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from California. 
Mrs. FEINSTEIN. Madam President, 

I particularly thank Chairman REED 
for putting this provision in the bill. I 
am very grateful. I am also very grate-
ful for his defense of it today. 

I thank my friend and colleague, Sen-
ator BOXER, for her help on the floor, 
for her support, and for her continuous 
advocacy on behalf of California. 

The bottom line is, would you sell 
the National Mall for profit? Would 
you sell Roosevelt Island for profit? 
Would you sell any part of the federal 
highway system for profit? Why would 
you take land that has been dedicated 
for veterans purposes and lease it out 
for profit when we know, as Senator 
BOXER said, we have thousands of 
homeless veterans, and right now there 
is a proposal moving forward to pos-
sibly build some homeless units for 
veterans on that facility? 

This land was deeded to the Federal 
Government, a huge amount of land, 
for the purpose of veterans, not for Fox 
movie studios, not for Enterprise, or 
whatever car rental agency, but for 
veterans in a city with the largest 
number of veterans in the United 
States, and over 322,000 veterans en-
rolled to use that facility, with a hos-
pital of 1,000 beds on that facility. You 
are going to begin to lease out that 
land? 

I think it is terrible, just terrible. 
The next step would be the National 
Mall. We ought to resist this effort. 
There are a lot of ways to make 
money, but I think the worst way is to 
make money off veterans at this point 
in time. 

I very much resist this amendment. I 
join with my friend and colleague, Sen-
ator BOXER, in resisting the amend-
ment. I join with the committee chair-
man in resisting this amendment. I 
join with the ranking member of the 
committee in resisting this amend-
ment. I hope there will be a very strong 
vote. 

Madam President, I ask for the yeas 
and nays, and I move to table the 
amendment. 

Once again, I will withdraw my mo-
tion to table for the greater good of 
getting a unanimous consent agree-
ment, I hope. 

I yield the floor and suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll. 
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Mr. REED. Madam President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. REED. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the following 
be the only first-degree amendments 
remaining in order to H.R. 2642, that 
they be subject to second-degree 
amendments which are relevant to the 
amendment to which it is offered, that 
no other amendments be in order: Fein-
gold amendment No. 2661, Obama 
amendment No. 2658, McCaskill amend-
ment No. 2660, Hutchison amendment 
No. 2681, Coleman amendment relating 
to conventions, Sanders amendment 
No. 2664, Tester amendment No. 2669, 
Salazar amendment No. 2662, Murray 
amendment No. 2677, Landrieu amend-
ment No. 2679, Stabenow amendment 
No. 2680, Stevens/Inouye amendment 
No. 2682, Allard amendment relating to 
VA land transfer in Denver, the pend-
ing DeMint amendment, and the Brown 
amendment No. 2673; that when the 
Senate resumes consideration of the 
bill on Thursday, the only amendments 
remaining for disposition be No. 2664, 
No. 2662, No. 2673, and the Coleman 
amendment relating to conventions, 
and passage, with no further debate or 
motions in order except for debate 
specified in an order related to the vote 
sequence; that upon disposition of all 
amendments, the bill be read a third 
time and the Senate proceed to vote on 
passage of the bill; that upon passage, 
the Senate insist on its amendment, re-
quest a conference with the House on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
and the Chair be authorized to appoint 
conferees, with the previous order re-
lating to points of order remaining in 
effect with respect to this bill; that 
upon disposition of H.R. 2642, the Sen-
ate then proceed to the consideration 
of Calendar No. 265, H.R. 2764, the 
State, Foreign Operations Appropria-
tions Act. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. LOTT. Reserving the right to ob-
ject, if I can inquire for clarification, 
what this really means, then, is that 
we will have one vote tonight on the 
pending DeMint issue, and the other re-
maining four amendments and final 
passage would occur without other in-
tervening business tomorrow morning; 
is that correct? 

Mr. REED. That is correct. 
Mr. LOTT. Thank you very much. 

That is basically what you just read. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from California. 
Mr. LOTT. And for the sake of one 

other issue under my reservation, I 
would like to ask that a quorum be put 
in place, just temporarily. So I suggest 
the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection to the quorum call? 

Hearing no objection, it is so ordered. 

The clerk will call the roll. 
The assistant legislative clerk pro-

ceeded to call the roll. 
Mrs. HUTCHISON. Madam President, 

I ask unanimous consent the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Is there objection to the unanimous 
consent request? 

Mrs. HUTCHISON. I ask that one ad-
ditional amendment be added to the 
list to be voted on tomorrow, Thurs-
day. It would be the McConnell amend-
ment No. 2666. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? Is there objection to the re-
quest to modify? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 
The Senator from California is recog-

nized. 
Mrs. FEINSTEIN. Madam President, 

I move to table amendment No. 2642, 
the DeMint amendment. If I might cor-
rect that, it is 2686, the DeMint amend-
ment. 

I move to table and I ask for the yeas 
and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 
sufficient second? 

There is a sufficient second. 
The question is on agreeing to the 

motion. The clerk will call the roll. 
The assistant legislative clerk called 

the roll. 
Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 

Senator from Delaware (Mr. BIDEN), 
the Senator from New York (Mrs. CLIN-
TON), the Senator from Connecticut 
(Mr. DODD), the Senator from Arkansas 
(Mrs. LINCOLN), and the Senator from 
Illinois (Mr. OBAMA) are necessarily ab-
sent. 

Mr. LOTT. The following Senators 
are necessarily absent: the Senator 
from Kansas (Mr. BROWNBACK), the 
Senator from Idaho (Mr. CRAIG), the 
Senator from South Carolina (Mr. 
GRAHAM), and the Senator from Ari-
zona (Mr. MCCAIN). 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
CASEY). Are there any other Senators 
in the Chamber desiring to vote? 

The result was announced—yeas 66, 
nays 25, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 312 Leg.] 

YEAS—66 

Akaka 
Alexander 
Baucus 
Bayh 
Bingaman 
Bond 
Boxer 
Brown 
Byrd 
Cantwell 
Cardin 
Carper 
Casey 
Cochran 
Coleman 
Collins 
Conrad 
Corker 
Cornyn 
Dole 
Domenici 
Dorgan 

Durbin 
Feinstein 
Gregg 
Harkin 
Hutchison 
Inouye 
Isakson 
Johnson 
Kennedy 
Kerry 
Klobuchar 
Kohl 
Landrieu 
Lautenberg 
Leahy 
Levin 
Lieberman 
Lott 
Martinez 
McCaskill 
Menendez 
Mikulski 

Murkowski 
Murray 
Nelson (FL) 
Nelson (NE) 
Pryor 
Reed 
Reid 
Roberts 
Rockefeller 
Salazar 
Sanders 
Schumer 
Smith 
Snowe 
Specter 
Stabenow 
Stevens 
Tester 
Warner 
Webb 
Whitehouse 
Wyden 

NAYS—25 

Allard 
Barrasso 
Bennett 
Bunning 
Burr 
Chambliss 
Coburn 
Crapo 
DeMint 

Ensign 
Enzi 
Feingold 
Grassley 
Hagel 
Hatch 
Inhofe 
Kyl 
Lugar 

McConnell 
Sessions 
Shelby 
Sununu 
Thune 
Vitter 
Voinovich 

NOT VOTING—9 

Biden 
Brownback 
Clinton 

Craig 
Dodd 
Graham 

Lincoln 
McCain 
Obama 

The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. REED. Mr. President, I move to 

reconsider the vote, and lay that mo-
tion on the table. 

The motion to lay on the table was 
agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Georgia is recognized. 

Mr. CHAMBLISS. Mr. President, I 
rise to first of all say I am sure I am 
going to be supporting this underlying 
bill; military construction is such a 
critical component of our overall de-
fense programs. But there is a collat-
eral issue I would like to address for a 
minute. I, first of all, ask unanimous 
consent to have printed in the RECORD 
an article from the Moody Air Force 
Base newspaper from February 1 of this 
year. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 
[From the Air Force Print News Today, Feb. 

1, 2007] 
MOODY OPENS DOORS TO NEW HOUSING 

(By Tech. Sgt. Parker Gyokeres) 
MOODY AIR FORCE BASE, GA.—Team Moody 

celebrated the completion of the first new 
single family housing units with a ribbon 
cutting ceremony Jan. 31, at the new Mag-
nolia Grove Housing area. 

The $52 million project provides 383 three 
and four-bedroom homes in Magnolia Grove, 
each with no less than 1,630 square feet of 
space. 

Dignitaries attending the ribbon cutting 
ceremony included Maj. Gen. Del Eulberg, 
Air Force Civil Engineer, Col. Joe Callahan, 
23rd Wing commander, and leadership from 
American Eagle Communities LLC. 

‘‘This is a big day for the Airmen and fami-
lies of Team Moody,’’ said Colonel Callahan. 
‘‘The Magnolia Grove homes are the nicest 
base housing units I have ever seen in the 31 
years I have been living in base housing. 
Moody Family Housing has created a com-
munity that any Airman would be proud to 
live in.’’ Moody Family Housing is a 50-year, 
joint public-private partnership between 
American Eagle Communities and the U.S. 
Air Force. 

‘‘The partnership is intended to improve 
standards of living for current and future 
base housing residents,’’ said Louis Screws, 
23rd Civil Engineer Squadron housing flight 
chief. 

The homes are fully owned and maintained 
by American Eagle under rules agreed to in 
the project’s transaction documents. 

‘‘The Air Force benefits because they re-
ceive quality new housing without the up- 
front money a military construction con-
tract requires,’’ said Mr. Screws. ‘‘American 
Eagle can use private sector financing and 
private resources to build these homes fast-
er, better and more economically using local 
codes and standards.’’ 
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The units are built with an all-metal fram-

ing system that arrives partially assembled 
in a kit for a single home. It takes only four 
days for a team of eight workers to frame an 
entire house, said Rich Safranic, Moody 
Family Housing quality assurance director. 

By using all-metal construction, the mate-
rials are less expensive to transport, strong-
er than wood, will not burn and can be recy-
cled easily, said Mr. Safranic. 

American Eagle plans to use this construc-
tion technique for every home in Magnolia 
Grove, and with an average of five homes a 
week arriving at the site, every time-saving 
measure is essential, added the quality as-
surance inspector. 

Moody Family Housing expects to hand 
over an average of one house a day to Air 
Force inspectors for certification, said 
Naomi Hendricks, Moody Family Housing 
project director. The construction on Mag-
nolia Grove housing is scheduled to be com-
pleted this December. 

The first residents of Magnolia Grove will 
be the 94 families currently residing in the 
‘‘Courts’’ townhouses of the Quiet Pines 
housing area.These units are scheduled to be 
demolished as the residents are relocated. 
MFH will then use the land for new senior 
leadership housing, said Mr. Screws. 

American Eagle purchased 700 acres of pea-
nut farmland along the southern edge of 
Moody. There will be 383 single-family units 
built on 150 acres of this property. The 
American Eagle Communities has perma-
nently donated approximately 200 acres to 
the Banks Lake Wildlife Refuge Area. The 
remaining 350 acres are being set aside for 
future base-housing growth. 

‘‘We are the first major installation to ac-
complish the goal of creating a new commu-
nity using a privatized partnership like 
this,’’ said Lowell Klepper, 23rd CES deputy 
base civil engineer. ‘‘Moody has been work-
ing towards this point for more than 20 
years.’’ 

Mr. CHAMBLISS. I note for the 
record that after 4 years of work on a 
housing privatization contract and the 
millions spent, exactly two houses 
have been built. This article talks 
about a celebration at Moody Air Force 
base upon the completion of these two 
homes. The problem is, neither one of 
these two houses has ever been occu-
pied, and the privatization issue at 
Moody has developed into a real mess. 

The Air Force entered into a real es-
tate transaction with Carabetta Enter-
prises Inc. for privatized housing at 
Moody Air Force Base. The estimated 
cost of the project has exceeded avail-
able funding by $25 million, and the 
project lender stopped funding in 
March of 2007 to prevent all funds from 
being expended. At least three other 
Air Force bases—Patrick Air Force 
base in Florida, Little Rock Air Force 
base in Arkansas, and Hanscom Air 
Force base in Massachusetts—have 
similar contracting delays with 
privatized housing projects associated 
with this same contractor. 

Despite having declared bankruptcy 
in the 1990s and supposedly being em-
broiled in a series of previous lawsuits 
over Government contracts, the 
Carabetta organization was allowed to 
form a new joint entity, American 
Eagle Communities LLC, and has won 

Government contracts in five States 
for a total $3.3 billion. American Eagle 
won the $50 million contract for the 
Moody Air Force Base Magnolia Grove 
privatized housing project, hired one of 
its principals to be the general con-
tractor, and now has left dozens of 
local subcontractors unpaid for 
months, resulting in numerous liens 
being filed, a complete lockdown of the 
site, and millions of dollars in unpaid 
bills to local subcontractors. 

There has been concern that we have 
1,000 new personnel who are going to be 
coming into Moody by 2009 under the 
BRAC, and this housing project is spe-
cifically designed to accommodate the 
influx. I have written two letters to the 
Air Force expressing my concern and 
inquiring about the delay and the in-
tended plan of action. In response, the 
Air Force has said that because it has 
no legal agreements with the con-
tractor, issues of nonpayment between 
the contractor and subcontractors 
must be resolved through the legal sys-
tem. 

That is not an acceptable answer. 
The Air Force is a contractor. This di-
rectly affects the quality of life of Air 
Force personnel at Moody Air Force 
Base as well as the other bases that 
have contracts with this particular 
contractor. Air Force personnel are 
suffering because of the poor perform-
ance of this contractor, and the Air 
Force should have been more proactive 
to fix this problem before we got to 
this point. 

I have several questions on this issue 
that have yet to be answered. I am spe-
cifically asking the Air Force to an-
swer: First, what were the factors con-
tributing to the decision to award 
Carabetta Enterprises, Inc. this con-
tract, given their known previous de-
faults and bankruptcy declarations? 
Secondly, is the Air Force currently 
taking steps to terminate this contract 
and, if so, what steps are they taking 
and, if not, why not? Thirdly, what is 
the plan for housing the incoming Air 
Force personnel slated to live in the 
new quarters at Moody Air Force base 
as well as the other bases that are af-
fected by the default of this con-
tractor? 

In my opinion, this issue is also ripe 
for an IG investigation to figure out 
exactly what went wrong, why this 
contractor was awarded a $3.3 billion 
contract for privatized housing, cov-
ering five States, work on all of which 
has been halted. 

I urge the Air Force’s expeditious at-
tention and resolution of this issue. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Rhode Island. 
Mr. REED. Mr. President, I wish to 

bring up several amendments for con-
sideration. These amendments have 
been cleared on both sides of the aisle. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2661 
I call up amendment No. 2661 for Sen-

ator FEINGOLD regarding a VA mental 
health GAO report. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. REED], 

for Mr. FEINGOLD, proposes an amendment 
numbered 2661. 

Mr. REED. I ask unanimous consent 
that reading of the amendment be dis-
pensed with. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The amendment is as follows: 
(Purpose: To require a report from the Comp-

troller General on the adequacy of mental 
health care services provided by the De-
partment of Veterans Affairs and the De-
partment of Defense to female members of 
the Armed Forces and female veterans) 

On page 50, between lines 17 and 18, insert 
the following: 

SEC. 408. (a) ASSESSMENT OF MENTAL 
HEALTH CARE SERVICES FOR FEMALE 
SERVICEMEMBERS AND VETERANS.—The Comp-
troller General of the United States shall 
conduct an assessment of the adequacy of 
the mental health care services provided by 
the Department of Veterans Affairs and the 
Department of Defense to female members of 
the Armed Forces and female veterans to 
meet the mental health care needs of such 
members and veterans. 

(b) REPORT.—Not later than September 1, 
2008, the Comptroller General shall submit to 
the Subcommittees referred to in section 407 
a report on the assessment required by sub-
section (a). 

Mr. REED. I know of no further de-
bate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment. 

The amendment (No. 2661) was agreed 
to. 

Mr. REED. I move to reconsider the 
vote and to lay that motion on the 
table. 

The motion to lay on the table was 
agreed to. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2658 

Mr. REED. I call up amendment No. 
2658 for Senator OBAMA. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. REED], 

for Mr. OBAMA, proposes an amendment num-
bered 2658. 

Mr. REED. I ask unanimous consent 
that reading of the amendment be dis-
pensed with. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The amendment is as follows: 
(Purpose: To provide that none of the funds 

appropriated or otherwise made available 
by this Act may be used to enter into a 
contract in an amount greater than 
$5,000,000 or to award a grant in excess of 
such amount unless the prospective con-
tractor or grantee makes certain certifi-
cations regarding Federal tax liability) 

On page 50, between lines 17 and 18, insert 
the following: 
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SEC. 408. None of the funds appropriated 

or otherwise made available by this Act may 
be used to enter into a contract in an 
amount greater than $5,000,000 or to award a 
grant in excess of such amount unless the 
prospective contractor or grantee certifies in 
writing to the agency awarding the contract 
or grant that the contractor or grantee has 
filed all Federal tax returns required during 
the three years preceding the certification, 
has not been convicted of a criminal offense 
under the Internal Revenue Code of 1986, and 
has not been notified of any unpaid Federal 
tax assessment for which the liability re-
mains unsatisfied unless the assessment is 
the subject of an installment agreement or 
offer in compromise that has been approved 
by the Internal Revenue Service and is not 
in default or the assessment is the subject of 
a non-frivolous administrative or judicial ap-
peal. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
further debate? 

Mr. REED. I know of no further de-
bate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment. 

The amendment (No. 2658) was agreed 
to. 

Mr. REED. I move to reconsider the 
vote and to lay that motion on the 
table. 

The motion to lay on the table was 
agreed to. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2660 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I call up 
amendment No. 2660 for Senator 
MCCASKILL regarding the VA Inspector 
General Web site. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. REED], 

for Mrs. MCCASKILL, proposes an amendment 
numbered 2660. 

Mr. REED. I ask unanimous consent 
that reading of the amendment be dis-
pensed with. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The amendment is as follows: 
(Purpose: To provide a mechanism by which 

individuals can report to the Inspector 
General of the Department of Veterans Af-
fairs cases of waste, fraud, or abuse with 
respect to the Department of Veterans Af-
fairs) 

On page 46, between lines 2 and 3, insert 
the following: 

SEC. 227. (a) ANONYMOUS REPORTING OF 
WASTE, FRAUD, OR ABUSE.—Not later than 30 
days after the date of the enactment of this 
Act, the Inspector General of the Depart-
ment of Veterans Affairs shall establish and 
maintain on the homepage of the Internet 
website of the Office of Inspector General a 
mechanism by which individuals can anony-
mously report cases of waste, fraud, or abuse 
with respect to the Department of Veterans 
Affairs. 

(b) LINK TO OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL 
FROM HOMEPAGE OF DEPARTMENT OF VET-
ERANS AFFAIRS.—Not later than 30 days after 
the date of the enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary of Veterans Affairs shall establish 
and maintain on the homepage of the Inter-
net website of the Department of Veterans 
Affairs a direct link to the Internet website 

of the Office of Inspector General of the De-
partment of Veterans Affairs. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
debate? 

If not, the question is on agreeing to 
the amendment. 

The amendment (No. 2660) was agreed 
to. 

Mr. REED. I move to reconsider the 
vote and to lay that motion on the 
table. 

The motion to lay on the table was 
agreed to. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2677 
Mr. REED. I call up amendment No. 

2677 for Senator MURRAY regarding the 
transfer of funds from the VA to the 
Secretary of Health and Human Serv-
ices to train psychologists. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. REED], 

for Mrs. MURRAY, proposes an amendment 
numbered 2677. 

Mr. REED. I ask unanimous consent 
that reading of the amendment be dis-
pensed with. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The amendment is as follows: 
(Purpose: To authorize the Secretary of Vet-

erans Affairs to transfer funds to the Sec-
retary of Health and Human Services to 
train psychologists) 
On page 46, between lines 2 and 3, insert 

the following: 
SEC. 227. (a) AUTHORITY FOR TRANSFER OF 

FUNDS TO SECRETARY OF HEALTH AND HUMAN 
SERVICES TO TRAIN PSYCHOLOGISTS.—Upon a 
determination by the Secretary of Veterans 
Affairs that such action is in the national in-
terest, the Secretary of Veterans Affairs 
may transfer not more than $5,000,000 to the 
Secretary of Health and Human Services for 
the Graduate Psychology Education Pro-
gram to support increased training of psy-
chologists skilled in the treatment of post- 
traumatic stress disorder, traumatic brain 
injury, and related disorders. 

(b) LIMITATION ON USE OF TRANSFERRED 
FUNDS.—The Secretary of Health and Human 
Services may only use funds transferred 
under this section for the purposes described 
in subsection (a). 

(c) NOTIFICATION.—The Secretary of Vet-
erans Affairs shall notify Congress of any 
such transfer of funds under this section. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
debate? 

If not, the question is on agreeing to 
the amendment. 

The amendment (No. 2677) was agreed 
to. 

Mr. REED. I move to reconsider the 
vote and to lay that motion on the 
table. 

The motion to lay on the table was 
agreed to. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2679 
Mr. REED. Mr. President, I call up 

amendment No. 2679 for Senator 
LANDRIEU regarding a report on the 
progress of the veterans hospital in 
New Orleans. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. REED], 

for Ms. LANDRIEU, proposes an amendment 
numbered 2679. 

Mr. REED. I ask unanimous consent 
that reading of the amendment be dis-
pensed with. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The amendment is as follows: 
(Purpose: To require reports on the recon-

struction of the Department of Veterans 
Affairs Medical Center, New Orleans, Lou-
isiana) 
On page 46, between lines 2 and 3, insert 

the following: 
SEC. 227. (a) REPORTS ON RECONSTRUCTION 

OF DEPARTMENT OF VETERANS AFFAIRS MED-
ICAL CENTER IN NEW ORLEANS, LOUISIANA.— 
(1) Not later than October 1 and April 1 each 
year, the Secretary of Veterans Affairs shall 
submit to the Committees on Appropriations 
a report on the current status of the recon-
struction of the Department of Veterans Af-
fairs Medical Center in New Orleans, Lou-
isiana. Each report shall include the fol-
lowing: 

(A) The current status of the reconstruc-
tion of the Medical Center, including the sta-
tus of any ongoing environmental assess-
ments, the status of any current construc-
tion, and an assessment of the adequacy of 
funding necessary to complete the recon-
struction. 

(B) If reconstruction of the Medical Center 
is subject to any major delay— 

(i) a description of each such delay; 
(ii) an explanation for each such delay; and 
(iii) a description of the action being taken 

or planned to address the delay. 
(C) A description of current and antici-

pated funding for the reconstruction of the 
Medical Center, including an estimate of any 
additional funding required for the recon-
struction. 

(2) The requirement in paragraph (1) shall 
cease on the day that the reconstruction of 
the Medical Center referred to in that para-
graph is completed. 

(b) REPORT ON DESIGNATION OF DEPART-
MENT OF VETERANS AFFAIRS MEDICAL CENTER 
IN NEW ORLEANS AS POLYTRAUMA REHABILI-
TATION CENTER OR POLYTRAUMA NETWORK 
SITE.—Not later than 60 days after the date 
of the enactment of this Act, the Secretary 
shall submit to the Committees on Appro-
priations a report setting forth the rec-
ommendation of the Secretary as to whether 
or not the Department of Veterans Affairs 
Medical Center being reconstructed in New 
Orleans, Louisiana, should be designated as a 
tier I polytrauma rehabilitation center or a 
polytrauma network site. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment. 

The amendment (No. 2679) was agreed 
to. 

Mr. REED. I move to reconsider the 
vote and to lay that motion on the 
table. 

The motion to lay on the table was 
agreed to. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2680 
Mr. REED. Mr. President, I call up 

amendment No. 2680 for Senators 
STABENOW and LEVIN renaming a clinic 
located in Alpena, MI. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report. 
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The legislative clerk read as follows: 
The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. REED], 

for Ms. STABENOW and Mr. LEVIN, proposes an 
amendment numbered 2680. 

Mr. REED. I ask unanimous consent 
that reading of the amendment be dis-
pensed with. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The amendment is as follows: 
(Purpose: To designate the Department of 

Veterans Affairs clinic located in Alpena, 
Michigan, as the ‘‘Lieutenant Colonel 
Clement C. Van Wagoner Department of 
Veterans Affairs Clinic’’) 
At the appropriate place, insert the fol-

lowing: 
SEC. lll. LIEUTENANT COLONEL CLEMENT C. 

VAN WAGONER DEPARTMENT OF 
VETERANS AFFAIRS CLINIC. 

(a) DESIGNATION.—The Department of Vet-
erans Affairs clinic located in Alpena, Michi-
gan, shall be known and designated as the 
‘‘Lieutenant Colonel Clement C. Van Wag-
oner Department of Veterans Affairs Clinic’’. 

(b) REFERENCES.—Any reference in a law, 
map, regulation, document, paper, or other 
record of the United States to the Depart-
ment of Veterans Affairs clinic referred to in 
subsection (a) shall be deemed to be a ref-
erence to the ‘‘Lieutenant Colonel Clement 
C. Van Wagoner Department of Veterans Af-
fairs Clinic’’. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
debate? 

If not, the question is on agreeing to 
the amendment. 

The amendment (No. 2680) was agreed 
to. 

Mr. REED. I move to reconsider the 
vote and to lay that motion on the 
table. 

The motion to lay on the table was 
agreed to. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2681 
Mr. REED. Mr. President, I call up 

amendment No. 2681 for Senator 
HUTCHISON regarding a clinic lease in 
Texas. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. REED], 

for Mrs. HUTCHISON, proposes an amendment 
numbered 2681. 

Mr. REED. I ask unanimous consent 
that reading of the amendment be dis-
pensed with. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The amendment is as follows: 
(Purpose: To provide that the Secretary of 

Veterans Affairs may carry out a major 
medical facility lease in fiscal year 2008 in 
an amount not to exceed $12,000,000 to im-
plement the recommendations outlined in 
the August, 2007 Study of South Texas Vet-
erans Inpatient and Specialty Outpatient 
Health Care Needs) 
At the appropriate place in the bill, insert: 
SEC . The Secretary of Veterans Affairs 

may carry out a major medical facility lease 
in fiscal year 2008 in an amount not to ex-
ceed $12,000,000 to implement the rec-
ommendations outlined in the August, 2007 
Study of South Texas Veterans’ Inpatient 
and Specialty Outpatient Health Care Needs. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
debate? 

If not, the question is on agreeing to 
the amendment. 

The amendment (No. 2681) was agreed 
to. 

Mr. REED. I move to reconsider the 
vote and to lay that motion on the 
table. 

The motion to lay on the table was 
agreed to. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2669 
Mr. REED. Mr. President, I call up 

amendment No. 2669 for Senators TEST-
ER, BROWN, MCCASKILL, SALAZAR, JOHN-
SON, and BYRD regarding the VA mile-
age reimbursement. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report. 

The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. REED], 
for Mr. TESTER, Mr. BROWN, Mrs. MCCASKILL, 
Mr. SALAZAR, Mr. JOHNSON, and Mr. BYRD, 
proposes an amendment numbered 2669. 

Mr. REED. I ask unanimous consent 
that reading of the amendment be dis-
pensed with. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The amendment is as follows: 
(Purpose: To provide, with an offset, an addi-

tional $125,000,000 for the Veterans Bene-
ficiary Travel Program) 
On page 46, between lines 2 and 3, insert 

the following: 
SEC. 227. (a) ADDITIONAL AMOUNT FOR MED-

ICAL SERVICES.—The amount appropriated or 
otherwise made available by this title under 
the heading ‘‘MEDICAL SERVICES’’ is hereby 
increased by $125,000,000. 

(b) AVAILABILITY.—Of the amount appro-
priated or otherwise made available by this 
title under the heading ‘‘MEDICAL SERVICES’’, 
as increased by subsection (a), $125,000,000 
shall be available for the Veterans Bene-
ficiary Travel Program. The amount avail-
able for the Veterans Beneficiary Travel Pro-
gram under this subsection is in addition to 
any other amounts available for that pro-
gram under this title. 

(c) OFFSET.—The amount appropriated or 
otherwise made available by this title for the 
Veterans Health Administration under the 
heading ‘‘MEDICAL ADMINISTRATION’’ is hereby 
decreased by $125,000,000. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
debate? 

If not, the question is on agreeing to 
the amendment. 

The amendment (No. 2669) was agreed 
to. 

Mr. REED. I move to reconsider the 
vote and to lay that motion on the 
table. 

The motion to lay on the table was 
agreed to. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2682 
Mr. REED. Mr. President, I call up 

amendment No. 2682 for Senators STE-
VENS and INOUYE regarding a VA rural 
health report. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. REED], 

for Mr. STEVENS, for himself, Ms. MUR-
KOWSKI, and Mr. INOUYE, proposes an amend-
ment numbered 2682. 

Mr. REED. I ask unanimous consent 
that reading of the amendment be dis-
pensed with. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The amendment is as follows: 
(Purpose: To require a report on access to 

medical services provided by the Depart-
ment of Veterans Affairs to veterans who 
live in remote rural areas) 

On page 46, between lines 2 and 3, insert 
the following: 

SEC. 227. (a) REPORT ON ACCESS TO MEDICAL 
SERVICES PROVIDED BY DEPARTMENT OF VET-
ERANS AFFAIRS TO VETERANS IN REMOTE 
RURAL AREAS.—Not later than six months 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary shall submit to the appro-
priate committees of Congress a report set-
ting forth the following: 

(1) A description of the following: 
(A) The unique challenges and costs faced 

by veterans in remote rural areas of contig-
uous and non-contiguous States when ob-
taining medical services from the Depart-
ment of Veterans Affairs. 

(B) The need to improve access to locally- 
administered care for veterans who reside in 
remote rural areas. 

(C) The need to fund alternative sources of 
medical services— 

(i) in areas where facilities of the Depart-
ment of Veterans Affairs are not accessible 
to veterans without leaving such areas; and 

(ii) in cases in which receipt of medical 
services by a veteran in a facility of the De-
partment requires transportation of such 
veteran by air due to geographic and 
infrastructural constraints. 

(2) An assessment of the potential for in-
creasing local access to medical services for 
veterans in remote rural areas of contiguous 
and non-contiguous States through strategic 
partnerships with other government and 
local private health care providers. 

(b) APPROPRIATE COMMITTEES OF CONGRESS 
DEFINED.—In this section, the term ‘‘appro-
priate committees of Congress’’ means— 

(1) the Committees on Veterans’ Affairs of 
the Senate and the House of Representatives; 
and 

(2) the Subcommittees referred to in sec-
tion 407. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
debate? 

If not, the question is on agreeing to 
the amendment. 

The amendment (No. 2682) was agreed 
to. 

Mr. REED. I move to reconsider the 
vote and to lay that motion on the 
table. 

The motion to lay on the table was 
agreed to. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2688 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I call up 
amendment No. 2688 for Senator AL-
LARD regarding a land transfer to the 
VA. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. REED], 

for Mr. ALLARD, proposes an amendment 
numbered 2688. 

Mr. REED. I ask unanimous consent 
that reading of the amendment be dis-
pensed with. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The amendment is as follows: 
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(Purpose: To authorize the Secretary of the 

Interior to modify certain instruments to 
allow the City of Aurora, State of Colo-
rado, to convey to the United States cer-
tain non-Federal land to be used by the 
Secretary of Veterans Affairs for the con-
struction of a veterans medical facility) 
At the appropriate place, insert the fol-

lowing: 
SEC. ll. (a) In this section: 
(1) The term ‘‘City’’ means the City of Au-

rora, Colorado. 
(2) The term ‘‘deed’’ means the quitclaim 

deed— 
(A) conveyed by the Secretary to the City; 

and 
(B) dated May 24, 1999. 
(3) The term ‘‘non-Federal land’’ means— 
(A) parcel I of the Fitzsimons Army Med-

ical Center, Colorado; and 
(B) the parcel of land described in the deed. 
(4) The term ‘‘Secretary’’ means the Sec-

retary of the Interior. 
(b)(1) In accordance with paragraph (2), and 

subject to each term and condition required 
under paragraph (3), to allow the City to con-
vey to the United States the non-Federal 
land to be used by the Secretary of Veterans 
Affairs for the construction of a veterans 
medical facility, the Secretary may execute 
such instruments as determined by the Sec-
retary to be necessary to modify or release 
any condition under which the non-Federal 
land would revert to the United States. 

(2) In carrying out paragraph (1), with re-
spect to the non-Federal land, the Secretary 
shall alter— 

(A) each provision of the deed relating to a 
reversionary interest of the United States; 
and 

(B) any other reversionary interest of the 
United States 
to authorize the use of the property to in-
clude use as a veterans’ facility in addition 
to use for recreational purposes. 

(3) The Secretary shall carry out para-
graph (1) subject to such terms and condi-
tions as the Secretary determines to be nec-
essary to protect the interests of the United 
States. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
debate? 

If not, the question is on agreeing to 
the amendment. 

The amendment (No. 2688) was agreed 
to. 

Mr. REED. I move to reconsider the 
vote and to lay that motion on the 
table. 

The motion to lay on the table was 
agreed to. 

Mr. REED. Unless my colleague has 
anything to say, I suggest the absence 
of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the order for the 
quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

FORT MONMOUTH 
Mr. LAUTENBERG. Mr. President, I 

would like to take a few moments to 
discuss an important issue with the 
manager of this bill, Senator REED, and 
with my colleague from New Jersey, 
Senator MENENDEZ. 

Mr. REED. I am happy to discuss this 
issue with my colleagues from New 
Jersey. 

Mr. LAUTENBERG. I thank the Sen-
ator. I would like to first thank the 
Senator and Senator HUTCHISON for 
putting together a good bill. Everyone 
in this body agrees that we must sup-
port the men and women of the mili-
tary while they are serving overseas 
and when they return home, and I be-
lieve this appropriations bill meets 
that demand. 

Mr. MENENDEZ. Mr. President, I 
agree and I support this legislation as 
well. It will provide critical money to 
make sure our veterans are given the 
health care they deserve. 

Mr. REED. I thank the Senators from 
New Jersey. We have no greater re-
sponsibility than to our veterans, and I 
am proud of the bill we were able to 
complete in committee and now offer 
on the floor. 

Mr. LAUTENBERG. Mr. President, 
this bill also strengthens our military 
bases, providing money for military 
construction efforts and improvements 
at bases, and to support projects re-
lated to the Defense Base Realignment 
and Closure Act of 2005, known as 
BRAC. While I support strengthening 
our bases and their overall infrastruc-
ture, some disturbing information has 
come to light about the BRAC process 
and the closing of the Fort Monmouth 
Army base in New Jersey since our Ap-
propriations Committee completed 
work on this bill that warrants our im-
mediate attention. 

Mr. MENENDEZ. Mr. President, 
fighting wars involves not just the men 
and women on the ground overseas but 
also dedicated workers here at home. It 
depends on the training and research 
done at military bases like Fort Mon-
mouth. Fort Monmouth provides intel-
ligence and reconnaissance support for 
our Armed Forces, making them more 
effective fighters and protecting their 
lives. 

Mr. LAUTENBERG. Fort Monmouth 
researchers also develop critical tech-
nology for our Armed Forces, such as 
‘‘Warlock Jammers,’’ which were engi-
neered at Fort Monmouth and modified 
for use in Iraq. This equipment emits 
radio frequencies that interfere with 
the signals that set off improvised ex-
plosive devices known as IEDs. The 
military was able to deploy them with-
in 60 days of their development, and 
they started saving American lives. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I agree 
that great work has been done at Fort 
Monmouth to support our military and 
it deserves recognition. Fort Mon-
mouth has played an important role in 
the wars in Iraq and Afghanistan and 
the men and women working there are 
to be commended. 

Mr. MENENDEZ. The BRAC Commis-
sion knew about that important work 
and wanted to make sure our troops in 
the field would not be harmed by clos-

ing the base. They included a require-
ment that the Secretary of Defense 
issue a report to Congress proving that 
‘‘movement of organizations, func-
tions, or activities from Fort Mon-
mouth to Aberdeen Proving Ground 
will be accomplished without disrup-
tion of their support to the Global War 
on Terrorism.’’ 

Mr. LAUTENBERG. Yet more than 2 
years after the BRAC Commission 
vote, the administration has failed to 
produce this report. To make matters 
worse, the Army is trying to move per-
sonnel out of Fort Monmouth now, be-
fore it has even considered the effect 
on our Armed Forces. Before the Army 
starts to shift work out of Fort Mon-
mouth, we need to know that it won’t 
hurt our troops. 

Mr. MENENDEZ. When we raised 
concerns about this to the Army, it 
halted the transfer and our under-
standing was that the Army would wait 
until the report required by BRAC was 
completed. But now the Army has re-
versed course and plans to start trans-
ferring people soon. 

Mr. LAUTENBERG. This is simply 
unacceptable. No personnel should be 
transferred out of Fort Monmouth 
until the Department of Defense has 
submitted the report to Congress prov-
ing that the closure of Fort Monmouth 
will not hurt troops in the field. 

Mr. REED. I thank the Senator for 
his thoughts. It is my understanding 
that the Army plans to issue a report 
on Fort Monmouth by the end of the 
year. I can also assure my colleagues 
from New Jersey that the Senate 
Armed Services Committee as the au-
thorizing committee will continue its 
oversight of the BRAC process. 

Mr. CONRAD. Mr. President, I rise to 
offer for the RECORD, the Budget Com-
mittee’s official scoring of H.R. 2642, 
the Military Construction and Depart-
ment of Veterans Affairs Appropria-
tions Act for fiscal year 2008. 

The bill, as reported by the Senate 
Committee on Appropriations, provides 
$64.745 billion in discretionary budget 
authority for fiscal year 2008, which 
will result in new outlays of $38.327 bil-
lion. When outlays from prior-year 
budget authority are taken into ac-
count, discretionary outlays for the 
bill will total $55.001 billion. 

The Senate-reported bill is at its sec-
tion 302(b) allocation for budget au-
thority and $20 million below its allo-
cation for outlays. No points of order 
lie against the committee-reported 
bill. 

I commend the distinguished chair-
man of the Military Construction and 
Department of Veterans Affairs Appro-
priations Subcommittee for bringing 
this legislation before the Senate. I ask 
unanimous consent that the table dis-
playing the Budget Committee scoring 
of the bill be printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows:

VerDate Mar 15 2010 08:28 Jul 09, 2010 Jkt 059102 PO 00000 Frm 00029 Fmt 0686 Sfmt 0634 E:\BR07\S05SE7.000 S05SE7er
ow

e 
on

 D
S

K
5C

LS
3C

1P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 B
O

U
N

D
 R

E
C

O
R

D



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 153, Pt. 1723526 September 5, 2007 
H.R. 2642, MILITARY CONSTRUCTION AND DEPARTMENT 

OF VETERANS AFFAIRS APPROPRIATIONS, 2008 
[Spending comparisons—Senate reported bill (in millions of dollars)] 

Defense General 
purpose Total 

Senate-Reported Bill: 
Budget Authority ......................... 21,556 43,189 64,745 
Outlays ........................................ 13,302 41,699 55,001 

Senate 302(b) allocation: 
Budget Authority ......................... ................ ................ 64,745 
Outlays ........................................ ................ ................ 55,021 

House-passed bill: 
Budget Authority ......................... 21,371 43,374 64,745 
Outlays ........................................ 13,259 41,573 54,832 

President’s Request: 
Budget Authority ......................... 22,071 38,672 60,743 
Outlays ........................................ 13,264 39,120 52,384 

Senate-Reported Bill Compared To: 
Senate 302(b) allocation: 

Budget Authority ......................... ................ ................ 0 
Outlays ........................................ ................ ................ ¥20 

House-passed bill: 
Budget Authority ......................... 185 ¥185 0 
Outlays ........................................ 43 126 169 

President’s Request: 
Budget Authority ......................... ¥515 4,517 4,002 
Outlays ........................................ 38 2,579 2,617 

Mr. AKAKA. Mr. President, I express 
my strong support for the level of fund-
ing provided for the Department of 
Veterans Affairs in the pending Mili-
tary Construction and Veterans Affairs 
appropriations bill for fiscal year 2008. 
I also take this opportunity to con-
gratulate Senators REED, BYRD, and 
the other members of the committee 
for their hard work on this measure. 

This bill truly reflects our commit-
ment to fully fund veterans’ health 
care and benefits. Indeed, the bill be-
fore us closely tracks the level of fund-
ing recommended by the Veterans’ Af-
fairs Committee in our Views and Esti-
mates to the Budget Committee. This 
legislation would provide a $6.5 billion 
increase for VA health care over last 
year, $3.6 billion more than the Presi-
dent requested. This represents the 
largest increase in funding ever for VA 
health care. I am very pleased that 
there are additional funds included in 
this amount for the treatment of trau-
matic brain injuries, TBI, and for VA 
mental health programs, to treat the 
‘‘invisible wounds’’ that many veterans 
suffer from after serving in combat. 
These are two areas of vital impor-
tance to servicemembers returning 
from Operations Iraqi and Enduring 
Freedom. 

I also thank the Military Construc-
tion-VA Appropriations Subcommittee 
members for their support of the VA 
Office of Inspector General. The $16 
million increase for the OIG will enable 
that office to continue conducting ex-
tremely valuable oversight of VA. The 
VA inspector general has consistently 
been vitally important to the Veterans’ 
Affairs Committee in the execution of 
our oversight responsibilities. The OIG 
is the central gear in VA’s internal 
controls and quality assurance mecha-
nism. 

I would like to take this opportunity 
to raise the issue of Priority 8—so- 
called middle-income—veterans and 
their current exclusion from the VA 
health care system. The majority 
members of the Veterans’ Affairs Com-

mittee, in our Views and Estimates, 
endorsed re-opening enrollment to 
these veterans. That recommendation 
was followed. The omnibus health care 
authorization bill recently reported 
out by the Veterans’ Affairs Com-
mittee contains a provision that would 
allow these veterans back into VA. We 
would fully allow the VA Secretary to 
close enrollment off at any time. It is 
my view that adequate funding to re- 
open enrollment exists. 

I want to also express my strong sup-
port for the $21.5 billion in funding for 
military construction projects included 
in this bill. This bill fully funds the ad-
ministration’s request for BRAC and 
the President’s Grow the Force Initia-
tive. It also includes the much needed 
funding necessary to repair and main-
tain the military facilities that are so 
critically important to the readiness 
and well-being of the Armed Forces. I 
am particularly in support of the bill’s 
inclusion of $929 million for National 
Guard and Reserve construction. We 
have asked our National Guard and Re-
serve troops to commit significant sac-
rifices for this Nation and we should be 
prepared to provide these brave men 
and women the support they need to 
fulfill their duties. 

I thank Senator REED and the other 
subcommittee members for their work 
on this bill and for sending the right 
message to both our Nation’s veterans 
and those currently serving. We have 
made a commitment to providing sup-
port both before and after active serv-
ice, and this measure honors that com-
mitment. I urge my colleagues to sup-
port swift passage of the legislation be-
fore us today. 

Mr. NELSON of Nebraska. Mr. Presi-
dent, I rise today to speak about a crit-
ical issue regarding Iraq and Afghani-
stan veterans’ health care needs. Amer-
ica’s Armed Forces are sustaining at-
tacks by rocket-propelled grenades, 
improvised explosive devices, and land 
mines almost daily in Iraq and Afghan-
istan. These injured soldiers require 
specialized care from providers experi-
enced in treating their unique health 
challenges. These blast injuries result 
from the complex pressure waves gen-
erated by an explosion. Air-filled or-
gans such as the ear, lung, and other 
organs surrounded by fluid-filled cav-
ities such as the brain and spinal cord 
are especially susceptible. 

Earlier this year, I visited with a sol-
dier named Mack Richards who sus-
tained blast wounds to his wrist and 
ankle in Iraq, as well as traumatic 
brain injury, or TBI. This soldier re-
counted to me his difficulty and frus-
tration in receiving treatment for his 
brain injury. He was left at an army 
base far from home for months before 
he was sent back to his family and fi-
nally received therapy from our local 
rehabilitation facility. 

Congress has been assured that vet-
erans with brain and other complex in-

juries are able to access the specialized 
treatment they need. However, Mack’s 
story is not unique, and I think the 
time has come to question what role 
the underutilized capacity in civilian 
rehab can play. That is not to devalue 
VA efforts and the great facilities the 
VA has to offer, but to ask how civilian 
providers can complement VA facilities 
and improve the care afforded our vet-
erans returning from Iraq and Afghani-
stan. 

The large numbers of traumatic 
brain injury survivors returning home 
from war highlights the need to lever-
age all of the resources available to us 
for the successful treatment and reha-
bilitation of our injured troops. Tap-
ping into existing civilian TBI research 
and treatment capacity can help im-
prove outcomes and supplement the 
care systems being developed at both 
the Department of Defense and the De-
partment of Veterans Affairs. 

This is an issue which I know can stir 
up sensitivities given the diversity of 
our veteran population. I want to make 
it clear that I am fully committed, as 
are many of my colleagues, to ensuring 
the VA has the resources and strength 
to offer sustainable and top quality 
care for every American veteran. That 
said, the public and civilian sectors 
must come together to meet the needs 
of our newest generation of wounded 
warriors. This is not unprecedented. In 
the past, the Department of Defense 
and the Department of Veterans Af-
fairs have contracted with civilian cli-
nicians and providers to make up the 
TBI continuum of care. 

The VA has shown tremendous effort 
in addressing the needs of our return-
ing troops, given the enormous chal-
lenges we face. However, I believe the 
large volume of returning veterans 
with increasingly complex health care 
needs require an increasingly dynamic 
approach to better serve those who 
have given so much for our country. 
The need for timely treatment and im-
mediate rehabilitation expertise and 
capacity requires additional resources 
and flexibility for the VA to form part-
nerships to ensure top notch care for 
our service personnel. And, if this care 
can be provided closer to veterans’ 
community and family support net-
works, then it is a win-win as families 
can be kept together and servicemem-
bers can more easily transition back 
into their daily routines. 

I have included language in this bill 
requesting the Department of Veterans 
Affairs to report to Congress on the 
conditions and criteria used for con-
tracting with civilian rehabilitation 
providers, and outreach efforts being 
conducted to inform veterans and those 
who advocate on their behalf about 
such treatment options. I look forward 
to working with the VA and my col-
leagues to make sure our veterans have 
access to the care their sacrifices and 
personal injuries require. 
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MORNING BUSINESS 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the Senate proceed 
to a period of morning business, with 
Senators permitted to speak for up to 5 
minutes each. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

HONORING OUR ARMED FORCES 

SERGEANT JON BONNELL, JR. 

Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, I 
speak today with great sorrow as we 
have lost a great American. A Fort 
Dodge native, Marine Sergeant Jon 
‘‘J.J.’’ Bonnell died while serving his 
country in Iraq on August 7, 2007. Ser-
geant Bonnell stepped on a roadside 
bomb while on duty between Baghdad 
and Fallujah. He was part of the 1st 
Battalion, 11th Marine Regiment, 
based in Camp Pendleton CA. My pray-
ers and deepest sympathy go out to 
J.J.’s parents, Jon Bonnell, Sr., and 
Denise Rork, as well as to his 3 sisters 
and all his family and friends. I also 
wish to express my sympathy to the 
community of Fort Dodge, who not 
only lost a fine young man, but an ex-
emplary soldier. 

J.J. will be remembered fondly and 
missed dearly. Only 22 years old, mul-
tiple students at Fort Dodge Senior 
High School referred to J.J. as a 
‘‘hero,’’ a label he greatly deserves. 
Making the ultimate sacrifice, J.J. de-
serves the gratitude of every American. 
An uncle described J.J. by saying ‘‘He 
loved doing what he did, and he gave 
the ultimate sacrifice. He said he was 
ready for the ultimate sacrifice.’’ This 
speaks volumes for J.J.’s character, 
and we as Iowans and Americans are 
fortunate and honored to have a man 
with J.J.’s devotion and dedication 
serving our Nation. 

J.J. enlisted in the Marine Corps as a 
senior in high school in 2003. He as-
sisted victims of the 2004 tsunami in 
Southeast Asia after his first tour in 
Iraq. A deeply dedicated marine, his 
grandmother recounted that J.J. 
‘‘thought all the marines were heroes.’’ 
On behalf of all Iowans, I offer my most 
sincere appreciation for J.J.’s service 
to our Nation. I ask my colleagues in 
the Senate, and every American, to 
take a moment and remember with 
honor and gratitude the ultimate sac-
rifice of a true patriot, Sgt. Jon 
Bonnell, Jr. 

f 

ADDITIONAL STATEMENTS 

TRIBUTE TO THE EASTERN KEN-
TUCKY CONCENTRATED EMPLOY-
MENT PROGRAM, INCORPORATED 

∑ Mr. BUNNING. Mr. President, today I 
pay tribute to the Eastern Kentucky 
Concentrated Employment Program, 
Incorporated, EKCEP, for their recent 

accomplishments at the 2007 Workforce 
Innovations Conference. 

The 2007 Workforce Innovations Con-
ference provides the opportunity for 
State and local government officials, 
workforce and economic development 
officials, as well as private sector rep-
resentatives to assemble and discuss 
new ideas about workforce develop-
ment issues. During this conference, 
Eastern Kentucky Concentrated Em-
ployment Program’s Coal Services Pro-
gram was awarded the U.S. Depart-
ment of Labor’s Recognition of Excel-
lence Award for ‘‘Leveraging the Power 
of e3 Partnerships.’’ The U.S. Labor 
Department’s Employee and Training 
Administration presents Recognition 
of Excellence honors in five different 
categories. The e3 partnerships cat-
egory presents value in projects that 
demonstrate sustained partnerships be-
tween employers, educators, and eco-
nomic development leaders. 

The EKCEP’s Coal Services Program 
uses a variety of services that tackle 
the needs of employers and job seekers, 
such as crucial training for new coal 
miners and seasoned miners who need 
new training to increase mine produc-
tivity. Training is easily accessible for 
miners through Kentucky Community 
and Technical College System loca-
tions as well as a mobile miner train-
ing unit equipped with a high-tech 
classroom that features a computerized 
three-dimensional mining simulator. 

I now ask my fellow colleagues to 
join me in congratulating the Eastern 
Kentucky Concentrated Employment 
Program for their achievements and 
commitment in helping Kentucky’s 
largest industry and our Nation’s larg-
est energy source.∑ 

f 

TRIBUTE TO ALEX SOTO 

∑ Mr. MARTINEZ. Mr. President, 
today I congratulate Mr. Alex Soto as 
he nears the end of his term as the 
102nd president of the Nation’s largest 
insurance association, the Independent 
Insurance Agents & Brokers of Amer-
ica, IIABA. Mr. Soto was elected to the 
IIABA’s executive committee in 2001 
and was installed as the association’s 
president last September. 

Founded in 1896, IIABA, or the Big 
‘‘I’’ as it is better known, is the Na-
tion’s oldest and largest association of 
independent insurance agents and bro-
kers, representing a network of more 
than 300,000 agents, brokers, and their 
employees. During his term as presi-
dent of the Big ‘‘I,’’ Alex Soto has been 
a leader on a number of issues for the 
association including natural disaster 
insurance, regulatory reform, and pro-
ducer compensation. He is a national 
leader on enhancement and enforce-
ment of building codes, which is an im-
portant issue in our home State of 
Florida. Notably, as chairman of the 
National Branding Committee and 
president of the IIABA, Alex devoted 

significant time and energy to the de-
velopment and promotion of the 
‘‘Trusted Choice’’ brand for inde-
pendent agents. Thanks to his leader-
ship, the Trusted Choice initiative has 
successfully created a distinctive mark 
that conveys the virtues of the inde-
pendent agent insurance delivery sys-
tem. 

Alex Soto is also a great American 
success story. He came to the United 
States as a political refugee after flee-
ing communist Cuba in 1960 at the age 
of 11. When he arrived in this country, 
he did not speak any English and had 
to completely start over, learning the 
language, customs, and assimilating. 
Alex has gone on to achieve numerous 
accomplishments and is now the presi-
dent of InSource, Inc., a successful and 
growing independent agency in Miami. 
He holds a degree in international af-
fairs from Florida State University, 
the Chartered Property and Casualty 
Underwriter, CPCU, designation, and 
the Associate in Risk Management, 
ARM, designation. Alex has served as 
the chairman of the Florida Associa-
tion of Insurance Agents, FAIA, and 
before that, as president of the Inde-
pendent Insurance Agents of Dade 
County. He was vice chairman of the 
Florida Property Casualty Joint Un-
derwriting Association, FPCJUA, in 
1995–1996, as well as a member of the 
Governor’s Commission on the Florida 
Insurance Crisis in 1993, and the Insur-
ance Fraud Task Force in 1997. 

In addition, Alex is active in his com-
munity. He has taught numerous insur-
ance courses with the FAIA and at the 
University of Miami. He also serves as 
a trustee of the Archdiocese of Miami 
Trust. He was a member of St. Hugh 
Catholic Church Parish Council and a 
member of the Grove Outreach Center. 

I sincerely thank Alex Soto for his 
work with the IIABA over the years 
and for his commitment to his profes-
sion, his community, and our State of 
Florida. His efforts are greatly appre-
ciated. I am proud to count Alex as 
both a constituent and a friend. I wish 
him, his wife Patt, and their family all 
the best in their future endeavors.∑ 

f 

TRIBUTE IN HONOR OF 
MACDONALD GALLION 

∑ Mr. SHELBY. Mr. President, today I 
pay tribute to MacDonald Gallion, who 
passed away on Saturday, August 11, 
2007. For 13 years, MacDonald Gallion 
served as Alabama’s attorney general. 
He was a personal friend of mine and 
along with the entire State of Ala-
bama, I mourn his passing. 

Born in Montgomery and raised in 
Birmingham, MacDonald Gallion 
moved to Tuscaloosa in the 1930s to at-
tend the University of Alabama. While 
at the university, MacDonald Gallion 
studied law and subsequently received 
his bachelor of law degree in 1937. That 
same year, he returned to Birmingham 
where he began his law practice. 
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In 1941, following the start of World 

War II, MacDonald Gallion took a leave 
of absence from his law practice to en-
list in the U.S. Marine Corps. He served 
his country with great valor, wit-
nessing extreme combat in the South 
Pacific. While serving abroad, he was 
wounded at Saipan and was later 
awarded a Purple Heart. He received 
several other honors for courage and 
returned to the United States as first 
lieutenant. 

Upon his return from war, Mac-
Donald Gallion relocated to Mont-
gomery to serve as assistant attorney 
general for the State of Alabama. How-
ever, after several years, he resigned to 
return to private practice. 

Later, MacDonald Gallion would 
again be called to serve his State. He 
was appointed special counsel to Gov-
ernor Gordon Persons during the his-
toric Phenix City Trials and was asked 
in 1955 to serve as chief assistant attor-
ney general to Attorney General John 
M. Patterson. In 1958, MacDonald 
Gallion was elected to serve as attor-
ney general for the State of Alabama. 
He would again be elected to this posi-
tion in 1966. 

MacDonald Gallion served two terms 
as Alabama’s attorney general. During 
his tenure, MacDonald Gallion led suc-
cessful litigation in several significant 
cases including one that established 
Alabama’s offshore oil and gas rights. 
This historic ruling would later pave 
the way for the State’s multimillion- 
dollar trust fund. He also led the suc-
cessful litigation against loansharks. 
At the time, this was the largest litiga-
tion of its kind in the United States. 

Active in his community, MacDonald 
Gallion was a member of many civic 
organizations and legal associations. 
He held the position of assistant editor 
at the Alabama Lawyer and was listed 
among the ‘‘Who’s Who in America.’’ 
He was instrumental in the founding of 
the Alabama District Attorney’s Asso-
ciation. For his many accomplishments 
and contributions to Alabama, Mac-
Donald Gallion was inducted into the 
Alabama Senior Citizens Hall of Fame. 

MacDonald Gallion will be missed by 
his son Thomas Travis Gallion III, and 
his daughter Mallory Gallion Bear. He 
will be remembered for his dedication 
and decades of service to the State of 
Alabama. I ask the entire Senate to 
join me in recognition of the life of 
MacDonald Gallion.∑ 

f 

MESSAGES FROM THE HOUSE 

At 2:49 p.m., a message from the 
House of Representatives, delivered by 
Ms. Niland, one of its reading clerks, 
announced that the House agrees to 
the amendment of the Senate to the 
bill (H.R. 2358) to require the Secretary 
of the Treasury to mint and issue coins 
in commemoration of Native Ameri-
cans and the important contributions 
made by Indian tribes and individual 

Native Americans to the development 
of the United States and the history of 
the United States, and for other pur-
poses. 

The message also announced that the 
House disagrees to the amendment of 
the Senate to the bill (H.R. 2669) to 
provide for reconciliation pursuant to 
section 601 of the concurrent resolution 
on the budget for fiscal year 2008, and 
agree to the conference asked by the 
Senate on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses thereon. 

Ordered, that Messrs. GEORGE MILLER 
of California, ANDREWS, SCOTT of Vir-
ginia, HINOJOSA, TIERNEY, WU, Mrs. 
DAVIS of California, Messrs. DAVIS of 
Illinois, BISHOP of New York, Ms. 
HIRONO, Messrs. ALTMIRE, YARMUTH, 
COURTNEY, MCKEON, KELLER of Florida, 
Mrs. MCMORRIS RODGERS, Ms. FOXX, 
Messrs. KUHL of New York, WALBERG, 
SOUDER, EHLERS, Mrs. BIGGERT, and 
Mr. PRICE of Georgia, be managers of 
the conference on the part of the 
House. 

The message further announced that 
the House has passed the following 
bills, in which it requests the concur-
rence of the Senate: 

H.R. 23. An act to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to direct the Secretary of Vet-
erans Affairs to establish the Merchant Mar-
iner Equity Compensation Fund to provide 
benefits to certain individuals who served in 
the United States merchant marine (includ-
ing the Army Transport Service and the 
Naval Transport Service) during World War 
II. 

H.R. 694. An act to establish a digital and 
wireless network technology program, and 
for other purposes. 

H.R. 2850. An act to provide for the imple-
mentation of a Green Chemistry Research 
and Development Program, and for other 
purposes. 

H.R. 2992. An act to amend the Small Busi-
ness Act to improve trade programs, and for 
other purposes. 

H.R. 3020. An act to amend the Small Busi-
ness Act to improve the Microloan program, 
and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the 
House has passed the following bill, 
without amendment: 

S. 377. An act to establish a United States- 
Poland parliamentary youth exchange pro-
gram, and for other purposes. 

The message further announced that 
the House has agreed to the following 
concurrent resolution, in which it re-
quests the concurrence of the Senate: 

H. Con. Res. 196. Concurrent resolution au-
thorizing the use of the Rotunda and grounds 
of the Capitol for a ceremony to award the 
Congressional Gold Medal to Tenzin Gyatso, 
the Fourteenth Dalai Lama. 

At 6:00 p.m., a message from the 
House of Representatives, delivered by 
Ms. Niland, one of its reading clerks, 
announced that the House has agreed 
to the following resolution: 

H. Res. 632. Resolution relative to the 
death of the Honorable Paul E. Gillmor, a 
Representative, from the State of Ohio. 

MEASURES REFERRED 

The following bills were read the first 
and the second times by unanimous 
consent, and referred as indicated: 

H.R. 23. An act to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to direct the Secretary of Vet-
erans Affairs to establish the Merchant Mar-
iner Equity Compensation Fund to provide 
benefits to certain individuals who served in 
the United States merchant marine (includ-
ing the Army Transport Service and the 
Naval Transport Service) during World War 
II; to the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs. 

H.R. 2850. An act to provide for the imple-
mentation of a Green Chemistry Research 
and Development Program, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

H.R. 2992. An act to amend the Small Busi-
ness Act to improve trade programs, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Small 
Business and Entrepreneurship. 

H.R. 3020. An act to amend the Small Busi-
ness Act to improve the Microloan program, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Small Business and Entrepreneurship. 

f 

MEASURES DISCHARGED 

The following measure was dis-
charged from the Committee on For-
eign Relations, and referred as indi-
cated: 

S.J. Res. 17. A joint resolution directing 
the United States to initiate international 
discussions and take necessary steps with 
other Nations to negotiate an agreement for 
managing migratory and transboundary fish 
stocks in the Arctic Ocean; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation. 

f 

MEASURES PLACED ON THE 
CALENDAR 

The following bills were read the sec-
ond time, and placed on the calendar: 

H.R. 2419. An act to provide for the con-
tinuation of agricultural programs through 
fiscal year 2012, and for other purposes. 

H.R. 3221. An act moving the United States 
toward greater energy independence and se-
curity, developing innovative new tech-
nologies, reducing carbon emissions, cre-
ating green jobs, protecting consumers, in-
creasing clean renewable energy production, 
and modernizing our energy infrastructure, 
and to amend the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986 to provide tax incentives for the produc-
tion of renewable energy and energy con-
servation. 

f 

EXECUTIVE AND OTHER 
COMMUNICATIONS 

The following communications were 
laid before the Senate, together with 
accompanying papers, reports, and doc-
uments, and were referred as indicated: 

EC–2890. A communication from the Under 
Secretary of Defense (Acquisition and Tech-
nology), transmitting, pursuant to law, an 
annual report on the Mentor-Protege Pro-
gram for fiscal year 2006; to the Committee 
on Armed Services. 

EC–2891. A communication from the Prin-
cipal Deputy Associate Administrator, Office 
of Policy, Economics and Innovation, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting, 
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pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Approval and Promulgation of Implementa-
tion Plans; South Carolina: Revisions to Am-
bient Air Quality Standards’’ (FRL No. 8457– 
2) received on August 27, 2007; to the Com-
mittee on Environment and Public Works. 

EC–2892. A communication from the Prin-
cipal Deputy Associate Administrator, Office 
of Policy, Economics and Innovation, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Pyriproxyfen; Pesticide Tolerance’’ (FRL 
No. 8142–4) received on August 27, 2007; to the 
Committee on Environment and Public 
Works. 

EC–2893. A communication from the Prin-
cipal Deputy Associate Administrator, Office 
of Policy, Economics and Innovation, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Revisions to Consolidated Federal Air 
Rule’’ (FRL No. 8459–5) received on August 
27, 2007; to the Committee on Environment 
and Public Works. 

EC–2894. A communication from the Prin-
cipal Deputy Associate Administrator, Office 
of Policy, Economics and Innovation, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Revisions to the California State Imple-
mentation Plan, South Coast Air Quality 
Management District’’ (FRL No. 8452–1) re-
ceived on August 27, 2007; to the Committee 
on Environment and Public Works. 

EC–2895. A communication from the Prin-
cipal Deputy Associate Administrator, Office 
of Policy, Economics and Innovation, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Revisions to the California State Imple-
mentation Plan, Sacramento Metropolitan 
Air Quality Management District and San 
Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control Dis-
trict Technical Amendment’’ (FRL No. 8458– 
9) received on August 27, 2007; to the Com-
mittee on Environment and Public Works. 

EC–2896. A communication from the Prin-
cipal Deputy Associate Administrator, Office 
of Policy, Economics and Innovation, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Two Optional Methods for Relative Accu-
racy Test Audits of Mercury Monitoring Sys-
tems Installed on Combustion Flue Gas 
Streams and Several Amendments to Re-
lated Mercury Monitoring Provisions’’ (FRL 
No. 8459–8) received on August 27, 2007; to the 
Committee on Environment and Public 
Works. 

EC–2897. A communication from the Acting 
Deputy Director, Endangered Species Pro-
gram, Department of the Interior, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Final Rule to Remove the Idaho 
Springsnail From the Federal List of Endan-
gered and Threatened Wildlife’’ (RIN1018– 
AU66) received on August 27, 2007; to the 
Committee on Environment and Public 
Works. 

EC–2898. A communication from the Acting 
Assistant Secretary for Fish, Wildlife and 
Parks, Fish and Wildlife Service, Depart-
ment of the Interior, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Endan-
gered and Threatened Wildlife and Plants; 
Designation of Critical Habitat for 
Catesbaea Melanocarpa’’ (RIN1018–AU76) re-
ceived on August 27, 2007; to the Committee 
on Environment and Public Works. 

EC–2899. A communication from the Acting 
Assistant Secretary for Fish, Wildlife and 
Parks, Fish and Wildlife Service, Depart-
ment of the Interior, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Endan-

gered and Threatened Wildlife and Plants; 
Designation of Critical Habitat for Hine’s 
Emerald Dragonfly’’ (RIN1018–AU74) received 
on August 27, 2007; to the Committee on En-
vironment and Public Works. 

EC–2900. A communication from the Prin-
cipal Deputy Associate Administrator, Office 
of Policy, Economics and Innovation, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Approval and Promulgation of Air Quality 
Implementation Plans; Connecticut; Estab-
lishment of Interim Progress for the Annual 
Fine Particle National Ambient Air Quality 
Standard’’ (FRL No. 8461–5) received on Au-
gust 27, 2007; to the Committee on Environ-
ment and Public Works. 

EC–2901. A communication from the Prin-
cipal Deputy Associate Administrator, Office 
of Policy, Economics and Innovation, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Flusilazole; Pesticide Tolerances for Emer-
gency Exemptions’’ (FRL No. 8138–6) received 
on August 27, 2007; to the Committee on En-
vironment and Public Works. 

EC–2902. A communication from the Prin-
cipal Deputy Associate Administrator, Office 
of Policy, Economics and Innovation, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Flutriafol; Time-Limited Pesticide Toler-
ance’’ (FRL No. 8135–6) received on August 
27, 2007; to the Committee on Environment 
and Public Works. 

EC–2903. A communication from the Prin-
cipal Deputy Associate Administrator, Office 
of Policy, Economics and Innovation, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Propylene Oxide; Pesticide Tolerance’’ 
(FRL No. 8143–9) received on August 27, 2007; 
to the Committee on Environment and Pub-
lic Works. 

EC–2904. A communication from the Prin-
cipal Deputy Associate Administrator, Office 
of Policy, Economics and Innovation, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Spinosad; Pesticide Tolerance’’ (FRL No. 
8142–1) received on August 27, 2007; to the 
Committee on Environment and Public 
Works. 

EC–2905. A communication from the Prin-
cipal Deputy Associate Administrator, Office 
of Policy, Economics and Innovation, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Approval and Promulgation of Air Quality 
Implementation Plans; State of Colorado; 
Revised Denver and Longmont Carbon Mon-
oxide Maintenance Plans, and Approval of 
Related Revisions’’ (FRL No. 8453–5) received 
on August 16, 2007; to the Committee on En-
vironment and Public Works. 

EC–2906. A communication from the Prin-
cipal Deputy Associate Administrator, Office 
of Policy, Economics and Innovation, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Approval and Promulgation of Implementa-
tion Plans; Arizona-Phoenix PM–10 Non-
attainment Area; Salt River Area Plan for 
Attainment of the 24-hour PM–10 Standard’’ 
(FRL No. 8446–1) received on August 16, 2007; 
to the Committee on Environment and Pub-
lic Works. 

EC–2907. A communication from the Prin-
cipal Deputy Associate Administrator, Office 
of Policy, Economics and Innovation, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Approval and Promulgation of Implementa-
tion Plans; Idaho and Washington; Interstate 

Transport of Pollution; Withdrawal of Direct 
Final Rule’’ (FRL No. 8456–3) received on Au-
gust 16, 2007; to the Committee on Environ-
ment and Public Works. 

EC–2908. A communication from the Prin-
cipal Deputy Associate Administrator, Office 
of Policy, Economics and Innovation, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Approval and Promulgation of State Plan 
for Designated Facilities and Pollutants: 
Louisiana; Clean Air Mercury Rule’’ (FRL 
No. 8455–3) received on August 16, 2007; to the 
Committee on Environment and Public 
Works. 

EC–2909. A communication from the Prin-
cipal Deputy Associate Administrator, Office 
of Policy, Economics and Innovation, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Arkansas: Final Authorization of State 
Hazardous Waste Management Program Re-
vision’’ (FRL No. 8455–5) received on August 
16, 2007; to the Committee on Environment 
and Public Works. 

EC–2910. A communication from the Prin-
cipal Deputy Associate Administrator, Office 
of Policy, Economics and Innovation, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Buprofezin; Pesticide Tolerance; Technical 
Correction’’ (FRL No. 8140–9) received on Au-
gust 16, 2007; to the Committee on Environ-
ment and Public Works. 

EC–2911. A communication from the Prin-
cipal Deputy Associate Administrator, Office 
of Policy, Economics and Innovation, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Cis-isomer of 1-(3-chloroallyl)-3,5,7-triaza-1- 
azoniaadamantane chloride; Exemption from 
the Requirement of a Tolerance’’ (FRL No. 
8122–3) received on August 16, 2007; to the 
Committee on Environment and Public 
Works. 

EC–2912. A communication from the Prin-
cipal Deputy Associate Administrator, Office 
of Policy, Economics and Innovation, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Fipronil; Pesticide Tolerances’’ (FRL No. 
8142–6) received on August 16, 2007; to the 
Committee on Environment and Public 
Works. 

EC–2913. A communication from the Prin-
cipal Deputy Associate Administrator, Office 
of Policy, Economics and Innovation, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Lambda-Cyhalothrin; Pesticide Tolerance’’ 
(FRL No. 8143–1) received on August 16, 2007; 
to the Committee on Environment and Pub-
lic Works. 

EC–2914. A communication from the Prin-
cipal Deputy Associate Administrator, Office 
of Policy, Economics and Innovation, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Louisiana: Final Authorization of State 
Hazardous Waste Management Program Re-
vision’’ (FRL No. 8455–9) received on August 
16, 2007; to the Committee on Environment 
and Public Works. 

EC–2915. A communication from the Prin-
cipal Deputy Associate Administrator, Office 
of Policy, Economics and Innovation, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘New Mexico: Final Authorization of State 
Hazardous Waste Management Program Re-
vision’’ (FRL No. 8455–6) received on August 
16, 2007; to the Committee on Environment 
and Public Works. 

EC–2916. A communication from the Prin-
cipal Deputy Associate Administrator, Office 
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of Policy, Economics and Innovation, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Zucchini Yellow Mosaic Virus-Weak Strain; 
Exemption from the Requirement of a Toler-
ance’’ (FRL No. 8137–9) received on August 
16, 2007; to the Committee on Environment 
and Public Works. 

EC–2917. A communication from the Chair-
man, U.S. International Trade Commission, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, a report enti-
tled, ‘‘The Year in Trade 2006’’; to the Com-
mittee on Finance. 

EC–2918. A communication from the Chair-
man, Medicare Payment Advisory Commis-
sion, transmitting, pursuant to law, a report 
entitled, ‘‘2007 Data Book: Healthcare Spend-
ing and the Medicare Program’’; to the Com-
mittee on Finance. 

EC–2919. A communication from the Regu-
lations Coordinator, Office of Financial Man-
agement, Department of Health and Human 
Services, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Medicaid Program 
and State Children’s Health Insurance Pro-
gram; Payment Error Rate Measurement’’ 
((RIN0938–AN77) (Docket No. CMS–6026–F)) 
received on August 31, 2007; to the Com-
mittee on Finance. 

EC–2920. A communication from the Regu-
lations Coordinator, Centers for Medicare 
and Medicaid Services, Department of 
Health and Human Services, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Medicare Program, Hospice Wage Index For 
Fiscal Year 2008’’ ((RIN0938–AO72) (Docket 
No. CMS–1539–F)) received on August 31, 2007; 
to the Committee on Finance. 

EC–2921. A communication from the Regu-
lations Coordinator, Centers for Medicare 
and Medicaid Services, Department of 
Health and Human Services, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Medicare Program; Physicians’ Referrals to 
Health Care Entities With Which They Have 
Financial Relationships’’ ((RIN0938–AK67) 
(Docket No. CMS–1810–F)) received on Au-
gust 31, 2007; to the Committee on Finance. 

EC–2922. A communication from the Chief 
of the Publications and Regulations Branch, 
Internal Revenue Service, Department of the 
Treasury, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Section 1045 Appli-
cation to Partnerships’’ ((RIN1545–BC67) (TD 
9353)) received on August 17, 2007; to the 
Committee on Finance. 

EC–2923. A communication from the Chief 
of the Publications and Regulations Branch, 
Internal Revenue Service, Department of the 
Treasury, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Expenses for 
Household and Dependent Care Services Nec-
essary for Gainful Employment’’ ((RIN1545– 
BB86) (TD 9354)) received on August 17, 2007; 
to the Committee on Finance. 

EC–2924. A communication from the Chief 
of the Publications and Regulations Branch, 
Internal Revenue Service, Department of the 
Treasury, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Disregarded Enti-
ties; Employment and Excise Taxes’’ 
((RIN1545–BE43) (TD 9356)) received on Au-
gust 17, 2007; to the Committee on Finance. 

EC–2925. A communication from the Chief 
of the Publications and Regulations Branch, 
Internal Revenue Service, Department of the 
Treasury, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Transaction of In-
terest—Contribution of Successor Member 
Interest’’ (Notice 2007–72) received on August 
17, 2007; to the Committee on Finance. 

EC–2926. A communication from the Chief 
of the Publications and Regulations Branch, 
Internal Revenue Service, Department of the 

Treasury, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Regulations Under 
Section 6655 Regarding Estimated Tax Pay-
ments by Corporations’’ ((RIN1545–AY22) (TD 
9347)) received on August 7, 2007; to the Com-
mittee on Finance. 

EC–2927. A communication from the Chief 
of the Publications and Regulations Branch, 
Internal Revenue Service, Department of the 
Treasury, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Weighted Average 
Interest Rate Update’’ (Notice 2007–68) re-
ceived on August 27, 2007; to the Committee 
on Finance. 

EC–2928. A communication from the Chief 
of the Publications and Regulations Branch, 
Internal Revenue Service, Department of the 
Treasury, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Elimination of 
Country-by-Country Reporting to Share-
holders of Foreign Taxes Paid by Regulated 
Investment Companies’’ (TD 9357) received 
on August 27, 2007; to the Committee on Fi-
nance. 

EC–2929. A communication from the Chief 
of the Publications and Regulations Branch, 
Internal Revenue Service, Department of the 
Treasury, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Examination and 
Closing Procedures for Form 8697, Look-Back 
Interest’’ (LMSB–04–0207–048) received on Au-
gust 16, 2007; to the Committee on Finance. 

EC–2930. A communication from the Chief 
of the Publications and Regulations Branch, 
Internal Revenue Service, Department of the 
Treasury, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Modification of No-
tice 2003–81’’ (Notice 2007–71) received on Au-
gust 16, 2007; to the Committee on Finance. 

EC–2931. A communication from the Chief 
of the Publications and Regulations Branch, 
Internal Revenue Service, Department of the 
Treasury, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘2007 National Pool’’ 
(Rev. Proc. 2007–55) received on August 16, 
2007; to the Committee on Finance. 

EC–2932. A communication from the Chief 
of the Publications and Regulations Branch, 
Internal Revenue Service, Department of the 
Treasury, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Biotech Industry 
Overview Guide’’ (LMSB–04–0207–019) re-
ceived on August 16, 2007; to the Committee 
on Finance. 

EC–2933. A communication from the Chief 
of the Publications and Regulations Branch, 
Internal Revenue Service, Department of the 
Treasury, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Notice on Low Nor-
mal Retirement Age’’ (Notice 2007–69) re-
ceived on August 16, 2007; to the Committee 
on Finance. 

EC–2934. A communication from the Chief 
of the Publications and Regulations Branch, 
Internal Revenue Service, Department of the 
Treasury, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Revenue Proce-
dure: Examination of Returns and Claims for 
Refund, Credit, or Abatement; Determina-
tion of Tax Liability’’ (Rev. Proc. 2007–58) re-
ceived on August 27, 2007; to the Committee 
on Finance. 

EC–2935. A communication from the Chief 
of the Publications and Regulations Branch, 
Internal Revenue Service, Department of the 
Treasury, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Food Industry 
Overview Guide’’ (LMSB–04–0207–018) re-
ceived on August 16, 2007; to the Committee 
on Finance. 

EC–2936. A communication from the Chief 
of the Publications and Regulations Branch, 
Internal Revenue Service, Department of the 
Treasury, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 

report of a rule entitled ‘‘Domestic Produc-
tion Deduction Industry Director Directive’’ 
(LMSB–04–0707–049) received on August 27, 
2007; to the Committee on Finance. 

EC–2937. A communication from the Chief 
of the Publications and Regulations Branch, 
Internal Revenue Service, Department of the 
Treasury, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Clarification of 
Section 6411 Regulations’’ ((RIN1545–BF66) 
(TD 9355)) received on August 27, 2007; to the 
Committee on Finance. 

EC–2938. A communication from the Chief 
of the Publications and Regulations Branch, 
Internal Revenue Service, Department of the 
Treasury, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Pharmaceutical In-
dustry Overview Guide’’ (LMSB–04–0207–010) 
received on August 16, 2007; to the Com-
mittee on Finance. 

EC–2939. A communication from the Chief 
of the Publications and Regulations Branch, 
Internal Revenue Service, Department of the 
Treasury, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Update to Notice 
2006–89—Section 906 of the Pension Protec-
tion Act of 2006’’ (Notice 2007–67) received on 
August 16, 2007; to the Committee on Fi-
nance. 

EC–2940. A communication from the Chief 
of the Publications and Regulations Branch, 
Internal Revenue Service, Department of the 
Treasury, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Update of Rev. Rul. 
94–62’’ (Rev. Rul. 2007–58) received on August 
27, 2007; to the Committee on Finance. 

EC–2941. A communication from the Chief 
of the Publications and Regulations Branch, 
Internal Revenue Service, Department of the 
Treasury, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Applicable Federal 
Rates—September 2007’’ (Rev. Rul. 2007–57) 
received on August 27, 2007; to the Com-
mittee on Finance. 

EC–2942. A communication from the Assist-
ant Secretary, Office of Legislative Affairs, 
Department of State, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the certification of a proposed agree-
ment for the transfer of hardware, technical 
data, and defense services to Canada for the 
NIMIQ 5/6/5R Satellites Program; to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

EC–2943. A communication from the Assist-
ant Legal Adviser for Treaty Affairs, Depart-
ment of State, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, two agreements between the American 
Institute in Taiwan and American organiza-
tions; to the Committee on Foreign Rela-
tions. 

EC–2944. A communication from the Assist-
ant Legal Adviser for Treaty Affairs, Depart-
ment of State, transmitting, pursuant to the 
Case-Zablocki Act, 1 U.S.C. 112b, as amended, 
the report of the texts and background state-
ments of international agreements, other 
than treaties (List 2007–161—2007–180); to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

EC–2945. A communication from the Assist-
ant Secretary, Office of Legislative Affairs, 
Department of State, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the certification of a proposed tech-
nical assistance agreement for the export of 
technical data, defense services and defense 
articles relating to the maintenance of the 
C–130 fleet of Saudi Arabia; to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

EC–2946. A communication from the Assist-
ant Secretary, Office of Legislative Affairs, 
Department of State, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the certification of a proposed license 
for the export of technical data, defense serv-
ices and defense articles for the manufacture 
of 25MM Turrets for Kuwait; to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Relations. 
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EC–2947. A communication from the Assist-

ant Secretary, Office of Legislative Affairs, 
Department of State, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the certification of a proposed tech-
nical assistance agreement for the export of 
technical data, defense services and defense 
articles to support repair and modification 
of Singapore’s AH–64D helicopters; to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

EC–2948. A communication from the Assist-
ant Secretary, Office of Legislative Affairs, 
Department of State, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, a report relative to the effectiveness 
of UN efforts to prevent sexual exploitation 
and abuse in its peacekeeping missions; to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

EC–2949. A communication from the Sec-
retary of State, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the Joint Strategic Plan of the Depart-
ment and the U.S. Agency for International 
Development for fiscal years 2007 to 2012; to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

EC–2950. A communication from the Assist-
ant Secretary, Employee Benefits Security 
Administration, Department of Labor, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Amendments to Civil Penalties 
under ERISA Section 502(c)(7)’’ (RIN1210– 
AB23) received on August 11, 2007; to the 
Committee on Health, Education, Labor, and 
Pensions. 

EC–2951. A communication from the Dep-
uty Assistant Secretary, Office of Federal 
Contract Compliance Programs, Department 
of Labor, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Affirmative Action 
and Nondiscrimination Obligations of Con-
tractors and Subcontractors Regarding Dis-
abled Veterans, Recently Separated Vet-
erans, Other Protected Veterans, and Armed 
Forces Service Medal Veterans’’ (RIN1215– 
AB46) received on August 11, 2007; to the 
Committee on Health, Education, Labor, and 
Pensions. 

EC–2952. A communication from the Dep-
uty Director, Pension Benefit Guaranty Cor-
poration, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Benefits Payable in 
Terminated Single-Employer Plans; Alloca-
tion of Assets in Single-Employer Plans; In-
terest Assumptions for Valuing and Paying 
Benefits’’ (29 CFR Parts 4022 and 4044) re-
ceived on August 8, 2007; to the Committee 
on Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions. 

EC–2953. A communication from the 
Human Resources Specialist, Office of the 
Assistant Secretary for Administration and 
Management, Department of Labor, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a 
nomination for the position of Assistant Sec-
retary for Public Affairs, received on August 
3, 2007; to the Committee on Health, Edu-
cation, Labor, and Pensions. 

EC–2954. A communication from the Assist-
ant Secretary for Civil Rights, Department 
of Education, transmitting, pursuant to law, 
the annual report of the Office of Civil 
Rights for fiscal year 2006; to the Committee 
on Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions. 

EC–2955. A communication from the Assist-
ant Secretary for Administration and Man-
agement, Department of Labor, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, a report relative to 
the Department’s inventory of inherently 
governmental and commercial activities for 
fiscal year 2006; to the Committee on Health, 
Education, Labor, and Pensions. 

EC–2956. A communication from the Acting 
White House Liaison, Department of Edu-
cation, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a vacancy in the position of Assist-
ant Secretary for Special Education and Re-
habilitative Services, received on August 27, 
2007; to the Committee on Health, Education, 
Labor, and Pensions. 

EC–2957. A communication from the Acting 
White House Liaison, Department of Edu-
cation, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of the designation of an acting officer 
for the position of Assistant Secretary for 
Special Education and Rehabilitative Serv-
ices, received on August 27, 2007; to the Com-
mittee on Health, Education, Labor, and 
Pensions. 

EC–2958. A communication from the White 
House Liaison, Department of Health and 
Human Services, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a vacancy and nomination 
for the position of Assistant Secretary for 
Children and Families, received on August 
27, 2007; to the Committee on Health, Edu-
cation, Labor, and Pensions. 

EC–2959. A communication from the Presi-
dent of the United States, transmitting, pur-
suant to law, the District of Columbia’s 
Budget Request Act for fiscal year 2008; to 
the Committee on Homeland Security and 
Governmental Affairs. 

EC–2960. A communication from the Direc-
tor, Strategic Human Resources Policy Divi-
sion, Office of Personnel Management, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘5 CFR Part 990’’ (RIN3206–AJ97) re-
ceived on August 8, 2007; to the Committee 
on Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs. 

EC–2961. A communication from the Direc-
tor, Strategic Human Resources Policy Divi-
sion, Office of Personnel Management, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Extension of Eligibility for Presi-
dential Rank Awards to Employees in Sen-
ior-Level and Scientific-Professional Posi-
tions’’ (RIN3206–AJ65) received on August 8, 
2007; to the Committee on Homeland Secu-
rity and Governmental Affairs. 

EC–2962. A communication from the Dis-
trict of Columbia Auditor, transmitting, pur-
suant to law, a report entitled, ‘‘Letter Re-
port: Audit of Advisory Neighborhood Com-
mission 3C for Fiscal Years 2005 through 2007, 
as of March 31, 2007’’; to the Committee on 
Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs. 

EC–2963. A communication from the Dis-
trict of Columbia Auditor, transmitting, pur-
suant to law, a report entitled, ‘‘Letter Re-
port: Audit of Advisory Neighborhood Com-
mission 3D for Fiscal Years 2005 Through 
2007, as of March 31, 2007’’; to the Committee 
on Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs. 

EC–2964. A communication from the Dis-
trict of Columbia Auditor, transmitting, pur-
suant to law, a report entitled, ‘‘Letter Re-
port: Audit of Advisory Neighborhood Com-
mission 6B for Fiscal Years 2005 Through 
2007, as of March 31, 2007’’; to the Committee 
on Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs. 

EC–2965. A communication from the Dis-
trict of Columbia Auditor, transmitting, pur-
suant to law, a report entitled, ‘‘Letter Re-
port: Audit of Advisory Neighborhood Com-
mission 4A for Fiscal Years 2005 through 
2007, as of March 31, 2007’’; to the Committee 
on Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs. 

EC–2966. A communication from the Gen-
eral Counsel, Office of Management and 
Budget, Executive Office of the President, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, (2) reports 
relative to vacancy announcements within 
the Department, received on August 27, 2007; 
to the Committee on Homeland Security and 
Governmental Affairs. 

EC–2967. A communication from the Chief 
Counsel, Federal Emergency Management 
Agency, Department of Homeland Security, 

transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Federal Emergency Manage-
ment Agency Touhy Regulations’’ ((RIN1660– 
AA54) (Docket No. FEMA–2007–0006)) received 
on August 27, 2007; to the Committee on 
Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs. 

EC–2968. A communication from the Asso-
ciate General Counsel for General Law, De-
partment of Homeland Security, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a nomi-
nation for the position of Assistant Sec-
retary for Health Affairs and Chief Medical 
Officer, received on August 27, 2007; to the 
Committee on Homeland Security and Gov-
ernmental Affairs. 

EC–2969. A communication from the Attor-
ney General, transmitting, pursuant to law, 
the Department’s Strategic Plan for fiscal 
years 2007 to 2012; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

EC–2970. A communication from the Under 
Secretary of Commerce (Intellectual Prop-
erty), transmitting, pursuant to law, the re-
port of a rule entitled ‘‘Changes to Practice 
for Continued Examination Filings, Patent 
Applications Containing Patentably Indis-
tinct Claims, and Examination of Claims in 
Patent Applications’’ ((RIN0651–AB93) 
(RIN0651–AB94)) received on August 8, 2007; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

EC–2971. A communication from the Prin-
cipal Deputy Assistant Attorney General, Of-
fice of Legislative Affairs, Department of 
Justice, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
Bureau of Justice Assistance’s annual report 
for fiscal year 2005; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

EC–2972. A communication from the Dep-
uty Assistant Administrator, Office of Diver-
sion Control, Department of Justice, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Elimination of Exemptions for 
Chemical Mixtures Containing the List I 
Chemicals Ephedrine and/or 
Pseudoephedrine’’ (RIN1117–AB11) received 
on August 27, 2007; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

EC–2973. A communication from the Dep-
uty White House Liaison, U.S. Attorney’s Of-
fice for the Northern District of Indiana, De-
partment of Justice, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a vacancy and the des-
ignation of an acting officer for the position 
of Acting U.S. Attorney, received on August 
27, 2007; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

f 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 

The following reports of committees 
were submitted: 

By Mr. LEAHY, from the Committee on 
the Judiciary, without amendment: 

S. 376. A bill to amend title 18, United 
States Code, to improve the provisions relat-
ing to the carrying of concealed weapons by 
law enforcement officers, and for other pur-
poses (Rept. No. 110–150). 

f 

INTRODUCTION OF BILLS AND 
JOINT RESOLUTIONS 

The following bills and joint resolu-
tions were introduced, read the first 
and second times by unanimous con-
sent, and referred as indicated: 

By Mr. MENENDEZ: 
S. 2018. A bill to allow the Department of 

Housing and Urban Development to better 
serve persons with limited proficiency in the 
English language by providing technical as-
sistance to recipients of Federal funds; to 
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the Committee on Banking, Housing, and 
Urban Affairs. 

By Mrs. HUTCHISON (for herself and 
Mr. CORNYN): 

S. 2019. A bill to prohibit the imposition 
and collection of tolls on certain highways 
constructed using Federal funds; to the Com-
mittee on Environment and Public Works. 

f 

SUBMISSION OF CONCURRENT AND 
SENATE RESOLUTIONS 

The following concurrent resolutions 
and Senate resolutions were read, and 
referred (or acted upon), as indicated: 

By Mr. THUNE (for himself, Mr. REID, 
Mr. MCCONNELL, Mr. AKAKA, Mr. AL-
EXANDER, Mr. ALLARD, Mr. BARRASSO, 
Mr. BAUCUS, Mr. BAYH, Mr. BENNETT, 
Mr. BIDEN, Mr. BINGAMAN, Mr. BOND, 
Mrs. BOXER, Mr. BROWN, Mr. 
BROWNBACK, Mr. BUNNING, Mr. BURR, 
Mr. BYRD, Ms. CANTWELL, Mr. 
CARDIN, Mr. CARPER, Mr. CASEY, Mr. 
CHAMBLISS, Mrs. CLINTON, Mr. 
COBURN, Mr. COCHRAN, Mr. COLEMAN, 
Ms. COLLINS, Mr. CONRAD, Mr. CORK-
ER, Mr. CORNYN, Mr. CRAIG, Mr. 
CRAPO, Mr. DEMINT, Mr. DODD, Mrs. 
DOLE, Mr. DOMENICI, Mr. DORGAN, Mr. 
DURBIN, Mr. ENSIGN, Mr. ENZI, Mr. 
FEINGOLD, Mrs. FEINSTEIN, Mr. 
GRAHAM, Mr. GRASSLEY, Mr. GREGG, 
Mr. HAGEL, Mr. HARKIN, Mr. HATCH, 
Mrs. HUTCHISON, Mr. INHOFE, Mr. 
INOUYE, Mr. ISAKSON, Mr. KENNEDY, 
Mr. KERRY, Ms. KLOBUCHAR, Mr. 
KOHL, Mr. KYL, Ms. LANDRIEU, Mr. 
LAUTENBERG, Mr. LEAHY, Mr. LEVIN, 
Mr. LIEBERMAN, Mrs. LINCOLN, Mr. 
LOTT, Mr. LUGAR, Mr. MARTINEZ, Mr. 
MCCAIN, Mrs. MCCASKILL, Mr. 
MENENDEZ, Ms. MIKULSKI, Ms. MUR-
KOWSKI, Mrs. MURRAY, Mr. NELSON of 
Florida, Mr. NELSON of Nebraska, Mr. 
OBAMA, Mr. PRYOR, Mr. REED, Mr. 
ROBERTS, Mr. ROCKEFELLER, Mr. 
SALAZAR, Mr. SANDERS, Mr. SCHUMER, 
Mr. SESSIONS, Mr. SHELBY, Mr. 
SMITH, Ms. SNOWE, Mr. SPECTER, Ms. 
STABENOW, Mr. STEVENS, Mr. SUNUNU, 
Mr. TESTER, Mr. VITTER, Mr. 
VOINOVICH, Mr. WARNER, Mr. WEBB, 
Mr. WHITEHOUSE, and Mr. WYDEN): 

S. Res. 306. A resolution concerning the re-
turn of Senator Tim Johnson; considered and 
agreed to. 

By Mr. ISAKSON (for himself and Mr. 
SALAZAR): 

S. Res. 307. A resolution supporting efforts 
to increase childhood cancer awareness, 
treatment, and research; to the Committee 
on Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions. 

By Mr. CHAMBLISS (for himself, Mr. 
ISAKSON, and Mrs. LINCOLN): 

S. Res. 308. A resolution congratulating the 
Warner Robins American Little League team 
of Warner Robins, Georgia, for winning the 
championship game of the Little League 
World Series; considered and agreed to.

f 

ADDITIONAL COSPONSORS

S. 156

At the request of Mr. WYDEN, the 
name of the Senator from Kentucky 
(Mr. BUNNING) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 156, a bill to make the morato-
rium on Internet access taxes and mul-
tiple and discriminatory taxes on elec-
tronic commerce permanent.

S. 367

At the request of Mr. DORGAN, the 
name of the Senator from New York 
(Mrs. CLINTON) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 367, a bill to amend the Tariff 
Act of 1930 to prohibit the import, ex-
port, and sale of goods made with 
sweatshop labor, and for other pur-
poses.

S. 604

At the request of Mr. LAUTENBERG, 
the names of the Senator from New 
Jersey (Mr. MENENDEZ) and the Sen-
ator from Arkansas (Mr. PRYOR) were 
added as cosponsors of S. 604, a bill to 
amend title 10, United States Code, to 
limit increases in the certain costs of 
health care services under the health 
care programs of the Department of 
Defense, and for other purposes.

S. 626

At the request of Mr. KENNEDY, the 
names of the Senator from Texas (Mrs. 
HUTCHISON) and the Senator from Ha-
waii (Mr. INOUYE) were added as co-
sponsors of S. 626, a bill to amend the 
Public Health Service Act to provide 
for arthritis research and public 
health, and for other purposes.

S. 630

At the request of Mr. COLEMAN, the 
name of the Senator from North Da-
kota (Mr. DORGAN) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 630, a bill to amend part 
C of title XVIII of the Social Security 
Act to provide for a minimum payment 
rate by Medicare Advantage organiza-
tions for services furnished by a crit-
ical access hospital and a rural health 
clinic under the Medicare program.

S. 651

At the request of Mr. HARKIN, the 
name of the Senator from Illinois (Mr. 
DURBIN) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
651, a bill to help promote the national 
recommendation of physical activity 
to kids, families, and communities 
across the United States.

S. 714

At the request of Mr. AKAKA, the 
name of the Senator from Massachu-
setts (Mr. KERRY) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 714, a bill to amend the 
Animal Welfare Act to ensure that all 
dogs and cats used by research facili-
ties are obtained legally.

S. 725

At the request of Mr. LEVIN, the 
names of the Senator from Illinois (Mr. 
OBAMA) and the Senator from Ohio 
(Mr. VOINOVICH) were added as cospon-
sors of S. 725, a bill to amend the Non-
indigenous Aquatic Nuisance Preven-
tion and Control Act of 1990 to reau-
thorize and improve that Act.

S. 772

At the request of Mr. KOHL, the name 
of the Senator from North Dakota (Mr. 
DORGAN) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
772, a bill to amend the Federal anti-
trust laws to provide expanded cov-
erage and to eliminate exemptions 
from such laws that are contrary to the 
public interest with respect to rail-
roads.

S. 790

At the request of Mr. LEAHY, his 
name was added as a cosponsor of S. 
790, a bill to amend the Richard B. Rus-
sell National School Lunch Act to per-
mit the simplified summer food pro-
grams to be carried out in all States 
and by all service institutions.

S. 807

At the request of Mr. SPECTER, his 
name was added as a cosponsor of S. 
807, a bill to amend the Comprehensive 
Environmental Response Compensation 
and Liability Act of 1980 to provide 
that manure shall not be considered to 
be a hazardous substance, pollutant, or 
contaminant.

S. 911

At the request of Mr. COLEMAN, the 
name of the Senator from North Caro-
lina (Mr. BURR) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 911, a bill to amend the Public 
Health Service Act to advance medical 
research and treatments into pediatric 
cancers, ensure patients and families 
have access to the current treatments 
and information regarding pediatric 
cancers, establish a population-based 
national childhood cancer database, 
and promote public awareness of pedi-
atric cancers.

S. 935

At the request of Mr. NELSON of Flor-
ida, the name of the Senator from New 
Jersey (Mr. MENENDEZ) was added as a 
cosponsor of S. 935, a bill to repeal the 
requirement for reduction of survivor 
annuities under the Survivor Benefit 
Plan by veterans’ dependency and in-
demnity compensation, and for other 
purposes.

S. 968

At the request of Mrs. BOXER, the 
name of the Senator from South Da-
kota (Mr. JOHNSON) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 968, a bill to amend the 
Foreign Assistance Act of 1961 to pro-
vide increased assistance for the pre-
vention, treatment, and control of tu-
berculosis, and for other purposes.

S. 988

At the request of Ms. MIKULSKI, the 
name of the Senator from North Caro-
lina (Mr. BURR) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 988, a bill to extend the termi-
nation date for the exemption of re-
turning workers from the numerical 
limitations for temporary workers.

S. 1060

At the request of Mr. BIDEN, the 
name of the Senator from Virginia (Mr. 
WEBB) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
1060, a bill to reauthorize the grant 
program for reentry of offenders into 
the community in the Omnibus Crime 
Control and Safe Streets Act of 1968, to 
improve reentry planning and imple-
mentation, and for other purposes.

S. 1107

At the request of Mr. SMITH, the 
name of the Senator from Minnesota 
(Ms. KLOBUCHAR) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1107, a bill to amend title 
XVIII of the Social Security Act to re-
duce cost-sharing under part D of such 
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title for certain non-institutionalized 
full-benefit dual eligible individuals.

S. 1239

At the request of Mr. ROCKEFELLER, 
the name of the Senator from Ohio 
(Mr. VOINOVICH) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 1239, a bill to amend the Inter-
nal Revenue Code of 1986 to extend the 
new markets tax credit through 2013, 
and for other purposes.

S. 1246

At the request of Mr. LIEBERMAN, the 
name of the Senator from North Caro-
lina (Mr. BURR) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 1246, a bill to establish and 
maintain a wildlife global animal in-
formation network for surveillance 
internationally to combat the growing 
threat of emerging diseases that in-
volve wild animals, such as bird flu, 
and for other purposes.

S. 1251

At the request of Mrs. LINCOLN, the 
name of the Senator from South Da-
kota (Mr. JOHNSON) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1251, a bill to amend the 
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to pro-
vide for the tax treatment of horses, 
and for other purposes.

S. 1306

At the request of Mr. OBAMA, the 
names of the Senator from Rhode Is-
land (Mr. WHITEHOUSE) and the Senator 
from Ohio (Mr. BROWN) were added as 
cosponsors of S. 1306, a bill to direct 
the Consumer Product Safety Commis-
sion to classify certain children’s prod-
ucts containing lead to be banned haz-
ardous substances.

S. 1310

At the request of Mr. SCHUMER, the 
name of the Senator from Missouri 
(Mrs. MCCASKILL) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1310, a bill to amend title 
XVIII of the Social Security Act to 
provide for an extension of increased 
payments for ground ambulance serv-
ices under the Medicare program.

S. 1338

At the request of Mr. ROCKEFELLER, 
the name of the Senator from Arkansas 
(Mr. PRYOR) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 1338, a bill to amend title XVIII of 
the Social Security Act to provide for 
a two-year moratorium on certain 
Medicare physician payment reduc-
tions for imaging services.

S. 1374

At the request of Mr. CASEY, the 
name of the Senator from Vermont 
(Mr. SANDERS) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 1374, a bill to assist States in 
making voluntary high quality full-day 
prekindergarten programs available 
and economically affordable for the 
families of all children for at least 1 
year preceding kindergarten.

S. 1416

At the request of Mrs. LINCOLN, the 
name of the Senator from South Da-
kota (Mr. JOHNSON) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1416, a bill to amend the 
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to make 

permanent the deduction for mortgage 
insurance premiums.

S. 1451

At the request of Mr. WHITEHOUSE, 
the name of the Senator from Michigan 
(Ms. STABENOW) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 1451, a bill to encourage the 
development of coordinated quality re-
forms to improve health care delivery 
and reduce the cost of care in the 
health care system.

S. 1459

At the request of Mr. MENENDEZ, the 
name of the Senator from Washington 
(Mrs. MURRAY) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 1459, a bill to strengthen the 
Nation’s research efforts to identify 
the causes and cure of psoriasis and 
psoriatic arthritis, expand psoriasis 
and psoriatic arthritis data collection, 
study access to and quality of care for 
people with psoriasis and psoriatic ar-
thritis, and for other purposes.

S. 1484

At the request of Mr. ROBERTS, the 
name of the Senator from South Da-
kota (Mr. JOHNSON) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1484, a bill to amend part 
B of title XVIII of the Social Security 
Act to restore the Medicare treatment 
of ownership of oxygen equipment to 
that in effect before enactment of the 
Deficit Reduction Act of 2005.

S. 1551

At the request of Mr. BROWN, the 
name of the Senator from California 
(Mrs. BOXER) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 1551, a bill to amend the Public 
Health Service Act with respect to 
making progress toward the goal of 
eliminating tuberculosis, and for other 
purposes.

S. 1555

At the request of Mr. LAUTENBERG, 
the name of the Senator from Rhode Is-
land (Mr. WHITEHOUSE) was added as a 
cosponsor of S. 1555, a bill to establish 
certain duties for pharmacies to ensure 
provision of Food and Drug Adminis-
tration-approved contraception, and 
for other purposes.

S. 1627

At the request of Mrs. LINCOLN, the 
name of the Senator from Ohio (Mr. 
BROWN) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
1627, a bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to extend and expand 
the benefits for businesses operating in 
empowerment zones, enterprise com-
munities, or renewal communities, and 
for other purposes.

S. 1651

At the request of Mr. KENNEDY, the 
name of the Senator from California 
(Mrs. FEINSTEIN) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1651, a bill to assist cer-
tain Iraqis who have worked directly 
with, or are threatened by their asso-
ciation with, the United States, and for 
other purposes.

S. 1661

At the request of Mr. DORGAN, the 
name of the Senator from California 

(Mrs. BOXER) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 1661, a bill to communicate United 
States travel policies and improve 
marketing and other activities de-
signed to increase travel in the United 
States from abroad.

S. 1738

At the request of Mr. BIDEN, the 
name of the Senator from Arkansas 
(Mrs. LINCOLN) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 1738, a bill to establish a Spe-
cial Counsel for Child Exploitation 
Prevention and Interdiction within the 
Office of the Deputy Attorney General, 
to improve the Internet Crimes 
Against Children Task Force, to in-
crease resources for regional computer 
forensic labs, and to make other im-
provements to increase the ability of 
law enforcement agencies to inves-
tigate and prosecute predators.

S. 1744

At the request of Mrs. BOXER, the 
name of the Senator from New Jersey 
(Mr. MENENDEZ) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 1744, a bill to prohibit the ap-
plication of certain restrictive eligi-
bility requirements to foreign non-
governmental organizations with re-
spect to the provision of assistance 
under part I of the Foreign Assistance 
Act of 1961.

S. 1760

At the request of Mr. BROWN, the 
name of the Senator from New Mexico 
(Mr. BINGAMAN) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 1760, a bill to amend the Pub-
lic Health Service Act with respect to 
the Healthy Start Initiative.

S. 1776

At the request of Mr. DURBIN, the 
name of the Senator from North Da-
kota (Mr. DORGAN) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1776, a bill to amend the 
Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act 
to establish a user fee program to en-
sure food safety, and for other pur-
poses.

S. 1792

At the request of Mr. BROWN, the 
name of the Senator from Wisconsin 
(Mr. FEINGOLD) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 1792, a bill to amend the Work-
er Adjustment and Retraining Notifica-
tion Act to improve such Act.

S. 1816

At the request of Mrs. CLINTON, the 
name of the Senator from Washington 
(Ms. CANTWELL) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 1816, a bill to authorize the 
Secretary of the Interior to establish a 
commemorative trail in connection 
with the Women’s Rights National His-
torical Park to link properties that are 
historically and thematically associ-
ated with the struggle for women’s suf-
frage, and for other purposes.

S. 1905

At the request of Ms. KLOBUCHAR, the 
name of the Senator from California 
(Mrs. FEINSTEIN) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1905, a bill to provide for 
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a rotating schedule for regional selec-
tion of delegates to a national Presi-
dential nominating convention, and for 
other purposes.

S. 1924

At the request of Mr. CARPER, the 
name of the Senator from Missouri 
(Mrs. MCCASKILL) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1924, a bill to amend chap-
ter 81 of title 5, United States Code, to 
create a presumption that a disability 
or death of a Federal employee in fire 
protection activities caused by any of 
certain diseases is the result of the per-
formance of such employee’s duty.

S. 1942

At the request of Mr. HARKIN, the 
name of the Senator from Connecticut 
(Mr. DODD) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 1942, a bill to amend part D of title 
V of the Elementary and Secondary 
Education Act of 1965 to provide grants 
for the renovation of schools.

S. 1951

At the request of Mr. BAUCUS, the 
names of the Senator from New Mexico 
(Mr. BINGAMAN), the Senator from Ne-
braska (Mr. HAGEL), and the Senator 
from Rhode Island (Mr. WHITEHOUSE) 
were added as cosponsors of S. 1951, a 
bill to amend title XIX of the Social 
Security Act to ensure that individuals 
eligible for medical assistance under 
the Medicaid program continue to have 
access to prescription drugs, and for 
other purposes.

S. 1954

At the request of Mr. BAUCUS, the 
names of the Senator from North Da-
kota (Mr. DORGAN) and the Senator 
from Rhode Island (Mr. WHITEHOUSE) 
were added as cosponsors of S. 1954, a 
bill to amend title XVIII of the Social 
Security Act to improve access to 
pharmacies under part D.

S. 1971

At the request of Mr. KERRY, the 
name of the Senator from New York 
(Mrs. CLINTON) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 1971, a bill to authorize a com-
petitive grant program to assist mem-
bers of the National Guard and Reserve 
and former and current members of the 
Armed Forces in securing employment 
in the private sector, and for other pur-
poses.

S. CON. RES. 31

At the request of Mr. FEINGOLD, the 
name of the Senator from South Da-
kota (Mr. JOHNSON) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. Con. Res. 31, a concurrent 
resolution expressing support for ad-
vancing vital United States interests 
through increased engagement in 
health programs that alleviate disease 
and reduce premature death in devel-
oping nations, especially through pro-
grams that combat high levels of infec-
tious disease, improve children’s and 
women’s health, decrease malnutrition, 
reduce unintended pregnancies, fight 
the spread of HIV/AIDS, encourage 
healthy behaviors, and strengthen 
health care capacity.

S. RES. 178

At the request of Mr. BINGAMAN, the 
name of the Senator from Pennsyl-
vania (Mr. CASEY) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. Res. 178, a resolution ex-
pressing the sympathy of the Senate to 
the families of women and girls mur-
dered in Guatemala, and encouraging 
the United States to work with Guate-
mala to bring an end to these crimes.

S. RES. 301

At the request of Mrs. LINCOLN, the 
names of the Senator from New York 
(Mr. SCHUMER), the Senator from New 
Jersey (Mr. MENENDEZ), the Senator 
from California (Mrs. BOXER), the Sen-
ator from Vermont (Mr. LEAHY), the 
Senator from Michigan (Ms. 
STABENOW), the Senator from Con-
necticut (Mr. DODD), the Senator from 
Colorado (Mr. SALAZAR), the Senator 
from Illinois (Mr. DURBIN), the Senator 
from Illinois (Mr. OBAMA), the Senator 
from Delaware (Mr. BIDEN), the Sen-
ator from Massachusetts (Mr. 
KENNEDY), the Senator from Delaware 
(Mr. CARPER), the Senator from Massa-
chusetts (Mr. KERRY), the Senator 
from California (Mrs. FEINSTEIN), the 
Senator from Georgia (Mr. CHAMBLISS), 
and the Senator from Pennsylvania 
(Mr. SPECTER) were added as cospon-
sors of S. Res. 301, a resolution recog-
nizing the 50th anniversary of the de-
segregation of Little Rock Central 
High School, one of the most signifi-
cant events in the American civil 
rights movement.

AMENDMENT NO. 2000

At the request of Mr. NELSON of Flor-
ida, the name of the Senator from New 
Jersey (Mr. MENENDEZ) was added as a 
cosponsor of amendment No. 2000 in-
tended to be proposed to H.R. 1585, to 
authorize appropriations for fiscal year 
2008 for military activities of the De-
partment of Defense, for military con-
struction, and for defense activities of 
the Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes.

AMENDMENT NO. 2661

At the request of Mr. FEINGOLD, the 
name of the Senator from Connecticut 
(Mr. LIEBERMAN) was added as a co-
sponsor of amendment No. 2661 pro-
posed to H.R. 2642, a bill making appro-
priations for military construction, the 
Department of Veterans Affairs, and 
related agencies for the fiscal year end-
ing September 30, 2008, and for other 
purposes. 

f 

SUBMITTED RESOLUTIONS 

SENATE RESOLUTION 306—CON-
CERNING THE RETURN OF SEN-
ATOR TIM JOHNSON 

Mr. THUNE (for himself, Mr. REID, 
Mr. MCCONNELL, Mr. AKAKA, Mr. ALEX-
ANDER, Mr. ALLARD, Mr. BARRASSO, Mr. 
BAUCUS, Mr. BAYH, Mr. BENNETT, Mr. 

BIDEN, Mr. BINGAMAN, Mr. BOND, Mrs. 
BOXER, Mr. BROWN, Mr. BROWNBACK, 
Mr. BUNNING, Mr. BURR, Mr. BYRD, Ms. 
CANTWELL, Mr. CARDIN, Mr. CARPER, 
Mr. CASEY, Mr. CHAMBLISS, Mrs. CLIN-
TON, Mr. COBURN, Mr. COCHRAN, Mr. 
COLEMAN, Ms. COLLINS, Mr. CONRAD, 
Mr. CORKER, Mr. CORNYN, Mr. CRAIG, 
Mr. CRAPO, Mr. DEMINT, Mr. DODD, 
Mrs. DOLE, Mr. DOMENICI, Mr. DORGAN, 
Mr. DURBIN, Mr. ENSIGN, Mr. ENZI, Mr. 
FEINGOLD, Mrs. FEINSTEIN, Mr. 
GRAHAM, Mr. GRASSLEY, Mr. GREGG, 
Mr. HAGEL, Mr. HARKIN, Mr. HATCH, 
Mrs. HUTCHISON, Mr. INHOFE, Mr. 
INOUYE, Mr. ISAKSON, Mr. KENNEDY, Mr. 
KERRY, Ms. KLOBUCHAR, Mr. KOHL, Mr. 
KYL, Ms. LANDRIEU, Mr. LAUTENBERG, 
Mr. LEAHY, Mr. LEVIN, Mr. LIEBERMAN, 
Mrs. LINCOLN, Mr. LOTT, Mr. LUGAR, 
Mr. MARTINEZ, Mr. MCCAIN, Mrs. 
MCCASKILL, Mr. MENENDEZ, Ms. MIKUL-
SKI, Ms. MURKOWSKI, Mrs. MURRAY, Mr. 
NELSON of Florida, Mr. NELSON of Ne-
braska, Mr. OBAMA, Mr. PRYOR, Mr. 
REED, Mr. ROBERTS, Mr. ROCKEFELLER, 
Mr. SALAZAR, Mr. SANDERS, Mr. SCHU-
MER, Mr. SESSIONS, Mr. SHELBY, Mr. 
SMITH, Ms. SNOWE, Mr. SPECTER, Ms. 
STABENOW, Mr. STEVENS, Mr. SUNUNU, 
Mr. TESTER, Mr. VITTER, Mr. 
VOINOVICH, Mr. WARNER, Mr. WEBB, Mr. 
WHITEHOUSE, Mr. WYDEN) submitted the 
following resolution; which was consid-
ered and agreed to: 

S. RES. 306 

Whereas Tim Johnson is returning to the 
United States Senate after an absence to re-
cuperate from an intracranial hemorrhage 
suffered on December 13, 2006: Now, there-
fore, be it 

Resolved, That, as Senator Tim Johnson re-
turns to the Senate, his fellow Members of 
the Senate extend their warmest welcome 
and express their personal happiness at his 
return, and offer their very best wishes for 
his continued good health. 

f 

SENATE RESOLUTION 307—SUP-
PORTING EFFORTS TO INCREASE 
CHILDHOOD CANCER AWARE-
NESS, TREATMENT, AND RE-
SEARCH 
Mr. ISAKSON (for himself and Mr. 

SALAZAR) submitted the following reso-
lution; which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Health, Education, Labor, 
and Pensions: 

S. RES. 307 

Whereas an estimated 12,400 children are 
diagnosed with cancer each year; 

Whereas cancer is the leading cause of 
death by disease in children under age 15; 

Whereas an estimated 2,300 children die 
from cancer each year; 

Whereas the incidence of cancer among 
children in the United States is rising by 
about 1 percent each year; 

Whereas 1 in every 330 people in the United 
States develops cancer before age 20; 

Whereas approximately 8 percent of deaths 
of individuals between 1 and 19 years old are 
caused by cancer; 

Whereas, while some progress has been 
made, a number of opportunities for child-
hood cancer research still remain unfunded 
or underfunded; 
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Whereas limited resources for childhood 

cancer research can hinder the recruitment 
of investigators and physicians to field of pe-
diatric oncology; 

Whereas the results of peer-reviewed clin-
ical trials have helped to raise the standard 
of care for pediatrics and have improved can-
cer survival rates among children; 

Whereas the number of survivors of child-
hood cancers continues to increase, with 
about 1 in 640 adults between ages 20 to 39 
having a history of cancer; 

Whereas up to 2⁄3 of childhood cancer sur-
vivors are likely to experience at least 1 late 
effect from treatment, which may be life- 
threatening; 

Whereas some late effects of cancer treat-
ment are identified early in follow-up and 
are easily resolved, while others may become 
chronic problems in adulthood and have seri-
ous consequences; and 

Whereas 89 percent of children with cancer 
experience substantial suffering in the last 
month of life: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That it is the sense of Senate 
that Congress should support— 

(1) public and private sector efforts to pro-
mote awareness about— 

(A) the incidence of cancer among chil-
dren; 

(B) the signs and symptoms of cancer in 
children; 

(C) options for the treatment of, and long- 
term follow-up for, childhood cancers; 

(2) increased public and private investment 
in childhood cancer research to improve pre-
vention, diagnosis, treatment, rehabilita-
tion, post-treatment monitoring, and long- 
term survival; 

(3) policies that provide incentives to en-
courage medical trainees and investigators 
to enter the field of pediatric oncology; 

(4) policies that provide incentives to en-
courage the development of drugs and bio-
logics designed to treat pediatric cancers; 

(5) policies that encourage participation in 
clinical trials; 

(6) medical education curricula designed to 
improve pain management for cancer pa-
tients; and 

(7) policies that enhance education, serv-
ices, and other resources related to late ef-
fects from treatment. 

f 

SENATE RESOLUTION 308—CON-
GRATULATING THE WARNER 
ROBINS AMERICAN LITTLE 
LEAGUE TEAM OF WARNER ROB-
INS, GEORGIA, FOR WINNING 
THE CHAMPIONSHIP GAME OF 
THE LITTLE LEAGUE WORLD SE-
RIES 
Mr. CHAMBLISS (for himself and Mr. 

ISAKSON, and Mrs. LINCOLN) submitted 
the following resolution; which was 
considered and agreed to: 

S. RES. 308 

Whereas, on August 26, 2007, the Warner 
Robins American Little League team de-
feated the Tokyo Kitasuna Little League 
team of Tokyo, Japan, by 3 runs to 2 runs to 
win the 61st annual Little League Baseball 
World Series; 

Whereas the Warner Robins American Lit-
tle League team had an impressive record of 
20 wins and only 1 loss; 

Whereas the success of the Warner Robins 
American Little League team depended on 
the tremendous dedication and sportsman-
ship of the team, including— 

(1) Keaton Allen, who played outfield and 
pitched for the team; 

(2) Dalton Carriker, who played shortstop 
and pitched for the team; 

(3) Zane Conlon, who played 2nd base, 
shortstop, outfield, and pitched for the team; 

(4) Hunter Jackson, who played 3rd base; 
(5) Taylor Lay, who played 2nd base and 

outfield; 
(6) Nick Martens, who played 2nd base and 

outfield; 
(7) Payton Purvis, who played outfield; 
(8) Kendall Scott, who pitched and caught 

for the team; 
(9) Hunt Smith, who played 1st base and 

outfield; 
(10) David Umphreyville, who played out-

field and caught for the team; 
(11) Micah Wells, who played 1st base; and 
(12) Clint Wynn, who played outfield and 

pitched for the team; 

Whereas the Warner Robins American Lit-
tle League team was managed by Mickey 
Lay and coached by Mike Conlon, Tommy 
Morris, and Mike Smith, each of whom dem-
onstrated leadership, professionalism, and 
respect for the players they led and the game 
of baseball; 

Whereas the fans of the Warner Robins 
American Little League team showed enthu-
siasm, support, and courtesy for the game of 
baseball and all of the players and coaches; 

Whereas the performance of the Warner 
Robins American Little League team dem-
onstrated to parents and communities 
throughout the United States that athletic 
participation builds character and leadership 
in children; 

Whereas the Warner Robins American Lit-
tle League team became the second consecu-
tive team from the State of Georgia to win 
the Little League World Series, following 
the win by the Columbus Northern Little 
League team in 2006; 

Whereas Georgia is only the 4th State to 
produce back-to-back champions in the 61- 
year history of the Little League World Se-
ries and the first State to win back-to-back 
titles since 1992-1993; 

Whereas every team from the State of 
Georgia that has participated in the Little 
League World Series has won the Champion-
ship; and 

Whereas the Warner Robins American Lit-
tle League team brought pride and honor to 
the State of Georgia and the United States: 
Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 
(1) congratulates and honors the Warner 

Robins American Little League team and the 
loyal fans who supported the team on win-
ning the 61st annual Little League Baseball 
World Series; 

(2) recognizes and commends the hard 
work, dedication, determination, and com-
mitment to excellence of the members, par-
ents, coaches, and managers of the Warner 
Robins American Little League team; 

(3) recognizes and commends the people of 
Warner Robins, Georgia, for the outstanding 
loyalty and support that they displayed for 
the Warner Robins American Little League 
team throughout the season; 

(4) commends Little League Baseball for 
continuing the tradition of encouraging the 
development of sportsmanship and con-
fidence in youth by sponsoring world-class 
baseball; and 

(5) respectfully requests— 
(A) that the American people recognize the 

achievements of the Warner Robins Amer-
ican Little League team; and 

(B) that the Secretary of the Senate trans-
mit an enrolled copy of this resolution to— 

(i) the City of Warner Robins; and 

(ii) the Warner Robins American Little 
League Baseball team for appropriate dis-
play. 

f 

AMENDMENTS SUBMITTED AND 
PROPOSED 

SA 2662. Mr. SALAZAR submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill H.R. 2642, making appropriations 
for military construction, the Department of 
Veterans Affairs, and related agencies for 
the fiscal year ending September 30, 2008, and 
for other purposes; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 2663. Mr. HAGEL submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 2642, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 2664. Mr. SANDERS submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill H.R. 2642, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 2665. Mr. SANDERS submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill H.R. 2642, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 2666. Mr. MCCONNELL (for himself and 
Mr. BUNNING) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by him to the bill H.R. 
2642, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 2667. Mr. SANDERS submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill H.R. 2642, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 2668. Mr. TESTER (for himself, Mr. 
BYRD, Mr. BROWN, Mrs. MCCASKILL, Mr. 
SALAZAR, and Mr. JOHNSON) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill H.R. 2642, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 2669. Mr. TESTER (for himself, Mr. 
BYRD, Mr. BROWN, Mrs. MCCASKILL, Mr. 
SALAZAR, and Mr. JOHNSON) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill H.R. 2642, supra. 

SA 2670. Mr. SALAZAR (for himself and 
Mr. ALLARD) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by him to the bill H.R. 
2642, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 2671. Ms. LANDRIEU submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by her 
to the bill H.R. 2642, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 2672. Mr. BROWN (for himself and Mr. 
TESTER) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed by him to the bill H.R. 2642, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 2673. Mr. BROWN submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 2642, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 2674. Mrs. BOXER submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by her to the 
bill H.R. 2642, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 2675. Mrs. BOXER submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by her to the 
bill H.R. 2642, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 2676. Mrs. BOXER (for herself and Mr. 
LIEBERMAN) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by her to the bill H.R. 
2642, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 2677. Mrs. MURRAY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by her 
to the bill H.R. 2642, supra. 

SA 2678. Ms. LANDRIEU submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by her 
to the bill H.R. 2642, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 
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SA 2679. Ms. LANDRIEU submitted an 

amendment intended to be proposed by her 
to the bill H.R. 2642, supra. 

SA 2680. Ms. STABENOW (for herself and 
Mr. LEVIN) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by her to the bill H.R. 
2642, supra. 

SA 2681. Mrs. HUTCHISON submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by her 
to the bill H.R. 2642, supra. 

SA 2682. Mr. STEVENS (for himself, Ms. 
MURKOWSKI, and Mr. INOUYE) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill H.R. 2642, supra. 

SA 2683. Mrs. BOXER submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by her to the 
bill H.R. 2642, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 2684. Mrs. BOXER submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by her to the 
bill H.R. 2642, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 2685. Mr. SALAZAR (for himself and 
Mr. ALLARD) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by him to the bill H.R. 
1585, to authorize appropriations for fiscal 
year 2008 for military activities of the De-
partment of Defense, for military construc-
tion, and for defense activities of the Depart-
ment of Energy, to prescribe military per-
sonnel strengths for such fiscal year, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 2686. Mr. DEMINT proposed an amend-
ment to the bill H.R. 2642, making appropria-
tions for military construction, the Depart-
ment of Veterans Affairs, and related agen-
cies for the fiscal year ending September 30, 
2008, and for other purposes. 

SA 2687. Mr. COLEMAN (for himself, Mr. 
ALLARD, and Ms. KLOBUCHAR) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill H.R. 2642, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 2688. Mr. ALLARD submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill H.R. 2642, supra. 

f 

TEXT OF AMENDMENTS 

SA 2662. Mr. SALAZAR submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 2642, making ap-
propriations for military construction, 
the Department of Veterans Affairs, 
and related agencies for the fiscal year 
ending September 30, 2008, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

On page 50, between lines 17 and 18, insert 
the following: 

SEC. 408. None of the funds appropriated or 
otherwise made available by this Act may be 
used for any action that is related to or pro-
motes the expansion of the boundaries or 
size of the Pinon Canyon Maneuver Site, Col-
orado. 

SA 2663. Mr. HAGEL submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 2642, making ap-
propriations for military construction, 
the Department of Veterans Affairs, 
and related agencies for the fiscal year 
ending September 30, 2008, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

On page 46, between lines 2 and 3, insert 
the following: 

SEC. 227. It is the sense of Congress that, in 
order to expedite construction projects of 

the Department of Veterans Affairs and any 
other real property improvements of the De-
partment that are authorized, or for which 
funds are appropriated, by this Act, use of 
the design-build method of project delivery, 
in which one entity provides both design and 
construction services, is encouraged. 

SA 2664. Mr. SANDERS submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 2642, making ap-
propriations for military construction, 
the Department of Veterans Affairs, 
and related agencies for the fiscal year 
ending September 30, 2008, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

On page 46, between lines 2 and 3, insert 
the following: 

SEC. 227. None of the funds appropriated or 
otherwise made available by this Act may be 
used during fiscal year 2008 to round down 
dollar amounts to the next lower whole dol-
lar for payments of the following: 

(1) Disability compensation under section 
1114 of 38, United States Code. 

(2) Additional compensation for dependents 
under section 1115(1) of such title. 

(3) Clothing allowance under section 1162 of 
such title. 

(4) Dependency and indemnity compensa-
tion to surviving spouse under subsections 
(a) through (d) of section 1311 of such title. 

(5) Dependency and indemnity compensa-
tion to children under sections 1313(a) and 
1314 of such title. 

SA 2665. Mr. SANDERS submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 2642, making ap-
propriations for military construction, 
the Department of Veterans Affairs, 
and related agencies for the fiscal year 
ending September 30, 2008, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

On page 46, between lines 2 and 3, insert 
the following: 

SEC. 227. Of the amount appropriated or 
otherwise made available by this title under 
the heading ‘‘MEDICAL SERVICES’’, $13,000,000 
shall be available for the National Center for 
Post-Traumatic Stress Disorder. 

SA 2666. Mr. MCCONNELL (for him-
self and Mr. BUNNING) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 2642, making ap-
propriations for military construction, 
the Department of Veterans Affairs, 
and related agencies for the fiscal year 
ending September 30, 2008, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

On page 23, between lines 4 and 5, insert 
the following: 

SEC. 127. (a) The amount appropriated or 
otherwise made available by this title for 
‘‘CHEMICAL DEMILITARIZATION CONSTRUCTION, 
DEFENSE-WIDE’’ is hereby increased by 
$17,000,000. 

(b) Of the amount appropriated or other-
wise made available by this title for ‘‘CHEM-
ICAL DEMILITARIZATION CONSTRUCTION, DE-
FENSE-WIDE’’, as increased by subsection (a), 
$17,000,000 shall be available for the construc-
tion of a munitions demilitarization facility 
at Blue Grass Army Depot, Kentucky. 

(c) The amount of the increase under sub-
section (a) shall be derived from unobligated 

balances from the amounts appropriated or 
otherwise made available for military qual-
ity of life and veterans affairs from prior fis-
cal years. 

SA 2667. Mr. SANDERS submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 2642, making ap-
propriations for military construction, 
the Department of Veterans Affairs, 
and related agencies for the fiscal year 
ending September 30, 2008, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 
SEC. ll. PROHIBITION ON REQUIRING ADOP-

TION OF CERTAIN ‘‘CROWD-OUT’’ 
STRATEGIES AND CERTAIN ASSUR-
ANCES AS A CONDITION OF AP-
PROVAL FOR EXPANSION OF AN IN-
COME ELIGIBILITY LEVEL FOR CHIL-
DREN UNDER THE STATE CHIL-
DREN’S HEALTH INSURANCE PRO-
GRAM (SCHIP). 

The requirements set forth in the August 
17, 2007, letter to State Health Officials from 
the Director of the Center for Medicaid and 
State Operations in the Centers for Medicare 
& Medicaid Services requiring States that 
expand the income eligibility level for chil-
dren under the State Children’s Health In-
surance Program (SCHIP) above 250 percent 
of the Federal poverty level to adopt the 5 
crowd-out strategies described in such letter 
with the components identified therein, and 
to provide certain assurances described in 
such letter, are null and void and shall not 
be applied. 

SA 2668. Mr. TESTER (for himself, 
Mr. BYRD, Mr. BROWN, Mrs. MCCASKILL, 
Mr. SALAZAR, and Mr. JOHNSON) sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the bill H.R. 2642, 
making appropriations for military 
construction, the Department of Vet-
erans Affairs, and related agencies for 
the fiscal year ending September 30, 
2008, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

On page 46, between lines 2 and 3, insert 
the following: 

SEC. 227. (a) ADDITIONAL AMOUNT FOR MED-
ICAL SERVICES.—The amount appropriated or 
otherwise made available by this title under 
the heading ‘‘MEDICAL SERVICES’’ is hereby 
increased by $125,000,000. 

(b) AVAILABILITY.—(1) Of the amount ap-
propriated or otherwise made available by 
this title under the heading ‘‘MEDICAL SERV-
ICES’’, as increased by subsection (a), 
$125,000,000 shall be available for the Vet-
erans Beneficiary Travel Program to use the 
mileage reimbursement rate prescribed by 
the Administrator of General Services under 
section 5707(b) of title 5, United States Code, 
for the use of privately owned vehicles by 
Government employees on official business 
(when a Government vehicle is available), 
without adjusting the deductible established 
under section 111(c)(1) of title 38, United 
States Code. 

(2) The amount available for the Veterans 
Beneficiary Travel Program under this sub-
section is in addition to any other amounts 
available for that program under this title. 

(c) OFFSET.—The amount appropriated or 
otherwise made available by this title for the 
Veterans Health Administration under the 
heading ‘‘MEDICAL ADMINISTRATION’’ is hereby 
decreased by $125,000,000. 
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SA 2669. Mr. TESTER (for himself, 

Mr. BYRD, Mr. BROWN, Mrs. MCCASKILL, 
Mr. SALAZAR, and Mr. JOHNSON) sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the bill H.R. 2642, 
making appropriations for military 
construction, the Department of Vet-
erans Affairs, and related agencies for 
the fiscal year ending September 30, 
2008, and for other purposes; as follows: 

On page 46, between lines 2 and 3, insert 
the following: 

SEC. 227. (a) ADDITIONAL AMOUNT FOR MED-
ICAL SERVICES.—The amount appropriated or 
otherwise made available by this title under 
the heading ‘‘MEDICAL SERVICES’’ is hereby 
increased by $125,000,000. 

(b) AVAILABILITY.—Of the amount appro-
priated or otherwise made available by this 
title under the heading ‘‘MEDICAL SERVICES’’, 
as increased by subsection (a), $125,000,000 
shall be available for the Veterans Bene-
ficiary Travel Program. The amount avail-
able for the Veterans Beneficiary Travel Pro-
gram under this subsection is in addition to 
any other amounts available for that pro-
gram under this title. 

(c) OFFSET.—The amount appropriated or 
otherwise made available by this title for the 
Veterans Health Administration under the 
heading ‘‘MEDICAL ADMINISTRATION’’ is hereby 
decreased by $125,000,000. 

SA 2670. Mr. SALAZAR (for himself 
and Mr. ALLARD) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill H.R. 2642, making appropria-
tions for military construction, the De-
partment of Veterans Affairs, and re-
lated agencies for the fiscal year end-
ing September 30, 2008, and for other 
purposes; which was ordered to lie on 
the table; as follows: 

On page 23, between lines 4 and 5, insert 
the following: 

SEC. 127. (a) The amount appropriated or 
otherwise made available by this title for 
‘‘CHEMICAL DEMILITARIZATION CONSTRUCTION, 
DEFENSE-WIDE’’ is hereby increased by 
$32,000,000. 

(b) Of the amount appropriated or other-
wise made available by this title for ‘‘CHEM-
ICAL DEMILITARIZATION CONSTRUCTION, DE-
FENSE-WIDE’’, as increased by subsection (a), 
$32,000,000 shall be available for the construc-
tion of a munitions demilitarization facility 
at Pueblo Chemical Depot, Colorado. 

(c) The amount of the increase under sub-
section (a) shall be derived from unobligated 
balances from the amounts appropriated or 
otherwise made available for military qual-
ity of life and veterans affairs from prior fis-
cal years. 

SA 2671. Ms. LANDRIEU submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
by her to the bill H.R. 2642, making ap-
propriations for military construction, 
the Department of Veterans Affairs, 
and related agencies for the fiscal year 
ending September 30, 2008, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

On page 46, between lines 2 and 3, insert 
the following: 

SEC. 227. (a) REPORTS ON RECONSTRUCTION 
OF DEPARTMENT OF VETERANS AFFAIRS MED-
ICAL CENTER IN NEW ORLEANS, LOUISIANA.— 
(1) Not later than October 1 and April 1 each 
year, the Secretary of Veterans Affairs shall 

submit to the Subcommittees of Congress re-
ferred to in section 407 a report on the cur-
rent status of the reconstruction of the De-
partment of Veterans Affairs Medical Center 
in New Orleans, Louisiana. Each report shall 
include the following: 

(A) The current status of the reconstruc-
tion of the Medical Center, including the sta-
tus of any ongoing environmental assess-
ments, the status of any current construc-
tion, and an assessment of the adequacy of 
funding necessary to complete the recon-
struction. 

(B) If reconstruction of the Medical Center 
is subject to any major delay— 

(i) a description of each such delay; 
(ii) an explanation for each such delay; and 
(iii) a description of the action being taken 

or planned to address the delay. 
(C) A description of current and antici-

pated funding for the reconstruction of the 
Medical Center, including an estimate of any 
additional funding required for the recon-
struction. 

(2) The requirement in paragraph (1) shall 
cease on the day that the reconstruction of 
the Medical Center referred to in that para-
graph is completed. 

(b) REPORT ON DESIGNATION OF DEPART-
MENT OF VETERANS AFFAIRS MEDICAL CENTER 
IN NEW ORLEANS AS POLYTRAUMA REHABILI-
TATION CENTER OR POLYTRAUMA NETWORK 
SITE.—Not later than 60 days after the date 
of the enactment of this Act, the Secretary 
shall submit to the Subcommittees of Con-
gress referred to in section 407 a report set-
ting forth the recommendation of the Sec-
retary as to whether or not the Department 
of Veterans Affairs Medical Center being re-
constructed in new Orleans, Louisiana, 
should be designated as a tier I polytrauma 
rehabilitation center or a polytrauma net-
work site. 

SA 2672. Mr. BROWN (for himself and 
Mr. TESTER) submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 2642, making appropriations 
for military construction, the Depart-
ment of Veterans Affairs, and related 
agencies for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2008, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

On page 23, between lines 4 and 5, insert 
the following: 

SEC. 127. (a) The amount appropriated or 
otherwise made available by this title for 
‘‘MILITARY CONSTRUCTION, DEFENSE-WIDE’’ is 
hereby increased by $20,000,000. 

(b) Of the amount appropriated or other-
wise made available by this title for ‘‘MILI-
TARY CONSTRUCTION, DEFENSE-WIDE’’, as in-
creased by subsection (a), $20,000,000 shall be 
available for the modernizing and renovation 
of canine facilities of the Armed Forces. 

SA 2673. Mr. BROWN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 2642, making ap-
propriations for military construction, 
the Department of Veterans Affairs, 
and related agencies for the fiscal year 
ending September 30, 2008, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

On page 46, between lines 2 and 3, insert 
the following: 

SEC. 227. None of the funds appropriated or 
otherwise made available by this Act or any 
other Act for the Department of Veterans 
Affairs may be used in a manner that is in-
consistent with— 

(1) section 842 of the Transportation, 
Treasury, Housing and Urban Development, 
the Judiciary, and Independent Agencies Ap-
propriations Act, 2006 (Public Law 109–115; 
119 Stat. 2506); or 

(2) section 8110(a)(5) of title 38, United 
States Code. 

SA 2674. Mrs. BOXER submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
her to the bill H.R. 2642, making appro-
priations for military construction, the 
Department of Veterans Affairs, and 
related agencies for the fiscal year end-
ing September 30, 2008, and for other 
purposes; which was ordered to lie on 
the table; as follows: 

On page 46, between lines 2 and 3, insert 
the following: 

SEC. 227. Section 4332 of title 38, United 
States Code, is amended— 

(1) by redesignating paragraphs (2), (3), (4), 
(5), and (6) as paragraphs (3), (4), (5), (6), and 
(7) respectively; 

(2) by inserting after paragraph (1) the fol-
lowing new paragraph (2): 

‘‘(2) The number of complaints received by 
the Department of Defense under this chap-
ter during the fiscal year for which the re-
port is made regarding violations of the em-
ployment and reemployment rights of Re-
serves under this chapter.’’; and 

(3) in paragraph (5), as so redesignated, by 
striking ‘‘(2), or (3)’’ and inserting ‘‘(2), (3), 
or (4)’’. 

SA 2675. Mrs. BOXER submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
her to the bill H.R. 2642, making appro-
priations for military construction, the 
Department of Veterans Affairs, and 
related agencies for the fiscal year end-
ing September 30, 2008, and for other 
purposes; which was ordered to lie on 
the table; as follows: 

On page 46, between lines 2 and 3, insert 
the following: 

SEC. 227. Section 3485(a)(4) of title 38, 
United States Code, is amended by striking 
‘‘June 30, 2007’’ each place it appears and in-
serting ‘‘June 30, 2012’’. 

SA 2676. Mrs. BOXER (for herself and 
Mr. LIEBERMAN) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by her to 
the bill H.R. 2642, making appropria-
tions for military construction, the De-
partment of Veterans Affairs, and re-
lated agencies for the fiscal year end-
ing September 30, 2008, and for other 
purposes; which was ordered to lie on 
the table; as follows: 

On page 46, between lines 2 and 3, insert 
the following: 

SEC. 227. Section 1980A(b)(1) of title 38, 
United States Code, is amended by adding at 
the end the following new subparagraph: 

‘‘(I) The inability to carry out the activi-
ties of daily living due to Post-Traumatic 
Stress Disorder (PTSD) that is acquired as a 
direct result of combat experience.’’. 

SA 2677. Mrs. MURRAY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
her to the bill H.R. 2642, making appro-
priations for military construction, the 
Department of Veterans Affairs, and 
related agencies for the fiscal year end-
ing September 30, 2008, and for other 
purposes; as follows: 
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On page 46, between lines 2 and 3, insert 

the following: 
SEC. 227. (a) AUTHORITY FOR TRANSFER OF 

FUNDS TO SECRETARY OF HEALTH AND HUMAN 
SERVICES TO TRAIN PSYCHOLOGISTS.—Upon a 
determination by the Secretary of Veterans 
Affairs that such action is in the national in-
terest, the Secretary of Veterans Affairs 
may transfer not more than $5,000,000 to the 
Secretary of Health and Human Services for 
the Graduate Psychology Education Pro-
gram to support increased training of psy-
chologists skilled in the treatment of post- 
traumatic stress disorder, traumatic brain 
injury, and related disorders. 

(b) LIMITATION ON USE OF TRANSFERRED 
FUNDS.—The Secretary of Health and Human 
Services may only use funds transferred 
under this section for the purposes described 
in subsection (a). 

(c) NOTIFICATION.—The Secretary of Vet-
erans Affairs shall notify Congress of any 
such transfer of funds under this section. 

SA 2678. Ms. LANDRIEU submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
by her to the bill H.R. 2642, making ap-
propriations for military construction, 
the Department of Veterans Affairs, 
and related agencies for the fiscal year 
ending September 30, 2008, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

On page 46, between lines 2 and 3, insert 
the following: 

SEC. 227. (a) REPORTS ON RECONSTRUCTION 
OF DEPARTMENT OF VETERANS AFFAIRS MED-
ICAL CENTER IN NEW ORLEANS, LOUISIANA.— 
(1) Not later than October 1 and April 1 each 
year, the Secretary of Veterans Affairs must 
submit to the Committees on Appropriations 
a report on the current status of the recon-
struction of the Department of Veterans Af-
fairs Medical Center in New Orleans, Lou-
isiana. Each report shall include the fol-
lowing: 

(A) The current status of the reconstruc-
tion of the Medical Center, including the sta-
tus of any ongoing environmental assess-
ments, the status of any current construc-
tion, and an assessment of the adequacy of 
funding necessary to complete the recon-
struction. 

(B) If reconstruction of the Medical Center 
is subject to any major delay— 

(i) a description of each such delay; 
(ii) an explanation for each such delay; and 
(iii) a description of the action being taken 

or planned to address the delay. 
(C) A description of current and antici-

pated funding for the reconstruction of the 
Medical Center, including an estimate of any 
additional funding required for the recon-
struction. 

(2) The requirement in paragraph (1) shall 
cease on the day that the reconstruction of 
the Medical Center referred to in that para-
graph is completed. 

(b) REPORT ON DESIGNATION OF DEPART-
MENT OF VETERANS AFFAIRS MEDICAL CENTER 
IN NEW ORLEANS AS POLYTRAUMA REHABILI-
TATION CENTER OR POLYTRAUMA NETWORK 
SITE.—Not later than 60 days after the date 
of the enactment of this Act, the Secretary 
must submit to the Committees on Appro-
priations a report setting forth the rec-
ommendation of the Secretary as to whether 
or not the Department of Veterans Affairs 
Medical Center being reconstructed in new 
Orleans, Louisiana, should be designated as a 
tier I polytrauma rehabilitation center or a 
polytrauma network site. 

SA 2679. Ms. LANDRIEU submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 

by her to the bill H.R. 2642, making ap-
propriations for military construction, 
the Department of Veterans Affairs, 
and related agencies for the fiscal year 
ending September 30, 2008, and for 
other purposes; as follows: 

On page 46, between lines 2 and 3, insert 
the following: 

SEC. 227. (a) REPORTS ON RECONSTRUCTION 
OF DEPARTMENT OF VETERANS AFFAIRS MED-
ICAL CENTER IN NEW ORLEANS, LOUISIANA.— 
(1) Not later than October 1 and April 1 each 
year, the Secretary of Veterans Affairs shall 
submit to the Committees on Appropriations 
a report on the current status of the recon-
struction of the Department of Veterans Af-
fairs Medical Center in New Orleans, Lou-
isiana. Each report shall include the fol-
lowing: 

(A) The current status of the reconstruc-
tion of the Medical Center, including the sta-
tus of any ongoing environmental assess-
ments, the status of any current construc-
tion, and an assessment of the adequacy of 
funding necessary to complete the recon-
struction. 

(B) If reconstruction of the Medical Center 
is subject to any major delay— 

(i) a description of each such delay; 
(ii) an explanation for each such delay; and 
(iii) a description of the action being taken 

or planned to address the delay. 
(C) A description of current and antici-

pated funding for the reconstruction of the 
Medical Center, including an estimate of any 
additional funding required for the recon-
struction. 

(2) The requirement in paragraph (1) shall 
cease on the day that the reconstruction of 
the Medical Center referred to in that para-
graph is completed. 

(b) REPORT ON DESIGNATION OF DEPART-
MENT OF VETERANS AFFAIRS MEDICAL CENTER 
IN NEW ORLEANS AS POLYTRAUMA REHABILI-
TATION CENTER OR POLYTRAUMA NETWORK 
SITE.—Not later than 60 days after the date 
of the enactment of this Act, the Secretary 
shall submit to the Committees on Appro-
priations a report setting forth the rec-
ommendation of the Secretary as to whether 
or not the Department of Veterans Affairs 
Medical Center being reconstructed in new 
Orleans, Louisiana, should be designated as a 
tier I polytrauma rehabilitation center or a 
polytrauma network site. 

SA 2680. Ms. STABENOW (for herself 
and Mr. LEVIN) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by her to 
the bill H.R. 2642, making appropria-
tions for military construction, the De-
partment of Veterans Affairs, and re-
lated agencies for the fiscal year end-
ing September 30, 2008, and for other 
purposes; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 
SEC. lll. LIEUTENANT COLONEL CLEMENT C. 

VAN WAGONER DEPARTMENT OF 
VETERANS AFFAIRS CLINIC. 

(a) DESIGNATION.—The Department of Vet-
erans Affairs clinic located in Alpena, Michi-
gan, shall be known and designated as the 
‘‘Lieutenant Colonel Clement C. Van Wag-
oner Department of Veterans Affairs Clinic’’. 

(b) REFERENCES.—Any reference in a law, 
map, regulation, document, paper, or other 
record of the United States to the Depart-
ment of Veterans Affairs clinic referred to in 
subsection (a) shall be deemed to be a ref-
erence to the ‘‘Lieutenant Colonel Clement 
C. Van Wagoner Department of Veterans Af-
fairs Clinic’’. 

SA 2681. Mrs. HUTCHISON submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
by her to the bill H.R. 2642, making ap-
propriations for military construction, 
the Department of Veterans Affairs, 
and related agencies for the fiscal year 
ending September 30, 2008, and for 
other purposes; as follows: 

At the appropriate place in the bill, insert: 
SEC. . The Secretary of Veterans Affairs 

may carry out a major medical facility lease 
in fiscal year 2008 in an amount not to ex-
ceed $12,000,000 to implement the rec-
ommendations outlined in the August, 2007 
Study of South Texas Veterans’ Inpatient 
and Specialty Outpatient Health Care Needs. 

SA 2682. Mr. STEVENS (for himself, 
Ms. MURKOWSKI, and Mr. INOUYE) sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the bill H.R. 2642, 
making appropriations for military 
construction, the Department of Vet-
erans Affairs, and related agencies for 
the fiscal year ending September 30, 
2008, and for other purposes; as follows: 

On page 46, between lines 2 and 3, insert 
the following: 

SEC. 227. (a) REPORT ON ACCESS TO MEDICAL 
SERVICES PROVIDED BY DEPARTMENT OF VET-
ERANS AFFAIRS TO VETERANS IN REMOTE 
RURAL AREAS.—Not later than six months 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary shall submit to the appro-
priate committees of Congress a report set-
ting forth the following: 

(1) A description of the following: 
(A) The unique challenges and costs faced 

by veterans in remote rural areas of contig-
uous and non-contiguous States when ob-
taining medical services from the Depart-
ment of Veterans Affairs. 

(B) The need to improve access to locally- 
administered care for veterans who reside in 
remote rural areas. 

(C) The need to fund alternative sources of 
medical services— 

(i) in areas where facilities of the Depart-
ment of Veterans Affairs are not accessible 
to veterans without leaving such areas; and 

(ii) in cases in which receipt of medical 
services by a veteran in a facility of the De-
partment requires transportation of such 
veteran by air due to geographic and 
infrastructural constraints. 

(2) An assessment of the potential for in-
creasing local access to medical services for 
veterans in remote rural areas of contiguous 
and non-contiguous States through strategic 
partnerships with other government and 
local private health care providers. 

(b) APPROPRIATE COMMITTEES OF CONGRESS 
DEFINED.—In this section, the term ‘‘appro-
priate committees of Congress’’ means— 

(1) the Committees on Veterans’ Affairs of 
the Senate and the House of Representatives; 
and 

(2) the Subcommittees referred to in sec-
tion 407. 

SA 2683. Mrs. BOXER submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
her to the bill H.R. 2642, making appro-
priations for military construction, the 
Department of Veterans Affairs, and 
related agencies for the fiscal year end-
ing September 30, 2008, and for other 
purposes; which was ordered to lie on 
the table, as follows: 

On page 46, between lines 2 and 3, insert 
the following: 
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SEC. 227. (a) PROHIBITION ON INTERMENT OR 

MEMORIALIZATION IN NATIONAL CEMETERIES 
OR ARLINGTON NATIONAL CEMETERY OF PER-
SONS COMMITTING FEDERAL OR STATE SEX 
CRIMES.—None of the funds appropriated or 
otherwise made available in this Act may be 
used to provide interments and memorializa-
tions in volation of section 2411 of title 38, 
United States Code, as amended by sub-
section (b). 

(b) AMENDMENTS.—Section 2411 of title 38, 
United States Code, is amended— 

(1) in subsection (b)— 
(A) by redesignating paragraph (3) as para-

graph (5); 
(B) by inserting after paragraph (2) the fol-

lowing new paragraphs (3) and (4): 
‘‘(3) A person who has been convicted of a 

Federal sex crime. 
‘‘(4) A person who has been convicted of a 

State sex crime.’’; and 
(C) in paragraph (5)(A), as redesignated by 

subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘or a State 
capital crime’’ and inserting ‘‘, a State cap-
ital crime, a Federal sex crime, or a State 
sex crime’’; 

(2) in subsection (c), by striking ‘‘under 
subsection (b)(3)’’ and inserting ‘‘under sub-
section (b)(5)’’; and 

(3) in subsection (d)— 
(A) by redesignating paragraph (3) as para-

graph (5); and 
(B) by inserting after paragraph (2) the fol-

lowing new paragraphs (3) and (4): 
‘‘(3) The term ‘Federal sex crime’ means a 

criminal offense under Federal law that has 
an element involving a sexual act or sexual 
contact with another, including rape or sex-
ual assault. 

‘‘(4) The term ‘State sex crime’ means a 
criminal offense that is a felony under State 
law and has an element involving a sexual 
act or sexual contact with another, including 
rape or sexual assault.’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by subsection (b) shall apply to inter-
ments and memorializations in cemeteries of 
the National Cemetery Administration or 
Arlington National Cemetery that occur 
after the date of the enactment of this sec-
tion. 

SA 2684. Mrs. BOXER submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
her to the bill H.R. 2642, making appro-
priations for military construction, the 
Department of Veterans Affairs, and 
related agencies for the fiscal year end-
ing September 30, 2008, and for other 
purposes; which was ordered to lie on 
the table, as follows: 

On page 46, between lines 2 and 3, insert 
the following: 

SEC. 227. (a) PROHIBITION ON INTERMENT OR 
MEMORIALIZATION IN NATIONAL CEMETERIES 
OR ARLINGTON NATIONAL CEMETERY OF PER-
SONS COMMITTING FEDERAL OR STATE SEX 
CRIMES.—Section 2411 of title 38, United 
States Code, is amended— 

(1) in subsection (b)— 
(A) by redesignating paragraph (3) as para-

graph (5); 
(B) by inserting after paragraph (2) the fol-

lowing new paragraphs (3) and (4): 
‘‘(3) A person who has been convicted of a 

Federal sex crime. 
‘‘(4) A person who has been convicted of a 

State sex crime.’’; and 
(C) in paragraph (5)(A), as redesignated by 

subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘or a State 
capital crime’’ and inserting ‘‘, a State cap-
ital crime, a Federal sex crime, or a State 
sex crime’’; 

(2) in subsection (c), by striking ‘‘under 
subsection (b)(3)’’ and inserting ‘‘under sub-
section (b)(5)’’; and 

(3) in subsection (d)— 
(A) by redesignating paragraph (3) as para-

graph (5); and 
(B) by inserting after paragraph (2) the fol-

lowing new paragraphs (3) and (4): 
‘‘(3) The term ‘Federal sex crime’ means a 

criminal offense under Federal law that has 
an element involving a sexual act or sexual 
contact with another, including rape or sex-
ual assault. 

‘‘(4) The term ‘State sex crime’ means a 
criminal offense that is a felony under State 
law that has an element involving a sexual 
act or sexual contact with another, including 
rape or sexual assault.’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by subsection (a) shall apply to inter-
ments and memorializations in cemeteries of 
the National Cemetery Administration or 
Arlington National Cemetery that occur 
after the date of the enactment of this sec-
tion. 

SA 2685. Mr. SALAZAR (for himself 
and Mr. ALLARD) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill H.R. 1585, to authorize ap-
propriations for fiscal year 2008 for 
military activities of the Department 
of Defense, for military construction, 
and for the defense activities of the De-
partment of Energy, to prescribe mili-
tary personnel strengths for such fiscal 
activities of the Department of Energy, 
to prescribe military personnel 
strengths for such fiscal year, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table, as follows: 

At the end of title XXVIII, add the fol-
lowing: 
SEC. 2864. REPORT ON THE PINON CANYON MA-

NEUVER SITE, COLORADO. 
(a) REPORT ON THE PINON CANYON MANEU-

VER SITE.— 
(1) REPORT REQUIRED.—Not later than 180 

days after the date of the enactment of this 
Act, the Secretary of the Army shall submit 
to the congressional defense committees a 
report on the Pinon Canyon Maneuver Site 
(referred to in this section as ‘‘the Site’’). 

(2) CONTENT.—The report required under 
paragraph (1) shall include the following: 

(A) An analysis of whether existing train-
ing facilities at Fort Carson, Colorado, and 
the Site are sufficient to support the train-
ing needs of units stationed or planned to be 
stationed at Fort Carson, including the fol-
lowing: 

(i) A description of any new training re-
quirements or significant developments af-
fecting training requirements for units sta-
tioned or planned to be stationed at Fort 
Carson since the 2005 Defense Base Closure 
and Realignment Commission found that the 
base has ‘‘sufficient capacity’’ to support 
four brigade combat teams and associated 
support units at Fort Carson. 

(ii) A study of alternatives for enhancing 
training facilities at Fort Carson and the 
Site within their current geographic foot-
print, including whether these additional in-
vestments or measures could support addi-
tional training activities. 

(iii) A description of the current training 
calendar and training load at the Site, in-
cluding— 

(I) the number of brigade-sized and bat-
talion-sized military exercises held at the 
Site since its establishment; 

(II) an analysis of the maximum annual 
training load at the Site, without expanding 
the Site; and 

(III) an analysis of the training load and 
projected training calendar at the Site when 
all brigades stationed or planned to be sta-
tioned at Fort Carson are at home station. 

(B) A report of need for any proposed addi-
tion of training land to support units sta-
tioned or planned to be stationed at Fort 
Carson, including the following: 

(i) A description of additional training ac-
tivities, and their benefits to operational 
readiness, which would be conducted by 
units stationed at Fort Carson if, through 
leases or acquisition from consenting land-
owners, the Site were expanded to include— 

(I) the parcel of land identified as ‘‘Area 
A’’ in the Potential PCMS Land expansion 
map; 

(II) the parcel of land identified as ‘‘Area 
B’’ in the Potential PCMS Land expansion 
map; and 

(III) the parcels of land identified as ‘‘Area 
A’’ and ‘‘Area B’’ in the Potential PCMS 
Land expansion map. 

(ii) An analysis of alternatives for acquir-
ing or utilizing training land at other instal-
lations in the United States to support train-
ing activities of units stationed at Fort Car-
son. 

(iii) An analysis of alternatives for uti-
lizing other federally owned land to support 
training activities of units stationed at Fort 
Carson. 

(C) An analysis of alternatives for enhanc-
ing economic development opportunities in 
southeastern Colorado at the current Site or 
through any proposed expansion, including 
the consideration of the following alter-
natives: 

(i) The leasing of land on the Site or any 
expansion of the Site to ranchers for grazing. 

(ii) The leasing of land from private land-
owners for training. 

(iii) The procurement of additional serv-
ices and goods, including biofuels and beef, 
from local businesses. 

(iv) The creation of an economic develop-
ment fund to benefit communities, local gov-
ernments, and businesses in southeastern 
Colorado. 

(v) The establishment of an outreach office 
to provide technical assistance to local busi-
nesses that wish to bid on Department of De-
fense contracts. 

(vi) The establishment of partnerships with 
local governments and organizations to ex-
pand regional tourism through expanded ac-
cess to sites of historic, cultural, and envi-
ronmental interest on the Site. 

(vii) An acquisition policy that allows will-
ing sellers to minimize the tax impact of a 
sale. 

(viii) Additional investments in Army mis-
sions and personnel, such as stationing an 
active duty unit at the Site, including— 

(I) an analysis of anticipated operational 
benefits; and 

(II) an analysis of economic impacts to sur-
rounding communities. 

(3) POTENTIAL PCMS LAND EXPANSION MAP 
DEFINED.—In this subsection, the term ‘‘Po-
tential PCMS Land expansion map’’ means 
the June 2007 map entitled ‘‘Potential PCMS 
Land expansion’’. 

(b) COMPTROLLER GENERAL REVIEW OF RE-
PORT.—Not later than 180 days after the Sec-
retary of Defense submits the report re-
quired under subsection (a), the Comptroller 
General of the United States shall submit to 
Congress a review of the report and of the 
justification of the Army for expansion at 
the Site. 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 08:28 Jul 09, 2010 Jkt 059102 PO 00000 Frm 00043 Fmt 0686 Sfmt 0634 E:\BR07\S05SE7.001 S05SE7er
ow

e 
on

 D
S

K
5C

LS
3C

1P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 B
O

U
N

D
 R

E
C

O
R

D



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 153, Pt. 1723540 September 5, 2007 
(c) PUBLIC COMMENT.—After the report re-

quired under subsection (b) is submitted to 
Congress, the Army shall solicit public com-
ment on the report for a period of not less 
than 90 days. Not later than 30 days after the 
public comment period has closed, the Sec-
retary shall submit to Congress a written 
summary of comments received. 

SA 2686. Mr. DEMINT proposed an 
amendment to the bill H.R. 2642, mak-
ing appropriations for military con-
struction, the Department of Veterans 
Affairs, and related agencies for the fis-
cal year ending September 30, 2008, and 
for other purposes; as follows: 

Beginning on page 44, strike line 20 and all 
that follows through page 45, line 23. 

SA 2687. Mr. COLEMAN (for himself, 
Mr. ALLARD, and Ms. KLOBUCHAR) sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the bill H.R. 2642, 
making appropriations for military 
construction, the Department of Vet-
erans Affairs, and related agencies for 
the fiscal year ending September 30, 
2008, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table, as follows: 

At the end of the bill, add the following: 
SEC. ll. For an additional amount 

$100,000,000, with $50,000,000 each to the Cities 
of Denver, Colorado, and St. Paul, Min-
nesota, shall be available to the Department 
of Homeland Security for State and local law 
enforcement entities for security and related 
costs, including overtime, associated with 
the Democratic National Convention and Re-
publican National Convention in 2008. The 
Department of Homeland Security shall pro-
vide for an audit of all amounts made avail-
able under this section, including expendi-
tures by State and local law enforcement en-
tities. Amounts provided by this section are 
designated as an emergency requirement 
pursuant to section 204 of S. Con. Res. 21 
(110th Congress). 

SA 2688. Mr. ALLARD submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 2642, making ap-
propriations for military construction, 
the Department of Veterans Affairs, 
and related agencies for the fiscal year 
ending September 30, 2008, and for 
other purposes; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 

SEC. ll. (a) In this section: 
(1) The term ‘‘City’’ means the City of Au-

rora, Colorado. 
(2) The term ‘‘deed’’ means the quitclaim 

deed— 
(A) conveyed by the Secretary to the City; 

and 
(B) dated May 24, 1999. 
(3) The term ‘‘non-Federal land’’ means— 
(A) parcel I of the Fitzsimons Army Med-

ical Center, Colorado; and 
(B) the parcel of land described in the deed. 
(4) The term ‘‘Secretary’’ means the Sec-

retary of the Interior. 
(b)(1) In accordance with paragraph (2), and 

subject to each term and condition required 
under paragraph (3), to allow the City to con-
vey to the United States the non-Federal 
land to be used by the Secretary of Veterans 
Affairs for the construction of a veterans 
medical facility, the Secretary may execute 
such instruments as determined by the Sec-
retary to be necessary to modify or release 

any condition under which the non-Federal 
land would revert to the United States. 

(2) In carrying out paragraph (1), with re-
spect to the non-Federal land, the Secretary 
shall alter— 

(A) each provision of the deed relating to a 
reversionary interest of the United States; 
and 

(B) any other reversionary interest of the 
United States 
to authorize the use of the property to in-
clude use as a veteran’s facility in addition 
to use for recreational purposes. 

(3) The Secretary shall carry out para-
graph (1) subject to such terms and condi-
tions as the Secretary determines to be nec-
essary to protect the interests of the United 
States. 

f 

NOTICE OF HEARING 
COMMITTEE ON ENERGY AND NATURAL 

RESOURCES 
Mr. BINGAMAN. Mr. President, I 

would like to announce for the infor-
mation of the Senate and the public 
that a hearing has been scheduled be-
fore the Committee on Energy and Nat-
ural Resources. 

The hearing will be held on Wednes-
day, September 12, 2007, at 9:30 a.m., in 
room SD–366 of the Dirksen Building. 

The purpose of the hearing is to re-
ceive testimony on the status of energy 
efficient lighting technologies and on 
S. 2017, the Energy Efficient Lighting 
for a Brighter Tomorrow Act. 

Because of the limited time available 
for the hearing, witnesses may testify 
by invitation only. However, those 
wishing to submit written testimony 
for the hearing record should send two 
copies of their testimony to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Natural Re-
sources, United States Senate, Wash-
ington, DC 20510–6150. 

For further information, please con-
tact Deborah Estes at (202) 224–4971 or 
Britni Rillera at (202) 224–1219. 

f 

AUTHORITY FOR COMMITTEES TO 
MEET 

COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN RELATIONS 
Mr. REED. Mr. President, I ask unan-

imous consent that the Committee on 
Foreign Relations be authorized to 
meet during the session of the Senate 
on Wednesday, September 5, 2007, at 10 
a.m. to hold a nomination hearing. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY 
Mr. REED. Mr. President, I ask unan-

imous consent that the Senate Com-
mittee on the Judiciary be authorized 
to meet in order to conduct a hearing 
entitled ‘‘The 50th Anniversary of the 
Civil Rights Act of 1957 and its Con-
tinuing Importance’’ on Wednesday, 
September 5, 2007, at 10 a.m. in the 
Dirksen Senate Office Building, room 
226. 

Witness List: 
Panel I: The Honorable John Lewis, 

United States Representative [D–GA- 
5th]. 

Panel II: Wade Henderson, President 
and CEO, Leadership Conference on 
Civil Rights, Washington, DC; Theo-
dore Shaw, Director-Counsel and Presi-
dent, NAACP Legal Defense and Edu-
cation Fund, Inc., Washington, DC; 
Peter Zamora, Washington, DC Re-
gional Counsel, Mexican American 
Legal Defense and Educational Fund 
[MALDEF], Washington, DC; Gail Her-
iot, Commissioner, United States Com-
mission on Civil Rights, Professor of 
Law, University of California at San 
Diego, San Diego, CA; Robert P. Moses, 
President The Algebra Project, Inc., 
Cambridge, MA; Robert H. Driscoll, 
Partner, Alston & Bird, Washington, 
DC. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

SPECIAL COMMITTEE ON AGING 
Mr. REED. Mr. President, I ask unan-

imous consent that the Special Com-
mittee on Aging be authorized to meet 
today Wednesday, September 5, 2007, 
from 2 p.m.–4 p.m. in SD–628 for the 
purpose of conducting a hearing. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

PRIVILEGES OF THE FLOOR 
Mr. GRAHAM. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that Matt Guen-
ther, a military fellow in my office, be 
accorded the privilege of the floor for 
the duration of the 110th Congress. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

Mr. HARKIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that Jill 
Antonishak, a member of my staff, be 
given the privilege of the floor for the 
remainder of the day. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

DISCHARGE AND REFERRAL—S.J. 
RES. 17 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the Committee on 
Foreign Relations be discharged from 
further consideration of S.J. Res. 17 
and the joint resolution be referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, Science 
and Transportation. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

ORDER FOR PRINTING—H.R. 1538 
Mr. REED. Mr. President, I ask unan-

imous consent that H.R. 1538, the 
Wounded Warriors legislation, be print-
ed, as passed by the Senate on July 25, 
2007. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

AUTHORIZING THE USE OF THE 
ROTUNDA AND GROUNDS OF THE 
CAPITOL 
Mr. REED. Mr. President, I ask unan-

imous consent that the Senate proceed 
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to the immediate consideration of H. 
Con. Res. 196, just received from the 
House and at the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the concurrent resolu-
tion by title. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
A concurrent resolution (H. Con. Res. 196) 

authorizing the use of the Rotunda and 
grounds of the Capitol for a ceremony to 
award the Congressional Gold Medal to 
Tenzin Gyatso, the Fourteenth Dalai Lama. 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the concurrent 
resolution. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the concurrent res-
olution be agreed to and the motion to 
reconsider be laid upon the table, with-
out intervening action or debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The concurrent resolution (H. Con. 
Res. 196) was agreed to. 

f 

CONGRATULATING THE WARNER 
ROBINS AMERICAN LITTLE 
LEAGUE TEAM OF WARNER ROB-
INS, GEORGIA, FOR WINNING 
THE CHAMPIONSHIP GAME OF 
THE LITTLE LEAGUE WORLD SE-
RIES 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the Senate now 
proceed to the consideration of S. Res. 
308, which was submitted earlier today. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the resolution by 
title. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
A resolution (S. Res. 308) congratulating 

the Warner Robins American Little League 
team of Warner Robins, Georgia, for winning 
the championship game of the Little League 
World Series. 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the resolution. 

Mr. CHAMBLISS. Mr. President, I 
rise to encourage my colleagues to join 
Senator ISAKSON and myself in support 
of a resolution congratulating the 2007 
Little League World Series champions, 
the Warner Robins American Little 
League team of Warner Robins, GA. 
Warner Robins and Houston County, 
where Warner Robins is located, have a 
very proud athletic tradition. Warner 
Robins High School and Houston Coun-
ty High School have been in the same 
region as my home high school over 
the last several years and I have seen 
my high school win and lose against 
teams coming out of Houston County. 
The tradition in Houston County goes 
way back. 

There is also a town in Houston 
County called Perry, and Perry, GA is 
the home of a former all-State basket-
ball player by the name of Sam Nunn 
who served in this great institution for 
a period of 24 years. 

Success in Houston County and War-
ner Robins from an athletic standpoint 
is nothing new. But on August 26, 2007, 

the Warner Robins American Little 
League team defeated the Tokyo 
Kitasuna Little League team of Tokyo, 
Japan by a score of 3–2 after Dalton 
Carriker hit a solo walk-off home run 
in the bottom of the eighth inning. 
This victory concluded their impres-
sive season with a record of 20 wins and 
only 1 loss. Considering the fact that 
more than 7,000 Little League All-Star 
teams took the field in July, this ac-
complishment is extremely impressive. 

Their talent, hard work, and sports-
manship allowed them to become the 
third team from the State of Georgia 
to win the Little League World Series 
and, in doing so, they captured the 
hearts of people all across Georgia and 
in many parts of the Nation who love 
the game of baseball. 

As a former Little League coach my-
self, during the years when my wife, 
Julianne, and I were raising our chil-
dren in Moultrie, GA, I was proud to 
participate in the longstanding tradi-
tion of Little League baseball as a 
coach for my son’s team, the Destiny 
Dawgs. I have seen firsthand the 
uncontested confidence, determination, 
and hard work that Little League base-
ball instills in our youth. 

I wish to recognize the 12 young men 
of the Warner Robins American team 
individually for their great accom-
plishment: Keaton Allen, Dalton 
Carriker, Zane Conlon, Hunter Jack-
son, Taylor Lay, Nick Martens, Payton 
Purvis, Kendall Scott, Hunt Smith, 
David Umphreyville, Micah Wells, and 
Clint Wynn. Their manager Mickey 
Lay and coaches Mike Conlon, Tommy 
Morris, and Mike Smith each deserve 
strong recognition for guiding these 
young men to victory. 

Moreover, I would be remiss if I did 
not recognize the teachers and stu-
dents of these young men’s schools, the 
fans who represented their community, 
and the State of Georgia, for their en-
thusiasm and their support for this 
team’s efforts. It is with great pride 
that I extend my heartfelt congratula-
tions to the Warner Robins American 
Little League team and their families. 
I am extremely proud of each of them 
and their accomplishments. I wish 
them great success in the future and 
urge my colleagues to support this res-
olution. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Georgia. 
Mr. ISAKSON. Mr. President, I thank 

Senator CHAMBLISS for this oppor-
tunity. I am pleased to join him in pay-
ing tribute to the Warner Robins Little 
League. I associate myself with all his 
remarks. 

Dalton Carriker’s walk-off home run 
in extra innings was a thrill. Kendall 
Scott’s great relief pitching was a 
thrill. But what was the most thrilling 
thing of all, because I got home in time 
to watch the end of that game, were 
the actions of those kids in response to 

the despair of the Japanese kids. In 
fact, I want to quote from a news arti-
cle. A reporter interviewed Kendall 
Scott, the winning pitcher, after the 
end of the game when he gazed across 
the field and saw the Japanese players 
all on their knees in tears, dis-
appointed in their loss. Kendall Scott 
said the following: 

They don’t disrespect, they’re very dis-
ciplined and they’re some of the nicest kids 
you’ll ever meet in your entire life. Just see-
ing them fall down and cry, you just couldn’t 
let them do that—you gotta pick them up. 

Having had two boys who went 
through Little League, having worked 
in baseball as a youngster myself, I 
know one of the goals of Little League 
is to instill good sportsmanship and 
teamwork on behalf of players. I com-
mend manager Mickey Lay and coach-
es Mike Conlon, Tommy Morris, and 
Mike Smith for the discipline, the 
teamwork, and the respect they in-
stilled in these young men, because at 
the height of their victory, zenith of 
their young careers, they stopped their 
celebration to console those they had 
defeated on the field. That shows that 
Little League and its goals of teaching 
teamwork and sportsmanship are alive 
and well, not just in Warner Robins, 
GA but throughout the United States. I 
am pleased to join my colleague and 
commend the Warner Robins Little 
League on their victory and remind ev-
eryone, that is back to back for Geor-
gia. Columbus, GA won last year. War-
ner Robins won this year. We will try 
for a trifecta next year. 

I yield the floor. 
Mr. REED. Mr. President, I ask unan-

imous consent that the resolution be 
agreed to, the preamble be agreed to, 
and the motion to reconsider be laid 
upon the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The resolution (S. Res. 308) was 
agreed to. 

The preamble was agreed to. 
The resolution, with its preamble, 

reads as follows: 
S. RES. 308 

Whereas, on August 26, 2007, the Warner 
Robins American Little League team de-
feated the Tokyo Kitasuna Little League 
team of Tokyo, Japan, by 3 runs to 2 runs to 
win the 61st annual Little League Baseball 
World Series; 

Whereas the Warner Robins American Lit-
tle League team had an impressive record of 
20 wins and only 1 loss; 

Whereas the success of the Warner Robins 
American Little League team depended on 
the tremendous dedication and sportsman-
ship of the team, including— 

(1) Keaton Allen, who played outfield and 
pitched for the team; 

(2) Dalton Carriker, who played shortstop 
and pitched for the team; 

(3) Zane Conlon, who played 2nd base, 
shortstop, outfield, and pitched for the team; 

(4) Hunter Jackson, who played 3rd base; 
(5) Taylor Lay, who played 2nd base and 

outfield; 
(6) Nick Martens, who played 2nd base and 

outfield; 
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(7) Payton Purvis, who played outfield; 
(8) Kendall Scott, who pitched and caught 

for the team; 
(9) Hunt Smith, who played 1st base and 

outfield; 
(10) David Umphreyville, who played out-

field and caught for the team; 
(11) Micah Wells, who played 1st base; and 
(12) Clint Wynn, who played outfield and 

pitched for the team; 
Whereas the Warner Robins American Lit-

tle League team was managed by Mickey 
Lay and coached by Mike Conlon, Tommy 
Morris, and Mike Smith, each of whom dem-
onstrated leadership, professionalism, and 
respect for the players they led and the game 
of baseball; 

Whereas the fans of the Warner Robins 
American Little League team showed enthu-
siasm, support, and courtesy for the game of 
baseball and all of the players and coaches; 

Whereas the performance of the Warner 
Robins American Little League team dem-
onstrated to parents and communities 
throughout the United States that athletic 
participation builds character and leadership 
in children; 

Whereas the Warner Robins American Lit-
tle League team became the second consecu-
tive team from the State of Georgia to win 
the Little League World Series, following 
the win by the Columbus Northern Little 
League team in 2006; 

Whereas Georgia is only the 4th State to 
produce back-to-back champions in the 61- 
year history of the Little League World Se-
ries and the first State to win back-to-back 
titles since 1992-1993; 

Whereas every team from the State of 
Georgia that has participated in the Little 
League World Series has won the Champion-
ship; and 

Whereas the Warner Robins American Lit-
tle League team brought pride and honor to 
the State of Georgia and the United States: 
Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 
(1) congratulates and honors the Warner 

Robins American Little League team and the 

loyal fans who supported the team on win-
ning the 61st annual Little League Baseball 
World Series; 

(2) recognizes and commends the hard 
work, dedication, determination, and com-
mitment to excellence of the members, par-
ents, coaches, and managers of the Warner 
Robins American Little League team; 

(3) recognizes and commends the people of 
Warner Robins, Georgia, for the outstanding 
loyalty and support that they displayed for 
the Warner Robins American Little League 
team throughout the season; 

(4) commends Little League Baseball for 
continuing the tradition of encouraging the 
development of sportsmanship and con-
fidence in youth by sponsoring world-class 
baseball; and 

(5) respectfully requests— 
(A) that the American people recognize the 

achievements of the Warner Robins Amer-
ican Little League team; and 

(B) that the Secretary of the Senate trans-
mit an enrolled copy of this resolution to— 

(i) the City of Warner Robins; and 
(ii) the Warner Robins American Little 

League Baseball team for appropriate dis-
play. 

f 

ORDERS FOR THURSDAY, 
SEPTEMBER 6, 2007 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that when the Senate 
completes its business today, it stand 
adjourned until 9:30 a.m., Thursday, 
September 6; that on Thursday, fol-
lowing the prayer and pledge, the Jour-
nal of proceedings be approved to date, 
the morning hour be deemed expired, 
and the time of the two leaders be re-
served for their use later in the day; 
that there be a period of morning busi-
ness for 60 minutes with Senators per-
mitted to speak therein for up to 10 
minutes each, and that the time be 

equally divided and controlled between 
the leaders or their designees, with the 
majority controlling the first half and 
the Republicans controlling the final 
half; that at the close of morning busi-
ness, the Senate resume consideration 
of the Military Construction and Vet-
erans Affairs Appropriations Act; that 
when the Senate resumes consideration 
of the bill, Senator BUNNING be recog-
nized to speak for up to 30 minutes; 
that at the conclusion of his remarks, 
there be 2 minutes of debate prior to a 
vote in relation to the Coleman amend-
ment with the time equally divided be-
tween Senators COLEMAN and BUNNING 
or their designees; that there be 2 min-
utes of debate prior to a vote in rela-
tion to all remaining amendments, 
equally divided and controlled in the 
usual form; that upon disposition of 
the Coleman amendment, the amend-
ment vote sequence be: SANDERS, 
SALAZAR, BROWN, MCCONNELL, and then 
final passage; that after the first vote 
of the sequence, vote time be limited 
to 10 minutes each. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT UNTIL 9:30 A.M. 
TOMORROW 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, if there is 
no further business today, I ask unani-
mous consent that the Senate stand in 
adjournment under the previous order. 

There being no objection, the Senate, 
at 7:59 p.m., adjourned until Thursday, 
September 6, 2007, at 9:30 a.m. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES—Wednesday, September 5, 2007 
The House met at 10 a.m. 
The Guest Chaplain, the Reverend 

Dr. S.L. Roberson, Metropolitan Bap-
tist Church, Ypsilanti, Michigan, of-
fered the following prayer: 

Almighty, all wise, ever-present, glo-
rious, and merciful God, we come today 
prayerfully opening this session of the 
United States House of Representatives 
offering thanksgiving to You. We bless 
You, magnify You, exalt You, thank 
You, and praise You for Your world 
love and saving grace. 

We pray that You will continue to 
bless America, building her up where 
we are torn down, strengthening us 
where we are weak, and drawing us 
closer together. We ask that You cover 
this deliberating body with abundant 
wisdom and understanding, and that 
You lead, guide, and renew a right spir-
it in each Member. 

Direct these deliberations into mean-
ingful, positive actions reflecting Your 
excellence in power, in judgment, in 
justice, in clarity, and unity for Amer-
ica and our global friends. 

Finally, reveal and enlighten the best 
that is in each of us so that we may use 
our gifts to glorify You. 

Amen. 
f 

THE JOURNAL 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has exam-
ined the Journal of the last day’s pro-
ceedings and announces to the House 
her approval thereof. 

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved. 

f 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman 
from Ohio (Mr. WILSON) come forward 
and lead the House in the Pledge of Al-
legiance. 

Mr. WILSON of Ohio led the Pledge 
of Allegiance as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 

f 

INTRODUCTION OF THE REVEREND 
DR. S.L. ROBERSON 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, 
the gentleman from Michigan (Mr. DIN-
GELL) is recognized for 1 minute. 

Mr. DINGELL. Madam Speaker, I 
have the great privilege today of wel-
coming and thanking a dear friend, a 
distinguished American, and a wonder-
ful clergyman to the House for the 
prayer, and I want to thank you and 

my colleagues for your courtesy to 
him. 

I am delighted to present to my col-
leagues the wonderful gentleman from 
Ypsilanti, the Reverend S.L. Roberson, 
and I want to thank him for taking 
time to be with us today to act as our 
guest chaplain. 

He has dedicated his life to the serv-
ice of his fellow man and is one of the 
most beloved and respected pastors and 
citizens of the State of Michigan. He 
has been pastor of the Metropolitan 
Memorial Baptist Church in Ypsilanti 
for 53 years. He has served his country 
with great distinction as a member of 
the United States Marine Corps, of 
which he is very proud. 

He has undergraduate degrees from 
Eastern Michigan University, has stud-
ied at Detroit Bible College, and has a 
doctorate of divinity from Urban Bible 
College so that he may more fully and 
better serve his fellow man. 

In addition to his civic and spiritual 
service, he has worked for Ford Motor 
Company for 33 years in their Labor 
Relations and Personnel Services of In-
dustrial Relations Department. He has 
found time to serve as president of the 
Ypsilanti Housing Commission and is 
chaplain of the Ypsilanti Police De-
partment. 

He is a wonderful individual to pro-
vide the opening prayer for the Con-
gress because of his great life experi-
ences and his wonderful service to his 
country, including distinguished serv-
ice in the military. He has given his 
fellow citizens over 50 years of spiritual 
guidance, and he has administered 
God’s word to civil servants and citi-
zens alike all across Michigan. 

I ask my colleagues to welcome this 
distinguished American, our guest 
chaplain, Rev. S.L. Roberson, and to 
welcome his wife and friends who are in 
the gallery today. 

I thank you, Madam Speaker. We 
have before us a man of great respect 
and a real cornerstone to his commu-
nity. 

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will enter-
tain up to 15 requests for further 1- 
minute speeches on each side of the 
aisle. 

f 

MAKING COLLEGE MORE 
AFFORDABLE 

(Mr. WILSON of Ohio asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute.) 

Mr. WILSON of Ohio. Madam Speak-
er, Democrats are taking a new direc-
tion in America. We realize that restor-
ing the American Dream begins with a 
great education. Unfortunately, over 
the last 6 years affording a 4-year col-
lege education has become increasingly 
difficult, especially for the middle 
class. That is why this Congress is pro-
viding the single largest investment in 
higher education since the creation of 
the GI Bill. 

We make college more affordable for 
all Americans by reducing the cost of 
student loans and increasing the size of 
Pell Grants, and we do this all with no 
new cost to the taxpayers. Our invest-
ment in college students would be paid 
for by reducing the excessive Federal 
subsidies to the student loan industry. 

Madam Speaker, this new Demo-
cratic Congress is working to help re-
store the American Dream by opening 
the doors of a college education to 
more Americans. We need to all work 
together to raise all boats. 

f 

LISTEN TO ALL THE FACTS 

(Mr. WILSON of South Carolina 
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute.) 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. 
Madam Speaker, Congress will soon 
hear from members of our military as 
well as civilian advisers about progress 
in Iraq. Yesterday, the General Ac-
counting Office released its report. 
This one report tells only a partial ac-
count. We should base decision-making 
on complete information from our 
military leaders. 

The GAO report does not assess 
progress being made on the ground, 
progress our military commanders 
have indicated is occurring. The bench-
marks outlined in the report are laud-
able goals, assessed by dedicated offi-
cials. Developing democracy to protect 
American families takes time, as we 
learned in Germany and Japan. It took 
America 13 years to adopt our Con-
stitution. 

Next week, we will receive a report 
from our top commander in the field, 
GEN David Petraeus, and our top dip-
lomat, Ambassador Ryan Crocker. We 
should remain open and receptive to 
what these professionals have to say. 
We must protect American families by 
making difficult but informed deci-
sions. 

In conclusion, God bless our troops, 
and we will never forget September the 
11th. 
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ESTABLISHING UNIVERSAL AC-

CESS TO AFFORDABLE HEALTH 
CARE FOR EVERY CITIZEN 

(Mr. KAGEN asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. KAGEN. Madam Speaker, how 
many ears must we have before we can 
hear people cry? 

Last week, the Census Bureau in-
formed us that more Americans than 
ever before in our Nation’s history are 
going without access to health care; 46 
million, 46 million citizens have no 
health care coverage. But this national 
nightmare is measured best not in 
numbers, but in human lives. Families 
across Wisconsin are going bankrupt 
because they can’t afford their medical 
bills. Teenagers across the country will 
go blind because they do not have ac-
cess to the care they need for their dia-
betes. 

Congress doesn’t need a census report 
to feel people’s pain. And as Members 
of Congress, we must not wait for yet 
another census report before we act. It 
is our duty and our moral responsi-
bility to act now. 

People in Wisconsin and everywhere 
else in America demand we establish 
universal access to affordable care for 
every citizen, and working together, we 
will. 

f 

THANKING CONSTITUENTS FOR 
INPUT AT TOWN HALL MEETINGS 

(Mr. MCHENRY asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. MCHENRY. Madam Speaker, the 
right of people to openly and freely 
question their leaders and discuss solu-
tions to common problems is the rea-
son our democracy works. 

I hold town hall meetings every Au-
gust all across my district. This Au-
gust, I had nine town hall meetings. I 
had over 700 people come out to these 
meetings. It is a wonderful time. The 
overwhelming majority of my constitu-
ents had a clear message: It is high 
time to change the way Washington 
does business. 

The people of western North Carolina 
are sick of wasteful spending and the 
broken Tax Code that funds it. They 
have had it with incompetence and 
waste in Federal bureaucracies. They 
are sick and tired of Washington not 
securing the border and stopping ille-
gal immigration. 

Again, I want to thank my constitu-
ents for coming out to these town hall 
meetings. It is a sincere pleasure to 
represent them and to try to fight for 
that change here in Washington, DC. 

Madam Speaker, I want to thank 
them for coming out and making their 
voices heard. I have listened, and I am 
working to make that change. 

BUILDING A BETTER FUTURE FOR 
THE UNITED STATES AND MEXICO 

(Mrs. CAPPS asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mrs. CAPPS. Madam Speaker, last 
week I was fortunate to visit Mexico 
City as a part of a bipartisan trip orga-
nized by the Woodrow Wilson Inter-
national Center for Scholars. Our trip 
provided an excellent opportunity for 
my colleagues and me to meet with 
prominent Mexican leaders in business, 
journalism and government. 

It also provided a forum to discuss 
ongoing political and economic 
changes in Mexico and ways in which 
we can improve the relationship be-
tween the United States and Mexico. 
We discussed civic and political life in 
both countries, how we can work more 
closely with Mexican partner institu-
tions to help bring about a more open, 
competitive and equitable society. One 
example is the security issues we both 
face, one which we share. 

Madam Speaker, our relationship 
with our friend and neighbor Mexico is 
critically important. It cries out for 
more cooperation and engagement. 

I want to thank the Woodrow Wilson 
Center for Scholars and its Mexico in-
stitute for facilitating this important 
dialogue. I know I was better able to 
get a picture of the state of democracy 
in Mexico, the shared goals and chal-
lenges that confront both of our coun-
tries, how we can be better neighbors 
to one another. 

So I hope we can continue this im-
portant conversation and build a better 
future for the United States and for 
Mexico. 

f 

b 1015 

IN MEMORY OF SPECIALIST 
TYLER ROSS SEIDEMAN 

(Mr. BOOZMAN asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. BOOZMAN. Madam Speaker, I 
rise today to honor a young man be-
loved by his family, friends and his 
community. I rise to remember Spe-
cialist Tyler Ross Seideman of the 
United States Army who was taken 
from us 2 weeks ago today in Multaka, 
Iraq. 

Tyler and 13 of his Army brothers 
passed away when the Black Hawk he 
was in went down due to mechanical 
problems. Tyler, from the small town 
of Lincoln, Arkansas, was a sniper in 
the 2nd Battalion of the 35th Infantry 
Regiment based out of Hawaii. His 
closest friends described him with ad-
jectives such as ‘‘brave,’’ a ‘‘great sol-
dier’’ and a ‘‘perfect gentleman.’’ 

I had the opportunity to attend Ty-
ler’s funeral this past Saturday. The 
outpouring of love and support from 
the people of Lincoln is something I 
will remember for the rest of my life. 

My prayers and those of my family 
are with Tyler’s parents, Bill and Lee 
Ann, and sisters Kiera and Kristen. I 
thank them for raising a man such as 
Tyler, and I thank Tyler for his service 
to a grateful Nation. 

f 

CHANGING COURSE IN IRAQ 
(Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia asked and 

was given permission to address the 
House for 1 minute and to revise and 
extend his remarks.) 

Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. Madam 
Speaker, for months now this Demo-
cratic Congress has tried to change 
course in Iraq, but a stubborn Presi-
dent, supported by a rubber-stamp Re-
publican Congress in both the House 
and the Senate, has made that impos-
sible. 

In the spring, Republican leaders said 
by September, which is now, we should 
know if the President’s troop esca-
lation plan is working. And if it wasn’t, 
then they would be ready to explore a 
different course. 

Yesterday, the GAO released a report 
concluding that the Iraqi Government 
had fallen short of meeting 11 of the 18 
benchmarks that President Bush said 
they would have to meet. The report 
also found that four other benchmarks 
had only partially been met. That 
means that the Iraqi Government has 
met only three of 18 benchmarks. Let’s 
not forget that the main reason that 
the President gave for the troop esca-
lation earlier this year was to better 
secure the Nation so that the Iraqi 
Government could meet these political 
objectives. The GAO report concludes 
that ‘‘violence remains high’’ and that 
the political promises have not been 
kept. 

Madam Speaker, I would only hope 
that our Republican colleagues would 
take a serious look and join us, as they 
said they would, in demanding a 
change of course in Iraq. 

f 

COST OF WAR IN IRAQ 
(Mr. SIRES asked and was given per-

mission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. SIRES. Madam Speaker, the 
President’s war has already cost the 
American people dearly in both lives 
and tax dollars. Congress has appro-
priated nearly $477 billion for the war 
since March 2003, and the U.S. is cur-
rently spending an estimated $10 bil-
lion a month on the war. This spending 
continues despite reports that 15 of 18 
benchmarks for success have not been 
met and casualties in the war are 65 
percent higher this year than last. 

This Democratic Congress and the 
American people are ready for a new 
direction. We believe it is time to bring 
our troops home and begin investing 
here in the U.S. 

If you took just some of the money 
we are spending in Iraq and invested it 
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here instead, we could take care of a 
lot of our seniors’ prescription drug 
cost problems. And for the cost of just 
one week in Iraq, we could hire 51,000 
more police officers to make our 
streets safer. 

Madam Speaker, it is time for Repub-
licans in this body to listen to the 
American people and join us in calling 
for an end to the financial drain of this 
war. It is time to invest in making our 
Nation safer here at home. 

f 

CHILDREN’S HEALTH INSURANCE 

(Mr. SARBANES asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. SARBANES. Madam Speaker, 10 
years ago the Children’s Health Insur-
ance Program was instituted. Since 
then, 6 million children have been 
given access to private health care in-
surance in this country. It was abso-
lutely the right thing to do. 

But new evidence from the Census 
Bureau released last week suggests 
that we are now slipping backwards. 
The number of children without health 
insurance coverage in this country in-
creased from 8 million in 2005 to 8.7 
million in 2006. That is why we passed 
4 weeks ago the CHAMP Act which 
would increase insurance coverage for 
children to an additional 5 million chil-
dren in this country. That’s the direc-
tion we need to be going in. 

Unfortunately, the President is 
threatening to veto the CHAMP Act. I 
hope the President will reconsider, stop 
posturing on this issue, and do the 
right thing by America’s children. 

f 

THE KILLING OF JAMIE DEAN 

(Mr. MCDERMOTT asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. MCDERMOTT. Madam Speaker, 
as we enter this period when the Presi-
dent is going to come before us and ask 
us to extend the surge in Iraq, we 
ought to hear the story of Jamie Dean. 

Jamie Dean was a 29-year-old who 
came from Hollywood, Maryland. He 
enlisted and served 4 years, including 1 
year in Afghanistan where he cleaned 
out caves and did all of the tough 
things that went on there. He came 
home severely depressed, suffering 
from PTSD, was being treated at the 
Veterans Hospital after being honor-
ably discharged from the United States 
Army. 

And then he got the letter. On No-
vember 26, he received a letter that 
said pursuant to Executive Order of 14 
September 2001, you are relieved from 
your present reserve component status 
and are ordered to report to duty. He 
was going to be sent within 2 months 
into Iraq, a man who is suffering from 
PTSD. 

This man broke. He started to drink. 
He had weapons holed up in his home. 
The day after Christmas, he was sur-
rounded by the police and was shot 
dead. 

We are breaking the Army. We are 
breaking the Marines. These people 
should be thought about when we con-
sider the extension. 

f 

GAO REPORT FINDS LITTLE 
PROGRESS IN IRAQ 

(Mr. YARMUTH asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. YARMUTH. Madam Speaker, 
President Bush continues to ignore re-
ality in Iraq, instead glossing over the 
deteriorating situation while asking 
for more money from Congress and 
more personal sacrifice from our 
troops. 

A report released by the White House 
in July claimed that progress had been 
made on eight of the 18 benchmarks 
mandated by the Congress. But a new, 
unbiased report from the GAO shows 
that the situation is even worse than 
the White House led us to believe. 

According to the GAO report, Iraq 
has failed to meet all but three of the 
18 benchmarks required for political 
and military progress in Iraq. Some of 
the report’s most disconcerting find-
ings include the fact that the capabili-
ties of Iraqi security forces have not 
improved and that violence remains 
high. 

Madam Speaker, with the release of 
this discouraging and objective report, 
Republicans in this body must decide 
whether to continue rubber-stamping 
the President’s failed policy in Iraq or 
begin working with Democrats to bring 
our troops home. 

f 

DEVASTATING FIRES RAGE 
THROUGH GREECE 

(Mrs. MALONEY of New York asked 
and was given permission to address 
the House for 1 minute and to revise 
and extend her remarks.) 

Mrs. MALONEY of New York. Madam 
Speaker, as cochair and cofounder of 
the Hellenic Caucus, I rise today in 
strong support of the Sarbanes resolu-
tion, H. Res. 629, expressing the condo-
lences and sympathy of the House of 
Representatives to the Government 
and the people of Greece for the loss of 
65 lives and destruction caused by the 
devastating fires raging through 
Greece, and which pledges our full sup-
port and solidarity to Greece. 

This disaster has affected all parts of 
Greece. Thousands of people are home-
less, many of whom have lost all of 
their possessions. Hundreds of thou-
sands of acres of land have been rav-
aged. Our government has pledged $1.3 
million to aid Greece during this dif-
ficult time. We have sent professional 
help and fire equipment. 

Along with my colleagues in the Hel-
lenic Caucus, we will be urging the 
State Department to remain in close 
contact with Greek authorities so that 
the United States can continue to as-
sist in every way with this effort. 

Greece has been a strong ally to our 
Nation, assisting us in times of need, 
including the terrible terrorist attacks 
on September 11 and Hurricane 
Katrina. We must now help Greece in 
its time of need. Our thoughts and 
prayers are with the people of Greece. 

f 

CHAMP ACT 

(Mr. ARCURI asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. ARCURI. Madam Speaker, last 
week the Census Bureau came out with 
a new report that shows the number of 
children living without health insur-
ance increased last year by 700,000. It is 
the second year in a row that the num-
ber of uninsured children has in-
creased. Today, 8.7 million children in 
this country are going without the 
critical health care services they need 
to live a healthy and productive life. 

Fortunately, this Democratic Con-
gress has acted to reverse this dis-
turbing trend. Last month, this House 
passed the Children’s Health and Medi-
care Protection Act. The legislation 
provides an additional $50 billion in 
funding for the Children’s Health In-
surance Program which today provides 
6 million children access to private 
health insurance. 

Unfortunately, there are 6 million 
other children that are eligible for the 
program but are not currently en-
rolled. Our $50 billion investment 
would allow us to reach almost every 
child who is currently eligible which 
would significantly reduce the number 
of uninsured children in America. 

Madam Speaker, this Congress has 
acted. It is time for the President to 
join with us in prioritizing the health 
care needs of our children. 

f 

THE ‘‘RE-SADDAMIZATION’’ OF 
IRAQ 

(Mr. INSLEE asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. INSLEE. Madam Speaker, last 
week I talked to a father who lost his 
son in May in Iraq. He was, of course, 
devastated. He asked me a question: 
Why did my son die in Iraq? 

That is a question that will be on all 
of our minds in the coming days when 
we receive the new report from Iraq. 
When we look at the report in a very 
calm, dispassionate manner, I hope we 
think about what is really going on in 
Iraq. What is really going on in Iraq, 
what the President has crowed about 
as a great success in these regions is 
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what you might call the ‘‘re- 
Saddamization’’ of Iraq. 

The President is going to brag about 
the sense that he is now giving more 
power to tribes and tribal sheikhs who 
at some point when we eventually 
leave Iraq will be better equipped and 
better armed to fight the central gov-
ernment that the President used to 
crow about. 

I think we need to have a calm, dis-
passionate review of what we’re doing. 
We are creating the conditions that 
could result in a worse civil war. We 
have to have a calm review and make 
the right choices. 

f 

PRIORITIZE CHILDREN’S HEALTH 

(Mr. PALLONE asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. PALLONE. Madam Speaker, 
President Bush has threatened to veto 
a bill that would provide health care 
insurance to 5 million children who are 
currently uninsured. The President’s 
reason: The bill is simply too expen-
sive. But what he ignores is the fact 
that the CHAMP Act is fully paid for. 

This Democratic House is concerned 
that too many children are growing up 
without health insurance, making it 
impossible for them to receive the reg-
ular checkups that they need to live 
long and healthy lives. The CHAMP 
Act would strengthen the CHIP pro-
gram, a popular Federal-State health 
care partnership so we can reach near-
ly all of the children who are currently 
eligible for the program. 

The price tag is an additional $50 bil-
lion over 5 years. Again, the President 
says it is simply too much money. Yet, 
he has no problem asking this Congress 
to rubber-stamp a new Iraq war emer-
gency funding bill that press reports 
say could be as high as $50 billion and 
that would only last about 5 months. 

Madam Speaker, it is time President 
Bush prioritize the health care needs of 
our Nation’s children. He should sim-
ply support the CHAMP Act. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

Mr. LAHOOD. Madam Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to insert a personal 
explanation at this point with respect 
to H.R. 811. Although I am listed as a 
cosponsor of the bill, on further reflec-
tion, I do not support the bill and in-
tend to vote against the bill. Were the 
bill not already on the Union Calendar, 
I would delete my name from the list of 
cosponsors. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Ms. 
SOLIS). Without objection, the gentle-
man’s statement will appear in the 
RECORD. 

There was no objection. 

b 1030 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair must remind Members that, 
under clause 7 of rule XVII, it is not in 
order to bring to the attention of the 
House an occupant of the gallery. 

f 

APPOINTMENT OF MEMBERS TO 
SELECT COMMITTEE TO INVES-
TIGATE THE VOTING IRREG-
ULARITIES OF AUGUST 2, 2007 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 611, 110th Con-
gress, and the order of the House of 
January 4, 2007, the Chair announces 
the Speaker’s appointment of the fol-
lowing Members to the Select Com-
mittee to Investigate the Voting Irreg-
ularities of August 2, 2007: 

Mr. DELAHUNT, Massachusetts, Chair-
man 

Mr. DAVIS, Alabama 
Ms. HERSETH SANDLIN, South Dakota 

f 

COMMUNICATION FROM HON. JOHN 
A. BOEHNER, REPUBLICAN LEAD-
ER 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Honorable JOHN A. 
BOEHNER, Republican Leader: 

CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES, 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 

Washington, DC, September 4, 2007. 
Hon. NANCY PELOSI, 
Speaker, H–232, U.S. Capitol, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR SPEAKER PELOSI: Pursuant to House 
Resolution 611, I am pleased to appoint the 
following Members to the Select Committee 
on Voting Irregularities. 

Mr. Mike Pence of Indiana—Ranking Mem-
ber, Mr. Steven LaTourette of Ohio, and Mr. 
Kenny Hulshof of Missouri. 

These Members have expressed interest in 
serving in this capacity and I am pleased to 
fulfill their requests. 

Sincerely, 
JOHN A. BOEHNER, 

Republican Leader. 

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the Chair 
will postpone further proceedings 
today on motions to suspend the rules 
on which a recorded vote or the yeas 
and nays are ordered, or on which the 
vote is objected to under clause 6 of 
rule XX. 

Record votes on postponed questions 
will be taken later today. 

f 

EXTENDING CONDOLENCES AND 
SYMPATHY OF THE HOUSE TO 
THE GOVERNMENT AND PEOPLE 
OF GREECE 

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Madam 
Speaker, I move to suspend the rules 

and agree to the resolution (H. Res. 
629) extending the condolences and 
sympathy of the House of Representa-
tives to the Government and the people 
of Greece for the grave loss of life and 
vast destruction caused by the dev-
astating fires raging through Greece 
since June 2007. 

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion. 

The text of the resolution is as fol-
lows: 

H. RES. 629 

Whereas more than 3,000 forest fires have 
been recorded in Greece since June 2007; 

Whereas over a 10-day period, an estimated 
4,000 people saw their homes destroyed by 
the wildfires, which razed dozens of villages, 
destroyed livestock and charred an esti-
mated 469,000 acres of mostly forest and 
farmland; 

Whereas dozens of Greek families have lost 
their loved ones to the fires; 

Whereas thousands of Greeks have been 
left homeless and hundreds of thousands of 
acres of pristine forest have been destroyed; 

Whereas hundreds of thousands of mature 
olive trees, vineyards and thousands of ani-
mals perished in the flames; 

Whereas damage to the Greek economy is 
estimated at between $1,600,000,000 and 
$5,400,000,000; 

Whereas the United States and Greece 
have stood side by side in confronting world 
challenges throughout the 20th century, and 
will stand together in confronting this new 
challenge; and 

Whereas the United States, through its 
government, its people and its Greek–Amer-
ican community, has already extended sig-
nificant support to the people of Greece dur-
ing this difficult time: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the House of Representa-
tives— 

(1) extends its condolences and sympathy 
to the Government and the people of Greece 
for the grave loss of life and vast destruction 
caused by the devastating fires raging 
through Greece; 

(2) vows its full support and solidarity to a 
close friend, a strategic partner, and a long-
standing ally in this painful and difficult 
hour; 

(3) fully supports the Administration’s ini-
tiatives to provide assistance and relief to 
the people of Greece, including its pledge of 
$1,500,000 in aid as well as expert and tech-
nical assistance; 

(4) encourages public institutions, special-
ized agencies, as well as private citizens, to 
offer their resources; and 

(5) expresses confidence that Greece and its 
people will succeed in overcoming the hard-
ships incurred through this tragedy. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
American Samoa (Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA) 
and the gentlewoman from Florida (Ms. 
ROS-LEHTINEN) each will control 20 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from American Samoa. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Madam 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
all Members may have 5 legislative 
days to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous material 
on the resolution under consideration. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 

objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from American Samoa? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Madam 

Speaker, I rise in strong support of this 
resolution, and I yield myself such 
time as I may consume. 

Let me first thank my honorable col-
league and dear friend from the State 
of Maryland (Mr. SARBANES) for intro-
ducing this timely resolution that ex-
tends sympathy to our Greek friends, 
and I want to also add my name as a 
cosponsor of this proposed legislation. 

Madam Speaker, while many people 
across Europe and the United States 
spent the month of August soaking up 
the summer sunshine and enjoying 
their vacations, thousands of Greeks 
were engaged in a desperate struggle to 
save their homes, livestock and beau-
tiful countryside from the devastating 
effects of wildfires. 

Americans watched in alarm as tele-
vision footage showed flames omi-
nously approaching the ruins of tem-
ples and stadiums in ancient Olympia, 
the birthplace of the Olympic Games. 

They were saddened to see the worst 
fires in Greece’s living memory sweep 
across well-known and picturesque 
tourist sites, including Corfu and 
Kefalonia in the west and the 
Peloponnese in the south of the coun-
try, Madam Speaker, and their hearts 
ached at the personal stories of individ-
uals who lost their homes as well as 
family members to the all-consuming 
power of the fire. 

The sobering statistics highlight the 
true extent of the loss. Over a 10-day 
period, an estimated 4,000 people lost 
their homes, while around 469,000 acres 
of forest and farmland were destroyed. 
Dozens of families are now without 
their loved ones while thousands have 
been left homeless. According to media 
reports, estimated costs for the de-
struction of homes and properties are 
well over $1 billion. 

Here in the United States, we know 
all too well how devastating the effects 
of Mother Nature can be, as Americans 
in Utah and Montana launched their 
own battle against damaging wildfires 
this summer, and exactly 2 years ago 
New Orleans and other Southern cities 
suffered from the destructive effects of 
Hurricane Katrina. 

Just as we valued the aid of foreign 
nations in our difficult hours, we stand 
ready to offer a helping hand to our 
Greek friends during their time of 
need. This House extends its deepest 
condolences to the Government and 
people of Greece following the vast de-
struction wrought by the wildfires. We 
welcome the administration’s pledge of 
financial aid as well as technical as-
sistance, and we express confidence in 
the ability of the Greek people, who 
have personified the strength of Zeus 
throughout their history, to overcome 
the hardships resulting from this trag-
edy. 

I strongly support this measure and 
urge my colleagues to join me in ex-
pressing sympathy for and solidarity 
with our good people from Greece. 

Madam Speaker, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time. 

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Madam Speak-
er, I yield myself such time as I may 
consume. 

Madam Speaker, I’m pleased to be an 
original cosponsor of this important 
resolution, and I thank the gentleman 
from Maryland (Mr. SARBANES), the au-
thor of the resolution, as well as the 
chairman of our Foreign Affairs Com-
mittee, Mr. LANTOS, for their leader-
ship in bringing this resolution quickly 
to the floor today. 

This resolution allows the Members 
of this House the opportunity to extend 
our profound condolences to the people 
of Greece and to their government over 
the tragic losses endured during the re-
cent fires in Greece which have 
claimed the lives of scores of people. 

The human toll in casualties, injuries 
and loss of property is difficult to bear, 
with an estimated 4,000 people having 
lost loved ones, homes and, indeed, 
even communities. 

Moreover, hundreds of thousands of 
acres of Greek forests and farmland 
have been obliterated. And all of this, 
Madam Speaker, has occurred as a re-
sult of the more than 3,000 forest fires 
that have broken out in Greece since 
June. 

This massive tragedy has been brave-
ly shouldered by the people of Greece. 
The heartfelt thoughts and prayers of 
the American people are with the fami-
lies and friends of those who lost their 
lives in this tragedy and with all of the 
people of Greece. 

United in friendship, the United 
States and Greece have stood together 
on the same side of many of the world 
challenges throughout the last cen-
tury. It is appropriate, therefore, that 
we provide assistance and support to 
our friend and ally in this hour of need. 

I, therefore, urge my colleagues to 
support this resolution and, in so 
doing, express their condolences and 
pledge their support for efforts to re-
lieve the suffering endured by the peo-
ple of Greece as a result of the tragic 
fires that have ravaged their nation. 

Madam Speaker, I reserve the bal-
ance of our time. 

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Madam 
Speaker, it is a pleasure that I yield 
whatever time that he needs, as the 
chief sponsor of this proposed legisla-
tion, to the gentleman from Maryland 
(Mr. SARBANES). 

Mr. SARBANES. Madam Speaker, I 
thank my colleague for yielding and 
for his support of this resolution. 

Madam Speaker, I rise today with my 
colleagues, Congresswoman MALONEY, 
Congressman BILIRAKIS, Congressman 
SPACE and many, many others in this 
body, in support of H. Res. 629, express-
ing the deepest of sympathy to the 

families who have incurred enormous 
loss and who continue to suffer the ef-
fects of the terrible fires that have 
raged across Greece since June. 

I also want to thank Chairman LAN-
TOS and Ranking Member ROS- 
LEHTINEN and their staffs for their as-
sistance in bringing this resolution to 
the floor. 

Official reports of damage from the 
Greek Government will be forthcoming 
in the next few weeks, but on Monday, 
the New York Times reported that over 
a 10-day period an estimated 4,000 peo-
ple saw their homes destroyed by the 
wildfires which razed dozens of vil-
lages, destroyed livestock and charred 
an estimated 469,000 acres of mostly 
forest and farmland. 

As of Sunday, the official death toll 
had risen to 65. According to the Greek 
fire brigade, thousands have been ren-
dered homeless, and hundreds of thou-
sands of acres of pristine forest have 
been destroyed. The fire has also af-
fected a substantial part of Greece’s 
agricultural sector. According to Reu-
ters, hundreds of thousands of mature 
olive trees, vineyards and thousands of 
animals perished in the flames. Overall 
damage to the economy is estimated at 
1.2 billion to 4 billion Euros. 

As the resolution reads, we take this 
moment to stand with the people of 
Greece and vow to come to their aid as 
they have done for us and others 
throughout the world time and time 
again. There is no doubt that the peo-
ple of Greece will prevail in the face of 
this difficult time. There is no doubt 
that they will succeed in the recovery 
effort. 

My colleagues and I have been work-
ing to identify areas where the United 
States Government can assist in the 
near term and as part of the longer 
commitment that will be needed in re-
versing the damage. We are grateful 
that the U.S. Government has already 
extended funding and other support in 
this regard, and we are very proud of 
the commitment already demonstrated 
by our friends and organizations in the 
Greek American community who are 
coordinating a substantial relief effort 
of their own. 

I’d like to thank the Greek ambas-
sador, Ambassador Mallias, for his 
leadership in reaching out and helping 
to coordinate assistance to his coun-
try. He’s here with us today in the gal-
lery. 

Madam Speaker, I’d like to tell a 
story briefly. I had the opportunity to 
visit Greece in 1985, more than 20 years 
ago, with my grandmother who had not 
been there for almost 30 years. I re-
member her taking me by the hand as 
we walked through her village, which 
is in the southern Peloponnese, and the 
Peloponnese has been particularly hard 
hit by these fires. 

And as we walked the paths of her 
childhood, I remember that she was 
looking for one particular olive tree 
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that she remembered not from 30 years 
prior but from 60 years before that she 
played under as a small child. It was a 
touchstone of her childhood and of her 
memories, and it made an incredible 
impression on me, the love, the connec-
tion that she had to this village and to 
that land. 

Today, for many Greeks and for 
many Greek Americans, these touch-
stones, these sacred markers have gone 
up in flames. Beyond this, the loss of 
life is tragic. For these reasons, Ameri-
cans all across this country are moved 
to reach out to the citizens of Greece. 

Madam Speaker, the spirit of the 
Greek people is indomitable. It will tri-
umph over this tragedy, and with this 
resolution, America signifies that it 
stands with Greece and its people in 
this hour of need. 

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Madam 
Speaker, I yield such time as he may 
consume to my colleague and good 
friend, the gentleman from New Jersey 
(Mr. PAYNE), a senior member of the 
House Foreign Affairs Committee. 

Mr. PAYNE. Madam Speaker, I rise 
in strong support of H. Res. 629 and ex-
tend my condolences and sympathy to 
the people and the Government of 
Greece for the grave loss of life and 
vast destruction caused by the raging 
fires that destroyed the homes, vil-
lages, farms, livestock, but not the 
spirit, of the country. 

Since June of this year, the people 
and the Government of Greece have 
been battling forest fires due to exten-
sive heat and lack of rain. An esti-
mated 495,000 acres of mostly forest 
and farmland have been destroyed, the 
worst damage since the 1950s. 

Today I stand with my colleagues, 
Chairman FALEOMAVAEGA and the 
ranking member, to avow close support 
and solidarity to a close friend, a stra-
tegic partner and a longstanding ally 
in this painful and difficult hour. 

I applaud the administration’s initia-
tive to provide assistance and relief to 
the people of Greece, including its 
pledge of $1.5 million in aid, as well as 
expert and technical assistance. I have 
confidence that Greece and its people 
will succeed in overcoming the hard-
ship incurred through this tragedy. 

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Madam Speak-
er, I have no further requests for time, 
and I thank the gentleman for his re-
marks, and I thank the honored guests 
who are with us today. We grieve for 
the people today, and we stand with 
them in this time of sorrow ready to 
help. 

With that, I yield back the balance of 
our time. 

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Madam 
Speaker, I also want to commend and 
thank my good friend, the senior rank-
ing member of our committee, for her 
support and her assistance in managing 
this legislation, and I want to thank 
my colleague from Maryland for his 
most eloquent and moving speech this 

morning to share with our colleagues 
in the House the tragedy facing the 
good people of Greece, and I sincerely 
hope that we will support this legisla-
tion. 

Madam Speaker, I have no further 
speakers, and I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from American Samoa 
(Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA) that the House 
suspend the rules and agree to the reso-
lution, H. Res. 629. 

The question was taken. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the 

opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being 
in the affirmative, the ayes have it. 

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Madam 
Speaker, on that I demand the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the 
Chair’s prior announcement, further 
proceedings on this motion will be 
postponed. 

f 

b 1045 

PACIFIC ISLAND ECONOMIC AND 
EDUCATIONAL DEVELOPMENT 
ACT OF 2007 

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Madam 
Speaker, I move to suspend the rules 
and pass the bill (H.R. 3062) to author-
ize appropriations to provide for South 
Pacific exchanges, provide technical 
and other assistance to countries in 
the Pacific region through the United 
States Agency for International Devel-
opment, and authorize appropriations 
to provide Fulbright Scholarships for 
Pacific Island students, as amended. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 3062 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Pacific Is-
land Economic and Educational Develop-
ment Act of 2007’’. 
SEC. 2. PACIFIC ISLAND COUNTRY EXCHANGES. 

There is authorized to be appropriated to 
the Secretary of State $1,000,000 for each of 
fiscal years 2008 and 2009 for exchanges with 
Pacific Island countries carried out under 
the educational and cultural exchange pro-
grams of the Department of State. 
SEC. 3. USAID IN PACIFIC ISLAND COUNTRIES. 

The Administrator of the United States 
Agency for International Development 
(USAID) is authorized, upon request by the 
government of a Pacific Island country, to 
provide to such government technical and 
other assistance. 
SEC. 4. J. FULBRIGHT EDUCATIONAL EXCHANGE 

PROGRAM. 
(a) FINDINGS.—Congress finds the fol-

lowing: 
(1) From 1949 until 2003, the Department of 

State awarded 13,176 Fulbright Scholarships 
to students from East Asia and the Pacific, 
but only 31 Fulbright Scholarships went to 
students from Pacific Island countries. 

(2) In the 2003–2004 academic year, the De-
partment of State awarded 315 scholarships 
to students from East Asia and the Pacific, 
but none were awarded to students from Pa-
cific Island countries. 

(b) REVIEW AND REPORT.—The Secretary of 
State shall conduct a review and submit to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs of the 
House of Representatives and the Committee 
on Foreign Relations of the Senate a report 
regarding the marginalization of students 
from Pacific Island countries in the award-
ing of Fulbright Scholarships. 

(c) PARTICIPATION OF STUDENTS FROM PA-
CIFIC ISLAND COUNTRIES IN THE J. FULBRIGHT 
EDUCATIONAL EXCHANGE PROGRAM.— 

(1) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Secretary of 
State shall establish a program within the J. 
William Fulbright Educational Exchange 
Program (established under section 112(a)(1) 
of the Mutual Educational and Cultural Ex-
change Act of 1961 (22 U.S.C. 2460(a)(1)), com-
monly referred to as the Fulbright-Hays Act) 
to make awards to students from Pacific Is-
land countries to permit such students to 
study in the United States pursuant to the 
terms and conditions of such Exchange Pro-
gram. 

(2) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—In 
addition to amounts that are otherwise au-
thorized to be appropriated to the Secretary 
of State for fiscal years 2008 and 2009 to pro-
vide awards under the J. William Fulbright 
Educational Exchange Program, there is au-
thorized to be appropriated to the Secretary 
$500,000 for each of such fiscal years to pro-
vide such awards to students from Pacific Is-
land countries. 
SEC. 5. PACIFIC ISLAND COUNTRY DEFINED. 

In this Act, the terms ‘‘Pacific Island 
country’’ and ‘‘Pacific Island countries’’ 
mean any of the following countries: 

(1) The Cook Islands. 
(2) The Federated States of Micronesia. 
(3) The Independent State of Samoa. 
(4) The Kingdom of Tonga. 
(5) Niue. 
(6) Papua New Guinea. 
(7) The Republic of Fiji. 
(8) The Republic of Kiribati. 
(9) The Republic of the Marshall Islands. 
(10) The Republic of Nauru. 
(11) The Republic of Palau. 
(12) The Republic of Vanuatu. 
(13) The Solomon Islands. 
(14) Tuvalu. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
American Samoa (Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA) 
and the gentlewoman from Florida (Ms. 
ROS-LEHTINEN) each will control 20 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from American Samoa. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Madam 

Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
all Members may have 5 legislative 
days to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous material 
on the bill under consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from American Samoa? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Madam 

Speaker, I rise in strong support of this 
proposed resolution, and I yield myself 
such time as I may consume. 

Again, I want to thank the distin-
guished chairman of our committee, 
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the gentleman from California (Mr. 
LANTOS), and our senior ranking mem-
ber of our committee, the gentlewoman 
from Florida (Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN) for 
their support and their leadership in 
bringing this important legislation be-
fore the floor. 

I am pleased to bring to the floor 
today a bill that will benefit the entire 
Pacific region. I am honored and proud 
to sponsor this legislation. 

While they may be overlooked when 
listing our great allies, the United 
States has long and profound relation-
ships with the Pacific Island nations 
that stretch back more than two cen-
turies. With consideration of this legis-
lation today, Congress will act to sig-
nificantly strengthen this vitally im-
portant alliance. 

The Pacific Island nations have long 
been integral to our strategic interests, 
from the vital role they played in the 
Pacific theatre of operations during 
World War II to their critical role that 
they played in the conduct of our nu-
clear testing and missile defense sys-
tem that even today is critical to our 
overall military and strategic interests 
in this important region of the world. 

We work closely with the nations of 
the Pacific to combat transnational 
threats, particularly the rapidly in-
creasing peril posed by global warming. 
The people of the Pacific have also 
fought and sacrificed side-by-side with 
American soldiers in conflicts from 
World War II to the current war in 
Iraq. 

But as we look towards the Pacific, 
we must step up both our multilateral 
and bilateral relationships to provide 
critically needed assistance to ensure 
that other countries do not fill the 
void. Foreign assistance and scholar-
ship offerings from other countries to 
the Pacific Island nations has in-
creased dramatically in recent years. 
Such aid comes with few requirements 
for good governance and few environ-
mental or labor standards. 

The bottom line, Madam Speaker, 
our public diplomacy program and edu-
cational and cultural exchanges with 
the Pacific Island nations is shameful 
and without excuse. 

Left unchecked, such foreign assist-
ance from other countries can cause 
further instability, leaving these island 
nations to believe the United States no 
longer is interested to assist them, and 
thereby leave them vulnerable to es-
tablish friendships with countries that 
do not necessarily support our inter-
ests in this vast region of the world. 

We must act now to fill the void and 
exert our influence. The Pacific Island 
Economic and Educational Develop-
ment Act of 2007 seeks to address the 
development needs of our allies in the 
Pacific Islands and to engage the 
United States in the region more deep-
ly. 

This legislation pushes for greater 
activity in the Pacific Islands by au-

thorizing the administrator of the U.S. 
Agency for International Development 
to listen to the needs of the leaders of 
the Pacific Islands and to provide as-
sistance accordingly. This task would 
be significantly easier if USAID rees-
tablished a serious presence in the Pa-
cific Island region, something that has 
been long overdue. 

The legislation also authorizes funds 
to increase the number of Fulbright 
scholars from the Pacific islands, mak-
ing use of our most successful inter-
national educational program to in-
crease the training of future leaders of 
the Pacific Islands. Fostering edu-
cational opportunities overseas is one 
of this government’s strongest and 
most effective public diplomacy tools. 
Leveraging these grants would rep-
resent a tremendous way of reengaging 
with these critical allies in the Pacific 
region. 

Under section 2 of this bill now enti-
tled Pacific Island Country Exchanges, 
it is the intent of Congress to specifi-
cally increase funding for the U.S.- 
South Pacific Scholarship program, a 
program which has been in place since 
1994, and has been administered by the 
East-West Center in Honolulu under 
the direction of the U.S. Department of 
State. The U.S.-South Pacific Scholar-
ship program has successfully trained 
many Pacific Island leaders, and it is 
imperative to U.S. interests in the re-
gion that we continue this program. 

In this new world where shipping is 
vulnerable to terrorism and climate 
change is a top priority, we need these 
Pacific Island nations as much as they 
need us. Let’s commit to reengaging 
with them, to strengthening our alli-
ances with them, and to aiding them in 
every way possible. 

I urge my colleagues to support this 
bill. 

Madam Speaker, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time. 

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Madam Speak-
er, I yield myself such time as I may 
consume. 

Madam Speaker, I rise in support of 
H.R. 3062, the Pacific Island Economic 
and Educational Development Act. The 
island nations of the South Pacific, 
which include longstanding friends of 
the United States, face continuing 
challenges in development and edu-
cation. 

I want to commend the chairman of 
the Subcommittee on Asia, the Pacific 
and the Global Environment (Mr. 
FALEOMAVAEGA) for his leadership in 
introducing this legislation and for 
working with us in the committee to 
refine it during the committee process. 

Because the amended text deals with 
authorizations, not mandates or appro-
priations, it signals congressional in-
terest in deepening our cooperation 
with the people of the Pacific Islands, 
while also allowing executive branch 
agencies appropriate discretion in car-
rying out such programs. 

The text before us will increase the 
amounts authorized for U.S. edu-
cational and cultural exchanges with 
South Pacific nations to $1 million in 
each of the next 2 fiscal years, estab-
lish a Fulbright exchange program for 
Pacific Island students, and underscore 
the interests of the United States Con-
gress in making appropriate USAID 
technical assistance available to Pa-
cific Island governments. 

I thank the gentleman from Amer-
ican Samoa (Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA) for 
accommodating some of our suggested 
changes. I am pleased to support the 
amended text. 

Madam Speaker, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Madam 
Speaker, I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from American Samoa 
(Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA) that the House 
suspend the rules and pass the bill, 
H.R. 3062, as amended. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the bill, as 
amended, was passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

UNITED STATES-POLAND PAR-
LIAMENTARY YOUTH EXCHANGE 
PROGRAM ACT OF 2007 
Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Madam 

Speaker, I move to suspend the rules 
and pass the Senate bill (S. 377) to es-
tablish a United States-Poland par-
liamentary youth exchange program, 
and for other purposes. 

The Clerk read the title of the Senate 
bill. 

The text of the Senate bill is as fol-
lows: 

S. 377 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘United 
States-Poland Parliamentary Youth Ex-
change Program Act of 2007’’. 
SEC. 2. FINDINGS. 

Congress makes the following findings: 
(1) The United States established diplo-

matic relations with the newly-formed Pol-
ish Republic in April 1919. 

(2) The United States and Poland have en-
joyed close bilateral relations since 1989. 

(3) Poland became a member of the North 
Atlantic Treaty Organization (NATO) in 
March 1999. 

(4) Poland became a member of the Euro-
pean Union (EU) in May 2004. 

(5) Poland has been a strong supporter, 
both diplomatically and militarily, of efforts 
led by the United States to combat global 
terrorism and has contributed troops to the 
United States-led coalitions in both Afghani-
stan and Iraq. 

(6) Poland cooperates closely with the 
United States on such issues as democratiza-
tion, nuclear proliferation, human rights, re-
gional cooperation in Eastern Europe, and 
reform of the United Nations. 
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(7) The United States and Poland seek to 

ensure enduring ties between both govern-
ments and societies. 

(8) It is important to invest in the youth of 
the United States and Poland in order to 
help ensure long-lasting ties between both 
societies. 

(9) It is in the interest of the United States 
to preserve a United States presence in Eu-
rope and to continue to contribute to the de-
velopment of transatlantic relationships. 

(10) Poland for many years received inter-
national and United States financial assist-
ance and is now determined to invest its own 
resources toward attaining its shared desire 
with the United States to develop inter-
national cooperation. 
SEC. 3. UNITED STATES-POLAND PARLIAMEN-

TARY YOUTH EXCHANGE PROGRAM. 
(a) AUTHORITY.—The Secretary of State, in 

cooperation with the Government of Poland, 
may establish and carry out a parliamentary 
exchange program for youth of the United 
States and Poland. 

(b) DESIGNATION.—The youth exchange pro-
gram carried out under this subsection shall 
be known as the ‘‘United States-Poland Par-
liamentary Youth Exchange Program’’. 

(c) PURPOSE.—The purpose of the youth ex-
change program is to demonstrate to the 
youth of the United States and Poland the 
benefits of friendly cooperation between the 
United States and Poland based on common 
political and cultural values. 

(d) ELIGIBLE PARTICIPANTS.—An individual 
is eligible for participation in the youth ex-
change program if the individual— 

(1) is a citizen or national of the United 
States or of Poland; 

(2) is under the age of 19 years; 
(3) is a student who is enrolled and in good 

standing at a secondary school in the United 
States or Poland; 

(4) has been accepted for up to one aca-
demic year of study in a program of study 
abroad approved for credit at such school; 
and 

(5) meets any other qualifications that the 
Secretary of State may establish for pur-
poses of the program. 

(e) PROGRAM ELEMENTS.—Under the youth 
exchange program, eligible participants se-
lected for participation in the program 
shall— 

(1) live in and attend a public secondary 
school in the host country for a period of one 
academic year; 

(2) while attending public school in the 
host country, undertake academic studies in 
the host country, with particular emphasis 
on the history, constitution, and political 
development of the host country; 

(3) be eligible, either during or after the 
completion of such academic studies, for an 
internship in an appropriate position in the 
host country; and 

(4) engage in such other activities as the 
President considers appropriate to achieve 
the purpose of the program. 
SEC. 4. ANNUAL REPORT TO CONGRESS. 

The Secretary of State shall submit to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations of the Sen-
ate and the Committee on Foreign Affairs of 
the House of Representatives an annual re-
port on the United States-Poland Parliamen-
tary Youth Exchange Program established 
under this Act. Each annual report shall in-
clude— 

(1) information on the implementation of 
the Program during the preceding year: 

(2) the number of participants in the Pro-
gram during such year; 

(3) the names and locations of the sec-
ondary schools in the United States and Po-
land attended by such participants; 

(4) a description of the areas of study of 
such participants during their participation 
in the Program; 

(5) a description of any internships taken 
by such participants during their participa-
tion in the Program; and 

(6) a description of any other activities 
such participants carried out during their 
participation in the Program. 
SEC. 5. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—There is authorized to be 
appropriated for the Department of State for 
fiscal year 2008 such sums as may be nec-
essary to carry out the youth exchange pro-
gram authorized by this Act. 

(b) AVAILABILITY.—Amounts authorized to 
be appropriated by subsection (a) shall re-
main available until expended. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
American Samoa (Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA) 
and the gentlewoman from Florida (Ms. 
ROS-LEHTINEN) each will control 20 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from American Samoa. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Madam 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
all Members may have 5 legislative 
days to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous material 
on the bill under consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from American Samoa? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Madam 

Speaker, I rise in strong support of this 
bill and yield myself such time as I 
may consume. 

Let me first thank our distinguished 
chairman of the committee, the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. LANTOS), 
and our senior ranking member, the 
gentlelady from Florida, for their sup-
port and for their leadership in bring-
ing this bill before the floor. 

And let me thank our eminent col-
league in the other Chamber, the dis-
tinguished Senator from Indiana (Sen-
ator LUGAR) for his leadership on this 
important issue. It is exemplary of his 
sage leadership on so many foreign af-
fairs matters. 

Madam Speaker, in 1777, while serv-
ing the American cause in Paris, Ben-
jamin Franklin discovered a brilliant 
Polish military tactician. His name 
was Casimir Pulaski. A leader in Po-
land’s bitter campaign to beat back 
Russia, the nobleman Pulaski sac-
rificed his status in Europe to join the 
American revolution in the New World. 
It did not take long for George Wash-
ington to recognize the great talent he 
had on his hands. He promoted Pulaski 
to brigadier general, placing him in 
charge of four horse brigades. 

Pulaski’s prowess and strategic skill 
during the Revolutionary War became 
renowned. So dedicated was he to our 
cause that when funding ran low 
among the colonials, he used some of 
his own money to purchase equipment 
for his men. 

General Pulaski, who eventually 
went down in the history books as the 
father of the American cavalry, is just 
one of the many important Polish fig-
ures who have contributed greatly to 
the United States and to the world. 
The relationship between the people of 
our two countries has flourished in re-
cent years since the fall of com-
munism, but it actually dates back 
centuries to the founding of our Na-
tion. 

Today, this Congress aims to help the 
people of Poland rear the next genera-
tion of productive, inventive and stand-
out individuals. This bill authorizes an 
educational exchange program between 
our two nations that promises to be 
mutually beneficial and strengthen the 
alliance between our two nations. 

This program will be identical in its 
structure and operation to the success-
ful Congress-Bundestag exchange that 
was launched in 1983. Over the last 
quarter century, thousands of young 
Americans and Germans have seized 
the opportunity to spend an academic 
year living and studying with their for-
eign peers. 

As a result, these secondary school 
students have gained a better under-
standing of each other’s way of life and 
have begun developing into citizens of 
the world. With the authorization and 
funding of the bilateral initiative be-
fore us today, we will extend the same 
opportunities to our young friends in 
Poland. 

Cross-cultural exchange is the most 
powerful way of creating harmony 
among nations. And study abroad pro-
grams represent the most powerful 
type of exchange because they foster 
understanding and education about 
other nations at an early age. The 
country of Poland is one of our most 
important allies in Europe, has sup-
ported us in our fight against ter-
rorism, and stood with us by contrib-
uting troops to Afghanistan and Iraq. 
The Polish people have made great 
strides since the fall of communism 
liberalizing their economy, joining 
NATO in 1999, and becoming a Member 
of the European Union in 2004. 

It is high time that we recognize and 
advance Poland’s place in the world, as 
well as our special relationship with 
that nation, by initiating a robust edu-
cational exchange program. 

Madam Speaker, I wholeheartedly 
support this proposed bill. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Madam Speak-

er, I yield myself such time as I may 
consume. 

Madam Speaker, I rise in strong sup-
port of Senate bill 377, the United 
States-Poland Parliamentary Youth 
Exchange Program Act. 

This bill, introduced by Senator 
LUGAR, and already passed by the Sen-
ate in March, would establish a formal 
parliamentary youth exchange pro-
gram for American and Polish sec-
ondary students. The purpose of this 
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exchange program is to demonstrate to 
the youth of Poland and to the United 
States the benefits of friendly coopera-
tion based on our shared political and 
cultural values. 

The United States and Poland have 
enjoyed close bilateral relations since 
the end of the Cold War. Poland has 
supported U.S.-led efforts to fight glob-
al terrorism, has contributed troops to 
coalition forces in Afghanistan and 
Iraq, and has cooperated closely with 
the United States to promote democ-
racy and human rights around the 
world and to reform the United Na-
tions. 

b 1100 

By focusing on the source of our com-
mon future, our young people, this bill 
will further cement the friendship and 
the ideals that our two nations already 
share. Therefore, Madam Speaker, I 
urge my colleagues to support this 
worthwhile endeavor. 

Madam Speaker, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Madam 
Speaker, it is with pleasure that I yield 
3 minutes to my good friend, the dis-
tinguished gentleman from Con-
necticut and a member of the Finan-
cial Services and Government Reform 
Committees, Congressman MURPHY. 

Mr. MURPHY of Connecticut. Madam 
Speaker, I rise in strong support today 
of S. 377, the United States and Poland 
Parliamentary Youth Exchange Pro-
gram Act. 

Poland, as has been said by both of 
our previous speakers, has dem-
onstrated an amazing commitment 
both to democratic values and to their 
role as an ally of the United States. I 
remember, as a teenager, if I might 
date myself, watching in rapt attention 
as Lech Walesa and his solidarity 
movement defeated the Communist 
Party in Poland in parliamentary elec-
tions, and then watching Walesa go on 
to become president of Poland in 1990. 
That solidarity movement heralded the 
collapse of communism across Eastern 
Europe. 

This United States and Poland Par-
liamentary Youth Exchange will allow 
American students to learn much more 
about this very important heritage of 
our neighbors in Eastern Europe. Eligi-
ble participants in the program will at-
tend a public high school for one aca-
demic year and enroll in courses that 
place a particular emphasis on their 
host country’s history, the establish-
ment of its Constitution, the nation’s 
birth and its political development. 

Though my last name might not give 
a hint to this, I am a very proud Polish 
American. My mother’s family emi-
grated from Poland to New Britain, 
Connecticut some generations ago. And 
if you have a chance to drive through 
the great State of Connecticut and 
you’re looking for a great place to grab 
a bite to eat, stop off in New Britain, 

Connecticut. Go to Broad Street, where 
we still have Polish language store-
fronts selling some of the best Polish 
food that you’ll find in eastern Con-
necticut. 

And I appreciate the gentleman 
spending a little time remarking about 
General Pulaski. We take that legacy 
very seriously in New Britain. We still 
celebrate Pulaski Day with a Pulaski 
parade that runs not very far from Pu-
laski School and ends up at the Pulaski 
Club. So we are very serious students 
of Polish history in New Britain, Con-
necticut, and I can’t think of a better 
program than one such as this that will 
allow children of a community such as 
ours in New Britain, whose forefathers 
came from that country, to be able to 
go there and strengthen their apprecia-
tion for that culture and that country’s 
heritage. 

I’d like to thank Representative VIS-
CLOSKY, especially, and Representative 
EMANUEL for bringing this legislation 
before the House floor today and, of 
course, Senator LUGAR for being such a 
champion in the Senate. This will 
mean a great deal to our small commu-
nity of New Britain and the entire Pol-
ish American community in the Fifth 
District of Connecticut. 

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Madam Speak-
er, I have no further requests for time, 
and I yield back the balance of our 
time. 

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Madam 
Speaker, I appreciate the gentleman 
from Connecticut and his support and 
statement. Nothing like having an 
Irish Polish American to be supportive 
of his proposed legislation. 

Madam Speaker, I would love to yield 
5 minutes now to my dear friend, dis-
tinguished member of the Appropria-
tions Committee, the gentleman from 
Indiana (Mr. VISCLOSKY). That’s a good 
Polish name. 

Mr. VISCLOSKY. Madam Speaker, I 
rise today in strong support of S. 377, 
the United States and Poland Par-
liamentary Youth Exchange Program 
Act of 2007. I am the sponsor of the 
House version of this legislation, and I 
would like to thank my 13 colleagues, 
including the gentleman from Con-
necticut, who are cosponsors of the 
measure. 

I would especially like to thank the 
distinguished senior Senator from the 
State of Indiana, RICHARD LUGAR, for 
originating this legislation and intro-
ducing it in the other body. And I 
would be remiss if I did not thank the 
chairman of the subcommittee, the 
gentleman from American Samoa (Mr. 
FALEOMAVAEGA), as well as the ranking 
member of the full committee, the 
gentlelady from Florida (Ms. ROS- 
LEHTINEN), as well as Mr. LANTOS and 
the members of the committee for 
their consideration of the measure. 

It is my sincere hope that this legis-
lation will become the foundation for 
future youth exchange programs 

around the world. As technology and 
transportation makes the world more 
and more interconnected, it is essential 
that our youth and future leaders have 
firsthand experiences in other cultures 
when making decisions. A lot can be 
learned about a different culture from 
a book or a picture, but it is not nearly 
the same as living, studying and work-
ing in another culture for an entire 
year, which is what the U.S.-Poland 
Parliamentary Youth Exchange Pro-
gram will enable youths from Amer-
ican and Polish high schools to do. 

Senator LUGAR has been a guiding 
light in promoting cultural exchange 
programs between America and count-
less other countries throughout his 
tenure, and it has been my privilege to 
work with him on this legislation. The 
Senator’s genuine interest in the cul-
tures of the world is reflected in all his 
actions, and he understands the price-
less value of cultural exchange pro-
grams as embodied in the U.S. and Po-
land Parliamentary Youth Exchange 
Program. This program will have a pro-
found effect on the youth of our two 
countries, and it can only strengthen 
the unbreakable friendship between the 
United States and Poland. 

I too am very proud of the Polish 
community in Indiana’s First Congres-
sional District. This proud community 
is an integral part of the greater north-
west area community in Indiana, and 
enhances the culture of my district in 
countless ways. I am happy that the 
U.S. and Poland Youth Exchange Pro-
gram will allow all facets of the Polish 
culture to be experienced firsthand by 
American youth. 

Madam Speaker, we should not delay 
in this opportunity for our youth to be 
immersed in Poland’s rich culture and 
in this opportunity to share our cul-
ture with Polish youth. And I would 
urge my colleagues to support the 
measure. 

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Madam 
Speaker, I thank the gentleman from 
Indiana for his most eloquent speech. 

At this time I would like to yield 2 
minutes to my good friend from New 
Jersey (Mr. PAYNE), a senior member of 
the Foreign Affairs Committee. 

Mr. PAYNE. Madam Speaker, let me 
commend Senator LUGAR for this fine 
legislation. Senator LUGAR is such an 
outstanding leader. 

And I would also like to say that 
Count Casimir Pulaski was a person, as 
a historian, that did so much in the 
Revolutionary War. We actually de-
feated Cromwell at the major battle. 

I had the opportunity also to teach at 
Pulaski School in New Jersey when I 
was a school teacher in Passaic, and 
the Polish community was very strong 
in that area. And so I learned a lot, 
from Yak Samas and Dobcha, from my 
students and their parents. 

I think that parliamentary ex-
changes are outstanding. As we remem-
ber Lech Walesa and the solidarity 
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movement, we do see the challenge for 
the shipyards there in Poland, but 
hopefully they will be able to sustain 
themselves. I think that these various 
types of parliamentary exchanges do a 
great deal. 

I visited Poland in 1967 and went 
back again in the late 1990s and early 
2000 to see the tremendous difference of 
the 1967 Poland that was drab and 
going through many, many problems 
with pollution and the communist sys-
tem. But with the breakdown of the 
Warsaw Pact and Poland being able to 
have democracy, it’s really a tremen-
dous country. And as a member of the 
House Democratic Assistance Corpora-
tion here in the House, we certainly 
strongly push for parliamentary ex-
changes, and so I certainly support 
this. 

I thank Mr. ENI FALEOMAVAEGA for 
bringing this to the floor. 

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Madam 
Speaker, I have no further speakers, 
and I yield back the balance of my 
time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from American Samoa 
(Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA) that the House 
suspend the rules and pass the Senate 
bill, S. 377. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the bill was 
passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

RECOGNIZING THE 75TH BIRTHDAY 
OF DESMOND MPILO TUTU 

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Madam 
Speaker, I move to suspend the rules 
and agree to the resolution (H. Res. 34) 
recognizing the 75th birthday of 
Desmond Mpilo Tutu, South African 
Anglican Archbishop of Cape Town, 
and Nobel Peace Prize recipient, as 
amended. 

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion. 

The text of the resolution is as fol-
lows: 

H. RES. 34 

Whereas Archbishop Desmond Mpilo Tutu 
has been recognized as one of the 20th cen-
tury’s leaders for freedom, justice, and 
human rights for all; 

Whereas Archbishop Tutu, as a religious 
leader and Secretary-General of the South 
African Council of Churches from 1976 until 
1978, worked against apartheid in South Afri-
ca with the agreement of nearly all South 
African churches; 

Whereas Archbishop Tutu consistently ad-
vocated reconciliation between all parties 
involved in apartheid and, though he was 
most firm in denouncing South Africa’s 
white-ruled government, Archbishop Tutu 
was also harsh in his criticism of the violent 
tactics of some anti-apartheid groups and de-
nounced terrorism; 

Whereas Archbishop Tutu spoke strongly 
in support of non-violent change and eco-
nomic sanctions against South Africa and as 

a result had his passport revoked by the 
South African Government; 

Whereas Archbishop Tutu led a historical 
march to a whites-only beach, where he and 
supporters were chased off with whips; 

Whereas, on October 16, 1984, Archbishop 
Tutu was awarded the Nobel Peace Prize in 
recognition of his outstanding leadership, 
courage, heroism, and use of nonviolence in 
the struggle against apartheid, and the 
Nobel Committee cited his ‘‘role as a uni-
fying leader figure in the campaign to re-
solve the problem of apartheid in South Afri-
ca’’; 

Whereas a month after winning the Nobel 
Peace Prize, Archbishop Tutu was elected as 
the first black Anglican bishop of Johannes-
burg; 

Whereas, on September 7, 1986, Archbishop 
Tutu became the first black person to lead 
the Anglican Church in South Africa; 

Whereas, in 1994, after the end of apartheid 
and the election of President Nelson 
Mandela, Archbishop Tutu was appointed as 
Chairman of South Africa’s Truth and Rec-
onciliation Commission, to investigate 
apartheid-era crimes, where his policy of for-
giveness and reconciliation has become an 
international example of conflict resolution, 
and a trusted method of post-conflict recon-
struction; 

Whereas, on October 7, 1931, Archbishop 
Tutu was born in Klerksdorp, Transvaal, to a 
school teacher and an uneducated mother 
and was educated at Johannesburg Bantu 
High School; 

Whereas Archbishop Tutu trained as a high 
school teacher at Pretoria Bantu Normal 
College and graduated from the University of 
South Africa in 1954, and after teaching for 
three years was ordained as a priest in 1960; 

Whereas Archbishop Tutu studied theology 
in England in 1962, received a Masters of 
Theology from University of London in 1966, 
was appointed as the first black South Afri-
can to hold the position of Dean of St. 
Mary’s Cathedral in Johannesburg in 1975, 
and became the first black General Sec-
retary of the South African Council of 
Churches in 1978; 

Whereas Archbishop Tutu is an inter-
national lecturer and philosopher and has re-
ceived honorary doctorates from ten leading 
universities in the United States, Britain, 
and Germany; 

Whereas Archbishop Tutu has been award-
ed a number of prestigious awards, including 
the Order for Meritorious Award (Gold), the 
Archbishop of Canterbury’s Award for Out-
standing Service to the Anglican Com-
munion, the Prix d’Athene, and the Martin 
Luther King Jr. Humanitarian Award of An-
nual Black American Heroes and Heroines 
Day; 

Whereas out of deep concern for the chal-
lenges facing all of the people of the world, 
in July 2007 Archbishop Tutu helped assem-
ble The Elders, an historic group of world 
leaders seeking to contribute their wisdom, 
independent leadership, and integrity in 
tackling some of the world’s toughest prob-
lems; 

Whereas October 7, 2007, will mark the 76th 
birthday of Archbishop Demand Mpilo Tutu; 
and 

Whereas Archbishop Tutu has fought for a 
democratic and just society without racial 
divisions, a common system of education, a 
world which promotes the rights and oppor-
tunities of the marginalized, disadvantaged, 
and disenfranchised, and continues to pursue 
an active international ministry of peace: 
Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the House of Representa-
tives— 

(1) honors the accomplishments of Arch-
bishop Desmond Mpilo Tutu; 

(2) recognizes and congratulates his con-
sistent efforts to promote dialogue to peace-
fully resolve conflicts between people in Af-
rica and around the world; and 

(3) extols the contributions of Archbishop 
Tutu to South Africa, the United States, and 
the international community. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
American Samoa (Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA) 
and the gentlewoman from Florida (Ms. 
ROS-LEHTINEN) each will control 20 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from American Samoa. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Madam 

Speaker, again I ask unanimous con-
sent that all Members may have 5 leg-
islative days to revise and extend their 
remarks and include extraneous mate-
rial on the resolution under consider-
ation. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from American Samoa? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Madam 

Speaker, I rise in strong support of this 
resolution and yield myself such time 
as I may consume. 

First of all, I would like again to 
thank our distinguished chairman of 
the committee, the gentleman from 
California (Mr. LANTOS), and our senior 
ranking member of the committee, the 
gentlelady from Florida (Ms. ROS- 
LEHTINEN) for their support in bringing 
this legislation to the floor. 

I would particularly like to thank 
my distinguished colleague, the chief 
sponsor of this legislation, the 
gentlelady from Texas (Ms. JACKSON- 
LEE) for introducing this important 
resolution to honor Archbishop 
Desmond Tutu of South Africa for his 
lifetime of human rights work. 

Madam Speaker, Archbishop Tutu is 
unquestionably one of the most impor-
tant and accomplished advocates of 
human rights and peace on the face of 
this planet. In the past few years, 
Bishop Tutu has worked tirelessly to 
promote religious freedom and self-sov-
ereignty around the world, using his 
reputation and his work in South Afri-
ca as a launching pad to do good. For 
instance, he has worked to highlight 
the horrendous human rights situation 
in Burma and repeatedly called on the 
Burmese Government to free the cham-
pion of democracy there, Aung San Suu 
Kyi. 

But of all his work for humankind, 
he is perhaps best known for chairing 
the South Africa Peace and Reconcili-
ation Commission after the scourge of 
apartheid ended in that nation. 

Under the rule of the Afrikaner Na-
tionalist Party, black South Africans 
were subjected to unspeakable dehu-
manizing social policies and draconian 
laws. These terrible measures sepa-
rated families, denied a decent edu-
cation to millions of children, and 
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forced hundreds of thousands from 
their homes into segregated territories, 
or bantustans. 

Given the nature of the oppression, 
South Africa could have been a country 
washed in blood by black Africans 
seeking revenge once white minority 
rule ended. But through his char-
acteristic patience and wisdom, Bishop 
Tutu helped guide South Africans, 
black, brown and white, through a na-
tional process of reconciliation, a 
forum where the horrors of apartheid 
were told by both victims and perpetra-
tors. And most importantly, there was 
no retribution, only truth and rec-
onciliation. 

Bishop Tutu and his colleagues trav-
eled throughout South Africa, from vil-
lage to village, and allowed apartheid’s 
victims to speak as long as they needed 
to tell their stories. For days at a time 
he sat and listened to stories of the 
hellish nightmare innocent victims of 
apartheid had to endure. 

The process of simply telling proved 
an enormous healing experience for in-
dividuals in the South African nation. 
And the stories have been archived so 
that South Africans in the future can 
know their past and can appreciate 
their present. 

This effort, and his spiritual leader-
ship throughout the trying times of his 
nation made Bishop Tutu an inter-
national hero. He is a human rights 
champion and has been the winner of 
numerous awards, including the pres-
tigious Nobel Peace Prize in 1984. 

Madam Speaker, as we celebrate 
Bishop Tutu’s 76th birthday next 
month, we should be mindful of the les-
sons he has brought in his service to 
mankind, particularly in this troubling 
time when human rights violations are 
still so widespread around the world. 

As he said famously in his Nobel 
Peace acceptance speech, ‘‘Oppression 
dehumanizes the oppressor as much as, 
if not more, the oppressed.’’ 

That axiom, to me, Madam Speaker, 
is a profound admonition to tyrants 
around the world. 

And I cannot help, Madam Speaker, 
but to say that if you say something 
about Bishop Tutu, you have to add his 
colleague, Nelson Mandela. Now here 
was a man that was in prison for 29 
years, almost 30 years. And you would 
think that there is nothing on his mind 
than to seek vengeance and retribution 
against what the apartheid government 
did to him for all those years, but in-
stead, as far as I’m concerned, the most 
Christ-like person that has ever come 
out of that prison, Mr. Mandela, and 
for the leadership that he displayed in 
bringing all different factions, nation-
alities and ethnicities in South Africa 
together to build a good nation. 

I remember years ago, Madam Speak-
er, the World Cup. I don’t know if my 
colleagues are familiar with the sport 
of rugby, but the World Cup rugby 
tournament is on in France right now. 

Years ago, the all-black rugby national 
team representing New Zealand had a 
very difficult time playing against the 
Spring Boks from South Africa, espe-
cially if they had an Amari Polynesian 
or a Samoan Polynesian as a member 
of that all-blacks team. The Spring 
Boks of South Africa refused to play 
the all-blacks of New Zealand simply 
because there are two people of color 
that are members of the team rep-
resenting New Zealand. They got the 
two countries pretty heated at times. 
There was no question about the big-
otry and the racism that existed at 
that time as far as apartheid is con-
cerned. 
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Madam Speaker, today we honor 
Bishop Desmond Tutu and all that he 
represents, and I call on my colleagues 
to vote to support this important legis-
lation. 

Madam Speaker, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time. 

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Madam Speak-
er, I yield myself such time as I may 
consume. 

Madam Speaker, I rise today also in 
support of House Resolution 34, which 
honors the Most Reverend Desmond 
Tutu, the Archbishop Emeritus of Cape 
Town, South Africa; and an outspoken 
advocate for peace, equality, and 
human rights around the globe. 

While Archbishop Tutu is regarded 
by some as a controversial figure, he is 
universally recognized as a hero in the 
struggle against the apartheid regime 
in South Africa. There he served as a 
beacon of hope, committed to peace 
and unity in an era marked by violence 
and oppression. He passionately advo-
cated for nonviolent opposition to the 
racist apartheid regime while cam-
paigning internationally for the impo-
sition of economic sanctions against 
South Africa. 

And even in the face of the most 
egregious human rights abuses rein-
forced by draconian laws, including the 
Population Registration Act of 1950, 
the Group Areas Act of 1950, the Lands 
Act of 1954 and 1955, and the Bantu 
Homelands Citizenship Act of 1970, he 
inspired disenfranchised South Afri-
cans to believe that one day justice 
would prevail and freedom would come. 

Madam Speaker, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. I thank my 
colleague and dear friend from Florida 
for her statement in support of this 
resolution. 

At this time, Madam Speaker, it is 
with pleasure that I yield 5 minutes to 
my good friend, the chief sponsor of 
this proposed bill, the gentlewoman 
from Texas, senior member of the Judi-
ciary Committee and also a member of 
the House Foreign Affairs Committee 
(Ms. JACKSON-LEE). 

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Madam 
Speaker, let me, first of all, thank my 

distinguished colleague, the manager 
of the bill and a distinguished member 
of the Foreign Affairs Committee, 
Chairman FALEOMAVAEGA, for the very 
kind words that he has offered; and to 
the ranking member of the Foreign Af-
fairs Committee, Congresswoman 
ILEANA ROS-LEHTINEN, for her sup-
porting words; and chiefly two very im-
portant persons who have assisted in 
this legislation, Chairman LANTOS for 
his support and the very excellent com-
mittee staff that have supported us, 
along with our dear subcommittee 
Chair, DONALD PAYNE, who is renowned 
for his commitment to Africa, and cer-
tainly we appreciate his friendship and 
support of this legislation. 

Might I acknowledge the cosponsors 
who were eager to join to recognize 
this distinguished but bountiful with 
words and compassion in his small 
package of a man but yet his gigantic 
heart, mind, and spirit, Bishop Mpilo 
Tutu, who, as you can see, is a man 
that commands thousands for his vi-
sion. 

We are proud to be able to, nearing 
the 76th birthday, acknowledge his 75th 
birthday and his 75th year. So might I 
also express appreciation for my staff, 
Yahannus Tsahani and Nina Besser, for 
their help in this legislation. 

Let me say to you, Madam Speaker, 
that Archbishop Tutu was not lost with 
words or passion. He said, ‘‘I am not in-
terested in picking up crumbs of com-
passion thrown from the table of some-
one who considers himself my master. I 
want the full menu of rights.’’ He is a 
man of immense courage and vision. He 
has long served as the moral voice of 
the oppressed populations. No one who 
has ever met, spoken to, or worked 
with Archbishop Tutu is the same 
afterwards. 

He is, of course, linked with Father 
Mandela, arm in arm as Father 
Mandela maintained his life and his in-
tegrity for 29 years. It was Bishop Tutu 
who had a voice, steering the religious 
and faith community away from its 
closed attitude to open to the Beati-
tudes, that, in fact, ‘‘Blessed are the 
merciful for they shall obtain mercy.’’ 
Bishop Tutu believed in that. 

As a tireless advocate for ending dis-
crimination, Desmond Tutu’s career is 
truly extraordinary. In 1975 he became 
the first black African Dean of Mary’s 
Cathedral in Johannesburg, South Afri-
ca. From 1976 to 1978, he served as the 
Secretary-General of the South African 
Council of Churches, once again being 
the first black African to do so. He 
went on to head South Africa’s Truth 
and Reconciliation Commission from 
1996 to 1998, investigating prior apart-
heid-related crimes. 

It would be interesting if we were at 
that point in Iraq, but we must set the 
picture of what it means to bring to-
gether a commission that addresses the 
pain and hurt, brutality and devasta-
tion of black Africans, South Africans, 
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at the hands of apartheid. It was not 
easy. It would have been better to sit 
in accusatory fashion, point fingers, 
and never resolve. But it was the calm 
demeanor, the spirit, the religious 
faith of Bishop Tutu that allowed this 
process to go forward and to allow it to 
go forward as others have now looked 
back and said, well done, well done. 

Archbishop Tutu is perhaps best 
known for his courageous opposition to 
the internationally condemned apart-
heid regime that persisted in his home-
land until democratic elections were fi-
nally held in 1994. It was for his non-
violent struggle in opposition to apart-
heid that he was awarded the Nobel 
Peace Prize in 1984 in recognition of his 
courage, heroism, and peaceful meth-
ods. The Nobel committee called him a 
‘‘unifying leader-figure in the cam-
paign to resolve the problem of apart-
heid in South Africa.’’ The committee 
went on to state, ‘‘the means by which 
this campaign is conducted is of vital 
importance for the whole of the con-
tinent of Africa and for the cause of 
peace in the world.’’ In a press release 
discussing the award, the Nobel com-
mittee wrote, ‘‘This year’s award 
should be seen as a renewed recogni-
tion of the courage and heroism shown 
by black South Africans in their use of 
peaceful methods in the struggle 
against apartheid.’’ 

How wonderful it would be if the con-
flicts around the world and in the Mid-
dle East would follow this straight and 
narrow path of a peaceful opposition. 

‘‘This recognition is also directed to 
all who throughout the world use such 
methods to stand in the vanguard of 
the campaign for racial equality as a 
human right.’’ 

In recognition of his vast intellectual 
ability, Desmond Tutu has received nu-
merous honorary doctorates from sev-
eral universities, including Harvard, 
Kent, Columbia, Aberdeen, and How-
ard. Let me also indicate as well that 
he has won the Order of Meritorious 
Gold Award; the Martin Luther King, 
Jr. Nonviolent Peace Prize; and a num-
ber of others. 

He has also been a survivor of cancer. 
He is someone who has never stopped 
teaching, working, and understanding. 

And for those of us who are products 
of America’s civil rights movement, I 
thought would be appropriate to bring 
to light and to attention the reflection 
of two giants: Rosa Parks and Arch-
bishop Tutu, to bring together the 
trials and tribulations, the struggles of 
African Americans in the United 
States with someone who fully under-
stood what struggle was all about. 

I am delighted to join with my col-
leagues asking for your full support in 
honoring Archbishop Desmond Mpilo 
Tutu, a man who stood between the 
schism of two oceans, bringing Amer-
ica and Africa together through the 
idea of unity, peace, generosity, jus-
tice, and opportunity for all. 

Congratulations, Bishop Tutu. I ask 
my colleagues to support this legisla-
tion. 

Madam Speaker, I rise in strong support of 
H. Res. 34, which honors the life and accom-
plishments of Desmond Mpilo Tutu, South Afri-
can Archbishop of Cape Town and recipient of 
the Nobel Peace Prize. I have been pleased 
to work with the Committee on Foreign Affairs 
on this important legislation, and I would like 
to thank Chairman LANTOS for his support for 
this legislation. 

Madam Speaker, Archbishop Tutu once 
stated, ‘‘I am not interested in picking up 
crumbs of compassion thrown from the table 
of someone who considers himself my master. 
I want the full menu of rights.’’ He is a man 
of immense courage and vision, and he has 
long served as the moral voice of oppressed 
populations. No one who has ever met, spo-
ken to, or worked with Archbishop Tutu is the 
same afterwards. 

As a tireless advocate of ending discrimina-
tion, Desmond Tutu’s career is truly extraor-
dinary. In 1975, he became the first black Afri-
can Dean of Mary’s Cathedral, in Johannes-
burg, South Africa. From 1976–1978, he 
served as the Secretary-General of the South 
African Council of Churches; once again, 
being the first black African to do so. He went 
on to head South Africa’s Truth and Reconcili-
ation Commission from 1996–1998, inves-
tigating prior apartheid related crimes. 

Archbishop Tutu is perhaps best known for 
his courageous opposition to the internation-
ally-condemned apartheid regime that per-
sisted in his homeland until democratic elec-
tions were finally held in 1994. It was for his 
non-violent struggle in opposition to apartheid 
that he was awarded the Nobel Peace Prize in 
1984, in recognition of his courage, heroism, 
and peaceful methods. The Nobel committee 
called him a ‘‘unifying leader-figure in the cam-
paign to resolve the problem of apartheid in 
South Africa.’’ The committee went on to 
state, ‘‘the means by which this campaign is 
conducted is of vital importance for the whole 
of the continent of Africa and for the cause of 
peace in the world.’’ In a press release dis-
cussing the award, the Nobel committee 
wrote, ‘‘This year’s award should be seen as 
a renewed recognition of the courage and her-
oism shown by black South Africans in their 
use of peaceful methods in the struggle 
against apartheid. This recognition is also di-
rected to all who, throughout the world, use 
such methods to stand in the vanguard of the 
campaign for racial equality as a human right.’’ 

In recognition of his vast intellectual ability, 
Desmond Tutu has received numerous hon-
orary doctorates from several universities in-
cluding Harvard, Kent, Colombia, Aberdeen, 
and Howard. In addition to the Nobel Peace 
Prize, Archbishop Tutu has received numer-
ous other prestigious awards, including the 
Order of Meritorious Gold Award, Martin Lu-
ther King, Jr. Non-Violent Peace Prize, the 
Archbishop of Canterbury’s Award for Out-
standing Service to the Anglican Communion, 
Prix d’Athene, Albert Schweitzer Prize for Hu-
manitarianism, Maguebela Prize for Liberty, as 
well as the International Gandhi Peace Prize. 

Archbishop Desmond Mpilo Tutu will cele-
brate his 76th birthday on October 7, 2007. 
This legislation recognizes this important date, 

honors his accomplishments, and extols the 
contributions that he has made to South Afri-
ca, the United States, and to the international 
community. 

I strongly urge my colleagues to join me in 
recognizing the life and accomplishments of 
this truly extraordinary man. I conclude with 
another quote from Archbishop Tutu: ‘‘If you 
are neutral in situations of injustice, you have 
chosen the side of the oppressor. If an ele-
phant has its foot on the tail of a mouse and 
you say that you are neutral, the mouse will 
not appreciate your neutrality.’’ Archbishop 
Tutu has spent his life in defense of the 
mouse, and his work has proven that, with 
proper pressure and leverage, the elephant 
can be forced to move. 

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Madam Speak-
er, I yield myself such time as I may 
consume. 

In recognition of his efforts to peace-
fully protest an immoral and unjust 
system while leading some 20 million 
South Africans toward freedom, 
Desmond Tutu was awarded the Nobel 
Peace Prize in 1984. In presenting the 
award, the chairman of the Norwegian 
Nobel Committee recognized that the 
repression of the apartheid regime was 
so brutal that ‘‘a violent rebellion 
would be an understandable reaction.’’ 
However, he stated, that on a broad 
front a campaign that is being fought 
with the weapons of spirit and reason, 
a campaign for truth, freedom, and jus-
tice, the contribution that Desmond 
Tutu has made and is still making rep-
resents a hope for the future. He is an 
exponent of the only form of conflict 
solving which is worthy of civilized na-
tions. 

With that, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Madam 
Speaker, it is my honor to yield 5 min-
utes to my good friend and senior 
member of our Foreign Affairs Com-
mittee, the gentleman from New Jer-
sey (Mr. PAYNE). 

Mr. PAYNE. Madam Speaker, let me 
thank Mr. LANTOS and Ms. ILEANA ROS- 
LEHTINEN and the floor manager, Mr. 
FALEOMAVAEGA, for bringing this reso-
lution forward, but certainly to the 
sponsor, Congresswoman SHEILA JACK-
SON-LEE, for her outstanding work that 
she does on the Africa Subcommittee. 

I rise to speak in support of H. Res. 
34, a resolution recognizing the 75th 
birthday of Archbishop Desmond Tutu. 
Archbishop Tutu will celebrate his 76th 
birthday on October 7 of this year, and 
the legacy he has created during three- 
quarters of a century on this Earth is 
truly inspiring. 

It is no exaggeration to say that 
without his courage, commitment, and 
leadership, the South Africa we know 
today may not exist. For over four dec-
ades, Bishop Tutu was a vocal advocate 
and activist for democracy and human 
rights in South Africa. He defended the 
rights of not only black South Africans 
but for brown and white South Africans 
as well. As I mentioned earlier, Sen-
ator LUGAR gave the deciding vote to 
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override the veto of President Reagan 
of the Comprehensive Anti-Apartheid 
Act, which therefore put sanctions on 
South Africa, which helped to move to-
wards a free, democratic South Africa, 
nonracial. 

Archbishop Tutu’s support for regime 
change through reconciliation between 
the different ethnic groups in South 
Africa is well known and I believe 
should serve as a model not only in Af-
rica but in Eastern Europe, the Middle 
East, and Asia. 

And I believe that his work as chair-
man of the Truth and Reconciliation 
Commission helped prevent open vio-
lence and bloodshed in South Africa in 
the wake of apartheid following it. 
Truly Archbishop Tutu practiced what 
he preached. 

What amazes me about Bishop Tutu 
is his tireless effort on behalf of those 
who are disadvantaged, disenfran-
chised, and disposed. Many men would 
have taken a rest after seeing a vision 
they worked so hard to achieve come 
to fruition. But not him. Not Bishop 
Tutu. He continues to advocate for peo-
ple around the world from West Papua 
to Zimbabwe. 

He has led efforts to bring attention 
to the spread of HIV/AIDS and the dan-
gers of extremely drug-resistant tuber-
culosis, XDR. As a matter of fact, 
Bishop Tutu wrote me a letter in Feb-
ruary bringing out the fact that 50 peo-
ple of 53 in South Africa died from this 
disease, and I had a hearing long before 
the person of the United States trav-
eled around the world with this XDR, 
drug-resistant, TB. So it was Bishop 
Tutu that brought it to my attention. 
As a matter of fact, we raised it with 
the Foreign Operations appropriations 
committee, and we were able to in-
crease the funding for this disease by 
$50 million in this year’s appropria-
tions bill. The MDR- and the XDR-TB 
are things where it was Bishop Tutu 
who brought it to our attention. 

His latest endeavor will be to serve 
as chairman of the Council of Elders, a 
group formed by the former South Afri-
can President Nelson Mandela this past 
July. Bishop Tutu worked with Rev-
erend Allan Boesak years ago and Mr. 
Oliver Tambo, who was chairman of 
the ANC. 

Archbishop Tutu’s tireless work on 
behalf of the people of South Africa 
and, indeed, the world is awe inspiring. 
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He should serve as an example to all 
of us of what compassion and commit-
ment can achieve. I congratulate him 
on his life work and salute him on the 
occasion of his birthday. 

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Madam Speak-
er, I yield myself such time as I may 
consume. 

Following the dismantling of the 
apartheid regime and the conduct of 
South Africa’s first democratically 
contested multi-party elections in 1994, 

Archbishop Tutu was appointed to 
share South Africa’s Truth and Rec-
onciliation Commission. 

Tasked with investigating the gross 
human rights violations that had oc-
curred over the preceding 34 years, it 
was feared that the TRC would reopen 
old wounds and once again plunge the 
country into crisis. However, Arch-
bishop Tutu used this platform to urge 
forgiveness and reconciliation rather 
than revenge for past injustices. It, 
therefore, comes as no surprise that 
South Africa’s TRC now serves as a 
model for post-conflict resolutions 
around the globe. And at nearly 76 
years of age, Archbishop Tutu has not 
slowed down a bit. Given his continued 
advocacy for peace and human rights 
in Africa and beyond, it is appropriate 
that this body honor him again today. 

I would like to thank the sponsor, 
Ms. JACKSON-LEE, for introducing this 
important resolution and for agreeing 
to changes so that it reflects a celebra-
tion of his upcoming 76th birthday, 
which will be celebrated by all of us on 
October 7. 

Madam Speaker, I thank you for giv-
ing us the opportunity to bring House 
Resolution 34 to the floor today. And I 
urge my colleagues to vote ‘‘yes’’ on its 
passage. 

With that, Madam Speaker, I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

Mr. RANGEL. Madam Speaker, I rise today 
to express my full support for H. Res. 34, a bill 
recognizing the 75th birthday of Desmond 
Tutu, South African Anglican Archbishop of 
Cape Town, and Nobel Peace Prize recipient. 
I thank Congresswoman SHEILA JACKSON-LEE 
for introducing this bill to give us all an oppor-
tunity to celebrate the life of this remarkable 
leader. 

Words alone can’t express my sincere admi-
ration for Desmond Tutu and what he has 
contributed to the ending of apartheid and the 
founding of the new South Africa. He is one 
person who truly embodies and exemplifies in 
word and deeds justice, peace, courage, hu-
mility, dignity, strength, patience, under-
standing, leadership, and compassion. 

I truly admire Desmond Tutu for committing 
his life to changing South Africa and the world. 
One of the most oppressive eras in world his-
tory for black South Africans was living under 
the apartheid system. This awful system, 
which began in 1948, legally classified Blacks, 
Indians, Whites, and Colored people and 
called for segregation. The apartheid rules 
created ethnic based territories, in which those 
for Colored people were not equal to those for 
Whites. Thus, creating a nation in which Col-
ored people, although the majority, were for-
mally and legally justified to be oppressed, 
marginalized, and disenfranchised. Despite 
such injustice, Desmond Tutu worked tire-
lessly to reverse apartheid utilizing a non-vio-
lent approach. I believe his heart and soul re-
joiced when apartheid was finally dismantled 
in 1994. His spirit is truly admirable. 

Desmond Tutu has been recognized with 
many prestigious awards for his contribution to 
mankind, all of which has made the world a 
better place. I’m so grateful to have witnessed 

his life and work. I urge my colleagues to 
honor him by supporting H. Res. 34. I also en-
courage people all over the world to learn 
about and become inspired by his life, work, 
and commitment to inspire world peace. 

Mr. AL GREEN of Texas. Madam Speaker, 
it is a privilege to support House Resolution 
34 and to honor the life and works of Arch-
bishop Desmond Tutu, an ardent advocate of 
civil rights for all. 

Archbishop Tutu became the Dean of St. 
Mary’s Cathedral in Johannesburg in 1975, 
becoming the first black African to hold that 
position. In 1978, he went on to become the 
General Secretary of the South African Coun-
cil of Churches (SACC), an ecumenical orga-
nization working for social justice, where Arch-
bishop Tutu was again the first black African 
to hold his position. In this capacity, Arch-
bishop Tutu performed yeoman’s work in cru-
sading for racial justice and the end of apart-
heid. Indeed, under Archbishop Tutu’s leader-
ship, SACC’s nonviolent leadership played a 
pivotal role in bringing about the disintegration 
of South Africa’s apartheid government. 

In 1984, in recognition of this work, Arch-
bishop Tutu was awarded the Nobel Peace 
Prize, a well-deserved honor given all of his 
efforts. This award, though, did not signify the 
end of Archbishop Tutu’s efforts to create a 
more just world. In 1986, he was elected the 
Archbishop of Cape Town, making him the 
head of the Anglican Church in South Africa 
and giving him an appropriately prominent 
platform for his message in support of equal-
ity. 

After the downfall of South Africa’s apart-
heid government, Archbishop Tutu continued 
to be an inspiration for us all. In 1996, Presi-
dent Nelson Mandela appointed him to chair 
South Africa’s Truth and Reconciliation Com-
mission, a body designed to probe human 
rights violations under the apartheid govern-
ment and to reconcile the country’s black and 
white communities. This commission created a 
new model for countries looking to overcome 
violent, discriminatory histories in peaceful 
ways. Archbishop Tutu later became the 
founding trustee of the Desmond Tutu Peace 
Centre, an organization dedicated to spread-
ing peace through South Africa and the world. 

Archbishop Desmond Tutu’s life provides a 
shining example of compassion, dedication 
and unyielding work for justice. I congratulate 
Archbishop Tutu for reaching his 75th birthday 
and for all of his good works over the course 
of his life, and I commend my friend and col-
league from the great state of Texas, Ms. 
JACKSON-LEE, for introducing this resolution. 

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Madam 
Speaker, I have no further speakers on 
this proposed bill, and I yield back the 
balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from American Samoa 
(Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA) that the House 
suspend the rules and agree to the reso-
lution, H. Res. 34, as amended. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the resolu-
tion, as amended, was agreed to. 

The title was amended so as to read: 
‘‘A resolution recognizing the life 

and accomplishments of Desmond 
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Mpilo Tutu, South African Anglican 
Archbishop of Cape Town, and Nobel 
Peace Prize recipient.’’. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

RECOGNIZING THE STRONG SECU-
RITY ALLIANCE BETWEEN 
JAPAN AND THE UNITED STATES 
Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Madam 

Speaker, I move to suspend the rules 
and agree to the resolution (H. Res. 
508) recognizing the strong security al-
liance between the Government of 
Japan and the United States and ex-
pressing appreciation to Japan for its 
role in enhancing stability in the Asia- 
Pacific region and its efforts in the 
global war against terrorism, as 
amended. 

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion. 

The text of the resolution is as fol-
lows: 

H. RES. 508 

Whereas the United States-Japan alliance 
is the cornerstone of United States security 
interests in Asia and the Pacific and is fun-
damental to regional stability and pros-
perity; 

Whereas the United States-Japan alliance 
continues to be based on shared vital inter-
ests and values in the Asia-Pacific region, 
despite the changes in the post-cold war 
strategic landscape, including the preserva-
tion and promotion of political and economic 
freedoms, support for human rights and 
democratic institutions, and securing of 
prosperity for the people of both countries 
and the international community; 

Whereas on April 27, 2007, during Prime 
Minister Abe’s visit to Washington, Presi-
dent Bush and the Prime Minister recon-
firmed their commitment to these common 
strategic objectives; 

Whereas Japan provides military bases and 
generous financial and material support to 
United States forward-deployed forces, 
which are essential for maintaining stability 
in the region; 

Whereas under the United States-Japan 
Treaty of Mutual Cooperation and Security, 
Japan hosts a carrier battle group, the III 
Marine Expeditionary Force, and the 5th Air 
Force; 

Whereas the United States currently main-
tains approximately 50,000 troops in Japan, 
about half of whom are stationed in Oki-
nawa; 

Whereas over the past decade the alliance 
has been strengthened through revised De-
fense Guidelines (which expand Japan’s non-
combat role in a regional contingency) and 
the continued renewal of Japan’s Host Na-
tion Support of United States forces sta-
tioned in Japan; 

Whereas in 2005, the two allies agreed on a 
redefinition of roles, missions, and capabili-
ties of alliance forces, which further deepens 
interoperability and coordination between 
the Japanese Self Defense Forces (SDF) and 
United States Armed Forces; 

Whereas the agreement also provided for 
reducing the number of troops stationed in 
Okinawa and broadening our cooperation in 
the area of ballistic missile defense (BMD); 

Whereas in May 2007, the United States 
and Japan confirmed that, as both countries 
develop and deploy capabilities, every effort 
must be made to ensure tactical, oper-

ational, and strategic coordination, includ-
ing ballistic missile threats against alliance 
interests; 

Whereas after the tragic events of Sep-
tember 11, 2001, Japan has participated sig-
nificantly in international efforts to combat 
terrorism by providing major logistical sup-
port for United States and coalition forces in 
the Indian Ocean in support of Operation En-
during Freedom; and 

Whereas Japan has also provided troops, 
aircraft, and logistical support for Operation 
Iraqi Freedom, a commitment which the 
Japanese Government recently renewed: 
Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the House of Representa-
tives— 

(1) recognizes that Japan is one of the most 
reliable security partners of the United 
States; 

(2) commends the Government of Japan for 
its role in enhancing stability in the Asia- 
Pacific Region; and 

(3) expresses appreciation to the Govern-
ment of Japan for its contributions to inter-
national efforts to combat terrorism. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
American Samoa (Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA) 
and the gentlewoman from Florida (Ms. 
ROS-LEHTINEN) each will control 20 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from American Samoa. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Madam 

Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
all Members have 5 legislative days to 
revise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on the reso-
lution under consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from American Samoa? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Madam 

Speaker, I rise in strong support of this 
proposed bill and yield myself such 
time as I may consume. 

Again, I want to express my appre-
ciation to the leadership of the House 
Foreign Affairs Committee, the distin-
guished chairman, the gentleman from 
California (Mr. LANTOS), and our dis-
tinguished ranking member, Ms. ROS- 
LEHTINEN from Florida, for their sup-
port of this proposed bill. 

And let me also thank our distin-
guished colleague from the great State 
of New Jersey, a senior member of the 
Armed Services Committee as well as 
the Natural Resources Committee, my 
good friend, Mr. SAXTON, for his spon-
sorship of this resolution. 

When World War II came to a close, 
the relationship between the United 
States and Japan could not have been 
worse. Both sides sustained heavy 
human losses at the hands of the oth-
er’s military, but together, starting in 
the late 1940s, the United States and 
the Japanese people rebuilt a war-torn 
Japanese nation brick by brick, indus-
try by industry. The alliance between 
the United States and Japan has grown 
steadily since then, and now it could 
hardly be stronger. 

Japan today is one of our closest al-
lies in the Asia-Pacific region. The 

strong and enduring partnership we de-
veloped when that war thankfully 
came to an end bridges economic, mili-
tary and political realms. Our military 
alliance helped prevent another world 
conflict during the Cold War, and our 
two nations jointly held fast to the 
ideas of democracy and freedom in the 
face of the menacing communist threat 
in this Asian region. 

Today, the U.S. military security al-
liance with Japan is not only just the 
backbone of the relationship between 
our two great nations, but it is the bed-
rock of peace and security throughout 
the Asia-Pacific region. 

Upon this foundation, we continue to 
work together to advance our shared 
values. We jointly promote open mar-
kets, open societies, and open and 
transparent governments in Asia and 
around the world. Japan’s economic 
success is a beacon and an example to 
the entire planet, now being the second 
most powerful economy in the whole 
world. We also tackle some of the most 
difficult challenges of our time, work-
ing together in the crucial Six-Party 
Talks to denuclearize North Korea and 
stabilize Northeast Asia. 

Japan is a reliable and generous 
friend, quick to assist the United 
States in our times of need. Japan has 
provided important logistical support 
for the current war in Iraq and is on 
the front lines of the international ef-
forts to combat terrorism by providing 
support to operations in Afghanistan. 

As strong as our relationship is now, 
we look forward to an even stronger 
partnership in the future. Our two 
countries are brought together by 
shared interests and shared values, and 
we are bound together by mutual re-
spect and friendship. 

This resolution celebrates this 
friendship by recognizing the strong se-
curity alliance between Japan and the 
United States, as well as Japan’s crit-
ical role in enhancing stability in the 
Asia-Pacific region. 

Today, the House reaffirms that we 
value highly our alliance with the 
great nation of Japan and believe this 
partnership will continue indefinitely 
into the future. 

Madam Speaker, I strongly support 
this resolution, and urge my colleagues 
to support it as well. 

Madam Speaker, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time. 

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Madam Speak-
er, I yield myself such time as I may 
consume. 

I would like to first rise in support of 
House Resolution 508, introduced by 
my good friend, Mr. SAXTON of New 
Jersey, and I would like to congratu-
late him for offering this resolution be-
fore us today because the United 
States security objectives in the Asia- 
Pacific region could not be achieved 
without the staunch support of our 
friends and allies in Tokyo. The United 
States-Japan alliance is, as this resolu-
tion recognizes, the cornerstone of re-
gional stability and prosperity. 
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When Pyongyang tested a nuclear 

weapon last fall, we relied heavily on 
our good friend, Japan, which was then 
serving as president of the U.N. Secu-
rity Council. Together, we achieved 
passage of Security Council Resolution 
1718 condemning North Korea’s reck-
less action and imposing a series of 
sanctions. We must continue to work 
with Tokyo to resolve the North Ko-
rean nuclear crisis in order to ensure 
regional peace and stability. 

Japan has also been an irreplaceable 
partner in support of our efforts to 
fight global terrorism. Also, in the 
year 2002, Tokyo graciously offered to 
host the International Conference on 
Reconstruction Assistance to Afghani-
stan following the ouster of the 
Taliban regime. 

We are also very grateful to Japan’s 
Maritime Self-Defense Forces for con-
tinuing to provide logistical support in 
the Indian Ocean to coalition efforts 
waging the international war on ter-
rorism. 

Most recently, the Japanese Diet ap-
proved a 2-year extension of the Spe-
cial Measures Law in Iraq which pro-
vides continued funding for the recon-
struction of a peaceful and stable Iraq. 
It was also recently reported that three 
Japanese banks have stopped engaging 
in any new business with Iran, and that 
Japanese financial institutions are re-
stricting loans and rejecting an Iranian 
request to pay for oil imports in cur-
rencies other than dollars. 

We are proud of the U.S.-Japan alli-
ance and deeply grateful for the friend-
ship of the people of Japan. I am proud 
to be a cosponsor of this resolution, 
Madam Speaker, which is of vital im-
portance to the security of both the 
United States and Japan. 

Madam Speaker, I would like to yield 
such time as he may consume to the 
author of this resolution, Mr. SAXTON 
of New Jersey. 

Mr. SAXTON. Let me thank the 
gentlelady for yielding. And let me 
begin by thanking my good friend and 
colleague, Chairman TOM LANTOS, for 
the great high level of cooperation that 
was exhibited on this resolution on a 
bipartisan basis with Ms. ROS- 
LEHTINEN and others. And also, let me 
acknowledge the great support of my 
friend, Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA, on the reso-
lution. 

I rise today in support of House Reso-
lution 508, obviously, which recognizes 
the strong security alliance between 
Japan and the United States and ex-
presses appreciation for Japan’s role in 
enhancing stability in the Asia-Pacific 
region in combating terrorism, and 
specifically in Japan’s very significant 
contribution toward global missile de-
fense. 

I am pleased to highlight our special 
relationship with Japan following 
World War II. Our alliance has served 
as a valuable conduit allowing the 
United States to achieve our security 

goals throughout East Asia. This dy-
namic nation is the world’s second 
largest economy, one of our top trading 
partners, provides 600,000 U.S. jobs, and 
is actively engaged with many other 
democracies. 

Our two countries have encountered 
similar challenges and fought shared 
threats while working to guarantee po-
litical and economic freedoms for our 
citizens and for many others. This goal 
of spreading democracy-based pros-
perity became particularly evident fol-
lowing the events of September 11. Fol-
lowing these deplorable acts, Japan 
readily provided support for U.S. and 
allied forces. Their effort included in-
valuable maritime operations in the 
Indian Ocean, aircraft to conduct sup-
port missions for our troops in Iraq, 
and logistical support that even con-
tinues to this very day. These actions 
reveal Japan’s dedication to eradi-
cating the destruction caused by spon-
sors of terrorism. Japan’s Maritime 
Self-Defense Forces have provided 
roughly 30 percent of the fuel used by 
U.S. and coalition warships. They are 
the third largest donor in country for 
relief and reconstruction in Afghani-
stan, and they have provided billions of 
dollars for reconstruction in Iraq, and 
Japan continues to renew the Anti-Ter-
rorism Special Measures Law that al-
lows for these activities to take place. 

I applaud them for recognizing that 
the international threats of terror will 
require the cooperation of the world’s 
strongest democracies to effectively 
combat the growing capabilities and 
support systems of terrorist organiza-
tions. 

Our strategic relationship extends 
beyond Japan’s involvement in the 
Middle East. Japan offers financial and 
material resources to the U.S.-deployed 
forces, 50,000 of which are stationed in 
the country. 

Several years ago, our two countries 
agreed to redefine and strengthen the 
missions of both of our military forces. 
My resolution mentions examples of 
this coordination by reducing the num-
ber of troops in Okinawa and expanding 
the cooperation of ballistic missile de-
fense. 

Once again, I want to reiterate my 
thanks to Chairman LANTOS and Rank-
ing Member ILEANA ROS-LEHTINEN for 
their assistance in bringing this to the 
floor today. 

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Madam Speak-
er, with that, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Madam 
Speaker, may I inquire as to how much 
time I have remaining? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from American Samoa has 161⁄2 
minutes remaining. 

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Madam 
Speaker, I would like to have as much 
time as I may consume to again com-
pliment and to commend my good 
friend, the gentleman from New Jersey, 
for his insight. 

And certainly as a senior member of 
the Armed Services Committee, no one 
knows better the importance of our 
strategic and military influence in this 
important region of the world, and es-
pecially with an alliance and a partner-
ship with the great country of Japan, 
that they have always stood beside us 
and always been there when we needed 
assistance. 

So again, I want to commend my 
good friend from New Jersey for his 
comments and sponsorship of this leg-
islation. And I thank my good friend, 
the gentlelady from Florida, the rank-
ing member, for helping us manage this 
legislation and get it approved by our 
colleagues. 

Mrs. CHRISTENSEN. Madam Speaker, I 
rise in support of H. Res. 508, which recog-
nizes the strong security alliance between the 
Government of Japan and the United States 
and expresses our country’s appreciation to 
Japan for its role in enhancing stability in the 
Asia-Pacific region and also for their efforts in 
the global war on terrorism. I commend Mr. 
SAXTON for authoring this resolution and for 
the support by the leadership to bring this res-
olution up for our consideration. 

On October 29, 2005, the Government of 
the United States and the Government of 
Japan entered into a renewed Security Con-
sultative Agreement that calls for a major re-
alignment of U.S.-Japan strategic alliance. 
This agreement continues Japan’s strategic 
role for the security of the region in coopera-
tion with the United States. In addition, the 
agreement will realign our U.S. forces within 
Japan and throughout the Pacific so that the 
U.S. is better positioned to respond militarily to 
incidents in Asia and the Pacific. 

Incidentally, under the agreement, the U.S. 
territory of Guam could become the new home 
to elements of the 3rd Marine Expeditionary 
Force. It is projected that nearly 8,000 active 
duty Marines and their dependents will be re-
located from Okinawa to Guam. 

As you know, Madam Speaker, our U.S. ter-
ritories fall under the jurisdiction of the House 
Natural Resources Committee, specifically 
under the Subcommittee on Insular Affairs. As 
chairman of the Subcommittee, I had the 
unique opportunity to travel to Japan and to 
the Pacific over the August recess to convene 
a field hearing on Guam on the proposed U.S. 
military buildup and the challenges the island’s 
community will face due to the impact of relo-
cating so many U.S. forces. 

I was impressed by briefings we held with 
U.S. Navy ADM William French and U.S. Air 
Force BG Douglas Owens. Both were ex-
tremely forthright about the strategic value of 
Guam in defending our Nation and developing 
relationships and training opportunities with 
our allies, including Japan, so that our inter-
ests in the Asia-Pacific region are secured. In 
fact, while in Guam, our military was con-
ducting ‘‘Operation Valiant Shield’’ which was 
a military exercise between our forces and 
those of our allies in the Pacific and Asia. 

I was equally impressed with the patriotism 
of the people of Guam and the support they 
have shown for the relocation. This is not to 
say that there are no concerns throughout the 
community on what the impact of Marines will 
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mean to the services provided to the Govern-
ment of Guam. Any community would have 
concerns on education, healthcare, law en-
forcement, infrastructure, etc. It is my hope 
that as the buildup continues, the Congress 
will consider these impacts on the island com-
munity and work to mitigate such problems for 
the benefit of the community ‘‘outside the 
gates.’’ 

On my return from Guam, I also had the op-
portunity to meet with officials from the Japa-
nese Defense and Foreign Ministries to be 
briefed on their progress in the realignment of 
U.S. Forces in Japan. In addition to meeting 
with Deputy Foreign Minister Haneda, we 
were informed by the Senior Coordinator for 
Japan-U.S. Security Affairs, Keiichi Ono and 
the Deputy Director General for Realignment 
Initiatives Daikichi Momma and their team, 
that Japan is moving forward with the things 
they need to do to fully implement the realign-
ment and that they would be mindful to take 
into account concerns raised about the impact 
of the realignment on the territory and people 
of Guam. 

Madam Speaker, I am proud to express my 
appreciation and that of my constituents to the 
people of Japan for their continued strong alli-
ance and for their role in enhancing stability in 
the Asia-Pacific region and their efforts in the 
global war on terrorism. I urge my colleagues 
to support adoption of H. Res. 508. 

Ms. BORDALLO. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today in support of the House Resolution 508, 
recognizing the strong security alliance be-
tween the Government of Japan and the 
United States and expressing appreciation to 
Japan for its role in enhancing stability in the 
Asia-Pacific Region and its efforts in the global 
war against terrorism. 

The Government of Japan, crucial to stabi-
lizing the Asia-Pacific Region, has for decades 
served as a cornerstone for U.S. national se-
curity posture worldwide. I expect our govern-
ments to remain strong allies long into the fu-
ture. The Government of Japan’s efforts in 
support of the global war against terrorism are 
commendable and serve as a superb model 
for other governments to emulate. 

The people of Guam, who I represent in 
Congress, enjoy a robust relationship with the 
Japanese people. Many residents on Guam 
are of Japanese descent. Also, Guam hosts 
over a million Japanese tourists each year and 
we welcome more. Japanese companies 
make significant investments in Guam’s tele-
communications infrastructure and in our tour-
ism and hospitality industry. Moreover, 
Guam’s relationship with the Japanese people 
and their government will grow stronger in the 
years to come. The Government of Japan will, 
in large part, finance the planned re-Iocation 
of elements of the III Marine Expeditionary 
Force from Okinawa to Guam. What is more, 
the future military training exercises on and in 
the waters around Guam will include greater 
numbers of Japanese Self-Defense Force per-
sonnel. 

I welcome all efforts that strengthen the se-
curity relationship that exists between the 
United States and the Japan. I strongly sup-
port this resolution recognizing the valuable 
security alliance between the Government of 
Japan and the United States and expressing 
appreciation to Japan for its role in enhancing 

stability in the Asia-Pacific Region and its ef-
forts in the global war against terrorism. I urge 
my colleagues’ support. 

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Madam 
Speaker, I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from American Samoa 
(Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA) that the House 
suspend the rules and agree to the reso-
lution, H. Res. 508, as amended. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Madam 
Speaker, on that I demand the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the 
Chair’s prior announcement, further 
proceedings on this question will be 
postponed. 

f 

b 1145 

COMMENDING THE PEOPLE AND 
THE GOVERNMENT OF THE 
HASHEMITE KINGDOM OF JOR-
DAN FOR THEIR CONTINUED 
COMMITMENT TO HOLDING 
ELECTIONS AND BROADENING 
POLITICAL PARTICIPATION 
Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Madam 

Speaker, I move to suspend the rules 
and agree to the resolution (H. Res. 
575) commending the people and the 
Government of the Hashemite Kingdom 
of Jordan for their continued commit-
ment to holding elections and broad-
ening political participation, and for 
other purposes, as amended. 

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion. 

The text of the resolution is as fol-
lows: 

H. RES. 575 

Whereas on June 17, 2003, the Hashemite 
Kingdom of Jordan held parliamentary elec-
tions, the fourth since 1989, and the first dur-
ing the reign of His Majesty King Abdullah 
II; 

Whereas His Majesty King Abdullah II has 
announced that the next parliamentary elec-
tions in Jordan will be held November 20, 
2007; 

Whereas municipal elections for the local 
councils were held on July 31, 2007, under a 
new reformed municipal elections law passed 
on February 4, 2007, under which the mayors 
and councils of all municipalities in Jordan 
were elected; 

Whereas the new reformed municipal elec-
tions law includes a 20 percent quota for 
women in the council seats and reduces the 
age of eligible voters from 19 to 18 years of 
age in order to expand the voter base; 

Whereas with the direct assistance of the 
United States Agency for International De-
velopment and the Millennium Challenge 
Corporation, Jordan has placed great empha-
sis in recent years on the rights of women to 
vote and run for public office, thereby serv-
ing as a model for other countries in the re-
gion; 

Whereas the people and the Government of 
Jordan are committed to continuing this 
progress; 

Whereas His Majesty King Abdullah II re-
cently emphasized the importance of build-
ing a thriving civil society when he declared, 
‘‘We in Jordan—and many others, through-
out the Middle East—are working hard to 
create a civic environment in which our peo-
ple will thrive. The basic requirement is an 
inclusive, democratic civil society—one that 
guarantees rights, delegates responsibilities, 
honors merit and rewards achievement. The 
foundation stones on which we build are 
peace and stability, basic civil and political 
rights, essential services, freedom of expres-
sion and the rule of law.’’; and 

Whereas Jordan continues to invest in re-
forming its educational system to incor-
porate democratic values and principles: 
Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the House of Representa-
tives— 

(1) commends the people, the Government 
of the Hashemite Kingdom of Jordan , and 
His Majesty King Abdullah II for their deci-
sion to conduct municipal and parliamentary 
elections in 2007; 

(2) expresses its desire that Jordan’s 
progress toward democratization continue 
and flourish as a model for other Arab coun-
tries; 

(3) commends His Majesty King Abdullah II 
and the Jordanian people for striving to up-
hold women’s rights and enhance women’s 
participation in the political process; 

(4) reaffirms the special relationship that 
exists between the people of the United 
States and the people of Jordan; and 

(5) remains committed to assist Jordan , 
should it so desire, in promoting democratic 
reform. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
American Samoa (Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA) 
and the gentlewoman from Florida (Ms. 
ROS-LEHTINEN) each will control 20 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from American Samoa. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Madam 

Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
all Members may have 5 legislative 
days to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous material 
on the resolution under consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from American Samoa? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Madam 

Speaker, I rise in strong support of this 
proposed resolution and yield myself 
such time as I may consume. 

Again my appreciation and gratitude 
to the leadership of the House Foreign 
Affairs Committee, the distinguished 
chairman from California (Mr. LANTOS) 
and my good friend, the gentlewoman 
from Florida (Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN), the 
senior ranking member of the com-
mittee, for their support and leadership 
in bringing this proposed legislation 
before the floor. I also would like to 
thank the chief sponsor of this pro-
posed bill, my good friend from the 
State of Washington (Mr. BAIRD), for 
introducing this thoughtful and timely 
measure commending the Hashemite 
Kingdom of Jordan on its commitment 
to holding elections and to broadening 
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its sphere of political participation in 
its country. 

The Kingdom of Jordan is an oasis of 
stability in the Middle Eastern desert 
full of difficulties and crises. Jordan is 
beset by most of the same threats that 
confront the whole Middle Eastern re-
gion, such as terrorism and extremism, 
but it also faces some distinct chal-
lenges. For example, a flood of Iraqi 
asylum-seekers numbering nearly 1 
million. These refugees are now strain-
ing the infrastructure of a resource- 
poor nation of only 6 million citizens. 

Despite these difficult challenges, 
and unlike other regional states that 
use Islamic extremism as an excuse to 
restrict democratic freedoms, the 
Hashemite Kingdom of Jordan has cou-
rageously taken significant steps to 
broaden political participation. At the 
same time, it continues to hold the line 
against terrorism. This balance is ex-
emplary. 

Madam Speaker, Jordan has long 
been a leader in the Arab world in en-
hancing women’s political involve-
ment, and it is continuing along that 
path. Thanks to recent reform, 20 per-
cent of the municipal council seats de-
termined in Jordan’s July elections 
were reserved for women. Jordan also 
lowered its voting age to 18 in order to 
involve more people in the election 
process. 

As you know, Madam Speaker, there 
was some controversy surrounding 
these recent municipal elections. The 
Islamists withdrew their candidates 1 
day before the vote, claiming that the 
system was unfairly stacked against 
them. However, based on the evidence I 
have been able to gather from the 
State Department and from other staff-
ers who visited Jordan shortly after 
the elections, these elections were 
largely free and fair, marred only by 
minor irregularities that almost cer-
tainly had little or no impact on the 
final result. It now appears the 
Islamists were more concerned about 
an embarrassing, imminent defeat than 
they were about democratic proce-
dures. 

Last month, after the municipal elec-
tions, King Abdullah II announced that 
parliamentary elections will be held on 
November 20. Thus, Jordan continues 
to pursue its path toward greater de-
mocracy. 

It is indeed impressive that Jordan 
keeps extremism at bay while expand-
ing political participation. But it is no 
coincidence. By addressing reform, Jor-
dan has encouraged moderation. That 
is a lesson that, unfortunately, too 
many Middle Eastern regimes have 
failed to understand. 

We encourage Jordan in its efforts to 
implement political reform, and we 
look forward to the kingdom’s further 
progress towards achieving the com-
prehensive and ambitious set of goals 
it put forth last year as part of Jor-
dan’s National Agenda. 

Madam Speaker, King Abdullah’s 
thoughtful and bold leadership has 
made him a welcome ally in difficult 
times in the Middle East, and the 
American and Jordanian peoples share 
a special friendship that this bill ex-
plicitly reaffirms. 

I know that the Foreign Affairs Com-
mittee, of which I am a member, and 
its distinguished chairman, the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. LANTOS), 
remain committed to this special rela-
tionship with the Hashemite Kingdom 
of Jordan. I trust that my friends in 
the full House do as well. 

Madam Speaker, I strongly support 
this resolution, and I urge my col-
leagues to do the same. 

Madam Speaker, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time. 

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Madam Speak-
er, I yield myself such time as I may 
consume. 

Madam Speaker, I strongly support 
House Resolution 575, which commends 
the people and the Government of Jor-
dan for their commitment to democ-
racy. Today, much of the Middle East 
is sadly pervaded by tyranny, radical 
and extremist Islam, terrorism and ha-
tred of the United States and Israel. 
However, Jordan continues to stand 
out as a nation committed to modera-
tion, to modernity, to democracy and 
to peace with the United States and 
Israel. 

Madam Speaker, Jordan has taken 
the road less traveled in the Middle 
East, demonstrating to other nations 
the benefits of embracing democratic 
principles as the norm. Since 1989, Jor-
dan has held four elections for its par-
liament, and King Abdullah has com-
mitted to holding the next set of elec-
tions by November of this year. Under 
a new election law passed in February, 
Jordanians went to the polls in late 
July, for the first time, to elect the 
mayors and the councils of every city 
and town in that country. 

Jordan has also recognized that de-
mocracy is much more than just hold-
ing elections. The Jordanian Govern-
ment is acting to establish the rule of 
law, to build a civil society, to build 
strong institutions and to broaden po-
litical participation to meaningfully 
engage citizens from all walks of life. 

One example of this commitment, 
Madam Speaker, is the decision of the 
Government of Jordan to lower the 
voting age from 19 to 18 and to man-
date that women fill at least 20 percent 
of council seats. This is a positive first 
step, and I hope that it will lead to fur-
ther reforms and political participa-
tion. 

King Abdullah himself has coura-
geously spoken out and led the way for 
reform. King Abdullah recently stated, 
‘‘We in Jordan, and many others 
throughout the Middle East, are work-
ing hard to create a civic environment 
in which our people will thrive. The 
basic requirement is an inclusive, 

democratic civil society, one that 
guarantees rights, delegates respon-
sibilities, honors merit, and rewards 
achievement. The foundation stones on 
which we build are peace and stability, 
basic civil and political rights, essen-
tial services, freedom of expression and 
the rule of law.’’ 

Madam Speaker, a stable, peaceful 
and free Middle East is in the interests 
of the United States and indeed the en-
tire world. And while much remains to 
be done, Jordan is serving as a model 
for other nations. It deserves our 
friendship and encouragement. 

House Resolution 575 is particularly 
important. It expresses the House’s de-
sire that Jordan’s progress toward de-
mocracy continues and flourishes as a 
model for other Arab countries. It also 
commends King Abdullah and the Jor-
danian people for upholding women’s 
rights and enhancing the participation 
of women in the political process. 

Finally, Madam Speaker, it reaffirms 
the special relationship that exists be-
tween the citizens of our two nations, 
as well as our ongoing commitment to 
helping Jordan, should it so desire, in 
promoting democratic reform. 

I am proud to be a cosponsor of this 
measure, Madam Speaker, and I urge 
my colleagues to render their full sup-
port for its adoption. 

Madam Speaker, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Madam 
Speaker, it is with pleasure that I yield 
6 minutes to my good friend and the 
chief sponsor of this proposed bill, the 
gentleman from Washington (Mr. 
BAIRD). 

Mr. BAIRD. Madam Speaker, it is in-
deed an honor for me to be here along 
with such distinguished colleagues giv-
ing just praise and recognition to a na-
tion which is a leader in a very, very 
difficult environment. I want to thank 
Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN and the distin-
guished gentleman from American 
Samoa, and I particularly want to 
thank the chairman of the committee, 
Mr. LANTOS, for supporting and intro-
ducing this resolution. 

We all know the Middle East is a re-
gion which is fraught with difficulties. 
If ever there is a region that needs and 
deserves models of courage, integrity 
and vision that is such a region, and if 
ever there were such models of integ-
rity, vision and courage, Jordan and 
King Abdullah II are precisely those 
models. 

In the most recent municipal elec-
tions, we saw not only a commitment 
to democratic reforms, but a commit-
ment to moving forward with women’s 
rights, and as many of us who have had 
the privilege traveling to Jordan know, 
the kingdom has been a real leader in 
this region, not only in promoting 
democratic reforms, but seeing that 
women are promoted to high positions 
of office within the cabinet and within 
the Parliament. It is a lesson that not 
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only nations within the Middle East 
but within the world at large could 
benefit from. 

In addition, the Kingdom of Jordan 
and King Abdullah II have led efforts 
to try to bring Islamic scholars from 
around the world to craft new visions 
for modern, pluralistic, tolerant and 
progressive visions of Islam, and the 
Oman declaration, which does not get 
nearly the attention it deserves, has 
been, I think, a visionary statement 
guiding and inspiring many people 
throughout the region. 

In addition, I think it is worth saying 
that the Kingdom of Jordan has 
stepped up to try to help in the region. 
As we deal with the conflict in Iraq, 
they have provided valuable training to 
the Iraqi police and others. One of the 
challenges Jordan faces right now is 
the influx of nearly 1 million refugees, 
as was mentioned. This is a country 
that faces challenges in terms of en-
ergy costs, water availability, et 
cetera, and still, with all the chal-
lenges they face, they have reached out 
to try to assist others. 

We have talked a lot in this body and 
elsewhere about the need for models in 
the Middle East in the hope that Iraq 
could one day become a model of de-
mocracy. I certainly share that hope. 
But I would say to my colleagues, we 
already have some very, very good 
models in that region, and it is de-
served that we would commend them 
and recognize them today. Jordan is 
precisely such a model. King Abdullah 
is precisely such a leader. 

I am grateful that my colleagues 
today would take the time and the ef-
fort to recognize such achievements by 
such a courageous leader in such a 
wonderful country. 

I would urge my colleagues to visit 
Jordan, to meet with their King, with 
the members of their Parliament and 
their cabinet officials, and I am sure 
they will share my sense of deep admi-
ration and respect for what has been 
happening there. 

So I urge passage of this legislation. 
I hope it marks a positive step, not 
only in recognition of Jordan, but a 
step in which this body finds ways to 
acknowledge the many positive 
achievements that are taking place in 
a region which we all know has many 
difficulties. But if we only focus on the 
difficulties or the bad news and we ne-
glect the good news and the accom-
plishments, particularly when they are 
achieved by nations and individuals of 
such prestige and courage as Jordan, 
we would be missing a golden oppor-
tunity. 

Thankfully, today, this House of Rep-
resentatives will not miss that oppor-
tunity. We will acknowledge and recog-
nize the recent elections and reforms 
by the Kingdom of Jordan and extend a 
hand of friendship and admiration to 
all the people of Jordan and to King 
Abdullah II himself. 

With that, I thank all of those who 
cosponsored this legislation on both 
sides of the aisle. It truly has been a bi-
partisan effort. 

Madam Speaker, I urge passage of 
this fine resolution. 

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Madam 
Speaker, I commend my good friend, 
the chief sponsor of this legislation. 

Madam Speaker, I have no further re-
quests for time, and I yield back the 
balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from American Samoa 
(Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA) that the House 
suspend the rules and agree to the reso-
lution, H. Res. 575, as amended. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the resolu-
tion, as amended, was agreed to. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

b 1200 

PERCY SUTTON POST OFFICE 
BUILDING 

Mr. WELCH of Vermont. Madam 
Speaker, I move to suspend the rules 
and agree to the bill (H.R. 954) to des-
ignate the facility of the United States 
Postal Service located at 365 West 
125th Street in New York, New York, as 
the ‘‘Percy Sutton Post Office Build-
ing’’. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 954 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. PERCY SUTTON POST OFFICE BUILD-

ING. 
(a) DESIGNATION.—The facility of the 

United States Postal Service located at 365 
West 125th Street in New York, New York, 
shall be known and designated as the ‘‘Percy 
Sutton Post Office Building’’. 

(b) REFERENCES.—Any reference in a law, 
map, regulation, document, paper, or other 
record of the United States to the facility re-
ferred to in subsection (a) shall be deemed to 
be a reference to the ‘‘Percy Sutton Post Of-
fice Building’’. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Vermont (Mr. WELCH) and the gen-
tleman from Georgia (Mr. WESTMORE-
LAND) each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Vermont. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. WELCH of Vermont. Madam 

Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
all Members have 5 legislative days to 
revise and extend their remarks on 
H.R. 954. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Vermont? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. WELCH of Vermont. Madam 

Speaker, I yield myself such time as I 
may consume. 

Madam Speaker, as a member of the 
Committee on Oversight and Govern-
ment Reform, I rise in support of H.R. 
954, which designates the facility of the 
United States Postal Service located at 
365 West 125th Street in New York City 
as the Percy Sutton Post Office Build-
ing. This measure, which has the sup-
port of the New York delegation, was 
unanimously reported from our com-
mittee on July 19, 2007. 

Madam Speaker, I have many re-
marks that I can make about Mr. Sut-
ton, somebody that I don’t know but 
read about as a young man growing up 
in, of all places, Massachusetts and 
then Vermont. But whatever I say is 
not worth listening to when we have 
another member of the New York dele-
gation, remarkable in his own right, 
who actually knows Mr. Sutton and I 
expect is going to share some of his 
good qualities and be somewhat silent 
on anything else that may not be ap-
propriate stories about the inter-
actions of these two terrific men. 

So I am going to reserve my time, 
and when the appropriate moment 
comes, allow the distinguished Member 
from New York to speak on behalf of 
the merits of Mr. Sutton, where he will 
be forever commemorated by having 
his name on a post office in the great 
city of New York. 

Mr. WESTMORELAND. Thank you, 
Madam Speaker. I yield myself as 
much time as I may consume. 

Percy Sutton, a noted civil rights ac-
tivist, lawyer and entrepreneur, has 
had numerous achievements in his life-
time. Today we honor Percy Sutton 
with the naming of a post office in his 
hometown neighborhood of Harlem, 
New York. 

Born in 1920 in San Antonio, Texas, 
he was the youngest of 15 children 
raised in a family with strong values in 
education. He found his niche at a 
young age with the Boy Scouts and 
rose to the rank of Eagle Scout. He at-
tended Prairie View A&M University, 
Tuskegee Institute and Hampton Insti-
tute, and he earned his law degree from 
Brooklyn Law School. 

As a teenager, he learned to fly small 
planes and worked as a stunt pilot at 
county fairs. Upon the U.S. involve-
ment in World War II, he enlisted with 
the Army Air Corps but was rejected 
because of his race. Shortly after, he 
moved to New York where he was ac-
cepted into the Corps and flew with the 
legendary Tuskegee Airmen. His mili-
tary service awarded him Combat Stars 
as an intelligence officer with the 332nd 
Fighter Group’s Black 99th Pursuit 
Squadron. 

Percy Sutton gained national rec-
ognition during the 1950s and 1960s as a 
close friend and lawyer to civil rights 
leader Malcolm X. Sutton had moved 
to the Harlem area of Manhattan and 
formed his own law firm with the help 
of his brother and a close friend. The 
area, as well as his firm, quickly be-
came associated with the civil rights 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 10:17 Jul 14, 2010 Jkt 059102 PO 00000 Frm 00018 Fmt 0688 Sfmt 0634 E:\BR07\H05SE7.000 H05SE7er
ow

e 
on

 D
S

K
5C

LS
3C

1P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 B
O

U
N

D
 R

E
C

O
R

D



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, Vol. 153, Pt. 17 23561 September 5, 2007 
movement and current politics of the 
era. 

Sutton ran unsuccessfully for public 
office, so he formed his own Demo-
cratic organization with other notable 
Harlem community leaders called the 
Harlem Clubhouse. He tried many cases 
during the 1960s defending the rights of 
many fellow African Americans in the 
Southern States. Still heavily inter-
ested in public service, he ran for and 
won an election to serve in the New 
York State Assembly in 1964. 

His political career continued 
through the years and ended in the late 
1970s. Over time and while still prac-
ticing law, he expanded his business by 
buying a radio station, the famous 
Apollo Theater, a local newspaper, and 
a cable television franchise. 

Beyond his success in business, he 
has earned numerous awards for his 
charitable, civil rights and business 
achievements. Therefore, it is highly 
appropriate that we honor him with 
the naming of this post office. 

Madam Speaker, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. WELCH of Vermont. Madam 
Speaker, I yield 5 minutes to the gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. RANGEL). 

Mr. RANGEL. Madam Speaker, I 
thank the gentleman for yielding, and 
thank you so much for giving me the 
opportunity to support the naming of 
this post office on 125th Street after 
Percy Ellis Sutton. 

Madam Speaker, 125th Street is the 
economic corridor of the village of Har-
lem. It is the exciting comeback of a 
community that is enjoying the cre-
ation of jobs through the Empower-
ment Zone. But it is also where our 
former President, Bill Clinton, has his 
offices and also one of the institutions 
that is driving it, the Apollo Theater. 
It is there because Percy Sutton 
brought it back from the ashes. So 
when tourists come and they see this 
wonderful new community that has 
come back, they will be able to look at 
our post office and maybe ask the ques-
tion, but who was Percy Sutton? 

Not too long ago, the President of 
the United States, George Bush, right 
here in the Capitol, gave the Presi-
dent’s Congressional Gold Medal to the 
Tuskegee Airmen. My brothers and sis-
ters, every day that we are fortunate 
enough to live in this great country, 
we fail to realize that we are making 
history, especially those of us who are 
honored to be elected. 

As the House and Senate head toward 
getting the bill approved, with the help 
of Senator LEVIN on the other side, the 
President spoke to these people that 
sometime in 1941, black and as African 
American as they were, were denied 
the opportunity to join the United 
States Army Air Force in order to 
fight the enemies of the United States 
of America. 

Under great protest, they were al-
lowed to try a pilot project in 

Tuskegee in order to see whether the 
outrageous charges that they were 
cowardly, that they couldn’t learn, and 
they never would be able to manipulate 
these fighter pilots were true. And 
while they shattered all of the myths 
and turned out to be one of the most 
decorated outfits that survived World 
War II, the President, as he looked at 
them right here in Statuary Hall, re-
minded them that he knew that even 
though they became officers, that 
many of the enlisted men refused to re-
turn the salutes to them because of 
prejudice, racism and discrimination. 

But the President said that, on be-
half of the people of the United States 
of America, allow him to salute them. 
It was so moving. There wasn’t a dry 
eye in the whole group as these war-
riors, these courageous fighter pilots 
that have done so much for this coun-
try, were able to hear the present Com-
mander in Chief and President of the 
United States thank them. 

So, in a way we are privileged by 
naming this post office not to be able 
to thank each and every one of the 
Tuskegee Airmen, but to thank at 
least one of them that comes from the 
village of Harlem, that you would say 
that our ‘‘thank you’’ may not be a sa-
lute from the Commander in Chief, but 
we are saying thank you for having 
confidence in this country and having 
confidence in this democracy and giv-
ing us a chance to honor Percy Sutton. 

He came back home, got involved in 
the NAACP, got involved in politics, 
became an assemblyman, became a 
borough president and became a well- 
known business person. But no matter 
what part of the United States you 
come from, we have to take time out to 
thank those of us who made the sac-
rifice, and Percy Sutton is one of them. 

So I am glad that this committee has 
come together to pay tribute to him, 
because by doing this, we pay tribute 
to ourselves and for those people who 
we don’t know their names but have 
made sacrifices, so that we could have 
the honor to serve this great country. 

Mr. WESTMORELAND. Madam 
Speaker, I have no further speakers at 
this time, and I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. WELCH of Vermont. Madam 
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I 
may consume for a closing remark. 

Percy Sutton was the embodiment of 
the American Dream, and he did it as a 
man who grew up with the kind of prej-
udice that the chairman just alluded 
to. It is just an honor, I think, for all 
of us to have the kind of inspiration 
that a person like Percy Sutton has 
provided to our country, service in the 
military, and really the most decorated 
service unit in the whole war and ac-
complishing that against enormous ob-
stacles. People didn’t want them to 
serve, yet they did, and they had con-
fidence in us and our country despite 
the fact many in our country did not 

have confidence or even respect for 
them. 

Then his array of accomplishments 
in politics, as a civic leader, a commit-
ment to this community. Harlem, 
which the chairman called a village, at 
many other times had really tough 
times, and this man had confidence 
that this community and the people in 
it had as much a future as any other 
American. He then acted with the 
skills that he possessed, the energy 
that he had, and made Harlem into 
what is now, a very vital community in 
the City of New York. 

So the Committee on Government 
Operations, with support from both 
sides of the aisle, is very proud to be 
bringing to the House for its full con-
sideration the naming of this post of-
fice in honor of a great American. 

Mr. RANGEL. Madam Speaker, I rise today 
to urge my colleagues to vote for H.R. 954, a 
bill I introduced to designate the post office lo-
cated at 365 West 125th Street in Harlem as 
the Percy Sutton Post Office Building. I ex-
press sincere thanks to Chairman HENRY 
WAXMAN and Ranking Member and Member 
TOM DAVIS of the Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform as well as Chairman 
DANNY DAVIS and Ranking Member KENNY 
MERCHANT of the Subcommittee on Federal 
Workforce Postal Service, and District of Co-
lumbia for their support of this bill. It is appro-
priate to designate the post office in Mr. 
Sutton’s honor because he worked at a New 
York post office as a clerk while attending law 
school. 

Percy Sutton, my very dear friend, was born 
the youngest of fifteen children on November 
24, 1920 in San Antonio, Texas. His family 
owned land, a farm, and a funeral home. His 
entrepreneurial spirit was developed while 
working for the family businesses as a young-
ster. He was educated at Prairie View A & M 
University, Tuskegee Institute, Hampton Uni-
versity, and Brooklyn College Law School. 

His career as a public servant began in 
1941, when he was selected to work in Army 
Intelligence during World War II as a member 
of the Tuskegee Airmen. Just prior to that se-
lection, he was not allowed to fly fighter 
planes for the Army Air Corps because of ra-
cial discrimination. Despite being subjected to 
racial discrimination, he was committed to 
serve his country. 

After an honorable discharge from the Army, 
he decided to study law. To support himself 
while attending law school, he worked for the 
United States Post Office in New York as a 
clerk during the evening shift and later as a 
conductor in the New York City subway sys-
tem. He maintained this schedule for 3 years. 
His dedication to finish law school still inspires 
me today. 

Motivated to fight racial discrimination, he 
represented the controversial revolutionary 
Malcolm X and other activists during the civil 
rights era. He also served as president of the 
New York chapter of the NAACP. His commit-
ment to fight for justice and equality for African 
Americans was bold and admirable. 

A strong interest in politics led him to cam-
paign for the New York State Assembly sev-
eral times. Finally, in 1964, he was elected 
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and served for two years. Immediately there-
after he became the president for the Borough 
of Manhattan and remained in that role until 
1977. 

As an entrepreneur, his love of business 
and his Harlem community led him to pur-
chase and totally revitalize the legendary Apol-
lo Theatre in 1980. As the Harlem business 
district has flourished, the Apollo Theatre re-
mains a community landmark and symbol. An-
other successful business venture he created 
is the Inner City Broadcasting Company, 
which housed the first African American 
owned radio station in New York. Today, there 
are nineteen radio stations in the Inner City 
network. 

On March 29, 2007, I had the honor and 
privilege to see Percy Sutton honored with the 
Congressional Gold Medal along with over 
300 other Tuskegee Airmen. It was a great 
day to see him and other African American 
veterans finally get the recognition that was so 
long overdue. 

Percy Sutton is a great American and living 
legend. I’m certain America is a better place 
because of his contributions. Designating the 
post office building in Harlem is a great way 
to keep his legend alive for years to come. 
Since he is 86 years old and his health is frag-
ile, I urge my colleagues to support this bill. I 
thank my New York delegation colleagues for 
cosponsoring this bill. 

Mrs. MALONEY of New York. Madam 
Speaker, I rise to express my support for the 
resolution to name the post office at 365 West 
125th Street in New York City as the ‘‘Percy 
Sutton Post Office Building.’’ 

A civil rights leader and businessman, Percy 
Sutton was a pre-eminent fixture of New York 
politics, serving as a member of the New York 
State Assembly and from 1966 through 1977 
as Manhattan Borough President. Most of all, 
Percy Sutton was one of the architects of the 
effort to revive Upper Manhattan. 

Percy Sutton once said, ‘‘If you pray for only 
one thing, let it be for an idea.’’ He was a man 
of innumerable ideas—many of them pro-
foundly important for New York City and for 
the community he represented. He lived an 
astonishingly full life that included stints as a 
stunt pilot, military intelligence officer, lawyer, 
civil rights activist, politician, media baron and 
technology executive. 

Most of all, Percy Sutton dared to dream the 
impossible. At a time when Harlem was crum-
bling, he believed that it could become a tour-
ist attraction. When the famous Apollo Theatre 
closed, it threatened to become another va-
cant shell on a street of shuttered stores. He 
acquired the theater, in a move that is widely 
considered the first step to the renewal of 
125th Street. 

Percy Sutton had an important and lasting 
impact on the community surrounding the post 
office, and it is fitting to have a federal building 
named in his honor. I am proud to support 
H.R. 954. 

Mr. WELCH of Vermont. Madam 
Speaker, I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Vermont (Mr. 
WELCH) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 954. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the bill was 
passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

NATIONAL PASSPORT MONTH 

Mr. WELCH of Vermont. Madam 
Speaker, I move to suspend the rules 
and agree to the resolution (H. Res. 
554) supporting the goals and ideals of 
National Passport Month. 

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion. 

The text of the resolution is as fol-
lows: 

H. RES. 554 

Whereas through international travel, 
Americans can individually play a major 
role towards improving foreign relations by 
building bridges and making connections 
with citizens of other countries; 

Whereas interacting with the global com-
munity inspires Americans to reflect on the 
diverse multi-cultural background that has 
defined the United States as a great country 
of cooperation and progress; 

Whereas having a passport and traveling 
abroad creates connections with the global 
community, supporting goodwill throughout 
the world; 

Whereas having a passport and traveling 
abroad promotes understanding and goodwill 
throughout the world, opening the doors to 
increased peace, tolerance, and acceptance; 

Whereas having a passport and traveling 
abroad opens up a preponderance of edu-
cational opportunities and experiences for 
Americans of all ages; 

Whereas having a passport and traveling 
abroad enables Americans to see first-hand 
the effect of the United States on the world, 
including the tremendous amount of human-
itarian aid given by the United States 
through both public and private sectors; 

Whereas having a passport and traveling 
abroad reminds Americans that they are 
members of a global family and gives them 
opportunities to mend rifts around the 
world; 

Whereas fewer than 23 percent of Ameri-
cans have passports, thereby limiting their 
ability to travel outside the United States; 

Whereas the more Americans travel out-
side the United States, the more they will 
experience opportunities to increase their 
understanding of the world and the place of 
the United States in it; 

Whereas the creation and support of a Na-
tional Passport Month signals to Americans 
the important role they can play as ambas-
sadors for the United States by serving as 
agents of understanding, tolerance, and mu-
tual respect; and 

Whereas travel publishers along with trav-
el editors from the most prestigious media 
outlets in the United States, student travel 
organizations, and book sellers have des-
ignated September as ‘‘National Passport 
Month’’ to educate the public about the im-
portance of having a passport and the posi-
tive impact international travel has on indi-
viduals: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the House of Representa-
tives— 

(1) supports the goals and ideals of Na-
tional Passport Month; and 

(2) requests that the President issue a 
proclamation calling on the Federal Govern-

ment, States, localities, schools, nonprofit 
organizations, businesses, other entities, and 
the people of the United States to observe 
National Passport Month with appropriate 
ceremonies, programs, and activities. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Vermont (Mr. WELCH) and the gen-
tleman from Georgia (Mr. WESTMORE-
LAND) each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Vermont. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. WELCH of Vermont. Madam 

Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
all Members have 5 legislative days in 
which to revise and extend their re-
marks on the resolution under consid-
eration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore: Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Vermont? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. WELCH of Vermont. Madam 

Speaker, as a member of the House 
Committee on Oversight and Govern-
ment Reform, I am pleased to join my 
colleague in the consideration of H. 
Res. 554. This supports the goals and 
ideals of National Passport Month. H. 
Res. 554, with 55 co-sponsors, was intro-
duced by Representative BARBARA LEE 
on July 27, 2007. It was reported from 
the Oversight Committee on August 1, 
2007, by a voice vote. 

Madam Speaker, the creation and 
support of a National Passport Month 
signals to Americans the important 
role they can play as ambassadors for 
the United States by serving as agents 
of understanding, tolerance and mutual 
respect to citizens of other countries. 
The use of a passport and the desire to 
travel to other nations will bring per-
sonal enjoyment, enrichment and in-
terest for both traveler and host, yet 
less than 25 percent of Americans have 
passports, thereby eliminating their 
ability to travel outside the United 
States. The passport and traveling 
abroad will create a connection with 
the global community and support 
goodwill throughout the world. 

Madam Speaker, I commend my col-
league, Representative BARBARA LEE 
from California, for supporting the 
goals and ideals of National Passport 
Month, and I support and urge the 
swift passage of this bill. 

Madam Speaker, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time. 

b 1215 

Mr. WESTMORELAND. Madam 
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I 
may consume. 

September has been recognized by 
the tourism industry as National Pass-
port Month in an effort to educate the 
public and increase awareness of the 
importance of having passports. 

The tourism industry brings in more 
than $80 billion annually to the U.S. 
economy. In helping our economy 
thrive, it also strengthens public diplo-
macy through each visitor. Similarly, 
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Americans can improve foreign rela-
tions by traveling internationally and 
meeting with citizens of other coun-
tries. 

The opportunities to learn different 
cultures, view history and exchange 
ideas are endless for those having pass-
ports. Interacting with the global com-
munity enables travelers to promote 
understanding and good will. 

National Passport Month educates 
the public on the value and positive 
impact international travel has on in-
dividuals. Without passports, these op-
portunities could not be achieved. So, 
therefore, Madam Speaker, I encourage 
everyone to support H. Res. 554. 

Madam Speaker, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. WELCH of Vermont. Madam 
Speaker, I yield 51⁄2 minutes to the gen-
tlewoman from California (Ms. LEE). 

Ms. LEE. Madam Speaker, first let 
me thank the gentleman from Vermont 
(Mr. WELCH) for your leadership and for 
managing the bill, and also for your 
clarity of why we are offering this reso-
lution today and for your support. I 
also thank the gentleman from Georgia 
(Mr. WESTMORELAND) for your leader-
ship and your support. To the chair-
man of the committee, Chairman WAX-
MAN, and our ranking member, Mr. 
DAVIS, I commend them and thank 
them for working together to bring 
this bill to the floor, as well as to our 
leadership. 

Madam Speaker, I want to also ex-
press my appreciation to the over 60 
cosponsors of this bipartisan resolution 
for their support. 

This resolution is extremely 
straightforward. What it does is detail 
and recognize the value of inter-
national travel, and request the Presi-
dent to issue a proclamation calling on 
the Federal Government, States, local-
ities, schools, nonprofit organizations, 
businesses and other entities and the 
people of the United States to observe 
National Passport Month with appro-
priate ceremonies, programs and ac-
tivities. 

The purpose of National Passport 
Month is to create a time to educate 
the public about the incredible oppor-
tunities available to those who obtain 
passports as well as the positive impact 
that international travel has on indi-
viduals and on our country. 

Today, and this is quite a revealing 
statistic, only about 25 percent of 
Americans have a passport. Twenty- 
five percent. That means 75 percent of 
Americans are limited in their ability 
to travel abroad because they don’t 
have a passport. As a result, they are 
unable to take advantage of the enrich-
ing opportunities presented by inter-
national travel. 

As a member of the State-Foreign 
Operations Subcommittee of the Ap-
propriations Committee, I understand 
and appreciate the value and impor-
tance of international travel and the 

impact of our foreign aid and the posi-
tive value that our foreign aid brings 
to those throughout the world. 

Many years ago I had the oppor-
tunity to live in Great Britain for a 
couple of years, and can say with cer-
tainty that there is no substitute for 
the experience you get from visiting 
other countries, from meeting with 
people, from tasting the food, from 
interacting with the culture. It 
changes the way we see the world. It 
broadens our horizons, it deepens our 
appreciation for different countries and 
cultures and our shared humanity. It 
also helps us to learn, to understand, 
and to tolerate and to mutually respect 
other cultures. Not only does travel 
provide enriching opportunities for the 
individual, it can also have profound 
benefits for our Nation as a whole 
through people-to-people contact. 

In addition, having a passport and 
traveling abroad enables others to see 
our contributions firsthand, including 
the tremendous amount of humani-
tarian aid given by Americans through 
the public and private sectors. 

Americans of all ages are our best 
ambassadors, and we should promote 
policies that encourage them to travel, 
to forge connections with people from 
other countries, to foster mutual un-
derstanding and tolerance, and to help 
open new doors for peaceful coexist-
ence. 

The timing of our efforts could not be 
more critical. I think we all recognize 
that America needs a boost in foreign 
public opinion, and I am confident that 
connections made with American trav-
elers can and will make a huge dif-
ference in improving our image abroad. 
For all of these reasons, when Lonely 
Planet, which I am pleased to say is lo-
cated in Oakland in my district, first 
raised the idea of a National Passport 
Month, I immediately got it. I em-
braced it. 

I am proud to have introduced H. 
Res. 554 and to be a part of this cam-
paign to recognize the importance of 
international travel, and I am excited 
by the support we have received. 

Last year, Lonely Planet presented 
me with over 5,000 petition signatures 
from people all over our country who 
support these efforts, and this cam-
paign has the support of a broad coali-
tion of over 70 supporting travel orga-
nizations and associations to corpora-
tions like American Express and 
Yahoo. 

Moreover, the Department of State is 
on record in supporting September as 
National Passport Month. Let me just 
read a quote from their letter: ‘‘Since 
September is a time of the year when 
schools are reopening and many stu-
dents are considering travel or study 
abroad, it is a highly appropriate 
month to promote public awareness of 
the value of the United States pass-
port. The Department shares your ap-
preciation of the U.S. passport and sup-
ports your resolution.’’ 

Given the recent problems with pass-
port backlogs, this resolution is even 
more timely. The administration must 
make passports a priority and ensure 
that we have the resources available to 
process them in a timely manner. I 
thank all of the supporters of this reso-
lution. 

Mr. WESTMORELAND. Madam 
Speaker, I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. WELCH of Vermont. Madam 
Speaker, I have no further speakers on 
my side, and I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Ms. 
HARMAN). The question is on the mo-
tion offered by the gentleman from 
Vermont (Mr. WELCH) that the House 
suspend the rules and agree to the reso-
lution, H. Res. 554. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the resolu-
tion was agreed to. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

EXPRESSING SYMPATHY AND 
PLEDGING SUPPORT FOR VIC-
TIMS OF SEVERE FLOODING IN 
EASTERN KANSAS 

Mr. WELCH of Vermont. Madam 
Speaker, I move to suspend the rules 
and agree to the resolution (H. Res. 
544) expressing the sympathy and 
pledging the support of the House of 
Representatives and the people of the 
United States for the victims of the 
devastating thunderstorms that caused 
severe flooding in 20 counties in east-
ern Kansas beginning on June 26, 2007. 

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion. 

The text of the resolution is as fol-
lows: 

H. RES. 544 

Whereas, on June 26, 2007, a storm system 
lasting several days was responsible for 
bringing heavy and torrential rainfall to 
eastern Kansas; 

Whereas communities in eastern Kansas 
received up to 21 inches of rain within a four- 
day period, resulting in devastating floods 
throughout the region; 

Whereas the flooding led to one person’s 
death and more than 3,100 homes and busi-
nesses destroyed or sustaining major dam-
age; 

Whereas communities in at least 20 coun-
ties were evacuated; 

Whereas flood waters caused a petroleum 
refinery tank system to overflow into the 
Verdigris River, releasing an estimated 71,000 
gallons of crude oil into the Coffeyville com-
munity and surrounding area; 

Whereas, on June 30, 2007, Kansas Governor 
Kathleen Sebelius declared a state of dis-
aster for Allen, Anderson, Bourbon, Butler, 
Chautauqua, Cherokee, Coffey, Cowley, Elk, 
Franklin, Linn, Miami, Montgomery, Neo-
sho, Osage, Wilson, and Woodson counties; 

Whereas, on July 2, 2007, President George 
W. Bush declared a major Federal disaster 
for the State of Kansas that included Allen, 
Anderson, Bourbon, Butler, Chautauqua, 
Cherokee, Coffey, Cowley, Elk, Franklin, 
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Linn, Miami, Montgomery, Neosho, Osage, 
Wilson, and Woodson counties; 

Whereas other surrounding counties in 
Kansas also suffered damage from heavy 
flooding; and 

Whereas areas in Oklahoma and Texas ex-
perienced devastating floods that resulted in 
loss of human life and millions of dollars in 
damage to homes and businesses: Now, there-
fore, be it 

Resolved, That the House of Representa-
tives— 

(1) expresses its heartfelt sympathy for the 
victims of the devastating thunderstorms 
that caused severe flooding in 20 counties in 
eastern Kansas beginning on June 26, 2007; 

(2) conveys its gratitude to the local, 
State, and Federal officials and emergency 
personnel who responded swiftly to the cri-
sis, including members of the Kansas Na-
tional Guard and Kansas Highway Patrol; 

(3) recognizes the generous support of vol-
unteers, private and corporate donors, reli-
gious groups, and charitable organizations 
that have given generously toward the relief 
efforts following the destructive flooding; 
and 

(4) commends the spirit of the people of 
Kansas, who consistently demonstrate an 
outpouring of compassionate care for neigh-
bors facing adversity and hardship. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Vermont (Mr. WELCH) and the gen-
tleman from Georgia (Mr. WESTMORE-
LAND) each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Vermont. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. WELCH of Vermont. Madam 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
all Members may have 5 legislative 
days in which to revise and extend 
their remarks on the resolution under 
consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Vermont? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. WELCH of Vermont. On June 26, 

2007, a storm system lasting several 
days was responsible for bringing 
heavy and torrential rainfall to eastern 
Kansas. The affected communities re-
ceived up to 21 inches of rain within a 
4-day period, resulting in devastating 
floods throughout the region. 

The flooding forced at least 20 coun-
ties to evacuate and led to the destruc-
tion of more than 3,100 homes and busi-
nesses. It caused a petroleum refinery 
tank system to overflow into the Ver-
digris River, releasing an estimated 
71,000 gallons of crude oil into the Cof-
feyville community and surrounding 
area. 

This resolution expresses heartfelt 
sympathy for the victims of the dev-
astating thunderstorms that caused 
flooding in eastern Kansas. 

Madam Speaker, I commend my col-
league, Representative TODD TIAHRT, 
for introducing this legislation and 
urge the swift passage of this resolu-
tion. 

Madam Speaker, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. WESTMORELAND. Madam 
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I 
may consume. 

The massive floods that devastated 20 
counties in eastern Kansas this past 
June left thousands of residents out of 
their homes. Torrential thunderstorms 
pounded the area beginning on June 26 
and continued for 4 days. In the end, 
the area was hit with 21 inches of rain, 
causing rivers to flood, forcing county- 
wide evacuations, schools and busi-
nesses to close, as well as causing a 
local oil refinery to overflow and re-
lease 71,000 gallons of crude oil into an 
already-flooded area. 

The floods left one person dead and 
more than 3,100 homes and businesses 
destroyed or damaged. On June 30, 
Kansas Governor Kathleen Sebelius de-
clared a state of disaster for 17 coun-
ties, which President Bush later de-
clared as Federal disasters. 

Through the help of local, State and 
Federal officials and emergency per-
sonnel, evacuations were carried out 
quickly and safely. Order was main-
tained in the area with the help of the 
Kansas National Guard and the Kansas 
Highway Patrol. 

It is important that we recognize the 
general support of the many volun-
teers, private and corporate donors, re-
ligious groups and other charitable or-
ganizations who assisted the commu-
nities in their time of need. The ac-
tions of many public servants, neigh-
bors and community leaders helped 
thousands through this hardship. 

This resolution expresses our sincere 
sympathy for the victims of this dev-
astating storm. 

Madam Speaker, I would give the 
gentleman from Kansas as much time 
as he may consume, my good friend 
(Mr. TIAHRT). 

Mr. TIAHRT. Madam Speaker, I want 
to thank the gentleman from Vermont 
(Mr. WELCH) for his contributions and 
the gentleman from Georgia (Mr. 
WESTMORELAND) in helping me through 
this process of getting recognition to 
the people of Kansas who have suffered 
under this flood. 

Madam Speaker, we have had a lot of 
trouble in Kansas this year. Out of our 
105 counties, 102 have been declared a 
disaster at one time or another. It 
started in January with a 100-year 
event, an ice storm. We lost a lot of 
cattle. Power was down in half of the 
State. It was a very difficult time. 

Later on in the year we had a series 
of tornadoes that were considered an-
other 100-year event. It included a level 
5 or T–5 tornado that hit Greensburg, 
Kansas, and the small community of 
1,500 was completely wiped out by that 
tornado. 

This was the third wave of natural 
disaster that has hit Kansas this year. 
It actually encompassed about 21 coun-
ties when it was all said and done. As 
you heard earlier, we lost 3,100 homes. 

I have been in this flood area about 
five times since the flooding has oc-

curred. I have been through the refin-
ery that is now back up and running. 
The small community of Coffeyville 
seemed to be the worst hit. We have 
had quite a bit of difficulty getting 
through the problem, complicated by 
the oil that was spilled into many 
homes in that area. 

Coffeyville resources is in the process 
of trying to rectify that situation; but 
I am very pleased that the jobs have 
never ceased at that refinery. They 
started the cleanup process right away, 
and they will continue to remain in 
that community. It is 1 of 3 refineries 
that we have in Kansas, and it does 
bring a lot of jobs to the area. It is also 
unique in that it is 1 of 2 refineries in 
the world that takes the by-product of 
making petroleum or gasoline from pe-
troleum and it turns it into fertilizer 
for farmers in the area. So it is a very 
progressive refinery, and it has been a 
good source of jobs in that area. 

I would like to acknowledge a few 
people who were very instrumental in 
bringing that community and other 
communities, like Independence, Kan-
sas, back to their feet: Independence 
Mayor Rick Mott; Independence City 
Manager Paul Sasse; Independence Po-
lice Chief Ken Parker; Independence 
Fire Chief Dale Rail; Coffeyville Mayor 
Virgil Horn; Coffeyville City Manager 
Jeff Morris; Coffeyville Police Chief 
Joe Humble; Coffeyville Fire Chief 
Greg Allen; State Senators Derek 
Schmidt and Dwayne Umbarger; Kan-
sas Adjutant General Maj. Gen. Tod M. 
Bunting; Governor Kathleen Sebelius; 
State Representatives Jeff King, Virgil 
Peck and Kasha Kelly; and Mont-
gomery County Commissioners Billy 
Lewark-Wood, Tony Fowler and Gene 
Tucker. 

There are other people that were in-
volved like Jim Miller with Emergency 
Management and the Kansas National 
Guard and the Kansas Highway Patrol 
that did a great deal of work during 
that time to make sure we had mini-
mal casualties. 

The one story I remember is the gen-
tleman who was notified to get out of 
the area because the floodwaters were 
rising. 

b 1230 

He chose to go back to his home to 
save his coin collection. I don’t know 
what he was carrying his coins in, but 
he was later rescued by the Coffeyville 
Fire Department, and he lost all his 
coins. 

So I think there was a good time for 
people to respond to the need, the dis-
aster, and get out, but those that chose 
to stay behind did so at their own peril. 
I think it’s a good lesson for all of 
America when emergency situations 
arise and our first responders are tell-
ing you to please leave the area, don’t 
go back for your coin collection or any-
thing else. Your personal safety is 
first. 
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Coins can be replaced, possessions 

can be replaced, but our human lives 
are one thing that cannot be replaced. 
So I’m very pleased that we had mini-
mal casualties and only one fatality in 
that situation. Incidentally, that one 
fatality was a gentleman who chose 
not to respond to the warnings and 
stayed in his dwelling against the will 
of the people who were trying to rescue 
him. 

There’s another piece of legislation 
that I would like to mention that is 
the first step of reaching out to other 
areas, other Members of Congress who 
have had similar flooding since July. 
Now, they have been in States like In-
diana, in their counties. It’s been in Il-
linois, been in Texas, Nebraska. I have 
a bill that will help Kansas get back on 
its feet, but I would like to reach out 
to the other Members of Congress who 
have experienced flooding and ask 
them to join with me to help Kansas, 
as well as their areas. 

I think we should have one bill that 
would address all the needs because 
they’re very similar. The communities 
need to have the cleanup. They need to 
have some rehabilitation of historic 
buildings. They need to have infra-
structure rebuilt. They need to have 
businesses supporting the cleanup. 

So the bill that I have is H.R. 3444, 
and if we can work with those Members 
of Congress, Madam Speaker, that have 
had similar flooding problems and have 
one bill, I think it would be easier for 
the House to schedule. Plus, we would 
meet the needs of all our communities. 

Again, I want to thank the gen-
tleman from Georgia. There was one 
thing that I failed to mention, and that 
is that Coffeyville Resources, which is 
the refinery, has made plans to make 
things right. They’ve responded to the 
community. Those homes that were 
damaged by the spilt oil, they have 
asked to purchase those homes. 
They’re going to turn that land back 
over to the city. They’re going to make 
a park in that area. 

So I think it’s significant to note 
that when some corporation is a good 
public citizen, a good corporate citizen, 
that we ought to acknowledge that 
publicly because we need more of that. 

I thank you for the time. 
Mr. WELCH of Vermont. Madam 

Speaker, I reserve the balance of my 
time. 

Mr. WESTMORELAND. Madam 
Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to another 
gentleman from Kansas (Mr. MORAN). 

Mr. MORAN of Kansas. Madam 
Speaker, I thank the gentleman from 
Georgia for yielding me the time, and I 
am here to lend my support for the 
gentleman from Kansas’ efforts in re-
gard to once again disaster striking 
our State. 

We come from a State, Mr. TIAHRT 
and I and the rest of the Members of 
the Kansas congressional delegation, 
that really has known tough times 

over a long history. But especially 
within the last few months, really 
within the last year, Kansas has had 
winter storms that involved hail and 
freezing rain, ice, snow, as well as tor-
nados. Greensburg, Kansas, became a 
national location, known by people 
around the world for a tornado that de-
stroyed an entire town, and now most 
recently a large portion of our State 
has been struck by tremendous rainfall 
resulting in flooding. 

I appreciate the gentleman from Kan-
sas’ (Mr. TIAHRT) leadership in bringing 
attention to this plight that we face in 
our State. 

In fact, there are 69 counties in the 
First Congressional District. All but 
four of them have been declared nat-
ural disaster areas this year, since Jan-
uary 1 by the President, and FEMA and 
other emergency responders are at 
work. 

The encouraging thing about our 
State is that local folks respond, and 
we’ve seen tremendous efforts by indi-
vidual citizens from across the State 
arriving to help their neighbors, and 
we’ve seen the collection plates passed 
on Sunday morning, money being 
raised, response being had, and we’ve 
had tremendous support from our law 
enforcement community, from our 
emergency preparedness officials, as 
well as State and Federal officials. In 
many instances, I would report that 
FEMA has responded in a very noble 
and adequate way, and we’re very 
grateful for that help. 

Again, all the disaster has caused 
many Members of Congress to stop and 
talk to us from Kansas and wish us 
well. We’ve had encouragement and 
support from leaders around the world, 
in fact, due to the tremendous natural 
disasters that have occurred. 

And so I’m here to express my sup-
port for Mr. TIAHRT’s efforts and let 
him know that we all care about the 
portion of the State that has now been 
affected by these floods and will work 
closely with him, following his leader-
ship to see that the response is appro-
priate from the Federal Government 
and that Kansans once again rebound 
from this significant natural disaster. 

I, too, would like to commend Coffey-
ville Resources for their response. It’s 
caused significant losses within the 
community of Coffeyville. It’s also had 
a consequence upon all Kansans. It’s 
one of our three refineries, and so gas 
and diesel prices have been affected as 
a result of the closing, at least tempo-
rarily, of a refinery in our State. But 
their responses, both in getting back 
into business and their response to 
being a good corporate citizen within 
the community of Coffeyville, should 
be recognized. 

And finally, I thank the support we 
have had from my colleagues here in 
the United States House of Representa-
tives. I thank the gentleman for yield-
ing. 

Mr. WELCH of Vermont. Madam 
Speaker, I reserve the balance of my 
time. 

Mr. WESTMORELAND. Madam 
Speaker, I have no further speakers, 
and so I yield back the balance of my 
time. 

Mr. WELCH of Vermont. Madam 
Speaker, I thank the gentleman from 
Kansas (Mr. TIAHRT) and the gentleman 
from Kansas (Mr. MORAN) and my col-
league Mr. WESTMORELAND and urge 
the passage of this resolution. 

Mr. MOORE of Kansas. Madam Speaker, I 
rise today in support of H. Res. 544, recog-
nizing the victims of floods in Kansas. 

On June 26, a storm brought several days 
of torrential rainfall to Kansas, leading to major 
damage, including the destruction of 3,100 
homes and businesses, and even more trag-
ically, one person’s death. 

Within a 4 day period, some communities 
received 21 inches of rain. Communities in 20 
counties were evacuated. 

This resolution simply expresses heartfelt 
sympathy for the victims of these devastating 
thunderstorms, in addition to conveying grati-
tude to the local, State, and Federal officials 
and emergency personnel who responded 
swiftly to the crisis, including the Kansas Na-
tional Guard and Kansas Highway Patrol and 
recognizing the generous support of volun-
teers, private and corporate donors, religious 
groups, and charitable organizations that have 
given generously toward the relief efforts fol-
lowing the destructive flooding. 

Most importantly, this resolution commends 
the spirit of the people of Kansas, who con-
sistently demonstrate their strength, not only in 
rebuilding their own lives in the face of adver-
sity and hardship, but also through their out-
pouring of compassionate care for neighbors. 

‘‘Ad astra per aspera,’’ is our Kansas 
motto—‘‘to the stars through difficulties.’’ 

I urge my colleagues to support H. Res. 
544, acknowledging the destruction left behind 
by recent severe weather in Kansas, yet cele-
brating the resilience of the Kansans rebuild-
ing homes, businesses, lives, and dreams. 

Mrs. BOYDA of Kansas. Madam Speaker, 
on June 26th, rains began to fall in eastern 
Kansas, and they barely paused for the next 
3 days. Storms dumped as much as 21 inches 
of rain in some places, triggering floods that 
washed over dozens of counties. 

When the rains finally stopped, I joined Mr. 
MOORE, Mr. TIAHRT, Mr. MORAN, and our gov-
ernor, Kathleen Sebelius, to tour the flood- 
damaged regions. We saw heartbreaking 
sights: homes covered in water, streets ren-
dered inaccessible by floods, and the popu-
lations of whole towns camping in middle 
schools. We also saw countless acts of kind-
ness, from the very large to the very small. 
Friends and neighbors gave generously of 
their time, their shelter, their food, and their 
hearts. As devastating as the floods were, 
they brought out the very best in Kansans. 

I’m pleased that the House is pausing today 
to reflect upon what we’ve lost and to honor 
the hard work of rebuilding Kansas. Votes 
such as this are sometimes called ‘‘symbolic,’’ 
but that is not the same thing as ‘‘meaning-
less.’’ To the Americans who have heard little 
news from Kansas since the flood waters re-
ceded, this vote serves as notice that we’re 
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rebuilding, stronger than ever before. And to 
the thousands of Kansans who lost everything, 
it is a show of support from their community 
and their country. 

Today, 2 months after the rain stopped, 
eastern Kansas is well on its way to recovery. 
For that, we owe our deepest thanks to our 
friends and neighbors, to the emergency per-
sonnel who worked so tirelessly for so long, 
and to FEMA for its helping hand. You’ve 
shown us how to meet a disaster with courage 
and compassion, and you’ve shown America 
the very best of Kansas. 

Mr. WELCH of Vermont. Madam 
Speaker, I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Vermont (Mr. 
WELCH) that the House suspend the 
rules and agree to the resolution, H. 
Res. 544. 

The question was taken. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the 

opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being 
in the affirmative, the ayes have it. 

Mr. WELCH of Vermont. Madam 
Speaker, on that I demand the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the 
Chair’s prior announcement, further 
proceedings on this motion will be 
postponed. 

f 

SUPPORTING THE GOALS AND 
IDEALS OF NATIONAL TEEN 
DRIVER SAFETY WEEK 

Mr. WELCH of Vermont. Madam 
Speaker, I move to suspend the rules 
and agree to the concurrent resolution 
(H. Con. Res. 165) supporting the goals 
and ideals of National Teen Driver 
Safety Week. 

The Clerk read the title of the con-
current resolution. 

The text of the concurrent resolution 
is as follows: 

H. CON. RES. 165 

Whereas motor vehicle crashes are the 
leading cause of death for adolescents and 
young adults in the United States, and many 
of these deaths are preventable; 

Whereas almost 7,500 drivers between the 
ages of 15 and 20 years were involved in fatal 
crashes in 2005 throughout the United States; 

Whereas the fatality rate in the United 
States for drivers between the ages of 16 and 
19 years, based on miles driven, is 4 times the 
fatality rate for drivers between the ages of 
25 and 69 years; 

Whereas the majority of teen driver crash-
es in the United States are due to driver 
error and speeding, and 15 percent of the 
crashes are due to drunk driving; 

Whereas roughly two-thirds of the teen-
agers killed in motor vehicle accidents in 
the United States each year do not use seat-
belts; 

Whereas approximately 63 percent of teen 
passenger deaths in the United States occur 
while other teenagers are driving; 

Whereas it is necessary to explore effective 
ways to reduce the crash risk for young driv-
ers by focusing research and outreach efforts 

on areas of teen driving that show the most 
promise for improving safety; 

Whereas the National Teen Driver Survey, 
developed with input from teenagers and ad-
ministered by The Children’s Hospital of 
Philadelphia, demonstrates a national need 
to increase overall awareness about the safe 
use of electronic handheld devices, the risk 
of nighttime and fatigued driving, the impor-
tance of consistent seatbelt use, and the 
practice of gradually increasing driver privi-
leges over time as a young driver gains more 
experience under supervised conditions; 

Whereas in 2005, 1,553 crash fatalities in-
volving a teen driver occurred in the fall, 
when teenagers are in the first months of the 
school year and faced with many decisions 
involving driving, including whether to drive 
with peer passengers and other distractions; 
and 

Whereas designating the third week of Oc-
tober as National Teen Driver Safety Week 
is expected to increase awareness of these 
important issues among teenagers and adults 
in communities throughout the United 
States, as additional research is conducted 
to develop and test effective interventions 
that will help teenagers become safer driv-
ers; Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the 
Senate concurring), That Congress— 

(1) supports the goals and ideals of Na-
tional Teen Driver Safety Week; and 

(2) encourages the people of the United 
States to observe the week with appropriate 
activities that promote the practice of safe 
driving among the Nation’s licensed teenage 
drivers. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Vermont (Mr. WELCH) and the gen-
tleman from Georgia (Mr. WESTMORE-
LAND) each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Vermont. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. WELCH of Vermont. Madam 

Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
all Members may have 5 legislative 
days in which to revise and extend 
their remarks. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Vermont? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. WELCH of Vermont. Madam 

Speaker, I yield myself such time as I 
may consume. 

As a member of the House Committee 
on Oversight and Government Reform, 
I’m pleased to join my colleagues in 
the consideration of H. Con. Res. 165, 
which supports the goals and ideals of 
National Teen Driver Safety Week. 

This resolution, which has 55 cospon-
sors, was introduced by Representative 
CHARLES DENT on June 6, 2007. The res-
olution was reported from the Over-
sight Committee on July 19, 2007, by a 
voice vote. 

Madam Speaker, road crashes are the 
leading cause of death for teenagers. 
These crashes are more common among 
young drivers than among any other 
age group, with one in four crash fa-
talities in the United States involving 
young people from the ages of 16 to 24. 

The first 6 months after a teenager 
receives his or her license, he or she is 

especially at high risk of being in a car 
accident. Unfortunately, this risk 
stays relatively high until the young 
driver reaches 25. 

In an effort to improve road safety 
and reduce crashes among young peo-
ple, the Center for Injury Research and 
Prevention at the Children’s Hospital 
of Philadelphia and the State Farm In-
surance Company codeveloped a 
multiyear teen center research initia-
tive to help young drivers develop safe, 
smart driving behaviors and skills. 

Madam Speaker, I commend my col-
league Mr. DENT from Pennsylvania for 
seeking to support the goals and ideals 
of National Teen Driver Safety Week, 
and I urge the swift passage of this bill. 

Madam Speaker, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. WESTMORELAND. Madam 
Speaker, I yield myself as much time 
as I may consume. 

Tragedy strikes every day as teen 
drivers, just on the cusp of adulthood, 
are killed at an alarming rate each 
year, causing grief and profound sad-
ness for their families and commu-
nities. 

Motor vehicle crashes continue to be 
the leading cause of death among ado-
lescents and young adults in the 
United States. 

In 2005, almost 7,500 drivers between 
the age of 15 and 20 were involved in 
fatal crashes across the United States. 
Many of these deaths are preventable, 
and it is imperative that we do all we 
can to improve the safety of our roads 
and highways for all drivers. 

H. Con. Res. 165 supports the ideals 
and goals of National Teen Driver Safe-
ty Week, an important event that will 
go a long way towards educating our 
young people and their families about 
safe driving practices. 

The statistics of teen driving are 
simply staggering. This age group 
makes up only 7 percent of licensed 
drivers but suffers 14 percent of fatali-
ties and 20 percent of all reported acci-
dents. 

Based on miles driven, drivers be-
tween the ages of 16 and 19 have four 
times the mortality rate than drivers 
older than 25 and up. 

Most important of all, the number of 
teen drivers on the road is expected to 
grow to over 32 million by 2010, mean-
ing that, unless we take action, this 
tragic problem will only get worse. 

National Teen Driver Safety Week 
seeks to reverse these alarming trends 
by concentrating national attention on 
the development and communication of 
effective interventions to help reduce 
crashes involving teen drivers. Teens 
will be taught about safe driver prac-
tices that will prevent many of these 
accidents from occurring. Efforts will 
be made to encourage teens to wear 
seatbelts, as nearly two-thirds of all 
teenagers killed in motor vehicle acci-
dents have been reportedly not wearing 
seatbelts. 
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Finally, National Teen Driver Safety 

Week will echo other groups in warning 
about the dangers of drunk driving, 
nighttime fatigue and other use of 
electronic, handheld devices. By edu-
cating teens, along with their families, 
we can possibly make a lasting change 
in teen driving behavior that will lead 
to safer roads for all of us. 

Therefore, I ask my colleagues to 
join me in supporting H. Con. Res. 165, 
supporting the goals of the National 
Teen Driver Safety Week. 

Madam Speaker, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. WELCH of Vermont. Madam 
Speaker, I reserve my time. 

Mr. WESTMORELAND. Madam 
Speaker, I would like to recognize my 
friend from Pennsylvania (Mr. DENT) 
for as much time as he may consume. 

Mr. DENT. Madam Speaker, I’m 
pleased to rise this afternoon in sup-
port of this legislation which des-
ignates the third week of October as 
National Teen Driver Safety Week. 

As has already been stated, we wit-
ness this issue on far too many occa-
sions, but roughly 7,500 teenage drivers 
were involved in fatal car crashes in 
2005. Today, motor vehicle crashes are 
the leading cause of death among 
American teenagers. 

The time has come for Congress to 
recognize this terrible problem and 
consider effective interventions that 
will help reduce the number of acci-
dents involving teens on American 
roads. 

On Monday, January 22, 2007, fol-
lowing a tragic accident that claimed 
the lives of two young high school stu-
dents in my district, The Morning Call 
newspaper compiled a report: Fatal 
crashes involving teens that had oc-
curred in the Lehigh Valley region 
since 2001. This report indicated that 
there were a total of 13 fatalities be-
tween 2001 and 2006, with alcohol in-
volved in two of the seven accidents re-
ported. Other contributing factors in-
cluded racing and reckless behavior. 

Sadly, it appears that these events, 
which are happening in every corner of 
the United States, could have been pre-
vented, enabling these young adults to 
reach their destinations safely. 

To address this troubling issue, the 
Children’s Hospital of Pennsylvania, or 
CHOP as it’s commonly referred to, is 
currently conducting research that will 
help develop the best interventions to 
reduce the risk of crash injury for teen 
drivers and travelers sharing the road 
with them. 

The alliance of Children’s Hospital of 
Pennsylvania and State Farm Insur-
ance Company, CHOP’s partner in this 
initiative, is nationally recognized for 
its research and outreach involving 
child passenger safety. However, this 
year they’ve expanded their agenda 
from the car seat to the driver’s seat in 
an effort to address the cause of motor 
vehicle crashes, the leading cause of 
death among American teenagers. 

Together, CHOP and State Farm 
have conducted research indicating 
that teens often drive while distracted 
and fatigued. 

b 1245 
I believe this alliance brings together 

a wide range of expertise and research 
and outreach, translating scientific 
evidence into actions that will help 
save lives. It’s important that Congress 
support efforts to effectively educate 
these teens and families about ways to 
address these problems. 

This resolution will endorse the goals 
and ideals of a week in which intensive 
programming will be used to encourage 
these teens to drive more safely. By de-
laying exposure to risky driving condi-
tions until they have had enough su-
pervised driving experience, managing 
peer-to-peer interactions while in the 
vehicle, and reinforcing the need to 
protect and react to hazards more ap-
propriately, teens will be better pre-
pared to drive responsibly. Throughout 
our great Nation, teens are dying in 
crashes at a rate of four times that of 
adult drivers. 

Congress must work to prevent these 
tragedies, and I certainly encourage 
my colleagues to support this impor-
tant resolution. 

Mr. WELCH of Vermont. Madam 
Speaker, I reserve the balance of my 
time. 

Mr. WESTMORELAND. Madam 
Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the gen-
tleman from the great State of Ten-
nessee (Mr. DUNCAN). 

Mr. DUNCAN. Madam Speaker, I 
thank the gentleman from Georgia for 
giving me this time. I actually came to 
the floor to speak on other legislation, 
but when I realized that this bill was 
up, I wanted to at least make a couple 
of comments about it. 

I have the privilege of serving as the 
ranking member on the Highways and 
Transit Subcommittee. Prior to that, 
or a few years ago, I served for 6 years 
as chairman of the Aviation Sub-
committee. The statistics, or the com-
parison between aviation and safety on 
our highways, is just staggering. 

Unfortunately, we have more people 
killed in 31⁄2 months on our Nation’s 
highways than we have had killed in 
all U.S. aviation accidents combined 
since the Wright brothers’ flight in 
1903. But more importantly I want to 
commend the authors of this legisla-
tion, because we need to do everything 
we can to call attention to the record 
of teen drivers and raise the awareness 
of teenagers as to how dangerous our 
Nation’s highways can be. 

According to the most recent statis-
tics by the National Highway Traffic 
Safety Administration, our safest driv-
ers, contrary to what a lot of people be-
lieve, are those 75 and over. The second 
safest group of drivers are those 65 to 
74. 

The 75 and over age group has 2.5 ac-
cidents per 10,000 drivers. That com-

pares to the 16-to-20 group which has 
13.3 percent per 10,000 drivers. It’s an 
amazing statistic as to how dangerous 
teenage driving is and how safe our 
older drivers are. 

I just wanted to say that I rise in 
strong support of this resolution on 
Teen Driver Safety Week. 

Mr. WELCH of Vermont. Madam 
Speaker, I reserve the balance of my 
time. 

Mr. WESTMORELAND. Madam 
Speaker, I have no further requests for 
time, and I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. WELCH of Vermont. Madam 
Speaker, I appreciate the work of my 
colleague, Mr. WESTMORELAND, the re-
marks of my colleagues, Mr. DUNCAN 
from Tennessee and Mr. DENT from 
Pennsylvania, and urge passage. 

Mr. PATRICK J. MURPHY of Pennsylvania. 
Madam Speaker, I am proud to join my col-
league from Pennsylvania, Mr. DENT, in sup-
porting the goals and ideals of National Teen 
Driver Safety Week. I signed on as an original 
co-sponsor of this important initiative because 
I believe that teen driver safety—especially in 
Pennsylvania—deserves our support and our 
attention. This is an important piece of legisla-
tion and I urge my fellow Members of Con-
gress to support it today. 

I am also proud of the research and preven-
tion efforts of the Children’s Hospital of Phila-
delphia, which includes a campus in my dis-
trict. We should all applaud their commitment 
to keeping our teens and roads safer and I 
hope that the establishment of Teen Driver 
Safety Week will bring attention to this impor-
tant issue in communities like mine across the 
United States. 

Madam Speaker, the figures are daunting: 
Almost 7,500 drivers between the ages of 15 
and 20 were involved in fatal crashes in 2005 
and the fatality rate for teens is four times the 
rate for drivers between 25 and 69. The good 
news is that we can do something about it. 
The majority of teen driver crashes in our 
country are due to avoidable mistakes like 
speeding or cell phone use. The research 
shows that involvement from parents, edu-
cators and peers can make the difference in 
saving young lives. 

In my own district, an organization called 
Central Bucks Cares is leading the charge to 
engage teen drivers in safe driving practices. 
After the tragic deaths of Laura Lauterbach 
and James Ogden, both students at Central 
Bucks East High School, the nonprofit commu-
nity coalition assembled a roundtable discus-
sion on teen driving. Following the roundtable, 
student intern Sarah Canavan of Buckingham 
helped Central Bucks Cares to draft a contract 
that teen drivers and their parents could agree 
to. 

Teens agree to responsible driving prac-
tices, including courteous behavior towards 
other drivers, bicyclists and pedestrians, as 
well as adherence to traffic laws and road 
signs. Parents agree to serve as good role 
models in their own driving and to encourage 
safe driving practices by enforcing the terms 
of the contract. 

Sarah’s younger sister Amy and her mother 
were the first teen/parent pair to sign and fully 
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support the agreement. I hope that many more 
families in Pennsylvania and nationwide will 
follow their example in making a commitment 
to safer teen driving. 

Madam Speaker, I see the difference that 
Central Bucks Cares is making in my district 
and I hope that this legislation will help other 
communities to do the same. 

Mr. WELCH of Vermont. Madam 
Speaker, I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Vermont (Mr. 
WELCH) that the House suspend the 
rules and agree to the concurrent reso-
lution, H. Con. Res. 165. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the concur-
rent resolution was agreed to. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

JOHN HERSCHEL GLENN, JR. POST 
OFFICE BUILDING 

Mr. WELCH of Vermont. Madam 
Speaker, I move to suspend the rules 
and pass the bill (H.R. 3052) to des-
ignate the facility of the United States 
Postal Service located at 954 Wheeling 
Avenue in Cambridge, Ohio, as the 
‘‘John Herschel Glenn, Jr. Post Office 
Building’’. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 3052 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. JOHN HERSCHEL GLENN, JR. POST 

OFFICE BUILDING. 
(a) DESIGNATION.—The facility of the 

United States Postal Service located at 954 
Wheeling Avenue in Cambridge, Ohio, shall 
be known and designated as the ‘‘John Her-
schel Glenn, Jr. Post Office Building’’. 

(b) REFERENCES.—Any reference in a law, 
map, regulation, document, paper, or other 
record of the United States to the facility re-
ferred to in subsection (a) shall be deemed to 
be a reference to the ‘‘John Herschel Glenn, 
Jr. Post Office Building’’. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Vermont (Mr. WELCH) and the gen-
tleman from Georgia (Mr. WESTMORE-
LAND) each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Vermont. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. WELCH of Vermont. Madam 

Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
all Members have 5 legislative days in 
which to revise and extend their re-
marks. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Vermont? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. WELCH of Vermont. Madam 

Speaker, as a member of the House 
Committee on Oversight and Govern-
ment Reform, I am pleased to join my 
colleague in the consideration of H.R. 

3052, which names a postal facility in 
Cambridge, Ohio, after John Herschel 
Glenn, Jr. 

H.R. 3052 was introduced by Rep-
resentative ZACH SPACE on July 16, 
2007, and reported from the Oversight 
Committee on July 19, 2007, by voice 
vote. This measure has the support of 
the entire Ohio congressional delega-
tion. 

As America knows, Mr. Glenn, Sen-
ator Glenn, is a pioneering astronaut, 
pilot, former United States Senator, 
and a true hero with a distinguished 
and impressive career in service to our 
Nation. He was born on July 18, 1921, in 
Cambridge, Ohio. He entered the Naval 
Aviation Cadet Program in March 1942 
and commissioned in the Marines Corps 
in 1943. 

After completing advanced training, 
he joined the Marine Fighter Squadron 
155 and spent a year flying F–4U fight-
ers in the Marshall Islands. 

During World War II, he flew 59 com-
bat missions. After the war, he was a 
member of the Marine Fighter Squad-
ron 218 on the North China patrol and 
served in Guam. From June 1948 to De-
cember 1950, Mr. Glenn taught ad-
vanced flight training in Texas. He vol-
unteered for the Korean War, flying 63 
missions and shooting down three 
enemy aircraft. He received the Distin-
guished Flying Cross 6 times and sev-
eral other medals. 

He has many other accomplishments 
that I believe we will hear about from 
Representative SPACE when he has an 
opportunity to speak, but he is a per-
son widely known to Americans, Re-
publicans, Democrats, independents, 
people who are active politically, those 
who aren’t, people who revere public 
service in the military and in politics 
as one of the most extraordinary Amer-
icans of our time. 

Madam Speaker, I commend my col-
league, Representative SPACE, for in-
troducing this legislation and urge the 
swift passage of this bill. 

Madam Speaker, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time. 

(By unanimous consent, Mr. BOEHNER 
was allowed to speak out of order.) 

ANNOUNCING THE PASSING OF CONGRESSMAN 
PAUL E. GILLMOR 

Mr. BOEHNER. Madam Speaker, it is 
with profound sadness that I come to 
the floor today and inform all of my 
colleagues that our colleague from 
Ohio, PAUL GILLMOR, passed away sud-
denly overnight. 

PAUL was a good friend to all of us, a 
colleague of mine who served in this 
House for nearly two decades after a 
long, distinguished career in the Ohio 
Senate. He was from Ohio, born there, 
raised there, went to school there. He 
is going to be missed by all of us. 

I want to make sure that we keep 
Karen and his children in our thoughts 
in this very difficult time. 

We will notify Members of the ar-
rangements when they are made, but I 

would expect that later this afternoon 
the Members of the Ohio delegation 
from both sides of the aisle will be on 
the floor for a tribute to our friend. 

Mr. WESTMORELAND. Madam 
Speaker, I would just like to offer my 
condolences to the GILLMOR family at 
this tragic time in their life. 

Madam Speaker, I yield myself such 
time as I may consume. 

I am honored today to speak about a 
highly esteemed former Senator, dis-
tinguished war veteran, astronaut, 
businessman and educator, John Her-
schel Glenn, Jr. He is well-known 
throughout the history of this country 
through both his career in Congress 
and his legendary work with NASA. 
John Glenn has served his country pro-
foundly for decades and remains an ac-
tive leader in his community. 

A lifelong resident of Ohio, he at-
tended Muskingum College to study 
chemistry. Shortly after the attacks 
on Pearl Harbor, he enrolled in the 
Naval Aviation Cadet Program and 
earned a commission in the U.S. Ma-
rine Corps in 1943. He served his coun-
try in World War II as a fighter pilot, 
flying 59 combat missions. 

After returning to the U.S., he was 
transferred to the Naval Air Station, 
Maryland, where he has soon earned 
the rank of captain. His military serv-
ice continued, and he saw battle in 
North China and Guam. He fought in 
the Korean War, participating in 63 air 
combat missions. His experience in 
combat fighting furthered as he at-
tended additional flight training in 
Maryland. It was there that he tested 
flying planes at altitudes very high. 

In 1957 he completed the first super-
sonic transcontinental flight, code 
named Project Bullet. This historic 
flight was one of many great achieve-
ments for John Glenn’s career in avia-
tion. 

While still serving with the Marines 
Corps, Glenn was assigned to NASA as 
one of the legendary group of astro-
nauts involved with Project Mercury. 

As a member of this elite group of as-
tronauts, Glenn piloted the first Amer-
ican manned orbital mission in 1962, 
which I remember very well. It was the 
third mission. 

His mission brought him national 
fame and recognition as he was seen as 
an American hero. He resigned the 
NASA program in 1964 and one year 
later from the Marine Corps at the 
rank of colonel. 

John Glenn entered the private sec-
tor working for Royal Crown Cola. But 
his passion for public service soon got 
the better of him and he decided to run 
for public office in 1964. He was elected 
to the U.S. Senate in 1974 after years of 
campaign-related setbacks. He served 
in the Senate for 25 years. During his 
last term of office, he was invited by 
NASA to rejoin the space program that 
he had helped to create, therefore be-
coming the oldest person to travel into 
space at age 77. 
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Upon retiring from the Senate, he 

moved back to Ohio permanently, 
where he and his wife founded the John 
Glenn Institute for Public Service and 
Public Policy at Ohio State University. 

The institute, which later became 
the John Glenn School of Public Af-
fairs, educates and prepares students 
for careers in public and nonprivate 
sectors. Throughout his military ca-
reer, his history with NASA, and upon 
retiring from the Senate, John Glenn 
has earned numerous prestigious 
awards, some of which include earning 
the Distinguished Flying Cross, the 
NASA Distinguished Service Medal and 
the Congressional Space Medal of 
Honor. 

In 1990, he was inducted into the U.S. 
Astronaut Hall of Fame. It is with 
great pride that we continue to honor 
his service to this country, and to his 
community through the naming of this 
post office in his hometown. 

Madam Speaker, with that, I reserve 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. WELCH of Vermont. Madam 
Speaker, I yield such time as he may 
consume to my colleague from Ohio 
(Mr. SPACE). 

Mr. SPACE. I thank the gentleman 
from Vermont for yielding this time. 

I would like to preface my remarks 
with my condolences to the family of 
PAUL GILLMOR as well, an Ohioan and a 
good man who will be missed. 

Madam Speaker, I rise today in sup-
port of H.R. 3052, legislation to rename 
the post office in Cambridge, Ohio, 
after John Glenn. 

I appreciate the bipartisan support 
the Ohio delegation has shown for pas-
sage of this legislation, and am excited 
to see this bill honoring a true Amer-
ican hero. 

John Glenn was born in Cambridge, 
Ohio, a very small town in the beau-
tiful rolling hills of Guernsey County. 
At a very young age, he moved to near-
by New Concord, where he attended 
both high school and college. 

After graduating from Muskingum 
College, John Glenn answered the call 
to military service. As a naval pilot, he 
served in both World War II and the 
Korean conflict, earning the Distin-
guished Flying Cross on six occasions 
and the Air Medal with 18 Clusters. 

After leaving the military, John 
Glenn became a test pilot for the Naval 
Air Test Center. In 1957, he set a speed 
record by flying from Los Angeles to 
New York in 3 hours and 23 minutes. 

It was his experience as a pilot that 
led to his most celebrated accomplish-
ments in aeronautics. In 1959, John 
Glenn volunteered to become one of the 
original seven Mercury astronauts, the 
first manned space flight program in 
the United States. 

Several years later, John Glenn em-
barked on his famous mission. In Feb-
ruary of 1962, he became first man to 
orbit the Earth, completing that feat 3 
times over. 

John Glenn’s marvels were not mere-
ly limited to aeronautical achieve-
ments. Following the end of his career 
in aeronautics, Ohio was the fortunate 
benefactor of John Glenn’s public serv-
ice. He served as a United States Sen-
ator with dignity and honor for 28 
years before retiring. 

As a freshman Member of Congress, I 
often look to examples to follow. I have 
had the good fortune of getting to 
know Senator Glenn in these last few 
months. 

As an example of his courage and 
character, he tells a story of what he 
was feeling when he was about to be 
blasted into space 45 years ago. 

b 1300 
I asked him, were you afraid? And he 

very candidly offered his response of 
yes, he was, but he did it because it was 
the right thing to do. He and his lovely 
wife, Annie, discussed the fact that 
there was a very good chance that he 
would not come back, and they did it 
anyway. He did it with courage and 
honor. He did it because it was right 
for this country. And at this time, in 
our history, I think it would serve all 
of us very well, Madam Speaker, to fol-
low the example that John Glenn pre-
sented for us, the trails that he blazed. 
He is, in fact, the best that this coun-
try has to offer. He has shown courage 
in the face of adversity. He has shown 
selflessness for the sake of making our 
country a better place. 

The Cambridge post office is one that 
has stood the test of time. For the bet-
ter part of a century it has stood as a 
landmark in one of the central towns 
in my district. Moreover, the Cam-
bridge post office serves the folks in 
the small town where John Glenn was 
born, and it’s the same building in 
which John Glenn’s distinguished mili-
tary career began so many years ago 
when he registered for enlistment and 
service to his country. From this point 
onward it will bear a name of one that 
has brought much inspiration to the 
daily lives of Ohioans. 

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Madam 
Spaker, I am pleased to rise in support of H.R. 
3052, which designates the facility of the 
United States Postal Service located at 954 
Wheeling Avenue in Cambridge, Ohio as the 
‘‘John Herschel Glenn, Jr. Post Office Build-
ing.’’ I agree with Congressmen SPACE and 
TIBERI that it is long overdue for us to finally 
pay fitting tribute to an American hero who an-
swered the call of service so many times, 
while asking nothing in return. 

John Glenn’s life is truly an American story. 
Born in Cambridge, Ohio in 1921 and raised 
in New Concord, John Glenn spent his early 
years in Ohio. After graduating with a bacca-
laureate degree in engineering from 
Muskingum College, John Glenn began his 
distinguished military career as a Marine and 
fighter pilot. He flew 149 combat missions, in 
both World War II and the Korean War, earn-
ing the Distinguished Flying Cross six times. 

But more than his impressive record of mili-
tary service, John Glenn will always be best 

known for his contributions to our nation’s 
space exploration program. Glenn’s experi-
ence and skill made him a logical candidate 
for the astronaut corps being formed during 
1958. On February 20, 1962, Glenn piloted 
the Mercury-Atlas 6 ‘‘Friendship 7’’ spacecraft 
on the first manned orbital mission of the 
United States. This endeavor was a critical po-
litical and scientific milestone. It revolutionized 
the perspective of the American people and 
instilled public faith in the fledgling space pro-
gram, which at that time was lagging behind 
the Soviets in the ‘‘Space Race.’’ As a Mem-
ber of Congress from the Houston area, the 
home of the Johnson Space Center, I person-
ally want to think John Glenn for this great 
achievement. John Glenn always had the 
‘‘Right Stuff,’’ as the writer Tom Wolfe so aptly 
put it. 

After his famous flight, John Glenn returned 
to his home state of Ohio and went on to 
serve the state with distinction and honor in 
United States Senate. In his four terms in the 
Senate, John Glenn took a leading role in the 
effort to reduce nuclear weapons and govern-
ment affairs. He was chief author of the 1978 
Nuclear Nonproliferation Act, served as chair-
man of the Senate Government Affairs Com-
mittee from 1978 until 1995, and was a lead-
ing member of the Foreign Relations and 
Armed Services committees and the Special 
Committee on Aging. Always willing to serve 
his country, John Glenn waged a spirited con-
test for his party’s presidential nomination in 
1984. 

In February 1997, John Glenn announced 
that he would retire from the Senate. A year 
later, NASA requested him to rejoin the space 
program he had helped to create as a mem-
ber of the Space Shuttle Discovery Crew. 
John Glenn accepted the invitation and on Oc-
tober 29, 1998, at age 77, became the oldest 
human ever to venture into space. This voy-
age to outer space was no mere publicity 
stunt, however, thanks to John Glenn; NASA 
scientists gained much valuable information. 
Senator Glenn conducted the Canadian Space 
Agency’s OSTEO (Osteoarthritis) experiment 
on board the Space Shuttle Discovery during 
the mission which contributed to our under-
standing of the aging process. The OSTEO 
experiment studied the underlying processes 
of bone loss and evaluated treatments. The 
research, supervised by John Glenn, was 
ideally suited for the space environment, as 
bone loss in space is four to ten times faster 
than during osteoporosis on Earth. The experi-
ment demonstrated how bone mineralization 
decreases during space flight and also 
showed that a specific therapeutic agent, 
called recombinant human parathyroid hor-
mone (PTH), is able to reverse this loss. The 
experiments were such a success, that the 
Canadian Space Agency is developing follow- 
up experiments on future space missions. 

Madam Speaker, I would again like to voice 
my support for H.R. 3052, and finally give 
back something to a man that has already 
given so much to his country. ‘‘God Speed, 
John Glenn.’’ 

Mr. WESTMORELAND. Madam 
Speaker, I have no further speakers, 
and so I yield back the balance of my 
time. 

Mr. WELCH of Vermont. Madam 
Speaker, I yield back my time. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Vermont (Mr. 
WELCH) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 3052. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the bill was 
passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

STAFF SERGEANT DAVID L. NORD 
POST OFFICE 

Mr. WELCH of Vermont. Madam 
Speaker, I move to suspend the rules 
and pass the bill (H.R. 3106) to des-
ignate the facility of the United States 
Postal Service located at 805 Main 
Street in Ferdinand, Indiana, as the 
‘‘Staff Sergeant David L. Nord Post Of-
fice’’. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 3106 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. STAFF SERGEANT DAVID L. NORD 

POST OFFICE. 
(a) DESIGNATION.—The facility of the 

United States Postal Service located at 805 
Main Street in Ferdinand, Indiana, shall be 
known and designated as the ‘‘Staff Sergeant 
David L. Nord Post Office’’. 

(b) REFERENCES.—Any reference in a law, 
map, regulation, document, paper, or other 
record of the United States to the facility re-
ferred to in subsection (a) shall be deemed to 
be a reference to the ‘‘Staff Sergeant David 
L. Nord Post Office’’. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Vermont (Mr. WELCH) and the gen-
tleman from Georgia (Mr. WESTMORE-
LAND) each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Vermont. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. WELCH of Vermont. Madam 

Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
all Members may have 5 legislative 
days in which to revise and extend 
their remarks. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Vermont? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. WELCH of Vermont. Madam 

Speaker, as a member of the House 
Committee on Oversight and Govern-
ment Reform, I’m pleased to join my 
colleagues in the consideration of H.R. 
3106. This names a postal facility in 
Ferdinand, Indiana after David L. 
Nord. 

H.R. 3106, introduced by Representa-
tive BARON HILL on July 19, 2007, was 
reported from the Oversight Com-
mittee on August 1, 2007, by voice vote. 
This measure, cosponsored by eight 
Members, has the support of the entire 
Indiana congressional delegation. 

Madam Speaker, Staff Sergeant 
David Nord was killed on June 23, 1969, 

in Bing Long, South Vietnam. He was 
assigned to 11th Armored Cavalry Regi-
ment at Camp Blackhorse, Vietnam as 
a scout section leader. 

Staff Sergeant Nord was awarded the 
Bronze Star, along with several other 
awards for his bravery and sacrifice to 
his country. 

Madam Speaker, I commend my col-
league, Representative BARON HILL, for 
introducing this legislation, and urge 
the swift passage of this bill. 

Madam Speaker, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. WESTMORELAND. Madam 
Speaker, I yield myself as much time 
as I may consume. 

Madam Speaker, I rise this after-
noon, again, to pay tribute to another 
remarkable soldier and another true 
American hero. At the age of only 21, 
Staff Sergeant David Nord from Ferdi-
nand, Indiana became a genuine war 
hero. On June 23, 1969, he was killed in 
Vietnam War action while serving with 
the U.S. Army. 

Staff Sergeant Nord was born and 
raised in Ferdinand, Indiana, sharing 
his younger years with his one brother 
and three sisters. After graduating in 
1967 from St. Ferdinand High School, 
he worked in the Ferdinand furniture 
factory. 

Staff Sergeant Nord was drafted into 
the Army where he was assigned to the 
11th Armored Cavalry Regiment at 
Camp Blackhorse, Vietnam. With his 
positive attitude and hard work he rose 
quickly through the ranks and served 
as a scout section leader. After serving 
several months, Staff Sergeant Nord 
was granted a 21-day home leave, and it 
was during that time that he married 
Louann, his long-time girlfriend. 
Sadly, only three weeks after returning 
to the battlefield, he and most of his 
crew were killed when a grenade hit 
the tank that he was commanding. He 
left behind his family, his new wife and 
a baby, David Lee II, who he never got 
to meet. Staff Sergeant Nord was also 
the first member of the Ferdinand Post 
124 of the American Legion to be killed 
in action. He showed outstanding brav-
ery, courageous leadership and heroism 
which earned him nine medals that 
were awarded to his family, his wife 
and his son after his death. The award-
ed medals were the Bronze Star, the 
Purple Heart, the Vietnamese Cam-
paign Ribbon, the Good Conduct Rib-
bon, the Combat Infantry Badge, Na-
tional Defense Service Ribbon, the 
Vietnam Service Medal, the Expert 
Badge with Rifle Bar and the Sharp 
Shooter Badge with Rifle Bar. 

It is for those reasons that we name 
this post office for Staff Sergeant 
David Nord in his hometown of Ferdi-
nand, Indiana. And, Madam Speaker, I 
hope that all of our colleagues will 
vote for this unanimously. 

Madam Speaker, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. WELCH of Vermont. Madam 
Speaker, I yield to my colleague from 

Indiana, Representative BARON HILL, 
such time as he may consume. 

Mr. HILL. Madam Speaker, H.R. 3106 
would rename the post office in Ferdi-
nand, Indiana after David Nord, the 
only Vietnam veteran from Ferdinand 
who was killed in action in the Viet-
nam War. This idea first came to my 
attention because of the hard work of 
David’s family and his friends. They 
called me. This bill represents what we, 
as Members of our Congress, are here 
for, and that is to represent our con-
stituents back home. I’d like to thank 
and recognize a few people who have 
been influential in getting this accom-
plished. First I would like to recognize 
David Nord’s brother Dan and the rest 
of the family David left behind, includ-
ing his son, David Nord II. Dan has 
been very active in making sure his 
brother’s life is remembered and hon-
ored. 

Like Dan, Frank Begle, a fellow sol-
dier of David Nord’s in Vietnam, has 
been a driving force in getting the Fer-
dinand post office renamed to honor 
David Nord. 

Also Kathy Tretter, the editor and 
co-publisher of the local paper in Fer-
dinand, population of about 800 or 900 
people. The Ferdinand News contacted 
my staff about this effort after work-
ing on stories about David’s life. 

I would also like to thank my col-
leagues in the Indiana delegation for 
all cosponsoring this bill. 

Let me take a moment to touch on 
why the post office in downtown Ferdi-
nand should be renamed to honor David 
Nord. David Nord is the only Ferdinand 
native who was killed in Vietnam. He 
was drafted into the Army, and in talk-
ing to his younger brother Dan, David 
was not very excited about having to 
go to Vietnam. But he did his duty to 
his country, and for that we give him 
thanks. 

David rose quickly through the Army 
ranks because of his hard work and 
skill. And when he returned home 
briefly in 1969, he came home to marry 
his long-time girlfriend. Unfortunately, 
and tragically, shortly thereafter, 
David returned to Vietnam and was 
killed on Monday, June 23, 1969, when a 
tank he was commanding had to stop 
because the rubber tracker which pro-
pelled the vehicle forward slipped from 
its drive wheels and David was hit by a 
grenade. He died instantly, as well as 
most of his crew. 

David’s son was born just a few 
months after his death, and David, I 
know right now, is trying to get to a 
television screen to see his father being 
honored here this afternoon. 

A friend from Ferdinand who was sta-
tioned in the same unit as David tells 
stories about how David used to give 
starving Vietnamese women and chil-
dren his Army rations. That was the 
kind of guy that he was. 

David left behind his parents, his 
wife, his younger brother and a son he 
never met. 
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Staff Sergeant David Nord was hon-

ored with the Bronze Star Medal, the 
Purple Heart, the Vietnamese Cam-
paign Good Conduct Ribbon, Combat 
Infantry Badge, National Defense Serv-
ice Ribbon, Vietnam Service Medal, 
Expert Badge with Rifle Bar, and 
Sharpshooter Badge with Rifle Bar. 

His family still lives in Ferdinand, 
Indiana, as well as his son David Nord, 
Jr. Clearly, David deserves this rec-
ognition, and it’s an honor for me to 
introduce this resolution. And I urge 
all of my colleagues to support this 
very important bill for David Nord and 
his family and for the city and town of 
Ferdinand, Indiana. 

Mr. WESTMORELAND. Madam 
Speaker, I have no further speakers. I 
yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. WELCH of Vermont. Madam 
Speaker, I thank the gentleman from 
Indiana, and yield back the balance of 
my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Vermont (Mr. 
WELCH) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 3106. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the bill was 
passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

DESIGNATING A PORTION OF 
INTERSTATE ROUTE 395 LO-
CATED IN BALTIMORE, MARY-
LAND, AS ‘‘CAL RIPKEN WAY’’ 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Madam Speaker, I 
move to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill (H.R. 3218) to designate a portion of 
Interstate Route 395 located in Balti-
more, Maryland, as ‘‘Cal Ripken Way’’. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 3218 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. DESIGNATION. 

The portion of Interstate Route 395 located 
in Baltimore, Maryland, beginning at the 
junction of Interstate Routes 395 and 95 and 
ending at Conway Street shall be known and 
designated as ‘‘Cal Ripken Way’’. 
SEC. 2. REFERENCES. 

Any reference in a law, map, regulation, 
document, paper, or other record of the 
United States to the portion of Interstate 
Route 395 referred to in section 1 shall be 
deemed to be a reference to the ‘‘Cal Ripken 
Way’’. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Maryland (Mr. CUMMINGS) and the gen-
tleman from Tennessee (Mr. DUNCAN) 
each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Maryland. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Madam Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent that all Mem-

bers may have 5 legislative days in 
which to revise and extend their re-
marks on H.R. 3218. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Maryland? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. CUMMINGS. Madam Speaker, I 

yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Madam Speaker, it is my honor to 
rise in support of H.R. 3218, which was 
authored by my colleague from Mary-
land, Congressman JOHN SARBANES, to 
designate a portion of I–395 in Balti-
more as ‘‘Cal Ripken Way.’’ 

Cal Ripken, Jr. played for 21 seasons 
with my hometown team, the Balti-
more Orioles. Known as the Iron Man, 
he is perhaps most famous for playing 
in 2,632 consecutive games, breaking 
the record for consecutive appearances 
that was set by another legend of base-
ball, Lou Gehrig. 

However, his career was not only 
about his resilience but about the dedi-
cation and the hard work he brought, 
both to the field and to our commu-
nity. He finished his career with more 
than 3,000 hits, an incredible achieve-
ment that is one of the most difficult 
to accomplish in baseball. These hits 
included 431 home runs, and they pro-
duced 1,695 RBIs. 

He began his career by earning the 
Rookie of the Year award. He went on 
to receive two Golden Glove awards, 
and was twice named the American 
League’s Most Valuable Player. He was 
also twice named as the Most Valuable 
Player at the Major League All Star 
Game. 

In recognition of his achievements 
and of his importance to the game of 
baseball, he was elected to baseball’s 
Hall of Fame this year, the first year 
in which he was eligible to be so hon-
ored. Cal Ripken represents the very 
best that we have ever seen in the 
game of baseball. 

Since leaving baseball, he has come 
to represent the very best of our com-
munity and, indeed, of our Nation by 
finding new ways to help build the 
same dedication to excellence in our 
young people that he brought to his in-
credible career. He established and 
manages the Cal Ripken Baseball Divi-
sion, in which literally hundreds of 
thousands of youngsters have partici-
pated, learning not only the skills of 
baseball, but the work ethic that will 
help them succeed in whatever they 
choose to do in life. 

b 1315 

With his brother, he also established 
the Cal Ripken, Sr. Foundation in 
honor of their father to give under-
privileged youth the opportunity to 
participate in baseball and softball. 

In recognition of his ability to moti-
vate and inspire, he was recently se-
lected to serve our Nation as a Special 
Sports Envoy for the United States De-

partment of State. At the time of his 
appointment, Secretary of State 
Condoleezza Rice noted that Cal 
Ripken brought ‘‘integrity to the game 
of baseball,’’ and I think his personal 
integrity is truly his greatest legacy. 

Cal Ripken is not only a sports hero 
who has achieved extraordinary accom-
plishments through hard work and 
sheer perseverance, he is a popular fig-
ure who has cultivated, in a way that 
increasingly few sports figures do, his 
ability to be a positive role model. 

Cal has synchronized his personal 
character with his physical abilities 
and has consistently used his extraor-
dinary gifts to make a difference in the 
lives of others. 

As a Baltimorean, I thank my col-
league Congressman SARBANES for his 
work on this legislation. I join all of 
my colleagues from Maryland in recog-
nizing the incredible legacy that Cal 
Ripken has given not only to our city 
but to our Nation of excellence on the 
field and service off the field. I can 
think of no more fitting way to honor 
Cal Ripken than by naming the inter-
state that passes by Camden Yards, 
which is only a few blocks from my 
house, where he played his entire ca-
reer in his honor, and I urge all of my 
colleagues to support H.R. 3218. 

Madam Speaker, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. DUNCAN. Madam Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Madam Speaker, I would like to 
voice my very strong support for H.R. 
3218. H.R. 3218 designates Interstate 
Route 395 in Baltimore, Maryland, as 
‘‘Cal Ripken Way.’’ 

Cal Ripken, Jr. is a native son of 
Havre de Grace, Maryland, in Harford 
County, about 35 miles northeast of 
Baltimore. Cal Ripken, also known as 
‘‘Iron Man,’’ is best known for his 
record-shattering streak of playing 
2,632 straight games for the American 
League’s Baltimore Orioles over 17 
years, from May 1982, through Sep-
tember 1998. An unbelievable record. He 
retired from Major League Baseball in 
October 2001, after playing 21 straight 
years for the Orioles, between 1981 and 
2001. 

On September 6, 1995, Cal Ripken, Jr. 
broke Lou Gehrig’s record of 2,130 con-
secutive games played, a record that 
had stood for 57 years. On that historic 
night at Camden Yards, Ripken not 
only broke the record but also hit a 
home run in the fourth inning of that 
game. 

His father, Cal Ripken, Sr., was a 
former baseball player, coach, and 
scout for the Orioles. In 1987 and 1988, 
Cal Ripken, Sr. managed the Orioles, 
and both Cal Ripken, Jr. and his broth-
er Billy played for the team that year, 
a first in baseball history. 

Since leaving the game in 2001, Cal 
Ripken has dedicated his life and his 
work to youth. He established the Cal 
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Ripken, Sr. Foundation, which uses 
baseball- and softball-themed programs 
to help instill leadership qualities, a 
strong work ethic, sportsmanship, and 
healthy habits. He also built the 
Ripken Youth Baseball Academy, the 
largest baseball academy in the United 
States, where thousands of young peo-
ple learn the finer points of baseball 
and deepen their love for playing it. 

He served as the first commissioner 
of the White House T-Ball initiative for 
President George Bush from 2001 to 
2004. And on July 29, 2007, Cal Ripken 
was fittingly inducted into the baseball 
Hall of Fame. 

When I was growing up, Madam 
Speaker, I served 51⁄2 years as a batboy 
for the Knoxville Smokies baseball 
team. I served other seasons as ball 
chaser, scoreboard operator, clubhouse 
boy. In my freshman year at the Uni-
versity of Tennessee, I served as a pub-
lic address announcer. I grew up in 
minor league baseball. My father gave 
Earl Weaver his first managerial job in 
Knoxville, managing the Knoxville 
Smokies in 1956, and we became a farm 
club of the Baltimore Orioles. People 
who later played with Cal Ripken or 
who he knew through the Orioles like 
Milt Pappas, Jerry Walker, Ron Han-
sen, Willie Tasby, Mike Cuellar, Dave 
Nicholson, and many other players who 
later played for the Orioles played in 
Knoxville. 

Baseball has meant a lot to me and 
my family through the years, and it is 
a real honor and privilege for me to 
stand here before you today and an-
nounce my support for this very appro-
priate legislation to honor a truly 
great American, Cal Ripken, Jr. 

Madam Speaker, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Madam Speaker, I 
yield 5 minutes to the distinguished 
gentleman from Maryland, sponsor of 
the legislation (Mr. SARBANES). 

Mr. SARBANES. Madam Speaker, I 
thank my colleague for yielding his 
time and for his support. I thank Con-
gressman DUNCAN for his support of 
H.R. 3218, which it was my privilege to 
introduce in the House. 

This legislation honors Cal Ripken, 
Jr. on his induction into the pro base-
ball Hall of Fame by renaming Inter-
state 395 in Baltimore, which runs into 
the city and ends near Oriole Park at 
Camden Yards, as ‘‘Cal Ripken Way.’’ 
It is fitting that we would pass this 
measure today on the eve of the 12th 
anniversary of Cal’s setting the con-
secutive games record. I would like to 
thank Chairman OBERSTAR for his as-
sistance in bringing this measure to 
the floor. 

Cal’s stellar career no doubt made 
him worthy of induction into the Hall 
of Fame. In fact, he was elected to the 
Hall with the highest vote total ever, 
the highest vote percentage for any po-
sition player, and the third highest 
vote percentage in history. 

But the numbers don’t even begin to 
explain what he means to our national 
pastime. Too often, our sports stars are 
famous for all the wrong reasons. But 
time and again Cal Ripken, Jr. has 
been a source of pride for baseball. 

Cal was a spectacular player but not 
a flashy one. He played fundamental 
baseball, always doing the little things 
and setting the example for how a pro-
fessional should perfect his trade. And 
he showed up every day. 

From the heights of the World Series 
championship in 1983 to the depths of 
the 21-game losing streak that began 
the 1988 season, Cal was there every 
day. After the cancellation of the 1994 
World Series, many fans mark Sep-
tember 6, 1995, the night Ripken played 
in his 2,131st game, as the night that 
America came back to baseball. 

Ripken’s commitment to working 
hard and playing by the rules became 
known as ‘‘The Ripken Way.’’ He in-
spired the people of Baltimore every 
season with his quiet and unassuming 
dedication to his work and continues 
to do so in retirement through numer-
ous charitable works and his youth 
baseball foundation. 

In fact, I believe that Cal has in-
spired Americans all over the country. 
I think Tony Kornheiser captured this 
well in a column that appeared in the 
Washington Post on September 7, 1995. 
He wrote: ‘‘When I look at this record, 
I think I hear the rhythms of America. 
This celebration of Cal is the fanfare 
for the common man. Going to work 
every day . . . building a career, pro-
viding for our family like our fathers 
did before us is something we can all 
relate to.’’ 

Madam Speaker, if we pass this legis-
lation, when travelers come to visit 
Baltimore or pass by on their way to 
another destination, they will not only 
be reminded of a terrific ballplayer 
whose name has become synonymous 
with the Orioles but also a model 
American and the promise of doing 
things the ‘‘Ripken Way.’’ I hope my 
colleagues agree that this is a fitting 
tribute to one of the best loved and 
most enduring figures in the history of 
baseball. 

Mr. DUNCAN. Madam Speaker, I will 
just close by saying that Cal Ripken is 
certainly a throwback to the old days 
in which little boys could look up to 
major league baseball players as real 
heroes and role models in their lives, 
and I can’t adequately express my 
great admiration for Cal Ripken. 

I urge support for this legislation. 
Madam Speaker, I have no further re-

quests for time, and I yield back the 
balance of my time. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Madam Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

First of all, I want to thank again 
Mr. SARBANES for sponsorship. I want 
to thank you, Mr. DUNCAN. I didn’t 
know you had that kind of relationship 

to baseball and to the Baltimore Ori-
oles. 

As I listened to Mr. DUNCAN and Mr. 
SARBANES, Madam Speaker, I was just 
reminded that, sitting on the Govern-
ment Reform Committee, in that com-
mittee we dealt with the whole issue of 
steroids. We saw players come before 
our committee, many of them having 
to put their heads down when asked 
certain critical questions about char-
acter. And it is so good to know that 
there is somebody like Cal Ripken 
around, somebody who does not mind 
accepting the role as a role model and 
being just that. 

So many young people look up to 
sports figures, and they try to emulate 
them. All you have to do is go to a 
baseball game and you will see them 
with the jerseys on with names of play-
ers on the back. And if you go to Me-
morial Stadium, now called Oriole 
Park, you will see a lot of jerseys with 
little kids, trying to dream the Cal 
Ripken dream, with his name on their 
backs. 

So it is with great honor that I ask 
all of our Members to support this res-
olution. 

Mr. OBERSTAR. Madam Speaker, I rise in 
support of H.R. 3218, to designate a portion of 
Interstate 395 located in Baltimore, MD, as 
‘‘Cal Ripken Way.’’ 

Cal Ripken, Jr. was not only a remarkable 
baseball player, he was an outstanding role 
model for the youth of America. He exhibited 
the utmost in professionalism and sportsman-
ship in every aspect of his life. 

Cal Ripken, Jr. was known to many as the 
‘‘Iron Man’’ for tirelessly overcoming many 
minor injuries to always be in the lineup for his 
team and for the fans. He took the field for the 
Baltimore Orioles on May 30, 1982 and did 
not miss a game until September 19, 1998. 
On September 6, 1995, millions of fans world-
wide tuned in to watch Cal Ripken, Jr. surpass 
Lou Gehrig for the most consecutive games 
played, at 2,131 games. He ended his streak 
having played in 2,632 consecutive games. 

By the time he retired from professional 
baseball, in October 2001, Cal Ripken had 
played 21 seasons with the Baltimore Orioles. 
During that time, Mr. Ripken had broken the 
team’s record for career games played, at 
bats, runs, hits, doubles, homeruns, RBIs, 
total bases, and walks. He is a member of 
Major League Baseball’s exclusive 3,000 hit 
club. 

Cal Ripken stuck with his team through the 
good years and the bad years with a level of 
professionalism rare in sports today. He was a 
favorite among fans and holds the record for 
most All-Star votes received by any single 
player. He was voted to play in the All-Star 
game 19 times, and won the game’s Most Val-
uable Player, MVP, honor twice. On Thursday, 
July 26, 2007, Cal Ripken, Jr. was inducted 
into the Major League Baseball Hall of Fame 
in Cooperstown, NY, with the third highest 
percentage of votes ever received. 

After his storied baseball career, Cal 
Ripken, Jr. continues to make a difference in 
his community an across the country. Along 
with his brother Billy, he formed the Cal 
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Ripken, Sr. Foundation to give underprivileged 
children the opportunity to attend baseball 
camps around the country and to learn his be-
loved game. 

Between 2001 and 2004, Ripken served as 
commissioner of the White House Tee Ball Ini-
tiative, in which he worked to promote the 
value of teamwork and volunteerism amongst 
young players. On April 9, 2007, Ripken an-
nounced a partnership with the recently 
formed ‘‘Reviving Baseball in the Inner City’’ 
program, with the donation of $1 million in 
cash and equipment from the Cal Ripken, Sr. 
Foundation. 

Madam Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
support H.R. 3218, to dedicate a portion of our 
Nation’s highway system to commemorate the 
tremendous career and outstanding leadership 
of Cal Ripken, Jr. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Madam Speaker, I 
yield back the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Maryland (Mr. 
CUMMINGS) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 3218. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the bill was 
passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

HONORING THE CITY OF MIN-
NEAPOLIS, FIRST RESPONDERS, 
AND THE CITIZENS OF MIN-
NESOTA FOR THEIR VALIANT 
EFFORTS IN RESPONDING TO 
THE COLLAPSE OF THE INTER-
STATE ROUTE 35W MISSISSIPPI 
RIVER BRIDGE 
Mr. WALZ of Minnesota. Madam 

Speaker, I move to suspend the rules 
and agree to the resolution (H. Res. 606) 
honoring the city of Minneapolis, first 
responders, and the citizens of the 
State of Minnesota for their valiant ef-
forts in responding to the horrific col-
lapse of the Interstate Route 35W Mis-
sissippi River Bridge. 

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion. 

The text of the resolution is as fol-
lows: 

H. RES. 606 

Whereas the Interstate Route 35W Mis-
sissippi River Bridge located in Minneapolis, 
Minnesota, collapsed on August 1, 2007, dur-
ing the evening rush hour; 

Whereas Minneapolis police and fire offi-
cials have reported a rising number of fatali-
ties and injuries resulting from the tragedy; 

Whereas because rescue and recovery ef-
forts are ongoing, the effect of the tragedy 
on the community and on Minnesota fami-
lies is still unfolding; 

Whereas the first emergency personnel on 
the scene responded to the tragedy without 
hesitation, risking their health and safety to 
rescue victims and to provide emergency 
care to the injured; 

Whereas as there are questions that re-
main unanswered about the tragedy, it is 
clear that the commitment and heroism ex-
hibited by first responders in the minutes 
and hours following the tragedy saved count-
less lives; 

Whereas the people of Minnesota and the 
Nation recognize that the dedication of first 
responders will remain steadfast throughout 
the ongoing recovery, repair, and rebuilding 
efforts; 

Whereas scores of ordinary people became 
extraordinary citizens following the tragedy 
by rushing to the aid of their fellow Min-
nesotans; 

Whereas the residents of Minneapolis 
should be commended for their bravery and 
tireless efforts following the tragedy on be-
half of their neighbors and their city; 

Whereas there was an immediate out-
pouring of support and assistance from sur-
rounding communities following the trag-
edy, including over 50 organizations and 
local units of government; and 

Whereas the heartbreaking images coming 
out of Minneapolis have captured the atten-
tion and sympathy of the Nation: Now, 
therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the House of Representa-
tives— 

(1) honors the city of Minneapolis, first re-
sponders, and the citizens of the State of 
Minnesota for their valiant efforts in re-
sponding to the horrific collapse of the Inter-
state Route 35W Mississippi River Bridge; 

(2) praises the people of Minneapolis and 
Minnesota for their great courage in this 
time of crisis; 

(3) recognizes the leadership and pas-
sionate commitment of the elected officials 
representing the people of Minneapolis, Hen-
nepin County, and the State of Minnesota; 

(4) honors the emergency responders, with-
in and beyond Minneapolis, for their bravery 
and sacrifice following the tragedy; 

(5) extends its heartfelt sympathies to the 
families of all those lost in the tragedy; and 

(6) reaffirms its support and commitment 
to all of the Nation’s law enforcement offi-
cers, firefighters, and emergency medical 
technicians as they selflessly serve their 
communities, regardless of the peril or haz-
ard to themselves. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Minnesota (Mr. WALZ) and the gen-
tleman from Missouri (Mr. GRAVES) 
each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Minnesota. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. WALZ of Minnesota. Madam 

Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
all Members may have 5 legislative 
days in which to revise and extend 
their remarks on H. Res. 606. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Minnesota? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. WALZ of Minnesota. Madam 

Speaker, I yield myself such time as I 
may consume. 

I strongly support House Resolution 
606, introduced by my colleague Con-
gressman ELLISON, my friend and fel-
low Minnesotan. Congressman ELLISON 
represents the Fifth Congressional Dis-
trict of Minnesota, which includes the 
city of Minneapolis. I am grateful to 
Congressman ELLISON for his work in 
introducing this resolution and getting 
it to the floor in a quick manner. 

On August 1, the Interstate 35W 
bridge collapsed over the Mississippi 
River. The images of that disaster are 

now etched in our collective memories 
in this country. We can all recall the 
strange and surreal sight of a bridge 
lying crumpled and broken, laying in 
that great river. And we can all recall 
the images of vehicles that were 
crushed by the debris as well as those 
like the school bus that was full of 
children that sat amongst all that dis-
aster and carnage and its occupants, 
and thankfully, escaped unharmed. 

Unfortunately, not everyone on the 
I–35 bridge that Wednesday made it 
home safely. Thirteen of our fellow 
Minnesotans, husbands, wives, sons, 
daughters, grandchildren, grand-
parents, were killed in the tragedy. 
That those numbers were not higher 
was due in no small part to the hun-
dreds of firefighters, police, emergency 
personnel, and ordinary citizens who 
rushed to the aid of their fellow citi-
zens. The direct action of these civil 
servants and citizens immediately fol-
lowing this tragedy undoubtedly saved 
countless lives and eased suffering. Or-
dinary residents of the city of Min-
neapolis displayed extraordinary cour-
age and compassion on August 1. 

This resolution recognizes the out-
standing work and effort of the first re-
sponders, the city officials, and the 
residents of Minnesota for their quick 
and compassionate response. I am 
pleased to join Congressman ELLISON 
and all of the Minnesota delegation in 
this effort, and I extend my gratitude 
to those whose dedication and duty was 
so evident on August 1. 

Madam Speaker, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time. 

b 1330 
Mr. GRAVES. Madam Speaker, I 

yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Madam Speaker, I rise today in sup-
port of House Resolution 606 intro-
duced by Mr. ELLISON of Minnesota. 
This resolution recognizes the city of 
Minneapolis, first responders, and the 
citizens of the State of Minnesota for 
their selfless actions in responding to 
the collapse of the Interstate Route 
35W Mississippi River bridge. 

The first responders to the scene 
acted without hesitation, risking their 
safety in the dangerous conditions, to 
rescue the victims of this tragedy. This 
resolution honors their sacrifice in the 
immediate aftermath of the bridge col-
lapse and their commitment to save 
lives, regardless of the peril or hazard 
to themselves. Additionally, this reso-
lution is a fitting commendation to the 
people of Minneapolis for their heroism 
and compassion for their fellow citi-
zens. I extend my heartfelt sympathies 
to those affected by this tragedy and to 
their families. 

I support the resolution and urge my 
colleagues to do the same. 

Madam Speaker, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. WALZ of Minnesota. Madam 
Speaker, I thank my colleague from 
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Missouri for the kind words and com-
passionate response. The overwhelming 
response from the Members of this 
body was truly heartfelt and truly put 
action into words in getting Minnesota 
and Minneapolis moving forward. 

At this time, Madam Speaker, I am 
pleased to yield 5 minutes to the main 
sponsor of this bill, the distinguished 
gentleman from Minnesota (Mr. 
ELLISON) in responding to this disaster 
that occurred in his district. 

Mr. ELLISON. Madam Speaker, I am 
proud to rise on the floor today to 
speak on behalf of H. Res. 606, a resolu-
tion that honors the city of Min-
neapolis and the first responders and 
citizens of Minnesota for their valiant 
efforts in responding to the horrific 
collapse of Interstate 35W Mississippi 
River bridge. 

Madam Speaker, while we honor the 
city of Minneapolis, there are also nu-
merous cities in the area of Min-
neapolis, such as New Hope, Golden 
Valley, and many, many others, all 
that sent their first responders to the 
aid of the victims. And each and all of 
these cities deserve honor and respect. 
Thank you. 

At 6:05 p.m. on August 1, 2007, Inter-
state 35W bridge in Minneapolis, Min-
nesota collapsed into the Mississippi 
River, killing 13 people and injuring 
nearly 100 people. The 13 victims were 
mothers, fathers, children, workers, 
good people, each and all. 

I’m honored today to stand with my 
colleagues from Minnesota to honor 
the work of the first responders and 
the entire community of Minnesota 
and the Nation for stepping up to the 
plate to assist our community on Au-
gust 1 in responding to the horrific 
bridge collapse. 

Without any hesitation or any regard 
or consideration for their own safety, 
Minnesota first responders, fire-
fighters, police, emergency medical 
personnel all rushed to the bridge col-
lapse scene, and it is clear that the 
commitment and heroism in the min-
utes and hours that followed the trag-
edy saved countless lives. 

Additionally, scores of ordinary Min-
nesotans became good Samaritans. For 
example, Madam Speaker, Jeremy Her-
nandez, a 20-year-old employee of a 
Minneapolis nonprofit organization, 
was riding on a school bus with over 50 
children when the bus dropped towards 
the Mississippi River gorge as the 
bridge collapsed. Jeremy immediately 
took charge and evacuated the bus, en-
suring that all staff and children got 
off the bus safely. This is America and 
Minnesota at its best when ordinary 
citizens become extraordinary citizens. 

But let me conclude, Madam Speak-
er, by respectfully asking this Congress 
to regard this tragedy as a national 
call to action, to focus our public en-
ergy on the reconstruction of our pub-
lic infrastructure. 

On August 1, we as a Nation were 
united in grief for the victims, and we 

were united in the recovery and heal-
ing efforts. Now let us all stand united 
in rebuilding our country’s ailing pub-
lic infrastructure. For if the Nation is 
a body, our infrastructure is the skel-
eton that holds it up. 

I look forward to working with Mem-
bers of Congress. I thank you, Madam 
Speaker. I thank you, Mr. WALZ, for 
your excellent energy. I also would be 
remiss if I did not commend your com-
munity, our community, and southern 
Minnesota for its own tragedy that we 
suffered collectively. And we stand 
with the people of southern Minnesota 
in solidarity and in brother- and sister-
hood. Thank you very much. 

Mr. GRAVES. Madam Speaker, I 
yield 6 minutes to the gentlewoman 
from Minnesota (Mrs. BACHMANN). 

Mrs. BACHMANN. Madam Speaker, I 
thank my dear colleague for allowing 
me this moment to address the body. 

I, too, offer my condolences and sym-
pathy to the Members and families of 
our Minnesota community who en-
dured one of the most horrific losses 
that anyone can imagine. When it’s a 
beautiful, wonderful evening in Min-
nesota in August, August 1, when peo-
ple are on their way to the Twins game 
and home from work, their minds are 
on the BBQ and what they’re going to 
do when they go home, what they’re 
going to say to their husband, what 
they’re going to say to their wife, 
going to their child’s T-ball game or 
their soccer game, those were the kind 
of things that were on the minds of 
Minnesotans when all of a sudden, 
inexplicably, this bridge that is the 
most traveled bridge in the State of 
Minnesota went down. Something no 
one would ever imagine could happen 
happened. 

The Saturday after the bridge col-
lapse occurred, I had the opportunity 
to go back and meet with some of the 
first responders, as my colleagues did 
as well. And I think to a person we can 
say what we saw that day was nothing 
short of just the joy and the grief, all 
of the emotions mixed together on the 
faces of the firemen, faces of the po-
licemen, faces of the health care pro-
fessionals as well who were there, who 
saw that horror firsthand and did what 
we expect that they would do, be first 
responders. Seems like an ordinary 
thing that they should do their job, but 
it’s never an ordinary thing to lay 
down your life for your fellow man. 
That’s what a police officer does every 
day when they put on that uniform. 
That’s what a fireman does every day 
when they put on that uniform. And 
that day they were called upon to do 
that duty, make that sacrifice. They 
did it. And I’ll tell you what, I could 
not be more proud of those first re-
sponders. 

And it was wonderful, too, Madam 
Speaker, to see how in this body this 
wasn’t a Republican or Democrat issue, 
this was about being human, this was 

about loving our fellow man. And I 
can’t say enough about the effort of 
the two parties to come together and 
unanimously making the right deci-
sion, and that is, authorizing the 
money for this bridge to get it up and 
built again, and then hopefully now ap-
propriate that money to get it up 
again. 

I commend Congressman ELLISON, 
Congressman WALZ, I commend Con-
gresswoman MCCOLLUM and everyone 
in our delegation who came together to 
get behind this bridge. But more im-
portantly, it’s the first responders who 
came together and laid down their 
lives. 

One of the people who did that was a 
constituent of mine. I just want to 
mention him a little bit. His name is 
Gary Babineau, 24 years old, lives up in 
Blaine. He is a construction worker. 
Gary was coming home from work that 
night, like most Minnesotans, thinking 
about what he was going to do. His wife 
is due with their first baby 2 weeks 
later. And that’s what he was thinking 
about, that new little baby that was 
about to come 2 weeks from now, when 
all of a sudden he was right across from 
that yellow school bus that we all saw 
on the news. And Gary’s truck was on 
the bridge, and he felt the bridge go 
down. And in a moment of time, his 
black pickup truck fell 30 feet down to 
the bottom. He never thought he would 
wake up again. He never thought he 
would open his eyes again, but he did. 
And he couldn’t believe it, he could 
move. His back was severely hurt, but 
he could move. He got out of that 
truck and he went and he helped person 
after person get out of their vehicle, 
carried people to safety. And then Gary 
remarkably, here in the midst of hav-
ing a severely injured back, he jumped 
off the bridge, got onto the ground, got 
back on the bridge, not knowing that 
the bridge would be stable, got on that 
bridge and went immediately to that 
yellow school bus. And he then assisted 
those 50 children getting off that bus. 
And as a matter of fact, it was reported 
in the paper it said, Gary Babineau 
said, ‘‘I could see the whole bridge 
going down, and I was going down, 
too,’’ he said. ‘‘I have a baby coming in 
2 weeks and that’s all I could think 
about. We hit bottom, and I couldn’t 
believe that I could open my eyes, I 
couldn’t believe that I could move.’’ 

Gary Babineau was an ordinary man, 
but he became a first responder and he 
helped save lives. At the moment that 
he was needed he did it. We kind of ex-
pect that that’s what Americans would 
do. We’re just good people, we help 
each other in time of need. And here in 
this tragedy, as we have seen other 
tragedies that have befallen our Na-
tion, when things didn’t go exactly 
right in the recovery effort, here in 
Minnesota we saw that things were 
right. It happened right. And the rea-
son why it happened right was because 
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of first responders, official first re-
sponders, nonofficial first responders. 
But they did what was right because 
they acted out of love, out of a heart of 
love for their fellow man. 

So I thank those first responders, the 
firemen, the policemen, the average 
Joes, the Gary Babineaus in their 
truck. And I thank the Federal offi-
cials, our President, our Members of 
Congress. I thank the county officials, 
the city officials, the State officials. 
Everybody did what was right. 

But thank you, Congressman 
ELLISON. This was the right resolution 
to bring forward today to honor these 
selfless individuals who none of us 
could live without. Thank you, first re-
sponders. I encourage my colleagues to 
give us a unanimous vote to this won-
derful resolution. 

Mr. WALZ of Minnesota. Madam 
Speaker, we in Minnesota rarely refer 
to Minneapolis without mentioning our 
sister city of St. Paul, our Twin Cities, 
and we are fortunate that these two 
cities have excellent representation in 
their two Representatives. 

It’s a real pleasure for me to yield as 
much time as she may consume, her 
dedication and leadership in this mat-
ter has been outstanding, and I give as 
much time as needed to Congress-
woman MCCOLLUM. 

Ms. MCCOLLUM of Minnesota. Con-
gressman WALZ, it would go without 
saying that the Twin Cities, my dis-
trict, is doing whatever we can in sup-
port both with volunteers, with 
thoughts, with prayers, and with any-
thing that would come forward in a 
special session to support the tragedy 
that has taken place in southern Min-
nesota. And much of what we can say 
about our first responders we can also 
say about the first responders in your 
district. 

Madam Speaker, it has been just over 
a month since we saw the unthinkable 
happen in Minneapolis; the collapse of 
the I–35W bridge into the Mississippi 
River shocked our Nation. For Min-
nesotans, it was only the beginning of 
an ordeal that we will never forget. 

In the hours and days that followed, 
we waited quietly for the word of miss-
ing loved ones. We watched anxiously 
as skilled Navy and FBI divers 
searched the treacherous wreckage and 
felt our hearts grow heavy again when 
we heard the news of each recovered 
victim. A month later, we continue to 
grieve for the 13 who lost their lives 
that evening, six of them my constitu-
ents. 

Our prayers are with the survivors, 
whose deep physical and emotional in-
juries have yet to heal. But along with 
the twisted metal and sunken concrete, 
the aftermath of the bridge collapse 
also brought us the unforgettable im-
ages of courage and hope. The off-duty 
firefighter, without any diving gear, 
going under the water again and again 
to search cars for trapped victims; the 

bus driver, counselors, and others on 
the bridge who threw open the emer-
gency exit of a yellow school bus and 
made sure that all 61 of the children 
got to safety. 

The bridge’s collapse may have 
shocked the Nation, but the response of 
Minnesota’s emergency personnel, pub-
lic servants and ordinary citizens awed 
and inspired the Nation. Again and 
again my colleagues in Congress have 
approached me to express their amaze-
ment at the compassion and strength 
of our community. 

Madam Speaker, this resolution hon-
ors the courage and selflessness of all 
Minnesotans involved in this disaster. 
It honors the first responders who 
rushed to the scene evacuating scores 
of victims and saving countless lives. It 
honors the medical personnel who 
worked and still work tirelessly to heal 
the injured. It honors the local and na-
tional recovery teams who carried out 
the excruciating and difficult search of 
the wreckage and bringing closure to 
the family and friends of the victims. 
It honors ordinary Minnesotans who 
were at every step of the way, from 
those who dove into the water to save 
lives immediately after the collapse to 
those who continue to offer time, ma-
terial support, emotional comfort for 
grieving families today. 

Our recovery effort is not over yet. 
The Twin Cities community will feel 
the consequences of the bridge’s col-
lapse for years to come. As we turn to 
the task of adjusting our daily com-
mutes and planning to rebuild the 
bridge, we must also begin to repair 
and rebuild the other bridges and infra-
structure in Minnesota that are in dan-
ger. We also must work to rebuild the 
infrastructure across this Nation. 

This resolution honors the strength, 
the sympathy, the steadfastness of the 
people of Minnesota that we saw so 
clearly in the wake of this tragedy. 
And I have faith that these same cou-
rageous qualities will see us through 
the challenges ahead. 

Mr. GRAVES. Madam Speaker, I 
yield 3 minutes to the gentleman from 
Minnesota, Congressman KLINE. 

b 1345 

Mr. KLINE of Minnesota. I thank the 
gentleman for yielding. 

Madam Speaker, it is with great 
pride that I rise today in support of H. 
Res. 606 to honor all of those who so 
bravely risked their lives in the face of 
this catastrophe. I had the privilege of 
meeting with many of the first re-
sponders, volunteer organizations, 
local and State officials in my tours of 
the site of the collapse. 

The first emergency personnel on the 
scene responded to the tragedy without 
hesitation, as has been discussed by my 
colleagues here today. They risked 
their health and safety to rescue vic-
tims and to provide emergency care to 
the injured. Scores of ordinary people 

did, indeed, become extraordinary citi-
zens following the tragedy by rushing 
to the aid of their fellow Minnesotans. 
The outpouring of support and assist-
ance from surrounding communities, 
including more than 50 volunteer orga-
nizations, was tremendous. Throughout 
the rescue and recovery mission, there 
have been countless stories of the gen-
erosity by the citizens of Minnesota. 
From organizing blood drives to caring 
for the needs of the bridge recovery 
workers, Minnesotans continue to go 
above and beyond the call of duty. In a 
time of sadness and sorrow for so 
many, we remain thankful for the true 
kindness and compassion of Minneso-
tans. 

Madam Speaker, I would like to take 
just a minute here to discuss, as some 
of my colleagues have alluded to, an-
other catastrophe which struck the 
State of Minnesota in Mr. WALZ’s dis-
trict. My family has a farm down in 
Houston, Minnesota, in the very south-
eastern tip, and I spent 3 days there at 
the end of the August break. It is dis-
tressing. It is an awesome power that 
we saw when those creeks and rivers 
flooded and the destruction is im-
mense. Again, it is not just the first re-
sponders in Minneapolis and the sur-
rounding communities, but I am sure 
that my friend and colleague from the 
First District, Mr. WALZ, can attest to 
the fact that first responders through-
out the State came to the aid of those 
in southeast Minnesota. 

So, Madam Speaker, as always, we 
are mindful of the lives that were lost 
in both tragedies and our thoughts and 
prayers continue to be with the victims 
and their families and with all Min-
nesotans as we recover and rebuild. 

I want to thank the gentleman, my 
colleague, Mr. ELLISON, for offering 
this legislation and bringing it forward 
and Mr. WALZ for his leadership. 

Mr. WALZ of Minnesota. Madam 
Speaker, I reserve the balance of my 
time. 

Mr. GRAVES. Madam Speaker, I urge 
my colleagues to support this very fit-
ting resolution, and I yield back the 
balance of my time. 

Mr. WALZ of Minnesota. Madam 
Speaker, first of all, to my colleague 
from Missouri, I thank him so much for 
helping manage on this. The poignant 
comments made by my fellow Minneso-
tans was heartfelt and I think put best 
maybe by Representative BACHMANN 
that this issue truly brought us to-
gether. I want to send a special thank- 
you to this entire body for the response 
that was given to the people of Min-
nesota in light of this tragedy. 

As we speak, the dean of our delega-
tion, Chairman OBERSTAR, is holding 
hearings on this very issue of bridges 
across America to make sure we don’t 
have a repeat of this incident and un-
derstand everything that we can do to 
hopefully prevent this type of tragedy. 
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He is meeting with Secretary of Trans-
portation Peters and the mayor of Min-
neapolis, Mayor Rybak, is in town 
talking on this very issue. 

So it is appropriate that we honor 
those that sacrificed and gave so much 
in light of this tragedy and it is appro-
priate that we move forward to prevent 
it in the future. 

I also thank my colleague and friend 
from Minnesota (Mr. KLINE) for his 
kind words. He is very familiar with 
my district. His family has roots there. 
He has a farm there. He knows first-
hand the devastation that was wrought 
on those counties. We lost seven of our 
fellow Minnesotans. We had seven 
counties that are national disasters. 
The response has been fantastic from 
both State, local and Federal officials. 
When you get 17 inches of rain in 24 
hours, it brings great tragedy. 

President Bush was kind enough and 
showed leadership in coming to Min-
nesota, promising a quick response and 
delivered. He also made a comment and 
made sure that one of our towns that 
was virtually destroyed, Rushford, 
Minnesota, needed to get back defend-
ing their State football championship. 
I am glad to report that they won Fri-
day night, quite convincingly. 

This disaster and the response from 
it, the silver lining of this is the great 
human qualities of compassion, cour-
age, selfless service were shown by our 
first responders and everyone involved. 
It is a pleasure for me to put my name 
to a piece of legislation like this. 

I thank and urge my colleagues to 
vote unanimously for H. Res. 606. 

Mr. RAMSTAD. Madam Speaker, I rise in 
strong support of this resolution honoring the 
city of Minneapolis, first responders and Min-
nesota citizens for their heroic efforts following 
the I–35W bridge collapse. 

No Minnesotan will ever forget August 1, 
2007, the day the 8-lane bridge collapsed into 
the Mississippi River. 

No Minnesotan will forget the tragic loss of 
13 people, the serious injuries and incredible 
devastation caused by the falling bridge. 

And Minnesotans will never forget the 
countless acts of heroism they witnessed that 
day from first responders and concerned by-
standers that ignored danger and rushed to 
help victims. 

In spite of the devastation, chaos and confu-
sion, there was a highly organized response 
from Minnesota officials, firefighters, law en-
forcement and EMS personnel, the Minnesota 
National Guard, the Twin Cities Red Cross, 
local hospitals and the individuals, charities 
and businesses that donated time, money and 
goods. It made me proud to be a Minnesotan. 

America also witnessed an incredible story 
in the midst of that terrible disaster—the 
school bus on the collapsed bridge filled with 
children who miraculously survived the ordeal. 

Our deepest gratitude goes to every person 
who responded to this disaster, saving lives, 
caring for the injured and comforting victims 
and their families. 

A special thanks to Governor Pawlenty for 
his great leadership, as well as Hennepin 

County Sheriff Rich Stanek, Minneapolis 
Mayor R. T. Rybak, the author of this resolu-
tion, Representative KEITH ELLISON, and the 
dean of our Minnesota Congressional delega-
tion, JIM OBERSTAR, for his leadership in mov-
ing bridge funding legislation last month. 

Madam Speaker, I ask all my colleagues to 
support this resolution honoring the people 
who responded so bravely to the Minnesota 
bridge collapse. 

Mr. OBERSTAR. Madam Speaker, I rise in 
strong support of H. Res. 606, introduced by 
my colleague from Minnesota (Mr. ELLISON). I 
extend my gratitude for his work to introduce 
this resolution and bring it forth for consider-
ation on the House floor. 

On August 1, 2007, at 6:05 p.m., during the 
evening rush hour, the bridge on Interstate 35 
W spanning the Mississippi River suddenly 
collapsed. The eight-lane, steel truss bridge 
span carried approximately 140,000 vehicles 
each day. This horrific catastrophe claimed the 
lives of 13 people; 123 other individuals were 
injured. 

Visions of this tragedy and the destruction 
left in the wake of the bridge collapse remain 
etched in our memories. Yet the scenes of the 
damage have been softened by the touching 
images of the hundreds of fire fighters, police 
officers, including the University of Minnesota 
police, and emergency response personnel 
that rushed to aid their fellow citizens. The di-
rect actions of these civil servants and citizens 
immediately following this tragedy are exam-
ples of extraordinary courage. 

The brave men and women who were first 
on the scene, and remained working around 
the clock after the collapse, helped to mini-
mize the toll of this tragedy and undoubtedly 
saved lives. The aftermath of the collapse has 
also been made easier to bear with the help 
from over 50 organizations and local govern-
ments and a national outpouring of sympathy 
and prayers. 

A few months ago, the people of Minnesota 
suffered a different kind of catastrophe: a rag-
ing forest fire. The blaze began on May 5, 
2007, in the Gunflint Trail area in far north-
eastern Minnesota, roared across the Cana-
dian border, and then returned to Minnesota to 
devastate my district. It consumed nearly 
76,000 acres and destroyed 140 structures. 
Many first responders heeded the call to this 
fire. The dedicated men and women of the 
Gunflint Trail Volunteer Fire Department were 
among the first to arrive on the scene, fol-
lowed by firefighters and fire departments from 
across the region. In all, over 1,000 personnel 
assisted in fighting this blaze. No lives were 
lost, there were only 11 minor injuries, and 
759 structures were saved thanks to the ef-
forts of these responders. 

The responses to these disasters are just 
two examples of the countless selfless acts 
that our Nation’s first responders carry out 
every day simply by doing their job. Twenty- 
four hours a day, every day of the year, all 
over this country, when any type of tragedy 
enters our lives, from a medical emergency 
facing a neighbor to a large-scale natural dis-
aster, terrorist attack, or other incident, our 
Nation’s emergency responders are the first 
on the scene to provide professional services, 
expert help, aid and comfort. These well- 
trained, highly-skilled individuals are truly on 

the front lines in preparing for, responding to, 
and mitigating damages from a variety of haz-
ards. 

Across the country, the millions of men and 
women who serve this nation as police offi-
cers, firefighters, and emergency medical per-
sonnel, including those in Minnesota, place 
themselves in great danger every day in order 
to protect each one of us. They deserve our 
deepest thanks and respect. 

I stand with Congressman ELLISON in recog-
nizing the outstanding work and effort of the 
first responders in response to the tragic 
bridge collapse in Minnesota and laud their 
unflinching dedication to duty. While we can 
never adequately express our gratitude to the 
brave men and women, this resolution is a fit-
ting tribute. 

I strongly support this resolution and urge its 
passage. 

Mr. PETERSON of Minnesota. Madam 
Speaker, I rise today to commend the good 
people of Minnesota who have banded to-
gether to begin the healing process. When 
that bridge fell on August 1st, every citizen of 
my state felt the grief and the pain together. 
It has certainly been a difficult month for ev-
eryone, but I am so proud of the first respond-
ers, of the volunteers, and of my colleagues 
here in the House. I’d like to give a special 
thanks to Chairman OBERSTAR, for acting so 
quickly. He has represented the State of Min-
nesota, and the House very well. I’d also like 
to say that Representative ELLISON has done 
a remarkable job in representing his district 
during these trying times. 

It is a shame that it sometimes takes the 
worst events to bring out the best in people, 
but I am so proud of the wonderful actions 
Minnesotans have taken to help the victims of 
the I–35W Bridge. I think the people involved 
in the recovery actions have truly dem-
onstrated the incredible character of Min-
nesota’s citizens. 

Nothing can replace what was lost on Au-
gust 1st. No amount of money will do that. 
Neither will a new bridge. But the strength of 
the community has shown through during this 
long road to healing. Thank you Representa-
tive ELLISON, thank you to the members of the 
Minnesota Delegation and thank you to all my 
colleagues who have helped support the citi-
zens of my State. 

Mr. WALZ of Minnesota. Madam 
Speaker, I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Minnesota (Mr. 
WALZ) that the House suspend the rules 
and agree to the resolution, H. Res. 606. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the resolu-
tion was agreed to. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, proceedings 
will resume on motions to suspend the 
rules previously postponed. 
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Votes will be taken in the following 

order: 
H. Res. 552, by the yeas and nays; 
H. Res. 629, by the yeas and nays; 
H. Res. 508, by the yeas and nays; 
H. Res. 544, by the yeas and nays. 
The first electronic vote will be con-

ducted as a 15-minute vote. Remaining 
electronic votes will be conducted as 5- 
minute votes. 

f 

CALLING ON THE GOVERNMENT 
OF THE PEOPLE’S REPUBLIC OF 
CHINA TO REMOVE BARRIERS TO 
UNITED STATES FINANCIAL 
SERVICES FIRMS DOING BUSI-
NESS IN CHINA 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the vote on the mo-
tion to suspend the rules and agree to 
the resolution, H. Res. 552, on which 
the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Georgia (Mr. MAR-
SHALL) that the House suspend the 
rules and agree to the resolution, H. 
Res. 552. 

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 401, nays 4, 
not voting 27, as follows: 

[Roll No. 850] 

YEAS—401 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Allen 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Bachus 
Baird 
Baker 
Baldwin 
Barrett (SC) 
Barrow 
Bartlett (MD) 
Barton (TX) 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blumenauer 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Bono 
Boozman 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boustany 
Boyd (FL) 
Boyda (KS) 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Braley (IA) 
Broun (GA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 

Brown-Waite, 
Ginny 

Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Butterfield 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp (MI) 
Campbell (CA) 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson 
Carter 
Castle 
Castor 
Chabot 
Chandler 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Coble 
Cohen 
Cole (OK) 
Conaway 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cubin 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (KY) 

Davis, David 
Davis, Lincoln 
Davis, Tom 
Deal (GA) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dent 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly 
Doolittle 
Doyle 
Drake 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Edwards 
Ehlers 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emanuel 
Emerson 
Engel 
English (PA) 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Everett 
Fallin 
Farr 
Fattah 
Feeney 
Ferguson 
Filner 
Flake 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Fossella 
Foxx 
Frank (MA) 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Giffords 
Gilchrest 

Gillibrand 
Gingrey 
Gohmert 
Gonzalez 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Granger 
Graves 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hall (TX) 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastert 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayes 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hobson 
Hodes 
Hoekstra 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Hulshof 
Inglis (SC) 
Inslee 
Israel 
Issa 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (IL) 
Jones (NC) 
Jones (OH) 
Jordan 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Keller 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Klein (FL) 
Kline (MN) 
Knollenberg 
Kuhl (NY) 
LaHood 
Lamborn 
Lampson 
Langevin 
Lantos 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Lynch 
Mack 

Mahoney (FL) 
Maloney (NY) 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
Markey 
Marshall 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCaul (TX) 
McCollum (MN) 
McCrery 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHenry 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
McNulty 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Mica 
Michaud 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, Gary 
Miller, George 
Mitchell 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (KS) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Murtha 
Musgrave 
Myrick 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor 
Payne 
Pearce 
Pence 
Perlmutter 
Peterson (MN) 
Peterson (PA) 
Petri 
Pickering 
Pitts 
Poe 
Pomeroy 
Porter 
Price (GA) 
Price (NC) 
Pryce (OH) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Rahall 
Ramstad 
Rangel 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Renzi 
Reyes 
Reynolds 
Richardson 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 

Roskam 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Ryan (WI) 
Salazar 
Sali 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sarbanes 
Saxton 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schmidt 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sessions 
Sestak 
Shadegg 
Shays 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Souder 
Space 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stearns 
Stupak 
Sullivan 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Towns 
Turner 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walberg 
Walden (OR) 
Walsh (NY) 
Walz (MN) 
Wamp 
Waters 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch (VT) 
Weldon (FL) 
Westmoreland 
Wexler 
Whitfield 
Wicker 
Wilson (OH) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Wynn 
Yarmuth 
Young (FL) 

NAYS—4 

Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 

McCotter 
Ros-Lehtinen 

NOT VOTING—27 

Bachmann 
Davis, Jo Ann 
Gordon 
Hooley 
Hunter 
Jindal 
Johnson, E. B. 
Johnson, Sam 
Kirk 
Kucinich 

Lewis (CA) 
Lucas 
Mollohan 
Paul 
Platts 
Royce 
Ruppersberger 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Schwartz 
Shimkus 

Tancredo 
Terry 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Watson 
Weller 
Wilson (NM) 
Young (AK) 

b 1415 

Mr. MCCOTTER changed his vote 
from ‘‘yea’’ to ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. BERRY, Mr. GEORGE MILLER 
of California, and Mrs. DAVIS of Cali-
fornia changed their vote from ‘‘nay’’ 
to ‘‘yea.’’ 

So (two-thirds being in the affirma-
tive) the rules were suspended and the 
resolution was agreed to. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

Stated for: 
Mr. RUPPERSBERGER. Madam Speaker, 

on rollcall No. 850, I was in a meeting in my 
district at the National Security Agency with 
NSA Director, General Alexander. Had I been 
present, I would have voted ‘‘yea.’’ 

f 

MOMENT OF SILENCE IN MEMORY 
OF THE LATE HONORABLE JEN-
NIFER DUNN 

(Mr. HASTINGS of Washington asked 
and was given permission to address 
the House for 1 minute.) 

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. 
Madam Speaker, it is with great sad-
ness that I inform the House of Rep-
resentatives of the untimely death of 
our dear friend and former colleague, 
Jennifer Dunn, this morning. 

Words cannot express the shock and 
sorrow that I feel today. 

I know that all of you join me in 
keeping her family, sons Reagan, Bry-
ant and stepson Angus Thomson, and 
her loving husband, Keith Thomson, in 
our thoughts and prayers. 

All of us who have served with Jen-
nifer Dunn in the House have known 
the kindness, the wit and political 
savvy that she embodied. She was vi-
brant, enjoyed life, and she always had 
a kind word for everyone. 

She was known, Madam Speaker, as a 
fierce advocate when it came to sup-
porting Republican women for election, 
both locally in our State of Wash-
ington and nationally. 

On a personal note, for 32 years she 
was my friend, fellow Ronald Reagan 
activist, my State party chairman and 
colleague in the House where she 
served the Eighth District of Wash-
ington from 1993 to 2005. 

Always positive, dignified and poised 
in everything that she did. A loving 
wife and mother, as well as a political 
leader with great skill. 

Today, Washington State and our Na-
tion has lost a giant, a true leader and 
a stateswoman in every sense of the 
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word. Madam Speaker, she will be dear-
ly missed. 

I yield to my friend, the senior Dem-
ocrat from Washington (Mr. DICKS). 

Mr. DICKS. I appreciate Congress-
man HASTINGS yielding to me, and I 
just want to echo his words. Our re-
grets go out to Jennifer Dunn’s family, 
to her husband, Keith, and to her sons, 
Reagan, named after Ronald Reagan, 
by the way, and Bryant and Angus. 

Jennifer Dunn was a great leader in 
our State. She was the first woman Re-
publican chairman of the State Repub-
lican Party. She was elected to the 
Congress, was on the Ways and Means 
Committee. She always was willing to 
reach out across the aisle and work on 
projects. Congressman LARSEN re-
minded me of her efforts on the Wild 
Sky program which was enacted this 
year, something she worked on for 
many years. She was a leader on trade 
issues and tax reform issues. She will 
be missed. 

I appreciated the fact she was always 
willing to cross the aisle and work with 
Democrats or whoever to get legisla-
tion enacted. She was a great advocate 
for tax issues. She will be missed by all 
of us. We pass on our condolences to 
her family. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. 
Madam Speaker, I know a number of 
Members want to express their views, 
and we will afford them that oppor-
tunity. 

Madam Speaker, I ask the House to 
join the delegation from Washington 
State in observing a moment of silence 
in honor of our former colleague. 

f 

IN MEMORY OF THE LATE 
HONORABLE CHARLES VANIK 

(Ms. KAPTUR asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Ms. KAPTUR. Madam Speaker, I rise 
to inform the House that in addition to 
the loss of Ohio’s beloved colleague 
PAUL GILLMOR today and former Con-
gresswoman Jennifer Dunn, we have 
lost a beloved friend and indefatigable 
colleague when Ohio Congressman 
Charles Vanik passed away last week 
at the age of 94. 

I know that Congressman REGULA 
and I, along with all of our delegation, 
feel this loss as deeply as we feel the 
others. I wanted to just mention to our 
colleagues that Congressman Vanik 
served from 1955 until 1981 and was af-
fectionately known as Ohio’s third 
Senator. 

He is probably most remembered for 
his landmark legislation, the Jackson- 
Vanik amendment, that continues to 
connect U.S. trade policy to human 
rights. We in Ohio will always remem-
ber him as a true champion and leader 
on Medicare, Social Security and the 
plight of the poorest Americans. 

I would like to yield to my colleague, 
my beloved friend, RALPH REGULA, now 
for some words. 

Mr. REGULA. I thank the gentlelady 
for yielding, and I also would like to 
mention the loss of Charlie Vanik. I 
think for the people of Ohio, his great-
est legacy is he joined John Seiberling 
and myself in creating the Cuyahoga 
Valley National Park, and it was his 
leadership that was vital in getting 
that legislation passed. Millions of 
Ohioans and others enjoy the great 
outdoors in this 33,000-acre park that 
serves our State so well, and that was 
a wonderful legacy that Charlie Vanik 
left as part of his service in this Con-
gress. 

Ms. KAPTUR. I thank the gentleman. 
We will never forget his good humor. 

I would just ask for 10 seconds to say 
to my colleagues in terms of my neigh-
bor, PAUL GILLMOR, with whom I served 
over 20 years in this body, we just hap-
pened to be flying over Ohio this past 
week to assess the flood damage in his 
district. My last memory of him is ac-
tually climbing out of the Apache heli-
copter we were both in. There were just 
the two of us with the Ohio National 
Guard, and he extended his hand to me 
to help me get out of the helicopter 
after a very long day in many commu-
nities, including Bucyrus and Findlay. 
I have many memories, but I shall 
never forget that. He was a gentleman 
of this House. 

I thank my colleagues very much. 

f 

MOMENT OF SILENCE IN MEMORY 
OF THE LATE HONORABLE PAUL 
GILLMOR 

(Mr. REGULA asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. REGULA. Madam Speaker, I 
know that Leader BOEHNER has already 
informed the House of the untimely 
death of our colleague, PAUL GILLMOR, 
but I want to just add to that. I will be 
offering a resolution of bereavement 
after we have finished the suspensions 
for the day, which will be very shortly, 
for those who might want to comment. 

It is a tremendous loss for Ohio. 
PAUL was a leader in the Ohio senate 
over a number of years, 22 years to be 
exact. He was a leader here on the Fi-
nancial Services Committee. But most 
importantly, he was a person who 
cared about the people of Ohio. He 
made a tremendous effort to represent 
them well. It is evident by a number of 
awards that he received and so on. I 
won’t take the time to go into that 
now, but all of you knew PAUL. 

I think something that many were 
not aware of, he was chosen as the vice 
president of the International NATO 
Group, the parliamentary group that is 
made up of something like 22 nations, 
and they elected him as the number 
two person in their leadership respon-
sibilities. It is a tribute to him and to 
Ohio and to this body that he was cho-
sen for that assignment. 

Madam Speaker, I would like if we 
would all rise and recognize his loss, 
too, in a moment of silence. 

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, 5-minute voting will con-
tinue. 

There was no objection. 

f 

EXTENDING CONDOLENCES AND 
SYMPATHY OF THE HOUSE TO 
THE GOVERNMENT AND PEOPLE 
OF GREECE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the vote on the mo-
tion to suspend the rules and agree to 
the resolution, H. Res. 629, on which 
the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from American Samoa 
(Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA) that the House 
suspend the rules and agree to the reso-
lution, H. Res. 629. 

This will be a 5-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 407, nays 0, 
not voting 25, as follows: 

[Roll No. 851] 

YEAS—407 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Allen 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Bachus 
Baird 
Baker 
Baldwin 
Barrett (SC) 
Barrow 
Bartlett (MD) 
Barton (TX) 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blumenauer 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Bono 
Boozman 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boustany 
Boyd (FL) 
Boyda (KS) 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Braley (IA) 
Broun (GA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 

Brown-Waite, 
Ginny 

Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Butterfield 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp (MI) 
Campbell (CA) 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson 
Carter 
Castle 
Castor 
Chabot 
Chandler 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Coble 
Cohen 
Cole (OK) 
Conaway 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cubin 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (KY) 
Davis, David 

Davis, Lincoln 
Davis, Tom 
Deal (GA) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly 
Doolittle 
Doyle 
Drake 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Edwards 
Ehlers 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emanuel 
Emerson 
Engel 
English (PA) 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Everett 
Fallin 
Farr 
Fattah 
Feeney 
Ferguson 
Filner 
Flake 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Fossella 
Foxx 
Frank (MA) 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Giffords 
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Gilchrest 
Gillibrand 
Gingrey 
Gohmert 
Gonzalez 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Gordon 
Granger 
Graves 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hall (TX) 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastert 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayes 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Higgins 
Hill 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hobson 
Hodes 
Hoekstra 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Hulshof 
Inglis (SC) 
Inslee 
Israel 
Issa 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (IL) 
Jones (NC) 
Jones (OH) 
Jordan 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Keller 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Klein (FL) 
Kline (MN) 
Knollenberg 
Kuhl (NY) 
LaHood 
Lamborn 
Lampson 
Langevin 
Lantos 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Lynch 

Mack 
Mahoney (FL) 
Maloney (NY) 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
Markey 
Marshall 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCaul (TX) 
McCollum (MN) 
McCotter 
McCrery 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHenry 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
McNulty 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Mica 
Michaud 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, Gary 
Miller, George 
Mitchell 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (KS) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Murtha 
Musgrave 
Myrick 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor 
Payne 
Pearce 
Pence 
Perlmutter 
Peterson (MN) 
Peterson (PA) 
Petri 
Pickering 
Pitts 
Poe 
Pomeroy 
Porter 
Price (GA) 
Price (NC) 
Pryce (OH) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Rahall 
Ramstad 
Rangel 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Renzi 
Reyes 
Reynolds 
Richardson 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 

Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Ryan (WI) 
Salazar 
Sali 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sarbanes 
Saxton 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schmidt 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sessions 
Sestak 
Shadegg 
Shays 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Souder 
Space 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stearns 
Stupak 
Sullivan 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Towns 
Turner 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walberg 
Walden (OR) 
Walsh (NY) 
Walz (MN) 
Wamp 
Waters 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch (VT) 
Weldon (FL) 
Westmoreland 
Wexler 
Whitfield 
Wicker 
Wilson (OH) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Wynn 
Yarmuth 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—25 

Bachmann 
Culberson 
Davis, Jo Ann 

Herseth Sandlin 
Hooley 
Hunter 

Jindal 
Johnson, E. B. 
Johnson, Sam 

Kucinich 
Lucas 
Mollohan 
Paul 
Platts 
Royce 

Sanchez, Loretta 
Schwartz 
Shimkus 
Tancredo 
Terry 

Wasserman 
Schultz 

Watson 
Weller 
Wilson (NM) 
Young (AK) 

b 1432 

So (two-thirds being in the affirma-
tive) the rules were suspended and the 
resolution was agreed to. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

RECOGNIZING THE STRONG SECU-
RITY ALLIANCE BETWEEN 
JAPAN AND THE UNITED STATES 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the vote on the mo-
tion to suspend the rules and agree to 
the resolution, H. Res. 508, as amended, 
on which the yeas and nays were or-
dered. 

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from American Samoa 
(Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA) that the House 
suspend the rules and agree to the reso-
lution, H. Res. 508, as amended. 

This will be a 5-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 405, nays 0, 
not voting 27, as follows: 

[Roll No. 852] 

YEAS—405 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Allen 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Baird 
Baker 
Baldwin 
Barrett (SC) 
Barrow 
Bartlett (MD) 
Barton (TX) 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blumenauer 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Bono 
Boozman 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boustany 
Boyd (FL) 
Boyda (KS) 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Braley (IA) 
Broun (GA) 

Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Butterfield 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp (MI) 
Campbell (CA) 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson 
Carter 
Castle 
Castor 
Chabot 
Chandler 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Coble 
Cohen 
Cole (OK) 
Conaway 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cubin 
Cuellar 
Culberson 

Cummings 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (KY) 
Davis, David 
Davis, Lincoln 
Davis, Tom 
Deal (GA) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly 
Doolittle 
Doyle 
Drake 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Edwards 
Ehlers 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emanuel 
Emerson 
Engel 
English (PA) 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Everett 
Fallin 
Farr 
Fattah 
Feeney 
Ferguson 
Filner 
Flake 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 

Fossella 
Foxx 
Frank (MA) 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Giffords 
Gilchrest 
Gillibrand 
Gingrey 
Gohmert 
Gonzalez 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Gordon 
Granger 
Graves 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hall (TX) 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastert 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayes 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Higgins 
Hill 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hobson 
Hodes 
Hoekstra 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Hulshof 
Inglis (SC) 
Inslee 
Israel 
Issa 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (IL) 
Jones (NC) 
Jones (OH) 
Jordan 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Keller 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Klein (FL) 
Kline (MN) 
Knollenberg 
Kuhl (NY) 
LaHood 
Lamborn 
Lampson 
Langevin 
Lantos 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
Lipinski 

LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Lynch 
Mack 
Mahoney (FL) 
Maloney (NY) 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
Markey 
Marshall 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCaul (TX) 
McCollum (MN) 
McCotter 
McCrery 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHenry 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
McNulty 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Mica 
Michaud 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, Gary 
Miller, George 
Mitchell 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (KS) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Murtha 
Musgrave 
Myrick 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor 
Payne 
Pearce 
Pence 
Perlmutter 
Peterson (MN) 
Peterson (PA) 
Petri 
Pickering 
Pitts 
Poe 
Pomeroy 
Porter 
Price (GA) 
Price (NC) 
Pryce (OH) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Rahall 
Ramstad 
Rangel 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Renzi 
Reyes 
Reynolds 
Richardson 

Rodriguez 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Ryan (WI) 
Salazar 
Sali 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sarbanes 
Saxton 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schmidt 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sessions 
Sestak 
Shadegg 
Shays 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Souder 
Space 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stearns 
Stupak 
Sullivan 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tierney 
Towns 
Turner 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walberg 
Walden (OR) 
Walsh (NY) 
Walz (MN) 
Wamp 
Waters 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch (VT) 
Weldon (FL) 
Westmoreland 
Wexler 
Whitfield 
Wicker 
Wilson (OH) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wolf 
Wu 
Wynn 
Yarmuth 
Young (FL) 
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NOT VOTING—27 

Bachmann 
Bachus 
Davis, Jo Ann 
Herseth Sandlin 
Hooley 
Hunter 
Jindal 
Johnson, E. B. 
Johnson, Sam 
Kucinich 

Lucas 
Mollohan 
Paul 
Platts 
Royce 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Schwartz 
Shimkus 
Tancredo 
Terry 

Tiberi 
Wasserman 
Schultz 
Watson 
Weller 
Wilson (NM) 
Woolsey 
Young (AK) 

b 1442 

So (two-thirds being in the affirma-
tive) the rules were suspended and the 
resolution, as amended, was agreed to. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

EXPRESSING SYMPATHY AND 
PLEDGING SUPPORT FOR VIC-
TIMS OF SEVERE FLOODING IN 
EASTERN KANSAS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
SARBANES). The unfinished business is 
the vote on the motion to suspend the 
rules and agree to the resolution, H. 
Res. 544, on which the yeas and nays 
were ordered. 

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Vermont (Mr. 
WELCH) that the House suspend the 
rules and agree to the resolution, H. 
Res. 544. 

This will be a 5-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 397, nays 0, 
not voting 35, as follows: 

[Roll No. 853] 

YEAS—397 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Allen 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Bachus 
Baird 
Baker 
Baldwin 
Barrett (SC) 
Barrow 
Bartlett (MD) 
Barton (TX) 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blumenauer 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Bono 
Boozman 
Boren 
Boswell 

Boucher 
Boustany 
Boyd (FL) 
Boyda (KS) 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Braley (IA) 
Broun (GA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Butterfield 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp (MI) 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carney 
Carson 
Carter 
Castle 
Castor 
Chabot 
Chandler 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Coble 
Cohen 

Cole (OK) 
Conaway 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cubin 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (KY) 
Davis, David 
Davis, Lincoln 
Davis, Tom 
Deal (GA) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly 
Doolittle 
Doyle 
Drake 
Dreier 
Duncan 

Edwards 
Ehlers 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emanuel 
Emerson 
Engel 
English (PA) 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Everett 
Fallin 
Farr 
Fattah 
Ferguson 
Filner 
Flake 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Fossella 
Foxx 
Frank (MA) 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Giffords 
Gillibrand 
Gingrey 
Gohmert 
Gonzalez 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Gordon 
Granger 
Graves 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hall (TX) 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastert 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayes 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Higgins 
Hill 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hobson 
Hodes 
Hoekstra 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Hulshof 
Inglis (SC) 
Inslee 
Israel 
Issa 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (IL) 
Jones (NC) 
Jones (OH) 
Jordan 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Keller 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Klein (FL) 
Kline (MN) 
Knollenberg 
Kuhl (NY) 
LaHood 
Lamborn 
Lampson 

Langevin 
Lantos 
Larsen (WA) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Lynch 
Mack 
Mahoney (FL) 
Maloney (NY) 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
Markey 
Marshall 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCaul (TX) 
McCollum (MN) 
McCotter 
McCrery 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHenry 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
McNulty 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Mica 
Michaud 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, Gary 
Miller, George 
Mitchell 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (KS) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Murtha 
Musgrave 
Myrick 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor 
Payne 
Pearce 
Pence 
Perlmutter 
Peterson (MN) 
Peterson (PA) 
Petri 
Pickering 
Pitts 
Poe 
Pomeroy 
Porter 
Price (GA) 
Price (NC) 
Pryce (OH) 
Putnam 
Rahall 
Ramstad 
Rangel 
Regula 

Rehberg 
Reichert 
Renzi 
Reyes 
Reynolds 
Richardson 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Ryan (WI) 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sarbanes 
Saxton 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schmidt 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sessions 
Sestak 
Shadegg 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Souder 
Space 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stearns 
Stupak 
Sullivan 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Towns 
Turner 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walberg 
Walden (OR) 
Walsh (NY) 
Walz (MN) 
Wamp 
Waters 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch (VT) 
Weldon (FL) 
Westmoreland 
Wexler 
Whitfield 
Wicker 
Wilson (OH) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Wynn 
Yarmuth 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—35 

Bachmann 
Campbell (CA) 
Carnahan 
Davis, Jo Ann 
Feeney 
Gilchrest 
Herseth Sandlin 
Hooley 
Hunter 
Jindal 
Johnson, E. B. 
Johnson, Sam 

Kaptur 
Kucinich 
Larson (CT) 
Loebsack 
Lucas 
Mollohan 
Paul 
Platts 
Radanovich 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Royce 
Sali 

Sanchez, Loretta 
Schwartz 
Shays 
Shimkus 
Tancredo 
Terry 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Watson 
Weller 
Wilson (NM) 
Young (AK) 

b 1449 

So (two-thirds being in the affirma-
tive) the rules were suspended and the 
resolution was agreed to. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the Chair 
will postpone further proceedings 
today on motions to suspend the rules 
on which a recorded vote or the yeas 
and nays are ordered, or on which the 
vote is objected to under clause 6 of 
rule XX. 

Record votes on postponed questions 
will be taken tomorrow. 

f 

RECOGNIZING AND COMMENDING 
ALL WHO PROVIDE SUPPORT TO 
FAMILIES AND CHILDREN OF 
MEMBERS OF THE ARMED 
FORCES 

Mr. ORTIZ. Mr. Speaker, I move to 
suspend the rules and agree to the con-
current resolution (H. Con. Res. 181) 
recognizing and commending all volun-
teers and other persons who provide 
support to the families and children of 
members of the Armed Forces, includ-
ing National Guard and Reserve per-
sonnel, who are deployed in service to 
the United States. 

The Clerk read the title of the con-
current resolution. 

The text of the concurrent resolution 
is as follows: 

H. CON. RES. 181 

Whereas there are 1.2 million children who 
are the sons or daughters of members of the 
Armed Forces, including more than 153,000 
children of members of reserve components, 
and more than one third of these children 
are under the age of five; 

Whereas the families of members of the 
Armed Forces, and in particular their chil-
dren, provide unconditional love and support 
to their loved ones serving in the Armed 
Forces before, during, and after their deploy-
ment; 

Whereas the Department of Defense recog-
nizes that the family of a deployed member 
of the Armed Forces also serves and has 
made a commitment to military families by 
establishing goals for a New Social Compact 
with members of the Armed Forces and their 
families; 

Whereas the Government makes signifi-
cant resources available to families and chil-
dren of members of the Armed Forces who 
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reside on or near a military installation, 
however, resources for families and children 
of deployed Reserve and National Guard 
members are often difficult to access because 
the families do not reside near a military in-
stallation; 

Whereas a number of nonprofit organiza-
tions have dedicated themselves to ensuring 
that children of military families receive the 
support they urgently need while they cope 
with the deployment of parents, in par-
ticular by providing essential extra-
curricular activities and programs for 
school-aged children of deployed Reserve and 
National Guard members; 

Whereas these organizations include Our 
Military Kids, Inc., Parents as Teachers, Cit-
izen Soldier Support program, Operation 
Homefront Inc., American Military Families, 
Inc., and Kids Serve 2; and 

Whereas these programs and organizations 
have helped children of deployed members of 
the Armed Forces maintain as normal a life 
as possible by allowing funds to be used for 
a range of activities that might otherwise be 
unavailable to them: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the 
Senate concurring), That Congress recognizes 
and commends all volunteers and other per-
sons who provide support to the families and 
children of members of the Armed Forces, 
including National Guard and Reserve per-
sonnel, who are deployed in service to the 
United States and honors military families 
and the non-governmental organizations 
that support them. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Texas (Mr. ORTIZ) and the gentleman 
from South Carolina (Mr. WILSON) each 
will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Texas. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. ORTIZ. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-

mous consent that all Members have 5 
legislative days within which to revise 
and extend their remarks on the reso-
lution under consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Texas? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. ORTIZ. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-

self such time as I may consume. 
Mr. Speaker, today we have the 

chance to thank the volunteers of non-
profit organizations who provide sup-
port for families and children of de-
ployed members of the Armed Forces 
for their extraordinary contributions 
to those families. 

I want to thank Congressman TOM 
DAVIS, Congressman JOE WILSON and 
others for their contributions and for 
helping us bring this resolution to the 
floor. 

The families of United States troops 
serve this Nation by providing uncondi-
tional love and support for their de-
ployed loved ones. While the govern-
ment offers significant resources on 
military installations, when families 
live far away from a base, it is very 
hard to access those opportunities. 

True patriots look at this kind of sit-
uation and ask, what can I do for my 
military families? That’s what the pa-
triots did who founded Our Military 

Kids, Kids Serve 2, and several other 
organizations that recognize and sup-
port military families. 

These organizations’ founders recog-
nized the families’ contributions and 
identified the need to provide opportu-
nities and resources for their families, 
especially for the families and children 
of deployed Guard and Reserve troops. 

The organizations’ contributions are 
so significant that in May, General 
David Petraeus, the United States 
Army Commanding General of the Mul-
tinational Force-Iraq, personally 
thanked Our Military Kids for their 
great work and support for Guard and 
Reserve troops’ families. 

Our Military Kids is a nonprofit orga-
nization which is wholly devoted to of-
fering financial resources and grants 
for children K–12 of deployed and se-
verely injured Reserve and National 
Guard personnel. Our Military Kids 
helps families participate in sports, 
arts and tutoring programs that are so 
important to children during those 
stressful times. 

Today my resolution puts the House 
of Representatives on record as sup-
porting the excellent work these non-
profit groups do to support the children 
and families of deployed troops. I ask 
the House to support this resolution 
and thank the founders and volunteers 
at Our Military Kids and at the other 
nongovernmental groups that support 
military families. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask that the May 8 
letter from General Petraeus be in-
cluded for the RECORD. 

MAY 8, 2007. 
LINDA DAVIDSON, 
Executive Director, Our Military Kids, 
McLean, Virginia. 

DEAR MS. DAVIDSON: On behalf of the Sol-
diers, Sailors, Airmen, Marines, and Coast 
Guardsmen serving in Iraq, especially our 
Reserve and National Guard component 
forces, I want to thank you for the support of 
your wonderful organization, Our Military 
Kids. 

We ask a lot of today’s military families. 
And I know that families of National Guard 
and Reserve forces, in particular, often feel a 
strain when their loved ones are called to ac-
tive duty. These troopers not only leave 
their families at home, but they also leave 
their civilian jobs, adding financial stress to 
the other stresses associated with deploy-
ment. The support your organization pro-
vides through generous financial grants 
helps to mitigate that financial stress. In 
doing so, you are making tough deployments 
that much easier on the forces deployed and 
their families at home. I applaud the efforts 
of your organization. 

Thanks again for the important assistance 
you provide to our servicemembers and their 
families. 

Sincerely, 
DAVID H. PETRAEUS, 

General, U.S. Army, Commanding. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I 
might consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support 
of House Concurrent Resolution 181, a 

resolution authored by Congressman 
SOLOMON ORTIZ, a dedicated member of 
the Armed Services Committee who is 
a proven friend of servicemembers and 
their families. 

This resolution commends a large 
group of selfless and dedicated people, 
many of whom are volunteers, in orga-
nizations that provide support to the 
families and children of deployed Mem-
bers of the armed forces. 

As a 31-year veteran of the Army Re-
serve and National Guard, and as the 
proud father of four sons in the mili-
tary, I know firsthand the rewards of 
service protecting American families 
and learning valuable skills. 

Our military families face extraor-
dinary demands, stresses and chal-
lenges related to the service of their 
loved ones. Every soldier, sailor, air-
man and marine understands the chal-
lenges they will face as well as the sac-
rifices their families must also make. 
These include extended deployments, 
risk of injury and death, frequent relo-
cations, long and unpredictable hours, 
and the unfamiliar customs and life-
styles of foreign lands. 

Many military families have mul-
tiple family members, which substan-
tially outnumber the servicemembers 
themselves. According to a recent 
Army report, there are more than 1.8 
million family members compared to 
1.3 million active duty personnel. Be-
yond the statistics, however, is the re-
ality that supporting and meeting the 
needs of military families is a matter 
of military readiness. 

Every branch of the military as well 
as the Department of Defense provide 
significant resources to the spouses 
and children of members of the Armed 
Forces. Much of the excellent support 
is provided on and through military in-
stallations. 

Actually, most military families do 
not live on military installations. 
Nearly two-thirds of the active duty 
Army family members live off post, 
and for virtually all the families of Na-
tional Guard troops and reservists who 
reside in civilian communities, there is 
the challenge of ensuring access to the 
support they need, particularly during 
extended periods of mobilization and 
deployment. 

To ensure that military families get 
the proper support wherever they live, 
numerous nongovernmental organiza-
tions have sprung up. This extraor-
dinary community of volunteer and 
nonvolunteer groups seek to ease the 
challenges and promote the extraor-
dinary opportunities of military life in 
many ways. 

For example, some of their efforts in-
clude providing essential extra-
curricular activities for school-aged 
children, assisting new parents, build-
ing support systems in school districts 
not located on military installations, 
building bridges between local commu-
nities and military families to improve 
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access to State and local services, and 
providing emergency and financial as-
sistance. 

Today’s resolution, introduced by my 
colleague, Representative SOLOMON 
ORTIZ, is a fitting way to celebrate and 
thank such organizations as Our Mili-
tary Kids, Parents As Teachers, Kids 
Serve 2, Operation Homefront, Amer-
ican Military Family, and the Citizen 
Soldier Support Program, along with 
other volunteer groups who help fami-
lies and children of deployed members 
of the Armed Forces maintain as nor-
mal a life as possible. 

Again, as a 31-year veteran of the 
South Carolina Army National Guard 
and having a son, Alan, who served for 
a year in Iraq as a member of the Army 
National Guard, I have seen firsthand 
the many challenges and opportunities 
our National Guard troops and their 
families face. 

Many members of my former unit, 
the 218th Brigade commanded by Briga-
dier General Bob Livingston and cur-
rently stationed in Afghanistan, have 
families and loved ones that can ben-
efit from the types of assistance these 
organizations and programs provide. 

I urge my colleagues to support 
House Concurrent Resolution 181 and 
to recognize and commend all the vol-
unteers and others who help to take 
care of our military families and chil-
dren. This new greatest generation de-
serves our support and assistance 
whenever and wherever we can be of 
service. 

Additionally, with personal sadness, 
my sympathy to the families of our 
late colleagues, PAUL GILLMOR of Ohio 
and Jennifer Dunn of Washington 
State. 

In conclusion, God bless our troops, 
and we will never forget September the 
11th. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield so much time as 
she may consume to the gentlewoman 
from Florida (Ms. GINNY BROWN- 
WAITE). 

Ms. GINNY BROWN-WAITE of Flor-
ida. I thank the gentleman from South 
Carolina. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support 
of H. Con. Res. 181, a resolution to 
honor the efforts of those volunteers 
that support military families when a 
servicemember is deployed. 

It is a superhuman task to fight for 
your country and take care of your 
family from thousands of miles away. 
Thanks to the efforts of volunteers and 
not-for-profit organizations across the 
country, deployments are made some-
what easier. Volunteers give their 
time, energy, and, most importantly, 
their prayers. 

b 1500 
Some offer their time at after school 

programs, others may help around the 
house. However, no matter what they 
give, the difference they make in the 
lives of our military families is im-
measurable. 

Many nonprofit groups go beyond and 
provide backpacks, clothes and emer-
gency funds to help military families. 
Beyond helping families in time of 
emergency, these organizations help 
with the problems associated with ev-
eryday life. 

In particular, I’d like to recognize 
Hernando Home Front for their work 
with the families of the National Guard 
members who were activated from 
Brooksville, Florida. Whether they 
were builders, who helped in case the 
spouse had a problem, either a leaking 
roof or perhaps a plumbing problem 
that needed fixing, or just plain simple 
carpentry, this group was there. The 
home builders, various people through-
out the community pitched in to help 
the family members of those National 
Guard units that were called up. 

Mr. Speaker, our men and women in 
uniform give everything for their coun-
try, and it gives me great pleasure to 
recognize those who care enough to 
give back to them. 

Mr. TOM DAVIS of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise in support of H. Con. Res. 181, a resolu-
tion I was proud to cosponsor with my col-
league Congressman ORTIZ, which recognizes 
and commends the many thousands of volun-
teers who provide support to the families of 
deployed military personnel, including those 
serving in the National Guard and Reserve. 

We make significant resources available to 
families and children of members of the 
Armed Forces who reside on or near military 
installations. But resources for families and 
children of National Guard and Reserve mem-
bers are often difficult to access. Of the 1.2 
million young sons and daughters of members 
of the Armed Forces, approximately 153,000 
are children of those serving in the National 
Guard and Reserve. 

These children also need help when parents 
deploy. The heroic work of these volunteers 
stresses the importance of maintaining child-
hood routines during times of stress and sac-
rifice. Grants supporting extra-curricular activi-
ties, including tutoring, sports, art, camping 
and other educational opportunities that might 
be missing when a parent is gone, keep fami-
lies active and linked to their communities. 
The help and support provided by these orga-
nizations tells military families, particularly the 
children, that they have not been left behind, 
but that we all recognize the personal sac-
rifices they are making when their family 
serves in the military. 

It’s gratifying that many private non-profit or-
ganizations have been created by caring and 
thoughtful Americans to help fill this gap for 
Guard and Reserve children. This resolution 
recognizes and honors their work. 

One outstanding example is an organization 
called Our Military Kids, Inc, created by Linda 
Davidson and Gail Krusel of McLean, Virginia. 
It is a small corporation that has continued to 
expand nationally, providing assistance and 
grants to the children of deployed or severely- 
injured parents in over 35 states this year. The 
positive effect they have had on children of 
the National Guard and Reserve cannot be 
overstated. 

I salute the people behind Our Military Kids, 
Inc., and other organizations that have dedi-

cated time, effort and money to assist our na-
tion’s military children. I ask my colleagues to 
stand up and join us in this resolution hon-
oring their commitment and patriotic servIce. 

Ms. BORDALLO. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
in strong support of House Concurrent Resolu-
tion 181 which recognizes and commends all 
volunteers and other persons who provide 
support to the families and children of mem-
bers of the Armed Forces, including the Na-
tional Guard and Reserve personnel, who are 
deployed in defense of the United States. I ap-
preciate the work of my dear friend and our 
colleague, Congressman Solomon ORTIZ, in 
bringing this resolution to the floor today and 
commend him for his leadership on issues af-
fecting military families. Congressman ORTIZ is 
Chairman of the Readiness Subcommittee of 
the House Armed Services Committee. I think 
it is important to highlight that family readiness 
is first and foremost a readiness issue for our 
Armed Forces. 

Never was this more apparent than on Con-
gressman ORTIZ’ recent Congressional Dele-
gation to Guam in April 2007. The Congres-
sional Delegation had the opportunity to meet 
with families and servicemembers of the 
Guam National Guard and Army Reserve. The 
Congressional Delegation heard firsthand ac-
counts about the difficulties and challenges 
that are faced by military families during mobi-
lization. The Congressional Delegation also 
heard how the families view their role in sup-
port of the soldier and reviewed the services 
that are available to them when a loved one 
is deployed. The testimonials of these families 
proved that our Nation is better served when 
families of deployed servicemembers are pro-
vided the best support and assistance at all 
times and from a variety of sources. 

The Congressional Delegation also had the 
opportunity to meet with volunteers who help 
support families of Guard personnel and Re-
servists. It is volunteers that make the Na-
tional Guard and Reserve family readiness 
programs a success. Volunteers in these read-
iness groups act as an extension of the unit 
by providing accurate command information. 
Most of the volunteers are the spouses of 
company commanders. The close ties of vol-
unteers to company leadership also help fos-
ter a greater sense of community with shared 
benefits and help families navigate various 
issues at any time, but especially when a 
loved one is deployed. Without the support of 
thousands of volunteers across the country, 
many family readiness groups would not be 
able to provide the support that is needed for 
servicemembers families. It is important for 
these volunteers and the Congress to recog-
nize the important role they fulfill in the readi-
ness of our Armed Forces. 

On Guam our families have recently en-
dured many long deployments of their loved 
ones to the Horn of Africa and to other areas 
of the world associated with Operation Iraqi 
Freedom and Operation Enduring Freedom. 
Volunteers have been crucial to the success 
of these family readiness efforts. In particular, 
in 2002 the Department of Defense recog-
nized the family readiness group of Charlie 
Company, 411th Engineer Battalion of the 
Army Reserve for their instrumental service in 
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improving many facets of unit readiness, in-
cluding a 99 percent retention rate and 90 per-
cent attendance rate for drill. The family readi-
ness group engaged in many community ac-
tivities and each member attended special 
events of importance to the other families. It 
was these initiatives and community activities 
that helped bring the families of the deployed 
soldiers together and made enduring the long 
deployment more bearable. 

The recognition awarded to the Charlie 
Company emphasizes the critical importance 
of providing the best family support possible 
during deployments. When families of the de-
ployed soldiers are taken care of it relieves 
our soldiers of worrying about their daily tasks 
at home and helps them to focus on the mis-
sion at hand. Indeed, the readiness of our 
men and women in uniform goes beyond pro-
viding the best equipment or training that is 
available. It is required that we provide a 
strong sense of community for their families at 
all times. Family readiness must be viewed as 
a continuum of support that continues beyond 
a servicemember’s mobilization. Without vol-
unteers who donate countless hours to this ef-
fort, family assistance would not be as effec-
tive and the readiness of our Armed Forces 
would not be as strong as they are today. 
House Concurrent Resolution 181 raises ap-
propriate awareness of the readiness of our 
Armed Forces and the value of military fami-
lies. I hope that all of us will recognize the im-
portant ways in which families and family 
readiness groups contribute to the strength of 
our Nation’s Armed Forces. 

Mr. ORTIZ. Mr. Speaker, at this time 
I don’t have any further requests for 
time, and I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr. 
Speaker, at this time I have no further 
requests for time and I yield back the 
balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Texas (Mr. ORTIZ) 
that the House suspend the rules and 
agree to the concurrent resolution, H. 
Con. Res. 181. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the concur-
rent resolution was agreed to. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

HONORING THE SACRIFICE AND 
COURAGE OF THOSE WHO WERE 
KILLED IN THE CRANDALL CAN-
YON MINE DISASTER, AND REC-
OGNIZING THE RESCUE CREWS 
FOR THEIR OUTSTANDING EF-
FORTS 
Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Speaker, I move 

to suspend the rules and agree to the 
resolution (H. Res. 631) honoring the 
sacrifice and courage of the six missing 
miners and three rescuers who were 
killed in the Crandall Canyon mine dis-
aster in Utah, and recognizing the res-
cue crews for their outstanding efforts 
in the aftermath of the tragedies. 

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion. 

The text of the resolution is as fol-
lows: 

H. RES. 631 

Whereas on August 6, 2007, six miners, 
Kerry Allred, Don Erickson, Juan Carlos 
Payan, Brandon Phillips, Manuel Sanchez, 
and Jose Luis Hernandez, were trapped 1,800 
feet below ground in the Crandall Canyon 
mine in Utah; 

Whereas Federal, State, and local rescue 
crews worked relentlessly in an attempt to 
locate and rescue the trapped miners; 

Whereas three rescuers, Gary Jensen, 
Brandon Kimber, and Dale ‘‘Bird’’ Black lost 
their lives during the rescue attempt; 

Whereas the loss of the miners has had a 
tremendous effect on the local community; 

Whereas the emergency efforts coordinated 
by the Emery County Sheriff’s Department 
have been exemplary; 

Whereas Utah is one of the largest coal 
producing States in the Nation, producing 
over 21 million tons of coal in 2005; 

Whereas coal continues to be the economic 
engine for many communities; 

Whereas during the last century over 
100,000 coal miners have been killed in min-
ing accidents in the Nation’s coal mines; 

Whereas the Nation is greatly indebted to 
coal miners for the difficult and dangerous 
work they perform to provide the fuel needed 
to operate the Nation’s industries and to 
provide energy to homes and businesses; and 

Whereas many residents of Emery County 
and Carbon County, Utah, and the sur-
rounding areas, came together to support the 
miners’ families and the community has 
been steadfast in its efforts to help the fami-
lies of the missing and deceased: Now, there-
fore, be it 

Resolved, That the House— 
(1) recognizes Kerry Allred, Don Erickson, 

Juan Carlos Payan, Brandon Phillips, 
Manuel Sanchez, Jose Luis Hernandez, Gary 
Jensen, Brandon Kimber, and Dale ‘‘Bird’’ 
Black for their sacrifice in the Crandall Can-
yon, Utah coal mine; 

(2) extends the deepest condolences of the 
Nation to the families of these men; 

(3) recognizes the many volunteers who 
participated in the rescue efforts and pro-
vided support for the miners’ families during 
the rescue operations; and 

(4) honors the long national heritage of 
coal mining families and supports the tradi-
tion for the future. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from 
California (Ms. WOOLSEY) and the gen-
tleman from Utah (Mr. BISHOP) each 
will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from California. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Speaker, I re-

quest 5 legislative days during which 
Members may insert material relevant 
to H. Res. 631 into the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from California? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. Speaker, this resolution is spon-

sored by Representative MATHESON 
from Utah where, just last month, 6 
miners and 3 rescuers were lost in a 
mine tragedy at the Crandall Canyon 
mines. 

Let me begin by expressing the hor-
ror and outrage I felt as I, like millions 

of other Americans, watched this trag-
edy unfold last month. First, 6 miners, 
working some 1,500 feet underground, 
were trapped when the mine collapsed. 
And then three rescuers were killed as 
they mounted a dangerous operation to 
rescue their fellow miners. The oper-
ation was so dangerous it was actually 
called off. 

The Crandall Canyon disaster joins 
the other mine tragedies that have oc-
curred in the last 2 years. My heart 
goes out to the families of the lost 
miners. My heart goes out to the res-
cuers who were also killed at Crandall 
Canyon. 

This tragedy is compounded by the 
fact that the administration and the 
mining industry have not taken the 
necessary steps to stop them. There is 
a background piece on mine safety ac-
tually that has been prepared by the 
staff of the Education and Labor Com-
mittee and is available on the com-
mittee Web site. I really hope that 
Members will access this information. 
The paper actually provides back-
ground on the situation prior to the 
year 2006, the accidents that year, the 
enactment of the MINER Act, and the 
work of the committee so far this year. 
It also includes a summary of the legis-
lation introduced in June of this year 
by Chairman MILLER, by Chairman RA-
HALL, myself and others that are par-
ticularly relevant to the incident in 
Crandall Canyon. And this piece has 
some initial thoughts on the lessons of 
Crandall Canyon. 

The full committee will be holding a 
hearing on the Crandall Canyon inci-
dent on October 3. Thereafter, the com-
mittee will be holding a markup on the 
legislation on which my subcommittee 
held a legislative hearing just before 
the recess. I hope all Members on both 
sides of the aisle will join us in our ef-
fort to bring the mine safety and 
health laws of this country into the 
21st century. 

But today, we are not here to talk 
about deficiencies in the laws or in 
problems with particular mine opera-
tors; rather, we’re here to honor those 
whose lives were lost in this tragedy, 
all those who tried bravely to rescue 
them, honoring their families and all 
who lent a helping hand. 

I know Representative MATHESON 
spent hours at the site and with the 
families, and I commend him for his 
hard work and courage. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Speaker, 
today I rise to join both of my col-
leagues from Utah, as well as, appar-
ently, the chairman of the Natural Re-
sources Committee in expressing our 
profound sympathies for the Utah fam-
ilies who lost their loved ones at the 
Crandall Canyon mine. I’m not a 
miner, but I have been told that unless 
one has been a miner, it’s impossible to 
understand the profession, the mindset 
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and the courage that is displayed by 
those who work daily under dangerous 
conditions so that the rest of us can 
live in an element of comfort. 

Today, this body honors 6 competent, 
courageous men who labored to provide 
a better future for their families and 
all of us. 

On August 6, the Crandall Canyon 
mine experienced a shift in the Earth 
that registered a 4 on the Richter scale 
at the nearby University of Utah. This 
left almost 2,000 feet of debris between 
the working area of the mine and the 
last known location of these miners. 
Kerry Allred, Don Erickson, Luis Her-
nandez, Carlos Payan, Brandon Phillips 
and Manuel Sanchez were lost in this 
catastrophe. 

In addition, 3 very courageous heroes 
sacrificed their lives to rescue their 
fellow miners. Only miners fully under-
stand this commitment to those they 
consider brothers. Dale Black, Brandon 
Kimber, Gary Jensen, miners and a 
mine safety official lost their lives dur-
ing this rescue effort. We cannot also 
forget the 5 other miners and the Mine 
Safety and Health Administration offi-
cials who were injured in this effort. 

Dozens of miners and officials put 
their life at risk by entering this mine 
to try and find and recover their col-
leagues, and over a period of 4 weeks 
the rescue efforts tried to reach these 
men through the working section of 
the mine, as well as horizontally, with 
seven bore holes drilled in a vain at-
tempt to find the trapped miners. This 
self-sacrifice has been demonstrated 
throughout mining history. 

I have the firm belief that this life is 
not finite, and we shall all be reunited 
again; that these noble men who lost 
their lives will be reunited with their 
loved ones in the future. And though 
the separation may be short, it is ex-
tremely difficult for those left behind 
to bear that separation. 

I applaud our colleague, Congressman 
MATHESON, for introducing this resolu-
tion, one which deals with the sym-
pathy for those who were involved in 
this particular effort and as an effort 
to try and comfort them at this par-
ticular time. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Speaker, I’m 
pleased to yield as much time as he 
may consume to the gentleman from 
Utah (Mr. MATHESON). 

Mr. MATHESON. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
in support of this resolution. And I 
would like to recognize and thank 
Chairman MILLER and Ranking Mem-
ber MCKEON of the House Education 
and Labor Committee for their support 
of this resolution and enabling us to 
move it to the floor so quickly. I’d also 
very much like to thank both of my 
colleagues from Utah, Mr. BISHOP and 
Mr. CANNON, who are here on the floor 
today also in support of this resolu-
tion. And I’d like to acknowledge the 

chairman of the Natural Resources 
Committee, who is here also to speak 
on this resolution today. 

I rise today to honor the sacrifice 
and the courage of 6 missing miners 
and the 3 rescuers who died in a mine 
disaster at the Crandall Canyon coal 
mine in Huntington, Utah just a few 
weeks ago. It was in the early hours of 
August 6, the six miners were trapped 
when rocks and debris exploded off the 
walls of the tunnel where they were 
working more than 1,800 feet under-
ground. And the cave-in created a 
ground shock that measured 3.9 on the 
Richter scale at the University of 
Utah’s seismographic center. Very 
quickly, rescue crews assembled in an 
effort to locate and reach the 6 men, 
but, to date, Kerry Allred, Don 
Erickson, Juan Carlos Payan, Brandon 
Phillips, Manuel Sanchez and Jose Luis 
Hernandez are still missing. 

Ground movement, what miners calls 
bumps or bounces, continued at the 
mine. During the rescue attempt fur-
ther disaster struck. Three rescue min-
ers, Gary Jensen, Brandon Kimber, and 
Dale ‘‘Bird’’ Black were killed when 
once again underground activity 
caused a burst of rubble to explode off 
the cavern walls. Rescuers had to lit-
erally dig with their hands to get their 
colleagues out from beneath piles of 
coal and rocks. Their efforts saved an-
other six rescuers who were injured but 
are thankfully recovering. 

Throughout this catastrophe the 
local community has remained stead-
fast. The Emery County Sheriff, his 
deputies and other first responders 
worked round the clock to maintain 
order as private, State and Federal 
teams maintained the search effort. 

Community leaders and the families 
of these mining towns in Emery and 
Carbon Counties came together to sup-
port the trapped miners’ families, the 
rescuers and the emergency crews. 
They did what they have always done 
in coal country during hard times; they 
held each other close, they hoped, and 
they prayed. 

Today the House honors the missing 
and the dead. We extend condolences of 
our Nation to their families. We recog-
nize the many volunteers who rushed 
to their aid and who provided endless 
hours of compassionate support. 

And finally, we honor the proud her-
itage of coal mining families. Their 
skill, their hard work and their dedica-
tion contributes to the prosperity and 
quality of life that each and every one 
of us enjoys. 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Speaker, it 
is my pleasure to yield to the senior 
member of our delegation to, once 
again, signify and symbolize the unity 
that the entire State feels as we face 
this disaster. I yield as much time as 
he may consume to Mr. CANNON of 
Utah. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I want to 
thank first of all my colleague, ROB 

BISHOP, for yielding me time and my 
colleague, JIM MATHESON, for bringing 
this resolution before us. We appreciate 
his introduction. This is an area that 
he represents. It is an area that I have 
represented in the past. It’s an area 
which I expect to represent in the fu-
ture if we get the fourth, if the Senate 
will act on giving a vote to the District 
of Columbia and a fourth seat to the 
State of Utah. 

I rise in support of this resolution 
and in support of the thousands of min-
ers throughout Utah and the rest of the 
United States and throughout the 
world who undertake this difficult and 
dangerous work. 

After weeks of watching demonstra-
tions, videos and explanations of the 
process, no American can doubt the 
courage and dedication of these brave 
men and women who work in darkness 
so that the rest of us can work with 
light. 

John Wayne defined courage the way 
a miner would define it. ‘‘Courage is 
being scared to death and saddling up 
anyway.’’ The miners of Utah saddle up 
every day, and they deserve our 
thanks. 

Miners Kerry Allred, Don Erickson, 
Juan Carlos Payan, Brandon Phillips, 
Manuel Sanchez and Jose Luis Her-
nandez all ‘‘saddled up’’ in the best tra-
ditions of Utah and make us proud. 

b 1515 

The tragedy on August 6 is indelibly 
imprinted on the hearts and minds of 
all Utahns. But as it always has in 
times of need, America’s best re-
sponded. The rescue effort spared no 
expense and left no stone unturned in 
trying to reach the 6 sons of Utah 
trapped below. In the process 3 rescuers 
lost their lives and more were injured. 

Americans should take heart to know 
that we have such men as Gary Jensen, 
Brandon Kimber, and Dale ‘‘Bird’’ 
Black who would risk their lives for 
others. The Bible tells us that greater 
love hath no man than this, that he lay 
down his life for another. Imagine the 
love, dedication, and courage it takes 
to lay down one’s life for a friend or 
stranger. 

In moments such as these, politicians 
tend to try to do too much and accom-
plish too little. While there will be 
time to decide what, if anything, we 
need to do to ensure that such trage-
dies as these can be averted, now is the 
time for elected representatives for the 
people to thank those involved on be-
half of the people. 

Ralph Waldo Emerson said, ‘‘The 
true test of civilization is not the cen-
sus, nor the size of cities, nor the 
crops, no, but the kind of man the 
country turns out.’’ Utah and America 
turn out the best, and for that we 
thank their families, our communities, 
and Almighty God. 

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Speaker, I am 
pleased to yield such time as he may 
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consume to the gentleman from West 
Virginia (Mr. RAHALL). 

Mr. RAHALL. I thank my colleague 
from California (Ms. WOOLSEY) for 
yielding and for bringing this resolu-
tion to the floor. 

I also can sympathize and empathize 
with what my colleagues Mr. MATHE-
SON and Mr. BISHOP and Mr. CANNON 
have said and the experience through 
which they have been the last month 
or longer. 

Mr. Speaker, coal mining is a dan-
gerous occupation. Many of these indi-
viduals, these brave, courageous indi-
viduals that work in coal fields across 
our Nation and especially those in the 
Appalachian coal fields that I have the 
honor of representing will go to work 
before the sun comes up. They will not 
see their loved ones again until after 
the sun has gone down. They will do 
this for 5, 6, even 7 days a week, never 
seeing the light of day so that our Na-
tion, as the gentleman from Utah (Mr. 
CANNON) has said, will be able to have 
light, so that those in the big cities 
who automatically turn on their air 
conditioning and their lights every 
morning can reflect on from where that 
power comes. 

We in West Virginia have known our 
share of tragedies, and it is unfortu-
nate that when we look back over the 
history of our mine safety laws in this 
Nation that it has taken a tragedy for 
the Congress to act. It is unfortunate 
that every mine safety and health law 
on the books today is written with the 
blood of our Nation’s coal miners. Con-
gress has responded. We did respond, as 
has been referred to already, in passing 
the MINER Act after the West Virginia 
disasters of Sago and Aracoma in my 
district, and I hope that we will re-
spond again. 

The gentlewoman from California has 
referred to the mine safety legislation 
introduced by the chairman of the Edu-
cation and Labor Committee, Mr. MIL-
LER, and myself and several other 
Members of Congress in a bipartisan 
fashion. This builds upon the MINER 
Act that this Congress passed and, yes, 
President Bush signed into law. While I 
agree we do not know the causes of this 
latest disaster and we know a little 
more about the causes of the West Vir-
ginia disasters over a year ago, it is 
important that we take a look at those 
responsible for enforcing our mine safe-
ty laws in this country, those at 
MSHA, currently serving under a re-
cess appointment director. And it is 
important that we beef up that agency, 
that we do all we can within this 
Congress’s power to give them the mo-
rale, the authority, and the knowledge 
that they must enforce our mine safety 
laws without fears of retribution, that 
there cannot be the cozy relationships 
that perhaps have existed in the past 
between those who inspect our mines 
and those who operate our mines. That 
relationship, if it has existed, must no 
longer exist. 

But that is getting into what comes 
down the pipe later on. What we are 
here today to do is to praise those min-
ers that lost their lives, all of our Na-
tion’s coal miners, in fact, and to pray 
for their families. We also especially 
recognize those three brave individuals 
that went into the bowels of this Earth 
to try to rescue and find their friends 
and their fellow workers and lost their 
lives in the process of trying to save 
other lives, those mine rescuers. That 
tragedy was most unfortunate and only 
made the original tragedy that much 
worse. 

So I join with my colleagues in offer-
ing our prayers, in offering our sym-
pathies to the families of the lost min-
ers as well as the rescuers because my-
self, having spent time with coal min-
ers’ families while they wait word from 
below as to the fate of their loved ones, 
it is a cruel experience that no indi-
vidual should have to experience. But, 
unfortunately, unless the Congress acts 
and even when we do act, it may yet 
occur again because mining is a dan-
gerous occupation. 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Speaker, I 
am pleased to yield such time as he 
may consume to the gentleman from 
South Carolina (Mr. WILSON). 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr. 
Speaker, I rise today in support of 
House Resolution 631 and to honor the 
memories of the miners who lost their 
lives in the Crandall Canyon mine acci-
dent. Our thoughts and prayers are 
with the miners’ families and with 
those miners and the Mine Safety 
Health Administration personnel killed 
as well as those injured in subsequent 
rescue operations. 

The Committee on Education and 
Labor has announced an investigatory 
hearing for October 3 to begin exam-
ining the circumstances surrounding 
the Crandall Canyon mining accident, 
including the response to the accident 
by the Mine Safety Health Administra-
tion and other stakeholders. Only then 
will we be able to determine what steps 
Congress should take in the aftermath 
of the Crandall Canyon tragedy to fur-
ther ensure the safety of our Nation’s 
miners. 

As a former member of the South 
Carolina Mining Council, I plan to con-
tinue to track this issue closely. I am 
committed to maintaining the open-
ness and integrity of this process so 
that the issue of miner protection re-
ceives the fair and comprehensive con-
sideration it deserves. 

Coal miners have a very dangerous 
job, and it is our role to ensure that 
the conditions in which they work are 
as safe as possible. We renew our com-
mitment to examining our Nation’s 
mining laws to ensure they are protec-
tive for the changing mining environ-
ment. 

Last year, in the wake of the Sago 
and other mine disasters, Congress 
worked in a bipartisan fashion to pass 

the MINER Act. That legislation took 
significant steps to improve mining 
safety. It requires the Mine Safety 
Health Administration to revise its 
penalties, increase penalties for major 
violations to $220,000, undertake sev-
eral studies regarding mining prac-
tices, and to work to improve the tech-
nology for communications under-
ground. 

No law passed by Congress can con-
sole the families of those who have lost 
loved ones as a result of this tragedy. 
In the coming months, we will thor-
oughly review what happened at 
Crandall Canyon and what steps may 
be considered to prevent it from hap-
pening again. But today we are here to 
mourn the tragic loss of life at that 
mine in Utah and pay our respects to 
the families of these brave miners. 

Kerry Allred, Dale Black, Don 
Erickson, Gary Jensen, Luis Her-
nandez, Brandon Kimber, Carlos 
Payan, Brandon Phillips, and Manuel 
Sanchez. We honor these men today, 
express our condolences to their fami-
lies, and recognize the important work 
of the rescuers who volunteered to 
enter the mine to try to rescue their 
fellow miners. 

I urge my colleagues to join me in 
support of this resolution. 

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Speaker, 
though the structure of these resolu-
tions require a Republican and Demo-
crat both to present legislation, on this 
day when we deal with an issue of com-
fort, not on politics, this day we are all 
united as we honor these miners who 
were trapped and those who worked to 
find these men. We grieve with their 
families in our hearts, our prayers, our 
thoughts. The memory of these nine 
men will not diminish, and I urge all 
my colleagues to join with Mr. MATHE-
SON, Mr. CANNON, and myself in sup-
porting this resolution. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentlewoman from California (Ms. 
WOOLSEY) that the House suspend the 
rules and agree to the resolution, H. 
Res. 631. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the resolu-
tion was agreed to. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

EXPRESSING THE CONDOLENCES 
OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTA-
TIVES ON THE DEATH OF THE 
HONORABLE PAUL E. GILLMOR, 
A REPRESENTATIVE OF THE 
STATE OF OHIO 

Mr. REGULA. Mr. Speaker, I offer a 
privileged resolution (H. Res. 632) and 
ask for its immediate consideration. 
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The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-

lows: 
H. RES. 632 

Resolved, That the House has heard with 
profound sorrow of the death of the Honor-
able Paul E. Gillmor, a Representative from 
the State of Ohio. 

Resolved, That a committee of such Mem-
bers of the House as the Speaker may des-
ignate, together with such Members of the 
Senate as may be joined, be appointed to at-
tend the funeral. 

Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms of the 
House be authorized and directed to take 
such steps as may be necessary for carrying 
out the provisions of these resolutions and 
that the necessary expenses in connection 
therewith be paid out of applicable accounts 
of the House. 

Resolved, That the Clerk communicate 
these resolutions to the Senate and transmit 
a copy thereof to the family of the deceased. 

Resolved, That when the House adjourns 
today, it adjourn as a further mark of re-
spect to the memory of the deceased. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Ohio is recognized for 1 
hour. 

Mr. REGULA. Mr. Speaker, I yield 30 
minutes to the gentlewoman from Ohio 
(Ms. KAPTUR), my colleague, who is the 
senior member of the Democrat delega-
tion, pending which I yield myself such 
time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today to pay trib-
ute to my friend and colleague PAUL 
GILLMOR of Tiffin, Ohio. PAUL GILLMOR 
was a leader in Ohio. He was elected 
five times by his colleagues in the Ohio 
Senate as a leader and was President of 
the Ohio Senate three times. 

He was a leader here in this House on 
financial issues, focusing effectively on 
legislation to protect the general pub-
lic. Additionally, PAUL’s leadership ex-
tended beyond Ohio and Congress to his 
position as Vice President of the NATO 
Parliamentary Assembly. 

His awards from grateful constitu-
ents and community groups he rep-
resented were powerful evidence of 
PAUL’s diligent efforts on behalf of 
those who depended on his caring rep-
resentation on their behalf. Five Ohio 
colleges and universities honored his 
outstanding leadership with honorary 
degrees. 

In addition, he served his country as 
a captain in the Air Force with active 
duty during the Vietnam conflict from 
1965 to 1966. Ohio Wesleyan University 
and the University of Michigan Law 
School are proud to claim him as an 
alumnus. 

b 1530 

Our sympathy goes out to PAUL’S 
wife, Karen, and his 5 children. 

To those of us who cherished him not 
only as a colleague, but as a friend, we 
will long remember PAUL and will al-
ways be grateful that he was part of 
our life. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Ms. KAPTUR. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

I would very much like to thank the 
dean of the Republican delegation from 
Ohio, Congressman RALPH REGULA, a 
dear friend, for helping to organize this 
very special moment tonight in honor 
of our friend and colleague from Ohio, 
Representative PAUL GILLMOR, who 
last evening succumbed to a call that 
will greet us all. We never know the 
time nor the hour. 

I understand that PAUL flew back to 
Washington yesterday with several of 
his colleagues. And sometimes we won-
der why things happen the way they 
do, but he was able to speak with sev-
eral of them upon his return to Wash-
ington after having spent most of Au-
gust with his family in Ohio. That 
itself is a gift. 

It is with shock and sadness that we 
on this side of the aisle extend heart-
felt sympathy to the Gillmor family. 
To his wife, Karen, I can’t tell you how 
many White House Christmas parties I 
recall sharing with her, our travels to 
Mexico long before the passage of 
NAFTA as we evaluated the situation 
on the ground. Those are memories 
that I will hold forever. 

To the five Gillmor children, PAUL 
was a very, very dedicated father. I re-
call one time I was going into Channel 
11, our CBS affiliate, I’ll probably get 
in trouble for saying this, the other af-
filiates won’t be mentioned, even 
though it didn’t happen in their sta-
tions, and PAUL had one of his sons 
with him that day, and he was so po-
lite. And we were talking about where 
he was going to school. PAUL tried to 
be with his family, especially with his 
younger children, as much as he could. 

He suffered great tragedy in his own 
life, serving in Vietnam as a Captain in 
the Air Force in that very troubled 
conflict. I’m sure that he carried 
memories and wounds from that. And 
then having lost his first wife in a trag-
ic automobile accident, having to sur-
vive that and continue to serve. 

He dedicated his life to public serv-
ice. Many people I don’t think realize 
what a wealthy man he was. He didn’t 
have to be here in the Congress. He 
could have checked out long ago. But 
in the tradition of service that his fam-
ily represented and very deep, deep 
roots in Buckeye land in Ohio, he 
served his country not just in the Air 
Force, but in the Ohio Senate where he 
was the majority leader, and finally, 
the people of the Fifth Congressional 
District in this House since 1989, a dec-
ade and a half. 

There are many pieces of legislation 
for which he exhibited leadership. One 
of those dealt with brownfields, a prob-
lem well known in a State like Ohio, 
and trying to move legislation in order 
to convert those over for reuse. As a 
member of the Energy and Commerce 
Committee and Subcommittee Chair 
during a portion of his career, he made 
a real national contribution there. 

Together, we worked on saving the 
180th Tactical Fighter Squadron of the 

Army Air National Guard in our dis-
tricts. When gerrymandering occurred 
a few years ago and the districts were 
redrawn, literally, he ended up with 
one half of the airport and I ended up 
with the other half. And I thought, oh, 
this is interesting. So we were very 
successful in our efforts there. And 
without question, that particular unit, 
which will be returning to Ohio this 
week, is returning to a facility that he 
helped to save. One of my memories is 
that before their departure about four 
months ago, PAUL and I were there to-
gether wishing every single one of the 
members of that unit Godspeed and a 
quick return to our country. 

There were many times that we spent 
together in our region of the State. 
Just last week, PAUL and I appeared in 
Findlay, Ohio as a result of the tragic 
1,000-year flooding that occurred up in 
our area. Congressman JIM JORDAN was 
there as well from Urbana, Ohio. And 
then PAUL and I met with Secretary 
Chertoff. We were planning meetings 
here upon our return here this week. 
And we talked about the need for 
FEMA to be more responsive to the 
needs of this region. And we then took 
an Apache helicopter with General 
Wayt from the Ohio National Guard 
and we flew over to Bucyrus, just the 
two of us together in that helicopter. 
And we were pointing out different res-
ervoirs and different dams and dif-
ferent things that had to be done in 
order to prevent this type of tragedy 
again. And we met with the mayor of 
Bucyrus and with the county commis-
sioners there and the emergency man-
agement officials. We had quite a visit. 
And then PAUL and I got back on the 
Apache helicopter and we flew back to 
Findlay, Ohio where his sister was 
waiting for him at the airport. And 
they were on to the next stop. I think 
he was headed over to Ottawa, Ohio in 
his district, which had also been very, 
very badly flooded. 

I see Congressman JORDAN over 
there. I never knew that when we were 
in Findlay, Ohio together, we kind of 
grabbed hands and tried to deal with 
the flooding in your district as well, 
that that would be the last time that 
we would do that together. 

So we had many memories that we 
share of PAUL’S service. And I offer the 
consolation and the condolences of the 
people from the Ninth Congressional 
District, which literally wraps its arms 
around the northern part of PAUL’S dis-
trict, to his family, to his friends, to 
his colleagues, and to say we are there 
in dutiful service to do what is nec-
essary to transition in these very dif-
ficult days and months ahead. 

I want to say personally to Karen, his 
wife, that I value our friendship. And 
many of us who have reached the age 
we are know what a loss this is, and we 
are praying for you, we are praying for 
your children, we are praying for your 
family. 
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I wanted to extend the opportunity 

for our dear colleague from Tennessee, 
Congressman JOHN TANNER, who is 
down here on the floor, who wanted to 
offer words on behalf of PAUL GILLMOR 
whatever time he wishes to consume. I 
yield him such time. 

Mr. TANNER. Thank you very much, 
Ms. KAPTUR. 

I just felt compelled to come down 
here. And Mr. REGULA, I thank you for 
taking this time. 

I guess I’ve traveled more with PAUL 
GILLMOR than any other Member. We 
have traveled together on the NATO 
Parliamentary Assembly business for 
at least the last 9 or 10 years, and 
that’s two or three trips a year to the 
parliamentary meetings of NATO. And 
during that time, not only have my 
wife, Betty Ann, and his wife, Karen, 
become close friends, but I don’t have 
or didn’t have a closer friend in Con-
gress than PAUL GILLMOR. 

He was not only an extraordinarily 
talented individual who made people 
comfortable around him, but he also 
had a leadership quality that I ob-
served up close and personal many, 
many times in these NATO meetings. 

It hasn’t been all that easy the last 
few years. There has been unrest in the 
alliance. And PAUL was chairman of 
the Economics and Security Com-
mittee during part of that time, and I 
was a member and succeeded him as 
chairman. And it was an easy transi-
tion from the standpoint that PAUL 
had gained so much respect from our 
European allies and colleagues that it 
was easy for us to run that committee 
in a way that I think was constructive. 

He was extraordinarily dedicated to 
his family. He talked about them all 
the time. And beyond that, he was a 
man that had a well-grounded sense of 
himself. He was one who not only cared 
deeply for his family, his State and his 
country, but was willing to go out of 
his way and inconvenience himself 
time and time again to go the extra 
mile to try to make things better. I 
feel very privileged to just have known 
him and to be a friend of his, and more 
importantly, him being a friend of 
mine. 

I’m going to miss him a lot. I know 
this House will miss him a lot. The 
country will miss him a lot. He is cur-
rently serving as North American Vice 
President of NATO PA, and I’m sure 
that that organization will miss him as 
well. 

Thank you for allowing me this time. 
Mr. REGULA. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 

minutes to the gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. LATOURETTE). 

Mr. LATOURETTE. Mr. Speaker, I 
want to thank the dean of our delega-
tion for authoring this resolution. I 
also want to thank our Democratic 
friends from Ohio and Members from 
other States who I see gathering on the 
floor. 

Mr. Speaker, there is no way to de-
scribe today’s news about our friend, 

PAUL GILLMOR, other than shock, a 
devastating loss to his family, to his 
friends, his colleagues, Ohio and our 
Nation. 

Unlike a number of the other mem-
bers of the Ohio delegation, I didn’t 
come to Congress through the Ohio leg-
islature, and so I didn’t serve with 
PAUL in the Ohio legislature, although 
I knew of him from Republican gath-
erings around the State of Ohio, he 
also was my mom’s Congressman. She 
always told me the story about how ex-
cited the people were who were up in 
Lakeside, Marblehead and the Islands 
that Congressman GILLMOR was going 
to come up and share his thoughts. But 
I didn’t have the chance to work with 
him until I arrived here about 13 years 
ago. What I found was what I had 
heard, and that was that Congressman 
GILLMOR was a hardworking, smart leg-
islator who loved his family, loved his 
friends, loved this institution and the 
people he served. He was willing to 
take the time to show a young fresh-
man around back in 1995. He was will-
ing to share his vast knowledge of fi-
nancial services with those that didn’t 
quite have the same expertise. If you 
were having a sadness or a joy in your 
life, he was willing to share in that. 
And he was a wonderful fellow to sit 
and have dinner with. And after dinner, 
he was a wonderful fellow to sit around 
with and tell war stories. And over the 
course of the years, many of those sto-
ries were exaggerated with the passage 
of time and also the failing of memory, 
but it was always a good time. 

I was reminded by my staff, because 
I want to talk about PAUL’s family, but 
I also want to talk about PAUL’s other 
family. And my staff reminded me, 
when they learned of PAUL’s passing 
today, that we were neighbors in the 
Longworth Building, and my staff told 
me how lucky we were to have a neigh-
bor whose staff was always willing to 
walk us through another clueless day 
in the 104th Congress. And how you 
could always walk into the lobby, and 
how he taught us about constituent 
services because you would always find 
a bowl of Dum Dum suckers because 
the Spangler Candy Company was lo-
cated in Bryan, Ohio, which was in the 
Congressman’s district. 

Our Ohio delegation is poor today 
with the loss of our friend, neighbor 
and mentor, PAUL GILLMOR. Our 
thoughts and prayers are with PAUL’s 
wife, Karen, his five wonderful chil-
dren, and also, Mr. Speaker, with his 
Capitol Hill family, many of whom 
have been with him for many, many 
years and who miss him very badly 
today. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, the gentlewoman from Ohio, 
Ms. SUTTON, will control the remainder 
of the gentlewoman from Ohio, Ms. 
KAPTUR’s time. 

There was no objection. 

Ms. SUTTON. Mr. Speaker, I was 
deeply saddened today to hear of the 
passing of Congressman PAUL GILLMOR. 

As a freshman Member of this body, 
I haven’t known Mr. GILLMOR as long 
as some of my colleagues who have al-
ready spoken and who will, I’m sure, 
rise to speak in moments following my 
remarks. 

I did have occasion enough to spend 
time with Mr. GILLMOR to know what a 
friendly and unpretentious and like-
able man he was. And my thoughts and 
prayers are with his wife, Karen, and 
his family and his friends. I did have 
the opportunity to serve with Karen in 
the State legislature in Ohio. And 
Karen, as I said, you’re in our thoughts 
and prayers. 

The State of Ohio and the United 
States Congress have lost a great 
friend. PAUL GILLMOR devoted his life 
to serving his community, his State 
and his Nation. From his service in the 
United States Air Force to his tireless 
efforts on behalf of the people of Ohio 
in Congress, PAUL GILLMOR always 
fought hard to make a difference in 
people’s lives. We will all miss him 
greatly. And I am grateful for the op-
portunity to have known him even for 
the short time that I did. 

Mr. REGULA. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
21⁄2 minutes to the gentleman from 
Texas (Mr. BARTON), chairman of the 
committee on which PAUL served. 

Mr. BARTON of Texas. Well, the 
former chairman, the ranking member 
now. 

When I think of PAUL GILLMOR, I 
think of two words, ‘‘team player.’’ 
Earlier this year, when the Repub-
licans lost the majority, we had to 
downsize the number of Republicans on 
the Energy and Commerce Committee, 
and I made a decision, as the ranking 
member, to try not to have to kick 
anybody off the committee and not 
bump off our junior members. So I 
went to the senior members of the 
committee and asked if there were any 
volunteers who might want to take a 
leave of absence to allow the junior 
members not to have to be bumped off, 
and of course PAUL GILLMOR was one of 
the ones who volunteered to take a 
leave of absence so he could serve on 
the Financial Services Committee and 
keep his seniority on the Energy and 
Commerce Committee. 

b 1545 

Because of that, several of our junior 
members were able to stay on the com-
mittee. 

Well, about a month ago, we had a 
contentious mark-up coming up. Sure 
enough, one of the junior members had 
a personal family situation that they 
couldn’t get out of. They were going to 
have to take a leave of absence. We 
needed every vote. So I went to PAUL, 
and I said, ‘‘Would you be willing to 
come back on the committee for 1 or 2 
days?’’ He kind of grumped a little bit 
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about it, but he said, ‘‘If you need me, 
I’ll be there.’’ Not only did he come 
back on the committee, but he offered 
amendments and was there all of the 
time and didn’t complain, whine, moan 
or groan about how tough it was. He 
was a team player. He did a good job. 

When we were in the majority, PAUL 
was the chairman of the Subcommittee 
on Environment and Hazardous Mate-
rials, which is not one of the more 
glamorous subcommittees of this Con-
gress. It deals with such things as the 
Superfund and the Clean Water Act and 
all these international treaties. It’s a 
tough job. PAUL did it not only with 
good grace, but he did it in an excellent 
fashion. 

PAUL GILLMOR is going to be missed 
as a friend. He is going to be missed as 
a Congressman. He is going to be 
missed as a statesman for this country. 
My sympathy goes out to his wife, 
Karen, and his family. We will defi-
nitely miss the services of the Honor-
able PAUL GILLMOR in the House of 
Representatives. 

God bless him, and God bless his fam-
ily. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, the gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. WILSON) will control the remain-
der of the time of the gentlewoman 
from Ohio (Ms. SUTTON). 

There was no objection. 
Mr. WILSON of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I 

join with my colleagues here today 
saddened by the death of PAUL 
GILLMOR. PAUL and I took much the 
same track to come here to Congress in 
that PAUL served diligently for the 
State of Ohio in the Ohio senate. As a 
matter of fact, he and his wife, Karen, 
both left quite a legacy there and then 
moved on to Congress. I knew PAUL, 
but through other people, so to speak, 
until I came to Congress. I can still re-
member how welcoming he was to me 
as another Ohio delegate and wel-
coming me to be here in Congress. I 
was very comfortable when he, DEBO-
RAH PRYCE and I were the Congress 
people hosting a banking financial 
seminar in Columbus not too many 
months ago, 4, 5 or 6 months ago. It 
was good to sit with PAUL. We sort of 
chatted in between the time. 

One of the things that comes to mind 
about PAUL is that he was my sister, 
Becky’s, Congressman. She lives in 
Henry County in part of his district. 
She is a yellow dog Democrat, but she 
loved PAUL GILLMOR. Just as recently 
as last night, before we knew any of 
this had happened, we talked about 
him at dinner. She said, ‘‘Paul Gillmor 
always listens to us.’’ So she felt very 
proud of her relationship with her Con-
gressman. 

I think many people have felt that 
way about PAUL. When this type of 
thing happens, it shows you the com-
passion and the feeling among us, as 
one body, as one set of people rep-
resenting America. I think that is what 

makes our country different from oth-
ers. PAUL GILLMOR was certainly a per-
fect example of that. So my heart and 
my sympathy go out to his wife, Karen, 
and his 5 children. Hopefully, they will 
be able to continue the legacy he has 
set for the Gillmor family. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. REGULA. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentlewoman from Ohio 
(Ms. PRYCE). 

Ms. PRYCE of Ohio. I thank the gen-
tleman for yielding. 

Mr. Speaker, we all rise in shock and 
great sadness to mourn the death of 
our friend and colleague, PAUL 
GILLMOR. There is really so much to 
honor about his life. He was actually a 
legislator’s legislator. Before he came 
to Capitol Hill, he spent 22 years in the 
Ohio statehouse where he became the 
senate president for 3 terms. He was 
there during those formative years of 
his professional life so long, and to the 
extent of which he became a real pro at 
it, that he had an innate sense of the 
legislative process. He got to know the 
people, because half of this work is get-
ting to know the people. 

He seemed to come by it naturally. 
We would sit at whip meetings when he 
came to Congress. He would ask all the 
right questions and get to the bottom 
line in half the time as anyone else. 
PAUL GILLMOR really knew what he was 
doing, and he always made it look so 
effortless. 

He cared about other people. He 
cared about his staff. He cared about 
his colleagues. He cared about his 
friends. I didn’t know a single soul that 
didn’t like PAUL GILLMOR. And that is 
saying a lot in this business. PAUL was 
a people person. He was a person that 
others gravitated to because he cared 
about them. 

But he cared about no one more in 
life than his family. As a Member who 
on occasion myself has missed a vote 
on the naming of a post office or two, 
I really respect the priorities that 
PAUL GILLMOR had about putting his 
family first. That’s the right thing to 
do and that’s the way PAUL did it. 

He has a lot for which Karen, his dear 
wife, and his family can be proud to 
look back upon as they examine the 
legacy that he left to Ohio, to them, 
and to our country. 

Once again, we have much to honor 
in PAUL GILLMOR’s life. Our prayers are 
with his family. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, the gentlewoman from Ohio 
(Mrs. JONES) will control the remainder 
of the time of the gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. WILSON). 

There was no objection. 
Mrs. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, at 

this time, I would yield time to Mr. 
OBEY, the Chair of the Appropriations 
Committee, such time as he may con-
sume. 

Mr. OBEY. I thank the gentlewoman 
for the time. 

I simply cannot believe that PAUL is 
gone. I first got to know him when we 
both served on a task force to rewrite 
the code of ethics in the nineties. That 
was not an easy job. PAUL’s perform-
ance was solid. It was thoughtful. In all 
the time that we discussed those issues 
before we brought our recommenda-
tions to the floor, I never saw him for 
one moment raise a partisan angle on 
any ethics question, and I never saw 
him question anyone else’s motives. 

What I did see was a man who under-
stood that ethics is important, and yet 
because it involves the rules of the 
House, it can also be exceedingly com-
plicated. 

I never saw PAUL take a single cheap 
shot in all the time that he served on 
that committee. That is one of the rea-
sons that he became one of my favorite 
Republicans in this place, because 
there are very few people on either side 
of the aisle who aren’t willing to take 
a cheap shot at the other side, even if 
it results in damage to the institution. 
That’s where PAUL drew the line. 

He didn’t mind seeking partisan ad-
vantage. That’s what all of us try to do 
from time to time. But what he always 
tried to do, in my judgment, was to 
seek whatever advantage he saw with-
out taking advantage of the institution 
at the same time. That’s an important 
line to draw in an institution like this. 

I think we can all be grateful for the 
job that PAUL did for as long as God al-
lowed him to do it. I simply cannot be-
lieve he is gone. 

I extend my sincere regrets and best 
wishes to his family and all the mem-
bers of the Ohio delegation. 

Mr. REGULA. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. TIBERI). 

Mr. TIBERI. Ladies and gentlemen of 
the House, my heart goes out to PAUL’s 
wife, Karen, and his 5 children. 

As Mr. OBEY said, I can’t believe it, 
either. I first met PAUL GILLMOR when 
he was president of the Ohio senate and 
served in the senate. He had a very dis-
tinguished career before having ever 
come to the United States Congress, a 
career that many would admire, just 
there in our statehouse in Ohio. 

His reputation was as a man of great 
humility. Something that we all could 
learn a lesson from is PAUL GILLMOR’s 
humility, the gentleness of PAUL 
GILLMOR, the way he treated people, 
the way he loved to serve the public of 
Ohio and northwest Ohio and the con-
stituents he was so proud to serve. 

PAUL was an Air Force veteran. 
Many didn’t know that. He was a proud 
graduate of Ohio Wesleyan University 
in my district, and, for an Ohioan, a 
proud graduate of the University of 
Michigan’s law school. 

PAUL was known around the state-
house as a very gentle person, as a man 
who rose to the top of the political 
game, but never forgot where he came 
from, a successful politician, a success-
ful public servant, a successful busi-
nessman. 
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Yesterday I had the opportunity with 

a couple of other Members, Congress-
man JORDAN and Congressman HOBSON, 
to sit in the airport in Columbus in the 
afternoon to chat with PAUL as we 
were coming back to Washington, DC. 

I had the added opportunity to spend 
some time with him on the airplane 
sitting next to him. I will remember 
PAUL in the way that I have always 
known PAUL, a very happy warrior, a 
man who loved what he did on a daily 
basis. He enjoyed August, reaching out 
to community after community in 
northwest Ohio at town hall meeting 
after town hall meeting, up at the lake 
with friends and family. He enjoyed 
August. He had a smile on his face. He 
enjoyed public service. He enjoyed rep-
resenting the people of northwest Ohio. 

That’s how I will remember PAUL 
GILLMOR. We lost a good friend. Ohio 
lost a native son. And America lost a 
patriot. 

Mrs. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I 
would like to yield myself such time as 
I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, my first comments are 
to Karen Gillmor. Karen, I stand in 
your stead. Only 4 years ago, I lost my 
husband suddenly. All I can say to you 
is hold on to God’s unchanging hand. 
He will help you through all of this. 
And as you think about all the wonder-
ful memories and the wonderful oppor-
tunities and the blessing that you had 
to have PAUL GILLMOR in your life. To 
your sons and daughters, I say the 
same thing. I always talk to my son, 
and I say, ‘‘Merv, just remember all the 
good times. Remember all the fun you 
had, all the things you learned, and 
cherish each and every one of them.’’ 

As a Member of Congress, I rise to 
speak to honor the life of my colleague 
and friend, PAUL GILLMOR. PAUL and I 
served on the Committee on Financial 
Services together. When I first came to 
Congress, PAUL reminded me of the big 
bear, kind of a gentle bear. You don’t 
even know he is really in the room 
until he kind of humbles into the room. 
I remember him saying on occasion, 
Stephanie, Congresswoman JONES, so 
forth and so on. 

I was pleased to have had the oppor-
tunity to cosponsor some legislation 
with him with regard to historic pres-
ervation. He and I both understood the 
importance of preserving historic 
buildings in this Nation and offered 
legislation that would have provided 
tax incentives for people to be able to 
shore up that legislation. 

Unlike PAUL, I was not in the legisla-
ture when I first came to Congress. The 
advantage of having a colleague and a 
friend who has had some experience in 
the legislature works greatly. I can re-
member one time at a Financial Serv-
ices hearing, as usual, I was going at a 
witness. Later PAUL said, ‘‘Now, Steph-
anie, just calm down a little bit. It 
ain’t like you’re in a courtroom any-
more.’’ 

We’re all going to miss PAUL 
GILLMOR. The beauty of the United 
States Congress is that it is a bipar-
tisan body where you have Democrats 
and Republicans who are there and who 
are able to argue or debate their par-
ticular issue. But the beauty also of a 
bipartisan body is that you have Demo-
crats and Republicans who can get 
along, who understand the importance 
of raising the issues on behalf of their 
constituents, but also understand the 
importance of working together. 

b 1600 

I know everyone has already placed 
into the RECORD all of PAUL’s back-
ground, experience and things that he 
did to represent the great State of 
Ohio. Again, I stand here as a colleague 
and a friend to talk about my experi-
ences with PAUL GILLMOR, to record 
them in my memory, and to smile, be-
cause at these times it is often hard to 
smile and lift up a time of laughter. 
But I call upon all of our friends and 
colleagues and his family to look to 
the good times, to look to all the great 
memories, and, over time, time will 
heal some of the wounds. 

Mr. REGULA. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 
minutes to the leader, the gentleman 
from Ohio (Mr. BOEHNER). 

Mr. BOEHNER. Mr. Speaker, let me 
thank the dean of our delegation for 
bringing this resolution to the floor, 
and thank my colleague from Cleve-
land, Mrs. JONES, for her enlightening 
remarks and lightening this up. 

I was here earlier to announce PAUL’s 
passing to the House. I can remember 
the first time I met PAUL GILLMOR. I 
was a brand new State legislator. It 
was 1985, and it wasn’t at the state-
house; it was down the street at the 
Pewter Mug. 

Now, for those of us who served in 
the statehouse, we have all been to the 
Pewter Mug. That is where I got to 
know PAUL GILLMOR. He was the senate 
president; I was a lowly new house 
member, and Helen used to come over 
and wait on us. For those who came to 
the statehouse who went to the Pewter 
Mug, you would remember Helen, be-
cause you could never forget her, and 
she would never forget PAUL. 

But I got to know PAUL GILLMOR. In 
1986, PAUL decided to run for Governor 
in a Republican primary, and I was on 
his team. As a matter of fact, it might 
have been one of the first political 
checks I actually wrote was to PAUL 
GILLMOR when he ran for Governor. Un-
fortunately, he didn’t win that primary 
election, but I really got to know PAUL 
GILLMOR. 

He really was a public servant who 
enjoyed what he did, who enjoyed rep-
resenting people, and someone that 
came to Congress right before I did. He 
came in 1988; I came in 1990. We have 
been close friends over the 17 years 
that we have worked here together. We 
worked on a number of issues. 

PAUL loved to understand what was 
happening around the world, and he 
certainly did his share of traveling to 
try to understand what was happening. 
But his work on the Energy and Com-
merce Committee, his work over in the 
Financial Services Committee will 
speak for itself. 

But earlier this year, I think it was 
mentioned by the gentleman from 
Texas, Mr. BARTON, earlier this year we 
lost our majority, we lost a number of 
seats, and PAUL GILLMOR took the mag-
nanimous step of relinquishing his seat 
on the Energy and Commerce Com-
mittee to take a seat on the Financial 
Services Committee to help make room 
for other Members. It was that kind of 
kindness and consideration that I 
think all of us will remember about 
PAUL GILLMOR. 

Karen and the children, our prayers 
are with you. PAUL was a great serv-
ant, a great friend, and someone who 
we will all miss. 

Mrs. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from 
Ohio, TIM RYAN. 

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank the gentlewoman, and I also 
thank our friend, the dean of the dele-
gation, Mr. REGULA. 

I would just add for a minute my 
thoughts and memories of Mr. 
GILLMOR. I graduated from Bowling 
Green State University, so I knew of 
Mr. GILLMOR before I even got into pol-
itics, because as many of the Members 
from Ohio know, he is a legend in 
northwest Ohio, especially in Bowling 
Green and especially with the Bowling 
Green Young Republicans. He was very 
familiar. 

I remember, as we all do, taking the 
little trolley back and forth from the 
office buildings over here, and for some 
reason our conversations always ended 
up talking about Ohio State football. 
Mr. GILLMOR loved the Buckeyes. He 
loved going to the Ohio State football 
games. I remember being in the State 
senate seeing him at the Ohio State 
football games. That is just the kind of 
guy he was. He loved football, he loved 
his country, he loved his constituents, 
he loved this institution, and he cer-
tainly will be missed. 

So from the citizens of the 17th Dis-
trict, we just want to thank Mr. 
GILLMOR for his service and send our 
condolences and our prayers to his 
family and his children and his wife, 
Karen. And also to say, as Mr. 
BOEHNER, the minority leader said, he 
was a gentleman. He was a gentle man. 
In the midst of all the chaos of Wash-
ington, DC, his silence and his 
gentleness were very refreshing, and he 
will be missed. 

Mr. REGULA. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentleman from Ala-
bama (Mr. BACHUS). 

Mr. BACHUS. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman from Ohio. 

We have heard words about PAUL 
GILLMOR, our friend, and one word we 
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keep hearing over and over is ‘‘caring.’’ 
He really cared. He cared about his 
family. You would go in his office and 
you would see the pictures of his fam-
ily. 

He cared about his staff. Mark 
Wellman, his chief of staff; Dave Oxner, 
great guys. They were sort of a reflec-
tion and extension of PAUL. They were 
gentlemen. They really did not care 
about who got the credit. They were 
hard workers. I say to Mark and Dave, 
I know that you are grieving right now. 

Mr. OBEY mentioned that he cared 
about this institution. He truly did. He 
cared about every Member. I never 
heard him insult another Member. I 
never heard him say something unkind. 

He talked about issues. He felt 
strongly about issues. The brownfields 
legislation was a great example of how 
he was very tenacious, had very strong 
feelings. He did that earlier this year 
on the industrial loan companies when, 
as a small town banker, mainstream 
banker, he felt very strongly that 
small town banks were being disadvan-
taged. But he never said anything un-
kind about those who opposed his posi-
tion. 

To his credit, I think part of that 
kindness, that caring, and also his ca-
pable leadership, that legislation 
passed the House 371–16. I think 
brownfields will be part of his legacy, 
particularly to the industrial States, 
the people of Ohio that he loved; as will 
the industrial loan company legisla-
tion, that really will help preserve 
small town mainstream banking. 

He was a banker. I had the privilege 
of appointing PAUL as the ranking 
member of the Financial Institutions 
Subcommittee. I never regretted that 
decision. I knew that what PAUL cared 
about was not himself or not the glory, 
but doing what was right for the Amer-
ican people. He never disappointed me. 
I will miss him deeply. 

Mrs. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I 
continue to reserve the balance of my 
time. 

Mr. REGULA. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. BURGESS). 

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman for yielding. I thank 
him for convening this resolution this 
evening and I thank the Ohio delega-
tion for allowing me to be part of this 
remembrance of the life of our friend 
PAUL GILLMOR. Like everyone else, I 
was shocked and saddened this morn-
ing to hear the news about the loss of 
our friend. 

We have heard several people talk 
about Mr. GILLMOR and his work on the 
committee. I remember last year in the 
109th Congress when he was the sub-
committee chairman and the work he 
did on persistent organic pollutants. It 
really was not something I had ever 
thought about before I came to Con-
gress, it really wasn’t something I ever 
campaigned on, but PAUL had a way of 

explaining it and making it under-
standable and worked through a very 
complex issue working with both sides 
of the committee dais to get meaning-
ful legislation passed. 

Then at the end of the 109th Con-
gress, after the election, coming back 
for the 110th Congress, and someone ex-
plained to me the arithmetic that hap-
pens when you lose the majority, and 
counting on my fingers the number of 
seats we had lost on the Energy and 
Commerce Committee and I was no 
longer going to be on that committee, 
and then later PAUL came to me and 
said, ‘‘Doc, you are too important on 
that committee, so I am going to stay 
on Financial Services and I will take a 
leave from Energy and Commerce.’’ 

You heard Ranking Member BARTON 
mention it. You heard Leader BOEHNER 
mention it. I was the guy that he let 
stay on the committee by his selfless 
act of taking a leave of absence from a 
committee that he loved, committee 
work he loved to do. I thank him so 
much for giving me the opportunity to 
stay on the committee. 

Of course, we welcomed him back a 
few weeks ago when we needed that 
extra vote when we were discussing en-
ergy legislation. And, sure enough, 
PAUL was there not just to be a vote, 
but he brought amendments with him. 
He tied things up. He behaved just like 
the PAUL GILLMOR that I had remem-
bered on the committee from the year 
before. 

So, to his family, I wanted you to 
know, you had heard me mention be-
fore how selfless PAUL was about giving 
up a place on the committee. I am the 
guy that he let stay on the committee. 
I will never forget that, and I will al-
ways try to live up to his expectations. 

Mr. REGULA. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 
minutes to our colleague from Ohio 
(Mr. JORDAN). 

Mr. JORDAN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank the dean of our delegation. 

Mr. Speaker, I join my colleagues 
from Ohio in expressing great shock 
and sadness at the passing of our friend 
and neighbor Congressman PAUL 
GILLMOR. 

As previous speakers have men-
tioned, Congressman GILLMOR was in 
our district last week with the flood-
ing. I had the opportunity to just visit 
with him yesterday, as Congressman 
TIBERI mentioned as well, at the air-
port before we flew down here. You just 
can’t believe this has happened. 

PAUL was a husband and a father. He 
was a proud Republican, an Air Force 
veteran, as others mentioned, with 
Vietnam era service, and a long time 
congressional leader on international 
leaders. 

Prior to his distinguished service in 
Congress, he made his mark in the 
Ohio legislature with an impressive 22- 
year career in the Ohio Senate, and as 
Congresswoman PRYCE mentioned, 
three terms as senate president. 

I had the unique opportunity to work 
with PAUL on issues that affected our 
part of Ohio. I counted on him as a 
staunch ally in promoting the workers 
and the mission at Lima’s Joint Sys-
tems Manufacturing Center, our tank 
plant in Lima, Ohio. 

We also shared in challenging times, 
including the tragic Bluffton Univer-
sity bus crash earlier this year, and 
more recently, as I mentioned, the 
flooding that took place and dev-
astated many areas of both of our dis-
tricts. 

I served with PAUL’s wife, Karen, in 
the general assembly, although she was 
on the senate side and I was on the 
house side, and got to know their fam-
ily a little bit over the years. Our fam-
ily’s prayers are with her and the en-
tire Gillmor family as they attempt to 
find peace in the midst of this tragedy. 

Mr. REGULA. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentleman from Ala-
bama (Mr. ADERHOLT). 

Mr. ADERHOLT. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to join my colleagues in remem-
bering one of our own, PAUL GILLMOR. 
It is moments like this that you realize 
the fleeting nature of time. Indeed, we 
truly realize the shortness of time and 
the greatness of eternity. Our thoughts 
and prayers go out to his family, his 
friends and all of the people that he 
touched during the time he was on this 
Earth. 

Representative GILLMOR was a friend. 
He was a gentleman who I had the 
pleasure of getting to know as a neigh-
bor. Because we lived across the street 
from each other at one time, there 
were several occasions that we shared a 
ride home after a long night of votes. 
During those times, I was able to gain 
a small measure of the man and discov-
ered him to be generous, kind, and, 
above all, considerate. 

The people of Ohio were privileged to 
have known him as a public servant. 
The Members of Congress were honored 
to share him as a colleague. His friends 
were rewarded with his company, and 
his family was embraced by his love. 

We will miss PAUL and remember our 
time with him and honor his memory. 
May God give Karen and his children 
an extra measure of grace during this 
most difficult time. 

Mr. REGULA. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentlewoman from 
Ohio, Mrs. SCHMIDT. 

Mrs. SCHMIDT. Mr. Speaker, I am 
deeply saddened today by the news of 
the loss of my dear friend PAUL 
GILLMOR. PG, as many of us called him, 
was a shining example of service and 
leadership. As president of the Ohio 
senate, he led Ohio through good times 
and bad times with such grace. 

For the last 2 decades, he fought for 
all Ohioans here in Congress, not just 
those in his own district. During his 
entire life, PAUL GILLMOR was a true 
leader, a gentleman and a statesman. 
Most importantly, he was a nice guy, a 
true friend to all. 
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When I was first elected, he became a 

mentor to me. I would always welcome 
his kind words on the House floor, 
‘‘How is it going, kid?’’ 

Just as important, he was a great fa-
ther and a loving husband. 

b 1615 

My prayers go out to his wonderful 
wife Karen and all of his children. Ohio 
has suffered a great loss. America has 
suffered a great loss. We here in this 
House have lost a dear friend. May God 
be with you, PAUL. Godspeed. 

Mr. REGULA. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. TURNER). 

Mr. TURNER. Mr. Speaker, I want to 
thank the dean of our delegation, 
RALPH REGULA, for bringing this reso-
lution forward to honor the life of 
PAUL GILLMOR. We are all deeply sad-
dened by the passing of our dear friend, 
PAUL GILLMOR. 

I want to tell you one story from 
when I first got to Congress. Mr. 
GILLMOR, as I referred to him, as many 
have said, had a gentle spirit and an in-
formal way and a very accepting way. 
When I referred to him as ‘‘Mr. 
Gillmor,’’ he corrected me and said, 
You’re to call me PAUL. You will hear, 
as almost everyone comes forward 
today and eulogizes him, as they honor 
him, they refer to him as he had us 
refer to him, and that is PAUL. 

One time we were having dinner and 
he was talking about some of his ac-
complishments. Brownfields is an area 
that is very important to me. When 
you look across Ohio and see the num-
ber of abandoned factory sites and the 
potential that they represent, PAUL 
told about his work on the Brownfields 
Remediation Act that changed the laws 
that made it easier for those sites to be 
remediated, and provided tax benefits 
so that capital would be brought to 
them. 

As you go throughout Ohio today and 
see abandoned factory sites where 
buildings are being demolished and new 
buildings and businesses are being 
built, it is to PAUL’s credit and one of 
the things he was most proud of, that 
he was able to work to change the laws 
to help make it easier for their sites to 
be developed. 

He talked about the number of jobs 
that it brought, not just in construc-
tion but the jobs that it brought to 
communities, recognizing the impact 
on families. 

Most recently, Ohio has been plagued 
by scandals arising from predatory 
lending, and PAUL was a leader in try-
ing to help families and communities 
that had been subject to predatory 
lending, pulling together the Ohio dele-
gation to talk about ways we can im-
pact our neighborhoods and support 
laws that could impact families that 
had been subject to predatory lending. 

PAUL will be remembered as an effec-
tive legislator, and as someone who 

cared deeply for Ohio and for this insti-
tution and for his country, and had an 
impact on the lives of Ohioans. 

Mrs. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield such time as she may consume to 
the Speaker of the House, NANCY 
PELOSI. 

Ms. PELOSI. I thank the gentle-
woman for yielding on this very sad oc-
casion. I am sad to join my colleagues 
as we face the very sad news regarding 
the loss of our colleague, PAUL 
GILLMOR. 

Mr. Speaker, on behalf of all Mem-
bers of Congress, I rise to pay tribute 
to PAUL GILLMOR, who passed away 
suddenly today. I offer my deepest con-
dolences to his wife, Karen, to his two 
daughters, Linda and Julie, and his 
three sons, Paul Michael, Connor, and 
Adam. How proud he was of his chil-
dren. That was one thing that we used 
to chat about quite regularly. I would 
hear about the progress of the twins 
and how everybody was doing. 

Congressman PAUL GILLMOR was an 
experienced and talented legislator 
who spent much of his life serving his 
country. His service began in the Air 
Force where he rose to the rank of cap-
tain as an Air Force Judge Advocate. 
As a true Ohioan, Congressman 
GILLMOR then served his State in pub-
lic office for more than four decades, 
first in the Ohio State senate where he 
was elected President of that body, and 
later here in the House where he also 
served ably and was held in highest es-
teem by his colleagues. 

More interested in policy than in 
seeking the limelight, PAUL GILLMOR 
focused his time here in the House 
squarely on the needs of his constitu-
ents. On the Energy and Commerce 
Committee, he was deeply involved in 
consumer issues, including protecting 
consumers from unfair credit report 
practices. He also worked to preserve 
our history by supporting and improv-
ing sites honoring our Nation’s Presi-
dents. As vice president of the NATO 
Parliamentary Assembly, Congressman 
GILLMOR was the highest ranking 
American in this highly esteemed 
international organization of par-
liamentary members from the 26 NATO 
states. 

Congressman GILLMOR’s passing is a 
loss for this House and for our Nation. 
It is, of course, a greater loss for his 
family. I hope it is a comfort to them, 
to PAUL’s family and friends, that so 
many people mourn their loss and are 
praying for them at this sad time. 

Mr. Speaker, this is a sad day for us 
because we also learned of the sudden 
passing of our former colleague, Jen-
nifer Dunn. She was a distinguished 
former Member of Congress from the 
State of Washington and I know we 
will acknowledge her service and lead-
ership in the Congress on another occa-
sion. But getting hit from all sides on 
this in one day is a great loss for the 
Congress. 

As I yield back to the distinguished 
gentlewoman, I also want to thank her 
for bringing to the attention of so 
many Members of Congress the passing 
of Congressman Vanik who served so 
ably in this body who passed away last 
week. Anyone who knows about inter-
national human rights knows that Con-
gressman Vanik as part of the Jack-
son-Vanik amendment did so much to 
free people in the Soviet Union. He 
made a very big difference for Soviet 
Jewry. 

Ohio has been generous to the coun-
try. We mourn the loss of PAUL 
GILLMOR and Jennifer Dunn and 
Charles Vanik, who lived until his 90s, 
so God blessed him with that long life. 

God did not give PAUL GILLMOR a 
long life, but he gave him a life of 
great quality with a beautiful family 
and the opportunity to serve a State he 
loved and a country that he was very 
patriotic about. 

On behalf of all of our colleagues, I 
extend my deepest sympathy to his 
family. 

Mr. REGULA. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. CHABOT). 

Mr. CHABOT. I thank the gentleman 
for yielding. 

I stand with my colleagues today to 
honor the memory of PAUL GILLMOR. 
He was really a great guy. He actually 
ran the first time in 1988 for this es-
teemed institution, for the Congress, 
the same year I first ran. He won and I 
didn’t. But in 1994 I did get to join him 
here. 

He was one of the guys that, as other 
Members have said, he was just an all 
around good guy. He really was. You 
liked to talk to him. For some reason, 
he used to call me Mr. STEVE; I don’t 
know why he did that. So I started 
calling him Mr. PAUL, and that is the 
way we referred to each other. 

Yesterday evening after we had our 
votes, we had all come back into town 
from the August recess and we were 
asking each other what did you do over 
the break, what happened. He was tell-
ing me how he had stayed pretty close 
to home. He had worked with his con-
stituents, been with his family for 
some time, and he wanted to know 
what I had done. I said I had done some 
of those same things, and that I had 
also had an opportunity to go to Darfur 
where there is probably one of the 
greatest human tragedies that we have 
seen on Earth in a number of years, 
and he was very interested and wanted 
to know what we can do to help the 
people in Darfur. So we spent a period 
of time discussing that right outside 
those doors just last evening. I was just 
shocked when I learned that PAUL had 
passed away suddenly so recently. 

He was somebody that really I think 
made a difference in this institution. 
As has been mentioned, he loved his 
Buckeyes. He would talk about what 
they had done and how the game had 
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been played and how he couldn’t wait 
to go to the next game. And he loved 
our State of Ohio. He loved the people 
that he represented. And most espe-
cially, he loved his family. 

We are all going to miss PAUL 
GILLMOR, and we wish the best to his 
wife, Karen, and his five children. God 
bless you, PAUL. 

Mrs. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield 2 minutes to the gentlewoman 
from New York (Mrs. MALONEY). 

Mrs. MALONEY of New York. I 
thank the gentlewoman for yielding, 
and I rise to express my deep sadness 
to learn of the passing of one of my 
good friends and colleagues, PAUL 
GILLMOR. 

PAUL was the ranking member of the 
Financial Institutions Subcommittee 
that I chair, and I had the great privi-
lege of working with him on so many 
important issues throughout the years. 
In fact, this morning at the hearing we 
were holding on the subprime mortgage 
crisis, I had reserved 4 minutes for 
PAUL to speak and he didn’t come to 
the meeting. He was always punctual, 
and so we sent a staff member out to 
find him and found out the very, very 
sad news. 

PAUL was a distinguished Represent-
ative representing Ohio for many 
years. He held some partisan positions 
as the minority deputy whip; but on 
Financial Services, he was always 
ready to reach across the aisle and to 
work in a bipartisan way for the safety 
and soundness of our financial institu-
tions and protections of consumer con-
cerns. 

He had a great deal of experience in 
banking, and in fact had run banks 
back in his home State of Ohio, so he 
brought the practical common sense of 
having known the business firsthand, 
and he always had valuable insights. 

Just before we broke for our August 
work period, we had introduced a bill 
together on file freeze and negotiated 
various aspects that he thought was 
important for the bill. He was an out-
standing person. 

He served in Vietnam and he was a 
distinguished veteran. He served in the 
Air Force and achieved the status of 
captain. My brother served in Vietnam, 
and we shared conversations about 
that experience. 

He was an extremely outstanding 
leader in his home State of Ohio, and 
actually served in the State senate and 
headed the State senate for five terms 
before becoming elected to Congress. 

My heart goes out to his wife and 
children. I know I speak for many of 
my colleagues when I say that PAUL’S 
presence in this Chamber will be deep-
ly, deeply missed. He was an out-
standing patriot and outstanding Con-
gressman and an outstanding spouse, 
husband and father. We are all deeply, 
deeply saddened. 

Mr. REGULA. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentleman from Florida 
(Mr. STEARNS). 

Mr. STEARNS. Mr. Speaker, it is ob-
viously with great sadness that we all 
honor the service of our colleague and 
friend, PAUL GILLMOR. 

PAUL and I came to Congress the 
same year. We were in the 101st Con-
gress and we were both veterans of the 
United States Air Force. He obviously 
expressed a great love for this Nation, 
for this institution, and I believe sin-
cerely he brought credit upon all of us. 

This dedication was matched by his 
love for his family, his wife, Karen, his 
two daughters, Linda and Julie, and his 
three sons, Paul Michael, Connor and 
Adam. I express my deepest condo-
lences to the family. 

I had the opportunity when I first 
met PAUL to talk informally with him 
about his background. He said he was a 
leader of the senate. Coming from the 
private sector and not understanding 
the full significance of what that 
meant, I became acutely aware of what 
it meant when I heard him in informal 
sessions or in meetings where he had a 
presence about him, an aplomb, and 
also a sincerity, in which he would ex-
press his ideas in a way that would get 
to the meat of the issue and cut to the 
chase. And I realized during this, he 
could do it tactfully. He was not a par-
tisan individual. He was bipartisan, in 
fact. I can’t recollect on the floor him 
having a really partisan speech because 
I think it goes to when he was a leader 
of the senate, he understood to get 
things done, he had to develop con-
sensus. So when he went to a meeting, 
he listened more than he talked and he 
also stepped forward with the idea of 
what we should do in a very nice way 
such that most people would say, Wow, 
at the end of the meeting, PAUL 
GILLMOR made the most sense. 

Another vignette is when he was in 
the Speaker’s chair. I watched when 
there would be a huge din on the floor, 
and somehow his voice rose to such a 
crescendo and also a pitch that he 
could pierce this noise and bring order 
and stability to the House here. I used 
to watch him also with great admira-
tion on how he did this. It was a trib-
ute to his leadership and also his back-
ground as leader of the senate. 

So I come to the House floor to say 
his dedication and expertise will be 
greatly missed. He has had 40 years of 
public service. He established a long 
record of working for average Ameri-
cans. God bless the Gillmor family, and 
God bless PAUL GILLMOR. 

b 1630 
Mr. REGULA. Mr. Speaker, how 

much time is remaining? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-

tleman from Ohio (Mr. REGULA) has 2 
minutes. 

Mr. REGULA. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that both sides 
have 5 additional minutes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Ohio? 

There was no objection. 
Mrs. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I 

yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from 
Ohio (Mr. SPACE). 

Mr. SPACE. Mr. Speaker, I’d like to 
thank my colleague for yielding the 
time. 

I’m a first-year lawmaker here in 
Washington and came in with this new 
majority in a very partisan time in 
American political history, a time 
where too often we’re preoccupied with 
political bickering, a time when we 
needed more people like PAUL GILLMOR 
on this floor. 

PAUL befriended me. We, by chance, 
both flew out of the Columbus Airport 
to and from Washington, so we had a 
chance to sit and talk about non-
legislative matters, about our families, 
about some of the nonpolitical aspects 
of this job. And PAUL was one to give 
advice, despite the fact that we’re on 
the opposite sides of the aisle. He pro-
vided me, as a good man would, with 
the wisdom he’s obtained, and as a 
freshman, I was very grateful to him 
for his help. 

I didn’t know PAUL before being 
elected to the House last November, 
but we share many mutual friends. 
Harry Mishel is a dear friend of mine, 
a former president of the Ohio senate, 
was a good friend of PAUL’S and spoke 
very highly of PAUL. And I think it’s a 
testament to the kind of person he is 
that he would engender that kind of 
friendship and support, regardless of 
where one stands on the political aisle. 

One other small anecdote that I 
think sums PAUL up. A very good 
friend of mine worked in the Ohio cau-
cus 20 years ago when PAUL was with 
the Ohio senate, and recently, this 
friend returned to Columbus and ran 
into PAUL who was there while on 
break here. And after 20 years, PAUL 
still remembered this man, not just his 
last name, but his first name, and 
greeted him as a friend after 20 years. 

That’s the kind of man PAUL 
GILLMOR was. That’s the kind of man I 
will remember, and my deepest and 
heartfelt condolences from not just me 
but the many good folks of Ohio’s 18th 
District go out to PAUL and his family. 
He and they are in our prayers. 

Mr. REGULA. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentleman from Geor-
gia (Mr. PRICE). 

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank my friend for yielding. 

This is truly a day of great sadness 
for our conference, for this House, for 
the State of Ohio and, yes, Mr. Speak-
er, for our Nation. 

Though only in my second term in 
Congress, I came to know and appre-
ciate PAUL GILLMOR, serving on one of 
his committees, Financial Services, 
and I came to appreciate him for many 
different and wonderful attributes. He 
had a warm and gentle temperament, a 
calm and friendly demeanor, a meas-
ured and thoughtful reason, a respected 
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and a respectful legislator. These and 
so many other attributes shall be 
missed by one and all. 

I join my colleagues in extending our 
thoughts and our prayers to his con-
stituents, to his friends, and most, to 
his family. We are truly a better Na-
tion because of the service of PAUL 
GILLMOR. 

May God rest his soul. 
Mr. REGULA. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 

minutes to the gentleman from Mis-
souri (Mr. BLUNT), the minority whip. 

Mr. BLUNT. Mr. Speaker, I thank my 
good friend for yielding and for man-
aging this recognition of our colleague 
PAUL GILLMOR. 

Like so many people in this room, 
I’ve had lots of experiences with PAUL, 
and they were all good, whether they 
were watching him represent our coun-
try in diplomatic situations in his role 
leading our NATO parliamentary ef-
fort, one of the leaders in that effort, 
or whether it was every Thursday when 
we had the deputy whip meeting and 
talked about where we ought to be 
going as a conference, where we ought 
to be going as a country. 

I remember PAUL said to me one 
time, he said, you know, that’s my fa-
vorite meeting of the week because 
that’s where we talk about the future, 
and PAUL GILLMOR was a future-ori-
ented guy who loved his family, who 
loved his country, who loved the con-
cept of public service. And he per-
formed that public service well, wheth-
er it was years in the Ohio State senate 
or two decades in the U.S. Congress. 

We will truly miss him. We are sur-
prised at his leaving us way too early. 
His contributions would have contin-
ued to be great here, and the country 
will suffer from the loss that we feel 
today. 

I also want to reach out to his fam-
ily. And as I said, PAUL loved his coun-
try, but he also loved his family. And 
you didn’t have to spend much time 
with him to find out that deep love he 
had for his sons, for his daughters, for 
his wife and for his extended family. 
And I appreciate him so much, and I’m 
going to join his family and his friends 
in missing him. His place here will be 
hard to fill, and his contributions have 
been great. 

Mr. REGULA. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that both sides 
have an additional 5 minutes each. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Ohio? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. REGULA. Mr. Speaker, I yield so 

much time as he may consume to the 
gentleman from Ohio (Mr. HOBSON), a 
good friend of PAUL, a good friend of 
our Ohio delegation. 

Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to remember our good friend 
PAUL GILLMOR. Just yesterday, the 
three of us rode together in from Co-
lumbus. 

I saw him in the airport, and I said, 
Hi, GILLMO. He said, Hi, Honorable 
DAVE, and we started to talk, as we did 
often, because we’ve known each other 
a long time. 

And I said, What’d you do, and he 
told me about going to the floods. And 
then we got into boats and he told us 
about his boat and the times he was 
having on the lake with his children 
and Karen, and he was happy. 

Then we started to talk business, be-
cause PAUL wasn’t just a legislator. He 
was a businessman, too, and he was 
starting a bank in Florida. He says, 
You want to invest? I said, Well, we’ve 
been talking about that. So we talked 
about that for a while, and he was 
happy, and we were all happy. We were 
colleagues, friends. 

I wouldn’t be here today if it wasn’t 
for PAUL GILLMOR. When PAUL GILLMOR 
was president of the senate, I lost an 
election and got appointed to the State 
senate that PAUL GILLMOR was presi-
dent then for a few more weeks before 
we went in the minority, and he helped 
pick me. He picked me, and the news-
paper read ‘‘Loser Wins.’’ But PAUL 
GILLMOR set me on the way. 

I’ve never lost another election, 
thanks to PAUL GILLMOR. PAUL 
GILLMOR was always there, and I think 
his staff knows that. 

I met a young man then in the State 
senate named Mark Wellman who was 
working for PAUL then. He works with 
PAUL to this day. That’s the kind of 
loyalty people had to PAUL GILLMOR. 

I know of no politician in Ohio today 
who doesn’t have respect for PAUL 
GILLMOR and wasn’t his friend. He tran-
scended partisanship. He had his way 
about the things he had to get done, 
but it never became personal. 

When we were in the legislature, both 
sides had great respect for PAUL 
GILLMOR, and we used to meet together 
and talk about things together. PAUL 
GILLMOR was a unique person in that 
respect because there’s always some-
body out there that’s got it in for 
somebody, but they didn’t have it in 
for PAUL GILLMOR because he was what 
I would call a true gentleman. 

We’re SAEs and Ralph’s an SAE, too, 
and PAUL went to Ohio Wesleyan, and I 
went to Ohio Wesleyan. We went there 
at the same time. But I would meet 
people when I got in the State senate, 
and they said, Do you know SKIP, SKIP 
GILLMOR? I said, No, I don’t know SKIP 
GILLMOR. I know Senator GILLMOR, but 
he was SKIP GILLMOR to all the people 
at Ohio Wesleyan. And they loved him 
at Ohio Wesleyan, and they still do. 
One of the first calls I got today was 
from people at Ohio Wesleyan saying 
what do we do. I said I don’t know. 

We’ve lost a good friend. I hope 
Karen and the children can review the 
statements that have been made about 
PAUL today. It’s something that is not 
said about a lot of people. He was a 
good man, he was a great man, and he 

was a great father to his children, 
which is the most important thing, and 
we’re going to miss him. 

Mr. REGULA. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself 1 minute. I just want to say, 
too, that PAUL cared a lot about his 
staff. He was always a person that 
cared for others, and particularly his 
staff, and I want the members of his 
staff to know that we understand the 
great loss that they feel. 

And I guess particularly when I left 
the Ohio senate, my staff person was 
inherited by PAUL, and we used to 
often talk about Celia Foraker, about 
Celia did this and Celia did that, be-
cause we both shared a great fondness 
for her. I know that PAUL felt that way 
about his staff here. It’s a great loss to 
his staff to have a Member that had the 
caring concern that he did. 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr. Speak-
er, the people of Ohio have lost a dedicated 
public servant and genuine leader today with 
the passing of Congressman PAUL GILLMOR. 
As a colleague and friend in the House of 
Representatives, PAUL was a strong voice for 
the needs and interests of the people he rep-
resented as well as a model of integrity. 

In addition to the almost 20 years he served 
as a Member of Congress and the two dec-
ades he spent in the Ohio State Senate, PAUL 
was also a veteran of the United States Air 
Force serving on active duty during Vietnam. 

As a fellow member of the Republican Whip 
Team, I enjoyed sitting with PAUL at the week-
ly meetings where he always was perceptive 
and provided insight from his decades of legis-
lative service. 

Our thoughts and prayers are with PAUL’s 
family during these difficult times. 

Mr. FOSSELLA. Mr. Speaker I rise today to 
pay tribute to the life of Congressman PAUL 
GILLMOR and offer my sincere condolences to 
his family. My wife and I extend our sym-
pathies to PAUL’s wife Karen and their 5 chil-
dren. I know that no words can provide com-
fort during this difficult time or shine light on 
this period of darkness, but please know that 
PAUL’s family remains in my thoughts and 
prayers. 

I had the pleasure to work closely with PAUL 
as a Member of both the Energy and Com-
merce Committee and Financial Services 
Committee for nearly 10 years. I got to see 
first-hand his passion for public service, his 
commitment to the people of Ohio and the 
earnest way in which he approached his job. 
He truly loved representing his community and 
making a positive difference in their lives and 
the lives of all Americans. 

The 5th District of Ohio was well served 
with PAUL GILLMOR in office and he will be re-
membered dearly for his many years of public 
service. 

Mrs. MYRICK. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
honor the late PAUL GILLMOR. PAUL was a 
gentle, compassionate man who will be 
missed by all of us in Congress, as well as by 
those in his district. Our hearts go out to 
Karen and his children during this difficult 
time. 

I’m an Ohio native and before redistricting, 
PAUL represented my family members in Ohio. 

His wife Karen served on the Heidelberg 
College Board of Trustees with me, and I 
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know all the Heidelberg family also mourns his 
passing. He was an ardent supporter of the 
college. 

Please keep his family in your prayers. 
Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, I rise today in 

heartfelt sorrow to mourn the passing of the 
Honorable PAUL E. GILLMOR, a true friend and 
a wonderful statesman for the people of Ohio. 
I was greatly saddened when I was told the 
terrible news of his passing this morning. The 
House of Representatives has lost a hard-
working leader who was a friend to many on 
both sides of the aisle in this chamber. 

My heart goes out to his wife Karen, and 
their children Linda, Julie, Paul, Adam, and 
Connor during this difficult time. I will be keep-
ing his memory, and his surviving family in my 
thoughts and prayers. I pray for his Wash-
ington, DC and Ohio Congressional staffers 
who have served him and the people of the 
5th Congressional District of Ohio. 

Congressman GILLMOR never forgot his 
roots and he was always a champion for the 
people who he represented in Congress. He 
won his first primary election for Congress by 
only 27 votes; the grit and determination that 
carried him to victory on that day never left 
him for the remainder of his service in Con-
gress. When I first arrived to the House in 
1997, I was instantly impressed with the plain- 
spoken gentleman from Ohio. He leaves be-
hind a strong legacy of service to this House. 
I have lost a friend, and words cannot fully ex-
press my sorrow in his passing. God Bless. 

Mr. WOLF. Mr. Speaker, I rise with our col-
leagues today to pay tribute to the lifetime of 
public service of our late colleague PAUL 
GILLMOR of Ohio. 

I know this House today is in shock at the 
devastating news of PAUL’s passing just last 
night. I join in expressing profound sympathy 
to PAUL’s family—his wife Karen, 2 daughters 
Linda and Julie, and 3 sons, Paul Michael, 
and twins, Connor and Adam. Our thoughts 
and prayers are with them. 

PAUL, who began his 10th term in the 
House in January, chose a noble life of serv-
ing his country. A graduate of Ohio Wesleyan 
University and the University of Michigan Law 
SchooI, he attained the rank of captain while 
on active duty as an Air Force judge advocate 
during the Vietnam War. Before coming to 
Congress as the representative of the 5th Dis-
trict of Ohio, he diligently served the people of 
Ohio for 22 years in the Ohio Senate. As a 
state senator, he was unanimously elected 
Republican leader 5 times, and served as 
president of the Senate for 3 General Assem-
blies. 

PAUL was a respected member of this 
House and friend to those on both sides of the 
aisle. He Ioved this institution and worked 
hard for the people of his district and for all 
Americans not only on national issues, but he 
also was unanimously elected in 2006 by rep-
resentatives of the 26 NATO countries to 
serve as vice president of the NATO Par-
liamentary Assembly. 

Mr. Speaker, in remembering PAUL GILLMOR 
and his proud life of public service, I am re-
minded of the words of scripture in Matthew 
25: ‘‘Well done, good and faithful servant.’’ 

This House and this Nation will miss the 
service of PAUL GILLMOR. God bless you, 
PAUL, and God’s blessings on your family and 
many friends and constituents in Ohio. 

Mr. WALSH of New York. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise today to honor my friend and colleague, 
the Honorable PAUL GILLMOR. 

Throughout his life PAUL was a dedicated 
servant for the people of his home state of 
Ohio and his country. He proudly served in the 
United States Air Force, attaining the rank of 
Captain. 

In 1967 PAUL began what would become a 
long and successful political career. He served 
22 years in the Ohio State Senate, and he 
served as Republican leader 5 times. A class-
mate of mine, in 1989 he began the first of 10 
terms in the U.S. House of Representatives 
serving the people of the 5th District in Ohio. 
PAUL was the senior member of the Com-
mittee on Financial Services and the Ranking 
Republican on the Financial Institutions Sub-
committee. He also served as a member of 
the Subcommittees on Capital Markets and 
Housing. PAUL had a lot of responsibilities in 
serving the second largest district in Ohio, but 
he did so valiantly and with tremendous suc-
cess, showing that he was a true leader. He 
served 8 terms as a member of the Repub-
lican Whip Team, including serving as Deputy 
Minority Whip. PAUL was also unanimously 
elected to serve as Vice President of the 
NATO Parliamentary Assembly. His ability to 
lead earned PAUL great respect amongst his 
colleagues and his constituents. 

His length and success of service was evi-
dence of how he truly listened to his constitu-
ents and did all that he could to help them. He 
was the consummate professional—always 
putting the best interests of his constituents 
and his country ahead of partisanship by 
being willing to work across party lines to suc-
cessfully achieve goals. 

PAUL was a soldier, a state senator, and a 
congressman, but the roles he cherished most 
were that of husband and father. Few things 
meant more to PAUL than his constituency, but 
his family definitely ranked number one in his 
life. PAUL’s 5 children were his pride and joy. 
His happiest times were spent with his wife 
and children. 

My deepest heartfelt condolences go out to 
PAUL’s wife Karen and his children Linda, 
Julie, Paul Michael, Connor, and Adam. My 
thoughts and prayers and those of my wife 
Dede are with them at this difficult time, and 
we thank them for sharing PAUL with us for so 
many years. He was a wonderful friend and 
colleague and will be sorely missed. 

Mr. EHLERS. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
pay tribute to my good friend, Representative 
PAUL GILLMOR. I learned of his sudden pass-
ing on Wednesday, and my wife and I are 
greatly saddened by this news. I offer my 
prayers of support to his wife Karen and their 
two daughters, Linda and Julie and their three 
sons, Paul Michael and twins Connor and 
Adam. 

I take great pride in knowing such an honor-
able gentleman who humbly served his coun-
try and constituents. PAUL began his life of 
public service as a Judge Advocate in the Air 
Force during the Vietnam Conflict from 1965– 
1966. He continued his service as a State 
Senator for 22 years and was President of the 
Ohio Senate for 3 General Assemblies. Ever 
since he was first elected to Congress in 
1988, he has honorably represented his con-
stituents in the most ethical manner. He was 

reelected to each subsequent Congress by 
substantial margins, indicating the trust and 
confidence his constituents placed in him. He 
served them well and diligently. 

Representative GILLMOR and I were both 
long-time congressional representatives to the 
NATO Parliamentary Assembly. PAUL was par-
ticularly active in this organization and served 
several years as Chair of the important Eco-
nomic Committee, and most recently has been 
serving as the Vice Chair of the entire Assem-
bly. In all Assembly activities, Representative 
GILLMOR conscientiously and honorably rep-
resented the interests of the United States. 

Above all, PAUL was a good friend, con-
fidante, and advisor to me. He was a fountain 
of wisdom and sage advice, and I deeply ap-
preciated his friendship and that of his wife 
Karen. My wife and I both enjoyed their com-
pany as we traveled together to NATO meet-
ings to represent the U.S. Karen and PAUL 
were particularly proud of their children, and 
often told us about their development and 
prowess. 

We will all miss PAUL, and express our con-
dolences to Karen and the children. He made 
an important mark on the history of our Nation 
and the world. Our country is the better for his 
participation in the Congress and the NATO 
Parliamentary Assembly. 

May God bless Karen, the children and all 
PAUL’s relatives, and give them comfort and 
strength during this time of sorrow. 

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
I rise to pay tribute to a great American and 
a member of this House. PAUL E. GILLMOR 
was a veteran, lawyer, businessman, and 
Member of Congress from Ohio. 

Congressman GILLMOR, who died on 
Wednesday, September 5, 2007, was a re-
spected member of this body and respected 
by all who knew him. He was actually a legis-
lator’s legislator. He was known often to put 
aside partisan politics and reach across the 
aisle to legislate in a bipartisan manner for the 
best interests of the American people. 

In 1961 he received a bachelor of arts de-
gree from Ohio Wesleyan University. Although 
he was a lifelong Buckeye, PAUL GILLMOR re-
ceived a law degree from the University of 
Michigan Law School. From 1965 to 1996, he 
served his country in the U.S. Air Force as a 
judge advocate, attaining the rank of captain. 
He married Karen Lako, who also served in 
the Ohio Senate, in 1983. He had 5 children: 
Daughters Linda and Julie and sons Paul and 
twins Adam and Connor. 

Before he came to Capitol Hill in 1988, he 
spent 22 years in the Ohio statehouse where 
he became the senate president for three 
terms. He got to know the people, because 
half of this work is getting to know the people. 
His presence will be greatly missed and we all 
mourn his loss and extend our sincerest con-
dolences to his family and friends. 

More interested in policy than in seeking the 
limelight, PAUL GILLMOR focused his time here 
in the House squarely on the needs of his 
constituents. On the Energy and Commerce 
Committee, he was deeply involved in con-
sumer issues, including protecting consumers 
from unfair credit report practices. He also 
worked to preserve our history by supporting 
and improving sites honoring our Nation’s 
Presidents. 
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PAUL GILLMOR was unanimously elected in 

2006 by representatives of the 26 NATO 
countries to serve as Vice President of the 
NATO Parliamentary Assembly. As vice presi-
dent of the NATO Parliamentary Assembly, 
Congressman GILLMOR was the highest rank-
ing American in this highly esteemed inter-
national organization. 

Most recently, Ohio has been plagued by 
scandals arising from predatory lending, and 
Representative GILLMOR was a leader in trying 
to help families and communities that had 
been subject to predatory lending, pulling to-
gether the Ohio delegation to identify ways we 
can impact our neighborhoods and support 
laws that could impact families that had been 
subject to predatory lending. 

Mr. Speaker, a dear colleague has fallen but 
he will not be forgotten. We are all saddened 
by our loss but we are happy to have served 
with him. Our prayers and condolences go out 
to his widow Karen, his 5 children, and to 
thousands of his friends around the Nation. He 
touched so many lives during his career in 
politics, and he will truly be missed by me and 
the American people. 

Mr. REGULA. Mr. Speaker, I have no 
further requests for time, and I yield 
back the balance of our time. 

Mrs. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I 
have no further requests and join with 
my colleagues issuing condolences to 
the Gillmor family, and I yield back 
the balance of my time as well. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, the previous question is or-
dered on the resolution. 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the resolution. 
The resolution was agreed to. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 
f 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. REGULA. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days in which to 
revise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on H. Res. 
632. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Ohio? 

There was no objection. 
f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
clause 5(d) of rule XX, the Chair an-
nounces to the House that, in light of 
the passing of the gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. GILLMOR), the whole number of 
the House is 433. 

f 

b 1645 

COMMUNICATION FROM STAFF 
MEMBER OF THE HONORABLE 
JOHN T. DOOLITTLE, MEMBER 
OF CONGRESS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
ELLSWORTH) laid before the House the 

following communication from Alisha 
Perkins, Scheduler/Office Manager, Of-
fice of the Honorable JOHN T. DOO-
LITTLE, Member of Congress: 

OFFICE OF JOHN T. DOOLITTLE, 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 

Washington, DC, September 4, 2007. 
Hon. NANCY PELOSI, 
Speaker, House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR MADAM SPEAKER: This is to formally 
notify you pursuant to Rule VIII of the Rules 
of the House of Representatives that I have 
been served with a grand jury subpoena for 
testimony issued by the U.S. District Court 
for the District of Columbia. 

After consulting with my attorney, I will 
make the determinations required by Rule 
VIII. 

Sincerely, 
ALISHA PERKINS, 

Scheduler/Office Manager. 

f 

HONORING PRIVATE FIRST CLASS 
OMAR E. TORRES 

(Mr. LIPINSKI asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. LIPINSKI. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to honor and pay tribute to Pri-
vate First Class Omar E. Torres, a cou-
rageous young soldier who died in Iraq 
on August 22. 

Omar Torres grew up on Chicago’s 
southwest side and played football at 
De La Salle High School. After grad-
uating in 2005, Torres received a full 
ride scholarship to attend The Ohio 
State University. 

During his freshman year at OSU, 
Torres followed his strong desire to 
serve his country and joined the U.S. 
Army Reserves. This decision led to his 
activation during his sophomore year, 
and in May of 2007, Torres was deployed 
to Iraq as part of the 2nd Battalion, 5th 
Cavalry Regiment, 1st Brigade Combat 
Team, 1st Cavalry Division, Fort Hood, 
Texas. 

Although his mission was hazardous, 
Private Torres bravely and honorably 
carried out his duties. Sadly on August 
22, PFC Torres was killed by an IED 
while patrolling Baghdad. He was only 
20 years old. 

Aside from his military service to 
our Nation, Omar Torres was inter-
ested in politics and had a strong de-
sire to work for positive change in our 
country. While attending his wake last 
month, I was moved by the large num-
ber of lives PFC Torres had touched. 

Today, I ask my colleagues to join 
me in mourning the loss of Private 
First Class Omar E. Torres. We will 
never forget his sacrifice and are for-
ever indebted to him, as well as to all 
our soldiers. Our thoughts, prayers and 
deepest sympathies are with the Torres 
family and friends in this difficult 
time. 

f 

SPECIAL ORDERS 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 

the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-

uary 18, 2007, and under a previous 
order of the House, the following Mem-
bers will be recognized for 5 minutes 
each. 

f 

THE TIME IS NOW TO PLAN SAFE 
AND ORDERLY DEPARTURE 
FROM IRAQ 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 

previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts (Mr. 
MCGOVERN) is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, there 
is a great deal of spin coming from the 
White House on why America needs to 
stay the course in Iraq, and why we 
must keep the surge going on and on 
and on, on how victory is near if we 
simply escalate the number of troops 
we have in this region of Iraq or an-
other region of Iraq. 

Enough, Mr. Speaker, enough. It 
seems the President hasn’t read his 
own National Intelligence Estimate on 
Iraq. If he had, he would find a grim 
picture of the political and security re-
ality in Iraq, one quite different from 
his own. 

Let me read just a few conclusions 
from this August 23 report: 

One, the level of overall violence, in-
cluding attacks on and casualties 
among civilians, remains high; Iraq’s 
sectarian groups remain unreconciled; 
al Qaeda in Iraq retains the ability to 
conduct high-profile attacks; and to 
date, Iraqi political leaders remain un-
able to govern effectively. 

Two, population displacement result-
ing from sectarian violence continues, 
imposing burdens on provincial govern-
ments and some neighboring states and 
increasing the danger of destabilizing 
influences spreading across Iraq’s bor-
ders over the next 6 to 12 months. 

Three, broadly accepted political 
compromises required for sustained se-
curity, long-term political progress and 
economic development are unlikely to 
emerge unless there is a fundamental 
shift in the factors driving Iraqi polit-
ical and security developments. 

Mr. Speaker, just the first few pages 
of the NIE on Iraq should concern ev-
eryone. Also on the President’s reading 
list should be the August 30 draft GAO 
report on Iraq, which also paints a very 
pessimistic picture of Iraq. It con-
cludes that Iraq has failed to meet all 
but three of the 18 required bench-
marks for political and military 
progress. Rather than embrace these 
nonpartisan findings, the White House 
has actually denounced the GAO report 
for holding Iraq to too high a set of 
standards. 

Mr. Speaker, while the White House 
speaks of how violence has been re-
duced in Baghdad, it ignores how the 
number of Iraqi civilian deaths across 
the country rose by about 20 percent in 
July. This is not the time to paint rosy 
scenarios and declare victory is at 
hand if only Congress coughs up an-
other $200 billion to cover the costs of 
the war over the next few months. 
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Mr. Speaker, the President and we in 

Congress must face the facts. We need 
a plan on how to leave Iraq in a safe 
and orderly manner in 2008. We need 
the President to meet with congres-
sional leaders and map out a concrete 
plan for how to draw down our forces 
and leave Iraq over the next 9 to 12 
months. It can be done, and it must be 
done. 

We can redeploy troops to Kuwait in 
the surrounding region. We can safe-
guard the Kurdish north. We can rede-
ploy troops to Afghanistan. And we can 
bring troops home to their families, 
friends and communities. We need the 
Pentagon to provide a realistic plan for 
withdrawal, one that is logistically 
sound and can be achieved over the 
next year. 

President Bush, with great fanfare, 
recently invoked the Vietnam analogy 
to support our continued escalation in 
Iraq. If anything, Vietnam and Iraq 
prove that wars are a lot easier to get 
into than out of. If we want to avoid 
the haste, confusion and humiliation of 
our final departure from Vietnam, a 
withdrawal that occurred almost en-
tirely without planning and hurt U.S. 
military prestige more than any other 
single action, then we must plan now 
for our departure from Iraq. If we fail 
to plan and control the safe and or-
derly withdrawal of our forces, then we 
will surely fail our troops once again, 
holding them hostage to events on the 
ground beyond their control. 

The administration lacked a plan for 
what to do in Iraq the day after the fall 
of Saddam Hussein. We must not re-
peat that mistake when it comes to the 
welfare and the safety of our troops as 
they leave Iraq. 

For far too long, Congress failed to 
live up to its responsibilities. We must 
not continue to send blank checks to 
the White House. 

Mr. Speaker, this House should not 
consider the President’s supplemental 
request until we come to an agreement 
with him on how to bring our troops 
home in a safe, orderly and timely way. 

Let me be clear. This means we 
should not consider on the floor of this 
House any additional funding for this 
war until we have a plan to end it. 

As The New York Times stated last 
Friday, ‘‘In Vietnam, like Iraq, Amer-
ican Presidents and military leaders 
went to great lengths to pretend that 
victory was at hand when nothing 
could be further from the truth.’’ 

We don’t need more spin, Mr. Speak-
er. What we need is a plan to end the 
war in Iraq, and we need it now. 

f 

REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF 
H.R. 2786, NATIVE AMERICAN 
HOUSING ASSISTANCE AND 
SELF-DETERMINATION REAU-
THORIZATION ACT OF 2007 
Mr. McGOVERN, from the Com-

mittee on Rules, submitted a privi-

leged report (Rept. No. 110–316) on the 
resolution (H. Res. 633) providing for 
consideration of the bill (H.R. 2786) to 
reauthorize the programs for housing 
assistance for Native Americans, which 
was referred to the House Calendar and 
ordered to be printed. 

f 

CALDERON’S COLONY 

(Mr. POE asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. POE. Mr. Speaker, ‘‘Wherever 
there is a Mexican, there is Mexico. 
Mexico does not end at our borders.’’ 
To the roar of a standing ovation, the 
arrogant saber-rattling words are from 
Mexico’s President Calderon in his first 
state of the union message. 

It seems clear to me that these ag-
gressive words are a renewed call by 
Mexico to colonize the United States. 
Does El Presidente Calderon claim that 
the southwest United States is really 
part of Mexico since many illegals have 
colonized that area? Sounds like it to 
me. 

Is Leader Calderon calling for a con-
tinued stealth invasion into the United 
States by its citizens? Sounds like it to 
me. 

Does clever calculating Calderon 
want the United States to become a 
union with Mexico? Time will tell. 

Meanwhile, I wonder if anyone in 
charge of protecting our homeland is 
aware of and disturbed by these indig-
nant words. In the history of nations, 
it appears that when one country in-
vades, colonizes, infiltrates or occupies 
another without permission, the in-
vaded country either resists invasion 
at the border or just loses its existence. 
Time will tell what the United States 
will do. 

And that’s just the way it is. 
f 

ARMY SPECIALIST KAMISHA 
BLOCK—DAUGHTER OF TEXAS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. POE) is recog-
nized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. POE. Mr. Speaker, small towns 
and rural America are historically no-
table and courageous for sending their 
young sons and daughters off to fight 
the wars of America. When volunteers 
are called for duty, it is these close, 
small communities that seem to al-
ways answer America’s call to arms. 
When one of their number is killed in 
war, the entire community is emotion-
ally affected. 

In southeast Texas, the small town of 
Vidor has lost one of its daughters of 
democracy. Army Specialist Kamisha 
Block was killed in Baghdad August 16, 
2007, in the hot war for Iraq. 

Kamisha Block became the first fe-
male from southeast Texas to die in 
this war. She enlisted in 2005 at the age 
of 18 in the United States Army. 

Mr. Speaker, Kamisha volunteered 
for the Army when this country was at 
war, and she probably expected to be 
sent to the desert of the gun and the 
valley of the sun. She joined the Army 
right out of high school. Specialist 
Block was a military police officer, and 
eventually wanted to be in law enforce-
ment with a career in the FBI or the 
CIA. 

She was assigned to the 401st Mili-
tary Police Company, 720th Military 
Police Battalion and 89th Military Po-
lice Brigade out of Fort Hood, Texas. 

Kamisha and her best friend, Amanda 
Buck, grew up together. As Amanda 
says, we rode the school bus together 
from kindergarten all the way up 
through high school. Amanda said 
Kamisha knew where she was headed in 
life, had a big heart and genuinely 
wanted to help people. 

Specialist Block’s death hit her fam-
ily hard, and the whole community 
mourns for her. Her loss has not gone 
unnoticed. Let me explain. 

Local newspapers, the Examiner and 
the Beaumont Enterprise, carried nu-
merous front-page stories about Block 
and her life. In this small town of 
Vidor, Texas, almost every business 
had posted a message for Block and 
words of support for her family on 
signs and placards. 

When Specialist Block was returned 
to Texas draped in the cloth of the red, 
white and blue, the funeral procession 
traveled through rural areas and small 
towns. The Patriot Guard led the pro-
cession with their 75 motorcycles, 
many carrying large American flags. 
Next were the numerous police vehicles 
from the nearby communities. 

As the funeral proceeded, hundreds of 
teary-eyed people lined the streets of 
Beaumont, Texas and Vidor, Texas, re-
moving their hats, placing their hands 
over their hearts, and waving Amer-
ican flags. Cars even pulled off the road 
and drivers stood out of their vehicles 
to pay honor and respect to this war-
rior. People came out of their homes 
and stood on their porches in honor of 
the dead. 

According to a local paper, The Ex-
aminer, Jamie Reynolds, a friend and 
coworker of Block’s at the Waffle 
House in Vidor, said, ‘‘It was so amaz-
ing. I had chills all up and down my 
arms. It was overwhelming.’’ 

Mr. Speaker, showing silent respect 
and tribute is what people do in south-
east Texas when one of their kids is 
killed in war. 

People who knew Block from the 
Waffle House said that she was always 
happy with her bright eyes and endear-
ing smile as she served waffles, eggs, 
and grits and a happy spirit. 

While Jerry and Jane Block, the par-
ents of Kamisha, mourn the death and 
absence of their daughter, America 
owes them our gratitude and our patri-
otic appreciation. 

Specialist Kamisha Block while serv-
ing in Korea and Iraq was awarded sev-
eral commendations. She was awarded 
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the National Defense Service Medal, 
the Korean Defense Service Medal, the 
Global War on Terrorism Service 
Medal, the Army Service Ribbon, the 
Good Conduct Medal, Operation Iraqi 
Freedom Service Ribbon, and the 
Bronze Star. 

Here is a photograph of Kamisha 
Block, not yet 21 years of age. She died 
at the age of 20. It has been said ‘‘that 
how we yet live will echo throughout 
eternity.’’ 

Specialist Block showed in a mere 20 
years the example of compassion, duty, 
determination, love of country, and 
love of God that will echo in her small 
town of Texas throughout eternity. 

Rare breed these women warriors 
who go to war for the rest of us. 

And that’s just the way it is. 
f 

b 1700 

HONORING CORPORAL PHILLIP J. 
BRODNICK 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. LIPINSKI) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. LIPINSKI. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to honor and pay tribute to Cor-
poral Phillip J. Brodnick, a courageous 
young soldier who died in Iraq on Au-
gust 22, 2007. As we mourn his loss, we 
use this time to honor his life and ex-
press our gratitude for his dedicated 
service. 

Phillip Brodnick was born in 
Mokena, Illinois, and lived in Burbank 
until he was 8. He then moved to 
Frankfurt, Illinois and graduated in 
2000 from Lincoln-Way High School. 
After graduation, Brodnick’s desire to 
serve his country led him to enlist in 
the Army, and he soon served a 2-year 
tour of duty in Kosovo before being dis-
charged in 2002. 

However, the country’s need and 
Brodnick’s desire to serve led him to 
re-enlist in the Army in 2005. 

In August of 2006, Brodnick was de-
ployed to Iraq as part of the 2nd Bat-
talion, 35th Infantry Regiment, 25th In-
fantry Division based out of Schofield 
Barracks, Hawaii. His excellent serv-
ice, leadership and ability were soon 
recognized, leading to a recent pro-
motion to the rank of corporal. 

Although initially scheduled to re-
turn home in June, Corporal Brodnick 
dutifully accepted a 4-month tour ex-
tension in Iraq. Tragically, on August 
22, Corporal Brodnick and 13 other sol-
diers were killed when the Black Hawk 
helicopter they were on crashed. He 
was only 25 years old. 

Aside from his military service to 
our Nation, Corporal Brodnick is re-
membered as patriotic and as a great 
friend and also as an animal lover who 
always looked out for his family. He 
aspired to one day follow in his father’s 
footsteps and become a police officer. 

While attending his wake last week, I 
was moved by the large number of lives 

that Corporal Brodnick had touched in 
his 25 short years. Today I ask my col-
leagues to join me in mourning the loss 
of Corporal Phillip J. Brodnick. We 
will never forget his sacrifice and are 
forever indebted to him, as well as all 
of our soldiers who have died for mak-
ing the ultimate sacrifice for our coun-
try. Our thoughts, prayers and deepest 
sympathies are with Corporal 
Brodnick’s family and friends in this 
difficult time. 

f 

NO CHILD LEFT BEHIND 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from New Jersey (Mr. GARRETT) 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. GARRETT of New Jersey. Mr. 
Speaker, this House will soon be con-
sidering a reauthorization of No Child 
Left Behind. Now, when President Bush 
signed No Child Left Behind into law 5 
years ago, the theory went that schools 
would raise their standards and strive 
to make improvements and that this 
would then eventually trickle down 
and assist all, even the underper-
forming students that needed the help 
the most. Now as we now reconsider 
this reauthorization of this bill, I sub-
mit that many of these changes 
brought on by this bill have had tre-
mendous burdensome unintended con-
sequences. 

See, instead of giving local school 
districts the flexibility to develop their 
own curriculum, they are instead ham-
pered by the NCLB’s testing require-
ments and must tailor their classes 
now around these tests. Instead of 
schools setting their standards high in 
an aggressive drive towards excellence, 
we have seen just the opposite. In order 
to maintain their Federal funding, the 
States are now setting their standards 
low. In essence, it’s a race to the bot-
tom, if you will, as far as standards in 
this country. And instead of allowing 
our educators to focus on education, 
NCLB has instituted some absurd regu-
latory burdens on the States. 

According to the GAO, 41 percent of 
the financial support and staffing of 
State education agencies was a product 
of Federal dollars and regulations. In 
other words, this means that the Fed-
eral Government was the cause of 41 
percent of the administrative burden at 
the State level, despite the fact that 
the Federal Government only sends 7 
percent of overall education funding in 
this country. 

Also, according to the GAO, the test-
ing requirements of NCLB alone will 
cost States around $1.9 billion between 
2002 and 2008 and spend up towards 6.6 
million hours to administer all the pa-
perwork that comes with it as well. 

Now, I recently held a town hall 
meeting on NCLB. Every person that 
came to that meeting, showed up, had 
something negative to say about the 
administrative burdens in NCLB. At 

one point during the meeting I asked 
how many people had contact and met 
with either their local principal or 
their local school board about some of 
these problems. Just about every hand 
in the room went up. 

So then I said, Well, how many peo-
ple here in the room went and talked 
to somebody down at the New Jersey 
capital, the New Jersey Department of 
Education? About half the people 
raised their hand. 

I said finally, Well, how many people 
went to Washington and took the time 
out to go and visit somebody with the 
U.S. Department of Education? Only 
one person raised their hand. 

You see, my point in this is, by insti-
tuting these requirements for NCLB in 
Washington, we are moving account-
ability for education farther and far-
ther away from where it belongs: par-
ents, students, educators at the local 
level. 

In addition to this, the regulations 
NCLB places on schools often attempts 
to fix problems that really don’t exist. 

One of the schools in my district con-
sistently was cited in publications as 
one of the top performing schools in 
the State, but it was placed, because of 
NCLB, on its watch list 2 years after 
NCLB was instituted. Now, notice, this 
was not an underperforming school. 
Every year nearly 100 percent of the 
kids graduated. Most went on to col-
lege. The average combined scores of 
SATs was 1100; 14 AP programs were of-
fered at the school. This was a great 
school. But instead, NCLB found it 
underperforming. And because of this, 
now the teachers and administrators at 
this school have to turn their attention 
away from what they were doing, 
which was running an excellent school 
and now focus on the paperwork and 
the burdensome accountability re-
quirements of NCLB. So less good edu-
cation is coming about because of this. 

Now, let me be clear. I share, along 
with all my colleagues from both sides 
of aisle in Congress here, the ultimate 
goal of providing a high quality edu-
cation for every child in America. This 
year I introduced legislation that 
would allow a State then to opt out of 
the majority of the requirements of 
NCLB, but, at the same time, would 
allow that State to keep their edu-
cation funding through a refundable 
tax credit. 

My bill is H.R. 3177. I call it the 
LEARN Act. That stands for Local 
Education Authority Return Now. It 
gives the States the ability to opt out 
of NCLB and provides residents of 
those States a State tax credit equal to 
the amount of money that otherwise 
would have gone to Washington and 
then come back to their State for Fed-
eral funding. What it does is give con-
trol back to the States, allow them, 
the States, the parents, the school 
boards, the option to pursue local and 
State educational initiatives based on 
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what they know is best for their kids. 
It allows the States and local school 
districts to set their own standards, en-
force their own penalties for failure, 
and establish their own goals for their 
teachers and their students. With my 
bill, education accountability is trans-
ferred from DC bureaucrats back to the 
people who know the schools and the 
students personally. 

See, under my proposal, States that 
feel that the regulation of NCLB is 
both necessary and beneficial to con-
tinue on, well, they can stay in the sys-
tem. If they need Washington bureau-
crats in their State to tell them what 
to do, well, they can stay in NCLB. 

However, if the State’s residents feel 
that the responsibility for educating 
their children is best left in the hands 
of the State, then this legislation will 
empower them to do so and keep the 
funding in place that the States rely 
on. 

f 

ANNIVERSARY OF SEPTEMBER 11, 
2001 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from New York (Mrs. MCCAR-
THY) is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mrs. MCCARTHY of New York. Mr. 
Speaker, next week we’ll be cele-
brating the 6th anniversary of the ter-
rible attacks that happened on Sep-
tember 11 in New York, here in the 
Washington area, the Pentagon and in 
Pennsylvania. 

While we remember those that we 
lost, I hope that we also reflect on how 
our Nation, and especially this Con-
gress, came together during the weeks 
and months that followed that terrible, 
terrible day. 

Following 9/11, we, as Americans, 
demonstrated the best of all of us. 
Thousands volunteered to help with 
the rescue and recovery efforts on 
Ground Zero. Scores more donated 
money, gave blood, took time to help 
people that they didn’t even know. Mil-
lions prayed for the families of those 
that lost loved ones. It was a remark-
able time. People from all walks of life 
stood together with a renewed sense of 
purpose and compassion. 

While we remember those we lost on 
this anniversary of September 11, let’s 
also remember how we came together 
to help get America through perhaps 
the most difficult time in our history. 
Let’s remember the firefighters, the 
police officers, the union workers who 
risked their lives to save others. Let’s 
remember the families who lost loved 
ones on 9/11, who became advocates for 
commonsense laws down here in Wash-
ington that would prevent another 
tragedy from happening. These coura-
geous men and women worked tire-
lessly so that other families wouldn’t 
experience what they went through. 

As each year passes, the needs of 
those affected by 9/11 change. We work 

with a number of families back on 
Long Island in my district, especially 
the children, that still need mental 
health care. We need to improve the 
health care for the recovery workers 
who put their lives on the line and are 
now suffering from illnesses. And local 
residents, it is still paramount in our 
minds to make sure that they stay 
healthy. 

The long-term mental health of fami-
lies and children who lost loved ones 
maintains its high importance. Most 
people will remember it as being post- 
traumatic syndrome. One never knows 
when those flashes of that day come 
back. Sometimes it takes years and 
years for the treatment to take hold. 

The Fourth Congressional District, I 
want to salute such groups as the 
South Nassau Communities Hospital 
and the World Trade Center Family 
Center that have been working hard to 
address the mental health needs of the 
children affected by 9/11 and have made 
great progress in helping them cope 
with this horrible tragedy. 

In my office, I have a painting that 
was done several years ago by a young 
child on how they saw the world. And 
through therapy, you can now see the 
paintings have improved with the sun 
shining, meaning the young child is 
getting on with their life. Their work 
is equally as important as the search 
and recovery efforts following the at-
tacks, and I commend them for it. 

On September 11, 2001, our hearts 
were broken, but our spirits grew 
stronger. On September 11, 2007, I can 
think of no better memorial to those 
we lost on 9/11 than making their chil-
dren and grandchildren’s world a better 
place. 

Some will say time has passed and 
it’s time to move on with their lives. I 
have worked with many of those 9/11 
families, and they have moved on with 
their lives. But again, through every 
great tragedy one never knows when 
you’ll break down and cry because you 
remember something. 

Every American remembers Sep-
tember 11, the year 2001. Every Amer-
ican knows where they were that day. 
Every American came together to 
make sure that those that needed help 
would have it. 

Mr. Speaker, I thank the American 
people for standing together. I thank 
those that lost their lives to save other 
lives and, hopefully, we will never for-
get those that made the great sac-
rifices who still need our help. Sep-
tember 11 will be in everybody’s minds 
forever in history. Let us not, here in 
this Congress, forget those that have 
survived but still need our help to get 
them through the illnesses they are 
facing. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO ROBERT RICCIARDI 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-

tleman from New York (Mr. FOSSELLA) 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. FOSSELLA. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to pay tribute and honor to Rob-
ert Ricciardi, a New York City fire-
fighter who’s retiring today after many 
years of service to the city of New 
York and to the people of New York. 

Robert is an exemplary model of 
what makes the Fire Department of 
New York the best Fire Department in 
the world. Like many other fire-
fighters, Robert spent a great deal of 
his free time volunteering throughout 
his community on Staten Island. He 
was an active member of his church 
and spent much time coaching youth 
sports. As a matter of fact, I bet to-
night Robert will be at the St. Claire’s 
gym for youth basketball tryouts. 

Robert has served New York City 
with distinction as one of New York’s 
bravest. Over the course of his career 
he’s helped save the lives of countless 
people, risking his own safety to pro-
tect others. Like his fellow firefighters 
and so many throughout the country, 
Robert rushed into burning buildings 
as others ran in the opposite direction 
with a singular mission, to save the 
lives of the people whose names he did 
not know, that he never met and might 
never see again. Robert understood 
that one of the most important con-
tributions we can make is to help oth-
ers in need. He’s dedicated his life to 
this principle, and he leaves behind a 
great legacy of service. 

Robert, like so many firefighters 
across Staten Island and the city also 
knew many who lost their lives on Sep-
tember 11, as the previous speaker just 
mentioned, and with that, he carries 
that with him throughout his life. 

We also know that Staten Island and 
all of New York are better off because 
of Robert’s dedication and decision to 
be one of New York City’s bravest. His 
service will be clearly missed, but we 
are fortunate that Robert will continue 
to be a positive force in our local com-
munity. We wish Robert and his wife, 
Dorine, along with their four children, 
Robert, Christian, Nicole and Gregory, 
the best of luck in their future, wher-
ever it may take them. 

I’m honored to call Robert a friend, 
and I’m delighted to have this oppor-
tunity to say thank you for all that 
you’ve done for New York City. 

Good luck, Robert. We wish you well. 

b 1715 

f 

THE NEW DEMOCRATIC CONGRESS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 18, 2007, the gentleman from Min-
nesota (Mr. WALZ) is recognized for 60 
minutes as the designee of the major-
ity leader. 

Mr. WALZ of Minnesota. Mr. Speak-
er, today marks the eighth month 
since my colleagues and I were given 
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the privilege to enter this sacred insti-
tution to represent our respective dis-
tricts across the country. The Demo-
cratic freshman class, one of the larg-
est in recent history, also came at an 
historic time in changing control of 
both houses of Congress and leading 
America in a new direction. 

Much has changed in eight months. 
Much has changed personally for each 
and every one of us. Eight months ago 
I stood in this very spot with my 2- 
month-old son, Gus, as we were sworn 
into this esteemed body. My 5-year-old 
was a kindergartner at the time. 

Well, now, 8 months later, Gus is 10 
months old, on the verge of walking; 
and that kindergartner is now an expe-
rienced first grader. 

Much has changed for us profes-
sionally. I had the opportunity last 
week to go back and address the school 
where I taught. Many of us came to 
this institution from many different 
walks of life. We were teachers. We 
were newspapermen. We were law en-
forcement officers. We were physicians. 
We were farmers. We were many dif-
ferent things. But each and every one 
of us came to this institution with a 
very sacred duty: to change the direc-
tion that America was going; to listen 
to the American public; and to make 
sure that this institution was once 
again judged on effectiveness, not ide-
ology. And this Congress has done just 
that. 

This Congress has changed the prior-
ities that have permeated Washington 
for the past 12 years. This new Con-
gress has changed things from some of 
the most historic funding for veterans 
to the most sweeping ethics reform, de-
scribed as some of the biggest changes 
since the Watergate era. 

We have much to be proud of and 
much work yet to do. The Democratic 
freshman class was given an oppor-
tunity to change the course and to 
change the debate. 

I had the opportunity to speak with 
some reporters asking what will the 
legacy be? What will this class have ac-
complished when all is said and done? 
And I think, in looking at this group of 
people and having the sense of pride 
that I have in serving with them, that 
the answer will not be known for many 
years. This class has thrown them-
selves into their work with such due 
diligence that I think the American 
people would be proud. We passed legis-
lation not just on a Democratic agenda 
but on a bipartisan agenda. 

We knew, each and every one of us 
that got here, that we did not come to 
this institution with an ideological 
mandate. We knew that the American 
people, when they were speaking last 
November, were not saying that they 
were enamored with just Democratic 
ideology. They were enamored with the 
speaking about changing the direction 
of the country, providing a new direc-
tion, providing ethics that actually 

work. Providing funding for our vet-
erans, funding for our children, and 
taking this country in a new direction 
in the war on terror and what was hap-
pening in Iraq. 

And I am proud to stand here today 
with my colleagues, and we are going 
to spend a little bit of time high-
lighting those achievements, and it is 
one that all American people should be 
proud of. 

This Congress can do nothing with 
just one party. This Congress can do 
nothing with just ideology. When this 
Congress works together, things get 
done that would amaze the American 
people. 

I, coming from Minnesota, have wit-
nessed two of the biggest disasters that 
my State has ever witnessed. Back on 
August 1, the collapse of the I–35W 
bridge, to see a major interstate, eight- 
lane highway, crash into the Mis-
sissippi River. We lost seven people 
with a hundred injured. That tragedy 
and the response to it illustrates what 
can be the best in America. 

Within 60 hours, the House of Rep-
resentatives and the Senate had passed 
legislation to rebuild that bridge. It 
went to the President’s desk within 72 
hours, was passed, and the money is al-
ready flowing to the State of Min-
nesota to correct that. 

Last week on August 19, we saw some 
of the most massive flooding in my dis-
trict that had ever been witnessed, 17- 
plus inches of rain in a 24-hour period. 
We had seven deaths and thousands of 
homes washed out. The response was 
quick. It was bipartisan. It was profes-
sional. And it is one that the American 
people should expect, not hope for. 

While the rains were still falling, I 
toured the area in the first few hours 
with the Republican Governor of Min-
nesota. The following day I toured with 
the Republican Senator and a Demo-
cratic Senator, and we held a news con-
ference together with the Republican 
Governor. On Tuesday, President Bush 
was in Minnesota saying he would do 
everything he could to support us. On 
Wednesday, the Governor asked for a 
declaration, a disaster declaration, and 
on Thursday the President approved it. 
By the weekend FEMA was on the 
ground and people were rebuilding 
their lives. 

That is what the American people 
should expect out of government: it is 
effectiveness; not its ideology; its bi-
partisanship, and it can be judged on 
what we do for the American public. 

Those things have happened. They 
have happened across the board. They 
have happened in great numbers. And 
it is a message that I think the Amer-
ican people should be proud of. 

As I said, much has changed. Much 
has changed for me personally. This is 
the first year I didn’t start a school 
year teaching in a classroom. But I 
said many of those years, those 20 
years in the classroom, taught me 

something about the next generation of 
Americans. They are optimistic. They 
believe that the best days are yet to 
come. They have a vision that can ex-
tend beyond the next election into the 
next generation. Our young people un-
derstand this. The American people un-
derstand this. 

My colleagues are here not out of 
anything great that they personally 
did, but they are here and this change 
is happening because of the greatness 
of the American public. The American 
public and the system knew it needed 
to self-correct itself. It needed to bring 
change to this institution, and that 
change is happening. 

So for the next few minutes, we are 
going to discuss some of those. I am 
privileged to be joined by my colleague 
from Kentucky, another one of the 
freshmen that came here that sprung 
up from this greatness of the American 
public and brought a message of 
change, of optimism, of prosperity that 
all of us can benefit from. 

With that, I yield to my colleague 
from Kentucky (Mr. YARMUTH). 

Mr. YARMUTH. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
my colleague from Minnesota for yield-
ing. And I want to join many of us in 
expressing my great empathy for him 
and the residents of his State who have 
gone through so much recently. And we 
all, I think, not only empathize but 
sympathize with what the people of 
Minnesota have had to go through, and 
I know we all stand ready to help in 
any way that we can. 

But my colleague is right, Mr. Speak-
er. When we all came to this body last 
year right after being elected and we 
all met for our orientation and, as 
freshmen, we met for the first time and 
started comparing notes, it was clear 
that we all came with pretty similar 
mandates. We were sent by our people 
to change what was going on in this 
country. We were sent by the people of 
this country to deal with energy prob-
lems. We were sent by the people of 
this country to deal with a dysfunc-
tional health care system. We were 
sent by the people of this country to 
deal with the income and wealth in-
equality that has put such a strain on 
the great working families of this 
country and has seen the wealthiest 
people in America have their wealth 
increased by leaps and bounds while, as 
the census report just mentioned last 
week, 95 percent of the people in this 
country have not seen their standard of 
living improve over the last 6 years. 

We were sent by the people of this 
country to do something about the 
education system, to make sure it not 
only leaves no child behind but moves 
every child forward; that we work with 
the most gifted kids and we work with 
the kids posing the greatest challenge; 
that each one of them will have the 
best that our teachers have to offer and 
have the greatest support system that 
we can provide for them. 
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And foremost of all these things, the 

people of America sent us to Congress 
with one overriding thought, and that 
was to change direction in Iraq. 

And it is very interesting because I 
know that the people on the other side, 
our colleagues in the Republican 
Party, want to try to spin our activi-
ties by saying, well, we haven’t really 
accomplished very much. Well, I think 
every one of us knows how hard we 
have worked over the last 8 months to 
accomplish the mission that the people 
of the United States sent us here for. 

We have dealt with minimum wage, 
increasing the minimum wage for the 
first time in 10 years. We have dealt 
with the energy situation. We tried to 
eliminate the great and unnecessary 
tax cuts that were given to the oil 
companies when they were making 
record profits. We dealt with health 
care, not just recently by trying to ex-
pand the Children’s Health Insurance 
Program to cover 5 million more Amer-
ican children, but also in trying to save 
money and make the system more effi-
cient by forcing the pharmaceutical 
companies to negotiate with Medicare 
in the Medicare part D program. 

In every area of our jurisdiction, we 
have tried to respond to the demands of 
the American people. We have listened 
to them. We are dealing right now with 
the revision of No Child Left Behind. 
The changes we are making in that 
program stem directly from what we 
have heard from the American people. 
We are listening. We are acting. We are 
moving. 

And so it is with not only a great 
deal of personal disgust but also with a 
sense of outrage that I listened to 
President Bush make a statement 
when he was halfway around the world 
in comparing this Congress, this body, 
with the Parliament in Iraq. And I 
know he likes to be cute and that is 
the way he is, but for him to stand 
halfway across the world before inter-
national cameras and international 
media and tout the fact that the Iraqi 
Parliament has passed 60 bills when, 
according to him, we haven’t passed 
that many in this session of Congress 
to me is an outrage. It’s not even fac-
tually correct. We have sent him 57 
bills; he signed 55. We have passed sev-
eral hundred bills in this House. 

But the most important thing is look 
at what he has done. Look at the ve-
toes he has threatened, the vetoes he 
has actually made. He has already 
threatened to veto 10 out of 12 appro-
priations bills we passed in this body. 
After the committees in this body, 
both parties working hand in hand, 
have dealt with these issues and the 
budgeting for months and months and 
months, he says arbitrarily, they 
weren’t my budgets, it wasn’t what I 
asked for and, therefore, I’m going to 
veto them. 

For him to criticize the United 
States Congress for not passing legisla-

tion is like the Vice President criti-
cizing his lawyer friend for getting in 
the way when he shot him. I mean, if 
anyone is more responsible for retard-
ing and obstructing the work of this 
body, it is the President of the United 
States and his party. And it happens 
day after day. It happens hour after 
hour. And the only reason it happens is 
because the Republican Party and the 
President of the United States have 
run out of initiatives. They have run 
out of ideas. They know the American 
people have rejected their agenda, and 
they are looking for a new direction, 
and they just simply don’t want to see 
us succeed. 

But that’s not what we’re here for. 
We’re here to continue working. We’re 
going to generate the type of grass-
roots support for what we’ve done. We 
know it’s out there. We’re listening to 
the people. They will be listening to 
what we’re doing, and they will force 
this Republican Party and this Presi-
dent to move in our direction. 

I am convinced that we are doing the 
right thing, that we are working, we 
are making progress for the American 
people. We will continue to do that 
under the great leadership we have in 
Speaker PELOSI and Majority Leader 
HOYER. And I know eventually the Re-
publican Party will come to their 
senses and they will begin to realize 
that the American people want us to 
act to solve the very demanding, the 
very challenging problems that face 
this country. We are about that task. 
That’s why we came here. That’s what 
we will continue to do as long as we are 
here. 

Mr. WALZ of Minnesota. Mr. Speak-
er, I thank the gentleman from Ken-
tucky. And he sums it up well. One of 
the things that the American public is 
most frustrated with is the idea of 
nothing happening or obstructionism. 
And I think some know that there is a 
difference between legislation and poli-
tics. But most people in America don’t 
want to deal with the political side of 
it. They want to see the effectiveness. 

And I should note 8 months ago on 
this day a couple of major changes 
were made that we were able to make. 
We have three branches of government, 
but the business that happened in this 
House for both sides of the aisle can be 
changed with rule changes. And on 
that first day we made some major rule 
changes that affect the American pub-
lic, to understand that rhetoric is not 
good enough, that action is what is de-
manded. 

The first thing that we did is we en-
acted PAYGO budgeting. No more 
blank checks. No more recklessly 
spending our children’s rightful inher-
itance to this country by putting in fis-
cal policies that are short-term, feel- 
good tax breaks for very few Ameri-
cans. PAYGO budgeting is exactly 
what the American people live by. It is 
how every middle-class American has 

to get by in their own life. And this 
House of Representatives finally put 
that in. By doing so, we will do some-
thing that the American people should 
expect to happen: We will balance the 
Federal budget by 2012. 
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But that’s not good enough. We have 
a $9 trillion deficit. The idea that this 
Congress has been able to tell people 
you can have something for nothing, 
you can give tax cuts to the wealthiest 
and underfund programs, what’s hap-
pened is this country is using the eq-
uity in our own country that belongs 
rightfully to our children and spending 
it now. Those days are over. PAYGO is 
a rule of this House and it will con-
tinue to be so as long as the Demo-
cratic Congress stays as it is. 

The other major change was one that 
the American people simply don’t un-
derstand. Many of us who came here 
didn’t understand it, and many of us 
were incredibly frustrated by it, how 
this sacred institution, the most im-
portant, deliberative legislative body, 
democratic institution the world has 
ever seen has an image problem when 
it comes to ethics. Every single Mem-
ber who walks through this door should 
be very, very cognizant of what this 
means to the American people. 

So the ethics changes that were 
taken up 8 months ago, I think the 
American public would probably be 
hard-pressed to even believe that it 
didn’t happen. The difference between 8 
months ago and today is simply this: 
Lobbyists will no longer be able to pro-
vide one penny in food, not one penny 
in gifts, and not one penny in travel to 
any Member of this body. Now, that’s a 
far sight from golf trips to Scotland 
and special interests that we had seen 
before. Those who think that the elec-
tion of last November made no dif-
ference, look no further than K Street 
to understand the changes that hap-
pened here. Ethics changes have been 
sweeping. 

Now, one of the things in standing 
here and talking about these things, I 
think there is a sense of frustration 
amongst many of us, the game seems 
to be coming from the other side of the 
aisle, is to delay and slow everything 
down and to drive the approval rating 
of this Congress as low as it can pos-
sibly go. None of us should be happy 
with the fact that when a Presidential 
approval rating is as low as this Presi-
dent’s is and a congressional approval 
rating is as low as this body is right 
now, that’s nothing to be proud of. And 
it’s nothing to point one finger at each 
side of the aisle. What we’re doing is 
we’re undermining the basic tenet of 
this great democracy. And for those 
who think that this is someplace else, 
it’s full of your neighbors, it’s full of 
the people you work with, it’s full of 
the teachers, the newspapermen, the 
law enforcement officers that you sent 
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here. It is incumbent upon this institu-
tion to get the ethics changes right. 

So we have passed some of the most 
sweeping ethics changes. And soon, 
maybe by the end of today, we will see 
the President sign in more of that; 
tightening up of not only the bans on 
gifts, but also making sure that bun-
dled contributions to campaigns are 
being shown, that we know who’s giv-
ing money, that we understand who is 
trying to look at and who is trying to 
influence decisions that are made in 
this House. 

Now, one of the things I would like to 
say is that, speaking of your own ac-
complishments, there is a saying in 
Minnesota, ‘‘Act and let others do the 
speaking for you.’’ I want to quote a 
few things that have come out of news-
papers basically over the last 30 days of 
all things that are happening here. We 
have a couple of things here. ‘‘Demo-
crats who control Congress headed into 
a summer recess having passed several 
high-profile bills, raising the minimum 
wage, bolstering U.S. security, expand-
ing children’s health care. Their top 
priority, ending the Iraq war, remains 
frustratingly unfulfilled. But the 
Democrats who took over in January 
were able to go home last month for a 
month-long break having won more 
support in the U.S. Senate and U.S. 
House of Representatives for bringing 
combat troops home by next year than 
any time before, marking a significant 
turnaround from last year.’’ Reuters of 
August 5 of this year. 

‘‘Some non-partisan observers agree, 
Democrats have reason to boast. Demo-
crats have had a good run legislatively 
over the past few weeks, and that does 
help them going into the recess,’’ said 
Larry Sabato, Director of the Center 
for Politics at the University of Vir-
ginia. 

‘‘Congressional Democrat majority 
made major strides towards imple-
menting its domestic agenda before 
going home. It will face hurdles when 
lawmakers return at summer’s end, 
President Bush being the main one. 
Farm bills, lobbying reform, energy, 
education, children’s health insurance, 
all advanced in the final 10 days, estab-
lishing House Speaker NANCY PELOSI as 
a major legislative player.’’ Wall 
Street Journal. 

‘‘Besides their success on increasing 
the minimum wage, ethics and lob-
bying, September 11 Commission rec-
ommendations, Democrats have moved 
forward with initiatives to expand 
health insurance for all of America’s 
children through the SCHIP program, a 
shift in U.S. energy policy away from 
reliance on foreign fossil fuels. They 
have helped focus the war debate on 
the question of when, not if, U.S. forces 
will be pulling out.’’ The Los Angeles 
Times. 

‘‘I have long been and continue to be 
an advocate of congressional oversight 
as a fundamental element of our sys-

tem of government. I also have pub-
licly expressed my belief that congres-
sional debate on Iraq has been con-
structive, appropriate and necessary.’’ 
That last one coming from Secretary of 
Defense, Robert Gates. 

This Congress is making changes. 
This Congress is listening to the Amer-
ican public. This Congress is taking 
what it can control in its own hands, 
like rules, and strengthening them, 
making sure that ethics reform is a top 
priority, making sure that people can 
once again walk in this building, see 
this American flag, understand the his-
tory that’s been written here, and trust 
the Members that have been here to do 
the duty of the American public. And 
in doing so, we have passed some of the 
most sweeping legislation. 

The first one I want to talk a little 
bit about is veterans issues. Now, in 
serving on the Veterans’ Affairs Com-
mittee, it’s something that, of course, 
is very near and dear to my heart, 
something that I can’t say that it’s a 
personal sense of pride, but it’s one of 
a personal sense of responsibility. The 
House historian notified me, after a 
week or two here in Congress, that as a 
retired command sergeant major in the 
Army National Guard, that I was the 
top ranking enlisted soldier to ever 
serve in Congress. Now, those Members 
familiar with the military understand 
that being an enlisted soldier brings a 
sense of responsibility of making sure 
troops are taken care of. 

So to sit on the Veterans’ Affairs 
Committee and watch the historic 
progress that has been made on vet-
erans issues, I think it’s interesting to 
keep a couple of facts in mind. In the 
77-year history that we’ve had a Vet-
erans Administration or the Veterans 
Affairs, in that 77-year history there 
has never been the infusion of re-
sources given to that administration as 
we’ve seen in the last 8 months. There 
is a group of veteran service organiza-
tions led by the Veterans of Foreign 
Wars, the Disabled American Veterans, 
the Paralyzed American Veterans, the 
American Legion, that each and every 
year for the last 22 years have put to-
gether what they call the independent 
budget. And this independent budget 
does something very simple. It takes a 
look at the needs of all American vet-
erans. It determines how many vet-
erans are going to need services, 
whether it be veterans health care, re- 
employment, educational benefits, and 
the gamut of resources that we provide 
our veterans for the service they do 
this country. They take that number 
and then they figure out the real dollar 
cost of providing exactly those serv-
ices, services that were promised, serv-
ices that were guaranteed to our vet-
erans when they signed up or were 
drafted to serve this Nation at times of 
peace and times of war. They take 
those two numbers and they put it in a 
budget and they send it to Congress. 

They say, you have X number of vet-
erans at X number of cost; therefore, 
you should budget X number of dollars. 
And for the past 21 years, Congress has 
failed to meet that. 

Congress has so blatantly under-
stated the need that the current ad-
ministration stated 3 years ago, when 
they made their budget, that their de-
termination was that we would see 
fewer veterans and the cost of veterans 
health care would go down. Most of us 
will take the bet that the sun will not 
rise tomorrow before that would hap-
pen. And guess what? It did not happen. 
So we were left, 2 years ago, with a 
nearly $2 billion shortfall in taking 
care of our veterans. And the decision 
came then, who doesn’t get care? Who 
do we turn away? And the answer was 
simply, turn away Priority 8 veterans. 
We will prioritize these veterans. 

Now, Priority 8 veterans, to the 
American public, that may not seem 
like too much, but a Priority 8 veteran 
is this. It’s someone in my district 
making $27,701 or more can be thrown 
off as a Priority 8. That can be a com-
bat veteran. That can be a veteran of 
our conflicts, our current conflicts, 
Vietnam, or World War II, determined 
mostly on the economic scale, not the 
need, the accessibility, not what was 
promised to them, not what the right 
thing to do was. But lo and behold, you 
knock off several million veterans, and 
look, we had a balanced budget. That’s 
not the way this Congress is going to 
deal with it. That is not the way this 
Congress is going to keep their respon-
sibilities. And in this budget, we in-
creased $3.6 million in veterans funding 
over the President’s request. 

When we passed that piece of legisla-
tion by, I believe, and I believe this is 
correct, I may be off by one or two, 409– 
2 was when this passed, and that piece 
of legislation was being threatened to 
be vetoed in that appropriations by 
this President. One of the 12 appropria-
tions bills which, by the way, for the 
first time in a decade, all 12 were done 
on time, all were done by the August 
recess. That, in addition to passing 
nine earlier this year that were not 
done from last year’s work. 

So for any American who listens to 
the rhetoric, who listens to people talk 
about nothing being done, the question 
would be, can they back that up with 
fact? We can back it up with fact. 

We’ve made some major changes on 
dealing with the current situation in 
Iraq and Afghanistan. The signature 
injuries of this war is the traumatic 
brain injuries and the concussive inju-
ries caused by improvised explosive de-
vices. They have become more sophisti-
cated over time in the damage that 
they’re doing. 

The care our soldiers are receiving on 
the battlefield is second to none. It is 
the best care that has ever been given 
in the history of warfare on this plan-
et. One of the problems with that is we 
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are sending soldiers home with horrible 
injuries, injuries that are going to be 
with them for a lifetime, that is going 
to take a lifetime of care. And what 
this Congress has done is we passed leg-
islation introducing new research dol-
lars, new research centers, five of 
them, to be placed around the country 
in conjunction with our VA hospitals 
that have our polytrauma centers, the 
ones that are dealing with these con-
cussive injuries. And we’re going to put 
the funding there, we’re going to put 
the research there, and it’s going to do 
something. It’s going to provide care 
not only to the soldiers, but it’s going 
to provide the necessary resources to 
the families that are going to have to 
adjust their entire lives to deal with 
the damage that has been done by 
these injuries. This is not something 
that these veterans and their families 
should feel lucky to have. It’s not 
something that they should have to 
come here, even though that’s exactly 
what happens, and lobby this Congress 
to do that. It’s what is the morally 
right thing to do. It is also the best 
way to show future generations of our 
young people who want to serve this 
country, who want to defend this coun-
try, that if they do so, we will be there 
every step of the way. 

What we’re seeing coming out of this 
conflict is post-traumatic stress dis-
order and suicide prevention. We 
passed H.R. 327, Joshua Omvig Vet-
erans Suicide Prevention Act. That is 
starting to get centers up and running. 
It’s starting to do more identification. 
We are now screening every single sol-
dier who returns from this conflict for 
traumatic brain injury and for post- 
traumatic stress disorder. 

We are changing the way that we 
welcome our soldiers home. We are 
changing the way that we treat them 
and we screen them and we bring they 
and their families into the process of 
making them whole again. 

We have the Rural Veterans 
Healthcare Improvement Act. One of 
the things we have a problem with, and 
this is one the American people should 
be incredibly frustrated with that I, as 
a veteran, was, our veterans who have 
to travel to VA centers to get health 
care are reimbursed at the 1978 rate of 
11 cents a mile. And I have a veteran, 
a first sergeant no less, who saw com-
bat duty in Korea. When he brought 
this up about a year ago to an official, 
he was simply told to get a more fuel- 
efficient automobile. Now, this Con-
gress has found fit to reimburse itself 
at 481⁄2 cents a mile. At some point, the 
American public should ask where is 
the hypocrisy in who we’re treating 
and who should receive the benefit. But 
those have changed. 

We also introduced legislation that 
changed the GI Bill. We have soldiers, 
in the units that I served with, in the 
34th Division who served the longest 
tour of duty in the war of Iraq of any 

unit in the U.S. military, 22 months. 
These are the same soldiers that, 14 
months previously, served a tour of 
duty in support of Operation Enduring 
Freedom, the war in Afghanistan. And 
the way the GI Bill is written, these 
soldiers have been gone for 4 years. 
Many of them signed up for a 6-year 
commitment. Their commitment is 
coming to an end, and at the same 
time, their benefits. They would have 
been able to use their GI Bill had they 
not been out fighting a war to defend 
America, had they not been doing what 
they were asked to do, and because of 
that they were losing their benefit. 
Previous Congresses took no action to 
correct that. This Congress did. That’s 
taking care of our veterans. That’s not 
only standing in front of them for 
photo opportunities, it’s standing be-
hind them. 

I am proud to say this new Congress 
puts its money where its mouth is. It 
truly supports our veterans. It under-
stands that it’s bipartisan. And this is 
a great accomplishment. 

At this point, I would like to yield a 
little time to my colleague from Ken-
tucky to talk about a few more initia-
tives. 

Mr. YARMUTH. I thank the gen-
tleman. 

I would like to follow up on some-
thing to which you alluded because I 
think it’s really important. This Con-
gress has not only taken on a lot of 
new initiatives and has tried to deal 
with substantial problems that face 
this country and our people, but it has 
also made up for a lot of lost ground 
and a lot of inactivity in prior Con-
gresses. And we hate to sound partisan 
around here, and I know the American 
people don’t want us to be partisan, 
they want us to work together, and I 
think we have tried to work together 
and to reach out, but the fact remains 
that over the last 6 years the Congress 
did not do a lot of the things that it 
was supposed to do. We’ve seen the im-
pact in a lot of ways. We’ve seen the 
impact on our budget, where we have 
increased the Federal debt, the na-
tional debt by $3 trillion, 50 percent 
over the last 6 years. That’s because 
the previous Congresses were not doing 
their fiscal accounting the right way. 

We’ve seen time after time, program 
after program, you mentioned vet-
erans. We also had situations with edu-
cation. We’ve had situations with 
health care where basic research that 
we were supposed to be funding has 
been cut. A lot of human services have 
been cut or zeroed out in past budgets. 
So we’ve not only had to take new ini-
tiatives, but we’ve had to make up for 
a lot of lost ground and programs that 
have affected a lot of Americans ad-
versely. So we’ve had a lot to do. 

And another area we’ve had a lot to 
do, and this is, again, something you 
alluded to, my colleague from Min-
nesota has alluded to, is that we’ve had 

to finally provide the accountability 
for many of the operations of govern-
ment which have basically gone unsu-
pervised for the last 6 years. We’ve seen 
it time after time after time. We’ve 
seen it in the reconstruction effort in 
Iraq. We’ve seen it in cases of fraud and 
abuse in the Medicare and Medicaid 
situations. We’ve seen it in the enforce-
ment of coal mine safety rules. We’ve 
seen it in environmental regulations. 
Across the entire spectrum of govern-
ment we have seen time after time 
where problems in the operation of 
government have basically gone unsu-
pervised and unaccounted for. 
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We have taken steps to do that. I 
hope that the American people all have 
the occasion, for instance, to read the 
new Rolling Stone where there is an ar-
ticle about all of the subcontracting, 
the private contracting in Iraq, and the 
billions and billions of dollars which 
have been lost or essentially stolen by 
fraudulent activities by contractors in 
no-bid contracts and in sweetheart con-
tracts given to friends of the adminis-
tration. Nobody was looking at these 
deals until this Congress decided to 
take action and look at them. And now 
we have tried to implement new con-
tracting laws and new supervision so 
that the taxpayers’ dollars are ac-
counted for. This is what the Congress 
is supposed to do. This is what we’re 
doing. 

Again, it comes to me as an incred-
ible affront for the President of the 
United States to stand halfway around 
the world and say to the world that 
this Congress is not doing what it 
should be doing and that it is not func-
tioning as effectively as the most dys-
functional parliament in the world, 
which is the Iraqi Parliament. I can’t 
imagine what the American people 
would say if Speaker PELOSI or my col-
league from Minnesota, or any one of 
our Members went to Australia or went 
to Iraq and compared President Bush 
unfavorably to Mr. Maliki. There 
would be an outcry unheard like any-
thing in this country. And yet the 
President does it in Australia and criti-
cizes this Congress. I hope the Amer-
ican people respond with the same de-
gree of outrage which I think they 
would, and probably justifiably, if we 
were out there comparing him to 
Prime Minister Maliki. 

I would like to expand on that a lit-
tle bit, just for the sake of having fun, 
since the President likes to be cute and 
have fun when he makes these state-
ments. Since he was so interested in 
the Iraqi Parliament, let’s talk about 
what the Iraqi Parliament has done 
with regard to some of the benchmarks 
that they were supposed to make 
progress on. We’re going to get a report 
from General Petraeus in a few days. 
But the Government Accountability 
Office has already given us a report on 
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the progress of the Iraqi Parliament, 
the one that Mr. Bush seems to appre-
ciate so much. 

One of the benchmarks, enacting and 
implementing legislation on de- 
Baathification, nothing done. Laws 
were drafted, not passed. Enacting and 
implementing legislation to ensure the 
equitable distribution of hydrocarbon 
resources of the people of Iraq, none 
being considered by the Parliament. 
Enacting and implementing legislation 
on procedures to form semiautonomous 
regions, that one they did enact a law. 
Enacting and implementing legislation 
establishing an Independent High Elec-
toral Commission, provincial elections 
law, provincial council authorities, and 
a date for provincial elections sup-
porting laws, not enacted. Enacting 
and implementing legislation address-
ing amnesty, no law drafted. Enacting 
and implementing legislation estab-
lishing a strong militia disarmament 
program to ensure that such security 
forces are accountable only to the cen-
tral government and loyal to the con-
stitution of Iraq, no laws drafted. 
Nothing done. 

So this is the great Iraqi Parliament 
that President Bush seems to appre-
ciate when he is standing halfway 
across the world. The fact of the mat-
ter is, this Congress has acted. It has 
acted in so many areas that I am so 
proud to speak of and that my col-
league has done such an excellent job 
of enumerating. But this Congress con-
tinues to work in education, in health 
care, in the environmental issues, and, 
yes, in Veterans Affairs, for the great 
heroes of our country to whom we 
made a critical promise when they de-
cided to give their service. We had 
made a promise to them, and we 
haven’t been keeping it. This Congress 
is going to make sure that we do keep 
it, even though prior Congresses and 
this administration is not. 

So again, I am very proud of the 
record that this Congress has assem-
bled over the last 8 months. I am, 
again, ashamed of the President of the 
United States for what he said in Aus-
tralia. But I hope he will come back. I 
hope he will realize that his legacy is 
going to depend, to a certain extent, on 
how he reaches out to us and deals with 
us over the next 15 months. 

The Constitution begins with article 
1, which vests the legislative authority 
in this country in this body, not in 
him. Now, he doesn’t seem to have read 
the Constitution. With 700 or so signing 
statements in which he said he is basi-
cally going to ignore what this Con-
gress does with executive orders, ve-
toes, and virtually every other par-
liamentary procedure or technical pro-
cedure he can use to invalidate the 
work of this Congress, I think basically 
he has a lot to answer for, both to the 
American people and to us. The Con-
stitution vests the legislative author-
ity in this body. We are doing our job. 
We will continue to do our job. 

I ask the President and the Repub-
licans on the other side of the aisle and 
in the other body to recognize that this 
is our job. We are the ones mentioned 
by article 1. We are mentioned first in 
the establishment of this government, 
and I think we will continue to act 
first in the interests of the American 
people. 

Mr. WALZ of Minnesota. The gentle-
man’s point, one of the things that is 
very well taken is that the genius of 
our system lies in the system of checks 
and balances, the oversight that should 
have been provided. Now, those of us 
who were expressing grave misgivings 
about the President’s plan to basically 
simply trust him that he had a plan for 
Iraq, to trust him that he had a plan on 
this, and any of us who spoke out and 
said, the responsibility for enacting 
foreign policy lies between the Con-
gress and the President, carrying out 
the military side of it will always be 
done with great professionalism. 

But as we ask the questions, what is 
the step beyond the military? What is 
the step for political gain in Iraq? 
What is the bigger picture, the geo-
political picture, of the Middle East? 
When we started asking those ques-
tions for 3 years prior to this Congress 
coming, we were told we were unpatri-
otic, that we were somehow under-
mining the troops. Forget that we 
funded them in terms of the VA and ev-
erything else at a historic level once 
we got here. We were told that. This 
oversight and this ability to check the 
executive branch is exactly what the 
American people are looking at. 

I stress it and say it again. I do not 
believe that the American public were 
enamored strictly with Democratic 
ideology. But I can tell you what they 
were disgusted with; the belief of the 
sense of righteousness that was coming 
that there could be no room for debate, 
there was no room to compromise, 
there was no room to listen to the ex-
perts, and there was no reason to back 
off and say, ‘‘Perhaps we were wrong.’’ 
That’s what we heard. That’s what we 
heard for 6 years from this administra-
tion. That’s what we heard with a Con-
gress that provided this President no 
reason to veto. None. Zero. Why should 
he? They were writing the legislation. 
The President has been using the word 
‘‘veto’’ in almost every sentence since 
we came here. That tells me the sys-
tem is working beautifully. That tells 
me that the system is providing those 
checks and balances. 

In this idea of oversight, there are a 
couple of important pieces of legisla-
tion that I would like to bring up and 
then talk about how bills are now 
being written here, how laws are being 
enacted, and how the rhetoric that gets 
to the American people is all based on 
spin and politics. It is not based on re-
ality. 

The first of these is the Rail Safety 
Act. We had a sense in this country 

over time, and it was fought for by our 
grandparents and by our great-grand-
parents, it was fought for by every gen-
eration, to provide safe working condi-
tions for our workers, to provide child 
labor laws, to provide good, safe ability 
of our people to make a living and re-
turn home to their families at the end 
of a hard day. The Rail Safety Act was 
to be authorized by Congress to oversee 
the operations of our railroads. Well, 
for the last 12 years, Congress has basi-
cally said, ‘‘We should just let the rail 
industry determine their own safety’’. 
That is pretty much how we did it with 
airlines prior to September 11. ‘‘They’ll 
provide it.’’ No thought that maybe the 
purpose of business is to provide re-
turns to their investors. No thought 
that maybe they would try and save a 
little money by cutting off safety at 
the expense of what might happen. So 
for 12 years, we have sat around and we 
have done nothing to reenact the Rail 
Safety Act. 

This year we have already held three 
hearings. There will be a reauthoriza-
tion of this. I have sat in those hear-
ings in the Transportation and Infra-
structure Committee and watched rail 
workers come up and talk about how 
many long hours they are being forced 
to work, how their grievance process is 
held up and never listened to, how we 
are simply running on borrowed time 
before we are going to see a major acci-
dent, and how we have seen the data 
that has shown we are no safer. I have 
listened to people from the railroads 
testify in front of our committee and 
tell me how safe it was and how the 
numbers are comparable to previous 
years. And I have to note, ‘‘but your 
numbers only went to October of last 
year. We had 3 more months that you 
didn’t include.’’ 

‘‘Oh, yeah, sorry about that.’’ 
That’s the type of thing that went 

on. The American public doesn’t expect 
us to take one side or another. They 
expect us to stand here, look at data, 
be fair, work with our colleagues 
across the aisle, hold firm to our con-
victions, disagree on issues, but do it 
agreeably, and come to a consensus 
that works. Don’t try to figure out 
what the talking point is. Don’t try 
and figure out how you can make the 
other side look bad. I spend a lot of 
time down here watching how much 
time goes in watching my colleagues 
make sure they say ‘‘Democrat’’ in-
stead of ‘‘Democratic.’’ If it weren’t so 
sad, it would be funny. But the problem 
is that’s one small area that is a much 
bigger problem, that it’s about the 
message, not about the effectiveness. 

The second one I want to talk about 
is a very important one. Maybe many 
Americans don’t know about it, but we 
have been waiting 8 years to get a re-
authorization of the Water Resources 
Development Act, the WRDA bill. The 
WRDA bill deals with everything from 
transportation, clean water, every-
thing in this country dealing with how 
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we work with one of our most precious 
natural resources, our lakes and rivers. 
In my State of Minnesota, one of the 
most important assets economically, 
environmentally and culturally is the 
Mississippi River. It is something that 
is so inherently ingrained in who we 
are as Americans and those States that 
are on that river that how we treat it 
and how we deal with it is critically 
important. Well, the locks and dams 
that make Minnesota a major shipper 
of our grain in the breadbasket of 
America are over 70 years old. They’re 
in decay. We need to invest in the up-
keep of these. That can only be done, 
the locks and dams on the upper Mis-
sissippi, through the Water Resources 
Development Act. We need to pass 
that. We need to move it forward so 
that our economic vision will extend to 
our children. 

For 8 years, nothing was done. Noth-
ing was invested in. And now, today, 
taking it one step further, I sat in a 
hearing in the Transportation and In-
frastructure Committee dealing with 
the state of the bridges in our country. 
Now, it’s obviously very timely. It has 
obviously been driven by the cata-
strophic and horrific collapse of the I– 
35W bridge in Minnesota. But when you 
see a map highlighting the thousands 
of structurally deficient bridges across 
this country, and I watch the adminis-
tration’s representatives say, ‘‘We’ve 
got plenty of money to take care of 
this. We don’t need to find a new rev-
enue source,’’ the aversion to speaking 
together and taking something off the 
table before we’ve had a chance to de-
bate it is absolutely something the 
American people will no longer tol-
erate. This Congress has said, ‘‘We need 
to figure out how to get these bridges 
funded.’’ If it is through a Federal gas 
tax, then let’s talk about it. And if it is 
through public-private partnerships, 
let’s talk about them. If it is through 
reprioritizing how we use the resources 
we have, let’s talk about them. 

But we don’t get that. What we get is 
slogans and radio ads talking about 
Democrats want to tax. Democrats 
don’t want to tax. Democrats just want 
a country that works. This new Con-
gress wants to have that discussion. We 
have sat here and watched bill after 
bill after bill go through subcommit-
tees, committees, the full House, and 
minutes before we are to vote on it, the 
other side brings up a motion to recom-
mit, which means a new piece of legis-
lation. Most of the time, I have already 
got it down pretty well, is this one im-
migration or is this one felons? Which 
one are they going to bring up? They 
bring these up so they can go to the 
American people and tell them, ‘‘They 
didn’t vote against giving benefits to 
illegal immigrants.’’ Well, one of the 
reasons we didn’t do that was because 
they’re not telling you the whole story. 
First is, it’s already illegal and it 
doesn’t happen. Secondly, the little 

part of the line that they don’t say is, 
it would totally gut the funding of the 
piece of legislation we put out there. 

That type of politics has the Amer-
ican public frustrated beyond all belief. 
Those two pieces of legislation, Rail 
Safety Act and the WRDA bill, should 
be absolutely nonpartisan. They should 
have maybe some philosophical dif-
ferences on how you administer that or 
possibly how you pay for it. But here 
was the solution we had: ‘‘Let’s not 
regulate it. Let’s not provide oversight. 
Let’s let the corporations themselves 
do so. That’s the best way to do that.’’ 

Well, the American public has re-
jected that. The American public has 
said, no. The American public says, 
We’re not against regulation. We’re 
against excessive regulation. 

b 1800 

We are against regulation that 
doesn’t make sense in terms of safety 
and the ability of our railroads to prof-
it. But somehow because we are asking 
for these pieces of legislation to go 
through, that we are not supportive of 
economic growth, is ludicrous, espe-
cially on the WRDA bill. 

Everybody agrees that the WRDA bill 
will be a major economic driver. It will 
put billions of dollars into the economy 
in terms of rebuilding and rehabili-
tating the locks and dams and other re-
sources, as well as speeding up the 
transportation time. The Mississippi 
River has such a bottleneck near St. 
Louis that we can barely move cargo 
through that. We have an aging infra-
structure, bridges that are unsafe, 
roads that are clogged. 

The solution from the administra-
tion, they are talking about congestion 
pricing. That means we will charge a 
higher toll on roads that are busy in 
order to force people off them. I guess 
they assume that some of us are just 
driving around in the mornings, not 
taking our kids to school, not going to 
work; that we just like driving and 
clogging the roads. So the best thing is 
those of us who can’t afford us, get us 
off the roads so those lanes will be nice 
and wide open for the people who can 
afford to pay to go down them. 

The American public said that is not 
a solution. Get something else and de-
bate it. That is what we are trying to 
do. 

Now I would like to take a minute to 
explain to you how I believe and what 
I have seen and what I was hoping 
when I left that high school classroom, 
when I came to this building, when I 
came to this sacred floor, how I was 
hoping legislation would work. I live in 
southern Minnesota. It is one of the 
most productive agricultural lands in 
the Nation; in the world, I should say. 

The county I live in is called Blue 
Earth County. People on the prairie 
are pretty literal. When they call 
towns Plainview, that is because that 
is what you see. When they called that 

county Blue Earth, that is because the 
soil there is so black and so rich that 
when the sun shines on it on the sum-
mer days, it literally looks blue. This 
is land that can produce 200 bushels an 
acre of corn. This is land that feeds the 
world. 

The farm bill is an important piece of 
legislation to that district but also 
across the country. The farm bill is a 
big piece of legislation that has his-
torically been very, very bipartisan. 
That is because 66 or so percent of the 
farm bill deals with nutrition pro-
grams; how we feed our children in 
schools, how we feed our seniors, how 
we feed those who are not fortunate 
enough or need to use food stamps or 
other programs. That is 66 percent of 
it. 

About 12 percent deals with the safe-
ty net that keeps our farmers in busi-
ness, that provides this country the 
cheapest, most abundant, safest form 
of food at the least expensive dispos-
able income of any nation in the world. 
That farm bill does that. It also pro-
vides things like rural development. It 
also provides conservation measures. 

Well, here is how the farm bill was 
written. When I got here to Congress 
and was placed on that committee, we 
were given the instructions by the 
chairman of that committee in Janu-
ary to spend the next 2 months going 
out and listening to everybody, holding 
sessions, holding hearings, soliciting 
information, doing whatever you could 
to let people start writing that farm 
bill, because here was the directive. 
The farm bill would be written by the 
people through the subcommittee, to 
the full committee, to the House of 
Representatives, and then we would get 
a piece of legislation that we could be 
truly proud of. 

So we did it. I went out and held 14 
listening sessions throughout my dis-
trict. It varied in attendance from 
maybe 50 to 150 people. It varied from 
teachers to social workers, of course 
farmers, agribusiness people. And as 
they came there, they came with a life-
time of ideas. They came with a vision 
of what agriculture should look like in 
America, and they wanted to be part of 
the process. 

So they came and told me this: Con-
gressman WALZ, the average farmer in 
the first district is 58 years old. We are 
getting old and our children are leav-
ing. It is very difficult to get into 
farming. 

So groups as diverse as the American 
Farm Bureau and the Land Steward-
ship Project and the Farmer’s Union 
got together, and each of them had pro-
posed different ideas on beginning 
farmer and rancher legislation. Their 
members came to these meetings and 
explained the need for this. 

We, myself, my staff, the ag com-
mittee staff, got together and helped 
write legislation. That legislation was 
taken into and offered up in the sub-
committees as amendments to the 
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farm bill. My colleagues on both sides 
of the aisle debated both for and 
against this piece of legislation and of-
fered secondary amendments to change 
it, which we debated, accepted some, 
rejected some. When we were done, we 
had a piece of legislation that was her-
alded by most farm groups as a major 
step forward in making agriculture ac-
cessible to future generations. 

That piece of legislation got added 
in. It was not written by special inter-
est; it was written by people who care 
about this. Did special interest have 
their say? Of course they did. Our job 
was to sort that out. 

Well, that piece of legislation in the 
farm bill happened in all the sub-
committees, and that piece of legisla-
tion was debated in the full committee 
and that piece of legislation passed out 
of the full committee and came to the 
House floor. My colleagues on both 
sides of the aisle, I can guarantee you 
this, many of them, especially those in 
farm country, said this is a good piece 
of legislation. 

Bipartisan groups, groups that were 
on the spectrum of politics about as far 
apart as you could get from one an-
other, from environmental groups to 
production ag groups, were saying: You 
know what, I think they got it right. 
And then as we brought it to the floor, 
one of the things that we had to do was 
figure out how this thing is going to be 
paid through the whole process. Be-
cause commodity processes have been 
high in past years, we did not pay 
about $60 billion in subsidy payments, 
whether it be direct payments, contra- 
cyclical payments. 

So what happened was when we budg-
eted under PAYGO, our budget for this 
year’s farm bill was $60 billion less. So 
when we got to the end it became ap-
parent, because Democrats wanted do 
make sure we did something as simple 
as this, we let the Food Stamp Pro-
gram, senior feeding programs and 
some of our nutrition programs that 
had been underfunded for years, we 
wanted to do something as simple as 
boost them up to a level that people 
could get the caloric intake they need-
ed to have a healthy diet, and then we 
wanted to peg it to inflation to make 
sure that what we put in the bill this 
year isn’t eaten up by inflation next 
year. Doing any budgeting without 
considering inflation, to me, seems dis-
ingenuous. 

So we did that. The way we came up 
paying for it was a suggestion given to 
us by President Bush and his budget di-
rector. They had identified several 
years ago approximately $71⁄2 billion in 
uncollected taxes from companies, in 
the President’s own words, that were 
inappropriately using the U.S. Tax 
Code to shift their tax burden by shift-
ing profits to offshore entities, mainly 
in the Caribbean, Bermuda being the 
one, meaning foreign corporations 
doing business in America, making a 

profit here, shifting that profit to Ber-
muda and reporting zero in tax liabil-
ity. 

The President said it was inappro-
priate, as did his budget director. We 
agreed with him. We closed that loop-
hole, asking them to do the thing that 
is most American of all, pay your fair 
share and take that money, put it in to 
enhance our nutrition programs. 

Well, that was unacceptable because 
now that is considered a tax. That was 
the rhetoric that was coming. So now a 
decision has to be made. Are the Amer-
ican public, when they listen to this 
farm bill that needs to pass, and, by 
the way, we told them in January that 
we would have it done by the end of 
July, and there wasn’t a single person 
that thought that was possible. Well, it 
was done. It was done by the end of 
July. We took it home. 

I went to Farmfest, Redwood Falls, 
Minnesota to wide acclaim for this 
piece of legislation. It is not perfect. 
Nothing here is. It is a compromise. 
But it is a good one. It is good for rural 
America. It is good for our nutrition 
programs. It is good for our economy. 

Well, that thing is now under a veto 
threat by the President. So the Presi-
dent has a decision. He can stand in 
front of the American public and say ‘‘I 
am going to veto a really nice piece of 
legislation that was worked on from 
the grassroots level,’’ exactly how you 
would hope the American democratic 
system works, ‘‘and I am going to veto 
that because I believe that those for-
eign corporations have the right to 
avoid paying their taxes,’’ or he can 
tell the American public, ‘‘You know 
what? This was worked on 
bipartisanly, this was done correctly, 
and we should vote together on this.’’ 

We should tell the American public, 
this isn’t about politics. This isn’t 
about trying to get a campaign ad that 
says the Democrats are trying to raise 
taxes. This is about doing the right 
thing that we can all take credit for. 
That needs to happen. Now I would say 
the ball is in the President’s court. The 
ball is in his court when it comes from 
the Senate to do exactly that. This 
Congress will continue to do that. 

The last thing I would like to talk a 
little bit about is this new direction. 
One of the things that I think Demo-
crats are rightfully proud of, it is the 
first piece of legislation many of us got 
to cosponsor, that was the small busi-
ness tax relief and the raising of the 
minimum wage. 

This piece of legislation, we know it 
has been over a decade since we saw a 
raising of the minimum wage. Some of 
my colleagues say, what’s the big deal? 
I have got many names and many sto-
ries I could tell them why it is a big 
deal to raise the minimum wage, why 
the 3 million children living in families 
with parents with minimum wage, it is 
probably a pretty big deal to them. 

But part of the story is focusing on 
the small business tax relief. The rhet-

oric that will come out is always one 
or the other, either/or, the false di-
chotomies. ‘‘Well, Democrats are for 
raising the minimum wage, but they 
are not for helping business.’’ Nothing 
could be further from the truth. In 
fact, we passed this and it was signed 
into law. 

Here are a couple things that it did, 
just to let you know. It was endorsed, 
by the way, by the Chamber of Com-
merce and the National Federation of 
Independent Businesses. I don’t hear 
my colleagues on the other side talking 
a whole lot about this. I think they 
should. It would be a good one for them 
to talk to their constituents about. 

It extends a tax provision that lets 
small business owners write off more 
equipment each year for use in their 
trade or business, understanding that 
small businesses have a need for the in-
fusion of capital purchases and things 
that they need to get started with their 
business, making sure they are able to 
write those off. Absolutely appropriate, 
absolutely the right use of the Tax 
Code, and absolutely a sense of invest-
ment in the future. 

If we give these tax cuts, and some of 
them are pretty substantive, about 
$4.84 billion total, it ensures married 
couples who jointly own a small busi-
ness both receive credit for paying So-
cial Security and medicare taxes. 

I am at a loss to understand why over 
the last 12 years of Republican control 
that was never fixed. This is a pretty 
important fix, and it is one that small 
businesses understand is important. It 
includes enhanced tip credit to ensure 
employers don’t lose current tax bene-
fits when the minimum wage goes up; S 
Corp provisions to keep tax benefits of 
being a small business even as they 
grow and expand; and extends the Work 
Opportunity Tax Credit through Au-
gust of 2011. 

These are things that are going to 
impact positively on small businesses. 
Seventy percent of our jobs are created 
in small businesses, employers with 50 
or less employees. Those are the things 
that we have taken to do. 

So those who would say nothing posi-
tive is being done, this Congress is not 
moving anything forward, would be re-
miss to look at the facts, what the 
facts have been. The most significant 
increase in veterans care that we have 
seen in the 77-year history, probably I 
think it is safe to say in this Nation’s 
history; an ending of a 10-year period 
without a raise to the minimum wage 
for millions of American workers; a 
small business tax package that is 
going to enhance their ability to com-
pete in the world; an ethics reform 
package that independently has been 
hailed as one of the most significant 
since Watergate, to bring back the dig-
nity, to bring back the trust of the 
American people in this institution. 

You heard some of the things about 
energy, focusing on energy independ-
ence. We have got a farm bill that is 
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going to be one of the best we have 
seen. And when the President decides 
he is going to choose our farmers over 
foreign companies that avoid paying 
taxes, we are going to get a great farm 
bill. 

We have got a Water Resources De-
velopment Act that is going to enhance 
our ability to compete in the world 
while adding billions of dollars in in-
vestments to our infrastructure. 

We are going to clean up the Rail 
Safety Act. We have seen packages to 
education to make college more afford-
able, the most significant increase to 
Pell Grants. We have cleaned up what 
has been an absolute debacle in private 
lending, moving away from govern-
ment-subsidized, low-interest loans to 
get our children through college by 
saying, gee, we have this vast pool of 
American kids who need to go to col-
lege to compete. Why shouldn’t we 
profit from that? Why shouldn’t we let 
private lenders make a whole bunch of 
money of them? That would be a good 
thing to do. 

Now, that is quite a difference from 
what she said when I went to school, 
when future generations invested in me 
and said we are going to keep college 
as affordable as possible. We are going 
to make sure we use grants as much as 
we can, and we are going to make sure 
that the GI Bill can be used by these 
young people who are willing to sign up 
and they are able to get their edu-
cation. That was wisdom. That was vi-
sion. That was nonpartisan. 

Many of those accomplishments can 
be attributed to ideas coming from the 
Republican side of the aisle. Unfortu-
nately, for the last few years, that 
hasn’t been the case. But we have got a 
new direction. We have got a new opti-
mism. 

As I started speaking today, I talked 
about the changes each one of us have 
seen. We have been here for 8 months. 
In my home State of Minnesota, I am 
happy to tell you that I think I have 
witnessed change that all us want to 
know. 

On August 19, as we talked a little 
bit about it, my district saw some the 
worst flooding that they have ever 
seen; 17 inches of rain in a 24-hour pe-
riod. We had entire towns wiped out, 
towns of 2,500 to 3,000 people. I went 
into that town riding on a boat as peo-
ple were leaving their second story 
windows as people were picking them 
up. We have seen catastrophic displace-
ment of large numbers of people. 

As I said, on Sunday, the rains were 
falling, and I was there with a Repub-
lican Governor. On Monday, a Repub-
lican Senator and a Democratic Sen-
ator, a Republican Governor and a 
Democratic Congressman toured to-
gether and promised to do everything 
that was possible. On Tuesday, a Re-
publican President was in Minnesota 
pledging to the help of the U.S. Gov-
ernment. On Wednesday, a Republican 

Governor requested that help. And on 
Thursday, the administration delivered 
on that. By Sunday, FEMA was in the 
district caring for our people, taking 
care of the needs, and showing that, 
you know what? When we work to-
gether, there is nothing this Nation 
can’t accomplish. 

I am proud to be a member of this 
new class. It has been 8 months of 
change. The new direction we are going 
in is one that the American public 
wants. 

f 

b 1815 

SITUATION IN IRAQ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
SIRES). Under the Speaker’s announced 
policy of January 18, 2007, the gen-
tleman from Tennessee (Mr. WAMP) is 
recognized for 60 minutes as the des-
ignee of the minority leader. 

Mr. WAMP. Mr. Speaker, I appreciate 
the tone and the statement of our col-
league who just completed his hour and 
was talking about what our country 
can do when we pull together. Over the 
next hour, I believe that several Mem-
bers of the Republican Conference here 
in the House of Representatives will 
come down and share their perspectives 
gained, many of them from physically 
going to Iraq or Afghanistan, or both, 
during the recent August district work 
period when Members were back in 
their district and allowed to travel to 
give firsthand accounts of what they 
learned and their meetings with Gen-
eral Petraeus and Ambassador Crocker 
and others, and a real up-to-date report 
on the situation in Iraq. 

But I do agree with the gentleman in 
his closing comments that we must as 
a Nation take ownership again of cer-
tain things not even in a bipartisan 
way but in a nonpartisan way because 
these are America’s problems. They are 
not Republican or Democratic prob-
lems. And frankly, as much as some 
people would like to say it or believe it 
or use it for political purposes, this is 
not President Bush’s war; this is Amer-
ica’s fight. President Bush and Vice 
President CHENEY will be gone in just a 
little over a year. The problems will 
not go away. The threats will still be 
here. The challenges of this generation 
to answer our patriotic call to this Na-
tion, to answer our responsibility in 
sacrifice and service will continue, I 
believe, for some time. 

I did not go to Iraq in August, but my 
nephew did. Specialist Jeffrey Watts is 
now serving his country as a soldier in 
Iraq for the next 15 months as part of 
the 1–181st Field Artillery Brigade. I 
heard the gentleman from Minnesota 
talk about the deployments. What I 
was fascinated by when I was with the 
1–181st earlier this summer as they 
shipped out to Fort Bliss to train to go 
to Iraq, is how many members of the 1– 
181st, and this is a National Guard 

unit, also deployed with the 278th from 
our Tennessee National Guard a year 
and a half ago and came back and rede-
ployed with the 1–181st. They didn’t 
have to but did; and how many vice 
versa went before, many of them be-
cause they are volunteering to serve 
their country in harm’s way. In harm’s 
way, big harm’s way, because they love 
the opportunity to serve their country. 
They are incredibly selfless patriots of 
the highest order, and I do think this 
House comes together in praise of these 
valiant Americans who understand 
that freedom is not free and that some-
body has to stand between a real threat 
and our civilian population, and that is 
what they are doing. 

General Petraeus will be here next 
Monday with Ambassador Crocker to 
give us an update. Everybody is antici-
pating that, and you have this review 
and that review and these stats and 
those stats. And even the Government 
Accountability Office is heavily in-
volved, as if they somehow supervise 
the Pentagon. But I think it is impor-
tant for us all to prepare to listen ob-
jectively next Monday because I think 
you are hearing in a bipartisan way, 
Members like the gentleman from 
Washington State from the Democratic 
side who recently came back and clear-
ly said much progress has been made. 
This Petraeus plan is working. 

The guy who understands this insur-
gency threat more than anyone in our 
military and therefore anyone in the 
world is leading a new approach in 
Iraq. And the report will come begin-
ning next week. And if we are objec-
tive, I think we will support his rec-
ommendations. If we are not objective 
and we have a political bias or an agen-
da, we may reject it. 

Some of his words in anticipation of 
next week are already out. He talks 
about the extraordinary progress in the 
Anbar Province. General Petraeus says 
that was the result not of military ac-
tions certainly alone, it was the result 
of really a political shift where the 
population, led by the sheikhs of major 
tribes, decided to reject al Qaeda and 
its Taliban-like ideological behavior 
and the extremist behavior that they 
have come to associate with it. 

He said: ‘‘That is what brought the 
level of violence down so dramatically, 
because al Qaeda no longer finds a hos-
pitable place in the Euphrates River 
valley the way it certainly did in the 
past. We have been banging away at al 
Qaeda for years, but until we could 
hold them off with the help of the local 
population and local volunteers, those 
operations were never as meaningful as 
they have been in recent months. That 
is what we are trying to do in other lo-
cations in Iraq. That has also led to a 
rise in the detainee population over the 
last 6 months as more al Qaeda 
operatives have been caught. And while 
there is always a concern that they 
will gain strength, the pool of potential 
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recruits has actually shrunk. Their 
sanctuaries have shrunk considerably 
so they don’t have the ease of locations 
and movements where they are safe the 
way they were before. Clearly there is 
real progress being made. War is an 
ugly thing. It is always an ugly thing. 
It is not perfect, but great progress is 
being made.’’ 

Now, I am going to take the time be-
fore I introduce the gentlelady from 
Virginia and others that will come to 
read an opinion from a German jour-
nalist about Iraq that was in the Wall 
Street Journal last Monday and then 
submit it for the RECORD. Josef Joffee. 
He says: 

‘‘In contrast to President Bush’s dark 
comparison between Iraq and the 
bloody aftermath of the Vietnam War 
last week, there is another, comforting 
version of the Vietnam analogy that 
gained currency among policymakers 
and pundits. It goes something like 
this: 

‘‘After that last helicopter took off 
from the U.S. Embassy in Saigon 32 
years ago, the nasty strategic con-
sequences then predicted did not in 
fact materialize. The ‘dominoes’ did 
not fall. The Russians and Chinese did 
not take over, and America remained 
number one in Southeast Asia and in 
the world. 

‘‘But alas, cut-and-run from Iraq will 
not have the same serendipitous after-
math, because Iraq is not at all like 
Vietnam. 

‘‘Unlike Iraq, Vietnam was a periph-
eral arena of the Cold War. Strategic 
resources like oil were not at stake and 
neither were bases. In the global hier-
archy of power, Vietnam was a pawn, 
not a pillar, and the decisive battle 
lines at the time were drawn in Europe, 
not in Southeast Asia. 

‘‘The Middle East, by contrast, was 
always the ‘elephant path of history’ as 
Israel’s fabled defense minister, Moshe 
Dayan, put it. Legions of conquerors 
have marched up and down the Levant, 
and from Alexander’s Macedonia all of 
the way to India. Other prominent visi-
tors were Julius Caesar, Napoleon and 
the German Wehrmact. 

‘‘This is not just ancient history. 
Today, the great Middle East is a cal-
dron even Macbeth’s witches would be 
terrified to touch. The world’s worst 
political and religious pathologies, 
combined with oil and gas, terrorism 
and nuclear ambitions. 

‘‘In short, unlike yesterday’s Viet-
nam, the greater Middle East is the 
central strategic arena of the 21st cen-
tury, as Europe was in the 20th cen-
tury. This is where three continents— 
Europe, Asia and Africa—are joined. So 
let’s take a moment to think about 
what would happen once that last 
Black Hawk took off from the Baghdad 
International Airport. 

‘‘Here is a short list. Iran advances to 
No. 1, completing its nuclear arms pro-
gram undeterred and unhindered. 

America’s cowed Sunni allies—Saudi 
Arabia, Jordan, the oil-rich Gulfies— 
are drawn into the Khomeinist orbit. 

‘‘You might ask: Wouldn’t they con-
verge into a mighty anti-Tehran alli-
ance instead? Think again. The local 
players have never managed to estab-
lish a regional balance of power; it was 
always outsiders—first Britain, then 
the U.S.—who chastened the 
malfeasants and blocked anti-Western 
intruders like Nazi Germany and So-
viet Russia. 

‘‘With the U.S. gone from Iraq, 
emboldened jihadi forces shift to Af-
ghanistan and turn it again into a bas-
tion of Terror International. Syria re-
claims Lebanon, which it has always 
labeled as a part of ‘Great Syria.’ 
Hezbollah and Hamas, both funded and 
equipped by Tehran, resume their war 
against Israel. Russia, excluded from 
the Middle East by adroit Kissingerian 
diplomacy in the 1970s, rebuilds its 
anti-Western alliances. In Iraq, the war 
escalates, unleashing even more tor-
rents of refugees and provoking outside 
intervention, if not partition. 

‘‘Now, let’s look beyond the region. 
The Europeans will be the first to re-
vise their romantic notions of multi-
polarity, or world governance by com-
mittee. For worse than an overbearing, 
in-your-face America is a weakened 
and demoralized one. Shall Vladimir 
Putin’s Russia acquire a controlling 
stake? This ruthlessly revisionist 
power wants revenge for its post- 
Gorbachev humiliation, not responsi-
bility. 

‘‘China with its fabulous riches? The 
Middle Kingdom is still happily count-
ing its currency surpluses as it pretties 
up for the Olympics, but watch its next 
play if the U.S. quits the highest 
stakes game in Iraq. The message from 
Beijing might well read: ‘Move over 
America, the Western Pacific, as you 
call it, is our lake.’ 

‘‘Europe? It is wealthy, populous and 
well-ordered. But strategic players, 
those 27 member-states of the E.U. are 
not. They cannot pacify the Middle 
East, stop the Iranian bomb, or keep 
Mr. Putin from wielding gas pipelines 
as tools of ‘persuasion.’ When the Euro-
peans did wade into the fray, as in the 
Balkan wars of the 1990s, they let the 
U.S. Air Force go first. 

‘‘Now the upside. The U.S. may have 
spent piles of chips foolishly, but it is 
still the richest player at the global 
gaming table. In the Bush years, the 
U.S. may have squandered tons of po-
litical capital, but then the rest of the 
world is not exactly making up for the 
shortfall. 

‘‘Nor has the U.S. become a ‘dispen-
sable nation.’ That is the most remark-
able truth in these trying times. Its en-
emies from al Qaeda to Iran—and its ri-
vals from Russia to China—can disrupt 
and defy, but they cannot build and 
lead. 

‘‘For all the damage to Washington’s 
reputation, nothing of great import 

can be achieved without, let alone 
against, the United States. Can Mos-
cow and Beijing bring peace to Pal-
estine? Or mend a global financial sys-
tem battered by the subprime crisis? 
Where are the central banks of Russia 
and China? 

‘‘The Bush presidency will soon be on 
the way out, but America is not. This 
truth has recently begun to sink in 
among the major Democratic con-
tenders. Listen to Hillary Clinton who 
would leave ‘residual forces’ to fight 
terrorism. Or to Barack Obama, who 
would stay in Iraq with an as-yet-un-
specified force. Even the most leftist of 
them all, John Edwards, would keep 
troops around to stop genocide in Iraq 
or to prevent violence from spilling 
over into the neighborhood. And no 
wonder, for it might be one of them 
who will have to deal with the bitter 
aftermath if the U.S. slinks out of Iraq. 

‘‘These realists have it right. With-
drawal cannot serve America’s inter-
ests on the day after tomorrow. 
Friends and foes will ask: If this super-
power doesn’t care about the world’s 
central and most dangerous stage, 
what will it care about? 

‘‘America’s allies will look for insur-
ance elsewhere. And the others will 
muse: If the police won’t stay in the 
most critical of neighborhoods, why 
not break a few windows or just take 
over? The U.S. as ‘Gulliver Unbound’ 
may have stumbled during its 
‘unipolar’ moment. But as giant with 
feet of clay, it will do worse and so will 
the rest of the world.’’ 
[From the Wall Street Journal, Aug. 27, 2007] 

IF IRAQ FALLS 
(By Josef Joffe) 

In contrast to President Bush’s dark com-
parison between Iraq and the bloody after-
math of the Vietnam War last week, there is 
another, comforting version of the Vietnam 
analogy that’s gained currency among policy 
makers and pundits. It goes something like 
this: 

After that last helicopter took off from the 
U.S. embassy in Saigon 32 years ago, the 
nasty strategic consequences then predicted 
did not in fact materialize. The ‘‘dominoes’’ 
did not fall, the Russians and Chinese did not 
take over, and America remained No. 1 in 
Southeast Asia and in the world. 

But alas, cut-and-run from Iraq will not 
have the same serendipitous aftermath, be-
cause Iraq is not at all like Vietnam. 

Unlike Iraq, Vietnam was a peripheral 
arena of the Cold War. Strategic resources 
like oil were not at stake, and neither were 
bases (OK, Moscow obtained access to Da 
Nang and Cam Ranh Bay for a while). In the 
global hierarchy of power, Vietnam was a 
pawn, not a pillar, and the decisive battle 
lines at the time were drawn in Europe, not 
in Southeast Asia. 

The Middle East, by contrast, was always 
the ‘‘elephant path of history,’’ as Israel’s fa-
bled defense minister, Moshe Dayan, put it. 
Legions of conquerors have marched up and 
down the Levant, and from Alexander’s Mac-
edonia all the way to India. Other prominent 
visitors were Julius Caesar, Napoleon and 
the German Wehrmacht. 

This is not just ancient history. Today, the 
Greater Middle East is a cauldron even Mac-
beth’s witches would be terrified to touch. 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 10:17 Jul 14, 2010 Jkt 059102 PO 00000 Frm 00065 Fmt 0688 Sfmt 0634 E:\BR07\H05SE7.002 H05SE7er
ow

e 
on

 D
S

K
5C

LS
3C

1P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 B
O

U
N

D
 R

E
C

O
R

D



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, Vol. 153, Pt. 1723608 September 5, 2007 
The world’s worst political and religious 
pathologies combine with oil and gas, ter-
rorism and nuclear ambitions. 

In short, unlike yesterday’s Vietnam, the 
Greater Middle East (including Turkey) is 
the central strategic arena of the 21st cen-
tury, as Europe was in the 20th. This is 
where three continents—Europe, Asia, and 
Africa—are joined. So let’s take a moment to 
think about what would happen once that 
last Blackhawk took off from Baghdad Inter-
national. 

Here is a short list. Iran advances to No. 1, 
completing its nuclear-arms program 
undeterred and unhindered. 

America’s cowed Sunni allies—Saudi-Ara-
bia, Jordan, the oil-rich ‘‘Gulfies’’—are 
drawn into the Khomeinist orbit. 

You might ask: Wouldn’t they converge in 
a mighty anti-Tehran alliance instead? 
Think again. The local players have never 
managed to establish a regional balance of 
power; it was always outsiders—first Britain, 
then the U.S.—who chastened the 
malfeasants and blocked anti-Western in-
truders like Nazi Germany and Soviet Rus-
sia. 

With the U.S. gone from Iraq, emboldened 
jihadi forces shift to Afghanistan and turn it 
again into a bastion of Terror International. 
Syria reclaims Lebanon, which it has always 
labeled as a part of ‘‘Great Syria.’’ Hezbollah 
and Hamas, both funded and equipped by 
Tehran, resume their war against Israel. 
Russia, extruded from the Middle East by 
adroit Kissingerian diplomacy in the 1970s, 
rebuilds its anti-Western alliances. In Iraq, 
the war escalates, unleashing even more tor-
rents of refugees and provoking outside 
intervention, if not partition. 

Now, let’s look beyond the region. The Eu-
ropeans will be the first to revise their ro-
mantic notions of multipolarity, or world 
governance by committee. For worse than an 
overbearing, in-your-face America is a weak-
ened and demoralized one. Shall Vladimir 
Putin’s Russia acquire a controlling stake? 
This ruthlessly revisionist power wants re-
venge for its post-Gorbachev humiliation, 
not responsibility. 

China with its fabulous riches? The Middle 
Kingdom is still happily counting its cur-
rency surpluses as it pretties up its act for 
the 2008 Olympics, but watch its next play if 
the U.S. quits the highest stakes game in 
Iraq. The message from Beijing might well 
read: ‘‘Move over America, the Western Pa-
cific, as you call it, is our lake.’’ 

Europe? It is wealthy, populous and well- 
ordered. But strategic players those 27 mem-
ber-states of the E.U. are not. They cannot 
pacify the Middle East, stop the Iranian 
bomb or keep Mr. Putin from wielding gas 
pipelines as tools of ‘‘persuasion.’’ When the 
Europeans did wade into the fray, as in the 
Balkan wars of the 1990s, they let the U.S. 
Air Force go first. 

Now to the upside. The U.S. may have 
spent piles of chips foolishly, but it is still 
the richest player at the global gaming 
table. In the Bush years, the U.S. may have 
squandered tons of political capital, but then 
the rest of the world is not exactly making 
up for the shortfall. 

Nor has the U.S. become a ‘‘dispensable na-
tion.’’ That is the most remarkable truth in 
these trying times. Its enemies from al 
Qaeda to Iran—and its rivals from Russia to 
China—can disrupt and defy, but they cannot 
build and lead. 

For all the damage to Washington’s rep-
utation, nothing of great import can be 
achieved without, let alone against, the U.S. 
Can Moscow and Beijing bring peace to Pal-

estine? Or mend a global financial system 
battered by the subprime crisis? Where are 
the central banks of Russia and China? 

The Bush presidency will soon be on the 
way out, but America is not. This truth has 
recently begun to sink in among the major 
Democratic contenders. Listen to Hillary 
Clinton, who would leave ‘‘residual forces’’ 
to fight terrorism. Or to Barack Obama, who 
would stay in Iraq with an as-yet-unspecified 
force. Even the most leftish of them all, 
John Edwards, would keep troops around to 
stop genocide in Iraq or to prevent violence 
from spilling over into the neighborhood. 
And no wonder, for it might be one of them 
who will have to deal with the bitter after-
math if the U.S. slinks out of Iraq. 

These realists have it right. Withdrawal 
cannot serve America’s interests on the day 
after tomorrow. Friends and foes will ask: If 
this superpower doesn’t care about the 
world’s central and most dangerous stage— 
what will it care about? 

America’s allies will look for insurance 
elsewhere. And the others will muse: If the 
police won’t stay in this most critical of 
neighborhoods, why not break a few win-
dows, or just take over? The U.S. as ‘‘Gul-
liver Unbound’’ may have stumbled during 
its ‘‘unipolar’’ moment. But as giant with 
feet of clay, it will do worse: and so will the 
rest of the world. 

I think that says it pretty well from 
a German journalist about our commit-
ment in Iraq, what the stakes are, what 
will happen if we are to, as our Demo-
cratic colleague said, precipitously 
withdraw from Iraq. 

We all want our troops home. I want 
my nephew home, but not until it is in 
our national interest for us to draw 
down troops on the timeline that se-
cures our liberty and protects our peo-
ple and our place in the world. And 
that is what is at stake. 

I want to yield to the distinguished 
gentlewoman from Virginia (Mrs. 
DRAKE), a member of the Armed Serv-
ices Committee. 

Mrs. DRAKE. Mr. Speaker, first of 
all, I would like to thank the gen-
tleman from Tennessee for having this 
hour this evening where we can come 
and tell you what our observations are 
about Iraq. And also, I would like to 
thank his family for the service of his 
nephew. I know he is in our thoughts 
and prayers for his safe return. I would 
also like to thank really the hundreds 
of thousands of Americans who have 
loved ones who are serving. I would 
like to thank the very brave men and 
women who are serving around the 
world for us today. 

b 1830 
They truly understand the threat in 

the world, and they understand the 
consequences if we were to just pull 
out, and I think this is one of the most 
overwhelming things. 

When you do make a trip like ours 
this year, it was my third trip into 
Iraq, and this year was my first trip 
into Afghanistan, but when you arrive 
in these Nations, the most over-
whelming feeling immediately is that 
every single one of the young men and 
women that you’re looking at serving 

in the U.S. military have volunteered 
to serve our Nation, and that is an in-
credible feeling. 

The first thing that we did on our 
trip, it was very early August, we went 
into a neighborhood north of Baghdad. 
There was six of us on the trip, and we 
had the opportunity to meet with four 
Iraqi sheiks, two Sunni and two Shia. 
Now, like most Americans, I think I 
was of the impression that Sunni and 
Shia would never even speak to each 
other, much less work together to rid 
Iraq, their neighborhood, of the enemy. 
Well, they were in that room together 
and they sat Sunni, Shia, Sunni, Shia, 
as they talked to us about what 
they’ve done. 

And the reason for what they’ve 
done, of course, is the incredible 
amount of violence that is taking place 
in Iraq against Iraqi civilians, execu-
tions, torture, and it’s brought those 
sheiks into a position to join together 
for their neighborhood, for their region 
and, as they told us, for Iraq, that they 
did what they did for Iraq. They joined 
with our military. They worked to-
gether for 21⁄2 months, and when they 
were ready, combined with our mili-
tary, these four sheiks and their citi-
zens ridded that neighborhood of the 
enemy in only 4 days’ time. They were 
so proud of themselves. 

They told us repeatedly how their 
children could go out and play. Our 
military told us that this was the most 
dangerous street in northern Baghdad, 
the most IED attacks of all of Bagh-
dad. They told us that they can go out 
and walk to the store now because of 
what’s taken place. 

What the incredible change that 
you’re seeing in Iraq right now is that 
our military is helping local leaders to 
develop the capacity to govern at that 
very local level, the most important 
area, and to work on a regional level to 
bring that about. 

Now, those sheiks are a little bit dis-
appointed in their national govern-
ment. I asked them about the Sunni 
members who had walked out of the 
government. Their answer is my favor-
ite quote of the entire trip, and the 
quote was, they won’t be reelected. I 
thought that’s quick that they learned 
that. 

They’re extremely concerned about 
the involvement of Iran and Syria. Our 
military knows full well of the involve-
ment of those two governments and 
weapons that are coming in and help 
that’s being provided. They need serv-
ices. Our military brought in the gov-
ernor of Baghdad to look at their 
neighborhood and to see what could be 
done differently. 

They also were very clear that they 
want their government to succeed, and 
they were very clear in telling us that 
they need our help and they want our 
help. 

We also met with the Deputy Prime 
Minister, Deputy Prime Minister 
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Barham Shala, who is a Kurd. The 
Iraqi Government, and we don’t ever 
talk about this, is set up, when your 
prime minister is the Shia, your two 
deputies, one’s a Kurd and one’s a 
Sunni. Your president is a Kurd, so 
your vice presidents are Sunni and 
Shia so that you bring in all three to-
gether to be able to have the involve-
ment of all three sects within the coun-
try. It’s not just one person telling you 
what to do. 

Of course, the Deputy Prime Minister 
expressed a little bit of disappointment 
in how far the national government 
had come. There were meetings that 
were taking place even while we were 
there. He was very clear, and I thought 
this was very important, that he said 
their focus is to establish the institu-
tions of government so that their gov-
ernment would continue, regardless of 
who was in power, and that no one 
would be able to just grab power and do 
something different in Iraq, but that 
they form a stable government just 
like here in the U.S. 

When we had a shift in January from 
Republican control to Democrat con-
trol, there was no change in the way 
our government functions. Our courts 
functioned, and actually, Admiral 
Fallon, in addressing the Senate just 
recently, made the same types of com-
ments, how important it is that we set 
up a rule of law, that we protect human 
rights. 

So I was encouraged to hear him 
talking about that. He did stress that 
it was going to take time, and I asked 
him, because it’s been very important 
here to us in America and our bench-
marks, that there are pieces of legisla-
tion that we want the Iraqi Parliament 
to pass. And I asked him if it was true 
that he actually had the votes to pass 
that legislation. His answer surprised 
me. He said, Oh, yes. He said, I have 75 
percent approval for the legislation. I 
reminded him that in America we pass 
major pieces of legislation with one 
vote. 

But he looked at me and said some-
thing critically important. He said, if I 
pass this legislation with 75 percent, it 
means I’ve cut out the Sunni from the 
government. They would feel they had 
no power and they would feel they had 
no voice. 

Now, just today in the Armed Serv-
ices Committee, we received the GAO 
report on Iraq and the status of these 
18 benchmarks. About six of the bench-
marks deal with legislation that we’d 
like to see passed, and we failed on 
that, that that legislation has not 
passed, as we all know. But there was 
another benchmark that was stressed 
in it, that there be political involve-
ment of minority parties and minority 
rights be protected. Now, we’ve passed 
on that benchmark, but I would say to 
the gentleman from Tennessee, to you, 
Mr. Speaker, that if we had passed that 
legislation against the wishes of an en-

tire group of people, that we would 
have failed in meeting the benchmark 
that minority parties be included. 

He talked to us about Anbar and 
about how it’s been stabilized. Our trip 
was due to go there, and we weren’t 
able to because we were detained here 
in Washington for that extra day. But 
he talked to us as well about the $10 
billion that’s been appropriated by the 
Iraq Parliament for reconstruction ef-
forts. That joins with the 60 countries 
that have joined with America in our 
reconstruction efforts there. There is 
$200 million that’s been appropriated to 
use just in Anbar province, and those 
contracts are now being let because the 
security level there will allow those 
construction projects to go forward. 

I’d also like to add that we do have a 
policy in Iraq, and that’s called Iraqis 
First. Whether you’re an Iraqi com-
pany or you’re an Iraqi civilian, that if 
you’re able to be hired by us, that we 
want to hire Iraqi first. 

The Deputy Prime Minister was clear 
that they are a country in transition, 
and he did caution us that they would 
not meet their benchmarks by Sep-
tember 15, but I would really want us 
to focus on not did we meet 18 bench-
marks but what are the goals and what 
are the objectives and how do we de-
velop a fully functioning Iraqi Govern-
ment and how do those benchmarks 
play into that, how do they make re-
sponsible decisions there like I think 
they just did in not forcing legislation 
that would have cut an entire section 
of their country out. 

I think that’s critically important. 
We all support benchmarks, but we 
want those benchmarks to reflect 
achieving the goals that we’ve set, and 
we want to show where are those posi-
tive developments, and people are frus-
trated when they don’t hear them, 
when American people don’t hear of 
the progress that’s being made or four 
sheiks coming together to stabilize 
their own region and asking that we 
not leave them and that we give them 
their help. 

We did meet with General Petraeus. 
We met with Ambassador Crocker. We 
will receive their report on Monday. I 
know you have others who are here to 
talk. I just wanted to close by talking 
about the last thing we did that day. 

We met with Iraqi security forces, 
and they were actually special ops. 
They were so impressive that I would 
have thought I was here in the U.S. 
watching special operation forces do a 
demonstration. Our military was very 
clear that they are very easy to train, 
and the good news that we haven’t 
heard is that these Iraqi forces are able 
to train their new recruits that are 
coming in. I want you to know they 
were so proud of themselves. 

Think of the risk to those men who 
are serving in Iraqi security forces. In 
our country, we know our men and 
women are in harm’s way. That’s pain-

ful for us as Americans, to have our 
men and women in harm’s way defend-
ing this Nation. But in Iraq right now, 
anyone who joins the Iraqi security 
forces is in harm’s way simply for join-
ing, not in the threat of battle but sim-
ply for joining. 

So I want to thank you for letting 
me tell you about them, tell you about 
what I saw on our trip to Iraq. It was 
critical for me to see Afghanistan for 
the first time because there’s a lot of 
similarities in Afghanistan. We’re 
doing the same thing. 

We are looking at the local level 
now. We understand that that’s the 
way we need to win this fight, but the 
change that’s come about is like you 
have seen in Iraq, where local leaders 
join with us. Remember, they have to 
make a choice. Are they with us and 
their national government or are they 
with the Taliban in Afghanistan or 
with the al Qaeda in Iraq. 

And they have to make the right 
choice, because if they make the wrong 
one, they’re dead. And what’s the mes-
sage that we’ve sent to the world is 
that we’re going to leave? How do you 
choose us if we’re going to leave and 
you would be left there with an enemy? 
It’s critical that we establish political, 
economic and security measures in 
Iraq so that this nation can function, 
can establish a government that will 
take them into the future and not just 
short term. 

I did ask one question, and your arti-
cle made me think about it, in armed 
services not long ago. We had witnesses 
come and talk about the National In-
telligence Estimate, and my question 
to them was what would be the impact 
on America if we were to leave, if we 
were to have done everything that 
we’ve done but if we were to leave be-
fore that government can govern itself, 
secure itself and develop itself eco-
nomically? What would be our standing 
in the world? Would we be a paper 
tiger? What would our allies think of 
us? And would anyone ever trust us in 
the future? 

The answer to me was we haven’t 
studied that issue. Well, I think not 
only do we need to study the issue. We 
need to make sure that Iraq has made 
such progress that I’ve seen in my 
three trips. We need to make sure that 
these people aren’t the victims of the 
violence that will take place. The Dep-
uty Prime Minister pointed that out to 
us. He told us the consequences that 
would happen if we were to leave. He 
told us that Iraq is the heart of the 
Middle East and that everyone is 
watching what we we’re doing. 

So thank you for letting me join you 
tonight and thank you for the service 
of your nephew. 

Mr. WAMP. Mr. Speaker, I thank the 
gentlewoman for her service to the 
Commonwealth of Virginia and to this 
great Nation of ours on the Armed 
Services Committee and for going and 
bringing us that unique insight. 
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As I prepare to yield to the gen-

tleman from Georgia, let me say I 
think part of the equation for the Con-
gress in a responsible, objective way in 
the days ahead is to remember that 
this is not all about Iraq. It is about 
the bigger picture with the global 
threat of the jihadists, the most rad-
ical elements of Islam, and the way 
that they are spreading their influence 
around the world outside even of the 
Middle East. I think we have to really 
understand that to know what the 
stakes are associated with the precipi-
tous withdrawal or anything that is 
perceived to be a retreat. 

These are real problems. It’s easy to 
say, oh, George Bush got us into this 
war with flawed intelligence. It’s also 
easy to forget that over half of the 
Democrats in the United States Senate 
voted to remove Saddam Hussein by 
force and almost half the Democrats in 
the House of Representatives voted to 
remove Saddam Hussein by force based 
on the very same knowledge and under-
standing that the executive branch had 
about what the threats were, and we 
made that decision as Americans. 

It is really unfortunate today that 
decisions and responsibility for those 
decisions now end up being peeled off 
as partisan issues instead of, we do 
these things together, we stand to-
gether, we stand behind our troops to-
gether, we stand behind their mission 
together. 

We had Members like RALPH HALL of 
Texas come back and say to a person 
the men and women in uniform told 
him while he was there that we should 
stay and finish what we started and not 
leave until we can successfully com-
plete this mission. And you say, well, 
what is that and when will we know? 
Objectively, you’re getting that report 
and it’s much more positive than it 
was, and the stakes for leaving are in-
credibly high. 

If you don’t believe the influence of 
the radical Islamists around the world, 
I would encourage you to read Mark 
Steyn’s book, ‘‘America Alone,’’ where 
he lays out what’s happened in Europe 
and the influence with the global 
sharia, which is a call to Islamic law, 
and the intimidation and the threat 
around the world, or even this new 
book called ‘‘Alms for Jihad: Charity 
and Terrorism in the Islamic World,’’ 
by J. Miller Burke. He wrote this book 
exposing the connection between the 
Saudi royal family and terrorism 
through these charities that they set 
up and funnel money. 

It reminded me of the Oil-for-Food 
scandal at the United States where 
Saddam Hussein corrupted the United 
Nations. 

b 1845 

All of the corruption that exists 
through this radical effort, because 
this book that lays all this out can’t be 
bought today. It has vanished from all 

of the Amazons. It has vanished from 
the availability of Barnes & Noble to 
find the book. What happened to it? 

Well, through intimidation and 
money, they have taken this informa-
tion out of circulation so the people 
can’t see these connections. 

They literally tie him, this man, 
Sheikh Khalid bin Mahfouz, to the 
charity that he set up to fund bin 
Laden with Saudi royal family money, 
and then when they published the 
book, it vanished. You can’t get it. You 
can’t go buy it. 

Mark Steyn lays out, this is the kind 
of work that the radical Wahabi sect, 
the al Qaeda operatives, are doing in 
the world. They have infiltrated and 
corrupted, and we are like boiling frogs 
if we deny any longer how this threat 
is overtaking the free world. America 
Alone’s premise is they’ve already got 
Europe and frankly Australia is really 
the only nation standing with us like 
they need to. 

This is a growing global imminent 
threat. If we pull out, it will rapidly 
deteriorate in the world. Our credi-
bility will be lost for generations. We 
may never regain it. Those are the 
stakes. That’s bigger than Iraq. Iraq is 
one chapter in this long-term gener- 
ational struggle for our freedom. The 
sooner we realize it, the better we are. 

I went and spoke to kids in schools in 
August, and they asked the question 
about, well, Afghanistan and the 
Taliban attacked us, but Saddam Hus-
sein in Iraq didn’t attack us. Why did 
we go there? 

The lesson of history is Germany 
didn’t attack us, either. Japan at-
tacked us. Germany didn’t attack us. 
But did we ignore the threat of Nazi 
Germany? No. Our men stormed the 
beaches of Omaha and liberated Nor-
mandy and Omaha Beach, and liberated 
Europe, so that our way of life could be 
preserved. Sometimes they forget that, 
but that’s American leadership. This is 
very, very similar to that. 

Are we going to exert it in a world in 
what this editorial calls the caldron, 
you know, of the worst political and re-
ligious pathology in the history of the 
world in the Middle East? This is the 
central stage. We cannot retreat from 
this without us really, really taking a 
global hit. 

The next president is going to inherit 
the responsibility of doing this, of car-
rying this forward. 

I want to yield to the statesman from 
Georgia, a physician, a healer, a man 
with a great heart but a strong back, 
also a member of the Armed Services 
Committee, Dr. PHIL GINGREY. 

Mr. GINGREY. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
my colleague from Tennessee, ZACH 
WAMP, for, first of all, conducting this 
special order hour, leadership hour on 
the Republican side, and for allowing 
me and my colleague and great friend 
from Virginia, THELMA DRAKE, for 
being part of that. DOUG LAMBORN, the 

gentleman from Colorado, I think, has 
joined us. 

Mr. Speaker, I was on the trip with 
THELMA DRAKE from Virginia when we 
visited Iraq and Afghanistan, and I am 
not going to repeat everything that she 
said, but I want my colleagues to know 
that this was my fourth trip to Iraq, 
my first opportunity to go to Afghani-
stan. 

But this was a necessity that I go 
this fourth time. I think some 40 or 50 
Members of the Congress during the so- 
called August recess spent 5 to 7 days 
in the Middle East and the combat zone 
in 120-degree weather. 

Those of us on the Armed Services 
Committee, I am sure, felt duty bound 
to do this, particularly as we approach 
the report from General Petraeus and 
Ambassador Crocker that’s going to be 
delivered to the House on next Monday, 
September 10. 

I have been four times, but this was 
the most meaningful visit, because I 
came to a realization, really, actually, 
it emboldened my feeling that we need 
to give victory a chance. Again, I want 
to thank ZACH WAMP, the gentleman 
from Tennessee, for the passion that he 
brings to this issue. I thought he was 
just an expert on energy, but he is also 
an expert on national defense, more 
important, the global war on terror, as 
he so passionately explains this issue. 

I was on the floor last night during 
some of our special order time, 5- 
minute speeches and the two sides, the 
Democratic majority has an hour and 
the Republican minority has an hour. I 
heard one of my colleagues on the 
other side of the aisle, a gentleman 
from Maryland, talking about losing a 
soldier, a 22-year-old brave patriot in 
his district, and he talked with the 
mom and was trying to, of course, con-
sole her. 

The gentleman said on the floor last 
night, you know, it was sort of ironic, 
the mom of the fallen soldier said, isn’t 
it ironic, I am here planning my son’s 
funeral and the Commander in Chief is 
planning a wedding. 

That’s not the kind of commentary 
that we need on the floor of this House 
to suggest that the Commander in 
Chief doesn’t care, that he has got his 
head in the sand and that each and 
every one of these 3,700 or so KIAs and 
18,000 of our best and bravest that have 
sustained, in some instances, massive 
injuries, if you don’t think that the 
Commander in Chief goes to bed every 
night with this on his heart, then you 
are just flat wrong. 

I think the gentleman, on more re-
flection, would agree with what I am 
saying. This President cares. This 
Commander in Chief cares. He wants to 
give victory a chance. 

It’s not a matter of staying the 
course and same old same old, the Iraq 
Study Group, the gentleman from Indi-
ana, the long-serving distinguished 
Democrat, 37 years in this body, and 
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Ambassador Baker, Secretary Baker, 
served under three Republican Presi-
dents, you have got two people that 
made some suggestions. One of the 
main suggestions that they made was 
we need a surge, we need more troops, 
especially in and around Baghdad, and 
those four provinces, where all of the 
violence, most of the violence, 95 per-
cent of it, is occurring. This is exactly 
what the President responded to. 

What did we hear from our friends on 
the other side of the aisle? Oh, well, 
you know, too little, too late. 

Yet, you know, 3 or 4 years ago it 
was, well, you’re not putting enough 
troops in there to do the job, you didn’t 
listen to General Shinseki, it’s a con-
stant pulling the rug out from under 
the combatant commanders, and we see 
435 people that want to be Commander 
in Chief. It just doesn’t work that way. 

In the Democratic special hour last 
night, after we talked about our experi-
ence in Iraq and these recent trips, the 
team on the Democratic side said, you 
know, we can’t afford to spend this 
money. We’ve almost spent $1 trillion 
trying to win this global war on terror, 
and we need to be spending this money 
to repair bridges, to give more money 
to the gulf coast, to maybe even give 
more money than a 300 percent in-
crease in the SCHIP program to cover 
every man, woman and child from cra-
dle-to-grave with universal health care. 

Even if I were for some of those 
things, I will tell you this, you spend 
that money on those things, and you 
don’t protect our people from global 
terrorism, then you will see, in a New 
York minute, how quick that money 
would go down the toilet as these peo-
ple blow up this infrastructure, just 
like they did 9/11, almost 6 years ago 
now, and killed 3,300, almost the same 
number, that we have lost in Iraq and 
Afghanistan over a 4-year period. They 
killed them within a period of 45 min-
utes. 

Mr. WAMP. That reminds me, today, 
yet another terrorist plot coming out 
of Germany, preparing to attack our 
Air Force base in Germany and soft 
targets of just public places in Ger-
many where Americans are known to 
hang out was foiled, thankfully. The 
German authorities were on top of it. 

That is a major, major terrorist at-
tack again. We see this over and over 
again, thankfully, you know. God has 
spared us, our intelligence is working, 
we are listening. Because of FISA, we 
are able to listen to foreign terrorists 
talk to each other. We’ve taken the 
precautions. 

Then I have this theory that they 
don’t want to strike us right now be-
cause they don’t want our country to 
pull back together again and be reso-
lute against this threat, so that those 
things, combined, have kept our coun-
try secure and safe at home while we 
are fighting these insurgents and these 
terrorists in the Middle East. 

We’re going to be fighting them 
somewhere. If it’s not in Iraq, it’s 
going to be Somalia, Northern Africa. I 
can go through a list of the troubling 
places in the world where we’re going 
to face these kinds of problems and ac-
tivities, and there are 20 countries that 
are at risk around the world for big- 
time terrorist actions like the Taliban 
came out of Afghanistan, and we can 
either basically stand against this 
threat today or face it globally and 
more at home tomorrow. That’s not a 
threat. It’s reality. In Germany today 
it was proven again they are trying to 
hit our targets wherever they are. 

Mr. GINGREY. I am so glad the gen-
tleman brought that up, because what 
he is talking about, and I commend to 
all my colleagues, read the article, 
these were three, in one case, I think, 
a citizen of Germany, maybe of Islamic 
descent, but a German citizen, and not 
only were they planning on attacking 
Frankfurt, where most people fly into 
when they go into Western Europe, cer-
tainly from this country, but also, and 
I know the gentleman is aware of this, 
their plan was to attack Ramstein Air 
Force Base and the Landstuhl Euro-
pean Army Medical Center where every 
one of these troops, our troops, that 
are injured so severely, and our great 
physicians on the battlefield are able 
to save their lives to get them through 
Ramstein Air Force Base to that 
Landstuhl Army Medical Center there 
just a few miles away, and that’s what 
they were going to attack. 

Mr. WAMP. The lowest of the low 
who would attack your wounded and 
injured. 

Mr. GINGREY. The lowest of the low. 
Of course, I know we want to yield to 

our friend from Colorado, and we will 
hear from him in just a second, but as 
I conclude my remarks, I just want to 
say, and Mrs. THELMA DRAKE, the gen-
tlewoman from Virginia mentioned 
this a little earlier, we had a report 
today in the House Armed Services 
Committee, a report that was re-
quested by Congress in our last emer-
gency supplemental, from the Govern-
ment Accountability Office, the GAO, 
on these benchmarks, and the Comp-
troller General talked about the 
progress. Really, he talked mainly 
about lack of progress, and it was iron-
ic that even though several of those 
benchmarks, we had made some 
progress, he pretty much gave the Iraqi 
government a failing report card. 

I think that is disappointing here, 
just a matter of a few days prior to 
General Petraeus’ report. 

He even suggested that while General 
Petraeus and Ambassador Crocker are 
highly professional and we would get a 
professional report from them, we 
would not get an unbiased report. The 
only unbiased report was coming from 
him and from the Government Ac-
countability Office. 

I suggested to him, during that hear-
ing, you know, you might be unbiased, 

but your ability to interpret what you 
see on the ground certainly militarily 
may not come even close to General 
Petraeus and Ambassador Crocker. So 
let’s wait for the report, let’s give vic-
tory a chance. That’s what I want to 
say to all my colleagues. Let’s button 
our lips for the rest of this week, and 
let’s see what the report says. 

I would suggest that the President is 
going to listen to General Petraeus and 
Ambassador Crocker, and I would sug-
gest that yes, indeed, the Iraqi govern-
ment is making progress, that they are 
not making as fast of progress as we 
would hope, but we would continue to 
put pressure on them, but let’s give 
victory a chance. 

Mr. WAMP. I thank the gentleman 
for that commentary, especially the 
update on the hearing today from the 
GAO and Mr. Walker. 

I will be a little more pointed to tell 
you as the ranking member of the ap-
propriations subcommittee that funds 
the GAO, and funds Mr. Walker’s orga-
nization, that unfortunately many 
times, whether it is government spend-
ing or oversight in Iraq, a lot of what 
happens in his office revolves around 
him and not us. 

b 1900 
It is all about him, and again today, 

it’s all about him. He’s the only one 
that somehow can be unbiased, and 
he’s the only one that can do this. And 
there’s a little kingdom over at the 
GAO and he’s the king. And we need to 
remember that and put it in perspec-
tive this week before we hear from the 
absolute expert on counterinsurgency 
in modern world history, David 
Petraeus, the best we can put in 
charge. He’s the best we can offer to 
this situation. And let’s listen to him 
objectively and not get caught up in an 
ego matter, frankly, involving Mr. 
Walker. 

And I yield to the gentleman from 
Colorado, a distinguished member of 
our Veterans’ Affairs Committee, a rel-
atively new Member, but a very experi-
enced and seasoned Member, DOUG 
LAMBORN. 

Mr. LAMBORN. Mr. Speaker, like 
many of my House colleagues, I trav-
eled with a Congressional delegation to 
Iraq during the August recess, and I 
rise now to speak about the successes 
that I saw and experienced firsthand 
while in Iraq. 

Mr. Speaker, the members of our 
armed services are working tirelessly 
each day and night in Iraq to rebuild 
this country and to ensure our national 
security. While in Iraq, I had an oppor-
tunity in Fallujah to meet with ma-
rines from Colorado Springs who were 
upbeat about the progress in Iraq and 
were certain that their accomplish-
ments during the surge had produced a 
truly positive result. They were also 
equally concerned that people at home 
in the United States did not under-
stand how successful they have been. 
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After my visit to Iraq, I am pleased 

to say that I am even more sure than 
ever that their mission has not been in 
vain. They truly are making a dif-
ference for the Iraqi people and for the 
communities in which these people 
live. 

During our visit, we met with GEN 
David Petraeus who had many positive 
things to say about the progress that 
has been made since the surge began. 
For instance, he mentioned the elimi-
nation of safe havens for militia forces 
and al Qaeda, continued progress in 
Anbar province, progress in the oper-
ation and training of the Iraqi Army 
and encouraging signs of tactical suc-
cesses in Baghdad. I look forward, like 
my colleagues here who’ve just spoken, 
to reading General Petraeus’ report on 
the surge with great scrutiny when it 
is released this month. 

I’m also delighted to hear that some 
of my Democratic colleagues have real-
ized and acknowledged that the surge 
is working. I plan to continue to work 
with all of my colleagues, as well as 
the military and the administration, to 
ensure that the sacrifice our brave men 
and women are making in Iraq is not 
abandoned before the mission is com-
pleted. 

Mr. WAMP. I thank the gentleman, 
and at this time I want to yield to the 
ranking member of the Oversight Sub-
committee of the Armed Services Com-
mittee, the gentleman from Missouri, 
TODD AKIN. 

Mr. AKIN. It’s a pleasure to be able 
to join our discussion tonight on the 
subject of Iraq. I approach the subject 
this evening from several perspectives; 
one, as a father of a marine who is now 
a captain who has been in Iraq; also as 
someone who has visited Iraq a number 
of times myself, but particularly, and 
more recently, as the ranking Repub-
lican on the Oversight Committee of 
the Armed Services Committee. That 
is a committee that we have been hear-
ing now, for quite a number of weeks, 
of witnesses, Republicans, Democrats, 
all kinds of different positions and peo-
ple with ideas that are supposedly ex-
perts about what we should be doing in 
Iraq. 

Now, one of the things that has 
jumped out, after having to sit through 
hours and hours and hours of testi-
mony, is a certain pattern. Every sin-
gle witness, conservative, liberal, Re-
publican, wacko one way, strange the 
other way, anybody, every single one of 
them, there were two things that they 
always said, and that was, the first one 
was, if we pull out rapidly, it will be, 
first of all, a huge blood bath of Iraqis 
killing Iraqis. We’re talking about mil-
lions of people dying, which will, of 
course, all be reviewed in all the gory 
detail on the media. And second of all, 
the region will become extremely un-
stable. Both of those, regardless of who 
they were, political party, anything 
else, those were the two common 
themes. 

And what emerged after weeks and 
weeks of listening to all these experts 
was, there is no gracious, easy way for 
us to try and tuck our tail between our 
legs and quit. We’re like the bear that’s 
going through the woods. We’re more 
than halfway there. 

The most logical, the most common 
sense, the most economic, the least 
loss of life course for us is to proceed 
forward logically and win this war. And 
there is even reason to believe that we 
can. 

And the strategy is becoming more 
and more obvious as to how that has to 
happen. The first basic principle is that 
our troops are doing a very good job in 
Iraq. The second basic principle is that 
we’ve fallen into this sort of belt line, 
beltway mentality thinking that 
America’s greatness all came out of 
Washington, DC and therefore the 
problems have to be solved in Baghdad, 
and that’s just wrong. The political so-
lution in Baghdad is not working prop-
erly. Where we are having success is 
the very way that America was built 
300 years ago, and it’s being built in 
local communities and local cities, 
local towns and various states as they 
built this great Nation and the same 
way. That’s what’s happening over in 
Iraq. 

We are having very good success on 
the local level working with local 
sheiks, giving them a sense that it’s 
their country, they can shape it, and 
what we need to be doing is aggres-
sively giving those local governments 
authority and limiting the Baghdad au-
thority to certain very specific items. 
We call that federalism in this country, 
and that’s where we need to be going. 
We can win this, and it is the most in-
expensive, the lowest loss of life and 
the very most positive results we can 
expect by just using the same prin-
ciples that we found that built Amer-
ica. So I think that’s where we need to 
be going. 

The Democrats are wrong. You can’t 
pass a constitutional amendment that 
says everybody’s going to get along 
with each other. Even if you put a gun 
to the head of the Iraqi Baghdad Gov-
ernment, they couldn’t do that. They 
couldn’t succeed in that. 

They’re wrong in being against the 
surge. The surge is proving to be effec-
tive. It is helping us to build local gov-
ernments. And they’re wrong in the 
sense that everything is lost and we 
ought to quit. That’s not true, and 
none of the witnesses suggested that 
it’s wise for us to pull out precipi-
tously. 

I thank the gentleman for yielding 
me some time, and I appreciate the 
comments of my colleagues that under-
stand the importance of this and un-
derstand terrorism. 

Mr. WAMP. I thank the gentleman 
from Missouri and his distinguished 
leadership as the ranking member of 
the Armed Services Committee. 

Let me say, before introducing the 
gentleman from Texas, one of the big-
gest changes that I see, not just in 
Iraq, but globally, is that finally mod-
erate Muslims are standing up against 
the radicals. We’re seeing that in coun-
try, we’re seeing that in other parts of 
the world. Up until a few months ago 
when they saw American resolve com-
ing forward, they literally were so 
afraid and intimidated and harassed, 
and the radicals were seizing the mo-
ment. 

Now, finally, and let me tell you, be-
cause of the sheer numbers, if we’re 
ever going to really permanently throw 
this threat back, the moderate people 
in Islam have to lead and help us, and 
that’s beginning to happen. 

A gentleman who’s been to Iraq six 
times, Dr. BURGESS from Texas, an-
other physician, a healer, a member of 
the Commerce Committee with ex-
traordinary perspective from six sepa-
rate visits to Iraq in country. I yield 
him such time as he may consume, 
hoping to get the other gentleman 
from Texas in at some point in the 
next 7 minutes. 

Mr. BURGESS. And I appreciate the 
gentleman for yielding. 

Indeed, I did take my sixth trip to 
Iraq in July, a weekend trip. And be-
lieve it or not, it is possible to make a 
weekend trip to Baghdad. 

I’ve got to tell you, Mr. Speaker, I 
was concerned. The 10 months prior to 
my going, we’ve had just a litany of 
one bad story after another come out 
of Iraq, and I was concerned about 
what I was going to find. 

The story is a mixed story. I suspect 
next week when we do hear the report 
from General Petraeus and Ambassador 
Crocker, we’ll get a mixed report. 

But I’ve just got to tell you, it was a 
vastly different condition on the 
ground that I saw than what I had been 
led to believe I would encounter with 
reading the stories in the paper. 

Now, just over a year ago I was there. 
There’s a lot that’s changed in Iraq. 
There’s a lot that’s changed here at 
home since that year’s time. Concerned 
about what I would find, and again, 
made the trip over a relatively con-
densed time frame, we left for Baghdad 
really early in the morning out of Ku-
wait City on a C–130. 

And Mr. Speaker, you always hear 
people criticize us on these trips. They 
say, well, you just saw what they want-
ed you to see. They just trotted out the 
dog-and-pony show for you and you 
bought it. 

But the reality is you get on a C–130, 
3 or 4 or in the morning, it’s already 90, 
95 degrees. You’re put in the back of a 
C–130 with troops being moved into one 
theater or another. And they don’t 
pick the guys that happen to show up 
at the airport that morning. You go 
with whoever is going in or out of the 
country. 

Now, when you’re on the plane, it’s 
just too noisy and hot and dark to talk. 
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But as the plane landed when we got to 
Baghdad and they bring the engines 
down and you can actually hear again, 
the soldiers that were around became 
anxious to talk to me when they found 
out who I was and why I was there. 

Most of them, it was their second or 
third rotation. Their deployments had 
been extended to 15 months, and most 
of the guys that were on that plane 
wouldn’t see home again for almost a 
year. 

Since February, there’s been a big 
change in how they do their job. 
They’re placed alongside Iraqi soldiers 
in smaller groups, both in Baghdad and 
out in the provinces, and they’re no 
longer attached to this larger and more 
protected military base. And clearly, 
they’re seeing a greater amount of ac-
tivity and, to a large degree, that con-
cerned them. 

The fellow that was just right across 
from me I actually spoke with in some 
depth, and he’d been reading a book all 
during this hot plane ride for 2 hours 
from Kuwait City into Baghdad. 

He obviously voiced a concern. He 
wondered if the General Officer Corps 
even knew what they were up to, even 
knew what they were doing. He won-
dered if they knew what they were up 
against. He did complain about the 
long hours. He complained about the 
heat. He complained about being sepa-
rated from his family. 

Mr. Speaker, he’d been reading a 
book intently while we were on the 
plane. And I asked him about this. I 
said, What book are you reading? And 
he said it was a book about philosophy. 
So I naturally assumed that at the end 
of his deployment he’d be coming home 
to perhaps finish school, or maybe he 
had a job waiting for him, and I asked 
him about this. And he looked at me 
very strangely and said, I just signed 
up for five more years. 

You know, it’s that kind of ambi-
guity, it’s that kind of enigma that 
confronts you when you’re in Iraq. 
Things just don’t add up the way you 
think that they might. 

Now, we got off that plane and we all 
went our separate ways. We were taken 
into the town of Ramadi. And a year 
ago, there would have been no way to 
go to Ramadi. We visited with the 
mayor. 

And again, as Mr. AKIN just alluded 
to, the good news story coming of out 
of Iraq is the building up of those insti-
tutions of local government just like 
we have here in this country, county 
governments, city governments that 
are doing the really hard work. They’re 
doing reconciliation at the city level, 
at the provincial level. If it takes the 
central government a while longer to 
catch up with them, I’ve got a lot of 
hope based on what I saw on the 
ground. 

But what really gives me hope is 
what I saw in the market in Ramadi. 
Look at the faces on these two young 

guys. We were just out there walking 
in the market just in an area that a 
year ago it had been so dangerous no 
one in their right mind would have 
taken us there. 

Let me just show you this other pic-
ture that gives you some idea of the 
types of thing for sale in the market. 
Again, it looks like a typical market-
place anywhere you’d find in the Mid-
dle East, Jordan or Saudi Arabia. A lot 
of stuff for sale. I don’t know where the 
stuff comes from, but a lot of stuff for 
sale. And again, clearly the people who 
were there did not look to be particu-
larly stressed or aggrieved. They 
looked half curious and happy to see 
us. In fact, the kids were starting 
school in a couple of weeks and would 
come up to us and ask us for pens and 
quarters. Apparently our military had 
given them a good deal of coaching on 
the kinds of things you can get from a 
codel as it walks through town. 

Mr. Speaker, I will conclude here and 
leave the remaining time to my friend 
from Texas. I will say I do believe it is 
in America’s interest that we finish the 
job. The next 30 years will look starkly 
different if we’re successful versus if 
we’re a failure. 

I will yield back to the gentleman 
from Tennessee. 

Mr. WAMP. I’d like to yield our final 
minute to Mr. HENSARLING of Texas to 
close. 

Mr. HENSARLING. I certainly thank 
the gentleman for yielding. I thank the 
gentleman from Tennessee for leading 
this hour. I want to thank the other 
members of the Republican Study 
Committee, the House’s conservative 
caucus, for lending their voice here. 

In the remaining time, I just want to 
make a couple of points, and that is, 
we see every night the cost of fighting 
this war, and it is a heavy cost. It’s a 
heavy cost in terms of money and, 
much more importantly, lives. But we 
need to again remember the cost of los-
ing this war and what that could mean 
and how serious the threat is. 

I was home during the August recess, 
got to spend time not only with my 
wife and children, but with my parents. 
My mother reminded me of something 
that she said from time to time, and 
that is, sometimes life is full of lousy 
options. And yes, fighting this war is 
costly. But losing this war could be 
even costlier if Iraq becomes what Af-
ghanistan once was, under the Taliban, 
a breeding ground, a training ground 
for terrorists that are bent on hurting 
our country. 

And we have to remember these are 
people who have said they have the 
right to kill 4 million Americans. Two 
million of them are children and two of 
those 2 million are mine. We have to 
remember what the cost of defeat is. 

So we finally have signs for cautious 
optimism. We all need to have an open 
mind when the report comes in. 

b 1915 

MOURNING THE PASSING OF THE 
LATE JENNIFER DUNN, FORMER 
MEMBER OF CONGRESS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
SIRES). Under a previous order of the 
House, the gentleman from Washington 
(Mr. REICHERT) is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. REICHERT. Mr. Speaker, today I 
join my colleagues and friends and the 
entire State of Washington in mourn-
ing the loss of former Congresswoman 
Jennifer Dunn. She was my predecessor 
here in the House of Representatives, 
represented the Eighth District of 
Washington State. I’m shocked and 
saddened by the news of her death 
today, and my condolences go out to 
the family: her husband, Keith; her 
children, Bryant, Reagan, and Angus; 
their wives; and the grandchildren, who 
meant so much to her. 

And today as we were on the floor 
voting, Mr. Speaker, the news was pre-
sented to the Members of this body by 
a good friend, a longtime friend of hers, 
Doc Hastings is his nickname, from 
Central Washington. He had known 
Jennifer for over 30 years. And as Doc 
Hastings announced the news of her 
unexpected death, you could hear the 
sadness. You could hear the sadness. 
You could hear the gasp as the air went 
out of this room. 

Jennifer Dunn served this House for 
12 years. She was a well-respected 
Member of this body. She was in lead-
ership in the Republican Party, one of 
the first females in leadership in this 
House. She was one of those Members 
who reached across the aisle; who 
worked with all; who had a dedicated, 
compassionate drive to represent the 
people of the Eighth District. She 
served with passion and the heart of a 
servant. 

I first met Jennifer Dunn back in 1997 
as I became the first elected sheriff in 
King County, Seattle, Washington. And 
I had the opportunity to travel back 
and forth between Washington State 
and Washington, D.C. to meet with our 
delegation. And Jennifer Dunn was al-
ways so gracious in allowing me time 
as the sheriff to come in and present 
the issues that were facing us in King 
County law enforcement. 

She was very proud of the fact that 
she helped start the school resource of-
ficer program with grant funds. She 
was very proud of the fact that she 
helped acquire funding for the so im-
portant fight against methamphet- 
amines that really are the scourge of 
this Nation today. She helped plant the 
seed of an effort in Washington State 
that still goes on today in the form of 
the Washington State Meth Initiative, 
people meeting today, deciding how to 
spend the money the Federal Govern-
ment still provides as a result of her ef-
forts in fighting the deadly addiction 
that meth causes in our communities. 
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But one of the things that she was 

most proud of was her effort in passing 
legislation that led to the Amber Alert 
system that we have throughout this 
Nation that, as everyone knows across 
this country, has saved many lives, 
lives of our children, our most vulner-
able of citizens and victims. 

So I am so honored and so proud to 
be the person who has been given the 
privilege to follow in such a great 
lady’s footsteps. 

Jennifer Dunn, we will all miss you. 
Our prayers and thoughts go with the 
family. 

f 

AMERICAN PATENT LAW 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 18, 2007, the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. ROHRABACHER) is recognized 
for 60 minutes. 

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Mr. Speaker, 
let me just note for my colleague who 
just finished his very, very appropriate 
remarks concerning the passing of Jen-
nifer Dunn, I have three children at 
home, little Tristen and Anika and 
Christian; and as a parent, I am very 
grateful to Jennifer Dunn for the lead-
ership that she provided in helping 
make our country safer for our chil-
dren, the children that we all love so 
much. 

And when we talk about the future 
and I think about my children, we have 
to think that whatever we do here, we 
are creating a better world, and it is a 
better world for our children because 
they are going to be around a lot 
longer than we are. 

Well, Mr. Speaker, on Friday the 
House will consider legislation that 
will have a huge impact on the well- 
being of the American people and, yes, 
the well-being of America’s children as 
they get older. Yet this bill will have a 
great deal to do with whether or not 
our children have good jobs and live in 
a secure country. 

This bill is receiving very little at-
tention. Very powerful interest groups 
are trying to sneak this one by us, and 
if they succeed, they will be enriched 
and the American people will be worse 
off. 

So what’s new? Well, what’s new is 
that this special interest foray is not 
aimed at just adding an earmark or 
changing a clause in the tax law to 
help a specific company. It is a maneu-
ver to dramatically diminish a con-
stitutionally protected right that has 
served our Nation well. It is a funda-
mental change in a system that has 
been in place since our country’s 
founding. That is a lot different than 
the special interest forays in the past 
just aimed at changing little elements 
of the law for their own benefit. 

We are talking about fundamentally 
altering America’s patent system. 
Now, if H.R. 1908, the bill in question, 
passes, there will be tremendous nega-

tive long-term consequences not just 
for America’s inventors but for the 
country. 

Now, patent law is thought to be so 
complicated and so esoteric that most 
people tune out once they realize that 
that is the subject of a discussion. We 
have probably lost people right now 
who are reading the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD or watching C–SPAN or our 
colleagues who are watching this from 
their offices. But the technology that 
we are talking about is vitally impor-
tant to the well-being of our country. 
Patent law is not so complicated and 
esoteric because it is that vital to the 
well-being of our country. Our techno-
logical genius and the laws protecting 
and promoting that genius have been 
at the heart of America’s success as a 
Nation. 

America’s technological edge has 
made American workers competitive 
with low-priced laborers overseas. It 
has provided the American people with 
the highest standard of living in the 
world, and it enabled our country to 
sail safely through the troubled waters 
of world wars and international 
threats. It is American technology that 
has made all the difference for our 
country’s security and our people’s 
quality of life. 

Protecting individual rights, even for 
the little guy, has been the hallmark of 
our Nation. Patent rights, the right to 
one’s own creation, which is what we 
are talking about when we talk about 
patent rights, have been considered a 
fundamental part of our system since 
our country’s founding. In fact, Ben-
jamin Franklin, Thomas Jefferson, 
George Washington, and others of our 
Founding Fathers were not the only 
people who believed in freedom and de-
mocracy. They believed in technology 
and progress. 

Visit Monticello and see what Thom-
as Jefferson did with his time after he 
penned the words to the Declaration of 
Independence and after he served as 
President of the United States. He 
went back to Monticello and spent his 
time inventing gadgets and pieces of 
equipment that would lift the burden 
from the shoulders of labor. And, by 
the way, Jefferson was America’s first 
Patent Commissioner. 

And then there is Ben Franklin, the 
inventor of the bifocal and the pot-
bellied stove. Before Benjamin Frank-
lin people could only heat themselves 
at a fireplace and project heat in a 
room only from a fireplace. And Ben-
jamin Franklin invented the potbellied 
stove, which started the whole concept 
of modern heating. This grand old man, 
who was present at the Declaration of 
Independence and the writing of our 
Constitution, once lamented his own 
death not by talking about the fear of 
the unknown and dying but by lament-
ing that he would not be able to see the 
great human progress that was bound 
to happen, the technological advances 

that would be the byproduct of a free 
people in the United States of America. 

Our Founding Fathers believed that 
with freedom and with technology, we 
could increase the standard of living of 
all our people, not just the elite. Our 
founders were visionaries, not just 
about political structures but about a 
way of life for ordinary people and the 
future of humankind. Those patriots 
who laid the foundation of our country 
wrote into the Constitution a provision 
they firmly believed was a prerequisite 
to progress and freedom. 

Now, last night after I gave a similar 
speech on the floor, a teacher, a so- 
called teacher of history, called my of-
fice to complain, ‘‘There is nothing 
about copyrights or patents in our Con-
stitution.’’ I don’t know how long he 
has been a teacher. He said he has been 
teaching 20 years. But my staff mem-
ber took out a copy of the Constitution 
and read to him article I, section 8 of 
the Constitution, which states in part: 
‘‘Congress shall have the power to pro-
mote the progress of science and useful 
arts, by securing for limited times to 
authors and inventors the exclusive 
right to their respective writings and 
discoveries.’’ They held the right of 
owning one’s ideas and creations and 
inventions as equal to the rights of 
speech, religion, and assembly. In fact, 
in the body of the Constitution before 
the Bill of Rights, the word ‘‘right’’ is 
only used in reference to patents and 
copyrights. So that shows you the pri-
ority that our Founding Fathers placed 
on the technological development that 
would create the dream of America 
that they felt that they were estab-
lishing here on this continent. 

In short, we have had the strongest 
patent protection in the world, and 
that is why in the history of mankind 
there has never been a more innovative 
and creative people. And it has been no 
accident that Americans are the 
world’s great inventors, scientists, and 
technologists. No, it is not just the di-
versity of our people, but diversity cer-
tainly plays a role and we can be proud 
of that and it has contributed to our 
capabilities. It wasn’t just our natural 
resources, although we were blessed 
with vast territory and natural re-
sources. Our innovation and progress 
can be traced to our law from the very 
beginning. It was the intent of those 
who wrote these protections into our 
fundamental law, into the Constitution 
in those earliest days of our Republic, 
and it was their vision of optimism 
that motivated them to write this into 
the law. Our history is filled with sto-
ries of technological achievement that 
flowed from the fact that we had estab-
lished a country that thought that the 
rights of ownership of what you create 
is just as important as your right to 
speak or the right to worship God as 
you so choose. 

We found people who emerged among 
us, Eli Whitney, for example, who not 
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only invented the cotton gin but who 
invented the interchangeable parts for 
manufacturing. This revolutionized in-
dustrial production and dramatically 
uplifted the well-being of millions of 
people and, yes, people who were yet to 
be born. 

Cyrus McCormick invented the reap-
er. Before that the food supply for our 
people was limited. People went to bed 
hungry, large numbers. Cyrus McCor-
mick invented a reaper that made sure 
that every person would have bread 
enough to eat, that children would be 
fed. 

Samuel Morse invented the tele-
graph, which eventually led, of course, 
to the telephone and revolutionized a 
whole idea of communications through-
out the world. Thomas Edison, the 
light bulb and so many other inven-
tions. 

Interestingly, black Americans were 
prolific inventors even at times when 
they were terribly discriminated 
against because patent law was one law 
that was justly applied to them for the 
most part, although there were issues 
of discrimination even in that area. 
But compared to the other areas where 
they were totally discriminated 
against, there was some leeway in our 
society. And black inventors emerged, 
as is predictable, because that was 
their avenue to rise up. Men like Jan 
Matzeliger, who invented a machine 
that was used in shoe manufacturing 
that dramatically changed the shoe in-
dustry to the point that the average 
person after Matzeliger’s invention 
could afford to have more than one pair 
of shoes in his life. 

b 1930 
Before that they were so expensive, 

people had one pair of shoes that they 
repaired for the rest of their lives. 

George Washington Carver, another 
great black inventor, a great scholar, a 
world-respected scientist, and so many 
more like him. We are proud that our 
history advanced technologies because 
we know, as Americans, as we have al-
ways known, that through our coun-
try’s history, that the inventions that 
we’re talking about produced more 
wealth with less labor, thus increased 
the standard of living of all people and 
the opportunity for all people who are 
part of our country’s brotherhood and 
sisterhood to share in the benefits, in 
the fruits of this free society. 

And yes, we have had problems in the 
past and there was discrimination 
against black Americans, obviously. 
Slavery was a blight on our system, a 
sin. But as we have tried to produce 
more wealth, and the more wealth that 
has been produced and the more oppor-
tunity that’s been available, the easier 
it’s been for our society to try to cor-
rect those terrible crimes and sins of 
the past. And black Americans have 
done their share, more than their 
share, in producing these inventions 
that have helped our country. 

By and large, the inventors were not 
part of large corporate structures. 
They were, by and large, little guys, 
people who didn’t have vast companies 
behind them, which leads us, of course, 
to the Wright brothers. 

We remember the Wright brothers, 
men with little education that worked 
in a bicycle shop. They owned a bicycle 
shop and ended up inventing something 
a little more than 100 years ago that 
they were told was impossible to in-
vent, impossible to build by the ex-
perts. They had no huge corporate 
structures behind them, so thus they 
didn’t have a board of directors that 
prohibited them from their research or 
directed them in a way that would 
have prevented them from being suc-
cessful. They went forward, they in-
vested their time, and they invested 
their limited resources. And they 
changed the future of humankind for-
ever as they took mankind’s feet off 
the ground and put us on the road to 
the heavens. The patent issued to the 
Wright brothers is perhaps one of the 
most significant documents in the his-
tory of all mankind. 

Let us understand that it was not 
raw muscle nor was it just hard work 
that built our country. People work 
hard all over the world and live in ab-
ject poverty. It is not our vast terri-
tory or natural resources. It was, in-
stead, our ingenuity, our intelligence, 
and yes, the legal system that was es-
tablished to protect that ingenuity and 
the intelligence and the creativity of 
our people. 

We treated intellectual property, the 
creation of new technologies, as we 
treated property and personal rights 
and political rights. They were held in 
the same esteem in the United States 
of America. And that is what America 
is all about, that every person’s rights 
were to be respected and protected. As 
I say, we didn’t always live up to that 
dream, but it was our standard. We 
held those high standards and it served 
us well. Now we have people trying to 
undermine those standards for personal 
gain. 

Today we face a great historic chal-
lenge, and this challenge comes exactly 
at a time when our country faces eco-
nomic threats from abroad as never be-
fore. We must prevail over our eco-
nomic competitors. They are at war 
with the well-being of the American 
people. We must win, or our country 
and our people will lose. My children, 
Anika, Tristen and Christian, they will 
lose. Your children, all of our children 
will have worse lives in the future if we 
lose this battle, this economic battle 
that we are fighting today. Yes, our 
people will suffer. 

Future generations could well see 
their standard of living decline, the op-
portunity of their young people vanish, 
as well as the safety and strength of 
our country, which all leads us to the 
legislation that will be considered on 

Friday. Very powerful corporate inter-
ests, mainly billionaires in the elec-
tronics industry and the financial in-
dustry, are on the verge of fundamen-
tally changing the U.S. patent system, 
and it will have dire consequences for 
the American people. So our colleagues 
need to pay attention. 

Let us be clear and specific; the legis-
lation in question, H.R. 1908, will dra-
matically weaken the patent rights of 
ordinary Americans and make us even 
more vulnerable to the outright theft 
of American-made technology and in-
novative ideas. 

The purpose of the legislation is to 
weaken the patent system. Those peo-
ple in the electronics industry and the 
financial industry do not want to pay 
royalties; they do not want to be ham-
pered by watching out for and respect-
ing the ownership rights of our inven-
tors anymore. 

This legislation is a slow-motion de-
struction of the patent system. No one 
will be candid enough to admit it, but 
the real reason for this and past forays 
against the patent system is aimed at 
the destruction of the system; it is not 
to make it better. No one is going to 
admit it. They’re going to say they’re 
here trying to reform the system. It is 
not aimed at that; it is aimed at de-
stroying the system. The word ‘‘re-
form’’ is being used as a cover just as 
it was a cover in the immigration bat-
tle. We all remember that. People 
talked about comprehensive immigra-
tion because the real purpose, as we all 
know, was amnesty in that bill that 
was making its way through Congress. 
Everybody knows that. And amnesty 
would have brought tens of millions 
more here, at least that was debatable. 
Well, we should have talked about it 
and debated that issue. Instead, we 
heard about comprehensive reform as if 
it was going to solve a problem and 
make the immigration influx into our 
country, bring it under control. No. 
The purpose of that bill was amnesty. 

When they talk about reform of our 
patent system, what they’re really 
talking about is destroying the patent 
system and weakening its protection. 
They couldn’t pass it otherwise. 

There are some real problems that 
need to be solved with our patent sys-
tem. Unfortunately, the legislation 
making its way through the system 
does not correct the problems, just as 
the comprehensive amnesty bill or 
comprehensive immigration bill didn’t 
solve the problems. The problems are 
being used as an excuse to act. But the 
proposed changes are aimed at a to-
tally different and indefensible goal. It 
is a power grab, a classic power grab 
where we are not having an honest de-
bate, an honest exchange of ideas with 
the American people. 

So we readily admit, those of us who 
are in opposition to the bill that will 
come to the floor Friday, H.R. 1908, we 
admit that we need patent legislation, 
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legislation that speeds the examination 
and issuance of patents, helps the proc-
ess, the examination process and the 
issuance process, provides training and 
compensation for patent examiners. We 
need legislation that does just that. We 
need legislation that will protect our 
inventors against theft, especially 
against foreign theft, where our own 
creative genius of our people is being 
taken and stolen by foreigners and 
then put into their manufacturing to 
outdo the United States, to put us out 
of business; our own creative genius 
used against us. Yes, we need to fix 
these problems with the patent. 

The bill has this goal, and supposedly 
they talk about it. And if that was the 
goal, it would be welcomed. Well, it 
also has been a straw man to justify 
this revolutionary altering of our pat-
ent system, of course. What we need, of 
course, is to correct the problems in 
the current system, not to destroy the 
system. 

This comprehensive bill that we face, 
interestingly enough, is similar to a 
bill that came up 10 years ago that we 
managed, with public outcry, just like 
the outcry that stopped the immigra-
tion bill in the Senate. We stopped a 
bill like this 10 years ago. I called it 
the ‘‘Steal American Technologies 
Act.’’ Well, the same group of people, 
the same interest group that tried to 
push that is back. And so if you take a 
look at this bill, we might call it the 
‘‘Steal American Technologies Act 
Part 2.’’ 

So just what does H.R. 1908 do? First 
and foremost, it is designed, as I say, 
to weaken the patent protection of 
American inventors. So we support real 
reforms, but the proposed changes in 
H.R. 1908 will cause the collapse of the 
patent system that has sustained 
America for the past 200 years. 

The negative impact of the totality 
of this bill is reflected in the wide spec-
trum of opposition who are now mobi-
lizing against it. 

For the RECORD, I would submit this 
list of those who are opposing H.R. 
1908, and I would ask this to be in-
cluded in the RECORD at this point. 
ORGANIZATIONS AND COMPANIES WHICH HAVE 

RAISED OBJECTIONS TO PATENT LEGISLATION 
(H.R. 1908) 
Organizations and Companies Raising Ob-

jections to H.R. 1908, the Patent Reform Act 
of 2007: 3M, Abbott, Accelerated Tech-
nologies, Inc., Acorn Cardiovascular Inc., 
Adams Capital Management, Adroit Medical 
Systems, Inc., AdvaMed, Advanced Diamond 
Technologies, Inc., Advanced Medical Optics, 
Inc., Advanced Neuromodulation Systems, 
Inc., Aero-Marine Company, AFL–CIO, Afri-
can American Republican Leadership Coun-
cil, AIPLA—American Intellectual Property 
Law Association. 

Air Liquide, Air Products, ALD NanoSolu-
tions, Inc., ALIO Industries, Allergan, Inc., 
Almyra, Inc., AmberWave Systems Corpora-
tion, American Conservative Union, Amer-
ican Intellectual property Law, Association 
(AIPLA), American Seed Trade, Americans 
for Sovereignty. 

Americans for the Preservation of Liberty, 
Amylin Pharmaceuticals, AngioDynamics, 
Inc., Applied Medical, Applied Nanotech, 
Inc., Argentis Pharmaceuticals, LLC, Ari-
zona BioIndustry Association, ARYx Thera-
peutics, Ascenta Therapeutics, Inc., Associa-
tion of University Technology Managers 
(AUTM). 

Asthmatx, Inc., AstraZeneca, Aware, Inc., 
Baxa Corporation, Baxter Healthcare Cor-
poration, BayBio, Beckman Coulter, BIO— 
Biotechnology Industry Organization, 
BioCardia, Inc., BIOCOM, Biogen Idec, Bio-
medical Association, BioOhio, Bioscience In-
stitute, Biotechnology Council of New Jer-
sey. 

Blacks for Economic Security Trust Fund, 
BlazeTech Corporation, Boston Scientific, 
Bridgestone Americas Holding, Inc., Bristol- 
Myers Squibb, BuzzLogic, California 
Healthcare Institute, California Healthcare 
Institute (The), Canopy Ventures, Carbide 
Derivative Technologies, Cardiac Concepts, 
Inc., CardioDynamics, Cargill, Inc., Cassie- 
Shipherd Group (The), Caterpillar, Celgene 
Corporation, Cell Genesys, Inc., Center 7, 
Inc., Center for Small Business and the Envi-
ronment, Centre for Security Policy, 
Cephalon, CheckFree, Christian Coalition of 
America. 

Cincinnati Sub-Zero Products, Coalition 
for 21st Century Patent Reform, Coalitions 
for America, CogniTek Management Sys-
tems, Inc., Colorado Bioscience Association, 
Conceptus, Inc., CONNECT, Connecticut 
United for Research Excellence, Cornell Uni-
versity, Corning, Coronis Medical Ventures, 
Council for America, CropLife America, 
Cryptography Research, Cummins-Allison 
Corporation. 

Cummins Inc., CVRx Inc., Dais Analytic 
Corporation, Dartmouth Regional Tech-
nology Center, Inc., Declaration Alliance, 
Deltanoid Pharmaceuticals, Digimarc Cor-
poration, DirectPointe, Dow Chemical Com-
pany, Dupont, Dura-Line Corporation, 
Dynatronics Co., Eagle Forum, Eastman 
Chemical Company, Economic Development 
Center, Edwards Lifesciences, Elan Pharma-
ceuticals, Inc., Electronics for Imaging, Eli 
Lilly and Company, Ellman Innovations 
LLC, Enterprise Partners Venture Capital, 
Evalve, Inc. 

Exxon Mobile Corporation, Fallbrook 
Technologies Inc., FarSounder, Inc. Foot-
note.com. 

Gambro BCT, General Electric, Genomic 
Health, Inc., Gen-Probe Incorporated, 
Genzyme, Georgia Biomedical Partnership, 
Glacier Cross, Inc., GlaxoSmithKline, Glen-
view State Bank, Hawaii Science & Tech-
nology Council, HealthCare Institute of New 
Jersey, HeartWare, Inc., Helius, Inc., Henkel 
Corporation, Hoffman-LaRoche, Inc. 

iBIO, Imago Scientific Instruments, Im-
pulse Dynamics (USA), Inc., Indiana Health 
Industry Forum, Indiana University, Innova-
tion Alliance, Institute of Electrical and 
Electronics Engineers (IEEE)–USA, Inter-
Digital Communications Corporation, Inter-
molecular, Inc., International Association of 
Professional and Technical Engineers 
(IFPTE), Invitrogen Corporation, Iowa Bio-
technology Association, ISTA Pharma-
ceuticals, Jazz Pharmaceuticals, Inc., John-
son & Johnson, KansasBio, Leadership Insti-
tute, Let Freedom Ring, Life Science Alley, 
LITMUS, LLC. 

LSI Corporation, Lux Capital Manage-
ment, Luxul Corporation, Maryland Tax-
payers’ Association. 

Masimo Corporation, Massachusetts Bio-
technology Council, Massachusetts Medical 
Device Industry Council, MassMEDIC, 

Maxygen Inc., MDMA—Medical Device Man-
ufacturer’s Association, Medical College of 
Wisconsin, MedImmune, Inc., Medtronic, 
Merck, Metabasis Therapeutics, Inc., 
Metabolex, Inc., Metacure (USA), Inc., MGI 
Pharma Inc., MichBio, Michigan Small Tech 
Association, Michigan State University, Mil-
lennium Pharmaceuticals, Inc., Milliken & 
Company, Mohr, Davidow Ventures, Mon-
santo Company, Motorola. 

NAM—National Association of Manufac-
turers, NanoBioMagnetics, Inc. (NBMI), 
NanoBusiness Alliance, NanoInk, Inc., 
NanoIntegris, Inc., Nanomix, Inc., 
Nanophase Technologies, NanoProducts Cor-
poration, Nanosys, Inc., Nantero, Inc., Na-
tional Center for Public Policy Research, 
Nektar Therapeutics, Neoconix, Inc., Neuro 
Resource Group (NRG), Neuronetics, Inc., 
NeuroPace, New England Innovation Alli-
ance, New Hampshire Biotechnology Coun-
cil, New Hampshire Department of Economic 
Development, New Mexico Biotechnical and 
Biomedical Association, New York Bio-
technology Association. 

Norseman Group, North Carolina Bio-
sciences Organization, North Carolina State 
University, North Dakota State University, 
Northrop Grumman Corporation, North-
western University, Novartis, Novartis Cor-
poration, Novasys Medical Inc., 
NovoNordisk, NUCRYST Pharmaceuticals, 
Inc. NuVasive, Inc., Nuvelo, Inc., Ohio State 
University, OpenCEL, LLC. 

Palmetto Biotechnology Alliance, Patent 
Café.com, Inc., Patent Office Professional 
Association, Pennsylvania Bio, Pennsylvania 
State University, PepsiCo, Inc., Pfizer, 
PhRMA—Pharmaceutical Research and Man-
ufacturers of America, Physical Sciences 
Inc., PointeCast Corporation, Power Innova-
tions International, PowerMetal Tech-
nologies, Inc., Preformed Line Products, 
Procter & Gamble, Professional Inventors’ 
Alliance, ProRhythm, Inc., Purdue Univer-
sity, Pure Plushy Inc., QUALCOMM Inc. 

QuantumSphere, Inc., QuesTek Innova-
tions LLC, Radiant Medical, Inc., Rensselaer 
Polytechnic Institute, Research Triangle 
Park, NC, Retractable Technologies, Inc., 
RightMarch.com, S & C Electric Company, 
Salix Pharmaceuticals, Inc., SanDisk Cor-
poration, Sangamo Biosciences, Inc., 
Semprius, Inc., Small Business Association 
of Michigan—Economic Development Center, 
Small Business Exporters Association of the 
United States. 

Small Business Technology Council, Smart 
Bomb Interactive, Smile Reminder, 
SmoothShapes, Inc., Solera Networks, South 
Dakota Biotech Association, Southern Cali-
fornia Biomedical Council, Spiration, Inc., 
St. Louis University, Standup Bed Company 
(The), State of New Hampshire Department 
of Resources and Economic Development, 
Stella Group, Ltd., StemCells, SurgiQuest, 
Inc. 

Symyx Technologies, Inc., Tech Council of 
Maryland/MdBio, Technology Patents & Li-
censing, Tennessee Biotechnology Associa-
tion, Tessera, Inc., Texas A&M, Texas 
Healthcare, Texas Instruments, Three Arch 
Partners. 

United Technologies, University of Cali-
fornia System, University of Illinois, Univer-
sity of Iowa, University of Maryland, Univer-
sity of Michigan, University of Minnesota, 
University of New Hampshire, University of 
North Carolina System, University of Roch-
ester, University of Utah, University of Wis-
consin-Madison, US Business and Industry 
Council, US Council for International Busi-
ness. 

USGI Medical, USW—United Steelworkers, 
Vanderbilt University and Medical Center, 
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Virent Energy Systems, Inc., Virginia Bio-
technology Association, Visidyne, Inc., 
VisionCare Opthamalogic Technologies, Inc., 
Washington Biotechnology & Biomedical As-
sociation, Washington University, WaveRx, 
Inc. 

Wayne State University, Wescor, Inc., 
Weyerhaeuser, Wilson Sonsini Goodrich & 
Rosati, Wisconsin Alumni Research Founda-
tion (WARF), Wisconsin Biotechnology and 
Medical Device Association, Wyeth. 

This list includes biotech industries, 
the pharmaceutical industry, small 
businesses, labor unions, universities, 
patent examiners, and of course inven-
tors. And that’s just a very small part 
of the list, as you will see with those 
people reading the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD. 

And why are so many of these people, 
why are such a large number of people 
opposed to it? Perhaps the easiest to 
understand of why people are against 
this bill is the issue of disclosure. In 
this bill, disclosure is called ‘‘publica-
tion.’’ From the time of the founding of 
our country until recent years it was 
mandated by our law that every patent 
application would be held confidential 
until the patent was issued. In fact, if 
a patent examiner left out some infor-
mation about a patent application, 
they could end up in jail. It was a fel-
ony. Well, this bill is going to change 
all of that. 

We have had a system that’s been 
dramatically different from the rest of 
the world in this confidentiality, and it 
was this element that has been a major 
success for us. Yet in the legislation, 
H.R. 1908, as well as the legislation we 
beat 10 years ago, that’s one of the first 
things they’re trying to do is end the 
confidentiality. In fact, this bill, H.R. 
1908, at this point eliminates the right 
of confidentiality for American inven-
tors. H.R. 1908 would mandate the pub-
lication of all patent applications 18 
months after the patent is applied for, 
whether or not the patent has been 
granted. Is everybody getting that? 
This bill will mandate that the people 
of India and China and Korea and else-
where will have all of the details of our 
patent applications, our most cutting- 
edge secrets, before the patent is 
issued. It will be on the Internet. 

Now, let’s look at the numbers. 89,000 
American patents were issued by the 
Patent Office last year; 32 percent of 
them went to small business or those 
companies who employ less than 500 
employees. Twenty percent of U.S. ori-
gin patents, 20 percent of the patents 
chose to opt for the current provision 
of law that will prevent their applica-
tion from being published before the 
patent is issued. So right now they 
have a right to opt for that because if 
people that apply for international pat-
ents, their patent is published after 18 
months. But we have 20 percent of the 
U.S. origin patents opted not to permit 
their patent application to be pub-
lished after 18 months. Last year, that 
means 20,000 inventors, about two- 

thirds of all small business inventors, 
chose to keep their patent secret and 
keep it away from the prying eyes of 
China, Japan, Korea, India and others 
who would steal their new innovations. 

And you don’t have to take my word 
that these countries want the bill 
passed for sinister purposes. Just look 
at this quote from the Economic Times 
of India dated July 23, 2007. Listen to 
this, and I quote, ‘‘A crucial bill mak-
ing its way through the U.S. Congress 
is set to give new inexpensive options 
for the Indian drug makers to attack 
the patents that give monopoly rights 
to the top-selling multinational cor-
poration brands in the largest pharma-
ceutical market.’’ Did you get that? 
That means they’re waiting so that our 
pharmaceutical companies can invest 
hundreds of millions of dollars to try 
to develop a new drug, and they know 
they’re going to get it. The Indians al-
ready are saying it’s an inexpensive op-
tion for the Indian drug makers be-
cause they’re going to be able to take 
that information and get more drugs 
on the market there before our own 
people are able to get those drugs, and 
the hundreds of millions of dollars of 
research of our companies will be just 
stolen. 

That’s why the pharmaceutical in-
dustry is against this bill. It is esti-
mated that already at this time the 
U.S. economy loses $250 billion a year 
from global intellectual property theft. 
This bill would double or triple that 
loss, and in the long run, equip our eco-
nomic adversaries with what they need 
to compete with us and to drive Ameri-
cans out of business. Got that? Our own 
technology being used to destroy 
American jobs. 

It’s our technology and our techno-
logical advancement that has let 
American workers compete with low- 
price workers overseas. Now they’re 
going to change our laws because cer-
tain elements in our high-tech indus-
tries, meaning the electronics industry 
and the financial industry, do not want 
to pay royalties to our inventors; that 
we’re going to provide this information 
to the rest of the world so they can 
steal it and use it against us. Doesn’t 
sound like anybody’s watching out for 
the interests of the American people. 

Well, it should be easy for everyone 
to understand that part of the bill. 
And, in fact, the authors of the bill, 
even though they stuck to this, they 
put it in the bill originally. And 10 
years ago they tried to push this same 
thing. They now say they’re going to 
try to amend the bill so that provision 
isn’t as tough. 

b 1945 
Well, what about the other provisions 

of the bill? Even if this provision comes 
out, because they know it is just too 
easy to understand how horrible that 
would be for America, the other provi-
sions are just as bad. It is just that 
they are harder to understand. 

So if the publication requirement 
comes out, people should understand 
that that, too, is part of a strategy to 
get the rest of the bill in which would 
undermine America’s inventors. Those 
pushing H.R. 1908 want China, Japan, 
Korea and India and others to know 
every detail of developing technologies 
and our creative ideas, even before the 
patents have been issued. So we under-
stand, this will facilitate that. That is 
pretty easy to see when you are talk-
ing about giving them all the informa-
tion. 

Just as bad, however, this bill opens 
up new avenues of attack for those for-
eign and domestic business predators 
who would purposely infringe on the 
inventor’s patent rights. So, what we 
are doing, the rest of these provisions, 
that is easy to understand, this publi-
cation, you know, anyone can see, that 
is asking everybody around the world 
to steal our ideas and use them against 
us. Well, these other ideas are just as 
damaging. They basically would help 
foreign and domestic predators against 
our inventors. 

H.R. 1908 would open up new doors of 
attack both before a patent is issued 
and after it is issued. Before, in ex-
panded, what they call inter partes ex-
amination which, in effect, gives the 
infringers of a patent another oppor-
tunity to challenge every patent that 
they are infringing upon. 

Once at the Patent and Trademark 
Office, and if unsuccessfully, if they 
fail the first time, they can try again 
in a court after the patent has been 
issued. So even if they had challenged 
the issuance of a patent beforehand in 
the current process, this bill allows 
them then to again challenge it after 
the patent has been issued in court, 
which dramatically increases the cost 
for the inventor, freezing out the little 
guys. It allows powerful corporate 
third parties to sit in and state their 
case while someone is trying to get 
their patent. 

Yet again, this is an avenue given to 
the large corporate interests. And what 
does it do? It punishes the little guy. 
Then afterwards, we have a whole new 
postgrant review. Now that is in the 
beginning. They have a right to sit in 
on the process and to basically try to 
disrupt the patent process in the very 
beginning stages so the little guy has a 
tough time getting it granted. But 
then afterwards, there is a whole new 
postgrant review. This means that 
after the patent has been issued, we 
make it easier for the big guys to keep 
coming back and attacking the right of 
the person who developed this new 
technology. The new postgrant review 
lowers the bar of proving that a patent 
is invalid. Thus, we have actually 
changed the standard that has pro-
tected our inventors against aggressive 
and unjustified attacks by people chal-
lenging them. 

Currently, the patent challenger 
must prove a patent’s invalidity, prove 
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that a patent is invalid by clear and 
convincing evidence. That is a quote, 
‘‘by clear and convincing evidence.’’ 
They are going to change that to the 
‘‘preponderance of evidence.’’ How will 
that affect the patent system? What we 
have here is an attempt to change that 
wording and change the standard in a 
way that weakens the foundation that 
a patent holder relies upon in terms of 
all of the legal defenses that he has to 
make. We end up with a situation 
where investors are going to hesitate 
to get involved with any small inven-
tors because we now have changed the 
basic rules that have protected the 
small inventors against unjustified at-
tacks. 

In fact, Mr. Speaker, as with the im-
migration bill, this is not a fix. None of 
this is a fix. It will just make it worse. 
The corporate elite tells us that this 
will reduce lawsuits. Well, Mr. Speak-
er, I am confused, because the system 
that is now being used in Europe which 
is the system that they are proposing 
that we now put into our system, the 
same postgrant review system, they 
are trying to change our rules to make 
the same rules as they do in Europe. 
Well, Europe has three times the num-
ber of lawsuits that are filed in at-
tempts to steal the patent rights of the 
inventor through lawsuits than we 
have in the United States. 

So what is this going to do? It is 
going to flood our system with law-
suits. Of course, lawsuits are expensive. 
The little guy loses. In fact, Japan 
dropped this element from their system 
because it produced too many lawsuits. 
They dropped it in 2004. So while we 
are strengthening the chance of the big 
guy to attack the little guy even after 
the patent has been granted, they 
found it to be a disaster in Japan. They 
discarded it. In Europe, it causes three 
times the number of lawsuits. 

Mr. Speaker, this is not the right 
path to take. It is not reform. It will 
make things worse. 

I am going to yield to my good 
friend, MARCY KAPTUR, in one moment. 
But let me just note one other element 
here before we do. We hear about the 
widespread problem with patent law-
suits. This is something we hear about 
all the time. This is why we have to 
pass this legislation. Well, there are 
horror stories concerning some compa-
nies that have been tied up, very few, 
but some have been tied up and eventu-
ally having to relent to trial lawyers 
because of delays in the patent system. 
We also know about the examiners who 
are overworked. We know that our pat-
ent examiners are underpaid. They 
aren’t getting the training they need 
and the proper education they need. 
Yes, we need to fix that. 

In reality, patent lawsuits, of course, 
do not stem from these problems. Law-
suits are not a major problem. In fact, 
between 1993 and 2005, the number of 
patent lawsuits versus the number of 

patents granted has held steady. So al-
though we have problems in the sys-
tem, that is not what is resulting in a 
higher number of lawsuits. In fact, in 
2006, there were only 102 cases that ac-
tually went to trial. 

Mr. Speaker, this number is far below 
the average number of cases that that 
one District Court judge sees annually. 
And it is far fewer than what they have 
over in Europe. Of course, there is 
room for improvement, and I readily 
admit that. But this is not a crisis that 
demands us to dramatically change the 
fundamental nature of the system. 

Mr. Speaker, as we get into more of 
a discussion of this, my friend, MARCY 
KAPTUR, who has stood beside me in 
this fight for the last 10 years trying to 
protect the little guy, realizing that 
unless we protect the American inven-
tor and American technology, that 
American workers and the standard of 
living of our people are going to de-
cline, and that countries like Japan, 
India and others will steal our tech-
nology and use it to put our people out 
of work, this is a champion of the 
working people of our country. And we 
have a Republican-Democrat coalition 
here, as we will see on Friday. 

I would now yield whatever time she 
may consume to the gentlewoman from 
Ohio (Ms. KAPTUR). 

Ms. KAPTUR. Mr. Speaker, I would 
thank the fine gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. ROHRABACHER) for securing 
the special order time this evening and 
join him in his special order con-
cerning the patent bill that will be 
coming up later in the week. 

I share his concern that this bill is 
not reform, and with what is happening 
across our country with the outsourc-
ing of jobs, now is not the time to 
weaken U.S. patent protection, which 
is a constitutional protection going 
back to the founding of our Republic. 

Congressman ROHRABACHER has gone 
through a lot of the technicalities of 
what is involved in this bill that is 
coming before us. Let me just say that 
there was a magazine article published 
back in June by Manufacturing and 
Technology News in their June 29, 2007 
issue. Viewers can go to 
www.manufacturingnews.com and pick 
it up. It was written by Dr. Pat Choate. 
What I find particularly compelling 
about this article is it gets into who 
actually is driving this bill and why is 
this bill coming at us, a bill that will 
weaken protections for U.S. inventors, 
or those that file in our country, at a 
time when we were hemorrhaging jobs, 
certainly in the manufacturing sector, 
but not just that sector, and at a time 
when our trade deficit is now close to 
$1 trillion a year, a time when our 
budget deficit and our trade deficit is 
so high that the Federal Reserve a 
week ago had to resort to creating 
money, printing money and shoving it 
into our financial system to try to prop 
it up. 

What is happening? Why would this 
bill be coming up now? We know that 
the forces that are driving this bill are 
very large corporations, transnational 
corporations, the very ones that are 
moving our jobs offshore. And what 
they are about is that sometimes those 
very big companies get sued because 
they infringe on other people’s patents. 
They then go to court and lose, and 
they are forced to pay fines. In re-
sponse, because they don’t like that, 
they are financing an expensive lob-
bying propaganda and legal campaign 
to weaken our patent laws. 

They are using the wrong measure. 
What they should do is stop infringing 
on other people’s patents and not try 
to change the whole patent system as a 
solution to their predicament. Let me 
just place a number on the record that 
is quoted in this article. And I don’t 
know that the gentleman has done this 
yet this evening, but between 1993 and 
2005, four of these big companies paid 
out more than $3.5 billion in patent 
settlements. But in the same period, 
their earnings were more than $1.4 tril-
lion, making their patent settlements 
only about one-quarter of 1 percent of 
their revenues. Now they wish to re-
duce even those costs, not by changing 
their obviously unfair and often illegal 
business practices, but by persuading 
Congress and also the Supreme Court 
to weaken U.S. patent protections 
which have been guaranteed since the 
founding of the Republic. They have 
tried to convince Congress that there is 
some type of litigation crisis. As the 
gentleman has just properly outlined, 
there is no litigation crisis in the 
courts relating to patents. 

Mr. ROHRABACHER. There are 102 
cases over a year, which is basically 
what one judge sees. There is no litiga-
tion crisis. But again, as you are 
aware, what we have here is they are 
trying to use that as cover to try to do 
something else, because the bill is not 
aimed at correcting that. The bill is 
aimed at permitting these large com-
panies to take, at will, from America’s 
inventors. 

Ms. KAPTUR. We know how much 
they have been taking in other ways, 
taking health benefits away from our 
people, taking good wages away from 
our people, literally taking jobs and 
transporting them someplace else. And 
our patent system has been at the basis 
of the creativity of this country. It is a 
great, great system 

By the way, I will say for the record, 
there is a website one can go to, 
www.uscourts.gov/caseload2006. con-
tents.html. And on that site, you can 
look at these various cases to see that 
the courts aren’t overloaded. The 
courts aren’t saying they are over-
loaded in terms of suits relating to pat-
ents. But one of the parts of the bill 
that truly, truly concerns me, and why 
I shall vote against it, is that these 
very large transnational corporations 
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want to change the longstanding prac-
tice of the U.S. Patent and Trademark 
Office of granting a patent to the per-
son who actually invented it. We call it 
‘‘first to invent.’’ They want to change 
it to ‘‘first to file.’’ In other words, if 
they get the system they want, which 
means that an inventor takes their 
brilliant idea to the Patent and Trade-
mark Office, even before it is approved, 
it has to be posted on a Web site, and 
somebody in China or somebody in 
Tokyo can take that, file it in their 
country, and they say, ‘‘grant the pat-
ent to the first to file.’’ Not the first to 
invent. 

We protect individuals in this coun-
try. We protect that intellectual cap-
ital. To even suggest that we should go 
to a system that the gentleman has 
said that exists in Europe, for example, 
that is not the American system. Be-
fore the American system of economics 
got captured by these globalists who 
are controlling Wall Street and some of 
these big decisions that are hollowing 
out communities across this country, 
we had a country that respected the 
Constitution and the right of the in-
ventor. You. The person who actually 
created the idea, whether you are a 
musician, whether you are an elec-
tronics expert, whether you are an 
automotive expert, whether you make 
a decent paper towel hanger for your 
kitchen, if you have a better idea, our 
legal system protects you against the 
large companies and the small. 

b 2000 

Ms. KAPTUR. You have a right to 
your idea. 

Mr. ROHRABACHER. The funda-
mental rules that were laid down 200 
years ago on the very subject, for ex-
ample, not just the confidentiality, 
which they are trying to destroy, but 
the subject that you brought up is first 
to file, versus the concept that we had 
in our system for over 200 years, which 
is that we respect the person who is the 
first to invent. 

Inventors have told me over and over 
again that if we change our system, 
and, by the way, in Europe and Japan 
that is the way their systems are, and, 
of course, they don’t protect the little 
guy. Their systems were designed at a 
time when they weren’t talking about 
individual rights, but were trying to 
protect corporate interest in their 
country. 

But first to file would flood our sys-
tem with patent applications day after 
day after day. The large corporations 
who can afford to make a new filing 
every time there is a little step for-
ward, you would end up flooding the 
system, as compared to what it is 
today. Talk about delays in the patent 
system. It would have a horrible im-
pact. 

In fact, some of the other things that 
they are suggesting also in terms of 
these, on June 7th, 2007, a letter to 

Congress from Chief Judge Paul Mi-
chael of the U.S. Court of Appeals for 
the U.S. Federal Circuit Court warned 
Congress that the learning curve for all 
of these changes that they are talking 
about, especially the first to file and 
the various changes in the standards, 
will result in additional court delays 
that would be severe and would add ad-
ditional attorneys fees and costs. 

So that is what we have. In the name 
of trying to prevent a glut, which they 
say now is flooding our courts, when 
there are only 102 cases, they are going 
to create changes that will flood our 
courts and add dramatically to the cost 
for an individual inventor. 

Ms. KAPTUR. If the gentleman 
would be kind enough to yield to me 
again, it would force our inventors to 
defend themselves in a way that they 
don’t have to today to go through all 
these additional bureaucratic hurdles, 
because under the current system we 
protect your idea, we protect your 
right as an inventor, no matter how 
small you are. 

In fact, if you look at the patents 
filed every day, which I look at as the 
seed capital of the future of this econ-
omy, a third of those patent applica-
tions are from very small inventors. 
They are from universities. We see 
every day major counterfeiters around 
the world taking our ideas and doing 
knockoffs. They actually come to your 
district, Congressman ROHRABACHER, 
before they come to mine, because you 
have got that port down there in 
Southern California. 

But we know how counterfeiting oc-
curs and what the potential is in other 
places to cheat, and we have protec-
tions for our people against that. 

Mr. ROHRABACHER. If I might add, 
the protections we have had, there are 
penalties that companies will pay, and 
you mentioned that those large cor-
porations paid $2 billion, or I forget the 
exact figure you used, in terms of dam-
ages. Well, this bill would reduce the 
amount of damages that can be col-
lected from a patent owner, an inven-
tor who has been violated by an in-
fringer. 

If a company steals someone’s nice 
idea and does not pay them for it and 
starts using it, especially foreign com-
panies, this bill actually reduces the 
amount of money that can be expected 
by changing the criteria of how you 
can assess damages. What you will end 
up with is it won’t be worthwhile for 
the inventor to have to pay the lawyers 
and go after these infringers, and our 
inventors will be high and dry, the 
technology that they do invent will go 
overseas, so they will cease to invent. 

Who is going to be worse off? Every-
body is going to be worse off. 

Ms. KAPTUR. It would seem to me 
that at this point in our country we 
would be wanting to encourage innova-
tion here in the United States. We 
want to be rewarding those people who 

are creating the future, whether it is in 
agriculture, whether it is in transpor-
tation, whether it is in medical care. 

We have all seen the companies in 
our district where jobs are growing, 
and they begin with invention, they 
begin with creativity guaranteed by 
our Constitution. Why would we make 
it more difficult for them in the 
courts? Why would we make it easier 
for those who want to take their idea 
or get a sneak preview of their idea be-
fore their patent is granted? Why 
would we want to give them greater ad-
vantage in this struggle for jobs in 
America? It is beyond me. But I under-
stand power and I understand the 
power of these companies. 

Mr. ROHRABACHER. It is easy to 
understand why it is going on, because 
the bill that is coming forward on Fri-
day, H.R. 1908, that bill is designed not 
to help American competitiveness. 
That bill is not designed to protect the 
property rights of inventors. That bill 
is totally designed for the purpose of 
weakening the system for the Amer-
ican inventor and protecting the abil-
ity of the big guys, the guys who are 
shipping the jobs to China already, 
that is how much they care about us, 
to protect their ability to use tech-
nology and to steal it without having 
to pay for it. That is the purpose. It 
weakens it. The whole bill is designed 
to weaken the patent system. 

As I have used the example of the im-
migration bill before, where people 
didn’t want to talk about amnesty, ev-
erybody knows that was the real pur-
pose. They used the word ‘‘comprehen-
sive’’ to cover up that and not to de-
bate amnesty. 

This bill, the ‘‘comprehensive reform 
bill,’’ is designed to weaken the sys-
tem, but they are using ‘‘reform’’ as a 
word to make it sound like they are 
trying to improve things. 

Let us note the reason. If you ask 
these big companies and the people 
proposing this why we have to do it, 
they are not going to tell you we are 
doing it for the big guys. We are doing 
it because the financial industry and 
the electronics industry, they don’t 
want to pay royalties, and they do 
their manufacturing overseas, so they 
don’t care about the American worker 
anyway. They are not going to say 
that. What they are going to say is we 
need to harmonize all of our laws deal-
ing with economics. We need to get up 
with the rest of the world. It is called 
harmonization. We heard that 10 years 
ago. We have to harmonize our law 
with the rest of the world. 

We have had the strongest protection 
for patent rights of any country in the 
world since our country’s founding, and 
it has served us well. Now they want to 
harmonize it with the rest of the world 
by lowering our standards, by lowering 
our protection. 

If we did that with other freedoms, 
the freedom of religion, the freedom of 
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speech, there would be a revolution in 
our country, because if we want to 
push for all countries to have one 
standard, well, they should be increas-
ing their standards to meet our level of 
protection of rights, not having us 
lower the protection that we have for 
our individual citizens. 

Ms. KAPTUR. Yes. And you know at 
this time in this country, where it is 
hard to find a good paying job, it is 
really very hard, some of these compa-
nies that are trying to weaken our pat-
ent system actually pay their staffs 
less than companies that are in com-
munities like I represent, where people 
earn a living wage. 

These companies also outsource a lot 
of jobs related to component manufac-
ture and so forth. I find it interesting 
that they have so much power and they 
have so much influence that now they 
are trying to, in a way, take away the 
potential for districts like mine to re-
invent themselves by protecting those 
who are creating new ideas. In fact, 
they want to get rid of this opt-out 
provision, where if you are a small in-
ventor and you file as first-to-invent at 
the Patent Office, you have a choice 
whether you want foreign entities to be 
able to see that invention now. They 
have this opt-out provision, where you 
protect yourself before you are able to 
get the approval and try to get the 
money to manufacture or provide the 
service that you want to provide. 

This will make it very difficult. 
About half of the inventions that we 
have come from small businesses, uni-
versities and independent inventors 
who select that opt-out provision. 

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Right, because 
they don’t want the foreign interests 
to have all that information even be-
fore they get issued the patent. 

Ms. KAPTUR. Absolutely. I don’t 
think the average American under-
stands how hard it is to get the money 
to start up your company. Once you 
have filed and gotten the patent itself, 
it is not easy if you are a small inven-
tor. Why would you want to reveal that 
abroad? 

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Clearly, when 
we are talking about harmonizing our 
laws with the rest of the world, this is 
not an excuse to dramatically bring 
down the rights that have been en-
joyed, the protections our people have 
enjoyed, and which have assured Amer-
ica’s prosperity and the security of our 
people. 

In fact, let’s take a look at these 
huge electronics corporations and huge 
financial interests that are pushing 
H.R. 1908. These are the same compa-
nies that build their manufacturing 
units in China and have built up the 
economy of China so they can 
outcompete Americans. These are the 
same companies that have actually 
worked with a despotic gangster re-
gime in Beijing so that their computers 
can be used to help track down polit-
ical dissidents. 

They tell us, well, we have to im-
prove the economy of China in order to 
have them evolve into a more peaceful 
and more Democratic country. That is 
baloney. What they are doing over 
there is getting a quick profit. They 
are sitting over there getting their 
blood money at a 25 percent profit a 
year, when if they would have the same 
projects and have the same manufac-
turing in the United States, perhaps 
they would only make a 5 or 10 percent 
profit. 

What it is, they have no loyalty to 
American ideals and they don’t have a 
loyalty to the American worker. With-
out American working people standing 
up for these principles, these big com-
panies would have nothing. We would 
live in a world that would be awash 
with tyrants, if it wasn’t for the Amer-
ican people who defend liberty and jus-
tice throughout the world. 

But yet these corporations take all of 
them for granted, just like they take 
for granted these small inventors. They 
look at them as nerds. These big execu-
tives, who will live in gated commu-
nities and go to the country clubs, they 
look at these inventors as nerds. The 
creative types are just the creative 
types. We have seen it over and over 
again. 

That is the way they treat the Amer-
ican people as well, with arrogance and 
with a total lack of consideration. 
They go over and they invest in China, 
when they should be giving jobs, decent 
paying jobs, to the American people. 
But their profit margin would be a lit-
tle less. 

By the way, that profit margin that 
we are talking about, this isn’t a profit 
margin that goes just to their stock-
holders. We are talking about big cor-
porate billionaires who give themselves 
huge corporate salaries. And what are 
they doing? They are putting American 
workers out of work and sending it 
over to China. 

This bill is their bill. H.R. 1908 will 
permit them to not only take the jobs 
to China, but to take the technology 
that is invented in our country to 
China to outcompete the workers here 
that are left. 

Ms. KAPTUR. As a member of the 
Defense Subcommittee, the gentleman 
might be surprised to learn that today 
I spent part of my day learning that 
the U.S. Department of Defense main 
contract for procurement of tires for 
our vehicles, defense vehicles, is from a 
foreign company. And we have very few 
tire manufacturers left in the United 
States of America. 

I couldn’t believe it. The company 
that is favored, Michelin, is building a 
facility in China to manufacture tires. 
I thought, wait a minute. What about 
Akron, Ohio? What about North Caro-
lina? What about Kansas? What about 
other places where we make tires in 
this country? How is it possible that 
the Department of Defense signs a con-

tract for tires with a foreign company? 
I have got nothing against Michelin, 
but what about American jobs and 
technology? 

Mr. ROHRABACHER. The gentle-
woman is right on target. What you 
have to do to understand how evil that 
is is realize that the Chinese couldn’t 
have built that tire company because 
they did not have the equipment to do 
it. We have a major corporation from 
the United States sending our tech-
nology and our equipment over there, 
where American workers in the past 
would be able to outproduce low-paid 
Chinese workers because we had the 
technology. Our corporate leaders now 
have sent jobs over there by giving 
them the technology they need to 
outcompete American workers. 

I will have to say we have a little dis-
agreement on trade in terms of demo-
cratic countries, because I don’t see 
anything wrong with trading with 
democratic countries. What we are re-
ferring to right now is something we 
both totally agree on, how can we have 
free trade with despotic regimes like 
China and other dictatorships around 
the world, where they keep their own 
people in abject poverty, and we are 
going to let our corporations take our 
technology over there, take even our 
investment there? A lot of times it is 
done with government-guaranteed 
loans from our government. 

So this is all part of an overall prob-
lem, not a problem, but a threat to the 
American people, and this is a new 
wrinkle. In H.R. 1908, this is just the 
part where they are going to take the 
technology that is invented here imme-
diately over and let their companies 
overseas steal it and use if, and then 
say to the inventors, go ahead and sue 
us. Try to get it. 

b 2015 
Ms. KAPTUR. I share the gentle-

man’s value of free trade among free 
people, and I also believe it should be a 
two-way street. So when the United 
States has a trade imbalance with any 
country of over $10 billion each of three 
consecutive years, I think we should go 
back and see what is wrong with that 
agreement. I think it ought to be as-
sessed by the administration. I think 
we should find out what is going wrong. 

We are not doing that anywhere on 
the globe. Whether it is China or 
whether it is Mexico, we are falling 
into deeper and deeper debt. 

I think the measure is a real meas-
ure, not just political, but also the bot-
tom line. Are we winning or losing in 
that trade relationship? If we are los-
ing in that trade relationship, we 
ought to fix it. 

Mr. ROHRABACHER. One thing we 
know is that today’s corporations are 
far different than in the past. We have 
corporations that are basically multi-
national corporations. Yeah, American 
citizens may lead up these corpora-
tions, but they consider themselves to 
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be the head of a huge multinational or-
ganization, and their loyalty isn’t to 
the people of the United States, it is 
to, supposedly, the corporate structure 
which, of course, could mean that they 
put thousands of Americans out of 
work and not give it even a second 
thought. 

We cannot rely on these corporate 
elites to make the policy that will de-
termine the future of our country. And 
that is what is happening here. The 
corporate elite, basically the high-tech 
billionaires, have come around and 
written H.R. 1908, and it will be a dis-
aster for the American people if we let 
this go by because in the long term it 
will eliminate our technological edge 
over our competitors. 

Ms. KAPTUR. The gentleman was 
talking about the cheating that is done 
by many companies globally, and one 
of the reasons I don’t care for the bill 
that is going to be brought before us is 
right now there are at least 15 different 
factors that a court can weigh in as-
sessing fines on companies that cheat, 
that infringe on someone else’s patent. 
What happens under this bill is these 15 
factors that the courts like because it 
helps them make a judgment in what-
ever the particulars of the case might 
be, are reduced to one and the other 14 
factors don’t really have to be weighed. 
So there is a significant change in this 
legislation that would heavily impact 
on what the courts can do and how 
they look at a given case. 

I will submit this article for the 
RECORD that talks about Bose’s port 
tube technology being infringed on by 
JBL as an example of what is hap-
pening. 

[From Manufacturing & Technology News, 
June 29, 2007] 

COVERING INNOVATION, GLOBALIZATION AND 
INDUSTRIAL COMPETITIVENESS 

PATENT ‘‘REFORM’’ IS ANYTHING BUT 
(By Pat Choate) 

Ironically, Congress is now threatening 
China with harsh remedies if it does not 
quickly stiffen its patent protections, even 
as Congress marks up legislation that will 
dramatically weaken U.S. patent protec-
tions. This bill is the Patent Reform Act of 
2007. 

This schizophrenic policy is being driven 
by a group of ‘‘Big Tech’’ transnational cor-
porations that repeatedly infringe the pat-
ents of others, get sued, lose in court and are 
then forced to pay billions of dollars in pen-
alties. Now, in response, they are financing 
an expensive lobbying, propaganda and legal 
campaign to weaken U.S. patent laws by 
passing this Patent ‘‘Reform’’ Act. They 
cleverly call themselves The Coalition for 
Patent Fairness (CPF); included are large 
transnational corporations such as Adobe, 
Microsoft, Cisco, Intel, eBay, Lenovo, Dell 
and Oracle. 

During the period 1993–2005, four of the 
CPF companies paid out more than $3.5 bil-
lion in patent settlements. In the same pe-
riod, their combined revenues were $1.4 tril-
lion, making their patent settlements only 
about one-quarter of one percent of their 
revenues. Now, they wish to reduce even 
those costs, not by changing their obviously 

unfair, and often illegal, business practices, 
but by persuading Congress, and also the Su-
preme Court, to weaken U.S. patent protec-
tions. 

These corporations have convinced many 
members of Congress and many editorial 
writers that the U.S. patent system is badly 
broken and that it requires a major legisla-
tive overhaul. Supposedly, they say, the U.S. 
is in the midst of a ‘‘litigation crisis’’ where 
responsible corporations (CPF members) are 
being penalized by unworthy lawsuits. And, 
also supposedly, the United States Patent 
and Trademark Office (USPTO) is issuing 
massive numbers of unworthy patents that 
are being used in lawsuits against innovative 
companies (again, CPF members). 

The ‘‘litigation crisis’’ and ‘‘unworthy pat-
ents’’ allegations simply do not hold up 
under examination. 

The real facts of the so-called litigation 
crisis are that for the past two decades the 
number of patent lawsuits commenced annu-
ally has been about 1.5 percent of all patents 
granted. In 2006, it was 1.47 percent. This is 
business as usual. Most patent lawsuits, 
moreover, settle before trial. In 1979, some 79 
percent of patent cases settled before trial, 
while in 2004 almost 86 percent did. Matters 
are actually improving. 

Also, the U.S. has few patent trials: For in-
stance, in 2001 only 76 patent lawsuits were 
tried and only 102 went to trial in 2006. By no 
measure can 102 patent trials be considered a 
national litigation crisis. The annual report 
of Federal Judicial Caseload Statistics, 
which is on the Internet, provides the factual 
antidote to false claims of a litigation crisis 
(www.uscourts.gov/caseload2006/contents 
.html). 

As to the massive numbers of ‘‘unworthy 
patents’’ argument, the real-world test is 
how many patents are challenged and the 
outcome of those challenges. Between 1981 
and 2006 the USPTO issued more than 3.1 
million patents. In that period, 8,600 were 
challenged at the Patent Office through 
inter partes and ex parte reexaminations. 
The number challenged amounts to less than 
three-tenths of one percent. Of those chal-
lenged, about 74 percent resulted in claims 
narrowed or cancelled. In addition, almost 60 
percent of the relatively few patents chal-
lenged in a court trial are sustained. 

My point is that the USPTO’s work is cer-
tainly not perfect, but the Patent Office is 
also not pouring out a stream of bad patents. 

If there are no patent ‘‘litigation crisis’’ 
and no patent ‘‘quality crisis,’’ what is the 
real purpose of the Patent Reform Act of 2007 
legislation before Congress? 

A main goal is to legislate changes that 
will reduce penalties paid by infringers. 
Under existing law, a patent holder who is 
infringed upon is entitled to damages ade-
quate to compensate for infringement, but in 
no event less than a reasonable royalty. The 
courts now consider a list of 15 factors in 
that calculation, including apportioning the 
part of the realizable profit created by the 
infringed invention versus other factors such 
as the manufacturing process, promotion, 
sales or other patents owned by the in-
fringer. 

Under this bill, however, Congress man-
dates that the court ‘‘ensure that a reason-
able royalty is applied only to the economic 
value properly attributable to the patent’s 
special contribution over the prior art’’ 
while only allowing the consideration of the 
other 14 factors. The bill goes on to require 
that the court subtract from the analysis 
‘‘the economic value properly attributable to 
the prior art, and other features or improve-

ments, whether or not patented that con-
tribute economic value to the infringing 
product or service.’’ Think of this as a big 
finger on the scales of justice that favors the 
infringer. 

Often, the infringed component is only one 
of dozens of parts and contributions that 
make up the product, but that component 
may be the very thing that makes the prod-
uct sell. 

JBL infringed Bose’s patented port tube 
technology, for instance, which gives Bose 
speakers their distinctive clarity. Bose’s 
technology vastly improved the sound of the 
JBL speakers and drove JBL’s sales. Bose 
sued and won. JBL wanted the royalty deter-
mination based on the small value of a 
cheaply made, plastic port tube. The federal 
court, however, determined that Bose’s tech-
nology is what drove JBL’s sales and set the 
damages on the value of the entire speaker 
system. If the damages were apportioned 
only to the cost of making the port tube, 
Bose would have received a tiny fraction of 
what its invention was worth. If JBL were 
allowed to subtract the value of all prior art 
in the damage calculation, which this legis-
lation would allow, Bose would likely have 
gotten almost zero. 

Cutting the damages paid by infringers is 
the goal of the many serial infringers sup-
porting this provision. 

Chief Judge Paul R. Michel of the U.S. 
Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit ad-
vised Congress in a letter dated June 7, 2007, 
that the current law on apportionment is 
stable, works well and is understood by liti-
gators and judges, and that the new proposal 
would be a radical change that would cause 
great chaos in the legal system. He noted 
that this change would require a massive 
damage trial in every case and a new kind of 
costly macroeconomic analysis. ‘‘Resulting 
additional court delays would be severe,’’ he 
wrote, ‘‘as would additional attorneys’ fees 
and costs.’’ I think that we can mark him 
down as opposed. 

One other pernicious result is this ‘‘pri-
mary factor’’ apportionment provision would 
actually encourage more infringement. 
Rather than negotiate with a patent owner 
and pay for use of an innovation, many in-
fringers would simply go ahead and use it, 
pay nothing and, if caught and proceeded 
against, then pay a small royalty payment 
eventually set by a federal judge. 

If Congress enacts this provision, it is 
sanctioning the ‘‘taking’’ of a patent owner’s 
property and drastically reducing the price, 
if anything, an infringer must pay. Think of 
it as ‘‘self-licensing’’ someone else’s patent. 
During the life of a patent, copyright or 
trademark, there is no difference between 
real property and intellectual property. A 
patent belongs to someone. Often it has 
great value. The owners should decide how it 
is used and the terms of that use, not the in-
fringers. 

A second goal of the proposed legislation is 
to force the USPTO to publish on the Inter-
net all patent applications 18 months after 
the date they are filed. Since most patent 
applications now take an average 31 months 
to process, the Big Tech corporations that 
are sponsoring this legislation would get an 
advanced peek at an applicant’s secrets more 
than a year before the inventor has patent 
protection, that is, if the patent is even 
granted, which for half of all applications, it 
is not. If an infringer took those secrets to 
China or India or anywhere where patent 
protection is lax, as many would, the inven-
tor’s only recourse would be to go to those 
countries and file a lawsuit. Few small com-
panies, universities and inventors can afford 
this. 
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Foreign pirates find this mandatory publi-

cation provision particularly useful. For 
China, South Korea and many other nations, 
the USPTO’s computer in Arlington, Va., is 
their primary source of R&D. Many foreign 
corporations and governments fill a room 
with computers, engineers and fast Internet 
connections and then task them with finding 
new technologies in unprotected U.S. patent 
applications. The U.S. isn’t the only country 
with this problem; the Japanese Patent Of-
fice reports their computers get 17,000 hits 
per day from China and 55,000 hits per day 
from South Korea. 

When Congress first enacted this 18-month 
publication requirement in 1999 it also cre-
ated a loophole. Inventors can opt-out of 
having their applications published if they 
agree not to file for any foreign patents. 
About half of all applications from small 
businesses, universities and independent in-
ventors select to opt-out. The proposed bill 
would eliminate this opt-out choice. 

The Big Tech corporations also want Con-
gress to change the long-standing practice of 
the U.S. Patent Office of granting a patent 
to the first-person-to-invent to the practice 
used in Europe, Japan, China and elsewhere 
where the patent goes to the first-person-to- 
file the patent application. 

A firt-to-file system strongly favors big 
corporations, who have the resources to 
track every aspect of an invention and file 
boxes and boxes of materials to support their 
claims, over small businesses, independent 
inventors and universities, who do not. 

Equally important, this change of systems 
would create chaos at the USPTO and great-
ly contribute to the slowing of U.S. innova-
tion. The USPTO would have to create nu-
merous new forms and procedures and re-
train its thousands of patent examiners and 
administrative people, even as it works down 
a backlog of 750,000 applications. All inven-
tors, companies, patent lawyers and federal 
judges in the U.S. would be forced to learn 
this new system, its procedures and rules. 

The turmoil created by this shift in the al-
ready beleaguered USPTO would guarantee a 
logjam there—one far greater than the pass-
port backlog fiasco now underway at the 
State Department. 

Incongruously, this legislation also pro-
poses to solve America’s supposed patent 
‘‘litigation crisis’’ by creating a new forum 
for more litigation. This proposed ‘‘post 
grant’’ opposition process provides an in-
fringer a lowcost means to challenge the 
very patent it is infringing and allows it to 
do so over the entire 20 year life of the pat-
ent at a lower burden of proof than required 
in a federal court. 

Europe has the very system that Congress 
is being asked to copy. It is a litigation 
heaven for the patent bar. The annual Euro-
pean Patent Office (EPO) challenge rate was 
5.4 percent of granted patents in 2005. The 
combination of all USPTO ex parte and inter 
partes challenges, all interference cases, plus 
all patent lawsuits commenced calculated as 
per the number of patents granted produces 
a comparable U.S. challenge rate of 1.8 per-
cent. The EOP challenge rate is three times 
that of the United States and that does not 
count any patent lawsuits in Europe. 

Japan dropped this system in 2004 because 
it created too many lawsuits. Of the many 
bad ideas in this legislation, this post grant 
litigation process is probably the worst. 

The principal victims of these and other 
Patent Reform Act of 2007 proposals will be 
small entity inventors—small businesses, in-
dividual inventors, universities and non- 
profit research organizations. Their patents 

are often the greatest, if not only, assets 
they hold. Most often, they need ownership 
of an unchallenged patent in order to get fi-
nancing to actually develop it. And, when 
their patent secrets are stolen and used by 
larger infringers, they are generally unable 
to finance a lawsuit, particularly if the in-
fringer operates outside the United States. 

Yet, it is small entity inventors who file 
almost 30 percent of all U.S.-origin patent 
applications and receive 31 percent of all pat-
ents granted. Unlike the Big Tech compa-
nies, most of these innovators keep their 
R&D and production in the U.S. They are 
vital to America’s future. But they are frag-
ile. Special consideration of their situation 
and needs is in the nation’s best interest. 

Fortunately, many U.S. groups and organi-
zations oppose the Patent Reform Act of 
2007. Included are the National Association 
of Manufacturers, the U.S. Business and In-
dustrial Council, more than 450 venture cap-
ital firms, the Big Ten universities, plus doz-
ens of other organizations. The Department 
of Commerce and the USPTO have written 
Congress that they do not support elimi-
nating the 18-month opt-out rule, changing 
to a first-to-file system, altering the appor-
tionment provision or creating a new litiga-
tion forum. Unfortunately, all this opposi-
tion has mattered little so far and this dan-
gerous legislation is still moving forth in the 
House and Senate Judiciary Committees. 

Each Member of Congress needs to closely 
examine the Patent Reform Act of 2007 for it 
will deeply affect every state, every commu-
nity and every congressional district. We 
face a historic economic challenge in the 
global economy. Now is the time for Con-
gress to strengthen U.S. patent protections 
rather than weaken them. 

Mr. ROHRABACHER. People need to 
know that H.R. 1908 will be coming to 
the floor on Friday. I call it the ‘‘Steal 
America’s Technology Act,’’ and we 
need to defeat this bill. We need to 
have the support of the public and of 
our colleagues, and we are asking for 
that support today. 

I would like to close with one story. 
It is a story of a statue of a man down-
stairs. If someone is going through the 
Capitol, he needs to look at the statue. 
There are many statues here, but it is 
a statue of a man named Philo 
Farnsworth. He was the personification 
of an individual inventor. He discov-
ered, with his creative genius, the pic-
ture tube, the secret that created the 
picture tube for television. RCA had 
spent hundreds of millions of dollars 
trying to find that secret. Philo 
Farnsworth made the mistake of trust-
ing David Sarnoff, the head of RCA, 
with the secret, thinking we are going 
to work together to develop this for all 
humankind. 

Sarnoff immediately cut off all com-
munications with this man and tried to 
steal this invention, claiming credit 
for RCA itself. For 20 years, poor Philo 
Farnsworth, the personification of the 
little guy, was being beaten down by 
David Sarnoff because he didn’t want 
to pay the royalties or give the credit 
to this one little guy, this one lone 
American. 

That case went all the way to the Su-
preme Court, and the Supreme Court, 

God bless America, sided with the little 
guy, sided with Philo Farnsworth and 
reaffirmed that we are talking about 
rights that are guaranteed by our Con-
stitution for all our citizens, the big 
guys and the little guys. 

This bill, H.R. 1908, is a big guys’ bill 
designed by the big guys to steal from 
the little guys and in the long run it 
will hurt all Americans. 

I proudly stand by MARCY KAPTUR 
and Mr. MANZULLO and others who will 
be leading, helping us fight this back 
on Friday. We need everyone’s support. 
We need all constituents to talk to 
their Congressman on this issue. 

Ms. KAPTUR. I thank the gentleman 
for yielding me time this evening, and 
I urge my colleagues to vote ‘‘no’’ on 
the patent bill coming up on Friday. 
Don’t weaken U.S. patent protections 
that are based on our Constitution. 
Give our inventors and their creativity 
a chance to flourish for the next gen-
eration. 

f 

RECESS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
WALZ of Minnesota). Pursuant to 
clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair declares 
the House in recess subject to the call 
of the Chair. 

Accordingly (at 8 o’clock and 20 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess 
subject to the call of the Chair. 

f 

b 2118 

AFTER RECESS 

The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order by the Speaker pro 
tempore (Mr. WALZ of Minnesota) at 9 
o’clock and 18 minutes p.m. 

f 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted to: 

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas 
(at the request of Mr. HOYER) for today 
on account of travel problems. 

Mr. PLATTS (at the request of Mr. 
BOEHNER) for today on account of at-
tending a funeral for a soldier killed in 
action in Afghanistan. 

Mrs. WILSON of New Mexico (at the 
request of Mr. BOEHNER) for today on 
account of illness. 

f 

SPECIAL ORDERS GRANTED 

By unanimous consent, permission to 
address the House, following the legis-
lative program and any special orders 
heretofore entered, was granted to: 

(The following Members (at the re-
quest of Mrs. MCCARTHY of New York) 
to revise and extend their remarks and 
include extraneous material:) 

Mr. CUMMINGS, for 5 minutes, today. 
Ms. WOOLSEY, for 5 minutes, today. 
Ms. KAPTUR, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. DEFAZIO, for 5 minutes, today. 
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Mr. MCGOVERN, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. LIPINSKI, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mrs. MCCARTHY of New York, for 5 

minutes, today. 
(The following Members (at the re-

quest of Mr. LATOURETTE) to revise and 
extend their remarks and include ex-
traneous material:) 

Mr. POE, for 5 minutes, September 12. 
Mr. JONES of North Carolina, for 5 

minutes, September 12. 
Mr. REICHERT, for 5 minutes, today. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, and pursuant to House Reso-
lution 632, the House stands adjourned 
until 10 a.m. tomorrow as a further 
mark of respect to the memory of the 
late Honorable PAUL E. GILLMOR. 

There was no objection. 
Accordingly (at 9 o’clock and 19 min-

utes p.m.), the House adjourned until 
tomorrow, Thursday, September 6, 
2007, at 10 a.m. 

f 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 

Under clause 8 of rule XII, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

3110. A letter from the Secretary of the Air 
Force, Department of Defense, transmitting 
Notice of the decision to conduct a standard 
competition of the Precision Measurement 
Equipment Laboratory function at Andrews 
Air Force Base, Maryland, Dover Air Force 
Base, Delaware, Pope Air Force Base, North 
Carolina, and Scott Air Force Base, Illinois, 
pursuant to 10 U.S.C. 2461; to the Committee 
on Armed Services. 

3111. A letter from the Assistant Secretary 
for Reserve Affairs, Department of Defense, 
transmitting the National Guard ChalleNGe 
Program Annual Report for Fiscal Year 2006, 
pursuant to 32 U.S.C. 509(k); to the Com-
mittee on Armed Services. 

3112. A letter from the Comptroller, De-
partment of Defense, transmitting the De-
partment’s quarterly report as of June 30, 
2007, entitled, ‘‘Acceptance of contributions 
for defense programs, projects and activities; 
Defense Cooperation Account,’’ pursuant to 
10 U.S.C. 2608; to the Committee on Armed 
Services. 

3113. A letter from the Under Secretary for 
Personnel and Readiness, Department of De-
fense, transmitting authorization of the en-
closed list of officers to wear the insignia of 
the grade of major general accordance with 
title 10, United States Code, section 777; to 
the Committee on Armed Services. 

3114. A letter from the Assistant Secretary 
for Legislative Affairs, Department of State, 
transmitting pursuant to section 36(c) of the 
Arms Export Control Act, certification re-
garding the proposed technical assistance 
agreement for the export of technical data, 
defense services, and defense articles to the 
Government of Singapore (Transmittal No. 
DDTC 008-07); to the Committee on Armed 
Services. 

3115. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of Housing and Urban Development, 
transmitting a copy of proposed legislation 
entitled the Native American and Native Ha-
waiian Housing Reauthorization and Im-
provements Act of 2007; to the Committee on 
Financial Services. 

3116. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of Housing and Urban Development, 
transmitting a copy of proposed legislation 
entitled the Voucher and Rent Simplifica-
tion Act of 2007; to the Committee on Finan-
cial Services. 

3117. A letter from the Chairman, Council 
of the District of Columbia, transmitting a 
copy of D.C. ACT 17-103, ‘‘Closing of a Public 
Alley in Square 28, S.O. 04-13414, and Closing 
Clarification in Square 739, S.O. 06-221, 
Amendment Act of 2007,’’ pursuant to D.C. 
Code section 1-233(c)(1); to the Committee on 
Oversight and Government Reform. 

3118. A letter from the Chairman, Council 
of the District of Columbia, transmitting a 
copy of D.C. ACT 17-94, ‘‘Retail Class Exemp-
tion Clarification Temporary Act of 2007,’’ 
pursuant to D.C. Code section 1-233(c)(1); to 
the Committee on Oversight and Govern-
ment Reform. 

3119. A letter from the Chairman, Council 
of the District of Columbia, transmitting a 
copy of D.C. ACT 17-93, ‘‘Bank Charter Mod-
ernization Temporary Amendment Act of 
2007,’’ pursuant to D.C. Code section 1- 
233(c)(1); to the Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform. 

3120. A letter from the Chairman, Council 
of the District of Columbia, transmitting a 
copy of D.C. ACT 17-91, ‘‘Non-Resident Taxi 
Drivers Registration Temporary Amendment 
Act of 2007,’’ pursuant to D.C. Code section 1- 
233(c)(1); to the Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform. 

3121. A letter from the Chairman, Council 
of the District of Columbia, transmitting a 
copy of D.C. ACT 17-92, ‘‘Unfoldment, Inc., 
Equitable Real Property Tax Relief Clari-
fication Temporary Amendment Act of 2007,’’ 
pursuant to D.C. Code section 1-233(c)(1); to 
the Committee on Oversight and Govern-
ment Reform. 

3122. A letter from the Chairman, Council 
of the District of Columbia, transmitting a 
copy of D.C. ACT 17-85, ‘‘Ballpark Parking 
Completion Amendment Act of 2007,’’ pursu-
ant to D.C. Code section 1-233(c)(1); to the 
Committee on Oversight and Government 
Reform. 

3123. A letter from the Chairman, Council 
of the District of Columbia, transmitting a 
copy of D.C. ACT 17-84, ‘‘Ballpark Hard and 
Soft Costs Cap Act of 2007,’’ pursuant to D.C. 
Code section 1-233(c)(1); to the Committee on 
Oversight and Government Reform. 

3124. A letter from the Chairman, Council 
of the District of Columbia, transmitting a 
copy of D.C. ACT 17-86, ‘‘One-Time Reloca-
tion of Licensees Displaced by the Ballpark 
and Skyland Development Project Act of 
2007,’’ pursuant to D.C. Code section 1- 
233(c)(1); to the Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform. 

3125. A letter from the Chairman, Council 
of the District of Columbia, transmitting a 
copy of D.C. ACT 17-87, ‘‘District of Columbia 
Sentencing and Criminal Code Revision 
Commission Amendment Act of 2007,’’ pursu-
ant to D.C. Code section 1-233(c)(1); to the 
Committee on Oversight and Government 
Reform. 

3126. A letter from the Chairman, Council 
of the District of Columbia, transmitting a 
copy of D.C. ACT 17-88, ‘‘Election Date 
Amendment Act of 2007,’’ pursuant to D.C. 
Code section 1-233(c)(1); to the Committee on 
Oversight and Government Reform. 

3127. A letter from the Chairman, Council 
of the District of Columbia, transmitting a 
copy of D.C. ACT 17-89, ‘‘Capitol Riverfront 
Business Improvement District Amendment 
Act of 2007,’’ pursuant to D.C. Code section 1- 
233(c)(1); to the Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform. 

3128. A letter from the Chairman, Council 
of the District of Columbia, transmitting a 
copy of D.C. ACT 17-95, ‘‘Heat Wave Safety 
Temporary Amendment Act of 2007,’’ pursu-
ant to D.C. Code section 1-233(c)(1); to the 
Committee on Oversight and Government 
Reform. 

3129. A letter from the Chairman, Council 
of the District of Columbia, transmitting a 
copy of D.C. ACT 17-96, ‘‘District of Columbia 
Consumer Protection Fund Temporary 
Amendment Act of 2007,’’ pursuant to D.C. 
Code section 1-233(c)(1); to the Committee on 
Oversight and Government Reform. 

3130. A letter from the Chairman, Council 
of the District of Columbia, transmitting a 
copy of D.C. ACT 17-97, ‘‘District of Columbia 
Regional Airports Authority Clarification 
Temporary Amendment Act of 2007,’’ pursu-
ant to D.C. Code section 1-233(c)(1); to the 
Committee on Oversight and Government 
Reform. 

3131. A letter from the Chairman, Council 
of the District of Columbia, transmitting a 
copy of D.C. ACT 17-98, ‘‘Calvin Woodland Sr. 
Place Designation Act of 2007,’’ pursuant to 
D.C. Code section 1-233(c)(1); to the Com-
mittee on Oversight and Government Re-
form. 

3132. A letter from the Chairman, Council 
of the District of Columbia, transmitting a 
copy of D.C. ACT 17-99, ‘‘Adams Alley Des-
ignation Act of 2007,’’ pursuant to D.C. Code 
section 1-233(c)(1); to the Committee on 
Oversight and Government Reform. 

3133. A letter from the Chairman, Council 
of the District of Columbia, transmitting a 
copy of D.C. ACT 17-100, ‘‘Joe Pozell Square 
Designation Act of 2007,’’ pursuant to D.C. 
Code section 1-233(c)(1); to the Committee on 
Oversight and Government Reform. 

3134. A letter from the Chairman, Council 
of the District of Columbia, transmitting a 
copy of D.C. ACT 17-101, ‘‘Senior Driver Em-
powerment Amendment Act of 2007,’’ pursu-
ant to D.C. Code section 1-233(c)(1); to the 
Committee on Oversight and Government 
Reform. 

3135. A letter from the Chairman, Council 
of the District of Columbia, transmitting a 
copy of D.C. ACT 17-102, ‘‘Historic Preserva-
tion Tax Credit Partnership and Limited Li-
ability Company Clarification Amendment 
Act of 2007,’’ pursuant to D.C. Code section 1- 
233(c)(1); to the Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform. 

3136. A letter from the Chairman, Council 
of the District of Columbia, transmitting a 
copy of D.C. ACT 17-90, ‘‘Eastern Market and 
Georgetown Public Library Disaster Relief 
Temporary Act of 2007,’’ pursuant to D.C. 
Code section 1-233(c)(1); to the Committee on 
Oversight and Government Reform. 

3137. A letter from the Acting Assistant 
Administrator for Legislative and Intergov-
ernmental Affairs, National Aeronautics and 
Space Administration, transmitting a report 
on the Administration’s category rating sys-
tem covering the period from November 23, 
2005 through November 22, 2006, pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. 3319(d); to the Committee on Over-
sight and Government Reform. 

3138. A letter from the Chairman, Nuclear 
Regulatory Commission, transmitting the 
Commission’s Strategic Plan for Fiscal 
Years 2007 through 2012; to the Committee on 
Oversight and Government Reform. 

3139. A letter from the Executive Director 
for Operations, Nuclear Regulatory Commis-
sion, transmitting pursuant to the provi-
sions of the Federal Activities Inventory Re-
form (FAIR) Act of 1998 (Pub. L. 105-270) and 
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OMB Circular A-76, Performance of Commer-
cial Activities, the Commission’s FY 2006 in-
ventory of Commercial Activities and Inher-
ently Governmental Functions; to the Com-
mittee on Oversight and Government Re-
form. 

3140. A letter from the Interim Director, 
Pension Benefit Guaranty Corporation, 
transmitting Pursuant to Title II, Section 
203, of the Notification and Federal Em-
ployee Antidiscrimination and Retaliation 
Act of 2002, the Corporation’s Supplemental 
Report for Fiscal Years 2004, 2005, and 2006; 
to the Committee on Oversight and Govern-
ment Reform. 

3141. A letter from the Assistant Secretary 
for Fish and Wildlife and Parks, Department 
of the Interior, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Migratory Bird Permits; 
Regulations for Managing Resident Canada 
Goose Populations (RIN: 1018-AV15) received 
August 28, 2007, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Natural 
Resources. 

3142. A letter from the Acting Assistant 
Secretary for Fish and Wildlife and Parks, 
Department of the Interior, transmitting the 
Department’s final rule — Migratory Bird 
Hunting; Final Frameworks for Early-Sea-
son Migratory Bird Hunting Regulations 
(RIN: 1018-AV12) received August 28, 2007, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Natural Resources. 

3143. A letter from the Acting Deputy Di-
rector, Department of the Interior, transmit-
ting the Department’s final rule — Endan-
gered and Threatened Wildlife and Plants; 
Final Rule to Remove the Idaho Springsnail 
(Pyrgulopsis(=Fontelicella) idahoensis) from 
the List of Endangered and Threatened Wild-
life (RIN: 1018-AU66) received August 23, 2007, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Natural Resources. 

3144. A letter from the Assistant Secretary 
for Fish, Wildlife and Parks, Department of 
the Interior, transmitting the Department’s 
final rule — Endangered and Threatened 
Wildlife and Plants; Designation of Critical 
Habitat for Catesbaea melanocarpa (RIN: 
1018-AU76) received August 23, 2007, pursuant 
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Natural Resources. 

3145. A letter from the Chief, Division of 
Management Authority, Department of the 
Interior, transmitting the Department’s 
final rule — Revision of Regulations Imple-
menting the Convention on International 
Trade in Endangered Species of Wild Fauna 
and Flora (CITES) (RIN: 1018-AD87) received 
August 22, 2007, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Natural 
Resources. 

3146. A letter from the Assistant Secretary 
for Fish and Wildlife and Parks, Department 
of the Interior, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Regulations To Imple-
ment the Captive Wildlife Safety Act (RIN: 
1018-AT69) received August 22, 2007, pursuant 
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Natural Resources. 

3147. A letter from the Chief, Division of 
Management Authority, Department of the 
Interior, transmitting the Department’s 
final rule — Revision of Regulations Imple-
menting the Convention on International 
Trade in Endangered Species of Wild Fauna 
and Flora (CITES) (RIN: 1018-AD87) received 
August 20, 2007, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Natural 
Resources. 

3148. A letter from the Assistant Secretary 
for Fish, Wildlife and Parks, Department of 
the Interior, transmitting the Department’s 
final rule — Endangered and Threatened 

Wildlife and Plants; Designation of Critical 
Habitat for the Hine’s Emerald Dragonfly 
(RIN: 1018-AU74) received August 23, 2007, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Natural Resources. 

3149. A letter from the Deputy Assistant 
Administrator for Regulatory Programs, 
NMFS, National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration, transmitting the Adminis-
tration’s final rule — Magnuson-Stevens 
Fishery Conservation and Management Act 
Provisions; Fisheries of the Northeastern 
United States; Extension of Emergency Fish-
ery Closure Due to the Presence of the Toxin 
that Causes Paralytic Shellfish Poisoning 
[Docket No. 050613158-5262-03; I.D. 090105A] 
(RIN: 0648-AT48) received August 14, 2007, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Natural Resources. 

3150. A letter from the Director Office of 
Sustainable Fisheries, NMFS, National Oce-
anic and Atmospheric Administration, trans-
mitting the Administration’s final rule — 
Fisheries of the Exclusive Economic Zone 
Off Alaska; Pacific Ocean Perch in the West-
ern Aleutian District of the Bering Sea and 
Aleutian Islands Management Area [Docket 
No. 070213033-7033-01] (RIN: 0648-XB58) re-
ceived August 14, 2007, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Natural 
Resources. 

3151. A letter from the Acting Director Of-
fice of Sustainable Fisheries, NMFS, Na-
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra-
tion, transmitting the Administration’s final 
rule — Fisheries of the Exclusive Economic 
Zone Off Alaska; Pacific Ocean Perch and 
Rougheye Rockfish in the Western Aleutian 
District of the Bering Sea and Aleutian Is-
lands Management Area [Docket No. 
070213033-7033-01] (RIN: 0648-XB45) received 
August 14, 2007, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Natural 
Resources. 

3152. A letter from the Acting Director Of-
fice of Sustainable Fisheries, NMFS, Na-
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra-
tion, transmitting the Administration’s final 
rule — Fisheries of the Exclusive Economic 
Zone Off Alaska; Pacific Ocean Perch in the 
West Yakutat District of the Gulf of Alaska 
[Docket No. 070213032-7032-01] (RIN: 0648- 
XB43) received August 14, 2007, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Nat-
ural Resources. 

3153. A letter from the Chief Justice, Su-
preme Court of the United States, transmit-
ting a copy of the Report of the Proceedings 
of the Judicial Conference of the United 
States for the March 2007 session, pursuant 
to 28 U.S.C. 331; to the Committee on the Ju-
diciary. 

3154. A letter from the General Counsel, 
Department of Commerce, transmitting a 
copy of a draft bill entitled, ‘‘the Hague 
Agreement Implementation Act’’; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

3155. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of Health and Human Services, trans-
mitting the Department’s determination on 
a petition on behalf of a class of workers 
from the Rocky Flats Plant in Golden, Colo-
rado be added to the Special Exposure Co-
hort (SEC), pursuant to the Energy Employ-
ees Occupational Illness Compensation Pro-
gram Act of 2000 (EEOICPA); to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary. 

3156. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of Health and Human Services, trans-
mitting the Department’s determination on 
a petition on behalf of a class of workers 
from the Rocky Flats Plant in Golden, Colo-
rado be added to the Special Exposure Co-
hort (SEC), pursuant to the Energy Employ-

ees Occupational Illness Compensation Pro-
gram Act of 2000 (EEOICPA); to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary. 

3157. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of Health and Human Services, trans-
mitting the Department’s determination on 
a petition on behalf of a class of workers 
from the Rocky Flats Plant in Golden, Colo-
rado be added to the Special Exposure Co-
hort (SEC), pursuant to the Energy Employ-
ees Occupational Illness Compensation Pro-
gram Act of 2000 (EEOICPA); to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary. 

3158. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of Transportation, transmitting the 
Twenty-Third Annual Report of Accomplish-
ments Under the Airport Improvement Pro-
gram for Fiscal Year 2006; to the Committee 
on Transportation and Infrastructure. 

3159. A letter from the United States Trade 
Representative, Executive Office of the 
President, transmitting consistent with sec-
tion 2105(a)(1)(B) of the Trade Act of 2002, a 
description of the change to an existing law 
that would be required to bring the United 
States into compliance with the United 
States-Panama Free Trade Agreement; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

3160. A letter from the United States Trade 
Representative, Executive Office of the 
President, transmitting consistent with sec-
tion 2105(a)(1)(B) of the Trade Act of 2002, a 
description of the change to an existing law 
that would be required to bring the United 
States into compliance with the United 
States-Korea Free Trade Agreement; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

f 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON 
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 
committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows: 

Mr. MCGOVERN: Committee on Rules. 
House Resolution 633. Resolution providing 
for consideration of the bill (H.R. 2786) to re-
authorize the programs for housing assist-
ance for Native Americans (Rept. 110–316). 
Referred to the House Calendar. 

f 

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of rule XII, public 
bills and resolutions were introduced 
and severally referred, as follows: 

By Mr. BISHOP of Utah: 
H.R. 3473. A bill to provide for a land ex-

change with the City of Bountiful, Utah, in-
volving National Forest System land in the 
Wasatch-Cache National Forest and to fur-
ther land ownership consolidation in that 
national forest, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Natural Resources. 

By Mr. MCNERNEY: 
H.R. 3474. A bill to expand the Safe Streets 

Program, to establish a National Gang Ac-
tivity Database, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CAPUANO: 
H.R. 3475. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-

enue Code of 1986 to increase the estate and 
gift tax unified credit to an exclusion equiv-
alent of $5,000,000, to adjust such amount for 
inflation, to repeal the 1-year termination of 
the estate tax, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DUNCAN: 
H.R. 3476. A bill to convey the parcel of 

real property known as the John Sevier 
Range in Knox County, Tennessee, to the 
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State of Tennessee; to the Committee on 
Armed Services. 

By Mr. FERGUSON (for himself and 
Mr. TOWNS): 

H.R. 3477. A bill to amend the Consumer 
Product Safety Act to require third-party 
verification of compliance of children’s prod-
ucts with consumer product safety standards 
promulgated by the Consumer Product Safe-
ty Commission, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

By Mr. HILL: 
H.R. 3478. A bill to prohibit the closure or 

relocation of the field office of the Farm 
Service Agency in Clark County, Indiana; to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. KELLER: 
H.R. 3479. A bill to amend title III of the 

Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990 to re-
quire, as a precondition to commencing a 
civil action with respect to a place of public 
accomodation or a commercial facility, that 
an opportunity be provided to correct alleged 
violations; to the Committee on the Judici-
ary. 

By Mr. KIRK (for himself and Mr. AN-
DREWS): 

H. Con. Res. 203. Concurrent resolution 
condemning the persecution of labor rights 
advocates in Iran; to the Committee on For-
eign Affairs. 

By Mr. MARCHANT: 
H. Con. Res. 204. Concurrent resolution ex-

pressing the sense of the Congress that 
States and local political subdivisions are 
not preempted from the enactment and en-
forcement of immigration-related laws and 
ordinances that do not directly conflict with 
Federal immigration laws; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. REGULA: 
H. Res. 632. A resolution expressing the 

condolences of the House of Representatives 
on the death of the Honorable Paul E. 
Gillmor, a Representative of the State of 
Ohio; considered and agreed to. 

By Mrs. GILLIBRAND (for herself, Mr. 
SHUSTER, Ms. FALLIN, Ms. HERSETH 
SANDLIN, Mr. KAGEN, Mr. ALTMIRE, 
Mr. PETERSON of Minnesota, Mr. 
MOORE of Kansas, Mr. BOSWELL, Mr. 
CARDOZA, Mr. SHULER, Mr. TANNER, 
Mr. HILL, Mr. BOYD of Florida, Mr. 
ROSS, Mr. LINCOLN DAVIS of Ten-
nessee, Mr. MAHONEY of Florida, Mr. 
WALZ of Minnesota, Mr. DAVIS of 
Kentucky, Mr. MCNULTY, Mr. ELLS-
WORTH, Mr. MCCAUL of Texas, Mrs. 
MCMORRIS RODGERS, Mr. BOREN, Mr. 
MATHESON, Mr. MELANCON, Mr. GOR-
DON, Mr. CRAMER, Mrs. BOYDA of Kan-
sas, Mr. WILSON of Ohio, Mr. CHAN-
DLER, Mr. BRALEY of Iowa, Mr. DON-
NELLY, Mr. PATRICK MURPHY of Penn-
sylvania, Mr. UDALL of New Mexico, 
Mr. UDALL of Colorado, Mr. BARROW, 
Mr. PERLMUTTER, Mr. WELCH of 
Vermont, Mr. CARNEY, Mr. ABER-
CROMBIE, Mr. HODES, Mr. ARCURI, Mr. 
HINCHEY, and Mr. CROWLEY): 

H. Res. 634. A resolution encouraging par-
ticipation in hunting and fishing, and sup-
porting the goals and ideals of National 
Hunting and Fishing Day and the efforts of 
hunters and fishermen toward the scientific 
management of wildlife and conservation of 
the natural environment; to the Committee 
on Natural Resources. 

By Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of 
Texas (for herself, Mr. MEEKS of New 
York, and Mr. ELLISON): 

H. Res. 635. A resolution recognizing the 
commencement of Ramadan, the Islamic 
holy month of fasting and spiritual renewal, 

and commending Muslims in the United 
States and throughout the world for their 
faith; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

f 

ADDITIONAL SPONSORS 

Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors 
were added to public bills and resolu-
tions as follows: 

H.R. 21: Mr. COHEN. 
H.R. 74: Mr. GILCHREST and Mr. VAN 

HOLLEN. 
H.R. 160: Mr. DAVIS of Illinois, Mrs. JO ANN 

DAVIS of Virginia, Mr. MCNULTY, Mr. TOWNS, 
Mr. RYAN of Ohio, and Mr. BLUMENAUER. 

H.R. 241: Mr. NEUGEBAUER. 
H.R. 278: Mr. KUHL of New York. 
H.R. 303: Mr. RUSH, Mr. SESSIONS, and Mr. 

GRAVES. 
H.R. 370: Mr. GRAVES. 
H.R. 405: Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas and Mr. 

PEARCE. 
H.R. 507: Mr. COHEN. 
H.R. 538: Mr. GONZALEZ. 
H.R. 690: Mr. TOM DAVIS of Virginia. 
H.R. 704: Mr. BARROW. 
H.R. 715: Mr. STARK. 
H.R. 725: Mr. PICKERING. 
H.R. 743: Mrs. CUBIN. 
H.R. 758: Mr. ISSA and Mr. ABERCROMBIE. 
H.R. 772: Ms. HERSETH SANDLIN. 
H.R. 881: Mr. ANDREWS. 
H.R. 954: Mr. RUSH. 
H.R. 997: Mr. MCCOTTER. 
H.R. 1023: Mr. GONZALEZ, Mr. LOBIONDO, 

Mr. CHANDLER, Mr. MOORE of Kansas, Ms. 
FOXX, Mr. LAMPSON, Mr. GINGREY, Mr. 
ENGLISH of Pennsylvania, and Mr. ROYCE. 

H.R. 1043: Mr. MICHAUD and Mr. VAN 
HOLLEN. 

H.R. 1071: Mr. WEINER. 
H.R. 1091: Mr. GILCHREST. 
H.R. 1092: Mr. ROSKAM. 
H.R. 1110: Mr. BISHOP of New York, Mr. 

HAYES, Mr. WELCH of Vermont, and Mr. SALI. 
H.R. 1125: Ms. KILPATRICK, Mr. LYNCH, Mr. 

HOLT, Mr. ISRAEL, Mr. BOSWELL, and Mr. 
SALAZAR. 

H.R. 1154: Mr. KING of New York, Mr. HOLT, 
Mr. YOUNG of Florida, Mr. RANGEL, Mr. 
MITCHELL, Mrs. MALONEY of New York, Mr. 
ALTMIRE, Ms. BERKLEY, Mr. CROWLEY, Ms. 
MATSUI, Mr. OBEY, Ms. WOOLSEY, Mrs. CAPPS, 
Mr. HONDA, Mr. CHABOT, Mr. DENT, Mr. HELL-
ER, Mr. LAHOOD, Mr. MANZULLO, Mr. PICK-
ERING, Mr. ROGERS of Alabama, Mr. WAMP, 
Mr. WICKER, Mr. WILSON of South Carolina, 
Mr. KIND, Mr. MCGOVERN, and Mr. RAMSTAD. 

H.R. 1192: Mr. JINDAL and Mr. BACA. 
H.R. 1223: Mr. BOUCHER. 
H.R. 1236: Mr. BOOZMAN. 
H.R. 1273: Mr. RODRIGUEZ. 
H.R. 1303: Mr. WAMP, Mr. DOGGETT, and Mr. 

EMANUEL. 
H.R. 1342: Mr. STEARNS. 
H.R. 1346: Mr. RUSH. 
H.R. 1394: Mr. RYAN of Ohio. 
H.R. 1409: Mr. KILDEE. 
H.R. 1422: Mr. WYNN, Mr. JACKSON of Illi-

nois, and Mr. FILNER. 
H.R. 1424: Mr. WOLF. 
H.R. 1436: Mr. SESSIONS. 
H.R. 1440: Ms. BALDWIN, Mr. PETERSON of 

Pennsylvania, and Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. 
H.R. 1461: Mr. PAYNE. 
H.R. 1514: Mrs. DRAKE, Mr. PRICE of North 

Carolina, and Mr. RODRIGUEZ. 
H.R. 1518: Mrs. DRAKE and Mr. STUPAK. 
H.R. 1532: Mr. DOGGETT. 
H.R. 1537: Mr. DICKS. 
H.R. 1553: Mr. LOBIONDO. 
H.R. 1576: Mrs. GILLIBRAND, Mr. WOLF, Mr. 

BONNER, Mrs. JO ANN DAVIS of Virginia, and 
Mr. FORBES. 

H.R. 1588: Mr. BOUCHER. 
H.R. 1596: Mr. SAXTON and Mr. WAMP. 
H.R. 1621: Ms. SCHWARTZ, Mr. VAN HOLLEN, 

Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of California, Ms. 
HERSETH SANDLIN, and Mr. MORAN of Kansas. 

H.R. 1644: Mr. LINCOLN DAVIS of Tennessee, 
Mr. THOMPSON of California, Mr. WALZ of 
Minnesota, Ms. SLAUGHTER, Mr. AL GREEN of 
Texas, Mr. WILSON of Ohio, Mr. JOHNSON of 
Georgia, Mr. BOSWELL, Mr. COURTNEY, Mr. 
COHEN, Mr. STUPAK, Mr. LOEBSACK, and Mr. 
SCHIFF. 

H.R. 1649: Mr. FORTUÑO. 
H.R. 1650: Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. 
H.R. 1665: Mr. UPTON, Mr. OLVER, and Mr. 

BOUCHER. 
H.R. 1687: Mr. STARK. 
H.R. 1707: Ms. VELÁZQUEZ. 
H.R. 1713: Mr. SNYDER and Ms. BALDWIN. 
H.R. 1732: Mr. JEFFERSON. 
H.R. 1755: Mr. COHEN and Mr. HONDA. 
H.R. 1771: Ms. GINNY BROWN-WAITE of Flor-

ida. 
H.R. 1808: Mr. BROUN of Georgia. 
H.R. 1823: Mr. LAMPSON. 
H.R. 1876: Mr. TURNER, Mr. DAVIS of Ala-

bama, Mr. DAVID DAVIS of Tennessee, Mr. 
BURTON of Indiana, Mr. WYNN, Ms. JACKSON- 
LEE of Texas, and Mr. BACHUS. 

H.R. 1907: Mr. INSLEE. 
H.R. 1924: Mr. SMITH of Washington. 
H.R. 1983: Mr. COHEN. 
H.R. 1992: Mr. PASTOR, Mr. HARE, and Mr. 

NADLER. 
H.R. 2003: Mr. FILNER and Mrs. DAVIS of 

California. 
H.R. 2015: Mr. PRICE of North Carolina, Mr. 

KUCINICH, and Mr. COSTA. 
H.R. 2045: Mrs. CAPPS and Mr. DOYLE. 
H.R. 2061: Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. THOMPSON of 

Mississippi, Mr. WYNN, and Ms. KAPTUR. 
H.R. 2063: Mr. RODRIGUEZ and Mrs. 

BLACKBURN. 
H.R. 2064: Mr. MOORE of Kansas, Mr. 

MCGOVERN, Mr. DEFAZIO, Mr. CUMMINGS, Mr. 
WYNN, Mr. PRICE of North Carolina, Ms. ZOE 
LOFGREN of California, Mr. BOUCHER, and 
Mrs. NAPOLITANO. 

H.R. 2073: Mr. BOUCHER. 
H.R. 2075: Mr. WU. 
H.R. 2095: Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas, Mr. 

CLEAVER, and Mr. WATT. 
H.R. 2108: Mr. SESTAK. 
H.R. 2116: Mr. CLEAVER, Mr. BONNER, and 

Mr. PORTER. 
H.R. 2123: Mr. HASTINGS of Florida, Mr. 

MEEK of Florida, Ms. MCCOLLUM of Min-
nesota, and Mr. ABERCROMBIE. 

H.R. 2188: Mr. DOGGETT and Mr. KENNEDY. 
H.R. 2236: Ms. ZOE LOFGREN of California. 
H.R. 2244: Mr. ALLEN and Mr. JINDAL. 
H.R. 2290: Mr. LANGEVIN. 
H.R. 2343: Mr. CONYERS, Ms. HOOLEY, and 

Mr. CUMMINGS. 
H.R. 2353: Mr. ENGEL and Mr. LAMPSON. 
H.R. 2417: Mr. WAXMAN and Mr. FILNER. 
H.R. 2452: Mr. PLATTS. 
H.R. 2478: Mr. PALLONE and Ms. ZOE 

LOFGREN of California. 
H.R. 2488: Mr. YARMUTH. 
H.R. 2495: Mr. JINDAL and Mr. BOUCHER. 
H.R. 2514: Mr. GORDON, Mr. PAUL, Mr. 

HASTINGS of Florida, Mr. DAVIS of Illinois, 
Mr. RUSH, Mr. GUTIERREZ, and Ms. SUTTON. 

H.R. 2550: Mr. ROSS, Mr. MCINTYRE, Mr. 
BONNER, Mr. JINDAL, Mr. WAMP, Mr. SAXTON, 
and Mr. COOPER. 

H.R. 2596: Mr. LEVIN, Mr. ISRAEL, Ms. 
MCCOLLUM of Minnesota, and Mr. OLVER. 

H.R. 2605: Mr. STARK. 
H.R. 2606: Mr. BUTTERFIELD and Mr. CLAY. 
H.R. 2666: Mr. FATTAH and Mr. WYNN. 
H.R. 2677: Mr. ARCURI and Ms. BALDWIN. 
H.R. 2734: Mr. HERGER and Mr. SHUSTER. 
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H.R. 2743: Mr. ROSS. 
H.R. 2744: Mr. LEVIN, Mr. YOUNG of Alaska, 

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas, Ms. 
MCCOLLUM of Minnesota, and Mr. VAN 
HOLLEN. 

H.R. 2761: Mr. ROTHMAN. 
H.R. 2814: Mr. GOODLATTE. 
H.R. 2819: Mr. KUCINICH. 
H.R. 2827: Mr. MARSHALL and Mr. MORAN of 

Kansas. 
H.R. 2881: Mr. BACA. 
H.R. 2894: Mr. FORBES. 
H.R. 2911: Mr. VAN HOLLEN. 
H.R. 2916: Mr. PAUL and Mr. PLATTS. 
H.R. 2943: Mr. BOUCHER. 
H.R. 2954: Mr. PLATTS, Mr. BACHUS, and Mr. 

BARTON of Texas. 
H.R. 2958: Ms. CARSON. 
H.R. 2997: Mr. SESTAK. 
H.R. 3001: Ms. KAPTUR and Mr. BOUCHER. 
H.R. 3026: Mr. SPRATT and Mr. WAMP. 
H.R. 3046: Mr. SESTAK. 
H.R. 3054: Mr. MCCOTTER. 
H.R. 3084: Mr. CASTLE. 
H.R. 3090: Mr. LAMPSON, Mr. WAMP, Mr. 

DEFAZIO, Mr. PAUL, Ms. PRYCE of Ohio, Mrs. 
WILSON of New Mexico, Mr. STUPAK, Mr. 
SMITH of Nebraska, Mr. MORAN of Kansas, 
Ms. KAPTUR, and Mr. BACHUS. 

H.R. 3099: Ms. DELAURO. 
H.R. 3140: Ms. HERSETH SANDLIN, Mr. 

BUTTERFIELD, and Mr. GOODE. 
H.R. 3144: Mr. LAMPSON. 
H.R. 3145: Mr. FORBES and Mrs. MYRICK. 
H.R. 3149: Mrs. MUSGRAVE. 
H.R. 3150: Mr. GERLACH. 
H.R. 3197: Mr. WAXMAN, Mr. CLEAVER, Mr. 

MICHAUD, Ms. BORDALLO, and Mr. MCGOVERN. 
H.R. 3249: Mr. RODRIGUEZ and Mr. PORTER. 
H.R. 3257: Mr. SMITH of Washington. 
H.R. 3283: Ms. WATSON. 
H.R. 3298: Ms. MATSUI, Mr. ANDREWS, Mrs. 

GILLIBRAND, Mr. COURTNEY, Mr. COOPER, and 
Mr. FARR. 

H.R. 3300: Mr. SHIMKUS. 
H.R. 3320: Mr. WOLF, Mr. MCCOTTER, Mr. 

COHEN, and Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. 
H.R. 3327: Mr. GONZALEZ and Mr. YOUNG of 

Florida. 
H.R. 3339: Mr. BERMAN. 
H.R. 3402: Mr. MORAN of Virginia and Mr. 

HINCHEY. 
H.R. 3431: Mr. CROWLEY. 
H.R. 3432: Mr. BERMAN and Mr. GRIJALVA. 
H.R. 3452: Mr. WELDON of Florida. 
H.R. 3463: Ms. DELAURO, Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. 

WAXMAN, Mr. KIND, Ms. BORDALLO, Mrs. 
MALONEY of New York, Mr. SARBANES, and 
Mr. HILL. 

H.J. Res. 6: Mr. FORBES. 
H.J. Res. 40: Mr. UDALL of New Mexico and 

Mr. POMEROY. 
H. Con. Res. 75: Mr. DOYLE. 
H. Con. Res. 137: Mr. CAMPBELL of Cali-

fornia and Mr. LEWIS of Kentucky. 
H. Con. Res. 176: Mr. HINCHEY, Mr. CARNEY, 

and Mr. SPRATT. 
H. Con. Res. 183: Mr. WELLER. 
H. Con. Res. 193: Mr. BARRETT of South 

Carolina. 
H. Res. 68: Mr. COHEN. 
H. Res. 71: Ms. CLARKE. 
H. Res. 185: Mr. COHEN. 
H. Res. 209: Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. 
H. Res. 212: Mr. DAVIS of Illinois, Mr. 

BISHOP of New York, Mr. GUTIERREZ, Mr. 
EMANUEL, Mr. HARE, Mr. PAYNE, Mr. LANTOS, 
Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas, Mr. MARKEY, Mr. 
MARSHALL, Mr. RUPPERSBERGER, and Mr. 
TOWNS. 

H. Res. 303: Mr. LAMPSON. 
H. Res. 443: Mr. SPRATT. 
H. Res. 472: Mr. MOORE of Kansas, Mrs. 

CAPITO, Ms. CARSON, Mr. MORAN of Kansas, 

Mr. ROGERS of Michigan, and Mr. DAVIS of Il-
linois. 

H. Res. 536: Mr. FATTAH. 
H. Res. 554: Mr. GEORGE MILLER of Cali-

fornia, Mr. KUCINICH, Mr. CLAY, Mr. FARR, 
Mr. PORTER, and Mr. VAN HOLLEN. 

H. Res. 563: Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia, Mr. 
RUSH, Mr. COHEN, and Mr. CLEAVER. 

H. Res. 616: Mr. SERRANO and Mr. KING of 
New York. 

H. Res. 618: Mr. STARK. 
H. Res. 629: Mr. PASCRELL, Mr. MCGOVERN, 

and Ms. LEE. 
H. Res. 631: Mr. BISHOP of Utah and Mr. 

CANNON. 

f 

CONGRESSIONAL EARMARKS, LIM-
ITED TAX BENEFITS, OR LIM-
ITED TARIFF BENEFITS 

Under clause 9 of rule XXI, lists or 
statements on congressional earmarks, 
limited tax benefits, or limited tariff 
benefits were submitted as follows: 

The manager’s amendment to be offered by 
Representative Conyers or a designee to H.R. 
1908, the ‘‘Patent Reform Act,’’ does not con-
tain any congressional earmarks, limited tax 
benefits, or limited tariff benefits as defined 
in clause 9(d), 9(e), or 9(f) of Rule XXI. 

f 

AMENDMENTS 

Under clause 8 of rule XVIII, pro-
posed amendments were submitted as 
follows: 

H.R. 811 

OFFERED BY: MR. CONAWAY 

AMENDMENT NO. 1: In section 252(b)(2)(B) of 
the Help America Vote Act of 2002, as pro-
posed to be amended by section 2(d)(2) of the 
bill, strike the period and insert the fol-
lowing: ‘‘, but does not include any precinct 
which the chief executive of the State des-
ignates as a designated rural precinct under 
section 301(d)(2)(C) with respect to any elec-
tion held in 2008.’’. 

In section 252(b)(2)(C) of the Help America 
Vote Act of 2002, as proposed to be amended 
by section 2(d)(2) of the bill, strike the period 
and insert the following: ‘‘, but does not in-
clude any precinct which the chief executive 
of the State designates as a designated rural 
precinct under section 301(d)(2)(C) with re-
spect to any election held in 2008.’’. 

In section 301(d)(2)(A) of the Help America 
Vote Act of 2002, as proposed to be amended 
by section 2(e) of the bill, strike ‘‘subpara-
graph (B)’’ and insert ‘‘subparagraphs (B) 
and (C)’’. 

Add at the end of section 301(d)(2) of the 
Help America Vote Act of 2002, as proposed 
to be amended by section 2(e) of the bill, the 
following: 

‘‘(C) WAIVER FOR CERTAIN RURAL PRE-
CINCTS.— 

‘‘(i) WAIVER.—The requirements of this sec-
tion which are first imposed on a State and 
jurisdiction pursuant to the amendments 
made by section 2 of the Voter Confidence 
and Increased Accessibility Act of 2007 shall 
not apply with respect to an election for 
Federal office in any precinct which the 
chief executive of the State involved des-
ignates as a designated rural precinct for 
purposes of this subparagraph with respect 
to the election (in accordance with clause 
(ii)). 

‘‘(ii) DESIGNATION OF PRECINCTS.—The chief 
executive of a State may designate a pre-
cinct as a designated rural precinct for pur-

poses of this subparagraph with respect to an 
election if the precinct is located in a county 
classified as a nonmetropolitan county by 
the Secretary of Agriculture in the most re-
cent classification issued by the Secretary 
prior to the date of the election.’’. 

In section 321(a) of the Help America Vote 
Act of 2002, as proposed to be added by sec-
tion 4(a) of the bill, add at the end the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(3) EXCEPTION FOR DESIGNATED RURAL PRE-
CINCTS.—A State shall not be required to ad-
minister an audit of the results of an elec-
tion for Federal office in any precinct which 
the chief executive of the State involved des-
ignates as a designated rural precinct with 
respect to the election under section 
301(d)(2)(C).’’. 

H.R. 811 
OFFERED BY: MR. CONAWAY 

AMENDMENT NO. 2: In section 301(d)(2)(A) of 
the Help America Vote Act of 2002, as pro-
posed to be amended by section 2(e) of the 
bill, strike ‘‘subparagraph (B)’’ and insert 
‘‘subparagraphs (B) and (C)’’. 

Add at the end of section 301(d)(2) of the 
Help America Vote Act of 2002, as proposed 
to be amended by section 2(e) of the bill, the 
following: 

‘‘(C) DELAY FOR CERTAIN RURAL PRE-
CINCTS.— 

‘‘(i) DELAY.—This paragraph shall apply 
with respect to the designated rural pre-
cincts located within a State— 

‘‘(I) as if the reference in subparagraph (A) 
to ‘November 2008’ were a reference to ‘No-
vember 2010’; and 

‘‘(II) as if the reference in subparagraph 
(B)(i) to ‘2012’ were a reference to ‘2014’. 

‘‘(ii) DESIGNATED RURAL PRECINCT DE-
FINED.—In this subparagraph, a ‘designated 
rural precinct’ means, with respect to a 
State, a precinct which is— 

‘‘(I) located in a county classified as a non-
metropolitan county by the Secretary of Ag-
riculture in the most recent classification 
issued by the Secretary prior to January 1, 
2008; and 

‘‘(II) designated by the chief executive of 
the State as a designated rural precinct for 
purposes of this subparagraph.’’. 

In section 328 of the Help America Vote 
Act of 2002, as proposed to be added by sec-
tion 4(a) of the bill, strike ‘‘November 2008’’ 
and insert the following: ‘‘November 2008, ex-
cept that a State shall not be required to ad-
minister any hand counts under this subtitle 
in any designated rural precinct (as defined 
in section 301(d)(2)(C)) with respect to any 
election prior to the regularly scheduled 
general elections held in November 2010’’. 

H.R. 2786 
OFFERED BY: MR. KING OF IOWA 

AMENDMENT NO. 1: Page 18, strike lines 1 
through 6. 

H.R. 2786 
OFFERED BY: MR. KING OF IOWA 

AMENDMENT NO. 2: At the end of the bill, 
add the following new section: 
SEC. 9. LIMITATION ON USE OF FUNDS. 

No amounts made available pursuant to 
any authorization of appropriations under 
this Act, or under the amendments made by 
this Act, may be used to employ workers de-
scribed in section 274A(h)(3)) of the Immigra-
tion and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 
1324a(h)(3)). 

H.R. 2786 
OFFERED BY: MR. PEARCE 

AMENDMENT NO. 3: At the end of the bill, 
add the following new section: 
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SEC. 9. DEMONSTRATION PROGRAM FOR GUAR-

ANTEED LOANS TO FINANCE TRIBAL 
COMMUNITY AND ECONOMIC DEVEL-
OPMENT ACTIVITIES. 

(a) AUTHORITY.—To the extent or in such 
amounts as are provided in appropriation 
Acts, the Secretary of Housing and Urban 
Development (in this section referred to as 
the ‘‘Secretary’’) may, subject to the limita-
tions of this section and upon such terms and 
conditions as the Secretary may prescribe, 
guarantee and make commitments to guar-
antee, the notes and obligations issued by In-
dian tribes or tribally designated housing en-
tities (as such term is defined in section 4 of 
the Native American Housing Assistance and 
Self-Determination Act of 1996 (25 U.S.C. 
4103)) with tribal approval, for the purposes 
of financing activities, carried out on Indian 
reservations and in other Indian areas, that 
under the first sentence of section 108(a) of 
the Housing and Community Development 
Act of 1974 are eligible for financing with 
notes and other obligations guaranteed pur-
suant to such section 108. 

(b) LOW-INCOME BENEFIT REQUIREMENT.— 
Not less than 70 percent of the aggregate 
funds received by an Indian tribe or tribally 
designated housing entity as a result of a 
guarantee under this section shall be used 
for the support of activities that benefit low- 
income Indian families (as such term is de-
fined for purposes of the Native American 
Housing Assistance and Self-Determination 
Act of 1996) on Indian reservations and other 
Indian areas. 

(c) FINANCIAL SOUNDNESS.—The Secretary 
shall establish underwriting criteria for 
guarantees under this section, including fees 
for such guarantees, as may be necessary to 
ensure that the program under this section 
for such guarantees is financially sound. 
Such fees shall be established in amounts 
that are sufficient, but do not exceed the 
minimum amounts necessary, to maintain a 
negative credit subsidy for such program, as 
determined based upon risk to the Federal 
Government under such underwriting re-
quirements. 

(d) TERMS OF OBLIGATIONS.—Notes or other 
obligations guaranteed pursuant to this sec-
tion shall be in such form and denomina-
tions, have such maturities, and be subject 
to such conditions as may be prescribed by 
regulations issued by the Secretary. The 
Secretary may not deny a guarantee under 
this section on the basis of the proposed re-
payment period for the note or other obliga-
tion, unless the period is more than 20 years 
or the Secretary determines that the period 
causes the guarantee to constitute an unac-
ceptable financial risk. 

(e) LIMITATION ON PERCENTAGE.—A guar-
antee made under this section shall guar-
antee repayment of 95 percent of the unpaid 
principal and interest due on the notes or 
other obligations guaranteed. 

(f) SECURITY AND REPAYMENT.— 
(1) REQUIREMENTS ON ISSUER.—To ensure 

the repayment of notes or other obligations 
and charges incurred under this section and 
as a condition for receiving such guarantees, 
the Secretary shall require the Indian tribe 
or housing entity issuing such notes or obli-
gations to— 

(A) enter into a contract, in a form accept-
able to the Secretary, for repayment of notes 
or other obligations guaranteed under this 
section; 

(B) demonstrate that the extent of such 
issuance and guarantee under this section is 
within the financial capacity of the tribe; 
and 

(C) furnish, at the discretion of the Sec-
retary, such security as may be deemed ap-

propriate by the Secretary in making such 
guarantees, including increments in local 
tax receipts generated by the activities as-
sisted by a guarantee under this section or 
disposition proceeds from the sale of land or 
rehabilitated property, except that such se-
curity may not include any grant amounts 
received or for which the issuer may be eligi-
ble under title I of the Native American 
Housing Assistance and Self-Determination 
Act of 1996. 

(2) FULL FAITH AND CREDIT.—The full faith 
and credit of the United States is pledged to 
the payment of all guarantees made under 
this section. Any such guarantee made by 
the Secretary shall be conclusive evidence of 
the eligibility of the obligations for such 
guarantee with respect to principal and in-
terest, and the validity of any such guar-
antee so made shall be incontestable in the 
hands of a holder of the guaranteed obliga-
tions. 

(g) TRAINING AND INFORMATION.—The Sec-
retary, in cooperation with Indian tribes and 
tribally designated housing entities, shall 
carry out training and information activities 
with respect to the guarantee program under 
this section. 

(h) LIMITATIONS ON AMOUNT OF GUARAN-
TEES.— 

(1) AGGREGATE FISCAL YEAR LIMITATION.— 
Notwithstanding any other provision of law 
and subject only to the absence of qualified 
applicants or proposed activities and to the 
authority provided in this section, to the ex-
tent approved or provided in appropriations 
Acts, the Secretary may enter into commit-
ments to guarantee notes and obligations 
under this section with an aggregate prin-
cipal amount not to exceed $200,000,000 for 
each of fiscal years 2008 through 2012. 

(2) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS FOR 
CREDIT SUBSIDY.—There are authorized to be 
appropriated to cover the costs (as such term 
is defined in section 502 of the Congressional 
Budget Act of 1974) of guarantees under this 
section such sums as may be necessary for 
each of fiscal years 2008 through 2012. 

(3) AGGREGATE OUTSTANDING LIMITATION.— 
The total amount of outstanding obligations 
guaranteed on a cumulative basis by the Sec-
retary pursuant to this section shall not at 
any time exceed $1,000,000,000 or such higher 
amount as may be authorized to be appro-
priated for this section for any fiscal year. 

(4) FISCAL YEAR LIMITATIONS ON TRIBES.— 
The Secretary shall monitor the use of guar-
antees under this section by Indian tribes. If 
the Secretary finds that 50 percent of the ag-
gregate guarantee authority under para-
graph (3) has been committed, the Secretary 
may— 

(A) impose limitations on the amount of 
guarantees pursuant to this section that any 
one Indian tribe may receive in any fiscal 
year of $25,000,000; or 

(B) request the enactment of legislation in-
creasing the aggregate outstanding limita-
tion on guarantees under this section. 

(i) REPORT.—Not later than the expiration 
of the 4-year period beginning on the date of 
the enactment of this Act, the Secretary 
shall submit a report to the Congress regard-
ing the utilization of the authority under 
this section by Indian tribes and tribally des-
ignated housing entities, identifying the ex-
tent of such utilization and the types of 
projects and activities financed using such 
authority and analyzing the effectiveness of 
such utilization in carrying out the purposes 
of this section. 

(j) TERMINATION.—The authority of the 
Secretary under this section to make new 
guarantees for notes and obligations shall 
terminate on October 1, 2012. 

H.R. 2786 

OFFERED BY: MR. PRICE OF GEORGIA 

AMENDMENT NO. 4: At the end of the bill, 
add the following new section: 

SEC. 9. ACCEPTABLE IDENTIFICATION REQUIRE-
MENT FOR OCCUPANCY OR ASSIST-
ANCE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Any assistance provided 
with any amounts made available pursuant 
to any authorization of appropriations under 
this Act, or under the amendments made by 
this Act, including occupancy in housing as-
sisted with such amounts, may not be made 
available to, or on behalf of, any individual 
or household unless the individual provides, 
or, in the case of a household, all adult mem-
bers of the household provide, valid personal 
identification in one of the following forms: 

(1) SOCIAL SECURITY CARD WITH PHOTO IDEN-
TIFICATION CARD OR REAL ID ACT IDENTIFICA-
TION.— 

(A) A social security card accompanied by 
a photo identification card issued by the 
Federal Government or a State Government; 
or 

(B) A driver’s license or identification card 
issued by a State in the case of a State that 
is in compliance with title II of the REAL ID 
Act of 2005 (title II of division B of Public 
Law 109-13; 49 U.S.C. 30301 note). 

(2) PASSPORT.—A passport issued by the 
United States or a foreign government. 

(3) USCIS PHOTO IDENTIFICATION CARD.—A 
photo identification card issued by the Sec-
retary of Homeland Security (acting through 
the Director of the United States Citizenship 
and Immigration Services). 

(b) REGULATIONS.—The Secretary of Hous-
ing and Urban Development shall, by regula-
tion, require that each tribally designated 
housing entity and other recipient of 
amounts described in subsection (a) take 
such actions as the Secretary considers nec-
essary to ensure compliance with the re-
quirements of subsection (a). 

H.R. 2786 

OFFERED BY: MR. PRICE OF GEORGIA 

AMENDMENT NO. 5: At the end of the bill, 
add the following new section: 

SEC. 9. REQUIREMENT OF OFFSETS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—No authorization of ap-
propriations made by this Act, or by the 
amendments made by this Act, or any other 
provision of this Act that results in costs to 
the Federal Government, shall be effective 
except to the extent that this Act, or the 
amendments made by this Act, provide for 
offsetting decreases in spending of the Fed-
eral Government, such that the net effect of 
this Act and such amendments does not ei-
ther increase the Federal deficit or reduce 
the Federal surplus. 

(b) DEFINITIONS.—In this subsection, the 
terms ‘‘deficit’’ and ‘‘surplus’’ have the 
meanings given such terms in the Congres-
sional Budget and Impoundment Control Act 
of 1974 (2 U.S.C. 621 et seq.). 

H.R. 2786 

OFFERED BY: MR. WATT 

AMENDMENT NO. 6: Page 3, line 9, strike the 
quotation marks and the last period. 

Page 3, after line 9, insert the following: 
‘‘(l) LIMITATION ON USE FOR CHEROKEE NA-

TION.—No funds authorized under this Act, or 
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the amendments made by this Act, or appro-
priated pursuant to an authorization under 
this Act or such amendments, shall be ex-
pended for the benefit of the Cherokee Na-
tion of Oklahoma until the Cherokee Nation 

of Oklahoma is in full compliance with the 
Treaty of 1866 and fully recognizes all Cher-
okee Freedmen and their descendants as citi-
zens of the Cherokee Nation.’’. 

H.R. 2786 

OFFERED BY: MR. WESTMORELAND 

AMENDMENT NO. 7: Page 18, strike lines 1 
through 6. 
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EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS 
CONGRATULATING MS. MADELINE 

ADAIR 

HON. THOMAS G. TANCREDO 
OF COLORADO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, September 5, 2007 

Mr. TANCREDO. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to pay tribute to one of my constituents 
Ms. Madeline Adair of Littleton, Colorado, who 
will attend a People to People World Leader-
ship Forum in 2008. Her outstanding aca-
demic merits and communal involvement have 
laid a solid foundation of individual integrity 
and dedication: both characteristics of a quali-
fied leader. I am honored to represent such a 
promising young woman. 

Created in 1956, the People to People Pro-
gram is an educational travel program dedi-
cated to fostering leadership potential in youth 
worldwide. People to People has helped more 
than 200,000 students and professionals de-
velop their leadership skills based upon 
Dwight D. Eisenhower’s belief that ‘‘people 
can make a difference where governments 
cannot.’’ This unique interaction and exposure 
will enable Ms. Adair to gain a greater under-
standing and insider’s perspective of Wash-
ington, DC. 

Madam Speaker, it is my distinct pleasure to 
acknowledge one of Colorado’s own. Please 
join me in congratulating Ms. Adair and wish-
ing her the best in her future endeavors. 

f 

HONORING THE 50TH ANNIVER-
SARY OF GREATER COLEMAN 
TEMPLE COGIC 

HON. DALE E. KILDEE 
OF MICHIGAN 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, September 5, 2007 

Mr. KILDEE. Madam Speaker, today I would 
like to pay tribute to the Greater Coleman 
Temple Church of God in Christ as the pastor 
and congregation celebrate their 50th anniver-
sary. A celebration will be held on September 
9 in Saginaw, Michigan, in recognition of this 
momentous occasion. Bishop Roger L. Jones, 
pastor of Greater Holy Temple Church of God 
in Christ and prelate of the Southeast Michi-
gan Jurisdiction will be the featured speaker 
and the theme is ‘‘Celebrating a Glorious Past, 
Embracing a Promising Future!’’ 

Dr. Hurley J. Coleman and Dr. Martha W. 
Coleman founded the Greater Coleman Tem-
ple on September 7, 1957, under the name of 
Johnson Street Mission Church of God in 
Christ. Services were held in the garage at-
tached to Pastor Coleman’s home. Inspired by 
God, Pastor Coleman worked to fulfill the vi-
sion of building a church. In June 1961, with 
less than 30 members, a groundbreaking 
ceremony was held and the Johnson Street 

Mission became the Liberty Park Church of 
God in Christ. 

The first mortgage was burned is 1972 
ahead of its maturity date. April 1975 saw the 
groundbreaking for Phase II. When that mort-
gage was paid ahead of schedule, the con-
gregation looked to expand and held the 
groundbreaking for Phase III in August 1989. 
Blessed with a congregation that continues to 
grow, the church has now moved to its third 
location at the World Outreach Campus. 

In 1997 both Pastor and Mother Coleman 
received their Doctorates in Ministry. Martha 
Coleman passed away on December 14, 
1999, and Pastor Coleman was called to the 
Lord on July 2, 2001. Their son, Super-
intendent Hurley J. Coleman, Jr., and his wife, 
Evangelist Sandra Coleman, assumed the 
leadership mantle of Greater Coleman Temple 
Church of God in Christ and continue to invig-
orate the congregation. 

Madam Speaker, I ask the House of Rep-
resentatives to join me in congratulating 
Greater Coleman Temple on 50 years of wor-
ship, prayer and evangelism. May the clergy, 
staff and congregation continue to thrive doing 
the work of our Lord, Jesus Christ. 

f 

IN RECOGNITION OF REVEREND 
JOHN J. BRYK 

HON. DENNIS J. KUCINICH 
OF OHIO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, September 5, 2007 

Mr. KUCINICH. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to recognize Reverend John J. Bryk, on 
the occasion of his retirement as pastor of St. 
Hedwig’s Parish in Lakewood, Ohio. Father 
John has devoted his entire life to the work of 
the church, and Cleveland has been blessed 
with Father John’s commitment to living the 
gospel imperative of service to and love of 
others. 

Since his ordination in 1953, Father John 
has been a faithful servant to the Cleveland 
community. As a parish priest, Father John 
has been responsible for the spiritual well- 
being of a whole community, a responsibility 
he took very seriously and fulfilled with enthu-
siasm and total commitment to his congrega-
tion. As an educator, Father John imparted to 
Cleveland’s youth the wisdom to be well- 
rounded, upstanding adults committed to serv-
ing all humans. As a former student of Father 
John at Saint John Cantius in Cleveland, I 
have firsthand experience of Father John’s 
ability to affect the lives of those around him. 

Madam Speaker and colleagues, please join 
me in honoring Reverend John J. Bryk’s 54 
years of ministry to the city of Cleveland. I am 
grateful for his dedication to the spiritual and 
communal needs of Cleveland. May his simple 
and abundant love of his congregation and 
Cleveland serve as an example for us all. 

RECOGNIZING EDWARD JOHN 
DEML III FOR ACHIEVING THE 
RANK OF EAGLE SCOUT 

HON. SAM GRAVES 
OF MISSOURI 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, September 5, 2007 

Mr. GRAVES. Madam Speaker, I proudly 
pause to recognize Edward John Deml III, a 
very special young man who has exemplified 
the finest qualities of citizenship and leader-
ship by taking an active part in the Boy Scouts 
of America, Troop 900, and in earning the 
most prestigious award of Eagle Scout. 

Edward has been very active with his troop, 
participating in many Scout activities. Over the 
many years Edward has been involved with 
Scouting, he has not only earned numerous 
merit badges, but also the respect of his fam-
ily, peers, and community. 

Madam Speaker, I proudly ask you to join 
me in commending Edward John Deml III for 
his accomplishments with the Boy Scouts of 
America and for his efforts put forth in achiev-
ing the highest distinction of Eagle Scout. 

f 

DYAN WADE ALLEN MAKES HIS 
MARK ON THE WORLD 

HON. BOB ETHERIDGE 
OF NORTH CAROLINA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, September 5, 2007 

Mr. ETHERIDGE. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to congratulate Matt and Jennifer Allen 
on the birth of their child, Dyan Wade Allen. 
Dyan was born on Tuesday, August 7, 2007, 
and weighed 6 pounds and 12 ounces. My 
wife Faye joins me in wishing Matt and Jen-
nifer great happiness upon this new addition 
to their family. 

As the father of 3, I know the joy and pride 
that Matt and Jennifer feel at this special time. 
Children remind us of the incredible miracle of 
life, and they keep us young-at-heart. Every 
day, they show us a new way to view the 
world. I know the Allens look forward to the 
changes and challenges that their new son will 
bring to their lives while taking pleasure in the 
many rewards they are sure to receive as they 
watch him grow. 

I welcome young Dyan into the world and 
wish Matt and Jennifer all the best as they 
raise him. 
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RECOGNIZING THE HEPATITIS B 

FOUNDATION 

HON. PATRICK J. MURPHY 
OF PENNSYLVANIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, September 5, 2007 

Mr. PATRICK J. MURPHY of Pennsylvania. 
Madam Speaker, I rise today in recognition of 
the Hepatitis B Foundation and its founders for 
their many accomplishments in Hepatitis B ad-
vocacy. The foundation, which this year cele-
brated its 15-year anniversary, also recently 
unveiled the Pennsylvania Biotechnology Cen-
ter right here in Bucks County. The Hepatitis 
B Foundation started in 1991 around a kitch-
en, as an effort to help a local family suffering 
from Hepatitis B. Today it is a one-of-a-kind, 
world-renowned organization. 

Over 2 billion people are infected with Hep-
atitis B world-wide, including 12 million people 
in the United States. The disease causes liver 
infections, leads to cancer, and is particularly 
dangerous for children. Hepatitis B is 100 
times more infectious than HIV, but safe and 
reliable vaccines are available, Because Hep-
atitis B can be prevented and treated, the 
Foundation has always believed that edu-
cation is just as important as research. 

The Hepatitis B Foundation is the only non-
profit organization solely dedicated to Hepatitis 
B education, research, and advocacy. The 
Foundation’s O’Liver the mascot, hotlines and 
multilingual literature all promote awareness 
and understanding of Hepatitis B. Partnerships 
with government officials helped Pennsylvania 
become one of the first states to require stu-
dent vaccinations. Madam Speaker, because 
of the efforts of ongoing Hepatitis education, 
there are now 47 States that have Hepatitis B 
vaccine requirements. 

The new Biotechnology Center opened in 
October of 2006 as a result of a partnership 
between the Hepatitis B Foundation and Dela-
ware Valley College. Their scientists conduct 
research in molecular biology, drug discovery, 
and early detection of cancer in order to find 
treatment options and a cure. 

Madam Speaker, I would like to individually 
recognize Founders and Board Members Paul 
and Janine Witte, Timothy and Joan Block, 
and Executive Director Molly Conti for their 
dedication to Hepatitis B awareness and med-
ical achievements. I thank them on behalf of 
the countless people who have learned and 
benefited from the Foundation. Their compas-
sion for one family truly became a desire to 
change the world for the better. 

f 

CONGRATULATING MR. JOSHUA 
BARNHILL 

HON. THOMAS G. TANCREDO 
OF COLORADO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, September 5, 2007 

Mr. TANCREDO. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to pay tribute to one of my constituents 
Mr. Joshua Barnhill of Aurora, Colorado, who 
will attend a People to People World Leader-
ship Forum in 2008. His outstanding academic 
merits and communal involvement have laid a 

solid foundation of individual integrity and 
dedication: both characteristics of a qualified 
leader. I am honored to represent such a 
promising young man. 

Created in 1956, the People to People Pro-
gram is an educational travel program dedi-
cated to fostering leadership potential in youth 
worldwide. People to People has helped more 
than 200,000 students and professionals de-
velop their leadership skills based upon 
Dwight D. Eisenhower’s belief that ‘‘people 
can make a difference where governments 
cannot.’’ This unique interaction and exposure 
will enable Mr. Barnhill to gain a greater un-
derstanding and insider’s perspective of 
Washington, DC. 

Madam Speaker, it is my distinct pleasure to 
acknowledge one of Colorado’s own. Please 
join me in congratulating Mr. Barnhill and 
wishing him the best in his future endeavors. 

f 

KINGWOOD CHAMBER OF 
COMMERCE 

HON. TED POE 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, September 5, 2007 

Mr. POE. Madam Speaker, outside of Hous-
ton in 1969 a group of developers set out to 
create a suburban paradise hidden amongst 
the trees. From these humble beginnings, 
Kingwood has grown into a viable economic 
and residential force in southeast Texas. Now 
known as the ‘‘livable forest,’’ locals work to-
gether daily so they may progress successfully 
into the future while at the same time pre-
serving their unique surroundings. 

Spearheading this progress is the Kingwood 
Chamber of Commerce. Founded in 2003, this 
group strives to meet the needs of the local 
community and encourage local trade. Since 
its inception, these fine Texans have partici-
pated in numerous business and community 
service projects. Sparky Nolan currently 
serves as the president of this organization, 
and has been an inspirational community lead-
er from the start. Kingwood Chamber mem-
bers recognize the importance of their con-
sumer’s quality of life in correlation with eco-
nomic growth. 

Last January the group organized ‘‘Travis 
McCormick Kleenwood Day.’’ Members of the 
chamber worked together in teams with other 
local residents to help make their community 
more visually appealing. At the end of the 
event, hundreds of pounds of litter near side-
walks, greenbelt trails, and curbs were prop-
erly disposed of. 

The Kingwood Chamber of Commerce also 
supports projects such as the Wildflower 
Project 2007, another demonstration of their 
commitment to bettering surrounding neighbor-
hoods. In April the chamber organized the 
planting of wildflowers throughout the 
Kingwood area. The pride these Kingwood 
residents take in their community is certainly 
commendable, and is demonstrated not only 
in sponsorships like the Wildflower Project but 
in their support for local business and commu-
nity organizations. 

In addition to business growth, the 
Kingwood Chamber supports the entire com-

munity and stands for patriotism at its finest. 
Their support of local organizations like the 
Blue Star Mothers shows the chamber’s con-
cern and support for families with children who 
have served in the United States Armed 
Forces. 

It gives me great pride to recognize the 
Kingwood Chamber for all they do. By working 
to better the community, Kingwood Chamber 
members understand the fundamental aspects 
of being Texan and I congratulate them on a 
job well done. 

And that’s just the way it is. 
f 

HONORING MR. T. VANCE LITTLE 

HON. MARSHA BLACKBURN 
OF TENNESSEE 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, September 5, 2007 

Mrs. BLACKBURN. Madam Speaker, please 
join me in recognizing the contributions of an 
outstanding member of our Williamson County 
community, Mr. T. Vance Little. A descendent 
of pioneer settlers, graduate of Vanderbilt Law 
School, and member of several historic, pres-
ervation, and patriotic organizations, Mr. Little 
has dedicated himself to providing leadership 
in his community. 

This distinguished citizen is a noted author, 
journalist, and host of local historic television 
programs. He is the historian for the city of 
Brentwood, chairman of the Friends of the 
Williamson County Museum, secretary of the 
Williamson County Records Commission, and 
a member of Brentwood United Methodist 
Church. He has also sponsored a monthly 
program on local history at the Martin Center 
for the past 10 years. 

Mr. Little has received many honors includ-
ing the Heritage Foundation ‘‘Patron of the 
Year,’’ the Williamson County Historical Soci-
ety ‘‘Volunteer of the Year,’’ the Brentwood 
Chamber of Commerce ‘‘Citizen of the Year,’’ 
and the Leadership Brentwood ‘‘Civic Award.’’ 
Recently, in 2006, he received the prestigious 
‘‘Living Legend’’ award from the Williamson 
County Chamber of Commerce. 

Mr. Little has reminded us that we have no 
more important obligation to our children and 
to ourselves than preserving our history. We 
appreciate all that he has done and thank him 
for the exceptional example that he has pro-
vided for others. I ask that you please join me 
in honoring Mr. T. Vance Little. 

f 

HONORING JAMES VASSAL 

HON. DALE E. KILDEE 
OF MICHIGAN 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, September 5, 2007 

Mr. KILDEE. Madam Speaker, I rise today 
to pay tribute to James Vassal in honor of his 
100th birthday. A celebration was held at 
United Bethel Methodist Church on his birth-
day in my hometown of Flint, Michigan. 

James Vassal was born on August 18, 
1907, in Amory, MS, the middle of 5 children. 
He worked for Frisco Railroad in Memphis for 
25 years. During these years he met President 
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Franklin D. Roosevelt twice. In 1945 he 
moved to Flint and went to work at the Chev-
rolet V–8 Engine Plant in Flint for 261⁄2 years. 
He retired in 1971 and is a member of UAW 
Local 659. 

He is a devoted member of United Bethel 
Methodist Church. He started attending serv-
ices in 1946 in the basement of its future 
church on 12th Street. He worked as an usher 
and sang in the church gospel choir. James 
credits his grandfather for providing the foun-
dation for his future devotion to United Bethel 
Methodist Church. He attends the 11 a.m. 
worship services every Sunday and is still a 
member of United Methodist Men and the 
Bible Study Group. In June, William Kornegay 
presented him with a certificate from the 
United Methodist Men’s national office recog-
nizing Vassal’s ‘‘outstanding achievement’’ in 
the church. He was honored by the church’s 
senior adult ministry at a luncheon on August 
16. On his birthday, a dinner was held in his 
honor and attended by over 200 people. Many 
of James’s relatives from Tennessee, Mis-
sissippi, Texas, Indiana, and Kentucky trav-
eled to Michigan to join in the celebration. 
Sunday’s worship centered on his contribu-
tions and featured remarks by Reverend Rus-
sell, McReynolds, Reverend Alonzo Vincent, 
Reverend Tara Sutton, and James’s great- 
great grandnephews and nieces. 

James married Mae Berta Carter on July 
16, 1927. They had 1 son, Charles, and 1 
granddaughter, Reverend Delphine Vassal, an 
African Methodist Episcopal minister in Dallas. 
Devoted to each other until the end, James 
was by Mae’s side when she passed away in 
1996. 

Madam Speaker, I ask the House of Rep-
resentatives to join me in congratulating 
James Vassal and wishing him the best for 
the coming year. 

f 

IN REMEMBRANCE OF R. JOHN 
HERRINGTON 

HON. DENNIS J. KUCINICH 
OF OHIO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Wednesday, September 5, 2007 

Mr. KUCINICH. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today in remembrance of R. John Herrington, 
and to celebrate all his contributions to Cleve-
land. John passed away July 24, but he will 
live on in the hearts of everyone he touched. 

As a soldier in the U.S. Army, John worked 
the night desk for the Associated Press in 
Tokyo, as well as with Stars and Stripes. After 
completing his service to our country, John 
worked in California, Missouri, and even Lon-
don, England. By the time he arrived in Cleve-
land in 1968, John was already a seasoned 
and well-traveled reporter. And for the next 25 
years, Cleveland had the fortune of benefiting 
from all that experience. After 3 years at 
WKBF, John joined the team at WKYC Chan-
nel 3, and was even the anchorman for Cleve-
land’s first 10 p.m. newscast. In 1995, the 
Cleveland Regional chapter of the National 
Academy of Television Arts and Sciences rec-
ognized John’s contributions by inducting him 
into their Silver Circle. 

John stayed just as active in retirement, act-
ing in community theater and serving in var-
ious capacities in his church community. 

Madam Speaker and colleagues, please join 
me in remembering R. John Herrington, a 
mainstay of Cleveland broadcasting for over 
25 years. John is survived by his wife of 27 
years, Carol Ann, and my thoughts go out to 
her and their whole family. May John’s spirit 
and live on in the lives of those who were for-
tunate enough to know him. 

f 

RECOGNIZING MICHAEL A. 
FILARDO FOR ACHIEVING THE 
RANK OF EAGLE SCOUT 

HON. SAM GRAVES 
OF MISSOURI 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, September 5, 2007 

Mr. GRAVES. Madam Speaker, proudly 
pause to recognize Michael A. Filardo, a very 
special young man who has exemplified the 
finest qualities of citizenship and leadership by 
taking an active part in the Boy Scouts of 
America, Troop 900, and in earning the most 
prestigious award of Eagle Scout. 

Michael has been very active with his troop, 
participating in many Scout activities. Over the 
many years Michael has been involved with 
Scouting, he has not only earned numerous 
merit badges, but also the respect of his fam-
ily, peers, and community. 

Madam Speaker, I proudly ask you to join 
me in commending Michael A. Filardo for his 
accomplishments with the Boy Scouts of 
America and for his efforts put forth in achiev-
ing the highest distinction of Eagle Scout. 

f 

CONGRATULATING MS. BROOKE 
ARNOLD 

HON. THOMAS G. TANCREDO 
OF COLORADO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, September 5, 2007 

Mr. TANCREDO. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to pay tribute to one of my constituents 
Ms. Brooke Arnold of Centennial, Colorado, 
who will attend a People to People World 
Leadership Forum in 2008. Her outstanding 
academic merits and communal involvement 
have laid a solid foundation of individual integ-
rity and dedication: Both characteristics of a 
qualified leader. I am honored to represent 
such a promising young woman. 

Created in 1956, the People to People Pro-
gram is an educational travel program dedi-
cated to fostering leadership potential in youth 
worldwide. People to People has helped more 
than 200,000 students and professionals de-
velop their leadership skills based upon 
Dwight D. Eisenhower’s belief that ‘‘people 
can make a difference where governments 
cannot.’’ This unique interaction and exposure 
will enable Ms. Arnold to gain a greater under-
standing and insider’s perspective of Wash-
ington, DC. 

Madam Speaker, it is my distinct pleasure to 
acknowledge one of Colorado’s own. Please 
join me in congratulating Ms. Arnold and wish-
ing her the best in her future endeavors. 

MARQUIS DE LAFAYETTE’S 250TH 
BIRTHDAY 

HON. BOB ETHERIDGE 
OF NORTH CAROLINA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, September 5, 2007 

Mr. ETHERIDGE. Madam Speaker, today I 
rise to honor the 250th birthday of Marquis de 
Lafayette. Fayetteville, NC, was named for La-
fayette in 1783. It was the first town in Amer-
ica to be named for him and the only one vis-
ited by him on his tour of the United States in 
1825. 

Marie Joseph Paul Yves Roch Gilbert du 
Motier, Marquis de La Fayette, was born in 
Auvergne, France, on September 6, 1757. Al-
though an aristocrat, Gilbert Lafayette became 
enamored of the American fight for independ-
ence. In 1777, at the age of 19, flaunting con-
vention and royal edicts, he used his own 
funds to purchase and outfit a ship and sailed 
to America. He joined the American forces 
and became a lifelong friend of General 
George Washington. His enthusiasm for the 
cause of liberty and his courage in battle won 
him the admiration and friendship of soldiers, 
officers, and statesmen. 

The youngest major general in the American 
army, Lafayette made a significant contribution 
to the defeat of the British forces under Gen-
eral Lord Charles Cornwallis at the Battle of 
Yorktown, VA, in 1781. Lafayette also accom-
plished much as a diplomat, persuading the 
Governors of independent colonies to provide 
food and supplies to a poorly clothed and 
starving Continental Army. He lobbied vigor-
ously with the French court for more troops 
and ships for the American cause. The com-
mitments he secured from France ultimately 
forced England to sue for peace. 

Lafayette returned to France and continued 
his campaign for liberty. His involvement in the 
French Revolution caused his persecution by 
radicals on both sides. Imprisoned for 5 years 
in Prussia and Austria, his fame brought 
worldwide pressure for his release. As Lafay-
ette’s popularity grew, his views on liberty, reli-
gious tolerance, and the abolition of slavery 
became widespread. 

Lafayette’s popularity in America culminated 
with President Monroe issuing an invitation in 
1824 for the general to visit the young country 
and witness the development of this experi-
ment in democracy. His status as one of the 
last surviving members of the revolutionary 
leadership gave communities a reason to host 
elaborate receptions, dances, and ceremonies 
in his honor. 

Madam Speaker, in 1825, the citizens of 
Fayetteville, NC, were honored by a 2-day 
visit from the famous French proponent of lib-
erty, Marquis de Lafayette. In a speech of wel-
come, Judge John D. Toomer proclaimed, 
‘‘Never, never can we forget the youthful 
stranger who, in the darkest hour of adversity, 
so generously flew to our succour, and so gal-
lantly fought the battle of freedom.’’ Marquis 
de Lafayette was a man who fought for our 
great Nation and left his mark on North Caro-
lina, America, and the world. 
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PAYING TRIBUTE TO SUSANNE 

MCKEON 

HON. PATRICK J. MURPHY 
OF PENNSYLVANIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, September 5, 2007 

Mr. PATRICK J. MURPHY of Pennsylvania. 
Madam Speaker, I rise today with a heavy 
heart to pay tribute to Susanne McKeon, the 
Lower Southampton Township manager and 
the president of the Playwicki Farm Founda-
tion. I share the grief felt by the entire commu-
nity in the wake of Sue’s passing, but it is im-
portant that in these trying moments we re-
member the tremendous legacy she leaves 
behind. Madam Speaker, Sue’s work earned 
her the utmost admiration and respect from 
those she served, the goal of any public serv-
ant. 

Sue became part of the Lower Southampton 
Board of Supervisors in 1984 and worked tire-
lessly to better the community. Serving as 
chairman and vice president, her leadership 
led the way for lasting successes for the town-
ship. She was a supervisor when in 1994 the 
Township finalized the purchase of the prop-
erty from the estate of Elizabeth Snodgrass 
that preserved the last large area of open 
space in Lower Southampton. In September 
1996, the Board of Supervisors established 
the Playwicki Farm Foundation and at its first 
meeting, Sue was elected president. She 
served in that capacity ever since. Her work 
was selfless as she strived to improve her 
township. She was extremely dedicated to her 
various roles in the community which has ben-
efited greatly thanks to her efforts. 

Her strong leadership started long before 
the Board of Supervisors. In the 1970s, she 
started the story hour at the Southampton 
Township library and served as a member of 
the library board. She was also a founding 
member of the ‘‘Friends of Lower South-
ampton Library’’ and the 2007 chairperson of 
the Bucks County Planning Commission. 
Sue’s commitment to hard work and public 
service earned her the high esteem of those 
around her. 

Sue was an advocate for her community, in-
spiring others to become leaders and devote 
time to their community in the way that she 
did. Sue is owed a debt of gratitude for her 
many years of service. 

Madam Speaker, Susanne McKeon’s legacy 
as a community leader is one her husband, 
children and grandchildren can be proud to 
carry on. Sue will be remembered for her de-
votion, selflessness and commitment to the 
residents of Lower Southampton Township in 
Bucks County, PA. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. TED POE 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, September 5, 2007 

Mr. POE. Madam Speaker, due to other 
congressional business, I unfortunately missed 
recorded votes on the House floor on Tues-
day, September 4, 2007. 

Had I been able to vote that day, I would 
have voted ‘‘no’’ on rollcall vote No. 847 and 
‘‘yes’’ on rollcall vote No. 848 and ‘‘yes’’ on 
rollcall vote No. 849. 

f 

HONORING ELIZABETH NORWORTH 

HON. MARSHA BLACKBURN 
OF TENNESSEE 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, September 5, 2007 

Mrs. BLACKBURN. Madam Speaker, it is a 
privilege for me to rise today and honor Mrs. 
Elizabeth Norworth. Mrs. Norworth, better 
known as ‘‘Betty,’’ has been a dedicated fed-
eral employee with the Memphis Division of 
the Federal Bureau of Investigation for the last 
60 years. Her tenure with the FBI is the sec-
ond longest in the 100-year history of the Bu-
reau. 

When Mrs. Norworth first joined the FBI in 
1947, Harry S. Truman was our President, the 
CIA had just been created and the cold war 
was well under way. Like our Nation, Mrs. 
Norworth rose to the challenge of the times 
and met each day as a public servant through 
the embodiment of her beloved agency: fidel-
ity, bravery and integrity. Thirteen years later, 
Mrs. Norworth would accept her current posi-
tion as secretary to Special Agent in Charge 
where she received numerous accolades for 
her exceptional job performance. Throughout 
her years of service Mrs. Norworth has not 
only become a highly respected employee at 
the Bureau but she has become the embodi-
ment of what a public servant should be. 

Madam Speaker, I urge all of my colleagues 
to join me today in thanking ‘‘Betty’’ Norworth 
for her 60 years of service, sacrifice, and con-
tinued commitment to the United States. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO THE 50TH JUBILEE OF 
SISTER JOANNE CHIAVERINI 

HON. DALE E. KILDEE 
OF MICHIGAN 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, September 5, 2007 

Mr. KILDEE. Madam Speaker, I rise today 
to pay tribute to Sister Joanne Chiaverini as 
she celebrates her 50th Jubilee as a Sister 
Servant of the Immaculate Heart of Mary. A 
celebration will be held on Sunday, September 
9, at Sacred Heart Catholic Church in Flint, 
Michigan. 

Sister Joanne Chiaverini began her work 
with the Sisters Servants of the Immaculate 
Heart of Mary as an educator and worked in 
that capacity for 15 years, earning her Masters 
of Education in Theology from Marygrove Col-
lege during this time. Her work involved pre-
paring children for the sacraments. Often she 
would teach the parents as well as the chil-
dren. With a desire to work with the poor and 
disadvantaged, Sister Joanne developed her 
talent for inner city ministry working during the 
1960s at St. Agnes Parish in the heart of De-
troit and she worked with Father Bill 
Cunningham when he founded Focus Hope 
after the 1967 riots. 

Sister Joanne became a certified social 
worker in 1973. Working in the Flint area she 

has counseled parents and children caught in 
the nightmare of substance abuse, worked as 
a volunteer probation officer, worked coordi-
nating the religious education of parents, cat-
echists, and students. She was a pioneering 
member of the Flint Interfaith Alliance and 
brought the Project ARAB to parishes through-
out the Diocese of Lansing. 

After spending 30 days on an Ignatian re-
treat, Sister Joanne was inspired to co-found 
the St. Francis Prayer Center with Father Phil 
Schmitter. The Center is dedicated to pro-
viding a place of quiet and contemplation. The 
Center has moved 3 times to better serve the 
poor and at risk population. Her work on be-
half of the disadvantaged has earned Sister 
Joanne numerous awards including: Woman 
of the Year by the Beta Sigma Phi Sorority, 
the Groundwork ‘‘Christian Discipleship’’ 
Award from the Sisters of the Immaculate 
Heart of Mary, the Center for Environmental 
Justice Award from the Flint Chapter of the 
NAACP. Along with Father Schmitter, she has 
also received the Citizens Participation Award 
for 20 years of ministry in public housing, and 
the Dr. Albert Wheeler ‘‘Seeker of Justice’’ 
Award from the Diocese of Lansing. 

Madam Speaker, I ask the House of Rep-
resentatives to join me in congratulating Sister 
Joanne Chiaverini as she celebrates her Gold-
en Jubilee as a Sister Servant of the Immacu-
late Heart of Mary and wish her the best in the 
coming years. 

f 

IN REMEMBRANCE OF VIVIAN 
CANTRELL 

HON. DENNIS J. KUCINICH 
OF OHIO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, September 5, 2007 

Mr. KUCINICH. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to remember Vivian Cantrell, and to cel-
ebrate her tireless devotion to her community, 
her faith, and to justice. Vivian passed away 
after a battle with cancer, but her spirit will live 
on in the people and organizations fortunate 
enough to have known her. 

Vivian never passed up an opportunity to 
challenge the status quo. She was an out-
spoken civil rights advocate, and frequently 
could be found advocating for equal treatment 
for all school children or lending her voice to 
community organizations. Vivian was an en-
gaged citizen; not only was she active in polit-
ical campaigns, but she demanded account-
ability from those candidates to ensure that 
the community got the attention it deserved. 

Madam Speaker and colleagues, please join 
me in remembering Vivian Cantrell, for a life 
spent in service to the community. May Viv-
ian’s humor, strength, and zeal for justice live 
on in all those who knew her. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, September 5, 2007 

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas. 
Madam Speaker, on September 5, 2007, I 
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was unavoidably detained from the House 
Chamber. 

Had I been present I would have voted: 
‘‘nay’’ on rollcall 849, On Motion to Instruct 
Conferees, College Cost Reduction Act of 
2007; ‘‘yea’’ on rollcall 848, On Motion to Sus-
pend the Rules and Pass, as Amended, 
Microloan Amendments and Modernization 
Act; ‘‘yea’’ on rollcall 847, On Motion to Sus-
pend the Rules and Pass, as Amended, Mi-
nority Serving Institution Digital and Wireless 
Technology Opportunity Act. 

f 

IN RECOGNITION OF NINEL SEGAL 

HON. MICHAEL R. McNULTY 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, September 5, 2007 

Mr. MCNULTY. Madam Speaker, I am most 
pleased to recognize the outstanding contribu-
tions of a beloved constituent of mine, Ninel 
Segal, and to insert in the RECORD the testi-
monial presented to Ninel by Rabbi Paul B. 
Silton of Temple Israel in Albany, New York: 

On this Shabbat Korach, Rosh Kodesh 
Tammuz, the 30th of Sivan 5767, cor-
responding to the 16th of June 2007, we, the 
friends of Ninel Segal, are privileged to join 
together at Temple Israel of Albany, New 
York to honor her as she prepares to cele-
brate her 28th wedding anniversary with her 
beloved Charles. 

To you, Leah bat Alter v’Braina, we say: 
Thank you for the inspiring example you 
have created for all of us; the example of 
love and devotion to the Jewish people and 
to the leaders and citizens of our great coun-
try. As a teacher you devoted yourself to the 
education of your students at the Sholem 
Aleichem Folkschule in Mount Vernon, New 
York. You served as director of the Speakers 
Bureau and as a program associate for the 
National Committee for Labor Israel. You 
served as a volunteer for Congressman MI-
CHAEL R. MCNULTY for 16 years and received 
Congressional Recognition for your indefati-
gable efforts to help so many people in the 
community. While working for Congressman 
MCNULTY, you had the opportunity to meet 
presidents of many countries. 

A Zionist for years, you have supported 
Israel with devotion and loyalty. Your con-
cern for the perpetuation of your Jewish her-
itage has been constant and consistent. 

In the years to come, may God continue to 
bless you and your beloved Charles with 
vigor of body and mind so that you can work 
in His vineyard, performing deeds of loving 
kindness for all who are privileged to meet 
you. May God crown your life with honor and 
achievement. May He fill your heart with 
love of neighbor and concern for the welfare 
of all people. May He grant you a satisfying 
religious life in this sanctuary of the House 
of Israel. 

On behalf of the entire Temple Israel fam-
ily, Mazel Tov. 

MESSAGE OF CONGRATULATIONS 
FOR FRED FISKE ON THE OCCA-
SION OF HIS 60TH ANNIVERSARY 
ON THE WASHINGTON AIR-
WAVES—30 YEARS ON WAMU 88.5 

HON. CHRIS VAN HOLLEN 
OF MARYLAND 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, September 5, 2007 

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Madam Speaker, as the 
Representative of the 8th District of Maryland, 
I am delighted to have as one of my constitu-
ents Fred Fiske, the senior commentator for 
WAMU 88.5. On September 27, 2007, Fred 
Fiske will celebrate 60 years on Washington 
radio—30 of those years at public radio station 
WAMU. It is my great pleasure to congratulate 
Fred on the occasion of his anniversary and 
on his long and very distinguished career on 
the Washington airwaves. 

A New York City native, Fred Fiske got his 
start in radio as a child actor in the 1930s. 
While in high school, he performed in radio 
plays for The Magic of Speech on NBC, and 
in such dramas as ‘‘The Farmer Takes a 
Wife’’ with William Holden and ‘‘Green God-
desses’’ with Ronald Coleman. During the 
summer season, he worked the ‘‘Borscht Belt’’ 
in the Catskills with up-and-coming actors 
Danny Kaye and Betty Garrett. 

After graduating from Brooklyn College with 
a bachelor’s degree in speech and drama, 
Fred put his radio career on hold and enlisted 
in the U.S. Army Air Corps. During World War 
II, he served as an aerial gunner and a radio 
operator in the 8th Air Force. Fiske flew 30 
missions over France and Germany as part of 
a B–24 crew, and brought home a Distin-
guished Flying Cross and 4 Air Medals. His 
squadron leader was Colonel Jimmy Stewart. 

After the war, Fred was discharged on Sep-
tember 20, 1945, and returned to New York, 
where he taught high school and earned a 
master’s degree in speech and education at 
Columbia University. After teaching high 
school speech and drama for a year, he re-
sumed his radio career as a free-lance actor 
on soap operas, plays, and nighttime shows. 
In 1947, he moved to Washington, DC and on 
September 27, 1947, he landed a job with 
WOL radio, then part of the Mutual Broad-
casting System. The station later became 
WWDC. 

Fred provided live coverage of the presi-
dential inaugurations of Harry Truman and 
Dwight Eisenhower, and he also covered polit-
ical conventions, state funerals, elections and 
other historic events. During the 1950s, he 
hosted a midday radio music program fea-
turing the pop music of the day—he became 
Washington’s highest rated radio music host. 
And, in the 1960s, he hosted a morning show 
on WWDC and wrote a weekly music column 
for Washington’s Daily News called ‘‘Fiske’s 
Discs.’’ 

In 1970, Fred became host of Empathy, a 
call-in talk show on WWDC, which later be-
came The Fred Fiske Show. For 7 years, it 
was the only talk radio program in Wash-
ington. When WWDC changed formats in 
1977, Fiske brought his program to the public 
radio audience at WAMU, where he kept lively 
and interesting conversation going for the next 

10 years. In 1987, he retired from the rigors of 
hosting 5 nights a week and moved the show 
to Saturday mornings, where it became Fred 
Fiske Saturday. Since 1995, Fiske has served 
as WAMU’s senior commentator, and he can 
still be heard every week on Metro Connec-
tion. 

On a personal note, I want to thank Fred 
Fiske for his thoughtful and trenchant political 
analysis and commentary. His refreshing in-
sights always challenge our community and 
our country to constantly improve and be the 
best we can be. 

On behalf of the residents of my District, I 
extend my congratulations to Fred and send 
him my best wishes as he continues his out-
standing career in radio. 

f 

CONGRATULATING MS. ELIZABETH 
ARNOLD 

HON. THOMAS G. TANCREDO 
OF COLORADO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, September 5, 2007 

Mr. TANCREDO. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to pay tribute to one of my constituents 
Ms. Elizabeth Arnold of Castle Rock, Colo-
rado, who will attend a People to People 
World Leadership Forum in 2008. Her out-
standing academic merits and communal in-
volvement have laid a solid foundation of indi-
vidual integrity and dedication: both character-
istics of a qualified leader. I am honored to 
represent such a promising young woman. 

Created in 1956, the People to People Pro-
gram is an educational travel program dedi-
cated to fostering leadership potential in youth 
worldwide. People to People has helped more 
than 200,000 students and professionals de-
velop their leadership skills based upon 
Dwight D. Eisenhower’s belief that ‘‘people 
can make a difference where governments 
cannot.’’ This unique interaction and exposure 
will enable Ms. Arnold to gain a greater under-
standing and insider’s perspective of Wash-
ington, DC. 

Madam Speaker, it is my distinct pleasure to 
acknowledge one of Colorado’s own. Please 
join me in congratulating Ms. Arnold and wish-
ing her the best in her future endeavors. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. MICHAEL K. SIMPSON 
OF IDAHO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, September 5, 2007 

Mr. SIMPSON. Madam Speaker, on rollcall 
No. 849, the motion to instruct conferees on 
H.R. 2669, the College Cost Reduction Act of 
2007, I was unavoidably detained and unable 
to vote. 

Had I been present, I would have voted 
‘‘aye.’’ 
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REMEMBERING JOHN JAY GEDDIE 

HON. FRANK R. WOLF 
OF VIRGINIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, September 5, 2007 

Mr. WOLF. Madam Speaker, I want to bring 
to the attention of the House the recent pass-
ing of a former Senate staffer and reporter, 
John Jay Geddie, of Sterling, Virginia, in my 
congressional district. I knew John for more 
than 15 years and always enjoyed reading his 
weekly columns. He died August 22, 2007, at 
Inova Fairfax Hospital of kidney failure and 
pneumonia related to the treatment of cancer. 
He is survived by his wife of 44 years, Shan-
non LaNelle Geddie of Sterling; a son, John L. 
Geddie of Reston, and a brother Michael 
Geddie of Kilgore, Texas. 

Below is an excerpt of remarks read at his 
funeral last week in Leesburg. Written by his 
son, these words truly capture who John was 
and what was important to him. 

Certainly, most of the people here are most 
familiar with dad through his work here at 
the Loudoun Independent. The man could 
write well and he was always quick with a 
story or a good one-liner. He never felt that 
professionalism could be glossed over simply 
because it was a local paper covering mostly 
local news. 

My grandmother told a story about dad 
that I think says a lot. The boys were 
obliged to work during summers. One sum-
mer, my grandfather had gotten him a job 
hauling pulp wood. Apparently, the heavy 
labor under the summer Texas sun did not 
sit well with him. Dad came home exhausted 
and covered in sweat and told his mother 
that it was his intention to get a job where 
‘‘I have to wear a suit every day.’’ Appar-
ently, no one expects you to sweat when 
you’re in a suit. 

That reporters wear suits must have 
played some part in his calculations. While 
his mother wanted him to be a preacher, he 
managed to avoid this while still maintain-
ing her love and support. Dad graduated 
from Marshall High School and went on to 
earn his journalism degree at East Texas 
State University. ETSU is now affiliated 
with Texas A&M University and known as 
Texas A&M-Commerce. That my dad retro-
actively became an Aggie is an irony that 
only Texans will understand. 

After graduation, he went off to work at 
the San Angelo Standard-Times as a re-
porter. During this period, dad was drafted 
into the army. His active duty lasted for 18 
months, where he served as a specialist at 
Fort Knox, Fort Hood, and Fort Carson. As a 
‘soldier-of my acquaintance’ recalled it, the 
closest he ever came to combat was throwing 
a stick at a passing helicopter. 

Dad stayed at the San Angelo Standard- 
Times for several years. During this time, he 
started dating another reporter at the 
paper—Shannon LaNelle Harris. The pair 
married and the marriage lasted for 44 years. 
Not long after they were married, the young 
couple adopted their first needlenose dog. As 
regular readers know, it was the first of 
many. 

From 1962–1972, dad worked for the Dallas 
Morning News. He was among the reporters 
to cover the assassination of President John 
F. Kennedy and the murder of Lee Harvey 
Oswald. Later, he covered the appeals proc-
ess of Jack Ruby. Originally a believer in the 
Warren Report and the single bullet theory, 

he was less certain as time went on. When 
asked about a conspiracy, he said ‘I just 
don’t know.’ 

In 1972, he became the Washington Bureau 
Chief for the Dallas Morning News, covering 
both state and national news until 1981. Dur-
ing this period, Dad covered the political 
scene in depth, being among the very first to 
break the story of President Richard Nixon’s 
resignation. He covered both the Democratic 
and Republican conventions of 1976 and 1980, 
as well as the campaign trips of President 
George H.W. Bush and Howard Baker. 

After leaving the Dallas Morning News, he 
became administrative assistant to Con-
gressman Abraham ’Chick’ Kazen (D–TX) 
and later served as a speechwriter for the 
U.S. Senate Committee on Environment and 
Public Works, serving closely with Senator 
Lloyd Bentsen (D–TX). During this time, dad 
also began working as the Editor of the 
Loudoun Easterner, a small direct-mail 
newspaper in Loudoun County. He eventu-
ally retired from Washington to pursue this 
full-time. Very few people are able to do 
what they love for so long. 

Under his stewardship, the Loudoun East-
erner gained a loyal following in Sterling 
and the surrounding areas. His unique per-
spective and humor made him a fixture in 
the county. Working with Publisher Beth 
Miller was a great experience for dad. The 
pair of them could be seen lunching every 
day and it is difficult to imagine closer 
friends. Her death was hard on everyone, but 
dad took it especially hard. Wounds heal 
though, and his relationship with Beth’s 
daughters Amy and Allyson grew even 
stronger. 

In 2005, he and Amy Burns started up a new 
paper, the Loudoun Independent. Dad proved 
that he still had the skill to produce a first 
rate paper. 

My dad was diagnosed with skin cancer in 
March. By the time of the diagnosis, the can-
cer had already spread in the area of his 
neck and lymph nodes. While not imme-
diately life threatening, treatment required 
a combination of radiation and chemo-
therapy. At no time was he in pain and dad 
went into work at the paper every day until 
almost the very end. Eventually the treat-
ment weakened him enough so that his kid-
neys failed and the extra stress on his body 
made it impossible for him to recover from 
pneumonia and septic shock. 

Ever since I was a boy and my dad started 
working at the Easterner—and later the 
Loudoun Independent, we knew that he was 
not to be bothered on Mondays and Tues-
days. The paper goes to the printer on 
Wednesday morning, so you have to work 
until everything is done. My dad died on a 
Wednesday morning. I don’t go much for 
symbolism in life, but I wonder at it. Tues-
day is over and your labors are complete. On 
Wednesday, you can sleep in and rest—then 
get ready to start all over again. 

In retrospect I do feel blessed to have had 
John Geddie in my life for so long. More 
than that, I’m thankful for those last 
months we had together. Having been des-
ignated as his driver/companion for all med-
ical trips, I was able to spend almost every 
day with him for the last three months. As 
people get older, sometimes they forget why 
they love their parents. Those last three 
months reminded me. 

Dad had something of a mantra when the 
conversation turned to his health or poten-
tial dangers. He’d raise his hand, tilt his 
head and say, ‘‘Don’t worry about me. I’ve 
had a good life.’’ He said it in a light way, 
but something in his tone inevitably ended 

the conversation. While incredibly frus-
trating at the time, it’s a comfort to us now. 

f 

IN RECOGNITION OF FIRST 
LIEUTENANT JONATHAN W. EDDS 

HON. MIKE ROGERS 
OF ALABAMA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, September 5, 2007 

Mr. ROGERS of Alabama. Madam Speaker, 
1Lt. Jonathan W. Edds of White Pigeon, MI, 
was killed during an lED attack in Baghdad, 
Iraq, on August 17, 2007. Jonathan was as-
signed to the Headquarters Company, 2nd 
Battalion, 69th Armored Regiment, 3rd Infantry 
Division based in Fort Benning, GA. First Lieu-
tenant Edds and his wife Laura resided in 
Phenix City, AL. 

Words cannot express the sense of sadness 
we have for his family and the gratitude our 
country feels for his service. First Lieutenant 
Edds, like other brave men and women who 
have served in uniform, died serving not just 
the United States, but the entire cause of lib-
erty. Indeed, like those who have served be-
fore him, he was a true American. 

We will forever hold him closely in our 
hearts, and remember his sacrifice and that of 
his family as a remembrance of his bravery 
and willingness to serve our Nation. Thank 
you, Madam Speaker, for the House’s remem-
brance at this mournful occasion. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. SAM GRAVES 
OF MISSOURI 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, September 5, 2007 

Mr. GRAVES. Madam Speaker, I would like 
to state for the record my position on the fol-
lowing votes I missed due to reasons beyond 
my control. 

On Monday, September 4, 2007, I was 
tending to personal matters and thus missed 
rollcall votes 847, 848, 849. Had I been 
present, I would have voted ‘‘aye’’ on all 
votes. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO MR. MYRON K. 
KUNKA 

HON. ROSCOE G. BARTLETT 
OF MARYLAND 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, September 5, 2007 

Mr. BARTLETT of Maryland. Madam Speak-
er, I rise today to honor the career of Mr. 
Myron K. Kunka. Having served his country for 
32 years, he retired from the Federal service 
on September 1, 2007. His record of achieve-
ment during this period reflects great credit 
upon himself and upon the organizations with 
which he has served. 

Mr. Kunka began his Federal career as a 
budget analyst at Letterkenny Army Depot, 
Chambersburg, PA, on August 1975 after re-
ceiving a master’s degree in public administra-
tion from the University of Pittsburgh. He has 
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served in successive financial management 
positions within the Department of Defense. 
These assignments include: 7th Signal Com-
mand, Ft Richie, MD; Headquarters United 
States Army, Telecommunications Center, The 
Pentagon; Headquarters Army Material Com-
mand, Alexandria, VA; On-Site Inspection 
Agency Dulles, VA; and Defense Threat Re-
duction Agency (DTRA), Ft Belvoir, VA. 

Mr. Kunka joined the ranks of the Senior 
Executive Service on November 7, 1999, 
when he was appointed to serve as the 
Comptroller, Director of Resource Manage-
ment, and finally the Associate Director of the 
Business Enterprise for DTRA. 

Mr. Kunka received numerous awards and 
decorations for his outstanding public service. 
The significant awards include: the Director’s 
Award for Achievement in Equal Employment 
Opportunity, 1997; On-Site Inspection Agency 
Exceptional Civilian Service Medal, 1998; the 
Department of Defense Meritorious Civilian 
Service Medal, 2000; and the Presidential 
Rank Award—Meritorious Executive, 2003. 

As Mr. Kunka brings closure to this chapter 
of his Federal career as a public servant, he 
begins a new chapter serving the public as the 
associate dean of the Paul H. Nitze School of 
Advanced International Studies at Johns Hop-
kins University. 

Madam Speaker, I am honored to ask my 
colleagues to join me in congratulating Mr. 
Myron K. Kunka on his retirement from Fed-
eral service. He epitomizes the dedication and 
professionalism that makes our Federal Gov-
ernment a model all over the world. 

f 

IN MEMORY OF JOHN BOETHING 

HON. ELTON GALLEGLY 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, September 5, 2007 

Mr. GALLEGLY. Madam Speaker, I rise in 
memory of my friend John Boething, who died 
August 11 at 89 years young. 

It would be easier to list what J.B. didn’t ac-
complish in his life than to list what he did. A 
college student at age 16, J.B. bicycled across 
Europe and explored South America as part of 
his master’s thesis; was a U.S. Army captain 
during World War II, serving in the Pacific 
Theater; wrote a sports column; and was a 
freelance cartoonist for the New Yorker and 
other publications. 

But it was as one of the founding fathers of 
the wholesale horticulture industry that J.B. 
made his public mark. He founded Boething 
Treeland Farms as a retail operation on 35 
acres in Woodland Hills, CA, in 1952, and 
grew it into one of the largest and most suc-
cessful wholesale nurseries in California. 
Today, Boething Treeland Farms grows trees 
and shrubs on about 800 acres across the 
State. 

Not bad, considering J.B. knew little about 
the tree business when he started on money 
he borrowed from his father. 

J.B.’s success can be ascribed to him being 
the epitome of a people person. He had a 
wonderful sense of humor and, for all his suc-
cesses, still lived in the house he built in 
Woodland Hills and added onto as his family 

grew. Having sought the advice of other nurs-
erymen when starting Boething Treeland 
Farms, he freely gave advice later to others in 
the business—including those who started 
with him and went on to be competitors. 

While personable and fair, J.B. also main-
tained high standards and expected the best 
from his employees. With his motivation and 
example, they rarely disappointed. 

J.B. also supported the American Red 
Cross, Children’s Hospital Los Angeles, Doc-
tors Without Borders, and Pepperdine Univer-
sity. He served on the Board of Directors of 
Sunset Magazine and for many years spon-
sored a lecture through the Center for Con-
servation Biology at Stanford University. 

Madam Speaker, I know my colleagues will 
join me in remembering J.B. and his contribu-
tions to horticulture and to all who knew him, 
and in offering our condolences to his wife of 
54 years, Susan; their daughters, Sally Paint-
er, Haydi Danielson, Cathy Pherson, and Marji 
Boething; their 6 grandchildren; and his ex-
tended family and wealth of friends. 

f 

CONGRATULATING MR. EVAN 
BALOGH 

HON. THOMAS G. TANCREDO 
OF COLORADO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, September 5, 2007 

Mr. TANCREDO. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to pay tribute to one of my constituents 
Mr. Evan Balogh of Morrison, Colorado, who 
will attend a People to People World Leader-
ship Forum in 2008. His outstanding academic 
merits and communal involvement have laid a 
solid foundation of individual integrity and 
dedication: both characteristics of a qualified 
leader. I am honored to represent such a 
promising young man. 

Created in 1956, the People to People Pro-
gram is an educational travel program dedi-
cated to fostering leadership potential in youth 
worldwide. People to People has helped more 
than 200,000 students and professionals de-
velop their leadership skills based upon 
Dwight D. Eisenhower’s belief that ‘‘people 
can make a difference where governments 
cannot.’’ This unique interaction and exposure 
will enable Mr. Balogh to gain a greater under-
standing and insider’s perspective of Wash-
ington, DC. 

Madam Speaker, it is my distinct pleasure to 
acknowledge one of Colorado’s own. Please 
join me in congratulating Mr. Balogh and wish-
ing him the best in his future endeavors. 

f 

RECOGNIZING THE ISMAILI 
GOLDEN JUBILEE 

HON. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, September 5, 2007 

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas. 
Madam Speaker, I rise today to commend the 
Dallas Shia Imami Nizari Ismaili Muslim Com-
munity for reaching a Golden Jubilee landmark 
on July 11, 2007. 

As a prominent community, the Ismailis 
have contributed largely to the cultural diver-
sity and economic development in Texas. 
Under the guidance of His Highness the Aga 
Khan, the Ismailis are represented in the fields 
of engineering, science, medicine, education, 
and entrepreneurship. 

In 1967, the first international non-profit in-
stitution ofthe Ismailis was established by the 
Aga Khan in Europe. Since then the Aga Khan 
Development Network has grown into 9 agen-
cies, globally representing the fields of micro 
finance, education, economic development, 
health, and cultural preservation. 

These agencies have created 300 schools 
in the world, educating 62,000 students and 
employing 5,000 staff. It has opened 200 
health centers, caring for nearly 2 million and 
employing nearly 10,000 staff It has also 
opened a university in Central Asia, trans-
formed a park in Egypt, and continues to raise 
funds for the poor through an annual world- 
wide Partnership Walk. 

The Ismailis are devoted to improving the 
circumstances and opportunities for the poor 
around the world. The Aga Khan Development 
Network serves as a catalyst for these en-
deavors. Their mandates range ITom edu-
cation and health to structural design, disaster 
reduction, development, and renewal of his-
toric cities. 

On behalf of the 30th Congressional District 
of Texas, I am honored to congratulate the 
Ismaili Community on their Golden Jubilee. 
Their efforts towards global humanitarianism 
make them an invaluable member of the Dal-
las area. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. TIMOTHY V. JOHNSON 
OF ILLINOIS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, September 5, 2007 

Mr. JOHNSON of Illinois. Madam Speaker, 
unfortunately last night, September 4, 2007, I 
was unable to cast my votes on H.R. 694, 
H.R. 3020, and the Motion to Instruct Con-
ferees on H.R. 2669 and wish the record to 
reflect my intentions had I been able to vote. 

Had I been present for rollcall No. 847 on 
suspending the rules and passing H.R. 694, 
the Minority Serving Institution Digital and 
Wireless Technology Opportunity Act, I would 
have voted ‘‘aye’’. 

Had I been present for rollcall No. 848 on 
suspending the rules and passing H.R. 3020, 
the Microloan Amendments and Modernization 
Act, I would have voted ‘‘aye’’. 

Had I been present for rollcall No. 849 on 
the Motion to Instruct Conferees on H.R. 
2669, the College Cost Reduction Act of 2007, 
I would have voted ‘‘aye’’. 
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ARMY SERGENT GARRETT I. 

MCLEAD, SOUTH TEXAN LOST IN 
IRAQ 

HON. SOLOMON P. ORTIZ 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, September 5, 2007 

Mr. ORTIZ. Madam Speaker, since this 
House last met, another South Texan from the 
Coastal Bend area has fallen in battle in Iraq, 
and I ask my colleagues to join me in hon-
oring this life lost in the service of our nation. 

Army SGT Garrett I. McLead, 23, from 
Rockport, Texas, was assigned to the 2nd 
Battalion, 35th Infantry Regiment, 25th Infantry 
Division, Schofield Barracks, in Hawaii. While 
many people across the nation were starting 
school, enjoying vacation, or just taking ad-
vantage of the last weeks before Labor Day, 
Sgt. McLead was killed on August 22, 2007, in 
a Black Hawk helicopter crash during a night 
mission 180 miles north of Baghdad, in 
Multaka, Iraq, near the city of Kirkuk. 

Sergeant McLead is survived by his parents, 
Patrick and Patty, and by the larger family of 
Aransas Pass and San Patricio County in 
South Texas. 

Madam Speaker, each time we lose a sol-
dier—a member of our American family—we 
lose a little piece of ourselves. Each time, it is 
just unbearable. Let me tell you more about 
this noble patriot who gave the last full meas-
ure of devotion to the nation he loved. 

Sergeant McLead drew his strength from his 
faith, and was a natural athlete, excelling in 
surfing, tennis and soccer while he was in 
high school. He also played the saxophone in 
his high school band. He had a winning smile 
and a talent for life. 

He was an adventure seeker, tempered by 
the national shock of 9–11. The searing pain 
of the attack moved him from happy-go-lucky 
teenager to a determined warrior at warp 
speed. He deferred a dream of modeling or 
acting when our nation was attacked on 9–11, 
and the country called all patriots for service 
in the U.S. military. 

Rather than opting for Hollywood, his hand-
some face was assigned to Afghanistan in 
service of finding and tracking down the terror-
ists who attacked the United States. Iraq was 
soon opened as a second war, and he served 
the nation in uniform in Iraq as well. He was 
close to coming home, but his tour was ex-
tended. 

Everyone in the greater South Texas com-
munity will miss him, but nobody will miss him 
like his family. We mourn with this family; we 
lift up our broken hearts in gratitude to his 
family, and we all want to see our soldiers 
come home from these wars. 

Madam Speaker, I ask the House to join me 
in honoring Army Sergeant McLead and his 
service on behalf of the United States, and to 
offer our thanks and our deepest sympathy to 
the family of this warrior, who gave the last full 
measure of devotion to our nation and the 
United States Army. 

TRIBUTE TO MITRE CORPORATION 
IN HUNTSVILLE, ALABAMA 

HON. ROBERT E. (BUD) CRAMER, JR. 
OF ALABAMA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, September 5, 2007 

Mr. CRAMER. Madam Speaker, 5 years 
ago I rose to thank the MITRE Corporation for 
nearly two decades of outstanding work in 
Huntsville, Alabama. Today, I proudly rise 
once again to congratulate its employees on 
their 25th anniversary in our community. 

MITRE operates federally funded research 
and development centers that provide govern-
ment agencies with systems engineering, re-
search and development, and information 
technology support. MITRE first opened its of-
fice in Huntsville in 1982 with only one em-
ployee, but has steadily grown to 56 employ-
ees. 

MITRE has provided objective expertise, 
analysis, and support to the Army’s Aviation 
and Missile Defense Command, the Missile 
Defense Agency, NASA, and other programs 
at Redstone Arsenal and throughout North 
Alabama. MITRE’s Huntsville site is the Cor-
poration’s primary center of expertise for the 
Department of Defense’s Battle Management 
Command, Control, Communications and In-
telligence (BM/C3I) program. 

On Monday, August 13, 2007, the employ-
ees of MITRE gathered to celebrate their 25th 
anniversary in North Alabama. I rise today to 
join in their celebration and wish them many 
more years of success. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. GENE TAYLOR 
OF MISSISSIPPI 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, September 5, 2007 

Mr. TAYLOR. Madam Speaker, yesterday, 
on September 4, 2007, I was unavoidably de-
tained in my congressional district as a result 
of a mechanical problem which prevented the 
departure of my scheduled flight from Gulfport, 
MS. Unfortunately, I missed rollcall votes 847, 
848 and 849. Had I been present, I would 
have voted ‘‘yea’’ on each of the rollcall votes. 

f 

RECOGNIZING MAYOR FRANK 
ORTIS OF PEMBROKE PINES, 
FLORIDA 

HON. DEBBIE WASSERMAN SCHULTZ 
OF FLORIDA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, September 5, 2007 

Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. Madam 
Speaker, public service is among the most 
noble and demanding of professions; and ex-
cellence in the delivery of public service helps 
to keep the City of Pembroke Pines, Florida 
strong and prosperous and a wonderful place 
in which to live and work. 

At the helm of this city is Mayor Frank Ortis, 
a man who has a long history of public service 
since moving to the community in 1977. He 

was elected to the Pembroke Pines City Com-
mission in 1996, served as Vice Mayor in 
1998 and 2002, and was elected Mayor in 
2004. 

Mayor Ortis has also been elected President 
of the Broward League of Cities for the 2005– 
2006 term of office, appointed to the National 
League of Cities Information Technologies 
Steering Committee in 1999 and, as of No-
vember 2005, serves as Chair on that com-
mittee. He was elected to serve on the United 
States Conference of Mayors Advisory Board 
in June 2006. 

Other community involvement includes his 
2002 election to the Florida League of Cities 
Florida Municipal Insurance Trust Board, a 
2003 appointment to serve on the Florida 
League of Cities Resolutions Committee, and 
service on the Florida League of Cities Fed-
eral Action Strike Team (FAST). In 2006 he 
was elected First Vice President of the Florida 
League of Cities after serving as the League’s 
Second Vice President in 2005. In August 
2007 he was installed as President of the Flor-
ida League of Cities and served as Chair of 
the Florida League of Cities’ Resolutions Com-
mittee at the 2007 FLC Annual Conference. 
He garnered recognition from the Florida 
League of Cities by receiving the Cities of Ex-
cellence Mayor of the Year Award in 2006. 

Other civic involvement includes his 1994, 
appointment by Governor Chiles to the 
Broward Community College Board of Trust-
ees where he served as Chairman, his service 
as President of the Florida State Council of 
Machinists and Aerospace Workers, President 
of the Broward County AFL–CIO, Secretary/ 
Treasurer on the Broward County Workforce 
One Development Board, service on the Exec-
utive Board of the Broward County Red Cross, 
the United Way of Broward County and the 
Executive Board for the Special Olympics of 
Broward. 

Clearly this is a man who is committed to a 
community, ensuring its residents have a high 
quality of life. With that said Madam Speaker, 
I am honored to pay tribute to mayor Frank 
Ortis, for his immeasurable dedication to the 
City of Pembroke Pines. 

f 

COMMENDING DR. GARRY A. NEIL, 
2007 DISCOVERY AWARDEE FOR 
THE AMERICAN GERIATRICS SO-
CIETY 

HON. SCOTT GARRETT 
OF NEW JERSEY 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Wednesday, September 5, 2007 

Mr. GARRETT of New Jersey. Madam 
Speaker, I rise today to commend Dr. Garry A. 
Neil, group president of Johnson & Johnson 
Pharmaceutical Research & Development, for 
his extraordinary contributions to advancing 
the health and well-being of American seniors. 

Dr. Neil has had a long and distinguished 
career in medical research. After graduating 
from the University of Saskatchewan College 
of Medicine, he performed his post-graduate 
training in internal medicine and gastro-
enterology at the University of Toronto and 
performed a postdoctoral fellowship in immu-
nology at the Research Institute of Scripps 
Clinic. 
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Prior to joining Johnson & Johnson in 2002, 

he worked as Vice President of Clinical Re-
search for AstraZeneca, Vice President for 
Medical and Scientific Affairs at 
AstraPharmaceuticals, Director of Clinical Re-
search for Gastroenterology and Executive Di-
rector for Medical Sciences at Astra Merck, 
and Vice President and global head of clinical 
research and development with Merck KGaA 
and its U.S. subsidiary EMD Pharmaceuticals. 

Since coming to Johnson & Johnson, Dr. 
Neil has worked in several roles to help de-
velop their research program. In fact, he 
played a substantial role in development of 
INVEGA, a new medicine for schizophrenia 
approved in December 2006, as well as many 
other important drugs. He also a member of 
the Board of the J&J Development Corpora-
tion and Vice Chair of the Pharmaceutical Re-
search and Manufacturers Association 
(PhRMA) Science and Regulatory Committee, 
as well as a member of the PhRMA Founda-
tion Board. 

Dr. Neil also has a distinguished career in 
medical academia, currently serving as a 
member of the Board of Trustees for the Uni-
versity of Medicine and Dentistry of New Jer-
sey. He has held a number of academic posts 
at the Ludwig Institute for Cancer Research in 
Toronto, the University of Iowa College of 
Medicine, and the University of Pennsylvania. 
Furthermore, he has written more than 50 
scholarly articles and book chapters. 

On October 17th, at the 2007 Lifetime of 
Caring Gala, the American Geriatrics Society 
will present Dr. Neil with the 2007 Discovery 
Award for ‘‘his outstanding business, civic and 
philanthropic leadership, and for Johnson & 
Johnson’s commitment to the well-being of 
older adults, their families and the commu-
nities in which they live.’’ The American Geri-
atrics Society is an organization of more than 
6,700 health professionals devoted to improv-
ing the health, independence, and quality of 
life for people as they age. I join them as they 
honor a fellow medical professional for his life-
time of work helping seniors and, indeed, peo-
ple of all ages, live longer, healthier lives. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO JOSEPH BECKMAN 

HON. PETER J. VISCLOSKY 
OF INDIANA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, September 5, 2007 

Mr. VISCLOSKY. Madam Speaker, it is with 
pleasure that I stand before you today to rec-
ognize and congratulate Mr. Joseph Beckman 
as he celebrates an extraordinary milestone, 
the 100th anniversary of his company, Home 
Lumber Company, headquartered in Crown 
Point, Indiana. To commemorate this special 
occasion, an anniversary celebration took 
place on Friday, August 24, 2007, at the Ava-
lon Manor in Merrillville, Indiana. 

A fifth-generation family-owned business, 
Home Lumber Company was co-founded by 
Joe’s great-grandfather in 1907. After grad-
uating from Indiana University in 1971, Joe 
worked outside the company for a brief period 
before returning to the company in 1973 as a 
manager in manufacturing, a position he 
would hold for 8 years. It was during that time 

that Joe, highly regarded within the company 
and his community, was elected president of 
Home Lumber Company in 1979. From there, 
Joe went on to purchase the company from 
his father and other stockholders in 1982. 

As president and chief executive officer of 
Home Lumber Company, Joe has been re-
sponsible for an overwhelming expansion of 
the business. While Joe is quick to credit his 
outstanding staff for the company’s success, it 
is undoubtedly Joe’s leadership, as well as his 
knowledge of, passion for, and commitment to 
his trade, that has been the catalyst for such 
improvements. Since taking over the reins, 
Joe has spearheaded several major expan-
sions, including the addition of a new lumber-
yard in Stevensville, Michigan, the relocation 
of its main facility from Dyer, Indiana, to 
Crown Point, Indiana, which is where Joe now 
resides, and a new manufacturing facility in 
Michigan City, Indiana. However, these expan-
sions, while quite impressive, do not appear to 
be the end of the company’s growth. These 
new additions, paired with Home Lumber 
Company, have now become the Lumberplus 
Companies. Throughout his tenure, Joe has 
not lost sight of the goals of his father and 
grandfather, as he has continued to build and 
improve northwest Indiana by developing over 
1,000 commercial and industrial properties 
throughout Lake County. 

Aside from his business, Joe has always 
made it a point to give back to the community 
through his involvement with various service 
organizations, including: The Crown Point 
Community Foundation, Habitat for Humanity, 
and the Carmelite Home for Girls. Not only 
has he been active in these endeavors, but he 
has also taken a leadership role, serving on 
several of their executive committees and ad-
visory boards. Furthermore, Joe has been ac-
tive in the economic and educational develop-
ment of his community through his service in 
several capacities, including: President of the 
Dyer Chamber of Commerce, treasurer of the 
Dyer Economic Development Steering Com-
mittee, president of the Dyer Economic Devel-
opment Committee, treasurer of the Lake Cen-
tral Multi-District School Building Corporation, 
and as a member of the Purdue University 
Calumet Chancellor’s Advisory Committee. 

For his service and his commitment to im-
proving northwest Indiana, both economically 
and socially, Joe has received many acco-
lades throughout the years. Joe was the re-
cipient of the 2005 NLBMA Award for Excel-
lence in Human Resources and the 2006 
Business Investment Award by the Michigan 
City Economic Development Corporation. 
Quite an impressive accomplishment, in 2001, 
Joe was also named the Northwest Indiana 
Small Business Person of the Year and Indi-
ana Small Business Person of the Year, a dis-
tinction that earned him recognition from 
President George W. Bush at a White House 
reception. 

Madam Speaker, at this time, I ask that you 
and my other distinguished colleagues join me 
in honoring and congratulating Joseph Beck-
man and his team on the 100th anniversary of 
Home Lumber Company. Joseph and the en-
tire staff at Home Lumber Company are to be 
commended for their dedication to improving 
northwest Indiana. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. ELTON GALLEGLY 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, September 5, 2007 

Mr. GALLEGLY. Madam Speaker, I was un-
able to make the following roll call votes on 
September 4, 2007: 

H.R. 694, the Minority Serving Institution 
Digital and Wireless Technology Opportunity 
Act. On Motion to Suspend the Rules and 
Pass, a Amended, I would have voted ‘‘nay.’’ 

H.R. 3020, the Microloan Amendments and 
Modernization Act. On Motion to Suspend the 
Rules and Pass, as Amended, I would have 
voted ‘‘aye.’’ 

H.R. 2669, the College Cost Reduction Act 
of 2007. On Motion to Instruct Conferees, I 
would have voted ‘‘aye.’’ 

f 

IN HONOR OF JIMMIE WHITE 

HON. MARILYN N. MUSGRAVE 
OF COLORADO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, September 5, 2007 

Mrs. MUSGRAVE. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to honor a true American hero, Jimmie 
White from Yuma, Colorado. Jimmie volun-
teered to serve in the United States Military in 
the late 1960’s. He was part of the MCB 10 
Construction Battalion of the Seabees. He 
served two tours in Vietnam. The first tour 
(1968) was in Quang Tri during the Tet Offen-
sive. His second tour (1968–1969) was at 
Camp Haines with detachments to Dan Nang, 
Dong Ha, An Lo, LZ Sally, Phong dien, Phu 
Bai (all close to the DMZ), and he supported 
efforts at Hill 937 (Hamburger Hill). During his 
time of service, Jimmie received the following 
commendations and medals: Good Conduct, 
Marine Commendation, Vietnam Service 
Medal, 2 Stars and a Presidential Citation 
from the late President Lyndon Johnson. 

Jimmie came home, married and started a 
business. He and his wife Carol raised 4 chil-
dren, Michelle Hewitt, Jeannine White, Tony 
White and Dawn Chancellor, and he never for-
got his brothers and sisters who served and 
died for this nation. Jimmie has served as Vet-
erans of Foreign Wars Commander for VFW 
Post 3378 in Yuma for a number of years. 
During his time as active Commander he has 
seen the establishment of a Color Guard that 
serves those who have died and reminds the 
living of the sacrifice of our military men and 
women around the globe at all times. Jimmie 
also gave a great amount of time and effort to 
draw attention to the healthcare needs of the 
Veterans living in northeast Colorado. A Com-
munity Based Outpatient Veteran’s Clinic has 
now been approved with plans to open this fall 
in Burlington, Colorado. It serves as a re-
minder of what one man’s persistence can ac-
complish. Some of the proudest moments of 
Jimmie’s service with the VFW have come 
from his work with Roger Lair and Tom Valle. 
Together they have seen the beginnings of a 
Young Marines Chapter in Yuma, they have 
helped handicapped Veterans attend commu-
nity events, and they have participated in a 
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Veteran’s Day meeting at the local middle 
school for Yuma area Veterans. One of Jim-
mie’s crowning achievements, with the com-
bined efforts of many, was the completion of 
a new Veteran’s Memorial built at Veteran’s 
Park in Yuma, Colorado. Fully paid for with 
private donations, it was dedicated this past 
July 4, 2007 to a large crowd of proud Amer-
ican citizens. 

Jimmie White comes from the heartland of 
America and when the time came for him to 
serve, he volunteered. When time came for 
him to sacrifice, he did so without question. 
When the call came for him to hoist the colors 
of this nation, not on the battlefield around the 
globe, but in the heart and soul of his commu-
nity, Jimmie White served Yuma County and 
the State of Colorado well. Our precious vet-
erans are heroes who have left their homes to 
defend our nation, and then returned to be 
valued members of their communities, show-
ing their children and grandchildren how to live 
meaningful lives of service. I want to take this 
brief moment to honor Jimmie White for the 
sacrifices that he made and his continued 
commitment to all of those who serve our 
great nation in the profession of arms. I ap-
plaud Jimmie for his courage and selfless 
dedication to duty. Jimmie truly is the embodi-
ment of all the values that have molded Amer-
ica into the great nation it is today. May God 
bless Jimmie and his family, may God bless 
our precious veterans, and may God bless 
America. 

f 

CY HO 

HON. SOLOMON P. ORTIZ 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, September 5, 2007 

Mr. ORTIZ. Madam Speaker, I rise today to 
honor a great man, a businessman, a leader, 
and a great corporate citizen in our South 
Texas community: CY Ho, who is currently 
CEO and Vice Chairman of the Board of Di-
rectors of AMFELS, a major international cor-
poration, and an enormous component of the 
Port of Brownsville in South Texas. 

He will be leaving South Texas shortly, and 
we will miss him very much. 

CY Ho is a highly respected entrepreneur 
who is very much a part of the South Texas 
community through his contributions to worthy 
causes. He is the picture of international free 
trade and corporate diplomat. 

CY was born and raised in Singapore as 
that nation was emerging onto the world stage 
as a major player in the international econ-
omy. He was educated in the United Kingdom 
in naval architecture, later earning his MBA at 
UK’s Brunel University as a chartered engi-
neer. 

Widely regarded as a global expert on naval 
and marine architecture and engineering, CY 
is a man of extraordinary vision and under-
standing of global business. 

In 1981, he began with Far East Levingston 
Shipbuilding, Ltd. (FELS) as manager of the 
engineering department, then moved to Cor-
porate Development Manager by 1994. By 
1996, he was the Assistant General Manager 
of Keppel FELS Ltd. 

In August 2001, CY left Singapore Keppel 
FELS Ltd. to come to Brownsville, Texas, to 
serve as President of the American division of 
the company, AMFELS. Just 3 months later, 
he was also serving as CEO and Vice Chair-
man of the Board of Directors. 

Keppel AMFELS designs, builds and repairs 
ships, barges, and offshore drilling rigs; they 
also fabricate steel pressure vessels, all of 
which represents a dynamic and important 
component of the industrial complex at the 
Port of Brownsville, located at the front door of 
North American trade. 

Madam Speaker and colleagues, I ask you 
to join me in wishing CY Ho the very best as 
he moves on, leaving many good friends here 
in South Texas as he continues his work back 
in Singapore. 

f 

THE PASSING OF CONGRESSMAN 
CHARLES VANIK 

HON. ALCEE L. HASTINGS 
OF FLORIDA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, September 5, 2007 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Madam Speaker, 
just before Congress returned to session this 
week, our Nation lost a gentleman who served 
with distinction in this body for 26 years and 
whose name became forever associated with 
the human rights struggle in the former Soviet 
Union. 

Congressman Charles Vanik served his 
constituents of the Cleveland, OH, area from 
1955 to 1981. In 1968, he voluntarily gave up 
his seat in a district that had become primarily 
African-American to allow my good friend and 
our former colleague, Mr. Louis Stokes, an op-
portunity to serve in the Congress. It says 
something for Mr. Vanik’s reputation as a con-
scientious and hard-working Member that he 
could switch to a nearby district, defeat a long- 
time incumbent of the other major party, and 
return to Congress. 

I did not know Mr. Vanik personally, but as 
Chairman of the Helsinki Commission, I am 
particularly familiar with his contribution to the 
struggle to allow Soviet Jews to leave the So-
viet Union and emigrate to Israel. 

In the early 1970s, Soviet Jews who wished 
to emigrate to Israel faced government har-
assment and even prison terms in one of the 
many labor camps stretched along the eleven 
time zones of the Soviet Union. This issue be-
came especially acute in 1972 when the So-
viet government announced it would level an 
onerous ‘‘education tax’’ on Soviet Jews who 
wished to emigrate. As Chairman of the Sub-
committee on Trade of the House Ways and 
Means Committee, Mr. Vanik stepped up to 
sponsor an amendment to the Trade Reform 
Bill of 1974 introduced by Senator Henry Jack-
son of Washington State. This amendment 
linked awarding Most Favored Nation trade 
status to a nation’s record on unhindered emi-
gration for its citizens. President Nixon and 
Mr. Kissinger didn’t like it, but it was a law 
whose time had come. 

In the years that followed its passage, 
through détente and the tense days of United 
States-Soviet relations in the early 1980s, the 
Jackson-Vanik Amendment became a power-

ful symbol of the Congress’ determination to 
see that the Soviet Union lived up to the Hel-
sinki Accords. 

Today, Madam Speaker, the Cold War is 
over, the Soviet Union is happily no more, 
Jewish citizens of Russia, the successor state 
to the Soviet Union, are free to emigrate to 
Israel or any other nation that will grant an 
entry visa. 

Ironically, Congress has not yet fully ‘‘grad-
uated’’ Russia from the provisions of the Jack-
son-Vanik Amendment. I do hope that, regard-
less of the many difficulties in relations with 
Russia that we are now experiencing, we will 
be able to do so in the near future. I am sure 
Chairman Vanik would agree with me. 

Madam Speaker, although I was not ac-
quainted with Chairman Vanik, I know that he 
left a legacy of deep respect when he retired 
from this august body. May we all serve our 
constituents, our Nation, and all those with 
whom we share this planet as conscientiously 
as he did. 

f 

FY08 DEFENSE APPROPRIATIONS 
EXPLANATIONS 

HON. MICHAEL K. SIMPSON 
OF IDAHO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, September 5, 2007 

Mr. SIMPSON. Madam Speaker, in accord-
ance with House earmark reforms, I would like 
to place into the RECORD a listing of congres-
sionally directed projects in my home State of 
Idaho that are contained within the report to 
the fiscal year 2008 Defense appropriations 
bill. 

I’d like to take just a few minutes to de-
scribe why I supported these projects and why 
they are valuable to the Nation and its tax-
payers. 

The report contains $3 million for a tech-
nology entitled Vacuum Sampling Pathogen 
Collection and Concentration. Developed by 
Microbial-Vac Systems in Jerome, ID, the ad-
vanced ‘‘Vacuum Pathogen’’ collection and 
concentration systems are critical to continued 
advancement of the Department of Defense’s 
applications for manual and robotic sample ac-
quisition and traceability of biothreat agents in 
food safety and environmental settings. Ex-
pansion and centralization of facilities, manu-
facturing, distribution, and infrastructure sup-
port capabilities will provide improved and 
more economically feasible commercial pro-
duction capacities, emergency supply storage 
and expanded quality control capabilities. 
These measures are critically needed to sup-
ply sufficient numbers of the sterilely pack-
aged pathogen collection and rapid processing 
technology to fill military and civilian emer-
gency immediate and long-term needs during 
pandemic outbreaks, hostile attacks and post- 
incident remediation/decontamination moni-
toring and verification procedures. Improved 
national defense and food security will be real-
ized by initial second-generation technology 
development of precise sample location and 
traceability, robotic field collection and auto-
mated rapid processing interfacing capability 
development. This project has received Fed-
eral funding in previous fiscal years. 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 10:19 Jul 14, 2010 Jkt 059102 PO 00000 Frm 00010 Fmt 0689 Sfmt 9920 E:\BR07\E05SE7.000 E05SE7er
ow

e 
on

 D
S

K
5C

LS
3C

1P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 B
O

U
N

D
 R

E
C

O
R

D



EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS, Vol. 153, Pt. 17 23639 September 5, 2007 
This project was requested by Microbial- 

Vac Systems in Jerome, ID. 

The report contains $2 million for the Idaho 
Accelerator Center, IAC, at Idaho State Uni-
versity’s, ISU’s, Small Accelerators and Detec-
tion Systems for Defense Applications pro-
gram. Ongoing work at IAC suggests that 
transportable accelerators can now be devel-
oped to actively identify suspected nuclear 
materials/packages in the field, neutralize bio-
logical/chemical agents when discovered, de-
contaminate areas where bio/chem agents 
may have been released, and detect explo-
sives and contraband in a variety of chal-
lenging circumstances. The IAC and the ISU 
academic community, in collaboration with sci-
entists and engineers from the private sector 
and national laboratories, has been involved in 
developing technology for the remote detec-
tion of hazardous materials and contraband for 
more than 15 years. Through these associa-
tions the IAC has devised non-intrusive means 
to identify the contents of containers of various 
kinds that may contain fissionable material, ra-
dioactive material, explosives, hazardous ma-
terial—biological or chemical—and contra-
band—FREHC—for homeland and national 
security applications. This project has received 
Federal funding in previous fiscal years. 

This project was requested by Idaho State 
University in Pocatello, ID. 

The report contains $2 million for a program 
entitled Systematic Hierarchical Approach to 
Radiation Hardened Electronics, SHARE. Lack 
of consistent reliable performance of inte-
grated circuits, IC, used in space communica-
tion, surveillance, and guidance systems con-
tinues to be a potentially debilitating problem 
for the military services. The problem has 
been aggravated by the rapid and unsettling 
contraction of the industrial base needed to 
design and produce the specialized electronics 
that must perform in applications requiring 
high reliability in a challenging radiation- 
charged environment. As one of the principal 
users of radiation hardened, RadHard, elec-
tronics, the U.S. Air Force is pursuing domes-
tically fabricated technologies that will ensure 
a ready and economical capability for pro-
ducing radiation hardened microelectronics 
using advanced commercial processes. 
SHARE has been identified by the Air Force 
as a critical capability that will enable collabo-
ration among circuit designers, simulation soft-
ware vendors, and foundries under the direc-
tion of SEAMS Center AFRL at Kirtland AFB, 
NM. This project has received Federal funding 
in previous fiscal years. 

This project was requested by American 
Semiconductor in Boise, ID. 

I appreciate the opportunity to provide a list 
of congressionally directed projects in my re-
gion and an explanation of my support for 
them. 

(1) $3 million for Vacuum Sampling Patho-
gen Collection and Concentration; Microbial- 
Vac Systems. 

(2) $2 million for Small Accelerators and De-
tection Systems for Defense Applications; ISU. 

(3) $2 million for Systematic Hierarchical 
Approach to Radiation Hardened Electronics, 
SHARE; ASI. 

TRIBUTE TO MR. GEORGE O. 
JACKSON DE LLANO 

HON. HENRY CUELLAR 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, September 5, 2007 

Mr. CUELLAR. Madam Speaker, I rise today 
to honor Mr. George O. Jackson de Llano, a 
noted photographer who is well-regarded for 
his excellent photographic exhibits of cultural 
life in Mexico. 

Mr. Jackson de Llano was born on October 
2, 1941 in Houston, Texas. He has a heritage 
rich in Mexican culture as a descendant of 
Manuel Maria de Llano, who was Mayor of 
Monterrey and later Governor of the Mexican 
state of Nuevo Leon. Mr. Jackson de Llano 
spent much of his youth in Laredo, Texas, 
when his great-grandfather, Ruben Villarreal, a 
silver miner in northern Mexico, relocated his 
family there during the Mexican Revolution. 
He attended The University of Texas at Austin 
and graduated in 1961. 

Mr. Jackson de Llano did not directly set out 
on his photography career; he first was an en-
trepreneur as a successful restaurant owner. 
In 1971, Mr. Jackson became the associate 
director of a Houston art gallery that featured 
prominent American artists of the 19th and 
20th centuries. He made the decision to ex-
plore his life through his love of photography 
in 1977 by making consecutive trips to Mex-
ico. He became a full-time photographer in 
1984 and was increasingly fascinated by folk 
culture in Mexico, particularly their festival 
celebrations which are prominently featured in 
his photography. He created The Essence of 
Mexico Project, which was a historical collec-
tion of photography featuring Mexican indige-
nous folk culture that spanned the last ten 
years of the 20th century. This collection of 
photographs is featured at the Smithsonian in 
Washington, DC. 

Madam Speaker, I am honored to have had 
this time to recognize the wonderful creativity 
and dedication Mr. George O. Jackson de 
Llano has shown in his photography. He has 
contributed a great deal to the preservation of 
indigenous folk culture in Mexico through his 
photography. I thank you for this time. 

f 

HONORING ETHIOPIAN COMMUNITY 
SERVICES AND THE ETHIOPIAN 
COMMUNITY AND CULTURAL 
CENTER 

HON. ZOE LOFGREN 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, September 5, 2007 

Ms. ZOE LOFGREN of California. Madam 
Speaker, I rise to honor San Jose-based Ethi-
opian Community Services and Oakland, Cali-
fornia-based Ethiopian Community & Cultural 
Center for their joint efforts in organizing a 
celebration of the Ethiopian New Year and Mil-
lennium. 

During this celebration, the community will 
share its centuries-old traditions and culture 
including its alphabet, calendar, music, arts, 
food and coffee. In addition it will give others 

an opportunity to experience this rich and di-
verse historical event and explore and make 
new friends. 

The celebration of the Ethiopian New Year 
and Millennium is occurring in my congres-
sional district at the Guadalupe River Park in 
Downtown San Jose, CA. Because of the rich 
diversity of San Jose, it is a special honor to 
further emphasize the open minds and warm 
hearts of the constituents I represent. I com-
mend both organizations for their hard work in 
this glorious event and extend my warmest 
wishes for many more years of cooperation 
and success. 

f 

HONORING DAVID A. SIEGEL 

HON. STEVE COHEN 
OF TENNESSEE 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, September 5, 2007 

Mr. COHEN. Madam Speaker, I rise to con-
gratulate and honor David Siegel, a lawyer in 
Memphis, Tennessee. Recently, the American 
Bar Association awarded Mr. Siegel its Ed-
mund S. Muskie Pro Bono Service Award for 
his dedication to justice and public service. Mr. 
Siegel has been a strong and committed ad-
vocate for children’s rights, devoting numerous 
pro bono hours to parental rights and child 
custody matters. 

Mr. Siegel’s representation of the parents of 
Anna Mae He in a child custody lawsuit, dur-
ing which he successfully convinced the Ten-
nessee Supreme Court to restore their paren-
tal rights, particularly highlights his commit-
ment to pro bono work. Mr. Siegel devoted an 
extraordinary number of hours to the case, 
representing the Hes for free from trial through 
the Tennessee Supreme Court appeal and 
sacrificing what precious little free time he 
had. Such dedication to pro bono work is al-
most unparalleled. Mr. Siegel richly deserves 
the recognition that the ABA has bestowed on 
him. 

I would also like to recognize Mr. Siegel’s 
law firm, Nahon, Saharovich & Trotz, PLC, for 
supporting his pro bono work. Mr. Siegel’s 
commitment to pro bono representation would 
have been far more difficult to fulfill without his 
firm’s equal commitment to such representa-
tion. As demonstrated by the He case, Mr. 
Siegel and his firm represent the highest and 
noblest ideals of the legal profession, and I 
commend them both. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO THE LAREDO HEAT 

HON. HENRY CUELLAR 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, September 5, 2007 

Mr. CUELLAR. Madam Speaker, I rise today 
to honor the players, coaches, owners and 
staff of the Laredo Heat Soccer Club in their 
stunning 4–3 victory rematch against the 
Michigan Bucks in the 2007 Premier Develop-
ment League soccer final. 

The story of the Laredo Heat Soccer Club is 
of a team that fought against the odds to re-
ceive the PDL Championship. The pivotal mo-
ment came when the Laredo Heat played 
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against the Michigan Bucks, a team that they 
had lost a game to the previous year. The ex-
citement of the crowd exploded when goal-
keeper Ryan Cooper registered 2 saves as 
the game went into the sixth round of penalty 
kicks and finished 4–3 in favor of the Heat. 
Coopers’ efforts would gamer the PDL Cham-
pionship MVP honors. 

In the final seconds of the game, 16-year- 
old Laredoan Felix Garcia became the star of 
the night as he buried the winning spot kick in 
the sixth round, thus ensuring the U.S. PDL 
Championship for the Laredo Heat. Theirs was 
a story that echoed the classic underdog 
against the presumptive winner, but due to re-
markable coaching by Coach Collazo and his 
coaching staff, hard work by staff and owners, 
Shashi and Priya Vaswani, and of course the 
determination of these talented and hard work-
ing players to win, they came out on top. I am 
very proud that these remarkable players have 
won the PDL Championship, and that they are 
from Laredo in my congressional district. 

Madam Speaker, I am honored to recognize 
the Laredo Heat Soccer Club team, and I 
thank you for this time. 

f 

HONORING MR. DENNIS KENNEDY 

HON. ZOE LOFGREN 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Wednesday, September 5, 2007 

Ms. ZOE LOFGREN of California. Madam 
Speaker, I rise to honor Mr. Dennis Kennedy 
who has served the City of Morgan Hill in var-
ious capacities for the past 30 years. 

Since 1977, one year after Mr. Kennedy 
moved to Morgan Hill, he has been involved in 
various roles within the City of Morgan Hill’s 
local government. He served three terms on 
the Planning Commission and two terms on 
the General Plan Update Committee. 

In 1990, he stood for election and won a 
seat on the City Council. He has served 4 
terms as the Mayor of the City of Morgan Hill. 
He was appointed to his first term in 1992. In 
1996, he became the first directly elected 
mayor and was re-elected in 1998, 2000, 
2002, and 2004. 

He is past chairman of the South County 
Regional Wastewater Authority, has served 
two terms on the Board of Directors of the 
Valley Transportation Authority and is a past- 
president of the Santa Clara Cities Associa-
tion. 

Mr. Kennedy has always been mindful of his 
commitment to the Santa Clara Valley and, al-
though he was born in Nebraska, he has 
acted like a true local when community inter-
ests were at stake. Mr. Kennedy moved to 
San Jose, California during his high school 
years and attended Bellarmine College Pre-
paratory School in San Jose. He earned a 
Bachelor’s degree in Mechanical Engineering 
from Santa Clara University and served as a 
lieutenant in the U.S. Army. 

Professionally, it has been a pleasure to 
work with Mr. Kennedy because he sincerely 
cares about the residents of the City of Mor-
gan Hill and their interests. I know I stand with 
many other thankful constituents in congratu-
lating Mr. Kennedy on his years of service and 
wishing him the very best for his retirement. 

TRIBUTE ON THE PASSING OF 
FORMER REPRESENTATIVE JEN-
NIFER DUNN 

HON. JOE WILSON 
OF SOUTH CAROLINA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, September 5, 2007 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Madam 
Speaker, I am deeply saddened at the passing 
of a good friend and public servant Jennifer 
Dunn of Washington State. 

Throughout her 12 years in the House of 
Representatives, Jennifer served with distinc-
tion and earned the respect and admiration of 
her colleagues. She sought to strengthen tra-
ditional family values by fighting for reforms in 
our Tax Code—in particular the elimination of 
the estate tax. Jennifer believed in recognizing 
and protecting the contributions and sacrifices 
made by homemakers, families, and small 
businesses. 

Before coming to Congress, she held the 
position of chairwoman of the Washington 
State Republican Party and twice served as 
delegate to the United Nations Commission on 
the Status of Women. As the first woman ever 
to run for the position of House Majority Lead-
er, Jennifer well understood the immense duty 
that comes with public office, and it was a tre-
mendous honor to serve with her. 

Upon my election in a special election De-
cember 18, 2001, Jennifer was one of the first 
Members to welcome me and provide guid-
ance. Her enthusiasm for service was obvious 
to all who met her. 

My thoughts and prayers are with the 
friends and family of Jennifer during this dif-
ficult time. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO HOUSTON’S 
ENTERPRISE CATERING SERVICE 

HON. JAMES E. CLYBURN 
OF SOUTH CAROLINA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, September 5, 2007 

Mr. CLYBURN. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to pay tribute to an outstanding minority- 
owned business in my hometown of Columbia, 
SC, that has earned a reputation for excel-
lence. Houston’s Enterprise Catering Service 
is deservedly being honored by the Southeast 
Minority Business Development Agency with 
the Southeastern Regional Director’s Award. 
This is the highest honor bestowed by the re-
gional MBDA organization in recognition of a 
minority business’s outstanding achievements. 

Chef Frank Houston and his wife, Millie, are 
the power behind Houston’s Enterprise Cater-
ing Service. Frank began cooking when he 
was a young boy growing up in Charleston, 
SC. His mother believed in the African-Amer-
ican tradition of teaching all children to cook. 
Young Frank soon became adept at preparing 
family favorites like shrimp and grits, home-
made butter pound cake, fruitcake, and lima 
beans with rice. 

Cooking was a passion that he learned 
early in life and was a skill he parlayed into a 
career. At age 16, he became a bus boy at 
the Francis Marion Hotel but quickly rose to 

become a waiter. Frank Houston’s ambition 
and desire to learn everything about the res-
taurant business precipitated his climb through 
management and he ultimately became the 
dining room manager for the hotel. 

Yet Frank knew his first love was in pre-
paring food, and left his food service work to 
study culinary arts at Cornell University. After 
completing his studies, Frank used his back-
ground to launch a restaurant with partner Bob 
Funderburk. The 2 men successfully ran 
Funderburk Restaurant, but Frank knew he ul-
timately wanted to venture out on his own. 

Starting his own catering company proved 
to be a challenge even for the successful en-
trepreneur. Frank moved to Columbia, and 
opened his own catering business in 1987. 
However, as the sole employee of the busi-
ness, banks were wary of lending him start-up 
capital and he had to rely on his own financ-
ing. The first year was difficult. Houston’s Ca-
tering sales reached only $50,000, but he 
didn’t give up. 

Fate intervened when Frank met his wife, 
Millie, in 1994. She was completing her de-
gree in hotel, restaurant and tourism manage-
ment at the University of South Carolina. The 
combination of their talents led to the creation 
of Houston’s Enterprise Catering Service with 
Frank serving as chef and Millie managing the 
operations. The Houstons still received no fi-
nancial backing and struggled to build their 
business on word of mouth. Their attention to 
detail and exquisite execution of upscale 
menus drew a new customer base solely 
founded on the company’s reputation. By 
2001, sales reached nearly $280,000, and 
Houston’s counted among its clientele major 
corporations, community-based organizations, 
State agencies as well as private clients. 

With the company’s growing success, the 
Houstons believed they should continue to 
build their business while giving back to the 
community that had supported them. As they 
began to hire new employees, they made a 
commitment to hire those who were disadvan-
taged and in need of work. They created a 
secretarial position for single mothers, hired 
disabled workers and mentored youth during 
the summer. 

The business has been challenged by the 
opening of the Columbia Convention Center in 
2004, which provides special event services 
for clients who are required to use their food 
service vendor. Today, Houston’s Enterprise 
Catering Service has a new contract to pro-
vide service for the convention center that 
once was his competition. This new contract in 
partnership with the Ovations Company is pro-
jected to double the Houston’s sales figures to 
exceed $500,000 this fiscal year. 

The company still remains committed to the 
community and giving back. Each year, Hous-
ton’s contributes to AIDS benefits, the Oliver 
Gospel Mission, Harvest Hope Food Bank, 
and various women’s shelters. They also par-
ticipate in youth development programs like 
DARE, Buffalo Soldiers, and continue to men-
tor young people. The Houstons were instru-
mental in creating the ‘‘Chef & Child Pro-
gram,’’ an initiative of Midlands Chef Associa-
tion. They have received numerous com-
mendations for their community service includ-
ing awards from the American Culinary Fed-
eration. 
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The Houstons are grounded by their faith, 

and Frank currently serves as an associate 
minister at St. Peter Baptist Church in Irmo, 
SC. The couple has received citations for their 
outstanding support of their church. 

Madam Speaker, I ask you and my col-
leagues to join me today in commending 
Houston’s Enterprise Catering Service for its 
extraordinary accomplishments and its rec-
ognition as the recipient of the MBDA’s South-
eastern Regional Director’s Award. I know 
firsthand of the wonderful food and service the 
Houstons provide, and I cannot think of an-
other couple more deserving of the rewards 
they are reaping after years of hard work and 
community service. They are truly an example 
of the American dream, and I applaud their 
tremendous accomplishments. 

f 

IN SUPPORT OF H.R. 3062—SOUTH 
PACIFIC ECONOMIC AND EDU-
CATIONAL DEVELOPMENT ACT 
OF 2007 

HON. MADELEINE Z. BORDALLO 
OF GUAM 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, September 5, 2007 

Ms. BORDALLO. Madam Speaker, I rise in 
support of H.R. 3062, the South Pacific Eco-
nomic and Educational Development Act of 
2007, and take this opportunity to highlight its 
value for the strengthening of United States di-
plomacy in Oceania. 

I have the distinct privilege and honor of 
representing the people of Guam in this 
House. My constituents remain keenly aware 
and are especially appreciative of the United 
States foreign policy programs most relevant 
and important to our neighboring islands in the 
greater Pacific Basin. Indeed, the provision of 
United States technical and financial assist-
ance to Pacific Island states is cause for asso-
ciated growth and development in, and inter-
national recognition of, the neighboring Pacific 
Island territories of the United States. 

Our island territories, including Guam, the 
Northern Marianas, an American Samoa, to-
gether with the State of Hawaii, serve as log-
ical bridges and links to our friends and allies 
in the greater Pacific Basin. Commerce, trade, 
communication, and transportation flow be-
tween and through our Pacific Island territories 
and the Pacific Island nation-states. Heads of 
state and government officials frequently con-
vene in the Pacific Island territories for meet-
ings and summits on issues of relevance and 
interest to the region and to the United States. 
H.R. 3062 is predicated in the historic relation-
ship and responsibility the United States has 
developed with the Pacific Island nation- 
states. 

The introduction and consideration of H.R. 
3062 is timely in that it follows the eighth 
meeting of the Pacific Islands Conference of 
Leaders, an organization that was founded in 
1980 with the support of the East-West Cen-
ter. The eighth meeting convened in Wash-
ington, D.C., this past May, and marked the 
first high-level gathering of Pacific Island polit-
ical leaders in the Nation’s capital in the Con-
ference’s history. Twenty separate heads of 
states and leaders from Polynesia, Melanesia 

and Micronesia, participated in that meeting, 
at which partnerships between the islands and 
the United States were renewed. A commit-
ment to re-engage in the shared needs and in-
terests of our countries was forged at this re-
cent meeting. 

H.R. 3062 would help fulfill a part of the 
United States commitment to re-engage in the 
Pacific Region. The bill would authorize the 
United States Agency for International Devel-
opment (USAID) to provide technical and 
other assistance to Pacific Island nation- 
states. The bill would also require the Depart-
ment of State to take certain steps to ensure 
the participation of students from the Pacific 
Island nation-states in the distinguished and 
highly-recognized J. Fulbright Educational Ex-
change Program. 

I am confident that the provision of such as-
sistance and the participation of Pacific Island 
students in the Fulbright Program will serve to 
strengthen United States-Pacific Island rela-
tions. H.R. 3062 would also serve to support 
the advancement of efforts to strengthen re-
gional cooperation, especially in the areas of 
trade, tourism, the environment, education, 
and defense and security. 

I commend our colleague from American 
Samoa, Congressman ENI FALEOMAVAEGA, a 
senior member of the House Foreign Affairs 
Committee and Chairman of its Subcommittee 
on Asia, the Pacific, and the Global Environ-
ment, for sponsoring this legislation and for his 
leadership in buttressing United States assist-
ance in the greater Pacific Basin. I urge my 
colleagues’ support for H.R. 3062. 

f 

SENATE COMMITTEE MEETINGS 

Title IV of Senate Resolution 4, 
agreed to by the Senate on February 4, 
1977, calls for establishment of a sys-
tem for a computerized schedule of all 
meetings and hearings of Senate com-
mittees, subcommittees, joint commit-
tees, and committees of conference. 
This title requires all such committees 
to notify the Office of the Senate Daily 
Digest—designated by the Rules Com-
mittee—of the time, place, and purpose 
of the meetings, when scheduled, and 
any cancellations or changes in the 
meetings as they occur. 

As an additional procedure along 
with the computerization of this infor-
mation, the Office of the Senate Daily 
Digest will prepare this information for 
printing in the Extensions of Remarks 
section of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 
on Monday and Wednesday of each 
week. 

Meetings scheduled for Thursday, 
September 6, 2007 may be found in the 
Daily Digest of today’s RECORD. 

MEETINGS SCHEDULED 

SEPTEMBER 7 

9 a.m. 
Armed Services 

To hold hearings to examine a report of 
the Government Accountability Of-
fice’s assessment of 18 Iraq bench-
marks, with the possibility of a closed 
session in SR–222 immediately fol-
lowing the open session. 

SH–216 

SEPTEMBER 10 

9:30 a.m. 
Homeland Security and Governmental Af-

fairs 
To hold hearings to examine confronting 

the terrorist threat to the Homeland, 
six years after 9/11. 

SD–342 

SEPTEMBER 11 

9:30 a.m. 
Foreign Relations 

To hold hearings to examine Iraq, focus-
ing on the Crocker-Petraeus report. 

SH–216 
10 a.m. 

Budget 
To hold hearings to examine health care 

and the federal budget, focusing on op-
tions for achieving universal health 
coverage. 

SD–608 
Finance 

To hold hearings to examine the United 
States-Peru Trade Promotion Agree-
ment. 

SD–215 
2 p.m. 

Armed Services 
To hold hearings to examine the situa-

tion in Iraq, focusing on the progress 
made by the Government of Iraq in 
meeting benchmarks. 

SH–216 

SEPTEMBER 12 

9:30 a.m. 
Energy and Natural Resources 

To hold hearings to examine S. 2017, to 
amend the Energy Policy and Con-
servation Act to provide for national 
energy efficiency standards for general 
service incandescent lamps. 

SD–366 
10 a.m. 

Appropriations 
Financial Services and General Govern-

ment Subcommittee 
To hold hearings to examine enhancing 

the safety of toy’s relating to lead 
paint, the Consumer Product Safety 
Commission, and toy safety standards. 

SD–192 
Homeland Security and Governmental Af-

fairs 
To hold hearings to examine the nomina-

tion of Julie L. Myers, of Kansas, to be 
Assistant Secretary of Homeland Secu-
rity. 

SD–342 
Judiciary 

To hold hearings to examine regulatory 
preemption relating to federal agencies 
usurping congressional and state au-
thority. 

SD–226 
Rules and Administration 

To hold hearings to examine the nomina-
tion of Robert Charles Tapella, of Vir-
ginia, to be Public Printer for the Gov-
ernment Printing Office. 

SR–301 

SEPTEMBER 18 

10 a.m. 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation 

To hold an oversight hearing on the Na-
tional Football League retirement sys-
tem. 

SR–253 
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SEPTEMBER 19 

9:30 a.m. 
Veterans’ Affairs 

To hold oversight hearings to examine 
information technology. 

SD–562 

SEPTEMBER 20 

9:30 a.m. 
Veterans’ Affairs 

To hold joint hearings with the House 
Committee on Veterans’ Affairs to ex-
amine the legislative presentation by 
the American Legion. 

345, Cannon Building 
2:30 p.m. 

Energy and Natural Resources 
To hold hearings to examine S. 1377, to 

direct the Secretary of the Interior to 
convey to the City of Henderson, Ne-

vada, certain Federal land located in 
the City, S. 1433, to amend the Alaska 
National Interest Lands Conservation 
Act to provide competitive status to 
certain Federal employees in the State 
of Alaska, S. 1608 and H.R. 815, bills to 
provide for the conveyance of certain 
land in Clark County, Nevada, for use 
by the Nevada National Guard, S. 1740, 
to amend the Act of February 22, 1889, 
and the Act of July 2, 1862, to provide 
for the management of public land 
trust funds in the State of North Da-
kota, S. 1802, to adjust the boundaries 
of the Frank Church River of No Re-
turn Wilderness in the State of Idaho, 
S. 1803, to authorize the exchange of 
certain land located in the State of 
Idaho, S. 1939, to provide for the con-
veyance of certain land in the Santa Fe 

National Forest, New Mexico, and S. 
1940, to reauthorize the Rio Puerco Wa-
tershed Management Program. 

SD–366 

SEPTEMBER 25 

9:30 a.m. 
Veterans’ Affairs 

To hold oversight hearings to examine 
Persian Gulf War research. 

SD–562 

SEPTEMBER 27 

9:30 a.m. 
Veterans’ Affairs 

To hold hearings to examine the nomina-
tion of Paul J. Hutter, of Virginia, to 
be General Counsel, Department of 
Veterans Affairs. 

SD–562 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES—Thursday, September 6, 2007 
The House met at 10 a.m. and was 

called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mr. HOLDEN). 

f 

DESIGNATION OF THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Speaker: 

WASHINGTON, DC, 
September 6, 2007. 

I hereby appoint the Honorable TIM 
HOLDEN to act as Speaker pro tempore on 
this day. 

NANCY PELOSI, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 

f 

PRAYER 

Chaplain (Maj.) Jonathan J. Etter-
beek, 32nd Medical Brigade, Fort Sam 
Houston, Texas, offered the following 
prayer: 

Almighty God, we humbly request 
Your blessing upon today’s session of 
the United States House of Representa-
tives. Grant guidance and wisdom upon 
our legislators in advocating equal op-
portunity, truth, and justice according 
to the convictions of their conscience, 
and in accordance with the will of the 
American people who we have the 
honor and privilege to serve. 

May our legislators exemplify prin-
ciple-centered, value-based leadership, 
and may all our thoughts, words, and 
actions be pleasing and acceptable in 
Your sight. 

Lord, we also remember all of our 
military men and women serving the 
cause of democracy and human rights 
throughout the world today, especially 
those who have paid the ultimate sac-
rifice upon the altar of freedom. Thank 
You for spiritually sustaining us in the 
defense of liberty, which we as Ameri-
cans hold sacred and are called to de-
fend. 

In Jesus’ name I pray. Amen. 
f 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 

A message from the Senate by Ms. 
Curtis, one of its clerks, announced 
that the Senate has agreed to without 
amendment a concurrent resolution of 
the House of the following title: 

H. Con. Res. 196. Concurrent resolution au-
thorizing the use of the Rotunda and grounds 
of the Capitol for a ceremony to award the 
Congressional Gold Medal to Tenzin Gyatso, 
the Fourteenth Dalai Lama. 

f 

THE JOURNAL 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair has examined the Journal of the 

last day’s proceedings and announces 
to the House his approval thereof. 

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved. 

Mr. HARE. Mr. Speaker, pursuant to 
clause 1, rule I, I demand a vote on 
agreeing to the Speaker’s approval of 
the Journal. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the Speaker’s approval 
of the Journal. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. HARE. Mr. Speaker, on that I de-
mand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8, rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this question will be post-
poned. 

f 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the 
gentleman from North Carolina (Mr. 
COBLE) come forward and lead the 
House in the Pledge of Allegiance. 

Mr. COBLE led the Pledge of Alle-
giance as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 

f 

WELCOMING CHAPLAIN (MAJ.) 
JONATHAN J. ETTERBEEK 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, the gentleman from Michi-
gan is recognized for 1 minute. 

There was no objection. 
Mr. HOEKSTRA. Mr. Speaker, today 

it is my honor to welcome Major Jona-
than Etterbeek to the House of Rep-
resentatives to deliver the House invo-
cation. He is a native of Holland, 
Michigan, and he is a chaplain of the 
U.S. Army’s 32nd Medical Brigade. 

The House is honored to have you 
with us today. We appreciate you being 
here to deliver this invocation. It is a 
time-honored tradition in this historic 
Chamber to request God’s guidance as 
Congress conducts the business of the 
American people. We thank you for 
doing that. 

Major Etterbeek is a graduate of Hol-
land High School, Hope College, and 
Western Theological Seminary, and he 
is currently stationed in Fort Sam 
Houston, Texas. 

While he has many accomplishments 
and a distinguished record in the mili-
tary, it was especially important in 
2005 where I had the opportunity in 

front of a hometown audience to 
present him with the medals that he 
earned for his distinguished service 
while he was in Iraq. I was honored to 
award him the Purple Heart, the 
Bronze Star, the Meritorious Service 
Medal, the Iraq Medal, the Global War 
on Terrorism Service Medal, and the 
Combat Action Badge. 

Major Etterbeek, thank you for being 
here today. Thank you for your service 
to this country. 

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair will entertain up to 10 requests 
for 1-minute speeches on each side of 
the aisle. 

f 

JUDGING PEOPLE BY THE 
CONTENT OF THEIR CHARACTER 

(Mr. COHEN asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. COHEN. Mr. Speaker, last June 6 
I voted for a hate crimes bill in this 
session, and was proud to do it. Since 
that time, the black ministers associa-
tion in my city has come out strongly 
against the hate crimes bill that pro-
vides protection to people against vio-
lent crimes. 

Mr. Speaker, I addressed that group 
in Memphis Tuesday a week ago, and 
at that meeting one of the ministers 
got up and said to the press, ‘‘The rea-
son we’re against this bill basically is 
because a white man can’t represent 
black people.’’ 

I represent a black district. I am one 
of only two Members that do. I plan to 
represent my people, as I have, and 
show this country from my district in 
Memphis, Tennessee, that regardless of 
race or color, a person should be judged 
by the content of their character and 
not the color of their skin, and they 
can represent people in this country, 
for this is indeed one country under 
God, with liberty and justice for all. 

We recently celebrated in my city 
the 50th anniversary of the 1957 civil 
rights bill and will have the 40th anni-
versary of the assassination of Dr. 
King. That event will be in Memphis, 
Tennessee. 

We’ve come a long way, and we have 
a long way to go. 
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CONGRATULATING THE APPA-

LACHIAN STATE MOUNTAINEERS 
ON THEIR VICTORY OVER THE 
MICHIGAN WOLVERINES 

(Mr. COBLE asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. COBLE. Mr. Speaker, following 
Appalachian’s upset football win over 
Michigan, Boone, North Carolina, is no 
longer a sleepy Blue Ridge mountain 
town. The representatives from each 
university responded to last Saturday’s 
contest with class: Appalachian not in-
sufferable in victory; Michigan a gra-
cious loser in defeat. 

But the beneficiaries of this game, 
Mr. Speaker, are the underdogs, the lit-
tle guys who are given little or no 
chance of tasting the spoils of victory. 
Appalachian’s Mountaineers and 
Michigan’s Wolverines will post im-
pressive records during the 2007 season. 
But Saturday’s game, Mr. Speaker, will 
reinforce the optimism of the prover-
bial underdog, with the assurance that 
their chances of achieving victory, al-
beit remote, are within the realm of 
possibility, and much is to be said in 
support of that conclusion. 

f 

GAO REPORT SHOWS THAT IRAQI 
GOVERNMENT IS NOT LIVING UP 
TO ITS PROMISES 

(Mr. HARE asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. HARE. Mr. Speaker, this week 
we finally got an objective analysis of 
the situation in Iraq. We shouldn’t be 
surprised that it differs significantly 
from the status report from the White 
House last month, which painted a 
much rosier political and security sce-
nario in Iraq. Nor should we be sur-
prised if its conclusions are different 
from a final report that is scheduled to 
come from the President this week. 

The GAO findings are not a surprise. 
When President Bush began this troop 
escalation plan, he promised this Con-
gress that the Iraqis must meet these 
benchmarks, and, if they did not, they 
would lose the support of the American 
people. 

Many of us who opposed the troop es-
calation plan were skeptical the Iraqis 
would be able to meet these bench-
marks and that 30,000 more troops 
would bring about any real improve-
ments in securing Iraq. The GAO re-
port shows that our concerns were jus-
tified. 

With the failure of the Iraqi Govern-
ment to meet 15 of the 18 benchmarks, 
it is clear that a change of course is 
needed. I would hope that my Repub-
lican colleagues would stop blindly fol-
lowing President Bush and conclude, 
much as this Nation has, that it is time 
to begin bringing our troops home. 

TAX PAIN ON AMERICANS 

(Mr. POE asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. POE. Mr. Speaker, Congress 
talks about feeling the pain of Ameri-
cans. Well, raising taxes on them 
doesn’t ease their financial pain. Work-
ing families are already burdened with 
high gasoline prices and increased ex-
penses every day of their lives. Work-
ing Americans deserve to keep more of 
their money. It should be their respon-
sibility how to spend it, not a bunch of 
tax-and-spend bureaucrats in Wash-
ington, DC. 

We talk a lot about helping American 
families. Well, let them keep more of 
their money, instead of taxing them 
more. More government spending is not 
a strategy for helping Americans. More 
taxes on Americans, so special interest 
groups get more Federal money, is not 
a strategy for helping Americans. 

President Kennedy and President 
Reagan both proved tax cuts work. Tax 
cuts, not tax increases, are the funda-
mental way to move our economy for-
ward. We need to make permanent the 
tax cuts. And who benefits from tax 
cuts? Anybody that pays taxes bene-
fits. And those that live off the tax-
payer should not expect everybody else 
to pay more taxes for them. 

And that’s just the way it is. 
f 

SUPPORT AMERICAN TROOPS BY 
BRINGING THEM HOME 

(Ms. LEE asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Ms. LEE. Mr. Speaker, all of the 
photo ops and the doctored statistics in 
the world will not change the funda-
mental fact that there is no military 
solution to the civil war in Iraq. In-
stead of facing reality, the President is 
asking for another blank check for his 
failed policy, and Congress should not 
give it to him. 

We must decide whose interests we 
represent, a President who has staked 
his legacy on an unnecessary war, or 
the millions of Americans that under-
stand that ending the occupation is the 
first step in repairing the damage that 
this administration has done to the se-
curity of our Nation and the world. 

Congress has the power really to end 
this failed policy. We should not ap-
prove another penny to continue that 
policy. Instead, we should use our con-
stitutionally mandated appropriations 
power to fully fund the safe, timely and 
responsible redeployment of our troops 
and contractors from Iraq. 

When we say we support our troops, 
let’s mean it by bringing them home. 

f 

VICTORY IN IRAQ 

(Mr. BARRETT of South Carolina 
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute.) 

Mr. BARRETT of South Carolina. 
Mr. Speaker, the plan for General 
Petraeus’ surge was designed to im-
prove Iraq’s security so that political 
and economic progress could follow. 
Stability measures implemented in 
violent areas in and around Baghdad 
and across the nation have produced 
recognizable results. 

There is an increased security in 
Iraq, and optimistic reports are trav-
eling back from Members of Congress, 
war critics, and, yes, even the liberal 
press. Areas once considered terrorist 
strongholds are now relatively secure. 
Progress. Sunni and U.S. forces are 
working together for victory. Progress. 
Tribal leaders are turning their backs 
on terrorist insurgents and helping 
American forces. Progress. 

Next week, General Petraeus will de-
liver a comprehensive report on Iraq 
and what the surge has produced since 
he has been on the ground, and I am 
confident his report will be detailed 
and honest. 

Mr. Speaker, the level of progress is 
evident, and I believe the continued 
success of the surge will pave the way 
for the only way out of Iraq: Victory. 

f 

GAO REPORT SHOWS THAT IRAQI 
GOVERNMENT IS NOT LIVING UP 
TO ITS PROMISES 

(Mr. BUTTERFIELD asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute.) 

Mr. BUTTERFIELD. Mr. Speaker, for 
months now we have heard from our 
Republican colleagues that September 
would be a critical month for the war 
in Iraq. Earlier this year when this 
Democratic Congress and the American 
people voiced their overwhelming oppo-
sition to President Bush’s troop esca-
lation plan, our Republican colleagues 
said, ‘‘Give the President time.’’ 

The problem is, both the Republican 
Congress and the Bush administration 
have been moving the time frame for 
success on the troop escalation plan. 
First it was June. Then it was August. 
Finally, a couple of months ago, Re-
publican leaders agreed that Sep-
tember would be the defining month. 

It is clear that President Bush has no 
intention of ending the troop esca-
lation in Iraq, even though the Iraqi 
Government has failed to meet the 
benchmarks that he himself outlined 
earlier this year. President Bush is de-
termined to leave as many troops in 
Iraq as possible, no matter what the 
facts suggest. 

The question now is, will Congres-
sional Republicans finally break away 
from the President and do what is right 
for this Nation and for the military? 
Congressional Republicans must real-
ize that the time has come to change 
course. 
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MOVING FORWARD AND WINNING 

PEACE IN IRAQ 

(Mr. AKIN asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. AKIN. Mr. Speaker, for the last 
year the Democrats have been saying 
that the war in Iraq is lost and we 
should pull our troops out, and they 
were, of course, opposed to the surge. 
But after hearing from witnesses of 
every political stripe week after week 
on the oversight subcommittee, this 
profound reality became obvious: The 
least costly and best alternative for 
America is not to lose. It is to win. 

We are more than halfway through 
the campaign, and it is too costly to 
quit and to go back. The concept that 
we can win is novel to Democrats per-
haps, who think in top-down solutions 
in Washington and in Iraq. But our new 
military strategy is proving successful. 

Just as our Nation grew from the 
bottom up, town by town, State by 
State, so also federalism shows success 
in Iraq. Local communities are work-
ing closely with our military to curb 
violence. For this reason, we must en-
sure that they have the freedom and 
the autonomy to continue to develop. 

The best alternative for America in 
Iraq is to move forward to win the 
peace. 

f 

b 1015 

CHILDREN DESERVE HEALTH 
INSURANCE 

(Mr. BRALEY of Iowa asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. BRALEY of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, it 
is getting harder for American families 
to make ends meet, especially when it 
comes to the rising cost of health in-
surance. 

New census data shows that the num-
ber of Americans without health insur-
ance nationwide rose by nearly 2 mil-
lion in 2006. In addition, the number of 
children without health insurance grew 
by 700,000 to nearly 8.7 million chil-
dren. These new numbers mean that 
one in nine American kids don’t have 
health insurance, including 22 percent 
of Hispanic children and 14 percent of 
African American children. 

These numbers are appalling for a 
Nation as wealthy as ours. That is why 
the Democratic Congress passed the 
CHAMP Act; to reauthorize the Chil-
dren’s Health Insurance Program for 6 
million children and to provide 5 mil-
lion more children with health insur-
ance, covering a total of 11 million 
children. But President Bush has 
threatened to veto this critical bill, de-
spite strong bipartisan support among 
Congress and Governors. 

Mr. Speaker, these new census num-
bers can’t be ignored. It is time to stop 
playing politics with children’s health 

insurance. It is time for the President 
to support and sign the CHAMP Act. 

f 

WAIT FOR REPORT TO EVALUATE 
PROGRESS 

(Mr. PENCE asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. PENCE. Mr. Speaker, as America 
awaits word from our military and dip-
lomatic leaders in Iraq early next 
week, it is apparent to me that many 
in Congress seem prepared to prejudge 
our progress and dismiss the report of 
General David Petraeus even before he 
makes it. 

Many, as has been done here this 
morning, cite the recent GAO report as 
a basis for accepting retreat and defeat 
in Iraq. But as Fred Kagan of the 
American Enterprise Institute pointed 
out recently, the mandate of the GAO 
report was not to evaluate progress 
broadly defined in Iraq, it was to deter-
mine whether or not the Iraqi Govern-
ment had met 18 benchmarks set by 
the U.S. Government. Fred Kagan 
pointed out that the term ‘‘Anbar’’ ac-
tually only appears twice in the GAO 
report, despite the extraordinary 
progress in the Anbar Province where 
we have seen Sunni leadership come 
forward, working with marines, work-
ing with the al-Maliki government and 
defeating terrorism. The so-called ‘‘tri-
angle of death’’ is so safe the President 
of the United States was able to land 
there and meet with Sunni and Shia 
leaders earlier this week. 

I think it is imperative that we stand 
with our soldiers, we wait and hear 
from our military and diplomatic lead-
ers, and for the purpose of freedom in 
Iraq and for the purpose of our national 
honor, we accept nothing short of vic-
tory in that nation. 

f 

CHAMP ACT CHAMPIONS 
CHILDREN 

(Mr. PALLONE asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, for a 
decade now the Children’s Health In-
surance Program has provided 6 mil-
lion children access to private health 
insurance. Thanks to CHIP, every year 
over the last decade, the number of un-
insured children fell. That is until the 
last 2 years. 

Last week, the Census Bureau re-
ported that the number of American 
children living without health insur-
ance increased from 8 million in 2005 to 
8.7 million in 2006. This is simply unac-
ceptable. 

I would hope President Bush saw 
these troubling numbers and finally re-
alized we cannot afford to ignore them 
any longer. Last month, this Demo-
cratic House acted by passing the 

CHAMP Act, legislation that will allow 
us to reach an additional 5 million chil-
dren who are already eligible for the 
CHIP program. 

When CHIP was created back in 1997, 
it was supported by both Democrats 
and Republicans. But today, both the 
White House and the House Republican 
leadership oppose the CHAMP Act. 

Mr. Speaker, the Census Bureau re-
port should serve as a wake-up call to 
the President to reconsider his veto 
threat of the CHAMP Act. 

f 

AMERICA HONORS HER GOLD 
STAR MOTHERS 

(Mr. ROSKAM asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. ROSKAM. Mr. Speaker, last 
month I was humbled and honored to 
introduce a resolution honoring the 
goals and ideals of Gold Star Mothers 
Day. In 1940, FDR designated the last 
Sunday in September as Gold Star 
Mothers Day to commemorate the tre-
mendous sacrifice these courageous 
mothers have endured on behalf of our 
Nation. 

This year Gold Star Mothers Day will 
be held on September 30. This brave 
group of women have turned their per-
sonal tragedy into patriotism and car-
ing service. 

I want to take this opportunity to 
pay special tribute to Georgette Frank 
of Elk Grove Village, Illinois. Her son, 
Phil, enlisted in the Marine Corps right 
out of high school in response to the 
September 11 attacks, and paid the ul-
timate sacrifice for our freedom. 

Phil believed that the best way to 
keep America safe was to take the 
fight to the terrorists. And the last 
time he saw his mom he said, ‘‘Be 
strong, Mom. No matter what happens, 
you be strong.’’ That’s exactly what 
Georgette has done. 

Phil and his family represent the 
best and the bravest that our country 
has to offer. Many other courageous 
families have paid this ultimate sac-
rifice, one we cannot ignore. Please 
join me in thanking Georgette and all 
the Gold Star Mothers by cosponsoring 
this important resolution. 

f 

EDUCATION POLICY 
(Mr. WALBERG asked and was given 

permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. WALBERG. Mr. Speaker, No 
Child Left Behind originally sought to 
return some education policy-making 
authority to the States, but in its cur-
rent form the legislation is a massive 
spending bill filled with Federal man-
dates that increases the presence of 
Federal bureaucrats in our classrooms. 

Today, Michigan teachers are forced 
to adopt a ‘‘teach to the test’’ men-
tality and spend valuable time on pa-
perwork instead of students. 
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It has been estimated that teachers 

and school officials have spent an addi-
tional 6.7 million hours completing the 
cumbersome paperwork required by No 
Child Left Behind. 

As Congress considers the future of 
education policy in America, we must 
find a way to give our schools, commu-
nities and parents greater flexibility, 
reduce the bureaucracy in education 
and ensure the best educational oppor-
tunities are being given to our chil-
dren. 

Because I believe each child’s edu-
cational path should be determined by 
a child’s parents and not by the Fed-
eral Government, I am an original co-
sponsor of the A-PLUS Act, an alter-
native education policy introduced this 
year in the House. I urge my colleagues 
to support this important legislation. 

f 

TIME TO BRING WAR IN IRAQ TO 
AN END 

(Mr. MCGOVERN asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, we 
have been at war in Iraq for 5 years, 
longer than we fought World War II. 
And notwithstanding all of the rosy 
predictions by this President and his 
staff, we are now stuck refereeing a 
civil war. 

Our soldiers are to be praised; they 
have done an outstanding job. But our 
political leaders in Washington, includ-
ing those in this Congress, should be 
strongly criticized for acquiescing and 
going along time and time again. 

We are told that we need to stay the 
course for the sake of our standing in 
the world. But, Mr. Speaker, this war 
has diminished our standing in the 
world. Enough is enough. It is time to 
bring this war in Iraq to an end. 

f 

CHARLIE NORWOOD CLEAR ACT OF 
2007 

(Mrs. BLACKBURN asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
her remarks.) 

Mrs. BLACKBURN. Mr. Speaker, last 
month three college students were 
murdered by a horrifically violent 
criminal alien with three previous fel-
ony arrests, including the rape of a 5- 
year-old girl. He should have been de-
ported, but Newark, New Jersey’s 
‘‘sanctuary’’ law prevented local law 
enforcement from working with the 
Feds to detain and deport him. 

We need an efficient system of identi-
fying and removing violent criminal 
elements. That is why I am introducing 
the Charlie Norwood CLEAR Act of 
2007. This bill increases Federal funds 
to local law enforcement agencies, pro-
vides the information they need, re-
quires the Feds to remove and deport 
criminal aliens and reduces Federal 

funds for cities that provide safe haven 
to violent criminal aliens that harm 
the public. 

I urge all of my colleagues to join me 
in supporting the Charlie Norwood 
CLEAR Act of 2007. 

f 

AMENDMENT PROCESS FOR CON-
SIDERATION OF H.R. 1852, EX-
PANDING AMERICAN HOMEOWN-
ERSHIP ACT OF 2007 

(Mr. MCGOVERN asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute.) 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, the 
Rules Committee is expected to meet 
on Monday, September 10, to report a 
rule that may structure the amend-
ment process for floor consideration of 
H.R. 1852, the Expanding American 
Homeownership Act of 2007. 

Members who wish to offer an amend-
ment to this bill must submit 30 copies 
of the amendment and a brief descrip-
tion of the amendment to the Rules 
Committee in H–312 in the Capitol no 
later than 11 a.m. on Monday, Sep-
tember 10. Members are strongly ad-
vised to adhere to the amendment 
deadline to ensure that amendments 
receive consideration. 

Amendments must be drafted to the 
bill as reported by the Committee on 
Financial Services on June 28, 2007. 
The text of the bill is posted on the 
Rules Committee Web site. Amend-
ments should be drafted by legislative 
counsel and also should be reviewed by 
the Office of the Parliamentarian to be 
sure that the amendments comply with 
the rules of the House. Members are 
also strongly encouraged to submit 
their amendments to the Congressional 
Budget Office for analysis regarding 
possible PAYGO violations. 

f 

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION 
OF H.R. 2786, NATIVE AMERICAN 
HOUSING ASSISTANCE AND 
SELF-DETERMINATION REAU-
THORIZATION ACT OF 2007 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, by di-
rection of the Committee on Rules, I 
call up House Resolution 633 and ask 
for its immediate consideration. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows: 

H. RES. 633 

Resolved, That at any time after the adop-
tion of this resolution the Speaker may, pur-
suant to clause 2(b) of rule XVIII, declare the 
House resolved into the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for 
consideration of the bill (H.R. 2786) to reau-
thorize the programs for housing assistance 
for Native Americans. The first reading of 
the bill shall be dispensed with. All points of 
order against consideration of the bill are 
waived except those arising under clause 9 or 
10 of rule XXI. General debate shall be con-
fined to the bill and shall not exceed one 
hour equally divided and controlled by the 
chairman and ranking minority member of 
the Committee on Financial Services. After 

general debate the bill shall be considered 
for amendment under the five-minute rule. 
The bill shall be considered as read. All 
points of order against provisions of the bill 
are waived. Notwithstanding clause 11 of rule 
XVIII, no amendment to the bill shall be in 
order except those printed in the portion of 
the Congressional Record designated for that 
purpose in clause 8 of rule XVIII and except 
pro forma amendments for the purpose of de-
bate. Each amendment so printed may be of-
fered only by the Member who caused it to 
be printed or his designee and shall be con-
sidered as read. At the conclusion of consid-
eration of the bill for amendment the Com-
mittee shall rise and report the bill to the 
House with such amendments as may have 
been adopted. The previous question shall be 
considered as ordered on the bill and amend-
ments thereto to final passage without inter-
vening motion except one motion to recom-
mit with or without instructions. 

SEC. 2. During consideration in the House 
of H.R. 2786 pursuant to this resolution, not-
withstanding the operation of the previous 
question, the Chair may postpone further 
consideration of the bill to such time as may 
be designated by the Speaker. 

SEC. 3. House Resolutions 595, 596, 613, and 
614 are laid upon the table. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Massachusetts is recog-
nized for 1 hour. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, for 
the purpose of debate only, I yield the 
customary 30 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. SESSIONS). All 
time yielded during consideration of 
the rule is for debate only. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that all Members 
be given 5 legislative days in which to 
revise and extend their remarks on 
House Resolution 633. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

myself such time as I may consume. 
Mr. Speaker, H. Res. 633 provides for 

the consideration of H.R. 2786, the Na-
tive American Housing Assistance and 
Self-Determination Reauthorization 
Act of 2007, under an open rule with a 
preprinting requirement. The rule pro-
vides for 1 hour of general debate con-
trolled by the Committee on Financial 
Services. The rule tables H. Res. 595, H. 
Res. 596, H. Res. 613, and H. Res. 614. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support 
of this rule and in support of the Na-
tive American Housing Assistance and 
Self-Determination Reauthorizaton 
Act of 2007. This is an open rule that al-
lows for any germane amendment to be 
offered to this bill, as long as it is 
preprinted in the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD. I am pleased to see seven 
amendments were preprinted in the 
RECORD, and it is important to note 
that six of these are Republican 
amendments. 

I commend my colleagues Chairman 
FRANK, Ranking Member BACHUS, 
Housing Subcommittee Chair WATERS, 
Housing Subcommittee Ranking Mem-
ber BIGGERT, and the members of the 
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Committee on Financial Services for 
their hard work and for this excellent 
bill. I also want to commend the bipar-
tisan efforts of Congressmen KILDEE, 
COLE, PEARCE, BOREN and RENZI for 
their tireless work on this bill and on 
Native American issues overall. 

H.R. 2786 takes a critical step in ad-
dressing Native American housing 
needs. By providing desperately needed 
reforms, this legislation allows Native 
American communities to put roofs 
over the heads of its neediest members. 

b 1030 

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 2786 increases 
flexibility and independence within the 
tribal housing authorities to best meet 
the needs of their individual commu-
nities. This legislation ensures safety 
and quality of housing by allowing Na-
tive American tribes to set aside up to 
15 percent of their grant funding for 
housing rehabilitation, construction 
and acquisition. Increased efficiency 
within housing authorities means more 
affordable housing for more low-in-
come families. 

In addition to guaranteeing available 
and quality housing, H.R. 2786 allows 
tribes discretion in tailoring block 
grant funding to their community. 
Tribes will be able to compete for a 
greater variety of available grants and 
attend educational seminars from the 
Department of Housing and Urban De-
velopment on how best to utilize funds 
and programs. 

Currently, the cost to rent a house or 
apartment is at an all-time high across 
the United States, and the wages peo-
ple earn have not kept up with the in-
creases in housing, food, transpor-
tation and other basic necessities. Hav-
ing shelter for you and your family, a 
decent place to live, is not a luxury. 
It’s a basic human need that everyone 
requires and deserves. 

Too many people face the choice 
every day between paying the rent or 
being able to put food on the table or 
buying medicine for a sick child. That 
simply should not be happening in 
America. 

Once again, I commend the efforts of 
the House Financial Services Com-
mittee, and I urge my colleagues to 
support H.R. 2786, the Native American 
Housing Assistance and Self-Deter-
mination Reauthorization Act of 2007. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, I want 
to thank the gentleman from Massa-
chusetts for yielding his time, and I 
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in opposi-
tion to this unnecessarily restrictive 
rule and to parts of the potentially un-
constitutional legislation that the 
Democrat majority is bringing to the 
floor today. 

I would like to note at the outset of 
this debate that this legislation accom-

plishes a number of positive things, in-
cluding making the Indian Housing 
Block Grant program more flexible and 
helping Native American tribes become 
less dependent on the Federal Govern-
ment by giving them the tools that 
they need to exercise greater auton-
omy over their own affairs. I would 
like to commend my friend from New 
Mexico (Mr. PEARCE) for his hard work 
on this legislation on behalf of his well- 
represented constituents and for Na-
tive American tribes across the United 
States. 

However, this legislation does in-
clude language that places funding for 
Native Hawaiians at great risk because 
of its extremely suspect constitu-
tionality. In 2000, the Supreme Court 
decided in Rice v. Cayetano that the 
current configuration of justices would 
likely strike down most Federal bene-
fits flowing to Native Hawaiians as an 
unconstitutional racial set-aside, if 
given a chance. 

I am already aware of this problem 
because these exact same constitu-
tional concerns plagued H.R. 835, the 
Hawaiian Homeownership Opportunity 
Act of 2007, which the Democrat leader-
ship allowed to fail under suspension of 
the rules earlier this year. 

Title VIII of today’s bill contains 
this same language and opens up to-
day’s legislation to all of the same con-
cerns that were leveled against H.R. 
835. I understand that my good friend 
from Georgia (Mr. WESTMORELAND) has 
submitted an amendment to correct 
this problem, and I look forward to 
hearing the debate on its passage later 
this afternoon. 

Finally, Mr. Speaker, I am concerned 
by the open-ended nature of this au-
thorization. I understand that about 
$650 million has been appropriated an-
nually for Native American housing 
over the last few years. Today’s bill au-
thorizes an unlimited amount of spend-
ing for the next 5 years for these pro-
grams. 

While I understand very well the 
need for funding in a number of impov-
erished communities across this coun-
try, I believe that in the current fiscal 
climate, a climate in which Democrats 
have proposed an enormous $26 billion 
of additional new spending over last 
year, that authorizing an unlimited 
amount of money for the program is 
simply irresponsible. 

Limits need to be set, Mr. Speaker, 
and it’s the job of a majority to make 
tough decisions as to where spending is 
most needed and from which other pro-
grams it should be taken. By author-
izing as much money as the appropri-
ators care to spend, this legislation 
shirks its responsibility to provide 
guidance to an appropriate level of 
spending. As a fiscal conservative who 
is greatly concerned about runaway 
spending in this Democrat Congress, I 
believe this is simply wrong. 

Mr. Speaker, I encourage all of my 
colleagues to oppose this restrictive 

rule that is not an open rule, despite 
Democrat claims to the contrary. I un-
derstand that they are in the majority 
and that the Democrat leadership has 
the ability to pressure their Members 
into supporting a resolution stating 
that Congress believes that two plus 
two equals five. However, that simply 
does not make it so and true. 

In this same vein, despite their pro-
tests when they came to the floor and 
the claim that this modified open rule 
is open, that too is simply not so. It re-
stricts Members who have ideas about 
how to improve this legislation during 
the debate from having their proposals 
heard, and there is simply no denying 
that fact. 

I oppose this restrictive rule and the 
unconstitutional and irresponsible 
spending provisions included in the un-
derlying legislation. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I am 
proud of what the Democratic Rules 
Committee did last night. I think the 
gentleman has a little problem saying 
Democratic, but that’s what it is, 
Democratic Rules Committee. 

Yes, this is an open rule that calls for 
a preprinting requirement so that peo-
ple can actually read what we’re going 
to debate. I’m sorry that the gen-
tleman from Texas doesn’t believe that 
Members of Congress deserve the cour-
tesy of being able to read what they 
should vote on. 

I should also say that the gentleman, 
if he’s got a brilliant idea along the 
way, that his leadership can work with 
our leadership and maybe we can come 
to some sort of accommodation if 
there’s another amendment that hasn’t 
been offered. But I will remind him 
that the majority of amendments that 
have been preprinted are Republican 
amendments. 

I will also remind him, in case he for-
got, that last night in the Rules Com-
mittee when we called for a roll call 
vote, the former chairman of the Rules 
Committee, the distinguished Repub-
lican from California (Mr. DREIER) 
voted ‘‘yes’’ for the rule. The distin-
guished Republican gentleman from 
Florida (Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART) 
voted ‘‘yes’’ for the rule. 

So I’m not quite sure what the con-
troversy is. 

Having said that, Mr. Speaker, I re-
serve my time at this point. 

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
such time as he may consume to the 
gentleman from New Mexico (Mr. 
PEARCE), one of the sponsors of this bill 
and the leader behind this effort. 

Mr. PEARCE. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman from Texas for yielding, 
and I thank the gentleman from Massa-
chusetts for his work on this bill. 
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The Native American Housing Assist-

ance Self-Determination Reauthoriza-
tion is actually quite a bipartisan ef-
fort in the Financial Services Com-
mittee. We had Representative WA-
TERS, Chairman FRANK, myself, and 
Mr. KILDEE working on the bill. 

Basically, we’re faced in many of the 
States with Indian tribes with large In-
dian populations. We are faced with the 
problem of consistent high unemploy-
ment, consistent homelessness, sub-
standard housing, infrastructure that 
is not developed. 

In New Mexico, I’ve seen Native 
American homes which consist of card-
board, corrugated tin, bare boards, no 
insulation, and I’ve seen where toilets 
simply flush out the bottom of the 
trailer out onto the ground with no 
sewage infrastructure. 

And so what I began to do when I 
first came to Congress is sit down and 
meet with the tribal leaders. We 
formed not only a working relationship 
but a strong friendship as we tried to 
wrestle with these problems in New 
Mexico, as we began to wrestle with 
the problems of self-determination, the 
problems of self-sufficiency, the prob-
lems of employment of tribal members. 
They understand there’s a cultural 
problem, as well as a systemic eco-
nomic problem; but we have committed 
ourselves together to work one issue at 
a time, side by side, to accomplish 
what we can. 

So when we come to this housing 
problem, this reauthorization, and I 
understand my friend from Texas and 
in his objections, and do not disagree 
with those, but at some point, I myself 
am faced with a pragmatic decision 
about just what can we do and what are 
we going to do. 

So I find that the greater discretion 
that’s allowed in this language, the 
greater flexibility that is allowed to 
the Native Americans to begin to make 
their own decisions, and we’ve had 
frank, straightforward discussions 
about accountability, about the needs 
of these funds to be measured and 
where they go and what they accom-
plish, and never do I find them to be 
wary of this accountability. It’s just 
that they are trying to get their feet 
underneath them to try to solve the 
problems on their tribal grounds. 

And so I come to the floor to support 
the reauthorization and several of the 
underlying amendments that will come 
up on that. 

One of the things that this bill does 
is begin to set up block grant programs 
to where the tribes can take out loans 
for infrastructure, clean water, healthy 
drinking water, ways to dispose of raw 
sewage. Those are things that really af-
fect every tribe, and not many of them 
have very good solutions. Many in New 
Mexico are a long way away from the 
urban centers where the funds are 
available to create sewage treatment 
plants, wastewater treatment plants; 

and so it’s an important addition to 
this bill that we allow them that flexi-
bility and that ability to create the 
loan programs, much like the CDBG 
program which affects small commu-
nities, rural communities throughout 
New Mexico. 

So as we begin to look at this reau-
thorization again, I would come to the 
floor in support of that and in support 
of the idea that we must begin to pay 
attention to the very desperate needs 
that exist on many of the tribal 
grounds throughout this country; and 
as we do that, I think that we’ll find 
when housing begins to stabilize, then 
those cultures begin to stabilize be-
cause homeownership is one of the 
basic building blocks of a society, that 
ability to have some place where you 
can retreat and be away from the cares 
of the world with the family structure 
gathered around. 

So it would work well. The idea of af-
fordable housing is one that is extraor-
dinarily important in all of New Mex-
ico. We have a very low per capita in-
come, and so affordable housing is im-
portant in every community but espe-
cially in our Native American commu-
nities, and the affordable housing is ad-
dressed here in this reauthorization, 
too. 

So understanding the objection of my 
friend from Texas, I would still rise in 
support of the underlying legislation of 
this rule. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I re-
serve the balance of my time. 

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, if I 
could inquire from my friend from 
Massachusetts about additional speak-
ers that he may have, I do not have any 
additional speakers at this time. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. I am the final 
speaker on this side, so I will let the 
gentleman close. 

Mr. SESSIONS. I thank the gen-
tleman. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I 
would close by simply saying that this 
is a good underlying bill. I hope it 
passes, but this is also a good rule. It is 
an open rule that requires the 
preprinting of amendments so that 
Members who come to the floor can 
have an opportunity to read and to 
study what they’re going to vote on. 

This was a rule that had strong bi-
partisan support in the Rules Com-
mittee last night, including from the 
distinguished former chairman, the 
ranking Republican from California 
(Mr. DREIER); from Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ- 
BALART, the Republican from Florida. 

This is a good way to approach this 
issue, and with that, Mr. Speaker, I 
would urge a ‘‘yes’’ vote on the rule 
and I would urge a ‘‘yes’’ vote on the 
underlying bill as well. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time, and I move the previous 
question on the resolution. 

The previous question was ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the resolution. 
The question was taken; and the 

Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, on 
that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this question will be post-
poned. 

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, proceedings 
will resume on questions previously 
postponed. 

Votes will be taken in the following 
order: 

Approval of the Journal, by the yeas 
and nays; 

Adoption of H. Res. 633, by the yeas 
and nays. 

The first electronic vote will be con-
ducted as a 15-minute vote. The second 
electronic vote will be conducted as a 
5-minute vote. 

f 

THE JOURNAL 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the unfin-
ished business is the question on agree-
ing to the Speaker’s approval of the 
Journal, on which the yeas and nays 
were ordered. 

The question is on the Speaker’s ap-
proval of the Journal. 

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 214, nays 
176, not voting 42, as follows: 

[Roll No. 854] 

YEAS—214 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Allen 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boyd (FL) 
Boyda (KS) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown, Corrine 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Carnahan 
Carson 
Castor 
Clarke 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Coble 
Cohen 
Conyers 

Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis, Lincoln 
Deal (GA) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle 
Edwards 
Ehlers 
Ellison 
Emanuel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Farr 
Fattah 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Giffords 
Gillibrand 
Gonzalez 

Gordon 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hodes 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones (NC) 
Jones (OH) 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
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Kilpatrick 
Kind 
Klein (FL) 
Kuhl (NY) 
LaHood 
Lampson 
Langevin 
Lantos 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
LaTourette 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lynch 
Mahoney (FL) 
Maloney (NY) 
Markey 
Marshall 
McCollum (MN) 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McIntyre 
McNerney 
McNulty 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Michaud 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (VA) 

Murphy (CT) 
Murtha 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor 
Paul 
Payne 
Perlmutter 
Pomeroy 
Price (NC) 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Reyes 
Richardson 
Rodriguez 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Sestak 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 

Simpson 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Space 
Spratt 
Stark 
Sullivan 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 
Towns 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Walden (OR) 
Walsh (NY) 
Walz (MN) 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watt 
Waxman 
Welch (VT) 
Wexler 
Wilson (OH) 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Wynn 
Yarmuth 

NAYS—176 

Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Altmire 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Baker 
Barrett (SC) 
Barrow 
Bartlett (MD) 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Bono 
Boozman 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Broun (GA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp (MI) 
Campbell (CA) 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Capito 
Carney 
Castle 
Chabot 
Chandler 
Cole (OK) 
Conaway 
Crenshaw 
Culberson 
Davis (KY) 
Davis, David 
Davis, Tom 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Donnelly 
Doolittle 
Drake 
Dreier 
Duncan 

Ellsworth 
Emerson 
English (PA) 
Everett 
Fallin 
Feeney 
Ferguson 
Flake 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Gilchrest 
Gingrey 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Granger 
Graves 
Hall (TX) 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayes 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Hill 
Hobson 
Hoekstra 
Hulshof 
Hunter 
Inglis (SC) 
Issa 
Jordan 
Keller 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Kline (MN) 
Knollenberg 
Lamborn 
Latham 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
LoBiondo 
Lucas 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Mack 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
Matheson 

McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul (TX) 
McCrery 
McHenry 
McHugh 
McKeon 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 
Mitchell 
Moran (KS) 
Murphy, Tim 
Musgrave 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Pearce 
Pence 
Peterson (MN) 
Peterson (PA) 
Petri 
Pickering 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe 
Porter 
Price (GA) 
Pryce (OH) 
Putnam 
Ramstad 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Reynolds 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ryan (WI) 
Saxton 
Schmidt 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shays 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Souder 

Stearns 
Stupak 
Thompson (CA) 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 

Turner 
Upton 
Walberg 
Wamp 
Weldon (FL) 
Westmoreland 

Wicker 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wolf 

NOT VOTING—42 

Andrews 
Barton (TX) 
Brady (PA) 
Buchanan 
Cardoza 
Carter 
Clay 
Cubin 
Davis, Jo Ann 
Engel 
Filner 
Fossella 
Frank (MA) 
Gohmert 
Hastert 

Hooley 
Jefferson 
Jindal 
Johnson, Sam 
Kucinich 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCotter 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Murphy, Patrick 
Olver 
Radanovich 
Renzi 
Royce 

Sali 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Serrano 
Shimkus 
Tancredo 
Terry 
Visclosky 
Watson 
Weiner 
Weller 
Whitfield 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

b 1109 

Messrs. McCRERY, LEWIS of Cali-
fornia, HAYES and HUNTER changed 
their vote from ‘‘yea’’ to ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. HOLT changed his vote from 
‘‘nay’’ to ‘‘yea.’’ 

So the Journal was approved. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
Stated for: 
Mr. FILNER. Mr. Speaker, on rollcall No. 

854, I was away on official business in my ca-
pacity as Chairman of the Veterans Affairs 
Committee. 

Had I been present, I would have voted 
‘‘yea.’’ 

f 

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION 
OF H.R. 2786, NATIVE AMERICAN 
HOUSING ASSISTANCE AND 
SELF-DETERMINATION REAU-
THORIZATION ACT OF 2007 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the vote on adop-
tion of House Resolution 633, on which 
the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the resolution. 

This will be a 5-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 221, nays 
178, not voting 33, as follows: 

[Roll No. 855] 

YEAS—221 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Allen 
Altmire 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boyd (FL) 
Boyda (KS) 
Braley (IA) 

Brown, Corrine 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson 
Castor 
Chandler 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crowley 

Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis, Lincoln 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly 
Doyle 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emanuel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Farr 
Fattah 

Filner 
Frank (MA) 
Giffords 
Gillibrand 
Gonzalez 
Gordon 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Hayes 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hodes 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Hunter 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones (OH) 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick 
Kind 
Klein (FL) 
Lampson 
Langevin 
Lantos 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 

Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lynch 
Mahoney (FL) 
Maloney (NY) 
Markey 
Marshall 
Matheson 
McCollum (MN) 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McIntyre 
McNerney 
McNulty 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Michaud 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murtha 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor 
Payne 
Perlmutter 
Peterson (MN) 
Pomeroy 
Price (NC) 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Reyes 
Richardson 
Rodriguez 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 

Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Shays 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shuler 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Space 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stupak 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 
Towns 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Walz (MN) 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watt 
Waxman 
Welch (VT) 
Wexler 
Wilson (OH) 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Wynn 
Yarmuth 

NAYS—178 

Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Baker 
Barrett (SC) 
Bartlett (MD) 
Barton (TX) 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Bonner 
Bono 
Boozman 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Broun (GA) 
Brown (SC) 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp (MI) 
Campbell (CA) 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Capito 
Castle 
Chabot 
Coble 
Cole (OK) 
Conaway 
Crenshaw 
Culberson 
Davis (KY) 
Davis, David 

Davis, Tom 
Deal (GA) 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Doolittle 
Drake 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Ehlers 
Emerson 
English (PA) 
Everett 
Fallin 
Feeney 
Ferguson 
Flake 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Fossella 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Gilchrest 
Gingrey 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Granger 
Graves 
Hall (TX) 
Hastings (WA) 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Hobson 
Hoekstra 
Hulshof 
Inglis (SC) 

Issa 
Johnson (IL) 
Jones (NC) 
Jordan 
Keller 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Kline (MN) 
Knollenberg 
Kuhl (NY) 
LaHood 
Lamborn 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
LoBiondo 
Lucas 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Mack 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul (TX) 
McCotter 
McCrery 
McHenry 
McHugh 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 
Moran (KS) 
Murphy, Tim 
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Musgrave 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Paul 
Pearce 
Pence 
Peterson (PA) 
Petri 
Pickering 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe 
Porter 
Price (GA) 
Pryce (OH) 
Putnam 
Ramstad 
Regula 

Rehberg 
Reichert 
Reynolds 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Roskam 
Ryan (WI) 
Sali 
Saxton 
Schmidt 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (TX) 

Souder 
Stearns 
Sullivan 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Turner 
Upton 
Walberg 
Walden (OR) 
Walsh (NY) 
Wamp 
Weldon (FL) 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Wicker 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wolf 

NOT VOTING—33 

Andrews 
Boehner 
Brady (PA) 
Cardoza 
Carter 
Cubin 
Davis, Jo Ann 
Engel 
Gohmert 
Hastert 
Hooley 

Jefferson 
Jindal 
Johnson, Sam 
Kucinich 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Radanovich 
Renzi 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Royce 

Sanchez, Loretta 
Shimkus 
Smith (NJ) 
Tancredo 
Terry 
Visclosky 
Watson 
Weiner 
Weller 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during 
the vote). Members are advised there 
are 2 minutes remaining in this vote. 

b 1119 

So the resolution was agreed to. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 
Stated against: 
Mr. HAYES. Mr. Speaker, on rollcall No. 

855 I inadvertently voted ‘‘yes,’’ but meant to 
vote ‘‘no.’’ 

f 

CONFERENCE REPORT ON H.R. 2669, 
COLLEGE COST REDUCTION AND 
ACCESS ACT 

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California 
submitted the following conference re-
port and statement on the bill (H.R. 
2669) to provide for reconciliation pur-
suant to section 601 of the concurrent 
resolution on the budget for fiscal year 
2008: 

CONFERENCE REPORT (H. REPT. 110–317) 

The committee of conference on the dis-
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendment to the Senate to the bill (H.R. 
2669), to provide for reconciliation pursuant 
to section 601 of the concurrent resolution on 
the budget for fiscal year 2008, having met, 
after full and free conference, have agreed to 
recommend and do recommend to their re-
spective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagree-
ment to the amendment of the Senate and 
agree to the same with an amendment as fol-
lows: 

In lieu of the matter proposed to be in-
serted by the Senate amendment, insert the 
following: 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE; REFERENCES. 

(a) SHORT TITLE.—This Act may be cited as 
the ‘‘College Cost Reduction and Access Act’’. 

(b) REFERENCES.—Except as otherwise ex-
pressly provided, whenever in this Act an 
amendment or repeal is expressed in terms of an 
amendment to, or repeal of, a section or other 

provision, the reference shall be considered to be 
made to a section or other provision of the High-
er Education Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 1001 et seq.). 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—Except as otherwise ex-
pressly provided, the amendments made by this 
Act shall be effective on October 1, 2007. 
TITLE I—GRANTS TO STUDENTS IN AT-

TENDANCE AT INSTITUTIONS OF HIGH-
ER EDUCATION 

SEC. 101. TUITION SENSITIVITY. 
(a) AMENDMENT.—Section 401(b) (20 U.S.C. 

1070a(b)) is amended— 
(1) by striking paragraph (3); and 
(2) by redesignating paragraphs (4) through 

(9) as paragraphs (3) through (8), respectively. 
(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments made 

by subsection (a) shall be effective with respect 
to determinations of Federal Pell Grant amounts 
for award years beginning on or after July 1, 
2007. 

(c) AUTHORIZATION AND APPROPRIATION OF 
FUNDS.—There is authorized to be appropriated, 
and there is appropriated, out of any money in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the 
Department of Education to carry out the 
amendment made by subsection (a), $11,000,000 
for fiscal year 2008. 
SEC. 102. MANDATORY PELL GRANT INCREASES. 

(a) EXTENSION OF AUTHORITY.—Section 401(a) 
(20 U.S.C. 1070a(a)) is amended by striking ‘‘fis-
cal year 2004’’ and inserting ‘‘fiscal year 2017’’. 

(b) FUNDING FOR INCREASES.—Section 401(b) 
(20 U.S.C. 1070a(b)) is amended by adding at the 
end the following new paragraph: 

‘‘(9) ADDITIONAL FUNDS.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—There are authorized to be 

appropriated, and there are appropriated, to 
carry out subparagraph (B) of this paragraph 
(in addition to any other amounts appropriated 
to carry out this section and out of any money 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated) the 
following amounts: 

‘‘(i) $2,030,000,000 for fiscal year 2008; 
‘‘(ii) $2,090,000,000 for fiscal year 2009; 
‘‘(iii) $3,030,000,000 for fiscal year 2010; 
‘‘(iv) $3,090,000,000 for fiscal year 2011; 
‘‘(v) $5,050,000,000 for fiscal year 2012; 
‘‘(vi) $105,000,000 for fiscal year 2013; 
‘‘(vii) $4,305,000,000 for fiscal year 2014; 
‘‘(viii) $4,400,000,000 for fiscal year 2015; 
‘‘(ix) $4,600,000,000 for fiscal year 2016; and 
‘‘(x) $4,900,000,000 for fiscal year 2017. 
‘‘(B) INCREASE IN FEDERAL PELL GRANTS.—The 

amounts made available pursuant to subpara-
graph (A) of this paragraph shall be used to in-
crease the amount of the maximum Federal Pell 
Grant for which a student shall be eligible dur-
ing an award year, as specified in the last en-
acted appropriation Act applicable to that 
award year, by— 

‘‘(i) $490 for each of the award years 2008–2009 
and 2009–2010; 

‘‘(ii) $690 for each of the award years 2010– 
2011 and 2011–2012; and 

‘‘(iii) $1,090 for award year 2012–2013. 
‘‘(C) ELIGIBILITY.—The Secretary shall only 

award an increased amount of a Federal Pell 
Grant under this section for any award year 
pursuant to the provisions of this paragraph to 
students who qualify for a Federal Pell Grant 
award under the maximum grant award enacted 
in the annual appropriation Act for such award 
year without regard to the provisions of this 
paragraph. 

‘‘(D) FORMULA OTHERWISE UNAFFECTED.—Ex-
cept as provided in subparagraphs (B) and (C), 
nothing in this paragraph shall be construed to 
alter the requirements of this section, or author-
ize the imposition of additional requirements, 
for the determination and allocation of Federal 
Pell Grants under this section. 

‘‘(E) RATABLE INCREASES AND DECREASES.— 
The amounts specified in subparagraph (B) 
shall be ratably increased or decreased to the 

extent that funds available under subparagraph 
(A) exceed or are less than (respectively) the 
amount required to provide the amounts speci-
fied in subparagraph (B). 

‘‘(F) USE OF FISCAL YEAR FUNDS FOR AWARD 
YEARS.—The amounts made available by sub-
paragraph (A) for any fiscal year shall be avail-
able and remain available for use under sub-
paragraph (B) for the award year that begins in 
such fiscal year.’’. 
SEC. 103. UPWARD BOUND. 

Section 402C is further amended by adding at 
the end the following new subsection: 

‘‘(f) ADDITIONAL FUNDS.— 
‘‘(1) AUTHORIZATION AND APPROPRIATION.— 

There are authorized to be appropriated, and 
there are appropriated to the Secretary, from 
funds not otherwise appropriated, $57,000,000 
for each of the fiscal years 2008 through 2011 to 
carry out paragraph (2), except that any 
amounts that remain unexpended for such pur-
pose for each of such fiscal years may be avail-
able for technical assistance and administration 
costs for the Upward Bound program. The au-
thority to award grants under this subsection 
shall expire at the end of fiscal year 2011. 

‘‘(2) USE OF FUNDS.—The amounts made avail-
able by paragraph (1) shall be available to pro-
vide assistance to all Upward Bound projects 
that did not receive assistance in fiscal year 2007 
and that have a grant score above 70. Such as-
sistance shall be made available in the form of 
4-year grants.’’. 
SEC. 104. TEACH GRANTS. 

Part A of title IV (20 U.S.C. 1070 et seq.) is 
amended by adding at the end the following 
new subpart: 

‘‘Subpart 9—TEACH Grants 
‘‘SEC. 420L. DEFINITIONS. 

‘‘For the purposes of this subpart: 
‘‘(1) ELIGIBLE INSTITUTION.—The term ‘eligible 

institution’ means an institution of higher edu-
cation, as defined in section 102, that the Sec-
retary determines— 

‘‘(A) provides high quality teacher prepara-
tion and professional development services, in-
cluding extensive clinical experience as a part of 
pre-service preparation; 

‘‘(B) is financially sound; 
‘‘(C) provides pedagogical course work, or as-

sistance in the provision of such coursework, in-
cluding the monitoring of student performance, 
and formal instruction related to the theory and 
practices of teaching; and 

‘‘(D) provides supervision and support services 
to teachers, or assistance in the provision of 
such services, including mentoring focused on 
developing effective teaching skills and strate-
gies. 

‘‘(2) POST-BACCALAUREATE.—The term ‘post- 
baccalaureate’ means a program of instruction 
for individuals who have completed a bacca-
laureate degree, that does not lead to a grad-
uate degree, and that consists of courses re-
quired by a State in order for a teacher can-
didate to receive a professional certification or 
licensing credential that is required for employ-
ment as a teacher in an elementary school or 
secondary school in that State, except that such 
term shall not include any program of instruc-
tion offered by an eligible institution that offers 
a baccalaureate degree in education. 

‘‘(3) TEACHER CANDIDATE.—The term ‘teacher 
candidate’ means a student or teacher described 
in subparagraph (A) or (B) of section 
420N(a)(2). 
‘‘SEC. 420M. PROGRAM ESTABLISHED. 

‘‘(a) PROGRAM AUTHORITY.— 
‘‘(1) PAYMENTS REQUIRED.—The Secretary 

shall pay to each eligible institution such sums 
as may be necessary to pay to each teacher can-
didate who files an application and agreement 
in accordance with section 420N, and who quali-
fies under paragraph (2) of section 420N(a), a 
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TEACH Grant in the amount of $4,000 for each 
academic year during which that teacher can-
didate is in attendance at the institution. 

‘‘(2) REFERENCES.—Grants made under para-
graph (1) shall be known as ‘Teacher Education 
Assistance for College and Higher Education 
Grants’ or ‘TEACH Grants’. 

‘‘(b) PAYMENT METHODOLOGY.— 
‘‘(1) PREPAYMENT.—Not less than 85 percent 

of any funds provided to an eligible institution 
under subsection (a) shall be advanced to the el-
igible institution prior to the start of each pay-
ment period and shall be based upon an amount 
requested by the institution as needed to pay 
teacher candidates until such time as the Sec-
retary determines and publishes in the Federal 
Register with an opportunity for comment, an 
alternative payment system that provides pay-
ments to institutions in an accurate and timely 
manner, except that this sentence shall not be 
construed to limit the authority of the Secretary 
to place an institution on a reimbursement sys-
tem of payment. 

‘‘(2) DIRECT PAYMENT.—Nothing in this sec-
tion shall be interpreted to prohibit the Sec-
retary from paying directly to teacher can-
didates, in advance of the beginning of the aca-
demic term, an amount for which teacher can-
didates are eligible, in cases where the eligible 
institution elects not to participate in the dis-
bursement system required by paragraph (1). 

‘‘(3) DISTRIBUTION OF GRANTS TO TEACHER 
CANDIDATES.—Payments under this subpart 
shall be made, in accordance with regulations 
promulgated by the Secretary for such purpose, 
in such manner as will best accomplish the pur-
poses of this subpart. Any disbursement allowed 
to be made by crediting the teacher candidate’s 
account shall be limited to tuition and fees and, 
in the case of institutionally-owned housing, 
room and board. The teacher candidate may 
elect to have the institution provide other such 
goods and services by crediting the teacher can-
didate’s account. 

‘‘(c) REDUCTIONS IN AMOUNT.— 
‘‘(1) PART-TIME STUDENTS.—In any case where 

a teacher candidate attends an eligible institu-
tion on less than a full-time basis (including a 
teacher candidate who attends an eligible insti-
tution on less than a half-time basis) during 
any academic year, the amount of a grant under 
this subpart for which that teacher candidate is 
eligible shall be reduced in proportion to the de-
gree to which that teacher candidate is not at-
tending on a full-time basis, in accordance with 
a schedule of reductions established by the Sec-
retary for the purposes of this subpart, com-
puted in accordance with this subpart. Such 
schedule of reductions shall be established by 
regulation and published in the Federal Register 
in accordance with section 482 of this Act. 

‘‘(2) NO EXCEEDING COST.—The amount of a 
grant awarded under this subpart, in combina-
tion with Federal assistance and other student 
assistance, shall not exceed the cost of attend-
ance (as defined in section 472) at the eligible 
institution at which that teacher candidate is in 
attendance. If, with respect to any teacher can-
didate for any academic year, it is determined 
that the amount of a TEACH Grant exceeds the 
cost of attendance for that year, the amount of 
the TEACH Grant shall be reduced until such 
grant does not exceed the cost of attendance at 
the eligible institution. 

‘‘(d) PERIOD OF ELIGIBILITY FOR GRANTS.— 
‘‘(1) UNDERGRADUATE AND POST-BACCA-

LAUREATE STUDENTS.—The period during which 
an undergraduate or post-baccalaureate student 
may receive grants under this subpart shall be 
the period required for the completion of the 
first undergraduate baccalaureate or post-bac-
calaureate course of study being pursued by the 
teacher candidate at the eligible institution at 
which the teacher candidate is in attendance, 
except that— 

‘‘(A) any period during which the teacher 
candidate is enrolled in a noncredit or remedial 
course of study as described in paragraph (3) 
shall not be counted for the purpose of this 
paragraph; and 

‘‘(B) the total amount that a teacher can-
didate may receive under this subpart for under-
graduate or post-baccalaureate study shall not 
exceed $16,000. 

‘‘(2) GRADUATE STUDENTS.—The period during 
which a graduate student may receive grants 
under this subpart shall be the period required 
for the completion of a master’s degree course of 
study pursued by the teacher candidate at the 
eligible institution at which the teacher can-
didate is in attendance, except that the total 
amount that a teacher candidate may receive 
under this subpart for graduate study shall not 
exceed $8,000. 

‘‘(3) REMEDIAL COURSE; STUDY ABROAD.— 
Nothing in this section shall be construed to ex-
clude from eligibility courses of study which are 
noncredit or remedial in nature (including 
courses in English language acquisition) which 
are determined by the eligible institution to be 
necessary to help the teacher candidate be pre-
pared for the pursuit of a first undergraduate 
baccalaureate or post-baccalaureate degree or 
certificate or, in the case of courses in English 
language instruction, to be necessary to enable 
the teacher candidate to utilize already existing 
knowledge, training, or skills. Nothing in this 
section shall be construed to exclude from eligi-
bility programs of study abroad that are ap-
proved for credit by the home institution at 
which the teacher candidate is enrolled. 
‘‘SEC. 420N. APPLICATIONS; ELIGIBILITY. 

‘‘(a) APPLICATIONS; DEMONSTRATION OF ELIGI-
BILITY.— 

‘‘(1) FILING REQUIRED.—The Secretary shall 
periodically set dates by which teacher can-
didates shall file applications for grants under 
this subpart. Each teacher candidate desiring a 
grant under this subpart for any year shall file 
an application containing such information and 
assurances as the Secretary may determine nec-
essary to enable the Secretary to carry out the 
functions and responsibilities of this subpart. 

‘‘(2) DEMONSTRATION OF TEACH GRANT ELIGI-
BILITY.—Each application submitted under 
paragraph (1) shall contain such information as 
is necessary to demonstrate that— 

‘‘(A) if the applicant is an enrolled student— 
‘‘(i) the student is an eligible student for pur-

poses of section 484; 
‘‘(ii) the student— 
‘‘(I) has a grade point average that is deter-

mined, under standards prescribed by the Sec-
retary, to be comparable to a 3.25 average on a 
zero to 4.0 scale, except that, if the student is in 
the first year of a program of undergraduate 
education, such grade point average shall be de-
termined on the basis of the student’s cumu-
lative secondary school grade point average; or 

‘‘(II) displayed high academic aptitude by re-
ceiving a score above the 75th percentile on at 
least one of the batteries in an undergraduate, 
post-baccalaureate, or graduate school admis-
sions test; and 

‘‘(iii) the student is completing coursework 
and other requirements necessary to begin a ca-
reer in teaching, or plans to complete such 
coursework and requirements prior to grad-
uating; or 

‘‘(B) if the applicant is a current or prospec-
tive teacher applying for a grant to obtain a 
graduate degree— 

‘‘(i) the applicant is a teacher or a retiree 
from another occupation with expertise in a 
field in which there is a shortage of teachers, 
such as mathematics, science, special education, 
English language acquisition, or another high- 
need subject; or 

‘‘(ii) the applicant is or was a teacher who is 
using high-quality alternative certification 

routes, such as Teach for America, to get cer-
tified. 

‘‘(b) AGREEMENTS TO SERVE.—Each applica-
tion under subsection (a) shall contain or be ac-
companied by an agreement by the applicant 
that— 

‘‘(1) the applicant will— 
‘‘(A) serve as a full-time teacher for a total of 

not less than 4 academic years within 8 years 
after completing the course of study for which 
the applicant received a TEACH Grant under 
this subpart; 

‘‘(B) teach in a school described in section 
465(a)(2)(A); 

‘‘(C) teach in any of the following fields: 
‘‘(i) mathematics; 
‘‘(ii) science; 
‘‘(iii) a foreign language; 
‘‘(iv) bilingual education; 
‘‘(v) special education; 
‘‘(vi) as a reading specialist; or 
‘‘(vii) another field documented as high-need 

by the Federal Government, State government, 
or local educational agency, and approved by 
the Secretary; 

‘‘(D) submit evidence of such employment in 
the form of a certification by the chief adminis-
trative officer of the school upon completion of 
each year of such service; and 

‘‘(E) comply with the requirements for being a 
highly qualified teacher as defined in section 
9101 of the Elementary and Secondary Edu-
cation Act of 1965; and 

‘‘(2) in the event that the applicant is deter-
mined to have failed or refused to carry out 
such service obligation, the sum of the amounts 
of any TEACH Grants received by such appli-
cant will be treated as a loan and collected from 
the applicant in accordance with subsection (c) 
and the regulations thereunder. 

‘‘(c) REPAYMENT FOR FAILURE TO COMPLETE 
SERVICE.—In the event that any recipient of a 
grant under this subpart fails or refuses to com-
ply with the service obligation in the agreement 
under subsection (b), the sum of the amounts of 
any TEACH Grants received by such recipient 
shall, upon a determination of such a failure or 
refusal in such service obligation, be treated as 
a Federal Direct Unsubsidized Stafford Loan 
under part D of title IV, and shall be subject to 
repayment, together with interest thereon accru-
ing from the date of the grant award, in accord-
ance with terms and conditions specified by the 
Secretary in regulations under this subpart. 
‘‘SEC. 420O. PROGRAM PERIOD AND FUNDING. 

‘‘Beginning on July 1, 2008, there shall be 
available to the Secretary to carry out this sub-
part, from funds not otherwise appropriated, 
such sums as may be necessary to provide 
TEACH Grants in accordance with this subpart 
to each eligible applicant.’’. 

TITLE II—STUDENT LOAN BENEFITS, 
TERMS, AND CONDITIONS 

SEC. 201. INTEREST RATE REDUCTIONS. 
(a) FFEL INTEREST RATES.— 
(1) Section 427A(l) (20 U.S.C. 1077a(l)) is 

amended by adding at the end the following 
new paragraph: 

‘‘(4) REDUCED RATES FOR UNDERGRADUATE 
SUBSIDIZED LOANS.—Notwithstanding subsection 
(h) and paragraph (1) of this subsection, with 
respect to any loan to an undergraduate student 
made, insured, or guaranteed under this part 
(other than a loan made pursuant to section 
428B, 428C, or 428H) for which the first disburse-
ment is made on or after July 1, 2006, and before 
July 1, 2012, the applicable rate of interest shall 
be as follows: 

‘‘(A) For a loan for which the first disburse-
ment is made on or after July 1, 2006, and before 
July 1, 2008, 6.8 percent on the unpaid principal 
balance of the loan. 

‘‘(B) For a loan for which the first disburse-
ment is made on or after July 1, 2008, and before 
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July 1, 2009, 6.0 percent on the unpaid principal 
balance of the loan. 

‘‘(C) For a loan for which the first disburse-
ment is made on or after July 1, 2009, and before 
July 1, 2010, 5.6 percent on the unpaid principal 
balance of the loan. 

‘‘(D) For a loan for which the first disburse-
ment is made on or after July 1, 2010, and before 
July 1, 2011, 4.5 percent on the unpaid principal 
balance of the loan. 

‘‘(E) For a loan for which the first disburse-
ment is made on or after July 1, 2011, and before 
July 1, 2012, 3.4 percent on the unpaid principal 
balance of the loan.’’. 

(2) SPECIAL ALLOWANCE CROSS REFERENCE.— 
Section 438(b)(2)(I)(ii)(II) (20 U.S.C. 1087– 
1(b)(2)(I)(ii)(II)) is amended by striking ‘‘section 
427A(l)(1)’’ and inserting ‘‘section 427A(l)(1) or 
(l)(4)’’. 

(b) DIRECT LOAN INTEREST RATES.—Section 
455(b)(7) (20 U.S.C. 1087e(b)(7)) is amended by 
adding at the end the following new subpara-
graph: 

‘‘(D) REDUCED RATES FOR UNDERGRADUATE 
FDSL.—Notwithstanding the preceding para-
graphs of this subsection and subparagraph (A) 
of this paragraph, for Federal Direct Stafford 
Loans made to undergraduate students for 
which the first disbursement is made on or after 
July 1, 2006, and before July 1, 2012, the applica-
ble rate of interest shall be as follows: 

‘‘(i) For a loan for which the first disburse-
ment is made on or after July 1, 2006, and before 
July 1, 2008, 6.8 percent on the unpaid principal 
balance of the loan. 

‘‘(ii) For a loan for which the first disburse-
ment is made on or after July 1, 2008, and before 
July 1, 2009, 6.0 percent on the unpaid principal 
balance of the loan. 

‘‘(iii) For a loan for which the first disburse-
ment is made on or after July 1, 2009, and before 
July 1, 2010, 5.6 percent on the unpaid principal 
balance of the loan. 

‘‘(iv) For a loan for which the first disburse-
ment is made on or after July 1, 2010, and before 
July 1, 2011, 4.5 percent on the unpaid principal 
balance of the loan. 

‘‘(v) For a loan for which the first disburse-
ment is made on or after July 1, 2011, and before 
July 1, 2012, 3.4 percent on the unpaid principal 
balance of the loan.’’. 
SEC. 202. STUDENT LOAN DEFERMENT FOR CER-

TAIN MEMBERS OF THE ARMED 
FORCES. 

(a) FEDERAL FAMILY EDUCATION LOANS.—Sec-
tion 428(b)(1)(M)(iii) (20 U.S.C. 
1078(b)(1)(M)(iii)) is amended— 

(1) in the matter preceding subclause (I), by 
striking ‘‘not in excess of 3 years’’; 

(2) in subclause (II), by striking ‘‘; or’’ and in-
serting a comma; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘and for the 180-day period following the demo-
bilization date for the service described in sub-
clause (I) or (II); or’’. 

(b) DIRECT LOANS.—Section 455(f)(2)(C) (20 
U.S.C. 1087e(f)(2)(C)) is amended— 

(1) in the matter preceding clause (i), by strik-
ing ‘‘not in excess of 3 years’’; 

(2) in clause (ii), by striking ‘‘; or’’ and insert-
ing a comma; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘and for the 180-day period following the demo-
bilization date for the service described in clause 
(i) or (ii); or’’. 

(c) PERKINS LOANS.—Section 464(c)(2)(A)(iii) 
(20 U.S.C. 1087dd(c)(2)(A)(iii)) is amended— 

(1) in the matter preceding subclause (I), by 
striking ‘‘not in excess of 3 years’’; 

(2) in subclause (II), by striking the semicolon 
and inserting a comma; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘and for the 180-day period following the demo-
bilization date for the service described in sub-
clause (I) or (II);’’. 

(d) APPLICABILITY.—Section 8007(f) of the 
Higher Education Reconciliation Act of 2005 (20 
U.S.C. 1078 note) is amended by striking ‘‘loans 
for which’’ and all that follows through the pe-
riod at the end and inserting ‘‘all loans under 
title IV of the Higher Education Act of 1965.’’. 
SEC. 203. INCOME-BASED REPAYMENT. 

(a) AMENDMENT.—Part G of title IV (20 U.S.C. 
1088 et seq.) is amended by adding at the end 
the following: 
‘‘SEC. 493C. INCOME-BASED REPAYMENT. 

‘‘(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
‘‘(1) EXCEPTED PLUS LOAN.—The term ‘ex-

cepted PLUS loan’ means a loan under section 
428B, or a Federal Direct PLUS Loan, that is 
made, insured, or guaranteed on behalf of a de-
pendent student. 

‘‘(2) EXCEPTED CONSOLIDATION LOAN.—The 
term ‘excepted consolidation loan’ means a con-
solidation loan under section 428C, or a Federal 
Direct Consolidation Loan, if the proceeds of 
such loan were used to the discharge the liabil-
ity on an excepted PLUS loan. 

‘‘(3) PARTIAL FINANCIAL HARDSHIP.—The term 
‘partial financial hardship’, when used with re-
spect to a borrower, means that for such bor-
rower— 

‘‘(A) the annual amount due on the total 
amount of loans made, insured, or guaranteed 
under part B or D (other than an excepted 
PLUS loan or excepted consolidation loan) to a 
borrower as calculated under the standard re-
payment plan under section 428(b)(9)(A)(i) or 
455(d)(1)(A), based on a 10-year repayment pe-
riod; exceeds 

‘‘(B) 15 percent of the result obtained by cal-
culating, on at least an annual basis, the 
amount by which— 

‘‘(i) the borrower’s, and the borrower’s 
spouse’s (if applicable), adjusted gross income; 
exceeds 

‘‘(ii) 150 percent of the poverty line applicable 
to the borrower’s family size as determined 
under section 673(2) of the Community Services 
Block Grant Act (42 U.S.C. 9902(2)). 

‘‘(b) INCOME-BASED REPAYMENT PROGRAM AU-
THORIZED.—Notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of this Act, the Secretary shall carry out a 
program under which— 

‘‘(1) a borrower of any loan made, insured, or 
guaranteed under part B or D (other than an 
excepted PLUS loan or excepted consolidation 
loan) who has a partial financial hardship 
(whether or not the borrower’s loan has been 
submitted to a guaranty agency for default 
aversion or is already in default) may elect, dur-
ing any period the borrower has the partial fi-
nancial hardship, to have the borrower’s aggre-
gate monthly payment for all such loans not ex-
ceed the result described in subsection (a)(3)(B) 
divided by 12; 

‘‘(2) the holder of such a loan shall apply the 
borrower’s monthly payment under this sub-
section first toward interest due on the loan, 
next toward any fees due on the loan, and then 
toward the principal of the loan; 

‘‘(3) any interest due and not paid under 
paragraph (2)— 

‘‘(A) shall, on subsidized loans, be paid by the 
Secretary for a period of not more than 3 years 
after the date of the borrower’s election under 
paragraph (1), except that such period shall not 
include any period during which the borrower is 
in deferment due to an economic hardship de-
scribed in section 435(o); and 

‘‘(B) be capitalized— 
‘‘(i) in the case of a subsidized loan, subject to 

subparagraph (A), at the time the borrower— 
‘‘(I) ends the election to make income-based 

repayment under this subsection; or 
‘‘(II) begins making payments of not less than 

the amount specified in paragraph (6)(A); or 
‘‘(ii) in the case of an unsubsidized loan, at 

the time the borrower— 

‘‘(I) ends the election to make income-based 
repayment under this subsection; or 

‘‘(II) begins making payments of not less than 
the amount specified in paragraph (6)(A); 

‘‘(4) any principal due and not paid under 
paragraph (2) shall be deferred; 

‘‘(5) the amount of time the borrower makes 
monthly payments under paragraph (1) may ex-
ceed 10 years; 

‘‘(6) if the borrower no longer has a partial fi-
nancial hardship or no longer wishes to con-
tinue the election under this subsection, then— 

‘‘(A) the maximum monthly payment required 
to be paid for all loans made to the borrower 
under part B or D (other than an excepted 
PLUS loan or excepted consolidation loan) shall 
not exceed the monthly amount calculated 
under section 428(b)(9)(A)(i) or 455(d)(1)(A), 
based on a 10-year repayment period, when the 
borrower first made the election described in this 
subsection; and 

‘‘(B) the amount of time the borrower is per-
mitted to repay such loans may exceed 10 years; 

‘‘(7) the Secretary shall repay or cancel any 
outstanding balance of principal and interest 
due on all loans made under part B or D (other 
than a loan under section 428B or a Federal Di-
rect PLUS Loan) to a borrower who— 

‘‘(A) at any time, elected to participate in in-
come-based repayment under paragraph (1); and 

‘‘(B) for a period of time prescribed by the 
Secretary, not to exceed 25 years, meets 1 or 
more of the following requirements: 

‘‘(i) has made reduced monthly payments 
under paragraph (1) or paragraph (6); 

‘‘(ii) has made monthly payments of not less 
than the monthly amount calculated under sec-
tion 428(b)(9)(A)(i) or 455(d)(1)(A), based on a 
10-year repayment period, when the borrower 
first made the election described in this sub-
section; 

‘‘(iii) has made payments of not less than the 
payments required under a standard repayment 
plan under section 428(b)(9)(A)(i) or 455(d)(1)(A) 
with a repayment period of 10 years; 

‘‘(iv) has made payments under an income- 
contingent repayment plan under section 
455(d)(1)(D); 

‘‘(v) has been in deferment due to an economic 
hardship described in section 435(o); 

‘‘(8) a borrower who is repaying a loan made 
under part B or D pursuant to income-based re-
payment may elect, at any time, to terminate re-
payment pursuant to income-based repayment 
and repay such loan under the standard repay-
ment plan; and 

‘‘(9) the special allowance payment to a lender 
calculated under section 438(b)(2)(I), when cal-
culated for a loan in repayment under this sec-
tion, shall be calculated on the principal bal-
ance of the loan and on any accrued interest 
unpaid by the borrower in accordance with this 
section. 

‘‘(c) ELIGIBILITY DETERMINATIONS.—The Sec-
retary shall establish procedures for annually 
determining the borrower’s eligibility for in-
come-based repayment, including verification of 
a borrower’s annual income and the annual 
amount due on the total amount of loans made, 
insured, or guaranteed under part B or D (other 
than an excepted PLUS loan or excepted con-
solidation loan), and such other procedures as 
are necessary to effectively implement income- 
based repayment under this section. The Sec-
retary shall consider, but is not limited to, the 
procedures established in accordance with sec-
tion 455(e)(1) or in connection with income sen-
sitive repayment schedules under section 
428(b)(9)(A)(iii) or 428C(b)(1)(E).’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 
(1) Section 428C (20 U.S.C. 1078-3) is amend-

ed— 
(A) in subsection (a)(3)(B)(i), by amending 

subclause (V) to read as follows: 
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‘‘(V) an individual may obtain a subsequent 

consolidation loan under section 455(g) only— 
‘‘(aa) for the purposes of obtaining an income 

contingent repayment plan, and only if the loan 
has been submitted to the guaranty agency for 
default aversion; or 

‘‘(bb) for the purposes of using the public 
service loan forgiveness program under section 
455(m).’’; 

(B) in the first sentence of subsection (b)(5), 
by inserting ‘‘or chooses to obtain a consolida-
tion loan for the purposes of using the public 
service loan forgiveness program offered under 
section 455(m),’’ after ‘‘from such a lender,’’; 
and 

(C) in the second sentence of such subsection, 
by inserting before the period the following: ‘‘, 
except that if a borrower intends to be eligible to 
use the public service loan forgiveness program 
under section 455(m), such loan shall be repaid 
using one of the repayment options described in 
section 455(m)(1)(A)’’. 

(2) Section 428C (20 U.S.C. 1078-3) (as amend-
ed by paragraph (1) of this subsection) is 
amended— 

(A) in subsection (a)(3)(B)(i)(V)(aa)— 
(i) by striking ‘‘an income contingent repay-

ment plan,’’ and inserting ‘‘income contingent 
repayment or income-based repayment,’’; and 

(ii) by inserting ‘‘or if the loan is already in 
default’’ before the semicolon; 

(B) in the first sentence of subsection (b)(5), 
by inserting ‘‘or income-based repayment terms’’ 
after ‘‘income-sensitive repayment terms’’; and 

(C) in the second sentence of such subsection, 
by inserting ‘‘, pursuant to income-based repay-
ment under section 493C,’’ after ‘‘part D of this 
title’’. 

(3) Section 455(d)(1)(D) (20 U.S.C. 
1087e(d)(1)(D)) is amended by inserting ‘‘made 
on behalf of a dependent student’’ after ‘‘PLUS 
loan’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in para-

graph (2), the amendments made by this section 
shall be effective on July 1, 2009. 

(2) EXCEPTION.—The amendments made by 
subsection (b)(1) shall be effective on July 1, 
2008. 
SEC. 204. DEFERRAL OF LOAN REPAYMENT FOL-

LOWING ACTIVE DUTY. 
Part G of title IV is further amended by add-

ing after section 493C (as added by section 203 
of this Act) the following new section: 
‘‘SEC. 493D. DEFERRAL OF LOAN REPAYMENT 

FOLLOWING ACTIVE DUTY. 
‘‘(a) DEFERRAL OF LOAN REPAYMENT FOL-

LOWING ACTIVE DUTY.—In addition to any de-
ferral of repayment of a loan made under this 
title pursuant to section 428(b)(1)(M)(iii), 
455(f)(2)(C), or 464(c)(2)(A)(iii), a borrower of a 
loan under this title who is a member of the Na-
tional Guard or other reserve component of the 
Armed Forces of the United States, or a member 
of such Armed Forces in a retired status, is 
called or ordered to active duty, and is enrolled, 
or was enrolled within six months prior to the 
activation, in a program of instruction at an eli-
gible institution, shall be eligible for a deferment 
during the 13 months following the conclusion 
of such service, except that a deferment under 
this subsection shall expire upon the borrower’s 
return to enrolled student status. 

‘‘(b) ACTIVE DUTY.—Notwithstanding section 
481(d), in this section, the term ‘active duty’ has 
the meaning given such term in section 101(d)(1) 
of title 10, United States Code, except that such 
term— 

‘‘(1) does not include active duty for training 
or attendance at a service school; but 

‘‘(2) includes, in the case of members of the 
National Guard, active State duty.’’. 
SEC. 205. MAXIMUM REPAYMENT PERIOD. 

Section 455(e) (20 U.S.C. 1087e(e)) is amended 
by adding at the end the following: 

‘‘(7) MAXIMUM REPAYMENT PERIOD.—In calcu-
lating the extended period of time for which an 
income contingent repayment plan under this 
subsection may be in effect for a borrower, the 
Secretary shall include all time periods during 
which a borrower of loans under part B, part D, 
or part E— 

‘‘(A) is not in default on any loan that is in-
cluded in the income contingent repayment 
plan; and 

‘‘(B)(i) is in deferment due to an economic 
hardship described in section 435(o); 

‘‘(ii) makes monthly payments under para-
graph (1) or (6) of section 493C(b); 

‘‘(iii) makes monthly payments of not less 
than the monthly amount calculated under sec-
tion 428(b)(9)(A)(i) or subsection (d)(1)(A), based 
on a 10-year repayment period, when the bor-
rower first made the election described in section 
493C(b)(1); 

‘‘(iv) makes payments of not less than the 
payments required under a standard repayment 
plan under section 428(b)(9)(A)(i) or subsection 
(d)(1)(A) with a repayment period of 10 years; or 

‘‘(v) makes payments under an income contin-
gent repayment plan under subsection 
(d)(1)(D).’’. 
TITLE III—FEDERAL FAMILY EDUCATION 

LOAN PROGRAM 
SEC. 301. GUARANTY AGENCY COLLECTION RE-

TENTION. 
Clause (ii) of section 428(c)(6)(A) (20 U.S.C. 

1078(c)(6)(A)(ii)) is amended to read as follows: 
‘‘(ii) an amount equal to 24 percent of such 

payments for use in accordance with section 
422B, except that— 

‘‘(I) beginning October 1, 2003 and ending 
September 30, 2007, this clause shall be applied 
by substituting ‘23 percent’ for ‘24 percent’; and 

‘‘(II) beginning October 1, 2007, this clause 
shall be applied by substituting ‘16 percent’ for 
‘24 percent’.’’. 
SEC. 302. ELIMINATION OF EXCEPTIONAL PER-

FORMER STATUS FOR LENDERS. 
(a) ELIMINATION OF STATUS.—Part B of title 

IV (20 U.S.C. 1071 et seq.) is amended by striking 
section 428I (20 U.S.C. 1078–9). 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—Part B of 
title IV is further amended— 

(1) in section 428(c)(1) (20 U.S.C. 1078(c)(1))— 
(A) by striking subparagraph (D); and 
(B) by redesignating subparagraphs (E) 

through (H) as subparagraphs (D) through (G), 
respectively; and 

(2) in section 438(b)(5) (20 U.S.C. 1087–1(b)(5)), 
by striking the matter following subparagraph 
(B). 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments made 
by subsections (a) and (b) shall be effective on 
October 1, 2007, except that section 428I of the 
Higher Education Act of 1965 (as in effect on the 
day before the date of enactment of this Act) 
shall apply to eligible lenders that received a 
designation under subsection (a) of such section 
prior to October 1, 2007, for the remainder of the 
year for which the designation was made. 
SEC. 303. REDUCTION OF LENDER INSURANCE 

PERCENTAGE. 
(a) AMENDMENT.—Subparagraph (G) of sec-

tion 428(b)(1) (20 U.S.C. 1078(b)(1)(G)) is amend-
ed to read as follows: 

‘‘(G) insures 95 percent of the unpaid prin-
cipal of loans insured under the program, except 
that— 

‘‘(i) such program shall insure 100 percent of 
the unpaid principal of loans made with funds 
advanced pursuant to section 428(j) or 439(q); 
and 

‘‘(ii) notwithstanding the preceding provisions 
of this subparagraph, such program shall insure 
100 percent of the unpaid principal amount of 
exempt claims as defined in subsection 
(c)(1)(G);’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment made 
by subsection (a) shall be effective on October 1, 

2012, and shall apply with respect to loans made 
on or after such date. 
SEC. 304. DEFINITIONS. 

Section 435 (20 U.S.C. 1085) is amended— 
(1) in subsection (o)(1)— 
(A) in subparagraph (A)(ii)— 
(i) by striking ‘‘100 percent of the poverty line 

for a family of 2’’ and inserting ‘‘150 percent of 
the poverty line applicable to the borrower’s 
family size’’; and 

(ii) by inserting ‘‘or’’ after the semicolon; 
(B) by striking subparagraph (B); and 
(C) by redesignating subparagraph (C) as sub-

paragraph (B); 
(2) in subsection (o)(2), by striking ‘‘(1)(C)’’ 

and inserting ‘‘(1)(B)’’; and 
(3) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(p) ELIGIBLE NOT-FOR-PROFIT HOLDER.— 
‘‘(1) DEFINITION.—Subject to the limitations in 

paragraph (2) and the prohibition in paragraph 
(3), the term ‘eligible not-for-profit holder’ 
means an eligible lender under subsection (d) 
(except for an eligible lender described in sub-
section (d)(1)(E)) that requests a special allow-
ance payment under section 438(b)(2)(I)(vi)(II) 
or a payment under section 771 and that is— 

‘‘(A) a State, or a political subdivision, au-
thority, agency, or other instrumentality there-
of, including such entities that are eligible to 
issue bonds described in section 1.103-1 of title 
26, Code of Federal Regulations, or section 
144(b) of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986; 

‘‘(B) an entity described in section 150(d)(2) of 
such Code that has not made the election de-
scribed in section 150(d)(3) of such Code; 

‘‘(C) an entity described in section 501(c)(3) of 
such Code; or 

‘‘(D) a trustee acting as an eligible lender on 
behalf of a State, political subdivision, author-
ity, agency, instrumentality, or other entity de-
scribed in subparagraph (A), (B), or (C). 

‘‘(2) LIMITATIONS.— 
‘‘(A) EXISTING ON DATE OF ENACTMENT.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—An eligible lender shall not 

be an eligible not-for-profit holder under this 
Act unless such lender— 

‘‘(I) was a State, political subdivision, author-
ity, agency, instrumentality, or other entity de-
scribed in paragraph (1)(A), (B), or (C) that 
was, on the date of the enactment of the College 
Cost Reduction and Access Act, acting as an eli-
gible lender under subsection (d) (other than an 
eligible lender described in subsection (d)(1)(E)); 
or 

‘‘(II) is a trustee acting as an eligible lender 
under this Act on behalf of such a State, polit-
ical subdivision, authority, agency, instrumen-
tality, or other entity described in subclause (I) 
of this clause. 

‘‘(ii) EXCEPTION.—Notwithstanding clause (i), 
a State may elect, in accordance with regula-
tions of the Secretary, to waive the requirements 
this subparagraph for a new not-for-profit hold-
er determined by the State to be necessary to 
carry out a public purpose of such State, except 
that a State may not make such election with 
respect the requirements of clause (i)(II). 

‘‘(B) NO FOR-PROFIT OWNERSHIP OR CON-
TROL.—No political subdivision, authority, 
agency, instrumentality, or other entity de-
scribed in paragraph (1)(A), (B), or (C) shall be 
an eligible not-for-profit holder under this Act if 
such entity is owned or controlled, in whole or 
in part, by a for-profit entity. 

‘‘(C) SOLE OWNERSHIP OF LOANS AND IN-
COME.—No State, political subdivision, author-
ity, agency, instrumentality, or other entity de-
scribed in paragraph (1)(A), (B), or (C) shall be 
an eligible not-for-profit holder under this Act 
with respect to any loan, or income from any 
loan, unless the State, political subdivision, au-
thority, agency, instrumentality, or other entity 
described in paragraph (1)(A), (B), or (C) is the 
sole owner of the beneficial interest in such loan 
and the income from such loan. 
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‘‘(D) TRUSTEE COMPENSATION LIMITATIONS.—A 

trustee described in paragraph (1)(D) shall not 
receive compensation as consideration for acting 
as an eligible lender on behalf of an entity de-
scribed in described in paragraph (1)(A), (B), or 
(C) in excess of reasonable and customary fees. 

‘‘(E) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—For purposes 
of subparagraphs (B), (C), and (D) of this para-
graph, a State, political subdivision, authority, 
agency, instrumentality, or other entity de-
scribed in paragraph (1)(A), (B), or (C) shall 
not— 

‘‘(i) be deemed to be owned or controlled, in 
whole or in part, by a for-profit entity, or 

‘‘(ii) lose its status as the sole owner of a ben-
eficial interest in a loan and the income from a 
loan by that political subdivision, authority, 
agency, instrumentality, or other entity, 
by granting a security interest in, or otherwise 
pledging as collateral, such loan, or the income 
from such loan, to secure a debt obligation in 
the operation of an arrangement described in 
paragraph (1)(D). 

‘‘(3) PROHIBITION.—In the case of a loan for 
which the special allowance payment is cal-
culated under section 438(b)(2)(I)(vi)(II) and 
that is sold by the eligible not-for-profit holder 
holding the loan to an entity that is not an eli-
gible not-for-profit holder under this Act, the 
special allowance payment for such loan shall, 
beginning on the date of the sale, no longer be 
calculated under section 438(b)(2)(I)(vi)(II) and 
shall be calculated under section 
438(b)(2)(I)(vi)(I) instead. 

‘‘(4) REGULATIONS.—Not later than 1 year 
after the date of enactment of the College Cost 
Reduction and Access Act, the Secretary shall 
promulgate regulations in accordance with the 
provisions of this subsection.’’. 
SEC. 305. SPECIAL ALLOWANCES. 

(a) REDUCTION OF LENDER SPECIAL ALLOW-
ANCE PAYMENTS.—Section 438(b)(2)(I) (20 U.S.C. 
1087–1(b)(2)(I)) is amended— 

(1) in clause (i), by striking ‘‘clauses (ii), (iii), 
and (iv)’’ and inserting ‘‘the following clauses’’; 

(2) in clause (v)(III), by striking ‘‘clauses (ii), 
(iii), and (iv)’’ and inserting ‘‘clauses (ii), (iii), 
(iv), and (vi)’’; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(vi) REDUCTION FOR LOANS DISBURSED ON OR 

AFTER OCTOBER 1, 2007.—With respect to a loan 
on which the applicable interest rate is deter-
mined under section 427A(l) and for which the 
first disbursement of principal is made on or 
after October 1, 2007, the special allowance pay-
ment computed pursuant to this subparagraph 
shall be computed— 

‘‘(I) for loans held by an eligible lender not 
described in subclause (II)— 

‘‘(aa) by substituting ‘1.79 percent’ for ‘2.34 
percent’ each place the term appears in this sub-
paragraph; 

‘‘(bb) by substituting ‘1.19 percent’ for ‘1.74 
percent’ in clause (ii); 

‘‘(cc) by substituting ‘1.79 percent’ for ‘2.64 
percent’ in clause (iii); and 

‘‘(dd) by substituting ‘2.09 percent’ for ‘2.64 
percent’ in clause (iv); and 

‘‘(II) for loans held by an eligible not-for-prof-
it holder— 

‘‘(aa) by substituting ‘1.94 percent’ for ‘2.34 
percent’ each place the term appears in this sub-
paragraph; 

‘‘(bb) by substituting ‘1.34 percent’ for ‘1.74 
percent’ in clause (ii); 

‘‘(cc) by substituting ‘1.94 percent’ for ‘2.64 
percent’ in clause (iii); and 

‘‘(dd) by substituting ‘2.24 percent’ for ‘2.64 
percent’ in clause (iv).’’. 

(b) INCREASED LOAN FEES FROM LENDERS.— 
Paragraph (2) of section 438(d) (20 U.S.C. 1087– 
1(d)(2)) is amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(2) AMOUNT OF LOAN FEES.—The amount of 
the loan fee which shall be deducted under 
paragraph (1), but which may not be collected 
from the borrower, shall be equal to— 

‘‘(A) except as provided in subparagraph (B), 
0.50 percent of the principal amount of the loan 
with respect to any loan under this part for 
which the first disbursement was made on or 
after October 1, 1993; and 

‘‘(B) 1.0 percent of the principal amount of 
the loan with respect to any loan under this 
part for which the first disbursement was made 
on or after October 1, 2007.’’. 
SEC. 306. ACCOUNT MAINTENANCE FEES. 

Section 458(b) (20 U.S.C. 1087h(b)) is amended 
by striking ‘‘0.10 percent’’ and inserting ‘‘0.06 
percent’’. 

TITLE IV—LOAN FORGIVENESS 
SEC. 401. LOAN FORGIVENESS FOR PUBLIC SERV-

ICE EMPLOYEES. 
Section 455 (20 U.S.C. 1087e) is further amend-

ed by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(m) REPAYMENT PLAN FOR PUBLIC SERVICE 

EMPLOYEES.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall cancel 

the balance of interest and principal due, in ac-
cordance with paragraph (2), on any eligible 
Federal Direct Loan not in default for a bor-
rower who— 

‘‘(A) has made 120 monthly payments on the 
eligible Federal Direct Loan after October 1, 
2007, pursuant to any one or a combination of 
the following: 

‘‘(i) payments under an income-based repay-
ment plan under section 493C; 

‘‘(ii) payments under a standard repayment 
plan under subsection (d)(1)(A), based on a 10- 
year repayment period; 

‘‘(iii) monthly payments under a repayment 
plan under subsection (d)(1) or (g) of not less 
than the monthly amount calculated under sub-
section (d)(1)(A), based on a 10-year repayment 
period; 

‘‘(iv) payments under an income contingent 
repayment plan under subsection (d)(1)(D); and 

‘‘(B)(i) is employed in a public service job at 
the time of such forgiveness; and 

‘‘(ii) has been employed in a public service job 
during the period in which the borrower makes 
each of the 120 payments described in subpara-
graph (A). 

‘‘(2) LOAN CANCELLATION AMOUNT.—After the 
conclusion of the employment period described 
in paragraph (1), the Secretary shall cancel the 
obligation to repay the balance of principal and 
interest due as of the time of such cancellation, 
on the eligible Federal Direct Loans made to the 
borrower under this part. 

‘‘(3) DEFINITIONS.—In this subsection: 
‘‘(A) ELIGIBLE FEDERAL DIRECT LOAN.—The 

term ‘eligible Federal Direct Loan’ means a Fed-
eral Direct Stafford Loan, Federal Direct PLUS 
Loan, or Federal Direct Unsubsidized Stafford 
Loan, or a Federal Direct Consolidation Loan. 

‘‘(B) PUBLIC SERVICE JOB.—The term ‘public 
service job’ means— 

‘‘(i) a full-time job in emergency management, 
government, military service, public safety, law 
enforcement, public health, public education 
(including early childhood education), social 
work in a public child or family service agency, 
public interest law services (including prosecu-
tion or public defense or legal advocacy in low- 
income communities at a nonprofit organiza-
tion), public child care, public service for indi-
viduals with disabilities, public service for the 
elderly, public library sciences, school-based li-
brary sciences and other school-based services, 
or at an organization that is described in section 
501(c)(3) of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 
and exempt from taxation under section 501(a) 
of such Code; or 

‘‘(ii) teaching as a full-time faculty member at 
a Tribal College or University as defined in sec-
tion 316(b) and other faculty teaching in high- 
needs areas, as determined by the Secretary.’’. 

TITLE V—FEDERAL PERKINS LOANS 
SEC. 501. DISTRIBUTION OF LATE COLLECTIONS. 

Section 466(b) (20 U.S.C. 1087ff(b)) is amended 
by striking ‘‘March 31, 2012’’ and inserting ‘‘Oc-
tober 1, 2012’’. 

TITLE VI—NEED ANALYSIS 
SEC. 601. SUPPORT FOR WORKING STUDENTS. 

(a) DEPENDENT STUDENTS.—Subparagraph (D) 
of section 475(g)(2) (20 U.S.C. 1087oo(g)(2)(D)) is 
amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(D) an income protection allowance of the 
following amount (or a successor amount pre-
scribed by the Secretary under section 478): 

‘‘(i) for academic year 2009–2010, $3,750; 
‘‘(ii) for academic year 2010–2011, $4,500; 
‘‘(iii) for academic year 2011–2012, $5,250; and 
‘‘(iv) for academic year 2012–2013, $6,000;’’. 
(b) INDEPENDENT STUDENTS WITHOUT DEPEND-

ENTS OTHER THAN A SPOUSE.—Clause (iv) of sec-
tion 476(b)(1)(A) (20 U.S.C. 1087pp(b)(1)(A)) is 
amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(iv) an income protection allowance of the 
following amount (or a successor amount pre-
scribed by the Secretary under section 478): 

‘‘(I) for single or separated students, or mar-
ried students where both are enrolled pursuant 
to subsection (a)(2)— 

‘‘(aa) for academic year 2009–2010, $7,000; 
‘‘(bb) for academic year 2010–2011, $7,780; 
‘‘(cc) for academic year 2011–2012, $8,550; and 
‘‘(dd) for academic year 2012–2013, $9,330; and 
‘‘(II) for married students where 1 is enrolled 

pursuant to subsection (a)(2)— 
‘‘(aa) for academic year 2009–2010, $11,220; 
‘‘(bb) for academic year 2010–2011, $12,460; 
‘‘(cc) for academic year 2011–2012, $13,710; and 
‘‘(dd) for academic year 2012–2013, $14,960;’’. 
(c) INDEPENDENT STUDENTS WITH DEPENDENTS 

OTHER THAN A SPOUSE.—Paragraph (4) of sec-
tion 477(b) (20 U.S.C. 1087qq(b)) is amended to 
read as follows: 

‘‘(4) INCOME PROTECTION ALLOWANCE.—The 
income protection allowance is determined by 
the tables described in subparagraphs (A) 
through (D) (or a successor table prescribed by 
the Secretary under section 478). 

‘‘(A) ACADEMIC YEAR 2009–2010.—For academic 
year 2009–2010, the income protection allowance 
is determined by the following table: 
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‘‘Income Protection Allowance 

Family Size Number in College 

(including student) 1 2 3 4 5 

For each 
addi-
tional 

subtract: 

2 $17,720 $14,690 
3 22,060 19,050 $16,020 
4 27,250 24,220 21,210 $18,170 
5 32,150 29,120 26,100 23,070 $20,060 
6 37,600 34,570 31,570 28,520 25,520 $3,020 

For each 
additional 

add: 4,240 4,240 4,240 4,240 4,240 

‘‘(B) ACADEMIC YEAR 2010–2011.—For academic year 2010–2011, the income protection allowance is determined by the following table: 

‘‘Income Protection Allowance 

Family Size Number in College 

(including student) 1 2 3 4 5 

For each 
addi-
tional 

subtract: 

2 $19,690 $16,330 
3 24,510 21,160 $17,800 
4 30,280 26,910 23,560 $20,190 
5 35,730 32,350 29,000 25,640 $22,290 
6 41,780 38,410 35,080 31,690 28,350 $3,350 

For each 
additional 

add: 4,710 4,710 4,710 4,710 4,710 

‘‘(C) ACADEMIC YEAR 2011–2012.—For academic year 2011–2012, the income protection allowance is determined by the following table: 

‘‘Income Protection Allowance 

Family Size Number in College 

(including student) 1 2 3 4 5 

For each 
addi-
tional 

subtract: 

2 $21,660 $17,960 
3 26,960 23,280 $19,580 
4 33,300 29,600 25,920 $22,210 
5 39,300 35,590 31,900 28,200 $24,520 
6 45,950 42,250 38,580 34,860 31,190 $3,690 

For each 
additional 

add: 5,180 5,180 5,180 5,180 5,180 

‘‘(D) ACADEMIC YEAR 2012–2013.—For academic year 2012–2013, the income protection allowance is determined by the following table: 

‘‘Income Protection Allowance 

Family Size Number in College 

(including student) 1 2 3 4 5 

For each 
addi-
tional 

subtract: 

2 $23,630 $19,590 
3 29,420 25,400 $21,360 
4 36,330 32,300 28,280 $24,230 
5 42,870 38,820 34,800 30,770 $26,750 
6 50,130 46,100 42,090 38,030 34,020 $4,020 

For each 
additional 

add: 5,660 5,660 5,660 5,660 5,660 ’’. 

(d) UPDATED TABLES AND AMOUNTS.—Section 
478(b) (20 U.S.C. 1087rr(b)) is amended— 

(1) by striking paragraph (1) and inserting the 
following: 

‘‘(1) REVISED TABLES.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—For each academic year 

after academic year 2008–2009, the Secretary 
shall publish in the Federal Register a revised 

table of income protection allowances for the 
purpose of sections 475(c)(4) and 477(b)(4), sub-
ject to subparagraphs (B) and (C). 

‘‘(B) TABLE FOR INDEPENDENT STUDENTS.— 
‘‘(i) ACADEMIC YEARS 2009–2010 THROUGH 2012– 

2013.—For each of the academic years 2009–2010 
through 2012–2013, the Secretary shall not de-
velop a revised table of income protection allow-

ances under section 477(b)(4) and the table spec-
ified for such academic year under subpara-
graphs (A) through (D) of such section shall 
apply. 

‘‘(ii) OTHER ACADEMIC YEARS.—For each aca-
demic year after academic year 2012–2013, the 
Secretary shall develop the revised table of in-
come protection allowances by increasing each 
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of the dollar amounts contained in the table of 
income protection allowances under section 
477(b)(4)(D) by a percentage equal to the esti-
mated percentage increase in the Consumer 
Price Index (as determined by the Secretary) be-
tween December 2011 and the December next 
preceding the beginning of such academic year, 
and rounding the result to the nearest $10. 

‘‘(C) TABLE FOR PARENTS.—For each academic 
year after academic year 2008–2009, the Sec-
retary shall develop the revised table of income 
protection allowances under section 475(c)(4) by 
increasing each of the dollar amounts contained 
in the table by a percentage equal to the esti-
mated percentage increase in the Consumer 
Price Index (as determined by the Secretary) be-
tween December 1992 and the December next 
preceding the beginning of such academic year, 
and rounding the result to the nearest $10.’’; 
and 

(2) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘shall be de-
veloped’’ and all that follows through the period 
at the end and inserting ‘‘shall be developed for 
each academic year after academic year 2012– 
2013, by increasing each of the dollar amounts 
contained in such section for academic year 
2012–2013 by a percentage equal to the estimated 
percentage increase in the Consumer Price Index 
(as determined by the Secretary) between De-
cember 2011 and the December next preceding 
the beginning of such academic year, and 
rounding the result to the nearest $10.’’. 

(e) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments made 
by this section shall be effective on July 1, 2009. 
SEC. 602. SIMPLIFIED NEEDS TEST AND AUTO-

MATIC ZERO IMPROVEMENTS. 
(a) SIMPLIFIED NEEDS TEST.—Section 479 (20 

U.S.C. 1087ss) is amended— 
(1) in subsection (b)— 
(A) in paragraph (1)(A)(i)— 
(i) in subclause (II), by striking ‘‘or’’ after the 

semicolon; 
(ii) by redesignating subclause (III) as sub-

clause (IV); 
(iii) by inserting after subclause (II) the fol-

lowing: 
‘‘(III) 1 of whom is a dislocated worker; or’’; 

and 
(iv) in subclause (IV) (as redesignated by 

clause (ii)), by striking ‘‘12-month’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘24-month’’; and 

(B) in paragraph (1)(B)(i)— 
(i) in subclause (II), by striking ‘‘or’’ after the 

semicolon; 
(ii) by redesignating subclause (III) as sub-

clause (IV); 
(iii) by inserting after subclause (II) the fol-

lowing: 
‘‘(III) 1 of whom is a dislocated worker; or’’; 

and 
(iv) in subclause (IV) (as redesignated by 

clause (ii)), by striking ‘‘12-month’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘24-month’’; 

(2) in subsection (c)— 
(A) in paragraph (1)— 
(i) in subparagraph (A)— 
(I) in clause (ii), by striking ‘‘or’’ after the 

semicolon; 
(II) by redesignating clause (iii) as clause (iv); 
(III) by inserting after clause (ii) the fol-

lowing: 
‘‘(iii) 1 of whom is a dislocated worker; or’’; 

and 
(IV) in clause (iv) (as redesignated by sub-

clause (II)), by striking ‘‘12-month’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘24-month’’; and 

(ii) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘‘$20,000’’ 
and inserting ‘‘$30,000’’; and 

(B) in paragraph (2)— 
(i) in subparagraph (A)— 
(I) in clause (ii), by striking ‘‘or’’ after the 

semicolon; 
(II) by redesignating clause (iii) as clause (iv); 
(III) by inserting after clause (ii) the fol-

lowing: 

‘‘(iii) 1 of whom is a dislocated worker; or’’; 
and 

(IV) in clause (iv) (as redesignated by sub-
clause (II)), by striking ‘‘12-month’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘24-month’’; and 

(ii) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘‘$20,000’’ 
and inserting ‘‘$30,000’’; and 

(C) in the flush matter following paragraph 
(2)(B), by adding at the end the following: ‘‘The 
Secretary shall annually adjust the income level 
necessary to qualify an applicant for the zero 
expected family contribution. The income level 
shall be adjusted according to increases in the 
Consumer Price Index, as defined in section 
478(f).’’; and 

(3) in subsection (d)— 
(A) by redesignating paragraphs (1) through 

(6) as subparagraphs (A) through (F), respec-
tively and moving the margins of such subpara-
graphs 2 ems to the right; 

(B) by striking ‘‘(d) DEFINITION’’ and all that 
follows through ‘‘the term’’ and inserting the 
following: 

‘‘(d) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
‘‘(1) DISLOCATED WORKER.—The term ‘dis-

located worker’ has the meaning given the term 
in section 101 of the Workforce Investment Act 
of 1998 (29 U.S.C. 2801). 

‘‘(2) MEANS-TESTED FEDERAL BENEFIT PRO-
GRAM.—The term’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments made 
by this section shall be effective on July 1, 2009. 
SEC. 603. DISCRETION OF STUDENT FINANCIAL 

AID ADMINISTRATORS. 
(a) AMENDMENTS.—The third sentence of sec-

tion 479A(a) (20 U.S.C. 1087tt(a)) is amended— 
(1) by inserting ‘‘or an independent student’’ 

after ‘‘family member’’; 
(2) by inserting ‘‘a family member who is a 

dislocated worker (as defined in section 101 of 
the Workforce Investment Act of 1998),’’ before 
‘‘the number of parents’’; and 

(3) by inserting ‘‘a change in housing status 
that results in an individual being homeless (as 
defined in section 103 of the McKinney-Vento 
Homeless Assistance Act),’’ after ‘‘under section 
487,’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments made 
by this section shall take effect on July 1, 2009. 
SEC. 604. DEFINITIONS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 480 (20 U.S.C. 
1087vv) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)(2)— 
(A) by striking ‘‘and no portion’’ and insert-

ing ‘‘no portion’’; and 
(B) by inserting ‘‘and no distribution from 

any qualified education benefit described in 
subsection (f)(3) that is not subject to Federal 
income tax,’’ after ‘‘1986,’’; 

(2) by striking subsection (b) and inserting the 
following: 

‘‘(b) UNTAXED INCOME AND BENEFITS.— 
‘‘(1) The term ‘untaxed income and benefits’ 

means— 
‘‘(A) child support received; 
‘‘(B) workman’s compensation; 
‘‘(C) veteran’s benefits such as death pension, 

dependency, and indemnity compensation, but 
excluding veterans’ education benefits as de-
fined in subsection (c); 

‘‘(D) interest on tax-free bonds; 
‘‘(E) housing, food, and other allowances (ex-

cluding rent subsidies for low-income housing) 
for military, clergy, and others (including cash 
payments and cash value of benefits); 

‘‘(F) cash support or any money paid on the 
student‘s behalf, except, for dependent students, 
funds provided by the student’s parents; 

‘‘(G) untaxed portion of pensions; 
‘‘(H) payments to individual retirement ac-

counts and Keogh accounts excluded from in-
come for Federal income tax purposes; and 

‘‘(I) any other untaxed income and benefits, 
such as Black Lung Benefits, Refugee Assist-

ance, or railroad retirement benefits, or benefits 
received through participation in employment 
and training activities under title I of the Work-
force Investment Act of 1998 (29 U.S.C. 2801 et 
seq.). 

‘‘(2) The term ‘untaxed income and benefits’ 
shall not include the amount of additional child 
tax credit claimed for Federal income tax pur-
poses.’’; 

(3) in subsection (d)— 
(A) by redesignating paragraphs (1), (2), (3) 

through (6), and (7) as subparagraphs (A), (B), 
(D) through (G), and (I), respectively, and in-
denting appropriately; 

(B) by striking ‘‘The term’’ and inserting the 
following: 

‘‘(1) DEFINITION.—The term’’; 
(C) by striking subparagraph (B) (as redesig-

nated by subparagraph (A)) and inserting the 
following: 

‘‘(B) is an orphan, in foster care, or a ward of 
the court, at any time when the individual is 13 
years of age or older; 

‘‘(C) is an emancipated minor or is in legal 
guardianship as determined by a court of com-
petent jurisdiction in the individual’s State of 
legal residence;’’; 

(D) in subparagraph (G) (as redesignated by 
subparagraph (A)), by striking ‘‘or’’ after the 
semicolon; 

(E) by inserting after subparagraph (G) (as re-
designated by subparagraph (A)) the following: 

‘‘(H) has been verified during the school year 
in which the application is submitted as either 
an unaccompanied youth who is a homeless 
child or youth (as such terms are defined in sec-
tion 725 of the McKinney-Vento Homeless As-
sistance Act), or as unaccompanied, at risk of 
homelessness, and self-supporting, by— 

‘‘(i) a local educational agency homeless liai-
son, designated pursuant to section 
722(g)(1)(J)(ii) of the McKinney-Vento Homeless 
Assistance Act; 

‘‘(ii) the director of a program funded under 
the Runaway and Homeless Youth Act or a des-
ignee of the director; 

‘‘(iii) the director of a program funded under 
subtitle B of title IV of the McKinney-Vento 
Homeless Assistance Act (relating to emergency 
shelter grants) or a designee of the director; or 

‘‘(iv) a financial aid administrator; or’’; and 
(F) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(2) SIMPLIFYING THE DEPENDENCY OVERRIDE 

PROCESS.—A financial aid administrator may 
make a determination of independence under 
paragraph (1)(I) based upon a documented de-
termination of independence that was pre-
viously made by another financial aid adminis-
trator under such paragraph in the same award 
year.’’; 

(4) in subsection (e)— 
(A) in paragraph (3), by striking ‘‘and’’ after 

the semicolon; 
(B) in paragraph (4), by striking the period at 

the end and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 
(C) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(5) special combat pay.’’; 
(5) in subsection (f), by striking paragraph (3) 

and inserting the following: 
‘‘(3) A qualified education benefit shall be 

considered an asset of— 
‘‘(A) the student if the student is an inde-

pendent student; or 
‘‘(B) the parent if the student is a dependent 

student, regardless of whether the owner of the 
account is the student or the parent.’’; 

(6) in subsection (j)— 
(A) in paragraph (2), by inserting ‘‘, or a dis-

tribution that is not includable in gross income 
under section 529 of such Code, under another 
prepaid tuition plan offered by a State, or under 
a Coverdell education savings account under 
section 530 of such Code,’’ after ‘‘1986’’; and 

(B) by adding at the end the following: 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 14:44 Jul 26, 2010 Jkt 059102 PO 00000 Frm 00014 Fmt 0688 Sfmt 6333 E:\BR07\H06SE7.000 H06SE7er
ow

e 
on

 D
S

K
5C

LS
3C

1P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 B
O

U
N

D
 R

E
C

O
R

D



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, Vol. 153, Pt. 17 23657 September 6, 2007 
‘‘(4) Notwithstanding paragraph (1), special 

combat pay shall not be treated as estimated fi-
nancial assistance for purposes of section 
471(3).’’; and 

(7) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(n) SPECIAL COMBAT PAY.—The term ‘special 

combat pay’ means pay received by a member of 
the Armed Forces because of exposure to a haz-
ardous situation.’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments made 
by this section shall be effective on July 1, 2009. 
TITLE VII—COMPETITIVE LOAN AUCTION 

PILOT PROGRAM 
SEC. 701. COMPETITIVE LOAN AUCTION PILOT 

PROGRAM. 
Title IV (20 U.S.C. 1070 et seq.) is further 

amended by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘PART I—COMPETITIVE LOAN AUCTION 

PILOT PROGRAM 
‘‘SEC. 499. COMPETITIVE LOAN AUCTION PILOT 

PROGRAM. 
‘‘(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
‘‘(1) ELIGIBLE FEDERAL PLUS LOAN.—The term 

‘eligible Federal PLUS Loan’ means a loan de-
scribed in section 428B made to a parent of a de-
pendent student who is a new borrower on or 
after July 1, 2009. 

‘‘(2) ELIGIBLE LENDER.—The term ‘eligible 
lender’ has the meaning given the term in sec-
tion 435. 

‘‘(b) PILOT PROGRAM.—The Secretary shall 
carry out a pilot program under which the Sec-
retary establishes a mechanism for an auction of 
eligible Federal PLUS Loans in accordance with 
this subsection. The pilot program shall meet the 
following requirements: 

‘‘(1) PLANNING AND IMPLEMENTATION.—During 
the period beginning on the date of enactment 
of this section and ending on June 30, 2009, the 
Secretary shall plan and implement the pilot 
program under this subsection. During the plan-
ning and implementation, the Secretary shall 
consult with other Federal agencies with knowl-
edge of, and experience with, auction programs, 
including the Federal Communication Commis-
sion and the Department of the Treasury. 

‘‘(2) ORIGINATION AND DISBURSEMENT; APPLI-
CABILITY OF SECTION 428B.—Beginning on July 1, 
2009, the Secretary shall arrange for the origina-
tion and disbursement of all eligible Federal 
PLUS Loans in accordance with the provisions 
of this subsection and the provisions of section 
428B that are not inconsistent with this sub-
section. 

‘‘(3) LOAN ORIGINATION MECHANISM.—The Sec-
retary shall establish a loan origination auction 
mechanism that meets the following require-
ments: 

‘‘(A) AUCTION FOR EACH STATE.—The Sec-
retary administers an auction under this para-
graph for each State, under which eligible lend-
ers compete to originate eligible Federal PLUS 
Loans under this paragraph at all institutions 
of higher education within such State. 

‘‘(B) PREQUALIFICATION PROCESS.—The Sec-
retary establishes a prequalification process for 
eligible lenders desiring to participate in an auc-
tion under this paragraph that contains, at a 
minimum— 

‘‘(i) a set of borrower benefits and servicing 
requirements each eligible lender shall meet in 
order to participate in such an auction; and 

‘‘(ii) an assessment of each such eligible lend-
er’s capacity, including capital capacity, to par-
ticipate effectively. 

‘‘(C) TIMING AND ORIGINATION.—Each State 
auction takes place every 2 years, and the eligi-
ble lenders with the winning bids for the State 
are the only eligible lenders permitted to origi-
nate eligible Federal PLUS Loans made under 
this paragraph for the cohort of students at the 
institutions of higher education within the State 
until the students graduate from or leave the in-
stitutions of higher education. 

‘‘(D) BIDS.—Each eligible lender’s bid consists 
of the amount of the special allowance payment 
(after the application of section 438(b)(2)(I)(v)) 
the eligible lender proposes to accept from the 
Secretary with respect to the eligible Federal 
PLUS Loans made under this paragraph in lieu 
of the amount determined under section 
438(b)(2)(I). 

‘‘(E) MAXIMUM BID.—The maximum bid allow-
able under this paragraph shall not exceed the 
amount of the special allowance payable on eli-
gible Federal PLUS Loans made under this 
paragraph computed under section 438(b)(2)(I) 
(other than clauses (ii), (iii), (iv), and (vi) of 
such section), except that for purposes of the 
computation under this subparagraph, section 
438(b)(2)(I)(i)(III) shall be applied by sub-
stituting ‘1.79 percent’ for ‘2.34 percent’. 

‘‘(F) WINNING BIDS.—The winning bids for 
each State auction shall be the 2 bids containing 
the lowest and the second lowest proposed spe-
cial allowance payments, subject to subpara-
graph (E). 

‘‘(G) AGREEMENT WITH SECRETARY.—Each eli-
gible lender having a winning bid under sub-
paragraph (F) enters into an agreement with 
the Secretary under which the eligible lender— 

‘‘(i) agrees to originate eligible Federal PLUS 
Loans under this paragraph to each borrower 
who— 

‘‘(I) seeks an eligible Federal PLUS Loan 
under this paragraph to enable a dependent stu-
dent to attend an institution of higher edu-
cation within the State; 

‘‘(II) is eligible for an eligible Federal PLUS 
Loan; and 

‘‘(III) elects to borrow from the eligible lender; 
and 

‘‘(ii) agrees to accept a special allowance pay-
ment (after the application of section 
438(b)(2)(I)(v)) from the Secretary with respect 
to the eligible Federal PLUS Loans originated 
under clause (i) in the amount proposed in the 
second lowest winning bid described in subpara-
graph (F) for the applicable State auction. 

‘‘(H) SEALED BIDS; CONFIDENTIALITY.—All bids 
are sealed and the Secretary keeps the bids con-
fidential, including following the announcement 
of the winning bids. 

‘‘(I) ELIGIBLE LENDER OF LAST RESORT.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—In the event that there is no 

winning bid under subparagraph (F), the stu-
dents at the institutions of higher education 
within the State that was the subject of the auc-
tion shall be served by an eligible lender of last 
resort, as determined by the Secretary. 

‘‘(ii) DETERMINATION OF ELIGIBLE LENDER OF 
LAST RESORT.—Prior to the start of any auction 
under this paragraph, eligible lenders that de-
sire to serve as an eligible lender of last resort 
shall submit an application to the Secretary at 
such time and in such manner as the Secretary 
may determine. Such application shall include 
an assurance that the eligible lender will meet 
the prequalification requirements described in 
subparagraph (B). 

‘‘(iii) GEOGRAPHIC LOCATION.—The Secretary 
shall identify an eligible lender of last resort for 
each State. 

‘‘(iv) NOTIFICATION TIMING.—The Secretary 
shall not identify any eligible lender of last re-
sort until after the announcement of all the 
winning bids for a State auction for any year. 

‘‘(v) MAXIMUM SPECIAL ALLOWANCE.—The Sec-
retary is authorized to set a special allowance 
payment that shall be payable to a lender of last 
resort for a State under this subparagraph, 
which special allowance payment shall be kept 
confidential, including following the announce-
ment of winning bids. The Secretary shall set 
such special allowance payment so that it incurs 
the lowest possible cost to the Federal Govern-
ment, taking into consideration the lowest bid 
that was submitted in an auction for such State 

and the lowest bid submitted in a similar State, 
as determined by the Secretary. 

‘‘(J) GUARANTEE AGAINST LOSSES.—The Sec-
retary guarantees the eligible Federal PLUS 
Loans made under this paragraph against losses 
resulting from the default of a parent borrower 
in an amount equal to 99 percent of the unpaid 
principal and interest due on the loan. 

‘‘(K) LOAN FEES.—The Secretary shall not col-
lect a loan fee under section 438(d) with respect 
to an eligible Federal Plus Loan originated 
under this paragraph. 

‘‘(L) CONSOLIDATION.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—An eligible lender who is 

permitted to originate eligible Federal PLUS 
Loans for a borrower under this paragraph 
shall have the option to consolidate such loans 
into 1 loan. 

‘‘(ii) NOTIFICATION.—In the event a borrower 
with eligible Federal PLUS Loans made under 
this paragraph wishes to consolidate the loans, 
the borrower shall notify the eligible lender who 
originated the loans under this paragraph. 

‘‘(iii) LIMITATION ON ELIGIBLE LENDER OPTION 
TO CONSOLIDATE.—The option described in 
clause (i) shall not apply if— 

‘‘(I) the borrower includes in the notification 
in clause (ii) verification of consolidation terms 
and conditions offered by an eligible lender 
other than the eligible lender described in clause 
(i); and 

‘‘(II) not later than 10 days after receiving 
such notification from the borrower, the eligible 
lender described in clause (i) does not agree to 
match such terms and conditions, or provide 
more favorable terms and conditions to such 
borrower than the offered terms and conditions 
described in subclause (I). 

‘‘(iv) CONSOLIDATION OF ADDITIONAL LOANS.— 
If a borrower has a Federal Direct PLUS Loan 
or a loan made on behalf of a dependent student 
under section 428B and seeks to consolidate 
such loan with an eligible Federal PLUS Loan 
made under this paragraph, then the eligible 
lender that originated the borrower’s loan under 
this paragraph may include in the consolidation 
under this subparagraph a Federal Direct PLUS 
Loan or a loan made on behalf of a dependent 
student under section 428B, but only if— 

‘‘(I) in the case of a Federal Direct PLUS 
Loan, the eligible lender agrees, not later than 
10 days after the borrower requests such consoli-
dation from the lender, to match the consolida-
tion terms and conditions that would otherwise 
be available to the borrower if the borrower con-
solidated such loans in the loan program under 
part D; or 

‘‘(II) in the case of a loan made on behalf of 
a dependent student under section 428B, the eli-
gible lender agrees, not later than 10 days after 
the borrower requests such consolidation from 
the lender, to match the consolidation terms and 
conditions offered by an eligible lender other 
than the eligible lender that originated the bor-
rower’s loans under this paragraph. 

‘‘(v) SPECIAL ALLOWANCE ON CONSOLIDATION 
LOANS THAT INCLUDE LOANS MADE UNDER THIS 
PARAGRAPH.—The applicable special allowance 
payment for loans consolidated under this para-
graph shall be equal to the lesser of— 

‘‘(I) the weighted average of the special allow-
ance payment on such loans, except that in cal-
culating such weighted average the Secretary 
shall exclude any Federal Direct PLUS Loan in-
cluded in the consolidation; or 

‘‘(II) the result of— 
‘‘(aa) the average of the bond equivalent rates 

of the quotes of the 3-month commercial paper 
(financial) rates in effect for each of the days in 
such quarter as reported by the Federal Reserve 
in Publication H–15 (or its successor) for such 3- 
month period; plus 

‘‘(bb) 1.59 percent. 
‘‘(vi) INTEREST PAYMENT REBATE FEE.—Any 

loan under section 428C consolidated under this 
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paragraph shall not be subject to the interest 
payment rebate fee under section 428C(f).’’. 

TITLE VIII—PARTNERSHIP GRANTS 
SEC. 801. COLLEGE ACCESS CHALLENGE GRANT 

PROGRAM. 
Title VII (20 U.S.C. 1133 et seq.) is amended by 

adding at the end the following new part: 

‘‘PART E—COLLEGE ACCESS CHALLENGE 
GRANT PROGRAM 

‘‘SEC. 771. COLLEGE ACCESS CHALLENGE GRANT 
PROGRAM. 

‘‘(a) AUTHORIZATION AND APPROPRIATION.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated, and 
there are appropriated, to carry out this section 
$66,000,000 for each of the fiscal years 2008 and 
2009. The authority to award grants under this 
section shall expire at the end of fiscal year 
2009. 

‘‘(b) PROGRAM AUTHORIZED.— 
‘‘(1) GRANTS AUTHORIZED.—From amounts ap-

propriated under subsection (a), the Secretary 
shall award grants, from allotments under sub-
section (c), to States (and to philanthropic orga-
nization, as appropriate under paragraph (3)) 
having applications approved under subsection 
(d), to enable the State (or philanthropic organi-
zation) to pay the Federal share of the costs of 
carrying out the activities and services described 
in subsection (f). 

‘‘(2) FEDERAL SHARE; NON-FEDERAL SHARE.— 
‘‘(A) FEDERAL SHARE.—The amount of the 

Federal share under this section for a fiscal 
year shall be equal to 2⁄3 of the costs of the ac-
tivities and services described in subsection (f) 
that are carried out under the grant. 

‘‘(B) NON-FEDERAL SHARE.—The amount of 
the non-Federal share under this section shall 
be equal to 1⁄3 of the costs of the activities and 
services described in subsection (f). The non- 
Federal share may be in cash or in-kind, and 
may be provided from State resources, contribu-
tions from private organizations, or both. 

‘‘(3) REDUCTION FOR FAILURE TO PAY NON-FED-
ERAL SHARE.—If a State fails to provide the full 
non-Federal share required under this sub-
section, the Secretary shall reduce the amount 
of the grant payment under this section propor-
tionately, and may award the proportionate re-
duction amount of the grant directly to a phil-
anthropic organization, as defined in subsection 
(i), to carry out this section. 

‘‘(4) TEMPORARY INELIGIBILITY FOR SUBSE-
QUENT PAYMENTS.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall deter-
mine a grantee to be temporarily ineligible to re-
ceive a grant payment under this section for a 
fiscal year if— 

‘‘(i) the grantee fails to submit an annual re-
port pursuant to subsection (h) for the pre-
ceding fiscal year; or 

‘‘(ii) the Secretary determines, based on infor-
mation in such annual report, that the grantee 
is not effectively meeting the conditions de-
scribed under subsection (g) and the goals of the 
application under subsection (d). 

‘‘(B) REINSTATEMENT.—If the Secretary deter-
mines that a grantee is ineligible under subpara-
graph (A), the Secretary may enter into an 
agreement with the grantee setting forth the 
terms and conditions under which the grantee 
may regain eligibility to receive payments under 
this section. 

‘‘(c) DETERMINATION OF ALLOTMENT.— 
‘‘(1) AMOUNT OF ALLOTMENT.—Subject to 

paragraph (2), in making grant payments to 
grantees under this section, the allotment to 
each grantee for a fiscal year shall be equal to 
the sum of— 

‘‘(A) the amount that bears the same relation 
to 50 percent of the amount appropriated under 
subsection (a) for such fiscal year as the number 
of residents in the State aged 5 through 17 who 
are living below the poverty line applicable to 

the resident’s family size (as determined under 
section 673(2) of the Community Service Block 
Grant Act) bears to the total number of such 
residents in all States; and 

‘‘(B) the amount that bears the same relation 
to 50 percent of the amount appropriated under 
subsection (a) for such fiscal year as the number 
of residents in the State aged 15 through 44 who 
are living below the poverty line applicable to 
the individual’s family size (as determined 
under section 673(2) of the Community Service 
Block Grant Act) bears to the total number of 
such residents in all States. 

‘‘(2) MINIMUM AMOUNT.—The allotment for 
each State under this section for a fiscal year 
shall not be an amount that is less than 0.5 per-
cent of the total amount appropriated under 
subsection (a) for such fiscal year. 

‘‘(d) SUBMISSION AND CONTENTS OF APPLICA-
TION.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—For each fiscal year for 
which a grantee desires a grant payment under 
subsection (b), the State agency with jurisdic-
tion over higher education, or another agency 
designated by the Governor or chief executive of 
the State to administer the program under this 
section, or a philanthropic organization, in ac-
cordance with subsection (b)(3), shall submit an 
application to the Secretary at such time, in 
such manner, and containing the information 
described in paragraph (2). 

‘‘(2) APPLICATION.—An application submitted 
under paragraph (1) shall include the following: 

‘‘(A) A description of the grantee’s capacity to 
administer the grant under this section and re-
port annually to the Secretary on the activities 
and services described in subsection (f). 

‘‘(B) A description of the grantee’s plan for 
using the grant funds to meet the requirements 
of subsections (f) and (g), including plans for 
how the grantee will make special efforts to— 

‘‘(i) provide such benefits to students in the 
State that are underrepresented in postsec-
ondary education; or 

‘‘(ii) in the case of a philanthropic organiza-
tion that operates in more than one State, pro-
vide benefits to such students in each such State 
for which the philanthropic organization is re-
ceiving grant funds under this section. 

‘‘(C) A description of how the grantee will 
provide or coordinate the provision of the non- 
Federal share from State resources or private 
contributions. 

‘‘(D) A description of— 
‘‘(i) the structure that the grantee has in 

place to administer the activities and services 
described in subsection (f); or 

‘‘(ii) the plan to develop such administrative 
capacity. 

‘‘(e) SUBGRANTS TO NONPROFIT ORGANIZA-
TIONS.—A State receiving a payment under this 
section may elect to make a subgrant to one or 
more nonprofit organizations in the State, in-
cluding an eligible not-for-profit holder (as de-
fined in section 435(p) of the Higher Education 
Act of 1965, as amended by section 303 of this 
Act), or a partnership of such organizations, to 
carry out activities or services described in sub-
section (f), if the nonprofit organization or part-
nership— 

‘‘(1) was in existence on the day before the 
date of the enactment of this Act; and 

‘‘(2) as of such day, was participating in ac-
tivities and services related to increasing access 
to higher education, such as those activities and 
services described in subsection (f). 

‘‘(f) ALLOWABLE USES.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to paragraph (3), a 

grantee may use a grant payment under this 
section only for the following activities and 
services, pursuant to the conditions under sub-
section (g): 

‘‘(A) Information for students and families re-
garding— 

‘‘(i) the benefits of a postsecondary education; 
‘‘(ii) postsecondary education opportunities; 
‘‘(iii) planning for postsecondary education; 

and 
‘‘(iv) career preparation. 
‘‘(B) Information on financing options for 

postsecondary education and activities that pro-
mote financial literacy and debt management 
among students and families. 

‘‘(C) Outreach activities for students who may 
be at risk of not enrolling in or completing post-
secondary education. 

‘‘(D) Assistance in completion of the Free Ap-
plication for Federal Student Aid or other com-
mon financial reporting form under section 
483(a) of the Higher Education Act of 1965. 

‘‘(E) Need-based grant aid for students. 
‘‘(F) Professional development for guidance 

counselors at middle schools and secondary 
schools, and financial aid administrators and 
college admissions counselors at institutions of 
higher education, to improve such individuals’ 
capacity to assist students and parents with— 

‘‘(i) understanding— 
‘‘(I) entrance requirements for admission to 

institutions of higher education; and 
‘‘(II) State eligibility requirements for Aca-

demic Competitiveness Grants or National 
SMART Grants under section 401A, and other 
financial assistance that is dependent upon a 
student’s coursework; 

‘‘(ii) applying to institutions of higher edu-
cation; 

‘‘(iii) applying for Federal student financial 
assistance and other State, local, and private 
student financial assistance and scholarships; 

‘‘(iv) activities that increase students’ ability 
to successfully complete the coursework required 
for a postsecondary degree, including activities 
such as tutoring or mentoring; and 

‘‘(v) activities to improve secondary school 
students’ preparedness for postsecondary en-
trance examinations. 

‘‘(G) Student loan cancellation or repayment 
(as applicable), or interest rate reductions, for 
borrowers who are employed in a high-need geo-
graphical area or a high-need profession in the 
State, as determined by the State. 

‘‘(2) PROHIBITED USES.—Funds made available 
under this section shall not be used to promote 
any lender’s loans. 

‘‘(3) USE OF FUNDS FOR ADMINISTRATIVE PUR-
POSES.—A grantee may use not more than 6 per-
cent of the total amount of the sum of the Fed-
eral share provided under this section and the 
non-Federal share required under this section 
for administrative purposes relating to the grant 
under this section. 

‘‘(g) SPECIAL CONDITIONS.— 
‘‘(1) AVAILABILITY TO STUDENTS AND FAMI-

LIES.—A grantee receiving a grant payment 
under this section shall— 

‘‘(A) make the activities and services described 
in subparagraphs (A) through (F) of subsection 
(f)(1) that are funded under the payment avail-
able to all qualifying students and families in 
the State; 

‘‘(B) allow students and families to partici-
pate in the activities and services without re-
gard to— 

‘‘(i) the postsecondary institution in which 
the student enrolls; 

‘‘(ii) the type of student loan the student re-
ceives; 

‘‘(iii) the servicer of such loan; or 
‘‘(iv) the student’s academic performance; 
‘‘(C) not charge any student or parent a fee or 

additional charge to participate in the activities 
or services; and 

‘‘(D) in the case of an activity providing grant 
aid, not require a student to meet any condition 
other than eligibility for Federal financial as-
sistance under title IV of the Higher Education 
Act of 1965, except as provided for in the loan 
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cancellation or repayment or interest rate reduc-
tions described in subsection (f)(1)(G). 

‘‘(2) PRIORITY.—A grantee receiving a grant 
payment under this section shall, in carrying 
out any activity or service described in sub-
section (f)(1) with the grant funds, prioritize 
students and families who are living below the 
poverty line applicable to the individual’s fam-
ily size (as determined under section 673(2) of 
the Community Service Block Grant Act). 

‘‘(3) DISCLOSURES.— 
‘‘(A) ORGANIZATIONAL DISCLOSURES.—In the 

case of a State that has chosen to make a pay-
ment to an eligible not-for-profit holder in the 
State in accordance with subsection (e), the 
holder shall clearly and prominently indicate 
the name of the holder and the nature of the 
holder’s work in connection with any of the ac-
tivities carried out, or any information or serv-
ices provided, with such funds. 

‘‘(B) INFORMATIONAL DISCLOSURES.—Any in-
formation about financing options for higher 
education provided through an activity or serv-
ice funded under this section shall— 

‘‘(i) include information to students and the 
students’ parents of the availability of Federal, 
State, local, institutional, and other grants and 
loans for postsecondary education; and 

‘‘(ii) present information on financial assist-
ance for postsecondary education that is not 
provided under title IV of the Higher Education 
Act of 1965 in a manner that is clearly distinct 
from information on student financial assist-
ance under such title. 

‘‘(4) COORDINATION.—A grantee receiving a 
grant payment under this section shall attempt 
to coordinate the activities carried out with the 
grant payment with any existing activities that 
are similar to such activities, and with any 
other entities that support the existing activities 
in the State. 

‘‘(h) REPORT.—A grantee receiving a payment 
under this section shall prepare and submit an 
annual report to the Secretary on the activities 
and services carried out under this section, and 
on the implementation of such activities and 
services. The report shall include— 

‘‘(1) each activity or service that was provided 
to students and families over the course of the 
year; 

‘‘(2) the cost of providing each activity or 
service; 

‘‘(3) the number, and percentage, if feasible 
and applicable, of students who received each 
activity or service; and 

‘‘(4) the total contributions from private orga-
nizations included in the grantee’s non-Federal 
share for the fiscal year. 

‘‘(i) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
‘‘(1) PHILANTHROPIC ORGANIZATION.—The term 

‘philanthropic organization’ means a non-profit 
organization— 

‘‘(A) that does not receive funds under title IV 
of the Higher Education Act of 1965 or under the 
Elementary and Secondary Education Act of 
1965; 

‘‘(B) that is not a local educational agency or 
an institution of higher education; 

‘‘(C) that has a demonstrated record of dis-
persing grant aid to underserved populations to 
ensure access to, and participation in, higher 
education; 

‘‘(D) that is affiliated with an eligible con-
sortia (as defined in paragraph (2)) to carry out 
this section; and 

‘‘(E) the primary purpose of which is to pro-
vide financial aid and support services to stu-
dents from underrepresented populations to in-
crease the number of such students who enter 
and remain in college. 

‘‘(2) ELIGIBLE CONSORTIA.—The term ‘eligible 
consortia’ means a partnership of 2 or more en-
tities that have agreed to work together to carry 
out this section that— 

‘‘(A) includes— 
‘‘(i) a philanthropic organization, which 

serves as the manager of the consortia; 
‘‘(ii) a State that demonstrates a commitment 

to ensuring the creation of a Statewide system 
to address the issues of early intervention and 
financial support for eligible students to enter 
and remain in college; and 

‘‘(iii) at the discretion of the philanthropic or-
ganization described in clause (i), additional 
partners, including other non-profit organiza-
tions, government entities (including local mu-
nicipalities, school districts, cities, and coun-
ties), institutions of higher education, and other 
public or private programs that provide men-
toring or outreach programs; and 

‘‘(B) conducts activities to assist students with 
entering and remaining in college, which may 
include— 

‘‘(i) providing need-based grants to students; 
‘‘(ii) providing early notification to low-in-

come students of their potential eligibility for 
Federal financial aid (which may include assist-
ing students and families with filling out 
FAFSA forms), as well as other financial aid 
and other support available from the eligible 
consortia; 

‘‘(iii) encouraging increased student partici-
pation in higher education through mentoring 
or outreach programs; and 

‘‘(iv) conducting marketing and outreach ef-
forts that are designed to— 

‘‘(I) encourage full participation of students 
in the activities of the consortia that carry out 
this section; and 

‘‘(II) provide the communities impacted by the 
activities of the consortia with a general knowl-
edge about the efforts of the consortia. 

‘‘(3) GRANTEE.—The term ‘grantee’ means— 
‘‘(A) a State awarded a grant under this sec-

tion; or 
‘‘(B) with respect to such a State that has 

failed to meet the non-Federal share require-
ment of subsection (b), a philanthropic organi-
zation awarded the proportionate reduction 
amount of such a grant under subsection 
(b)(3).’’. 
SEC. 802. INVESTMENT IN HISTORICALLY BLACK 

COLLEGES AND UNIVERSITIES AND 
MINORITY-SERVING INSTITUTIONS. 

Title IV (20 U.S.C. 1070 et seq.) is further 
amended by adding after part I (as added by 
section 701 of this Act) the following new part: 

‘‘PART J—STRENGTHENING HISTORICALLY 
BLACK COLLEGES AND UNIVERSITIES 
AND OTHER MINORITY-SERVING INSTI-
TUTIONS 

‘‘SEC. 499A. INVESTMENT IN HISTORICALLY 
BLACK COLLEGES AND UNIVER-
SITIES AND OTHER MINORITY-SERV-
ING INSTITUTIONS. 

‘‘(a) ELIGIBLE INSTITUTION.—An institution of 
higher education is eligible to receive funds from 
the amounts made available under this section if 
such institution is— 

‘‘(1) a part B institution (as defined in section 
322 (20 U.S.C. 1061)); 

‘‘(2) a Hispanic-serving institution (as defined 
in section 502 (20 U.S.C. 1101a)); 

‘‘(3) a Tribal College or University (as defined 
in section 316 (20 U.S.C. 1059c)); 

‘‘(4) an Alaska Native-serving institution or a 
Native Hawaiian-serving institution (as defined 
in section 317(b) (20 U.S.C. 1059d(b))); 

‘‘(5) a Predominantly Black Institution (as de-
fined in subsection (c)); 

‘‘(6) an Asian American and Native American 
Pacific Islander-serving institution (as defined 
in subsection (c)); or 

‘‘(7) a Native American-serving nontribal in-
stitution (as defined in subsection (c)). 

‘‘(b) NEW INVESTMENT OF FUNDS.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—There shall be available to 

the Secretary to carry out this section, from 

funds not otherwise appropriated, $255,000,000 
for each of the fiscal years 2008 and 2009. The 
authority to award grants under this section 
shall expire at the end of fiscal year 2009. 

‘‘(2) ALLOCATION AND ALLOTMENT.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Of the amounts made 

available under paragraph (1) for each fiscal 
year— 

‘‘(i) $100,000,000 shall be available for alloca-
tion under subparagraph (B); 

‘‘(ii) $100,000,000 shall be available for alloca-
tion under subparagraph (C); and 

‘‘(iii) $55,000,000 shall be available for alloca-
tion under subparagraph (D). 

‘‘(B) HSI STEM AND ARTICULATION PRO-
GRAMS.—The amount made available for alloca-
tion under this subparagraph by subparagraph 
(A)(i) for any fiscal year shall be available for 
Hispanic-serving Institutions for activities de-
scribed in section 503, with a priority given to 
applications that propose— 

‘‘(i) to increase the number of Hispanic and 
other low income students attaining degrees in 
the fields of science, technology, engineering, or 
mathematics; and 

‘‘(ii) to develop model transfer and articula-
tion agreements between 2-year Hispanic-serv-
ing institutions and 4-year institutions in such 
fields. 

‘‘(C) ALLOCATION AND ALLOTMENT HBCUS AND 
PBIS.—From the amount made available for allo-
cation under this subparagraph by subpara-
graph (A)(ii) for any fiscal year— 

‘‘(i) 85 percent shall be available to eligible in-
stitutions described in subsection (a)(1) and 
shall be made available as grants under section 
323 and allotted among such institutions under 
section 324, treating such amount, plus the 
amount appropriated for such fiscal year in a 
regular or supplemental appropriation Act to 
carry out part B of title III, as the amount ap-
propriated to carry out part B of title III for 
purposes of allotments under section 324, for use 
by such institutions with a priority for— 

‘‘(I) activities described in paragraphs (1), (2), 
(4), (5), and (10) of section 323(a); and 

‘‘(II) other activities, consistent with the insti-
tution’s comprehensive plan and designed to in-
crease the institution’s capacity to prepare stu-
dents for careers in the physical or natural 
sciences, mathematics, computer science or in-
formation technology or sciences, engineering, 
language instruction in the less-commonly 
taught languages or international affairs, or 
nursing or allied health professions; and 

‘‘(ii) 15 percent shall be available to eligible 
institutions described in subsection (a)(5) and 
shall be available for a competitive grant pro-
gram to award 25 grants of $600,000 annually 
for programs in any of the following areas: 

‘‘(I) science, technology, engineering, or 
mathematics (STEM); 

‘‘(II) health education; 
‘‘(III) internationalization or globalization; 
‘‘(IV) teacher preparation; or 
‘‘(V) improving educational outcomes of Afri-

can American males. 
‘‘(D) ALLOCATION AND ALLOTMENT TO OTHER 

MINORITY-SERVING INSTITUTIONS.—From the 
amount made available for allocation under this 
subparagraph by subparagraph (A)(iii) for any 
fiscal year— 

‘‘(i) $30,000,000 for such fiscal year shall be 
available to eligible institutions described in 
subsection (a)(3) and shall be made available as 
grants under section 316, treating such 
$30,000,000 as part of the amount appropriated 
for such fiscal year in a regular or supplemental 
appropriation Act to carry out such section, and 
using such $30,000,000 for purposes described in 
subsection (c) of such section; 

‘‘(ii) $15,000,000 for such fiscal year shall be 
available to eligible institutions described in 
subsection (a)(4) and shall be made available as 
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grants under section 317, treating such 
$15,000,000 as part of the amount appropriated 
for such fiscal year in a regular or supplemental 
appropriation Act to carry out such section and 
using such $15,000,000 for purposes described in 
subsection (c) of such section; 

‘‘(iii) $5,000,000 for such fiscal year shall be 
available to eligible institutions described in 
subsection (a)(6) for activities described in sec-
tion 311(c); and 

‘‘(iv) $5,000,000 for such fiscal year shall be 
available to eligible institutions described in 
subsection (a)(7)— 

‘‘(I) to plan, develop, undertake, and carry 
out activities to improve and expand such insti-
tutions’ capacity to serve Native Americans, 
which may include— 

‘‘(aa) the purchase, rental, or lease of sci-
entific or laboratory equipment for educational 
purposes, including instructional and research 
purposes; 

‘‘(bb) renovation and improvement in class-
room, library, laboratory, and other instruc-
tional facilities; 

‘‘(cc) support of faculty exchanges, faculty 
development, and faculty fellowships to assist 
faculty in attaining advanced degrees in the 
faculty’s field of instruction; 

‘‘(dd) curriculum development and academic 
instruction; 

‘‘(ee) the purchase of library books, periodi-
cals, microfilm, and other educational materials; 

‘‘(ff) funds and administrative management, 
and acquisition of equipment for use in 
strengthening funds management; 

‘‘(gg) the joint use of facilities such as labora-
tories and libraries; and 

‘‘(hh) academic tutoring and counseling pro-
grams and student support services; and 

‘‘(II) to which the Secretary, to the extent 
possible and consistent with a competitive proc-
ess under which such grants are awarded, allo-
cates funds under this clause to ensure max-
imum and equitable distribution among all such 
eligible institutions. 

‘‘(c) DEFINITIONS.— 
‘‘(1) ASIAN AMERICAN.—The term ‘Asian Amer-

ican’ has the meaning given the term ‘Asian’ in 
the Office of Management and Budget’s Stand-
ards for Maintaining, Collecting, and Pre-
senting Federal Data on Race and Ethnicity as 
published on October 30, 1997 (62 Fed. Reg. 
58789). 

‘‘(2) ASIAN AMERICAN AND NATIVE AMERICAN 
PACIFIC ISLANDER-SERVING INSTITUTION.—The 
term ‘Asian American and Native American Pa-
cific Islander-serving institution’ means an in-
stitution of higher education that— 

‘‘(A) is an eligible institution under section 
312(b); and 

‘‘(B) at the time of application, has an enroll-
ment of undergraduate students that is at least 
10 percent Asian American and Native American 
Pacific Islander students. 

‘‘(3) ENROLLMENT OF NEEDY STUDENTS.—The 
term ‘enrollment of needy students’ means the 
enrollment at an institution of higher education 
with respect to which not less than 50 percent of 
the undergraduate students enrolled in an aca-
demic program leading to a degree— 

‘‘(A) in the second fiscal year preceding the 
fiscal year for which the determination is made, 
were Federal Pell Grant recipients for such 
year; 

‘‘(B) come from families that receive benefits 
under a means-tested Federal benefit program 
(as defined in paragraph (5)); 

‘‘(C) attended a public or nonprofit private 
secondary school— 

‘‘(i) that is in the school district of a local 
educational agency that was eligible for assist-
ance under part A of title I of the Elementary 
and Secondary Education Act of 1965 for any 
year during which the student attended such 
secondary school; and 

‘‘(ii) which for the purpose of this paragraph 
and for that year was determined by the Sec-
retary (pursuant to regulations and after con-
sultation with the State educational agency of 
the State in which the school is located) to be a 
school in which the enrollment of children 
counted under a measure of poverty described in 
section 1113(a)(5) of such Act exceeds 30 percent 
of the total enrollment of such school; or 

‘‘(D) are first-generation college students (as 
that term is defined in section 402A(g)), and a 
majority of such first-generation college stu-
dents are low-income individuals. 

‘‘(4) LOW-INCOME INDIVIDUAL.—The term ‘low- 
income individual’ has the meaning given such 
term in section 402A(g). 

‘‘(5) MEANS-TESTED FEDERAL BENEFIT PRO-
GRAM.—The term ‘means-tested Federal benefit 
program’ means a program of the Federal Gov-
ernment, other than a program under title IV, in 
which eligibility for the programs’ benefits or 
the amount of such benefits are determined on 
the basis of income or resources of the indi-
vidual or family seeking the benefit. 

‘‘(6) NATIVE AMERICAN.—The term ‘Native 
American’ means an individual who is of a 
tribe, people, or culture that is indigenous to the 
United States. 

‘‘(7) NATIVE AMERICAN PACIFIC ISLANDER.— 
The term ‘Native American Pacific Islander’ 
means any descendant of the aboriginal people 
of any island in the Pacific Ocean that is a ter-
ritory or possession of the United States 

‘‘(8) NATIVE AMERICAN-SERVING NONTRIBAL IN-
STITUTION.—The term ‘Native American-serving 
nontribal institution’ means an institution of 
higher education that— 

‘‘(A) at the time of application— 
‘‘(i) has an enrollment of undergraduate stu-

dents that is not less than 10 percent Native 
American students; and 

‘‘(ii) is not a Tribal College or University (as 
defined in section 316); and 

‘‘(B) submits to the Secretary such enrollment 
data as may be necessary to demonstrate that 
the institution is described in subparagraph (A), 
along with such other information and data as 
the Secretary may by regulation require. 

‘‘(9) PREDOMINANTLY BLACK INSTITUTION.— 
The term ‘Predominantly Black institution’ 
means an institution of higher education that— 

‘‘(A) has an enrollment of needy students as 
defined by paragraph (3); 

‘‘(B) has an average educational and general 
expenditure which is low, per full-time equiva-
lent undergraduate student in comparison with 
the average educational and general expendi-
ture per full-time equivalent undergraduate stu-
dent of institutions of higher education that 
offer similar instruction, except that the Sec-
retary may apply the waiver requirements de-
scribed in section 392(b) to this subparagraph in 
the same manner as the Secretary applies the 
waiver requirements to section 312(b)(1)(B); 

‘‘(C) has an enrollment of undergraduate stu-
dents— 

‘‘(i) that is at least 40 percent Black American 
students; 

‘‘(ii) that is at least 1,000 undergraduate stu-
dents; 

‘‘(iii) of which not less than 50 percent of the 
undergraduate students enrolled at the institu-
tion are low-income individuals or first-genera-
tion college students (as that term is defined in 
section 402A(g)); and 

‘‘(iv) of which not less than 50 percent of the 
undergraduate students are enrolled in an edu-
cational program leading to a bachelor’s or as-
sociate’s degree that the institution is licensed 
to award by the State in which the institution 
is located; 

‘‘(D) is legally authorized to provide, and pro-
vides within the State, an educational program 
for which the institution of higher education 

awards a bachelor’s degree, or in the case of a 
junior or community college, an associate’s de-
gree; 

‘‘(E) is accredited by a nationally recognized 
accrediting agency or association determined by 
the Secretary to be a reliable authority as to the 
quality of training offered, or is, according to 
such an agency or association, making reason-
able progress toward accreditation; and 

‘‘(F) is not receiving assistance under part B 
of title III.’’. 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

GEORGE MILLER, 
ROBERT E. ANDREWS, 
BOBBY SCOTT, 
RUBÉN HINOJOSA, 
JOHN F. TIERNEY, 
DAVID WU, 
SUSAN A. DAVIS, 
DANNY K. DAVIS, 
TIMOTHY BISHOP, 
MAZIE K. HIRONO, 
JASON ALTMIRE, 
JOHN YARMUTH, 
JOE COURTNEY, 

Managers on the Part of the House. 

TED KENNEDY, 
CHRIS DODD, 
TOM HARKIN, 
BARBARA A. MIKULSKI, 
JEFF BINGAMAN, 
PATTY MURRAY, 
JACK REED, 
HILLARY RODHAM CLINTON, 
BARACK OBAMA, 
BERNARD SANDERS, 
SHERROD BROWN, 
MICHAEL B. ENZI, 
LAMAR ALEXANDER, 
ORRIN G. HATCH, 

Managers on the Part of the Senate. 

JOINT EXPLANATORY STATEMENT OF THE 
COMMITTEE OF CONFERENCE 

The managers on the part of the House and 
the Senate at the conference on the dis-
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendment of the Senate to the bill (H.R. 
2669), to provide for reconciliation pursuant 
to section 601 of the concurrent resolution on 
the budget for fiscal year 2008, submit the 
following joint statement to the House and 
the Senate in explanation of the effect of the 
action agreed upon by the managers and rec-
ommended in the accompanying conference 
report: 

The Senate amendment struck all of the 
House bill after the enacting clause and in-
serted a substitute text. 

The House recedes from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate with an 
amendment that is a substitute for the 
House bill and the Senate amendment. The 
differences between the House bill, the Sen-
ate amendment, and the substitute agreed to 
in conference are noted below, except for 
clerical corrections, conforming changes 
made necessary by agreements reached by 
the conferees, and minor drafting and clari-
fying changes. 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE 

The House bill’s short title is the ‘‘College 
Cost Reduction Act.’’ 

The Senate amendment provides that the 
Act may be cited as the ‘‘Higher Education 
Access Act of 2007’’ and that, unless other-
wise indicated, references in the bill are 
made to the Higher Education Act of 1965. 

The House recedes with an amendment to 
provide a new short title of the ‘‘College Cost 
Reduction and Access Act.’’ The Conferees 
adopt the Senate amendment as amended by 
the House. 
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TITLE I—GRANTS TO STUDENTS IN AT-

TENDANCE AT INSTITUTIONS OF HIGH-
ER EDUCATION 

SECTION 101. TUITION SENSITIVITY 

The House bill (Sec. 101) eliminates the 
Pell grant ‘‘tuition sensitivity’’ provision 
that prevents low-income students attending 
low-cost institutions, such as community 
colleges, to benefit fully from the Pell 
Grant. Authorizes and appropriates $5,000,000 
for fiscal year 2008. 

The Senate amendment (Sec. 101) also 
eliminates the Pell grant ‘‘tuition sensi-
tivity’’ provision and authorizes and appro-
priates $5,000,000 for fiscal year 2008. 

The House and the Senate recede with an 
amendment to authorize and appropriate 
$11,000,000 for fiscal year 2008 to ensure that 
all eligible students in award year 2007–2008 
receive funding. The Conferees concur and 
adopt the amendment. 

SECTION 102. MANDATORY PELL GRANT 
INCREASES 

The House bill (Sec. 101) authorizes and ap-
propriates new mandatory funding to in-
crease the maximum Pell grant award, above 
the appropriated level, by: $200 in 2008–09; 
$200 in 2009–10; $300 in 2010–11; $500 in 2011–12; 
and $500 in 2012 and each subsequent award 
year. 

The Senate amendment (Sec. 102) creates 
‘‘Promise grants’’—a new grant program for 
low-income, Pell-eligible students to be es-
tablished in addition to the Pell grant pro-
gram. Promise grants shall be awarded in 
the same way Pell grants are awarded, ex-
cept that they shall be awarded only to stu-
dents who are already eligible for Pell 
grants. Grants shall be awarded to those stu-
dents with the greatest need, as determined 
under Section 471. Grants awarded under this 
subsection shall be used to supplement and 
not supplant other Federal, State and insti-
tutional grant funds. The Senate amendment 
authorizes and appropriates new mandatory 
funding to increase the maximum Pell grant 
award, above the appropriated level, by: $790 
in 2008–09; $890 in 2009–10; $990 in 2010–11; 
$1,090 in 2011–12; and $1,090 in 2012. 

The House and Senate recede with an 
amendment that provides new mandatory 
funding for Pell grants and makes the fol-
lowing increases in the Pell maximum under 
current law: 

$490 in 2008–2009 and 2009–2010; 
$690 in 2010–2011 and 2011–2012; and 
$1,090 in 2012–2013. 
The Conferees concur and adopt the 

amendment as proposed by both the House 
and the Senate. Combined with an appro-
priated level of $4,310, as it is in current law, 
the maximum Pell Grant award will reach 
$4,800 in the 2008–2009 academic year, $4,800 in 
the 2009–2010 academic year, $5,000 in the 
2010–2011 academic year, $5,000 in the 2011– 
2012 academic year, and $5,400 in the 2012–2013 
academic year. 

The Conferees intend that in awarding the 
funds under this section, the Secretary shall 
determine the universe of students who are 
eligible to receive a Pell grant, without re-
gard to this section, and award grants under 
this section only to such students. The Con-
ferees further intend that the allocated funds 
for all academic years be distributed in the 
same manner as funds are awarded under the 
Pell grant program, in accordance with the 
eligibility determination, needs analysis for-
mula and regulations used for the distribu-
tion of Pell grant awards from discretionary 
funds. The Conferees intend that students 
who receive a maximum Pell grant under the 
discretionary maximum award level will be 

eligible to receive the maximum award al-
lowed under this section, and students who 
receive Pell grants that are less than the 
maximum under the discretionary funding 
would be eligible to receive grants under this 
section proportionate to the size of the Pell 
grant the student received under the discre-
tionary funding level, in accordance with the 
Pell grant formula. 

The Conferees intend that the funding pro-
vided in this section be used to supplement, 
and in no way supplant, current or future 
discretionary funding for the Pell grant pro-
gram or increases in such funding. 

SECTION 103. UPWARD BOUND 
The House bill (Sec. 412) restricts the Sec-

retary’s use of funds for the purposes of eval-
uating and selecting participants of the Up-
ward Bound program. The bill also provides 
an additional $228 million to restore Upward 
Bound funding to unfunded programs from 
the FY07 competition. 

The Senate amendment contains no simi-
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment to 
strike the provision that restricts the Sec-
retary’s use of funds for the purposes of eval-
uating and selecting participants of the Up-
ward Bound Program. The Conferees adopt 
the provision in the House bill as amended 
by the Senate. 

SECTION 104. TEACH GRANTS 
The House bill (Sec. 301) creates new 

TEACH Grants that provide up-front pre- 
paid tuition assistance of $4,000/year (with a 
maximum of $16,000) for high-achieving grad-
uate and undergraduate students who com-
mit to teaching a high-need subject in a 
high-need school for four years. Bonus grants 
are provided to students who are enrolled in 
a qualified teacher education program and 
teach in a science or mathematics field. 

The Senate amendment contains no simi-
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
striking the bonus grants in the House pro-
posal. The Conferees adopt the provision in 
the House bill as amended by the Senate. 

The Conferees intend that the Department 
of Education may operate this program 
through a pre-existing office, and does not 
require the creation of a new office. 

TITLE II—STUDENT LOAN BENEFITS, 
TERMS, AND CONDITIONS 

SECTION 201. INTEREST RATE REDUCTIONS 
The House bill (Sec. 111) reduces interest 

rates on subsidized Stafford loans for under-
graduates to 6.12 percent on July 1, 2008; 5.44 
percent on July 1, 2009; 4.76 percent on July 
1, 2010; 4.08 percent on July 1, 2011 and 3.4 
percent on July 1, 2012. 

The Senate amendment contains no simi-
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment, to 
reduce interest rates on subsidized Stafford 
loans for undergraduates to 6.0 percent on 
July 1, 2008; 5.6 percent on July 1, 2009; 4.5 
percent on July 1, 2010; and 3.4 percent on 
July 1, 2011. The Conferees adopt the provi-
sion in the House bill as amended by the 
Senate. 

SECTION 202. STUDENT LOAN DEFERMENT FOR 
CERTAIN MEMBERS OF THE ARMED FORCES 

The Senate amendment (Sec. 202) elimi-
nates a three-year limitation on the period 
for which certain members of the armed 
forces may receive deferments on their stu-
dent loan payments. It allows deferments 
until 180 days after such member is demobi-
lized. It also provides that such benefits are 
available regardless of when the student loan 
was originated. As in current law, members 

of the armed forces who qualify for this 
deferment are limited to those who are serv-
ing on active duty or performing qualifying 
National Guard duty during a war or other 
military operation in a national emergency. 

The House bill contains no similar provi-
sion. 

The House recedes. 
SECTION 203. INCOME-BASED REPAYMENT 

The House bill (Sec. 133) builds on the te-
nets of the Income Contingent Repayment 
program by guaranteeing that all borrowers’ 
loan payments will be limited to 15 percent 
of their discretionary income, or 15 percent 
of the amount by which a borrower’s ad-
justed gross income exceeds 150 percent of 
the poverty line, divided by 12. Under this 
section, unpaid interest and principal are 
capitalized and any outstanding loan balance 
is forgiven after 20 years of repayment. 

In the Senate amendment, unpaid interest 
on subsidized loans is paid or forgiven by the 
Secretary and outstanding loan balance is 
forgiven after 25 years of repayment. The 
amendment provides that borrowers repay-
ing loans according to income-contingent re-
payment or income-sensitive repayment 
plans prior to enactment of this Act shall 
have the option of continuing to repay under 
the terms and conditions of those programs 
as they existed prior to enactment of this 
Act or may elect to use the income-based re-
payment plan created by this section. 

The House and Senate recede with an 
amendment adopting the structure of the 
House proposal, and requiring the Secretary 
to pay any unpaid interest on subsidized 
loans for up to three years. The amendment 
also provides for loan forgiveness of unpaid 
principal balances after 25 years of repay-
ment in the income-based repayment pro-
gram. The Conferees adopt the provision as 
proposed by both the House and the Senate. 

SECTION 204. DEFERRAL OF LOAN REPAYMENT 
FOLLOWING ACTIVE DUTY 

The House bill (Sec. 137) allows active duty 
members of the armed services, including 
members of the National Guard or other re-
serve component of the armed forces who 
were enrolled in college or left college within 
six months of deployment to receive ex-
tended repayment on loan terms of up to 13 
months upon return from active duty. 

The Senate amendment contains no simi-
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes. 
SECTION 205. MAXIMUM REPAYMENT PERIOD 

The House bill (Sec. 136) amends provisions 
concerning the maximum repayment period 
in the income-contingent repayment pro-
gram. 

The Senate amendment contains no simi-
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes. 
TITLE III—FEDERAL FAMILY EDUCATION 

LOAN PROGRAM 
SECTION 301. GUARANTY AGENCY COLLECTION 

RETENTION 
The House bill (Sec. 116) reduces the per-

centage which guaranty agencies shall be al-
lowed to retain from payments made 
through collections on defaulted loans from 
23 percent to 16 percent. 

The Senate amendment (Sec. 302) contains 
the same provision. 

The Conferees adopt the language of the 
identical provisions in both the House and 
Senate. 

SECTION 302. ELIMINATION OF EXCEPTIONAL 
PERFORMER STATUS FOR LENDERS 

The House bill (Sec. 114) eliminates the 
provision that allows lenders designated as 
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‘‘exceptional performers’’ to receive 99 per-
cent insurance on defaulted loans if they are 
in full compliance with due diligence re-
quirements. 

The Senate amendment (Sec. 303) also 
eliminates the provision that allows lenders 
designated as ‘‘exceptional performers.’’ The 
Senate amendment makes the change effec-
tive October 1, 2007, except that lenders des-
ignated as exceptional performers as of that 
date shall be allowed to continue such des-
ignation for the remainder of the year for 
which the designation was made. 

The House recedes. 
In a July 26, 2007 report concerning the ex-

ceptional performer designation, the Govern-
ment Accountability Office (GAO) found that 
the designation has not materially affected 
loan servicing, and that default claims have 
not declined as a result. In addition, GAO 
found that providing an extra 2 percent reim-
bursement rate for default claims serviced 
by exceptional performers is not in the fiscal 
interest of the federal government, because 
lenders are being paid a premium to perform 
due diligence activities that are already re-
quired of all lenders. Accordingly, GAO rec-
ommended that the exceptional performer 
designation be eliminated. The Conferees 
concur with the GAO recommendation and 
adopt the Senate amendment. 

SEC. 303. REDUCTION OF LENDER INSURANCE 
PERCENTAGE 

The House bill (Sec. 115) reduces the insur-
ance rate from 97 percent to 95 percent of the 
unpaid principal of such loans. 

The Senate amendment (Sec. 301) main-
tains the level of insurance paid by the Fed-
eral government on defaulted loans guaran-
teed under title IV, currently set at 97 per-
cent. 

The House recedes with an amendment to 
reduce the lender insurance rate in 2013 to 95 
percent. The Conferees adopt the Senate 
amendment as amended by the House. 

SECTION 304. DEFINITIONS 
Economic hardship 

The House bill (Sec. 134) changes the defi-
nition of economic hardship to create a uni-
form definition that applies to all borrowers, 
based on income less than 150 percent of the 
poverty level for the borrower’s family size. 

The Senate amendment (Sec. 304) changes 
part of the definition of economic hardship 
to income less than 150 percent of the pov-
erty level for the borrower’s family size. 

The Senate recedes. 
Eligible not-for-profit holder 

The House bill (Sec. 118) defines a not-for- 
profit holder for the purposes of determining 
which lenders qualify for the elimination of 
the origination fee. As such not-for-profit 
holders are defined as any holder that is a 
unit of a state or local government or a non-
profit private entity; and is not owned in 
whole or in part by, or controlled, by a for- 
profit entity. 

The Senate amendment (Sec. 304) estab-
lishes a definition of eligible not-for-profit 
holder for the purposes of determining the 
special allowance payment for which a lend-
er is eligible. Eligible not-for-profit holder 
means an eligible lender that is a State, or a 
political subdivision, authority, agency or 
other instrumentality thereof, or an entity 
with not-for-profit status under the tax code, 
or a trustee acting as an eligible lender on 
behalf of one of these entities; The amend-
ment establishes that no eligible not-for- 
profit holder shall be owned or controlled, in 
whole or in part, by a for-profit entity, and 
that if an eligible not-for-profit holder sells 
loans on which the Secretary is paying the 

higher special allowance payment designated 
for eligible not-for-profit holders described 
in Section 305 of the Senate amendment, to 
a for-profit entity or an entity that is not an 
eligible not-for-profit holder, such loans 
shall from the date of sale instead receive 
the special allowance payment designated 
for other such lenders, as described in Sec-
tion 305. The Senate amendment requires 
that the Secretary promulgate regulations 
implementing this provision no later than 
one year after the date of enactment. 

The House recedes with an amendment (1) 
clarifying that an eligible not-for-profit 
holder will not be considered to be owned or 
controlled by a for-profit entity if an eligible 
lender trustee merely holds the loan in trust 
for the eligible not-for-profit holder and does 
not receive any benefit from the loan beyond 
reasonable and customary fees; and (2) speci-
fying that a not-for-profit entity on whose 
behalf a trustee is acting as an eligible lend-
er will not be deemed owned or controlled by 
a for-profit entity, as a result of granting a 
security interest in, or otherwise pledging as 
collateral, loans or the income from a loan 
to secure a debt obligation in the operation 
of the trustee relationship. The amendment 
also specifies that an eligible not-for-profit 
holder must have been in operation and serv-
ing as an eligible lender on the date of enact-
ment of the College Cost Reduction and Ac-
cess Act, and that a trustee, in order to be an 
eligible not-for-profit lender, must be a 
trustee acting on behalf of such an eligible 
lender. The amendment specifies that a state 
may elect to waive this requirement for a 
new eligible not-for-profit holder determined 
by the State to be necessary to fill a public 
purpose, except that a State may not waive 
any of the requirements related to trustees. 

The Conferees adopt the Senate amend-
ment as amended by the House. 

SECTION 305. SPECIAL ALLOWANCES 
Reduction of lender special allowance payments 

The House bill (Sec. 113) reduces the spe-
cial allowance payment rate for lenders, 
which is currently set for student loans at 
the Commercial Paper (CP) lending rate plus 
1.74 percent while borrowers are in school or 
in a grace period, and CP plus 2.34 percent 
while borrowers are in repayment, and is 
currently set for PLUS loans at CP plus 2.64 
percent, and for consolidation loans at CP 
plus 2.64 percent (less the 1.05 percent annual 
rebate fee). The House bill reduces these pay-
ment rates by 0.55 percentage points (or 55 
basis points) for loans held by all lenders and 
equalizes the special allowance payment rate 
for Stafford and PLUS loans. 

The Senate amendment (Sec. 305) reduces 
these payments for loans held by for-profit 
lenders by 0.50 percentage points (or 50 basis 
points), and by 0.35 percentage points (35 
basis points) for loans held by not-for-profit 
lenders and equalizes the SAP rate for Staf-
ford and PLUS loans. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that reduces the SAP payments by 40 basis 
points for non-profit lenders and by 55 basis 
points for all other lenders. The amendment 
also equalizes the SAP rate for Stafford and 
PLUS loans. The Conferees adopt the Senate 
amendment as amended by the House. 
Increased loan fees from lenders 

The House bill (Sec. 118) increases the fee 
the Secretary shall collect under Section 
438(d) of title IV on each loan disbursed from 
0.50 percent to 1 percent for certain for-profit 
lenders. The fee is eliminated for non-profit 
lenders and small lenders, defined as those 
that collectively hold the lowest 15 percent 
of total loan volume. 

The Senate amendment (Sec. 305) increases 
the fee the Secretary shall collect from all 
lenders under Section 438(d) of title IV on 
each loan disbursed from 0.50 percent to 1 
percent. 

The House recedes. 
SECTION 306. ACCOUNT MAINTENANCE FEES 

The House bill (Sec. 117) reduces account 
maintenance fees from 0.1 percent to 0.06 per-
cent. 

The Senate amendment (Sec. 402) changes 
the method by which account maintenance 
fees are calculated from a calculation based 
on the total amount of loan principal to a 
per-loan basis. 

The Senate recedes. 
TITLE IV—LOAN FORGIVENESS 

SECTION 401. LOAN FORGIVENESS FOR PUBLIC 
SERVICE EMPLOYEES 

The House bill (Sec. 132) amends the cur-
rent Income-Contingent Repayment program 
in the Direct Loan program to provide loan 
forgiveness for public sector employees. The 
change provides that the Secretary shall for-
give the remaining loan balance on a loan 
under part D of title IV for a borrower who 
has been employed in a public sector job and 
has made payments on such loan for a period 
of ten years. 

The Senate amendment (Sec. 401) creates a 
new loan forgiveness plan for public service 
employees. The plan provides that the Sec-
retary shall forgive the remaining loan bal-
ance for a borrower who has been employed 
in a public sector job and has made pay-
ments on such loan for a period of ten years 
(which need not be consecutive). Such bor-
rowers shall be eligible to have 1⁄10 of the re-
maining loan balance forgiven for each of 
the ten years in which the borrower earned 
$65,000 or less. 

The House recedes with an amendment to 
modify the definition of public service em-
ployees and eliminate the $65,000 income cap. 

The Conferees adopt the Senate amend-
ment as amended by the House. 

TITLE V—FEDERAL PERKINS LOANS 
SECTION 501. DISTRIBUTION OF LATE 

COLLECTIONS 
The House bill (Sec. 141) provides $100 mil-

lion per year for the Perkins Loan Federal 
Contribution program for fiscal years 2008– 
2012. 

The Senate amendment (Sec. 501) 
postpones the date on which institutions 
must return late collections on Perkins 
loans to the Secretary to September 30, 2012. 

The House recedes. 
TITLE VI—NEED ANALYSIS 

SECTION 601. SUPPORT FOR WORKING STUDENTS 
The House bill (Sec. 102) includes provi-

sions to increase students’ eligibility for stu-
dent aid, including the Pell grant, through 
phased-in increases in the Income Protection 
Allowance for all students. The protected in-
come for unmarried independent students 
without dependents will be $6,690 by 2009. For 
dependent students the protected income 
will be $3,750 by 2009. These amounts will in-
crease by 10 percent each year until 2012. 

The Senate amendment (Sec. 601) also in-
creases the Income Protection Allowance in 
the following ways: (1) for dependent stu-
dents, it increases the amount of the income 
protection allowance to $3,750 for the 2009– 
2010 academic year; $4,500 for the 2010–2011 
academic year; $5,250 for the 2011–2012 aca-
demic year; and $6,000 for the 2012–2013 aca-
demic year; (2) for independent students 
without dependents other than a spouse, who 
are single, separated, or married with both 
spouses enrolled, it increases the amount of 
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the income protection allowance to $7,000 for 
the 2009–2010 academic year; $7,780 for the 
2010–2011 academic year; $8,550 for the 2011– 
2012 academic year; and $9,330 for the 2012– 
2013 academic year. For independent stu-
dents without dependents other than a 
spouse, who are married and whose spouse is 
not enrolled, it increases the amount of the 
income protection allowance to $11,220 for 
the 2009–2010 academic year; $12,460 for the 
2010–2011 academic year; $13,710 for the 2011– 
2012 academic year; and $14,690 for the 2012– 
2013 academic year. For independent stu-
dents with dependents other than a spouse, it 
increases the amount of the income protec-
tion allowance as specified by the tables con-
tained in this section, for a total increase of 
50 percent over four years. Under this sec-
tion, for all students, the income protection 
allowance reverts to current law after the 
2012–2013 academic year. 

The House recedes with an amendment to 
continue the changes beyond the 2012–2013 
academic year. The Conferees adopt the Sen-
ate amendment as amended by the House. 

SECTION 602. SIMPLIFIED NEEDS TEST AND 
AUTOMATIC ZERO IMPROVEMENTS 

Simplified needs test 
The House bill (Sec. 103) extends the time 

that an individual who has participated in a 
federal means-tested benefit program can 
qualify for a simplified needs test to 24 
months from 12 months, and allows dis-
located workers to be eligible for the sim-
plified application form. 

The Senate amendment contains no simi-
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes. 
Automatic zero 

The House bill (Sec. 103) increases the fam-
ily income level under which a student is 
automatically eligible for the maximum Pell 
grant, or the ‘‘auto-zero,’’ from the current 
level of $20,000 to $30,000 and indexes this 
level to the Consumer Price Index (CPI). 

The Senate amendment (Sec. 602) also in-
creases the family income level under which 
a student is automatically eligible for the 
maximum Pell grant to $30,000. 

The Senate recedes. 
SECTION 603. DISCRETION OF STUDENT FINANCIAL 

AID ADMINISTRATORS 
The House bill (Sec. 104) allows financial 

aid administrators to use discretion in calcu-
lating the expected student or family con-
tribution in cases where a family member is 
a dislocated worker (as defined in section 101 
of the Workforce Investment Act of 1998). 

The Senate amendment (Sec. 603) clarifies 
and expands the conditions under which fi-
nancial aid administrators may use discre-
tion in calculating the expected student or 
family contribution to include an inde-
pendent student’s loss of employment or a 
change in a student’s housing status that re-
sults in homelessness. The Senate amend-
ment (Sec. 605) authorizes and appropriates 
$10,000,000 for fiscal year 2008 to pay for the 
estimated increased cost in the Pell program 
for award year 2007–2008 resulting from the 
amendments made by sections 603 and 604. 

Both the House and Senate recede with an 
amendment to change the effective date to 
July 1, 2009. The Conferees concur and adopt 
the amendment as proposed by the House 
and Senate. 

SECTION 604. DEFINITIONS 
The House bill (Sec. 104) clarifies defini-

tions for dislocated workers and means-test-
ed federal benefits. The House bill amends 
the provisions concerning untaxed income 
and benefits in current law. Specifically, the 

bill excludes TANF (welfare benefits), 
Earned Income Tax Credits, and Social Secu-
rity from the income calculation in the 
needs analysis. The House bill clarifies the 
asset calculation in this section of the bill to 
ensure that 529 plans are counted as the 
asset of the parent for independent students. 

The Senate amendment (Sec. 604) makes 
changes to the definition of independent stu-
dent. It expands the definition of inde-
pendent students to include: individuals in 
foster care anytime after age 13; emanci-
pated minors or individuals in legal 
guardianships as determined by an appro-
priate court in such an individual’s State of 
legal residence; and any individual who has 
been adequately verified as an unaccom-
panied youth who is a homeless child or 
youth, as defined in the McKinney-Vento 
Homeless Assistance Act. It clarifies that fi-
nancial aid administrators may make deter-
minations regarding a student’s independent 
status based on a documented determination 
of independence by another financial aid ad-
ministrator in the same year. 

Both the House and Senate recede with an 
amendment clarifying that foster students 
do not lose their independent student status 
during non-school terms with regard to hous-
ing and other benefits. The Conferees concur 
and adopt the amendment as proposed by the 
House and Senate. 

TITLE VII—COMPETITIVE LOAN AUCTION 
PILOT PROGRAM 

SEC. 701. COMPETITIVE LOAN AUCTION PILOT 
PROGRAM 

The House bill (Sec. 119) requires a study 
by the Secretaries of Education and Treas-
ury with the Congressional Budget Office, 
the Office of Management and Budget, and 
the Government Accountability Office to 
identify and select among the best mecha-
nisms for a loan auction. 

Based on the information from the study, a 
pilot program shall be implemented by the 
Secretary of Education using 10 percent of 
loan volume under Part B in the first year of 
the pilot study and 20 percent the second 
year of the pilot study. 

The Senate amendment (Sec. 801) estab-
lishes a new competitive loan auction pilot 
program. The Secretary is directed to carry 
out a pilot program to establish a mecha-
nism for the auction of all eligible PLUS 
loans. Such loans are loans made to parents 
of dependent students. The Secretary shall 
administer one auction for each state, in 
which eligible lenders shall compete to origi-
nate all eligible PLUS loans at institutions 
of higher education within the state. 

The House recedes. 
The Conferees believe this loan auction 

pilot should be closely evaluated by the Sec-
retary of Education in consultation with the 
Secretary of Treasury, the Office of Manage-
ment and Budget, the Congressional Budget 
Office, and the Comptroller General. Addi-
tionally, the Conferees believe the evalua-
tion should consider the extent of the sav-
ings generated through the pilot program; 
the number of lenders participating in the 
pilot program and the extent to which the 
pilot program generated competition among 
lenders; and the effect of transition to and 
operation of the pilot program on the feasi-
bility of using other market mechanisms to 
operate the loan programs. 

The Conferees intend to include an evalua-
tion of the loan auction and other market 
mechanisms during reauthorization of the 
Higher Education Act which we are com-
mitted to moving forward in this session. 

TITLE VIII—PARTNERSHIP GRANTS 
SECTION 801. COLLEGE ACCESS CHALLENGE 

GRANTS 

The House bill (Sec. 411) establishes ‘‘Col-
lege Access Challenge Grants,’’ which lever-
age federal funds to increase the number of 
students from underserved populations who 
enter and complete college through match-
ing grants to philanthropic organizations. 
The federal government will provide a 2 to 1 
match for private and other public funds for 
these purposes. The philanthropic organiza-
tions will work with states, institutions of 
higher education, and local education agen-
cies and other organizations to raise funds 
and provide outreach and student support 
programs. 

The Senate amendment (Sec. 801) estab-
lishes a College Access Partnership Grant 
program, to make payments to States to as-
sist them in carrying out specified activities 
to increase college access for low-income 
students in the state. The federal share of 
the matching grant is 2⁄3 and the state share 
is 1⁄3. Activities may be carried out under 
this grant by state agencies or not-for-profit 
organizations that the state designates, in-
cluding not-for-profit lenders, and must be 
made available to all qualifying students in 
the state, with priority given to students and 
families living below the poverty line. The 
amendment provides that authority to carry 
out this section shall expire on September 
30, 2009. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
changing the name of the program to ‘‘Col-
lege Access Challenge Grants’’ and incor-
porating a House provision allowing philan-
thropic organizations to apply to the Sec-
retary for a grant in the case where a state 
does not meet the matching requirements or 
chooses not to apply for a grant. The Con-
ferees adopt the Senate amendment as 
amended by the House. 

The Conferees intend that states, entities, 
or organizations providing activities under 
the College Access Challenge Grants pro-
gram created by this Act coordinate such ac-
tivities with existing state partnership pro-
grams designed to increase college access, 
particularly the state’s Leveraging Edu-
cational Assistance Partnership program 
(LEAP) under title IV, Part A, Subpart 4, if 
a state has such a program. 

SECTION 802. INVESTMENT IN HISTORICALLY 
BLACK COLLEGES AND UNIVERSITIES AND MI-
NORITY SERVING INSTITUTIONS 

The House bill (Sec. 401) provides a total 
$500 million over the next five years to the 
following designated institutions with the 
following amounts: 

$200 million to Hispanic-Serving Institu-
tions to be distributed to the institutions in 
the same competitive manner as is done 
under title V of the Higher Education Act, 
and for uses under title V with priority to 
those applications that will increase the 
number of low-income students attaining de-
grees in the fields of science, technology, en-
gineering, or math and to applications that 
develop model transfer articulation agree-
ments. 

$170 million to Historically Black Colleges 
and Universities to be distributed for use 
through some of the activities described in 
section 323(a) of the Higher Education Act 
including the purchase of laboratory equip-
ment, the funding of instruction, the pur-
chase of materials, and the establishment or 
enhancement of a teacher education pro-
gram. Additionally, funds may be used in a 
manner consistent with the institution’s 
comprehensive plan and designed to increase 
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the institution’s capacity to prepare stu-
dents for careers in the physical and natural 
sciences, math, computer science, informa-
tion technology, engineering, language in-
struction and other specified areas. 

$30 million to Predominately Black Insti-
tutions to award 50 grants of $600,000 for pro-
grams in the fields of science, technology, 
engineering, health education, teacher edu-
cation, or programs that improve the edu-
cational outcomes of African American 
males. 

$60 million to Tribal Colleges and Univer-
sities to be distributed in the manner that 
the funds are used under current law in sec-
tion 316 of the Higher Education Act includ-
ing the purchase of laboratory equipment, 
the funding of instruction, the purchase of 
materials, or the establishment or enhance-
ment of teacher education and outreach pro-
grams. 

$30 million to Alaska/Hawaiian Native In-
stitutions to be distributed in the manner 
that the funds are used under current law in 
section 317 of the Higher Education Act in-
cluding the purchase of laboratory equip-
ment, the funding of instruction, the pur-
chase of materials, and the creation of aca-
demic tutoring programs. 

$10 million to Asian American and Pacific 
Islander Institutions to be distributed to in-
stitutions as defined in this section, and used 
in a manner that may include the purchase 
of laboratory equipment, the funding of in-
struction, the purchase of materials, and the 
creation of tutoring programs. 

The House bill defines the following for the 
purposes of distributing funds: 

Predominately Black Institutions as institu-
tions that have an enrollment of financially 
needy undergraduate students; an enroll-
ment of undergraduate students at least 40% 
of whom are Black; and, that has at least 
1,000 undergraduate students of whom not 
less than 50% enrolled at the institution are 
low-income or first generation and reg-
istered in a BA or AA program leading to a 
degree. 

Asian and Pacific Islander-serving institution 
as institutions that have an enrollment of 
undergraduate students that is at least 10% 
Asian American and Pacific Islander and has 
a significant enrollment of financially needy 
students. 

The Senate amendment contains no simi-
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
that $255 million shall be authorized in each 
of 2008 and 2009, for a total investment of $510 
million. The amendment adds $10 million for 
Native American Serving, Nontribal Institu-
tions to be distributed to institutions as de-
fined in this section, and used in a manner 
that may include the purchase of laboratory 
equipment, the funding of instruction, the 
purchase of materials, and the creation of 
tutoring programs. The Conferees agree to 
the House bill as amended by the Senate. 

The amendment defines Native American 
Serving, Nontribal Institutions for the pur-
poses of distributing funds at institutions 
that have an enrollment of undergraduate 
students that is at least 10% Native Amer-
ican and is not a Tribal College or Univer-
sity. 

These institutions, which serve groups who 
were historically denied access to postsec-
ondary education because of discrimination, 
have an important role in higher education. 
They help to preserve cultural traditions and 
to ensure a diverse pool of qualified profes-
sionals in the nation’s economy. At the same 
time, they offer affordable, high quality col-
lege education to thousands of students as 

well as provide much needed job training. 
These institutions also provide crucial sup-
port services and add hope to communities 
that have high rates of poverty and unem-
ployment. Today, a high quality education 
greatly depends on the technology and re-
sources available to students. The Conferees 
recognize that HBCUs, HSIs, and other Mi-
nority Serving Institutions (MSIs) do not 
have sufficient financial ability to provide 
these opportunities and satisfy the unique 
needs of these schools without Federal as-
sistance. 

MSIs have an important role in providing 
equal educational opportunities to qualified 
minority students. According to the Insti-
tute for Higher Education Policy, approxi-
mately 2.3 million students, or about one- 
third of all African Americans, American In-
dians/Alaska Natives, and Hispanics in all 
higher education institutions in the United 
States and Puerto Rico, were enrolled at 
HBCUs, HSIs, TCUs, Alaska and Hawaiian 
Native institutions. These numbers have 
grown rapidly in recent years—in fact, en-
rollment at these institutions accelerated by 
66 percent from 1995 to 2003, compared to 
only 20 percent at all postsecondary institu-
tions. 

The importance of these unique institu-
tions is underscored by the fact that they 
provide postsecondary educational opportu-
nities specifically tailored to students who 
traditionally have been denied access to ade-
quately funded elementary and secondary 
schools, especially low-income, education-
ally disadvantaged students. The Conferees 
believe that this section offers an oppor-
tunity to help these institutions fulfill their 
missions to assist students to meet their 
educational goals. 

COMPLIANCE WITH HOUSE RULE XXI 
Pursuant to clause 9 of rule XXI of the 

Rules of the House of Representatives, this 
conference report contains no congressional 
earmarks, limited tax benefits, or limited 
tariff benefits as defined in clause 9(d), 9(e), 
or 9(f) of rule XXI. 

GEORGE MILLER, 
ROBERT E. ANDREWS, 
BOBBY SCOTT, 
RUBÉN HINOJOSA, 
JOHN F. TIERNEY, 
DAVID WU, 
SUSAN A. DAVIS, 
DANNY K. DAVIS, 
TIMOTHY BISHOP, 
MAZIE K. HIRONO, 
JASON ALTMIRE, 
JOHN YARMUTH, 
JOE COURTNEY, 

Managers on the Part of the House. 

TED KENNEDY, 
CHRIS DODD, 
TOM HARKIN, 
BARBARA A. MIKULSKI, 
JEFF BINGAMAN, 
PATTY MURRAY, 
JACK REED, 
HILLARY RODHAM CLINTON, 
BARACK OBAMA, 
BERNARD SANDERS, 
SHERROD BROWN, 
MICHAEL B. ENZI, 
LAMAR ALEXANDER, 
ORRIN G. HATCH, 

Managers on the Part of the Senate. 

f 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. 
Madam Speaker, I ask unanimous con-

sent that all Members may have 5 leg-
islative days in which to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and insert extra-
neous material on the Native American 
Housing Assistance and Self-Deter-
mination Reauthorization Act of 2007. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Ms. 
JACKSON-LEE of Texas). Is there objec-
tion to the request of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts? 

There was no objection. 
f 

NATIVE AMERICAN HOUSING AS-
SISTANCE AND SELF-DETER-
MINATION REAUTHORIZATION 
ACT OF 2007 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 633 and rule 
XVIII, the Chair declares the House in 
the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union for the consider-
ation of the bill, H.R. 2786. 

b 1121 

IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE 

Accordingly, the House resolved 
itself into the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the 
consideration of the bill (H.R. 2786) to 
reauthorize the programs for housing 
assistance for Native Americans, with 
Mr. HOLDEN in the chair. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to the 

rule, the bill is considered read the 
first time. 

The gentleman from Massachusetts 
(Mr. FRANK) and the gentleman from 
New Mexico (Mr. PEARCE) each will 
control 30 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Massachusetts. 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Chairman, I yield myself such time as 
I may consume. 

This is a reauthorization, and I be-
lieve with the initiative of the gen-
tleman from New Mexico, which I hope 
the House will adopt, will extend the 
Federal program that responds to the 
economic needs of the Native Ameri-
cans. It also has a provision reauthor-
izing the Native Hawaiian legislation. 

The program primarily provides 
funding, subject, of course, to appro-
priation, to the recognized tribes for 
housing. Members will be aware, if 
they represent areas where the tribes 
are and if they have visited those 
areas, that inadequate housing is a se-
rious social problem for many of our 
Native American residents. And this is 
a bill that provides money to them to 
help them meet that need. 

Now, the program is changed in three 
ways: First, as I said, it has not yet 
been changed but we expect it to be. 
Our committee has unanimously ex-
pressed its support for an amendment 
that was drafted by the gentleman 
from New Mexico (Mr. PEARCE), who 
will be offering it, which creates an 
economic development program to go 
along with the housing program, and 
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we do believe adequate housing and 
economic development go hand in 
hand. 

Secondly, at the request of the 
tribes, the Indian Housing Council, we 
have added in this a provision for a re-
serve fund and we have also provided 
funding for a self-determination pro-
gram. So this bill comes before us 
strongly supported by the broad range 
of the tribes and it continues Federal 
support to help the tribes themselves 
build housing and will, I hope, also now 
have a component for economic devel-
opment. 

There is one item of some con-
troversy which I think all of us in-
volved here regret but we cannot ig-
nore. The gentleman from North Caro-
lina will be offering an amendment 
which says that no funding under this 
bill, including the housing program and 
the, I hope to be adopted, economic de-
velopment program to the one tribe, 
the Cherokees, who have recently de-
cided that the descendants of the 
slaves that the tribe had in the 19th 
century will be excluded from tribal 
benefits despite a treaty obligation to 
the contrary, we hope in the end that 
will never be necessary. In fact, I be-
lieve we will see an amendment that 
will make it clear that the amendment 
will only apply as long as the tribe 
maintains that position and there is 
pending litigation in the tribal court to 
change it. We hope it is changed. 
That’s, as I see, the only controversy 
that applies to the program itself. I 
take it back. I know there will be an 
amendment to strike the Native Ha-
waiian program, and we will very vig-
orously oppose that. We have had that 
debate before. This is a program that 
works well, that is overwhelmingly 
supported in the State of Hawaii, and 
we believe should be allowed to con-
tinue. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. PEARCE. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

I rise to offer support for H.R. 2786, 
the Native American Housing Assist-
ance and Self-Determination Reauthor-
ization Act. 

Chairman FRANK has described it 
very well. Basically, we are trying to 
see that the plight of Native Americans 
in their housing can be improved. It is 
basically fairly simple. 

As home to many Native American 
tribes, New Mexico sees this problem 
up close. The lack of standard housing, 
the availability of substandard hous-
ing, the lack of economic development 
opportunities, the lack of infrastruc-
ture such as water and wastewater 
treatment facilities all continue to 
plague people who are trying to make 
the tribal grounds their home and their 
place of habitation. 

So I am pleased to be an original co-
sponsor of the bill and appreciate the 
hard work of Representative KILDEE, 

Chairman FRANK, and Chairwoman WA-
TERS in drafting a bill that begins to 
address these problems. 

One of the things that I think is most 
important is the flexibility and self-de-
termination that begins to work its 
way into the legislation. Washington 
has never been the right place to make 
decisions for either local, State, or 
tribal governments, and in this bill we 
begin to send more of that autonomy, 
to send more of the decision-making 
power back to the tribes, which I think 
is an excellent opportunity for them to 
begin to find their way to self-suffi-
ciency. 

We have had one of my good friends 
come and testify on the bill. That was 
the president of the Mescalero 
Apaches, Mark Chino, who came here 
during the Financial Services Commit-
tee’s consideration of the bill and gave 
his insights on why the program is 
needed. And, again, I would just like to 
commend each one of the tribal leaders 
throughout not only New Mexico but 
throughout this country for really 
doing their job to begin to see that 
tribes deal with the problems that face 
them, not waiting for the Federal Gov-
ernment to come around and not wait-
ing for BIA, not waiting for any of the 
agencies. And this bill, in its block 
grant program, begins to do that. 

Another one of the significant things 
of this bill is that it allows tribes to 
take loans out, to incur indebtedness, 
to issue bonds in order to get infra-
structure on the tribal grounds. I know 
that the Mescaleros do not have their 
own wastewater treatment facility. 
They instead work with the local com-
munities of Ruidoso and Ruidoso 
Downs to deal with the wastewater 
treatment. But as tribes across the 
country are allowed to incur indebted-
ness for these solutions, then I think 
that is going to be extraordinarily im-
portant. 

Some of the tribes have used their 
housing money, for instance, to go to 
FEMA where many of the trailers that 
were bought and put there for Hurri-
cane Katrina victims ended up not 
being needed or used, and different 
tribes, which the Mescaleros were, I 
think, the first in the Nation to go 
take advantage of some of those trail-
ers, move them into their native 
grounds. And it represents a significant 
improvement over what some of the 
families already had. So we are begin-
ning to see those roots and those seeds 
of self-determination already make a 
difference in the lives of Native Ameri-
cans. And with this reauthorization, we 
will be able to continue to see those 
seeds of local progress, local input be-
coming the way that we do business. 

I support the bill and look forward to 
the discussion. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

b 1130 
Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Mr. 

Chairman, there are issues in which a 

number of Members of the House are 
recognized as leaders. There are some-
times issues where one particular 
Member, by the force of his commit-
ment, by the intellectual powers he 
brings to bear, by the length of that 
commitment, really stands out as a 
leader. And on this particular issue, 
the issue of Native Americans in gen-
eral, that is our colleague from Michi-
gan (Mr. KILDEE) dating back from his 
days in the State legislature in Michi-
gan, when he represented a district 
with no Native Americans. They named 
cars in his district after Native Ameri-
cans, but they’re the only ones with 
those names that lived there. And just 
out of a concern that America honor 
its commitment in this area, which we 
haven’t always done, he has been for 
many years a champion of the cause of 
Native Americans. 

I am delighted to have worked with 
him on this bill, he is the sponsor of 
the bill, and I yield him such time as 
he may consume. 

Mr. KILDEE. I thank the gentleman 
for his kind words. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise in strong sup-
port of H.R. 2786, a bill to reauthorize 
the Native American Housing Assist-
ance and Self-Determination Act. I am 
proud to be the sponsor of this very im-
portant legislation. 

NAHASDA, enacted in 1996, was the 
first piece of comprehensive housing 
legislation directed solely to Native 
American and Alaskan Native people. 
It has become the basic program aiding 
Native Americans in tribal areas with 
affordable housing development, in-
cluding homeownership, rehabilitation, 
infrastructure development, and other 
affordable housing assistance. 

The success of NAHASDA is clear. 
Since its enactment, thousands of 
housing units have been constructed or 
are in development. Despite this 
record, however, there is still a sub-
stantial unmet need for housing units, 
a need that continues to grow for one 
of the fastest growing population 
groups in the country. 

This bill, which is based largely upon 
the recommendations made by the Na-
tive American Indian Housing Council, 
has bipartisan support. I want to thank 
my colleagues, Chairman BARNEY 
FRANK and Congresswoman MAXINE 
WATERS and Mr. PEARCE, who has been 
a very, very active supporter of this 
legislation and other legislation affect-
ing our Native Americans. 

Its primary objective is to improve 
housing conditions in Indian country. 
Building upon the basic framework of 
NAHASDA, the bill will give tribes 
greater flexibility in meeting the hous-
ing needs of the tribal citizens. To that 
end, the bill creates a self-determina-
tion program which authorizes tribes 
to set aside 15 percent of its annual 
NAHASDA grant funding, up to $1 mil-
lion, for the acquisition, construction 
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or rehabilitation of housing. A year be-
fore the next NAHASDA reauthoriza-
tion in 2011, HUD would report to Con-
gress the results of this program. 

Among other revisions, the bill will 
make certain that tribes can compete 
for Home Investment Partnership Act 
funds, removes competitive procure-
ment rules and procedures for pur-
chases and goods under $5,000, makes 
Federal supply sources through the 
GSA more accessible to tribes, recog-
nizes tribal preference laws in hiring 
and contracting for NAHASDA activi-
ties, allows tribes to carry over 
NAHASDA funds to a subsequent grant 
year, and permits tribes to establish a 
reserve account up to 20 percent of the 
tribe’s annual NAHASDA grant. 

Mr. Chairman, this authorization bill 
will build upon the success of 
NAHASDA over the past 11 years by 
providing more housing development 
on our Nation’s Indian reservations. 

I urge my colleagues to support this 
bill. 

Mr. PEARCE. Mr. Chairman, I would 
compliment the gentleman from Michi-
gan for his work on this legislation. He 
has been tireless in his support of and 
the working of the legislation to get it 
to this point on the floor. 

In my district we have several tribes, 
including Laguna, Acoma, Zuni, Mesca-
lero, Isleta, the Ramah Navajo chapter, 
Tohajiilee Navajo chapter and the 
Alamo Navajo chapter, and each are 
faced with different difficulties. That’s 
the reason that the flexibility is so im-
portant that is offered in this legisla-
tion. 

Flexibility and autonomy are the be-
ginning points, and accountability 
then is kind of the finishing point. 
Given the opportunity to solve their 
own problems, given the resources to 
solve their problems holds the tribes 
accountable. And I have not found one 
that finds this distressing in any way. 

Too often I think that the Federal 
Government has been looked at as the 
caretaker of entire cultures, and lit-
erally that’s not possible that the care-
taker of the culture has to be the cul-
tural members themselves. We see sig-
nificant advances and capabilities in 
these areas. And, again, I am happy to 
be a part of this particular effort in 
this particular extension of flexibility 
and accountability. 

Mr. HONDA. Mr. Chairman, I rise today to 
express my strong support for H.R. 2786, the 
Native American Housing Assistance and Self- 
Determination Reauthorization Act of 2007. I 
was proud to vote in favor of this legislation 
today. 

H.R. 2786 will provide housing assistance 
for those Native Americans who are impover-
ished and living in dire conditions. It reauthor-
izes block grants under the Native American 
Housing Assistance and Self-Determination 
Act of 1996 (NAHASDA) on behalf of Indian 
tribes for carrying out affordable housing ac-
tivities. 

Included in this important legislation is the 
authorization of the Native Hawaiian Housing 

Block Grant and Loan Guarantee Program, 
which funds infrastructure development and 
homeownership assistance for Native Hawai-
ians. The loan guarantee program also helps 
eligible Native Hawaiian families obtain mort-
gages. I was proud to vote in favor of this 
stand alone legislation in July, which was 
sponsored by my good friend and colleague, 
Representative NEIL ABERCROMBIE, and I was 
happy to see it included into H.R. 2786 today. 

As a proponent of NAHASDA and the Na-
tive American Indian Housing Council 
(NAIHC), I also sponsored report language in 
the FY2008 Transportation, Housing and 
Urban Development Appropriations bill which 
expects HUD to continue to provide resources 
to the NAIHC, if authorized. The NAIHC is an 
excellent program which assists tribes and 
tribal housing entities to provide culturally rel-
evant, safe, sanitary, and quality affordable 
housing for Native people in American Indian 
communities and Alaska Native villages. Its 
importance must not be underscored, as it is 
the only national housing organization working 
on behalf of tribes and tribal housing entities 
across the United States. 

With the passage of H.R. 2786 today, we 
have taken an important step towards the re-
authorization of NAHASDA and NAIHC and to 
providing this community with the necessary 
federal assistance to help achieve the Amer-
ican dream of owning a home. 

Providing this assistance to Native Ameri-
cans is in the best interest of our nation. I look 
forward to continuing to work to advance the 
cause of Native Americans, as well as the 
NAIHC. 

Mr. BACA. Mr. Chairman, I rise in support of 
the reauthorization of H.R. 2786, the Native 
American Housing Assistance and Self-Deter-
mination Act (NAHASDA). However, I want to 
register my strong opposition to two amend-
ments which were accepted during today’s 
floor consideration: the Watt and Boren 
amendments. 

Both of these amendments would prohibit 
NAHASDA funds from going to the Cherokee 
Nation of Oklahoma until it fully recognizes all 
Cherokee Freedmen and their descendants as 
citizens of the Cherokee Nation. The status of 
the Freedmen descendents under the 1866 
Treaty is a complex legal issue with a long 
history. Currently, it is being addressed before 
the Tribal Courts system. I think it would be 
premature for Congress to intervene before 
the courts have had a chance to examine the 
legal issues surrounding this case. 

I also believe these amendments would set 
a bad precedent for the basic constitutional 
values of due process and the role of the judi-
cial branch in resolving legal disputes. 

NAHASDA is intended to provide housing 
assistance to low-income families on Indian 
country. These amendments are not only non- 
germane; they would harm the most vulner-
able members of the Nation. I urge my col-
leagues to wait on the courts to rule on this 
case before legislating. 

Mr. PEARCE. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Chairman, I also yield back the balance 
of my time. 

The CHAIRMAN. All time for general 
debate has expired. 

Pursuant to the rule, the bill is con-
sidered read for amendment under the 
5-minute rule. 

No amendment to the bill is in order 
except those printed in the portion of 
the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD designated 
for that purpose and pro forma amend-
ments for purpose of debate. Amend-
ments printed in the RECORD may be 
offered only by the Member who caused 
it to be printed or his designee and 
shall be considered read. 

AMENDMENT NO. 6 OFFERED BY MR. WATT 
Mr. WATT. Mr. Chairman, I offer an 

amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will des-

ignate the amendment. 
The text of the amendment is as fol-

lows: 
Amendment No. 6 offered by Mr. WATT: 
Page 3, line 9, strike the quotation marks 

and the last period. 
Page 3, after line 9, insert the following: 
‘‘(l) LIMITATION ON USE FOR CHEROKEE NA-

TION.—No funds authorized under this Act, or 
the amendments made by this Act, or appro-
priated pursuant to an authorization under 
this Act or such amendments, shall be ex-
pended for the benefit of the Cherokee Na-
tion of Oklahoma until the Cherokee Nation 
of Oklahoma is in full compliance with the 
Treaty of 1866 and fully recognizes all Cher-
okee Freedmen and their descendants as citi-
zens of the Cherokee Nation.’’. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
from North Carolina is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. WATT. Mr. Chairman, I am offer-
ing this amendment not proudly, un-
fortunately, but because of cir-
cumstances that have arisen that I will 
describe briefly and create the context 
for the amendment. 

In 1866, after the Cherokee Nation, 
which at that time also owned slaves, 
had gone through tremendous imposi-
tion by the United States and forced 
off of their land, including the people 
that they owned as slaves, the Cher-
okee Nation of Oklahoma entered into 
a treaty with the United States under 
which it agreed to make not only the 
Indians who were Cherokees, but their 
slaves, members of the Cherokee Na-
tion. Unfortunately, in March of 2007, 
the Cherokee Nation decided that it 
would, in violation of the 1866 treaty, 
take action to, in effect, rescind the 
citizenship of the descendants of the 
African Americans who had been their 
slaves, the so-called ‘‘Cherokee Freed-
men.’’ That has created a tension be-
tween the African American commu-
nity and the Cherokee Nation, which 
can best be described as unfortunate 
because there is so much common her-
itage there between the Cherokee Na-
tion and African Americans, and com-
mon experience. And this has created a 
divide which we hope will soon be re-
paired and restored. 

I’m in the unique position of under-
standing both sides of this because I 
understand when the Cherokee Nation 
says that in order to be a Cherokee, 
one has to have some Cherokee blood. 
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And that is a position that is not a rac-
ist position. It is a position of estab-
lishing their ancestry, their blood lin-
eage; and I have respect for that. 

And I’m in the unique position of 
having a great-great-grandmother who 
was a Cherokee. I’m also in the unique 
position of being an African American 
and understanding that the fact of 
what the Cherokee Nation has done 
would be exactly the same as if the 
United States of America, having im-
ported black people from Africa and 
enslaved them, once slavery had ended, 
had taken the position that slaves 
could not be citizens of the United 
States. 

So I understand both sides of this ar-
gument. And I have tried to walk down 
the middle of it, but there is no way to 
reconcile those two positions. And so I 
reluctantly offer this amendment that 
would have the effect of denying funds 
that may be appropriated pursuant to 
the provisions of this bill, to the au-
thority that is given under this bill, it 
would deny those funds from the Cher-
okee Nation of Oklahoma until such 
time that they recognize the Freedmen 
as citizens of the Cherokee Nation. 

With that, that’s the essence of the 
amendment, and I will yield back the 
balance of my time. 

Mr. PEARCE. Mr. Chairman, I would 
claim time in opposition, though I may 
not speak in opposition to the amend-
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
from New Mexico is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. PEARCE. I thank the chairman 
and I thank the gentleman for his 
amendment. 

This is the same amendment that 
was offered to a freestanding piece of 
legislation that was offered in the Fi-
nancial Services Committee. At that 
point, I commended the gentleman, Mr. 
WATT, for his work on justice, equality 
and fairness, and recognize that. I also 
favor loud and extremely clear mes-
sages, and this language is that. 

My concern on the day that we ac-
cepted this amendment as a part of our 
freestanding bill was that the under-
lying bill addresses some of the most 
needy, most impoverished rural areas 
in our Nation, and I would just hate for 
some of those areas to be disadvan-
taged simply because they are caught 
in this particular fight. 

There is pending litigation on the 
subject. And I wonder if it would not be 
better for us to let that litigation run 
its course. There is always opportunity 
for us, as a freestanding body, to come 
back and address this issue with legis-
lation if it does not clear up in the 
court case. 

So, again, I compliment the gen-
tleman for the clear and concise mes-
sage that he is delivering. I am not op-
posed to the message. In fact, I support 
the message of justice and fairness and 
equality, but would continue to wonder 
out loud if this is the proper vehicle. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. BOREN TO THE 
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. WATT 

Mr. BOREN. Mr. Chairman, I offer an 
amendment to the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. BOREN to the 

amendment offered by Mr. WATT: 
Page 1 of the amendment, line 1, insert 

‘‘(a)’’. 
Page 1 of the amendment, after line 9, in-

sert the following: 
(b) CONGRESSIONAL FINDINGS.—The Con-

gress hereby finds that— 
(1) the Cherokee Freedmen have appealed 

the March 3, 2007, vote of the Cherokee Na-
tion to rescind their tribal membership and 
it is currently in litigation in tribal courts; 

(2) on May 14, 2007, Cherokee Nation Dis-
trict Court Judge John Cripps issued a tem-
porary injunction requiring reinstatement of 
citizenship for the Cherokee Freedmen, 
pending appeal of the constitutionality of 
the March 3, 2007, tribal election rescinding 
membership; and 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—Subsection (a) shall 
not have any effect— 

(1) during the period that the temporary 
injunction issued on May 14, 2007, and re-
ferred to in subsection (b)(2) remains in ef-
fect; and 

(2) if the Cherokee Freedmen prevail upon 
final judgment in the pending appeal re-
ferred to in subsection (b)(2) regarding re-
scinding membership or a settlement agree-
ment regarding such appeal is entered into, 
at any time after entrance of such judgment 
or such settlement agreement. 

Mr. BOREN (during the reading). Mr. 
Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that the amendment be considered as 
read and printed in the RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Oklahoma? 

There was no objection. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 

from Oklahoma is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. BOREN. Mr. Chairman, I offer 
this second-degree amendment be-
cause, while I respect the efforts of the 
gentleman from North Carolina to pro-
tect the tribal membership and rights 
of the Cherokee Freedmen, we must 
consider the fact that this issue is cur-
rently being addressed in the tribal 
court system. Pursuing congressional 
action before these citizens have their 
day in court would be acting pre-
maturely. 

Earlier this year, the tribal courts 
approved a stay, which had the effect 
of reinstating the Freedmen to full 
citizenship status, including benefits 
and voting rights. This reinstatement 
applies to all Freedmen descendants 
who had previously been citizens and 
will last until the Cherokee Nation 
District Court reaches a decision. 

Because the Freedmen are current 
members of the Cherokee Nation, cut-
ting off funding for the Cherokee Na-
tion today would have the effect of cut-
ting benefits to the Freedmen, the very 
people this amendment attempts to 
protect. 

Mr. Chairman, my amendment would 
allow the courts to uphold their re-
sponsibility in hearing this case and 
ruling before this disallowment of 
funding to the Cherokee Nation can be 
put into place. 

In this country, we have judicial 
processes in place that should be hon-
ored before Congress steps in to act. 
My amendment is a reasonable ap-
proach, and I remain committed to pro-
tecting the rights of my constituents, 
the Cherokee Nation members, which 
currently includes the Freedmen. 

My amendment would not end debate 
on this issue. 

b 1145 

After the courts render a decision, 
Congress can examine this issue if nec-
essary. Congressional action may not 
be necessary. So let’s stop trying to 
find a legislative solution to a problem 
that does not currently exist. My 
amendment allows us to wait on the 
courts to rule before making a rash de-
cision to cut funding for thousands of 
my constituents. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. COLE of Oklahoma. Mr. Chair-
man, I move to strike the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. COLE of Oklahoma. Mr. Chair-
man, I want to associate myself very 
much with the remarks that my good 
friend from Oklahoma (Mr. BOREN) 
made and certainly will be supporting 
his secondary amendment. 

I also want to tell my good friend 
from North Carolina that I certainly 
recognize his motives and his serious-
ness, because I think it is a serious 
issue, and I think he is to be com-
mended for approaching it that way, 
and thoughtfully, and I know he has 
done so. 

But I, too, share the opinion of my 
friend from Oklahoma that we are act-
ing precipitously here. This is a matter 
in which, frankly, most of this body is 
not well informed. There are court 
cases underway in both the Federal and 
the tribal systems that ought to be al-
lowed to play out. And if we are going 
to address this issue, we ought to do so 
in normal order through the committee 
fashion. 

As Mr. BOREN so ably pointed out, 
the unintended, and I know unin-
tended, consequences of this amend-
ment would be to actually deny bene-
fits to people that are currently receiv-
ing them. And to begin a process, quite 
frankly, that has profound implica-
tions for everybody in Indian Country 
and for all tribal governments is one 
we ought to think about, I think, very, 
very deeply before we embark on it. 
But, again, that, in no way, leads me to 
question the motives of my good friend 
from North Carolina or the seriousness 
of the issue he raises. I very much ac-
cept that. 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 14:44 Jul 26, 2010 Jkt 059102 PO 00000 Frm 00025 Fmt 0688 Sfmt 0634 E:\BR07\H06SE7.000 H06SE7er
ow

e 
on

 D
S

K
5C

LS
3C

1P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 B
O

U
N

D
 R

E
C

O
R

D



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, Vol. 153, Pt. 1723668 September 6, 2007 
A final point I want on say on behalf, 

not on behalf, it is not my place to do 
that, but certainly I want to recognize 
that from the Cherokee Nation stand-
point, they are the most racially di-
verse tribe in North America. There 
are thousands of African American 
Cherokees. In fact, there is every other 
race in that particular tribe. They see 
this as a tribal sovereignty issue. They 
do not see it as a racial issue. I cer-
tainly understand why some of my 
friends would have a different point of 
view. But I think, again, the matters 
involved here are so important and so 
deep that they deserve full consider-
ation first in the courts and then in an 
appropriate legislative process in Con-
gress. 

Mr. Chairman, I want to conclude by 
thanking my friend from Oklahoma for 
arriving at what I think is a very rea-
sonable surmise. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Chairman, I move to strike the req-
uisite number of words. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Chairman, I agree that the amendment 
is a useful one, and I support it. The 
gentleman from Oklahoma, who is a 
member of the Financial Services Com-
mittee, has been a very able advocate 
for Native Americans on a variety of 
issues, as well as on others. I think this 
is an example of his constructive ap-
proach. But I do want to take some ex-
ception with the reasons for it. And we 
can do things for somewhat different 
reasons. I don’t think what the gen-
tleman from North Carolina was doing 
was rash. 

In terms of what is best for the 
tribes, what we are doing here is trying 
to enforce a treaty. Frankly, I think 
the tribes have suffered more from vio-
lations of treaties than they have been 
the violators of treaties. I think that, 
in fact, it is a national embarrassment 
that this Federal Government has his-
torically been the one that has initi-
ated breaches of treaties and ignored 
treaties. So I am glad to say this is a 
sign here, not simply on the merits of 
including the Freedmen, but a reaffir-
mation by this Congress that we will 
hold everybody to those treaties. I do 
believe by establishing that principle, 
we will be doing the Native Americans 
in the end some good, as well. 

Beyond that, in terms of timing, I 
understand this is in the courts. But 
let’s be clear what is in the courts. The 
issue here is whether a decision taken 
by the tribe to exclude the Freedmen, I 
believe, in violation of the treaty 
should be upheld or not. At any 
minute, the tribe could resolve this by 
saying, okay, we will abide by the trea-
ty. So it is not that they need judicial 
permission to do that. They don’t have 
to await the outcome. 

Given all that, I do agree if the court 
decision, the tribal court as I under-
stand it, upholds the right of the 
Freedmen, if the current status of the 
Freedmen is maintained, then the 
amendment wouldn’t be necessary, 
and, in fact, if that had been the case, 
the gentleman from North Carolina 
wouldn’t have offered it. 

As all the Members have said, this is 
a very agonizing issue for many of us. 
None of us wants to be put to this kind 
of a test. But the principle of adhering 
to the treaties, I think, governs. The 
gentleman from Oklahoma has pro-
posed a useful amendment. As I under-
stand it, he cooperated with the gen-
tleman from North Carolina. They 
worked together on this. And what this 
says is if the resolution comes either 
by a court decision that says the 
Freedmen must be continued as tribal 
members or by a decision by the Chero-
kees, and again, they aren’t bound by a 
decision by the court not to do this. 
They could always do it. So from the 
standpoint of cutting off, you know, 
they say when people are in civil con-
tempt they have the keys in their 
pockets. The Cherokees have the cash 
here. It is entirely up to them as to 
whether or not the benefits continue to 
flow. Nothing in the gentleman from 
North Carolina’s amendment would in 
any way impede the flow of funds to 
the Cherokees unless they are found to 
be by us, I think very clearly, in viola-
tion of the treaty. 

So if the Cherokees, either because of 
the tribal court or of their own voli-
tion, decide to continue what has been 
the status quo of the Freedmen, then 
there is no cutoff. So I do not believe it 
can fairly be said that this will penal-
ize them. It leaves it in their hands. 

Mr. Chairman, I am very pleased that 
the gentleman from North Carolina 
and the gentleman from Oklahoma, we 
have had the cooperation from Mem-
bers on the other side, I think we have 
come to as good a resolution to a dif-
ficult situation as possible. I hope both 
amendments are adopted. 

Mr. WATT. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
strike the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
from North Carolina is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. WATT. Mr. Chairman, I am not 
going to oppose the amendment to the 
amendment that I have offered. I do 
want to make a couple of points. First 
of all, some question has been raised 
about the timing of my offering of the 
underlying amendment. I did not 
choose the timing of this. This bill is 
on the floor today. And if my amend-
ment is not on the bill, who knows 
when there will be another opportunity 
to deliver this message and to create 
an impediment pending the outcome of 
the litigation. 

So I am perfectly content with the 
current status of the events in the 
sense that the court has said to the 

Cherokee Nation in a temporary in-
junction that you cannot exclude the 
Freedmen from the Cherokee Nation. 
As long as that court order stays in ef-
fect, I consider that we are at the re-
sult, which is the appropriate result. 
But if by chance 6 months down the 
road, 3 months down the road, 2 
months down the road, a contrary set 
of circumstances exist, either the court 
withdraws its temporary restraining 
order or rules in a way that I don’t 
think with any kind of justification it 
can rule against the Cherokee Freed-
men, then this language will be in the 
bill and would appropriately have been 
put in the bill today. I can’t come back 
6 months from now and put it in the 
bill that is passed today. 

So I didn’t choose the timing of this. 
I am having to do this in the time 
frame that this bill is moving. So in a 
sense, the gentleman from Oklahoma 
(Mr. BOREN) has served a very useful 
purpose here to basically codify every-
one’s agreement that as long as the 
court retains the status quo, allows 
Cherokee Freedmen to be citizens of 
the Cherokee Nation, that is an appro-
priate outcome for the case. And if 
that ceases to be the case, then this 
language would then take effect in the 
bill. 

Mr. Chairman, for that I think we are 
indebted to Mr. BOREN for clarifying 
that. I appreciate him and will not op-
pose the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Oklahoma (Mr. BOREN) to 
the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from North Carolina (Mr. 
WATT). 

The amendment to the amendment 
was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from North Carolina (Mr. 
WATT), as amended. 

The amendment, as amended, was 
agreed to. 

AMENDMENT NO. 3 OFFERED BY MR. PEARCE 
Mr. PEARCE. Mr. Chairman, I have 

an amendment at the desk. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will des-

ignate the amendment. 
The text of the amendment is as fol-

lows: 
Amendment No. 3 offered by Mr. PEARCE: 
At the end of the bill, add the following 

new section: 
SEC. 9. DEMONSTRATION PROGRAM FOR GUAR-

ANTEED LOANS TO FINANCE TRIBAL 
COMMUNITY AND ECONOMIC DEVEL-
OPMENT ACTIVITIES. 

(a) AUTHORITY.—To the extent or in such 
amounts as are provided in appropriation 
Acts, the Secretary of Housing and Urban 
Development (in this section referred to as 
the ‘‘Secretary’’) may, subject to the limita-
tions of this section and upon such terms and 
conditions as the Secretary may prescribe, 
guarantee and make commitments to guar-
antee, the notes and obligations issued by In-
dian tribes or tribally designated housing en-
tities (as such term is defined in section 4 of 
the Native American Housing Assistance and 
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Self-Determination Act of 1996 (25 U.S.C. 
4103)) with tribal approval, for the purposes 
of financing activities, carried out on Indian 
reservations and in other Indian areas, that 
under the first sentence of section 108(a) of 
the Housing and Community Development 
Act of 1974 are eligible for financing with 
notes and other obligations guaranteed pur-
suant to such section 108. 

(b) LOW-INCOME BENEFIT REQUIREMENT.— 
Not less than 70 percent of the aggregate 
funds received by an Indian tribe or tribally 
designated housing entity as a result of a 
guarantee under this section shall be used 
for the support of activities that benefit low- 
income Indian families (as such term is de-
fined for purposes of the Native American 
Housing Assistance and Self-Determination 
Act of 1996) on Indian reservations and other 
Indian areas. 

(c) FINANCIAL SOUNDNESS.—The Secretary 
shall establish underwriting criteria for 
guarantees under this section, including fees 
for such guarantees, as may be necessary to 
ensure that the program under this section 
for such guarantees is financially sound. 
Such fees shall be established in amounts 
that are sufficient, but do not exceed the 
minimum amounts necessary, to maintain a 
negative credit subsidy for such program, as 
determined based upon risk to the Federal 
Government under such underwriting re-
quirements. 

(d) TERMS OF OBLIGATIONS.—Notes or other 
obligations guaranteed pursuant to this sec-
tion shall be in such form and denomina-
tions, have such maturities, and be subject 
to such conditions as may be prescribed by 
regulations issued by the Secretary. The 
Secretary may not deny a guarantee under 
this section on the basis of the proposed re-
payment period for the note or other obliga-
tion, unless the period is more than 20 years 
or the Secretary determines that the period 
causes the guarantee to constitute an unac-
ceptable financial risk. 

(e) LIMITATION ON PERCENTAGE.—A guar-
antee made under this section shall guar-
antee repayment of 95 percent of the unpaid 
principal and interest due on the notes or 
other obligations guaranteed. 

(f) SECURITY AND REPAYMENT.— 
(1) REQUIREMENTS ON ISSUER.—To ensure 

the repayment of notes or other obligations 
and charges incurred under this section and 
as a condition for receiving such guarantees, 
the Secretary shall require the Indian tribe 
or housing entity issuing such notes or obli-
gations to— 

(A) enter into a contract, in a form accept-
able to the Secretary, for repayment of notes 
or other obligations guaranteed under this 
section; 

(B) demonstrate that the extent of such 
issuance and guarantee under this section is 
within the financial capacity of the tribe; 
and 

(C) furnish, at the discretion of the Sec-
retary, such security as may be deemed ap-
propriate by the Secretary in making such 
guarantees, including increments in local 
tax receipts generated by the activities as-
sisted by a guarantee under this section or 
disposition proceeds from the sale of land or 
rehabilitated property, except that such se-
curity may not include any grant amounts 
received or for which the issuer may be eligi-
ble under title I of the Native American 
Housing Assistance and Self-Determination 
Act of 1996. 

(2) FULL FAITH AND CREDIT.—The full faith 
and credit of the United States is pledged to 
the payment of all guarantees made under 
this section. Any such guarantee made by 

the Secretary shall be conclusive evidence of 
the eligibility of the obligations for such 
guarantee with respect to principal and in-
terest, and the validity of any such guar-
antee so made shall be incontestable in the 
hands of a holder of the guaranteed obliga-
tions. 

(g) TRAINING AND INFORMATION.—The Sec-
retary, in cooperation with Indian tribes and 
tribally designated housing entities, shall 
carry out training and information activities 
with respect to the guarantee program under 
this section. 

(h) LIMITATIONS ON AMOUNT OF GUARAN-
TEES.— 

(1) AGGREGATE FISCAL YEAR LIMITATION.— 
Notwithstanding any other provision of law 
and subject only to the absence of qualified 
applicants or proposed activities and to the 
authority provided in this section, to the ex-
tent approved or provided in appropriations 
Acts, the Secretary may enter into commit-
ments to guarantee notes and obligations 
under this section with an aggregate prin-
cipal amount not to exceed $200,000,000 for 
each of fiscal years 2008 through 2012. 

(2) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS FOR 
CREDIT SUBSIDY.—There are authorized to be 
appropriated to cover the costs (as such term 
is defined in section 502 of the Congressional 
Budget Act of 1974) of guarantees under this 
section such sums as may be necessary for 
each of fiscal years 2008 through 2012. 

(3) AGGREGATE OUTSTANDING LIMITATION.— 
The total amount of outstanding obligations 
guaranteed on a cumulative basis by the Sec-
retary pursuant to this section shall not at 
any time exceed $1,000,000,000 or such higher 
amount as may be authorized to be appro-
priated for this section for any fiscal year. 

(4) FISCAL YEAR LIMITATIONS ON TRIBES.— 
The Secretary shall monitor the use of guar-
antees under this section by Indian tribes. If 
the Secretary finds that 50 percent of the ag-
gregate guarantee authority under para-
graph (3) has been committed, the Secretary 
may— 

(A) impose limitations on the amount of 
guarantees pursuant to this section that any 
one Indian tribe may receive in any fiscal 
year of $25,000,000; or 

(B) request the enactment of legislation in-
creasing the aggregate outstanding limita-
tion on guarantees under this section. 

(i) REPORT.—Not later than the expiration 
of the 4-year period beginning on the date of 
the enactment of this Act, the Secretary 
shall submit a report to the Congress regard-
ing the utilization of the authority under 
this section by Indian tribes and tribally des-
ignated housing entities, identifying the ex-
tent of such utilization and the types of 
projects and activities financed using such 
authority and analyzing the effectiveness of 
such utilization in carrying out the purposes 
of this section. 

(j) TERMINATION.—The authority of the 
Secretary under this section to make new 
guarantees for notes and obligations shall 
terminate on October 1, 2012. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
from New Mexico is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. PEARCE. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
today to offer this amendment to H.R. 
2786, the Native American Housing As-
sistance and Self-Determination Reau-
thorization Act of 2007. While 
NAHASDA continues the great prac-
tice of giving tribes more flexibility to 
develop housing, I believe that we can 
do more. 

We all know that economic develop-
ment and infrastructure needs are 

acute in Indian Country. My amend-
ment allows Native Americans to re-
ceive the same opportunity for eco-
nomic development that States, cities 
and other units of local government 
across the United States enjoy without 
an increase in direct appropriations. 

Representative RENZI from Arizona, a 
good friend, has similar stand-alone 
legislation, the Tribal Economic Devel-
opment and Infrastructure Support Act 
of 2007. I appreciate his hard work on 
this important issue. 

Currently, communities that receive 
direct funding from the Community 
Development Block Grant program 
may borrow or issue bonded debt for up 
to five times their actual CDBG alloca-
tion. This is the section 108 loan guar-
antee program and it encourages eco-
nomic development, housing rehabili-
tation, public facilities, and large-scale 
physical development projects. 

Title 6 of NAHASDA is similar to the 
section 108 statute and allows tribes to 
borrow or issue bonded debt up to five 
times their annual NAHASDA alloca-
tion for housing purposes only. The 
title VI program has been underutilized 
in part because the eligible projects are 
limited to low-income activities that 
do not generate sufficient income to 
pay back these loans. 

b 1200 

My amendment gives to tribes the 
same access to vital economic and in-
frastructure resources that non-tribal 
communities currently use. 

Specifically, my amendment author-
izes a demonstration program adminis-
tered by the Department of Housing 
and Urban Development to provide for 
guarantees to loans for housing-related 
economic infrastructure and develop-
ment on tribal lands. The demonstra-
tion project embodied in this bill will 
build not only better neighborhoods, 
but also build the economic infrastruc-
ture to support those communities, es-
pecially in our most rural and impover-
ished sections of America. The dem-
onstration program is limited, so that 
at least half of the title VI program au-
thority will remain exclusively for 
housing. 

Also, in order to be approved by the 
Secretary, an applicant must dem-
onstrate that 70 percent of the benefit 
of the proposed projects will go to the 
low-income Indian families on Indian 
reservations and other tribal areas. 
This is similar to the CDBG program 
which requires that 70 percent of a 
project’s benefit be for low- and mod-
erate-income families. Nothing in this 
amendment changes the use of appro-
priated funds, but it will encourage pri-
vate money from banks or bond inves-
tors to be used for economic develop-
ment purposes. 

In June, I visited the Pueblo of Zuni, 
where it rained and snowed, leaving 
standing, muddy water throughout the 
community. Most of the streets in the 
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historic plaza do not have gutters to 
control water runoff, nor do the roofs 
of most houses have the gutters. The 
water began to flow and residents were 
literally surrounding their homes with 
bath towels to absorb the melting snow 
and to prevent their homes from being 
flooded. This is an example where 
NAHASDA dollars should be eligible 
for infrastructure to help these low-in-
come families build gutters in their 
neighborhoods and protect their 
homes. 

My amendment will help Native 
Americans build stronger, better com-
munities all across America by encour-
aging economic development. I believe 
this is the right step to help Indian 
Country build and improve their com-
munities. 

I hope that you will join me in sup-
porting this important amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Chairman, I move to strike the last 
word. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN (Mr. COSTA). 
The gentleman is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Chairman, I want to express my strong 
support for the amendment and my ap-
preciation and admiration for the gen-
tleman from New Mexico. This is a 
very important piece of this. 

We try to do this in our committee 
increasingly. We tried to do it with re-
gard to the recovery from the hurri-
cane as well. It is housing and eco-
nomic development. They are both nec-
essary, and they go together. If you 
don’t have decent housing that is af-
fordable, you are going to have a hard 
time filling the jobs. But if you don’t 
have economic development, then 
housing without it is somewhat sterile. 

The gentleman from New Mexico has 
come up with a very thoughtful ap-
proach here. It is very logical to make 
this part of this program. There was 
some original talk about it being sepa-
rate, but I think from the standpoint of 
making sure this survives all the way 
through the process, it is better to link 
the two, because the underlying hous-
ing program is going to expire and, 
frankly, putting them together this 
way gives us more assurance that it 
will ultimately be signed and not 
caught up in some unrelated con-
troversy. 

So both procedurally and sub-
stantively, the gentleman from New 
Mexico has made the right choices, and 
I join in hoping the amendment is 
adopted. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The ques-
tion is on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from New Mexico (Mr. 
PEARCE). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Ms. HERSETH SANDLIN. Mr. Chair-

man, I move to strike the last word. 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gentle-

woman from South Dakota is recog-
nized for 5 minutes. 

Ms. HERSETH SANDLIN. Mr. Chair-
man, I want to thank the distinguished 
gentleman from Massachusetts, Chair-
man FRANK, for his leadership in ad-
vancing the reauthorization of this im-
portant act, and the distinguished gen-
tleman from Michigan, Mr. KILDEE, for 
introducing the legislation to do so. 

Like many Members of this body, I 
have the honor of representing a sig-
nificant Native American population in 
my district. In fact, South Dakota is 
home to nine Lakota, Dakota and 
Nakota Sioux tribes, each of them add-
ing an immeasurable contribution to 
our State’s rich and varied cultural 
landscape. 

Tragically, however, many reserva-
tion communities in South Dakota and 
across the country suffer from extreme 
poverty. This poverty manifests itself 
in many challenges, including access to 
adequate health care, education, and, 
as we are discussing today, housing. 

Indeed, tribal leaders and tribal hous-
ing officials from across the State of 
South Dakota report a consistent and 
urgent message: there is a desperate 
need for more and better housing in In-
dian Country, and we owe it to the el-
ders, children and their families to help 
do more to fulfill this most basic of 
needs. 

Historically, there has been inad-
equate funding provided for housing 
programs and unnecessary obstacles to 
growth. This has led to situations, such 
as on the Pine Ridge Reservation, 
home to the Oglala Sioux tribe in 
southwest South Dakota, where it is 
not uncommon to have 25 individuals 
or more living in one housing unit. 

It is worth noting that in my State 
and many Northern Plains States, tem-
peratures can reach negative 25 degrees 
Fahrenheit or colder in the winter. Yet 
there remain barriers to accessing Na-
tive American Housing Grant funds 
which, if removed, would help families 
in Indian Country to improve their liv-
ing situations. 

So I urge strong support of H.R. 2786, 
which would reauthorize, clarify and 
improve the Native American Housing 
Assistance Self-Determination Act, 
and help ensure that all Americans, in-
cluding the first Americans, have fair 
and equal access to adequate housing, a 
basic necessity of life. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

AMENDMENT NO. 7 OFFERED BY MR. 
WESTMORELAND 

Mr. WESTMORELAND. Mr. Chair-
man, I offer an amendment. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The Clerk 
will designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Amendment No. 7 offered by Mr. WEST-
MORELAND: 

Page 18, strike lines 1 through 6. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-
tleman from Georgia is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. WESTMORELAND. Mr. Chair-
man, as I listen to the debate on this 
bill, and I agree with the majority of 
this bill, I heard the word ‘‘tribe’’ used 
over and over, and I think that was the 
intent of this, for Native American 
tribes to be recognized and be given the 
housing assistance and also the infra-
structure assistance and all the things 
that they need. And I think it is very 
important that we recognize exactly 
who these tribes are. 

What this amendment does, it strikes 
the section about the Native Hawai-
ians. Native Hawaiians share none of 
the unique characteristics possessed by 
recognized tribes in this country. Na-
tive Hawaiians never exercised sov-
ereignty over Hawaiian lands or lived 
as a separate, distinct, racially exclu-
sive community. All Hawaiians were 
subject to the same monarch in the 
late 1800s, regardless of race. 

Native Hawaiians have never exer-
cised inherent sovereignty as a native 
indigenous people, and our Constitu-
tion seeks to eliminate racial separa-
tion, not promote it. How can we pro-
mote equality while separating our 
people? 

Tribes seeking recognition after 
statehood must adhere to a process es-
tablished by the Federal Government. 
To be formally recognized, a tribe must 
demonstrate it has operated as a sov-
ereign entity for the past century, was 
a separate and distinct community, 
and had a preexisting political organi-
zation. The Native Hawaiian people 
cannot meet these criteria. 

The time for Native Hawaiians to es-
tablish themselves as an Indian tribe 
has since passed. When Hawaii was con-
sidering statehood in 1959, there was no 
push to establish a tribe. In fact, 94 
percent of the people in 1959 supported 
statehood with no mention of being a 
tribe. 

The Supreme Court ruled in 2000 in 
Rice that Native Hawaiians are an eth-
nic group and that it is illegal to give 
anyone preferential treatment on ac-
count of their membership in that 
group. It is unconstitutional to give 
one ethnic group a special preference 
over another ethnic group, and the 
oath of office that we took was to up-
hold the Constitution. 

Therefore, I think it is appropriate, 
and I would ask all Members, to vote to 
take the Native Hawaiians out of this 
very important bill. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

Ms. HIRONO. Mr. Chairman, I rise in 
opposition to the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gentle-
woman from Hawaii is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Ms. HIRONO. Mr. Chairman, I rise in 
strong opposition to the amendment 
offered by Mr. WESTMORELAND to elimi-
nate section 811 of H.R. 2786 which re-
authorizes the Native Hawaiian Hous-
ing Block Grant and Loan Guarantee 
programs. 
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This block grant is used to carry out 

affordable housing activities for Native 
Hawaiian families who are eligible to 
reside on Hawaiian homelands which 
were established in trust by the United 
States in 1921 under the Hawaiian 
Homes Commission Act. 

Due to a variety of factors, including 
lack of program funding, only 8,000 in-
dividuals currently hold leases and re-
side on Hawaiian homelands. Approxi-
mately 23,650 remain on a waiting list, 
and many of our elderly, our kupuna, 
have died waiting to achieve the dream 
of homeownership. 

This block grant supports the dreams 
of homeownership for Native Hawai-
ians, not just in Hawaii, but across our 
Nation, as 2,712 Hawaiian homeland ap-
plicants currently reside outside of Ha-
waii. In fact, 21 Native Hawaiians who 
live in Georgia, the home State of the 
author of this amendment, have ap-
plied for this very program he has not 
once, but twice, tried to eliminate. 

Many of you may remember that this 
past July the gentleman from Georgia 
offered an amendment that would 
eliminate funding for the Native Ha-
waiian Housing Block Grant program 
in the fiscal year 2008 Transportation- 
Treasury-Housing appropriations bill. 
This body rejected that amendment in 
a bipartisan vote of 116 yeas to 307 
nays. 

These amendments are really just 
the latest in a pattern of challenge to 
programs that focus on benefiting 
American Indians, Alaska Natives, and 
Native Hawaiian people. An earlier 
failed challenge to the previously 
uncontroversial Native American 
Housing Act, H.R. 835, was the first ap-
parent salvo against Native American 
programs. Then there was an attempt 
to strike funds for Alaska Native and 
Native Hawaiian Serving Institutions 
in the fiscal year 2008 Department of 
Labor, Health and Human Services and 
Education appropriations bill. 

These actions raise the concern that 
all programs benefiting indigenous peo-
ple will be subjected to attack. 

Like other indigenous groups, such 
as American Indians and Alaskan Na-
tives, Native Hawaiians have a special 
trust relationship with the United 
States. It has been well settled that 
Congress has clear plenary power to 
fulfill its obligations to indigenous 
people who once had sovereign gov-
erning entities before the establish-
ment of the United States and whose 
lands are currently within the borders 
of the United States. 

Like American Indians and Alaska 
Natives, Native Hawaiians suffered the 
loss of their sovereignty and their 
lands to the United States. Congress 
has an obligation to Native Hawaiians, 
whose sovereign government was over-
thrown with the aid of the United 
States military under the direction of 
the U.S. minister. 

Congress has demonstrated this spe-
cial relationship by enacting over 150 

laws specifically benefiting Native Ha-
waiians since 1900. None of the laws 
Congress has enacted benefiting Native 
Hawaiians have ever been successfully 
challenged as unconstitutional. 

The U.S. Supreme Court decision of 
Rice v. Cayetano has been bandied 
about today by supporters of this 
amendment. I was a member of the 
Cayetano administration as Lieutenant 
Governor in Hawaii and sat in the 
court when arguments in the Rice case 
were heard. It may interest some of 
you to know that one of the lawyers ar-
guing for the State of Hawaii’s case 
was John Roberts, who is now Chief 
Justice of the Supreme Court. 

Nothing in the Rice decision holds 
that programs that benefit Native Ha-
waiians are unconstitutional. The ma-
jority decision did not call into ques-
tion the trust relationship between the 
United States Government and Native 
Hawaiian people. It did not strike down 
the Office of Hawaiian Affairs or any 
other program benefiting Native Ha-
waiians as unconstitutional. 

America has a moral and legal obli-
gation to support programs that pro-
vide housing, education and other im-
portant services for Native Hawaiians. 
Helping Native Hawaiians achieve and 
advance is in the best interests of all of 
the people of our Nation. 

I would like to add that it is totally 
inaccurate and an insult to the Native 
Hawaiians that they are characterized 
as not having had a sovereign govern-
ment. They certainly did. 

In closing, I ask that my colleagues 
join me once again in fighting these 
unconscionable attacks and vote ‘‘no’’ 
on the Westmoreland amendment. 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Chairman, I move to strike the last 
word. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-
tleman is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Chairman, to begin with, I implore 
Members of the House not to give in to 
this effort to invoke judicial activism, 
to cancel the vote of the people’s elect-
ed Representative. 

My friends on the Republican side are 
very selective in their denunciation of 
judicial activism. From time to time, 
they complain, if the courts uphold 
some fundamental constitutional right, 
that our ability as elected officials to 
make public policy has been trifled 
with. Here the shoe is very much on 
the other foot, and I think the foot on 
which the shoe is is in the mouth. 

This is an effort to overrule the over-
whelming decision of the people of Ha-
waii through their elected officials to 
create these programs. There are few 
things in Hawaii that are as broadly 
supported as this housing program. 

There are controversial aspects of 
some of what goes on in Hawaii. We are 
aware of none here. This has been 
fiercely defended by everyone who is 
representing Hawaii who has been here 

since I have been here, and this Con-
gress is voting on it. 

What are we told? What is the argu-
ment? Well, the Supreme Court doesn’t 
think you should do that. What hap-
pened to the objection to judicial ac-
tivism? What happened to the will of 
the people? 

In fact, as the gentlewoman from Ha-
waii has pointed out, there is no clear- 
cut Supreme Court decision here. 
There is room for us to make choices. 
But I am struck at the ease with which 
some of my conservative colleagues in-
voke this principle of popular rule 
against judicial activism in such a se-
lective fashion. 

This harms no one. This isn’t exclud-
ing anyone from anything. It is pro-
viding housing for people who need it. 
The gentlewoman from Hawaii has 
given a very good explanation of the 
history. 

I do not understand, Mr. Chairman. 
This is a fairly small program affecting 
a fairly small number of people in Ha-
waii. It is overwhelmingly supported 
by the people of Hawaii. 

Mr. Chairman, what motivates Mem-
bers of this house to get up and inter-
fere with the arrangements that the 
people of Hawaii have arrived at? What 
drives them? What angers them that 
the arrangement has been reached that 
says this to the Native Hawaiians? And 
no one disputes the history that our 
friend from Hawaii has given. The 
United States came in and overthrew 
the government. That is very well doc-
umented. 

What drives people at this point to 
continue to battle against this effort to 
help these Native Hawaiians and to in-
voke the courts to say we don’t care 
what the votes were in Hawaii. We 
don’t care about an overwhelming vote 
in the U.S. House. 

This is a very reasonable effort by 
the polity of Hawaii, the Native Hawai-
ians and others, to meet a very real 
need. No one is saying the program is 
badly run. No one is saying it is cor-
rupt. No one is saying it is unneces-
sary. 

b 1215 

There is some hyper-abstract, ideo-
logical objection to people reaching 
out to their fellow residents in need. 
And while it is overwhelmingly sup-
ported, what we have is an ideological 
objection, the nature of which I cannot 
understand. No one has told me what 
harm is done by this. I don’t under-
stand who this hurts. But somehow, 
people are motivated to attack this 
program which helps this particular, 
fairly small minority of people. And 
then, absent any rational arguments in 
my judgment, they invoke the prin-
ciple of judicial supremacy, which they 
so often scorn in other contexts. I hope 
this amendment is defeated. 

Mr. KING of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I 
move to strike the last word. 
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The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-

tleman is recognized for 5 minutes. 
Mr. KING of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I 

rise in support of this amendment 
brought by the gentleman from Geor-
gia (Mr. WESTMORELAND). 

Perhaps I will work backwards 
through this from what I have heard 
during this debate. One of them would 
be the decision that was made in Rice 
v. Cayetano in the year 2000 that Na-
tive Hawaiians are an ethnic group and 
that it is unconstitutional and in viola-
tion of the Civil Rights Act to provide 
special protected status and privileges 
to people based upon their ethnicity. 
To raise that issue as an argument 
here on the floor isn’t railing against 
judicial activism. To bring an amend-
ment here to the floor of the United 
States Congress and ask the people’s 
House to provide a majority vote on 
whether or not to authorize funds to go 
to Native Hawaiians, it isn’t a conflict 
with judicial activism; to the contrary, 
it calls upon the people through their 
elected representative to make that de-
cision. I think it is very consistent 
with our Constitution. It isn’t railing 
against judicial activism; it simply 
recognizes the case and recognizes the 
Constitution. 

With regard to Chief Justice Roberts 
making the argument in favor of the 
Hawaiian side of this argument, if my 
recollection is correct, and I believe it 
is, that was then private sector attor-
ney John Roberts who made that deci-
sion who was under the employment of 
people who had hired him to make the 
best argument he could make. But I 
don’t remember him saying he had won 
the argument. So we know that when 
attorneys are in private practice, they 
take on clients and they do the best job 
they can of making that argument. 
The attorneys that argued in Rice v. 
Cayetano, the prevailing side was the 
side of the Constitution and the side of 
the people. 

I have represented two reservations 
now for 11 years in either the Iowa Sen-
ate or the United States Congress. I 
have had good relations with the peo-
ple there on the reservations in my dis-
trict, and it echoes across the Missouri 
River into Nebraska. I am not without 
some sense of experience and sensi-
tivity when it comes to these issues 
that have to do with tribes, reserva-
tions and ethnicity. 

But I am concerned about a con-
sistent and constant effort to balkanize 
America, to encourage Americans to 
divide themselves into groups and iden-
tify themselves based upon their eth-
nicity and the national origin of their 
ancestors. 

I listen and I hear there are 2,100 Na-
tive Hawaiians living in Georgia. Why 
can’t we just call them Georgians? Why 
can’t we call them Americans? Why 
can’t we, as the voice of the people, en-
courage each other to remember our 
history and remember the legacy and 

remember the cultures that come, but 
focus on being Americans and erase the 
lines between us rather than drawing 
continually brighter and brighter lines, 
further balkanizing America, encour-
aging people to gather together as 
ethnicities in enclaves. 

And I am going to be one who will be, 
if the day comes that this Hawaiian 
legislation, the big bill comes to this 
floor, I will be opposing it as well, Mr. 
Chairman, because that divides Ameri-
cans and it sets a new standard that 
has not been set and that is recog-
nizing ethnicities as tribes. If that hap-
pens, any ethnicity that can gain the 
political leverage to gain a majority 
vote here on the floor of Congress, here 
in the House and in the Senate, can 
then be raised to the same level that 
we have set aside for Native Americans 
that we are dealing with here in this 
bill. 

So this slipped in. This authorization 
slipped in in the year 2000 without a lot 
of opposition. I agree with the 
gentlelady’s position there. It should 
have been opposed. I think it was a 
mistake by Congress, and it brought 
about a $9 million appropriation in 
2007. It is probably a $25 million appro-
priation obligation through about the 
year 2012. 

This is where we draw the line. This 
is where we have to take the stand on 
what is really the Constitution and 
what is right. Ethnicities can’t be 
granted special status. 

I yield to the gentleman from Geor-
gia (Mr. WESTMORELAND). 

Mr. WESTMORELAND. I thank my 
friend from Iowa for yielding. 

Let me say that the chairman of the 
committee mentioned the over-
whelming vote on an amendment, or 
the gentlelady from Hawaii did. I re-
mind the House that on Wednesday, 
March 21, H.R. 835, the Hawaiian Home-
ownership Act of 2007, was defeated in 
this House. So I wanted to bring that 
to the attention of everybody. 

The gentleman from Iowa said $25 
million over the 4 years, and it is actu-
ally about $50 million. You know, I will 
be glad to work with the chairman of 
the committee or the delegation from 
Hawaii if they want to let Congress 
pass something to make them a recog-
nized tribe, but they are not a recog-
nized tribe. 

All the discussion I have heard today, 
everything in this bill is about tribes, 
recognized tribes by this country. So I 
just ask that you support the amend-
ment and then we will work out any 
problems that we can after that. 

Mr. ABERCROMBIE. Mr. Chairman, I 
move to strike the last word. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-
tleman from Hawaii is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. ABERCROMBIE. Mr. Chairman, 
once again I find myself on the floor 
wishing that I had an opportunity to 
perhaps discuss the issue that is raised 

in the amendment. I wish really hon-
estly that the courtesies would be ex-
tended on this to one another, not just 
on this issue but on any issue where it 
affects individuals. 

Let me explain for a moment if I can 
to you and some others who may be lis-
tening in, Mr. Chairman. Here is a list 
of votes on Native issues. There are 52 
Members, 52 Members who have tribes 
in their districts, some multiple. Some 
of them are Republican Members who 
are sponsors of this bill. Each of them 
has unique questions and problems 
that have to be dealt with. It goes to 
Republicans, it goes to Democratic dis-
tricts. 

I find it distressing that this is be-
coming more and more a partisan issue 
for some folks in the Republican Con-
ference. I can’t comprehend it exactly. 

As I say, here is 52. Here are some of 
the votes that were taken, Minority- 
Serving Institutions, Digital and Wire-
less Technology Opportunity Act, 59 
votes against it all from Members of 
the Republican Conference. 

Motion to amend the Small Business 
Act to expand and improve assistance 
provided by small business develop-
ment centers to Indian tribe members, 
Alaskan Natives and Native Hawaiians, 
73 members of the Republican Con-
ference. I am not quite sure why this is 
happening. 

I don’t understand why Native issues 
and issues having to do with indige-
nous people and minorities find now an 
increasing number in the Republican 
Conference who are voting ‘‘no’’ on it. 
I wish we could get a dialogue estab-
lished in some way to try and under-
stand why Native people are being at-
tacked. 

In this particular instance, Mr. 
Chairman, I bring to your attention 
and the Members’ attention the Admis-
sion Act that brought Hawaii into the 
Union. The Admission Act requires 
that we address questions such as those 
in the present bill that is before us. 

Now if someone wants to attack the 
Admission Act, I suggest they go to 
court and do that. All we are doing 
here and all that is being requested in 
this bill that is before us is that which 
is required of us by law in order to ac-
complish the task at hand. If someone 
is opposed, and I invite once again the 
Members here who have this amend-
ment, why attack us? Why attack our 
people for trying to implement the 
law? Attack the law. Change the law if 
that is what you want to do, if that is 
what you think is necessary. 

We have 200,000 acres set aside for the 
betterment of Native Hawaiians. That 
is what the law says we are supposed to 
do. That is what the Admission Act 
which brought us into the United 
States says is required of us. 

I can quote: Any such lands income, 
therefore, shall be held by the said 
State as a public trust for the support 
of the public schools and other public 
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educational institutions and for the 
betterment of the conditions of Native 
Hawaiians for the development of farm 
and home ownership, as widespread a 
basis as possible, and for making public 
improvements and provisions of lands 
for public use. 

That is what the Admission Act says 
we are supposed to do, for the better-
ment of Native Hawaiians. That is 
what this is about. 

If one is opposed to that for every-
body, for all of the tribes and so on, I 
guess we can take it up with the other 
Members and so on. I don’t know. But 
I don’t think here on the floor in any 
bill that is a consequence of trying to 
fulfill our obligations constitutionally 
is the way to go about it. Take it to 
court. Put in a bill to do that, but 
don’t hurt us today. 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. ABERCROMBIE. I yield to the 
gentleman from Massachusetts. 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. I just 
want to give a little more information 
than we got in the last intervention 
from the gentleman from Georgia. 

He disappointed me when he decided 
to inform us that the bill had been de-
feated in March. Yes, it was defeated. 
It was ‘‘defeated’’ by a vote of 272 
‘‘yes’’ and 150 ‘‘no.’’ It lost because it 
required two-thirds. 

But I must say, Mr. Chairman, to 
refer to a bill having been defeated to 
refute the notion that it was widely 
supported and to neglect to mention 
that in fact it got a 122-vote majority 
and simply failed by 10 votes to get 
two-thirds, is a very incomplete report-
ing of the facts. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The ques-
tion is on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Georgia (Mr. 
WESTMORELAND). 

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chairman announced that the noes 
appeared to have it. 

Mr. WESTMORELAND. Mr. Chair-
man, I demand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Georgia will be 
postponed. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2 OFFERED BY MR. KING OF 
IOWA 

Mr. KING of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I 
offer an amendment. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The Clerk 
will designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Amendment No. 2 offered by Mr. KING of 
Iowa: 

At the end of the bill, add the following 
new section: 
SEC. 9. LIMITATION ON USE OF FUNDS. 

No amounts made available pursuant to 
any authorization of appropriations under 
this Act, or under the amendments made by 
this Act, may be used to employ workers de-
scribed in section 274A(h)(3)) of the Immigra-
tion and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 
1324a(h)(3)). 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-
tleman is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. KING of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, 
this amendment is one that everybody 
in this body has seen before. It is an 
amendment that I brought to a number 
of the appropriations bills, and at least 
three times has been adopted by a bi-
partisan effort. In fact, I don’t believe 
it has come to a recorded vote at any 
time. 

What it does is it limits the use of 
the funds that might be authorized by 
this bill. It says no amounts made 
available pursuant to any authoriza-
tion of appropriations under this act or 
under the amendments made by this 
act may be used to employ workers de-
scribed in section 274A of the Immigra-
tion and Nationality Act. 

What this amendment does is it en-
sures that as funds are appropriated 
under this authorization, that they 
will not be used to hire people that 
cannot lawfully work in the United 
States. That would include those who 
are here illegally and those who are 
here legally without work authoriza-
tion. 

I would point out that our Federal 
Government, by the statistics that 
have been produced by the inspector 
general of the Social Security Admin-
istration is likely, and I say ‘‘likely,’’ I 
don’t think they say ‘‘likely,’’ the larg-
est employer of nonauthorized workers 
in the United States. 

We issued millions of Social Security 
numbers over the years going back into 
the 1990s to people who were not au-
thorized to work but they needed a So-
cial Security number for one reason or 
another, a list of benefits which I also 
don’t agree with nor comprehend. We 
slowed that down dramatically, and I 
don’t know that that practice con-
tinues to exist. 

b 1230 
But those Social Security numbers 

have been used to gain employment 
and to gain employment with the Fed-
eral agencies. They monitored seven 
Federal agencies, seven State agencies 
and three local governments; and out 
of that came a number that about 44 
percent of those non-work Social Secu-
rity numbers had been used to gain em-
ployment. Even though those cards 
will say on them non-work, and even if 
you run the numbers through the So-
cial Security Administration database, 
they all come back and say not author-
ized to work, we still have those people 
working for government at all levels 
and especially the Federal Govern-
ment. 

And so if we are ever to clean up our 
act, if we’re ever to compel private em-
ployers to no longer hire those who are 
illegally present in the United States, 
the least we can do is ensure that the 
employees of government are lawful 
employees. 

And so this amendment says that 
none of these funds that are authorized 

may be used to hire those people who 
are not legal to work in the United 
States. This would include illegal 
aliens. It would include non-work So-
cial Security numbers, and to give a 
broader definition of this, those that 
are here on student visas without au-
thorization to work, those who are 
here on visitors visas, those kind of 
lawfully present as well as unlawfully 
present people are not authorized to 
work in the United States. These funds 
would be prohibited from being utilized 
for that purpose. 

This is a step down the path, I be-
lieve, Mr. Chairman, that we need to 
continue to take. We have a consensus 
that we need to turn up the pressure on 
employers. Well, government’s the 
largest employer, and in fact, all of 
government in the United States has 
over 21 million employees. Out of 300 
million people, over 21 million employ-
ees, and of those 21 million employees, 
a significant number are those that are 
not authorized to work in the United 
States. That means that whatever they 
might be doing, under this act they 
should be lawful employees. 

They can use the basic pilot program 
which now we call e-verify and run 
those Social Security numbers through 
there. I’ve sat and run it myself. It’s 
pretty easy. The longest delay I could 
create by giving it a confusing message 
was 6 seconds. It’s instantaneous anal-
ysis. 

We also need the Social Security Ad-
ministration to run their database 
against the Department of Homeland 
Security’s database. They would flush 
out most of these non-work Social Se-
curity numbers. The administration 
has to have conviction on this issue. 
This is a way to bring them towards 
more conviction on this issue. They’ve 
been reluctant. 

I would urge adoption of this amend-
ment. This is something that, again, 
three times has passed this floor, and 
it’s something I believe that’s common 
sense that the American people strong-
ly support, and I would urge its adop-
tion. 

Mr. ABERCROMBIE. Mr. Chairman, I 
move to strike the last word. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-
tleman from Hawaii is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. ABERCROMBIE. Mr. Chairman, I 
have a New Yorker cartoon that I have 
pasted to the wall of my office to try to 
remind me of my position in life and 
sometimes the irony of history. 

It pictures some Native Americans in 
tribal garb standing on a promontory 
gazing out on a bay in which a ship, 
strangely akin to the Mayflower, ap-
pears to be sitting. And some people in 
a boat wearing kind of quaint hats and 
cloaks with breeches seem to be rowing 
into shore. And the one Native Amer-
ican says to the other, Doesn’t look 
like they have their documentation in 
order to me. 
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Now, I don’t know if that is anything 

other than perhaps mildly amusing, 
but perhaps it does make a point. I’m 
not sure that we’re in any position to 
say to Native American tribes in this 
country that everybody ought to have 
their documentation in order. I wonder 
if those of us who are proposing that 
have our documentation in order. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Mr. 

Chairman, I move to strike the last 
word. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-
tleman is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Chairman, as I understand this amend-
ment, it is to make illegal what is al-
ready illegal, and since it was offered I 
guess to the appropriations bill, it is to 
make apparently for the second time 
illegal what is already illegal, but the 
gentleman from Iowa explains why it is 
necessary. 

It is that as we approach the next to 
the last year of an 8-year term for 
President Bush, his administration is 
still unable and apparently, according 
to the gentleman, unwilling to enforce 
that law. 

The gentleman says the Federal Gov-
ernment, headed of course by President 
Bush, is the largest employer of people 
who are here illegally and not able to 
work; and he says that they lack con-
viction. 

Mr. Chairman, I’m prepared to take 
on various responsibilities as chairman 
of the committee. Defending the Presi-
dent against the gentleman from Iowa 
is not one of the things I’m prepared to 
do today. 

The gentleman from Iowa believes 
it’s important for us for the third time 
to pass a law that he said the adminis-
tration wouldn’t enforce. I suppose the 
House could do that. I don’t see any 
reason to think that they’re going to 
enforce it any more this time than the 
other two times it was binding. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The ques-
tion is on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Iowa (Mr. KING). 

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chairman announced that the noes 
appeared to have it. 

Mr. KING of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I 
demand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Iowa will be post-
poned. 

AMENDMENT NO. 5 OFFERED BY MR. PRICE OF 
GEORGIA 

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Mr. Chairman, 
I offer an amendment. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The Clerk 
will designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Amendment No. 5 offered by Mr. PRICE of 
Georgia: 

At the end of the bill, add the following 
new section: 

SEC. 9. REQUIREMENT OF OFFSETS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—No authorization of ap-

propriations made by this Act, or by the 
amendments made by this Act, or any other 
provision of this Act that results in costs to 
the Federal Government, shall be effective 
except to the extent that this Act, or the 
amendments made by this Act, provide for 
offsetting decreases in spending of the Fed-
eral Government, such that the net effect of 
this Act and such amendments does not ei-
ther increase the Federal deficit or reduce 
the Federal surplus. 

(b) DEFINITIONS.—In this subsection, the 
terms ‘‘deficit’’ and ‘‘surplus’’ have the 
meanings given such terms in the Congres-
sional Budget and Impoundment Control Act 
of 1974 (2 U.S.C. 621 et seq.). 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-
tleman is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Mr. Chairman, 
I rise to offer this commonsense 
amendment to H.R. 2786. 

This bill, as you know, would reau-
thorize the Native American and Na-
tive Hawaiian Block Grant programs, 
and the CBO, the Congressional Budget 
Office, estimates that appropriation of 
the amounts necessary to implement 
this bill will cost approximately $2.2 
billion over the 2008–2012 period of this 
reauthorization. 

This bill originally was authorized, 
or passed, in 1996 and then reauthorized 
in 2002, and the reorganization of the 
system of Federal housing assistance 
to Native Americans was accomplished 
by eliminating several separate pro-
grams of assistance and replacing them 
with a single block grant program. 

In addition to simplifying the process 
of providing housing assistance, the 
purpose of this is to provide Federal as-
sistance for Indian tribes in a manner 
that recognizes the right of Indian self- 
determination and tribal self-govern-
ance. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, equally as im-
portant I would suggest is fiscal re-
sponsibility. We’ve all come back from 
a month in our districts, working and 
listening to our constituents, and I 
heard repeatedly from my constituents 
that they continue to appeal to us to 
be more fiscally responsible. Many of 
my colleagues on our side of the aisle 
have attempted to offer amendments 
and bring about that kind of fiscal re-
sponsibility. This is another one of 
those amendments. 

This amendment will not prohibit 
funds from being spent on this pro-
gram, but it will protect taxpayers by 
applying the principle of pay-as-you-go 
to the spending that’s authorized by 
this legislation by requiring that any 
new spending as a result of this legisla-
tion must have a specific offset before 
the legislation can take effect. 

Now, if there is to be a taxpayer sub-
sidy, as good stewards of the American 
hard-earned taxpayer money, we 
should provide a specific spending de-
crease to offset any new spending that 
would be required by this legislation. 

To be sure, this is important legisla-
tion, and I want to commend Congress-

man PEARCE for his hard work on the 
legislation, ensuring its consideration 
on the floor. It’s a testament to his 
hard work that he does every day for 
his constituents back home. 

But fiscal responsibility isn’t some-
thing that we ought to just trump out 
during campaigns. We heard a lot 
about it during the last campaign; but 
I would suggest, Mr. Chairman, that it 
is way past time that we act in this re-
sponsible manner. 

I encourage my colleagues to support 
this amendment for PAYGO for author-
ization of the appropriations that will 
come as a result of this bill, and I ask 
for a ‘‘yes’’ vote on the amendment. 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Chairman, I move to strike the last 
word. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-
tleman is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Chairman, this is an amendment that 
does not make a great deal of sense, 
even in its own terms. 

First of all, the PAYGO principle ap-
plies in the appropriations process. Au-
thorizations are authorizations. The 
Appropriations Committee balances 
the various authorizations. Nothing is 
committed to be spent by this bill. 

What it says, however, is really quite 
striking. It says no authorization or 
appropriation shall be effective except 
to the extent that this act or the 
amendments made by this act provide 
for offsetting decreases. In other words, 
if you thought that it was important to 
provide housing for the Native Ameri-
cans who live in such desperate straits 
in so many places and make up for that 
elsewhere in the Federal budget, you 
couldn’t do that. 

This says if you want to help the 
housing needs of American Indians, 
then you better reduce housing some-
where else. For the disabled? For the 
elderly? It does not allow for there to 
be offsetting decreases elsewhere. 

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Mr. Chairman, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. I yield 
to the gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. I appreciate 
the gentleman yielding. 

This language was taken directly 
from your side’s PAYGO language in 
the rule. So what I’m attempting to do 
is to try to provide individuals with 
something which they hopefully have 
seen before. This is the PAYGO lan-
guage from the PAYGO rules. 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Well, I 
will take back my time to say the gen-
tleman has just stood up and said, 
look, I don’t understand this language; 
I just borrowed it from you. Well, don’t 
borrow things if you don’t know how to 
use them. I mean, don’t lend your car 
to someone who can’t drive. 

The fact is that the gentleman appar-
ently didn’t understand the implica-
tions of what he borrowed because the 
way this goes now, PAYGO in general 
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has broader application. In this par-
ticular case, what it says is within this 
act. So if you want to spend more 
money on Indian housing, you have to 
in the same act, under this act, find 
offsets elsewhere. This is an example of 
how he misunderstands the process. 

I would also say by the way there’s a 
selectively to this because we don’t get 
this amendment on every spending bill. 
Maybe it was offered on some of the 
other bills, the Ag bill, the space au-
thorization. I don’t see it all the time. 
I didn’t see it on the Defense bill. Are 
we going to get this on the Iraq supple-
mental? I mean, I don’t know how 
much we’re going to spend here, but 
whatever we spend here, we spend in 
about, what, a week in the Iraq supple-
mental. I don’t see it coming there. 
Somehow this becomes particularly 
important when we are trying to help 
people in dire straits; but even there, 
it’s not logical. 

Nothing in here will break PAYGO. 
PAYGO applies in an overall basis at 
the appropriations process. 

If the gentleman wants me to yield, 
I’ll be glad to yield. 

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. I appreciate 
the gentleman yielding again. 

The amendment’s pretty simple. It 
says that if we’re going to spend more 
money out of this Congress for this ap-
propriation that we ought to find 
money elsewhere to make certain that 
we’re not taking more hard-earned tax-
payer money—— 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. No, 
that’s not what it says. 

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. That’s exactly 
what it says, precisely what it says. 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. I will 
take back my time to say the gen-
tleman hasn’t read his amendment. 
Here’s what it says: to the extent that 
this act or the amendments made by 
this act provide for offsetting decreases 
in spending of the Federal Government. 

Now, the rules of the House are such 
that you could not here offset other 
programs. You have germaneness rules. 
So under the terms of this amendment, 
you would have to make reductions in 
this same act subject to the same act. 

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Will the gen-
tleman yield? 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. No, be-
cause the gentleman keeps repeating 
his error. 

The fact is that PAYGO applies in a 
broader context. That’s the problem. If 
you want to do PAYGO, you want to be 
able to say at the appropriations proc-
ess, we’ll shut this down here and we 
will increase it there. 

Again, as I said, it’s very selectively 
applied. The amendment does not have 
any real effect on PAYGO, except if it 
were adopted it would apparently re-
quire us in this very bill, in which we 
authorize more money for Indian hous-
ing, to reduce, I don’t know, Indian 
housing or something else because it’s 
internal to this. 

You couldn’t say that a Mars space 
shot was wrong or that we’re spending 
too much money in the farm bill. It 
would be internal to this act. That’s 
the problem with taking the general 
PAYGO principle and trying to 
microapply it. 

The fact is that the Indian housing 
program is a very important one. To 
single this out for this kind of restric-
tive approach beyond the general 
PAYGO principle would victimize peo-
ple who are very much in need. So I 
hope the amendment is defeated. 

b 1245 

Mr. KING of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I 
move to strike the last word. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-
tleman is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. KING of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I 
rise in support of the Price amend-
ment. 

One of the things I wanted to speak 
to was the list that was read to us ear-
lier about Native American issues that 
show growing numbers of Republicans 
that voted ‘‘no’’ on appropriations or 
authorizations for Native American 
issues, the 50-some that went to 70- 
some that was presented by the gen-
tleman from Hawaii, whose judgment 
and opinion and spirit and personality 
certainly I appreciate here. I make 
nothing but complimentary comments 
with regard to that. 

But I would submit that voting ‘‘no’’ 
on a bill that increases spending or ex-
pands authorization and considering 
that to be somehow a vote against a 
Native American tribe or against an 
ethnicity, protecting the American 
taxpayers and protecting the Constitu-
tion is a vote for Americans. That’s 
what we have to be first. That was a 
point I made earlier. 

I just wanted to have that oppor-
tunity to speak to that issue, that vot-
ing ‘‘no’’ on appropriations and author-
izations because they have something 
in their title that sounds good that has 
to do with our collective national his-
tory or heritage doesn’t mean that it’s 
against the descendents of the ones 
that earned that reputation. 

What it does mean is that we defend 
the Constitution, we defend the appro-
priations process, the taxpayer, fiscal 
responsibility and PAYGO. That’s what 
I am standing here now and endorsing, 
promoting and asking adoption of the 
Price amendment because it defends 
PAYGO. 

I yield to the gentleman from Geor-
gia. 

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. I thank the 
gentleman from Iowa and I appreciate 
his support. 

Mr. Chairman, I appreciate the vigor 
with which the other side opposes this 
amendment, because I think it sets up 
a clear distinction. The vigor and the 
enthusiasm with which they oppose re-
sponsible spending is clear. It’s clear to 
us. It will be made clear to the Amer-

ican people repeatedly over the next 
number of months, and then the Amer-
ican people will decide. 

The enthusiasm that the gentleman 
has voiced in opposition to this, which 
clearly states that if any new spending, 
any increase in spending occurs be-
cause of this bill, then there must be 
offsets elsewhere. The gentleman clear-
ly knows, the gentleman clearly knows 
the rules are germane. This requires 
that that’s the way this be written, 
clearly. 

We can start at this point being fis-
cally responsible, or we can never 
start. But it’s clear that what we desire 
and my colleagues desire to do is to 
begin that fiscally responsible move 
now and support this amendment. 

Mr. KING of Iowa. I thank the gen-
tleman from Georgia. Again, Mr. Chair-
man, I rise in support of the Price 
amendment and PAYGO. 

PAYGO often, in this Congress, in-
cludes finding new ways to collect rev-
enue from people that didn’t owe it be-
fore. That was never my idea of 
PAYGO. My idea of PAYGO was we 
would limit our spending to stay with-
in the constraints of the revenue 
stream that’s coming in. 

So the day is going to come when the 
American taxpayers rise up. They un-
derstand what’s going on here. They 
are seeing that a lot of the effort to ig-
nore PAYGO is resulting in increased 
taxes and increasing the revenue 
stream of the United States at the ex-
pense of our businesses. 

We know that businesses don’t pay 
taxes. It’s the consumers that pay 
taxes, businesses tack the tax onto the 
retail prices. 

We need to slow down this appetite 
for spending. We need to slow down 
this appetite for expanding authoriza-
tions and appropriations and the serv-
ices of the Federal Government. You 
can go with one of two equations, and 
one of those equations is government 
can be all and do all and become the 
complete nanny state, or you can ask 
for more personal responsibility. That 
means less government, it also means 
less taxes, and the bottom line is, more 
freedom. 

The Price amendment endorses 
PAYGO, holds us to those guidelines 
that we have agreed to here, and, in 
the end, it yields more freedom, more 
personal responsibility and less tax 
burden. 

I urge adoption of the Price amend-
ment. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. KILDEE. Mr. Chairman, I move 
to strike the last word. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-
tleman from Michigan is recognized for 
5 minutes. 

Mr. KILDEE. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts. 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. I 
thank the gentleman. 
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The gentleman from Georgia mis-

understands my view. 
What I want is fiscal discipline. What 

I object to is the very selective applica-
tion of that to people who are in need. 
The gentleman from Iowa says we are 
going to restore freedom. 

I don’t think the freedom of Navajo 
children that live in inadequate hous-
ing is something worth defending. I am 
especially struck by the fact that we 
are about to ask the President to spend 
tens of billions more where we spent 
hundreds of billions in the war in Iraq. 

I offered an amendment a year ago to 
restrict spending on a manned space 
shot to Mars. I lost on the floor of this 
House. 

I don’t know how every Member 
voted. I do know a majority of the Re-
publican Party voted against me be-
cause the President wanted to send a 
man to Mars. 

I voted against the Agriculture bill. I 
voted for an amendment that would 
have cut the spending there. But to be 
accused of being careless with the tax-
payers’ money by people who have sup-
ported this enormous corruption-ridden 
expenditure of hundreds of billions in 
Iraq is like being called silly by the 
Three Stooges. 

Now, back to the gentleman from 
Georgia. He says well, don’t blame me. 
The gentleman says he just borrowed 
the amendment from other people. It’s 
germane to its rules. The gentleman 
could be more creative than that. 
Here’s the point. This is why you don’t 
do the PAYGO in this restrictive fash-
ion program by program, selectively by 
program by program. 

When you like a program that spends 
a lot of money, in some areas you don’t 
do it. If you don’t like the program, 
you do it, and you claim it’s just the 
neutral principle of fiscal responsi-
bility. But PAYGO is sensibly applied 
over the whole budget, over the whole 
appropriations process. You can say, 
you know, we need more in the envi-
ronmental area, we need more in the 
housing area, we need more in the 
transportation area. Let’s reduce it in 
the manned space shot to Mars. 

The way this is written, the only way 
you could have this pass and be valid 
would be if you cut within this pro-
gram. The gentleman says, well, those 
are the rules of germaneness. Yes, 
that’s why you do PAYGO on a broader 
scale. 

To say you can only do Indian hous-
ing if you cut other things that are 
germane to this bill is precisely to 
shield the manned space shot to Mars, 
it’s to shield expensive military spend-
ing, it’s to shield cotton subsidies be-
yond what ought to be, and then say, 
you know what, if you’re going to 
interfere with the freedom of these 
Navajo children to live in squalor, then 
we’re going to have to make you cut 
back on money elsewhere. 

I thank the gentleman for yielding. 

Mr. KILDEE. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

Mr. ABERCROMBIE. Mr. Chairman, I 
move to strike the last word. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-
tleman from Hawaii is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. ABERCROMBIE. Just a couple of 
notes. My good friend from Iowa was 
complimentary to me, and I am appre-
ciative of that. I want to indicate to 
him, perhaps he misunderstood my in-
tention in citing just a couple of in-
stances where the vote was taken by 
himself and others with regard to mi-
norities, with regard to Native Alas-
kans and tribal members and Native 
Hawaiians. 

The reason that I cited it was not be-
cause I was trying to look for some-
thing for them that they did not de-
serve or would not prove useful to 
them, but let me explain why I cited 
them, because I thought it was under-
mining the principles that were cited 
by our friend from Georgia and our 
friend from Iowa, initiative, working 
yourself up the economic and social 
ladder of success. 

Take the two bills. First, the Minor-
ity Serving Institutional Digital and 
Wireless Technology Opportunity Act. 
If you go into the bill itself, what it is 
is to try to assist in the areas where 
minorities are at issue, with trying to 
increase their capacity to do business, 
to increase their abilities to deal with 
wireless technology, digital technology 
today, as the keystone to economic op-
portunity and economic success. It’s to 
give people the opportunity to increase 
their ability to pay their taxes to par-
ticipate in the American foundation of 
American economic opportunity so 
that they could actually increase their 
capacity to succeed economically. 

The same with the other bill, which 
is why I cited it. I thought that these 
were the kinds of things that we could 
all get behind, improve and expand the 
small business development centers. I 
know, out in Hawaii, for a fact the 
small business development centers 
have been crucial to getting small 
businesses under way to aiding and as-
sist people who need not just a handout 
but a hand up, and to give them the 
technical skills not ordinarily avail-
able to them, to give them some of the 
institutional references that they need 
to make in order to be able to apply for 
loans to succeed in achieving, getting 
the loans to get started, particularly 
microloans and so on. 

I can’t speak for you, but I am sure 
you, as well, are familiar with small 
business development centers. What we 
are trying to do here, in the area of In-
dian tribe members, Alaskan Natives 
and Native Hawaiians is to extend that 
helping hand so they can participate 
even further and achieve the very goals 
my good friend from Iowa and my good 
friend from Georgia have cited as being 
worthy of pursuit, not just by way of 

legislation, but by way of the everyday 
activities of constituents as they try to 
partake in the American Dream. 

That’s all this is about. We want to 
give people the opportunity legisla-
tively to take advantage of the small 
business development centers, to take 
advantage of the new wireless tech-
nology in a way that might not have 
been available to them otherwise. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The ques-
tion is on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Georgia (Mr. 
PRICE). 

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chairman announced that the noes 
appeared to have it. 

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Mr. Chairman, 
I demand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Georgia will be 
postponed. 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Chairman, I move to strike the last 
word. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-
tleman is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Chairman, I noted in the list of amend-
ments submitted there was a second 
amendment that the gentleman from 
Georgia had on the question of illegal 
immigrants being in the program. 

I was wondering whether that was 
going to be offered. 

I yield to the gentleman from Geor-
gia. 

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. I appreciate 
the gentleman yielding. 

No, I have no plan to offer that at 
this time. 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. I ap-
preciate that. I was struck by the gen-
tleman offering it. I thought it was 
dangerous for the gentleman to offer 
this amendment to a Native American 
housing program which cracked down 
on illegal immigrants, because I think 
the Native Americans’ response would 
have been, why didn’t we think of that? 
So it was probably good for all of us 
that he decided prudence overruled his 
decision to offer it. 

With that, I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIRMAN 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 

clause 6 of rule XVIII, proceedings will 
now resume on those amendments on 
which further proceedings were post-
poned, in the following order: 

Amendment No. 7 by Mr. WESTMORE-
LAND of Georgia. 

Amendment No. 2 by Mr. KING of 
Iowa. 

Amendment No. 5 by Mr. PRICE of 
Georgia. 

The Chair will reduce to 5 minutes 
the time for any electronic vote after 
the first vote in this series. 

AMENDMENT NO. 7 OFFERED BY MR. 
WESTMORELAND 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The unfin-
ished business is the demand for a re-
corded vote on the amendment offered 
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by the gentleman from Georgia (Mr. 
WESTMORELAND) on which further pro-
ceedings were postponed and on which 
the noes prevailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. A recorded 
vote has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 112, noes 298, 
not voting 27, as follows: 

[Roll No. 856] 

AYES—112 

Akin 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Baker 
Barrett (SC) 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Boozman 
Brady (TX) 
Broun (GA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Buyer 
Camp (MI) 
Campbell (CA) 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Castle 
Chabot 
Coble 
Conaway 
Crenshaw 
Culberson 
Davis, David 
Deal (GA) 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Drake 
Duncan 
English (PA) 
Everett 

Feeney 
Flake 
Forbes 
Fossella 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Garrett (NJ) 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Granger 
Graves 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayes 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Hoekstra 
Hulshof 
Inglis (SC) 
Issa 
Jordan 
Keller 
King (IA) 
Kingston 
Kline (MN) 
Lamborn 
Latham 
Linder 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Mack 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul (TX) 
McCotter 
McHenry 
McKeon 

Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller, Gary 
Moran (KS) 
Musgrave 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Paul 
Pence 
Petri 
Pitts 
Poe 
Price (GA) 
Pryce (OH) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Ramstad 
Rogers (AL) 
Rohrabacher 
Roskam 
Ryan (WI) 
Sali 
Schmidt 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shuster 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (TX) 
Stearns 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Walberg 
Wamp 
Weldon (FL) 
Westmoreland 
Wilson (SC) 
Wolf 

NOES—298 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Aderholt 
Alexander 
Allen 
Altmire 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bartlett (MD) 
Barton (TX) 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Bishop (UT) 
Blumenauer 
Bonner 
Bono 
Bordallo 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boustany 
Boyd (FL) 
Boyda (KS) 
Brady (PA) 

Braley (IA) 
Brown, Corrine 
Butterfield 
Calvert 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson 
Castor 
Chandler 
Christensen 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Cole (OK) 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crowley 
Cubin 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 

Davis (KY) 
Davis, Lincoln 
Davis, Tom 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dent 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly 
Doolittle 
Doyle 
Dreier 
Edwards 
Ehlers 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emanuel 
Emerson 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Fallin 
Farr 
Fattah 
Ferguson 
Filner 
Fortenberry 
Fortuño 
Frank (MA) 
Frelinghuysen 

Gallegly 
Gerlach 
Giffords 
Gilchrest 
Gillibrand 
Gingrey 
Gonzalez 
Gordon 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hall (TX) 
Hare 
Harman 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Hinchey 
Hirono 
Hobson 
Hodes 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Hunter 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones (NC) 
Jones (OH) 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick 
Kind 
King (NY) 
Kirk 
Klein (FL) 
Knollenberg 
Kuhl (NY) 
LaHood 
Lampson 
Langevin 
Lantos 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
LaTourette 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 

Lucas 
Lynch 
Mahoney (FL) 
Maloney (NY) 
Markey 
Marshall 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCollum (MN) 
McCrery 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
McNulty 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Michaud 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Murtha 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Norton 
Nunes 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor 
Payne 
Pearce 
Perlmutter 
Peterson (MN) 
Peterson (PA) 
Pickering 
Platts 
Pomeroy 
Porter 
Price (NC) 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Renzi 
Reyes 
Richardson 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 

Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sarbanes 
Saxton 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Shays 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shuler 
Simpson 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Souder 
Space 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stupak 
Sullivan 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tiahrt 
Tierney 
Towns 
Turner 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Walden (OR) 
Walsh (NY) 
Walz (MN) 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch (VT) 
Wexler 
Whitfield 
Wicker 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (OH) 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Wynn 
Yarmuth 

NOT VOTING—27 

Andrews 
Carter 
Davis, Jo Ann 
Faleomavaega 
Gohmert 
Hastert 
Hastings (FL) 
Hinojosa 
Hooley 

Jindal 
Johnson, Sam 
Kucinich 
McCarthy (NY) 
Miller, George 
Mitchell 
Reynolds 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Royce 

Sanchez, Loretta 
Shimkus 
Tancredo 
Terry 
Visclosky 
Watson 
Weller 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

b 1325 

Messrs. BOYD of Florida, BERRY, 
MELANCON, CUMMINGS, PICK-
ERING, BARTON of Texas, ALTMIRE, 
BARTLETT of Maryland, JONES of 
Ohio, Ms. BERKLEY, Ms. LINDA T. 
SÁNCHEZ of California, and Ms. KIL-
PATRICK changed their vote from 
‘‘aye’’ to ‘‘no.’’ 

Messrs. WELDON of Florida, SMITH 
of Texas, FRANKS of Arizona, BUR-
GESS, LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of 

Florida, and BRADY of Texas changed 
their vote from ‘‘no’’ to ‘‘aye.’’ 

So the amendment was rejected. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
AMENDMENT NO. 2 OFFERED BY MR. KING OF 

IOWA 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The unfin-
ished business is the demand for a re-
corded vote on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Iowa (Mr. KING) 
on which further proceedings were 
postponed and on which the noes pre-
vailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. A recorded 
vote has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. This will be 

a 5-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 263, noes 146, 
not voting 28, as follows: 

[Roll No. 857] 

AYES—263 

Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Altmire 
Arcuri 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Baird 
Baker 
Barrett (SC) 
Barrow 
Bartlett (MD) 
Barton (TX) 
Bean 
Berkley 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Bono 
Boozman 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boustany 
Boyd (FL) 
Boyda (KS) 
Brady (TX) 
Broun (GA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Buyer 
Camp (MI) 
Campbell (CA) 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Capito 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Castle 
Chabot 
Chandler 
Coble 
Cole (OK) 
Conaway 
Costello 
Courtney 

Cramer 
Crenshaw 
Cubin 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (KY) 
Davis, David 
Davis, Tom 
Deal (GA) 
DeFazio 
Dent 
Dicks 
Donnelly 
Doolittle 
Drake 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Edwards 
Ehlers 
Ellsworth 
Emerson 
English (PA) 
Etheridge 
Everett 
Fallin 
Feeney 
Ferguson 
Flake 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Fossella 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Giffords 
Gilchrest 
Gillibrand 
Gingrey 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Granger 
Graves 
Hall (NY) 
Hall (TX) 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayes 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 

Hill 
Hobson 
Hodes 
Hoekstra 
Holden 
Hulshof 
Hunter 
Inglis (SC) 
Inslee 
Issa 
Johnson (IL) 
Jones (NC) 
Jordan 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Keller 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Klein (FL) 
Kline (MN) 
Knollenberg 
Kuhl (NY) 
LaHood 
Lamborn 
Lampson 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Lucas 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Lynch 
Mack 
Mahoney (FL) 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
Marshall 
Matheson 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul (TX) 
McCotter 
McCrery 
McHenry 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
Melancon 
Mica 
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Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, Gary 
Mitchell 
Moore (KS) 
Moran (KS) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Musgrave 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Paul 
Payne 
Pearce 
Pence 
Perlmutter 
Peterson (MN) 
Peterson (PA) 
Petri 
Pickering 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe 
Pomeroy 
Porter 
Price (GA) 
Pryce (OH) 

Putnam 
Radanovich 
Ramstad 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Renzi 
Reynolds 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Roskam 
Rothman 
Ryan (OH) 
Ryan (WI) 
Salazar 
Sali 
Saxton 
Schiff 
Schmidt 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Sestak 
Shadegg 
Shays 
Shea-Porter 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Skelton 

Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Souder 
Space 
Spratt 
Stearns 
Stupak 
Sullivan 
Tanner 
Taylor 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Turner 
Udall (CO) 
Upton 
Walberg 
Walden (OR) 
Walsh (NY) 
Walz (MN) 
Wamp 
Weldon (FL) 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Wicker 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (OH) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wolf 

NOES—146 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Allen 
Baca 
Baldwin 
Becerra 
Berman 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Bordallo 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown, Corrine 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carson 
Castor 
Christensen 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Crowley 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dingell 
Doyle 
Ellison 
Emanuel 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Fortuño 
Frank (MA) 
Gonzalez 
Gordon 

Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Holt 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones (OH) 
Kaptur 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick 
Langevin 
Lantos 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Maloney (NY) 
Matsui 
McCollum (MN) 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McNulty 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Michaud 
Miller, George 
Mollohan 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (VA) 
Murtha 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 

Norton 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor 
Price (NC) 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Reyes 
Richardson 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sherman 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Snyder 
Solis 
Stark 
Sutton 
Tauscher 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 
Towns 
Udall (NM) 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch (VT) 
Wexler 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Wynn 
Yarmuth 

NOT VOTING—28 

Andrews 
Calvert 
Carter 
Davis, Jo Ann 
Davis, Lincoln 
Doggett 
Faleomavaega 
Gohmert 

Hastert 
Hastings (FL) 
Hooley 
Jindal 
Johnson, Sam 
Kucinich 
Markey 
McCarthy (NY) 

Ros-Lehtinen 
Ross 
Royce 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Shimkus 
Tancredo 

Terry 
Visclosky 

Watson 
Weller 

Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIRMAN 

The Acting CHAIRMAN (during the 
vote). Members are advised 2 minutes 
remain in this vote. 

b 1333 

Mr. HARE changed his vote from 
‘‘no’’ to ‘‘aye.’’ 

So the amendment was agreed to. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
AMENDMENT NO. 5 OFFERED BY MR. PRICE OF 

GEORGIA 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The unfin-
ished business is the demand for a re-
corded vote on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Georgia (Mr. 
PRICE) on which further proceedings 
were postponed and on which the noes 
prevailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. A recorded 
vote has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. This will be 

a 5-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 184, noes 228, 
not voting 25, as follows: 

[Roll No. 858] 

AYES—184 

Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Altmire 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Baker 
Barrett (SC) 
Bartlett (MD) 
Barton (TX) 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Bono 
Boozman 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Broun (GA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp (MI) 
Campbell (CA) 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Capito 
Castle 
Chabot 
Coble 
Cole (OK) 
Conaway 
Crenshaw 
Cubin 
Culberson 
Davis (KY) 
Davis, David 
Davis, Tom 

Deal (GA) 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Doolittle 
Drake 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Ehlers 
Emerson 
English (PA) 
Everett 
Fallin 
Feeney 
Ferguson 
Flake 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Fortuño 
Fossella 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Gilchrest 
Gingrey 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Granger 
Graves 
Hall (TX) 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayes 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Hobson 
Hoekstra 
Hulshof 
Inglis (SC) 
Issa 
Johnson (IL) 
Jones (NC) 
Jordan 
Keller 

King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Kline (MN) 
Knollenberg 
Kuhl (NY) 
LaHood 
Lamborn 
Lampson 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
LoBiondo 
Lucas 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Mack 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul (TX) 
McCotter 
McCrery 
McHenry 
McHugh 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 
Mitchell 
Moran (KS) 
Murphy, Tim 
Musgrave 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Paul 
Pearce 
Pence 
Peterson (PA) 
Petri 

Pickering 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe 
Porter 
Price (GA) 
Pryce (OH) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Ramstad 
Regula 
Reynolds 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rohrabacher 
Roskam 

Ryan (WI) 
Sali 
Saxton 
Schmidt 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Souder 
Stearns 
Sullivan 
Thornberry 

Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Turner 
Upton 
Walberg 
Walden (OR) 
Walsh (NY) 
Wamp 
Weldon (FL) 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Wicker 
Wilson (SC) 
Wolf 

NOES—228 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Allen 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Bordallo 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boyd (FL) 
Boyda (KS) 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown, Corrine 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson 
Castor 
Chandler 
Christensen 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis, Lincoln 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly 
Doyle 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emanuel 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Frank (MA) 
Giffords 
Gillibrand 
Gonzalez 
Gordon 

Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hare 
Harman 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hodes 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones (OH) 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick 
Kind 
Klein (FL) 
Langevin 
Lantos 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lynch 
Mahoney (FL) 
Maloney (NY) 
Markey 
Marshall 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCollum (MN) 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McIntyre 
McNulty 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Michaud 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murtha 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Norton 
Oberstar 

Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor 
Payne 
Perlmutter 
Peterson (MN) 
Pomeroy 
Price (NC) 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Renzi 
Reyes 
Richardson 
Rodriguez 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Shays 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shuler 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Space 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stupak 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 
Towns 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Walz (MN) 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch (VT) 
Wexler 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (OH) 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Wynn 
Yarmuth 
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NOT VOTING—25 

Andrews 
Carter 
Davis, Jo Ann 
Faleomavaega 
Gohmert 
Hastert 
Hastings (FL) 
Hooley 
Hunter 

Jindal 
Johnson, Sam 
Kucinich 
McCarthy (NY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Royce 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Shimkus 

Tancredo 
Terry 
Visclosky 
Watson 
Weller 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIRMAN 

The Acting CHAIRMAN (during the 
vote). Members are advised that 2 min-
utes remain on this vote. 

b 1342 

Ms. GIFFORDS changed her vote 
from ‘‘aye’’ to ‘‘no.’’ 

Mr. SHUSTER changed his vote from 
‘‘no’’ to ‘‘aye.’’ 

So the amendment was rejected. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. There being 

no further amendments, under the rule, 
the Committee rises. 

Accordingly, the Committee rose; 
and the Speaker pro tempore (Mr. 
ISRAEL) having assumed the chair, Mr. 
COSTA, Acting Chairman of the Com-
mittee of the Whole House on the State 
of the Union, reported that that Com-
mittee, having had under consideration 
the bill (H.R. 2786) to reauthorize the 
programs for housing assistance for 
Native Americans, pursuant to House 
Resolution 633, he reported the bill 
back to the House with sundry amend-
ments adopted by the Committee of the 
Whole. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the rule, the previous question is or-
dered. 

Is a separate vote demanded on any 
amendment reported from the Com-
mittee of the Whole? If not, the Chair 
will put them en gros. 

The amendments were agreed to. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, and was read the 
third time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the passage of the bill. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, on that I demand the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 333, nays 75, 
not voting 24, as follows: 

[Roll No. 859] 

YEAS—333 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Aderholt 
Alexander 
Allen 
Altmire 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Bachmann 

Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bartlett (MD) 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 

Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Bishop (UT) 
Blumenauer 
Blunt 
Bonner 

Bono 
Boozman 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boustany 
Boyd (FL) 
Boyda (KS) 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown, Corrine 
Buchanan 
Butterfield 
Calvert 
Camp (MI) 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carney 
Carson 
Castle 
Castor 
Chabot 
Chandler 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Cole (OK) 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cubin 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (KY) 
Davis, Tom 
Deal (GA) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly 
Doolittle 
Doyle 
Dreier 
Edwards 
Ehlers 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emanuel 
Emerson 
Engel 
English (PA) 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Everett 
Fallin 
Farr 
Fattah 
Ferguson 
Filner 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Frank (MA) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 
Gerlach 
Giffords 
Gilchrest 
Gillibrand 
Gingrey 
Gonzalez 
Gordon 
Graves 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 

Hall (NY) 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayes 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hobson 
Hodes 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Hunter 
Inslee 
Israel 
Issa 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones (NC) 
Jones (OH) 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Keller 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick 
Kind 
King (NY) 
Kirk 
Klein (FL) 
Kline (MN) 
Knollenberg 
Kuhl (NY) 
LaHood 
Lampson 
Langevin 
Lantos 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Lynch 
Mahoney (FL) 
Maloney (NY) 
Markey 
Marshall 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul (TX) 
McCollum (MN) 
McCotter 
McCrery 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
McNulty 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Michaud 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, Gary 
Miller, George 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 

Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (KS) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Murtha 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor 
Payne 
Pearce 
Perlmutter 
Peterson (MN) 
Peterson (PA) 
Petri 
Pickering 
Platts 
Pomeroy 
Porter 
Price (NC) 
Pryce (OH) 
Radanovich 
Rahall 
Ramstad 
Rangel 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Renzi 
Reyes 
Reynolds 
Richardson 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Ryan (WI) 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sarbanes 
Saxton 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Shadegg 
Shays 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shuler 
Simpson 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Souder 
Space 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stupak 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tiahrt 
Tierney 
Towns 
Turner 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Upton 

Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Walden (OR) 
Walsh (NY) 
Walz (MN) 
Wamp 
Wasserman 

Schultz 

Waters 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch (VT) 
Wexler 
Whitfield 
Wicker 

Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (OH) 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Wynn 
Yarmuth 

NAYS—75 

Akin 
Bachus 
Baker 
Barrett (SC) 
Barton (TX) 
Blackburn 
Boehner 
Broun (GA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Buyer 
Campbell (CA) 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Coble 
Conaway 
Culberson 
Davis, David 
Drake 
Duncan 
Feeney 
Flake 
Fossella 

Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Garrett (NJ) 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Granger 
Hall (TX) 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Hoekstra 
Hulshof 
Inglis (SC) 
Jordan 
King (IA) 
Kingston 
Lamborn 
Linder 
Mack 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
McHenry 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Musgrave 
Myrick 

Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Paul 
Pence 
Pitts 
Poe 
Price (GA) 
Putnam 
Rohrabacher 
Roskam 
Sali 
Schmidt 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shuster 
Smith (NE) 
Stearns 
Sullivan 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Walberg 
Weldon (FL) 
Westmoreland 
Wilson (SC) 

NOT VOTING—24 

Andrews 
Carnahan 
Carter 
Davis, Jo Ann 
Davis, Lincoln 
Gohmert 
Hastert 
Hastings (FL) 

Hooley 
Jindal 
Johnson, Sam 
Kucinich 
McCarthy (NY) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Royce 
Sanchez, Loretta 

Shimkus 
Tancredo 
Terry 
Visclosky 
Watson 
Weller 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

b 1400 

Mr. BRADY of Texas changed his 
vote from ‘‘nay’’ to ‘‘yea.’’ 

So the bill was passed. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 
f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of California. Mr. 
Speaker, on Thursday, September 6, 2007, I 
was unavoidably detained due to a prior obli-
gation. 

I request that the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 
reflect that had I been present and voting, I 
would have voted as follows: 

Rollcall No. 854: ‘‘Yea’’. On approving the 
journal. 

Rollcall No. 855: ‘‘Yea’’. On agreeing to the 
resolution. 

Rollcall No. 856: ‘‘No’’. On agreeing to the 
amendment. 

Rollcall No. 857: ‘‘No’’. On agreeing to the 
amendment. 

Rollcall No. 858: ‘‘No’’. On agreeing to the 
amendment. 

Rollcall No. 859: ‘‘Aye’’. On passage of H.R. 
2786. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. Speaker, on September 
6, 2007, I was unable to be present for all roll-
call votes due to a family medical emergency. 

If present, I would have voted accordingly 
on the following rollcall votes: 
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Roll No. 854—‘‘nay’’; Roll No. 855—‘‘nay’’; 

Roll No. 856—‘‘aye’’; Roll No. 857—‘‘aye’’; 
Roll No. 858—‘‘aye’’; Roll No. 859—‘‘no’’. 

f 

AUTHORIZING THE CLERK TO 
MAKE CORRECTIONS IN EN-
GROSSMENT OF H.R. 2786, NA-
TIVE AMERICAN HOUSING AS-
SISTANCE AND SELF-DETER-
MINATION REAUTHORIZATION 
ACT OF 2007 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the Clerk be authorized to make tech-
nical corrections in the engrossment of 
H.R. 2786, to include corrections in 
spelling, punctuation, section num-
bering and cross-referencing, and inser-
tion of appropriate headings. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts? 

There was no objection. 

f 

SPECIAL ORDERS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 18, 2007, and under a previous 
order of the House, the following Mem-
bers will be recognized for 5 minutes 
each. 

f 

CHINA ACTING MORE LIKE AN 
ENEMY THAN A FRIEND 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. TIM 
MURPHY) is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. TIM MURPHY of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. Speaker, what I am about to say 
may not be politically correct and it 
may not make folks in the White 
House or some of my colleagues in Con-
gress happy, but every time I go home 
to my district, people ask me, when are 
we going to get serious about dealing 
with China? 

For a long time, China has acted 
more like an enemy than a friend. Over 
and over again, they have sold our fam-
ilies harmful and contaminated prod-
ucts, they have spied on us, and now we 
find out they are shipping weapons to 
our enemies in the Middle East to kill 
our soldiers. This is not the behavior of 
an ally, but the behavior of an enemy. 

They hurt our children. We have 
found toys containing lead paint and 
bibs and vinyl lunch boxes containing 
lead. Just this Wednesday, toy manu-
facturer Mattel announced it is recall-
ing 700,000 Chinese-made toys because 
they contain excessive amounts of lead 
paint. This is the third recall of Chi-
nese-made toys by the company in the 
past month. 

On August 1, Mattel’s Fisher-Price 
announced it was recalling 1.5 million 
preschool toys, including nearly 1 mil-
lion in the U.S. And then on August 14, 
the company announced a worldwide 

recall of 19 million toys. We all know 
the dangers caused by lead paint, 
which is why it is not used in Amer-
ican-made toys or homes. As a child 
psychologist, I can tell you firsthand 
exposure to lead paint can lead to at-
tention deficit disorders, brain damage 
and medical ailments in children and 
in later life. 

China has continuously sent us prod-
ucts that are harmful to our families, 
and even our pets. Their harmful prod-
ucts sold to Americans include con-
taminated pet foods, used chop sticks, 
tires that have caused fatal accidents, 
diapers containing a fungus, lipstick 
containing carcinogens, juices with un-
safe color additives, baby bottles with 
ingredients that can alter a child’s hor-
mones, pacifiers containing chemicals 
linked to cancer, and teething rings 
with toxic chemicals. 

In addition, China has systematically 
manipulated its currency to create an 
unfair trade advantage over the United 
States and other global competitors. 
They have repeatedly allowed their 
workers to counterfeit American prod-
ucts and steal our patents, costing us 
billions of dollars of trade each year, 
thus destroying American manufac-
turing jobs. 

They have built power plants with 
cheaper outdated technology, causing 
excessive pollution and environmental 
hazards throughout the world, includ-
ing the United States, and they have 
stolen national secrets from our U.S. 
energy labs. 

Congress and the White House have 
allowed China to continue its blatant 
disregard for our country; and as a re-
sult, China has become more and more 
emboldened. They have now begun to 
directly and indirectly attack our mili-
tary, actions that have taken the lives 
of American soldiers. 

Beijing appears to be the culprit of a 
cyberattack launched against the Pen-
tagon this past June. While this attack 
was not with missiles or guns, it is 
nonetheless an attack on our sov-
ereignty that should not be unchecked. 

Now we learn that China is supplying 
our enemies with weapons and ammu-
nition being used to kill our soldiers. 
These weapons have included large-cal-
iber sniper rifles; rocket-propelled gre-
nades; improvised explosive devices, or 
IEDs; and shoulder-fired rockets. Mil-
lions of rounds of ammunition have 
also been linked to China. And many of 
these weapons are finding their way 
into the hands of the Taliban and in-
surgents in Iran. As U.S., Iraqi, and co-
alition forces try to prevent weapons 
from coming into Iraq, China has been 
directly aiding and abetting our en-
emies. 

For far too long, China has been 
harming our children, our families, and 
our economy. Now they are killing our 
soldiers. 

Well, enough is enough. China must 
be held accountable. If Congress can’t 

act, the American people can, and 
Americans are saying no to China. 
From our food, to our clothes, to 
household goods, Americans are saying 
they will stop buying Chinese products. 

Unless China stops its practices that 
hurt Americans, kill our soldiers and 
kill our jobs, I believe the American 
people will continue to stop buying 
Chinese-made goods. But Congress 
must also demand that if China does 
not stop these practices that hurt our 
soldiers and hurt our citizens, Con-
gress, too, must act, and do so quickly. 

f 

SUPPORT H.R. 933, THE WITNESS 
SECURITY AND PROTECTION ACT 
OF 2007 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Maryland (Mr. CUMMINGS) 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to talk about the deeply trou-
bling issue of terrorism right here in 
our own backyard. It is a problem that 
is endangering our children, threat-
ening our families, and plaguing our 
neighborhoods. I am talking about the 
brazen acts of violence, fire bombings 
and shootings that are preventing the 
good people in our communities from 
testifying to the crimes that they have 
witnessed. Who can blame them, when 
they are sitting targets for those who 
have no shame? 

In cities across America, people are 
murdered in broad daylight and their 
killers are walking free because we 
cannot adequately address the issue of 
witness intimidation. We have all 
heard the news reports regarding the 
‘‘anti-snitching’’ campaigns that have 
appeared in so many of our commu-
nities, but few of us are aware of what 
these efforts really mean to the people 
on the ground. But all around us, evi-
dence of these campaigns’ impact is 
present. Murder rates are at a record- 
breaking high this summer in my 
hometown of Baltimore City and in-
deed in communities across the coun-
try where criminals have persistently 
evaded law enforcement. 

In order to combat this problem, I in-
troduced H.R. 993, the Witness Security 
and Protection Act of 2007. Upon enact-
ment, this legislation authorizes $90 
million per year over the next 3 years 
to assist State and local law enforce-
ment with witness protection, while 
fostering Federal, State, and local 
partnerships. 

Priority will be given to prosecuting 
officers and States with an average of 
at least 100 murders during the imme-
diate past 5 years. However, smaller 
entities will also have a chance to re-
ceive funding. State and local prosecu-
tors will also be able to use these funds 
to provide witness protection on their 
own or to pay the costs of enrolling 
their witnesses in the short-term State 
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Witness Protection Program to be cre-
ated within the United States Marshals 
Service’s office. 

The U.S. Marshals Service has a 
wealth of expertise and experience that 
will assist State and local entities in 
developing more comprehensive pro-
grams. In over 30 years under the Fed-
eral Witness Security Program, not a 
single witness that followed security 
procedures has been harmed while 
being protected by the program. More 
to the point, cases involving the testi-
mony of these participants have an 89 
percent conviction rate. In contrast, 
State witness protection programs are 
severely underfunded and enjoy vir-
tually no Federal support. 

While there has been tremendous 
support for this initiative in Congress, 
the lack of support from the adminis-
tration has certainly been startling. On 
April 24, 2007, the House Judiciary 
Committee held a hearing on the Wit-
ness Security and Protection Act. Dur-
ing that time, the Department of Jus-
tice official opposed this legislation 
based on the claim that it does not 
have the capacity or the will to imple-
ment a grant program. DOJ officials 
argued that running a grant program 
distracts from its ability to carry out 
its mission. Since when has inconven-
ience been an excuse for shortchanging 
justice in America? 

On May 24, 2007, I met with officials 
from the DOJ and the U.S. Marshals 
Service to discuss my concerns. I left 
the meeting feeling optimistic about a 
compromise. However, this has not 
been the case. I have even given DOJ 
staff the opportunity to come up with 
a counterproposal to achieve the same 
goal as the Witness Security and Pro-
tection Act of 2007, that is, the goal of 
strengthening State and local witness 
protection programs without a grant 
program. Unfortunately, DOJ officials 
have not been able to come up with a 
compromise, or even an alternative, to 
H.R. 933. 

In light of DOJ’s failure to cooperate, 
it is extremely disappointing to learn 
that it has no problem supporting ef-
forts in other countries, while dodging 
our efforts to set up similar programs 
in places such as Maryland and Wash-
ington. 

The U.S. Marshals Service, Mr. 
Speaker, has been assisting about a 
dozen countries, including Colombia, 
Israel, Italy, Brazil and Thailand, with 
the creation of witness protection pro-
grams in response to increasing threats 
against key figures in foreign prosecu-
tions. 

International demand for the pro-
gram is so great that Interpol, the 
world’s largest law enforcement orga-
nization, is hosting a conference this 
month with the Marshals Service at 
Interpol’s headquarters in France to 
address the needs of foreign govern-
ments. It is so very tragic that we can 
assist those abroad, but we will not 

fight terrorism right here in our back-
yards. 

Mr. Speaker, improving protection 
for State and local witnesses will move 
us one step closer toward alleviating 
the fears and threats of prospective 
witnesses and help to safeguard our 
communities from violence. 

I want my constituents in Mary-
land’s Seventh Congressional District 
and the people across this great Nation 
to know that they are not alone. This 
is a priority issue for me, and I will not 
stop until this issue is addressed. This 
is why I am calling upon all of my col-
leagues to cosponsor H.R. 933. 

f 

PRAISING THE RESCUE EFFORTS 
OF HORIZON LINES 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from North Carolina (Ms. FOXX) 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, when most 
Americans think of open-seas rescue 
operations, they think rightly about 
the United States Coast Guard. Our Na-
tion’s Coast Guard has a distinguished 
history of search and rescue missions 
dating back 217 years. They recently 
celebrated their one-millionth rescue, 
and I want to commend the bravery 
and service of this time-honored 
branch of our Armed Forces. 

But it turns out the Coast Guard 
isn’t the only one assisting seafarers in 
distress these days. North Carolina- 
based Horizon Lines, a leading domes-
tic ocean shipping company, came to 
the rescue of 22 Chinese crew members 
on a 420-foot log ship this summer. The 
log ship was transporting a load from 
Papua New Guinea to China, when it 
encountered the 70-mile-per-hour winds 
and 24-foot seas of a typhoon. The 
rough seas apparently caused the log 
ship’s cargo to shift and eventually led 
to the loss of the vessel. 

The ship, the Hai Tong, had sunk in 
the very rough seas and the survivors 
had been adrift in the ocean 375 miles 
from Guam for 2 days when the Horizon 
Lines container ship, the Horizon Fal-
con, arrived. The Horizon Falcon was 
the first vessel to arrive on the scene 
after the log ship’s crew alerted the 
Coast Guard to the Hai Tong’s distress. 

When the Horizon Falcon arrived, it 
found survivors in the water sur-
rounded by an oil slick and debris from 
the sunken ship. With the U.S. Coast 
Guard on the way, the Horizon Line’s 
vessel immediately began a search and 
rescue operation amidst treacherous 
30-foot swells and 40-mile-an-hour 
winds. 

The Horizon Falcon’s captain, Tom 
McDorr, navigated through the heavy 
seas filled with the log ship’s cargo and 
managed to get the huge 722-foot con-
tainer ship within range of a rescue 
mission using one of the ship’s life-
boats. His brave crew took the small 
lifeboat into the heavy seas, which still 

threatened their lives with 20-foot 
waves, and began searching for sur-
vivors of the wreck. 

Due to the distance of the nearest 
Coast Guard vessels, at this point there 
were not yet any Coast Guard rescuers 
on the scene. The lifeboat, crewed by 
three of the Horizon Falcon’s seamen 
and under the command of Chief Mate 
Kevin McCarthy, fought its way 
through the massive waves and man-
aged to locate and take one survivor 
aboard with waves crashing down on 
the vessel from literally every direc-
tion. 

I cannot say enough to commend the 
bravery of these men who risked their 
lives to save someone with whom they 
had no connection. Their selfless act 
was a demonstration of profound hu-
manity in the face of extreme danger. 

The danger was so great that as they 
returned to the ship with a survivor in 
the lifeboat they were forced to aban-
don the damaged lifeboat, to the heavy 
seas. The crew and the rescued seaman 
managed to climb to safety up the con-
tainership’s 40-foot pilot’s ladder. 

The heroic actions of the Horizon Fal-
con’s crew continued as another sur-
vivor was rescued by able-seaman J. 
Dacaug. He was secured to the pilot’s 
ladder and went back to the ocean 
after the additional survivors. He man-
aged to attach a grappling hook to a 
Chinese sailor even as he was battered 
by the huge swells and occasionally 
was submerged completely in the 
heavy seas. His bravery resulted in an-
other life saved when both men were 
winched back to the safety of the con-
tainer ship. 

The Falcon continued to search 
through the night for more survivors 
with the help of additional commercial 
ships and by the light of flares from a 
Navy airplane based in Japan. As the 
Falcon began to run low on fuel, it was 
relieved by a Coast Guard vessel that 
joined the search. The Coast Guard fi-
nally suspended the search 2 days later 
after 13 survivors had been rescued. 

Working against time and the power 
of nature, the captain and crew of the 
Horizon Falcon risked their own lives so 
others might emerge from a disastrous 
shipwreck to sail another day. Chuck 
Raymond of Horizon Lines put it well. 
‘‘Ever since man has been going to sea, 
there has been danger. But there also 
has been and will ever be brotherhood 
at sea that crosses any boundary. This 
rescue effort is a shining example of 
that.’’ 

The Coast Guard also praised the he-
roic actions of the Falcon’s crew saying 
that their efforts were to be ‘‘com-
mended and do not go unnoticed.’’ I 
completely agree. We live in a time 
when it is easy to pass up opportunities 
to help someone in distress with the as-
sumption that someone else will take 
care of it. But in the spirit of the Good 
Samaritan, the crew of the Falcon 
proved that ordinary people can do ex-
traordinary good if given a chance. 
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They deserve to be commended for 
reaching out across boundaries of lan-
guage and culture and helping people 
in dire need. 

I wish to extend my thanks to all the 
people at this fine North Carolina com-
pany for a job well done. They have 
shown what they value most, which is 
to protect human lives at all cost and 
to reach out to those in need. I hope 
other companies take notice and follow 
their lead in this exemplary deed. 

f 

b 1415 

THE ADMINISTRATION’S FAILURE 
IN IRAQ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
ISRAEL). Under a previous order of the 
House, the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia (Ms. WOOLSEY) is recognized for 
5 minutes. 

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Speaker, over 
the past 5 years, the Bush administra-
tion has repeatedly asked the Amer-
ican people to put their faith and their 
judgment in the judgment of the White 
House, especially as it pertains to our 
position in Iraq. 

But as we have seen, and we have 
seen it time and time again, that judg-
ment is based on ignoring voices of dis-
sent and the reality on the ground in 
favor of a stay-the-course mentality. 

When General Petraeus presents his 
report on Iraq next week, we cannot 
allow the voice of the American people 
to be ignored. We watched this admin-
istration relaunch its public relations 
campaign to sell ‘‘the escalation’’ to 
the American people, and now they in-
sist that the escalation is working. All 
this in spite of the Iraqi Government’s 
failure to achieve most of its key 
benchmarks for military and political 
progress and the dramatic increase in 
American and Iraqi casualties since the 
escalation began. 

The administration continues, Mr. 
Speaker, to resist all attempts sup-
ported by the overwhelming majority 
of Americans to bring our troops home. 
In essence, we are in the middle of an-
other PR campaign, this one to stifle 
the will and undermine the judgment 
of the American people again. 

Today Congress is again faced with 
the choice of trusting its own judgment 
or the claims of the Bush administra-
tion. Unfortunately, the past mis-
calculation and failed predictions of 
the administration have resulted in 
tragic consequences. 

In 2003, the administration insisted 
that an invasion force of 130,000 troops 
would be enough to secure Iraq and re-
store peace after the invasion. They 
claimed Saddam Hussein was amassing 
weapons of mass destruction to use 
against our country. They promised 
that we would be greeted as liberators, 
and in May 2005 we were told that the 
insurgency in Iraq was in its last 
throes. Time after time, they have 
been wrong, wrong, wrong. 

Earlier this year when Congress 
passed the emergency spending bill for 
Iraq, the Bush administration argued 
that benchmarks are the only way to 
measure progress in Iraq. As a result, 
the Government Accountability Office 
released a report this week showing 
that Iraq has failed 11 out of 18 bench-
marks. And those seven that did not 
fail were barely, barely worked upon at 
all. In response, the administration 
now claims that these benchmarks 
should no longer be used to measure 
progress. It is clear that the adminis-
tration will never accept the reality 
about Iraq. The only way to end the vi-
olence is to fully fund a safe and or-
derly redeployment from Iraq. 

The shallow fortune-telling of the 
Bush administration cannot replace 
what every American knows: The only 
right course in Iraq is to bring our 
troops home by fully funding a safe re-
deployment of our troops and military 
contractors. The American people want 
bold leadership, and they have called 
on the Congress to take action, action 
now. The occupation has been a total 
failure and the American people will 
not accept taking a wait-and-see atti-
tude. They know that the only sensible 
moral and responsible course is to fully 
fund the redeployment of our American 
troops and military contractors. And 
they want us to get started on it now. 

f 

PLANNED DEFEAT BY 
WITHDRAWAL? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. POE) is recog-
nized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. POE. ‘‘Never, never, never be-
lieve any war will be smooth and easy, 
or that anyone who embarks on the 
strange voyage can measure the tides 
and hurricanes that he will encounter. 
The statesman must realize that once 
the signal is given, there are unforesee-
able and uncontrollable events.’’ 

Winston Churchill’s statement many 
years from the past indicates the tru-
ism of war. It is hard. It is always hard. 

Next week, General Petraeus will be 
reporting to this Congress what 
progress has been made in achieving se-
curity and stability in Iraq. No doubt 
the report will offer mixed results, 
signs of progress and probably set-
backs. 

In the midst of all of this review, Mr. 
Speaker, the question is: Now what? 

Regardless of what anybody thought 
about going into Iraq, we are there. 
Right now our military personnel are 
risking their lives every day in Iraq 
and Afghanistan to protect our inter-
ests at home and abroad. In my opin-
ion, there are far too many people fo-
cusing on where we have been and how 
we got there rather than making deci-
sions about the future and our involve-
ment in Iraq. 

The way I see it, Mr. Speaker, we 
just have two options. We can stay in 

Iraq and keep fighting for the Amer-
ican interest and what we believe is 
right, or we can turn our back and 
leave. There is not a third option. 

To those who think we ought to leave 
Iraq and bring our troops home, what 
will happen if we withdraw before the 
job is done? The answer is chaos and 
more bloodshed. Without a stable Iraq, 
the power vacuum will inevitably en-
tice more civil war like we haven’t 
begun to imagine and, most likely, a 
regional conflict that will lead to seri-
ous security risks for those nations and 
the United States. 

Congress is making the outcome of 
this war the same as the planned fail-
ure in Vietnam. That war lasted 10 
years. The media didn’t like the war. 
The American public got war weary 
and Congress then cut the funding and 
started bringing troops home. The re-
sults: We left before the mission was 
accomplished. We abandoned our 
friends, and when the communists 
gained control, they killed thousands 
of people because we lost our way. 

Our enemies today believe we will 
abandon Iraq in the same way, and 
they hope we do. They feel we don’t 
have the stomach for war. Our enemies 
believe they are more committed to 
their cause of killing in the name of re-
ligion than we are for our cause of life 
and liberty. 

Abandonment and retreat is not a 
strategy. We stay because it is in 
America’s best interest to stay and se-
cure a victory before we turn the coun-
try over to the Iraqis. We stay because 
there are men and women laying down 
their lives for the cause of America. 
Twenty-one courageous men and 
women from my area in southeast 
Texas have died in Iraq and Afghani-
stan. What would the retreat crowd tell 
those families about their kids who 
died on the altar of freedom? War got 
too hard so we left? We don’t quit be-
cause war is hard. War is always hard. 
We stay, Mr. Speaker, because we know 
that we are fighting a global enemy 
who doesn’t intend to stop war. They 
want to destroy us. Success, Mr. 
Speaker, has never come from with-
drawal; it never will. 

General George Patton in World War 
II told his troops in 1944, he said, 
‘‘Sure, we want to go home. We want 
this war over with. The quickest way 
to get it over with is to get the ones 
who started it. The quicker they are 
whipped, the quicker we can go home. 
You must always do your finest and 
win.’’ 

That is the only option. And yes, Mr. 
Speaker, Patton and his boys success-
fully finished that war. 

And that’s just the way it is. 
f 

THE PRESIDENT’S WAR 
ASSESSMENT 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Washington (Mr. 
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MCDERMOTT) is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. MCDERMOTT. Mr. Speaker, 
when the President arrived in Aus-
tralia the other day, he told the prime 
minister, quote, ‘‘We’re kicking ass’’ in 
Iraq. It is a clear sign that he intends 
to keep a massive U.S. military force 
in Iraq as long as he remains in office. 
And he will make it official adminis-
tration policy next week. ‘‘We’re Kick-
ing Ass in Iraq’’ might be the headline 
of the report the White House is writ-
ing for General Petraeus to deliver to 
the Congress next week. 

It is supposed to be an objective mili-
tary assessment, but the President has 
declared it will be a White House spin 
document, as usual. Here’s what the 
President’s ‘‘kick ass’’ assessment 
translates to on the ground: 10 U.S. sol-
diers killed this week; 793 U.S. soldiers 
killed so far this year; 3,752 U.S. sol-
diers killed since the beginning of the 
war; and 27,186 U.S. soldiers wounded 
since the beginning of the war. And, 
71,000 documented Iraq civilian deaths 
since the beginning of the war, al-
though the actual number is much 
higher. 

As the Times of India newspaper said 
today, Iraq is getting worse day after 
day after day. We don’t even know how 
bad things really are. 

The ACLU filed a lawsuit the other 
day demanding the U.S. release mili-
tary documents concerning the number 
of innocent civilians killed by the U.S. 
forces. They fear the government is 
hiding the human cost of war. We don’t 
know, but reliable information does 
exist. 

There is plenty of factual informa-
tion for the President to rely on, but 
he won’t. An independent commission 
of retired U.S. generals released a re-
port today that concludes that the 
Iraqi national police force is so corrupt 
the force should be disbanded. These 
U.S. military experts concluded that 
Iraq’s Army over the next 18 months, 
‘‘Cannot yet meaningfully contribute 
to denying terrorists safe haven.’’ 

The GAO released its own inde-
pendent study showing the Iraq Gov-
ernment has reached only 3 of the 18 
benchmarks established as part of the 
U.S. continuing to fund the war. In 
case anyone thinks that achieving 3 of 
18 isn’t too bad, let me tell you what 
they are. 

The first benchmark we achieved was 
passing a law that legally protects the 
rights of minority parties in Iraq. Ex-
cept the minority Sunni population re-
mains outside the political situation 
totally. The other 2 benchmarks the 
Iraqi Government achieved was setting 
up security and public relations offices 
to support the military escalation. But 
the White House will use the military 
brass to paint a much rosier picture 
next week in its report to the Congress. 

Besides the kick-ass assessment by 
the President, there have been recent 

reports trying to bolster the adminis-
tration’s position. I enter into the 
RECORD at this point a story appearing 
in today’s Washington Post. It’s on 
page 16, but it ought to be on page 1. 
The headline is: ‘‘Experts Doubt Drop 
in Violence in Iraq. Military Statistics 
Called Into Question.’’ I urge everyone 
to read this important news story. The 
only conclusion one can reach is, here 
we go again. 

[From the Washington Post, Sept. 6, 2007] 
EXPERTS DOUBT DROP IN VIOLENCE IN IRAQ— 
MILITARY STATISTICS CALLED INTO QUESTION 

(By Karen DeYoung) 
The U.S. military’s claim that violence has 

decreased sharply in Iraq in recent months 
has come under scrutiny from many experts 
within and outside the government, who con-
tend that some of the underlying statistics 
are questionable and selectively ignore nega-
tive trends. 

Reductions in violence form the center-
piece of the Bush administration’s claim 
that its war strategy is working. In congres-
sional testimony Monday, Army Gen. David 
H. Petraeus, the top U.S. commander in Iraq, 
is expected to cite a 75 percent decrease in 
sectarian attacks. According to senior U.S. 
military officials in Baghdad, overall at-
tacks in Iraq were down to 960 a week in Au-
gust, compared with 1,700 a week in June, 
and civilian casualties had fallen 17 percent 
between December 2006 and last month. Un-
official Iraqi figures show a similar decrease. 

Others who have looked at the full range of 
U.S. government statistics on violence, how-
ever, accuse the military of cherry-picking 
positive indicators and caution that the 
numbers—most of which are classified—are 
often confusing and contradictory. ‘‘Let’s 
just say that there are several different 
sources within the administration on vio-
lence, and those sources do not agree,’’ 
Comptroller General David Walker told Con-
gress on Tuesday in releasing a new Govern-
ment Accountability Office report on Iraq. 

Senior U.S. officers in Baghdad disputed 
the accuracy and conclusions of the largely 
negative GAO report, which they said had 
adopted a flawed counting methodology used 
by the CIA and the Defense Intelligence 
Agency. Many of those conclusions were also 
reflected in last month’s pessimistic Na-
tional Intelligence Estimate on Iraq. 

The intelligence community has its own 
problems with military calculations. Intel-
ligence analysts computing aggregate levels 
of violence against civilians for the NIE puz-
zled over how the military designated at-
tacks as combat, sectarian or criminal, ac-
cording to one senior intelligence official in 
Washington. ‘‘If a bullet went through the 
back of the head, it’s sectarian,’’ the official 
said. ‘‘If it went through the front, it’s 
criminal.’’ 

‘‘Depending on which numbers you pick,’’ 
he said, ‘‘you get a different outcome.’’ Ana-
lysts found ‘‘trend lines . . . going in dif-
ferent directions’’ compared with previous 
years, when numbers in different categories 
varied widely but trended in the same direc-
tion. ‘‘It began to look like spaghetti.’’ 

Among the most worrisome trends cited by 
the NIE was escalating warfare between rival 
Shiite militias in southern Iraq that has con-
sumed the port city of Basra and resulted 
last month in the assassination of two south-
ern provincial governors. According to a 
spokesman for the Baghdad headquarters of 
the Multi-National Force-Iraq (MNF–I), 
those attacks are not included in the mili-

tary’s statistics. ‘‘Given a lack of capability 
to accurately track Shiite-on-Shiite and 
Sunni-on-Sunni violence, except in certain 
instances,’’ the spokesman said, ‘‘we do not 
track this data to any significant degree.’’ 

Attacks by U.S.-allied Sunni tribesmen— 
recruited to battle Iraqis allied with al- 
Qaeda—are also excluded from the U.S. mili-
tary’s calculation of violence levels. 

The administration has not given up try-
ing to demonstrate that Iraq is moving to-
ward political reconciliation. Testifying 
with Petraeus next week, U.S. Ambassador 
to Iraq Ryan C. Crocker is expected to report 
that top Shiite, Sunni and Kurdish leaders 
agreed last month to work together on key 
legislation demanded by Congress. If all goes 
as U.S. officials hope, Crocker will also be 
able to point to a visit today to the Sunni 
stronghold of Anbar province by ministers in 
the Shiite-dominated government—perhaps 
including Prime Minister Nouri al-Maliki, 
according to a senior U.S. official involved in 
Iraq policy. The ministers plan to hand 
Anbar’s governor $70 million in new develop-
ment funds, the official said. 

But most of the administration’s case will 
rest on security data, according to military, 
intelligence and diplomatic officials who 
would not speak on the record before the 
Petraeus-Crocker testimony. Several Repub-
lican and Democratic lawmakers who were 
offered military statistics during Baghdad 
visits in August said they had been con-
vinced that Bush’s new strategy, and the 
162,000 troops carrying it out, has produced 
enough results to merit more time. 

Challenges to how military and intel-
ligence statistics are tallied and used have 
been a staple of the Iraq war. In its Decem-
ber 2006 report, the bipartisan Iraq Study 
Group identified ‘‘significant underreporting 
of violence,’’ noting that ‘‘a murder of an 
Iraqi is not necessarily counted as an attack. 
If we cannot determine the sources of a sec-
tarian attack, that assault does not make it 
into the data base.’’ The report concluded 
that ‘‘good policy is difficult to make when 
information is systematically collected in a 
way that minimizes its discrepancy with pol-
icy goals.’’ 

Recent estimates by the media, outside 
groups and some government agencies have 
called the military’s findings into question. 
The Associated Press last week counted 1,809 
civilian deaths in August, making it the 
highest monthly total this year, with 27,564 
civilians killed overall since the AP began 
collecting data in April 2005. 

The GAO report found that ‘‘average num-
ber of daily attacks against civilians have 
remained unchanged from February to July 
2007,’’ a conclusion that the military said 
was skewed because it did not include dra-
matic, up-to-date information from August. 

Juan R.I. Cole, a Middle East specialist at 
the University of Michigan who is critical of 
U.S. policy, said that most independent 
counts ‘‘do not agree with Pentagon esti-
mates about drops in civilian deaths.’’ 

In a letter last week to the leadership of 
both parties, a group of influential aca-
demics and former Clinton administration 
officials called on Congress to examine ‘‘the 
exact nature and methodology that is being 
used to track the security situation in Iraq 
and specifically the assertions that sectarian 
violence is down.’’ 

The controversy centers as much on what 
is counted—attacks on civilians vs. attacks 
on U.S. and Iraqi troops, numbers of attacks 
vs. numbers of casualties, sectarian vs. 
intrasect battles, daily numbers vs. monthly 
averages—as on the numbers themselves. 
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The military stopped releasing statistics 

on civilian deaths in late 2005, saying the 
news media were taking them out of context. 
In an e-mailed response to questions last 
weekend, an MNF–I spokesman said that 
while trends were favorable, ‘‘exact monthly 
figures cannot be provided’’ for attacks 
against civilians or other categories of vio-
lence in 2006 or 2007, either in Baghdad or for 
the country overall. ‘‘MNF–I makes every at-
tempt to ensure it captures the most com-
prehensive, accurate, and valid data on civil-
ian and sectarian deaths,’’ the spokesman 
wrote. ‘‘However, there is not one central 
place for data or information. . . . This 
means there can be variations when different 
organizations examine this information.’’ 

In a follow-up message yesterday, the 
spokesman said that the non-release policy 
had been changed this week but that the 
numbers were still being put ‘‘in the right 
context.’’ 

Attacks labeled ‘‘sectarian’’ are among the 
few statistics the military has consistently 
published in recent years, although the to-
tals are regularly recalculated. The number 
of monthly ‘‘sectarian murders and inci-
dents’’ in the last six months of 2006, listed 
in the Pentagon’s quarterly Iraq report pub-
lished in June, was substantially higher each 
month than in the Pentagon’s March report. 
MNF–I said that ‘‘reports from un-reported/ 
not-yet reported past incidences as well as 
clarification/corrections on reports already 
received’’ are ‘‘likely to contribute to 
changes.’’ 

When Petraeus told an Australian news-
paper last week that sectarian attacks had 
decreased 75 percent ‘‘since last year,’’ the 
statistic was quickly e-mailed to U.S. jour-
nalists in a White House fact sheet. Asked 
for detail, MNF–I said that ‘‘last year’’ re-
ferred to December 2006, when attacks spiked 
to more than 1,600. 

By March, however—before U.S. troop 
strength was increased under Bush’s strat-
egy—the number had dropped to 600, only 
slightly less than in the same month last 
year. That is about where it has remained in 
2007, with what MNF–I said was a slight in-
crease in April and May ‘‘but trending back 
down in June–July.’’ 

Petraeus’s spokesman, Col. Steven A. 
Boylan, said he was certain that Petraeus 
had made a comparison with December in 
the interview with the Australian paper, 
which did not publish a direct Petraeus 
quote. No qualifier appeared in the White 
House fact sheet. 

When a member of the National Intel-
ligence Council visited Baghdad this summer 
to review a draft of the intelligence estimate 
on Iraq, Petraeus argued that its negative 
judgments did not reflect recent improve-
ments. At least one new sentence was added 
to the final version, noting that ‘‘overall at-
tack levels across Iraq have fallen during 
seven of the last nine weeks.’’ 

A senior military intelligence official in 
Baghdad deemed it ‘‘odd’’ that ‘‘marginal’’ 
security improvements were reflected in an 
estimate assessing the previous seven 
months and projecting the next six to 12 
months. He attributed the change to a desire 
to provide Petraeus with ammunition for his 
congressional testimony. 

The intelligence official in Washington, 
however, described the Baghdad consultation 
as standard in the NIE drafting process and 
said that the ‘‘new information’’ did not 
change the estimate’s conclusions. The over-
all assessment was that the security situa-
tion in Iraq since January ‘‘was still getting 
worse,’’ he said, ‘‘but not as fast.’’ 

We’re kicking ass is the kind of as-
sessment you’d hear at a football 
game, and the PR game is clearly on by 
this President and his minions. They 
will claim progress next week and 
tease the American people with talk of 
token U.S. troop reductions. But be-
cause it’s coming from this White 
House, the only thing certain about 
next week is that it will be their latest 
attempt to try to mislead us into be-
lieving there are enough bullets and 
bombs, money, and U.S. blood to pre-
vail in Iraq. 

The best military in the world is 
being run into the ground by this 
President. That’s the only truth the 
evidence supports. Don’t believe any-
thing else. The American people had it 
right in November, and they still have 
it right today. 

The U.S. must end its occupation. 
There is no other choice for this coun-
try, except to continue to shed the 
blood of our people and waste the re-
sources of this country in Mr. Bush’s 
failure. 

f 

b 1430 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair would remind Members to refrain 
from using vulgarity. 

f 

STATUS REPORT ON CURRENT 
SPENDING LEVELS OF ON-BUDG-
ET SPENDING AND REVENUES 
FOR FY 2007 AND FY 2008 AND 
THE 5-YEAR PERIOD FY 2008 
THROUGH FY 2012 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from South Carolina (Mr. 
SPRATT) is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. SPRATT. Mr. Speaker, I am transmitting 
a status report on the current levels of on- 
budget spending and revenues for fiscal years 
2007 and 2008 and the five-year period of fis-
cal years 2008 through 2012. This report is 
necessary to facilitate the application of sec-
tions 302 and 311 of the Congressional Budg-
et Act. This status report is current through 
September 5, 2007. 

The term ‘‘current level’’ refers to the 
amounts of spending and revenues estimated 
for each fiscal year based on laws enacted or 
awaiting the President’s signature. 

The first table in the report compares the 
current level of total budget authority, outlays, 
and revenues for the fiscal years 2007 and 
2008, and the five-year period of fiscal years 
2008 through 2012 with the aggregate levels 
set by S. Con. Res. 21, the Concurrent Reso-
lution on the Budget for Fiscal Year 2008. 
This, comparison is needed to enforce section 
311(a) of the Budget Act, which creates a 
point of order against measures that would 
breach the budget resolution’s aggregate lev-
els. The table does not show budget authority 
and outlays for years after fiscal years 2007 
and 2008 because appropriations for those 
years have not yet been considered. 

The second table compares the current lev-
els of budget authority and outlays for spend-
ing by each authorizing committee with the 
section 302(a) allocations made under S. Con. 
Res. 21 for fiscal years 2007 and 2008 and 
fiscal years 2008 through 2012. This compari-
son is needed to enforce section 302(f) of the 
Budget Act, which creates a point of order 
against measures that would breach the sec-
tion 302(a) allocation of new budget authority 
for the committee that reported the measure. 
It is also needed to implement section 311(c), 
which exempts committees that comply with 
their allocations from the point of order under 
section 311(a). 

The third table compares the current levels 
of discretionary appropriations for fiscal years 
2007 and 2008 with the section 302(b) sub-
allocations of discretionary budget authority 
and outlays among Appropriations subcommit-
tees. The comparison is also needed to en-
force section 302(f) of the Budget Act because 
the point of order under that section equally 
applies to measures that would breach the ap-
plicable section 302(b) suballocation. 

The fourth table gives the current level for 
fiscal years 2009 and 2010 of accounts identi-
fied for advance appropriations under Section 
206 of S. Con. Res. 21. This list is needed to 
enforce the budget resolution, which prohibits 
advance appropriations that are: (i) not identi-
fied in the statement of managers or (ii) would 
cause the aggregate amount of such appro-
priations to exceed the level specified in the 
resolution. 

REPORT TO THE SPEAKER FROM THE COMMITTEE ON THE 
BUDGET—STATUS OF THE FISCAL YEAR 2008 
CONGRESSIONAL BUDGET ADOPTED IN S. CON. RES. 
21 
[Reflecting action completed as of September 5, 2007—On-budget 

amounts, in millions of dollars] 

Fiscal years 

2007 2008 1 2008–2012 

Appropriate Level: 
Budget authority 2,255,570 2,350,357 n.a. 
Outlays ................ 2,268,649 2,353,992 n.a. 
Revenues ............. 1,900,340 2,015,841 11,137,671 

Current Level: 
Budget authority 2,255,570 1,422,249 n.a. 
Outlays ................ 2,268,649 1,766,864 n.a. 
Revenues ........... 1,904,516 2,050,418 11,313,523 

Current Level over (+) / 
under (¥) Appro-
priate Level: 

Budget authority 0 ¥928,108 n.a. 
Outlays ................ 0 ¥587,128 n.a. 
Revenues ............. 4,176 34,577 175,852

n.a. = Not applicable because annual appropriations Acts for fiscal years 
2009 through 2012 will not be considered until future sessions of Congress. 

1 Pending action by the House Appropriations Committee on spending cov-
ered by section 207(d)(I)(E) (overseas deployments and related activities), 
resolution assumptions are not included in the appropriate level. 

BUDGET AUTHORITY

Enactment of measures providing any new 
budget authority for FY 2007 (if not already 
included in the current level estimate) would 
cause FY 2007 budget authority to exceed the 
appropriate level set by S. Con. Res. 21. 

Enactment of measures providing new 
budget authority for FY 2008 in excess of 
$928,108,000,000 (if not already included in the 
current level estimate) would cause FY 2008 
budget authority to exceed the appropriate 
level set by S. Con. Res. 21. 

OUTLAYS 
Enactment of measures providing any new 

outlays for FY 2007 (if not already included 
in the current level estimate) would cause 
FY 2007 outlays to exceed the appropriate 
level set by S. Con. Res. 21. 
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Enactment of measures providing new out-

lays for FY 2008 in excess of $587,128,000,000 (if 
not already included in the current level es-
timate) would cause FY 2008 outlays to ex-
ceed the appropriate level set by S. Con. Res. 
21. 

REVENUES 
Enactment of measures resulting in rev-

enue reduction for FY 2007 in excess of 

$4,176,000,000 (if not already included in the 
current estimate) would cause FY 2007 rev-
enue to fall below the appropriate level set 
by S. Con. Res. 21. 

Enactment of measures resulting in rev-
enue reduction for FY 2008 in excess of 
$34,577,000,000 (if not already included in the 
current estimate) would cause FY 2008 rev-

enue to fall below the appropriate level set 
by S. Con. Res. 21. 

Enactment of measures resulting in rev-
enue reduction for the period of fiscal years 
2008 through 2012 in excess of $175,852,000,000 
(if not already included in the current level 
estimate) would cause revenues to fall below 
the appropriate levels set by S. Con. Res. 2]. 

DIRECT SPENDING LEGISLATION—COMPARISON OF CURRENT LEVEL WITH AUTHORIZING COMMITTEE 302(a) ALLOCATIONS FOR RESOLUTION CHANGES REFLECTING ACTION 
COMPLETED AS OF SEPTEMBER 5, 2007 

[Fiscal years, in millions of dollars] 

House committee 
2007 2008 2008–2012 total 

BA Outlays BA Outlays BA Outlays 

Agriculture: 
Allocation ............................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Current Level .......................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Difference ............................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Armed Services: 
Allocation ............................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 0 0 ¥50 ¥50 ¥410 ¥410 
Current Level .......................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Difference ............................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 0 0 50 50 410 410 

Education and Labor: 
Allocation ............................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 13 4 ¥150 ¥145 ¥750 ¥742 
Current Level .......................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 13 4 0 5 0 8 
Difference ............................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 0 0 150 150 750 750 

Energy and Commerce: 
Allocation ............................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... ¥1 ¥1 134 132 89 87 
Current Level .......................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... ¥1 ¥1 134 132 89 87 
Difference ............................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Financial Services: 
Allocation ............................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Current Level .......................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Difference ............................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Foreign Affairs: 
Allocation ............................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Current Level .......................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Difference ............................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Homeland Security: 
Allocation ............................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Current Level .......................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 0 0 0 ¥425 0 ¥500 
Difference ............................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 0 0 0 ¥425 0 ¥500 

House Administration: 
Allocation ............................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Current Level .......................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Difference ............................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Judiciary: 
Allocation ............................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Current Level .......................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Difference ............................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Natural Resources: 
Allocation ............................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Current Level .......................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Difference ............................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Oversight and Government Reform: 
Allocation ............................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Current Level .......................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Difference ............................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Science and Technology: 
Allocation ............................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Current Level .......................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Difference ............................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Small Business: 
Allocation ............................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Current Level .......................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Difference ............................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Transportation and Infrastructure: 
Allocation ............................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 0 0 125 0 1,525 0 
Current Level .......................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Difference ............................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 0 0 ¥125 0 ¥1,525 0 

Veterans’ Affairs: 
Allocation ............................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Current Level .......................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Difference ............................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Ways and Means: 
Allocation ............................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 0 0 ¥38 ¥38 ¥98 ¥98 
Current Level .......................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 0 0 ¥38 ¥38 ¥98 ¥98 
Difference ............................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 0 0 0 0 0 0 

DISCRETIONARY APPROPRIATIONS FOR FISCAL YEAR 2007 —COMPARISON OF CURRENT LEVEL WITH APPROPRIATIONS COMMITTEE 302(A) ALLOCATION AND APPROPRIATIONS 
SUBCOMMITTEE 302(B) SUBALLOCATIONS 

[in millions of dollars] 

Appropriations Subcommittee 

302(b) suballocations as of 
Sept. 5, 2007 (H. Rpt. 110–182) 

Current level reflecting action 
completed as of Sept. 5, 2007 

Current level minus 
suballocations 

BA OT BA OT BA OT 

Agriculture, Rural Development, FDA .............................................................................................................................................................. 18,569 19,356 1,856 1,935 
Commerce, Justice, Science ............................................................................................................................................................................ 51,950 52,236 51,950 52,236 0 0 
Defense ............................................................................................................................................................................................................ 489,519 499,510 489,519 499,510 0 0 
Energy and Water Development ...................................................................................................................................................................... 30,296 29,882 30,296 29,882 0 0 
Financial Services and General Government .................................................................................................................................................. 19,488 20,360 19,488 20,360 0 0 
Homeland Security .......................................................................................................................................................................................... 33,962 41,195 33,962 41,195 0 0 
Interior, Environment ....................................................................................................................................................................................... 26,411 27,569 26,411 27,569 0 0 
Labor, Health and Human Services, Education .............................................................................................................................................. 144,766 145,567 144,766 145,567 0 0 
Legislative Branch .......................................................................................................................................................................................... 3,774 3,950 3,774 3,950 0 0 
Military Construction, Veterans Affairs ........................................................................................................................................................... 49,752 46,889 49,752 46,889 0 0 
State, Foreign Operations ............................................................................................................................................................................... 31,358 35,186 31,358 35,186 0 0 
Transportation, HUD ........................................................................................................................................................................................ 50,471 107,765 50,471 107,765 0 0 
Unassigned (full committee allowance) ......................................................................................................................................................... 0 0 0 0 0 0 
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DISCRETIONARY APPROPRIATIONS FOR FISCAL YEAR 2007 —COMPARISON OF CURRENT LEVEL WITH APPROPRIATIONS COMMITTEE 302(A) ALLOCATION AND APPROPRIATIONS 

SUBCOMMITTEE 302(B) SUBALLOCATIONS—Continued 
[in millions of dollars] 

Appropriations Subcommittee 

302(b) suballocations as of 
Sept. 5, 2007 (H. Rpt. 110–182) 

Current level reflecting action 
completed as of Sept. 5, 2007 

Current level minus 
suballocations 

BA OT BA OT BA OT 

Total (Section 302(a) Allocation) ........................................................................................................................................................... 950,316 1,029,465 950,316 1,029,465 0 0 

DISCRETIONARY APPROPRIATIONS FOR FISCAL YEAR 2008—COMPARISON OF CURRENT LEVEL WITH APPROPRIATIONS COMMITTEE 302(a) ALLOCATION AND APPROPRIATIONS 
SUBCOMMITTEE 302(b) SUBALLOCATIONS 

[In millions of dollars] 

Appropriations subcommittee 

302(b) suballocations as of 
Sept. 5, 2007 (H. Rpt. 110–236) 

Current level reflecting action 
completed as of Sept. 5, 2007 

Current level minus suballoca-
tions 

BA OT BA OT BA OT 

Agriculture, Rural Development, FDA .............................................................................................................................................................. 18,817 20,027 7 5,437 ¥18,810 ¥14,590 
Commerce, Justice, Science ............................................................................................................................................................................ 53,551 55,318 0 20,389 ¥53,551 ¥34,929 
Defense 1 ......................................................................................................................................................................................................... 459,332 475,980 45 163,831 ¥459,287 ¥312,149 
Energy and Water Development ...................................................................................................................................................................... 31,603 32,774 0 13,178 ¥31,603 ¥19,596 
Financial Services and General Government .................................................................................................................................................. 21,434 21,665 80 4,323 ¥21,354 ¥17,342 
Homeland Security .......................................................................................................................................................................................... 36,262 38,247 0 17,112 ¥36,262 ¥21,135 
Interior, Environment ....................................................................................................................................................................................... 27,598 28,513 0 11,198 ¥27,598 ¥17,315 
Labor, Health and Human Services, Education .............................................................................................................................................. 151,748 148,174 19,151 100,179 ¥132,597 ¥47,995 
Legislative Branch .......................................................................................................................................................................................... 4,024 4,042 0 606 ¥4,024 ¥3,436 
Military Construction, Veterans Affairs ........................................................................................................................................................... 64,745 54,832 ¥2,414 14,260 ¥67,159 ¥40,572 
State, Foreign Operations 1 ............................................................................................................................................................................. 34,243 33,351 0 16,400 ¥34,243 ¥16,951 
Transportation, HUD ........................................................................................................................................................................................ 50,738 114,528 4,193 71,015 ¥46,545 ¥43,513 
Unassigned (full committee allowance) ......................................................................................................................................................... 0 1,646 0 0 0 ¥1,646 

Total (Section 302(a) Allocation) ........................................................................................................................................................... 954,095 1,029,097 21,062 437,928 ¥933,033 ¥591,169 

1 Change from previous report for current level reflects reallocation of $7 million in prior year outlays to correct committee of jurisdiction. 

FY2009 AND 2010 ADVANCE APPROPRIATIONS UNDER 
SECTION 206 OF S. CON. RES. 21 

[Budget authority in millions of dollars] 

2009 2010 

Appropriate Level 25,558 25,558 
Accounts Identified for Advances:

Corporation for Public Broadcasting ........................ 400 0 
Employment and Training Administration ................ 0 0 
Education for the Disadvantaged ............................. 0 0 
School Improvement .................................................. 0 0 
Children and Family Services (Head Start) .............. 0 0 
Special Education ..................................................... 0 0 
Vocational and Adult Education ............................... 0 0 
Payment to Postal Service ........................................ 0 0 
Section 8 Renewals .................................................. 0 0 

U.S. CONGRESS, 
CONGRESSIONAL BUDGET OFFICE, 

Washington, DC, September 6, 2007. 
Hon. JOHN M. SPRATT, Jr., 
Chairman, Committee on the Budget, 
House of Representatives, Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: The enclosed report 
shows the effects of Congressional action on 
the fiscal year 2007 budget and is current 
through September 5, 2007. This report is 
submitted under section 308(b) and in aid of 
section 311 of the Congressional Budget Act, 
as amended. 

The estimates of budget authority, out-
lays, and revenues are consistent with the 
technical and economic assumptions of S. 
Con. Res. 21, the Concurrent Resolution on 
the Budget for Fiscal Year 2008, as approved 
by the Senate and the House of Representa-
tives. 

Pursuant to section 204(b) of S. Con. Res. 
21, provisions designated as emergency re-

quirements are exempt from enforcement of 
the budget resolution. As a result, the en-
closed current level report excludes these 
amounts (see footnote 1 of the report). 

Since my last letter to you, dated June 11, 
2007, the Congress has cleared and the Presi-
dent has signed the following acts that affect 
budget authority, outlays, or revenues for 
fiscal year 2007: An act to extend the au-
thorities of the Andean Trade Preference Act 
until February 29, 2008 (P.L. 110–42); and a 
bill to provide for the extension of Transi-
tional Medical Assistance (TMA) and the Ab-
stinence Education Program through the end 
of fiscal year 2007, and for other purposes 
(P.L. 110–48). 

Sincerely, 
ROBERT A. SUNSHINE 

(For Peter R. Orszag, Director). 

Enclosure. 

FISCAL YEAR 2007 HOUSE CURRENT LEVEL REPORT AS OF SEPTEMBER 5, 2007 
[In millions of dollars] 

Budget 
authority Outlays Revenues 

Enacted in previous session: 
Revenues ....................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... n.a. n.a. 1,904,706 
Permanents and other spending legislation ................................................................................................................................................................................................................................ 1,350,273 1,299,295 n.a. 
Appropriation legislation ............................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 1,477,616 1,540,849 n.a. 
Offsetting receipts ........................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................ ¥571,507 ¥571,507 n.a. 

Total, enacted in previous session .......................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 2,256,382 2,268,637 1,904,706 
Enacted this session: 

U.S. Troop Readiness, Veterans’ Care, Katrina Recovery, and Iraq Accountability Appropriations Act, 2007 (P.L. 110–28)1 .................................................................................................. ¥794 9 ¥166 
An Act to extend the authorities of the Andean Trade Preference Act until February 29, 2008 (P.L. 110–42) ........................................................................................................................ 0 0 ¥24 
A bill to provide for the extension of Transitional Medical Assistance (TMA) and the Abstinence Education Program through the end of fiscal year 2007, and for other purposes (P.L. 

110–48) .................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 12 3 0 

Total, enacted this session ...................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... ¥782 12 ¥190 
Entitlements and mandatories: 

Budget resolution estimates of appropriated entitlements and other mandatory programs ..................................................................................................................................................... ¥30 0 0 
Total Current Level 1 2 ..................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 2,255,570 2,268,649 1,904,516 
Total Budget Resolution 3 ...................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 2,380,359 2,300,575 1,900,340 

Adjustment to budget resolution for emergency requirements 4 ................................................................................................................................................................................................. ¥124,789 ¥31,926 0 

Adjusted Budget Resolution ......................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 2,255,570 2,268,649 1,900,340 
Current Level Over Adjusted Budget Resolution ................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 0 0 4,176 
Current Level Under Adjusted Budget Resolution ................................................................................................................................................................................................................................. 0 0 n.a. 

Notes.—n.a. = not applicable; P.L. = Public Law. 
1. Pursuant to section 204(b) of S. Con. Res. 21 the Concurrent Resolution on the Budget for Fiscal Year 2008, provisions designated as emergency requirements are exempt from enforcement of the budget resolution. The 

amounts so designated for fiscal year 2007, which are not included in the current level totals, are as follows: 
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Budget 
authority Outlays Revenues 

U.S. Troop Readiness, Veterans’ Care, Katrina Recovery, and Iraq Accountability Appropriations Act, 2007 (P.L. 110–28) ............................................................................................................ 120,803 31,116 n.a. 

2. Excludes administrative expenses of the Social Security Administration, which are off-budget. 
3. Periodically, the House Committee on the Budget revises the totals in S. Con. Res. 21, pursuant to various provisions of the resolution. 

Budget 
authority Outlays Revenues 

Original Resolution Levels ..................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 2,380,535 2,300,572 1,900,340 
Revisions: 

To reflect the difference between the assumed and actual nonemergency supplemental appropriations for fiscal year 2007 (section 207(f)) .................................................................... ¥188 0 0 
For extension of the Transitional Medical Assistance (TMA) program (section 320(c)) ............................................................................................................................................................. 12 3 0 

Revised Resolution Levels ..................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 2,380,359 2,300,575 1,900,340 

4. S. Con. Res. 21 assumed $124,789 million in budget authority and $31,926 million in outlays from emergency supplemental appropriations. Such emergency amounts are exempt from the enforcement of the budget resolution. 
Since current level totals exclude the emergency requirements enacted in P.L. 110–28 (see footnote 1 above), budget authority and outlay totals specified in the budget resolution have also been reduced (by the amounts assumed 
for emergency supplemental appropriations) for purposes of comparison. 

Source: Congressional Budget Office. 

U.S. CONGRESS, 
CONGRESSIONAL BUDGET OFFICE, 

Washington, DC, September 6, 2007. 
Hon. JOHN M. SPRATT, Jr., 
Chairman, Committee on the Budget, House of 

Representatives, Washington, DC. 
DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: The enclosed report 

shows the effects of Congressional action on 
the fiscal year 2008 budget and is current 
through September 5, 2007. This report is 
submitted under section 308(b) and in aid of 
section 311 of the Congressional Budget Act, 
as amended. 

The estimates of budget authority, out-
lays, and revenues are consistent with the 
technical and economic assumptions of S. 

Con. Res. 21, the Concurrent Resolution on 
the Budget for Fiscal Year 2008, as approved 
by the Senate and the House of Representa-
tives. 

Pursuant to section 204(b) of S. Con. Res. 
21, provisions designated as emergency re-
quirements are exempt from enforcement of 
the budget resolution. As a result, the en-
closed current level report excludes these 
amounts (see footnote 1 of the report). 

Since my last letter to you, dated June 11, 
2007, the Congress has cleared and the Presi-
dent has signed the following acts that affect 
budget authority, outlays, or revenues for 
fiscal year 2008: An act to extend the au-
thorities of the Andean Trade Preference Act 

until February 29, 2008 (P.L. 110–42); a bill to 
provide for the extension of Transitional 
Medical Assistance (TMA) and the Absti-
nence Education Program through the end of 
fiscal year 2007, and for other purposes (P.L. 
110–48); a joint resolution approving the re-
newal of import restrictions contained in the 
Burmese Freedom and Democracy Act of 
2003, and for other purposes (P.L. 110–52); and 
Implementing Recommendations of the 9/11 
Commission Act of 2007 (P.L. 110–53). 

Sincerely, 
ROBERT A. SUNSHINE 

(For Peter R. Orszag, Director). 

Enclosure. 

FISCAL YEAR 2008 HOUSE CURRENT LEVEL REPORT AS OF SEPTEMBER 5, 2007 
[In millions of dollars] 

Budget 
authority Outlays Revenues 

Enacted in previous session: 
Revenues ........................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... n.a. n.a. 2,050,796 
Permanents and other spending legislation ..................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 1,450,532 1,390,018 n.a. 
Appropriation legislation ................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 0 419,862 n.a. 
Offsetting receipts ............................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................. ¥575,635 ¥575,635 n.a. 

Total, enacted in previous session ............................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 874,897 1,234,245 2,050,796 
Enacted this session: 

U.S. Troop Readiness, Veterans’ Care, Katrina Recovery, and Iraq Accountability Appropriations Act, 2007 (P.L. 110–28)1 ...................................................................................................... 1 42 ¥335 
An act to extend the authorities of the Andean Trade Preference Act until February 29, 2008 (P.L. 110–42) ............................................................................................................................ 0 0 ¥41 
A bill to provide for the extension of Transitional Medical Assistance (TMA) and the Abstinence Education Program through the end of fiscal year 2007, and for other purposes (P.L. 

110–48) ........................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................ 96 99 0 
A joint resolution approving the renewal of import restrictions contained in the Burmese Freedom and Democracy Act of 2003, and for other purposes (P.L. 110–52) .............................. 0 0 ¥2 
Implementing Recommendations of the 9/11 Commission Act of 2007 (P.L. 110–53) ................................................................................................................................................................. 0 ¥425 0 

Total, enacted this session .......................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 97 ¥284 ¥378 
Entitlements and mandatories: 

Budget resolution estimates of appropriated entitlements and other mandatory programs .......................................................................................................................................................... 547,255 532,903 0 
Total Current Level 1,2 .......................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 1,422,249 1,766,864 2,050,418 
Total Budget Resolution 3 ...................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 2,496,125 2,469,736 2,015,841 

Adjustment to budget resolution for emergency requirements 4 ...................................................................................................................................................................................................... ¥606 ¥49,990 n.a. 
Adjustment to the budget resolution pursuant to section 207(d)(1)(E) 5 ....................................................................................................................................................................................... ¥145,162 ¥65,754 n.a. 

Adjusted Budget Resolution .................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................. 2,350,357 2,353,992 2,015,841 
Current Level Over Adjusted Budget Resolution ................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... n.a. n.a. 34,577 
Current Level Under Adjusted Budget Resolution ................................................................................................................................................................................................................................. 928,108 587,128 n.a. 
Memorandum: 

Revenues, 2008–2012: 
House Current Level ............................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................. n.a. n.a. 11,313,523 
House Budget Resolution ..................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... n.a. n.a. 11,137,671 

Adjusted Budget Resolution ................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................ n.a. n.a. 11,137,671 
Current Level Over Adjusted Budget Resolution ................................................................................................................................................................................................................. n.a. n.a. 175,852 
Current Level Over Adjusted Budget Resolution ................................................................................................................................................................................................................. n.a. n.a. n.a. 

Note.—n.a. = not applicable; P.L. = Public Law. 
1. Pursuant to section 204(b) of S. Con. Res. 21 the Concurrent Resolution on the Budget for Fiscal Year 2008, provisions designated as emergency requirements are exempt from enforcement of the budget resolution. The 

amounts so designated for fiscal year 2008, which are not included in the current level totals, are as follows: 

Budget 
authority Outlays Revenues 

U.S. Troop Readiness, Veterans’ Care, Katrina Recovery, and Iraq Accountability Appropriations Act, 2007 (P.L. 110–28) ............................................................................................................ 605 48,639 n.a. 

2. Excludes administrative expenses of the Social Security Administration, which are off-budget. 
3. Periodically, the House Committee on the Budget revises the totals in S. Con. Res. 21, pursuant to various provisions of the resolution: 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 14:44 Jul 26, 2010 Jkt 059102 PO 00000 Frm 00045 Fmt 0688 Sfmt 8634 E:\BR07\H06SE7.001 H06SE7er
ow

e 
on

 D
S

K
5C

LS
3C

1P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 B
O

U
N

D
 R

E
C

O
R

D



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, Vol. 153, Pt. 1723688 September 6, 2007 

Budget 
authority Outlays Revenues 

Original Resolution Levels ..................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 2,496,028 2,469,636 2,015,858 
Revisions: 

To reflect the difference between the assumed and actual nonemergency supplemental appropriations for fiscal year 2007 (section 207(f)) ........................................................................ 1 1 ¥17 
For extension of the Transitional Medical Assistance (TMA) program (section 320(c)) ................................................................................................................................................................. 96 99 0 

Revised Resolution Levels ............................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................ 2,496,125 2,469,736 2,015,841 

4. S. Con. Res. 21 assumed $606 million in budget authority and $49,990 million in outlays from emergency supplemental appropriations. Such emergency amounts are exempt from the enforcement of the budget resolution. 
Since current level totals exclude the emergency requirements enacted in P.L. 110–28 (see footnote 1 above), budget authority and outlay totals specified in the budget resolution have also been reduced (by the amounts assumed 
for emergency supplemental appropriations) for purposes of comparison. 

5. Section 207(d)(1)(E) of S. Con. Res. 21 assumed $145,162 million in budget authority and $65,754 million in outlays for overseas deployment and related activities. Pending action by the House Committee on Appropriations, 
the House Committee on the Budget has directed that these amounts be excluded from the budget resolution aggregates in the current level report. 

Source: Congressional Budget Office. h 
REAUTHORIZATION OF NO CHILD 

LEFT BEHIND 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 

previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from New Jersey (Mr. GARRETT) 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. GARRETT of New Jersey. Mr. 
Speaker, with all the various impor-
tant issues that we have been debating 
on the floor, we should remember one 
very important issue dealing with edu-
cation of our children that will be con-
sidered here in the House very soon, 
and, most specifically, that deals with 
the reauthorization of NCLB, No Child 
Left Behind. 

So I come to the floor tonight to ad-
dress some of the concerns and prob-
lems with NCLB and offer a possible so-
lution. That solution, by the way, is 
the legislation I have submitted, H.R. 
3177, the LEARN Act, the Local Edu-
cation Authority Returns Now, allow-
ing States and parents and local com-
munities to regain control of their edu-
cation and not have it be here in Wash-
ington, DC. 

As we’re all aware, NCLB is really 
simply a reauthorization of the Ele-
mentary and Secondary Act, that’s 
ESEA, from the 1960s. What I’ve done is 
I’ve looked back over the past reau-
thorizations of ESEA, and I’ve noticed 
a very troubling trend. With every sin-
gle reauthorization, new problems are 
always found for America’s schools, 
and with every new problem, the solu-
tion is always more Federal involve-
ment. 

You know, all the way back in 1983, 
almost a quarter of a century ago, a fa-
mous report came out. It was called, 
‘‘A Nation at Risk,’’ and it said that 
America had fallen dangerously behind 
the rest of the world in education; but, 
today, new studies are saying much the 
same thing. 

According to the National Center for 
Education Science, in 2003 U.S. fourth 
graders were outperformed by their 
peers in eleven other countries, includ-
ing four Asian countries and seven Eu-
ropean countries. U.S. eighth graders 
were outperformed by their peers in 
nine countries, including five Asian 
and four European. 

Yet, today, as a percentage of GDP 
after NCLB, we are still spending more 
money on education now than at any 

time in U.S. history. We have increased 
the paperwork, the requirements for 
the teachers, more taxpayer dollars, in-
creased administration’s burden; but 
we’ve decreased the flexibility for the 
teachers and the power in the class-
room. 

So let me just present two charts, 
and I would like to thank the work of 
Dr. Anthony Davies of the Donahue 
Graduate School of Business of 
Duquesne University, to make this 
point. If we look at this chart, the 
chart shows noninstructional spending 
and instructional spending in our 
schools. The top is eighth graders. The 
bottom is fourth graders. 

The first chart is noninstructional 
spending. That is the spending that we 
use for the buildings, the transpor-
tation and the like. You would think 
that with all these reforms that we 
have done, that with the increase in 
spending, you would see an increase in 
performance. Well, what does the chart 
actually show? Well, the top chart, 
again, is eighth graders, and what it’s 
showing is, as you see at the left-hand 
side of the chart, $3,000 per pupil; on 
the far side of the chart, $6,500 per 
pupil. But the performance of the stu-
dents stays basically the same, regard-
less of how the dollars coming from 
Washington are spent. 

The next color, the red dots, are 
fourth graders, exactly the same thing. 
Regardless of whether we’re spending 
around $3,000, $4,000, $5,000 or $6,000, the 
instructional value of those dollars 
coming out of these programs, the 
numbers stay essentially the same. 

The next chart you look at confirms 
the same point. This is instructional 
spending. These are the dollars that ac-
tually make their way into the class-
room. This is for the books. This is for 
the teachers. This is what you really 
think of when you think of education. 
Same thing: top is eighth graders, bot-
tom is fourth graders. It starts at $2,500 
and goes up to $7,500. You would think 
that with these reforms of NCLB, you 
would think that with additional dol-
lars going into the classrooms you 
would see an increase actually in the 
performance for these grades. But what 
do we actually see on the chart? 

Well, for the top, the eighth graders, 
starting at $2,500, up to $5,000, up to 

$7,500, the numbers for them for the 
performance on these scores, under the 
NAEP score standards, and that’s the 
national standards of assessments for 
kids, the numbers are even right across 
the chart. Likewise, on the bottom 
part of this chart, that’s the fourth 
graders, the red little squares. Again, 
we’re looking in the same dollar val-
ues, $2,500 up to $7,500, middle it’s 
around $5,000. How do we look at the 
NAEP scores? How do they change? Ba-
sically, not at all. It’s in a range here 
of between 420 and 480 for all those stu-
dents regardless of the spending of the 
dollars. 

So the point of these two charts, and, 
again, I appreciate the work of An-
thony Davies for compiling this infor-
mation, is to show that throughout his-
tory the Federal Government looks to 
say that there’s a problem with Ameri-
cans’ education. We say we’re going to 
be the solution for our children in this 
country, and the solution is going to be 
what? Well, last time it was NCLB, No 
Child Left Behind, and now it’s going 
to potentially be a reauthorization of 
that. I suggest no. 

And I would conclude by saying that 
the solution is not more work on the 
Federal level, but more control by the 
parent and the local school board for 
the raising of their own children. 

f 

THE ENERGY FUTURE OF 
AMERICA 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 18, 2007, the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania (Mr. PETERSON) is recog-
nized for 60 minutes as the designee of 
the minority leader. 

Mr. PETERSON of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Speaker, I rise today to talk about an 
issue that’s not talked about enough in 
Washington, and on a warm sunny 
afternoon, where it’s not real hot, it’s 
not cold, not a lot of energy’s being 
used. Not a lot of Americans are talk-
ing about energy, but it should be on 
the minds of Americans. 

I was disappointed last night as we 
listened collectively to the Presi-
dential debate. Now, the candidates 
don’t get to talk about what they want 
to talk about unless they squeeze it in 
on the side. They get to answer the 
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questions; and last night, not one ques-
tion was asked about the energy future 
of America. 

We’ve been a very successful Nation. 
We’ve been the leader of the world be-
cause we have had cheap, affordable en-
ergy. That has all changed. We now 
have expensive energy, and we have 
short supplies on every hand. 

When I talk to the biggest employers 
in America, when I talk to the people 
that I know understand this country 
and the manufacture of goods and the 
process of goods and trade around the 
world, I say, should energy be a top 
issue? And they said, it is for us. To re-
main an employer in America, energy 
is our number one challenge. 

Just to give you an example, Dow 
Chemical, the largest chemical com-
pany in the world, located in America, 
thousands of good jobs in America, 
their costs of energy went from $8 bil-
lion on natural gas alone in 5 years to 
$22 billion. That’s almost tripling the 
costs of their major use of energy, nat-
ural gas. 

Now, we have some energy bills mov-
ing, and we would hope that they would 
increase supply because when you in-
crease supply, you decrease prices. A 
lot of us have struggled to understand 
the energy markets, but this is how I 
understand it in basic terms. They are 
not set by energy companies. They’re 
set by Wall Street traders who look at 
availability of that form of energy, and 
they run the price up or down by the 
hour. 

In the last few days, oil prices have 
been rising a dollar-something per day, 
and I checked about 1 o’clock and oil 
was approaching $77 a barrel, almost 
the highest price ever, and had been in-
creasing hourly all week. So the price 
of energy is not set by the sellers of en-
ergy. It’s set by the Wall Street traders 
on their view of the availability and 
the affordability. 

Now, the bills before us, we’ll look at 
them a little bit, I find somewhat dis-
appointing. They cut off production 
from the Roan Plateau, a huge clean 
natural gas field in Colorado that was 
set aside as the Naval Oil Shale Re-
serve in 1976 because of its energy-rich 
resources. This means that nine tril-
lion feet of natural gas, more than all 
the natural gas in the OCS bill that 
was passed last year, will be put off 
limits. 

The Roan Plateau had already gone 
through all the NEPA studies. Now, 
those are yearlong studies that say 
whether it’s environmentally appro-
priate to produce it. They passed that 
test. 

This provision was not in the original 
Resources Committee bill and had been 
added at the request, we think, of lead-
ership because it wasn’t in the original 
bill. This bill will make it harder to 
produce energy from Alaska’s natural 
petroleum reserve which was set aside 
in 1923 to help America meet our en-

ergy needs in the long term. Additions 
of tens of trillions of cubic feet of nat-
ural gas and millions and millions of 
barrels of oil in Alaska’s natural petro-
leum reserve which would have in-
creased the likelihood of the construc-
tion of the gas pipeline that could 
bring 4 to 6 billion cubic feet of clean 
green natural gas from Alaska every 
day has not yet been built. 

The bill effectively repeals language 
that I put in the energy bill in 2005 that 
took out redundant NEPAs. NEPA is a 
comprehensive, complicated study that 
you have to go through to make your 
environmental assessments. 

Now, what was happening in the 
West, where a lot of our energy is, 
NEPA studies were being used redun-
dantly. In other words, you have a 
study for your original plot. You have 
a study for the road. Each of these 
studies takes a year. You have a study 
for each well location. You have a 
study for everything you were going to 
do. And so I had people who said they 
had leased land 6 and 7 years prior and 
still hadn’t been able to drill a hole in 
the ground and produce the energy for 
America. 

So we did a simple amendment that 
said you do a NEPA, you do it on all of 
those things collectively and you go 
ahead and proceed. Well, the bill we 
have moving now takes away those re-
dundant NEPAs and allows them to go 
back to multiple NEPAs. The provision 
alone adds red tape that will stop 18 
percent of the future on-shore natural 
gas production and oil and hurt those 
least able to pay their energy bill. 

The bill doubles the time it takes to 
get government approval for offshore 
energy projects at a time when China 
is drilling within 50 miles of our shore, 
along with Cuba. 

Now, also, we have portfolio stand-
ards in the bill that says 15 percent of 
renewable energy must be a part of all 
electric production. Now, that’s a great 
goal. I don’t have any quarrel with the 
goal. But we mandated it by 2020, and 
some States with their natural re-
sources can meet that, some can’t. 

We also, with the limit of what can 
be renewable energy, I know we al-
ready had the Pennsylvania law which 
used more items in their renewable 
portfolio package, and so the Federal 
one-size-fits-all mandate, we should 
have had a carrot approach, where we 
put a carrot out there, where we en-
courage, we assist, we help. But this 
mandate will make it very difficult for 
States who do not have the right 
sources of energy available to them be-
cause it will make it very difficult for 
them to produce electricity and meet 
that mandate. 

b 1445 

We have an interesting issue in every 
appropriations bill this year that’s a 
mandate that CFL light bulbs be used 
in every building. Now that sounds 

good. Those are highly energy-efficient 
light bulbs, the little ones my wife and 
I fight about because I bought them 
and put them in, and she takes them 
out because they buzz and make noise 
and don’t give quite the quality of 
light we are used to with our incandes-
cent bulbs. We have had that discus-
sion ongoing, but we have mandated 
them in government buildings. 

The sad part of the story is they are 
all made in China. We do not produce 
one in America. 

The Senate had severe changes in 
CAFE standards in their bill, which I 
think would be part of the discussion 
when we have a conference committee, 
if we have a conference committee on 
energy. Many Members of the House, 
bipartisanly, are concerned that the 
mandates in the Senate bill will be 
harmful to the American auto indus-
try. 

That’s another issue, that we need to 
have more fuel-efficient cars. Nobody 
argues, we need to. I think we may 
have been a little too easy on the auto 
industry in America, because it seems 
like every time we have an energy 
spike, they are never ready for it, and 
they lose a piece of the market share. 
Because Americans have chosen to pur-
chase cars that were not fuel efficient, 
energy prices would go up, and we 
would buy more fuel-efficient cars, and 
energy prices would come down, and we 
would go back to buying high gas users 
again. 

We need to have a more fuel-efficient 
auto available to us, and we need to 
use our energy as wisely and conserv-
atively as possible. But hopefully, in 
the end, we will have a CAFE standard 
that will not disadvantage the Amer-
ican automakers. 

Now, one that bothered me the most, 
I guess, was the $15 billion to $16 bil-
lion tax increase on energy production. 
Now, I know what that’s about; it’s 
about the hatred of the big oil compa-
nies and their big profits. 

Well, someone said to me one day, 
well, how come they have made such 
profits? Big oil companies over the 
years purchase the ability and the 
rights to oil all over the world, includ-
ing in our country. They purchase 
those rights, assuming that $25 or $30 
would be the price they would receive 
for their oil. 

Well, we don’t have $25 or $30 oil any-
more, and when you sell $75 oil and you 
were going to be profitable at $30 oil, 
you are going to make a lot of money. 
Why do we have high oil prices and en-
ergy prices in America? Because this 
government and this administration 
have not opened up energy supply. 

When you don’t open up energy sup-
ply and you help create a world short-
age, you force prices up. It’s the trad-
ers in Wall Street, again, who deter-
mine adequacy of natural gas or oil or 
other commodities to the marketplace. 

Now, in oil, it gets quite confusing 
because you will have an oil price set 
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by Wall Street and you will have a gas-
oline price that sometimes doesn’t 
make any sense. This spring we had 
gasoline prices higher than they should 
have been, as a result of 60-some dollar 
oil, but it was because there was a 
shortage of gasoline in the world. Fif-
teen percent of our gasoline now comes 
from Europe, and when Europe didn’t 
have the gasoline for us, we had a 
shortage on gasoline. So our gasoline 
market went higher than it normally 
would have. 

So it’s interesting that these Wall 
Street players run up the price because 
there is a shortage in the world. 

Mr. ABERCROMBIE. Will the gen-
tleman yield? 

Mr. PETERSON of Pennsylvania. I 
would be glad to yield to my clean nat-
ural gas friend from Hawaii. 

Mr. ABERCROMBIE. Would the gen-
tleman agree then that part of the 
issue that we have to face here then is 
supply? 

Mr. PETERSON of Pennsylvania. 
That’s correct. 

Mr. ABERCROMBIE. Are we going to 
have an adequate supply of energy so 
that we can come to grips with the 
question of price, and, in turn, the 
question of how much production will 
cost us and whether we will be able to 
continue as a manufacturing nation? 

Mr. PETERSON of Pennsylvania. 
Yes. The issue should be, the number 
one issue in the Presidential debate, 
how do we secure adequate affordable 
energy for America to compete in the 
global economy? 

See, we have never had to compete 
before, but we have countries like 
China and India that are stocking up 
on energy, all kinds of energy, acquir-
ing all kinds of access to energy, build-
ing all kinds of power plants and 
hydrodams and acquiring oil and gas 
rights around the world, and we are 
sort of here sitting on our hands saying 
we can do it with renewables. 

Now, I am for all the renewables, all 
we can get of them, but they are grow-
ing very slowly, and there has not been 
the willingness in this Congress and in 
this administration to say how do we 
acquire adequate energy supply. 

Mr. ABERCROMBIE. If the gen-
tleman would further yield on that 
point, isn’t it a fact that there is not a 
world price, as there ostensibly might 
be for gasoline, a world price, now, 
even though the price of a gallon of 
gasoline may fluctuate because of the 
factors that the gentleman has indi-
cated, but, nonetheless, at least there 
is some benchmark against which you 
can measure that gasoline price. 

Mr. PETERSON of Pennsylvania. 
Yes. 

Mr. ABERCROMBIE. But when it 
comes to energy like natural gas, there 
is, in fact, not a world price. In the 
context that the gentleman has just 
outlined, isn’t it true that the rest of 
the world is finding a natural gas foun-

dation as part of the alternative to a 
petroleum fuel and able to meet the re-
quirements that each of these nations 
may have, including China, at a price 
commensurate with production avail-
able to them and that the United 
States, because it does not have that 
same access, is actually paying a much 
higher price, and that, in fact, no world 
price exists for natural gas? 

Mr. PETERSON of Pennsylvania. 
That’s absolutely correct. We produce 
about 83 percent of our own natural 
gas. We import a lot from Canada and 
about 2 percent of LNG, which is lique-
fied natural gas, from the same area as 
we get our oil from. 

Natural gas is not a world price, and 
a lot of Members of Congress and a lot 
of people in America don’t understand 
that. Oil is a world price. The gasoline 
prices can vary. That’s a portion of the 
oil. If you have an excess of gasoline in 
your country or in Europe, their price 
drops; if you have a shortage, their 
price goes up the same as ours. They 
operate off of the Wall Street market, 
and their markets. 

Mr. ABERCROMBIE. The gentleman 
has mentioned China. Is it not a fact, 
then, that as we confront this dilemma 
of a lack of energy supply at a reason-
able price in America, the Chinese are 
presently going about the world secur-
ing oil rights, petroleum rights, nat-
ural gas rights, energy rights of one 
kind and another all over the world to 
supply the burgeoning manufacturing 
and development boom that they have 
going on there? 

Mr. PETERSON of Pennsylvania. 
They have a partnership with Cuba 50 
miles from our Florida coast, and we 
can’t drill within 150 miles of the Flor-
ida coast. No, we can’t drill off the 
Florida coast at all. It’s all closed at 
the moment. 

No, you are absolutely right. We as a 
country do not have an energy supply 
plan. We just are kind of riding along, 
I guess, hoping things will get better, 
but we do not have a plan. The gen-
tleman from Hawaii is absolutely cor-
rect. 

Mr. ABERCROMBIE. May I conclude 
then that I commend him for his lead-
ership on this issue. I am pleased to 
join with him and want to indicate to 
you and to those who may be listening 
to us today, and, more particularly, to 
the presentation that you are making, 
that unless and until we have a com-
prehensive energy independence plan in 
this Nation, our security, economic, so-
cial, military, in fact, our leadership in 
the world is at stake. 

Mr. PETERSON of Pennsylvania. Ab-
solutely. I have not talked to a CEO of 
a major corporation employer in Amer-
ica who either produces energy or uses 
a lot of energy like Dow Chemical, U.S. 
Steel, Pittsburgh, PPG, all the big 
users of energy, and I said to them, I 
believe that available, affordable en-
ergy equals terrorism and a challenge 

to America’s future. They said, you are 
absolutely right. Every one of them. 

I have never had a person in that 
kind of a position or people that have 
understood this issue and have worked 
on it all their life and understand it 
who didn’t agree with that. But for 
some reason, they don’t say it publicly. 
I have been one of the few, and my 
friend from Hawaii has been one of the 
few who have been willing to say, hey, 
clean, green, natural gas can be our re-
newable, our bridge to the future. We 
need to realize that we must produce 
it, more of it. 

We will take a moment here and look 
at American energy production. We 
currently are 40 percent oil, 23 percent 
natural gas, 23 percent coal, 8 percent 
nuclear, 2.7 percent hydroelectric, 2.4 
percent biomass, and that’s woody 
waste materials, geothermal, wind and 
solar. I guess the thing that’s con-
cerning is this is where all of our em-
phasis is, and ethanol. 

I haven’t talked about ethanol, but 
one of the other things that’s in the 
bills is a mandate of 35 billion barrels 
of ethanol, and we are currently pro-
ducing 7 billion barrels, mostly from 
corn. 

Now, corn has been controversial be-
cause corn has gotten expensive, $1.80 
corn per bushel is now $3.50 a bushel, 
has been as high as $4 a bushel. I am 
not opposed to it. The manufacturing 
of ethanol, 95 percent of the plants that 
produce ethanol use a huge amount of 
natural gas. 

In fact, ethanol is sort of a swap. 
Some say it’s a winner by a little bit. 
There are those who say it actually 
takes more energy to make ethanol, 
but it’s American, it has given our 
farmers a market for grain. But using 
the food supply has its long-term prob-
lems. If we would become huge ethanol 
producers much more than today and 
would have a short corn crop for a bad 
season, food prices have already in-
creased measurably because hog farm-
ers and beef farmers and poultry farm-
ers now are paying much more for their 
feed to feed their animals because of 
corn prices, and also organizations that 
feed the poor around the world have al-
ways used American corn because it 
was so cheap and are now having to pay 
twice as much for it as they did before. 

So using food for fuel is not, I am 
saying, bad, but it has its challenges. 
And the other problem with ethanol is 
that it’s corrosive and cannot be put in 
our pipeline system. And the cheap 
way to move energy around the coun-
try is in pipelines. We can’t use ethanol 
in the pipeline; we have to blend it on 
surface and either bring it in tankers 
blended or blend it at the station. 

Now, ethanol has its limitations. We 
will kind of move into the next portion 
here and talk a little bit about ethanol 
and cellulosic ethanol. The amount of 
importation of oil, every year our de-
pendence on foreign, unstable countries 
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for petroleum increases about 2 per-
cent. Every year, that’s just constant. 
It just keeps going up. 

The energy bill we have before us will 
put another spike out here because it’s 
going to tax energy production. It’s 
going to make major energy fields off 
limits, and so we will have to do more 
imports. So with the energy bills that 
are before us, we are going in the 
wrong direction as far as energy pro-
duction. 

Now, let me get the other chart there 
on foreign dependence, or the deficit, 
the trade deficit, huge percentage, $293 
billion is the importation of oil. 

Now, anything we can do to lessen 
dependence on foreign and the purchase 
of foreign oil helps the trade balance 
for America. It’s a major portion. In 
fact, it’s about a third of our trade im-
balance. When the price goes up, this 
number expands very quickly. 

We are at $76, almost $77 oil today. 
We have not had a major storm in the 
gulf. A major storm in the gulf can 
raise prices $10 to $20 a barrel in a day 
or two. Here is what happened when 
Katrina hit. That was Katrina. We have 
not had a storm in the gulf since 
Katrina. 

When a major storm hits the gulf, 
why does it increase prices? It shuts 
down refineries, it shuts down pipe-
lines, it shuts down the rigs. We stop 
producing for months because we have 
to go back in and repair the system 
that produces it, the pipeline systems, 
the cleaning systems, the refineries. 
All that has to be rebuilt because those 
storms are immense. 

Last year was the first year in a long 
time we had a major storm in the gulf. 
This year we seem to be in a major se-
ries of storms right now. We have been 
lucky. The last two have been south of 
our gulf. There is one coming now that 
may hit the East Coast. 

But when they hit the gulf with $75 
oil, we could easily have $90 oil. That 
means gasoline pump prices of $3.50, 
$3.75. Also at the current time, here is 
where America is in trouble. We are de-
pendent on no storms in the gulf for a 
stable price, or a high price, stable 
price without further spikes, and we 
are dependent on no country in the 
world that ships our oil, most of them 
are unstable governments, not having a 
governmental collapse or a takeover or 
a military coup where we lose millions 
of barrels of oil per day. 

We have to pray, I guess, that we 
have good weather, that it doesn’t in-
terrupt the gulf and that we don’t have 
a major country producing oil topple 
its local government. 

Here is the problem. This is a picture 
of America. We produce a fair amount 
of energy in the middle. We could 
produce more, and we talked about 
some of that earlier, but we are the 
only country in the world that doesn’t 
produce immense amounts of oil and 
gas offshore. 

b 1500 
Every country in the world: Canada, 

Great Britain, Norway, Sweden, Den-
mark, New Zealand, Australia. I mean, 
these are all green countries. These are 
countries with records of being envi-
ronmentally sensitive. 

Offshore is from 3 miles to 200 miles. 
That’s controlled. The States control 
the first 3 miles. The next 197 miles is 
controlled by the Federal Government. 
We’ve had it locked up for 26 years. 
We’ve said, we don’t need that. I dis-
agree with that. 

Now, we will have argument that, oh, 
we can’t have clean beaches. All those 
countries have clean beaches. Oil and 
gas production today is not the threat 
to the environment it was many years 
ago. In fact, the last major oil spill off-
shore was in Santa Barbara in 1966, I 
believe. That’s a long time ago. 

And everybody talks about the ship, 
I can’t think of the name of it now, the 
Valdez up in Alaska. That was a ship. 
In fact, everybody who knows offshore 
says that we’re more in danger with 
ships hauling oil, which they do every 
day, than we are from producing it. 

Now, what’s been interesting here is I 
have promoted and many of my col-
leagues have promoted the production 
of clean green natural gas. They say, 
well, that will pollute our beaches. 
Well, there has never been a gas well 
that’s ever polluted a beach. 

In fact, 11 miles is the sight line, and 
if you go 25 miles offshore, nobody will 
ever see it, even from a tall building. 
It’s out of sight. And clean green nat-
ural gas, it’s a gas, and it bubbles into 
the air naturally from fissures in the 
ocean floor every day. And even on 
land, natural gas finds its way out of 
the reserves, through pressure and 
works its way. 

In fact, I come from the original oil 
patch, Titusville, Pennsylvania, first 
oil well drilled by Colonel Drake. It 
was 68 feet deep. They drilled there, ac-
tually it was a dug well because they 
didn’t have the drilling; I guess they 
couldn’t get a driller to come in so 
they actually dug the well and lined 
the side with stone like you do a water 
well, and caught oil at 68 feet. Because 
oil had been oozing up out of the 
ground and that stream called Oil 
Creek had oil on it before we ever 
drilled an oil well because it naturally 
oozed out of the ground because that 
gas sand was very close to the surface, 
and so they produced it there. And so 
I’ve been around it all my life. 

And it’s interesting that we’ve also 
had the argument on this floor and 
across the country that you just can’t 
drill for natural gas. So we’ve been pro-
moting just natural gas, hoping, be-
cause natural gas is our biggest need. 
Natural gas is what we heat 60 percent 
of our homes with, 70 percent of our 
businesses, and is a major ingredient in 
the production of fertilizer. Nitrogen 
fertilizer, 70 percent of the cost of mak-

ing it is natural gas, and we have tri-
pled the price in a very short period of 
time. 

Petrochemicals, every chemical you 
buy at the hardware store, every chem-
ical you buy at the grocery store is 
made with natural gas as an ingre-
dient, 55 percent of the cost of petro-
chemicals, on average. So petro-
chemical companies in America are in 
trouble because we’re paying more to 
make them than other countries. 

Polymers and plastics, 45 percent of 
the cost of producing polymers and 
plastics is natural gas because it’s used 
to heat and it’s also used as an ingre-
dient. 

We all know that making steel and 
bending steel is a huge cost, and most 
of it’s done with heating by natural 
gas. The furnaces are run by natural 
gas. So our steel industry has paid a 
tremendous price with natural gas, and 
will continue to pay a tremendous 
price. 

In fact, the president of U.S. Steel 
told me a year or so ago, JOHN, if you 
don’t get a handle on natural gas 
prices, we won’t have a steel industry 
in America. PPG Industries said the 
same: if you don’t get a handle and 
stop this escalation of natural gas 
prices, we won’t be in America. 

And I’m sorry to say that if we don’t 
get a handle on natural gas prices and 
stop the next peaks, where gas gets 
just unaffordable, we will be buying 
bricks and glass from South America, 
which has natural gas prices a fraction 
of ours, like $1.25 a thousand, when we 
are currently at about seven and many 
times on a winter’s average it’s about 
12 to 13 when you pay retail price. 

So Russia, China, India, all of our 
competitors have natural gas prices 
that are a fraction of ours. And so we 
believe that we need to produce clean 
green natural gas offshore. 

And I’m pleased that a friend of mine 
from Virginia Beach, from Virginia, 
THELMA DRAKE, has come to join us on 
the floor; and we’d welcome her com-
ments. 

Mrs. DRAKE. Well, thank you to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania inviting 
me to be here with you today. This is 
such a critical issue, and one that I 
truly appreciate your leadership in the 
time that I’ve served in the House of 
Representatives, that this has been 
your passion. It shows to America 
today, but it’s something that is a crit-
ical need, for our country, for our eco-
nomic and for our national security. 
And I really want to thank you for the 
explanation that you give to America. 

And I heard you talk just a few min-
utes ago about Cuba and China, and I 
think that’s when America is going to 
demand of elected leaders, why are we 
blocking the deep sea drilling of nat-
ural gas off America when Cuba is 
going to be doing it and selling it to 
China, right off the coast of our Na-
tion? And I really want America to 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 14:44 Jul 26, 2010 Jkt 059102 PO 00000 Frm 00049 Fmt 0688 Sfmt 0634 E:\BR07\H06SE7.001 H06SE7er
ow

e 
on

 D
S

K
5C

LS
3C

1P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 B
O

U
N

D
 R

E
C

O
R

D



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, Vol. 153, Pt. 1723692 September 6, 2007 
watch that and to remember that 
you’ve been talking about that for all 
this time. 

One of the things that was painful for 
me that I learned in working with you 
on your bill this year is the story of 
Dow Chemical and how a company 
founded in Michigan in 1897 has lost 
7,000 jobs since 2002. But they’re now 
doing a $30 billion expansion, and 10,000 
jobs that should be right here in Amer-
ica are going to countries like Saudi 
Arabia and Libya because of the price 
of natural gas. You can’t pay that $14 
you just showed us if you can pay 85 
cents in Saudi Arabia. And that was a 
real driver in the Commonwealth of 
Virginia. 

Virginia has really made a name for 
herself nationally on the issue of en-
ergy because of a study that was intro-
duced by Senator Frank Wagner to 
look at manufacturing in Virginia. And 
what that study showed right away was 
that an absolute problem was the cost 
of natural gas in Virginia, and that was 
causing us to lose our manufacturing 
base. And I don’t think that we’ve put 
that together into our discussions 
about energy. 

But I certainly agree with you, there 
has to be a comprehensive approach to 
energy. I brought something today to 
show you that I’m very proud of, and I 
hope you can see it. This is the work of 
Old Dominion University in the Second 
District of Virginia in Norfolk, Vir-
ginia. And this is a sample of a bio-
diesel that’s created from algae. They 
are working with our sewage treatment 
plants; they’re using that algae. But 
think about it even in the terms of ag-
riculture and the run-off that we don’t 
want in our rivers and in our streams 
and in our bays, that those nutrients, 
those fertilizers could be used to spur 
the growth of algae to be used in a 
product like this. So there are so many 
exciting things there, and that’s part 
of what we need to focus on in your 
bill, in the NEED Act, which does 
make designated revenue streams for 
alternative energies for those future 
technologies that we need as we move 
into the future. But we also have to 
think about the needs of today and the 
economy of today. 

And sometimes I wonder, people who 
fight your initiatives, if they under-
stand the impact that it has on our 
economy. And I just have to question 
that they don’t understand the prob-
lem that they’re creating for us in 
America. 

But the other things, that you have 
fixed royalties that will go into envi-
ronmental restoration projects, in ad-
dition to renewable energy, weatheriza-
tion and energy assistance, gives us 
funding for that, and royalties back to 
our local governments and to our 
States. 

In Virginia we all know our number 
one issue right now is transportation 
and how we fund that. This would give 

us a designated stream that wouldn’t 
put an additional burden on our tax-
payers. 

And critically important to us in the 
Second District is that the legislation 
will target 5 percent, roughly $20 bil-
lion, of funds that would go towards 
the restoration of the great natural re-
source of our Chesapeake Bay. That 
fully funds the estimate we’ve had 
from our Chesapeake Bay Commission 
for what it would take to restore the 
bay. 

And what’s interesting is that this is 
gas only. We need to make sure that we 
have that discussion. You mentioned 
Exxon Valdez. My numbers are that 
you’re 13 times more likely to have a 
spill moving product in by tanker. 

But we’re talking about natural gas. 
We’re talking about nothing that 
would have an impact on our environ-
ment, but would have a huge impact on 
our economy and our national security. 

It also puts our States in control. So 
thank you for that, that States would 
make the decision of, during that first 
100 miles, of whether to be in or out of 
this program. 

So I want to thank you for letting 
me join you. I want to thank you for 
your leadership. I want to thank you 
for continuing to be the voice that says 
this is a crisis in America. We can no 
longer continue to be dependent on for-
eign sources of energy. With the tech-
nologies that exist today, we need your 
legislation; and thank you for telling 
America about it. 

Mr. PETERSON of Pennsylvania. Let 
me just ask you a question: Weren’t 
you surprised in the debate last night 
that the media didn’t ask one energy 
question, as if energy is not an issue? 

Mrs. DRAKE. I am surprised. I think 
it is one of the top five issues in Amer-
ica, and that’s energy, and I was very 
surprised by that. 

Mr. PETERSON of Pennsylvania. As 
we look at the chart that we have in 
front of us, it’s called the NEED Act: 
$150 billion will go to producing States, 
with an incentive for them; $100 billion 
will go in the U.S. Treasury, $32 billion 
for renewable energy research. Now, 
that’s real money for renewable energy 
research: $32 billion for carbon capture 
and sequestration research, which is 
the big issue of the day, unfortunately, 
getting more play than energy avail-
ability and affordability. And I’m going 
to say this: if carbon sequestration is a 
bigger issue in this Congress than en-
ergy availability and affordability, this 
country will not compete. We have to 
have available, affordable energy. And 
the advantage of clean natural gas is it 
has a fraction of the carbon of the 
other fossil fuels. It’s the clean green 
fuel. It’s about a third of the carbon of 
all the other fuels. So clean green nat-
ural gas. But it has to become afford-
able and stably priced. 

For the Chesapeake Bay, $20 billion, 
$20 billion for the Great Lakes restora-

tion, $12 billion for the Everglades, $12 
billion for the Colorado River, $12 bil-
lion for the San Francisco Bay, and $10 
billion with LIHEAP and weatheriza-
tion. Weatherization of course is an im-
portant component there because it 
helps poor people make their homes en-
ergy efficient. 

We’re joined by the lady from Ten-
nessee. We’re delighted to have you 
with us today. 

Mrs. BLACKBURN. I thank the gen-
tleman for yielding, and I thank you 
for the work on the House Energy Ac-
tion Team and the leadership that you 
have provided there on this issue, and 
for your consistent message that I 
think most Americans share with us. 
They understand that fuel sources are 
abundant in this Nation. The problem 
is they’re restricted. And there is so 
much regulation and so much red tape 
that you have to go through in order to 
arrive at a utilization point for those 
fuel sources. 

Now, we’ve just come past the second 
remembrance of Katrina. And as we 
have done that, and as I spent some 
time down in the gulf coast region dur-
ing August, so many people would say, 
you know, it’s amazing to me that the 
Federal Government has not made sig-
nificant changes in putting refineries, 
in opening other resources. We’re still 
centered around here, and the hurri-
cane season is coming. And that causes 
people to say, I question you for what 
you have not done. And we hear that 
from our constituents. And I question 
you about the price at the pump, be-
cause they now understand that a lack 
of refinery capacity in this country, 
overregulation of refineries, restricted 
access to fuel sources, yields a higher 
price at the pump for transportation 
fuels. It yields a higher mark on the 
bill when they get it for their home 
heating oil, for gas for their home, for 
electricity for their home. They under-
stand this. And I fully believe that the 
liberal leadership in this House will 
have to answer to the American people 
for the high cost to consumers. 

b 1515 

And that’s the first point that I want 
to touch on today. As you look at what 
was passed in the energy bill they 
brought forward that really has no en-
ergy production in it, it just deals with 
all these global warming measures or 
conservation measures at some point 
but not really with energy. Just look-
ing at the cost of government-man-
dated efficiency, now, if I have ever 
heard an oxymoron, that is probably is 
it. Government-mandated efficiency. 
It’s not driven by consumers, it’s not 
driven by innovators, but by the gov-
ernment saying reach this mark. 

What we are seeing is that the new 
appliance efficiency standards have 
raised the cost of a good top-loading 
washing machine, which is the kind I 
still have in my house. The kind I 
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choose to use is a top loader. They 
have raised that to over $900. And that 
is not according to you or me or the 
Congressional Budget Office. That is 
according to Consumer Reports. And 
we know that if the Senate had their 
way, then it would cost even more. So 
on our appliances, the mandated effi-
ciency standards are going to end up 
costing our consumers more when they 
go to make that purchase. 

So the gas to get in the car is going 
to cost them more. The electricity to 
power the computer is going to cost 
them more in order to get to the pur-
chase point for that appliance that is 
going to cost them more. 

Mr. PETERSON of Pennsylvania. Re-
claiming my time, it’s interesting. 
Here I have a chart in front of me that 
I have not seen before but I found very 
interesting today. Twenty percent of 
our electricity now is produced by nat-
ural gas, and that has been the big user 
of natural gas that has really forced 
natural gas prices up because we 
changed that about 12 years ago. Prior 
to that you were not allowed to use 
natural gas to make electricity, only 
for peak power in the morning and 
evening when you have this surge. A 
gas generator you can turn off and on, 
but a coal plant you can’t. A nuclear 
plant you can’t. 

But here is the current cost of elec-
tricity: Nuclear electricity costs $13.54 
a megawatt hour. Coal costs $20.80 a 
megawatt hour. Natural gas, $49.51 a 
megawatt hour. Nonhydro, which 
would be wind and solar, costs $68 a 
megawatt hour. And the reason for 
that is that we all wish that wind and 
solar would produce a lot more energy 
than they do, but the wind doesn’t al-
ways blow and the sun doesn’t always 
shine, and when it doesn’t shine and it 
doesn’t blow, you have to have another 
system that you’ve paid for like a gas 
generator that you can turn on or turn 
off as the wind blows or doesn’t blow 
and the sun shines or doesn’t shine, be-
cause we have not yet been able in bat-
teries to store this energy, or in some 
sort of a heat tank, to where we use it 
later. We have researched with billions 
of dollars and we will continue to re-
search, but those are very expensive 
forms of electricity. 

Mrs. BLACKBURN. The gentleman is 
exactly right on that. They are expen-
sive forms of energy and electricity. 
And one of the other components to 
that, in our Select Committee on Envi-
ronment and Global Warming today, 
we had a hearing dealing with carbon 
emissions and carbon offsets and the 
cap and trade system that Europe is 
currently involved in to meet their 
Kyoto protocols. Well, the interesting 
point of this is if you were to enact 
some of the sequestration encaptured 
for CO2 emissions, what we are seeing 
and what we are hearing from some re-
search is that this could end up raising 
a household electric bill $40 a month. 

Now, what we do know is we have a 
lot of Americans that would not take 
kindly to seeing government mandates 
increase their electric bill every month 
while we are still not sure if our CO2 
emissions are causing the Earth to 
warm or if it’s cyclical. Is it just part 
of a natural scientific cycle that our 
wonderful world goes through? We have 
times of cooling and times of warming. 

So there are lots of questions that 
are around this issue, and before we 
make hasty decisions, one thing we 
need to do is be certain that we tend to 
what we know is on our plate; that we 
tend to, first of all, address lowering 
the restrictions on our domestic 
sources of energy, making certain that 
we can avail ourselves of the oil, of the 
gas, of the coal that we have domesti-
cally, making certain that we are 
doing the right type of research and 
looking for alternative sources, mak-
ing certain that nuclear is available for 
our power generation. As you said, the 
least expensive, the cleanest form of 
electric power generation is the new 
nuclear. And I will ask the gentleman 
to reiterate those statistics. 

Mr. PETERSON of Pennsylvania. 
Yes. The cost for nuclear is $13.54, and 
there is a new nuclear. Coal, $20.80; 
natural gas, $49.51; and nonhydro, $68. 
Now, we need them all for the port-
folio, but we have to have affordable, 
available energy or Americans won’t 
have jobs. In my view, energy costs are 
the biggest job killer in America and 
have been this decade. We blame it on 
other things, but the cost of energy 
since it has spiked has stayed there, 
and we now are at a high plateau where 
future spikes are coming. We just need 
a storm, we just need a country to top-
ple, and we’ll have $100 oil. And we 
know $100 oil would be $4 or more for 
gasoline. We understand that. 

I yield to the gentlewoman. 
Mrs. BLACKBURN. I thank the gen-

tleman for yielding. And he is exactly 
right about the cost and comments 
about the portfolio. And I think that 
many of our colleagues would be inter-
ested in seeing what the balance is in 
our portfolio as to where we are pool-
ing our energy sources. And you are 
right. A well-balanced and appropriate 
portfolio is going to have many dif-
ferent components to it. Just as with 
trade, we are going to see many dif-
ferent components in that. We are 
going to have an opportunity to look 
at how trade affects this. 

And you have just put a poster up 
about our trade deficit, and we cer-
tainly can see where we are fitting in 
here with some of our natural gas and 
our petroleum and petroleum products 
and what that means to our trade bal-
ance. And at the same time as we look 
at trade, we look at the portfolio that 
we have stateside and look at what is 
contained in that portfolio, and you 
are exactly right to bring those issues 
forward. 

I will just say I thank the gentleman 
again for yielding. I do think that as 
we look at this issue, the cost to con-
sumers and the effect on our GDP has 
to be considered as well as moving for-
ward. The gentlewoman from Virginia 
mentioned a biodiesel alternative, 
algae, and we know that for carbon 
capture, sometimes that is used to help 
spur the growth of that algae that is 
then turned into biodiesel. So you are 
using an unwanted byproduct to create 
an item that can be the genesis for an 
alternative fuel, making certain that 
we open up American energy resources 
for American energy solutions. Our do-
mestic energy supply is abundant. And 
then in order to capitalize, to be re-
sourceful and utilize that, making cer-
tain that we are spurring American in-
novation to find those solutions. 

And, again, I thank the gentleman 
for yielding. 

Mr. PETERSON of Pennsylvania. I 
thank the gentlewoman from Ten-
nessee for her comments and for com-
ing down and sharing today. 

I think the number one issue we need 
in America is to have a strategy to 
open up the Outer Continental Shelf 
for natural gas first, and, further on 
out, hopefully down the road, oil, be-
cause we need both. 

Natural gas, though, is a clean, green 
fuel that is low in carbon emissions. 
It’s not a nitrous oxide problem. It’s 
not a sulfuric acid problem. It’s a 
clean, green fuel. And why we have not 
utilized it as the bridge I find hard to 
understand. We have had a presidential 
moratorium and a congressional mora-
torium for 26 years. The only country 
in the world to do that. 

We talk a lot about Brazil’s ethanol. 
Ethanol is part of their portfolio, but 
Brazil also opened up their Outer Con-
tinental Shelf and are now producing 
lots of natural gas and lots of oil off-
shore, so they are energy self-suffi-
cient, with ethanol being a piece of it. 

Now, they make their ethanol out of 
sugarcane, which is far less costly be-
cause we have a two-step process. We 
have to change the starch in corn to a 
sugar and then we change it to alcohol, 
which is the fuel. So we have a dual 
process, and it takes twice as much en-
ergy to do that. The production of eth-
anol is a high-energy consumer, prob-
ably as much energy as we produce, but 
it is trading foreign imports for Amer-
ican made, so I support it. 

Now, the push at the White House 
has been for cellulosic ethanol, which I 
am in support of too, but it is still, un-
fortunately, in the test tube. The 
President was here on the floor talking 
about it last February, and a few days 
later I was told that he asked to go see 
a plant and, unfortunately, there 
wasn’t one. He had to go to two labora-
tories to where it is being studied. And 
cellulosic ethanol will be made out of 
any plant life that is decaying. It could 
be garbage from our garbage stream. It 
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could be grass like switch grass and 
other kinds of grass. It could be 
cornstocks or peapod waste or any kind 
of waste stream from our food supply, 
or it could be cellulose from wood, any 
kind of woody waste. And you then 
make alcohol as you ferment that. 
Now, hopefully, that is going to be 
more cost-effective and will not be 
competing with our food supply. And I 
commend the President for producing 
that, but I think we need to do a num-
ber of things. 

First, we need to expand the con-
servation wise use of energy. If Ameri-
cans were told up front where we are 
with energy availability and afford-
ability, I think each and every Amer-
ican will do something to conserve and 
more wisely use energy. But I don’t 
think Americans have been adequately 
informed. I think the press have been 
very negligent. But, of course, Con-
gress and the White House have been 
negligent about talking about this 
issue. The press certainly have not had 
it on their agenda and have not often 
asked it in the presidential debates, 
and we hope that will change. We 
mustn’t waste energy. 

Recently here in the House we had an 
initiative that the Capitol complex 
would be less heated by coal and more 
by gas, and that was a carbon state-
ment. That bothered me a little be-
cause if everybody in the country, if 
every government does that, all Fed-
eral agencies do that, State govern-
ments do that, universities, and some 
universities have already done that, if 
they all switch from coal to gas, we are 
going to put more pressure on natural 
gas and increase the shortage of nat-
ural gas and increase the price. What 
disappointed me was that was the first 
initiative to have a wiser energy use 
for Congress and the complex we house, 
all the buildings we work in. But every 
window in all of these buildings is still 
a single-pane, leaky window. Not one 
energy-efficient window has been put 
in. It seems like we ought to keep the 
heat in and the cold out before we 
change fuels. 

We need to assist companies and indi-
viduals who use a lot of energy with 
using energy more wisely. That is a 
government educational process. We 
need to open up the OCS. We need to 
open up the Outer Continental Shelf 
for the production of energy, specifi-
cally natural gas. We need to open up 
more of Alaska and more of the West 
for oil production. 

The President has funded six pilot 
plants for cellulosic ethanol. I have 
been urging them to fund six pilot 
plants that take coal and make liquid 
fuels. That is a German process. When 
we blockaded Germany during World 
War II, they made their fuel out of 
coal. The fissure tropes process, several 
other processes that have been devel-
oped in this country, there are ways to 
do that. You can make natural gas out 

of coal. But for some reason, there has 
been a reluctance in this Congress and 
a reluctance in this administration to 
use coal, our most abundant fuel, for 
liquids and for natural gas, thus less-
ening our dependence on foreign, un-
stable countries. 

We need to figure how we speed up 
nuclear energy. Nuclear energy is safe. 
France is, I think, approaching 80 per-
cent nuclear energy for their country, 
the production of electricity. We had a 
process here that took, I think, 10 
years for a permit. We downsized that 
in the energy bill to 4 years to permit 
and 4 years to build, so we now have an 
8-year process to build a nuclear plant. 

b 1530 

One of the problems we’re having is 
that many of the components that are 
needed in the energy plant have to be 
bought from foreign countries because 
in America we don’t make the castings 
to make a nuclear power plant any 
longer. We’re buying those from Japan. 
I’m told a lot of the other portions are 
coming from Germany. We no longer 
have the technology in-house. I find 
that scary. 

We must expand the use of clean coal 
technology. We have the fluidized bed 
process that we use in Pennsylvania to 
burn waste coal, the dirtiest, nastiest 
coal, and burns it cleanly. And if you 
burn good coal with the fluidized bed 
process, and if you incentivize the 
building of new plants to replace the 
old plants, but it’s almost impossible 
in America to permit a new coal plant. 
We have put coal off limits. So we’re 
not going to use it for liquids, we’re 
not going to use it to make gas and 
we’re not going to use it to make elec-
tricity. And we’re not going to open up 
the Outer Continental Shelf for oil. 

Folks, we cannot conserve our way 
out of the energy crisis in America. We 
need to conserve. We need to use en-
ergy very wisely. But if we don’t have 
an energy plan for available, affordable 
energy for America, I will guarantee 
you that within a decade, we will not 
be the superpower of the world; we will 
not be a front-runner nation. We will 
be a second-rate nation. 

We have huge competitors today. 
America has never had Chinas and In-
dias nipping at their heels taking away 
business every day. Those companies 
have energy plants. They’re building 
nuclear plants. They’re building hydro 
plants, dams. They’re building coal-to- 
liquid plants. They’re doing it all. 
They’re acquiring rights to oil fields 
that have historically been ours. They 
have a plan for energy availability and 
affordability. 

Yes, Americans must conserve and 
use energy wisely. But Congress and 
this White House must have an energy 
policy that says we’re going to have 
available, affordable energy. And in my 
view, at the front of the pack should be 
clean green natural gas. And our bill, 

the NEED Act, opens up the Outer Con-
tinental Shelf after 50 miles. We give 
the States control of the first 50. The 
second 50 will be open to natural gas 
only. And the States will have the 
right, with their legislature passing a 
bill to say they don’t want it open. The 
second 100 miles will be open for nat-
ural gas only. That gives the States 
control of the first 100 miles for clean 
green natural gas. We think we ought 
to be producing more than that, but 
we’re struggling to get clean green nat-
ural gas. 

So we say offshore should be our first 
initiative. We should have coal-to-liq-
uid plants being built online so we can 
refine that process. We need to be pro-
moting more nuclear. We need to have 
all the renewables that we can produce; 
but, unfortunately, there are only a lit-
tle bit over a percentage today. And 
many people are holding that out as 
the answer. I wish that was the answer; 
I would be all for it. But those that are 
telling us that we can conserve and re-
newables will be our energy portfolio 
are not being honest with the Amer-
ican public. 

Just to show you, just a few months 
ago a bill was introduced in this body 
that said, if a bird or a bat is found at 
the foot of a windmill, it would be a 
criminal act. And that same day I 
think the Wind Association, and God 
bless them, I’m for them, but they 
stated that we would be at 20 percent 
of the energy portfolio in a very short 
time, I think in 10 years. I wish that 
was true, but it’s not true. We can’t get 
there that quick. The wind only blows 
a portion of the time, and we have not 
been able to store the energy and keep 
it and use it later. It only blows part of 
the time. We have to have a redundant 
source, clean green natural gas, and a 
complete portfolio for America so we 
can have jobs in America, so Ameri-
cans can heat their homes, run their 
businesses, and compete in the world 
economy. We can compete with any-
body if we’re given a fair shake; but we 
must have available, affordable energy 
if America is going to continue to be a 
leader of the world. 

f 

THE TIME IS NOW TO SUPPORT 
HEROES OF 9/11 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 18, 2007, the gentlewoman from 
New York (Mrs. MALONEY) is recog-
nized for 60 minutes as the designee of 
the majority leader. 

Mrs. MALONEY of New York. I 
thank the Speaker from the great 
State of New York for yielding me this 
time on this incredibly important 
issue. 

And, Mr. Speaker, as we approach the 
sixth anniversary of the tragic events 
of September 11, I appreciate the op-
portunity to speak today about one of 
the most important issues facing my 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 14:44 Jul 26, 2010 Jkt 059102 PO 00000 Frm 00052 Fmt 0688 Sfmt 0634 E:\BR07\H06SE7.001 H06SE7er
ow

e 
on

 D
S

K
5C

LS
3C

1P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 B
O

U
N

D
 R

E
C

O
R

D



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, Vol. 153, Pt. 17 23695 September 6, 2007 
district, my hometown of New York 
City and our Nation. 

I am so proud to be here today with 
my colleague and good friend from 
Manhattan, JERRY NADLER, who has 
been a tireless advocate for everyone 
who has become sick from the toxins of 
9/11. His district includes Ground Zero, 
and our work together on this issue can 
truly move this forward. 

I want to note that a number of New 
Yorkers will be with me today, Con-
gressman FOSSELLA, YVETTE CLARKE, 
JOHN HALL, ELIOT ENGEL, and STEVE 
ISRAEL, if he was not in the Chair being 
the Speaker, he would be down here on 
the floor talking about the 6 men and 
women from 9/11 who need our help, 
and possibly Chairman PALLONE. 

Mr. Speaker, the death toll from 9/11 
is still growing, and the nightmare of 
that day has continued for thousands 
of our fellow Americans who are suf-
fering with illnesses and injuries 
caused by the attacks, but are not get-
ting the help they need. 

When people hear that the men and 
women who rushed in to save the lives 
of others on that terrible day, who 
worked to clean up the site, who 
worked in construction, I remember 
that day there were signs everywhere, 
‘‘iron workers, report for duty,’’ retired 
workers, all workers to the site. These 
men and women rushed to the site 
thinking of others, not of themselves; 
and many of them are sick and they 
need our help now. 

The collapse of the World Trade Cen-
ter towers took nearly 3,000 lives in an 
instant and released a massive cloud of 
asbestos, pulverized concrete and other 
poisons. These toxins have sickened 
thousands and have killed at least 
eight, but likely dozens more Ameri-
cans, in the years since 9/11. 

On 9/11, 500 of my neighbors and con-
stituents lost their lives. That was 
more than any other district. We lost 
up to 3,000 people, but thousands and 
thousands more lost their health; and 
we need to be there to help them now. 

The gray dust that billowed through 
Lower Manhattan that day is said to 
have been as caustic as drain cleaner. 
It settled in the homes of Lower Man-
hattan, in downtown schools, play-
grounds and parks, and in the lungs of 
tens of thousands of Americans. These 
forgotten victims of 9/11 either lived or 
worked downtown, courageously volun-
teered for rescue and recovery oper-
ations at Ground Zero, or merely hap-
pened to be in Lower Manhattan, a 
school child, a worker, on one of the 
worst mornings our country has ever 
known. And right now, more than 6,500 
responders, truly the heroes and hero-
ines of 9/11, are being treated for 9/11- 
related health problems through the 
federally funded World Trade Center 
Medical Monitoring and Treatment 
Program. And more than 5,000 have 
been referred for mental health care, 
often for conditions like post-trau-

matic stress syndrome. Every month, 
another 500 to 1,000 responders sign up 
for health monitoring, and those com-
ing in are more sick than ever before. 

In all, more than 70,000 Americans re-
ported to the World Trade Center 
Health Registry, and they were near 
Ground Zero in the days following 9/11 
and have serious concerns about their 
health. 

As you would expect, the majority of 
those registered are from New York, 
New Jersey, and Connecticut. But what 
many people may not know is that 
more than 10,000 Americans from out-
side the tri-state area have also signed 
up for the registry. Amazingly, every 
single State and 431 of the 435 congres-
sional districts nationwide have some-
one in the World Trade Center Registry 
in New York City. This is a health 
emergency on a national scale, and it 
requires a strong Federal response. 

This Saturday at Ground Zero, many 
of us on the floor here this afternoon 
will be joining the working men and 
women of New York City’s labor move-
ment in a rally to send a message loud 
and clear that the time is now to sup-
port our heroes of 9/11. Six years is long 
enough. 

Along with the New York State AFL– 
CIO, the New York City Central Labor 
Council and the Building and Construc-
tion Trades Council, we will be showing 
honor, support and respect for the con-
tributions and sacrifices of the heroes 
and heroines of 9/11. And we will be ral-
lying for action from the government 
to care for the thousands of people who 
have become sick because of the toxins 
of Ground Zero. 

With the strong support of the AFL– 
CIO, Representative NADLER and I are 
preparing to introduce, along with Con-
gressman FOSSELLA and many others, 
new comprehensive legislation to do 
just that. The 9/11 Health and Com-
pensation Act will ensure that every-
one exposed to the Ground Zero toxins 
has a right to be medically monitored, 
and all who are sick as a result have a 
right for treatment. 

It will build on the expertise of the 
Centers for Excellence, which are cur-
rently providing high-quality care to 
thousands of responders and ensuring 
an ongoing data collection and anal-
ysis, expanding care to the entire ex-
posed community. 

The bill also includes care for area 
residents, workers, and school children, 
as well as the thousands of people that 
came from across the country to assist 
with recovery and clean-up efforts. 

Finally, it provides compensation for 
economic damages and loss by reopen-
ing the September 11, 2001 Victims 
Compensation Fund. I have been work-
ing for years to make this happen, 
along with all of the members of the 
New York delegation. And I am very 
proud to be working with Representa-
tive NADLER, with the strong support 
of the New York AFL–CIO, to move 

this comprehensive, bipartisan bill 
through Congress. 

We are united as a delegation; we are 
united with labor; we are united at the 
various levels of government, and we 
are truly committed. We will not stop, 
and we will continue to work every sin-
gle day and hour to make sure that 
this happens. Six years, six long years 
is long enough for the men and women 
who are sick because they rushed into 
burning buildings to save the lives of 
others, to work on a deadly pile where 
the toxins infected their lungs. 

Once again, the 9/11 health crisis is a 
national emergency that was caused by 
an attack on our country. Only the 
Federal Government has the resources 
and the reach to properly address the 
health and compensation needs of 
thousands of Americans from across 
this Nation whose health was com-
promised by the World Trade Center 
attacks. 

I must say that we would not have 
moved forward as we have with some 
funding and some help without the 
complete support of the Democratic 
leadership. Chairman OBEY, who has 
put money in the appropriations bill, 
Speaker NANCY PELOSI, who has met 
with the sick and injured workers 
many, many times here in the Capitol, 
along with Majority Leader STENY 
HOYER and others. This is a united 
Democratic and Republican effort to 
help the sick people that are sick be-
cause of the attack on America. 

The solutions I have outlined this 
afternoon are neither easy nor inexpen-
sive, but they are part of our country’s 
moral obligation. As the wealthiest 
country in the world, it is our duty to 
care for those who responded to an act 
of war. These were the first veterans of 
the act of war. They are veterans; they 
should be treated with health care. We 
must take care of the people who took 
care of us following 9/11. Many risked 
their lives, and many, many more 
risked their health. It is the least we 
can do as a grateful Nation. The time 
to act is now. Six years is long enough. 

I would now like to recognize my col-
league and dear friend from the Lower 
East Side who has been a tireless advo-
cate for everyone who has become sick 
from the toxins. His district includes 
Ground Zero. And our work together on 
this issue can truly move this issue for-
ward. 

Congressman NADLER is recognized 
for 5 minutes. 

b 1545 

Mr. NADLER. I thank the gentle-
woman for yielding. I must say that I 
am from the Upper West Side, not the 
Lower East Side, although my district 
does cover part of the Lower East Side, 
and that is certainly no insult. 

Mrs. MALONEY of New York. We are 
all in it together, East Side, West Side, 
all around the town. All around the Na-
tion, really. 
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Mr. NADLER. Mr. Speaker, I do 

thank the gentlewoman for yielding. I 
want to thank her for her leadership on 
this issue. I am pleased that we will 
soon be introducing legislation to-
gether to provide long-term health care 
to all the first responders, residents, 
area workers and students who have 
become sick as a result of the collapse 
of the World Trade Center. Our legisla-
tion will build on the efforts of the 
Centers of Excellence of New York City 
and will extend to people who came 
from all over the country to aid in the 
massive rescue and recovery effort 
after 9/11. 

When the World Trade Center col-
lapsed on that sunny morning 6 years 
ago, a plume of poisonous dust 
blanketed lower Manhattan, and not 
just Lower Manhattan, but parts of 
Brooklyn and possibly Jersey City, too. 
The cloud was a toxic mixture of lead, 
dioxin, asbestos, mercury, benzene, 
PCBs and other hazardous contami-
nants that swirled around the site 
where the World Trade Center once 
stood. The cloud blanketed the area as 
rescue and recovery workers worked 
around the clock. Many did so without 
adequate or without any protective 
gear. Thousands of first responders in-
haled this poisonous dust before it set-
tled onto and into countless homes, 
shops and office buildings in the area. 

For the past 6 years, we have de-
manded that the EPA fulfill its legal 
mandate to protect the public health 
by telling the truth about post-9/11 air 
quality and by implementing a sci-
entifically sound testing and cleanup 
program to address indoor contamina-
tion. They have absolutely failed on 
both fronts. 

While America watched these brave 
men and women working fearlessly at 
the World Trade Center site, their gov-
ernment failed them and continues to 
fail them. As the Nation and the world 
united in solidarity, our government, 
this administration, put politics over 
science and safety. 

Federal law mandates that when 
there is a terrorist attack in which 
toxins are released into the air, both 
the Environmental Protection Agency 
and the Occupational Safety and 
Health Administration have specific 
responsibilities. EPA is charged with 
the cleanup and is the lead agency to 
deal with the pollution. The American 
public deserves to know why and how 
that did not happen. We are getting 
some answers though, painstakingly. 

As Chair of the Subcommittee on 
Constitution, Civil Rights and Civil 
Liberties, I chaired a hearing in June 
on the failures of the Federal Govern-
ment in responding to the environ-
mental crisis that resulted from the 
World Trade Center attacks. Senator 
CLINTON held a companion hearing in 
the Senate. At the hearing we heard for 
the first time from Christine Todd 
Whitman, the former administrator of 

the EPA, who said her agency did noth-
ing wrong, that they were honest with 
the public and that they listened to 
their scientists. But we know that EPA 
lied and to this day continues lying. 
We know that early tests revealed high 
levels of asbestos and other toxins and 
that EPA in statements vetted through 
the White House misled the public with 
their assurances that the air was safe 
to breathe. Independent scientists who 
testified in the hearing said that no 
amount of asbestos should be consid-
ered safe and that everyone knew that 
those buildings contained asbestos, 
hundreds of thousands of pounds of it 
before the buildings collapsed and re-
leased it into the air. 

Indeed, there is no doubt that thou-
sands of people are sick as a result of 
the contamination at the World Trade 
Center. Thousands of people are sick 
who would not be sick today if they 
had not been lied to by their own gov-
ernment and worked without protec-
tion on the pile for 13 and 14 and 15 
weeks. 

A study by Mount Sinai Hospital 
found that 70 percent of the more than 
9,000 first responders who were studied 
suffered health problems related to 
their work at Ground Zero. These 
health problems include things like 
chronic obstructive pulmonary disease, 
interstitial lung diseases, and reactive 
airway disease. 

A recent New York Times article 
highlighted the clear link between the 
World Trade Center dust and life- 
threatening diseases. The article cited 
the report from doctors from the Fire 
Department of New York and the Al-
bert Einstein College of Medicine, 
which again confirms what we have 
known for years, that we are facing a 
major health crisis as a result of Sep-
tember 11. 

These studies do not even address the 
students at Stuyvesant High School 
and the Borough of Manhattan Com-
munity Colleges, schools that sat near 
piles of debris from the Towers, the 
nearby residents’ apartments still con-
tain poisonous dust or the thousands of 
people that work in offices that were 
never properly cleaned. These factors 
combined present an unprecedented 
challenge to public health not just to 
New York City but across the country. 

In the days and weeks after 9/11, 
workers and volunteers came from 
across the country to help. The great 
citizens of this country came together, 
but the Federal Government has failed 
in its obligations. To this day there has 
been no comprehensive testing and 
cleanup of the affected areas, and to 
this day, there is no adequate provision 
for long-term monitoring of health 
care of the people who suffered in the 
aftermath of the World Trade Center 
disaster. 

Now we are making, finally, small 
strides in providing health care to 
those who became ill. The emergency 

supplemental appropriations bill 
passed earlier this year because of the 
efforts of Mrs. MALONEY and myself 
and other members of the New York 
delegation included $50 million for 9/11 
health needs. The 2008 House Labor- 
HHS appropriations bill includes $50 
million for the World Trade Center 
monitoring and treatment program. 

I was also extremely pleased to learn 
from Senator CLINTON that the Senate 
appropriations subcommittee has in-
cluded $55 million in their version of 
the labor appropriations bill. The Sen-
ate version of the bill includes funding 
for residents, offices of commercial 
workers, volunteers, and students. I 
hope the House will follow suit in mak-
ing Federal funding available for resi-
dents too. 

But much more remains to be done. 
The estimates of the costs are not $50 
million a year but starting at $198 mil-
lion and expanding to $400 million a 
year as more people become sick in the 
next few years. And we need to develop 
a comprehensive approach to 9/11 
health that includes residents, nonfirst 
responder workers and school children. 
We need to secure funding that is not 
subject to the yearly appropriations 
battle. We must commit ourselves to 
act and to help all of those who are 
still waiting. That is why we are going 
to introduce the bill that Mrs. 
MALONEY referred to a few minutes ago 
to provide a long-term comprehensive 
funding source, a bill that I hope this 
House will consider. 

But in addition, there’s a second 
cover-up. I have always said there are 
two cover-ups conducted here. One 
about the health care disaster that fol-
lowed 9/11; that cover-up has unraveled. 
In the last year with the revelations of 
the Mount Sinai study, the New York 
Daily News reports and other reports 
that have come out, now everybody 
recognizes that first responders and 
residents are suffering, thousands and 
thousands of them, because of the air 
pollution after 9/11, because of the gov-
ernment lying to them and saying that 
the air was safe to breathe and there-
fore they didn’t use respiratory equip-
ment or they were there in the first 
place when they shouldn’t have been, 
not the first responders, but residents 
who could have gone elsewhere. But 
that was one cover-up that has now un-
raveled, and we have been talking 
about what to do about it and how to 
provide long-term medical monitoring 
and long-term care for it, and that is 
the legislation we are talking about. 

But there was and is a second cover- 
up, and that cover-up is the fact that 
the indoor spaces that were polluted 
were never properly cleaned up. A GAO 
report, which Senator CLINTON and 
Mrs. MALONEY and I unveiled yester-
day, pointed out that the EPA to this 
day cannot guarantee that any single 
building, except for its own building 
which it cleaned up properly at 290 
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Broadway, other than that, they can-
not guarantee that any single building 
in Lower Manhattan is clean today and 
does not contain toxins that are slowly 
poisoning people on and on. 

The EPA never properly cleaned up, 
nor did the City of New York, indoor 
spaces. Nature cleans up the outdoor 
spaces. The rain washes the stuff away. 
The wind blows the toxins away. Noth-
ing cleans up indoor spaces. The EPA 
Inspector General reported in 2003, it is 
4 years ago already, that the so-called 
cleanup the EPA conducted in 2002 was 
a phony, that it didn’t clean up any-
thing adequately. And they said that 
what had to be done, the EPA Inspector 
General, was that the EPA should in-
spect several hundred indoor spaces, 
apartments, residences in concentric 
circles going out from the World Trade 
Center to find out where the contami-
nation is, maybe 3 blocks in one direc-
tion, maybe 3 miles in another. And 
wherever they found the contamina-
tion, they had to go in and clean up 
every single building in those areas. 
That may cost money, but until that 
happens, the babies crawling on the rug 
10 years from now or today will be 
poisoned. The people living in those 
apartments, working in those spaces, 
will be poisoned, and we will reap the 
bitter harvest 10 and 15 and 20 years 
from now with thousands of unneces-
sary and preventable cases of mesothe-
lioma and lung cancer and asbestosis. 

Mr. Speaker, it is our job to do two 
things. If we are going to be true to 
what we have said to the heroes and 
about the heroes of 9/11, we must do 
two things. We must provide legisla-
tion and funding for long-term moni-
toring and health care such as that 
that Mrs. MALONEY and I and others 
have been talking about in the legisla-
tion that we are introducing. We must 
also prevail upon the administration, 
by legislation if necessary, to do the 
proper indoor testing the way the EPA 
Inspector General said, and then to do 
proper cleanup. Not a cleanup that the 
EPA’s own scientific advisory panel 
says is a joke and a fraud, not the 
cleanup that the EPA’s Inspector Gen-
eral says is a joke and a fraud, a proper 
cleanup that does the entire building, 
that looks at all pollutants, not just 
asbestos, that is not limited geographi-
cally to below Canal Street, but wher-
ever the contamination went as sci-
entifically determined. 

These are what we must do. If we do 
these things, we are true to the sur-
vivors and the heroes, and we will learn 
so that, God forbid, when there is an-
other disaster, natural or manmade, we 
will do it properly and we will not have 
thousands of people with preventable 
illnesses and shortened lives as a result 
of our malfeasance or carelessness. 

So I thank Mrs. MALONEY for arrang-
ing this special order. I thank her for 
her leadership and in bringing to all 
our attention the struggle and the con-

tinuing health problems caused by 9/11 
and in helping to craft legislation to 
deal with it. 

Mrs. MALONEY of New York. I 
thank the gentleman for his leadership 
and for his moving statement. 

Mr. Speaker, the New York Daily 
News editorial board won the Pulitzer 
Prize for its groundbreaking series of 
editorials entitled ‘‘9/11, The Forgotten 
Victims’’ which documented the grow-
ing medical fallout from the World 
Trade Center attacks. Since this is 
really about the sick heroes and hero-
ines of 9/11, not about legislation or 
legislators, I would like to share an ex-
cerpt from this award-winning series. 
This is from part 1 of the series enti-
tled, ‘‘Abandoned Heroes,’’ which was 
originally published in 2006. 

I quote, ‘‘They cough, they wheeze, 
their heads and faces pound with the 
pressure of swollen sinuses. They lose 
their breath with minor exertion. They 
suffer the suffocation of asthma and 
diseases that attack the very tissues of 
their lungs. They endure acid reflux, a 
painful indigestion that never goes 
away. They are haunted by the mental 
and emotional traumas of having wit-
nessed horror. Many are too disabled to 
work. And some have died.’’ 

Mr. Speaker, I now yield 5 minutes to 
my colleague and friend from the other 
side of the aisle, the gentleman from 
New York, VITO FOSSELLA, who has 
worked very hard to get funding for the 
heroes of 9/11, including $25 million in 
the President’s budget. 

Mr. FOSSELLA. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank my colleague and I thank her for 
her efforts to date on being one of the 
strongest and one of the most vocal ad-
vocates for ensuring that the people 
who, regrettably, either are not known 
about or too often are forgotten, those 
are the folks that have been rep-
resented so well by Mrs. MALONEY and 
mentioned by Mr. NADLER, people who 
are suffering today. 

There is one thing I know about the 
American people. If they know that 
their fellow citizens are suffering, espe-
cially those who responded to that 
tragedy on 9/11, they will be willing to 
help. So I think it is part of our job, a 
very important role here is that we 
continue to inform not just the Con-
gress, but really, by extension, the 
American people that there are thou-
sands of people who need our help. 

As we approach the sixth anniversary 
of 9/11, it is time to reaffirm our com-
mitment of never forgetting. As was 
mentioned, we may forget too much 
here in Washington. All of those who 
worked, lived and went to school in 
Lower Manhattan, who breathed in the 
toxic air created by the destruction of 
the Towers, many of them are suffering 
tragically from health effects. A New 
York City Health Department study 
shows an increased incidence of asthma 
for those that worked at the pile. A De-
partment of Health and Human Serv-

ices study shows that illnesses that are 
a result of exposure to 9/11 toxins are 
definitely on the rise. As this problem 
grows, progress on coming to a solu-
tion can be measured only in small 
steps rather than giant leaps as critical 
needs continue to be unmet after 6 
years. In fairness, in the last 2 years or 
so, we have had some progress: $125 
million from the Federal Government, 
of which $75 million went for treat-
ment, that was for the first time, 
working with Mrs. MALONEY in par-
ticular; getting the creation of a health 
czar by the name of Dr. John Howard 
to help coordinate and minister the 
Federal response. 

b 1600 
As was mentioned, there was $50 mil-

lion in the appropriations bill. But so 
much more needs to be done, and I 
think a stronger Federal response is 
appropriate. We fought across party 
lines. After all, this is not a Democrat 
or Republican issue; this is just about 
people coming together to help our 
Federal citizens to ensure that an ade-
quate Federal plan is put into place. 

We have a step in the right direction, 
and we need to keep the momentum 
going. That is why we are working to 
help draft legislation that addresses 
several key areas to help our heroes 
who are sick today, as well as anyone 
who falls ill in the future. One of the 
alarming trends that we see is that ac-
cording to anyone you talk to with 
knowledge, it is beyond anecdotal. We 
can all tell stories of individuals who 
we know, young firefighters who ran a 
6-minute mile in their thirties and for-
ties and now have trouble walking up a 
flight of stairs. 

The clinic that deals with the fire de-
partment in the City of New York that 
sees on a regular basis firefighters has 
already evaluated more than 14,000 fire-
fighters. That is 14,000 firefighters. 
That doesn’t include the more than 
55,000 people on the registry. 

As we speak, there are 3,000 fire-
fighters who are seeking mental health 
counseling and 2,000 who go for regular 
check-ups for their physical well-being, 
pulmonary problems, respiratory prob-
lems, the World Trade Center cough, 
asthma. The list goes on, not even to 
go into the cancer-related illnesses 
that we think may spring up in the fu-
ture. I say that because many illnesses 
will not manifest themselves for an-
other 15 or 20 or 25 years. 

Is it the right thing to do for Amer-
ica to turn its back on young men and 
women who really gave their all on 
that day, who ran into burning build-
ings to try to save others, who stayed 
on the pile week in and week out? Are 
we really doing the right thing by say-
ing they might not get to see their 
grandchildren or their kids go to 
school or to graduations or weddings? 

I don’t think it is the right thing to 
do, which is why I think this legisla-
tion is so important. When you think 
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about the number of people on the reg-
istry, 71,000, maybe not all of them are 
sick, but let’s suppose half of them are. 
That is larger than many small towns 
and cities and villages across the 
United States. They are actively under 
review for health care problems. 

We know the Department of Health 
and Human Services revealed that 6,500 
responders, and I mentioned within the 
fire department, but in total 6,500 re-
sponders are currently being treated 
for 9/11-related health problems 
through the federally funded World 
Trade Center Medical Monitoring and 
Treatment Program, and another 500 to 
1,000 additional responders are signing 
up each month. 

I know we have a wonderful gift in 
this country to be compassionate, to 
take care of those in need. I think our 
roles here, with my colleagues Mrs. 
MALONEY, Mr. NADLER, so many across 
the New York delegation, I just think 
it is our role to speak loudly, convinc-
ingly, working with the AFL–CIO in 
New York. 

We will be getting together Saturday 
at Ground Zero to call attention once 
again and to reaffirm our commitment 
never to forget. 

On a very personal level, I know too 
many people across Staten Island and 
Brooklyn who were willing to risk 
their lives. I know many who risked 
their lives and gave their lives on Sep-
tember 11. But the untold story, and it 
will be told for years and years to 
come, are so many young people who 
stayed there for the recovery and res-
cue effort and now need our help. This 
Federal legislation that we are pro-
posing and soon to be introducing will 
help them give a degree of certainty. 

Finally, we mentioned the new clinic 
alone on Staten Island that will make 
it more convenient for firefighters. 
How important it is for treatment and 
monitoring to go hand-in-hand. It is 
one thing to give these individuals a 
level of assurance that the treatment 
will be there. Another is the financial 
implications. It is not unusual for a 
firefighter to have copayments for pre-
scription medication, not available in 
generic, of $2,600 a year because of hav-
ing to respond to Ground Zero after 9/ 
11. 

Two thousand six hundred dollars is a 
lot of money, especially to a fire-
fighter. We should be there to help off-
set that cost. And the monitoring is 
important because of the fear and the 
concern, the fear and the concern that 
the more debilitating, more severe ill-
nesses will manifest themselves. I talk 
of leukemia or blood illnesses or can-
cers. 

That is why it is so essential that we 
get this plan put in place and that the 
Federal Government and the United 
States of America not turn its back on 
the thousands of people who need our 
help. 

Mrs. MALONEY of New York. I 
thank the gentleman. 

Mr. Speaker, I would like to say that 
we are now approaching the sixth anni-
versary and there are a number of com-
mittees here in the House that will be 
looking closely at this issue. 

I want to thank Chairman PALLONE 
of the Health Subcommittee on Energy 
and Commerce for holding a very im-
portant hearing on the health effects 
on the day of the anniversary. Many of 
his constituents rushed down to 
Ground Zero in the aftermath of 9/11, 
and they are now very sick. In fact, one 
of the Centers of Excellence providing 
monitoring and treatment to sick 
workers is located in Congressman 
PALLONE’s district. 

There will be no greater champion, 
no one more important for the sick 
workers of 9/11 than FRANK PALLONE 
and Chairman DINGELL. I thank them 
for their hard work. 

Also, Chairman TOWNS, my dear 
friend from Brooklyn, will be holding a 
field hearing in New York City on Mon-
day in his Oversight and Government 
Reform Subcommittee on Government 
Management. This is the third hearing 
this year that the chairman has held 
on making sure that everyone exposed 
to the deadly toxins is monitored and 
everyone who is sick is treated. His 
dedication to helping the residents, 
area workers and schoolchildren and 
those who came from across the coun-
try to help is tremendous. 

Last, our friend and true leader in 
the Congress, Chairman MILLER of the 
Education and Labor Committee, is 
delving into why workers were not pro-
tected while working at and around 
Ground Zero. On Wednesday of next 
week his full committee will hold an 
important hearing, the first in a series, 
with the second focusing on why work-
ers were not protected after Hurricane 
Katrina. I thank my dear friend for his 
ongoing focus and support for this 
issue. 

It is clear that this Congress will not 
allow the heroes of 9/11 to go longer 
without the care they need and de-
serve. Six years is long enough. 

We now have one of our other distin-
guished colleagues from New York, 
STEVE ISRAEL. He serves on the Appro-
priations Committee. Along with 
Chairman OBEY, he worked to secure 
$100 million in this year’s budget for 
the sick workers. We thank him for his 
commitment and support. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield to my dear 
friend and colleague from the State of 
New York, Congressman ISRAEL. 

Mr. ISRAEL. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
my distinguished friend and partner in 
this critically important project, and I 
thank her for her leadership on this 
legislation. I know that she has been so 
dedicated and so devoted to this cause. 

Mr. Speaker, on September 11, the 
President of the United States spoke to 
the Nation, and here is what he said: 
‘‘The American people have faced other 
grave crises in their history—with 

American courage, and with American 
resolution. They will do no less today.’’ 

I am not talking about President 
Bush saying those words on September 
11. Believe it or not, Mr. Speaker, I am 
talking about President Franklin Dela-
no Roosevelt, who said those words on 
September 11, 1941, 60 years before the 
attacks on our Nation. 

We have witnessed that resolution 
and that courage all around us since 
September 11. We witness it almost 
every day in our own interactions with 
the rescue workers, with the first re-
sponders, with those who could have 
fled and gone in another direction, but 
instead showed up and said that they 
wanted to help. 

I know of an ironworker, Mr. Speak-
er, his name is John Sferazo. John 
Sferazo went to Ground Zero to help. 
He refused to leave. Today, John 
Sferazo’s voice sounds like gravel. His 
breathing is labored. His chest hurts 
him. I know that my friend is well 
aware of John Sferazo. 

John Sferazo contracted some very 
serious medical problems at Ground 
Zero. He probably knew then that he 
would have these problems. But still he 
didn’t leave. He stayed there. And as a 
result of his courage and his commit-
ment, his resolution and his determina-
tion, today his breathing is labored, it 
is difficult for him to speak. Our obli-
gation to John Sferazo is to make sure 
we take care of him, to monitor his 
health, to improve his quality of life, 
to take care of him, because when the 
time came, he was there to take care of 
us. 

I know of another worker, Mr. Speak-
er. I met him at a Ground Zero workers 
conference in my congressional district 
at the State University of New York at 
Farmingdale. I met him about a year 
ago. 

I was a speaker at that conference; 
and as I was leaving, he stopped me in 
the lobby, and this is what he said. He 
said, Congressman, I am not sure I am 
going to be here next year. I am embar-
rassed to say, Mr. Speaker, that I 
thought he was saying that he wasn’t 
sure he could attend the conference 
next year. 

I said, Well, I am sure that you will 
be able to come back. He said, No, you 
don’t understand. I’m not sure I am 
going to be alive next year, is what he 
said. He said, What I am supposed to do 
with my family? Who is going to take 
care of them? 

It may sound melodramatic, Mr. 
Speaker, but these are real people. Can 
you imagine doing what you thought 
was the best thing you could do, serv-
ing your country, serving your col-
leagues, going to Ground Zero, sacri-
ficing yourself, and now you are not 
sure you are going to be around a year 
from now? 

What is our obligation to these peo-
ple? Our obligation is to take care of 
them and to take care of their families. 
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Our obligation is to make sure that 
they get the health care that they 
need. Our obligation is to let them 
know that we will not forget them. 

I will close by suggesting that next 
week many of us in Congress will at-
tend 9/11 ceremonies. I plan after votes 
to fly home to be at Commack High 
School in my district for a 9/11 vigil. 
We are going to light the candles, and 
we are going to talk about what a 
grievous day that was and our commit-
ment to having a strong Nation. 

But, really, we should not think 
about these people just on 9/11. This 
should not be an anniversary com-
memoration. The legislation that the 
gentlewoman has introduced with my 
friends from New York will make sure 
that this is not just an annual com-
memoration, but that every single day, 
those workers who were there on 9/11 at 
Ground Zero get the health care that 
they need and that we are securing 
their future. 

We had faced a crisis that day, a na-
tional crisis. They face a crisis every 
day, a personal crisis; and it is up to us 
to help and to secure their future. 

Mr. Speaker, I thank the gentle-
woman again for her leadership. 

Mrs. MALONEY of New York. Mr. 
Speaker, I thank the gentleman for 
raising the issue of his two constitu-
ents with whom he has worked. It 
brings a personal face on the tragic 
horror that many people confront. 

I also want to particularly commend 
him for his work on the Appropriations 
Committee. In addition to the com-
prehensive legislation that we are 
jointly putting in as a delegation, Mr. 
ISRAEL and others on the Appropria-
tions Committee have taken a lead in 
providing funding. In recent months, 
because of his efforts and those of oth-
ers, we have passed appropriations bills 
to make sure that federally financed 
9/11 health clinics, including those run 
by Mount Sinai and the New York City 
Fire Department, do not have to shut 
their doors because of lack of funding. 

We included $50 million for 9/11 
health clinics in the recent war supple-
mental spending measure and the 
House-passed Labor-HHS appropria-
tions bill. This was done by Mr. 
ISRAEL’s committee. I mentioned a mo-
ment ago that this included another 
$50 million for 9/11 health needs. In the 
Senate version of the Labor-HHS bill, 
Senators CLINTON, SCHUMER and others 
have gotten $55 million into the Senate 
bill. So when this appropriations bill 
gets signed into law, we in Congress 
will have provided at least $100 million 
for 9/11 health needs this year alone. 

This is a very good start. Thank you 
so much, STEVE. It is a testimony to 
the leadership not only of STEVE, but of 
the two Senators, our entire New York 
delegation, our Democratic leadership, 
and I would say very importantly, I 
would say Congressman OBEY, for his 
leadership in this battle for funding. 

We will continue the fight to ensure 
that the heroes of 9/11 have access to 
the health care that they deserve. 

Mr. Speaker, I now yield to my dis-
tinguished colleague and friend, JOHN 
HALL, of New York’s Nineteenth Dis-
trict. He represents the Hudson Valley. 
He has just been elected to Congress, 
but he is fighting just as hard as all of 
us who have suffered from 9/11 to make 
sure that the health care needs of the 
wounded are taken care of. I thank him 
for joining me in this Special Order and 
for his hard work. 

Mr. HALL of New York. I thank the 
gentlewoman for yielding and my col-
leagues from New York for carrying 
this important legislation forward. 

Mr. Speaker, Tuesday marks the 
sixth-year anniversary of the attacks 
on the World Trade Center and the 
Pentagon. September 11 is truly a dark 
day in America’s history and a per-
sonal tragedy for those who lost family 
and friends in the attacks. 
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But out of that dark day, however, 
we saw the spirit of the American peo-
ple. Immediately following the attack, 
people around the country lined up to 
donate blood and raised money for the 
victims’ families. Every congressional 
district and every State saw people, 
first responders and just ordinary citi-
zens, get on planes and get in cars to 
rush to Ground Zero to help work on 
the remains of the World Trade Center. 

In New York, first responders, many 
of whom lived in my district, rushed 
into the burning World Trade Center 
towers to save whomever they could. 
Immediately after the attacks, we saw 
firefighters, police and volunteers line 
up and work 24-hour shifts sorting 
through the rubble looking for sur-
vivors. 

And when it was clear that no one 
would come out of that rubble alive, 
those responders remained at the scene 
determined that no one would be left 
behind in the rubble. 

Whenever a body was removed, the 
stirring sight of everyone coming to a 
stop and honoring and showing their 
respect to the flag-covered body as it 
was removed is an image that will stay 
with all of us as we move forward 
through our history. 

Slowly we came to realize that those 
magnificent people who worked at 
Ground Zero were being exposed to 
harmful toxins, with significant risks 
to their health. Despite the heroic acts 
of our first responders, National Guard 
reservists and even volunteers, the 
Federal Government has failed 6 years 
later to provide comprehensive medical 
screening and medical care to those 
who were injured in service to our 
country at Ground Zero. We have failed 
to provide a comprehensive plan to 
monitor and treat those who lived and 
work in the immediate areas around 
Ground Zero even after we realized 

that the air they were breathing might 
be toxic. 

Earlier this year I had graduates of 
Stuyvesant High School in New York 
City come and ask for my support in 
providing health care for themselves 
and their classmates because of the 
medical problems they had encoun-
tered after 9/11. 

Despite assurances that their school 
was safe and the air was clean, when 
they returned less than a month after 
the attacks, multiple students from 
Stuyvesant have faced serious health 
care issues, including Amit Fried-
lander, who was diagnosed with Hodg-
kin’s disease and has been battling the 
cancer. 

The Federal Government made a seri-
ous mistake and exposed these children 
and young adults to dangerous toxins. 
It is well past time that we correct this 
mistake and provide the care these 
children and volunteers need. 

That is why I am proud to say I will 
be an original cosponsor of the 
Maloney-Nadler-Fossella 9/11 Health 
and Compensation Act. This bill will 
take a vital step towards providing the 
care those affected at 9/11 deserve. It is 
my hope and belief that the New York 
delegation will unite around this bill 
and the House of Representatives will 
unite to act on its passage. 

Mrs. MALONEY of New York. Mr. 
Speaker, I thank the gentleman for his 
statement and for his cosponsorship 
and his leadership on this very impor-
tant issue. I know that your district 
also includes men and women who 
rushed to the site to help others. 
Thank you so much. 

I am now proud to yield to the gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. WEINER) 
who has been a tireless advocate, along 
with JERRY NADLER and others, for ev-
eryone who has become sick from the 
toxins of 9/11. 

Mr. WEINER. I thank the gentlelady 
for this time and for her leadership. 
This is an issue that you would think, 
from around the country when people 
gaze upon the memorials that will take 
place on September 11, for most Ameri-
cans to realize how many people who 
responded that day are not being cared 
for, they would be stunned and sur-
prised. 

We have a great many ideological de-
bates that go on in this Chamber. We 
have a great many arguments about 
philosophy and what government 
should or should not do. 

It should be the source of no conten-
tion, it should be the source of no real 
debate, that people who rushed to help 
their fellow citizens on that day, 
whether they be at Ground Zero or the 
fields of Pennsylvania, whether they be 
at the Pentagon, those people should 
be honored, of course, but they also 
should be cared for. 

And yet years later, day by day, vic-
tims of September 11 are dying. It is 
easy for us to remember, those of us 
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from New York, about how that day 
was such a heart-wrenching day and 
how it was also uplifting to see how 
many Americans, like the gentlelady 
said earlier, people drove from miles 
around. The West Side Highway was 
largely closed, and parked on the sides 
of the roads were license plates from 
all around the country of people who 
said I am going to go and try to help. 

What that help consisted of in the 
weeks after September 11 was standing 
on a pile of rubble with buckets and 
paper masks and people lifting large 
pieces of stone and the rubble trying 
desperately to find anyone who could 
be saved. 

If we fast-forward to today, you real-
ize many of those people are dying. 
They are dying difficult deaths. It has 
been argued by some that we don’t 
know exactly what the cause of those 
deaths are. Well, that is not true. A lot 
of the monitoring has been done. A lot 
of the studies that have been done by 
medical experts in New York City and 
the hospitals in the area, we know with 
some certitude what happened, and the 
things we are finding in the lungs of 
those that are dying is very clear that 
it came from that horrific day. 

We also have heard from some who 
say we don’t know how expensive this 
could be. It could be untold millions 
and millions of dollars. Well, the first 
thing is to try to get some sense of re-
sponsibility, and I believe it is largely 
a Federal responsibility, and I think 
that debate, frankly, belittles the 
strength of the Federal Government 
and the idea that this was an attack on 
our Federal Government. 

But we do have some sense of what 
the costs are going to be. Now we need 
to start to say one final thing. We 
know what the cost is to some degree. 
We know what the cause is with near 
certitude. We are going to accept the 
responsibility to take care of these 
people. It seems to me intuitive, and 
yet here we are 6 years later still hav-
ing this discussion. And I think, as I 
said earlier, we can have large discus-
sions about how you provide health 
care in this country, and I am willing 
to engage in that. We can have discus-
sions about how we should make our 
country safer so we don’t have a Sep-
tember 11 again. We should have those 
types of discussions. 

But as long as we can all embrace the 
idea this is the responsibility of gov-
ernment to take care of these people 
because they did not run to that pile 
waving their Blue Cross/Blue Shield 
card or waving their Medicare card or 
waving their union membership, they 
just showed up and did what they were 
asked to do. Sometimes they did much 
more than they were asked to do. 

I firmly believe that many of those 
who are dying today, even if they knew 
that if they did it again they would die, 
they would still do it. That was the 
kind of sense, that was the kind of pa-

thos that existed that day. People were 
so eager to do whatever they could, 
they were willing to make sacrifices. 

But the question becomes: Should we 
let them pay that price? Should we let 
them, day by day, as we just saw yes-
terday, two more police officers died 
from 9/11-related diseases, should we let 
it happen? And the answer is ‘‘no.’’ 

I want to end the way I began, by of-
fering my congratulations and thanks 
to the gentlelady from New York. 

This is a difficult issue, because as 
much as people would like to say that 
they are doing everything to honor 
those victims of September 11, we 
know in this Chamber that there are 
some people who are steadfastly push-
ing back every single day. And Mr. 
NADLER and the gentlewoman from 
New York, and many members of the 
New York delegation, but none more 
than the two of them, have fought 
every day to keep this on the front 
burner. 

Every year now on September 11, we 
are going to cast our memory time im-
memorial back to September 11, 2001. 
Let this be the last year we have to 
mark this day by pointing out the 
shoddy treatment of those who rushed 
to Ground Zero to volunteer. 

I know that the gentlelady has com-
municated this to Speaker PELOSI and 
she has been very supportive of this. 
Let’s hope we can find the type of bi-
partisan consensus that is truly re-
flected in this country in paying honor 
to the memory of those that were lost 
and paying honor to the sacrifice of 
those still with us. 

Mrs. MALONEY of New York. I 
thank the gentleman very much for his 
leadership not only on this bill but on 
many others that help the 9/11 sur-
vivors. He has been a leader on the Ju-
diciary Committee on the 9/11 immi-
gration bill which will be on the floor 
on 9/11 and hopefully will pass. 

It is now my pleasure to yield to the 
gentlewoman from New York (Ms. 
CLARKE). YVETTE CLARKE was elected 
to the New York City Council the year 
of 9/11 where she served as the Chair of 
the Women’s Committee and held 
many important positions. She now 
represents the 11th Congressional Dis-
trict representing central Brooklyn. 
Thank you for being here today and for 
your statement. 

Ms. CLARKE. Mr. Speaker, I want to 
start by thanking the gentlelady from 
New York for her relentless efforts on 
behalf of the victims, heroes and hero-
ines of the World Trade Center attack 
and aftermath. I am joining my col-
leagues on the floor in pursuit of jus-
tice for the second-generation victims 
of the wicked attack of our Nation in 
New York City on September 11 and to 
demand basic health care support and 
services for those whose physical well- 
being was adversely and irreparably 
impacted by the horrific attack on the 
World Trade Center. 

As was stated by the gentlelady from 
New York, I was elected to the New 
York City Council the year our dear 
city was attacked. I became Chair of 
the Committee on Fire and Criminal 
Justice Services, as well as a member 
of the Health Committee where we ex-
amined year after year what the im-
pact of the aftermath, the work that 
our first responders, the residents of 
the area were feeling as a result of hav-
ing been misguided, misled by our own 
Federal Government through the lead-
ership, or lack of leadership some 
would say, of the administration 
through the Environmental Protection 
Agency which said to New Yorkers that 
the air we were breathing was okay 
and that we would be fine, only to find 
out that today many are diseased. 

I also watched as a very close friend, 
a very best friend and companion of 
mine, rushed out on September 11 to 
the pile, a member of Local 79, who 
heard the call. And as I speak with him 
each and every day, I am reminded 
that he is one of the lucky ones. But 
every now and then when he coughs, I 
wonder could this be the advent of a se-
rious health crisis that was precip-
itated by his heroism on that day. 

I cannot fathom why on the advent of 
the 6th anniversary of this most tragic 
event in our history this administra-
tion has not seen fit to do right by its 
most courageous citizenry. This is a 
problem that not only affects many 
thousands of people throughout the 
New York region, but also countless 
thousands throughout the country who 
bravely came to New York City and 
helped my hometown in our time of 
need. 

Immediately following the attack 
and imminent collapse of the World 
Trade Center, first responders, con-
struction workers and volunteers from 
across every economic sector and walk 
of life converged upon what we know as 
Ground Zero to perform search and res-
cue missions. 

From the outset, these heroic indi-
viduals went in without a second 
thought about their own personal well- 
being. They just wanted to save anyone 
who might have been buried alive and/ 
or to help recover the bodies of those 
who had perished, heroes and heroines, 
without whose efforts New York City 
and our Nation never could have recov-
ered as quickly as it did. 

Later, many of these same workers 
went through the lengthy process of 
cleaning up the demolished site. At the 
time, the EPA declared the air to be 
safe to breathe, a statement we now 
know to have been false. Because of 
their efforts in helping our country to 
recover, these men and women ingested 
vast amounts of toxic dust and harmful 
chemicals. The result is a plague of de-
bilitating and deadly diseases, some of 
which are rarely seen in nature. Only 
now, 6 years later, are many of these 
diseases and complications showing 
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themselves. In fact, many of the people 
who spent time near the site may not 
show any problems until several years 
further down the line. Even the best 
experts have no clue just how many of 
these individuals will actually fall ill 
of long-term complications from the 
exposure. 

Of course we cannot change the past 
so there is nothing anyone can do 
about exposure that already took 
place. All we can do now is make sure 
that these victims receive the medical 
treatment they deserve. Bureaucratic 
red tape and legal challenges have left 
these second generation victims over-
whelmed by deteriorating health as 
well as a lack of meaningful financial 
support from a grateful Nation. Many 
are going bankrupt under the weight of 
escalating health costs and the loss of 
income to their homes and families. 
And what about the families? 

Furthermore, there has been no as-
sistance offered to the many non-
responders who worked on the scene 
and the area residents who breathed 
the tainted air that entered their 
homes. These people are also victims of 
the attacks, and require support for 
health problems that are only now 
manifesting. 

This is why I am compelled to add 
my name and wholehearted support be-
hind the Maloney-Nadler-Fossella 9/11 
Health Compensation Act. This com-
prehensive bill establishes programs to 
monitor and treat everyone exposed to 
the dangerous toxins found at Ground 
Zero. 

Whether you are a police officer or 
firefighter, construction worker, area 
resident, government employee or any-
one else who spent significant time at 
the scene, you are entitled to treat-
ment for any disease that doctors find 
is linked to your work immediately 
after the attacks. 

Some of my colleagues from outside 
the New York region may wonder why 
they should support such a bill. They 
say it does nothing for their own 
States or districts, so why bother vot-
ing for it. 
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I feel the reasons could not be clear-
er. The diseases being developed by vic-
tims of Ground Zero are horrid. Al-
ready well over 100 deaths have been 
partially attributed to toxins from the 
site. Not long ago, a 34-year-old detec-
tive collapsed and died while playing 
with his young daughter due to com-
plications from exposure. There are 
victims requiring double lung trans-
plants because of damage caused from 
dust and chemicals. Others develop 
rare cancers 

These people are heroes to the Na-
tion. They went in and helped resusci-
tate not just a city but an entire coun-
try that had been shocked, frozen, 
traumatized and unsure of how to 
react. It should be a matter of national 

honor to help these victims who have 
rushed in where we all rushed out. 

I wholeheartedly support the 
Maloney-Nadler-Fossella bill as a co-
sponsor, and I look forward to joining 
my colleagues and the AFL–CIO this 
weekend at the World Trade Center 
site as we rally in support of fulfilling 
victims’ long-term health care needs. 

I thank the gentlewoman from New 
York for her extraordinary leadership 
with regards to this matter, and I look 
forward to pursuing what is right and 
what is just on behalf of our fellow New 
Yorkers, fellow Americans and their 
families. 

Mrs. MALONEY of New York. I 
thank the gentlewoman for her really 
very eloquent and moving statement, 
and in closing, we must not forget the 
firefighters, police officers, EMTs and 
other first responders who bravely 
rushed down to the save the lives even 
as everyone else was running in the 
other direction, as my colleague so elo-
quently stated. 

We must not forget the rescue, recov-
ery and cleanup workers who stayed on 
for months at Ground Zero in service 
to our country. 

And we must not forget the residents, 
area workers and school children who 
lived, worked and studied through 
deadly toxins and have now become 
sick. 

Once again, I stand on the floor of 
Congress to pledge that I will not stop 
fighting until everyone exposed to the 
deadly toxins is monitored and every-
one who is sick gets the treatment 
they deserve. 

f 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mrs. MALONEY of New York. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
my colleagues have 5 days to revise and 
extend their remarks on the subject of 
my Special Order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
YARMUTH). Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentlewoman from New 
York? 

There was no objection. 
f 

PATENT REFORM ACT 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 18, 2007, the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. ROHRABACHER) is recognized 
for 60 minutes. 

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Mr. Speaker, 
tomorrow is a critical day for America. 
Tomorrow, the House will consider leg-
islation that will dramatically dimin-
ish a constitutionally protected right 
that has served this Nation well. We 
are talking about fundamentally alter-
ing the laws governing the ownership 
of technology in our country. Amer-
ica’s patent system is on the line. 

In short, if H.R. 1908, the bill in ques-
tion, passes, there will be a tremendous 
negative, long-term consequence not 

just for America’s inventors but for our 
country as a whole. 

It is American technology that has 
made all the difference in our country’s 
security and our people’s way of life. 
Those patriots who laid the foundation 
for our country wrote into the Con-
stitution a provision they firmly be-
lieved as a prerequisite to progress and 
freedom. 

Article I, section 8 of the Constitu-
tion states in part that, quote, Con-
gress shall have the power to promote 
the progress of science and useful arts 
by securing for limited times to au-
thors and inventors the exclusive right 
to their respective writings and discov-
eries, end of quote. 

Our Founding Fathers obviously held 
the right of owning one’s ideas, cre-
ations and inventions as equal to the 
rights of speech, religion and assembly. 
In fact, in the body of the Constitution, 
the word ‘‘right’’ is only used in ref-
erence to patents and copyrights. The 
Bill of Rights was added later. 

In short, we have had since our coun-
try’s founding the strongest patent 
protection in the world, and that is 
why in the history of mankind there 
has never been a more innovative and 
creative people. It has been no accident 
that Americans have been the world’s 
great inventors, scientists, and tech-
nologists. Black Americans, in par-
ticular, have excelled in the creation of 
new technologies. This was no acci-
dent. It was a result of the protections 
that we put into our law to secure for 
all people the right of ownership for 
their inventions and their creations. 

Americans were the inventors of 
technology that produced more wealth, 
with less labor, and thus elevated the 
standard of living of all people which, 
in turn, opened the doors of oppor-
tunity for all people. 

Let us understand that it was not 
raw muscle, nor was it the hard work 
of our people that built this country. 
There are people who work hard all 
over the world. They work hard and 
they use their muscles and they strug-
gle; yet, they live in abject poverty. So 
it’s not just the use of one’s physical 
strength that will change the world 
and make it a better place. It was not 
our vast territory and our natural re-
sources that gave us a standard of liv-
ing of which we are so proud. No, it was 
not these things. It was our ingenuity, 
our intelligence and, yes, the legal sys-
tem that was established to protect in-
genuity and creativity that brought us 
the joys of freedom and the benefits of 
freedom. 

We treated intellectual property 
rights, the creation of new tech-
nologies, as we treated property, per-
sonal and other political rights, and 
that is what America has been all 
about. Every person’s rights were to be 
respected and protected; and as I have 
just demonstrated, the idea of the right 
to own one’s creation was fundamental 
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to this concept of the American Dream 
that was laid in the constitutional 
foundation of our country by our 
Founding Fathers. 

Today, we face a great historic chal-
lenge, and this challenge comes exactly 
at the time when our country faces 
economic threats from abroad as never 
before. We must prevail over our eco-
nomic competitors who are at war with 
the well-being of the American people. 
We must win or our country and our 
people will lose. If we lose this battle, 
our people will suffer. It is as simple as 
that. 

Future generations could well see 
their standard of living decline, and 
there is evidence of that already. We 
can see their standard of living decline, 
and they may well see the safety and 
the strength of our country com-
promised, to which the security of 
their families will be in jeopardy, 
which all leads us to the legislation 
that we will consider tomorrow. 

Let’s be clear and specific. The legis-
lation in question, H.R. 1908, will dra-
matically weaken the patent rights of 
ordinary Americans and make us even 
more vulnerable to outright theft of 
American-created technology and inno-
vative ideas. This legislation rep-
resents a slow-motion destruction of 
our patent system. 

And, yes, there are some real prob-
lems that need to be solved with our 
patent system. We need patent legisla-
tion that speeds up the examination 
process and the issuance process and 
makes it more accurate. We need pat-
ent legislation that provides training 
and compensation for our patent exam-
iners. Patent examiners are over-
worked; they’re undertrained. They 
need to have higher pay to make sure 
we keep the good patent examiners on 
the job. 

We need patent legislation that helps 
us protect our inventors against theft, 
especially from foreign theft. We need 
legislation aimed at fixing these prob-
lems, and it would be justified and it 
would be welcome, but the legislation 
on the floor tomorrow does not fix the 
system. It simply weakens the protec-
tion of American inventors using these 
festering problems as a cover. 

Some people might even suggest that 
the reason that these problems with 
our patent system have been permitted 
to fester was so that people could use 
them as an excuse to undermine the 
very basis of the patent system itself. 
Unfortunately, what we are witnessing 
is a replay of the strategy used in the 
illegal immigration debate of just a 
few months ago. 

The American people have been cry-
ing out for protection against a huge 
invasion of illegal immigrants into our 
country, one that is affecting their 
standard of living, their safety as a 
people, and their economic well-being. 
Special interests who benefited by this 
flood of illegals tried to push through a 

bill that would have made the situa-
tion worse. That’s right, a bill in the 
name of stopping the illegal immigra-
tion flood that would have actually 
made it worse. 

To confuse the public, they kept call-
ing it a comprehensive bill, as if it was 
designed to fix the problem. Instead, 
the purpose of that comprehensive bill, 
as we all are aware, was to give am-
nesty to all those who are in our coun-
try illegally, and that of course, would 
have attracted tens of millions of more 
illegals. It would have made a bad situ-
ation worse, and its only intent was 
amnesty. Yet, with a straight face, 
they kept using the phrase comprehen-
sive reform, implying there was a fix. 

Well, that same strategy seems to be 
used by those behind this effort to un-
dermine or destroy America’s patent 
system as it has worked since the 
founding of our country over 200 years 
ago. Instead of arguing their case that 
we need to move away from the patent 
protection-type situation, they are 
simply calling their legislation a com-
prehensive bill. Instead of attacking 
the small inventor, instead of saying 
we’re going to have a bill that actually 
restricts the rights of our citizens in 
this area because we believe that the 
small inventors are abusing the sys-
tem, instead, they’re calling it a com-
prehensive bill to make it sound like 
they are fixing some problems within 
the system. 

This bill, let’s remember, H.R. 1908, is 
not new. This is very similar to legisla-
tion that we barely beat back 10 years 
ago. I called that the Steal American 
Technologies Act; and guess what, we 
beat them but they’re back. 

So this could be called, and it would 
be accurate to call H.R. 1908, the Steal 
American Technology Act Part 2. By 
the way, those of us who mobilized op-
position to the 1997 patent legislation 
negotiated a compromise that passed 
in 1999 and then became law in the year 
2000. This legislation on the floor to-
morrow represents a negation of all the 
compromises that we worked out in 
1999. 

So those of us, Mr. MANZULLO who 
will be with us in a moment, MARCY 
KAPTUR and myself and others who in-
sisted on certain things for that patent 
bill in 1999 and were given compromises 
in that legislation, we now face a bill 
that negates all of those compromises. 
I don’t know if that’s meaningful to 
those people who are examining this 
process, but it suggests the level of the 
attack on our patent system that we 
are experiencing. 

Even at this late moment, we are not 
certain what will be exactly in that bill 
because, at this moment, as we speak, 
there are changes being made in that 
bill that we are being told about, and 
we don’t know exactly what those 
changes will be until tomorrow when it 
hits the floor because deals are being 
made as we speak. 

So first and foremost, no matter 
what the details, because we probably 
won’t have a chance to look at all the 
details, let it be noted that H.R. 1908, 
which will be on the floor tomorrow, 
was specifically designed to weaken 
the patent protection of the American 
inventor. This was the purpose of the 
bill. 

We supported and will support any 
real reforms of the patent system, but 
those proposed in H.R. 1908 will cause 
the collapse of the patent system that 
has sustained America’s wealth, our 
prosperity and, yes, our national secu-
rity for over 200 years. 

The negative impact of the totality 
of this bill is reflected in the wide spec-
trum who are in opposition who have 
mobilized against it. 

For the record, I would submit, Mr. 
Speaker, the list of those companies 
and those organizations and those indi-
viduals, prominent individuals and 
companies and universities who are 
now fervently opposed to H.R. 1908 and 
begging us not to pass this legislation, 
and I would place it in the RECORD at 
this point. 
ORGANIZATIONS AND COMPANIES WHICH HAVE 

RAISED OBJECTIONS TO PATENT LEGISLATION 
(H.R. 1908) 
Organizations and Companies Raising Ob-

jections to H.R. 1908, the Patent Reform Act 
of 2007: 3M, Abbott, Accelerated Tech-
nologies, Inc., Acorn Cardiovascular Inc., 
Adams Capital Management, Adroit Medical 
Systems, Inc., AdvaMed, Advanced Diamond 
Technologies, Inc., Advanced Medical Optics, 
Inc., Advanced Neuromodulation Systems, 
Inc., Aero-Marine Company, AFL–CIO, Afri-
can American Republican Leadership Coun-
cil. 

Air Liquide, Air Products, ALD NanoSolu-
tions, Inc., ALIO Industries, Allergan, Inc., 
Almyra, Inc., AmberWave Systems Corpora-
tion, American Conservative Union, Amer-
ican Intellectual Property Law Association 
(AIPLA), American Seed Trade, Americans 
for Sovereignty. 

Americans for the Preservation of Liberty, 
Amylin Pharmaceuticals, AngioDynamics, 
Inc., Applied Medical, Applied Nanotech, 
Inc., Argentis Pharmaceuticals, LLC, Ari-
zona BioIndustry Association, ARYx Thera-
peutics, Ascenta Therapeutics, Inc., Associa-
tion of University Technology Managers 
(AUTM). 

Asthmatx, Inc., AstraZeneca, Aware, Inc., 
Baxa Corporation, Baxter Healthcare Cor-
poration, BayBio, Beckman Coulter, BIO— 
Biotechnology Industry Organization, 
BioCardia, Inc., BIOCOM, Biogen Idec, Bio-
medical Association, BioOhio, Bioscience In-
stitute, Biotechnology Council of New Jer-
sey. 

Blacks for Economic Security Trust Fund, 
BlazeTech Corporation, Boston Scientific, 
Bridgestone Americas Holding, Inc., Bristol- 
Myers Squibb, BuzzLogic, California 
Healthcare Institute, California Healthcare 
Institute (The), Canopy Ventures, Carbide 
Derivative Technologies, Cardiac Concepts, 
Inc., CardioDynamics, Cargill, Inc., Cassie- 
Shipherd Group, Caterpillar, Celgene Cor-
poration, Cell Genesys, Inc., Center 7, Inc., 
Center for Small Business and the Environ-
ment, Centre for Security Policy, Cephalon, 
CheckFree, Christian Coalition of America. 

Cincinnati Sub-Zero Products, Coalition 
for 21st Century Patent Reform, Coalitions 
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for America, CogniTek Management Sys-
tems, Inc., Colorado Bioscience Association, 
Conceptus, Inc., CONNECT, Connecticut 
United for Research Excellence, Cornell Uni-
versity, Corning, Coronis Medical Ventures, 
Council for America, CropLife America, 
Cryptography Research, Cummins Inc., 
Cummins-Allison Corporation. 

CVRx Inc., Dais Analytic Corporation, 
Dartmouth Regional Technology Center, 
Inc., Declaration Alliance, Deltanoid Phar-
maceuticals, Digimarc Corporation, 
DirectPointe, Dow Chemical Company, Du-
pont, Dura-Line Corporation, Dynatronics 
Co., Eagle Forum, Eastman Chemical Com-
pany, Economic Development Center, Ed-
wards Lifesciences, Elan Pharmaceuticals, 
Inc., Electronics for Imaging, Eli Lilly and 
Company, Ellman Innovations LLC, Enter-
prise Partners Venture Capital, Evalve, Inc. 

Exxon Mobile Corporation, Fallbrook 
Technologies Inc., FarSounder, Inc. Foot-
note.com. 

Gambro BCT, General Electric, Genomic 
Health, Inc., Gen-Probe Incorporated, 
Genzyme, Georgia Biomedical Partnership, 
Glacier Cross, Inc., GlaxoSmithKline, Glen-
view State Bank, Hawaii Science & Tech-
nology Council, HealthCare Institute of New 
Jersey, HeartWare, Inc., Helius, Inc., Henkel 
Corporation, Hoffman-LaRoche, Inc. 

iBIO, Imago Scientific Instruments, Im-
pulse Dynamics (USA), Inc., Indiana Health 
Industry Forum, Indiana University, Innova-
tion Alliance, Institute of Electrical and 
Electronics Engineers (IEEE)–USA, Inter-
Digital Communications Corporation, Inter-
molecular, Inc., International Association of 
Professional and Technical Engineers 
(IFPTE), Invitrogen Corporation, Iowa Bio-
technology Association, ISTA Pharma-
ceuticals, Jazz Pharmaceuticals, Inc., John-
son & Johnson, KansasBio, Leadership Insti-
tute, Let Freedom Ring, Life Science Alley, 
LITMUS, LLC. 

LSI Corporation, Lux Capital Manage-
ment, Luxul Corporation, Maryland Tax-
payers’ Association. 

Masimo Corporation, Massachusetts Bio-
technology Council, Massachusetts Medical 
Device Industry Council (MassMEDIC), 
Maxygen Inc., MDMA—Medical Device Man-
ufacturer’s Association, Medical College of 
Wisconsin, MedImmune, Inc., Medtronic, 
Merck, Metabasis Therapeutics, Inc., 
Metabolex, Inc., Metacure (USA), Inc., MGI 
Pharma Inc., MichBio, Michigan Small Tech 
Association, Michigan State University, Mil-
lennium Pharmaceuticals, Inc., Milliken & 
Company, Mohr, Davidow Ventures, Mon-
santo Company. 

NAM—National Association of Manufac-
turers, NanoBioMagnetics, Inc. (NBMI), 
NanoBusiness Alliance, NanoInk, Inc., 
NanoIntegris, Inc., Nanomix, Inc., 
Nanophase Technologies, NanoProducts Cor-
poration, Nanosys, Inc., Nantero, Inc., Na-
tional Center for Public Policy Research, 
Nektar Therapeutics, Neoconix, Inc., Neuro 
Resource Group (NRG), Neuronetics, Inc., 
NeuroPace, New England Innovation Alli-
ance, New Hampshire Biotechnology Coun-
cil, New Hampshire Department of Economic 
Development, New Mexico Biotechnical and 
Biomedical Association, New York Bio-
technology Association. 

Norseman Group, North Carolina Bio-
sciences Organization, North Carolina State 
University, North Dakota State University, 
Northrop Grumman Corporation, North-
western University, Novartis, Novartis Cor-
poration, Novasys Medical Inc., 
NovoNordisk, NUCRYST Pharmaceuticals, 
Inc. NuVasive, Inc., Nuvelo, Inc., Ohio State 
University, OpenCEL, LLC. 

Palmetto Biotechnology Alliance, Patent 
Café.com, Inc., Patent Office Professional 
Association, Pennsylvania Bio, Pennsylvania 
State University, PepsiCo, Inc., Pfizer, 
PhRMA—Pharmaceutical Research and Man-
ufacturers of America, Physical Sciences 
Inc., PointeCast Corporation, Power Innova-
tions International, PowerMetal Tech-
nologies, Inc., Preformed Line Products, 
Procter & Gamble, Professional Inventors’ 
Alliance, ProRhythm, Inc., Purdue Univer-
sity, Pure Plushy Inc., QUALCOMM Inc. 

QuantumSphere, Inc., QuesTek Innova-
tions LLC, Radiant Medical, Inc., Rensselaer 
Polytechnic Institute, Research Triangle 
Park, NC, Retractable Technologies, Inc., 
RightMarch.com, S & C Electric Company, 
Salix Pharmaceuticals, Inc., SanDisk Cor-
poration, Sangamo Biosciences, Inc., 
Semprius, Inc., Small Business Association 
of Michigan—Economic Development Center, 
Small Business Exporters Association of the 
United States. 

Small Business Technology Council, Smart 
Bomb Interactive, Smile Reminder, 
SmoothShapes, Inc., Solera Networks, South 
Dakota Biotech Association, Southern Cali-
fornia Biomedical Council, Spiration, Inc., 
Standup Bed Company, State of New Hamp-
shire Department of Resources and Eco-
nomic Development, Stella Group, Ltd., 
StemCells, SurgiQuest, Inc. 

Symyx Technologies, Inc., Tech Council of 
Maryland/MdBio, Technology Patents & Li-
censing, Tennessee Biotechnology Associa-
tion, Tessera, Inc., Texas A&M, Texas 
Healthcare, Texas Instruments, Three Arch 
Partners. 

United Technologies, University of Cali-
fornia System, University of Illinois, Univer-
sity of Iowa, University of Maryland, Univer-
sity of Michigan, University of Minnesota, 
University of New Hampshire, University of 
North Carolina System, University of Roch-
ester, University of Utah, University of Wis-
consin-Madison, US Business and Industry 
Council, US Council for International Busi-
ness. 

USGI Medical, USW—United Steelworkers, 
Vanderbilt University and Medical Center, 
Virent Energy Systems, Inc., Virginia Bio-
technology Association, Visidyne, Inc., 
VisionCare Opthamalogic Technologies, Inc., 
Washington Biotechnology & Biomedical As-
sociation, Washington University, WaveRx, 
Inc. 

Wayne State University, Wescor, Inc., 
Weyerhaeuser, Wilson Sonsini Goodrich & 
Rosati, Wisconsin Alumni Research Founda-
tion (WARF), Wisconsin Biotechnology and 
Medical Device Association, Wyeth. 

b 1645 

I would submit for the RECORD a let-
ter dated September 5, 2007, from the 
Communication Workers of America, 
who are coming out against and are 
very, very specific in their opposition 
to H.R. 1908, and there is a rumor going 
around right now that the unions have 
now decided not to be opposed to H.R. 
1908, but, instead, are neutral on the 
issue of H.R. 1908. 

COMMUNICATIONS WORKERS 
OF AMERICA, 

Washington, DC, September 5, 2007. 
Hon. PATRICK LEAHY, Chairman, 
Hon. ARLEN SPECTER, 
Ranking Member, Senate Judiciary Committee, 
Hon. JOHN CONYERS, Chairman, 
Hon. LAMAR SMITH, 
Ranking Member, House Judiciary Committee, 

Washington, DC. 
DEAR CHAIRMAN LEAHY, RANKING MEMBER 

SPECTER, CHAIRMAN CONYERS, AND RANKING 
MEMBER SMITH: We are writing you to ex-
press our concerns regarding the current 
U.S. patent system and the potential nega-
tive impact of H.R. 1908 and S. 1145 on this 
system. 

The American economy relies on the inge-
nuity and imagination of inventors who help 
drive our economy and job creation. Without 
a fair patent system that rewards inventors, 
both job creation and ingenuity will suffer. 
Our union members work in the technology 
and manufacturing sectors, both of which 
will be affected by these pieces of legislation. 
We want to see a system that solidifies our 
leadership in innovation and helps the Amer-
ican economy produce the jobs and products 
of the future. 

The National Academies of Sciences (NAS) 
have suggested a set of improvements for the 
patent system. However, the Patent Reform 
Act of 2007, while offering some needed 
changes, does not reflect the body of im-
provements suggested by NAS. We are con-
cerned that two sections of the proposed leg-
islation, the post-patent review process and 
apportionment of damages, will have a nega-
tive impact on innovation and research. 

The courts already follow a multipoint sys-
tem for the appropriate consideration for 
damages. This should remain intact rather 
than constricted so as to limit damage set-
tlements. The post-patent review process 
adds a third step to the two existing review 
processes available. This third one opens the 
process to serial patent challenges. For 
some, this can become a business strategy of 
continual reviews designed to elicit settle-
ment. For the firms facing challenges, they 
can decide it is easier to outsource their 
products to a vendor rather than deal with 
the legal process. In a system that is already 
overwhelmed meeting the review needs of 
current patent filings, this is an unnecessary 
step. 

At a time when the rampant piracy of in-
tellectual property by our global competi-
tors is being continuously challenged, Con-
gress should not give these competitors yet 
another advantage over American workers. 
We hope to work with you in your effort to 
improve the current patent system without 
disadvantaging American workers and sti-
fling American innovation. We appreciate 
your leadership on this issue and we look 
forward to hearing your thoughts. 

Sincerely, 
JEFF RECHENBACH, 

Executive Vice President. 

Let me note that only one union has 
changed its position and become neu-
tral on 1908, but, instead, all the other 
unions, the wide swath of unions in 
this country, are just heavily opposed 
to H.R. 1908. So why are all these peo-
ple, unions, universities, the biotech 
industry, pharmaceuticals, and, of 
course, especially small business, why 
are these people so opposed to this bill, 
H.R. 1908, which I call the Steal Amer-
ica’s Technology Act No. 2. 

Number one, let’s look at some of the 
requirements of the bill. What will it 
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do? Number one, it will require that all 
patent applications be published 18 
months after the application is filed. 

By the way, we negotiated this. We 
are joined right now by Mr. MANZULLO, 
who is beside us. Mr. MANZULLO and I 
fought hard in 1999 to ensure that the 
average right of the American inven-
tor, to keep confidential his patent ap-
plications until that patent was issued, 
would be maintained. 

In that legislation, they said, if an 
American inventor does not want to 
have his patent published for the whole 
world to see, his patent application, 
even before the patent is issued, he can 
opt out of a requirement that would re-
quire him to have his patent applica-
tion disclosed. 

This opting-out feature was a com-
promise. Now, those who negotiated 
with us, and long hard negotiations, 
have negated their compromise. That’s 
the type of integrity that we are up 
against here, negating someone after 
you have actually made honest com-
promises? How can we trust what’s in 
this bill if that is the basis of the orga-
nization of the structure of the bill? 

H.R. 1908 removes the opt-out provi-
sion that was put into the law by our 
negotiations back in 1999. Now, let’s 
note that last year 20,000 inventors, 
three-quarters of all the small busi-
nesses who applied for patents, chose 
to keep their inventions secret and to 
opt out of the provision that once you 
apply for a patent, that after 18 
months, whether or not you have the 
patent, it will be put on the Internet 
for every thief in the world to see. No 
wonder why these 20,000 inventors de-
cided to opt out of that. 

The thieves and infringers overseas 
are licking their chops, waiting to 
pounce on their new ability to get the 
details about American technology. 
Just look at this quote that Mr. MAN-
ZULLO showed me from the Economic 
Times of India, dated July 23, 2007. ‘‘A 
crucial bill making its way through the 
U.S. Congress is set to give a new inex-
pensive option for Indian drug makers 
to attack the patents that give monop-
oly rights to the top-selling MNC [mul-
tinational corporations] brands in the 
largest pharmaceutical market.’’ 

What that means is the Indian people 
who are involved with stealing our 
technology and copying it, especially 
those technologies in the pharma-
ceutical area, are getting ready for the 
changes that will be brought about by 
this legislation so that by the time our 
pharmaceutical companies are ready to 
go on the market with their goods, the 
Indian copiers will have already stolen 
the product of all of their research and 
development and turned it in to the 
market in India and elsewhere. 

This is horrendous. This is right up 
front, they are telling us. We are get-
ting ready to steal hundreds of millions 
of dollars, if not billions of dollars, 
worth of information that was based on 

the research, the investment that we 
made in research in the United States 
of America, to benefit their companies. 

Well, it has been estimated that the 
U.S. economy loses $250 billion a year 
at this time from global intellectual 
property theft. If this bill passes, that 
number will triple or quadruple as a re-
sult of the passage of this legislation. 

Number 2, this bill opens up new ave-
nues of attack before and after a pat-
ent has been issued. New attacks are 
now available in the pre-grant to the 
opposition, to someone who would like 
to try to make it more difficult for an 
inventor to get his patent in the first 
place and to hold up the issuance of his 
patent. Section 9, part B of H.R. 1908 
says any person may submit for consid-
eration an inclusion in the record of a 
patent application any patent, pub-
lished patent application or other pub-
lication of potential relevance to the 
examination of the application. 

This means we are opening up the 
process so people can argue against the 
issuance of the patent, where before 
that was kept very confidential, and 
confidential for a purpose. Because if 
you have people arguing at that level, 
what happens is the patent is delayed. 
What do they want to do if it’s de-
layed? They want to publish it for the 
whole world to see. 

Pre-grant opposition allows for out-
side folks like China or other countries 
who may have people they have hired 
here, people, I might add even domestic 
corporate scavengers, to look at appli-
cations and then dig up damaging con-
cepts and, perhaps, ideas that would 
cloud the issues at hand and submit it 
to the patent examiners in order to de-
feat or to delay an application. Not 
only the examiner, but the whole world 
will be looking at these applications if 
those who wrote H.R. 1908 have their 
way. So China can steal our technology 
and defeat our patent applicants even 
before they get their patents. 

Another thing this bill does, of 
course, is afterwards it gives a post- 
grant review, a new system to post- 
grant review, to challengers to prove 
that the patent is not valid, and it 
changes the standards of validity and 
how that validity is to be determined. 

The standard is being changed from a 
preponderance of evidence, and this 
will be replaced, and that a preponder-
ance of evidence will replace the cur-
rent clear and convincing evidence, 
which is the current standard. 

Now, why are they changing these 
standards? They are not changing the 
standards to make it more difficult for 
people to challenge someone who owns 
a piece of technology, to make it easier 
for our inventors to defend themselves. 
It makes it more difficult for our de-
fenders, for our inventors to defend 
themselves. 

Why are they changing that criteria? 
It’s not aimed at helping the inventors, 
the innovators. It’s aimed at helping 
the scavengers. 

Number 3, and in one moment I am 
going to ask Mr. MANZULLO to join me, 
H.R. 1908 constricts the options avail-
able to rightful patent owners. So 
there are restrictions on what the ac-
tual patent owners, the people who 
have been issued the patents can do, es-
pecially in the area of which courts 
will be deciding their issues; limits on, 
as I say, limits on court venue, where 
either party resides, and where the De-
fendant has committed an alleged act 
of infringement, has established this, 
of course, will place incredible new 
challenges for our inventors. These are, 
again, aimed at trying to put restric-
tions on the inventors and give lever-
age to those who would steal that tech-
nology. 

It requires the court to break down 
the value of individual components of a 
product and calculate the damages 
based on the value. That’s not the way 
right now it works. If someone in-
fringes on someone’s patent, that per-
son who owns that property who has 
been wronged can sue that company. 

But it’s not just based on how much 
that one component is worth. It is how 
much that person who owns that tech-
nology would have charged that com-
pany if it had been an honest contract 
and an honest negotiation. 

Again, what we are doing is restrict-
ing and making it more difficult for 
the inventor to protect his interest. 

In the end, this change alone will 
mean that the large corporations will 
be able to steal from the little guy and 
the foreign corporations will be able to 
steal from the other guy and just say, 
well, come at me. It’s going to cost you 
more money to actually attack us in 
court and to fight us in court than you 
will be able to get out of it if you at-
tack us in court. 

That change alone is going to under-
mine the rights of the inventors to con-
trol their inventions and creativity. 
That’s the purpose of the bill. 

Patents would be awarded, again, and 
this is one of the more dramatic 
changes. In our country’s history, we 
have always had a system that patents 
were awarded not to those who would 
have been the first to file for a patent, 
but, instead, to those who actually in-
vented and could prove that they had 
invented a piece of technology. That 
has worked well for our country, and it 
is different in other countries. 

Japan and Europe have had different 
systems. This system is aimed at help-
ing the big business rather than the 
small inventor, because big business 
can issue, can apply and pay for patent 
after patent application after patent 
application. Make one little step for-
ward, and then you apply for a patent 
based on that step forward, rather than 
on a completed invention or a com-
pleted project. 

That change is fundamental to our 
system. We have always been recog-
nizing the person who has invented the 
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technology, not the company who can 
pay the lawyer to arrive at the patent 
office first. 

Well, number seven, and, finally, this 
bill creates a new proceeding to deter-
mine the inventor with the right to file 
an application on a claimed invention. 
The patent trial and appeal board 
would be established in this case, 
which, again, would so complicate this 
system. This is a whole new addition 
that will so complicate this process. It 
is not aimed at simplifying and making 
our system more effective. It’s aimed 
at undermining the validity of this sys-
tem. 

This change would flood the patent 
system, making it more expensive to 
get a patent. In short, every promise in 
H.R. 1908 is anti-inventor. Every single 
one of the provisions of 1908 that have 
been added are aimed there to undercut 
the inventor. Every provision weakens 
the rights of the inventor and under-
mines his ability to protect his or her 
rights as the inventor. 

This bill will only double or triple 
the losses that we have in terms of in-
tellectual property theft overseas. Our 
own technology will be taken away 
from us, will be stolen, and it will be 
used to destroy us, as foreigners will 
have all the information they need 
about our advances, about our re-
search, and then they will put that in-
formation to work to destroy us, to 
out-compete us, to put us out of busi-
ness. 

H.R. 1908 would open up the doors for 
attack both before and after a patent is 
issued. So before a patent is issued, the 
inventory will have to go through more 
hoops, and after the patent is issued, 
the inventor will go through more 
hoops. 

What we have got here is a piece of 
legislation that will go against the 
whole purpose that our law was estab-
lished and the Founding Fathers put 
into the Constitution so many years 
ago, that inventors and writers and 
other creators, that their rights will be 
protected. 

I now would like to ask Mr. MAN-
ZULLO if he would like to join me and 
share with us a few of his thoughts. Let 
me note that in 1997, Mr. MANZULLO 
and MARCY KAPTUR and myself and 
JOHN CAMPBELL of California, there 
were just a few of us, fought a battle. 
We were up against the most powerful 
forces in the world, these multi-
national corporations who were trying 
to sneak this through, and we were 
able to defeat them with the mobiliza-
tion of the public behind us. 

This time, at least, we do have the 
major universities with us. This time 
we have the biotech industry and the 
pharmaceutical industry and the labor 
unions behind us. But we need to make 
sure that the American people under-
stand what’s going on here tomorrow 
and the vote and the significance of 
that vote tomorrow. 

I yield to the gentleman from Illi-
nois. 

b 1700 

Mr. MANZULLO. May I ask how 
much time is remaining? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
ELLISON). Thirty-two minutes. 

Mr. MANZULLO. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today in opposition of H.R. 1908. Mr. 
MICHAUD and I just came from the 
Rules Committee a few minutes ago, 
which is in the process of preparing the 
rule under which the bill would be 
brought to the floor tomorrow. And we 
showed up at the hearing, which was 
set for 3:00, found out that an 18-page 
manager’s amendment had been filed 
at 2:47, and during the course of our 
testimony before the Rules Committee, 
another manager’s amendment con-
sisting of 18 pages was filed at 3:50 p.m. 
So the Rules Committee was taking a 
look at still further amendments to a 
bill, not even knowing what the final 
form of the bill would be at the time 
we were there to testify either in favor 
of it or against it. 

Anytime you have a bill that pre-
sents a fundamental change in law, it 
should be a consensus bill; and there’s 
a reason for that. 

Why hurt anybody on something so 
basic and so important as a patent bill? 

Why can’t you protect the holders of 
patents, both large and small, the uni-
versities that have a stake in it, the 
labor unions whose people are em-
ployed by manufacturers who hold pat-
ents? Everybody really has the same 
stake here, and the stake is to have the 
United States be pre-eminent in re-
search and engineering and to use the 
patent system as a means to further re-
search and development and manufac-
turing in this country. 

But this bill that’s being presented 
has a very interesting split of people in 
favor and people against, and that’s 
what’s disconcerting about the entire 
bill. 

In fact, the last patent bill that was 
passed and signed into law never even 
made its way to the Senate. We passed 
it here in the House, and it was tacked 
on to an omnibus appropriations bill. 
The Senate never even read it or con-
sidered it. It got tucked into a massive 
multi-, hundred-page bill. It’s a good 
thing that we had come up with a good 
bill by the time it passed here. 

And now we are hearing proponents 
of this bill say, just a second, we didn’t 
use the subcommittee process to refine 
it, and we didn’t use the committee 
process to refine it. This is a work in 
action that we continue to work on it 
as we go. And that’s how we end up 
with bad law, when Members of Con-
gress do not really have the oppor-
tunity to examine and to know what 
they’re voting on. 

And I don’t know anything as com-
plicated as patent law. I’ve been here 
several terms; so has Mr. ROHR-

ABACHER. I look at patent laws through 
the eyes of a piece of machinery. I’ve 
spent my life in Congress involved in 
manufacturing. I have one of the most 
industrialized congressional districts 
in the country. One out of four people 
is directly employed in manufacturing. 

And I spend time on the floors, I’ve 
visited hundreds of factories in the 
United States, Europe, China, given 
speeches all over. I go to forums that 
deal with manufacturing processes and 
try to keep up on the latest in manu-
facturing so I can share those, not only 
with my constituents, but with my col-
leagues who are in Congress, on a bi-
partisan basis. In fact, we formed the 
Manufacturing Caucus for the purpose 
of making sure that the latest in man-
ufacturing techniques is shared with 
Members so as to strengthen our manu-
facturing base to make us more com-
petitive in this world. 

But this bill’s opposed by the Na-
tional Association of Manufacturers. 
Those are large and small manufactur-
ers, the little guys and the big guys. 
And the reason they’re concerned is 
that the manufacturers are the ones 
that make things, make things with 
their hands. They make the exotic ma-
chines, and they’re very much con-
cerned about international piracy al-
ready going on and the fact that this 
will actually, this bill will actually 
lend itself to that. 

And I met this morning with people 
from the pharmaceutical industry, the 
biotech industry, the food industry, 
people concerned that processes in-
volved in food preparations would be 
protected. And it was the most incred-
ible group of people that I’ve ever seen 
come together on an issue in opposi-
tion. 

And one of the reasons that they’re 
so opposed, and I’m just going to speak 
on one of those, it’s on the damage 
issue, because there are so many other 
issues that are extremely important. 

We just found out that the adminis-
tration now opposes H.R. 1908 because, 
again, it limits the courts’ discretion 
in determining the damages for in-
fringement. Now, that’s the damage 
issue. And I’m glad they came out with 
that, and that’s important. And let’s 
explain why. 

H.R. 1908 will reduce the value of U.S. 
patents because patent holders will no 
longer be able to receive the fair mar-
ket value of their patent when in-
fringed upon. It mandates this appor-
tionment of damages be the pre-emi-
nent factor and exclusion of all the 
other market factors considered in in-
fringement cases. 

Current law, the law that’s used 
today, states that juries should con-
sider 15 factors, many of which are 
based on market forces and competi-
tive pricing which allow the patent 
holder to receive the market value of 
the invention that was infringed upon. 
And that’s always been the standard of 
damages. What is the value? 
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They’ll take a look at its incorpora-

tion into the device. What value does it 
add to it? What price would the holder 
of the completed product have paid for 
this? 

It has been established over a period 
of years of long series of judicial deci-
sions, and it’s not the legislature aban-
doning our role in this issue, but it’s 
allowing the courts’ working their way 
through technology changes to say 
these are the factors that we should 
take a look at. 

The change of law requires a judge to 
determine the economic value of the 
invention by subtracting the value of 
prior art. That means subtracting the 
value of other existing components in 
the invention. And this complex eco-
nomic analysis is not something we 
want to leave the district court judges. 
Even Judge Michael, chief judge of the 
U.S. Court of Appeals for the Federal 
Circuit, agrees. 

But what’s dangerous about this pro-
vision is that the bill allows a new set 
of damages, a new standard when it’s 
never been tested. It’s nothing more 
than a theory. 

Mr. ROHRABACHER. I would ask the 
gentleman, isn’t it very clear when 
you’re looking at that change, and 
there are about, as I was going 
through, six or seven changes, what 
was the purpose? What was in the mind 
of those people who wrote this into law 
and pushed for this change to be made? 

Mr. MANZULLO. The purpose was to 
diminish the value of the patent holder 
whose patent had been infringed upon. 
That’s the problem. 

Mr. ROHRABACHER. There it is. The 
bottom line is, you go through this bill 
and there are about 20 different provi-
sions like the damage provision that 
you’re talking about, and each and 
every one of them is designed to weak-
en the protection and hurt the person 
who’s the innovator. 

And what has been our greatest asset 
in the United States of America? Is 
that we protected those innovators. 

If the gentleman would yield for one 
moment, we do have a gentleman with 
us from Maine who would like to say a 
few words, and I would yield whatever 
time you would consume to Congress-
man MICHAUD from Maine. 

Mr. MICHAUD. Thank you very 
much, Congressman ROHRABACHER. I 
really appreciate both yours and Con-
gressman MANZULLO’s leadership on 
this patent issue. It’s definitely an 
issue that’s very important. 

Tomorrow, the House is expected to 
consider the Patent Reform Act of 2007. 
I strongly oppose this bill. It’s fun-
damentally flawed. 

There are nearly 300 large, small 
businesses, associations, universities, 
and labor unions from a wide diversity 
of industry and perspectives that have 
raised serious concerns about this leg-
islation. 

H.R. 1908, the Patent Reform Act of 
2007, as you heard earlier, has been de-

scribed as, I quote from one of the 
quotes, ‘‘the most sweeping changes in 
America’s patent system since 1952.’’ 

Yet, the House Judiciary Committee 
reported H.R. 1908 to the floor of the 
House after holding only one public 
hearing this Congress and despite bi-
partisan and widespread cross-industry 
opposition. 

At a time when America’s inno-
vators, manufacturers, and laborers 
need strong patent protection to com-
pete internationally, the net effect of 
this bill will be to weaken patent pro-
tection by making patents less reli-
able, easier to challenge and cheaper to 
infringe. 

H.R. 1908 is a severe threat to Amer-
ican innovation, American jobs and 
American competitiveness, and ought 
to be opposed. 

Hundreds of companies and organiza-
tions around the United States have 
written to Congress to raise serious ob-
jections about this legislation. And you 
heard some of them earlier: manufac-
turers, organized labor, biotech, 
nanotech, pharmaceuticals, small busi-
nesses, independent inventors, univer-
sities, economic development organiza-
tions, and the list goes on. 

Foreign companies are watching this 
legislation, and the reason why they 
are watching and eagerly looking at 
this legislation is they want to attack 
U.S. patents, as evidenced by the re-
cent article in the Economic Times, In-
dia’s second largest newspaper. 

We are compromising many of our in-
dustries by passing this legislation. 
Many stakeholders of the United 
States patent system have complained 
about the process surrounding the Pat-
ent Reform Act. 

Only one hearing has occurred on 
this bill in this Congress. Tomorrow we 
are prepared to vote on this bill with-
out ample time to review the two man-
ager’s amendments designed to address 
some of the complaints that have been 
raised about this. And this actually is 
violating the pledge made at the begin-
ning of this Congress to allow Members 
ample time to review legislation. 

Patent legislation is very com-
plicated. It’s very technical, and we 
need that ample time to review it. So 
at this point in time I would urge my 
colleagues to defeat the bill tomorrow 
and send it back to the Judiciary Com-
mittee, because we do have to make 
some changes in patent reform. I’m not 
ultimately opposed to it. We have to 
make changes. But this legislation is 
not the way to go. 

So with that, I want to thank the 
good gentleman for yielding time to 
me and, hopefully, we’ll be able to get 
the problems corrected with this pat-
ent reform law. 

Mr. ROHRABACHER. I appreciate 
the support of the gentleman from 
Maine for this position. It lets us know 
that this is as bipartisan an issue as 
any one that I have ever been on. From 

day one it was MARCY KAPTUR and oth-
ers who have played a major role in 
this fight. 

We have unions who are traditionally 
supporting the Democratic Party who 
are very deeply involved in this fight, 
right alongside small businesses, which 
quite generally have been Republicans. 
So this goes across the board. This is 
an issue, because it is the American 
people who are going to suffer the con-
sequences. 

We need to ask ourselves, if all of 
these groups are against it, who the 
heck is for this bill? 

And this is a power grab. This is a 
classic power grab, and it’s being head-
ed by companies that are basically con-
trolled by billionaires from the elec-
tronics industry. 

Now, let’s take a look at the elec-
tronics industry. What do they want to 
do? 

The electronics industry has a prod-
uct that they have to include various 
elements that are created by in-
novators and by inventors. This isn’t 
like the pharmaceutical industry or a 
small business person or the biotech in-
dustry or the nanotech industry. Usu-
ally, what we’ve got with those indus-
tries, we’ve got one new invention or 
one creative improvement that serves 
as the basis for their profit. 

No, when you’re in the electronics in-
dustry you have a computer or some 
other type of piece of electronics that 
has three or four elements in it, and if 
an inventor comes up with something 
new, they either have to include it in 
their product, or they will be non-com-
petitive. 

b 1715 
Mr. MANZULLO. Will the gentleman 

yield? 
Mr. ROHRABACHER. I certainly 

will. 
Mr. MANZULLO. Which means that 

you manufacture, then you worry 
about the legals. You manufacture and 
sell; then you worry about the legals, 
whether or not you have infringed upon 
somebody’s patent. 

And what this bill will do is this will 
encourage infringing because it greatly 
limits the damages to which the inven-
tor would be entitled. 

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Right. So what 
we have got is the electronics industry 
knows that if there are new ideas that 
improve things, they will have to in-
clude it in their product in order to re-
main competitive. They just don’t 
want to buy those new ideas. They 
don’t want to pay for it. They want to 
be able to steal those ideas and mini-
mize the consequences of that theft. 
That’s the ultimate purpose for what is 
going on here. 

The electronics industry is different 
than these other industries. And as you 
can see by the wide scope and breadth 
of the opposition to this bill, the other 
industries know that this will be dra-
matically harmful to them. But it will 
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permit the electronic industry billion-
aires to increase their profit. 

And, by the way, what does the elec-
tronics industry do now? They are the 
ones who, of course, go to China and 
build their factories in China and in-
crease the technology capabilities of 
that country, which is, of course, run 
by a regime that is the world’s worst 
human rights abuser. These are elec-
tronics companies, some of which have 
gone to the dictatorship in China and 
helped them sort of restructure their 
computer systems so they can track 
down religious dissidents who are try-
ing to use the Internet. This is the type 
of people who are behind this bill. 

This power grab of the electronics in-
dustry would send even more tech-
nology to China and India. It would 
permit the people in Korea and Japan 
and others to be able to basically beat 
our inventors into the ground. And it 
has been our creative genius that has 
protected our country against these 
types of regimes in the past. 

In fact, as Americans, we don’t 
match people man for man. We don’t 
match our competition with muscle 
power and sweat. We can beat the com-
petition in this modern world by mak-
ing sure our people have a techno-
logical edge over their competitors. 
The working people in those other 
countries may work for a pittance, but 
American workers should have the 
competitive edge. 

People in the electronic industry who 
are behind this bill don’t care one iota 
about those American workers or 
America’s long-term competitiveness 
because they consider themselves mul-
tinational corporations. 

Well, I am here to say that the coali-
tion of Democrats and Republicans on 
the floor of the House opposing this bill 
do not consider ourselves multi-
nationalists or globalists. We consider 
ourselves patriotic Americans, and we 
have got to watch out for the interests 
of the American people. 

Mr. MANZULLO. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Yes, I will. 
Mr. MANZULLO. I appreciate that. 

We were with a company called 
QUALCOMM today, 11,000 employees. 
They are opposed to the bill. It’s just 
an interesting mix. And it appears that 
a lot of the people in favor of the bill 
have been some of the biggest infring-
ers, and that is why some have called 
this the ‘‘Infringers’ Bill of Rights.’’ I 
don’t know if I would go that far. 

Mr. ROHRABACHER. I think that’s a 
good description. 

Mr. MANZULLO. But I would like to 
just bring up one thing. The pro-
ponents of the bill are saying this is 
tort reform. And how could this be tort 
reform when the National Association 
of Manufacturers are on the other side, 
oppose it? It is not really tort reform. 
It is an all-out assault upon awarding 
reasonable damages to the inventor. 

That is done in two ways. One is 
through extreme limitation of dam-
ages, and the second is finding a way to 
lengthen the process of litigation. 

Now, another portion of this bill 
says, well, you shouldn’t be able to 
shop for venue. And in America it has 
always been the tradition that you can 
bring a suit in any area, any county, 
any State where damage has occurred, 
and with a widely distributed product, 
you should be able to bring a lawsuit 
really wherever you want. And now, of 
course, the proposed reform says, well, 
you can’t bring it in certain areas un-
less you have a certain nexus. 

Here’s the problem: If you bring this 
in Chicago, the little guy, it’s 5 years. 
If you bring it in Washington, D.C.’s 
‘‘rocket docket,’’ it’s called, you get it 
there in 1 year. Well, who is to gain by 
taking litigation and lengthening the 
time of it? It’s the big guys versus the 
small guys. And if there had been a 
problem in these rocket dockets, and 
there are three or four across the coun-
try where you can move something 
fast, but if there had been a problem 
such as in Madison County, Illinois, 
which has been known for abuse of 
class action lawsuits, we would know 
it. But the judges in these rocket dock-
ets willingly take the case because 
they have become experts on patent 
law. People trust their judgment, and 
they have come down in favor of the in-
ventor as many times as they have 
come down opposed to the inventor. 

Thank you for your leadership. 
Mr. ROHRABACHER. I appreciate 

that. 
I think that we need to understand 

that there are so many parts of this 
bill, as Mr. MANZULLO has pointed out, 
whether we are talking about damages 
or whether we are talking about chal-
lenges before and after the patent can 
be filed and hoops to be jumped 
through, each and every one of them 
designed basically to thwart the little 
guy, thwart the inventor. And, as I 
said, the group behind it, the elec-
tronics industry, their purpose, I be-
lieve, is to be able to promote the 
theft. 

But what do they say? What do the 
people who are the proponents of this 
legislation say is their motive? They 
claim that we have to have this patent 
reform in order to harmonize the pat-
ent laws of the United States with 
those of the rest of the world. Harmo-
nization. 

Well, we have had the strongest pat-
ent protection of any country on this 
planet, which has guaranteed the suc-
cess of our country and the high stand-
ard of living of our people. That is 
what we got from the strongest patent 
protection because we considered that 
strong protection of our rights the 
same protection that we would give for 
speech or freedom of religion or the 
other rights that we hold sacred. 

Well, if we have the strongest patent 
rights in the world, patent protections 

in the world, and if we want to har-
monize them with the rest of the 
world, that means we are going to de-
crease the protection of our citizens. 

What would happen if we told our 
citizens in order to have harmony with 
the rest of the world’s laws, we are 
going to meld them all together and 
harmonize our laws of freedom of 
speech and religion with the rest of the 
world and we would be told, well, 
maybe we could enjoy the freedoms 
now at the level of the people of Singa-
pore or someplace like that? Well, 
there would be a revolt in this country 
if we tried to diminish the protections 
of our people to harmonize it with the 
rest of the world. But that is what they 
are doing for the economic freedom 
that we are talking about today. The 
economic rights of our people are being 
harmonized in terms of their ownership 
of their creation, their patents and in-
novations. They want to harmonize 
that with the rest of the world. 

Well, if there should be one standard 
for the rest of the world, let them har-
monize with our laws. Let us bring up 
their standards. The Japanese and the 
Europeans do have a different standard 
on this, and that is why the Japanese 
are incapable of creating new tech-
nologies. They just take what we have 
and try to improve it. 

The fact is we have had the strongest 
patent protection rights in the world 
and we have thus had more innovation 
and a higher standard of living of any 
other people of the world. The common 
man here has had the opportunity that 
common people in other parts of the 
world do not have because of American 
technological superiority. We can’t let 
those who profit already by setting up 
factories in China and other dictator-
ships that are totally contrary to our 
way of life to tell us they want to 
make even more money to be able to 
steal even the technology and the new 
ideas so that those factories over there 
will be able to produce the newest and 
cutting-edge technologies coming out 
of our innovators even before our 
innovators are able to commercialize it 
in the United States. 

Well, perhaps if you are a corporate 
elitist, the idea of harmonizing our 
rights with the rest of the world and 
harmonizing our property and bringing 
down certain levels of protection 
makes sense. If you are a corporate 
leader who lives behind a gated com-
munity and you are not affected by the 
fact that American workers are becom-
ing less competitive because we are 
sending our technology overseas, no, 
you don’t understand that because you 
are in the corporate boardroom. But 
the American people understand that. 
And that is why the unions are against 
this bill. That is why we have a broad 
coalition of Democrats and Repub-
licans against H.R. 1908. 

What we have is a disguised destruc-
tion of the fundamental patent system 
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that has been in place in our country 
for a long time, for over 200 years. As I 
read, it was part of our own Constitu-
tion. 

Well, this attempt to steal the little 
guy’s creation is not new to our coun-
try. Even with our patent protection, it 
has been a rough haul for our inven-
tors. 

There is a statue in the Capitol of the 
United States. There are many statues 
in the Capitol. My favorite statue is 
right downstairs. It is the statue of 
Philo Farnsworth. Anyone visiting the 
Capitol, I would suggest, should go see 
the statue of Philo Farnsworth. It’s 
there with the rest of the heroes of 
freedom and a bunch of politicians who 
have made statues to themselves. Philo 
Farnsworth was the quintessential 
American inventor, individual inven-
tor. He was a poor person, of course, 
but had limited education, probably a 
master’s degree. I’m not really sure 
what his education level was. But he 
came from a rural area in Utah, and 
through his own creative instincts and 
his understanding of physics and other 
theories and electronics, he was able 
early in the last century to fully un-
derstand how to create a picture tube. 
He was actually the ‘‘father of tele-
vision.’’ 

RCA at that time had spent hundreds 
of millions of dollars, hundreds of mil-
lions of dollars investigating, doing re-
search, trying to find the secret of how 
you could turn radio waves into a tele-
vision tube. They never were success-
ful. 

He discovered it. He was the one who 
had the breakthrough idea of how it 
could be done. Philo Farnsworth. And 
he wrote to RCA and said, I have dis-
covered this. I understand you are 
doing a lot of research. I know how to 
do it. 

And the head of RCA’s research de-
partment came out all the way on a 
train to see Philo, and he went through 
his small laboratory and showed him 
what he had discovered. And it was 
with an understanding that Philo, per-
haps a very naı̈ve understanding, was 
going to work with RCA and develop 
this picture tube so all of the American 
people would have now a whole new 
way of life with the television set. And 
television has changed our way of life. 

The guy from RCA took all the notes, 
and he sped away on the train back to 
New York, saying, ‘‘We’re going to get 
right back to you so we can get moving 
on the development of this tech-
nology.’’ 

Well, Philo waited and he waited, and 
there never was a phone call from New 
York. And guess what. He read in the 
paper a few months later that RCA had 
made a huge discovery, and it was the 
discovery of how to produce the tele-
vision picture tube and how they had 
had this incredible breakthrough in 
their laboratories. 

Philo Farnsworth fought for 20 years 
to get recognition that he was indeed 

the inventor of the picture tube. It was 
an incredible fight. David Sarnoff, an 
arrogant head of RCA, a corporate 
leader who could give a darn about lit-
tle guys like Philo Farnsworth, ended 
up doing what? Instead of paying royal-
ties and recognizing and giving credit 
to this wonderful inventor, he decided 
to smash him like a bug, decided to 
fight him and use every bit of the 
treasure that was available to RCA to 
beat this guy into submission, this lit-
tle guy who thought he had the right 
to challenge the great David Sarnoff. 

b 1730 

It went all the way to the Supreme 
Court. And God bless America, the Su-
preme Court decided for little Philo 
Farnsworth against one of the great ar-
rogant corporate giants in America, 
David Sarnoff. 

Unfortunately, Philo Farnsworth, by 
that time most of the patent time had 
run out, he never made much money 
from his great discovery that changed 
the world we live in. But I will tell you, 
today, as you go through the Nation’s 
Capitol, you can take a look at the 
statue of Philo Farnsworth right here 
and you can understand that we pass 
laws here to make sure the rights of 
the little guy are protected, even when 
that little guy is in a fight with a pow-
erful interest like RCA. David Sarnoff 
does not have a statue in this Capitol. 
So let us note this, that in this Capitol 
is the statue to the little guy and to 
the rights of the little guy. 

Tomorrow we will face a bill, H.R. 
1908, that is designed to smash down 
the little guys, the inventors, so that 
arrogant corporate giants can steal 
their technology, corporate giants who 
do business overseas who consider 
themselves globalists and multi-na-
tionalists taking American technology 
overseas. That’s what is at hand. That 
is the issue that is being discussed. 

Mr. Speaker, I would call on my col-
leagues to join me and MARCY KAPTUR 
and members of the Democrat Party 
and Republican Party who are watch-
ing out for the little guy tomorrow. 
Join with the universities and the 
unions and other corporate interests 
and manufacturers in the United 
States who are trying to protect intel-
lectual properties so they can compete 
overseas. Join us in defeating the Steal 
American Technologies Act II, H.R. 
1908. 

And with that, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

f 

REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF 
H.R. 1908, PATENT REFORM ACT 
OF 2007 

Mr. ARCURI, from the Committee on 
Rules, submitted a privileged report 
(Rept. No. 110–319) on the resolution (H. 
Res. 636) providing for consideration of 
the bill (H.R. 1908) to amend title 35, 

United States Code, to provide for pat-
ent reform, which was referred to the 
House Calendar and ordered to be 
printed. 

f 

REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF 
CONFERENCE REPORT ON H.R. 
2669, COLLEGE COST REDUCTION 
AND ACCESS ACT 
Mr. ARCURI, from the Committee on 

Rules, submitted a privileged report 
(Rept. No. 110–320) on the resolution (H. 
Res. 637) providing for consideration of 
the conference report to accompany 
the bill (H.R. 2669) to provide for rec-
onciliation pursuant to section 601 of 
the concurrent resolution on the budg-
et for fiscal year 2008, which was re-
ferred to the House Calendar and or-
dered to be printed. 

f 

ISRAEL 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 

the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 18, 2007, the gentleman from New 
York (Mr. WEINER) is recognized for 60 
minutes. 

Mr. WEINER. Mr. Speaker, I ask my 
colleagues to ponder a hypothetical. 
Imagine for a moment that a small 
town in your district, whether you rep-
resent a rural or urban district or sub-
urban district you can imagine this hy-
pothetical, but it’s an unimaginable 
concept to many of us in the United 
States. Imagine if a town in that dis-
trict was hit by a rocket, just landed 
out of the sky, launched from a neigh-
boring town, or if you’re near the bor-
der, launched from a neighboring coun-
try. Imagine for a moment how you 
would react as an elected official in 
that town, imagine for a moment how 
you would act as a parent of people in 
that town, imagine how you would act 
if you were government from that 
town. 

Well, for one small town in the 
southern part of Israel, it’s not some-
thing they need to imagine. Let me 
show you a map of Israel and point to 
a small town called Sderot. It’s right 
down here near the Negev, right along 
the border of the Gaza Strip. 

Sderot is a town of 24,000 people. It is 
not a wealthy town; it’s basically a 
working class town. Like I said, not 
very big. But in the last 5 years, not 
one, not two, but 2,000 rockets have 
landed on that town, all of them 
launched from the Gaza Strip. 

Now, as you ponder what it is that 
you would do, let me tell you a little 
bit about the effect it has had to the 
people of Sderot. Eight people have 
been killed as these qassam rockets 
have fallen. What is a qassam rocket? 
A qassam rocket is a fairly primitive 
rocket that is made out of basically a 
plumbing pipe with four stabilizers and 
filled with about a pound or so of 
shrapnel, that when it explodes, it 
blows the shrapnel all around. 
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This is a picture of some of the 

qassam rockets that have landed in 
Sderot over the last 5 years. This is 
what the back of the local police sta-
tion looks like. They keep them all and 
they mark it when they land. Now, 
eight people have been killed by these 
rockets, three of them children, dozens 
have been wounded. There have been 
155 of these rockets landing in this 
town just since June, when Hamas was 
elected as the representative party of 
the people of the West Bank, and some 
would argue Gaza as well. You see this 
small strip of land? That’s the Gaza 
Strip. Lobbed one by one by one into 
this town of Sderot. Well, as you think 
about how your citizens might deal, let 
me tell you a little bit about how the 
citizens of Sderot have dealt. 

For one thing, when there is any kind 
of notice that they get, and they have 
a rather primitive system of lasers 
that detect when there is heat out in 
the desert that seems extraordinary, a 
notice goes to the local police depart-
ment and then they send out tzeva 
adom, tzeva adom, which just means 
‘‘code red.’’ Then you have about 15 
seconds. That’s how much time the 
people of Sderot have to respond. They 
can do a couple of things. They can run 
into these concrete shells that have 
been built all throughout town. The 
way we might have phone booths in our 
towns, they have concrete structures 
that are called life shields. They are 
supposed to pull over or stop their car 
where they are and run to a building or 
wall. It’s the only part of Israel where 
it’s illegal to wear your seat belt be-
cause you have to be able to run out of 
your car as quickly as possible to avoid 
the rocket attacks. 

And kids, of course, they’re taught 
the old 1950s-era American idea of 
‘‘duck and cover,’’ except when it 
comes to the children of Sderot, it 
would be more aptly described as 
‘‘duck and suffer.’’ One in three chil-
dren in that town suffer from post- 
traumatic stress disorder. It is not co-
incidental or accidental that seven 
rockets landed in that town on the 
first day of school this past Sunday. 
There was a rocket attack today. 

It is hard to find pictures that truly 
can express what it is like when a rock-
et falls on an elementary school; but 
this is a picture that was taken during 
a rocket attack last year, children es-
sentially cowering in a corner of their 
school and holding their heads for their 
lives. 

You know, it is easy to describe in 
dry terms what you’re supposed to do 
when a rocket lands on your town, and 
thank God many of us will never know 
what that is like. But imagine what it 
is like when there are hundreds of 
them, and now thousands of them over 
the course of the last couple of years. 

Now, we here in Washington, we fre-
quently think of things through the 
lens of what should the government re-

sponse be. Well, what would your 
town’s government response be if it 
was attacked by a foreign power day 
after day after day with rockets? Well, 
unfortunately for the people of Israel, 
there isn’t a great deal that they can 
do, particularly since the international 
community has shown very little con-
cern about the matter. The United Na-
tions, perhaps we can urge them to 
pass a resolution of condemnation. 
They’ve been unwilling to do anything. 
You might try to figure out what ways 
you can make your residents more 
safe. The Israeli Government sent 200 
soldiers to this town of 24,000 people to 
escort their hundreds of kids to school. 
You might want to try to figure out 
where they’re getting the artillery nec-
essary to be launching these attacks. 
As you can see here, the border is only 
with one other country, and that’s 
Egypt. Time and time again there have 
been found tunnels that lead into the 
Gaza Strip providing weaponry. You 
might want to crack down on Egypt to 
make sure that they stop providing the 
artillery. 

But one thing for sure is you would 
do something. And sooner or later, I 
think it’s fair to say that all of us, if 
we were put in this circumstance where 
there was one or even two or three at 
most rockets falling in our districts, 
we would demand that something be 
done. Well, I believe that it is time for 
those of us in the United States to re-
alize that terrorism falls in all kinds of 
ways every day that barely gets a no-
tice. 

When several of these rockets fell in 
Sderot on the first day of school, you 
might have missed it in your neighbor-
hood newspaper because it is so com-
monplace. It should never be, in 2007, 
commonplace for one nation to lob 
missiles down on the other. 

Now, it comes as little surprise that 
just in the several months that Hamas 
took over control of the Gaza Strip 
that there has been an escalation in 
the number of rockets. But I also think 
that we need, as a country that is in 
solidarity with Israel and the many 
things that they’re trying to do, you 
know, it’s not the purpose of this map, 
but you can see that this is a nation 
that is surrounded with enemies. On 
the northern border they face 
Hezbollah, which declared war across 
the international border and lobbed 
weapons upon them in the Lebanese 
war. 

You see here they’re dealing with 
problems in the Gaza Strip. Now, I 
should point out that much of the esca-
lation has happened in the period since 
Israel withdrew unilaterally from the 
Gaza Strip. There are no Israeli forces 
there anymore. Since the Israeli forces 
left, the rocket attacks have gone up. 

So what can the Israelis do? Well, I 
guess they could reoccupy the Gaza 
Strip, and you can imagine the public 
condemnation and hue and cry that 

might occur if that happened. I guess 
they could try as best they could to 
track where these rockets are being 
fired from and try to go in as quickly 
as possible and counterattack. Well, 
it’s not a very practical thing to do, 
perhaps they would argue. But one of 
the things they are considering doing 
is saying, look, we’re going to cut off 
the power and supply to the Gaza Strip; 
we’re going to make the citizens of 
Gaza Strip make a choice whether 
they’re going to have terrorists in 
their midst or not. 

Well, one thing that we can do, as far 
away from the front of the Sderot con-
flict as we are, is we could make it 
very clear that if we were in the same 
position, we would not be calling upon 
ourselves to show great restraint. We 
would try to figure out how do we solve 
this problem. 

And so we, as the United States of 
America and the State Department, 
when they call upon Israel, show re-
straint, show restraint, don’t retaliate, 
maybe that’s a reasonable argument 
after one or two or 10 rockets. Now, I 
think we have to realize that what 
Israel is engaged in, what this tiny 
town is engaged in is playing defense in 
the war on terrorism every single day 
without much support and without 
much help. 

So I take the floor today with my 
good friend from Nevada to say that, 
while we are not being asked to live in 
a town like Sderot, we should be mind-
ful of the idea that such towns exist in 
Israel, that it is not just the province 
of people who live along the Lebanese 
border that are facing terrorism, it’s 
not just the province of people who 
drive along the roads even in the inner 
country of Israel who find themselves 
being under attack. It’s a daily attack 
on this tiny town. 

Now, they don’t have C–SPAN; I 
doubt they have C–SPAN in Sderot. 
But they do listen very carefully when 
the United States of America, when the 
Secretary of State, when the President, 
when elected officials stand up and say, 
listen, we don’t envy the situation that 
Israel is in, but we understand it. And 
we understand that retaliation is some-
times a difficult thing to contemplate, 
but sometimes it’s necessary. We know 
that if we were put in the same posi-
tion and suddenly the good folks in 
Canada started lobbing missiles over 
the New York border, I would be de-
manding that we respond. If the folks 
who live in Arizona or Texas started 
getting attacked with missiles coming 
over the border, certainly none of us 
would be saying, show forbearance. 

If these children were being forced to 
cower at rocket attacks day after day 
after day in any town in the United 
States, we would understand perfectly 
well that something needed to be done 
to stem the tide. But there are other 
things we can do. We can say we are 
not going to continue to be a supporter 
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of Egypt, as we have, if they continue 
to allow their nation to be essentially 
a wide open font for terrorist activi-
ties. We are going to understand that, 
while it was every right, and some-
times I’m criticized for making this 
image, it’s every right of the people of 
the Palestinian territories to choose to 
elect Hamas as their leaders, but it is 
also the right of the international com-
munity to say that this is what we ex-
pected would happen. We would have 
an increase in the international ter-
rorism that emerged from the Gaza 
Strip, and now it has happened. And if 
we had a terrorist government in Can-
ada, we wouldn’t hesitate for a moment 
to see it as a threat to our security. 

We can also understand that the peo-
ple of Sderot’s fight is all of our fight. 
When the United Nations is, resolution 
after resolution, condemning Israel for 
its heavy hand in this or its heavy 
hand in that, when it convenes a con-
ference to talk about the plight of the 
Palestinians, putting aside the plight 
of the Israelis, they do a disservice to 
the basic common sense about who it is 
that is doing the attacking, who it is 
that is launching the missiles and who 
it is that is on the other side. 

b 1745 

The other thing that we can do is 
make sure that weapons like this are 
never armed with high-tech guidance 
systems. Right now, the administra-
tion is putting the final touches on a 
plan to present to the United States 
Congress that would sell missile guid-
ance systems, $20 million worth, to 
Saudi Arabia. Saudi Arabia has been 
one of the foremost advocates for 
Hamas in the world. They fund them. 
They support them. They provide them 
aid and comfort. 

Imagine for a moment if these mis-
siles weren’t being lobbed relatively in-
discriminately in the direction of 
schools, hospitals, shopping centers 
and synagogues, but imagine if they 
had laser guidance systems provided to 
the Saudis and then leaked to them, 
because that is what happens in that 
part of the world. Imagine this number 
of rockets that are hitting people and 
installations and churches, well, syna-
gogues and not just falling to the 
Earth. 

We can stop that sale. We in Congress 
can stop that sale. And we should do 
everything we can to do so. Ms. BERK-
LEY and I circulated a letter that over 
115 Members of Congress signed onto 
saying this is a bad idea to be selling 
weapons, high-tech weapons, to the 
foremost exporter of terrorism in the 
world. But tonight when we lay down 
our heads, we should know that not far 
away, 2,000 miles away in Sderot, chil-
dren are going to be walking to school, 
and most likely if tomorrow is like 
today was, they are going to hear a 
siren go off. They are going to hear a 
voice over the loudspeakers saying in 

Hebrew, ‘‘condition red, condition red’’ 
which meant that they have to go find 
cover somewhere. Imagine raising your 
child in that kind of environment. 
Imagine the outrage that you would 
feel as a parent or resident of that 
town. 

We should never forget that we are 
not going to be safe just because we 
don’t have rockets falling on us every 
single day. So long as there are entities 
in the world that find comfort in being 
able to do that day in and day out, we 
all suffer. We admire Israel for what it 
does. It is probably the last remaining 
country besides the United States of 
America that every day is trying to 
fight terrorism. Our friends in Europe 
turn it on and turn it off as they might 
be willing to. Frankly, it is the United 
States and Israel every day. 

But as much as we fight and as much 
as we invest in resources, as much as 
we honor the men and women of the 
armed services, 150,000 fighting for us 
in Iraq and Afghanistan, imagine if 
every single day we weren’t having to 
go out and fight that fight, but it was 
landing in our community. That should 
be the lens that we look at this conflict 
through. There are complications. It is 
a nuanced and difficult thing. It is dif-
ficult trying to persuade people who 
are democracies in Lebanon, democ-
racies in the West Bank and Gaza, that 
they shouldn’t be voting for people 
whose campaign slogan is ‘‘I want to 
drive Israel into the sea.’’ It is discour-
aging. 

It is complicated when you have a 
nation like Jordan for whom many of 
these people would consider their home 
country and have them take little re-
sponsibility for those people who are in 
the West Bank, as well as for those 
people who are in Gaza. It is a difficult, 
complicated part of the world. But 
there are some things that are immu-
table. And I would hope that we would 
all agree that one of the immutable 
things is that under no circumstance 
should any country have to withstand 
tens and tens, and hundreds, eventu-
ally thousands of rocket attacks on its 
land just because it is a small town and 
just because most people have never 
heard of it. My colleague, Congressman 
WEXLER, and I had a long debate about 
how to pronounce it. He said ‘‘Sderot.’’ 
I said ‘‘Sderot.’’ It is unclear. It was 
written originally in Hebrew. It prob-
ably appears in the Bible somewhere. 
Perhaps we can find an authority on 
that. 

These are not the most influential 
people even in Israel. But it is trou-
bling to me. I think I speak for my col-
league, Ms. BERKLEY, that day in and 
day out these attacks happen, and none 
of us even notice any more. Well, the 
children and the adults and the people 
of that community notice. They notice. 
They are traumatized by it. I think it 
is our obligation as citizens of the 
world to say that while you can have 

different viewpoints about where bor-
ders should be and you can have dif-
ferent viewpoints about the relative 
gripes of the Palestinians or the gripes 
of Hamas or who should prevail, Fatah 
or Hamas, or whether or not the Egyp-
tians are doing enough, or whether or 
not the Syrians are doing enough, or 
whether or not they are all just export-
ing terrorism in one form or the other, 
I would hope that we could agree that 
it is an international abomination that 
this is allowed to happen. 

I would be glad to yield to my col-
league from Nevada. 

Ms. BERKLEY. I want to thank my 
good friend from New York, ANTHONY 
WEINER. As usual, I am not sure that 
my presence is needed here. You have 
done such an eloquent job explaining 
the situation as it is. I am afraid I have 
to agree with our colleague, Mr. 
WEXLER, and pronounce the little town 
the way he does, but the sentiment is 
the same. 

I wish you were with us, Mr. WEINER, 
3 weeks ago when there was a congres-
sional trip to Israel. We had the oppor-
tunity to go to Sderot and see for our-
selves firsthand exactly what you are 
speaking of. I want to share with you 
my impressions. I have been to Israel 
15 times, but that was the first time 
that I had ever gone to that little bor-
der town and met the people, heard 
what they had to say, but I did. I am 
glad that I had the opportunity so I 
could share it with you and our col-
leagues now. 

We met in a strategic area of Sderot 
where we were able to look into the 
Gaza. It is less than a mile away. They 
live Palestinian and Israeli next door 
to one another. We met with a family 
who has lived there for a number of 
years and has endured the 2,000 rocket 
attacks that have taken place, that 
have been perpetrated against the citi-
zens of this community for the last 5 
years, 2,000 rocket attacks. The last 
one, as you said, happening as late as 
today as children were going to school. 

Now, Hamas and Islamic jihad have 
the timing down pretty well if they 
don’t have the accuracy, because the 
rocket attacks, the missile attacks, on 
this small Israeli town take place in 
the morning hours when children are 
headed to school and parents are head-
ed to work. Then there’s a lull. If there 
is going to be another attack, it is usu-
ally when people are coming home 
from work and their children are com-
ing back from school. 

We met a family from Sderot, a wife, 
a mother and her children. I listened to 
this mother tell us what it is like on a 
daily basis, the fear she has every time 
she sends her children out to walk to 
school, how they can’t go outside and 
play for fear that there will be an in-
coming missile that might indiscrimi-
nately hit any one of them on any 
given day. The very inaccuracy of 
these rockets make them something to 
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fear. After the last attack that she told 
us about, she grabbed her child, and 
she fell on him in an effort to save him. 
When it was over, the little boy looked 
at his mommy. He said, ‘‘Mommy, 
don’t ever fall on me to save me again. 
Because if anything was going to hap-
pen to you, what would I do without 
you?’’ 

b 1800 

The children of this little town are 
suffering in more ways than you and I 
can possibly imagine. While it is true 
that of the 2,000 attacks in the last 5 
years, eight people have died, and I 
have been told only eight people is not 
so bad, three of those eight were chil-
dren, if you are one of the eight, or 
their families, it is not bad, it is dev-
astating. And if you are the parent or 
grandparent of one of those three chil-
dren, whose only crime was being an 
Israeli child walking to school one day, 
it is a horrible, horrible thing to en-
dure. 

So the fact that there hasn’t been the 
mayhem and the injuries that are visi-
ble to the eye doesn’t make this any 
worse because of the psychological 
damage to the people of this commu-
nity and to their children, many of who 
suffer from PTSD. 

I sit on the Veterans’ Affairs Com-
mittee. We listen to testimony of our 
troops coming back from Iraq and Af-
ghanistan suffering from PTSD. As 
horrible as that is, we understand it. 
We expect it. It is going to happen. But 
as a 5, 6, 7 year-old kid, to be suffering 
from PTSD, from not being able to 
sleep at night for fear that there is 
going to be a rocket attack on their 
home, afraid to go to school, afraid to 
sit in your classroom, parents losing 
their jobs because they can’t stay at 
work when they hear that siren go off, 
they want to rush to the school where 
they know that their children are 
studying, for the hope that if, God for-
bid, anything happens, they can save 
their child, that is not a way to live. 
Nobody should live that way. 

The reason that the Congressional 
delegation met with this family and 
others in this little town was because 
they wanted to share with us what was 
going on because they feel they have 
been forgotten, not only by their own 
government, but they wanted their 
government and the United States, 
their most reliable ally, and the people 
of this world community to recognize 
what is going on, and to help them, 
help them in some way. They implored 
us to do something to stop these rocket 
attacks. 

Now, you mentioned the fact that 
about 2 years and 3 weeks ago on Au-
gust 15th Israel unilaterally disengaged 
from the Gaza. It became untenable to 
secure 7,000 settlers from 1.4 million 
Palestinians, so the Israelis made a de-
cision in the name of peace to unilater-
ally disengage from the Gaza. 

The hope was this, Mr. WEINER. The 
hope was that the Palestinian people in 
the Gaza would recognize they had a 
golden opportunity to demonstrate to 
the world that they were capable of 
governance and they would use this op-
portunity to repair the infrastructure, 
build schools, start healing their econ-
omy, build housing and hospitals for 
the Palestinian people, make it pos-
sible for 1.4 million Palestinians to 
have a future, a dream of their own 
that wasn’t mayhem and killing and 
corruption. 

Unfortunately, we have not seen 
that. What we have seen, and it is more 
and more with each passing day, is 
that Hamas is using the Gaza and the 
Palestinian people as a human fortress 
as they continue to and increase lob-
bing rockets and missiles into Israel 
from strategic locations in the Gaza. 

Why do the Palestinian people have 
to continue to suffer and live under 
these conditions? Are there no Pales-
tinian leaders willing to step up and 
say this is not what I want for my chil-
dren, it is not what I want to do to 
Israeli children? We have an obligation 
to be so much more than a launching 
pad against Israeli border towns like 
Sderot. 

What are the Israelis expected to do? 
The people of Sderot are demanding 
that the Israeli government do some-
thing, that they stop this carnage, this 
mayhem, this indiscriminate killing 
and damage. 

Well, we can examine the options of 
the Israelis. They can go back into 
Gaza, as you stated. I don’t think that 
is a viable option. The Israelis don’t 
want to reoccupy the Gaza. They can 
launch strategic attacks against those 
locations that the Kassam rockets are 
being launched from. But, as you know, 
they can be launched very quickly, and 
the perpetrators disappear within mo-
ments. And if they do that and acciden-
tally hit an innocent Palestinian fam-
ily, there would be hell to pay for that. 
So that isn’t the best possible option 
either. 

So, what is left? The Israelis provide 
the water and the sewage system and 
the electricity and power to the Gaza 
for 1.4 million Palestinians to enjoy 
some quality of life. They can cut 
those services off and 1.4 million Pal-
estinians can suffer, because Hamas 
and Islamic Jihad have used their fel-
low Palestinians as nothing more than 
a cruel shield behind which they 
launch indiscriminate attacks against 
innocent Israeli civilians, men, women 
and children, and then they use the 
Palestinian people as buffers to protect 
them from any retaliation that the 
Israelis may wish to do in order to pro-
tect their own people. 

Mr. WEINER. Reclaiming my time, I 
think you have raised the essential 
question, why is it that people are at-
tacking Sderot? What is the great po-
litical fight that is going on that leads 

people to be launching missiles out of 
Gaza into Sderot? 

There was once upon a time a con-
flict over whether or not Israel should 
be occupying this territory. They are 
not. What is it now that the fight is 
over? What is it, now that Hamas has 
been elected and there has been this 
dramatic increase in them, what is the 
objective of those people who are com-
mitting these acts of terrorism? It is 
no longer a border dispute. The Gaza 
strip, the Israelis have said okay, it is 
yours. Take it. Take it and control it, 
govern it, be responsible for it on your 
own. 

It also raises another question. 
Hamas was elected in the West Bank 
and Gaza. This notion that they only 
control the Gaza, the West Bank is 
under someone else’s control, remem-
ber now, this is a new government 
under a democracy, and I largely have 
agreed with the President when he has 
said, you know, democracy is a virtue 
that we should try to encourage 
throughout the world. 

Well, while there is a lot of com-
plaints you can make about the people 
that they chose, this was a pretty free 
and clear election. No one has accused 
them of cooking the books or stealing 
the election. If anything, Fattah was in 
control of more of the apparatus, they 
should have won. 

So now Hamas has been elected and 
there has been a dramatic increase of 
attacks. These are the numbers just 
since June. Every week, 7, 14, 12. This 
is a week. This is not over the course of 
a month, this is just over the course of 
each week how much there has been. 
And the question has to be, what is 
now the fight over? What is it that the 
terrorists, what is it that Hamas, what 
is it the people here are trying to do? 

Well, could it be could it be that the 
people here in Gaza are always going to 
attack the citizens of Israel. What is 
then the logical extension our policy? 
It is fine to say, all right, let’s try to 
figure it out. The Saudis have put forth 
this plan and said let’s return the 
country to the 1967 borders. Maybe that 
is the solution. 

Well, the Lebanese border is no 
longer under contest. The United Na-
tions decided where the line should be. 
Israel said you are wrong, but we are 
going to observe your line. 

The Palestinians said the Gaza Strip 
is ours. The Israelis said, well, we don’t 
believe you can secure it and it won’t 
be safe for us to leave, but we are going 
to leave anyway. So now you have peo-
ple crossing over from Lebanon and 
taking prisoners and declaring war. 
You have the Palestinians electing a 
terrorist organization and increasing 
the amount of attacks. 

What is it they want? This is not, my 
colleagues, a basic border dispute any 
more. Now you can only conclude if 
they are attacking a small town of 
22,000 people just because they can, 
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that their objective is going to be 
under every circumstance, whenever 
given the opportunity, they are going 
to attack. 

Now, I don’t say that to drag us into 
a larger discussion about what the ulti-
mate solution to this challenge is, ex-
cept to say for many Americans who 
look at this part of the world and don’t 
see the nuances, they say can’t they 
just work something out there? Just 
kind of find a border that works for ev-
eryone. 

Well, Sderot is nowhere near the bor-
der here. It has never been under Pales-
tinian control, ever. 

Ms. BERKLEY. It is not in dispute. 
Mr. WEINER. Unless you believe, 

which some people may, that all of 
Israel should be under Arab control. 
Then you don’t believe in this existen-
tial sense that Israel should believe at 
all. 

Ms. BERKLEY. Of course, Hamas’ 
charter says exactly that, that Israel 
does not have a right to exist. They 
refuse to recognize Israel’s right to 
exist. So if Israel doesn’t exist then the 
Israelis don’t exist, and they can do 
anything they want in their minds 
when it comes to the people of Sderot. 

Mr. WEINER. And I think the gentle-
woman is right, except in her pro-
nunciation, which was confirmed with 
the embassy earlier today that there is 
no T and it is Sderot. But that is an-
other whole conversation, which is why 
I would never get elected to the 
Knesset from that district. 

Ms. BERKLEY. Or to the First Con-
gressional District in Nevada. 

Mr. WEINER. That is probably right. 
But the point is, to be serious here, we 
have heard a great deal here recently 
about the upcoming meetings that are 
going to be going on with foreign secre-
taries to try to resolve and prop up Abu 
Mazen, who is the leader of the Fattah 
faction that lost the election, but who 
many people in the United States, and 
many people in the world community, 
feel is kind of a better choice than 
Hamas. 

Whether or not he is or isn’t or 
whether or not he speaks for anyone or 
not, it is beyond dispute that Hamas 
holds sway in the Gaza Strip. It is also 
beyond dispute that they won for rea-
sons that can be explained a lot of dif-
ferent ways. They won. They are the 
representative people of the Palestin-
ians. We may like Abu Mazen more, 
but he doesn’t seem to speak for as 
many people. 

But before I yield to the gentle-
woman, I just want to point out that 
for people who say well, maybe if Israel 
left the Gaza Strip to Palestinian con-
trol, this would be resolved. As the 
gentlewoman from Nevada pointed out, 
been there, done that. And, remember, 
many people argued that it would be a 
mistake for the Israelis to acquiesce to 
the Palestinians’ request because they 
would just use this as a launching 
ground for terrorism. 

Well, those people turned out to be 
right, and, unfortunately, rather than 
saying okay, we are going to accept 
this as our Nation and we are going to 
show that we can sustain ourselves and 
not be a hostile neighbor, it has in-
stead led to this, which is a dramatic 
increase in the amount of attacks that 
have gone on since the Palestinians 
took over the province of their own 
area. 

Ms. BERKLEY. There are a few 
points that I would like to make in re-
sponse to what you said. You know, 
when the Saudis come with this plan, 
and look, any peace plan is better than 
no peace at all, but let us keep in mind, 
in addition to the fact that Israel is no 
longer in Lebanon, and, remember, 
Hezbollah supposedly was created in an 
effort to get the Israelis out of Leb-
anon. The Israelis have been out of 
Lebanon now for 8 years and it doesn’t 
seem to matter. Hezbollah is thriving. 
They are arming and attacking Israelis 
on the Israeli side of the border. 

You quite rightly said the Israelis 
unilaterally got out of the Gaza. When 
it comes to the 1967 borders, let us re-
member, when Israel made peace with 
the Egyptians in that very historic mo-
ment of opportunity in the Middle 
East, the Israelis gave back the Sinai 
to the Egyptians that they had ac-
quired in the 1967 war. They gave it 
back with all the oil and everything 
else. They said peace is more impor-
tant to us than this land. You can have 
it. 

Remember prior to the 1967 war? The 
West Bank was part of Jordan. Jordan 
controlled the West Bank. It was Jor-
danian territory. And then after a 
number of years, the Jordanians gave 
it to the Israelis. They didn’t want to 
deal with the problems. So when we are 
talking about 1967 borders, does that 
mean that Jordan is going to take back 
the West Bank and deal with the prob-
lems that currently exist in the West 
Bank? 

There was a reason that the Pales-
tinian people turned to Hamas. They 
had a corrupt leader, a murderer, a ter-
rorist in the name of Yasser Arafat. 
The billions and billions of dollars that 
the Europeans gave to the Palestinians 
through Yasser Arafat, that the Ameri-
cans gave, in an effort to improve the 
lives of the Palestinian people, did not 
go to help the Palestinian people. Not 
one child got educated. Not one per-
son’s wounds or one person’s illness 
was cured in a new hospital. Not one 
road was built. Not one business was 
created. 

That money went into bank accounts 
that Arafat’s widow is now living on, 
and rather nicely, I would say. Out of 
desperation for the corruption of Yas-
ser Arafat’s political party, Fattah, the 
people, the Palestinian people looked 
to Hamas, a terrorist organization, to 
get their basic rights met, their basic 
needs met. Hamas was providing social 

services, unemployment benefits to the 
unemployed, clothing to those that 
were not clothed, food to those that 
were hungry, instead of the legitimate 
Palestinian Authority. There is no 
wonder that the Palestinian people 
turned to Hamas. 

But what we see in Hamas is a ter-
rorist organization that refuses Israel’s 
right to exist, that rains terror on bor-
der towns like Sderot, only because 
they can’t get to the bigger towns be-
cause of the security and that security 
fence that the entire world condemned 
Israel for building in an effort to pro-
tect its own citizens from terrorist at-
tacks. 

So, now we are at a crossroads. The 
Palestinian people don’t have to con-
tinue to support Hamas. Right now, the 
Gaza is a no-man’s land. What few 
Christians are left in the Gaza are 
being subjected to forced conversions. 
Hamas is indiscriminantly walking the 
streets shooting at point-blank range 
any former member of Fattah. And the 
Palestinian people are caught in the 
crossfire. 

It is time for the international com-
munity to speak as one voice in an ef-
fort to bring peace to the Palestinians 
and to the people of Israel, and the 
place to start is in Sderot. 

Mr. WEINER. Let me just reclaim 
my time briefly and just make one or 
two points. 

When I posited in the introduction to 
this special order the idea, well, what 
would you do if you were faced with 
this kind of challenge? Well, imagine, 
if you can, that you were able to build 
a wall tall enough into the sky to 
intercept any of those rockets. You 
would say jackpot. We figured out a 
way to do it. It is not pleasant, it is not 
nice, but we figured out a way. Or a 
giant net to catch them all. 

Well, they didn’t have indiscriminate 
missile attacks coming from this part 
of the Palestinian territories. They had 
human beings who had strapped arma-
ments around their waist filled with 
ball bearings and nails, and they had 
them walk into cafes and walk into dis-
cotheques and blow themselves up and 
everyone near them. 

So Israel, after trying to detect them 
as best they could and stop them as 
best they could, and having remarkable 
success as doing that, found that, you 
know, what, we don’t like doing this, 
but let’s build a wall, a fence in some 
cases, a wall in other parts of it, to 
stop people from just walking across. 

Well, it is the equivalent of trying to 
catch those missiles, and it makes a 
certain amount of common sense. It is 
a terrible message and a terrible sign 
and you hate to do it for your neighbor, 
just the same way if you were living 
next door to someone to build a high 
concrete wall between you and your 
neighbor. You would never want to do 
it, unless they started walking across 
into your lawn and blowing you and 
your family up. 
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So they went and they constructed 

this wall. Do you know, I say rhetori-
cally, because I know the gentlewoman 
from Nevada knows, the amount of 
international hue and cry that went 
on, how outrageous it was for the 
Israelis? Even our government said 
they were opposed to the idea of build-
ing this security fence. 

Well, it has been successful. They 
have figured out a way, albeit not the 
best possible way. The best possible 
way is to say the people of the West 
Bank, the people of Gaza, you want 
your own state. We want you to have 
your own state. The United States 
does. The Israeli government does. A 
recent poll showed that 87 percent of 
the population of Israel said we want 
the Palestinians to have their own 
state. But if every time you cede more 
responsibility to the territories it leads 
to more violence, it makes you long for 
a solution. 

b 1815 

So what is the solution? Well, the 
most ideal solution is for the Palestin-
ians, as you say, to stand up and say, 
look, we have high-rises here in Gaza 
City. We are living not very good lives 
here. We have been cut off from the 
international world because the source 
of our economic activities is being 
good neighbors to everyone else in the 
world. Israel and Egypt both went up 
economically the moment they signed 
the Camp David Accords because they 
realized that international coopera-
tion, although not a great love, but 
international cooperation leads to ben-
efits for everyone. 

So the people of Gaza have to say, 
look, what is it that it is getting us? 
We are terrorizing our neighbors, but 
to what end? Eventually the Israelis 
are going to have to say something. 
The Israelis are deliberating now on 
what steps to take. Can you blame 
them if they say, we are going to cut 
off all electricity to the city until it 
stops? Can you blame them if they say, 
we are going to close off all border 
crossings until it stops? You can’t pos-
sibly blame the Israeli Government for 
whatever they do to protect the people 
of Sderot. 

But the objective should not be what 
kind of defensive, and you know that 
the Israelis are now experimenting 
with not one but two antimissile sys-
tems to try to stop them. It is billions 
of dollars. 

When I visited Israel last week, the 
defense minister was saying, I am not 
satisfied with having one antimissile 
system. We may need to have two of 
them to protect them both from the 
Lebanese border and from the rockets 
coming in on Sderot. 

But the real solution is for the Pales-
tinian people and the international 
community to say, look, if you want to 
live side by side as a two-state commu-
nity, let’s get to talking about how to 

do that. If your objective is to have 
nonstop violence, then you act the way 
you are, the way Hamas and their sup-
porters are acting in Gaza. You just 
keep doing acts of war over and over 
again. The Israeli people, God bless 
them, whenever there is a hint of a pos-
sibility of a chance of some kind of a 
negotiated settlement, they pursue it. 

Ms. BERKLEY. When I was part of 
this congressional delegation a few 
weeks ago, and maybe last week you 
heard the same thing, it was the Israeli 
Government that was promoting pro-
viding resources for the Palestinians. 
They want the American Government 
to support Abu Mazen. They want us to 
prop up the Palestinian people because 
they know this might be the last op-
portunity they have for peace. 

And you brought up a really good 
point. I can’t say that the Egyptians 
and the Israelis love each other and 
sing Kumbiya by the camp fire. The 
same thing with the Jordanians. This 
is not a warm peace; it is a peace. You 
don’t have to love thy neighbor, but 
you can live side by side in peace. I 
think that is what we should be going 
for. 

If I thought for a minute these indis-
criminate attacks on Sderot and other 
border towns was an effort to create a 
Palestinian state, maybe I could under-
stand that, as addled as that is. But 
this has nothing to do with creating a 
Palestinian state; this has everything 
to be the elimination, dare I say exter-
mination, of the State of Israel. That is 
what strikes fear in my heart. 

Mr. WEINER. And then the question 
has to be raised, as much good inten-
tion as Secretary of State Rice and the 
administration may have here, having 
sit-downs and negotiations with 
Mahmoud Abbas and trying to present 
him with aid and trying to make his 
government or the idea that his 
thoughts or actions would be better for 
the Palestinian people, does that bring 
us one inch closer to stopping the at-
tacks on Sderot? Does it do anything 
to truly enforce the idea that Gaza is 
under control? And the people voted for 
them. And by the way, this notion that 
they just carried, this is not like an 
electoral college map, they just carried 
Gaza, they have broad support through-
out the West Bank as well. 

Ms. BERKLEY. Well, Fatah’s corrup-
tion permeated the entire Palestinian 
Authority. 

Mr. WEINER. But I have to say to 
the gentlelady, this notion that it was 
a response to corruption, when some-
one campaigns and gives you a flyer, 
vote for me and I am going to wipe out 
the State of Israel, and then the mo-
ment they get in, they increase the 
amount of attacks going on, at a cer-
tain point you have to say this is not 
about who is going to fix the potholes. 
They are doing exactly what they said. 

It might be true that message took 
hold in an environment where Fatah 

was corrupt, but I think we in some 
ways let them off the hook a little bit. 
They did campaign on the idea of driv-
ing Israel into the sea. 

Ms. BERKLEY. And I would be the 
last one to disagree with you. 

Mr. WEINER. But I think it is impor-
tant to realize that we hear it just 
about every day out of the State De-
partment, and this is true under Demo-
cratic administrations as well, Israel 
must show restraint. Every time there 
is an attack we hear that, Israel must 
show restraint. 

Imagine if there were two attacks in 
New Jersey or in Pennsylvania. Imag-
ine if there was one, and imagine if al 
Qaeda had just won the elections in To-
ronto and these attacks started, would 
any of us say we have to show re-
straint? 

Ms. BERKLEY. Absolutely not. 
Mr. WEINER. I believe that Israel 

has shown restraint the likes of which 
I don’t think we have seen a nation on 
Earth ever show. If you think of the 
sheer number of attacks they have 
withstood over the course of time, put-
ting aside the 2,000 or so in Sderot, for-
bearance has been the bottom line. 

But I think if you want to truly solve 
this problem, first you have to let the 
Israelis do what they need to do to pro-
tect this tiny town. 

Ms. BERKLEY. Yes. 
Mr. WEINER. Also, you have to rec-

ognize when you look at these borders, 
no one, not even Hamas says the West 
Bank is still occupied. Israel left, and 
now there is no other explanation for 
the activity except to say that one of 
the things that they are doing is living 
up to their campaign promise. 

This isn’t the subject of rhetoric. Our 
colleague from Pennsylvania who has 
joined us saw this stockpile. This is the 
police station in Sderot. This is what 
they have in the back. You can see a 
little bit in the photographs, they 
mark taunts, Hebrew taunts on all of 
the rockets before they send them. 
This is essentially a pipe you can get 
down at a hardware store, four wings 
that stabilize it, and then there is es-
sentially a pound and a half of arma-
ments in the tip, just enough to kill 
and terrorize wherever it lands. 

Ms. BERKLEY. We have one of our 
most esteemed freshmen here who was 
on the trip to Israel. 

Mr. WEINER. I yield to the gen-
tleman. 

Mr. ALTMIRE. It was my first trip to 
Israel, and I know the gentlewoman 
from Nevada has been there multiple 
times, countless times, in fact. For me 
to have seen firsthand what you are 
talking about today, there really is 
nothing like seeing it in person. 

When we went to the border, and I 
know that the gentlewoman has talked 
about this tonight, we went to the bor-
der with Gaza and we looked at Sderot 
and we had families there that until re-
cently lived in Gaza. The mother of 
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course with the children, she pointed 
across to where she used to live. She 
said, ‘‘That used to be my house.’’ She 
told her story about when she is get-
ting her kids ready for school, the 
alarms will go off and they know that 
the bombs are starting to come in. She 
told this gut-wrenching story about 
her experience in a minivan with her 
kids getting ready to go to school and 
the alarm goes off. That really puts it 
in perspective that these are families 
that are just trying to get through the 
day, and this is what they have to deal 
with, not once as the gentleman from 
New York said, but repeatedly over and 
over again. These families have to en-
dure the threat of that stockpile that 
he is talking about landing in their 
house, hitting their car and killing 
members of their family. These are 
things that we can’t comprehend on a 
daily basis in this country, to have 
that threat every single day raining 
down upon you. 

As the gentleman from New York de-
scribed, in many instances these are 
primitive weapons that we are talking 
about. But in many instances these are 
weapons that have rained down on this 
community by the thousands, literally 
by the thousands. And we met with a 
gentleman that one of them had hit his 
house. Again, when you see firsthand 
the people that are affected by this and 
the children that are affected by this, 
it puts in perspective the fact that 
they are living right there on the bor-
der. 

What struck me the most when we 
asked her the obvious question: Why 
don’t you just move? I think that is 
what many of us might think about 
doing. And she said much more 
articulately than I can say tonight, but 
she said: ‘‘Look, this is where we live. 
This is our home. If we move, then we 
have lost. If we move, they are going to 
move up to where we happen to be at 
that moment. Then they will start 
again and we will have to move again. 
We are not going to do that. We are 
going to stay here. This is our home. 
We are under great threat, but we are 
not moving.’’ 

That really tells the tale of the type 
of people, the fortitude that we are 
talking about. 

I had been watching the discussion 
and I couldn’t sit back any longer. I 
had to tell my piece of the story having 
seen this firsthand, and what a mag-
nificent thing it is to see the courage 
and the bravery of these people. But 
the threat that they live under is 
something that cannot be ignored. 

Mr. WEINER. I thank the gentleman. 
It should also be pointed out that 
Sderot is becoming something of a 
ghost town, and more and more people 
are leaving the city. It is not a wealthy 
town. It doesn’t have great industry. It 
was one of those places that makes 
Israel the nation that it is. A lot of 
North Africans have moved in there. It 

is a place of great diversity. You would 
be surprised seeing some of the faces 
that they are Israelis. 

You also realize very quickly, one of 
the most stunning things to recent 
visitors, is what a tiny spit of land it 
really is. This neck of land, it is not far 
that you are going to be able to go. 

When they had the Lebanese war, and 
Hezbollah had much more sophisti-
cated weaponry, we had weapons that 
were going this far south. You have 
these that go this far north. There 
aren’t too many places to go. There 
have been suicide bombings all 
throughout this area. There aren’t too 
many places you can run. 

So saying to the residents of Sderot, 
why don’t you just leave, it ignores the 
fact that there aren’t too many places. 
You essentially have one nation, as we 
all know, that is at war with 20 of her 
neighbors. This is not a peaceful neigh-
borhood. 

But the question arises, you don’t get 
a chance to think about it when you 
are raising kids in that town and try-
ing to figure out how to keep them 
safe. We spoke to a schoolteacher when 
I visited there a year ago, and that 
teacher tells the story of having 10- 
year-old kids having to take tranquil-
izers in the morning because it is a 
traumatizing experience to get up in 
the morning. 

While there is some randomness to 
where the weapons hit, there is not a 
randomness to the time of day. They 
launch them during the mornings when 
the kids are on the way to school and 
in the afternoon when they are coming 
back from school, and they have a par-
ticular fondness for Sabbath and for 
holidays. There was a synagogue that 
was blown up right after morning pray-
ers on a Saturday morning. 

What is it that we should learn from 
this about going forward what our 
strategy should be? Well, for one thing, 
this tiny tract of land is where the 
weapons are coming through. They are 
not coming through Israel or through 
the Mediterranean Sea; although, there 
were one or two cases in years past 
where boats were intercepted, but we 
have a pretty sophisticated under-
standing what goes on here. It is com-
ing through tunnels from Egypt. 

So we should be saying to Egypt, for 
a country that gets $3.5 billion in aid 
every year, we should say to them, 
enough is enough. Until you show the 
ability to get control of this border, we 
are not going to provide any of our aid 
in the form of military. You want hu-
manitarian assistance, that’s fine. 

Secondly, the last thing we want to 
have is for these to be tipped with 
laser-guided systems like the ones 
being proposed to that part of the 
world. We can’t let that technology 
seep into the region so these now have 
precision guidance. 

Finally, we have to say to the United 
Nations and to the international com-

munity: What more do you want the 
Israelis to do? They have left. They 
have left that part of the world. What 
is it that you are demanding they do? 

I would say to the people who sponsor 
these resolutions in the United Nations 
condemning Israel, okay, picture your-
self as being the chief administrative 
officer of a government who is getting 
attacked by thousands of rockets; what 
do you propose they do? A giant net in 
the sky? They tried building a wall and 
a fence here, and they were criticized 
for that. 

From a policy perspective, and ‘‘re-
straint’’ is a nice and vague term, what 
we should be doing is saying to the 
Israelis, you need to protect your-
selves, and we should be leading the 
charge at the United Nations to con-
sider this international acts of war. 
They are a democracy. They are a free-
standing government. These are acts of 
war. I think that the Israelis would be 
well within their rights to respond 
however they would like. 

The final thing we have to do, and if 
some of my southern colleagues were 
here, they would come up with an in-
teresting colloquialism on how to say 
this. 

b 1830 

But I hate to be a fly in the ointment 
about this whole idea of propping up 
Mahmoud Abbas. If Mahmoud Abbas 
has any ability to stop these rockets 
from launching from Gaza into Sderot, 
let him start to do something about it 
today. We keep hearing about this 
international conference and coming 
up with agreements and giving him 
money. I don’t understand what pos-
sible good it’s going to do when Fatah 
has no authority and no control over 
this part of the world. 

Ms. BERKLEY. As I said earlier, 
Hamas is walking around the streets 
indiscriminately shooting anybody 
that had anything to do with Fatah. 
They’re consolidating their power, 
power to do what I haven’t got the 
slightest idea. 

But I wanted to tell my colleague, 
who we had a pleasure of sharing this 
experience that I think he will remem-
ber when we all got back on the bus, 
there were a lot of people that were 
misty-eyed. I think it was a shock to 
most of us to see what these people are 
going through on a daily basis. 

And I looked around at our col-
leagues, and these are pretty sophisti-
cated politicians. They’ve been in of-
fice for quite a while in different capac-
ities, but I think everybody was taken 
aback and shocked and very touched by 
the families that we met and felt the 
pain that they go through on a daily 
basis. It was an important message for 
us to see. 

Mr. ALTMIRE. That’s right. We were 
touched by the pain, but we were also 
touched by the courage that they en-
dure daily these attacks, and they stay 
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and they don’t have to do that, but 
they make the decision to be there. 
And when you see the story and you 
see the children firsthand, and again, 
when they point across in the Gaza and 
say I used to live in that house right 
there, that used to be my house. 

Ms. BERKLEY. And we could see the 
house. I mean, they didn’t have to go 
it’s over there behind the mountain, 
no, no, there it was. 

And I have to tell you something 
else. One of the ministers that we met 
with said this about the conferences, 
and again, the Israelis are pushing any 
type of peace and support that they 
can get with the Palestinians. But they 
said, they want us to meet, so we’ll 
meet, but if they refuse to recognize 
Israel’s right to exist, what are we 
meeting about? Will they allow us to 
exist? What compromise do you make 
with people that don’t recognize your 
right to exist? Do you compromise that 
you could exist for 20 more years, 30 
more years, 50 more years? There’s no 
compromise to be made with people 
that don’t recognize that you are a per-
son with a right to exist. 

Mr. WEINER. Well, in conclusion, 
our time is expired, but I want to 
thank the gentlewoman from Nevada 
and the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
for joining us here today, and I just 
would close with this. 

There are big, complicated conflicts 
that are going on in that part of that 
world. They’re not going to be easy to 
resolve. For years, we’ve been watching 
with some level of success but a great 
deal of failure, but just imagine the 
circumstances if tomorrow, when you 
dropped off your kids at school, a cou-
ple of times during the day they’d have 
to look like this rather than studying 
their school books. Imagine if an 8, 9, 
10-year-old child had to be on tranquil-
izers in order to get through the day. 

There are some things that just are 
without any political nuance, without 
any varnish, and are just wrong. 
What’s going on in Sderot is just 
wrong. 

Mr. ISRAEL. Mr. Speaker, I rise today in 
great concern over the ongoing Qassam at-
tacks on the southern city of Sderot, Israel. 
Sderot is a community that has been plagued 
with frequent and intense firing on its inhab-
itants and infrastructure since Hamas’s take-
over of Gaza. These Palestinian militants are 
attempting to destroy an entire population and 
bring everyday life there to a halt. 

Even today, two Qassam rockets landed in 
the vicinity of Sderot. One of these rockets 
was aimed at and landed near a kindergarten, 
on the first week of the new school year. 
Imagine the dilemma parents in this region 
face—they don’t know if their children on any 
given day are safer at school, or at home 
given the continued rocket firings. 

These homemade rockets cannot aim solely 
at military targets because they do not have 
any degree of precision. They are primitive, 
short-range, home-made rockets that do not 
have the technical capability to be guided, and 

consequently, strike innocent civilians. They 
have indiscriminately destroyed the economy 
and physically and psychologically devastated 
family life. 

The current situation is unacceptable—the 
terror organization Hamas is clearly violating 
Israel’s sovereignty and overriding Israel’s 
right over its land and people. 

A city of no more than 24,000, Sderot is 
less than a mile from the border with Gaza, 
where Israel withdrew its troops in the summer 
of 2005. Since then, thousands of these rock-
ets pummeled this city and terrorized men, 
women and children on a daily basis. Sderot 
citizens are unable to go about their normal 
lives and should not be expected to live under 
this permanent threat. 

Israel has shown considerable restraint and 
patience in dealing with this terrorist firing, de-
spite the severity of the situation and the cas-
ualties and injuries they have taken. However, 
Israel has the complete right to defend itself 
against these intolerable attacks. No belief, 
however misguided, can justify the victimiza-
tion of innocent people. 

I would like to express my solidarity not only 
with the citizens of Sderot, but with victims of 
terrorism around the world. We need to do ev-
erything we can to bring an end to this unjust 
situation and help create a lasting peace so 
that the citizens of Sderot can go about their 
lives. 

f 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. WEINER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
have 5 legislative days to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and insert extra-
neous material on the subject of my 
Special Order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from New York? 

There was no objection. 

f 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted to: 

Ms. MATSUI (at the request of Mr. 
HOYER) for today until 12:30 p.m. on ac-
count of attending a funeral. 

Mr. VISCLOSKY (at the request of Mr. 
HOYER) for today and the balance of 
the week on account of family illness. 

Mr. CARTER (at the request of Mr. 
BOEHNER) for today and the balance of 
the week on account of illness in the 
family. 

Mr. YOUNG of Florida (at the request 
of Mr. BOEHNER) for today on account 
of medical reasons. 

f 

SPECIAL ORDERS GRANTED 

By unanimous consent, permission to 
address the House, following the legis-
lative program and any special orders 
heretofore entered, was granted to: 

(The following Members (at the re-
quest of Mr. MCDERMOTT) to revise and 
extend their remarks and include ex-
traneous material:) 

Mr. CUMMINGS, for 5 minutes, today. 
Ms. WOOLSEY, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mrs. MCCARTHY of New York, for 5 

minutes, today. 
Mr. DEFAZIO, for 5 minutes, today. 
Ms. KAPTUR, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. MCDERMOTT, for 5 minutes, 

today. 
Mr. ELLISON, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. SPRATT, for 5 minutes, today. 
(The following Members (at the re-

quest of Mr. TIM MURPHY of Pennsyl-
vania) to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous mate-
rial:) 

Mr. POE, for 5 minutes, September 13. 
Mr. TIM MURPHY of Pennsylvania, for 

5 minutes, today. 
Mr. GARRETT of New Jersey, for 5 

minutes, today. 
Ms. FOXX, for 5 minutes, today. 

f 

BILLS PRESENTED TO THE 
PRESIDENT 

Lorraine C. Miller, Clerk of the 
House reports that on August 1, 2007 
she presented to the President of the 
United States, for his approval, the fol-
lowing bills. 

H.R. 1. To provide for the implementation 
of the recommendations of the National 
Commission on Terrorist Attacks Upon the 
United States. 

Lorraine C. Miller, Clerk of the 
House reports that on August 4, 2007 
she presented to the President of the 
United States, for his approval, the fol-
lowing bills. 

H.R. 2272. To invest in innovation through 
research and development, and to improve 
the competitiveness of the United States. 

Lorraine C. Miller, Clerk of the 
House reports that on August 6, 2007 
she presented to the President of the 
United States, for his approval, the fol-
lowing bills. 

H.R. 1260. To designate the facility of the 
United States Postal Service located at 6301 
Highway 58 in Harrison, Tennessee, as the 
‘‘Claude Ramsey Post Office’’. 

H.R. 1335. To designate the facility of the 
United States Postal Service located at 508 
East Main Street in Seneca, South Carolina, 
as the ‘‘S/Sgt Lewis G. Watkins Post Office 
Building’’. 

H.R. 1384. To designate the facility of the 
United States Postal Service located at 118 
Minner Avenue in Bakersfield, California, as 
the ‘‘Buck Owens Post Office’’. 

H.R. 1425. To designate the facility of the 
United States Postal Service located at 4551 
East 52nd Street in Odessa, Texas, as the 
‘‘Staff Sergeant Marvin ‘Rex’ Young Post Of-
fice Building’’. 

H.R. 1434. To designate the facility of the 
United States Postal Service located at 896 
Pittsburgh Street in Springdale, Pennsyl-
vania, as the ‘‘Rachel Carson Post Office 
Building’’. 

H.R. 1617. To designate the facility of the 
United States Postal Service located at 561 
Kingsland Avenue in University City, Mis-
souri, as the ‘‘Harriett F. Woods Post Office 
Building’’. 

H.R. 1722. To designate the facility of the 
United States Postal Service located at 601 
Banyan Trail in Boca Raton, Florida, as the 
‘‘Leonard W. Herman Post Office’’. 
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H.R. 2025. To designate the facility of the 

United States Postal Service located at 11033 
South State Street in Chicago, Illinois, as 
the ‘‘Willye B. White Post Office Building’’. 

H.R. 2077. To designate the facility of the 
United States Postal Service located at 20805 
State Route 125 in Blue Creek, Ohio, as the 
‘‘George B. Lewis Post Office Building’’. 

H.R. 2078. To designate the facility of the 
United States Postal Service located at 14536 
State Route 136 in Cherry Fork, Ohio, as the 
‘‘Staff Sergeant Omer ‘O.T.’ Hawkins Post 
Office’’. 

H.R. 2127. To designate the facility of the 
United States Postal Service located at 408 
West 6th Street in Chelsea, Oklahoma, as the 
‘‘Clem Rogers McSpadden Post Office Build-
ing’’. 

H.R. 2309. To designate the facility of the 
United States Postal Service located at 3916 
Milgen Road in Columbus, Georgia, as the 
‘‘Frank G. Lumpkin, Jr. Post Office Build-
ing’’. 

H.R. 2563. To designate the facility of the 
United States Postal Service located at 309 

East Linn Street in Marshalltown, Iowa, as 
the ‘‘Major Scott Nisely Post Office’’. 

H.R. 2570. To designate the facility of the 
United States Postal Service located at 301 
Boardwalk Drive in Fort Collins, Colorado, 
as the ‘‘Dr. Karl E. Carson Post Office Build-
ing’’. 

H.R. 2688. To designate the facility of the 
United States Postal Service located 103 
South Getty Street in Uvalde, Texas, as the 
‘‘Dolph Briscoe, Jr. Post Office Building’’. 

H.R. 2863. To authorize the Coquille Indian 
Tribe of the State of Oregon to convey land 
and interests in land owned by the Tribe. 

H.R. 2952. To authorize the Saginaw Chip-
pewa Tribe of Indians of the State of Michi-
gan to convey land and interests in land 
owned by the Tribe. 

H.R. 3006. To improve the use of a grant of 
a parcel of land to the State of Idaho for use 
as an agricultural college, and for other pur-
poses. 

H.R. 3206. To provide for an additional tem-
porary extension of programs under the 
Small Business Act and the Small Business 

Investment Act of 1958 through December 15, 
2007, and for other purposes. 

H.R. 3311. To authorize additional funds for 
emergency repairs and reconstruction of the 
Interstate I–35 bridge located in Minneapolis, 
Minnesota, that collapsed on August 1, 2007, 
to waive the $100,000,000 limitation on emer-
gency relief funds for those emergency re-
pairs and reconstruction, and for other pur-
poses. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. WEINER. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 6 o’clock and 34 minutes 
p.m.), the House adjourned until to-
morrow, Friday, September 7, 2007, at 9 
a.m. 

h 
EXPENDITURE REPORTS CONCERNING OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL 

Reports concerning the foreign currencies and U.S. dollars utilized for speaker-authorized official travel during the 
first and second quarters of 2007, pursuant to Public Law 95–384 are as follows: 

(AMENDED) REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, DELEGATION TO NATO PARLIAMENTARIAN ASSEMBLY WINTER MEETING IN BRUSSELS, BELGIUM, FOLLOWED 
BY ORGANIZATION FOR ECONOMIC COOPERATION AND DEVELOPMENT (OECD) MEETING IN PARIS, FRANCE AND BILATERAL MEETINGS IN ROME, ITALY AND RAMSTEIN AIR FORCE 
BASE, GERMANY HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED FEB. 17 AND FEB. 25, 2007 

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Hon. John Tanner .................................................... 2 /17 2/20 Belgium ............................................... .................... 1,671.06 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 4,129.05 
2 /20 2/22 France .................................................. .................... 1,069.03 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 4,129.05 
2 /22 2/24 Italy ...................................................... .................... 1,172.96 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 4,129.05 
2 /24 2/25 Germany ............................................... .................... 216.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 4,129.05 

Hon. Melissa Bean ................................................. 2 /17 2/20 Belgium ............................................... .................... 1,671.06 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 4,129.05 
2 /20 2/22 France .................................................. .................... 1,069.03 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 4,129.05 
2 /22 2/24 Italy ...................................................... .................... 1,172.96 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 4,129.05 
2 /24 2/25 Germany ............................................... .................... 216.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 4,129.05 

Hon. John Boozman ................................................ 2 /17 2/20 Belgium ............................................... .................... 1,671.06 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 4,129.05 
2 /20 2/22 France .................................................. .................... 1,069.03 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 4,129.05 
2 /22 2/24 Italy ...................................................... .................... 1,172.96 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 4,129.05 
2 /24 2/25 Germany ............................................... .................... 216.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 4,129.05 

Hon. Ben Chandler ................................................. 2 /17 2/20 Belgium ............................................... .................... 1,671.06 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 4,129.05 
2 /20 2/22 France .................................................. .................... 1,069.03 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 4,129.05 
2 /22 2/24 Italy ...................................................... .................... 1,172.96 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 4,129.05 
2 /24 2/25 Germany ............................................... .................... 216.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 4,129.05 

Hon. Jo Ann Emerson ............................................. 2 /17 2/20 Belgium ............................................... .................... 1,671.06 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 4,129.05 
2 /20 2/22 France .................................................. .................... 1,069.03 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 4,129.05 
2 /22 2/24 Italy ...................................................... .................... 1,172.96 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 4,129.05 
2 /24 2/25 Germany ............................................... .................... 216.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 4,129.05 

Hon. Paul Gillmor ................................................... 2 /17 2/20 Belgium ............................................... .................... 1,671.06 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 4,129.05 
2 /20 2/22 France .................................................. .................... 1,069.03 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 4,129.05 
2 /22 2/24 Italy ...................................................... .................... 1,172.96 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 4,129.05 
2 /24 2/25 Germany ............................................... .................... 216.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 4,129.05 

Hon. Dennis Moore ................................................. 2 /17 2/20 Belgium ............................................... .................... 1,671.06 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 4,129.05 
2 /20 2/22 France .................................................. .................... 1,069.03 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 4,129.05 
2 /22 2/24 Italy ...................................................... .................... 1,172.96 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 4,129.05 
2 /24 2/25 Germany ............................................... .................... 216.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 4,129.05 

Delegation Expenses: 
Representational Functions ........................... ............. .................... .............................................................. .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 13,676.33 .................... 13,676.33 
Miscellaneous ................................................ ............. .................... .............................................................. .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 238.00 .................... 238.00 

Committee total ........................................ ............. .................... .............................................................. .................... 74,318.91 .................... 43,237.74 .................... 13,914.33 .................... 131,470.98 

1 Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
2 If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 
3 Military air transportation. 

JOHN TANNER, Chairman, Aug. 3, 2007. 

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, DELEGATION TO ROME, ITALY, FLORENCE, ITALY, AND RAMSTEIN, GERMANY, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED 
BETWEEN MAY 27 AND JUNE 1, 2007 

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Hon. Shelley Berkley ................................................ 5 /27 5 /30 Italy ....................................................... .................... 239.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 717.00 
5 /30 5 /30 Italy ....................................................... .................... 205.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 205.00 
5 /30 6 /1 Germany ................................................ .................... 459.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 459.00 

Committee total ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,381.00 

1 Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
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2 If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 

SHELLEY BERKLEY, Chairman, July 17, 2007. 

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, DELEGATION TO RUSSIA, SWEDEN, AND ESTONIA, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN JUNE 30 AND 
JULY 7, 2007 

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Hon. John A. Boehner .............................................. 6 /30 7 /3 Russia ................................................... .................... 1,819.68 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 1,819.68 
Hon. Jo Bonner ........................................................ 6 /30 7 /3 Russia ................................................... .................... 1,819.68 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 1,819.68 
Hon. Dave Camp ..................................................... 6 /30 7 /3 Russia ................................................... .................... 1,819.68 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 1,819.68 
Hon. Dennis A. Cardoza .......................................... 6 /30 7 /3 Russia ................................................... .................... 1,819.68 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 1,819.68 
Hon. John Kline ........................................................ 6 /30 7 /3 Russia ................................................... .................... 1,819.68 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 1,819.68 
Hon. Devin Nunes .................................................... 6 /30 7 /3 Russia ................................................... .................... 1,819.68 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 1,819.68 
Father Dan Coughlin ............................................... 6 /30 7 /3 Russia ................................................... .................... 1,819.68 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 1,819.68 
Dr. John Eisold ........................................................ 6 /30 7 /3 Russia ................................................... .................... 1,819.68 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 1,819.68 
Wilson Livingood ...................................................... 6 /30 7 /3 Russia ................................................... .................... 1,819.68 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 1,819.68 
Paula Nowakowski ................................................... 6 /30 7 /3 Russia ................................................... .................... 1,819.68 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 1,819.68 
Amy Lozupone .......................................................... 6 /30 7 /3 Russia ................................................... .................... 1,819.68 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 1,819.68 
Greg Maurer ............................................................. 6 /30 7 /3 Russia ................................................... .................... 1,819.68 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 1,819.68 
Jennifer Stewart ....................................................... 6 /30 7 /3 Russia ................................................... .................... 1,819.68 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 1,819.68 
Hon. John A. Boehner .............................................. 7 /3 7 /5 Sweden ................................................. .................... 1,118.08 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 1,118.08 
Hon. Jo Bonner ........................................................ 7 /3 7 /5 Sweden ................................................. .................... 1,118.08 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 1,118.08 
Hon. Dave Camp ..................................................... 7 /3 7 /5 Sweden ................................................. .................... 1,118.08 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 1,118.08 
Hon. Dennis A. Cardoza .......................................... 7 /3 7 /5 Sweden ................................................. .................... 1,118.08 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 1,118.08 
Hon. John Kline ........................................................ 7 /3 7 /5 Sweden ................................................. .................... 1,118.08 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 1,118.08 
Hon. Devin Nunes .................................................... 7 /3 7 /5 Sweden ................................................. .................... 1,118.08 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 1,118.08 
Father Dan Coughlin ............................................... 7 /3 7 /5 Sweden ................................................. .................... 1,073.32 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 1,073.32 
Dr. John Eisold ........................................................ 7 /3 7 /5 Sweden ................................................. .................... 1,073.32 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 1,073.32 
Wilson Livingood ...................................................... 7 /3 7 /5 Sweden ................................................. .................... 1,073.32 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 1,073.32 
Paula Nowakowski ................................................... 7 /3 7 /5 Sweden ................................................. .................... 1,073.32 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 1,073.32 
Amy Lozupone .......................................................... 7 /3 7 /5 Sweden ................................................. .................... 1,073.32 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 1,073.32 
Greg Maurer ............................................................. 7 /3 7 /5 Sweden ................................................. .................... 1,073.32 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 1,073.32 
Jennifer Stewart ....................................................... 7 /3 7 /5 Sweden ................................................. .................... 1,073.32 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 1,073.32 
Hon. John A. Boehner .............................................. 7 /5 7 /7 Estonia .................................................. .................... 618.76 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 618.76 
Hon. Jo Bonner ........................................................ 7 /5 7 /7 Estonia .................................................. .................... 618.76 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 618.76 
Hon. Dave Camp ..................................................... 7 /5 7 /7 Estonia .................................................. .................... 618.76 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 618.76 
Hon. Dennis A. Cardoza .......................................... 7 /5 7 /7 Estonia .................................................. .................... 618.76 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 618.76 
Hon. John Kline ........................................................ 7 /5 7 /7 Estonia .................................................. .................... 618.76 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 618.76 
Hon. Devin Nunes .................................................... 7 /5 7 /7 Estonia .................................................. .................... 618.76 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 618.76 
Father Dan Coughlin ............................................... 7 /5 7 /7 Estonia .................................................. .................... 586.16 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 586.16 
Dr. John Eisold ........................................................ 7 /5 7 /7 Estonia .................................................. .................... 586.16 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 586.16 
Wilson Livingood ...................................................... 7 /5 7 /7 Estonia .................................................. .................... 586.16 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 586.16 
Paula Nowakowski ................................................... 7 /5 7 /5 Estonia .................................................. .................... 586.16 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 586.16 
Amy Lozupone .......................................................... 7 /5 7 /7 Estonia .................................................. .................... 586.16 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 586.16 
Greg Maurer ............................................................. 7 /5 7 /7 Estonia .................................................. .................... 586.16 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 586.16 
Jennifer Stewart ....................................................... 7 /5 7 /7 Estonia .................................................. .................... 586.16 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 586.16 

Committee total ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 45,693.24 

1 Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
2 If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 
3 Military air transportation. 

JOHN A. BOEHNER, Chairman, Aug. 3, 2007. 

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, DELEGATION TO EGYPT, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN JULY 3 AND JULY 3, 2007 

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Hon. Betty McCollum ............................................... ............. ................. Egypt ..................................................... .................... .................... .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... ....................
Hon. Lincoln Davis .................................................. ............. ................. Egypt ..................................................... .................... .................... .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... ....................
William Harper ......................................................... ............. ................. Egypt ..................................................... .................... .................... .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... ....................
A. Brooke Bennett .................................................... ............. ................. Egypt ..................................................... .................... .................... .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... ....................

Committee total ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

1 Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
2 If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 
3 Military air transportation. 

BETTY McCOLLUM, Chairman, July 31, 2007. 

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, DELEGATION TO UKRAINE, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN JULY 3 AND JULY 9, 2007 

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Hon. Alcee L. Hastings ............................................ 7 /4 7 /9 Ukraine ................................................. .................... 1,730,000 .................... 3 4,444.32 .................... .................... .................... 6,174.32 
Hon. Steny Hoyer ..................................................... 7 /5 7 /7 Ukraine ................................................. .................... 692.00 .................... 3 2,593.60 .................... .................... .................... 3,285.60 
Hon. Marcy Kaptur ................................................... 7 /5 7 /9 Ukraine ................................................. .................... 1,384.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 1,384.00 
Hon. Louise McIntosh Slaughter ............................. 7 /5 7 /9 Ukraine ................................................. .................... 1,384.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 1,384.00 
Hon. Michael McNulty .............................................. 7 /5 7 /9 Ukraine ................................................. .................... 1,384.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 1,384.00 
Hon. Robert Aderholt ............................................... 7 /5 7 /9 Ukraine ................................................. .................... 1,384.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 1,384.00 
Hon. Mike McIntyre .................................................. 7 /5 7 /9 Ukraine ................................................. .................... 1,384.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 1,384.00 
Hon. Hilda Solis ....................................................... 7 /5 7 /9 Ukraine ................................................. .................... 1,384.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 1,384.00 
Hon. G.K. Butterfield ............................................... 7 /5 7 /9 Ukraine ................................................. .................... 1,384.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 1,384.00 
Hon. Doris Matsui .................................................... 7 /5 7 /9 Ukraine ................................................. .................... 1,384.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 1,384.00 
Hon. Gwen Moore ..................................................... 7 /5 7 /9 Ukraine ................................................. .................... 1,384.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 1,384.00 
Fred Turner .............................................................. 7 /5 7 /9 Ukraine ................................................. .................... 1,384.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 1,384.00 
Orest Deychakiwsky ................................................. 7 /5 7 /9 Ukraine ................................................. .................... 1,384.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 1,384.00 
Janice Helwig ........................................................... 7 /4 7 /9 Ukraine ................................................. .................... 1,413.53 .................... 2,079.75 .................... .................... .................... 3,493.28 
Marlene Kaufman .................................................... 7 /4 7 /9 Ukraine ................................................. .................... 1,376.00 .................... 3 4,430.00 .................... .................... .................... 5,806.00 
Lale Mamaux ........................................................... 7 /5 7 /9 Ukraine ................................................. .................... 1,362.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 1,362.00 
Ronald McNamara ................................................... 7 /3 7 /9 Ukraine ................................................. .................... 2,076.00 .................... 7,702.96 .................... .................... .................... 9,778.96 
Daniel Redfield ........................................................ 7 /5 7 /9 Ukraine ................................................. .................... 1,358.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 1,358.00 
Misha Thompson ..................................................... 7 /5 7 /9 Ukraine ................................................. .................... 1,327.00 .................... 3 3,383.96 .................... .................... .................... 4,710.96 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, Vol. 153, Pt. 1723718 September 6, 2007 
REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, DELEGATION TO UKRAINE, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN JULY 3 AND JULY 9, 2007—Continued 

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Janice McKinney ...................................................... 7 /5 7 /9 Ukraine ................................................. .................... 1,384.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 1,384.00 
Mariah Sixkiller ........................................................ 7 /5 7 /7 Ukraine ................................................. .................... 692.00 .................... 3 2,593.60 .................... .................... .................... 3,285.60 
Gennell Brown ......................................................... 7 /5 7 /9 Ukraine ................................................. .................... 1,384.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 1,384.00 
Amanda Sloat .......................................................... 7 /5 7 /9 Ukraine ................................................. .................... 1,384.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 1,384.00 

Committee total ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 58,630.72 

1 Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
2 If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 
3 Military air transportation. 

ALCEE L. HASTINGS, Chairman, Aug. 6, 2007. 

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMISSION ON SECURITY AND COOPERATION IN EUROPE, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN APR. 1 
AND JUNE 30, 2007 

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Senator Benjamin L. Cardin .................................... ............. 4 /21 United States ........................................ .................... .................... .................... 6,028.05 .................... .................... .................... 6,028.05 
4 /22 4 /23 Denmark ............................................... Kroner 397.11 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 397.11 

Hon. Alcee L. Hastings ............................................ ............. 4 /20 United States ........................................ .................... .................... .................... 6,021.05 .................... .................... .................... 6,021.05 
4 /21 4 /24 Denmark ............................................... Kroner 1,191.35 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,191.35 

Fred L. Turner .......................................................... ............. 4 /21 United States ........................................ .................... .................... .................... 6,716.05 .................... .................... .................... 6,716.05 
4 /22 4 /24 Denmark ............................................... Kroner 794.23 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 794.23 

Kyle Parker ............................................................... ............. 5 /8 United States ........................................ .................... .................... .................... 7,565.85 .................... .................... .................... 7,565,85 
5 /9 5 /10 Armenia ................................................ Dram 226.63 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 226.63 

Fred L. Turner .......................................................... ............. 5 /22 United States ........................................ .................... .................... .................... 5,424.20 .................... .................... .................... 5,424.20 
5 /23 5 /26 Spain/Andorra ....................................... Euro 1,302.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,302.00 

Marlene Kaufmann .................................................. ............. 5 /25 United States ........................................ .................... .................... .................... 7,040.26 .................... .................... .................... 7,040.26 
5 /26 5 /30 Russia ................................................... Ruble 1,924.09 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,924.09 
5 /30 6 /2 Austria .................................................. Euro 420.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 420.00 

Hon. Alcee L. Hastings ............................................ ............. 5 /25 United States ........................................ .................... .................... .................... 7,545.78 .................... .................... .................... 7,545.78 
5 /26 5 /29 Poland ................................................... .................... 1,758.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 1,758.00 
5 /29 6 /1 Israel ..................................................... .................... 692.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 692.00 
6 /1 6 /3 Jordan ................................................... .................... 409.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 409.00 
6 /3 6 /5 Kosovo ................................................... .................... 425.13 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 425.13 
6 /5 6 /9 Romania ............................................... .................... 1,420.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,420.00 

Robert Hand ............................................................ ............. 6 /2 United States ........................................ .................... .................... .................... 6,818.33 .................... .................... .................... 6,818.33 
6 /3 6 /5 Kosovo ................................................... Dinar 275.13 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 275.13 
6 /5 6 /6 Austria .................................................. Euro 154.60 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 154.60 

Mischa Thompson .................................................... ............. 6 /4 United States ........................................ .................... .................... .................... 6,398.09 .................... .................... .................... 6,398.09 
6 /5 6 /9 Romania ............................................... Lei 1,420.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,420.00 

Winsome Packer ...................................................... ............. 6 /11 United States ........................................ .................... .................... .................... 5,202.12 .................... .................... .................... 5,202.12 
6 /12 6 /21 Austria .................................................. Euro 2,972.90 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 2,972.90 

Erika Schlager ......................................................... ............. 6 /24 United States ........................................ .................... .................... .................... 6,882.04 .................... .................... .................... 6,882.04 
6 /25 6 /27 Poland ................................................... Zlotys 610.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 610.00 
6 /27 6 /29 Austria .................................................. Euro 598.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 598.00 

Janice Helwig ........................................................... ............. 4 /1 United States ........................................ .................... .................... .................... 6,192.45 .................... .................... .................... 6,192.45 
4 /2 6 /30 Austria .................................................. Euro 12,736.02 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 12,736.02 

Committee total ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... 29,726.19 .................... 77,834.27 .................... .................... .................... 107,560.46 

1 Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
2 If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 
3 Military air transportation. 

ALCEE L. HASTINGS, Chairman, July 26, 2007. 

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN APR. 1 AND JUNE 30, 2007 

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Hon. Jean Schmidt .................................................. 5 /27 5 /29 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 371.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 371.00 
5 /29 5 /31 Pakistan ................................................ .................... 578.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 578.00 
5 /31 5 /31 Iraq ....................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
5 /31 6 /1 Afghanistan .......................................... .................... 25.00 .................... 9,055.53 .................... .................... .................... 9,080.53 
6 /1 6 /3 Panama ................................................ .................... 598.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 598.00 
6 /3 6 /5 Colombia ............................................... .................... 512.00 .................... 2,004.76 .................... .................... .................... 2,516.76 

Hon. Earl Pomeroy ................................................... 6 /6 6 /11 Mali ....................................................... .................... .................... .................... 9,201.47 .................... .................... .................... 9,201.47 

Committee total ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... 2,084.00 .................... 20,261.76 .................... .................... .................... 22,345.76 

1 Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
2 If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 

COLLIN C. PETERSON, Chairman, Aug. 1, 2007. 

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN APR. 1 AND 
JUNE 30, 2007 

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Hon. Nita M. Lowey ................................................. 4 /5 4 /7 Czech Republic ..................................... .................... 731.31 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 731.31 
4 /7 4 /8 Pakistan ................................................ .................... 339.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 339.00 
4 /8 4 /12 India ..................................................... .................... 2,633.06 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 2,633.06 
4 /12 4 /13 Hungary ................................................ .................... 284.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 284.00 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, Vol. 153, Pt. 17 23719 September 6, 2007 
REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN APR. 1 AND 

JUNE 30, 2007—Continued 

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Misc. embassy costs ...................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 3,537.87 3,537.87 
......................................................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... ....................

Hon. Ben Chandler .................................................. 4 /5 4 /7 Czech Republic ..................................... .................... 731.31 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 731.31 
4 /7 4 /8 Pakistan ................................................ .................... 339.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 339.00 
4 /8 4 /12 India ..................................................... .................... 2,653.05 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 2,653.05 
4 /12 4 /13 Hungary ................................................ .................... 284.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 284.00 

Misc. embassy costs ...................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 3,536.87 3,536.87 
......................................................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... ....................

Hon. Tim Ryan ......................................................... 4 /5 4 /7 Czech Republic ..................................... .................... 731.31 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 731.31 
4 /7 4 /8 Pakistan ................................................ .................... 339.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 339.00 
4 /8 4 /12 India ..................................................... .................... 2,641.11 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 2,641.11 
4 /12 4 /13 Hungary ................................................ .................... 284.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 284.00 

Misc. embassy costs ...................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 3,536.87 3,536.87 
......................................................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... ....................

Hon. Adam Schiff .................................................... 4 /5 4 /7 Czech Republic ..................................... .................... 731.31 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 731.31 
4 /7 4 /8 Pakistan ................................................ .................... 339.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 339.00 
4 /8 4 /12 India ..................................................... .................... 2,653.05 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 2,653.05 
4 /12 4 /13 Hungary ................................................ .................... 284.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 284.00 

Misc. embassy costs ...................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 3,536.87 3,536.87 
......................................................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... ....................

Nisha Desai ............................................................. 4 /5 4 /7 Czech Republic ..................................... .................... 731.31 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 731.31 
4 /7 4 /8 Pakistan ................................................ .................... 339.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 339.00 
4 /8 4 /12 India ..................................................... .................... 2,621.16 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 2,621.16 

Misc. embassy costs ...................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 2,976.62 2,976.62 
......................................................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... ....................
Commercial Aircraft ....................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 3,723.40 .................... .................... .................... 3,723.40 

Craig Higgins .......................................................... 4 /5 4 /7 Czech Republic ..................................... .................... 731.31 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 731.31 
4 /7 4 /8 Pakistan ................................................ .................... 339.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 339.00 
4 /8 4 /12 India ..................................................... .................... 2,621.16 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 2,621.16 

Misc. embassy costs ...................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 2,976.62 2,976.62 
......................................................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... ....................
Commercial Aircraft ....................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 3,723.40 .................... .................... .................... 3,723.40 

Rob Blair ................................................................. 4 /5 4 /7 Czech Republic ..................................... .................... 731.31 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 731.31 
4 /7 4 /8 Pakistan ................................................ .................... 339.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 339.00 
4 /8 4 /12 India ..................................................... .................... 2,621.16 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 2,621.16 

Misc. embassy costs ...................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 2,976.62 2,976.62 
......................................................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... ....................
Commercial Aircraft ....................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 3,723.40 .................... .................... .................... 3,723.40 
Misc. Transportation Costs ............................ ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 60.00 .................... .................... .................... 60.00 

Clelia Alvarado ........................................................ 4 /5 4 /7 Czech Republic ..................................... .................... 731.31 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 731.31 
4 /7 4 /12 India ..................................................... .................... 3,119.16 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 3,119.16 
4 /12 4 /13 Hungary ................................................ .................... 284.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 284.00 

Misc. embassy costs ...................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 2,720.87 2,720.87 
......................................................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... ....................

Hon. Steve Israel ..................................................... 4 /5 4 /7 Czech Republic ..................................... .................... 731.31 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 731.31 
4 /7 4 /8 Pakistan ................................................ .................... 339.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 339.00 
4 /8 4 /12 India ..................................................... .................... 2,641.11 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 2,641.115 
4 /12 4 /13 Hungary ................................................ .................... 284.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 284.00 

Misc. embassy costs ...................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 3,536.87 3,536.87 
......................................................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... ....................

Hon. Frank R. Wolf .................................................. 3 /30 4 /1 Syria ...................................................... .................... 500.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 500.00 
4 /1 4 /1 Jordan ................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
4 /1 4 /3 Israel ..................................................... .................... 794.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 794.00 

Commercial Aircraft ....................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 9,176.00 .................... .................... .................... 9,176.00 
Hon. Robert B. Aderholt .......................................... 3 /30 4 /1 Syria ...................................................... .................... 500.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 500.00 

4 /1 4 /1 Jordan ................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
4 /1 4 /3 Israel ..................................................... .................... 794.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 794.00 

Commercial Aircraft ....................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 9,176.00 .................... .................... .................... 9,176.00 
John Blazey .............................................................. 3 /28 3 /29 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 426.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 426.00 

3 /29 3 /30 Qatar ..................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
3 /30 4 /1 Afghanistan .......................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
4 /1 4 /2 Pakistan ................................................ .................... 339.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 339.00 
4 /2 4 /4 Jordan ................................................... .................... 1,024.000 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,024.000 

Commercial Aircraft ....................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 7,855.76 .................... .................... .................... 7,855.76 
Kristi Mallard ........................................................... 3 /28 3 /29 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 426.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 426.00 

3 /29 3 /30 Qatar ..................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
3 /30 4 /1 Afghanistan .......................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
4 /1 4 /2 Pakistan ................................................ .................... 339.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 339.00 
4 /2 4 /4 Jordan ................................................... .................... 1,024.000 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,024.000 

Commercial Aircraft ....................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 7,855.76 .................... .................... .................... 7,855.76 
Ann Reese ................................................................ 3 /28 3 /29 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 426.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 426.00 

3 /29 3 /30 Qatar ..................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
3 /30 4 /1 Afghanistan .......................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
4 /1 4 /2 Pakistan ................................................ .................... 339.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 339.00 

Commercial Aircraft ....................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 8,238.66 .................... .................... .................... 8,238.66 
Gregory Lankler ........................................................ 3 /27 3 /28 CA ......................................................... .................... 490.10 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 490.10 

3 /28 4 /1 HI .......................................................... .................... 735.10 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 735.10 
4 /2 4 /4 Japan .................................................... .................... 550.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 550.00 
4 /4 4 /5 Korea ..................................................... .................... 391.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 391.00 

Commercial Aircraft ....................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 5,690.32 .................... .................... .................... 5,690.32 
Hon. Barbara Lee .................................................... 4 /13 4 /15 Grenada ................................................ .................... 842.16 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 842.16 

4 /15 4 /16 Trinidad/Tobago .................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
......................................................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... ....................

Sarah Young ............................................................ 4 /1 4 /7 Germany ................................................ .................... 1,040.46 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,040.46 
Commercial Aircraft ....................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 6,302.64 .................... .................... .................... 6,302.64 

Hon. Michael Honda ................................................ 6 /1 6 /3 Panama ................................................ .................... 598.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 598.00 
6 /3 6 /5 Colombia ............................................... .................... 512.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 512.00 

Commercial Aircraft ....................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 1,972.76 .................... .................... .................... 1,972.76 
Hon. Betty McCollum ............................................... 6 /8 6 /10 France ................................................... .................... 586.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 586.00 

Commercial Aircraft ....................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 7,813.21 .................... .................... .................... 7,813.21 
Gregory Lankler ........................................................ 6 /14 6 /19 France ................................................... .................... 824.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 824.00 

Commercial Aircraft ....................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 7,376.30 .................... .................... .................... 7,376.30 
Misc. transportation costs ............................. ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 150.00 .................... .................... .................... 150.00 

Joshua Hartman ...................................................... 6 /14 6 /19 France ................................................... .................... 824.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 824.00 
Commercial Aircraft ....................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 7,376.30 .................... .................... .................... 7,376.30 
Misc. transportation costs ............................. ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 88.00 .................... .................... .................... 88.00 

John Blazey .............................................................. 6 /14 6 /19 France ................................................... .................... 824.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 824.00 
Commercial Aircraft ....................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 7,960.00 .................... .................... .................... 7,960.00 
Misc. transportation costs ............................. ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 110.00 .................... .................... .................... 110.00 

Committee total ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... 50,349.53 .................... 98,372.79 .................... 29,336.08 .................... 178,058.40 

1 Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, Vol. 153, Pt. 1723720 September 6, 2007 
2 If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 
3 Military air transportation. 

DAVID R. OBEY, Chairman, July 31, 2007. 

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS (SURVEYS AND INVESTIGATIONS STAFF), HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED 
BETWEEN APR. 1, AND JUNE 30, 2007 

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

HOUSE COMMITTEES 
Please Note: If there were no expenditures during the calendar quarter noted above, please check the box at right to so indicate and return. ◊ 

1 Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
2 If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 

DAVID R. OBEY, Chairman, July 31, 2007. 

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN APR. 1 AND JUNE 30, 2007 

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Visit to Guam, South Korea, Vietnam, China, 
March 30–April 11, 2007: 

Hon. Solomon Ortiz ......................................... 3 /31 4 /2 South Korea .......................................... .................... 950.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 950.00 
4 /2 4 /5 Guam .................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
4 /5 4 /7 Viet Nam ............................................... .................... 558.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 558.00 
4 /7 4 /10 China .................................................... .................... 1,017.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,017.00 

Commercial Transportation ................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 11,215.65 .................... .................... .................... 11,215.65 
Hon. Madeleine Bordallo ................................ 3 /31 4 /2 South Korea .......................................... .................... 950.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 950.00 

4 /2 4 /5 Guam .................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
4 /5 4 /7 Viet Nam ............................................... .................... 558.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 558.00 
4 /7 4 /10 China .................................................... .................... 339.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 339.00 

Commercial Transportation ................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 10,154.62 .................... .................... .................... 10,154.62 
Hon. Joe Wilson .............................................. 3 /31 4 /2 South Korea .......................................... .................... 950.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 950.00 

4 /2 4 /5 Guam .................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
4 /5 4 /7 Viet Nam ............................................... .................... 558.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 558.00 
4 /7 4 /10 China .................................................... .................... 678.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 678.00 

Commercial Transportation ................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 12,809.15 .................... .................... .................... 12,809.15 
Hon. Loretta Sanchez ..................................... 3 /31 4 /2 South Korea .......................................... .................... 950.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 950.00 

4 /2 4 /5 Guam .................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
4 /5 4 /7 Viet Nam ............................................... .................... 279.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 279.00 

Commercial Transportation ................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 5,202.46 .................... .................... .................... 5,202.46 
Julie Unmancht ............................................... 3 /31 4 /2 South Korea .......................................... .................... 950.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 950.00 

4 /2 4 /5 Guam .................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
4 /5 4 /7 Viet Nam ............................................... .................... 558.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 558.00 
4 /7 4 /10 China .................................................... .................... 1,017.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,017.00 

Commercial Transportation ................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 12,475.65 .................... .................... .................... 12,475.65 
Delegation Expenses ....................................... 4 /5 4 /7 Viet Nam ............................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 745.22 .................... 745.22 

4 /7 4 /10 China .................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 4,018.16 .................... 4,018.16 
Visit to Thailand, Qatar, Kuwait, Italy, April 6–10, 

2007: 
Hon. Loretta Sanchez ..................................... 4 /6 4 /7 Thailand ................................................ .................... 268.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 268.00 

4 /7 4 /8 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 155.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 155.00 
4 /8 4 /10 Italy ....................................................... .................... 1,162.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,162.00 

Commercial Transportation ................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 4,442.58 .................... .................... .................... 4,442.58 
Delegation Expenses ....................................... 4 /6 4 /7 Thailand ................................................ .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 243.39 .................... 243.39 

4 /7 4 /7 Qatar ..................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 41.67 .................... 41.67 
Visit to Iraq, Kuwait, Pakistan, Afghanistan, Bah-

rain, United Kingdom, April 5–13, 2007: 
Hon. Gene Taylor ............................................ 4 /6 4 /7 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 155.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 155.00 

4 /7 4 /8 Iraq ....................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
4 /8 4 /9 Bahrain ................................................. .................... 324.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 324.00 
4 /10 4 /10 Afghanistan .......................................... .................... 75.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 75.00 
4 /11 4 /12 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 155.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 155.00 

Commercial Transportation ................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 10,035.45 .................... .................... .................... 10,035.45 
Hon. Brad Ellsworth ....................................... 4 /6 4 /7 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 155.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 155.00 

4 /7 4 /8 Iraq ....................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
4 /8 4 /9 Bahrain ................................................. .................... 324.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 324.00 
4 /10 4 /10 Afghanistan .......................................... .................... 75.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 75.00 
4 /11 4 /12 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 155.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 155.00 

Commercial Transportation ................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 10,055.45 .................... .................... .................... 10,055.45 
Hon. Hank Johnson ......................................... 4 /6 4 /7 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 155.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 155.00 

4 /7 4 /8 Iraq ....................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
4 /8 4 /9 Bahrain ................................................. .................... 324.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 324.00 
4 /10 4 /10 Afghanistan .......................................... .................... 75.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 75.00 
4 /11 4 /12 kuwait ................................................... .................... 155.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 155.00 

Commercial Transportation ................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 10,055.45 .................... .................... .................... 10,055.45 
William Ebbs .................................................. 4 /6 4 /7 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 155.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 155.00 

4 /7 4 /8 Iraq ....................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
4 /8 4 /9 Bahrain ................................................. .................... 324.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 324.00 
4 /10 4 /10 Afghanistan .......................................... .................... 75.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 75.00 
4 /11 4 /12 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 155.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 155.00 

Commercial Transportation ................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 10,055.45 .................... .................... .................... 10,055.45 
Joshua Holly .................................................... 4 /6 4 /7 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 155.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 155.00 

4 /7 4 /8 Iraq ....................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
4 /8 4 /9 Bahrain ................................................. .................... 324.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 324.00 
4 /10 4 /10 Afghanistan .......................................... .................... 75.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 75.00 
4 /11 4 /12 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 155.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 155.00 

Commercial Transportation ................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 10,035.45 .................... .................... .................... 10,035.45 
Visit to Iraq, Kuwait with Codel Hagel, April 22– 

16, 2007: 
Hon. Joseph Sestack ....................................... 4 /13 4 /15 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 396.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 396.00 

4 /14 4 /15 Iraq ....................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
Commercial Transportation ................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 10,027.08 .................... .................... .................... 10,027.08 

Visit to Afghanistan, Pakistan, United Kingdom, 
May 25–June 1, 2007: 

Hon. Adam Smith ........................................... 5 /25 5 /26 United Kingdom .................................... .................... 518.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 518.00 
5 /27 5 /27 Pakistan ................................................ .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
5 /27 5 /28 Afghanistan .......................................... .................... 25.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 25.00 
5 /28 5 /30 Pakistan ................................................ .................... 578.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 578.00 
5 /30 5 /31 United Kingdom .................................... .................... 518.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 518.00 
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REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN APR. 1 AND JUNE 30, 2007— 

Continued 

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Commercial Transportation ................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 11,358.80 .................... .................... .................... 11,358.80 
William Natter, III ........................................... 5 /25 5 /26 United Kingdom .................................... .................... 518.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 518.00 

5 /27 5 /27 Pakistan ................................................ .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
5 /27 5 /28 Afghanistan .......................................... .................... 25.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 25.00 
5 /28 5 /30 Pakistan ................................................ .................... 578.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 578.00 
5 /30 5 /31 United Kingdom .................................... .................... 518.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 518.00 

Commercial Transportation ................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 10,024.80 .................... .................... .................... 10,024.80 
Visit to Iraq, Kuwait, Pakistan, Afghanistan, May 

26–June 1, 2007 
Hon. John Spratt ............................................. 5 /27 5 /29 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 96.50 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 96.50 

5 /28 5 /28 Iraq ....................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
5 /29 5 /31 Pakistan ................................................ .................... 426.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 426.00 
5 /30 5 /31 Afghanistan .......................................... .................... 25.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 25.00 

Commercial Transportation ................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 8,791.53 .................... .................... .................... 8,791.53 
Hon. Joe Courtney ........................................... 5 /27 5 /29 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 210.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 210.00 

5 /28 5 /28 Iraq ....................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
5 /29 5 /31 Pakistan ................................................ .................... 578.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 578.00 
5 /30 5 /31 Afghanistan .......................................... .................... 75.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 75.00 

Commercial Transportation ................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 8,791.53 .................... .................... .................... 8,791.53 
Hon. Joe Wilson .............................................. 5 /27 5 /29 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 210.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 210.00 

5 /28 5 /28 Iraq ....................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
5 /29 5 /31 Pakistan ................................................ .................... 578.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 578.00 
5 /30 5 /31 Afghanistan .......................................... .................... 75.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 75.00 

Commercial Transportation ................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 9,444.53 .................... .................... .................... 9,444.53 
Gregory Marchand .......................................... 5 /27 5 /29 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 210.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 210.00 

5 /28 5 /28 Iraq ....................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
Commercial Transportation ................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 9,057.27 .................... .................... .................... 9,057.27 

John Wason ..................................................... 5 /27 5 /29 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 210.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 210.00 
5 /28 5 /28 Iraq ....................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
5 /29 5 /31 Pakistan ................................................ .................... 578.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 578.00 
5 /30 5 /31 Afghanistan .......................................... .................... 75.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 75.00 

Commercial Transportation ................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 9,055.53 .................... .................... .................... 9,055.53 
Visit to Panama and Colombia May 31–June 4, 

2007: 
Hon. Ike Skelton ............................................. 5 /31 6 /3 Colombia ............................................... .................... 678.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 678.00 

6 /3 6 /4 Panama ................................................ .................... 254.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 254.00 
Hon. Phil Gingrey ............................................ 5 /31 6 /3 Colombia ............................................... .................... 678.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 678.00 

6 /3 6 /4 Panama ................................................ .................... 254.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 254.00 
Paul Oostburg Sanz ........................................ 5 /31 6 /3 Colombia ............................................... .................... 678.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 678.00 

6 /3 6 /4 Panama ................................................ .................... 254.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 254.00 
Aileen Alexander ............................................. 5 /31 6 /3 Colombia ............................................... .................... 678.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 678.00 

6 /3 6 /4 Panama ................................................ .................... 254.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 254.00 

Committee total ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... 26,190.50 .................... 183,088.43 .................... 5,048.44 .................... 214,327.37 

1 Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
2 If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 

IKE SKELTON, Chairman, July 31, 2007. 

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON THE BUDGET, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN APR. 1 AND 
JUNE 30, 2007 

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Mary Christina Anthony ........................................... 4 /2 4 /5 Georgia ................................................. .................... 1,050.00 .................... 9,247.00 .................... .................... .................... 10,297.00 
Hon. Adrian Smith ................................................... 4 /6 4 /7 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 155.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 155.00 

4 /7 4 /8 Iraq ....................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
4 /8 4 /9 Bahrain ................................................. .................... 324.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 324.00 
4 /10 4 /10 Afghanistan .......................................... .................... 75.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 75.00 
4 /11 4 /12 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 155.00 .................... 10,035.00 .................... .................... .................... 10,190.00 

Thomas S. Kahn ...................................................... 5 /27 5 /28 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 210.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 210.00 
5 /28 5 /28 Iraq ....................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
5 /29 5 /30 Pakistan ................................................ .................... 578.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 578.00 
5 /30 5 /31 Afghanistan .......................................... .................... 75.00 .................... 8,772.00 .................... .................... .................... 8,847.00 

Committee total ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... 2,622.00 .................... 28,054.00 .................... .................... .................... 30,676.00 

1 Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
2 If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 

JOHN M. SPRATT, JR., Chairman, July 27, 2007. 

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON ENERGY AND COMMERCE, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN MAR. 30 AND MAY 21, 
2007 

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Hon. Joseph Pitts ..................................................... 3 /30 4 /1 Syria ...................................................... .................... 500.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 500.00 
4 /1 4 /3 Israel ..................................................... .................... 794.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 794.00 

Commercial airfare ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 9,176.00 .................... .................... .................... 9,176.00 
Hon. Tim Murphy ..................................................... 3 /31 4 /3 Dublin, Ireland ...................................... .................... 754.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 754.00 

4 /4 4 /5 England ................................................ .................... 172.00 .................... (3) .................... 50.00 .................... 222.00 
4 /5 4 /7 Belfast, Ireland ..................................... .................... 318.00 .................... (3) .................... 100.00 .................... 418.00 

Hon. Cliff Stearns .................................................... 4 /6 4 /7 Czech Rep. ............................................ .................... 370.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 370.00 
4 /7 4 /8 Pakistan ................................................ .................... 339.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 339.00 
4 /8 4 /12 India ..................................................... .................... 1,704.73 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 1,704.73 
4 /12 4 /13 Hungary ................................................ .................... 284.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 284.00 

Hon. Lee Terry .......................................................... 4 /27 4 /27 Ireland .................................................. .................... (4) .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... ....................
4 /27 4 /28 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 155.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 155.00 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, Vol. 153, Pt. 1723722 September 6, 2007 
REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON ENERGY AND COMMERCE, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN MAR. 30 AND MAY 21, 

2007—Continued 

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

4 /28 4 /29 Iraq ....................................................... .................... (4) .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... ....................
4 /29 4 /30 Paris, Fr. ............................................... .................... 503.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 503.00 

Hon. J. Dennis Hastert ............................................ 5 /5 5 /7 Colombia ............................................... .................... 522.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 522.00 
Commercial airfare ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 1,382.70 .................... .................... .................... 1,382.70 

Hon. Jane Harman ................................................... 5 /18 5 /19 Iraq ....................................................... .................... (4) .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... ....................
5 /19 5 /20 Jordan ................................................... .................... 137.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 137.00 
5 /20 5 /21 England ................................................ .................... 231.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 231.00 

Hon. Rick Boucher 5 ................................................. ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

Committee total ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 20,558.70 .................... 150.00 .................... 17,492.43 

1 Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
2 If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 
3 Military air transportation. 
4 Stayed at embassy. 
5 Codel Boucher will be filed on a supplemental report. Expenses have not been received from State Dept. 

JOHN D. DINGELL, Chairman, July 31, 2007. 

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON ENERGY AND COMMERCE, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN MAY 25 AND JUNE 3, 
2007 

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Hon. J. Dennis Hastert ............................................ 5 /25 5 /28 Denmark ............................................... .................... 1,275.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 1,275.00 
5 /28 5 /31 Germany ................................................ .................... 1,398.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 1,398.00 
5 /31 5 /31 Belgium ................................................ .................... .................... .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... ....................
5 /31 6 /3 England ................................................ .................... 1,704.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 1,704.00 

Committee total ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... 4,377.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 4,377.00 

1 Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
2 If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 
3 Military air transportation. 

J. DENNIS HASTERT, Chairman, July 25, 2007. 

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON FINANCIAL SERVICES, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN APR. 1 AND JUNE 30, 2007 

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Steve Adamske ........................................................ 4 /9 4 /11 U.K. ....................................................... .................... 1,084.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 1,084.00 
4 /11 4 /12 Belgium ................................................ .................... 407.60 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 407.60 

Kevin Edgar ............................................................. 4 /9 4 /11 U.K. ....................................................... .................... 1,094.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 1,084.00 
4 /11 4 /12 Belgium ................................................ .................... 407.60 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 407.60 

Hon. Barney Frank ................................................... 4 /9 4 /11 U.K. ....................................................... .................... 859.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 859.00 
4 /11 4 /12 Belgium ................................................ .................... 407.60 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 407.60 

Hon. Gwen Moore ..................................................... 4 /9 4 /11 U.K. ....................................................... .................... 1,084.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 1,084.00 
4 /11 4 /12 Belgium ................................................ .................... 407.60 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 407.60 

David Smith ............................................................. 4 /9 4 /11 U.K. ....................................................... .................... 1,084.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 1,084.00 
4 /11 4 /12 Belgium ................................................ .................... 407.60 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 407.60 

Jeanne Roslanowick ................................................. 4 /9 4 /11 U.K. ....................................................... .................... 877.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 877.00 
4 /11 4 /12 Belgium ................................................ .................... 407.60 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 407.60 

Warren Tryon ............................................................ 4 /9 4 /11 U.K. ....................................................... .................... 1,084.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 1,084.00 
4 /11 4 /12 Belgium ................................................ .................... 407.60 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 407.60 

Hon. Maxine Waters ................................................. 4 /9 4 /11 U.K. ....................................................... .................... 1,084.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 1,084.00 
4 /11 4 /12 Belgium ................................................ .................... 407.60 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 407.60 
4 /13 4 /15 Grenada ................................................ .................... 832.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 832.00 
4 /15 4 /16 Trinidad & Tobago ................................ .................... 392.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 392.00 

Hon. Carolyn Maloney .............................................. 5 /17 5 /21 Jordan ................................................... .................... 441.00 .................... 6,791.59 .................... .................... .................... 7,232.59 
Lawranne Stewart .................................................... 4 /9 4 /11 U.K. ....................................................... .................... 964.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 964.00 

4 /11 4 /12 Belgium ................................................ .................... 307.60 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 307.60 

Committee total ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

1 Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
2 If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 
3 Military air transportation. 

BARNEY FRANK, July 31, 2007. 

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN AFFAIRS, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN MAR. 31 AND 
JUNE 30, 2007 

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Hon. Gary L. Ackerman ............................................ 4 /6 4 /8 Egypt ..................................................... .................... 557.00 .................... .................... .................... 4 201.33 .................... 758.33 
4 /8 4 /13 Israel ..................................................... .................... 835.00 .................... .................... .................... 4 13,362.00 .................... 14,197.00 
4 /6 4 /13 Round Trip Airfare ................................ .................... .................... .................... 9,113.17 .................... .................... .................... 9,113.17 

David Adams ........................................................... 4 /6 4 /8 Egypt ..................................................... .................... 557.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 557.00 
4 /8 4 /13 Israel ..................................................... .................... 835.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 835.00 
4 /6 4 /13 Round Trip Airfare ................................ .................... .................... .................... 7,015.66 .................... .................... .................... 7,015.66 

Melissa Adamson .................................................... 4 /1 4 /11 China .................................................... .................... 2,832.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 2,832.00 
4 /11 4 /15 The Philippines ..................................... .................... 796.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 796.00 
4 /1 4 /15 Round Trip Airfare ................................ .................... .................... .................... 10,141.25 .................... .................... .................... 10,141.25 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, Vol. 153, Pt. 17 23723 September 6, 2007 
REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN AFFAIRS, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN MAR. 31 AND 

JUNE 30, 2007—Continued 

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Manpreet Anand ...................................................... 4 /5 4 /8 Bangladesh ........................................... .................... 652.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 652.00 
4 /9 4 /12 Pakistan ................................................ .................... 1,219.00 .................... .................... .................... 4 58.79 .................... 1,277.79 
4 /5 4 /12 Round Trip Airfare ................................ .................... .................... .................... 11,044.27 .................... .................... .................... 11,044.27 

Doug Anderson ........................................................ 4 /1 4 /4 Kosovo ................................................... .................... 525.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 525.00 
4 /4 4 /5 Macedonia ............................................ .................... 230.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 230.00 
4 /5 4 /7 Serbia ................................................... .................... 680.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 680.00 
4 /1 4 /7 Round Trip Airfare ................................ .................... .................... .................... 7,131.94 .................... .................... .................... 7,131.94 

David Beraka ........................................................... 4 /1 4 /8 Russian Federation ............................... .................... 3,257.00 .................... 8,248.84 .................... .................... .................... 11,505.84 
Hon. John Boozman ................................................. 4 /1 4 /3 Ethiopia ................................................ .................... 528.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 528.00 

4 /3 4 /4 Uganda ................................................. .................... 217.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 217.00 
4 /4 4 /5 Italy ....................................................... .................... 221.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 221.00 
4 /5 4 /6 France ................................................... .................... 128.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 128.00 

Joan Condon ............................................................ 6 /2 6 /5 Netherlands .......................................... .................... 1,250.00 .................... 6,436.38 .................... .................... .................... 7,686.38 
Hon. Jim Costa ........................................................ 4 /27 4 /29 Belgium ................................................ .................... 420.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 420.00 
Hon. William D. Delahunt ........................................ 5 /30 5 /31 Venezuela .............................................. .................... 160.00 .................... 4,493.08 .................... .................... .................... 4,653.08 
Erin Diamond ........................................................... 6 /1 6 /3 Panama ................................................ .................... 598.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 598.00 

6 /3 6 /5 Colombia ............................................... .................... 512.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 512.00 
6 /1 6 /5 Round Trip Airfare ................................ .................... .................... .................... 1,916.76 .................... .................... .................... 1,916.76 

Howard Diamond ..................................................... 4 /8 4 /13 Israel ..................................................... .................... 835.00 .................... 7,049.37 .................... .................... .................... 7,884.37 
Phaedra Dugan ........................................................ 4 /9 4 /11 Austria .................................................. .................... 349.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 349.00 

4 /11 4 /12 Hungary ................................................ .................... 284.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 284.00 
4 /13 4 /14 Serbia ................................................... .................... 390.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 390.00 
4 /14 4 /15 Kosovo ................................................... .................... 221.05 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 221.05 
4 /15 4 /16 Austria .................................................. .................... 349.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 349.00 
4 /9 4 /16 Round Trip Airfare ................................ .................... .................... .................... 6,878.14 .................... .................... .................... 6,878.99 

Hon. Eliot L. Engel .................................................. 4 /13 4 /15 Grenada ................................................ .................... .................... .................... 832.80 .................... 4 25,354.19 .................... 26,186.99 
4 /15 4 /16 Trinidad & Tobago ................................ .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... (4) .................... ....................

Hon. Eni F. H. Faleomavaega .................................. 4 /3 4 /13 China & Hong Kong ............................. .................... 2,513.00 .................... 6,969.56 .................... 4 23,609.92 .................... 33,092.48 
Hon. Luis G. Fortuño ............................................... 4 /27 4 /29 Belgium ................................................ .................... 420.00 .................... (3) .................... (4) .................... 420.00 
David Fite ................................................................ 4 /2 4 /4 Austria .................................................. .................... 598.00 .................... 4,757.24 .................... .................... .................... 5,355.24 
Heather Flynn .......................................................... 4 /4 4 /11 South Africa .......................................... .................... 1,508.64 .................... 7,866.49 .................... .................... .................... 9,375.13 

5 /28 5 /30 Belgium ................................................ .................... 828.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 828.00 
5 /30 6 /1 United Kingdom .................................... .................... 1,075.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,075.00 
5 /28 6 /1 Round Trip Airfare ................................ .................... .................... .................... 8,872.19 .................... .................... .................... 8,872.19 

Martin Gage ............................................................. 4 /9 4 /13 Egypt ..................................................... .................... 798.00 .................... 6,567.28 .................... .................... .................... 7,365.28 
Kirsti Garlock ........................................................... 6 /1 6 /5 Netherlands .......................................... .................... 1,250.00 .................... 6,436.41 .................... .................... .................... 7,686.41 
Gene Gurevich ......................................................... 4 /12 4 /15 Saudi Arabia ......................................... .................... 894.00 .................... 9,465.15 .................... .................... .................... 10,359.15 
Dennis Halpin .......................................................... 4 /5 4 /11 China .................................................... .................... 1,485.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,485.00 

4 /11 4 /15 The Philippines ..................................... .................... 796.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 796.78 
............. ................. Round Trip Airfare ................................ .................... .................... .................... 7,637.78 .................... .................... .................... 7,637.78 

Hans Hogrefe ........................................................... 4 /1 4 /8 Russian Federation ............................... .................... 3,257.00 .................... 8,248.84 .................... .................... .................... 11,505.84 
Hon. Bob Inglis ........................................................ 4 /10 4 /11 Jordan ................................................... .................... 273.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 273.00 

4 /11 4 /12 Iraq ....................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
4 /12 4 /13 Qatar ..................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
4 /13 4 /14 Afghanistan .......................................... .................... 75.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 75.00 
4 /14 4 /15 Qatar ..................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
4 /15 4 /16 Turkey ................................................... .................... 110.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 110.00 
4 /10 4 /16 Round Trip Airfare ................................ .................... .................... .................... 7,274.43 .................... .................... .................... 7,274.43 

Hon. Sheila Jackson-Lee .......................................... 4 /13 4 /15 Grenada ................................................ .................... 832.80 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 832.80 
4 /15 4 /16 Trinidad & Tobago ................................ .................... .................... .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... ....................
6 /1 6 /3 Panama ................................................ .................... 598.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 598.00 
6 /3 6 /4 Colombia ............................................... .................... 256.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 256.00 
6 /1 6 /4 Round Trip Airfare ................................ .................... .................... .................... 2,031.20 .................... .................... .................... 2,031.20 

Eric Jacobstein ........................................................ 4 /13 4 /15 Grenada ................................................ .................... 832.80 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 832.80 
4 /15 4 /16 Trinidad & Tobago ................................ .................... .................... .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... ....................
6 /1 6 /3 Panama ................................................ .................... 598.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 598.00 
6 /3 6 /5 Colombia ............................................... .................... 512.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 512.00 
6 /1 6 /5 Round Trip Airfare ................................ .................... .................... .................... 2,497.76 .................... .................... .................... 2,497.76 

Eric Johnson ............................................................ 5 /29 6 /4 Israel ..................................................... .................... 2,394.00 .................... 6,722.67 .................... .................... .................... 9,116.67 
Jonathan Katz .......................................................... 5 /27 5 /29 Turkey ................................................... .................... 606.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 606.00 

5 /29 6 /2 Israel ..................................................... .................... 1,620.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,620.00 
5 /27 6 /2 Round Trip Airfare ................................ .................... .................... .................... 8,121.91 .................... .................... .................... 8,121.91 

David Killion ............................................................ 4 /1 4 /4 Kosovo ................................................... .................... 525.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 525.00 
4 /4 4 /5 Macedonia ............................................ .................... 305.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 305.00 
4 /5 4 /7 Serbia ................................................... .................... 680.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 680.00 
4 /1 4 /7 Round Trip Airfare ................................ .................... .................... .................... 7,131.94 .................... .................... .................... 7,131.94 

Vili Lei ..................................................................... 4 /3 4 /13 China & Hong Kong ............................. .................... 2,513.00 .................... 6,949.56 .................... .................... .................... 9,462.56 
John Mackey ............................................................ 4 /9 4 /13 Colombia ............................................... .................... 904.00 .................... 2,250.70 .................... .................... .................... 3,154.70 

5 /5 5 /7 Colombia ............................................... .................... 502.00 .................... 1,992.87 .................... .................... .................... 2,494.87 
6 /1 6 /3 Panama ................................................ .................... 598.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 598.00 
6 /3 6 /5 Colombia ............................................... .................... 512.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 512.00 
6 /1 6 /5 Round Trip Airfare ................................ .................... .................... .................... 2,111.76 .................... .................... .................... 2,111.76 

Alan Makovsky ......................................................... 4 /11 4 /13 Egypt ..................................................... .................... 406.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 406.00 
4 /13 4 /15 Saudi Arabia ......................................... .................... 611.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 611.00 
4 /11 4 /15 Round Trip Airfare ................................ .................... .................... .................... 8,211.00 .................... .................... .................... 8,221.00 

Pearl-Alice Marsh .................................................... 4 /4 4 /11 South Africa .......................................... .................... 1,418.00 .................... 11,671.49 .................... .................... .................... 13,089.49 
Greg McCarthy ......................................................... 4 /2 4 /3 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 155.00 .................... 3,626.00 .................... .................... .................... 3,781.00 

5 /28 5 /31 Israel ..................................................... .................... 1,119.00 .................... 3,066.01 .................... .................... .................... 4,185.00 
5 /31 6 /2 Jordan ................................................... .................... 310.00 .................... 4,763.83 .................... .................... .................... 5,073.83 

Hon. Gregory W. Meeks ............................................ 6 /1 6 /3 Panama ................................................ .................... 598.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 598.00 
6 /3 6 /5 Colombia ............................................... .................... 512.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 512.00 
6 /1 6 /5 Round Trip Airfare ................................ .................... .................... .................... 1,888.26 .................... .................... .................... 1,888.26 

Francis Miko ............................................................ 4 /2 4 /6 Georgia ................................................. .................... 1,400.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,400.00 
4 /6 4 /7 Austria .................................................. .................... 190.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 190.00 
4 /2 4 /7 Round Trip Airfare ................................ .................... .................... .................... 8,950.98 .................... .................... .................... 8,950.98 

Jonathan Cobb Mixter .............................................. 4 /1 4 /11 China .................................................... .................... 2,832.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 2,832.00 
4 /11 4 /15 The Phillipines ...................................... .................... 796.00 .................... .................... .................... 4 2,716.86 .................... 3,512.86 
4 /1 4 /15 Round Trip Airfare ................................ .................... .................... .................... 10,141.25 .................... .................... .................... 10,141.25 

Hon. Mike Pence ...................................................... 4 /2 4 /3 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 155.00 .................... 3,626.00 .................... .................... .................... 3,781.00 
Yleem Poblete .......................................................... 5 /29 5 /31 Israel ..................................................... .................... 822.00 .................... 6,965.76 .................... .................... .................... 7,787.76 
Hon. Ted Poe ........................................................... 4 /10 4 /12 Denmark ............................................... .................... 818.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 818.00 

4 /12 4 /13 Norway .................................................. .................... 322.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 322.00 
4 /13 4 /14 Sweden ................................................. .................... 479.00 .................... .................... .................... 4 2,269.56 .................... 2,748.56 
4 /10 4 /14 Round Trip Airfare ................................ .................... .................... .................... 9,138.26 .................... .................... .................... 9,138.26 

David Richmond ...................................................... 4 /3 4 /13 China & Hong Kong ............................. .................... 2,513.00 .................... 6,969.56 .................... .................... .................... 9,482.56 
Sheri Rickert ............................................................ 3 /31 4 /4 Israel ..................................................... .................... 1,648.00 .................... 7,274.94 .................... .................... .................... 8,922.94 
Hon. Dana Rohrabacher .......................................... 4 /10 4 /12 Austria .................................................. .................... 349.00 .................... .................... .................... 4 943.28 .................... 1,292.28 

4 /12 4 /12 Hungary ................................................ .................... 284.00 .................... .................... .................... 4 295.07 .................... 579.07 
4 /13 4 /14 Serbia ................................................... .................... 347.37 .................... .................... .................... 4 649.00 .................... 996.37 
4 /14 4 /15 Kosovo ................................................... .................... 103.12 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 103.12 
4 /15 4 /16 Austria .................................................. .................... 349.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 349.00 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, Vol. 153, Pt. 1723724 September 6, 2007 
REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN AFFAIRS, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN MAR. 31 AND 

JUNE 30, 2007—Continued 

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

4 /10 4 /16 Round Trip Airfare ................................ .................... .................... .................... 10,408.64 .................... .................... .................... 10,408.64 
Robin Roizman ........................................................ 4 /9 4 /13 Egypt ..................................................... .................... 650.00 .................... 6,547.28 .................... 4 111.00 .................... 7,308.28 
Hon. Ileana Ros-Lehtinen ........................................ 5 /5 5 /7 Colombia ............................................... .................... 552.00 .................... 1,382.70 .................... .................... .................... 1,934.70 

5 /29 5 /31 Israel ..................................................... .................... 822.00 .................... 7,893.76 .................... .................... .................... 8,715.76 
Hon. Edward Royce .................................................. 4 /5 4 /6 Czech Republic ..................................... .................... 370.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 370.00 

4 /7 4 /8 Pakistan ................................................ .................... 339.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 339.00 
4 /8 4 /12 India ..................................................... .................... 1,704.73 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 1,704.73 
4 /12 4 /13 Hungary ................................................ .................... 284.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 284.00 

Hon. Linda T. Sanchez ............................................ 6 /3 6 /5 Colombia ............................................... .................... 512.00 .................... 2,386.76 .................... .................... .................... 2,898.76 
Doug Seay ................................................................ 4 /2 4 /4 Austria .................................................. .................... 548.00 .................... 4,757.24 .................... .................... .................... 5,305.24 
Tom Sheehy ............................................................. 4 /5 4 /6 Czech Republic ..................................... .................... 370.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 370.00 

4 /7 4 /8 Pakistan ................................................ .................... 339.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 339.00 
4 /8 4 /12 India ..................................................... .................... 1,704.73 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 1,704.73 
4 /12 4 /13 Hungary ................................................ .................... 284.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 284.00 

Hon. Christopher H. Smith ...................................... 3 /31 4 /4 Israel ..................................................... .................... 1,648.00 .................... 7,274.94 .................... .................... .................... 8,922.94 
Cliff Stammerman ................................................... 6 /1 6 /3 Panama ................................................ .................... 598.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 598.00 

6 /3 6 /5 Colombia ............................................... .................... 512.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 512.00 
6 /1 6 /5 Round Trip Airfare ................................ .................... .................... .................... 1,916.76 .................... .................... .................... 1,916.76 

Jason Steinbaum ..................................................... 4 /13 4 /15 Grenada ................................................ .................... 832.80 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 832.80 
4 /15 4 /16 Trinidad & Tobago ................................ .................... .................... .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... ....................

Samuel Stratman .................................................... 5 /5 5 /7 Colombia ............................................... .................... 552.00 .................... 1,992.87 .................... .................... .................... 2,544.87 
Nien Su .................................................................... 4 /3 4 /13 China & Hong Kong ............................. .................... 1,828.38 .................... 6,949.56 .................... .................... .................... 8,777.94 
Mark Walker ............................................................. 4 /13 4 /15 Grenada ................................................ .................... 370.37 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 370.37 

4 /15 4 /16 Trinidad & Tobago ................................ .................... 454.43 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 454.43 
Hon. Diane E. Watson ............................................. 4 /3 4 /13 China & Hong Kong ............................. .................... 2,513.00 .................... 6,969.56 .................... .................... .................... 9,482.56 

6 /5 6 /5 Bermuda ............................................... .................... .................... .................... 1,395.45 .................... .................... .................... 1,395.45 
David Weinberg ....................................................... 4 /9 4 /13 Egypt ..................................................... .................... 747.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 747.00 

4 /13 4 /15 Saudi Arabia ......................................... .................... 520.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 520.00 
4 /9 4 /15 Round Trip Airfare ................................ .................... .................... .................... 7,623.99 .................... .................... .................... 7,623.99 
5 /28 5 /31 Israel ..................................................... .................... 920.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 920.00 
5 /31 6 /1 Jordan ................................................... .................... 233.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 233.00 
5 /28 6 /1 Round Trip Airfare ................................ .................... .................... .................... 6,805.78 .................... .................... .................... 6,805.78 

Kristin Wells ............................................................ 6 /1 6 /5 Netherlands .......................................... .................... 1,250.00 .................... 6,456.41 .................... .................... .................... 7,706.41 
Hon. Robert Wexler .................................................. 4 /1 4 /15 Israel ..................................................... .................... 2,121.00 .................... 6,568.73 .................... .................... .................... 8,689.73 

5 /29 6 /4 Israel ..................................................... .................... 2,394.00 .................... 6,722.67 .................... .................... .................... 9,116.67 
Lisa Williams ........................................................... 4 /3 4 /13 China & Hong Kong ............................. .................... 2,513.00 .................... 6,969.56 .................... .................... .................... 9,482.56 

Committee total ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... 97,129.22 .................... 381,533.40 .................... 69,571.00 .................... 548,233.60 

1 Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
2 If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 
3 Military air transportation. 
4 Indicates delegation costs. 

TOM LANTOS, Chairman. 

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON HOUSE ADMINISTRATION, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN APR. 1 AND JUNE 30, 2007 

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

HOUSE COMMITTEES 
Please Note: If there were no expenditures during the calendar quarter noted above, please check the box at the right to so indicate and return. ◊ 

1 Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
2 If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 

ROBERT A. BRADY, Chairman, July 31, 2007. 

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON JUDICIARY, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN APR. 1 AND JUNE 30, 2007. 

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Hon. John Conyers, Jr .............................................. 4 /2 4 /13 China .................................................... .................... 2,513.00 .................... 6,949.56 .................... .................... .................... 9,462.56 
Ameer Gopalani ....................................................... 4 /2 4 /13 China .................................................... .................... 2,513.00 .................... 6,949.56 .................... .................... .................... 9,462.56 

Committee total ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... 5,026.00 .................... 13,899.02 .................... .................... .................... 18,925.02 

1 Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
2 If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 

JOHN CONYERS, JR., Chairman, July 23, 2007. 

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON NATURAL RESOURCES, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN APR. 1 AND JUNE 30, 2007 

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Kurt Christensen ...................................................... 4 /10 4 /13 Canada ................................................. .................... 965.79 .................... 1,717.50 .................... .................... .................... 2,683.29 
Bonnie Bruce ........................................................... 6 /9 6 /16 Netherlands .......................................... .................... 1,062.43 .................... 6,436.48 .................... .................... .................... 7,498.91 
Jean Flemma ........................................................... 6 /10 6 /15 Netherlands .......................................... .................... 758.88 .................... 6,436.48 .................... .................... .................... 7,195.36 

Committee total ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... 2,787.10 .................... 14,590.46 .................... .................... .................... 17,377.56 

1 Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
2 If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 

NICK J. RAHALL, Chairman, July 17, 2007. 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, Vol. 153, Pt. 17 23725 September 6, 2007 
REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON OVERSIGHT AND GOVERNMENT REFORM, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN APR 1 AND 

JUNE 30, 2007 

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Andrew Wright ......................................................... 3 /31 3 /31 England ................................................ .................... 222.00 .................... 8,966.14 .................... .................... .................... 9,188.14 
3 /31 4 /4 Pakistan ................................................ .................... 1,230.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,230.00 
4 /4 4 /5 Afghanistan .......................................... .................... 75.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 75.00 
4 /5 4 /6 Jordan ................................................... .................... 273.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 273.00 

A. Brooke Bennett .................................................... 3 /31 3 /31 England ................................................ .................... 222.00 .................... 8,089.14 .................... .................... .................... 8,311.14 
3 /31 4 /4 Pakistan ................................................ .................... 1,230.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,230.00 
4 /4 4 /5 Afghanistan .......................................... .................... 75.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 75.00 
4 /5 4 /6 Jordan ................................................... .................... 273.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 273.00 

Hon. Christopher Shays ........................................... 4 /7 4 /10 Israel ..................................................... .................... 406.00 .................... 8,950.97 .................... .................... .................... 9,356.97 
4 /10 4 /11 Jordan ................................................... .................... 273.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 273.00 
4 /11 4 /12 Iraq ....................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
4 /12 4 /13 Qatar ..................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

Lawrence Halloran ................................................... 4 /10 4 /11 Jordan ................................................... .................... 223.00 .................... 7,274.43 .................... .................... .................... 7,497.43 
4 /11 4 /12 Iraq ....................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
4 /12 4 /13 Qatar ..................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
4 /13 4 /14 Afghanistan .......................................... .................... 25.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 25.00 
4 /14 4 /15 Qatar ..................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
4 /15 4 /16 Turkey ................................................... .................... 152.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 152.00 

Stephen Glickman ................................................... 4 /10 4 /11 Jordan ................................................... .................... 273.00 .................... 7,274.43 .................... .................... .................... 7,547.43 
4 /11 4 /12 Iraq ....................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
4 /12 4 /13 Qatar ..................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
4 /13 4 /14 Afghanistan .......................................... .................... 75.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 75.00 
4 /14 4 /15 Qatar ..................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
4 /15 4 /16 Turkey ................................................... .................... 152.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 152.00 

Hon. Peter Welch ..................................................... 4 /10 4 /11 Jordan ................................................... .................... 273.00 .................... 7,274.43 .................... .................... .................... 7,547.43 
4 /11 4 /12 Iraq ....................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
4 /12 4 /13 Qatar ..................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
4 /13 4 /14 Afghanistan .......................................... .................... 75.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 75.00 
4 /14 4 /15 Qatar ..................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
4 /15 4 /16 Turkey ................................................... .................... 152.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 152.00 

Hon. Todd Platts ...................................................... 4 /10 4 /11 Jordan ................................................... .................... 15.50 .................... 11,100.00 .................... .................... .................... 11,251.50 
4 /11 4 /12 Iraq ....................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
4 /12 4 /13 Qatar ..................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
4 /13 4 /14 Afghanistan .......................................... .................... 75.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 75.00 
4 /14 4 /15 Qatar ..................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

Mary Pritschau ........................................................ 4 /27 4 /29 Belgium ................................................ .................... 420.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 420.00 
Hon. Darrell Issa ..................................................... 4 /27 4 /29 Belgium ................................................ .................... 420.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 420.00 
Hon. Christopher Shays ........................................... 5 /17 5 /21 Jordan ................................................... .................... 461.69 .................... 6,498.13 .................... .................... .................... 6,959.82 

5 /21 5 /22 Iraq ....................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
5 /22 5 /27 Israel ..................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

R. N. Palarino .......................................................... 5 /18 5 /21 Jordan ................................................... .................... 354.00 .................... 6,512.70 .................... .................... .................... 6,866.70 
5 /21 5 /22 Iraq ....................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
5 /22 5 /22 Israel ..................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

Hon. Peter Welch ..................................................... 5 /26 5 /29 Jordan ................................................... .................... 411.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 411.00 
5 /29 6 /1 Israel ..................................................... .................... 519.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 790.00 
6 /1 6 /2 Italy ....................................................... .................... 271.00 .................... 271.00 .................... .................... .................... 271.00 

Hon. John Tierney .................................................... 3 /31 3 /31 England ................................................ .................... 222.00 .................... 10,711.14 .................... .................... .................... 10,933.14 
3 /31 4 /4 Pakistan ................................................ .................... 1,230.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,230.00 
4 /4 4 /5 Afghanistan .......................................... .................... 7,500.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 7,500.00 
4 /5 4 /6 Jordan ................................................... .................... 273.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 273.00 

Hon. Betty McCollum ............................................... 3 /31 3 /31 England ................................................ .................... 222.00 .................... 9,215.21 .................... .................... .................... 9,437.21 
3 /31 4 /4 Pakistan ................................................ .................... 1,230.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,230.00 
4 /4 4 /5 Afghanistan .......................................... .................... 75.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 75.00 
4 /5 4 /6 Jordan ................................................... .................... 273.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 273.00 

Patrick Henry ........................................................... 3 /31 3 /31 England ................................................ .................... 222.00 .................... 8,089.14 .................... .................... .................... 8,311.14 
3 /31 4 /4 Pakistan ................................................ .................... 1,230.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,230.00 
4 /4 4 /5 Afghanistan .......................................... .................... 75.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 75.00 
4 /5 4 /6 Jordan ................................................... .................... 273.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 273.00 

Committee total ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... 21,587.19 .................... 100,226.86 .................... .................... .................... 137,877.33 

1 Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
2 If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 

HENRY A. WAXMAN, Chairman, July 30, 2007. 

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON RULES, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN MAY 29 AND JUNE 9, 2007 

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

David Goldenberg .................................................... 5 /29 6 /2 Israel ..................................................... .................... 692.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 692.00 
6 /2 6 /3 Jordan ................................................... .................... 137.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 137.00 
6 /3 6 /5 Kosovo ................................................... .................... 224.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 224.00 
6 /5 6 /9 Romania ............................................... .................... 592.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 592.00 
5 /29 6 /9 U.S.-Israel/Romania-U.S. ...................... .................... .................... .................... 6,624.72 .................... .................... .................... 6,624.72 

Committee total ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... 1,645.00 .................... 6,624.72 .................... .................... .................... 8,269.72 

1 Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
2 If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 

LOUISE McINTOSH SLAUGHTER, Chairman, July 31, 2007. 

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON SMALL BUSINESS, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN JAN. 3 AND MAR. 31, 2007 

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

HOUSE COMMITTEES 
Please Note: If there were no expenditures during the calendar quarter noted above, please check the box at right to so indicate and return. ◊ 

1 Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, Vol. 153, Pt. 1723726 September 6, 2007 
2 If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 

NYDIA VELÁZQUEZ, July 31, 2007. 

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON SMALL BUSINESS, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN APR. 1 AND JUNE 30, 2007 

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

HOUSE COMMITTEES 
Please Note: If there were no expenditures during the calendar quarter noted above, please check the box at right to so indicate and return. ◊ 

1 Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
2 If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 

NYDIA VELÁZQUEZ, July 31, 2007. 

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON STANDARDS OF OFFICIAL CONDUCT, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN APR. 1 AND 
JUNE 30, 2007 

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Ken Kellner .............................................................. 6 /12 6 /14 Haiti ...................................................... .................... 570.00 .................... 788.20 .................... .................... .................... 1,358.20 

Committee total ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... 570.00 .................... 788.20 .................... .................... .................... 1,358.20 

1 Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
2 If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON TRANSPORTATION AND INFRASTRUCTURE, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN APR. 1 
AND JUNE 30, 2007 

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Hon. James Oberstar ............................................... 4 /1 4 /3 Brussels ................................................ .................... 1,462.00 (3) .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,462.00 
Hon. Jerry Costello ................................................... 4 /1 4 /3 Brussels ................................................ .................... 1,462.00 (3) .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,462.00 
Hon. Corrine Brown ................................................. 4 /1 4 /3 Brussels ................................................ .................... 1,462.00 (3) .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,462.00 
Hon. Jim Gerlach ..................................................... 4 /1 4 /3 Brussels ................................................ .................... 1,462.00 (3) .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,462.00 
Hon. Candice Miller ................................................. 4 /1 4 /3 Brussels ................................................ .................... 1,462.00 (3) .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,462.00 
Hon. Daniel Lipinski ................................................ 4 /1 4 /3 Brussels ................................................ .................... 1,462.00 (3) .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,462.00 
Hon. John Duncan ................................................... 4 /1 4 /3 Brussels ................................................ .................... 1,462.00 (3) .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,462.00 
Hon. Mary Fallin ...................................................... 4 /1 4 /3 Brussels ................................................ .................... 1,462.00 (3) .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,462.00 
Stacie Soumbeniotis ................................................ 4 /1 4 /3 Brussels ................................................ .................... 1,462.00 .................... 6,297.57 .................... .................... .................... 7,759.57 
Christa Fornarotto ................................................... 4 /1 4 /3 Brussels ................................................ .................... 1,462.00 .................... 6,297.57 .................... .................... .................... 7,759.57 
David Heymsfeld ...................................................... 4 /1 4 /3 Brussels ................................................ .................... 1,462.00 .................... 6,297.57 .................... .................... .................... 7,759.57 
Holly Lyons Woodruff ............................................... 4 /1 4 /3 Brussels ................................................ .................... 1,462.00 .................... 7,545.57 .................... .................... .................... 9,007.57 
Suzanne Newhouse .................................................. 4 /1 4 /3 Brussels ................................................ .................... 1,462.00 .................... 6,297.57 .................... .................... .................... 7,759.57 
Jimmy Miller ............................................................ 4 /1 4 /3 Brussels ................................................ .................... 1,462.00 (3) .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,462.00 
Hon. James Oberstar ............................................... 4 /3 4 /6 France ................................................... .................... 1,809.00 .................... 142.00 (eurostar) .................... .................... 1,951.00 
Hon. Jerry Costello ................................................... 4 /3 4 /5 France ................................................... .................... 1,206.00 .................... 142.00 .................... .................... .................... 1,348.00 
Hon. Corrine Brown ................................................. 4 /3 4 /6 France ................................................... .................... 1,809.00 .................... 142.00 .................... .................... .................... 1,951.00 
Hon. Jim Gerlach ..................................................... 4 /3 4 /6 France ................................................... .................... 1,809.00 .................... 142.00 .................... .................... .................... 1,951.00 
Hon. John Duncan ................................................... 4 /3 4 /6 France ................................................... .................... 1,809.00 .................... 142.00 .................... .................... .................... 1,951.00 
Hon. Candice Miller ................................................. 4 /3 4 /6 France ................................................... .................... 1,809.00 142.00 .................... .................... .................... 1,951.00 
Hon. Daniel Lipinski ................................................ 4 /3 4 /6 France ................................................... .................... 1,809.00 .................... 142.00 .................... .................... .................... 1,951.00 
Hon. Mary Fallin ...................................................... 4 /3 4 /6 France ................................................... .................... 1,809.00 .................... 142.00 .................... .................... .................... 1,951.00 
Stacie Soumbeniotis ................................................ 4 /3 4 /6 France ................................................... .................... 1,809.00 .................... 142.00 .................... .................... .................... 1,951.00 
Christa Fornarotto ................................................... 4 /3 4 /6 France ................................................... .................... 1,809.00 .................... 142.00 .................... .................... .................... 1,951.00 
David Heymsfeld ...................................................... 4 /3 4 /6 France ................................................... .................... 1,809.00 .................... 142.00 .................... .................... .................... 1,951.00 
Holly Lyons Woodruff ............................................... 4 /3 4 /6 France ................................................... .................... 1,809.00 .................... 142.00 .................... .................... .................... 1,951.00 
Suzanne Newhouse .................................................. 4 /3 4 /6 France ................................................... .................... 1,809.00 .................... 142.00 .................... .................... .................... 1,951.00 
Jimmy Miller ............................................................ 4 /3 4 /6 France ................................................... .................... 1,809.00 .................... 142.00 .................... .................... .................... 1,951.00 
Hon. Jerry Costello ................................................... 4 /4 4 /5 England ................................................ .................... 518.00 .................... 761.60 .................... .................... .................... 1,279.60 

Committee total ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... 45,191.00 .................... 32,877.85 .................... .................... .................... 79,914.85 

1 Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
2 If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 
3 Military air transportation. 

JAMES L. OBERSTAR, Chairman. 

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON VETERANS’ AFFAIRS, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN APRIL 1 AND JUNE 30, 2007 

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

HOUSE COMMITTEES 
Please Note: If there were no expenditures during the calendar quarter noted above, please check the box at right to so indicate and return. ◊ 

1 Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
2 If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 

BOB FILNER, July 11, 2007. 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 14:44 Jul 26, 2010 Jkt 059102 PO 00000 Frm 00084 Fmt 0688 Sfmt 8634 E:\BR07\H06SE7.002 H06SE7er
ow

e 
on

 D
S

K
5C

LS
3C

1P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 B
O

U
N

D
 R

E
C

O
R

D



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, Vol. 153, Pt. 17 23727 September 6, 2007 
REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, PERMANENT SELECT COMMITTEE ON INTELLIGENCE, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN APR. 1 AND 

JUNE 30, 2007 

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Hon. Michael Rogers ............................................... 3 /31 4 /2 Africa .................................................... .................... 993.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
4 /3 4 /6 Africa .................................................... .................... 1,182.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

Commercial Aircraft ....................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 9,048.61 .................... .................... .................... 11,223.61 
George Pappas ........................................................ 3 /31 4 /2 Africa .................................................... .................... 993.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

4 /3 4 /6 Africa .................................................... .................... 1,182.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
Commercial Aircraft ....................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 7,747.57 .................... .................... .................... 9,922.57 

Iram Ali .................................................................... 3 /31 4 /2 Africa .................................................... .................... 993.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
4 /3 4 /6 Africa .................................................... .................... 1,182.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

Commercial Aircraft ....................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 7,747.57 .................... .................... .................... 9,922.57 
Hon. Silvestre Reyes ................................................ 3 /30 3 /31 Middle East .......................................... .................... 1,017.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

4 /1 4 /3 Middle East .......................................... .................... 273.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,600.00 
4 /4 4 /5 Middle East .......................................... .................... 273.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,600.00 

............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... ....................
Hon. Darrell Issa ..................................................... 3 /30 3 /31 Middle East .......................................... .................... 310.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

4 /1 4 /3 Middle East .......................................... .................... 1,017.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
4 /4 4 /6 Middle East .......................................... .................... 546.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,873.00 

............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... ....................
Hon. Rush Holt ........................................................ 3 /30 3 /31 Middle East .......................................... .................... 310.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

4 /1 4 /3 Middle East .......................................... .................... 1,017.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
4 /4 4 /5 Middle East .......................................... .................... 273.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,600.00 

............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... ....................
Michael Delaney ...................................................... 3 /30 3 /31 Middle East .......................................... .................... 310.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

4 /1 4 /3 Middle East .......................................... .................... 1,017.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
4 /4 4 /5 Middle East .......................................... .................... 273.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,600.00 

............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... ....................
Jeremy Bash ............................................................ 3 /30 3 /31 Middle East .......................................... .................... 310.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

4 /1 4 /3 Middle East .......................................... .................... 1,017.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
4 /4 4 /6 Middle East .......................................... .................... 546.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,873.00 

............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... ....................
David Abruzzino ....................................................... 3 /30 3 /31 Middle East .......................................... .................... 310.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

4 /1 4 /3 Middle East .......................................... .................... 1,017.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
4 /4 4 /5 Middle East .......................................... .................... 273.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,600.00 

............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... ....................
Meika Eoyang .......................................................... 4 /1 4 /2 Asia ....................................................... .................... 678.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

4 /3 4 /4 Asia ....................................................... .................... 782.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
4 /5 4 /6 Asia ....................................................... .................... 800.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

Commercial Aircraft ....................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 9,245.92 .................... .................... .................... 11,505.92 
Larry Hanauer .......................................................... 4 /1 4 /2 Asia ....................................................... .................... 678.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

4 /3 4 /4 Asia ....................................................... .................... 1,017.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
4 /5 4 /6 Asia ....................................................... .................... 800.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

Commercial Aircraft ....................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 9,482.92 .................... .................... .................... 11,977.92 
Donald Veira ............................................................ 4 /1 4 /2 Asia ....................................................... .................... 678.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

4 /3 4 /4 Asia ....................................................... .................... 782.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
4 /5 4 /6 Asia ....................................................... .................... 800.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

Commercial Aircraft ....................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 9,245.92 .................... .................... .................... 11,505.92 
Frederick Fleitz ........................................................ 4 /1 4 /2 Asia ....................................................... .................... 678.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

4 /3 4 /4 Asia ....................................................... .................... 782.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
4 /5 4 /6 Asia ....................................................... .................... 800.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

Commercial Aircraft ....................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 9,245.92 .................... .................... .................... 11,505.92 
Hon. Peter Hoekstra ................................................. 4 /1 4 /2 Central Asia .......................................... .................... 366.67 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

4 /3 4 /5 Central Asia .......................................... .................... 474.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
4 /6 4 /7 Central Asia .......................................... .................... 145.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

Commercial Aircraft ....................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 9,712.80 .................... .................... .................... 10,698.47 
James Lewis ............................................................ 4 /1 4 /2 Central Asia .......................................... .................... 366.67 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

4 /3 4 /5 Central Asia .......................................... .................... 474.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
4 /6 4 /7 Central Asia .......................................... .................... 145.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

Commercial Aircraft ....................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 9,755.80 .................... .................... .................... 10,741.47 
Michael Meermans .................................................. 4 /1 4 /2 Central Asia .......................................... .................... 366.67 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

4 /3 4 /4 Central Asia .......................................... .................... 474.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
4 /5 4 /6 Central Asia .......................................... .................... 145.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

Commercial Aircraft ....................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 9,735.80 .................... .................... .................... 10,721.47 
Hon. Robert Cramer ................................................. 5 /3 5 /7 Europe ................................................... .................... 468.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
Hon. Darrell Issa ..................................................... 5 /4 5 /6 Middle East .......................................... .................... 150.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

Commercial Aircraft ....................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 7,826.00 .................... .................... .................... 7,976.00 
Jody Houck ............................................................... 5 /4 5 /6 Middle East .......................................... .................... 150.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

Commercial Aircraft ....................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 9,293.08 .................... .................... .................... 9,443.08 
Wyndee Parker ......................................................... 5 /26 5 /27 Poland ................................................... .................... 355.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

5 /28 5 /29 Russia ................................................... .................... 962.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
5 /30 5 /31 Lithuania .............................................. .................... 255.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

Commercial Aircraft ....................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 7,641.03 .................... .................... .................... 9,213.03 
Jeremy Bash ............................................................ 5 /28 5 /29 Russia ................................................... .................... 962.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

5 /30 5 /31 Lithuania .............................................. .................... 255.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
5 /31 6 /2 Estonia .................................................. .................... 606.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

Commercial Aircraft ....................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 8,080,06 .................... .................... .................... 9,903.06 
Josh Kirshner ........................................................... 5 /28 5 /29 Russia ................................................... .................... 962.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

5 /30 5 /31 Lithuania .............................................. .................... 255.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
5 /31 6 /2 Estonia .................................................. .................... 606.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

Commercial Airlines ....................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 8,155,06 .................... .................... .................... 9,978.06 
Eric Greenwald ........................................................ 5 /26 5 /27 Russia ................................................... .................... 962.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

5 /28 5 /29 Lithuania .............................................. .................... 255.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
5 /30 5 /31 Estonia .................................................. .................... 606.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
6 /2 6 /5 London .................................................. .................... 1,704.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

Commercial Aircraft ....................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 7,958,03 .................... .................... .................... 11,485.80 
James Lewis ............................................................ 5 /28 5 /29 Russia ................................................... .................... 962.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

5 /30 5 /31 Lithuania .............................................. .................... 255.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
5 /31 6 /2 Estonia .................................................. .................... 606.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

Commercial Aircraft ....................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 8,923,06 .................... .................... .................... 10,746.06 
Christopher Donesa ................................................. 5 /28 5 /29 Russia ................................................... .................... 962.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

5 /30 5 /31 Lithuania .............................................. .................... 255.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
5 /31 6 /2 Estonia .................................................. .................... 606.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

Commercial Airlines ....................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 8,080,06 .................... .................... .................... 9,903.06 
Mieke Eoyang ........................................................... 5 /26 5 /29 Philippines ............................................ .................... 908.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

5 /30 6 /2 Jakarta .................................................. .................... 849.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
Commercial Aircraft ....................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 10,869,70 .................... .................... .................... 12,626.70 

Donald Vieira ........................................................... 5 /26 5 /29 Philippines ............................................ .................... 908.00 .................... 7,641,03 .................... .................... .................... ....................
5 /30 6 /2 Jarkarta ................................................. .................... 849.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

Commercial Aircraft ....................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 10,869,70 .................... .................... .................... 12,626.70 
George Pappas ........................................................ 5 /26 5 /29 Philippines ............................................ .................... 908.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

5 /30 6 /2 Jarkarta ................................................. .................... 849.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
Commercial Airlines ....................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 10,869,70 .................... .................... .................... 12,626.70 

Hon. Rush D. Holt ................................................... 5 /29 5 /29 Vienna ................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
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JUNE 30, 2007—Continued 

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Commercial Aircraft ....................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 834.20 .................... .................... .................... 834.20 
Hon. Mike Thompson ............................................... 5 /31 6 /2 London .................................................. .................... 1,136.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

6 /2 6 /3 Germany ................................................ .................... 322.64 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
6 /4 6 /5 Sweden ................................................. .................... 958.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

Commercial Aircraft ....................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 8,974.19 .................... .................... .................... 11,390.83 
Laurance Hanauer ................................................... 5 /31 6 /2 London .................................................. .................... 1,136.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

6 /2 6 /3 Germany ................................................ .................... 322.64 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
6 /4 6 /5 Sweden ................................................. .................... 958.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

Commercial Aircraft ....................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 8,534.19 .................... .................... .................... 10,950.83 
Linda Cohen ............................................................ 5 /31 6 /2 London .................................................. .................... 1,136.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

6 /2 6 /3 Germany ................................................ .................... 322.64 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
6 /4 6 /5 Sweden ................................................. .................... 958.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

Commercial Aircraft ....................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 8,534.19 .................... .................... .................... 10,950.83 
Jamal Ware .............................................................. 5 /31 6 /2 London .................................................. .................... 1,136.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

6 /2 6 /3 Germany ................................................ .................... 322.64 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
6 /4 6 /5 Sweden ................................................. .................... 958.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

Commercial Aircraft ....................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 8,514.19 .................... .................... .................... 10,930.83 
Hon. Robert Cramer ................................................. 5 /31 6 /5 London .................................................. .................... 2,840.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

Commercial Aircraft ....................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 7,098.55 .................... .................... .................... 9,938.55 
Hon. Darrell Issa ..................................................... 6 /23 6 /24 Israel ..................................................... .................... 423.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

6 /25 6 /26 Germany ................................................ .................... 436.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
Commercial Aircraft ....................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 6,303.45 .................... .................... .................... 7,162.45 

James Lewis ............................................................ 6 /23 6 /24 Israel ..................................................... .................... 436.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
6 /25 6 /26 Germany ................................................ .................... 436.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

Commercial Aircraft ....................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 9,039.45 .................... .................... .................... 9,898.45 
Josh Kirshner ........................................................... 6 /23 6 /24 Israel ..................................................... .................... 423.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

6 /25 6 /26 Germany ................................................ .................... 436.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
Commercial Aircraft ....................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 6,303.45 .................... .................... .................... 7,162.45 

Committee totals ....................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 316,087.50 

1 Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
2 If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 
3 Military air transportation. 

SILVESTRE REYES, Chairman, July 3, 2007. h 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 

ETC. 
Under clause 8 of rule XII, executive 

communications were taken from the 
Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

3161. A letter from the Principal Deputy 
Associate Administrator, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Buprofezin; Pesticide Toler-
ance; Technical Correction [EPA-HQ-OPP- 
2006-0821; FRL-8140-9] received August 14, 
2007, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

3162. A letter from the Principal Deputy 
Associate Administrator, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Cis-isomer of 1-(3- 
chloroallyl)-3,5,7- triaza-1-azoniaadamantane 
chloride (CAS Reg. No. 51229-78-8); Exemp-
tion from the Requirement of a Tolerance 
[EPA-HQ-OPP-2007-0220; FRL-8122-3] received 
August 14, 2007, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Agri-
culture. 

3163. A letter from the Principal Deputy 
Associate Administrator, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Fipronil; Pesticide Toler-
ances [EPA-HQ-OPP-2005-0206; FRL-8142-6] 
received August 14, 2007, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Agri-
culture. 

3164. A letter from the Principal Deputy 
Associate Administrator, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Lambda-Cyhalothrin; Pes-
ticide Tolerance [EPA-HQ-OPP-2005-0545; 
FRL-8143-1] received August 14, 2007, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

3165. A letter from the Principal Deputy 
Associate Administrator, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Zucchini Yellow Mosaic 
Virus-Weak Strain; Exemption from the Re-
quirement of a Tolerance [EPA-HQ-OPP- 

2006-0329; FRL-8137-9] received August 14, 
2007, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

3166. A letter from the Principal Deputy 
Associate Administrator, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Pyrasulfotole; Pesticide 
Tolerance [EPA-HQ-OPP-2006-1026; FRL-8141- 
8] received August 9, 2007, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Ag-
riculture. 

3167. A letter from the Principal Deputy 
Under Secretary for Personnel and Readi-
ness, Department of Defense, transmitting 
Authorization of Colonel Rex C. McMillian, 
United States Marine Corps, to wear the in-
signia of the grade of brigadier general in ac-
cordance with title 10, United States Code, 
section 777; to the Committee on Armed 
Services. 

3168. A letter from the Principal Deputy 
Under Secretary for Personnel and Readi-
ness, Department of Defense, transmitting 
Authorization of Brigadier General Anthony 
A. Cucolo III to wear the insignia of the 
grade of major general in accordance with 
title 10, United States Code, section 777; to 
the Committee on Armed Services. 

3169. A letter from the Principal Deputy 
Under Secretary for Personnel and Readi-
ness, Department of Defense, transmitting 
authorization of the enclosed list of officers 
to wear the insignia of the grade of rear ad-
miral (lower half) accordance with title 10, 
United States Code, section 777; to the Com-
mittee on Armed Services. 

3170. A letter from the Acting Under Sec-
retary for Acquisitions, Technology and 
Logisitics, Department of Defense, transmit-
ting the National Defense Stockpile (NDS) 
Annual Materials Plan for Fiscal Year 2008, 
along with proposed plans for FY 2009 
through 2012, pursuant to 50 U.S.C. 98h-2(b); 
to the Committee on Armed Services. 

3171. A letter from the Inspector General, 
Department of Defense, transmitting the 
semiannual report of the Inspector General 

for the period October 1, 2006 through March 
31, 2007, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. app. (Insp. Gen. 
Act) section 5(b); to the Committee on 
Armed Services. 

3172. A letter from the Principal Deputy 
Associate Administrator, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Approval and Promulgation 
of Air Quality Implementation Plans; State 
of Colorado; Revised Denver and Longmont 
Carbon Monoxide Maintenance Plans, and 
Approval of Related Revisions [EPA-R08- 
OAR-2007-0465; FRL-8453-5] received August 
14, 2007, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to 
the Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

3173. A letter from the Principal Deputy 
Associate Administrator, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Approval and Promulgation 
of Implementation Plans; Arizona — Phoenix 
PM-10 Nonattainment Area; Salt River Area 
Plan for Attainment of the 24-hour PM-10 
Standard [EPA-R09-OAR-2006-0526; FRL-8446- 
1] received August 14, 2007, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce. 

3174. A letter from the Principal Deputy 
Associate Administrator, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Approval and Promulgation 
of Implementation Plans; Idaho and Wash-
ington; Interstate Transport of Pollution; 
Withdrawal of Direct Final Rule [EPA-R10- 
OAR-2007-0110; FRL-8456-3] received August 
14, 2007, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to 
the Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

3175. A letter from the Principal Deputy 
Associate Administrator, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Approval and Promulgation 
of State Plan for Designated Facilities and 
Pollutants: Louisiana; Clean Air Mercury 
Rule (CAMR) [EPA-R06-OAR-2006-1028; FRL- 
8455-3] received August 14, 2007, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce. 
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3176. A letter from the Principal Deputy 

Associate Administrator, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Arkansas: Final Authoriza-
tion of State Hazardous Waste Management 
Program Revision [FRL-8455-5] received Au-
gust 14, 2007, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

3177. A letter from the Principal Deputy 
Associate Administrator, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Louisiana: Final Authoriza-
tion of State Hazardous Waste Management 
Program Revision [FRL-8455-9] received Au-
gust 14, 2007, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

3178. A letter from the Principal Deputy 
Associate Administrator, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — New Mexico: Final Author-
ization of State Hazardous Waste Manage-
ment Program Revision [FRL-8455-6] re-
ceived August 14, 2007, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

3179. A letter from the Principal Deputy 
Associate Administrator, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Approval and Promulgation 
of Air Quality Implementation Plan; Alaska 
[EPA-R10-OAR-2006-101 ; FRL-8447-2] received 
August 9, 2007, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

3180. A letter from the Principal Deputy 
Associate Administrator, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Approval and Promulgation 
of Air Quality Implementation Plans; State 
of Montana; Missoula Carbon Monoxide Re-
designation to Attainment, Designation of 
Areas for Air Quality Planning Purposes, 
and Approval of Related Revisions [EPA-R08- 
OAR-2006-0163; FRL-8452-9] received August 9, 
2007, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

3181. A letter from the Principal Deputy 
Associate Administrator, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Approval and Promulgation 
of Air Quality Implementation Plans; Vir-
ginia; State Implementation Plan Revision 
Variance for International Paper, Franklin 
Paper Mill, Virginia [EPA-R03-OAR-2006-0060; 
FRL-8452-6] received August 9, 2007, pursuant 
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Energy and Commerce. 

3182. A letter from the Principal Deputy 
Associate Administrator, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Approval of Implemenation 
Plans of Tennessee: Clean Air Interstate 
Rule [EPA-R04-OAR-2007-0229-200713 (a); 
FRL84553-6] received August 9, 2007, pursuant 
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Energy and Commerce. 

3183. A letter from the Principal Deputy 
Associate Administrator, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Determination of Attain-
ment, Approval and Promulgation of Imple-
mentation Plans and Designation of Areas 
for Air Quality Planning Purposes; Ohio; Re-
designation of the Toledo Area 8-hour Ozone 
Nonattainment Area to Attainment [EPA- 
R05-OAR-2007-0001; FRL 8451-9] received Au-
gust 9, 2007, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); 
to the Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

3184. A letter from the Principal Deputy 
Associate Administrator, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Determination of Attain-

ment, Approval and Promulgation of Imple-
mentation Plans and Designation of Areas 
for Air Quality Planning Purposes; Ohio; Re-
designation of the Dayton-Springfield 8-hour 
Ozone Nonattainment Area to Attainment 
[EPA-R05-OAR-2006-0956; FRL-8452-3] re-
ceived August 9, 2007, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

3185. A letter from the Principal Deputy 
Associate Administrator, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Florida: Final Authoriza-
tion of State Hazardous Waste Management 
Program Revision [EPA-R04-RCRA-2007-0016; 
FRL-8451-8] received August 9, 2007, pursuant 
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Energy and Commerce. 

3186. A letter from the Principal Deputy 
Associate Administrator, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Operator Training Grant 
Guidelines for States; Solid Waste Disposal 
Act, Subtitle I, as amended by Title XV, 
Subtitle B of the Energy Policy Act of 2005 
[FRL-8451-6] received August 9, 2007, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee 
on Energy and Commerce. 

3187. A letter from the Principal Deputy 
Associate Administrator, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Approval and Promulgation 
of Implementation Plans and Designation of 
Areas for Air Quality Planning Purposes; 
Kentucky: Redesignation of the Kentucky 
Portion of the Louisville 8-Hour Ozone Non-
attainment Area to Attainment for Ozone; 
Technical Amendment [EPA-R04-OAR-2006- 
0584 200723(c); FRL-8460-6] received August 21, 
2007, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

3188. A letter from the Principal Deputy 
Associate Administrator, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Approval and Promulgation 
of Implementation Plans; New Jersey; Low 
Emission Vehicle Program [Docket No. EPA- 
R02-OAR-2006-0920 FRL-8441-7] received Au-
gust 21, 2007, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

3189. A letter from the Principal Deputy 
Associate Administrator, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Approval and Promulgation 
of Air Quality Implementation Plans; Penn-
sylvania; Redesignation of the Reading 8- 
Hour Ozone Nonattainment Area to Attain-
ment and Approval of the Area’s Mainte-
nance Plan and 2002 Base-Year Inventory 
[EPA-R03-OAR-2007-0175; FRL-8459-3] re-
ceived August 21, 2007, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

3190. A letter from the Assistant Legal Ad-
viser for Treaty Affairs, Department of 
State, transmitting pursuant to the Taiwan 
Relations Act, agreements concluded by the 
American Institute in Taiwan on April 17 
and July 13, 2007, pursuant to 22 U.S.C. 
3311(a); to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

3191. A letter from the Assistant Legal Ad-
viser for Treaty Affairs, Department of 
State, transmitting Copies of international 
agreements, other than treaties, entered into 
by the United States, pursuant to 1 U.S.C. 
112b; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

3192. A letter from the Director, Defense 
Security Cooperation Agency, transmitting 
pursuant to Section 62(a) of the Arms Export 
Control Act (AECA), notification concerning 
the Department of the Air Force’s proposed 
lease of defense articles to the Government 
of Canada (Transmittal No. 07-07); to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

3193. A letter from the Under Secretary for 
Acquisitions, Technology and Logistics, De-
partment of Defense, transmitting notifica-
tion regarding the annual report on foreign 
military sales and direct sales to foreign en-
tities of significant military equipment man-
ufactured in the United States during the 
preceding calendar year, pursuant to Public 
Law 109-364, section 1231; to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

3194. A letter from the Acting White House 
Liaison, Department of Education, transmit-
ting a report pursuant to the Federal Vacan-
cies Reform Act of 1998; to the Committee on 
Oversight and Government Reform. 

3195. A letter from the Acting White House 
Liaison, Department of Education, transmit-
ting a report pursuant to the Federal Vacan-
cies Reform Act of 1998; to the Committee on 
Oversight and Government Reform. 

3196. A letter from the Acting White House 
Liaison, Department of Education, transmit-
ting a report pursuant to the Federal Vacan-
cies Reform Act of 1998; to the Committee on 
Oversight and Government Reform. 

3197. A letter from the Acting White House 
Liaison, Department of Education, transmit-
ting a report pursuant to the Federal Vacan-
cies Reform Act of 1998; to the Committee on 
Oversight and Government Reform. 

3198. A letter from the White House Liai-
son, Department of Health and Human Serv-
ices, transmitting a report pursuant to the 
Federal Vacancies Reform Act of 1998; to the 
Committee on Oversight and Government 
Reform. 

3199. A letter from the Associate General 
Counsel for General Law, Department of 
Homeland Security, transmitting a report 
pursuant to the Federal Vacancies Reform 
Act of 1998; to the Committee on Oversight 
and Government Reform. 

3200. A letter from the White House Liai-
son, Department of Justice, transmitting a 
report pursuant to the Federal Vacancies Re-
form Act of 1998; to the Committee on Over-
sight and Government Reform. 

3201. A letter from the Deputy Assistant 
General Counsel, Department of Transpor-
tation, transmitting a report pursuant to the 
Federal Vacancies Reform Act of 1998; to the 
Committee on Oversight and Government 
Reform. 

3202. A letter from the Deputy Assistant 
General Counsel, Department of Transpor-
tation, transmitting a report pursuant to the 
Federal Vacancies Reform Act of 1998; to the 
Committee on Oversight and Government 
Reform. 

3203. A letter from the Deputy Assistant 
General Counsel, Department of Transpor-
tation, transmitting a report pursuant to the 
Federal Vacancies Reform Act of 1998; to the 
Committee on Oversight and Government 
Reform. 

3204. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of Veterans Affairs, transmitting a re-
port pursuant to the Federal Vacancies Re-
form Act of 1998; to the Committee on Over-
sight and Government Reform. 

3205. A letter from the Special Assistant to 
the Secretary, Department of Veterans Af-
fairs, transmitting a report pursuant to the 
Federal Vacancies Reform Act of 1998; to the 
Committee on Oversight and Government 
Reform. 

f 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON 
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 
committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows: 
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Mr. MILLER, GEORGE: Committee of Con-

ference. Conference report on H.R. 2669. A 
bill to provide for reconciliation pursuant to 
section 601 of the concurrent resolution on 
the budget for fiscal year 2008 (Rept. 110–317). 
Ordered to be printed. 

Mr. FRANK: Committee on Financial Serv-
ices. H.R. 2761. A bill to extend the Ter-
rorism Insurance Program of the Depart-
ment of the Treasury, and for other pur-
poses; with an amendment (Rept. 110–318). 
Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the State of the Union. 

Mr. WELCH: Committee on Rules. House 
Resolution 636. Resolution providing for con-
sideration of the bill (H.R. 1908) to amend 
title 35, United States Code, to provide for 
patent reform (Rept. 110–319). Referred to the 
House Calendar. 

Ms. SUTTON: Committee on Rules. House 
Resolution 637. Resolution providing for con-
sideration of the conference report to accom-
pany the bill (H.R. 2669) to provide for rec-
onciliation pursuant to section 601 of the 
concurrent resolution on the budget for fis-
cal year 2008 (Rept. 110–320). Referred to the 
House Calendar. 

f 

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of rule XII, public 
bills and resolutions were introduced 
and severally referred, as follows: 

By Mr. CARNEY (for himself, Mr. PE-
TERSON of Pennsylvania, and Mr. 
MCDERMOTT): 

H.R. 3480. A bill to direct the United States 
Sentencing Commission to assure appro-
priate enhancements of those involved in re-
ceiving stolen property where that property 
consists of grave markers of veterans, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Ms. WOOLSEY (for herself, Mr. 
GEORGE MILLER of California, and Mr. 
FILNER): 

H.R. 3481. A bill to expand family and med-
ical leave in support of servicemembers with 
combat-related injuries; to the Committee 
on Education and Labor, and in addition to 
the Committees on Oversight and Govern-
ment Reform, and House Administration, for 
a period to be subsequently determined by 
the Speaker, in each case for consideration 
of such provisions as fall within the jurisdic-
tion of the committee concerned. 

By Mrs. BONO (for herself and Mr. 
PALLONE): 

H.R. 3482. A bill to amend the Communica-
tions Act of 1934 to facilitate number port-
ability in order to increase consumer choice 
of voice service provider; to the Committee 
on Energy and Commerce. 

By Mr. BOSWELL (for himself and Mr. 
KENNEDY): 

H.R. 3483. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to allow a credit against 
tax for qualified tuition and related ex-
penses; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Ms. DEGETTE: 
H.R. 3484. A bill to amend the Federal Meat 

Inspection Act, the Poultry Products Inspec-
tion Act, and the Federal Food, Drug, and 
Cosmetic Act to provide for improved public 
health and food safety through enhanced en-
forcement, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Agriculture, and in addition 
to the Committee on Energy and Commerce, 
for a period to be subsequently determined 
by the Speaker, in each case for consider-
ation of such provisions as fall within the ju-
risdiction of the committee concerned. 

By Ms. DEGETTE: 
H.R. 3485. A bill to amend the Federal 

Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act, the Federal 
Meat Inspection Act, the Poultry Products 
Inspection Act, and the Egg Products Inspec-
tion Act to improve the safety of food, meat, 
and poultry products through enhanced 
traceability, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Agriculture, and in addition 
to the Committee on Energy and Commerce, 
for a period to be subsequently determined 
by the Speaker, in each case for consider-
ation of such provisions as fall within the ju-
risdiction of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. ELLSWORTH: 
H.R. 3486. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-

enue Code of 1986 to provide incentives for 
improving mine safety; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HASTINGS of Florida (for him-
self, Ms. CASTOR, Mr. MEEK of Flor-
ida, and Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ): 

H.R. 3487. A bill to provide for a rotating 
schedule for regional selection of delegates 
to a national Presidential nominating con-
vention, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on House Administration. 

By Mr. KING of New York: 
H.R. 3488. A bill to require mobile phones 

containing digital cameras to make a sound 
when a photograph is taken; to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce. 

By Mr. MILLER of Florida: 
H.R. 3489. A bill to require that the Sec-

retary of Veterans Affairs and the Secretary 
of Defense enter into a sharing agreement 
with Eglin Air Force Base Hospital for the 
provision of inpatient services to veterans in 
Northwest Florida, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs, and in 
addition to the Committee on Armed Serv-
ices, for a period to be subsequently deter-
mined by the Speaker, in each case for con-
sideration of such provisions as fall within 
the jurisdiction of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. RADANOVICH: 
H.R. 3490. A bill to transfer administrative 

jurisdiction of certain Federal lands from 
the Bureau of Land Management to the Bu-
reau of Indian Affairs, to take such lands 
into trust for Tuolumne Band of Me-Wuk In-
dians of the Tuolumne Rancheria, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Natural 
Resources. 

By Mr. WELCH of Vermont (for him-
self, Ms. SHEA-PORTER, Mr. MARKEY, 
Mr. OLVER, and Mr. HODES): 

H.R. 3491. A bill to amend the Atomic En-
ergy Act of 1954 to improve and strengthen 
the safety inspection process of nuclear fa-
cilities; to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

By Mr. WESTMORELAND: 
H.R. 3492. A bill to amend the Federal Elec-

tion Campaign Act of 1971 to increase the 
limits on the amount of contributions that 
may be made to political committees and to 
provide for the indexing of such limits for all 
contributions made under the Act, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on House 
Administration. 

By Mr. COHEN: 
H. Con. Res. 205. Concurrent resolution 

supporting the goals and ideals of National 
Women’s Friendship Day; to the Committee 
on Oversight and Government Reform. 

By Mr. BILIRAKIS: 
H. Res. 638. A resolution expressing the 

sense of the House of Representatives that 
the United Nations should forthwith take 
the procedural actions necessary to amend 
Article 23 of the Charter of the United Na-
tions to establish India as a permanent mem-
ber of the United Nations Security Council; 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. GALLEGLY: 
H. Res. 639. A resolution commending the 

actions of the Government of Germany and 
its cooperation with United States intel-
ligence agencies in preventing a large-scale 
terrorist attack against locations in Ger-
many, including sites frequented by Ameri-
cans; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
and in addition to the Committee on Intel-
ligence (Permanent Select), for a period to 
be subsequently determined by the Speaker, 
in each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

f 

PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 3 of rule XII, 
Mr. MILLER of Florida introduced A bill 

(H.R. 3493) to modify the purposes for which 
the Naval Aviation Museum Foundation at 
the National Museum of Naval Aviation at 
Naval Air Station, Pensacola, Florida, may 
operate the National Flight Academy; which 
was referred to the Committee on Armed 
Services. 

f 

ADDITIONAL SPONSORS TO PUBLIC 
BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors 
were added to public bills and resolu-
tions as follows: 

H.R. 63: Mr. SOUDER. 
H.R. 197: Mr. TIM MURPHY of Pennsylvania 

and Mr. SNYDER. 
H.R. 368: Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD, Mr. WEST-

MORELAND, and Ms. FOXX. 
H.R. 369: Mr. OLVER. 
H.R. 555: Ms. KILPATRICK. 
H.R. 636: Ms. FOXX. 
H.R. 643: Mr. CONYERS, Mr. KILDEE, and Mr. 

CLEAVER. 
H.R. 649: Mr. KING of New York. 
H.R. 652: Mrs. BOYDA of Kansas. 
H.R. 676: Mr. TIERNEY. 
H.R. 686: Mr. HALL of New York and Mr. 

KING of New York. 
H.R. 690: Mr. BOUCHER. 
H.R. 699: Mr. RAHALL. 
H.R. 718: Ms. HIRONO. 
H.R. 719: Mr. BACHUS, Mr. ISRAEL, Mr. 

ALTMIRE, and Mr. ELLSWORTH. 
H.R. 728: Mr. GORDON. 
H.R. 897: Mr. KUCINICH and Ms. BALDWIN. 
H.R. 997: Mr. PITTS and Mr. MCINTYRE. 
H.R. 1110: Mr. GALLEGLY, Mr. MATHESON, 

Mr. ENGEL, Mr. DENT, Ms. HIRONO, Mr. DIN-
GELL, Mr. SPACE, Mr. BERRY, Mr. LARSEN of 
Washington, Mr. HODES, Mr. WHITFIELD, Mr. 
KANJORSKI, Mr. WALSH of New York, and Mr. 
KUCINICH. 

H.R. 1188: Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. 
H.R. 1228: Mr. SARBANES. 
H.R. 1236: Mr. ISSA. 
H.R. 1275: Mr. RANGEL. 
H.R. 1286: Mr. WELCH of Vermont and Mr. 

ENGEL. 
H.R. 1303: Mr. MCINTYRE, Mr. TIBERI, and 

Mr. CONYERS. 
H.R. 1419: Mr. VAN HOLLEN, Mr. WICKER, 

Mr. WAXMAN, Mrs. DAVIS of California, Mr. 
GORDON, Mr. SNYDER, and Mr. GOODE. 

H.R. 1428: Mr. PAUL, Mr. BAIRD, and Mr. 
KNOLLENBERG. 

H.R. 1464: Mrs. CAPPS. 
H.R. 1496: Mr. FERGUSON. 
H.R. 1537: Mrs. MUSGRAVE. 
H.R. 1542: Mr. WYNN, Ms. MOORE of Wis-

consin, and Ms. ZOE LOFGREN of California. 
H.R. 1552: Mr. BOUCHER and Mr. LAMPSON. 
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H.R. 1584: Mr. TANNER, Mrs. CAPPS, Mr. 

SULLIVAN, Mr. PITTS, and Mr. BOREN. 
H.R. 1610: Mr. KING of New York and Ms. 

ROS-LEHTINEN. 
H.R. 1621: Mr. HINCHEY. 
H.R. 1644: Mrs. LOWEY. 
H.R. 1647: Mr. COURTNEY, Mr. RYAN of Wis-

consin, Mr. ELLISON, Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. 
BUTTERFIELD, Mr. ANDREWS, and Mr. VAN 
HOLLEN. 

H.R. 1843: Mr. MCGOVERN, Mrs. DRAKE, Mr. 
CARNEY, and Mr. MANZULLO. 

H.R. 1887: Mr. SESTAK. 
H.R. 1971: Mr. PICKERING and Mr. BERRY. 
H.R. 2095: Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of Cali-

fornia, Mr. VAN HOLLEN, and Mr. BOREN. 
H.R. 2108: Mr. VAN HOLLEN. 
H.R. 2169: Mr. BISHOP of New York. 
H.R. 2204: Ms. MOORE of Wisconsin and Ms. 

SOLIS. 
H.R. 2205: Mr. SALI. 
H.R. 2210: Mr. DAVIS of Alabama. 
H.R. 2211: Mr. MILLER of North Carolina. 
H.R. 2266: Mr. JACKSON of Illinois. 
H.R. 2276: Mrs. MILLER of Michigan, Mr. 

STUPAK, Mr. ROGERS of Michigan, Mr. 
KNOLLENBERG, Mr. CONYERS, Mr. DINGELL, 
Mr. WALBERG, Mr. MCCOTTER, Mr. CAMP of 
Michigan, Mr. HOEKSTRA, Mr. EHLERS, Mr. 
LEVIN, Ms. KILPATRICK, and Mr. UPTON. 

H.R. 2280: Mr. BRALEY of Iowa, Mr. 
BOOZMAN, and Mr. GRAVES. 

H.R. 2303: Mr. RUSH. 
H.R. 2342: Mr. HOLT. 
H.R. 2370: Mr. KLINE of Minnesota. 
H.R. 2380: Mr. MARCHANT, Mr. SMITH of Ne-

braska, Mr. FORBES, and Mrs. MUSGRAVE. 
H.R. 2394: Mr. ROSKAM and Mrs. 

CHRISTENSEN. 
H.R. 2443: Mr. TANNER. 
H.R. 2452: Mr. BOSWELL. 

H.R. 2484: Mrs. BONO. 
H.R. 2537: Mr. SMITH of New Jersey, Mr. 

KING of New York, and Mr. SERRANO. 
H.R. 2539: Mr. STARK. 
H.R. 2604: Mr. FILNER. 
H.R. 2611: Ms. ZOE LOFGREN of California, 

Mr. BACA, and Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. 
H.R. 2620: Mr. SESTAK and Mr. COHEN. 
H.R. 2659: Mr. FORTENBERRY. 
H.R. 2713: Mr. KING of New York. 
H.R. 2714: Mr. GORDON and Mrs. EMERSON. 
H.R. 2723: Mr. GONZALEZ. 
H.R. 2728: Mr. HERGER and Mr. DOOLITTLE. 
H.R. 2746: Mrs. CAPPS. 
H.R. 2762: Mr. CLAY, Mr. RAMSTAD, Mr. 

DOGGETT, Ms. MCCOLLUM of Minnesota, Mrs. 
WILSON of New Mexico, and Mr. WAMP. 

H.R. 2783: Ms. SOLIS. 
H.R. 2833: Mr. HARE, Ms. HIRONO, and Mr. 

COHEN. 
H.R. 2860: Mr. WICKER. 
H.R. 2914: Mr. UPTON. 
H.R. 2940: Ms. MATSUI. 
H.R. 3005: Ms. DELAURO. 
H.R. 3012: Ms. GINNY BROWN-WAITE of Flor-

ida. 
H.R. 3024: Mr. CROWLEY. 
H.R. 3028: Mr. MCCOTTER. 
H.R. 3029: Mr. REICHERT and Mr. PRICE of 

North Carolina. 
H.R. 3057: Mrs. DRAKE, Mr. GOODE, Mr. 

JINDAL, Mr. TIERNEY, and Mr. WICKER. 
H.R. 3099: Mrs. TAUSCHER and Mr. GOODE. 
H.R. 3115: Mr. GEORGE MILLER of Cali-

fornia, Mr. HINCHEY, and Mr. SIRES. 
H.R. 3168: Ms. CORRINE BROWN of Florida 

and Ms. MATSUI. 
H.R. 3191: Mr. COHEN. 
H.R. 3223: Mr. MCINTYRE. 
H.R. 3249: Mr. BOUCHER. 
H.R. 3257: Mr. RYAN of Ohio. 

H.R. 3265: Mrs. EMERSON. 
H.R. 3282: Ms. WOOLSEY and Mr. WAMP. 
H.R. 3298: Mr. LOEBSACK, Ms. SHEA-PORTER, 

Mr. MARSHALL, Mr. ORTIZ, and Mr. BOSWELL. 
H.R. 3327: Mr. BACHUS. 
H.R. 3355: Mr. DELAHUNT. 
H.R. 3364: Mr. COSTA. 
H.R. 3373: Mr. COHEN. 
H.R. 3386: Mr. MCHUGH. 
H.R. 3394: Ms. CARSON. 
H.R. 3402: Mr. BURTON of Indiana. 
H.R. 3416: Mr. GEORGE MILLER of Cali-

fornia. 
H.R. 3429: Mr. BOSWELL. 
H.R. 3432: Mr. RANGEL. 
H.J. Res. 3: Mr. HONDA. 
H.J. Res. 6: Mr. MARSHALL. 
H. Con. Res. 163: Mr. WELDON of Florida. 
H. Res. 95: Mr. CUMMINGS and Mr. MCIN-

TYRE. 
H. Res. 111: Mr. SPRATT, Mrs. BOYDA of 

Kansas, Mr. ROSS, Mrs. SCHMIDT, and Mr. 
ISSA. 

H. Res. 604: Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania, 
Ms. BORDALLO, Mr. CALVERT, Mr. ISSA, Ms. 
MATSUI, Mr. WELCH of Vermont, Mr. 
ADERHOLT, Mr. WOLF, Mr. HARE, Mr. SPRATT, 
Mr. KNOLLENBERG, Ms. KILPATRICK, Mr. 
SMITH of New Jersey, and Mr. MARSHALL. 

H. Res. 605: Mr. BOOZMAN, Mr. LOBIONDO, 
Ms. BERKLEY, Mr. BURTON of Indiana, Mrs. 
BLACKBURN, Mr. DENT, Mr. BURGESS, Mr. 
CANTOR, Mr. SCHIFF, Mr. GOODE, Ms. KIL-
PATRICK, Mr. FEENEY, Mr. LAHOOD, Mrs. 
TAUSCHER, Mr. MORAN of Kansas, Mr. REYES, 
Mr. RYAN of Wisconsin, Mr. KUHL of New 
York, Mrs. DRAKE, Mr. TIM MURPHY of Penn-
sylvania, Mr. SESSIONS, and Mr. HUNTER. 

H. Res. 634: Mrs. DRAKE. 
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SENATE—Thursday, September 6, 2007 
The Senate met at 9:30 a.m. and was 

called to order by the Honorable JON 
TESTER, a Senator from the State of 
Montana. 

PRAYER 

The Chaplain, Dr. Barry C. Black, of-
fered the following prayer: 

Let us pray. 
Gracious Lord, faithfully guide us 

through life, bringing us where You 
want us, as we seek Your will. You are 
our dwelling place, and in Your pres-
ence, we find rest. In the shadow of 
Your wings, we take refuge. 

Today, provide safety for the Mem-
bers of this body. Teach them to de-
light in Your wise counsel and to hear 
and do Your will. Give them grace and 
humility to look to You, to submit to 
You, and to depend upon You. May the 
power of Your spirit renew and refresh 
them physically, emotionally, men-
tally, and spiritually. Guide them se-
curely down the paths that lead to life 
until they dwell forever in Your pres-
ence. 

We pray in Your strong Name. Amen. 

f 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

The Honorable JON TESTER led the 
Pledge of Allegiance, as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 

f 

APPOINTMENT OF ACTING 
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will please read a communication 
to the Senate from the President pro 
tempore (Mr. BYRD). 

The legislative clerk read the fol-
lowing letter: 

U.S. SENATE, 
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE, 

Washington, DC, September 6, 2007. 

To the Senate: 
Under the provisions of rule I, paragraph 3, 

of the Standing Rules of the Senate, I hereby 
appoint the Honorable JON TESTER, a Sen-
ator from the State of Montana, to perform 
the duties of the Chair. 

ROBERT C. BYRD, 
President pro tempore. 

Mr. TESTER thereupon assumed the 
chair as Acting President pro tempore. 

f 

RECOGNITION OF THE MAJORITY 
LEADER 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The majority leader is recog-
nized. 

SCHEDULE 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, this morn-
ing, the Senate will be in a period for 
the transaction of morning business for 
1 hour. The time will be equally divided 
and controlled. The majority controls 
the first portion and the Republicans 
control the last portion. Under an 
order entered last night, we will re-
sume the Military Construction appro-
priations bill after morning business. 
There are five amendments that are re-
maining that are in order that are 
going to be disposed of. 

After the Senate completes action on 
the Military Construction bill, the Sen-
ate will begin consideration of the For-
eign Operations appropriations bill. 
The managers of that will be Senator 
LEAHY and Senator GREGG. This should 
be a busy day with votes throughout 
the day. In addition, the education rec-
onciliation conference report will be 
available and, as I mentioned earlier 
this week, we will act on that measure 
this week. 

I will talk in more detail with the 
Republican leader when we have a bet-
ter picture of what is going on with the 
Foreign Operations bill and how long it 
is going to take to dispose of the Mili-
tary Construction-VA bill. 

Democrats and Republicans worked 
well together yesterday. We have a lot 
to do. One of the things we have to do 
is look forward to somehow funding the 
Government after October 1. There will 
be consultations between the Repub-
lican leader and me and the appropria-
tions people on Capitol Hill. Also, we 
have the President to deal with on 
these issues. Even though there has 
been a lot made about the difference 
between what the President wants and 
what Congress wants, it is not that 
much different. I hope we can work out 
those issues. 

Anyway, we have a picture ahead of 
us of what we need to do, and we will 
proceed to do that business as quickly 
as we can today and hopefully finish 
everything today, tomorrow and hope-
fully not have to worry about tomor-
row afternoon or even Saturday. I hope 
we need not do that. We will keep ev-
eryone informed as soon as we can. 

f 

RECOGNITION OF THE MINORITY 
LEADER 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Republican leader is recog-
nized. 

f 

SENATE BUSINESS 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, let 
me add that I share the goal of the ma-

jority leader. There is no reason why 
the Senate cannot finish not only the 
bill we will wrap up before noon but 
also the Foreign Operations-State ap-
propriations bill and the education rec-
onciliation. I will mention that during 
the years when Senator LEAHY and I 
handled the Foreign Operations bill— 
and Senator LEAHY is now the chair-
man and Senator GREGG is the ranking 
member—our record, I say to my 
friend, the majority leader, one year 
we got it done in one afternoon. I don’t 
know if that is possible this year, but 
it certainly has happened before. 

We will be cooperating to the max-
imum extent possible to help achieve 
both these goals before the end of the 
week. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, this bill we 
are going to take up also is an inter-
esting bill in that it is $700 million less 
than the President requested, and that 
is unusual, especially in a Foreign Op-
erations bill. We hope we can work 
through that legislation. Senator 
GREGG is certainly experienced, as is 
Senator LEAHY. 

On our side, the time for morning 
business is going to be allocated as fol-
lows: 10 minutes each to Senator NEL-
SON, Senator SALAZAR, and Senator 
SANDERS, the 30 minutes we have that 
will be beginning soon. 

f 

RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Under the previous order, the 
leadership time is reserved. 

f 

MORNING BUSINESS 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Under the previous order, the 
Senate will now be in a period for the 
transaction of morning business for up 
to 60 minutes, with Senators permitted 
to speak for up to 10 minutes each, and 
with the time equally divided and con-
trolled between the two leaders or 
their designees, with the majority con-
trolling the first half of the time and 
the Republicans controlling the second 
half of the time. 

The Senator from Colorado. 
f 

EXPANSION OF PINON CANYON 
MANEUVER SITE 

Mr. SALAZAR. Mr. President, I come 
to the floor this morning to speak 
about an amendment we will be voting 
on in probably an hour and a half. It is 
amendment No. 2662, which has to do 
with the expansion of a training facil-
ity in my State of Colorado called the 
Pinon Canyon Maneuver Site. It is a 
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training facility associated with Fort 
Carson. 

In February of 2007, a few months 
ago, the U.S. Army made an announce-
ment it would move forward with an ef-
fort to acquire an additional 400,000 
acres-plus of land in my State to add to 
this training facility. What I am ask-
ing my colleagues to do today is to join 
with me and a vast bipartisan majority 
of the House of Representatives in say-
ing we need a timeout before we move 
forward. I ask my Democratic and Re-
publican colleagues to join us in sup-
porting amendment No. 2662. 

I say to everyone in this Chamber 
and to those who are listening, if you 
care about private property rights, you 
will support this amendment. If you 
care about ranchers and farmers in 
America, including those who make a 
living in southeastern Colorado, you 
will support this amendment. If you 
care about being wise in terms of how 
we spend taxpayers’ dollars in expand-
ing our military facilities, you will 
support this amendment. 

I wish to make a few remarks about 
its history, to put this into perspec-
tive. 

First, the Army in 1982 acquired 
235,000 acres for the training facility 
now known as Pinon Canyon. That fa-
cility has been used since 1982. It is an 
integral component of the training ca-
pabilities for Fort Carson, CO. 

In 2005, the BRAC Commission, in its 
recommendations which were approved 
in the Senate, recommendations which 
I supported, added additional troops to 
Fort Carson. The findings of the Base 
Realignment and Closure Commission 
said that Fort Carson had sufficient 
training facilities to provide all the 
training that is needed for our troops 
stationed at Fort Carson. 

So the first question to be asked by 
all those who are going to be impacted 
by this 400,000-acre expansion is wheth-
er that amount of land is sufficient to 
carry on the training purpose required 
at Fort Carson. That question simply 
has not been answered. 

If the Army moves forward with the 
expansion of the additional 400,000-plus 
acres, we will have a Pinon Canyon Ma-
neuver Site in Colorado that will have 
1,235 square miles. That is an area that 
is bigger than the size of the State of 
Rhode Island. Yet what the Army has 
proposed to do is acquire that land 
through condemnation or whatever 
necessary means to move forward with 
an unjustified need for an expansion of 
Pinon Canyon. 

I am not saying we ought not look at 
whether we need to have additional 
training facilities at Fort Carson. We 
certainly should take a look at that. 
But until we get the answers as to 
what has changed from January of 2005 
until 2007 that requires the expansion 
of this training facility so we have a 
training facility the size of Rhode Is-
land-plus, it is important we ask ques-
tions of the Army. 

I ask my colleagues to join us in 
moving forward with a timeout, with a 
1-year moratorium on the EIS process 
which the Army has proposed, and dur-
ing that 1 year we can ask some very 
important questions that will be im-
portant to those who will be most af-
fected—the residents of southeastern 
Colorado. We need to ask those ques-
tions as well for the men and women in 
uniform, whom we train at Fort Carson 
and around our country, to be sure we 
have appropriate and adequate training 
facilities for them. Those are questions 
that do need to be asked. 

The Department of Defense author-
ization and appropriations bills will be 
coming up, and I have proposed and 
will introduce legislation that will be 
cosponsored by my colleague, Senator 
ALLARD, where we get those questions 
answered. When we have those ques-
tions answered, then we can make a 
thoughtful decision about how best to 
move forward in a manner that, first, 
enhances and protects the national se-
curity of the United States; No. 2, 
make sure we are protecting the pri-
vate property rights of the ranchers 
who have lived in this area for some-
times three and four generations; and 
No. 3, the investments we make with 
respect to any expansion of Pinon Can-
yon are investments that make sense 
from a fiscal point of view. 

I ask my colleagues, when we get to 
amendment No. 2662 in about an hour, 
that they vote in support of this 
amendment. 

I conclude by saying there are two 
values that have driven me in my dis-
cussions on this issue of the expansion 
of Pinon Canyon over the last several 
months. The first of those values is we 
need to make sure we are providing the 
necessary training facilities for our 
soldiers at Fort Carson and those who 
will train at the Pinon Canyon Maneu-
ver Site. We need to make sure we are 
doing that, and we have a set of ques-
tions that need to be answered in that 
regard. 

Second, we need to be sure we are 
protecting private property rights. 
When one thinks about the fact that in 
these 400-plus acres, there are many 
ranchers who have been there for three 
and four generations, ranchers who 
have come to me with tears in their 
eyes, who talk about the fact that 
their wife is buried on their ranch and 
that they took the ranch from their fa-
ther and their mother and from their 
grandparents, it seems to me that if 
there is an opportunity for us to make 
sure we are protecting private property 
rights, this is a time for us to say we 
are going to protect the private prop-
erty rights of those ranchers. 

I say to my colleagues, I am not ask-
ing for the death knell to be put on any 
proposed expansion by the Army. All I 
am asking is that we have a 1-year 
timeout, a 1-year delay so we can get 
these fundamental questions answered 

on how we move forward with Pinon 
Canyon. 

I urge my colleagues to please sup-
port amendment No. 2662 when we vote 
on it in about an hour. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent to have printed in the RECORD let-
ters in support of my amendment and 
the position on the Pinon Canyon issue 
from Otero County, a resolution from 
Huerfano County, Las Animas County, 
Colorado Counties, Inc., LaJunta, the 
Bent County Commissioners, Baca 
County Commissioners, the Club 20, 
Action 22, Crowley County, as well as 
Alamosa County. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

OTERO COUNTY, 
OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONERS, 

La Junia, CO, August 27, 2007. 
Senator KEN SALAZAR, 
129 West B Street, 
Pueblo, CO. 

DEAR SENATOR SALAZAR: Through this let-
ter, the Otero Board of County Commis-
sioners officially registers its adamant oppo-
sition to the expansion of the current Pinon 
Canyon Maneuver Site and requests your 
support of the Musgrave-Salazar amend-
ment. Although this office and individual 
commissioners have corresponded with you 
on this matter over the past several months 
we feel compelled to address once again the 
U.S. Army proposed expansion. 

We appreciate your support in the dis-
allowance of eminent domain to acquire any 
land. However, simply halting condemnation 
will do nothing to truly support those com-
munities that are depending on your rep-
resentation to halt funding for the expansion 
entirely. A majority of state lawmakers and 
Congressional representatives, all 14 south-
ern Colorado county commissions, and the 
people of Colorado agree there should be no 
expansion and no money spent on the expan-
sion of the Pinon Canyon site. As you know, 
opposition to the Pentagon’s plan has been 
overwhelming and bipartisan at every level— 
community, county, state and national. We 
urge you to heed the will of the people by 
ending any and all funding for any and all 
aspects of the expansion. 

Thus, we ask you to protect the integrity 
of the regional and state agricultural econ-
omy by supporting the language authored by 
Rep. Marilyn Musgrave (R–4th CD), sup-
ported by Rep. John Salazar (D–3rd CD) and 
adopted overwhelmingly by both Repub-
licans and Democrats in the U.S. House of 
Representatives in June. 

Sincerely, 
ROBERT BAUSERMAN, 

Chair. 
HAROLD KLEIN, Jr., 
KEVIN KARNEY. 

RESOLUTION NO. 06–33 
Whereas, the U.S. Army established the 

Pinon Canyon Maneuver Site in Las Animas 
County in 1982, through its acquisition of ap-
proximately two hundred and forty thousand 
acres of private land to provide a training fa-
cility for Army personnel stationed at Ft. 
Carson; and, 

Whereas, the U.S. Army has initiated con-
sideration of the expansion of the Pinon Can-
yon Maneuver Site to accommodate a sig-
nificantly enhanced training program in ex-
pectation of additional Army personnel 
being stationed at Ft. Carson; and, 
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Whereas, the expansion of the Pinon Can-

yon Maneuver Site could result in approxi-
mately four hundred thousand acres of addi-
tional land being taken out of private owner-
ship in southeastern Colorado; and, 

Whereas, since the establishment of the 
Pinon Canyon Maneuver Site, Huerfano 
County has realized minimal or no economic 
benefit from the operations of the Pinon 
Canyon Maneuver Site; and, 

Whereas, the U.S. Army has been forth-
coming in providing information to Huerfano 
County regarding its plans for expansion of 
the Pinon Canyon Maneuver Site; and, 

Whereas, the United States Army has not 
recognized the serious destruction and loss 
of public access to the historical artifacts lo-
cated in the areas such as Vogal and Picket 
Wire Canyons, including the Santa Fe Trail 
and other closely situated sites which have 
scientific, historical, paleontological and 
tourist-related interest. Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved by the Huerfano County Board of 
County Commissioners, That the Southern 
District Counties of Colorado Counties, Inc. 
hereby take a position of opposition to the 
expansion of the Pinon Canyon Maneuver 
Site, for the following reasons: 

1. that the U.S. Army has not provided suf-
ficiently detailed information to Huerfano 
County regarding its plans for the expansion 
of the Pinon Canyon Maneuver Site; and, 

2. that the U. S. Army has not agreed to re-
frain from use of eminent domain to acquire 
privately owned land for expansion of the 
Pinon Canyon Maneuver Site; and, 

3. that the U.S. Army has no committees 
to fund a thorough and object socio-eco-
nomic study of the impacts that will result 
from the expansion of the Pinon Canyon Ma-
neuver Site; and, 

4. that the federal government has not 
committed to fully compensate impacted 
counties in Southeastern Colorado with Pay-
ments of In Lieu of Taxes (PILT) in conform-
ance with federal law and to provide com-
pensation for all additional land that may be 
acquired for the expansion of the Pinon Can-
yon Maneuver Site; and, 

5. that the federal government has not 
committed to provide financial compensa-
tion to all local governmental entities that 
will be economically impacted by the expan-
sion of the Pinon Canyon Maneuver Site, in-
cluding counties, cities and towns, school 
districts, special districts, etc.; and, 

6. that the U.S. Army has not committed 
to provide long term employment opportuni-
ties for support jobs necessary to operate the 
Maneuver Site nor afforded local business 
with opportunities to provide goods and serv-
ices to support the Pinon Canyon Maneuver 
Site. 

LAS ANIMAS COUNTY, 
BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS, 

Trinidad, CO, July 16, 2007. 
DEAR COMMISSIONERS: The Board of County 

Commissioners of Las Animas County, wish 
to make you aware of its concerns regarding 
the potential expansion of the U.S. Army’s 
Pinon Canyon Maneuver Site, located within 
this county. 

The U.S. Army recently released its latest 
map iteration reflecting the area of interest 
for expansion of the Maneuver Site by more 
than four hundred thousand acres. The ma-
jority of that land is located within Las 
Animas County. Should this expansion be ap-
proved, the U.S. Army may seek further ex-
pansion within Southeastern Colorado in the 
future. 

In the early 1980s, when the U.S. Army 
Corps of Engineers undertook the acquisition 

of privately owned land in Las Animas Coun-
ty, to create the Pinon Canyon Maneuver 
Site, not all land owners were willing sellers. 
While the Army Corps of Engineers nego-
tiated for acquisition of several properties, it 
proceeded to utilize the federal government’s 
power of eminent domain to acquire land 
from those property owners with whom it 
was not able to negotiate a purchase price or 
who were unwilling to sell. In the end, it 
took the properties and let the Court deter-
mine just compensation. 

The acquisition of additional privately 
owned land will further impact the agricul-
tural community, displace population, re-
ducing the number of school-aged children in 
K–12 rural schools and reduce the tax base 
depended upon by this county and the 
schools districts and special districts in the 
area of the Maneuver Site. Further, the fed-
eral government has never fully funded the 
Payment In Lieu of Tax (PILT) program to 
offset lost tax base revenues. 

In June, the House of Representatives of 
the United States Congress overwhelmingly, 
approved an amendment to the federal mili-
tary spending bill for 2008, prohibiting the 
U.S. Army from proceeding forward with its 
plans for expansion of the Pinon Canyon Ma-
neuver Site. Within the next several days, 
that same amendment will be considered by 
the U.S. Senate. You are respectfully re-
quested to contact both of Colorado’s United 
States Senators, Kenneth Salazar and Wayne 
Allard, and request that they support the 
Musgrave-Salazar Amendment to the mili-
tary funding bill to preclude the U.S. Army 
from pursuing expansion of the Pinon Can-
yon Maneuver Site. They may be contacted 
at the following addresses and phone num-
bers: 

U.S. Senator Kenneth Salazar, 702 Hart 
Senate Office Building, Washington, DC 
20510. 

U.S. Senator Wayne Allard, 521 Dirksen 
Senate Office Building, Washington, DC 
20510. 

Your support of this effort is sincerely ap-
preciated. 

Sincerely, 
JIM D. MONTOYA, 

Chairman. 
KENNETH M. TORRES, 

Chairman pro tem. 
GARY D. HILL, 

Commissioner. 

Hon. WAYNE ALLARD, 
Dirksen Senate Office Building, 
Washington, DC. 
Hon. KENNETH SALAZAR, 
Hart Senate Office Building, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR SENATORS: We, the undersigned 
County Commissioners, comprising the 
Southern District of Colorado Counties, Inc., 
and representing our respective counties 
within Colorado, wish to express our appre-
ciation to both of you Senators, for your po-
sition opposing the use of eminent domain 
by the U.S. Army. 

Your support is respectfully requested to 
adopt the Salazar-Musgrave Amendment, as 
approved by the U.S. House of Representa-
tives, to prevent any funding for the study of 
the expansion of the maneuver site, as the 
matter is taken up by the U.S. Senate. 

While the U.S. Army has withdrawn its of-
ficial map of expansion published in June, 
nevertheless, any expansion plan, should it 
be allowed, would have significant negative 
social and economic impacts to our respec-

tive counties and to southeastern Colorado, 
as a whole. 

Respectfully, 
(Signatures of Boards of Commissioners of 

the counties comprising the Southern Dis-
trict of CCI.) 

RESOLUTION NO. R–20–2006 
Whereas, the City of La Junta is cognizant 

of its neighbors and the manner in which its 
neighbors have maintained their livelihood; 
and 

Whereas, it is the belief of the City Council 
that Otero County continues to be a pre-
dominantly rural area, neighboring other 
counties with a similar preponderance of 
rural related industries; and 

Whereas, the City of La Junta is cognizant 
of the proposal by the United States of 
America acting through the Department of 
the Army and Department of Defense re-
questing the expansion of the Pinon Canyon 
Maneuver Site to include a substantial ex-
pansion in Otero County and other neigh-
boring counties; and 

Whereas, the City of La Junta is cognizant 
of the great hardship that will be realized by 
the citizens of La Junta, to include the 
neighbors of La Junta in Otero County and 
in surrounding counties as the impact of this 
increase in the Army maneuver site will 
have a radical and adverse affect upon the 
rural, predominantly agricultural related 
farming and ranching operations of the area; 
and 

Whereas, a substantial number of whole-
sale and retail businesses, retail feedlots and 
retail transportation entities are directly re-
lated to and participate in activities which 
are primarily agriculturally related and 
which would be severely impacted by the ex-
pansion of the Pinion Canyon Maneuver Site; 
and 

Whereas, the United States Army has not 
recognized the rather serious esthetic de-
struction to historical artifacts located in 
Vogel and Picket Wire Canyons, including 
the Santa Fe Trail and other closely situated 
sites which have both scientific and historic 
and tourist related interest; and 

Whereas, the City of La Junta is desirous 
of protecting the rights of its citizens and 
the rights of its neighbors to enjoy the bless-
ings provided to all Americans to include the 
business operations that they participate in; 
and 

Whereas, it is the judgment of the City 
Council of the City of La Junta that the 
Pinon Canyon Maneuver Site Expansion 
Project would adversely affect the economy 
of the City of La Junta, the economy of 
Otero County, and the region as a whole; and 
be it therefore 

Resolved by the City Council of the City of La 
Junta, That the City of La Junta does ada-
mantly oppose any expansion efforts in the 
Pinon Canyon Area by the Department of 
the Army or the Department of Defense as 
currently proposed. 

BENT COUNTY 
BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS, 

Las Animas, CO, July 25. 2007. 
Hon. KENNETH SALAZAR, 
Hart Senate Office Building, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR SENATOR SALAZAR: Although the 
Bent County Commissioners have cor-
responded with you on this matter over the 
past several months we feel compelled to ad-
dress once again the U.S. Army proposed ex-
pansion of the Pinon Canyon Maneuver site 
located in our neighboring counties of Otero 
and Las Animas. 
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We do recognize the necessity of our mili-

tary troops to be adequately and profes-
sionally trained in their mission of defending 
the freedoms that all of us as United States 
citizens wish to preserve, however, the po-
tential expansion of the Pinon Canyon site 
by more than four hundred thousand acres is 
not a viable solution. Property owners in 
both Otero and Las Animas Counties have al-
ready made considerable sacrifice on this 
project. The acreage previously acquired for 
the Pinon Canyon site was, for the most 
part, secured by the U.S. Army Corps of En-
gineers utilizing the Federal government’s 
power of eminent domain. The compensation 
paid to those sellers unwilling to sell was 
therefore determined by the Court and in 
many cases was an unjust dollar figure. 

The removal of lands in the affected coun-
ties will further impact the agricultural 
communities of southeast Colorado thereby 
displacing our already sparse population. Ex-
perience from the previous purchase by the 
Federal government of the Pinon Canyon 
lands has already shown a significant nega-
tive impact on the tax base used to fund the 
counties, schools, and special districts. The 
Federal government has never fully funded 
the Payment in Lieu of Tax (PILT) to offset 
the loss of tax base revenues. 

We respectfully request that you support 
the Musgrave-Salazar amendment to the 
military spending bill, as was overwhelm-
ingly approved in the House of Representa-
tives in June, which would prohibit the U.S. 
Army from proceeding forward with its plans 
for the expansion of the Pinon Canyon site. 

On behalf of the Bent County Board of 
Commissioners 

Respectfully yours, 
BILL LONG, 

Chairman. 

BACA COUNTY 
BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS, 

Springfield, CO, May 8, 2006. 
DEAR SENATOR SALAZAR: The Baca County 

Commissioners wish to express our opposi-
tion to the expansion of the Pinon Canyon 
Maneuver site, more specifically in the use 
of condemnation or eminent domain to se-
cure property from unwilling sellers. We also 
object to the expansion based on the nega-
tive economic impact to our county because 
of the large amount of goods and services 
provided by our constituents to the residents 
of the expansion area. 

Sincerely, 
TROY CRANE, 

Chairman. 
BILL WRIGHT, 

District 2. 
GLEN R. AUSMUS, 

District 1. 

CLUB 20, 
Grand Junction, CO, August 1, 2007. 

Re CLUB 20 concern about proposed expan-
sion of Army’s Pinon Canyon Training 
Area. 

Senator WAYNE ALLARD, 
U.S. Senate, 
Washington, DC. 
Congressman MARK UDALL, 
House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 
Senator KEN SALAZAR, 
U.S. Senate, 
Washington, DC. 
Congressman JOHN SALAZAR, 
House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR SENATORS ALLARD AND SALAZAR, AND 
CONGRESSMEN UDALL AND SALAZAR: CLUB 

20’s membership recently discussed the pro-
posed expansion of the U.S. Army’s Pinon 
Canyon Training Area in southeastern Colo-
rado and we want to make you aware of two 
concerns that we have regarding that pro-
posal. While we are quick to acknowledge 
that this particular issue is obviously out-
side of the geographic scope of CLUB 20’s 
Western Slope constituency, the concerns 
that we have regarding this proposal relate 
to matters that could establish dangerous 
precedents for private landowners and local 
governments everywhere. 

CLUB 20 fully supports the need for our 
government to maintain the best-equipped 
and most highly-trained fighting force in the 
world. However, with respect to this need, we 
would like to raise for your consideration 
the following two concerns related to the 
proposed Pinon Canyon expansion: 

(1) It is the policy of CLUB 20 that the fed-
eral government should only acquire addi-
tional land when such proposals have strong 
support from the local county and municipal 
governments where the lands would be ac-
quired. As concerns the Army’s proposed 
Pinon Canyon expansion, we are aware of a 
significant amount of concern which has 
been raised by local governments and private 
landowners in that area. Because of the im-
portance of securing local support for such 
projects, we request that you urge the Army 
to make a more diligent effort to engage 
these local governments in a collaborative 
dialogue to effectively address the concerns 
of the local community. 

(2) As with all such proposals which trans-
fer land from private to public ownership, 
CLUB 20 is concerned about the resulting re-
duction in property tax revenues and the his-
toric unwillingness of Congress to fully fund 
Payments-In-Lieu-of-Taxes (PILT) to help 
offset this economic hardship to the local 
community. While we recognize that related 
troop increases at Fort Carson may yield ad-
ditional economic benefits for the larger Col-
orado Springs community, the removal of 
these private lands from the tax rolls will 
likely pose little economic benefit to more 
rural areas like Las Animas County. We en-
courage you to fully explore the potential 
adverse tax revenue impacts associated with 
the conversion of such private lands and the 
removal of the private agriculture enter-
prises currently dependent on those lands. 

Thank you for your consideration of these 
two concerns, and thank you for your contin-
ued support of our military institutions and 
the men and women who proudly serve our 
country in uniform. 

Sincerely, 
REEVES BROWN, 

Executive Director. 

RESOLUTION 07–08 AG 8 
Whereas, the U.S. Army wishes to acquire 

additional needed land to expand the Pinon 
Canyon Maneuver Site; and 

Whereas, the expansion of troops into Ft. 
Carson, as provided in the BRAC report, is 
not contingent upon the expansion of the 
Pinon Canyon Maneuver site, and 

Whereas, the new technology permits 
smaller units to operate in and control sig-
nificantly greater battle space than was pre-
viously possible, 

Whereas, The expansion of the Pinon Can-
yon Maneuver Site could currently result in 
approximately four hundred thousand acres 
of additional land being taken out of private 
ownership in southeastern Colorado; and 

Whereas, Since the establishment of the 
Pinon Canyon Maneuver Site, counties in 
Southeastern Colorado have realized mini-

mal or no economic benefit from the oper-
ations of the Pinon Canyon Maneuver Site; 

Whereas, Homeland Security is of utmost 
importance to the United States and the 
proper training of our soldiers is needed; 
now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That ACTION 22 believes that the 
use of eminent domain is not an acceptable 
means in the on-going discussion in the ex-
pansion of the Pinon Canyon Maneuver Site, 
and be it further 

Resolved, That ACTION 22 stresses the need 
for timely, positive discussions on the eco-
nomic future of Southern Colorado and the 
region as whole, and be it further 

Resolved, That ACTION 22 will not consider 
supporting the expansion of the Pinon Can-
yon Maneuver Site until the U.S. Army pro-
vides sufficient detailed information to Ac-
tion 22 counties** regarding its plans and 
needs for the expansion of the Pinon Canyon 
Maneuver Site. 

CROWLEY COUNTY 
BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS, 

Ordway, CO, July 31, 2007. 
Hon. KENNETH SALAZAR, 
Hart Senate Office Building, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR SENATOR SALAZAR, We would like to 
lend our support to out friends and neighbors 
in Las Animas County by requesting your 
consideration of the Musgrave-Salazar 
Amendment to the military funding bill 
when the legislation reaches the Senate. 
Under the present set of circumstances it is 
difficult to imagine transferring 400,000 plus 
acres from private ownership to federal gov-
ernment control, without large economic, so-
cial and cultural dislocations occurring. 

We very much appreciate your thoughtful 
consideration in this matter. 

Sincerely, 
T.E. ALLUMBAUGH. 
KATHLEEN MEDINA. 
MATT HEIMERICH. 

COMMISSIONERS, 
ALAMOSA COUNTY, 

Alamosa, CO, July 30, 2007. 
Hon. KEN SALAZAR, 
Hart Senate Office Building, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR SENATOR SALAZAR: This letter is in 
support of the Las Animas County Commis-
sioners who are troubled with the potential 
expansion of the U.S. Army’s Pinon Canyon 
Maneuver site. 

The Board of Alamosa County Commis-
sioners is troubled about the expansion be-
cause of the agricultural community and the 
reduction of the tax base for Las Animas 
County. By reducing the tax base this could 
have a major economic impact on the 
schools and the community. The County like 
other Counties in the state is struggling 
with revenues and this expansion could do 
more harm. 

The Board of Alamosa County Commis-
sioners is respectfully asking that you sup-
port Las Animas County in prohibiting the 
expansion of Pinon Canyon Maneuver site. 

Sincerely, 
DARIUS ALLEN, 

Chairman. 

Mr. SALAZAR. I yield the floor. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. The Senator from Florida. 
Mr. NELSON of Florida. I thank the 

Chair. 
(The remarks of Mr. NELSON of Flor-

ida pertaining to the introduction of S. 
2024 are printed in today’s RECORD 
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under ‘‘Statements on Introduced Bills 
and Joint Resolutions.’’) 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Senator from Vermont. 

f 

AMENDMENT TO H.R. 2642 
Mr. SANDERS. Mr. President, later 

on this morning, I will be offering an 
amendment which, frankly, in terms of 
dollars, is not one of the big amend-
ments as part of the Military Construc-
tion and Veterans Affairs bill, which is 
over $100 billion. This amendment is 
only $20 million. But while it is small 
in the amount of money it deals with, 
it is enormously significant to the mil-
lions of men and women who have 
served our country in war, and it is es-
pecially relevant to disabled veterans, 
those people who have given as much 
as anyone can expect defending their 
country—the people without arms, the 
people without legs, the people in 
wheelchairs. It is for them I am offer-
ing this amendment, and I am very 
pleased that this amendment has the 
support of the American Legion, the 
Veterans of Foreign Wars, the Disabled 
American Veterans, the Paralyzed Vet-
erans of America, and AMVETS. 

The amendment I am offering ad-
dresses an ongoing and an emotional 
concern within the veterans commu-
nity. It is the concern that we in the 
U.S. Government are nickel and diming 
veterans in an absolutely shameful way 
through the so-called rounding-down 
process in terms of the checks that go 
to disabled veterans. Some years ago, 
as a temporary budget Band-Aid, the 
Congress initiated the so-called round-
ing down of veterans disability benefits 
and a few other categories of benefits 
that affect veterans, their spouses, and 
their children. Under this rounding- 
down process, every year when we cal-
culate the new disability benefits vet-
erans will receive as a result of their 
COLAs, the resulting amount is round-
ed down to the whole dollar. 

Let me give an example of what I 
mean. A veteran receives a check, or 
should receive a check, every month 
for hypothetically $200.99. What we 
have done is say to that veteran: We 
are taking away, every month, that 99 
cents, and you are going to get a check 
for $200. 

Now, somebody here may say: Hey, 99 
cents is not a lot of money. Multiplied 
by 12 months a year, you are talking 
about less than $12 a year. What is the 
problem? Well, the problem is, if you 
are a low-income veteran, it does mat-
ter. But I think even more signifi-
cantly than the dollars, what we are 
saying to that veteran who opens that 
check, sitting in a wheelchair, we are 
saving 99 cents a month on you. But by 
the way, we are giving no-bid contracts 
out in Iraq which cost the taxpayers 
hundreds of millions of dollars, or per-
haps billions of dollars, and we are 
going to balance the budget on your 99 
cents per month. 

So the amount of money we are talk-
ing about here is not a whole lot, but 
symbolically, to thousands of disabled 
veterans, it says something about how 
we in the Congress feel about them. We 
are saving 99 cents a month. Well, I 
think we can afford to give that 99 
cents to those guys in the wheelchairs, 
the people without one arm, the people 
who are blind, the people who can’t 
hear, the people coming home from 
Iraq with traumatic brain injury. I 
think we can afford to give them that 
99 cents, and that is what this amend-
ment is about. This amendment is 
going to cost all of $20 million—$20 mil-
lion in a bill which is over $100 billion. 

Let me quote from the Independent 
Budget. I think many Members of the 
Senate know that the Independent 
Budget is the budget brought together 
by all of the major veterans groups, 
and this is what they say when they de-
scribe this process: 

Disability compensation and dependency 
and indemnity compensation rates have his-
torically been increased each year to keep 
these benefits even with the cost of living. 
However, as a temporary measure to reduce 
the budget deficit,— 

A temporary measure. 
Congress enacted legislation to require 
monthly payments, after adjustment for in-
creases in the cost of living, to be rounded 
down to the nearest whole dollar amount. 

And let’s remind ourselves what kind 
of benefits we are talking about. Dis-
ability compensation benefits are bene-
fits that veterans receive if they have a 
service-related disability and were dis-
charged under other than dishonorable 
conditions. 

Furthermore, this rounding down ap-
plies to what is known as the clothing 
allowance. When veterans have pros-
thetics or orthopedic appliances such 
as a wheelchair, they understandably 
have a high chance of wearing down or 
tearing clothing at a faster rate than 
the average person. In other words, you 
are in a wheelchair, it rubs, your cloth-
ing gets worn out. You get help with 
that. We are rounding down those 
checks. 

This is not a complicated piece of 
legislation. This is legislation that 
says to people who have done as much 
as a human being can do for this coun-
try that we are no longer going to con-
tinue to nickel-and-dime you. I hope 
very much the Members of the Senate 
will join me and the American Legion, 
the Veterans of Foreign Wars, the Par-
alyzed Veterans of America, the Dis-
abled American Veterans, and 
AMVETS in supporting this legisla-
tion. 

I yield my time. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. The Senator from Nevada is rec-
ognized. 

Mr. ENSIGN. Mr. President, are we 
in morning business now? 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Senate is in morning busi-
ness. 

REAGAN’S ECONOMIC POLICY 
Mr. ENSIGN. Mr. President, an inter-

esting economic trend is sweeping 
through countries around the globe. It 
is one that started right here in the 
United States, and it would be wise for 
us to consider some of the amazing re-
sults that are being documented inter-
nationally. 

More than 25 years ago, Ronald 
Reagan took the helm of an economy 
that was tanking quickly and bringing 
American families down with it. The 
economy was shrinking; inflation was 
in double digits; more than 7 million 
Americans were unemployed; and the 
prime interest rate was through the 
roof. 

Ronald Reagan fought for an aggres-
sive plan to rein in non-defense govern-
ment spending, provide tax relief, and 
eliminate unnecessary government reg-
ulation. There were many critics who 
argued that Reagan’s plan would create 
greater inflation. They cried that tax 
relief would be paid for out of entitle-
ments and leave the elderly and needy 
worse off. However, John F. Kennedy’s 
assertion that a rising tide lifts all 
boats was true. 

As Reagan prepared to leave the pres-
idency, spending was down, as were tax 
rates and inflation. Employment had 
climbed to record heights—there more 
jobs and better, higher paying jobs. 
Family income had been on the rise for 
4 straight years. America’s poor were 
able to climb out of poverty at the 
fastest rate in 10 years. It marked the 
longest economic peacetime expansion 
in history. 

In his farewell address to the nation 
in 1989, Reagan stated: Common sense 
told us that when you put a big tax on 
something, the people will produce less 
of it. So, we cut the people’s tax rates, 
and the people produced more than 
ever before. The economy bloomed like 
a plant that had been cut back and 
could now grow quicker and stronger. 

Among the loudest critics of Rea-
gan’s philosophy of lower taxes and 
less government regulation were Euro-
pean countries that taxed high to offer 
more social services to their citizens. 

The tide has changed all right. Coun-
tries around the world, including those 
in Europe, are racing to cut their 
taxes. France, Spain, Italy, Sweden, 
Russia, Germany, Poland, Ireland, Aus-
tria, Slovakia, Hungary, Malaysia, New 
Zealand, Singapore, Taiwan, Vietnam, 
and Hong Kong. 

They are cutting business taxes or 
capital gains taxes or turning to a flat 
tax in the name of economic growth. A 
study of 86 countries last year by 
KPMG International showed that tax 
cuts attracted business investment 
with minimal loss of old revenue. And 
that loss was offset by new revenue 
from increased hiring and spending. 

Does that sound familiar? It is the 
economic plan that in the 1980s helped 
raise our Nation out of one of our worst 
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economic situations and reach new, un-
discovered heights. But instead of 
maintaining a tried and true economic 
path, the party in power is proposing to 
do just the opposite and raise taxes. 
The rest of the world is competing to 
lower their tax rates the fastest in 
order to attract businesses, jobs, in-
vestment, and wealth. But here, in the 
United States, Democrats want to 
spend more than $1 billion of the Social 
Security surplus, increase the national 
debt by $2 trillion, and raise taxes by 
an estimated $900 billion—the largest 
tax hike ever. And their plans contain 
no proposals to cut or eliminate waste-
ful spending. 

In a Nation where we have always 
thrived when given the opportunity to 
grow, the Democrats’ plan just doesn’t 
make sense. We need to return to the 
principles of Ronald Reagan—we need 
to trust the American people with 
their hard-earned money. Let them 
keep more of it so that they can pro-
vide for their families, save and invest 
for their futures, and maybe even take 
a chance on a business they have been 
dreaming about. 

We also need to give businesses the 
tools to compete in this very global 
economy. When countries around the 
world are lowering their tax rates to 
attract businesses, it puts us in a dif-
ficult position. Companies flock to the 
best environment, so higher tax rates 
clearly put American businesses that 
want to grow here at a disadvantage. It 
also puts our workers at a disadvan-
tage when competing against workers 
all over the world. 

Taxing, spending and stifling oppor-
tunity have never been the answers to 
our economic woes. Presently, our 
economy is healthy and strong because 
of tax relief that the Republican Con-
gress provided. 

But that is the past. The question 
now becomes, what are we going to do 
today? The corporate income tax rate 
in America is the second highest in the 
industrialized world. Instead of looking 
at ways to raise taxes, I believe this 
Congress should be looking at ways to 
make us more competitive by lowering 
taxes. That is the big challenge that is 
before us today: to keep the economy 
strong, to provide better-paying jobs to 
America. Do we raise taxes, or do we 
keep taxes low? Do we try to lower 
those taxes that are too high? 

I believe the answer is simple. It has 
been proven by history. It has been 
proven by John F. Kennedy and has 
been proven by Ronald Reagan and has 
been proven by George W. Bush. We 
need to take those lessons of history, 
learn from them, and expand our eco-
nomic opportunities, the opportunities 
for jobs in America. 

I yield the floor. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. The Senator from Missouri is rec-
ognized. 

IRAQ 
Mr. BOND. Mr. President, as we ap-

proach the sixth anniversary of Sep-
tember 11, 2001, we are reminded of the 
consequences of ignoring the threat al- 
Qaida and other ‘‘mufsidoon’’ terrorists 
pose to our Nation. Al-Qaida and rad-
ical extremists declared war, or 
‘‘Hirabah,’’ on this Nation in the early 
1990s, and not until 2001 did we finally 
take that threat seriously. While some 
in our own country refuse to believe 
this reality, that terrorists—Osama bin 
Laden, Ayman al Zawahiri—agree that 
Iraq is the central front in the war on 
terror, our entire intelligence commu-
nity testified in open session before the 
Senate Intelligence Committee last 
January that to retreat from Iraq pre-
maturely on a political timetable 
would invite disaster. They testified 
that a precipitous withdrawal of Amer-
ican forces would lead to chaos, re-
gional sectarian conflict, Shias and 
Sunnis killing each other. It would cre-
ate a safe haven from which al-Qaida 
could launch further and much more 
robust attacks on America, and it 
could lead to the possible deployment 
of troops, this time not to a fledgling 
democracy but to prevent the spread of 
a radical Islamic Caliphate, with a cap-
ital in Baghdad and borders reaching 
from Spain to Indonesia. A precipitous 
withdrawal would also send a message 
to the enemies of freedom all over the 
world that the American people lack 
the resolve to win; that while our brave 
military cannot be defeated, politi-
cians in Washington can; that when the 
going gets tough, America gets going— 
home. 

Next week, General Petraeus will de-
liver a progress report on the new 
strategy in Iraq. I expect this report to 
show that finally we are seeing real 
progress in the security situation in 
several key areas. This issue should 
not be a political one, but unfortu-
nately there are those who are politi-
cizing our fight there. This battle is 
too important to be used by those who 
want to declare defeat in Iraq for their 
own short-term political gains in 2008, 
claims such as, ‘‘the war is lost,’’ and 
claims that the success of the surge 
‘‘misses the point’’ are troubling at 
best and dangerous at the worst. 

Sadly, there are some in this body 
who are vested politically in defeat. I 
find it disappointing that some in Con-
gress would now say they will refuse 
even to believe General Petraeus, de-
spite the fact Democrats and Repub-
licans unanimously approved his ap-
pointment in February. 

General Petraeus takes his responsi-
bility for our troops on the front line 
seriously. He is highly respected, has 
an outstanding military career, and 
should be listened to. I am confident he 
will deliver a report based on facts on 
the ground and not political conditions 
at home. 

I hope more of my colleagues will lis-
ten to our military leaders when they 

deliver Iraq’s progress report. The 
worst case scenario would be for a ma-
jority in Congress to ignore our mili-
tary leaders and continue to demand 
timetables, withdrawal dates, and at-
tempts to control troop movements. 
Military decisions must be made by our 
military commanders on the ground, 
not micromanaged by Congress in our 
wonderful air-conditioned hall, thou-
sands of miles away. 

We have seen what has happened in 
the past when politicians have tried to 
run a war—from Vietnam to the Ira-
nian hostage crisis. 

On the political front, I agree that 
Prime Minister Maliki is not getting 
the job done, at least not getting the 
job done on the timetable that we have 
artificially set, but that much more 
work needs to be done. However, as we 
have seen for months now, progress is 
occurring from the bottom up at the 
local level. Our military, our leaders, 
and our troops in the field tell us that 
they are being successful. They are 
making progress. This is no time to 
quit. 

The Al Anbar Province, where I and 
several Intelligence Committee mem-
bers visited a few months ago, has been 
demonstrating tremendous signs of 
progress, even back then. This was the 
area controlled by al-Qaida just a year 
ago, where al-Qaida said they were 
going to establish the headquarters of 
their evil empire, the Caliphate. 

In fact, today, General Jim Jones 
will be releasing his report that 
reached the same conclusion I did after 
my visit. You saw different headlines 
in the paper today about that report— 
not surprising. They wanted to focus 
on other sites. But today’s Washington 
Post reported: 

U.S. and Iraqi alliances with Sunni tribal 
forces in Anbar province have produced ‘‘real 
and encouraging’’ military progress and in-
telligence cooperation, and there are prom-
ising signs they can be replicated elsewhere. 

It is here, where local tribal leaders 
and sheiks are cooperating with Amer-
ican and Iraqi Army commanders to 
take their neighborhoods back from al- 
Qaida. As a result, we have seen a de-
crease in sectarian violence, an in-
crease in weapons cache discoveries, 
and some relative stability. 

This is a classic example of how Gen-
eral Petraeus’s counterinsurgency 
strategy, or COIN strategy, is working. 

We should have had this policy 2 or 3 
years ago. But General Petraeus has 
written a book, the Army and Marine 
field manual. When he talks about 
dealing with the counterinsurgency, 
you go in, you clear, you hold, you 
work with local forces, and you help 
them rebuild. Show them that there is 
progress that can come when they co-
operate with those of us who are trying 
to prevent violence and terrorism from 
taking over their country. 

When we were there, the marines in 
Ramadi had just finished rebuilding 
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the Blue Mosque, the sacred point for 
Sunnis in Al Anbar, and they are using 
that. We are working with them. 

Our military is beginning to replicate 
these successful lessons in other parts 
of Iraq. Sure progress is slow, but 
progress is real. With a new counterin-
surgency strategy in place, our mili-
tary shows the momentum going our 
way, and with this momentum it is 
clearly the wrong time to cut the legs 
out from under them with a new strat-
egy. We are witnessing the increasing 
likelihood that our troops can find suc-
cess and return home victorious. Even 
previous critics such as the Brookings 
Institution’s O’Hanlon and Pollack, 
writing in the New York Times, said 
this is ‘‘a war we just might win.’’ But 
let me be very clear about one thing. 

Our U.S. national security interest is 
seeing relative peace and stability es-
tablished and maintained in Iraq for 
the short and intermediate term be-
cause only by assuring that stability, 
and our coalition forces working with 
Iraqi security forces, can we ensure we 
will avoid the genocide among Shias 
and Sunni, the opening of Iraq to a safe 
haven for al-Qaida and its related ter-
rorist elements, and the likelihood of a 
regionwide sectarian war, bringing in 
other countries in the region, creating 
havoc, chaos, threatening Israel, cut-
ting off oil supplies, and having an 
international crisis. 

Long term, we have an interest in 
seeing real reconciliation and political 
accommodation accomplished by the 
elected officials of the Iraqi Govern-
ment. Iraqis are going to have to make 
those decisions for themselves—who 
does it and how they do it—but we have 
to realize that before you can have po-
litical compromise and success, you 
have to have stability. 

Secondly, political reconciliation 
takes time. It took a long time to put 
the United States of America together. 
If you read, as I hope you have, the 
book about Lincoln’s Presidency, ‘‘A 
Team of Rivals,’’ you see even in 1860– 
1864, we were still fighting those bat-
tles in a war at the same time, but 
Abraham Lincoln persevered and we 
came through. 

So not only as a policymaker but as 
a father concerned about our future 
generations, I understand the tremen-
dous sacrifice our troops have made in 
support of a policy in Iraq. Our troops 
on the ground have told me, in many 
different ways, they understand they 
are making progress. They understand 
they are making these sacrifices; they 
are willing to do this for the good of 
our country. One particular quote 
sticks in my mind when they were first 
told about the possibility that Con-
gress would set arbitrary time limits 
for withdrawal. Their response was: We 
have made far too many contributions 
and too many sacrifices to see it all be 
for naught. 

This coming from troops on the 
ground who have seen their colleagues 

shot up and sent the belongings of lost 
comrades back home. They made a 
contribution to the peace and security 
of the United States, and they do not 
want us pulling the rug out from under 
them. 

Let’s remain committed to seeing the 
job done to protect this country from 
the radical and extremist attacks of al- 
Qaida and others. Our Nation’s secu-
rity, our credibility in the world, the 
freedom of millions of Iraqis and many 
other people threatened by this kind of 
terrorist attempt to establish a caliph-
ate are depending upon us. 

I urge my colleagues to listen care-
fully and accept the recommendations 
of General Petraeus and Ambassador 
Crocker, two men of unquestioned in-
tegrity who will be presenting the situ-
ation on the ground, not as we view it 
on TV, not as some mischaracterize it 
but from the people who have the re-
sponsibility for our missions, our vi-
tally important missions, important 
not only for Iraq and the Middle East 
but to our own national security. 

I yield the floor. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. The Senator from Florida. 
Mr. MARTINEZ. Mr. President, I 

wish to follow on my distinguished col-
league’s remarks regarding the situa-
tion in Iraq. 

I had the opportunity to visit there a 
week ago today. I went to Iraq because 
I wanted to see for myself, on the 
ground, the conditions there in ad-
vance of General Petraeus’s and Am-
bassador Crocker’s report. I am happy 
to report I believe what I saw was sig-
nificant military progress. 

My first stop on the visit was in 
Tikrit. I got a full briefing there of the 
conditions in this area, which was Sad-
dam Hussein’s birthplace, a place that 
was well known as a place of a lot of al- 
Qaida and Sunni insurgent activity. 

This area was under control. This 
area was moving in the right direction. 
Significant progress has been made in 
pacifying and bringing Tikrit to a bet-
ter situation. 

I had a very interesting visit then to 
Patrol Base Murray. Patrol Base Mur-
ray is about 12 to 14 kilometers south 
of Baghdad by the Tigris River. It is an 
area that was totally controlled by al- 
Qaida a few weeks ago. Our brave men 
and women in uniform moved in as the 
last brigade of the surge. See, the surge 
began in the middle of February, I 
guess, but it did not conclude until the 
last brigade reported for duty, and that 
was in early June, late May. This bri-
gade, the Stryker force, moved into 
this area under very difficult cir-
cumstances, and they have had a battle 
on their hands. But their commanders 
reported to us that under the most dif-
ficult of circumstances, they have 
made incredible progress, and that area 
is beginning to turn and turn dramati-
cally. They are working with the 
locals. I spoke with an Iraqi gentleman 

who is cooperating and working with 
our forces there in trying to bring a 
normalcy of life to people who live in 
this part of Iraq and is making 
progress. It is working not without 
some losses, not without the grief of 
losing one of our valued soldiers and 
many casualties, but at the same time 
progress has been made. 

Under the most difficult of cir-
cumstances and intense heat, their mo-
rale is incredibly high. The fact is that 
by all measures, this is a successful 
outcome to this particular aspect of 
our surge. The surge is doing precisely 
what it was intended to do, to clear 
and sustain and work with the locals as 
partners. All of those things seem to be 
working as intended, as General 
Petraeus laid out. 

I had the opportunity to spend some 
time with General Petraeus and Am-
bassador Crocker to hear their assess-
ment of the situation and hear some 
indication of what their report might 
yield. While we certainly need to allow 
them to speak for themselves when 
they come, I did get the definitive im-
pression that the metric they utilized 
to sense and see whether, in fact, 
progress is being made, all seem to be 
moving in the right direction—not 
evenly, not without setbacks, but cer-
tainly significant progress is being 
made. 

The strategy has shifted dramati-
cally. It so happened that as we were 
shifting our strategy, al-Qaida and 
their excesses had been more than the 
local Iraqi communities could stand, 
and so we have had a confluence of in-
terests, as many Iraqi leaders and trib-
al leaders and provincial leaders have 
turned against al-Qaida, understanding 
the way of al-Qaida is not the way that 
would be best for the Iraqi people. So 
this is a good confluence. This con-
fluence has brought about the kind of 
incredible results the Senator from 
Missouri was speaking of in Al Anbar 
Province. So I believe a political rec-
onciliation is ultimately the only way 
in which this will be a successful out-
come. But the conditions on the ground 
are beginning to be such so as to allow 
the kind of a peaceful country to then 
begin the difficult process of political 
reconciliation. 

There is no question that the Maliki 
Government has not delivered as 
hoped, but at the same time, some 
hopeful signs are beginning to emerge. 
There is no question the political 
progress lags behind the military 
progress. But I would expect it always 
would be so. The reason the military 
surge went ahead is so there could be 
the conditions for political progress. 

Over the last several weeks, there 
have been meetings that have resulted 
in the beginnings of what I believe to 
be the political accommodations that 
need to take place. I think particularly 
important are the debaathification law 
and also the law that would allow for 
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local and provincial elections. These 
will go a long way toward setting the 
stage for the kind of political reconcili-
ation that ultimately will make Iraq a 
peaceful country. 

I wish to touch a moment on the re-
port by General Jones on the condi-
tions of the Iraqi military. I got a very 
positive assessment from General 
Petraeus. Their casualty rate is 3 to 1 
to ours. They are taking the fight to 
the enemy, and they apparently are 
conducting themselves in stellar fash-
ion. 

However, they do need our help and 
will continue to need our help. I think 
it is important we note, as General 
Jones reports, that while he sees 
progress by the Iraqi military, surely 
they are going to be needing our help 
in logistics and air cover and things 
such as that for some time to come. 

There is a big difference between 
them taking the brunt of the fight, 
which I think they are poised to do in 
the months to come, and still con-
tinuing to need the kind of backup and 
support that undoubtedly will take 
longer for them to build. It is a big dif-
ference for our military to be assisting 
in logistics than it is to be at the front 
of the battlefield. I think the Iraqis 
might be in a position to do so. I do not 
think there is any question that our 
goal is a successful Iraq, an Iraq that 
will not be a safe haven for al-Qaida, 
nor will it give Iran the kind of polit-
ical control over this country that 
would be cataclysmic to the security 
and stability of the region. That is our 
goal. 

As a result of that goal being 
achieved, then we will be able to with-
draw our troops. But the goal ought to 
not be troop withdrawal at all costs. 
That would be a mistake for our coun-
try. It would be a mistake for the re-
gion. I believe that while progress is 
difficult and the sacrifices are great, 
that enough progress is being made for 
us to understand the way forward is a 
way of continuing involvement there 
until such time as Iraq has reached the 
point of stability that they can govern 
themselves and also provide for their 
own security. 

I yield the floor. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. The Senator from Colorado. 
f 

AMENDMENT NO. 2622 

Mr. ALLARD. Mr. President, I rise to 
speak on amendment No. 2622, which 
the Senate will be voting on later 
today offered by Senator SALAZAR. 

Mr. President, I regret that I must 
rise to oppose this amendment from 
my friend and colleague from Colorado. 
But this issue is of too great impor-
tance to the men and women who are 
fighting for our freedoms around the 
world. 

My colleague has characterized this 
as an Army versus the ranchers and 

farmers issue. I do not think this is our 
fighting men in the military versus 
farmers and ranchers, and here is why. 
Because I believe there are willing sell-
ers and willing buyers in this par-
ticular instance. Private property own-
ers, I have been told, approached the 
Army and said: Look, we have some 
land available we want you to consider 
in your plans to expand a needed train-
ing area, for the Army to consider 
looking at dealing with us and selling 
that land. 

So I think this particular proposal 
does not need to be an Army versus 
farmers and ranchers. I think this can 
be worked out with deliberation and 
thought during this process. Two years 
ago, the entire Colorado congressional 
delegation made a successful argument 
to the BRAC Commission to keep Fort 
Carson Army Base in Colorado Springs 
open. We made a commitment that if 
the Army kept Fort Carson open and 
even added soldiers, we would make 
sure our soldiers stationed there would 
be provided with adequate training to 
do their job. 

The Army kept Fort Carson open and 
restationed two new brigades, totalling 
more than 10,000 new soldiers, to the 
mountain post due to the commitment 
made by the entire Colorado delega-
tion. 

It would be hypocritical for us as a 
delegation to now tell the Army: We 
want those new soldiers, and we want 
the economic benefit from those new 
soldiers, but we are unwilling to do 
what is required of us as a State to en-
sure that our men and women sta-
tioned at Fort Carson are provided 
with adequate training. 

This amendment is a horrible prece-
dent that will impact more than Fort 
Carson. It is a national security issue 
at a time when our Nation is engaged 
in armed conflict. Currently, the Army 
has a backlog of 2 million acres needed 
for training. The shortfall is expected 
to increase to 5 million acres by 2011, 
according to the Department of the 
Army’s response to the National De-
fense Authorization Act of 2007, which 
is available for perusal by my col-
leagues. 

This issue could be reaching your 
State. Congress should be working with 
the Pentagon to address this serious 
backlog that is hindering the Army’s 
ability to provide adequate training 
our soldiers need and deserve. 

I ask unanimous consent to have 
printed in the RECORD the letter of op-
position to the Salazar amendment 
from the Secretary of Army, Pete 
Geren. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

(See exhibit 1.) 
Mr. ALLARD. According to the 

Army, the Salazar amendment is too 
restrictive. It prevents them from 
doing anything on Pinon Canyon to re-

solve even their differences with the 
farmers and ranchers, including 
photocopying handouts or maps to the 
citizens with questions, holding com-
munity meetings to find common 
ground, and even doing a required envi-
ronmental impact statement. 

Senator SALAZAR and I have offered 
amendments to last year’s and this 
year’s Defense authorization bill to ad-
dress many of the valid issues raised by 
concerned citizens and elected officials 
whose communities are affected by the 
proposed expansion of Pinon Canyon, 
the need for any expansion of Pinon 
Canyon by the Army, and the economic 
and environmental impact to south-
eastern Colorado. I agree with my col-
league that the Army needs to answer 
questions. I agree we need to ensure 
the residents and communities im-
pacted by any expansion are part of the 
process and their concerns are ad-
dressed. I believe this amendment 
would not accomplish those goals but, 
rather, actually keep us from getting 
needed answers to which they are enti-
tled. Where we disagree is on the ap-
proach. This amendment will have 
long-term unintended consequences we 
could regret. I ask my colleagues to 
consider those consequences before 
they vote. 

I ask my colleagues to vote no on the 
Salazar amendment. 

EXHIBIT 1 

SECRETARY OF THE ARMY, 
Washington, DC, September 6, 2007. 

Senator JACK REED, 
Acting Chairman, Senate Committee on Appro-

priations, Subcommittee on Military Con-
struction, and Veterans’ Affairs, Wash-
ington, DC. 

Senator KAY BAILEY HUTCHISON, 
Ranking Member, Senate Committee on Appro-

priations, Subcommittee on Military Con-
struction, and Veteran’s Affairs, Wash-
ington, DC. 

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN AND SENATOR 
HUTCHISON: I am writing to express the 
Army’s views regarding the Piñon Canyon 
Maneuver Site (PCMS) in Colorado. The 
Army wishes to expand the PCMS in order to 
provide our Soldiers with the best, most re-
alistic, and doctrinally sound training pos-
sible. 

The Army’s need for U.S.-based training 
and maneuver space will increase signifi-
cantly as a result of the planned return of 
approximately 70,000 troops from overseas 
bases. These Soldiers previously conducted 
much of their training and achieved their 
readiness standards by using overseas train-
ing and maneuver space; the same require-
ments are now being shifted onto an existing 
U.S. installation footprint. Adding an in-
creased requirement to a finite amount of 
training space can be partially managed with 
work-arounds, but there are limits. At some 
point, training can become degraded in qual-
ity and unrealistic. Moreover, the land itself 
must also recover from intense training ex-
ercises. Adding more training exercises to 
the same plot of land can pose environ-
mental risks. 

In addition, changes to technology and the 
organization of our units requires each Bri-
gade Combat Team (BCT) to be more agile, 
be more readily deployable, and be able to 
secure significantly more territory than 
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their Cold-War era counterparts. To properly 
train our BCTs, they need to meet higher 
home-station readiness levels than ever be-
fore. To attain this readiness, they need ade-
quate space to maneuver under realistic con-
ditions. Shipping units elsewhere is not an 
acceptable substitute for home-station train-
ing because it would take valuable time from 
Soldiers away from their Families—Soldiers 
and Families are already bearing tough sac-
rifices on behalf of the nation. 

The Army has a growing training land 
shortfall that will reach 5 million acres 
across the entire country by 2011. Fort Car-
son is not the only base with projected train-
ing land shortfalls, but not all bases have an 
opportunity to expand to remedy to the 
problem. The Army has the ability to ad-
dress some of the overall training land short-
fall by acquiring land at PCMS. If the Army 
is legislatively prevented from expanding 
PCMS, it will harm the Army’s ability to 
provide necessary and realistic training to 
units stationed at Fort Carson, as well as Ac-
tive, Reserve, and Guard units training 
there. 

The Army firmly opposes legislation to 
limit the Army’s proposed expansion of 
PCMS. Indeed, the Army may need to expand 
other installations around the country, and 
such legislation could create a dangerous 
precedent that the Army will forever be 
locked into its current training and maneu-
ver space footprint regardless of any future 
changes to organization, technology, doc-
trine, or threats. 

Thank you for your consideration of the 
Army’s views as you complete your work on 
S. 1645. 

Sincerely, 
PETE GEREN. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
PRYOR). The Senator from Colorado. 

Mr. SALAZAR. What is the pending 
business and the amount of time? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ate is still in a period of morning busi-
ness, and the majority controls 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. SALAZAR. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent for up to 2 minutes 
of that time, followed by Senator 
BROWN for the remainder. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. ALLARD. Mr. President, I want 
to make sure we don’t have Republican 
colleagues who have a need to speak 
further in morning business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Re-
publican side has 40 seconds remaining 
in their allotted time. 

Mr. ALLARD. Very good. I have no 
objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Colorado. 

Mr. SALAZAR. Mr. President, I 
thank my friend from Colorado for his 
views on this amendment. I also thank 
him for the work we do together in 
support of our military installations 
which we consider to be part of the 
crown jewel of the Nation’s defense and 
homeland security, and we often work 
on those matters together. 

I will take exception with respect to 
a characterization concerning my 
amendment in that there is some in-
consistency between what we did in the 

2005 BRAC recommendations, which we 
all supported, and this particular 
amendment. 

The fact is, the BRAC, in its findings, 
said we would move the additional bri-
gades into Fort Carson, that there was 
sufficient capacity to provide all the 
training that was required there at 
Fort Carson, and that is because Fort 
Carson has over 100,000 acres on its own 
site and 235,000 acres of additional land. 
Now the Army wants to acquire land 
that is going to make the Army’s hold-
ings at Piñon Canyon greater than the 
size of the entire State of Rhode Island. 
My question is, What has changed from 
January of 2005 until today? What has 
changed is that all of a sudden the 
Army has decided that it needs all this 
additional land. 

I go back to my initial argument, 
which is, if we care about private prop-
erty rights, if we care about the ranch-
ers in southeast Colorado, if we care 
about national security and making 
sure we are investing taxpayer dollars 
wisely, then it is important we do a 
timeout, which is all that my amend-
ment does. 

I urge my Republican and Demo-
cratic colleagues to support my amend-
ment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Ohio. 

f 

VA OUTSOURCING 

Mr. BROWN. I thank the Chair. 
Mr. President, the amendment I will 

be calling up later this morning does 
not change current law. It simply re-
minds the Veterans’ Administration to 
abide by current law. All Federal agen-
cies are bound by certain rules when 
they outsource jobs. While the Depart-
ment of Defense has its own set of 
rules, every other Federal agency, in-
cluding the Veterans’ Administration, 
is required to take the same straight-
forward steps to ensure that when out-
sourcing occurs, which sometimes it 
needs to, it actually improves upon the 
status quo, not outsourcing for the 
sake of outsourcing or to feed private 
contractors but outsourcing to serve 
taxpayers and, in the case of the VA, 
veterans better. If any Federal agency 
should be required to show a good rea-
son before displacing Government 
workers, it should be the Veterans’ Ad-
ministration. That is because so many 
VA employees are actually veterans 
themselves. Arbitrarily firing veterans 
is not only wrong, it is shortsighted. 
The obstacles to employment are steep 
enough for veterans in too many cases 
without throwing unjustifiable out-
sourcing into the mix. 

Even if we put that aside, taxpayers 
are not well served when Government 
contracts are handed out without re-
gard to the costs or benefits that re-
sult. That is one of the many lessons 
we should have learned from Katrina. 
It is a lesson we are learning over and 

over from Iraq. These lessons don’t 
seem to be sinking in with the adminis-
tration. The VA is firing many of its 
blue-collar workers and replacing them 
with private contractors without going 
through the competition process that 
Congress has called for again and 
again. It is bad enough that the VA is 
moving forward without actually fig-
uring out what is in the best interest of 
taxpayers. Sometimes outsourcing jobs 
makes sense. More often than not, as 
we have found, it doesn’t. But that 
question should be asked before any 
outsourcing is done in every single 
case. 

Making matters worse, four-fifths of 
the blue-color jobs targeted for out-
sourcing were held by veterans. So the 
Veterans’ Administration is outsourc-
ing Government jobs held by veterans 
to go to private contractors without 
proving that it is actually saving 
money. This is more than a paycheck 
or a path to independence. 
Sidestepping the rules to eliminate 
their jobs is bad business and bad pol-
icy. 

I urge my colleagues to support the 
amendment. 

f 

CONCLUSION OF MORNING 
BUSINESS 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Morning 
business is closed. 

f 

MILITARY CONSTRUCTION AND 
VETERANS AFFAIRS APPROPRIA-
TIONS ACT, 2008 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate will re-
sume consideration of H.R. 2642, which 
the clerk will report. 

The assistant legislative clerk read 
as follows: 

A bill (H.R. 2642) making appropriations 
for military construction, the Department of 
Veterans Affairs, and related agencies for 
the fiscal year ending September 30, 2008, and 
for other purposes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Kentucky. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2687 
Mr. BUNNING. Mr. President, I rise 

to express my strong opposition to the 
Coleman amendment No. 2687. The 
amendment requires the use of emer-
gency Federal funds paid by taxpayers 
from every State for security at the 
2008 Presidential political party con-
ventions in Minneapolis and Denver. If 
the amendment passes, both the Re-
publican and Democratic political 
party conventions will each receive $50 
million additional in Federal taxpayer 
dollars for State and local law enforce-
ment costs associated with hosting the 
conventions. The $50 million for the 
Minneapolis convention is on top of the 
$12.5 million in Federal funds the State 
also will receive in the current version 
of the Commerce-Justice-State appro-
priations bill. This is all on top of $70 
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million each party receives to host 
their conventions and run their polit-
ical campaigns. 

Spending an additional $100 million 
in taxpayer funds for political conven-
tions in Minneapolis and Denver is 
pretty outrageous to me. States that 
bid to host political conventions know 
that winning the bid also means a high 
cost for security comes with it. Sure, 
the cost of security after September 11 
has gone up, but States and cities that 
bid on the 2008 conventions knew that 
burden at the get-go. 

Plus, the States will receive an enor-
mous benefit from hosting the conven-
tions. I have not heard one person say 
that the States or cities hosting the 
conventions will go bankrupt from 
holding them. One estimate shows that 
Minneapolis will receive more than 
$150 million in benefits from hosting 
the convention. Denver will likely re-
ceive a similar financial benefit. The 
millions of dollars in benefits is the 
main reason cities bid to host conven-
tions in the first place. That is why 
every 4 years many cities bid to host 
each of the conventions. This windfall 
comes from thousands of people stay-
ing at the hotels, eating at the res-
taurants, and shopping in the stores in 
Denver and Minneapolis. That will re-
sult in a lot of sales tax revenue and 
hotel tax revenue that will stay in each 
of those cities and States. 

Paying for security definitely should 
not put States in the red. It is defi-
nitely not an unfunded mandate on the 
States or cities by the Federal Govern-
ment. So if the States are receiving 
this huge benefit, why are taxpayers 
footing over $100 million additional in 
Federal funding for these political con-
ventions? And how did we determine 
that figure of $50 million that was 
needed for each of these cities and 
States? Was this thoroughly re-
searched? By whom? And what will the 
actual need be for Minneapolis? What 
will it be for Denver? Why has no Mem-
ber of this body made this case? 

At the 2004 convention in New York 
City that I attended, they spent about 
$58 million in security. Will Min-
neapolis and Denver, which are not as 
big as New York and not a major port 
city, need the same amount of funding? 
It seems we are just throwing taxpayer 
money needlessly around without seri-
ously looking at the situation. 

The legislation before us today pro-
vides over $109 billion for veterans and 
military construction projects all 
across the Nation. This legislation is 
supposed to help support our troops 
who are risking their lives overseas 
and to help the veteran men and 
women who so bravely fought for our 
country. With this in mind, I ask, why 
are we funding political conventions in 
this VA-Military Construction appro-
priations bill? What do political con-
ventions have to do with the military? 
This is a combination of oil and water, 

and the Coleman amendment is trying 
to put them together. It doesn’t mix. 

I also have extreme concerns with 
the use of emergency Federal spending 
to pay for political party conventions— 
emergency Federal spending. This is 
just a budget gimmick to get around 
the need to offset the funds. I keep say-
ing this over and over, but emergency 
spending should only be for just that— 
emergencies. Usually emergency fund-
ing goes to things such as the Iraq war, 
the Afghanistan war, or victims of Hur-
ricane Katrina, and other major disas-
ters that occur in the United States. It 
should not go toward nonemergency 
funding such as the conventions. Come 
on. Everybody knew, once the winning 
conventions city and State bids were 
announced, that security would have to 
be somehow funded. Holding conven-
tions takes advance planning from 
States and cities and their political 
parties. All this does not add up to an 
emergency situation requiring emer-
gency Federal funding. 

The fiscal year 2008 budget resolution 
allows for a point of order against 
amendments such as this that are not 
true emergency spending. It sets cri-
teria for emergency spending which I 
do not think this amendment meets. 
Emergency spending must be only used 
for essential, sudden, and urgent mat-
ters that are unforeseen and not per-
manent. By my calculations, this 
amendment meets only one of those re-
quirements, and none of the four other 
requirements. Because I think the 
overwhelming majority of the Senate 
will vote for this amendment, I will not 
raise the point of order against it. 

I have been to every Republican con-
vention since 1980. I want to make it 
clear I think security is as important 
for the Republican and Democratic 
conventions, but my objections to this 
amendment concern who should foot 
the bill for the security. I believe those 
States and cities hosting the conven-
tions should provide that funding. That 
means those planning the conventions 
and those benefiting from the conven-
tions in Denver and Minneapolis should 
pick up the security tab, not Federal 
taxpayers across the country. 

For all these reasons, I oppose the 
Coleman amendment and urge my col-
leagues to do the same. This amend-
ment will pass, but we need to reevalu-
ate how we finance political conven-
tions in the future. When cities make 
bids to host these conventions, they 
should also make preparations to pay 
for security and include this informa-
tion in their bids. 

This emergency funding method, 
using Federal taxpayers’ dollars for po-
litical conventions, is not in the best 
interest or the best way to proceed, 
and that is why I oppose this amend-
ment. If we think about this, this is the 
way the old Soviet Union used to fund 
their conventions, which were phony. 
But the state paid for the whole thing. 

I do not think we should have the same 
thing happening here in the United 
States of America. 

Mr. President, I reserve the remain-
der of my time. 

Will the Chair state how much time I 
have left? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator has 18 minutes. 

Mr. BUNNING. Eighteen minutes. 
Mr. President, I will allow the Senator 
from Minnesota to use 5 of those min-
utes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Minnesota is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. COLEMAN. Mr. President, I 
thank my colleague, my friend from 
Kentucky. 

I want to respond to a couple of con-
cerns he raised. 

First, I am in total accord with my 
friend that we need to reevaluate how 
we fund conventions in the future. 
There is absolutely no question about 
that. In a post-9/11 world, these conven-
tions are targets for terrorism. These 
conventions, by the way, are des-
ignated as national special security 
events, which means the Federal Gov-
ernment actually has overall responsi-
bility for the security, through the De-
partment of Homeland Security, Secret 
Service. They then direct the folks at 
the local level. But we need to figure 
out, in the future when these conven-
tions are bid for: How are we going to 
pay for security? 

In this case, there are three things 
that should be responded to. First, 
there are appropriations in some other 
bills, but the total sought here is $100 
million, and that anything else in any 
other bill will not be pursued, will be 
dropped. So the figure—and I think we 
should be in agreement on that—is $100 
million, which is what it was in New 
York and Boston; but we are 4 years 
later, $50 million for each of the cities. 

I should also note all funds will be 
audited. That has not been the case in 
the past. All funds will be audited. We 
will find out. I think we need to do 
that for the future to know what are 
the security needs, and, again, to make 
sure—I have been very insistent to en-
sure—we have an auditing mechanism 
which we have not had in place before. 

Third, it is an emergency because the 
planning for security has to begin now. 
We have not dealt with it up to this 
point in time. I would note that the 
city of St. Paul—and I was the mayor 
of St. Paul—I believe their entire budg-
et is $500 million. Their overall budget 
for police in the course of a year—law 
enforcement—I think is about $68 mil-
lion. 

Cities do not have the capacity to 
meet the security needs that are being 
imposed on them by the Federal Gov-
ernment, by the Federal authorities. 
Where I disagree with my friend is, I 
see this as an unfunded mandate. The 
Department of Homeland Security or 
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the Secret Service tell local law en-
forcement: You have to do A, B, C, or 
D, and that is the Federal Government 
telling folks at the local level to do 
something without giving them the re-
sources. Those are unfunded mandates. 

We live in a world where conventions 
are natural targets for those who wish 
to do us harm. As we saw in Germany, 
the threats are very real. We have a 
situation where security is the first re-
sponsibility of Government. That is 
what this is about. It is about security. 
It is the primary responsibility of Gov-
ernment. National conventions are 
events that if we are going to continue 
to have them—and I think we should 
have them; we could do away with 
them, if that is what some are sug-
gesting, and I don’t think they are— 
but if we are, we have to have security 
at a level that ensures those who are 
there—the President will be there, 
elected officials, citizens, and they are 
targets. 

They have been designated national 
special security events and, therefore, 
we have to fund them. This will fund 
the conventions. I will work with my 
friend from Kentucky as we work for-
ward in the future to make sure we ad-
dress up front the cost of security. But 
it is not reasonable to argue the city of 
Denver or the cities of St. Paul-Min-
neapolis would have the capacity to in-
stitute the security they are required 
to do. So we stepped forward at the 
first post-9/11 convention in New York. 
We had security there. The Federal 
Government played a role. We will con-
tinue to play a role in the future. It is 
the right thing to do. I think it is the 
responsibility of Government. 

Again, as a former local elected offi-
cial, were I sitting in the mayor’s of-
fice, there is no doubt I would be say-
ing, yes, we have this opportunity, but 
we need to make sure, in the end, it 
can be funded. This is clearly a Federal 
responsibility. The States and cities 
will do their part, but we have a part 
to play also. 

With that, Mr. President, I thank my 
colleague from Kentucky and yield the 
floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Kentucky. 

Mr. BUNNING. Mr. President, I wish 
to respond to my friend from Min-
nesota. 

First of all, it was only $25 million 
put in the New York security bill for 
the 2004 convention in New York, 
which I attended. My concern and my 
wonder is: Why did Minneapolis-St. 
Paul in Minnesota, bid at all for the 
convention, or Denver, CO? Why did 
they bid? Did they bid to lose money? 
Did they bid to attract people into 
their States so they could make money 
on the conventions? 

I was on the Republican National 
Committee for 8 years and was in-
volved in three national conventions. 
We went to Detroit, Dallas, and New 

Orleans. All of those cities were pre-9/ 
11, but all of those cities were respon-
sible for the security. 

Now, after 9/11, the people who are 
bidding—and there were more than just 
those two cities bidding. In fact, there 
were five that were narrowed down to 
three, and, finally, Minneapolis-St. 
Paul was chosen by the Republicans. 
The same thing occurred on the Demo-
cratic side, where there were five, and 
then down to three, and then down to 
one in Denver, CO. 

Now, they knew there was going to 
be a cost for security after 9/11. They 
had to build that security cost into 
their bid for the convention. If they did 
not do that, they were poor planners. 
The mandates that come from the Fed-
eral Government were known prior to 
the bids being made because we had al-
ready experienced a New York conven-
tion which was held in a much bigger 
city with many more ports and many 
more people and many more police 
than there are now in Minneapolis-St. 
Paul or Denver, CO. 

So it does not wash, the fact that 
this is an unfunded mandate from the 
Federal Government, because all of 
these cities that bid knew there were 
going to be additional costs for secu-
rity if they were successful in hosting 
the convention. 

The way it is done with emergency 
spending is a farce. We do this when we 
cannot pay for it in the normal budg-
eted manner. It is a gimmick used in 
budgeting when you do not want to pay 
for something in the year that you 
spend the money. I am shocked this is 
going to pass by the margin it will 
pass. I sincerely believe we need our 
conventions and we need to nominate 
whomever we nominate for President 
and Vice President on both the Demo-
cratic and Republican side, but I al-
most am at a loss for words we would 
use emergency spending for the con-
ventions and for something that should 
have been planned for by the cities and 
States that are going to host the cur-
rent conventions in 2008. 

Mr. President, I yield back the re-
mainder of my time, and seeing no one 
seeking recognition, I suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. COLEMAN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
BROWN). Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2687 
Mr. COLEMAN. I call up my amend-

ment No. 2687. It should be at the desk. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will report. 
The assistant legislative clerk read 

as follows: 
The Senator from Minnesota [Mr. COLE-

MAN] proposes an amendment numbered 2687. 

The amendment is as follows: 
(Purpose: To provide funding for security as-

sociated with the national party conven-
tions) 

At the end of the bill, add the following: 
SEC. ll. For an addtional amount 

$100,000,000, with $50,000,000 each to the Cities 
of Denver, Colorado, and St. Paul, Min-
nesota, shall be available to the Department 
of Homeland Security for State and local law 
enforcement entities for security and related 
costs, including overtime, associated with 
the Democratic National Convention and Re-
publican National Convention in 2008. The 
Department of Homeland Security shall pro-
vide for an audit of all amounts made avail-
able under this section, including expendi-
tures by State and local law enforcement en-
tities. Amounts provided by this section are 
designated as an emergency requirement 
pursuant to section 204 of S. Con. Res. 21 
(110th Congress). 

Mrs. HUTCHISON. Mr. President, 
would the Senator yield for a unani-
mous consent request? 

Mr. COLEMAN. Mr. President, I yield 
the floor. 

Mrs. HUTCHISON. Let me suggest 
the absence of a quorum before I do 
that, just to inform the other side, and 
then we can proceed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mrs. HUTCHISON. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mrs. HUTCHISON. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent to withdraw 
amendment No. 2666 by Senator 
MCCONNELL. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
amendment has not actually been pro-
posed. 

Mrs. HUTCHISON. The amendment 
was on the unanimous consent request 
list last night. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the order will be so modi-
fied. 

Mrs. HUTCHISON. I do want to say 
in regard to amendment No. 2666, the 
McConnell amendment, which if it has 
not been formally proposed, I want to 
say it is regarding the Chemical De-
militarization Program that is in the 
Department of Defense. I just want to 
assure the Senator from Kentucky that 
this committee will work with the 
Armed Services Committee to ensure 
that the program stays on schedule. It 
is a very important program. The De-
partment of Defense does want to con-
tinue the program, and we will work 
with the Armed Services Committee to 
assure that. 

I would certainly ask the chairman 
of the committee if that is his wish as 
well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The sen-
ior Senator from Rhode Island is recog-
nized. 
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Mr. REED. Mr. President, Senator 

MCCONNELL is proposing additional re-
sources for the Bluegrass chemical de-
militarization facility. It is a very im-
portant project. It is one we funded al-
ready in the bill. I can assure the Sen-
ator from Texas that I will work with 
my colleagues on the House Armed 
Services Committee to allow addi-
tional resources going forward, perhaps 
through reprogramming, so that we 
can achieve Senator MCCONNELL’s goal, 
which is to as quickly as possible put 
this facility into operation to begin to 
eliminate some of these chemical 
weapons we have had in our inventory 
for many years. 

Mrs. HUTCHISON. I thank the chair-
man of the subcommittee, and I appre-
ciate very much his cooperation. I 
agree with him completely and with 
the Senator from Kentucky that we 
need to continue this program, and we 
will all work together to assure that 
the funding is there. 

Mr. President, let me just ask a par-
liamentary inquiry now. We had told 
our colleagues we would start voting at 
11 o’clock, and I was just going to ask 
the status of that information. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Senator 
COLEMAN and Senator BUNNING will di-
vide 2 minutes on the Coleman amend-
ment prior to the vote. We then will 
begin the first vote. 

Mrs. HUTCHISON. And have the yeas 
and nays been called for? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. They 
have not. 

Mrs. HUTCHISON. Mr. President, I 
ask for the yeas and nays on amend-
ment No. 2687. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 
sufficient second? There is a sufficient 
second. 

Under the previous order, there will 
now be 2 minutes of debate equally di-
vided prior to a vote to be taken in re-
lation to amendment No. 2687 offered 
by the Senator from Minnesota. 

The senior Senator from Minnesota 
is recognized. 

Mr. COLEMAN. Mr. President, par-
liamentary inquiry before my time be-
gins: Has the amendment been called 
up and read? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
amendment has been called up, and it 
has been read. The Senator may pro-
ceed. 

Mr. COLEMAN. Mr. President, first, 
two points of clarification. 

Both New York and Boston received 
$50 million each. There were appar-
ently two separate appropriations, but 
they each received $50 million, and 
that is what Denver and St. Paul-Min-
neapolis are seeking here. 

The second point I wish to tell my 
colleagues is that all funds in here will 
be ordered. There is a specific ordering 
provision in this amendment that has 
not been in previous amendments or 
previous funding of conventions. 

Third, the Department of Homeland 
Security has designated these conven-

tions as national special security 
events. As such, the Secret Service will 
be directing the local units of govern-
ment regarding security needs. With-
out Federal assistance, the security 
costs associated with these events are 
essentially unfunded mandates. 

I urge my colleagues to ask them-
selves what are the consequences of not 
providing this critical emergency fund-
ing. The planning has to start now. We 
all know security risks are real. Look 
at what happened in Germany yester-
day. It is our responsibility as Senators 
to make sure local law enforcement of-
fices that will be working tirelessly to 
protect these events have the resources 
they need. Security is the first respon-
sibility of Government. This funding is 
for security. Frankly, I wouldn’t want 
to be standing on the Senate floor a 
year from now saying I wish we had 
done more. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator’s time has expired. 

Mr. COLEMAN. Thank you, Mr. 
President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Kentucky is recognized for 1 
minute. 

Mr. BUNNING. Mr. President, it is as 
though we didn’t know 9/11 occurred, 
that the security risk for a convention 
in 2004 and 2008 would not be planned 
for in the bid by the hosting cities. 
Then for the Federal Government to 
step in and use emergency funding as a 
tool, a budget gimmick tool to fund 
this $50 million extra because Min-
neapolis-St. Paul and Denver didn’t 
plan well for their conventions—I don’t 
think it is the responsibility of the 
Federal Government to budget this as 
an emergency spending bill, so I urge 
the defeat of the Coleman amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator’s time has expired. All time has 
expired. 

The yeas and nays have been ordered. 
The question is on agreeing to the 

amendment. 
The clerk will call the roll. 
The assistant legislative clerk called 

the roll. 
Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 

Senator from Delaware (Mr. BIDEN), 
the Senator from Connecticut (Mr. 
DODD), the Senator from Massachusetts 
(Mr. KERRY), the Senator from Arkan-
sas (Mrs. LINCOLN), and the Senator 
from Illinois (Mr. OBAMA) are nec-
essarily absent. 

I also announce that the Senator 
from New Mexico (Mr. BINGAMAN) is ab-
sent attending a funeral. 

I further announce that, if present 
and voting, the Senator from Massa-
chusetts (Mr. KERRY) would vote 
‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. LOTT. The following Senators 
are necessarily absent: the Senator 
from Idaho (Mr. CRAIG), the Senator 
from New Mexico (Mr. DOMENICI), and 
the Senator from Virginia (Mr. WAR-
NER). 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Are there 
any other Senators in the Chamber de-
siring to vote? 

The result was announced—yeas 76, 
nays 15, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 313 Leg.] 
YEAS—76 

Akaka 
Alexander 
Allard 
Baucus 
Bayh 
Bennett 
Bond 
Boxer 
Brown 
Burr 
Byrd 
Cantwell 
Cardin 
Carper 
Casey 
Chambliss 
Clinton 
Cochran 
Coleman 
Collins 
Conrad 
Corker 
Cornyn 
Crapo 
Dole 
Dorgan 

Durbin 
Ensign 
Feinstein 
Graham 
Gregg 
Hatch 
Hutchison 
Inouye 
Isakson 
Johnson 
Kennedy 
Klobuchar 
Kohl 
Kyl 
Landrieu 
Lautenberg 
Leahy 
Levin 
Lieberman 
Lott 
Lugar 
Martinez 
McCain 
McConnell 
Menendez 
Mikulski 

Murkowski 
Murray 
Nelson (FL) 
Nelson (NE) 
Pryor 
Reed 
Reid 
Roberts 
Rockefeller 
Salazar 
Sanders 
Schumer 
Shelby 
Smith 
Snowe 
Specter 
Stabenow 
Stevens 
Sununu 
Tester 
Vitter 
Webb 
Whitehouse 
Wyden 

NAYS—15 

Barrasso 
Brownback 
Bunning 
Coburn 
DeMint 

Enzi 
Feingold 
Grassley 
Hagel 
Harkin 

Inhofe 
McCaskill 
Sessions 
Thune 
Voinovich 

NOT VOTING—9 

Biden 
Bingaman 
Craig 

Dodd 
Domenici 
Kerry 

Lincoln 
Obama 
Warner 

The amendment (No. 2687) was agreed 
to. 

Mr. REED. I move to reconsider the 
vote, and I move to lay that motion on 
the table. 

The motion to lay on the table was 
agreed to. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2664 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 

the previous order, the clerk will re-
port the Sanders amendment. 

The assistant legislative clerk read 
as follows: 

The Senator from Vermont [Mr. SANDERS] 
proposes an amendment numbered 2664. 

The amendment is as follows: 
(Purpose: To prohibit the Secretary of Vet-

erans Affairs, with respect to increases in 
dollar amounts for the payment of dis-
ability compensation and dependency and 
indemnity compensation, from rounding 
down such dollar amounts to the next 
lower whole dollar) 
On page 46, between lines 2 and 3, insert 

the following: 
SEC. 227. None of the funds appropriated or 

otherwise made available by this Act may be 
used during fiscal year 2008 to round down 
dollar amounts to the next lower whole dol-
lar for payments of the following: 

(1) Disability compensation under section 
1114 of 38, United States Code. 

(2) Additional compensation for dependents 
under section 1115(1) of such title. 

(3) Clothing allowance under section 1162 of 
such title. 

(4) Dependency and indemnity compensa-
tion to surviving spouse under subsections 
(a) through (d) of section 1311 of such title. 
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(5) Dependency and indemnity compensa-

tion to children under sections 1313(a) and 
1314 of such title. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is 
now 2 minutes of debate prior to the 
vote in relation to the amendment. 

Who yields time? 
The Senator from Vermont is recog-

nized for 1 minute. 
Mr. SANDERS. Mr. President, the 

amendment I am offering has the sup-
port of the American Legion, the Vet-
erans of Foreign Wars, the Disabled 
American Veterans, the Paralyzed Vet-
erans of America, and AMVETS, and it 
is cosponsored by Senator MENENDEZ. 

In a $109 billion piece of legislation, 
this $20 million amendment is not sig-
nificant from a monetary perspective. 
It is, however, very significant in 
terms of the message we send to vet-
erans throughout our country, espe-
cially disabled veterans, the men and 
women who have lost arms and legs de-
fending us, who move around in wheel-
chairs, who are blind and/or deaf. 

In the 1990s, as a temporary measure, 
Congress initiated the so-called round-
ing down of veterans’ disability bene-
fits. Under this rounding-down process, 
a disabled veteran who is supposed to 
receive, for example, a check for $200.99 
has that 99 cents taken away from him 
and only gets the $200. 

A veteran in a wheelchair opens his 
envelope check every month and is re-
minded that the United States Govern-
ment is saving 99 cents a month. What 
a message that sends to the veterans. 

This is an important amendment. It 
should be adopted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator’s time has expired. 

Who yields time? 
Mrs. HUTCHISON. Mr. President, we 

yield back our time. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. All time 

is yielded back. The question is on 
agreeing to amendment No. 2664. 

The amendment (No. 2664) was agreed 
to. 

Mr. REED. I move to reconsider the 
vote, and I move to lay that motion on 
the table. 

The motion to lay on the table was 
agreed to. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2662 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 

the previous order, the next amend-
ment is the Salazar amendment. There 
is now 2 minutes of debate prior to a 
vote in relation to the amendment. 

Who yields time? The Senator from 
Colorado is recognized. 

Mr. SALAZAR. Mr. President, I urge 
my colleagues in this Chamber, on the 
Republican side and the Democratic 
side, to vote yes on this amendment. In 
February of this year, the Army an-
nounced that it wanted to acquire an 
area the size of Rhode Island in the 
southeastern part of my State. I am 
not opposed to the possibility of ex-
panding the Pinon Canyon Maneuver 
Site, but what we are asking for in our 

amendment is that we have a 1-year 
timeout for us to study the training ca-
pacity needs of the Army. 

If my colleagues care about private 
property rights, vote for this amend-
ment. If they care about the ranchers 
of America and the ranchers of south-
eastern Colorado, I ask for a ‘‘yes’’ 
vote. And if they care about national 
security and making sure we are fis-
cally responsible in how we invest our 
money, vote yes on this amendment. I 
ask for a ‘‘yes’’ vote. 

Mrs. HUTCHISON. Mr. President, I 
yield 30 seconds to the Senator from 
Colorado. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Colorado is recognized for 30 
seconds. 

Mr. ALLARD. Mr. President, this 
issue boils down to just a few impor-
tant points. First and foremost, deny-
ing the Army the opportunity to ex-
plore expansion efforts at a time when 
the Army is facing a training land 
shortfall is not in our national security 
interests. 

Second, this amendment will tie the 
hands of the Army. The language is so 
restrictive that it will prevent them 
from providing information, handouts, 
or holding community meetings to find 
common ground for conducting an en-
vironmental impact statement which 
will be important to the decision-
making process. 

Last, we do need to remember that 
property rights should be protected, 
and we are doing that through other 
amendments which the Army supports. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator’s time has expired. 

Mr. ALLARD. I ask for a ‘‘no’’ vote. 
Mrs. HUTCHISON. Mr. President, the 

Secretary of the Army called me this 
morning and said if they cannot con-
tinue to plan for the expansion work-
ing with the community that it will 
hamper their efforts in training. It will 
require them to go to other places for 
training. It will cause the troops to 
have to train longer periods. 

They absolutely are against this 
amendment, and they are against the 
precedent of having Congress say: You 
cannot continue with expansion plans 
that are on the books. 

I urge a ‘‘no’’ vote. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator’s time has expired. 
Mr. REED. Mr. President, I point out 

that a similar measure passed the 
House of Representatives by a vote of 
383 to 35 on a bipartisan basis, strongly 
supported in the House. 

Also, during the BRAC process, the 
Army determined the capacity of Fort 
Carson was adequate for the brigades 
stationed there. 

I urge the adoption of the amend-
ment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the Salazar amend-
ment. 

The assistant legislative clerk read 
as follows: 

The Senator from Colorado [Mr. SALAZAR] 
proposes an amendment numbered 2662. 

The amendment is as follows: 
(Purpose: To prohibit the use of funds to ex-

pand the boundaries or size of the Pinon 
Canyon Maneuver Site, Colorado) 

On page 50, between lines 17 and 18, insert 
the following: 

SEC. 408. None of the funds appropriated or 
otherwise made available by this Act may be 
used for any action that is related to or pro-
motes the expansion of the boundaries or 
size of the Pinon Canyon Maneuver Site, Col-
orado. 

Mr. BUNNING. I ask for the yeas and 
nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 
sufficient second? 

There is a sufficient second. 
The question is on agreeing to 

amendment No. 2662. The clerk will 
call the roll. 

The bill clerk called the roll. 
Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 

Senator from Delaware (Mr. BIDEN), 
the Senator from Connecticut (Mr. 
DODD), the Senator from Massachusetts 
(Mr. KERRY), the Senator from Arkan-
sas (Mrs. LINCOLN), and the Senator 
from Illinois (Mr. OBAMA), are nec-
essarily absent. 

I also announce that the Senator 
from New Mexico (Mr. BINGAMAN) is ab-
sent attending a funeral. 

I further announce that, if present 
and voting, the Senator from Massa-
chusetts (Mr. KERRY) would vote 
‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. LOTT. The following Senators 
are necessarily absent: the Senator 
from Idaho (Mr. CRAIG) and the Senator 
from New Mexico (Mr. DOMENICI). 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Are there any other Senators in 
the Chamber desiring to vote? 

The result was announced—yeas 47, 
nays 45, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 314 Leg.] 

YEAS—47 

Akaka 
Baucus 
Bayh 
Boxer 
Brown 
Brownback 
Byrd 
Cantwell 
Cardin 
Carper 
Casey 
Clinton 
Conrad 
Dorgan 
Durbin 
Feingold 

Feinstein 
Harkin 
Inouye 
Johnson 
Kennedy 
Klobuchar 
Kohl 
Landrieu 
Lautenberg 
Leahy 
Levin 
Lieberman 
McCaskill 
Menendez 
Mikulski 
Murray 

Nelson (FL) 
Nelson (NE) 
Pryor 
Reed 
Reid 
Roberts 
Rockefeller 
Salazar 
Sanders 
Schumer 
Stabenow 
Tester 
Webb 
Whitehouse 
Wyden 

NAYS—45 

Alexander 
Allard 
Barrasso 
Bennett 
Bond 
Bunning 
Burr 
Chambliss 
Coburn 
Cochran 
Coleman 
Collins 
Corker 
Cornyn 
Crapo 

DeMint 
Dole 
Ensign 
Enzi 
Graham 
Grassley 
Gregg 
Hagel 
Hatch 
Hutchison 
Inhofe 
Isakson 
Kyl 
Lott 
Lugar 

Martinez 
McCain 
McConnell 
Murkowski 
Sessions 
Shelby 
Smith 
Snowe 
Specter 
Stevens 
Sununu 
Thune 
Vitter 
Voinovich 
Warner 
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NOT VOTING—8 

Biden 
Bingaman 
Craig 

Dodd 
Domenici 
Kerry 

Lincoln 
Obama 

The amendment (No. 2662) was agreed 
to. 

Mr. SCHUMER. I move to reconsider 
the vote. 

Mr. CONRAD. I move to lay that mo-
tion on the table. 

The motion to lay on the table was 
agreed to. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Senator from Ohio. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2673 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, I call up 
amendment 2673, and I ask unanimous 
consent to add Senator WEBB as a co-
sponsor. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

The clerk will report. 
The legislative clerk read as follows: 
The Senator from Ohio [Mr. BROWN] pro-

poses an amendment numbered 2673. 

The amendment is as follows: 
(Purpose: To limit the cases in which funds 

appropriated or otherwise made available 
by this Act may be used to convert to con-
tractor performance an activity or func-
tion of the Department of Veterans Affairs 
that is performed by more than 10 Federal 
employees) 

On page 46, between lines 2 and 3, insert 
the following: 

SEC. 227. None of the funds appropriated or 
otherwise made available by this Act or any 
other Act for the Department of Veterans 
Affairs may be used in a manner that is in-
consistent with— 

(1) section 842 of the Transportation, 
Treasury, Housing and Urban Development, 
the Judiciary, and Independent Agencies Ap-
propriations Act, 2006 (Public Law 109–115; 
119 Stat. 2506); or 

(2) section 8110(a)(5) of title 38, United 
States Code. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. There are now 2 minutes of de-
bate equally divided prior to the vote 
in relationship to the amendment. 

The Senator from Ohio. 
Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, Congress 

again and again has called on Federal 
agencies to ensure that before work is 
contracted out we first see if Federal 
employees can perform their jobs as 
well as their private-sector counter-
parts. That is only fair to taxpayers as 
well as to employees. The VA is trying 
to contract out the work of its blue- 
collar employees, some four-fifths of 
whom are veterans themselves, with-
out bothering to see if they can per-
form as well as their private competi-
tion. 

This amendment, cosponsored with 
Senator WEBB, simply reiterates the 
language we have adopted before that 
there must be a public-private com-
petition before work is contracted out. 
I hope we can adopt the amendment 
overwhelmingly to send a message to 
the VA that this isn’t a Democratic- 
Republican issue, this is simply good 

government. It is the right thing for 
American taxpayers and the right 
thing for veterans—those being given 
care and those workers who are vet-
erans who support that mission. 

I yield back my remaining time. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. The Senator from Texas. 
Mrs. HUTCHISON. Mr. President, 

this is an amendment that would tie 
the hands of the Veterans’ Administra-
tion in trying to make the most and 
the best use of taxpayer dollars. It 
would prohibit contracting out if 10 
Federal employees are doing a job. 

We ought to be trying to promote the 
Veterans’ Administration for being ef-
ficient. We should be promoting using 
taxpayer dollars wisely, not a protec-
tionist amendment, where Congress 
would tie the hands of the Veterans Af-
fairs Department. I hope we will defeat 
this amendment. 

We already have the capability to af-
firm that it is in the best interest of 
the VA to contract out. The VA is re-
quired to come to Congress to say it is 
in the interest of the VA that the con-
tracting out be done. But to say no 
contracting out if there are 10 Federal 
employees doing a job is absolutely 
wrong, and it is going in the wrong di-
rection for efficiency of our taxpayer 
dollars. 

I urge a ‘‘no’’ vote. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. The question is on agreeing to 
amendment No. 2673. 

Mr. BROWN. I ask for the yeas and 
nays. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Is there a sufficient second? 

There is a sufficient second. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk called the roll. 
Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 

Senator from Delaware (Mr. BIDEN), 
the Senator from Connecticut (Mr. 
DODD), the Senator from Massachusetts 
(Mr. KERRY), the Senator from Con-
necticut (Mr. LIEBERMAN), the Senator 
from Arkansas (Mrs. LINCOLN), the Sen-
ator from Illinois (Mr. OBAMA), and the 
Senator from Virginia (Mr. WEBB), are 
necessarily absent. 

I also announce that the Senator 
from New Mexico (Mr. BINGAMAN) is ab-
sent attending a funeral. 

I further announce that, if present 
and voting, the Senator from Massa-
chusetts (Mr. KERRY) and the Senator 
from Virginia (Mr. WEBB) would each 
vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. LOTT. The following Senator is 
necessarily absent: the Senator from 
Idaho (Mr. CRAIG). 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Are there any other Senators in 
the Chamber desiring to vote? 

The result was announced—yeas 52, 
nays 39, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 315 Leg.] 

YEAS—52 

Akaka 
Baucus 
Bayh 
Bond 
Boxer 
Brown 
Byrd 
Cantwell 
Cardin 
Carper 
Casey 
Chambliss 
Clinton 
Collins 
Conrad 
Domenici 
Dorgan 
Durbin 

Feingold 
Feinstein 
Harkin 
Inouye 
Johnson 
Kennedy 
Klobuchar 
Kohl 
Landrieu 
Lautenberg 
Leahy 
Levin 
McCaskill 
Menendez 
Mikulski 
Murkowski 
Murray 
Nelson (FL) 

Nelson (NE) 
Pryor 
Reed 
Reid 
Rockefeller 
Salazar 
Sanders 
Schumer 
Snowe 
Specter 
Stabenow 
Stevens 
Tester 
Voinovich 
Whitehouse 
Wyden 

NAYS—39 

Alexander 
Allard 
Barrasso 
Bennett 
Brownback 
Bunning 
Burr 
Coburn 
Cochran 
Coleman 
Corker 
Cornyn 
Crapo 

DeMint 
Dole 
Ensign 
Enzi 
Graham 
Grassley 
Gregg 
Hagel 
Hatch 
Hutchison 
Inhofe 
Isakson 
Kyl 

Lott 
Lugar 
Martinez 
McCain 
McConnell 
Roberts 
Sessions 
Shelby 
Smith 
Sununu 
Thune 
Vitter 
Warner 

NOT VOTING—9 

Biden 
Bingaman 
Craig 

Dodd 
Kerry 
Lieberman 

Lincoln 
Obama 
Webb 

The amendment (No. 2673) was agreed 
to. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I move to 
reconsider the vote and lay that mo-
tion on the table. 

The motion to lay on the table was 
agreed to. 

Mr. CARDIN. Mr. President, I rise 
today to express my support for H.R. 
2642, the fiscal year 2008 Military Con-
struction and Veterans Affairs appro-
priations bill. This is an important bill, 
one that makes the necessary invest-
ments in caring for our veterans, in im-
proving the quality of life for our mili-
tary families, and in building and im-
proving the facilities integral to our 
military’s current and future mission 
and our national security. The legisla-
tion provides $64.7 billion in discre-
tionary funding, which is $4 billion 
above the President’s budget request. 
Frankly, the President’s request was 
insufficient, so I support the Appro-
priations Committee’s recommenda-
tion. 

The bill offers substantial new in-
vestments in health care for America’s 
veterans and takes into consideration 
the unique needs of our service men 
and women returning from Iraq and Af-
ghanistan. By increasing critical in-
vestments in medical services, which 
include treatment of traumatic brain 
injury, TBI, and post traumatic stress 
disorder, PTSD, for Iraq and Afghani-
stan veterans, providing the funding 
necessary to hire new claims proc-
essors to address the VA’s backlog, and 
investing in VA repair and mainte-
nance necessary to prevent another 
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Walter Reed-type situation, the bill ad-
dresses key shortcomings in our vet-
erans health care system. 

The bill also addresses key quality- 
of-life and mission-related needs for all 
U.S. troops and their families. I am 
grateful it includes $265 million for 
construction of facilities at Aberdeen 
Proving Ground, Patuxent River, 
Suitland, Fort Detrick, and Fort 
Meade in recognition of the growing 
and critical role these Maryland instal-
lations play in our national defense. 

As stated in the Base Realignment 
and Closure, BRAC, Commission Re-
port, the primary goal for the 2005 
BRAC process was military trans-
formation. While acknowledging the 
need to save money, the Commission 
went beyond a business model analysis, 
giving military value criteria priority 
consideration. Of critical importance 
to communities in Maryland and to 
citizens across the Nation, the bill pro-
vides $8.17 billion for BRAC 2005 to im-
plement the base closures and realign-
ments that the Commission determined 
are critical to our military’s current 
and future mission. This includes over 
$700 million for the construction of cru-
cial facilities at Aberdeen Proving 
Ground, Indian Head, Andrews Air 
Force Base, Fort Meade, and the Be-
thesda National Naval Medical Center. 

Given the critical nature of these ap-
propriations, you can imagine my con-
cern when I read the Statement of Ad-
ministration Policy on this bill. Presi-
dent Bush, it seems, thinks that such 
investments in our veterans and our 
military infrastructure are ‘‘exces-
sive.’’ While he has indicated that he 
will not veto H.R. 2642, he has threat-
ened to veto other appropriations bills 
unless we find ways to cut spending in 
those measures equal to the spending— 
$4 billion—in this bill that exceeds his 
request. 

This administration, which has con-
sistently underestimated the resources 
it would take to fund our military and 
care for our veterans, promises that it 
is ‘‘closely tracking the ongoing cost of 
providing for our veterans.’’ When it 
comes to bases, troops, and veterans, 
we shouldn’t be cutting corners or 
scrambling later to make up for earlier 
mistakes. It is our duty to pass this 
bill and fully fund the veterans initia-
tives and military construction 
projects it contains. 

I applaud Senators BYRD, COCHRAN, 
JOHNSON, HUTCHISON, and REED and my 
other colleagues on the Appropriations 
Committee for their excellent work 
and look forward to quick passage of 
this critical legislation. 

Mr. LAUTENBERG. Mr. President, as 
a member of the Senate Appropriations 
Committee, I helped craft the 2008 Mili-
tary Construction and Veterans Affairs 
Appropriations bill and I am proud of 
the priorities we set for our military. 

There is no more important time 
than now to show our support for our 

troops. Nearly 200,000 American service 
men and women are fighting in Iraq 
and Afghanistan. More than 1.5 million 
have served valiantly since these wars 
began. Of these, more than 33,000 serv-
icemembers have come from New Jer-
sey. 

This legislation will provide critical 
funding to ensure that those in our 
military who sacrifice in defense of our 
country now and those who did so in 
the past are given the best care. 

Overall veterans funding will in-
crease 18 percent over last year’s lev-
els, supporting physical and mental 
care, the administration of the Vet-
erans’ Administration, VA, health sys-
tem, and VA medical facilities. 

The Veterans Health Administration 
will receive an increase of $4.6 billion 
to help care for our wounded warriors, 
to treat both their physical injuries 
and increasingly common mental trau-
ma, including post-traumatic stress 
disorder. 

This appropriations bill also aims to 
strengthen our military bases, pro-
viding $21 billion for military construc-
tion efforts and infrastructure im-
provements at bases, including those in 
New Jersey, and to support projects re-
lated to the Defense Base Realignment 
and Closure Act, BRAC, of 2005. 

We are all proud of the work being 
done at military bases in our home 
States and nationwide, and it is vital 
that we support their missions now and 
in the future. 

But I must take a moment to alert 
my colleagues to troubling information 
that has come to light since the Appro-
priations Committee completed work 
on this bill. 

Fort Monmouth, based in New Jer-
sey, is the Army’s primary intel-
ligence, surveillance and reconnais-
sance facility. The Army’s work at 
Fort Monmouth is critical to the safe-
ty of America’s military men and 
women and to the success of their mis-
sions. The intelligence support it pro-
vides goes directly to our troops in the 
field, making them more effective 
fighters and protecting their lives and 
the lives of those around them. 

Over the next 5 years, researchers at 
Fort Monmouth are slated to develop 
significant innovations for our Armed 
Forces, such as Warlock Jammers, 
which emit radio frequencies that 
interfere with the signals that set off 
improvised explosive devices—infa-
mously known as IEDs. 

The Jammer was engineered at Fort 
Monmouth and modified for use in 
Iraq. The military was able to deploy 
them within 60 days of their develop-
ment, and they save American lives. 

But despite the critical value of this 
and other innovations at the Fort, the 
BRAC Commission in 2005 voted to 
close Fort Monmouth. 

It goes without saying that no Sen-
ator wants to see a base close in his or 
her State. And it is not only New Jer-

sey that will suffer a loss of jobs and 
economic activity because of the 2005 
BRAC process. 

But the situation with Fort Mon-
mouth is unique and casts a shadow on 
the entire base closure process. 

As we learn more information about 
the closure of Fort Monmouth, it be-
comes increasingly clear that this was 
a flawed process based on faulty esti-
mates that must be thoroughly inves-
tigated. 

The first and most pressing question 
is how this closure will affect our 
troops in the field, given the crucial 
work Fort Monmouth does for ongoing 
missions overseas. 

Simply put, Fort Monmouth is stra-
tegically vital to our military and to 
the wars in Iraq and Afghanistan. 

Anticipating this alarming problem, 
the BRAC Commission specifically in-
cluded a requirement for the Secretary 
of Defense to prove that closing Fort 
Monmouth will not harm troops in the 
field. 

The caveat required the Pentagon to 
submit a report to Congress ensuring 
‘‘that movement of organizations, 
functions, or activities from Fort Mon-
mouth to Aberdeen Proving Ground 
will be accomplished without disrup-
tion of their support to the Global War 
on Terrorism.’’ The GAO is then ex-
pected to review and audit the report. 

Yet more than 2 years after the 
BRAC Commission vote, the adminis-
tration has failed to produce this re-
port. 

Even worse, the Army is trying to 
move personnel out of Fort Monmouth 
before it has even considered the effect 
on our military. 

This is unacceptable. No personnel 
should leave Fort Monmouth and be 
transferred to Aberdeen, MD, before 
the Department of Defense reports to 
Congress that the closure of Fort Mon-
mouth will not hurt our troops in the 
field. 

But that is only one of the reasons 
why the BRAC decision to close Fort 
Monmouth is so controversial and so 
flawed. 

It is becoming increasingly clear that 
only about 20 percent of the highly 
trained and highly skilled workforce 
who work at the Fort—from engineers 
to scientists—appear willing to move 
to Maryland. 

This is far fewer than the rosy fore-
cast of 75 percent that was provided to 
the BRAC Commission in 2005. 

Again, we must ask how this short-
age of expertise will affect the critical 
operations and technology that Fort 
Monmouth currently provides to our 
military. 

Furthermore, the costs of closing 
Fort Monmouth are skyrocketing and 
call into question the very cost-savings 
rationale upon which BRAC decisions 
are made. 

This argument was made by many in 
2005, but the warnings were ignored. 
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And as more facts come to light, it be-
comes apparent that the BRAC Com-
mission was not given all of the infor-
mation that it should have had to 
make its decision. 

The original cost estimate for closing 
the fort was $780 million. 

But according to the Army’s own 
budget request for the fiscal year 2008, 
that cost has now nearly doubled to 
$1.5 billion. 

We all know that the cost overruns 
are not limited to the closure of Fort 
Monmouth. 

In fact, the Congressional Research 
Service has calculated that overall 
BRAC costs have increased from initial 
estimates of $17 billion to a current 
projection of $32 billion. 

There are also signs that the true 
costs of closing Fort Monmouth may 
have been ignored in 2005. There is 
mounting evidence that the Pentagon 
knew, or should have known, that the 
cost estimates it gave the BRAC Com-
mission related to the closure of Fort 
Monmouth were not correct. A July 
2005 memo from Fort Monmouth offi-
cials detailed significant cost errors in 
the Pentagon’s estimates, but the in-
formation in that memo was never re-
ceived by the BRAC Commission. 

For these reasons I, joined by Sen-
ator MENENDEZ and our colleagues in 
the House of Representatives, have 
asked both the Government Account-
ability Office and Defense Depart-
ment’s inspector general to investigate 
the decision to close Fort Monmouth. 

There is over $200 million in this bill 
for military construction at Aberdeen, 
MD. 

While I understand this committee’s 
desire to continue funding pursuant to 
the 2005 BRAC Commission decisions, I 
must caution that the closure of Fort 
Monmouth and the transfer of its crit-
ical operations needs to be reexamined 
in light of these facts and the inves-
tigations and reports that are under-
way. 

I would also note that Senator 
MENENDEZ and I have introduced legis-
lation to change the BRAC process by 
calling for a review of major base clo-
sures that result in excessive cost over-
runs of over 25 percent. 

I hope my colleagues will see the wis-
dom of this legislation and support it 
in the coming months. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Under the previous order, the 
question is on the engrossment of the 
amendment and third reading of the 
bill. 

The amendment was ordered to be 
engrossed and the bill to be read a 
third time. 

The bill was read the third time. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. The bill having been read the 
third time, the question is, Shall the 
bill pass? 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I ask for 
the yeas and nays. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Is there a sufficient second? 
There is a sufficient second. 

The clerk will call the roll. 
The assistant legislative clerk called 

the roll. 
Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 

Senator from Delaware (Mr. BIDEN), 
the Senator from Connecticut (Mr. 
DODD), the Senator from Massachusetts 
(Mr. KERRY), the Senator from Arkan-
sas (Mrs. LINCOLN), and the Senator 
from Illinois (Mr. OBAMA), are nec-
essarily absent. 

I also announce that the Senator 
from New Mexico (Mr. BINGAMAN) is ab-
sent attending a funeral. 

I further announce that if present 
and voting, the Senator from Delaware 
(Mr. BIDEN) and the Senator from Mas-
sachusetts (Mr. KERRY) would each 
vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. LOTT. The following Senator is 
necessarily absent: the Senator from 
Idaho (Mr. CRAIG). 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Are there any other Senators in 
the Chamber desiring to vote? 

The result was announced—yeas 92, 
nays 1, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 316 Leg.] 
YEAS—92 

Akaka 
Alexander 
Allard 
Barrasso 
Baucus 
Bayh 
Bennett 
Bond 
Boxer 
Brown 
Brownback 
Bunning 
Burr 
Byrd 
Cantwell 
Cardin 
Carper 
Casey 
Chambliss 
Clinton 
Coburn 
Cochran 
Coleman 
Collins 
Conrad 
Corker 
Cornyn 
Crapo 
Dole 
Domenici 
Dorgan 

Durbin 
Ensign 
Enzi 
Feingold 
Feinstein 
Graham 
Grassley 
Gregg 
Hagel 
Harkin 
Hatch 
Hutchison 
Inhofe 
Inouye 
Isakson 
Johnson 
Kennedy 
Klobuchar 
Kohl 
Kyl 
Landrieu 
Lautenberg 
Leahy 
Levin 
Lieberman 
Lott 
Lugar 
Martinez 
McCain 
McCaskill 
McConnell 

Menendez 
Mikulski 
Murkowski 
Murray 
Nelson (FL) 
Nelson (NE) 
Pryor 
Reed 
Reid 
Roberts 
Rockefeller 
Salazar 
Sanders 
Schumer 
Sessions 
Shelby 
Smith 
Snowe 
Specter 
Stabenow 
Stevens 
Sununu 
Tester 
Thune 
Vitter 
Voinovich 
Warner 
Webb 
Whitehouse 
Wyden 

NAYS—1 

DeMint 

NOT VOTING—7 

Biden 
Bingaman 
Craig 

Dodd 
Kerry 
Lincoln 

Obama 

The bill (H.R. 2642), as amended, was 
passed. 

(The bill will be printed in a future 
edition of the RECORD.) 

Mr. REED. I move to reconsider the 
vote and to lay that motion on the 
table. 

The motion to lay on the table was 
agreed to. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Under the previous order, the 
Senate insists on its amendment, re-

quests a conference with the House on 
the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses, and the Chair appoints the fol-
lowing conferees on the part of the 
Senate. 

The Acting President pro tempore 
appointed Mr. JOHNSON, Mr. INOUYE, 
Ms. LANDRIEU, Mr. BYRD, Mrs. MURRAY, 
Mr. REED, Mr. NELSON of Nebraska, Mr. 
LEAHY, Mrs. HUTCHISON, Mr. CRAIG, Mr. 
BROWNBACK, Mr. ALLARD, Mr. MCCON-
NELL, Mr. BENNETT, and Mr. COCHRAN 
conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Senator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I take this 
opportunity to thank so many people 
who were significant in the passage of 
this legislation. First, let me recognize 
Senator HUTCHISON, the ranking mem-
ber, for her valuable contributions 
throughout. Also, and gladly, I not 
only welcome back Senator JOHNSON 
but recognize that as chairman of this 
committee, we communicated. He was 
very influential in the final outcome of 
the legislation. I not only welcome him 
back, but I gladly and joyfully give 
him the reins of the subcommittee so 
that the next time this bill comes to 
the floor, Senator TIM JOHNSON will be 
managing it, and I will be proud to be 
working with him. 

I particularly want to thank staff 
members who made such a huge and 
critical contribution to this effort: 
Christina Evans, B.G. Wright, Chad 
Schulken, and Elizabeth King from my 
staff; and from the minority staff: Den-
nis Balkham, Chris Heggem, and 
Yvonne Stone. 

I thank all my colleagues who co-
operated so willingly and effectively. 

I yield the floor. 

f 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE, FOREIGN 
OPERATIONS, AND RELATED 
PROGRAMS APPROPRIATIONS 
ACT, 2008 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Under the previous order, the 
Senate will proceed to the consider-
ation of H.R. 2764, which the clerk will 
report. 

The assistant legislative clerk read 
as follows: 

A bill (H.R. 2764) making appropriations 
for the Department of State, foreign oper-
ations, and related programs for the fiscal 
year ending September 30, 2008, and for other 
purposes. 

The Senate proceeded to consider the 
bill, which had been reported from the 
Committee on Appropriations, with an 
amendment to strike all after the en-
acting clause and insert in lieu thereof 
the following: 
That the following sums are appropriated, out 
of any money in the Treasury not otherwise ap-
propriated, for the fiscal year ending September 
30, 2008, and for other purposes, namely: 
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TITLE I 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE AND RELATED 
AGENCY 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
ADMINISTRATION OF FOREIGN AFFAIRS 
DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR PROGRAMS 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 
For necessary expenses of the Department of 

State and the Foreign Service not otherwise pro-
vided for, including employment, without regard 
to civil service and classification laws, of per-
sons on a temporary basis (not to exceed 
$700,000 of this appropriation), as authorized by 
section 801 of the United States Information and 
Educational Exchange Act of 1948; representa-
tion to certain international organizations in 
which the United States participates pursuant 
to treaties ratified pursuant to the advice and 
consent of the Senate or specific Acts of Con-
gress; arms control, nonproliferation and disar-
mament activities as authorized; acquisition by 
exchange or purchase of passenger motor vehi-
cles as authorized by law; and for expenses of 
general administration, $3,885,375,000: Provided, 
That of the amount made available under this 
heading, not to exceed $10,000,000 may be trans-
ferred to and merged with ‘‘Emergencies in the 
Diplomatic and Consular Service’’, to be avail-
able only for emergency evacuations and ter-
rorism rewards: Provided further, That of the 
funds appropriated under this heading, 
$8,131,000 shall be available for the Office of the 
Director of United States Foreign Assistance 
and $1,000,000 shall not be obligated until con-
sultations with the Congress, arising from the 
report submitted pursuant to section 653(a) of 
the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961, have been 
completed: Provided further, That of the 
amount made available under this heading, not 
less than $364,905,000 shall be available only for 
public diplomacy international information pro-
grams: Provided further, That of the funds 
made available under this heading, $5,000,000 
shall be made available for a demonstration pro-
gram to expand access to consular services: Pro-
vided further, That of the funds made available 
under this heading, $40,000,000 shall be made 
available for passport operations, facilities, and 
systems: Provided further, That the funds ap-
propriated by the previous proviso shall be in 
addition to amounts otherwise made available 
for such purposes: Provided further, That of the 
funds made available under this heading in this 
Act and in prior Acts making appropriations for 
the Department of State, foreign operations, ex-
port financing and related programs, up to 
$200,000,000 may be transferred to, and merged 
with, funds appropriated under the heading 
‘‘Millennium Challenge Corporation’’, subject to 
section 615 of this Act: Provided further, That of 
the funds appropriated under this heading, 
$6,000,000 shall be made available for the Am-
bassador’s Fund for Cultural Preservation of 
which $1,500,000 shall be for grants of not less 
than $500,000 for significant historic preserva-
tion projects: Provided further, That there shall 
be one additional senior permanent position at 
United States Embassy Moscow whose sole re-
sponsibilities shall be to monitor human rights 
and the implementation of Russian laws relat-
ing to nongovernmental organizations, commu-
nicate United States support for human rights 
defenders and journalists who are harassed and 
arrested, and support the work of civil society 
groups: Provided further, That funds available 
under this heading may be made available for a 
United States Government interagency task 
force to examine, coordinate and oversee United 
States participation in the United Nations head-
quarters renovation project: Provided further, 
That funds appropriated under this heading are 
available, pursuant to 31 U.S.C. 1108(g), for the 
field examination of programs and activities in 

the United States funded from any account in 
this title. 

In addition, not to exceed $1,558,390 shall be 
derived from fees collected from other executive 
agencies for lease or use of facilities located at 
the International Center in accordance with 
section 4 of the International Center Act; in ad-
dition, as authorized by section 5 of such Act, 
$490,000, to be derived from the reserve author-
ized by that section, to be used for the purposes 
set out in that section; in addition, as author-
ized by section 810 of the United States Informa-
tion and Educational Exchange Act, not to ex-
ceed $6,000,000, to remain available until ex-
pended, may be credited to this appropriation 
from fees or other payments received from 
English teaching, library, motion pictures, and 
publication programs and from fees from edu-
cational advising and counseling and exchange 
visitor programs; and, in addition, not to exceed 
$15,000, which shall be derived from reimburse-
ments, surcharges, and fees for use of Blair 
House facilities. 

In addition, for the costs of worldwide secu-
rity protection, $909,598,000, to remain available 
until expended. 

CAPITAL INVESTMENT FUND 
For necessary expenses of the Capital Invest-

ment Fund, $63,743,000, to remain available 
until expended, as authorized: Provided, That 
section 135(e) of Public Law 103–236 shall not 
apply to funds available under this heading. 

OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL 
For necessary expenses of the Office of In-

spector General, $35,508,000, notwithstanding 
section 209(a)(1) of the Foreign Service Act of 
1980 (Public Law 96–465), as it relates to post in-
spections. 

EDUCATIONAL AND CULTURAL EXCHANGE 
PROGRAMS 

For expenses of educational and cultural ex-
change programs, as authorized, $509,482,000, to 
remain available until expended: Provided, That 
not to exceed $5,000,000, to remain available 
until expended, may be credited to this appro-
priation from fees or other payments received 
from or in connection with English teaching, 
educational advising and counseling programs, 
and exchange visitor programs as authorized: 
Provided further, That of the funds available 
under this heading up to $2,000,000 may be made 
available to the Senator Paul Simon Study 
Abroad Foundation, subject to authorization: 
Provided further, That if a majority of the 
Board of Directors of such Foundation is not 
confirmed by the Senate by August 1, 2008, the 
Secretary shall provide $1,000,000 of such funds 
to the Benjamin A. Gilman International Schol-
arship Program and $1,000,000 shall be provided 
to the Fulbright Program to augment existing 
study abroad programs. 

REPRESENTATION ALLOWANCES 
For representation allowances as authorized, 

$8,175,000. 
PROTECTION OF FOREIGN MISSIONS AND OFFICIALS 

For expenses, not otherwise provided, to en-
able the Secretary of State to provide for ex-
traordinary protective services, as authorized, 
$14,000,000, to remain available until September 
30, 2009. 

EMBASSY SECURITY, CONSTRUCTION, AND 
MAINTENANCE 

For necessary expenses for carrying out the 
Foreign Service Buildings Act of 1926 (22 U.S.C. 
292–303), preserving, maintaining, repairing, 
and planning for buildings that are owned or 
directly leased by the Department of State, ren-
ovating, in addition to funds otherwise avail-
able, the Harry S Truman Building, and car-
rying out the Diplomatic Security Construction 
Program as authorized, $792,534,000, to remain 
available until expended as authorized, of 
which not to exceed $25,000 may be used for do-

mestic and overseas representation as author-
ized: Provided, That none of the funds appro-
priated in this paragraph shall be available for 
acquisition of furniture, furnishings, or genera-
tors for other departments and agencies. 

In addition, for the costs of worldwide secu-
rity upgrades, acquisition, and construction as 
authorized, $649,278,000, to remain available 
until expended. 
EMERGENCIES IN THE DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR 

SERVICE 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 
For expenses necessary to enable the Sec-

retary of State to meet unforeseen emergencies 
arising in the Diplomatic and Consular Service, 
$9,000,000, only for emergency evacuations and 
terrorism rewards, to remain available until ex-
pended, of which not to exceed $1,000,000 may be 
transferred to and merged with the ‘‘Repatri-
ation Loans Program Account’’, subject to the 
same terms and conditions. 

REPATRIATION LOANS PROGRAM ACCOUNT 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 
For the cost of direct loans, $678,000, as au-

thorized: Provided, That such costs, including 
the cost of modifying such loans, shall be as de-
fined in section 502 of the Congressional Budget 
Act of 1974. 

In addition, for administrative expenses nec-
essary to carry out the direct loan program, 
$607,000, which may be transferred to and 
merged with ‘‘Diplomatic and Consular Pro-
grams’’. 
PAYMENT TO THE AMERICAN INSTITUTE IN TAIWAN 

For necessary expenses to carry out the Tai-
wan Relations Act (Public Law 96–8), 
$16,351,000. 
PAYMENT TO THE FOREIGN SERVICE RETIREMENT 

AND DISABILITY FUND 
For payment to the Foreign Service Retire-

ment and Disability Fund, as authorized by 
law, $158,900,000. 

INTERNATIONAL ORGANIZATIONS 

CONTRIBUTIONS TO INTERNATIONAL 
ORGANIZATIONS 

For expenses, not otherwise provided for, nec-
essary to meet annual obligations of membership 
in international multilateral organizations, pur-
suant to treaties ratified pursuant to the advice 
and consent of the Senate, conventions or spe-
cific Acts of Congress, $1,374,400,000, to remain 
available until September 30, 2009: Provided, 
That the Secretary of State shall, at the time of 
the submission of the President’s budget to Con-
gress under section 1105(a) of title 31, United 
States Code, transmit to the Committees on Ap-
propriations the most recent biennial budget 
prepared by the United Nations for the oper-
ations of the United Nations: Provided further, 
That the Secretary of State shall notify the 
Committees on Appropriations at least 15 days 
in advance (or in an emergency, as far in ad-
vance as is practicable) of any United Nations 
action to increase funding for any United Na-
tions program without identifying an offsetting 
decrease elsewhere in the United Nations budget 
and cause the United Nations budget for the bi-
ennium 2008–2009 to exceed the revised United 
Nations budget level for the biennium 2006–2007 
of $4,173,895,900: Provided further, That any 
payment of arrearages under this title shall be 
directed toward activities that are mutually 
agreed upon by the United States and the re-
spective international organization: Provided 
further, That none of the funds appropriated in 
this paragraph shall be available for a United 
States contribution to an international organi-
zation for the United States share of interest 
costs made known to the United States Govern-
ment by such organization for loans incurred on 
or after October 1, 1984, through external bor-
rowings. 
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CONTRIBUTIONS FOR INTERNATIONAL 

PEACEKEEPING ACTIVITIES 
For necessary expenses to pay assessed and 

other expenses of international peacekeeping ac-
tivities directed to the maintenance or restora-
tion of international peace and security, 
$1,352,000,000, of which 15 percent shall remain 
available until September 30, 2009: Provided, 
That at least 15 days in advance of voting in the 
United Nations Security Council (or in an emer-
gency as far in advance as is practicable) for 
any new or expanded United Nations peace-
keeping mission, the Secretary of State shall, 
with regard to any new or expanded mission, 
notify the Committees on Appropriations and 
other appropriate Committees of the Congress of 
its estimated cost and duration, the United 
States national interest that will be served, the 
planned exit strategy, the specific measures the 
United Nations is taking to prevent United Na-
tions employees, contractor personnel, and 
peacekeeping forces serving in any such mission 
from trafficking in persons, exploiting victims of 
trafficking, or committing acts of illegal sexual 
exploitation, and to hold accountable individ-
uals who engage in such acts while partici-
pating in the peacekeeping mission; and a noti-
fication of funds pursuant to section 615 of this 
Act is submitted, and the procedures therein fol-
lowed, setting forth the source of funds that will 
be used to pay for the cost of the new or ex-
panded mission: Provided further, That funds 
shall be available for peacekeeping expenses 
only after a determination by the Secretary of 
State that American manufacturers and sup-
pliers are being given opportunities to provide 
equipment, services, and material for United Na-
tions peacekeeping activities equal to those 
being given to foreign manufacturers and sup-
pliers. 

INTERNATIONAL COMMISSIONS 

For necessary expenses, not otherwise pro-
vided for, to meet obligations of the United 
States arising under treaties, or specific Acts of 
Congress, as follows: 

INTERNATIONAL BOUNDARY AND WATER 
COMMISSION, UNITED STATES AND MEXICO 

For necessary expenses for the United States 
Section of the International Boundary and 
Water Commission, United States and Mexico, 
and to comply with laws applicable to the 
United States Section, including not to exceed 
$6,000 for representation; as follows: 

SALARIES AND EXPENSES 
For salaries and expenses, not otherwise pro-

vided for, $30,430,000. 
CONSTRUCTION 

For detailed plan preparation and construc-
tion of authorized projects, $88,425,000, to re-
main available until expended, as authorized. 

AMERICAN SECTIONS, INTERNATIONAL 
COMMISSIONS 

For necessary expenses, not otherwise pro-
vided, for the International Joint Commission 
and the International Boundary Commission, 
United States and Canada, as authorized by 
treaties between the United States and Canada 
or Great Britain, and for the Border Environ-
ment Cooperation Commission as authorized by 
Public Law 103–182, $11,250,000, of which not to 
exceed $9,000 shall be available for representa-
tion expenses incurred by the International 
Joint Commission. 

INTERNATIONAL FISHERIES COMMISSIONS 
For necessary expenses for international fish-

eries commissions, not otherwise provided for, as 
authorized by law, $27,054,000: Provided, That 
the United States’ share of such expenses may 
be advanced to the respective commissions pur-
suant to 31 U.S.C. 3324: Provided further, That 
funds appropriated under this heading shall be 
available for programs in the amounts contained 

in the table included in the report accom-
panying this Act and no proposal for deviation 
from those amounts shall be considered. 

OTHER 
PAYMENT TO THE ASIA FOUNDATION 

For a grant to the Asia Foundation, as au-
thorized by the Asia Foundation Act (22 U.S.C. 
4402), $16,000,000, to remain available until ex-
pended, as authorized. 

CENTER FOR MIDDLE EASTERN-WESTERN 
DIALOGUE TRUST FUND 

For necessary expenses of the Center for Mid-
dle Eastern-Western Dialogue Trust Fund, the 
total amount of the interest and earnings accru-
ing to such Fund on or before September 30, 
2008, to remain available until expended. 

EISENHOWER EXCHANGE FELLOWSHIP PROGRAM 
For necessary expenses of Eisenhower Ex-

change Fellowships, Incorporated, as author-
ized by sections 4 and 5 of the Eisenhower Ex-
change Fellowship Act of 1990 (20 U.S.C. 5204– 
5205), all interest and earnings accruing to the 
Eisenhower Exchange Fellowship Program 
Trust Fund on or before September 30, 2008, to 
remain available until expended: Provided, That 
none of the funds appropriated herein shall be 
used to pay any salary or other compensation, 
or to enter into any contract providing for the 
payment thereof, in excess of the rate author-
ized by 5 U.S.C. 5376; or for purposes which are 
not in accordance with OMB Circulars A–110 
(Uniform Administrative Requirements) and A– 
122 (Cost Principles for Non-profit Organiza-
tions), including the restrictions on compensa-
tion for personal services. 

ISRAELI ARAB SCHOLARSHIP PROGRAM 
For necessary expenses of the Israeli Arab 

Scholarship Program as authorized by section 
214 of the Foreign Relations Authorization Act, 
Fiscal Years 1992 and 1993 (22 U.S.C. 2452), all 
interest and earnings accruing to the Israeli 
Arab Scholarship Fund on or before September 
30, 2008, to remain available until expended. 

EAST-WEST CENTER 
To enable the Secretary of State to provide for 

carrying out the provisions of the Center for 
Cultural and Technical Interchange Between 
East and West Act of 1960, by grant to the Cen-
ter for Cultural and Technical Interchange Be-
tween East and West in the State of Hawaii, 
$20,000,000: Provided, That none of the funds 
appropriated herein shall be used to pay any 
salary, or enter into any contract providing for 
the payment thereof, in excess of the rate au-
thorized by 5 U.S.C. 5376. 

RELATED AGENCIES 
BROADCASTING BOARD OF GOVERNORS 

INTERNATIONAL BROADCASTING OPERATIONS 
For expenses necessary to enable the Broad-

casting Board of Governors, as authorized, to 
carry out international communication activi-
ties, including the purchase, rent, construction, 
and improvement of facilities for radio and tele-
vision transmission and reception and purchase, 
lease, and installation and operation of nec-
essary equipment, including aircraft, for radio 
and television transmission and reception to 
Cuba, and to make and supervise grants for 
radio and television broadcasting to the Middle 
East, $662,727,000: Provided, That of the total 
amount in this heading, not to exceed $16,000 
may be used for official receptions within the 
United States as authorized, not to exceed 
$35,000 may be used for representation abroad as 
authorized, and not to exceed $39,000 may be 
used for official reception and representation 
expenses of Radio Free Europe/Radio Liberty; 
and in addition, notwithstanding any other pro-
vision of law, not to exceed $2,000,000 in receipts 
from advertising and revenue from business ven-
tures, not to exceed $500,000 in receipts from co-
operating international organizations, and not 

to exceed $1,000,000 in receipts from privatiza-
tion efforts of the Voice of America and the 
International Broadcasting Bureau, to remain 
available until expended for carrying out au-
thorized purposes. 

BROADCASTING CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS 
For the purchase, rent, construction, and im-

provement of facilities for radio transmission 
and reception, and purchase and installation of 
necessary equipment for radio and television 
transmission and reception as authorized, 
$10,748,000, to remain available until expended, 
as authorized. 

COMMISSION FOR THE PRESERVATION OF 
AMERICA’S HERITAGE ABROAD 

SALARIES AND EXPENSES 
For necessary expenses for the Commission for 

the Preservation of America’s Heritage Abroad, 
$499,000, as authorized by section 1303 of Public 
Law 99–83. 

COMMISSION ON INTERNATIONAL RELIGIOUS 
FREEDOM 

SALARIES AND EXPENSES 
For necessary expenses for the United States 

Commission on International Religious Freedom, 
as authorized by title II of the International Re-
ligious Freedom Act of 1998 (Public Law 105– 
292), $3,000,000, to remain available until Sep-
tember 30, 2009. 
COMMISSION ON SECURITY AND COOPERATION IN 

EUROPE 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses of the Commission on 
Security and Cooperation in Europe, as author-
ized by Public Law 94–304, $2,037,000, to remain 
available until September 30, 2009. 
CONGRESSIONAL-EXECUTIVE COMMISSION ON THE 

PEOPLE’S REPUBLIC OF CHINA 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses of the Congressional- 
Executive Commission on the People’s Republic 
of China, as authorized, $2,000,000, including 
not more than $3,000 for the purpose of official 
representation, to remain available until Sep-
tember 30, 2009. 
UNITED STATES-CHINA ECONOMIC AND SECURITY 

REVIEW COMMISSION 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses of the United States- 
China Economic and Security Review Commis-
sion, $2,962,000, including not more than $3,000 
for the purpose of official representation, to re-
main available until September 30, 2008: Pro-
vided, That funds appropriated under this 
heading shall only be available for obligation in 
accordance with a spending plan submitted to 
the Committees on Appropriations which effec-
tively addresses the recommendations of the 
Government Accountability Office’s audit of the 
Commission: Provided further, That the Com-
mission shall provide to the Committees on Ap-
propriations a quarterly accounting of the cu-
mulative balances of any unobligated funds that 
were received by the Commission during any 
previous fiscal year. 

UNITED STATES SENATE-CHINA 
INTERPARLIAMENTARY GROUP 

SALARIES AND EXPENSES 
For necessary expenses of the United States 

Senate-China Interparliamentary Group, as au-
thorized under section 153 of the Consolidated 
Appropriations Act, 2004 (22 U.S.C. 276n; Public 
Law 108–99; 118 Stat. 448), $150,000, to remain 
available until September 30, 2009. 

UNITED STATES INSTITUTE OF PEACE 
OPERATING EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses of the United States 
Institute of Peace as authorized in the United 
States Institute of Peace Act, $25,000,000, to re-
main available until September 30, 2009. 
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GENERAL PROVISIONS—THIS TITLE 

ALLOWANCES AND DIFFERENTIALS 
SEC. 101. Funds appropriated under this Act 

shall be available, except as otherwise provided, 
for allowances and differentials as authorized 
by subchapter 59 of title 5, United States Code; 
for services as authorized by 5 U.S.C. 3109; and 
for hire of passenger transportation pursuant to 
31 U.S.C. 1343(b). 

UNOBLIGATED BALANCES REPORT 
SEC. 102. The Department of State and the 

Broadcasting Board of Governors shall provide 
to the Committees on Appropriations a quarterly 
accounting of the cumulative balances of any 
unobligated funds that were received by such 
agency during any previous fiscal year. 

EMBASSY CONSTRUCTION 
SEC. 103. (a) Except as provided in subsection 

(b), a project to construct a diplomatic facility 
of the United States may not include office 
space or other accommodations for an employee 
of a Federal agency or department if the Sec-
retary of State determines that such department 
or agency has not provided to the Department of 
State the full amount of funding required by 
subsection (e) of section 604 of the Secure Em-
bassy Construction and Counterterrorism Act of 
1999 (as enacted into law by section 1000(a)(7) of 
Public Law 106–113 and contained in appendix 
G of that Act; 113 Stat. 1501A–453), as amended 
by section 629 of the Departments of Commerce, 
Justice, and State, the Judiciary, and Related 
Agencies Appropriations Act, 2005. 

(b) Notwithstanding the prohibition in sub-
section (a), a project to construct a diplomatic 
facility of the United States may include office 
space or other accommodations for members of 
the Marine Corps. 

PEACEKEEPING MISSIONS 
SEC. 104. None of the funds made available 

under title I of this Act may be used for any 
United Nations undertaking when it is made 
known to the Federal official having authority 
to obligate or expend such funds that: (1) the 
United Nations undertaking is a peacekeeping 
mission; (2) such undertaking will involve 
United States Armed Forces under the command 
or operational control of a foreign national; and 
(3) the President’s military advisors have not 
submitted to the President a recommendation 
that such involvement is in the national secu-
rity interests of the United States and the Presi-
dent has not submitted to the Congress such a 
recommendation. 

DENIAL OF VISAS 
SEC. 105. (a) None of the funds appropriated 

or otherwise made available under this Act shall 
be expended for any purpose for which appro-
priations are prohibited by section 616 of the De-
partments of Commerce, Justice, and State, the 
Judiciary, and Related Agencies Appropriations 
Act, 1999. 

(b) The requirements in subsections (b) and (c) 
of section 616 of that Act shall continue to apply 
during fiscal year 2008. 

UNITED STATES CITIZENS BORN IN JERUSALEM 
SEC. 106. For the purposes of registration of 

birth, certification of nationality, or issuance of 
a passport of a United States citizen born in the 
city of Jerusalem, the Secretary of State shall, 
upon request of the citizen, record the place of 
birth as Israel. 

STATE DEPARTMENT AUTHORITIES 
SEC. 107. Funds appropriated under this Act 

for the Broadcasting Board of Governors and 
the Department of State may be obligated and 
expended notwithstanding section 15 of the 
State Department Basic Authorities Act of 1956, 
section 313 of the Foreign Relations Authoriza-
tion Act, Fiscal Years 1994 and 1995 (Public Law 
103–236), and section 504(a)(1) of the National 
Security Act of 1947 (50 U.S.C. 414(a)(1)). 

RESTRICTION ON CONTRIBUTIONS TO THE UNITED 
NATIONS 

SEC. 108. None of the funds appropriated or 
otherwise made available under any title of this 
Act may be made available to make any assessed 
contribution or voluntary payment of the 
United States to the United Nations if the 
United Nations implements or imposes any tax-
ation on any United States persons. 

PERSONNEL ACTIONS 
SEC. 109. Any costs incurred by a department 

or agency funded under this Act resulting from 
personnel actions taken in response to funding 
reductions included in this Act shall be absorbed 
within the total budgetary resources available to 
such department or agency: Provided, That the 
authority to transfer funds between appropria-
tions accounts as may be necessary to carry out 
this section is provided in addition to authori-
ties included elsewhere in this Act: Provided 
further, That use of funds to carry out this sec-
tion shall be treated as a reprogramming of 
funds under section 615 of title VI of this Act 
and shall not be available for obligation or ex-
penditure except in compliance with the proce-
dures set forth in that section. 
RESTRICTIONS ON UNITED NATIONS DELEGATIONS 
SEC. 110. None of the funds made available in 

this Act may be used to pay expenses for any 
United States delegation to any specialized 
agency, body, or commission of the United Na-
tions if such commission is chaired or presided 
over by a country, the government of which the 
Secretary of State has determined, for purposes 
of section 6(j)(1) of the Export Administration 
Act of 1979 (50 U.S.C. App. 2405(j)(1)), has pro-
vided support for acts of international terrorism. 

PALESTINIAN BROADCASTING CORPORATION 
SEC. 111. None of the funds appropriated or 

otherwise made available in this Act may be 
used to provide equipment, technical support, 
consulting services, or any other form of assist-
ance to the Palestinian Broadcasting Corpora-
tion. 

ATTENDANCE AT INTERNATIONAL CONFERENCES 
SEC. 112. None of the funds made available in 

this Act may be used to send or otherwise pay 
for the attendance of more than 50 employees of 
agencies or departments of the United States 
Government who are stationed in the United 
States, at any single international conference 
occurring outside the United States, unless the 
Secretary of State determines that such attend-
ance is in the national interest: Provided, That 
for purposes of this section the term ‘‘inter-
national conference’’ shall mean a conference 
attended by representatives of the United States 
Government and representatives of foreign gov-
ernments, international organizations, or non-
governmental organizations. 

PEACEKEEPING ASSESSMENT 
SEC. 113. Section 404(b)(2)(B) of the Foreign 

Relations Authorization Act, Fiscal Years 1994 
and 1995, as amended (22 U.S.C. 287e note) is 
further amended at the end by adding the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(v) For assessments made during calendar 
year 2008, 27.1 percent.’’ 

ALHURRA BROADCASTING 
SEC. 114. Funds appropriated by this Act, and 

any subsequent emergency supplemental appro-
priations Act for fiscal year 2008, may be made 
available for the programs and activities of 
Alhurra only if the Secretary of State certifies 
and reports to the Committees on Appropriations 
that Alhurra does not advocate on behalf of any 
organization that the Secretary knows, or has 
reason to believe, engages in terrorist activities. 

SEC. 115. COMMISSION FINANCIAL MANAGE-
MENT. (a) TERM LIMITS.—Section 1238(b)(3) of 
Public Law 106–398 is amended by striking sub-
paragraph (G) and inserting the following: 

‘‘(G) a member of the Commission may not be 
reappointed for an additional term of service if 

that member has twice been appointed to the 
Commission; and’’. 

(b) REQUIREMENT FOR PERFORMANCE RE-
VIEWS.—The United States-China Economic and 
Security Review Commission shall comply with 
chapter 43 of title 5, United States Code, regard-
ing the establishment and regular review of em-
ployee performance appraisals. 

(c) LIMITATION ON CASH AWARDS.—The United 
States-China Economic and Security Review 
Commission shall comply with section 4505a of 
title 5, United States Code, with respect to limi-
tations on payment of performance-based cash 
awards. 

(d) ANNUAL FINANCIAL AUDIT.—The Commis-
sion shall provide to Congress an annual com-
prehensive independent financial audit of all 
obligations and expenditures, not later than 
June 30 each year hereafter. 

REFERENCES 
SEC. 116. Except as otherwise provided in this 

title, any reference in this title to ‘‘this Act’’ 
shall be deemed to be a reference only to title I. 

TITLE II 
EXPORT AND INVESTMENT ASSISTANCE 
EXPORT-IMPORT BANK OF THE UNITED STATES 

INSPECTOR GENERAL 
For necessary expenses of the Office of In-

spector General in carrying out the provisions of 
the Inspector General Act of 1978, as amended, 
$1,000,000, to remain available until September 
30, 2009. 

LOANS PROGRAM ACCOUNT 
The Export-Import Bank of the United States 

is authorized to make such expenditures within 
the limits of funds and borrowing authority 
available to such corporation, and in accord-
ance with law, and to make such contracts and 
commitments without regard to fiscal year limi-
tations, as provided by section 104 of the Gov-
ernment Corporation Control Act, as may be 
necessary in carrying out the program for the 
current fiscal year for such corporation: Pro-
vided, That none of the funds available during 
the current fiscal year may be used to make ex-
penditures, contracts, or commitments for the 
export of nuclear equipment, fuel, or technology 
to any country, other than a nuclear-weapon 
state as defined in Article IX of the Treaty on 
the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons eligi-
ble to receive economic or military assistance 
under this Act, that has detonated a nuclear ex-
plosive after the date of the enactment of this 
Act: Provided further, That notwithstanding 
section 1(c) of Public Law 103–428, as amended, 
sections 1(a) and (b) of Public Law 103–428 shall 
remain in effect through October 1, 2008: Pro-
vided further, That 10 percent of the aggregate 
loan, guarantee, and insurance authority avail-
able to the Export-Import Bank under this or 
any prior Act should be used for renewable en-
ergy and environmentally beneficial products 
and services. 

SUBSIDY APPROPRIATION 
For the cost of direct loans, loan guarantees, 

insurance, and tied-aid grants as authorized by 
section 10 of the Export-Import Bank Act of 
1945, as amended, $68,000,000, to remain avail-
able until September 30, 2011: Provided, That 
such costs, including the cost of modifying such 
loans, shall be as defined in section 502 of the 
Congressional Budget Act of 1974: Provided fur-
ther, That such sums shall remain available 
until September 30, 2026, for the disbursement of 
direct loans, loan guarantees, insurance and 
tied-aid grants obligated in fiscal years 2008, 
2009, 2010, and 2011: Provided further, That 
none of the funds appropriated by this Act or 
any prior Act appropriating funds for foreign 
operations, export financing, and related pro-
grams for tied-aid credits or grants may be used 
for any other purpose except through the reg-
ular notification procedures of the Committees 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 11:16 Jul 17, 2017 Jkt 059102 PO 00000 Frm 00019 Fmt 0686 Sfmt 6333 E:\FDSYS\BOUNDRECORD\S06SE7.REC S06SE7ej
oy

ne
r 

on
 D

S
K

30
M

W
08

2P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 B
O

U
N

D
 R

E
C

O
R

D



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 153, Pt. 17 23751 September 6, 2007 
on Appropriations: Provided further, That 
funds appropriated by this paragraph are made 
available notwithstanding section 2(b)(2) of the 
Export-Import Bank Act of 1945, in connection 
with the purchase or lease of any product by 
any Eastern European country, any Baltic 
State or any agency or national thereof. 

ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENSES 
For administrative expenses to carry out the 

direct and guaranteed loan and insurance pro-
grams, including hire of passenger motor vehi-
cles and services as authorized by 5 U.S.C. 3109, 
and not to exceed $30,000 for official reception 
and representation expenses for members of the 
Board of Directors, $78,000,000: Provided, That 
the Export-Import Bank may accept, and use, 
payment or services provided by transaction 
participants for legal, financial, or technical 
services in connection with any transaction for 
which an application for a loan, guarantee or 
insurance commitment has been made: Provided 
further, That notwithstanding subsection (b) of 
section 117 of the Export Enhancement Act of 
1992, subsection (a) thereof shall remain in ef-
fect until October 1, 2008. 

RECEIPTS COLLECTED 
Receipts collected pursuant to the Export-Im-

port Bank Act of 1945, as amended, and the 
Federal Credit Reform Act of 1990, as amended, 
in an amount not to exceed the amount appro-
priated herein, shall be credited as offsetting 
collections to this account: Provided, That the 
sums herein appropriated from the General 
Fund shall be reduced on a dollar-for-dollar 
basis by such offsetting collections so as to re-
sult in a final fiscal year appropriation from the 
General Fund estimated at $0: Provided further, 
That amounts collected in fiscal year 2008 in ex-
cess of obligations, up to $50,000,000, shall be-
come available October 1, 2008 and shall remain 
available until September 30, 2011. 
OVERSEAS PRIVATE INVESTMENT CORPORATION 

NONCREDIT ACCOUNT 
The Overseas Private Investment Corporation 

is authorized to make, without regard to fiscal 
year limitations, as provided by 31 U.S.C. 9104, 
such expenditures and commitments within the 
limits of funds available to it and in accordance 
with law as may be necessary: Provided, That 
the amount available for administrative ex-
penses to carry out the credit and insurance 
programs (including an amount for official re-
ception and representation expenses which shall 
not exceed $35,000) shall not exceed $47,500,000: 
Provided further, That project-specific trans-
action costs, including direct and indirect costs 
incurred in claims settlements, and other direct 
costs associated with services provided to spe-
cific investors or potential investors pursuant to 
section 234 of the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961, 
shall not be considered administrative expenses 
for the purposes of this heading. 

PROGRAM ACCOUNT 
For the cost of direct and guaranteed loans, 

$21,000,000, as authorized by section 234 of the 
Foreign Assistance Act of 1961, to be derived by 
transfer from the Overseas Private Investment 
Corporation Non-Credit Account: Provided, 
That such costs, including the cost of modifying 
such loans, shall be as defined in section 502 of 
the Congressional Budget Act of 1974: Provided 
further, That such sums shall be available for 
direct loan obligations and loan guaranty com-
mitments incurred or made during fiscal years 
2008, 2009, and 2010: Provided further, That 
funds so obligated in fiscal year 2008 remain 
available for disbursement through 2016; funds 
obligated in fiscal year 2009 remain available for 
disbursement through 2017; funds obligated in 
fiscal year 2010 remain available for disburse-
ment through 2018: Provided further, That not-
withstanding any other provision of law, the 
Overseas Private Investment Corporation is au-

thorized to undertake any program authorized 
by title IV of the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961 
in Iraq: Provided further, That funds made 
available pursuant to the authority of the pre-
vious proviso shall be subject to the regular no-
tification procedures of the Committees on Ap-
propriations. 

In addition, such sums as may be necessary 
for administrative expenses to carry out the 
credit program may be derived from amounts 
available for administrative expenses to carry 
out the credit and insurance programs in the 
Overseas Private Investment Corporation Non-
credit Account and merged with said account. 

FUNDS APPROPRIATED TO THE PRESIDENT 

TRADE AND DEVELOPMENT AGENCY 
For necessary expenses to carry out the provi-

sions of section 661 of the Foreign Assistance 
Act of 1961, $50,400,000, to remain available until 
September 30, 2009. 

TITLE III 

BILATERAL ECONOMIC ASSISTANCE 

FUNDS APPROPRIATED TO THE PRESIDENT 

For expenses necessary to enable the Presi-
dent to carry out the provisions of the Foreign 
Assistance Act of 1961, and for other purposes, 
to remain available until September 30, 2008, un-
less otherwise specified herein, as follows: 

GLOBAL HEALTH PROGRAMS 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 
For necessary expenses to carry out the provi-

sions of chapters 1 and 10 of part I of the For-
eign Assistance Act of 1961, for global health ac-
tivities, in addition to funds otherwise available 
for such purposes, $6,531,425,000, to remain 
available until September 30, 2009: Provided, 
That this amount shall be made available for 
such activities as: (1) child survival programs; 
(2) immunization and oral rehydration pro-
grams; (3) other health, nutrition, water and 
sanitation programs which directly address the 
needs of mothers and children, and related edu-
cation programs; (4) assistance for children dis-
placed or orphaned by causes other than AIDS; 
(5) programs for the prevention, treatment, con-
trol of, and research on HIV/AIDS, tuberculosis, 
polio, malaria, and other infectious diseases, 
and for assistance to communities severely af-
fected by HIV/AIDS, including children dis-
placed or orphaned by AIDS; and (6) family 
planning/reproductive health: Provided further, 
That none of the funds appropriated under this 
heading may be made available for nonproject 
assistance, except that funds may be made 
available for such assistance for ongoing health 
activities: Provided further, That of the funds 
appropriated under this heading, not to exceed 
$350,000, in addition to funds otherwise avail-
able for such purposes, may be used to monitor 
and provide oversight of child survival, mater-
nal and family planning/reproductive health, 
and infectious disease programs: Provided fur-
ther, That the following amounts should be allo-
cated as follows: $450,000,000 for child survival 
and maternal health; $15,000,000 for vulnerable 
children; $634,675,000 for other infectious dis-
eases; and $395,000,000 for family planning/re-
productive health, including in areas where 
population growth threatens biodiversity or en-
dangered species: Provided further, That of the 
funds appropriated under this heading, 
$75,000,000 should be made available for a 
United States contribution to The GAVI Fund, 
and up to $6,000,000 may be transferred to and 
merged with funds appropriated by this Act 
under the heading ‘‘Operating Expenses of the 
United States Agency for International Develop-
ment’’ for costs directly related to global health, 
but funds made available for such costs may not 
be derived from amounts made available for con-
tribution under this and preceding provisos: 
Provided further, That none of the funds made 

available in this Act nor any unobligated bal-
ances from prior appropriations may be made 
available to any organization or program which 
directly supports coercive abortion or involun-
tary sterilization: Provided further, That none 
of the funds made available under this Act may 
be used to pay for the performance of abortion 
as a method of family planning or to motivate or 
coerce any person to practice abortions: Pro-
vided further, That nothing in this paragraph 
shall be construed to alter any existing statu-
tory prohibitions against abortion under section 
104 of the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961: Pro-
vided further, That none of the funds made 
available under this Act may be used to lobby 
for or against abortion: Provided further, That 
in order to reduce reliance on abortion in devel-
oping nations, funds shall be available only for 
voluntary family planning projects which offer, 
either directly or through referral to, or infor-
mation about access to, a broad range of family 
planning methods and services with proven ef-
fectiveness, and that any such voluntary family 
planning project shall meet the following re-
quirements: (1) service providers or referral 
agents in the project shall not implement or be 
subject to quotas, or other numerical targets, of 
total number of births, number of family plan-
ning acceptors, or acceptors of a particular 
method of family planning (this provision shall 
not be construed to include the use of quan-
titative estimates or indicators for budgeting 
and planning purposes); (2) the project shall not 
include payment of incentives, bribes, gratuities, 
or financial reward to: (A) An individual in ex-
change for becoming a family planning accep-
tor; or (B) program personnel for achieving a 
numerical target or quota of total number of 
births, number of family planning acceptors, or 
acceptors of a particular method of family plan-
ning; (3) the project shall not deny any right or 
benefit, including the right of access to partici-
pate in any program of general welfare or the 
right of access to health care, as a consequence 
of any individual’s decision not to accept family 
planning services; (4) the project shall provide 
family planning acceptors comprehensible infor-
mation on the health benefits and risks of the 
method chosen, including those conditions that 
might render the use of the method inadvisable 
and those adverse side effects known to be con-
sequent to the use of the method; and (5) the 
project shall ensure that experimental contra-
ceptive drugs and devices and medical proce-
dures are provided only in the context of a sci-
entific study in which participants are advised 
of potential risks and benefits; and, not less 
than 60 days after the date on which the Ad-
ministrator of the United States Agency for 
International Development determines that 
there has been a violation of the requirements 
contained in paragraph (1), (2), (3), or (5) of this 
proviso, or a pattern or practice of violations of 
the requirements contained in paragraph (4) of 
this proviso, the Administrator shall submit to 
the Committees on Appropriations a report con-
taining a description of such violation and the 
corrective action taken by the Agency: Provided 
further, That in awarding grants for natural 
family planning under section 104 of the For-
eign Assistance Act of 1961 no applicant shall be 
discriminated against because of such appli-
cant’s religious or conscientious commitment to 
offer only natural family planning; and, addi-
tionally, all such applicants shall comply with 
the requirements of the previous proviso: Pro-
vided further, That for purposes of this or any 
other Act authorizing or appropriating funds for 
foreign operations, export financing, and re-
lated programs, the term ‘‘motivate’’, as it re-
lates to family planning assistance, shall not be 
construed to prohibit the provision, consistent 
with local law, of information or counseling 
about all pregnancy options: Provided further, 
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That to the maximum extent practicable, taking 
into consideration cost, timely availability, and 
best health practices, funds appropriated in this 
Act or prior appropriations Acts that are made 
available for condom procurement should be 
made available only for the procurement of 
condoms manufactured in the United States: 
Provided further, That information provided 
about the use of condoms as part of projects or 
activities that are funded from amounts appro-
priated by this Act shall be medically accurate 
and shall include the public health benefits and 
failure rates of such use. 

Of the funds appropriated under this heading, 
for necessary expenses to carry out the provi-
sions of the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961 for 
the prevention, treatment, and control of, and 
research on, HIV/AIDS, including for children 
displaced or orphaned by AIDS, $5,050,000,000, 
to remain available until expended, of which 
$550,000,000 shall be made available, notwith-
standing any other provision of law, except for 
the United States Leadership Against HIV/ 
AIDS, Tuberculosis and Malaria Act of 2003 
(Public Law 108–25) for a United States con-
tribution to the Global Fund to Fight AIDS, Tu-
berculosis and Malaria, and shall be expended 
at the minimum rate necessary to make timely 
payment for projects and activities: Provided, 
That up to 5 percent of the aggregate amount of 
funds made available to the Global Fund in fis-
cal year 2008 may be made available to the 
United States Agency for International Develop-
ment for technical assistance related to the ac-
tivities of the Global Fund: Provided further, 
That of the funds appropriated by this para-
graph, up to $13,000,000 may be made available, 
in addition to amounts otherwise available for 
such purposes, for administrative expenses of 
the Office of the Global AIDS Coordinator: Pro-
vided further, That the Global AIDS Coordi-
nator shall include in each country operational 
plan for fiscal year 2008 a health workforce 
strategy for meeting HIV/AIDS goals without re-
ducing the capacity of the country to meet other 
health needs: Provided further, That of the 
funds appropriated by this paragraph, not less 
than $45,000,000 shall be made available to sup-
port the development of microbicides as a means 
for combating HIV/AIDS, and not less than 
$40,000,000 shall be made available for a United 
States contribution to UNAIDS: Provided fur-
ther, That funds made available under this 
heading shall be made available notwith-
standing the second sentence of section 403(a) of 
Public Law 108–25. 

DEVELOPMENT ASSISTANCE 
For necessary expenses to carry out the provi-

sions of sections 103, 105, 106, and sections 251 
through 255, and chapter 10 of part I of the For-
eign Assistance Act of 1961, $1,455,000,000, to re-
main available until September 30, 2009: Pro-
vided, That of the funds appropriated under 
this heading that are made available for assist-
ance programs for displaced and orphaned chil-
dren and victims of war, not to exceed $43,000, 
in addition to funds otherwise available for 
such purposes, may be used to monitor and pro-
vide oversight of such programs: Provided fur-
ther, That of the funds appropriated by this 
Act, not less than $250,000,000 shall be made 
available for microenterprise and microfinance 
development programs for the poor, especially 
women: Provided further, That of the funds ap-
propriated under this heading, not less than 
$29,000,000 shall be made available for Collabo-
rative Research Support Programs: Provided 
further, That of the funds appropriated under 
this heading, $750,000 shall be made available to 
implement 7 U.S.C. section 1736g–2(a)(2)(C) to 
improve food aid product quality and nutrient 
delivery: Provided further, That of the funds 
appropriated under this heading, not less than 
$22,000,000 should be made available for the 

American Schools and Hospitals Abroad pro-
gram: Provided further, That of the funds ap-
propriated under this heading, $12,000,000 may 
be made available for cooperative development 
programs within the Office of Private and Vol-
untary Cooperation: Provided further, That of 
the funds appropriated in this Act, not less than 
$300,000,000 shall be made available for safe 
drinking water and sanitation supply projects 
only to implement the Senator Paul Simon 
Water for the Poor Act of 2005 (Public Law 109– 
121), of which not less than $125,000,000 should 
be made available for such projects in Africa in-
cluding drilling wells in northern Niger, Mali 
and elsewhere in the African Sahel region. 

INTERNATIONAL DISASTER ASSISTANCE 
For necessary expenses to carry out the provi-

sions of section 491 of the Foreign Assistance 
Act of 1961 for international disaster relief, re-
habilitation, and reconstruction assistance, 
$322,350,000, to remain available until expended, 
of which $20,000,000 should be for famine pre-
vention and relief. 

TRANSITION INITIATIVES 
For necessary expenses for international dis-

aster rehabilitation and reconstruction assist-
ance pursuant to section 491 of the Foreign As-
sistance Act of 1961, $50,000,000, to remain avail-
able until expended, to support transition to de-
mocracy and to long-term development of coun-
tries in crisis: Provided, That such support may 
include assistance to develop, strengthen, or 
preserve democratic institutions and processes, 
revitalize basic infrastructure, and foster the 
peaceful resolution of conflict: Provided further, 
That the United States Agency for International 
Development shall submit a report to the Com-
mittees on Appropriations at least 5 days prior 
to beginning a new program of assistance: Pro-
vided further, That if the President determines 
that it is important to the national interests of 
the United States to provide transition assist-
ance in excess of the amount appropriated 
under this heading, up to $15,000,000 of the 
funds appropriated by this Act to carry out the 
provisions of part I of the Foreign Assistance 
Act of 1961 may be used for purposes of this 
heading and under the authorities applicable to 
funds appropriated under this heading: Pro-
vided further, That funds made available pursu-
ant to the previous proviso shall be made avail-
able subject to prior consultation with the Com-
mittees on Appropriations. 

DEVELOPMENT CREDIT AUTHORITY 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 
For the cost of direct loans and loan guaran-

tees provided by the United States Agency for 
International Development, as authorized by 
sections 256 and 635 of the Foreign Assistance 
Act of 1961, up to $21,000,000 may be derived by 
transfer from funds appropriated by this Act to 
carry out part I of such Act and under the 
heading ‘‘Assistance for Eastern Europe and the 
Baltic States’’: Provided, That such funds shall 
be made available only for micro and small en-
terprise programs, urban programs, and other 
programs which further the purposes of part I of 
the Act: Provided further, That such costs, in-
cluding the cost of modifying such direct and 
guaranteed loans, shall be as defined in section 
502 of the Congressional Budget Act of 1974, as 
amended: Provided further, That funds made 
available by this paragraph may be used for the 
cost of modifying any such guaranteed loans 
under this Act or prior Acts, and funds used for 
such costs shall be subject to the regular notifi-
cation procedures of the Committees on Appro-
priations: Provided further, That the provisions 
of section 107A(d) (relating to general provisions 
applicable to the Development Credit Authority) 
of the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961, as con-
tained in section 306 of H.R. 1486 as reported by 
the House Committee on International Relations 

on May 9, 1997, shall be applicable to direct 
loans and loan guarantees provided under this 
heading: Provided further, That these funds are 
available to subsidize total loan principal, any 
portion of which is to be guaranteed, of up to 
$700,000,000. 

In addition, for administrative expenses to 
carry out credit programs administered by the 
United States Agency for International Develop-
ment, $8,920,000, which may be transferred to 
and merged with the appropriation for Oper-
ating Expenses of the United States Agency for 
International Development: Provided, That 
funds made available under this heading shall 
remain available until September 30, 2010. 

OPERATING EXPENSES OF THE UNITED STATES 
AGENCY FOR INTERNATIONAL DEVELOPMENT 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 
For necessary expenses to carry out the provi-

sions of section 667 of the Foreign Assistance 
Act of 1961, $645,700,000, of which up to 
$25,000,000 may remain available until Sep-
tember 30, 2009: Provided, That none of the 
funds appropriated under this heading and 
under the heading ‘‘Capital Investment Fund’’ 
may be made available to finance the construc-
tion (including architect and engineering serv-
ices), purchase, or long-term lease of offices for 
use by the United States Agency for Inter-
national Development, unless the Administrator 
has identified such proposed construction (in-
cluding architect and engineering services), pur-
chase, or long-term lease of offices in a report 
submitted to the Committees on Appropriations 
at least 15 days prior to the obligation of these 
funds for such purposes: Provided further, That 
the previous proviso shall not apply where the 
total cost of construction (including architect 
and engineering services), purchase, or long- 
term lease of offices does not exceed $1,000,000: 
Provided further, That contracts or agreements 
entered into with funds appropriated under this 
heading may entail commitments for the expend-
iture of such funds through fiscal year 2009: 
Provided further, That any decision to open a 
new overseas mission or office of the United 
States Agency for International Development or, 
except where there is a substantial security risk 
to mission personnel, to close or significantly re-
duce the number of personnel of any such mis-
sion or office, shall be subject to the regular no-
tification procedures of the Committees on Ap-
propriations: Provided further, That the author-
ity of sections 610 and 109 of the Foreign Assist-
ance Act of 1961 may be exercised by the Sec-
retary of State to transfer funds appropriated to 
carry out chapter 1 of part I of such Act to ‘‘Op-
erating Expenses of the United States Agency 
for International Development’’ in accordance 
with the provisions of those sections. 

CAPITAL INVESTMENT FUND 
For necessary expenses for overseas construc-

tion and related costs, and for the procurement 
and enhancement of information technology 
and related capital investments, pursuant to 
section 667 of the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961, 
$90,508,000, to remain available until expended: 
Provided, That this amount is in addition to 
funds otherwise available for such purposes: 
Provided further, That funds appropriated 
under this heading shall be available for obliga-
tion only pursuant to the regular notification 
procedures of the Committees on Appropriations: 
Provided further, That of the funds appro-
priated under this heading, not to exceed 
$75,144,500 may be made available for the pur-
poses of implementing the Capital Security Cost 
Sharing Program. 
OPERATING EXPENSES OF THE UNITED STATES 

AGENCY FOR INTERNATIONAL DEVELOPMENT OF-
FICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL 
For necessary expenses to carry out the provi-

sions of section 667 of the Foreign Assistance 
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Act of 1961, $38,000,000, to remain available until 
September 30, 2009, which sum shall be available 
for the Office of the Inspector General of the 
United States Agency for International Develop-
ment. 

OTHER BILATERAL ECONOMIC ASSISTANCE 
ECONOMIC SUPPORT FUND 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 
For necessary expenses to carry out the provi-

sions of chapter 4 of part II of the Foreign As-
sistance Act of 1961, $3,015,000,000, to remain 
available until September 30, 2009: Provided, 
That funds appropriated under this heading 
that are available for Egypt shall be provided 
with the understanding that Egypt will under-
take significant economic and democratic re-
forms which are additional to those which were 
undertaken in previous fiscal years, including 
the benchmarks accompanying the ‘‘Financial 
Sector Reform Memorandum of Understanding’’ 
dated March 20, 2005: Provided further, That 
with respect to the provision of assistance for 
Egypt for democracy, human rights and govern-
ance activities, the organizations implementing 
such assistance and the specific nature of that 
assistance shall not be subject to the prior ap-
proval by the Government of Egypt: Provided 
further, That of the funds appropriated under 
this heading that are available for assistance for 
Egypt, not less than $15,000,000 should be made 
available for democracy, human rights and gov-
ernance programs and not less than $50,000,000 
should be used for education programs, of which 
not less than $10,000,000 should be made avail-
able for scholarships for Egyptian students with 
high financial need to attend United States ac-
credited institutions of higher education in 
Egypt: Provided further, That funds appro-
priated under this heading that are available 
for assistance for Cyprus should be used only 
for scholarships, administrative support of the 
scholarship program, bicommunal projects, and 
measures aimed at reunification of the island 
and designed to reduce tensions and promote 
peace and cooperation between the two commu-
nities on Cyprus: Provided further, That of the 
funds appropriated under this heading, 
$363,547,000 shall be made available for assist-
ance for Jordan: Provided further, That of the 
funds appropriated under this heading, 
$75,000,000 shall be made available for assistance 
for the West Bank and Gaza, of which not to 
exceed $2,000,000 may be used for administrative 
expenses of the United States Agency for Inter-
national Development, in addition to funds oth-
erwise available for such purposes, to carry out 
programs in the West Bank and Gaza: Provided 
further, That of the funds appropriated under 
this heading, not less than $30,000,000 shall be 
made available for assistance for the Philippines 
and not less than $10,700,000 shall be made 
available for assistance for Vietnam: Provided 
further, That $45,000,000 of the funds appro-
priated under this heading shall be made avail-
able for assistance for Lebanon, of which not 
less than $10,000,000 should be made available 
for scholarships and direct support of United 
States educational institutions in Lebanon, and 
of which not less than $500,000 shall be made 
available to the United States Forest Service for 
forest management and wildlife conservation 
programs in Lebanon: Provided further, That of 
the funds appropriated under this heading, not 
less than $5,000,000 shall be made available for 
the fund established by section 2108 of Public 
Law 109–13: Provided further, That of the funds 
appropriated under this heading, $3,000,000 
shall be made available for programs to promote 
democracy and human rights in North Korea: 
Provided further, That of the funds appro-
priated under this heading for assistance for 
Cambodia, $15,000,000 shall be made available to 
support, democracy, the rule of law, and human 
rights in Cambodia, including assistance for 

democratic political parties: Provided further, 
That notwithstanding any other provision of 
law, funds appropriated under this heading 
may be made available for programs and activi-
ties in the Central Highlands of Vietnam: Pro-
vided further, That of the funds appropriated 
under this heading for the Middle East Partner-
ship Initiative, not less than $5,000,000 shall be 
made available to rescue Iraqi scholars: Pro-
vided further, That of the funds appropriated 
under this heading that are available for assist-
ance for the Democratic Republic of Timor- 
Leste, up to $1,000,000 may be available for ad-
ministrative expenses of the United States Agen-
cy for International Development in addition to 
amounts otherwise made available for such pur-
poses: Provided further, That of the funds ap-
propriated under this heading, not less than 
$12,000,000 shall be made available for a United 
States contribution to the Special Court for Si-
erra Leone, not less than $3,000,000 shall be 
made available for a United States contribution 
to the Extractive Industries Transparency Ini-
tiative Trust Fund, not less than $3,000,000 shall 
be made available to support implementation of 
the Kimberley Process Certification Scheme with 
an emphasis on support for regional efforts to 
combat cross-border smuggling and for moni-
toring by civil society groups, not less than 
$2,500,000 shall be made available for East Asia 
and Pacific Environmental Initiatives, and not 
less than $5,000,000 shall be made available for 
programs to protect biodiversity in Colombia’s 
national parks and indigenous reserves: Pro-
vided further, That funds appropriated under 
this heading that are made available for a Mid-
dle East Financing Facility, Middle East Enter-
prise Fund, or any other similar entity in the 
Middle East shall be subject to the regular noti-
fication procedures of the Committees on Appro-
priations: Provided further, That of the funds 
appropriated under this heading, not less than 
$10,000,000 shall be made available for labor and 
environmental capacity building activities relat-
ing to the free trade agreements with the coun-
tries of Central America and the Dominican Re-
public. 

ASSISTANCE FOR EASTERN EUROPE AND THE 
BALTIC STATES 

(a) For necessary expenses to carry out the 
provisions of the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961 
and the Support for East European Democracy 
(SEED) Act of 1989, $294,568,000, to remain 
available until September 30, 2009, which shall 
be available, notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of law, for assistance and for related pro-
grams for Eastern Europe and the Baltic States. 

(b) Funds appropriated under this heading 
shall be considered to be economic assistance 
under the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961 for 
purposes of making available the administrative 
authorities contained in that Act for the use of 
economic assistance. 

(c) The provisions of section 628 of this Act 
shall apply to funds appropriated under this 
heading: Provided, That notwithstanding any 
provision of this or any other Act, including 
provisions in this subsection regarding the ap-
plication of section 628 of this Act, local cur-
rencies generated by, or converted from, funds 
appropriated by this Act and by previous appro-
priations Acts and made available for the eco-
nomic revitalization program in Bosnia may be 
used in Eastern Europe and the Baltic States to 
carry out the provisions of the Foreign Assist-
ance Act of 1961 and the Support for East Euro-
pean Democracy (SEED) Act of 1989. 

ASSISTANCE FOR THE INDEPENDENT STATES OF 
THE FORMER SOVIET UNION 

For necessary expenses to carry out the provi-
sions of chapters 11 and 12 of part I of the For-
eign Assistance Act of 1961 and the FREEDOM 
Support Act, for assistance for the Independent 
States of the former Soviet Union and for re-

lated programs, $401,885,000, to remain available 
until September 30, 2009: Provided, That the 
provisions of such chapters shall apply to funds 
appropriated by this paragraph: Provided fur-
ther, That funds made available for the South-
ern Caucasus region may be used, notwith-
standing any other provision of law, for con-
fidence-building measures and other activities in 
furtherance of the peaceful resolution of re-
gional conflicts, especially those in the vicinity 
of Abkhazia and Nagorno-Karabagh: Provided 
further, That of the funds appropriated under 
this heading, not less than $8,000,000 shall be 
made available for humanitarian, conflict miti-
gation, human rights, civil society, and relief 
and recovery assistance for Chechnya, 
Ingushetia, Dagestan, and North Ossetia-Alania 
in the North Caucasus: Provided further, That 
of the funds appropriated under this heading 
that are available for assistance for Russia, not 
less than $500,000 shall be made available to the 
United States Forest Service for forest manage-
ment and wildlife conservation programs in the 
Russian Far East: Provided further, That not-
withstanding any other provision of law, funds 
appropriated under this heading in this Act or 
prior Acts making appropriations for foreign op-
erations, export financing, and related pro-
grams, that are made available pursuant to the 
provisions of section 807 of Public Law 102–511 
shall be subject to a 6 percent ceiling on admin-
istrative expenses. 

INDEPENDENT AGENCIES 
INTER-AMERICAN FOUNDATION 

For necessary expenses to carry out the func-
tions of the Inter-American Foundation in ac-
cordance with the provisions of section 401 of 
the Foreign Assistance Act of 1969, $22,000,000, 
to remain available until September 30, 2009. 

AFRICAN DEVELOPMENT FOUNDATION 
For necessary expenses to carry out title V of 

the International Security and Development Co-
operation Act of 1980, Public Law 96–533, 
$30,000,000, to remain available until September 
30, 2009: Provided, That funds made available to 
grantees may be invested pending expenditure 
for project purposes when authorized by the 
Board of Directors of the Foundation: Provided 
further, That interest earned shall be used only 
for the purposes for which the grant was made: 
Provided further, That notwithstanding section 
505(a)(2) of the African Development Founda-
tion Act, (1) in exceptional circumstances the 
Board of Directors of the Foundation may waive 
the $250,000 limitation contained in that section 
with respect to a project and (2) a project may 
exceed the limitation by up to $10,000 if the in-
crease is due solely to foreign currency fluctua-
tion: Provided further, That the Foundation 
shall provide a report to the Committees on Ap-
propriations after each time such waiver au-
thority is exercised. 

PEACE CORPS 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For necessary expenses to carry out the provi-
sions of the Peace Corps Act (75 Stat. 612), in-
cluding the purchase of not to exceed five pas-
senger motor vehicles for administrative pur-
poses for use outside of the United States, 
$323,500,000, to remain available until September 
30, 2009: Provided, That none of the funds ap-
propriated under this heading shall be used to 
pay for abortions: Provided further, That the 
Director may transfer to the Foreign Currency 
Fluctuations Account, as authorized by 22 
U.S.C. 2515, an amount not to exceed $2,000,000: 
Provided further, That funds transferred pursu-
ant to the previous proviso may not be derived 
from amounts made available for Peace Corps 
overseas operations. 

MILLENNIUM CHALLENGE CORPORATION 
For necessary expenses to carry out the provi-

sions of the Millennium Challenge Act of 2003, 
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$1,200,000,000, to remain available until ex-
pended: Provided, That of the funds appro-
priated under this heading, up to $75,000,000 
may be available for administrative expenses of 
the Millennium Challenge Corporation: Pro-
vided further, That up to 10 percent of the 
funds appropriated under this heading may be 
made available to carry out the purposes of sec-
tion 616 of the Millennium Challenge Act of 2003 
for candidate countries for fiscal year 2008: Pro-
vided further, That none of the funds available 
to carry out section 616 of such Act may be made 
available until the Chief Executive Officer of 
the Millennium Challenge Corporation provides 
a report to the Committees on Appropriations 
listing the candidate countries that will be re-
ceiving assistance under section 616 of such Act, 
the level of assistance proposed for each such 
country, a description of the proposed programs, 
projects and activities, and the implementing 
agency or agencies of the United States Govern-
ment: Provided further, That section 605(e)(4) of 
the Millennium Challenge Act of 2003 shall 
apply to funds appropriated under this heading: 
Provided further, That funds appropriated 
under this heading may be made available for a 
Millennium Challenge Compact entered into 
pursuant to section 609 of the Millennium Chal-
lenge Act of 2003 only if such Compact obligates, 
or contains a commitment to obligate subject to 
the availability of funds and the mutual agree-
ment of the parties to the Compact to proceed, 
the entire amount of the United States Govern-
ment funding anticipated for the duration of the 
Compact. 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DEMOCRACY FUND 

(a) For necessary expenses to carry out the 
provisions of the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961 
for the promotion of democracy globally, 
$177,000,000, of which the following amounts 
shall be made available, subject to the regular 
notification procedures of the Committees on 
Appropriations, until September 30, 2010— 

(1) $75,000,000 for the Human Rights and De-
mocracy Fund of the Bureau of Democracy, 
Human Rights and Labor, Department of State, 
of which $15,000,000 shall be for democracy and 
rule of law programs in the People’s Republic of 
China, Hong Kong, and Taiwan: Provided, 
That assistance for Taiwan should be matched 
from sources other than the United States Gov-
ernment: Provided further, That $10,000,000 
shall be made available for programs and activi-
ties for the promotion of democracy in countries 
located outside the Middle East region with a 
significant Muslim population, and where such 
programs and activities would be important to 
United States efforts to respond to, deter, or pre-
vent acts of international terrorism: Provided 
further, That funds used for such purposes 
should support new initiatives and activities in 
those countries; and 

(2) $102,000,000 for the National Endowment 
for Democracy: Provided, That of the funds ap-
propriated by this Act under the headings ‘‘De-
velopment Assistance’’, ‘‘Economic Support 
Fund’’, and ‘‘Assistance for the Independent 
States of the Former Soviet Union’’, an addi-
tional $18,000,000 shall be made available for the 
programs and activities of the National Endow-
ment of Democracy. 

(b) Funds appropriated by this Act that are 
made available for the promotion of democracy 
may be made available notwithstanding any 
other provision of this or any other Act and, 
with regard to the National Endowment for De-
mocracy, any regulation. Funds appropriated 
under this heading are in addition to funds oth-
erwise available for such purposes. 

(c) The Assistant Secretary of State for De-
mocracy, Human Rights and Labor shall be re-
sponsible for— 

(1) all policy, funding, and programming deci-
sions regarding funds made available in this Act 

and subsequent Acts making appropriations for 
the Department of State, foreign operations, ex-
port financing, and related programs for the 
Human Rights and Democracy Fund of the Bu-
reau of Democracy, Human Rights, and Labor; 
and 

(2) the development of strategies for the pro-
motion of democracy globally and the coordina-
tion of democracy programs between the United 
States Department of State and the United 
States Agency for International Development. 

(d) For the purposes of funds appropriated by 
this Act, the term ‘‘promotion of democracy’’ 
means programs that support good governance, 
human rights, independent media, and the rule 
of law, and otherwise strengthen the capacity of 
democratic political parties, governments, non-
governmental institutions, and citizens to sup-
port the development of democratic states, insti-
tutions, and practices that are responsive and 
accountable to citizens. 

(e) Any contract, grant or cooperative agree-
ment (or any amendment to any contract, grant, 
or cooperative agreement) in excess of $2,500,000 
for the promotion of democracy under this Act 
shall be subject to the regular notification pro-
cedures of the Committees on Appropriations. 

INTERNATIONAL NARCOTICS CONTROL AND LAW 
ENFORCEMENT 

For necessary expenses to carry out section 
481 of the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961, 
$558,449,000, to remain available until September 
30, 2010: Provided, That during fiscal year 2008, 
the Department of State may also use the au-
thority of section 608 of the Foreign Assistance 
Act of 1961, without regard to its restrictions, to 
receive excess property from an agency of the 
United States Government for the purpose of 
providing it to a foreign country under chapter 
8 of part I of that Act subject to the regular no-
tification procedures of the Committees on Ap-
propriations: Provided further, That the Sec-
retary of State shall provide to the Committees 
on Appropriations not later than 45 days after 
the date of the enactment of this Act and prior 
to the initial obligation of funds appropriated 
under this heading, a report on the proposed 
uses of all funds under this heading on a coun-
try-by-country basis for each proposed program, 
project, or activity: Provided further, That of 
the funds appropriated under this heading, not 
less than $19,000,000 shall be made available for 
training programs and activities of the Inter-
national Law Enforcement Academies: Provided 
further, That funds appropriated under this 
heading shall be made available for training of 
foreign law enforcement and judicial personnel 
in the prevention of violence and discrimination 
on account of sexual orientation or gender iden-
tity: Provided further, That of the funds appro-
priated under this heading, not less than 
$10,500,000 should be made available for pro-
grams to combat trafficking in persons and mi-
grant smuggling: Provided further, That of the 
funds appropriated under this heading, not 
more than $38,000,000 may be available for ad-
ministrative expenses. 

ANDEAN PROGRAMS 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

(a) For necessary expenses to carry out sec-
tion 481 of the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961 to 
support counterdrug, economic and social devel-
opment, rule of law, and other activities in the 
Andean region of South America, $415,050,000, 
to remain available until September 30, 2010. 

(b) In fiscal year 2008, funds available to the 
Department of State for assistance to the Gov-
ernment of Colombia may be made available to 
support a unified campaign against drug traf-
ficking, against activities by organizations des-
ignated as Foreign Terrorist Organizations, and 
to take actions to protect human health and 
welfare in emergency circumstances, including 
undertaking rescue operations: Provided, That 

this authority shall cease to be effective if the 
Secretary of State has credible evidence that the 
Colombian Armed Forces are not conducting 
vigorous operations to restore civilian govern-
ment authority and respect for human rights in 
areas under the effective control of paramilitary 
organizations or successor armed groups: Pro-
vided further, That the President shall ensure 
that if any helicopter procured with funds 
under this heading is used to aid or abet the op-
erations of any such organization, the heli-
copter shall be immediately returned to the 
United States: Provided further, That section 
482(b) of the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961 shall 
not apply to funds appropriated under this 
heading: Provided further, That assistance pro-
vided with funds appropriated under this head-
ing that is made available notwithstanding sec-
tion 482(b) of the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961 
shall be made available subject to the regular 
notification procedures of the Committees on 
Appropriations. 

(c) Of the funds appropriated under this 
heading that are available for assistance for Co-
lombia, not less than $22,000,000 shall be made 
available for the Office of the Attorney General, 
of which $5,000,000 shall be for the Human 
Rights Unit, $5,000,000 shall be for the Justice 
and Peace Unit, $9,000,000 shall be used to de-
velop a witness protection program for victims of 
armed groups, and $3,000,000 shall be for inves-
tigations of mass graves and identification of re-
mains: Provided further, That of the funds ap-
propriated under this heading that are available 
for assistance for Colombia, $5,000,000 shall be 
for the Office of the Procuraduria General de la 
Nacion, $3,000,000 shall be for the Office of the 
Defensoria del Pueblo, and $750,000 shall be 
made available for a United States contribution 
to the Office of the United Nations High Com-
missioner for Human Rights in Colombia to sup-
port monitoring and public reporting of human 
rights conditions in the field. 

(d) Funds appropriated by this Act that are 
available for aerial eradication of coca in Co-
lombia may be made available only for targeted 
eradication in specific areas and only if the Sec-
retary of State certifies to the Committees on 
Appropriations that manual eradication in such 
areas is not feasible: Provided, That not more 
than 20 percent of such funds may be made 
available unless the Secretary of State certifies 
to the Committees on Appropriations that: (1) 
the herbicide is being used in accordance with 
EPA label requirements for comparable use in 
the United States and with Colombian laws; and 
(2) the herbicide, in the manner it is being used, 
does not pose unreasonable risks or adverse ef-
fects to humans or the environment including 
endemic species: Provided further, That such 
funds may not be made available unless the Sec-
retary of State certifies to the Committees on 
Appropriations that complaints of harm to 
health or licit crops caused by such aerial eradi-
cation are thoroughly evaluated and fair com-
pensation is being paid in a timely manner for 
meritorious claims, and the Secretary submits a 
report to the Committees on Appropriations de-
tailing all claims, evaluations, and compensa-
tion paid during the twelve month period prior 
to the date of enactment of this Act: Provided 
further, That such funds may not be made 
available for such purposes unless programs are 
being implemented by the United States Agency 
for International Development, the Government 
of Colombia, or other organizations, in consulta-
tion and coordination with local communities, 
to provide alternative sources of income in mu-
nicipalities where security permits for small- 
acreage growers whose illicit crops are targeted 
for aerial eradication: Provided further, That 
funds appropriated by this Act may be used for 
aerial eradication in Colombia’s national parks 
or reserves only if the Secretary of State deter-
mines on a case-by-case basis that there are no 
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feasible alternatives and the eradication is con-
ducted in accordance with Colombian laws: Pro-
vided further, That of the funds appropriated 
under this heading that are available for Colom-
bia, $10,000,000 shall be transferred to, and 
merged with, funds appropriated under the 
heading ‘‘Foreign Military Financing Program’’ 
and shall be made available only for assistance 
for the Colombian military to provide security 
for manual eradication programs, including in 
national parks: Provided further, That none of 
the funds appropriated by this Act shall be 
made available for the cultivation or processing 
of African oil palm, if doing so would contribute 
to significant loss of native species or the forced 
displacement of local people. 

(e) No United States Armed Forces personnel 
or United States civilian contractor employed by 
the United States will participate in any combat 
operation in connection with assistance made 
available by this Act for Colombia. 

(f) Funds appropriated under this heading 
that are made available for assistance for the 
Bolivian military may be made available for 
such purposes only if the Secretary of State cer-
tifies that the Bolivian military is respecting 
human rights, and civilian judicial authorities 
are investigating and prosecuting, with the mili-
tary’s full cooperation, military personnel who 
have been implicated in gross violations of 
human rights. 

(g) Of the funds appropriated under this 
heading, not more than $16,000,000 may be 
available for administrative expenses of the De-
partment of State, and not more than $8,000,000 
may be available, in addition to amounts other-
wise available for such purposes, for administra-
tive expenses of the United States Agency for 
International Development. 

(h) The Secretary of State, in consultation 
with the Administrator of the United States 
Agency for International Development, shall 
provide to the Committees on Appropriations not 
later than 45 days after the date of the enact-
ment of this Act and prior to the initial obliga-
tion of funds appropriated under this heading, 
a report on the proposed uses of all funds under 
this heading on a country-by-country basis for 
each proposed program, project, or activity. 

MIGRATION AND REFUGEE ASSISTANCE 
For expenses, not otherwise provided for, nec-

essary to enable the Secretary of State to pro-
vide, as authorized by law, a contribution to the 
International Committee of the Red Cross, as-
sistance to refugees, including contributions to 
the International Organization for Migration 
and the United Nations High Commissioner for 
Refugees, and other activities to meet refugee 
and migration needs; salaries and expenses of 
personnel and dependents as authorized by the 
Foreign Service Act of 1980; allowances as au-
thorized by sections 5921 through 5925 of title 5, 
United States Code; purchase and hire of pas-
senger motor vehicles; and services as author-
ized by section 3109 of title 5, United States 
Code, $889,000,000, to remain available until ex-
pended: Provided, That not more than 
$23,000,000 may be available for administrative 
expenses: Provided further, That $40,000,000 of 
the funds made available under this heading 
shall be made available for refugees resettling in 
Israel: Provided further, That funds made avail-
able under this heading shall be made available 
for assistance for refugees from North Korea. 

UNITED STATES EMERGENCY REFUGEE AND 
MIGRATION ASSISTANCE FUND 

For necessary expenses to carry out the provi-
sions of section 2(c) of the Migration and Ref-
ugee Assistance Act of 1962, as amended (22 
U.S.C. 2601(c)), $45,000,000, to remain available 
until expended: Provided, That funds made 
available under this heading are appropriated 
notwithstanding the provisions contained in 
section 2(c)(2) of such Act which would limit the 

amount of funds which could be appropriated 
for this purpose. 
NONPROLIFERATION, ANTI-TERRORISM, DEMINING 

AND RELATED PROGRAMS 
For necessary expenses for nonproliferation, 

anti-terrorism, demining and related programs 
and activities, $499,000,000, to carry out the pro-
visions of chapter 8 of part II of the Foreign As-
sistance Act of 1961 for anti-terrorism assist-
ance, chapter 9 of part II of the Foreign Assist-
ance Act of 1961, section 504 of the FREEDOM 
Support Act, section 23 of the Arms Export Con-
trol Act or the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961 for 
demining activities, the clearance of unexploded 
ordnance, the destruction of small arms, and re-
lated activities, notwithstanding any other pro-
vision of law, including activities implemented 
through nongovernmental and international or-
ganizations, and section 301 of the Foreign As-
sistance Act of 1961 for a voluntary contribution 
to the International Atomic Energy Agency 
(IAEA), and for a United States contribution to 
the Comprehensive Nuclear Test Ban Treaty 
Preparatory Commission: Provided, That of this 
amount not to exceed $32,000,000, to remain 
available until expended, may be made available 
for the Nonproliferation and Disarmament 
Fund, notwithstanding any other provision of 
law, to promote bilateral and multilateral activi-
ties relating to nonproliferation and disar-
mament: Provided further, That such funds may 
also be used for such countries other than the 
Independent States of the former Soviet Union 
and international organizations when it is in 
the national security interest of the United 
States to do so: Provided further, That of the 
funds appropriated under this heading, not less 
than $30,000,000 shall be made available for the 
Biosecurity Engagement Program: Provided fur-
ther, That funds appropriated under this head-
ing may be made available for the International 
Atomic Energy Agency only if the Secretary of 
State determines (and so reports to the Con-
gress) that Israel is not being denied its right to 
participate in the activities of that Agency: Pro-
vided further, That of the funds made available 
for demining and related activities, not to ex-
ceed $700,000, in addition to funds otherwise 
available for such purposes, may be used for ad-
ministrative expenses related to the operation 
and management of the demining program: Pro-
vided further, That funds appropriated under 
this heading that are available for ‘‘Anti-ter-
rorism Assistance’’ and ‘‘Export Control and 
Border Security’’ shall remain available until 
September 30, 2009. 

DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY 

INTERNATIONAL AFFAIRS TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE 
For necessary expenses to carry out the provi-

sions of section 129 of the Foreign Assistance 
Act of 1961, $22,800,000, to remain available until 
September 30, 2010, which shall be available not-
withstanding any other provision of law. 

DEBT RESTRUCTURING 
For the cost, as defined in section 502 of the 

Congressional Budget Act of 1974, of modifying 
loans and loan guarantees, as the President 
may determine, for which funds have been ap-
propriated or otherwise made available for pro-
grams within the International Affairs Budget 
Function 150, including the cost of selling, re-
ducing, or canceling amounts owed to the 
United States as a result of concessional loans 
made to eligible countries, pursuant to parts IV 
and V of the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961, of 
modifying concessional credit agreements with 
least developed countries, as authorized under 
section 411 of the Agricultural Trade Develop-
ment and Assistance Act of 1954, as amended, of 
concessional loans, guarantees and credit agree-
ments, as authorized under section 572 of the 
Foreign Operations, Export Financing, and Re-
lated Programs Appropriations Act, 1989 (Public 

Law 100–461), and of canceling amounts owed, 
as a result of loans or guarantees made pursu-
ant to the Export-Import Bank Act of 1945, by 
countries that are eligible for debt reduction 
pursuant to title V of H.R. 3425 as enacted into 
law by section 1000(a)(5) of Public Law 106–113, 
$200,300,000, to remain available until September 
30, 2010: Provided, That not less than $20,000,000 
of the funds appropriated under this heading 
shall be made available to carry out the provi-
sions of part V of the Foreign Assistance Act of 
1961: Provided further, That amounts paid to 
the HIPC Trust Fund may be used only to fund 
debt reduction under the enhanced HIPC initia-
tive by— 

(1) the Inter-American Development Bank; 
(2) the African Development Fund; 
(3) the African Development Bank; and 
(4) the Central American Bank for Economic 

Integration: 
Provided further, That funds may not be paid to 
the HIPC Trust Fund for the benefit of any 
country if the Secretary of State has credible 
evidence that the government of such country is 
engaged in a consistent pattern of gross viola-
tions of internationally recognized human rights 
or in military or civil conflict that undermines 
its ability to develop and implement measures to 
alleviate poverty and to devote adequate human 
and financial resources to that end: Provided 
further, That on the basis of final appropria-
tions, the Secretary of the Treasury shall con-
sult with the Committees on Appropriations con-
cerning which countries and international fi-
nancial institutions are expected to benefit from 
a United States contribution to the HIPC Trust 
Fund during the fiscal year: Provided further, 
That the Secretary of the Treasury shall inform 
the Committees on Appropriations not less than 
15 days in advance of the signature of an agree-
ment by the United States to make payments to 
the HIPC Trust Fund of amounts for such coun-
tries and institutions: Provided further, That 
the Secretary of the Treasury may disburse 
funds designated for debt reduction through the 
HIPC Trust Fund only for the benefit of coun-
tries that— 

(1) have committed, for a period of 24 months, 
not to accept new market-rate loans from the 
international financial institution receiving debt 
repayment as a result of such disbursement, 
other than loans made by such institutions to 
export-oriented commercial projects that gen-
erate foreign exchange which are generally re-
ferred to as ‘‘enclave’’ loans; and 

(2) have documented and demonstrated their 
commitment to redirect their budgetary re-
sources from international debt repayments to 
programs to alleviate poverty and promote eco-
nomic growth that are additional to or expand 
upon those previously available for such pur-
poses: 
Provided further, That any limitation of sub-
section (e) of section 411 of the Agricultural 
Trade Development and Assistance Act of 1954 
shall not apply to funds appropriated under this 
heading: Provided further, That none of the 
funds made available under this heading in this 
or any other appropriations Act shall be made 
available for Sudan or Burma unless the Sec-
retary of the Treasury determines and notifies 
the Committees on Appropriations that a demo-
cratically elected government has taken office. 

TITLE IV 
MILITARY ASSISTANCE 

FUNDS APPROPRIATED TO THE PRESIDENT 
INTERNATIONAL MILITARY EDUCATION AND 

TRAINING 
For necessary expenses to carry out the provi-

sions of section 541 of the Foreign Assistance 
Act of 1961, $85,877,000, of which up to $3,000,000 
may remain available until expended: Provided, 
That funds appropriated under this heading 
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shall not be available for Equatorial Guinea: 
Provided further, That the civilian personnel for 
whom military education and training may be 
provided under this heading may include civil-
ians who are not members of a government 
whose participation would contribute to im-
proved civil-military relations, civilian control 
of the military, or respect for human rights: Pro-
vided further, That funds appropriated under 
this heading that are made available for assist-
ance for Angola, Cameroon, Central African Re-
public, Chad, Cote d’Ivoire, Guinea, Libya, and 
Nepal may be made available only for expanded 
international military education and training: 
Provided further, That expanded international 
military education and training may include 
English language training for purposes of funds 
appropriated under this heading: Provided fur-
ther, That funds made available under this 
heading for assistance for Haiti, Guatemala, the 
Democratic Republic of the Congo, Sri Lanka, 
Ethiopia, Bangladesh, Libya, Angola, and Nige-
ria may only be provided through the regular 
notification procedures of the Committees on 
Appropriations. 

FOREIGN MILITARY FINANCING PROGRAM 
For expenses necessary for grants to enable 

the President to carry out the provisions of sec-
tion 23 of the Arms Export Control Act, 
$4,579,000,000: Provided, That of the funds ap-
propriated under this heading, not less than 
$2,400,000,000 shall be available for grants only 
for Israel: Provided further, That the funds ap-
propriated by this paragraph for Israel shall be 
disbursed within 30 days of the enactment of 
this Act or by October 31, 2007, whichever is 
later: Provided further, That to the extent that 
the Government of Israel requests that funds be 
used for such purposes, grants made available 
for Israel by this paragraph shall, as agreed by 
Israel and the United States, be available for 
advanced weapons systems, of which not less 
than $631,200,000 shall be available for the pro-
curement in Israel of defense articles and de-
fense services, including research and develop-
ment: Provided further, That of the funds ap-
propriated by this paragraph, $300,000,000 shall 
be made available for assistance for Jordan: 
Provided further, That of the funds appro-
priated under this heading, not less than 
$8,413,000 shall be made available for assistance 
for Tunisia: Provided further, That of the funds 
appropriated under this heading, not less than 
$1,300,000,000 shall be made available for grants 
only for Egypt: Provided further, That funds 
made available under this heading for assist-
ance for Egypt should be made available for 
counterterrorism and border security programs 
in the Sinai: Provided further, That of the 
funds appropriated under this heading that are 
available for Colombia, $10,000,000 shall be made 
available for medical and rehabilitation assist-
ance, removal of landmines, and to enhance 
communications capabilities: Provided further, 
That funds appropriated or otherwise made 
available by this paragraph shall be nonrepay-
able notwithstanding any requirement in section 
23 of the Arms Export Control Act: Provided fur-
ther, That funds made available under this 
paragraph shall be obligated upon apportion-
ment in accordance with paragraph (5)(C) of 
title 31, United States Code, section 1501(a): Pro-
vided further, That 0.1 percent of the funds ap-
propriated under this heading shall be trans-
ferred to and merged with funds appropriated 
under the heading ‘‘Economic Support Fund’’ to 
be made available to the Bureau of Democracy, 
Human Rights and Labor, Department of State, 
to ensure adequate monitoring of the use of as-
sistance made available under this heading in 
countries where such monitoring is most needed, 
in addition to amounts otherwise available for 
such purposes. 

None of the funds made available under this 
heading shall be available to finance the pro-

curement of defense articles, defense services, or 
design and construction services that are not 
sold by the United States Government under the 
Arms Export Control Act unless the foreign 
country proposing to make such procurements 
has first signed an agreement with the United 
States Government specifying the conditions 
under which such procurements may be fi-
nanced with such funds: Provided, That all 
country and funding level increases in alloca-
tions shall be submitted through the regular no-
tification procedures of section 515 of this Act: 
Provided further, That none of the funds appro-
priated under this heading shall be available for 
assistance for Sudan: Provided further, That 
none of the funds appropriated under this head-
ing may be made available for assistance for 
Haiti, Guatemala, Nepal, Sri Lanka, Pakistan, 
Bangladesh, Philippines, Indonesia, Bosnia and 
Herzegovina, Ethiopia, and Democratic Repub-
lic of the Congo except pursuant to the regular 
notification procedures of the Committees on 
Appropriations: Provided further, That funds 
made available under this heading may be used, 
notwithstanding any other provision of law, for 
demining, the clearance of unexploded ord-
nance, and related activities, and may include 
activities implemented through nongovern-
mental and international organizations: Pro-
vided further, That only those countries for 
which assistance was justified for the ‘‘Foreign 
Military Sales Financing Program’’ in the fiscal 
year 1989 congressional presentation for security 
assistance programs may utilize funds made 
available under this heading for procurement of 
defense articles, defense services or design and 
construction services that are not sold by the 
United States Government under the Arms Ex-
port Control Act: Provided further, That funds 
appropriated under this heading shall be ex-
pended at the minimum rate necessary to make 
timely payment for defense articles and services: 
Provided further, That not more than 
$41,900,000 of the funds appropriated under this 
heading may be obligated for necessary ex-
penses, including the purchase of passenger 
motor vehicles for replacement only for use out-
side of the United States, for the general costs of 
administering military assistance and sales: Pro-
vided further, That not more than $395,000,000 
of funds realized pursuant to section 21(e)(1)(A) 
of the Arms Export Control Act may be obligated 
for expenses incurred by the Department of De-
fense during fiscal year 2008 pursuant to section 
43(b) of the Arms Export Control Act, except 
that this limitation may be exceeded only 
through the regular notification procedures of 
the Committees on Appropriations: Provided 
further, That foreign military financing pro-
gram funds estimated to be outlayed for Egypt 
during fiscal year 2008 may be transferred to an 
interest bearing account for Egypt in the Fed-
eral Reserve Bank of New York. 

PEACEKEEPING OPERATIONS 
For necessary expenses to carry out the provi-

sions of section 551 of the Foreign Assistance 
Act of 1961, $273,200,000: Provided, That of the 
funds made available under this heading, not 
less than $25,000,000 shall be made available for 
a United States contribution to the Multi-
national Force and Observers mission in the 
Sinai: Provided further, That none of the funds 
appropriated under this heading shall be obli-
gated or expended except as provided through 
the regular notification procedures of the Com-
mittees on Appropriations. 

TITLE V 
MULTILATERAL ECONOMIC ASSISTANCE 

FUNDS APPROPRIATED TO THE PRESIDENT 
INTERNATIONAL FINANCIAL INSTITUTIONS 

GLOBAL ENVIRONMENT FACILITY 
For the United States contribution for the 

Global Environment Facility, $106,763,000 to the 

International Bank for Reconstruction and De-
velopment as trustee for the Global Environment 
Facility (GEF), by the Secretary of the Treas-
ury, to remain available until expended. 

CONTRIBUTION TO THE INTERNATIONAL 
DEVELOPMENT ASSOCIATION 

For payment to the International Develop-
ment Association by the Secretary of the Treas-
ury, $1,000,000,000, to remain available until ex-
pended: Provided, That funds appropriated 
under this heading should not be obligated until 
the Secretary of the Treasury reports to the 
Committees on Appropriations that he has re-
ceived written assurance from the President of 
the World Bank that the bank’s management 
will not recommend or support any loan, grant, 
credit or other financing for any infrastructure 
project which would contribute to significant 
loss of tropical forest or biodiversity. 

CONTRIBUTION TO THE ENTERPRISE FOR THE 
AMERICAS MULTILATERAL INVESTMENT FUND 

For payment to the Enterprise for the Amer-
icas Multilateral Investment Fund by the Sec-
retary of the Treasury, for the United States 
contribution to the fund, $25,000,000, to remain 
available until expended. 

CONTRIBUTION TO THE ASIAN DEVELOPMENT FUND 

For the United States contribution by the Sec-
retary of the Treasury to the increase in re-
sources of the Asian Development Fund, as au-
thorized by the Asian Development Bank Act, as 
amended, $90,000,000, to remain available until 
expended. 

CONTRIBUTION TO THE AFRICAN DEVELOPMENT 
BANK 

For payment to the African Development 
Bank by the Secretary of the Treasury, 
$2,037,000, for the United States paid-in share of 
the increase in capital stock, to remain available 
until expended. 

LIMITATION ON CALLABLE CAPITAL 
SUBSCRIPTIONS 

The United States Governor of the African 
Development Bank may subscribe without fiscal 
year limitation for the callable capital portion of 
the United States share of such capital stock in 
an amount not to exceed $31,918,770. 

CONTRIBUTION TO THE AFRICAN DEVELOPMENT 
FUND 

For the United States contribution by the Sec-
retary of the Treasury to the increase in re-
sources of the African Development Fund, 
$105,000,000, to remain available until expended. 

CONTRIBUTION TO THE EUROPEAN BANK FOR 
RECONSTRUCTION AND DEVELOPMENT 

For payment to the European Bank for Re-
construction and Development by the Secretary 
of the Treasury, $10,159 for the United States 
share of the paid-in portion of the increase in 
capital stock, to remain available until ex-
pended. 

CONTRIBUTION TO THE INTERNATIONAL FUND FOR 
AGRICULTURAL DEVELOPMENT 

For the United States contribution by the Sec-
retary of the Treasury to increase the resources 
of the International Fund for Agricultural De-
velopment, $18,072,000, to remain available until 
expended. 

INTERNATIONAL ORGANIZATIONS AND PROGRAMS 

For necessary expenses to carry out the provi-
sions of section 301 of the Foreign Assistance 
Act of 1961, and of section 2 of the United Na-
tions Environment Program Participation Act of 
1973, $313,925,000: Provided, That of the funds 
appropriated under this heading that are avail-
able for the Organization of American States 
Fund for Strengthening Democracy, $500,000 
shall be subject to the regular notification pro-
cedures of the Committees on Appropriations. 
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TITLE VI 

GENERAL PROVISIONS 
COMPENSATION FOR UNITED STATES EXECUTIVE 

DIRECTORS TO INTERNATIONAL FINANCIAL INSTI-
TUTIONS 
SEC. 601. (a) No funds appropriated by this 

Act may be made as payment to any inter-
national financial institution while the United 
States Executive Director to such institution is 
compensated by the institution at a rate which, 
together with whatever compensation such Di-
rector receives from the United States, is in ex-
cess of the rate provided for an individual occu-
pying a position at level IV of the Executive 
Schedule under section 5315 of title 5, United 
States Code, or while any alternate United 
States Director to such institution is com-
pensated by the institution at a rate in excess of 
the rate provided for an individual occupying a 
position at level V of the Executive Schedule 
under section 5316 of title 5, United States Code. 

(b) For purposes of this section ‘‘international 
financial institutions’’ are: the International 
Bank for Reconstruction and Development, the 
Inter-American Development Bank, the Asian 
Development Bank, the Asian Development 
Fund, the African Development Bank, the Afri-
can Development Fund, the International Mon-
etary Fund, the North American Development 
Bank, and the European Bank for Reconstruc-
tion and Development. 

ALLOCATIONS 
SEC. 602. (a) Funds provided in this Act for 

the following accounts shall be made available 
for programs and countries in the amounts con-
tained in the respective tables included in the 
report accompanying this Act: 

‘‘Educational and Cultural Exchange Pro-
grams’’. 

‘‘Embassy Security, Construction, and Main-
tenance’’. 

‘‘International Fisheries Commissions’’. 
‘‘International Broadcasting Operations’’. 
‘‘Global Health Programs’’. 
‘‘Economic Support Fund’’. 
‘‘Assistance for Eastern Europe and the Baltic 

States’’. 
‘‘Assistance for the Independent States of the 

Former Soviet Union’’. 
‘‘Democracy Fund’’. 
‘‘Andean Programs’’. 
‘‘Nonproliferation, Anti-Terrorism, Demining 

and Related Programs’’. 
‘‘Foreign Military Financing Program’’. 
‘‘International Organizations and Programs’’. 
(b) Any proposed increases or decreases to the 

amounts contained in such tables in the accom-
panying report shall be subject to the regular 
notification procedures of the Committees on 
Appropriations and section 634A of the Foreign 
Assistance Act of 1961. 

LIMITATION ON RESIDENCE EXPENSES 
SEC. 603. Of the funds appropriated or made 

available pursuant to title III of this Act, not to 
exceed $100,500 shall be for official residence ex-
penses of the United States Agency for Inter-
national Development during the current fiscal 
year: Provided, That appropriate steps shall be 
taken to assure that, to the maximum extent 
possible, United States-owned foreign currencies 
are utilized in lieu of dollars. 

UNOBLIGATED BALANCES REPORT 
SEC. 604. Any Department or Agency to which 

funds are appropriated or otherwise made avail-
able by this Act shall provide, upon request of 
the Committees on Appropriations, an accurate 
accounting by program, project, and activity of 
the funds received by such Department or Agen-
cy in this fiscal year or any previous fiscal year 
that remain unobligated and unexpended. 
LIMITATION ON REPRESENTATIONAL ALLOWANCES 

SEC. 605. Of the funds appropriated or made 
available pursuant to this Act, not to exceed 

$250,000 shall be available for representation 
and entertainment allowances, of which not to 
exceed $5,000 shall be available for entertain-
ment allowances, for the United States Agency 
for International Development during the cur-
rent fiscal year: Provided, That no such enter-
tainment funds may be used for the purposes 
listed in section 648 of this Act: Provided fur-
ther, That appropriate steps shall be taken to 
assure that, to the maximum extent possible, 
United States-owned foreign currencies are uti-
lized in lieu of dollars: Provided further, That of 
the funds made available by this Act for general 
costs of administering military assistance and 
sales under the heading ‘‘Foreign Military Fi-
nancing Program’’, not to exceed $4,000 shall be 
available for entertainment expenses and not to 
exceed $130,000 shall be available for representa-
tion allowances: Provided further, That of the 
funds made available by this Act under the 
heading ‘‘International Military Education and 
Training’’, not to exceed $55,000 shall be avail-
able for entertainment allowances: Provided fur-
ther, That of the funds made available by this 
Act for the Inter-American Foundation, not to 
exceed $2,000 shall be available for entertain-
ment and representation allowances: Provided 
further, That of the funds made available by 
this Act under the heading ‘‘United States- 
China Economic and Security Review Commis-
sion’’, not to exceed $3,000 shall be available for 
official reception, representation, and entertain-
ment allowances: Provided further, That of the 
funds made available by this Act for the Peace 
Corps, not to exceed a total of $4,000 shall be 
available for entertainment expenses: Provided 
further, That of the funds made available by 
this Act under the heading ‘‘Trade and Devel-
opment Agency’’, not to exceed $4,000 shall be 
available for representation and entertainment 
allowances: Provided further, That of the funds 
made available by this Act under the heading 
‘‘Millennium Challenge Corporation’’, not to ex-
ceed $115,000 shall be available for representa-
tion and entertainment allowances. 

PROHIBITION ON TAXATION OF UNITED STATES 
ASSISTANCE 

SEC. 606. (a) PROHIBITION ON TAXATION.— 
None of the funds appropriated by this Act may 
be made available to provide assistance for a 
foreign country under a new bilateral agreement 
governing the terms and conditions under which 
such assistance is to be provided unless such 
agreement includes a provision stating that as-
sistance provided by the United States shall be 
exempt from taxation, or reimbursed, by the for-
eign government, and the Secretary of State 
shall expeditiously seek to negotiate amend-
ments to existing bilateral agreements, as nec-
essary, to conform with this requirement. 

(b) REIMBURSEMENT OF FOREIGN TAXES.—An 
amount equivalent to 200 percent of the total 
taxes assessed during fiscal year 2008 on funds 
appropriated by this Act by a foreign govern-
ment or entity against commodities financed 
under United States assistance programs for 
which funds are appropriated by this Act, either 
directly or through grantees, contractors and 
subcontractors shall be withheld from obligation 
from funds appropriated for assistance for fiscal 
year 2009 and allocated for the central govern-
ment of such country and for the West Bank 
and Gaza Program to the extent that the Sec-
retary of State certifies and reports in writing to 
the Committees on Appropriations that such 
taxes have not been reimbursed to the Govern-
ment of the United States. 

(c) DE MINIMIS EXCEPTION.—Foreign taxes of 
a de minimis nature shall not be subject to the 
provisions of subsection (b). 

(d) REPROGRAMMING OF FUNDS.—Funds with-
held from obligation for each country or entity 
pursuant to subsection (b) shall be repro-
grammed for assistance to countries which do 

not assess taxes on United States assistance or 
which have an effective arrangement that is 
providing substantial reimbursement of such 
taxes. 

(e) DETERMINATIONS.— 
(1) The provisions of this section shall not 

apply to any country or entity the Secretary of 
State determines— 

(A) does not assess taxes on United States as-
sistance or which has an effective arrangement 
that is providing substantial reimbursement of 
such taxes; or 

(B) the foreign policy interests of the United 
States outweigh the policy of this section to en-
sure that United States assistance is not subject 
to taxation. 

(2) The Secretary of State shall consult with 
the Committees on Appropriations at least 15 
days prior to exercising the authority of this 
subsection with regard to any country or entity. 

(f) IMPLEMENTATION.—The Secretary of State 
shall issue rules, regulations, or policy guid-
ance, as appropriate, to implement the prohibi-
tion against the taxation of assistance con-
tained in this section. 

(g) DEFINITIONS.—As used in this section— 
(1) the terms ‘‘taxes’’ and ‘‘taxation’’ refer to 

value added taxes and customs duties imposed 
on commodities financed with United States as-
sistance for programs for which funds are ap-
propriated by this Act; and 

(2) the term ‘‘bilateral agreement’’ refers to a 
framework bilateral agreement between the Gov-
ernment of the United States and the govern-
ment of the country receiving assistance that 
describes the privileges and immunities applica-
ble to United States foreign assistance for such 
country generally, or an individual agreement 
between the Government of the United States 
and such government that describes, among 
other things, the treatment for tax purposes that 
will be accorded the United States assistance 
provided under that agreement. 

PROHIBITION AGAINST DIRECT FUNDING FOR 
CERTAIN COUNTRIES 

SEC. 607. None of the funds appropriated or 
otherwise made available pursuant to this Act 
shall be obligated or expended to finance di-
rectly any assistance or reparations to Cuba, 
North Korea, Iran, or Syria: Provided, That for 
purposes of this section, the prohibition on obli-
gations or expenditures shall include direct 
loans, credits, insurance and guarantees of the 
Export-Import Bank or its agents. 

MILITARY COUPS 
SEC. 608. None of the funds appropriated or 

otherwise made available pursuant to this Act 
shall be obligated or expended to finance di-
rectly any assistance to the government of any 
country whose duly elected head of government 
is deposed by military coup or decree: Provided, 
That assistance may be resumed to such govern-
ment if the President determines and certifies to 
the Committees on Appropriations that subse-
quent to the termination of assistance a demo-
cratically elected government has taken office: 
Provided further, That the provisions of this 
section shall not apply to assistance to promote 
democratic elections or public participation in 
democratic processes: Provided further, That 
funds made available pursuant to the previous 
provisos shall be subject to the regular notifica-
tion procedures of the Committees on Appropria-
tions. 

TRANSFERS 
SEC. 609. (a) DEPARTMENT OF STATE AND 

BROADCASTING BOARD OF GOVERNORS.—Not to 
exceed 5 percent of any appropriation made 
available for the current fiscal year for the De-
partment of State in this Act may be transferred 
between such appropriations, but no such ap-
propriation, except as otherwise specifically pro-
vided, shall be increased by more than 10 per-
cent by any such transfers: Provided, That not 
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to exceed 5 percent of any appropriation made 
available for the current fiscal year for the 
Broadcasting Board of Governors in this Act 
may be transferred between such appropria-
tions, but no such appropriation, except as oth-
erwise specifically provided, shall be increased 
by more than 10 percent by any such transfers: 
Provided further, That any transfer pursuant to 
this section shall be treated as a reprogramming 
of funds under section 104 of this Act and shall 
not be available for obligation or expenditure 
except in compliance with the procedures set 
forth in that section. 

(b)(1) LIMITATION ON TRANSFERS BETWEEN 
AGENCIES.—None of the funds made available by 
this Act may be transferred to any department, 
agency, or instrumentality of the United States 
Government, except pursuant to a transfer made 
by, or transfer authority provided in, this Act or 
any other appropriation Act. 

(2) Notwithstanding paragraph (1), in addi-
tion to transfers made by, or authorized else-
where in, this Act, funds appropriated by this 
Act to carry out the purposes of the Foreign As-
sistance Act of 1961 may be allocated or trans-
ferred to agencies of the United States Govern-
ment pursuant to the provisions of sections 109, 
610, and 632 of the Foreign Assistance Act of 
1961. 

(c) TRANSFERS BETWEEN ACCOUNTS.—None of 
the funds made available by this Act may be ob-
ligated under an appropriation account to 
which they were not appropriated, except for 
transfers specifically provided for in this Act, 
unless the President provides notification in ac-
cordance with the regular notification proce-
dures of the Committees on Appropriations. 

(d) AUDIT OF INTER-AGENCY TRANSFERS.—Any 
agreement for the transfer or allocation of funds 
appropriated by this Act, or prior Acts, entered 
into between the United States Agency for Inter-
national Development and another agency of 
the United States Government under the author-
ity of section 632(a) of the Foreign Assistance 
Act of 1961 or any comparable provision of law, 
shall expressly provide that the Office of the In-
spector General for the agency receiving the 
transfer or allocation of such funds shall per-
form periodic program and financial audits of 
the use of such funds: Provided, That funds 
transferred under such authority may be made 
available for the cost of such audits. 

COMMERCIAL LEASING OF DEFENSE ARTICLES 
SEC. 610. Notwithstanding any other provision 

of law, and subject to the regular notification 
procedures of the Committees on Appropriations, 
the authority of section 23(a) of the Arms Export 
Control Act may be used to provide financing to 
Israel, Egypt and NATO and major non-NATO 
allies for the procurement by leasing (including 
leasing with an option to purchase) of defense 
articles from United States commercial suppliers, 
not including Major Defense Equipment (other 
than helicopters and other types of aircraft hav-
ing possible civilian application), if the Presi-
dent determines that there are compelling for-
eign policy or national security reasons for 
those defense articles being provided by commer-
cial lease rather than by government-to-govern-
ment sale under such Act. 

AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS 
SEC. 611. No part of any appropriation con-

tained in this Act shall remain available for ob-
ligation after the expiration of the current fiscal 
year unless expressly so provided in this Act: 
Provided, That funds appropriated for the pur-
poses of chapters 1, 8, 11, and 12 of part I, sec-
tion 661, section 667, chapters 4, 6, 8, and 9 of 
part II of the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961, 
section 23 of the Arms Export Control Act, and 
funds provided under the heading ‘‘Assistance 
for Eastern Europe and the Baltic States’’, shall 
remain available for an additional 4 years from 
the date on which the availability of such funds 

would otherwise have expired, if such funds are 
initially obligated before the expiration of their 
respective periods of availability contained in 
this Act: Provided further, That, notwith-
standing any other provision of this Act, any 
funds made available for the purposes of chap-
ter 1 of part I and chapter 4 of part II of the 
Foreign Assistance Act of 1961 which are allo-
cated or obligated for cash disbursements in 
order to address balance of payments or eco-
nomic policy reform objectives, shall remain 
available until expended: Provided further, 
That the Director of the Trade and Development 
Agency shall notify the Committees on Appro-
priations not later than 15 days prior to any re-
obligation of funds appropriated for the pur-
poses of section 661 of part II of the Foreign As-
sistance Act of 1961. 

LIMITATION ON ASSISTANCE TO COUNTRIES IN 
DEFAULT 

SEC. 612. No part of any appropriation con-
tained in this Act shall be used to furnish assist-
ance to the government of any country which is 
in default during a period in excess of 1 cal-
endar year in payment to the United States of 
principal or interest on any loan made to the 
government of such country by the United 
States pursuant to a program for which funds 
are appropriated under this Act unless the 
President determines, following consultations 
with the Committees on Appropriations, that as-
sistance to such country is in the national inter-
est of the United States. 

COMMERCE AND TRADE 
SEC. 613. (a) None of the funds appropriated 

or made available pursuant to this Act for direct 
assistance and none of the funds otherwise 
made available pursuant to this Act to the Ex-
port-Import Bank and the Overseas Private In-
vestment Corporation shall be obligated or ex-
pended to finance any loan, any assistance or 
any other financial commitments for estab-
lishing or expanding production of any com-
modity for export by any country other than the 
United States, if the commodity is likely to be in 
surplus on world markets at the time the result-
ing productive capacity is expected to become 
operative and if the assistance will cause sub-
stantial injury to United States producers of the 
same, similar, or competing commodity: Pro-
vided, That such prohibition shall not apply to 
the Export-Import Bank if in the judgment of its 
Board of Directors the benefits to industry and 
employment in the United States are likely to 
outweigh the injury to United States producers 
of the same, similar, or competing commodity, 
and the Chairman of the Board so notifies the 
Committees on Appropriations. 

(b) None of the funds appropriated by this or 
any other Act to carry out chapter 1 of part I 
of the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961 shall be 
available for any testing or breeding feasibility 
study, variety improvement or introduction, 
consultancy, publication, conference, or train-
ing in connection with the growth or production 
in a foreign country of an agricultural com-
modity for export which would compete with a 
similar commodity grown or produced in the 
United States: Provided, That this subsection 
shall not prohibit— 

(1) activities designed to increase food security 
in developing countries where such activities 
will not have a significant impact on the export 
of agricultural commodities of the United States; 
or 

(2) research activities intended primarily to 
benefit American producers. 

SURPLUS COMMODITIES 
SEC. 614. The Secretary of the Treasury shall 

instruct the United States Executive Directors of 
the International Bank for Reconstruction and 
Development, the International Development 
Association, the International Finance Corpora-
tion, the Inter-American Development Bank, the 

International Monetary Fund, the Asian Devel-
opment Bank, the Inter-American Investment 
Corporation, the North American Development 
Bank, the European Bank for Reconstruction 
and Development, the African Development 
Bank, and the African Development Fund to 
use the voice and vote of the United States to 
oppose any assistance by these institutions, 
using funds appropriated or made available pur-
suant to this Act, for the production or extrac-
tion of any commodity or mineral for export, if 
it is in surplus on world markets and if the as-
sistance will cause substantial injury to United 
States producers of the same, similar, or com-
peting commodity. 

REPROGRAMMING NOTIFICATION REQUIREMENTS 
SEC. 615. (a) None of the funds made available 

in all titles of this Act, or in prior appropria-
tions Acts to the agencies and departments 
funded by this Act that remain available for ob-
ligation or expenditure in fiscal year 2008, or 
provided from any accounts in the Treasury of 
the United States derived by the collection of 
fees or of currency reflows or other offsetting 
collections, or made available by transfer, to the 
agencies and departments funded by this Act, 
shall be available for obligation or expenditure 
through a reprogramming of funds that: (1) cre-
ates new programs; (2) eliminates a program, 
project, or activity; (3) increases funds or per-
sonnel by any means for any project or activity 
for which funds have been denied or restricted; 
(4) relocates an office or employees; (5) closes or 
opens a mission or post; (6) reorganizes or re-
names offices; (7) reorganizes programs or ac-
tivities; or (8) contracts out or privatizes any 
functions or activities presently performed by 
Federal employees; unless the Committees on 
Appropriations are notified 15 days in advance 
of such reprogramming of funds. 

(b) For the purposes of providing the executive 
branch with the necessary administrative flexi-
bility, none of the funds provided under title I 
of this Act, or provided under previous appro-
priations Acts to the agencies or department 
funded under title I of this Act that remain 
available for obligation or expenditure in fiscal 
year 2008, or provided from any accounts in the 
Treasury of the United States derived by the 
collection of fees available to the agencies or de-
partment funded by title I of this Act, shall be 
available for obligation or expenditure for ac-
tivities, programs, or projects through a re-
programming of funds in excess of $750,000 or 
ten percent, whichever is less, that: (1) aug-
ments existing programs, projects, or activities; 
(2) reduces by 10 percent funding for any exist-
ing program, project, or activity, or numbers of 
personnel by ten percent as approved by Con-
gress; or (3) results from any general savings, 
including savings from a reduction in personnel, 
which would result in a change in existing pro-
grams, activities, or projects as approved by 
Congress; unless the Committees on Appropria-
tions are notified 15 days in advance of such re-
programming of funds. 

(c) For the purposes of providing the executive 
branch with the necessary administrative flexi-
bility, none of the funds made available under 
titles II through V of this Act for ‘‘Global 
Health Programs’’, ‘‘Development Assistance’’, 
‘‘International Organizations and Programs’’, 
‘‘Trade and Development Agency’’, ‘‘Inter-
national Narcotics Control and Law Enforce-
ment’’, ‘‘Andean Programs’’, ‘‘Assistance for 
Eastern Europe and the Baltic States’’, ‘‘Assist-
ance for the Independent States of the Former 
Soviet Union’’, ‘‘Economic Support Fund’’, 
‘‘Democracy Fund’’, ‘‘Peacekeeping Oper-
ations’’, ‘‘Capital Investment Fund’’, ‘‘Oper-
ating Expenses of the United States Agency for 
International Development’’, ‘‘Operating Ex-
penses of the United States Agency for Inter-
national Development Office of Inspector Gen-
eral’’, ‘‘Nonproliferation, Anti-terrorism, 
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Demining and Related Programs’’, ‘‘Millennium 
Challenge Corporation’’ (by country only), 
‘‘Foreign Military Financing Program’’, ‘‘Inter-
national Military Education and Training’’, 
‘‘Peace Corps’’, and ‘‘Migration and Refugee 
Assistance’’, shall be available for obligation for 
activities, programs, projects, type of materiel 
assistance, countries, or other operations not 
justified or in excess of the amount justified to 
the Committees on Appropriations for obligation 
under any of these specific headings unless the 
Committees on Appropriations of both Houses of 
Congress are previously notified 15 days in ad-
vance: Provided, That the President shall not 
enter into any commitment of funds appro-
priated for the purposes of section 23 of the 
Arms Export Control Act for the provision of 
major defense equipment, other than conven-
tional ammunition, or other major defense items 
defined to be aircraft, ships, missiles, or combat 
vehicles, not previously justified to Congress or 
20 percent in excess of the quantities justified to 
Congress unless the Committees on Appropria-
tions are notified 15 days in advance of such 
commitment: Provided further, That this sub-
section shall not apply to any reprogramming 
for an activity, program, or project for which 
funds are appropriated under titles III or IV of 
this Act of less than 10 percent of the amount 
previously justified to the Congress for obliga-
tion for such activity, program, or project for 
the current fiscal year. 

(d) The requirements of this section or any 
similar provision of this Act or any other Act, 
including any prior Act requiring notification in 
accordance with the regular notification proce-
dures of the Committees on Appropriations, may 
be waived if failure to do so would pose a sub-
stantial risk to human health or welfare: Pro-
vided, That in case of any such waiver, notifi-
cation to the Congress, or the appropriate con-
gressional committees, shall be provided as early 
as practicable, but in no event later than 3 days 
after taking the action to which such notifica-
tion requirement was applicable, in the context 
of the circumstances necessitating such waiver: 
Provided further, That any notification pro-
vided pursuant to such a waiver shall contain 
an explanation of the emergency circumstances. 

LIMITATION ON AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS FOR 
INTERNATIONAL ORGANIZATIONS AND PROGRAMS 
SEC. 616. Subject to the regular notification 

procedures of the Committees on Appropriations, 
funds appropriated under this Act or any pre-
viously enacted Act making appropriations for 
foreign operations, export financing, and re-
lated programs, which are returned or not made 
available for organizations and programs be-
cause of the implementation of section 307(a) of 
the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961, shall remain 
available for obligation until September 30, 2009: 
Provided, That section 307(a) of the Foreign As-
sistance Act of 1961 is amended by striking 
‘‘Libya,’’. 

INDEPENDENT STATES OF THE FORMER SOVIET 
UNION 

SEC. 617. (a) None of the funds appropriated 
under the heading ‘‘Assistance for the Inde-
pendent States of the Former Soviet Union’’ 
shall be made available for assistance for a gov-
ernment of an Independent State of the former 
Soviet Union if that government directs any ac-
tion in violation of the territorial integrity or 
national sovereignty of any other Independent 
State of the former Soviet Union, such as those 
violations included in the Helsinki Final Act: 
Provided, That such funds may be made avail-
able without regard to the restriction in this 
subsection if the President determines that to do 
so is in the national security interest of the 
United States. 

(b) None of the funds appropriated under the 
heading ‘‘Assistance for the Independent States 
of the Former Soviet Union’’ shall be made 

available for any state to enhance its military 
capability: Provided, That this restriction does 
not apply to demilitarization, demining or non-
proliferation programs. 

(c) Funds appropriated under the heading 
‘‘Assistance for the Independent States of the 
Former Soviet Union’’ for the Russian Federa-
tion, Armenia, Kazakhstan, and Uzbekistan 
shall be subject to the regular notification pro-
cedures of the Committees on Appropriations. 

(d)(1) Of the funds appropriated under this 
heading that are allocated for assistance for the 
Government of the Russian Federation, 60 per-
cent shall be withheld from obligation until the 
President determines and certifies in writing to 
the Committees on Appropriations that the Gov-
ernment of the Russian Federation— 

(A) has terminated implementation of ar-
rangements to provide Iran with technical ex-
pertise, training, technology, or equipment nec-
essary to develop a nuclear reactor, related nu-
clear research facilities or programs, or ballistic 
missile capability; and 

(B) is providing full access to international 
non-government organizations providing hu-
manitarian relief to refugees and internally dis-
placed persons in Chechnya. 

(2) Paragraph (1) shall not apply to— 
(A) assistance to combat infectious diseases, 

child survival activities, or assistance for victims 
of trafficking in persons; and 

(B) activities authorized under title V (Non-
proliferation and Disarmament Programs and 
Activities) of the FREEDOM Support Act. 

(e) Section 907 of the FREEDOM Support Act 
shall not apply to— 

(1) activities to support democracy or assist-
ance under title V of the FREEDOM Support 
Act and section 1424 of Public Law 104–201 or 
non-proliferation assistance; 

(2) any assistance provided by the Trade and 
Development Agency under section 661 of the 
Foreign Assistance Act of 1961 (22 U.S.C. 2421); 

(3) any activity carried out by a member of the 
United States and Foreign Commercial Service 
while acting within his or her official capacity; 

(4) any insurance, reinsurance, guarantee or 
other assistance provided by the Overseas Pri-
vate Investment Corporation under title IV of 
chapter 2 of part I of the Foreign Assistance Act 
of 1961 (22 U.S.C. 2191 et seq.); 

(5) any financing provided under the Export- 
Import Bank Act of 1945; or 

(6) humanitarian assistance. 
PROHIBITION ON FUNDING FOR ABORTIONS AND 

INVOLUNTARY STERILIZATION 
SEC. 618. None of the funds made available to 

carry out part I of the Foreign Assistance Act of 
1961, as amended, may be used to pay for the 
performance of abortions as a method of family 
planning or to motivate or coerce any person to 
practice abortions. None of the funds made 
available to carry out part I of the Foreign As-
sistance Act of 1961, as amended, may be used to 
pay for the performance of involuntary steriliza-
tion as a method of family planning or to coerce 
or provide any financial incentive to any person 
to undergo sterilizations. None of the funds 
made available to carry out part I of the For-
eign Assistance Act of 1961, as amended, may be 
used to pay for any biomedical research which 
relates in whole or in part, to methods of, or the 
performance of, abortions or involuntary steri-
lization as a means of family planning. None of 
the funds made available to carry out part I of 
the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961, as amended, 
may be obligated or expended for any country or 
organization if the President certifies that the 
use of these funds by any such country or orga-
nization would violate any of the above provi-
sions related to abortions and involuntary steri-
lizations. 

EXPORT FINANCING TRANSFER AUTHORITIES 
SEC. 619. Not to exceed 5 percent of any ap-

propriation other than for administrative ex-

penses made available for fiscal year 2008, for 
programs under title II of this Act may be trans-
ferred between such appropriations for use for 
any of the purposes, programs, and activities for 
which the funds in such receiving account may 
be used, but no such appropriation, except as 
otherwise specifically provided, shall be in-
creased by more than 25 percent by any such 
transfer: Provided, That the exercise of such au-
thority shall be subject to the regular notifica-
tion procedures of the Committees on Appropria-
tions. 

SPECIAL NOTIFICATION REQUIREMENTS 
SEC. 620. None of the funds appropriated by 

this Act shall be obligated or expended for as-
sistance for Serbia, Sudan, Zimbabwe, Pakistan, 
Cuba, the Dominican Republic, Iran, Haiti, 
Mexico or Cambodia except as provided through 
the regular notification procedures of the Com-
mittees on Appropriations. 
DEFINITION OF PROGRAM, PROJECT, AND ACTIVITY 

SEC. 621. For the purpose of titles II through 
V of this Act ‘‘program, project, and activity’’ 
shall be defined at the appropriations Act ac-
count level and shall include all appropriations 
and authorizations Acts earmarks, ceilings, and 
limitations with the exception that for the fol-
lowing accounts: ‘‘Economic Support Fund’’ 
and ‘‘Foreign Military Financing Program’’, 
‘‘program, project, and activity’’ shall also be 
considered to include country, regional, and 
central program level funding within each such 
account; for the development assistance ac-
counts of the United States Agency for Inter-
national Development ‘‘program, project, and 
activity’’ shall also be considered to include cen-
tral, country, regional, and program level fund-
ing, either as: (1) justified to the Congress; or (2) 
allocated by the executive branch in accordance 
with a report, to be provided to the Committees 
on Appropriations within 30 days of the enact-
ment of this Act, as required by section 653(a) of 
the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961. 

GLOBAL HEALTH ACTIVITIES 
SEC. 622. Up to $13,500,000 of the funds made 

available by this Act for assistance under the 
heading ‘‘Global Health Programs’’, may be 
used to reimburse United States Government 
agencies, agencies of State governments, institu-
tions of higher learning, and private and vol-
untary organizations for the full cost of individ-
uals (including for the personal services of such 
individuals) detailed or assigned to, or con-
tracted by, as the case may be, the United States 
Agency for International Development for the 
purpose of carrying out activities under that 
heading: Provided, That up to $3,500,000 of the 
funds made available by this Act for assistance 
under the heading ‘‘Development Assistance’’ 
may be used to reimburse such agencies, institu-
tions, and organizations for such costs of such 
individuals carrying out other development as-
sistance activities: Provided further, That funds 
appropriated by titles III and IV of this Act that 
are made available for bilateral assistance for 
child survival activities or disease programs in-
cluding activities relating to research on, and 
the prevention, treatment and control of, HIV/ 
AIDS may be made available notwithstanding 
any other provision of law except for the provi-
sions under the heading ‘‘Global Health Pro-
grams’’ and the United States Leadership 
Against HIV/AIDS, Tuberculosis, and Malaria 
Act of 2003 (117 Stat. 711; 22 U.S.C. 7601 et seq.), 
as amended: Provided further, That of the funds 
appropriated under title III of this Act, not less 
than $461,060,000 shall be made available for 
family planning/reproductive health: Provided 
further, That in order to prevent unintended 
pregnancies, abortions, and the transmission of 
sexually transmitted infections, including HIV/ 
AIDS, no contract or grant for the exclusive 
purpose of providing donated contraceptives in 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 11:16 Jul 17, 2017 Jkt 059102 PO 00000 Frm 00028 Fmt 0686 Sfmt 6333 E:\FDSYS\BOUNDRECORD\S06SE7.REC S06SE7ej
oy

ne
r 

on
 D

S
K

30
M

W
08

2P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 B
O

U
N

D
 R

E
C

O
R

D



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 153, Pt. 1723760 September 6, 2007 
developing countries shall be denied to any non-
governmental organization solely on the basis of 
the policy contained in the President’s March 
28, 2001, Memorandum to the Administrator of 
the United States Agency for International De-
velopment with respect to providing contracep-
tives in developing countries, or any comparable 
administration policy regarding the provision of 
contraceptives. 

AFGHANISTAN 
SEC. 623. Of the funds appropriated by titles 

III and IV of this Act, up to $1,057,050,000 may 
be made available for assistance for Afghani-
stan, of which not less than $75,000,000 should 
be made available to support programs that di-
rectly address the needs of Afghan women and 
girls, of which not less than $12,000,000 shall be 
made available for grants to support training 
and equipment to improve the capacity of 
women-led Afghan nongovernmental organiza-
tions and to support the activities of such orga-
nizations, and not less than $3,000,000 should be 
made available for reforestation activities: Pro-
vided, That funds made available pursuant to 
the previous proviso for reforestation activities 
should be matched, to the maximum extent pos-
sible, with contributions from American and Af-
ghan businesses: Provided further, That of the 
funds appropriated by this Act that are avail-
able for Afghanistan, $20,000,000 should be made 
available through United States universities to 
develop agriculture extension services for Af-
ghan farmers, and not less than $10,000,000 shall 
be made available for continued support of the 
United States Agency for International Develop-
ment’s Afghan Civilian Assistance Program. 

NOTIFICATION ON EXCESS DEFENSE EQUIPMENT 
SEC. 624. Prior to providing excess Department 

of Defense articles in accordance with section 
516(a) of the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961, the 
Department of Defense shall notify the Commit-
tees on Appropriations to the same extent and 
under the same conditions as are other commit-
tees pursuant to subsection (f) of that section: 
Provided, That before issuing a letter of offer to 
sell excess defense articles under the Arms Ex-
port Control Act, the Department of Defense 
shall notify the Committees on Appropriations 
in accordance with the regular notification pro-
cedures of such Committees if such defense arti-
cles are significant military equipment (as de-
fined in section 47(9) of the Arms Export Control 
Act) or are valued (in terms of original acquisi-
tion cost) at $7,000,000 or more, or if notification 
is required elsewhere in this Act for the use of 
appropriated funds for specific countries that 
would receive such excess defense articles: Pro-
vided further, That such Committees shall also 
be informed of the original acquisition cost of 
such defense articles. 

GLOBAL FUND MANAGEMENT 
SEC. 625. Notwithstanding any other provision 

of this Act, 20 percent of the funds that are ap-
propriated by this Act for a contribution to sup-
port the Global Fund to Fight AIDS, Tuber-
culosis and Malaria (the ‘‘Global Fund’’) shall 
be withheld from obligation to the Global Fund 
until the Secretary of State certifies to the Com-
mittees on Appropriations that the Global 
Fund— 

(1) is releasing incremental disbursements only 
if grantees demonstrate progress against clearly 
defined performance indicators; 

(2) is providing support and oversight to coun-
try-level entities, such as country coordinating 
mechanisms, principal recipients, and local 
Fund agents, to enable them to fulfill their man-
dates; 

(3) has a full-time, professional, independent 
Office of Inspector General that is fully oper-
ational; 

(4) requires local Fund agents to assess 
whether a principal recipient has the capacity 
to oversee the activities of sub-recipients; 

(5) is making progress toward implementing a 
reporting system that breaks down grantee 
budget allocations by programmatic activity; 

(6) has adopted and is implementing an ap-
propriate policy on the public release of docu-
ments produced by the Office of the Inspector 
General; and 

(7) is tracking and encouraging the involve-
ment of civil society in country coordinating 
mechanisms and program implementation. 

PROHIBITION ON BILATERAL ASSISTANCE TO 
TERRORIST COUNTRIES 

SEC. 626. (a) Funds appropriated for bilateral 
assistance under any heading of this Act and 
funds appropriated under any such heading in 
a provision of law enacted prior to the enact-
ment of this Act, shall not be made available for 
assistance to the government of any country 
which the President determines— 

(1) grants sanctuary from prosecution to any 
individual or group which has committed an act 
of international terrorism; or 

(2) otherwise supports international terrorism. 
(b) The President may waive the application 

of subsection (a) to such government if the 
President determines that national security or 
humanitarian reasons justify such waiver. The 
President shall publish each waiver in the Fed-
eral Register and, at least 15 days before the 
waiver takes effect, shall notify the Committees 
on Appropriations of the waiver (including the 
justification for the waiver) in accordance with 
the regular notification procedures of the Com-
mittees on Appropriations. 

DEBT-FOR-DEVELOPMENT 
SEC. 627. In order to enhance the continued 

participation of nongovernmental organizations 
in debt-for-development and debt-for-nature ex-
changes, a nongovernmental organization 
which is a grantee or contractor of the United 
States Agency for International Development 
may place in interest bearing accounts local 
currencies which accrue to that organization as 
a result of economic assistance provided under 
title III of this Act and, subject to the regular 
notification procedures of the Committees on 
Appropriations, any interest earned on such in-
vestment shall be used for the purpose for which 
the assistance was provided to that organiza-
tion. 

SEPARATE ACCOUNTS 
SEC. 628. (a) SEPARATE ACCOUNTS FOR LOCAL 

CURRENCIES.— 
(1) If assistance is furnished to the govern-

ment of a foreign country under chapters 1 and 
10 of part I or chapter 4 of part II of the Foreign 
Assistance Act of 1961 under agreements which 
result in the generation of local currencies of 
that country, the Administrator of the United 
States Agency for International Development 
shall— 

(A) require that local currencies be deposited 
in a separate account established by that gov-
ernment; 

(B) enter into an agreement with that govern-
ment which sets forth— 

(i) the amount of the local currencies to be 
generated; and 

(ii) the terms and conditions under which the 
currencies so deposited may be utilized, con-
sistent with this section; and 

(C) establish by agreement with that govern-
ment the responsibilities of the United States 
Agency for International Development and that 
government to monitor and account for deposits 
into and disbursements from the separate ac-
count. 

(2) USES OF LOCAL CURRENCIES.—As may be 
agreed upon with the foreign government, local 
currencies deposited in a separate account pur-
suant to subsection (a), or an equivalent 
amount of local currencies, shall be used only— 

(A) to carry out chapter 1 or 10 of part I or 
chapter 4 of part II (as the case may be), for 
such purposes as— 

(i) project and sector assistance activities; or 
(ii) debt and deficit financing; or 
(B) for the administrative requirements of the 

United States Government. 
(3) PROGRAMMING ACCOUNTABILITY.—The 

United States Agency for International Develop-
ment shall take all necessary steps to ensure 
that the equivalent of the local currencies dis-
bursed pursuant to subsection (a)(2)(A) from the 
separate account established pursuant to sub-
section (a)(1) are used for the purposes agreed 
upon pursuant to subsection (a)(2). 

(4) TERMINATION OF ASSISTANCE PROGRAMS.— 
Upon termination of assistance to a country 
under chapter 1 or 10 of part I or chapter 4 of 
part II (as the case may be), any unencumbered 
balances of funds which remain in a separate 
account established pursuant to subsection (a) 
shall be disposed of for such purposes as may be 
agreed to by the government of that country 
and the United States Government. 

(5) REPORTING REQUIREMENT.—The Adminis-
trator of the United States Agency for Inter-
national Development shall report on an annual 
basis as part of the justification documents sub-
mitted to the Committees on Appropriations on 
the use of local currencies for the administrative 
requirements of the United States Government 
as authorized in subsection (a)(2)(B), and such 
report shall include the amount of local cur-
rency (and United States dollar equivalent) used 
and/or to be used for such purpose in each ap-
plicable country. 

(b) SEPARATE ACCOUNTS FOR CASH TRANS-
FERS.— 

(1) If assistance is made available to the gov-
ernment of a foreign country, under chapter 1 
or 10 of part I or chapter 4 of part II of the For-
eign Assistance Act of 1961, as cash transfer as-
sistance or as nonproject sector assistance, that 
country shall be required to maintain such 
funds in a separate account and not commingle 
them with any other funds. 

(2) APPLICABILITY OF OTHER PROVISIONS OF 
LAW.—Such funds may be obligated and ex-
pended notwithstanding provisions of law 
which are inconsistent with the nature of this 
assistance including provisions which are ref-
erenced in the Joint Explanatory Statement of 
the Committee of Conference accompanying 
House Joint Resolution 648 (House Report No. 
98–1159). 

(3) NOTIFICATION.—At least 15 days prior to 
obligating any such cash transfer or nonproject 
sector assistance, the President shall submit a 
notification through the regular notification 
procedures of the Committees on Appropriations, 
which shall include a detailed description of 
how the funds proposed to be made available 
will be used, with a discussion of the United 
States interests that will be served by the assist-
ance (including, as appropriate, a description of 
the economic policy reforms that will be pro-
moted by such assistance). 

(4) EXEMPTION.—Nonproject sector assistance 
funds may be exempt from the requirements of 
subsection (b)(1) only through the notification 
procedures of the Committees on Appropriations. 

ENTERPRISE FUND RESTRICTIONS 

SEC. 629. (a) Prior to the distribution of any 
assets resulting from any liquidation, dissolu-
tion, or winding up of an Enterprise Fund, in 
whole or in part, the President shall submit to 
the Committees on Appropriations, in accord-
ance with the regular notification procedures of 
the Committees on Appropriations, a plan for 
the distribution of the assets of the Enterprise 
Fund. 

(b) Funds made available by this Act for En-
terprise Funds shall be expended at the min-
imum rate necessary to make timely payment for 
projects and activities. 
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INTERNATIONAL FAMILY PLANNING AND 

REPRODUCTIVE HEALTH 
SEC. 630. (a) Funds appropriated by this Act 

may be made available for a United States con-
tribution to the United Nations Population 
Fund (UNFPA). 

(b) None of the funds appropriated by this Act 
may be made available to UNFPA for a country 
program in the People’s Republic of China. 

(c) Funds appropriated by this Act may not be 
made available to UNFPA unless— 

(1) UNFPA maintains amounts made available 
under this section in an account separate from 
other accounts of UNFPA; 

(2) UNFPA does not commingle amounts made 
available to UNFPA under this section with 
other sums; and 

(3) UNFPA does not fund abortions. 
AUTHORITIES FOR THE PEACE CORPS, INTER-AMER-

ICAN FOUNDATION AND AFRICAN DEVELOPMENT 
FOUNDATION 
SEC. 631. Unless expressly provided to the con-

trary, provisions of this or any other Act, in-
cluding provisions contained in prior Acts au-
thorizing or making appropriations for foreign 
operations, export financing, and related pro-
grams, shall not be construed to prohibit activi-
ties authorized by or conducted under the Peace 
Corps Act, the Inter-American Foundation Act 
or the African Development Foundation Act. 
The agency shall promptly report to the Com-
mittees on Appropriations whenever it is con-
ducting activities or is proposing to conduct ac-
tivities in a country for which assistance is pro-
hibited. 

IMPACT ON JOBS IN THE UNITED STATES 
SEC. 632. None of the funds appropriated by 

this Act may be obligated or expended to pro-
vide— 

(1) any financial incentive to a business enter-
prise currently located in the United States for 
the purpose of inducing such an enterprise to 
relocate outside the United States if such incen-
tive or inducement is likely to reduce the num-
ber of employees of such business enterprise in 
the United States because United States produc-
tion is being replaced by such enterprise outside 
the United States; or 

(2) assistance for any program, project, or ac-
tivity that contributes to the violation of inter-
nationally recognized workers rights, as defined 
in section 507(4) of the Trade Act of 1974, of 
workers in the recipient country, including any 
designated zone or area in that country: Pro-
vided, That the application of section 507(4)(D) 
and (E) of such Act should be commensurate 
with the level of development of the recipient 
country and sector, and shall not preclude as-
sistance for the informal sector in such country, 
micro and small-scale enterprise, and 
smallholder agriculture. 

COMPREHENSIVE EXPENDITURES REPORT 
SEC. 633. Not later than 180 days after the 

date of enactment of this Act, the Secretary of 
State shall submit a report to the Committees on 
Appropriations detailing the total amount of 
United States Government expenditures in fiscal 
year 2006, by Federal agency, for programs and 
activities in each foreign country, identifying 
the line item as presented in the President’s 
Budget Appendix and the purpose for which the 
funds were provided: Provided, That, if re-
quired, information may be submitted in classi-
fied form. 

SPECIAL AUTHORITIES 
SEC. 634. (a) AFGHANISTAN, IRAQ, PAKISTAN, 

LEBANON, MONTENEGRO, VICTIMS OF WAR, DIS-
PLACED CHILDREN, AND DISPLACED BURMESE.— 
Funds appropriated by this Act that are made 
available for assistance for Afghanistan may be 
made available notwithstanding section 612 of 
this Act or any similar provision of law and sec-
tion 660 of the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961, 

and funds appropriated in titles II and III of 
this Act that are made available for Iraq, Leb-
anon, Montenegro, Pakistan, and for victims of 
war, displaced children, and displaced Burmese, 
and to assist victims of trafficking in persons 
and, subject to the regular notification proce-
dures of the Committees on Appropriations, to 
combat such trafficking, may be made available 
notwithstanding any other provision of law. 

(b) TROPICAL FORESTRY AND BIODIVERSITY 
CONSERVATION ACTIVITIES.—Funds appropriated 
by this Act to carry out the provisions of sec-
tions 103 through 106, and chapter 4 of part II, 
of the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961 may be 
used, notwithstanding any other provision of 
law, for the purpose of supporting tropical for-
estry and biodiversity conservation activities 
and energy programs aimed at reducing green-
house gas emissions: Provided, That such assist-
ance shall be subject to sections 116, 502B, and 
620A of the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961. 

(c) PERSONAL SERVICES CONTRACTORS.—Funds 
appropriated by this Act to carry out chapter 1 
of part I, chapter 4 of part II, and section 667 
of the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961, and title 
II of the Agricultural Trade Development and 
Assistance Act of 1954, may be used by the 
United States Agency for International Develop-
ment to employ up to 25 personal services con-
tractors in the United States, notwithstanding 
any other provision of law, for the purpose of 
providing direct, interim support for new or ex-
panded overseas programs and activities man-
aged by the agency until permanent direct hire 
personnel are hired and trained: Provided, That 
not more than 10 of such contractors shall be as-
signed to any bureau or office: Provided further, 
That such funds appropriated to carry out title 
II of the Agricultural Trade Development and 
Assistance Act of 1954, may be made available 
only for personal services contractors assigned 
to the Office of Food for Peace. 

(d)(1) WAIVER.—The President may waive the 
provisions of section 1003 of Public Law 100–204 
if the President determines and certifies in writ-
ing to the Speaker of the House of Representa-
tives and the President pro tempore of the Sen-
ate that it is important to the national security 
interests of the United States. 

(2) PERIOD OF APPLICATION OF WAIVER.—Any 
waiver pursuant to paragraph (1) shall be effec-
tive for no more than a period of 6 months at a 
time and shall not apply beyond 12 months after 
the enactment of this Act. 

(e) SMALL BUSINESS.—In entering into mul-
tiple award indefinite-quantity contracts with 
funds appropriated by this Act, the United 
States Agency for International Development 
may provide an exception to the fair oppor-
tunity process for placing task orders under 
such contracts when the order is placed with 
any category of small or small disadvantaged 
business. 

(f) VIETNAMESE REFUGEES.—Section 594(a) of 
the Foreign Operations, Export Financing, and 
Related Programs Appropriations Act, 2005 (en-
acted as division D of Public Law 108–447; 118 
Stat. 3038) is amended by striking ‘‘and 2007’’ 
and inserting ‘‘through 2009’’. 

(g) RECONSTITUTING CIVILIAN POLICE AUTHOR-
ITY.—In providing assistance with funds appro-
priated by this Act under section 660(b)(6) of the 
Foreign Assistance Act of 1961, support for a na-
tion emerging from instability may be deemed to 
mean support for regional, district, municipal, 
or other sub-national entity emerging from in-
stability, as well as a nation emerging from in-
stability. 

(h) CHINA PROGRAMS.—Notwithstanding any 
other provision of law, of the funds appro-
priated under the heading ‘‘Development Assist-
ance’’ in this Act, not less than $10,000,000 shall 
be made available to United States educational 
institutions and nongovernmental organizations 

for programs and activities in the People’s Re-
public of China relating to the environment, de-
mocracy, and the rule of law: Provided, That 
funds made available pursuant to this authority 
shall be subject to the regular notification pro-
cedures of the Committees on Appropriations. 

(i) EXTENSION OF AUTHORITY.— 
(1) With respect to funds appropriated by this 

Act that are available for assistance for Paki-
stan, the President may waive the prohibition 
on assistance contained in section 608 of this 
Act subject to the requirements contained in sec-
tion 1(b) of Public Law 107–57, as amended, for 
a determination and certification, and consulta-
tion, by the President prior to the exercise of 
such waiver authority. 

(2) Notwithstanding the date contained in sec-
tion 6 of Public Law 107–57, as amended, the 
provisions of sections 2 and 4 of that Act shall 
remain in effect through the current fiscal year. 

(j) MIDDLE EAST FOUNDATION.—Funds appro-
priated by this Act and prior Acts under the 
heading ‘‘Economic Support Fund’’ that are 
available for the Middle East Partnership Ini-
tiative may be made available, including as an 
endowment, notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of law and following consultations with the 
Committees on Appropriations, to establish and 
operate a Middle East Foundation, or any other 
similar entity, whose purpose is to support de-
mocracy, governance, human rights, and the 
rule of law in the Middle East region: Provided, 
That such funds may be made available to the 
Foundation only to the extent that the Founda-
tion has commitments from sources other than 
the United States Government to at least match 
the funds provided under the authority of this 
subsection: Provided further, That provisions 
contained in section 201 of the Support for East 
European Democracy (SEED) Act of 1989 (ex-
cluding the authorizations of appropriations 
provided in subsection (b) of that section and 
the requirement that a majority of the members 
of the board of directors be citizens of the 
United States provided in subsection (d)(3)(B) of 
that section) shall be deemed to apply to any 
such foundation or similar entity referred to 
under this subsection, and to funds made avail-
able to such entity, in order to enable it to pro-
vide assistance for purposes of this section: Pro-
vided further, That prior to the initial obliga-
tion of funds for any such foundation or similar 
entity pursuant to the authorities of this sub-
section, other than for administrative support, 
the Secretary of State shall take steps to ensure, 
on an ongoing basis, that any such funds made 
available pursuant to such authorities are not 
provided to or through any individual or group 
that the management of the foundation or simi-
lar entity knows or has reason to believe, advo-
cates, plans, sponsors, or otherwise engages in 
terrorist activities: Provided further, That sec-
tion 629 of this Act shall apply to any such 
foundation or similar entity established pursu-
ant to this subsection: Provided further, That 
the authority of the Foundation, or any similar 
entity, to provide assistance shall cease to be ef-
fective on September 30, 2010. 

(k) EXTENSION OF AUTHORITY.—Section 
1365(c) of the National Defense Authorization 
Act for Fiscal Year 1993 (Public Law 102–484; 22 
U.S.C. 2778 note) is amended by striking ‘‘Dur-
ing the 16 year period beginning on October 23, 
1992’’ and inserting ‘‘During the 22 year period 
beginning on October 23, 1992’’ before the period 
at the end. 

(l) EXTENSION OF AUTHORITY.—The Foreign 
Operations, Export Financing, and Related Pro-
grams Appropriations Act, 1990 (Public Law 
101–167) is amended— 

(1) in section 599D (8 U.S.C. 1157 note)— 
(A) in subsection (b)(3), by striking ‘‘and 

2007’’ and inserting ‘‘2007, and 2008’’; and 
(B) in subsection (e), by striking ‘‘2007’’ each 

place it appears and inserting ‘‘2008’’; and 
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(2) in section 599E (8 U.S.C. 1255 note) in sub-

section (b)(2), by striking ‘‘2007’’ and inserting 
‘‘2008’’. 

(m) WORLD FOOD PROGRAM.—Of the funds 
managed by the Bureau for Democracy, Con-
flict, and Humanitarian Assistance of the 
United States Agency for International Develop-
ment, from this or any other Act, not less than 
$10,000,000 shall be made available as a general 
contribution to the World Food Program, not-
withstanding any other provision of law. 

(n) CAPITAL SECURITY COST-SHARING.—Not-
withstanding any other provision of law, of the 
funds appropriated under the heading ‘‘Em-
bassy Security, Construction, and Mainte-
nance’’, not less than $2,000,000 shall be made 
available for the Capital Security Cost-Sharing 
fees of the Library of Congress for fiscal year 
2008. 

ARAB LEAGUE BOYCOTT OF ISRAEL 
SEC. 635. It is the sense of the Congress that— 
(1) the Arab League boycott of Israel, and the 

secondary boycott of American firms that have 
commercial ties with Israel, is an impediment to 
peace in the region and to United States invest-
ment and trade in the Middle East and North 
Africa; 

(2) the Arab League boycott, which was re-
grettably reinstated in 1997, should be imme-
diately and publicly terminated, and the Cen-
tral Office for the Boycott of Israel immediately 
disbanded; 

(3) all Arab League states should normalize 
relations with their neighbor Israel; 

(4) the President and the Secretary of State 
should continue to vigorously oppose the Arab 
League boycott of Israel and find concrete steps 
to demonstrate that opposition by, for example, 
taking into consideration the participation of 
any recipient country in the boycott when de-
termining to sell weapons to said country; and 

(5) the President should report to Congress 
annually on specific steps being taken by the 
United States to encourage Arab League states 
to normalize their relations with Israel to bring 
about the termination of the Arab League boy-
cott of Israel, including those to encourage al-
lies and trading partners of the United States to 
enact laws prohibiting businesses from com-
plying with the boycott and penalizing busi-
nesses that do comply. 

ELIGIBILITY FOR ASSISTANCE 
SEC. 636. (a) ASSISTANCE THROUGH NON-

GOVERNMENTAL ORGANIZATIONS.—Restrictions 
contained in this or any other Act with respect 
to assistance for a country shall not be con-
strued to restrict assistance in support of pro-
grams of nongovernmental organizations from 
funds appropriated by this Act to carry out the 
provisions of chapters 1, 10, 11, and 12 of part I 
and chapter 4 of part II of the Foreign Assist-
ance Act of 1961, and from funds appropriated 
under the heading ‘‘Assistance for Eastern Eu-
rope and the Baltic States’’: Provided, That be-
fore using the authority of this subsection to 
furnish assistance in support of programs of 
nongovernmental organizations, the President 
shall notify the Committees on Appropriations 
under the regular notification procedures of 
those committees, including a description of the 
program to be assisted, the assistance to be pro-
vided, and the reasons for furnishing such as-
sistance: Provided further, That nothing in this 
subsection shall be construed to alter any exist-
ing statutory prohibitions against abortion or 
involuntary sterilizations contained in this or 
any other Act. 

(b) PUBLIC LAW 480.—During fiscal year 2008, 
restrictions contained in this or any other Act 
with respect to assistance for a country shall 
not be construed to restrict assistance under the 
Agricultural Trade Development and Assistance 
Act of 1954: Provided, That none of the funds 
appropriated to carry out title I of such Act and 

made available pursuant to this subsection may 
be obligated or expended except as provided 
through the regular notification procedures of 
the Committees on Appropriations. 

(c) EXCEPTION.—This section shall not 
apply— 

(1) with respect to section 620A of the Foreign 
Assistance Act of 1961 or any comparable provi-
sion of law prohibiting assistance to countries 
that support international terrorism; or 

(2) with respect to section 116 of the Foreign 
Assistance Act of 1961 or any comparable provi-
sion of law prohibiting assistance to the govern-
ment of a country that violates internationally 
recognized human rights. 

RESERVATIONS OF FUNDS 
SEC. 637. (a) Funds appropriated under titles 

II through V of this Act which are earmarked 
may be reprogrammed for other programs within 
the same account notwithstanding the earmark 
if compliance with the earmark is made impos-
sible by operation of any provision of this or 
any other Act: Provided, That any such re-
programming shall be subject to the regular no-
tification procedures of the Committees on Ap-
propriations: Provided further, That assistance 
that is reprogrammed pursuant to this sub-
section shall be made available under the same 
terms and conditions as originally provided. 

(b) In addition to the authority contained in 
subsection (a), the original period of availability 
of funds appropriated by this Act and adminis-
tered by the United States Agency for Inter-
national Development that are earmarked for 
particular programs or activities by this or any 
other Act shall be extended for an additional 
fiscal year if the Administrator of such agency 
determines and reports promptly to the Commit-
tees on Appropriations that the termination of 
assistance to a country or a significant change 
in circumstances makes it unlikely that such 
designated funds can be obligated during the 
original period of availability: Provided, That 
such earmarked funds that are continued avail-
able for an additional fiscal year shall be obli-
gated only for the purpose of such designation. 

(c) Ceilings and earmarks levels contained in 
this Act shall not be applicable to funds or au-
thorities appropriated or otherwise made avail-
able by any subsequent Act unless such Act spe-
cifically so directs. Earmarks or minimum fund-
ing requirements contained in any other Act 
shall not be applicable to funds appropriated by 
this Act. 

ASIA 
SEC. 638. (a) FUNDING LEVELS.—Of the funds 

appropriated by this Act under the headings 
‘‘Global Health Programs’’ and ‘‘Development 
Assistance’’, not less than the amount of funds 
initially allocated for each such account pursu-
ant to subsection 653(a) of the Foreign Assist-
ance Act of 1961 for fiscal year 2006 shall be 
made available for Cambodia, Philippines, Viet-
nam, Asia and Near East Regional, and Re-
gional Development Mission/Asia: Provided, 
That for the purposes of this subsection, ‘‘Glob-
al Health Programs’’ shall mean ‘‘Child Sur-
vival and Health Programs Fund’’. 

(b) BURMA.— 
(1) The Secretary of the Treasury shall in-

struct the United States executive director to 
each appropriate international financial institu-
tion in which the United States participates, to 
oppose and vote against the extension by such 
institution any loan or financial or technical 
assistance or any other utilization of funds of 
the respective bank to and for Burma. 

(2) Of the funds appropriated by this Act 
under the heading ‘‘Economic Support Fund’’, 
not less than $11,000,000 shall be made available 
to support democracy activities in Burma, along 
the Burma-Thailand border, for activities of 
Burmese student groups and other organizations 
located outside Burma, and for the purpose of 

supporting the provision of humanitarian assist-
ance to displaced Burmese along Burma’s bor-
ders: Provided, That funds made available 
under this heading may be made available not-
withstanding any other provision of law: Pro-
vided further, That in addition to assistance for 
Burmese refugees provided under the heading 
‘‘Migration and Refugee Assistance’’ in this 
Act, not less than $3,000,000 shall be made avail-
able for community-based organizations oper-
ating in Thailand to provide food, medical and 
other humanitarian assistance to internally dis-
placed persons in eastern Burma: Provided fur-
ther, That funds made available under this 
heading shall be subject to the regular notifica-
tion procedures of the Committees on Appropria-
tions. 

(c) TIBET.— 
(1) The Secretary of the Treasury should in-

struct the United States executive director to 
each international financial institution to use 
the voice and vote of the United States to sup-
port projects in Tibet if such projects do not pro-
vide incentives for the migration and settlement 
of non-Tibetans into Tibet or facilitate the 
transfer of ownership of Tibetan land and nat-
ural resources to non-Tibetans; are based on a 
thorough needs-assessment; foster self-suffi-
ciency of the Tibetan people and respect Tibetan 
culture and traditions; and are subject to effec-
tive monitoring. 

(2) Notwithstanding any other provision of 
law, not less than $5,000,000 of the funds appro-
priated by this Act under the heading ‘‘Eco-
nomic Support Fund’’ should be made available 
to nongovernmental organizations to support 
activities which preserve cultural traditions and 
promote sustainable development and environ-
mental conservation in Tibetan communities in 
the Tibetan Autonomous Region and in other 
Tibetan communities in China, and not less 
than $250,000 should be made available to the 
National Endowment for Democracy for human 
rights and democracy programs relating to 
Tibet. 

PROHIBITION ON PUBLICITY OR PROPAGANDA 
SEC. 639. No part of any appropriation con-

tained in this Act shall be used for publicity or 
propaganda purposes within the United States 
not authorized before the date of the enactment 
of this Act by the Congress. 

PROHIBITION OF PAYMENTS TO UNITED NATIONS 
MEMBERS 

SEC. 640. None of the funds appropriated or 
made available pursuant to this Act for carrying 
out the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961, may be 
used to pay in whole or in part any assessments, 
arrearages, or dues of any member of the United 
Nations or, from funds appropriated by this Act 
to carry out chapter 1 of part I of the Foreign 
Assistance Act of 1961, the costs for participa-
tion of another country’s delegation at inter-
national conferences held under the auspices of 
multilateral or international organizations. 

REQUESTS FOR DOCUMENTS 
SEC. 641. (a) None of the funds appropriated 

or made available pursuant to this Act shall be 
available to a nongovernmental organization, 
including any contractor, which fails to provide 
upon timely request any document, file, or 
record necessary to the auditing requirements of 
the United States Agency for International De-
velopment. 

(b) Notwithstanding any other provision of 
law or regulation, the Administrator of the 
United States Agency for International Develop-
ment shall provide to the Committees on Appro-
priations, on a timely basis, such information on 
the obligation and expenditure of funds appro-
priated by this Act and prior Acts, pursuant to 
grants, cooperative agreements, and contracts 
entered into or financed by the agency, as may 
be requested by the Committee on Appropria-
tions to satisfy oversight responsibilities of those 
Committees. 
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PROHIBITION ON ASSISTANCE TO FOREIGN GOVERN-

MENTS THAT EXPORT LETHAL MILITARY EQUIP-
MENT TO COUNTRIES SUPPORTING INTER-
NATIONAL TERRORISM 
SEC. 642. (a) None of the funds appropriated 

or otherwise made available by this Act may be 
available to any foreign government which pro-
vides lethal military equipment to a country the 
government of which the Secretary of State has 
determined is a terrorist government for pur-
poses of section 6(j) of the Export Administra-
tion Act of 1979. The prohibition under this sec-
tion with respect to a foreign government shall 
terminate 12 months after that government 
ceases to provide such military equipment. This 
section applies with respect to lethal military 
equipment provided under a contract entered 
into after October 1, 1997. 

(b) Assistance restricted by subsection (a) or 
any other similar provision of law, may be fur-
nished if the President determines that fur-
nishing such assistance is important to the na-
tional interests of the United States. 

(c) Whenever the waiver authority of sub-
section (b) is exercised, the President shall sub-
mit to the appropriate congressional committees 
a report with respect to the furnishing of such 
assistance. Any such report shall include a de-
tailed explanation of the assistance to be pro-
vided, including the estimated dollar amount of 
such assistance, and an explanation of how the 
assistance furthers United States national inter-
ests. 
WITHHOLDING OF ASSISTANCE FOR PARKING FINES 

AND REAL PROPERTY TAXES OWED BY FOREIGN 
COUNTRIES 
SEC. 643. (a) Subject to subsection (c), of the 

funds appropriated under titles II through V by 
this Act that are made available for assistance 
for a foreign country, an amount equal to 110 
percent of the total amount of the unpaid fully 
adjudicated parking fines and penalties and un-
paid property taxes owed by the central govern-
ment of such country shall be withheld from ob-
ligation for assistance for the central govern-
ment of such country until the Secretary of 
State submits a certification to the Committees 
on Appropriations stating that such parking 
fines and penalties and unpaid property taxes 
are fully paid. 

(b) Funds withheld from obligation pursuant 
to subsection (a) may be made available for 
other programs or activities funded by this Act, 
after consultation with and subject to the reg-
ular notification procedures of the Committees 
on Appropriations, provided that no such funds 
shall be made available for assistance for the 
central government of a foreign country that 
has not paid the total amount of the fully adju-
dicated parking fines and penalties and unpaid 
property taxes owed by such country. 

(c) Subsection (a) shall not include amounts 
that have been withheld under any other provi-
sion of law. 

(d)(1) The Secretary of State may waive the 
requirements set forth in subsection (a) with re-
spect to parking fines and penalties no sooner 
than 60 days from the date of enactment of this 
Act, or at any time with respect to a particular 
country, if the Secretary determines that it is in 
the national interests of the United States to do 
so. 

(2) The Secretary of State may waive the re-
quirements set forth in subsection (a) with re-
spect to the unpaid property taxes if the Sec-
retary of State determines that it is in the na-
tional interests of the United States to do so. 

(e) Not later than 6 months after the initial 
exercise of the waiver authority in subsection 
(d), the Secretary of State, after consultations 
with the City of New York, shall submit a report 
to the Committees on Appropriations describing 
a strategy, including a timetable and steps cur-
rently being taken, to collect the parking fines 

and penalties and unpaid property taxes and 
interest owed by nations receiving foreign assist-
ance under this Act. 

(f) In this section: 
(1) The term ‘‘fully adjudicated’’ includes cir-

cumstances in which the person to whom the ve-
hicle is registered— 

(A)(i) has not responded to the parking viola-
tion summons; or 

(ii) has not followed the appropriate adjudica-
tion procedure to challenge the summons; and 

(B) the period of time for payment of or chal-
lenge to the summons has lapsed. 

(2) The term ‘‘parking fines and penalties’’ 
means parking fines and penalties— 

(A) owed to— 
(i) the District of Columbia; or 
(ii) New York, New York; and 
(B) incurred during the period April 1, 1997, 

through September 30, 2007. 
(3) The term ‘‘unpaid property taxes’’ means 

the amount of unpaid taxes and interest deter-
mined to be owed by a foreign country on real 
property in the District of Columbia or New 
York, New York in a court order or judgment 
entered against such country by a court of the 
United States or any State or subdivision there-
of. 
LIMITATION ON ASSISTANCE FOR THE PLO FOR THE 

WEST BANK AND GAZA 
SEC. 644. None of the funds appropriated by 

this Act may be obligated for assistance for the 
Palestine Liberation Organization for the West 
Bank and Gaza unless the President has exer-
cised the authority under section 604(a) of the 
Middle East Peace Facilitation Act of 1995 (title 
VI of Public Law 104–107) or any other legisla-
tion to suspend or make inapplicable section 307 
of the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961 and that 
suspension is still in effect: Provided, That if 
the President fails to make the certification 
under section 604(b)(2) of the Middle East Peace 
Facilitation Act of 1995 or to suspend the prohi-
bition under other legislation, funds appro-
priated by this Act may not be obligated for as-
sistance for the Palestine Liberation Organiza-
tion for the West Bank and Gaza. 

WAR CRIMES TRIBUNALS DRAWDOWN 
SEC. 645. If the President determines that 

doing so will contribute to a just resolution of 
charges regarding genocide or other violations 
of international humanitarian law, the Presi-
dent may direct a drawdown pursuant to sec-
tion 552(c) of the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961 
of up to $30,000,000 of commodities and services 
for the United Nations War Crimes Tribunal es-
tablished with regard to the former Yugoslavia 
by the United Nations Security Council or such 
other tribunals or commissions as the Council 
may establish or authorize to deal with such 
violations, without regard to the ceiling limita-
tion contained in paragraph (2) thereof: Pro-
vided, That the determination required under 
this section shall be in lieu of any determina-
tions otherwise required under section 552(c): 
Provided further, That funds made available for 
tribunals other than Yugoslavia, Rwanda, or 
the Special Court for Sierra Leone shall be made 
available subject to the regular notification pro-
cedures of the Committees on Appropriations. 

LANDMINES 
SEC. 646. Notwithstanding any other provision 

of law, demining equipment available to the 
United States Agency for International Develop-
ment and the Department of State and used in 
support of the clearance of landmines and 
unexploded ordnance for humanitarian pur-
poses may be disposed of on a grant basis in for-
eign countries, subject to such terms and condi-
tions as the President may prescribe. 

RESTRICTIONS CONCERNING THE PALESTINIAN 
AUTHORITY 

SEC. 647. None of the funds appropriated by 
this Act may be obligated or expended to create 

in any part of Jerusalem a new office of any de-
partment or agency of the United States Govern-
ment for the purpose of conducting official 
United States Government business with the 
Palestinian Authority over Gaza and Jericho or 
any successor Palestinian governing entity pro-
vided for in the Israel-PLO Declaration of Prin-
ciples: Provided, That this restriction shall not 
apply to the acquisition of additional space for 
the existing Consulate General in Jerusalem. 
PROHIBITION OF PAYMENT OF CERTAIN EXPENSES 
SEC. 648. None of the funds appropriated or 

otherwise made available by this Act under the 
heading ‘‘International Military Education and 
Training’’ or ‘‘Foreign Military Financing Pro-
gram’’ for Informational Program activities or 
under the headings ‘‘Global Health Programs’’, 
‘‘Development Assistance’’, and ‘‘Economic Sup-
port Fund’’ may be obligated or expended to pay 
for— 

(1) alcoholic beverages; or 
(2) entertainment expenses for activities that 

are substantially of a recreational character, in-
cluding but not limited to entrance fees at sport-
ing events, theatrical and musical productions, 
and amusement parks. 

WESTERN HEMISPHERE 
SEC. 649. (a) CENTRAL AMERICA.—Of the funds 

appropriated by this Act under the headings 
‘‘Global Health Programs’’ and ‘‘Development 
Assistance’’, not less than the amount of funds 
initially allocated for each such account pursu-
ant to section 653(a) of the Foreign Assistance 
Act of 1961 for fiscal year 2006 shall be made 
available for El Salvador, Guatemala, Nica-
ragua, Honduras, Ecuador, Peru, Bolivia, and 
Brazil: Provided, That for the purposes of this 
subsection, ‘‘Global Health Programs’’ shall 
mean ‘‘Child Survival and Health Programs 
Fund’’. 

(b)(1) HAITI.—Of the funds appropriated by 
this Act under the headings ‘‘Development As-
sistance’’ and ‘‘Economic Support Fund’’, not 
less than $106,200,000 shall be made available for 
assistance for Haiti, of which not less than 
$5,000,000 shall be for programs to improve court 
administration and reduce pre-trial detention 
and of which not less than $5,000,000 shall be 
made available for watershed remediation and 
reforestation activities. 

(2) The Government of Haiti shall be eligible 
to purchase defense articles and services under 
the Arms Export Control Act (22 U.S.C. 2751 et 
seq.), for the Coast Guard. 

(3) None of the funds made available in this 
Act under the heading ‘‘International Narcotics 
Control and Law Enforcement’’ may be used to 
transfer excess weapons, ammunition or other 
lethal property of an agency of the United 
States Government to the Government of Haiti 
for use by the Haitian National Police until the 
Secretary of State certifies to the Committees on 
Appropriations that the United Nations Mission 
in Haiti has ensured that any members of the 
Haitian National Police who have been credibly 
alleged to have committed serious crimes, in-
cluding drug trafficking and human rights vio-
lations, have been suspended. 

(c) DOMINICAN REPUBLIC.—Of the funds ap-
propriated by this Act under the headings 
‘‘Global Health Programs’’ and ‘‘Development 
Assistance’’, not less than $23,600,000 shall be 
made available for assistance for the Dominican 
Republic, of which not less than $5,000,000 shall 
be made available for basic health care, nutri-
tion, sanitation, education, and shelter for mi-
grant sugar cane workers and other residents of 
batey communities. 
LIMITATION ON ASSISTANCE TO THE PALESTINIAN 

AUTHORITY 
SEC. 650. (a) PROHIBITION OF FUNDS.—None of 

the funds appropriated by this Act to carry out 
the provisions of chapter 4 of part II of the For-
eign Assistance Act of 1961 may be obligated or 
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expended with respect to providing funds to the 
Palestinian Authority. 

(b) WAIVER.—The prohibition included in sub-
section (a) shall not apply if the President cer-
tifies in writing to the Committees on Appropria-
tions that waiving such prohibition is important 
to the national security interests of the United 
States. 

(c) PERIOD OF APPLICATION OF WAIVER.—Any 
waiver pursuant to subsection (b) shall be effec-
tive for no more than a period of 6 months at a 
time and shall not apply beyond 12 months after 
the enactment of this Act. 

(d) REPORT.—Whenever the waiver authority 
pursuant to subsection (b) is exercised, the 
President shall submit a report to the Commit-
tees on Appropriations detailing the justifica-
tion for the waiver, the purposes for which the 
funds will be spent, and the accounting proce-
dures in place to ensure that the funds are 
properly disbursed. 
LIMITATION ON ASSISTANCE TO SECURITY FORCES 
SEC. 651. Chapter 1 of part III of the Foreign 

Assistance Act of 1961 is amended by adding the 
following section: 
‘‘SEC. 620J. LIMITATION ON ASSISTANCE TO SE-

CURITY FORCES. 
‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—No assistance shall be fur-

nished under this Act or the Arms Export Con-
trol Act to any unit of the security forces of a 
foreign country if the Secretary of State has 
credible evidence that such unit has committed 
gross violations of human rights. 

‘‘(b) EXCEPTION.—The prohibition in sub-
section (a) shall not apply if the Secretary de-
termines and reports to the Committee on For-
eign Relations of the Senate, the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs of the House of Representatives, 
and the Committees on Appropriations that the 
government of such country is taking effective 
measures to bring the responsible members of the 
security forces unit to justice. 

‘‘(c) DUTY TO INFORM.—In the event that 
funds are withheld from any unit pursuant to 
this section, the Secretary of State shall prompt-
ly inform the foreign government of the basis for 
such action and shall, to the maximum extent 
practicable, assist the foreign government in 
taking effective measures to bring the respon-
sible members of the security forces to justice.’’. 

FOREIGN MILITARY TRAINING REPORT 
SEC. 652. The annual foreign military training 

report required by section 656 of the Foreign As-
sistance Act of 1961 shall be submitted by the 
Secretary of Defense and the Secretary of State 
to the Committees on Appropriations by the date 
specified in that section. 

AUTHORIZATION REQUIREMENT 
SEC. 653. Funds appropriated by this Act, ex-

cept funds appropriated under the headings 
‘‘Trade and Development Agency’’ and ‘‘Over-
seas Private Investment Corporation’’, may be 
obligated and expended notwithstanding section 
10 of Public Law 91–672 and section 15 of the 
State Department Basic Authorities Act of 1956. 

AVIAN INFLUENZA PREPAREDNESS 
SEC. 654. Notwithstanding any other provision 

of law except section 551 of Public Law 109–102, 
of the funds appropriated by this Act under the 
heading ‘‘Foreign Military Financing Pro-
gram’’, $12,500,000 shall be made available to en-
hance the preparedness of militaries in Asia and 
Africa to respond to an avian influenza pan-
demic, and of the funds appropriated by this 
Act under the heading ‘‘Peacekeeping Oper-
ations’’, $12,500,000 shall be transferred to, and 
merged with, funds made available under the 
heading ‘‘Foreign Military Financing Program’’ 
to be used for this purpose. 

PALESTINIAN STATEHOOD 
SEC. 655. (a) LIMITATION ON ASSISTANCE.— 

None of the funds appropriated by this Act may 
be provided to support a Palestinian state unless 

the Secretary of State determines and certifies to 
the appropriate congressional committees that— 

(1) the governing entity of a new Palestinian 
state— 

(A) has demonstrated a commitment to peace-
ful co-existence with the State of Israel; 

(B) is taking appropriate measures to counter 
terrorism and terrorist financing in the West 
Bank and Gaza, including the dismantling of 
terrorist infrastructures, and is cooperating with 
appropriate Israeli and other appropriate secu-
rity organizations; and 

(2) the Palestinian Authority (or the gov-
erning entity of a new Palestinian state) is 
working with other countries in the region to es-
tablish a just, lasting, and comprehensive peace 
in the Middle East that will enable Israel and 
an independent Palestinian state to exist within 
the context of full and normal relationships, 
which should include— 

(A) termination of all claims or states of bel-
ligerency; 

(B) respect for and acknowledgement of the 
sovereignty, territorial integrity, and political 
independence of every state in the area through 
measures including the establishment of demili-
tarized zones; 

(C) their right to live in peace within secure 
and recognized boundaries free from threats or 
acts of force; 

(D) freedom of navigation through inter-
national waterways in the area; and 

(E) a framework for achieving a just settle-
ment of the refugee problem. 

(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 
Congress that the governing entity should enact 
a constitution assuring the rule of law, an inde-
pendent judiciary, and respect for human rights 
for its citizens, and should enact other laws and 
regulations assuring transparent and account-
able governance. 

(c) WAIVER.—The President may waive sub-
section (a) if he determines that it is important 
to the national security interests of the United 
States to do so. 

(d) EXEMPTION.—The restriction in subsection 
(a) shall not apply to assistance intended to 
help reform the Palestinian Authority and af-
filiated institutions, or the governing entity, in 
order to help meet the requirements of sub-
section (a), consistent with the provisions of sec-
tion 650 of this Act (‘‘Limitation on Assistance 
to the Palestinian Authority’’). 

COLOMBIA 
SEC. 656. (a) FUNDING.—Funds appropriated 

by this Act that are available for assistance for 
Colombia shall be made available in the 
amounts indicated in the table in the accom-
panying report. 

(b) DETERMINATION AND CERTIFICATION RE-
QUIRED.—Funds appropriated by this Act that 
are available for assistance for the Colombian 
Armed Forces, may be made available as fol-
lows: 

(1) Up to 70 percent of such funds may be obli-
gated prior to the certification and report by the 
Secretary of State pursuant to paragraph (2). 

(2) Up to 15 percent of such funds may be obli-
gated only after the Secretary of State consults 
with, and submits a written certification and re-
port to, the Committees on Appropriations that: 

(A) The Commander General of the Colombian 
Armed Forces is suspending from the Armed 
Forces those members, of whatever rank who, 
according to the Minister of Defense or the 
Procuraduria General de la Nacion, have been 
credibly alleged to have committed gross viola-
tions of human rights, including extra-judicial 
killings, or to have aided or abetted para-
military organizations or successor armed 
groups. 

(B) The Colombian Government is vigorously 
investigating and prosecuting, in the civilian 
justice system, those members of the Colombian 

Armed Forces, of whatever rank, who have been 
credibly alleged to have committed gross viola-
tions of human rights, including extra-judicial 
killings, or to have aided or abetted para-
military organizations or successor armed 
groups, and is promptly punishing those mem-
bers of the Colombian Armed Forces found to 
have committed such violations of human rights 
or to have aided or abetted such organizations 
or successor groups. 

(C) The Colombian Armed Forces are cooper-
ating fully with civilian prosecutors and judi-
cial authorities in such cases (including pro-
viding requested information, such as the iden-
tity of persons suspended from the Armed Forces 
and the nature and cause of the suspension, 
and access to witnesses, relevant military docu-
ments, and other requested information). 

(D) The Colombian Armed Forces have taken 
all necessary steps to sever links (including de-
nying access to military intelligence, vehicles, 
and other equipment or supplies, and ceasing 
other forms of active or tacit cooperation) at the 
command, battalion, and brigade levels, with 
paramilitary organizations and successor armed 
groups, especially in regions where such organi-
zations or successor groups have a significant 
presence. 

(E) The Colombian Government is dismantling 
paramilitary leadership and financial networks 
by arresting and prosecuting under civilian 
criminal law individuals who have provided fi-
nancial, planning, or logistical support, or have 
otherwise aided or abetted paramilitary organi-
zations or successor armed groups, by identi-
fying and confiscating land and other assets il-
legally acquired by such organizations or their 
associates and returning such land or assets to 
their rightful owners, by revoking reduced sen-
tences for demobilized paramilitaries who en-
gage in new criminal activity, and by arresting, 
prosecuting under civilian criminal law, and 
when requested, promptly extraditing to the 
United States members of successor armed 
groups. 

(F) The Colombian Government is ensuring 
that the Colombian Armed Forces are not vio-
lating the land and property rights of Colom-
bia’s indigenous and Afro-Colombian commu-
nities, and the Colombian Armed Forces are dis-
tinguishing between civilians, including dis-
placed persons, and combatants in their oper-
ations. 

(3) The balance of such funds may be obli-
gated after July 31, 2008, if, before such date, 
the Secretary of State consults with, and sub-
mits a written certification and report to, the 
Committees on Appropriations, that the Colom-
bian Armed Forces are continuing to meet the 
conditions contained in paragraph (2) and are 
conducting vigorous operations to restore civil-
ian government authority and respect for 
human rights in areas under the effective con-
trol of paramilitary organizations or successor 
armed groups and guerrilla organizations. 

(c) REPORT.—The reports required by sub-
sections (a)(2) and (a)(3) of this section shall 
contain, with respect to each such subsection, a 
detailed description of the actions taken by the 
Colombian Government or Armed Forces which 
support each requirement of the certification, 
and the cases or issues brought to the attention 
of the Secretary for which the actions taken by 
the Colombian Government or Armed Forces 
have been inadequate. 

(d) CONGRESSIONAL NOTIFICATION.—Funds 
made available by this Act for the Colombian 
Armed Forces shall be subject to the regular no-
tification procedures of the Committees on Ap-
propriations. 

(e) CONSULTATIVE PROCESS.—Not later than 60 
days after the date of enactment of this Act, 
and every 90 days thereafter until September 30, 
2008, the Secretary of State shall consult with 
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Colombian and internationally recognized 
human rights organizations regarding progress 
in meeting the conditions contained in sub-
section (a). 

(f) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
(1) AIDED OR ABETTED.—The term ‘‘aided or 

abetted’’ means to provide any support to para-
military or successor armed groups, including 
taking actions which allow, facilitate, or other-
wise foster the activities of such groups. 

(2) PARAMILITARY GROUPS.—The term ‘‘para-
military groups’’ means illegal self-defense 
groups and illegal security cooperatives, includ-
ing those groups and cooperatives that have for-
merly demobilized but continue illegal oper-
ations, as well as parts thereof. 

ILLEGAL ARMED GROUPS 
SEC. 657. (a) DENIAL OF VISAS.—Subject to 

subsection (b), the Secretary of State shall not 
issue a visa to any alien who the Secretary de-
termines, based on credible evidence— 

(1) has willfully provided any support to the 
Revolutionary Armed Forces of Colombia 
(FARC), the National Liberation Army (ELN), 
or the United Self-Defense Forces of Colombia 
(AUC), or successor armed groups, including 
taking actions or failing to take actions which 
allow, facilitate, or otherwise foster the activi-
ties of such groups; or 

(2) has committed, ordered, incited, assisted, 
or otherwise participated in the commission of 
gross violations of human rights, including 
extra-judicial killings, in Colombia. 

(b) WAIVER.—Subsection (a) shall not apply if 
the Secretary of State determines and certifies to 
the appropriate congressional committees, on a 
case-by-case basis, that the issuance of a visa to 
the alien is necessary to support the peace proc-
ess in Colombia or for humanitarian reasons. 

WEST BANK AND GAZA ASSISTANCE 
SEC. 658. (a) VETTING.—Prior to the obligation 

of funds appropriated by this Act under the 
heading ‘‘Economic Support Fund’’ for assist-
ance for the West Bank and Gaza, the Secretary 
of State shall take all appropriate steps to en-
sure that such assistance is not provided to or 
through any individual, private or government 
entity, or educational institution that the Sec-
retary knows or has reason to believe advocates, 
plans, sponsors, engages in, or has engaged in, 
terrorist activity. The Secretary of State shall 
terminate assistance to any individual, entity, 
or educational institution which the Secretary 
has determined to be involved in or advocating 
terrorist activity. 

(b) PROHIBITION.—None of the funds appro-
priated by this Act for assistance under the 
West Bank and Gaza program may be made 
available for the purpose of recognizing or oth-
erwise honoring individuals who commit, or 
have committed, acts of terrorism. 

(c) AUDITS.— 
(1) The Administrator of the United States 

Agency for International Development shall en-
sure that Federal or non-Federal audits of all 
contractors and grantees, and significant sub-
contractors and subgrantees, under the West 
Bank and Gaza Program, are conducted at least 
on an annual basis to ensure, among other 
things, compliance with this section. 

(2) Of the funds appropriated by this Act 
under the heading ‘‘Economic Support Fund’’ 
that are made available for assistance for the 
West Bank and Gaza, up to $500,000 may be 
used by the Office of the Inspector General of 
the United States Agency for International De-
velopment for audits, inspections, and other ac-
tivities in furtherance of the requirements of 
this subsection. Such funds are in addition to 
funds otherwise available for such purposes. 

WAR CRIMINALS 
SEC. 659. (a)(1) None of the funds appro-

priated or otherwise made available pursuant to 
this Act may be made available for assistance, 

and the Secretary of the Treasury shall instruct 
the United States executive directors to the 
international financial institutions to vote 
against any new project involving the extension 
by such institutions of any financial or tech-
nical assistance, to any country, entity, or mu-
nicipality whose competent authorities have 
failed, as determined by the Secretary of State, 
to take necessary and significant steps to imple-
ment its international legal obligations to appre-
hend and transfer to the International Criminal 
Tribunal for the former Yugoslavia (the ‘‘Tri-
bunal’’) all persons in their territory who have 
been indicted by the Tribunal and to otherwise 
cooperate with the Tribunal. 

(2) The provisions of this subsection shall not 
apply to humanitarian assistance or assistance 
for democratization. 

(b) The provisions of subsection (a) shall 
apply unless the Secretary of State determines 
and reports to the appropriate congressional 
committees that the competent authorities of 
such country, entity, or municipality are— 

(1) cooperating with the Tribunal, including 
access for investigators to archives and wit-
nesses, the provision of documents, and the sur-
render and transfer of indictees or assistance in 
their apprehension; and 

(2) are acting consistently with the Dayton 
Accords. 

(c) Not less than 10 days before any vote in an 
international financial institution regarding the 
extension of any new project involving financial 
or technical assistance or grants to any country 
or entity described in subsection (a), the Sec-
retary of the Treasury, in consultation with the 
Secretary of State, shall provide to the Commit-
tees on Appropriations a written justification 
for the proposed assistance, including an expla-
nation of the United States position regarding 
any such vote, as well as a description of the lo-
cation of the proposed assistance by munici-
pality, its purpose, and its intended bene-
ficiaries. 

(d) In carrying out this section, the Secretary 
of State, the Administrator of the United States 
Agency for International Development, and the 
Secretary of the Treasury shall consult with 
representatives of human rights organizations 
and all government agencies with relevant in-
formation to help prevent indicted war criminals 
from benefiting from any financial or technical 
assistance or grants provided to any country or 
entity described in subsection (a). 

(e) The Secretary of State may waive the ap-
plication of subsection (a) with respect to 
projects within a country, entity, or munici-
pality upon a written determination to the Com-
mittees on Appropriations that such assistance 
directly supports the implementation of the 
Dayton Accords. 

(f) DEFINITIONS.—As used in this section: 
(1) COUNTRY.—The term ‘‘country’’ means 

Bosnia and Herzegovina, Croatia and Serbia. 
(2) ENTITY.—The term ‘‘entity’’ refers to the 

Federation of Bosnia and Herzegovina, Kosovo, 
Montenegro and the Republika Srpska. 

(3) MUNICIPALITY.—The term ‘‘municipality’’ 
means a city, town or other subdivision within 
a country or entity as defined herein. 

(4) DAYTON ACCORDS.—The term ‘‘Dayton Ac-
cords’’ means the General Framework Agree-
ment for Peace in Bosnia and Herzegovina, to-
gether with annexes relating thereto, done at 
Dayton, November 10 through 16, 1995. 

USER FEES 
SEC. 660. The Secretary of the Treasury shall 

instruct the United States Executive Director at 
each international financial institution (as de-
fined in section 1701(c)(2) of the International 
Financial Institutions Act) and the Inter-
national Monetary Fund to oppose any loan, 
grant, strategy or policy of these institutions 
that would require user fees or service charges 

on poor people for primary education or primary 
healthcare, including prevention and treatment 
for HIV/AIDS, malaria, tuberculosis, and in-
fant, child, and maternal well-being, in connec-
tion with the institutions’ financing programs. 

FUNDING FOR SERBIA 
SEC. 661. (a) Funds appropriated by this Act 

may be made available for assistance for the 
central Government of Serbia after May 31, 2008, 
if the President has made the determination and 
certification contained in subsection (c). 

(b) After May 31, 2008, the Secretary of the 
Treasury should instruct the United States exec-
utive directors to the international financial in-
stitutions to support loans and assistance to the 
Government of Serbia subject to the conditions 
in subsection (c). 

(c) The determination and certification re-
ferred to in subsection (a) is a determination by 
the President and a certification to the Commit-
tees on Appropriations that the Government of 
Serbia is— 

(1) cooperating with the International Crimi-
nal Tribunal for the former Yugoslavia includ-
ing access for investigators, the provision of 
documents, timely information on the location, 
movement, and sources of financial support of 
indictees, and the surrender and transfer of 
indictees or assistance in their apprehension, in-
cluding Ratko Mladic and Radovan Karadzic; 

(2) taking steps that are consistent with the 
Dayton Accords to end Serbian financial, polit-
ical, security and other support which has 
served to maintain separate Republika Srpska 
institutions; and 

(3) taking steps to implement policies which 
reflect a respect for minority rights and the rule 
of law. 

(d) This section shall not apply to Kosovo, hu-
manitarian assistance or assistance to promote 
democracy. 

COMMUNITY-BASED POLICE ASSISTANCE 
SEC. 662. (a) AUTHORITY.—Funds made avail-

able by this Act to carry out the provisions of 
chapter 1 of part I and chapter 4 of part II of 
the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961, may be used, 
notwithstanding section 660 of that Act, to en-
hance the effectiveness and accountability of ci-
vilian police authority through training and 
technical assistance in human rights, the rule of 
law, strategic planning, and through assistance 
to foster civilian police roles that support demo-
cratic governance including assistance for pro-
grams to prevent conflict, respond to disasters, 
address gender-based violence, and foster im-
proved police relations with the communities 
they serve. 

(b) NOTIFICATION.—Assistance provided under 
subsection (a) shall be subject to prior consulta-
tion with, and the regular notification proce-
dures of, the Committees on Appropriations. 

SPECIAL DEBT RELIEF FOR THE POOREST 
SEC. 663. (a) AUTHORITY TO REDUCE DEBT.— 

The President may reduce amounts owed to the 
United States (or any agency of the United 
States) by an eligible country as a result of— 

(1) guarantees issued under sections 221 and 
222 of the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961; 

(2) credits extended or guarantees issued 
under the Arms Export Control Act; or 

(3) any obligation or portion of such obliga-
tion, to pay for purchases of United States agri-
cultural commodities guaranteed by the Com-
modity Credit Corporation under export credit 
guarantee programs authorized pursuant to sec-
tion 5(f) of the Commodity Credit Corporation 
Charter Act of June 29, 1948, as amended, sec-
tion 4(b) of the Food for Peace Act of 1966, as 
amended (Public Law 89–808), or section 202 of 
the Agricultural Trade Act of 1978, as amended 
(Public Law 95–501). 

(b) LIMITATIONS.— 
(1) The authority provided by subsection (a) 

may be exercised only to implement multilateral 
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official debt relief and referendum agreements, 
commonly referred to as ‘‘Paris Club Agreed 
Minutes’’. 

(2) The authority provided by subsection (a) 
may be exercised only in such amounts or to 
such extent as is provided in advance by appro-
priations Acts. 

(3) The authority provided by subsection (a) 
may be exercised only with respect to countries 
with heavy debt burdens that are eligible to bor-
row from the International Development Asso-
ciation, but not from the International Bank for 
Reconstruction and Development, commonly re-
ferred to as ‘‘IDA-only’’ countries. 

(c) CONDITIONS.—The authority provided by 
subsection (a) may be exercised only with re-
spect to a country whose government— 

(1) does not have an excessive level of military 
expenditures; 

(2) has not repeatedly provided support for 
acts of international terrorism; 

(3) is not failing to cooperate on international 
narcotics control matters; 

(4) (including its military or other security 
forces) does not engage in a consistent pattern 
of gross violations of internationally recognized 
human rights; and 

(5) is not ineligible for assistance because of 
the application of section 527 of the Foreign Re-
lations Authorization Act, Fiscal Years 1994 and 
1995. 

(d) AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS.—The authority 
provided by subsection (a) may be used only 
with regard to the funds appropriated by this 
Act under the heading ‘‘Debt Restructuring’’. 

(e) CERTAIN PROHIBITIONS INAPPLICABLE.—A 
reduction of debt pursuant to subsection (a) 
shall not be considered assistance for the pur-
poses of any provision of law limiting assistance 
to a country. The authority provided by sub-
section (a) may be exercised notwithstanding 
section 620(r) of the Foreign Assistance Act of 
1961 or section 321 of the International Develop-
ment and Food Assistance Act of 1975. 

AUTHORITY TO ENGAGE IN DEBT BUYBACKS OR 
SALES 

SEC. 664. (a) LOANS ELIGIBLE FOR SALE, RE-
DUCTION, OR CANCELLATION.— 

(1) AUTHORITY TO SELL, REDUCE, OR CANCEL 
CERTAIN LOANS.—Notwithstanding any other 
provision of law, the President may, in accord-
ance with this section, sell to any eligible pur-
chaser any concessional loan or portion thereof 
made before January 1, 1995, pursuant to the 
Foreign Assistance Act of 1961, to the govern-
ment of any eligible country as defined in sec-
tion 702(6) of that Act or on receipt of payment 
from an eligible purchaser, reduce or cancel 
such loan or portion thereof, only for the pur-
pose of facilitating— 

(A) debt-for-equity swaps, debt-for-develop-
ment swaps, or debt-for-nature swaps; or 

(B) a debt buyback by an eligible country of 
its own qualified debt, only if the eligible coun-
try uses an additional amount of the local cur-
rency of the eligible country, equal to not less 
than 40 percent of the price paid for such debt 
by such eligible country, or the difference be-
tween the price paid for such debt and the face 
value of such debt, to support activities that 
link conservation and sustainable use of natural 
resources with local community development, 
and child survival and other child development, 
in a manner consistent with sections 707 
through 710 of the Foreign Assistance Act of 
1961, if the sale, reduction, or cancellation 
would not contravene any term or condition of 
any prior agreement relating to such loan. 

(2) TERMS AND CONDITIONS.—Notwithstanding 
any other provision of law, the President shall, 
in accordance with this section, establish the 
terms and conditions under which loans may be 
sold, reduced, or canceled pursuant to this sec-
tion. 

(3) ADMINISTRATION.—The Facility, as defined 
in section 702(8) of the Foreign Assistance Act of 
1961, shall notify the administrator of the agen-
cy primarily responsible for administering part I 
of the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961 of pur-
chasers that the President has determined to be 
eligible, and shall direct such agency to carry 
out the sale, reduction, or cancellation of a loan 
pursuant to this section. Such agency shall 
make adjustment in its accounts to reflect the 
sale, reduction, or cancellation. 

(4) LIMITATION.—The authorities of this sub-
section shall be available only to the extent that 
appropriations for the cost of the modification, 
as defined in section 502 of the Congressional 
Budget Act of 1974, are made in advance. 

(b) DEPOSIT OF PROCEEDS.—The proceeds from 
the sale, reduction, or cancellation of any loan 
sold, reduced, or canceled pursuant to this sec-
tion shall be deposited in the United States Gov-
ernment account or accounts established for the 
repayment of such loan. 

(c) ELIGIBLE PURCHASERS.—A loan may be 
sold pursuant to subsection (a)(1)(A) only to a 
purchaser who presents plans satisfactory to the 
President for using the loan for the purpose of 
engaging in debt-for-equity swaps, debt-for-de-
velopment swaps, or debt-for-nature swaps. 

(d) DEBTOR CONSULTATIONS.—Before the sale 
to any eligible purchaser, or any reduction or 
cancellation pursuant to this section, of any 
loan made to an eligible country, the President 
should consult with the country concerning the 
amount of loans to be sold, reduced, or canceled 
and their uses for debt-for-equity swaps, debt- 
for-development swaps, or debt-for-nature 
swaps. 

(e) AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS.—The authority 
provided by subsection (a) may be used only 
with regard to funds appropriated by this Act 
under the heading ‘‘Debt Restructuring’’. 

RECONCILIATION PROGRAMS 
SEC. 665. Of the funds appropriated under the 

heading ‘‘Economic Support Fund’’, not less 
than $20,000,000 shall be made available to sup-
port reconciliation programs and activities 
which bring together individuals of different 
ethnic, religious, and political backgrounds from 
areas of civil conflict and war. 

SUDAN 
SEC. 666. (a) LIMITATION ON ASSISTANCE.— 

Subject to subsection (b): 
(1) Notwithstanding section 501(a) of the 

International Malaria Control Act of 2000 (Pub-
lic Law 106–570) or any other provision of law, 
none of the funds appropriated by this Act may 
be made available for assistance for the Govern-
ment of Sudan. 

(2) None of the funds appropriated by this Act 
may be made available for the cost, as defined 
in section 502, of the Congressional Budget Act 
of 1974, of modifying loans and loan guarantees 
held by the Government of Sudan, including the 
cost of selling, reducing, or canceling amounts 
owed to the United States, and modifying 
concessional loans, guarantees, and credit 
agreements. 

(b) Subsection (a) shall not apply if the Sec-
retary of State determines and certifies to the 
Committees on Appropriations that— 

(1) the Government of Sudan is honoring its 
pledges to cease attacks upon civilians and has 
disarmed and demobilized the Janjaweed and 
other government-supported militias; 

(2) the Government of Sudan and all govern-
ment-supported militia groups are honoring 
their commitments made in all previous cease- 
fire agreements; and 

(3) the Government of Sudan is allowing 
unimpeded access to Darfur to humanitarian 
aid organizations, the human rights investiga-
tion and humanitarian teams of the United Na-
tions, including protection officers, and an 
international monitoring team that is based in 

Darfur and that has the support of the United 
States. 

(c) EXCEPTIONS.—The provisions of subsection 
(a) shall not apply to— 

(1) humanitarian assistance; 
(2) assistance for Darfur and for areas outside 

the control of the Government of Sudan; and 
(3) assistance to support implementation of 

the Comprehensive Peace Agreement and the 
Darfur Peace Agreement or any other inter-
nationally-recognized peace agreement in 
Sudan. 

(d) DEFINITIONS.—For the purposes of this 
Act, the term ‘‘Government of Sudan’’ shall not 
include the Government of Southern Sudan. 

TRANSPARENCY AND ACCOUNTABILITY 
SEC. 667. (a) UNITED NATIONS DEVELOPMENT 

PROGRAM.—Prior to the initial obligation of 
funds appropriated in this Act under the head-
ing ‘‘International Organizations and Pro-
grams’’ for a United States contribution to the 
United Nations Development Program (UNDP), 
the Secretary of State shall certify and report to 
the Committees on Appropriations that UNDP 
is— 

(1) giving adequate and appropriate access to 
information to the United States Mission to the 
United Nations regarding UNDP’s programs and 
activities, as requested, including in North 
Korea and Burma; and 

(2) conducting appropriate oversight of UNDP 
programs and activities globally. 

(b) WORLD BANK.—Twenty percent of the 
funds appropriated by this Act under the head-
ing ‘‘International Development Association’’ 
shall be withheld from disbursement until the 
Secretary of the Treasury reports to the Commit-
tees on Appropriations that— 

(1) the World Bank has made publicly avail-
able, in an appropriate manner, financial dis-
closure forms of senior World Bank personnel, 
including those at the level of managing direc-
tor, vice president, and above; 

(2) the World Bank has established a plan 
and maintains a schedule for conducting reg-
ular, independent audits of internal manage-
ment controls and procedures for meeting oper-
ational objectives, and is making reports de-
scribing the scope and findings of such audits 
available to the public; 

(3) the World Bank is adequately staffing and 
sufficiently funding the Department of Institu-
tional Integrity; and 

(4) the World Bank has made publicly avail-
able the ‘‘Volker Panel’’ report regarding the re-
view and evaluation of the mandate and au-
thorities, policies, procedures, practices, inde-
pendence, reporting lines, and oversight mecha-
nisms of the World Bank’s Department of Insti-
tutional Integrity. 

(c) REPORT.—The Comptroller General of the 
United States shall conduct an assessment of 
the financial management and oversight of pro-
grams and activities funded under the headings 
‘‘Millennium Challenge Corporation’’, ‘‘Global 
Health Programs’’ (for HIV/AIDS programs), 
and ‘‘Global HIV/AIDS Initiative’’ in this Act 
and prior Acts making appropriations for for-
eign operations, export financing, and related 
programs. The assessment shall include an ex-
amination of donor coordination efforts, and 
recommendations for improving financial over-
sight of such programs and activities. 
EXCESS DEFENSE ARTICLES FOR CENTRAL AND 

SOUTH EUROPEAN COUNTRIES AND CERTAIN 
OTHER COUNTRIES 
SEC. 668. Notwithstanding section 516(e) of the 

Foreign Assistance Act of 1961 (22 U.S.C. 
2321j(e)), during fiscal year 2008, funds avail-
able to the Department of Defense may be ex-
pended for crating, packing, handling, and 
transportation of excess defense articles trans-
ferred under the authority of section 516 of such 
Act to Albania, Afghanistan, Bulgaria, Croatia, 
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Estonia, Former Yugoslavian Republic of Mac-
edonia, Georgia, India, Iraq, Latvia, Lithuania, 
Moldova, Mongolia, Pakistan, Romania, Slo-
vakia, and Ukraine. 

ZIMBABWE 
SEC. 669. The Secretary of the Treasury shall 

instruct the United States executive director to 
each international financial institution to vote 
against any extension by the respective institu-
tion of any loans to the Government of 
Zimbabwe, except to meet basic human needs or 
to promote democracy, unless the Secretary of 
State determines and certifies to the Committees 
on Appropriations that the rule of law has been 
restored in Zimbabwe, including respect for 
ownership and title to property, freedom of 
speech and association. 

DEVELOPMENT GRANTS PROGRAM 
SEC. 670. (a) ESTABLISHMENT OF THE PRO-

GRAM.—There is established within the United 
States Agency for International Development 
(USAID) a Development Grants Program (DGP) 
to provide small grants to United States and in-
digenous nongovernmental organizations for the 
purpose of carrying out the provisions of chap-
ters 1 and 10 of part I and chapter 4 of part II 
of the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961. 

(b) ELIGIBILITY FOR GRANTS.—Grants from the 
DGP shall be made only for proposals of non-
governmental organizations identified in the re-
port accompanying this Act that are rec-
ommended for consideration for funding by that 
report, and for proposals of other nongovern-
mental organizations that apply. 

(c) COMPETITION.—To the maximum extent 
practicable, grants made pursuant to the au-
thority of this section shall be open, transparent 
and competitive. 

(d) SIZE OF PROGRAM AND INDIVIDUAL 
GRANTS.— 

(1) Of the funds appropriated by this Act to 
carry out chapter 1 of part I and chapter 4 of 
part II of the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961, not 
less than $50,000,000 shall be made available for 
purposes of this section: Provided, That not 
more than 50 percent of this amount shall be de-
rived from funds appropriated to carry out 
chapter 1 of part I of such Act. 

(2) No individual grant, or grant amendment, 
made pursuant to this section shall exceed 
$2,000,000. 

(e) AVAILABILITY OF OTHER FUNDS.—Funds 
made available under this section are in addi-
tion to other funds available for such purposes 
including funds designated by this Act by sec-
tion 665, Reconciliation Programs. 

(f) DEFINITION.—For purposes of this section, 
the term ‘‘nongovernmental organization’’ 
means a private and voluntary organization or 
for-profit entity, and shall not include entities 
owned in whole or in part by a government or 
governmental entity. 

(g) REPORT.—Within 90 days from the date of 
enactment of this Act, and after consultation 
with the Committees on Appropriations, the Ad-
ministrator of USAID shall submit a report to 
those Committees describing the procedures and 
mechanisms USAID will use to implement this 
section. 

MONITORING OF MILITARY ASSISTANCE 
SEC. 671. Not later than 90 days after enact-

ment of this Act, the Secretary of State shall 
submit a report to the Committees on Appropria-
tions describing the procedures being applied, 
on a country-by-country basis, to monitor 
whether funds appropriated by this Act under 
the heading ‘‘Foreign Military Financing Pro-
gram’’ for assistance for Bangladesh, Demo-
cratic Republic of the Congo, Ethiopia, Paki-
stan, Philippines, and Sri Lanka, are misused 
by units of the security forces of such countries 
against civilians, including civilians who are 
members of political opposition parties and 
human rights groups. 

DISASTER ASSISTANCE AND RECOVERY 
SEC. 672. (a) Funds made available to the 

Comptroller General under chapter 4 of title I of 
the Emergency Supplemental Appropriations 
Act (Public Law 106–31; 113 Stat. 69) and section 
593 of the Foreign Operations, Export Financ-
ing, and Programs Agencies Appropriations Act, 
2001 (Public Law 106–429; 114 Stat. 1900A–59) to 
monitor the provisions of assistance to address 
the effects of hurricanes in Central America and 
the Caribbean and the earthquake in Colombia, 
and to monitor the earthquake relief and recon-
struction efforts in El Salvador under section 
561 of the Foreign Operations, Export Financ-
ing, and Programs Agencies Appropriations Act, 
2002 (Public Law 107–115; 115 Stat. 2162) shall 
also be available to the Comptroller General to 
monitor any other disaster assistance and recov-
ery effort. 

(b) This section shall apply with respect to fis-
cal year 2008 and each year thereafter. 

UNITED STATES AGENCY FOR INTERNATIONAL 
DEVELOPMENT MANAGEMENT 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 
SEC. 673. (a) AUTHORITY.—Up to $81,000,000 of 

the funds made available in this Act to carry 
out the provisions of part I of the Foreign As-
sistance Act of 1961, including funds appro-
priated under the heading ‘‘Assistance for East-
ern Europe and the Baltic States’’, may be used 
by the United States Agency for International 
Development (USAID) to hire and employ indi-
viduals in the United States and overseas on a 
limited appointment basis pursuant to the au-
thority of sections 308 and 309 of the Foreign 
Service Act of 1980. 

(b) RESTRICTIONS.— 
(1) The number of individuals hired in any fis-

cal year pursuant to the authority contained in 
subsection (a) may not exceed 175. 

(2) The authority to hire individuals con-
tained in subsection (a) shall expire on Sep-
tember 30, 2009. 

(c) CONDITIONS.—The authority of subsection 
(a) may only be used to the extent that an 
equivalent number of positions that are filled by 
personal services contractors or other nondirect- 
hire employees of USAID, who are compensated 
with funds appropriated to carry out part I of 
the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961, including 
funds appropriated under the heading ‘‘Assist-
ance for Eastern Europe and the Baltic States’’, 
are eliminated. 

(d) PRIORITY SECTORS.—In exercising the au-
thority of this section, primary emphasis shall 
be placed on enabling USAID to meet personnel 
positions in technical skill areas currently en-
cumbered by contractor or other nondirect-hire 
personnel. 

(e) CONSULTATIONS.—The USAID Adminis-
trator shall consult with the Committees on Ap-
propriations at least on a quarterly basis con-
cerning the implementation of this section. 

(f) PROGRAM ACCOUNT CHARGED.—The ac-
count charged for the cost of an individual 
hired and employed under the authority of this 
section shall be the account to which such indi-
vidual’s responsibilities primarily relate. Funds 
made available to carry out this section may be 
transferred to and merged and consolidated 
with funds appropriated for ‘‘Operating Ex-
penses of the United States Agency for Inter-
national Development’’. 

(g) MANAGEMENT REFORM PILOT.—Of the 
funds made available in subsection (a), USAID 
may use, in addition to funds otherwise avail-
able for such purposes, up to $15,000,000 to fund 
overseas support costs of members of the Foreign 
Service with a Foreign Service rank of four or 
below: Provided, That such authority is only 
used to reduce USAID’s reliance on overseas 
personal services contractors or other nondirect- 
hire employees compensated with funds appro-
priated to carry out part I of the Foreign Assist-

ance Act of 1961, including funds appropriated 
under the heading ‘‘Assistance for Eastern Eu-
rope and the Baltic States’’. 

(h) DISASTER SURGE CAPACITY.—Funds appro-
priated by this Act to carry out part I of the 
Foreign Assistance Act of 1961, including funds 
appropriated under the heading ‘‘Assistance for 
Eastern Europe and the Baltic States’’, may be 
used, in addition to funds otherwise available 
for such purposes, for the cost (including the 
support costs) of individuals detailed to or em-
ployed by the United States Agency for Inter-
national Development whose primary responsi-
bility is to carry out programs in response to 
natural disasters. 

OPIC TRANSFER AUTHORITY 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 
SEC. 674. Whenever the President determines 

that it is in furtherance of the purposes of the 
Foreign Assistance Act of 1961, up to a total of 
$20,000,000 of the funds appropriated under title 
II of this Act may be transferred to and merged 
with funds appropriated by this Act for the 
Overseas Private Investment Corporation Pro-
gram Account, to be subject to the terms and 
conditions of that account: Provided, That such 
funds shall not be available for administrative 
expenses of the Overseas Private Investment 
Corporation: Provided further, That funds ear-
marked by this Act shall not be transferred pur-
suant to this section: Provided further, That the 
exercise of such authority shall be subject to the 
regular notification procedures of the Commit-
tees on Appropriations. 

REPORTING REQUIREMENT 
SEC. 675. The Secretary of State shall provide 

the Committees on Appropriations, not later 
than April 1, 2008, and for each fiscal quarter, 
a report in writing on the uses of funds made 
available under the headings ‘‘Foreign Military 
Financing Program’’, ‘‘International Military 
Education and Training’’, and ‘‘Peacekeeping 
Operations’’: Provided, That such report shall 
include a description of the obligation and ex-
penditure of funds, and the specific country in 
receipt of, and the use or purpose of the assist-
ance provided by such funds. 

ENVIRONMENT AND ENERGY CONSERVATION 
PROGRAMS 

SEC. 676. (a) BIODIVERSITY.—Of the funds ap-
propriated under the heading ‘‘Development As-
sistance’’, not less than $195,000,000 shall be 
made available for programs and activities 
which directly protect biodiversity, including 
forests, in developing countries, of which not 
less than the amount of funds initially allocated 
pursuant to section 653(a) of the Foreign Assist-
ance Act of 1961 for fiscal year 2006 shall be 
made available for such activities in Brazil, Co-
lombia, Ecuador, Peru and Bolivia, and that in 
addition to such amounts for such countries not 
less than $15,000,000 shall be made available for 
the United States Agency for International De-
velopment’s Amazon Basin Conservation Initia-
tive: Provided, That of the funds appropriated 
by this Act, not less than $17,500,000 shall be 
made available for the Congo Basin Forest Part-
nership of which not less than $2,500,000 shall 
be made available to the United States Fish and 
Wildlife Service for wildlife conservation pro-
grams in Central Africa. 

(b) ENERGY.— 
(1) Of the funds appropriated by this Act, not 

less than $195,000,000 shall be made available to 
support clean energy and other climate change 
programs in developing countries, of which not 
less than $125,000,000 should be made available 
to directly promote and deploy energy conserva-
tion, energy efficiency, and renewable and clean 
energy technologies with an emphasis on small 
hydro, solar and wind energy, and of which the 
balance should be made available to directly: (1) 
reduce greenhouse gas emissions; (2) increase 
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carbon sequestration activities; and (3) support 
climate change mitigation and adaptation pro-
grams. 

(2) The Secretary of State shall convene an 
interagency committee, including appropriate 
officials of the Department of State, the United 
States Agency for International Development, 
and the Environmental Protection Agency, to 
evaluate the specific needs of developing coun-
tries in adapting to climate change impacts: 
Provided, That the Secretary shall submit a re-
port to the Committees on Appropriations not 
later than September 1, 2008, describing such 
needs, on a country-by-country and regional 
basis, and the actions planned and being taken 
by the United States, including funding pro-
vided to developing countries specifically for ad-
aptation to climate change impacts. 

(c) EXTRACTION OF NATURAL RESOURCES.— 
(1) The Secretary of the Treasury shall inform 

the managements of the international financial 
institutions and the public that it is the policy 
of the United States that any assistance by such 
institutions (including but not limited to any 
loan, credit, grant, or guarantee) for the extrac-
tion and export of oil, gas, coal, timber, or other 
natural resource should not be provided unless 
the government of the country has in place 
functioning systems for: (A) accurately account-
ing for revenues and expenditures in connection 
with the extraction and export of the type of 
natural resource to be extracted or exported; (B) 
the independent auditing of such accounts and 
the widespread public dissemination of the au-
dits; and (C) verifying government receipts 
against company payments including wide-
spread dissemination of such payment informa-
tion, and disclosing such documents as Host 
Government Agreements, Concession Agree-
ments, and bidding documents, allowing in any 
such dissemination or disclosure for the redac-
tion of, or exceptions for, information that is 
commercially proprietary or that would create 
competitive disadvantage. 

(2) Not later than 180 days after the enact-
ment of this Act, the Secretary of the Treasury 
shall submit a report to the Committees on Ap-
propriations describing, for each international 
financial institution, the amount and type of 
assistance provided, by country, for the extrac-
tion and export of oil, gas, coal, timber, or other 
national resource since September 30, 2007, and 
whether each institution considered, in its pro-
posal for such assistance, the extent to which 
the country has functioning systems described 
in paragraph (c)(1). 

(d) Funds appropriated under titles II, III and 
IV of this Act shall to the maximum extent prac-
ticable, be subject to the provisions of section 
117 (relating to environment and natural re-
sources) of the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961. 

UZBEKISTAN 
SEC. 677. (a) LIMITATION ON ASSISTANCE.— 

Funds appropriated by this Act may be made 
available for assistance for the central Govern-
ment of Uzbekistan only if the Secretary of 
State determines and reports to the Committees 
on Appropriations that— 

(1) the Government of Uzbekistan is making 
substantial and continuing progress in meeting 
its commitments under the ‘‘Declaration on the 
Strategic Partnership and Cooperation Frame-
work Between the Republic of Uzbekistan and 
the United States of America’’, including respect 
for human rights, establishing a genuine multi- 
party system, and ensuring free and fair elec-
tions, freedom of expression, and the independ-
ence of the media; and 

(2) a credible international investigation of 
the May 13, 2005, shootings in Andijan is under-
way with the support of the Government of Uz-
bekistan. 

(b) SANCTIONS.—Not later than 90 days after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Secretary 

of State shall send to the appropriate congres-
sional committees a list of officials of the Gov-
ernment of Uzbekistan and their immediate fam-
ily members who have been credibly alleged to 
have been involved in the Andijan massacre or 
in other gross violations of human rights in Uz-
bekistan; 

(c) IMPOSITION OF SANCTIONS.—Not later than 
10 days after the list described in subsection (b) 
is submitted to the appropriate congressional 
committees, the following sanctions shall apply: 

(1) Any individual on the list submitted under 
subsection (b) shall be ineligible for a visa to 
enter the United States. 

(2) No property or interest in property belong-
ing to an individual on the list submitted under 
subsection (b), or to a member of the immediate 
family of such individual if the property is ef-
fectively under the control of such individual, 
may be transferred, paid, exported, withdrawn, 
or otherwise dealt with, if the property is within 
the United States or within the possession or 
control of a United States person, including the 
overseas branch of such person, or after the 
date of the enactment of this Act comes within 
the control of such person. 

(3) No United States person may engage in fi-
nancial transactions with an individual on the 
list submitted under subsection (b), or with a 
member of the immediate family of such indi-
vidual if the transaction will benefit an indi-
vidual on the list submitted under subsection 
(b). 

(c) FREEZING OF ASSETS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of the Treas-

ury shall immediately block any assets, prop-
erty, transactions in foreign exchange, cur-
rency, or securities, and transfers of credit or 
payments between, by, through, or to any bank-
ing institution under the jurisdiction of the 
United States of an individual identified under 
subsection (b) of this section. 

(2) REPORTING REQUIREMENT.—Not later than 
15 days after a decision to freeze the assets iden-
tified in this subsection of any individual identi-
fied under subsection (b), the Secretary of the 
Treasury shall— 

(A) report the name of such individual to the 
Committees on Appropriations; and 

(B) require any United States financial insti-
tution holding such funds or assets to promptly 
report those funds and assets to the Office of 
Foreign Assets Control. 

CENTRAL ASIA 
SEC. 678. (a) Funds appropriated by this Act 

may be made available for assistance for the 
Government of Kazakhstan only if the Secretary 
of State determines and reports to the Commit-
tees on Appropriations that the Government of 
Kazakhstan has made significant improvements 
in the protection of human rights during the 
preceding 6 month period. 

(b) The Secretary of State may waive sub-
section (a) if he determines and reports to the 
Committees on Appropriations that such a waiv-
er is important to the national security of the 
United States. 

(c) Not later than October 1, 2008, the Sec-
retary of State shall submit a report to the Com-
mittees on Appropriations and the Committee on 
Foreign Relations of the Senate and the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs of the House of Rep-
resentatives describing the following: 

(1) The defense articles, defense services, and 
financial assistance provided by the United 
States to the countries of Central Asia during 
the 6-month period ending 30 days prior to sub-
mission of such report. 

(2) The use during such period of defense arti-
cles, defense services, and financial assistance 
provided by the United States by units of the 
armed forces, border guards, or other security 
forces of such countries. 

(d) For purposes of this section, the term 
‘‘countries of Central Asia’’ means Uzbekistan, 

Kazakhstan, Kyrgyz Republic, Tajikistan, and 
Turkmenistan. 

DISABILITY PROGRAMS 
SEC. 679. (a) Of the funds appropriated by this 

Act under the heading ‘‘Economic Support 
Fund’’, not less than $4,000,000 shall be made 
available for programs and activities adminis-
tered by the United States Agency for Inter-
national Development (USAID) to address the 
needs and protect the rights of people with dis-
abilities in developing countries, of which 
$1,500,000 should be made available to disability 
advocacy organizations that have expertise in 
working to protect the rights and increasing the 
independence and full participation of people 
with disabilities: Provided, That funds for dis-
ability advocacy organizations should be used 
for training and technical assistance for foreign 
disabled persons organizations in such areas as 
advocacy, education, independent living, and 
transportation, with the goal of promoting equal 
participation of people with disabilities in devel-
oping countries: Provided further, That USAID 
should seek to disburse at lease 25 percent of the 
funds made available pursuant to this sub-
section in the form of small grants. 

(b) Funds appropriated under the heading 
‘‘Operating Expenses of the United States Agen-
cy for International Development’’ shall be 
made available to develop and implement train-
ing for staff in overseas USAID missions to pro-
mote the full inclusion and equal participation 
of people with disabilities in developing coun-
tries. 

(c) The Secretary of State, the Secretary of the 
Treasury, and the Administrator of USAID shall 
seek to ensure that, where appropriate, con-
struction projects funded by this Act are acces-
sible to people with disabilities and in compli-
ance with the USAID Policy on Standards for 
Accessibility for the Disabled, or other similar 
accessibility standards. 

(d) Of the funds made available pursuant to 
subsection (a), not more than 7 percent may be 
for management, oversight and technical sup-
port. 

(e) Not later than 180 days after the date of 
enactment of this Act, and 180 days thereafter, 
the Administrator of USAID shall submit a re-
port describing the programs, activities, and or-
ganizations funded pursuant to this section. 

NEGLECTED TROPICAL DISEASES 
SEC. 680. Of the funds appropriated under the 

heading ‘‘Global Health Programs’’, not less 
than $15,000,000 shall be made available for con-
tinued support of the United States Agency for 
International Development’s cooperative agree-
ment to implement an integrated response to the 
control of neglected diseases including intestinal 
parasites, schistosomiasis, lymphatic filariasis, 
onchocerciasis, trachoma and leprosy: Provided, 
That the Administrator of the United States 
Agency for International Development shall 
work with relevant technical organizations ad-
dressing the specific diseases, recipient coun-
tries, donor countries, the private sector, 
UNICEF and the World Health Organization to 
develop a multilateral, integrated initiative to 
control these diseases that will enhance coordi-
nation and effectiveness and maximize the lever-
age of United States contributions with those of 
other donors: Provided further, That funds 
made available pursuant to this section shall be 
subject to the regular notification procedures of 
the Committees on Appropriations. 
ORPHANS, DISPLACED AND ABANDONED CHILDREN 

SEC. 681. Of the funds appropriated under 
title III of this Act, $3,000,000 should be made 
available for activities to improve the capacity 
of foreign government agencies and nongovern-
mental organizations to prevent child abandon-
ment, address the needs of orphans, displaced 
and abandoned children and provide permanent 
homes through family reunification, guardian-
ship and domestic adoptions: Provided, That 
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funds made available under title III of this Act 
should be made available, as appropriate, con-
sistent with— 

(1) the goal of enabling children to remain in 
the care of their family of origin, but when not 
possible, placing children in permanent homes 
through adoption; 

(2) the principle that such placements should 
be based on informed consent which has not 
been induced by payment or compensation; 

(3) the view that long-term foster care or insti-
tutionalization are not permanent options and 
should be used when no other suitable perma-
nent options are available; and 

(4) the recognition that programs that protect 
and support families can reduce the abandon-
ment and exploitation of children. 

COORDINATOR OF ACTIVITIES RELATING TO 
INDIGENOUS PEOPLES INTERNATIONALLY 

SEC. 682. (a) COORDINATOR.—After consulta-
tion with the Committees on Appropriations and 
not later than 90 days after the enactment of 
this Act, there shall be established within the 
Department of State in the immediate office of 
the Director of United States Foreign Assistance 
a Coordinator of Activities Relating to Indige-
nous Peoples Internationally (hereinafter in this 
section referred to as the ‘‘Coordinator’’), who 
shall be appointed by the Director. The Coordi-
nator shall report directly to the Director. 

(b) RESPONSIBILITIES.—The Coordinator shall: 
(1) Serve as a principal advisor to the Director 

of United States Foreign Assistance and the Ad-
ministrator of the United States Agency for 
International Development on matters relating 
to the rights and needs of indigenous peoples 
internationally and should represent the United 
States Government on such matters in meetings 
with foreign governments and multilateral insti-
tutions. 

(2) Provide for the oversight and coordination 
of all resources, programs, projects, and activi-
ties of the United States Government to protect 
the rights and address the needs of indigenous 
peoples internationally; and 

(3) Develop and coordinate assistance strate-
gies with specific goals, benchmarks, guidelines, 
and impact assessments (including support for 
local indigenous peoples’ organizations). 

(c) FUNDS.—Of the funds appropriated by this 
Act under the heading ‘‘Diplomatic and Con-
sular Programs’’, not less than $250,000 shall be 
made available for executing the provisions of 
this section. 

(d) REPORT.—Not later than one year after 
the enactment of this Act, the Secretary shall 
submit a report to the Committees on Appropria-
tions describing progress made in implementing 
this section. 

OVERSIGHT OF IRAQ RECONSTRUCTION 
SEC. 683. Subsection (o) of section 3001 of the 

Emergency Supplemental Appropriations Act for 
Defense and for the Reconstruction of Iraq and 
Afghanistan, 2004 (Public Law 108–106; 117 Stat. 
1234; 5 U.S.C. App. 3 section 8G note), as 
amended by section 1054(b) of the John Warner 
National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal 
Year 2007 (Public Law 109–364; 129 Stat. 2397), 
section 2 of the Iraq Reconstruction Account-
ability Act of 2006 (Public Law 109–440), and 
section 3801 of the U.S. Troop Readiness, Vet-
erans’ Care, Katrina Recovery, and Iraq Ac-
countability Appropriations Act, 2007 (Public 
Law 110–28) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (o)(1)(B) by striking ‘‘fiscal 
year 2006 or fiscal year 2007’’ and inserting ‘‘fis-
cal years 2006 through 2008’’. Section 1054 of 
Public Law 109–364 is amended by striking ‘‘fis-
cal year 2006’’ and inserting ‘‘fiscal years 2006 
through 2008’’; and 

(2) by adding at the end of such section the 
following subsection: 

‘‘(p) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—For the pur-
poses of carrying out the duties of the Inspector 

General, any United States funds appropriated 
or otherwise made available for fiscal years 2006 
through 2008 for the reconstruction of Iraq, irre-
spective of the designation of such funds, shall 
be deemed to be amounts appropriated or other-
wise made available to the Iraq Relief and Re-
construction Fund.’’. 

DEMOBILIZATION AND DISARMAMENT IN 
COLOMBIA 

SEC. 684. (a) AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS.—Of the 
funds appropriated in this Act, up to $12,000,000 
may be made available in fiscal year 2008 for as-
sistance for the demobilization and reintegration 
of former members of foreign terrorist organiza-
tions (FTOs) in Colombia, if the Secretary of 
State consults with and makes a certification 
described in subsection (b) to the Committees on 
Appropriations prior to the initial obligation of 
amounts for such assistance for the fiscal year 
involved. 

(b) CERTIFICATION.—A certification described 
in this subsection is a certification that— 

(1) assistance for the fiscal year will be pro-
vided only for individuals who have: (A) 
verifiably renounced and terminated any affili-
ation or involvement with FTOs or other illegal 
armed groups; (B) are meeting all the require-
ments of the Colombia Demobilization Program, 
including having disclosed their involvement in 
past crimes and their knowledge of the FTO’s 
structure, financing sources, illegal assets, and 
the location of kidnapping victims and bodies of 
the disappeared; and (C) are not involved in 
acts of intimidation or violence against human 
rights defenders; 

(2) the Government of Colombia is providing 
full cooperation to the Government of the 
United States to extradite the leaders and mem-
bers of the FTOs who have been indicted in the 
United States for murder, kidnapping, narcotics 
trafficking, or other violations of United States 
law, and is immediately extraditing to the 
United States those commanders, leaders and 
members indicted in the United States who have 
breached the terms of the Colombia Demobiliza-
tion Program, including by failing to fully con-
fess their crimes, failing to disclose their illegal 
assets, or committing new crimes since the ap-
proval of the Justice and Peace Law; 

(3) the Government of Colombia is not taking 
any steps to legalize the titles of land or other 
assets illegally obtained and held by FTOs, their 
associates, or successors, has established effec-
tive procedures to identify such land and other 
assets, and is confiscating and returning such 
land and other assets to their rightful owners; 

(4) the Government of Colombia is imple-
menting a concrete and workable framework for 
dismantling the organizational structures of for-
eign terrorist organizations; and 

(5) funds shall not be made available as cash 
payments to individuals and are available only 
for activities under the following categories: 
verification, reintegration (including training 
and education), vetting, recovery of assets for 
reparations for victims, and investigations and 
prosecutions. 

(c) NOTIFICATION.—Funds made available by 
this Act for demobilization and reintegration of 
members of FTOs shall be subject to the regular 
notification procedures of the Committees on 
Appropriations. 

(d) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
(1) APPROPRIATE CONGRESSIONAL COMMIT-

TEES.—The term ‘‘appropriate congressional 
committees’’ means— 

(A) the Committee on Appropriations and the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs of the House of 
Representatives; and 

(B) the Committee on Appropriations and the 
Committee on Foreign Relations of the Senate. 

(2) FOREIGN TERRORIST ORGANIZATION.—The 
term ‘‘foreign terrorist organization’’ means an 
organization designated as a terrorist organiza-

tion under section 219 of the Immigration and 
Nationality Act. 

INDONESIA 

SEC. 685. Of the funds appropriated under the 
heading ‘‘Foreign Military Financing Pro-
gram’’, $15,700,000 may be made available for as-
sistance for Indonesia, and an additional 
$2,000,000 may be made available when the Sec-
retary of State reports to the Committees on Ap-
propriations that the Government of Indonesia 
has provided a copy of its written plans to effec-
tively address the following, and a copy of each 
plan has been provided with the report— 

(1) accountability for past violations of 
human rights by members of the Indonesian 
military; 

(2) to allow public access to Papua and West 
Irian Jaya; and 

(3) to pursue the criminal investigation, and 
provide the projected timeframe for completing 
the investigation, of the murder of Munir Said 
Thalib. 

ASSISTANCE FOR GUATEMALA 
SEC. 686. (a) Funds appropriated by this Act 

under the heading ‘‘International Military Edu-
cation and Training’’ that are available for as-
sistance for Guatemala, other than for expanded 
international military education and training, 
may be made available only for the Guatemalan 
Air Force and Navy and may be made available 
for the Guatemalan Army Corps of Engineers 
only for training to improve disaster response 
capabilities and to participate in international 
peacekeeping operations: Provided, That such 
funds may be made available only if the Sec-
retary of State certifies that the Guatemalan Air 
Force, Navy and Army Corps of Engineers are 
respecting human rights, and civilian judicial 
authorities are investigating and prosecuting, 
with the military’s full cooperation, military 
personnel who have been credibly alleged to 
have committed gross violations of human 
rights. 

(b) Funds appropriated by this Act under the 
heading ‘‘Foreign Military Financing Program’’ 
that are available for assistance for Guatemala 
may be made available only for the Guatemalan 
Air Force, Navy and Army Corps of Engineers if 
the Secretary of State certifies that the Guate-
malan Air Force, Navy and Army Corps of Engi-
neers are respecting human rights, civilian judi-
cial authorities are investigating and pros-
ecuting, with the military’s full cooperation, 
military personnel who have been credibly al-
leged to have committed gross violations of 
human rights, and the Guatemalan Government 
has enacted into law the International Commis-
sion Against Impunity in Guatemala. 

(c) Funds made available for assistance for 
Guatemala under the headings referred to in 
this section shall be subject to the regular notifi-
cation procedures of the Committees on Appro-
priations. 

CHILD SOLDIERS 
SEC. 687. (a) No military assistance shall be 

furnished with funds appropriated by this Act 
and, during the current fiscal year, no military 
equipment or technology shall be sold or trans-
ferred pursuant to the authorities contained in 
this Act or any other Act, to the government of 
a country that is identified by the Department 
of State’s 2006 Country Reports on Human 
Rights Practices as having security forces that 
recruit or use child soldiers. 

(b) The Secretary of State may provide assist-
ance or defense articles otherwise prohibited 
under subsection (a) to a country upon certi-
fying to the Committees on Appropriations that 
the government of such country has imple-
mented effective measures to prohibit and pre-
vent the future recruitment or use of child sol-
diers. 
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(c) The Secretary of State may waive the ap-

plication to a country of the prohibition in sub-
section (a) if the Secretary determines and re-
ports to the Committees on Appropriations that 
such waiver is important to the national interest 
of the United States. 

PHILIPPINES 
SEC. 688. Of the funds appropriated by this 

Act under the heading ‘‘Foreign Military Fi-
nancing Program’’, not to exceed $30,000,000 
may be made available for assistance for the 
Philippines, and an additional $2,000,000 may be 
made available when the Secretary of State re-
ports to the Committees on Appropriations 
that— 

(1) the Philippine Government is implementing 
the recommendations of the United Nations Spe-
cial Rapporteur on Extrajudicial, Summary or 
Arbitrary Executions; and 

(2) the Philippine military is not engaging in 
acts of intimidation or violence against members 
of legal organizations who advocate for human 
rights. 

PAKISTAN 
SEC. 689. (a) Of the funds appropriated by this 

Act under the heading ‘‘Foreign Military Fi-
nancing Program’’, $300,000,000 may be made 
available for assistance for Pakistan, unless the 
Secretary of State reports to the Committees on 
Appropriations that the Government of Paki-
stan is not— 

(1) making effective and consistent efforts to 
prevent Al Qaeda and associated terrorist 
groups from operating in the territory of Paki-
stan, including by eliminating terrorist training 
camps or facilities, arresting members of Al 
Qaeda and associated terrorist groups, and 
countering recruitment efforts; 

(2) making effective and consistent efforts to 
prevent the Taliban from using the territory of 
Pakistan as a sanctuary from which to launch 
attacks within Afghanistan, including by ar-
resting Taliban leaders, stopping cross-border 
incursions, and countering recruitment efforts; 
and 

(3) implementing democratic reforms, includ-
ing by— 

(A) allowing free, fair and inclusive elections 
in accordance with internationally recognized 
democratic norms; 

(B) ensuring freedom of expression and ending 
harassment of journalists and government crit-
ics by security and intelligence forces; and 

(C) respecting the independence of the judici-
ary and implementing judicial decisions. 

(b) If the Secretary reports pursuant to sub-
section (a), funds that are available for assist-
ance for Pakistan pursuant to this section 
which have not been made available may be 
transferred to and merged with funds appro-
priated by this Act under the heading ‘‘Eco-
nomic Support Fund’’ and used for basic edu-
cation, health, micro-enterprise development, 
and democracy programs in Pakistan. 

SRI LANKA 
SEC. 690. None of the funds appropriated by 

this Act under the heading ‘‘Foreign Military 
Financing Program’’ may be made available for 
assistance for Sri Lanka, no defense export li-
cense may be issued, and no military equipment 
or technology shall be sold or transferred to Sri 
Lanka pursuant to the authorities contained in 
this Act or any other Act, unless the Secretary 
of State certifies and reports to the Committees 
on Appropriations that the Sri Lankan military 
is suspending and the Sri Lankan Government 
is bringing to justice members of the military 
who have been credibly alleged to have com-
mitted gross violations of human rights, includ-
ing extrajudicial executions and the recruitment 
of child soldiers. 

PEACE CORPS SEPARATION PAY 
SEC. 691. (a) ESTABLISHMENT OF FUND.—There 

is established in the Treasury of the United 

States a fund for the Peace Corps to provide 
separation pay for host country resident per-
sonal services contractors of the Peace Corps. 

(b) FUNDING.—The Director of the Peace 
Corps may deposit in such fund— 

(1) amounts previously obligated and not can-
celed for separation pay of host country resident 
personal services contractors of the Peace Corps; 
and 

(2) amounts obligated for fiscal years after 
2006 for the current and future costs of separa-
tion pay for host country resident personal serv-
ices contractors of the Peace Corps. 

(c) AVAILABILITY.—Beginning in fiscal year 
2007 and thereafter, amounts in the fund are 
available without fiscal year limitation for sev-
erance, retirement, or other separation pay-
ments to host country resident personal services 
contractors of the Peace Corps in countries 
where such pay is legally authorized. 

MULTILATERAL DEVELOPMENT BANKS 
SEC. 692. (a) INDEPENDENT AUDITING AND IN-

SPECTOR GENERAL.—The Secretary of the Treas-
ury shall instruct the United States Executive 
Director to each multilateral development bank 
to inform the bank of, and use the voice and 
vote of the United States to achieve at the bank, 
the following United States policy goals: 

(1) Each multilateral development bank 
should— 

(A) establish an independent Office of Inspec-
tor General, establish or strengthen an inde-
pendent auditing function at the bank, and re-
quire that the Inspector General and the audit-
ing function report directly to the board of di-
rectors of the bank; and 

(B) adopt and implement an internationally 
recognized internal controls framework, allocate 
adequate staffing to auditing and supervision, 
require external audits of internal controls, and 
external audits of loans where fraud is sus-
pected. 

(2) Each multilateral development bank 
should establish effective procedures for the re-
ceipt, retention, and treatment of— 

(A) complaints received by the bank regarding 
fraud, accounting, mismanagement, internal ac-
counting controls, or auditing matters; and 

(B) the confidential, anonymous submission, 
particularly by employees of the bank, of con-
cerns regarding fraud, accounting, mismanage-
ment, internal accounting controls, or auditing 
matters. 

(b) WORLD BANK INSPECTION PANEL.—The 
Secretary of the Treasury shall instruct the 
United States Executive Director to the World 
Bank to inform the Bank of, and use the voice 
and vote of the United States to achieve trans-
parency reforms of the selection process for 
members of the World Bank Inspection Panel, 
including— 

(1) Widely circulating Inspection Panel posi-
tion vacancy announcements on the Inspection 
Panel’s website and in appropriate publications; 

(2) Notifying civil society organizations on the 
Inspection Panel’s website and on other appro-
priate World Bank websites and inviting nomi-
nations from such groups; 

(3) Making public the schedule of the selection 
process; 

(4) Posting the list of nominees and applicants 
on the Inspection Panel’s website; and 

(5) Including a civil society representative on 
the World Bank selection committee for the In-
spection Panel member. 

(c) ANTI-CORRUPTION TRUST PILOT PRO-
GRAM.— 

(1) AUTHORITY.—The Secretary of the Treas-
ury shall seek the creation of a pilot program 
that establishes an Anti-Corruption Trust at the 
World Bank, the purposes of which should in-
clude— 

(A) to assist poor countries in investigations 
and prosecutions of fraud and corruption re-

lated to loans, grants, or credits of the World 
Bank; and 

(B) to determine whether such a program 
should be carried out at other multilateral de-
velopment banks. 

(2) POOR COUNTRIES DEFINED.—In this sub-
section, the term ‘‘poor countries’’ means coun-
tries eligible to borrow from the International 
Development Association. 

(3) REPORT.—Not later than 180 days after en-
actment of this Act, the Secretary shall submit 
to the appropriate congressional committees a 
report detailing the actions taken to establish 
the Anti-Corruption Trust. 

(c) AUTHORIZATIONS.— 
(1) Section 501(i) of title V of H.R. 3425 as en-

acted into law by section 1000(a)(5) of Public 
law 106–113, as amended by section 591(b) of Di-
vision D of Public Law 108–447, is further 
amended by striking ‘‘fiscal’’ and all that fol-
lows through ‘‘which’’ and inserting in lieu 
thereof ‘‘fiscal years 2000–2010, which’’. 

(2) Section 801(b)(1)(ii) of Public Law 106–429, 
as amended by section 591(a)(2) of Division D of 
Public law 108–447, is further amended by strik-
ing ‘‘fiscal years 2004–2006’’ and by inserting in 
lieu thereof ‘‘fiscal years 2004–2010.’’. 

MILLENNIUM CHALLENGE CORPORATION 
SEC. 693. Section 607(b) of the Millennium 

Challenge Act of 2003 (22 U.S.C. 7706) is amend-
ed— 

(1) in paragraph (2)(B) by striking ‘‘and the 
sustainable management of natural resources’’; 

(2) in paragraph (3)— 
(A) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘and’’; 
(B) in subparagraph (B), by striking the pe-

riod and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 
(C) by adding the following subparagraph: 
‘‘(C) promote the protection of biodiversity 

and the sustainable management and use of 
natural resources.’’. 

MATERIAL SUPPORT 
RELIEF FOR IRAQI, MONTAGNARDS, HMONG AND 

OTHER REFUGEES WHO DO NOT POSE A THREAT 
TO THE UNITED STATES 
SEC. 694. (a) AMENDMENT TO AUTHORITY TO 

DETERMINE THE BAR TO ADMISSION INAPPLI-
CABLE.—Section 212(d)(3)(B)(i) of the Immigra-
tion Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 1182(d)(3)(B)(i)) is 
amended to read as follows: ‘‘The Secretary of 
State, after consultation with the Attorney Gen-
eral and the Secretary of Homeland Security, or 
the Secretary of Homeland Security, after con-
sultation with the Secretary of State and the At-
torney General, may determine in such Sec-
retary’s sole unreviewable discretion that sub-
section (a)(3)(B) shall not apply with respect to 
an alien, within the scope of that subsection, 
unless that alien is described in subsection 
(a)(3)(B)(i)(V), or that subsection 
(a)(3)(B)(vi)(III) shall not apply to a group. 
Such a determination shall neither prejudice the 
ability of the United States Government to com-
mence criminal or civil proceedings involving a 
beneficiary of such a determination or any other 
person, nor create any substantive or procedural 
right or benefit for a beneficiary of such a deter-
mination or any other person. Notwithstanding 
any other provision of law (statutory or non- 
statutory), including but not limited to section 
2241 of title 28, or any other habeas corpus pro-
vision, and sections 1361 and 1651 of such title, 
no court shall have jurisdiction to review such 
a determination or revocation except in a pro-
ceeding for review of a final order of removal 
pursuant to section 242 and only to the extent 
provided in section 242(a)(2)(D). The Secretary 
of State may not exercise the discretion provided 
in this clause with respect to an alien at any 
time during which the alien is the subject of 
pending removal proceedings under section 
1229a of title 8.’’. 

(b) AUTOMATIC RELIEF FOR THE MONTAGNARDS 
AND OTHER GROUPS THAT DO NOT POSE A 
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THREAT TO THE UNITED STATES.—Section 
212(a)(3)(B) of the Immigration and Nationality 
Act (8 U.S.C. 1182(a)(3)(B)) is amended— 

(1) in clause (vi) in the matter preceding sec-
tion (I), by striking ‘‘As’’ and inserting ‘‘Except 
as provided in clause (vii), as’’; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following new 
clause: 

‘‘(vii) Notwithstanding clause (vi), for pur-
poses of this section the Hmong, the 
Montagnards, the Karen National Union/Karen 
Liberation Army (KNU/KNLA), the Chin Na-
tional Front/Chin National Army (CNF/CNA), 
the Chin National League for Democracy 
(CNLD), the Kayan New Land Party (KNLP), 
the Arakan Liberation Party (ALP), the Mus-
tangs, the Alzados, and the Karenni National 
Progressive Party shall not be considered to be 
a terrorist organization on the basis of any act 
or event occurring before the date of enactment 
of this section. Nothing in this subsection may 
be construed to alter or limit the authority of 
the Secretary of State and Secretary of Home-
land Security to exercise their discretionary au-
thority pursuant to 212(d)(3)(B)(i) (8 U.S.C. 
1182(d)(3)(B)(i)).’’. 

(c) DURESS EXCEPTION.—Section 
212(a)(3)(B)(iv)(VI) of the Immigration and Na-
tionality Act (8 U.S.C. 1182(a)(3)(B)(iv)(VI)) is 
amended by adding at the end: ‘‘It shall be an 
affirmative defense to inadmissibility under this 
subsection that the actor provided material sup-
port under duress.’’. 

(d) TECHNICAL CORRECTION. IN GENERAL.— 
Section 212(a)(3)(B)(ii) of the Immigration and 
Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 1182(a)(3)(B)(ii)) is 
amended by striking ‘‘Subclause (VII)’’ and re-
placing it with ‘‘Subclause (IX)’’. 

(e) REGULATIONS.—Section 212(d)(3)(B) of the 
Immigration and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 
1182(d)(3)(B)) is amended by adding the fol-
lowing subsection: 

‘‘(iii) Not later than 180 days after the date of 
enactment of this Act, the Secretary of the De-
partment of Homeland Security and Secretary of 
State shall each publish in the Federal Register 
regulations establishing the process by which 
the eligibility of a refugee, asylum seeker, or in-
dividual seeking to adjust his or her immigra-
tion status is considered eligible for any of the 
exceptions authorized by clause (i), including a 
timeline for issuing a determination.’’ 

(f) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments made 
by this section shall take effect on the date of 
enactment of this section, and these amend-
ments and sections 212(a)(3)(B) and 212(d)(3)(B) 
of the Immigration and Nationality Act (8 
U.S.C. 1182(a)(3)(B) and 1182(d)(3)(B)), as 
amended by these sections, shall apply to— 

(1) removal proceedings instituted before, on, 
or after the date of enactment of this section; 
and 

(2) acts and conditions constituting a ground 
for inadmissibility, excludability, deportation, or 
removal occurring or existing before, on, or after 
such date. 

CLUSTER MUNITIONS 
SEC. 695. During the current fiscal year, no 

military assistance shall be furnished for cluster 
munitions, no defense export license for cluster 
munitions may be issued, and no cluster muni-
tions or cluster munitions technology shall be 
sold or transferred, unless— 

(1) the submunitions of the cluster munitions 
have a 99 percent or higher tested rate; and 

(2) the agreement applicable to the assistance, 
transfer, or sale of the cluster munitions or clus-
ter munitions technology specifies that the clus-
ter munitions will only be used against clearly 
defined military targets and will not be used 
where civilians are known to be present. 

CUBA 
SEC. 696. (a) Subject to subsection (b), of the 

funds appropriated by this Act under the head-

ing ‘‘International Narcotics Control and Law 
Enforcement’’, $1,000,000 shall be made available 
for preliminary work by the Department of 
State, or such other entity as the Secretary of 
State may designate, to establish cooperation 
with appropriate agencies of the Government of 
Cuba on counter-narcotics matters, including 
matters relating to cooperation, coordination, 
and mutual assistance in the interdiction of il-
licit drugs being transported through Cuba air-
space or over Cuba waters. 

(b) The amount in subsection (a) shall not be 
available if the Secretary certifies to the Com-
mittees on Appropriations that— 

(1) Cuba does not have in place appropriate 
procedures to protect against the loss of inno-
cent life in the air and on the ground in connec-
tion with the interdiction of illegal drugs; and 

(2) there is credible evidence of involvement of 
the Government of Cuba in drug trafficking dur-
ing the preceeding 10 years. 

LIBYA 
SEC. 697. (a) None of the funds appropriated 

by this Act may be made available for— 
(1) construction of a new United States em-

bassy in Libya; 
(2) activities in Libya related to energy devel-

opment; or 
(3) activities in Libya which support invest-

ment in Libya’s hydrocarbon sector, including 
the processing of applications for dual-use ex-
port licenses. 

(b) The prohibitions in subsection (a) shall no 
longer apply if the Secretary of State certifies to 
the Committees on Appropriations that the Gov-
ernment of Libya has made the final settlement 
payments to the Pan Am 103 victims’ families, 
paid to the LaBelle Disco bombing victims their 
agreed upon settlement amounts, and is engag-
ing in good faith settlement discussions regard-
ing other relevant terrorism cases. 

(c) Not later than 90 days after enactment of 
this Act and 90 days thereafter, the Secretary 
shall submit a report to the Committees on Ap-
propriations describing (1) actions taken by the 
Department of State to facilitate a resolution of 
these cases; and (2) United States commercial 
activities in Libya’s energy sector. 
CARRY FORWARD OF UNUSED SPECIAL IMMIGRANT 

VISAS 
SEC. 698. Section 1059(c) of the National De-

fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2006 (8 
U.S.C. 1101 note) is amended by adding at the 
end the following: 

‘‘(3) CARRY FORWARD.—If the numerical limi-
tation described in paragraph (1) is not reached 
during a given fiscal year, the numerical limita-
tion for the following fiscal year shall be in-
creased by a number equal to the difference be-
tween the number of visas authorized for the 
given fiscal year and the number of aliens pro-
vided special immigrant status during the given 
fiscal year.’’. 

GLOBAL FUND CONTRIBUTION 

(INCLUDING RESCISSION OF FUNDS) 
SEC. 699. (a) The amount appropriated or oth-

erwise made available by title III for bilateral 
assistance for Global Health Programs is hereby 
increased by $40,000,000. 

(b) The amount appropriated or otherwise 
made available for such purpose and available 
for a United States contribution to the Global 
Fund to Fight AIDS, Tuberculosis, and Malaria 
is hereby increased by $40,000,000. 

(c) Of the unobligated balances of amounts 
appropriated or otherwise made available in 
prior appropriations Acts under the heading 
‘‘Economic Support Fund’’, $40,000,000 is re-
scinded. 

REFERENCES 
SEC. 699A. Except as otherwise provided, any 

reference in titles II through V, including the 
general provisions for such titles, to ‘‘this Act’’ 

shall be deemed to be a reference to titles II 
through V of the Department of State, Foreign 
Operations, and Related Programs Appropria-
tions Act, 2008. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I com-
pliment my colleagues for moving so 
rapidly through the Military Construc-
tion legislation. It brings us to the 
State-Foreign Operations appropria-
tions bill, which Senator GREGG, my 
friend and neighbor from New Hamp-
shire, and I will be handling. I want to 
make a couple comments. 

If there are Senators who have 
amendments, I urge that they bring 
them to the floor. I understand because 
of the policy luncheons, it will prob-
ably be about an hour before we get to 
an amendment. But if there aren’t any 
amendments pending, it would be my 
intent, if the Senator from New Hamp-
shire has none, to go to final passage. 
We would like to wrap up this bill, if 
we can, today. I thank both Senator 
REID and Senator MCCONNELL for call-
ing up this bill. I also thank Chairman 
BYRD and Ranking Member COCHRAN 
for the allocation we have. 

I do want to say, at the risk of caus-
ing political problems for him back in 
my neighboring State of New Hamp-
shire, how appreciative I am to Senator 
GREGG and his staff for the bipartisan 
way they worked with me and my staff. 
Senator MCCONNELL and I had estab-
lished this way of doing things for a 
number of years, when he was chair-
man and I was chairman. We realized 
that, almost like the Vandenberg rule, 
bipartisanship has to begin at the 
water’s edge. We have tried to do that 
with this bill. 

We have a balanced bill. When it was 
reported out of the Appropriations 
Committee, 28 of the 29 members of the 
committee voted for it. 

As a housekeeping matter, I remind 
Senators that on August 2, 2007, by a 
vote of 83 to 14, the Senate approved S. 
1, the Honest Leadership and Open 
Government Act, clearing the measure 
for the President. This act will signifi-
cantly improve transparency and ac-
countability in the legislative process. 

The President has not yet signed it, 
but I want to inform Senators that we 
intend to abide by the requirements of 
that legislation during the consider-
ation of this bill. The legislation re-
quires that the chairman of the com-
mittee of jurisdiction certify that cer-
tain information related to congres-
sionally directed spending be identified 
and that the required information be 
available on a publicly accessible con-
gressional Web site in a searchable for-
mat at least 48 hours before a vote. The 
information required includes the iden-
tification of the congressionally di-
rected spending and the name of the 
Senator who requested it. 

With regard to this legislation, I no-
tify my colleagues that the committee 
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bill and report do not include any con-
gressionally directed spending as de-
fined by S. 1. A description of how the 
committee addresses this issue is con-
tained in the committee report num-
bered 110–128, dated July 10 of this 
year. It has been on the Internet for a 
couple months. 

I ask unanimous consent to print in 
the RECORD the certification by the 
chairman of the Committee on Appro-
priations. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

Senator BYRD: I certify that the informa-
tion that will be required by S. 1, when it be-
comes law, related to congressionally di-
rected spending, has been identified in the 
Committee report numbered 110–128, filed on 
July 10, 2007, and that the required informa-
tion has been available on a publicly acces-
sible congressional website in a searchable 
format at least 48 hours before a vote on the 
pending bill. 

Mr. LEAHY. Senator GREGG and I 
did, of course, do our best to address 
the many requests we received. We 
have made some difficult choices. The 
bill contains a total of $34.4 billion in 
budget authority. The President has 
threatened to veto all appropriations 
bills that are above his budget request. 
This bill is $700 million below the 
President’s budget request. In case 
anybody did not hear that, it is $700 
million below the President’s budget 
request. 

We have a significant increase for 
State Department and U.S. Embassy 
operations and security costs. We pro-
vide $1.35 billion for assessed contribu-
tions to international peacekeeping 
missions. These are peacekeeping mis-
sions the U.S. Government has voted 
for in Sudan, Liberia, the Democratic 
Republic of Congo, Haiti, Lebanon, and 
other nations. 

We provide $5.09 billion to combat 
HIV/AIDS. That is $940 million above 
the President’s request but within the 
overall budget limits. This includes 
$590 million for the Global Fund to 
Fight AIDS, Tuberculosis, and Malaria. 
Added to the $300 million in the Labor, 
Health and Human Services bill, it is a 
total of $890 million for the Global 
Fund, an increase of $166 above last 
year’s budget. 

The bill contains $476.5 million for 
Child Survival and Maternal Health. 
These programs address the most basic 
public health needs in the world’s poor-
est countries. 

In our country, we are blessed with 
so many riches. For a child born here, 
almost always maternal health care 
and child health care is available. They 
can believe the water they are going to 
drink will be clean water. They can be 
given a schedule where the child will be 
given certain shots, inoculations, and 
so on, at certain times. In all likeli-
hood—barring an accident or rare dis-
ease—that child is going to grow up. 

In so many of these other countries, 
they do not even list a child’s birth 

until they are 2 years old because of 
the enormous number who die either in 
childbirth, where the mother can die 
also, or die of diseases easily con-
trolled—dysentery, malaria, things 
such as that—before the child is even 
old enough to walk. 

I would say it is not an economic 
issue with us. We are blessed with the 
wealthiest, most powerful nation on 
Earth. We are so blessed. I think it is 
a moral responsibility for us to help in 
these areas. 

We provide $509 million for edu-
cational and cultural exchange pro-
grams, particularly to build bridges 
with predominantly Muslim countries. 
We should have these exchanges. We 
should have as many students coming 
to America as possible, and as many of 
our students going over to these other 
countries as possible. Maybe they will 
learn some languages. Maybe they will 
learn different cultures. Maybe our 
own students will come back having 
learned there is a world outside our 
borders, but those who come here will 
learn something about the United 
States. 

We provide lifesaving programs for 
millions of destitute refugees and dis-
placed persons in Darfur, Iraq, the Mid-
dle East, and Colombia. More than 4 
million Iraqis have fled their homes. 
Many of these people have worked for 
the U.S. Government or U.S. contrac-
tors or the U.S. news media and are 
being targeted because of those affili-
ations. They cannot even get help in 
getting out of there. They supported 
us. Now—whether one was for or op-
posed to the war in Iraq, these people 
helped us—it is time for us to help 
them. Other Iraqis are being killed 
simply because they are academic 
scholars or officials of Iraq’s Ministry 
of Education. We have a moral respon-
sibility to help these people. 

There is up to $1 billion in the bill for 
humanitarian and reconstruction pro-
grams in Afghanistan to help counter 
the resurgence of the Taliban and al- 
Qaida. 

The bill provides $1.2 billion for the 
Millennium Challenge Corporation. We 
support the Millennium Challenge Cor-
poration, but they have had $6 billion 
appropriated since 2004, and they have 
only disbursed about $100 million. I felt 
they ought to use some of the 
undisbursed money they already have, 
to give us some of the other money for 
much greater needs. 

There are provisions in the bill con-
sidering international family planning 
the President said he would veto. That 
is no surprise. We have had these provi-
sions in past bills. These are the same 
provisions that have been in the State, 
Foreign Operations appropriations bill 
year after year. Every year, the Presi-
dent says he will veto it because of it. 
We will have time for that debate later 
on. 

But I recall what Senator Mark Hat-
field, the then-chairman of the Senate 

Appropriations Committee, said. Mark 
Hatfield—a strong right-to-lifer, as 
strongly opposed to abortion as any-
body else I have ever met—pointed out 
those family planning moneys actually 
cut down on abortions around the 
world. When they have been cut off, 
abortions have gone up. Sometimes we 
should get beyond the sloganeering. 

President Reagan, God rest his soul, 
used to give some speeches about how 
we needed a Constitutional amendment 
to ban abortions. Of course, he never 
supported one here and never asked to 
have one introduced. But it was a great 
speech. Many objected to President 
Clinton because he was pro-choice. Now 
we are back to somebody who is a 
right-to-lifer. But do you know what. 
As a matter of curiosity, abortions 
went up under President Reagan. They 
went down under President Clinton. 
Now they are going back up again. I 
wish we would never have abortions, 
but let us give alternatives to abortion 
in family planning. Sometimes the re-
ality shames the rhetoric. The fact is, 
abortions went up during President 
Reagan’s time, and they went down 
during President Clinton’s time, and 
they are going back up now. 

The same thing can happen here. 
Give people family planning money and 
abortions will go down. We saw this in 
Russia. We have seen it categorically 
in other parts of the world. But that 
will be a debate for later on. 

My main point coming here was to 
say we would not have gotten the bill 
out with this kind of huge bipartisan 
support without the strong help of the 
former Governor, now Senator, JUDD 
GREGG. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. The Senator from New Hamp-
shire. 

Mr. GREGG. Mr. President, let me 
join and participate in expressing my 
appreciation to Senator LEAHY and his 
staff for bringing forward a bill that is 
a reasonable bill. It is within the budg-
et requested by the President. In fact, 
it is a little bit underneath it. It has a 
very strong commitment to the right 
priorities, and Senator LEAHY deserves 
great credit. He has been instrumental 
on the issue of how we proceed in for-
eign policy for many years. Prior to 
my assuming this ranking position, 
Senator MCCONNELL and he worked to-
gether hand in hand to address these 
issues, which cover the globe, are com-
plicated but have a huge impact on an 
awful lot of lives. 

I appreciate his exceptional work in 
this area, and I appreciate the fact he 
has brought forward a piece of legisla-
tion which I am happy to support with 
enthusiasm. There are some issues, ob-
viously, on policy which hopefully will 
be straightened out and which have 
been alluded to. They are primarily the 
issues of Mexico City and the Kemp- 
Kasten language. But the bill itself is 
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basically a very strong bill, and it is 
within the budget as requested by the 
President. Therefore, hopefully, we can 
get the Mexico City language straight-
ened out and move on to passing the 
bill. 

His staff—Tim Rieser and the Demo-
cratic staff—have been extraordinarily 
fair to our staff—Paul Grove and our 
people on this side—and we appreciate 
their courtesy. When we raised issues, 
they tried to address them and resolve 
them. 

I wish to point out a few highlights 
in this bill. The chairman has men-
tioned a number of them. I think it is 
important to recognize we are a com-
passionate Nation, committed to try-
ing to help people who we see in need. 
This bill reflects that innate quality of 
the American people. It is one of our 
great characteristics as Americans 
that we as a nation and as a people try 
to reach out to those who have not 
been dealt quite as good a hand as we 
have been dealt and try to help them 
across the globe. 

We use a lot of American taxpayers’ 
dollars to do that. People work hard 
for those dollars. When we spend them 
in other countries, people want to be 
sure, of course, they are spent well, and 
they want to be sure they are getting 
results. They expect them to be spent 
to benefit regions of the world that 
have not been quite as lucky as we 
have been. 

That is why the commitment in this 
bill to AIDS, which is huge—$5 bil-
lion—is important. It is something 
that has been bipartisan. The President 
has clearly taken the lead on this 
issue. This committee has strongly 
supported those initiatives. 

We also have made a very significant 
effort in the area of humanitarian aid 
dealing with migration and refugee as-
sistance and with international dis-
aster assistance. That is what these 
dollars are used for. When you go out 
and you meet folks, as all of us do— 
that is one of the fun parts of doing 
this job, representing our constituents 
and hearing from them—sometimes— 
actually, not that often in New Hamp-
shire and I suspect not that often in 
Vermont, but sometimes you hear peo-
ple say: What are we sending all this 
money overseas for? Those are dollars 
we worked hard for and could spend 
here in America. 

Well, we spend them overseas, first, 
because we are a nation which is 
blessed—and we understand others are 
not—and when we see things we can try 
to help with, such as the AIDS epi-
demic in Africa. We also send these 
dollars overseas because, quite hon-
estly, it benefits us. It is that simple: 
It benefits us. It benefits us on two lev-
els. 

First, it benefits us on a national se-
curity level. Most or many of these dol-
lars which we spend under this bill es-
sentially go to countries which under-

take actions which assist us in our na-
tional security and pick up burdens 
which we might otherwise have to pick 
up, not only with dollars but also with 
American troops being at risk. So it is 
a good investment from that stand-
point. 

Also, we basically are a trading na-
tion. Our great success as an economy 
is the fact we are engaged, we are the 
international economy. Participating 
in that economy is critical to creating 
jobs and economic benefit here. Thus, 
we use these dollars, to a significant 
degree, to stabilize regions and give 
them economic viability. Quite simply, 
we can then participate in that eco-
nomic viability by selling them 
goods—products or services—which we 
manufacture or make in the United 
States. 

Again, it benefits us. So these dollars 
which we spend—and they are signifi-
cant; $34 billion is a lot of money—are 
dollars which we spend well, I believe, 
on behalf of the American people in 
most instances. 

In this bill, for example, we signifi-
cantly assist the military efforts of the 
nations of Egypt, Israel, Pakistan, In-
donesia, and other allies around the 
globe. We have increased the funding, 
for example, rather significantly to the 
country of Jordan. Let’s take that as 
an example. 

Here is a country right in the middle 
of the Middle East, which is a linchpin 
in the Middle East which represents 
stability, represents a forward-think-
ing Government, that cares for its peo-
ple and wants its people to succeed but 
does not have the resources of many of 
those nations in the Middle East that 
have the good fortune to have oil or 
gas. Yet they take on responsibility 
that we would have to otherwise take 
on. They take on massive numbers of 
refugees from Iraq, which has strained 
significantly their infrastructure and 
their educational system and the cul-
ture. 

We have some obligation, I believe, 
to support a country which is willing 
to take these types of steps to assist 
its neighbors but also has duress to 
some degree because of our efforts in 
that region. So that is why I think in-
creasing the funding for Jordan is very 
appropriate. I certainly hope we will be 
able to maintain that as we move 
through the entire process. 

There are no earmarks in this bill. 
We obviously have had quite a battle in 
this Congress over how many earmarks 
people should have, what types of ear-
marks people should have. This bill is 
pretty much earmark free. In fact, un-
less you consider funds going to a for-
eign government requested by the 
President as an earmark, there are vir-
tually no earmarks in this bill, for 
which, again, I congratulate the chair-
man for that sort of leadership. As he 
said, he is complying with S. 1, which 
passed this body back in July. It has 

not been signed yet, but we presume it 
will be, or at least the language rel-
ative to how earmarks in appropria-
tions bills are handled will certainly go 
into force. So I congratulate the chair-
man for pulling this bill together in 
that form. 

I wish to speak briefly, though, about 
one area which I am concerned about 
and which I find to be a bit of an af-
front—more than a bit—a real affront, 
and that is dollars which we are allo-
cating to certain activities in this 
international arena which are being 
wasted, they are being fraudulently 
handled, they are being used for pa-
tronage or there is simple corruption, 
which is stealing. We have three exam-
ples of that which are rather severe. 
We are missing $8 billion, minimum— 
remember, the number, I suspect, is 
significantly higher—in Iraq in recon-
struction. A lot of the reconstruction 
money which we are supposed to be 
spending in Iraq doesn’t appear to be 
getting out into the field, the rubber 
doesn’t seem to be hitting the road. 
The money seems to be somewhere; we 
are not sure where. We hear represen-
tations that it may be buying buildings 
in Switzerland rather than building 
buildings in Iraq, but we know, because 
the money is not moving out, that the 
dollars are not there and not doing 
what they are supposed to be doing. 

This concerns many of us on both 
sides of the aisle. The GAO has been 
giving us report after report. The spe-
cial Inspector General has been giving 
us report after report highlighting this 
concern, which is that there is and ap-
pears to be significant corruption, and 
that corruption is misallocating 
funds—American tax dollars—in Iraq. 

In addition, another example of con-
cern is the World Bank. The World 
Bank has just taken on a new leader, 
Secretary Zoellick, Ambassador 
Zoellick, who is one of the strongest 
individuals I have met in my experi-
ence in public life. I think he is one of 
the best public servants I have come 
across. He is totally committed to 
doing things the right way and has no 
problem making a decision and shak-
ing a place up, that is for sure. I think 
he is going to be good for the World 
Bank. But he comes into a situation 
which has very big issues relative to 
the dollars that are being spent there. 
Reports are coming out that literally 
hundreds of millions—if not billions— 
of dollars are being siphoned off from 
these grants, that there is inadequate 
oversight, that there is a lack of trans-
parency, that there is shoddy account-
ing, and that there is just plain theft 
going on of some of these dollars. We 
have examples of corruption which ap-
pear to be fairly significant in Kenya, 
in Guyana, in India, in Bolivia, and in 
various other regions. The biggest con-
cern, independent of the loss of dollars 
and the dollars not being used to ben-
efit these nations which need the as-
sistance, is the fact that there seems to 
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be a real resistance within the struc-
tured bureaucracy of the World Bank 
to telling anybody what is going on, 
and there appears to be more of a com-
mitment to hiding the facts than to 
disclosing the facts when it comes to 
corruption, mismanagement, poor ac-
counting, and that is not right. 

These are American tax dollars. We 
are going to put $1.1 billion into the 
World Bank with this bill, and the 
American taxpayer, at least the people 
from New Hampshire and, I am sure, 
the people from Vermont, don’t expect 
those dollars to be spent to line the 
pockets of some corrupt official in one 
of these nations. They expect them to 
be spent to assist the people in those 
nations who haven’t been as fortunate 
as we have. The World Bank has to get 
its act cleaned up, and that begins with 
transparency. 

So in this bill we have put in signifi-
cant language—I believe it is signifi-
cant—which will essentially fence 20 
percent of the appropriations until we 
hear from the World Bank that they 
have made public the available finan-
cial disclosure forms, that the bank 
has established a plan and a schedule 
for conducting regular independent au-
dits, that the bank is adequately staff-
ing and sufficiently funding the De-
partment of Institutional Integrity, 
and that the bank has made publicly 
available the bulk of the panel report 
which we wish to see. We may add an-
other thing to that. We want to make 
it unalterably clear that we are tired of 
the obfuscation that is coming out of 
the World Bank and that the World 
Bank makes public the Department of 
Institutional Integrity November 23 re-
port relative to the India issue, which 
has received a fair amount of attention 
recently. 

So we are fencing these funds. They 
are not going to get this money until 
we get some accounting rules that 
work over there. I think with Sec-
retary Zoellick now in charge, he will 
be equally aggressive in making sure 
that this sort of action occurs. 

In addition, of course, there is the 
United Nations. I have always sup-
ported funding the United Nations. I 
strongly support the United Nations as 
an institution, as a concept, and as a 
key player in world events in order to 
try to give the world a place where it 
can come together and resolve dis-
putes, especially. 

But once again, we have a track 
record of mismanagement and shoddy 
accounting, and sometimes no account-
ing, and patronage and misuse of tax 
dollars that are rather staggering. Ar-
ticle after article has been reported in 
this area. It is—the U.S. taxpayer picks 
up about a quarter of the cost of the 
United Nations—a disproportionate 
amount quite honestly, in my opin-
ion—but we do it because we believe in 
that institution. But it is very hard to 
tell an American taxpayer that the dol-

lars they are sending to the United Na-
tions, if it goes into certain accounts is 
going to disappear, or it is going to be 
used to give a job to somebody’s cousin 
who is coming in from some country 
where they couldn’t get him a job. 

So again, I say this is an issue we are 
going to focus on in order to try to get 
some fair and honest accounting, 
transparency, and a system that uses 
at least American tax dollars effi-
ciently to benefit the world rather 
than uses them to benefit individuals 
who happen to be in high places or 
have found themselves in positions to 
take advantage of the situation. 

So those are issues I think are crit-
ical. The corruption issue is very high, 
at least on my agenda, as to how we 
handle these dollars. But that doesn’t 
undercut the basic need here, which is 
to have a strong and vibrant commit-
ment to foreign aid assistance and to 
international assistance which address-
es priorities that we have as a nation 
in dealing with other countries and 
also addresses the needs of other people 
around this globe where we see we can 
make a difference, such as in the AIDS 
area. 

Again I congratulate the chairman 
who has done a good job on this bill, 
his staff has done a good job on this 
bill, our staff has done a good job on 
this bill, and I hope we can pass it 
promptly. 

There are a number of amendments 
from our side. I have been made aware 
of a number of amendments, and we are 
ready to start the amendment process, 
and whenever people want to start of-
fering amendments—I see the Senator 
from Florida is here and I know he has 
two very good amendments that I will 
certainly be supportive of, I suspect, 
and I will be happy to proceed if he 
wants to offer them, and I will be 
happy to hear them. I presume there 
will be no votes until about 2:30. 

Madam President, I make a point of 
order that a quorum is not present. 

Madam President, I would like to re-
serve that request and I ask unanimous 
consent that the committee amend-
ment be agreed to, that the bill as thus 
amended be considered as original text 
for the purpose of further amendment, 
and that no points of order be waived 
by virtue of this agreement. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mrs. 
MCCASKILL). Without objection, it is so 
ordered. 

The Committee amendment in the 
nature of a substitute was agreed to. 

Mr. GREGG. I note the absence of a 
quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The bill clerk proceeded to call the 
roll. 

Mr. MARTINEZ. Madam President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. MARTINEZ. Are we not in a pos-
ture where amendments would be ap-
propriate? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator is correct. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2694 
Mr. MARTINEZ. I wish to offer an 

amendment to H.R. 2764 and send it to 
the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report. 

The bill clerk read as follows: 
The Senator from Florida Mr. [MARTINEZ] 

proposes an amendment numbered 2694. 

The amendment is as follows: 
(Purpose: To promote democracy in Cuba) 
On page 410, between lines 15 and 16, insert 

the following: 
CUBA DEMOCRACY ASSISTANCE PROGRAM 

SEC. 699B. (a) The amount appropriated or 
otherwise made available by title III under 
the subheading ‘‘ECONOMIC SUPPORT FUND’’ 
under the heading ‘‘OTHER BILATERAL ECO-
NOMIC ASSISTANCE’’ is hereby increased by 
$30,700,000 and such amount shall be avail-
able for the Cuba democracy assistance pro-
gram to assist the pro-democracy movement 
in Cuba and shall be in addition to any other 
amounts appropriated or made available for 
such purposes. 

(b) The amount appropriated or otherwise 
made available by title I for the Department 
of State and Related Agency under the sub-
heading ‘‘DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR PRO-
GRAMS’’ under the heading ‘‘ADMINISTRATION 
OF FOREIGN AFFAIRS’’ for expenses of general 
administration is hereby decreased by 
$30,700,000. 

Mr. MARTINEZ. This amendment es-
sentially restores $30.7 million for the 
Cuba Democracy Assistance Program 
by offsetting it from the Department of 
State’s $3.8 billion in the general ad-
ministrative budget. In conjunction 
with the committee’s recommendation, 
$15 million funding for the Cuban De-
mocracy Assistance, this amendment 
would now equal the administration’s 
request. These funds are used to pro-
vide needed humanitarian assistance to 
Cuban civil society and pro-democracy 
movement. 

Let me say that Cuba at the current 
time is living through a transitional 
moment, an historic moment. After the 
dictatorship of Fidel Castro of almost 
half a century, it appears that he no 
longer is in a position to govern. His 
brother Raul Castro has assumed power 
in Cuba in a way frankly that belies le-
gitimacy or anything close to Demo-
cratic rule. It is my hope, it is the hope 
of those of us who support this amend-
ment, that by restoring these funds to 
the amounts necessary, we will be able 
to help the Cuban people create the 
conditions within the country similar 
to those that were created in Eastern 
Europe through our assistance to the 
forces of democracy and freedom. We 
now see the flourish in democracies of 
Eastern Europe and we relish the op-
portunity that they have brought to 
those people. We want to see the same 
take place in Cuba. 

A few days ago, I had the unusual op-
portunity and privilege to talk on a 
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teleconference with members of the 
Civil Society—the opposition in Cuba— 
who hope and dream of a day when 
they will have the opportunity to free-
ly speak, where human rights will be 
observed, and where they will have the 
opportunity to elect their own leaders. 
These folks pleaded with us to please 
assist them, not with high tech, if that 
would come, but with even the simple 
things such as pencils, paper, ballpoint 
pens, so that they can communicate 
with each other and so they can create 
the atmosphere and the condition of a 
civil society that would permit the 
flourishing of a democracy in Cuba at 
this critical time and at this juncture. 

I think it would be a good idea to not 
reduce the funding that is going to the 
civil society and democracy movement 
in Cuba. It is humanitarian assistance. 
It is civil society assistance. This isn’t 
military. This is about creating peace-
ful conditions of change and by allow-
ing the Cuban people those opportuni-
ties that they otherwise would not 
have through the current totalitarian 
system that currently rules in Cuba. 

I could talk on and on about this, but 
I hope that with this bill we would re-
store the funding to the administration 
recommended levels, which are not in 
keeping even with what was done for 
Eastern Europe, which are essential 
and which will make a big difference to 
the people of Cuba. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2695 
Madam President, I have another 

amendment I wish to offer at this time. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 

objection, the pending amendment is 
set aside. 

The clerk will report. 
The bill clerk read as follows: 
The Senator from Florida [Mr. MARTINEZ] 

proposes an amendment numbered 2695. 

Mr. MARTINEZ. Madam President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the read-
ing of the amendment be dispensed 
with. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The amendment is as follows: 
(Purpose: To increase the funding for 

broadcasts to Cuba and to provide an offset) 
On page 410, between lines 15 and 16, insert 

the following: 
INTERNATIONAL BROADCASTING OPERATIONS TO 

CUBA 
SEC. 699B. (a) The amount appropriated or 

otherwise made available by title I under the 
subheading ‘‘INTERNATIONAL BROADCASTING 
OPERATIONS’’ under the heading ‘‘BROAD-
CASTING BOARD OF GOVERNORS’’ is hereby in-
creased by $5,019,000 and such amount shall 
be available for the international broad-
casting operations to Cuba and is in addition 
to any other amounts available for broad-
casting operations to Cuba under title I. 

(b) The amount appropriated or otherwise 
made available by title I for the Department 
of State and Related Agency under the sub-
heading ‘‘DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR PRO-
GRAMS’’ under the heading ‘‘ADMINISTRATION 
OF FOREIGN AFFAIRS’’ for expenses of general 
administration is hereby decreased by 
$5,019,000. 

Mr. MARTINEZ. Madam President, 
this amendment again deals with the 
budding hopes of democracy in Cuba 
and it deals with Radio and TV Marti. 
Radio and TV Marti for years has been 
the source of information and the 
source of hope, much like Radio Free 
Europe was for the enslaved people of 
Europe. 

The people of Cuba today have no op-
portunity for anything close to a free 
press. All they get handed daily are the 
diatribes of the Communist regime as 
they control every source of media 
available to the Cuban people. This 
amendment would restore funding to 
Radio and TV Marti by increasing the 
funding by $5 million to allow the con-
tinuation of this very important tool of 
democracy, which is information to the 
Cuban people. 

Again, I would point out this is a 
critical time in the history of this 
country. We are only 90 miles from the 
shores of Cuba. What happens in Cuba 
is important to the United States. It is 
important to our national security. At 
a time when we fear the potential for 
mass migration, at a time when we see 
the opportunity perhaps for political 
change, this would be the wrong time 
to cut back and to diminish our com-
mitment to the voice of democracy, 
the voice of freedom, and, frankly, sim-
ply to the voice of unfettered informa-
tion. 

If there was a condition in Cuba that 
created unrest or a governmental 
change, our defense forces, the Depart-
ment of Homeland Security is greatly 
concerned that there would be a mass 
migration. It has happened in the past. 
Radio and TV Marti would be the tools 
that people such as myself, speaking in 
Spanish to the Cuban people, could use 
to urge them not to go to the high seas, 
not to seek to migrate but simply re-
main calm in Cuba. That is why TV 
and Radio Marti, at this critical junc-
ture, ought not to be cut in funding. 
The amendment doesn’t restore it to 
current funding; it increases it by $5 
million, which I think would be a great 
step in the right direction. 

I ask unanimous consent that the 
current amendment be set aside. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. GREGG. Will the Senator yield 
for a question? 

Mr. MARTINEZ. Yes. 
Mr. GREGG. I understand all of the 

Senator’s amendments are paid for, is 
that correct? 

Mr. MARTINEZ. That is correct. And 
the Senator is correct that there were 
going to be two amendments—it is ac-
tually four, dealing with two subjects, 
two in Cuba and two in Colombia. They 
are the same fundamental issues and 
they are offset within the State De-
partment budget. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2696 
Mr. MARTINEZ. Madam President, I 

call up the next amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report. 

The bill clerk read as follows: 
The Senator from Florida (Mr. MARTINEZ) 

proposes an amendment numbered 2696. 

Mr. MARTINEZ. I ask unanimous 
consent that reading of the amendment 
be dispensed with. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The amendment is as follows: 
(Purpose: To modify the conditions on the 

availability of funds for the aerial eradi-
cation of coca in Colombia to address cir-
cumstances where manual eradication is 
too impractical or risky and to limit the 
requirement to implement programs to 
provide alternative sources of income to 
areas where conditions exist for successful 
alternative development) 
Beginning on page 266, line 13, strike 

‘‘manual eradication’’ and all that follows 
through ‘‘municipalities where security per-
mits’’ on page 267, line 12, and insert the fol-
lowing: ‘‘manual eradication in such areas is 
not practical or poses an unacceptable risk 
to government security forces, as determined 
based on consultations with appropriate au-
thorities of the Government of Colombia: 
Provided, That not more than 20 percent of 
such funds may be made available unless the 
Secretary of State certifies to the Commit-
tees on Appropriations that: (1) the herbicide 
is being used in accordance with EPA label 
requirements for comparable use in the 
United States and with Colombian laws; and 
(2) the herbicide, in the manner it is being 
used, does not pose unreasonable risks or ad-
verse effects to humans or the environment 
including endemic species: Provided further, 
That such funds may not be made available 
unless the Secretary of State certifies to the 
Committees on Appropriations that com-
plaints of harm to health or licit crops 
caused by such aerial eradication are thor-
oughly evaluated and fair compensation is 
being paid in a timely manner for meri-
torious claims, and the Secretary submits a 
report to the Committees on Appropriations 
detailing all claims, evaluations, and com-
pensation paid during the twelve month pe-
riod prior to the date of enactment of this 
Act: Provided further, That such funds may 
not be made available for such purposes un-
less programs are being implemented by the 
United States Agency for International De-
velopment, the Government of Colombia, or 
other organizations, in consultation and co-
ordination with local communities, to pro-
vide alternative sources of income in areas 
where conditions exist for successful alter-
native development and security permits’’. 

Mr. MARTINEZ. Madam President, 
this amendment deals with the situa-
tion in Colombia. This was a congres-
sional effort started in the Clinton ad-
ministration, which has been a dra-
matic help—and it has been continued 
by the Bush administration—to the 
people of Colombia as they fight the 
narcotraffickers who essentially took 
over that country for more than a dec-
ade. 

The number of deaths and the de-
struction due to the drug trafficking 
out of Colombia that has occurred on 
our streets and in our neighborhoods 
and schools has been known for decades 
now. Under the presidency of President 
Uribe, whom the Colombian people 
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elected in an unprecedented fashion a 
year ago, the Colombian Government, 
in partnership with us in Plan Colom-
bia, has made a turnaround in that 
country relating to drug interdiction 
and eradication, and in the fight 
against these narcoterrorists who have 
threatened life in Colombia as we know 
it. Today, life there is returning to nor-
mal. Business and trade are increasing 
dramatically. They are becoming the 
kind of neighbor we want and need. 
There is no closer ally in Latin Amer-
ica than Colombia today. Their suc-
cesses have been undeniable. 

My amendment seeks to change lan-
guage in the current Foreign Relations 
appropriations bill that would dictate 
that air eradication not take place. We 
seek to restore language that would 
allow for air eradication of drugs to 
take place when it is reasonable to do 
so, and when to do otherwise would en-
danger the Colombian security forces. 
Rather than hamstring and tie down 
the Colombian forces and eliminate 
eradication, we are changing the lan-
guage to permit it where necessary, 
when to do otherwise would endanger 
the life of Colombians. 

Drug eradication is vitally impor-
tant. To allow the current language in 
the bill would diminish these impor-
tant efforts so that we can eradicate 
drugs in the Colombian fields and not 
have to deal with them in our neigh-
borhoods. 

At this time, I ask unanimous con-
sent that this amendment be set aside. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2697 
Mr. MARTINEZ. I call up amendment 

No. 2697. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will report. 
The bill clerk read as follows: 
The Senator from Florida (Mr. MARTINEZ) 

proposes an amendment numbered 2697. 

The amendment is as follows: 
(Purpose: To increase by $30,000,000 the 

amount appropriated or otherwise made 
available for ‘‘Andean Programs’’ and 
available for aerial eradication of coca in 
Colombia, and to provide an offset) 
On page 410, between lines 15 and 16, insert 

the following: 
AERIAL ERADICATION OF COCA IN COLOMBIA 
SEC. 699B. (a) The amount appropriated or 

otherwise made available by title III under 
the heading ‘‘ANDEAN PROGRAMS’’ for the De-
partment of State and available for aerial 
eradication of coca in Colombia is hereby in-
creased by $30,000,000. 

(b) The amount appropriated or otherwise 
made available by title I for the Department 
of State under the heading ‘‘DIPLOMATIC AND 
CONSULAR PROGRAMS’’ and available for ex-
penses of general administration is hereby 
reduced by $30,000,000. 

Mr. MARTINEZ. Madam President, 
this amendment restores $30 million of 
the amount requested by the adminis-
tration to continue a drug eradication 
program. It doesn’t go as high as the 
administration requested, but it is 

higher than what came out of com-
mittee. It is vitally important to con-
tinue our commitment to drug eradi-
cation in Colombia not only by air but 
with other means as well. This would 
permit the continuation of this very 
important program, which we think is 
vital to our hemisphere’s security and 
to our drug eradication and interdic-
tion efforts to keep our streets safe in 
America. It is also a very important 
component of Plan Columbia, this part-
nership where we have enjoyed such a 
positive and fruitful relationship dur-
ing the presidency of President Uribe. 

Mr. GREGG. Madam President, first, 
I thank the Senator from Florida for 
his cooperation with the committee 
and for bringing these amendments for-
ward so promptly so we can address 
these important issues he raised. 

The Senator from Florida obviously 
is the leading expert in this Congress 
on the issue of Cuba for a variety of 
reasons, not the least of which is that 
he was a refugee from Cuba. His suc-
cess story is an American success story 
since his arrival in the United States. I 
am sure the Cuban people take great 
pride in seeing him in the Senate as a 
person who came to this country with 
nothing. We admire him for that fact. 
He has maintained, obviously, close 
ties to the issue of Cuba and how we 
can best address it. His suggestions 
here are that we bring the funding lev-
els for supporting initiatives relative 
to democracy in Cuba up by $10 million 
and supporting Radio Marti so it is 
fully funded by adding $5 million. 
Those are reasonable suggestions that I 
support. I hope we can move them for-
ward. 

The Senator is also the leading ex-
pert in Congress on the issue of South 
America and how we deal with that. 
South America—the issues of Colom-
bia, Venezuela, Peru, Ecuador, and Bo-
livia—is a very important issue to us 
as a nation. This region of the world is 
very close to us. What happens there 
has a direct and immediate impact on 
us both in terms of people leaving 
those countries and illegally coming to 
the United States and in terms of drugs 
being exported to the United States. 

In the case of Venezuela, they have a 
government that has a clear antipathy 
toward the United States and is trying 
to undermine American interests 
throughout the world, but especially in 
South America. 

As the Senator pointed out, the gov-
ernment has had incredible successes 
in Colombia, which was a basket case 
when it was controlled by the mob—the 
FARC, as it is known—for a number of 
years. It was the center of and remains, 
regrettably, a high-profile producer of 
cocaine, which ends up in the United 
States. Now they have a government 
that is freely elected and which is mak-
ing significant strides toward estab-
lishing a functioning nondrug-based 
culture and economy in that country. 

We need to support this government. 
We need to support President Uribe as 
he moves forward. 

I honestly haven’t understood what 
seems to be an antipathy from the in-
telligentsia in the United States, espe-
cially the Northeast intelligentsia, to-
ward President Uribe and his govern-
ment. It has a lot of overtones, in my 
opinion, to what happened in Haiti, 
where the intelligentsia of the North-
east decided that Mr. Aristide was the 
perfect person for that nation, and it 
turned out he was a horrific event for 
that nation, as he backtracked and 
continues to backtrack. Why there 
should be antagonism toward a govern-
ment that has been freely elected with 
overwhelming majorities, and which is 
moving aggressively toward trying to 
control the criminals who export co-
caine to this country, is hard to fath-
om. But that exists and I think it is 
unfortunate. 

But I do think we, as a government, 
should recognize that the Government 
of Colombia, and specifically President 
Uribe’s government, has made some 
very significant strides toward trying 
to get control over the cocaine produc-
tion and the FARC elements. They 
have done it at not only a risk to their 
Government but at tremendous per-
sonal risk. These folks are targeted for 
assassination by these criminal groups. 
They have shown tremendous courage 
in moving forward and moving their 
nation forward. We should be sup-
porting that courage. We hear from our 
own people—not from the Colombians 
but those who are fighting drugs in this 
country, including General Walters, 
who believes firmly that he needs the 
additional money being proposed here 
by the Senator from Florida in order to 
adequately fund the effort with pri-
marily hardware—helicopters specifi-
cally—in Colombia in order to continue 
the successes we have begun to see 
under Plan Colombia. 

I support the Senator’s initiative, 
and I hope we can support these 
amendments as we move forward. We 
are not going to have any votes until 
probably later in the afternoon, but it 
is good to start with these amend-
ments. I congratulate the Senator from 
Florida for bringing them forward. 

Mr. MARTINEZ. I thank the Senator 
for his kind comments and for allowing 
me to move forward with these amend-
ments. I appreciate his sentiment 
about the Colombian situation. There 
is no question that they are an ally and 
friend. One of the things I think is 
often not talked about, but is very im-
portant, is what President Uribe has 
done. He has had an amnesty program 
where people would lay down their 
arms and simply have to atone for 
what they have done; they may get a 
jail sentence, but they can then re-
incorporate themselves into that soci-
ety. They would have a job training 
program, have a way of getting out of 
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the armed forces, which they did le-
gally or illegally, including the para-
military, or whatever. So if the rebel 
groups that supported the FARC lay 
down their arms and come back into 
society, that helps heal that country 
and bring it together. 

We have a great opportunity here to 
see Plan Columbia in its next phase not 
only continue with eradication and 
interdiction and fighting the guer-
rillas, but also with the reestablish-
ment of economic opportunities, so we 
can also try to improve the lives of the 
Colombian people. 

On the Cuban amendments, I also ap-
preciate his support very much. It 
means a great deal to me personally. I 
assure you that, at a moment when we 
are at the cusp of a democracy there, 
this is precisely the time in which to 
encourage the forces of change, forces 
of democracy, and provide them with 
the meager tools they need to commu-
nicate with each other. I think the 
fruits from that can be manifold. 

I thank the Senator. I yield the floor 
and I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The bill clerk proceeded to call the 
roll. 

IRAQ 
Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
SALAZAR). Without objection, it is so 
ordered. 

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to speak as in 
morning business for 5 minutes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

(The remarks of Mr. SCHUMER are 
printed in today’s record under ‘‘Morn-
ing Business.’’) 

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, I yield 
the floor, and I suggest the absence of 
a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. BOND. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the order for the 
quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The Senator from Missouri. 
Mr. BOND. Mr. President, I rise 

today to speak on behalf of the Foreign 
Operations bill, and I thank the man-
agers of the bill for putting forward an 
excellent measure. 

I have a couple of areas I wish to 
speak about at some length, but let me 
give the framework in which I will talk 
about it. I come to the floor a lot—I 
spoke this morning about military ac-
tion, but I come to the floor to talk 
about intelligence. We are, at least in 
my thesis, in a worldwide war against 
those who have declared us to be their 
enemy. It is an ideological war. I 

think, by any stretch of the imagina-
tion, most people realize that a war 
against this kind of enemy is only 20 
percent kinetic, it is 80 percent eco-
nomic/educational. 

What we are doing in this bill some 
people object to—spending money on 
foreign operations—because they 
think, oh, it is do-gooderism; it is try-
ing to make us feel good, helping peo-
ple in the world. Well, clearly we are 
carrying out an important mission to 
help less developed countries through-
out the world. That is certainly one of 
the areas where America’s generosity 
has always shown through. Our private 
charities are even more robust than 
what we do through government. 

I continue to hear people back home 
saying: If we just cut out foreign aid, 
we could do this and we could do that. 
But foreign aid is minuscule. I, frank-
ly, think it ought to be more. If we are 
going to turn the tide against those 
who are committed to radical views, to 
misusing and misinterpreting their re-
ligion to declare war on us, we have to 
deal with them not only kinetically 
when they pick up arms or when they 
threaten to bomb us, but we have to 
help create the conditions in those 
countries where people are not driven 
to earn a small amount of money for 
planting a roadside bomb or an IED or 
even get a little more for their family 
by committing suicide in a terrorist at-
tack. 

There are some things we can do 
through this bill that I think are very 
important to connect with those coun-
tries which view us with suspicion. We 
can help change the attitude—not of 
everybody; not of the committed 
mufsidoon. Those are people who, in 
the name of Islam, kill innocents, men 
and women, fellow Muslims. They are 
too often called jihadists. They are not 
for jihad. Jihad is a legitimate self-ful-
fillment and improvement by Muslims. 
They commit hirabah, which is the ter-
rible form of violence these Muslims 
commit. We need to show people in the 
countries from which they come that 
America can be a force for good. 

There are a couple of things that are 
very important. No. 1 is establishing 
and improving educational exchanges. 
No. 2 is economic assistance to help 
them build their economy. I will talk 
about that later. No. 3 is getting Amer-
icans on the ground. 

I have traveled to a lot of countries, 
and I have spent a lot of time in South-
east Asia. They keep telling me that 
the best emissaries the United States 
has are Peace Corps members, the 
Peace Corps members who have been 
here, and those in other volunteer or-
ganizations—if they come with a 
church, if they come with a charity or 
a nongovernmental organization, if 
they come with the volunteers in the 
financial services program. When 
Americans come, even as tourists, they 
can make a difference. 

I wish to talk just a minute about 
the Peace Corps. The Peace Corps, as I 
said, is one of the important weapons 
we have, not only to help them under-
stand us but to help us understand 
them. At no other time in this Nation’s 
history has the work of the Peace 
Corps and its volunteers been more 
vital or valued. Peace Corps volunteers 
are the good face of America in the de-
veloping world. They provide practical, 
hands-on experience while spreading 
compassion and good will, which is 
vital in winning the hearts and minds 
of people all over the world. The United 
States is no longer the only game in 
town, and we can no longer take for 
granted that countries will line up to 
want to support the United States. 

China, for example, with over 1 tril-
lion U.S. dollars, is aggressively engag-
ing in courting countries all over the 
world on economic, diplomatic, and 
cultural fronts, frankly shutting us 
out, moving us out of the game by es-
tablishing what the Chinese call their 
Confucius Institutes, thus promoting 
their language and culture through 
internationally affiliated institutes. 
The Chinese Ministry of Education es-
timates that by the year 2010 there will 
be approximately 100 million people 
worldwide learning Chinese as a foreign 
language. And it plans to set up 100 
more. They will be learning Chinese, 
not English. 

I ask, why are we reducing and not 
increasing our efforts to promote 
American values, our culture, our way 
of life? As I said, to fight the war on 
terror, our efforts are 20 percent ki-
netic, 80 percent public diplomacy— 
international exchanges, education, 
aid, and community development. In 
other words, I believe that putting 
more sandals on the ground will pre-
vent having to put boots on the ground 
in the future to fight militarily what 
we could have won economically with 
education and diplomacy beforehand. 

Only about 20 percent of Peace Corps 
volunteers are serving in predomi-
nantly Muslim countries. There are far 
too few. In key areas, there are just 
not enough. Why? We just do not have 
the money. The money stayed stable, 
and costs have gone up. We have been 
declining in Peace Corps participation. 
Why is it important to have them in 
Muslim countries? Because they pro-
vide alternatives to the Wahabist view 
of life, financed too often by our Saudi 
Arabian friends. They are too often 
promoting the Salafists’ radical agen-
da—barbaric ideologies, trying to reach 
impressionable Muslims. 

Numerous accomplishments have 
been achieved over the past 6 years by 
our American volunteers, and the 
Peace Corps is poised to meet not only 
the growing demands from interested 
countries but from thousands of Ameri-
cans who want to serve as well. I be-
lieve the Peace Corps should obtain its 
full request in 2008 in order to expand 
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opportunities to enter these countries, 
vitally important countries in South-
east Asia and elsewhere, and I hope we 
will get a more robust request from the 
administration next year. It should not 
be hindered in expanding the number of 
volunteers in countries where the 
Peace Corps already exists and is ad-
vancing American ideals and building 
good will. Budget tightening has al-
ready occurred at many posts, and pro-
gram closures are likely without addi-
tional funds. 

Many of our diplomats and host 
country officials say that the Peace 
Corps is the most effective and cost-ef-
ficient U.S. agency in getting a better 
view of America. 

I look forward to working with my 
colleagues in the conference com-
mittee. I hope we will be able to re-
store the President’s full request for 
the Peace Corps. It is an investment in 
an effort vitally important to improv-
ing the lives of those in the developing 
world. 

I also wish to talk about another ini-
tiative. I have been on the floor talking 
about it a long time; that is, effective 
grass roots development for agriculture 
in Afghanistan. Agriculture is the 
main building block of the Afghan 
economy, but it has suffered from dis-
investment and neglect. Over 70 per-
cent of Afghans live in rural areas and 
derive their income from agriculture. 
Yet the public and private support in-
frastructure for agriculture is yet to be 
rebuilt. 

I talked to some Missouri farmers—I 
will discuss it more later—who were 
over there with our National Guard. 
They tell us that they believe the Af-
ghans could move a tremendous leap 
forward if we got them 19th century, 
not 21st century, not 20th century, but 
19th century tools and equipment be-
cause they are that far behind. 

I thank the managers of the bill. 
They have used in this bill $20 million 
for USAID to set up and develop a na-
tionwide agriculture extension system. 
It would establish and execute a strat-
egy through a consortium of U.S. land 
grant universities, integrating the pro-
gram into Afghanistan institutions, 
guided by local councils, comprising 
community, private sector, and govern-
ment education leaders. Our U.S. edu-
cation extension service transformed 
American agriculture over the last 
hundred years, and it can do a lot to 
improve the livelihood of the people in 
Afghanistan and counter the other in-
fluences, such as the cultivation of 
poppies for the drug trade. 

Unfortunately, we have given money 
to USAID in the past, and it has been 
largely ineffective. USAID has refused 
to set up an extension system in Af-
ghanistan. They continue to rely on 
large, DC-based contractors who appar-
ently have had no impact. They lack 
that expertise and capacity-building 
know-how and expertise which will cre-
ate sustainable development. 

Over 5 years and hundreds of millions 
of dollars later, after USAID has been 
spinning its wheels, Afghanistan now 
accounts for 92 percent of the world’s 
opium supply. I recognize USAID and 
the Department of State are large bu-
reaucracies that cannot operate as ef-
fectively as the military can in places 
such as Iraq and Afghanistan. However, 
the community development efforts 
they are tasked with are paramount to 
establish a strong economy that will 
allow the Afghan farmers and the Af-
ghan people an alternative to opium 
production. When I was in Iraq, for ex-
ample, I observed our warfighters tak-
ing action and picking up the mantle 
where State and USAID’s hands were 
tied. 

In Ramadi, we saw the marines, after 
they had pacified Ramadi, went in and 
rebuilt the Blue Mosque, the absolutely 
central Sunni mosque for that entire 
region. There was a tremendous 
amount of goodwill created, showing 
them we supported their religion. 

In Afghanistan, a member of my 
staff, a month ago, returned from 
Nangarhar Province with members of 
the Missouri National Guard. As a re-
sult of my working with the Guard and 
what we saw on the ground and the fact 
that the President, Hamid Karzai, had 
asked for extension service assistance 
but USAID was not able to produce it, 
I asked the National Guard to send an 
agricultural development team over to 
see what could be done. They came 
back with a very promising response. 

The team and subsequent others we 
hope will be established by the Depart-
ment of Defense through the National 
Guard will be composed of citizen sol-
diers who come, in their civilian lives, 
from farming, agribusiness, and con-
struction trades. Each AG team will 
have extension service experts—wheth-
er it is in soil or meat technology or 
other things that have been identified 
as pressing needs. They are going to 
focus on more efficient use of irriga-
tion, crop rotation, cold storage, har-
vesting, processing, and agribusiness. 
They will not just be giving farmers 
seeds, they will be building real, long- 
term relationships and capacity-build-
ing that will sustain agriculture in Af-
ghanistan, to bring it into the 19th and 
even into the 20th century. They will 
be doing so in a place where building 
trust with the populace is paramount. 

From my time as Governor, I have 
always been impressed with not only 
the capacity and the ability and dedi-
cation of our National Guard through-
out the United States but their flexi-
bility. The National Guard structure, 
capabilities, and the skill-set of the 
citizen soldiers in the Army are 
uniquely positioned to execute a posi-
tion that many others are incapable of 
fully executing. I hope the USAID and 
State Department will follow the lead 
of its Department of Defense cohorts in 
Iraq and Afghanistan. As I said, 80 per-

cent of the war on terror is non-
kinetic—agricultural development, 
education exchanges, Peace Corps vol-
unteers, and public diplomacy. If 
USAID continues to rely on giving 
large chunks of money to cumbersome 
contractors in its foreign aid, it will 
fail, and I will see if I can convince my 
colleagues to choose another route. 

Efforts in Afghanistan, like the land 
grant extension initiative and the agri-
cultural development teams, are mod-
els for how we should be conducting 
the nonkinetic war we must fight 
against those who vowed continuing 
war against us and the way of life we 
espouse. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from New Jersey. 
Mr. MENENDEZ. Mr. President, I 

rise to speak to one of the amendments 
pending before the Senate on Cuba de-
mocracy. But before I speak to that 
specific amendment, I wish to start off 
by thanking Chairman LEAHY for all of 
his hard work on the Foreign Oper-
ations appropriations bill. His leader-
ship on crucial issues around the world 
is critical. I also appreciate his support 
for human rights around the world— 
Latin America and other places—as 
well as his willingness to work with me 
and my staff. So we appreciate his 
leadership on what I believe is overall 
an exceptional bill that has been 
brought to the Senate for its consider-
ation. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2694 

I didn’t know my colleague from 
Florida, Senator MARTINEZ, was going 
to come to the floor earlier. I would 
have joined him at the time. But I cer-
tainly wish to join him in promoting 
this amendment and Cuban democracy. 
This amendment is simple and for a 
simple but powerful purpose: to sup-
port democracy inside of Cuba. I be-
lieve that no matter where we as Mem-
bers of the Senate stand on the issue of 
U.S. policy toward Cuba—and I recog-
nize there are diverging views—every 
Member of this body, however, I sus-
pect, supports achieving democracy in 
Cuba and therefore should support this 
particular amendment. 

Right now, we are at a critical time 
for democracy in Cuba. Some would 
ask: Why now? Why should we increase 
the funding for Cuban democracy right 
now in this legislation? 

I would answer: Right now, we face a 
moment of hope for the Cuban people. 
Right now, we face a moment of hope 
for the Cuban people who have suffered 
under the only dictatorship in the en-
tire hemisphere—a dictatorship of 48 
years. Dictatorships, whether they be 
from the left or the right, are nonethe-
less dictatorships. They are an oppres-
sion of people, and we should be 
against such oppression. 

Sometimes I hear from some the ro-
manticism of who Fidel Castro is. 
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They forget that he is, above all, a 

dictator and that he oppresses his peo-
ple on a daily basis. And even at the 
height of what was the former Soviet 
Union giving billions of dollars in as-
sistance to the Castro regime, what did 
he do? He still rationed, Cuban families 
having to wait in long lines, as they do 
today, because of a regime that seeks 
to put its money in security forces, to 
oppress its people, instead of feeding 
its own people. 

We should be against such repression. 
Right now we are faced with a moment 
of hope for the Cuban people with Cas-
tro ailing. Right now we face a poten-
tial tipping point for the Cuban opposi-
tion leaders and dissidents who risk 
their lives and well-being and their se-
curity and their freedom every day to 
speak out for democracy. 

Right now we have to seize this mo-
ment of hope and increase our support 
for democracy inside of Cuba. Now, as 
we look at the history of democratic 
movements around the world, we have 
learned it is at such moments that in-
ternal democratic movements need ex-
ternal support. 

Look at similar moments in Eastern 
Europe. Look at Poland’s Solidarity 
movement; look at the former Czecho-
slovakia’s Charter 77 movement in 1989. 
In each case, these internal moments 
were also supported from the outside. 
We must remember our responsibility 
when we hear those who formerly lan-
guished under Communist rule, when 
we hear people such as the famous Pol-
ish human rights activist and former 
President of Poland Lech Walesa say: 

The United States led the free world de-
fending values of democracy and humanism. 
Your determination and your civilization 
bloomed with the hope of Poles. 

That is why it is critical that we in-
crease our funds to support democracy 
in Cuba right now. A few weeks ago I 
participated in a video conference at 
the State Department with Cuban 
human rights activists, political dis-
sidents, independent journalists, who 
took great risk to travel to the U.S. In-
terest Section in Havana from different 
parts of Cuba to speak to a group of 
Members of Congress, of which I was 
one. 

We heard one clear message: that 
they are facing increased pressure. 
Think about it. Already under a totali-
tarian dictatorship, even under that 
oppression they are facing increased 
pressure from the regime, and U.S. 
funds are critical to their ability to 
continue speaking out against repres-
sion. 

I would add that dissidents and oppo-
sition leaders were united. There was 
well over a dozen of them in this video 
conference at the U.S. Interest Section, 
and they were united on this point, 
even though they are sometimes di-
vided on other issues. On this point of 
receiving assistance in order to nurture 
the opportunity for civil society and 

the opportunity for change to take 
place, they were united. 

In fact, I received a letter from these 
same leaders which said their needs 
were, among others: 

Medicine to keep a political prisoner or 
dissident from dying to food, water filters, 
medical equipment, clothing, shoes, coats, 
toys for the children of political prisoners 
who suffer doubly the loss of a loved one who 
is in prison and social repression on the 
streets and in schools, essential vitamins, of-
fice supplies and the tools of democracy 
(computers, printers, phones, fax machines). 

Because in a closed society in which 
only the dictatorship owns the air-
waves, whether it be that of radio, or 
that of television, or the state news-
paper, when you cannot express your 
God-given right as an individual to 
have a different view and to speak out, 
and you have no form of expressing 
that view to those of your fellow coun-
trymen, to have them seek to move in 
a different direction, what we do by 
providing computers and printers and 
phones and fax machines is the very es-
sence of what we take for granted here 
at home but for them are the very 
seeds, the tools they need to promote 
democracy. 

This letter was signed by a diverse 
group of Cuban dissidents, including 
Julio Cecilia Delgado Gonzalez, Juan 
Gonzalez Febles, Laura Pollan Toledo, 
Gidal Delgado Sablon, Candido J. Hi-
dalgo-Gato, Vladimiro Roca Antunez, 
Guillermo Farinas Hernandez, Hector 
Palacio Ruiz, and Elizardo Sanchez 
Santa Cruz. 

This is a very diverse group of human 
rights activists, political dissidents, 
independent journalists. They do not 
all agree, just as sometimes we do not 
all agree here, but they all seek to 
have democracy and human rights. 
They may have come at it in different 
ways, but they all agree that they need 
help from the United States and from 
others throughout the world in order to 
achieve this. 

This is why this amendment, increas-
ing funding in the bill to $45.7 million, 
is important. This is the same level of 
funding the President requested, the 
same level of funding that was included 
in the House version of this bill that 
was passed by a strong bipartisan vote. 

Let me be clear. We are asking for an 
increase in these funds. We are asking 
for an increase in these funds because 
this is exactly the moment to increase 
funds for Cuban democracy. We do pro-
vide an offset for these funds, so we are 
not increasing the overall total of the 
bill. The offset is exactly what was in-
cluded in the House-passed version of 
this bill. It is from the largest pot of 
money in the entire bill, for general ex-
penses, for general administration. 

I wish also to remind my friends that 
these programs I am talking about for 
democracy inside of Cuba—health, 
helping the human rights activists, po-
litical dissidents, journalists and activ-
ists—are carried out by organizations 

well known to my Senate colleagues: 
the National Endowment for Democ-
racy, Freedom House, Pan American 
Development Foundation. 

Our Cuba Democracy Program also 
works with well-known international 
organizations such as France’s Report-
ers Without Borders, the Netherlands’ 
Pax Christi, and the Czechs’ People in 
Need Foundation. 

I think we would all support the type 
of work the Cuba Democracy programs 
carry out. U.S. funds support helping 
victims of repression. U.S. funds sup-
port advocating for human rights, in-
cluding helping the wives of political 
prisoners advocate for their release 
from prison and defending their rights 
in jail. 

U.S. funds support pro-democracy ac-
tivists, grantees of training Cuban dis-
sidents on information technology, 
leadership, civil society activities, fa-
cilitating coordination among activ-
ists, and making small institutional 
developmental grants to strengthen 
the organizational capacity of democ-
racy groups. 

U.S. funds give Cubans a voice and 
help disseminate activists’ writing and 
provide Internet coverage by inde-
pendent Cuban journalists. The work 
they do is powerful and meaningful. 
Between 2004 and 2005, there was a 54 
percent increase in civil resistance ac-
tions within Cuba, 89 percent of which 
occurred outside of Havana in Cuba’s 
provinces. 

A 2005 study by the Cuban Demo-
cratic Directorate found that actions 
of civil resistance have increased from 
444 in the year 2000 to 3,322 in the year 
2005. It is a positive trend of those who 
seek to create civil society and peace-
ful change inside of their country, to-
ward that which we promote around 
the world, human rights, democracy. 
Ignoring this opportunity would only 
undermine this historic undertaking. 

In conclusion, I believe this is a vote 
that should unite all of us wherever we 
stand on general U.S. policy toward 
Cuba. Let me remind my friends, this 
is not a vote on the embargo, this is 
not a vote on basic U.S. policies toward 
Cuba; we may have that discussion on 
some other day. By voting for this 
amendment, you are voting to support 
those in Cuba who continue to go out 
in the street every day, to ask for 
peaceful democratic change, who risk 
their lives, who risk their liberty. That 
is not an overdramatization of the re-
ality of the challenge those who seek 
to create change in the country of 
Cuba face. 

I represent many in New Jersey who 
have languished in Castro’s jails for 10, 
20, even 30 years. What was their 
crime? What was their crime that they 
had languished for 10, 20, or 30 years in 
Castro’s jails? Simply to suggest, sim-
ply to suggest, that there was a better 
way for the Cuban people simply to 
speak out for those freedoms we enjoy 
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here in this country, simply to be able 
to have the opportunity to worship at 
the altar that we choose, simply to be 
able to elect those who represent us in 
our Government as we are privileged to 
serve here, simply to be able to come 
together and organize and demonstrate 
a different view than that which the 
Government might have at any given 
time, simply to speak your mind with-
out the fear that the consequences of 
doing so will have you languishing 10, 
20, or 30 years in Castro’s gulags. 

Anyone who doubts that is welcome 
to come to my home State of New Jer-
sey, I am sure to the home State of my 
colleague from Florida, and others in 
the country who can visit with these 
human living examples of that oppres-
sion, and in many cases of the torture 
that they receive under the hand of 
this dictatorship. 

By voting for this amendment, you 
are voting to support those in Cuba 
who are seeking and trying to create 
peaceful democratic change. By voting 
for this amendment you are voting to 
provide food and clothing to support 
political prisoners in Castro’s jails who 
have been imprisoned for doing nothing 
more than reading the Universal Dec-
laration of Human Rights or other 
democratic documents. 

I wrote, when I was in the House, 
what is still the law of the land, title II 
of the Helms-Burton legislation, which 
is the document of that law which 
talks about how the United States 
stands ready to assist a future govern-
ment pledged to democracy and transi-
tion, and then a future democratic gov-
ernment. We put in, under President 
Clinton, the first plan that described 
the proactive nature, the first time we 
proactively prepared for the possibility 
of a transition in a country. That docu-
ment was sent to the U.S. Interest Sec-
tion and reproduced, was given to Cu-
bans who came to the section. Those 
who had the audacity to have that sim-
ple document in their possession were 
often arrested and thrown into jail. 
The power of the thought, the liber-
ating thought of the freedoms and the 
real attitude the United States had 
with the Cuban people as to where we 
wanted to help the people, not those 
who oppressed them, was so powerful 
that the regime could not afford for 
people to read it and would arrest them 
as they left the Interest Section. 

By voting for this amendment, you 
give those who read that document or 
the Universal Declaration of Human 
Rights or other democratic documents 
the opportunity to be able to survive 
those jails. By voting for this amend-
ment you are voting to do what the 
international community did in Po-
land, in Hungary, in Eastern Europe. 

By voting for this amendment, you 
are voting to support democracy and 
human rights as we do in other pro-
grams in countries such as China, 
Burma, Cambodia, and many others. 

By voting for this amendment, you are 
making a simple statement—whether 
or not we disagree on how we achieve 
the policy goals—we support democ-
racy, freedom, and human rights of the 
Cuban people. That is what this amend-
ment does. 

I hope we will have, as the House did, 
a strong bipartisan vote to send a mes-
sage to those who struggle every day 
inside Cuba to create freedom, to pro-
mote the rights of individuals, as we 
are able to enjoy here in this country, 
that 90 miles away from the shores of 
the United States there can be the 
same opportunity as people aspire to 
throughout the world. 

This is the moment. This is the time. 
This is the opportunity. I hope the Sen-
ate will avail itself of it and vote for 
this amendment. 

I yield the floor, and suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. MARTINEZ. I ask unanimous 
consent that the order for the quorum 
call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. NEL-
SON of Nebraska). Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

Mr. MARTINEZ. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that Senators 
MENENDEZ, ENSIGN, and NELSON of 
Florida be added as cosponsors of 
amendment No. 2694. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. MARTINEZ. I further ask unani-
mous consent that Senator NELSON of 
Florida and Senator MENENDEZ be 
added as cosponsors of amendment No. 
2695. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. MENENDEZ. I suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. LEAHY. I ask unanimous con-
sent that the order for the quorum call 
be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I com-
mend Senator GREGG for his opening 
statement. I associate myself espe-
cially with his comments and concern 
related to corruption at the World 
Bank and the U.N. and in our assist-
ance programs in Iraq. We have serious 
and nonpartisan concerns. These go 
across the spectrum in this body. We 
intend to address them. I commend the 
Senator from New Hampshire for rais-
ing them in his statement. 

We are trying very much to work out 
amendments. I hope we can go to third 
reading. 

Mr. GREGG. I see no objection. 
Mr. LEAHY. In saying that, I am re-

minded of that wonderful part in Henry 

IV—I am sure the Chair remembers 
this very well—with Glendower and 
Hotspur, when Glendower says: I can 
call spirits from the frothy depths, or 
something to that effect. And Hotspur 
says: Well, so can I, so can any man, 
but will they come when you call them. 

The Senator from New Hampshire 
and I can call them from the depths, 
but we would just like to have them 
come when we call them. Staffs are 
working with a number of people. As 
soon as we have a finite list of amend-
ments, we are going to go through 
them. I would hope we can wrap up. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll. 
The assistant legislative clerk pro-

ceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. LEAHY. Madam President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Ms. KLO-
BUCHAR). Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

Mr. LEAHY. Madam President, the 
distinguished Senator from New Jersey 
and the distinguished Senator from 
Florida have been working together on 
an amendment actually that is part of 
an overall package that the distin-
guished Senator from New Hampshire 
and I are working on with them, and I 
think we are prepared to move forward 
on that part of the legislation now. 
Both of the distinguished Senators are 
on the floor. Once that is disposed of, 
we have a few other odds and ends, and 
I would hope—I have heard there may 
be some other amendments, and I hope 
we get to them right away so that 
maybe we can go to third reading with-
in the next hour or so. 

With that, I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Florida is recognized. 
Mr. MARTINEZ. Madam President, 

as was pointed out by the distinguished 
chairman, Senator MENENDEZ and I 
have worked together on this effort 
which has been collaborative and bipar-
tisan and has the support also, as co-
sponsors, of Senators ENSIGN and NEL-
SON of Florida. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2694, AS MODIFIED 
Mr. President, at this time I have a 

modification to the amendment No. 
2694 that I would like to send to the 
desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the 
Senator indicate the number again for 
the clerk? 

Mr. MARTINEZ. Amendment No. 
2694, which is the amendment we have 
been discussing. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the amendment is so modi-
fied. 

The amendment, as modified, is as 
follows: 

On page 255, line 5 before the period, insert 
the following: 

: Provided further, That of the funds appro-
priated under this heading, $45,700,000 should 
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be made available to promote democracy in 
Cuba, and to assist the pro-democracy move-
ment in Cuba. 

Mr. MARTINEZ. At this time, I 
would simply speak on behalf of this 
amendment, which is to provide 
$45,700,000 to the democracy movement 
and to assist the pro-democracy move-
ment in Cuba and to promote democ-
racy in Cuba. It is an essential part, as 
the Senator from New Jersey very elo-
quently discussed, of support for the 
dissident movement so they can have 
the resources necessary for them to 
carry out their work, so we can create 
a civil society in Cuba. So that, at this 
very critical juncture in history—a 
very critical moment in history—the 
forces of democracy, the forces of free-
dom, the forces of a new way for Cuba 
could be heard and have the resources 
necessary to carry their message to 
others within the Cuban population. 

Senator MENENDEZ and I both lis-
tened as we discussed with these people 
their needs and their wants. They are 
not asking for things other than that 
which makes their work possible: The 
ability to have a cell phone so they can 
communicate with one another; pen-
cils, paper, ballpoint pens, things as 
simple as that—computers, of course; 
printers, of course. All these things are 
the tools of democracy that, as we saw 
in Eastern Europe bring about the 
fruits of democracy, we can also see 
that these seeds of democracy planted 
in Cuba, that these funds can also bear 
the same kind of fruit at this very crit-
ical moment of transition, we hope, in 
the Cuban situation. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from New Jersey is recognized. 
Mr. MENENDEZ. Madam President, I 

am happy to join with my distin-
guished colleague from Florida in of-
fering this amendment. I appreciate 
what I understand I hope will be the 
acceptance of the distinguished chair-
man and ranking member of the 
amendment by voice. I appreciate the 
fact that even those who have different 
views as to how we promote democracy 
in Cuba are willing to allow resources 
to have the ability to nurture human 
rights activists, political dissidents, 
independent journalists, those who 
struggle inside Cuba every day to pro-
mote civil society and peaceful change 
in their country which has languished 
for 48 years under a dictatorship—are 
willing to allow that to move forward. 

This is about promoting the opportu-
nities of nurturing those people who 
risk their life and liberty every day to 
create change in their country, and in 
doing so the United States has always 
been a beacon of light of democracy 
throughout the world and a strong ad-
vocate for human rights. The adoption 
of the amendment would continue in 
that fine tradition. 

I urge our colleagues, when the dis-
tinguished Senator from Florida seeks 

to do so, with hopefully the distin-
guished acquiescence of the chairman 
of the committee and ranking Repub-
lican, to have the amendment adopted 
and take advantage of this most pro-
pitious and historic moment. 

With that, I yield the floor. 
AMENDMENTS NOS. 2695, 2696, AND 2697 

WITHDRAWN 
Mr. MARTINEZ. Madam President, 

there are three amendments I wish to 
withdraw at this time. They are 
amendments Nos. 2695, 2696, and 2697. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. Those 
amendments are withdrawn. 

The Senator from Vermont is recog-
nized. 

Mr. LEAHY. Madam President, I am 
prepared to accept the amendment, as 
modified, by the Senators from Florida 
and New Jersey. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there 
is no further debate, the question is on 
agreeing to the amendment, as modi-
fied. 

The amendment (No. 2694), as modi-
fied, was agreed to. 

Mr. GREGG. Madam President, I 
move to reconsider the vote and I move 
to lay that motion on the table. 

The motion to lay on the table was 
agreed to. 

Mr. LEAHY. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senator 
from New Mexico be recognized for up 
to 10 minutes as in morning business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The Senator from New Mexico is rec-
ognized. 

(The remarks of Senator BINGAMAN 
are printed in today’s RECORD under 
‘‘Morning Business.’’) 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Kansas is recognized. 

Mr. BROWNBACK. Madam President, 
I have two amendments I will be offer-
ing to this Foreign Operations bill 
dealing with international family plan-
ning. I would like to call up both of 
them and discuss them as a way of 
being able to deal with this in a timely 
fashion for my colleagues. I ask unani-
mous consent that these two amend-
ments be called up and put in order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. LEAHY. Madam President, re-
serving the right to object, and I shall 
not, the Senator from Kansas wishes to 
speak about the amendments now, and 
there is going to be an amendment or 
two by Senator BOXER. I hope the Sen-
ator will work with us—and the Sen-
ator from California, too—to give their 
speeches, have the amendments dis-
cussed, but before the votes start, we 
can work out a sequence of votes in a 
relatively short period of time. It is my 
understanding that comports with the 
thinking of the Senator from Kansas. 
He can speak as long as he wants be-
cause he has the floor. Does that com-
port with his thinking? 

Mr. BROWNBACK. Yes, it does. 
There is a dispute on international 
family planning and the dollars. I was 
asking here—and I ask my colleague 
from Vermont about this—would it be 
appropriate to bring the two amend-
ments up on the floor at this time? I 
am willing to work on any sequencing 
that the Senator from California or 
anybody else would feel appropriate. I 
want to get votes on these issues; they 
are important. They are matters of 
longstanding policy. Frankly, they are 
policy issues that if either of them 
ends up in the bill, it will be vetoed. I 
think it is a significant issue for debate 
on the bill. If the Senator from 
Vermont would like to sequence things 
in a different way—— 

Mr. LEAHY. I wonder if we might 
begin with the amendment that says: 

On page 308, beginning line 18, strike 
‘‘health:’’ And all that follows through page 
309, line 4, and insert ‘‘health.’’ 

Can we deal with that first and then 
go to the next one? If that was the re-
quest, I have no objection. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2708 
Mr. BROWNBACK. I call up amend-

ment No. 2708. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will report. 
The bill clerk read as follows: 
The Senator from Kansas [Mr. BROWNBACK] 

proposes an amendment numbered 2708. 

The amendment is as follows: 
(Purpose: To prevent contributions to orga-

nizations that perform or promote abor-
tion as a method of family planning) 
On page 308, beginning on line 18, strike 

‘‘health:’’ and all that follows through page 
309, line 4, and insert ‘‘health.’’. 

Mr. BROWNBACK. Madam President, 
I want to describe the overview of this 
and go into the specifics. This amend-
ment No. 2708 deals with the Mexico 
City policy. The second one deals with 
the Kemp-Kasten legislation. They are 
both policies the U.S. has in place. 
Kemp-Kasten has been in place over 20 
years. The Mexico City policy has been 
in place since President Reagan. It was 
repealed under President Clinton and 
put back in place under President 
Bush. These are long, well-known pol-
icy issues. They are significant policy 
issues. There is significant policy de-
bate about it. 

The centerpiece of this debate is 
whether the U.S. should use taxpayer 
funding to fund abortion overseas. 
That is at the centerpiece of the de-
bate—whether the U.S. Government 
should use taxpayer dollars to fund 
abortions overseas. I submit that re-
gardless of your position on abortion, 
we should not be using taxpayer funds 
to fund abortions here or overseas. A 
number of Americans would oppose on 
moral grounds that their taxpayer dol-
lars are being used to fund abortions 
here or overseas but particularly over-
seas. They would object to that. And a 
number of people would say why are we 
even doing something like this over-
seas. 
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People who are pro-choice might say: 

I am OK with abortion, but why are we 
using taxpayer dollars to do this over-
seas? Why not let those countries and 
governments deal with their own prob-
lems rather than us funding these 
issues? 

There is a taxpayer angle on this 
issue and there is an overseas meddling 
angle on this issue, and there is obvi-
ously a major moral issue of our day 
that is involved with this issue. 

These amendments raise important 
issues. Should, as I mentioned, U.S. 
taxpayers be forced to subsidize inter-
national groups involved in abortions? 
Should U.S. taxpayers support organi-
zations involved with coercive abortion 
policies? Some people support abortion 
but not coercive abortion. And should 
U.S. taxpayers be involved with organi-
zations that are connected to involun-
tary sterilizations? 

I hope everybody in this body would 
be opposed to those last two points. 

As drafted, the Foreign Operations 
bill, unfortunately, answers yes to all 
three questions, and that is what this 
first amendment, the Mexico City lan-
guage amendment, seeks to turn 
around. 

The bill is a radical departure from 
both current policy and common sense, 
and it should make us pause. Do we 
want to go down this road? 

The first amendment I offer today 
addresses what is known as the Mexico 
City policy. This policy originated with 
President Ronald Reagan, as I stated 
previously, in 1984 and has been contin-
ued by the current administration. The 
Mexico City policy prohibits Federal 
taxpayer funds from going to organiza-
tions that perform or actively promote 
abortion as a method of family plan-
ning in other nations. The Mexico City 
language is this: prohibits Federal tax-
payer funds from going to organiza-
tions that ‘‘perform or actively pro-
mote abortion as a method of family 
planning in other nations.’’ However, 
the language in the pending bill would 
gut this policy. In fact, the language in 
this appropriations bill implies that 
elective abortion is an acceptable 
method of family planning. 

No matter how one feels about the 
taking of human life through sur-
gically induced abortions, surely we 
can reach some consensus that abor-
tion is not a legitimate means of fam-
ily planning. 

Further, I hope we can agree that 
taxpayers should not be forced to sub-
sidize groups that provide abortion, 
many of whom object to abortion and 
find it morally wrong. The Mexico City 
policy is common sense and aligns with 
the values of most Americans. 

The bottom line is, U.S. taxpayers 
should not be forced to subsidize or 
support organizations that perform or 
promote abortions for overseas family 
planning programs. 

In case my colleagues think, OK, 
that was the language in 1984, that was 

the world situation in 1984, let me read 
from a newspaper article, an AP story 
that was filed on August 30, 2007. The 
article is ‘‘Chinese victims of forced 
late-term abortion fight back.’’ 

The article is dated August 30, 2007. 
It reads as follows: 

Yang Zhongchen, a small-town business-
man, wined and dined three government offi-
cials for permission to become a father. 

Yes, permission to become a father. 
It didn’t work. Even though he wined 
and dined, his wife was taken out of 
town and her baby was killed by injec-
tion while still inside her. This is her 
quote. I want to read this for my col-
leagues: 

‘‘Several people held me down, they ripped 
my clothes aside and the doctor pushed a 
large syringe into my stomach,’’ says Jin 
Yani, a shy, petite woman with a long pony-
tail. ‘‘It was very painful. . . . It was all very 
rough.’’ 

The article goes on to say: 
Some 30 years after China decreed a gen-

eral limit of one child per family, resent-
ment still brews over the state’s regular and 
sometimes brutal intrusion into intimate 
family matters. Not only are many second 
pregnancies aborted, but even to have one’s 
first child requires a license. 

Why would we want to be associated 
with any sort of family planning that 
is coercive of an abortion, regardless of 
where you are on the choice issue? 
Whether you are pro-choice or not, you 
wouldn’t want to be associated with a 
government, with a group that does 
forced abortions, coercive abortions 
such as I am reading about in an AP 
story written at the end of August of 
this year. Why would we want to be a 
part of that? 

Madam President, I ask unanimous 
consent to have printed in the RECORD 
the article on ‘‘Chinese victims of 
forced late-term abortion fight back.’’ 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 
[From the Houston Chronicle, Aug. 30, 2007] 

CHINESE VICTIMS OF FORCED LATE-TERM 
ABORTION FIGHT BACK 

QIAN’AN, CHINA.—Yang Zhongchen, a small- 
town businessman, wined and dined three 
government officials for permission to be-
come a father. 

But the Peking duck and liquor weren’t 
enough. One night, a couple of weeks before 
her date for giving birth, Yang’s wife was 
dragged from her bed in a north China town 
and taken to a clinic, where, she says, her 
baby was killed by injection while still in-
side her. 

‘‘Several people held me down, they ripped 
my clothes aside and the doctor pushed a 
large syringe into my stomach,’’ says Jin 
Yani, a shy, petite woman with a long pony-
tail. ‘‘It was very painful. . . . It was all very 
rough.’’ 

Some 30 years after China decreed a gen-
eral limit of one child per family, resent-
ment still brews over the state’s regular and 
sometimes brutal intrusion into intimate 
family matters. Not only are many second 
pregnancies aborted, but even to have one’s 
first child requires a license. 

Seven years after the dead baby was pulled 
from her body with forceps, Jin remains 

traumatized and, the couple and a doctor 
say, unable to bear children. Yang and Jin 
have made the rounds of government offices 
pleading for restitution—to no avail. 

This year, they took the unusual step of 
suing the family planning agency. The 
judges ruled against them, saying Yang and 
Jin conceived out of wedlock. Local family 
planning officials said Jin consented to the 
abortion. The couple’s appeal to a higher 
court is pending. 

The one-child policy applies to most fami-
lies in this nation of 1.3 billion people, and 
communist officials, often under pressure to 
meet birth quotas set by the government, 
can be coldly intolerant of violators. 

But in the new China, economically power-
ful and more open to outside influences, ordi-
nary citizens such as Yang and Jin increas-
ingly are speaking out. Aiding them are so-
cial campaigners and lawyers who have docu-
mented cases of forced abortions in the sev-
enth, eighth or ninth month. 

Chen Guangcheng, a self-taught lawyer, 
prepared a lawsuit cataloguing 20 cases of 
forced abortions and sterilizations in rural 
parts of Shandong province in 2005, allegedly 
carried out because local officials had failed 
to reach population control targets. 

Chen, who is blind, is serving a prison sen-
tence of three years and four months which 
his supporters say was meted out in retalia-
tion for his activism. 

Many countries ban abortion after 12 or 
sometimes 24 weeks of pregnancy unless the 
mother’s life is at risk. While China outlaws 
forced abortions, its laws do not expressly 
prohibit or even define late-term termi-
nation. 

A FAMILY UNPLANNED 
Jin, an 18-year-old high school dropout 

from a broken home, met 30-year-old Yang, a 
building materials supplier, in September 
1998. They moved in together. A year and a 
half later, in January or February 2000, they 
discovered Jin was pregnant but couldn’t get 
married right away because she had not 
reached 20, the marriage age. 

After her birthday in April, Jin bought 
porcelain cups for the wedding and posed for 
studio photos. On May 5, they were married. 

Now all that was missing was the piece of 
paper allowing them to have a child. So 
about a month before Jin’s due date, her hus-
band Yang set out to curry favor with Di 
Wenjun, head of the neighborhood family 
planning office in Anshan, the couple’s home 
town about 190 miles east of Beijing. 

He faced a fine of $660 to $1,330 for not hav-
ing gotten a family planning permit in ad-
vance, so he treated Di to the Peking duck 
lunch on Aug. 15, 2000, hoping to escape with 
a lower fine since this was his first child. 

The next day he paid for another meal with 
Di and the village’s Communist Party sec-
retary and accountant. 

He said the mood was cordial and that the 
officials toasted him for finding a young wife 
and starting a family. 

‘‘They told me ‘We’ll talk to our superiors. 
We’ll do our best. Wait for our news.’ So I 
was put at ease,’’ Yang said. 

But three weeks later, on Sept. 7, when 
Yang was away opening a new building sup-
plies store, Jin was taken from her mother- 
in-law’s home and forced into having the 
abortion. 

Why had the officials failed to make good 
on their assurances? One of Yang’s two law-
yers, Wang Chen, says he believes it was be-
cause no bribe was paid. 

‘‘Dinner is not enough,’’ Wang said. ‘‘Noth-
ing gets done without a bribe. This is the sit-
uation in China. Yang was too naive.’’ 
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Di, who has since been promoted to head of 

family planning for all of Anshan township, 
could not be reached. Officials who answered 
his office phone refused to take a message 
and gave a cell phone number for him that 
was out of service. 

LATE-TERM PROCEDURES DECLINE 

Zhai Zhenwu, a sociology professor at the 
People’s University Institute of Demo-
graphic Studies in Beijing, said that while 
forced, late-term abortions do still occur 
sporadically, they have fallen sharply. 

In the late ’80s and early ’90s, he said, some 
family planning officials ‘‘were really radical 
and would do very inappropriate things like 
take your house, levy huge fines, force you 
into procedures.’’ 

Things have improved since a propaganda 
campaign in 1993 to make enforcement more 
humane and the enactment of the family 
planning law in 2001, he said. Controls have 
been relaxed, allowing couples in many rural 
areas to have two children under certain 
conditions. 

Still, Radio Free Asia reported this year 
that dozens of women in Baise, a small city 
in the southern province of Guangxi, were 
forced to have abortions because local offi-
cials failed to meet their population targets. 

In the province’s Bobai county, thousands 
of farmers rioted in May after family plan-
ners levied huge fines against people with 
too many children. Those who didn’t pay 
were told their homes would be demolished 
and their belongings seized. 

Yang and Jin are suing the Family Plan-
ning Bureau in their county of Changli for 
$38,000 in medical expenses and $130,000 for 
psychological distress. 

But it’s not about the money, said Yang, a 
fast-talking chain-smoker. No longer able to 
afford to run his business, he now works as a 
day laborer in Qian’an, an iron mining town 
east of Beijing. 

‘‘What I want is my child and I want the 
court to acknowledge our suffering,’’ he said. 

A family planning official in Changli justi-
fied Jin’s abortion on the grounds she lacked 
a birth permit. The woman, who would only 
give her surname, Fu, said no one in the clin-
ic was punished for performing the proce-
dure. 

CONTRADICTORY EVIDENCE 

The National Population and Family Plan-
ning Commission, the agency overseeing the 
one-child policy, says it is looking into Jin 
and Yang’s case. Meanwhile, the evidence ap-
pears contradictory. 

Jin’s medical records include a doctor’s 
certificate from 2001, the year after the abor-
tion, confirming she could not have children. 
Doctors in Changli county say they exam-
ined her in 2001 and 2002 and found nothing 
wrong with her. 

The court ruling says Jin agreed to have 
the operation. Jin says the signature on the 
consent form is not hers but that of Di, the 
official her husband courted. 

Sun Maohang, another of the Yangs’ law-
yers, doubts the court will rule for the cou-
ple lest it encourage further lawsuits. But he 
hopes the case will stir debate and lead to 
clearer guidelines on abortion. 

As she waits for the next round in court, 
Jin says she is too weak to work and has 
been celibate for years because sex is too 
painful. 

Her husband prods her to tell her story, 
but during an interview she sits silent for a 
long time and finally says she doesn’t want 
to talk about the past because it’s too sad. 

Then she quietly insists the lawsuit is 
something she has to do for Yang Ying, the 

baby girl she carried but never got to see or 
hold. 

Mr. BROWNBACK. Madam President, 
several years ago, when I was chairing 
the South Asia Subcommittee of the 
Foreign Relations Committee, we held 
a hearing on a lady who went under-
cover in China and filmed and inter-
viewed a number of women who had 
been forced into abortions. She talked 
about the brutality. She brought the 
interviews forward. This continues to 
go on to today. 

There is no reason that we as an 
American Government should be asso-
ciated with it. Period. The Mexico City 
language has been a longstanding pol-
icy of the United States. It makes 
sense. It is something we should con-
tinue. It is gutted in the bill. 

I want to make another point on this 
issue. If this language remains in the 
bill, if the Mexico City language is not 
put back in the bill, or if the current 
language remains in the bill and it goes 
to the President, it will be vetoed. The 
President has issued a very clear state-
ment to the Congress to maintain the 
language of Mexico City and Kemp- 
Kasten, saying very clearly, if this is in 
the bill, the bill will be vetoed. 

I don’t know why we would want to 
overturn a policy that has been in 
place for a number of years, a policy 
that makes common sense, to get a 
veto on a very important Foreign Oper-
ations bill. 

I thank my colleague from Vermont 
who chairs the committee and my col-
league from New Hampshire who is the 
ranking member for many good provi-
sions in this Foreign Operations bill. I 
know my colleague from Vermont has 
a heart for foreign operations issues, 
for taking care of people overseas and 
domestically, to do whatever he can in 
situations that are difficult, that are 
dire. We have talked about it many 
times. I am very appreciative of his ef-
forts in this field. This is not the way 
to go. This is something that will di-
vide us. This is something that is 
harmful. It is something that will be 
vetoed. It is something that will bring 
this bill back in front of us. I believe 
we will have the votes to sustain the 
President’s veto. We should not go this 
route on this particular bill. 

Mr. GREGG. Madam President, will 
the Senator from Kansas yield for a 
question? 

Mr. BROWNBACK. Yes, I will. 
Mr. GREGG. I see the Senator from 

California is in the Chamber. I was 
wondering if we could enter a game 
plan. I understand the Senator from 
Kansas has two amendments, one deal-
ing with the Mexico City language and 
one dealing with Kemp-Kasten. 

Mr. BROWNBACK. Yes. 
Mr. GREGG. The Senator from Cali-

fornia has an amendment that deals 
with the language in this bill also in 
that general area. I was wondering if 
we can work out an agreement where 

the Senator from Kansas can have the 
time he has already taken, plus an ad-
ditional 30 minutes on his two amend-
ments, and the Senator from California 
can have 30 minutes on her amend-
ment, and then maybe we can vote on 
all these amendments. 

Mr. BROWNBACK. I would be agree-
able to that request. 

Mr. GREGG. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senator 
from Kansas have 30 minutes and be al-
lowed to offer his 2 amendments with-
out second-degree amendments, and 
the Senator from California then fol-
low with 30 minutes and be allowed to 
offer her amendment without second- 
degree amendments, and those 3 
amendments be voted on at the conclu-
sion of that time. 

Mrs. BOXER. Reserving the right to 
object. 

Mr. LEAHY. I am not sure I under-
stand. Madam President, I suggest the 
absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Kansas has the floor. 

Mr. LEAHY. Will the Senator from 
Kansas suggest the absence of a 
quorum without yielding the floor? 

Mr. BROWNBACK. Without yielding 
the floor, I suggest the absence of a 
quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. The Senator 
will be recognized. 

The clerk will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk proceeded to 

call the roll. 
Mr. LEAHY. Madam President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. LEAHY. Madam President, I un-
derstand the Senator from Kansas has 
the floor, and I ask if he will yield to 
me to propose a unanimous consent re-
quest. 

Mr. BROWNBACK. I yield to the Sen-
ator from Vermont. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. LEAHY. Madam President, I pro-
pose, similar to what the Senator from 
New Hampshire said, that the Senator 
from Kansas has the time he already 
used, plus 30 minutes, during which he 
will have offered and spoken on or 
yielded to others to speak on his two 
amendments, and then the Senator 
from California have up to 30 minutes, 
either to speak or to yield to others 
and to offer her amendment. Then the 
amendments be set aside to be voted on 
prior to final passage at a time to be 
determined by the two managers. 

Mr. GREGG. And in an order to be 
determined. 

Mr. LEAHY. And in an order to be de-
termined by the two managers? 

Mr. BROWNBACK. Reserving the 
right to object, I want to make sure I 
understand the point. We will have 
votes on all three amendments. I am 
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assuming that the Senator from Cali-
fornia—— 

Mr. LEAHY. The Senator is right, 
there will have to be votes on these 
amendments prior to final passage. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The Senator from Kansas. 
Mr. GREGG. Madam President, I ask 

that the Senator from Kansas yield for 
an additional unanimous consent. 

Mr. BROWNBACK. I will be happy to 
yield. 

Mr. GREGG. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent that no second-de-
gree amendments be in order to the 
amendments proposed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. BROWNBACK. Madam President, 
I thank my colleagues from Vermont 
and New Hampshire for getting this 
play set. These are well-known policy 
issues. They have been debated a long 
time in this country. My guess is that 
most people in this body know where 
they stand on these particular issues. A 
lengthy debate is not necessary. 

What I want to do is clarify what we 
are talking about, No. 1, and No. 2, fac-
tually these conditions continue to 
exist in the world and this is not some-
thing that is an old policy and not 
needed any longer. 

I ask unanimous consent to add Sen-
ator CORKER as a cosponsor to my 
amendment No. 2708. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. BROWNBACK. Madam President, 
I thank my colleagues for working on 
this issue. It is a gut-check issue about 
where you stand on life, where you 
stand on the U.S. role around the 
world, where you stand on whether we 
should be using taxpayers’ funds for 
abortion, where you stand on whether 
we should be using taxpayers’ dollars 
to promote abortion overseas. I think 
those are important and key issues. 
They are issues on which people know 
where they stand, and I hope we will be 
able to have a positive vote on all of 
these amendments. 

I also say to my colleagues that if 
these particular provisions as cur-
rently exist in the bill, as I already 
stated, pass through this body and are 
in the ultimate bill, I believe the bill 
will be vetoed and we will be right back 
talking about this bill which has a 
number of very good provisions in it on 
foreign affairs, foreign operations that 
are very important, but this is cer-
tainly going to hold it up. 

Continuing my comments, as we all 
know, many Americans are deeply op-
posed to abortion. If you poll the issue 
of taxpayer funding of abortion, a solid 
majority of Americans is opposed to 
taxpayer funding of abortion. They do 
not want a part of it. They may say: I 
am okay with a woman’s right to 
choose, but I don’t want us to pay for 
that. I don’t see why the taxpayers 

should be paying for it, let alone abor-
tions overseas. Many who support abor-
tion question whether it should be used 
for family planning purposes, which 
these funds are designated to be used 
for. We should not force American tax-
payers to subsidize organizations that 
perform or actively promote abortion. 
That is a position—if you polled that— 
that would be supported by 75 percent 
of the American public, probably. I 
don’t have actual poll data on it, but 
people don’t support doing this, and 
there is no reason we should do it. 

If anything, they would like to see us 
cut foreign operations and foreign aid 
budgets, and here would be a prime 
spot. They would be happy to see this 
cut taking place, and it would support 
their view of the role of the United 
States in the world and the moral au-
thority with which the United States 
leads. 

These are very difficult moral issues, 
and then we go and insert ourselves in 
a moral debate overseas—a moral de-
bate about which we are very divided 
here—and it doubles the negative view 
of the United States meddling in a 
country’s domestic issues and one of 
such key significance as life, human 
life; that we would meddle with U.S. 
taxpayer dollars. 

I would like to argue a few other 
points. First, some will argue incor-
rectly that Federal tax dollars would 
not have to be used for actual abor-
tions but could still be used to support 
the organization’s other activities. 
This is something you will hear a lot 
about: We are not actually funding 
abortion, we are funding an organiza-
tion that happens to be associated with 
abortion, but it is not for abortions. 
Well, I think most people see through 
that figleaf. It fails to properly under-
stand the fungibility of money. 

If I represent an organization, and I 
have money in this pocket and money 
in this pocket, but the budget all flows 
together—it supports staff, it supports 
overhead—it is used to support the full 
organization, and that is U.S. taxpayer 
money. Again, we are talking about 
overseas. It is used to support that or-
ganization. Sure, they will show us 
that, yes, in our bookkeeping and rec-
ordkeeping we don’t support abortions 
with U.S. taxpayer money, but it does 
support the overall organization, and 
the image of that organization over-
seas is they support abortion. So you 
are funding abortion, even if the actual 
dollars themselves don’t go for abor-
tion. People get it. 

I don’t think we should fall for the 
figleaf they are going to keep a sepa-
rate set of books. It is one organiza-
tion, and the money goes to support 
one organization that has one policy, 
and that policy is to support and pro-
mote abortion overseas. The organiza-
tion receives funds, and they can sim-
ply reallocate private funds or other 
sources of financial support away from 

their nonabortion-related activities 
into their abortion activities. It frees 
up other money they have that they 
can get from us and then use the 
money they have from private sources 
to fund abortions. So we are still help-
ing out with abortions. 

Second, the Mexico City policy also 
prohibits organizations that actively 
promote abortion from receiving funds. 
This means our Federal tax dollars 
should not be used to support the lob-
bying efforts of pro-abortion organiza-
tions that are attempting to change 
the abortion laws in other countries. 
These are groups that are trying to 
push pro-abortion laws, pro-choice laws 
in many other countries. Why should 
we be involved in lobbying efforts in 
other countries on a controversial 
topic such as abortion? That makes no 
sense whether you are pro-life or pro- 
abortion as to why we should do that. 

These are basic considerations I be-
lieve we should take into account with 
the amendment I have offered today to 
strike the language in this bill which 
guts the Mexico City policy. The cur-
rent bill language guts the Mexico City 
policy. In effect, my amendment would 
ensure the Mexico City policy stands as 
is. It would stand. 

I wish to recognize, too, that my col-
leagues, particularly the Senator from 
California, she and I have had various 
debates about this. I certainly don’t 
question her ability. I don’t question 
her heart. We view this differently. I 
don’t think we should be anywhere 
near policies that promote abortion 
overseas. I see no reason the United 
States should be involved in policies 
that promote abortion overseas or the 
support of organizations that promote 
abortions overseas. My colleague from 
California looks at this differently. I 
respect her and her opinion on this. 

I would hope our colleagues would 
look at this and simply ask—particu-
larly those who are voting on this for 
the first time—is this something they 
want the United States to be associ-
ated with. A lot of people get mad at 
the United States for pushing its 
weight around overseas. A number of 
people get in our face and mad at the 
United States for pushing cultural 
changes overseas. I would think most 
of my colleagues would be very sen-
sitive to our pushing cultural changes 
overseas, saying: OK, we have policies 
about democracy, we have thoughts on 
that; and people should be allowed to 
govern themselves. We don’t nec-
essarily want to push our views on 
major moral issues around the world 
today. Yet here is one of a most offen-
sive nature to many Americans, to 
many people overseas, and the United 
States is funding it. 

Why not take the money and use it 
to do water well promotion or provide 
AIDS drugs to help people to be able to 
live or malaria or tuberculosis, where 
there is no controversy associated with 
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that. In those situations, people would 
applaud us helping them out with a 
problem they have, instead of getting 
involved in a very divisive moral issue 
in their country as well as ours. This 
doesn’t make sense that we would do 
this. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2707 
Madam President, in the order of 

agreement, I would like to call up now 
the second amendment that I would 
propose, and I ask unanimous consent 
that the current one be set aside and 
the second amendment be called up. 

I do not have a number. It deals with 
the Kemp-Kasten language. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the current amendment is 
set aside. The clerk will report the 
amendment. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
The Senator from Kansas [Mr. BROWNBACK] 

proposes an amendment numbered 2707. 

Mr. BROWNBACK. Madam President, 
I ask unanimous consent that further 
reading of the amendment be dispensed 
with. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The amendment is as follows: 
(Purpose: To prohibit funding of organiza-

tions that support coercive abortion) 
On page 240, beginning on line 4, strike 

‘‘Provided’’ and all that follows through 
‘‘sterilization:’’ on line 9 and insert ‘‘Pro-
vided further, That none of the funds made 
available in this Act nor any unobligated 
balances from prior appropriations may be 
made available to any organization or pro-
gram which, as determined by the President, 
supports, or participates in the management 
of, a program of coercive abortion or invol-
untary sterilization:’’. 

Mr. BROWNBACK. Madam President, 
this is a provision similar to the last 
one, as far as the issue. It is more spe-
cific. It has been the policy of the 
United States since 1985, and consist-
ently been the policy of the United 
States through Republican and Demo-
cratic Congresses, through Republican 
and Democratic administrations. It is 
commonly referred to as the Kemp- 
Kasten legislation. It would require the 
reinsertion of what is known as the 
Kemp-Kasten law into this legislation. 
This law helps to ensure that American 
taxpayers do not subsidize groups and 
organizations with ties to coercive 
abortions and forced sterilizations. So 
this is a narrower subset of the past 
amendment, the last amendment that I 
put forward. I would like to read it to 
my colleagues. It is a short amend-
ment. It is well-known language. I 
would hope it would get near unani-
mous support in this body. We would 
put this language in the bill: 

That none of the funds made available in 
this Act nor any unobligated balances from 
prior appropriations may be made available 
to any organization or program which, as de-
termined by the President, supports, or par-
ticipates in the management of, a program of 
coercive abortion or involuntary steriliza-
tion. 

Coerced abortion. Involuntary steri-
lization. It says you cannot support 
groups or organizations that partici-
pate in each of those. Now, I don’t 
know of anybody in the Congress who I 
have ever run into at all that supports 
coerced abortion or involuntary steri-
lization. 

We have seen involuntary steriliza-
tion at times in the past in this coun-
try, and it was a bad, dark chapter. 
This is not something we want to be a 
part of. What we are saying is you can-
not support any organization overseas 
that is involved in involuntary steri-
lizations or coerced abortions, com-
monly referred to, as I said, as the 
Kemp-Kasten legislation. This has been 
the law on the books for 20 years, and 
I think my colleagues can see why. 

This is something people don’t sup-
port. It has been in place since 1985 
through Republican-led Congresses and 
Democratically led Congresses, Repub-
lican administrations and Democratic 
administrations. However, year after 
year the language has been watered 
down in the Foreign Operations appro-
priation bill and essentially gutted. 
That is why in this amendment my col-
leagues will support it. This is lan-
guage we would reinsert into this bill. 

This commonsense provision pro-
hibits funding of these organizations. 
One important effect of this law has 
been to prohibit taxpayer funding of 
the United Nations Population Fund. 
That is what this narrow piece of the 
debate will be about, because of that 
agency’s support for and participation 
in the management of the population 
control program of the People’s Repub-
lic of China. This program relies heav-
ily on Government-coerced abortions. 

This gets a bit personal with me. One 
of our children is adopted from China. 
I think often of the woman who had 
our child, Jenna; that somehow she 
fought through a system that would 
have paid for, in places and cases, a co-
erced abortion. But she fought through 
this system to have the child who is 
my daughter, who is 9 years old, and 
who won her third grade spelling bee 
contest. She is, I think, a beautiful gift 
to society. A beautiful gift to the 
world. Why would we want to be any-
where closely associated with any gov-
ernment or organization that would 
have forced people, such as my daugh-
ter’s mother, to have an abortion? I 
don’t know why anybody would want 
to be associated with that or come any-
where close to that. 

I read to my colleagues, and we in-
serted in the RECORD an AP story 
about this still going on today. This is 
not an isolated incident. This happens 
in many places. We have held Senate 
hearings with people where the local 
population control officials in China 
are very aggressive on pushing a one- 
child policy, and that you have to get 
a license for that child. Many women 
will flee a local community when they 

are pregnant in order to have their 
child somewhere else. My daughter was 
left on the doorsteps of an orphanage 
by somebody who fought through that 
system. Maybe she was from a commu-
nity that was some ways away, but 
somehow she fought through to have 
this child. Why would we want to be 
anywhere close to something like that? 

The Appropriations Committee-ap-
proved bill has inappropriately re-
moved the Kemp-Kasten provision by 
changing the language in important 
ways. It requires evidence that the 
UNFPA directly supports coercive 
abortion. We, as a civilized society, 
should reject the brutal practice of 
forced abortion, whether it is promoted 
directly or indirectly. If you have local 
population planning authorities in 
China who are indirectly supporting 
coercive abortion, do we want to be 
anywhere closely associated with that? 
I don’t think so. The bill removes the 
language giving the President the ex-
plicit authority to invoke the provi-
sion. 

We ought to allow the President to 
enforce this provision, as it is essen-
tial, I believe, to a civilized society. A 
civilized society doesn’t do forced abor-
tions, coercive abortions or involun-
tary sterilization. The Brownback 
amendment would restore the Kemp- 
Kasten language that has been the law 
for over 20 years. 

While we have had a rigorous debate 
in this country about abortion, we 
have come to some fundamental agree-
ments, I believe. One of those agree-
ments is we should not use tax dollars 
to fund coercive abortion. It is a brutal 
practice and it should be stopped. We 
should not use this as an occasion for 
partisan politics. Whatever your 
thoughts on abortion, we should be 
able to agree that forced abortion goes 
too far. It is not worthy of the America 
we all know is possible. I envision an 
America where the strong protect the 
weak. 

We ought to value each life and every 
life, everywhere and without exception. 
That is why I talk often about being 
pro-life and whole-life. I believe the life 
in the womb is sacred. I believe the life 
of a child in Darfur is sacred and a 
child in China. It is a hopeful message 
and a unifying message and it is one 
that should apply in this bill on this 
language. 

I urge my colleagues to support the 
Brownback amendment to prohibit 
funding for forced abortions and return 
to the sensible policy of the past 20 
years and to advance a culture of life; 
to not get involved in other countries’ 
internal debates on abortion, particu-
larly ones involving forced abortions 
and sterilizations. 

I yield the floor, I reserve the re-
mainder of my time, and I suggest the 
absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 
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The legislative clerk proceeded to 

call the roll. 
Mrs. BOXER. Madam President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mrs. BOXER. Madam President, can 
you tell me what the order is, please. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from California has 30 minutes. 
The Senator from Kansas has 13 min-
utes 7 seconds remaining. 

Mrs. BOXER. Madam President, will 
you let me know when I have used 20 
minutes of time? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Chair will do so. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2719 
Mrs. BOXER. Madam President, I 

call up amendment No. 2719, and I ask 
for its immediate consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the amendment. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
The Senator from California [Mrs. BOXER], 

for herself and Ms. SNOWE, Ms. COLLINS, Mrs. 
CLINTON, Ms. CANTWELL, Mr. MENENDEZ, Mr. 
DODD, Mr. LAUTENBERG, Mrs. FEINSTEIN, Mr. 
FEINGOLD, and Mrs. MURRAY, proposes an 
amendment numbered 2719. 

Mrs. BOXER. I ask unanimous con-
sent that the reading of the amend-
ment be dispensed with. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The amendment is as follows: 
(Purpose: To prohibit the application of cer-

tain restrictive eligibility requirements to 
foreign nongovernmental organizations 
with respect to the provision of assistance 
under part I of the Foreign Assistance Act 
of 1961) 
On page 410, between lines 15 and 16, insert 

the following: 
REMOVAL OF CERTAIN RESTRICTIVE ELIGIBILITY 

REQUIREMENTS APPLICABLE TO FOREIGN NON-
GOVERNMENTAL ORGANIZATIONS 
SEC. 699B. Notwithstanding any other pro-

vision of law, regulation, or policy, in deter-
mining eligibility for assistance authorized 
under part I of the Foreign Assistance Act of 
1961 (22 U.S.C. 2151 et seq.), foreign non-
governmental organizations shall not be in-
eligible for such assistance solely on the 
basis of health or medical services, including 
counseling and referral services, provided by 
such organizations with non-United States 
Government funds if such services do not 
violate the laws of the country in which they 
are being provided and would not violate 
United States Federal law if provided in the 
United States, and shall not be subject to re-
quirements relating to the use of non-United 
States Government funds for advocacy and 
lobbying activities other than those that 
apply to United States nongovernmental or-
ganizations receiving assistance under part I 
of such Act. 

Mrs. BOXER. Madam President, I 
rise today with my colleague, Senator 
OLYMPIA SNOWE, to offer a very impor-
tant amendment that could signifi-
cantly enhance the health and well- 
being of millions of women around the 
globe. This amendment would overturn 
the so-called Mexico City policy, also 
known as the global gag rule, which 

undermines a number of key principles 
and goals on which our country is 
based. 

As many of you know, this policy was 
put in place at a conference in Mexico 
City in 1984. When we learned what it 
really did, we dubbed it the ‘‘global gag 
rule.’’ As many of my colleagues know, 
the policy literally gags foreign organi-
zations that receive USAID family 
planning funds. 

Let me be clear about this issue. 
Under the gag rule, international fam-
ily planning organizations that provide 
perfectly legal family planning services 
with their own funds in the countries 
in which they operate are prohibited 
from receiving U.S. assistance if they 
provide legal abortion services and 
those services include counseling or re-
ferral services, or they also do not get 
the funds if they publicly support the 
right to comprehensive reproductive 
health care. 

Let me bring this home to you. I 
know you are a mom of a young child. 
If a mom walks into one of these fam-
ily planning clinics that receives 
USAID funds with her 11-year-old 
daughter who has been raped and wants 
to be counseled as to what the options 
are or wants to be told where she can 
take that child, this organization will 
lose all their USAID funds if they help 
that mom and that traumatized daugh-
ter. Is this America? We are talking 
about punishing family planning clin-
ics all over the world if they use their 
own funds for perfectly legal activities 
to help families. 

I will give you a clear example. Until 
2004, abortion in Ethiopia was illegal 
unless the life of the mother was at 
stake, and complications from unsafe 
procedures were the second leading 
cause of death among hospitalized 
women. The Government decided to 
have a national debate about how to fix 
this problem which was taking a ter-
rible toll on Ethiopian women. That is 
right, the Ethiopian Government said: 
Let’s talk about what is right for our 
people, what is right for our customs, 
what is right for our way of life, and 
how can we save women’s lives. 

In order to weigh in on this debate, 
the two largest family planning organi-
zations in Ethiopia actually had to 
give up their U.S. funding. That is why 
we call it a gag rule. The organizations 
were gagged from expressing them-
selves. They could not engage in the 
debate for fear of losing their funds. So 
the two largest family planning organi-
zations in Ethiopia decided they would 
give up their U.S. assistance in order 
to spare women’s lives. Imagine, as a 
result of this misguided policy, U.S. 
misguided policy, the two largest fam-
ily planning organizations in Ethiopia 
lost U.S. funds simply because they 
wanted to weigh in on a debate about 
reproductive health care. 

One of the things about President 
Bush that we all love is when he speaks 

about democracy and how democracy 
should be the centerpiece of our foreign 
policy. I ask you, what is democratic 
about gagging people? What is demo-
cratic about saying you have no right 
to free speech unless you agree with 
me? Then, if you agree with me, I sup-
port your right to speak. That is what 
the global gag rule is. Free speech is 
only allowed, under this administra-
tion, when that speech agrees with 
them. What is happening as a result? 
Women are dying and there are unnec-
essary abortions. This is a terrible re-
sult of this policy. Basically, we say to 
people who are doing hard work to help 
their people: If you don’t agree with us, 
gag it. If you don’t gag it, you are not 
going to get funds. This feeds into the 
stereotype of America that is around 
the world today. Most foreigners do not 
like us very much these days. They 
look at this administration, and they 
say that our strategy is: Do as we say; 
don’t do as you choose. 

I always thought that a legitimate 
democracy had the right to self-deter-
mination, that they were not punished 
if they said what they thought. We are 
not talking about spending a penny of 
U.S. money for abortions abroad. That 
has been illegal since 1976. We are not 
talking about using one cent of U.S. 
money to pay for lobbying for abor-
tions. That also has been illegal all 
those years. We are talking, again, 
about gagging family planning organi-
zations that use their own money, in a 
legal way in the country in which they 
are present, to help women who des-
perately need help, to help children 
who are raped, to help children who are 
victims of incest. 

In both 2003 and 2005, this Senate de-
bated this exact amendment, and it 
passed with bipartisan support on both 
occasions. Why am I back? Because, 
sadly, the Senate never took final ac-
tion on those bills, so we need to go 
back again and back again and back 
again until there is a clear decision on 
this issue. That clear decision is Amer-
ica, the greatest democracy in the 
world, is not going to tell other coun-
tries they have to see everything the 
way a particular administration sees 
it. They should have the right to make 
their own decisions. As a country that 
believes in democracy, free speech, and 
improving the health and well-being of 
people all over the world, it is time for 
us once and for all to do away with this 
harsh and cruel policy. The health and 
lives of millions of women depend on 
it, and that is why repealing this glob-
al gag rule is so important. 

This is not a small matter; this is a 
large matter. In the bill currently on 
the floor of the Senate and in the 
House bill, some steps have been taken 
to ease the burden of the global gag 
rule. However, it really does not go the 
distance. The bill before us today tries 
to address it by allowing contracep-
tives to be provided by the United 
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States to international family plan-
ning organizations that would other-
wise be ineligible. But at the end of the 
day, these organizations are still 
gagged, they still can’t lobby for 
changes in the law in the countries in 
which they work. They still cannot 
even refer someone for an abortion. 

Again, I take the case of the mother 
who walks into one of these clinics 
with a child who is the victim of rape 
or incest and the mother is desperate: 
Where can I take my child? Please tell 
me. 

We can’t tell you because if we tell 
you, we are going to lose our funding. 

Meanwhile, the child is losing time 
here in a battle to save her health. 
That is shameful. That is not some-
thing to be proud of. 

Let’s face it, these organizations 
need the funding and they need the 
freedom to exercise the most basic 
rights of humankind: the rights to free 
speech and expression to try to change 
policies they think are fundamentally 
wrong. In truth, we need family plan-
ning clinics to have open doors, not 
just to provide contraceptive services— 
which are so important—but to attend 
to all the aspects of reproductive 
health care. 

Let me tell why I get so emotional 
about this issue. Approximately 500,000 
women die from pregnancy, childbirth, 
and postpartum complications every 
year—500,000. Think of your largest cit-
ies—500,000 women a year, 1 woman 
every single minute. This includes 
deaths from a horrific condition known 
as obstetric fistula, which occurs when 
women’s bodies are too young or under-
developed to give birth. In Ethiopia, 
this problem is particularly prevalent, 
where child marriage rates are ex-
tremely high and some girls actually 
get married at 7, 8, and 9 years of age. 

The fact that we as a country would 
do anything to harm access to com-
prehensive family planning is shame-
ful. This is the 21st century. Even if 
you would never, ever want a member 
of your family to have an abortion, 
even if you would want a member of 
your family never to know that it even 
exists as an option, put aside your own 
feelings and allow other people to 
make their choice. 

Let me give a specific example of 
what happens when international fam-
ily planning organizations are barred 
from speaking out against injustice in 
the countries in which they operate. I 
will tell you a story I have told on the 
floor before, a story that a nongovern-
mental organization leader from Nepal 
told us at a hearing I chaired in the 
Foreign Relations Committee in 2001. 

Like so many nonprofits, this NGO 
was forced to make an impossible deci-
sion when faced with the unjust impris-
onment of a 13-year-old girl named Min 
Min. What did Min Min do? A 13-year- 
old girl—why was she in prison? Be-
cause she was raped by her uncle. A 

relative took her for an abortion, and 
instead of going after the uncle, they 
put her in jail; a 13-year-old girl, sen-
tenced to 20 years in jail. But because 
of this outrageous gag rule, the organi-
zations that operated inside Nepal were 
faced with a horrific choice: They 
would either lose their funding or they 
would keep their mouths shut and not 
try to free Min Min and change the 
laws. Do you know what they did? 
They gave up the money and they 
struggled, but they did the right thing, 
because Min Min was raped by a rel-
ative, she became pregnant, her family 
forced her to have an illegal abortion, 
and therefore she was sentenced to 20 
years in prison. Imagine—a 13-year-old 
girl sent to jail for 20 years for the 
crime of being raped by an uncle. 

Is that the kind of country we are, 
that we would tie the hands of an orga-
nization that wants to help that child 
and tell them: If you try to help that 
child and change the laws here, you 
lose your American funding. Doesn’t 
that make us proud as Americans? No, 
it doesn’t. It certainly doesn’t make 
me proud. I hope it doesn’t make any-
one proud who would vote on this im-
portant amendment later on today. 

I praise that nongovernmental orga-
nization, that health care agency for 
saying: You know what, it is not worth 
the money; it is not worth the money. 
These countries have people in them 
who struggle for money. This child 
celebrated her 14th birthday in prison, 
her 15th birthday in prison, but be-
cause that health care organization, 
that NGO, was able to change the laws, 
Min Min was set free. That organiza-
tion lost $100,000 in funding because 
they saved a child, and they had to let 
60 staff members go. That meant stop-
ping a program that reached more than 
50,000 people in remote communities. 

What are we doing? What are we 
about? Are we about helping families? 
Oh, we hear it all the time: family val-
ues. I have them. I want to help that 
mom who walks into a clinic with a 
pregnant 11-year-old girl who was 
raped. I don’t want to punish the peo-
ple who help her. I don’t see how you 
stand for family values if you do that. 
It doesn’t make sense. 

What we are doing by keeping the 
gag rule in place is saying to clinics 
and doctors: You have to choose be-
tween helping the people in your coun-
try by speaking out, by offering them 
referrals and counseling, or American 
dollars. This is not a good policy for 
this country. This is a shameful policy 
for this country. I am very optimistic 
that, again, we will have a successful 
vote to overturn this global gag order. 

President Bush says he will veto it. 
Let’s have the debate. Let’s have the 
debate because I think any moderate, 
sensible American will say this policy 
is misguided, and at the end of the day 
women and children are being hurt by 
it. 

I reserve the remainder of my time. I 
would ask how much time I have re-
maining. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator has 13 minutes, 43 seconds. 

Mrs. BOXER. Madam President, I 
note the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BROWNBACK. Madam President, 
I ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. BROWNBACK. Madam President, 
in the time I have allotted, I would like 
to respond to some of the arguments 
put forward by my colleague from Cali-
fornia, who is a tremendous advocate 
on the cause and the case. We certainly 
see it a different way, different light. 
There is a term that is starting to 
move around the world a fair amount 
today because they are seeing it in 
practice. The term is called gendercide. 
It is a product of family planning insti-
tutions in places, particularly, such as 
China and India. There are laws in 
India, particularly, that you cannot re-
veal the sex of a child in utero because 
so many of the female babies are being 
killed. Even then they are not working 
as laws. The people doing the 
sonograms will wink or nod to tell 
whether it is a girl or a boy child. And 
if it is a girl child, a lot of times the 
parents will go on and go forward with 
an abortion. 

It has a result and effect that is tak-
ing place—normal balance ratios. You 
normally have a few more male chil-
dren born than female children. In 
China your average now is 115 males 
born per 100 females. In some areas in 
China the ratio is 120 to 130 males to 
100 females in the country. 

As I mentioned, my own experience 
with adopting a child from China, 
Jenna—Jenna, a joy in our household. 
And if you go into a Chinese orphan-
age, it is virtually all female children 
in a Chinese orphanage. There will be 
some male children. They are the ones 
who have some physical, sometimes 
mental difficulties, but otherwise it is 
all girls in the orphanage. 

My colleague talks about that 
women are dying through these poli-
cies. Yes, they are dying through these 
policies. Female children around the 
world are being killed through these 
policies. Female babies are being left 
at orphanages or other places around 
the world because of these policies. I 
think that is a powerful indictment of 
a system that still forces abortions on 
people, still forces people to have 
forced sterilizations. I do not think we 
should be anywhere around these. That 
is why the second bill, on the Kemp- 
Kasten, I hope would pass the body 
nearly unanimously because it is about 
forced abortion and forced sterilization 
that is taking place. 
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My colleagues may say, well, I do not 

think it still goes on. I mentioned an 
article. I only read a piece of the quote 
in it, but I wanted to read further in it. 

Radio Free Asia reported this year 
that dozens of women in a small city in 
a central province in China were forced 
to have abortions because local offi-
cials failed to meet their population 
targets. 

From a report in Radio Free Asia: 
In one province thousands of farmers ri-

oted in May after family planners levied 
huge fines against people with too many 
children. Those that didn’t pay were told 
their homes would be demolished and their 
belongings seized. 

This is in an AP article and reported 
by Radio Free Asia. In that second 
amendment I put forward, we are say-
ing: We do not want any part of this. 
We do not want any part of an organi-
zation that does support this. We do 
not want to support a coercive family 
policy in China. We do not want to as-
sociate with any organization that 
does. I would hope all of my colleagues 
would say: I do not want to see or be a 
part of anything like that. 

My colleague from California talks 
about us gagging other people. They 
are free, organizations in every coun-
try are free as they want to be to advo-
cate any policy they want to. We just 
do not want to fund it. We do not need 
to fund it. If they want to advocate dif-
ferent abortion policies, that is fine. 
We do not have to pay for it, and we 
should not pay for it, on something 
that is so controversial here and there. 
These are policies that are controver-
sial in other countries. 

If we dispute over the money, let’s 
use the money to fight malaria or 
AIDS or tuberculosis. We will all agree 
on doing that. We do not gag them. 
They can do whatever they want. Peo-
ple in those countries get it too. If the 
United States is funding them, we are 
funding that voice. We are associated 
with that voice. I agree there are ter-
rible things that happen in various 
parts around the world. But these abor-
tion policies are not something that we 
should be supporting or funding, with 
its controversy here and there. 

There is a basic right around the 
world, a basic right that I think 
trumps all other rights. It is the right 
to life. It is the right to live. Why 
would we support policies, promote or-
ganizations that are promoting policies 
that are opposed to that very basic 
right? If you do not get that one, any 
of the others do not matter a whole lot, 
do they? If you do not get to live, if 
you continue to have the kind of 
gendercide and gender imbalances in 
various countries taking place, you are 
not going to have the voices there. You 
are not going to have the female voices 
that are there because they are being 
killed. This is happening in our world 
today. We do not need to do it. 

There is a thought—it is a Proverb 
actually that says: 

There is a way that seems right to a man, 
but in the end it is death. 

One can argue for the saying: Well, 
OK, this is right for us to do. We need 
to support family planning. I do not 
think so. I do not think that is the 
right way. There are ones who could 
look at this and say: This is about 
women’s rights and we should use this 
for women’s rights. I do not think you 
have to support abortion or abortion 
provider organizations to support wom-
en’s rights. I think we can do that 
through other means. 

But at the end of the day what this 
does, and what these policies do, is it 
ends in death. This ends in the death of 
a lot of children. The numbers are 
there, and they are huge. They are the 
ones we should not be associated with. 
So I would ask again, my colleagues, 
on Kemp-Kasten to support this lan-
guage that we would not fund any orga-
nizations or support any groups that 
support forced abortion and involun-
tary sterilization. That one I do not 
think anybody should disagree with, 
and that we should reinsert the Mexico 
City language that we will not support 
organizations that directly or indi-
rectly support abortion or lobby for 
abortion. These are matters that coun-
tries there should take care of. If these 
provisions remain in the bill, the bill is 
not going to become law, and it will be 
back to us. 

Madam President, I reserve the re-
mainder of my time, and I yield the 
floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from California. 

Mrs. BOXER. Madam President, I 
think this debate has been a good one, 
and Senator BROWNBACK and I are used 
to debating this issue. I think we lay 
out our case the best we can. But let 
me be clear. I deplore gendercide. I am 
the mother of a daughter. I would do 
anything to protect her. I deplore hurt-
ing girls. I deplore hurting women. 

That is why it is so difficult for me 
to understand my friend’s position on 
the Mexico City global gag rule policy. 
If he says he deplores hurting women, 
hurting children, hurting girls, then 
why would he support a policy that 
would punish a health care organiza-
tion operating abroad from using its 
own funds to protect women, girls, 
children, families? Why would he sup-
port that? 

He says: Oh, we are not gagging any-
body. They can say anything they 
want. They just will not get our 
money. Well, this is America. We help 
people who are doing good things. That 
is the reason at one time we were be-
loved in the world. Is it not a good 
thing to help an organization that is 
using its own funds to help girls and 
women, to protect an 11-year-old who 
was raped to make sure she gets the 
health care she needs? Would not we 
want to think that American funding 
should help get contraceptives to fami-

lies abroad? Should we help them if 
they have an unintended pregnancy or 
a rape or incest in their family? 

That is why I do not understand how 
my friend’s rhetoric matches his ac-
tions. I think it is cruel to continue 
the global gag rule. I think it is cruel 
to punish an organization that had to 
give up all of its money and all of its 
staff to go to work to change the law, 
to free a young girl who was raped by 
her uncle, and instead of the uncle 
going to jail, because of the laws in 
Nepal at that time, the child went to 
jail, and had her 14th and 15th birthday 
in jail and could have had 18 more 
years in jail had the organization not 
walked away from U.S. funding. How 
does that make you feel as an Amer-
ican? It makes me feel very sad. 

Then my colleague says he agrees 
that women are dying from these poli-
cies. But he does not define what are 
‘‘these policies.’’ Well, let me define 
these policies. Women are dying be-
cause of Mexico City language, because 
of the global gag rule known as Mexico 
City. 

Let me read from the New Republic. 
The destructiveness of the gag rule is hard 

to overstate. The World Health Organization 
estimates that nearly 500,000 women in de-
veloping countries die each year from causes 
related to pregnancy and childbirth. Of 
those, roughly 70,000 die from back-alley 
abortions. And aid restrictions have hurt 
those groups best positioned to help. In 
Kenya, for example, two health organiza-
tions have had to shut down their clinics 
since 2001 after proving unable to abide by 
the gag rule and losing their USAID funding. 
Many of these clinics were the sole providers 
of health care for women and children in 
their respective regions, and most had of-
fered post-abortion care—critical in a coun-
try where abortion is illegal, unsafe, and 
causes an estimated one-third of maternal 
deaths annually. 

Imagine a clinic had to shut down its 
doors because America withheld its 
funding. They could not afford to keep 
it open. And women came crying into 
the front door there, bleeding from 
back-alley abortions. This is something 
my friend speaks about as being hu-
mane and kind and good. 

Well, today the Senate has a chance 
to take a stand against the global gag 
order. The Senate has a chance to ex-
press itself in favor of the health of 
women, of girls. I am proud to be offer-
ing this amendment. 

I ask unanimous consent to retain 
the remainder of my time, set aside the 
amendment, at which time we will 
have a vote on it at a later time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Who yields time? 
Mr. ENSIGN. Madam President, I ask 

unanimous consent to set aside the 
pending amendment and call up 
amendment No. 2700. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. ENSIGN. Madam President, be-
fore the clerk reports the amendment, 
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I ask unanimous consent that I be rec-
ognized for 5 minutes to speak on the 
amendment, followed by—that my 
amendment be set aside and Senator 
LIEBERMAN be recognized for 5 minutes 
to call up an amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The clerk will report. 
The assistant legislative clerk read 

as follows: 
The Senator from Nevada [Mr. ENSIGN] 

proposes an amendment numbered 2700. 

Mr. ENSIGN. I ask unanimous con-
sent that reading of the amendment be 
dispensed with. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The amendment is as follows: 
(Purpose: To strike the provision in section 

113 that increases the limit on the United 
States’ share for United Nations peace-
keeping operations during fiscal year 2008 
from 25 percent to 27.1 percent so that the 
United States does not pay more than its 
fair share for United States peacekeeping) 
On page 231, strike lines 1 through 7. 

Mr. ENSIGN. Madam President, the 
history of our financial commitment to 
United Nations peacekeeping should be 
a cautionary tale. For instance, from 
1988 to 1994, U.N. peacekeeping spiraled 
out of control as the number of oper-
ations more than tripled and costs 
soared from $268 million to $3.5 billion. 
Finally, in 1994, the Democratically 
controlled Congress and President 
Clinton enacted legislation unilater-
ally reducing the U.S. share of the U.N. 
peacekeeping budget from 31 percent to 
25 percent. The annual U.S. peace-
keeping bill fell from almost $1 billion 
to around $300 million back in 1997. 
With the historic Helms-Biden U.N. 
agreement, we managed to clear up our 
fair share of arrears in exchange for 
much needed reforms. 

Congress later agreed to a glidepath 
in our peacekeeping assessment rate, 
still maintaining the 25-percent cap in 
law but permitting higher authorized 
levels as we worked to achieve that 
goal. 

Last year the United States recog-
nized our assessment at 25 percent; the 
same as the year before. Now in a 
Democratically controlled Congress, 
there is suddenly a push to roll back 
this achievement. It is estimated that 
for 2007, each percentage point over the 
cap costs U.S. taxpayers $50 million per 
year. There is no way the United 
States should pay a penny more than 
the 25-percent assessed contribution 
rate. Despite scandal after scandal, the 
U.N. has neglected to adopt any re-
forms that would address the abuse, 
misconduct, mismanagement, and cor-
ruption that have plagued its peace-
keeping operations and the body as a 
whole. United Nations peacekeepers 
are reported to have committed such 
egregious crimes as the rape and forced 
prostitution of the women and young 
girls they are sent to protect, all under 

the protection of the blue helmet. 
Peacekeepers have also been accused of 
torturing and murdering prisoners in 
their efforts to smuggle gold and arms 
to the rebels they were charged with 
disarming. Tell me how these actions 
such as these are worth more money. 

The United Nations cannot even 
spend the billions of dollars they re-
ceive now in a manner that is above re-
proach. According to the U.N. Office of 
Internal Oversight, from the audit of $1 
billion in U.N. peacekeeping contracts 
over a 6-year period, $298 million was 
subject to waste, fraud, and abuse. 

I rise in support of this amendment 
that would actually keep our assess-
ment rate at the 25-percent rate in-
stead of what is in the bill, raising it to 
27.1 percent. I personally think we 
should decrease it even further, but the 
least we should do is keep it at the 25- 
percent rate. 

I urge adoption of the amendment 
and ask for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 
sufficient second? 

There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. ENSIGN. I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Connecticut is recognized. 
AMENDMENT NO. 2691 

Mr. LIEBERMAN. Madam President, 
I call up amendment No. 2691. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the pending amendment is 
set aside. 

The clerk will report. 
The assistant legislative clerk read 

as follows: 
The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. LIE-

BERMAN], for himself, Mr. BROWNBACK, Mr. 
KYL, Mr. GRAHAM, and Mr. COLEMAN, pro-
poses an amendment numbered 2691. 

Mr. LIEBERMAN. I ask unanimous 
consent that reading of the amendment 
be dispensed with. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The amendment is as follows: 
(Purpose: To provide that, of the amount ap-

propriated or otherwise made available for 
the Economic Support Fund, $75,000,000 
shall be made available for programs of the 
Bureau of Near Eastern Affairs of the De-
partment of State to support democracy, 
the rule of law, and governance in Iran) 
On page 410, between lines 15 and 16, insert 

the following: 
SUPPORT FOR DEMOCRACY, THE RULE OF LAW, 

AND GOVERNANCE IN IRAN 
SEC. 699B. Of the amount appropriated or 

otherwise made available by title III for 
other bilateral economic assistance under 
the heading ‘‘ECONOMIC SUPPORT FUND’’, 
$75,000,000 shall be made available for pro-
grams of the Bureau of Near Eastern Affairs 
of the Department of State to support de-
mocracy, the rule of law, and governance in 
Iran. 

Mr. LIEBERMAN. Madam President, 
this is an amendment I am pleased to 
offer with Senators BROWNBACK and 
KYL. It would restore the $75 million 

requested by the administration to 
support programs of democracy, rule of 
law, and governance in Iran. 

I ask unanimous consent that Sen-
ators COLEMAN and GRAHAM be added as 
original sponsors. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. LIEBERMAN. No government 
today poses a greater threat to the 
United States, indeed, to the Middle 
East and probably to the world, than 
the Islamic Republic of Iran. We are all 
aware of the belligerent international 
behavior of the Iranian regime, its ef-
forts to develop nuclear weapons, its 
use of Islamist terrorist groups such as 
Hamas, Hezbollah, and the Taliban, to 
undermine moderate governments 
across the Middle East, its designation 
by the United States State Department 
as the No. 1 state sponsor of terror and, 
of course, its escalating proxy war 
against American troops and Iraqi ci-
vilians and military in Iraq, where the 
Iranian Revolutionary Guard has been 
training, arming, equipping, and di-
recting terrorists who are responsible 
in turn for the murder of hundreds of 
American soldiers and the murder of 
thousands of Iraqi civilians and sol-
diers. 

What may, I fear, be less appreciated 
is that Iran’s extremist terrorist be-
havior abroad is matched by equally 
extremist behavior at home. Just as 
the Iranian regime has been supporting 
the forces of repression and terror 
against the people of Lebanon, Pal-
estine, Iraq, and Afghanistan, it is also 
escalating a campaign of repression 
and terror against its own citizens, the 
people of Iran. As the New York Times 
reported yesterday, the Iranian Gov-
ernment has in recent months ‘‘ar-
rested prominent intellectuals, sup-
pressed the Iranian student movement, 
rolled back social freedoms, purged 
university faculties, [and] closed news-
papers.’’ 

This assault on Iranian civil society 
has been well documented by the most 
prominent international human rights 
nongovernmental organizations. Am-
nesty International, for instance, re-
ports that ‘‘in recent months, the Ira-
nian authorities have been carrying 
out a widespread crackdown on civil 
society, targeting academics, women’s 
rights activists, students, journalists 
and labor organizations.’’ 

Dissidents and democrats in Iran 
today are under attack by their own 
Government. The question before this 
Congress is whether we are going to 
stand with them in solidarity or 
whether we will turn away our heads. 
This amendment would provide $75 mil-
lion in funds, the amount requested by 
the administration; in fact, announced 
by Secretary of State Rice. That an-
nouncement, I know from sources I 
have, was broadly heard and appre-
ciated within the Iranian civil society 
dissident movement. The committee 
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has recommended one-third of that 
amount of money. This $75 million 
would go to labor activists, women’s 
groups, journalists, human rights advo-
cates, and other members of Iranian 
civil society. It provides Congress an 
opportunity to demonstrate that even 
as we condemn the behavior of the Ira-
nian regime, we stand with the Iranian 
people, a people with a proud history 
who truly are, in my opinion, yearning 
to be free. That freedom is suppressed 
by the fanatical regime that dominates 
their lives today. 

The alternative path before Congress, 
if we don’t adopt this amendment, 
would be to cut the administration’s 
request by two-thirds. At that level of 
funding, existing programs will not 
only be unable to expand, they will ac-
tually be cut back. In other words, at 
just the moment when the Iranian Gov-
ernment is engaged in an unprece-
dented rollback of the human rights 
and political freedoms of the Iranian 
people, the American Government will 
be rolling back its own programs to 
help defend those rights and freedoms. 
Why would we do this? 

The report language of the Appro-
priations subcommittee, I say respect-
fully, says that ‘‘the Committee sup-
ports the goals of promoting democ-
racy in Iran,’’ but ‘‘it is particularly 
concerned that grantees suspected of 
receiving U.S. assistance have been 
harassed and arrested by the Govern-
ment of Iran for their pro-democracy 
activities.’’ 

I ask unanimous consent to be given 
another 5 minutes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. LIEBERMAN. In other words, the 
argument against this amendment 
seems to be that we should give less to 
help dissidents in Iran because our 
help, in turn, may lead to their harass-
ment by the totalitarian government 
in Tehran. I respectfully disagree with 
this logic. I know that we do not give 
less to democracy advocates in 
Myanmar or Zimbabwe or Belarus 
when they are being harassed by the 
regime, nor do we give less to freedom 
fighters behind the Iron Curtain in Po-
land, Czechoslovakia, and Hungary. On 
the contrary, it is precisely when dis-
sidents are under attack that they 
need more help from the United States, 
not less. I am sure my colleagues would 
agree that if we give less money to 
these civil society human rights activ-
ists in Iran, the Iranian regime will not 
repress them any less. The repression 
probably, in fact, will be greater. As to 
the argument that those who accept 
this money—and I can say, speaking 
generally, that the money is given 
through third parties, international or-
ganizations, to the civil society human 
rights advocates in Iran—that some-
how they will be harassed for receiving 
this money, I believe the just and right 
thing to do is leave that decision to 

those who are fighting for freedom in 
Iran, for us to be willing to help them 
if they want that help. The record is 
clear there. 

Since the State Department began 
making these grants 8 months ago, 90 
percent of the fiscal year 2006 funds 
have been obligated, with the remain-
ing funds expected to be obligated by 
mid-September. Perhaps there are 
some Iranian groups that do not want 
our funding, but it is clear that many 
others do. The need is great. It is be-
yond the $75 million this amendment 
would provide. That choice should be 
theirs. Our moral responsibility is to 
make the money available to these 
courageous fighters for freedom in 
Iran, those who want not only more 
freedom but a better future for them-
selves and their children. 

I want to close by saying that we 
know from history that dissidents can 
change history, because history is 
made not by abstract, inexorable forces 
but by individual human beings such as 
Vaclav Havel or Lech Walesa or Andrei 
Sakharov or Natan Sharansky. It was 
the bravery of these people that kin-
dled our moral imagination to see the 
suffering of millions behind the Iron 
Curtain, and it was their leadership 
that inspired millions more to cast off 
their shackles and overthrow a cruel 
and dictatorial system of Communist 
government that many thought would 
endure forever. Like the Communist 
terrorists of eastern Europe, the lead-
ers of the Islamic Republic of Iran re-
press their people because they are 
frightened of them. They know how 
powerful the dissidents and the demo-
crats in their midst can become. These 
are the people to whom this money 
would go. That is the reason my col-
leagues and I have offered this amend-
ment. 

I ask all Members of the Senate to 
support it, and I thank the Chair. 

I ask for the yeas and nays. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 

sufficient second? 
There appears to be a sufficient sec-

ond. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. LIEBERMAN. I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Iowa is recognized. 
f 

VISIT TO THE SENATE BY PARLIA-
MENTARIANS FROM THE REPUB-
LIC OF SLOVENIA 

Mr. HARKIN. Madam President, I 
take great pride now in asking unani-
mous consent that the Senate stand in 
recess for 2 minutes so we may greet 
five Parliamentarians from the Repub-
lic of Slovenia. I take great pride in 
this. As the occupant of the Chair 
knows, my mother came from the 
small village of Suha in Slovenia, was 
an immigrant to this country. I know 
the grandfather of the Senator from 
Minnesota also came from Slovenia. So 

for those of us with Slovenian roots, 
this is a proud moment. In its 16 years 
of independence, Slovenia has estab-
lished a stable multiparty democracy, 
a free press, an independent judiciary, 
and an excellent human rights record. 
In 2004, Slovenia joined NATO and be-
came a member of the European Union. 
In fact, in January of 2008, Slovenia 
will ascend to the presidency of the Eu-
ropean Union. 

So we are proud to have five mem-
bers of the Slovenian Parliament here: 
Miro Petek, Marijan Pojbic, Jozef 
Horvat, Samo Bevk, and Marjan 
Drofenik. 

f 

RECESS 

Mr. HARKIN. Madam President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the Sen-
ate stand in recess for 2 minutes to 
greet these fine Parliamentarians. 

There being no objection, the Senate, 
at 4:45 p.m., recessed until 4:47 p.m., 
and reassembled when called to order 
by the Presiding Officer (Ms. KLO-
BUCHAR). 

f 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE, FOREIGN 
OPERATIONS, AND RELATED 
PROGRAMS APPROPRIATIONS 
ACT, 2008—Continued 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Kansas is recognized. 

Mr. BROWNBACK. Madam President, 
I ask unanimous consent to speak on 
the Lieberman amendment for up to 7 
minutes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2691 

Mr. BROWNBACK. Madam President, 
this is the Lieberman-Brownback 
amendment; and several others are on 
the amendment as well. I have worked 
on this issue for some period of time. 
Over the past 4 years, we have been 
able to get some funding for democ-
racy-building activity inside of Iran. It 
has been a difficult project. We have 
not been able to get much money se-
cured, but it follows a long tradition of 
successful efforts at targeting regimes 
that do not support democracy, that 
undermine democracy, indeed, even 
support terrorism around the world, by 
building civil society organizations 
within that country. 

It is very interesting to me you can 
get a message into Iran, and there is a 
good possibility, there is an excellent 
prospect of building civil society orga-
nizations inside Iran. You can look at 
some of the things that have taken 
place recently where there has been a 
bus driver strike and the possibility of 
a labor union movement forming there 
or even with some of the teacher 
strikes or some of the student strikes. 

You are clearly seeing the people in-
side Iran are opposed to the regime. We 
need to work, I believe, with them and 
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with others to form civil society orga-
nizations inside Iran to go at the re-
gime itself, and to undermine the re-
gime itself, of saying: If you are not 
going to support our civil rights here, 
we are going to oppose you. 

We saw some of these things taking 
place with some fruit of success inside 
the Ukraine, where you had a revolu-
tion that took place there, where you 
had a number of civil society organiza-
tions that had built up over a period of 
years, over time, so that when there 
was a movement of the people where 
they decided they didn’t like that auto-
cratic dictatorship, that autocratic 
rule that was taking place, there was 
an underlying group that said: Yes, 
here is where we should go as a group 
and as a society. 

Plus, I think we have to recognize 
what Iran is. The Iranian Government 
is the lead sponsor of terrorism around 
the world. The Iranian people do not 
support the Government. They are in 
direct conflict with the United States 
now in their support and development 
and funding of troops, of people being 
trained in Iran or supplied in Iran to go 
into Iraq. We can oppose, exterior-wise, 
the Iranians. We can oppose the regime 
that way. But one of the key things we 
can also do is say, internally, there 
should be a development of a civil soci-
ety within Iran, an internal support for 
people there. 

The Iranian regime not only threat-
ens us, they directly and violently 
threaten a key ally of ours in the re-
gion in Israel. In addition to the well- 
publicized extremist rhetoric from 
President Ahmadinejad, Iran directly 
funds groups such as Hezbollah and 
Hamas. Iran directly funds them, 
which are designed—these groups—to 
perpetuate violence and thwart efforts 
for Middle Eastern peace. 

Their regime is engaged in a cam-
paign against the United States inter-
ests in Iraq, as I have stated. Some in 
the United States would prefer to ig-
nore Iran’s threats to our operations or 
pretend they do not exist at all. It is 
increasingly clear Iran’s leaders are de-
liberately and purposely targeting U.S. 
forces in Iraq. The Iranian regime does 
not want the United States to succeed 
in Iraq and is consistently resorting to 
violence to underscore that threat. I 
also note we are also learning of the re-
gime’s sponsorship of violence inside of 
Afghanistan as well. 

In short, it is not enough to con-
template what might happen if the 
United States and Iran came to blows. 
Based on the actions of the regime in 
Tehran, Iran is already in conflict with 
the United States. 

On our current course, the future is 
not bright. Iran is moving ever closer 
to a nuclear capability that will allow 
it to threaten the security of anyone 
who opposes its dreams of dominating 
the Middle East. 

This amendment provides for the full 
$75 million for democracy programs. It 

would take the first step in this direc-
tion. We must call the regime to ac-
count for its flagrant human rights 
abuses committed against the Iranian 
people. 

I have worked with a number of Ira-
nian dissidents. I have done talk radio 
programs that have broadcast into 
Tehran. 

The regime is brutal in opposing its 
own people. It is a huge sponsor of ter-
rorism, the largest in the world. It is 
one we should oppose, and this is a key 
method that needs to be adequately 
funded—and I think hardly funded very 
much at $75 million. But if you cut 
that down to $30 million, you are below 
a target that probably even can be of 
much effect at all. We clearly need to 
do this. 

Madam President, before I yield the 
floor, I want to add Senator COLLINS as 
a cosponsor to this amendment. I ask 
unanimous consent that Senator COL-
LINS be added as a cosponsor to this 
amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. BROWNBACK. Madam President, 
I ask unanimous consent that Senators 
MARTINEZ and VITTER be added as co-
sponsors to both of my amendments I 
previously spoke about, amendments 
Nos. 2707 and 2708, related to Mexico 
City policy and the Kemp-Kasten law. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. BROWNBACK. Thank you very 
much, Madam President. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from New Hampshire is recog-
nized. 

Mr. GREGG. Madam President, so we 
can get to the status of things, we now 
have approximately five amendments 
that have been offered that we know 
we are going to have to have votes on. 
There are a number of amendments 
which have been submitted, and we are 
waiting for Members to come down to 
present those amendments or, in the 
alternative, to tell us what they want 
to do with them. 

We would like to wrap this bill up to-
night, but it is going to be difficult un-
less we get Members to participate in 
this process by actually appearing on 
the floor and telling us how they want 
to deal with their amendments. How-
ever, as to these five amendments that 
have been offered, I hope we can go to 
a vote on them fairly soon and at least 
get the process started. 

Madam President, I suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. COBURN. Madam President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

AMENDMENTS NOS. 2704, 2705, 2706, AND 2716 
Mr. COBURN. Madam President, I 

call up en bloc amendments Nos. 2704, 
2705, 2706, and 2716. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 
The clerk will report. 
The assistant legislative clerk read 

as follows: 
The Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. COBURN] 

proposes en bloc amendments numbered 2704, 
2705, 2706, and 2716. 

Mr. COBURN. Madam President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the read-
ing of the amendments be dispensed 
with. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The amendments are as follows: 
AMENDMENT NO. 2704 

(Purpose: To provide that none of the funds 
appropriated or otherwise made available 
by this Act for ‘‘Contribution to the Inter-
national Development Association’’ may 
be made available for the World Bank for 
malaria control or prevention programs) 
At the appropriate place, insert the fol-

lowing: 
SEC. ll. None of the funds appropriated 

or otherwise made available by this Act for 
multilateral economic assistance under the 
heading ‘‘CONTRIBUTION TO THE INTER-
NATIONAL DEVELOPMENT ASSOCIATION’’ may be 
made available for the World Bank for ma-
laria control or prevention programs. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2705 
(Purpose: To provide for the spending of 

$106,763,000 on programs that save chil-
dren’s lives, such as the President’s Ma-
laria Initiative, rather than lower priority 
programs, such as the Global Environment 
Facility, which produce few results and are 
managed by the United Nations Develop-
ment Program, which utilizes corrupt pro-
curement practices, operates contrary to 
United Nations rules, and retaliates 
against whistleblowers) 
On page 410, between lines 15 and 16, insert 

the following: 
SAVING CHILDREN’S LIVES 

SEC. 699B. (a) The amount appropriated or 
otherwise made available by title III for bi-
lateral economic assistance under the head-
ing ‘‘GLOBAL HEALTH PROGRAMS’’ and avail-
able for child survival and maternal health is 
hereby increased by $76,763,000. 

(b) The amount appropriated or otherwise 
made available by title III for bilateral eco-
nomic assistance under the heading ‘‘GLOBAL 
HEALTH PROGRAMS’’ for other infectious dis-
eases and available for the President’s Ma-
laria Initiative is hereby increased by 
$30,000,000. 

(c) The amount appropriated or otherwise 
made available by title V under the heading 
‘‘GLOBAL ENVIRONMENT FACILITY’’ is hereby 
reduced by $106,763,000. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2706 
(Purpose: To ensure full public transparency 

and fiscal accountability at the Global 
Fund to Fight HIV/AIDS, Tuberculosis and 
Malaria) 
On page 311, strike lines 20 through 22 and 

insert the following: 
(6) has adopted and is implementing a pol-

icy to publish on a publicly available web 
site all program reviews, program evalua-
tions, internally and externally commis-
sioned audits, and inspector general reports 
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and findings, not later than 7 days after they 
are received by the Global Fund Secretariat, 
except that such information as determined 
necessary by the Inspector General to pro-
tect the identity of whistleblowers or other 
informants to investigations and reports of 
the Inspector General, or proprietary infor-
mation, may be redacted from such docu-
ments; and 

AMENDMENT NO. 2716 
(Purpose: To provide for the spending of 

$106,763,000 on programs that save chil-
dren’s lives, such as the President’s Ma-
laria Initiative, rather than lower priority 
programs, such as the Global Environment 
Facility, which produce few results and are 
managed by the United Nations Develop-
ment Program, which utilizes corrupt pro-
curement practices, operates contrary to 
United Nations rules, and retaliates 
against whistleblowers) 
On page 410, between lines 15 and 16, insert 

the following: 
SAVING CHILDREN’S LIVES 

SEC. 699B. (a) The amount appropriated or 
otherwise made available by title III for bi-
lateral economic assistance under the head-
ing ‘‘GLOBAL HEALTH PROGRAMS’’ and avail-
able for child survival and maternal health is 
hereby increased by $48,763,000. 

(b) The amount appropriated or otherwise 
made available by title III for bilateral eco-
nomic assistance under the heading ‘‘GLOBAL 
HEALTH PROGRAMS’’ for other infectious dis-
eases and available for the President’s Ma-
laria Initiative is hereby increased by 
$30,000,000. 

(c) The amount appropriated or otherwise 
made available by title V under the heading 
‘‘GLOBAL ENVIRONMENT FACILITY’’ is hereby 
reduced by $106,763,000. 

Mr. COBURN. Madam President, I 
have three amendments that I will dis-
cuss in a group, and I believe one of 
them will be accepted by the majority 
and ranking member, and that is an 
amendment creating transparency at 
the World Bank on the malaria pro-
gram. I will spend a very short time 
talking about that. 

What we know is we have seen in the 
last 21⁄2 years a tremendous change— 
much of it thanks to the chairman of 
this committee in terms of trans-
parency and in working with us on the 
malaria program—but we have seen a 
change from using the wrong medi-
cines, the wrong techniques, and the 
wrong prevention techniques. We have 
2 million people a year in Africa die 
from a preventable, curable, treatable 
disease. 

Not long after I came to the Senate, 
myself along with NORM COLEMAN and 
other people who have done great 
work—and Senator BROWNBACK as 
well—on malaria, as well as the chair-
man, what we saw was an ineffective 
program. The President had a malaria 
initiative—PMI—and it was set out and 
peer-reviewed—scientific data to ap-
proach this disease from both preven-
tion and treatment. What we saw at 
the World Bank was a failed $500 mil-
lion program and an attempt at an-
other program for which there is no 
transparency. But the reports from the 
scientific literature Lancet, the great-

est medical periodical from the British, 
had a devastating article outlining the 
fact that the World Bank continues to 
use drugs that don’t treat, drugs that 
have resistance, it does not do preven-
tive indoor spraying, does not dis-
tribute on a free basis bed netting—the 
three significant, consistent ways in 
which we treat African malaria, as well 
as the way we treat it throughout the 
rest of the world. 

So I want to thank them in advance 
for doing that. This simply says that 
the World Bank has to be transparent 
with what they are doing on malaria. 

What we know is the World Health 
Organization has also changed signifi-
cantly. We are going to see hundreds of 
millions of people’s lives markedly 
changed through an appropriate drug 
treatment prevention strategy for ma-
laria. Of those 2 million people who die 
every year, 500 million of them are 5 
years of age and under—I mean 500,000. 
Five hundred thousand are pregnant 
women. There are another 500,000 chil-
dren who are permanently brain dam-
aged from malaria. If we are going to 
help in foreign aid, then it ought to be 
effective foreign aid. So I thank the 
chairman and ranking member for 
their consideration on that. 

The next amendment I would like to 
bring up talks about having some 
transparency with the $5.3 billion we 
send to the United Nations every year. 
This body, as well as the House, unani-
mously passed transparency and ac-
countability for our own Government 
and our own agencies. We are going to 
see this next January where everything 
in this country where the taxpayers’ 
money is spent is going to be online 
and available for taxpayers, peer-re-
viewed looks, watchdog groups, as well 
as the press to see how we are spending 
money. 

What this amendment does is it en-
sures that the U.S. contribution to the 
United Nations is not being wasted to 
fraud, which we have seen multiple 
times at the United Nations—waste, 
abuse, corruption, which we have seen 
and which has been documented—by 
maximizing the public transparency of 
all U.N. spending or our contribution 
thereof. This amendment says that the 
Secretary of State certify publicly that 
the United Nations is publicly trans-
parent about its spending this year, be-
fore any of the money we are going to 
send to the United Nations next year is 
sent. The basic transparency required 
by this amendment would include a 
posting on a publicly available Web 
site of copies of all contracts, grants, 
program reviews, audits, budgets, and 
progress reports relating to fiscal year 
2007. 

There are a lot of reasons the U.N. 
should be accountable and transparent, 
the first of which—and I won’t go into 
a lot of details—is the Oil for Food Pro-
gram where $10 billion was mis-
managed, stolen, and fraudulently used 

in a way that was totally unaccount-
able, to the detriment of the people of 
Iraq. As of this time, there have been 
eight guilty pleas, two guilty verdicts, 
two agreements of forfeiture judg-
ments, and nine pending cases. There 
are also fugitives from the corruption 
of that. 

The U.N. to this day refuses to fully 
and publicly release the Oil for Food 
Program’s contracts and financial doc-
uments. Some people will say: Well, 
you can’t force this on the U.N. 

(Mrs. BOXER assumed the Chair.) 
Mr. COBURN. There is not an ac-

countability that we can require. 
We are the largest contributor to the 

United Nations. We have a requirement 
and a responsibility to the people of 
this country to make sure that money 
is well spent. The easiest way to make 
sure money is well spent and properly 
spent is for it to be transparent and 
available to the people who are making 
these contributions. 

The second reason we should be con-
cerned about how the U.N. spends 
money is procurement fraud. Last 
year, former U.S. Ambassador to the 
U.N. John Bolton testified to the Fed-
eral Financial Management Sub-
committee that of the $1 billion in U.N. 
peacekeeping contracts that were au-
dited—they didn’t audit all of them but 
just the first $1 billion that they au-
dited—a third was found to be lost to 
waste and fraud and corruption. The 
U.N. refused to release this audit, even 
to Secretary Bolton, our representative 
at the U.N; however, he was able to se-
cure a leaked copy of it. What that $1 
billion represents in terms of waste, 
fraud, and abuse is our entire contribu-
tion to peacekeeping. For all the 
money we pay for worldwide peace-
keeping through the U.N., what we can 
extrapolate from this audit is that our 
entire contribution was wasted. 

There is an even more worrisome pro-
gram at the U.N. called the United Na-
tions Development Program. What we 
know over the last 10 years is that over 
$100 million has been funneled inappro-
priately, fraudulently, and without any 
oversight to North Korea for things 
which it should not have gone. Ten 
million dollars, at least, was trans-
ferred in cash directly to the leaders of 
the North Korean regime. We know 
some of that cash was used to purchase 
homes in Europe and Canada. The Chi-
cago Tribune reported there was evi-
dence that they deposited cash into the 
same account that North Korea used to 
buy ballistic missiles. The United Na-
tions Development Program refuses to 
allow our own investigators from our 
own Government to audit and review 
its financial information. It refuses, 
despite the United States sitting on 
the UNDP Executive Board and being 
the largest contributor to the UNDP 
budget. 

Basic transparency—the idea that we 
give money and they spend money to 
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accomplish good in the world—can only 
be effective if we know where the 
money is spent and how it is spent. The 
idea to have the U.N. transparent will 
protect against future scandals. 

One of the things that bothers me the 
most about this and our contribution is 
the fact that the U.N. refuses to be 
transparent with the money we give 
them. Every domestic agency, every 
government program in this country is 
required to provide this body detailed 
financial information, program re-
views, audits, and budgets. According 
to OMB, we spend an excessive $5.3 bil-
lion of the taxpayers’ money on the 
United Nations, but despite repeated 
requests by Ambassador Bolton, by 
congressional committees, by over-
sight committees, by committees on 
investigation, the U.N. refuses to make 
available information as to how it 
spends its money, make its audits 
available, program reviews available, 
or any other financial data available to 
the Congress or the world at large or 
the public in this country. 

The only way we have been able to 
find out what we have been able to find 
out is that documents have been 
leaked. This amendment matters. The 
reason it matters is that every dollar 
lost to U.N. corruption is one less dol-
lar that can save the life of an African 
child, one more dollar that could effi-
ciently prevent violence around the 
world. Just in what we know on UNDP 
waste and fraud last year, 20,000 lives 
could have been saved in Africa from 
HIV. Or take the country of Uganda, 
plagued by civil war, and epidemics, 
and other things; according to the 
World Bank, their whole GDP was less 
than what we have wasted. 

Think about the impact we could 
have. Some will say the U.N. has a pro-
curement Web site where information 
on all contracts that are granted is 
posted. They didn’t have that until 21⁄2 
years ago when we started pushing. It 
only shows a very small percentage of 
moneys. It is not thorough or com-
prehensive. It is controlled by the U.N. 
Secretariat and not all the other agen-
cies under the U.N. So we don’t get a 
look at how our money is spent at the 
U.N. 

This is an amendment that has real 
teeth. This says what is good for our 
country in terms of how we spend our 
money, making it publicly available 
and transparent to hold us account-
able, ought to apply to the U.N. 

Madam President, I will talk for a 
moment about amendment No. 2716. 
This is a straightforward amendment 
that moves money around in this ap-
propriations bill. I think we can make 
a great case for why we ought to do it. 
What this amendment does is divide 
and take away money from the global 
environment facility, which is run by 
the World Bank but managed by the 
United Nations, which has been found 
to be totally failing in both what it is 

trying to accomplish and also meas-
uring the results of what it accom-
plishes. We redirect that money into 
the President’s malaria initiative—$30 
million—to bring it up to what they re-
quested. It is a highly successful pro-
gram that is done right. It is one of our 
best foreign programs. It has metrics, 
measurements, accountability, and re-
sults-based, oriented goals that can be 
measured and quantified. It takes and 
puts the remainder of that money, 
$76.67 million, into other lifesaving pro-
grams in the child survival and mater-
nal health programs, and the global en-
vironment facilities, an account, as I 
said, housed at the World Bank, admin-
istered by the UNDP, for which grants 
and contracts are awarded for the pur-
pose of addressing or preventing harm 
caused by manmade climate change. 

The Office of Management and Budg-
et has audited or looked at this, and 
there are no results they can dem-
onstrate; there is no direction in terms 
of the grants or no evaluation of the 
grants. They said it is failing to pre-
vent any environmental damage, based 
on what they have seen. It hasn’t miti-
gated any that are already there. It 
agreed with the United States in 2002 
to implement performance guidelines. 
It agreed to those. Yet it has done 
nothing in the last 5 years to meet the 
required agreement with our Govern-
ment. It doesn’t allocate its funds 
based on performance or environmental 
benefit. In other words, there is no re-
lationship between getting the result 
and the money that was spent. It lacks 
any significant anticorruption guide-
lines. We know it is there as well. Yet 
they refuse to agree to these things our 
Government has asked for. It is an-
other mismanaged program by the 
UNDP. 

What does the effect of moving this 
money to other areas mean? What we 
know is that, with the President’s ma-
laria initiative, we are fast on our way 
to solving this dread disease in Africa, 
this preventable disease in Africa. We 
are gearing up the focus countries with 
a plan to expand that. By not funding 
this at the expected level, or the level 
that was requested, it means two or 
three more countries are not going to 
have the right drugs for malaria. They 
are not going to have the residual 
training. They are not going to have 
the trained staff with which to do that 
properly. We are not going to have 
long-term bed netting available for all 
these families, which is more impor-
tant. Two million people in Africa are 
dying from malaria or an ineffective 
program that is not accomplishing its 
goals even though it has a great name? 

This amendment simply moves the 
money around to a way in which we 
help children, help refugees, and we 
help fight the battle against malaria in 
Africa. I hoped the President’s malaria 
initiative would have been fully fund-
ed. This will fund it and allow us to ex-

pand the most successful foreign aid 
program we have, in terms of fighting 
disease. I hope we have consideration 
of that amendment. I will ask for a 
vote if it is not going to be accepted by 
the chairman and ranking member. 

Mr. LEAHY. Will the Senator yield? 
Mr. COBURN. Yes. 
Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that at 5:45 p.m. 
today, whatever is pending be set aside 
and the Senate proceed to vote in rela-
tion to the following amendments in 
the order listed, with no second-degree 
amendments in order to the amend-
ments prior to the vote; that prior to 
each vote there be 2 minutes of debate 
equally divided and controlled in the 
usual form; that after the first vote in 
sequence, the other votes, if they re-
quire a rollcall, be limited to 10 min-
utes each: the Ensign amendment No. 
2700, Lieberman amendment No. 2691, 
Brownback amendment No. 2707, Boxer 
amendment No. 2719, and the Brown-
back amendment No. 2708. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 
Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I thank 

the Senator from Oklahoma, and I 
yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
WHITEHOUSE). The Senator from Okla-
homa is recognized. 

Mr. COBURN. Mr. President, the next 
amendment I want to spend some time 
on has been in the news of late. The 
Global Fund initiative has been a very 
important tool in terms of fighting 
HIV, TB, and malaria, which are the 
three significant diseases around the 
world that are limiting progress, 
health, life, and sustainability for 
many people throughout the world. 

What this amendment does is elimi-
nate the secrecy of the operation of 
that group. I am not highly critical of 
discretionary spending to accomplish a 
goal, but I am highly critical of not 
having transparency on where money 
goes. We can do that in a way that pro-
tects whistleblowers and in a way that 
satisfies the American public that if we 
are going to send their money overseas, 
we know exactly what it is spent on 
and how it is spent. 

This is a very simple amendment. It 
conditions 20 percent of our contribu-
tions to the Global Fund, which is sig-
nificant, on certification by the Sec-
retary of State that the Global Fund 
has made all the financial and pro-
grammatic documents available to the 
public on a Web site. That says if you 
are going to spend $100 million on a 
drug, put it on a Web site and say 
whether you competitively bid it, and 
here is what we paid for it. If you paid 
a consultant, say here is how much we 
paid them for it. It is the American 
taxpayers’ money. 

I think it is significant that the total 
amount of money contributed to date 
for the Global Fund, which I support, 
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has been $2.9 billion. If we follow both 
what the committee or the Senate hap-
pened to do, we are going to have that 
above $6 billion at the end of next year; 
$6 billion is a significant amount of 
money. What the global fund says is 
they have an Inspector General and 
that we don’t need this. The problem is 
that Inspector General reports are good 
only if the people who have decision-
making capability on the funding get 
to see those reports. The board at the 
Global Fund doesn’t even get to see the 
reports. As a matter of fact, the IG of 
the Global Fund recently retired over 
the controversy of his IG report that 
was very critical of the management of 
the Global Fund. 

The answer to accountability is 
transparency in what we do. This is a 
straightforward amendment that con-
ditions only 20 percent of the money— 
less than the increase of what we will 
be funding with the Global Fund—by 
saying you have to become trans-
parent, you have to become account-
able, and it has to be accessible. It is 
simple. We will get better value for the 
dollars we contribute to the Global 
Fund if, in fact, we adopt this amend-
ment. 

The other thing that will happen is 
more people will have lifesaving treat-
ments or preventive strategies applied 
to them if we have transparency and 
accountability. 

All of the amendments we have 
talked about today are essentially 
about transparency. It is about if we 
are going to send American money into 
foreign places through independent 
agencies, separate from our own Gov-
ernment, we ought to know how that 
money is spent. It is straightforward. 
All of us would do the same thing as we 
give our money—we look at church 
budgets and we look at nonprofits’ 
budgets when we contribute to them, 
and we find out how they are spending 
their money. We have independent re-
porting in this country on nonprofits 
on how they spend money and how 
much percentage on overhead and 
whether they waste money. So all 
these amendments are about account-
ability—accountability through trans-
parency. I admit they have some teeth. 
But we are not going to be accountable 
for the American taxpayers’ dollars un-
less we apply enough pressure to get 
transparency so we know where the 
American taxpayers’ dollars are going. 

I also want to submit for the Record 
a copy of a whistleblower conversation 
at UNDP, associated with one of the 
other amendments. I ask unanimous 
consent that it be printed in the 
RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

To: Mr. Robert Benson, Chief, Ethics Office, 
United Nations. 

From: Mr. Mathieu Credo Koumoin, Ph.D. 
Re: request for ethics review of my dismissal 

through whistle blowing retaliation re-
view and protection from retaliation. 

Date: September 4, 2007. 
I am a former UNDP staff member (dis-

missed as of December 31st, 2006) with a case 
pending before the Joint Appeals Board (JAB 
acceptance letter dated February 15th, 2007). 
Prior to my joining UNDP/GEF on a leave of 
absence from the African Development Bank 
where I served for 3 years as a Senior Public 
Utilities Economist, I was an Energy Econo-
mist with the World Bank in Washington, DC 
for 6 years. As of December 31st, 2007 when I 
was dismissed and including my academic/ 
teaching and Research experience as a Mel-
lon Research Fellow from the University of 
Pennsylvania, (Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, 
USA) I have 16 years of International Devel-
opment experience from the World Bank, the 
AfDB and UNDP–GEF combined. 

Following my initial success within UNDP 
09GEF and to avoid a perception of conflict 
of interest, I was encouraged by UNDP to re-
sign my position with the AfDB in December 
2005 only to be announced on March 23rd, 2006 
that my contract would not be renewed when 
it expires in June 30th, 2006 on performance 
grounds. This, despite the fact that: (i) the 
performance review which had barely started 
was not complete; (ii) I received very satis-
factory reviews on my performance at mid- 
term based on both the volume and the sub-
stantive quality of my projects (see attach-
ment); (iii) was warmly congratulated by my 
line supervisor and even promised a pro-
motion to D1 if the Program Executive Co-
ordination would sign off (see attachment); 
(iv) received strong endorsement from 
GEFSEC Secretariat on all of my Project 
submissions to GEF Council which captured 
85% of the entire Climate Change market 
niche in Sub-Saharan Africa; ahead of all 
other competing GEF Implementing Agen-
cies; and (v) received a formal written prom-
ise of being kept on board by the Executive 
Coordinator around mid-term review prior to 
the strong procurement battles and pres-
sures (see attachment). 

The totality of the above set of cir-
cumstances led me to resign my position 
with the AfDB in December 2005 to ensure 
that my effectiveness within UNDP–GEF 
would not be undercut by the sizable co-fi-
nancing expected from the AfDB; particu-
larly as my line supervisor—subsequently— 
formally apologized to me for pressing me 
beyond the breaking point on the contract 
procurement and funds re-direction issues in 
November 2005. 

I have attached to this request for review 
prima-facie evidence supporting that I was 
under tremendous pressure from my line 
Management to re-direct funds and carry out 
sole-source contracting to UNIDO (based in 
Vienna), and IEPF (Francophone Institute of 
Energy and Environment based in Quebec- 
Canada), and tried to bring these problems to 
the attention of higher officials (see attach-
ment). It is important to note that, in my 
best professional judgment, the activities re-
quested by my line Management violated 
basic rules of UN/UNDP procurement with 
respect to transparency, competition and ac-
countability, as the African countries for 
which the funds were intended in the first 
place were being left in the dark, and the 
project documents approved by GEF Council 
were quite clear along with the initial 
project concept review sheet from GEFSEC 
which ruled that IEPF was not eligible to 

execute or implement the GEF African 
Microhydro Project on behalf of beneficiary 
African countries. As vividly illustrated in 
the enclosed annexes, my resistance to the 
above pressure is thoroughly documented 
along with my Supervisor’s insistence and 
ultimate apologies (see attachment) only 
when he decided to fire me in retaliation for 
my stubborn rejection of a sole sourcing 
scheme to award IEPF together with UNIDO 
UNDP contracts from my Regional African 
Microhydro project. The sole sourcing 
scheme being forced upon me by my super-
visors at the expense of Africa-based re-
gional economic commissions as clearly stip-
ulated in the GEF Council approved project 
documents was the only bone of contention 
with my Management. For my whistle blow-
ing efforts and because I had the courage to 
bring these issues to the attention of the Ad-
ministrator and other higher up officials, I 
was fired without due process and have been 
unable to find work; in part as a direct result 
of damaging references from UNDP and in 
part as a result of the on-going legal process. 

On the basis of the above along with the 
pieces of evidence attached, in absence of an 
Ethics Office within the UNDP, and of a 
functional whistleblower policy as well as 
independent internal control and oversight 
mechanisms, I believe that I deserve to have 
my case reviewed by the United Nations Eth-
ics Office, which is the only one mechanisms 
established and recognized by UN Member 
States, equipped to provide internal adminis-
trative review and protection from retalia-
tion and I am so requesting. 

I look forward to your kind attention and 
consideration. Should you require further in-
formation you can contact me directly or my 
legal counsel. 

Mr. COBURN. This outlines the fact 
that in the Global Fund, UNDP has 
true corruption in terms of directing 
how the money is spent to their 
friends, not the people who can actu-
ally do the work or not those who are 
best suited for the work, but rather at 
the whim of a friend of somebody work-
ing at UNDP. It is very revealing. 

What is even more revealing is that 
UNDP refused to accept a U.N. ethics 
office and so, therefore, the whistle-
blower at UNDP doesn’t even have the 
protections of other people at the 
United Nations. So we have an indi-
vidual who was doing a great job, but 
because he reported and refused to send 
money to somebody not capable of 
doing a job, not capable of performing 
with a good portion of our taxpayers’ 
money, he gets fired. That is the kind 
of transparency we need to have at the 
UNDP and at the Global Fund. 

It is my hope the Members of this 
body will seriously consider that we 
ought to be applying the same stand-
ards to where we send money outside of 
our Government that we are now ap-
plying to our Government. It is my 
hope that I will have the consideration 
of the ranking member and the chair-
man in supporting these amendments. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2705 WITHDRAWN 
AMENDMENT NO. 2773 

I ask unanimous consent to withdraw 
amendment No. 2705 and call up amend-
ment No. 2773. Amendment No. 2705 is 
one of the en bloc amendments and it 
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is the wrong number. I wish to replace 
it with amendment No. 2773. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. The clerk 
will report. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
The Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. COBURN] 

proposes an amendment numbered 2773. 

Mr. COBURN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the reading of 
the amendment be dispensed with. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The amendment is as follows: 
(Purpose: To ensure that the United States 

contribution to the United Nations is not 
being lost to waste, fraud, abuse or corrup-
tion by maximizing the public trans-
parency of all United Nations spending) 
On page 410, between lines 15 and 16, insert 

the following: 
TRANSPARENCY AND ACCOUNTABILITY OF THE 

UNITED NATIONS 
SEC. 699B. (a) Notwithstanding any other 

provision of this Act, none of the funds ap-
propriated or otherwise made available by 
this Act may be used by the Department of 
State as a contribution to the United Na-
tions or any subsidiary body of the United 
Nations, including any organization that is 
authorized to use the United Nations logo, 
until the Secretary of State certifies that 
the United Nations, such subsidiary body of 
the United Nations, or such organization, as 
the case may be, is fully and publicly trans-
parent about all of its spending, including 
for procurement purposes, that occurred dur-
ing fiscal year 2007, including the posting on 
a publicly available web site of— 

(1) copies of all contracts, grants, sub-
contracts, and subgrants awarded or utilized 
during fiscal year 2007; 

(2) copies of all program reviews, audits, 
budgets, and project progress reports relat-
ing to fiscal year 2007; and 

(3) any other financial information deemed 
necessary by the Secretary. 

(b) The documents required to be made 
available under subsection (a) shall be in 
unredacted form, except that such informa-
tion as determined necessary by the Sec-
retary to protect the identity of whistle-
blowers or other informants to investiga-
tions and reports and proprietary informa-
tion may be redacted. 

Mr. GREGG. Mr. President, we are 
going to begin voting in about 15 min-
utes. The Senator from Oklahoma has 
offered a series of amendments. I hap-
pen to be in great sympathy with the 
basic thrust of these amendments. 
They are basically trying to make 
these programs which address disease 
more efficiently delivered and have 
better oversight with more trans-
parency. They are legitimate pro-
posals. 

I hope as we participate in this vot-
ing sequence we can work with the 
Senator and come to an agreement on 
most of these amendments because I do 
believe the thrust of them is the cor-
rect direction to go, which is to de-
mand transparency and to make sure 
the money we are spending gets where 
it is supposed to go and make sure, es-
pecially in the area of the malaria and 
HIV battles which we have in Africa, 

that we are using these funds effi-
ciently and that the right medicines 
are being delivered. 

I appreciate the Senator’s proposals. 
Hopefully, as we proceed with these 
amendments—I know the chairman 
feels this way and I certainly feel this 
way. I believe we should wrap this bill 
up tonight. We can wrap it up tonight 
if Members will tell us how they want 
to handle their amendments. We are 
ready to vote on them. If they want to 
vote on them, we will vote on them. We 
do need to get some Members to come 
forward. They have offered their 
amendments, filed their amendments, 
and they should tell us specifically how 
they want to handle those amendments 
so we can complete the process of pass-
ing this legislation, which is important 
and should be moved forward. 

I yield the floor and suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. ENSIGN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2700 
Under the previous order, there will 

now be 2 minutes of debate equally di-
vided prior to a vote in relation to 
amendment No. 2700 offered by the Sen-
ator from Nevada. 

The Senator from Nevada. 
AMENDMENT NO. 2700 

Mr. ENSIGN. Mr. President, this 
amendment is very simple. Instead of 
raising the percentage of money that 
the United States pays for U.N. peace-
keeping from 25 percent, the current 
level the last couple of years, to 27.1 
percent, my amendment would strike 
that and keep it at 25 percent. 

We have read about the atrocities 
U.N. peacekeepers have committed 
across the world. There are many re-
forms the United Nations needs to do. 
When the Democrats were in control, 
with President Clinton, they lowered it 
from 31 percent to 25 percent as the 
percentage we would pay. I actually be-
lieve it should be lower, but it should 
not be raised from 25 percent to 27.1 
percent. 

We should continue to put pressure 
on the United Nations to do the des-
perately needed reforms at the United 
Nations and not send the precious tax 
dollars the American taxpayers send to 
us to be wasted at the United Nations. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor. 
Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, both Sen-

ator GREGG and I will oppose this 
amendment. In doing so, we are sup-
porting President Bush’s number on 
these dues. The fact is, we can’t ask 
the U.N. to carry out peacekeeping 
missions unless we pay our dues. 

For example, this Congress pushed 
very hard to have the U.N. do a peace-

keeping mission in Darfur just last 
month. After we pushed for that, they 
agreed to it. Now we have to do what 
our own Ambassador says, what Presi-
dent Bush has said, and what the Sec-
retary of State has said: We have to 
pay our share of peacekeeping oper-
ations. 

I would hope Senators will join with 
the distinguished ranking member and 
myself and oppose this amendment by 
voting no. 

Mr. President, have the yeas and 
nays been ordered? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The yeas 
and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. LEAHY. I am voting no and actu-
ally supporting the administration on 
this position. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. All time 
has now expired. The question is on 
agreeing to amendment No. 2700. 

The clerk will call the roll. 
The bill clerk called the roll. 
Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 

Senator from Delaware (Mr. BIDEN), 
the Senator from New York (Mrs. CLIN-
TON), the Senator from Connecticut 
(Mr. DODD), the Senator from Arkansas 
(Mrs. LINCOLN), and the Senator from 
Illinois (Mr. OBAMA), are necessarily 
absent. 

I further announce that, if present 
and voting, the Senator from Delaware 
(Mr. BIDEN) would vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. LOTT. The following Senators 
are necessarily absent: the Senator 
from Idaho (Mr. CRAIG) and the Senator 
from Arizona (Mr. MCCAIN). 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Are there 
any other Senators in the Chamber de-
siring to vote? 

The result was announced—yeas 30, 
nays 63, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 317 Leg.] 

YEAS—30 

Allard 
Barrasso 
Bennett 
Bond 
Brownback 
Bunning 
Burr 
Chambliss 
Coburn 
Cornyn 

Crapo 
DeMint 
Dole 
Ensign 
Enzi 
Graham 
Grassley 
Hatch 
Hutchison 
Inhofe 

Isakson 
Kyl 
Lott 
Murkowski 
Nelson (NE) 
Roberts 
Sessions 
Shelby 
Thune 
Vitter 

NAYS—63 

Akaka 
Alexander 
Baucus 
Bayh 
Bingaman 
Boxer 
Brown 
Byrd 
Cantwell 
Cardin 
Carper 
Casey 
Cochran 
Coleman 
Collins 
Conrad 
Corker 
Domenici 
Dorgan 
Durbin 
Feingold 

Feinstein 
Gregg 
Hagel 
Harkin 
Inouye 
Johnson 
Kennedy 
Kerry 
Klobuchar 
Kohl 
Landrieu 
Lautenberg 
Leahy 
Levin 
Lieberman 
Lugar 
Martinez 
McCaskill 
McConnell 
Menendez 
Mikulski 

Murray 
Nelson (FL) 
Pryor 
Reed 
Reid 
Rockefeller 
Salazar 
Sanders 
Schumer 
Smith 
Snowe 
Specter 
Stabenow 
Stevens 
Sununu 
Tester 
Voinovich 
Warner 
Webb 
Whitehouse 
Wyden 
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NOT VOTING—7 

Biden 
Clinton 
Craig 

Dodd 
Lincoln 
McCain 

Obama 

The amendment (No. 2700) was re-
jected. 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I move to 
reconsider the vote. 

Mr. CARDIN. I move to lay that mo-
tion on the table. 

The motion to lay on the table was 
agreed to. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2691 
Mr. LEAHY. I ask unanimous con-

sent that the yeas and nays be vitiated 
on the next amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. LEAHY. And the amendment be 
accepted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The amendment (No. 2691) was agreed 
to. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2707 
Mr. LEAHY. I think the next amend-

ment is 2707. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 

the previous order, there will now be 2 
minutes of debate equally divided prior 
to a vote in relation No. 2707, offered 
by the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. GREGG. Can we have order, 
please. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ate will be in order. 

The Senator from Kansas is recog-
nized. 

Mr. BROWNBACK. Mr. President, 
this amendment simply reinstates the 
Kemp-Kasten language that has been 
part of U.S. policy for 25 years. I will 
read the amendment: 

. . . none of the funds made available in 
this Act nor any unobligated balances from 
prior appropriations may be made available 
to any organization or program which, as de-
termined by the President, supports, or par-
ticipates in the management of, a program of 
coercive abortion or involuntary steriliza-
tion. 

All we are saying with this amend-
ment is no U.S. funds for coercive abor-
tion or forced, involuntary steriliza-
tion. I hope everybody in the body 
would be opposed to forced abortion, 
whether you are pro-life or pro-choice, 
and opposed to involuntary steriliza-
tion. These are things which have no 
place in U.S. policy and funding by 
U.S. Government agencies. If this is 
part of the bill, the bill will be vetoed, 
and it is bad policy and it is a bad idea 
and it is morally reprehensible. 

I hope all my colleagues will vote for 
amendment No. 2707 and oppose forced 
abortion and forced sterilization. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. NEL-

SON of Florida). The Senator from 
Vermont is recognized. 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, no one, 
no one supports forced abortion or 
forced sterilization. Let’s be honest 
about that. What this is, there is a pro-

vision in the U.S. law called the Kemp- 
Kasten amendment. It is designed to 
ensure that U.S. Government funds do 
not go to organizations engaged in co-
ercive abortion or involuntary steri-
lization. We all support that. But the 
law has been construed differently by 
the White House to deny funds to the 
UNFPA because it is a program in 
China. The irony is they are trying to 
give alternatives to abortion. They are 
trying to give alternatives to forced 
sterilization. If we agree to this amend-
ment, then what we are saying is we 
will turn our backs on the most popu-
lous nation on Earth, a country that is 
rapidly becoming the largest contrib-
utor to global warming, and we will 
not support a program that will give 
them alternatives to abortion and 
forced sterilization. 

I oppose the amendment. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

question is on agreeing to amendment 
No. 2707. 

Mr. BROWNBACK. I ask for the yeas 
and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 
sufficient second? There is a sufficient 
second. 

The clerk will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk called the roll. 
Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 

Senator from Delaware (Mr. BIDEN), 
the Senator from New York (Mrs. CLIN-
TON), the Senator from Connecticut 
(Mr. DODD), the Senator from Arkansas 
(Mrs. LINCOLN), and the Senator from 
Illinois (Mr. OBAMA), are necessarily 
absent. 

Mr. LOTT. The following Senators 
are necessarily absent: the Senator 
from Idaho (Mr. CRAIG) and the Senator 
from Arizona (Mr. MCCAIN). 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Are there 
any other Senators in the Chamber de-
siring to vote? 

The result was announced—yeas 48, 
nays 45, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 318 Leg.] 

YEAS—48 

Alexander 
Allard 
Barrasso 
Bennett 
Bond 
Brownback 
Bunning 
Burr 
Casey 
Chambliss 
Coburn 
Cochran 
Coleman 
Conrad 
Corker 
Cornyn 

Crapo 
DeMint 
Dole 
Domenici 
Ensign 
Enzi 
Graham 
Grassley 
Gregg 
Hagel 
Hatch 
Hutchison 
Inhofe 
Isakson 
Kyl 
Landrieu 

Lott 
Lugar 
Martinez 
McConnell 
Murkowski 
Nelson (NE) 
Roberts 
Sessions 
Shelby 
Smith 
Stevens 
Sununu 
Thune 
Vitter 
Voinovich 
Warner 

NAYS—45 

Akaka 
Baucus 
Bayh 
Bingaman 
Boxer 
Brown 
Byrd 
Cantwell 
Cardin 
Carper 
Collins 

Dorgan 
Durbin 
Feingold 
Feinstein 
Harkin 
Inouye 
Johnson 
Kennedy 
Kerry 
Klobuchar 
Kohl 

Lautenberg 
Leahy 
Levin 
Lieberman 
McCaskill 
Menendez 
Mikulski 
Murray 
Nelson (FL) 
Pryor 
Reed 

Reid 
Rockefeller 
Salazar 
Sanders 

Schumer 
Snowe 
Specter 
Stabenow 

Tester 
Webb 
Whitehouse 
Wyden 

NOT VOTING—7 

Biden 
Clinton 
Craig 

Dodd 
Lincoln 
McCain 

Obama 

The amendment (No. 2707) was agreed 
to. 

Mr. BROWNBACK. Mr. President, I 
move to reconsider the vote and I move 
to lay that motion on the table. 

The motion to lay on the table was 
agreed to. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2719 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, there will now be 2 
minutes of debate equally divided prior 
to a vote in relation to Amendment No. 
2719 offered by the Senator from Cali-
fornia. 

The Senator from California is recog-
nized. 

Mrs. BOXER. Mr. President, I offer 
this amendment on behalf of myself 
and Senator SNOWE. I ask for the atten-
tion of colleagues because women’s 
lives are on the line. The Senate has 
twice passed this amendment which 
overturns the Global Gag Rule, other-
wise known as the Mexico City policy. 

Colleagues, I wish to tell you a story, 
a compelling story of what happened in 
Nepal in 2001. A little 13-year-old girl 
was raped in Nepal by her uncle. A 
family member took her for an abor-
tion. 

Under the laws of Nepal, they sen-
tenced that little girl to 20 long years 
in jail. Because a family planning 
agency helped her and because that 
family planning agency in Nepal, an 
NGO, spoke out on behalf of changing 
the laws that put a little girl in jail 
and let the uncle free, America with-
held its funds. That is shameful. It is 
wrong. Please help me overturn this 
Mexico City global gag rule. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Who 
yields time? 

The Senator from Kansas. 
Mr. BROWNBACK. Mr. President, if 

the Senator from California is accurate 
on what she stated—and I don’t have 
any doubt she is—why don’t we fund 
groups that support groups that are for 
women’s rights but not ones that sup-
port abortion. The Mexico City lan-
guage—and it has done this since Ron-
ald Reagan was President—said: We 
will not use U.S. taxpayer funding to 
fund abortions overseas. We won’t sup-
port groups that fund abortions over-
seas. You can be pro-choice and say: I 
think that makes sense, because I 
don’t think we should use taxpayer 
funding to support abortion or to pro-
mote abortion policies overseas. We 
should let them decide this deeply 
moral subject that is a very difficult 
subject in our country, let alone in 
places around the world. I urge my col-
leagues to vote against the Boxer 
amendment. We don’t need to do this. I 
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respect the Senator from California, 
but I believe there are better places for 
us to use taxpayer funding than to fund 
abortions or groups that are promoting 
abortion overseas. It is a tough enough 
issue here. I urge Members to vote no. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to amendment 
No. 2719. 

Mrs. BOXER. I ask for the yeas and 
nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 
sufficient second? 

There is a sufficient second. 
The clerk will call the roll. 
The assistant legislative clerk called 

the roll. 
Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 

Senator from Delaware (Mr. BIDEN), 
the Senator from New York (Mrs. CLIN-
TON), the Senator from Arkansas (Mrs. 
LINCOLN), and the Senator from Illinois 
(Mr. OBAMA) are necessary absent. 

I further announce that, if present 
and voting, the Senator from Delaware 
(Mr. BIDEN) would vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. LOTT. The following Senators 
are necessarily absent: the Senator 
from Idaho (Mr. CRAIG) and the Senator 
from Arizona (Mr. MCCAIN). 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Are there 
any other Senators in the Chamber de-
siring to vote? 

The result was announced—yeas 53, 
nays 41, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 319 Leg.] 

YEAS—53 

Akaka 
Baucus 
Bayh 
Bingaman 
Boxer 
Brown 
Byrd 
Cantwell 
Cardin 
Carper 
Casey 
Collins 
Conrad 
Dodd 
Dorgan 
Durbin 
Feingold 
Feinstein 

Harkin 
Inouye 
Johnson 
Kennedy 
Kerry 
Klobuchar 
Kohl 
Landrieu 
Lautenberg 
Leahy 
Levin 
Lieberman 
McCaskill 
Menendez 
Mikulski 
Murkowski 
Murray 
Nelson (FL) 

Pryor 
Reed 
Reid 
Rockefeller 
Salazar 
Sanders 
Schumer 
Smith 
Snowe 
Specter 
Stabenow 
Stevens 
Tester 
Warner 
Webb 
Whitehouse 
Wyden 

NAYS—41 

Alexander 
Allard 
Barrasso 
Bennett 
Bond 
Brownback 
Bunning 
Burr 
Chambliss 
Coburn 
Cochran 
Coleman 
Corker 
Cornyn 

Crapo 
DeMint 
Dole 
Domenici 
Ensign 
Enzi 
Graham 
Grassley 
Gregg 
Hagel 
Hatch 
Hutchison 
Inhofe 
Isakson 

Kyl 
Lott 
Lugar 
Martinez 
McConnell 
Nelson (NE) 
Roberts 
Sessions 
Shelby 
Sununu 
Thune 
Vitter 
Voinovich 

NOT VOTING—6 

Biden 
Clinton 

Craig 
Lincoln 

McCain 
Obama 

The amendment (No. 2719) was agreed 
to. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I move to 
reconsider the vote, and I move to lay 
that motion on the table. 

The motion to lay on the table was 
agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma-
jority leader is recognized. 

Mr. REID. Thank you, Mr. President. 
We have had a very productive day. We 
have two of our finest managers on this 
legislation, Senator LEAHY and the 
Senator from New Hampshire, JUDD 
GREGG. I always get the names turned 
around. It should be ‘‘Gregg Judd.’’ 
Anyway, the end is in sight. 

We have a number of amendments 
that are still pending. We have a num-
ber of amendments offered by one Re-
publican Senator. We will accept those 
amendments. The problem if he de-
mands votes on these amendments and 
we have other amendments that come 
forward—I would hope there would be 
some consideration given to that. 

We are at a point now where we have 
had a number of Senators who have 
been looking over in detail the man-
agers’ package. We should be able to 
complete this bill very quickly. The 
point I am making is, we are going to 
finish this bill tonight whether there 
are four votes or however many votes 
it takes. I would hope we could do this. 
We have been meeting with Senator 
KENNEDY and Senator ENZI to see if we 
can work something out on reconcili-
ation. That should be able to be com-
pleted likely not tonight, but I think 
we could do it sometime early in the 
morning. But we are going to finish 
this appropriations bill tonight. 

I have had this conversation with the 
distinguished Republican leader. He 
knew I was going to make this brief 
statement. So I would hope everyone 
would understand where we are. We 
have had a very productive few days. 
This would be a good way to end the 
week. I look forward to completing this 
legislation as soon as possible tonight. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2708 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 

the previous order, there will now be 2 
minutes for debate equally divided 
prior to a vote in relation to amend-
ment No. 2708, offered by the Senator 
from Kansas. 

The Senator from Kansas is recog-
nized. 

Mr. BROWNBACK. Mr. President, 
this is a simple amendment. It rein-
states what U.S. policy has been since 
1984. It was repealed under the Clinton 
administration and then brought back 
in, and it is simply that the United 
States would not fund abortions or 
groups that promote abortions over-
seas. 

I wish to make one quick note to in-
dividuals. There is a new term that has 
entered into the lexicon, and it is 
called ‘‘gendercide.’’ It is in countries 
where abortion is being forced and pro-
moted, where they are now having 
male-female ratios where the girls are 
being killed in utero because they are 
girls. It is called ‘‘gendercide.’’ I do not 
think it is a policy or something we 
should be any part of. 

This amendment simply reinstates 
U.S. policy that we will not be involved 

in countries promoting abortion poli-
cies or promoting abortion with our 
taxpayer dollars. I ask my colleagues 
to vote aye on this amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Who 
yields time? 

The Senator from California. 
Mrs. BOXER. Mr. President, col-

leagues, if you voted to repeal the glob-
al gag rule, then the obvious way to 
vote on this amendment is no. 

What the Senator is trying to do is to 
strip a very simple thing out of the 
bill, which says that we are not going 
to deny contraceptives to family plan-
ning groups simply because they do not 
toe the line with the global gag rule. If 
you voted with us to do away with the 
global gag rule, you certainly would 
vote to do away with this amendment. 

Why would we deny contraception to 
families who need it desperately? It 
would be a terrible vote to vote aye on 
this amendment because you are con-
signing a lot of women to abortion, and 
we do not want to do that. We want to 
get them contraception. So if you be-
lieve in family planning, this is a very 
clear ‘‘no’’ vote on the Brownback 
amendment. 

I thank my colleagues very much. 
Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I want to 

commend Senator BOXER for her lead-
ership on this issue of such importance 
to the health of the world’s poorest 
women. 

On his first day in office in January 
2001, President Bush, by executive 
order, with no prior consultation with 
Congress, reinstated the controversial 
Mexico City policy on international 
family planning. The President ex-
plained his decision with these words: 

It is my conviction that taxpayer funds 
should not be used to pay for abortions or ad-
vocate or actively promote abortion, either 
here or abroad. It is therefore my belief that 
the Mexico City policy should be restored. 

If U.S. law did, in fact, permit tax-
payer funds to be used to pay for or 
promote abortions overseas, then the 
President might have had a point. But 
our law does not allow that. Our law 
explicitly prohibits any U.S. funds 
from being used for abortion or to pro-
mote abortion. 

That is the settled law of the United 
States. It was passed by the Congress 
and signed into law by President Clin-
ton. It is something we have all sup-
ported. In fact, it has been the law for 
as long as I can remember, even during 
past administrations. It is already 
against the law to use taxpayer funds 
for purposes related to abortion. Some-
body should have told that to Presi-
dent Bush. 

In fact, the Mexico City policy, which 
he reinstated and has maintained ever 
since, goes much, much further. Many 
have called it a ‘‘global gag rule.’’ It 
prohibits taxpayer funds from being 
used to support private family plan-
ning organizations, if they use even 
one dollar of their own private funds— 
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not taxpayer funds, but private funds— 
to provide advice, counseling, and in-
formation about abortions, and to ad-
vocate for safe abortion practices in 
countries where tens of thousands of 
women suffer injuries or die from 
complicatlons from unsafe abortions. 

If we tried to impose the Mexico City 
policy on any family planning organi-
zation within our borders, it would vio-
late the first amendment. But we im-
pose it on those same organizations 
when they work overseas beyond the 
reach of our Constitution. 

Proponents of the Mexico City policy 
say that it will reduce the number of 
abortions. There is not a shred of evi-
dence to support that illogical argu-
ment. The reality is the opposite. The 
International Planned Parenthood Fed-
eration, which is cut off from U.S. Gov-
ernment support because of this policy, 
used every U.S. tax dollar it received in 
the past to provide voluntary family 
planning services, like contraceptives, 
to couples who lack them. By providing 
for the first time modern birth control 
methods to people in countries where 
abortion was the primary method of 
birth control, the number of abortions 
goes down. 

I remember the distinguished former 
Senator from Oregon, Senator Mark 
Hatfield, a dear friend of mine, one of 
the most revered Members of this body, 
who became chairman of the Senate 
Appropriations Committee. Senator 
Hatfield was fervently pro-life, opposed 
to abortion, very strong in his beliefs. 
I remember a debate on the Mexico 
City policy when he stood here—and he 
probably said it best. I will quote what 
he said: 

It is a proven fact that when contraceptive 
services are not available to women through-
out the world, abortion rates increase. The 
Mexico City policy is unacceptable to me as 
someone who is strongly opposed to abor-
tion. 

Contrary to a lot of the press reports, 
this issue is about far more than abor-
tion. It is about protecting the health 
of women in desperately poor countries 
where more than half a million women 
die each year from complications relat-
ing to pregnancy, and where women 
have little control over their own bod-
ies or their lives. We have the oppor-
tunity, at very little expense, to help. 
Instead—not to save money but to 
make a political point—we cut off that 
help. 

The Mexico City policy has been the 
subject of more political posturing, 
more press releases, more fundraising 
letters, more debates, more votes, and 
more Presidential vetoes, than vir-
tually any other issue I can think of. 

I remember when President Clinton 
did the right thing by repealing the 
Mexico City policy. When he did that, a 
Republican Congress responded by 
sharply cutting funding for voluntary 
family planning—not funding for abor-
tions but for voluntary family plan-

ning. President Bush’s fiscal year 2008 
budget request for family planning 
does the same thing. His budget would 
cut it drastically, contrary to what he 
said he would do back in 2001. 

The predictable, tragic result would 
be an increase in the number of abor-
tions and of deaths of women from 
botched abortions. 

Again, the evidence is indisputable 
that when family planning services are 
available, the number of abortions goes 
down. 

I have traveled to many parts of the 
world. My wife is a registered nurse. 
She has traveled with me. We have 
seen how bad the situation is. We have 
seen how a little help can move women 
in many parts of the world generations 
ahead of where they are today. 

That is what the Boxer amendment 
would do. It would restore U.S. credi-
bility and leadership on an issue of 
great importance to global health, to 
population growth, to global warming, 
and to the work of private organiza-
tions to make lifesaving services avail-
able to the world’s poorest women. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. All time 
has expired. 

The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment. 

Mr. BROWNBACK. Mr. President, I 
ask for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 
sufficient second? 

There is a sufficient second. 
The clerk will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk called the roll. 
Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 

Senator from Delaware (Mr. BIDEN), 
the Senator from New York (Mrs. CLIN-
TON), the Senator from Arkansas (Mrs. 
LINCOLN), and the Senator from Illinois 
(Mr. OBAMA) are necessarily absent. 

Mr. LOTT. The following Senators 
are necessarily absent: the Senator 
from Idaho (Mr. CRAIG) and the Senator 
from Arizona (Mr. MCCAIN). 

The result was announced—yeas 41, 
nays 53, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 320 Leg.] 

YEAS—41 

Alexander 
Allard 
Barrasso 
Bennett 
Bond 
Brownback 
Bunning 
Burr 
Casey 
Chambliss 
Coburn 
Cochran 
Coleman 
Corker 

Cornyn 
Crapo 
DeMint 
Dole 
Domenici 
Ensign 
Enzi 
Graham 
Grassley 
Gregg 
Hagel 
Hatch 
Hutchison 
Inhofe 

Isakson 
Kyl 
Lott 
Martinez 
McConnell 
Nelson (NE) 
Roberts 
Sessions 
Shelby 
Sununu 
Thune 
Vitter 
Voinovich 

NAYS—53 

Akaka 
Baucus 
Bayh 
Bingaman 
Boxer 
Brown 
Byrd 
Cantwell 
Cardin 
Carper 
Collins 

Conrad 
Dodd 
Dorgan 
Durbin 
Feingold 
Feinstein 
Harkin 
Inouye 
Johnson 
Kennedy 
Kerry 

Klobuchar 
Kohl 
Landrieu 
Lautenberg 
Leahy 
Levin 
Lieberman 
Lugar 
McCaskill 
Menendez 
Mikulski 

Murkowski 
Murray 
Nelson (FL) 
Pryor 
Reed 
Reid 
Rockefeller 

Salazar 
Sanders 
Schumer 
Smith 
Snowe 
Specter 
Stabenow 

Stevens 
Tester 
Warner 
Webb 
Whitehouse 
Wyden 

NOT VOTING—6 

Biden 
Clinton 

Craig 
Lincoln 

McCain 
Obama 

The amendment (No. 2708) was re-
jected. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I suggest 
the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
SANDERS). The clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the order for the 
quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I would ad-
vise all Senators here that the major-
ity and minority staffs are working on 
a unanimous consent agreement to get 
us to the end of tonight, which they 
will get to. In the meantime, I have 
something that will alert everyone as 
to what is going to happen tomorrow. 

UNANIMOUS CONSENT AGREEMENT—H.R. 2669 
Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-

imous consent that when the Senate 
resumes consideration of the con-
ference report on H.R. 2669—that is the 
Education reconciliation—tomorrow at 
9 a.m, there be 75 minutes for debate 
equally divided between the chairman 
and ranking member, and the Senate 
vote on the conference report at 10:15 
a.m. with no intervening action or de-
bate. 

I would say to everyone here that I 
have talked in some detail to Senators 
KENNEDY and ENZI about this. When we 
finish the work on the Foreign Oper-
ations appropriations bill tonight, any-
one who wants to talk about this to-
night—that is this, the Education rec-
onciliation bill—can do that, up to 8 
hours and 45 minutes. It will not take 
that much time. When we finish the 
proceedings for this evening, there will 
be 75 minutes left tomorrow for debate 
equally divided between Senators ENZI 
and KENNEDY on the Education rec-
onciliation bill. 

I have had a number of Senators on 
both sides ask what the schedule is in 
the morning. That is it. I ask that this 
be confirmed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 
Mr. REID. Mr. President, I would say 

that Senators LEAHY and GREGG and 
their valiant staff are working on 
something to complete the Foreign Op-
erations bill. We should have that mo-
mentarily. So if everyone would be pa-
tient, we should have that shortly. 

Mr. LEAHY. Will the Senator from 
Nevada yield to me? 

Mr. REID. Yes. 
Mr. LEAHY. I hope we will do that. 

In a few minutes, it will be our intent 
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to begin a series of rollcalls. Appar-
ently, there are a number of amend-
ments Senator GREGG and I were will-
ing to accept, but the Senator said he 
would prefer having rollcalls. That 
means we will be here for a few more 
hours than we needed to be. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk proceeded to 

call the roll. 
Mr. VITTER. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

Mr. REID. I object. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-

tion is heard. The clerk will continue 
with the call of the roll. 

Mr. VITTER. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 
Mr. GREGG. Will the Senator yield? 
Mr. VITTER. Yes. 
Mr. GREGG. I understand the Sen-

ator will speak for 5 minutes on an 
amendment he intends to offer. Sen-
ator FEINSTEIN may come to speak for 
5 to 10 minutes on an amendment she 
wishes to offer on behalf of Senator 
DODD. Then Senator DOLE will speak 
for 5 to 10 minutes on an amendment 
she wishes to offer. Hopefully, we can 
proceed then to vote on the pending 
amendments, including the four of the 
Senator from Oklahoma, Senator 
COBURN. That is not a formal unani-
mous consent request. It is a hoped-for 
scenario. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2774 

Mr. VITTER. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to set aside the 
pending amendment and I call up 
amendment No. 2774 and I will speak on 
that for 5 minutes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. The clerk 
will report. 

The assistant legislative clerk read 
as follows: 

The Senator from Louisiana [Mr. VITTER] 
proposes an amendment numbered 2774. 

Mr. VITTER. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that reading of the 
amendment be dispensed with. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The amendment is as follows: 
(Purpose: To prohibit the use of funds by 

international organizations, agencies, and 
entities that require the registration of, or 
tax guns owned by citizens of the United 
States) 

On page 410, between lines 15 and 16, insert 
the following: 

RIGHT TO BEAR ARMS 

SEC. 699B. None of the funds made avail-
able under this Act may be made available to 
any international organization, agency, or 
entity (including the United Nations) that 
requires the registration of, or taxes a gun 
owned by a citizen of the United States. 

Mr. VITTER. Mr. President, this 
amendment is very simple and 
straightforward. In fact, perhaps I 
should not have waived reading of it. It 
is a few sentences. So I will do it my-
self: 

None of the funds made available under 
this Act may be made available to any inter-
national organization, agency, or entity (in-
cluding the United Nations) that requires 
the registration of, or taxes a gun owned by 
a citizen of the United States. 

That is the entire amendment, the 
entire sum and substance of the 
amendment. As such, it is a straight 
funding limitation amendment, which 
has been ruled by the Parliamentarian 
as completely germane. This is a 
version of a full-blown, freestanding 
bill that I have filed in the past, spe-
cifically last Congress. It was S. 1488. I 
filed that bill and had 17 cosponsors. 

Many folks who haven’t followed the 
proceedings on this in the U.N. may 
ask: What is this all about? Why is this 
necessary? Unfortunately, it is about 
an effort in the United Nations to bring 
gun control to various countries 
through that international organiza-
tion. Unfortunately, that has been an 
ongoing effort which poses a real 
threat. This goes back to 1995, when 
this issue of international gun control 
was first put before the U.N. General 
Assembly. Then, in 2001, the General 
Assembly adopted a program of action 
designed to infringe on second amend-
ment rights. In fact, from July 11 to 15 
they met at the U.N. in New York City 
to finalize some agreements on that. 

It is of significance that Dr. Rebecca 
Peters is the new head of that effort in 
the U.N. and, in particular, the entity 
within the U.N. that leads that Inter-
national Action Network on Small 
Arms. That may not be a household 
name but perhaps it should be, particu-
larly to second amendment advocates, 
because Dr. Peters is the person who 
led Australia’s massive effort at far- 
reaching gun control. She has been 
very vocal on the subject, debating, for 
instance, Wayne LaPierre of the NRA 
on numerous occasions. Other pro-gun 
control advocates would help facilitate 
procedures within the U.N. program of 
action that could very well impact and 
infringe U.S. citizens’ second amend-
ment rights. 

Therefore, again, that gets back to 
the Vitter amendment, which simply 
says we are not going to support any 
international organization that does 
that; that requires a registration of 
U.S. citizens’ guns or taxes U.S. citi-
zens’ guns. If other folks in this Cham-
ber think that is not happening, that it 
is never going to happen, my reply is 
simple and straightforward: Great, 
then this language has no effect. It is 
no harm to pass it as a failsafe. It has 
no impact. But, in fact, related efforts 
have been going on in the U.N. since at 
least 1995. I hope this can get very 
wide, bipartisan support, and I urge all 

my colleagues to support this very fun-
damental, straightforward amendment. 

I yield back my time. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 

further debate on the amendment? 
The Senator from North Carolina is 

recognized. 
Mrs. DOLE. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the pending 
amendment be set aside so I may offer 
an amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2772 

Mrs. DOLE. Mr. President, I call up 
amendment No. 2772, pending at the 
desk, and ask for its immediate consid-
eration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report. 

The Senator from North Carolina [Mrs. 
DOLE] proposes an amendment numbered 
2772. 

Mrs. DOLE. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that reading of the 
amendment be dispensed with. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The amendment is as follows: 
(Purpose: To prohibit funds appropriated 

under this Act from being expended in vio-
lation of section 243(d) of the Immigration 
and Nationality Act) 

On page 410, between lines 15 and 16, insert 
the following: 

SEC. 699B. None of the funds made avail-
able in this Act may be expended in violation 
of section 243(d) of the Immigration and Na-
tionality Act (8 U.S.C. 1253(d)) (relating to 
discontinuing granting visas to nationals of 
countries that are denying or delaying ac-
cepting aliens removed from the United 
States). 

Mrs. DOLE. Mr. President, when I 
visited with sheriffs across North Caro-
lina over August, one of their main 
concerns was the lack of detention 
space to hold criminal aliens when 
they are apprehended. It is unconscion-
able that our State and local authori-
ties have to struggle with resources be-
cause uncooperative countries fail to 
take back their nationals who have 
been ordered by the courts to be re-
moved from the United States. 

This amendment is simple and is con-
sistent with current law. It prohibits 
funds from being expended in violation 
of section 243(d) of the Immigration 
and Nationality Act. In other words, it 
prevents the State Department from 
issuing visas to citizens of countries 
that refuse to accept these court-or-
dered-removed illegal aliens. 

During fiscal year 2003, the year for 
which we have the latest information, 
the detention of criminal and non- 
criminal aliens from the top eight un-
cooperative countries that blocked or 
inhibited their removal cost the United 
States over 981,000 detention days and 
$83 million. The status quo is unaccept-
able—it is costing much needed deten-
tion space and resources. 
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I ask unanimous consent that my 

amendment be laid aside, with the un-
derstanding that the managers will ex-
amine my amendment and we will re-
turn to it at a later time. 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mrs. DOLE. Yes. 
Mr. LEAHY. We are willing to have a 

voice vote on it right now. 
Mr. GREGG. I ask unanimous con-

sent for that. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 

objection? Without objection, it is so 
ordered. 

Is there further debate on the amend-
ment? 

The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment. 

The amendment (No. 2772) was agreed 
to. 

Mr. GREGG. Mr. President, I move to 
reconsider the vote and I move to lay 
that motion on the table. 

The motion to lay on the table was 
agreed to. 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I suggest 
the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mrs. FEINSTEIN. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2721 

Mrs. FEINSTEIN. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that amend-
ment No. 2774 be set aside and that 
amendment No. 2721 be called up. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the pending amendment is 
laid aside, and the clerk will report. 

The assistant legislative clerk read 
as follows: 

The Senator from California [Mrs. FEIN-
STEIN], for Mr. DODD, for himself, Mrs. FEIN-
STEIN, and Mr. CORKER, proposes an amend-
ment numbered 2721. 

Mrs. FEINSTEIN. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the read-
ing of the amendment be dispensed 
with. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The amendment is as follows: 
(Purpose: To increase by $10,000,000 the 

amount appropriated or otherwise made 
available by this Act for the Peace Corps, 
and to provide an offset) 

On page 410, between lines 15 and 16, insert 
the following: 

ADDITIONAL PEACE CORPS FUNDING 

SEC. 699B. (a) The amount appropriated or 
otherwise made available by title III under 
the heading ‘‘PEACE CORPS’’ is hereby in-
creased by $10,000,000. 

(b) The amount appropriated or otherwise 
made available by title IV under the heading 
‘‘FOREIGN MILITARY FINANCING PROGRAM’’ is 
hereby reduced by $10,000,000. 

Mrs. FEINSTEIN. Mr. President, this 
amendment by Senator DODD and my-

self increases the funding for the Peace 
Corps by $10 million for a total of $333.5 
million. This matches the President’s 
request and the funding level in the 
House bill. The offset comes from unob-
ligated foreign military financing 
funds. 

The Peace Corps is one of our most 
effective and successful foreign aid pro-
grams. Since 1961, over 190,000 Ameri-
cans, including 25,000 from my home 
State of California, have served as 
Peace Corps volunteers in 139 coun-
tries. Currently, there are 7,749 volun-
teers serving in 73 countries. 

I am a big fan of the Peace Corps. 
They are diplomats, and they restore 
people’s confidence in this country. 
The Peace Corps also provides critical 
education. In fact, approximately 20 
percent of the Peace Corps volunteers 
today are serving in predominantly 
Muslim countries. And at a time when 
United States prestige is at an all-time 
low, Peace Corps volunteers provide a 
different face of America—one of com-
passion, one of care, and one of under-
standing. This amendment matches the 
President’s request in the budget. It 
matches the funding level in the House. 
It is offset by unobligated balances. I 
urge that the amendment be adopted 
today. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. GREGG. Mr. President, I am cer-
tainly in sympathy with the purposes 
of the amendment. The Peace Corps is 
an extraordinary organization filled 
with very dedicated and special people 
who give of their life, willing to go into 
the countryside in parts of this world 
and help people out, out of their con-
cern for social well-being and the bet-
terment of others. They are very admi-
rable people. So I support the number. 
But the offset is an issue. 

I have discussed this issue with Sen-
ator DODD. I have not had a chance to 
discuss it with Senator FEINSTEIN. Sen-
ator DODD and I reached an under-
standing that we would try to find a 
better offset in conference. 

With that understanding, I certainly 
have no objection to this amendment. I 
ask that it be approved. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
further debate? If not, the question is 
on agreeing to amendment No. 2721. 

The amendment (No. 2721) was agreed 
to. 

Mr. LEAHY. I move to reconsider the 
vote. 

Mr. GREGG. I move to lay that mo-
tion on the table. 

The motion to lay on the table was 
agreed to. 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, Senator 
GREGG and I are trying again to get a 
finite number of amendments. I appre-
ciate that we have had two amend-
ments that could have gone to rollcall 
votes. We accepted them and saved 
time. We have a number of other 
amendments that fall into that same 

category. But I guess as the hour goes 
on, people want to demonstrate how 
good they are, and if we want to accept 
it, they want a rollcall vote. I have 
never been able to figure that out, but 
that is their right. Of course, it keeps 
everybody here beyond the time we 
otherwise would have to be here. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll. 
The assistant legislative clerk pro-

ceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. GREGG. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. GREGG. Mr. President, while we 
are waiting to do some housecleaning 
and get business in order, I rise to 
thank the staff of the majority and the 
Republican staff on the Foreign Oper-
ations Subcommittee. These folks 
work very hard. They are totally dedi-
cated to making sure these funds are 
effectively used. 

The majority staff is led by Tim 
Rieser, who does an excellent job, and 
the Republican staff is led by Paul 
Grove, who does an equally excellent 
job. The Republican team of Michele 
Wymer and LaShawnda Smith is a 
small group, but they are very effec-
tive. I know the majority staff has the 
same sort of lean organization, and 
they are very effective. 

Our ability to accomplish our busi-
ness around here is clearly staff driven. 
We depend immensely on them, their 
abilities, and their expertise. I thank 
them all for the great job they do and 
specifically thank them for the job 
they have been doing on this appropria-
tions bill. 

I yield the floor and suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the only 
amendments remaining in order to 
H.R. 2764 be the following, and a man-
agers’ amendment which has been 
cleared by the managers and the lead-
ers; that there be 2 minutes of debate 
prior to a vote in relation to each 
amendment equally divided and con-
trolled in the usual form; that no sec-
ond-degree amendment be in order 
prior to the vote; and that after the 
first vote in the sequence, the vote 
time be limited to 10 minutes each: 
Coburn amendment No. 2773; Coburn 
amendment No. 2716; Coburn amend-
ment No. 2706; Coburn amendment No. 
2704; Cardin amendment No. 2689; 
Brown amendment No. 2701; Vitter 
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amendment No. 2774; a Levin sense of 
the Senate on Iraq refugees; a Kyl 
amendment on material support; a 
Coleman amendment on UNDP; Obama 
amendment No. 2692, with a modifica-
tion; a Kyl-Leahy sense of the Senate 
on Egypt; a Bingaman amendment on 
UNFPA; that upon disposition of all 
amendments, the bill be read a third 
time, and without further intervening 
action or debate, the Senate proceed to 
vote on passage of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to amend my pre-
vious consent request to reflect, where 
I said Kyl material support. It is Kyl- 
Leahy material support; and where I 
said Kyl-Leahy sense of the Senate, 
Egypt, it is Kyl-Lieberman. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. LEAHY. The first one in order 
will be Coburn No. 2773. 

Mr. GREGG. Mr. President, I suggest 
the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. VITTER. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2774 
Mr. VITTER. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that Vitter amend-
ment No. 2774 be taken up for a short 
debate and voted out of order at this 
time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. GREGG. Reserving the right to 
object, I ask unanimous consent that 
the debate time be 2 minutes equally 
divided. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The Senator from Louisiana. 
Mr. VITTER. Mr. President, this 

amendment is very straightforward, 
and I will read it word for word. 

None of the funds made available under 
this Act may be made available to any inter-
national organization, agency, or entity (in-
cluding the United Nations) that requires 
the registration of or taxes a gun owned by 
a citizen of the United States. 

Unfortunately, Mr. President, this 
amendment is necessary because of ef-
forts within the United Nations that 
have been ongoing to push gun control 
on the world stage through the U.N. 
This has been going on initially since 
1995 but in all seriousness particularly 
since 2001. Many folks within the 
United Nations have pushed very hard 
for their so-called program of action. 
Specifically, Dr. Rebecca Peters has 
been head of that effort. She became 
very well known for spearheading the 
massive gun control effort in Aus-
tralia. 

Mr. President, I urge a very strong 
bipartisan vote on this measure so we 
send a clear message to the U.N. that 
we will not tolerate this sort of move-
ment and we will not send any U.S. 
taxpayer dollars to any entity, includ-
ing the U.N., that does this. 

Mr. President, I yield back the re-
mainder of my time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Who 
yields time in opposition? 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that all votes after 
the first vote be 10-minute votes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is 
already part of the order. 

Does anybody want time? 
Mr. LEAHY. I yield back the remain-

der of my time. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. All time 

is yielded back. 
The question is on agreeing to 

amendment No. 2774. 
Mr. VITTER. Mr. President, I ask for 

the yeas and nays. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 

sufficient second? 
At this moment there is not a suffi-

cient second. 
The question is on agreeing to the 

amendment. 
Mr. VITTER. Mr. President, I ask for 

the yeas and nays again. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 

sufficient second? 
At this moment there is not a suffi-

cient second. 
Mr. GREGG. Mr. President, I suggest 

the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll. 
The assistant legislative clerk pro-

ceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I ask for 
the yeas and nays on the Vitter amend-
ment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 
sufficient second? 

There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond. 

The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment. 

The clerk will call the roll. 
The assistant legislative clerk called 

the roll. 
Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 

Senator from Delaware (Mr. BIDEN), 
the Senator from California (Mrs. 
BOXER), the Senator from Ohio (Mr. 
BROWN), the Senator from New York 
(Mrs. CLINTON), the Senator from Con-
necticut (Mr. DODD), the Senator from 
Arkansas (Mrs. LINCOLN), and the Sen-
ator from Illinois (Mr. OBAMA) are nec-
essarily absent. 

Mr. LOTT. The following Senators 
are necessarily absent: the Senator 
from Idaho (Mr. CRAIG) and the Senator 
from Arizona (Mr. MCCAIN). 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Are there 
any other Senators in the Chamber de-
siring to vote? 

The result was announced—yeas 81, 
nays 10, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 321 Leg.] 
YEAS—81 

Akaka 
Alexander 
Allard 
Barrasso 
Baucus 
Bayh 
Bennett 
Bingaman 
Bond 
Brownback 
Bunning 
Burr 
Byrd 
Cantwell 
Cardin 
Carper 
Casey 
Chambliss 
Coburn 
Cochran 
Coleman 
Collins 
Conrad 
Corker 
Cornyn 
Crapo 
DeMint 

Dole 
Domenici 
Dorgan 
Ensign 
Enzi 
Feingold 
Graham 
Grassley 
Gregg 
Hagel 
Hatch 
Hutchison 
Inhofe 
Inouye 
Isakson 
Johnson 
Kerry 
Klobuchar 
Kohl 
Kyl 
Landrieu 
Leahy 
Lieberman 
Lott 
Lugar 
Martinez 
McCaskill 

McConnell 
Mikulski 
Murkowski 
Murray 
Nelson (FL) 
Nelson (NE) 
Pryor 
Reid 
Roberts 
Rockefeller 
Salazar 
Sanders 
Sessions 
Shelby 
Smith 
Snowe 
Specter 
Stabenow 
Stevens 
Sununu 
Tester 
Thune 
Vitter 
Voinovich 
Warner 
Webb 
Wyden 

NAYS—10 

Durbin 
Feinstein 
Harkin 
Kennedy 

Lautenberg 
Levin 
Menendez 
Reed 

Schumer 
Whitehouse 

NOT VOTING—9 

Biden 
Boxer 
Brown 

Clinton 
Craig 
Dodd 

Lincoln 
McCain 
Obama 

The amendment (No. 2774) was agreed 
to. 

Mr. GREGG. Mr. President, I move to 
reconsider the vote. 

Mr. LEAHY. I move to lay that mo-
tion on the table. 

The motion to lay on the table was 
agreed to. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2773 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. There 

will now be 2 minutes of debate equally 
divided on amendment No. 2773 offered 
by the Senator from Oklahoma, Mr. 
COBURN. 

Mr. GREGG. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that all time be 
yielded back on both sides. 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I would 
yield back time on this. Again, I will 
always protect any Senator to have the 
right to vote for whatever reason they 
want to hold up the Senate at this time 
of the night, but this one is something 
everybody is going to vote for, and it 
could have easily been a voice vote. 
But if we want to waste time at this 
time of the night and have a rollcall 
vote, of course that is a Senator’s abso-
lute right, to waste as much time as 
they may want. 

Mr. GREGG. On behalf of Senator 
COBURN, I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 
sufficient second? 

There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond. 

The question is on agreeing on the 
amendment. 

The clerk will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk called the roll. 
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Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 

Senator from Delaware (Mr. BIDEN), 
the Senator from New York (Mrs. CLIN-
TON), the Senator from Connecticut 
(Mr. DODD), the Senator from Arkansas 
(Mrs. LINCOLN), and the Senator from 
Illinois (Mr. OBAMA) are necessarily ab-
sent. 

Mr. LOTT. The following Senators 
are necessarily absent: the Senator 
from Idaho (Mr. CRAIG) and the Senator 
from Arizona (Mr. MCCAIN). 

The result was announced—yeas 92, 
nays 1, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 322 Leg.] 

YEAS—92 

Akaka 
Alexander 
Allard 
Barrasso 
Baucus 
Bayh 
Bennett 
Bingaman 
Bond 
Boxer 
Brown 
Brownback 
Bunning 
Burr 
Byrd 
Cantwell 
Cardin 
Carper 
Casey 
Chambliss 
Coburn 
Cochran 
Coleman 
Collins 
Conrad 
Corker 
Cornyn 
Crapo 
DeMint 
Dole 
Domenici 

Dorgan 
Durbin 
Ensign 
Enzi 
Feingold 
Feinstein 
Graham 
Grassley 
Gregg 
Hagel 
Harkin 
Hatch 
Hutchison 
Inhofe 
Inouye 
Isakson 
Johnson 
Kennedy 
Kerry 
Klobuchar 
Kohl 
Kyl 
Landrieu 
Lautenberg 
Leahy 
Levin 
Lieberman 
Lott 
Martinez 
McCaskill 
McConnell 

Menendez 
Mikulski 
Murkowski 
Murray 
Nelson (FL) 
Nelson (NE) 
Pryor 
Reed 
Reid 
Roberts 
Rockefeller 
Salazar 
Sanders 
Schumer 
Sessions 
Shelby 
Smith 
Snowe 
Specter 
Stabenow 
Stevens 
Sununu 
Tester 
Thune 
Vitter 
Voinovich 
Warner 
Webb 
Whitehouse 
Wyden 

NAYS—1 

Lugar 

NOT VOTING—7 

Biden 
Clinton 
Craig 

Dodd 
Lincoln 
McCain 

Obama 

The amendment (No. 2773) was agreed 
to. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2716 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is 
now 2 minutes of debate equally di-
vided on amendment No. 2716 offered by 
the Senator from Oklahoma, Mr. 
COBURN. 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, of all 
programs to cut funding for, it would 
be hard to think of anything more 
shortsighted than to cut funding for 
the Global Environment Facility. Un-
less, I guess, you are among the dwin-
dling few who still believes global 
warming is a hoax, that the pollution 
of the Earth’s rivers and sources of 
drinking water is of no concern, that 
the destruction of the remaining areas 
of tropical forests and endangered spe-
cies does not matter, and that we don’t 
need the ozone layer. 

Because that is what the GEF works 
to protect or prevent, and the United 
States has been a leader in the GEF 
and the President has requested the 
funding in the bill for it. 

Mr. COBURN. I yield back my time. 
Mr. LEAHY. I yield back my time. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

question is on agreeing to amendment 
No. 2716. 

Mr. COBURN. I ask for the yeas and 
nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 
sufficient second? 

At the moment, there is not a suffi-
cient second. 

Mr. COBURN. Mr. President, I sug-
gest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. REID. I ask unanimous consent 
that the order for the quorum call be 
rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask for 
the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 
sufficient second? 

There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond. 

The question is on agreeing to 
amendment No. 2716. 

The clerk will call the roll. 
The assistant legislative clerk called 

the roll. 
Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 

Senator from Delaware (Mr. BIDEN), 
the Senator from New York (Mrs. CLIN-
TON), the Senator from Connecticut 
(Mr. DODD), the Senator from Arkansas 
(Mrs. LINCOLN), and the Senator from 
Illinois (Mr. OBAMA) are necessarily ab-
sent. 

Mr. LOTT. The following Senators 
are necessarily absent: the Senator 
from Idaho (Mr. CRAIG) and the Senator 
from Arizona (Mr. MCCAIN). 

The result was announced—yeas 46, 
nays 47, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 323 Leg.] 

YEAS—46 

Alexander 
Allard 
Barrasso 
Bennett 
Bond 
Bunning 
Burr 
Chambliss 
Coburn 
Cochran 
Coleman 
Collins 
Corker 
Cornyn 
Crapo 
DeMint 

Dole 
Domenici 
Ensign 
Enzi 
Graham 
Grassley 
Gregg 
Hagel 
Hatch 
Hutchison 
Inhofe 
Isakson 
Kyl 
Lott 
Lugar 
Martinez 

McConnell 
Murkowski 
Roberts 
Sessions 
Shelby 
Smith 
Snowe 
Specter 
Stevens 
Sununu 
Thune 
Vitter 
Voinovich 
Warner 

NAYS—47 

Akaka 
Baucus 
Bayh 
Bingaman 
Boxer 
Brown 
Brownback 
Byrd 
Cantwell 
Cardin 
Carper 
Casey 
Conrad 
Dorgan 

Durbin 
Feingold 
Feinstein 
Harkin 
Inouye 
Johnson 
Kennedy 
Kerry 
Klobuchar 
Kohl 
Landrieu 
Lautenberg 
Leahy 
Levin 

Lieberman 
McCaskill 
Menendez 
Mikulski 
Murray 
Nelson (FL) 
Nelson (NE) 
Pryor 
Reed 
Reid 
Rockefeller 
Salazar 
Sanders 

Schumer 
Stabenow 

Tester 
Webb 

Whitehouse 
Wyden 

NOT VOTING—7 

Biden 
Clinton 
Craig 

Dodd 
Lincoln 
McCain 

Obama 

The amendment (No. 2716) was re-
jected. 

Mr. LEAHY. I move to reconsider the 
vote. 

Mrs. MURRAY. I move to lay that 
motion on the table. 

The motion to lay on the table was 
agreed to. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2706 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. There 

will now be 2 minutes of debate equally 
divided on amendment No. 2706, offered 
by the Senator from Oklahoma, Mr. 
COBURN. 

Mr. COBURN. Mr. President, I yield 
back. 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I yield 
back. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment. 

The amendment (No. 2706) was agreed 
to. 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I move to 
reconsider the vote, and I move to lay 
that motion on the table. 

The motion to lay on the table was 
agreed to. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2704 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. There 

will now be 2 minutes of debate equally 
divided on amendment No. 2704, offered 
by the Senator from Oklahoma, Mr. 
COBURN. 

Mr. COBURN. Mr. President, I yield 
back. 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I would 
hope people would vote against this 
amendment. It would completely pro-
hibit the World Bank from supporting 
programs to combat malaria. 

We have $1 billion in this bill for the 
U.S. contribution to the World Bank— 
money the United States has pledged 
and President Bush has requested. 

Malaria kills a million children a 
year and infects half a billion people, 
95 percent of whom are in Africa. We 
should do everything we can to combat 
malaria. 

I agree with the administration on 
this request. I agree with President 
Bush, who has stated throughout the 
world his support for these antimalaria 
matters. I would hope that all people, 
all Senators of good will and good con-
science, would vote no on this amend-
ment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment. 

Mr. COBURN. Mr. President, I ask 
for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 
sufficient second? 

There is a sufficient second. 
The clerk will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk called the roll. 
Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 

Senator from Delaware (Mr. BIDEN), 
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the Senator from New York (Mrs. CLIN-
TON), the Senator from Connecticut 
(Mr. DODD), the Senator from Arkansas 
(Mrs. LINCOLN) and the Senator from Il-
linois (Mr. OBAMA) are necessarily ab-
sent. 

Mr. LOTT. The following Senators 
are necessarily absent: the Senator 
from Idaho (Mr. CRAIG) and the Senator 
from Arizona (Mr. MCCAIN). 

The result was announced—yeas 33, 
nays 60, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 324 Leg.] 

YEAS—33 

Alexander 
Allard 
Barrasso 
Bond 
Brown 
Bunning 
Burr 
Casey 
Chambliss 
Coburn 
Cochran 

Corker 
Cornyn 
Crapo 
DeMint 
Domenici 
Ensign 
Enzi 
Graham 
Grassley 
Inhofe 
Isakson 

Kyl 
Lott 
McCaskill 
Nelson (FL) 
Roberts 
Sessions 
Shelby 
Thune 
Vitter 
Warner 
Webb 

NAYS—60 

Akaka 
Baucus 
Bayh 
Bennett 
Bingaman 
Boxer 
Brownback 
Byrd 
Cantwell 
Cardin 
Carper 
Coleman 
Collins 
Conrad 
Dole 
Dorgan 
Durbin 
Feingold 
Feinstein 
Gregg 

Hagel 
Harkin 
Hatch 
Hutchison 
Inouye 
Johnson 
Kennedy 
Kerry 
Klobuchar 
Kohl 
Landrieu 
Lautenberg 
Leahy 
Levin 
Lieberman 
Lugar 
Martinez 
McConnell 
Menendez 
Mikulski 

Murkowski 
Murray 
Nelson (NE) 
Pryor 
Reed 
Reid 
Rockefeller 
Salazar 
Sanders 
Schumer 
Smith 
Snowe 
Specter 
Stabenow 
Stevens 
Sununu 
Tester 
Voinovich 
Whitehouse 
Wyden 

NOT VOTING—7 

Biden 
Clinton 
Craig 

Dodd 
Lincoln 
McCain 

Obama 

The amendment (No. 2704) was re-
jected. 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I move to 
reconsider the vote. 

Mr. DURBIN. I move to lay that mo-
tion on the table. 

The motion to lay on the table was 
agreed to. 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I suggest 
the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
MENENDEZ). The clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the order for the 
quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I have spo-
ken to the managers of the bill. I have 
conferred with the Republican leader. 
If everybody will be patient, we should 
be completed—all work—in about 10 
minutes. They are working on the 
Budget Committee with some final 
numbers. There are no problems, but 
they want to make sure. Senator 
GREGG and Senator LEAHY said do it 
right; we don’t want problems popping 

up later. We should be finished in about 
10 minutes. During that 10 minutes, if 
somebody wants to give a speech as in 
morning business, they are welcome to 
do that. So cool your heels, we will be 
done soon. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll. 
The assistant legislative clerk pro-

ceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 
AMENDMENT NO. 2779, AMENDMENT NO. 2712, AS 

MODIFIED, AMENDMENT NO. 2701, AS MODIFIED, 
AMENDMENT NO. 2782, AS MODIFIED, AMEND-
MENT NO. 2689, AMENDMENT NO. 2718, AMEND-
MENT NO. 2693, AS MODIFIED, AMENDMENT NO. 
2781, AS MODIFIED, AMENDMENT NO. 2710, AS 
MODIFIED, AMENDMENT NO. 2713, AS MODIFIED, 
AMENDMENT NO. 2771, AMENDMENT NO. 2709, AS 
MODIFIED, AMENDMENT NO. 2703, AMENDMENT 
NO. 2723, AMENDMENT NO. 2727, AMENDMENT 
NO. 2726, AMENDMENT NO. 2725, AMENDMENT 
NO. 2728, AMENDMENT NO. 2730, AMENDMENT 
NO. 2731, AMENDMENT NO. 2733, AS MODIFIED, 
AMENDMENT NO. 2734, AMENDMENT NO. 2735, 
AMENDMENT NO. 2736, AMENDMENT NO. 2737, 
AMENDMENT NO. 2738, AMENDMENT NO. 2740, 
AMENDMENT NO. 2741, AMENDMENT NO. 2742, 
AMENDMENT NO. 2743, AMENDMENT NO. 2744, 
AMENDMENT NO. 2746, AMENDMENT NO. 2747, 
AMENDMENT NO. 2748, AMENDMENT NO. 2749, 
AMENDMENT NO. 2750, AMENDMENT NO. 2751, 
AMENDMENT NO. 2752, AMENDMENT NO. 2753, 
AMENDMENT NO. 2754, AS MODIFIED, AMEND-
MENT NO. 2755, AMENDMENT NO. 2756, AMEND-
MENT NO. 2757, AMENDMENT NO. 2758, AMEND-
MENT NO. 2759, AMENDMENT NO. 2760, AMEND-
MENT NO. 2761, AMENDMENT NO. 2762, AS MODI-
FIED, AMENDMENT NO. 2764, AMENDMENT NO. 
2765, AMENDMENT NO. 2766, AMENDMENT NO. 
2767, AS MODIFIED, AMENDMENT NO. 2769, AS 
MODIFIED, AMENDMENT NO. 2692, AS MODIFIED, 
AMENDMENT NO. 2784, AMENDMENT NO. 2785, 
AMENDMENT NO. 2786, AMENDMENT NO. 2787, 
AMENDMENT NO. 2788, AND AMENDMENT NO. 
2789, EN BLOC 
Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I send a 

package of amendments, that are 
agreed to, to the desk and ask for its 
immediate consideration en bloc and 
ask that the amendments be deemed to 
be read en bloc and agreed to en bloc. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The amendments were agreed to, as 
follows: 

AMENDMENT NO. 2779 
(Purpose: To modify the obligation of funds 

requirement related to Millennium Chal-
lenge Compacts) 
On page 260, line 1, insert after ‘‘obligates’’ 

the following: ‘‘not more than 50 percent of 
the entire amount of the United States Gov-
ernment funding anticipated for the duration 
of the Compact’’. 

On page 260, line 4, delete the comma after 
‘‘proceed’’. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2712, AS MODIFIED 
On page 410, between line 15 and 16, insert 

the following: 
WITHHOLDING OF UNITED STATES CONTRIBU-

TIONS TO THE UNITED NATIONS HUMAN RIGHTS 
COUNCIL 
SEC. 699B. (a)(1) No funds appropriated or 

otherwise made available by this Act for 

contributions to international organizations 
may be made available to support the United 
Nations Human Rights Council. 

(2) The prohibition under paragraph (1) 
shall not apply— 

(A) the President determines and certifies 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations and 
the Committee on Appropriations of the Sen-
ate and the Committee on Foreign Affairs 
and the Committee on Appropriations of the 
House of Representatives that the provision 
of funds to support the United Nations 
Human Rights Council is in the national in-
terest of the United States; or 

(B) the United States is a member of the 
Human Rights Council. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2701, AS MODIFIED 
On page 210, line 24, strike ‘‘$3,885,375,000’’ 

and insert ‘‘$3,820,375,000’’. 
On page 238, line 18, strike ‘‘$6,531,425,000’’ 

and insert ‘‘$6,621,425,000’’. 
On page 239, line 17, strike ‘‘$634,675,000 for 

other infectious diseases;’’ and insert 
‘‘$724,675,000 for other infectious diseases, in-
cluding $200,000,000 for tuberculosis control, 
of which $15,000,000 shall be used for the 
Global TB Drug Facility;’’. 

On page 282, line 13, strike ‘‘$90,000,000’’ and 
insert ‘‘$65,000,000’’. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2782, AS MODIFIED 
At the appropriate place, insert the fol-

lowing: 
SEC. ll. STUDY OF WORLD BANK’S EFFORTS TO 

MEASURE THE SUCCESS OF THE 
PROJECTS IT FINANCES. 

SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 
Congress that the World Bank should in-
crease its focus on performance require-
ments and measurable results. 

(b) STUDY.—The Comptroller General of 
the United States should conduct a study on 
the actions taken by the World Bank to— 

(1) measure the success of the projects fi-
nanced by IDA; 

(2) employ accurate means to measure the 
effectiveness of projects financed by IDA 

(3) combat corruption in governments that 
receive IDA funding; 

(4) establish clear objectives for IDA 
projects and tangible means of assessing the 
success of such projects; and 

(5) use World Bank processes and proce-
dures for procurement of goods and services 
on projects receiving financial assistance 
from the World Bank. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2689 
(Purpose: To increase by $333,000 the amount 

appropriated or otherwise made available 
for the Commission on Security and Co-
operation in Europe, and to provide an off-
set) 
On page 232, between lines 16 and 17, insert 

the following: 
COMMISSION ON SECURITY AND COOPERATION IN 

EUROPE 
SEC. 117. (a) The amount appropriated or 

otherwise made available by this title under 
the heading ‘‘COMMISSION ON SECURITY AND 
COOPERATION IN EUROPE’’ is hereby increased 
by $333,000. 

(b) The amount appropriated or otherwise 
made available by this title for the Depart-
ment of State under the heading ‘‘DIPLO-
MATIC AND CONSULAR PROGRAMS’’ is hereby re-
duced by $333,000. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2718 
(Purpose: To set aside funds to repair, relo-

cate, or replace fencing along the inter-
national border between the United States 
and Mexico) 
On page 219, line 26, insert after ‘‘author-

ized’’ the following: ‘‘, of which, $100,000 may 
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be made available to repair, relocate, or re-
place fencing along the international border 
between the United States and Mexico’’. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2693, AS MODIFIED 
At the appropriate place, insert the fol-

lowing: 
SEC. ll. COOPERATION WITH THE GOVERN-

MENT OF MEXICO. 
(a) COOPERATION REGARDING BORDER SECU-

RITY.—The Secretary of State, in coopera-
tion with the Secretary of Homeland Secu-
rity and representatives of Federal, State, 
and local law enforcement agencies that are 
involved in border security and immigration 
enforcement efforts, should work with the 
appropriate officials from the Government of 
Mexico to improve coordination between the 
United States and Mexico regarding— 

(1) improved border security along the 
international border between the United 
States and Mexico; 

(2) the reduction of human trafficking and 
smuggling between the United States and 
Mexico; 

(3) the reduction of drug trafficking and 
smuggling between the United States and 
Mexico; 

(4) the reduction of gang membership in 
the United States and Mexico; 

(5) the reduction of violence against 
women in the United States and Mexico; and 

(6) the reduction of other violence and 
criminal activity. 

(b) COOPERATION REGARDING EDUCATION ON 
IMMIGRATION LAWS.—The Secretary of State, 
in cooperation with other appropriate Fed-
eral officials, should work with the appro-
priate officials from the Government of Mex-
ico to carry out activities to educate citizens 
and nationals of Mexico regarding eligibility 
for status as a nonimmigrant under Federal 
law to ensure that the citizens and nationals 
are not exploited while working in the 
United States. 

(c) COOPERATION REGARDING CIRCULAR MI-
GRATION.—The Secretary of State, in co-
operation with the Secretary of Labor and 
other appropriate Federal officials, should 
work with the appropriate officials from the 
Government of Mexico to improve coordina-
tion between the United States and Mexico 
on the development of economic opportuni-
ties and providing job training for citizens 
and nationals in Mexico. 

(d) ANNUAL REPORT.—Not later than 180 
days after the date of the enactment of this 
Act, the Secretary of State shall submit a 
report to Committees on Appropriation de-
scribing the actions taken by the United 
States and Mexico pursuant to this section. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2781, AS MODIFIED 
At the appropriate place, insert the fol-

lowing: 
SEC. ll. SENSE OF THE SENATE REGARDING 

IRAQ REFUGEE CRISIS. 
(a) FINDINGS.—Congress makes the fol-

lowing findings: 
(1) The annual United States worldwide 

ceiling for refugees has been 70,000 since 2002. 
(2) The Department of State has yet to use 

all of the available allocation that could be 
used for Iraqi refugees. 

(3) Since 2003, more than 2,000,000 Iraqis 
have fled their country and over 2,000,000 
Iraqis are also displaced within Iraq. 

(4) It has become increasingly clear that 
people who have assisted the United States, 
Iraqi Christians and other religious minori-
ties cannot safely return to Iraq. 

(5) The United States Government has an 
obligation to help these refugees and should 
act swiftly to do so. 

(6) The United States Government should 
increase the allocation of refugee slots for 

Iraqi refugees for resettlement in the United 
States. 

(b) SENSE OF THE SENATE.—It is the sense 
of the Senate that the President should act 
swiftly to respond to the deepening humani-
tarian and refugee crisis in Iraq by using the 
entire United States refugee allocation for 
the Near East/South Asia region and any un-
used portion of the worldwide allocation for 
Iraqi refugees, particularly people who have 
assisted the United States and religious mi-
norities. 

(6) The United States Government should 
increase the allocation of refugee slots for 
Iraqi refugees for resettlement in the United 
States. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2710, AS MODIFIED 
On page 367, on line 20, strike ‘‘are’’. 
On page 367, line 22, strike the period and, 

insert ‘‘; and (3) implementing the whistle-
blower protection policy established by the 
United Nations Secretariat in December 
2005.’’ 

AMENDMENT NO. 2713, AS MODIFIED 
At the appropriate place in title III, insert 

the following: 
SUPPORT OF FOREIGN LAW ENFORCEMENT EF-

FORTS TO LOCATE UNITED STATES CITIZENS 
KIDNAPPED IN AREAS AFFECTED BY VIOLENT 
DRUG TRAFFICKING 
SEC. ll. Funds appropriated or otherwise 

made available by this title under the head-
ing ‘‘INTERNATIONAL NARCOTICS CONTROL AND 
LAW ENFORCEMENT’’ should be available for 
the support of efforts of foreign law enforce-
ment authorities to locate United States 
citizens who have been kidnapped in, or are 
otherwise missing from, areas affected by 
violent drug trafficking. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2771 
(Purpose: To require a report regarding the 

use by U.S. Customs and border Protection 
of flood control levees under the control of 
the International Boundary and Water 
Commission) 
On page 232, between lines 16 and 17, insert 

the following: 
REPORT REGARDING USE OF LEVEES 

SEC. 117. Not later than 90 days after the 
date of enactment of this Act, the United 
States Commissioner of the International 
Boundary and Water Commission, in co-
operation and coordination with the Sec-
retary of Homeland Security and the Chief of 
Engineers of the United States Army Corps 
of Engineers, shall submit to Congress a re-
port regarding the use by U.S. Customs and 
Border Protection of flood control levees 
under the control of the International 
Boundary and Water Commission, which 
shall— 

(1) discuss the purpose and importance of— 
(A) any such use of such levees ongoing on 

the date of enactment of this Act; and 
(B) any anticipated such use of such levees 

after the date of enactment of this Act; 
(2) describe the frequency and means of, 

and approximate number of officers and em-
ployees of the U.S. Customs and Border Pro-
tection who, access such levees; 

(3) describe the level of degradation of such 
levees as a result of such use; and 

(4) identify any formal agreements that 
may be needed between the Department of 
Homeland Security and the International 
Boundary and Water Commission or the De-
partment of State to ensure needed access to 
such levees. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2709, AS MODIFIED 
At the appropriate place in title I, insert 

the following: 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE INSPECTOR GENERAL 
SEC. ll. (a) LINK TO OFFICE OF INSPECTOR 

GENERAL FROM HOMEPAGE OF DEPARTMENT OF 
STATE.—Not later than 30 days after the date 
of the enactment of this Act, the Secretary 
of State shall establish and maintain on the 
homepage of the Internet website of the De-
partment of State a direct link to the Inter-
net website of the Office of Inspector General 
of the Department of State. 

(b) ANONYMOUS REPORTING OF WASTE, 
FRAUD, OR ABUSE.—Not later than 30 days 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Inspector General of the Department of 
State shall establish and maintain on the 
homepage of the Internet website of the Of-
fice of Inspector General a mechanism by 
which individuals can anonymously report 
cases of waste, fraud, or abuse with respect 
to the Department of State. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2703 
(Purpose: To increase by $8,000,000 the 

amount appropriated or otherwise made 
available for th eOverseas Private Invest-
ment Corporation under the heading ‘‘Pro-
gram Account’’, and to provide an offset) 
On page 410, between lines 15 and 16, insert 

the following: 
OVERSEAS PRIVATE INVESTMENT CORPORATION 
SEC. 699B. (a) The amount appropriated or 

otherwise made available by title II for the 
Overseas Private Investment Corporation 
under the heading ‘‘PROGRAM ACCOUNT’’ is 
hereby increased by $8,000,000. 

(b) The amount appropriated or otherwise 
made available by title V for ‘‘CONTRIBUTION 
TO THE INTERNATIONAL DEVELOPMENT ASSOCIA-
TION’’ is hereby reduced by $8,000,000. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2723 
(Purpose: To provide funds for the repair or 

replacement of the Nogales Wash Flood 
Control Project and the International Out-
fall Interceptor) 
On page 219, line 26, before the period in-

sert the following: Provided further, that of 
the funds appropriated under this heading, 
up to $400,000 should be made available for 
the repair or replacement of the Nogales 
Wash Flood Control Project and Inter-
national Outfall Interceptor. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2727 
(Purpose: To require increased transparency 

and accountability at the World Bank) 
On page 368, beginning on line 16 strike 

‘‘and (4)’’ and insert in lieu thereof 
(4) the World Bank has made publicly 

available the Department of Institutional In-
tegrity’s November 23, 2005 ‘‘Report of Inves-
tigation into Reproductive and Child Health 
I Project Credit N0180 India’’ and any subse-
quent detailed implementation review, and 
is implementing the recommendations of the 
Department of Institutional Integrity re-
garding this project, including recommenda-
tions concerning the prosecution of individ-
uals engaged in corrupt practices; and 

AMENDMENT NO. 2726 
(Purpose: Regarding the establishment of a 

United States-Egypt Friendship Endow-
ment, and for other purposes) 
Insert where appropriate: 

UNITED STATES-EGYPT FRIENDSHIP ENDOWMENT 
SEC. ll. Of the funds appropriated by this 

Act and prior Acts making appropriations 
for foreign operations, export financing, and 
related programs under the heading ‘‘Eco-
nomic Support Fund’’ that are available for 
assistance for Egypt, up to $500,000,000 may 
be made available for an endowment to fur-
ther social, economic and political reforms 
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in Egypt: Provided, That the Secretary of 
State shall consult with the Committees on 
Appropriations on the establishment of such 
an endowment and appropriate benchmarks 
for the uses of these funds. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2725 
(Purpose: To require increased transparency 

and accountability regarding foreign as-
sistance) 
On page 369, line 8 after the period, insert 

the following: 
(d) NATIONAL BUDGET TRANSPARENCY.—(l) 

None of the funds appropriated by this Act 
may be made available for assistance for the 
central government of any country that fails 
to make publicly available on an annual 
basis its national budget, to include income 
and expenditures. 

(2) The Secretary of State may waive sub-
section(d)(1) on a country-by-country basis if 
the Secretary reports to the Committees on 
Appropriations that to do so is important to 
the national interests of the United States. 

(3) The reporting requirement pursuant to 
section 585(b) of Public Law 108–7 regarding 
fiscal transparency and accountability in 
countries whose central governments receive 
United States foreign assistance shall apply 
to this Act. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2728 
(Purpose: To prohibit assistance for Iraq, and 

to require a report on the extent that the 
Government of Iraq is committed to com-
bating corruption in Iraq, and for other 
purposes) 
Insert where appropriate: 

IRAQ 
SEC. ll. (a) None of the funds appro-

priated or otherwise made available by this 
Act may be made available for assistance for 
Iraq. 

(b) Not later than 30 days after enactment 
of this Act the Secretary of State shall sub-
mit a report to the Committees on Appro-
priations detailing the extent to which the 
Government of Iraq is committed to com-
bating corruption in Iraq and the specific ac-
tions and achievements of the Government 
of Iraq in combating corruption, to include a 
list of those senior Iraqi leaders who have 
been credibly alleged to be engaged in cor-
rupt practices and activities. 

(c) Notwithstanding any other provision of 
law, policy, or regulation, none of the funds 
made available in this Act or any other Act 
making appropriations for foreign operations 
export financing and related programs as-
sistance for Iraq may be made available for 
unless the Secretary of State, in consulta-
tion with the Secretary of Defense, certifies 
to the Committees on Appropriations that 
the Departments of State and Defense are 
providing the Committees on Appropria-
tions, including relevant staff, regular, full 
and unfettered access to programs in Iraq for 
the purposes of conducting oversight. 

(d) Subsections (a) and (c) shall not apply 
to the ninth and thirteenth provisos under 
the heading ‘‘Economic Support Fund’’ in 
this Act. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2730 
(Purpose: To require the Department of 

State to establish visa processing oper-
ations in Iraq) 

‘‘CONSULAR OPERATIONS 
SEC. lll. (a) The Secretary of State shall 

establish visa processing facilities in Iraq 
within 180 days of enactment of this Act in 
which aliens may apply and interview for ad-
mission to the United States. 

(b) The Secretary of State shall report to 
the Congress no later than 30 days after en-

actment of this Act on funding and security 
requirements for consular operations in Iraq 
in fiscal year 2008.’’ 

AMENDMENT NO. 2731 

(Purpose: Technical amendment relating to 
the health work force in developing coun-
ties) 

AMENDMENT NO. 2733, AS MODIFIED 

On page 255, after the period, insert the fol-
lowing: 

Provided further, That of the funds appro-
priated under this heading, not less than 
$10,000,000 should be made available for (1) 
programs to locate and identify persons 
missing as a result of armed conflict, viola-
tions of human rights, or natural disasters; 
(2) to assist governments in meeting their 
obligations regarding missing persons; and 
(3) to support investigations and prosecu-
tions related to war crimes, crimes against 
humanity, genocide and other crimes under 
international law 

AMENDMENT NO. 2734 

(Purpose: To provide a United States con-
tribution to the International Commission 
Against Impunity in Guatemala) 

On page 254, line 16, after the comma insert 
the following: 

‘‘not less than $4,000,000 should be made 
available for a United States contribution to 
the International Commission Against Impu-
nity in Guatemala,’’ 

AMENDMENT NO. 2735 

(Purpose: To provide flexibility for the use of 
aircraft provided to Colombia, and for 
other purposes) 

On page 266, line 14, strike ‘‘feasible’’ and 
insert in lieu thereof ‘‘practicable and that 
aerial eradication will not contribute to a 
significant loss of biodiversity’’. 

On page 267, line 17 delete ‘‘determines’’ 
and insert in lieu thereof ‘‘certifies to the 
Committees on Appropriations’’. 

On page 267, line 18, strike ‘‘feasible’’ and 
insert in lieu thereof ‘‘practicable’’. 

On page 268, line 10, after the period insert 
the following: 

‘‘(f) Rotary and fixed wing aircraft sup-
ported with funds appropriated under this 
heading for assistance for Colombia should 
be used for drug eradication and interdiction 
including to transport personnel in connec-
tion with manual eradication programs, and 
to provide transport in support of alter-
native development programs and investiga-
tions of cases under the jurisdiction of the 
Attorney General, the Procuraduria General 
de la Nacion, and the Defensoria del Pueblo. 

On page 268, line 11, strike ‘‘(f)’’ and insert 
in lieu thereof ‘‘(g), and on page 268, line 19, 
strike ‘‘(g)’’ and insert in lieu thereof ‘‘(h)’’. 

On page 268, line 14, after ‘‘certifies’’ insert 
‘‘to the Committees on Appropriations’’. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2736 

(Purpose: To limit contamination of natural 
water sources and protect food security) 

On page 268, line 4, strike ‘‘or’’ and insert 
in lieu thereof the following: 

‘‘, disrupt or contaminate natural water 
sources, reduce local food security, or cause’’ 

AMENDMENT NO. 2737 

(Purpose: To expand the existing human 
rights certification to assistance for the 
Bolivian police) 

On page 268, line 12, after ‘‘military’’ insert 
‘‘and police’’. 

On page 268, line 14, strike ‘‘military is’’ 
and insert in lieu thereof ‘‘military and po-
lice are’’. 

On page 268, line 16, strike ‘‘military’s’’. 

On page 268, line 17, after ‘‘in’’ insert ‘‘of 
the military and police’’. 

On page 268, line 17, after ‘‘military’’ and 
before ‘‘personnel’’ insert ‘‘and police’’. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2738 

(Purpose: To condition assistance relating to 
the Western Sahara) 

On page 277, line 17, after the colon, insert 
the following: 

Provided further, that of the funds appro-
priated under this heading that are available 
for assistance for Morocco, not more than 
$2,000,000 may be obligated until the Sec-
retary of State certifies and reports to the 
Committees on Appropriations that Moroc-
can Government authorities in the territory 
of the Western Sahara have (1) ceased to per-
secute, detain, and prosecute individuals for 
peacefully expressing their opinions regard-
ing the status and future of the Western Sa-
hara and for documenting violations of 
human rights; and (2) provided unimpeded 
access to internationally recognized human 
rights organizations, journalists, and rep-
resentatives of foreign governments to the 
Western Sahara: 

AMENDMENT NO. 2740 

(Purpose: Technical amendment relating to 
unobligated balances) 

On page 286, line 14, strike ‘‘REPORT’’. 

AMENDMEMENT NO. 2741 

(Purpose: To increase the limitation on rep-
resentational expenses for the Inter-Amer-
ican Foundation) 

On page 287, line 19, strike ‘‘$2,000’’ and in-
sert in lieu thereof ‘‘$4,000’’. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2742 

(Purpose: Technical amendment relating to 
Nepal) 

On page 306, line 20, after ‘‘Mexico’’ insert 
‘‘, Nepal,’’. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2743 

(Purpose: To provide a United States con-
tribution for assistance for civilian victims 
in Afghanistan) 

On page 309, line 23, after the comma insert 
the following: ‘‘$2,000,000 should be made 
available for a United States contribution to 
the North Atlantic Treaty Organization/ 
International Security Assistance Force 
Post-Operations Humanitarian Relief Fund,’’ 

AMENDMENT NO. 2744 

(Purpose: To prohibit assistance for coun-
tries that the President determines grant 
sanctuary to any individual or group which 
has committed a gross violation of human 
rights) 

On page 312, line 11, after ‘‘terrorism’’ in-
sert ‘‘or other gross violation of human 
rights’’. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2746 

(Purpose: To provide authority for assistance 
to former combatants) 

On page 326, line 18, after the period insert 
the following: 

‘‘(o) DEMOBILIZATION, DISARMAMENT, AND 
REINTEGRATION ASSISTANCE.—Notwith-
standing any other provision of law, policy 
or regulation, funds appropriated by this Act 
and prior acts making appropriations for for-
eign operations, export financing, and re-
lated programs may be made available to 
support programs to demobilize, disarm, and 
reintegrate into civilian society former com-
batants of foreign governments or organiza-
tions who have renounced involvement or 
participation in such organizations. 
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AMENDMENT NO. 2747 

(Purpose: To prohibit prior approval of for-
eign governments relating to assistance for 
democracy, human rights and governance 
activities) 
On page 326, line 18, insert the following: 
(o) NONGOVERNMENTAL ORGANIZATIONS.— 

With respect to the provisions of assistance 
for democracy, human rights and governance 
activities, the organizations implementing 
such assistance and the specific nature of 
that assistance shall not be subject to the 
prior approval by the government of any for-
eign country. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2748 
(Purpose: Technical amendment relating to 

Presidential discretion) 
On page 335, line 7, strike ‘‘the waiver au-

thority of subsection (b) is exercised’’ and in-
sert in lieu thereof ‘‘the President makes a 
determination pursuant to subsection (b)’’. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2749 
(Purpose: Clarification relating to assistance 

for Central and South America) 
On page 341, line 9, strike ‘‘and Brazil’’ and 

insert in lieu thereof the following: 
‘‘Brazil, Latin America and Caribbean Re-

gional, Central America Regional, and South 
America Regional’’ 

AMENDMENT NO. 2750 
(Purpose: Technical amendment relating to 
a certification for assistance for Colombia) 
On page 348, line 3, after ‘‘and’’ insert ‘‘sub-

sequently certifies and’’ 
On page 348, line 3, strike ‘‘certification 

and’’. 
On page 348, line 8, after ‘‘Defense’’ insert 

‘‘, the Attorney General’’. 
On page 350, line 12, strike ‘‘Colombian 

Government is ensuring that the’’. 
On page 350, line 16, strike ‘‘the Colombian 

Armed Forces’’. 
On page 350, line 21, after ‘‘and’’ insert 

‘‘subsequently certifies and’’. 
On page 350, line 21, strike ‘‘certification 

and’’. 
AMENDMENT NO. 2751 

(Purpose: Technical amendment relating to 
illegal armed groups) 

On page 353, line 2, strike ‘‘determines 
and’’. 

On page 353, line 2, after ‘‘certifies’’ insert 
‘‘and reports’’. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2752 
(Purpose: Technical amendment relating to 

Sudan) 
On page 366, line 4, after ‘‘certifies’’ insert 

‘‘and reports’’. 
AMENDMENT NO. 2753 

(Purpose: Technical amendment relating to 
monitoring of assistance) 

On page 371, line 26, strike ‘‘describing’’ 
and insert in lieu thereof ‘‘detailing’’. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2754, AS MODIFIED 
On page 377, line 6, after the comma insert 

‘‘not less than $2,000,000 should be made 
available for wildlife conservation and pro-
tected area management in the Boma- 
Jonglei landscape of Southern Sudan, and’’ 

AMENDMENT NO. 2755 
(Purpose: Technical amendment relating to 

Uzbekistan) 
On page 380, line 26, strike ‘‘have been 

credibly alleged to’’ and insert in lieu there-
of ‘‘the Secretary has credible evidence to 
believe’’ 

AMENDMENT NO. 2756 
(Purpose: Technical amendment relating to 
assistance for the countries of Central Asia) 
On page 383, line 4, strike ‘‘he’’ and insert 

in lieu thereof ‘‘the Secretary’’. 

On page 383, line 14, strike ‘‘6’’ and insert 
in lieu thereof ‘‘12’’. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2757 
(Purpose: Technical amendment relating to 

a coordinator of activities relating to in-
digenous peoples internationally) 
On page 388, line 11, strike ‘‘, guidelines’’. 
On page 388, line 11, after ‘‘goals,’’ insert 

‘‘guidelines,’’. 
On page 388, line 16, strike ‘‘executing’’ and 

insert in lieu thereof ‘‘implementing’’. 
AMENDMENT NO. 2758 

(Purpose: Technical amendment relating to 
demobilization assistance for Colombia) 

On page 390, line 20, strike ‘‘against human 
rights defenders’’. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2759 
(Purpose: To clarify conditions on assistance 

for Indonesia) 
On page 393, line 1, strike ‘‘provided a copy 

of its written plans to effectively address the 
following, and a copy of each plan has been 
provided with the report’’, and insert in lieu 
thereof ‘‘written plans to effectively’’. 

On page 393, line 4, before ‘‘accountability’’ 
insert ‘‘provide’’. 

On page 393, line 6, ‘‘to allow public access 
to Papua and West Irian Jaya’’ and insert in 
lieu thereof ‘‘allow public access to West 
Papua’’. 

On page 393, line 8, strike ‘‘to’’. 
AMENDMENT NO. 2760 

(Purpose: To clarify conditions on military 
assistance for Guatemala) 

On page 393, line 12, strike everything after 
‘‘(a)’’ through the period on page 394, line 15, 
and insert in lieu thereof the following: 
‘‘Funds appropriated by this Act under the 
heading ‘‘International Military Education 
and Training’’ that are available for assist-
ance for Guatemala, other than for expanded 
international military education and train-
ing, may be made available only for the Gua-
temalan Air Force and Navy: Provided, That 
such funds may be made available only if the 
Secretary of State certifies that the Guate-
malan Air Force and Navy are respecting 
human rights and are cooperating with civil-
ian judicial investigations and prosecutions 
of military personnel who have been credibly 
alleged to have committed violations of 
human rights. 

(b) Of the funds appropriated by this Act 
under the heading ‘‘Foreign Military Financ-
ing Program’’, not more than $500,000 may be 
made available for the Guatemalan Air 
Force and Navy: Provided, That such funds 
may be made available only if the Secretary 
of State certifies that the Guatemalan Air 
Force and Navy are respecting human rights 
and are cooperating with civilian judicial in-
vestigations and prosecutions of military 
personnel who have been credibly alleged to 
have committed violations of human rights, 
and the Guatemalan Armed Forces are fully 
cooperating with the International Commis-
sion Against Impunity in Guatemala.’’ 

AMENDMENT NO. 2761 
(Purpose: To restrict assistance for countries 

that recruit child soldiers) 
On page 395, line 1, strike ‘‘security’’ and 

insert lieu thereof the following: ‘‘govern-
mental armed forces or government-sup-
ported armed groups, including paramili-
taries, militias, or civil defense forces,’’. 

On page 395, line 7, after ‘‘to’’ insert the 
following: ‘‘demobilize children from its 
forces or from government-supported armed 
groups and’’. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2762, AS MODIFIED 
On page 395, line 24, after the semi-colon 

insert ‘‘(2) the Philippine Government is im-

plementing a policy of promoting military 
personnel who demonstrate professionalism 
and respect for human rights, and is inves-
tigating and prosecuting military personnel 
and others who have been credibly alleged to 
have committed extrajudicial executions or 
other violations of human rights.’’ 

On page 396, line 1, strike ‘‘(2)’’ and insert 
in lieu thereof ‘‘(3)’’. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2764 
(Purpose: To add conditions relating to 

assistance for Sri Lanka) 
On page 397, line 24, after ‘‘that’’ insert 

‘‘(1)’’. 
On page 398, line 3, after ‘‘soldiers’’ insert 

‘‘; (2) the Sri Lankan Government has pro-
vided unimpeded access to humanitarian or-
ganizations and journalists to Tamil areas of 
the country; and (3) the Sri Lankan Govern-
ment has agreed to the establishment of a 
field presence of the Office of the United Na-
tions High Commissioner for Human Rights 
in Sri Lanka.’’. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2765 
(Purpose: Technical amendment relating to 

the Millennium Challenge Corporation) 
On page 402, line 22, after ‘‘the’’ insert 

‘‘transparent and’’. 
AMENDMENT NO. 2766 

(Purpose: To deny visas for officials of for-
eign governments and their families who 
have been involved in corruption relating 
to the extraction of natural resources) 
At the appropriate place in the bill insert 

the following: 
ANTI-KLEPTOCRACY 

SEC. lll. (a) In furtherance of the Na-
tional Strategy to Internationalize Efforts 
Against Kleptocracy and Presidential Proc-
lamation 7750, not later than 90 days after 
the date of enactment of this Act the Sec-
retary of State shall send to the appropriate 
congressional committees a list of officials 
of the governments of Angola, Burma, Cam-
bodia, Equatorial Guinea, Democratic Re-
public of the Congo, and the Republic of the 
Congo, and their immediate family members, 
who the Secretary has credible evidence to 
believe have been involved in corruption re-
lating to the extraction of natural resources 
in their countries. 

(b) Not later than 10 days after the list de-
scribed in subsection (a) is submitted to the 
appropriate congressional committees, the 
following sanctions shall apply: 

(1) Any individual on the list submitted 
under subsection (a) shall be ineligible for a 
visa to enter the United States. 

(2) No property or interest in property be-
longing to an individual on the list sub-
mitted under subsection (a), or to a member 
of the immediate family of such individual if 
the property is effectively under the control 
of such individual, may be transferred, paid, 
exported, withdrawn, or otherwise dealt 
with, if the property is within the United 
States or within the possession or control of 
a United States person, including the over-
seas branch of such person, or after the date 
of the enactment of this Act comes within 
the control of such person. 

(3) No United States person may engage in 
financial transactions with an individual on 
the list submitted under subsection (a), or 
with a member of the immediate family of 
such individual if the transaction will ben-
efit an individual on the list submitted under 
subsection (a). 

AMENDMENT NO. 2767, AS MODIFIED 
On page 255, line 5, before the period, insert 

the following: 
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‘‘Provided further, That of the funds appro-

priated under this heading, not more than 
$500,000 should be made available for the De-
partment of Energy’s National Nuclear Secu-
rity Administration to support initiatives 
which bring together public officials and pri-
vate individuals from nations involved in the 
Six-Party Talks for informal discussions on 
resolving the North Korea nuclear issue:’’ 

AMENDMENT NO. 2769, AS MODIFIED 

At the appropriate place in the bill, add 
the following new section: 

UGANDA 

SEC. lll. (a) Not later than 90 days after 
enactment of this Act, the Secretary of 
State shall submit a report to the Commit-
tees on Appropriations detailing a strategy 
for substantially enhancing United States ef-
forts to resolve the conflict between the 
Lord’s Resistance Army (LRA) and the Gov-
ernment of Uganda (GOU), including— 

(1) direct and sustained participation by 
the United States in confidence-building 
measures in furtherance of the peace process; 

(2) increased diplomatic pressure on the 
Democratic Republic of the Congo (to elimi-
nate the LRA’s current safe haven) and on 
Sudan; 

(3) brokering direct negotiations between 
the GOU and the leaders of the LRA on per-
sonal security arrangements; and 

(4) financial support for disarmament, de-
mobilization, and reintegration to provide 
mid-level LRA commanders incentives to re-
turn to civilian life. 

(b) Of the funds appropriated by this Act 
under the heading ‘‘Economic Support 
Fund’’, not less than $5,000,000 shall be made 
available to implement the strategy de-
scribed in subsection (a). 

AMENDMENT NO. 2692, AS MODIFIED 

On page 410, between lines 15 and 16, insert 
the following: 

COMPREHENSIVE NUCLEAR THREAT REDUCTION 
AND SECURITY PLAN 

SEC. 699B. (a) Not later than 180 days after 
the date of the enactment of this Act, the 
President shall submit to Congress a com-
prehensive nuclear threat reduction and se-
curity plan, in classified and unclassified 
forms— 

(1) for ensuring that all nuclear weapons 
and weapons-usable material at vulnerable 
sites are secure by 2012 against the threats 
that terrorists have shown they can pose; 

(2) for working with other countries to en-
sure adequate accounting and security for 
such materials on an ongoing basis there-
after; and 

(3) for making security improvements to 
ensure, to the maximum extent possible, 
that the existing U.S. nuclear weapons 
stockpile and weapons-usable material are 
protected from the threats terrorists have 
shown they can pose. 

(b) For each element of the accounting and 
security effort described under subsection 
(a)(2), the plan shall— 

(1) clearly designate agency and depart-
mental responsibility and accountability; 

(2) specify program goals, with metrics for 
measuring progress, estimated schedules, 
and specified milestones to be achieved; 

(3) provide estimates of the program budg-
et requirements and resources to meet the 
goals for each year; 

(4) provide the strategy for diplomacy and 
related tools and authority to accomplish 
the program element; 

(5) provide a strategy for expanding the fi-
nancial support and other assistance pro-
vided by other countries, particularly Rus-

sia, the European Union and its member 
states, China, and Japan, for the purposes of 
securing nuclear weapons and weapons-usa-
ble material worldwide; 

(6) outline the progress in and impediments 
to securing agreement from all countries 
that possess nuclear weapons or weapons-us-
able material on a set of global nuclear secu-
rity standards, consistent with their obliga-
tion to comply with United Nations Security 
Council Resolution 1540; 

(7) describe the steps required to overcome 
impediments that have been identified; and 

(8) describe global efforts to promulgate 
best practices for securing nuclear mate-
rials. 

(c) Sense of the Senate. The Administra-
tion shall not sign any agreement with the 
Russian Federation on low enriched uranium 
that does not include a requirement that a 
portion of the low enriched uranium be de-
rived from highly enriched uranium. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2784 
(Purpose: to exclude aliens who have engaged 

in or advocated terrorist activity on behalf 
of or received military-type training from 
a Tier I or II terrorist organization from 
eligibility for relief from terrorism-related 
immigration bars) 
Section 694 of the bill is amended to read 

as follows: 
SEC. 694. (a) AMENDMENT TO AUTHORITY TO 

DETERMINE THE BAR TO ADMISSION INAPPLI-
CABLE.—Section 212(d)(3)(B)(i) of the Immi-
gration and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 
ll82(d)(3)(B)(i)) is amended to read as follows: 

‘‘The Secretary of State, after consulta-
tion with the Attorney General and the Sec-
retary of Homeland Security, or the Sec-
retary of Homeland Security, after consulta-
tion with the Secretary of State and the At-
torney General, may determine in such Sec-
retary’s sole unreviewable discretion that 
subsection (a)(3)(B) shall not apply with re-
spect to an alien within the scope of that 
subsection or that subsection 
(a)(3)(B)(vi)(III) shall not apply to a group 
within the scope of that subsection, except 
that no such waiver may be extended to an 
alien who is within the scope of subsection 
(a)(3)(B)(i)(II), no such waiver may be ex-
tended to an alien who is a member or rep-
resentative of, has voluntarily and know-
ingly engaged in or endorsed or espoused or 
persuaded others to endorse or espouse or 
support terrorist activity on behalf of, or has 
voluntarily and knowingly received mili-
tary-type training from a terrorist organiza-
tion that is described in subclause (I) or (II) 
of subsection (a)(3)(B)(vi), and no such waiv-
er may be extended to a group that has en-
gaged terrorist activity against the United 
States or another democratic country or 
that has purposefully engaged in a pattern or 
practice of terrorist activity that is directed 
at civilians. Such a determination shall nei-
ther prejudice the ability of the United 
States Government to commence criminal or 
civil proceedings involving a beneficiary of 
such a determination or any other person, 
nor create any substantive or procedural 
right or benefit for a beneficiary of such a 
determination or any other person. Notwith-
standing any other provision of law (statu-
tory or nonstatutory), including section 2241 
of Title 28, or any other habeas corpus provi-
sion, and sections 1361 and 1651 of such title, 
no court shall have jurisdiction to review 
such a determination or revocation except in 
a proceeding for review of a final order of re-
moval pursuant to section 1252 of this title, 
and review shall be limited to the extent pro-
vided in section 1252(a)(2)(D). The Secretary 
of State may not exercise the discretion pro-

vided in this clause with respect to an alien 
at any time during which the alien is the 
subject of pending removal proceedings 
under section 1229a of this title.’’. 

(b) AUTOMATIC RELIEF FOR THE HMONG AND 
OTHER GROUPS THAT DO NOT POSE A THREAT 
TO THE UNITED STATES.—For purposes of sec-
tion 212(a)(3)(B) of the Immigration and Na-
tionality Act (8 U.S.C. 1182(a)(3)(B)), the 
Karen National Union/Karen Liberation 
Army (KNU/KNLA), the Chin National Front/ 
Chin National Army (CNF/CNA), the Chin 
National League for Democracy (CNLD), the 
Kayan New Land Party (KNLP), the Arakan 
Liberation Party (ALP), the Mustangs, the 
Alzados, the Karenni National Progressive 
Party, and appropriate groups affiliated with 
the Hmong and the Montagnards shall not be 
considered to be a terrorist organization on 
the basis of any act or event occurring before 
the date of enactment of this section. Noth-
ing in this subsection may be construed to 
alter or limit the authority of the Secretary 
of State or the Secretary of Homeland Secu-
rity to exercise his discretionary authority 
pursuant to 212(d)(3)(B)(i) of the Immigration 
and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 
1182(d)(3)(B)(i)).’’. 

(c) TECHNICAL CORRECTION.—(1) IN GEN-
ERAL.—Section 212(a)(3)(B)(ii) of the Immi-
gration and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 
1182(a)(3)(B)(ii)) is amended by striking 
‘‘Subclause (VII)’’ and replacing it with 
‘‘Subclause (IX)’’. 

(d) DESIGNATION OF THE TALIBAN AS A TER-
RORIST ORGANIZATION.—For purposes of sec-
tion 212(a)(3)(B) of the Immigration and Na-
tionality Act (8 U.S.C. 1182(a)(3)(B)), the 
Taliban shall be considered to be a terrorist 
organization described in subclause (I) of 
clause (vi) of that section. 

(e) REPORT ON DURESS WAIVERS.— 
The Secretary of Homeland Security shall 

provide to the Committees on the Judiciary 
of the United States Senate and House of 
Representatives a report, not less than 180 
days after the enactment of this Act and 
every year thereafter, which may include a 
classified annex if appropriate, describing— 

(1) the number of individuals subject to re-
moval from the United States for having pro-
vided material support to a terrorist group 
who allege that such support was provided 
under duress; 

(2) a breakdown of the types of terrorist or-
ganizations to which the individuals de-
scribed in paragraph (1) have provided mate-
rial support; 

(3) a description of the factors that the De-
partment of Homeland Security considers 
when evaluating duress waivers; and 

(4) any other information that the Sec-
retary believes that the Congress should con-
sider while overseeing the Department’s ap-
plication of duress waivers. 

(f) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall take effect on the 
date of enactment of this section, and these 
amendments and sections 212(a)(3)(B) and 
212(d)(3)(B) of the Immigration and Nation-
ality Act (8 U.S.C. 1182(a)(3)(B) and 
1182(d)(3)(B)), has amended by these sections, 
shall apply to— 

(A) removal proceedings instituted before, 
on, or after the date of enactment of this 
section; and 

(B) acts and conditions constituting a 
ground for inadmissibility, excludability, de-
portation, or removal occurring or existing 
before, on, or after such date. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2785 
(Purpose: To provide funding for secondary 

wastewater treatment, consistent with the 
Committee report) 
On page 219, line 26, before the period in-

sert: ‘‘,of which up to $66,000,000 shall be 
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made available only for construction in the 
United States of secondary wastewater 
treatment capability.’’ 

AMENDMENT NO. 2786 
(Purpose: To express the sense of the Senate 

regarding actions needed on the part of the 
Government of Egypt to promote the rule 
of law and reduce the smuggling of weap-
ons into Gaza) 
On page 410, between lines 15 and 16, insert 

the following: 
RULE OF LAW AND BORDER SECURITY IN EGYPT 
SEC. 699B. (a) The Senate makes the fol-

lowing findings: 
(1) Fighting in Gaza during the summer of 

2007 demonstrated that the terrorist organi-
zation Hamas, which unlawfully seized con-
trol over Gaza in June 2007, has been able to 
achieve a dramatic increase in the quantity 
and sophistication of arms at its disposal. 

(2) Without these arms, the terrorist orga-
nization would not have been able to seize 
control over the Gaza territory. 

(3) There is substantial evidence that a sig-
nificant proportion of these arms were smug-
gled across the border between Gaza and 
Egypt. 

(4) The Egyptian military is a capable 
force, made possible in substantial part by a 
close relationship with the United States. 

(5) Concurrent with the escalation of dan-
gerous arms smuggling across the border be-
tween Egypt and Gaza has been a retrogres-
sion in the rule of law in Egypt. 

(6) This loss of hard-earned ground has 
been characterized by reports of harsh reac-
tion by the Government of Egypt to dissent, 
including the jailing of political opponents. 

(7) The United States has provided aid to 
Egypt in excess of $28,000,000,000 over the 
past three decades. 

(b) The Senate— 
(1) reaffirms its long-standing friendship 

with the people of Egypt; 
(2) believes that our friendship with Egypt 

requires the Senate to address such vital pol-
icy concerns; 

(3) urges the Government of Egypt to make 
concrete and measurable progress on restor-
ing the rule of law, including improving the 
independence of the judiciary and improving 
criminal procedures and due process rights 
and halting the cross-border flow of arms to 
Gaza; 

(4) believes it is the best interest of Egypt, 
the region, and the United States that Egypt 
takes prompt action to demonstrate progress 
on these matters; and 

(5) urges the Department of State to work 
vigorously and expeditiously with the Gov-
ernment of Egypt and the Government of 
Israel to bring the border between Egypt and 
Gaza border under effective control. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2787 
(Purpose: Technical amendment relating to 

the office of Private and Voluntary Co-
operation) 
On page 245, line 17, strike ‘‘may’’ and in-

sert in lieu thereof ‘‘should’’. 
AMENDMENT NO. 2788 

(Purpose: Technical amendment relating to 
the Democracy Fund) 

On page 262, line 16, before ‘‘institutions’’ 
insert ‘‘organizations and’’. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2789 
(Purpose: To enable the Department of State 

to respond to a critical shortage of pass-
port processing personnel) 
On page 211, line 20, insert after ‘‘pur-

poses:’’ the following: ‘‘Provided further, That 
during fiscal year 2008, foreign service annu-

itants may be employed, notwithstanding 
section 316.401 of title 5, Code of Federal Reg-
ulations, pursuant to waivers under section 
824(g)(1)(C)(ii) of the Foreign Service Act of 
1980 (22 U.S.C. 4064(g)(1)(C)(ii)):’’. 

Mr. GREGG. I move to reconsider the 
vote, and I move to lay that motion on 
the table. 

The motion to lay on the table was 
agreed to. 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, before we 
go to third reading, I wish to thank 
Senator GREGG for his tireless efforts 
on this bill and the Members of the Ap-
propriations Committee which passed 
this bill originally 28 to 1. I will say 
more about Senator GREGG’s staff and 
my staff tomorrow so as not to hold up 
third reading. 

Mr. GREGG. Mr. President, I join 
with Senator LEAHY and thank him for 
the fair and open way he has pursued 
this bill. I thank his staff again, as I 
did earlier, for their great work, and 
my staff, obviously, also. It has been a 
very fair and open process, and I very 
much appreciate his treatment of the 
Republican membership in this exer-
cise. 

ACCELERATING RFA FOR SOILS, WATER, AND 
ECOSYSTEM SERVICES CRSP 

Mr. INOUYE. Mr. President, I would 
like to discuss with the Senator from 
Vermont an issue that has major impli-
cations for food security and environ-
mental protection in developing coun-
tries and the United States. 

Over the last decade, the Soils Man-
agement CRSP has performed admi-
rably with the University of Hawaii 
serving as the management entity. It is 
through my relationship with the Uni-
versity of Hawaii that I have learned 
that this program has successfully de-
veloped globally applicable science- 
based principles and tested them on a 
site-specific basis in more than 22 de-
veloping countries in Africa, Asia, and 
Latin America. This has enabled users 
to access decision support tools to di-
agnose problems at specific locations 
in any country, and prescribe alter-
native solutions to correct them. 

While the Soils Management CRSP 
has been successful during its planned 
10-year life, I am pleased that the U.S. 
Agency for International Development 
will build on the accomplishments of 
this program and seek a broader scope 
for a succeeding CRSP. The Agency 
correctly perceives that, while sound 
soil management is critical to food se-
curity, sustainable natural resources 
management, and economic growth and 
progress in the developing world, soil 
resources must be managed in the con-
text of all resources in the ecosystem. 
I support the establishment and oper-
ation of the Soil, Water, and Eco-
system Services CRSP. 

My concern is that the Agency does 
not plan to compete the new Soil, 
Water, and Ecosystem Services CRSP 
until 2009. With a likely 2-year inter-
ruption of research activity, the useful 

elements of expiring CRSPs are likely 
to be compromised and continuity of 
resource management research will not 
be forthcoming. 

To circumvent these problems, I ask 
your support in encouraging the Agen-
cy to accelerate a request for applica-
tions, RFA, for a Soil, Water, and Eco-
system Services CRSP through estab-
lished competitive processes. Con-
ducting the RFA in fiscal year 2008 will 
minimize the loss in program con-
tinuity associated with recently ex-
pired CRSPs such as the Soils Manage-
ment CRSP. Acceleration will mini-
mize risks to food security and protec-
tion of the environment in developing 
countries and in the United States. An 
earlier competition for the new CRSP 
will go a long way toward preserving 
the momentum and expertise of the 
collaborative network of researchers 
involved in recently completed CRSPs. 

I believe that the committee rec-
ommendation for funds for Collabo-
rative Research Support Programs in 
2008 is sufficient to accommodate a re-
quest for applications—RFA—for a 
Soil, Water, and Ecosystem Services 
CRSP in 2008. I also emphasize that my 
interest is in a more comprehensive re-
source management CRSP solicited 
through established competitive proc-
esses based solely on merit and abili-
ties to deliver science-based rec-
ommendations. 

Mr. LEAHY. I thank the Senator 
from Hawaii for bringing this issue to 
my attention. I agree about the impor-
tance of continuity and momentum in 
natural resource management re-
search. I will work to ensure that your 
concerns are communicated to the Ad-
ministrator of the U.S. Agency for 
International Development and that 
the Agency is encouraged to utilize 
funds appropriated for 2008 to accel-
erate the RFA process for a Soil, 
Water, and Ecosystems Services CRSP 
in 2008. 

Mr. INOUYE. I thank my colleague 
for his consideration and support of the 
Soil, Water, and Ecosystem Services 
CRSP. 

PASSPORT SERVICES OFFICES 

Mr. PRYOR. Mr. President, I would 
like to engage the chairman of the Sen-
ate Appropriations State, Foreign Op-
erations Subcommittee in a brief col-
loquy regarding the situation at the 
State Department’s Passport Services 
Offices. Like many Members on both 
sides of the Hill, my office in recent 
months has been deluged by constitu-
ents who have had tremendous difficul-
ties getting passports in time for trips 
they have planned, often many months 
in advance. I appreciate the fact that 
the subcommittee has responded to 
this situation by providing additional 
resources to the Department to address 
the passport backlog. 

Freedom and ease of travel to foreign 
destinations is extremely important to 
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the competitiveness of American busi-
ness as well as for individual rec-
reational and family needs. Many 
American businesses, including a sig-
nificant part of the American travel in-
dustry, depend on passport services 
companies to obtain necessary travel 
documents for their employees and cus-
tomers in an expedited fashion so they 
can travel not just when they want to 
but when they need to. Passport serv-
ices firms also assist individual citi-
zens when they are not located near 
one of the regional passport offices, 
have physical disabilities, or simply 
cannot get off work to make a personal 
visit to the passport office. 

The number of passport issuances na-
tionally has grown by more than 130 
percent in recent years. At the same 
time, the demand of U.S. citizens and 
corporations for the expedited services 
of passport services companies has 
never been greater. However, in recent 
years regional Passport Services Of-
fices have limited the number of 
‘‘slots,’’ or applications, that indi-
vidual passport services companies can 
submit on a daily basis. The reductions 
at all the regional offices collectively 
have reduced nationally the number of 
applications individual companies can 
submit by over 40 percent. It is now 
clear that the recent problems with 
passport delays faced by the traveling 
public as a whole are related to the 
problems faced by passport services 
companies in the last few years: lack of 
resources and improper allocation of 
resources by the Department. 

Instead of creating more work, pass-
port services companies assist passport 
services’ adjudicators by using barcode 
computer technology, ensuring appli-
cation forms and supporting documents 
are filled out accurately and com-
pletely, and improving efficiency and 
decreasing confusion at passport ac-
ceptance facilities nationwide by thor-
oughly preparing applicants before ac-
ceptance agents. 

Leading travel industry representa-
tives have formally expressed strong 
support for efforts to allow passport 
services companies to submit more ap-
plications. The American Society of 
Travel Agents, Cruise Lines Inter-
national Association, the National 
Business Travel Association, the Trav-
el Business Roundtable, and the Travel 
Industry Association of America have 
all written the Department of State ex-
pressing unqualified support for the in-
dustry’s request for more slots for indi-
vidual companies. 

I would like to ask the distinguished 
chairman of the subcommittee, is it 
true that the committee has provided 
the Department $40 million over the 
President’s budget request to enhance 
passport operations? 

Mr. LEAHY. That is true. I would say 
to my colleague from Arkansas that 
this subcommittee is not satisfied with 
the performance of the Department in 

the last few months with respect to the 
adjudication and distribution of pass-
ports in a timely fashion. We recognize 
that a tremendous number of dedicated 
public servants at all levels of the 
State Department have been putting in 
long hours trying to get rid of the 
backlog in passports. We think it is 
very important, however, especially as 
the deadline for implementation of the 
Western Hemisphere Travel Initiative 
gets closer, that the Department be 
better prepared to handle spikes in de-
mand for passports and to disseminate 
better information about the proce-
dures and options available for getting 
expedited passports. 

Mr. PRYOR. Increasing the number 
of daily applications individual pass-
port service companies can submit is 
an essential component of meeting the 
personal and business travel needs of 
American citizens who require special 
assistance. Because these companies 
submit applications to the exact speci-
fications of Passport Services, allowing 
individual firms to submit more appli-
cations daily would enable Passport 
Services to adjudicate a greater num-
ber of applications more efficiently. 

As the chairman may know, Arkan-
sas is now home to a passport proc-
essing facility that is working on all 
cylinders helping to eliminate the 
backlog. The Washington Regional 
Agency of Passport Services already 
has staff dedicated exclusively to proc-
essing applications submitted by pass-
port services companies. Does the 
chairman/ranking member of the sub-
committee agree that we should en-
courage the consideration of a similar 
approach in all regional offices to fa-
cilitate the daily increase in applica-
tions for passport services firms and 
recommend Passport Services expand 
one of its regional offices to provide 
significantly expanded dedicated serv-
ices to passport service companies? 

Mr. LEAHY. I agree that we should 
encourage the Department to consider 
providing such dedicated infrastruc-
ture, especially if it will help to allevi-
ate the backlogs that have occurred all 
over the country. 

Mr. PRYOR. I thank the chairman of 
the subcommittee for his attention to 
this issue. 

EXTRAJUDICIAL KILLINGS IN THE PHILIPPINES 
Mrs. BOXER. Mr. President, as chair 

of the Senate Foreign Relations Sub-
committee on East Asian and Pacific 
Affairs, I remain deeply concerned 
about reports of extrajudicial killings 
in the Philippines. 

The people of the United States and 
the Philippines enjoy a close friendship 
that is deeply valued on both sides. Our 
nations have a strong bond that is sup-
ported and celebrated by the 3 million 
Americans of Philippine ancestry that 
live in the United States today. Cali-
fornia alone is home to more than 1 
million Filipino Americans. 

Because of the close ties between our 
two nations and our two militaries, it 

is essential that the government of 
Gloria Arroyo take strong action to 
end the killings and punish those who 
have committed abuses. 

Over the past 6 years, hundreds of 
extrajudicial killings have taken place 
throughout the Philippines. Those tar-
geted have included journalists, reli-
gious leaders, political figures, human 
rights activists, and union leaders. 

For too long, the Government of the 
Philippines has not taken sufficient ac-
tion to address extrajudicial killings 
and bring those responsible to justice. 

Last year, pressure from inter-
national human rights groups, foreign 
governments, and political leaders 
forced the government of President Ar-
royo to launch an investigation into 
the killings that was headed by retired 
Supreme Court Justice Jose Melo. The 
Melo Commission report, which was 
made public early this year, found that 
the killings of activists appear to be 
part of an ‘‘orchestrated plan’’ and that 
the Philippine National Police has 
made little progress in investigating or 
prosecuting cases. 

Philip Alston, the U.N. Special 
Rapporteur on Extrajudicial, Summary 
or Arbitrary Executions has stated 
that the Philippine Armed Forces were 
in ‘‘a state of almost total denial’’ on 
the need to address ‘‘the significant 
number of killings which have been 
convincingly attributed to them’’ and 
that a ‘‘culture of impunity’’ exists 
within the Philippine justice system. 

In response, the Philippine Govern-
ment has announced that it is taking 
steps to address these abuses. Presi-
dent Arroyo has said herself that 
‘‘these killings will be resolved and the 
military will continue to be a vanguard 
for freedom.’’ 

Last week in Manila, hundreds of rel-
atives and supporters of those who are 
missing or killed marched to demand 
action and justice. One of the marchers 
carried a picture of her son, an activist 
who was reportedly abducted from a 
mall last April by seven armed persons 
who identified themselves as police of-
ficers. The car used in the abduction 
was traced to a vehicle impounded at a 
Philippine military base. Despite an 
order from the Supreme Court, the 
military has not released the missing 
activist. 

During a hearing I chaired in March 
on this issue, a bishop from the United 
Church of Christ in the Philippines tes-
tified that, ‘‘with such an appalling 
death toll of extrajudicial killings in 
our country at this time of the Arroyo 
administration, nobody could ever 
claim that she or he is not afraid and 
is safe. I admit that I have that fear 
. . . ’’ 

I am very pleased that Senator 
LEAHY has included language in the 
Senate State Department and Foreign 
Operations appropriations bill that 
fences $2 million of military assistance 
on the condition that the Secretary of 
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State certifies that the Philippine Gov-
ernment is implementing the rec-
ommendations of the U.N. Special 
Rapporteur on Extrajudicial, Summary 
or Arbitrary Executions, that the Phil-
ippine military is not engaging in acts 
of intimidation or violence against 
members of legal organizations that 
advocate for human rights, and that 
the Government is investigating and 
prosecuting those who have committed 
extrajudicial killings. 

This binding legislative language is 
critical. I hope that Secretary Rice is 
able to produce a report that states 
that the Philippine Government is tak-
ing real action and the Philippine mili-
tary is no longer responsible for the 
deaths of innocent persons. 

Senator LEAHY, if the Philippine 
Government fails to meet the three 
conditions contained in this act, will 
you work with me to place additional 
limitations on future U.S. military as-
sistance to the Philippines? 

Mr. LEAHY. I share Senator BOXER’s 
concern about extrajudicial violence in 
the Philippines and will continue to 
monitor this situation carefully. I will 
consider additional limitations on fu-
ture U.S. military assistance if the 
Philippine Government fails to ade-
quately address this issue. 

Mr. MCCAIN. Mr. President, I support 
amendment No. 2708 that would pre-
vent contributions to organizations 
that perform or promote abortion as a 
method of family planning. I was un-
able to be in attendance for this vote. 
However, if I had been present, I would 
have voted in favor of this amendment. 
Similarly, I support amendment No. 
2707 that would prohibit funding of or-
ganizations that support coercive abor-
tion. If I had been present, I would 
have voted in favor of this amendment. 

I oppose amendment No. 2719 that 
would rescind the ‘‘Mexico City Pol-
icy’’ in its entirety, and, had I been 
present, I would have voted against it. 

Life is the most important gift each 
of us is given, and I believe that abor-
tion unfairly takes the innocent life of 
an unborn child who deserves protec-
tion, morally and legally. For this rea-
son, I oppose abortion, except in the 
case of rape, incest or when the life of 
the mother is endangered. 

The ‘‘Mexico City Policy’’ denies U.S. 
population assistance funds to private 
organizations that campaign to legal-
ize abortion in foreign countries, or 
which otherwise promote abortion as a 
method of family planning. I believe 
that we must be committed to pro-
tecting the life of unborn children, and 
I do not support the expenditure of 
U.S. taxpayer dollars for the purposes 
of funding abortions, whether inside or 
outside the United States. While I un-
derstand the need for family planning 
services, particularly in developing 
countries, and support efforts to meet 
these needs, I do not believe that abor-
tion is an appropriate form of birth 

control. For this reason, I oppose the 
allocation of taxpayer money to orga-
nizations that promote and provide 
abortion services. 

Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, the in-
creasing instability along the Texas/ 
Mexico border is of great concern to 
me. U.S. citizens who live in the border 
communities of my home State are 
caught in the crossfire of drug cartels 
engaged in illegal trafficking of drugs, 
weapons, cash, and people. 

Nuevo Laredo, a city across the river 
from Laredo, TX, has been caught up in 
a violent turf war between rival drug 
gangs fighting for billion-dollar smug-
gling routes into the United States. 
This issue is relevant because many 
people are missing as a result of the vi-
olence in Nuevo Laredo, including over 
20 U.S. citizens. 

One tragic example involves Brenda 
Cisneros and her friend Yvette Mar-
tinez a 27-year-old mother of two 
young girls. On September 17, 2004, the 
two women were celebrating Brenda’s 
23rd birthday at a concert across the 
border in Nuevo Laredo. Neither has 
been seen since. 

The ongoing drug wars in Nuevo La-
redo are spilling over into Laredo and 
nearby communities in the United 
States. I fear the threat of violence to 
our citizens who live and work in bor-
der regions will only continue to esca-
late. This condition is unacceptable 
and Mexico must act immediately to 
end this situation. 

Federal, state, and local law enforce-
ment officials along the border rou-
tinely seize guns, ammunition, drugs, 
and illegal aliens. Additionally, Border 
Patrol agents face hundreds of assaults 
each year ranging from shootings, to 
rock throwing, to attempts to run 
them over. 

In August 2005, I sent a letter to the 
Attorney General requesting that addi-
tional resources be allocated to remedy 
this situation. The Attorney General 
and the administration quickly took 
action to protect the people of Texas 
by sending a Violent Crime Impact 
Team to address the violence, particu-
larly the problem of missing persons. 

However, as I noted in a letter to 
Tony Garza, the U.S. Ambassador to 
Mexico, ‘‘the good work of U.S. law en-
forcement will never be enough with-
out serious commitment and strong ef-
forts from Mexico.’’ 

Since April 2006, I have been working 
with Ambassador Garza to encourage 
the Mexican government to help U.S. 
law enforcement and increase Mexico’s 
efforts in locating the numerous miss-
ing persons from the Laredo area. I 
have also met with other top-level 
Mexican officials and urged them to al-
locate more resources toward finding 
the missing persons, and to coordinate 
efforts with the United States. It is 
clear that Mexico must do more to 
crack down on violence along the bor-
der. 

This legislation provides funds for 
international narcotics control and law 
enforcement. The purpose of this provi-
sion is to assist foreign countries in 
combating narcotics, gangs, terrorism, 
and crime. The House has already 
passed this bipartisan bill, and we must 
ensure the programs we are funding are 
focused in the right direction by in-
cluding explicit language. 

According to the House Judiciary 
Committee report, the committee 
‘‘continues to support a strong United 
States counternarcotics assistance pro-
gram in order to protect United States 
communities from the ravages of 
drugs.’’ Furthermore, the House Judi-
ciary Committee recommendation in-
cludes $27.5 million for programs in 
Mexico to support the fight against 
human, drug, and weapon smuggling. 

The amendment I am offering today 
ensures that a portion of this funding 
will be allocated for locating the many 
missing Americans who have been lost 
in the battles between drug cartels. It 
is simply unacceptable to allow U.S. 
citizens to become casualties of the 
violent war being waged by drug gangs 
in Mexico. 

The truth is that, just as the violence 
and instability on the border is a seri-
ous problem for both countries, the so-
lution lies both with the United States 
and Mexico. It will take all of our ef-
forts and Mexico’s efforts combined to 
win the battle against border violence. 

Any legislation that appropriates 
funding for programs to combat drug 
smuggling in Mexico must also allo-
cate resources to combat the fallout of 
drug trafficking. My amendment sim-
ply goes one step further in protecting 
our communities from the turmoil sur-
rounding the narcotics conflict by fa-
cilitating the return of missing Ameri-
cans to their loved ones. 

Mr. CONRAD. Mr. President, I rise to 
offer for the record, the Budget Com-
mittee’s official scoring of H.R. 2764, 
the Department of State, Foreign Oper-
ations, and Related Agencies Appro-
priations Act for fiscal year 2008. 

The bill, as reported by the Senate 
Committee on Appropriations, provides 
$34.2 billion in discretionary budget au-
thority for fiscal year 2008, which will 
result in new outlays of $17.1 billion. 
When outlays from prior-year budget 
authority are taken into account, dis-
cretionary outlays for the bill will 
total $33.5 billion. 

The Senate-reported bill is at the 
subcommittee’s 302(b) allocation for 
budget authority and is $5 million 
below its allocation for outlays. 

The reported bill includes provisions 
that make changes in mandatory pro-
grams—CHIMPS—that result in an in-
crease in direct spending over the 9- 
year period, 2009–2017. These provisions 
are subject to the point of order estab-
lished by section 209 of the 2008 budget 
resolution. 

I ask unanimous consent that the 
table displaying the Budget Committee 
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scoring of the bill be printed in the 
RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

H.R. 2764, DEPARTMENT OF STATE, FOREIGN OPERATIONS, 
AND RELATED AGENCIES APPROPRIATIONS, 2008 

[Spending comparisons—Senate Reported Bill (in millions of dollars)] 

General 
purpose 

Senate-Reported bill: 
Budget Authority ................................................................... 34,243 
Outlays .................................................................................. 33,511 

Senate 302(b) allocation: 
Budget Authority ................................................................... 34,243 
Outlays .................................................................................. 33,516 

House-passed bill: 
Budget Authority ................................................................... 34,243 
Outlays .................................................................................. 33,201 

President’s Request: 
Budget Authority ................................................................... 34,943 
Outlays .................................................................................. 32,748 

Senate-Reported Bill Compared To 

Senate 302(b) allocation: 
Budget Authority ................................................................... 0 
Outlays .................................................................................. ¥5 

House-passed bill: 
Budget Authority ................................................................... 0 
Outlays .................................................................................. 310 

President’s Request: 
Budget Authority ................................................................... ¥700 
Outlays .................................................................................. 763 

Mrs. CLINTON. Mr. President, as we 
consider legislation to provide funding 
for our important international devel-
opment and assistance programs, I 
would like to take the opportunity to 
highlight the issue of quality basic 
education and the ways in which in-
creasing access to basic education can 
improve social, economic, and health 
outcomes in countries around the 
world. 

We cannot underestimate the impor-
tance of efforts by our Government and 
its partners around the globe to pro-
vide access to education for girls and 
boys around the world. Basic education 
is the cornerstone for success in sus-
tainable development. It has a pro-
found impact on the future of indi-
vidual children, their families, commu-
nities, and nations. 

A population that can read, write, 
and think critically is far more likely 
to achieve democracy, economic 
growth, and improved health. A 2004 re-
port by Barbara Herz and Gene 
Sperling from the Center on Universal 
Education at the Council on Foreign 
Relations detailed the benefits that re-
sult from investments in education, 
particular for girls and women. A sin-
gle year of primary education cor-
relates with a 10 to 20 percent increase 
in women’s wages later in life, and a 
study of South Asia and Sub-Saharan 
Africa found that from 1960 to 1992, 
equality in education between men and 
women could have led to nearly 1 per-
cent higher annual per capita GDP 
growth. 

Nor is there any doubt that edu-
cation saves lives. Educated children 
are less likely to contract HIV/AIDS 
and other deadly diseases. Oxfam esti-
mates that if all children completed 
primary education, 700,000 new cases of 
HIV/AIDS in young people could be pre-

vented each year, totaling 7 million 
cases in a decade. 

I would like to commend the Senate 
for its efforts to significantly increase 
U.S. investments in basic education in 
the developing world. Over the last 15 
to 20 years, there has been dramatic 
progress, particularly for girls, in 
school enrollment around the world. 

In 2000, our Nation made a commit-
ment to the goal of achieving universal 
basic education by 2015. Through some 
of the initiatives and partnership in 
which our Government is participating 
with its international partners, such as 
the Education for All Fast Track Ini-
tiative, we have made progress. Since 
the Fast Track Initiative was launched 
in 2002, approximately 4 million chil-
dren each year—both boys and girls— 
have gained access to school. 

But much more needs to be done. We 
are not on track to meet our 2015 goal. 
In order to do so, we would need to help 
millions more children enter school 
each year requiring a global financial 
commitment of more than $7 billion 
every year. Of the 77 million children 
who are not in school, three-fifths are 
girls. Forty-three percent of all out-of- 
school children are in countries af-
fected by conflict and are often the 
hardest to reach. Approximately half of 
the school-age children who start pri-
mary school do not complete it. And 
there are hundreds of millions more 
children who are denied the oppor-
tunity to complete a secondary school 
education to become the next genera-
tion of doctors, nurses, lawyers, sci-
entists, and teachers. These statistics 
represent an unconscionable misuse of 
human potential—a misuse that we can 
and must remedy. 

I have introduced legislation—the 
Education for All Act—that would en-
able the U.S. Government to make a 
significant commitment to reach the 
2015 goal and help children in devel-
oping countries, particularly areas ex-
periencing conflict or humanitarian 
emergencies, have access to a quality 
basic education. But I would also en-
courage my colleagues to support in-
creased appropriations for basic edu-
cation programs, and as this legisla-
tion moves forward, I will work with 
my colleagues to ensure that the 
United States is in the strongest posi-
tion to meet its 2015 goal and make 
education for all a reality. This is not 
only the right thing to do for the 
world’s children; it is right thing and 
the smart thing to do for this country. 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
would like to reiterate my long-
standing opposition to any amend-
ments or modifications to the Mexico 
City policy, the Kemp-Kasten amend-
ment, or any exceptions on the use of 
funds as authorized in Public Law 108– 
25, the United States Leadership 
Against HIV/AIDS, Tuberculosis, and 
Malaria Act of 2003. Some provisions 
related to these items are included in 

the State and Foreign Operations Ap-
propriations bill that the Senate is pre-
pared to pass, and I anticipate that if 
this language remains part of the final 
measure, the bill will draw a veto 
threat from the administration. Al-
though I will support this bill in the 
spirit of moving this process forward, I 
look forward to working with my col-
leagues and Members of the House to 
ensure that the final version of the bill 
can be signed by the President and does 
not undermine these critical pro-life 
and pro-family provisions. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on engrossment of the 
amendment and third reading of the 
bill. 

The amendment was ordered to be 
engrossed and the bill to be read a 
third time. 

The bill was read the third time. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from New Mexico. 
Mr. DOMENICI. Mr. President, I had 

a question of the manager or the rank-
ing member. We have been waiting now 
a long time, and we have just heard 
that things are settled. I am not sure 
anybody knows what that means. I 
don’t. I hate to ask other Senators if 
they do. 

Might I ask, procedurally, does this 
mean when we finish this vote tonight 
we are through? 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, if I might 
answer my friend, the senior Senator 
from New Mexico, it is my under-
standing from the leadership that this 
will be the final vote tonight. I under-
stand the leadership has scheduled 
something for tomorrow morning, but 
this will be the final vote tonight. 

Mr. GREGG. Mr. President, I would 
say if the Senator is suggesting we ad-
journ sine die, I could support that. 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I am ad-
vised by the leader there will be one 
vote tomorrow at 10:15. 

Mr. DOMENICI. On a different mat-
ter. 

Mrs. BOXER. Mr. President, I ask for 
the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 
sufficient second? 

There is a sufficient second. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the Senate in-
sist on its amendment, request a con-
ference with the House, and that the 
Chair be authorized to appoint con-
ferees. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The bill having been read the third 
time, the question is, Shall the bill 
pass? 

The yeas and nays have been ordered. 
The clerk will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk called the roll. 
Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 

Senator from Delaware (Mr. BIDEN), 
the Senator from New York (Mrs. CLIN-
TON), the Senator from Connecticut 
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(Mr. DODD), the Senator from Arkansas 
(Mrs. LINCOLN), and the Senator from 
Illinois (Mr. OBAMA) are necessarily ab-
sent. 

Mr. LOTT. The following Senators 
are necessarily absent: the Senator 
from Idaho (Mr. CRAIG), and the Sen-
ator from Arizona (Mr. MCCAIN). 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Are there any other Senators in 
the Chamber desiring to vote? 

The result was announced—yeas 81, 
nays 12, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 325 Leg.] 
YEAS—81 

Akaka 
Alexander 
Allard 
Baucus 
Bayh 
Bennett 
Bingaman 
Bond 
Boxer 
Brown 
Bunning 
Burr 
Byrd 
Cantwell 
Cardin 
Carper 
Casey 
Cochran 
Coleman 
Collins 
Conrad 
Crapo 
Dole 
Domenici 
Dorgan 
Durbin 
Feingold 

Feinstein 
Grassley 
Gregg 
Hagel 
Harkin 
Hatch 
Hutchison 
Inouye 
Johnson 
Kennedy 
Kerry 
Klobuchar 
Kohl 
Kyl 
Landrieu 
Lautenberg 
Leahy 
Levin 
Lieberman 
Lott 
Lugar 
Martinez 
McCaskill 
McConnell 
Menendez 
Mikulski 
Murkowski 

Murray 
Nelson (FL) 
Nelson (NE) 
Pryor 
Reed 
Reid 
Roberts 
Rockefeller 
Salazar 
Sanders 
Schumer 
Sessions 
Shelby 
Smith 
Snowe 
Specter 
Stabenow 
Stevens 
Sununu 
Tester 
Thune 
Vitter 
Voinovich 
Warner 
Webb 
Whitehouse 
Wyden 

NAYS—12 

Barrasso 
Brownback 
Chambliss 
Coburn 

Corker 
Cornyn 
DeMint 
Ensign 

Enzi 
Graham 
Inhofe 
Isakson 

NOT VOTING—7 

Biden 
Clinton 
Craig 

Dodd 
Lincoln 
McCain 

Obama 

The bill (H.R. 2764), as amended, was 
passed. 

(The bill will be printed in a future 
edition of the RECORD.) 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Under the previous order, the 
Senate insists on its amendments, re-
quests a conference with the House, 
and the Chair appoints the following 
conferees. 

The Acting President pro tempore 
appointed Mr. LEAHY, Mr. INOUYE, Mr. 
HARKIN, Ms. MIKULSKI, Mr. DURBIN, Mr. 
JOHNSON, Ms. LANDRIEU, Mr. REED, Mr. 
BYRD, Mr. GREGG, Mr. MCCONNELL, Mr. 
SPECTER, Mr. BENNETT, Mr. BOND, Mr. 
BROWNBACK, Mr. ALEXANDER, and Mr. 
COCHRAN conferees on the part of the 
Senate. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Senator from Massachusetts. 

f 

COLLEGE COST REDUCTION AND 
ACCESS ACT—CONFERENCE RE-
PORT 

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. President, I sub-
mit a report of the committee of con-
ference on the bill (H.R. 2669) and ask 
for its immediate consideration. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The clerk will report. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
The committee of conference on the dis-

agreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendment of the Senate to the bill (H.R. 
2669), to provide for reconciliation pursuant 
to section 601 of the concurrent resolution on 
the budget for fiscal year 2008, having met, 
after full and free conference, have agreed to 
recommend and do recommend to their re-
spective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagree-
ment to the amendment of the Senate and 
agree to the same with an amendment, 
signed by a majority of the conferees of both 
Houses. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Senate will proceed to the 
consideration of the conference report. 

(The conference report is printed in 
the proceedings of the House in the 
RECORD of today, September 6, 2007.) 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Senator from Massachusetts. 

ORDERS FOR FRIDAY, SEPTEMBER 7, 2007 
Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that when the Sen-
ate completes its business today, it 
stand adjourned until 8:55 a.m., Friday, 
September 7; that on Friday, following 
the prayer and pledge, the Journal of 
proceedings be approved to date, the 
morning hour be deemed expired, the 
time for the two leaders be reserved for 
their use later in the day, and that the 
Senate then resume consideration of 
the conference report to accompany 
H.R. 2669, as provided for under a pre-
vious order. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

f 

ORDER FOR ADJOURNMENT 
Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. President, I now 

ask unanimous consent that following 
the statement of Senator ENZI—I will 
make my statement in the morning— 
the Senate stand adjourned under the 
previous order. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

Mr. KENNEDY. I thank the Chair. 
f 

TRIBUTE TO ED McGAFFIGAN 
Mr. BINGAMAN. Mr. President, let 

me speak as in morning business about 
a dear friend who died this last Sun-
day, and that is Ed McGaffigan. Ed has 
been a member of the Nuclear Regu-
latory Commission now for over 10 
years. He is the longest serving mem-
ber of the Nuclear Regulatory Commis-
sion in the history of our country. 
Prior to that, he was a staff member in 
my office working with me on foreign 
policy issues, on defense policy issues, 
on science and technology issues. The 
country has lost a great public servant, 
and we have all lost a great friend with 
the passing of Ed McGaffigan. 

When I first came to the Senate in 
1983, I was appointed to the Armed 

Services Committee, and I have re-
mained on that committee for essen-
tially 20 years. When I first got here, I 
needed the help, obviously, of someone 
who knew something about foreign pol-
icy and defense policy, and I called 
Professor Joe Nye at the Harvard’s 
Kennedy School to ask if he could rec-
ommend anyone. His immediate re-
sponse to me was: There is a young 
man working in the White House 
Science Office named Ed McGaffigan. I 
would recommend Ed without any res-
ervation. If you could persuade Ed to 
work for you in this capacity, you 
would be extremely well served. As it 
happened, I was able to persuade Ed to 
do that in 1983. 

He worked with me on defense issues 
and foreign policy issues and science 
and technology issues for 131⁄2 years. 
Then he moved on and was appointed 
by President Clinton to the Nuclear 
Regulatory Commission. He was ap-
pointed to a term on the Nuclear Regu-
latory Commission and then re-
appointed to a second term by Presi-
dent Clinton and reappointed once 
again by President Bush. 

I will always be grateful to Professor 
Nye for his immediate and superb rec-
ognition of Ed. Ed had many virtues. 
He was a man of great faith. He was 
faithful to his God, of course, his fam-
ily, his job, and his country. He was 
known for his love of his family, his 
wife Peggy, and his children, Eddie and 
Meggy. He saw his job as public serv-
ice. He made a decision early in his ca-
reer to pursue public service. He 
worked in the State Department, he 
worked in the White House science of-
fice, he worked in the Senate, and he 
worked as a member of the Nuclear 
Regulatory Commission. In each posi-
tion, he demonstrated great ability and 
uncompromising integrity. 

Ed made it his business to under-
stand whatever the issue was at hand 
better than anybody else. He had the 
intellectual capacity and the deter-
mination to do exactly that. He sought 
expert advice, but he was not one who 
would accept any advice at face value. 
He was trained as a physicist; he was a 
physicist. He had an extremely keen 
mind, and he was in the enviable posi-
tion of being able to be his own expert, 
having his own expert views on many 
subjects. 

The second advantage I would cite 
for Ed in his public service was his 
courage. He employed that courage 
time and again when he stepped up to 
be the teller of truth. One recent col-
umn described him as a ‘‘debunker of 
hype.’’ There was another story that 
was written about Ed this week, where 
he was referred to as a ‘‘feisty advocate 
for nuclear technology.’’ I can see how 
someone might interpret his state-
ments and actions that way, but, in 
fact, Ed saw himself not as an advocate 
for a particular technology—nuclear or 
any other—but instead as a person who 
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was unafraid to tell the truth even 
when that went against the popular 
view, even when it meant dispelling 
widely shared myths. 

Ed had the intellectual ability and 
the courage to accomplish a tremen-
dous amount. There was no question or 
surprise when he chose to use that in-
tellectual ability and courage to face 
the illness that did finally claim his 
life. He did all of the reading that was 
doable on the subject of that illness. He 
asked hard questions. He took in the 
answers, and he managed his life for 
the last 8 years in the best way pos-
sible. 

As sometimes happens with cancer— 
which is what ultimately prevailed— 
there are days of remission and there 
are also days of illness. Recently, he 
enjoyed a reprieve from the pain and 
discomfort that was caused by the dis-
ease and the treatment. Bob Simon and 
Sam Fowler of the Energy Committee 
and myself were fortunate to have 
lunch with Ed in the Senate 
diningroom in June. It was a typical 
meeting with Ed. He was focused on 
the future, on how to accomplish the 
important work of the Nuclear Regu-
latory Commission. He was a devoted 
public servant to the end of his days. 
He achieved an enormous amount. 
Much of his ability to achieve in these 
final months and throughout his ca-
reer, of course, was due to the superb 
work of his staff at the Nuclear Regu-
latory Commission. They deserve great 
credit, as well, for helping him in these 
final months. Ed must have been one of 
the few hospice patients in the country 
who continued to work 4 days a week. 
As far as I know, he is the only hospice 
patient to testify before the Senate in 
July. 

Ed made the most of the reprieve he 
was granted, but this last week his ill-
ness came forward and he died on Sun-
day. He was buried in Arlington, VA, 
today. The Senate is a poorer place for 
his passing, and the country has lost a 
great public servant. We have all lost a 
very good friend. 

f 

IRAQ 

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, I rise 
today to discuss Iraq, as I have every 
day this week that we have been here. 
First, I know we all have the deepest 
gratitude and respect for the sacrifice 
of the brave men and women serving 
our country so valiantly in Iraq. Make 
no mistake about it, the troops are 
doing their job. I am concerned, how-
ever, that their mission is not worthy 
of their great sacrifice, especially the 
President’s surge. 

The surge, despite earlier reports this 
week, has failed to meet the objectives 
set out by the President. And the 
President can’t change that fact by 
changing the goal. He is now claiming 
progress in Iraq as evidence that the 
surge—directed at Baghdad—is work-

ing. While the President has claimed 
progress in Anbar, it was not the surge 
that brought the momentary calm to 
this region, because the surge was fo-
cused mainly on Baghdad, and the dif-
ficult process of political reconcili-
ation. Its objective, as stated by the 
President himself, was to create 
breathing room for the central Iraqi 
Government to make political 
progress. 

Our brave troops have been in Anbar 
for years and years, doing the first-rate 
job they always do in what is a very 
difficult environment. Now, however, 
some elements of the local population, 
and some of their leaders, have made 
common cause with the brave men and 
women of our military. They have co-
operated with our troops out of dis-
taste for the brutal methods of al- 
Qaida. While this is a welcome and 
helpful development, it is neither the 
foundation upon which a successful 
long-term strategy can be launched, 
nor is it a result of the surge, which 
was targeted mainly at Baghdad and 
the national Iraqi political process. 

We have heard about successes in the 
past. They are temporary. They are not 
based on any permanent structural 
change or any permanent change in the 
views of the Iraqi citizens. The Shiites, 
the Sunnis, and the Kurds still despise 
each other. They dislike each other 
more than they like any central gov-
ernment. We have heard about success 
in the past in Baghdad, and we have 
heard about success in Fallujah, and 
they vanish like the wind because the 
fundamentals on the ground haven’t 
changed. 

Now, at a time when the American 
people are crying out for a change in 
course, some are pointing to a tem-
porary situation in one province— 
Anbar—as a way to continue the 
present misguided policy. It makes no 
sense. It makes no sense because the 
fundamentals in Iraq stay the same. 
There is no central government that 
has any viability, and the warlords in 
Anbar Province have no relationship 
with the central government whatso-
ever. The Shiites, the Kurds, and the 
Sunnis, as I have stated, dislike each 
other far more than they like or want 
any central government, and these two 
facts doom the administration’s policy 
to failure. 

We should not have our brave sol-
diers fighting a civil war caught be-
tween rival political and religious fac-
tions. We desperately need a change in 
course, a change in course that recog-
nizes the political situation on the 
ground, and I urge that this body move 
forward to do just that. 

f 

CHANGES TO S. CON. RES. 21 

Mr. CONRAD. Mr. President, section 
306 of S. Con. Res. 21, the 2008 budget 
resolution, permits the chairman of the 
Senate Budget Committee to revise the 

aggregates, allocations, and other ap-
propriate levels for legislation that 
would make higher education more ac-
cessible and more affordable, provided 
that the legislation does not worsen 
the deficit over the period of the total 
of fiscal years 2007 through 2012 or the 
period of the total of fiscal years 2007 
through 2017. 

I find that the conference report for 
H.R. 2669, the College Cost Reduction 
and Access Act, satisfies the conditions 
of the deficit-neutral reserve fund for 
higher education. Therefore, pursuant 
to section 306, I am adjusting the ag-
gregates in the 2008 budget resolution, 
as well as the allocation provided to 
the Senate Health, Education, Labor, 
and Pensions Committee. 

I ask unanimous consent that the fol-
lowing revisions to S. Con. Res. 21 be 
printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

CONCURRENT RESOLUTION ON THE BUDGET FOR FISCAL 
YEAR 2008.—S. CON. RES. 21; REVISIONS TO THE 
CONFERENCE AGREEMENT PURSUANT TO SECTION 306 
DEFICIT-NEUTRAL RESERVE FUND FOR HIGHER EDU-
CATION 

[In billions of dollars] 

Section 101: 
(1)(A) Federal Revenues: 

FY 2007 .................................................................. 1,900.340 
FY 2008 .................................................................. 2,022.084 
FY 2009 .................................................................. 2,121.502 
FY 2010 .................................................................. 2,176.951 
FY 2011 .................................................................. 2,357.680 
FY 2012 .................................................................. 2,494.753 

(1)(B) Change in Federal Revenues: 
FY 2007 .................................................................. ¥4.366 
FY 2008 .................................................................. ¥28.712 
FY 2009 .................................................................. 14.576 
FY 2010 .................................................................. 13.230 
FY 2011 .................................................................. ¥36.870 
FY 2012 .................................................................. ¥102.343 

(2) New Budget Authority: 
FY 2007 .................................................................. 2,371.470 
FY 2008 .................................................................. 2,503.114 
FY 2009 .................................................................. 2,524.848 
FY 2010 .................................................................. 2,579.138 
FY 2011 .................................................................. 2,697.407 
FY 2012 .................................................................. 2,734.883 

(3) Budget Outlays: 
FY 2007 .................................................................. 2,294.862 
FY 2008 .................................................................. 2,469.527 
FY 2009 .................................................................. 2,570.800 
FY 2010 .................................................................. 2,607.889 
FY 2011 .................................................................. 2,703.174 
FY 2012 .................................................................. 2,716.580 

CONCURRENT RESOLUTION ON THE BUDGET FOR FISCAL 
YEAR 2008.—S. CON. RES. 21; REVISIONS TO THE 
CONFERENCE AGREEMENT PURSUANT TO SECTION 306 
DEFICIT-NEUTRAL RESERVE FUND FOR HIGHER EDU-
CATION 

[In millions of dollars] 

Current Allocation to Senate Health, Education, Labor, and 
Pensions Committee: 

FY 2007 Budget Authority .............................................. 12,922 
FY 2007 Outlays ............................................................. 13,144 
FY 2008 Budget Authority .............................................. 10,608 
FY 2008 Outlays ............................................................. 10,024 
FY 2008–2012 Budget Authority .................................... 56,565 
FY 2008–2012 Outlays ................................................... 54,185 

Adjustments: 
FY 2007 Budget Authority .............................................. ¥4,890 
FY 2007 Outlays ............................................................. ¥4,890 
FY 2008 Budget Authority .............................................. ¥176 
FY 2008 Outlays ............................................................. ¥842 
FY 2008–2012 Budget Authority .................................... 5,754 
FY 2008–2012 Outlays ................................................... 4,888 
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CONCURRENT RESOLUTION ON THE BUDGET FOR FISCAL 

YEAR 2008.—S. CON. RES. 21; REVISIONS TO THE 
CONFERENCE AGREEMENT PURSUANT TO SECTION 306 
DEFICIT-NEUTRAL RESERVE FUND FOR HIGHER EDU-
CATION—Continued 

[In millions of dollars] 

Revised Allocation to Senate Health, Education, Labor, and 
Pensions Committee: 

FY 2007 Budget Authority .............................................. 8,032 
FY 2007 Outlays ............................................................. 8,254 
FY 2008 Budget Authority .............................................. 10,432 
FY 2008 Outlays ............................................................. 9,182 
FY 2008–2012 Budget Authority .................................... 62,319 
FY 2008–2012 Outlays ................................................... 59,073 

f 

RECONCILIATION PROVISIONS— 
H.R. 2669 

Mr. CONRAD. Mr. President, as 
chairman of the Committee on the 
Budget, pursuant to section 313 of the 
Congressional Budget Act of 1974, I sub-
mit to the Senate the following list of 
reconciliation provisions considered to 
be extraneous under the Byrd rule, to 
be printed in the RECORD. 
PROVISIONS OF THE CONFERENCE REPORT AC-

COMPANYING H.R. 2669, THE COLLEGE ACCESS 
AND COST REDUCTION ACT, WHICH ARE EX-
TRANEOUS PURSUANT TO THE BYRD RULE 

None. 

f 

VOTE EXPLANATION 

Mr. WEBB. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to have printed in 
the RECORD my letter to Senator BYRD 
regarding my absence for rollcall vote 
No. 315. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

U.S. SENATE, 
Washington, DC, September 6, 2007. 

Hon. ROBERT C. BYRD, 
President Pro Tempore, U.S. Senate, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. PRESIDENT: Mr. President, due to 
my presence at a critically important Armed 
Services Committee hearing regarding the 
Iraq war, I was unavoidably absent during 
rollcall vote No. 315. This vote concerned 
Senator Brown’s amendment No. 2673 to the 
Military Construction-Veterans Affairs Ap-
propriations bill. I was questioning com-
mittee witnesses at the time the floor vote 
was called, and I abbreviated my questioning 
in order to arrive for the vote. However, I ar-
rived on the floor shortly after the vote con-
cluded. Had I been present, I would have sup-
ported Senator Brown’s amendment, which I 
cosponsored. That amendment prohibits the 
Department of Veterans Affairs from out-
sourcing certain VA jobs to private contrac-
tors. 

Sincerely, 
JIM WEBB, 

U.S. Senator. 

f 

HONORING OUR ARMED FORCES 

MASTER SERGEANT SCOTT M. CARNEY 

Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, it is 
with great sorrow that I speak today in 
honor of a fallen soldier. American 
hero MSG Scott M. Carney was killed 
in military operations on August 24, 
2007. My deepest sympathy and prayers 

go out to Scott’s wife Jeni and twin 
sons Jacob and Justin. I also express 
sincere sympathy and gratitude to his 
parents Geneva and John Carney and 
his brothers and sister. 

An Ankeny, IA, resident, Scott was 
killed during a humvee rollover near 
Herat, Afghanistan. Scott was a mem-
ber of the Iowa National Guard’s 2nd 
Brigade Combat Team, 34th Division 
out of Boone, IA. Scott enlisted in the 
U.S. Army in 1989 and had been a mem-
ber of the 2nd Brigade Combat Team 
since 2004. 

Scott will be fondly remembered and 
missed dearly. His wife described Scott 
by saying he ‘‘died doing what he 
loved, serving his country and pro-
tecting the freedom that we enjoy and 
providing the people of Afghanistan 
with the opportunity for freedom.’’ I 
know I speak on behalf of all Iowans 
when I express gratitude for Scott’s 18 
years of military service. While I speak 
today with great sorrow, I also speak 
with great pride; pride in having sol-
diers like Scott, willing to make the 
ultimate sacrifice. 

A fellow soldier lent an apt descrip-
tion of Scott when he said ‘‘the Army 
was his life. He loved his family dearly 
and was a great family member. He was 
also part of the team.’’ I ask all Ameri-
cans to spend a moment today in pray-
erful gratitude for the family of a true 
American patriot, fallen hero MSG 
Scott M. Carney. 

f 

MATTHEW SHEPARD ACT OF 2007 

Mr. SMITH. Mr. President, I rise 
today to speak about the need for hate 
crimes legislation. Each Congress, Sen-
ator KENNEDY and I introduce hate 
crimes legislation that would add new 
categories to current hate crimes law, 
sending a signal that violence of any 
kind is unacceptable in our society. 
Likewise, each Congress I have come to 
the floor to highlight a separate hate 
crime that has occurred in our coun-
try. 

On the night of August 9, 2007, three 
friends with developmental disabilities 
were verbally assaulted by four teens 
as they left a Cheektowaga, NY, res-
taurant. Two of the friends, a 22-year- 
old local man and his 19-year-old 
girlfriend, got into their vehicle and 
began to drive away. The teens contin-
ued to taunt the couple with deroga-
tory names for the developmentally 
disabled. The four youths drove after 
the couple in two cars, reportedly 
swerving repeatedly at the victims’ car 
and nearly hitting it. The disabled cou-
ple’s car crashed as they tried to turn 
onto the Cheektowaga Thruway, caus-
ing significant damage to their vehicle. 
According to witnesses, the crash hap-
pened after the victim sped up to get 
away from the attackers’ vehicles. The 
teens sped away, but thanks to wit-
nesses and restaurant surveillance 
tapes, the police were able to appre-

hend the teens. Three of them were 
charged with perpetrating a hate 
crime. 

I believe that the Government’s first 
duty is to defend its citizens, to defend 
them against the harms that come out 
of hate. The Matthew Shepard Act is a 
symbol that can become substance. I 
believe that by passing this legislation 
and changing current law, we can 
change hearts and minds as well. 

f 

ILLICIT GLOBAL SMALL ARMS 
TRADE 

Mr. FEINGOLD. Mr. President, ille-
gally traded small arms and light 
weapons are cheap and readily avail-
able in many areas of the world. These 
weapons contribute to instability and 
violence in developing regions, cre-
ating fertile breeding grounds for rogue 
actors, undisciplined militias, and even 
terrorists. Confronting the threat of 
global terrorism requires a multi-
faceted approach which should include 
efforts to curb the illegal small arms 
trade while promoting programs that 
destroy surplus and obsolete weapons 
so they are taken out of circulation 
world-wide. 

The M–16 and the AK–47, both auto-
matic rifles, and shoulder launched 
surface-to-air missiles, called Man- 
Portable Air Defense Systems, or 
MANPADS, are the most commonly 
traded weapons in the estimated $1 bil-
lion a year illegal arms trade. I am not 
talking about legal and vetted govern-
ment to government transfers; I am 
talking about the illicit arms trade 
that results in these weapons ending 
up, frequently, in the most lawless re-
gions of the world and in places where 
they could be used to attack U.S. 
troops. 

I have just returned from a trip to 
Africa, where I saw firsthand the dev-
astating toll these weapons have had in 
eastern Democratic Republic of Congo, 
DRC, as well as in northern Uganda. 
The eastern part of DRC, despite that 
country’s successful election last sum-
mer, is rife with instability and small 
arms are the weapons of choice. I saw 
how they are used to destabilize com-
munities and how they wreak havoc on 
innocent civilians. I visited a center 
for ex-combatants in Bunia, in the 
Ituri region of North Kivu, and saw the 
newly disarmed soldiers beginning the 
process of ‘‘re-entering’’ life without a 
weapon. The U.N. agency running this 
program had already removed the child 
soldiers but many of the former sol-
diers I saw looked exceedingly young. 
They couldn’t have been much older 
than 18 or 20 and yet there they were 
receiving a second chance at life—a 
chance to live free of violence. 

In Iraq, the illicit small arms trade 
supplies insurgent groups that con-
tinue to hamper U.S.-led efforts to sta-
bilize and rebuild the country. In Af-
ghanistan, illegally obtained small 
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arms are used by warlords to attack 
U.S. troops and maintain areas of ref-
uge for terrorists. Much of the recent 
violence that has plunged Somalia into 
chaos has been carried out by extrem-
ists with automatic rifles. In Colombia, 
narcoterrorist paramilitary operations, 
including kidnappings and the murder 
of hostages, are fueled by a steady flow 
of small arms that are smuggled into 
the country. The influx of small arms 
into Darfur, much of which is in viola-
tion of a U.N. arms embargo, has 
helped perpetuate the conflict between 
the Sudanese government, associated 
Janjaweed militias, and the numerous 
rebel factions. Many other countries in 
sub-Saharan Africa—including Angola, 
and Liberia—have been profoundly im-
pacted as they became victims to dec-
ades of brutal war perpetuated by these 
illegal arms flows. 

I am pleased that the President re-
quested, the House passed, and the Sen-
ate Appropriations Committee has pro-
vided, over $44 million for the Small 
Arms and Light Weapons Destruction 
Program in Fiscal Year 2008. This is a 
significant increase for a much-needed 
and very successful initiative. Indeed, 
since 2001, this program has helped 25 
countries destroy over 1 million weap-
ons that might have otherwise have 
been used to create unrest and chaos. 

The fight against global terrorism re-
mains the highest national security 
priority of the United States. The ille-
gal global trade and ensuing use of 
small arms and light weapons clearly 
destabilizes regions that extremists 
and terrorists can then use as safe ha-
vens in which to operate. The United 
States must do all it can to curtail the 
illegal small arms trade world-wide 
while it works to simultaneously 
eliminate the conditions that breed ex-
tremism and instability. The Small 
Arms and Light Weapons Destruction 
Program is a critical component in 
that fight. 

f 

ADDITIONAL STATEMENTS 

TRIBUTE TO SUN YET WONG 

∑ Mr. AKAKA. Mr. President, today 
the National Reconnaissance Office, 
NRO, is honoring two individuals, Dr. 
Paul G. Kaminski and Mr. Sun Yet 
Wong, who have made significant con-
tributions to the discipline of national 
reconnaissance. They will be inducted 
as members of Pioneer Hall. This pres-
tigious award bestowed to 71 people is 
the NRO’s highest honor. 

Of these two individuals, I am hon-
ored to know Mr. Wong and I wish to 
congratulate him on being selected by 
the NRO for the 2007 Class of Pioneers. 
The work of technological revolution-
aries, such as Mr. Sun Yet Wong, has 
made significant and lasting contribu-
tions to the discipline of national re-
connaissance, and has set the stage for 

future advancements in the field. His 
efforts have helped advance technology 
by contributing to the effectiveness of 
NRO satellite systems. Today, the NRO 
continues to build on his revolution-
izing successes. 

Mr. Wong’s career in national recon-
naissance began in 1955 and continues 
to the present day. Although he is 
being honored with this award because 
of his outstanding work and contribu-
tions to the effectiveness of NRO sat-
ellite systems, Mr. Wong has been a 
major contributor to a number of tech-
nological advancements. Among his 
achievements, Mr. Wong was the key 
designer of support equipment for 
ground-test deployment of satellite 
solar panels whose application over-
came a structural on-orbit deployment 
anomaly. He also introduced the use of 
a synthetic lubricant to stabilize and 
extend the life of control movement 
gyroscopes used on NRO satellites. He 
currently works as a consultant for 
TriSept Corporation and Boeing Space 
Systems. 

Mr. Wong is a true pioneer who con-
tinues to revolutionize technology. 
Again, I commend him for all that he 
has done and wish him the very best in 
future endeavors. ∑ 

f 

NEW MEXICO MAINSTREET 
ACCREDITATIONS 

∑ Mr. DOMENICI. Mr. President, today 
I recognize several cities in New Mex-
ico that have recently received na-
tional accreditation for completing the 
Main Street Four-Point Approach. The 
National Trust Main Street Center re-
cently named nine cities’ Main Street 
projects as being nationally accredited. 
Those nine communities include 
Artesia, Clayton, Clovis, Hobbs, Las 
Cruces, Las Vegas, Los Alamos, Raton, 
and Silver City. 

The work that has been done in these 
communities to preserve the history of 
downtown, as well as bring it into the 
21st century, is to be honored. Main 
streets are a big part of every commu-
nity’s history. They provide a look into 
the past, and with these revitaliza-
tions, a positive look into the future. 
Downtown used to be the hub of a city. 
With the invention of the automobile, 
cities have spread out and often no 
longer have just one central area of ac-
tivity. With these new improvements 
to local main streets, towns are begin-
ning to experience businesses returning 
to these areas. These towns have been 
able to marry the past with the 
present. They are honoring old busi-
nesses that have been in downtown 
areas for years, while encouraging new 
businesses to open their doors in this 
district. The success of their efforts is 
evident by this award. 

I congratulate these cities on the 
good work they are doing to bring the 
main street appeal back into their 
communities.∑ 

30TH ANNUAL ENCHANTED CIRCLE 
CENTURY TOUR 

∑ Mr. DOMENICI. Mr. President, today 
I recognize the Red River Chamber of 
Commerce and the Red River Bike Club 
for putting on another Enchanted Cir-
cle Century Tour. This year marks the 
30th anniversary of this legendary bi-
cycle tour around northeast New Mex-
ico. 

This 100 mile tour begins in Red 
River, and then passes through Questa, 
Taos, Angel Fire, Eagle Nest and Black 
Lake before finishing back in Red 
River. What better way to see the 
breathtaking Sangre de Cristo Moun-
tains than on a bicycle? This tour has 
given many residents and visitors of 
New Mexico the opportunity to experi-
ence our State in a new way. It is not 
for the faint of heart though. It takes 
incredible strength to overcome the 
elevation, elements, and endurance 
challenge this tour presents. The Sep-
tember 8 start will be a major mile-
stone for this community, and it is my 
hope that this tradition continues for 
at least another 30 years.∑ 

f 

HONORING MARY MCALENEY 
∑ Ms. SNOWE. Mr. President, today I 
commend a Mainer who has gone above 
and beyond the call of duty in public 
service to our State and the Nation. On 
June 30 of this year, Mary McAleney 
retired from her position as district di-
rector of the U.S. Small Business Ad-
ministration’s Maine district Office 
after serving in that capacity for 9 
dedicated years. Her retirement from 
this post is a loss to all of Maine’s 
151,000 small businesses. Mary has al-
ways worked with the best interests of 
Maine’s small businesses in mind, and 
her efforts on behalf of our State’s 
small firms has been widely praised. In 
March of this year, the Maine Small 
Business Development Centers named 
Mary their Small Business Champion 
for her tireless efforts to serve 
Mainers. Her commitment to, and en-
thusiasm for, small enterprises has im-
pressed all who have had the privilege 
of working with her. 

I will never forget when, in the 
spring of 2006 following devastating 
flooding in York County, Mary helped 
to organize a tour for me of the dam-
age. On very short notice, she made ar-
rangements to visit numerous busi-
nesses affected by the flooding, ral-
lying business leaders to stay opti-
mistic and begin the recovery process. 
Over the years, Mary proved time and 
again that she could be relied upon in 
times of crisis to assist small busi-
nesses in need, and as a Mainer herself, 
she knew exactly how to be helpful, 
knew the right person to call, and 
found a way to get results. 

Mary’s public service began with her 
work as a staffer in the Maine Legisla-
ture. Leaving Augusta, Mary came to 
Washington to work for former Senate 
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Majority Leader George Mitchell, 
where she served as chief of staff. Prior 
to her appointment to the Maine SBA, 
Mary served as district director for the 
Massachusetts SBA from 1995 to 1998. 
Without any doubt, it is clear from the 
first time Mary meets anyone that 
Mary McAleney’s passion is Maine! She 
grew up in eastern Maine, in the town 
of Vanceboro, where she undoubtedly 
learned the value of sustaining a rural 
economy, and realized the challenges 
many Mainers from rural areas of the 
State face in order to support a family. 
Throughout the years, Mary has dem-
onstrated this zeal by her remarkable 
ability to work with people from all 
sides of the spectrum, because she is 
among them in spirit and determina-
tion. 

The State of Maine owes a debt of 
gratitude to Mary McAleney for the 
outstanding work she has done fighting 
for Maine’s small businesses. While she 
will be sorely missed at the SBA, I 
know Mary will continue her distin-
guished service to Maine in innovative 
and beneficial ways. I wish my good 
friend continued success and offer my 
sincere appreciation for her devotion to 
Maine’s small business community. 

Thank you, Mr. President, for afford-
ing me the opportunity to speak about 
this truly exceptional Mainer and 
American.∑ 

f 

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT 

Messages from the President of the 
United States were communicated to 
the Senate by Ms. Evans, one of his 
secretaries. 

f 

EXECUTIVE MESSAGES REFERRED 

As in executive session the Presiding 
Officer laid before the Senate messages 
from the President of the United 
States submitting sundry nominations 
and a withdrawal which were referred 
to the appropriate committees. 

(The nominations received today are 
printed at the end of the Senate pro-
ceedings.) 

f 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 

At 2:04 p.m., a message from the 
House of Representatives, delivered by 
Ms. Niland, one of its reading clerks, 
announced that the House has passed 
the following bills, in which it requests 
the concurrence of the Senate: 

H.R. 954. An act to designate the facility of 
the United States Postal Service located at 
365 West 125th Street in New York, New 
York, as the ‘‘Percy Sutton Post Office 
Building’’. 

H.R. 3052. An act to designate the facility 
of the United States Postal Service located 
at 954 Wheeling Avenue in Cambridge, Ohio, 
as the ‘‘John Herschel Glenn, Jr. Post Office 
Building’’. 

H.R. 3062. An act to authorize appropria-
tions to provide for South Pacific exchanges, 
provide technical and other assistance to 

countries in the Pacific region through the 
United States Agency for International De-
velopment, and authorize appropriations to 
provide Fulbright Scholarships for Pacific is-
land students. 

H.R. 3106. An act to designate the facility 
of the United States Postal Service located 
at 805 Main Street in Ferdinand, Indiana, as 
the ‘‘Staff Sergeant David L. Nord Post Of-
fice’’. 

H.R. 3218. An act to designate a portion of 
Interstate Route 395 located in Baltimore, 
Maryland, as ‘‘Cal Ripken Way’’. 

The message also announced that the 
House has agreed to the following con-
current resolutions, in which it re-
quests the concurrence of the Senate: 

H. Con. Res. 165. Concurrent resolution 
supporting the goals and ideals of National 
Teen Driver Safety Week. 

H. Con. Res. 181. Concurrent resolution rec-
ognizing and commending all volunteers and 
other persons who provide support to the 
families and children of members of the 
Armed Forces, including National Guard and 
Reserve personnel, who are deployed in serv-
ice to the United States. 

f 

MEASURES REFERRED 

The following bills were read the first 
and the second times by unanimous 
consent, and referred as indicated: 

H.R. 954. An act to designate the facility of 
the United States Postal Service located at 
365 West 125th Street in New York, New 
York, as the ‘‘Percy Sutton Post Office 
Building’’; to the Committee on Homeland 
Security and Governmental Affairs. 

H.R. 3052. An act to designate the facility 
of the United States Postal Service located 
at 954 Wheeling Avenue in Cambridge, Ohio, 
as the ‘‘John Herschel Glenn, Jr. Post Office 
Building’’; to the Committee on Homeland 
Security and Governmental Affairs. 

H.R. 3062. An act to authorize appropria-
tions to provide for South Pacific exchanges, 
provide technical and other assistance to 
countries in the Pacific region through the 
United States Agency for International De-
velopment, and authorize appropriations to 
provide Fulbright Scholarships for Pacific 
Island students; to the Committee on For-
eign Relations. 

H.R. 3106. An act to designate the facility 
of the United States Postal Service located 
at 805 Main Street in Ferdinand, Indiana, as 
the ‘‘Staff Sergeant David L. Nord Post Of-
fice’’; to the Committee on Homeland Secu-
rity and Governmental Affairs. 

The following concurrent resolutions 
were read, and referred as indicated: 

H. Con. Res. 165. Concurrent resolution 
supporting the goals and ideals of National 
Teen Driver Safety Week; to the Committee 
on Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

H. Con. Res. 181. Concurrent resolution rec-
ognizing and commending all volunteers and 
other persons who provide support to the 
families and children of members of the 
Armed Forces, including National Guard and 
Reserve personnel, who are deployed in serv-
ice to the United States; to the Committee 
on Armed Services. 

f 

EXECUTIVE AND OTHER 
COMMUNICATIONS 

The following communications were 
laid before the Senate, together with 

accompanying papers, reports, and doc-
uments, and were referred as indicated: 

EC–2974. A communication from the Ad-
ministrator, Food Safety and Inspection 
Service, Department of Agriculture, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Designation of the State of New 
Mexico Under the Federal Meat Inspection 
Act and the Poultry Products Inspection 
Act’’ (RIN0583–AD29) received on August 3, 
2007; to the Committee on Agriculture, Nu-
trition, and Forestry. 

EC–2975. A communication from the Ad-
ministrator, Food Safety and Inspection 
Service, Department of Agriculture, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Prohibition of the Use of Specified 
Risk Materials for Human Food and Require-
ments for the Disposition of Non-Ambula-
tory Disabled Cattle; Prohibition of the Use 
of Certain Stunning Devices Used to Immo-
bilize Cattle During Slaughter’’ (RIN0583– 
AC88) received on August 3, 2007; to the Com-
mittee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and For-
estry. 

EC–2976. A communication from the Direc-
tor, Regulatory Review Group, Department 
of Agriculture, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Milk In-
come Loss Contract Program’’ (RIN0560– 
AH73) received on September 5, 2007; to the 
Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and 
Forestry. 

EC–2977. A communication from the Direc-
tor, Regulatory Review Group, Department 
of Agriculture, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Emer-
gency Conservation Program’’ (RIN0560– 
AH71) received on September 5, 2007; to the 
Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and 
Forestry. 

EC–2978. A communication from the Under 
Secretary of Defense (Personnel and Readi-
ness), transmitting, pursuant to law, the an-
nual report of the National Security Edu-
cation Program for fiscal years 2005 and 2006; 
to the Committee on Armed Services. 

EC–2979. A communication from the Under 
Secretary of Defense (Personnel and Readi-
ness), transmitting, a report on the approved 
retirement of Lieutenant General Jeffrey B. 
Kohler, United States Air Force, and his ad-
vancement to the grade of lieutenant general 
on the retired list; to the Committee on 
Armed Services. 

EC–2980. A communication from the Direc-
tor, Defense Procurement and Acquisition 
Policy, Department of Defense, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Taxpayer Identification Numbers’’ 
(DFARS Case 2006–D037) received on Sep-
tember 5, 2007; to the Committee on Armed 
Services. 

EC–2981. A communication from the Direc-
tor, Defense Procurement and Acquisition 
Policy, Department of Defense, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Congressional Notification of Archi-
tect-Engineer Services/Military Family 
Housing Contracts’’ (DFARS Case 2006–D015) 
received on September 5, 2007; to the Com-
mittee on Armed Services. 

EC–2982. A communication from the Direc-
tor, Defense Procurement and Acquisition 
Policy, Department of Defense, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Security-Guard Functions’’ (DFARS 
Case 2006–D050) received on September 5, 
2007; to the Committee on Armed Services. 

EC–2983. A communication from the Direc-
tor, Defense Procurement and Acquisition 
Policy, Department of Defense, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Limitation on Contracts for the Ac-
quisition of Certain Services’’ (DFARS Case 
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2006–D054) received on September 5, 2007; to 
the Committee on Armed Services. 

EC–2984. A communication from the Under 
Secretary of Defense (Personnel and Readi-
ness), transmitting, pursuant to law, a re-
port entitled, ‘‘Report to Congress on Sus-
tainable Ranges’’; to the Committee on 
Armed Services. 

EC–2985. A communication from the Gen-
eral Counsel, National Credit Union Admin-
istration, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Catastrophic Act 
Reporting; Records Preservation Program 
and Appendices’’ (RIN3133–AD24) received on 
August 14, 2007; to the Committee on Bank-
ing, Housing, and Urban Affairs. 

EC–2986. A communication from the Chief 
Counsel, Office of Foreign Assets Control, 
Department of the Treasury, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Cuban Assets Control Regulations, Burmese 
Sanctions Regulations, Sudanese Sanctions 
Regulations, and Iranian Transactions Regu-
lations’’ (31 CFR Parts 515, 537, 538, and 560) 
received on September 4, 2007; to the Com-
mittee on Banking, Housing, and Urban Af-
fairs. 

EC–2987. A communication from the Dep-
uty Assistant Secretary for Export Adminis-
tration, Bureau of Industry and Security, 
Department of Commerce, transmitting, pur-
suant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Technical Corrections to the Export Ad-
ministration Regulations’’ (RIN0694–AE07) 
received on August 27, 2007; to the Com-
mittee on Banking, Housing, and Urban Af-
fairs. 

EC–2988. A communication from the Chief 
Counsel, Federal Emergency Management 
Agency, Department of Homeland Security, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Suspension of Community 
Eligibility’’ ((Docket No. FEMA–7985)(72 FR 
44416)) received on September 5, 2007; to the 
Committee on Banking, Housing, and Urban 
Affairs. 

EC–2989. A communication from the Direc-
tor of Legislative Affairs, Federal Deposit 
Insurance Corporation, Department of the 
Treasury, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Management Offi-
cial Interlocks’’ (RIN3064–AD13) received on 
August 27, 2007; to the Committee on Bank-
ing, Housing, and Urban Affairs. 

EC–2990. A communication from the Chief 
Counsel, Federal Emergency Management 
Agency, Department of Homeland Security, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Changes in Flood Elevation 
Determinations’’ (72 FR 38488) received on 
August 3, 2007; to the Committee on Bank-
ing, Housing, and Urban Affairs. 

EC–2991. A communication from the Chief 
Counsel, Federal Emergency Management 
Agency, Department of Homeland Security, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Final Flood Elevation Deter-
minations’’ (72 FR 38492) received on August 
3, 2007; to the Committee on Banking, Hous-
ing, and Urban Affairs. 

EC–2992. A communication from the Assist-
ant to the Board of Governors, Federal Re-
serve System, transmitting, pursuant to law, 
the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Truth in Lend-
ing’’ (Docket No. R–1291) received on August 
3, 2007; to the Committee on Banking, Hous-
ing, and Urban Affairs. 

EC–2993. A communication from the Chief 
Counsel, Federal Emergency Management 
Agency, Department of Homeland Security, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Changes in Flood Elevation 
Determinations’’ (72 FR 38488) received on 
August 3, 2007; to the Committee on Bank-
ing, Housing, and Urban Affairs. 

EC–2994. A communication from the Chief 
Counsel, Federal Emergency Management 
Agency, Department of Homeland Security, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Final Flood Elevation Deter-
minations’’ (72 FR 41634) received on Sep-
tember 5, 2007; to the Committee on Bank-
ing, Housing, and Urban Affairs. 

EC–2995. A communication from the Asso-
ciate General Counsel, Office of Public and 
Indian Housing, Department of Housing and 
Urban Development, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Public 
Housing Operating Fund Program; Revised 
Transition Funding Schedule for Calendar 
Years 2007 Through 2012’’ (RIN2577–AC72) re-
ceived on September 5, 2007; to the Com-
mittee on Banking, Housing, and Urban Af-
fairs. 

EC–2996. A communication from the Chief 
Counsel, Federal Emergency Management 
Agency, Department of Homeland Security, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Changes in Flood Elevation 
Determinations’’ (72 FR 46397) received on 
September 5, 2007; to the Committee on 
Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs. 

EC–2997. A communication from the Chief 
Counsel, Federal Emergency Management 
Agency, Department of Homeland Security, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Changes in Flood Elevation 
Determinations’’ (72 FR 46396) received on 
September 5, 2007; to the Committee on 
Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs. 

EC–2998. A communication from the Asso-
ciate General Counsel, Office of Community 
Planning and Development, Department of 
Housing and Urban Development, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Community Development Block 
Grant Program; Small Cities Program’’ 
(RIN2506–AC16) received on September 5, 
2007; to the Committee on Banking, Housing, 
and Urban Affairs. 

EC–2999. A communication from the Chief 
Counsel, Federal Emergency Management 
Agency, Department of Homeland Security, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Suspension of Community 
Eligibility’’ ((Docket No. FEMA–7983)(72 FR 
40766)) received on September 5, 2007; to the 
Committee on Banking, Housing, and Urban 
Affairs. 

EC–3000. A communication from the Chief 
Counsel, Federal Emergency Management 
Agency, Department of Homeland Security, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Suspension of Community 
Eligibility’’ (72 FR 46394) received on Sep-
tember 5, 2007; to the Committee on Bank-
ing, Housing, and Urban Affairs. 

EC–3001. A communication from the Sec-
retary of Transportation, transmitting, pur-
suant to law, an annual report relative to 
the accomplishments made under the Air-
port Improvement Program during fiscal 
year 2006; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC–3002. A communication from the Senior 
Legal Advisor, Wireless Telecommunications 
Bureau, Federal Communications Commis-
sion, transmitting, pursuant to law, the re-
port of a rule entitled ‘‘Service Rules for the 
698–806 MHz Band and Public Safety Spec-
trum Requirements’’ ((WT Docket No. 06– 
150)(FCC 07–132)) received on September 4, 
2007; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC–3003. A communication from the Chief 
of the Policy Division, Public Safety and 
Homeland Security Bureau, Federal Commu-
nications Commission, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Re-

view of the Emergency Alert System’’ ((EB 
Docket No. 04–296)(FCC 07–109)) received on 
September 4, 2007; to the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–3004. A communication from the Chief 
of Staff, Media Bureau, Federal Communica-
tions Commission, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Amend-
ment of Section 73.202(b), Table of Allot-
ments, FM Broadcast Stations; Waukomis, 
Oklahoma’’ (MB Docket No. 06–46) received 
on September 4, 2007; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–3005. A communication from the Chief 
of Staff, Media Bureau, Federal Communica-
tions Commission, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Amend-
ment of Section 73.202(b), Table of Allot-
ments, FM Broadcast Stations; Charleston 
and Englewood, Tennessee’’ (MB Docket No. 
05–273) received on September 4, 2007; to the 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC–3006. A communication from the Chief 
of Staff, Media Bureau, Federal Communica-
tions Commission, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Tele-
communications Services Inside Wiring Cus-
tomer Premises Equipment and Implementa-
tion of the Cable Television Consumer Pro-
tection and Competition Act of 1992: Cable 
Home Wiring’’ (FCC 07–111) received on Sep-
tember 4, 2007; to the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–3007. A communication from the Dep-
uty Chief, Consumer and Governmental Af-
fairs Bureau, Federal Communications Com-
mission, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘IP-Enabled Serv-
ices; Implementation of Sections 255 and 
251(a)(2) of the Telecommunications Act of 
1934; Access to Telecommunications Serv-
ices; Telecommunications Equipment and 
Customer Premises Equipment by Persons 
with Disabilities; Telecommunications Relay 
Services and Speech-to-Speech Services for 
Individuals with Hearing and Speech Disabil-
ities: The Use of N11 Codes and Other Abbre-
viated Dialing Arrangements’’ (FCC 07–110) 
received on September 4, 2007; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation. 

EC–3008. A communication from the Chief 
of Staff, Media Bureau, Federal Communica-
tions Commission, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Second Re-
port and Order, Digital Audio Broadcasting 
Systems and Their Impact on the Terrestrial 
Radio Broadcast Service’’ ((FCC 07–33) (MM 
Docket No. 99–325)) received on September 4, 
2007; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC–3009. A communication from the Dep-
uty Assistant Administrator for Regulatory 
Programs, National Marine Fisheries Serv-
ice, Department of Commerce, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Emergency Rule Extension to Supersede 
the Previously Published 2007 Summer 
Flounder Specifications’’ (RIN0648–AT60) re-
ceived on August 27, 2007; to the Committee 
on Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–3010. A communication from the Sec-
retary of the Federal Maritime Commission, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Final Rule to Permit Op-
tional Method of Filing Form FMC–18, Appli-
cation for a License as an Ocean Transpor-
tation Intermediary’’ ((RIN3072–AC32) (Dock-
et No. 07–08)) received on September 5, 2007; 
to the Committee on Commerce, Science, 
and Transportation. 

EC–3011. A communication from the Acting 
Director, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, De-
partment of Commerce, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
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‘‘Fisheries of the Exclusive Economic Zone 
Off Alaska; Pacific Ocean Perch and 
Rougheye Rockfish in the Western Aleutian 
District of the Bering Sea and Aleutian Is-
lands Management Area’’ (RIN0648–XB45) re-
ceived on August 27, 2007; to the Committee 
on Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–3012. A communication from the Regu-
latory Ombudsman, Federal Motor Carrier 
Safety Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Parts and 
Accessories Necessary for Safe Operations: 
Surge Brake Requirements’’ (RIN2126–AA91) 
received on August 3, 2007; to the Committee 
on Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–3013. A communication from the Pro-
gram Analyst, National Highway Traffic 
Safety Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Tire Pres-
sure Monitoring Systems Phase-in; Response 
to Petitions for Reconsideration’’ (RIN2127– 
AJ90) received on August 3, 2007; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation. 

EC–3014. A communication from the Assist-
ant Administrator for Fisheries, National 
Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration, 
Department of Commerce, transmitting, pur-
suant to law, a report relative to the impact 
of Hurricanes Katrina, Rita, and Wilma on 
fisheries; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC–3015. A communication from the Acting 
Director, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, De-
partment of Commerce, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Fisheries of the Exclusive Economic Zone 
Off Alaska; Pacific Ocean Perch for Trawl 
Catcher Vessels Participating in the Rock-
fish Entry Level Fishery in the Central Reg-
ulatory Area of the Gulf of Alaska’’ 
(RIN0648–XB81) received on September 5, 
2007; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC–3016. A communication from the Dep-
uty Assistant Administrator for Regulatory 
Programs, National Marine Fisheries Serv-
ice, Department of Commerce, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Final Rule to Revise Electronic Reporting 
Software and Hardware Requirements’’ 
(RIN0648–AV13) received on September 5, 
2007; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC–3017. A communication from the Dep-
uty Assistant Administrator for Operations, 
National Marine Fisheries Service, Depart-
ment of Commerce, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Fish-
eries off West Coast States; Highly Migra-
tory Species Fisheries; Vessel Marking Re-
quirements’’ (RIN0648–AU73) received on Sep-
tember 5, 2007; to the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–3018. A communication from the Direc-
tor, Office of Management and Budget, Exec-
utive Office of the President, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, an annual report on Federal 
participation in the development and use of 
voluntary consensus standards; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation. 

EC–3019. A communication from the Acting 
Director, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, De-
partment of Commerce, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Fisheries of the Economic Exclusive Zone 
Off Alaska; Shallow-Water Species Fishery 
by Vessels Using Trawl Gear in the Gulf of 
Alaska’’ (RIN0648–XB96) received on Sep-
tember 5, 2007; to the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–3020. A communication from the Acting 
Director, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, De-
partment of Commerce, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Temporary Rule; Closure of Quota Period I 
Fishery for Spiny Dogfish’’ (RIN0648–XB95) 
received on September 5, 2007; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation. 

EC–3021. A communication from the Acting 
Director, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, De-
partment of Commerce, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Fisheries of the Exclusive Economic Zone 
Off Alaska; Atka Mackerel Lottery in Areas 
542 and 543’’ (RIN0648–XC08) received on Sep-
tember 5, 2007; to the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–3022. A communication from the Acting 
Director, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, De-
partment of Commerce, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Fisheries of the Economic Exclusive Zone 
Off Alaska; Deep-Water Species Fishery by 
Vessels Using Trawl Gear in the Gulf of Alas-
ka’’ (RIN0648–XC02) received on September 5, 
2007; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC–3023. A communication from the Acting 
Director, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, De-
partment of Commerce, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘End 
of the 2007 Pacific Whiting Primary Seasons 
for the Catcher-Processor, Mothership and 
Shore-Based Sectors’’ (RIN0648–XB00) re-
ceived on September 5, 2007; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation. 

EC–3024. A communication from the Chair-
man, Office of Proceedings, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Rail Fuel 
Surcharges’’ (RIN2140–AA83) received on Sep-
tember 5, 2007; to the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–3025. A communication from the Chair-
man, National Transportation Safety Board, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, a report rel-
ative to the activities performed by the 
agency that are not inherently governmental 
functions; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC–3026. A communication from the Under 
Secretary of Energy (Science), transmitting, 
pursuant to law, a report relative to the fea-
sibility of promoting collaborations between 
universities on energy projects; to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Natural Resources. 

EC–3027. A communication from the Under 
Secretary of Energy (Science), transmitting, 
pursuant to law, a report relative to the im-
provement of inter-laboratory exchange of 
scientific and technical personnel; to the 
Committee on Energy and Natural Re-
sources. 

EC–3028. A communication from the Under 
Secretary of Energy (Science), transmitting, 
pursuant to law, a report relative to edu-
cational programs at the Department’s re-
search and development facilities; to the 
Committee on Energy and Natural Re-
sources. 

EC–3029. A communication from the Assist-
ant Administrator for Power Marketing Li-
aison, Department of Energy, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, a report relative to the use 
of Federal power allocations by Indian 
tribes; to the Committee on Energy and Nat-
ural Resources. 

EC–3030. A communication from the Direc-
tor, Office of Electricity Delivery and En-
ergy Reliability, Department of Energy, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, a report rel-
ative to the designation of corridors for oil, 

gas, and hydrogen pipelines and electricity 
transmission in eleven states; to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Natural Resources. 

EC–3031. A communication from the Under 
Secretary of Energy (Science), transmitting, 
pursuant to law, a report relative to the as-
sessment of certain energy and water related 
issues; to the Committee on Energy and Nat-
ural Resources. 

EC–3032. A communication from the Ad-
ministrator, Energy Information Adminis-
tration, Department of Energy, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, a report entitled, ‘‘An-
nual Energy Review 2006’’; to the Committee 
on Energy and Natural Resources. 

EC–3033. A communication from the Chair-
man, Federal Energy Regulatory Commis-
sion, transmitting, pursuant to law, a report 
relative to progress made in the construction 
of the Alaska natural gas pipeline; to the 
Committee on Energy and Natural Re-
sources. 

EC–3034. A communication from the Assist-
ant Secretary of Energy (Energy Efficiency 
and Renewable Energy), transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, a report relative to failures to 
comply with deadlines for new or amended 
energy conservation standards; to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Natural Resources. 

EC–3035. A communication from the Acting 
Assistant Secretary, Office of Fossil Energy, 
Department of Energy, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, a report entitled, ‘‘An Assess-
ment of the Methane Hydrate Research Pro-
gram and An Assessment of the 5-Year Re-
search Plan of the Department of Energy’’; 
to the Committee on Energy and Natural Re-
sources. 

EC–3036. A communication from the Sec-
retary of Energy, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, a report entitled, ‘‘Section 992 Report 
on Equal Employment Opportunity Practices 
at the Department of Energy National Lab-
oratories’’; to the Committee on Energy and 
Natural Resources. 

EC–3037. A communication from the Sec-
retary of Energy, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, a report entitled, ‘‘Inventory of As-
sessed Federal Coal Resources and Restric-
tions to Their Development’’; to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Natural Resources. 

EC–3038. A communication from the Acting 
Assistant Secretary, Office of Fossil Energy, 
Department of Energy, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, a report entitled, ‘‘Development 
of America’s Strategic Unconventional Fuels 
Resources’’; to the Committee on Energy and 
Natural Resources. 

EC–3039. A communication from the Prin-
cipal Deputy Associate Administrator, Office 
of Policy, Economics and Innovation, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Approval and Promulgation of Air Quality 
Implementation Plans; Minnesota’’ (FRL No. 
8464–8) received on September 3, 2007; to the 
Committee on Energy and Natural Re-
sources. 

EC–3040. A communication from the Prin-
cipal Deputy Associate Administrator, Office 
of Policy, Economics and Innovation, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Approval and Promulgation of Air Quality 
Implementation Plans; New Mexico; Preven-
tion of Significant Deterioration and New 
Source Review’’ (FRL No. 8463–3) received on 
September 3, 2007; to the Committee on En-
ergy and Natural Resources. 

EC–3041. A communication from the Prin-
cipal Deputy Associate Administrator, Office 
of Policy, Economics and Innovation, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
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‘‘Approval and Promulgation of Implementa-
tion Plans; Kentucky: Volatile Organic Com-
pound Definition Updates’’ (FRL No. 8464–2) 
received on September 3, 2007; to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Natural Resources. 

EC–3042. A communication from the Prin-
cipal Deputy Associate Administrator, Office 
of Policy, Economics and Innovation, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Approval and Promulgation of Implementa-
tion Plans; North Carolina: Mecklenburg 
County Regulations’’ (FRL No. 8465–4) re-
ceived on September 3, 2007; to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Natural Resources. 

EC–3043. A communication from the Prin-
cipal Deputy Associate Administrator, Office 
of Policy, Economics and Innovation, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Approval and Promulgation of Air Quality 
Implementation Plans; New Hampshire; Re-
vised Carbon Monoxide Maintenance Plan for 
Nashua’’ (FRL No. 8463–6) received on Sep-
tember 3, 2007; to the Committee on Energy 
and Natural Resources. 

EC–3044. A communication from the Prin-
cipal Deputy Associate Administrator, Office 
of Policy, Economics and Innovation, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Determination of Attainment, Approval 
and Promulgation of Implementation Plans 
and Designation of Areas for Air Quality 
Planning Purposes; Ohio; Correction’’ (FRL 
No. 8464–3) received on September 3, 2007; to 
the Committee on Energy and Natural Re-
sources. 

EC–3045. A communication from the Prin-
cipal Deputy Associate Administrator, Office 
of Policy, Economics and Innovation, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Residues of Quaternary Ammonium Com-
pounds di-n-Alkyl dimethyl Ammonium 
chloride, Exemption from the Requirement 
of a Tolerance’’ (FRL No. 8146–7) received on 
September 3, 2007; to the Committee on En-
ergy and Natural Resources. 

EC–3046. A communication from the Prin-
cipal Deputy Associate Administrator, Office 
of Policy, Economics and Innovation, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Update of Continuous Instrumental Test 
Methods: Technical Amendments’’ (RIN2060– 
AO09) received on September 3, 2007; to the 
Committee on Energy and Natural Re-
sources. 

EC–3047. A communication from the Regu-
lations Coordinator, Centers for Medicare 
and Medicaid Services, Department of 
Health and Human Services, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Medicare Program; Medicare Integrity Pro-
gram, Fiscal Intermediary and Carrier Func-
tions, and Conflict of Interest Require-
ments’’ (RIN0938–AN72) received on August 
27, 2007; to the Committee on Finance. 

EC–3048. A communication from the Regu-
lations Coordinator, Centers for Medicare 
and Medicaid Services, Department of 
Health and Human Services, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Medicare Program; Home Health Prospec-
tive Payment System Refinement and Rate 
Update for Calendar Year 2008’’ ((RIN0938– 
AO32)(Docket No. CMS–1541–FC)) received on 
August 27, 2007; to the Committee on Fi-
nance. 

EC–3049. A communication from the Regu-
lations Coordinator, Centers for Medicare 
and Medicaid Services, Department of 
Health and Human Services, transmitting, 

pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Hospital Conditions of Participation: Lab-
oratory Services’’ ((RIN0938–AJ29)(Docket 
No. CMS–3014–IFC)) received on August 27, 
2007; to the Committee on Finance. 

EC–3050. A communication from the Chief 
of the Publications and Regulations Branch, 
Internal Revenue Service, Department of the 
Treasury, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Limitations on 
Setoff under Sections 6402 and 6411’’ (Rev. 
Rul. 2007–51) received on September 5, 2007; 
to the Committee on Finance. 

EC–3051. A communication from the Chief 
of the Publications and Regulations Branch, 
Internal Revenue Service, Department of the 
Treasury, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Obsolescence of 
Rev. Rul. 78–369’’ (Rev. Rul. 2007–53) received 
on September 5, 2007; to the Committee on 
Finance. 

EC–3052. A communication from the Chief 
of the Publications and Regulations Branch, 
Internal Revenue Service, Department of the 
Treasury, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Definition of a Li-
ability under Section 6402(a) and 6411(b)’’ 
(Rev. Rul. 2007–52) received on September 5, 
2007; to the Committee on Finance. 

EC–3053. A communication from the Chief 
of the Publications and Regulations Branch, 
Internal Revenue Service, Department of the 
Treasury, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Poker Tournament 
Withholding Rules’’ (Rev. Proc. 2007–57) re-
ceived on September 5, 2007; to the Com-
mittee on Finance. 

EC–3054. A communication from the Chief 
of the Publications and Regulations Branch, 
Internal Revenue Service, Department of the 
Treasury, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Revenue Ruling: 
Rulings Declared Obsolete’’ (Rev. Rul. 2007– 
60) received on September 4, 2007; to the 
Committee on Finance. 

EC–3055. A communication from the Regu-
lations Officer, Social Security Administra-
tion, transmitting, pursuant to law, the re-
port of a rule entitled ‘‘Amendment to the 
Attorney Advisor Program’’ (RIN0960–AG49) 
received on September 5, 2007; to the Com-
mittee on Finance. 

EC–3056. A communication from the Regu-
lations Officer, Social Security Administra-
tion, transmitting, pursuant to law, the re-
port of a rule entitled ‘‘Temporary Extension 
of Attorney Fee Payment System to Title 
XVI; 5-Year Demonstration Project Extend-
ing Fee Withholding and Payment Proce-
dures to Eligible Non–Attorney Representa-
tives; Definition of Past-due Benefits; and 
Assessment for Fee Payment Services’’ 
(RIN0960–AG35) received on September 5, 
2007; to the Committee on Finance. 

EC–3057. A communication from the Assist-
ant Secretary, Office of Legislative Affairs, 
Department of State, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, a report relative to post-liberation 
Iraq covering the period of June 15, 2007, 
through August 15, 2007; to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

EC–3058. A communication from the Assist-
ant Secretary, Office of Legislative Affairs, 
Department of State, transmitting, cor-
respondence from the Speaker of the Na-
tional Assembly of the State of Kuwait; to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

f 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 
The following reports of committees 

were submitted: 
By Mr. LEAHY, from the Committee on 

the Judiciary, without amendment and with 
a preamble: 

S. Res. 134. A resolution designating Sep-
tember 2007 as ‘‘Adopt a School Library 
Month’’. 

S. Res. 282. A resolution supporting the 
goals and ideals of a National Polycystic 
Kidney Disease Awareness Week to raise 
public awareness and understanding of poly-
cystic kidney disease and to foster under-
standing of the impact polycystic kidney dis-
ease has on patients and future generations 
of their families. 

S. Res. 288. A resolution designating Sep-
tember 2007 as ‘‘National Prostate Cancer 
Awareness Month’’. 

S. Res. 292. A resolution designating the 
week beginning September 9, 2007, as ‘‘Na-
tional Assisted Living Week’’. 

S. Res. 301. A resolution recognizing the 
50th anniversary of the desegregation of Lit-
tle Rock Central High School, one of the 
most significant events in the American 
civil rights movement. 

f 

EXECUTIVE REPORTS OF 
COMMITTEES 

The following executive reports of 
nominations were submitted: 

By Mr. LEAHY for the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Richard A Jones, of Washington, to be 
United States District Judge for the Western 
District of Washington. 

Sharion Aycock, of Mississippi, to be 
United States District Judge for the North-
ern District of Mississippi. 

Michael David Credo, of Louisiana, to be 
United States Marshal for the Eastern Dis-
trict of Louisiana for the term of four years. 

Esteban Soto III, of Maryland, to be United 
States Marshal for the District of Puerto 
Rico for the term of four years. 

(Nominations without an asterisk 
were reported with the recommenda-
tion that they be confirmed.) 

f 

INTRODUCTION OF BILLS AND 
JOINT RESOLUTIONS 

The following bills and joint resolu-
tions were introduced, read the first 
and second times by unanimous con-
sent, and referred as indicated: 

By Mr. LUGAR (for himself and Mr. 
BIDEN): 

S. 2020. A bill to reauthorize the Tropical 
Forest Conservation Act of 1998 through fis-
cal year 2010, to rename the Tropical Forest 
Conservation Act of 1998 as the ‘‘Tropical 
Forest and Coral Conservation Act of 2007’’, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

By Mr. WYDEN (for himself, Mr. 
THUNE, Mr. COLEMAN, Ms. KLO-
BUCHAR, Mrs. DOLE, Mr. VITTER, and 
Ms. COLLINS): 

S. 2021. A bill to provide $50,000,000,000 in 
new transportation infrastructure funding 
through bonding to empower States and 
local governments to complete significant 
infrastructure projects across all modes of 
transportation, including roads, bridges, rail 
and transit systems, ports, and inland water-
ways, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Finance. 

By Mr. JOHNSON (for himself, Mr. 
NELSON of Nebraska, Mr. CONRAD, Mr. 
BAUCUS, Mr. TESTER, and Mr. DOR-
GAN): 

S. 2022. A bill to prohibit the closure or re-
location of any county office of the Farm 
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Service Agency until at least one year after 
the enactment of an Act to provide for the 
continuation of agricultural programs for 
fiscal years after 2007; to the Committee on 
Agriculture, Nutrition, and Forestry. 

By Mr. BAYH (for himself and Mr. 
LUGAR): 

S. 2023. A bill to designate the facility of 
the United States Postal Service located at 
805 Main Street in Ferdinand, Indiana, as the 
‘‘Staff Sergeant David L. Nord Post Office’’; 
to the Committee on Homeland Security and 
Governmental Affairs. 

By Mr. NELSON of Florida (for himself 
and Mr. LEVIN): 

S. 2024. A bill to provide for interregional 
primary elections and caucuses for the selec-
tion of delegates to political party Presi-
dential nominating conventions; to the Com-
mittee on Rules and Administration. 

By Mr. AKAKA (by request): 
S. 2025. A bill to amend title 38, United 

States Code, to clarify the eligibility criteria 
for special monthly pension; to the Com-
mittee on Veterans’ Affairs. 

By Mr. AKAKA (by request): 
S. 2026. A bill to amend title 38, United 

States Code, chapter 11, to clarify that an 
award of benefits based on a regulatory pre-
sumption established pursuant to 28 U.S.C. 
section 1116 after September 30, 2002, cannot 
be made effective earlier than the date the 
regulatory presumption was established; and 
to clarify that the presumption of herbicide 
exposure provided by 38 U.S.C. section 1116(f) 
applies only to veterans who served in Viet-
nam on land or on Vietnam’s inland water-
ways and not to those who served only in 
waters offshore or in airspace above; to the 
Committee on Veterans’ Affairs. 

By Mr. AKAKA (by request): 
S. 2027. A bill to amend title 38, United 

States Code, chapter 5, to authorize the Sec-
retary of Veterans Affairs to establish and 
promote programs and activities honoring 
veterans and to authorize the next of kin of 
a deceased veteran to wear the veteran’s 
awards and decorations under certain cir-
cumstances; to the Committee on Veterans’ 
Affairs. 

By Ms. LANDRIEU: 
S. 2028. A bill to require the State of Lou-

isiana to match Federal funding to fully ad-
dress the Road Home Program shortfall; to 
the Committee on Banking, Housing, and 
Urban Affairs. 

By Mr. GRASSLEY (for himself, Mr. 
KOHL, Mr. KENNEDY, Mrs. MCCASKILL, 
Mr. SCHUMER, and Ms. KLOBUCHAR): 

S. 2029. A bill to amend title XI of the So-
cial Security Act to provide for transparency 
in the relationship between physicians and 
manufacturers of drugs, devices, or medical 
supplies for which payment is made under 
Medicare, Medicaid, or SCHIP; to the Com-
mittee on Finance. 

By Mr. REID (for Mr. OBAMA (for him-
self and Mr. FEINGOLD)): 

S. 2030. A bill to amend the Federal Elec-
tion Campaign Act of 1971 to require report-
ing relating to bundled contributions made 
by persons other than registered lobbyists; 
to the Committee on Rules and Administra-
tion. 

f 

SUBMISSION OF CONCURRENT AND 
SENATE RESOLUTIONS 

The following concurrent resolutions 
and Senate resolutions were read, and 
referred (or acted upon), as indicated: 

By Mrs. DOLE (for herself and Mr. 
BURR): 

S. Res. 309. A resolution commending the 
Appalachian State University Mountaineers 
of Boone, North Carolina, for pulling off one 
of the greatest upsets in college football his-
tory; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

f 

ADDITIONAL COSPONSORS 

S. 37 
At the request of Mr. DOMENICI, the 

name of the Senator from South Da-
kota (Mr. THUNE) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 37, a bill to enhance the 
management and disposal of spent nu-
clear fuel and high-level radioactive 
waste, to assure protection of public 
health safety, to ensure the territorial 
integrity and security of the repository 
at Yucca Mountain, and for other pur-
poses. 

S. 185 
At the request of Mr. SPECTER, the 

name of the Senator from Arkansas 
(Mr. PRYOR) was addedl as a cosponsor 
of S. 185, a bill to restore habeas corpus 
for those detained by the United 
States. 

S. 453 
At the request of Mr. LEAHY, the 

names of the Senator from Illinois (Mr. 
DURBIN) and the Senator from Okla-
homa (Mr. COBURN) were added as co-
sponsors of S. 453, a bill to prohibit de-
ceptive practices in Federal elections. 

S. 507 
At the request of Mr. CONRAD, the 

name of the Senator from New Jersey 
(Mr. MENENDEZ) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 507, a bill to amend title XVIII 
of the Social Security Act to provide 
for reimbursement of certified midwife 
services and to provide for more equi-
table reimbursement rates for certified 
nurse-midwife services. 

S. 573 
At the request of Ms. STABENOW, the 

name of the Senator from Arkansas 
(Mr. PRYOR) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 573, a bill to amend the Federal 
Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act and the 
Public Health Service Act to improve 
the prevention, diagnosis, and treat-
ment of heart disease, stroke, and 
other cardiovascular diseases in 
women. 

S. 584 
At the request of Mrs. LINCOLN, the 

name of the Senator from Vermont 
(Mr. LEAHY) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 584, a bill to amend the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 to modify the re-
habilitation credit and the low-income 
housing credit. 

S. 597 
At the request of Mrs. FEINSTEIN, the 

name of the Senator from Wyoming 
(Mr. ENZI) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 597, a bill to extend the special post-
age stamp for breast cancer research 
for 2 years. 

S. 625 
At the request of Mr. KENNEDY, the 

name of the Senator from Oregon (Mr. 
WYDEN) was added as a cosponsor of S. 

625, a bill to protect the public health 
by providing the Food and Drug Ad-
ministration with certain authority to 
regulate tobacco products. 

S. 662 

At the request of Ms. SNOWE, the 
name of the Senator from Maine (Ms. 
COLLINS) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
662, a bill to authorize the Secretary of 
the Interior to conduct a special re-
source study to evaluate resources at 
the Harriet Beecher Stowe House in 
Brunswick, Maine, to determine the 
suitability and feasibility of estab-
lishing the site as a unit of the Na-
tional Park System, and for other pur-
poses. 

S. 691 

At the request of Mr. CONRAD, the 
name of the Senator from New Jersey 
(Mr. MENENDEZ) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 691, a bill to amend title XVIII 
of the Social Security Act to improve 
the benefits under the Medicare pro-
gram for beneficiaries with kidney dis-
ease, and for other purposes. 

S. 771 

At the request of Mr. HARKIN, the 
name of the Senator from South Da-
kota (Mr. JOHNSON) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 771, a bill to amend the 
Child Nutrition Act of 1966 to improve 
the nutrition and health of school chil-
dren by updating the definition of 
‘‘food of minimal nutritional value’’ to 
conform to current nutrition science 
and to protect the Federal investment 
in the national school lunch and break-
fast programs. 

S. 772 

At the request of Mr. KOHL, the name 
of the Senator from Vermont (Mr. 
LEAHY) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
772, a bill to amend the Federal anti-
trust laws to provide expanded cov-
erage and to eliminate exemptions 
from such laws that are contrary to the 
public interest with respect to rail-
roads. 

S. 803 

At the request of Mr. ROCKEFELLER, 
the name of the Senator from Con-
necticut (Mr. LIEBERMAN) was added as 
a cosponsor of S. 803, a bill to repeal a 
provision enacted to end Federal 
matching of State spending of child 
support incentive payments. 

S. 805 

At the request of Mr. DURBIN, the 
name of the Senator from Washington 
(Mrs. MURRAY) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 805, a bill to amend the For-
eign Assistance Act of 1961 to assist 
countries in sub-Saharan Africa in the 
effort to achieve internationally recog-
nized goals in the treatment an preven-
tion of HIV/AIDS and other major dis-
eases and the reduction of maternal 
and child mortality by improving 
human health care capacity and im-
proving retention of medical health 
professionals in sub-Saharan Africa, 
and for other purposes. 
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S. 860 

At the request of Mr. SMITH, the 
name of the Senator from Pennsyl-
vania (Mr. CASEY) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 860, a bill to amend title 
XIX of the Social Security Act to per-
mit States the option to provide Med-
icaid coverage for low-income individ-
uals infected with HIV. 

S. 970 
At the request of Mr. DURBIN, the 

name of the Senator from Delaware 
(Mr. CARPER) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 970, a bill to impose sanctions on 
Iran and on other countries for assist-
ing Iran in developing a nuclear pro-
gram, and for other purposes. 

S. 1035 
At the request of Mr. DURBIN, the 

name of the Senator from Vermont 
(Mr. SANDERS) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 1035, a bill to amend the Immi-
gration and Nationality Act to reduce 
fraud and abuse in certain visa pro-
grams for aliens working temporarily 
in the United States. 

S. 1090 
At the request of Ms. STABENOW, the 

name of the Senator from South Da-
kota (Mr. JOHNSON) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1090, a bill to amend the 
Agriculture and Consumer Protection 
Act of 1973 to assist the neediest of sen-
ior citizens by modifying the eligibility 
criteria for supplemental foods pro-
vided under the commodity supple-
mental food program to take into ac-
count the extraordinarily high out-of- 
pocket medical expenses that senior 
citizens pay, and for other purposes. 

S. 1175 
At the request of Mr. DURBIN, the 

names of the Senator from Connecticut 
(Mr. DODD) and the Senator from Wash-
ington (Mrs. MURRAY) were added as 
cosponsors of S. 1175, a bill to end the 
use of child soldiers in hostilities 
around the world, and for other pur-
poses. 

S. 1233 
At the request of Mr. AKAKA, the 

names of the Senator from Georgia 
(Mr. CHAMBLISS) and the Senator from 
Vermont (Mr. LEAHY) were added as co-
sponsors of S. 1233, a bill to provide and 
enhance intervention, rehabilitative 
treatment, and services to veterans 
with traumatic brain injury, and for 
other purposes. 

S. 1332 
At the request of Mr. KENNEDY, the 

name of the Senator from Arkansas 
(Mrs. LINCOLN) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 1332, a bill to amend the Pub-
lic Health Service Act to revise and ex-
tend projects relating to children and 
violence to provide access to school- 
based comprehensive mental health 
programs. 

S. 1338 
At the request of Mr. ROCKEFELLER, 

the name of the Senator from Colorado 
(Mr. SALAZAR) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 1338, a bill to amend title 

XVIII of the Social Security Act to 
provide for a two-year moratorium on 
certain Medicare physician payment 
reductions for imaging services. 

S. 1459 
At the request of Mr. MENENDEZ, the 

name of the Senator from Oregon (Mr. 
WYDEN) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
1459, a bill to strengthen the Nation’s 
research efforts to identify the causes 
and cure of psoriasis and psoriatic ar-
thritis, expand psoriasis and psoriatic 
arthritis data collection, study access 
to and quality of care for people with 
psoriasis and psoriatic arthritis, and 
for other purposes. 

S. 1514 
At the request of Mr. DODD, the name 

of the Senator from South Dakota (Mr. 
THUNE) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
1514, a bill to revise and extend provi-
sions under the Garrett Lee Smith Me-
morial Act. 

S. 1553 
At the request of Mrs. FEINSTEIN, the 

name of the Senator from Illinois (Mr. 
OBAMA) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
1553, a bill to provide additional assist-
ance to combat HIV/AIDS among 
young people, and for other purposes. 

S. 1621 
At the request of Mr. CONRAD, the 

name of the Senator from Oregon (Mr. 
SMITH) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
1621, a bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to treat certain farm-
ing business machinery and equipment 
as 5-year property for purposes of de-
preciation. 

S. 1627 
At the request of Mrs. LINCOLN, the 

name of the Senator from Arkansas 
(Mr. PRYOR) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 1627, a bill to amend the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 to extend and ex-
pand the benefits for businesses oper-
ating in empowerment zones, enter-
prise communities, or renewal commu-
nities, and for other purposes. 

S. 1638 

At the request of Mr. LEAHY, the 
name of the Senator from Utah (Mr. 
BENNETT) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 1638, a bill to adjust the salaries of 
Federal justices and judges, and for 
other purposes. 

S. 1661 

At the request of Mr. DORGAN, the 
name of the Senator from Minnesota 
(Mr. COLEMAN) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 1661, a bill to communicate 
United States travel policies and im-
prove marketing and other activities 
designed to increase travel in the 
United States from abroad. 

S. 1731 

At the request of Mr. CORNYN, the 
name of the Senator from Georgia (Mr. 
ISAKSON) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
1731, a bill to provide for the con-
tinuing review of unauthorized Federal 
programs and agencies and to establish 
a bipartisan commission for the pur-

poses of improving oversight and elimi-
nating wasteful Government spending. 

S. 1760 
At the request of Mr. BROWN, the 

name of the Senator from Mississippi 
(Mr. COCHRAN) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 1760, a bill to amend the Pub-
lic Health Service Act with respect to 
the Healthy Start Initiative. 

S. 1833 
At the request of Mr. NELSON of Flor-

ida, the name of the Senator from Min-
nesota (Ms. KLOBUCHAR) was added as a 
cosponsor of S. 1833, a bill to amend the 
Consumer Product Safety Act to re-
quire third-party verification of com-
pliance of children’s products with con-
sumer product safety standards pro-
mulgated by the Consumer Product 
Safety Commission and for other pur-
poses. 

S. 1924 
At the request of Mr. CARPER, the 

name of the Senator from Georgia (Mr. 
ISAKSON ) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 1924, a bill to amend chapter 81 of 
title 5, United States Code, to create a 
presumption that a disability or death 
of a Federal employee in fire protec-
tion activities caused by any of certain 
diseases is the result of the perform-
ance of such employee’s duty. 

S. 1944 
At the request of Mr. LAUTENBERG, 

the name of the Senator from Delaware 
(Mr. CARPER) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 1944, a bill to provide justice for 
victims of state-sponsored terrorism. 

S. 1951 
At the request of Mr. LEAHY, his 

name was added as a cosponsor of S. 
1951, a bill to amend title XIX of the 
Social Security Act to ensure that in-
dividuals eligible for medical assist-
ance under the Medicaid program con-
tinue to have access to prescription 
drugs, and for other purposes. 

S. 1958 

At the request of Mr. CONRAD, the 
name of the Senator from Georgia (Mr. 
CHAMBLISS) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 1958, a bill to amend title XVIII of 
the Social Security Act to ensure and 
foster continued patient quality of care 
by establishing facility and patient cri-
teria for long-term care hospitals and 
related improvements under the Medi-
care program. 

S. 1964 

At the request of Mrs. FEINSTEIN, the 
name of the Senator from California 
(Mrs. BOXER) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 1964, a bill to amend title XVIII of 
the Social Security Act to establish 
new separate fee schedule areas for 
physicians’ services in States with 
multiple fee schedule areas to improve 
Medicare physician geographic pay-
ment accuracy, and for other purposes. 

S. 2017 

At the request of Mr. BINGAMAN, the 
names of the Senator from Maine (Ms. 
SNOWE), the Senator from Louisiana 
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(Ms. LANDRIEU) and the Senator from 
Delaware (Mr. CARPER) were added as 
cosponsors of S. 2017, a bill to amend 
the Energy Policy and Conservation 
Act to provide for national energy effi-
ciency standards for general service in-
candescent lamps, and for other pur-
poses. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2664 

At the request of Mr. SANDERS, the 
name of the Senator from New Jersey 
(Mr. MENENDEZ) was added as a cospon-
sor of amendment No. 2664 proposed to 
H.R. 2642, a bill making appropriations 
for military construction, the Depart-
ment of Veterans Affairs, and related 
agencies for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2008, and for other purposes. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2673 

At the request of Mr. WEBB, his name 
was added as a cosponsor of amend-
ment No. 2673 proposed to H.R. 2642, a 
bill making appropriations for military 
construction, the Department of Vet-
erans Affairs, and related agencies for 
the fiscal year ending September 30, 
2008, and for other purposes. 

f 

STATEMENTS ON INTRODUCED 
BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS 

By Mr. WYDEN (for himself, Mr. 
THUNE, Mr. COLEMAN, Ms. KLO-
BUCHAR, Mrs. DOLE, Mr. VITTER, 
and Ms. COLLINS): 

S. 2021. A bill to provide 
$50,000,000,000 in new transportation in-
frastructure funding through bonding 
to empower States and local govern-
ments to complete significant infra-
structure projects across all modes of 
transportation, including roads, 
bridges, rail and transit systems, ports, 
and inland waterways, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Fi-
nance. 

Mr. WYDEN. Mr. President, despite 
the record transportation funding that 
Congress provided in the 2005 Transpor-
tation Reauthorization bill, 
SAFETEA–LU, our Nation’s infrastruc-
ture is being stressed to the breaking 
point. Our ports and rail lines are at or 
near capacity. Our highways are 
clogged. The tragedy in Minneapolis 
last month showed the entire country 
that our bridges are in desperate need 
of repair. 

The American Society of Civil Engi-
neers has noted that over the next 5 
years $1.6 trillion in investment is 
needed from all levels of government to 
keep our Nation’s current transpor-
tation system up to date. To put that 
into perspective, our Nation’s infra-
structure needs roughly six times as 
much funding as was included in 
SAFETEA–LU. 

The question is ‘‘Where do we find 
the transportation funding that our 
country needs to meet our transpor-
tation and our economic needs?’’ 

Senator THUNE’s and my answer is to 
invest in America. 

Everyone agrees that our country’s 
infrastructure needs are tremendous. 
Everyone agrees that our country 
needs to invest more in transportation. 
What Congress hasn’t been able to 
agree on is where to find the money. 
Gas taxes just don’t generate enough 
revenues to even begin to satisfy high-
way and transit needs. 

In this budget climate, pots of extra 
Federal money are not just sitting 
around waiting to be used, and States 
surely don’t have any extra money ei-
ther. Most have budget deficits. All the 
conventional funding sources are com-
ing up short, so Senator THUNE and I 
think it is time to think outside the 
box and outside the trust funds. The 
Federal Government is about the only 
entity in the country that does not 
borrow money for capital projects, but 
in this climate it should and it must. 

Senator THUNE and I have come up 
with a creative approach to provide $50 
billion of additional new funding for 
transportation projects our country 
desperately needs by issuing Build 
America Bonds. Our country’s needs 
are so great that we think funding 
should be made available that is in ad-
dition to SAFETEA–LU. 

Our legislation is not a substitute for 
fixing the transportation trust fund. 
We still must address that problem, 
and next year we must start on a new 
transportation bill. Our legislation is 
meant to provide extra money on top 
of regular transportation funding. 

This money could not be earmarked 
by Congress. This will not fund any 
Senator’s pet project. This money will 
be controlled by the States, and used 
for the projects they think are most 
critical. 

An annual amount of approximately 
$500 million from trade fees will be 
placed in an Infrastructure Finance Ac-
count and invested for the life of the 
bonds, which will generate more than 
enough to repay the entire $50 billion 
principal amount. 

That means the only cost to the Gov-
ernment is the ‘‘interest portion’’ on 
the bonds, which is in the form of tax 
credits. With this funding mechanism, 
as little as $2 billion a year could gen-
erate the $50 billion in funding for 
transportation infrastructure. I call 
that a very smart investment in our 
country’s infrastructure. 

This investment is badly needed. 
Citizens stuck in traffic choking on 

exhaust need relief. Truckers who need 
to detour miles out of their way to 
avoid weight-limited bridges need re-
lief. As our economy struggles with 
stagnating wages, the loss of even basic 
health benefits for many, and a mort-
gage market that is spiraling down-
ward, the American worker needs re-
lief. 

The U.S. Department of Transpor-
tation estimates that each $1 billion of 
funding for transportation directly pro-
duces nearly 50,000 jobs. So under the 

Wyden/Thune proposal the $50 billion of 
new transportation funding will pro-
vide critical economic stimulus that 
will create up to 2.5 million family 
wage jobs. 

This is an economic stimulus idea 
that will generate more funding for the 
economy now. It will create jobs. It is 
a chance for the Federal Government 
to hold up its end of the bargain with 
our States. 

Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, today, 
Senator WYDEN and I are introducing 
an important piece of legislation that 
seeks to address the significant trans-
portation infrastructure needs that 
exist across the country. The Build 
America Bonds Act would provide $50 
billion in infrastructure investment for 
all states across the country. 

This legislation is a slightly modified 
version of bills that Senator WYDEN 
and others advocated in previous Con-
gresses. While the Federal Government 
has allocated record funding levels to 
States under the Transportation reau-
thorization bill that Congress passed in 
2005, the need for infrastructure im-
provements far exceeds available Fed-
eral and State funding sources. 

For instance, the American Society 
of Civil Engineers has noted that over 
the next 5 years, $1.6 trillion in invest-
ment is needed from all levels of gov-
ernment to keep our Nation’s current 
transportation system up to date. To 
put this into perspective, this funding 
level is roughly six times larger than 
what is currently being spent. 

Our legislation, the Build America 
Bonds Act, is not intended to replace 
the current user-fee structure the high-
way trust fund relies on today—it 
would be a supplemental funding 
stream that would allow States to ad-
dress the backlog of important high-
way, bridge, rail, and waterway 
projects that exist in every State 
across the country. 

The funding under our legislation 
would not be earmarked by Congress— 
it would be distributed directly to 
States. Further, this much needed 
funding would create over 2 million 
jobs, spur significant economic growth, 
save lives by making much needed im-
provements to transportation problems 
that exist from coast to coast and keep 
our economy moving. 

Our legislation is cosponsored by 
Senators COLEMAN, KLOBUCHAR, DOLE, 
VITTER, and COLLINS. In addition, the 
Build America Bonds Act enjoys the 
broad support of a diverse group of 
business, labor and transportation 
groups, including: Associated General 
Contractors of America, AGC, Amer-
ican Association of State Highway and 
Transportation Officials, AASHTO; 
U.S. Chamber of Commerce; National 
Association of Manufacturers, NAM; 
National Construction Alliance—a coa-
lition of the Laborers, Carpenters, and 
Operating Engineers Unions; American 
Highway Users Alliance; and many oth-
ers. 
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By Mr. NELSON of Florida (for 

himself and Mr. LEVIN): 
S. 2024. A bill to provide for inter-

regional primary elections and cau-
cuses for the selection of delegates to 
political party Presidential nomi-
nating conventions; to the Committee 
on Rules and Administration. 

Mr. NELSON of Florida. Mr. Presi-
dent, I am proposing today and will file 
legislation to create a comprehensive 
and nationwide process for voters to se-
lect nominees every 4 years for Presi-
dent of the United States. This legisla-
tion will establish six Presidential pri-
mary dates—the first one in March of a 
Presidential election year, two in 
April, two in May, and one in June. 

Each of these contests would feature 
at least one State from six different re-
gions, six geographic regions around 
the country. The order of States within 
each region would rotate every 4 
years—every Presidential election. 
That order would be determined at the 
beginning by lot in order to determine 
the sequence. And then the next Presi-
dential election, the ones who had gone 
first in March would then go to the end 
of the line and they would be in June, 
and the list would move up. 

It would give voters in the larger 
States a strong voice in selecting the 
nominees over that 4-month period 
while also giving the citizens in the 
smaller States a fair say, instead of the 
present system we have now where the 
small States are the ones that have an 
inordinate influence in selecting the 
nominees of the two great parties. 

So in this legislation, by featuring 
States from each of the six regions, 
there will be racial, ethnic, economic, 
and regional diversity on each of the 
primary dates. And, of course, it has a 
much more rational proposal for an 
agenda, in that you start in March and 
it concludes in June of the Presidential 
election year, instead of this chaotic 
situation we have now with States try-
ing to get ahead of each other, with 
them starting now as early as the early 
part of January and with it being 
frontloaded so that, in effect, we may 
find the Presidential nominee decided 
by the middle of February. 

I am introducing this legislation 
with my colleague Senator LEVIN of 
Michigan. It is our experience as Sen-
ators from Florida and Michigan that 
we have seen firsthand how unfair and 
undemocratic our Presidential primary 
system has become. I might say this 
legislation tracks Senator LEVIN’s 
brother’s legislation filed in the House 
of Representatives, Congressman 
SANDY LEVIN. Our bill is going to try to 
approach a rational way of selecting 
the nominees for President of the 
United States instead of this chaotic 
system we have now. 

Now, neither bill is going to fix the 
current controversy we have over the 
sequence of the contest in Iowa, Ne-
vada, New Hampshire, and South Caro-

lina. For that, a short-term fix is cer-
tainly needed. What we have now is 
this chaotic situation where all the 
small States are trying to get ahead of 
each other. This certainty is needed to 
resolve the fix created by several 
States moving their 2008 primaries 
ahead of some of the other States. In 
my State, the Republican legislature of 
Florida—signed into law by a Repub-
lican Governor—moved the Florida pri-
mary from March to January 29. In 
Senator LEVIN’s State, a Democratic 
legislature—signed into law by a 
Democratic Governor—moved its pri-
mary to January 15. What we may find 
is that other States may follow suit 
with a big jump. 

I have proposed to the Democratic 
National Committee that it allow, for 
this particular Presidential cycle, the 
traditional first-in-the-Nation States 
to move ahead of my State on January 
29; and, instead, the party leaders have 
decided that Florida’s votes are not 
going to count in the 2008 Presidential 
primary. The DNC said Florida’s ear-
lier primary, which was signed into law 
by our Governor, would alter the se-
quence of Iowa, Nevada, New Hamp-
shire, and South Carolina. So last 
month, the party officials decided to 
strip Florida of its 210 delegates to the 
national convention. That means that 
this country’s fourth largest State will 
have no say in picking the Democratic 
Presidential nominee. Well, that is 
simply unacceptable. 

Florida still has several weeks to find 
a solution for the DNC that it will ac-
cept; or, as I have suggested, legal ac-
tion may be necessary. It is a case of 
fundamental rights versus the rules of 
a political party. And as to our right to 
vote, and to have that vote count, 
there can be no debate. I want to say 
that again. As to our right to vote, and 
to have that vote count, there can be 
no debate. 

Senator LEVIN and I will work hard 
to ensure that the controversy over the 
respective positions of Florida and 
Michigan in the primary schedule are 
resolved; and, for the long term, our 
legislation would bring order to the 
next and all future Presidential pri-
mary seasons. It would ensure that no 
one State has a disproportionate influ-
ence on the selection of the nominees. 
By introducing this bill today, we want 
to begin a broader discussion about 
achieving lasting reform. 

With the experience we have had in 
Florida, in the disputed Presidential 
election in 2000, and again 6 years 
later, with there having been an 
‘‘undervote’’ of 18,000 votes in a con-
gressional election in one county in 
Florida, Sarasota County, the sensi-
tivity in Florida of having the right to 
vote and to have that ballot count, and 
to have that ballot count as intended, 
is paramount, and it is highly sensitive 
in the State of Florida. For a political 
party to punish a State for stepping 

out of line is the height of insensitivity 
in understanding that those votes are 
critical and that people know their sa-
cred right of the ballot is protected. We 
intend to see that the right to have 
their votes counted, and counted as 
they intend, is preserved. 

In the meantime, we have to bring 
rationality to this process. The re-
gional primary system set up in this 
legislation Senator LEVIN and I are in-
troducing today is a suggested ap-
proach so that by the year 2012 we will 
have order in selecting our Presidential 
nominees instead of the chaos we find 
ourselves in now. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the text of the bill be printed 
in the RECORD, as follows: 

There being no objection, the text of 
the bill was ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD, as follows: 

S. 2024 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Fair and 
Representative Presidential Primaries Act of 
2007’’. 
SEC. 2. INTERREGIONAL PRIMARY ELECTIONS 

AND CAUCUSES. 
(a) SELECTION OF DELEGATES TO CONVEN-

TIONS.—The delegates to each national con-
vention for the nomination of candidates of 
a political party for the offices of President 
and Vice President shall be selected by pri-
mary election or by caucus, as provided by 
State law. Such State law shall conform to 
the requirements of the national political 
executive committee and the national nomi-
nating convention of the political party in-
volved. 

(b) TIMING OF PRIMARY ELECTIONS AND CAU-
CUSES.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—In each region described 
in subsection (c), the primary elections and 
caucuses (as the case may be) in a subregion 
(comprised of a State or a group of States) 
shall be conducted on each of the following 
days of each Presidential election year: the 
second Tuesday in March, the first Tuesday 
in April, the fourth Tuesday in April, the 
second Tuesday in May, the fourth Tuesday 
in May, and the second Tuesday in June. 

(2) INITIAL ORDER OF PRIMARIES AND CAU-
CUSES.—For the first Presidential election 
with respect to which this Act applies, the 
Election Assistance Commission shall deter-
mine by lot the order of subregions in each 
region for conduct of primary elections and 
caucuses by the States under paragraph (1). 

(3) ORDER OF PRIMARIES AND CAUCUSES FOR 
SUBSEQUENT ELECTIONS.—The subregions de-
termined under paragraph (2) to be first in 
order for the first Presidential election to 
which this Act applies shall be last in order 
with respect to the next such election, and 
the other subregions shall advance in the 
order accordingly. The order shall change 
with respect to subsequent elections in a like 
manner. 

(4) SPECIAL RULES FOR DISTRICT OF COLUM-
BIA, PUERTO RICO, AND TERRITORIES.—Any pri-
mary election or caucus for the District of 
Columbia shall be conducted on the same 
day as a primary election or caucus for the 
State of Maryland. Any primary election or 
caucus for the Commonwealth of Puerto 
Rico shall be conducted on the same day as 
a primary election or caucus for the State of 
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Florida. Any primary election or caucus for 
any other territory, possession, or other en-
tity entitled under the rules of a political 
party to delegate representation at the na-
tional convention of that party shall be con-
ducted on the same day as a primary elec-
tion or caucus for the States of Alaska and 
Hawaii. 

(c) ESTABLISHMENT OF REGIONS.—The re-
gions (designated by number) and the sub-
regions (designated by letter) referred to in 
subsection (b) are as follows: 

(1) Region 1: (A) Maine, New Hampshire, 
Vermont; (B) Massachusetts; (C) Con-
necticut, Rhode Island; (D) Delaware, New 
Jersey; (E) New York; (F) Pennsylvania. 

(2) Region 2: (A) Maryland; (B) West Vir-
ginia; (C) Missouri; (D) Indiana; (E) Ken-
tucky; (F) Tennessee. 

(3) Region 3: (A) Ohio; (B) Illinois; (C) 
Michigan; (D) Wisconsin; (E) Iowa; (F) Min-
nesota. 

(4) Region 4: (A) Texas; (B) Louisiana; (C) 
Arkansas, Oklahoma; (D) Colorado; (E) Kan-
sas, Nebraska; (F) Arizona, New Mexico. 

(5) Region 5: (A) Virginia; (B) North Caro-
lina; (C) South Carolina; (D) Florida; (E) 
Georgia; (F) Mississippi, Alabama. 

(6) Region 6: (A) California; (B) Wash-
ington; (C) Oregon; (D) Idaho, Nevada, Utah; 
(E) Montana, North Dakota, South Dakota, 
Wyoming; (F) Hawaii, Alaska. 
SEC. 3. ENFORCEMENT. 

The Attorney General may bring a civil ac-
tion in any appropriate United States dis-
trict court for such declaratory or injunctive 
relief as may be necessary to carry out this 
Act. 
SEC. 4. REGULATIONS. 

The Election Assistance Commission shall 
prescribe such regulations as may be nec-
essary to carry out this Act. 
SEC. 5. DEFINITION. 

As used in this Act, the term ‘‘State law’’ 
means the law of a State, the District of Co-
lumbia, the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico, 
or a territory or possession of the United 
States. 
SEC. 6. EFFECTIVE DATE. 

This Act shall apply with respect to Presi-
dential elections taking place more than 2 
years after the date of the enactment of this 
Act. 

By Ms. LANDRIEU: 
S. 2028. A bill to require the State of 

Louisiana to match Federal funding to 
fully address the Road Home Program 
shortfall; to the Committee on Bank-
ing, Housing, and Urban Affairs. 

Ms. LANDRIEU. Mr. President, I 
come to the floor today to speak about 
an important issue that will determine 
the success of long-term recovery ef-
forts in the gulf coast. As you know 
gulf coast was devastated in 2005 by 
two of the most powerful storms to 
ever hit the U.S. in recorded history 
Hurricanes Katrina and Rita. We also 
experienced the unprecedented disaster 
of having a major metropolitan city, 
the city of New Orleans, under up to 20 
feet of water for 2 weeks when there 
were 28 separate levee failures which 
flooded 12,000 acres, or 80 percent of 
New Orleans following Katrina. 

I strongly believe that the Congress 
can provide vast amounts of tax cred-
its, grants, loans, and waivers but all 
these benefits will not spur recovery if 

we cannot get people back into their 
homes. That is where recovery must 
start and end. In Louisiana alone, for 
example, we had over 20,000 businesses 
destroyed. However, businesses cannot 
open their doors if their workers have 
nowhere to live. Louisiana also had 875 
schools destroyed. Again, teachers can-
not come back to school and teach our 
children if they do not have a roof over 
their heads. So a fundamental piece of 
recovery in the gulf coast is to allow 
disaster victims to return home and re-
build. 

Today, I am proud to introduce legis-
lation which is extremely important to 
the recovery in the State of Louisiana. 
This is because, over the past few 
months, we have learned that the Road 
Home is facing a shortfall of billions of 
dollars due to various reasons. There is 
certainly more than enough blame to 
go around for the mistakes in the cre-
ation and management of the Road 
Home program, and fixing them will be 
a shared responsibility. But a signifi-
cant initial flaw can be found in the in-
adequate and unfairly distributed fund-
ing which represented all the adminis-
tration was willing to commit towards 
Louisiana recovery. At this stage, the 
funding shortfall threatens to stall re-
covery in Louisiana and leave home-
owners without the vital funds they 
need to rebuild their homes. To address 
this important issue, the bill we intro-
duce today includes an authorization of 
funds so that if the State of Louisiana 
puts up $1 billion towards the Road 
Home shortfall, additional funds nec-
essary to shore up the program would 
be available. I strongly believe this bill 
will serve as a hand up, not a hand out. 
The State of Louisiana shares a finan-
cial obligation to address the shortfall 
and this bill would hold it accountable, 
but with the State meeting their obli-
gation the Federal Government also 
would step in to help. 

In closing, let me reiterate that this 
bill addresses one of the most funda-
mental needs following a disaster: the 
need to return home. Whether resi-
dents live in million dollar mansions, 
rental housing, or public housing they 
all share a desire to return to their 
communities and, in particular, their 
homes. I urge my colleagues to support 
this important legislation as now these 
disaster victims are counting on the 
Congress for action. 

I ask unanimous consent that the 
text of the bill be printed in the 
RECORD. 

There being no objection, the text of 
the bill was ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD, as follows: 

S. 2028 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Louisiana 
Road Home Act’’. 
SEC. 2. ROAD HOME PROGRAM SHORTFALL. 

There are authorized to be appropriated 
such sums as may be necessary for the State 

of Louisiana to carry out the Road Home 
Program, provided that as of June 1, 2007, the 
State of Louisiana has provided at least 
$1,000,000,000 for such Program. 

By Mr. GRASSLEY (for himself, 
Mr. KOHL, Mr. KENNEDY, Mrs. 
MCCASKILL, Mr. SCHUMER, and 
Ms. KLOBUCHAR): 

S. 2029. A bill to amend title XI of the 
Social Security Act to provide for 
transparency in the relationship be-
tween physicians and manufacturers of 
drugs, devices, or medical supplies for 
which payment is made under Medi-
care, Medicaid, or SCHIP; to the Com-
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, a 
month ago I outlined an important 
issue affecting all Americans who take 
prescription drugs or use medical de-
vices—the need for greater trans-
parency in the money that drug and de-
vice companies hand out to doctors. 
Today, I am pleased to introduce the 
Physician Payments Sunshine Act, 
along with Senator KOHL, chairman of 
the Special Committee on Aging. This 
legislation will bring much needed 
transparency to the financial relation-
ships that exist between the drug and 
device industries and doctors. 

There is no question that the drug 
and device industries have an intricate 
network of financial ties with prac-
ticing physicians. These financial rela-
tionships can take many forms. They 
can include speaking honoraria, con-
sulting fees, free travel to exotic loca-
tions for conferences, or funding for re-
search. Drug and device companies 
spend billions and billions of dollars 
every year marketing their products. A 
good amount of this money goes di-
rectly to doctors in the form of these 
payments. 

This practice, and the lack of trans-
parency around it, can obscure the 
most important question that exists 
between doctor and patient: What is 
best for the patient? 

As the editorial board of the Des 
Moines Register wrote recently, and I 
quote, ‘‘Your doctor’s hands may be in 
the till of a drug company. So how can 
you know whether the prescription he 
or she writes is in your best interest, or 
the best interest of a drug company?’’ 
That is an excellent question. Cur-
rently, the public has no way of know-
ing whether their doctor has taken 
payments from the drug and device in-
dustries, and I intend to change that— 
not just for Iowans but for all Ameri-
cans. 

Payments to a doctor can be big or 
small. They can be a simple dinner 
after work or they can add up to tens 
of thousands and even hundreds of 
thousands of dollars each year. That is 
right—hundreds of thousands of dollars 
for one doctor. It is really pretty 
shocking. 

Companies wouldn’t be paying this 
money unless it had a direct effect on 
the prescriptions doctors write, and the 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 11:16 Jul 17, 2017 Jkt 059102 PO 00000 Frm 00093 Fmt 0686 Sfmt 0634 E:\FDSYS\BOUNDRECORD\S06SE7.REC S06SE7ej
oy

ne
r 

on
 D

S
K

30
M

W
08

2P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 B
O

U
N

D
 R

E
C

O
R

D



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 153, Pt. 17 23825 September 6, 2007 
medical devices they use. Patients, of 
course, are in the dark about whether 
their doctor is receiving this money. 

The Physician Payments Sunshine 
Act sheds light on these hidden pay-
ments and obscured interests through 
the best disinfectant of all: sunshine. 
This is a short bill, and a simple one. 
This bill requires drug and device man-
ufacturers to disclose to the Secretary 
of Health and Human Services, on a 
quarterly basis, anything of value 
given to doctors, such as payments, 
gifts, honoraria, or travel. Along with 
the money, these companies will have 
to report the name of the physician, 
the value and the date of the payment 
or gift, its purpose, and what, if any-
thing, was received in exchange. This 
bill then requires the Department of 
Health and Human Services to make 
the information available to the public 
through a searchable web site. 

And this bill has some teeth, too. If a 
company fails to report, the Physician 
Payments Sunshine Act imposes a pen-
alty ranging from $10,000 to $100,000 for 
each violation. 

Many States are ahead of the curve 
on this and have passed, or are cur-
rently considering, similar measures. 
In 1993, Minnesota required the Na-
tion’s first public disclosure of gifts 
and payments from wholesale drug dis-
tributors. Vermont passed a similar 
law in 2003, although much of the infor-
mation is not publicly available. More 
recently, the District of Columbia, 
Maine, and West Virginia have fol-
lowed suit in requiring disclosure, 
though not all make the information 
available to the public through a web 
site. The General Assembly in my 
home State of Iowa may soon be re-
quiring disclosure as well. 

But this kind of information 
shouldn’t be available only to Ameri-
cans who happen to be lucky enough to 
live in a State already addressing this 
problem. On the contrary, this infor-
mation should be accessible to all 
Americans across the country and it 
should be updated in a timely manner. 
I propose to my colleagues that now is 
the time to act. 

I realize that some critics, including 
many of the drug and device compa-
nies, are going to say that creating 
this sort of national database is too 
time consuming and too expensive. I 
can hear the complaints already. But 
let me remind you again—the drug 
companies are already reporting their 
payments to doctors in Minnesota and 
other States. Companies already have 
this information available. We aren’t 
requiring them to go out and obtain 
it—we are just asking them to share it 
with the American people. 

Perhaps even more telling is that at 
least one industry leader has taken the 
goal of increased transparency into its 
own hands. Although it is not making 
its payments to doctors publicly avail-
able, Eli Lilly has taken important 

steps to meet the public’s demand for 
increased sunshine. In response to my 
investigation of drug company pay-
ments for continuing medical edu-
cation, Eli Lilly voluntarily created a 
web site that details payments they 
make to organizations like patient 
groups and hospitals. I commend Eli 
Lilly for taking the lead on that issue, 
and I look forward to working with 
them on my latest effort. 

This bill is careful not to burden 
small businesses—it applies only to 
companies with annual revenues over 
$100 million. It is the largest companies 
who are driving this practice, and for 
whom disclosure would be least burden-
some. 

Further, during a meeting on a sepa-
rate matter with officials from Glaxo 
Smith Kline in early August, my staff 
brought up the idea of drug companies 
reporting payments to physicians. I am 
happy to say that Dr. Moncef Slaoui, 
the chairman of research and 
evelopment for Glaxo Smith Kline, said 
that he was also interested in a little 
sunshine. In fact, here are his exact 
words: ‘‘We’re happy for trans-
parency.’’ I would like to commend Dr. 
Slaoui for his comments and I look for-
ward to working with him and leaders 
at other companies on this bill. 

It is not only industry leaders who 
are leading the way on the issue of in-
creased transparency—some of Amer-
ica’s best medical schools are taking 
steps to prevent conflicts of interest 
among their physicians. In fact, the 
Yale University School of Medicine, 
the University of Pennsylvania, and 
the Stanford University Medical 
School have gone so far as to prohibit 
certain gifts and payments altogether. 

So let me be clear. This bill does not 
regulate the business of the drug and 
device industries. I say, let the people 
in the industry do their business. After 
all, they have the training and the 
skill to get that job done. Just keep 
the American people apprised of the 
business you are doing and how you are 
doing it. Let a little bit of sunshine in 
to this world of financial relation-
ships—it is, after all, the best disinfect-
ant. 

f 

SUBMITTED RESOLUTIONS 

SENATE RESOLUTION 309—COM-
MENDING THE APPALACHIAN 
STATE UNIVERSITY MOUNTAIN-
EERS OF BOONE, NORTH CARO-
LINA, FOR PULLING OFF ONE OF 
THE GREATEST UPSETS IN COL-
LEGE FOOTBALL HISTORY 

Mrs. DOLE (for herself and Mr. BURR) 
submitted the following resolution; 
which was referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary: 

S. RES. 309 

Whereas, on September 1, 2007, the Appa-
lachian State University Mountaineers of 

the National Collegiate Athletic Association 
(NCAA) Football Championship Subdivision 
(Division 1–AA) beat the University of Michi-
gan Wolverines, ranked 5th nationally, of the 
NCAA Football Bowl Subdivision (Division 
1–A) by a score of 34–32 in front of 109,000 
spectators at ‘‘The Big House’’ in Ann Arbor, 
Michigan; 

Whereas no Division 1–AA team has ever 
previously beaten a nationally ranked Divi-
sion 1–A team; 

Whereas quarterback Armanti Edwards 
threw for 227 yards and 3 touchdowns while 
rushing for 62 yards and 1 touchdown; 

Whereas the Mountaineers’ receiving core 
combined for 227 yards of offense with 2 
touchdowns from Dexter Jackson and 1 from 
Hans Batichon; 

Whereas the defense forced 2 critical turn-
overs in the 2nd half (1 fumble recovery and 
1 interception) to guide the Mountaineers to-
ward victory; 

Whereas Appalachian State was trailing 
32–31 when Brian Quick blocked a Michigan 
field goal, setting up what would become the 
game-winning drive; 

Whereas kicker Julian Rauch put a 24-yard 
field goal through the uprights to move the 
Mountaineers ahead 34–32 with 26 seconds 
left in the game; 

Whereas Corey Lynch dramatically 
blocked a Wolverine field goal attempt in 
the final seconds of the game to seal the vic-
tory for the Appalachian State Mountain-
eers; 

Whereas the victory was the 15th straight 
win for the Mountaineers, which is currently 
the longest winning streak in the Nation; 
and 

Whereas head coach Jerry Moore put to-
gether a masterful game plan and was car-
ried off the field by his players in victory: 
Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 
(1) applauds the Appalachian State Univer-

sity Mountaineers football team for its upset 
over the University of Michigan Wolverines 
and for demonstrating that an underdog any-
where can be victorious with hard work and 
a great deal of heart; 

(2) recognizes the hard work and prepara-
tion of the players, head coach Jerry Moore, 
and the assistant coaches and support per-
sonnel who all played critical roles in this 
historic victory; and 

(3) requests the Secretary of the Senate to 
transmit an enrolled copy of the resolution 
to— 

(A) Dr. Kenneth E. Peacock, Chancellor of 
Appalachian State University; 

(B) Charles Cobb, Athletic Director of the 
University; and 

(C) Jerry Moore, Head Coach. 

f 

AMENDMENTS SUBMITTED AND 
PROPOSED 

SA 2689. Mr. CARDIN submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 2764, making appropriations for the 
Department of State, foreign operations, and 
related programs for the fiscal year ending 
September 30, 2008, and for other purposes. 

SA 2690. Mr. REID (for Mr. OBAMA) sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be pro-
posed by Mr. REID to the bill H.R. 2764, supra; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 2691. Mr. LIEBERMAN (for himself, Mr. 
BROWNBACK, Mr. KYL, Mr. COLEMAN, Mr. 
GRAHAM, and Ms. COLLINS) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill H.R. 2764, supra. 
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SA 2692. Mr. REID (for Mr. OBAMA (for him-

self, Mr. HAGEL, and Mr. DOMENICI)) sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be pro-
posed by Mr. REID to the bill H.R. 2764, supra. 

SA 2693. Mr. DOMENICI submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill H.R. 2764, supra. 

SA 2694. Mr. MARTINEZ (for himself, Mr. 
MENENDEZ, Mr. ENSIGN, Mr. NELSON of Flor-
ida, and Mr. LAUTENBERG) proposed an 
amendment to the bill H.R. 2764, supra. 

SA 2695. Mr. MARTINEZ (for himself, Mr. 
NELSON of Florida, and Mr. MENENDEZ) pro-
posed an amendment to the bill H.R. 2764, 
supra. 

SA 2696. Mr. MARTINEZ proposed an 
amendment to the bill H.R. 2764, supra. 

SA 2697. Mr. MARTINEZ proposed an 
amendment to the bill H.R. 2764, supra. 

SA 2698. Mr. DORGAN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill H.R. 2764, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 2699. Mr. LUGAR submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 2764, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 2700. Mr. ENSIGN submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 2764, supra. 

SA 2701. Mr. BROWN (for himself, Mr. 
BROWNBACK, Mr. DURBIN, and Mrs. BOXER) 
submitted an amendment intended to be pro-
posed by him to the bill H.R. 2764, supra. 

SA 2702. Mr. KYL (for himself, Mr. LIEBER-
MAN, Ms. COLLINS, and Mr. ENSIGN) sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be pro-
posed by him to the bill H.R. 2764, supra; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 2703. Mr. ALEXANDER (for himself and 
Mrs. HUTCHISON) submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed by him to the bill 
H.R. 2764, supra. 

SA 2704. Mr. COBURN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill H.R. 2764, supra. 

SA 2705. Mr. COBURN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill H.R. 2764, supra. 

SA 2706. Mr. COBURN submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 2764, supra. 

SA 2707. Mr. BROWNBACK (for himself, 
Mr. MARTINEZ, Mr. VITTER, and Mr. COLE-
MAN) proposed an amendment to the bill H.R. 
2764, supra. 

SA 2708. Mr. BROWNBACK (for himself, 
Mr. CORKER, Mr. MARTINEZ, Mr. VITTER, and 
Mr. COLEMAN) proposed an amendment to the 
bill H.R. 2764, supra. 

SA 2709. Mrs. MCCASKILL submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by her 
to the bill H.R. 2764, supra. 

SA 2710. Mr. COLEMAN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill H.R. 2764, supra. 

SA 2711. Mr. COLEMAN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill H.R. 2764, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 2712. Mr. COLEMAN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill H.R. 2764, supra. 

SA 2713. Mr. CORNYN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill H.R. 2764, supra. 

SA 2714. Mr. KYL submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 2764, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table . 

SA 2715. Mr. KYL submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 2764, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table . 

SA 2716. Mr. COBURN submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 2764, supra. 

SA 2717. Mr. LEVIN submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 2764, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 2718. Mr. BINGAMAN (for himself and 
Mr. DOMENICI) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by him to the bill H.R. 
2764, supra. 

SA 2719. Mrs. BOXER (for herself, Ms. 
SNOWE, Ms. COLLINS, Mrs. CLINTON, Ms. 
CANTWELL, Mr. MENENDEZ, Mr. DODD, Mr. 
LAUTENBERG, Mrs. FEINSTEIN, Mr. FEINGOLD, 
Mrs. MURRAY, Ms. MIKULSKI, and Mr. OBAMA) 
proposed an amendment to the bill H.R. 2764, 
supra. 

SA 2720. Mrs. HUTCHISON submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by her 
to the bill H.R. 2764, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 2721. Mr. DODD (for himself, Mrs. FEIN-
STEIN, Mr. CORKER, Mr. COLEMAN, Mr. LAU-
TENBERG, and Mr. FEINGOLD) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill H.R. 2764, supra. 

SA 2722. Mr. DODD submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 2764, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 2723. Mr. KYL submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 2764, supra. 

SA 2724. Mr. GREGG submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 2764, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 2725. Mr. GREGG submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 2764, supra. 

SA 2726. Mr. GREGG submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 2764, supra. 

SA 2727. Mr. GREGG submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 2764, supra. 

SA 2728. Mr. GREGG submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 2764, supra. 

SA 2729. Mr. LEAHY submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 2764, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 2730. Mr. LEAHY submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 2764, supra. 

SA 2731. Mr. LEAHY submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 2764, supra. 

SA 2732. Mr. LEAHY submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 2764, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 2733. Mr. LEAHY submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 2764, supra. 

SA 2734. Mr. LEAHY submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 2764, supra. 

SA 2735. Mr. LEAHY submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 2764, supra. 

SA 2736. Mr. LEAHY submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 2764, supra. 

SA 2737. Mr. LEAHY submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 2764, supra. 

SA 2738. Mr. LEAHY submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 2764, supra. 

SA 2739. Mr. LEAHY submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 

bill H.R. 2764, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 2740. Mr. LEAHY submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 2764, supra. 

SA 2741. Mr. LEAHY submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 2764, supra. 

SA 2742. Mr. LEAHY submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 2764, supra. 

SA 2743. Mr. LEAHY submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 2764, supra. 

SA 2744. Mr. LEAHY submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 2764, supra. 

SA 2745. Mr. LEAHY submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 2764, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 2746. Mr. LEAHY submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 2764, supra. 

SA 2747. Mr. LEAHY submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 2764, supra. 

SA 2748. Mr. LEAHY submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 2764, supra. 

SA 2749. Mr. LEAHY submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 2764, supra. 

SA 2750. Mr. LEAHY submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 2764, supra. 

SA 2751. Mr. LEAHY submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 2764, supra. 

SA 2752. Mr. LEAHY submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 2764, supra. 

SA 2753. Mr. LEAHY submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 2764, supra. 

SA 2754. Mr. LEAHY submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 2764, supra. 

SA 2755. Mr. LEAHY submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 2764, supra. 

SA 2756. Mr. LEAHY submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 2764, supra. 

SA 2757. Mr. LEAHY submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 2764, supra. 

SA 2758. Mr. LEAHY submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 2764, supra. 

SA 2759. Mr. LEAHY submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 2764, supra. 

SA 2760. Mr. LEAHY submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 2764, supra. 

SA 2761. Mr. LEAHY submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 2764, supra. 

SA 2762. Mr. LEAHY (for himself and Mrs. 
BOXER) submitted an amendment intended to 
be proposed by him to the bill H.R. 2764, 
supra. 

SA 2763. Mr. LEAHY submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 2764, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 2764. Mr. LEAHY submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 2764, supra. 

SA 2765. Mr. LEAHY submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 2764, supra. 

SA 2766. Mr. LEAHY submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 2764, supra. 
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SA 2767. Mr. LEAHY submitted an amend-

ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 2764, supra. 

SA 2768. Mr. LEAHY submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 2764, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 2769. Mr. LEAHY submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 2764, supra. 

SA 2770. Mrs. CLINTON (for herself and Mr. 
BINGAMAN) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by her to the bill H.R. 
2764, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 2771. Mr. CORNYN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill H.R. 2764, supra. 

SA 2772. Mrs. DOLE submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by her to the 
bill H.R. 2764, supra. 

SA 2773. Mr. COBURN proposed an amend-
ment to the bill H.R. 2764, supra. 

SA 2774. Mr. VITTER submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 2764, supra. 

SA 2775. Mr. LUGAR (for himself and Mr. 
BIDEN) submitted an amendment intended to 
be proposed by him to the bill H.R. 2764, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 2776. Mr. LUGAR submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 2764, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 2777. Mr. LUGAR submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 2764, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 2778. Mr. LEAHY (for Mr. BIDEN (for 
himself and Mr. LUGAR)) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by Mr. 
LEAHY to the bill H.R. 2764, supra; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 2779. Mr. LUGAR submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 2764, supra. 

SA 2780. Mr. BINGAMAN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill H.R. 2764, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 2781. Mr. LEVIN (for himself, Mr. 
BROWNBACK, and Mr. KENNEDY) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill H.R. 2764, supra. 

SA 2782. Mr. BAYH submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 2764, supra. 

SA 2783. Mr. WYDEN (for himself, Mr. 
ALEXANDER, Mr. KERRY, and Mr. FEINGOLD) 
submitted an amendment intended to be pro-
posed by him to the bill H.R. 2764, supra; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 2784. Mr. LEAHY (for Mr. KYL (for him-
self and Mr. COLEMAN)) proposed an amend-
ment to the bill H.R. 2764, supra. 

SA 2785. Mr. LEAHY proposed an amend-
ment to the bill H.R. 2764, supra. 

SA 2786. Mr. LEAHY (for Mr. KYL (for him-
self, Mr. LIEBERMAN, Ms. COLLINS, and Mr. 
ENSIGN)) proposed an amendment to the bill 
H.R. 2764, supra. 

SA 2787. Mr. LEAHY proposed an amend-
ment to the bill H.R. 2764, supra. 

SA 2788. Mr. LEAHY proposed an amend-
ment to the bill H.R. 2764, supra. 

SA 2789. Mr. LEAHY (for Mr. BIDEN (for 
himself and Mr. LUGAR)) proposed an amend-
ment to the bill H.R. 2764, supra. 

f 

TEXT OF AMENDMENTS 

SA 2689. Mr. CARDIN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 2764, making ap-

propriations for the Department of 
State, foreign operations, and related 
programs for the fiscal year ending 
September 30, 2008, and for other pur-
poses; as follows: 

On page 232, between lines 16 and 17, insert 
the following: 
COMMISSION ON SECURITY AND COOPERATION IN 

EUROPE 
SEC. 117. (a) The amount appropriated or 

otherwise made available by this title under 
the heading ‘‘COMMISSION ON SECURITY AND 
COOPERATION IN EUROPE’’ is hereby increased 
by $333,000. 

(b) The amount appropriated or otherwise 
made available by this title for the Depart-
ment of State under the heading ‘‘DIPLO-
MATIC AND CONSULAR PROGRAMS’’ is hereby re-
duced by $333,000. 

SA 2690. Mr. REID (for Mr. OBAMA) 
submitted an amendment intended to 
be proposed by Mr. REID to the bill 
H.R. 2764, making appropriations for 
the Department of State, foreign oper-
ations, and related programs for the 
fiscal year ending September 30, 2008, 
and for other purposes; which was or-
dered to lie on the table; as follows: 

On page 410, between lines 15 and 16, insert 
the following: 

RESTRICTIONS RELATED TO FEDERAL TAX 
LIABILITY 

SEC. 699B. None of the funds appropriated 
or otherwise made available by this Act may 
be used to enter into a contract in an 
amount greater than $5,000,000 or to award a 
grant in excess of such amount unless the 
prospective contractor or grantee certifies in 
writing to the agency awarding the contract 
or grant that the contractor or grantee has 
filed all Federal tax returns required during 
the three years preceding the certification, 
has not been convicted of a criminal offense 
under the Internal Revenue Code of 1986, and 
has not been notified of any unpaid Federal 
tax assessment for which the liability re-
mains unsatisfied unless the assessment is 
the subject of an installment agreement or 
offer in compromise that has been approved 
by the Internal Revenue Service and is not 
in default or the assessment is the subject of 
a non-frivolous administrative or judicial ap-
peal. 

SA 2691. Mr. LIEBERMAN (for him-
self, Mr. BROWNBACK, Mr. KYL, Mr. 
COLEMAN, Mr. GRAHAM, and Ms. COL-
LINS) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 2764, making appropriations 
for the Department of State, foreign 
operations, and related programs for 
the fiscal year ending September 30, 
2008, and for other purposes; as follows: 

On page 410, between lines 15 and 16, insert 
the following: 

SUPPORT FOR DEMOCRACY, THE RULE OF LAW, 
AND GOVERNANCE IN IRAN 

SEC. 699B. Of the amount appropriated or 
otherwise made available by title III for 
other bilateral economic assistance under 
the heading ‘‘ECONOMIC SUPPORT FUND’’, 
$75,000,000 shall be made available for pro-
grams of the Bureau of Near Eastern Affairs 
of the Department of State to support de-
mocracy, the rule of law, and governance in 
Iran. 

SA 2692. Mr. REID (for himself, Mr. 
HAGEL, and Mr. DOMENICI) submitted 

an amendment intended to be proposed 
by Mr. REID to the bill H.R. 2764, mak-
ing appropriations for the Department 
of State, foreign operations, and re-
lated programs for the fiscal year end-
ing September 30, 2008, and for other 
purposes; as follows: 

On page 410, between lines 15 and 16, insert 
the following: 
COMPREHENSIVE NUCLEAR THREAT REDUCTION 

AND SECURITY PLAN 
SEC. 699B. (a) Not later than 180 days after 

the date of the enactment of this Act, the 
President shall submit to Congress a com-
prehensive nuclear threat reduction and se-
curity plan, in classified and unclassified 
forms— 

(1) for ensuring that all nuclear weapons 
and weapons-usable material at vulnerable 
sites are secure by 2012 against the threats 
that terrorists have shown they can pose; 
and 

(2) for working with other countries to en-
sure adequate accounting and security for 
such materials on an ongoing basis there-
after. 

(b) For each element of the accounting and 
security effort described under subsection 
(a)(2), the plan shall— 

(1) clearly designate agency and depart-
mental responsibility and accountability; 

(2) specify program goals, with metrics for 
measuring progress, estimated schedules, 
and specified milestones to be achieved; 

(3) provide estimates of the program budg-
et requirements and resources to meet the 
goals for each year; 

(4) provide the strategy for diplomacy and 
related tools and authority to accomplish 
the program element; 

(5) provide a strategy for expanding the fi-
nancial support and other assistance pro-
vided by other countries, particularly Rus-
sia, the European Union and its member 
states, China, and Japan, for the purposes of 
securing nuclear weapons and weapons-usa-
ble material worldwide; 

(6) outline the progress in and impediments 
to securing agreement from all countries 
that possess nuclear weapons or weapons-us-
able material on a set of global nuclear secu-
rity standards, consistent with their obliga-
tion to comply with United Nations Security 
Council Resolution 1540; 

(7) describe the steps required to overcome 
impediments that have been identified; and 

(8) describe global efforts to promulgate 
best practices for securing nuclear mate-
rials. 

SA 2693. Mr. DOMENICI submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 2764, making ap-
propriations for the Department of 
State, foreign operations, and related 
programs for the fiscal year ending 
September 30, 2008, and for other pur-
poses; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 
SEC. ll. COOPERATION WITH THE GOVERN-

MENT OF MEXICO. 
(a) COOPERATION REGARDING BORDER SECU-

RITY.—The Secretary of State, in coopera-
tion with the Secretary of Homeland Secu-
rity and representatives of Federal, State, 
and local law enforcement agencies that are 
involved in border security and immigration 
enforcement efforts, shall work with the ap-
propriate officials from the Government of 
Mexico to improve coordination between the 
United States and Mexico regarding— 
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(1) improved border security along the 

international border between the United 
States and Mexico; 

(2) the reduction of human trafficking and 
smuggling between the United States and 
Mexico; 

(3) the reduction of drug trafficking and 
smuggling between the United States and 
Mexico; 

(4) the reduction of gang membership in 
the United States and Mexico; 

(5) the reduction of violence against 
women in the United States and Mexico; and 

(6) the reduction of other violence and 
criminal activity. 

(b) COOPERATION REGARDING EDUCATION ON 
IMMIGRATION LAWS.—The Secretary of State, 
in cooperation with other appropriate Fed-
eral officials, shall work with the appro-
priate officials from the Government of Mex-
ico to carry out activities to educate citizens 
and nationals of Mexico regarding eligibility 
for status as a nonimmigrant under Federal 
law to ensure that the citizens and nationals 
are not exploited while working in the 
United States. 

(c) COOPERATION REGARDING CIRCULAR MI-
GRATION.—The Secretary of State, in co-
operation with the Secretary of Labor and 
other appropriate Federal officials, shall 
work with the appropriate officials from the 
Government of Mexico to improve coordina-
tion between the United States and Mexico 
to encourage circular migration, including 
assisting in the development of economic op-
portunities and providing job training for 
citizens and nationals in Mexico. 

(d) ANNUAL REPORT.—Not later than 180 
days after the date of the enactment of this 
Act, and annually thereafter, the Secretary 
of State shall submit a report to Congress 
describing the actions taken by the United 
States and Mexico pursuant to this section. 

SA 2694. Mr. MARTINEZ (for himself, 
Mr. MENENDEZ, Mr. ENSIGN, Mr. NELSON 
of Florida, and Mr. LAUTENBERG) pro-
posed an amendment to the bill H.R. 
2764, making appropriations for the De-
partment of State, foreign operations, 
and related programs for the fiscal 
year ending September 30, 2008, and for 
other purposes; as follows: 

On page 410, between lines 15 and 16, insert 
the following: 

CUBA DEMOCRACY ASSISTANCE PROGRAM 
SEC. 699B. (a) The amount appropriated or 

otherwise made available by title III under 
the subheading ‘‘ECONOMIC SUPPORT FUND’’ 
under the heading ‘‘OTHER BILATERAL ECO-
NOMIC ASSISTANCE’’ is hereby increased by 
$30,700,000 and such amount shall be avail-
able for the Cuba democracy assistance pro-
gram to assist the pro-democracy movement 
in Cuba and shall be in addition to any other 
amounts appropriated or made available for 
such purposes. 

(b) The amount appropriated or otherwise 
made available by title I for the Department 
of State and Related Agency under the sub-
heading ‘‘DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR PRO-
GRAMS’’ under the heading ‘‘ADMINISTRATION 
OF FOREIGN AFFAIRS’’ for expenses of general 
administration is hereby decreased by 
$30,700,000. 

SA 2695. Mr. MARTINEZ (for himself, 
Mr. NELSON of Florida, and Mr. MENEN-
DEZ) proposed an amendment to the 
bill H.R. 2764, making appropriations 
for the Department of State, foreign 
operations, and related programs for 

the fiscal year ending September 30, 
2008, and for other purposes; as follows: 

On page 410, between lines 15 and 16, insert 
the following: 
INTERNATIONAL BROADCASTING OPERATIONS TO 

CUBA 
SEC. 699B. (a) The amount appropriated or 

otherwise made available by title I under the 
subheading ‘‘INTERNATIONAL BROADCASTING 
OPERATIONS’’ under the heading ‘‘BROAD-
CASTING BOARD OF GOVERNORS’’ is hereby in-
creased by $5,019,000 and such amount shall 
be available for the international broad-
casting operations to Cuba and is in addition 
to any other amounts available for broad-
casting operations to Cuba under title I. 

(b) The amount appropriated or otherwise 
made available by title I for the Department 
of State and Related Agency under the sub-
heading ‘‘DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR PRO-
GRAMS’’ under the heading ‘‘ADMINISTRATION 
OF FOREIGN AFFAIRS’’ for expenses of general 
administration is hereby decreased by 
$5,019,000. 

SA 2696. Mr. MARTINEZ proposed an 
amendment to the bill H.R. 2764, mak-
ing appropriations for the Department 
of State, foreign operations, and re-
lated programs for the fiscal year end-
ing September 30, 2008, and for other 
purposes; as follows: 

Beginning on page 266, line 13, strike 
‘‘manual eradication’’ and all that follows 
through ‘‘municipalities where security per-
mits’’ on page 267, line 12, and insert the fol-
lowing: ‘‘manual eradication in such areas is 
not practical or poses an unacceptable risk 
to government security forces, as determined 
based on consultations with appropriate au-
thorities of the Government of Colombia: 
Provided, That not more than 20 percent of 
such funds may be made available unless the 
Secretary of State certifies to the Commit-
tees on Appropriations that: (1) the herbicide 
is being used in accordance with EPA label 
requirements for comparable use in the 
United States and with Colombian laws; and 
(2) the herbicide, in the manner it is being 
used, does not pose unreasonable risks or ad-
verse effects to humans or the environment 
including endemic species: Provided further, 
That such funds may not be made available 
unless the Secretary of State certifies to the 
Committees on Appropriations that com-
plaints of harm to health or licit crops 
caused by such aerial eradication are thor-
oughly evaluated and fair compensation is 
being paid in a timely manner for meri-
torious claims, and the Secretary submits a 
report to the Committees on Appropriations 
detailing all claims, evaluations, and com-
pensation paid during the twelve month pe-
riod prior to the date of enactment of this 
Act: Provided further, That such funds may 
not be made available for such purposes un-
less programs are being implemented by the 
United States Agency for International De-
velopment, the Government of Colombia, or 
other organizations, in consultation and co-
ordination with local communities, to pro-
vide alternative sources of income in areas 
where conditions exist for successful alter-
native development and security permits’’. 

SA 2697. Mr. MARTINEZ proposed an 
amendment to the bill H.R. 2764, mak-
ing appropriations for the Department 
of State, foreign operations, and re-
lated programs for the fiscal year end-
ing September 30, 2008, and for other 
purposes; as follows: 

On page 410, between lines 15 and 16, insert 
the following: 

AERIAL ERADICATION OF COCA IN COLOMBIA 
SEC. 699B. (a) The amount appropriated or 

otherwise made available by title III under 
the heading ‘‘ANDEAN PROGRAMS’’ for the De-
partment of State and available for aerial 
eradication of coca in Colombia is hereby in-
creased by $30,000,000. 

(b) The amount appropriated or otherwise 
made available by title I for the Department 
of State under the heading ‘‘DIPLOMATIC AND 
CONSULAR PROGRAMS’’ and available for ex-
penses of general administration is hereby 
reduced by $30,000,000. 

SA 2698. Mr. DORGAN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 2764, making ap-
propriations for the Department of 
State, foreign operations, and related 
programs for the fiscal year ending 
September 30, 2008, and for other pur-
poses; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 

SEC. lll. None of the funds made avail-
able in this Act may be used to provide reim-
bursement to employees for amounts paid as 
taxes on income (including self-employment 
income) to the United States. 

SA 2699. Mr. LUGAR submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 2764, making ap-
propriations for the Department of 
State, foreign operations, and related 
programs for the fiscal year ending 
September 30, 2008, and for other pur-
poses; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

On page 410, between lines 15 and 16, insert 
the following: 
SEC. 699B. ADVANCE MARKET COMMITMENTS. 

(a) PURPOSE.—The purpose of this section 
is to improve global health by creating a 
competitive market for future vaccines 
through advance market commitments. 

(b) AUTHORITY TO NEGOTIATE.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of the 

Treasury should enter into negotiations with 
the appropriate officials of the International 
Bank for Reconstruction and Development, 
the International Development Association, 
and the Global Alliance for Vaccines and Im-
munization, the member nations of such en-
tities, and other interested parties for the 
purpose of establishing advance market com-
mitments to purchase vaccines and 
microbicides to combat neglected diseases. 

(2) REPORT.—Not later than 180 days after 
the date of the enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary shall submit a report on the status 
of the negotiations to create advance market 
commitments under this section to— 

(A) the Committee on Appropriations of 
the Senate; 

(B) the Committee on Foreign Relations of 
the Senate; 

(C) the Committee on Appropriations of 
the House of Representatives; 

(D) the Committee on Foreign Affairs of 
the House of Representatives; and 

(E) the Committee on Financial Services of 
the House of Representatives. 

(c) REQUIREMENTS.—The Secretary of the 
Treasury should work with the entities re-
ferred to in subsection (b) to ensure that— 

(1) there is an international framework for 
the establishment and implementation of ad-
vance market commitments; and 
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(2) such commitments include— 
(A) legally binding contracts for product 

purchase that include a fair market price for 
a guaranteed number of treatments to en-
sure that the market incentive is sufficient; 

(B) clearly defined and transparent rules of 
competition for qualified developers and sup-
pliers of the product; 

(C) clearly defined requirements for eligi-
ble vaccines to ensure that they are safe and 
effective; 

(D) dispute settlement mechanisms; and 
(E) sufficient flexibility to enable the con-

tracts to be adjusted in accord with new in-
formation related to projected market size 
and other factors while still maintaining the 
purchase commitment at a fair price. 

(d) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—There are authorized to be 

appropriated such sums as may be necessary 
for each of fiscal years 2009 through 2014 to 
fund an advance market commitment pilot 
program for pneumococcal vaccines. 

(2) AVAILABILITY.—Amounts appropriated 
pursuant to this subsection shall remain 
available until expended without fiscal year 
limitation. 

SA 2700. Mr. ENSIGN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 2764, making ap-
propriations for the Department of 
State, foreign operations, and related 
programs for the fiscal year ending 
September 30, 2008, and for other pur-
poses; as follows: 

On page 231, strike lines 1 through 7. 

SA 2701. Mr. BROWN (for himself, 
Mr. BROWNBACK, Mr. DURBIN, and Mrs. 
BOXER) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 2764, making appropriations 
for the Department of State, foreign 
operations, and related programs for 
the fiscal year ending September 30, 
2008, and for other purposes; as follows: 

On page 210, line 24, strike ‘‘$3,885,375,000’’ 
and insert ‘‘$3,820,375,000’’. 

On page 211, line 10, strike ‘‘$364,905,000’’ 
and insert ‘‘$299,905,000’’. 

On page 238, line 18, strike ‘‘$6,531,425,000’’ 
and insert ‘‘$6,621,425,000’’. 

On page 239, line 17, strike ‘‘$634,675,000 for 
other infectious diseases;’’ and insert 
‘‘$724,675,000 for other infectious diseases, in-
cluding $200,000,000 for tuberculosis control, 
of which $15,000,000 shall be used for the 
Global TB Drug Facility;’’. 

On page 282, line 13, strike ‘‘$90,000,000’’ and 
insert ‘‘$65,000,000’’. 

SA 2702. Mr. KYL (for himself, Mr. 
LIEBERMAN, Ms. COLLINS, and Mr. EN-
SIGN) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 2764, making appropriations 
for the Department of State, foreign 
operations, and related programs for 
the fiscal year ending September 30, 
2008, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

On page 410, between lines 15 and 16, insert 
the following: 
RULE OF LAW AND BORDER SECURITY IN EGYPT 
SEC. 699B. (a) The Senate makes the fol-

lowing findings: 
(1) Fighting in Gaza during the summer of 

2007 demonstrated that the terrorist organi-
zation Hamas, which unlawfully seized con-

trol over Gaza in June 2007, has been able to 
achieve a dramatic increase in the quantity 
and sophistication of arms at its disposal. 

(2) Without these arms, the terrorist orga-
nization would not have been able to seize 
control over the Gaza territory. 

(3) There is substantial evidence that a sig-
nificant proportion of these arms were smug-
gled across the border between Gaza and 
Egypt. 

(4) The Egyptian military is a highly capa-
ble, well-trained force, made possible in sub-
stantial part by a close relationship with the 
United States. 

(5) Concurrent with the escalation of dan-
gerous arms smuggling across the border be-
tween Egypt and Gaza has been a retrogres-
sion in the rule of law in Egypt. 

(6) This loss of hard-earned ground has 
been characterized by reports of harsh reac-
tion by the Government of Egypt to dissent, 
including the jailing of political opponents. 

(7) The United States has provided aid to 
Egypt in excess of $28,000,000,000 over the 
past three decades. 

(b) The Senate— 
(1) reaffirms its long-standing friendship 

with the people of Egypt; 
(2) believes that our friendship with Egypt 

requires the Senate to address such vital pol-
icy concerns; 

(3) urges the Government of Egypt to make 
concrete and measurable progress on restor-
ing the rule of law, including improving the 
independence of the judiciary and improving 
criminal procedures and due process rights 
and halting the cross-border flow of arms to 
Gaza; 

(4) believes it is the best interest of Egypt, 
the region, and the United States that Egypt 
takes prompt action to demonstrate progress 
on these matters; and 

(5) urges the Department of State to work 
vigorously and expeditiously with the Gov-
ernment of Egypt and the Government of 
Israel to bring the border between Egypt and 
Gaza border under effective control. 

SA 2703. Mr. ALEXANDER (for him-
self and Mrs. HUTCHISON) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill 2764, making appropria-
tions for the Department of State, for-
eign operations, and related programs 
for the fiscal year ending September 30, 
2008, and for other purposes; as follows: 

On page 410, between lines 15 and 16, insert 
the following: 
OVERSEAS PRIVATE INVESTMENT CORPORATION 
SEC. 699B. (a) The amount appropriated or 

otherwise made available by title II for the 
Overseas Private Investment Corporation 
under the heading ‘‘PROGRAM ACCOUNT’’ is 
hereby increased by $8,000,000. 

(b) The amount appropriated or otherwise 
made available by title V for ‘‘CONTRIBUTION 
TO THE INTERNATIONAL DEVELOPMENT ASSOCIA-
TION’’ is hereby reduced by $8,000,000. 

SA 2704. Mr. COBURN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 2764, making ap-
propriations for the Department of 
State, foreign operations, and related 
programs for the fiscal year ending 
September 30, 2008, and for other pur-
poses; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 

SEC. ll. None of the funds appropriated 
or otherwise made available by this Act for 
multilateral economic assistance under the 

heading ‘‘CONTRIBUTION TO THE INTER-
NATIONAL DEVELOPMENT ASSOCIATION’’ may be 
made available for the World Bank for ma-
laria control or prevention programs. 

SA 2705. Mr. COBURN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 2764, making ap-
propriations for the Department of 
State, foreign operations, and related 
programs for the fiscal year ending 
September 30, 2008, and for other pur-
poses; as follows: 

On page 410, between lines 15 and 16, insert 
the following: 

SAVING CHILDREN’S LIVES 
SEC. 699B. (a) The amount appropriated or 

otherwise made available by title III for bi-
lateral economic assistance under the head-
ing ‘‘GLOBAL HEALTH PROGRAMS’’ and avail-
able for child survival and maternal health is 
hereby increased by $76,763,000. 

(b) The amount appropriated or otherwise 
made available by title III for bilateral eco-
nomic assistance under the heading ‘‘GLOBAL 
HEALTH PROGRAMS’’ for other infectious dis-
eases and available for the President’s Ma-
laria Initiative is hereby increased by 
$30,000,000. 

(c) The amount appropriated or otherwise 
made available by title V under the heading 
‘‘GLOBAL ENVIRONMENT FACILITY’’ is hereby 
reduced by $106,763,000. 

SA 2706. Mr. COBURN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 2764, making ap-
propriations for the Department of 
State, foreign operations, and related 
programs for the fiscal year ending 
September 30, 2008, and for other pur-
poses; as follows: 

On page 311, strike lines 20 through 22 and 
insert the following: 

(6) has adopted and is implementing a pol-
icy to publish on a publicly available web 
site all program reviews, program evalua-
tions, internally and externally commis-
sioned audits, and inspector general reports 
and findings, not later than 7 days after they 
are received by the Global Fund Secretariat, 
except that such information as determined 
necessary by the Inspector General to pro-
tect the identity of whistleblowers or other 
informants to investigations and reports of 
the Inspector General, or proprietary infor-
mation, may be redacted from such docu-
ments; and 

SA 2707. Mr. BROWNBACK (for him-
self, Mr. MARTINEZ, Mr. VITTER, and 
Mr. COLEMAN) proposed an amendment 
to the bill H.R. 2764, making appropria-
tions for the Department of State, for-
eign operations, and related programs 
for the fiscal year ending September 30, 
2008, and for other purposes; as follows: 

On page 240, beginning on line 4, strike 
‘‘Provided’’ and all that follows through 
‘‘sterilization:’’ on line 9 and insert ‘‘Pro-
vided further, That none of the funds made 
available in this Act nor any unobligated 
balances from prior appropriations may be 
made available to any organization or pro-
gram which, as determined by the President, 
supports, or participates in the management 
of, a program of coercive abortion or invol-
untary sterilization:’’. 

SA 2708. Mr. BROWNBACK (for him-
self, Mr. CORKER, Mr. MARTINEZ, Mr. 
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VITTER, and Mr. COLEMAN) proposed an 
amendment to the bill H.R. 2764, mak-
ing appropriations for the Department 
of State, foreign operations, and re-
lated programs for the fiscal year end-
ing September 30, 2008, and for other 
purposes; as follows: 

On page 308, beginning on line 18, strike 
‘‘health:’’ and all that follows through page 
309, line 4, and insert ‘‘health.’’. 

SA 2709. Mrs. MCCASKILL submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
by her to the bill H.R. 2764, making ap-
propriations for the Department of 
State, foreign operations, and related 
programs for the fiscal year ending 
September 30, 2008, and for other pur-
poses; as follows: 

At the appropriate place in title I, insert 
the following: 

SEC. ll. (a) LINK TO OFFICE OF INSPECTOR 
GENERAL FROM HOMEPAGE OF DEPARTMENT OF 
STATE.—Not later than 30 days after the date 
of the enactment of this Act, the Secretary 
of State shall establish and maintain on the 
homepage of the Internet website of the De-
partment of State a direct link to the Inter-
net website of the Office of Inspector General 
of the Department of State. 

(b) ANONYMOUS REPORTING OF WASTE, 
FRAUD, OR ABUSE.—Not later than 30 days 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Inspector General of the Department of 
State shall establish and maintain on the 
homepage of the Internet website of the Of-
fice of Inspector General a mechanism by 
which individuals can anonymously report 
cases of waste, fraud, or abuse with respect 
to the Department of State. 

SA 2710. Mr. COLEMAN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 2764, making ap-
propriations for the Department of 
State, foreign operations, and related 
programs for the fiscal year ending 
September 30, 2008, and for other pur-
poses; as follows: 

On page 367, beginning on line 15, strike 
‘‘UNDP is—’’ and all that follows through 
line 22 and insert the following: ‘‘UNDP— 

(1) is giving adequate and appropriate ac-
cess to information to the United States 
Mission to the United Nations regarding 
UNDP’s programs and activities, as re-
quested, including in North Korea and 
Burma; 

(2) is conducting appropriate oversight of 
UNDP programs and activities globally; 

(3) has increased transparency by making 
UNDP financial documents available to 
United Nations member states; 

(4) has implemented the whistleblower pro-
tection policy established by the United Na-
tions Secretariat in December 2005; and 

(5) has undertaken an investigation of all 
UNDP programs globally by an external 
independent investigator. 

SA 2711. Mr. COLEMAN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 2764, making ap-
propriations for the Department of 
State, foreign operations, and related 
programs for the fiscal year ending 
September 30, 2008, and for other pur-
poses; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

On page 410, between line 15 and 16, insert 
the following: 

WITHHOLDING OF UNITED STATES CONTRIBU-
TIONS TO THE UNITED NATIONS DEVELOPMENT 
PROGRAM 
SEC. 699B. For each fiscal year, the Sec-

retary of State shall withhold from the 
United States contribution to the United Na-
tions Development Program (UNDP) an 
amount equal to the sum of all amounts au-
thorized for such fiscal year by the leader-
ship of the United Nations for ‘‘national exe-
cution’’ by any country, or transference of 
cash or in-kind contributions to a govern-
ment of any country, that— 

(1) is subject to sanctions imposed by the 
United Nations Security Council; 

(2) is not in compliance with its non-
proliferation obligations or has illicit pro-
curement networks pertaining to nuclear, 
chemical, or biological weapons programs 
and technologies; 

(3) is subject to sanctions imposed by the 
United States Government; 

(4) is designated by the Secretary of State 
as a state sponsor of terrorism; 

(5) is known by the Department of the 
Treasury to support or engage in the coun-
terfeiting of United States currency; or 

(6) is barred by United States law, includ-
ing any executive order, from receiving 
United States foreign assistance. 

SA 2712. Mr. COLEMAN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 2764, making ap-
propriations for the Department of 
State, foreign operations, and related 
programs for the fiscal year ending 
September 30, 2008, and for other pur-
poses; as follows: 

On page 410, between line 15 and 16, insert 
the following: 
WITHHOLDING OF UNITED STATES CONTRIBU-

TIONS TO THE UNITED NATIONS HUMAN RIGHTS 
COUNCIL 
SEC. 699B. (a) The Senate makes the fol-

lowing findings: 
(1) The severe loss of credibility of the 

United Nations Human Rights Commission, 
whose members have included Libya, Sudan, 
and Cuba, led United Nations Secretary-Gen-
eral Kofi Annan to remark in 2005 that the 
Human Rights Commission was ‘‘casting a 
shadow on the reputation of the United Na-
tions system as a whole’’ and to call for the 
creation of a new United Nations human 
rights institution. 

(2) Calls for the reform of United Nations 
human rights institutions led to a proposal 
for a new Human Rights Council to replace 
the Human Rights Commission, which was 
adopted by the United Nations General As-
sembly on March 15, 2006, in General Assem-
bly Resolution 60/251 (2006). 

(3) The United States voted against Gen-
eral Assembly Resolution 60/251 (2006) be-
cause the proposed structure of the Human 
Rights Council did not contain provisions de-
signed to address the fundamental flaws of 
its predecessor body, such as a requirement 
that members of the Council be democracies 
that respect human rights. 

(4) The United States chose not to run in 
the elections for membership in the Human 
Rights Council in 2006 and 2007 for fear that 
the Council would reflect the same patterns 
as the Human Rights Commission. 

(5) The stated purpose of the Human 
Rights Council is to objectively and non-se-
lectively promote and protect human rights 
in the entire world, and therefore in all 192 
Member States of the United Nations. 

(6) The Human Rights Council is composed 
of 47 members, 24 of which are considered 

‘‘free democracies’’ by Freedom House in its 
2007 ‘‘Freedom in the World’’ report. 

(7) The current members of the Human 
Rights Council include countries such as 
Cuba, Angola, Azerbaijan, and Saudi Arabia. 

(8) During the first year of operation of the 
Human Rights Council, which included 5 reg-
ular sessions and 4 special sessions, the only 
country in the world that was directly con-
demned as a violator of human rights was 
Israel. 

(9) In its first year of operation, the 
Human Rights Council passed only 12 state- 
specific resolutions: 9 resolutions that con-
demned the Government of Israel, and 3 reso-
lutions on Sudan that did not condemn the 
Government of Sudan. 

(10) Freedom House lists 19 countries in its 
2007 ‘‘Freedom in the World’’ report as the 
‘‘Worst of the Worst’’ regimes that violate 
human rights, yet none of these countries 
has been the subject of a resolution by the 
Human Rights Council except for Sudan. 

(11) During its first year, the Human 
Rights Council held 4 special sessions to ad-
dress the most egregious and urgent human 
rights issues, with 3 sessions dedicated to 
Israel and 1 session dedicated to Sudan. 

(12) The Human Rights Council special ses-
sion on Sudan held in December 2006 resulted 
in the appointment of an assessment mission 
to Darfur led by Nobel Peace Prize Laureate 
Jody Williams, and this assessment mission 
submitted a report (referred to in this sec-
tion as the ‘‘Williams Report’’) to the 
Human Rights Council in March 2007 that 
concluded that the Government of Sudan 
was responsible for ‘‘large-scale inter-
national crimes in Darfur’’. 

(13) The Human Rights Council has not 
condemned the Government of Sudan in 
spite of the Williams Report and the numer-
ous reports documenting the human rights 
violations of the Government of Sudan com-
piled by the United Nations High Commis-
sioner for Human Rights. 

(14) On June 19, 2007, the Human Rights 
Council adopted governing rules that further 
discredit the Council’s operations, includ-
ing— 

(A) the establishment of only 1 country- 
specific permanent agenda item for the 
‘‘Program of Work’’ on ‘‘human rights viola-
tions and implications of the Israeli occupa-
tion of Palestine and other occupied Arab 
territories’’; 

(B) the elimination of the mandates of the 
special investigators for human rights for 
Cuba and Belarus, despite extensive report-
ing by these investigators indicating that 
there are widespread, systematic violations 
of human rights taking place in both coun-
tries; and 

(C) the adoption of measures that limit the 
independence of operations of the Office of 
the United Nations High Commissioner for 
Human Rights and hinder the ability of inde-
pendent human rights investigators to re-
port findings on human rights abuses. 

(b)(1) No funds appropriated or otherwise 
made available by any Act for fiscal years 
2008 or 2009 for contributions to inter-
national organizations may be made avail-
able to support the United Nations Human 
Rights Council. 

(2) The prohibition under paragraph (1) 
shall not apply for a fiscal year if, during 
that fiscal year— 

(A) the President determines and certifies 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations and 
the Committee on Appropriations of the Sen-
ate and the Committee on Foreign Affairs 
and the Committee on Appropriations of the 
House of Representatives that the provision 
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of funds to support the United Nations 
Human Rights Council is in the national in-
terest of the United States; or 

(B) the United States is a member of the 
Human Rights Council. 

SA 2713. Mr. CORNYN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 2764, making ap-
propriations for the Department of 
State, foreign operations, and related 
programs for the fiscal year ending 
September 30, 2008, and for other pur-
poses; as follows: 

At the appropriate place in title III, insert 
the following: 
SUPPORT OF FOREIGN LAW ENFORCEMENT EF-

FORTS TO LOCATE UNITED STATES CITIZENS 
KIDNAPPED IN AREAS AFFECTED BY VIOLENT 
DRUG TRAFFICKING 
SEC. ll. Funds appropriated or otherwise 

made available by this title under the head-
ing ‘‘INTERNATIONAL NARCOTICS CONTROL AND 
LAW ENFORCEMENT’’ shall be available for the 
support of efforts of foreign law enforcement 
authorities to locate United States citizens 
who have been kidnapped in, or are other-
wise missing from, areas affected by violent 
drug trafficking. 

SA 2714. Mr. KYL submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 2764, making ap-
propriations for the Department of 
State, foreign operations, and related 
programs for the fiscal year ending 
September 30, 2008, and for other pur-
poses; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

Section 694 of the bill is amended to read 
as follows: 

SEC. 694. (a) AMENDMENT TO AUTHORITY TO 
DETERMINE THE BAR TO ADMISSION INAPPLI-
CABLE.—Section 212(d)(3)(B)(i) of the Immi-
gration and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 
1182(d)(3)(B)(i)) is amended to read as follows: 
‘‘The Secretary of State, after consultation 
with the Attorney General and the Secretary 
of Homeland Security, or the Secretary of 
Homeland Security, after consultation with 
the Secretary of State and the Attorney 
General, may determine in such Secretary’s 
sole unreviewable discretion that subsection 
(a)(3)(B) shall not apply with respect to an 
alien within the scope of that subsection or 
that subsection (a)(3)(B)(vi)(III) shall not 
apply to a group within the scope of that 
subsection, except that no such waiver may 
be extended to an alien who is within the 
scope of subsection (a)(3)(B)(i)(II), no such 
waiver may be extended to an alien who is a 
member or representative of, has engaged in 
or endorsed or espoused or persuaded others 
to endorse or espouse or support terrorist ac-
tivity on behalf of, or has received military- 
type training from a terrorist organization 
that is described in subclause (I) or (II) of 
subsection (a)(3)(B)(vi), and no such waiver 
may be extended to a group that has engaged 
terrorist activity against the United States 
or another democratic country or that has 
purposefully engaged in a pattern or practice 
of terrorist activity that is directed at civil-
ians. Such a determination shall neither 
prejudice the ability of the United States 
Government to commence criminal or civil 
proceedings involving a beneficiary of such a 
determination or any other person, nor cre-
ate any substantive or procedural right or 
benefit for a beneficiary of such a determina-
tion or any other person. Notwithstanding 

any other provision of law (statutory or non-
statutory), including section 2241 of Title 28, 
or any other habeas corpus provision, and 
sections 1361 and 1651 of such title, no court 
shall have jurisdiction to review such a de-
termination or revocation except in a pro-
ceeding for review of a final order of removal 
pursuant to section 1252 of this title, and re-
view shall be limited to the extent provided 
in section 1252(a)(2)(D). The Secretary of 
State may not exercise the discretion pro-
vided in this clause with respect to an alien 
at any time during which the alien is the 
subject of pending removal proceedings 
under section 1229a of this title.’’. 

(b) AUTOMATIC RELIEF FOR THE HMONG AND 
OTHER GROUPS THAT DO NOT POSE A THREAT 
TO THE UNITED STATES.—For purposes of sec-
tion 212(a)(3)(B) of the Immigration and Na-
tionality Act (8 U.S.C. 1182(a)(3)(B)), the 
Karen National Union/Karen Liberation 
Army (KNU/KNLA), the Chin National Front/ 
Chin National Army (CNF/CNA), the Chin 
National League for Democracy (CNLD), the 
Kayan New Land Party (KNLP), the Arakan 
Liberation Party (ALP), the Mustangs, the 
Alzados, the Karenni National Progressive 
Party, and appropriate groups affiliated with 
the Hmong and the Montagnards shall not be 
considered to be a terrorist organization on 
the basis of any act or event occurring before 
the date of enactment of this section. Noth-
ing in this subsection may be construed to 
alter or limit the authority of the Secretary 
of State or the Secretary of Homeland Secu-
rity to exercise his discretionary authority 
pursuant to 212(d)(3)(B)(i) of the Immigration 
and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 
1182(d)(3)(B)(i)).’’. 

(c) TECHNICAL CORRECTION.—(l) IN GEN-
ERAL.—Section 212(a)(3)(B)(ii) of the Immi-
gration and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 
1182(a)(3)(B)(ii)) is amended by striking 
‘‘Subclause (VII)’’ and replacing it with 
‘‘Subclause (IX)’’. 

(d) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall take effect on the 
date of enactment of this section, and these 
amendments and sections 212(a)(3)(B) and 
212(d)(3)(B) of the Immigration and Nation-
ality Act (8 U.S.C. 1182(a)(3)(B) and 
1182(d)(3)(B)), as amended by these sections, 
shall apply to— 

(A) removal proceedings instituted before, 
on, or after the date of enactment of this 
section; and 

(B) acts and conditions constituting a 
ground for inadmissibility, excludability, de-
portation, or removal occurring or existing 
before, on, or after such date. 

SA 2715. Mr. KYL submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 2764, making ap-
propriations for the Department of 
State, foreign operations, and related 
programs for the fiscal year ending 
September 30, 2008, and for other pur-
poses; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

Section 694 of the bill is amended to read 
as follows: 

SEC. 694. (a) AMENDMENT TO AUTHORITY TO 
DETERMINE THE BAR TO ADMISSION INAPPLI-
CABLE.—Section 212(d)(3)(B)(i) of the Immi-
gration and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 
1182(d)(3)(B)(i)) is amended to read as follows: 
‘‘The Secretary of State, after consultation 
with the Attorney General and the Secretary 
of Homeland Security, or the Secretary of 
Homeland Security, after consultation with 
the Secretary of State and the Attorney 
General, may determine in such Secretary’s 

sole unreviewable discretion that subsection 
(a)(3)(B) shall not apply with respect to an 
alien within the scope of that subsection or 
that subsection (a)(3)(B)(vi)(III) shall not 
apply to a group within the scope of that 
subsection, [except that no such waiver may 
be extended to an alien who is within the 
scope of subsection (a)(3)(B)(i)(II), no such 
waiver may be extended to an alien who is a 
member or representative of, has engaged in 
or endorsed or espoused or persuaded others 
to endorse or espouse or support terrorist ac-
tivity on behalf of, or has received military- 
type training from a terrorist organization 
that is described in subclause (I) or (II) of 
subsection (a)(3)(B)(vi), and no such waiver 
may be extended to a group that has engaged 
terrorist activity against the United States 
or another democratic country or that has 
purposefully engaged in a pattern or practice 
of terrorist activity that is directed at civil-
ians.] Such a determination shall neither 
prejudice the ability of the United States 
Government to commence criminal or civil 
proceedings involving a beneficiary of such a 
determination or any other person, nor cre-
ate any substantive or procedural right or 
benefit for a beneficiary of such a determina-
tion or any other person. Notwithstanding 
any other provision of law (statutory or non-
statutory), including section 2241 of Title 28, 
or any other habeas corpus provision, and 
sections 1361 and 1651 of such title, no court 
shall have jurisdiction to review such a de-
termination or revocation except in a pro-
ceeding for review of a final order of removal 
pursuant to section 1252 of this title, and re-
view shall be limited to the extent provided 
in section 1252(a)(2)(D). The Secretary of 
State may not exercise the discretion pro-
vided in this clause with respect to an alien 
at any time during which the alien is the 
subject of pending removal proceedings 
under section 1229a of this title.’’. 

(b) AUTOMATIC RELIEF FOR THE HMONG AND 
OTHER GROUPS THAT DO NOT POSE A THREAT 
TO THE UNITED STATES.—For purposes of sec-
tion 212(a)(3)(B) of the Immigration and Na-
tionality Act (8 USC 1182(a)(3)(B)), the Karen 
National Union/Karen Liberation Army 
(KNU/KNLA), the Chin National Front/Chin 
National Army (CNF/CNA), the Chin Na-
tional League for Democracy (CNLD), the 
Kayan New Land Party (KNLP), the Arakan 
Liberation Party (ALP), the Mustangs, the 
Alzados, the Karenni National Progressive 
Party, and appropriate groups affiliated with 
the Hmong and the Montagnards shall not be 
considered to be a terrorist organization on 
the basis of any act or event occurring before 
the date of enactment of this section. Noth-
ing in this subsection may be construed to 
alter or limit the authority of the Secretary 
of State or the Secretary of Homeland Secu-
rity to exercise his discretionary authority 
pursuant to 212(d)(3)(B)(i) of the Immigration 
and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 
1182(d)(3)(B)(i)).’’. 

(c) TECHNICAL CORRECTION.—(1) IN GEN-
ERAL.—Section 212(a)(3)(B)(ii) of the Immi-
gration and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 
1182(a)(3)(B)(ii)), is amended by striking 
‘‘Subclause (VII)’’ and replacing it with 
‘‘Subclause (IX)’’. 

(d) DESIGNATION OF THE TALIBAN AS A TER-
RORIST ORGANIZATION.—For purposes of sec-
tion 212(a)(3)(B) of the Immigration and Na-
tionality Act (8 U.S.C. 1182(a)(3)(B)), the 
Taliban shall be considered to be a terrorist 
organization described in subclause (I) of 
clause (vi) of that section. 

(e) REPORT ON DURESS WAIVERS.—The Sec-
retary of Homeland Security shall provide to 
the Committees on the Judiciary of the 
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United States Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives a report, not less than 180 days 
after the enactment of this Act and every 
year thereafter, which may include a classi-
fied annex if appropriate, describing— 

(1) the number of individuals subject to re-
moval from the United States for having pro-
vided material support to a terrorist group 
who allege that such support was provided 
under duress; 

(2) a breakdown of the types of terrorist or-
ganizations to which the individuals de-
scribed in paragraph (1) have provided mate-
rial support; 

(3) a description of the factors that the De-
partment of Homeland Security considers 
when evaluating duress waivers; and 

(4) any other information that the Sec-
retary believes that the Congress should con-
sider while overseeing the Department’s ap-
plication of duress waivers. 

(f) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall take effect on the 
date of enactment of this section, and these 
amendments and sections 212(a)(3)(B) and 
212(d)(3)(B) of the Immigration and Nation-
ality Act (8 U.S.C. 1182(a)(3)(B) and 
1182(d)(3)(B)), as amended by these sections, 
shall apply to— 

(A) removal proceedings instituted before, 
on, or after the date of enactment of this 
section; and— 

(B) acts and conditions constituting a 
ground for inadmissibility, excludability, de-
portation, or removal occurring or existing 
before, on, or after such date. 

SA 2716. Mr. COBURN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 2764, making ap-
propriations for the Department of 
State, foreign operations, and related 
programs for the fiscal year ending 
September 30, 2008, and for other pur-
poses; as follows: 

On page 410, between lines 15 and 16, insert 
the following: 

SAVING CHILDREN’S LIVES 

SEC. 699B. (a) The amount appropriated or 
otherwise made available by title III for bi-
lateral economic assistance under the head-
ing ‘‘GLOBAL HEALTH PROGRAMS’’ and avail-
able for child survival and maternal health is 
hereby increased by $48,763,000. 

(b) The amount appropriated or otherwise 
made available by title III for bilateral eco-
nomic assistance under the heading ‘‘GLOBAL 
HEALTH PROGRAMS’’ for other infectious dis-
eases and available for the President’s Ma-
laria Initiative is hereby increased by 
$30,000,000. 

(c) The amount appropriated or otherwise 
made available by title V under the heading 
‘‘GLOBAL ENVIRONMENT FACILITY’’ is hereby 
reduced by $106,763,000. 

SA 2717. Mr. LEVIN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 2764, making ap-
propriations for the Department of 
State, foreign operations, and related 
programs for the fiscal year ending 
September 30, 2008, and for other pur-
poses; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 
SEC. ll. TREATMENT OF CERTAIN NATIONALS 

OF IRAQ. 
(a) RELIGIOUS MINORITY GROUP IN IRAQ DE-

FINED.—In this section, the term ‘‘religious 

minority group in Iraq’’ means a religious 
denomination or sect which, according to the 
International Religious Freedom Report 2006 
(released by the Bureau of Democracy, 
Human Rights, and Labor of the Department 
of State on September 15, 2006)— 

(1) is present in Iraq; and 
(2) is comprised of members who constitute 

not more than 5 percent of the population of 
Iraq. 

(b) CONSIDERATION OF CERTAIN NATIONALS 
FROM IRAQ AS PRIORITY 2 REFUGEES.—Sub-
ject to the numerical limitations established 
pursuant to section 207 of the Immigration 
and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 1157), the Sec-
retary of State, or a designee of the Sec-
retary, shall present to the Secretary of 
Homeland Security, and the Secretary of 
Homeland Security, or a designee of the Sec-
retary, shall adjudicate, any application for 
refugee status under such section 207 sub-
mitted by an applicant who— 

(1)(A) is a national of Iraq; or 
(B) if the applicant is not a national of any 

foreign state, last maintained a residence in 
Iraq; 

(2) demonstrates that he or she— 
(A) departed from Iraq before January 1, 

2007; and 
(B) has resided outside Iraq since that 

date; and 
(3) demonstrates that he or she— 
(A) provided services for the United States 

Government within Iraq for at least 12 
months after March 1, 2003, as an employee, 
volunteer, contractor, or employee of a con-
tractor of the United States; or 

(B)(i) is a member of a religious minority 
group in Iraq; and 

(ii) has a sibling, son, daughter, parent, 
grandparent, grandchild, or spouse who is a 
lawful permanent resident, asylee, refugee, 
or citizen under the Immigration and Na-
tionality Act (8 U.S.C. 1101 et seq.). 

SA 2718. Mr. BINGAMAN (for himself 
and Mr. DOMENICI) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 2764, making ap-
propriations for the Department of 
State, foreign operations, and related 
programs for the fiscal year ending 
September 30, 2008, and for other pur-
poses; as follows: 

On page 219, line 26, insert after ‘‘author-
ized’’ the following: ‘‘, of which, $100,000 may 
be made available to repair, relocate, or re-
place fencing along the international border 
between the United States and Mexico’’. 

SA 2719. Mrs. BOXER (for herself, Ms. 
SNOWE, Ms. COLLINS, Mrs. CLINTON, Ms. 
CANTWELL, Mr. MENENDEZ, Mr. DODD, 
Mr. LAUTENBERG, Mrs. FEINSTEIN, Mr. 
FEINGOLD, Mrs. MURRAY, Ms. MIKULSKI, 
and Mr. OBAMA) proposed an amend-
ment to the bill H.R. 2764, making ap-
propriations for the Department of 
State, foreign operations, and related 
programs for the fiscal year ending 
September 30, 2008, and for other pur-
poses; as follows: 

On page 410, between lines 15 and 16, insert 
the following: 
REMOVAL OF CERTAIN RESTRICTIVE ELIGIBILITY 

REQUIREMENTS APPLICABLE TO FOREIGN NON-
GOVERNMENTAL ORGANIZATIONS 
SEC. 699B. Notwithstanding any other pro-

vision of law, regulation, or policy, in deter-
mining eligibility for assistance authorized 
under part I of the Foreign Assistance Act of 

1961 (22 U.S.C. 2151 et seq.), foreign non-
governmental organizations shall not be in-
eligible for such assistance solely on the 
basis of health or medical services, including 
counseling and referral services, provided by 
such organizations with non-United States 
Government funds if such services do not 
violate the laws of the country in which they 
are being provided and would not violate 
United States Federal law if provided in the 
United States, and shall not be subject to re-
quirements relating to the use of non-United 
States Government funds for advocacy and 
lobbying activities other than those that 
apply to United States nongovernmental or-
ganizations receiving assistance under part I 
of such Act. 

SA 2720. Mrs. HUTCHISON submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
by her to the bill H.R. 2764, making ap-
propriations for the Department of 
State, foreign operations, and related 
programs for the fiscal year ending 
September 30, 2008, and for other pur-
poses; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place under Title III, 
Bilateral Economic Assistance, Global 
Health Programs, insert the following: 
‘‘Provided further, That none of the funds ap-
propriated under this heading shall be used 
by the Global AIDS Coordinator to exclude 
from competition for funding any organiza-
tion or institution headquartered in the 
United States that has significant experience 
in AIDS patient care and treatment.’’ 

SA 2721. Mr. DODD (for himself, Mrs. 
FEINSTEIN, Mr. CORKER, Mr. COLEMAN, 
Mr. LAUTENBERG, and Mr. FEINGOLD) 
submitted an amendment intended to 
be proposed by him to the bill H.R. 
2764, making appropriations for the De-
partment of State, foreign operations, 
and related programs for the fiscal 
year ending September 30, 2008, and for 
other purposes; as follows: 

On page 410, between lines 15 and 16, insert 
the following: 

ADDITIONAL PEACE CORPS FUNDING 
SEC. 699B. (a) The amount appropriated or 

otherwise made available by title III under 
the heading ‘‘PEACE CORPS’’ is hereby in-
creased by $10,000,000. 

(b) The amount appropriated or otherwise 
made available by title IV under the heading 
‘‘FOREIGN MILITARY FINANCING PROGRAM’’ is 
hereby reduced by $10,000,000. 

SA 2722. Mr. DODD submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 2764, making ap-
propriations for the Department of 
State, foreign operations, and related 
programs for the fiscal year ending 
September 30, 2008, and for other pur-
poses; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 
PROHIBITION ON USE OF FUNDS FOR CRUEL, IN-

HUMAN, AND DEGRADING TREATMENT AND 
PUNISHMENT AND FOR EXTRAORDINARY REN-
DITIONS 
SEC. ll. (a) PROHIBITION ON USE OF FUNDS 

FOR CRUEL, INHUMAN, AND DEGRADING TREAT-
MENT AND PUNISHMENT.—No funds appro-
priated or otherwise made available by this 
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Act may be used in contravention of the fol-
lowing laws enacted or regulations pre-
scribed to implement the United Nations 
Convention Against Torture and Other 
Cruel, Inhuman or Degrading Treatment or 
Punishment (done at New York on December 
10, 1984): 

(1) Section 2340A of title 18, United States 
Code. 

(2) Section 2242 of the Foreign Affairs Re-
form and Restructuring Act of 1998 (division 
G of Public Law 105–277; 112 Stat. 2681–822; 8 
U.S.C. 1231 note) and regulations prescribed 
thereto, including regulations under part 208 
of title 8, Code of Federal Regulations, and 
part 95 of title 22, Code of Federal Regula-
tions; 

(3) Sections 1002 and 1003 of the Detainee 
Treatment Act of 2005 (10 U.S.C. 801 note; 42 
U.S.C. 2000dd). 

(b) PROHIBITION ON USE OF FUNDS FOR EX-
TRAORDINARY RENDITIONS.—No funds appro-
priated or otherwise made available by this 
Act may be used for any transfer (commonly 
referred to as an ‘‘extraordinary rendition’’) 
of any person who is imprisoned, detained, or 
held, or otherwise in the custody or control 
of a department, agency, or official of the 
United States Government, or any con-
tractor of a department or agency of the 
United States Government, to a country 
where there are substantial grounds for be-
lieving that such person would subjected to 
torture. 

SA 2723. Mr. KYL submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 2764, making ap-
propriations for the Department of 
State, foreign operations, and related 
programs for the fiscal year ending 
September 30, 2008, and for other pur-
poses; as follows: 

On page 219, line 26, before the period in-
sert the following: Provided further, That of 
the funds appropriated under this heading, 
up to $400,000 should be made available for 
the repair or replacement of the Nogales 
Wash Flood Control Project and inter-
national outfall interceptor. 

SA 2724. Mr. GREGG submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 2764, making ap-
propriations for the Department of 
State, foreign operations, and related 
programs for the fiscal year ending 
September 30, 2008, and for other pur-
poses; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

Insert where appropriate: 
IRAQ 

SEC. ll. (a) None of the funds appro-
priated or otherwise made available by this 
Act may be made available for assistance for 
Iraq. 

(b) Not later than 30 days after enactment 
of this Act the Secretary of State shall sub-
mit a report to the Committees on Appro-
priations detailing the extent to which the 
Government of Iraq is committed to com-
bating corruption in Iraq and the specific ac-
tions and achievements of the Government 
of Iraq in combating corruption, to include a 
list of those senior Iraqi leaders who have 
been credibly alleged to be engaged in cor-
rupt practices and activities. 

(c) Notwithstanding any other provision of 
law, policy, or regulation, none of the funds 
made available in this Act or any other Act 
may be made available for assistance for 
Iraq unless the Secretary of State, in con-

sultation with the Secretary of Defense, cer-
tifies to the Committees on Appropriations 
that the Departments of State and Defense 
are providing the Committees on Appropria-
tions, including relevant staff, regular, full 
and unfettered access to programs in Iraq for 
the purposes of conducting oversight. 

(d) Subsections (a) and (b) shall not apply 
to the ninth and thirteenth provisos under 
the heading ‘‘Economic Support Fund’’ in 
this Act. 

SA 2725. Mr. GREGG submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 2764, making ap-
propriations for the Department of 
State, foreign operations, and related 
programs for the fiscal year ending 
September 30, 2008, and for other pur-
poses; as follows: 

On page 369, line 8 after the period, insert 
the following: 

(d) NATIONAL BUDGET TRANSPARENCY.—(l) 
None of the funds appropriated by this Act 
may be made available for assistance for the 
central government of any country that fails 
to make publicly available on an annual 
basis its national budget, to include income 
and expenditures. 

(2) The Secretary of State may waive sub-
section (d)(1) on a country-by-country basis 
if the Secretary reports to the Committees 
on Appropriations that to do so is important 
to the national interests of the United 
States. 

(3) The reporting requirement pursuant to 
section 585(b) of Public Law 108–7 regarding 
fiscal transparency and accountability in 
countries whose central governments receive 
United States foreign assistance shall apply 
to this Act. 

SA 2726. Mr. GREGG submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 2764, making ap-
propriations for the Department of 
State, foreign operations, and related 
programs for the fiscal year ending 
September 30, 2008, and for other pur-
poses; as follows: 

Insert where appropriate: 

UNITED STATES-EGYPT FRIENDSHIP ENDOWMENT 

SEC.ll. Of the funds appropriated by this 
Act and prior Acts making appropriations 
for foreign operations, export financing, and 
related programs under the heading ‘‘Eco-
nomic Support Fund’’ that are available for 
assistance for Egypt, up to $500,000,000 may 
be made available for an endowment to fur-
ther social, economic and political reforms 
in Egypt: Provided, That the Secretary of 
State shall consult with the Committees on 
Appropriations on the establishment of such 
an endowment and appropriate benchmarks 
for the uses of these funds. 

SA 2727. Mr. GREGG submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 2764, making ap-
propriations for the Department of 
State, foreign operations, and related 
programs for the fiscal year ending 
September 30, 2008, and for other pur-
poses; as follows: 

On page 368, beginning on line 16 strike 
‘‘and (4)’’ and insert in lieu thereof: 

‘‘(4) the World Bank has made publicly 
available the Department of Institutional In-
tegrity’s November 23, 2005 ‘Report of Inves-
tigation into Reproductive and Child Health 

I Project Credit N0180 India’ and any subse-
quent detailed implementation review, and 
is implementing the recommendations of the 
Department of Institutional Integrity re-
garding this project, including recommenda-
tions concerning the prosecution of individ-
uals engaged in corrupt practices; and’’. 

SA 2728. Mr. GREGG submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 2764, making ap-
propriations for the Department of 
State, foreign operations, and related 
programs for the fiscal year ending 
September 30, 2008, and for other pur-
poses; as follows: 

Insert where appropriate: 
IRAQ 

SEC. ll. (a) None of the funds appro-
priated or otherwise made available by this 
Act may be made available for assistance for 
Iraq. 

(b) Not later than 30 days after enactment 
of this Act the Secretary of State shall sub-
mit a report to the Committees on Appro-
priations detailing the extent to which the 
Government of Iraq is committed to com-
bating corruption in Iraq and the specific ac-
tions and achievements of the Government 
of Iraq in combating corruption, to include a 
list of those senior Iraqi leaders who have 
been credibility alleged to be engaged in cor-
rupt practices and activities. 

(c) Notwithstanding any other provision on 
law, policy, or regulation, none of the funds 
made available in this Act or any other Act 
making appropriations for foreign oper-
ations, export financing and related pro-
grams may be made available for assistance 
for Iraq unless the Secretary of State, in 
consultation with the Secretary of Defense, 
certifies to the Committees on Appropria-
tions that the Departments of State and De-
fense are providing the Committees on Ap-
propriations, including relevant staff, reg-
ular, full and unfettered access to programs 
in Iraq for the purposes of conducting over-
sight. 

(d) Subsections (a) and (c) shall not apply 
to the ninth and thirteenth provisos under 
the heading ‘‘Economic Support Fund’’ in 
this Act. 

SA 2729. Mr. LEAHY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 2764, making ap-
propriations for the Department of 
State, foreign operations, and related 
programs for the fiscal year ending 
September 30, 2008, and for other pur-
poses; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

On page 213, line 16, strike the period and 
insert ‘‘: Provided, That not less than $250,000 
shall be made available for the Bureau of 
Diplomatic Security to develop a com-
prehensive facility plan to consolidate and 
expand hard and soft skills training within 
400 miles of the District of Columbia.’’. 

SA 2730. Mr. LEAHY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 2764, making ap-
propriations for the Department of 
State, foreign operations, and related 
programs for the fiscal year ending 
September 30, 2008, and for other pur-
poses; as follows: 

On page 232, line 16 insert the following 
new provision: 
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‘‘CONSULAR OPERATIONS 

SEC. ll. (a) The Secretary of State shall 
establish visa processing facilities in Iraq 
within 180 days of enactment of this Act in 
which aliens may apply and interview for ad-
mission to the United States. 

(b) The Secretary of State shall report to 
the Congress no later than 30 days after en-
actment of this Act on funding and security 
requirements for consular operations in Iraq 
in fiscal year 2008.’’. 

SA 2731. Mr. LEAHY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 2764, making ap-
propriations for the Department of 
State, foreign operations, and related 
programs for the fiscal year ending 
September 30, 2008, and for other pur-
poses; as follows: 

On page 244, line 9, before the colon insert 
‘‘, particularly child survival and maternal 
health’’. 

SA 2732. Mr. LEAHY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 2764, making ap-
propriations for the Department of 
State, foreign operations, and related 
programs for the fiscal year ending 
September 30, 2008, and for other pur-
poses; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

On page 244, line 22, strike ‘‘$1,455,000,000’’ 
and insert in lieu thereof ‘‘$1,555,000,000’’. 

On page 251, line 10, strike ‘‘$3,015,000,000’’ 
and insert in lieu thereof ’$2,915,000,000’’. 

SA 2733. Mr. LEAHY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 2764, making ap-
propriations for the Department of 
State, foreign operations, and related 
programs for the fiscal year ending 
September 30, 2008, and for other pur-
poses; as follows: 

On page 253, line 11, after the colon insert 
the following: 

Provided further, That of the funds appro-
priated under this heading, not less than 
$10,000,000 should be made available for (1) 
programs to locate and identify persons 
missing as a result of armed conflict, viola-
tions of human rights, or natural disasters; 
(2) to assist governments in meeting their 
obligations regarding missing persons; and 
(3) to support investigations and prosecu-
tions related to war crimes, crimes against 
humanity, genocide and other crimes under 
international law: 

SA 2734. Mr. LEAHY. submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 2764, making ap-
propriations for the Department of 
State, foreign operations, and related 
programs for the fiscal year ending 
September 30, 2008, and for other pur-
poses; as follows: 

On page 254, line 16, after the comma insert 
the following: ‘‘not less than $4,000,000 should 
be made available for a United States con-
tribution to the International Commission 
Against Impunity in Guatemala,’’. 

SA 2735. Mr. LEAHY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 2764, making ap-
propriations for the Department of 

State, foreign operations, and related 
programs for the fiscal year ending 
September 30, 2008, and for other pur-
poses; as follows: 

On page 266, line 14, strike ‘‘feasible’’ and 
insert in lieu thereof ‘‘practicable and that 
aerial eradication will not contribute to a 
significant loss of biodiversity’’. 

On page 267, line 17 delete ‘‘determines’’ 
and insert in lieu thereof ‘‘certifies to the 
Committees on Appropriations’’. 

On page 267, line 18, strike ‘‘feasible’’ and 
insert in lieu thereof ‘‘practicable’’. 

On page 268, line 10, after the period insert 
the following: 

(f) Rotary and fixed wing aircraft sup-
ported with funds appropriated under this 
heading for assistance for Colombia should 
be used for drug eradication and interdiction 
including to transport personnel in connec-
tion with manual eradication programs, and 
to provide transport in support of alter-
native development programs and investiga-
tions of cases under the jurisdiction of the 
Attorney General, the Procuraduria General 
de la Nacion, and the Defensoria del Pueblo. 

On page 268, line 11, strike ‘‘(f)’’ and insert 
in lieu thereof ‘‘(g)’’, and on page 268, line 19, 
strike ‘‘(g)’’ and insert in lieu thereof ‘‘(h)’’. 

On page 268, line 14, after ‘‘certifies’’ insert 
‘‘to the Committees on Appropriations’’. 

SA 2736. Mr. LEAHY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 2764, making ap-
propriations for the Department of 
State, foreign operations, and related 
programs for the fiscal year ending 
September 30, 2008, and for other pur-
poses; as follows: 

On page 268, line 4, strike ‘‘or’’ and insert 
in lieu thereof the following: ‘‘, disrupt or 
contaminate natural water sources, reduce 
local food security, or cause’’. 

SA 2737. Mr. LEAHY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 2764, making ap-
propriations for the Department of 
State, foreign operations, and related 
programs for the fiscal year ending 
September 30, 2008, and for other pur-
poses; as follows: 

On page 268, line 12, after ‘‘military’’ insert 
‘‘and police’’. 

On page 268, line 14, strike ‘‘military is’’ 
and insert in lieu thereof ‘‘military and po-
lice are’’. 

On page 268, line 16, strike ‘‘military’s’’. 
On page 268, line 17, after ‘‘in’’ insert ‘‘of 

the military and police’’. 
On page 268, line 17, after ‘‘military’’ and 

before ‘‘personnel’’ insert ‘‘and police’’. 

SA 2738. Mr. LEAHY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 2764, making ap-
propriations for the Department of 
State, foreign operations, and related 
programs for the fiscal year ending 
September 30, 2008, and for other pur-
poses; as follows: 

On page 277, line 17, after the colon, insert 
the following: 

Provided further, That of the funds appro-
priated under this heading that are available 
for assistance for Morocco, not more than 
$2,000,000 may be obligated until the Sec-
retary of State certifies and reports to the 
Committees on Appropriations that Moroc-

can Government authorities in the territory 
of the Western Sahara have (1) ceased to per-
secute, detain, and prosecute individuals for 
peacefully expressing their opinions regard-
ing the status and future of the Western Sa-
hara and for documenting violations of 
human rights; and (2) provided unimpeded 
access to internationally recognized human 
rights organizations, journalists, and rep-
resentatives of foreign governments to the 
Western Sahara: 

SA 2739. Mr. LEAHY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 2764, making ap-
propriations for the Department of 
State, foreign operations, and related 
programs for the fiscal year ending 
September 30, 2008, and for other pur-
poses; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

On page 281, line 26, strike ‘‘infrastruc-
ture’’ 

At the appropriate place in the bill, insert 
the following: 

MULTILATERAL DEVELOPMENT BANKS 
ACCOUNTABILITY 

SEC. . (a) Notwithstanding any other pro-
vision of law (including any treaty or other 
international agreement), no court in the 
United States shall decline on the ground of 
an immunity accorded under treaty or other 
international agreement to hear any pros-
ecution or civil action brought against any 
officer or employee of any multilateral de-
velopment bank (‘‘MDB’’) of which the 
United States is a member, or any civil ac-
tion brought against such MDB, in any case 
involving a claim of sexual abuse or harass-
ment, retaliation for filing a grievance con-
cerning a management practice of such 
MDB, or retaliation against any person for 
acting as a whistleblower regarding any ac-
tivity of such MDB. 

(b) In this section, the term ‘‘multilateral 
development bank’’ has the meaning given 
that term in section 1307 of the International 
Financial Institutions Act (22 U.S.C. 262m–7) 
and also includes the European Bank for Re-
construction and Development and the Glob-
al Environment Facility. 

SA 2740. Mr. LEAHY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 2764, making ap-
propriations for the Department of 
State, foreign operations, and related 
programs for the fiscal year ending 
September 30, 2008, and for other pur-
poses; as follows: 

On page 286, line 14, strike ‘‘REPORT’’. 

SA 2741. Mr. LEAHY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 2764, making ap-
propriations for the Department of 
State, foreign operations, and related 
programs for the fiscal year ending 
September 30, 2008, and for other pur-
poses; as follows: 

On page 287, line 19, strike ‘‘$2,000’’ and in-
sert in lieu thereof ‘‘$4,000’’. 

SA 2742. Mr. LEAHY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 2764, making ap-
propriations for the Department of 
State, foreign operations, and related 
programs for the fiscal year ending 
September 30, 2008, and for other pur-
poses; as follows: 
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On page 306, line 20, after ‘‘Mexico’’ insert 

‘‘, Nepal,’’. 

SA 2743. Mr. LEAHY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 2764, making ap-
propriations for the Department of 
State, foreign operations, and related 
programs for the fiscal year ending 
September 30, 2008, and for other pur-
poses; as follows: 

On page 309, line 23, after the comma insert 
the following: 

‘‘$2,000,000 should be made available for a 
United States contribution to the North At-
lantic Treaty Organization/International Se-
curity Assistance Force Post-Operations Hu-
manitarian Relief Fund,’’. 

SA 2744. Mr. LEAHY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 2764, making ap-
propriations for the Department of 
State, foreign operations, and related 
programs for the fiscal year ending 
September 30, 2008, and for other pur-
poses; as follows: 

On page 312, line 11, after ‘‘terrorism’’ in-
sert ‘‘or other gross violation of human 
rights’’. 

SA 2745. Mr. LEAHY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 2764, making ap-
propriations for the Department of 
State, foreign operations, and related 
programs for the fiscal year ending 
September 30, 2008, and for other pur-
poses; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

On page 323, line 4, strike $10,000,000’’ and 
insert in lieu thereof ‘‘$15,000,000’’. 

On page 323, line 7, after ‘‘environment’’ in-
sert ‘‘, energy’’. 

SA 2746. Mr. LEAHY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 2764, making ap-
propriations for the Department of 
State, foreign operations, and related 
programs for the fiscal year ending 
September 30, 2008, and for other pur-
poses; as follows: 

On page 326, line 18, after the period insert 
the following: 

(o) DEMOBILIZATION, DISARMAMENT, AND RE-
INTEGRATION ASSISTANCE.—Notwithstand 
ing any other provision of law, policy or reg-
ulation, funds appropriated by this Act and 
prior acts making appropriations for foreign 
operations, export financing, and related 
programs may be made available to support 
programs to demobilize, disarm, and re-
integrate into civilian society former com-
batants of foreign governments or organiza-
tions who have renounced involvement or 
participation in such organizations. 

SA 2747. Mr. LEAHY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 2764, making ap-
propriations for the Department of 
State, foreign operations, and related 
programs for the fiscal year ending 
September 30, 2008, and for other pur-
poses; as follows: 

On page 326, line 18, insert the following: 
(o) NONGOVERNMENTAL ORGANIZATIONS.— 

With respect to the provision of assistance 

for democracy, human rights and governance 
activities, the organizations implementing 
such assistance and the specific nature of 
that assistance shall not be subject to the 
prior approval by the government of any for-
eign country. 

SA 2748. Mr. LEAHY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 2764, making ap-
propriations for the Department of 
State, foreign operations, and related 
programs for the fiscal year ending 
September 30, 2008, and for other pur-
poses; as follows: 

On page 335, line 7, strike ‘‘the waiver au-
thority of subsection (b) is exercised’’ and in-
sert in lieu thereof ‘‘the President makes a 
determination pursuant to subsection (b)’’. 

SA 2749. Mr. LEAHY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 2764, making ap-
propriations for the Department of 
State, foreign operations, and related 
programs for the fiscal year ending 
September 30, 2008, and for other pur-
poses; as follows: 

On page 341, line 9, strike ‘‘and Brazil’’ and 
insert in lieu thereof the following: 

‘‘Brazil, Latin America and Caribbean Re-
gional, Central America Regional, and South 
America Regional’’. 

SA 2750. Mr. LEAHY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 2764, making ap-
propriations for the Department of 
State, foreign operations, and related 
programs for the fiscal year ending 
September 30, 2008, and for other pur-
poses; as follows: 

On page 348, line 3, after ‘‘and’’ insert ‘‘sub-
sequently certifies and’’. 

On page 348, line 3, strike ‘‘certification 
and’’, 

On page 348, line 8, after ‘‘Defense’’ insert 
‘‘, the Attorney General’’. 

On page 350, line 12, strike ‘‘Colombian 
Government is ensuring that the’’. 

On page 350, line 16, strike ‘‘the Colombian 
Armed Forces’’. 

On page 350, line 21, after ‘‘and’’ insert 
‘‘subsequently certifies and’’. 

On page 350, line 21, strike ‘‘certification 
and’’. 

SA 2751. Mr. LEAHY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 2764, making ap-
propriations for the Department of 
State, foreign operations, and related 
programs for the fiscal year ending 
September 30, 2008, and for other pur-
poses; as follows: 

On page 353, line 2, strike ‘‘determines 
and’’. 

On page 353, line 2, after ‘‘certifies’’ insert 
‘‘and reports’’. 

SA 2752. Mr. LEAHY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 2764, making ap-
propriations for the Department of 
State, foreign operations, and related 
programs for the fiscal year ending 
September 30, 2008, and for other pur-
poses; as follows: 

On page 366, line 4, after ‘‘certifies’’ insert 
‘‘and reports’’. 

SA 2753. Mr. LEAHY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 2764, making ap-
propriations for the Department of 
State, foreign operations, and related 
programs for the fiscal year ending 
September 30, 2008, and for other pur-
poses; as follows: 

On page 371, line 26, strike ‘‘describing’’ 
and insert in lieu thereof ‘‘detailing’’. 

SA 2754. Mr. LEAHY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 2764, making ap-
propriations for the Department of 
State, foreign operations, and related 
programs for the fiscal year ending 
September 30, 2008, and for other pur-
poses; as follows: 

On page 377, line 6, after the comma insert 
‘‘not less than $3,000,000 shall be made avail-
able for wildlife conservation and protected 
area management in the Boma-Jonglei land-
scape of Southern Sudan, and’’. 

SA 2755. Mr. LEAHY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 2764, making ap-
propriations for the Department of 
State, foreign operations, and related 
programs for the fiscal year ending 
September 30, 2008, and for other pur-
poses; as follows: 

On page 380, line 26, strike ‘‘have been 
credibly alleged to’’ and insert in lieu there-
of ‘‘the Secretary has credible evidence to 
believe’’. 

SA 2756. Mr. LEAHY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 2764, making ap-
propriations for the Department of 
State, foreign operations, and related 
programs for the fiscal year ending 
September 30, 2008, and for other pur-
poses; as follows: 

On page 383, line 4, strike ‘‘he’’ and insert 
in lieu thereof ‘‘the Secretary’’. 

On page 383, line 14, strike ‘‘6’’ and insert 
in lieu thereof ‘‘12’’. 

SA 2757. Mr. LEAHY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 2764, making ap-
propriations for the Department of 
State, foreign operations, and related 
programs for the fiscal year ending 
September 30, 2008, and for other pur-
poses; as follows: 

On page 388, line 11, strike ‘‘, guidelines’’. 
On page 388, line 11, after ‘‘goals,’’ insert 

‘‘guidelines,’’. 
On page 388, line 16, strike ‘‘executing’’ and 

insert in lieu thereof ‘‘implementing’’. 

SA 2758. Mr. LEAHY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 2764, making ap-
propriations for the Department of 
State, foreign operations, and related 
programs for the fiscal year ending 
September 30, 2008, and for other pur-
poses; as follows: 

On page 390, line 20, strike ‘‘against human 
rights defenders’’. 

SA 2759. Mr. LEAHY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 11:16 Jul 17, 2017 Jkt 059102 PO 00000 Frm 00104 Fmt 0686 Sfmt 0634 E:\FDSYS\BOUNDRECORD\S06SE7.REC S06SE7ej
oy

ne
r 

on
 D

S
K

30
M

W
08

2P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 B
O

U
N

D
 R

E
C

O
R

D



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 153, Pt. 1723836 September 6, 2007 
him to the bill H.R. 2764, making ap-
propriations for the Department of 
State, foreign operations, and related 
programs for the fiscal year ending 
September 30, 2008, and for other pur-
poses; as follows: 

On page 393, line 1, strike ‘‘provided a copy 
of its written plans to effectively address the 
following, and a copy of each plan has been 
provided with the report’’, and insert in lieu 
thereof ‘‘written plans to effectively’’. 

On page 393, line 4, before ‘‘accountability’’ 
insert ‘‘provide’’. 

On page 393, line 6, ‘‘to allow public access 
to Papua and West Irian Jaya’’ and insert in 
lieu thereof ‘‘allow public access to West 
Papua’’. 

On page 393, line 8, strike ‘‘to’’. 

SA 2760. Mr. LEAHY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 2764, making ap-
propriations for the Department of 
State, foreign operations, and related 
programs for the fiscal year ending 
September 30, 2008, and for other pur-
poses; as follows: 

On page 393, line 12, strike everything after 
‘‘(a)’’ through the period on page 394, line 15, 
and insert in lieu thereof the following: 
‘‘Funds appropriated by this Act under the 
heading ‘‘International Military Education 
and Training’’ that are available for assist-
ance for Guatemala, other than for expanded 
international military education and train-
ing, may be made available only for the Gua-
temalan Air Force and Navy: Provided, That 
such funds may be made available only if the 
Secretary of State certifies that the Guate-
malan Air Force and Navy are respecting 
human rights and are cooperating with civil-
ian judicial investigations and prosecutions 
of military personnel who have been credibly 
alleged to have committed violations of 
human rights. 

(b) Of the funds appropriated by this Act 
under the heading ‘‘Foreign Military Financ-
ing Program’’, not more than $500,000 may be 
made available for the Guatemalan Air 
Force and Navy: Provided, That such funds 
may be made available only if the Secretary 
of State certifies that the Guatemalan Air 
Force and Navy are respecting human rights 
and are cooperating with civilian judicial in-
vestigations and prosecutions of military 
personnel who have been credibly alleged to 
have committed violations of human rights, 
and the Guatemalan Armed Forces are fully 
cooperating with the International Commis-
sion Against Impunity in Guatemala.’’ 

SA 2761. Mr. LEAHY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 2764, making ap-
propriations for the Department of 
State, foreign operations, and related 
programs for the fiscal year ending 
September 30, 2008, and for other pur-
poses; as follows: 

On page 395, line 1, strike ‘‘security’’ and 
insert in lieu thereof the following: ‘‘govern-
mental armed forces or government-sup-
ported armed groups, including 
paramilitaries, militias, or civil defense 
forces,’’. 

On page 395, line 7, after ‘‘to’’ insert the 
following: ‘‘demobilize children from its 
forces or from government-supported armed 
groups and’’. 

SA 2762. Mr. LEAHY (for himself and 
Mrs. BOXER) submitted an amendment 

intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 2764, making appropriations 
for the Department of State, foreign 
operations, and related programs for 
the fiscal year ending September 30, 
2008, and for other purposes; as follows: 

On page 395, line 24, after the semi-colon 
insert ‘‘(2) the Philippine Government is im-
plementing a policy of promoting military 
personnel who demonstrate professionalism 
and respect for human rights, and is inves-
tigating and prosecuting military personnel 
and others who have been credibly alleged to 
have committed extrajudicial executions or 
other violations of human rights.’’ 

On page 396, strike ‘‘(2)’’ and insert in lieu 
thereof ‘‘(3)’’. 

SA 2763. Mr. LEAHY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 2764, making ap-
propriations for the Department of 
State, foreign operations, and related 
programs for the fiscal year ending 
September 30, 2008, and for other pur-
poses; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

On page 396, line 5, strike ‘‘Of’’ and every-
thing that follows through ‘‘not’’ on page 396 
line 10, and insert in lieu thereof the fol-
lowing: 
‘‘Funds appropriated by this Act under the 
heading ‘‘Foreign Military Financing Pro-
gram’’ may be made available for assistance 
for Pakistan if the Secretary of State cer-
tifies and reports to the Committees on Ap-
propriations that the Government of Paki-
stan is’’ 

On page 397, line 9, strike ‘‘reports’’ and in-
sert in lieu thereof ‘‘does not make the cer-
tification’’. 

On page 397, line 15, after the period insert 
the following: 

‘‘(c) The Secretary may waive the require-
ments of subsection (a) if she determines 
that it is important to the national security 
of the United States, and she submits a re-
port accompanying the waiver to the Com-
mittees on Appropriations detailing the rea-
sons why the certification was not made.’’ 

SA 2764. Mr. LEAHY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 2764, making ap-
propriations for the Department of 
State, foreign operations, and related 
programs for the fiscal year ending 
September 30, 2008, and for other pur-
poses; as follows: 

On page 397, line 24, after ‘‘that’’ insert 
‘‘(1)’’. 

On page 398, line 3, after ‘‘soldiers’’ insert 
‘‘; (2) the Sri Lankan Government has pro-
vided unimpeded access to humanitarian or-
ganizations and journalists to Tamil areas 
of.the country; and (3) the Sri Lankan Gov-
ernment has agreed to the establishment of 
a field presence of the Office of the United 
Nations High Commissioner for Human 
Rights in Sri Lanka. 

SA 2765. Mr. LEAHY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 2764, making ap-
propriations for the Department of 
State, foreign operations, and related 
programs for the fiscal year ending 
September 30, 2008, and for other pur-
poses; as follows: 

On page 402, line 22, after ‘‘the’’ insert 
‘‘transparent and’’. 

SA 2766. Mr. LEAHY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 2764, making ap-
propriations for the Department of 
State, foreign operations, and related 
programs for the fiscal year ending 
September 30, 2008, and for other pur-
poses; as follows: 

At the appropriate place in the bill insert 
the following: 

ANTI-KLEPTOCRACY 
SEC.ll. (a) In furtherance of the National 

Strategy to Internationalize Efforts Against 
Kleptocracy and Presidential Proclamation 
7750, not later than 90 days after the date of 
enactment of this Act the Secretary of State 
shall send to the appropriate congressional 
committees a list of officials of the govern-
ments of Angola, Burma, Cambodia, Equa-
torial Guinea, Democratic Republic of the 
Congo, and the Republic of the Congo, and 
their immediate family members, who the 
Secretary has credible evidence to believe 
have been involved in corruption relating to 
the extraction of natural resources in their 
countries. 

(b) Not later than 10 days after the list de-
scribed in subsection (a) is submitted to the 
appropriate congressional committees, the 
following sanctions shall apply: 

(1) Any individual on the list submitted 
under subsection (a) shall be ineligible for a 
visa to enter the United States. 

(2) No property or interest in property be-
longing to an individual on the list sub-
mitted under subsection (a), or to a member 
of the immediate family of such individual if 
the property is effectively under the control 
of such individual, may be transferred, paid, 
exported, withdrawn, or otherwise dealt 
with, if the property is within the United 
States or within the possession or control of 
a United States person, including the over-
seas branch of such person, or after the date 
of the enactment of this Act comes within 
the control of such person. 

(3) No United States person may engage in 
financial transactions with an individual on 
the list submitted under subsection (a), or 
with a member of the immediate family of 
such individual if the transaction will ben-
efit an individual on the list submitted under 
subsection (a). 

SA 2767. Mr. LEAHY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 2764, making ap-
propriations for the Department of 
State, foreign operations, and related 
programs for the fiscal year ending 
September 30, 2008, and for other pur-
poses; as follows: 

On page ll, line ll, after the colon in-
sert the following: 

‘‘Provided, That of the funds appropriated 
under this heading, not more than $500,000 
should be made available for the Department 
of Energy’s National Nuclear Security Ad-
ministration to support initiatives which 
bring together public officials and private in-
dividuals from nations involved in the Six- 
Party Talks for informal discussions on re-
solving the North Korea nuclear issue:’’. 

SA 2768. Mr. LEAHY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 2764, making ap-
propriations for the Department of 
State, foreign operations, and related 
programs for the fiscal year ending 
September 30, 2008, and for other pur-
poses; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 
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SUPERVISION AND ADMINISTRATIVE COSTS 

SEC. ll. To the extent not otherwise au-
thorized, supervision and administrative 
costs associated with a construction project 
funded with the Iraq Relief and Reconstruc-
tion Fund may be obligated at the time a 
construction contract is awarded or other 
obligation is made, or, for obligations made 
during Fiscal Year 2007, by September 30, 
2008: Provided, That for purposes of this sec-
tion, supervision and administrative costs 
include all in-house Government costs. 

SA 2769. Mr. LEAHY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 2764, making ap-
propriations for the Department of 
State, foreign operations, and related 
programs for the fiscal year ending 
September 30, 2008, and for other pur-
poses; as follows: 

At the appropriate place in the bill, add 
the following new section: 

UGANDA 
SEC. . (a) Not later than 90 days after en-

actment of this Act, the Secretary of State 
shall submit a report to the Committees on 
Appropriations detailing a strategy for sub-
stantially enhancing United States efforts to 
resolve the conflict between the Lord’s Re-
sistance Army (LRA) and the Government of 
Uganda (GOU), including— 

(1) direct and sustained participation by 
the United States in confidence-building 
measures in furtherance of the peace process; 

(2) increased diplomatic pressure on the 
Democratic Republic of the Congo (to elimi-
nate the LRA’s current safe haven) and on 
Sudan; 

(3) brokering direct negotiations between 
the GOU and the leaders of the LRA on per-
sonal security arrangements; and 

(4) financial support for disarmament, de-
mobilization, and reintegration to provide 
mid-level LRA commanders inceptives to re-
turn to civilian life. 

(b) Of the funds appropriated by this Act 
under the heading ‘‘Economic Support 
Fund’’, not less than $5,000,000 shall be made 
available to implement the strategy de-
scribed in subsection (a). 

SA 2770. Mrs. CLINTON (for herself 
and Mr. BINGAMAN) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
her to the bill H.R. 2764, making appro-
priations for the Department of State, 
foreign operations, and related pro-
grams for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2008, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

On page 318, between lines 9 and 10, insert 
the following: 

(d) Notwithstanding the sixth proviso 
under the heading ‘‘GLOBAL HEALTH PRO-
GRAMS’’ in title III, funds appropriated or 
otherwise made available by this Act for a 
United States contribution to the United Na-
tions Population Fund shall be used for the 
following purposes: 

(1) To provide and distribute equipment, 
medicine and supplies, including safe deliv-
ery kits and hygiene kits, to ensure safe 
childbirth and emergency obstetric care. 

(2) To make available supplies of contra-
ceptives for the prevention of unintended 
pregnancies and the spread of sexually trans-
mitted infections, including HIV/AIDS. 

(3) To prevent and treat cases of obstetric 
fistula. 

(4) To reestablish maternal health services 
in areas where medical infrastructure and 
such services have been destroyed or limited 
by natural disasters, armed conflict, or other 
factors. 

(5) To promote abandonment of harmful 
traditional practices, including female gen-
ital mutilation and cutting and child mar-
riage. 

(6) To promote the access of unaccom-
panied women and other vulnerable people to 
vital services, including access to water, 
sanitation facilities, food, and health care. 

(7) To prevent mother-to-child trans-
mission of HIV. 

SA 2771. Mr. CORNYN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 2764, making ap-
propriations for the Department of 
State, foreign operations, and related 
programs for the fiscal year ending 
September 30, 2008, and for other pur-
poses; as follows: 

On page 232, between lines 16 and 17, insert 
the following: 

REPORT REGARDING USE OF LEVEES 
SEC. 117. Not later than 90 days after the 

date of enactment of this Act, the United 
States Commissioner of the International 
Boundary and Water Commission, in co-
operation and coordination with the Sec-
retary of Homeland Security and the Chief of 
Engineers of the United States Army Corps 
of Engineers, shall submit to Congress a re-
port regarding the use by U.S. Customs and 
Border Protection of flood control levees 
under the control of the International 
Boundary and Water Commission, which 
shall— 

(1) discuss the purpose and importance of— 
(A) any such use of such levees ongoing on 

the date of enactment of this Act; and 
(B) any anticipated such use of such levees 

after the date of enactment of this Act; 
(2) describe the frequency and means of, 

and approximate number of officers and em-
ployees of the U.S. Customs and Border Pro-
tection who, access such levees; 

(3) describe the level of degradation of such 
levees as a result of such use; and 

(4) identify any formal agreements that 
may be needed between the Department of 
Homeland Security and the International 
Boundary and Water Commission or the De-
partment of State to ensure needed access to 
such levees. 

SA 2772. Mrs. DOLE submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
her to the bill H.R. 2764, making appro-
priations for the Department of State, 
foreign operations, and related pro-
grams for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2008, and for other purposes; 
as follows: 

On page 410, between lines 15 and 16, insert 
the following: 

SEC. 699B. None of the funds made avail-
able in this Act may be expended in violation 
of section 243(d) of the Immigration and Na-
tionality Act (8 U.S.C. 1253(d)) (relating to 
discontinuing granting visas to nationals of 
countries that are denying or delaying ac-
cepting aliens removed from the United 
States). 

SA 2773. Mr. COBURN proposed an 
amendment to the bill H.R. 2764, mak-
ing appropriations for the Department 
of State, foreign operations, and re-

lated programs for the fiscal year end-
ing September 30, 2008, and for other 
purposes; as follows: 

On page 410, between lines 15 and 16, insert 
the following: 

TRANSPARENCY AND ACCOUNTABILITY OF THE 
UNITED NATIONS 

SEC. 699B. (a) Notwithstanding any other 
provision of this Act, none of the funds ap-
propriated or otherwise made available by 
this Act may be used by the Department of 
State as a contribution to the United Na-
tions or any subsidiary body of the United 
Nations, including any organization that is 
authorized to use the United Nations logo, 
until the Secretary of State certifies that 
the United Nations, such subsidiary body of 
the United Nations, or such organization, as 
the case may be, is fully and publicly trans-
parent about all of its spending, including 
for procurement purposes, that occurred dur-
ing fiscal year 2007, including the posting on 
a publicly available web site of— 

(1) copies of all contracts, grants, sub-
contracts, and subgrants awarded or utilized 
during fiscal year 2007; 

(2) copies of all program reviews, audits, 
budgets, and project progress reports relat-
ing to fiscal year 2007; and 

(3) any other financial information deemed 
necessary by the Secretary. 

(b) The documents required to be made 
available under subsection (a) shall be in 
unredacted form, except that such informa-
tion as determined necessary by the Sec-
retary to protect the identity of whistle-
blowers or other informants to investiga-
tions and reports and proprietary informa-
tion may be redacted. 

SA 2774. Mr. VITTER submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 2764, making ap-
propriations for the Department of 
State, foreign operations, and related 
programs for the fiscal year ending 
September 30, 2008, and for other pur-
poses; as follows: 

On page 410, between lines 15 and 16, insert 
the following: 

RIGHT TO BEAR ARMS 
SEC. 699B. None of the funds made avail-

able under this Act may be made available to 
any international organization, agency, or 
entity (including the United Nations) that 
requires the registration of, or taxes a gun 
owned by a citizen of the United States. 

SA 2775. Mr. LUGAR (for himself and 
Mr. BIDEN) submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 2764, making appropriations 
for the Department of State, foreign 
operations, and related programs for 
the fiscal year ending September 30, 
2008, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

On page 410, between lines 15 and 16, insert 
the following: 

TITLE VII—RECONSTRUCTION AND 
STABILIZATION CIVILIAN MANAGEMENT 

SEC. 701. SHORT TITLE. 
This title may be cited as the ‘‘Reconstruc-

tion and Stabilization Civilian Management 
Act of 2007’’. 
SEC. 702. FINDING; PURPOSE. 

(a) FINDING.—Congress finds that the re-
sources of the United States Armed Forces 
have been burdened by having to undertake 
stabilization and reconstruction tasks in the 
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Balkans, Afghanistan, Iraq, and other coun-
tries of the world that could have been per-
formed by civilians, which has resulted in 
lengthy deployments for Armed Forces per-
sonnel. 

(b) PURPOSE.—The purpose of this title is 
to provide for the continued development, as 
a core mission of the Department of State 
and the United States Agency for Inter-
national Development, of an effective expert 
civilian response capability to carry out re-
construction and stabilization activities in a 
country or region that is at risk of, in, or is 
in transition from, conflict or civil strife. 
SEC. 703. DEFINITIONS. 

In this title: 
(1) ADMINISTRATOR.—The term ‘‘Adminis-

trator’’ means the Administrator of the 
United States Agency for International De-
velopment. 

(2) APPROPRIATE CONGRESSIONAL COMMIT-
TEES.—The term ‘‘appropriate congressional 
committees’’ means— 

(A) the Committee on Foreign Relations of 
the Senate; and 

(B) the Committee on Foreign Affairs of 
the House of Representatives. 

(3) DEPARTMENT.—Except as otherwise pro-
vided in this title, the term ‘‘Department’’ 
means the Department of State. 

(4) EXECUTIVE AGENCY.—The term ‘‘execu-
tive agency’’ has the meaning given that 
term in section 105 of title 5, United States 
Code. 

(5) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’ 
means the Secretary of State. 
SEC. 704. SENSE OF CONGRESS. 

It is the sense of Congress that— 
(1) the civilian element of United States 

joint civilian-military operations should be 
strengthened in order to enhance the execu-
tion of current and future reconstruction 
and stabilization activities in foreign coun-
tries or regions that are at risk of, in, or are 
in transition from, conflict or civil strife; 

(2) the capability of civilian agencies of the 
United States Government to carry out re-
construction and stabilization activities in 
such countries or regions should also be en-
hanced through a new rapid response corps of 
civilian experts supported by the establish-
ment of a new system of planning, organiza-
tion, personnel policies, and education and 
training, and the provision of adequate re-
sources; 

(3) the international community, including 
nongovernmental organizations, and the 
United Nations and its specialized agencies, 
should be further encouraged to participate 
in planning and organizing reconstruction 
and stabilization activities in such countries 
or regions; 

(4) the executive branch has taken a num-
ber of steps to strengthen civilian capability, 
including the establishment of an office 
headed by a Coordinator for Reconstruction 
and Stabilization in the Department, the 
Presidential designation of the Secretary as 
the interagency coordinator and leader of re-
construction and stabilization efforts, and 
Department of Defense directives to the 
military to support the Office of Reconstruc-
tion and Stabilization and to work closely 
with counterparts in the Department of 
State and other civilian agencies to develop 
and enhance personnel, training, planning, 
and analysis; 

(5) the Secretary and the Administrator 
should work with the Secretary of Defense to 
augment existing personnel exchange pro-
grams among the Department, the United 
States Agency for International Develop-
ment, and the Department of Defense, in-
cluding the regional commands and the 

Joint Staff, to enhance the stabilization and 
reconstruction skills of military and civilian 
personnel and their ability to undertake 
joint operations; and 

(6) the heads of other executive agencies 
should establish personnel exchange pro-
grams that are designed to enhance the sta-
bilization and reconstruction skills of mili-
tary and civilian personnel. 
SEC. 705. AUTHORITY TO PROVIDE ASSISTANCE 

FOR RECONSTRUCTION AND STA-
BILIZATION CRISES. 

Chapter 1 of part III of the Foreign Assist-
ance Act of 1961 (22 U.S.C. 2351 et seq.) is 
amended by inserting after section 617 the 
following new section: 
‘‘SEC. 618. ASSISTANCE FOR A RECONSTRUCTION 

AND STABILIZATION CRISIS. 
‘‘(a) ASSISTANCE.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—If the President deter-

mines that it is important to the national 
interests of the United States for United 
States civilian agencies or non-Federal em-
ployees to assist in stabilizing and recon-
structing a country or region that is at risk 
of, in, or is in transition from, conflict or 
civil strife, the President may, in accordance 
with the provisions set forth in section 
614(a)(3), notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of law, and on such terms and condi-
tions as the President may determine, fur-
nish assistance to respond to the crisis using 
funds referred to in paragraph (2). 

‘‘(2) FUNDS.—The funds referred to in this 
paragraph are funds as follows: 

‘‘(A) Funds made available under this sec-
tion, including funds authorized to be appro-
priated by subsection (d). 

‘‘(B) Funds made available under other 
provisions of this Act and transferred or re-
programmed for purposes of this section. 

‘‘(b) SPECIAL AUTHORITIES.—In furtherance 
of a determination made under subsection 
(a), the President may exercise the authori-
ties contained in sections 552(c)(2) and 610 
without regard to the percentage and aggre-
gate dollar limitations contained in such 
sections. 

‘‘(c) AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS FOR RESPONSE 
READINESS CORPS.—Of the funds made avail-
able for this section in any fiscal year, in-
cluding funds authorized to be appropriated 
by subsection (d) and funds made available 
under other provisions of this Act and trans-
ferred or reprogrammed for purposes of this 
section, $25,000,000 may be made available for 
expenses related to the development, train-
ing, and operations of the Response Readi-
ness Corps established under section 62(c) of 
the State Department Basic Authorities Act 
of 1956. 

‘‘(d) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
‘‘(1) AUTHORIZATION.—There is authorized 

to be appropriated $75,000,000 to provide as-
sistance authorized in subsection (a) and, to 
the extent authorized in subsection (c), for 
the purpose described in subsection (c). Such 
amount is in addition to amounts otherwise 
made available for purposes of this section, 
including funds made available under other 
provisions of this Act and transferred or re-
programmed for purposes of this section. 

‘‘(2) REPLENISHMENT.—There is authorized 
to be appropriated each fiscal year such 
sums as may be necessary to replenish funds 
expended under this section. 

‘‘(3) AVAILABILITY.—Funds authorized to be 
appropriated under this subsection shall be 
available without fiscal year limitation.’’. 
SEC. 706. OFFICE OF THE COORDINATOR FOR RE-

CONSTRUCTION AND STABILIZA-
TION. 

Title I of the State Department Basic Au-
thorities Act of 1956 (22 U.S.C. 2651 et seq.) is 

amended by adding at the end the following 
new section: 
‘‘SEC. 62. RECONSTRUCTION AND STABILIZATION. 

‘‘(a) OFFICE OF THE COORDINATOR FOR RE-
CONSTRUCTION AND STABILIZATION.— 

‘‘(1) ESTABLISHMENT.—There is established 
within the Department of State the Office of 
the Coordinator for Reconstruction and Sta-
bilization. 

‘‘(2) COORDINATOR FOR RECONSTRUCTION AND 
STABILIZATION.—The head of the Office shall 
be the Coordinator for Reconstruction and 
Stabilization, who shall be appointed by the 
President, by and with the advice and con-
sent of the Senate. The Coordinator shall 
serve at the sole direction of, and report 
solely to, the Secretary of State or the Dep-
uty Secretary of State and shall have the 
rank and status of Ambassador at Large. 

‘‘(3) FUNCTIONS.—The functions of the Of-
fice of the Coordinator for Reconstruction 
and Stabilization include the following: 

‘‘(A) Monitoring, in coordination with rel-
evant bureaus within the Department of 
State, political and economic instability 
worldwide to anticipate the need for mobi-
lizing United States and international assist-
ance for the stabilization and reconstruction 
of countries or regions that are at risk of, in, 
or are in transition from, conflict or civil 
strife. 

‘‘(B) Assessing the various types of sta-
bilization and reconstruction crises that 
could occur and cataloging and monitoring 
the non-military resources and capabilities 
of Executive agencies that are available to 
address such crises. 

‘‘(C) Planning to address appropriate non- 
military requirements, such as demobiliza-
tion, policing, human rights monitoring, and 
public information, that commonly arise in 
stabilization and reconstruction crises. 

‘‘(D) Coordinating with relevant Executive 
agencies (as that term is defined in section 
105 of title 5, United States Code) to develop 
interagency contingency plans to mobilize 
and deploy civilian personnel to address the 
various types of such crises. 

‘‘(E) Entering into appropriate arrange-
ments with other Executive agencies to 
carry out activities under this section and 
the Reconstruction and Stabilization Civil-
ian Management Act of 2007. 

‘‘(F) Identifying personnel in State and 
local governments and in the private sector 
who are available to participate in the Re-
sponse Readiness Corps established under 
subsection (c) or to otherwise participate in 
or contribute to stabilization and recon-
struction activities. 

‘‘(G) Taking steps to ensure that training 
of civilian personnel to perform such sta-
bilization and reconstruction activities is 
adequate and, as appropriate, includes secu-
rity training that involves exercises and sim-
ulations with the Armed Forces, including 
the regional commands. 

‘‘(H) Sharing information and coordinating 
plans for stabilization and reconstruction ac-
tivities, as appropriate, with the United Na-
tions and its specialized agencies, the North 
Atlantic Treaty Organization, nongovern-
mental organizations, and other foreign na-
tional and international organizations. 

‘‘(I) Coordinating plans and procedures for 
joint civilian-military operations with re-
spect to stabilization and reconstruction ac-
tivities. 

‘‘(J) Maintaining the capacity to field on 
short notice an evaluation team to under-
take on-site needs assessment. 

‘‘(b) RESPONSE TO STABILIZATION AND RE-
CONSTRUCTION CRISIS.—If the President 
makes a determination regarding a stabiliza-
tion and reconstruction crisis under section 
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618 of the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961, the 
President may designate the Coordinator, or 
such other individual as the President may 
determine appropriate, as the Coordinator of 
the United States response. The individual 
so designated, or, in the event the President 
does not make such a designation, the Coor-
dinator for Reconstruction and Stabiliza-
tion, shall— 

‘‘(1) assess the immediate and long-term 
need for resources and civilian personnel; 

‘‘(2) identify and mobilize non-military re-
sources to respond to the crisis; and 

‘‘(3) coordinate the activities of the other 
individuals or management team, if any, des-
ignated by the President to manage the 
United States response.’’. 
SEC. 707. RESPONSE READINESS CORPS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 62 of the State 
Department Basic Authorities Act of 1956 (as 
added by section 706) is amended by adding 
at the end the following new subsection: 

‘‘(c) RESPONSE READINESS CORPS.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary, in con-

sultation with the Administrator of the 
United States Agency for International De-
velopment and the heads of other appro-
priate departments and agencies of the 
United States Government, is authorized to 
establish and maintain a Response Readiness 
Corps (hereafter referred to in this sub-
section as the ‘Corps’) to provide assistance 
in support of stabilization and reconstruc-
tion activities in foreign countries or regions 
that are at risk of, in, or are in transition 
from, conflict or civil strife. 

‘‘(2) FEDERAL COMPONENTS.— 
‘‘(A) ACTIVE AND STANDBY COMPONENTS.— 

The Corps shall have active and standby 
components consisting of United States Gov-
ernment personnel as follows: 

‘‘(i) An active component, which should 
consist of 250 personnel who are recruited, 
employed, and trained in accordance with 
this paragraph. 

‘‘(ii) A standby component, which should 
consist of 2000 personnel who are recruited 
and trained in accordance with this para-
graph. 

‘‘(B) AUTHORIZED MEMBERS OF STANDBY 
COMPONENT.—Personnel in the standby com-
ponent of the Corps may include employees 
of the Department of State (including For-
eign Service Nationals), employees of the 
United States Agency for International De-
velopment, employees of any other executive 
agency (as that term is defined in section 105 
of title 5, United States Code), and employ-
ees of the legislative branch and judicial 
branch of Government— 

‘‘(i) who are assigned to the standby com-
ponent by the Secretary following nomina-
tion for such assignment by the head of the 
department or agency of the United States 
Government concerned or by an appropriate 
official of the legislative or judicial branch 
of Government, as applicable; and 

‘‘(ii) who— 
‘‘(I) have the training and skills necessary 

to contribute to stabilization and recon-
struction activities; and 

‘‘(II) have volunteered for deployment to 
carry out stabilization and reconstruction 
activities. 

‘‘(C) RECRUITMENT AND EMPLOYMENT.—The 
recruitment and employment of personnel to 
the Corps shall be carried out by the Sec-
retary, the Administrator of the United 
States Agency for International Develop-
ment, and the heads of the other depart-
ments and agencies of the United States 
Government participating in the establish-
ment and maintenance of the Corps. 

‘‘(D) TRAINING.—The Secretary is author-
ized to train the members of the Corps under 

this paragraph to perform services necessary 
to carry out the purpose of the Corps under 
paragraph (1). 

‘‘(E) COMPENSATION.—Members of the ac-
tive component of the Corps under subpara-
graph (A)(i) shall be compensated in accord-
ance with the appropriate salary class for 
the Foreign Service, as set forth in sections 
402 and 403 of the Foreign Service Act of 1980 
(22 U.S.C. 3962, 3963), or in accordance with 
the appropriate compensation provisions of 
title 5, United States Code. 

‘‘(3) CIVILIAN RESERVE.— 
‘‘(A) CIVILIAN RESERVE.—The Corps shall 

have a reserve (hereafter referred to in this 
subsection as the ‘Civilian Reserve’) con-
sisting of non-United States Government 
personnel who are trained and available as 
needed to perform services necessary to 
carry out the purpose of the Corps under 
paragraph (1). The Civilian Reserve shall be 
established by the Secretary, in consultation 
with the Administrator of the Unites States 
Agency for International Development and 
the heads of other appropriate departments 
and agencies of the United States Govern-
ment. 

‘‘(B) COMPOSITION.—Beginning not later 
than two years after the date of the enact-
ment of the Reconstruction and Stabiliza-
tion Civilian Management Act of 2007, the Ci-
vilian Reserve shall include at least 500 per-
sonnel, who may include retired employees 
of the United States Government, contractor 
personnel, nongovernmental organization 
personnel, State and local government em-
ployees, and individuals from the private 
sector, who— 

‘‘(i) have the training and skills necessary 
to enable them to contribute to stabilization 
and reconstruction activities; 

‘‘(ii) have volunteered to carry out sta-
bilization and reconstruction activities; and 

‘‘(iii) are available for training and deploy-
ment to carry out the purpose of the Corps 
under paragraph (1). 

‘‘(4) USE OF RESPONSE READINESS CORPS.— 
‘‘(A) FEDERAL ACTIVE COMPONENT.—Mem-

bers of the active component of the Corps 
under paragraph (2)(A)(i) are authorized to 
be available— 

‘‘(i) for activities in direct support of sta-
bilization and reconstruction activities; and 

‘‘(ii) if not engaged in activities described 
in clause (i), for assignment in the United 
States, United States diplomatic missions, 
and United States Agency for International 
Development missions. 

‘‘(B) FEDERAL STANDBY COMPONENT AND CI-
VILIAN RESERVE.—The Secretary may deploy 
members of the Federal standby component 
of the Corps under paragraph (2)(A)(ii), and 
members of the Civilian Reserve under para-
graph (3), in support of stabilization and re-
construction activities in a foreign country 
or region if the President makes a deter-
mination regarding a stabilization and re-
construction crisis under section 618 of the 
Foreign Assistance Act of 1961.’’. 

(b) EMPLOYMENT AUTHORITY.—The full- 
time personnel in the active component of 
the Response Readiness Corps under section 
62(c)(2)(A)(i) of the State Department Basic 
Authorities Act of 1956 (as added by sub-
section (a)) are in addition to any other full- 
time personnel authorized to be employed 
under any other provision of law. 

(c) REPORT.—Not later than 180 days after 
the date of the enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary shall submit to the appropriate 
congressional committees a report on the 
status of efforts to establish the Response 
Readiness Corps under this section. The re-
port should include recommendations for 

any legislation necessary to implement sec-
tion 62(c) of the State Department Basic Au-
thorities Act of 1956 (as so added). 
SEC. 708. STABILIZATION AND RECONSTRUCTION 

TRAINING AND EDUCATION. 
Section 701 of the Foreign Service Act of 

1980 (22 U.S.C. 4021) is amended— 
(1) by redesignating subsection (g) as sub-

section (h); and 
(2) by inserting after subsection (f) the fol-

lowing new subsection: 
‘‘(g) STABILIZATION AND RECONSTRUCTION 

CURRICULUM.— 
‘‘(1) ESTABLISHMENT AND MISSION.—The 

Secretary, in cooperation with the Secretary 
of Defense and the Secretary of the Army, is 
authorized to establish a stabilization and 
reconstruction curriculum for use in pro-
grams of the Foreign Service Institute, the 
National Defense University, and the United 
States Army War College. 

‘‘(2) CURRICULUM CONTENT.—The cur-
riculum should include the following: 

‘‘(A) An overview of the global security en-
vironment, including an assessment of 
transnational threats and an analysis of 
United States policy options to address such 
threats. 

‘‘(B) A review of lessons learned from pre-
vious United States and international expe-
riences in stabilization and reconstruction 
activities. 

‘‘(C) An overview of the relevant respon-
sibilities, capabilities, and limitations of 
various Executive agencies (as that term is 
defined in section 105 of title 5, United States 
Code) and the interactions among them. 

‘‘(D) A discussion of the international re-
sources available to address stabilization and 
reconstruction requirements, including re-
sources of the United Nations and its special-
ized agencies, nongovernmental organiza-
tions, private and voluntary organizations, 
and foreign governments, together with an 
examination of the successes and failures ex-
perienced by the United States in working 
with such entities. 

‘‘(E) A study of the United States inter-
agency system. 

‘‘(F) Foreign language training. 
‘‘(G) Training and simulation exercises for 

joint civilian-military emergency response 
operations.’’. 
SEC. 709. SERVICE RELATED TO STABILIZATION 

AND RECONSTRUCTION. 
(a) PROMOTION PURPOSES.—Service in sta-

bilization and reconstruction operations 
overseas, membership in the Response Readi-
ness Corps under section 62(c) of the State 
Department Basic Authorities Act of 1956 (as 
added by section 707), and education and 
training in the stabilization and reconstruc-
tion curriculum established under section 
701(g) of the Foreign Service Act of 1980 (as 
added by section 708) should be considered 
among the favorable factors for the pro-
motion of employees of Executive agencies. 

(b) PERSONNEL TRAINING AND PROMOTION.— 
The Secretary and the Administrator should 
take steps to ensure that, not later than 3 
years after the date of the enactment of this 
Act, at least 10 percent of the employees of 
the Department and the United States Agen-
cy for International Development in the 
United States are members of the Response 
Readiness Corps or are trained in the activi-
ties of, or identified for potential deploy-
ment in support of, the Response Readiness 
Corps. The Secretary should provide such 
training as needed to Ambassadors and Dep-
uty Chiefs of Mission. 

(c) OTHER INCENTIVES AND BENEFITS.—The 
Secretary and the Administrator may estab-
lish and administer a system of awards and 
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other incentives and benefits to confer ap-
propriate recognition on and reward any in-
dividual who is assigned, detailed, or de-
ployed to carry out stabilization or recon-
struction activities in accordance with this 
subtitle. 
SEC. 710. AUTHORITIES RELATED TO PER-

SONNEL. 
(a) CONTRACTING AUTHORITY.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary, or the Ad-

ministrator with the concurrence of the Sec-
retary, may enter into contracts to procure 
the services of nationals of the United States 
(as defined in section 101(a)(22) of the Immi-
gration and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 
1101(a)(22)) or aliens authorized to be em-
ployed in the United States as personal serv-
ices contractors for the purpose of carrying 
out this title, without regard to Civil Service 
or classification laws, for service in the Of-
fice of the Coordinator for Reconstruction 
and Stabilization or for service in foreign 
countries to assist in stabilizing and recon-
structing a country or region that is at risk 
of, in, or is in transition from, conflict or 
civil strife. Such contracts are authorized to 
be negotiated, the terms of the contracts to 
be prescribed, and the work to be performed, 
where necessary, without regard to such 
statutory provisions as relate to the negotia-
tion, making, and performance of contracts 
and performance of work in the United 
States. 

(2) STATUS OF CONTRACTORS.—Individuals 
performing services under contracts de-
scribed in paragraph (1) shall not by virtue of 
performing such services be considered to be 
employees of the United States Government 
for purposes of any law administered by the 
Office of Personnel Management. The Sec-
retary or Administrator may determine the 
applicability to such individuals of any law 
administered by the Secretary or Adminis-
trator concerning the performance of such 
services by such individuals. Individuals em-
ployed by contract under the authority pro-
vided in paragraph (1) shall be considered 
employees for the purposes of parts 2600 
through 2641 of title 5, Code of Federal Regu-
lations, and sections 201, 203, 205, 207, 208, and 
209 of title 18, United States Code. 

(b) EXPERTS AND CONSULTANTS.—The Sec-
retary and the Administrator may, to the ex-
tent necessary to obtain services without 
delay, employ experts and consultants under 
section 3109 of title 5, United States Code, for 
the purpose of carrying out this title. 

(c) AUTHORITY TO ACCEPT AND ASSIGN DE-
TAILS.—The Secretary is authorized to ac-
cept details or assignments of employees of 
Executive agencies, members of the uni-
formed services, and employees of State or 
local governments on a reimbursable or non-
reimbursable basis for the purpose of car-
rying out this title. The assignment of an 
employee of a State or local government 
under this subsection shall be consistent 
with subchapter VI of chapter 33 of title 5, 
United States Code. 

(d) DUAL COMPENSATION WAIVER.— 
(1) ANNUITANTS UNDER CIVIL SERVICE RE-

TIREMENT SYSTEM OR FEDERAL EMPLOYEES RE-
TIREMENT SYSTEM.—Notwithstanding sec-
tions 8344(i) and 8468(f) of title 5, United 
States Code, the Secretary or the head of an-
other executive agency, as authorized by the 
Secretary, may waive the application of sub-
sections (a) through (h) of such section 8344 
and subsections (a) through (e) of such sec-
tion 8468 with respect to annuitants under 
the Civil Service Retirement System or the 
Federal Employees Retirement System who 
are assigned, detailed, or deployed to assist 
in stabilizing and reconstructing a country 

or region that is at risk of, in, or is in transi-
tion from, conflict or civil strife during the 
period of their reemployment. 

(2) ANNUITANTS UNDER FOREIGN SERVICE RE-
TIREMENT AND DISABILITY SYSTEM OR FOREIGN 
SERVICE PENSION SYSTEM.—The Secretary 
may waive the application of subsections (a) 
through (d) of section 824 of the Foreign 
Service Act (22 U.S.C. 4064) for annuitants 
under the Foreign Service Retirement and 
Disability System or the Foreign Service 
Pension System who are reemployed on a 
temporary basis in order to be assigned, de-
tailed, or deployed to assist in stabilization 
and reconstruction activities under this 
title. 

(e) INCREASE IN PREMIUM PAY CAP.—The 
Secretary, or the head of another executive 
agency as authorized by the Secretary, may 
compensate an employee detailed, assigned, 
or deployed to assist in stabilizing and re-
constructing a country or region that is at 
risk of, in, or is in transition from, conflict 
or civil strife, without regard to the limita-
tions on premium pay set forth in section 
5547 of title 5, United States Code, to the ex-
tent that the aggregate of the basic pay and 
premium pay of such employee for a year 
does not exceed the annual rate payable for 
level II of the Executive Schedule. 

(f) EXTENSION OF CERTAIN FOREIGN SERVICE 
BENEFITS.—The Secretary, or the head of an-
other executive agency as authorized by the 
Secretary, may extend to any individuals as-
signed, detailed, or deployed to carry out 
stabilization and reconstruction activities in 
accordance with this title, the benefits or 
privileges set forth in sections 412, 413, 704, 
and 901 of the Foreign Service Act of 1980 (22 
U.S.C. 3972, 22 U.S.C. 3973, 22 U.S.C. 4024, and 
22 U.S.C. 4081) to the same extent and man-
ner that such benefits and privileges are ex-
tended to members of the Foreign Service. 

(g) COMPENSATORY TIME.—Notwithstanding 
any other provision of law, the Secretary, or 
the head of another executive agency as au-
thorized by the Secretary, may, subject to 
the consent of an individual who is assigned, 
detailed, or deployed to carry out stabiliza-
tion and reconstruction activities in accord-
ance with this title, grant such individual 
compensatory time off for an equal amount 
of time spent in regularly or irregularly 
scheduled overtime work. Credit for compen-
satory time off earned shall not form the 
basis for any additional compensation. Any 
such compensatory time not used within 26 
pay periods shall be forfeited. 

(h) ACCEPTANCE OF VOLUNTEER SERVICES.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may accept 

volunteer services for the purpose of car-
rying out this title without regard to section 
1342 of title 31, United States Code. 

(2) TYPES OF VOLUNTEERS.—Donors of vol-
untary services accepted for purposes of this 
section may include— 

(A) advisors; 
(B) experts; 
(C) consultants; and 
(D) persons performing services in any 

other capacity determined appropriate by 
the Secretary. 

(3) SUPERVISION.—The Secretary shall— 
(A) ensure that each person performing 

voluntary services accepted under this sec-
tion is notified of the scope of the voluntary 
services accepted; 

(B) supervise the volunteer to the same ex-
tent as employees receiving compensation 
for similar services; and 

(C) ensure that the volunteer has appro-
priate credentials or is otherwise qualified to 
perform in each capacity for which the vol-
unteer’s services are accepted. 

(4) APPLICABILITY OF LAW RELATING TO FED-
ERAL GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES.—A person 
providing volunteer services accepted under 
this section shall not be considered an em-
ployee of the Federal Government in the per-
formance of those services, except for the 
purposes of the following provisions of law: 

(A) Chapter 81 of title 5, United States 
Code, relating to compensation for work-re-
lated injuries. 

(B) Chapter 11 of title 18, United States 
Code, relating to conflicts of interest. 

(5) APPLICABILITY OF LAW RELATING TO VOL-
UNTEER LIABILITY PROTECTION.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—A person providing volun-
teer services accepted under this section 
shall be deemed to be a volunteer of a non-
profit organization or governmental entity, 
with respect to the accepted services, for 
purposes of the Volunteer Protection Act of 
1997 (42 U.S.C. 14501 et seq.). 

(B) INAPPLICABILITY OF EXCEPTIONS TO VOL-
UNTEER LIABILITY PROTECTION.—Section 4(d) 
of such Act (42 U.S.C. 14503(d)) does not apply 
with respect to the liability of a person with 
respect to services of such person that are 
accepted under this section. 

(i) AUTHORITY FOR OUTSIDE ADVISORS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may estab-

lish temporary advisory commissions com-
posed of individuals with appropriate exper-
tise to facilitate the carrying out of this Act. 

(2) INAPPLICABILITY OF FACA.—The require-
ments of the Federal Advisory Committee 
Act (5 U.S.C. App.) shall not apply to the ac-
tivities of a commission established under 
this subsection. 
SEC. 711. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 

There are authorized to be appropriated for 
fiscal year 2007, $80,000,000, and such sums as 
may be necessary for each fiscal year there-
after for personnel, education and training, 
equipment, and travel costs for purposes of 
carrying out this title and the amendments 
made by this title (other than the amend-
ment made by section 705). 

SA 2776. Mr. LUGAR submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 2764, making ap-
propriations for the Department of 
State, foreign operations, and related 
programs for the fiscal year ending 
September 30, 2008, and for other pur-
poses; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

On page 255, line 5, insert after ‘‘Dominican 
Republic’’ the following: ‘‘: Provided further, 
That of the funds appropriated under this 
heading, $1,500,000 should be made available 
for the Center for International Media As-
sistance at the National Endowment for De-
mocracy, as authorized by section 7108 of the 
Intelligence Reform and Terrorism Preven-
tion Act of 2004 (Public Law 108–458; 22 U.S.C 
1431 note)’’. 

SA 2777. Mr. LUGAR submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 2764, making ap-
propriations for the Department of 
State, foreign operations, and related 
programs for the fiscal year ending 
September 30, 2008, and for other pur-
poses; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

On page 410, between lines 15 and 16, insert 
the following: 
SEC. 699B. ADVANCE MARKET COMMITMENTS. 

(a) PURPOSE.—The purpose of this section 
is to improve global health by creating a 
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competitive market for future vaccines 
through advance market commitments. 

(b) AUTHORITY TO NEGOTIATE.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of the 

Treasury should enter into negotiations with 
the appropriate officials of the International 
Bank for Reconstruction and Development, 
the International Development Association, 
and the Global Alliance for Vaccines and Im-
munization, the member nations of such en-
tities, and other interested parties for the 
purpose of establishing advance market com-
mitments to purchase vaccines and 
microbicides to combat neglected diseases. 

(2) REPORT.—Not later than 180 days after 
the date of the enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary shall submit a report on the status 
of the negotiations to create advance market 
commitments under this section to— 

(A) the Committee on Appropriations of 
the Senate; 

(B) the Committee on Foreign Relations of 
the Senate; 

(C) the Committee on Appropriations of 
the House of Representatives; 

(D) the Committee on Foreign Affairs of 
the House of Representatives; and 

(E) the Committee on Financial Services of 
the House of Representatives. 

(c) REQUIREMENTS.—The Secretary of the 
Treasury should work with the entities re-
ferred to in subsection (b) to ensure that— 

(1) there is an international framework for 
the establishment and implementation of ad-
vance market commitments; and 

(2) such commitments include— 
(A) legally binding contracts for product 

purchase that include a fair market price for 
a guaranteed number of treatments to en-
sure that the market incentive is sufficient; 

(B) clearly defined and transparent rules of 
competition for qualified developers and sup-
pliers of the product; 

(C) clearly defined requirements for eligi-
ble vaccines to ensure that they are safe and 
effective; 

(D) dispute settlement mechanisms; and 
(E) sufficient flexibility to enable the con-

tracts to be adjusted in accord with new in-
formation related to projected market size 
and other factors while still maintaining the 
purchase commitment at a fair price. 

(d) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—There are authorized to be 

appropriated such sums as may be necessary 
for each of fiscal years 2009 through 2014 to 
fund an advance market commitment pilot 
program for pneumococcal vaccines. 

(2) AVAILABILITY.—Amounts appropriated 
pursuant to this subsection shall remain 
available until expended without fiscal year 
limitation. 

SA 2778. Mr. LEAHY (for Mr. BIDEN 
(for himself and Mr. LUGAR)) submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
by Mr. LEAHY to the bill H.R. 2764, 
making appropriations for the Depart-
ment of State, foreign operations, and 
related programs for the fiscal year 
ending September 30, 2008, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

On page 211, line 20, insert after ‘‘pur-
poses:’’ the following: ‘‘Provided further, That 
during fiscal year 2008, foreign service annu-
itants may be employed, notwithstanding 
section 316.401 of title 5, Code of Federal Reg-
ulations, pursuant to waivers under section 
824(g)(1)(C)(ii) of the Foreign Service Act of 
1980 (22 U.S.C. 4064(g)(1)(C)(ii)):’’. 

SA 2779. Mr. LUGAR submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 

him to the bill H.R. 2764, making ap-
propriations for the Department of 
State, foreign operations, and related 
programs for the fiscal year ending 
September 30, 2008, and for other pur-
poses; as follows: 

On page 260, line 1, insert after ‘‘obligates’’ 
the following: ‘‘not more than 50 percent of 
the entire amount of the United States Gov-
ernment funding anticipated for the duration 
of the Compact’’. 

On page 260, line 4, delete the comma after 
‘‘proceed’’. 

SA 2780. Mr. BINGAMAN submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill H.R. 2764, making ap-
propriations for the Department of 
State, foreign operations, and related 
programs for the fiscal year ending 
September 30, 2008, and for other pur-
poses; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

On page 341, line 14, strike ‘‘$106,200,000’’ 
and insert ‘‘$116,200,000’’. 

SA 2781. Mr. LEVIN (for himself, Mr. 
BROWNBACK, and Mr. KENNEDY) sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the bill H.R. 2764, 
making appropriations for the Depart-
ment of State, foreign operations, and 
related programs for the fiscal year 
ending September 30, 2008, and for 
other purposes; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 
SEC. ll. SENSE OF THE SENATE REGARDING 

IRAQ REFUGEE CRISIS. 
(a) FINDINGS.—Congress makes the fol-

lowing findings: 
(1) The annual United States worldwide 

ceiling for refugees has been 70,000 since 2002. 
(2) The Department of State has yet to use 

all of the available allocation that could be 
used for Iraqi refugees. 

(3) Since 2003, more than 2,000,000 Iraqis 
have fled their country and over 2,000,000 
Iraqis are also displaced within Iraq. 

(4) It has become increasingly clear that 
people who have assisted the United States; 
Iraqi Christians and other religious minori-
ties cannot safely return to Iraq. 

(5) The United States Government has an 
obligation to help these refugees and should 
act swiftly to do so. 

(6) The United States Government should 
increase the allocation of refugee slots for 
Iraqi refugees for resettlement in the United 
States. 

(b) SENSE OF THE SENATE.—It is the sense 
of the Senate that the President should act 
swiftly to respond to the deepening humani-
tarian and refugee crisis in Iraq by using the 
entire United States refugee allocation for 
the Near East/South Asia region and any un-
used portion of the worldwide allocation for 
Iraqi refugees, particularly people who have 
assisted the United States and religious mi-
norities. 

SA 2782. Mr. BAYH submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 2764, making ap-
propriations for the Department of 
State, foreign operations, and related 
programs for the fiscal year ending 
September 30, 2008, and for other pur-
poses; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 

SEC. ll. STUDY OF WORLD BANK’S EFFORTS TO 
MEASURE THE SUCCESS OF THE 
PROJECTS IT FINANCES. 

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress finds the fol-
lowing: 

(1) It is often difficult to determine how fi-
nancial assistance from the World Bank ben-
efits the recipient countries because the 
World Bank has vague objectives and places 
too much emphasis on the amount of finan-
cial assistance it gives, rather than on the 
results of such assistance. 

(2) In fiscal year 2006, 20 percent of the 
funds appropriated under the heading ‘‘Inter-
national Development Association’’ could 
not be disbursed until the Secretary of the 
Treasury certified to the appropriate con-
gressional committees that World Bank pro-
curement guidelines would be applied to all 
procurement financed in whole or in part by 
a loan from the International Bank for Re-
construction and Development (IBRD) or a 
credit agreement or grant from the Inter-
national Development Association (IDA). 

(3) While it is important to develop domes-
tic procurement procedures, the potential for 
graft and corruption in many other countries 
is too great to allow the World Bank to devi-
ate from its own process for managing the 
procurement of goods and services. 

(4) A high percentage of senior level World 
Bank employees enjoy excessive compensa-
tion and other benefits, including home 
leave that reimburses such employees, their 
families, and their nannies for the expenses 
associated with travel to their countries of 
nationality. 

(5) Congress is also concerned about the 
thousands of World Bank consultants whose 
annual incomes are similar to or even great-
er than the incomes of senior level World 
Bank employees. 

(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 
Congress that the World Bank should in-
crease its focus on performance require-
ments and measurable results. 

(c) STUDY.—The Comptroller General of the 
United States shall conduct a study on the 
actions taken by the World Bank to— 

(1) measure the success of the projects fi-
nanced by IDA; 

(2) employ accurate means to measure the 
effectiveness of projects financed by IDA 

(3) combat corruption in governments that 
receive IDA funding; 

(4) establish clear objectives for IDA 
projects and tangible means of assessing the 
success of such projects; and 

(5) use World Bank processes and proce-
dures for procurement of goods and services 
on projects receiving financial assistance 
from the World Bank. 

(d) REPORT.—The Comptroller General 
shall submit a report to Congress that in-
cludes— 

(1) the results of the study conducted 
under subsection (c); 

(2) the number of World Bank employees 
and consultants; and 

(3) the monetary compensation and other 
benefits that the World Bank provides to the 
individuals identified under paragraph (2). 

SA 2783. Mr. WYDEN (for himself, 
Mr. ALEXANDER, Mr. KERRY, and Mr. 
FEINGOLD) submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 2764, making appropriations 
for the Department of State, foreign 
operations, and related programs for 
the fiscal year ending September 30, 
2008, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 
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On page 410, between lines 15 and 16, insert 

the following: 
PREVENTION OF ILLEGAL LOGGING PRACTICES 
SEC. 699B. The Lacey Act Amendments of 

1981 are amended— 
(1) in section 2 (16 U.S.C. 3371)— 
(A) by striking subsection (f) and inserting 

the following: 
‘‘(f) PLANT.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘plant’ means 

any wild member of the plant kingdom, in-
cluding roots, seeds, parts, and products 
thereof. 

‘‘(2) EXCLUSIONS.—The term ‘plant’ ex-
cludes any common food crop or cultivar 
that is a species not listed— 

‘‘(A) in the Convention on International 
Trade in Endangered Species of Wild Fauna 
and Flora, done at Washington on March 3, 
1973 (27 UST 1087; TIAS 8249); or 

‘‘(B) as an endangered or threatened spe-
cies under the Endangered Species Act of 
1973 (16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.).’’; 

(B) in subsection (h), by inserting ‘‘also’’ 
after ‘‘plants the term’’; and 

(C) by striking subsection (j) and inserting 
the following: 

‘‘(j) TAKE.—The term ‘take’ means— 
‘‘(1) to capture, kill, or collect; and 
‘‘(2) with respect to a plant, also to har-

vest, cut, log, or remove.’’; 
(2) in section 3 (16 U.S.C. 3372)— 
(A) in subsection (a)— 
(i) in paragraph (2), by striking subpara-

graph (B) and inserting the following: 
‘‘(B) any plant— 
‘‘(i) taken, transported, possessed, or sold 

in violation of any foreign law or any law or 
regulation of any State that protects plants 
or that regulates— 

‘‘(I) the theft of plants; 
‘‘(II) the taking of plants from a park, for-

est reserve, or other officially protected 
area; 

‘‘(III) the taking of plants from an offi-
cially designated area; or 

‘‘(IV) the taking of plants without, or con-
trary to, required authorization; 

‘‘(ii) taken, transported, or exported with-
out the payment of appropriate royalties, 
taxes, or stumpage fees required by any for-
eign law or by any law or regulation of any 
State; or 

‘‘(iii) exported or transshipped in violation 
of any limitation under any foreign law or 
by any law or regulation of any State; or’’; 
and 

(ii) in paragraph (3), by striking subpara-
graph (B) and inserting the following: 

‘‘(B) to possess any plant— 
‘‘(i) taken, transported, possessed, or sold 

in violation of any foreign law or any law or 
regulation of any State that protects plants 
or that regulates— 

‘‘(I) the theft of plants; 
‘‘(II) the taking of plants from a park, for-

est reserve, or other officially protected 
area; 

‘‘(III) the taking of plants from an offi-
cially designated area; or 

‘‘(IV) the taking of plants without, or con-
trary to, required authorization; 

‘‘(ii) taken, transported, or exported with-
out the payment of appropriate royalties, 
taxes, or stumpage fees required by any for-
eign law or by any law or regulation of any 
State; or 

‘‘(iii) exported or transshipped in violation 
of any limitation under any foreign law or 
by any law or regulation of any State; or’’; 
and 

(B) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(f) PLANT DECLARATIONS.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Effective 180 days from 

the date of enactment of this subsection, it 

shall be unlawful for any person to import 
any plant unless the person files upon impor-
tation where clearance is requested a dec-
laration that contains— 

‘‘(A) the scientific name of any plant (in-
cluding the genus and species of the plant) 
contained in the importation; 

‘‘(B) a description of— 
‘‘(i) the value of the importation; and 
‘‘(ii) the quantity, including the unit of 

measure, of the plant; and 
‘‘(C) the name of the country from which 

the plant was taken. 
‘‘(2) DECLARATION RELATING TO PLANT PROD-

UCTS.—Until the date on which the Secretary 
promulgates a regulation under paragraph 
(5), a declaration relating to a plant product 
shall— 

‘‘(A) in the case in which the species of 
plant used to produce the plant product that 
is the subject of the importation varies, and 
the species used to produce the plant product 
is unknown, contain the name of each spe-
cies of plant that may have been used to 
produce the plant product; and 

‘‘(B) in the case in which the species of 
plant used to produce the plant product that 
is the subject of the importation is com-
monly taken from more than 1 country, and 
the country from which the plant was taken 
and used to produce the plant product is un-
known, contain the name of each country 
from which the plant may have been taken. 

‘‘(3) REVIEW.—Not later than 2 years after 
the date of enactment of this subsection, the 
Secretary shall review the implementation 
of each requirement described in paragraphs 
(1) and (2). 

‘‘(4) REPORT.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days 

after the date on which the Secretary com-
pletes the review under paragraph (3), the 
Secretary shall submit to the appropriate 
committees of Congress a report con-
taining— 

‘‘(i) an evaluation of— 
‘‘(I) the effectiveness of each type of infor-

mation required under paragraphs (1) and (2) 
in assisting enforcement of section 3; and 

‘‘(II) the potential to harmonize each re-
quirement described in paragraphs (1) and (2) 
with other applicable import regulations in 
existence as of the date of the report; 

‘‘(ii) recommendations for such legislation 
as the Secretary determines to be appro-
priate to assist in the identification of plants 
that are imported into the United States in 
violation of section 3; and 

‘‘(iii) an analysis of the effect of the provi-
sions of subsection (a) and (f) on— 

‘‘(I) the cost of legal plant imports; and 
‘‘(II) the extent and methodology of illegal 

logging practices and trafficking. 
‘‘(B) PUBLIC PARTICIPATION.—In conducting 

the review under paragraph (3), the Sec-
retary shall provide public notice and an op-
portunity for comment. 

‘‘(5) PROMULGATION OF REGULATIONS.—Not 
later than 180 days after the date on which 
the Secretary completes the review under 
paragraph (3), the Secretary may promulgate 
regulations— 

‘‘(A) to limit the applicability of any re-
quirement described in paragraph (2) to spe-
cific plant products; and 

‘‘(B) to make any other necessary modi-
fication to any requirement described in 
paragraph (2), as determined by the Sec-
retary based on the review under paragraph 
(3).’’; and 

(3) in section 7(a)(1) (16 U.S.C. 3376(a)(1)), 
by striking ‘‘section 4’’ and inserting ‘‘sec-
tion 3(f), section 4,’’. 

SA 2784. Mr. LEAHY (for Mr. KYL (for 
himself and Mr. COLEMAN) proposed an 
amendment to the bill H.R. 2764, mak-
ing appropriations for the Department 
of State, foreign operations, and re-
lated programs for the fiscal year end-
ing September 30, 2008, and for other 
purposes; as follows: 

Section 694 of the bill is amended to read 
as follows: 

SEC. 694. (a) AMENDMENT TO AUTHORITY TO 
DETERMINE THE BAR TO ADMISSION INAPPLI-
CABLE.—Section 212(d)(3)(B)(i) of the Immi-
gration and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 
1182(d)(3)(B)(i)) is amended to read as follows: 

‘‘The Secretary of State, after consulta-
tion with the Attorney General and the Sec-
retary of Homeland Security, or the Sec-
retary of Homeland Security, after consulta-
tion with the Secretary of State and the At-
torney General, may determine in such Sec-
retary’s sole unreviewable discretion that 
subsection (a)(3)(B) shall not apply with re-
spect to an alien within the scope of that 
subsection or that subsection 
(a)(3)(B)(vi)(III) shall not apply to a group 
within the scope of that subsection, except 
that no such waiver may be extended to an 
alien who is within the scope of subsection 
(a)(3)(B)(i)(II), no such waiver may be ex-
tended to an alien who is a member or rep-
resentative of, has voluntarily and know-
ingly engaged in or endorsed or espoused or 
persuaded others to endorse or espouse or 
support terrorist activity on behalf of, or has 
voluntarily and knowingly received mili-
tary-type training from a terrorist organiza-
tion that is described in subclause (I) or (II) 
of subsection (a)(3)(B)(vi), and no such waiv-
er may be extended to a group that has en-
gaged in terrorist activity against the 
United States or another democratic country 
or that has purposefully engaged in a pattern 
or practice of terrorist activity that is di-
rected at civilians. Such a determination 
shall neither prejudice the ability of the 
United States Government to commence 
criminal or civil proceedings involving a 
beneficiary of such a determination or any 
other person, nor create any substantive or 
procedural right or benefit for a beneficiary 
of such a determination or any other person. 
Notwithstanding any other provision of law 
(statutory or nonstatutory), including sec-
tion 2241 of Title 28, or any other habeas cor-
pus provision, and sections 1361 and 1651 of 
such title, no court shall have jurisdiction to 
review such a determination or revocation 
except in a proceeding for review of a final 
order of removal pursuant to section 1252 of 
this title, and review shall be limited to the 
extent provided in section 1252(a)(2)(D). The 
Secretary of State may not exercise the dis-
cretion provided in this clause with respect 
to an alien at any time during which the 
alien is the subject of pending removal pro-
ceedings under section 1229a or this title.’’. 

(b) AUTOMATIC RELIEF FOR THE HMONG AND 
OTHER GROUPS THAT DO NOT POSE A THREAT 
TO THE UNITED STATES.—For purposes of sec-
tion 212(a)(3)(B) of the Immigration and Na-
tionality Act (8 USC 1182(a)(3)(B)), the Karen 
National Union/Karen Liberation Army 
(KNU/KNLA), the Chin National Front/Chin 
National Army (CNF/CNA), the Chin Na-
tional League for Democracy (CNLD), the 
Kayan New Land Party (KNLP), the Arakan 
Liberation Party (ALP), the Mustangs, the 
Alzados, the Karenni National Progressive 
Party, and appropriate groups afliliated with 
the Hmong and the Montagnards shall not be 
considered to be a terrorist organization on 
the basis of any act or event occurring before 
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the date of enactment of this section. Noth-
ing in this subsection may be construed to 
alter or limit the authority of the Secretary 
of State or the Secretary of Homeland Secu-
rity to exercise his discretionary authority 
pursuant to 212(d)(3)(B)(i) of the Immigration 
and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 
1182(d)(3)(B)(i)).’’. 

(c) TECHNICAL CORRECTION.—(1) In Gen-
eral.—Section 212(a)(3)(B)(ii) of the Immigra-
tion and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 
1182(a)(3)(B)(ii)) is amended by striking 
‘‘Subclause (VII)’’ and replacing it with 
‘‘Subclause (IX)’’. 

(d) DESIGNATION OF THE TALIBAN AS A TER-
RORIST ORGANIZATION.—For purposes of sec-
tion 212(a)(3)(B) of the Immigration and Na-
tionality Act (8 U.S.C. 1182(a)(3)(B)), the 
Taliban shall be considered to be a terrorist 
organization described in subclause (I) of 
clause (vi) of that section. 

(e) REPORT ON DURESS WAIVERS.—The Sec-
retary of Homeland Security shall provide to 
the Committees on the Judiciary of the 
United States Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives a report, not less than 180 days 
after the enactment of this Act and every 
year thereafter, which may include a classi-
fied annex if appropriate, describing— 

(1) the number of individuals subject to re-
moval from the United States for having pro-
vided material support to a terrorist group 
who allege that such support was provided 
under duress; 

(2) a breakdown of the types of terrorist or-
ganizations to which the individuals de-
scribed in paragraph (1) have provided mate-
rial support; 

(3) a description of the factors that the De-
partment of Homeland Security considers 
when evaluating duress waivers; and 

(4) any other information that the Sec-
retary believes that the Congress should con-
sider while overseeing the Department’s ap-
plication of duress waivers. 

(f) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall take effect on the 
date of enactment of this section, and these 
amendments and sections 212(a)(3)(B) and 
212(d)(3)(B) of the Immigration and Nation-
ality Act (8 U.S.C. 1182(a)(3)(B) and 
1182(d)(3)(B)), as amended by these sections, 
shall apply to— 

(A) removal proceedings instituted before, 
on, or after the date of enactment of this 
section; and 

(B) acts and conditions constituting a 
ground for inadmissibility, excludability, de-
portation, or removal occurring or existing 
before, on, or after such date. 

SA 2785. Mr. LEAHY proposed an 
amendment to the bill H.R. 2764, mak-
ing appropriations for the Department 
of State, foreign operations, and re-
lated programs for the fiscal year end-
ing September 30, 2008, and for other 
purposes; as follows: 

On page 219, line 26, before the period in-
sert: ‘‘, of which up to $66,000,000 shall be 
made available only for construction in the 
United States of secondary wastewater 
treatment capability’’. 

SA 2786. Mr. LEAHY (for Mr. KYL (for 
himself, Mr. LIEBERMAN, Ms. COLLINS, 
and Mr. ENSIGN)) proposed an amend-
ment to the bil H.R. 2764, making ap-
propriations for the Department of 
State, foreign operations, and related 
programs for the fiscal year ending 
September 30, 2008, and for other pur-
poses; as follows: 

On page 410, between lines 15 and 16, insert 
the following: 
RULE OF LAW AND BORDER SECURITY IN EGYPT 
SEC. 699B. (a) The Senate makes the fol-

lowing findings: 
(1) Fighting in Gaza during the summer of 

2007 demonstrated that the terrorist organi-
zation Hamas, which unlawfully seized con-
trol over Gaza in June 2007, has been able to 
achieve a dramatic increase in the quantity 
and sophistication of arms at its disposal. 

(2) Without these arms, the terrorist orga-
nization would not have been able to seize 
control over the Gaza territory. 

(3) There is substantial evidence that a sig-
nificant proportion of these arms were smug-
gled across the border between Gaza and 
Egypt. 

(4) The Egyptian military is a capable 
force, made possible in substantial part by a 
close relationship with the United States. 

(5) Concurrent with the escalation of dan-
gerous arms smuggling across the border be-
tween Egypt and Gaza has been a retrogres-
sion in the rule of law in Egypt. 

(6) This loss of hard-earned ground has 
been characterized by reports of harsh reac-
tion by the Government of Egypt to dissent, 
including the jailing of political opponents. 

(7) The United States has provided aid to 
Egypt in excess of $28,000,000,000 over the 
past three decades. 

(b) The Senate— 
(1) reaffirms its long-standing friendship 

with the people of Egypt; 
(2) believes that our friendship with Egypt 

requires the Senate to address such vital pol-
icy concerns; 

(3) urges the Government of Egypt to make 
concrete and measurable progress on restor-
ing the rule of law, including improving the 
independence of the judiciary and improving 
criminal procedures and due process rights 
and halting the cross-border flow of arms to 
Gaza; 

(4) believes it is the best interest of Egypt, 
the region, and the United States that Egypt 
takes prompt action to demonstrate progress 
on these matters; and 

(5) urges the Department of State to work 
vigorously and expeditiously with the Gov-
ernment of Egypt and the Government of 
Israel to bring the border between Egypt and 
Gaza border under effective control. 

SA 2787. Mr. LEAHY proposed an 
amendment to the bill H.R. 2764, mak-
ing appropriations for the Department 
of State, foreign operations, and re-
lated programs for the fiscal year end-
ing September 30, 2008, and for other 
purposes; as follows: 

On page 245, line 17, strike ‘‘may’’ and in-
sert in lieu thereof ‘‘should’’. 

SA 2788. Mr. LEAHY proposed an 
amendment to the bill H.R. 2764, mak-
ing appropriations for the Department 
of State, foreign operations, and re-
lated programs for the fiscal year end-
ing September 30, 2008, and for other 
purposes; as follows: 

On page 262, line 16, before ‘‘institutions’’ 
insert ‘‘organizations and’’. 

SA 2789. Mr. LEAHY (for Mr. BIDEN 
(for himself and Mr. LUGAR)) proposed 
an amendment to the bill H.R. 2764, 
making appropriations for the Depart-
ment of State, foreign operations, and 
related programs for the fiscal year 

ending September 30, 2008, and for 
other purposes; as follows: 

On page 211, line 20, insert after ‘‘pur-
poses:’’ the following: ‘‘Provided further, That 
during fiscal year 2008, foreign service annu-
itants may be employed, notwithstanding 
section 316.401 of title 5, Code of Federal Reg-
ulations, pursuant to waivers under section 
824(g)(1)(C)(ii) of the Foreign Service Act of 
1980 (22 U.S.C. 4064(g)(1)(C)(ii)):’’. 

f 

NOTICE OF HEARING 

COMMITTEE ON ENERGY AND NATURAL 
RESOURCES 

Mr. BINGAMAN. Mr. President, I 
would like to announce for the infor-
mation of the Senate and the public 
that a legislative hearing has been 
scheduled before the Committee on En-
ergy and Natural Resources. 

The hearing will be held on Tuesday, 
September 25, 2007, at 2:30 p.m. in room 
SD–366 of the Dirksen Senate Office 
Building. 

The purposes of this hearing are to 
receive testimony on S. 1756, a bill to 
provide supplemental ex gratia com-
pensation to the Republic of the Mar-
shall Islands for impacts of the nuclear 
testing program of the United States, 
and for other purposes; and to receive 
testimony on the implementation of 
the Compact of Free Association be-
tween the United States and the Mar-
shall Islands. 

Because of the limited time available 
for the hearing, witnesses may testify 
by invitation only. However, those 
wishing to submit written testimony 
for the hearing record should send two 
copies of their testimony to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Natural Re-
sources, United States Senate, Wash-
ington, DC 20510–6150, or by email to 
Britni_Rillera@energy.senate.gov. 

For further information, please con-
tact Allen Stayman at (202) 224–7865 or 
Britni Rillera at (202) 224–1219. 

f 

AUTHORITY FOR COMMITTEES TO 
MEET 

COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the committee on 
Armed Services be authorized to meet 
during the session of the Senate on 
Thursday, September 6, at 10 a.m., in 
open session to receive a report on the 
findings of the Iraqi Security Forces 
Independent Assessment Commission. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the committee on 
Armed Services be authorized to meet 
during the session of the Senate on 
Thursday, September 6, 2007 at 5 p.m. 
in Executive Session to continue to re-
ceive information relating to the treat-
ment of detainees. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 
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COMMITTEE ON ENVIRONMENT AND PUBLIC 

WORKS 
Mr. REED. Mr. President, I ask unan-

imous consent that the Committee on 
Environment and Public Works be au-
thorized to meet during the session of 
the Senate on Thursday, September 6, 
2007, at 10 a.m., in room 406 of the Dirk-
sen Senate Office Building in order to 
conduct a hearing entitled ‘‘An Exam-
ination of the Potential Human Health, 
Water Quality, and Other Impacts of 
the Confined Animal Feeding Oper-
ation Industry.’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

COMMITTEE ON FINANCE 
Mr. REED. Mr. President, I ask unan-

imous consent that the Committee on 
Finance be authorized to meet during 
the session of the Senate on Thursday, 
September 6, 2007, at 10 a.m., in 215 
Dirksen Senate Office Building, to hear 
testimony on ‘‘Carried Interest Part 
III: Pension Issues.’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

COMMITTEE ON HEALTH, EDUCATION, LABOR, 
AND PENSIONS 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the Committee on 
Health, Education, Labor, and Pen-
sions be authorized to hold a hearing 
on the Nomination of Charles E.F. Mil-
lard, of New York, to be Director of the 
Pension Benefit Guaranty Corporation 
during the session of the Senate on 
Thursday, September 5, 2007, at 10 a.m. 
in room 628 of the Dirksen Senate of-
fice building. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

COMMITTEE ON HOMELAND SECURITY AND 
GOVERNMENTAL AFFAIRS 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the Committee on 
Homeland Security and Governmental 
Affairs be authorized to meet on Thurs-
day, September 6, 2007, at 1:30 p.m. in 
order to conduct a hearing entitled ‘‘A 
DHS Status Report: Assessing Chal-
lenges and Measuring Progress.’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

COMMITTEE ON JUDICIARY 
Mr. REED. Mr. President, I ask unan-

imous consent that the Committee on 
the Judiciary be authorized to meet 
during the Senate in order to conduct a 
markup on Thursday, September 6, 
2007, at 10 a.m. in SD–266. 

Agenda 

I. Bills 

S. 453, Deceptive Practices and Voter 
Intimidation Prevention Act of 2007 
(Obama, Schumer, Leahy, Cardin, Fein-
gold, Feinstein, Kennedy, Whitehouse); 
S. 1692, A bill to grant a Federal Char-
ter to Korean War Veterans Associa-
tion (Cardin, Isakson, Kennedy); S. 
1845, A bill to provide for limitations in 
certain communications between the 
Department of Justice and the White 

House (Whitehouse, Leahy) and S. 772, 
Railroad Antitrust Enforcement Act of 
2007 (Kohl, Coleman). 

II. Resolutions 

S. Res. 282, National Polycystic Kid-
ney Disease Awareness Week (Kohl, 
Hatch) and S. Res. 134, Adopt a School 
Library Month (Durbin). 

III. Nominations 

Richard A. Jones to be United States 
District Judge for the Western District 
of Washington; Sharion Aycock to be 
United States District Judge for the 
Northern District of Mississippi; Jen-
nifer Walker Elrod to be United States 
Circuit Judge for the Fifth Circuit. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

SELECT COMMITTEE ON INTELLIGENCE 
Mr. REED. Mr. President, I ask unan-

imous consent that the Select Com-
mittee on Intelligence be authorized to 
meet during the session of the Senate 
on September 6, 2007, at 2:30 p.m. to 
hold a closed hearing. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

COLLEGE COST REDUCTION AND 
ACCESS ACT—CONFERENCE RE-
PORT—Continued 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Senator from Wyoming. 

Mr. ENZI. Mr. President, I rise to 
speak in support of the conference re-
port that we will be voting on tomor-
row morning. I will also have more 
comments tomorrow morning. I wished 
to give a little bit of an explanation of 
where we are. There is a limited time 
of debate in the morning prior to the 
vote. I am sure Senator KENNEDY and I 
will give a little fuller explanation of 
the vote and the reconciliation pack-
age, even following that discussion, so 
anyone who is interested can have as 
much knowledge about what is in the 
conference report as they could get, ex-
cept by reading it. So most of the com-
ments will be tomorrow morning, but I 
wanted to make a few preliminary 
comments tonight since the time is 
limited before the vote in the morning. 

As I mentioned, I do rise to speak in 
support of the conference report. 

Two years ago, Republicans took the 
lead in reducing subsidies to lenders 
and providing greater benefits to stu-
dents through more grant assistance 
and reduced loan costs. In this con-
ference report, we produce an addi-
tional $22 billion in savings by further 
reducing subsidies to lenders and ap-
plying those savings to increased 
grants for low-income students, for ex-
panded loan forgiveness, and for re-
duced interest rates on undergraduate 
subsidized loans. 

We all agreed that if there is an ex-
cess subsidy in the student loans pro-
grams, it should be eliminated. The 
key questions are how much excess 

there is and how to eliminate it. There 
are not any clear-cut answers to those 
questions. One approach included in 
this conference report is the reduction 
of the special allowance payments, the 
SAP, to lenders. 

I am pleased we retained provisions 
that recognize the unique role that our 
not-for-profit lenders have in providing 
information and services to students 
and their families. Not-for-profit lend-
ers focus on communities and serve 
students locally. For this reason, we 
maintained the 15 basis points differen-
tial cut in special allowance payments 
between for-profit and not-for-profit 
lenders. The cut in the SAP to for-prof-
it lenders is 55 basis points and for not- 
for-profit lenders is 40 basis points. 

We took a first step in this con-
ference report toward refining the way 
these levels are determined, by includ-
ing an auction pilot that lets the mar-
ketplace determine the appropriate 
SAP level for the Parent PLUS Pro-
gram, which is a small part that allows 
us to have a little preview of how an 
auction process would work, and also 
help to work out any bugs if it works 
out to be a good demonstration project. 

This conference report provides addi-
tional need-based grant aid which is a 
critical component of increasing access 
to and affordability of college. Over 55 
percent of the savings are dedicated to 
increasing the Pell grant award. In the 
next 5 years, low-income under-
graduate students will see the max-
imum Pell grant award increase by 
more than $1,000. Additionally, we in-
crease the income protection allowance 
so students are not penalized for work-
ing and for saving for college. It has 
been a problem in the past. If you work 
and save for college, you would have 
been better off to have bought a car be-
cause it would count against you. We 
raise the income threshold for auto-
matic eligibility for a maximum Pell 
grant. 

I am also pleased we were able to re-
tain the guarantee rate on student 
loans at 97 percent for all lenders 
through fiscal year 2012. In this way, 
we avoid disruption in the student loan 
market and ensure that students have 
access to Federal student loans. 

However, I wonder if we are going too 
far in cutting the support for the larg-
est Federal financial aid program, the 
Federal Family Education Loan Pro-
gram—that is the private loan pro-
gram, the FFELP program. The chal-
lenge we face is we will not know until 
it is too late if the cuts we have made 
have undermined the stability of the 
program and created hardship for the 
students it serves. 

Despite the emphasis on increased 
grant aid, the claim of increased sav-
ings for borrowers has a hollow ring. 
Reducing student loan interest rates is 
a good sound bite. It does nothing to 
help students pay tuition bills. Fur-
ther, in reality, cutting the interest 
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rate in half, to 3.4 percent, will help 
only a small group of borrowers for the 
loans they take out for 1 year of their 
education, 4 years from now. Then the 
benefit disappears. 

A quick calculation of the real ben-
efit borrowers will receive shows that 
for a cost of $6 billion to taxpayers, in-
dividual borrowers will see savings of 
only $6 a month. I would much rather 
see the $6 billion go to help low-income 
students through a Pell grant increase 
than to a hollow sound bite, and that is 
the approach the Senate took, to in-
crease the Pell grant rather than the 
reduction in the distant future of a 
small percentage in the interest rate. 

Finally, as an accountant and a 
member of the Budget Committee, I 
would be remiss if I didn’t point out 
that we are debating a conference re-
port on reconciliation which is a proc-
ess designed to reduce the Federal def-
icit, not to create new mandatory pro-
grams and increase entitlement spend-
ing. I am disappointed to say the net 
savings for deficit reduction in this 
conference report is only $750 million. I 
would admit that is the requirement 
we were given by the budget to 
produce—$750 million. The last time we 
did a budget reconciliation we put half 
the money that was saved by canceling 
some of the subsidies to the corpora-
tions to budget deficit reduction. 

I do wish to remind my colleagues 
that a few weeks ago we considered 
reconciliation and higher education re-
authorization together. This is a key 
point. The Senate did it consecutively. 

On a Thursday, we did the reconcili-
ation bill. The next voting day we had 
was a Monday, and on Monday we 
passed the higher education reauthor-
ization. 

This is a bill that is long overdue. We 
have done short extensions eight times, 
and we recognize that we passed them 
together in the Senate with strong bi-
partisan support. In fact, the reauthor-
ization bill vote was 95 to 0. So we not 
only achieved savings, but we ensured 
the quality and effectiveness of our 
Federal Student Aid Programs. There-
fore, support for this conference report 
is limited by the fact that we are not 
also considering the larger higher edu-
cation reauthorization package, al-
though I am expecting that we will get 
some very solid agreement from the 
House folks to begin consideration of 
that, I hope yet this month, so it can 
be completed early and we can have 
both parts of the package. 

Tomorrow I will go into a little bit 
more on what is in that other package 
that completes what we are doing in 
reconciliation. In the reconciliation we 
are eliminating some of the subsidies, 
and then we are reallocating that 
money. That money will go to help stu-
dents. But the bulk of the help actually 
comes in the reauthorization package. 
It is ever so essential that we do that. 

I think the Senate would have been 
agreeable to put the two bills together 

and get them both finished at the same 
time, but it is not possible because the 
House has not finished action on the 
Higher Ed reauthorization. 

Tomorrow I will go into some more 
detail on what it is that is missing 
from the package by just doing the rec-
onciliation part of the package. I will 
be encouraging people to vote for the 
reconciliation package and then the re-
authorization package when we are 
able to get that together. 

I will be encouraging the House, in 
every way possible, to make sure they 
get that reauthorization part of the 
package done, and I have some relative 
assurance that they are going to do it 
soon. I would like some more solid as-
surance they are going to do it soon. 

With that, I will conclude my re-
marks for tonight and look forward to 
the bipartisan discussion we will have 
tomorrow. I want to thank the Senator 
from Massachusetts for the great work 
he and his staff did on this package. It 
is not often in this body that people 
listen and then try and find the solu-
tion. I would say they and my staff 
have worked together well and got us 
here. You never get a perfect package 
around here. This is one that will help 
a lot of people. 

I yield the floor. 
f 

ADJOURNMENT UNTIL 8:55 A.M. 
TOMORROW 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Under the previous order, the 
Senate stands adjourned until 8:55 a.m. 
tomorrow. 

Thereupon, the Senate, at 10:17 p.m., 
adjourned until Friday, September 7, 
2007, at 8:55 a.m. 

f 

NOMINATIONS

Executive nominations received by 
the Senate:

THE JUDICIARY

STANLEY THOMAS ANDERSON, OF TENNESSEE, TO BE 
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE FOR THE WESTERN 
DISTRICT OF TENNESSEE, VICE JAMES D. TODD, RETIR-
ING.

E. DUNCAN GETCHELL, JR., OF VIRGINIA, TO BE UNITED 
STATES CIRCUIT JUDGE FOR THE FOURTH CIRCUIT, VICE 
H. EMORY WIDENER, JR., RETIRED.

STEVE A. MATTHEWS, OF SOUTH CAROLINA, TO BE 
UNITED STATES CIRCUIT JUDGE FOR THE FOURTH CIR-
CUIT, VICE WILLIAM W. WILKINS, RETIRED.

JOHN A. MENDEZ, OF CALIFORNIA, TO BE UNITED 
STATES DISTRICT JUDGE FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT 
OF CALIFORNIA, VICE DAVID F. LEVI, RESIGNED.

FOREIGN SERVICE

THE FOLLOWING-NAMED PERSONS OF THE AGENCIES 
INDICATED FOR APPOINTMENT AS FOREIGN SERVICE OF-
FICERS OF THE CLASSES STATED. 

FOR APPOINTMENT AS FOREIGN SERVICE OFFICER OF 
CLASS THREE, CONSULAR OFFICER AND SECRETARY IN 
THE DIPLOMATIC SERVICE OF THE UNITED STATES OF 
AMERICA:

DEPARTMENT OF STATE

CEDRA DANIELLE EATON, OF MARYLAND

FOR APPOINTMENT AS FOREIGN SERVICE OFFICER OF 
CLASS FOUR, CONSULAR OFFICER AND SECRETARY IN 
THE DIPLOMATIC SERVICE OF THE UNITED STATES OF 
AMERICA:

DEPARTMENT OF STATE

S. NAUSHER M. ALI, OF CALIFORNIA
CHRISTOPHER CHARLES ASHE, OF PENNSYLVANIA
KIMBERLY K. ATKINSON, OF SOUTH DAKOTA
DEIDRA DI ANNE AVENDASORA, OF MINNESOTA

TIFFANY M. BARTISH, OF ILLINOIS
CHRISTOPHER GRAYDON BEARD, OF FLORIDA
JENNIFER L. BECKER, OF KANSAS
NANCY R. BIASI, OF OREGON
SHERYL J. BISTRANSKY, OF VIRGINIA
MICHAEL A. BRADECAMP, OF VIRGINIA
CHERYL R. BRUNER, OF SOUTH DAKOTA
MARK COLBOURNE CARLSON, OF WASHINGTON
LANDRY JOSEPH CARR, OF LOUISIANA
MICHAEL ALBERT CHUNG, OF WASHINGTON
SARA M. COBB, OF FLORIDA
KATHLEEN MARIE COREY, OF WASHINGTON
JOHN C. CORRAO, OF INDIANA
SONATA N. COULTER, OF WASHINGTON
JOANNE HELD CUMMINGS, OF TEXAS
PAUL MICHAEL CUNNINGHAM, OF CONNECTICUT
CHRISTOPHER M. DEUTSCH, OF VIRGINIA
JANET E. DEUTSCH, OF ILLINOIS
BEVERLI J. DEWALT, OF WASHINGTON
SARAH A. DUFFY, OF ILLINOIS
DAVID CLIFFORD EDGINTON, OF IOWA
ELLEN BETH EISEMAN, OF NEW YORK
JILL FOSTER, OF CALIFORNIA
ERIC GEELAN, OF NEW YORK
KATHLEEN D. GIBILISCO, OF CALIFORNIA
JOHN H. GIMBEL IV, OF NEVADA
CARLA A. GONNEVILLE, OF CALIFORNIA
CHRISTOPHER R. GREEN, OF TEXAS
JOHN R. GROCH, OF TEXAS
H. REBECCA GRUTZ, OF TEXAS
TRAVER GUDIE, OF FLORIDA
RICHARD F. HANRAHAN, JR., OF ILLINOIS
CASH A. HERBOLICH, OF ARIZONA
ANNY CHI-JIN HO, OF VIRGINIA
ROBERT F. HOMMOWUN, OF CALIFORNIA
AMY J. HOOD, OF VIRGINIA
JESSICA MARIE FRANZ HUARACAYO, OF CALIFORNIA
DORIAN HURTADO, OF FLORIDA
MOLLIE JAX JACKSON, OF OREGON
THEODORE EVAN JASIK, OF NEW YORK
ALMA MUSANOVIC JOHNSON, OF NEW HAMPSHIRE
TIFFNEY J. JOHNSON, OF TEXAS
WENDY ANNETTE KAHLER, OF VIRGINIA
DEBORAH J. KANAREK, OF CALIFORNIA
MARY VIRGINIA KANE, OF MARYLAND
WENDY A. KENNEDY, OF WASHINGTON
JASON B. KHILE, OF ILLINOIS
JULIE KIM-JOHNSON, OF WASHINGTON
EMILY L. KING, OF VIRGINIA
BRIAN P. KLEIN, OF PENNSYLVANIA
RICHARD W. LA ROCHE, JR., OF CALIFORNIA
GUY M. LAWSON, OF TEXAS
PAULA I. L’ECUYER, OF VIRGINIA
PAUL A. LOH, OF NEW YORK
LEON C. LOWDER III, OF NEW YORK
LAURA DENELLE LUCAS, OF IDAHO
MARY ELIZABETH MADDEN, OF OREGON
GUY MARGALITH, OF NEW YORK
BERENICE MARISCAL, OF TEXAS
ROBERT M. MARKS, OF FLORIDA
HAGEN DAVIS MARONEY, OF NEW YORK
MELISSA E. MARTINEZ, OF NEW MEXICO
PARTHA MAZUMDAR, OF PENNSYLVANIA
LISSA MEI-LIN MCATEE, OF WASHINGTON
P. CHRISTOPHER MCCABE, OF COLORADO
NANCY HILLERY MCCARTHY, OF TEXAS
CATHERINE E. MCGEARY, OF FLORIDA
AUD-FRANCES MCKERNAN, OF CALIFORNIA
CRISTINA MARIE MARKO MEANEY, OF ARIZONA
ANN MECEDA, OF CALIFORNIA
SARA M. MERCADO, OF CALIFORNIA
KRISTIAN G. MOORE, OF COLORADO
JOHN K. MOYER, OF PENNSYLVANIA
ESHEL WILLIAM MURAD, OF VIRGINIA
KEVIN T. MURAKAMI, OF VIRGINIA
MEGAN THANA MYERS, OF MINNESOTA
JEREMY NATHAN, OF ILLINOIS
JENIFER LYNN NEIDHART DE ORTIZ, OF FLORIDA
THU M. NGUYEN, OF VIRGINIA
BRIANA L. OLSEN, OF WASHINGTON
DOUGLAS S. O’NEILL, OF FLORIDA
SWATI MANSUKH PATEL, OF ALABAMA
CONEY PATTERSON, OF FLORIDA
TIMOTHY EUGENE PELTIER, OF VIRGINIA
STEVEN PERRY, OF VIRGINIA
BRIAN R. PETERSON, OF WASHINGTON
CHRISTOPHER R. REYNOLDS, OF NEW JERSEY
CHRISTINE RIEHL, OF MARYLAND
MICHAEL R. ROBERTS, OF NEW JERSEY
RICHARD W. ROESING III, OF PENNSYLVANIA
MEREDITH LEIGH RUBIN, OF VIRGINIA
JOSEPH H. RUNYON, OF FLORIDA
TRINA D. SAHA, OF CALIFORNIA
ANNE LEE SESHADRI, OF NEW HAMPSHIRE
CHARLES H. SEWALL, OF FLORIDA
PREETI VIKAS SHAH, OF MICHIGAN
KIM SHAW, OF CALIFORNIA
PATRICK ISAMU SMELLER, OF MARYLAND
JEFFREY BRIAN SMITH, OF TEXAS
STEVEN T. SMITH, OF NEW HAMPSHIRE
JOHN THOMAS SPEAKS III, OF TEXAS
DEBRA A. STEIGERWALT, OF VIRGINIA
SCOTT ADAM STERNBERG, OF FLORIDA
STEPHEN BRUCE STEWART, OF CALIFORNIA
ERINN C. STOTT, OF TEXAS
ANDREA V. STRANO, OF NEW YORK
PAUL M. STRONSKI, OF NEW YORK
JOSEPH A. STRZALKA, OF MICHIGAN
RACHEL SUNDEN, OF TEXAS
KATHLEEN S. SZPILA, OF MASSACHUSETTS
DEBRA TAYLOR, OF WASHINGTON
VICTORIA JEAN TAYLOR, OF MISSOURI
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CHAD ALAN THORNBERRY, OF CALIFORNIA
JENNIFER L. VIEIRA, OF TEXAS
THOMAS JOSEPH WALLIS, OF VIRGINIA
DRAKE A. WEISERT, OF TEXAS
ADAM P. WEST, OF ILLINOIS
JOEL ROBERT WIEGERT, OF NEBRASKA
PATRICK R. WINGATE, OF TEXAS
ELLEN WONG, OF MISSOURI
DANIELLE K. WOOD, OF OREGON
JEAN THOMAS WOYNICKI, OF PENNSYLVANIA
DANIELA ZADROZNY, OF TEXAS

THE FOLLOWING-NAMED MEMBERS OF THE FOREIGN 
SERVICE TO BE CONSULAR OFFICERS AND/OR SECRE-
TARIES IN THE DIPLOMATIC SERVICE OF THE UNITED 
STATES OF AMERICA, AS INDICATED: 

CONSULAR OFFICER OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMER-
ICA:

DEPARTMENT OF STATE

WENDY P. LYLE, OF VIRGINIA

SECRETARY IN THE DIPLOMATIC SERVICE OF THE 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA:

DEPARTMENT OF TREASURY

CHRISTOPHER ADAMS, OF CALIFORNIA
RUSSELL GREEN, OF TEXAS

CONSULAR OFFICERS AND SECRETARIES IN THE DIP-
LOMATIC SERVICE OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA:

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

PETER D. LISTON, OF FLORIDA

DEPARTMENT OF STATE

MARY E. ALEXANDER, OF TEXAS
LOGAN ALSCHBACH, OF VIRGINIA
ROBERT T. ALTER, OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA
SANDRA E. AMBROSE-SHEM, OF VIRGINIA
ROBERT ANDERSON, OF OREGON
ASHA B. ANDREWS, OF CALIFORNIA
DAVID AVERY, OF NEW MEXICO
D. HEATH BAILEY, OF NEVADA
DEBRA A. BARBESSI, OF VIRGINIA
ALEXANDRA LARA BAUMGARTNER, OF WEST VIRGINIA
SHARI ALYSON BERKE, OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA
RACHEL E. BIRTHISEL, OF VIRGINIA
BRANDON L. BORKOWICZ, OF ILLINOIS
DONALD A. BROWN, OF LOUISIANA
LESLIE E. BROWN, OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA
LINDSAY H. BUSH, OF VIRGINIA
DANIEL J. BYRNE, OF VIRGINIA
ERIC CAMUS, OF OREGON
STEVEN W. CARROLL, OF CALIFORNIA
CHARLES COXWELL CARSON, OF VIRGINIA
CHRISTOPHER RONALD CARVER, OF OREGON
MICHAEL D. CHRISTIE, OF VIRGINIA
DANIEL Y. CHU, OF CALIFORNIA
DANIEL R. CISEK, OF ILLINOIS
ALFONSO CORTES, OF NEW YORK
JOHN EDWARD CRIPPEN, OF ARKANSAS
RAMONA S. CRIPPEN, OF ARKANSAS
THOMAS P. DALTON, OF TEXAS
SUSAN V. DANKOVICH, OF PENNSYLVANIA
NATHALIE JORDAN DAVIS, OF MARYLAND
WAYNE CHARLES DAVIS, OF VIRGINIA
NATHANIEL P. DELEMARRE, OF VIRGINIA
LAWANDA B. DIXON, OF MARYLAND
MICHAEL STEPHEN DOUMITT, OF VIRGINIA
MONIQUE A. DOWNS, OF MARYLAND
SCOTT DRISKEL, OF VIRGINIA
JANET MARIE ELBERT, OF VIRGINIA
DAVID AARON EPSTEIN, OF NEW YORK
NANCY ANN EYDE, OF MICHIGAN
KELLEE A. FARMER, OF KANSAS
DAVID KIP FRANCIS, OF GEORGIA
KEVIN W FRILOUX, OF TEXAS
EDWARD A. GALLAGHER, OF VIRGINIA
NICOLE E. GALLAGHER, OF MARYLAND
JUAN JAIME GAMBOA, OF TEXAS
JAMES C. GESSLER, OF VIRGINIA
KRISTIN MICHELE GILMORE, OF CALIFORNIA
STEPHEN GLASER, OF CALIFORNIA
BARRY S. GREENBERG, OF MARYLAND
LAWRENCE JAMES GROSSBACK, OF VIRGINIA
REBECCA HAAS, OF PENNSYLVANIA
GREG A. HALL, OF MARYLAND
MERCEDES RUTH HAMMER, OF VIRGINIA
SARAH J. HANSEN, OF VIRGINIA
ROBERT W. HARELAND, OF NEVADA
ANTHONY P. HARMAN, OF MARYLAND
S. EVAN HARPER, OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA
MEGAN ALICE HARRIS, OF VIRGINIA
JUSTIN MATTHEW HEKEL, OF NEW YORK
PAUL E. HICKERNELL, OF VIRGINIA
REBECCA KATHERINE HUNTER, OF FLORIDA
KAREEM N. JAMJOOM, OF MISSOURI
JAMES J. JAY, JR., OF ILLINOIS
MICHAEL H. JOHNSON, JR., OF VIRGINIA
NICOLE G JOHNSON, OF WISCONSIN
ERIC A. JORDAN, OF KANSAS
PRZEMYSLAW ROBERT KACZOROWSKI, OF MARYLAND
GEORGE R. KANEKKEBERG, OF VIRGINIA
MEGAN M. KATIN, OF VIRGINIA
ELIZABETH C. KAUFMAN, OF VIRGINIA
JAMES BRENNAN KELLY, OF THE DISTRICT OF 

COLUMBIA
KEELY ZWART KILBURG, OF TEXAS
ERIC MICHAEL KLINE, OF VIRGINIA
SCOTT O. KOENIG, OF CALIFORNIA
TIMOTHY R. KRAEMER, OF VIRGINIA

JEANNE BRENNAN LAND, OF VIRGINIA
SUSAN P. LARSON, OF VIRGINIA
ELIZABETH K. LEE, OF CALIFORNIA
LESLIE A. LINNEMEIER, OF VIRGINIA
MARY LOFRISCO-MCCLURE, OF MARYLAND
BILLY MALONE, OF VIRGINIA
BRUCE G. MANGUM, OF MARYLAND
DAVID MATTHEW MARK, OF VIRGINIA
CHARLES MARTIN, OF KENTUCKY
PAUL J. MARTINEK, OF MASSACHUSETTS
MARJORIE A. MATHELUS, OF VIRGINIA
GEORGE D. MATHEWS, OF VIRGINIA
CATHERINE JEAN MCFARLAND, OF FLORIDA
GRANT L. MCMURRAN, OF VIRGINIA
RICHARD BRUCE MIDDLEBROOKS, OF VIRGINIA
BENJAMIN EDWARD MILLER, OF CALIFORNIA
THOMAS MINIACI, OF VIRGINIA
BLAKE W. MOBLEY, OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA
KIMBERLEE MOORE, OF VIRGINIA
MATTHEW ABRAHAM MYERS, SR., OF FLORIDA
WILLIAM R. NELSON, OF WISCONSIN
NICOLE A. NUCELLI, OF VIRGINIA
AARON P. ONG, OF VIRGINIA
ROBERT C. PALMER, OF CALIFORNIA
BRANDY L. PANKAU, OF WEST VIRGINIA
MEGAN M. PHANEUF, OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA
JUSTIN A. PONCHAK, OF VIRGINIA
MICHAEL HUGH QUINN, OF ALASKA
JAMIE WILLIAM RAVETZ, OF PENNSYLVANIA
ROBIN REICHENBACH, OF VIRGINIA
CHRISTOPHER RHOTON, OF VIRGINIA
MEREDITH ROBERTSON, OF VIRGINIA
CAROLYN RODAL, OF VIRGINIA
TIMOTHY R. ROMAN, OF MARYLAND
AARON JOHN RUPERT, OF OHIO
MANJU K. SADARANGANI, OF NEW YORK
MARCO G. SAILORS, OF PENNSYLVANIA
SUSAN M. SAKRAIDA, OF PENNSYLVANIA
MARCELYN E. SANCHEZ, OF CALIFORNIA
CHERYL ANDERSON SAUS, OF VIRGINIA
KEVI E. SECHREST, OF VIRGINIA
DAVID P. SEGALINI, OF VIRGINIA
ANJALINA SEN, OF NEW YORK
D. ALEXANDRA SHUEY, OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA
RICHARD R. SILVER, OF CALIFORNIA
THEODORA S. SMITH, OF MARYLAND
TIMOTHY J. SMITH, OF MARYLAND
ANDREW D. SNODGRASS, OF VIRGINIA
JIMMI NICOLE SOMMER, OF IDAHO
JORGE PATRICK SOWERS, OF VIRGINIA
PAUL GLEN STAHLE, OF MARYLAND
WADE B. STANTON, OF VIRGINIA
SHARLA STEPHENSON, OF VIRGINIA
SARAH C. STEWART, OF ARIZONA
ERIN C. STUART, OF VIRGINIA
MARY E. STUESSY, OF OHIO
HUGUETTE THORNTON, OF FLORIDA
PETER J. THRAPP, OF ILLINOIS
BENJAMIN TIETZ, OF VIRGINIA
JOSEPH ANTHONY TORDELLA, OF FLORIDA
RUBANI I. TRIMIEW, OF NEW JERSEY
NGUYEN C. TRINH, OF MARYLAND
KRISTINE M. TUORI, OF MARYLAND
CYNTHIA JEAN TURNER, OF FLORIDA
ARIEL REBECCA VAAGEN, OF TEXAS
MICHELLE R. VASSAR, OF VIRGINIA
JESSICA R. VIELHUBER, OF VIRGINIA
HEIDI B. VIEROW, OF VIRGINIA
TIMOTHY S. WADE, OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA
KERRY MERKL WALD, OF CONNECTICUT
MICHELE WELLS, OF CALIFORNIA
RICHARD WHITTEN, OF FLORIDA
WHITNEY SCOTT WIEDEMAN, OF TEXAS
STEWART A.S. WIGHT, OF VIRGINIA
TODD ANDREW WILDER, OF WASHINGTON
MICHELLE MARIE WILDMAN, OF INDIANA
SUZANNE M. YOUNTCHI, OF CALIFORNIA 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED CAREER MEMBERS OF THE 
SENIOR FOREIGN SERVICE OF THE DEPARTMENT OF AG-
RICULTURE/APHIS FOR PROMOTION WITHIN AND INTO 
THE SENIOR FOREIGN SERVICE TO THE CLASSES INDI-
CATED: CAREER MEMBER OF THE SENIOR FOREIGN 
SERVICE, CLASS OF CAREER MINISTER:

DANNY J. SHEESLEY, OF COLORADO

IN THE COAST GUARD

THE FOLLOWING NAMED INDIVIDUAL FOR APPOINT-
MENT AS A PERMANENT COMMISSIONED REGULAR OFFI-
CER IN THE UNITED STATES COAST GUARD IN THE 
GRADE INDICATED UNDER TITLE 14, U.S.C., SECTION 211:

To be lieutenant

THOMAS T. PEQUIGNOT, 0000

IN THE ARMY

THE FOLLOWING ARMY NATIONAL GUARD OF THE 
UNITED STATES OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT IN THE RE-
SERVE OF THE ARMY TO THE GRADE INDICATED UNDER 
TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 12203:

To be brigadier general

COL. OLIVER J. MASON, JR., 0000

IN THE NAVY

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES NAVY TO THE GRADE INDICATED 
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624:

To be rear admiral (lower half)

CAPT. LAWRENCE S. RICE, 0000

IN THE AIR FORCE

THE FOLLOWING NAMED INDIVIDUAL FOR APPOINT-
MENT IN THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE RESERVE OF 
THE AIR FORCE UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 12203:

To be colonel

FRANK W. SHAGETS, 0000 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED INDIVIDUALS FOR APPOINT-
MENT IN THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE REGULAR AIR 
FORCE UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 531(A):

To be major

MARK W. DUFF, 0000
ANDREW STOY, 0000

IN THE ARMY

THE FOLLOWING NAMED INDIVIDUAL FOR REGULAR 
APPOINTMENT TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE 
UNITED STATES ARMY MEDICAL SPECIALIST CORPS 
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTIONS 531 AND 3064:

To be major

SHIRLEY HAYNES, 0000 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED INDIVIDUAL FOR REGULAR 
APPOINTMENT TO THE GRADES INDICATED IN THE 
UNITED STATES ARMY DENTAL CORPS UNDER TITLE 10, 
U.S.C., SECTIONS 531 AND 3064:

To be major

ADAM R. LIBERMAN, 0000 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED INDIVIDUALS FOR REGULAR 
APPOINTMENT TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE 
UNITED STATES ARMY NURSE CORPS UNDER TITLE 10, 
U.S.C., SECTIONS 531 AND 3064:

To be major

JOSEPH W. BROWN, 0000
KENNETH A. FORD, 0000
CYNTHIA D. SANCHEZ, 0000 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED INDIVIDUAL FOR REGULAR 
APPOINTMENT TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE 
UNITED STATES ARMY MEDICAL SERVICE CORPS UNDER 
TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTIONS 531 AND 3064:

To be major

PAMELA J. MEYERS, 0000 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED INDIVIDUAL FOR REGULAR 
APPOINTMENT TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE 
UNITED STATES ARMY DENTAL CORPS UNDER TITLE 10, 
U.S.C., SECTIONS 531 AND 3064:

To be lieutenant colonel

JERRY D. MICHEL, 0000 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED INDIVIDUALS FOR REGULAR 
APPOINTMENT TO THE GRADES INDICATED IN THE 
UNITED STATES ARMY MEDICAL CORPS UNDER TITLE 10, 
U.S.C., SECTIONS 531 AND 3064:

To be lieutenant colonel

ANTONIO MARINEZLUENGO, 0000

To be major

MARLA R. MELENDEZ, 0000
THOMAS R. ROESEL, 0000 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED INDIVIDUALS FOR REGULAR 
APPOINTMENT TO THE GRADES INDICATED IN THE 
UNITED STATES ARMY MEDICAL SERVICE CORPS UNDER 
TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTIONS 531 AND 3064:

To be lieutenant colonel

DANIEL L. DUCKER, 0000

To be major

PAUL J. WATKINS, 0000 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
AS PERMANENT PROFESSOR AT THE UNITED STATES 
MILITARY ACADEMY IN THE GRADE INDICATED UNDER 
TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 4333(B):

To be colonel

SCOTT T. KRAWCZYK, 0000 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED ARMY NATIONAL GUARD OF 
THE UNITED STATES OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT TO 
THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE RESERVE OF THE ARMY 
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTIONS 12203 AND 12211:

To be colonel

ROLAND D. AUT, 0000 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE RESERVE OF THE 
ARMY UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 12203:

To be colonel

EILEEN G. MCGONAGLE, 0000 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED ARMY NATIONAL GUARD OF 
THE UNITED STATES OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT TO 
THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE RESERVE OF THE ARMY 
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTIONS 12203 AND 12211:

To be colonel

VAL L. PETERSON, 0000 
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THE FOLLOWING NAMED ARMY NATIONAL GUARD OF 

THE UNITED STATES OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT TO 
THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE RESERVE OF THE ARMY 
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTIONS 12203 AND 12211:

To be colonel

JORDAN T. JONES, 0000 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED INDIVIDUAL FOR REGULAR 
APPOINTMENT TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE 
UNITED STATES ARMY MEDICAL CORPS UNDER TITLE 10, 
U.S.C., SECTIONS 531 AND 3064:

To be colonel

MARTIN E. WEISSE, 0000 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED ARMY NATIONAL GUARD OF 
THE UNITED STATES OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT TO 
THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE RESERVE OF THE ARMY 
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTIONS 12203 AND 12211:

To be colonel

JEFFREY L. ANDERSON, 0000
DAVID S. LEE, 0000 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED ARMY NATIONAL GUARD OF 
THE UNITED STATES OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT TO 
THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE RESERVE OF THE ARMY 
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTIONS 12203 AND 12211:

To be colonel

MICHAEL J. NORTON, 0000
WILLIAM J. THOMAS, JR., 0000 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED ARMY NATIONAL GUARD OF 
THE UNITED STATES OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT TO 
THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE RESERVE OF THE ARMY 
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTIONS 12203 AND 12211:

To be colonel

JOHN J. GARCIA, 0000
KEITH E. KNOWLTON, 0000 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED ARMY NATIONAL GUARD OF 
THE UNITED STATES OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT TO 
THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE RESERVE OF THE ARMY 
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTIONS 12203 AND 12211:

To be colonel

DANIEL C. DANAHER, 0000
JESSE D. WADE, 0000 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED ARMY NATIONAL GUARD OF 
THE UNITED STATES OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT TO 
THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE RESERVE OF THE ARMY 
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTIONS 12203 AND 12211:

To be colonel

TRACY R. NORRIS, 0000
GARY B. TOOLEY, 0000 

IN THE MARINE CORPS

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES MA-
RINE CORPS UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624:

To be major

JON B. LIVINGSTON, 0000 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES MA-
RINE CORPS UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624:

To be major

LESTER W. THOMPSON, 0000 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES MA-

RINE CORPS RESERVE UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 
12203:

To be colonel

ARTHUR E. VERDUGO, 0000 

IN THE NAVY

THE FOLLOWING NAMED INDIVIDUAL FOR APPOINT-
MENT TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE REGULAR NAVY 
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 531:

To be lieutenant commander

MARTIN K. DE FANT, 0000 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES NAVY 
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624:

To be lieutenant commander

GREGORY E. WALTERS, 0000 

f 

WITHDRAWAL

Executive Message transmitted by 
the President to the Senate on Sep-
tember 6, 2007 withdrawing from fur-
ther Senate consideration the fol-
lowing nomination: 

MARY O. DONOHUE, OF NEW YORK, TO BE UNITED 
STATES DISTRICT JUDGE FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT 
OF NEW YORK, VICE FREDERICK J. SCULLIN, JR., RE-
TIRED, WHICH WAS SENT TO THE SENATE ON JANUARY 9, 
2007. 
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EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS 
PAYING TRIBUTE TO DANA 

BENNETT 

HON. JON C. PORTER 
OF NEVADA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, September 6, 2007 

Mr. PORTER. Madam Speaker, I rise today 
to honor the accomplishments of Dana Ben-
nett and congratulate her on her most recent 
work in authoring A Century of Enthusiasm: 
Midas, Nevada 1907–2007. 

Dana Bennett is currently a Ph.D. student of 
public history at Arizona State University and 
a policy analyst for the Morrison Institute at 
ASU. Although Dana attends school in Ari-
zona, she remains highly connected to the 
state of Nevada. She recently authored, A 
Century of Enthusiasm: Midas, Nevada 1907– 
2007 which is a follow up to her earlier book 
Forward with Enthusiasm: Midas 1907–1995. 
Dana Bennett is a former principal research 
analyst with the Nevada Legislature, a former 
professor in the College of Education at the 
University of Nevada, Reno, and has served 
on the Advisory Council for the National Edu-
cation for Women (NEW) Leadership Nevada 
at the University of Nevada, Las Vegas. 

Among her list of professional accomplish-
ments, Dana also discovered a mistake with 
the Nevada State Flag that stood uncorrected 
in Nevada for over 60 years. In 1926, Nevada 
Lieutenant Governor Maurice Sullivan deter-
mined that the reason for low circulation of the 
Nevada State flag was due to the high produc-
tion cost. The flag design was changed and 
circulated yet never adopted by the Nevada 
Legislature. In 1989, Dana Bennett uncovered 
this mistake, which was confirmed by State 
Archives and Records Administrator Guy 
Rocha. In 1991, the 66th session of the Ne-
vada Legislature finally corrected this mistake. 

Madam Speaker, I am proud to honor Dana 
Bennett. Her dedication to recording Nevada 
history is commendable and I wish her every 
continued success. 

f 

RECOGNIZING THE NATION-STATE 
OF TAIWAN WITHIN THE UNITED 
NATIONS 

HON. THOMAS G. TANCREDO 
OF COLORADO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, September 6, 2007 

Mr. TANCREDO. Madam Speaker, next 
year the 23 million people of Taiwan will head 
to the polls to vote on a referendum asking if 
the island should attempt to join the United 
Nations under the name ‘‘Taiwan.’’ The ref-
erendum is an opportunity for the people of 
Taiwan to make their collective voice heard 
around the world—and the world would be 
wise to listen. 

At first blush, one would think that Taiwan’s 
efforts to engage the international community 
would be welcomed and applauded by most 
everyone. After all, Taiwan is a stable, thriving 
multi-party democracy, with free and fair elec-
tions held at all levels of government. Having 
made a peaceful transition from dictatorship to 
democracy over the last twenty years, Taiwan 
has demonstrated a deep commitment to lib-
erty and human rights—earning the highest 
possible rating in the categories of ‘‘political 
rights’’ and ‘‘civil rights’’ from Freedom House 
last year. The island is a global hub for tech-
nological innovation, and boasts the 20th larg-
est economy in the world. 

Indeed, Americans who heard President 
Bush proclaim in his second inaugural ad-
dress, ‘‘When you stand for your liberty, we 
will stand with you,’’ might assume that United 
States stands firmly behind the Taiwanese bid 
to join the U.N., and that the Bush administra-
tion support for Taipei’s endeavor is a fore-
gone conclusion. 

But they would be wrong. 
This is because the United States—like 

many U.N. member states—maintains a so- 
called ‘‘One China’’ policy. Pursuant to this ir-
rational and outdated policy, most countries 
(including the United States) agree to give a 
wink and a nod to Beijing’s claims that Taiwan 
is simply a province of the communist nation, 
and then acquiesce when China demands Tai-
wan’s exclusion from international bodies like 
the United Nations and the World Health Or-
ganization. 

Perhaps President Bush should have added 
a caveat to his famous proclamation: ‘‘Offer 
not available in Taiwan.’’ 

Beijing argues that Taiwan’s 23 million peo-
ple are ‘represented’ by the unelected govern-
ment of the People’s Republic of China in 
international bodies—an argument that U.N. 
and WHO bureaucrats are quick to parrot. But 
the Beijing government routinely threatens to 
attack Taiwan and has deployed upwards of 
1,000 missiles on its southeastern coast 
aimed directly at the island. So while it might 
be politically expedient for China to claim that 
they represent Taiwan, no fair-minded person 
(or government) could honestly be expected to 
believe this. 

Of course, most countries realize this. While 
Taiwan’s government enjoys formal diplomatic 
ties with only around thirty nations (mostly 
small and impoverished nations in Latin Amer-
ica, the Caribbean and Africa), they maintain 
more than 100 quasi-embassies or ‘‘Trade Of-
fices’’ in nearly every country in the world. And 
most of these countries (including the United 
States) maintain a reciprocal mission in Tai-
wan’s Capital City, Taipei. Why? The reason 
is obvious: Because they all realize that the 
totalitarian government of China doesn’t really 
speak for the people of democratic Taiwan. 

The fact of the matter is that Taiwan con-
trols its own territory, dictates its own foreign 
policy, maintains its own armed forces, and 

most importantly—elects its own leaders. It 
has a larger population than Australia, and 
boasts one of the most dynamic economies in 
the world. Taiwan is more than qualified for 
membership, and eager to make a meaningful 
contribution. 

President Bush should live up to the prom-
ise he made in his inaugural speech and sup-
port Taiwan’s bid to join the U.N. Taiwan is by 
all measures a sovereign and independent na-
tion—and I hope that United States and the 
other free nations of the world will finally mus-
ter the courage stand up and say so. 

Thank you Madam Speaker. 
f 

A TRIBUTE TO NINTH 
TABERNACLE’S 100 YEARS 

HON. EDOLPHUS TOWNS 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Thursday, September 6, 2007 

Mr. TOWNS. Madam Speaker, I rise today 
to recognize the Ninth Tabernacle Church on 
its 100th anniversary. The Ninth Tabernacle 
was established September 1, 1907 in Ja-
maica, New York by Prophet Williams S. 
Crowdy. During that time, members met at the 
home of Deacon Henry and St. Rachel Blount. 
Deacon Henry Blount presided over the serv-
ices in the Borough of Queens until the Taber-
nacle was officially established by Elder Rich-
ard Briggs. Elder Briggs became the first local 
Pastor of the Ninth Tabernacle during the 
years 1907 to 1927. 

In 1927, the Ninth Tabernacle was led by 
Evangelist-at-Large Nathaniel B. Nelson who 
established it as an icon of community service 
and fellowship in the Borough of Brooklyn. 
Previous local pastors have included: Elder 
James Nelson; Elder Judah N. Roberts; Evan-
gelist Moses Farrar; and Rabbi Jesse E. 
Brown, Jr. The current Pastor, Evangelist Jo-
seph R. Turner is also the Executive Leader of 
the international religious organization Temple 
Beth-el. 

Since 1907, the congregation of the Ninth 
Tabernacle has worshiped at various locations 
throughout the Borough of Brooklyn. One of 
the most memorable locations was 590 Gates 
Avenue which the congregants of the Ninth 
Tabernacle were forced to leave due to con-
struction of new housing. In 1974, the Ninth 
Tabernacle Trustees purchased a former syn-
agogue at 85 Fountain Avenue where mem-
bers began a 30-year tenure of spiritual revi-
talization and growth. 

The Ninth Tabernacle has been a beacon of 
community service in the Bedford-Stuyvesant 
and East New York areas. They have estab-
lished food and clothing donation programs; 
emergency services for the neighborhoods; 
and the Fountain Avenue Community Devel-
opment Corporation, which is a non-profit so-
cial service agency that provides parental ef-
fectiveness training, computer literacy training, 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 12:32 Jul 13, 2010 Jkt 059102 PO 00000 Frm 00001 Fmt 0689 Sfmt 9920 E:\BR07\E06SE7.000 E06SE7er
ow

e 
on

 D
S

K
5C

LS
3C

1P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 B
O

U
N

D
 R

E
C

O
R

D



EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS, Vol. 153, Pt. 17 23849 September 6, 2007 
and workforce development initiatives to 
Brooklyn residents. The Ninth Tabernacle also 
provided emergency counseling services im-
mediately after the events of September 11, 
2001 and continues to work with homeless 
shelters and substance abuse programs in 
New York. 

Madam Speaker, I would like to recognize 
the Ninth Tabernacle’s 100 years of service 
and their selfless contributions to the residents 
of Brooklyn. 

Madam Speaker. I urge my colleagues to 
join me in congratulating the Ninth Tabernacle 
on its 100th anniversary. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO THE 100TH 
ANNIVERSARY OF HENES PARK 

HON. BART STUPAK 
OF MICHIGAN 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, September 6, 2007 

Mr. STUPAK. Madam Speaker, I rise today 
to commemorate the 100-year anniversary of 
the dedication of an important landmark in my 
hometown of Menominee, Michigan. Henes 
Park serves today as an important place of 
respite for the citizens of Menominee and an 
anchor of the community where local residents 
can enjoy the outdoors. 

In 1906, local Menominee businessman 
John Henes paid $1,000 for a 43-acre wooded 
peninsula called Poplar Point at the north end 
of the city’s bay shore. Mr. Henes, a German 
immigrant and local entrepreneur, kept his 
plans for a public park secret for another year 
until he officially offered the area to the city 
council for use as a park and beach. 

During the early 20th century, most of 
Menominee’s shoreline was occupied by 
docks, lumber piles, warehouses and homes. 
As such, local Menominee officials were en-
thused by the idea of a park along the shore. 

Landscape architect Ossian Cole Simonds 
of Chicago was hired by the newly appointed 
park commission to design the park. At the 
time, Simonds was considered a pioneer of 
‘‘natural landscaping’’ and his design of the 
park employed viewpoints, paths, and build-
ings to frame and highlight the natural environ-
ment. There are many walkways throughout 
the park, some still in use and others now 
overgrown. The original park design placed 
great emphasis on providing nature trails. 
Simonds’ design laid out 8 nature trails that 
were named after great names from literature 
like Longfellow, Byron, Shakespeare and 
Homer. Those 8 trails still exist today. 

During the summer of 1907, construction on 
the park began as workers started building 
roads and cleared rocks from the beach to 
provide a picnic site. One of the unique ele-
ments of the park’s original design was a ‘‘bog 
park,’’ a piece of low ground that was selected 
to hold a variety of water flowers. 

After a busy summer of work on the park, 
formal dedication ceremonies were conducted 
in October of 2007. The Mayor of Menominee, 
Charles Spies, in accepting the park for the 
community, commented on how local entre-
preneurs contributed to the park’s construc-
tion, saying, ‘‘It is very gratifying to have 
among us men, who by beneficent and mate-

rial acts, show that the welfare, a prosperity 
and beautifying of our city is one of their chief 
desires and in which they find their great 
pleasure and satisfaction.’’ 

U.S. Senator William Alden Smith of Michi-
gan was the featured speaker at the event. He 
described the space as, ‘‘A park that will for-
ever be the property of every man, every 
woman and principally every child in this city 
and one where beauty, recreation and rest will 
be synonymous . . .’’ 

The Menominee community immediately 
embraced Henes Park, extending the city’s 
local street car line to the park. Family outings 
at Henes Park became commonplace among 
residents of Menominee. Local organizations 
used the park to hold various special events. 
Residents of Marinette, Wisconsin, 
Menominee’s sister-city just across the river, 
also took advantage of Henes Park. 

The community’s appreciation and love of 
Henes Park only grew stronger through the 
years. In 1932, 9 years after Mr. Henes’ pass-
ing, a monument was dedicated at the park 
commemorating the 25th anniversary of Mr. 
Henes donating the park to the city. 

Today’s Henes Park offers a swimming 
beach with lifeguards, a playground, picnic 
spots, and fine views across the bay to Door 
County. Behind one of the park’s pavilions is 
a pond with lily pads, fish, and frogs. While 
the park has evolved since its design 100 
years ago, the overall aesthetics of the original 
plan remain, allowing citizens to enjoy the out-
doors and local environment without disturbing 
the natural layout of the area. 

Madam Speaker, as a resident of Menom-
inee, I am personally very fond of Henes Park. 
My wife, Laurie, and I regularly take long 
walks there and the park is home to some of 
our fondest memories. 

Henes Park provides an anchor for the local 
community, a place for children and young 
people to play and an opportunity for local citi-
zens of all ages to convene with nature. Per-
haps most importantly, 100 years since its 
founding, the park remains as Senator Smith 
described it, the property of every man, 
woman and child of Menominee and a place 
where beauty, rest and recreation meet. 

On Sunday, September 9, 2007, the citizens 
of Menominee will come together to show their 
appreciation for Henes Park and to pay tribute 
to John Henes for his contribution 100 years 
ago. On this tremendous occasion, I would 
ask that you, Madam Speaker, and the entire 
U.S. House of Representatives join me in hon-
oring this park and all those who helped to de-
sign it, build it and maintain it for future gen-
erations. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. JULIA CARSON 
OF INDIANA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, September 6, 2007 

Ms. CARSON. Madam Speaker, on Satur-
day, August 4, 2007, I was unable to vote on 
roll Nos. 824, 825, 826 and 833. Had I been 
present, I would have voted ‘‘yes’’ on roll Nos. 
825, 826 and 833. I would have voted ‘‘no’’ on 
roll No. 824. 

PAYING TRIBUTE TO CLARK COUN-
TY COMMISSIONER BRUCE 
WOODBURY 

HON. JON C. PORTER 
OF NEVADA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, September 6, 2007 

Mr. PORTER. Madam Speaker, I rise today 
to honor my good friend Bruce Woodbury. 

Bruce Woodbury, a native of Las Vegas, 
graduated from Las Vegas High School and 
attended the University of Utah, where he 
graduated Magna Cum Laude. He then at-
tended Stanford School of Law, where he 
earned his J.D. and was a member of the 
Board of Editors of the Stanford Law Review. 
Bruce was appointed in 1981 to Clark County 
Commission District A, and was subsequently 
elected to his first full term the following year. 
He has been re-elected every 4 years since, 
and has served as the commission chairman 
twice. 

Bruce is being honored as the 2007 Edu-
cation Hero Award Recipient from the Public 
Education Foundation of Clark County for his 
dedicated work for our community. As a Clark 
County Commissioner, Bruce serves on the 
Las Vegas Valley Water District Board of Di-
rectors, the University Medical Center Board 
of Trustees, the Clark County Liquor and 
Gaming Licensing Board, the Clark County 
Water Reclamation District, the Henderson 
Chamber of Commerce Board of Directors, the 
Las Vegas Springs Preserve, and the Las 
Vegas Centennial Celebration Executive Com-
mittee. In addition to his public service, Bruce 
currently serves as the Chairman of the Re-
gional Transportation Commission, Chairman 
of the Big Bend Water District Board of Trust-
ees, Vice Chairman of the Kyle Canyon Water 
District, and is a member of the Regional 
Flood Control District. 

Bruce is a distinguished public servant who 
has tirelessly served our community. His ef-
forts have helped make Clark County a better 
place to live. Bruce has been recognized by 
many as a pillar of the community and re-
ceived numerous accolades for his leadership 
in the community. He truly represents every-
thing that is good about public service. 

Madam Speaker, I am proud to honor Com-
missioner Bruce Woodbury. I would like to 
personally thank him for his dedicated service 
to our community, as well as his continued 
friendship and support. I certainly wish him the 
best as he continues to improve the lives 
around him through his dynamic leadership. 

f 

CONGRATULATING MS. KRISTA 
BARTHEL 

HON. THOMAS G. TANCREDO 
OF COLORADO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, September 6, 2007 

Mr. TANCREDO. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to pay tribute to one of my constituents 
Ms. Krista Barthel of Littleton, Colorado, who 
will attend a People to People World Leader-
ship Forum in 2008. Her outstanding aca-
demic merits and communal involvement have 
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laid a solid foundation of individual integrity 
and dedication: Both characteristics of a quali-
fied leader. I am honored to represent such a 
promising young woman. 

Created in 1956, the People to People Pro-
gram is an educational travel program dedi-
cated to fostering leadership potential in youth 
worldwide. People to People has helped more 
than 200,000 students and professionals de-
velop their leadership skills based upon 
Dwight D. Eisenhower’s belief that ‘‘people 
can make a difference where governments 
cannot.’’ This unique interaction and exposure 
will enable Ms. Krista Barthel to gain a greater 
understanding and insider’s perspective of 
Washington, DC. 

Madam Speaker, it is my distinct pleasure to 
acknowledge one of Colorado’s own. Please 
join me in congratulating Ms. Krista Barthel 
and wishing her the best in her future endeav-
ors. 

f 

IN HONOR OF THE CONTRIBUTIONS 
OF BRIGADIER GENERAL MI-
CHAEL S. LINNINGTON 

HON. SANFORD D. BISHOP, JR. 
OF GEORGIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, September 6, 2007 

Mr. BISHOP of Georgia. Madam Speaker, I 
rise today to honor Brigadier General Michael 
S. Linnington originally of Cape May, New Jer-
sey. BG Linnington, who has served as the 
Assistant Commandant and Deputy Com-
manding General for the U.S. Infantry School 
at Fort Benning, Georgia, will soon leave for a 
new post. 

BG Linnington is a graduate of the United 
States Military Academy. After graduation in 
1980, he was commissioned as a Lieutenant 
in the Infantry. His early assignments included 
duties as a Platoon Leader, Staff Officer, Aide- 
de-Camp, and Company Commander at Fort 
Ord, Fort Riley, and the Berlin Brigade in the 
divided city of West Berlin. Following succes-
sive Company Commands, he attended grad-
uate school at Rensselaer Polytechnic Institute 
in Troy, New York, and served 3 years as an 
Instructor in the Department of Math Sciences 
at the U.S. Military Academy, West Point, New 
York. 

After Command and General Staff College 
in 1994, BG Linnington served in the 101st 
Airborne Division (AASLT) at Fort Campbell, 
and was selected to command 1st Battalion, 
503rd Infantry (AASLT) in the Republic of 
Korea, where he served from 1997–1999. Fol-
lowing command, he served as the 2nd ID G3, 
from 1999–2000. 

In June 2000, BG Linnington returned to the 
U.S., attending the National War College with 
a follow-on assignment as Special Assistant to 
the Army Chief of Staff. In May 2002, he as-
sumed command of the 3rd Brigade, 101st 
Airborne Division (AASLT) in Kandahar, Af-
ghanistan during Operation Enduring Free-
dom. 

From June 2002 through June 2004, BG 
Linnington commanded the 3d Brigade, 101st 
Airborne Division, both in Operation Enduring 
Freedom and Operation Iraqi Freedom. He de-
parted command for assignment to the Joint 

Staff, where he was assigned from June 2004 
until July 2006. In July 2006, COL Linnington 
was assigned as the Assistant Commandant/ 
Deputy Commanding General of the U.S. 
Army Infantry School/Center at Fort Benning, 
where he serves today. 

In addition to his numerous military accom-
plishments, BG Linnington is a devoted hus-
band and proud father of 2 children, Tracy, a 
senior in college, and Michael, a First Lieuten-
ant assigned to Fort Bragg, North Carolina. 

I am truly honored to be able to call BG 
Linnington a constituent. Though I wish Fort 
Benning and the Second District could con-
tinue to benefit from his talents for a while 
longer, I know he is needed and indeed will be 
of greater service in his new role. I wish him 
well in his new position. May his commitment 
to this country continue to bless our Nation. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO DR. THERMAN E. 
EVANS 

HON. EDOLPHUS TOWNS 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, September 6, 2007 

Mr. TOWNS. Madam Speaker, I rise today 
to honor Dr. Therman E. Evans. Internationally 
recognized as ‘‘Mr. Inspiration’’, Dr. Evans is a 
rare combination of accomplished physician, 
ordained pastor, radio personality, academi-
cian, and business innovator. His manage-
ment consultancy firm, Whole Life Associates 
Inc., has revolutionized health awareness in 
boardrooms and workplaces across America. 

Dr. Evans began his medical studies at 
Howard University, earning his B.S. in 1966 
and his M.D. credentials in 1971. From there 
he joined the staff of the Health Manpower 
Development Corporation as a physician, de-
signing programs to expand healthcare access 
to disadvantaged minorities in the Washington, 
DC region. Throughout his career, Dr. Evans 
has always promoted health education and 
wellbeing through bold, pedagogical methods 
and initiatives, including a $1 million, 15,000- 
square-foot, state-of-the-art fitness facility 
managed by CIGNA. 

Today, Dr. Evans serves as the Chairman 
and CEO of Whole Life Associates Inc., a 
fount of creative solutions to promote Amer-
ica’s health. The center directs a wide variety 
of educational programs ranging from public 
lectures to training seminars to consultancy 
services. 

Perhaps Dr. Evans is most well-known for 
his riveting and inspirational lectures. He is the 
pastor of the Morning Star Community Chris-
tian Center, Inc. of Linden, NJ, a non-denomi-
national parish where more than 800 active 
members are inspired weekly by sermons pro-
moting physical and spiritual health, protecting 
the environment, and building enduring human 
relationships. He also hosts ‘‘Lifeline’’, a week-
ly radio show on WHAT in Philadelphia. 

Dr. Evans is the recipient of numerous 
awards and honors, including three honorary 
doctorate degrees from Rust College in Mis-
sissippi, Bethune Cookman College in Florida, 
and Meharry Medical College in Tennessee. 
He also received the Distinguished Service 
Award as the Outstanding Alumnus of the 

Year in 2003 from Howard University’s Col-
lege of Medicine. In addition, Dr. Evans has 
graced countless publications with articles on 
a whole range of medical issues. 

Madam Speaker, I would like to recognize 
Dr. Therman E. Evans as a paradigm of com-
munity service and dedication. 

Madam Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
join me in paying tribute to a man who raises 
the level of health awareness and healthy liv-
ing for all Americans. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO THE GLADSTONE 
MAJOR GIRLS ALL-STARS SOFT-
BALL TEAM 

HON. BART STUPAK 
OF MICHIGAN 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, September 6, 2007 

Mr. STUPAK. Madam Speaker, I rise to 
honor a group of young women from my dis-
trict. The Gladstone Major Girls All-Stars soft-
ball team placed third in this year’s Little 
League World Series and, in doing so, brought 
great pride to Gladstone and to all of Michi-
gan’s Upper Peninsula, U.P. 

The Gladstone Major Girls softball team 
went undefeated in the 2007 regular season, 
before battling their way to be Michigan state 
champions. After winning the Michigan State 
championship, the team won the Central 
League Championship by defeating Poland, 
Ohio during the Central Regional Champion-
ship. 

The Gladstone team’s demeanor following 
its win against Poland’s team demonstrated 
the Gladstone girls’ dignity and sportsmanship. 
After winning the game, the Gladstone team 
began to take a victory lap around the outfield. 
As they approached the right field, where the 
Ohio team was gathered with their coaches, 
the Gladstone team pulled their seated oppo-
nents to their feet to participate in their victory 
lap. While the young women from Gladstone 
were excited to celebrate their victory, they 
also made a point of ensuring that their oppo-
nents could join in the celebratory run around 
the outfield. 

After clinching their victory in Ohio, the 
Gladstone Major girls drove from Michigan to 
St. Louis, where they boarded a plane to fly to 
Portland, OR. In Portland, they represented 
the Central Region in the Little League World 
Series of Softball at Alpenrose Stadium. 

The team enjoyed a bye in their first round 
of the World Series, and for their second 
game took on the team from Ramstein U.S. 
Air Force Base in Germany. The Gladstone 
team continued to exhibit the skill and deter-
mination they showed throughout the regular 
season, winning the game 15–0. 

While Gladstone continued to play valiantly, 
they would lose 2–0 to their next opponent, 
from Morristown, TN, ending Gladstone’s 
chances to be world champions. Nonetheless, 
the Gladstone team can take heart that their 
loss was to a formidable opponent: Morristown 
would eventually go on to win the Little 
League World Series of Softball. 

Despite their loss to Morristown, the Glad-
stone All-Stars’ World Series was not quite 
over. In fact, the team would continue playing 
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well. Ultimately, with a 5–2 victory over Water-
ford, CT, the Gladstone All-Stars secured their 
position as the number three softball team in 
the world. 

Throughout their visit to Portland, OR, and 
their participation in the Softball Little League 
World Series, Gladstone’s team conducted 
themselves with dignity and class and contin-
ued to exhibit fine sportsmanship. 

When they returned last month to Glad-
stone, they were greeted in triumphant fashion 
by approximately 300 fans from Gladstone 
and the surrounding area. Gladstone area 
residents came together to show these return-
ing young heroes the deep support the team 
enjoyed in the community. 

Madam Speaker, in small town America, 
local sports are often the soul of a community. 
The Gladstone Major Girls’ All-Stars made all 
of Gladstone, indeed all Michigan’s U.P., 
proud with their efforts this season and I con-
gratulate each of them: Alison Austin, Nicole 
Barteld, Jammie Botruff, Neena Brockway, 
Ashley Hough, Averi Kanyuh, Jordan 
Kowalski, Heather Sanderson, Jordan 
Schwartz, Nicole Sharon, and Shannon Wolf. 
I also congratulate the team’s coaches, Andy 
Schwartz and John Nevala. 

Madam Speaker, as the citizens of the 
Gladstone area celebrate these young wom-
en’s achievement, I would ask that you and 
the entire U.S. House of Representatives join 
me in congratulating these young women on 
their winning record, their participation in the 
Little League World Series of Softball and, 
most of all, the sportsmanship and dignified 
demeanor they displayed in representing 
Gladstone and the Upper Peninsula of Michi-
gan. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO JENNIFER DUNN 

HON. SUE WILKINS MYRICK 
OF NORTH CAROLINA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, September 6, 2007 

Mrs. MYRICK. Madam Speaker, I rise today 
to honor the late Jennifer Dunn. Jennifer was 
a role model for those of us who were fortu-
nate to serve in Congress with her. She 
blazed many paths in politics for other women 
to follow. 

Jennifer always gave of herself and was 
willing to reach out and help wherever it was 
needed. 

I am so thankful she was able to enjoy a 
happy marriage to Keith and spend time with 
her family these last few years. Our hearts go 
out to them in their loss. Please keep the fam-
ily in your prayers. 

f 

PAYING TRIBUTE TO VIDA LIN 

HON. JON C. PORTER 
OF NEVADA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, September 6, 2007 

Mr. PORTER. Madam Speaker, I rise today 
to honor Vida Chan Lin for her tireless efforts 
on behalf of the Las Vegas community. 

Vida Chan Lin has been an outstanding 
member of the Asian Community in Nevada 

for more than 10 years. She currently serves 
as the vice-president for both the Las Vegas 
Asian Chamber of Commerce and the Las 
Vegas Organization of Chinese Americans. In 
addition to these prestigious roles Vida also 
has the honor of being a founding member of 
the Nevada Asian American/Pacific Islander 
Leadership Council, and in 2002 she worked 
on the fundraising committee of the Japanese 
American Citizens League national conven-
tion. She has also served on the Clark County 
Business Development Advisory Council, and 
was a member of the Clark County Library 
District Asian Pacific American Heritage Month 
Advisory Committee. 

Vida’s positive attitude and passion for serv-
ice in the Asian American community has 
made her a well respected leader and role 
model for younger generations. Members of 
her chapter of the Organization of Chinese 
Americans have characterized her as the 
‘‘Queen Bee’’ of their growing family and state 
that without her, they would not be where they 
are today. Vida’s efforts and accomplishments 
provide an atmosphere for others to learn and 
benefit from her exceptional leadership. 

Madam Speaker, I am proud to honor Vida 
Chan Lin. I would like to personally thank her 
for her dedicated service to our community, as 
well as for her support of the Asian Pacific Is-
lander community in Las Vegas. 

f 

CONGRATULATING MS. SAMANTHA 
BEDINGER 

HON. THOMAS G. TANCREDO 
OF COLORADO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, September 6, 2007 

Mr. TANCREDO. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to pay tribute to one of my constituents 
Ms. Samantha Bedinger of Golden, Colorado, 
who will attend a People to People World 
Leadership Forum in 2008. Her outstanding 
academic merits and communal involvement 
have laid a solid foundation of individual integ-
rity and dedication: Both characteristics of a 
qualified leader. I am honored to represent 
such a promising young woman. 

Created in 1956, the People to People Pro-
gram is an educational travel program dedi-
cated to fostering leadership potential in youth 
worldwide. People to People has helped more 
than 200,000 students and professionals de-
velop their leadership skills based upon 
Dwight D. Eisenhower’s belief that ‘‘people 
can make a difference where governments 
cannot.’’ This unique interaction and exposure 
will enable Ms. Samantha Bedinger to gain a 
greater understanding and insider’s perspec-
tive of Washington, DC. 

Madam Speaker, it is my distinct pleasure to 
acknowledge one of Colorado’s own. Please 
join me in congratulating Ms. Samantha 
Bedinger and wishing her the best in her fu-
ture endeavors. 

COMMENDING MS. MARTI THOMAS 
DONEGHY ON SIX YEARS OF 
SERVICE 

HON. JULIA CARSON 
OF INDIANA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, September 6, 2007 

Ms. CARSON. Madam Speaker, today I rec-
ognize the laudable contributions of my Legis-
lative Director, Ms. Marti Thomas Doneghy. 
After nearly 6 years on my staff, and 18 years 
of government service, Marti will be leaving to 
add her energy and abilities to bolster the 
AARP headquarters here in Washington. 

Marti joined my staff after 7 years in the De-
partment of Energy, where she was a leader 
of renewable energy programs, advancing not 
only a responsible energy policy but also in-
creasing the government’s partnership with the 
energy industry and minority-owned busi-
nesses. She also worked closely with the De-
partment of State to bring energy initiatives to 
communities in Africa, an important part of ad-
vancing America’s image abroad. 

Her knowledge of the energy issues facing 
this country was of great personal help to me, 
as renewable energy has become a leading 
issue of our time. Her leadership as Legisla-
tive Director was invaluable, as she worked ef-
fectively not only within my staff, but with 
many staffers across the Hill. Marti’s acumen 
as a staffer came from her earlier experience 
on the Hill as press secretary for the Honor-
able Glen Browder, and from her first day in 
my office, she capably called upon all of her 
experiences to become a leader in every 
sense of the word. 

Madam Speaker, Ms. Marti Thomas 
Doneghy has been an invaluable asset to both 
me and to this House. While I am sad to see 
her leave, I know that she will carry her knowl-
edge and leadership skills throughout her ca-
reer, wherever it may lead her. 

Marti, I wish you all the best in your pur-
suits, and I thank you deeply for your many 
years of service. 

f 

IN HONOR OF ROBERT S. ‘‘BOB’’ 
BONEY 

HON. SANFORD D. BISHOP, JR. 
OF GEORGIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, September 6, 2007 

Mr. BISHOP of Georgia. Madam Speaker, I 
rise today to honor a great man, Mayor Bob 
Boney of Leesburg, Georgia. I am proud to be 
able to call Mr. Boney a friend and a con-
stituent of the Second Congressional District 
of Georgia. He has dedicated most of his life 
to his community, and the value of his service 
extends far beyond the meaning contained 
within his current title. 

For the past 17 years, Bob has served 
Leesburg as Mayor. However, his previous ex-
perience in business and public service made 
him well-equipped for the job. He served in 
the Marine Corps in World War II, served the 
state as a revenue agent from 1956 to 1966 
and was a state prison warden of Lee Correc-
tional Institute from 1966 to 1986. He retired 
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from the latter position with the distinguished 
honor of having become the longest-serving 
warden in the State of Georgia. 

However, retirement from his job within the 
prison system did not slow Bob down. Four 
years following his retirement he launched his 
first mayoral campaign and won. He also 
never wavered in his commitment to the Lees-
burg Shrine Club, the Peace Officers Associa-
tion of Georgia, or the many other political and 
public service organizations in the state. 

In addition to being a great leader, Bob is a 
devoted husband, father, grandfather, and a 
member and past Layleader of Leesburg 
United Methodist Church. 

Madam Speaker, people like Bob make my 
job easy, and it is my privilege to honor this 
man today for his dedication to Leesburg, to 
its citizens, to the Second Congressional Dis-
trict, and to the betterment of his state and 
Nation. 

f 

IN HONOR OF THE 35TH ANNIVER-
SARY OF THE GEVA THEATER IN 
ROCHESTER, NY 

HON. LOUISE McINTOSH SLAUGHTER 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, September 6, 2007 

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to celebrate one of my district’s true 
treasures: The Geva Theater. For the past 35 
years, the Geva Theater has been providing 
world-class theatrical performances to the 
Rochester area, as well as arts-related work-
shops and educational programs. From its 
humble beginnings of lunch-time performances 
in the Rochester Business Institute building, to 
its current two-stage home in the renovated 
Naval Armory, the Geva Theater has main-
tained a stellar reputation for creative and ar-
tistic excellence. 

The Geva Theater was established in 1972 
by William Sheldon and Cynthia Mason Shel-
don. The theater was housed in the Rochester 
Business Institute. Their first performances 
were a series of lunch-time plays in the fall of 
1973. In 1982, Geva found a permanent home 
when the theater purchased and renovated 
Rochester’s historic Naval Armory. Today, the 
Geva Theater Center is the home to the 
Elaine P. Wilson Mainstage, which produces 
seven shows each season and holds 552 pa-
trons, and the Ron and Donna Fielding 
Nextstage, which houses a two-show season 
as well as Geva’s other educational and inter-
active programs. 

Theaters like Geva are increasingly impor-
tant in light of studies that show the positive 
economic impact of arts in the community. 
‘‘Arts and Economic Prosperity III’’, a study re-
cently released by Americans for the Arts, 
found that the nonprofit arts and culture indus-
try in the U.S. generates $166.2 billion in eco-
nomic activity every year. The arts industry 
creates quality jobs, generates billions in 
household income, and in local, state and 
Federal tax revenues. 

Furthermore, studies like Critical Links: 
Learning in the Arts and Student Academic 
and Social Development have proved that arts 
education increases students’ cognitive devel-

opment, motivates and inspires discipline, en-
hances confidence and inventiveness, and 
hones communication and problem-solving 
skills. 

There is no greater example of the benefits 
of arts organizations for local communities 
than the Geva Theater, which draws over 
174,000 patrons annually—more than 16,000 
of whom are students. The Big Theater for Lit-
tle People program allows thousands of stu-
dents to experience original live professional 
theater. For each of these performances, 
Geva also provides workshops for teachers 
and accompanying study guides to enhance 
the learning experience. Artists also engage in 
question and answer sessions with students 
and are available to travel to schools to con-
tinue the dialogue. This type of interactive pro-
gram has helped provide Rochester-area stu-
dents with unique and well-rounded arts edu-
cation experience. 

Through its wide variety of educational, out-
reach and literary programs, including Big 
Theater for Little People, the Geva Theater 
truly accomplishes its goals of enriching and 
deepening the theater-going experience for its 
audience; providing access and affordable the-
ater to the Rochester community; developing 
new plays and playwrights; and nurturing the 
audiences and artists of the next generation. 
And by recruiting talented actors, directors, 
designers, and writers at the forefront of 
American performing arts from all across the 
country, Geva ensures that it provides its audi-
ence with the highest quality performance. 

However, given all of the contributions that 
the Geva Theater has given the Rochester 
community, perhaps nothing is more impres-
sive than the atmosphere and energy that 
characterize each show that graces their his-
toric building. From meeting friends at the 
Geva Café, to the personable confines of the 
theaters themselves, it is an experience that 
has thrilled a generation. As Geva moves in to 
their next 35 years, it warms my heart to know 
that more generations will be privileged to 
enjoy the same. 

f 

EXPRESSING THANKS TO THE 
NAVAL MOBILE CONSTRUCTION 
BATTALION 18 

HON. DORIS O. MATSUI 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, September 6, 2007 

Ms. MATSUI. Madam Speaker, I rise today 
to offer my welcome home greetings to the 
men and women of Naval Mobile Construction 
Battalion 18 as they return from their deploy-
ment to Iraq in support of Operation Iraqi 
Freedom and Operation Enduring Freedom. 
On Saturday, these sailors and their families 
will gather at Sacramento’s Naval Operational 
Support Center for a homecoming celebration 
and I ask all my colleagues to join me in hon-
oring their service. 

Naval Mobile Construction Battalion 18, 
often called NMCB 18, is made up of 14 de-
tachments of naval reserve units from across 
the northwestern United States. For NMCB 
18’s nearly 500 members, their 9-month tour 
in Iraq meant time away from their families 

and loved ones, often at great personal sac-
rifice. 

The battalion’s motto, ‘‘We are Strong, 
Mighty and True; Genuine, Solid and Able to 
Do’’ summed up their mission while in Iraq. 
Their assignment was to build the necessary 
infrastructure to support forward based Ma-
rines in the Al Anbar Province. This included 
building hundreds of South West Asian huts to 
shelter over 3,500 Marines, laying 5,000 cubic 
yards of concrete and hauling over 33,000 
cubic yards of material. 

Among many things, their combined efforts 
helped establish nineteen combat outposts, 
construct eleven culvert crossings and com-
plete 4 water wells. Across Iraq’s Al Anbar 
Province these Seabees have installed wood-
en floors in Marines’ tents, added air condi-
tioning units and installed shower and bath-
room trailers. Their work has made life a little 
bit easier for the Marines on the front lines. 
Each time the dedicated sailors of NMCB 18 
were asked to complete a project, it was likely 
to be completed under the scheduled time and 
without a safety incident. In fact, NMCB 18 
had the lowest number of safety incidents of 
any of the previous 6 battalions that preceded 
them. 

Unfortunately, the realities of war hit home 
to the sailors of NMCB 18 on October 25, 
2006 when they lost one of their own. Petty 
Officer 2nd Class Chuck Komppa of Belgrade, 
Montana died from enemy action in Al Anbar 
Province. Komppa was traveling between cit-
ies in order to assess the living conditions of 
our Marines when his convoy came under at-
tack. I ask that all of my colleagues extend 
their heartfelt sympathies and sincere grati-
tude to his wife Delisa and their 2 children. 

In a true feat of the determination, teamwork 
and ingenuity that characterized their time in 
Iraq, the sailors of NMCB 18 built a Morale, 
Welfare, and Recreation hut in less than 24 
hours for the service men and women at Al 
Asad Air Base. This facility now serves as a 
place for rest and relaxation and allows 
servicemembers to call home in the privacy 
they deserve. Appropriately, the MWR hut was 
dedicated in the memory of Petty Officer 
Komppa. 

These sailors did their job away from the 
safety of the more protected parts of Iraq and 
by all accounts their mission was a success. 
In reviewing his battalion’s time in Iraq NMCB 
Commander Dan Gould said he had nothing 
but ‘‘seam-bursting pride’’ for his sailors. 

Madam Speaker, all of these sailors left 
their families and loved ones and placed their 
lives on the line for others. We owe these true 
citizen soldiers our thanks and gratitude. It is 
an honor for me to represent such fine men 
and women in Congress. Once again, I urge 
my colleagues to join me in thanking them for 
their service. Welcome home. 

f 

PAYING TRIBUTE TO DIANE 
WHITAKER 

HON. JON C. PORTER 
OF NEVADA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Thursday, September 6, 2007 

Mr. PORTER. Madam Speaker, I rise today 
to honor Diane Whitaker for greatly enriching 
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the community of Southern Nevada by serving 
as an exemplary role model and business-
woman. 

A resident of Las Vegas since 1976, Diane 
personifies the value of hard work. Coming 
from humble beginnings as a stay at home 
mother struggling to support her 5 children 
with her disabled husband, Diane re-entered 
the work force as a part time typist at the En-
sign Federal Credit Union. Her determination 
and strong work ethic soon propelled her into 
a full time position at the company. Her ambi-
tion and talent was recognized and she 
worked her way up the corporate ladder as a 
teller, bookkeeper, marketing manager, human 
resource manager, and chief operations officer 
to eventually become the CEO of Ensign Fed-
eral Credit Union in 1998, a position which 
she has held ever since. 

Diane’s accomplishments as a professional 
are bolstered by her contributions to the Las 
Vegas community. She serves as a member 
of the local Boy Scouts of America Round-
table, and has sponsored local music festivals 
through Ensign Federal Credit Union. 

Diane’s ability to overcome the obstacles 
women face in the workplace while rising to 
the position of CEO, along with her community 
efforts and commitment to her family, make 
her an example of the realization of the Amer-
ican dream, coming from humble beginnings 
to achieve great things. 

Madam Speaker, I am proud to honor Diane 
Whitaker. Her contributions to our rapidly 
growing economy will continue to benefit our 
community. I wish her continued success in 
her career and future. 

f 

CONGRATULATING MR. JOSHUA 
BORGSMILLER 

HON. THOMAS G. TANCREDO 
OF COLORADO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, September 6, 2007 

Mr. TANCREDO. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to pay tribute to one of my constituents 
Mr. Joshua Borgsmiller of Elizabeth, Colorado, 
who will attend a People to People World 
Leadership Forum in 2008. His outstanding 
academic merits and communal involvement 
have laid a solid foundation of individual integ-
rity and dedication: Both characteristics of a 
qualified leader. I am honored to represent 
such a promising young man. 

Created in 1956, the People to People Pro-
gram is an educational travel program dedi-
cated to fostering leadership potential in youth 
worldwide. People to People has helped more 
than 200,000 students and professionals de-
velop their leadership skills based upon 
Dwight D. Eisenhower’s belief that ‘‘people 
can make a difference where governments 
cannot.’’ This unique interaction and exposure 
will enable Mr. Borgsmiller to gain a greater 
understanding and insider’s perspective of 
Washington, DC. 

Madam Speaker, it is my distinct pleasure to 
acknowledge one of Colorado’s own. Please 
join me in congratulating Mr. Borgsmiller and 
wishing him the best in his future endeavors. 

A SENIOR AMERICAN CEO GETS 
THE PRIORITIES RIGHT 

HON. BARNEY FRANK 
OF MASSACHUSETTS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, September 6, 2007 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Madam 
Speaker, David D’Allesandro was a very suc-
cessful CEO of one of America’s leading fi-
nancial institutions, the John Hancock Com-
pany. Mr. D’Allesandro consistently dem-
onstrated during his tenure as the leader of 
this important corporation that social responsi-
bility and successful activity in the private sec-
tor are fully compatible. In the Boston Globe 
on September 3rd, he published an article that 
exemplifies the thoughtful and constructive ap-
proach he brought. 

Madam Speaker, I believe that the most im-
portant thing we can do domestically is to 
demonstrate that understanding and support 
of a prosperous private sector is not only con-
sistent with support for a vigorous and well 
funded public sector, but in fact benefits from 
such an approach. As he says, ‘‘If we are 
going to be globally competitive and continue 
to attain record profits in this ever-evolving 
competitive globalization, that same corporate 
America has to ‘cough up’ and take more fi-
nancial responsibility for our greatest asset: 
Our children and their education.’’ 

Noting the great wealth that is being created 
by pools of private capital America, he asks 
pointedly, ‘‘If there is that much money run-
ning around, why does the National Education 
Association report that we are facing a poten-
tial nationwide teacher shortage with more 
than a million teachers retiring in the near fu-
ture and the need for more than 2 million 
teachers in the next decade? . . . Among the 
reasons for this turnover is inadequate pay 
compared to other professions with the same 
training requirements.’’ 

Madam Speaker, David D’Allesandro is as-
serting a point that other corporate leaders 
must understand in their own interests and in 
the interests of a more equitable society. I ask 
that this very thoughtful article be printed here 
because it makes such an important contribu-
tion to our national debate. 

[From the Boston Globe, Sept. 3, 2007] 
(By David D’Allesandro) 

ECONOMY THRIVES, BUT SCHOOLS GO BEGGING 
Starting tomorrow, traffic in and around 

every major city including Boston will once 
again be congested due mainly to two sea-
sonal phenomena: school buses packed with 
children and cars of executives back from va-
cationing through the lazy days of August. 

But something is different this year. Very 
different. The children are returning to 
many public school systems that are 
strapped for cash, and the executives are re-
turning to businesses that are overflowing 
with cash. 

As a capitalist, I believe in free markets, 
reasonable tax rates, competition, high com-
pensation for performance and I am all for 
businesses being incredibly successful. But 
there is something disturbing—really dis-
turbing—that while Treasury Secretary 
Henry Paulson recently said, ‘‘This is far and 
away the strongest global economy I’ve seen 
in my business lifetime,’’ our public school 
systems are suffering beyond comprehension. 

Business, particularly large corporations 
and private equity funds, will spend billions 
each year on reinvestment in products, tech-
nology, distribution, advertising, and an end-
less array of tools. Yet, they are not directly 
assessed to subsidize their overwhelming re-
liance on our education system to feed them 
high quality, educated adults who will fuel 
their growth. 

Their counterargument is that part of 
their personal and business taxes find their 
way back to schools. And, or course they will 
quickly point out ‘‘this or that’’ voluntary 
corporate public education initiative. But 
the growing disparity between their growth 
and schools’ budget problems seems particu-
larly and fundamentally wrong. 

Let us consider just a few indicators: De-
spite some recent credit market issues, the 
Dow Jones Industrial Average hit record lev-
els over 13,000 this year. And even touched 
14,000 in contrast to bottoming at less than 
7,300 just five years ago. Record profits the 
last few years have been a big driver. 

Goldman Sachs recently stated in US News 
and World Report: ‘‘If we and the consensus 
are correct, then the period 2003–2008 will 
have been one of the most powerful periods 
of economic growth globally since accurate 
data bas been collectible for much of the 
world.’’ 

Armed with hundreds of billions of dollars, 
private equity firms have been dominating 
the acquisition landscape. They have 
scooped up thousands of companies including 
many high profile ones like Hertz, Toys R 
Us, Neiman Marcus, Metro Goldwyn Mayer 
to name a few. Their capital, combined with 
considerable tax breaks, have created enor-
mous wealth for these private firms. 

So, if there is that much money running 
around, why does the National Education As-
sociation report that we are facing a poten-
tial nationwide teacher shortage with more 
than a million teachers retiring in the near 
future and the need for more than 2 million 
teachers in the next decade? As alarming as 
that is, the NEA says 50 percent of new 
teachers leave within five years. Among the 
reasons for this turnover is inadequate pay 
compared to other professions with the same 
training requirements. 

Why, according to a 2007 Boston Globe ex-
amination of property tax rates in 298 Massa-
chusetts cities and towns, has the average 
homeowner’s tax bill gone up 49 percent 
since 2000? 

Why are so many communities being 
forced to consider overrides to improve 
school buildings, provide basic services, and 
maintain after-school and sports activities? 
When towns like Stoneham are almost 
forced to eliminate all competitive sports ac-
tivities, there is something terribly wrong. 

While the politicians debate options from 
‘‘cheeseburger taxes,’’ increased highway 
tolls, casinos, and Governor Patrick’s new 
bond debt proposals, both the federal and 
state governments need to rethink who are 
the true benefactors of our education sys-
tem. In all fairness, if businesses are being 
properly assessed for these windfalls, then 
more current tax dollars should find their 
way to education. If not, then the govern-
ment should step up and fix it. 

Naturally, corporate America will say that 
the problem is inefficient school systems. 
And while that may very well be correct, 
most corporations are not particularly effi-
cient either. This is primarily a diversionary 
tactic to shift focus away from the corporate 
coffers. 

Corporate executives will also contend 
that reinvesting large profit sums in public 
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education would not be in the direct inter-
ests of their investors. Well, they would be 
wrong. A highly educated American work 
force ready to compete with the emerging 
economies of countries like India and China 
is very much in the interests of shareholders. 

If we are going to be globally competitive 
and continue to attain record profits in this 
ever-evolving competitive globalization, that 
same corporate America has to ‘‘cough up’’ 
and take more financial responsibility for 
our greatest asset: our children and their 
education. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. HEATHER WILSON 
OF NEW MEXICO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, September 6, 2007 

Ms. WILSON of New Mexico. Madam 
Speaker, due to an illness I was unable to 
vote on Tuesday, September 4, 2007 and 
Wednesday, September 5, 2007. 

Had I been present, I would have voted 
‘‘yea’’ on rollcall votes 847, 848, 849, 850, 
851, 852, and 853. 

f 

PAYING TRIBUTE TO SHALIMAR 
CABRERA 

HON. JON C. PORTER 
OF NEVADA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, September 6, 2007 

Mr. PORTER. Madam Speaker, I rise today 
to honor Shalimar Cabrera for her tireless ef-
forts on behalf of the homeless veterans in the 
Las Vegas community. 

Shalimar is a native of the Philippines who 
immigrated to Las Vegas at the age of 13 
months. Raised in Las Vegas, Shalimar began 
her active role in community service while at-
tending Bishop Gorman High School and con-
tinued through her college years. She volun-
teered with groups such as the North Las 
Vegas Housing Authority’s Casa Rosa Youth 
Program, Shade Tree, Ronald McDonald 
House, Clinic on Wheels, and assisting on the 
Sunrise Hospital pediatric floor. 

Inspired by the emotional rewards of com-
munity service, Shalimar co-founded a service 
group at the University of Nevada, Las Vegas 
while working on a degree in biology. The 
group gave students the resources to become 
active in their community through various serv-
ice projects and volunteer opportunities. 

As a devoted advocate of community-based 
work, Shalimar continued to follow her passion 
by becoming an Outreach Specialist for the 
United States Veterans Initiative in Las Vegas 
(U.S. VETS—LAS VEGAS). Since 2003 she 
has worked closely with homeless veterans, 
addressing their needs and providing assist-
ance and inspiration to help them abandon life 
on the streets. Her eagerness to go above 
and beyond in her service to veterans was 
recognized and she soon became the Las 
Vegas AmeriCorps Program Director for the 
U.S. VETS program. 

Motivated by her experience working with 
the U.S. VETS, Shalimar applied to the Mas-
ters Program in Social Work at UNLV, which 

she began in 2003. In 2006 Shalimar earned 
her Master’s in Social Work Administration 
and was promptly promoted to National 
AmeriCorps Director for the U.S. VETS pro-
gram. Shalimar now oversees 10 U.S. VETS 
AmeriCorps programs across the country 
which serve more than 10,000 homeless vet-
erans each year. 

Shalimar’s lifelong commitment to commu-
nity service endears her to the people of Las 
Vegas and serves as an inspiration to us all. 
Madam Speaker, I am proud to honor 
Shalimar Cabrera. On behalf of U.S. veterans, 
I would like to personally thank her for work 
serving those who have served the United 
States. I wish her continued success as she 
helps out those who need it most. 

f 

CONGRATULATING MR. CHASE 
BRASHER 

HON. THOMAS G. TANCREDO 
OF COLORADO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, September 6, 2007 

Mr. TANCREDO. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to pay tribute to one of my constituents 
Mr. Chase Brasher of Littleton, Colorado, who 
will attend a People to People World Leader-
ship Forum in 2008. His outstanding academic 
merits and communal involvement have laid a 
solid foundation of individual integrity and 
dedication: Both characteristics of a qualified 
leader. I am honored to represent such a 
promising young man. 

Created in 1956, the People to People Pro-
gram is an educational travel program dedi-
cated to fostering leadership potential in youth 
worldwide. People to People has helped more 
than 200,000 students and professionals de-
velop their leadership skills based upon 
Dwight D. Eisenhower’s belief that ‘‘people 
can make a difference where governments 
cannot.’’ This unique interaction and exposure 
will enable Mr. Brasher to gain a greater un-
derstanding and insider’s perspective of 
Washington, DC. 

Madam Speaker, it is my distinct pleasure to 
acknowledge one of Colorado’s own. Please 
join me in congratulating Mr. Brasher and 
wishing him the best in his future endeavors. 

f 

REGARDING H.R. 1636 

HON. ALCEE L. HASTINGS 
OF FLORIDA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, September 6, 2007 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Madam Speaker, 
I rise today in support of H.R. 1636, the 
United States-Poland Parliamentary Youth Ex-
change Program. 

As Chairman of the Commission on Security 
and Cooperation in Europe, U.S. Helsinki 
Commission, I can attest to the values of such 
a cultural exchange. Since the end of the Cold 
War, the Republic of Poland has steadily 
grown into a close friend and ally, and, 
through its active participation in the OSCE, 
NATO, and the EU, has shown a commitment 
to many of our democratic values and ideals. 

By sending high school students to Poland for 
an entire year, this program will encourage 
international involvement at a young age and 
serve to strengthen the relations between our 
countries. 

I have seen the growth that such exchange 
fosters and the diplomacy it promotes during 
my time as an annual host to Australian in-
terns through the UNI-Capitol Washington In-
ternship Program. Moreover, I currently have 
an intern in my office from London and pre-
viously have hosted young people from Ger-
many, Finland, Denmark, and Estonia, among 
others. By hosting foreign students in a similar 
program, the United States and Poland can 
enhance bilateral relations, improve inter-
national commerce, encourage global con-
sciousness, and give our young people a 
sense of global citizenship. 

I believe the United States-Poland Youth 
Exchange Program will provide a unique and 
important bridge between our countries, espe-
cially in the arena of promoting people to peo-
ple relationships that are just as key if not 
more so than our military and economic rela-
tionships. 

I urge my colleagues to fund the United 
States-Poland Youth Exchange Program by 
supporting H.R. 1636. 

f 

HONORING MANATEE COUNTY 
CHAMBER OF COMMERCE 

HON. VERN BUCHANAN 
OF FLORIDA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, September 6, 2007 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to congratulate the Manatee County 
Chamber of Commerce for winning the Amer-
ican Chamber of Commerce Executive’s, 
ACCE, 2007 Chamber of the Year Award, the 
nation’s only award recognizing the expanding 
role chambers play in strengthening area busi-
nesses and their community. 

By winning this award, the Manatee cham-
ber has demonstrated its organizational 
strength and success in community leadership 
by being the best in the nation in its category 
for financial and membership growth as well 
as making a significant impact on important 
community issues, including economic devel-
opment, education, transportation, healthcare, 
and cultural activities. 

The Manatee chamber was also named the 
2007 Florida Chamber of the Year by the Flor-
ida Association of Chamber Professionals for 
the third time—making it the only chamber to 
have won this prestigious award more than 
twice. 

These awards are a tribute to the knowl-
edge, leadership skills, and management ef-
fectiveness of chamber President Bob Bartz 
and to the quality of the work done by the or-
ganization’s staff and the spirit and involve-
ment of its volunteers, including the chamber’s 
officers and Board of Directors. 

I congratulate the Manatee Chamber of 
Commerce and its members for these impres-
sive awards. I recognize their many accom-
plishments, and I appreciate their successful 
efforts to help businesses succeed and en-
hance the lives of Manatee County residents. 
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PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. CHARLES W. ‘‘CHIP’’ PICKERING 
OF MISSISSIPPI 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, September 6, 2007 

Mr. PICKERING. Madam Speaker, on roll-
call vote 806 to strike section 726 from the bill 
relating to the importation of prescription 
drugs, I voted ‘‘no’’. I intended to vote ‘‘aye’’. 
My vote would not have changed the result, 
but I want this RECORD to reflect my intention. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO DENNIS KENNEDY 

HON. ZOE LOFGREN 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, September 6, 2007 

Ms. ZOE LOFGREN of California. Madam 
Speaker, we rise to honor Dennis Kennedy 
upon his retirement as the Mayor of the City 
of Morgan Hill. The City of Morgan Hill is lo-
cated in southern Santa Clara Valley, approxi-
mately 12 miles south of San Jose. 

Mr. Kennedy has the distinction of being the 
City’s first widely elected Mayor of Morgan Hill 
and also the longest serving Mayor overall, at 
an impressive 4 terms. By many accounts, Mr. 
Kennedy would have overwhelmingly won a 
fifth term had he not chosen to retire. 

The community’s decision to elect Mr. Ken-
nedy as its first mayor was most likely based 
on his firm commitment to public service dem-
onstrated through his roles as a member of 
the City of Morgan Hill’s General Plan Task 
Force, Planning Commission, and his partici-
pation on the Urban Limit Line Study Commis-
sion. 

In addition, Mr. Kennedy was very active in 
the City’s Visioning Process and as a result 
was heavily involved in the process of con-
structing a new Aquatics Center, Community & 
Cultural Center, Centennial Recreation Center 
and the establishment of the local Community 
Health Foundation and, most recently, a 
County Library. 

Mr. Kennedy has deep-seated roots within 
the community of Santa Clara County. He is a 
graduate of Bellarmine College Preparatory 
School and Santa Clara University, where he 
received his engineering degree. 

On behalf of the constituents we represent 
in the City of Morgan Hill, we thank Mr. Ken-
nedy for his commitment to public service that 
has lasted over 25 years. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. STEPHANIE HERSETH SANDLIN 
OF SOUTH DAKOTA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, September 6, 2007 

Ms. HERSETH SANDLIN. Madam Speaker, 
I regret that I was unable to participate In 
three votes on the floor of the House of Rep-
resentatives on the afternoon of September 5, 
2007. I was absent in order to be present for 
the return to the United States Senate of my 
friend and colleague from South Dakota, Sen-

ator TIM JOHNSON, who has been recovering 
from an incapacitating brain injury. 

As noted, I was not present for three votes: 

The first vote was H. Res. 629, extending 
the condolences and sympathy of the House 
of Representatives to the Government and the 
people of Greece for the grave loss of life and 
vast destruction caused by the devastating 
fires raging through Greece since June 2007. 
Had I been present, I would have voted ‘‘yea’’ 
on that question. 

The second vote was H. Res. 508, recog-
nizing the strong security alliance between the 
Government of Japan and the United States 
and expressing appreciation to Japan for its 
role in enhancing stability in the Asia-Pacific 
region and its efforts in the global war against 
terrorism. Had I been present, I would have 
voted ‘‘yea’’ on that question. 

The third vote was H. Res. 544, expressing 
the sympathy and pledging the support of the 
House of Representatives and the people of 
the United States for the victims of the dev-
astating thunderstorms that caused severe 
flooding in 20 counties in eastern Kansas be-
ginning on June 26, 2007. Had I been present, 
I would have voted ‘‘yea’’ on that question. 

f 

PAYING TRIBUTE TO NICHOLAS 
CAPTAIN 

HON. JON C. PORTER 
OF NEVADA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, September 6, 2007 

Mr. PORTER. Madam Speaker, I rise today 
to honor Nicholas Captain, a veteran of World 
War II, for his exemplary service in defense of 
freedom and award him with the Jubilee of 
Liberty Medal. 

On June 6, 1944 the United States and its 
allies embarked on the largest air, land, and 
sea invasion ever undertaken. This massive 
effort included 5,000 ships, 10,000 airplanes, 
and over 150,000 American, British, Canadian, 
Free French, and Polish Troops. During the 
50th anniversary of this historic event, the 
French Government awarded the Jubilee of 
Liberty Medal to American servicemen for their 
participation in the Battle of Normandy. 

Nicholas served in the United States Army, 
148th Ordnance Motor Vehicle Armament 
Company in Normandy, Northern France and 
in Rhineland. For his heroism and valor, Nich-
olas received the European African-Middle 
Eastern Service Medal, Good Conduct Medal 
and Victory Medal. 

Madam Speaker, I am proud to honor Nich-
olas Captain for his heroic service in the 
United States Military. His dedication to this 
country in the theater of war is truly exem-
plary. I commend the sacrifices he has made 
to protect our freedoms and I am pleased to 
have the opportunity to recognize his service. 
I applaud Nicholas Captain for his successes 
and I wish him the best in his future endeav-
ors. 

CONGRATULATING MR. JOSHUA 
BRESNICK 

HON. THOMAS G. TANCREDO 
OF COLORADO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Thursday, September 6, 2007 

Mr. TANCREDO. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to pay tribute to one of my constituents 
Mr. Joshua Bresnick of Parker, Colorado, who 
will attend a People to People World Leader-
ship Forum in 2008. His outstanding academic 
merits and communal involvement have laid a 
solid foundation of individual integrity and 
dedication: Both characteristics of a qualified 
leader. I am honored to represent such a 
promising young man. 

Created in 1956, the People to People Pro-
gram is an educational travel program dedi-
cated to fostering leadership potential in youth 
worldwide. People to People has helped more 
than 200,000 students and professionals de-
velop their leadership skills based upon 
Dwight D. Eisenhower’s belief that ‘‘people 
can make a difference where governments 
cannot.’’ This unique interaction and exposure 
will enable Mr. Bresnick to gain a greater un-
derstanding and insider’s perspective of 
Washington, DC. 

Madam Speaker, it is my distinct pleasure to 
acknowledge one of Colorado’s own. Please 
join me in congratulating Mr. Bresnick and 
wishing him the best in his future endeavors. 

f 

RECOGNIZING THE 40TH ANNIVER-
SARY OF THE UNIVERSITY OF 
WEST FLORIDA 

HON. JEFF MILLER 
OF FLORIDA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Thursday, September 6, 2007 

Mr. MILLER of Florida. Madam Speaker, It 
is a great honor for me to rise today to recog-
nize the 40th anniversary of the University of 
West Florida. 

The vision of the University is to distinguish 
itself as the best regional comprehensive uni-
versity in America, and it has achieved that 
mission. Situated on 1,600 acres, UWF is the 
second largest main campus in the State of 
Florida University system and is now home to 
nearly ten thousand students. 

UWF consists of 35 academic buildings, 21 
student services facilities, 25 dormitories, 2 
university village student apartment complexes 
and 20 plant support facilities. 

The University’s contributions to Northwest 
Florida have been numerous and extremely 
beneficial to understanding the area’s past 
and helping it move into the future. The highly- 
regarded anthropology department has been 
involved in extensive archaeological research, 
including excavating the prehistoric archae-
ological site Bernath in Santa Rosa County. 
The department is also at the forefront of un-
derwater archaeology, excavating shipwrecks 
from different centuries off the Gulf Coast. 

The University’s affiliations with other orga-
nizations such as the cutting-edge Institute for 
Human and Machine Cognition also help 
maintain UWF’s presence as a leading institu-
tion for academic research. In addition, the Di-
vision of Criminal Justice and Legal Studies 
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has partnered with the Santa Rosa County 
Sheriff’s Office to offer higher education op-
portunities for law enforcement officers. 

Over 100,000 students have passed through 
the University of West Florida, and more con-
tinue to do so each academic year. The last 
40 years have established UWF as a regional 
leader, involving the community in its research 
and learning. I know the next 40 years will see 
further expansion of UWF’s place as an out-
standing academic institution. Madam Speak-
er, on behalf of the United States Congress, I 
am proud to recognize the 40th anniversary of 
the University of West Florida. 

f 

RECOGNIZING 100 YEARS OF SERV-
ICE BY THE INTERNATIONAL 
BROTHERHOOD OF ELECTRICAL 
WORKERS, LOCAL 595 

HON. JERRY McNERNEY 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, September 6, 2007 

Mr. McNERNEY. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to honor Local 595 of the International 
Brotherhood of Electrical Workers on the oc-
casion of their 100th anniversary. IBEW was 
founded in 1891 and has become the largest 
union representing electrical workers in the 
United States and Canada. Local 595 was es-
tablished by charter of the national IBEW on 
August 26, 1907, in Oakland, California. 
Today, Local 595 is headquartered in Dublin, 
California, in the district that I represent. 

For the last 100 years, Local 595 has orga-
nized all of the electrical workers in Alameda 
County. The thousands of electrical workers, 
who have made up Local 595 throughout its 
history, have excelled in their trade while 
working at shipyards, motor shops, construc-
tion sites, and government facilities. 

These men and women have electrified 
hundreds of thousands of homes, office build-
ings, manufacturing plants, and classrooms 
throughout the East Bay. Local 595 has con-
sistently and dramatically improved the lives of 
its members and their families, thereby im-
proving the communities in which they live. 
Local 595’s apprenticeship programs have 
greatly improved the quality of electrical work-
ers throughout the region, and this heightened 
expertise has helped to ensure Local 595 
members have long careers with high wages, 
good pensions, and quality healthcare bene-
fits. 

Local 595 has reached out to help all work-
ing families in the East Bay through its active 
involvement in the Alameda County Building 
Trades Council and the Alameda County Cen-
tral Labor Council. Local 595 has helped to 
build and grow communities throughout the 
East Bay by supporting numerous volunteer 
construction, scholarship, educational, and 
cancer research programs. For these reasons, 
and many others, I would like to commend 
IBEW Local 595 for 100 years of service to its 
members and to the community. 

THE IRAQ REPORTS 

HON. MIKE PENCE 
OF INDIANA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Thursday, September 6, 2007 

Mr. PENCE. Madam Speaker, as America 
awaits word from our military and diplomatic 
leaders in Iraq early next week, it’s apparent 
to me that many in Congress seem prepared 
to prejudge our progress and dismiss the re-
port of Gen. David Petraeus even before he 
makes it. 

Many, as was said on the House floor this 
morning, cite the recent GAO report as a 
basis for accepting retreat and defeat in Iraq. 
But as Fred Kagan, of the American Enter-
prise Institute, pointed out recently, ‘‘the man-
date of the GAO report was not to evaluate 
progress broadly defined in Iraq; it was to de-
termine whether the Iraqi Government had 
met eighteen benchmarks set by the U.S. 
Congress.’’ 

Kagan pointed out that the term ‘‘Anbar,’’ 
actually appears only twice in the GAO report 
despite the extraordinary progress in the 
Anbar province where we have seen Sunni 
leadership come forward working with ma-
rines, working with the Al-Maliki government, 
and defeating Al Qaeda in Iraq. 

The so-called ‘‘triangle of death’’ is so safe 
the President of the United States was able to 
land there and meet with Sunni and Shiite 
leaders earlier this week. It’s imperative that 
we stand with our soldiers; wait and hear from 
our military and diplomatic leaders, and that 
we, for the purpose of freedom in Iraq, for the 
purpose of our national honor, we accept 
nothing short of victory in that nation. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO CHARLES T. 
HEINLEIN, UNITED STATES 
ARMY, PRIVATE FIRST CLASS 

HON. DAVE CAMP 
OF MICHIGAN 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, September 6, 2007 

Mr. CAMP of Michigan. Madam Speaker, 
our Nation is sustained by men and women 
who so willingly risk their lives to defend our 
liberty and our way of life. PFC Charles T. 
Heinlein was one such soldier, and he gave 
the last full measure in service to his country 
and to his fellow citizens. 

Today, I want to recognize on the floor of 
the United States House of Representatives 
the life of Charles T. Heinlein. In saluting he-
roes like Charlie, we remember him with undy-
ing gratitude. And we resolve, though we can-
not repay the debt we owe him or his family, 
to live our lives in such a way as to be worthy 
of their sacrifice. 

Charlie joined the United States Army to be-
come ‘‘a better person,’’ but it is his heroism 
in battling back tyranny and terror halfway 
around the globe that has helped build a bet-
ter America and a better world. His actions on 
the field of duty will forever stand as a re-
minder that America remains the land of the 
free and the home of the brave. 

May God keep Charlie, may God watch and 
comfort his family, and may God continue to 

grant this Nation the courage to defend life 
and liberty. 

f 

REMARKS ON THE ENERGY BILLS 
(H.R. 3221 AND H.R. 2776) CONSID-
ERED ON AUGUST 4, 2007 

HON. DONALD A. MANZULLO 
OF ILLINOIS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Thursday, September 6, 2007 

Mr. MANZULLO. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today in opposition to H.R. 3221, New Direc-
tion for Energy Independence, National Secu-
rity, and Consumer Protection Act, and H.R. 
2776, Renewable Energy and Energy Con-
servation Tax Act. I am extremely saddened 
that these bills, which according to the Demo-
crat Majority were meant to ‘‘achieve energy 
independence, strengthen national security, 
grow our economy and create jobs, lower en-
ergy prices, and begin to address global 
warming,’’ will in fact result in less domestic 
natural gas and oil production, higher taxes 
that are passed to consumers, and wasteful 
spending on duplicative government programs. 

The northern Illinois Congressional district I 
am honored to represent has a significant 
manufacturing base. There are over 2,500 in-
dustries in the 16th District of Illinois. Because 
of this, I devote a considerable amount of my 
time working on manufacturing issues. I am a 
member of the Council on Competitiveness, a 
co-chair of the Manufacturing Caucus, and 
Chairman of the Republican Policy Committee 
Task Force on Manufacturing. As previous 
Chairman of the House Committee on Small 
Business, I held countless hearings on com-
petitiveness. I travel this country and overseas 
studying machine tools, manufacturing effi-
ciencies, global supply chains, manufacturing 
financing, intellectual property rights protec-
tion, export controls, and other important 
issues. I’ve also lectured extensively on Amer-
ica’s need to be globally competitive. How-
ever, the devastating effect of the rising cost 
of natural gas to America’s manufacturers, es-
pecially chemical, plastics, and advanced 
composites producers, is dramatic. Composite, 
chemical, and plastic manufacturers are more 
dependent on affordable and stable natural 
gas prices because they use natural gas as a 
base ‘‘feed stock.’’ Soaring natural gas prices 
have challenged their competitiveness. In 
2004 alone, increases in natural gas prices 
forced the closure of scores of chemical com-
panies and cost roughly 100,000 high-paying 
jobs. 

In 2005, Congress passed an energy bill 
that resulted in an increase of an additional 18 
percent capacity in domestic natural gas pro-
duction. We are now contemplating legislation 
that will reduce incentives for domestic pro-
duction and, if past is prologue, will likely lead 
to a decrease domestic output and an in-
crease dependence on imports from foreign 
sources. According to the non-partisan Con-
gressional Research Service (CRS), a similar 
tax on oil and natural gas producers lead to a 
decrease in domestic oil production by as 
much as 1.26 million barrels between 1980 
and 1986 and may have led to roughly 13 per-
cent more in imported natural gas and oil over 
the same time period. 
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We cannot afford to travel down this path 

again. The Department of Energy projects that 
the United States will use 28 percent more oil 
and 19 percent more natural gas in 2030 than 
was used in 2005. To meet this rising demand 
and wean ourselves from foreign oil and nat-
ural gas, we must reduce regulatory burdens, 
invest in additional refining capacity, allow en-
vironmentally sound exploration, and support 
the development of alternative fuels. Unfortu-
nately, the energy bills under consideration 
today do none of these things. 

Instead, H.R. 2776 targets this vital sector 
of our economy with a $15.3 billion tax in-
crease over 10 years. It also decreases the 
competitiveness of U.S. firms in global mar-
kets by adding a $3.6 billion tax increase on 
international oil and gas production income. 
Finally, it terminates a Lower Manhattan de-
velopment program that will allow New York to 
spend $2 billion in federal income taxes that 
were withheld on New York City and State 
employees for any transportation infrastructure 
project they see fit. I’m not quite certain why 
this provision is found in an energy bill. 

To make matters worse, H.R. 3221 spends 
$18.7 billion over 5 years on many programs 
that have little or nothing to do with energy 
independence or reducing the rising cost of 
energy in America. H.R. 3221 contains extra-
neous provisions such as new antipoverty pro-
grams, a program that authorizes $1 billion for 
clean energy and efficient technologies in 
other countries, the creation of a brand new 
agency, and, my personal favorite, a section 
that will allow individuals to sue the Federal 
Government for damages caused by global 
warming. Unfortunately, I may have just de-
scribed some of the less harmful provisions 
found in this bill because they only waste tax-
payer’s money. 

When the bill attempts to address domestic 
energy production, it does this by slowing the 
oil shale and tar sands commercial leasing 
program, abrogating contracts that will force 
an extra $5.5 billion for gas and oil exploration 
in the Gulf of Mexico, and prohibiting access 
to 4.2 trillion cubic feet of natural gas found in 
the Roan Plateau in Colorado. These addi-
tional restrictions on domestic production will 
lead to a shortage of supply and drive the cost 
of energy up so that every home and every 
business will have to pay far more than they 
are currently paying now. 

Between 1999 and 2003, the United States 
experienced nothing less than what many con-
sidered to be the demise of American manu-
facturing. Our manufacturing base is recov-
ering significantly since those days due largely 
to increases in productivity. But manufacturers 
face new and severe threats to the viability of 
their businesses in the United States. They 
face unfair foreign competition from foreign 
countries that do not honor their trade agree-
ments and unfairly manipulate their currency. 
They face rapidly rising costs of health care. 
They face the largest regulatory burdens in 
the world. They face staggering increases in 
their energy costs. Please do not provide an-
other incentive to move U.S. manufacturing 
overseas by raising their energy bill. 

I urge my colleagues to join the National As-
sociation of Manufacturers (NAM) by opposing 
H.R. 3221, New Direction for Energy Inde-
pendence, National Security, and Consumer 

Protection Act and H.R. 2776, Renewable En-
ergy and Energy Conservation Tax Act, to 
show your support for America’s manufactur-
ers. 

f 

PAYING TRIBUTE TO JOSEPH 
TITUS 

HON. JON C. PORTER 
OF NEVADA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, September 6, 2007 

Mr. PORTER. Madam Speaker, I rise today 
to honor the life of Joseph Crovatt Titus, a 20- 
year resident of Southern Nevada. 

Joseph ‘‘Joe’’ Crovatt Titus was born De-
cember 5, 1930 in Thomasville, Georgia. He 
served several years in the U.S. Air Force, in-
cluding time at Nellis Air Force Base in Las 
Vegas, Nevada. After settling in Trifton, Geor-
gia he served as the director of the Tift County 
Building Department and ran a number of 
businesses. He came to the Las Vegas Valley 
in March of 1986 and became the director of 
the Department of Building and Safety for the 
city of Henderson, Nevada. Being a member 
of the International Conference of Building Of-
ficials, Joe helped to guide the enormous 
growth of Henderson. Known for his stories 
about the South and human nature, Joe him-
self enjoyed cooking and was zealous in his 
beliefs as well as generous with his posses-
sions. 

Madam Speaker, I am proud to honor Jo-
seph Crovatt Titus. His dedication on behalf of 
the local community is admirable and I ap-
plaud his efforts. 

f 

CONGRATULATING MR. ZACHARY 
BUXO 

HON. THOMAS G. TANCREDO 
OF COLORADO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, September 6, 2007 

Mr. TANCREDO. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to pay tribute to one of my constituents, 
Mr. Zachary Buxo of Littleton, CO, who will at-
tend a People to People World Leadership 
Forum in 2008. His outstanding academic 
merits and communal involvement have laid a 
solid foundation of individual integrity and 
dedication: both characteristics of a qualified 
leader. I am honored to represent such a 
promising young man. 

Created in 1956, the People to People Pro-
gram is an educational travel program dedi-
cated to fostering leadership potential in youth 
worldwide. People to People has helped more 
than 200,000 students and professionals de-
velop their leadership skills based upon 
Dwight D. Eisenhower’s belief that ‘‘people 
can make a difference where governments 
cannot.’’ This unique interaction and exposure 
will enable Mr. Buxo to gain a greater under-
standing and insider’s perspective of Wash-
ington, DC. 

Madam Speaker, it is my distinct pleasure to 
acknowledge one of Colorado’s own. Please 
join me in congratulating Mr. Buxo and wish-
ing him the best in his future endeavors. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. RUBÉN HINOJOSA 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, September 6, 2007 

Mr. HINOJOSA. Madam Speaker, I regret 
that I had an event in Texas that could not be 
rescheduled on Saturday, August 4, 2007. 
Had I been present, I would have voted ‘‘yes’’ 
on rollcall Nos. 825, 829, 832, 833, 835, 836, 
837, and 846. In addition I would have voted 
‘‘no’’ on rollcall Nos. 824, 827, 828, 830, 831, 
834, 838, 839, 840, 841, 842, 843, 844, and 
845, but was also unavoidably detained. 

f 

HONORING MARQUIS DE LAFAY-
ETTE ON HIS 250TH BIRTHDAY 

HON. IKE SKELTON 
OF MISSOURI 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, September 6, 2007 

Mr. SKELTON. Madam Speaker, on Sep-
tember 6, 1757, 250 years ago today, a 
Frenchman named Marie-Joseph-Paul-Yves- 
Roch-Gilbert Du Motier was born. This young 
man, who would later be known as Marquis de 
Lafayette, had a profound influence on the for-
mation of our country and on Western demo-
cratic fundamentals of freedom and human 
rights. 

As a lifelong resident of Lafayette County, 
Missouri, I was pleased to draft legislation ear-
lier this year to mark the 250th anniversary of 
Marquis de Lafayette’s birth. The House of 
Representatives approved my bill on May 22, 
2007, honoring, as Americans have done time 
and again, Lafayette’s role in our Nation’s his-
tory. 

On July 7, 2007, the French Embassy’s Mili-
tary Attaché, Major General Jean-Luc Delon, 
traveled to my hometown of Lexington, Lafay-
ette County, Missouri, and participated in a 
public ceremony honoring Marquis de Lafay-
ette. It was a distinct honor and privilege to 
have a representative of the French govern-
ment in Missouri to discuss Lafayette’s life and 
the important bilateral friendship he helped es-
tablish between the United States and France. 

More than any one person, Marquis de La-
fayette symbolizes the assistance American 
colonists received from Europe in the struggle 
for independence from Great Britain. As we 
celebrate his 250th birthday, I am hopeful that 
all Americans will take a moment to remember 
his legacy on the United States. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. LORETTA SANCHEZ 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, September 6, 2007 

Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of California. 
Madam Speaker, on Wednesday, September 
5, 2007, I was unavoidably detained due to a 
prior obligation. 

Had I been present and voting, I would have 
voted as follows: Rollcall No. 850: ‘‘yes.’’ On 
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motion to suspend the rules and pass the bill. 
Rollcall No. 851: ‘‘yes.’’ On motion to suspend 
the rules and pass the bill. Rollcall No. 852: 
‘‘yes.’’ On motion to suspend the rules and 
pass the bill. Rollcall No. 853: ‘‘yes.’’ On mo-
tion to suspend the rules and pass the bill. 

f 

PAYING TRIBUTE TO HAROLD 
HIRSCH 

HON. JON C. PORTER 
OF NEVADA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, September 6, 2007 

Mr. PORTER. Madam Speaker, I rise today 
to honor Harold ‘‘Harry’’ Hirsch, a veteran of 
World War II, for his exemplary service in de-
fense of freedom and award him with the Jubi-
lee of Liberty Medal. 

On June 6, 1944 the United States and its 
allies embarked on the largest air, land, and 
sea invasion ever undertaken. This massive 
effort included 5,000 ships, 10,000 airplanes, 
and over 150,000 American, British, Canadian, 
Free French, and Polish Troops. During the 
50th anniversary of this historic event, the 
French Government awarded the Jubilee of 
Liberty Medal to American servicemen for their 
participation in the Battle of Normandy. 

Harry served as a Seaman in the United 
States Coast Guard Reserve. On June 6, 
1944, he landed on Omaha Beach as part of 
the Normandy invasion and spent 4 hours at-
tending to the wounded by bringing them on 
board the U.S.S. Bayfield which was serving 
as an acting hospital ship. For his heroism 
and valor, Harry was awarded the American 
Campaign Medal, Freedom Medal, European 
African–Middle Eastern Service Medal, and 
the American Combat Ribbon. 

Madam Speaker, I am proud to honor Har-
old Hirsch for his heroic service in the United 
States Coast Guard Reserve. His dedication 
to this country in the theater of war is truly ex-
emplary. I commend the sacrifices he has 
made to protect our freedoms and I am 
pleased to have the opportunity to recognize 
his service. I applaud Harold Hirsch for his 
successes and I wish him the best in his fu-
ture endeavors. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. LORETTA SANCHEZ 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, September 6, 2007 

Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of California. 
Madam Speaker, on Tuesday, September 4, 
2007, I was unavoidably detained due to a 
prior obligation. 

Had I been present and voting, I would have 
voted as follows: Rollcall No. 847: ‘‘Yes.’’ On 
motion to suspend the rules and pass the bill. 
Rollcall No. 848: ‘‘Yes.’’ On motion to suspend 
the rules and pass the bill. Rollcall No. 849: 
‘‘No.’’ On motion to instruct conferees on H.R. 
2669. 

RECOGNIZING NATIONAL 
GRANDPARENTS DAY 

HON. FORTNEY PETE STARK 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, September 6, 2007 

Mr. STARK. Madam Speaker, I rise today in 
celebration of National Grandparents Day on 
September 9. In particular, I want to recognize 
those grandparents that have taken on the ex-
traordinary task of raising their grandchildren. 
There is no more valuable contribution that 
any individual can make to our country than 
raising children in a loving home. The fact that 
grandparents all over the country do this de-
spite financial and other hardships is worthy of 
the highest praise. 

Nationwide, approximately 2.5 million chil-
dren are being raised by their grandparents 
because their parents are unable to care for 
them. In Alameda County, the area of Cali-
fornia that I represent, over 11,000 grand-
parents are responsible for meeting the basic 
needs of their grandchildren. Without their 
grandparents, many of these children would 
end up in foster care placements usually with-
out contact with their siblings or the support of 
their extended family. 

Grandparents can provide the stable homes 
that allow children to grow and thrive. Unfortu-
nately, many grandparents are not financially 
able to take on care of their grandchildren, de-
spite their willingness to do so. The Federal 
Government has a responsibility to provide the 
resources willing grandparents need to care 
for their grandchildren. Our failure to do so will 
mean that more children enter the foster care 
system, are moved from place to place, and 
lose their family and community connections. 

In the interest of full disclosure, I must state 
that I am the proud grandfather of 8. 

President Carter created a National Grand-
parents Day in 1978. Nearly 30 years later 
grandparents still deserve our highest recogni-
tion, but they also deserve our support and 
assistance. 

f 

TAIWAN’S APPLICATION FOR 
ENTRY INTO THE UNITED NA-
TIONS 

HON. G. K. BUTTERFIELD 
OF NORTH CAROLINA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, September 6, 2007 

Mr. BUTTERFIELD. Madam Speaker, I sup-
port Taiwan’s application for United Nations 
membership. Since 1971, Taiwan has had no 
representation in the United Nations. Its 23 
million people have been deprived of their fun-
damental human rights. It is now time to rem-
edy this situation. 

The United Nations has persistently rejected 
Taiwan’s application on the basis of U.N. Res-
olution 2758 passed in October 1971. The res-
olution claims that Taiwan is part of the PRC 
and, therefore, Taiwan’s representation in the 
United Nations would serve no purpose. This 
argument is flawed since it fails to recognize 
the fact that Taiwan is a sovereign govern-
ment with its own national flag, constitution, 

armed forces and is recognized by more than 
20 independent nations. Even more impor-
tantly the people of Taiwan have authorized 
their leader, President Chen Shui-bian to ex-
press to the world the desire of Taiwan to be-
long to this important world body. 

Madam Speaker, the people on the island of 
Taiwan are able and willing to contribute to 
the United Nations and to world peace, justice, 
and prosperity. Let us give Taiwan our support 
in its bid to be a member of the United Na-
tions. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. YVETTE D. CLARKE 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Thursday, September 6, 2007 

Ms. CLARKE. Madam Speaker, on rollcall 
No. 817, I was unavoidably absent. Had I 
been present, I would have voted ‘‘nay.’’ 

On rollcall No. 818, I would have voted 
‘‘yea’’; on rollcall No. 819, I would have voted 
‘‘yea’’; on rollcall No. 820, I would have voted 
‘‘yea’’; on rollcall No. 821, I would have voted 
‘‘yea’’; on rollcall No. 822, I would have voted 
‘‘yea’’; on rollcall No. 823, I would have voted 
‘‘yea’’; on rollcall No. 824, I would have voted 
‘‘nay’’; on rollcall No. 825, I would have voted 
‘‘yea’’; on rollcall No. 826, I would have voted 
‘‘yea’’; on rollcall No. 827, I would have voted 
‘‘yea’’; on rollcall No. 828, I would have voted 
‘‘nay’’; on rollcall No. 829, I would have voted 
‘‘yea’’; on rollcall No. 830, I would have voted 
‘‘yea’’; on rollcall No. 831, I would have voted 
‘‘nay’’; on rollcall No. 832, I would have voted 
‘‘yea’’; on rollcall No. 833, I would have voted 
‘‘yea’’; on rollcall No. 834, I would have voted 
‘‘nay.’’ 

On rollcall No. 835, I would have voted 
‘‘yea’’; on rollcall No. 836, I would have voted 
‘‘nay’’; on rollcall No. 837, I would have voted 
‘‘yea’’; on rollcall No. 838, I would have voted 
‘‘nay’’; on rollcall No. 839, I would have voted 
‘‘nay’’; on rollcall No. 840, I would have voted 
‘‘nay’’; on rollcall No. 841, I would have voted 
‘‘nay’’; on rollcall No. 842, I would have voted 
‘‘nay’’; on rollcall No. 843, I would have voted 
‘‘nay’’; on rollcall No. 844, I would have voted 
‘‘nay’’; on rollcall No. 845, I would have voted 
‘‘nay’’; on rollcall No. 846, I would have voted 
‘‘yea.’’ 

f 

PAYING TRIBUTE TO DR. DIXIE 
SUE ALLSBROOK 

HON. JON C. PORTER 
OF NEVADA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Thursday, September 6, 2007 

Mr. PORTER. Madam Speaker, I rise today 
to honor Dr. Dixie Sue Allsbrook who has vol-
untarily served the National Committee of Em-
ployer Support of the Guard and Reserve 
(ESRG) for 20 years, and serving the past 5 
years as the Chair of the Nevada ESGR. 

Employer Support of the Guard and Re-
serve (ESRG) is a grass roots volunteer orga-
nization working with the Department of De-
fense. ESGR provides free education, con-
sultation, and mediation as necessary for em-
ployers of Guard and Reserve employees. 
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ESGR’s goal is to support America’s employ-
ers who share their employees with the Nation 
to ensure our national security. 

In her 20 years volunteering with the ESRG, 
Dr. Dixie Sue Allsbrook has served in many 
different areas of the organization. She began 
in California as an Area Chair, Ombudsman, 
and ultimately she served as Executive Direc-
tor there. When she moved to Nevada she 
continued to serve ESGR as an ombudsman 
until she was appointed as Chair in 2002. Her 
amazing work in the community extends be-
yond that of the ESGR and includes the Equal 
Opportunity Board of Clark County, the Susan 
B. Komen Foundation, and the Wardley Char-
ity Foundation. 

Madam Speaker, I am proud to honor Dr. 
Dixie Sue Allsbrook. Her commitment to sup-
porting Nevada’s Guard and Reserve through 
her work with the ESRG is outstanding, and I 
thank her for continuing efforts. 

f 

SHIFTING TOWARDS A REGIONAL 
PRIMARY 

HON. ALCEE L. HASTINGS 
OF FLORIDA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, September 6, 2007 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Madam Speaker, 
I rise today to introduce the Regional Presi-
dential Primary and Caucus Act of 2007. This 
companion legislation to the work of my 
friends Senator KLOBUCHAR, Senator 
LIEBERMAN, and Senator ALEXANDER reflects 
an effective, equitable alternative to the cur-
rent system used to determine presidential pri-
mary election dates. 

As we have seen with the current disputed 
primary date in Florida and its partisan impli-
cations, our political parties have shown that 
they may not be the most appropriate adminis-
trators of this vital part of the presidential elec-
tion process. Other states face similar dis-
putes as each vie to enact earlier primaries to 
increase their influence in the selection of 
presidential candidates. It is apparent that with 
this trend, money is gaining even more influ-
ence in politics. When candidates have less 
time for citizens to evaluate their merit and 
less time to raise necessary campaign funds, 
the voices of many continue to be 
marginalized. 

We need a more equitable system. Every 
person in every state deserves an equal op-
portunity to engage the selection of presi-
dential candidates. Unless we enact legislation 
to restructure this system in a non-partisan 
manner, we will never have a system that 
takes into account the true principles of de-
mocracy upon which this nation was founded. 
The Regional Presidential Primary and Cau-
cus Act of 2007 is a necessary step towards 
more equitable elections. This legislation re-
flects components of a plan previously ad-
vanced by the National Association of Secre-
taries of State and the suggestions of chief 
election administrators throughout the nation. 

The Regional Presidential Primary and Cau-
cus Act of 2007 establishes four geographic 
regions and four regional primary/caucus 
dates in each presidential election year. Under 
the bill, beginning in 2012 and on a rotating 

basis during each presidential election year, 
states in one region will hold their presidential 
primary elections on the first Tuesday in 
March. States in the next region will hold their 
primary elections on the first Tuesday in April, 
states in the next region on the first Tuesday 
in May, and states in the final region on the 
first Tuesday of June. The order of regions will 
rotate in each of the 4 years, ensuring that all 
states have the opportunity to hold their pri-
mary election first in the cycle once every four 
presidential elections. 

I call upon my colleagues of the House of 
Representatives to support this commonsense 
approach to improving the administration of 
presidential primary election dates. 

f 

A TRIBUTE TO THE LIFE OF 
JEANINE M. ARMSTRONG 

HON. JIM COSTA 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, September 6, 2007 

Mr. COSTA. Madam Speaker, it is with a 
heavy heart that I ask my colleagues to join 
me today in honoring the memory of my good 
friend, Jeanine Armstrong of Clovis, California. 

Jeanine was a loving wife, mother, and a 
dedicated member of the community who ap-
proached her work with an upbeat attitude and 
spirit that was an inspiration to us all. Her 
passing is a sad loss for the community of 
Clovis and Fresno. 

Jeanine is remembered by all who knew her 
as an active participant in the political process, 
the Democratic Party, and a passionate sup-
porter of the community of Clovis, California. 
She is well-known for her commendable serv-
ice to the public and as a champion of the arts 
and public television. 

Jeanine worked closely with her friend, the 
late Mayor Tom Bradley of Los Angeles, to se-
cure the 1984 summer Olympic Games in 
California. She also organized the Youth 
Olympics and numerous public television 
projects. Jeanine served on the board of the 
Fresno Junior Museum, where she stressed 
the importance of the arts for poverty stricken 
populations. 

Jeanine is survived by her husband for life 
of 52 years Harry Armstrong, their 3 children, 
Thomas, Jim and Megan; her 6 grandchildren, 
Kelsey Joan-Marie Armstrong, Brittney Arm-
strong, David Armstrong, Kathleen Armstrong, 
James Armstrong and Audrey Armstrong; her 
5 stepgrandchildren, Arthur Wille, Maya Wille, 
Ashley Hatter, Jon Hatter and Randy Hatter; 
and 1 great-grandchild, Lynn Ann Armstrong. 

My heart goes out to Jeanine’s husband 
Harry, her family and friends. We take comfort 
in knowing that future generations will benefit 
from her vision and leadership and that her 
spirit continues through the lives of the people 
she so graciously touched. 

TRIBUTE TO ERVIN JAMES 

HON. JAMES E. CLYBURN 
OF SOUTH CAROLINA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Thursday, September 6, 2007 

Mr. CLYBURN. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to pay tribute to a phenomenal figure in 
African American history, Ervin James, the 
founder of Jamestown in Florence County, 
South Carolina. The extraordinary legacy of 
Ervin James’s life powerfully changed the 
course of African American history in the 
South during the late nineteenth and early 
twentieth centuries. 

Ervin James’s legacy richly contributed to 
the story of black history after the Civil War, 
the story of southern agriculture, and the story 
of community development in a time when 
many groups of African Americans struggled 
to survive. 

In 1870, Ervin James bought a sizable tract 
of land on his own from Eli McKissick and 
Mary Poston near Florence, South Carolina. 
The transaction was formally documented in a 
deed recorded on January 23, 1871. James’ 
purchase developed into more than just a fam-
ily farm. During the last 2 decades of the nine-
teenth century, his tract of land grew into a 
small rural African American community. The 
community thrived for 70 years, from its estab-
lishment in 1870 until its decline in the 1940s. 

The development of Jamestown is a re-
markable one. Beginning with Ervin James’s 
original purchase, the community expanded 
through cooperative purchase by James’s 5 
sons, Sidney, Ellison, Eli, Fisher, and James 
James as well as Ervin James’s son-in-law, 
Alonza Wright. James’s 5 sons and son-in-law 
divided up the original tract of land into 6 12- 
acre plots for each of them to farm individ-
ually. Throughout the last decade of the nine-
teenth century and the first decade of the 
early twentieth, these 6 men made several co-
operative purchases to increase the collective 
land holdings of Jamestown. 

All 6 names appear on a deed recorded on 
March 26, 1891. In that year, the men bought 
several tracts of land from J.A. Grice and his 
wife Sarah E. Grice, the daughter of Eli 
McKissick. A subsequent deed recorded on 
May 29, 1891 documents the purchase of 
more land from Rebecca A. Gibson acting as 
trustee for the will of Nathan S. Gibson who 
owned land that bordered the James family 
holdings. The practice of cooperative purchase 
continued into the next generation of the 
James family. On June 29, 1915, Ephraim 
Ford, Eli James, James James, Robert 
James, Pat James, Elliott James, Mitchell 
James, James Wright and Betsy Williams col-
lectively purchased land from J.R. Moody. The 
presence of several surnames other than 
James on the deed suggests that several 
other African American families had estab-
lished themselves in the community by that 
time or had married into the James family. 
Jamestown had become a community. 

Land divisions were made during the earlier 
years of the community to establish individual 
homes and tracts of land for separate families 
to work. Over the years, the property was 
passed down to the family heirs in each gen-
eration who collectively owned the land of 
their ancestors. 
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Social historian Edward Magdol asserts that 

owning land where family members could be 
reunited, live, and work together were primary 
concerns of freed African Americans. The 
community of Jamestown embodied each of 
these aspects. Without the dream of Ervin 
James, Jamestown and its powerful influence 
on African American history in the South 
would not have become a reality. 

A marker was erected in Florence County, 
Jamestown on July 23, 2006 commemorating 
the extraordinary achievement of Ervin James. 
The marker thus reads: 

FLORENCE COUNTY, 21–22, JAMESTOWN 
This African American community, which 

flourished here for 70 years, has its origins in 
a 105-acre tract bought in 1870 by former 
slave Ervin James (1815–1872). James, deter-
mined to own his own farm instead of being 
dependent on sharecropping or tenant farm-
ing, bought the tract from Eli McKissick and 
Mary Poston. His five sons and a son-in-law 
later divided the tract into individual farms. 

Between 1870 and 1940 Ervin James’s de-
scendants and other area families purchased 
additional land, creating a rural community 
of about 250 residents. Among its institu-
tions were the Jamestown Cemetery, dating 
from its earliest days; the Summerville 
Methodist Church (renamed Bowers Chapel), 
established about 1880; and the Summerville 
Elementary School, built in 1926. 

Erected by Jamestown Reunion Com-
mittee, 2006 

f 

THE UNITED NATIONS OFFICE OF 
LEGAL AFFAIRS REJECTED TAI-
WAN’S BID FOR MEMBERSHIP 

HON. BILL SALI 
OF IDAHO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, September 6, 2007 

Mr. SALI. Madam Speaker, the United Na-
tions Office of Legal Affairs (OLA) rejected 
Taiwan’s bid for membership, according to a 
July 23 statement posted on the U.N. Chinese 
language website. The OLA said its decision 
was based on U.N. Resolution 2758, which 
recognized the U.N.’s ‘‘one China’’ policy. 

The U.N. Secretariat’s rejection of Taiwan’s 
application was reactive and hasty. It should 
allow Taiwan’s application to be duly proc-
essed in accordance with the relevant rules of 

procedure of the United Nations. Also, I be-
lieve that the OLA’s reference to U.N. Resolu-
tion 2758 as a basis for rejecting Taiwan’s bid 
was anachronistic. 

Resolution 2758 assumes that the People’s 
Republic of China has legal jurisdiction over 
Taiwan. This is a dubious assertion. Taiwan 
has been independent of the PRC since 1949, 
and in recent years has had a robust political 
system characterized by competitive parties, 
active public participation and political liberty— 
values all Americans embrace. 

It is unreasonable to claim that the PRC 
presumes to speak for a land and people over 
which it has no control. If the United Nations 
is founded on the principle of the equality of 
sovereign nations, it has no reason not to rec-
ognize Taiwan as an independent nation. On 
that basis it would seem that the U.N. must 
and should give Taiwan representation. 

As noted, Taiwan in 2007 is free and demo-
cratic. In Taiwan, direct presidential elections 
have been held, political parties are prolifer-
ating and Taiwan has become one of the 
freest countries in Asia. As the U.N. claims to 
be the forum for resolving international dif-
ferences, it should give fair and thorough con-
sideration to Taiwan’s application for member-
ship in the United Nations and letting the 23 
million people of Taiwan have due representa-
tion in that world body. 

I presume that Taiwan will probably not suc-
ceed in joining the United Nations this year, 
but Taiwan’s case is compelling. It is unfortu-
nate that Taiwan has been treated so poorly 
by the United Nations. We ask the U.N. Sec-
retariat to rescind its rejection of Taiwan’s ap-
plication and let the application go forward to 
the Security Council and the U.N. General As-
sembly for a vote. 

f 

PAYING TRIBUTE TO MARGARET 
MCMILLAN 

HON. JON C. PORTER 
OF NEVADA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Thursday, September 6, 2007 

Mr. PORTER. Madam Speaker, I rise today 
to honor Margaret McMillan for greatly enrich-
ing the community of Southern Nevada with a 
lifetime of service as an exemplary leader and 
businesswoman. 

Margaret is retiring after having served the 
telecommunications industry for over 47 years. 
Throughout her tremendous career she served 
as a pioneer for women in business. In 1972 
she became the first woman to hold the posi-
tion of Outside Plant Engineer, a position that 
is now staffed approximately 20 percent by 
women. During her time as Staff Engineer of 
Centel in Chicago she participated in the de-
sign of the company’s first fiber optics system 
which was run from the Las Vegas central of-
fice to the MGM Hotel and Casino. In 1979 
she was promoted to Outside Plant Engineer 
Manager in Las Vegas where she supervised 
the design and installation of all outside plant 
facilities in the Las Vegas area. 

Along with being a pioneer for women in the 
telecommunications industry, Margaret’s im-
mense talents and work ethic were recognized 
and she rose through the ranks of several 
companies, eventually becoming the Director 
of Governmental Affairs in Las Vegas for the 
EMBARQ Company. In that position she has 
been instrumental in the development of many 
prominent pieces of legislation, including both 
the state and federal versions of the Tele-
communications Act of 1996. 

Margaret’s accomplishments as a profes-
sional are bolstered by her contributions to the 
Las Vegas community. She has served 2 
terms as president of the Nevada Tele-
communications Association, is a member of 
the Las Vegas Southwest Rotary Club, has 
served as area Governor of Toastmasters 
International and is a member of the Las 
Vegas Chamber of Commerce. Her work with 
these organizations has been extremely well 
recognized and she has been the recipient of 
many awards such as the Chamber of Com-
merce’s Community Achievement Award. Mar-
garet also received the Foundation for an 
Independent Tomorrow Citizen of Distinction 
Award in 2007. She is also listed in the book 
‘‘Distinguished Women of Nevada.’’ 

Madam Speaker, I am proud to honor Mar-
garet McMillan. Her aptitude and work ethic 
have made her a beloved fixture in the Las 
Vegas community and her reputation as a pio-
neer for professional women is well deserved. 
I wish her the utmost happiness in her retire-
ment and thank her for a lifetime of service. 
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SENATE—Friday, September 7, 2007 
The Senate met at 8:55 a.m. and was 

called to order by the Honorable 
SHERROD BROWN, a Senator from the 
State of Ohio. 

PRAYER 

The Chaplain, Dr. Barry C. Black, of-
fered the following prayer: 

Let us pray. 
Infinite and merciful God, we mag-

nify and exalt Your Name, for You are 
great and worthy of our praise. Your 
splendor, glory, and majesty inspire us. 
You bless us beyond imagination. 
Nothing is too challenging for You. 

Today, rule in the lives of our law-
makers. Empower them by Your power-
ful presence and instruct them by Your 
mighty words. Sustain their health as 
they seek to solve the problems of our 
time. Rescue and protect them from 
seen and unseen dangers. God, who is 
like You—majestic in holiness, awe-
some in power, working wonders and 
miracles before us each day? 

We glorify Your Name. Amen. 
f 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

The Honorable SHERROD BROWN led 
the Pledge of Allegiance, as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 

f 

APPOINTMENT OF ACTING 
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will please read a communication 
to the Senate from the President pro 
tempore (Mr. BYRD). 

The legislative clerk read the fol-
lowing letter: 

U.S. SENATE, 
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE, 

Washington, DC, September 7, 2007. 
To the Senate: 

Under the provisions of rule I, paragraph 3, 
of the Standing Rules of the Senate, I hereby 
appoint the Honorable SHERROD BROWN, a 
Senator from the State of Ohio, to perform 
the duties of the Chair. 

ROBERT C. BYRD, 
President pro tempore. 

Mr. BROWN thereupon assumed the 
chair as Acting President pro tempore. 

f 

RECOGNITION OF THE MAJORITY 
LEADER 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The majority leader is recog-
nized. 

f 

SCHEDULE 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, the good 
news is that we have accomplished a 

great deal this week. We have had a 
number of late nights, but we have 
completed what we needed to do, and 
today we are going to complete a very 
important piece of legislation that will 
certainly make it unnecessary that we 
be in late today and certainly not to-
morrow. 

As I indicated to everyone, we are 
going to have some votes before noon 
on Monday. But today, everyone should 
understand that at 10:15 a.m., we will 
have a vote. There will be no extending 
that time. Senator KENNEDY and Sen-
ator ENZI have expressed the desire 
that if people want to speak about this 
legislation—the vote will take 15 to 20 
minutes—Members will have ample op-
portunity to speak as long as they 
want to speak on this very important 
measure. 

I look forward to the debate being 
completed, the vote being completed at 
10:15 a.m., and I congratulate both 
Democrats and Republicans for the 
work we have been able to accomplish 
this week. 

f 

RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. Under the previous order, the 
leadership time is reserved. 

f 

COLLEGE COST REDUCTION AND 
ACCESS ACT—CONFERENCE RE-
PORT 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. Under the previous order, the 
Senate will resume consideration of 
the conference report to accompany 
H.R. 2669, which the clerk will report. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
Conference report to accompany H.R. 2669, 

an act to provide for reconciliation pursuant 
to section 601 of the concurrent resolution on 
the budget for fiscal year 2008. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Under the previous order, there is 
75 minutes of debate remaining on the 
conference report, with the time equal-
ly divided between the chairman and 
the ranking member. 

Who yields time? 
Mr. ENZI. Mr. President, I suggest 

the absence of a quorum. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. The clerk will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk proceeded to 

call the roll. 
Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the time 
under the quorum be equally divided. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. President, as I 
understand from the previous agree-
ment, we have approximately an hour, 
probably an hour and 12 minutes, that 
will be equally divided prior to the 
time of a vote on what has been labeled 
the College Cost Reduction and Access 
Act; am I correct? 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Senator is correct. 

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. President, I yield 
myself 5 minutes. 

Mr. President, first of all, I want to 
express appreciation to my friend and 
colleague from Wyoming, Senator 
ENZI, and to thank all of the members 
of our committee for the work they 
have done on this legislation. This 
truly is a bipartisan piece of legisla-
tion that is focused on improving op-
portunity and improving quality of life 
for millions of Americans in our edu-
cation system. 

We worked very closely together 
when Senator ENZI was chair, and we 
have worked very closely together 
since I have had the opportunity to 
chair the committee. And now we have 
this legislation which is going to make 
an enormous difference for so many. I 
will discuss it in detail after the vote 
and explain it in greater detail in the 
record for both our colleagues and oth-
ers who are interested in this legisla-
tion and what we have accomplished. 
But at the outset, I think all of us on 
this side of the aisle know that without 
strong cooperation and assistance from 
Senator ENZI and both sides of the 
aisle, we wouldn’t be where we are 
today with this legislation, and we 
would not have successfully passed the 
reauthorization legislation in the Sen-
ate that has a number of very impor-
tant items in it. I will describe those 
later on in the day as well. 

We are also very grateful to the 
staffs of our committee, who have done 
a really extraordinary job during this 
period of time. 

Mr. President, education is the en-
gine of hope and opportunity for people 
of this country, and it has been recog-
nized as such from the earliest days of 
the Republic. In my State of Massachu-
setts, our State constitution, written 
by John Adams in 1780, spells out in 
great detail the responsibilities of our 
State, of our commonwealth, to try to 
make a commitment to educational op-
portunities for the people of our State. 
And it has been replicated, that lan-
guage or something similar has been 
replicated in all of the State constitu-
tions. 
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Education is really the key. We have 

seen the progress and the changes that 
have taken place over the period of 
years, and we will have a chance to re-
view that history a little later in the 
morning. But I am mindful today that 
establishing a benchmark is important 
in recognizing that this assistance to 
students and to families is the greatest 
assistance that will have been provided 
for the American family since the GI 
bill, the GI bill that was so successful 
at the end of World War II. 

It has been estimated that for every 
dollar that was invested in the GI bill, 
$7 was returned in taxes to the General 
Treasury. Historians will point out 
that it helped establish the middle 
class, the middle class which has been 
the strength of our Nation over the last 
60 or 70 years. There is no question 
about it. We built the middle class on 
the pillars of education, on the pillars 
of educational opportunity. 

In this legislation, we invest $20 bil-
lion—$20 billion—and not a nickel of it 
comes as an additional burden on tax-
payers. It comes from the lenders. 
They will be able to continue to pro-
vide opportunities for students through 
their lending agencies, and this $20 bil-
lion will provide direct assistance to 
the neediest children in this country. 
It will provide help and relief for fami-
lies that have real debt in terms of in-
terest rates. 

Most interestingly, Mr. President, is 
the fact that it will encourage young 
people in this country to involve them-
selves in public service and public life 
through their communities. None of us 
can visit schools and colleges across 
the country and not be overwhelmingly 
impressed by the desire of young people 
to make a difference in helping to solve 
the problems and the challenges we are 
facing today. 

We can look as recently as this week 
at the cover of Time magazine out-
lining this tremendous surge of young 
people wanting to participate in solv-
ing problems in their communities in a 
variety of different ways. 

We have understood that, Mr. Presi-
dent, and we are saying to those young 
people: Yes, we know the cost of edu-
cation has gone up. Yes, we know we 
have not kept pace in providing assist-
ance to you to keep up with the cost of 
education. Yes, we understand your 
parents have been working hard, and 
still the middle class has been holding 
on by its teeth in terms of battling the 
problems of inflation and no wage in-
creases. Yes, it has been more chal-
lenging for middle-class families to go 
on to college. And, yes, if they go on to 
school they will end up with a great 
deal of debt, which means they will not 
be able to go into the kinds of fields of 
service, service to the community, that 
they might like to. But that is going to 
change, and change dramatically, with 
this legislation. 

There are many different provisions 
in the legislation, and we will come to 

grips with those as the morning goes 
on, but this is saying to the young peo-
ple: If you finish up in school and col-
lege and you have debt and you want to 
become a schoolteacher, you want to 
work in the criminal justice system, 
you want to work with special needs 
children, you want to work for a non-
profit, you will never pay more than 15 
percent of your income in repayment of 
your debt. And after a period of years, 
a 10-year period of time, your debt will 
be forgiven in full—completely. 

This is an incentive for young people 
to be able to go into public service and 
serve their community. I think it is 
enormously important and responsive 
to the time. I will have a chance later 
to go through this legislation in great-
er detail, but this is a matter of enor-
mous importance. It is a matter of 
enormous consequence. It reflects the 
best judgment of those on this Edu-
cation Committee who have worked 
long and hard on this legislation. 

We are grateful for the fact the Presi-
dent has indicated that he is going to 
support this legislation. At a time of 
great divisiveness on so many things, 
we have taken an issue of fundamental 
importance to families in this country 
and we are saying: Help is on its way. 
That is effectively what this legisla-
tion will do. We will spend a good deal 
of the morning going over the details 
of it and how those general concepts I 
have outlined this morning will be im-
plemented in the form of the legisla-
tion. 

Mr. President, I reserve the remain-
der of my time. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The senior Senator from Wyo-
ming. 

Mr. ENZI. Mr. President, I yield my-
self whatever time I take, and I do rise 
to speak in support of the conference 
report under consideration today. 

I thank the Senator from Massachu-
setts and his staff for their participa-
tion and the way they kept us informed 
during the conference. I have to say 
‘‘kept informed’’ because we were not 
at the conference, except for the one 
kind of superficial meeting we had 
where we got to make speeches, but 
they did a good job of keeping us in-
formed. This seems to be the way that 
reconciliation happens. I know when 
the Republicans were in the majority 
that is the way it happened, so I am 
not surprised that when the Democrats 
are in the majority that is the way it 
happened. But it was very helpful to be 
kept informed on what was happening. 

There are quite a few things that the 
reconciliation bill does, but I have to 
mention that without the reauthoriza-
tion package it is very incomplete. We 
are urging the House to hurry and do 
the reauthorization part so that we 
truly have a higher education package. 
Without that, there are a lot of things 
that are left out, and I will go into that 
a little bit this morning in more detail 
following the vote. 

This isn’t the first time we have re-
duced the subsidies to lenders and pro-
vided greater benefits to students. Two 
years ago, in the conference that I was 
referring to, we produced a report that 
found billions in savings by further re-
ducing subsidies to lenders and applied 
those savings to increased grants for 
low-income students, expanded loan 
forgiveness, and reduced interest rates 
on undergraduate subsidized loans. 

We all agree if there is an excess sub-
sidy in the student loan program, it 
should be eliminated. The key question 
is how much excess there is and how to 
eliminate it. There are no clear-cut an-
swers to these questions. One approach 
included in this conference report is 
the reduction of the special allowance 
payments to the lenders. 

I am pleased that we retained the 
provisions that recognize the unique 
role that our not-for-profit lenders 
have in providing information and 
services to students and their families. 
Not-for-profit lenders focus on commu-
nities and they serve students locally. 
For this reason, we maintained the 15- 
basis-point differential cut in the spe-
cial allowance payments between for- 
profit and not-for-profit lenders. The 
cut in the special allowance payments 
to for-profit lenders is 55 basis points, 
and for not-for-profit lenders it is 40 
basis points. 

Now, we took a first step in this con-
ference report toward refining the way 
those levels are determined by includ-
ing an auction pilot that lets the mar-
ketplace determine the appropriate 
level for the Parent PLUS Program, 
which is about 10 percent of the loans. 

This conference report provides addi-
tional need-based grant aid which is a 
critical component of increasing access 
to and the affordability of college. Over 
55 percent of the savings are dedicated 
to increasing the Pell grant award. In 
the next 5 years, low-income under-
graduate students will see the max-
imum Pell grant award increased by 
more than $1,000. Additionally, we in-
crease the income protection allowance 
so that students are not penalized for 
working and saving for college, and we 
raise the income threshold for auto-
matic eligibility for a maximum Pell 
grant. 

I am also pleased we were able to re-
tain the guarantee rate on student 
loans at 97 percent for all lenders 
through fiscal year 2012. In this way we 
avoid the disruption in the student 
loan market and ensure that students 
have access to Federal student loans. 
However, I wonder if we may be going 
too far in cutting the support for the 
largest Federal financial aid program, 
the Federal Family Education Loan 
Program. The challenge we face is that 
we will not know until it is too late 
whether cuts we have made have un-
dermined the stability of the program 
and created hardships for the students 
it serves. 
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Despite the emphasis on increased 

grant aid, the claim of increased sav-
ings for borrowers has a hollow ring. 
Reducing student loan interest rates is 
a good sound bite. It doesn’t do any-
thing to help students pay tuition bills. 

Further, in reality, cutting the inter-
est rate in half, to 3.4 percent, will help 
only a small group of borrowers for the 
loans they take out for 1 year of their 
education, 4 years from now. Then the 
benefit disappears. That is going to be 
a surprise to a lot of people, and it has 
already happened once. We were chas-
tised when we were doing the last rec-
onciliation for a raise in the interest 
rates. That is because the interest rate 
that had been lowered expired and 
there was not the money to do the fur-
ther cut. This may well happen again. 

A quick calculation of the real ben-
efit borrowers will receive shows that 
at a cost of $6 billion to taxpayers, in-
dividuals, will see a savings of only $6 
a month. That may be one latte; it 
may be two lattes. It is kind of hard to 
tell in today’s market in coffee. I am 
astounded. I remember the days when 
it was a nickel a cup. I would much 
rather see the $6 billion go to help real 
low-income students through a Pell 
grant increase than just for a hollow 
sound bite. 

Finally, as an accountant and mem-
ber of the Budget Committee, I would 
be remiss if I didn’t point out that we 
are debating a conference report on 
reconciliation, and that is a process de-
signed to reduce the Federal deficit, 
not to create new mandatory programs 
and increase entitlement spending. I 
am disappointed to say that the net 
savings for deficit reduction in this 
conference report is only $750 million. 

I wish to remind my colleagues that 
a few weeks ago, we considered rec-
onciliation and higher education reau-
thorization together. The Senate did it 
right. We voted on reconciliation one 
day, and the next voting day we had, 
we covered reauthorization. Both bills 
passed with strong bipartisan support 
because we not only achieved savings 
but we ensured the quality and effec-
tiveness of our Federal student aid pro-
grams. Therefore, my support for this 
conference report is limited by the fact 
that we are not also considering the 
larger higher education reauthoriza-
tion package. 

We have used this chart before when 
we were debating the reauthorization. 
This chart shows the pieces that are 
left out when we do not do the reau-
thorization. I urge the House to finish 
up this part of the package so that it 
can accompany the reconciliation 
package. It is not complete without 
both. 

I do have some comments by House 
Ranking Member MCKEON, which is an 
excerpt from the conference committee 
when it was held. I ask unanimous con-
sent to have it printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 
HOUSE RANKING MEMBER MCKEON EXCERPT 

COMMENTS FROM THE ONE CONFERENCE COM-
MITTEE HELD 
Nearly 6 months ago, the Budget Com-

mittee offered a budget resolution that 
called for a lone, $75 million budget rec-
onciliation instruction to the Education and 
Labor Committee. Eventually that figure 
climbed to $750 million in required savings 
over 5 years—a modest improvement, but 
still a mere fraction of the savings generally 
achieved through budget reconciliation. 

It was as clear 6 months ago as it is today 
that the reason for that instruction was not 
to reduce the federal deficit. It was to push 
through a series of changes to our Nation’s 
college financial aid system—changes that 
may or may not have been able to garner the 
necessary votes outside the confines of a 
budget bill. 

Many of these changes are needed. Repub-
licans took the lead on making the student 
loan program more efficient two years ago, 
producing a full $12 billion in deficit reduc-
tion while increasing benefits to students. I 
appreciate the efforts this year to build on 
that success by demanding additional pro-
gram efficiencies and redirecting those re-
sources into the Pell Grant program. A 
straightforward reform effort focused solely 
on these two goals would surely have gar-
nered broad bipartisan support. 

While I believe the intentions of the bill’s 
sponsors are good, I have found the process 
and the product to be disappointing. When 
the FY 2008 budget resolution was being de-
bated, the Chairman of the Senate Budget 
Committee cautioned that the budget rec-
onciliation process was in danger of being 
abused as a ‘‘stalking horse’’ for new entitle-
ment spending. Yet despite his warnings, 
that is exactly what happened in the bill. 

That bill represented one of the largest ex-
pansions of higher education entitlement 
spending in history, with the creation of 
nine new entitlement programs. I understand 
the majority is considering paring back the 
new entitlement spending and creating fewer 
new programs. While this is a modest im-
provement, it still represents a diversion of 
approximately $1 billion that could have, and 
dare I say should have, gone to low-income 
students in the form of Pell Grants. 

The legislation that passed the House also 
included a temporary phase-down of the in-
terest rates on subsidized Stafford loans. The 
Senate-approved bill did not include such a 
proposal, instead focusing its resources on 
the Pell Grant program. The conference re-
port includes some form of the House inter-
est rate proposal. This, despite the fact that 
temporarily reducing interest rates on some 
loans for some college graduates is a costly 
diversion from Pell Grants, and does nothing 
to assist students enrolled in school and 
struggling with rising costs. Any proposal to 
slowly phase-down the interest rate only to 
have the rate immediately jump back up is 
nothing more than false promises to bor-
rowers and taxpayers. 

First, under this proposal, it will be impos-
sible for a borrower to save the highly-tout-
ed $4,400. In order to save that amount, a 
borrower would have to take out loans all 4 
years at the reduced rate of 3.4%—an impos-
sibility. Second, this proposal is also a false 
promise to taxpayers and a budget gimmick. 
If Congress decides to maintain the 3.4% in-
terest rate, the taxpayer will be on the hook 
for a potential long-term cost of $32 billion. 
Finally, this proposal does nothing to help 

students pay for their education when the 
tuition bill is due. While I understand that 
this idea may test well in polls and may well 
make for good politics, it’s bad policy. And 
everyone here knows it. 

I understand the conference report is to in-
clude cuts to the Federal Family Education 
Loan Program (FFELP) similar in mag-
nitude to those proposed in both the House 
and Senate Democratic plans. These figures 
are based largely on the President’s budget 
request for the upcoming fiscal year. How-
ever, I remain concerned that both cham-
bers—following the lead of the President— 
may be going too far in cutting support for 
the largest federal financial aid program. 

The challenge is that we will not know if 
we have cut too deeply until it is too late, 
and the program and its students suffer. 
Moreover, such deep program cuts could un-
dermine the stability of the FFELP and 
upset the delicate balance between it and the 
government-run Direct Loan program. While 
I do not dispute that reforms to the student 
loan program are urgently needed, I am 
strongly opposed to any effort to give a leg- 
up to the bureaucratic Direct Loan program 
in an effort to squeeze out the private sector. 

There are elements of the expected con-
ference agreement that I strongly support. I 
am particularly pleased that those involved 
in the negotiations recognized the impor-
tance of focusing on Pell Grants. I under-
stand the agreement may provide up to $11 
billion in increased support for this critical 
program. This level falls short of the ap-
proximately $15 billion proposed by the 
President in his budget, but it is a great im-
provement over the legislation approved by 
the House in July. 

There was a proposal to reduce subsidies in 
the student loan program and redirect those 
resources to help low-income students 
through increased Pell Grants. Period. 

I believe that if such an approach were em-
braced here today, it would receive over-
whelming bipartisan support in both the 
House and Senate, and would be welcomed by 
the President. This could be a missed oppor-
tunity of epic proportions. 

Although I continue to harbor serious con-
cerns about the proposals before us, I would 
be remiss if I did not thank Chairmen MIL-
LER and KENNEDY for their efforts, and ac-
knowledge their commitment to much-need-
ed reform. I said earlier—and I truly believe 
this to be true—that the intentions driving 
this process are good and worthy. While I re-
main disappointed that key opportunities 
may be missed, I recognize that legislation is 
rarely perfect and the best efforts of the 
sponsors should be commended. 

Mr. ENZI. It puts the emphasis on 
some things that will be left out if we 
do not do it and also some things that 
I mentioned. 

I want to add some more emphasis to 
what is not before us today, and that is 
the legislation that addresses the con-
cerns about rooting out the bad actors 
in student lending. It doesn’t include 
protecting students and families who 
are borrowing money for college, and 
ensuring that students and parents re-
ceive sound, honest advice about their 
student loans. Students and parents 
must have access to the information 
they need to understand and manage 
their debt. We must ensure that the in-
vestment our students and families 
make in terms of time and money is a 
good one, that they are confident there 
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will be financial aid to assist continued 
access to a college education. 

Further, it is the reauthorization bill 
that contains the evaluation of the 
auction pilot that will help determine 
whether the auction model should be 
used in the future to establish viable 
special allowance rates. That is the 
way to test it. 

Higher education is the onramp to 
success in the global economy, and it is 
our responsibility to make sure every-
one can access that opportunity and 
reach their goals. The choice of wheth-
er to pursue a postsecondary education 
is no longer an option. We need to 
make sure individuals have all the 
tools they need to understand and 
shape their future. This conference re-
port provides some important tools but 
not nearly enough to complete the job. 

We are only seeing a fraction of the 
higher education picture by consid-
ering the conference report separately 
from the larger reauthorization pack-
age. What is before us today focuses 
only on a narrow slice of the Higher 
Education Act, one piece which is de-
pendent on other foundational pro-
grams that are not part of the rec-
onciliation. You can see that on this 
chart: Reconciliation takes care of a 
little bit; reauthorization takes care of 
the rest. 

It takes important steps to increase 
assistance for students seeking a col-
lege degree, but it is only a Band-Aid 
without the important bipartisan re-
forms included in the reauthorization 
bill. We are cutting the bottom line 
without dealing with the quality and 
substance of these important pro-
grams. 

The American success story of higher 
education is at risk of losing the very 
qualities that made it great—competi-
tion, innovation, and access for all. Our 
challenge is to make higher education 
more accessible, affordable, and ac-
countable. By considering only rec-
onciliation, we are not meeting this 
challenge head-on. We are leaving the 
job undone. 

But we need the provisions in the re-
authorization bill—better college cost 
information to help parents and stu-
dents make sound choices; year-round 
Pell to reduce time-to-degree; and 
FAFSA, which is the Free Application 
for Federal Student Aid. It is a docu-
ment that has been rather intimidating 
to students as they think about filling 
out this form in order to qualify for fi-
nancial aid. The form itself has kept 
people from applying. We have reduced 
that in the reauthorization bill to a 
one-page document. 

I reiterate, it is the reauthorization 
bill that contains all the reforms and 
accountability provisions to address 
the problems that have come to light 
in the loan programs—the bad actors 
with conflicts of interest, the lack of 
useful, necessary information to enable 
borrowers to make informed decisions 

about loan provisions and repayment, 
and the need for better controls over 
access to the National Student Loan 
Data System so borrowers’ privacy is 
protected. 

We know America’s ability to com-
pete in a global economy depends on 
increasing the number of students en-
tering and completing college. But of 
the 75 percent of high school seniors 
who continue their study, only 50 per-
cent of them receive a degree in 5 years 
after enrolling in college and only 25 
percent of them receive a bachelor’s 
degree or higher. These numbers are 
even worse for students from low-in-
come families. It is important to en-
sure that more students enroll in col-
lege prepared to learn and that more 
students have the support they need to 
complete college with the knowledge 
and skills to be successful. Low-income 
students who are striving to attend 
college need to know there is financial 
aid available for them to access college 
or career and technical education. It is 
the reauthorization bill that has all 
the support programs for first-genera-
tion and low-income students and the 
institutional support programs for mi-
nority-serving institutions. 

For years, institutions of higher edu-
cation and employers have expressed 
their dissatisfaction about the fact 
that our high school graduates need re-
medial help in order to do college-level 
work or to participate in the work-
force. Nearly one-third of entering col-
lege freshmen take at least one reme-
dial course. Each year, taxpayers pay 
an estimate $1 billion to $2 billion to 
provide remedial education to students 
at our public universities and commu-
nity colleges. 

What will help this situation? Not 
only do students need better guidance 
selecting courses in high school that 
will enable them to succeed in the 
postsecondary education, they need 
better prepared teachers. It is the reau-
thorization bill that has the partner-
ship programs to support teacher prep-
aration so that all children have quali-
fied teachers to guide their learning 
experiences. Also, to be competitive in 
the global economy we need to be able 
to communicate with people all over 
the world. It is the reauthorization bill 
that authorizes the programs that sup-
port foreign languages and inter-
national education. 

I began my remarks by stating that I 
am in support of the conference report. 
It is clear that I am equally committed 
to seeing that we reauthorize the High-
er Education Act. We need both pieces 
to get it done right. 

I thank Senator KENNEDY for his 
commitment to moving the reauthor-
ization forward and including several 
Republican priorities in this con-
ference report. While this report is not 
perfect, taken as a whole and with its 
emphasis on providing additional need- 
based grant aid to low-income stu-

dents, I believe we have reached a rea-
sonable approach to helping students 
pay for college. 

I thank everyone who has been in-
volved in the process. 

I yield the floor and reserve the re-
mainder of my time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. KEN-
NEDY). The Senator from Ohio is yield-
ed 5 minutes. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, I thank 
Chairman KENNEDY, the Presiding Offi-
cer now, and Ranking Member ENZI, 
William Jawando on my staff—the 
committee’s Ohio staff and all of the 
HELP Committee for their excellent 
work on this legislation. This bill, of 
course, as we know, invests in higher 
education. The returns on that invest-
ment will not only accrue to students 
and to the education system that 
serves them but will accrue to the sta-
bility, prosperity, and security of our 
Nation as a whole. 

We know the problem. We know what 
has happened in the last many years to 
higher education in this country. Par-
ticularly in the last 5 or 6 years in my 
home State of Ohio, the cost of attend-
ance at 4-year public institutions has 
increased 53 percent. In 2001, if you 
graduated from college versus going 4 
years in 2007, you are paying almost 
half again, this year, in this 4-year pe-
riod, than the 4-year period half a dec-
ade earlier. It has gone up almost 30 
percent in the last 5 or 6 years at 4- 
year private institutions. At the same 
time, the median household income in 
my State has increased only 3 percent. 
So as college costs have gone up 30 per-
cent if you go to private schools, 50 
percent if you go to a public 4-year uni-
versity, the average income in Ohio has 
gone up only 3 percent. You can see the 
gap. 

The Federal Government has not 
been able to fill that gap. Pell grants 
haven’t been raised for years until this 
legislation. The interest rates have 
continued to go up. Federal loans have 
not kept pace, neither FFELP nor the 
Direct Loan Program, so the chasm has 
grown in terms of the kind of money 
working-class kids and poor kids and 
middle-class kids need to go to college. 

In the 2004–2005 school year, 66 per-
cent of students graduating from 4- 
year institutions in my State of Ohio 
graduated with student loan debt, and 
that debt was an average of $20,000. So 
two-thirds of Ohio students graduating 
are burdened with an average of $20,000 
in student loan debt. That makes a big 
difference in career choice. That means 
they sometimes cannot take the kind 
of job they trained for, that they most 
want, because it doesn’t pay the bills 
as well as another job might. 

A generation ago, it was very dif-
ferent. As Senator KENNEDY and I have 
talked, I told him my wife a generation 
ago graduated from Kent State Univer-
sity, a working-class kid, the first one 
in her family to go to college. Her fa-
ther carried a union card at Cleveland 
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Electric Illuminating Company for 36 
years as a utility worker, but she was 
able to graduate from Kent State, get-
ting a bachelor’s degree in journalism 
with grants, loans, and very little debt 
when she graduated so she could pursue 
the kind of opportunities she had cho-
sen to. 

Looking from 30 years ago to today 
and the difficulties that the middle- 
class and working-class and poor kids 
face going to college, that is why this 
bill matters, the dramatic increase in 
Pell grants, the lowering of interest 
rates, the loan forgiveness which Sen-
ator KENNEDY has talked about at 
length—what that means is assistance 
for teachers and nurses and all kinds of 
public servants to serve the commu-
nity. 

This seems to be a generation of 
idealism, and we will see those stu-
dents be able to pursue a career in pub-
lic service and be able to take those 
jobs, sometimes—often—at lower pay, 
but be able to relieve themselves of the 
huge burden of debt they face. That is 
why this bill matters so much. 

This bill is a major step. We know we 
have more work to do. 

Senator ENZI has said several times 
that we have got to pass the other leg-
islation with the reauthorization. He is 
right about that. We all agree with 
that. That will help on some issues 
such as simplifying the loan form for 
those prospective students filling out 
their applications for student loans and 
for grants. 

We also know this growth in the cost 
of college, as I said earlier, the cost in 
State universities in Ohio has gone up 
50 percent, wages have gone up for an 
average family only 3 percent in this 
decade. The Federal Government has 
not kept up. That means an awful lot 
more students have turned to the pri-
vate loan system and have had to face 
interest rates of 10, 12, 15, sometimes as 
high as 18 percent. They graduate from 
college, private or public, with a huge, 
even larger burden because of those 
high interest rates. We need to address 
that in the future as the private loan 
system has grown more and more and 
more. 

I close by thanking the entire com-
mittee, Senator KENNEDY, Senator 
ENZI, for taking up this extremely im-
portant legislation. All students should 
be able to afford college in this coun-
try. This bill is a step, a major step in 
that direction. I thank all the fellow 
Senators who have been so involved in 
this issue. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from New Jersey is recognized for 
5 minutes. 

Mr. MENENDEZ. Mr. President, I 
rise in support, strong support, of the 
higher education reconciliation con-
ference report before us. The bill rep-
resents a remarkable achievement this 
body, and this Congress, should be 
proud of. The billions of grant aid in 

this bill will make a tremendous dif-
ference for students across the Nation, 
students who are struggling to stay 
afloat because of the cost of college, 
students who are saving every last 
penny in the hopes they can achieve 
their dreams of college. 

The passage of this bill will make a 
change in the tide in Congress. It 
proves to students that when we say we 
will work to make college more afford-
able, we mean it. This bill shows them 
that when we say we understand the 
obstacles they face to finance a college 
education, we are not throwing words 
around. 

This bill will confirm that when we 
say student loans should work for stu-
dents, we mean it. This Democratically 
led Congress laid out strong principles 
for how we should improve access to a 
college education. With this piece of 
landmark legislation, we are putting 
those principles into action. This bill is 
no small feat. Not since the passage of 
the GI bill has a piece of education leg-
islation made this big of an investment 
in students’ aid. 

Now, this historic moment could not 
have been possible without the leader-
ship of Senator KENNEDY, who has once 
again stood up for the Nation’s stu-
dents by engineering and moving this 
bill forward. I also wish to thank Sen-
ator ENZI as the Republican leader on 
the committee who worked so quickly 
to finalize this important bill. 

The bill could not come at a more 
critical time. Nationwide, the lowest 
income students at 4-year colleges face 
roughly $5,800 in unmet need after a 
standard financial aid package, after 
their loans, and after the amount their 
families contribute. To put it simply, 
for the neediest students all across the 
country, current aid has not kept up. 

Students of my home State of New 
Jersey are no stranger to the sky-
rocketing cost of a college education. 
In fact, within the past 5 school years, 
the cost of attendance, including tui-
tion, fees, room and board at 4-year 
public colleges in New Jersey has in-
creased by almost 50 percent. 

Unfortunately, family household in-
comes have not kept up with these ris-
ing costs. Even after financial aid is 
taken into account, nearly 40 percent 
of median family income in New Jersey 
is needed to pay for 1 year of college at 
4-year public colleges. It is simply un-
bearable for our students. The result is 
some of our Nation’s brightest students 
are locked out of a college education 
simply because they cannot afford it. 

I am pleased this legislation will re-
verse that troubling trend for all our 
students and families across the coun-
try by adding billions into new grant 
aid. Next year alone, New Jersey stu-
dents will see more than $40 million in 
new grant aid. Over the next 5 years, 
students in my State will have access 
to more than 400 million Federal grant 
dollars because of this bill. Grant dol-

lars equal access for many of today’s 
college students. 

The bill reduces subsidies to student 
lenders and gives it back to our stu-
dents. It is about time. For far too 
long, students struggling to afford col-
lege have seen their grants shrink, 
their loan rates go up and their debt 
explode after graduation. More than 60 
percent of New Jersey students grad-
uate with loan debt that averages 
$16,000. That is not a manageable 
amount of debt for a 21-year-old college 
graduate. It is an unfair burden. 

That is why I am proud of the bill, 
because it will help lessen the burden 
on our students. It will put money di-
rectly where it is most needed, into 
Pell grants and other critical financial 
assistance that benefits our Nation’s 
students. From here on, millions of 
young people across the Nation will 
have the opportunity to see their 
dream of a college degree come true. 

They will have access to the key that 
will unlock their own economic em-
powerment, build a successful career, 
and succeed in a global economy. 
Today we have an opportunity to move 
critical legislation forward to be signed 
into law, so the doors to college will be 
open for all students. In the global 
economy we live in today, we clearly 
cannot afford as a nation to have our 
students priced out of a college edu-
cation. 

As someone who grew up poor, the 
son of immigrants, the first in my fam-
ily to go to college, I know the power 
of the programs we are ready soon to 
vote on. I would never have attended 
St. Peters College, I would have never 
gone to Rutgers Law School without 
the power of key Federal grant pro-
grams such as Pell and Perkins, I cer-
tainly would not be standing with you 
today on the floor of the Senate had it 
not been for Federal financial aid. 

I wish to ensure that is a birthright 
for all our students across the Nation, 
regardless of the happenstance of 
where they were born in life. 

I urge my colleagues to support the 
bill. 

I yield the floor. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. Who yields time? 
Mr. ENZI. Mr. President, I yield 10 

minutes to the Senator from New 
Hampshire. 

Mr. GREGG. Mr. President, the bill 
before us today from a policy stand-
point does some things which are ex-
tremely positive. It adjusts, I think ap-
propriately, the cost of the amount of 
subsidy that is going into the system 
relative to higher education loans and 
takes savings from that subsidy, which 
was going to lenders, and moves it over 
to assist people who need assistance, 
especially under the Pell Grant Pro-
gram. 

So it is, from a policy standpoint, 
moving in the right direction in many 
ways. In addition, as the Senator from 
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Wyoming has pointed out, there needs 
to be tied to this a Higher Education 
Reauthorization Act, which unfortu-
nately is not in this bill and needs to 
be in this bill in order to complete the 
package. That is critical to this whole 
undertaking in making sure we signifi-
cantly improve our ability to support 
people who are going to college, mak-
ing sure the loans which these people 
get are properly disclosed and that the 
money does not end up, as we increase 
the Pell grants, being taken away by 
increasing tuitions which are tied to 
our Pell grant increases. 

So there are good things about this 
bill. There is also a big part of this bill 
that is missing, which is the Higher 
Education Reauthorization Act, and 
certainly the Senator from Wyoming 
made an eloquent statement on that. 

What I wished to talk about, how-
ever, was the fact that this bill comes 
to the floor in an inappropriate way, 
using the wrong vehicle, and as a result 
deems serious harm to the budget proc-
ess we have in the Congress. This bill 
comes under what is known as rec-
onciliation. Reconciliation is a very 
unique vehicle which we have in the 
Senate, the purpose of which is to 
avoid filibusters and allow legislation 
to move, which is going to be used on 
the spending side of the ledger, at 
least, to reduce entitlement spending. 

It was created out of the 1974 Budget 
Act. It has been used over the years for 
the purposes of reconciliation, of re-
ducing entitlement spending. In fact, 
in 1990, it reduced entitlement spend-
ing—it was used to reduce about $480 
billion in entitlement spending over a 
10-year period; in 1993, about $433 bil-
lion; in 1995, about $337 billion; in 1997, 
about $118 billion; and then in 2006, 
about $36 billion. Why do we use this 
mechanism? Well, every year we have 
two different types of spending in the 
Federal Government. We have discre-
tionary spending, which means it oc-
curs on an annual basis and is appro-
priated, it goes through the Appropria-
tions Committee. That represents 
about a third of the Federal Govern-
ment spending. Then we have entitle-
ment spending, which is spending that 
occurs where the Federal Government, 
as a result of laws, has an obligation to 
pay money to somebody. 

Agriculture programs are, for exam-
ple, entitlement programs, where if 
you plant a certain amount of fields or 
do not plant a certain amount of fields, 
you have a right to obtain payment 
from the Federal Government under 
the law. Medicare is an entitlement 
program. We have a lot of education 
programs which are arguably entitle-
ment programs and a lot that are dis-
cretionary programs. 

But the problem is, when you have an 
entitlement program, you cannot ad-
just it annually through the appropria-
tions process. The only way you can 
adjust it is by changing the law which 

affects that program and creates sav-
ings or more spending. So the Budget 
Act recognized this and also recognizes 
it is extremely hard to do that in the 
context of the Senate because the Sen-
ate has the filibuster, where you can 
basically tie anything up without 60 
votes. It also requires 60 votes to pass 
just about anything. 

So this very unique and very power-
ful instrument was given to the budg-
eting process called reconciliation, 
where there is a limited amount of 
time to debate a bill, in this case 10 
hours as a result of a conference re-
port, no filibuster can apply, and it 
only takes 51 votes to pass the bill. 

But this whole concept of giving this 
very strong power to the Budget Com-
mittee and to the committees of juris-
diction was to allow us to reduce the 
rate of growth of entitlement spending 
in order to make the budget more man-
ageable. 

What has happened, however, has 
been to reverse that, to actually do the 
exact opposite using reconciliation, 
with the representation that we are 
going to save, I believe it is $750 mil-
lion, which is minuscule—remember 
that over the years we have been sav-
ing billions of dollars through rec-
onciliation—with the representation 
that we are going to save $750 million. 
We have a chart which reflects this. 
These are savings which we have re-
ceived under reconciliation when we 
have used it in the past: $428 billion; 
$433 billion; up until 2006, we did $39 
billion. 

This year, this reconciliation bill, 
saves less than $1 billion net. So it is 
not a savings vehicle at all. In fact, 
what it does is it uses that $93 billion 
savings to mask an almost $21 billion 
spending event. 

It takes the reconciliation—as long 
as you get a net savings, you are al-
lowed to use reconciliation—and uses it 
to dramatically increase spending. In 
fact, the amount of new spending in 
this reconciliation bill exceeds the 
amount of savings by 2,900 percent. In 
other words, the spending in this bill is 
29 times larger than the savings in this 
bill, which totally undermines and 
makes a joke out of the budget process 
and reconciliation, and it is totally in-
appropriate to have done this, to use 
reconciliation in this manner. 

It could be effectively argued the 
proposals that have been brought for-
ward under this bill would easily pass 
this Congress with 60 votes, with or 
without reconciliation. But by using 
reconciliation, they allowed them-
selves to eliminate all amendments, for 
all intents and purposes of any signifi-
cance, and they have this 51-vote rule, 
and as a result of spending 2,900 times 
more than they save, they essentially 
make a mockery of the budget process. 

Not only do they make a mockery of 
the budget process on the issue of rec-
onciliation, they make a mockery of 

the budget process by the manner in 
which they score the bill itself. This 
bill is set up so the Pell grants will in-
crease, which is what the goal of the 
bill is, to $5,400 per person, but the 
spending on the Pell grants will also 
increase rather dramatically over the 
next few years because we are taking a 
subsidy which is now going to lenders 
and putting it into Pell spending. 

But in the year 2013, under this bill, 
we are going to go back to zero, essen-
tially zero dollars being spent on Pell 
grants. That is what this bill calls for 
in 2013, zero dollars essentially will be 
spent on Pell grants. 

What a farce. I mean, really. In order 
for them to take advantage of rec-
onciliation and the protection of rec-
onciliation, they had to put in place a 
program which goes from almost $5 bil-
lion in the year 2012, down to zero in 
2013. Talk about truth in budgeting or 
integrity in budgeting. How can any-
body vote for this who believes we 
should have an honest budget and 
claim that they are being honest? 

There is $9 billion of Pell grant, 
which one could realistically argue 
over the next 10 years is going to have 
to be spent, which isn’t accounted for. 
It is sort of, well, it will appear from 
the sky, I guess. One would think that 
would be enough; that basically the 
proposal makes a mockery of the rec-
onciliation process in the budget, 
makes a mockery of the baseline by 
going back to zero spending in 2013. 
But then we get to pay-go; pay-go, the 
sacred cow of fiscal discipline from the 
other side of the aisle that we hear so 
much about. We are going to stand by 
pay-go in order to discipline Federal 
Government spending. We heard that 
incessantly in the last Congress from 
the other side of the aisle. We heard it 
incessantly from people running for of-
fice from the other side of the aisle. 
But it has become Swiss cheese as bill 
after bill after bill has been brought to 
the floor which has waived pay-go 
when it came to spending. What a sur-
prise. The Democratic majority waives 
pay-go when they want to spend 
money. 

I ask unanimous consent for an addi-
tional 3 minutes. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

Mr. GREGG. Then they claim they 
are using pay-go to discipline the Fed-
eral Government. It has happened time 
and time again. The most recent egre-
gious event prior to this one was 
SCHIP, where they added $41 billion of 
new spending waiving pay-go. This $6 
billion down here that was a pay-go 
violation has now grown to be about 
$20 billion under this bill. So the little 
hole in the Swiss cheese should be a 
great big hole. 

Anyone who comes to this floor and 
claims they are using pay-go to dis-
cipline the Federal budget at any time 
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for the rest of this Congress will have 
to have a sanity test given to them be-
cause they certainly can’t defend that 
on the basis of any facts. 

The problem with this bill isn’t the 
policy. In fact, quite honestly, I would 
have probably used a more aggressive 
policy. I would have been willing to 
auction all these accounts to get to the 
real number as to what the subsidy is. 
We might have saved a lot more money 
and put more money into Pell. The 
problem is, this bill, in the manner in 
which it is brought to the floor, basi-
cally puts a stake through the heart of 
the budget process. It takes reconcili-
ation, which is the most significant 
tool of the budget process, and makes a 
joke out of it by using it to increase 
spending 2,900 times more than it cre-
ates savings. It takes the baseline and 
makes a joke out of it by reducing Pell 
grants in 2013 to zero spending, when 
we know we are going to be spending 
$5.5 billion on Pell grants in 2013. It 
takes pay-go, which is alleged to be a 
disciplining mechanism, waives it, and 
then spends $21 billion that would have 
been subject to it. 

My point is obviously one of frustra-
tion, as former chairman of the Budget 
Committee. I would like to see us have 
a budget that means something. We 
didn’t pass a budget. The Democratic 
Party passed a budget; I congratulated 
them for that. I didn’t agree with it, 
but at least they passed it. But if they 
are going to pass it, they ought to have 
a purpose for it, and they ought to live 
by it. The purpose should not be to ex-
pand spending, to make a joke of the 
baseline, and to basically put holes in 
the pay-go mechanism which they 
claim is the essence of their fiscal dis-
cipline. 

From a public policy standpoint, the 
bill may have good policy in it, but 
from the standpoint of managing the 
fiscal house of this country, it is doing 
fundamental harm to the budget proc-
ess. 

I yield the floor. 
Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. President, how 

much time remains? 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
has 17 minutes 49 seconds. 

Mr. KENNEDY. I yield 8 minutes to 
the Senator from Illinois. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The assistant majority leader is 
recognized. 

Mr. DURBIN. I say to my friend from 
New Hampshire, who is leaving the 
Chamber, I am sorry he is leaving. This 
water is put on our desks by our loyal, 
dutiful pages every day. Sometimes I 
want to check this water because I 
think perhaps imbibing it leads to po-
litical amnesia. The longer you drink 
the water on the floor of the Senate, 
the more you tend to forget reality and 
forget what has happened. 

I just listened to a speech by the Sen-
ator from New Hampshire talking 

about deficits and reconciliation bills. 
The bill we have before us today, the 
most dramatic increase in student aid 
ever in the history of the United 
States, does not add to the deficit. We 
pay for it. What the Senator from New 
Hampshire, whom I respect and like 
very much, fails to acknowledge is that 
when he was chairing the Budget Com-
mittee, when these reconciliation bills 
would come to the floor, they would 
add dramatically to the deficit every 
year. In fact, we have totaled it up. 
Over the last several years—2001, 2003, 
2005—the Republican reconciliation 
bills added $1.7 trillion to the deficit. 
Now they come and rail against the 
deficits. 

This bill before us today is a bill that 
is paid for. It is paid for by taking sub-
sidies away from student loan compa-
nies. Do you know what happened the 
last round in reconciliation? They 
ended up taking about $12 billion in 
help away from students and giving it 
to the wealthiest people in America in 
tax cuts. Talk about reverse Robin 
Hood, not only adding to the deficit 
but taking money away from students, 
raising the cost of their loans, and then 
giving that money in tax cuts to the 
wealthiest people. That was the poli-
tics that was rejected in the last elec-
tion. 

My friends and colleagues are mak-
ing speeches believing that we don’t 
have this written down somewhere 
about what actually happened, but we 
do. I am afraid my colleague has for-
gotten some of the most important 
things that happened under his watch 
and their watch, which was to add, in 
three reconciliation bills, $1.7 trillion 
to the deficit. 

Mr. GREGG. Will the Senator yield 
for a question? 

Mr. DURBIN. I will when I have fin-
ished. This may be the single most im-
portant bill we pass. Most of us realize 
if there is one thing in America that 
gives you a chance to succeed, it is 
education. We can’t guarantee to our 
children that they will be successful or 
wealthy or happy in life, but we can 
give them a chance. The best chance 
we can give them is to let them go to 
school and progress along and go to the 
best schools they can attend. 

I happen to be standing here today 
because 50 years ago, somebody in the 
United States House of Representatives 
decided that because the Russians had 
launched Sputnik and frightened us 
with the prospect of losing the war in 
space, we needed to give more young 
kids a chance to go to college. So col-
lege, which had been kind of an elite 
opportunity for the wealthy and the 
sons and daughters of those who grad-
uated from colleges in the past, was 
now expanded and democratized. 

In the 1960s, kids, such as myself, 
from east St. Louis, IL, had a chance 
to go to great universities such as the 
one in town that I went to named 

Georgetown. I didn’t have any money. I 
borrowed it from the National Defense 
Education Act. What a deal. Pay it 
back over 10 years after you graduate, 
and at a 3-percent interest rate. It 
worked. I got my college degree and 
my law degree. I paid back my loans, 
and the money was there for the next 
generation. 

Now what has happened to the cost of 
college education? It has gone through 
the roof. I just sat down with a couple 
kids from colleges in Chicago. I said to 
a junior and a senior: How much debt 
will you have when you graduate? The 
junior said: I am at $35,000 right now. 
The senior said: I will be at $45,000 
when I graduate. 

Those figures, unfortunately, are not 
unique. More and more students are 
ending up with debt. 

I say to Senator KENNEDY and to my 
good friend and close colleague, 
GEORGE MILLER of California, they 
have done a great favor for America 
and for America’s families. What they 
have done with this bill is to expand 
Pell grants, which are basic grants to 
kids whose families don’t have a lot of 
money, for the first time in 5 years. 
For 5 years these Pell grants have been 
frozen. Now they are going up. Then 
they have come up with unique ways to 
reduce the burden of student loans so 
that young people who sign on the dot-
ted line so they can go through another 
year of school, never thinking what 
this means 10 or 20 years from now, are 
going to pay dramatically less in inter-
est. 

GEORGE MILLER and I introduced a 
bill that cut the interest rate on stu-
dent loans from 6.8 percent to 3.4 per-
cent. It is included in this important 
bill we are going to pass today. Think 
about that for a minute. If you think of 
it in terms of your home mortgage, 
what if you could cut your interest 
rate in half, from 6.8 to 3.4. You are 
going to pay off that loan sooner. You 
will pay less in interest. 

They have another provision in here 
that is dramatic and ingenious. If a 
young person coming out of college 
with student debt agrees to take a job 
as a nurse or a teacher or a social 
worker, things we need more young 
people to dedicate their lives to, we are 
going to forgive their loans more 
quickly. We are going to limit the 
amount of money they have to pay 
back each year on the loan. Then in 10 
years, the student loan is erased, if 
they will go into teaching. This is a 
dramatic commitment we have made 
to young people to go into jobs and 
professions that are so important for 
our future. 

We give a lot of speeches here about 
how much we love this country and 
how much we want to see it succeed. 
The real test is whether we are pre-
pared to invest in our children. This 
bill invests in our kids. This bill takes 
money that might otherwise have gone 
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for tax cuts for the richest people in 
America, which was the pattern that 
was building around Congress, and in-
stead invests in working families and 
their kids. It says to a child: If you are 
good enough to get in a good univer-
sity, if you will work hard and succeed 
and get a degree, even if you have debt, 
at the end of the day, we are going to 
stand by you. We are going to give you 
a chance to pay that debt off in a rea-
sonable way and to pick the career and 
life that you want. Don’t take the job 
that pays the most money because you 
can pay off your debt. Take the job 
that your heart is attached to. 

I remember running into a science 
teacher in the suburbs of Chicago, a 
young woman fresh out of college. She 
was so happy to be teaching math at 
this great high school. I said: Is this 
what you wanted to do? She said: No. I 
wanted to teach in an inner-city 
school, but I couldn’t do it because 
they don’t pay as much money. I have 
student loans, you know. They pay me 
more out here in the suburbs, and I can 
pay off my loans and buy a car. So I 
made that choice. I wish I didn’t have 
to, but I made that choice. 

Repeat that story a thousand times, 
see that teachers who could have gone 
into areas where they are desperately 
needed now have a chance to succeed. 

I tell my colleagues, as I look back 
on the things that made a difference in 
my life, laws that were passed that 
really changed my life, when this Con-
gress made a commitment to loans to 
kids from families such as my own, at 
that point in time they gave me a 
chance. I stand in this Senate today be-
cause of it. Senator KENNEDY, Senator 
ENZI, Congressman MILLER, and others 
are going to provide those opportuni-
ties for thousands of young American 
kids. 

I yield the floor. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. The time of the Senator has ex-
pired. Who yields time? 

Mr. ENZI. I yield an additional 3 
minutes to the Senator from New 
Hampshire. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Senator from New Hamp-
shire. 

Mr. GREGG. I appreciate the Senator 
from Wyoming yielding to me. I know 
the Senator from Illinois would have 
yielded for a question, but his state-
ment carried him away. Please note, I 
have no water on my desk—not by 
choice but I suspect that they don’t 
trust me with it. I was glad to learn 
that it is the water that has caused the 
dysfunctionality of the Senate. I had 
been beginning to think maybe it was 
the Democratic leadership, since the 
change of hands. But getting this clari-
fied is very important. 

I do want to make this simple point: 
Pell grants were expanded through 
SMART grants when we did the last 
reconciliation, when I was chairman of 

the Budget Committee. We put $8 bil-
lion in the SMART grants, which 
helped kids, especially freshman and 
sophomores. We eliminated the origi-
nation fees, and we also increased the 
auto zero to $20,000, and we increased 
the asset protection allocation. So we 
did make these decisions. But at the 
same time we reduced the funds to 
lenders and put a significant amount of 
it into deficit reduction, $40 billion 
into deficit reduction. 

The Senator from Illinois takes the 
position that when we cut taxes, we 
were having the same impact on the 
budget as when they increased spend-
ing. That is the difference between the 
parties. It is fundamental. We believe 
when we leave people’s dollars in their 
pockets and they get to spend it them-
selves—because it is their money to 
begin with—that is not necessarily ag-
gravating the Federal budget situation. 
They believe when you take the money 
out of people’s pockets and expand the 
size of the Government—in this case, 
2,900 times more than you save in the 
area of spending reduction—that is 
good, because there is a philosophical 
difference here. 

The philosophical difference, quite 
simply, is the Democratic Party be-
lieves it knows better how to spend 
people’s money than the people know 
how to spend their money. We believe 
the people know how to better spend 
their money better than the Federal 
Government does. That is the dif-
ference. 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield for a question? 

Mr. GREGG. Well, Mr. President, 
first I would like to complete my 
thought on this point because I think 
it is critical. The budget reconciliation 
process was not set up to be a stalking- 
horse for dramatic expansion in the 
size of Federal Government entitle-
ment programs. That was not the pur-
pose of the reconciliation structure. It 
was set up for the purposes of being 
able to control the rate of growth of 
entitlement programs. 

Now, we can debate whether the 
budget process was set up for the pur-
poses of allowing us to return more tax 
dollars to taxpayers with reasonable 
tax rates, but certainly on the issue of 
spending, there is no question but that 
reconciliation was not intended to ex-
pand entitlement spending. 

INDEPENDENT STUDENTS 
Ms. LANDRIEU. Mr. Chairman, I 

would like to ask my friend, the senior 
Senator from Massachusetts, for clari-
fication of language in the conference 
report. On page 60, the report refers to 
the definition of an independent stu-
dent for purposes of determining finan-
cial aid eligibility. The current law 
was amended to allow students who are 
orphans, in foster care or wards of the 
court or who were orphans, in foster 
care or wards of the court any time 
after the age of 13 to be considered 

independent students. I would like to 
ask the Senator to clarify that individ-
uals who were orphans, in foster care 
or wards of the court when they were 13 
years of age or older but no longer or-
phans in foster care or wards of the 
court when applying for college will 
still be considered independent stu-
dents. 

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. Chairman, the 
senior Senator from Louisiana is abso-
lutely correct. The conference report 
does indeed make that change in the 
law. And I can assure the senior Sen-
ator from Louisiana that we will fur-
ther clarify this language in the up-
coming conference report for the High-
er Education Amendments of 2007—S. 
1642. 

Ms. LANDRIEU. I appreciate that 
clarification. I believe we should mod-
ify the language to be more clear on 
this point. I believe it should read ‘‘(B) 
is an orphan, in foster care, or a ward 
of the court, or was an orphan, in fos-
ter care, or a ward of the court at any 
time when the individual was 13 years 
of age or older;’’. 

Mr. KENNEDY. I agree and I assure 
the senior Senator from Louisiana that 
we will make this change in the con-
ference report for the Higher Education 
Amendments of 2007, S. 1642. 

DEFINITION OF NOT-FOR-PROFIT LENDER 
Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. President, I 

thank my colleagues, especially Sen-
ators KENNEDY and ENZI, as well as 
their staff, in working together during 
discussions on the College Cost Reduc-
tion and Access Act to recognize the 
work of nonprofit loan providers and 
the services they provide to students 
and States. 

I would like to clarify with my col-
leagues the committee’s intent regard-
ing one of the provisions that relates 
to these nonprofit loan providers. It is 
my understanding that nonprofit enti-
ties that use eligible lender trustees to 
provide Federal loans to students— 
such as the one in my State, EdSouth— 
will benefit from the special allowance 
payment for not-for-profit holders in 
this bill. The language in this bill al-
lows an eligible lender trustee acting 
on behalf of a nonprofit entity to be el-
igible to receive this payment on be-
half of the nonprofit entity, as long as 
such nonprofit entity was acting as the 
beneficial owner of Federal student 
loans on the date of enactment. I ask 
Senator KENNEDY and Senator ENZI 
whether my understanding of the pro-
vision is, in fact, what was intended by 
the bill. 

Our staff has all worked carefully on 
the language to ensure that the legiti-
mate efforts of nonprofits can con-
tinue, without opening up loopholes 
that would allow for-profit entities to 
benefit from the special allowance pay-
ment differential. 

I thank my friends for their time 
today and again appreciate their ef-
forts. 
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Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. President, I 

thank my friend from Tennessee. As I 
have stated previously, this bill re-
flects the priority of several of our 
Members by recognizing that nonprofit 
lenders in their States make important 
contributions in their States. My col-
league is correct, it is the intent of this 
legislation to allow nonprofit entities 
that provide Federal student loans 
through an eligible lender trustee to 
benefit from the differential special al-
lowance payment, as long as the non-
profit pays no more than reasonable 
and customary fees to the trustee that 
holds the loans in trust for the benefit 
of the nonprofit entity and as long as 
the nonprofit was the sole owner of the 
beneficial interest in the loans on the 
date of enactment. I commit to con-
tinue to work with my friend in the fu-
ture to make any necessary clarifica-
tions with respect to this provision. 

Mr. ENZI. I, too, thank Senator AL-
EXANDER for his commitment to stu-
dents in his State and across the coun-
try, and to the public purpose mission 
of nonprofits, such as EdSouth and, in 
my home State of Wyoming, the Wyo-
ming Student Loan Corporation. I ap-
preciate him taking the time to clarify 
this issue. I, too, agree with my col-
league regarding his explanation of the 
intent of the bill with regard to non-
profit entities that provide Federal 
student loans through eligible lender 
trustees. And I join Chairman KENNEDY 
in his commitment to make any fur-
ther clarifications necessary to ensure 
that existing nonprofit loan providers 
that use eligible lender trustees will be 
able to benefit from the differential 
special allowance payment. 

(At the request of Mr. REID, the fol-
lowing statement was ordered to be 
printed in the RECORD.) 
∑ Mrs. CLINTON. Mr. President, I 
would like to thank Majority Leader 
REID, HELP Committee Chairman KEN-
NEDY and ranking member ENZI for 
their leadership in increasing college 
access for millions of students and en-
suring America stays competitive in 
the global economy. I am proud to join 
them in this effort. 

This legislation comes at a time 
when the rising cost of college is mak-
ing it tougher for all students who 
want to go to college to attend. Those 
who do attend college are borrowing 
twice what they would have borrowed 
10 years ago. That is why I am pleased 
this legislation will increase Pell 
grants up to $5,400 in the next 5 years, 
providing hundreds of millions in in-
creased grant aid to New York students 
over the next 5 years. It is no secret to 
anyone that the purchasing power of 
the Pell grant has declined dramati-
cally in recent years. This package not 
only provides a dramatic increase in 
the Pell grant, but also raises the auto-
matic-zero expected family contribu-
tion threshold to $30,000, making more 
students from needy families eligible 

to receive the maximum grant award. 
This conference report cuts the inter-
est rate for certain student loans in 
half from 6.8 percent to 3.4 percent, 
saving our student borrowers hundreds 
each year on their student loans. 

The mathematics of rising college 
costs are simple. More students are 
taking on more debt. I am pleased to 
join my colleagues in taking these crit-
ical steps to increase college afford-
ability and access for all students. I am 
thrilled to support a conference report 
that will help low- and middle-income 
students meet the cost of college. Last 
November, Democrats made a promise 
to reduce the cost of college for our 
student borrowers and today we have 
delivered on that promise. 

Under the management of Chairmen 
KENNEDY and MILLER, the House and 
Senate have reached an agreement that 
provides $20.2 billion in student aid, 
nearly $3 billion more than the original 
Senate Reconciliation package passed 
in July of this year. I am very pleased 
the College Cost Reduction and Access 
Act tackles an issue addressed in legis-
lation I sponsored The Student Bor-
rower’s Bill of Rights by providing pro-
tections for student borrowers while 
they repay their loans. It does so by 
capping monthly loan payments at 15 
percent of the borrower’s discretionary 
income and providing several impor-
tant protections to members of the 
Armed Forces and public service em-
ployees during repayment. Under this 
provision, for example, a starting 
teacher in New York with the state av-
erage student loan debt can have his or 
her monthly payments reduced by 21 
percent. This savings will prove crit-
ical to helping students manage their 
debt, especially in the first few years 
after they graduate. 

I hear from many young people in 
New York and around the country, who 
want to be teachers, police officers, 
nurses, social workers and public de-
fenders, but sadly are so straddled with 
debt, such careers are not an option for 
them. This is the wrong policy; and 
today, we send the message that we 
want to encourage more young people 
to go into lower paying public service 
jobs. I am pleased this bill creates a 
new loan forgiveness plan through the 
direct loan program for public service 
employees. Under the loan forgiveness 
program the remaining loan balance on 
a loan is forgiven for a borrower who 
has been employed in a public sector 
job and making payments on such loan 
for 10 years. Under the loan forgiveness 
for public service employees provision, 
a public school teacher in my State 
with $19,000 in student loan debt will 
not only have his loan repayment 
capped at 15 percent, but could save 
nearly $8,000 on his loan after teaching 
for 10 years. I strongly believe this pro-
gram will help to fill the void in public 
service our nation will soon face as our 
baby boomer generation sets to retire 

by providing an incentive for college 
graduates to pursue lower paying, but 
vital professions. 

The College Cost Reduction and Ac-
cess Act helps make higher education 
more affordable, and that is good eco-
nomic policy, good social policy, and 
good budgetary policy. I am proud Con-
gress has chosen to make this 
groundbreaking investment in our stu-
dents.∑ 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I rise 
today in strong support of H.R. 2669, 
the College Cost Reduction and Access 
Act of 2007. 

This important legislation, which I 
helped craft as a member of the Senate 
Education Committee and as a con-
feree, will make a substantial Federal 
investment in need-based grant aid for 
low-income students, and will signifi-
cantly help middle-class students and 
families pay down and manage their 
loan debt. 

Under this bill, the maximum Pell 
grant for eligible students will be in-
creased by $500 next year and to $5,400 
by 2012. This means that Rhode Island 
students will receive $7.8 million in ad-
ditional grant aid next year and nearly 
$85 million over the next 5 years, in-
creasing the average Pell grant in 
Rhode Island by $360 in 2008 to $2,880. 

H.R. 2669 also includes provisions to 
stem the increasing numbers of middle- 
class families falling further into debt 
to finance a college education. As such, 
this bill phases in a lower interest rate 
on new subsidized Stafford loans to un-
dergraduate students, reducing the 
rate in half over 4 years on such loans 
from 6.8 percent to 3.4 percent; helps 
students manage their debt by capping 
monthly Federal student loan pay-
ments at 15 percent of a borrower’s dis-
cretionary income; and provides loan 
forgiveness for borrowers who continue 
in public service careers for 10 years, 
including nurses, teachers, and librar-
ians. 

I am especially pleased that this leg-
islation includes provisions from my 
FAFSA Act—S. 939—to increase the in-
come level at which a student is auto-
matically eligible for the maximum 
Pell grant, ensuring that all students 
from families with incomes of $30,000 or 
less receive the maximum Pell grant. 
This automatic-eligibility level would 
also be tied to the Consumer Price 
Index to ensure that the benefit keeps 
pace with inflation and does not be-
come diluted. 

The College Cost Reduction and Ac-
cess Act of 2007 also includes provisions 
I authored to double the income pro-
tection allowance for dependent stu-
dents from $3,000 to $6,000 over 4 years 
and increase the income protection al-
lowance for independent students, in-
cluding adult learners and veterans, by 
50 percent over 4 years. These increases 
will protect students who have to work 
during college so they can earn more 
without having it count against their 
financial aid. 
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This is significant legislation for 

families in Rhode Island and across the 
Nation, and I strongly urge its passage. 
I want to thank Senators KENNEDY and 
ENZI, and their staffs, for their work on 
this bill. I also look forward to building 
on this legislation by working with my 
colleagues in the House to craft a final 
Higher Education Act reauthorization 
bill in the coming weeks that would, 
among other key components, include 
provisions I authored in the Senate 
version of the reauthorization bill to 
improve the Leveraging Educational 
Assistance Partnership or LEAP pro-
gram; simplify the financial aid proc-
ess and forms; and strengthen college 
teacher preparation programs. These 
two bills combined will tackle the twin 
goals of access and affordability for 
students and families and help ensure 
that our Nation remains competitive in 
today’s global economy. 

Mr. CARDIN. Mr. President, I rise 
today in strong support of the con-
ference report to accompany the Col-
lege Cost Reduction and Access Act 
now before the Senate. The conference 
report and the underlying bill make ex-
traordinary progress on one of the 
most critical challenges before this 
Congress: making college affordable for 
all our Nation’s deserving students. 

We all know that education plays a 
crucial role in helping people pursue 
the American dream. That term was 
first used by James Truslow Adams in 
his book ‘‘The Epic of America,’’ which 
he wrote in 1931 during the Great De-
pression. He wrote: 

The American Dream is that dream of a 
land in which life should be better and richer 
and fuller for everyone, with opportunity for 
each according to ability or achievement. 
. . . It is not a dream of motor cars and high 
wages merely, but a dream of social order in 
which each man and each woman shall be 
able to attain to the fullest stature of which 
they are innately capable, and be recognized 
by others for what they are, regardless of the 
fortuitous circumstances of birth or posi-
tion. 

Congress passed the Higher Edu-
cation Act in 1965 to help all Ameri-
cans ‘‘attain to the fullest stature of 
which they are innately capable.’’ Mil-
lions of students have gained access to 
higher education due to the financial 
assistance programs, including Pell 
grants, this historic legislation cre-
ated. 

The problem now is that tuition 
costs are rising rapidly, wages are stag-
nant, and Congress hasn’t kept up in 
terms of providing the funding nec-
essary to bridge the gap. In my home 
State of Maryland, for example, in the 
5 years between the 2000–2001 and 2005– 
2006 school years, the cost of attending 
4-year public colleges increased 36 per-
cent, from $10,846 to $14,793. But the 
median household income in Maryland 
increased just 11 percent. Even after fi-
nancial aid is taken into account, 32 
percent of the median family income in 
Maryland is needed to pay for just 1 
year at a 4-year public college. 

The effects of this disparity between 
college costs and family income are 
devastating. Each year, more than 
400,000 talented, qualified, hopeful stu-
dents cannot attend a 4-year college 
because, they cannot afford it. When I 
was a young man, such a person might 
have had other viable options for mak-
ing a decent wage and pursuing a ful-
filling career. But today, 60 percent of 
new jobs require some postsecondary 
education, compared to just 15 percent 
of new jobs when I was a student. 

Those students who do go on to col-
lege are becoming more and more de-
pendent on private loans which carry 
high interest rates to finance their 
education. In 1986–1987, the maximum 
Pell grant covered 39 percent of the av-
erage public 4-year college tuition in 
Maryland; in 2005–2006 it covered only 
27 percent. This decline is due, in part, 
to a shift of a great portion of Federal 
spending on student aid from grants to 
loans: 30 years ago, 77 percent of Fed-
eral aid to students was in the form of 
grants, and only 20 percent was in the 
form of loans. By the 2005–2006 school 
year, this distribution pattern had 
been reversed, to 73 percent of aid tak-
ing the form of loans and 20 percent 
coming in grants. 

Just 15 years ago, fewer than half of 
all students took out loans to finance 
their education. That number must 
seem incredible to today’s students and 
parents struggling to finance a college 
education because today more than 
two-thirds of students borrow for col-
lege. In Maryland, 53 percent of stu-
dents graduating from 4-year institu-
tions in 2005 graduated with debt. The 
average student graduating from a 4- 
year college in Maryland that year 
owed $14,822 in student loan debt. 

The growing barriers to higher edu-
cation also have a profound effect on 
our national economy. We do not have 
enough highly skilled workers in this 
country. We recruit overseas to find 
engineers, computer programmers, and 
scientists. Nor can we fill essential so-
cial service positions. More and more 
students avoid critically important ca-
reer paths such as teaching, nursing, 
social work, and law enforcement. 
These are some of the most important 
professions in our country but lower 
starting salaries are a distressingly 
powerful disincentive: nationally, near-
ly a quarter of public 4-year college 
graduates and over a third of private 4- 
year college graduates have too much 
debt to afford a starting teacher’s sal-
ary. Over half of those graduating from 
private colleges have too much debt to 
enter the social work profession. Debt 
levels are also causing graduates to 
delay buying a home or a car and post-
pone marriage and having children. 
Such decisions have important rami-
fications not just for the individuals 
involved, but for society as a whole. 

As a member of the Budget Com-
mittee, I worked hard with my col-

leagues to make more money available 
for grant aid. We allocated $9.2 billion 
for education and training over and 
above the President’s budget request to 
be invested, in part, in Pell grants. We 
believe such an investment will make 
college more affordable so that all eli-
gible students can gain the knowledge, 
skills, and experience they need to suc-
ceed, and to ensure that employers 
have the workforce they need to com-
pete in a fiercely competitive, global 
marketplace. 

The important legislation before us 
today takes essential steps to reverse 
our current course. The College Cost 
Reduction and Access Act will make 
college more affordable by: Increasing 
access for low-income students by in-
creasing the maximum Pell grant from 
$4,310 to $4,910 next year and to $5,400 
by 2012, and simplifying the financial 
aid process for low-income students by 
increasing the income level at which a 
student is automatically eligible for 
the maximum Pell grant; easing the 
burden on borrowers by cutting student 
loan interest rates in half, from 6.8 per-
cent to 3.4 percent for undergraduate 
students with subsidized student loans; 
protecting borrowers by capping 
monthly Federal loan payments at 15 
percent of discretionary income; pro-
tecting working students and ensuring 
they are not penalized by increasing 
the amount of student income that is 
sheltered from the financial aid proc-
ess; and encouraging public service by 
providing Federal loan forgiveness for 
public service employees. 

The College Cost Reduction and Ac-
cess Act would increase access to and 
preparation for college by both restor-
ing funding for Upward Bound, a key 
college access program, and creating 
college access challenge grants to in-
crease college outreach activities in 
every State. 

The legislation strengthens minority 
serving institutions with an additional 
$500 million investment. Despite tre-
mendous challenges and limited re-
sources, minority serving institutions 
are responsible for educating many of 
our Nation’s minority students who 
would not otherwise obtain a degree. 
Increasing Federal investment will 
allow these institutions to provide a 
better education to more students. 

But it is not enough to offer more 
aid. Recent investigations have shown 
that private lenders have been exploit-
ing the student loan system, to the 
detriment of the students the system is 
meant to serve. The College Cost Re-
duction and Access Act will ensure 
that the student loan system works for 
students and saves taxpayer dollars by 
directing unnecessary lender subsidies 
to student aid and injecting competi-
tion into the loan program. 

In addition, this legislation will help 
ensure that more students are prepared 
for college by helping to provide good 
teachers to the schools where they are 
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needed most. According to research, 
teacher quality is the schooling factor 
with the most profound effect on stu-
dent achievement. Good teachers can 
make up to a full year’s difference in 
learning growth for students and over-
whelm the impact of any other edu-
cational investment, including smaller 
class sizes. Unfortunately, our edu-
cational system pairs the children 
most behind with teachers who, on av-
erage, have less experience, less edu-
cation, and less skill than those who 
teach other children. We will only 
close student achievement gaps when 
we improve teacher quality and experi-
ence. We must make obtaining ad-
vanced training and experience in 
teaching more accessible and teaching 
at-risk students more desirable. I have 
introduced a bill, S. 1282, which Sen-
ators SNOWE and DURBIN have cospon-
sored, to encourage the establishment 
of a class of ‘‘Master Teachers’’ with 
extensive experience and training. If 
they are willing to teach for an ex-
tended period of time in a school that 
is not meeting adequate yearly 
progress goals, then they would be re-
warded under my bill with a 25-percent 
Federal tax exemption on their salary. 
While my Master Teachers bill has not 
been incorporated into the legislation 
before us, I hope the Senate will pass it 
soon. 

The College Cost Reduction and Ac-
cess Act also creates incentives for 
good teachers to teach in high-need 
schools by establishing new TEACH 
grants. These grants will provide schol-
arships of $4,000 per year for high- 
achieving undergraduate and graduate 
students who commit to teaching a 
high-need subject in a high-need 
school. 

This legislation contains the biggest 
increase in Federal student aid since 
the original G.I. bill. This is how our 
country should be investing its money: 
helping to open the door to our chil-
dren’s dreams, not just for their ben-
efit, but for the benefit of our commu-
nities, our economy, our Nation, and 
all of humanity. I am proud that this 
Congress realizes that increasing ac-
cess to postsecondary education serves 
both as a gateway to the American 
dream for our Nation’s students and a 
pathway to our economic success and 
security as a Nation. 

Mr. BINGAMAN. Mr. President, I rise 
today to express my support for the 
conference report to H.R. 2669, the Col-
lege Cost Reduction and Access Act of 
2007. As you know, the cost of college 
has tripled in the last 20 years. 

In my State of New Mexico, the cost 
of attendance at 4-year public colleges 
has increased by 35 percent since 2000– 
2001. Unfortunately, the median house-
hold income in New Mexico only in-
creased by 11 percent in that same time 
frame, considerably lower than the 
rate of increase at public colleges. 

Each year, there are hundreds of 
thousands of students who are prepared 

to attend a 4-year college, but do not 
do so because of financial barriers. Fur-
ther, an increasing number of students 
have to rely on loans to finance their 
education. In fact, in New Mexico, 
more than half of all students grad-
uating from 4-year institutions grad-
uate with debt. And the average stu-
dent in New Mexico now graduates 
from 4 years of college with more than 
$16,000 in debt. 

The conference report to H.R. 2669, 
the College Cost Reduction and Access 
Act of 2007, is critical to addressing the 
skyrocketing costs of college, and 
making college more accessible to stu-
dents across the country. 

This legislation will actually in-
crease student aid by more than $20 bil-
lion over the next 5 years, without in-
creasing the national debt. It is paid 
for by cutting excessive Federal sub-
sidies to lenders participating in the 
student loan program. 

This legislation will increase the 
maximum Pell grant by $500 next year 
and to $5,400 by 2012. In addition, the 
bill: simplifies the financial aid process 
for low-income students by increasing 
the income level at which a student is 
automatically eligible for the max-
imum Pell; protects working students, 
increasing the amount of student in-
come that is sheltered from the finan-
cial aid process; expands eligibility for 
financial aid so more students will 
qualify for more assistance; eases the 
burden of student debt by cutting stu-
dent loan interest rates in half to 3.4 
percent for undergraduate students 
with subsidized student loans; caps 
monthly loan payments at 15 percent 
of discretionary income so that grad-
uates with significant loan debt can 
better manage their payments, particu-
larly those in lower paying jobs or 
those supporting children; and forgives 
the student debt for those who commit 
to public service for a period of 10 
years. 

This student aid package could mean 
as much as $200 million over the next 5 
years in financial aid to help New 
Mexico’s students and families beat 
back the rising costs of college. 

In addition, I am pleased that the 
conference report will restore critical 
funding for Upward Bound, a key col-
lege access program. 

Further, the legislation will provide 
scholarships of $4,000/year for high- 
achieving undergraduate and graduate 
students who commit to teaching a 
high-need subject, such as math, 
science, special education, foreign lan-
guages, or bilingual education, in a 
high-need school. 

Moreover, the conference report pro-
vides critical support to minority serv-
ing institutions. Despite tremendous 
growth in racial and ethnic minority 
enrollment at the nation’s colleges and 
universities in recent years, Hispanics, 
African Americans, and Native Ameri-
cans continue to lag behind their non- 

minority peers in college enrollment. 
The College Cost Reduction and Access 
Act will invest an additional $500 mil-
lion in these institutions, including: 
$200 million in funding for Hispanic 
serving institutions—HSIs—to increase 
the number of students attaining de-
grees in science, technology, engineer-
ing, or math, and to facilitate transfers 
for students from 2-year HSIs to 4-year 
HSIs; and $60 million in funding to 
strengthen tribal colleges and univer-
sities. 

I am particularly pleased that the 
conference report contains language I 
authored that would create and fund a 
program for Native American serving 
institutions. The legislation will pro-
vide $10 million to fund and help create 
a program for Native American serving 
institutions, those nontribal colleges 
and universities that serve large Na-
tive American student populations. 

This conference report is critical to 
helping American families meet the in-
creasing burden of sending their chil-
dren to college, and also meets some 
very important national priorities. I 
urge my colleagues to support this con-
ference report. 

Mr. FEINGOLD. Mr. President, I am 
pleased to support the College Cost Re-
duction and Access Act of 2007, a bipar-
tisan piece of legislation that will in-
crease student aid by billions of dollars 
through cutting Federal subsidies to 
private banks and lenders. This is a 
significant victory for students around 
the country and in my State of Wis-
consin, which is estimated to receive 
over $260 million in new need-based 
grant aid in the next 5 years and over 
$115 million in additional loan assist-
ance over in the next 5 years. Wis-
consin has a world-class higher edu-
cation system and I am pleased to sup-
port this much-needed legislation that 
will help open the doors to college for 
more students in my State. 

Access to a higher education is in-
creasingly important in the competi-
tive, global environment of the 21st 
century and is one of the most impor-
tant investments our Federal Govern-
ment can make to advance our coun-
try’s economic growth. But while the 
importance of attending college con-
tinues to increase, the cost of attend-
ing college also continues to increase, 
which often causes financial strain on 
students and their families as they 
seek to finance the cost of higher edu-
cation. 

I am concerned about the continued 
educational attainment gap between 
rich and poor students and the fact 
that access to higher education too 
often depends on access to financial re-
sources. The ability of a student to at-
tain a higher education should not de-
pend on that student’s financial back-
ground, but rather on a student’s desire 
to obtain a higher education. Expand-
ing need-based grant aid is one of the 
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best ways that the Federal Govern-
ment can expand access to higher edu-
cation for low income students and I 
am pleased the conference report we 
will adopt today does just that. 

This conference report contains a sig-
nificant boost in funding for the Pell 
grant program, ensuring that the max-
imum Pell grant award will reach 
$5,400 by 2012. I have long supported 
and led efforts in Congress to increase 
funding for the Pell grant program, a 
program dedicated to expanding access 
to college for low income students. I 
was pleased to join with my colleagues 
in February to pass a significant in-
crease in the maximum Pell Grant 
award to $4,310 from $4,050, the first in-
crease in 4 years. Earlier this year, I 
also joined with my colleagues Sen-
ators KENNEDY, COLLINS, and COLEMAN 
to lead letters to both the Budget and 
Appropriations Committees that advo-
cated for the highest possible increase 
in funding for Pell grants. This sub-
stantial increase in the Pell program 
will benefit millions of students during 
their higher education careers. 

My colleagues and I have long fought 
against the declining purchasing power 
of the Pell grant by supporting sub-
stantial increases in the maximum 
grant award. According to data from 
the Department of Education, the max-
imum Pell grant covered half the cost 
of tuition, fees, room and board at pub-
lic, 4-year colleges 20 years ago, but 
only covered a third of these same 
costs during the 2005–2006 period. The 
declining power of the Pell has im-
pacted my State of Wisconsin as well. 
In 1986–1987, the $2,100 maximum Pell 
grant covered 58 percent of college 
costs for Wisconsin students. In 2005– 
2006, the $4,050 maximum Pell grant 
only covered 38 percent of college costs 
in Wisconsin. 

I have been a proud supporter of the 
Pell grant program for many years and 
I will continue to strongly advocate for 
increases in Pell funding in the annual 
appropriations process to provide the 
highest, fiscally responsible increase in 
the Pell program in the coming years. 
While this legislation is an important 
first step, we have more to do to help 
ensure the Pell program can ade-
quately cover the costs of college at-
tendance for low income students. 

In addition to the declining pur-
chasing power of need-based aid like 
Pell, the availability of such need- 
based grant aid does not come close to 
meeting the demand for it. As a result, 
an increasing number of students turn 
to Federal and private loans to finance 
their education. According to the Col-
lege Board, in the late 1970s, over 
three-fourths of the Federal aid to stu-
dents were grants, while 20 percent of 
Federal student aid were loans. Recent 
data from the College Board indicates 
that the breakdown between grant aid 
and loans had switched by 2006, with 
grant aid only making up twenty per-
cent of the Federal student aid. 

Students in my State of Wisconsin, 
like students in other parts of the 
country, are greatly affected by the 
Federal Government’s increased reli-
ance on student loans at the expense of 
grant aid. The Project on Student Debt 
reports that more than 60 percent of 
Wisconsin graduates in 2005 graduated 
with debt and the average student who 
graduated from a 4-year college in my 
State in 2005 owed over $17,000. This 
legislation seeks to help alleviate the 
debt burden that some students face 
upon graduation by cutting the student 
loan interest rates in half by 2011 for 
undergraduate students who have sub-
sidized student loans. 

Higher levels of debt can also influ-
ence the decisions students make about 
whether or not to take a job in the pub-
lic interest sector or in the more lucra-
tive private sector after graduation. 
We have all heard about students who 
are interested in working in areas like 
teaching, law enforcement, legal aid, 
or State and local government but who 
decide against taking these public in-
terest jobs because of their high debt 
loads. It is unfortunate that so many 
students are forced to consider their 
debt loads when deciding which jobs to 
take or pursue. The loan forgiveness 
provision of this legislation will help 
those graduating students in Wisconsin 
and around the country who want to 
pursue careers in public service. 

While I applaud much of the policy 
included in this measure, I am dis-
appointed that we are again seeing the 
reconciliation process used to advance 
legislation that is not primarily a def-
icit reduction package. While there are 
better arguments for using reconcili-
ation to consider this particular bill 
than there were for the reconciliation 
protection proposed for past legislation 
to open up the Alaska National Wild-
life Refuge to drilling, I am still trou-
bled by the use of this extraordinary 
procedure as a way to advance a sig-
nificant policy change that is not pri-
marily a deficit reduction package. 
Thanks to the efforts of our Budget 
Committee Chairman, Senator CONRAD, 
the days when the reconciliation proc-
ess could be totally subverted to ad-
vance legislation that actually wors-
ened the deficit are over. I also com-
mend Chairman CONRAD for insisting 
during the conference discussions on 
the budget resolution that this par-
ticular reconciliation instruction move 
closer to a more reasonable qualifying 
threshold of deficit reduction than was 
initially proposed. I hope that in future 
budget resolutions, we can further 
tighten the use of reconciliation to en-
sure that it is used for what it was in-
tended, namely to advance significant 
deficit reduction. 

Passage of the College Cost Reduc-
tion and Access Act of 2007 represents a 
great victory for students in my State 
of Wisconsin and around the country. I 
believe everyone deserves fair and 

equal access to a higher education and 
adoption of this bill moves us closer to-
ward that vision. I look forward to 
working with my colleagues in the 
coming months and years to continue 
to expand the Pell grant program and 
other need-based programs so that 
hard-working students will be able to 
take advantage of the full opportuni-
ties that access to a higher education 
offers. 

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, the 
bill that we are debating today comes 
at a critical time for our country. 

As the connected world has brought 
about new competition from nations 
across the globe, the need for more 
Americans to be armed with a college 
education has become essential to the 
future of our economy. 

And as a new generation enters a 
work world that demands highly 
skilled, highly trained workers, a col-
lege degree is necessary to open the 
door to a successful career. 

But for too long the deck has been 
stacked against students seeking to 
build their careers and grow our econ-
omy. 

College has become more expensive, 
interest rates have grown, and those 
students who are able to attend college 
often graduate saddled with debt and 
unable to buy a car or a house. 

Today we have the opportunity to 
turn the tide in favor of students and 
ensure a stronger future for our coun-
try. 

The College Cost Reduction and Ac-
cess Act puts students first, makes col-
lege more affordable, cuts interest 
rates, helps recent graduates, and en-
courages public service. 

It also helps to ensure that students 
today have the same opportunities that 
I had growing up. 

When I was growing up, my family 
didn’t have a lot. The only way I was 
able to attend college was through Pell 
grants and student loans. In fact, be-
cause of Pell grants and student loans, 
all seven kids in my family were able 
to get a college education. 

Today those seven kids are a school 
teacher, a lawyer, a firefighter, a 
homemaker, a computer programmer, 
a sports writer, and a U.S. Senator. In 
my book that was a great investment. 

This bill helps a new generation at-
tend college and realize their dreams in 
a variety of ways. 

First, this bill raises the maximum 
Pell grant by 25 percent over 4 years to 
$5,400 per student. That will make a 
real difference for students in my home 
State of Washington. 

In Washington state, 20 years ago, 
the maximum Pell grant covered 53 
percent of the costs at a public, 4-year 
college. Today it only covers 33 percent 
of those costs. By raising the max-
imum Pell grant, this bill will help stu-
dents in Washington State and across 
the country attend college. 

For Washington State, this bill will 
make another $30 million available in 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 12:33 Jul 13, 2010 Jkt 059102 PO 00000 Frm 00012 Fmt 0686 Sfmt 0634 E:\BR07\S07SE7.000 S07SE7er
ow

e 
on

 D
S

K
5C

LS
3C

1P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 B
O

U
N

D
 R

E
C

O
R

D



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 153, Pt. 17 23873 September 7, 2007 
need-based grants next year alone. 
Over 5 years, the bill will provide an 
additional $333 million for low-income 
students. 

This bill will also ensure that college 
graduates are not trapped by high loan 
payments after college. This bill cuts 
the interest rate on Federal loans in 
half to 3.4 percent for students with 
subsidized loans. 

It also guarantees that borrowers 
will not have to pay more than 15 per-
cent of their monthly income in stu-
dent loan payments. This will bring 
immediate relief to students who are 
burdened with excessive loans. 

Another problem with high student 
loan debt is that it limits the career 
choices of college graduates. 

Many can’t afford to take a job in 
public service and pay back their loans 
at the same time. 

This bill encourages public service by 
providing loan forgiveness for grad-
uates who pursue careers in these 
areas. 

As a former teacher, I am also ex-
tremely pleased that the TEACH grant 
program has been included in this bill. 

This program will provide $4,000 
grants to students who commit to 
teaching in high-need subjects at high- 
need schools. 

It is past time that we reward stu-
dents who are willing to embrace the 
challenge of working with our coun-
try’s students who are the most in- 
need. 

I am also pleased that we were able 
to increase funding for the Upward 
Bound program which helps more low- 
income students prepare for and attend 
college. This program is so important 
for assisting students who may be the 
first ones in their family to go to col-
lege. 

And I am pleased that minority-serv-
ing institutions will see funding in the 
form of a $500 million investment con-
tained in this bill. 

And finally I am especially proud 
that this bill contains two provisions I 
worked hard to include that help 
groups that face other unique problems 
in the college aid process. 

For our brave men and women in uni-
form, I worked to include a provision 
that will allow them to defer their stu-
dent loan payments during their de-
ployments and as they transition out 
of service. 

Currently, the law limits how long 
servicemembers can defer their pay-
ments to just 3 years. 

As we all know, those who are serv-
ing our country have enough to worry 
about these days. 

With deployments as long as 15 
months in Iraq, and young dependent 
families left at home, our servicemem-
bers are already facing real financial 
challenges. 

Paying back student loans should not 
be something weighing on their minds 
as they serve us overseas or as they 
transition back into civilian life. 

So this bill lifts this 3-year limit and 
makes more servicemembers eligible 
for student loan deferment and relief. 

I am also pleased that this bill im-
proves college access for homeless and 
foster care students. 

These vulnerable students face tre-
mendous barriers in their education— 
especially those who don’t have a par-
ent or guardian who is able to guide 
them through the process. 

In this bill, I joined with my col-
leagues to simplify the student aid ap-
plication process and made homeless 
and foster students eligible for higher 
levels of assistance. 

I really want to thank Senator KEN-
NEDY for his leadership in moving this 
bill forward and making sure it does 
right by our students. He is a tireless 
champion for our young people, and his 
work is allowing so many more of them 
to achieve the American dream. 

To me, this is simple. If we want our 
economy to grow, our people to suc-
ceed, and our country to be strong, we 
have to help more students get a col-
lege education. This bill will do just 
that, and I urge my colleagues to sup-
port it. 

Mrs. BOXER. Mr. President, today I 
rise to laud the passage of the College 
Cost Reduction and Access Act con-
ference report, which is a strong sym-
bol of our commitment to higher edu-
cation access and affordability. This 
bill includes key tools and resources to 
enable students and families across our 
Nation to attain the American dream 
of a quality education. 

I would like to thank Chairman KEN-
NEDY, Ranking Member ENZI and their 
staff for their hard work on this impor-
tant legislation. Their tireless efforts 
have succeeded in making higher edu-
cation a reality for millions more 
young people. 

Specifically, a key component of this 
legislation is the increase in college 
aid by roughly $20 billion over the next 
5 years, including the much needed in-
crease in the maximum Pell grant 
award. For many years now, one of my 
top education priorities has been to in-
crease the Pell grant award for college 
students with the greatest financial 
need. 

Twenty years ago, the maximum Pell 
Grant covered 40 percent of costs for 
attending a 4-year college in Cali-
fornia. Today, it covers just 30 percent. 
This bill helps our students when they 
start out by increasing the maximum 
Pell grant award from $4,300 today to 
$5,100 in fall of 2008 and $5,400 in fall of 
2011. This provision is particularly im-
portant to California, which has over 
584,580 Pell grant recipients—more 
than any other State in the country. 

The bill also includes a provision 
which I introduced with Senator FEIN-
STEIN that would remove a barrier, 
known as the tuition sensitivity 
clause, in the Pell grant system that 
unfairly prevented students who attend 

lower-tuition colleges from receiving 
the maximum grant. According to the 
Congressional Research Service, the 
elimination of the tuition sensitivity 
clause will benefit approximately 96,000 
students in the next academic year and 
would provide an average Pell grant 
scholarship increase of over $110 per 
student. 

The bill also tackles the problem of 
student loan debt upon graduation. 
Currently, 46 percent of seniors at 4- 
year colleges in California graduate 
with debt, owing on average $15,000 in 
student loans. This bill helps students 
by capping Federal student loan pay-
ments at 15 percent of a borrower’s dis-
cretionary income. The bill also en-
courages public service by rewarding 
those who choose to work in nursing, 
teaching, or law enforcement for 10 
years by forgiving their remaining debt 
after that time period. 

I also want to thank Senators KEN-
NEDY and ENZI for the consideration 
and adoption of my amendment regard-
ing Upward Bound. Upward Bound 
seeks to capture potential, first-gen-
eration college students—many of 
whom are low-income youth—and pre-
pare them for the rigors of college. Up-
ward Bound is a fantastic tool for 
America’s youth. These programs pro-
vide mentoring, academic tutoring, 
summer classes, and other services to 
youth across our Nation to provide 
them with the resources and skills 
they need to be successful in college. 

In my home State of California, we 
have 73 Upward Bound programs that 
serve approximately 5,600 students a 
year. Due to funding shortfalls, 186 pro-
grams nationwide are in jeopardy of 
being cut, including 11 programs in 
California. Four of these programs are 
in San Bernardino, a low-income area 
in southern California. These four pro-
grams were cut, not because of per-
formance—they actually have proved 
to be very successful and have high 
program scores—but because of a lack 
of funding. 

The conference report also includes 
the creation of an Asian American and 
Pacific Islander (AAPI) Higher Edu-
cation Serving Institution designation, 
a provision that I and Senator AKAKA 
have championed in past. This designa-
tion would allow grants and other Fed-
eral assistance to be awarded to insti-
tutions that have a student enrollment 
of at least 10 percent Asian American 
and Pacific Islander and has a signifi-
cant enrollment of financially needy 
students. The additional funding would 
help AAPI-designated institutions to 
fulfill their missions to assist students 
to meet their educational goals. The 
AAPI designation would apply to ap-
proximately 86 colleges and univer-
sities nationwide, and would apply to 
approximately 40 schools in California 
alone. 

I am pleased to strongly support the 
passage of the College Cost Reduction 
and Access Act Conference Report. 
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No one should be denied the oppor-

tunity to go to college simply because 
of cost. This landmark legislation will 
help ensure that students and families 
across the country have the oppor-
tunity and freedom to attend the col-
lege of their choice. I strongly believe 
an investment in college aid is an in-
vestment in our Nation’s future—and 
this bill advances this vision. 

(At the request of Mr. REID, the fol-
lowing statement was ordered to be 
printed in the RECORD.) 
∑ Mr. DODD. Mr. President, I rise 
today to herald the passage of the Col-
lege Cost Reduction and Access Act. 
This bill not only helps students and 
families better afford higher education, 
it will ultimately ensure that our 
country stays competitive in a global 
economy. I thank my colleagues Sen-
ators KENNEDY and ENZI for their ef-
forts on this important legislation and 
congratulate them on bringing addi-
tional dollars into the student finan-
cial aid system. I also look forward to 
completing the rest of the Higher Edu-
cation Reauthorization package later 
this year. 

The College Cost Reduction and Ac-
cess Act makes significant steps to as-
sist students in several important 
ways: by increasing student aid, espe-
cially the Pell grant; by addressing col-
lege debt; by increasing college access 
and expanding college preparation pro-
grams; by providing incentives for 
teachers to go to the neediest schools; 
by reforming the student loan system 
to benefit students; and by strength-
ening minority serving institutions. 
We have accomplished all of this with-
out increasing the Federal deficit and 
actually providing $750 million in def-
icit reduction. We recapture $20 billion 
by reforming the student lending sys-
tem in order to invest additional re-
sources into preparing our students for 
the global economy. 

The annual cost of college is stag-
gering at roughly $13,000 a year to at-
tend a public university and $30,000 on 
average for a private university. In 
Connecticut, 33 percent of family me-
dian income is needed to pay for a pub-
lic college. Thirty-three percent even 
after financial aid is received! At a 
time when costs for other household 
necessities are rising and incomes are 
not keeping up, families and students 
are getting priced out of their oppor-
tunity to attend college. 

This year alone, it is estimated that 
400,000 high school graduates who are 
prepared and ready to go to a 4-year 
college will be unable to go because 
their families cannot afford it. If 
America is to remain the land of oppor-
tunity, then we must ensure that col-
lege is available to all of our citizenry. 

Not only is paying for an education a 
daunting task, but the debt incurred to 
complete a higher education is as-
tounding. In Connecticut, 58 percent of 
graduating seniors are leaving school 

with debt, at an average of $19, 440 per 
graduate. For low-income and mod-
erate income students the thought of 
being saddled with a burden of debt 
prevents them from pursuing higher 
education at all. Aside from the Fed-
eral loan program, practices in the pri-
vate lending system have been dem-
onstrated to dig our students deeper 
and deeper into debt. 

In this bill, we have also strength-
ened our commitment to recruit Amer-
icans to public oriented sectors—public 
service employees, childcare workers, 
and many others will be offered loan 
forgiveness on their direct Federal 
loans after 10 years of payments. By 
capping the repayments of Federal 
loans at 15 percent of one’s discre-
tionary income, this bill will also en-
sure that students can choose jobs that 
best suit them, rather than jobs that 
only pay the bills. Borrowers are also 
assisted by the interest rates on sub-
sidized student loans being cut in half. 
Over four years, this rate will be re-
duced from 6.8 percent to 3.4 percent. 
Students will be enabled to pay off debt 
sooner with less interest due to this 
provision in the conference report. 

Students in most need of assistance 
are the critical focus of this bill. I am 
pleased that minority serving institu-
tions receive an additional $510 million 
to ensure that their students graduate. 
The Upward Bound program also re-
ceives an additional $285 million to pre-
pare low-income students for a higher 
education. In order to ensure that all 
students are ready to go onto college, 
the new TEACH program provides in-
centives for students who agree to 
teach in high-poverty schools or teach 
high-need subjects. 

This bill will also allow additional 
low-income families to automatically 
claim zero expected family contribu-
tions when filling out financial aid 
forms. This change will allow students 
of these from lower-income families to 
be eligible for increased Pell grants. 
Financial forms themselves will be-
come more user-friendly to provide ad-
ditional assistance for low-income fam-
ilies in accessing student aid. 

I am very pleased with the increase 
in the Pell grant provided in this bill. 
The maximum Pell grant will be raised 
to $5,100, in 2008 and up to $5,400 by the 
year 2012. I wish it were much higher, 
considering the small portion of the 
cost of public education that a Pell 
grant provides today. The grant used 
to cover 80 percent of the average tui-
tion, fees, room and board at a public 
university. Today the Pell grant covers 
an average of 29 percent. While I con-
tinue to advocate for even greater in-
creases in the Pell grant, I commend 
my colleagues for taking steps to get 
us back to the 80-percent tuition cov-
erage we achieved in 1975. 

I would be remiss if I did not take a 
moment to talk about the private stu-
dent lending market. Until we reach 

the goal of 80 percent of students’ tui-
tion being covered by Pell grants and 
other forms of Federal financial aid, 
many students have been, and will con-
tinue to be forced to turn to private 
and direct consumer and student loans, 
which are not guaranteed by the Fed-
eral Government and are not subject to 
loan limits. 

Private student loans are now the 
fastest growing segment of the $85 bil-
lion student loan industry due to rising 
college cost, Federal financial aid re-
maining stagnant and increased de-
mand for a college education. This con-
cerns me for several reasons. 

The underwriting for private loans is 
similar to that used for other forms of 
consumer credit. This means that stu-
dent borrowers, who usually have little 
or no credit history, poor credit scores, 
or no parental cosigner, or whose par-
ents have poor credit histories, will 
typically pay higher rates than those 
with good credit histories and those 
with parental cosigners with good cred-
it. This model runs counter to the 
longstanding Federal purpose of stu-
dent aid, which is targeting low-cost fi-
nancial assistance to students with the 
greatest needs, one of the great success 
stories of our country dating back to 
the G.I. bill in 1944. 

Earlier this year, at a hearing I con-
vened within the Senate Banking Com-
mittee, committee members listened to 
testimony that detailed aggressive and 
questionable marketing practices and 
other unseemly industry practices, 
ranging from conflicts of interest to 
kickback schemes to consumer fraud, 
that have been unveiled by congres-
sional and State investigations into 
the private student loan industry. The 
issues uncovered at that hearing led to 
legislation, ‘‘The Private Student Loan 
Transparency and Improvement Act of 
2007,’’ which was marked up and ap-
proved overwhelmingly by the Senate 
Banking Committee prior to Congress 
adjourning for the August recess. 

The ability to pursue a higher edu-
cation is a fundamental element of the 
American dream. We must ensure that 
Americans have options to be able to 
pay for college, and I believe that pri-
vate lending should be one of them. 
But students should have full and time-
ly access to all of the information they 
need regarding the terms and condi-
tions of private student loans in order 
to make a well-informed decision re-
garding the financing of their edu-
cational needs. Conflict-driven indus-
try practices like revenue sharing and 
cobranding must be prohibited and stu-
dent loan underwriting should occur in 
a manner that does not have a dis-
parate or discriminatory impact on mi-
nority borrowers. 

The legislation we passed within the 
Banking Committee would accomplish 
many of these important objectives. It 
requires lenders to provide more accu-
rate and timely information to their 
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customers about the interest rates, 
terms, and conditions of their prod-
ucts, thereby helping students better 
understand their financial options and 
obligations. It prohibits documented 
practices that have harmed students 
and families in obtaining the most 
competitive and affordable student 
loans and requires a government re-
view into the extent to which private 
student loan underwriting practices 
may disparately impact student bor-
rowers and colleges on the basis of fac-
tors including race and income levels. 

I believe it is imperative that as we 
consider inclusion of the private lend-
ing legislation as a complimentary 
component to the Higher Education 
Act. We should ensure that this fast- 
growing market is well regulated and 
remains accessible and affordable as an 
alternative source of higher education 
funding for students who need them. I 
look forward to working with the man-
agers of this bill towards that impor-
tant goal. 

The legislation before us will make 
college more affordable for students 
and their families. Reinvigorating our 
commitment to higher education as we 
do in this conference report keeps our 
country moving in the right direction. 
I urge my colleagues to further invest 
in our future by completing the Higher 
Education Act reauthorization before 
the end of September. 

Again, I congratulate Senators KEN-
NEDY and ENZI and all of my col-
leagues, including Representative MIL-
LER, for providing the most significant 
assistance to our students since the 
G.I. bill.∑ 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Senator’s time has expired. 

Who yields time? 
Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. President, how 

much time is remaining? 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. The Senator from Wyoming con-
trols 3 minutes 44 seconds, and the Sen-
ator from Massachusetts has 9 minutes 
25 seconds remaining. 

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. President, I want 
to be notified by the Chair when I have 
3 minutes left. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Senator will be notified. 

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. President, for 
those who have been watching this de-
bate and discussion, we just want to 
underline one fundamental and very 
important concept and principle: that 
the $20 billion which is included in this 
legislation—which is going to be used 
in the ways we have described earlier 
today, with the Pell grants, with the 
loan forgiveness for students who want 
to go into public service careers, for 
some relief for the middle class—not a 
nickel of that is taxpayers’ money. 
That comes out of the lenders’ pot of 
resources, which many of us believe is 
overly generous to the lenders. That is 
another issue. When we have time after 
the vote at 10:15, we will have some op-

portunity to develop that issue. But 
this is a transfer of $20 billion from the 
lenders for help and assistance to the 
students. There is no question about 
any of that. That is No. 1. 

Importantly, as we are coming close 
now to the time where we are going to 
be voting on this issue, I am very 
mindful of those magnificent words of 
Nelson Mandela, one of the great he-
roes of the century, certainly of our 
generation. On the occasion he was 
asked about education, he said the 
most important weapon for change in 
the world is education. That is some-
thing those of us who are strong sup-
porters of this proposal believe in. It 
was said, in my time, by President 
Kennedy, and also by President Lyndon 
Johnson, that no American, no quali-
fied student should be denied—should 
be denied—a college education because 
of cost. 

That is a concept. That is a value. I 
would think all of us on this side of the 
aisle believe that very deeply, and 
many on the other side of the aisle. We 
would not have made the progress we 
have made over recent years unless we 
had that kind of a commitment. 

We have drifted from that kind of 
commitment, that ideal that was set 
by Mandela, that was understood by 
John Adams when he wrote of the im-
portance of educating the common citi-
zenry in the Constitution of Massachu-
setts. No state constitution has a more 
detailed ideal established in its con-
stitution about educating the public 
than the Massachusetts Constitution, 
written by one of the greatest of our 
Founding Fathers. 

It was understood by Horace Mann 
when he established the public school 
system—the importance of education, 
the importance of education in terms 
of opportunity and promise and hope. 
It was understood by Abraham Lincoln 
in the height of the Civil War when he 
established the land-grant colleges to 
help and assist the education of citi-
zens all over this Nation. It was under-
stood by Abraham Lincoln, understood 
by Dwight Eisenhower, when this Na-
tion was challenged by Sputnik in the 
late 1950s and the development of the 
National Defense Education Act, un-
derstood by Franklin Roosevelt with 
the GI bill that has been available for 
more than 60 years starting with a gen-
eration that fought in World War II. 

If you take the total cost of that GI 
bill that was expended—and as most 
economists have pointed out, there was 
a $7 return for every $1 invested in edu-
cation, $7 returned for the cost of edu-
cation. Talk about expending re-
sources, talk about national priorities, 
this was the program that built the 
middle class in this country. This was 
the program that made America great. 

Now we have the opportunity again 
to follow the wise counsel and judg-
ment of some of the great philoso-
phers—Nelson Mandela and John 

Adams—in our time and in our genera-
tion to renew that commitment. This 
bill is a downpayment for it. 

I agree with my friend from Wyo-
ming, we have to go ahead and do the 
reauthorization. We will do it. We are 
strongly committed to doing it. We 
have passed a bill here in the Senate, 
and the chairman of the House com-
mittee has committed that the House 
committee will do it, and then we will 
finish it together. 

But this is an opportunity. This is 
the downpayment. This is not going to 
be the only action that is going to be 
taken by us in our continued march to-
ward progress in terms of the edu-
cation and hope for young people. Not 
all the problems are going to be re-
solved. Not all the problems are going 
to be solved. This is a downpayment. 

When we look at the priorities of 
education at other times, we have to 
wonder why we are even having a de-
bate on this issue—and why we are just 
talking about $20 billion. If you take 
what was expended on education, on in-
vesting in the GI bill over the period of 
the GI bill, it was a third of the total 
budget. If we spent now on education 
what we spent then, we would be spend-
ing 130 billion dollars—not $20 billion. 
Imagine that. $130 billion it would be, 
and we are only talking about $20 bil-
lion. We were spending at that time all 
of that—for what?—for educating the 
young people. Is there anyone in here 
who would say that was a mistake? 
Find the Members of the Congress or 
the Senate who said we have spent too 
much in terms of investing in the edu-
cation of the children in our country. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Senator has 3 minutes re-
maining. 

Mr. KENNEDY. Find me that person. 
I remember being on the floor of the 
Senate when we had strong voices in 
opposition to the Pell grants, to Staf-
ford loans back in the early 1960s. I do 
not hear those voices today. I do not 
hear those voices today. Why? Because 
we know when it is done well, and it is 
done right—and it has not always been, 
but in this case it is, in terms of the 
Pell grants, in terms of the loan for-
giveness, in terms of some help and as-
sistance and relief for middle-class 
families—it will make an important 
difference. 

When we hear the eloquence of some 
of our colleagues and about the dif-
ference it has made for their edu-
cation—whether it is DICK DURBIN, 
whether it is MARIA CANTWELL, who 
talks about the difference it has made 
in her family, whether it is PATTY 
MURRAY, who said all seven members of 
her family had help and assistance in 
terms of student loans, and all of those 
people are professional people today, 
paying taxes, repaying whatever those 
kinds of loans are. 

Let’s think about what this issue is 
about. This is about hope. This is about 
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our future. This is about progress in 
America. 

Finally, this is the kind of invest-
ment we need if we are going to deal 
with the challenges and problems of 
global competition. We will have a 
chance to go into this in greater detail 
after the vote this morning, but we 
need these kinds of investments, and 
the kind of investments we have in the 
reauthorization bill in terms of teach-
ers and the kinds of investments we 
had in the COMPETE Act that was 
passed in a bipartisan way earlier this 
year. We need this in order to stay 
competitive in the global economy, to 
make sure America’s economy is the 
strongest. We need this investment in 
terms of our national security to make 
sure we are going to have the men and 
women who are going to be able to de-
fend this Nation and use the various 
kinds of technologies that are devel-
oped. 

Finally, we need this investment in 
order to have a well-trained and edu-
cated citizenry who are going to be 
able to breathe life into the institu-
tions our Framers established. That is 
what we are talking about. We are not 
going to achieve all of that with this 
legislation, but it is going to be a 
meaningful and ongoing and con-
tinuing commitment, and one that all 
of us who are supporting this proposal 
recognize as something that must be 
followed up on and strengthened and 
shaped as we move forward. 

Mr. President, I withhold the remain-
der of my time. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Senator’s time has expired. 

The senior Senator from Wyoming. 
Mr. ENZI. Mr. President, I yield my-

self the remainder of my time. 
Mr. President, I am always a little 

disconcerted that what the American 
public gets to watch is the debate on 
the Senate floor. This is not where we 
get most of the work done. This is not 
where there is agreement. This is 
where there is the disagreement and 
the branding of the different parties. It 
is important, but it is not what gets 
things done. 

We have a bill before us today, and 
the Senate-passed reconciliation bill 
had a vote of 78 to 18. And we had some 
of these same discussions. Those dis-
cussions are important. As the only ac-
countant in the Senate, I am appalled 
by the way we score bills around here, 
the way we come up with the different 
provisions, the different arguments 
that get made on the floor. But I would 
say the provisions of this conference 
report closely parallel many of the pro-
visions in the Senate-passed bill. 

There were clearly compromises 
made in reaching agreement on the 
conference report. We can point to 
things in the conference report that 
are there because of Republican and 
Democratic sponsors. In the end, it is a 
product where the benefits to students 

outweigh the reservations that some of 
us may have. 

Over 55 percent of the savings are 
dedicated to increasing the Pell grant 
award. In the next 5 years, low-income 
undergraduate students will see the 
maximum Pell grant award increase by 
more than $1,000. We will see who all 
takes credit for that, but that is what 
the bill does, and it will take people 
from both parties to get it passed. We 
increase the income protection allow-
ance so students are not penalized for 
working and saving for college. The 
unique role that our not-for-profit 
lenders have in providing information 
and services to students has been rec-
ognized. 

But at the end of the day, we must 
still reauthorize the Higher Education 
Act. Reconciliation is such a small 
part, and we cannot leave out the other 
part or we will close the door on our 
students. We have to reauthorize the 
Higher Education Act that provides the 
FAFSA simplification, year-round 
Pell, financial and economic literacy, 
better college cost information, and 
improvements in outreach and student 
support service programs such as 
GEAR UP and TRIO, in which all of us 
have an interest. 

We have passed eight extensions of 
the Higher Education Act, starting in 
2004. The current extension expires on 
October 31. How much longer do we 
have to wait? My goal is to not have a 
ninth extension on the Higher Edu-
cation Act. My goal is to debate and 
pass a higher education reauthoriza-
tion conference report. I look forward 
to working with Senator KENNEDY and 
the House to get this accomplished, or 
else no matter how you slice it, the 
biggest piece of higher education is left 
undone. 

I will have more comments to make 
on the accounting on these different 
things as we get into further debate 
after the vote. We did agree to a 10:15 
vote, and I want to stick to that. I have 
a lot of people I would like to thank. I 
will also save that for later. I believe 
my time has expired. 

I yield the floor. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. The Senator’s time has expired. 
All time has expired. 

The question is on agreeing to the 
conference report. 

Mr. GREGG. Mr. President, I ask for 
the yeas and nays. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Is there a sufficient second? 
There is a sufficient second. 

The clerk will call the roll. 
The assistant legislative clerk called 

the roll. 
Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 

Senator from Delaware (Mr. BIDEN), 
the Senator from New York (Mrs. CLIN-
TON), the Senator from Connecticut 
(Mr. DODD), the Senator from Massa-
chusetts (Mr. KERRY), the Senator from 
Arkansas (Mrs. LINCOLN), and the Sen-

ator from Illinois (Mr. OBAMA) are nec-
essarily absent. 

I further announce that, if present 
and voting, the Senator from Delaware 
(Mr. BIDEN) and the Senator from Mas-
sachusetts (Mr. KERRY) would each 
vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. LOTT. The following Senators 
are necessarily absent: the Senator 
from Idaho (Mr. CRAIG), the Senator 
from Arizona (Mr. MCCAIN), and the 
Senator from Kansas (Mr. ROBERTS). 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Are there any other Senators in 
the Chamber desiring to vote? 

The result was announced—yeas 79, 
nays 12, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 326 Leg.] 

YEAS—79 

Akaka 
Alexander 
Barrasso 
Baucus 
Bayh 
Bennett 
Bingaman 
Boxer 
Brown 
Brownback 
Byrd 
Cantwell 
Cardin 
Carper 
Casey 
Chambliss 
Cochran 
Coleman 
Collins 
Conrad 
Corker 
Cornyn 
Crapo 
Dole 
Domenici 
Dorgan 
Durbin 

Ensign 
Enzi 
Feingold 
Feinstein 
Grassley 
Harkin 
Hatch 
Hutchison 
Inouye 
Isakson 
Johnson 
Kennedy 
Klobuchar 
Kohl 
Kyl 
Landrieu 
Lautenberg 
Leahy 
Levin 
Lieberman 
Lott 
Lugar 
Martinez 
McCaskill 
Menendez 
Mikulski 
Murkowski 

Murray 
Nelson (FL) 
Nelson (NE) 
Pryor 
Reed 
Reid 
Rockefeller 
Salazar 
Sanders 
Schumer 
Sessions 
Shelby 
Smith 
Snowe 
Specter 
Stabenow 
Stevens 
Sununu 
Tester 
Thune 
Voinovich 
Warner 
Webb 
Whitehouse 
Wyden 

NAYS—12 

Allard 
Bond 
Bunning 
Burr 

Coburn 
DeMint 
Graham 
Gregg 

Hagel 
Inhofe 
McConnell 
Vitter 

NOT VOTING—9 

Biden 
Clinton 
Craig 

Dodd 
Kerry 
Lincoln 

McCain 
Obama 
Roberts 

The conference report was agreed to. 
Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I move 

to reconsider the vote. 
Mr. KENNEDY. I move to lay that 

motion on the table. 
The motion to lay on the table was 

agreed to. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
is recognized. 

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. President, I sug-
gest the absence of a quorum. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the order for the 
quorum call be rescinded. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 
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UNANIMOUS CONSENT AGREEMENT—EXECUTIVE 

CALENDAR 
Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-

imous consent that on Monday, Sep-
tember 10, at 10 a.m., the Senate pro-
ceed to executive session to debate en 
bloc Executive Calendar Nos. 238, 239, 
and 241; that there be 60 minutes for de-
bate on the nominations equally di-
vided between Senators LEAHY and 
SPECTER or their designees; that at 11 
a.m., the Senate proceed to vote on 
Calendar No. 238, followed by a vote on 
Calendar No. 239, followed by a vote on 
Calendar No. 241; that the motions to 
reconsider be laid upon the table, the 
President be immediately notified of 
the Senate’s action, and the Senate 
then return to legislative session; that 
Senator BARRASSO be recognized to 
speak in morning business—as a side 
note, this is his maiden speech in the 
Senate—for up to 30 minutes, following 
which the Senate begin consideration 
of H.R. 3074, the Transportation appro-
priations bill. 

I will also say, while the distin-
guished Republican leader is present, 
we are going to complete the Transpor-
tation bill next week. The last vote 
next week will be at about 1 o’clock, no 
later than 1 o’clock because of the be-
ginning of the Jewish holiday at sun-
down. 

I have talked with the distinguished 
Republican leader, and we have some 
items we are going to look to on Sep-
tember 17 and 18. On September 17, 
there will be no votes. On September 
18, there will be votes. We are going to 
try to develop—we have not done it 
yet; I have had a number of conversa-
tions with the Republican leader—as to 
how we proceed on the Iraq matters. 
We need to finish the Defense author-
ization bill. We want to make sure 
there is time to adequately debate that 
measure. But we also want to again ad-
dress the Iraq situation. We have peo-
ple, as I speak, trying to work out 
something that will be different from 
what we have done in the past. I hope 
that can be done, something on a bipar-
tisan basis. We still may have to do the 
partisan matters. But, hopefully, Sen-
ators working together can come up 
with some way we can proceed on that 
issue. We are not there yet. 

I want to alert everyone that during 
the week of September 17, we are going 
to have to do a lot of work on Defense 
authorization and also the Iraq mat-
ters. We hope we can complete the bill 
that week. Again, we are not at a point 
where we are near able to work out a 
unanimous consent agreement on that 
measure, but I have kept the minority 
advised about every step we have taken 
in this regard. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Is there objection? 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Reserving the 
right to object, and I will not be object-
ing, I want to underscore that the 
speech to which the majority leader re-

ferred will be the maiden speech of our 
new Senator from Wyoming, Mr. 
BARRASSO. That will be Monday. I look 
forward to hearing what he has to say. 

Also, the majority leader indicated 
we will be discussing the way forward 
on our next Iraq debate, how to struc-
ture it in a way that is fair to all inter-
ested parties. The majority leader and 
I will be continuing to discuss that 
matter in the coming days. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

Who yields time? The senior Senator 
from Massachusetts is recognized. 

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. President, I wish 
to take a few moments, first, to thank 
all of our colleagues for the over-
whelming, bipartisan support for the 
conference report. This exceeded the 
vote we had earlier on our education 
measures, and we also had a number of 
absentees today who indicated favor-
able support for the legislation. This is 
a very important statement about 
where we are as a country in terms of 
the education issue. This ought to be 
reassuring for the students, parents, 
and families of our country. 

Again, I am immensely grateful to 
my colleague and friend, Senator ENZI. 
Without his strong support in the shap-
ing of both the reauthorization legisla-
tion and this legislation, we certainly 
would not be here. He spoke very elo-
quently and well about the importance 
of the reauthorization. It is a view-
point which I share for the reasons he 
has outlined. The simplicity of the fi-
nancial aid application is key. We have 
400,000 young people who are qualified 
for college but who do not go to col-
lege. Many do not go to college because 
they cannot work their way through 
those ten pages of an extremely com-
plex, difficult questionnaire, and they 
do not have the support systems to as-
sist them. This reauthorization will as-
sist not only in the simplification of 
the FAFSA that Senator ENZI person-
ally took a great deal of time with, as 
well as Senator REED, but also with re-
gard to teachers in underserved areas 
and the transparency provisions that 
will help parents understand the costs 
of various universities. 

The legislation has a number of note-
worthy features that the Senator out-
lined in his statement. With this 
strong vote, we want to give assurance 
that we look forward to working ea-
gerly with the House to make sure we 
have a successful passage; doing so will 
maximize the impact of this legislation 
we just passed. 

We will certainly work on the issue 
of college cost reduction and higher 
education access. And we have a num-
ber of other education issues we are 
working on as well. We understand the 
importance of the reauthorization of 
the Head Start Act and the provisions 
dealing with early education. We un-
derstand the importance of reforms of 

K–12, the importance of tying in kin-
dergarten into the early grades. We un-
derstand the importance of getting 
well-trained teachers in underserved 
areas, the importance of parental in-
volvement, the challenges out there 
with regard to disabled students, the 
challenges so many students are facing 
in terms of limited English-speaking 
capabilities, and the issues around ac-
countability and growth models. There 
are a lot of complex issues, but we cer-
tainly want to wrestle with those and 
eventually have, as a result of working 
together in our committee, a seamless 
web of progress in the education sys-
tems in our country. That is certainly 
our intention. We are well down the 
road with the actions that have been 
taken today. 

I wish to mention a few of these 
items we have in the legislation. Be-
fore I do, I wish to personally mention 
the individuals who worked long and 
hard on this measure. I failed to do it 
during the earlier presentation when 
we were under more limited time, but, 
as I think Senator ENZI knows very 
well, we have been blessed with an ex-
traordinary group of individuals who 
work long and hard. Much of the legis-
lation—the authorization and also the 
general format of a good deal of what 
we have done today—has been in the 
works for a number of years. It did not 
just happen this year. The authoriza-
tion legislation we passed basically had 
the name of Senator ENZI on it before 
the changes that took place in the elec-
tions. We have been working very hard. 
We have been enormously blessed by an 
extraordinary group of men and women 
who have worked with us. These are 
complex, difficult issues with incred-
ible implications. 

We have on our Education Com-
mittee a membership that is very in-
volved and engaged on education 
issues. All of them have ideas. One of 
the things that makes that committee 
so interesting is that we have an enor-
mous number of ideas and suggestions, 
and it has taken a good deal of time to 
try to work with our colleagues on 
both sides of the aisle and then with 
the House. That was achieved. 

I will certainly mention some of 
those who have done such an extraor-
dinary job, and we are very much in 
their debt. Obviously, we are all hon-
ored to serve as Members of this insti-
tution, but those who have worked on 
this legislation should take a great 
deal of satisfaction in the difference 
they have made though shaping this 
legislation, because they have played 
an indispensable role, and we value 
very much their continued contribu-
tion. 

On my staff I would like to thank Mi-
chael Myers, who has been the chief of 
staff of our HELP Committee, Carey 
Parker, a longtime friend and legisla-
tive assistant, Carmel Martin, Missy 
Rohrbach, Erin Renner, and J.D. 
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LaRock. We have Emma Vadehra, Nick 
Bath, David Johns, Raquel Alvarenga, 
Liz Maher, Lily Clark, Jennifer Fay, 
Ches Garrison, Scott Fay, Melissa Wag-
oner, Dave Ryan, and Jay McCarthy. 

This has been a bipartisan process all 
the way. I would also like to thank 
Senator ENZI’s wonderful staff, specifi-
cally Katherine McGuire, Ilyse 
Schuman, Greg Dean, Beth Buehlmann, 
Ann Clough, Adam Briddell, Amy 
Shank, and Kelly Hastings. 

I also thank MaryEllen McGuire, 
Taneisha Woods, and Jeremy Sharp of 
Senator DODD’s staff; Rob Barron, 
Ellen Murray, and Mark Laisch of Sen-
ator HARKIN’s staff; Robin Juliano and 
Chris Fick of Senator MIKULSKI’s staff; 
Michael Yudin of Senator BINGAMAN’s 
staff; Kathryn Young of Senator MUR-
RAY’s staff; Seth Gerson of Senator 
REED’s staff; Mildred Otero and LaToya 
Johnson of Senator CLINTON’s staff; 
Steve Robinson of Senator OBAMA’s 
staff; Huck Gutman of Senator SAND-
ER’s staff; and Will Jawando of Senator 
BROWN’s staff. 

I would also like to thank Senator 
REID’s staff, Randy DeValk, Gary 
Myrick, and Jason Unger, and his out-
standing floor staff without whom none 
of us could do our jobs, Marty Paone, 
Lula Davis, Tim Mitchell, and Trisha 
Engle. 

I thank especially Senator CONRAD 
and his staff. Without them, there is no 
way we could have completed this bill. 
So thank you, Mary Naylor, Joan 
Huffer, Lisa Konwinski, and Robin 
Hiestand. 

And I would like to thank Liz Engel 
of the Democratic Policy Committee. 

I would also like to thank David 
Cleary of Senator ALEXANDER’s staff; 
Allison Dembeck of Senator GREGG’s 
staff; Celia Sims of Senator BURR’s 
staff; Glee Smith of Senator ISAKSON’s 
staff; Karen McCarthy of Senator MUR-
KOWSKI’s staff; Juliann Andreen of Sen-
ator HATCH’s staff; Suzanne Singleterry 
of Senator ALLARD’s staff; Alison 
Anway of Senator ROBERTS’ staff; and 
Matt Blackburn of Senator COBURN’s 
staff, all of whom put in many hours to 
make this bill a reality. 

As always, we worked closely with 
Chairman MILLER’s staff, and I would 
like to thank them as well. Mark 
Zuckerman, Alex Nock, Gaby Gomez, 
Julie Radocchia, Jeff Appel, and Steph-
anie Moore all worked tremendously 
hard, and Chairman MILLER is lucky to 
have them. 

I would also like to thank the Parlia-
mentarian, Alan Frumin, and Assistant 
Parliamentarians Elizabeth MacDon-
ough, Peter Robinson, and Leigh 
Hildebrand for their assistance 
throughout the process. 

More than most, this bill has re-
quired significant help and assistance 
from the Congressional Budget Office, 
and I would like to give them a special 
thanks. Paul Cullinan, Deborah 
Kalcevic, and Justin Humphrey have 

put in tremendous work—nights and 
weekends and everything in between— 
to model and estimate the budgetary 
effects of the complex provisions in 
this bill, and all the many iterations 
and changes that the committee con-
sidered. I don’t know what we would do 
without them. We certainly wouldn’t 
have been able to move this legislation 
as expeditiously as we did. 

I would also like to thank Mark 
Koster, Kristin Romero, and Amy 
Gaynor in the Senate Legislative Coun-
sel’s Office, as well as Steve Cope and 
Molly Lothamer in the House Legisla-
tive Counsel’s Office, who also worked 
nights and weekends to assist in draft-
ing the language and working out tech-
nical issues in the bill. 

Finally, I would like to thank mem-
bers of the education team at the Con-
gressional Research Service—Adam 
Stoll, Charmaine Mercer, Jeff Kuenzi, 
and Dave Smole, whose expertise was 
invaluable throughout this process. 

I wish to take a few moments to 
highlight briefly, once again, in greater 
detail, what the conference report will 
do. I outlined in the earlier presen-
tation the highlights and the reasons 
for the legislation, but for a few min-
utes I wish to once again remind those 
who are interested in the benefits the 
legislation provides for all the bor-
rowers. 

It is a historic increase in the need- 
based grant aid—the greatest increase 
since the GI bill. That helps the need-
iest students. We talked earlier about 
how we should set as a goal not to let 
a single qualified student lose the op-
portunity to get a college education be-
cause of cost. We still have a long way 
to go. We recognized earlier in the de-
bate that the cost of college has gone 
up extraordinarily. But at the same 
time, grant assistance has basically 
stabilized or gone down in real terms, 
and the earning power of the middle 
class has been level or has fallen slight-
ly over the period of recent years. 

So in this legislation we have tried to 
provide real assistance on the issue of 
burden in the percentage of repayment. 
We have done, I think, a first-rate job 
in setting better repayment options 
that cap a borrower’s monthly pay-
ment at 15 percent of their monthly 
discretionary income. We have in-
cluded loan forgiveness for borrowers 
in public service jobs, and protection 
for working students by not penalizing 
their earnings. So many of these stu-
dents go out and work, and work hard, 
to earn a little money, and yet then 
they are outside the eligibility to ben-
efit from some of important grants in 
terms of assistance. So we have ad-
dressed that issue. And we have pro-
vided matching grants to States to im-
prove college access. 

We cut interest rates—I was referring 
to that earlier—on new undergraduate 
subsidized loans from 6.8 to 3.4 percent 
by 2011. 

We provide for scholarships of $4,000 
per year for high-achieving students 
who commit to teaching high-need sub-
jects in high-need schools. We didn’t 
emphasize or stress that during the 
early presentation. This is one of the 
great and important provisions in this 
legislation. I think we all understand 
we need a well-trained teacher in every 
classroom in America, and we need 
well-trained teachers in particular in 
inner-city schools and also in rural and 
underserved communities. We need 
them to have the skills to serve, so we 
provide some important assistance to 
that end. 

Senator ENZI mentioned in the reau-
thorization that we provide other kinds 
of incentives for schools and colleges 
to also move in that direction. 

We support the Historic Black Col-
leges and other minority-serving insti-
tutions, such as Hispanic serving insti-
tutions and tribal colleges and univer-
sities. We increase funding for the Up-
ward Bound Program to provide tutor-
ing and other support to help disadvan-
taged students prepare for, apply to, 
and succeed in college. I will show why 
that measure is so important in a mo-
ment. 

And we provide these benefits—all of 
these benefits—at no cost to the tax-
payer by reforming the student loan in-
dustry so that it works for students 
and not the banks. That is the basic 
concept. 

As we mentioned during the course of 
the earlier discussion, we provide loan 
forgiveness to graduates in public serv-
ice. This chart mentions the various 
professions in which individuals can be 
involved to gain that kind of oppor-
tunity. They can be in public safety, 
law enforcement, public education, 
early childhood education, child care, 
public health—with all the Public 
Health Service agencies; or they can be 
working with special needs children 
and the disabled community, which is 
enormously important; the elderly, and 
the frail elderly—increasingly a chal-
lenge for our country; public interest 
law—these are all the public defenders 
and legal services attorneys, as well as 
prosecutors; public libraries; nonprofit 
organizations; or teaching full time at 
a tribal college or university. 

I mentioned earlier the article in 
Time magazine this week that talks 
about the attitudes of students in col-
leges all over this country, and that it 
is the desire of so many of these young 
people to be involved in public service 
and to help respond to the needs in 
their communities. They want to be 
part of the solution, not part of the 
problem. So often, because of their in-
debtedness, they have to choose careers 
in order to deal with the indebtedness. 
So this legislation will open up or help 
us take advantage of that idealism 
that is out there. We are giving them a 
pathway to making a difference in 
terms of the future of our country, and 
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I think that is enormously important. 
That is one of the most important 
parts of this legislation. We have tried 
to work on it, and I think it will be 
very important. 

I might give a quick example of how 
the loan forgiveness works. A starting 
teacher in my State, making a salary 
of $35,400, has an average debt of about 
$18,100. Under the loan forgiveness 
plan, where he or she would not pay 
more than 15 percent of their dispos-
able income, they will save $730. If they 
continue to work as a public educator, 
more than half of their indebtedness 
will be forgiven after the required pe-
riod of their service. 

If you take a similar situation, this 
is a police sergeant with a child in Ar-
kansas, making an annual salary of 
$28,200, with a debt of $17,000. This will 
help save him or her $1,100 a year in 
terms of repayment. At the end, if he 
or she stays in law enforcement for ten 
years, $14,800 of the $17,000 debt will be 
forgiven. $14,800 of the $17,000 debt if 
they stay working in law enforcement. 

So this gives you a good illustration 
about the loan forgiveness. 

As was mentioned earlier, the higher 
education reauthorization bill, which 
Senator ENZI referred to, addresses ris-
ing costs by requiring colleges to pub-
licize college cost information. This is 
a real problem. Parents have a difficult 
time understanding what the real costs 
are. There are fees and more fees—tui-
tion, room and board. I was absolutely 
startled when the daughter of a very 
good friend of mine, attending one of 
our finest colleges, indicated to me the 
cost of the schoolbooks for going on to 
college—over $100 for a freshman 
schoolbook in a rather general subject 
matter. These are surprises that you 
are faced with; the several hundred dol-
lars additionally that people are un-
aware of. 

I know some of our colleagues have 
talked about this and we are certainly 
aware of this challenge and so we are 
going to try to see what we can do to 
help provide some assistance there. 

Reforms to the student loan system 
will ensure that colleges are recom-
mending lenders based on the best in-
terest of their students. Those are the 
ethical provisions we have added as a 
result of the investigations received 
broad support in this from the colleges 
and universities. Many of them were 
stunned by what has been happening, 
and they have been enormously cooper-
ative and helpful. 

And I want to talk about simplifying 
the financial aid form. I give great 
credit to Senator ENZI and Senator 
REED on this. They have simplified this 
form from an enormously complicated 
ten pages of questions to just two 
pages of essential questions. That will 
make a big difference. 

This strengthens GEAR-UP and TRIO 
to improve preparation for higher edu-
cation. The record of these programs 

has been extraordinary in terms of pro-
viding the bridge for many of those 
who come from disadvantaged back-
grounds to get them started into col-
lege, and in terms of giving them the 
assistance and the followup so they 
will need complete their higher edu-
cation. 

Then, also, the reauthorization re-
forms and improves our teacher prepa-
ration programs. Teachers are the 
backbones of our schools, and the bill 
will promote high-quality teacher 
preparation programs, and recruit good 
teachers to teach in high-need 
schools—where they are needed most. 

So those are some of the essential 
elements in the reauthorization. 

As we said earlier, we are investing 
more here in the Pell grant. Here, I 
have the chart of what has happened in 
terms of the failure to increase the Pell 
grant to keep up with the cost of col-
lege. This demonstrates where we are 
going with one very important aspect, 
and that is the assistance in the Pell 
program. It has remained flat in the 
past. You can look from 2002 all the 
way to 2006, and now we will go to 
$5,400 by 2012. 

There has been talk that there had 
been some increase in Pell, all of which 
is true, but that was because there was 
an increasing number of poor students 
who were eligible for the Pell grant. We 
have nearly 5 million more people liv-
ing in poverty today than in 2000. So 
we put more money into Pell to cover 
more students, but that did not keep 
up with the growth needs for the grant 
amount. The point being, this is a very 
important increase in terms of the 
cost. As the Chair, Senator BROWN, 
pointed out, an increase in the cost of 
universities, a failure to provide an in-
crease in grants, and the leveling of 
salaries of people have made it very 
difficult for many to pay for college. 

In my full statement, I point out in a 
more dramatic form, what is happening 
in terms of the need for many of these 
students and that what we are seeing 
currently in our education system is 
the increasing divide of America. I 
think all of us believe, or should be-
lieve, that if we are going to be one 
country, with one history and one des-
tiny, we don’t want education adding 
to the separation of a divided nation. It 
ought to be bringing the country to-
gether—based upon ability, based upon 
hard work and enterprise and a willing-
ness to work and to achieve and accom-
plish. What we have found in our edu-
cation system now, for a number of 
reasons, though unintended, it is work-
ing to divide the country. It should not 
be. That is a very important issue that 
we have tried to address in a number of 
different ways in this legislation. I be-
lieve it is very important to do so. We 
have not emphasized it, stressed it that 
much in our earlier comments, but it is 
an underlying commitment we have. 

In my more complete statement, I 
have reviewed the different ways we 

tried to do this. We are going to con-
tinue to work at it. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

As I said when we began our debate this 
morning, our Nation has always looked to 
education as the pathway to progress and 
prosperity. After John Adams recognized 
education as a fundamental right in the Mas-
sachusetts constitution, we embraced this 
view in my home state by creating the first 
college and first public school in the nation. 
A few decades later, legendary reformers 
such as Horace Mann, first recognized that 
public schools would be the ‘‘great equal-
izer’’ that delivers opportunity for all to ful-
fill their potential. 

At the height of the Civil War, Abraham 
Lincoln signed the legislation creating the 
land-grant colleges and made a commitment 
on behalf of the nation to the education of 
the children of our country. During the In-
dustrial Revolution, we rose to the challenge 
once again. We established free public 
schools. At the turn of the last century, we 
founded public high schools to enable the na-
tion to move forward. And after the Second 
World War, we passed the GI Bill to enable 
those who served in war to rebuild their lives 
at home. For every dollar we invested, the 
Greatest Generation returned $7 for our eco-
nomic growth. 

The landmark success of the GI Bill shows 
us what a difference higher education makes. 
The bill granted World War II veterans up to 
$500 each term—the equivalent of $5,600 
today. It swung the gates to college wide 
open—and half of all veterans went through 
those gates determined to create a new life 
for themselves and their families. More than 
five million veterans received vocational 
education or job training, and more than two 
million attended college. 

In 1940, the average GI was just 26 years old 
and had attended only one year of high 
school. The bill even enabled many of these 
GIs, who had served the country so magnifi-
cently, to become professionals. In 1957, we 
were called to action once again. The Soviet 
Union began a new Space Age with the 
launch of Sputnik. We rose to the challenge 
by passing the National Defense Education 
Act, and by inspiring the nation to land on 
the moon. We doubled the Federal invest-
ment in education. 

Today, we need a similar bold new commit-
ment to enable the current generation of 
Americans to rise to the global challenges 
we face. The Higher Education Conference 
Report we consider today makes that com-
mitment. Today, we’ll help millions of stu-
dents achieve the American dream by pro-
viding $20 billion in new college aid—the big-
gest increase in student aid since the GI Bill. 

Just a few weeks ago, the Senate over-
whelmingly voted to approve this bill. Let’s 
look at what the Senate bill did: 

It provided a historic increase in need- 
based grant aid, by raising the maximum 
Pell Grant by almost $1,100 over the next 5 
years, to $5,400 from $4,310 today. 

It provided new student loan repayment 
options that allow borrowers to cap their 
loan payments at 15 percent of their monthly 
discretionary income. 

It offered loan forgiveness to borrowers 
who work for 10 years in a variety of public 
service jobs. This includes public school 
teachers, law enforcement and emergency 
management professionals, social workers, 
librarians, prosecutors and public defenders, 
public health doctors and nurses, and child 
care workers. 
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It protected working students by not pe-

nalizing their earnings, by raising the ‘‘in-
come protection allowance’’ from $3,000 to 
$6,000 for dependent students, and increasing 
it by 50 percent for independent students. 

It initiated a new program that provides 
matching grants to states so they can pro-
vide more college access activities to stu-
dents. 

Our Senate bill provided all these benefits 
at no cost to the taxpayer—by cutting the 
outrageous subsidies the government gives 
to lenders. We gave that money to the stu-
dents, where it belongs. The Conference Re-
port we consider today maintains all these 
benefits to students. But it does even more 
for students. In addition to the benefits I’ve 
just described, the College Cost Reduction 
and Access Act: 

Cuts interest rates on new subsidized Staf-
ford loans for undergraduates from 6.8 per-
cent to 3.4 percent by 2011—a step which will 
help millions of students manage their stu-
dent loan debt more effectively. 

It provides scholarships of $4,000 per year 
to high-achieving college students who com-
mit to teaching high-need subjects like math 
and science in high-need schools. 

It provides more than $500 million to sup-
port Historically Black Colleges and Univer-
sities, Hispanic Serving Institutions, and 
other colleges that serve minority students. 

It increases funding for the Upward Bound 
program by more than $200 million, which 
will help provide tutoring and other support 
services to help disadvantaged high school 
students prepare for, apply to, and succeed in 
college. 

This is the bold commitment that our stu-
dents and families deserve, and it couldn’t 
come at a better time. We all know that a 
college education is more important than 
ever, but it’s never been more expensive. The 
cost of college has tripled in the last 20 
years. Yet, family incomes are not keeping 
up with rapidly-rising college prices. Last 
week, the Census Bureau released new data 
showing that median household income in 
America increased just seven-tenths of 1 per-
cent last year. Meanwhile, the cost of college 
increased 6 percent. 

In fact, over the last 20 years, the cost of 
college has increased more than twice as fast 
as median household income. Since 1986, 
costs have increased by 216 percent at public 
colleges, and 208 percent at private colleges. 
But median household income has gone up 
just 93 percent over that same time. During 
the same period, grant aid has not kept up 
pace with increasing costs. 

Twenty years ago, the maximum Pell 
Grant covered 55 percent of costs at a public 
4-year college. Today, it covers only a third 
of those costs. The gap between the max-
imum Pell grant and the cost of attendance 
at 4-year public colleges has increased al-
most $3,500 since 2001–2002. Today the gap is 
$8,746. For years, under Republican control 
of Congress, the maximum Pell Grant was 
stuck near $4,000. Earlier this year, Demo-
crats increased the maximum grant to $4,310. 
But that’s far from enough. 

Increasing costs and stagnant grant aid are 
closing the doors to college for many middle- 
income and low-income students and fami-
lies. 

The lowest income students on average 
have an unmet need of $5,800. Each year, 
400,000 students don’t attend a 4-year college 
because they can’t afford to do so. It’s 
shameful that low-income students—even 
those who have worked hard and done well in 
high school—are less likely to attend and 
complete college than high-income students. 

Just one fifth of low-income eighth graders 
will graduate from college. But 68 percent of 
high-income students will do so. 

That’s unacceptable. 
By providing the biggest increase in stu-

dent aid since the passage of the G.I. Bill, 
our bill will help close these gaps. Of the $20 
billion in college aid that our bill provides 
overall, $11.4 billion is allocated for addi-
tional grant aid. Our bill immediately in-
creases the maximum Pell grant by $500 next 
year, to $4,800 from $4,310. By 2012, the max-
imum Pell Grant will increase to $5,400. 

Who will be helped by this bill? It will help 
students like Sara, who was a first-genera-
tion college student. She graduated from 
Norfolk State University and earned her 
Master’s degree with the help of the Pell 
Grant and other aid programs. Sara says 
that the Pell program helped her family 
know that a better day was coming for them. 
This bill will help students like Natalie, 
from Massachusetts, who’s a single mother 
enrolled in college for the first time. She 
says that without Pell grants, she ‘‘would be 
stuck in this way of life, with no ‘light’ to 
look forward to . . . knowledge is power and 
education is key.’’ More than 5 million stu-
dents rely on the Pell grant—5 million. 

This bill provides the help and assistance 
that millions of Americans need in order to 
access and afford a college education. This 
increase in aid is long overdue. But we can-
not stop there. Students and families also 
need our help to manage the crushing burden 
of student loan debt. As the cost of college 
continues to rise, the crisis of student loan 
debt is growing worse. In 1993, fewer than 
half of all students took out loans to finance 
their education. But today, more than two- 
thirds of students borrow for college. Today, 
the average student leaves college with more 
than $19,000 in student debt. 

This mountain of debt is distorting the 
basic life choices of countless Americans. 
It’s forcing them to delay getting married, 
delay buying a home, and delay starting a 
family. It’s discouraging many young people 
from choosing careers in fields such as teach-
ing, social work and law enforcement—the 
low-paying but vital jobs that bring large 
benefits to our society. No student should 
have to mortgage their future in order to 
pay for higher education. That is why our 
bill also cuts interest rates in half—to 3.4 
percent from 6.8 percent—on new subsidized 
Stafford Loans for undergraduates, which 
goes to the neediest students. 

By cutting the rates in half, we reduce the 
interest rate on these loans to some of the 
lowest levels ever in the history of the fed-
eral student loan program. These reductions 
will provide much-needed help to the 5.5 mil-
lion students who take out subsidized stu-
dent loans each year. Reducing interest rates 
will clearly help students. Under a standard 
10-year repayment plan, a borrower with 
$18,000 in subsidized loans will have their in-
terest payments reduced by 35 percent, from 
almost $6,900 to less than $4,500. That stu-
dent will save almost $2,400 in interest pay-
ments. Borrowers who consolidate their sub-
sidized loans will save even more. For exam-
ple, a borrower with $13,800 in subsidized stu-
dent loan debt—the average amount—will 
save $4,400 over the life of their loan. 

Our income-based repayment plan—which 
gives borrowers the option of capping their 
loan payments at 15 percent of their monthly 
discretionary income—will help save bor-
rowers even more. And when it’s combined 
with our public service loan forgiveness plan, 
the help we’ll provide to students will be 
truly remarkable. Teachers, emergency man-

agement technicians, law enforcement pro-
fessionals, public health doctors, nurses, so-
cial workers, librarians, public interest law-
yers, early childhood teachers—and many 
others—will be eligible for loan forgiveness. 
Take, for example a starting teacher in Mas-
sachusetts who makes a salary of $35,421: 

If that teacher graduated with the average 
loan debt for the State—$18,169—he or she 
will have a monthly payment of $209. 

Under the income-based repayment plan, 
that monthly payment would be reduced to 
$148 instead—$61 less. 

Over the course of the year, that teacher 
would pay $732 less than under the standard 
repayment plan. 

If the teacher stays in the job for 10 years, 
the remaining debt would be cancelled alto-
gether—in this case, a benefit of over $10,000. 
Or let’s consider a starting legal services at-
torney, who makes $36,000 a year: 

If that student graduated with the average 
loan debt for lawyers for the State—$51,056— 
he or she will have a monthly loan payment 
of $588. 

Under the income-based repayment plan, 
those monthly payments would be $259— 
that’s $329 less. 

Over the course of the year, that legal aid 
attorney would pay $3,948 less than he or she 
would have paid under the standard repay-
ment plan. 

And if the legal aid lawyer stayed in the 
job for 10 years, the remaining debt would be 
cancelled—in this case, a benefit of over 
$50,000. Or let’s consider the example of a po-
lice sergeant with a child in Arkansas, who 
makes $28,289 a year: 

If that sergeant graduated with the aver-
age loan debt for students for the Arkansas— 
$17,000—he or she will have a monthly loan 
payment of $196. 

Under the income-based repayment plan, 
because the sergeant is supporting a child, 
those monthly payments would be reduced to 
$97. 

Over the course of the year, the sergeant 
would pay $1,185 less than he or she would 
have paid under the standard repayment 
plan. And if he or she stayed in law enforce-
ment for 10 years, the remaining debt would 
be cancelled—in this case, a benefit of over 
$14,800. 

Our bill pays for these valuable measures, 
not by increasing the burden on taxpayers, 
but by reducing unnecessary subsidies for 
lenders who take part in the federal student 
loan programs. 

Today, thousands of lenders offer college 
loans. The largest, Sallie Mae, is so profit-
able that a group of investors recently of-
fered to buy it for $25 billion—more than 40 
percent above the value of its stock. 

The lenders claim that if Congress reduces 
their subsidies, it won’t be profitable for 
them to make student loans anymore, and 
they’ll leave the business. But when Con-
gress has reduced subsidies in the past, the 
lenders’ profits have still gone up, not down. 
Here’s a chart that Sallie Mae itself pro-
duced. It shows that even though Congress 
has reduced subsidies several times in the 
past, the company’s profits have continued 
to go up and up. In 2006, Sallie Mae made $1.1 
billion in overall profits. Obviously, there’s 
still plenty of room to reduce lender sub-
sidies further. 

Lenders also claim that if we reduce their 
subsidies, they’ll be forced to reduce the ben-
efits they offer to borrowers on student 
loans. But what they don’t tell you is that 
many of the benefits they offer are phantom 
benefits that few borrowers ever receive. Ac-
cording to an independent analysis by 
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Finaid.org, the average borrower saves only 
$118 through borrower benefits offered by pri-
vate lenders. 

By contrast, the Pell grant increase in our 
bill will provide an additional $2,360 in grant 
aid over the next four years, which trans-
lates to $3,260 in lower loan payments. When 
fully phased in, the increase will provide an 
additional $4,360 per student, which means 
over $6,000 less in loan payments over the life 
of the loan. If lenders wanted to offer a com-
parable benefit, they would have to provide 
over 40 times the level of benefits they now 
provide. 

Finally, lenders claim that if we cut their 
subsidies, small lenders will be forced out of 
the FFEL program, restricting borrower 
choice and leaving only the big banks in 
business. Smaller lenders have made this ar-
gument before. But when Congress has made 
sensible cuts in the past, the number of lend-
ers has risen, not fallen. Right now, more 
than 3,500 lenders make federal student 
loans—the highest number ever in the his-
tory of the student loan program. Let’s be 
clear about what smaller lenders typically 
do. Most of them simply sell the loans to the 
larger lenders, soon after the loans are made. 
That’s why the biggest lenders hold so many 
loans. 

Lenders will no doubt continue to com-
plain that the cuts in this bill are too deep, 
but the reality is that our bill restores the 
balance to this grossly unfair student loan 
system by directing funds to the students, 
not to the banks. It will also encourage long- 
term reform of the student loan system by 
creating a pilot program in which an auction 
will be used to see what subsidies are nec-
essary to keep banks involved in the student 
loan program. 

For years, the federal government has used 
auctions to determine prices on everything 
from broadcast spectrum rights, timber-cut-
ting rights, oil and gas drilling rights—even 
the price of infant formula delivered through 
the WIC program. There’s no doubt we can 
use auctions to operate the student loan pro-
grams more efficiently. The money we save 
through this pilot program will be sent back 
to where it is needed most—to increase ac-
cess to college for students through a state 
matching grant program. 

I also want to reiterate my commitment to 
the Higher Education Reauthorization bill. 
Just a few weeks ago the Senate voted 
unanimously for this bill. It’s critical that 
we complete work on it this year. 

The reauthorization bill takes steps to en-
sure that the student loan system is working 
in the best interest of students, by pursuing 
needed ethics reforms in the student loan in-
dustry. 

It simplifies the federal financial aid appli-
cation and delivery process, to ensure that 
this complex system does not work as a bar-
rier to access for low-income students. 

It demands that colleges do their part to 
keep college costs down. If we do our part to 
provide needed student aid, they must do 
their part to keep their tuition and fees rea-
sonable. 

And it reforms and improves our teacher 
preparation system. Teachers are the back-
bone of our schools. The reauthorization bill 
promotes high-quality teacher preparation 
programs, and helps recruit and retain high- 
quality teachers in high-need schools. 

The Higher Education Reauthorization bill 
goes hand in hand with the legislation before 
us today. Senator ENZI and I look forward to 
working with our colleagues in the House to 
ensure that it is also enacted before the end 
of this session. For many years, Congress 

was guided by one clear principle with re-
spect to higher education—that no qualified 
student should be denied the opportunity to 
attend college because of the cost. I know 
how important that principle was for Presi-
dent Kennedy. My brother believed very 
strongly that if you work hard, study hard, 
and are accepted to college, you should be 
able to attend the college of your choice— 
without regard to cost. That view resonated 
powerfully with students and families, and it 
helped create the groundswell that led to the 
creation of the Higher Education Act of 1965. 

We’ve lost sight of that principle in recent 
years, but with this bill, we will renew it 
once again. I’m grateful to my colleague 
Senator ENZI, and to all the Members of our 
Committee who helped shape this important 
legislation. Because of their able work, the 
Senate approved the legislation earlier this 
summer with a resounding bipartisan vote, 
and I look forward to final passage of this 
bill by a similar strong bipartisan majority. 

I again thank all of our colleagues 
and staff and yield the floor. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The senior Senator from Wyo-
ming is recognized. 

Mr. ENZI. I thank the Senator from 
Massachusetts, Mr. KENNEDY, for his 
great explanation of what is in the bill 
we just passed. As the debate on this 
conference report comes to a close, it 
is necessary to thank those who 
worked long and hard to get us to this 
point. It has been a lot of people. I ap-
preciate the extensive list that Senator 
KENNEDY had. 

Chairman KENNEDY has done a mar-
velous job of pulling everybody to-
gether, covering very diverse topics, 
some of them very controversial, and 
working through them. What I always 
like to point out to people is that is 
not always a compromise. Sometimes 
it is a third way. What we are trying to 
do is get to a goal. This bill goes a long 
way toward getting to that goal. I 
thank him for his commitment to not 
only moving forward with this bill but 
to joining me in pressing for the com-
prehensive higher education reform 
bill. 

I would also like to thank everyone 
on my staff who has worked to get us 
to this point. In particular, I would 
like to thank Katherine McGuire, who 
directs the whole operation, all of the 
different bills we are working on. There 
are actually about 55 in the process, 
covering health, education, labor, and 
pensions. 

I would like to thank Beth 
Buehlmann, who has been the edu-
cation guru on our side, who has led 
the team that I have that has helped 
put together these different packages 
in the education area. I have to say, 
our committee covers everything from 
birth to death because we start with 
preschool and then we have elementary 
and secondary education, then we have 
higher education, then we have con-
tinuing education. In this day and age, 
it is important for people not just to 
graduate from college, it is important 
for them to continue to learn. Of 

course, there is a direct relationship 
between how long you continue to 
learn and how long you live. But it is 
going to be even more important as the 
baby boomers are retiring that we en-
courage a lot of them to continue in 
the workforce—perhaps in different 
jobs than they have ever done before. 
So we have a lot of things we need to 
get done yet that we have been work-
ing on. 

Head Start is one of those preschool 
programs we have. We actually handle 
69 preschool programs. We need to do 
some condensing on that so we elimi-
nate some duplication, some excess, 
and some spending. But Head Start has 
already passed the Senate, it has al-
ready passed the House. We are work-
ing very carefully to get that finished 
up now with a conference report, and I 
think we are making good progress on 
that. 

On No Child Left Behind, the House 
has informed us they now have their 
draft proposal ready to discuss. We 
have been working on that in a very bi-
partisan way for a long period of time 
now, going back into the last session of 
Congress and now into this one. Again, 
I congratulate Senator KENNEDY for 
the way he has held coffees to bring in 
experts who can clear up, in a more 
casual atmosphere, some of the dif-
ficulties, give us a better under-
standing and share with us some of 
their ideas on how that can be 
achieved. It has been extremely help-
ful. We have had meetings with Chair-
man MILLER and Ranking Member 
MCKEON from the House along with the 
President and First Lady and the Sec-
retary of Education on numerous occa-
sions. Those have been very bipartisan. 

I would be very remiss if I failed to 
mention the commission that has been 
working on No Child Left Behind that 
provided us with a number of pro-
posals, suggestions, advice on what 
needs to be done to make that even 
more effective. Those have been, again, 
worked on in a very bipartisan way to 
see which fit with all the other ideas 
we have. I think we will come up with 
a plan for that which will improve the 
system. It will eliminate some of the 
feeling that it is just about evaluating 
teachers and will give them more tools 
to know what their students are lack-
ing so we do not leave whole groups of 
children, or individual children, with-
out an education. That is the whole 
purpose of the program. 

We are also trying to work in the 
high school area, where we can elimi-
nate dropouts and eliminate some of 
that remedial work which is needed 
when they get to college. That reme-
dial education costs billions of dollars 
to parents and to taxpayers. 

Another important piece to this puz-
zle that we need to do is continuing 
education. We have passed unani-
mously through the Senate, twice over 
the last 31⁄2 years, the Workforce In-
vestment Act. This is an act which 
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would train 900,000 people for higher 
skilled jobs or different jobs than they 
have held before, so they can retire and 
do something different and still be a 
contributing part of the workforce and 
continue to have revenue coming in. 
But we have never been able to con-
ference that bill. I think that is a 
crime. We need to get it through once 
again, through the Senate, and get it 
conferenced. 

I know some of the concerns were 
what might happen in conference. Now 
it is our side that should have the con-
cerns about what could happen in con-
ference because, as we have seen in 
conference, actually the minority can 
be left out of the process. I hope that 
would not be the case. But there is a 
lot of devilment that could be done, 
and that is why we didn’t get to con-
ference the Workforce Investment Act. 
I kept assuring that would not happen 
in conference, but now the other side 
should know for sure that anything 
they were worried about the Repub-
licans doing in conference will not hap-
pen. I will try to convince the Repub-
licans that the Democrats will show 
equal courtesy and we will not have to 
worry about what they might do in 
that bill and we will wind up with 
something that will actually train peo-
ple to higher skilled jobs so we don’t 
have to outsource those jobs to other 
countries. That is what is happening 
now. We don’t have this training proc-
ess to the level of flexibility where it 
really serves the people in the new oc-
cupations that are coming up. 

The kids in school now will undoubt-
edly have more than a dozen different 
careers. Not different employers; that 
is real easy—you just quit one, move to 
an another, work essentially the same 
kind of job. That is not what I am talk-
ing about. I am talking about moving 
to a new career. Why is that essential? 
Because a lot of the jobs that are avail-
able today will not be available in the 
future. Out of those 14 different occu-
pations that a person will probably 
have, 9 of them haven’t even been in-
vented yet. That is how the world is 
changing. We have to be sure that the 
whole education process, from pre-
school to death, conforms to the new 
economy so people in the United 
States, citizens of the United States 
are the ones getting the good jobs; that 
we are not sending them, with the new 
technology, to other parts of the world. 
We can do it. We are a very innovative 
country. 

This bill we have done today will go 
a long way to helping in higher edu-
cation, but what we focused mostly on 
was just the financing. There are a lot 
of pieces of higher education which go 
beyond that and which the chairman 
and I have been emphasizing to the 
House that they need to get done, and 
we are hoping to have some very firm 
dates on when they will get that done. 
This could get into a Presidential elec-

tion situation if it goes much longer. 
That probably would not be productive 
for higher education or our kids, so we 
need to get it done right away. 

I have mentioned numerous times 
the things that have been left out of 
the reconciliation bill. I will not go 
back through all of those again, al-
though I have some great charts, but I 
would emphasize again that needs to be 
done. 

I will mention one area again because 
this goes back to a story from my ear-
lier days. My first child was applying 
for college. I had to face this formi-
dable form as an accountant. As an ac-
countant, I have trouble understanding 
not only parts of the form but parts of 
the worksheet. This is a typical Gov-
ernment thing. They give you a work-
sheet to be able to fill in a blank of the 
final form, and the worksheet is almost 
as difficult as the form. As an account-
ant, it is a little tough sometimes to 
know what is even supposed to go into 
the blanks, but that is OK because the 
Government always provides extensive 
instructions on how you can interpret 
the blanks you are supposed to fill in. 
Hopefully on the new one-page form we 
have they will not have to refer to ex-
tensive explanations. 

I think it is pretty clear what we 
have on the new ones. It is supple-
mented. Instead of taking pieces off of 
your income tax form to report on, you 
already have the form done, so the 
form can be submitted with it, and 
that has greater explanation than try-
ing to do all of the math Worksheet B 
calls for. So we have simplified that 
greatly. But that is besides the fact 
that now it is very formidable, and 
that keeps a lot of people from ever ap-
plying for financial aid. 

I had the opportunity to fill out one 
of these when my first child was get-
ting ready to go to college and was 
picking a fairly expensive college, and 
I thought maybe we can qualify for 
help, and the financial officer said: Yes, 
I think you probably can; you just have 
to fill out this little form. 

We filled it out. We were in the shoe 
business. We had a single shoe store. It 
was a family shoe store. My wife and I 
both worked there, and the kids 
worked there some of the time, and we 
had other people who worked for us, 
too. We were going through all the cri-
ses that small businesses today have to 
deal with, like, how do you afford the 
insurance for your people? It is not fair 
to buy insurance for yourself unless 
you buy insurance for the people who 
work for you. We were going through a 
number of those crises. Anybody in 
small business knows there are those 
times when you wake up in the middle 
of the night with an ‘‘O my word, how 
am I going to pay the bills today?’’ 

Aside from that, I filled out the form 
and got the results back and they said: 
You really don’t qualify. There are two 
essential reasons. One is, if you sold off 

a fourth of your inventory each year, 
you wouldn’t need the help. If you sell 
off a fourth of your inventory and your 
child makes it through school in 4 
years—which is not standard, but I do 
want to say all three of my kids did 
graduate in 4 years—but if you sell off 
one-fourth of your inventory each year, 
you can afford to send your child to 
college without any financial help. 

I had to point out to them that if I 
sold off one-fourth of my inventory 
each 4 years, I would be out of business 
by the time my child graduated. 

That is not quite fair, and hopefully 
we have made some corrections so that 
we won’t be putting people out of busi-
ness in order to get their kids through 
college, but we will be expecting them 
to make contributions to the expense 
of their education. 

The other surprise was we had made 
our kids work. We made them save a 
substantial piece of what they earned 
when they worked so they could pay 
part of their way to college. This same 
financial officer said to me: You know, 
she would have been better off if she 
had bought a car because that wouldn’t 
count against her. 

What kind of incentive is that for the 
kids in this country? They really will 
appreciate their education more if they 
participate in their education. So I 
think if we can get that reauthoriza-
tion part through, we will protect and 
incentivize kids to actually work to-
ward their college education, so it will 
mean more to them as they go 
through, and that will probably cut 
down a little bit on how long it takes 
them to get through school because 
part of that money is theirs. I would 
like to see every kid be able to get an 
education and have some money left 
over when they get their education, 
not a whole bunch of loans. We will be 
able to help with that by passing this 
reconciliation conference report. 

I do have some concerns, as every-
body does when they pass a bill. I am 
the only accountant in the Senate, so 
when we look at some of this stuff and 
the way we score things, I do have 
some difficulties with it. We need to be 
aware of them because these are going 
to come back to bite us later. 

One is the chart the Senator from 
New Hampshire used earlier, which 
shows how scoring works around here, 
and that is that you can provide bene-
fits, and then if you can end the scor-
ing at a particular point, you can drop 
off to a zero and show that you fully 
funded it. 

It is not going to work that way in 
reality. I do not know who is going to 
be in the majority when we get to 2012. 
Nobody does. But whoever is in the ma-
jority at 2012 has to figure out how to 
fill the gap of the dip in the chart, as 
well as take care of the inflation that 
has happened in the meantime, and, 
hopefully, greater Pell grants as a 
whole, in reality, at that point in time. 
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Why am I concerned about this? Well, 

we have done some things with interest 
rates over a period of time that have 
had some of these same effects on stu-
dents. We always try to figure out how 
we can get the lowest interest rate for 
kids who are going to college. And that 
is important. And a number of Sen-
ators, including the Presiding Officer, 
have pointed out the importance of 
that. 

Well, we got involved in interest 
rates actually when President Carter 
was in office, and interest rates rose to 
18 percent and were going higher, and 
did go higher. We had no idea how 
much higher. We had no idea whether 
they would ever come down again. 

So Congress got involved with stu-
dent loans and said: 6.8 percent is the 
highest that anybody is going to pay 
while they go to college, and we did 
kind of put some ends on that. In the 
meantime, of course, interest rates 
came back down. We went to variable 
rates, which allowed the Government 
to fluctuate more on interest rates. 
But each time, it becomes a problem 
for whoever is in the majority because 
you can pin the difficulty on them and 
say: ‘You have got to solve it. And no 
matter what solution you come up 
with, we are not going to like it, and 
we are going to make it into a cam-
paign issue.’ 

Well, I hope we do not do that all of 
the time. But it is important for people 
to realize that we are cutting the inter-
est rates in this reconciliation bill we 
just did, and we are going to get them 
down to 3.4 percent. But that is over a 
period of time. So students who are in 
college and just heard the discussion 
should not expect to go get a loan—or 
as soon as the President signs the bill— 
at 3.4 percent. That gets phased in. It 
will get down to 3.4 percent. But then 
it ends, and we run into the same situ-
ation that I pointed out a minute ago; 
that one party or the other is going to 
be in the majority at that time, and 
they are going to have to solve that 
problem of how we keep the interest 
rate at 3.4 percent or lower, or match 
up to higher rates, because they all 
have a cost. 

Now, how does that cost get handled? 
Well, it does not make a whole lot of 
difference to the banks because we sub-
sidize them up to a level, and we 
change that from time to time too. The 
subsidy is what we have been talking 
about in this reconciliation bill. You 
can offer this lower rate to the stu-
dents, and then we will provide a sub-
sidy so that you make a reasonable 
rate of return. Now, we always have a 
little trouble deciding what that rea-
sonable rate of return is, and that is 
what we are talking about. 

Two years ago, we cut that subsidy, 
and we cut it pretty severely and made 
billions in savings off of cutting that 
corporate subsidy. 

Now, at that time what we did is put 
half of the savings in the subsidy, 

which actually comes from the tax-
payers,—You have got to understand 
that it is from the taxpayers that we 
are doing this—but we took half of that 
and we put it to deficit reduction, 
which is kind of a return to the tax-
payers. 

We took the other half and did a 
number of things for students. We de-
creased loan origination fees to 0 per-
cent. We put $8 billion into specialized 
kinds of Pell grants, which were the 
SMART and American Competitiveness 
Grants for science, technology, engi-
neering, math, and some critical for-
eign languages. That is a real need for 
this country. 

If we do not address that need, we are 
going to have some difficult economic 
times in this country. So we said we 
have to get more young people involved 
in science, technology, engineering, 
and math. And we took care of the col-
lege portion of that, encouraging them 
with a smaller amount their freshman 
year, and then a little bit bigger in 
sophomore year, and a lot bigger in 
their junior and senior years if they 
would do science, technology, engineer-
ing, and math. That came to $8 billion. 

We also increased loan limits for 
freshmen and sophomores. We in-
creased asset protection, and we in-
creased auto zero to $20,000. That is the 
income level up to which you auto-
matically get a full Pell grant. So we 
did a number things with the money 
for students. At that point in time we 
were criticized for a lot of things we 
did not do for students that could have 
been done, just as there will be criti-
cism with this bill for things that 
could or could not be done. 

I do think we arrived at a good solu-
tion, one that will work, one that I am 
hopeful and pretty sure the President 
is going to sign, that will make a dif-
ference for young people. But I do want 
to emphasize that we do need to finish 
that reauthorization package. Without 
that, a lot of this does not work. It 
sounds good, but it does not work. So 
let’s get the whole job done. 

Since 2004, we have extended the 
Higher Education Act eight different 
times. We have said: ‘What we have 
now is good enough, so we cannot reach 
any other kind of a decision. So let’s 
just extend it again.’ I do not want to 
have a ninth extension. I want to get 
the job done. 

There are some great things. We have 
hundreds of pages. The bill is that 
thick, for reauthorization, that does 
good things for students. This is the 
part we are talking about we have not 
done yet. This has stuff in it that needs 
to be done, and we can do it. 

The agreement in the Senate on this 
was 95 to 0. You don’t get more bipar-
tisan than 95 to 0. I am pretty sure if 
the other five people would have been 
here, it would been 100 to 0. That is 
agreement. That is because this des-
perately needs to be done. I am glad 

the House is going to take a look at it. 
In fact, the chairman told me that they 
would be using this bill as a blueprint. 

I assured him if he used that as a 
blueprint and took the wording that 
goes with it, it can be done reasonably. 
Around here we usually do not do that 
sort of thing, though, because each of 
us has to get a fingerprint on every-
thing, and that slows down the process 
sometimes. But I suspect it will be fair-
ly close to what we have done here. It 
needs to be done as soon as possible. 

Now, I began my thank-yous earlier. 
I want to finish my thank-yous and my 
speech. Besides Katherine McGuire and 
Beth Buehlmann on my staff, I wanted 
to thank Ann Clough, Adam Briddell, 
Amy Shank, Ilyse Schuman, Greg 
Dean, and Kelly Hastings. 

I would be very remiss if I did not 
thank the members of Senator KEN-
NEDY’s staff for their hard work and co-
operation: Michael Myers, Carmel Mar-
tin, JD LaRock, Missy Rohrbach, and 
Erin Renner. 

Finally, I would like to thank all of 
the members of the HELP Committee 
and their staffs for their hard work 
throughout this process. This has been 
one of the most contentious commit-
tees in years past. When we are work-
ing on education and health, this is one 
of the most cooperative committees in 
the Senate. 

We do intend to make progress in all 
four of the areas that we work in. We 
got the pensions area pretty well 
wrapped up last year. There has been a 
little technical correction portion that 
we have to get done yet. 

There are always different things in 
the pension area. But we made some 
significant changes in the labor area 
last year, too, that have come to light 
in recent weeks with the first change, 
the biggest change in mine safety in 28 
years. We will be reviewing the tragedy 
that happened in Utah to see how that 
fits in with what we did or did not get 
accomplished and will look at future 
changes. 

But it took us 28 years to make the 
first major change. It will not hurt if it 
gets to 24 or 28 months before we get 
the reports in that help us to analyze 
any other changes that we need to 
make. 

Once again, I thank my colleague 
from Massachusetts, Senator KENNEDY, 
for his tremendous effort, his tremen-
dous knowledge, his capabilities to ex-
plain and come through with the ideas, 
sometimes compromises, but quite 
often a third way of doing things. It 
makes a huge difference in the result. 

I yield the floor. 
f 

TRIBUTE TO PAUL CAHILL AND 
WARREN PAYNE 

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. President, I 
pause for a moment today, with thou-
sands from across the country who 
have gathered in Boston, to remember 
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the lives of two of our Massachusetts 
firefighters, Paul Cahill and Warren 
Payne, who were laid to rest yesterday 
and today in West Roxbury and Dor-
chester. A week ago, Warren and Paul, 
lost their lives in heroically combating 
a 4-alarm fire in West Roxbury. We 
proudly honor the memory of these two 
heroes who gave their lives so coura-
geously and unselfishly in the line of 
duty. We are deeply grateful for their 
service, and we mourn their loss. 

Paul Cahill was 55 and a father of 
three children. He had previously 
served in the U.S. Navy and he joined 
the Boston Fire Department in 1993. 

Warren Payne was 53, and a father of 
two children. He had been a firefighter 
for 19 years, and was not scheduled to 
be on call that night, but he had agreed 
to help a friend. 

Both Paul and Warren were men of 
immense bravery and dedication, and 
were committed to the lives and the 
well-being of their community. Each 
day they served our city, they were 
ready to place themselves on the front 
lines, and the people of Boston will 
never forget their outstanding service 
and the difference they made. 

My heart is in Boston today with the 
firefighters from across the country, 
and especially those from Engine 30, 
Ladder 25 in West Roxbury. They did 
the job they loved to do. May God bless 
Paul and Warren, and all of their fam-
ily and friends who have gathered in 
Boston to grieve for them. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO JOHN WARNER 

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. President, it is 
with a touch of sadness that I speak 
about my friend, the senior Senator 
from Virginia, JOHN WARNER, who an-
nounced last week that he will not 
seek a sixth term and will return to 
the Commonwealth he loves so well fol-
lowing the conclusion of the 110th Con-
gress. We will miss our friend, our col-
league, and one of our finest and most 
respected members. 

JOHN WARNER is a true American pa-
triot, who has spent his life serving the 
public good. From volunteering to 
serve in World War II at the age of 17, 
to his service as Secretary of the Navy 
and his years among us in the Senate, 
his life has been defined by a commit-
ment of service to others. 

First and foremost a Virginia gen-
tleman, JOHN WARNER is also one of the 
greatest advocates our fighting men 
and women have ever had in the U.S. 
Senate, consistently supporting their 
interests regardless of the prevailing 
winds. 

He was an extraordinary chairman of 
the Armed Services Committee, where 
he helped transform the Committee 
from a Cold War posture to a new focus 
on emerging threats, rapid techno-
logical changes, and asymmetric war-
fare. The changes he made helped usher 
the committee into the 21st Century. 

As his colleague on the committee for 
a quarter century, I can attest to the 
unrivalled depth of his understanding 
of our Nation’s military, and was 
grateful to have the opportunity to call 
upon him innumerable times over the 
years for his wise counsel. 

In addition to his commitment and 
dedication to our military and to a 
strong national defense, JOHN WARNER 
is also the embodiment of the finest 
traditions of the Senate. Deliberate, 
thoughtful, and principled, over the 
past 28 years he has shown us all that 
we can disagree without being dis-
agreeable, and that the demands of 
party must yield to the demands of the 
American people that we do our very 
best to support our armed forces in 
their all-important missions for our 
country and our future. 

Time after time, he has dem-
onstrated his courage, decency and 
high principles in the Senate, whatever 
the partisan passions of the moment. 
That is who JOHN WARNER is—someone 
who thinks long and hard about impor-
tant decisions, and then does what he 
feels is right. 

I am sure he and Jeanne thought long 
and hard about the decision to retire 
from the Senate, and I know it wasn’t 
an easy call. He will leave enormous 
shoes to fill for the next person elected 
to serve the people of Virginia in this 
body. 

I will miss serving side by side with 
JOHN WARNER in the next Congress, but 
I am grateful we will have him here in 
the Senate for the coming year, espe-
cially, as we work to find answers to 
the extraordinarily complex and dan-
gerous situation we confront in the 
Middle East. I am sure that all of us 
admire him for his statesmanship and 
leadership. 

And we are especially grateful for his 
friendship, which extended to my 
brothers Jack and Bobby as well. 

We will miss him very much. 
f 

MORNING BUSINESS 

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate 
proceed to a period of morning business 
with Senators permitted to speak for 
up to 10 minutes each. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

The senior Senator from Oregon is 
recognized for 10 minutes. 

f 

ADMIRATION FOR SENATOR 
KENNEDY 

Mr. WYDEN. Mr. President, before he 
leaves the floor, we have seen with 
Chairman KENNEDY over the last 2 min-
utes why he is so admired by Senators 
on both sides of the aisle. We have seen 
how he has engineered critically im-
portant bipartisan legislation that 
helps our working families in the edu-

cation area. We have heard him speak 
eloquently about fallen firefighters. We 
admire them so tremendously in Bos-
ton and across the country. Of course, 
once again, when we think of Senator 
WARNER—I will have more to say about 
him in the days ahead—Senator KEN-
NEDY has spoken for all of us this 
morning as he talked about how much 
we value Senator WARNER’s counseled 
insight. I want him to know how much 
I appreciate his leadership and how 
much I value his counsel in the Senate. 

Mr. KENNEDY. I thank the Senator. 
Mr. WYDEN. Mr. President, I know 

we are in morning business. I ask unan-
imous consent to speak on the health 
care issue for up to 20 minutes. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

f 

HEALTH CARE 
Mr. WYDEN. Mr. President, Senator 

BENNETT of Utah and I have brought to 
the Senate the first bipartisan uni-
versal health care coverage legislation 
in more than 13 years. I thought today 
I would open my remarks on health 
care in something of a light fashion. 
There is a brand new study that has re-
cently found Americans are no longer 
the tallest people in the world. Over 
the past 50 or so years, the U.S. popu-
lation has lost that status and now 
ranks among the shortest among in-
dustrialized countries. The Netherlands 
now holds the honor for the tallest na-
tion. The authors of this new study 
speculate this change may stem from 
the fact that most other affluent coun-
tries have health care systems that 
cover their entire population and that 
particularly healthy lifestyles and 
healthy diets are also significant fac-
tors. 

Senator BENNETT is 6 foot 6. I am 6 
foot 4. We would like our country to 
get its rightful position back as the 
leader among nations in the height de-
partment. We think part of what is 
going to be necessary to do that, in all 
seriousness, to make our health poli-
cies more health focused rather than 
just spending on health care, is to 
adopt some fresh policies. We have 
been particularly interested this week 
because the Wall Street Journal, which 
colleagues know displays a preference 
for private health care sector solu-
tions, has written a fascinating front 
page article this week on the special 
accomplishments in Holland with re-
spect to health care. I have long been 
of the view that as we look finally to 
accomplishing what this country has 
not been able to do for 70 years, which 
is to get all Americans good quality, 
affordable health care, we are going to 
have to devise our own system. It is 
not going to be possible to import some 
other country’s system of health care 
to our Nation and pretty much plop it 
down on the United States and say: 
This is the way to go. 
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But as the Wall Street Journal said 

in their article this week, there are 
some important lessons to learn as it 
relates to the experience of other coun-
tries. 

I ask unanimous consent to print in 
the RECORD this front page article from 
the Wall Street Journal with respect to 
health care. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

IN HOLLAND, SOME SEE MODEL FOR U.S. 
HEALTH-CARE SYSTEM 

(By Gautam Naik) 
THE HAGUE.—The Netherlands is using 

competition and a small dose of regulation 
to pursue what many in the U.S. hunger to 
achieve: Health insurance for everyone, cou-
pled with a tighter lid on costs. 

Since a new system took effect here last 
year, cost growth is projected to fall this 
year to about 3% after inflation from 4.5% in 
2006. Waiting lists are shrinking, and private 
health insurers are coming up with innova-
tive ways to care for the sick. 

The Dutch system features 2 key rules: All 
adults must buy insurance, and all insurers 
must offer a policy to anyone who applies, no 
matter how old or how sick. Those who can’t 
afford to pay the premiums get help from the 
state, financed by taxes on the well-off. 

The system hinges on competition among 
insurers. They are expected to cut premiums, 
persuade consumers to live healthier lives, 
and push hospitals to provide better and 
lower-cost care. 

Some are already taking unusual steps. 
The insurance company Menzis has opened 3 
of its own primary-care centers to serve the 
patients it insures, and plans to open dozens 
more in a move to lower costs. Rival UVIT 
offers discount vouchers to customers who 
buy low-cholesterol versions of yogurt, but-
ter and milk. 

To prevent insurers from seeking only 
young, healthy customers, the government 
compensates insurers for taking on higher- 
risk patients. Insurers get a ‘‘risk-equali-
zation’’ payment for covering the elderly and 
those with certain conditions such as diabe-
tes. 

Three years ago, Rianne Boel, who works 
in a store that sells large-size clothes for 
women, weighted 293 pounds and suffered 
from diabetes. She joined a new UVIT pro-
gram that promised to pay her back about 
$676 for gym membership—provided Ms. Boel 
lost 7.5% of her weight in 15 months. 

The 45-year-old, who lives in the town of 
Tilburg, says she stopped eating french fries 
and pizza and took up an intensive regimen 
of walking, cycling and rowing. She met her 
weightloss target and used the gym-member-
ship rebate to buy some new clothes. 

Ms. Boel now hopes to manage her diabetes 
more efficiently and lose more weight. ‘‘I 
don’t like exercising,’’ she says, ‘‘but at least 
I can now walk without a stick.’’ That’s wel-
come news to UVIT. Says spokesman Bert 
Rensen, ‘‘Once she stops using insulin, which 
we pay for, it will save us £900 [about $1,200] 
a year.’’ 

LIKELY OPPOSITION 
What works in the Netherlands, a small 

country of 16.6 million people, may not read-
ily apply to America. A Dutch-style scheme 
would likely raise opposition among U.S. 
doctors and Republicans who are cautious 
about higher taxes. But many U.S. states are 
similar in size, and one, Massachusetts, is al-
ready experimenting with a universal-cov-
erage scheme. 

‘‘The lesson for America is that this is 
what we ought to do,’’ says Alain Enthoven, 
a professor at Stanford University. 

Three decades ago, Prof. Enthoven pub-
lished a pioneering proposal for what he 
called ‘‘managed competition,’’ a version of 
which the Dutch have now adopted. 

The Enthoven plan partly inspired the 
Clinton administration’s failed health-care 
overhaul effort in the 1990s. It has now come 
full circle. Last October, an economist from 
the Dutch health ministry was invited to de-
scribe his country’s new approach to about 50 
Massachusetts politicians and policy makers 
in Boston, as the state was developing its 
own plan for mandatory health insurance. 

After being sidelined for more than a dec-
ade, health care is once again a hot issue on 
the U.S. political agenda. Two leading Demo-
cratic presidential candidates, Sen. Barack 
Obama of Illinois and former Sen. John Ed-
wards of North Carolina, have backed the 
idea of universal coverage and suggested 
ways to achieve it. California Gov. Arnold 
Schwarzenegger, a Republican, has pushed a 
proposal to require all state residents to ob-
tain health insurance, but he hasn’t been 
able to strike a deal with state legislators to 
enact a plan. 

The notion of competition among insurers 
is nothing new to Americans. Most Ameri-
cans under 65 get insurance via their em-
ployer, which can compare plans and pick 
the one that it thinks offers the best cov-
erage for the money. To cut costs, U.S. in-
surers bargain with doctors for discounted 
rates and try to weed out overbilling and 
frivolous treatments. 

The system has failed to stop U.S. health 
costs from shooting up, and it has left many 
doctors complaining that their medical judg-
ment is being second-guessed by bean 
counters. It isn’t clear that a Dutch-style 
system, also centered on insurer competi-
tion, could do any better. Dutch doctors 
were among the most vociferous opponents 
of an overhaul and many remain skeptical. 

Still, there are some differences in the 
Dutch way that may work to its advantage. 
One is the emphasis on individuals buying 
coverage. In the U.S., employers tend to be 
poor buyers of health care. They’re unfa-
miliar with the needs of the people actually 
using the health care—their employees—and 
it is difficult for a large company to switch 
insurers. 

By putting the onus on consumers, Dutch 
officials hope that more people will get the 
coverage they need. The ‘‘risk equalization’’ 
that helps Dutch insurers cover sicker people 
is also critical. In the U.S., competition 
among insurers often means competition to 
find the healthiest customers, especially in 
the individual market. 

The Netherlands began to overhaul its 
health system in 1987 after a government 
committee concluded that the best approach 
was ‘‘managed competition,’’ the idea first 
proposed by Prof. Enthoven of Stanford. 

The task was enormous. The country had 
four different coverage schemes. The 
wealthiest third of the population was re-
quired to get health insurance without gov-
ernment assistance. Some in this group re-
ceived help from employers in paying pre-
miums, while others paid the whole bill 
themselves. The bulk of the Dutch popu-
lation was covered under a compulsory state- 
run health-insurance scheme financed by de-
ductions from wages. Civil servants and 
older people were insured under two separate 
plans within this state-run scheme. 

The government closely regulated hospital 
budgets and doctors’ fees, but provided few 

incentives to cut costs. When hospitals lost 
money on a particular kind of care, they ra-
tioned it. Many patients ended up on waiting 
lists. 

People in line for heart transplants were 
particularly affected. In the mid-1990s, fewer 
than three Dutch people per million received 
such transplants. By comparison, a study of 
12 European countries showed that only 
Greece had a lower rate of such operations. 
ln the U.S., there were about nine heart 
transplants per million people. 

In 1999, waiting lists increased by 2%, de-
spite a $54 million initiative to reduce them. 
‘‘Dead on the waiting list,’’ read one cover 
story of Vrij Nederland, a weekly magazine 
that, like other Dutch media, relentlessly 
criticized the country’s health system. 

‘‘We felt frustrated,’’ recalls Hans 
Hoogervorst, who was the health minister 
from 2003 to early 2007 and a major force in 
pushing through the overhaul. 

Though the Dutch still enjoyed better 
health than the residents of many developed 
countries, standards were slipping. Between 
1960 and 2000, the increase in Dutch life ex-
pectancy was 4.5 years, while its neighbors, 
Germany and Belgium, showed far better in-
creases of 8.1 and 7.1 years, respectively, ac-
cording to the Organization for Economic 
Cooperation and Development. In the U.S., 
the increase was nearly seven years. 

As in the U.S., medical costs began to in-
crease, driven by an aging population and 
the increased use of expensive new tech-
nology. Between 2000 and 2004, Dutch health 
spending as a share of gross domestic prod-
uct shot up to 10% from 8%. 

In late 2004, the Dutch House of Represent-
atives passed a law to usher in mandatory 
health insurance and switch people on state- 
run insurance to private carriers. But family 
doctors fretted that it would allow insurers 
to interfere in medical decisions, for example 
by pushing cheaper drugs. 

The following May, thousands of Dutch 
general practitioners went on a three-day 
strike. Some tied their hands together with 
rope to symbolize their helplessness. In re-
sponse, Mr. Hoogervorst promised to provide 
some protections for doctors in the new leg-
islation. One of them was that patients 
wouldn’t bear a big financial cost if they 
chose to go to a doctor not under contract 
with their insurer. Soon after, the senate ap-
proved the new plan. 

It took effect on Jan. 1, 2006. Despite pre-
dictions of chaos, the changeover was sur-
prisingly smooth. The government set up a 
Web site where consumers could analyze in-
surers’ offerings. Consumers were allowed to 
switch insurers once a year. As 2006 ap-
proached, the health ministry predicted that 
only 5% would bother. Instead, nearly 20% of 
people switched, either to get a better price 
or because they were dissatisfied with their 
insurer. 

PREMIUM WAR 
Consumers also benefited from a premium 

war as insurers made a grab for market 
share. The Dutch health ministry had pre-
dicted that insurers in 2006 would price the 
annual mandatory premium at an average of 
£1,106, or about $1,500. Instead, market forces 
set it at £1,028, 7.6% lower. This year, it has 
risen to £1,103, partly because of an easing in 
the price war. That’s still less than the £1,134 
the government predicted for 2007. 

Included in the overhaul was a deal the 
government negotiated with generic-drug 
makers to cut prices by about 40%. The ge-
neric-drug makers made up for some of their 
lost revenue by reducing the rebates and bo-
nuses they provided to pharmacists to rec-
ommend their drugs to customers. From 2004 
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through 2006, annual drug spending grew at 
an average annual rate of 2.8%, down from 
9% annual growth earlier in the decade. 

Insurers have taken a hit, though. UVIT, 
which has more than four million customers, 
was forced to open a 200-person call center to 
help consumers switch between plans. In 
2005, UVIT had total revenue of about $7.6 
billion and made a profit of about $202 mil-
lion from health insurance, which is its main 
business. Last year, the company’s health 
business posted a loss of $30 million. UVIT 
expects to return to profitability this year, 
partly by negotiating lower prices with hos-
pitals. 

In most European countries, consumers 
have no idea what their health insurance 
costs because they are covered by national 
health-insurance schemes financed by pay-
roll taxes, as used to be the case in the Neth-
erlands. On a visit to Germany last year, Mr. 
Hoogervorst boasted that thanks to his 
country’s switch to private insurance paid 
by individuals, ‘‘no other European country 
has a population so keenly aware of the costs 
of their health-care insurance.’’ 

Now that they see the bills more clearly, 
some consumers feel their payments have 
gone up. In one survey mainly of labor-union 
members, about 70% said they were finan-
cially worse off in some ways. 

Insurers get risk-equalization payments 
for patients with about 30 major diseases. 
They can use these to offer discounted pre-
miums and programs tailored to those with 
heart disease, diabetes and other ailments. 

One shortcoming is that many diseases 
aren’t subject to risk equalization. The ex-
cluded diseases—such as migraine head-
aches—are harder to diagnose and their 
treatment costs are harder to predict. ‘‘Seen 
from the side of migraine patients, this is 
highly unfair,’’ says Peter Vriezen, president 
of the Dutch Headache Patients Association. 

The real test of the Dutch approach is yet 
to come: Can insurers push hospitals to 
lower their costs and improve their quality? 
Insurers have clout because they can direct 
large numbers of patients toward particular 
hospitals. But, in a holdover from the old 
system, insurers can currently negotiate 
prices * * *. The figure will rise to 20% by 
the end of this year, and continue to go up. 

Because Dutch hospitals used to receive 
fixed prices for their services, and got more 
money for more service regardless of quality, 
they had little incentive to improve their 
care. Under the new system, insurers should 
be providing that incentive, but Mr. 
Hoogervorst acknowledges, ‘‘Thee’s still a 
long way to go to increase competition 
among hospitals.’’ 

MARKET INCENTIVES 
One concern is the potential for overcon-

centration among insurers. UVIT, for exam-
ple, is the result of a merger between four in-
surers. ‘‘If eventually you have only three or 
five insurers, you might wonder how many 
market incentives will remain,’’ says Niek 
Klazinga, professor of social medicine at the 
University of Amsterdam. 

Last fall, Prof. Enthoven delivered a 
speech to health economists in Rotterdam. 
He congratulated the Dutch for being ‘‘in the 
lead’’ in health-care change. However, he 
cautioned, ‘‘you still have considerable work 
ahead of you to transform your present suc-
cess with insurance’’ into a system that de-
livers improving care. 

Some insurers are taking unusual steps to 
get there. Menzis rewards doctors with bo-
nuses if they prescribe generics instead of 
more expensive branded drugs. UVIT ranks 
hospitals based on the quality of care. 

To put pressure on Dutch hospitals, some 
insurers let patients go to other countries 
where high-level care for certain ailments 
costs less. Thea Gerits, 71, went to Germany 
for a hip replacement and spent four weeks 
in a rehabilitation center there, receiving 
physical therapy and enjoying yoga, mas-
sages and mud baths. 

UVIT paid the $19,000 bill. It says the same 
amount in the Netherlands would buy only 
the surgery and basic therapy. Ms. Gerits 
came home happy, and soon was riding her 
bicycle again. ‘‘I got lots of attention,’’ she 
says. * * *. 

Mr. WYDEN. I am going to read one 
paragraph at the outset of the article: 

Since a new system took effect here last 
year, cost growth is projected to fall this 
year to about 3 [percent] after inflation from 
4.5 [percent] in 2006. Waiting lists are shrink-
ing, and private health insurers are coming 
up with innovative ways to care for the sick. 

What struck Senator BENNETT and I 
is, there is an awful lot of comparison 
between our bipartisan legislation and 
the experience of the Dutch. For exam-
ple, both in Holland and in the United 
States under our proposal, there would 
be a requirement that individuals 
would have to purchase their own 
health insurance. Insurers under our 
proposal, as in Holland, would not be 
able to discriminate against individ-
uals who have had illnesses. We saw in 
the movie ‘‘Sicko’’ that wonderful 
scene with the ‘‘Star Wars’’ music de-
scribing all the various conditions that 
individuals might have that would ex-
clude them from insurance coverage. 
That would be illegal under what Sen-
ator BENNETT and I are advocating. It 
is illegal, according to the Wall Street 
Journal, in the Netherlands. 

Finally, in the Netherlands and 
under our legislation, there is a sharp 
and specific focus on prevention and 
wellness. The tragedy in our country 
is, we don’t have health care at all. 
What we largely have is sick care. 
Medicare shows this probably more 
clearly than anything else. Medicare 
Part A will pay huge expenses for sen-
ior citizens’ hospital bills. The check 
goes from the Government to the hos-
pital. But Medicare Part B, on the 
other hand, will pay for virtually noth-
ing for prevention and keeping people 
well. Senator BENNETT and I seek to 
change that. For the first time under 
our legislation, Medicare would be au-
thorized to discount the premiums for 
seniors who lower their blood pressure, 
lower their cholesterol, practice good 
health in their individual lives. I am 
struck by this Wall Street Journal ar-
ticle, where insurers in Holland are 
adopting much the same kind of ap-
proach. The article states on the front 
page that insurers now are offering dis-
counts to customers who buy low cho-
lesterol versions of yogurt, butter, and 
milk. 

The point is, worldwide the message 
is getting out. Prevention works. 
Wellness, a new focus on personal re-
sponsibility, and keeping our citizens 
healthy makes sense. They are doing it 

in Holland. The Wall Street Journal de-
scribes the positive benefits there. I 
and Senator BENNETT, along with our 
cosponsors, Senators BILL NELSON, 
LAMAR ALEXANDER, and JUDD GREGG, 
are trying to build a bipartisan coali-
tion in the Senate to do exactly the 
same. 

Our legislation, the Healthy Ameri-
cans Act, would require that everyone 
not on Medicare or in the military 
would have to purchase private health 
insurance. But to make sure that is do-
able, we fix the broken marketplace. 
Under our legislation, private insur-
ance companies wouldn’t be able to 
cherry-pick. They wouldn’t be able to 
take just healthy people and send sick 
people over to Government programs 
more fragile than they are. They 
couldn’t discriminate against those 
with illnesses. They would have to 
spread risks through large groups of 
people. Right now essentially much of 
the private insurance business is about 
filtering out those people who have ill-
nesses and finding a way to cover just 
those who are healthy. Our legislation 
would change that. 

We also take critical steps to make 
sure that if you are going to require 
that people purchase coverage, you 
have generous subsidies for folks with 
modest incomes. What Senator BEN-
NETT and I propose—and apparently 
they are doing something along these 
lines in Holland—is to subsidize those 
up to 100 percent of poverty completely 
and for those between 100 percent of 
poverty and 400 percent of poverty, 
there would be a partial subsidy. The 
most generous subsidies of any pro-
gram anywhere in our country would 
be offered under this legislation that 
we are offering, with Senators ALEX-
ANDER, GREGG, and NELSON of Florida. 

How do we pay for it? The Lewin 
Group, which is kind of the gold stand-
ard for looking at health policies, 
scored the administration’s ap-
proaches, many of the States and ours 
and said we can find a lot of the sav-
ings under our legislation through an 
administrative process that establishes 
that once you sign up in Ohio, once you 
sign up in Oregon or anywhere else in 
the country, you are in for life. You 
don’t have to sign up again and again 
and again. In my State, my guess is it 
is very similar to the situation in Ohio, 
if you are on Medicaid, there is some-
thing like 31 or 32 categories of cov-
erage. A poor person has to try to 
squeeze themselves into one of those 
boxes in order to get coverage. It is de-
grading to the poor and a big waste of 
money. 

What Senator BENNETT and I have of-
fered is a one-stop process so you sign 
up once, and everything else from that 
point on is essentially accomplished 
through the magical world of elec-
tronic transfers. An individual’s con-
tribution would be taken out of their 
paycheck while they are working. Ours 
is fully funded. 
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There is an opportunity for bipar-

tisan cooperation, particularly should 
the Bush administration want to assist 
in this effort. For example, every sin-
gle economist who has come before the 
Finance Committee, before the Budget 
Committee, has talked about the Tax 
Code as it relates to health care dis-
proportionately favoring the most af-
fluent and rewarding inefficiency at 
the same time. To put it another way, 
if you are a high-flying CEO in the 
United States, if you want to go out 
and get a designer smile put on your 
face, you can write off the cost of that 
service on your taxes. But if you are a 
hard-working woman without any 
health plan and a local furniture store, 
you get nothing. So I and Senator BEN-
NETT redirect the current tax expendi-
tures. They are the biggest part of pri-
vate health care spending. 

The Lewin Group establishes in their 
analysis of our report that would en-
sure we could expand coverage over the 
next few years without any additional 
cost to taxpayers. The Lewin Group 
has said the proposal now being spon-
sored by five Members of the Senate 
would slow the rate of growth in health 
care spending by $1.5 trillion. 

I know the distinguished Presiding 
Officer has a great interest in health. 
We are so pleased he is here because we 
have worked together on these issues 
often. It is clear this is the premier do-
mestic issue of our time. A combina-
tion of today’s demographics with a 
rapidly aging population, escalating 
costs, the huge increase in chronic ill-
ness, our current health care system is 
not sustainable. It is not one we can 
put on automatic pilot and say: Let us 
run it this way for years and years in 
the future. 

The tragedy is with all the wonderful 
doctors and hospitals and nurses in 
Ohio and Oregon, all across the coun-
try, we are spending enough money on 
health care to do this job. We are sim-
ply not spending it in the right places. 

To give an idea of how out of whack 
American health care spending is, for 
the amount of money we are spending 
today, $2.3 trillion, 300 million of us in 
the country, you divide 300 million into 
$2.3 trillion, and you could go out and 
hire a doctor for every seven families 
in the United States and say: Doctor, 
your job will be for this year to take 
care of seven families, and we will pay 
you $200,000 a year. 

My experience, I say to the Acting 
President pro tempore, is that when I 
bring this up to physicians at home in 
Oregon, they say: Ron, where do I go to 
get my seven families? It sounds pretty 
good to be able to get back into the 
business of practicing medicine again 
and advocating for my patients rather 
than going through all this paperwork 
and bureaucracy and redtape. 

So we are spending enough on health 
care today. We are not spending it in 
the right places. That is what they 

have begun to change in Holland, ac-
cording to the Wall Street Journal this 
week. That is what I and Senator BEN-
NETT and our colleagues on both sides 
of the aisle are seeking to do in the 
Senate. 

One last comment, Mr. President. I 
know there is a hectic schedule for all 
Senators, and certainly the Senator 
from Ohio. 

The question is whether there should 
be action now or the Congress should 
simply wait for another Presidential 
election. Here are the consequences of 
waiting for several more years. The 
Census Bureau reported last week that 
2.2 million additional Americans were 
without health insurance between 2005 
and 2006. If this Congress waits a cou-
ple of years more, we can expect that 
number to increase and the number 
without coverage in this country to 
hemorrhage further. 

That is a moral abomination, No. 1; 
and it is going to be costly to tax-
payers, No. 2, because those people 
very often will have to go to hospital 
emergency rooms to get their coverage. 
Of course, those bills will be passed on 
to businesses in Ohio and Oregon and 
across the country and to our tax-
payers. So the costs of delay are very 
direct and immediate. 

Second, with respect to employer- 
based coverage, the new numbers indi-
cate the number of employers offering 
coverage has now fallen below 60 per-
cent. It is pretty easy to see why, with 
these double-digit premium hikes, 
Price Waterhouse says health costs are 
going to average, this year, a little 
over 11 percent. A lot of our employers 
want to do the right thing by their 
workers and simply cannot offer cov-
erage. 

If this Congress decides to stand 
down on the question of overhauling 
health care and say, ‘‘Let’s just wait 
until 2009,’’ you are going to see more 
businesses in Ohio, in Oregon, and 
across this country lose coverage. I do 
not think we ought to sit by and just 
let our coverage continue to melt away 
along the lines of these statistics that 
I mentioned. 

Finally, on the question of preven-
tion and what Holland is doing, and 
what we are seeking to do in the 
Healthy Americans Act, there is a very 
significant cost with respect to chronic 
illness as it relates to doing nothing to 
change our policies. The new numbers 
with respect to chronic illness indicate 
that in 31 States over the last year obe-
sity has risen once again; of course, 
there is a direct link here between 
heart and stroke and diabetes and so 
many illnesses. Not one State—not 
one—experienced a decline. 

So if the Congress says: Well, we will 
pass on overhauling American health 
care until 2009, we can expect to have 
missed another opportunity—yet an-
other opportunity—for doing some-
thing about enacting health care poli-

cies that put a new focus on prevention 
and wellness. 

So this question of waiting for 2 more 
years and saying: Let’s just spend our 
time looking at what the various can-
didates for President from both polit-
ical parties are saying about health 
care—certainly it is getting a lot of at-
tention in terms of debates on TV and 
all of us trying to look at the various 
merits of the candidates’ proposals; 
and they are good people; and they 
have good suggestions—but I want to 
make it clear to the Senate there are 
very real costs of waiting to fix health 
care. 

I think the question of fixing health 
care is so urgent we ought to get on 
with it, and we ought to get on with it 
in a bipartisan way, which is what I 
and Senator BENNETT are trying to do. 
We are very proud to have been able to 
get the support of business and labor 
leaders. 

When we offered the initial proposal, 
Andy Stern, the president of the Serv-
ice Employees International Union, 
stood on one side of me, and Steve 
Burd, the CEO of the Safeway com-
pany, a very large Fortune 500 com-
pany, stood on the other side. We had 
individuals such as Ron Pollack, of 
Families USA, and advocates for com-
passionate end-of-life health care with 
us as well. 

The last time Congress looked at 
this—and the Acting President pro 
tempore, I think, remembers this—dur-
ing a period in the early 1990s, the peo-
ple who stood with me for the kickoff 
of the Healthy Americans Act were 
spending millions to pretty much beat 
each other’s brains out. That was the 
last time the Congress and the Presi-
dent, during the Clinton years, debated 
health care. 

So this is a different climate, cer-
tainly a different climate for busi-
nesses in Ohio and Oregon. What I hear 
from businesses at home—unlike in 
1993, the Clinton years, when they said: 
We cannot afford fixing health care— 
they are now saying: We cannot afford 
the status quo. That is why they are 
joining Senator BENNETT and I and oth-
ers on these proposals. 

My hope is as Congress looks at the 
evidence, whether it is the Wall Street 
Journal reporting on promising devel-
opments—very often people think of 
Europe and socialized countries—the 
Wall Street Journal is putting on the 
front page of the paper—a publication 
that clearly favors private health care 
coverage—an example of a country in 
Europe where they seem to be making 
great progress. 

So as we devise our own system, one 
that is uniquely American, I and Sen-
ator BENNETT want to work with every 
Member of the Senate—I think I can 
speak for Senators BILL NELSON, 
LAMAR ALEXANDER, JUDD GREGG, and 
the others we have been talking to— 
that we think this is the premier do-
mestic issue of our time. Certainly, the 
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conflict in Iraq is the premier national 
security issue. But the premier domes-
tic issue at home is fixing American 
health care. 

I think based on the evidence that 
comes in every day, we know what 
needs to be done. Now the question is 
making sure there is the political will 
to go forward. I look forward to work-
ing with the Acting President pro tem-
pore, who has a great interest in these 
matters, and all our colleagues. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor. 
Mr. President, I suggest the absence 

of a quorum. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. The clerk will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk proceeded to 

call the roll. 
Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
CASEY). Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

f 

TUBERCULOSIS 
Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, every 

day an estimated 4,400 lives are lost 
around the world to tuberculosis—day 
in, day out, yesterday, today, and to-
morrow. Fifteen lives will be lost, 
roughly, in the few minutes of my re-
marks. 

Tuberculosis is an urgent global cri-
sis that demands our attention and our 
response. Two billion people—two bil-
lion people—one-third of the world’s 
population, carry around with them 
the tuberculosis bacterium. As many 
as 10 million to 15 million in the United 
States alone are infected with the TB 
bacterium. Most will not get sick, but 
many of them are in some jeopardy. 

Nine million people, practically the 
population of my State of Ohio, become 
sick with active tuberculosis every 
year, and 1.6 million people will die. 

We struggle with many diseases that 
are beyond our scientific under-
standing, but tuberculosis is not one of 
them. These deaths are preventable. 
TB is the greatest curable infectious 
killer worldwide. 

Much of the good work of the legisla-
tion this Senate passed last night will 
be undermined if we do not do a better 
job of controlling tuberculosis. Our in-
vestments in development will do little 
to improve economic conditions if en-
tire populations—as are so many in Af-
rica, especially, and India, especially— 
are reeling from this disease. 

Combating TB is fundamental to sus-
taining economic development in poor 
countries. My colleagues know this. 

Congress—following the leadership of 
the Foreign Operations Subcommittee 
Chairman, PAT LEAHY, and ranking 
member, JUDD GREGG—has made great 
strides in investing greater resources 
in global health. Diseases such as HIV 
and malaria have received tremendous 
increases over the past several years, 
and I hope this trend will continue. 

Last night, the Senate did something 
about this. The amendment I offered 
last night, with Senators BROWNBACK, 
DURBIN, BOXER, and SMITH, added $90 
million in funding for our international 
efforts against tuberculosis, bringing 
total spending to $200 million. Un-
doubtedly, that will save lives. 

Combating TB must go hand in hand 
with the fight against HIV. Up to 50 
percent of people who are HIV positive 
develop tuberculosis. As many as half 
the deaths from HIV in Africa actually 
are deaths from tuberculosis. It is the 
leading cause of death among people 
who are HIV positive all over the 
world. 

HIV infection weakens a person’s im-
mune system, making it 50 times more 
likely that person will develop active 
tuberculosis. So if someone is carrying 
the TB bacterium in their body—as is a 
third of the world’s people—if they get 
infected with HIV or have some other 
disease or weakness—from malnutri-
tion or something else—they are much 
more likely to develop active tuber-
culosis. 

To compound that, unchecked, drug- 
resistant tuberculosis, including deadly 
XDR-TB, threatens to reverse progress 
made against AIDS and TB worldwide. 
In today’s world, extensively drug-re-
sistant TB—so-called XDR-TB—poses a 
grave public health threat never more 
than a plane ride away. 

This past June, we got a wakeup call 
when an American boarded a plane to 
Europe while infected with drug-resist-
ant tuberculosis. Luckily, his was not 
the most virulent strain. But his exam-
ple shows us clearly that this disease 
does affect America and that more re-
sources for TB are needed to prevent, 
identify, treat, and control extensively 
drug-resistant tuberculosis. 

We need to heed that wakeup call and 
act before it is too late. It is within our 
power. There is no mystery here. We 
know what to do. We know how to 
treat and cure regular so-called garden- 
variety tuberculosis. We know how to 
treat and cure multidrug-resistant tu-
berculosis in an overwhelming major-
ity of cases. And we know how to treat, 
generally, extensively drug-resistant— 
XDR-TB—tuberculosis and cure people 
of that. It is within our means. Treat-
ing regular, garden-variety TB costs 
only $20 per person. It is a small price 
to pay to save our lives. 

I thank my colleagues, including the 
junior Senator from Pennsylvania for 
his support of this issue. Last night 
was a victory for people in the devel-
oping world who are so often victims of 
tuberculosis, who so often suffer from 
that. It is also a victory for people in 
our country, a few of whom have TB, 
but most—but the many more people 
who are a plane ride away or are poten-
tially exposed to this tuberculosis bac-
teria. 

I thank my colleagues. 

FOREIGN OPERATIONS 
APPROPRIATIONS 

Mr. FEINGOLD. Mr. President, I 
strongly oppose coercive abortion or 
involuntary sterilization, and was 
pleased that the fiscal year 2008 For-
eign Operations Appropriations bill in-
cluded a provision prohibiting U.S. 
funds from going to any organization 
or program that directly supports such 
horrific practices. Unfortunately, the 
amendment offered by Senator 
BROWNBACK undermined this provision 
by allowing the President to deny 
funds to any organization or program 
that he claims supports such practices. 
This administration has misused simi-
lar language to deny resources to the 
United Nations Population Fund sim-
ply because this agency has programs 
in China, where the government prac-
tices coercive abortions to enforce its 
one child policy. In fact, however, the 
UNFPA’s program in China is specifi-
cally designed to pressure the Chinese 
to end the use of coercive tactics, and 
this amendment would undermine the 
good work that the UNFPA does. 

f 

MILITARY CONSTRUCTION, VET-
ERANS AFFAIRS AND RELATED 
AGENCIES APPROPRIATION ACT 
Mr. FEINGOLD. Mr. President, I am 

pleased to support the fiscal year 2008 
Military Construction, Veterans Af-
fairs and Related Agencies Appropria-
tion Act. The bill includes funding for 
critical renovations and repairs to 
military facilities and military family 
housing. The brave men and women of 
our Armed Forces are serving honor-
ably under intense strains in Iraq, Af-
ghanistan and elsewhere. We must take 
care of them and their families while 
they serve and when they return. This 
bill reverses a disturbing trend in re-
cent years by finally providing suffi-
cient funds to care for our Nation’s 
veterans. I hope that we will have the 
chance soon to vote for a conference re-
port reflecting the priorities in this 
bill so that there will be no delay—as 
there has been in recent years—in get-
ting the Department of Veterans Af-
fairs urgently needed funds. And I will 
continue working to make sure that 
this bill is only the beginning of a last-
ing commitment to providing veterans 
the best health care and benefits avail-
able. 

I was particularly pleased that the 
Senate adopted my amendment requir-
ing that the Government Account-
ability Office, GAO, study how the VA 
can best care for the mental health 
needs of female veterans. I decided to 
introduce this amendment after hear-
ing concerns directly from Wisconsin 
veterans about insufficient mental 
health services for women. The number 
of women in the Armed Forces has 
grown rapidly, as has their exposure to 
combat. While the VA has taken im-
portant steps to establish services for 
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women, there is little data on how VA 
mental health care funds are being 
used to address the needs of women. In-
deed, mental health experts recently 
testified before the Congress that the 
VA does not have the capacity to ad-
dress the needs of women veterans. 
This study will help ensure that the 
Veterans Administration dedicates the 
funds needed to care for women vet-
erans. 

I was pleased to support Senator 
BROWN’s amendment to ensure that the 
Veterans Administration abides by ex-
isting law which prohibits unnecessary 
studies on the privatization of VA 
functions and requires public-private 
competitions before outsourcing gov-
ernment jobs. This bill also includes 
additional funds for the Beneficiary 
Travel Program, an important VA pro-
gram that benefits numerous Wis-
consin veterans who live far from VA 
medical facilities. 

The bill includes $15 million for fund-
ing for gulf war illnesses research. I 
strongly support research into treat-
ments for these debilitating illnesses. 
Nearly 200,000 gulf war veterans—one 
in four of those who served—suffer 
from chronic multisymptom illness as 
a result of serving in the gulf, accord-
ing to the Department of Veterans Af-
fairs most recent study. These illnesses 
combine debilitating headaches, wide-
spread muscle and joint pain, severe fa-
tigue, cognitive problems, and other 
abnormalities. Current and future 
American military forces, as well as ci-
vilians, are also at risk of similar expo-
sure. 

Yet according to members of the Re-
search Advisory Committee on Gulf 
War Veterans Illnesses, of all the 
money spent on research in this area— 
over $300 million over the past 12 
years—only two studies have been done 
on treatments. It is time to accept that 
these are serious neurological illnesses 
and shift research to the identification 
of treatments. A promising pilot pro-
gram to identify treatments and diag-
nostic tests was initiated last year by 
the Department of Defense Congres-
sionally Directed Medical Research 
Program. I call on the Department to 
dedicate the funds appropriated in this 
act to the identification of treatments 
for these illnesses. 

I understand that concerns have been 
expressed about the Veterans Adminis-
tration leasing property at the West 
Los Angeles VA Medical Facility to 
private enterprises that are inappro-
priate for the hallowed grounds of a 
soldier’s home. I supported Senator 
DEMINT’s unsuccessful amendment to 
delete language from the bill prohib-
iting the VA from leasing excess prop-
erty at the West Los Angeles medical 
facility under any circumstances be-
cause I do not believe that this lan-
guage is in the best interests of vet-
erans. 

The GAO has reported that, histori-
cally, the VA has spent as many as 1 in 

4 of its health care dollars on main-
taining its facilities and land, includ-
ing properties that are no longer fit for 
the provision of medical services and 
are no longer in use. In order to better 
capitalize on its assets, the VA has 
conducted a nationwide review and pre-
pared a plan to make the best use of its 
property. This plan is supported by a 
broad coalition of veterans service or-
ganizations, and Congress should take 
care before carving out exceptions to 
this policy. This does not mean, how-
ever, that just any lease will do. The 
VA must incorporate the views of local 
veterans groups whenever it makes de-
cisions about how to utilize its prop-
erty and any lease must preserve the 
integrity of the VA grounds. 

This bill includes over $1 billion for 
National Guard and Reserve construc-
tion. For too long, the needs of the Na-
tional Guard and Reserve have not 
been adequately funded even while 
their responsibilities at home and 
abroad have grown exponentially. This 
bill increases funds for the National 
Guard and Reserve commensurate with 
their growing responsibilities. 

I am concerned that the Department 
of Defense, according to the report of 
the Senate Appropriations Committee, 
has ‘‘yet to provide a comprehensive 
plan detailing the scope and cost of the 
total military construction require-
ment’’ associated with the increase in 
end strength of the Army and Marine 
Corps. Nor has the Defense Department 
properly accounted for the tremendous 
increase in the cost of realigning its 
force structure. And I am concerned 
that the Defense Department is pro-
ceeding with major new construction 
at Camp Lemonier in Djibouti even be-
fore the new AFRICOM commander has 
been confirmed, thereby undermining 
the stated goal of creating a more co-
hesive and coordinated approach to se-
curity in Africa. As chairman of the 
Subcommittee on African Affairs of 
the Senate Foreign Relations Com-
mittee, I am committed to ongoing 
oversight of the role of our Armed 
Forces in the overall U.S. strategy to-
wards the African continent. 

In conclusion, I am pleased that the 
Senate voted today to support the 
needs of members of the Armed Forces, 
the Reserves, veterans and their fami-
lies. They have served our Nation self-
lessly and deserve our enduring sup-
port. 

f 

RETIREMENT OF ALEXIS T. LUM 
Mr. INOUYE. Mr. President, I would 

like to recognize a great American and 
a remarkable man, who has an excep-
tional record of public service. He has 
honorably served our country with dis-
tinction for over 43 years of active duty 
and National Guard Service, as well as 
16 years of service as my executive as-
sistant. 

GEN Alexis Lum retired in February 
1991 as the adjutant general for the 

State of Hawaii Army National Guard. 
His military service began in 1945, 
when he was drafted shortly after grad-
uating from Roosevelt High School in 
Honolulu. He served as an enlisted man 
in the Pacific, attaining the rank of 
staff sergeant. When discharged in 1947, 
he became a student at the University 
of Hawaii where he received his bach-
elor of science degree in civil engineer-
ing and a ROTC commission as a sec-
ond lieutenant. 

He was recalled to active duty in 
April 1951 for the Korean conflict and 
served as an infantry platoon leader. 
Released from active duty in 1954, he 
then joined the Hawaii Army National 
Guard as a first lieutenant. As a major, 
he was part of the National Guard call- 
up in 1968 and served in the Republic of 
Vietnam, initially as the executive of-
fice of an engineer battalion. Promoted 
to lieutenant colonel while on this 
tour, he served his last 4 months in 
Vietnam as commander of the same 
battalion. 

His National Guard service included 
varied command and staff positions. He 
was promoted to brigadier general in 
1980 and was assigned as the assistant 
adjutant general, Army. In 1982 he was 
appointed as the adjutant general, Ha-
waii by Governor George Ariyoshi and 
was promoted to the rank of major 
general. He attended many military 
service schools including the Army’s 
Command, General Staff College, and 
the Industrial College of the Armed 
Forces. His military decorations in-
clude the Distinguished Service Medal, 
the Legion of Merit, the Bronze Star 
Medal, the Meritorious Service Medal 
with cluster, the Army Commendation 
Medal, and numerous service medals. 

In his civilian life, between tours of 
active duty, he was an engineer with 
the Navy Civil Service at the Naval 
Ammunition Depot, Lualualei, Oahu. 
He started as a junior engineer in 1954 
when he was released from active duty. 
He progressed to the director of the en-
gineering division and deputy public 
works officer for the Naval Ammuni-
tion Depot. He retired from Federal 
civil service in 1982, when he was ap-
pointed the adjutant general. 

His wife is Leimomi—Momi— 
Mookini Lum. She served for 32 years 
with the Honolulu Police Department, 
as a police investigator, and retired in 
1982. Her last 20 years of police service 
involved working in the juvenile crime 
prevention division of the Police De-
partment. Together they have three 
children, Mrs. Angela Thomas, Mrs. 
Alexia Carvalho, and Mr. Oliver Lum, 
and four granddaughters. 

f 

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT 

Messages from the President of the 
United States were communicated to 
the Senate by Ms. Evans, one of his 
secretaries. 
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EXECUTIVE MESSAGES REFERRED 

As in executive session the Presiding 
Officer laid before the Senate messages 
from the President of the United 
States submitting sundry nominations 
and a withdrawal which were referred 
to the appropriate committees. 

(The nominations received today are 
printed at the end of the Senate pro-
ceedings.) 

f 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 

The following reports of committees 
were submitted: 

By Mr. LEAHY, from the Committee on 
the Judiciary, without amendment: 

S. 1692. A bill to grant a Federal charter to 
Korean War Veterans Association, Incor-
porated. 

f 

INTRODUCTION OF BILLS AND 
JOINT RESOLUTIONS 

The following bills and joint resolu-
tions were introduced, read the first 
and second times by unanimous con-
sent, and referred as indicated: 

By Mr. SANDERS: 
S. 2031. A bill to amend the Social Security 

Act to provide grants and flexibility through 
demonstration projects for States to provide 
universal, comprehensive, cost-effective sys-
tems of health care coverage, with simplified 
administration; to the Committee on Fi-
nance. 

By Mrs. MURRAY (for herself and Ms. 
CANTWELL): 

S. 2032. A bill to authorize the Secretary of 
Agriculture to carry out a competitive grant 
program for the Puget Sound area to provide 
comprehensive conservation planning to ad-
dress water quality; to the Committee on 
Agriculture, Nutrition, and Forestry. 

By Ms. KLOBUCHAR (for herself and 
Mr. ROCKEFELLER): 

S. 2033. A bill to provide for greater disclo-
sure to, and empowerment of, consumers 
who have entered into a contract for cellular 
telephone service; to the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

f 

SUBMISSION OF CONCURRENT AND 
SENATE RESOLUTIONS 

The following concurrent resolutions 
and Senate resolutions were read, and 
referred (or acted upon), as indicated: 

By Ms. LANDRIEU (for herself and Mr. 
VITTER): 

S. Res. 310. A resolution commending the 
city of Lafayette, Louisiana , for engaging in 
a year-long celebration of the 250th anniver-
sary of the birth of Marie-Joseph-Paul-Yves- 
Roch-Gilbert Du Motier, commonly known 
as the Marquis de Lafayette; considered and 
agreed to. 

By Ms. STABENOW (for herself, Mrs. 
DOLE, Mrs. CLINTON, Mr. MENENDEZ, 
Mrs. MURRAY, and Mr. WYDEN): 

S. Res. 311. A resolution supporting the 
goals and ideals of National Ovarian Cancer 
Awareness Month; considered and agreed to.

f 

ADDITIONAL COSPONSORS

S. 206

At the request of Mrs. FEINSTEIN, the 
name of the Senator from Colorado 

(Mr. SALAZAR) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 206, a bill to amend title II of 
the Social Security Act to repeal the 
Government pension offset and wind-
fall elimination provisions.

S. 415

At the request of Mr. BROWNBACK, 
the name of the Senator from South 
Carolina (Mr. GRAHAM) was added as a 
cosponsor of S. 415, a bill to amend the 
Revised Statutes of the United States 
to prevent the use of the legal system 
in a manner that extorts money from 
State and local governments, and the 
Federal Government, and inhibits such 
governments’ constitutional actions 
under the first, tenth, and fourteenth 
amendments.

S. 940

At the request of Mr. BAUCUS, the 
name of the Senator from Kentucky 
(Mr. BUNNING) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 940, a bill to amend the Inter-
nal Revenue Code of 1986 to perma-
nently extend the subpart F exemption 
for active financing income.

S. 988

At the request of Ms. MIKULSKI, the 
name of the Senator from New York 
(Mr. SCHUMER) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 988, a bill to extend the termi-
nation date for the exemption of re-
turning workers from the numerical 
limitations for temporary workers.

S. 1145

At the request of Mr. LEAHY, the 
name of the Senator from Colorado 
(Mr. SALAZAR) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 1145, a bill to amend title 35, 
United States Code, to provide for pat-
ent reform.

S. 1150

At the request of Mr. HATCH, the 
name of the Senator from Kansas (Mr. 
ROBERTS) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 1150, a bill to enhance the State in-
spection of meat and poultry in the 
United States, and for other purposes.

S. 1161

At the request of Mr. BINGAMAN, the 
name of the Senator from North Caro-
lina (Mr. BURR) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 1161, a bill to amend title 
XVIII of the Social Security Act to au-
thorize the expansion of medicare cov-
erage of medical nutrition therapy 
services.

S. 1175

At the request of Mr. DURBIN, the 
name of the Senator from Utah (Mr. 
BENNETT) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 1175, a bill to end the use of child 
soldiers in hostilities around the world, 
and for other purposes.

S. 1316

At the request of Mrs. FEINSTEIN, the 
name of the Senator from New Jersey 
(Mr. MENENDEZ) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 1316, a bill to establish and 
clarify that Congress does not author-
ize persons convicted of dangerous 
crimes in foreign courts to freely pos-
sess firearms in the United States.

S. 1494

At the request of Mr. DOMENICI, the 
name of the Senator from Rhode Island 
(Mr. WHITEHOUSE) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1494, a bill to amend the 
Public Health Service Act to reauthor-
ize the special diabetes programs for 
Type I diabetes and Indians under that 
Act.

S. 1621

At the request of Mr. CONRAD, the 
names of the Senator from New Mexico 
(Mr. BINGAMAN) and the Senator from 
Georgia (Mr. CHAMBLISS) were added as 
cosponsors of S. 1621, a bill to amend 
the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to 
treat certain farming business machin-
ery and equipment as 5-year property 
for purposes of depreciation.

S. 1944

At the request of Mr. LAUTENBERG, 
the name of the Senator from Rhode Is-
land (Mr. WHITEHOUSE) was added as a 
cosponsor of S. 1944, a bill to provide 
justice for victims of state-sponsored 
terrorism.

S. RES. 292

At the request of Mr. THUNE, his 
name was added as a cosponsor of S. 
Res. 292, a resolution designating the 
week beginning September 9, 2007, as 
‘‘National Assisted Living Week’’. 

f 

STATEMENTS ON INTRODUCED 
BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS 

By Mrs. MURRAY (for herself and 
Ms. CANTWELL): 

S. 2032. A bill to authorize the Sec-
retary of Agriculture to carry out a 
competitive grant program for the 
Puget Sound area to provide com-
prehensive conservation planning to 
address water quality; to the Com-
mittee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and 
Forestry. 

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the text of the 
bill be printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the text of 
the bill was ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD, as follows: 

S. 2032 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Puget Sound 
Watershed Comprehensive Conservation 
Project Act of 2007’’. 
SEC. 2. COMPREHENSIVE CONSERVATION PLAN-

NING FOR PUGET SOUND AREA. 
(a) GRANT PROGRAM.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Agri-

culture (referred to in this Act as the ‘‘Sec-
retary’’) shall carry out a competitive grant 
program for the Puget Sound area to provide 
comprehensive conservation planning to ad-
dress water quality. 

(2) COOPERATIVE AGREEMENTS.—The Sec-
retary shall enter into cooperative agree-
ments with State and local governments, In-
dian tribes, or nongovernmental entities 
with a history of working with agricultural 
producers to carry out projects under the 
program. 
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(b) ASSISTANCE.—In carrying out the pro-

gram, the Secretary may— 
(1) provide project demonstration grants 

and technical assistance and carry out infor-
mation and education programs to improve 
water quality in the Puget Sound area by re-
ducing soil erosion and improving sediment 
control; and 

(2) provide a priority for projects and ac-
tivities that directly reduce soil erosion or 
improve water quality. 

(c) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to the 
Secretary $5,000,000 for each of fiscal years 
2008 through 2012 to carry out the program. 

f 

SUBMITTED RESOLUTIONS 

SENATE RESOLUTION 310—COM-
MENDING THE CITY OF LAFAY-
ETTE, LOUISIANA, FOR ENGAG-
ING IN A YEAR-LONG CELEBRA-
TION OF THE 250TH ANNIVER-
SARY OF THE BIRTH OF MARIE- 
JOSEPH-PAUL-YVES-ROCH-GIL-
BERT DU MOTIER, COMMONLY 
KNOWN AS THE MARQUIS DE LA-
FAYETTE 

Ms. LANDRIEU (for herself and Mr. 
VITTER) submitted the following reso-
lution; which was considered and 
agreed to: 

S. RES. 310 

Whereas the Marquis de Lafayette was 
born on September 6, 1757, and occupies an 
important place in the history of the United 
States; 

Whereas Lafayette demonstrated consider-
able military skill, valor, and dedication as 
he fought alongside American revolutionary 
fighters during their struggle for independ-
ence, and was voted by Congress the rank 
and commission of major general in the Con-
tinental Army; 

Whereas Lafayette’s military service was 
invaluable to General George Washington 
during many Revolutionary War battles, 
earning him his reputation as ‘‘the soldier’s 
friend’’; 

Whereas Lafayette’s leadership and mili-
tary ingenuity during the Battle of York-
town, Virginia, led to the defeat of British 
General Lord Charles Cornwallis and subse-
quently the successful end to the American 
Revolutionary War; 

Whereas Lafayette’s advocacy in France on 
behalf of the United States fostered positive 
diplomatic relations and allowed for the 
Louisiana Purchase; 

Whereas Lafayette’s status as a native 
French speaker, in combination with his 
dedication to democracy in America, 
prompted Thomas Jefferson to request that 
the Marquis serve as the Governor of Lou-
isiana; 

Whereas Lafayette symbolizes the assist-
ance America received from Europe during 
the struggle for independence; 

Whereas United States aid to France dur-
ing the World Wars of 1917–1918 and 1941–1945 
stemmed in part from shared values of de-
mocracy and freedom, which Lafayette 
strongly supported; 

Whereas the friendship between the people 
of the United States and France has not di-
minished; 

Whereas continued relationships between 
the United States and France are important 
to the success of our global partnerships; 

Whereas the town of Vermilionville, Lou-
isiana, was renamed Lafayette in 1884 in 
honor of the Marquis de Lafayette; and 

Whereas the city of Lafayette, Louisiana, 
in the heart of the Acadiana region, exhibits 
a rich French heritage: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 
(1) honors the Marquis de Lafayette on the 

250th anniversary of his birth; and 
(2) commends the city of Lafayette, Lou-

isiana, for engaging in a year-long celebra-
tion of this anniversary. 

f 

SENATE RESOLUTION 311—SUP-
PORTING THE GOALS AND 
IDEALS OF NATIONAL OVARIAN 
CANCER AWARENESS MONTH 

Ms. STABENOW (for herself, Mrs. 
DOLE, Mrs. CLINTON, Mr. MENENDEZ, 
Mrs. MURRAY, and Mr. WYDEN) sub-
mitted the following resolution; which 
was considered and agreed to: 

S. RES. 311 

Whereas ovarian cancer is the deadliest of 
all gynecological cancers, and the reported 
incidence of ovarian cancer is increasing 
over time; 

Whereas ovarian cancer is the 5th leading 
cause of cancer deaths among women in the 
United States; 

Whereas all women are at risk for ovarian 
cancer, and 90 percent of women diagnosed 
with ovarian cancer do not have a family 
history that puts them at higher risk; 

Whereas the Pap smear is sensitive and 
specific to the early detection of cervical 
cancer, but not to ovarian cancer; 

Whereas there is currently no reliable and 
easy-to-administer screening test used for 
the early detection of ovarian cancer; 

Whereas many people are unaware that the 
symptoms of ovarian cancer often include 
bloating, pelvic or abdominal pain, difficulty 
eating or feeling full quickly, and urinary 
symptoms, among several other symptoms 
that are easily confused with other diseases; 

Whereas due to the lack of a reliable early 
screening test, 75 percent of cases of ovarian 
cancer are detected at an advanced stage, 
when the 5-year survival rate is only 50 per-
cent, a much lower rate than for many other 
cancers; 

Whereas if ovarian cancer is diagnosed and 
treated at an early stage before the cancer 
spreads outside of the ovary, the treatment 
is potentially less costly, and the survival 
rate is as high as 90 percent; 

Whereas there are factors that are known 
to reduce the risk for ovarian cancer and 
play an important role in the prevention of 
the disease; 

Whereas awareness and early recognition 
of ovarian cancer symptoms are currently 
the best way to save women’s lives; 

Whereas the Ovarian Cancer National Alli-
ance, during the month of September, holds 
a number of events to increase public aware-
ness of ovarian cancer; and 

Whereas a National Ovarian Cancer Aware-
ness Month should be designated to increase 
the awareness of the public regarding the 
cancer: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate supports the 
goals and ideals of National Ovarian Cancer 
Awareness Month. 

AUTHORITY FOR COMMITTEES TO 
MEET 

COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES 
Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on Armed Services be author-
ized to meet during the session of the 
Senate on Friday, September 7, at 9 
a.m. in open session, and possibly 
closed session, to receive a report on 
the Government Accountability Of-
fice’s assessment of 18 Iraq bench-
marks. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

PRIVILEGES OF THE FLOOR 
Mr. ENZI. I ask unanimous consent 

that Ann Clough, a detailee in my of-
fice, be granted the privilege of the 
floor for the remainder of the debate on 
the conference report for H.R. 2669, the 
College Cost Reduction and Access Act. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that Lily Clark, a 
fellow in my office, be granted the 
privilege of the floor for the remainder 
of this session. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

f 

MILITARY CONSTRUCTION AND 
VETERANS AFFAIRS APPROPRIA-
TIONS ACT, 2008 
On Thursday, September 6, 2007, the 

Senate passed H.R. 2642, as amended, as 
follows: 
Strike out all after the enacting clause 

and insert: 
That the following sums are appropriated, out 
of any money in the Treasury not otherwise ap-
propriated, for military construction, the De-
partment of Veterans Affairs, and related agen-
cies for the fiscal year ending September 30, 
2008, and for other purposes, namely: 

TITLE I 
DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 
MILITARY CONSTRUCTION, ARMY 

For acquisition, construction, installation, 
and equipment of temporary or permanent pub-
lic works, military installations, facilities, and 
real property for the Army as currently author-
ized by law, including personnel in the Army 
Corps of Engineers and other personal services 
necessary for the purposes of this appropriation, 
and for construction and operation of facilities 
in support of the functions of the Commander in 
Chief, $3,928,149,000, to remain available until 
September 30, 2012: Provided, That of this 
amount, not to exceed $317,149,000 shall be 
available for study, planning, design, architect 
and engineer services, and host nation support, 
as authorized by law, unless the Secretary of 
Defense determines that additional obligations 
are necessary for such purposes and notifies the 
Committees on Appropriations of both Houses of 
Congress of the determination and the reasons 
therefor. 

MILITARY CONSTRUCTION, NAVY AND MARINE 
CORPS 

For acquisition, construction, installation, 
and equipment of temporary or permanent pub-
lic works, naval installations, facilities, and real 
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property for the Navy and Marine Corps as cur-
rently authorized by law, including personnel in 
the Naval Facilities Engineering Command and 
other personal services necessary for the pur-
poses of this appropriation, $2,168,315,000, to re-
main available until September 30, 2012: Pro-
vided, That of this amount, not to exceed 
$115,258,000 shall be available for study, plan-
ning, design, and architect and engineer serv-
ices, as authorized by law, unless the Secretary 
of Defense determines that additional obliga-
tions are necessary for such purposes and noti-
fies the Committees on Appropriations of both 
Houses of Congress of the determination and the 
reasons therefor. 

MILITARY CONSTRUCTION, AIR FORCE 
For acquisition, construction, installation, 

and equipment of temporary or permanent pub-
lic works, military installations, facilities, and 
real property for the Air Force as currently au-
thorized by law, $1,048,518,000, to remain avail-
able until September 30, 2012: Provided, That of 
this amount, not to exceed $64,958,000 shall be 
available for study, planning, design, and ar-
chitect and engineer services, as authorized by 
law, unless the Secretary of Defense determines 
that additional obligations are necessary for 
such purposes and notifies the Committees on 
Appropriations of both Houses of Congress of 
the determination and the reasons therefor. 

MILITARY CONSTRUCTION, DEFENSE-WIDE 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For acquisition, construction, installation, 
and equipment of temporary or permanent pub-
lic works, installations, facilities, and real prop-
erty for activities and agencies of the Depart-
ment of Defense (other than the military depart-
ments), as currently authorized by law, 
$1,758,755,000, to remain available until Sep-
tember 30, 2012: Provided, That such amounts of 
this appropriation as may be determined by the 
Secretary of Defense may be transferred to such 
appropriations of the Department of Defense 
available for military construction or family 
housing as the Secretary may designate, to be 
merged with and to be available for the same 
purposes, and for the same time period, as the 
appropriation or fund to which transferred: 
Provided further, That of the amount appro-
priated, not to exceed $154,728,000 shall be avail-
able for study, planning, design, and architect 
and engineer services, as authorized by law, un-
less the Secretary of Defense determines that ad-
ditional obligations are necessary for such pur-
poses and notifies the Committees on Appropria-
tions of both Houses of Congress of the deter-
mination and the reasons therefor. 

MILITARY CONSTRUCTION, ARMY NATIONAL 
GUARD 

For construction, acquisition, expansion, re-
habilitation, and conversion of facilities for the 
training and administration of the Army Na-
tional Guard, and contributions therefor, as au-
thorized by chapter 1803 of title 10, United 
States Code, and Military Construction Author-
ization Acts, $478,836,000, to remain available 
until September 30, 2012. 
MILITARY CONSTRUCTION, AIR NATIONAL GUARD 

For construction, acquisition, expansion, re-
habilitation, and conversion of facilities for the 
training and administration of the Air National 
Guard, and contributions therefor, as author-
ized by chapter 1803 of title 10, United States 
Code, and Military Construction Authorization 
Acts, $228,995,000, to remain available until Sep-
tember 30, 2012. 

MILITARY CONSTRUCTION, ARMY RESERVE 
For construction, acquisition, expansion, re-

habilitation, and conversion of facilities for the 
training and administration of the Army Re-
serve as authorized by chapter 1803 of title 10, 
United States Code, and Military Construction 

Authorization Acts, $138,424,000, to remain 
available until September 30, 2012. 

MILITARY CONSTRUCTION, NAVY RESERVE 

For construction, acquisition, expansion, re-
habilitation, and conversion of facilities for the 
training and administration of the reserve com-
ponents of the Navy and Marine Corps as au-
thorized by chapter 1803 of title 10, United 
States Code, and Military Construction Author-
ization Acts, $59,150,000, to remain available 
until September 30, 2012. 

MILITARY CONSTRUCTION, AIR FORCE RESERVE 

(INCLUDING RESCISSION OF FUNDS) 
For construction, acquisition, expansion, re-

habilitation, and conversion of facilities for the 
training and administration of the Air Force Re-
serve as authorized by chapter 1803 of title 10, 
United States Code, and Military Construction 
Authorization Acts, $27,559,000, to remain avail-
able until September 30, 2012: Provided, That of 
the funds appropriated for ‘‘Military Construc-
tion, Air Force Reserve’’ under Public Law 109– 
114, $3,100,000 are hereby rescinded. 

NORTH ATLANTIC TREATY ORGANIZATION 

SECURITY INVESTMENT PROGRAM 
For the United States share of the cost of the 

North Atlantic Treaty Organization Security In-
vestment Program for the acquisition and con-
struction of military facilities and installations 
(including international military headquarters) 
and for related expenses for the collective de-
fense of the North Atlantic Treaty Area as au-
thorized by section 2806 of title 10, United States 
Code, and Military Construction Authorization 
Acts, $201,400,000, to remain available until ex-
pended. 

FAMILY HOUSING CONSTRUCTION, ARMY 

For expenses of family housing for the Army 
for construction, including acquisition, replace-
ment, addition, expansion, extension, and alter-
ation, as authorized by law, $419,400,000, to re-
main available until September 30, 2012. 

FAMILY HOUSING OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE, 
ARMY 

For expenses of family housing for the Army 
for operation and maintenance, including debt 
payment, leasing, minor construction, principal 
and interest charges, and insurance premiums, 
as authorized by law, $742,920,000. 

FAMILY HOUSING CONSTRUCTION, NAVY AND 
MARINE CORPS 

For expenses of family housing for the Navy 
and Marine Corps for construction, including 
acquisition, replacement, addition, expansion, 
extension, and alteration, as authorized by law, 
$288,329,000, to remain available until September 
30, 2012. 

FAMILY HOUSING OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE, 
NAVY AND MARINE CORPS 

For expenses of family housing for the Navy 
and Marine Corps for operation and mainte-
nance, including debt payment, leasing, minor 
construction, principal and interest charges, 
and insurance premiums, as authorized by law, 
$371,404,000. 

FAMILY HOUSING CONSTRUCTION, AIR FORCE 

For expenses of family housing for the Air 
Force for construction, including acquisition, 
replacement, addition, expansion, extension, 
and alteration, as authorized by law, 
$362,747,000, to remain available until September 
30, 2012. 

FAMILY HOUSING OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE, 
AIR FORCE 

For expenses of family housing for the Air 
Force for operation and maintenance, including 
debt payment, leasing, minor construction, prin-
cipal and interest charges, and insurance pre-
miums, as authorized by law, $688,335,000. 

FAMILY HOUSING OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE, 
DEFENSE-WIDE 

For expenses of family housing for the activi-
ties and agencies of the Department of Defense 
(other than the military departments) for oper-
ation and maintenance, leasing, and minor con-
struction, as authorized by law, $48,848,000. 

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE FAMILY HOUSING 
IMPROVEMENT FUND 

For the Department of Defense Family Hous-
ing Improvement Fund, $500,000, to remain 
available until expended, for family housing ini-
tiatives undertaken pursuant to section 2883 of 
title 10, United States Code, providing alter-
native means of acquiring and improving mili-
tary family housing and supporting facilities. 

CHEMICAL DEMILITARIZATION CONSTRUCTION, 
DEFENSE-WIDE 

For expenses of construction, not otherwise 
provided for, necessary for the destruction of 
the United States stockpile of lethal chemical 
agents and munitions in accordance with sec-
tion 1412 of the Department of Defense Author-
ization Act, 1986 (50 U.S.C. 1521), and for the 
destruction of other chemical warfare materials 
that are not in the chemical weapon stockpile, 
as currently authorized by law, $104,176,000, to 
remain available until September 30, 2012, which 
shall be only for the Assembled Chemical Weap-
ons Alternatives program. 

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE BASE CLOSURE 
ACCOUNT 1990 

For deposit into the Department of Defense 
Base Closure Account 1990, established by sec-
tion 2906(a)(1) of the Defense Base Closure and 
Realignment Act of 1990 (10 U.S.C. 2687 note), 
$320,689,000, to remain available until expended. 

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE BASE CLOSURE 
ACCOUNT 2005 

For deposit into the Department of Defense 
Base Closure Account 2005, established by sec-
tion 2906A(a)(1) of the Defense Base Closure 
and Realignment Act of 1990 (10 U.S.C. 2687 
note), $8,174,315,000, to remain available until 
expended: Provided, That funds made available 
under this heading for the construction of facili-
ties are subject to the notification and re-
programming requirements applicable to military 
construction projects under section 2853 of title 
10, United States Code, and section 0703 of the 
Department of Defense Financial Management 
Regulation of December 1996, including the re-
quirement to obtain the approval of the congres-
sional defense committees prior to executing cer-
tain reprogramming actions. 

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS 
SEC. 101. None of the funds made available in 

this title shall be expended for payments under 
a cost-plus-a-fixed-fee contract for construction, 
where cost estimates exceed $25,000, to be per-
formed within the United States, except Alaska, 
without the specific approval in writing of the 
Secretary of Defense setting forth the reasons 
therefor. 

SEC. 102. Funds made available in this title for 
construction shall be available for hire of pas-
senger motor vehicles. 

SEC. 103. Funds made available in this title for 
construction may be used for advances to the 
Federal Highway Administration, Department 
of Transportation, for the construction of access 
roads as authorized by section 210 of title 23, 
United States Code, when projects authorized 
therein are certified as important to the na-
tional defense by the Secretary of Defense. 

SEC. 104. None of the funds made available in 
this title may be used to begin construction of 
new bases in the United States for which spe-
cific appropriations have not been made. 

SEC. 105. None of the funds made available in 
this title shall be used for purchase of land or 
land easements in excess of 100 percent of the 
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value as determined by the Army Corps of Engi-
neers or the Naval Facilities Engineering Com-
mand, except: (1) where there is a determination 
of value by a Federal court; (2) purchases nego-
tiated by the Attorney General or the designee 
of the Attorney General; (3) where the estimated 
value is less than $25,000; or (4) as otherwise de-
termined by the Secretary of Defense to be in 
the public interest. 

SEC. 106. None of the funds made available in 
this title shall be used to: (1) acquire land; (2) 
provide for site preparation; or (3) install utili-
ties for any family housing, except housing for 
which funds have been made available in an-
nual Acts making appropriations for military 
construction. 

SEC. 107. None of the funds made available in 
this title for minor construction may be used to 
transfer or relocate any activity from one base 
or installation to another, without prior notifi-
cation to the Committees on Appropriations of 
both Houses of Congress. 

SEC. 108. None of the funds made available in 
this title may be used for the procurement of 
steel for any construction project or activity for 
which American steel producers, fabricators, 
and manufacturers have been denied the oppor-
tunity to compete for such steel procurement. 

SEC. 109. None of the funds available to the 
Department of Defense for military construction 
or family housing during the current fiscal year 
may be used to pay real property taxes in any 
foreign nation. 

SEC. 110. None of the funds made available in 
this title may be used to initiate a new installa-
tion overseas without prior notification to the 
Committees on Appropriations of both Houses of 
Congress. 

SEC. 111. None of the funds made available in 
this title may be obligated for architect and en-
gineer contracts estimated by the Government to 
exceed $500,000 for projects to be accomplished 
in Japan, in any North Atlantic Treaty Organi-
zation member country, or in countries bor-
dering the Arabian Sea if that country has not 
increased its defense spending by at least 3 per-
cent in calendar year 2005, unless such con-
tracts are awarded to United States firms or 
United States firms in joint venture with host 
nation firms. 

SEC. 112. None of the funds made available in 
this title for military construction in the United 
States territories and possessions in the Pacific 
and on Kwajalein Atoll, or in countries bor-
dering the Arabian Sea, may be used to award 
any contract estimated by the Government to ex-
ceed $1,000,000 to a foreign contractor: Provided, 
That this section shall not be applicable to con-
tract awards for which the lowest responsive 
and responsible bid of a United States con-
tractor exceeds the lowest responsive and re-
sponsible bid of a foreign contractor by greater 
than 20 percent: Provided further, That this sec-
tion shall not apply to contract awards for mili-
tary construction on Kwajalein Atoll for which 
the lowest responsive and responsible bid is sub-
mitted by a Marshallese contractor. 

SEC. 113. The Secretary of Defense is to inform 
the appropriate committees of both Houses of 
Congress, including the Committees on Appro-
priations, of the plans and scope of any pro-
posed military exercise involving United States 
personnel 30 days prior to its occurring, if 
amounts expended for construction, either tem-
porary or permanent, are anticipated to exceed 
$750,000. 

SEC. 114. Not more than 20 percent of the 
funds made available in this title which are lim-
ited for obligation during the current fiscal year 
shall be obligated during the last two months of 
the fiscal year. 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 
SEC. 115. Funds appropriated to the Depart-

ment of Defense for construction in prior years 

shall be available for construction authorized 
for each such military department by the au-
thorizations enacted into law during the current 
session of Congress. 

SEC. 116. For military construction or family 
housing projects that are being completed with 
funds otherwise expired or lapsed for obligation, 
expired or lapsed funds may be used to pay the 
cost of associated supervision, inspection, over-
head, engineering and design on those projects 
and on subsequent claims, if any. 

SEC. 117. Notwithstanding any other provision 
of law, any funds made available to a military 
department or defense agency for the construc-
tion of military projects may be obligated for a 
military construction project or contract, or for 
any portion of such a project or contract, at any 
time before the end of the fourth fiscal year 
after the fiscal year for which funds for such 
project were made available, if the funds obli-
gated for such project: (1) are obligated from 
funds available for military construction 
projects; and (2) do not exceed the amount ap-
propriated for such project, plus any amount by 
which the cost of such project is increased pur-
suant to law. 

SEC. 118. (a) The Secretary of Defense, in con-
sultation with the Secretary of State, shall sub-
mit to the Committees on Appropriations of both 
Houses of Congress, by February 15 of each 
year, an annual report on actions taken by the 
Department of Defense and the Department of 
State during the previous fiscal year to encour-
age host countries to assume a greater share of 
the common defense burden of such countries 
and the United States. 

(b) The report under subsection (a) shall in-
clude a description of— 

(1) attempts to secure cash and in-kind con-
tributions from host countries for military con-
struction projects; 

(2) attempts to achieve economic incentives of-
fered by host countries to encourage private in-
vestment for the benefit of the United States 
Armed Forces; 

(3) attempts to recover funds due to be paid to 
the United States by host countries for assets 
deeded or otherwise imparted to host countries 
upon the cessation of United States operations 
at military installations; 

(4) the amount spent by host countries on de-
fense, in dollars and in terms of the percent of 
gross domestic product (GDP) of the host coun-
try; and 

(5) for host countries that are members of the 
North Atlantic Treaty Organization (NATO), 
the amount contributed to NATO by host coun-
tries, in dollars and in terms of the percent of 
the total NATO budget. 

(c) In this section, the term ‘‘host country’’ 
means other member countries of NATO, Japan, 
South Korea, and United States allies bordering 
the Arabian Sea. 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 
SEC. 119. In addition to any other transfer au-

thority available to the Department of Defense, 
proceeds deposited to the Department of Defense 
Base Closure Account established by section 
207(a)(1) of the Defense Authorization Amend-
ments and Base Closure and Realignment Act 
(10 U.S.C. 2687 note) pursuant to section 
207(a)(2)(C) of such Act, may be transferred to 
the account established by section 2906(a)(1) of 
the Defense Base Closure and Realignment Act 
of 1990 (10 U.S.C. 2687 note), to be merged with, 
and to be available for the same purposes and 
the same time period as that account. 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 
SEC. 120. Subject to 30 days prior notification 

to the Committees on Appropriations of both 
Houses of Congress, such additional amounts as 
may be determined by the Secretary of Defense 
may be transferred to: (1) the Department of De-
fense Family Housing Improvement Fund from 

amounts appropriated for construction in ‘‘Fam-
ily Housing’’ accounts, to be merged with and to 
be available for the same purposes and for the 
same period of time as amounts appropriated di-
rectly to the Fund; or (2) the Department of De-
fense Military Unaccompanied Housing Im-
provement Fund from amounts appropriated for 
construction of military unaccompanied housing 
in ‘‘Military Construction’’ accounts, to be 
merged with and to be available for the same 
purposes and for the same period of time as 
amounts appropriated directly to the Fund: Pro-
vided, That appropriations made available to 
the Funds shall be available to cover the costs, 
as defined in section 502(5) of the Congressional 
Budget Act of 1974, of direct loans or loan guar-
antees issued by the Department of Defense pur-
suant to the provisions of subchapter IV of 
chapter 169 of title 10, United States Code, per-
taining to alternative means of acquiring and 
improving military family housing, military un-
accompanied housing, and supporting facilities. 

SEC. 121. (a) Not later than 60 days before 
issuing any solicitation for a contract with the 
private sector for military family housing the 
Secretary of the military department concerned 
shall submit to the Committees on Appropria-
tions of both Houses of Congress the notice de-
scribed in subsection (b). 

(b)(1) A notice referred to in subsection (a) is 
a notice of any guarantee (including the making 
of mortgage or rental payments) proposed to be 
made by the Secretary to the private party 
under the contract involved in the event of— 

(A) the closure or realignment of the installa-
tion for which housing is provided under the 
contract; 

(B) a reduction in force of units stationed at 
such installation; or 

(C) the extended deployment overseas of units 
stationed at such installation. 

(2) Each notice under this subsection shall 
specify the nature of the guarantee involved 
and assess the extent and likelihood, if any, of 
the liability of the Federal Government with re-
spect to the guarantee. 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 
SEC. 122. In addition to any other transfer au-

thority available to the Department of Defense, 
amounts may be transferred from the accounts 
established by sections 2906(a)(1) and 
2906A(a)(1) of the Defense Base Closure and Re-
alignment Act of 1990 (10 U.S.C. 2687 note), to 
the fund established by section 1013(d) of the 
Demonstration Cities and Metropolitan Develop-
ment Act of 1966 (42 U.S.C. 3374) to pay for ex-
penses associated with the Homeowners Assist-
ance Program. Any amounts transferred shall be 
merged with and be available for the same pur-
poses and for the same time period as the fund 
to which transferred. 

SEC. 123. Notwithstanding this or any other 
provision of law, funds made available in this 
title for operation and maintenance of family 
housing shall be the exclusive source of funds 
for repair and maintenance of all family hous-
ing units, including general or flag officer quar-
ters: Provided, That not more than $35,000 per 
unit may be spent annually for the maintenance 
and repair of any general or flag officer quar-
ters without 30 days prior notification to the 
Committees on Appropriations of both Houses of 
Congress, except that an after-the-fact notifica-
tion shall be submitted if the limitation is ex-
ceeded solely due to costs associated with envi-
ronmental remediation that could not be reason-
ably anticipated at the time of the budget sub-
mission: Provided further, That the Under Sec-
retary of Defense (Comptroller) is to report an-
nually to the Committees on Appropriations of 
both Houses of Congress all operation and main-
tenance expenditures for each individual gen-
eral or flag officer quarters for the prior fiscal 
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year: Provided further, That nothing in this sec-
tion precludes the Secretary of a military de-
partment, after notifying the congressional de-
fense committees and waiting 21 days, from 
using funds derived under section 2601, chapter 
403, chapter 603, or chapter 903 of title 10, 
United States Code, for the maintenance or re-
pair of general and flag officer quarters at the 
military service academy under the jurisdiction 
of that Secretary: Provided further, That each 
Secretary of a military department shall provide 
an annual report by February 15 to the congres-
sional defense committees on the amount of 
funds that were derived under section 2601, 
chapter 403, chapter 603, or chapter 903 of title 
10, United States Code, in the previous year and 
were obligated for the construction, improve-
ment, repair, or maintenance of any military fa-
cility or infrastructure. 

SEC. 124. Amounts contained in the Ford Is-
land Improvement Account established by sub-
section (h) of section 2814 of title 10, United 
States Code, are appropriated and shall be 
available until expended for the purposes speci-
fied in subsection (i)(1) of such section or until 
transferred pursuant to subsection (i)(3) of such 
section. 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

SEC. 125. None of the funds made available in 
this title, or in any Act making appropriations 
for military construction which remain available 
for obligation, may be obligated or expended to 
carry out a military construction, land acquisi-
tion, or family housing project at or for a mili-
tary installation approved for closure, or at a 
military installation for the purposes of sup-
porting a function that has been approved for 
realignment to another installation, in 2005 
under the Defense Base Closure and Realign-
ment Act of 1990 (part A of title XXIX of Public 
Law 101–510; 10 U.S.C. 2687 note), unless such a 
project at a military installation approved for 
realignment will support a continuing mission 
or function at that installation or a new mission 
or function that is planned for that installation, 
or unless the Secretary of Defense certifies that 
the cost to the United States of carrying out 
such project would be less than the cost to the 
United States of cancelling such project, or if 
the project is at an active component base that 
shall be established as an enclave or in the case 
of projects having multi-agency use, that an-
other Government agency has indicated it will 
assume ownership of the completed project. The 
Secretary of Defense may not transfer funds 
made available as a result of this limitation from 
any military construction project, land acquisi-
tion, or family housing project to another ac-
count or use such funds for another purpose or 
project without the prior approval of the Com-
mittees on Appropriations of both Houses of 
Congress. This section shall not apply to mili-
tary construction projects, land acquisition, or 
family housing projects for which the project is 
vital to the national security or the protection of 
health, safety, or environmental quality: Pro-
vided, That the Secretary of Defense shall no-
tify the congressional defense committees within 
seven days of a decision to carry out such a 
military construction project. 

SEC. 126. Funds made available by this title 
for the construction of facilities identified in the 
State table of the report accompanying this Act 
as ‘‘Grow the Force’’ projects are subject to the 
notification and reprogramming requirements 
applicable to military construction projects 
under section 2853 of title 10, United States 
Code, and section 0703 of the Department of De-
fense Financial Management Regulation of De-
cember 1996, including the requirement to obtain 
the approval of the congressional defense com-
mittees prior to executing certain reprogramming 
actions. 

TITLE II 
DEPARTMENT OF VETERANS AFFAIRS 

VETERANS BENEFITS PROGRAMS 
COMPENSATION AND PENSIONS 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 
For the payment of compensation benefits to 

or on behalf of veterans and a pilot program for 
disability examinations as authorized by law (38 
U.S.C. 107, chapters 11, 13, 18, 51, 53, 55, and 
61); pension benefits to or on behalf of veterans 
as authorized by law (38 U.S.C. chapters 15, 51, 
53, 55, and 61; 92 Stat. 2508); and burial benefits, 
the Reinstated Entitlement Program for Sur-
vivors, emergency and other officers’ retirement 
pay, adjusted-service credits and certificates, 
payment of premiums due on commercial life in-
surance policies guaranteed under the provi-
sions of title IV of the Servicemembers Civil Re-
lief Act (50 U.S.C. App. 540 et seq.) and for other 
benefits as authorized by law (38 U.S.C. 107, 
1312, 1977, and 2106, chapters 23, 51, 53, 55, and 
61; 43 Stat. 122, 123; 45 Stat. 735; 76 Stat. 1198), 
$41,236,322,000, to remain available until ex-
pended: Provided, That not to exceed $28,583,000 
of the amount appropriated under this heading 
shall be reimbursed to ‘‘General operating ex-
penses’’ and ‘‘Medical administration’’ for nec-
essary expenses in implementing the provisions 
of chapters 51, 53, and 55 of title 38, United 
States Code, the funding source for which is 
specifically provided as the ‘‘Compensation and 
pensions’’ appropriation: Provided further, 
That such sums as may be earned on an actual 
qualifying patient basis, shall be reimbursed to 
‘‘Medical care collections fund’’ to augment the 
funding of individual medical facilities for nurs-
ing home care provided to pensioners as author-
ized. 

READJUSTMENT BENEFITS 
For the payment of readjustment and rehabili-

tation benefits to or on behalf of veterans as au-
thorized by law (38 U.S.C. chapters 21, 30, 31, 
34, 35, 36, 39, 51, 53, 55, and 61), $3,300,289,000, 
to remain available until expended: Provided, 
That expenses for rehabilitation program serv-
ices and assistance which the Secretary is au-
thorized to provide under section 3104(a) of title 
38, United States Code, other than under sub-
section (a)(1), (2), (5), and (11) of that section, 
shall be charged to this account. 

VETERANS INSURANCE AND INDEMNITIES 
For military and naval insurance, national 

service life insurance, servicemen’s indemnities, 
service-disabled veterans insurance, and vet-
erans mortgage life insurance as authorized by 
title 38, United States Code, chapter 19; 70 Stat. 
887; 72 Stat. 487, $41,250,000, to remain available 
until expended. 

VETERANS HOUSING BENEFIT PROGRAM FUND 
PROGRAM ACCOUNT 

For the cost of direct and guaranteed loans, 
such sums as may be necessary to carry out the 
program, as authorized by subchapters I 
through III of chapter 37 of title 38, United 
States Code: Provided, That such costs, includ-
ing the cost of modifying such loans, shall be as 
defined in section 502 of the Congressional 
Budget Act of 1974: Provided further, That dur-
ing fiscal year 2008, within the resources avail-
able, not to exceed $500,000 in gross obligations 
for direct loans are authorized for specially 
adapted housing loans. 

In addition, for administrative expenses to 
carry out the direct and guaranteed loan pro-
grams, $154,562,000. 

VOCATIONAL REHABILITATION LOANS PROGRAM 
ACCOUNT 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 
For the cost of direct loans, $71,000, as au-

thorized by chapter 31 of title 38, United States 
Code: Provided, That such costs, including the 
cost of modifying such loans, shall be as defined 

in section 502 of the Congressional Budget Act 
of 1974: Provided further, That funds made 
available under this heading are available to 
subsidize gross obligations for the principal 
amount of direct loans not to exceed $3,287,000. 

In addition, for administrative expenses nec-
essary to carry out the direct loan program, 
$311,000, which may be transferred to and 
merged with the appropriation for ‘‘General op-
erating expenses’’. 

NATIVE AMERICAN VETERAN HOUSING LOAN 
PROGRAM ACCOUNT 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 
For administrative expenses to carry out the 

direct loan program authorized by subchapter V 
of chapter 37 of title 38, United States Code, 
$628,000. 
GUARANTEED TRANSITIONAL HOUSING LOANS FOR 

HOMELESS VETERANS PROGRAM ACCOUNT 
For the administrative expenses to carry out 

the guaranteed transitional housing loan pro-
gram authorized by subchapter VI of chapter 37 
of title 38, United States Code, not to exceed 
$750,000 of the amounts appropriated by this Act 
for ‘‘General operating expenses’’ and ‘‘Medical 
services’’ may be expended. 

VETERANS HEALTH ADMINISTRATION 
MEDICAL SERVICES 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 
For necessary expenses for furnishing, as au-

thorized by law, inpatient and outpatient care 
and treatment to beneficiaries of the Depart-
ment of Veterans Affairs and veterans described 
in section 1705(a) of title 38, United States Code, 
including care and treatment in facilities not 
under the jurisdiction of the Department, and 
including medical supplies and equipment, food 
services, and salaries and expenses of health- 
care employees hired under title 38, United 
States Code, and aid to State homes as author-
ized by section 1741 of title 38, United States 
Code; $28,979,220,000, plus reimbursements: Pro-
vided, That of the funds made available under 
this heading, not to exceed $1,350,000,000 shall 
remain available until September 30, 2009: Pro-
vided further, That, notwithstanding any other 
provision of law, the Secretary of Veterans Af-
fairs shall establish a priority for treatment for 
veterans who are service-connected disabled, 
lower income, or have special needs: Provided 
further, That, notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of law, the Secretary of Veterans Affairs 
shall give priority funding for the provision of 
basic medical benefits to veterans in enrollment 
priority groups 1 through 6: Provided further, 
That, notwithstanding any other provision of 
law, the Secretary of Veterans Affairs may au-
thorize the dispensing of prescription drugs from 
Veterans Health Administration facilities to en-
rolled veterans with privately written prescrip-
tions based on requirements established by the 
Secretary: Provided further, That the implemen-
tation of the program described in the previous 
proviso shall incur no additional cost to the De-
partment of Veterans Affairs: Provided further, 
That for the Department of Defense/Department 
of Veterans Affairs Health Care Sharing Incen-
tive Fund, as authorized by section 8111(d) of 
title 38, United States Code, a minimum of 
$15,000,000, to remain available until expended, 
for any purpose authorized by section 8111 of 
title 38, United States Code. 

MEDICAL ADMINISTRATION 
For necessary expenses in the administration 

of the medical, hospital, nursing home, domi-
ciliary, construction, supply, and research ac-
tivities, as authorized by law; administrative ex-
penses in support of capital policy activities; 
and administrative and legal expenses of the 
Department for collecting and recovering 
amounts owed the Department as authorized 
under chapter 17 of title 38, United States Code, 
and Federal Medical Care Recovery Act (42 
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U.S.C. 2651 et seq.): $3,642,000,000, plus reim-
bursements, of which $250,000,000 shall remain 
available until September 30, 2009. 

MEDICAL FACILITIES 
For necessary expenses for the maintenance 

and operation of hospitals, nursing homes, and 
domiciliary facilities and other necessary facili-
ties for the Veterans Health Administration; for 
administrative expenses in support of planning, 
design, project management, real property ac-
quisition and disposition, construction and ren-
ovation of any facility under the jurisdiction or 
for the use of the Department; for oversight, en-
gineering and architectural activities not 
charged to project costs; for repairing, altering, 
improving or providing facilities in the several 
hospitals and homes under the jurisdiction of 
the Department, not otherwise provided for, ei-
ther by contract or by the hire of temporary em-
ployees and purchase of materials; for leases of 
facilities; and for laundry services, 
$4,092,000,000, plus reimbursements, of which 
$350,000,000 shall remain available until Sep-
tember 30, 2009: Provided, That not less than 
$350,000,000 for non-recurring maintenance pro-
vided under this heading shall be allocated in a 
manner not subject to the Veterans Equitable 
Resource Allocation. 

MEDICAL AND PROSTHETIC RESEARCH 
For necessary expenses in carrying out pro-

grams of medical and prosthetic research and 
development as authorized by chapter 73 of title 
38, United States Code, $500,000,000, plus reim-
bursements, to remain available until September 
30, 2009. 

NATIONAL CEMETERY ADMINISTRATION 
For necessary expenses of the National Ceme-

tery Administration for operations and mainte-
nance, not otherwise provided for, including 
uniforms or allowances therefor; cemeterial ex-
penses as authorized by law; purchase of one 
passenger motor vehicle for use in cemeterial op-
erations; and hire of passenger motor vehicles, 
$217,709,000, of which not to exceed $25,000,000 
shall remain available until September 30, 2009. 

DEPARTMENTAL ADMINISTRATION 
GENERAL OPERATING EXPENSES 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 
For necessary operating expenses of the De-

partment of Veterans Affairs, not otherwise pro-
vided for, including administrative expenses in 
support of Department-wide capital planning, 
management and policy activities, uniforms or 
allowances therefor; not to exceed $25,000 for of-
ficial reception and representation expenses; 
hire of passenger motor vehicles; and reimburse-
ment of the General Services Administration for 
security guard services, and the Department of 
Defense for the cost of overseas employee mail, 
$1,612,031,000: Provided, That expenses for serv-
ices and assistance authorized under para-
graphs (1), (2), (5), and (11) of section 3104(a) of 
title 38, United States Code, that the Secretary 
of Veterans Affairs determines are necessary to 
enable entitled veterans: (1) to the maximum ex-
tent feasible, to become employable and to ob-
tain and maintain suitable employment; or (2) to 
achieve maximum independence in daily living, 
shall be charged to this account: Provided fur-
ther, That the Veterans Benefits Administration 
shall be funded at not less than $1,329,044,000: 
Provided further, That of the funds made avail-
able under this heading, not to exceed 
$75,000,000 shall be available for obligation until 
September 30, 2009: Provided further, That from 
the funds made available under this heading, 
the Veterans Benefits Administration may pur-
chase up to two passenger motor vehicles for use 
in operations of that Administration in Manila, 
Philippines. 

OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL 
For necessary expenses of the Office of In-

spector General, to include information tech-

nology, in carrying out the provisions of the In-
spector General Act of 1978, $88,700,000, of 
which $3,630,000 shall remain available until 
September 30, 2009. 

CONSTRUCTION, MAJOR PROJECTS 
For constructing, altering, extending and im-

proving any of the facilities including parking 
projects under the jurisdiction or for the use of 
the Department of Veterans Affairs, or for any 
of the purposes set forth in sections 316, 2404, 
2406, 8102, 8103, 8106, 8108, 8109, 8110, and 8122 
of title 38, United States Code, including plan-
ning, architectural and engineering services, 
construction management services, maintenance 
or guarantee period services costs associated 
with equipment guarantees provided under the 
project, services of claims analysts, offsite utility 
and storm drainage system construction costs, 
and site acquisition, where the estimated cost of 
a project is more than the amount set forth in 
section 8104(a)(3)(A) of title 38, United States 
Code, or where funds for a project were made 
available in a previous major project appropria-
tion, $727,400,000, to remain available until ex-
pended, of which $2,000,000 shall be to make re-
imbursements as provided in section 13 of the 
Contract Disputes Act of 1978 (41 U.S.C. 612) for 
claims paid for contract disputes: Provided, 
That except for advance planning activities, in-
cluding needs assessments which may or may 
not lead to capital investments, and other cap-
ital asset management related activities, such as 
portfolio development and management activi-
ties, and investment strategy studies funded 
through the advance planning fund and the 
planning and design activities funded through 
the design fund and CARES funds, including 
needs assessments which may or may not lead to 
capital investments, none of the funds appro-
priated under this heading shall be used for any 
project which has not been approved by the 
Congress in the budgetary process: Provided 
further, That funds provided in this appropria-
tion for fiscal year 2008, for each approved 
project (except those for CARES activities ref-
erenced above) shall be obligated: (1) by the 
awarding of a construction documents contract 
by September 30, 2008; and (2) by the awarding 
of a construction contract by September 30, 2009: 
Provided further, That the Secretary of Vet-
erans Affairs shall promptly report in writing to 
the Committees on Appropriations of both 
Houses of Congress any approved major con-
struction project in which obligations are not 
incurred within the time limitations established 
above. 

CONSTRUCTION, MINOR PROJECTS 
For constructing, altering, extending, and im-

proving any of the facilities including parking 
projects under the jurisdiction or for the use of 
the Department of Veterans Affairs, including 
planning and assessments of needs which may 
lead to capital investments, architectural and 
engineering services, maintenance or guarantee 
period services costs associated with equipment 
guarantees provided under the project, services 
of claims analysts, offsite utility and storm 
drainage system construction costs, and site ac-
quisition, or for any of the purposes set forth in 
sections 316, 2404, 2406, 8102, 8103, 8106, 8108, 
8109, 8110, 8122, and 8162 of title 38, United 
States Code, where the estimated cost of a 
project is equal to or less than the amount set 
forth in section 8104(a)(3)(A) of title 38, United 
States Code, $751,398,000, to remain available 
until expended, along with unobligated balances 
of previous ‘‘Construction, minor projects’’ ap-
propriations which are hereby made available 
for any project where the estimated cost is equal 
to or less than the amount set forth in such sec-
tion for: (1) repairs to any of the nonmedical fa-
cilities under the jurisdiction or for the use of 
the Department which are necessary because of 
loss or damage caused by any natural disaster 

or catastrophe; and (2) temporary measures nec-
essary to prevent or to minimize further loss by 
such causes. 
GRANTS FOR CONSTRUCTION OF STATE EXTENDED 

CARE FACILITIES 
For grants to assist States to acquire or con-

struct State nursing home and domiciliary fa-
cilities and to remodel, modify or alter existing 
hospital, nursing home and domiciliary facilities 
in State homes, for furnishing care to veterans 
as authorized by sections 8131–8137 of title 38, 
United States Code, $250,000,000, to remain 
available until expended. 
GRANTS FOR CONSTRUCTION OF STATE VETERANS 

CEMETERIES 
For grants to aid States in establishing, ex-

panding, or improving State veterans cemeteries 
as authorized by section 2408 of title 38, United 
States Code, $100,000,000, to remain available 
until expended. 

INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY SYSTEMS 
For necessary expenses for information tech-

nology systems and telecommunications support, 
including developmental information systems 
and operational information systems; including 
pay and associated cost for operations and 
maintenance associated staff; for the capital 
asset acquisition of information technology sys-
tems, including management and related con-
tractual costs of said acquisitions, including 
contractual costs associated with operations au-
thorized by section 3109 of title 5, United States 
Code, $1,898,000,000, to remain available until 
September 30, 2009: Provided, That none of these 
funds may be obligated until the Department of 
Veterans Affairs submits to the Committees on 
Appropriations of both Houses of Congress, and 
such Committees approve, a plan for expendi-
ture that: (1) meets the capital planning and in-
vestment control review requirements established 
by the Office of Management and Budget; (2) 
complies with the Department of Veterans Af-
fairs enterprise architecture; (3) conforms with 
an established enterprise life cycle methodology; 
and (4) complies with the acquisition rules, re-
quirements, guidelines, and systems acquisition 
management practices of the Federal Govern-
ment: Provided further, That within 60 days of 
enactment of this Act, the Secretary of Veterans 
Affairs shall submit to the Committees on Ap-
propriations of both Houses of Congress a re-
programming base letter which provides, by 
project, the costs included in this appropriation. 

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

SEC. 201. Any appropriation for fiscal year 
2008, in this Act or any other Act, for ‘‘Com-
pensation and pensions’’, ‘‘Readjustment bene-
fits’’, and ‘‘Veterans insurance and indem-
nities’’ may be transferred as necessary to any 
other of the mentioned appropriations: Pro-
vided, That before a transfer may take place, 
the Secretary of Veterans Affairs shall request 
from the Committees on Appropriations of both 
Houses of Congress the authority to make the 
transfer and an approval is issued, or absent a 
response, a period of 30 days has elapsed. 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 
SEC. 202. Amounts made available for fiscal 

year 2008, in this Act or any other Act, under 
the ‘‘Medical services’’, ‘‘Medical Administra-
tion’’, and ‘‘Medical facilities’’ accounts may be 
transferred between the accounts to the extent 
necessary to implement the restructuring of the 
Veterans Health Administration accounts: Pro-
vided, That before a transfer may take place, 
the Secretary of Veterans Affairs shall request 
from the Committees on Appropriations of both 
Houses of Congress the authority to make the 
transfer and an approval is issued. 

SEC. 203. Appropriations available in this title 
for salaries and expenses shall be available for 
services authorized by section 3109 of title 5, 
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United States Code, hire of passenger motor ve-
hicles; lease of a facility or land or both; and 
uniforms or allowances therefor, as authorized 
by sections 5901–5902 of title 5, United States 
Code. 

SEC. 204. No appropriations in this title (ex-
cept the appropriations for ‘‘Construction, 
major projects’’, and ‘‘Construction, minor 
projects’’) shall be available for the purchase of 
any site for the construction of any new hos-
pital or home. 

SEC. 205. No appropriations in this title shall 
be available for hospitalization or examination 
of any persons (except beneficiaries entitled 
under the laws bestowing such benefits to vet-
erans, and persons receiving such treatment 
under sections 7901–7904 of title 5, United States 
Code or the Robert T. Stafford Disaster Relief 
and Emergency Assistance Act (42 U.S.C. 5121 et 
seq.)), unless reimbursement of cost is made to 
the ‘‘Medical services’’ account at such rates as 
may be fixed by the Secretary of Veterans Af-
fairs. 

SEC. 206. Appropriations available in this title 
for ‘‘Compensation and pensions’’, ‘‘Readjust-
ment benefits’’, and ‘‘Veterans insurance and 
indemnities’’ shall be available for payment of 
prior year accrued obligations required to be re-
corded by law against the corresponding prior 
year accounts within the last quarter of fiscal 
year 2007. 

SEC. 207. Appropriations available in this title 
shall be available to pay prior year obligations 
of corresponding prior year appropriations ac-
counts resulting from sections 3328(a), 3334, and 
3712(a) of title 31, United States Code, except 
that if such obligations are from trust fund ac-
counts they shall be payable from ‘‘Compensa-
tion and pensions’’. 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 
SEC. 208. Notwithstanding any other provision 

of law, during fiscal year 2008, the Secretary of 
Veterans Affairs shall, from the National Serv-
ice Life Insurance Fund (38 U.S.C. 1920), the 
Veterans’ Special Life Insurance Fund (38 
U.S.C. 1923), and the United States Government 
Life Insurance Fund (38 U.S.C. 1955), reimburse 
the ‘‘General operating expenses’’ account for 
the cost of administration of the insurance pro-
grams financed through those accounts: Pro-
vided, That reimbursement shall be made only 
from the surplus earnings accumulated in an in-
surance program in fiscal year 2008 that are 
available for dividends in that program after 
claims have been paid and actuarially deter-
mined reserves have been set aside: Provided 
further, That if the cost of administration of an 
insurance program exceeds the amount of sur-
plus earnings accumulated in that program, re-
imbursement shall be made only to the extent of 
such surplus earnings: Provided further, That 
the Secretary shall determine the cost of admin-
istration for fiscal year 2008 which is properly 
allocable to the provision of each insurance pro-
gram and to the provision of any total disability 
income insurance included in such insurance 
program. 

SEC. 209. Amounts deducted from enhanced- 
use lease proceeds to reimburse an account for 
expenses incurred by that account during a 
prior fiscal year for providing enhanced-use 
lease services, may be obligated during the fiscal 
year in which the proceeds are received. 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 
SEC. 210. Funds available in this title or funds 

for salaries and other administrative expenses 
shall also be available to reimburse the Office of 
Resolution Management and the Office of Em-
ployment Discrimination Complaint Adjudica-
tion for all services provided at rates which will 
recover actual costs but not exceed $32,067,000 
for the Office of Resolution Management and 
$3,148,000 for the Office of Employment and Dis-
crimination Complaint Adjudication: Provided, 

That payments may be made in advance for 
services to be furnished based on estimated 
costs: Provided further, That amounts received 
shall be credited to ‘‘General operating ex-
penses’’ for use by the office that provided the 
service. 

SEC. 211. No appropriations in this title shall 
be available to enter into any new lease of real 
property if the estimated annual rental is more 
than $300,000 unless the Secretary submits a re-
port which the Committees on Appropriations of 
both Houses of Congress approve within 30 days 
following the date on which the report is re-
ceived. 

SEC. 212. No funds of the Department of Vet-
erans Affairs shall be available for hospital 
care, nursing home care, or medical services pro-
vided to any person under chapter 17 of title 38, 
United States Code, for a non-service-connected 
disability described in section 1729(a)(2) of such 
title, unless that person has disclosed to the Sec-
retary of Veterans Affairs, in such form as the 
Secretary may require, current, accurate third- 
party reimbursement information for purposes of 
section 1729 of such title: Provided, That the 
Secretary may recover, in the same manner as 
any other debt due the United States, the rea-
sonable charges for such care or services from 
any person who does not make such disclosure 
as required: Provided further, That any 
amounts so recovered for care or services pro-
vided in a prior fiscal year may be obligated by 
the Secretary during the fiscal year in which 
amounts are received. 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 
SEC. 213. Notwithstanding any other provision 

of law, at the discretion of the Secretary of Vet-
erans Affairs, proceeds or revenues derived from 
enhanced-use leasing activities (including dis-
posal) may be deposited into the ‘‘Construction, 
major projects’’ and ‘‘Construction, minor 
projects’’ accounts and be used for construction 
(including site acquisition and disposition), al-
terations and improvements of any medical fa-
cility under the jurisdiction or for the use of the 
Department of Veterans Affairs. Such sums as 
realized are in addition to the amount provided 
for in ‘‘Construction, major projects’’ and ‘‘Con-
struction, minor projects’’. 

SEC. 214. Amounts made available under 
‘‘Medical services’’ are available— 

(1) for furnishing recreational facilities, sup-
plies, and equipment; and 

(2) for funeral expenses, burial expenses, and 
other expenses incidental to funerals and bur-
ials for beneficiaries receiving care in the De-
partment. 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 
SEC. 215. Such sums as may be deposited to 

the Medical Care Collections Fund pursuant to 
section 1729A of title 38, United States Code, 
may be transferred to ‘‘Medical services’’, to re-
main available until expended for the purposes 
of this account. 

SEC. 216. Notwithstanding any other provision 
of law, the Secretary of Veterans Affairs shall 
allow veterans eligible under existing Depart-
ment of Veterans Affairs medical care require-
ments and who reside in Alaska to obtain med-
ical care services from medical facilities sup-
ported by the Indian Health Service or tribal or-
ganizations. The Secretary shall: (1) limit the 
application of this provision to rural Alaskan 
veterans in areas where an existing Department 
of Veterans Affairs facility or Veterans Affairs- 
contracted service is unavailable; (2) require 
participating veterans and facilities to comply 
with all appropriate rules and regulations, as 
established by the Secretary; (3) require this 
provision to be consistent with Capital Asset Re-
alignment for Enhanced Services activities; and 
(4) result in no additional cost to the Depart-
ment of Veterans Affairs or the Indian Health 
Service. 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 
SEC. 217. Such sums as may be deposited to 

the Department of Veterans Affairs Capital 
Asset Fund pursuant to section 8118 of title 38, 
United States Code, may be transferred to the 
‘‘Construction, major projects’’ and ‘‘Construc-
tion, minor projects’’ accounts, to remain avail-
able until expended for the purposes of these ac-
counts. 

SEC. 218. None of the funds made available in 
this Act may be used to implement any policy 
prohibiting the Directors of the Veterans Inte-
grated Service Networks from conducting out-
reach or marketing to enroll new veterans with-
in their respective Networks. 

SEC. 219. The Secretary of Veterans Affairs 
shall submit to the Committees on Appropria-
tions of both Houses of Congress a quarterly re-
port on the financial status of the Veterans 
Health Administration. 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 
SEC. 220. Amounts made available under the 

‘‘Medical services’’, ‘‘Medical Administration’’, 
‘‘Medical facilities’’, ‘‘General operating ex-
penses’’, and ‘‘National Cemetery Administra-
tion’’ accounts for fiscal year 2008, may be 
transferred to or from the ‘‘Information tech-
nology systems’’ account: Provided, That before 
a transfer may take place, the Secretary of Vet-
erans Affairs shall request from the Committees 
on Appropriations of both Houses of Congress 
the authority to make the transfer and an ap-
proval is issued. 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 
SEC. 221. For purposes of perfecting the fund-

ing sources of the Department of Veterans Af-
fairs’ new ‘‘Information technology systems’’ 
account, funds made available for fiscal year 
2008, in this or any other Act, may be trans-
ferred from the ‘‘General operating expenses’’, 
‘‘National Cemetery Administration’’, and ‘‘Of-
fice of Inspector General’’ accounts to the 
‘‘Medical services’’ account: Provided, That be-
fore a transfer may take place, the Secretary of 
Veterans Affairs shall request from the Commit-
tees on Appropriations of both Houses of Con-
gress the authority to make the transfer and an 
approval is issued. 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 
SEC. 222. Amounts made available for the ‘‘In-

formation technology systems’’ account may be 
transferred between projects: Provided, That no 
project may be increased or decreased by more 
than $1,000,000 of cost prior to submitting a re-
quest to the Committees on Appropriations of 
both Houses of Congress to make the transfer 
and an approval is issued, or absent a response, 
a period of 30 days has elapsed. 

SEC. 223. None of the funds available to the 
Department of Veterans Affairs, in this Act, or 
any other Act, may be used to replace the cur-
rent system by which the Veterans Integrated 
Services Networks select and contract for diabe-
tes monitoring supplies and equipment. 

SEC. 224. Of the amounts made available for 
fiscal year 2008, in this Act or any other Act, 
under the ‘‘Medical Facilities’’ account for non- 
recurring maintenance, not more than 20 per-
cent of the funds made available shall be obli-
gated during the last two months of the fiscal 
year. 

SEC. 225. PROHIBITION ON DISPOSAL OF DE-
PARTMENT OF VETERANS AFFAIRS LANDS AND IM-
PROVEMENTS AT WEST LOS ANGELES MEDICAL 
CENTER, CALIFORNIA. (a) IN GENERAL.—The Sec-
retary of Veterans Affairs may not declare as 
excess to the needs of the Department of Vet-
erans Affairs, or otherwise take any action to 
exchange, trade, auction, transfer, or otherwise 
dispose of, or reduce the acreage of, Federal 
land and improvements at the Department of 
Veterans Affairs West Los Angeles Medical Cen-
ter, California, encompassing approximately 388 
acres on the north and south sides of Wilshire 
Boulevard and west of the 405 Freeway. 
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(b) SPECIAL PROVISION REGARDING LEASE 

WITH REPRESENTATIVE OF THE HOMELESS.—Not-
withstanding any provision of this Act, section 
7 of the Homeless Veterans Comprehensive Serv-
ices Act of 1992 (Public Law 102–590) shall re-
main in effect. 

(c) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 
8162(c)(1) of title 38, United States Code, is 
amended— 

(1) by inserting ‘‘or section 225(a) of the Mili-
tary Construction and Veterans Affairs and Re-
lated Agencies Appropriations Act, 2008’’ after 
‘‘section 421(b)(2) of the Veterans’ Benefits and 
Services Act of 1988 (Public Law 100–322; 102 
Stat. 553)’’; and 

(2) by striking ‘‘that section’’ and inserting 
‘‘such sections’’. 

(d) EFFECTIVE DATE.—This section, including 
the amendment made by this section, shall apply 
with respect to fiscal year 2008 and each fiscal 
year thereafter. 

SEC. 226. The Department shall continue re-
search into Gulf War Illness at levels not less 
than those made available in fiscal year 2007, 
within available funds contained in this Act. 

SEC. 227. (a) ANONYMOUS REPORTING OF 
WASTE, FRAUD, OR ABUSE.—Not later than 30 
days after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Inspector General of the Department of Vet-
erans Affairs shall establish and maintain on 
the homepage of the Internet website of the Of-
fice of Inspector General a mechanism by which 
individuals can anonymously report cases of 
waste, fraud, or abuse with respect to the De-
partment of Veterans Affairs. 

(b) LINK TO OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL 
FROM HOMEPAGE OF DEPARTMENT OF VETERANS 
AFFAIRS.—Not later than 30 days after the date 
of the enactment of this Act, the Secretary of 
Veterans Affairs shall establish and maintain 
on the homepage of the Internet website of the 
Department of Veterans Affairs a direct link to 
the Internet website of the Office of Inspector 
General of the Department of Veterans Affairs. 

SEC. 228. (a) AUTHORITY FOR TRANSFER OF 
FUNDS TO SECRETARY OF HEALTH AND HUMAN 
SERVICES TO TRAIN PSYCHOLOGISTS.—Upon a 
determination by the Secretary of Veterans Af-
fairs that such action is in the national interest, 
the Secretary of Veterans Affairs may transfer 
not more than $5,000,000 to the Secretary of 
Health and Human Services for the Graduate 
Psychology Education Program to support in-
creased training of psychologists skilled in the 
treatment of post-traumatic stress disorder, 
traumatic brain injury, and related disorders. 

(b) LIMITATION ON USE OF TRANSFERRED 
FUNDS.—The Secretary of Health and Human 
Services may only use funds transferred under 
this section for the purposes described in sub-
section (a). 

(c) NOTIFICATION.—The Secretary of Veterans 
Affairs shall notify Congress of any such trans-
fer of funds under this section. 

SEC. 229. (a) REPORTS ON RECONSTRUCTION OF 
DEPARTMENT OF VETERANS AFFAIRS MEDICAL 
CENTER IN NEW ORLEANS, LOUISIANA.—(1) Not 
later than October 1 and April 1 each year, the 
Secretary of Veterans Affairs shall submit to the 
Committees on Appropriations a report on the 
current status of the reconstruction of the De-
partment of Veterans Affairs Medical Center in 
New Orleans, Louisiana. Each report shall in-
clude the following: 

(A) The current status of the reconstruction of 
the Medical Center, including the status of any 
ongoing environmental assessments, the status 
of any current construction, and an assessment 
of the adequacy of funding necessary to com-
plete the reconstruction. 

(B) If reconstruction of the Medical Center is 
subject to any major delay— 

(i) a description of each such delay; 
(ii) an explanation for each such delay; and 

(iii) a description of the action being taken or 
planned to address the delay. 

(C) A description of current and anticipated 
funding for the reconstruction of the Medical 
Center, including an estimate of any additional 
funding required for the reconstruction. 

(2) The requirement in paragraph (1) shall 
cease on the day that the reconstruction of the 
Medical Center referred to in that paragraph is 
completed. 

(b) REPORT ON DESIGNATION OF DEPARTMENT 
OF VETERANS AFFAIRS MEDICAL CENTER IN NEW 
ORLEANS AS POLYTRAUMA REHABILITATION CEN-
TER OR POLYTRAUMA NETWORK SITE.—Not later 
than 60 days after the date of the enactment of 
this Act, the Secretary shall submit to the Com-
mittees on Appropriations a report setting forth 
the recommendation of the Secretary as to 
whether or not the Department of Veterans Af-
fairs Medical Center being reconstructed in new 
Orleans, Louisiana, should be designated as a 
tier I polytrauma rehabilitation center or a 
polytrauma network site. 

SEC. 230. (a) ADDITIONAL AMOUNT FOR MED-
ICAL SERVICES.—The amount appropriated or 
otherwise made available by this title under the 
heading ‘‘MEDICAL SERVICES’’ is hereby in-
creased by $125,000,000. 

(b) AVAILABILITY.—Of the amount appro-
priated or otherwise made available by this title 
under the heading ‘‘MEDICAL SERVICES’’, as in-
creased by subsection (a), $125,000,000 shall be 
available for the Veterans Beneficiary Travel 
Program. The amount available for the Veterans 
Beneficiary Travel Program under this sub-
section is in addition to any other amounts 
available for that program under this title. 

(c) OFFSET.—The amount appropriated or oth-
erwise made available by this title for the Vet-
erans Health Administration under the heading 
‘‘MEDICAL ADMINISTRATION’’ is hereby decreased 
by $125,000,000. 

SEC. 231. (a) REPORT ON ACCESS TO MEDICAL 
SERVICES PROVIDED BY DEPARTMENT OF VET-
ERANS AFFAIRS TO VETERANS IN REMOTE RURAL 
AREAS.—Not later than six months after the 
date of the enactment of this Act, the Secretary 
shall submit to the appropriate committees of 
Congress a report setting forth the following: 

(1) A description of the following: 
(A) The unique challenges and costs faced by 

veterans in remote rural areas of contiguous 
and non-contiguous States when obtaining med-
ical services from the Department of Veterans 
Affairs. 

(B) The need to improve access to locally-ad-
ministered care for veterans who reside in re-
mote rural areas. 

(C) The need to fund alternative sources of 
medical services— 

(i) in areas where facilities of the Department 
of Veterans Affairs are not accessible to vet-
erans without leaving such areas; and 

(ii) in cases in which receipt of medical serv-
ices by a veteran in a facility of the Department 
requires transportation of such veteran by air 
due to geographic and infrastructural con-
straints. 

(2) An assessment of the potential for increas-
ing local access to medical services for veterans 
in remote rural areas of contiguous and non- 
contiguous States through strategic partner-
ships with other government and local private 
health care providers. 

(b) APPROPRIATE COMMITTEES OF CONGRESS 
DEFINED.—In this section, the term ‘‘appro-
priate committees of Congress’’ means— 

(1) the Committees on Veterans’ Affairs of the 
Senate and the House of Representatives; and 

(2) the Subcommittees referred to in section 
407. 

SEC. 232. None of the funds appropriated or 
otherwise made available by this Act may be 
used during fiscal year 2008 to round down dol-

lar amounts to the next lower whole dollar for 
payments of the following: 

(1) Disability compensation under section 1114 
of 38, United States Code. 

(2) Additional compensation for dependents 
under section 1115(1) of such title. 

(3) Clothing allowance under section 1162 of 
such title. 

(4) Dependency and indemnity compensation 
to surviving spouse under subsections (a) 
through (d) of section 1311 of such title. 

(5) Dependency and indemnity compensation 
to children under sections 1313(a) and 1314 of 
such title. 

SEC. 233. None of the funds appropriated or 
otherwise made available by this Act or any 
other Act for the Department of Veterans Af-
fairs may be used in a manner that is incon-
sistent with— 

(1) section 842 of the Transportation, Treas-
ury, Housing and Urban Development, the Judi-
ciary, and Independent Agencies Appropriations 
Act, 2006 (Public Law 109–115; 119 Stat. 2506); or 

(2) section 8110(a)(5) of title 38, United States 
Code. 

SEC. 234. LIEUTENANT COLONEL CLEMENT C. 
VAN WAGONER DEPARTMENT OF VETERANS AF-
FAIRS CLINIC. (a) DESIGNATION.—The Depart-
ment of Veterans Affairs clinic located in 
Alpena, Michigan, shall be known and des-
ignated as the ‘‘Lieutenant Colonel Clement C. 
Van Wagoner Department of Veterans Affairs 
Clinic’’. 

(b) REFERENCES.—Any reference in a law, 
map, regulation, document, paper, or other 
record of the United States to the Department of 
Veterans Affairs clinic referred to in subsection 
(a) shall be deemed to be a reference to the 
‘‘Lieutenant Colonel Clement C. Van Wagoner 
Department of Veterans Affairs Clinic’’. 

SEC. 235. The Secretary of Veterans Affairs 
may carry out a major medical facility lease in 
fiscal year 2008 in an amount not to exceed 
$12,000,000 to implement the recommendations 
outlined in the August, 2007 Study of South 
Texas Veterans’ Inpatient and Specialty Out-
patient Health Care Needs. 

TITLE III 
RELATED AGENCIES 

AMERICAN BATTLE MONUMENTS 
COMMISSION 

SALARIES AND EXPENSES 
For necessary expenses, not otherwise pro-

vided for, of the American Battle Monuments 
Commission, including the acquisition of land or 
interest in land in foreign countries; purchases 
and repair of uniforms for caretakers of na-
tional cemeteries and monuments outside of the 
United States and its territories and possessions; 
rent of office and garage space in foreign coun-
tries; purchase (one-for-one replacement only) 
and hire of passenger motor vehicles; not to ex-
ceed $7,500 for official reception and representa-
tion expenses; and insurance of official motor 
vehicles in foreign countries, when required by 
law of such countries, $45,600,000, to remain 
available until expended. 

FOREIGN CURRENCY FLUCTUATIONS 
For necessary expenses, not otherwise pro-

vided for, of the American Battle Monuments 
Commission, $11,000,000, to remain available 
until expended, for purposes authorized by sec-
tion 2109 of title 36, United States Code. 
UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS FOR 

VETERANS CLAIMS 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses for the operation of 
the United States Court of Appeals for Veterans 
Claims as authorized by sections 7251–7298 of 
title 38, United States Code, $24,217,000: Pro-
vided, That $1,120,000 shall be available for the 
purpose of providing financial assistance as de-
scribed, and in accordance with the process and 
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reporting procedures set forth, under this head-
ing in Public Law 102–229. 

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE—CIVIL 
CEMETERIAL EXPENSES, ARMY 

SALARIES AND EXPENSES 
For necessary expenses, as authorized by law, 

for maintenance, operation, and improvement of 
Arlington National Cemetery and Soldiers’ and 
Airmen’s Home National Cemetery, including 
the purchase of two passenger motor vehicles for 
replacement only, and not to exceed $1,000 for 
official reception and representation expenses, 
$31,865,000, to remain available until expended. 
In addition, such sums as may be necessary for 
parking maintenance, repairs and replacement, 
to be derived from the Lease of Department of 
Defense Real Property for Defense Agencies ac-
count. 

Funds appropriated under this Act may be 
provided to Arlington County, Virginia, for the 
relocation of the federally-owned watermain at 
Arlington National Cemetery making additional 
land available for ground burials. 

ARMED FORCES RETIREMENT HOME 
TRUST FUND 

For expenses necessary for the Armed Forces 
Retirement Home to operate and maintain the 
Armed Forces Retirement Home—Washington, 
District of Columbia and the Armed Forces Re-
tirement Home—Gulfport, Mississippi, to be paid 
from funds available in the Armed Forces Re-
tirement Home Trust Fund, $55,724,000. 

GENERAL FUND PAYMENT, ARMED FORCES 
RETIREMENT HOME 

For payment to the ‘‘Armed Forces Retirement 
Home’’, $5,900,000, to remain available until ex-
pended. 

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISION 
SEC. 301. None of the funds in this title under 

the heading ‘‘American Battle Monuments Com-
mission’’ shall be available for the Capital Secu-
rity Costs Sharing program. 

TITLE IV 
GENERAL PROVISIONS 

SEC. 401. No part of any appropriation con-
tained in this Act shall remain available for ob-
ligation beyond the current fiscal year unless 
expressly so provided herein. 

SEC. 402. Such sums as may be necessary for 
fiscal year 2008 pay raises for programs funded 
by this Act shall be absorbed within the levels 
appropriated in this Act. 

SEC. 403. None of the funds made available in 
this Act may be used for any program, project, 
or activity, when it is made known to the Fed-
eral entity or official to which the funds are 
made available that the program, project, or ac-
tivity is not in compliance with any Federal law 
relating to risk assessment, the protection of pri-
vate property rights, or unfunded mandates. 

SEC. 404. No part of any funds appropriated 
in this Act shall be used by an agency of the ex-
ecutive branch, other than for normal and rec-
ognized executive-legislative relationships, for 
publicity or propaganda purposes, and for the 
preparation, distribution or use of any kit, pam-
phlet, booklet, publication, radio, television or 
film presentation designed to support or defeat 
legislation pending before Congress, except in 
presentation to Congress itself. 

SEC. 405. All departments and agencies funded 
under this Act are encouraged, within the limits 
of the existing statutory authorities and fund-
ing, to expand their use of ‘‘E-Commerce’’ tech-
nologies and procedures in the conduct of their 
business practices and public service activities. 

SEC. 406. None of the funds made available in 
this Act may be transferred to any department, 
agency, or instrumentality of the United States 
Government except pursuant to a transfer made 
by, or transfer authority provided in, this Act or 
any other appropriations Act. 

SEC. 407. Unless stated otherwise, all reports 
and notifications required by this Act shall be 
submitted to the Subcommittee on Military Con-
struction, Veterans Affairs, and Related Agen-
cies of the Committee on Appropriations of the 
House of Representatives and the Subcommittee 
on Military Construction, Veterans Affairs, and 
Related Agencies of the Committee on Appro-
priations of the Senate. 

SEC. 408. (a) ASSESSMENT OF MENTAL HEALTH 
CARE SERVICES FOR FEMALE SERVICEMEMBERS 
AND VETERANS.—The Comptroller General of the 
United States shall conduct an assessment of 
the adequacy of the mental health care services 
provided by the Department of Veterans Affairs 
and the Department of Defense to female mem-
bers of the Armed Forces and female veterans to 
meet the mental health care needs of such mem-
bers and veterans. 

(b) REPORT.—Not later than September 1, 2008, 
the Comptroller General shall submit to the Sub-
committees referred to in section 407 a report on 
the assessment required by subsection (a). 

SEC. 409. None of the funds appropriated or 
otherwise made available by this Act may be 
used to enter into a contract in an amount 
greater than $5,000,000 or to award a grant in 
excess of such amount unless the prospective 
contractor or grantee certifies in writing to the 
agency awarding the contract or grant that the 
contractor or grantee has filed all Federal tax 
returns required during the three years pre-
ceding the certification, has not been convicted 
of a criminal offense under the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986, and has not been notified of 
any unpaid Federal tax assessment for which 
the liability remains unsatisfied unless the as-
sessment is the subject of an installment agree-
ment or offer in compromise that has been ap-
proved by the Internal Revenue Service and is 
not in default or the assessment is the subject of 
a non-frivolous administrative or judicial ap-
peal. 

SEC. 410. (a) In this section: 
(1) The term ‘‘City’’ means the City of Aurora, 

Colorado. 
(2) The term ‘‘deed’’ means the quitclaim 

deed— 
(A) conveyed by the Secretary to the City; and 
(B) dated May 24, 1999. 
(3) The term ‘‘non-Federal land’’ means— 
(A) parcel I of the Fitzsimons Army Medical 

Center, Colorado; and 
(B) the parcel of land described in the deed. 
(4) The term ‘‘Secretary’’ means the Secretary 

of the Interior. 
(b)(1) In accordance with paragraph (2), and 

subject to each term and condition required 
under paragraph (3), to allow the City to convey 
to the United States the non-Federal land to be 
used by the Secretary of Veterans Affairs for the 
construction of a veterans medical facility, the 
Secretary may execute such instruments as de-
termined by the Secretary to be necessary to 
modify or release any condition under which the 
non-Federal land would revert to the United 
States. 

(2) In carrying out paragraph (1), with respect 
to the non-Federal land, the Secretary shall 
alter— 

(A) each provision of the deed relating to a re-
versionary interest of the United States; and 

(B) any other reversionary interest of the 
United States. 
To authorize the use of the property to include 
use as a veteran’s facility in addition to use for 
recreational purposes. 

(3) The Secretary shall carry out paragraph 
(1) subject to such terms and conditions as the 
Secretary determines to be necessary to protect 
the interests of the United States. 

SEC. 411. For an additional amount 
$100,000,000, with $50,000,000 each to the Cities 
of Denver, Colorado, and St. Paul, Minnesota, 

shall be available to the Department of Home-
land Security for State and local law enforce-
ment entities for security and related costs, in-
cluding overtime, associated with the Demo-
cratic National Convention and Republican Na-
tional Convention in 2008. The Department of 
Homeland Security shall provide for an audit of 
all amounts made available under this section, 
including expenditures by State and local law 
enforcement entities. Amounts provided by this 
section are designated as an emergency require-
ment pursuant to section 204 of S. Con. Res. 21 
(110th Congress). 

SEC. 412. None of the funds appropriated or 
otherwise made available by this Act may be 
used for any action that is related to or pro-
motes the expansion of the boundaries or size of 
the Pinon Canyon Maneuver Site, Colorado. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Military Con-
struction and Veterans Affairs and Related 
Agencies Appropriations Act, 2008’’. 

Mr. INOUYE. Mr. President, I note 
the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

THE CALENDAR 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate 
proceed en bloc to the consideration of 
the following calendar items: Calendar 
No. 342, S. Res. 134; Calendar No. 343, S. 
Res. 282; Calendar No. 344, S. Res. 288; 
Calendar No. 345, S. Res. 292; and Cal-
endar No. 346, S. Res. 301. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. BROWN. I ask unanimous con-
sent that the resolutions be agreed to 
en bloc, the preambles be agreed to en 
bloc, the motions to reconsider be laid 
upon the table en bloc, the consider-
ation of these items appear separately 
in the RECORD, and that any state-
ments relating thereto be printed at 
the appropriate place in the RECORD as 
if read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

ADOPT A SCHOOL LIBRARY 
MONTH 

The resolution (S. Res. 134) desig-
nating September 2007 as ‘‘Adopt a 
School Library Month,’’ was considered 
and agreed to. 

The preamble was agreed to. 
The resolution, with its preamble, 

reads as follows: 
S. RES. 134 

Whereas extensive research has dem-
onstrated a link between high-quality school 
libraries and student achievement in the 
classroom and on standardized tests, regard-
less of the level of poverty or family insta-
bility experienced by the student; 

Whereas 37 percent of all fourth grade chil-
dren in the United States are reading at 
below-basic reading levels; 
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Whereas the school libraries of the United 

States are valuable tools that could be used 
to inspire and enhance literacy for all chil-
dren; 

Whereas, to become a lifelong reader, a 
student must be exposed to adults who read 
regularly and serve as positive reading role 
models; 

Whereas school librarians are— 
(1) instrumental in helping teachers edu-

cate the students of the United States; and 
(2) through the use of books, computer re-

sources, and other resources, a necessary 
component for expanding the curriculum of 
the public schools of the United States; 

Whereas the school libraries of the United 
States are used as media centers to provide 
students with opportunities to interact with 
computers and other electronic information 
resources; 

Whereas the use of school library com-
puters helps students develop media and 
technological skills, including— 

(1) critical thinking; 
(2) communication competency; and 
(3) the ethical and appropriate use of tech-

nology information access, retrieval, and 
production; 

Whereas the school libraries of the United 
States serve as a gathering place for stu-
dents of all ages, backgrounds, and interests 
to come together to debate ideas; 

Whereas only approximately $1,000,000,000 
is allocated to school libraries each year, 
which translates to $0.54 per student; and 

Whereas numerous programs, including the 
READesign program of the Heart of America 
Foundation, are working to reestablish 
school libraries as the hearts of the public 
schools of the United States by— 

(1) offering intensive care for school librar-
ies though efforts designed— 

(A) to redecorate school libraries; 
(B) to revitalize technology available to 

school libraries; and 
(C) to replenish the book shelves of 

school libraries; and 
(2) renewing community support and inter-

est for— 
(A) enriching the lives of children; and 
(B) helping students regain lost opportu-

nities for learning: Now, therefore, be it 
Resolved, That the Senate— 
(1) designates September 2007 as ‘‘Adopt a 

School Library Month’’ to raise public 
awareness about the important role school 
libraries play in the academic achievement 
of children; and 

(2) calls on the Federal Government, 
States, local governments, schools, nonprofit 
organizations, businesses, and the people of 
the United States to observe the month with 
appropriate ceremonies, programs, and other 
activities. 

f 

NATIONAL POLYCYSTIC KIDNEY 
DISEASE AWARENESS WEEK 

The resolution (S. Res. 282) sup-
porting the goals and ideals of a Na-
tional Polycystic Kidney Disease 
Awareness Week to raise public aware-
ness and understanding of polycystic 
kidney disease and to foster under-
standing of the impact polycystic kid-
ney disease has on patients and future 
generations of their families, was con-
sidered and agreed to. 

The preamble was agreed to. 
The resolution, with its preamble, 

reads as follows: 
S. RES. 282 

Whereas polycystic kidney disease (known 
as ‘‘PKD’’) is 1 of the most prevalent life- 

threatening genetic diseases in the United 
States, is a severe, dominantly inherited dis-
ease that has a devastating impact, in both 
human and economic terms, on people of all 
ages, and affects equally people of all races, 
sexes, nationalities, geographic locations, 
and income levels; 

Whereas, based on prevalence estimates by 
the National Institutes of Health, it is esti-
mated that about 600,000 patients in the 
United States have a genetic inheritance 
from 1 or both parents for polycystic kidney 
disease, and that countless additional 
friends, loved ones, spouses, and caregivers 
must shoulder the physical, emotional, and 
financial burdens that polycystic kidney dis-
ease causes; 

Whereas polycystic kidney disease, for 
which there is no treatment or cure, is the 
leading genetic cause of kidney failure in the 
United States and the 4th leading cause 
overall; 

Whereas the vast majority of polycystic 
kidney disease patients reach kidney failure 
at an average age of 53, causing a severe 
strain on dialysis and kidney transplan-
tation resources and on the delivery of 
health care in the United States, as the larg-
est segment of the population of the United 
States, the ‘‘baby boomers’’, continues to 
age; 

Whereas end stage renal disease is one of 
the fastest growing components of the Medi-
care budget, and polycystic kidney disease 
contributes to that cost by an estimated 
$2,000,000,000 annually for dialysis, kidney 
transplantation, and related therapies; 

Whereas polycystic kidney disease is a sys-
temic disease that causes damage to the kid-
ney and the cardiovascular, endocrine, he-
patic, and gastrointestinal organ systems 
and instills in patients a fear of an unknown 
future with a life-threatening genetic disease 
and apprehension over possible genetic dis-
crimination; 

Whereas the severity of the symptoms of 
polycystic kidney disease and the limited 
public awareness of the disease cause many 
patients to live in denial and forego regular 
visits to their physicians or to avoid fol-
lowing good health management which 
would help avoid more severe complications 
when kidney failure occurs; 

Whereas people who have chronic, life- 
threatening diseases like polycystic kidney 
disease have a predisposition to depression 
and its resultant consequences due to their 
anxiety over pain, suffering, and premature 
death; 

Whereas the Senate and taxpayers of the 
United States desire to see treatments and 
cures for disease and would like to see re-
sults from investments in research con-
ducted by the National Institutes of Health 
(NIH) and from such initiatives as the NIH 
Roadmap to the Future; 

Whereas polycystic kidney disease is a 
verifiable example of how collaboration, 
technological innovation, scientific momen-
tum, and public-private partnerships can 
generate therapeutic interventions that di-
rectly benefit polycystic kidney disease suf-
ferers, save billions of Federal dollars under 
Medicare, Medicaid, and other programs for 
dialysis, kidney transplants, 
immunosuppressant drugs, and related 
therapies, and make available several thou-
sand openings on the kidney transplant wait-
ing list; 

Whereas improvements in diagnostic tech-
nology and the expansion of scientific 
knowledge about polycystic kidney disease 
have led to the discovery of the 3 primary 
genes that cause polycystic kidney disease 

and the 3 primary protein products of the 
genes and to the understanding of cell struc-
tures and signaling pathways that cause cyst 
growth that has produced multiple poly-
cystic kidney disease clinical drug trials; 

Whereas there are thousands of volunteers 
nationwide who are dedicated to expanding 
essential research, fostering public aware-
ness and understanding of polycystic kidney 
disease, educating polycystic kidney disease 
patients and their families about the disease 
to improve their treatment and care, pro-
viding appropriate moral support, and en-
couraging people to become organ donors; 
and 

Whereas these volunteers engage in an an-
nual national awareness event held during 
the 3rd week of September, and such a week 
would be an appropriate time to recognize 
National Polycystic Kidney Disease Aware-
ness Week: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 
(1) designates the week of September 9–16, 

2007, as ‘‘National Polycystic Kidney Disease 
Awareness Week’’; 

(2) supports the goals and ideals of a na-
tional week to raise public awareness and 
understanding of polycystic kidney disease 
(known as ‘‘PKD’’); 

(3) recognizes the need for additional re-
search into a cure for polycystic kidney dis-
ease; and 

(4) encourages the people of the United 
States and interested groups to support Na-
tional Polycystic Kidney Disease Awareness 
Week through appropriate ceremonies and 
activities, to promote public awareness of 
polycystic kidney disease and to foster un-
derstanding of the impact of the disease on 
patients and their families. 

f 

NATIONAL PROSTATE CANCER 
AWARENESS WEEK 

The resolution (S. Res. 288) desig-
nating September 2007 as ‘‘National 
Prostate Cancer Awareness Month,’’ 
was considered and agreed to. 

The preamble was agreed to. 
The resolution, with its preamble, 

reads as follows: 
S. RES. 288 

Whereas countless families in the United 
States live with prostate cancer; 

Whereas 1 in 6 men in the United States 
will be diagnosed with prostate cancer in his 
lifetime; 

Whereas over the past decade, prostate 
cancer has been the most commonly diag-
nosed non-skin cancer and the second most 
common cause of cancer-related deaths 
among men in the United States; 

Whereas, in 2007, according to estimates 
from the American Cancer Society, over 
218,890 men in the United States will be diag-
nosed with prostate cancer and 27,050 men in 
the United States will die of prostate cancer; 

Whereas 30 percent of new diagnoses of 
prostate cancer occur in men under the age 
of 65; 

Whereas a man in the United States turns 
50 years old about every 14 seconds, increas-
ing his odds of developing cancer, including 
prostate cancer; 

Whereas African-American males suffer a 
prostate cancer incidence rate up to 65 per-
cent higher than White males and double the 
mortality rates; 

Whereas obesity is a significant predictor 
of the severity of prostate cancer and the 
probability that the disease will lead to 
death; 
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Whereas if a man in the United States has 

1 family member diagnosed with prostate 
cancer, he has double the risk of prostate 
cancer, if he has 2 family members with such 
diagnoses, he has 5 times the risk, and if he 
has 3 family members with such diagnoses, 
he then has a 97 percent risk of prostate can-
cer; 

Whereas screening by both a digital rectal 
examination (DRE) and a prostate specific 
antigen blood test (PSA) can diagnose the 
disease in earlier and more treatable stages 
and reduce prostate cancer mortality; 

Whereas ongoing research promises further 
improvements in prostate cancer prevention, 
early detection, and treatments; and 

Whereas educating people in the United 
States, including health care providers, 
about prostate cancer and early detection 
strategies is crucial to saving the lives of 
men and preserving and protecting families: 
Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 
(1) designates September 2007 as ‘‘National 

Prostate Cancer Awareness Month’’; 
(2) declares that the Federal Government 

has a responsibility— 
(A) to raise awareness about the impor-

tance of screening methods for, and treat-
ment of, prostate cancer; 

(B) to increase research funding that is 
commensurate with the burden of the disease 
so that the screening and treatment of pros-
tate cancer may be improved, and so that 
the causes of, and a cure for, prostate cancer 
may be discovered; and 

(C) to continue to consider ways for im-
proving access to, and the quality of, health 
care services for detecting and treating pros-
tate cancer; and 

(3) requests the President to issue a procla-
mation calling on the people of the United 
States, interested groups, and affected per-
sons— 

(A) to promote awareness of prostate can-
cer; 

(B) to take an active role in the fight to 
end the devastating effects of prostate can-
cer on individuals, their families, and the 
economy; and 

(C) to observe National Prostate Cancer 
Awareness Month with appropriate cere-
monies and activities. 

f 

NATIONAL ASSISTED LIVING 
WEEK 

The resolution (S. Res. 292) desig-
nating the week beginning September 
9, 2007, as ‘‘National Assisted Living 
Week,’’ was considered and agreed to. 

The preamble was agreed to. 
The resolution, with its preamble, 

reads as follows: 
S. RES. 292 

Whereas the number of elderly and dis-
abled citizens of the United States is increas-
ing dramatically; 

Whereas assisted living is a long-term care 
service that fosters choice, dignity, inde-
pendence, and autonomy in the elderly and 
disabled across the United States; 

Whereas the National Center for Assisted 
Living created National Assisted Living 
Week; 

Whereas the theme of National Assisted 
Living Week 2007 is ‘‘Legacies of Love’’; and 

Whereas this theme highlights the privi-
lege, value, and responsibility of passing the 
legacies of the lives of the elderly and dis-
abled of the United States down through the 
generations that care for and love them: 
Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 
(1) designates the week beginning Sep-

tember 9, 2007, as ‘‘National Assisted Living 
Week’’; and 

(2) urges all people of the United States— 
(A) to visit friends and loved ones who re-

side at assisted living facilities; and 
(B) to learn more about assisted living 

services, including how assisted living serv-
ices benefit communities in the United 
States. 

f 

50TH ANNIVERSARY OF DESEGRE-
GATION IN LITTLE ROCK, AR-
KANSAS 

The resolution (S. Res. 301) recog-
nizing the 50th anniversary of the de-
segregation of Little Rock Central 
High School, one of the most signifi-
cant events in the American civil 
rights movement, was considered and 
agreed to. 

The preamble was agreed to. 
The resolution, with its preamble, 

reads as follows: 
S. RES. 301 

Whereas the landmark 1954 Supreme Court 
decision in Brown v. Board of Education of 
Topeka established that racial segregation 
in public schools violated the Constitution of 
the United States; 

Whereas, in September 1957, 9 African- 
American students (Minnijean Brown, Eliza-
beth Eckford, Ernest Green, Thelma 
Mothershed, Melba Pattillo, Gloria Ray, Ter-
rence Roberts, Jefferson Thomas, and 
Carlotta Walls), known as the ‘‘Little Rock 
Nine’’, became the first African-American 
students at Little Rock Central High School; 

Whereas the Little Rock Nine displayed 
tremendous strength, determination, and 
courage despite enduring verbal and physical 
abuse; 

Whereas Little Rock Central High School 
was listed in the National Register of His-
toric Places on August 19, 1977, and was des-
ignated a National Historic Landmark on 
May 20, 1982; 

Whereas, on November 6, 1998, Congress es-
tablished the Little Rock Central High 
School National Historic Site in the State of 
Arkansas (Public Law 105–356), which is ad-
ministered in partnership with the National 
Park Service, the Little Rock Public School 
System, the City of Little Rock, and other 
entities; 

Whereas, in 2007, Little Rock Central High 
School and the Little Rock Central High 
School Integration 50th Anniversary Com-
mission will host events to commemorate 
the 50th anniversary of the Little Rock Nine 
entering Little Rock Central High School; 

Whereas these events will include the 
opening of a new visitors’ center and mu-
seum, which will feature exhibits on the Lit-
tle Rock Nine and the road to desegregation; 
and 

Whereas Little Rock Central High School 
continues to be regarded as one of the best 
public high schools in the United States, 
with students scoring above the national av-
erage on the ACT, PSAT, and PLAN tests 
and receiving an average of $3,000,000 in aca-
demic scholarships each year: Now, there-
fore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 
(1) recognizes the extraordinary bravery 

and courage of the Little Rock Nine, who 
helped expand opportunity and equality in 
public education in Arkansas and through-
out the United States by becoming the first 

African-American students at Little Rock 
Central High School; 

(2) commemorates the 50th anniversary of 
the desegregation of Little Rock Central 
High School, one of the most significant 
events in the American civil rights move-
ment; 

(3) encourages all people of the United 
States to reflect on the importance of this 
event; and 

(4) acknowledges that continued efforts 
and resources should be directed to enable 
all children to achieve equal opportunity in 
education in the United States. 

f 

ESTABLISHMENT OF A MUSEUM 
OF THE HISTORY OF AMERICAN 
DIPLOMACY 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate 
proceed to the immediate consider-
ation of Calendar No. 243, S. Res. 253. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the resolution by 
title. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
A resolution (S. Res. 253) expressing the 

sense of the Senate that the establishment of 
a Museum of the History of American Diplo-
macy through private donations is a worthy 
endeavor. 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the resolution. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the resolution 
be agreed to, the preamble be agreed 
to, the motions to reconsider be laid 
upon the table, and that any state-
ments relating thereto be printed in 
the RECORD, without further inter-
vening action or debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The resolution (S. Res. 253) was 
agreed to. 

The preamble was agreed to. 
The resolution, with its preamble, 

reads as follows: 
S. RES. 253 

Whereas the role of diplomacy in the for-
eign policy of the United States deserves rec-
ognition; 

Whereas the day-to-day efforts of Amer-
ican diplomats serving in overseas embassies 
and in the United States also deserve rec-
ognition; 

Whereas, in 1998, the Department of State 
began to explore the feasibility of estab-
lishing a Museum of the History of American 
Diplomacy (in this resolution referred to as 
the ‘‘Museum’’); 

Whereas the Foreign Affairs Museum 
Council (in this resolution referred to as the 
‘‘Council’’), a 501(c)(3) charitable foundation, 
was created subsequently to raise funds for 
the Museum through donations from private 
sector organizations, former diplomats, and 
concerned citizens; 

Whereas no taxpayer funds will be used for 
the establishment of the Museum; 

Whereas former Secretaries of State Henry 
Kissinger, Alexander Haig, George Schultz, 
James Baker III, Lawrence Eagleburger, 
Warren Christopher, Madeleine Albright, and 
Colin Powell serve as Honorary Directors of 
the Council; 

Whereas experienced and noteworthy dip-
lomats and foreign policy experts, including 
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Elizabeth Bagley, Keith Brown, Frank Car-
lucci, Elinor Constable, Leslie Gelb, William 
Harrop, Arthur Hartman, Herbert Hansell, 
Stephen Low, Thomas Pickering, Richard 
Solomon, and Terence Todman, serve on the 
Board of Directors of the Council; 

Whereas former members of the Senate, in-
cluding the Honorable Paul Sarbanes, and of 
the House of Representatives, including the 
Honorable Lee Hamilton, also serve on the 
Board of Directors of the Council; 

Whereas the Honorable Charles ‘‘Mac’’ Ma-
thias, a former Senator and member of the 
Committee on Foreign Relations of the Sen-
ate, is the Chairperson of the Board of Direc-
tors of the Council; 

Whereas the Council has already raised 
over $1,300,000 through private donations; 
and 

Whereas $300,000 has been spent to com-
plete an initial concept design for the Mu-
seum: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That it is the sense of the Senate 
that— 

(1) the diplomats of the United States serv-
ing overseas and in the United States are in 
many cases the front line of our national se-
curity policy; 

(2) the people of the United States deserve 
a better understanding of the efforts of these 
brave men and women; 

(3) talented young people and their fami-
lies should be encouraged to consider careers 
in foreign affairs as an important contribu-
tion to their country; 

(4) the establishment of a Museum of the 
History of American Diplomacy that high-
lights the work of these men and women 
throughout the history of the United States 
is a worthy endeavor; and 

(5) the current plan of the Foreign Affairs 
Museum Council to fund the museum 
through private donations is appropriate and 
deserves the support of the Department of 
State. 

f 

COMMENDING LAFAYETTE, 
LOUISIANA 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate 
proceed to the immediate consider-
ation of S. Res. 310 submitted earlier 
today. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the resolution by 
title. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
A resolution (S. Res. 310) commending the 

city of Lafayette, Louisiana, for engaging in 
a year-long celebration of the 250th anniver-
sary of the birth of Marie-Joseph-Paul-Yves- 
Roch-Gilbert Du Motier, commonly known 
as the Marquis de Lafayette. 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the resolution. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the resolution 
be agreed to, the preamble be agreed 
to, the motions to reconsider be laid 
upon the table, and that any state-
ments relating thereto be printed in 
the RECORD. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The resolution (S. Res. 310) was 
agreed to. 

The preamble was agreed to. 
The resolution, with its preamble, 

reads as follows: 

S. RES. 310 

Whereas the Marquis de Lafayette was 
born on September 6, 1757, and occupies an 
important place in the history of the United 
States; 

Whereas Lafayette demonstrated consider-
able military skill, valor, and dedication as 
he fought alongside American revolutionary 
fighters during their struggle for independ-
ence, and was voted by Congress the rank 
and commission of major general in the Con-
tinental Army; 

Whereas Lafayette’s military service was 
invaluable to General George Washington 
during many Revolutionary War battles, 
earning him his reputation as ‘‘the soldier’s 
friend’’; 

Whereas Lafayette’s leadership and mili-
tary ingenuity during the Battle of York-
town, Virginia, led to the defeat of British 
General Lord Charles Cornwallis and subse-
quently the successful end to the American 
Revolutionary War; 

Whereas Lafayette’s advocacy in France on 
behalf of the United States fostered positive 
diplomatic relations and allowed for the 
Louisiana Purchase; 

Whereas Lafayette’s status as a native 
French speaker, in combination with his 
dedication to democracy in America, 
prompted Thomas Jefferson to request that 
the Marquis serve as the Governor of Lou-
isiana; 

Whereas Lafayette symbolizes the assist-
ance America received from Europe during 
the struggle for independence; 

Whereas United States aid to France dur-
ing the World Wars of 1917-1918 and 1941-1945 
stemmed in part from shared values of de-
mocracy and freedom, which Lafayette 
strongly supported; 

Whereas the friendship between the people 
of the United States and France has not di-
minished; 

Whereas continued relationships between 
the United States and France are important 
to the success of our global partnerships; 

Whereas the town of Vermilionville, Lou-
isiana, was renamed Lafayette in 1884 in 
honor of the Marquis de Lafayette; and 

Whereas the city of Lafayette, Louisiana, 
in the heart of the Acadiana region, exhibits 
a rich French heritage: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 
(1) honors the Marquis de Lafayette on the 

250th anniversary of his birth; and 
(2) commends the city of Lafayette, Lou-

isiana, for engaging in a year-long celebra-
tion of this anniversary. 

f 

SUPPORTING THE GOALS AND 
IDEALS OF NATIONAL OVARIAN 
CANCER AWARENESS MONTH 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate 
proceed to the immediate consider-
ation of S. Res. 311, submitted earlier 
today. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the resolution by 
title. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
A resolution (S. Res. 311) supporting the 

goals and ideals of National Ovarian Cancer 
Awareness Month. 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the resolution. 

Ms. STABENOW. Mr. President, this 
resolution designates September as 
‘‘National Ovarian Cancer Awareness 

Month.’’ I am pleased to be joined by 
my colleagues, Senators DOLE and 
CLINTON, to shed some light on this dis-
ease. 

This year alone, ovarian cancer will 
be diagnosed in an estimated 20,000 
women, and approximately 15,000 more 
women will die of this disease. Unfortu-
nately, ovarian cancer is usually 
caught in an advanced stage, meaning 
there is only a 29 percent survival rate 
over five years. We must acknowledge 
these statistics and overcome the chal-
lenges of diagnosing this deadly dis-
ease. 

Earlier this year, I was fortunate to 
have the opportunity to meet with 
nine-year survivor Carolyn Benivegna 
of Novi, Michigan. After being 
misdiagnosed by a number of doctors, 
Carolyn finally learned that she had 
ovarian cancer. However, Carolyn is 
not letting the cancer run her life. In-
stead, she has become an advocate for 
the Survivors Teaching Students pro-
gram, which aims to enhance medical 
students’ understanding of the symp-
toms and risk factors of ovarian cancer 
to facilitate early diagnosis and detec-
tion when they begin practicing medi-
cine. I am proud that both Michigan 
State University and Wayne State Uni-
versity are starting Survivors Training 
Students programs for their medical 
students. 

While there is no definitive screening 
test, recent studies have shown com-
mon symptoms of ovarian cancer such 
as bloating, abdominal pain, and dif-
ficulty eating. However, we must take 
active steps to educate the community 
and medical providers of the newest 
discoveries in prevention, early diag-
nosis, and treatment of this disease. 

Mr. President, by recognizing Sep-
tember as National Ovarian Cancer 
Awareness Month, we can show our 
support for ovarian cancer survivors 
and their families and join the fight to 
conquer this disease. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the resolution 
be agreed to, the preamble be agreed 
to, the motions to reconsider be laid 
upon the table, and that any state-
ments relating thereto be printed in 
the RECORD. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The resolution (S. Res. 311) was 
agreed to. 

The preamble was agreed to. 
The resolution, with its preamble, 

reads as follows: 
S. RES. 311 

Whereas ovarian cancer is the deadliest of 
all gynecological cancers, and the reported 
incidence of ovarian cancer is increasing 
over time; 

Whereas ovarian cancer is the 5th leading 
cause of cancer deaths among women in the 
United States; 

Whereas all women are at risk for ovarian 
cancer, and 90 percent of women diagnosed 
with ovarian cancer do not have a family 
history that puts them at higher risk; 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 12:33 Jul 13, 2010 Jkt 059102 PO 00000 Frm 00041 Fmt 0686 Sfmt 0634 E:\BR07\S07SE7.001 S07SE7er
ow

e 
on

 D
S

K
5C

LS
3C

1P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 B
O

U
N

D
 R

E
C

O
R

D



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 153, Pt. 1723902 September 7, 2007 
Whereas the Pap smear is sensitive and 

specific to the early detection of cervical 
cancer, but not to ovarian cancer; 

Whereas there is currently no reliable and 
easy-to-administer screening test used for 
the early detection of ovarian cancer; 

Whereas many people are unaware that the 
symptoms of ovarian cancer often include 
bloating, pelvic or abdominal pain, difficulty 
eating or feeling full quickly, and urinary 
symptoms, among several other symptoms 
that are easily confused with other diseases; 

Whereas due to the lack of a reliable early 
screening test, 75 percent of cases of ovarian 
cancer are detected at an advanced stage, 
when the 5-year survival rate is only 50 per-
cent, a much lower rate than for many other 
cancers; 

Whereas if ovarian cancer is diagnosed and 
treated at an early stage before the cancer 
spreads outside of the ovary, the treatment 
is potentially less costly, and the survival 
rate is as high as 90 percent; 

Whereas there are factors that are known 
to reduce the risk for ovarian cancer and 
play an important role in the prevention of 
the disease; 

Whereas awareness and early recognition 
of ovarian cancer symptoms are currently 
the best way to save women’s lives; 

Whereas the Ovarian Cancer National Alli-
ance, during the month of September, holds 
a number of events to increase public aware-
ness of ovarian cancer; and 

Whereas a National Ovarian Cancer Aware-
ness Month should be designated to increase 
the awareness of the public regarding the 
cancer: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate supports the 
goals and ideals of National Ovarian Cancer 
Awareness Month. 

f 

ORDERS FOR MONDAY, 
SEPTEMBER 10, 2007 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that when the Sen-
ate completes its business today, it 
stand adjourned until 10 a.m. Monday, 
September 10; that on Monday, fol-
lowing the prayer and the pledge, the 
Journal of proceedings be approved to 
date, the morning hour be deemed to 
have expired, the time for the two lead-
ers be reserved for their use later in 
the day, and the Senate then proceed 
to executive session, as provided under 
a previous order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT UNTIL MONDAY, 
SEPTEMBER 10, 2007, AT 10 A.M. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, if there 
is no further business today, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate 
stand adjourned under the previous 
order. 

There being no objection, the Senate, 
at 12:29 p.m., adjourned until Monday, 
September 10, 2007, at 10 a.m. 

NOMINATIONS

Executive nominations received by 
the Senate:

COMMODITY FUTURES TRADING COMMISSION

WALTER LUKKEN, OF INDIANA, TO BE CHAIRMAN OF 
THE COMMODITY FUTURES TRADING COMMISSION, VICE 
REUBEN JEFFERY III.

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

TODD J. ZINSER, OF VIRGINIA, TO BE INSPECTOR GEN-
ERAL, DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE, VICE JOHNNIE E. 
FRAZIER, RESIGNED.

DEPARTMENT OF STATE

VINCENT OBSITNIK, OF VIRGINIA, TO BE AMBASSADOR 
EXTRAORDINARY AND PLENIPOTENTIARY OF THE 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA TO THE SLOVAK REPUBLIC.

DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND SECURITY

HARVEY E. JOHNSON, JR., OF VIRGINIA, TO BE DEPUTY 
ADMINISTRATOR AND CHIEF OPERATING OFFICER, FED-
ERAL EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT AGENCY, DEPART-
MENT OF HOMELAND SECURITY. (NEW POSITION)

f 

WITHDRAWAL

Executive Message transmitted by 
the President to the Senate on Sep-
tember 7, 2007 withdrawing from fur-
ther Senate consideration the fol-
lowing nomination: 

VINCENT OBSITNIK, OF VIRGINIA, TO BE AMBASSADOR 
EXTRAORDINARY AND PLENIPOTENTIARY OF THE 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA TO THE REPUBLIC OF SLO-
VENIA, WHICH WAS SENT TO THE SENATE ON JULY 25, 
2007. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES—Friday, September 7, 2007 
The House met at 9 a.m. and was 

called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mr. POMEROY). 

f 

DESIGNATION OF THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Speaker: 

WASHINGTON, DC, 
September 7, 2007. 

I hereby appoint the Honorable EARL POM-
EROY to act as Speaker pro tempore on this 
day. 

NANCY PELOSI, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 

f 

PRAYER 

The Chaplain, the Reverend Daniel P. 
Coughlin, offered the following prayer: 

Shaken by the news of the sudden 
death of Congressman Paul Gillmor of 
Ohio and mindful also of the passing of 
former Members, the Honorable Jen-
nifer Dunn and Charles Vanik, we turn 
to You, Lord God of the living and the 
dead. 

In Your wisdom You called them and 
all deceased Members of this Chamber 
to serve their brothers and sisters in 
the backyards, fields, and streets of 
their districts, and yet represent them 
in this legislative body of the Nation. 

Now called from this life, welcome 
them into Your presence, that they 
may enjoy the eternal justice and 
peace they sought here on Earth. Re-
ward their public service with Your 
profound mercy and eternal rest. Com-
fort their families in this time of sor-
row and loss. 

God of faithfulness, enable all these 
who respectfully mourn now to press 
on with renewed faith and seek Your 
kingdom, trusting in Your loving guid-
ance and the promise of eternal reward, 
both now and forever. 

Amen. 

f 

THE JOURNAL 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair has examined the Journal of the 
last day’s proceedings and announces 
to the House his approval thereof. 

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved. 

f 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the 
gentlewoman from Pennsylvania (Ms. 
SCHWARTZ) come forward and lead the 
House in the Pledge of Allegiance. 

Ms. SCHWARTZ led the Pledge of Al-
legiance as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair will entertain up to five 1-minute 
requests per side. 

f 

CHILDREN’S HEALTH AND 
MEDICARE PROTECTION ACT 

(Ms. SCHWARTZ asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
her remarks.) 

Ms. SCHWARTZ. As the architect of 
one of the first children’s health plans 
in the country, I have seen firsthand 
the success of these public-private, 
Federal-State partnerships. I am proud 
of our work here in Congress to make 
affordable health coverage available to 
an additional 5 million American chil-
dren, while also protecting the health 
needs of our sense. 

The Democratic Congress under-
stands the health care challenges fac-
ing our Nation’s working families. We 
heard their need and we responded. We 
passed a plan to expand access to qual-
ity, affordable health care for our Na-
tion’s children, while ensuring that our 
seniors receive the care that they have 
been promised. 

It is unacceptable that 47 million 
Americans, including 9 million chil-
dren, do not have access to affordable 
health coverage. It is unacceptable 
that American seniors are facing limits 
in access to doctors they trust and 
treatments they need, and it is unac-
ceptable that President Bush and his 
allies in Congress are comfortable with 
that status quo. 

It is time to act, and Congress has. 
We call on the President to stop work-
ing against us as we move to ensure 
health care for America’s children. 

f 

BORDER SECURITY AND THE 
ALTAR OF GREED 

(Mr. POE asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. POE. Mr. Speaker, it appears 
that in spite of Federal law that re-
quires close inspection of vehicles and 
identification of people entering the 
United States, in the City of El Paso, 

Texas, border and Customs officials 
have been ordered to ignore some in-
spections. This Get-to-America-Quick 
plan requires that if pedestrian lines 
get too long, only 30 percent of them 
are to be questioned. If vehicular traf-
fic waiting time is too long, then in-
spectors are to ignore some basic in-
spections for drugs and radioactive ma-
terial. 

According to Sarah Carter of the 
Washington Times, in some cases only 
every fifth driver and his documents 
are verified, all this in the name of let-
ting more foreign nationals into the 
United States faster. 

Why? Well, it seems some businesses 
are complaining the delays hurt their 
profits. So Federal bureaucrats are 
making border inspection officers ig-
nore security, all in the name of the al-
mighty dollar, or shall I say peso. 

This is yet another example of the in-
competent attitude and lack of will on 
government bureaucrats to secure the 
American border. American border se-
curity should not be sacrificed on the 
altar of greed. 

And that’s just the way it is. 
f 

AMERICA WANTS A NEW 
DIRECTION ON IRAQ 

(Mr. EMANUEL asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. EMANUEL. Mr. Speaker, the pre-
vious days have offered a series of re-
ports on conditions in Iraq. These re-
ports have been consistent: Iraq re-
mains dangerous, unstable, and polit-
ical progress is virtually nonexistent. 

It wasn’t supposed to be this way. 
The President’s escalation was sup-
posed to give the Iraqi Government and 
the ethnic groups the room they need-
ed to make political progress. That 
progress simply has not happened. 

So now, after 41⁄2 years, billions of 
dollars, thousands of lives, and count-
less new slogans, the Bush administra-
tion is just giving us the status quo. In-
stead of a new strategy for Iraq, the 
Bush administration is cherry-picking 
the data to support the political objec-
tives and preparing a report that will 
offer yet another defense of the Presi-
dent’s strategy. 

We don’t need a report that wins a 
Nobel Prize for creative statistics or 
the Pulitzer Prize for fiction. Ameri-
cans are demanding the facts, an end to 
this open-ended commitment, a surge 
on the political and diplomatic front. 
In short, the American people want a 
new direction in Iraq. 
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TRIBUTE TO PAUL GILLMOR 

(Mr. SENSENBRENNER asked and 
was given permission to address the 
House for 1 minute and to revise and 
extend his remarks.) 

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak-
er, earlier this week the House of Rep-
resentatives lost a giant, and the peo-
ple of Ohio and indeed all Americans 
lost a true legislative workman with 
the passing of Congressman Paul 
Gillmor. 

When I first was elected to this 
House, I was told by former President 
Gerald Ford, who served with distinc-
tion here for many, many years, that 
there are two types of representatives: 
The workhorse and the show horse. The 
show horse, you see their face on TV 
all the time and they issue bombastic 
press releases. It is the workhorses 
that get the work done in this Chamber 
for the American people. 

Paul Gillmor was a workhorse. Not 
only was he a workhorse and a true 
legislative craftsman, but he applied 
what those of us who live in the upper 
Midwest refer to as Midwestern com-
mon sense. We think that we have 
maybe more of that than those that 
live in other parts of the country. But 
Paul’s Midwestern common sense 
meant that the legislative activities 
that he was engaged in were done pro-
fessionally and were done for the ben-
efit of all Americans. 

I am sorry to see Paul pass. We have 
all lost a giant. Cheryl and I send our 
condolences to his wife and his chil-
dren. 

f 

9/11 HEALTH CRISIS IS A 
NATIONAL PROBLEM 

(Mrs. MALONEY of New York asked 
and was given permission to address 
the House for 1 minute.) 

Mrs. MALONEY of New York. Mr. 
Speaker, 6 years ago the terrorist at-
tacks of 9/11 were an act of war against 
our entire Nation, not just New York. 
The whole country was touched; and in 
the aftermath, people came from every 
State in the Nation to assist in the 
massive rescue and recovery efforts. 
All of these people from all of these 
States were all exposed to the same 
deadly toxins. 

While press reports may question the 
size and scope of the problem, there is 
no doubt that there are thousands who 
are ill because of their exposure. 
Whether these brave firefighters and 
fire officers and EMTs came from Cali-
fornia, Michigan or Florida, they all 
breathed the same toxic air. 

This map shows how many people 
from each State are enrolled in the 
World Trade Center Health Registry; 
over 71,000 people from every single 
State in our Nation. At least 28 even 
came from Hawaii. The list goes on and 
on. 

But the message of the map is clear: 
The 9/11 health crisis is a national 

problem, and it deserves a strong Fed-
eral response. 

f 

SUPPORT THE HOMELESS EDU-
CATION IMPROVEMENT ACT OF 
2007 

(Mrs. BIGGERT asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mrs. BIGGERT. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to address an issue that means a 
great deal to me, the education of 
homeless youth. 

Shortly before the August recess, 
this House overwhelmingly passed a 
resolution commemorating the 20th an-
niversary of the McKinney-Vento 
Homeless Assistance Act. In addition 
to recognizing the positive impact of 
McKinney-Vento, this resolution called 
on policymakers to unite behind cer-
tain common goals for the future. One 
of those goals is to improve the access 
of homeless children and youth to edu-
cation in the public schools. 

In order to meet this goal, I invite 
my colleagues to cosponsor a bill that 
I recently introduced with Representa-
tives SARBANES and GRIJALVA, H.R. 
3205, the Homeless Education Improve-
ment Act of 2007. The bill will extend 
and improve the successful homeless 
children and youth programs in NCLB. 

Mr. Speaker, being without a home 
should not mean being without an edu-
cation. I strongly encourage my col-
leagues to cosponsor the Homeless 
Education Act. 

f 

BRING OUR TROOPS HOME 

(Ms. MOORE of Wisconsin asked and 
was given permission to address the 
House for 1 minute and to revise and 
extend her remarks.) 

Ms. MOORE of Wisconsin. Mr. Speak-
er, I am compelled to come before the 
body today to talk about my deep con-
cern about our continued engagement 
in Iraq. 

In the past 41⁄2 years, we have gone 
from ‘‘mission accomplished’’ to ‘‘mis-
sion untrue,’’ and, in the words of one 
of our colleagues here on the Repub-
lican side, to ‘‘mission unknown.’’ In 
fact, we are arming and fueling this 
growing civil war. 

We have found Shia on Shia violence, 
Sunni on Sunni violence and Shia on 
Sunni violence. Our troops have no 
idea what the mission is anymore. I 
would submit, Mr. Speaker, that this is 
‘‘mission impossible.’’ It is time to 
bring our troops home. 

Just recently we found that 190,000 
weapons are unaccounted for. There 
are plenty of weapons in the ministry 
of interior, which has come to be a po-
lice force against our own troops. 

Mr. Speaker, we need to bring our 
troops home. 

SUPPORT THE CHARLIE NORWOOD 
CLEAR ACT OF 2007 

(Mrs. BLACKBURN asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute.) 

Mrs. BLACKBURN. Mr. Speaker, 
today I am introducing the Charlie 
Norwood CLEAR Act of 2007. Our late 
friend and colleague, Representative 
Charlie Norwood, introduced common-
sense legislation to institute an effi-
cient system, an efficient system, of 
identifying and detaining criminal 
aliens. Our good friend is gone, but his 
idea remains as viable today as it was 
the day that he first introduced it in 
the 108th Congress. 

There are 400,000 alien absconders in 
our country, with 285,000 possessing 
criminal records. This bill targets 
those criminals by increasing Federal 
funds to local law enforcement agen-
cies that need those funds, providing 
police that are on the beat with the re-
sources they need and giving them the 
background, the information, to en-
force immigration law. 

It also cuts funding to sanctuary cit-
ies which have enacted laws prohib-
iting local police from detaining and 
arresting criminal aliens. Most nota-
bly, it requires the Federal Govern-
ment to take these criminal aliens into 
custody within 48 hours. 

Join me in supporting the Charlie 
Norwood CLEAR Act of 2007. 

f 

b 0915 

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION 
OF H.R. 1908, PATENT REFORM 
ACT OF 2007 

Mr. WELCH of Vermont. Mr. Speak-
er, by direction of the Committee on 
Rules, I call up House Resolution 636 
and ask for its immediate consider-
ation. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows: 

H. RES. 636 
Resolved, That at any time after the adop-

tion of this resolution the Speaker may, pur-
suant to clause 2(b) of rule XVIII, declare the 
House resolved into the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for 
consideration of the bill (H.R. 1908) to amend 
title 35, United States Code, to provide for 
patent reform. The first reading of the bill 
shall be dispensed with. All points of order 
against consideration of the bill are waived 
except those arising under clause 9 or 10 of 
rule XXI. General debate shall be confined to 
the bill and shall not exceed 1 hour equally 
divided and controlled by the chairman and 
ranking minority member of the Committee 
on the Judiciary. After general debate the 
bill shall be considered for amendment under 
the 5-minute rule. It shall be in order to con-
sider as an original bill for the purpose of 
amendment under the 5-minute rule the 
amendment in the nature of a substitute rec-
ommended by the Committee on the Judici-
ary now printed in the bill. The committee 
amendment in the nature of a substitute 
shall be considered as read. All points of 
order against the committee amendment in 
the nature of a substitute are waived except 
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those arising under clause 10 of rule XXI. 
Notwithstanding clause 11 of rule XVIII, no 
amendment to the committee amendment in 
the nature of a substitute shall be in order 
except those printed in the report of the 
Committee on Rules accompanying this res-
olution. Each such amendment may be of-
fered only in the order printed in the report, 
may be offered only by a Member designated 
in the report, shall be considered as read, 
shall be debatable for the time specified in 
the report equally divided and controlled by 
the proponent and an opponent, shall not be 
subject to amendment, and shall not be sub-
ject to a demand for division of the question 
in the House or in the Committee of the 
Whole. All points of order against such 
amendments are waived except those arising 
under clause 9 or 10 of rule XXI. At the con-
clusion of consideration of the bill for 
amendment the Committee shall rise and re-
port the bill to the House with such amend-
ments as may have been adopted. Any Mem-
ber may demand a separate vote in the 
House on any amendment adopted in the 
Committee of the Whole to the bill or to the 
committee amendment in the nature of a 
substitute. The previous question shall be 
considered as ordered on the bill and amend-
ments thereto to final passage without inter-
vening motion except 1 motion to recommit 
with or without instructions. 

SEC. 2. During consideration in the House 
of H.R. 1908 pursuant to this resolution, not-
withstanding the operation of the previous 
question, the Chair may postpone further 
consideration of the bill to such time as may 
be designated by the Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Vermont is recognized for 
1 hour. 

Mr. WELCH of Vermont. Mr. Speak-
er, for the purpose of debate only, I 
yield the customary 30 minutes to the 
gentleman from Florida (Mr. LINCOLN 
DIAZ-BALART). All time yielded during 
consideration of the rule is for debate 
only. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. WELCH of Vermont. Mr. Speak-

er, I ask unanimous consent that all 
Members may have 5 legislative days 
in which to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous material 
on H. Res. 636. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Vermont? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. WELCH of Vermont. Mr. Speak-

er, I yield myself such time as I may 
consume. 

H. Res. 636 provides for consideration 
of H.R. 1908, the Patent Reform Act of 
2007, under a structured rule. The rule 
provides 1 hour of debate equally di-
vided and controlled by the chairman 
and ranking minority member of the 
Judiciary Committee. The rule makes 
in order and provides appropriate waiv-
ers for 5 amendments: A bipartisan 
manager’s amendment, 3 Republican 
amendments, and one Democratic 
amendment. 

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 1908 is a necessary 
bill and landmark legislation. The last 
time that our patent laws had been 
substantially updated was 1952, over a 
half century ago. Much, obviously, has 

changed in the United States and the 
world in those 50 years, and that is 
quite an understatement. Unfortu-
nately, the U.S. patent law has failed 
to keep up. 

Before I discuss the merits of the un-
derlying bill, I must commend Chair-
man CONYERS, Subcommittee Chair-
man BERMAN and Ranking Member Mr. 
SMITH for their tireless work on this 
bill. It has not been easy to make the 
reforms that are so intricate and com-
plex in such a complicated system, but 
these gentlemen worked hard with 
their committee and did so admirably, 
bringing to us a patent reform bill that 
is going to move America forward. 

I would also be remiss if I did not ac-
knowledge the tremendous contribu-
tion of Senator LEAHY, who happens to 
be someone I am particularly proud as 
he is the senior leader of our delegation 
here in Congress. As chairman of the 
Senate Judiciary Committee, he spent 
years working on the patent system 
and has become a driving force behind 
getting this legislation to the floor. 

All of us, I believe, in this House see 
this bill as major progress in reflecting 
a commitment to the protection and 
support of the Nation’s intellectual 
property. This system was built to sus-
tain and protect the nuts and bolts of 
the American economy, our ideas and 
innovations. 

The legislation does enjoy very 
strong bipartisan support. Both Rank-
ing Member SMITH and subcommittee 
Ranking Member COBLE, who have 
done great and hard work, are cospon-
sors. It is the product of 4 years of 
hearings, debates, negotiations, and 
compromises. Since 2001, there have 
been over 21 hearings on patent issues 
at the subcommittee level, and the sub-
committee chairman and ranking 
member sought input from, among oth-
ers, the Federal Trade Commission, 
U.S. Solicitor General, National Acad-
emy of Sciences, and businesses rang-
ing from high tech and biotech compa-
nies to traditional manufacturing and 
pharmaceutical companies, as well as 
from our university community and 
from labor. 

H.R. 1908 reforms our outdated patent 
system, which currently encourages 
patent speculation, increases litiga-
tion, often harms small inventors and 
impedes innovation. 

First, the legislation moves the 
United States into a pure first-to-file 
patent system. Right now the United 
States is literally the only major in-
dustrialized country to retain the first- 
to-invent system. This change from 
first-to-invent to first-to-file will in-
ject clarity and certainty into the 
process and relieve the U.S. system of 
some extremely burdensome require-
ments such as protracted interference 
proceedings often costing up to a mil-
lion dollars to determine which of 
many applicants deserves a patent and 
detailed record keeping. Both of these 

often disadvantage smaller inventors 
who might not have the resources to 
initiate such proceedings. 

This change to a first-to-file system 
puts the U.S. in sync with every other 
industrialized country. Greater harmo-
nization is obviously going to make it 
easier for U.S. inventors to secure pat-
ent rights in other countries as inter-
national patent protection becomes in-
creasingly important to their ability 
and the ability of United States inven-
tors to compete on a level playing 
field. 

Next, this legislation makes impor-
tant improvements to the patent sys-
tem by which patents can be reexam-
ined. By providing for reexamination of 
issued patents, H.R. 1908 eliminates the 
ability to intentionally ‘‘game the sys-
tem’’ by speculating on the issuance of 
very poor-quality patents, nothing 
added to the intellectual capital of this 
country, but used as a device to in-
crease private gain. This provides a 
streamlined alternative to costly pat-
ent litigation. This ability to have a 
quality check on patents that have al-
ready been issued is crucial to the in-
tegrity of the patent system as patents 
of questionable value can stifle innova-
tion. 

Companies around the country are 
much like some companies that oper-
ate in Vermont, including IBM, which 
has been a leader in the number of 
issued patents for the past 14 years in 
our State. They were awarded in 10 
years 3,621 patents in the U.S. in 2006; 
360 of those, fully 10 percent, came 
from the IBM office in Essex Junction, 
Vermont. That is 10 percent of their 
total patents from Vermont alone. 
They have been in business for decades, 
and improving the quality and security 
of the patent system is extraordinarily 
important to them, and obviously to 
other individuals and companies large 
and small around our country. 

This bill also allows third parties to 
submit documents relevant to the ex-
amination of a patent application. This 
provision addresses the growing con-
cern that patents have been issued on 
inventions that were publicly known 
and in prior use to the filing of the ap-
plication. This is particularly impor-
tant in the newer areas of technology 
in fields that do not yet have a fully 
well-developed tradition of publishing 
findings such as computer systems and 
software and business methods. 

Finally, this bill makes some crucial 
improvements to the calculation and 
apportionment of damages. H.R. 1908 
allows for the reasonable royalty cal-
culations that more accurately reflect 
the value of any invention that is being 
infringed. Our patent system is far too 
important to be behind the times. 
Quality patents must continue to be 
issued. They must continue to be pro-
tected for those who have legitimately 
created a new invention. 

This legislation is a huge step in 
modernizing this system for decades of 
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American innovation to come. I urge 
my colleagues to support this rule and 
the underlying bill. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of 
Florida. Mr. Speaker, I would like to 
thank the gentleman from Vermont 
(Mr. WELCH) for the time, and I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

When the Founders of this great Re-
public drafted our Constitution, they 
had the revolutionary vision that 
brought us this great and vibrant rep-
resentative democracy that has lasted 
over 200 years. Included in the land-
mark Constitution that has served our 
Nation so marvelously is a provision 
that gives us, the Congress, the power 
‘‘to promote the progress of science 
and useful arts, by securing for limited 
times to authors and inventors the ex-
clusive right to their respective 
writings and discoveries.’’ This provi-
sion receives little attention; but over 
the last two centuries it has played a 
critical part in the growth of the econ-
omy and the power, the wealth of the 
United States. Today, American intel-
lectual property is worth over $5 tril-
lion, more than that of any other coun-
try in the world. It also comprises 
more than half of all U.S. exports, driv-
ing almost half of the Nation’s eco-
nomic growth. 

As Mr. WELCH so eloquently stated, 
the last time Congress overhauled the 
patent system was over 50 years ago. 
Since then the fundamental 
underpinnings of our economy have un-
dergone dramatic changes. But the pat-
ent system has remained generally 
static and now faces some difficulty in 
meeting the needs of our dynamic 
economy. So we must reform our pat-
ent system in order to meet the needs 
of our economy here and in the global 
marketplace, but we must do so in a 
way that protects, that continues to 
protect the intellectual property rights 
of all inventors and industries. 

Today we are debating changing the 
system that President Abraham Lin-
coln called one of the three most im-
portant developments in world history. 
Yet on such a truly significant piece of 
legislation, legislation that will affect 
our economy for decades, the Rules 
Committee majority has severely re-
stricted the input of Members of this 
House, the input that they can have on 
this extraordinarily important piece of 
legislation. 

The rule brought forth by the major-
ity allows only five amendments, five 
of the 14 amendments submitted. I sub-
mitted to you, Mr. Speaker, that is no 
way for the House to debate this im-
portant legislation. The majority 
should bring this bill to the floor with 
the opportunity for all Members to 
present their ideas, their proposals, 
their amendments, for the consider-
ation of all of our colleagues. The ma-
jority should bring this legislation to 
the floor under an open rule. 

I remind our friends of one of the 
central tenets of their campaign last 
fall. They said they would run the Con-
gress in a more open and bipartisan 
manner. In fact, on December 6, 2006, 
the distinguished Speaker, Congress-
woman PELOSI, reiterated her cam-
paign promise. She said: ‘‘We promised 
to the American people that we would 
have the most honest and open govern-
ment, and we will.’’ 

b 0930 

Here we are again with a restrictive 
rule, even on such a significant piece of 
legislation as the reform of our patent 
system. 

The majority, Mr. Speaker, unfortu-
nately is not living up to its promises, 
and it is the duty of the minority to re-
mind the majority of when the major-
ity falls short of the majority’s prom-
ises. 

It was quite clear from the testimony 
at the Rules Committee yesterday, 
very interesting testimony, very en-
lightening. It’s been years in the mak-
ing this legislation. There are Members 
of our Congress that have put a tre-
mendous amount of effort and study 
and time into this critically important 
issue. 

It was evident at the Rules Com-
mittee that this bill was drafted in an 
open manner, in a bipartisan manner. 
Why not thus continue the bipartisan-
ship that has forged this important 
piece of legislation, why not continue 
that bipartisanship here on the floor 
today with an open rule? 

Notwithstanding how Members may 
feel about the underlying bill, Mr. 
Speaker, I would urge all of our col-
leagues to vote against this rule, vote 
against this rule so that we can have a 
full and open debate on this important 
piece of legislation. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. WELCH of Vermont. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield such time as he may con-
sume to the gentleman from California 
(Mr. BERMAN), chairman of the Intel-
lectual Property Subcommittee. 

Mr. BERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
my friend from Vermont for yielding 
me the time and for his really very 
complete discussion and understanding 
of the legislation which is now at 
stake, and I rise in strong support of 
this bill and particularly the rule. 

I might point out in context of the 
rule that, as the gentleman from Flor-
ida suggested, 14 amendments were of-
fered. A number of those amendments, 
five of them, were made in order, and a 
number of the other amendments were 
worked out and are part of the man-
ager’s amendment. So many of the 
issues raised in the context of openness 
are continuing up to this point. 

This has been both a bipartisan proc-
ess, and I might suggest with respect 
to the people who are supporting the 
product of this bipartisan process, the 

rule is being supported on a bipartisan 
basis. 

When functioning properly, the pat-
ent system encourages and enables in-
ventors to push the boundaries of 
knowledge and possibility. I support 
strong, robust protection for quality 
patents. However, when the system 
functions improperly, such as allowing 
an overly broad or obvious patent, the 
patent systems can stifle innovation 
and harm America’s competitiveness in 
the global economy. 

Such patents cover arguably obvious 
inventions. An example is crustless 
peanut butter and jelly sandwiches for 
which a patent was obtained. However, 
the much more insidious and troubling 
kinds of poor quality patents are the 
ones that are granted which impede 
commerce or further invention because 
they create a patent thicket so wide 
and so dense that an entire industry or 
segment of our economy becomes sub-
servient to a single patent from a sin-
gle innovator. 

Many groups, agencies and citizens 
have written volumes on the need for 
reform, the United States Patent and 
Trademark Office, the Federal Trade 
Commission, the National Academy of 
Science, the Intellectual Property 
Owners Association, the American Bar 
Association Intellectual Property Divi-
sion and the American Intellectual 
Property Association. All of the stud-
ies concluded that the current system 
is in need of changes if it is to remain 
viable in the new technology global 
economy. The moment is ripe to move 
the patent system forward to meet the 
challenges of the 21st century. Serious 
flaws have to be fixed for our system to 
remain robust now and long into the 
future. 

As the gentleman from Florida ac-
knowledged in his comments which 
preceded mine, this legislation is the 
result of a substantial amount of work, 
not just over this Congress but over the 
past three Congresses. We did not un-
dertake this endeavor lightly. This 
isn’t a rush to judgment. It isn’t a rush 
to legislate. 

We don’t claim that this bill at this 
point is perfect, but this remains only 
one step in the process. Like all com-
promises, not everyone received every-
thing they wanted, which is honestly 
just as it should be. This legislation fa-
vors no industry, no person, organiza-
tion or interest group. It seeks to solve 
problems that we have identified and 
have been identified for us by outside 
experts and agencies. The legislation 
does what is best for America and our 
spirit of inventiveness and innovation, 
and it protects our position within the 
increasingly competitive global mar-
ketplace. 

RICK BOUCHER and I started down this 
path a long time ago, since that time 
working very closely with the then- 
chairman of the subcommittee and now 
the ranking member of the Judiciary 
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Committee, LAMAR SMITH; with our 
subcommittee ranking member and 
former chairman of the subcommittee, 
HOWARD COBLE. We have held 20 hear-
ings over 6 years. We’ve invited or 
heard from independent inventors, uni-
versities, large corporate entities, 
pharmaceutical companies, high-tech 
companies, manufacturers, the finan-
cial services industries, biotech compa-
nies, the U.S. PTO, the ABA, the Intel-
lectual Property Organization, judges 
of district court and at appellate lev-
els, economists and consumer groups. 
All views were heard and considered to 
arrive at a bill that we have before us 
today, and this is a good bill. 

There will be four more suggestions 
made for changes to the bill, amend-
ments by Mr. ISSA, Ms. JACKSON-LEE 
and Mr. PENCE. These amendments add 
valuable changes to the bill. I won’t go 
into detail now in discussing those 
amendments, but they address issues 
raised by small inventors and by people 
who want to make sure that the PTO 
rulemaking authority has adequate 
oversight by the Congress. 

I urge my colleagues to grant us the 
rule, to take this important piece of 
legislation and move it forward. And 
my commitment to everyone in this 
Chamber is to recognize that there are 
still issues that need to be worked on 
and that we will be working to try and 
achieve the best possible balance with-
out undercutting the need for funda-
mental reform that exists. 

I urge my colleagues to adopt the 
rule. 

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of 
Florida. Mr. Speaker, at this time, I 
yield such time as he may consume to 
the gentleman from California (Mr. 
DREIER), the distinguished ranking 
member of the Rules Committee. 

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
my friend for yielding and I would like 
to begin by expressing my appreciation 
to my friend from Miami for his very 
thoughtful and eloquent statement 
going back to 1790 and the role that 
patents have played in the very found-
ing of our country. 

I want to say also, as I look around 
the floor and think about the Rules 
Committee meeting that we had, I see 
the distinguished gentleman from 
Maine (Mr. MICHAUD) who was joined 
by Mr. MANZULLO in the Rules Com-
mittee last night, my good friend from 
California (Mr. ROHRABACHER), who was 
here on the floor. 

What I will say is that there is bipar-
tisan support for this bill, Mr. Speaker, 
as my good friend from California (Mr. 
BERMAN) correctly said, but there’s 
also bipartisan opposition to this bill, 
Mr. Speaker, and it is for that reason 
that I believe it is absolutely impera-
tive that we do, as Mr. DIAZ-BALART 
has pointed out, have the most open 
and transparent process imaginable in 
dealing with what is seen as a very dull 
issue. It leads many people to doze off 

or their eyes to glaze over when talk-
ing about patent law, but it is a criti-
cally important issue when we think 
about the basis of the United States of 
America and property rights and all. 

While I intend to support final pas-
sage of the underlying legislation, a 
great deal of concern has, in fact, been 
raised on a number of issues included 
in this bill, as I said, making it a per-
fect example as to why this fully open 
and transparent legislative process, 
which unfortunately this restrictive 
rule denies, is a mistake and shouldn’t 
be done. 

The underlying bill deals with a tre-
mendously critical and fundamental 
aspect of our economy. It addresses a 
significant problem but in a way that 
has raised concerns, and it involves in-
credibly arcane and technical policy. 
For all of these reasons, we should be 
allowing a full and open debate, and I 
see my friend Mr. GOHMERT here who I 
know has also joined in raising very 
grave concerns about where it is we’re 
going on this issue. 

We should be encouraging a greater 
flow of information, not cutting it off, 
and unfortunately, this restrictive rule 
does just that. 

Ensuring both the protection and the 
quality of patents is absolutely essen-
tial in our high-tech, knowledge-based 
21st century economy. A cursory 
glance at the state of patent litigation 
is all it takes to see that we haven’t 
gotten it quite right. Patent trolls act-
ing maliciously and bewildered juries 
facing impossibly technical cases have 
wreaked a great deal of legal havoc on 
many of our Nation’s great entre-
preneurs. 

The result has been to stifle innova-
tion, the lifeblood of our economy. 
We’ve seen some of the worst cases 
eventually reversed on appeal, but 
many others have not been. There’s no 
denying that there is great need for re-
form in our patent law system. 

However, the underlying bill before 
us today is not perfect. Real concerns 
have been raised by a number of 
innovators and research institutions, 
many of whom are critical, in this ef-
fort, from my State of California, but 
critical to our economy and our place 
as one of the world’s greatest fonts of 
innovation and entrepreneurship. 

We have to be very careful that as we 
address one problem we don’t create 
another. We have to be very careful 
that we don’t pick winners and losers 
in our patent system, but that we pro-
tect and uphold intellectual property 
of all kinds. 

The creators of computer hardware, 
the developers of revolutionary med-
ical treatments, for example, use pat-
ents in very different ways. A piece of 
hardware may include hundreds of pat-
ents, some of which will be obsolete 
practically before they hit the shelves. 

On the other hand, a biomedical firm 
may spend $1 billion over a decade de-

veloping a single product using a single 
patent. Now, Mr. Speaker, these two 
types of innovators use patents in very 
different ways, but what they have in 
common is that intellectual property 
and innovation are at the very heart of 
their work, and they both contribute 
significantly to our economy and to 
our rising standard of living. 

We must ensure that our patent sys-
tem protects both kinds of innovation. 
While I strongly support the need to 
move this process forward, these are 
real concerns that must be fully aired 
and openly debated. I find it troubling 
that unlike previous legislation deal-
ing with the issue of patent reform, 
this bill does not enjoy broad-based 
support among all types of intellectual 
property creators. Because consensus 
was not reached in the committee proc-
ess, it is all the more important that 
our floor debate be conducted in an 
open and transparent way. 

Yesterday in the Rules Committee, 
as my friend from Miami said, I pro-
posed that we report out an open rule 
so that we could, in fact, have a full de-
bate on these issues. Unfortunately, on 
a party-line vote, that proposal was de-
nied. 

We also heard, as I mentioned, from 
our colleagues, Mr. MANZULLO and Mr. 
MICHAUD, who were requesting at least 
two hours of general debate, divided 
not just between Republicans and 
Democrats on the Judiciary Com-
mittee, but between supporters and op-
ponents of this bill. Again, as I said, it 
is bipartisan, the opposition, as well as 
bipartisan, the support, for the bill. 
That request unfortunately was also 
denied. 

Absent a meaningful debate today, 
these concerns will have to be raised in 
the Senate and in the Conference Com-
mittee. It’s unfortunate that our 
Democratic majority has so little in-
stitutional pride that they continu-
ously deny this body an open debate 
and cede the hard work to another 
time and another place. 

That is why I’m encouraging my col-
leagues to oppose this restrictive rule. 
We shouldn’t be running away from a 
fair and honest debate of these tough 
issues. The underlying bill and the 
issues it addresses are too important 
for us to be shirking our responsibil-
ities. 

So, Mr. Speaker, I urge my col-
leagues to reject this rule, and let’s 
have a real debate on this very critical 
matter. And I, again, thank my friend 
for yielding. 

b 0945 

Mr. WELCH of Vermont. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield 2 minutes to the gentleman 
from Maine (Mr. MICHAUD). 

Mr. MICHAUD. I thank the gen-
tleman for yielding. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in opposi-
tion to this rule, and I ask my col-
leagues to consider voting against this 
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rule for one simple reason, and that’s 
time. I respect the work of our Rules 
Committee; I do not oppose this rule 
lightly. 

But the fact of the matter is, under 
this rule, we would begin debating a 
huge change to our patent system that 
would have major ramifications for our 
economy. We have just returned from a 
long work period in our districts. We 
found the committee report filed late 
in the day when we came back, and two 
manager’s amendments filed late yes-
terday. Most Members haven’t had 
time to understand what the manager’s 
amendment fixes or doesn’t fix. 

I can tell you, having worked all 
night late last night with staff to find 
out what the manager’s amendment 
does: it actually worsens the under-
lying bill, especially with respect to 
the damages section of this bill. But 
Members aren’t going to be given the 
time to really consider what the man-
ager’s amendment does or what it does 
not do. They are going to be told to 
trust the changes that have been made 
to fix a badly flawed legislation. 

Congressman MANZULLO and I went 
to the Rules Committee yesterday to 
request that we not vote on this bill 
because it’s not ready for floor action. 
We asked for more time to debate the 
bill in order for the opposition to be 
heard. We were denied. With over 300 
organizations who are opposed to this 
legislation, have very serious concerns 
about this legislation, it is important 
that their voices be heard in this de-
bate. 

We do need to address our patent sys-
tem, and we must have the time to do 
it and do it right. By voting down this 
rule, we would give this House and the 
American people the time to make the 
right choices for our innovators, our 
jobs, our economy. So I would urge a 
‘‘no’’ vote on the rule. 

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of 
Florida. Mr. Speaker, I yield 4 minutes 
to the distinguished gentleman from 
Wisconsin (Mr. SENSENBRENNER). 

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. I thank the 
gentleman for yielding. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in opposition to 
the rule. 

I am pleased that the Baldwin 
amendment was included in the man-
ager’s amendment. The Baldwin 
amendment deletes the prior user 
rights section from H.R. 1908, leaving 
current law on prior user rights intact. 

H.R. 1908, as considered in com-
mittee, encouraged a resort to trade se-
cret practices which would have bred 
litigation and chilled publication and 
disclosure, which are the constitu-
tional principles underlying the entire 
patent system. 

The Patent Reform Act, as originally 
drafted, would not have made for a 
good situation for innovation. It would 
have been detrimental to individual in-
ventors, small businesses, nonprofits, 
including research universities. Al-

though I plan to vote in favor of the 
Patent Reform Act, I have serious con-
cerns about the process that we have 
used to reach floor action today. 

IPR law changes have always been 
negotiated in the subcommittee until 
this year. This bill should have been 
vetted in subcommittee. Instead, the 
subcommittee simply passed the buck 
to the full Judiciary Committee. 
Ramrodding this bill through sub-
committee left a lot of unhappy people 
thinking that the train had left the 
station. 

The subcommittee Chair should have 
kept the bill in his subcommittee. 
Keeping it in subcommittee works, 
even though the process may take 
more time. 

As we realize, moving it forward with 
so many loose strings makes it quite 
easy for the whole thing to unravel. 
It’s essential that subcommittee mem-
bers work out problems in the sub-
committee and not jam stakeholders. 

I believe that by holding onto this 
bill a little longer, we could have ap-
plied pressure to the stakeholders and 
moved them to our common ground. 
The volume of e-mails and calls we 
have received from interest groups, 
which number in the hundreds, clearly 
indicates that we don’t have everybody 
on board. Much of this opposition could 
have been avoided. 

At subcommittee, the Chair told us 
that concerns would be addressed at 
full committee. The Chair then assured 
us that concerns would be worked out 
in the manager’s amendment prior to 
floor action. While concessions have 
been made, this bill still needs work 
and isn’t ready for prime time. Later 
today, during debate on the bill, I ex-
pect Members’ concerns to be brushed 
off and told that everything will be 
worked out in conference. 

I served as Chair of the Judiciary 
Committee for 6 years, and I know all 
too well how elusive compromise can 
be. But that doesn’t mean that we 
should throw in the towel or simply 
lower a shoulder and plow forward. 

I prevented my Courts and Intellec-
tual Property Subcommittee Chair 
from moving forward on patent form 
until we could reach agreement with 
all the interested parties, and that is 
what we should have done here. Patent 
reform is vital to our Nation’s econ-
omy. The House should not take up 
this legislation at odds with so many 
sectors of the economy for the benefit 
of others. 

The other body is continuing to en-
tertain stakeholder meetings to try to 
develop consensus, and I commend 
them for that. This would be a wise 
course of action for the House as well. 
I believe that with more time and en-
ergy, we could draft a bill that is sup-
ported by a large cross-section of 
America, which this bill is not. 

The process that we took to get here 
today was flawed, but it’s not too late 
to correct it. 

I encouraged the Chair and the rank-
ing member to continue to meet with 
stakeholders. That’s the way to get a 
good patent bill that is really a 21st- 
century innovation-inspiring bill en-
acted into law. 

Mr. WELCH of Vermont. Mr. Speak-
er, I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of 
Florida. Mr. Speaker, it is my pleasure 
to yield 4 minutes to the distinguished 
gentleman from Texas (Mr. GOHMERT). 

Mr. GOHMERT. I thank my friend 
from Florida. 

Mr. Speaker, we have heard the term 
‘‘bipartisan’’ with regard to this legis-
lation, and as has been pointed out, 
there has been bipartisan support; but 
there has certainly been bipartisan op-
position. 

Bipartisan, to many out there in the 
United States, means, oh, it must be 
fair. But the truth is, bipartisan 
doesn’t mean fair, and it doesn’t mean 
good; and this is one of those pieces of 
legislation that has severe problems 
that are neither fair nor good. 

Now in committee, the process in-
volved a manager’s amendment being 
made in the Committee of the Whole of 
the Judiciary Committee, followed im-
mediately by an amendment to venue 
before anybody else was recognized so 
that an effort by me to have an amend-
ment to fix venue problems that were 
really pronounced was shut out be-
cause that automatically made those 
third-degree amendments. 

That seemed to me a strange effort 
to avoid fairness on this important bill. 
We come in here today with this re-
strictive rule which will not allow full 
debate and wonder why is there such 
haste to avoid fairness in this rule. The 
rule here even abrogates the House rule 
that requires half the time be provided 
to the opposition, by saying it will be 
controlled by two people who both sup-
port the bill. 

Again, why is there such a push to 
avoid fairness in consideration and de-
bate on this bill? ‘‘We need a com-
prehensive bill’’ is language we have 
heard over and over. What struck me 
was, gee, that’s what we heard about 
the immigration debate: we need a 
comprehensive bill. Why was that said 
about immigration? I submit it was 
said because there were things that 
people wanted to hide in a comprehen-
sive bill that could never pass on its 
own. 

So I begin to look at this bill, and it 
appears to have the same problem. 
There are things in here that don’t go 
to fix patent controls. There is such an 
overreaching effort here to change 
rules and help the big dogs just devour 
and destroy the little guys. 

Now the patent control issue, that’s a 
problem. Boy, how easy to fix that. All 
you would have to do is say if you are 
not the original patent holder and in-
ventor, then your rights are restricted. 
But that keeps being thrown out as a 
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basis to destroy and change and use a 
wrecking ball to the entire patent law. 

The damages issues need a further 
look. My goodness, for so many years 
now the patent issues have been guided 
by factors that allow the courts to con-
sider various types of damages. Now we 
have had one industry zero in on one 
time of damage that will help them and 
hurt all others. That’s not fair. 

We were told that in the Judiciary 
Committee that many of us, by name, 
were called who would help the lan-
guage. Since then, I have not heard of 
any meetings to work on language. My 
staff has not heard of any. 

Yet, we are told in here today, trust 
us, we are going to work together. This 
isn’t the last time. I have heard over 
and over on that bill, and to come to 
this point, where there is so much sub-
stantial unfairness and abrogation of 
the fairness doctrine on taking up leg-
islation concerns me all the more. 

This isn’t fair. It’s not good. It’s not 
right. It’s not timely to take this up 
without proper discourse. 

With that, I would ask that trust has 
not been earned. Therefore, people 
should vote against this rule on a bi-
partisan basis. 

Mr. WELCH of Vermont. Mr. Speak-
er, I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of 
Florida. Mr. Speaker, it is my pleasure 
to yield 41⁄2 minutes to the distin-
guished gentleman from California 
(Mr. ROHRABACHER). 

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise in strong opposition to the rule, as 
well as opposition to the underlying 
legislation. 

Let us note that this debate has been 
limited today, which is consistent with 
the substance of this legislation. The 
process, as well as the substance of 
H.R. 1908 is totally unacceptable. This 
bill should be called the Steal Amer-
ican Technologies Act Part 2. 

Yes, Mr. BERMAN and I have worked 
on this legislation over the years, and 
I thought that we had a compromise 
bill in 1999, with HOWARD COBLE and 
others; and this bill just negates all of 
the compromises that were made and 
the honest attempts to reach a good 
patent bill. 

Yes, there was a patent bill that was 
passed and went into law in 1999, let us 
note. This isn’t the first patent reform 
legislation in the last 50 years; it’s 
only the worst patent reform legisla-
tion over the last 50 years. This legisla-
tion, under the guise of reform, will 
dramatically diminish the constitu-
tionally protected rights that were 
mandated by our Founders and that 
have been the impulse behind our Na-
tion’s prosperity and security. 

H.R. 1908 will dramatically weaken 
the patent rights of ordinary Ameri-
cans and make us even more vulnerable 
to the outright theft of American-cre-
ated technology and innovation. This 
legislation represents a slow-motion 
destruction of our patent system. 

So what’s in the bill? First and fore-
most we know what’s in the bill is a 
mandate to publish every patent appli-
cation within 18 months, or after 18 
months of that application being ap-
plied, whether or not that patent has 
been granted. 

So we are giving every thief in the 
world in India and in China and Japan 
and Korea the details of our most up- 
to-date innovative ideas, even before 
they are protected by the patents. We 
are being told, of course, Mr. ISSA has 
an amendment that will handle this. 

Don’t be fooled. Whether or not the 
Issa amendment passes, this legislation 
will still mandate the publication of 
most patent applications before the 
patent is issued. 

America’s secrets will be exposed to a 
world filled with infringers and thieves. 
So don’t be fooled by the Issa amend-
ment, just the way we shouldn’t be 
fooled by the very nature of this bill 
being called a reform bill when it 
should be called the Patent Destruc-
tion Act. 

Secondly, this bill opens up new ave-
nues of attack before and after the pat-
ent has been issued, again weakening 
the inventor, strengthening the in-
fringers, both foreign and domestic. 

Third, the bill changes the criteria of 
deciding the validity for a patent, 
again at the cost of the inventor. 
Fourth, the bill changes the way dam-
ages are calculated, again, at the ex-
pense of the inventor, and in the proc-
ess creating havoc in our courts and 
forcing judges to be economists. 

The most fundamental of all, of 
course, we change the legal basis of our 
system from first-to-invent, which has 
been, historically, for 200 years, the 
basis of the patent system, and now we 
are changing it to first-to-file, the way 
they do in Europe and in Japan. Do we 
really want to have a country like 
Japan? Look at their creative history. 
They rely on all of our ideas to perfect. 

In short, every promise of H.R. 1908 is 
anti-inventor, and every provision 
weakens the right of inventors and un-
dermines one’s ability to protect his or 
her invention. The electronic and fi-
nancial industry billionaires who are 
pushing this are pushing it to facilitate 
their theft of new innovation. Yes, 
these guys are important to our econ-
omy, but the opposition to H.R. 1908 
from the other economic sectors in our 
economy is deep and wide. 

Many of those quoted by Mr. BERMAN 
as having testified in these hearings 
are opposed to this bill. Biotech, phar-
maceuticals, labor unions, universities, 
small businesses, all are against, ada-
mantly against, this bill. Let us pro-
tect the little guy from foreign and do-
mestic scavengers who would steal our 
country’s newest ideas from the best 
and most creative minds of our coun-
try. 

I urge my colleagues to oppose this 
legislation and this rule. 

b 1000 
Mr. WELCH of Vermont. Mr. Speak-

er, I continue to reserve. 
Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of 

Florida. Mr. Speaker, it is my pleasure 
to yield 4 minutes to the distinguished 
gentleman from Illinois (Mr. MAN-
ZULLO). 

Mr. MANZULLO. Mr. Speaker, we are 
hearing this argument, let’s just fix it 
in conference. Well, the last patent re-
form bill that passed, H.R. 1561, passed 
the House on March 3 of 2004. The Sen-
ate Judiciary Committee passed their 
bill, but it never saw action before the 
full Senate. The bill that the House 
passed never made it to conference, but 
it became law because someone stuffed 
it into the giant multi-thousand page 
omnibus consolidated appropriations 
bill which became law. 

And besides that, we are Members of 
Congress. For us to stand up here and 
say, well, this is too confusing for us to 
understand, excuse me; that’s what 
we’re paid for. And if we have to take 
a considerable period of our time to 
study and learn patent law, that’s our 
job. If we don’t do that, we are failing 
in our obligation to the people that we 
represent. 

So, what happened last time was 
good for making sausage. You stuffed 
the House-passed bill which never 
passed the Senate, never made it into 
conference, into a giant omnibus bill, 
but that’s not how you make legisla-
tion. 

Now, look what’s going on here. We 
were told that we had to file by 5 p.m. 
on Wednesday afternoon any amend-
ments to this bill. I went to the Rules 
Committee at 3 p.m. yesterday, where 
we met on the bill. At 2:43 p.m., the 
first manager’s amendment was filed, 
18 pages long. While we were still dis-
cussing the first manager’s amend-
ment, the second manager’s amend-
ment got filed at 3:50 p.m. 

At 5:30 in the afternoon, the general 
public found out what was in it. I just 
found out in an analysis done on the 
second manager’s amendment that this 
would be crippling to the small inven-
tor. It would be horrifying to the pat-
ent holders in this country, that it 
would favor overseas patent holders as 
opposed to the American inventor. 

All I asked for in that Rules Com-
mittee was for an extra hour of debate, 
just 2 hours of debate on one of the 
most important topics this place has 
ever had, and we were denied that. And 
people turn on C–SPAN. They see us. 
We’ll take a half an hour to debate a 
post office, an hour to debate two post 
offices, the naming of the post offices, 
but 1 hour, just 1 hour to debate one of 
the most important issues that has 
ever come before this Congress in 50 
years, 50 years. That’s just fairness. 
Just fairness is all we’re asking for. 

I feel like asking for a motion to ad-
journ, but I’m not going to. That would 
not be fair to the Members that have 
other things to do. 
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But to tell the American people the 

Members of Congress really don’t need 
to know the details, that we’ll take 
care of the details for you, that’s an 
abandonment of our obligation here. 

We come here with the obligation to 
learn every issue on which we vote. We 
may not know all the nuances, we may 
not know all the details, but nobody’s 
going to tell us that this is too con-
fusing for you to understand, because 
that’s not what the American people 
send us here for. 

And so I would just urge you, urge 
the folks, that there is no way possible 
in the limited amount of time that we 
can discuss this bill. 

Let me show you what this does. This 
is Caterpillar, this is RIM. It puts two 
companies against each other. RIM has 
a lot of American parts. The bill should 
be written to accommodate both, to ac-
commodate the American inventions in 
both of these manufactured products. 

Vote ‘‘no’’ on the rule. 
Mr. WELCH of Vermont. Mr. Speak-

er, I yield 1 minute to the gentleman 
from Michigan (Mr. CONYERS), Chair of 
the Judiciary Committee. 

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the manager, and I rise to congratulate 
all the Members for all the hard work 
that has been done in the course of the 
many months, some would say years, 
in bringing this to the floor. 

I’d just like to make a comment 
about the manager’s amendment that 
I’ve heard raised in the discussion be-
cause, actually, I thank the floor man-
ager of the Rules Committee on the Re-
publican side because we had, I 
thought, a very good meeting yester-
day. 

It should be known to everyone here 
that the reason we had the late filing 
of the manager’s amendment is that we 
were keeping it open for everybody to 
make their last changes. And most of 
the requests came from the minority 
side, which we were happy to accom-
modate. So it’s in that spirit that I 
refer and make available to everybody 
here everything that are in manager’s 
amendments, and hope that the fact 
that this is maybe 80 percent accom-
plished for almost all the many sides to 
this debate will carry us through the 
rule and through the spirit that has 
moved the committee and the sub-
committee and the Judiciary Com-
mittee this far. 

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of 
Florida. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. WELCH of Vermont. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield 2 minutes to my friend and 
colleague, the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. ISSA), a member of the Ju-
diciary Committee. 

Mr. ISSA. Mr. Speaker, I appreciate 
the gentleman yielding. The fact that 
this is what one might consider Demo-
crat time being yielded to a Republican 
probably says just how bipartisan this 
bill is. This has been worked on in a 

Republican majority and in a Demo-
crat majority. It’s been cosponsored by 
the chairman and the ranking members 
of the committees. It is, in fact, an un-
usual piece of work. 

Additionally, this rule, and I’ve been 
voting against rules lately because 
they weren’t open and fair. This rule 
accommodated virtually every amend-
ment offered. In fact, many of the peo-
ple speaking here today against the bill 
and against the rule didn’t offer any 
amendments. 

Whether you’re on the committee or 
not, this is your opportunity, after 
nearly 4 years of this being an open 
process under leadership on both sides 
of the aisle, this is your opportunity, if 
you have solutions. 

I urge the passage of this rule and 
the passage of the underlying bill be-
cause, in fact, it is the best work the 
best minds on both sides of the aisle 
could produce over 3 years. 

Now, people who, in fact, are saying 
they don’t want to vote for it are say-
ing we just need more time. In fact, the 
engine that drives the economic wealth 
of our country cannot afford for us to 
simply let the men and women in black 
robes continue to try to patch a broken 
system, as the Supreme Court has 
done. Not moving in this Congress, and 
rapid pace could be another year, in-
cluding the other body. Not moving in 
this Congress would force the Supreme 
Court to deal with an out-of-date set of 
laws. We need to vote this bipartisan 
bill through a very positive rule, and 
then to final passage. 

I strongly recommend that people 
look at the fact that amendments were 
accepted by both sides of the aisle, and, 
as the chairman said, more were ac-
cepted by the Republicans, in addition 
to literally hundreds of suggestions 
being incorporated into the manager’s 
amendment. 

I move that we pass the rule, pass the 
underlying bill, continue a bipartisan 
process that, of course, will always 
have somebody who feels they’re not 
benefited. But, in fact, you can’t get 
this kind of support by people who do 
not normally work well together un-
less, in fact, this process has been full 
and fair, as it has been. I thank the 
ranking member and the chairman for 
their bipartisan work. 

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of 
Florida. Mr. Speaker, I want to thank 
all of our colleagues who have partici-
pated in this debate; thank Chairman 
CONYERS for his kind words. 

This obviously is very important leg-
islation. And even though my very 
good friend, Mr. ISSA, just stated that 
most of the amendments had been 
made in order by the Rules Committee, 
that’s not the case. Five amendments 
were made in order, and nine, nine 
were denied. 

Mr. BERMAN. Will the gentleman 
yield on that issue? 

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of 
Florida. I have very little time. I will 
yield. 

Mr. BERMAN. A number of the nine 
that were not made in order were in-
corporated, at the request of the au-
thors of the amendments, into the 
manager’s amendment. 

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of 
Florida. Reclaiming my time. A num-
ber of important amendments have not 
been made in order. And on legislation 
this important, we think that it should 
have been brought forth with an open 
rule. And so that’s why we oppose the 
rule, and would urge that the majority 
of the Rules Committee bring forth 
this legislation again with the oppor-
tunity of all Members of the House to 
offer all amendments based on their 
work product for consideration by all 
of our colleagues. 

And so with that, I urge the defeat of 
this unfair rule. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. WELCH of Vermont. Mr. Speak-
er, I close by making two comments. 
Number one, this bill was the product 
not just of exhaustive hearings by the 
subcommittee on a bipartisan basis. 
It’s really been the work of a couple of 
Congresses. 

The patent reform system hasn’t 
been changed in any significant way 
for literally over a half a century, and 
the changes that have occurred in our 
economy in electronic communica-
tions, in telecommunications, on soft-
ware, on biotechnology, on every field 
that has produced wealth in this coun-
try have been extraordinary, yet the 
patent system has been stuck in 1952 
mode. 

The process that the chairman, Mr. 
BERMAN, the ranking member, Mr. 
SMITH, and others have had to go 
through to try to accommodate the le-
gitimate concerns of the inventor com-
munity, of the corporate community, 
and the complexities of that have been 
extreme. 

This amendment that is being pre-
sented to you reflects an open process, 
not an open amendment with anything 
and everything on the table, but the 
product of an open process where ev-
erybody who had a concern was actu-
ally heard, and the best effort was 
made to accommodate them directly 
with specific legislation in the bill, in 
the manager’s or in the amendments 
that were offered. 

So the committee members, on a bi-
partisan basis, with Mr. BERMAN and 
Mr. SMITH, have done everything pos-
sible to accommodate the concerns of 
the inventor community, the corporate 
community, our modern economy and 
the representatives in this body who 
are standing up for their constituents. 

Secondly, there was some assertion 
that this is an anti-inventor bill. That 
is absolutely wrong. This is a bill that 
is being endorsed by the National 
Academy of Sciences, by many in the 
university community, and by others 
who have, as their whole motivation, 
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the expansion of knowledge and then 
the implementation of the benefit of 
that knowledge through a patent sys-
tem. 

So the committee has done an open 
process which has brought us to this 
point, and it has proposed changes that 
are 50 years in the making, that is 
going to strengthen and expand the 
rights of our patent community. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge a ‘‘yes’’ vote on 
the rule, House Resolution 636. 

I yield back the balance of my time, 
and I move the previous question on 
the resolution. 

The previous question was ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the resolution. 
The question was taken; and the 

Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of 
Florida. Mr. Speaker, on that I demand 
the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this question will be post-
poned. 

f 

b 1015 

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION 
OF CONFERENCE REPORT ON 
H.R. 2669, COLLEGE COST REDUC-
TION AND ACCESS ACT 

Ms. SUTTON. Mr. Speaker, by direc-
tion of the Committee on Rules, I call 
up House Resolution 637 and ask for its 
immediate consideration. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows: 

H. RES. 637 
Resolved, That upon adoption of this reso-

lution it shall be in order to consider the 
conference report to accompany the bill 
(H.R. 2669) to provide for reconciliation pur-
suant to section 601 of the concurrent resolu-
tion on the budget for fiscal year 2008. All 
points of order against the conference report 
and against its consideration are waived. 
The conference report shall be considered as 
read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tlewoman from Ohio is recognized for 1 
hour. 

Ms. SUTTON. Mr. Speaker, for the 
purpose of debate only, I yield the cus-
tomary 30 minutes to the gentleman 
from Florida (Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ- 
BALART). All time yielded during con-
sideration of the rule is for debate 
only. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Ms. SUTTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that all Members 
have 5 legislative days within which to 
revise and extend their remarks and in-
sert extraneous materials into the 
RECORD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from Ohio? 

There was no objection. 
Ms. SUTTON. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, H. Res. 637 provides for 
consideration of the conference report 
to accompany H.R. 2669, the College 
Cost Reduction and Access Act. The 
rule waives all points of order against 
the conference report and its consider-
ation and considers the conference re-
port as read. 

Mr. Speaker, I am honored to rise 
today in support of this rule and this 
much-needed underlying conference re-
port, the College Cost Reduction Act, 
which will help give our students a real 
opportunity to go to college and give 
them the vital tools necessary to enter 
our workforce and build a positive fu-
ture for themselves and our commu-
nities. And, Mr. Speaker, at the outset 
I want to thank Representative 
GEORGE MILLER, the distinguished 
chairman of the Education and Labor 
Committee, along with Speaker NANCY 
PELOSI, whose commitment to our stu-
dents, our families and our future in 
this country has brought us to this day 
when we are able to take this great 
step to put college education back 
within reach of so many hardworking 
families and students. The College Cost 
Reduction Act addresses one of the 
most pressing issues facing millions of 
families across this Nation: the ques-
tion of how they will afford to send 
their children to college. 

Educational opportunity is the back-
bone of our Nation and everything that 
makes it great. And while access to 
higher education is more critical than 
ever for younger generations, the cost 
is rapidly moving out of reach for 
many low- and middle-income families. 
Tuition at 4-year public colleges and 
universities has risen 41 percent after 
inflation since 2001. And the typical 
American student now graduates from 
college with a $17,500 debt. This prob-
lem has developed into nothing less 
than a crisis. 

Sadly, due to the failure of past Con-
gresses, many students have had their 
dreams shattered because they could 
not afford college tuition. Many hard-
working parents have had their hearts 
broken because, despite their valiant 
efforts, they simply could not afford to 
pay tuition and meet other vital family 
needs. This problem has festered for 
too long, and I have long believed, Mr. 
Speaker, that those in government 
must work with the people they are 
called to serve and not against them. 

And that is what this bill does. It is 
the single largest investment in higher 
education since the GI Bill. It’s good 
for our families. It’s good for our stu-
dents. It’s good for our country. 

Financial barriers to higher edu-
cation not only hurt students them-
selves by robbing them of the edu-
cation and training necessary to make 
a productive and positive impact in our 
communities; it hurts us all. Investing 
in our students will not only improve 
their future; it will help our economy 
and our retired workers whom they 

will support. It ensures our national se-
curity, continued improvements in 
health outcomes, and will help the 
United States maintain its role as a 
leader in developing new cutting-edge 
technologies. By providing students 
with access to higher education, we are 
bolstering every sector of our economy 
from medical research to manufac-
turing because we are creating the next 
generation of innovators and leaders. 
Investing in our younger generations 
will not only help our students and 
families who are need; it strengthens 
America. 

The promise of the American Dream 
is the glue that holds our communities 
together. It was educational oppor-
tunity that provided me, the proud 
daughter of a working family, to ob-
tain a first-rate education and ulti-
mately find my way to the floor of the 
House of Representatives to fight for 
what is right. By denying the opportu-
nities afforded by access to higher edu-
cation, we deny our families their 
share of the American Dream. 

The College Cost Reduction Act ad-
dresses this crisis in a fiscally sound 
and responsible manner. It is funded by 
cutting unnecessary subsidies to pri-
vate lenders and putting our taxpayer 
dollars to work for the American peo-
ple. So, Mr. Speaker, this act will not 
only put college back in reach for our 
families; it does so by cutting almost 
$21 billion in taxpayer subsidies to pri-
vate lenders and reinvesting over $20 
billion of the savings in our Nation’s 
students and putting an additional $750 
million towards reducing our Nation’s 
deficit. 

Specifically, the College Cost Reduc-
tion Act will cut the interest rates on 
subsidized student loans in half. The 
bill invests heavily in the much-need-
ed, need-based Pell Grant scholarship 
program, increasing the maximum 
award by at least $1,090 over the next 5 
years and expanding eligibility for the 
grants. By passing this bill, we will 
make a college education possible for 
hundreds of thousands of additional 
students over the next 5 years. 

Additionally, Mr. Speaker, this legis-
lation also recognizes the value of our 
public servants by providing them with 
loan forgiveness for those who choose 
to serve in the jobs that make our 
world turn: teachers, firefighters, 
nurses, law enforcement officers, and 
librarians. 

Further, the College Cost Reduction 
Act provides upfront tuition assistance 
to qualified undergraduates who com-
mit to teaching in public schools in 
high-poverty communities. This bill in-
vests in the strength of our commu-
nities and of our country. And the re-
turn on our investment as a Nation in 
our students and people will, without 
question, provide an enormous return. 

Mr. Speaker, the crisis of college cost 
is pervasive, and it is getting worse. It 
is long past the time that Congress 
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take action to ensure that a college 
education is not a privilege reserved 
only for the wealthy. 

I urge all of my colleagues to support 
our children and our families by voting 
for the rule and the underlying bill. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of 
Florida. Mr. Speaker, I thank my 
friend, the gentlewoman from Ohio, for 
the time; and I yield myself such time 
as I may consume. 

This rule that the majority brings 
forth today, Mr. Speaker, is a standard 
rule for a conference report. But yes-
terday the minority on the Rules Com-
mittee voted against this rule because 
of the unsatisfactory manner in which 
the conference report was put together. 

In his submitted testimony to the 
Rules Committee yesterday, Education 
and Labor Committee Ranking Mem-
ber BUCK McKeon expressed concern 
with the process the majority used of 
the conference committee. The minor-
ity was informed at 9:30 p.m. that the 
conference committee would meet at 
11:30 a.m. the following morning. How-
ever, the majority did not provide the 
minority with the text of the con-
ference report at the time the meeting 
was announced and even kept the text 
away from Republicans at the meeting 
itself. 

Republican conferees were, in effect, 
left in the dark. They had no way to 
know what was in the report. As such, 
it was impossible for members of the 
minority to propose amendments to 
the report and thus play any meaning-
ful part in the conference. 

Democrats did not even allow Repub-
licans to see the conference report at 
the end of the meeting. Instead, Repub-
licans had to wait until later in the 
evening hours after the conference 
committee had ended. 

Mr. Speaker, our friends on the other 
side of the aisle campaigned, and they 
did so repeatedly, on an open, fair, and 
bipartisan process, including a promise 
to provide members of conference com-
mittees with texts of conference re-
ports. They also said that they will 
allow members of the conference com-
mittee to vote on all amendments. 

During consideration of the rules 
package for this new Congress, the dis-
tinguished chairwoman of the Rules 
Committee said, ‘‘Never again will any 
Member of the Congress have to fight 
to find out where the conference to 
which he or she has been appointed is 
meeting.’’ 

Well, in this instance, Members did 
not have to fight to find the conference 
committee location, but they certainly 
did have to fight to get the text of the 
conference report; and even after fight-
ing, they did not get to see it. By keep-
ing the text of the conference report 
away from the minority, Democrats 
were essentially locking out Repub-
lican Members from the conference 

committee, which is exactly what the 
Democrats said they would not do. 

So, Mr. Speaker, because of the man-
ner, the way the majority kept the text 
of the conference report from Repub-
licans and thus committed, if you will, 
a process foul, we oppose this rule. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Ms. SUTTON. Mr. Speaker, I yield 6 
minutes to the distinguished gen-
tleman, the chairman of the Education 
and Labor Committee from California 
(Mr. GEORGE MILLER). 

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California. 
I thank the gentlewoman for yielding. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support 
of this rule to make in order the con-
ference report on H.R. 2669, the College 
Cost Reduction and Access Act. 

In this last election, we campaigned 
very hard on cutting the cost of college 
for students and making college more 
affordable for students and their fami-
lies who are borrowing money to go to 
school. And it is clear that we intend 
to do that with the passage of this leg-
islation today. 

In the first 10 hours as part of our 6 
for ’06 agenda, we cut the interest rates 
in half on the subsidized student loans 
so that those low-income families and 
middle-income families who are strug-
gling to meet the debt burden of send-
ing their children to school will have 
some relief in that effort. And over the 
next 4 years in this conference report, 
we will cut those interest rates from 
6.8 percent to 3.4 percent, which is a 
savings of the average indebted student 
upon graduation over the life of that 
loan of some $4,400. Also for the lowest- 
income students, the students most in 
need, we are increasing the Pell Grant 
up to a level over the next 5 years of 
$5,400. This is in keeping with what the 
President promised but never did, and 
this is in keeping with our promise 
that we would again restore the pur-
chasing value of the Pell Grant. 

And you can see from this chart, Mr. 
Speaker, the fact is over the last sev-
eral years, the Pell Grant has been 
flat-lined in spite of promises each and 
every year that it was going to be in-
creased; and this year for the first time 
Mr. OBEY put money in, in the con-
tinuing resolution in the appropria-
tions bill, and then this bill will con-
tinue to raise the Pell Grant to $5,400. 
This is the largest increase, certainly, 
in recent history. 

It is important that these two popu-
lations, middle-income students and 
families and low-income students and 
families, have these resources available 
to them. And the reason it is impor-
tant is we are now seeing increasing re-
ports now estimated at more than a 
quarter of a million students who are 
fully qualified to go to school every 
year choose not to go to college, to 
postpone it, or not to go at all because 
they are worried about whether or not 
they will be able to manage the debt or 
afford the cost of college. 

b 1030 
And it is our job to make sure that 

no student in America that is fully 
qualified to go to college is refused the 
opportunity to do so because of the 
cost of college. That has been the pol-
icy of this country since the GI Bill, 
and this is the largest investment since 
the GI Bill 50 years ago. But it was a 
policy of the Eisenhower administra-
tion, of the Kennedy administration, 
and essentially every administration 
on a bipartisan basis since then. But 
we now see college costs far outstrip-
ping the ability of families to pay for a 
college education, therefore requiring 
them to borrow money. 

So in this legislation we take $20 bil-
lion away from the large lenders and 
other lenders of college loans, exces-
sive subsidies that were paid for them, 
excessive subsidies that were identified 
in the President’s legislation, and we 
recycle those monies to the benefit of 
the students and to their families, and 
we do so within pay-as-you-go, that 
each and every expenditure in this bill 
is paid for by the recycling of those ex-
cessive subsidies that were going to the 
lending institution. And in that way, 
we’re able to deliver real money to 
these families in need in the form of a 
reduction in interest rates, in the form 
of an increase in the Pell Grants. 

But we also do that so that those 
people who want to choose the profes-
sion of a policeman, a nurse, a fireman, 
a teacher, a special educator, a pros-
ecutor, a public defender, that those in-
dividuals will be allowed to choose 
those careers and know that they will 
not have to make another choice be-
cause of the crushing debt of their col-
lege education. They, under this legis-
lation, will not be required to pay any 
more than 15 percent of their income in 
any given year for these student loans. 
And what does that mean? That means 
they can start a career in nursing, in 
health care, in law enforcement, as a 
first responder, and they know that if 
they stay in that field for 10 years, that 
loan will be forgiven. That is a major 
advantage to those individuals who are 
seeking to go into those fields. 

We also want to keep the promise of 
earlier actions in this Congress when 
we passed the COMPETES Act to have 
highly qualified teachers in math and 
science go into the classrooms. We’re 
saying to those exemplary performers 
in college that if you’ll go into teach-
ing and you’ll go into the most dif-
ficult schools, we will give you $4,000 a 
year up front while you’re in school of 
tuition relief if you will agree to do 
that; 16,000 real dollars to those people 
because they’re going to go in and 
teach in the most difficult schools, and 
the exemplary performers are going to 
have the skills and the talents to do 
that if they so choose to do it. 

This legislation is the foundation of 
the cornerstone of our agenda on inno-
vation for new discovery of this Na-
tion, the next generation of discovery, 
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of innovation, of economic growth and 
jobs here in America. This is the most 
valuable investment we can make. 
Every economist will tell you that the 
investment in education yields more 
back to the government, more back to 
the public sector, more back to civil 
society than any other investment we 
make. And that’s what we’re doing in 
this legislation. We promised we would 
do it. We started out in ‘‘6 for ’06,’’ and 
today, with this conference report, the 
House and the Senate is keeping its 
promise. 

We’ve made changes in this legisla-
tion that were suggested by Mr. 
MCKEON and by the administration. 
And I am proud to announce that the 
President, in spite of his suggested 
veto messages or his staff-suggested 
veto messages over the last couple of 
months, the President has agreed to 
sign this legislation. 

I encourage all of my colleagues to 
join in support of this rule and to sup-
port the conference report when it 
comes before us. I hope that we will 
have a good bipartisan vote as they’re 
now having in the Senate at this very 
moment. 

I thank the gentlewoman for her sup-
port in this effort and for yielding the 
time. 
ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mem-
bers are reminded to address their re-
marks to the Chair. 

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of 
Florida. Mr. Speaker, it is my privilege 
to yield such time as he may consume 
to the distinguished gentleman from 
California, the ranking member of the 
committee, Mr. MCKEON. 

Mr. MCKEON. I thank the gentleman 
for yielding the time. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in opposition to 
the rule. This rule would provide for 
consideration of fiscally irresponsible 
legislation that would create costly 
new entitlement programs and mis-
direct billions of aid toward colleges, 
universities, college graduates and 
philanthropic organizations rather 
than the low-income students who need 
the help the most. 

My colleagues who were around in 
the last Congress may remember that 
when we passed a real budget reconcili-
ation bill, the Education and Work-
force Committee found some $18 billion 
plus in savings, two-thirds of which we 
directed towards deficit reduction and 
one-third of which we directed towards 
increased student benefits such as 
higher loan limits, more grant aid for 
low-income, high-achieving students, 
and loan forgiveness for high-demand 
teachers. Unfortunately, H.R. 2669, the 
bill that will be before us today, takes 
us in a drastically different direction. 

The rule before us provides for the 
culmination of months of abuse of the 
budget reconciliation process as a 
backdoor way to implement significant 
changes to programs best addressed 

through regular order. Not a single 
committee hearing has been held on 
this legislation. The potential impact 
of many of its student loan cuts has 
never been weighed, and no one has 
provided adequate reasons regarding 
why the new entitlement programs and 
complex student loan auction scheme 
created under the conference report are 
necessary or fiscally reasonable. 

It eliminates the right of parents to 
choose their lender and replaces con-
sumer choice with a government-run 
auction system that is complex, bur-
densome and untested. And all of this 
will be put into place in a couple of 
weeks time. I’m anxious to see how the 
department puts this into place. 

This measure could have been im-
proved by infusing more savings into 
the Pell Grant Program. Pell is a prov-
en success that has helped millions of 
young people attend college. In the 
time during the last 12 years that we 
were in charge, we have increased Pell 
Grant spending double. As the chair-
man just pointed out, the amount of 
what he talked about, the individual 
aid to each individual student, has re-
mained fairly even, but the amount 
that we have put in has been increased 
like a billion dollars a year over that 
period of time because we have a mil-
lion and a half more students that have 
now been able to take advantage of 
that and use the money for their help 
in getting their chance to achieve the 
American Dream. 

By creating a bundle of new entitle-
ment programs complete with new bu-
reaucracy, rules, and regulations, this 
conference agreement places billions of 
dollars in new Federal spending on 
autopilot with no accountability to 
taxpayers whatsoever, completely op-
posite of what the real purpose of rec-
onciliation is for. 

The purpose of reconciliation, requir-
ing an easier passage by only requiring 
50 votes in the Senate, was set up to re-
duce mandatory spending and to save 
money on the budget deficit. And this 
will actually increase and go just the 
opposite direction. 

And finally, let me be perfectly clear: 
I have absolutely no confidence in the 
Department of Education’s ability to 
implement the changes outlined in this 
conference agreement, particularly 
with the timeline it sets. It gives me 
no pleasure to point out this obvious 
fact, particularly in a Republican ad-
ministration, but it’s true. And sadly, 
we will be watching this failure play 
out in the coming months and years. 

The rule allows consideration of a 
conference report that breaks promises 
to students and taxpayers alike. I urge 
my colleagues to join me in opposing 
it. 

Ms. SUTTON. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 
minute to the distinguished gentle-
woman from Texas (Ms. JACKSON-LEE). 

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr. 
Speaker, this is the single largest in-

vestment in education since the GI 
Bill, and we know what the GI Bill did 
for the World War II generation. 

Last month, the American people 
lost 4,000 jobs under this administra-
tion, and foreclosures are rising. The 
middle class needs relief. And this bill 
will cut interest rates in half of sub-
sidized student loans over the next 4 
years. It will allow borrowers to be 
able to not pay more than 15 percent 
on their loans. 

In addition, the Pell Grant, some-
thing that has helped low income, stu-
dents, and what all of my students ask 
about every single time I visit college 
campuses, will be raised to $490, and 
over 5 years more than $1,000. And then 
we will invest in America’s most un-
derserved communities, Hispanic-serv-
ing, Historically Black, Native Ameri-
cans and other institutions in which 
the bill will invest $510 million to help 
students stay in school among other 
incentives. 

This legislation helps our students 
graduate. It encourages public service. 
This bill is worth all of us voting for it. 
The middle class of America needs re-
lief. This is a giant step forward in edu-
cating all Americans. 

Ms. SUTTON. Mr. Speaker, at this 
time, I yield 1 minute to the gentleman 
from New York, a distinguished mem-
ber of the Education and Labor Com-
mittee, Mr. BISHOP. 

Mr. BISHOP of New York. I thank 
the gentlewoman for yielding. 

Mr. Speaker, it is difficult for me to 
summarize in 1 minute the attributes 
of this first-rate conference report, but 
let me just say this: For a period of 
time before I came to the Congress, I 
was the senior administrator in a col-
lege. I had a very simple rule when I 
was faced with a decision. That rule 
was: Is the decision I’m about to make 
in the best interest of students, will it 
help students? And by that measure, 
the answer to this question is an em-
phatic ‘‘yes.’’ 

We should be supporting the rule. We 
should be supporting the underlying 
legislation. This legislation helps stu-
dents realize their dreams, and that’s 
what this Congress should be about. 
This is about student aspiration, and 
this is about the Congress providing 
the resources to see to it that students 
can get their slice of the American 
Dream. And by increasing the Pell 
Grant maximum, by reducing the rate 
that students will have to pay when 
they borrow, and by streamlining the 
needs analysis system so that students 
have a more realistic measure of their 
ability to pay, we will increase access, 
we will enhance affordability. 

We should support this rule and sup-
port this conference report. 

Ms. SUTTON. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 
minute to the gentleman from Illinois, 
a distinguished member of the Edu-
cation and Labor Committee, Mr. 
DAVIS. 
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Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I 

rise in strong support of the rule for 
H.R. 2669, the College Cost Reduction 
and Access conference bill. 

Mr. Speaker, first of all, I want to 
commend the leadership in both the 
House and the Senate for this out-
standing legislation. This bill recog-
nizes the fact that without investment 
there is no return. And it is, indeed, a 
strong investment in the future of 
America. 

There are many components of the 
bill that are outstanding: loan forgive-
ness for public service, loan forgiveness 
for individuals who teach in high-need 
institutions, schools. But especially, 
Mr. Speaker, I am pleased to note that 
this legislation focuses attention on 
the needs of primarily minority-serv-
ing institutions like Hispanic-serving 
institutions, Historically Black Col-
leges and Universities, PBIs, predomi-
nantly black institutions, and of 
course Native American and Pacific Is-
land institutions. 

I want to commend Mr. HINOJOSA, 
who is the chairman of our sub-
committee, and urge that this legisla-
tion be passed. 

First of all, Mr. Speaker, I want to commend 
the leadership in both the House and the Sen-
ate for this outstanding legislation. This bill 
recognizes the fact that without investment, 
there is no return. And it is indeed a strong in-
vestment in the future of America. It expands 
access and makes higher education more ac-
cessible for all. It increases the Pell grant 
maximum to $4,800 next year and to $5,400 
by 2012. It cuts interest rates, provides up- 
front tuition for students who agree to teach in 
high-need public schools, provides loan for-
giveness for some public employees and, Mr. 
Speaker, I am especially pleased that it recog-
nizes the unique needs of primarily minority 
serving institutions like Hispanic-serving His-
torically Black Colleges and Universities, Na-
tive American, Pacific American, Asian Amer-
ican and Predominately Black Institutions in 
which I took a particular interest. Importantly, 
it includes $510 million for these minority-serv-
ing institutions and $30 million for PBIs specifi-
cally. 

Again, Mr. Speaker, I want to commend the 
leadership in both the House for this great 
work and especially subcommittee Chairman 
HINOJOSA for his strong positions on the needs 
of minority students and primarily minority 
serving institutions. 

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of 
Florida. Mr. Speaker, we reiterate that 
the process by which this conference 
report was composed was not fair. And 
it, in effect, violated the promises 
made by the other side of the aisle very 
recently, very recently made and reit-
erated. The process was profoundly un-
fair. I stressed that in my previous re-
marks, and I reiterate it now. 

In addition, we’ve heard from the dis-
tinguished ranking member with re-
gard to grave concerns by many of 
those who have been working on this 
issue, such as Mr. MCKEON, for many 
years. 

So for those reasons, Mr. Speaker, we 
oppose this rule and would urge a ‘‘no’’ 
vote on the rule. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Ms. SUTTON. Mr. Speaker, the Con-
gress has an obligation to address the 
needs of the American people, and to 
work with them to address the pressing 
problems that they face. 

Today, we take a great step towards 
regaining the faith of the American 
people as we pass the College Cost Re-
duction Act to provide hundreds of 
thousands of American families with 
the opportunity to create a better life 
for their children. I am proud to be a 
part of that effort. 

The College Cost Reduction Act is a 
fiscally responsible bill which makes 
the single largest investment in college 
aid since the GI Bill, which, as we all 
know, provided our Greatest Genera-
tion with the opportunity to create the 
Nation we know today. 

This legislation invests over $20 bil-
lion in student aid, and does so with no 
additional cost to the taxpayers. 

Before I close, Mr. Speaker, I want to 
again applaud the extraordinary lead-
ership of Chairman GEORGE MILLER in 
making college affordability a top pri-
ority. 

b 1045 

Under his guidance, all of the mem-
bers of the Education and Labor Com-
mittee have crafted a good bill that 
works for our families and our country. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge all of my col-
leagues to vote for this investment in 
our children, in our economy and in 
our future, to keep faith with the 
American people, and to send a clear 
message that the American Dream is 
not a relic of the past, but a corner-
stone of our future. 

I urge a ‘‘yes’’ vote on the previous 
question and on the rule. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time, and I move the previous 
question on the resolution. 

The previous question was ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the resolution. 
The question was taken; and the 

Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of 
Florida. Mr. Speaker, on that I demand 
the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this question will be post-
poned. 

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the Chair 
will now put each question on which 
further proceedings were postponed 
earlier today, in the following order: 

Adoption of H. Res. 636, by the yeas 
and nays; 

Adoption of H. Res. 637, by the yeas 
and nays. 

The Chair will reduce to 5 minutes 
the time for the second electronic vote 
in this series. 

f 

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION 
OF H. RES. 636, PATENT REFORM 
ACT OF 2007 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the vote on adop-
tion of House Resolution 636, on which 
the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the resolution. 

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 222, nays 
181, not voting 29, as follows: 

[Roll No. 860] 

YEAS—222 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Allen 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boyda (KS) 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown, Corrine 
Butterfield 
Cannon 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Castor 
Chandler 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Coble 
Cohen 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis, Lincoln 
Davis, Tom 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly 
Doyle 

Edwards 
Ellison 
Emanuel 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Frank (MA) 
Gallegly 
Giffords 
Gillibrand 
Gonzalez 
Gordon 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hodes 
Holt 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Israel 
Issa 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick 
Kind 
Klein (FL) 
Kucinich 
Langevin 
Lantos 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lynch 
Mahoney (FL) 
Maloney (NY) 

Markey 
Marshall 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum (MN) 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McIntyre 
McNerney 
McNulty 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murtha 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Pascrell 
Pastor 
Payne 
Perlmutter 
Peterson (MN) 
Pomeroy 
Price (NC) 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Reyes 
Richardson 
Rodriguez 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shuler 
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Simpson 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Space 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stupak 
Sutton 

Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 
Towns 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz (MN) 

Wasserman 
Schultz 

Waters 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch (VT) 
Wexler 
Wilson (OH) 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Wynn 
Yarmuth 

NAYS—181 

Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Baker 
Barrett (SC) 
Bartlett (MD) 
Barton (TX) 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Bono 
Boozman 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Broun (GA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp (MI) 
Campbell (CA) 
Cantor 
Capito 
Castle 
Chabot 
Cole (OK) 
Conaway 
Costello 
Crenshaw 
Culberson 
Davis (KY) 
Davis, David 
Deal (GA) 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Doolittle 
Drake 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Ehlers 
Emerson 
English (PA) 
Everett 
Fallin 
Feeney 
Ferguson 
Flake 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Fossella 

Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Gingrey 
Gohmert 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Granger 
Graves 
Hall (TX) 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayes 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Hill 
Hinchey 
Hobson 
Hoekstra 
Hulshof 
Hunter 
Inglis (SC) 
Johnson (IL) 
Jones (NC) 
Jordan 
Kaptur 
Keller 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Kline (MN) 
Knollenberg 
Kuhl (NY) 
LaHood 
Lamborn 
Lampson 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
LoBiondo 
Lucas 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Mack 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul (TX) 
McCotter 
McCrery 
McHenry 
McHugh 
McKeon 
Mica 
Michaud 
Miller (FL) 

Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 
Moran (KS) 
Murphy, Tim 
Musgrave 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Pence 
Peterson (PA) 
Petri 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe 
Porter 
Price (GA) 
Pryce (OH) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Ramstad 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Renzi 
Reynolds 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ryan (WI) 
Sali 
Saxton 
Schmidt 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Sestak 
Shadegg 
Shays 
Shuster 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Souder 
Stearns 
Sullivan 
Terry 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Turner 
Upton 
Walberg 
Walden (OR) 
Wamp 
Weldon (FL) 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Wicker 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wolf 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—29 

Bishop (UT) 
Boyd (FL) 
Carson 
Carter 
Cubin 
Davis, Jo Ann 
Ellsworth 
Gilchrest 
Hastert 
Holden 

Hooley 
Jindal 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones (OH) 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Myrick 
Pallone 
Paul 
Pearce 

Pickering 
Reichert 
Royce 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Shimkus 
Tancredo 
Walsh (NY) 
Watson 
Weller 
Young (AK) 

b 1111 

Messrs. DEAL of Georgia, BAKER, 
MCCARTHY of California, CALVERT 
and CAMPBELL of California changed 
their vote from ‘‘yea’’ to ‘‘nay.’’ 

Messrs. KILDEE, GALLEGLY and 
TAYLOR changed their vote from 
‘‘nay’’ to ‘‘yea.’’ 

So the resolution was agreed to. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 

f 

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION 
OF CONFERENCE REPORT ON 
H.R. 2669, COLLEGE COST REDUC-
TION AND ACCESS ACT 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the vote on adop-
tion of House Resolution 637, on which 
the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the resolution. 

This is a 5-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 220, nays 
185, not voting 27, as follows: 

[Roll No. 861] 

YEAS—220 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Allen 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boyda (KS) 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown, Corrine 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Castor 
Chandler 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly 
Doyle 

Edwards 
Ellison 
Emanuel 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Frank (MA) 
Giffords 
Gillibrand 
Gonzalez 
Gordon 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hodes 
Holt 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick 
Kind 
Klein (FL) 
Kucinich 
Lampson 
Langevin 
Lantos 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 

Lowey 
Lynch 
Mahoney (FL) 
Maloney (NY) 
Markey 
Marshall 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum (MN) 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McIntyre 
McNerney 
McNulty 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Michaud 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murtha 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Pascrell 
Pastor 
Payne 
Perlmutter 
Peterson (MN) 
Pomeroy 
Price (NC) 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Reyes 
Richardson 
Rodriguez 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 

Schiff 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shuler 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Space 

Spratt 
Stark 
Stupak 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 
Towns 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 

Walz (MN) 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch (VT) 
Wexler 
Wilson (OH) 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Wynn 
Yarmuth 

NAYS—185 

Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Baker 
Barrett (SC) 
Bartlett (MD) 
Barton (TX) 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Bono 
Boozman 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Broun (GA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp (MI) 
Campbell (CA) 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Capito 
Castle 
Chabot 
Coble 
Cole (OK) 
Conaway 
Crenshaw 
Culberson 
Davis (KY) 
Davis, David 
Davis, Tom 
Deal (GA) 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Doolittle 
Drake 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Ehlers 
Emerson 
English (PA) 
Everett 
Fallin 
Feeney 
Ferguson 
Flake 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 

Fossella 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Gilchrest 
Gingrey 
Gohmert 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Granger 
Graves 
Hall (TX) 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayes 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Hobson 
Hoekstra 
Hulshof 
Hunter 
Inglis (SC) 
Issa 
Johnson (IL) 
Jones (NC) 
Jordan 
Kaptur 
Keller 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Kline (MN) 
Knollenberg 
Kuhl (NY) 
LaHood 
Lamborn 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
LoBiondo 
Lucas 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Mack 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul (TX) 
McCotter 
McCrery 
McHenry 
McHugh 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 

Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 
Moran (KS) 
Murphy, Tim 
Musgrave 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Pence 
Peterson (PA) 
Petri 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe 
Porter 
Price (GA) 
Pryce (OH) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Ramstad 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Renzi 
Reynolds 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ryan (WI) 
Sali 
Saxton 
Schmidt 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shays 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Souder 
Stearns 
Sullivan 
Terry 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Turner 
Upton 
Walberg 
Walden (OR) 
Wamp 
Weldon (FL) 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Wicker 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wolf 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—27 

Boyd (FL) 
Carson 
Carter 
Cubin 
Davis, Jo Ann 
Davis, Lincoln 
Ellsworth 
Hastert 
Holden 

Hooley 
Jindal 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones (OH) 
Myrick 
Pallone 
Paul 
Pearce 
Pickering 

Reichert 
Royce 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Shimkus 
Tancredo 
Walsh (NY) 
Watson 
Weller 
Young (AK) 
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ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during 
the vote). Members are advised 2 min-
utes remain in this vote. 

b 1120 

So the resolution was agreed to. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 
f 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 

A message from the Senate by Ms. 
Curtis, one of its clerks, announced 
that the Senate agrees to the report of 
the committee of conference on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the Senate to the 
bill (H.R. 2669) ‘‘An Act to provide for 
reconciliation pursuant to section 601 
of the concurrent resolution on the 
budget for fiscal year 2008.’’. 

f 

CONFERENCE REPORT ON H.R. 2669, 
COLLEGE COST REDUCTION AND 
ACCESS ACT 

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California. 
Madam Speaker, pursuant to House 
Resolution 637, I call up the conference 
report on the bill (H.R. 2669) to provide 
for reconciliation pursuant to section 
601 of the concurrent resolution on the 
budget for fiscal year 2008. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Ms. 

SOLIS). Pursuant to House Resolution 
637, the conference report is considered 
read. 

(For conference report and state-
ment, see proceedings of the House of 
September 6, 2007 at page 23650.) 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from California (Mr. GEORGE 
MILLER) and the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. MCKEON) will each control 
30 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from California (Mr. GEORGE MILLER). 

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California. 
Madam Speaker, I yield myself such 
time as I may consume. 

Madam Speaker, I rise in strong sup-
port of the conference report on H.R. 
2669, the College Cost Reduction and 
Access Act, legislation that provides 
for cutting the interest rates on sub-
sidized student loans from 6.8 to 3.4 
percent over the next 5 years; that 
calls for the biggest increase in the 
Pell Grant in the history of the pro-
gram, $1,000 new dollars over the next 5 
years; that provides for an income-con-
tingent payment plan where people will 
not have to pay more than 15 percent 
of their income on student loans; and if 
they go to public service, that loan can 
be forgiven for 10 years; and provides 
major support for the minority-serving 
institutions of this country. This is all 
done within the PAYGO rules because 
of the $20 billion in excessive subsidies 
that were being paid to lenders in this 

field, and so we comply with the Budg-
et Act. 

I rise in support of the conference report to 
H.R. 2669, the College Cost Reduction and 
Access Act. 

Yesterday, we held a rally to highlight the 
benefits of this legislation for out nation’s stu-
dents and families. It is clear from listening to 
the students at the rally that one of the great-
est challenges facing them today is the rising 
cost of college and high student loan debt. 

With students returning to campuses, I can 
think of no better back to school gift than 
passing a bill that represents the greatest ef-
fort to help students and families pay for col-
lege since the GI Bill was passed more than 
fifty years ago. This is no ordinary gift. This is 
real money we are providing for students and 
families which translates into real relief. 

As we have mentioned since the beginning 
of this process, these historic investments in 
education are being done in a fiscally respon-
sible way. This conference report will fully 
comply with new House rules that require all 
federal spending to meet tough pay-as-you-go 
budget rules. 

Additionally, the conference report will set 
aside $750 million in budget deficit reduction, 
demonstrating that with smart policy, we can 
be fiscally responsible and be responsive to 
the concerns of the American people. This 
conference agreement significantly increases 
the Pell Grant scholarship over the next five 
years to a maximum of $5,400. This invest-
ment—almost double the investment in the 
House bill, and the largest increase in the 
scholarship’s history—will greatly restore the 
purchasing power of the scholarship for stu-
dents with the most financial need, meet the 
President’s 2008 budget request, and also ad-
dress concerns raised by Mr. MCKEON during 
House consideration of this measure. 

This agreement also: Cuts interest rates in 
half for need-based student loans from 6.8% 
to 3.4% over 4 years. When fully phased in it 
will save the typical student $4,400 over the 
life of the loan. This measure was overwhelm-
ingly supported by this body in January; 
makes new investments in Historically Black 
Colleges and Universities, Hispanic Serving 
Institutions, and other minority serving 
schools—to ensure that students will not only 
enter college, but remain and graduate; makes 
debt more manageable for students through 
an Income Based Repayment program; pro-
vides loan forgiveness and loan repayment 
options for those providing a public service; 
and ensures that we place a highly qualified 
teacher in every classroom through the cre-
ation of TEACH grants. 

As mentioned before, this bill is fully paid for 
with cuts to lender subsidies. 

It builds on proposals we passed in H.R. 5 
and on proposals outlined by the President in 
his 2008 budget. 

We believe the reasonable offsets in the 
final package meet our goal to ensure the 
continued participation by the lenders in the 
FFEL program as anticipated by the Congres-
sional Budget Office. While a challenge, we 
believe this final package balances our com-
mitment to minimizing the burden placed on 
lenders with our commitment to helping stu-
dents. 

As you can see, this conference agreement 
is a remarkable step forward in our efforts to 

help every qualified student go to college. This 
is a foundation we will continue to build on. As 
I mentioned at the conference meeting, I am 
committed to continuing these efforts when the 
House considers the reauthorization of the 
Higher Education Act this year. 

Given that we have addressed many of the 
concerns raised by the Administration, I re-
ceived confirmation yesterday from Secretary 
Spellings that the President is expected to 
sign the final bill. 

I hope that my colleagues on the other side 
of the aisle will follow the lead of the White 
House and the Senate—who overwhelmingly 
passed this legislation not too long ago—and 
vote in favor of this carefully crafted com-
promise. 

Rather than stand between our nation’s stu-
dents and their ability to access much needed 
financial relief, I urge all members to vote in 
favor of the conference report on the College 
Cost Reduction and Access Act. 

Today this body is voting to do what is right 
for students, our economy, and our nation’s 
future. Together we are putting the American 
Dream back within reach of every family in 
this country. 

Madam Speaker, I now yield such 
time as he may consume to the gen-
tleman from South Carolina (Mr. 
SPRATT), the chairman of the Budget 
Committee. 

Mr. SPRATT. Madam Speaker, I rise 
in strong support of the conference 
agreement on H.R. 2669. I am proud to 
say that this is a reconciliation bill 
which originated with the budget reso-
lution for fiscal year 2008. 

This is also a happy occasion where 
good policy for education is also good 
for the budget’s bottom line. This bill 
will reduce the budget deficit. That’s 
right, it will reduce the budget deficit 
over 5 years by $750 million at the same 
time that it invests in human capital 
and makes colleges more affordable for 
millions of students. 

I am proud to see this outcome, 
proud to have gotten the ball rolling in 
the Budget Committee to start the 
process, and I commend the chairman 
who has taken this bill from January 
to September, passing it step by step 
through the House, through the Sen-
ate, conferencing it, in no small part 
due to the reconciliation status it en-
joyed in the Senate, and I hope that 
the whole House will note the support 
that it has gotten. This is a solid, sub-
stantive bill for college students. I 
hope the conference report will pass 
handily in both Chambers and I hope 
the President will take note and sign 
this bill into law. 

Madam Speaker, I rise in strong support of 
the conference agreement on H.R. 2669, the 
College Cost Reduction and Access Act. I am 
proud to say that this is a reconciliation bill, 
which originated with the budget resolution for 
fiscal 2008. This is also a happy occasion 
where good policy is good for the budget’s 
bottom line. This bill will reduce the budget 
deficit at the same time that it invests in 
human capital and helps make college more 
affordable for millions of students. 
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The conference agreement complies with 

our budget resolution for fiscal year 2008, 
which instructed the House Committee on 
Education and Labor to cut spending under its 
jurisdiction by $750 million by 2012. By pass-
ing this measure, the House maintains the 
tough pay-as-you-go rule and the rule barring 
reconciliation bills that increase the deficit, a 
rule the House instituted for the 110th Con-
gress in January. These budget rules require 
Congress to make tough choices to meet pri-
orities while restoring the budget to balance, 
and the House has insisted on enforcing these 
rules in every case. 

This reconciliation bill is a stark contrast 
from those enacted by Republican-controlled 
Congresses. Every Republican reconciliation 
directive since 1994 has resulted in reconcili-
ation packages consisting primarily of huge 
tax cuts that increased the deficit. In contrast, 
this reconciliation bill is better than budget- 
neutral; over fiscal years 2007 through 2012, 
it results in budgetary savings of $752 million. 

In addition to making a net reduction in the 
deficit, this bill makes improvements in student 
loans and grants, paid for by cuts in subsidies 
to student loan lenders. It provides more than 
$20 billion in new resources to make college 
more affordable by lowering the cost of stu-
dent loans or by increasing the grant avail-
able. For example, by 2012 the bill increases 
the maximum Pell grant to $5,400, a 33 per-
cent increase over what the maximum grant 
was when the 110th Congress was sworn in. 
The bill also cuts by 50 percent the interest 
rate that students pay on subsidized student 
loans. 

To offset the cost of these student benefits, 
the bill reduces subsidies that the government 
pays to banks. These reductions are similar to 
those in H.R. 5, which passed the House in 
January by a bipartisan vote of 356–71, and to 
the subsidy cuts in the President’s 2008 budg-
et proposal. 

I commend the committee, and its able 
chairman, Mr. MILLER, for moving this bill step 
by step from January to September, passing it 
in the House and conferencing it. I hope that 
this bill will pass handily in both bodies, and 
I hope that the President will take note, and 
sign this bill into law immediately. 

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California. 
Madam Speaker, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. MCKEON. Madam Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume, and I rise in opposition to this 
conference report which is the product 
of both a flawed policy and a flawed 
process. 

The conference report was made 
available to Republicans for the first 
time less than 24 hours before it 
reached the Rules Committee. Unfortu-
nately, that was just the latest in a se-
ries of disappointments we have en-
dured throughout the process. But per-
haps my greatest disappointment is the 
sinking reality that this conference 
agreement could have done more to 
help low-income students gain access 
to college. Instead, I fear we have 
squandered a tremendous opportunity. 

College Cost Reduction, the name of 
this act, really is not a part of this bill. 

It is a huge spending bill. There is one 
element of this conference report wor-
thy of praise, and I would like to begin 
there. 

This conference agreement will in-
vest approximately $11 billion in Pell 
Grants, which I believe are the single 
most effective tool to help open the 
doors of higher education to low-in-
come students. 

The gentleman from Florida (Mr. 
KELLER), the senior Republican of the 
Subcommittee on Higher Education, 
Lifelong Learning and Competitive-
ness, deserves great credit for the Pell 
Grant increases that have been pro-
vided over the last several years. Mr. 
KELLER is a champion for the Pell 
Grant program, having founded the 
Congressional Pell Grant Caucus to ad-
vocate for this critical program. The 
recipient of a Pell Grant himself, Mr. 
KELLER has shined a spotlight on the 
importance of targeting the Federal in-
vestment in higher education to serve 
low-income students. 

If I had been in the room when this 
agreement was reached, I would have 
preferred to invest even more in Pell 
Grants. In fact, I advocated a straight-
forward approach to reform that would 
have saved billions of dollars by mak-
ing the student loan program more effi-
cient and plowed those resources di-
rectly into Pell Grants. It is an ap-
proach that I continue to believe would 
have received strong bipartisan support 
in both the House and the Senate. In-
stead, the Democrats opted to jeop-
ardize the stability of the Federal Fi-
nancial Education Loan program by 
imposing excessive cuts, created an un-
necessary complex and cumbersome 
auction scheme that will deny parents 
a choice of loan providers, imposed an 
impossible timeline for implementa-
tion that sets students up for confusion 
and program participants up for fail-
ure, and created massive new entitle-
ment programs. 

I harbor serious concerns about this 
conference report when it is simply 
taken at face value. Unfortunately, I 
fear that when we consider the long- 
term ramifications, these concerns 
grow much more serious. 

First, the conference report creates 
new entitlement programs, but only 
provides short-term funding. Every sin-
gle person in this room knows that 
once created, an entitlement will not 
die. That means in 5 years we will be 
forced to make additional cuts to fund 
these new entitlements. 
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Second, the conference report in-
cludes the misguided plan to tempo-
rarily reduce interest rates. What once 
was a campaign promise has become a 
trap that will ensnare either students 
or taxpayers, and possibly both. The 
plan would temporarily phase down in-
terest rates over the next 4 years, and 
just as soon as the rate gets down to 

half the level it is today, as Democrats 
promised during the campaign, it will 
jump back to its current level. The 
choice then becomes whether we break 
the promise to students and allow the 
rates to rise or break the promise to 
taxpayers that this legislation is paid 
for and stick them with an additional 
20 to $30 billion to pay for those cuts 
over the next 5 years. 

The third consequence of this pro-
posal, which I believe the majority has 
not considered, is the undue burden 
that will be caused by its hasty imple-
mentation. The conference report pre-
sumes that complex technological and 
service changes will be implemented in 
a matter of weeks. It seems almost in-
evitable that this unrealistic timeline 
will create chaos within these pro-
grams for students, program partici-
pants and the Department of Edu-
cation. 

And, finally, let me be perfectly 
clear. I have absolutely no confidence 
in the Department of Education’s abil-
ity to implement the changes outlined 
in this conference report, particularly 
with the timeline it sets. It gives me 
no pleasure to point out this obvious 
fact, particularly in a Republican ad-
ministration, but it’s true, and sadly, 
we will all be watching this failure 
play out in the weeks, months and 
years ahead. 

There’s another issue that bears 
mentioning, and it’s what this con-
ference report unfortunately does not 
do. Despite its lofty name, this legisla-
tion does nothing at all to reduce the 
cost of college. It didn’t have to be this 
way. In fact, the bill that passed the 
House contained provisions that I 
championed to make college cost in-
creases more transparent to students 
and parents. These commonsense re-
forms were stripped away, leaving con-
sumers with nothing. 

The majority will tell you these col-
lege cost provisions were removed be-
cause they did not meet the stringent 
rules applied to a budget reconciliation 
package. That may well be true. If so, 
I consider it further proof that by abus-
ing the reconciliation process we 
missed key opportunities to help stu-
dents. 

While this conference agreement is 
unmistakably a product of the Demo-
cratic Congress, I cannot help but ex-
press my disappointment in the admin-
istration for their role in this process. 
The fiscal year 2008 budget request pro-
posed excessive cuts to the student 
loan programs, cuts that I believe may 
ultimately destabilize the largest 
source of Federal financial assistance. 
And when the bill left this House, the 
administration promised to veto the 
bill if some of these egregious meas-
ures were left in the bill. They are still 
there, and I now understand the Presi-
dent will sign the bill. 

This conference agreement makes a 
significant investment in the Pell 
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Grant Program. For that, I’m appre-
ciative. I only wish it had done more. I 
wish that we could have seized upon 
the opportunity, worked together in a 
bipartisan fashion, and produced a con-
ference report that lived up to its 
name. 

Madam Speaker, I am deeply dis-
appointed in the conference report we 
are considering and the process that 
was used to get here, and so I must op-
pose final passage. 

Madam Speaker, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California. 
Madam Speaker, I yield 11⁄4 minutes to 
the gentleman from Illinois (Mr. EMAN-
UEL) who has worked very hard on this 
legislation. Thank you for that. 

Mr. EMANUEL. Madam Speaker, I’d 
like to thank my colleague from Cali-
fornia for his leadership on this legisla-
tion. We will pass this legislation, and 
now the President’s agreed to sign the 
most aggressive college student aid 
package since the GI bill 60 years ago. 
In an era where you earn what you 
learn, this bill will ensure that more 
Americans have access to a college 
education. 

Today, the average student grad-
uating from college graduates with 
$19,000 of debt. So, on graduation day, 
you get a diploma on one side and you 
get a $19,000 bill on the other side. This 
legislation will ensure that more and 
more Americans have the access to a 
college education. Not one of us would 
be here if it wasn’t for the fact that we 
had had access to a college education 
and the ability to make something of 
ourselves. 

This will ensure that middle-class 
families and their children do not suf-
fer under the burden of the cost of ris-
ing costs of a college education. 

I remember when I was running for 
office and I met a family in Chicago, Il-
linois. He was a police officer for 11 
years. His wife was a teacher in a paro-
chial school. They had two kids in high 
school, and they looked at me on their 
doorstep, and they had to make a deci-
sion: a third job among them, a second 
mortgage on their home, or burdening 
their children with $19,000 of additional 
debt. 

This legislation ensures they are 
both good parents and their children 
have access to a great college edu-
cation. 

And I again want to compliment the 
leadership from my colleague Con-
gressman MILLER for producing this 
legislation in such a speedy time. 

Mr. MCKEON. Madam Speaker, I am 
happy to yield 31⁄2 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Indiana, a member of the 
committee, Mr. SOUDER. 

Mr. SOUDER. Madam Speaker, I 
thank the distinguished ranking mem-
ber, and I stand up in opposition to this 
bill, not because I don’t want to con-
trol tuition costs. This bill doesn’t con-
trol tuition costs. This is a funda-

mental disagreement about the direc-
tion of our government. 

Do we believe in markets or do we be-
lieve in the Federal Government? This 
is a remnant of the battle where we 
moved from direct lending over to free- 
market lending, that this bill, in fact, 
does nothing to control costs. Inevi-
tably it will lead to the government 
taking over in direct lending and gov-
ernment having to try to fix costs of 
lending and then to fix the tuition 
costs, because there’s nothing in here 
that balances tuition costs. 

Previously, students and parents, if 
they had to factor in rising tuition 
costs and they couldn’t get affordable 
loans, the pressure of the market 
would come on universities and col-
leges and alternative forums, and the 
market would respond, but this bill re-
leases the market pressure. 

Furthermore, in this bill there are 
other things that, instead of putting 
the money for those students who are 
highest risk and have the least income 
in Pell Grants, we’ve expanded into the 
middle class where the only hopeful 
pressure for tuition costs would come 
from. Students who could achieve aca-
demic scholarship in most universities 
can get into the highest universities if 
they can achieve the scholarship level. 
Let’s look at this debate where it real-
ly is. It’s in the middle class. It’s about 
does the private sector manage loans 
better than the public sector and how 
does that triangle work with the uni-
versities. 

For example, under private sector 
lending, bad debts have gone down. 
Why? Because you get financial coun-
seling. There’s a private sector incen-
tive to make a profit that results in 
counseling of saying, will your degree 
match up your ability to repay or we 
won’t give you the loan. They also put 
the pressure on the institutions, even 
with a small portion of the student 
loan being actual private sector. 

But there’s a provision in this bill, 
and I don’t use this in a pejorative 
term, I use it in actual dictionary 
term, is the most socialist provision 
that I have seen in a bill, and it’s the 
income-based repayment plan. It says 
that you only take 15 percent of your 
discretionary income to repay the in-
terest, which then gets capitalized into 
the capital. Let me use my own per-
sonal example. 

My father, we came from a nice mid-
dle-class family but middle class at 
best, in retailing. My dad told me he 
would either pay my way through grad 
school or undergrad. If I wanted to go 
to grad school, the college of my 
choice, he had saved a certain amount 
of money. I would have to live at home 
and go undergraduate. I got a great 
education at Indiana Purdue Univer-
sity in Fort Wayne, and then went to 
the University of Notre Dame. My fa-
ther would have had no incentive under 
this bill to do so because in furniture 

retailing, followed by being a congres-
sional staffer, I did not make enough 
money that I could have repaid my 
loan to Notre Dame or my under-
graduate loan, and I would have had 
that loan excused at 25 years. I would 
have never paid, probably based on my 
salary, based on inflation adjustment, 
not a dime on the principal. There 
would have been no market manage-
ment on my dad to save the money or 
on me. 

This bill, by undermining both the 
lending premise of the private sector 
and the personal responsibility of par-
ents and students to balance this, is a 
purist government takeover of a 
project that will not reduce the cost of 
student loans but will expand the 
power of government and the ineffi-
ciencies of government and ultimately 
damage students of America. 

No matter how good and tempting it 
sounds, no matter what the campaign 
commercials sound like, it is a terrible, 
terrible bill. 

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California. 
Madam Speaker, I yield 11⁄2 minutes to 
the gentleman from Texas (Mr. 
HINOJOSA), who is the subcommittee 
Chair of the Higher Education Sub-
committee and who has just been so in-
strumental in the success of this legis-
lation. 

Mr. HINOJOSA. Madam Speaker, I 
strongly urge all of my colleagues on 
both sides of the aisle to support this 
conference report. 

Today, the payoff for investing in 
education is even greater and the 
stakes are higher. The College Cost Re-
duction and Access Act will open the 
doors of higher ed to a new generation 
of students. This is our moment to 
take a stand for our future competi-
tiveness and prosperity. Investment in 
Pell Grants is increased significantly. 

It supports college success for first 
generation, low-income students by 
dedicating additional resources to Up-
ward Bound and College Access Chal-
lenge grants. It invests in our public 
servants and in our teachers. 

I am particularly proud of our work 
to strengthen the institutions that are 
the gateway of access to higher ed for 
minority students. 

Through this legislation, we will in-
crease funding over several years by 
$510 million in HSIs, HBCUs, tribal col-
leges, Native Hawaiian institutions and 
newly designated predominantly black 
institutions, as well as institutions 
serving Asian Americans. 

I commend Chairman MILLER, Sen-
ator KENNEDY and all my House col-
leagues on both sides of the aisle on 
the Education and Labor Committee 
for their hard work and leadership in 
crafting the College Cost Reduction 
and Access Act. It has been my privi-
lege to work on this legislation. 

This conference report has already 
been passed in the Senate, and I’m very 
happy about that. I urge my colleagues 
to support this conference report. 
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Mr. Speaker, I strongly urge all of my col-

leagues on both sides of the aisle to support 
this conference report. H.R. 2669, the College 
Cost Reduction and Access Act, represents 
the largest investment in college access since 
the GI bill. Over the next 5 years, we will in-
crease our federal support for higher edu-
cation by $20 billion. This is a once in a gen-
eration opportunity. 

I can still remember when, college was not 
even in the realm of possibility for people who 
came from communities like mine. That was 
until the GI bill opened our college campuses 
to our returning veterans—rich, poor, black, 
Hispanic—they all had a shot at the American 
Dream of a college education. Our nation be-
came smarter, stronger and richer as a result 
of this egalitarian investment in education. 

Today, the pay off for investing in education 
is even greater and the stakes are higher. The 
College Cost Reduction and Access Act will 
open the doors of higher education to a new 
generation of students. This is our moment to 
take a stand for our future competitiveness 
and prosperity. Investment in ‘‘Pell Grants’’ is 
increased significantly! The College Cost Re-
duction and Access Act is a strategic package 
of investments to expand higher education op-
portunities. It guarantees a minimum increase 
of $1090 in the maximum Pell grant over the 
next 5 years—reversing the last five years of 
stagnant funding. 

It supports college success for first-genera-
tion, low-income students by dedicating addi-
tional resources to Upward Bound and College 
Access Challenge grants. It invests in our pub-
lic servants and in our teachers. 

I am particularly proud of our work to 
strengthen the institutions that are the gate-
ways of access to higher education for minor-
ity students. Through this legislation, we will 
increase funding over several years by $510 
million dollars in HSIs, HBCUs, tribal colleges; 
Native Hawaiian Institutions, and newly des-
ignated predominantly Black Institutions; and 
Institutions serving Asian Americans. 

Some on the other side will say that we are 
investing in institutions at the expense of stu-
dents. This argument reflects a fundamental 
lack of understanding of the communities that 
will fuel the growth in our workforce and the 
need to develop their capacity to provide high-
er education opportunities. 

The 2007 Condition of Education reports 
that 42 percent of our public school children 
are racial or ethnic minorities—one in five is 
Hispanic. HSIs, HBCUs, and other minority- 
serving institutions are only going to grow in 
their importance for ensuring that our nation 
continues to have enough college graduates 
to fill the jobs in our knowledge-based econ-
omy. They are a worthy investment. 

I commend Chairman MILLER, Senator KEN-
NEDY and all of my House colleagues on the 
Education and Labor Committee for their hard 
work and leadership in crafting the ‘‘College 
Cost Reduction and Access Act’’. It has been 
my privilege to work on this legislation. This 
conference report has already passed in the 
Senate! 

I urge my colleagues to support this con-
ference report. 

Mr. MCKEON. Madam Speaker, I am 
happy to yield 2 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Michigan (Mr. HOEKSTRA). 

Mr. HOEKSTRA. Madam Speaker, I 
thank my colleague for yielding. 

I come to the floor today opposed to 
this bill. This budget reconciliation 
conference report before us today cre-
ates five new entitlement programs 
and abuses the protection of the rec-
onciliation procedures. 

A number of programs that were a 
part of discretionary spending, that de-
pended as to whether the money was 
available in the budget or not and 
whether we had the money available to 
fund those programs, determined ex-
actly how much money would be spent 
on those programs, but now they will 
be moved into entitlement status. 
More money, rather than going 
through a process where we review the 
spending every year, is on automatic 
pilot. And sure, the bill says that these 
programs will sunset, but those of us 
that have been here for a while know 
that entitlement programs never sun-
set. They just grow larger and larger 
and larger. And the Federal Govern-
ment and this Congress loses control 
over that spending. 

The discussion about the student 
loan interest, cutting it in half, it goes 
down and scales down over a period of 
4 or 5 years and in the 5th year it 
comes back to its full amount. Why? 
Because we can’t afford it or the other 
side hasn’t been able to find the 20 to 
$30 billion that’s estimated would actu-
ally be necessary to continue this pro-
gram in the past. Will they find it in 
the future? Probably. It will be called 
deficit spending. 

This bill is a massive attack on the 
private sector. There are significant in-
creases in new Federal mandatory 
spending. It grows government one 
more time. It puts the Federal Govern-
ment in control of more parts of the 
education sector, the education proc-
ess, squeezing out the private sector, 
squeezing out parents and inserting big 
brother and big government in the 
process. 

But under this administration, when 
it comes to education, why am I not 
surprised that we’re talking about 
more government and less parental in-
volvement? 

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California. 
Madam Speaker, I yield 11⁄2 minutes to 
the gentleman from New Jersey (Mr. 
ANDREWS). 

Mr. ANDREWS. Madam Speaker, I 
thank and congratulate my chairman 
and friend for this excellent piece of 
work. 

When middle-class people, when po-
lice officers and real estate agents and 
computer programmers sit down to fill 
out the forms at the kitchen table and 
apply for financial aid, they end the 
process very frustrated because they 
quickly conclude there’s nothing in 
there for them. After hours and hours 
of putting their tax returns forward, 
filling out forms, there’s nothing in the 
financial aid laws for middle-class peo-
ple. That’s the way people feel. 

This bill changes that. For the first 
time in a long time, there is aid to 
middle-class students under this bill, 
and here’s the way it works. 
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When your son or daughter borrows 
money, and we wish there were less 
borrowing and more scholarships, but 
the reality is, given the fiscal con-
straints we have, there is going to be 
borrowing. When your son or daughter 
borrows money, their repayment of 
that loan will rise as their income 
does. So when they are new, they have 
their first apartment, their first car 
payment, other issues in their life, 
their payments will be low. But as 
their incomes rise, their payments will 
rise to pay their loans back. 

This is a loan repayment program 
that works the way life does. You start 
out with a low income and a lot of obli-
gations, and hopefully your income 
grows. When it does, your payments do; 
but if it doesn’t, then your payments 
stay reasonable. 

This is the way life works. This is the 
way the student loan program ought to 
work, and I commend the chairman for 
his leadership in making this happen 
and urge a ‘‘yes’’ vote for this bill. 

Mr. MCKEON. Madam Speaker, I 
yield 3 minutes to the gentleman from 
Georgia (Mr. PRICE), a member of the 
committee. 

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. I thank my 
good friend from California for his 
wonderful and diligent work in this 
area, an area that we ought to have 
had a bipartisan bill. 

Madam Speaker, this bill is inter-
esting and a curious work product of 
this House, one that I believe will be 
troubling to the Nation. What the 
Democrat majority has done is brought 
together the ingredients in a huge rec-
ipe for bad policy. 

So far, the new majority has kept the 
Republicans out of the process. Not a 
single House Republican, not one, was 
involved in the conference committee 
report or signed it. They have manipu-
lated the recommendations of the ad-
ministration to serve their ulterior 
motives, and they have disregarded 
input from key stakeholders and stu-
dents and parents across this Nation. 

As a result of this recipe, the Con-
gress has a final product that distorts 
the reconciliation and puts at risk ex-
panding college access for students 
over the long term. 

We predicted, during the debate of 
the budget resolution, that the ‘‘sav-
ings,’’ ‘‘savings’’ in the reconciliation 
process were a fig leaf. Today the 
House is debating a bill which spends 
nearly $22 billion more in new entitle-
ment spending just to get $750 million 
in savings. That’s fuzzy math. 

Fact, entitlement growth, automatic 
spending is unsustainable and con-
sumes more than half the entire Fed-
eral budget. It is also fact that if left 
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on autopilot, by 2030 that automatic 
spending will consume the entire Fed-
eral budget. 

Without true spending reform, enti-
tlements will crowd out all other 
spending. This bill, H.R. 2669, makes a 
major mistake of magnifying the prob-
lem by adding new entitlement monies. 

In fact, the conference agreement 
dedicates $1.17 billion to new auto-
matic spending programs. At a time of 
run-away spending, the Democratic 
majority is intent on creating these 
massive new spending programs in-
stead of dedicating the savings to def-
icit reduction. Such an approach con-
tinues us down the path to fiscal irre-
sponsibility. 

Now, all of that might be okay if, if 
the changes offered would truly help 
students, but they don’t. The Demo-
crats have decided to favor a Wash-
ington-run bureaucrat student-lending 
system rather than a flexible, respon-
sive free market alternative. This bill 
cuts over $22 billion in the Federal 
Family Education Loan program. The 
only conceivable reason to do that is to 
paralyze it and put it at a disadvantage 
to the direct government loan program 
or Washington-run program. 

This is unfortunate because that Fed-
eral Family Education Loan program 
has proven to be far more successful, 
does a better job of providing student 
loans. This is reflected in the fact that 
for nearly every government loan, 
there are four loans by the Federal 
Family Education Loan. 

In the end, Democrats want to crip-
ple this program because they favor a 
centralized governmental approach to 
this Nation’s challenges. All these 
drastic cuts do is put at risk the need 
for students and the access that they 
will have to a college education over 
time. 

For these reasons, I strongly urge my 
colleagues to oppose the bill on the 
floor. 

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California. 
Madam Speaker, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. MCKEON. Madam Speaker, I 
yield 1 minute to the Republican lead-
er, former chairman of the Education 
and Workforce Committee, the gen-
tleman from Ohio (Mr. BOEHNER). 

Mr. BOEHNER. I thank my colleague 
for yielding. 

Madam Speaker, I express my dis-
appointment in having to oppose the 
gentleman’s bill. 

I know Members on both sides of the 
aisle have worked hard over the last 
few years, including efforts on my own 
behalf when I was chairman of the Edu-
cation and Workforce Committee, to 
help make college more affordable for 
more of America’s students. 

Most of us wouldn’t be here had it 
not been for a chance at a decent edu-
cation and a college education to allow 
us the opportunity to be all that we 
can be here in America. 

I think all of us agree that we want 
these opportunities for all students. 
That’s why 18 months ago, when we 
passed the Deficit Reduction Act, we 
fundamentally reformed the college 
loan system and saved some $16 billion. 

In that same bill we offered benefits 
for students, low-income students who 
would enter into an agreement to 
study math and science at 4-year insti-
tutions. I thought this was a sound bill, 
and we made sound efforts. 

When I look at the bill before us, 
there are a number of concerns that I 
have. First is that the cuts to the pri-
vate sector loan program that are in-
volved in this bill, I think, will cripple 
the private sector loan program. 

When you look at what the private 
sector has brought to students and 
their parents across the country, they 
have brought a lot of innovation. They 
have brought new ideas, new tech-
niques to help more students and their 
families be able to afford a college edu-
cation. 

To cripple that, in my view, is an ef-
fort to drive more of those families and 
students to the direct loan program, 
this government-run program that, in 
my view, is misguided. I didn’t support 
it, as my friend from California well 
knows, didn’t support it when it hap-
pened some 16 years ago. 

As we look at the direct loan pro-
gram, it looked like a government-run 
program, with very few benefits for 
students and, clearly, not very cost-ef-
fective as well. That’s my first con-
cern. 

My second concern is that we all 
around here, over the 17 years that I 
have been here, pledged fiscal responsi-
bility. We have got to be careful about 
how we spend the taxpayers’ funds. 

When we look at the bill before us, 
we create five new entitlement pro-
grams. These are the programs that get 
put on automatic pilot. While they 
may be paid for here in the first 4 or 5 
years, some of the provisions in this 
bill will cost 10 to $20 billion over the 
next 10 years that’s not paid for. That’s 
according to the CBO. 

While we pledge fiscal responsibility, 
at the end of the day, we have to stand 
up and do it. You know, the American 
people send us here to make decisions 
on their behalf, and fiscal decisions on 
their behalf. 

We ought to make those real deci-
sions. But when you look at the real 
long-term cost of this program, I think 
it’s not paid for, it’s fiscally irrespon-
sible. At a time when we are trying to 
balance the Federal budget, this is a 
step in the wrong direction. 

I applaud my colleague from Cali-
fornia, the chairman of the committee 
and my friend. We have worked to-
gether for a long time on these issues. 
I applaud him for his tenacity in put-
ting this bill together. 

There is no surprise to him nor me 
that we would disagree about the bene-

fits of this bill. He sees his glass as half 
full; I see it as half empty. I really see 
it empty when it comes to the issue of 
being fiscally responsible and standing 
up to do the right things that the 
American people sent us here to do. 

I would ask my colleagues, these are 
the hard decisions, well-meaning bill, 
well meaning, well intentioned, but, 
long term, I think it’s a real mistake 
for students and taxpayers here in 
America. 

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California. 
Madam Speaker, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. MCKEON. Madam Speaker, I 
yield 3 minutes to the gentleman from 
Utah, a member of the committee, Mr. 
BISHOP. 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. I thank the 
ranking member from California. 

Madam Speaker, I stand, I guess, to 
oppose the reconciliation bill that 
doesn’t reconcile much. In this par-
ticular bill, it encourages direct loan 
programs, programs that are paid for 
and controlled by the Federal Govern-
ment, and whether intentionally or 
not, a tax to discourage programs like 
FFEL, which are public-private part-
nerships where the government actu-
ally provides funds, but they are not 
administered by the government. 

In a clumsy way of verbiage, by 
lumping not-for-profit programs, and 
not-for-profit program lenders in the 
same category as for-profit lenders, it 
creates an unintended consequence 
that does harm to college students in 
my State. 

My State has a higher education au-
thority program. It’s a not-for-profit- 
program administered by the State 
that provides students who have loans 
under this program with deductions. 
It’s 11⁄4 percent automatic deduction if 
you have an automatic payment pro-
gram. It’s a 2 percent deduction on the 
rate after 48 consecutive payments 
have been on time, which means for a 
kid on this program on a standard 
$15,000 Stafford loan, he could actually 
save $2,000 over the cost of that loan 
and over what would happen in a direct 
pay program. Perhaps I am a little bit 
sensitive to this because I still have 
four kids in college, and I know what 
the expense of college actually means. 

In this reconciliation bill, by 
lumping the not-for-profit programs 
with profit programs, the margins that 
they have in these not-for-profit pro-
grams are so small that these deduc-
tions will no longer be available, if, in-
deed, the program can survive by itself. 

It will force students in my State ei-
ther to pay the full government rate 
without any deductions or go to the 
full rate of a for-profit lender. 

I know the intention of this bill is 
not to hurt kids. The intention of this 
bill is perhaps to rid FFEL programs; 
but in so doing, it actually does, in 
fact, hurt real kids who have programs 
right now or who may be having pro-
grams in the future. 
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Oftentimes when we fiddle around 

education, we have unintended con-
sequences; but our actions here, be-
cause it is at such a gross level, have 
unintended consequences of hurting 
real live people. This bill does that. 
Not intentionally, but it still does 
that. 

It would have been far better for us 
to do the program that the ranking 
member was always talking about, en-
couraging and expanding Pell Grants. 
That would do more to help kids than 
all the other restructuring we are 
doing in this particular reconciliation 
bill. 

For those reasons, because it does 
hurt kids in my State, I have to oppose 
the reconciliation bill. 

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California. 
Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. MCKEON. I yield 3 minutes to 
the gentleman from Wisconsin (Mr. 
RYAN), the ranking member on the 
Budget Committee. 

Mr. RYAN of Wisconsin. I thank the 
gentleman for yielding. 

Madam Speaker, I rise in opposition 
to this bill, and I choose my words 
carefully when I say this, but this bill 
really, in my opinion, is a cynical at-
tempt to make a campaign promise 
good. When I say that, I mean it’s 
three things: number one, in the guise 
of budget reconciliation, the reason 
this bill is here so quickly to the floor, 
through conference so fast, out of the 
other body is they brought it to the 
floor through budget reconciliation. 

What is budget reconciliation? It’s a 
way of reducing the deficit, $752 mil-
lion of savings for over $20 billion of 
spending. That’s a cynical attempt to 
exploit the budget deficit reduction 
process to create a brand-new govern-
ment program and an avalanche of new 
spending. 

Why else is it cynical? It cuts stu-
dent rates in half for 6 months, and 
then it doubles it 6 months later to try 
and shoehorn this bill into compliance 
with the majority’s PAYGO. To try and 
say that they are paying for this bill, 
they give students, graduates, not stu-
dents, graduates a cut in their interest 
rates for 6 months in half and then dou-
ble it 6 months later. 

It also, cynically, creates five new 
entitlement programs. What are enti-
tlement programs? Entitlement pro-
grams are spending programs that go 
on autopilot. It has sunsets in these 
programs, but the most permanent 
thing in Washington is a temporary 
government program, especially a tem-
porary entitlement program. 
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Take all this together, and assume 
that Congress, down the road, will not 
eliminate these five new entitlement 
programs once they’ve been estab-
lished. Assume they won’t just cut in-
terest rates for graduates for only 6 

months, but for longer, and you’ve got 
another 20 to $30 billion of spending out 
the door. 

And lastly, Madam Speaker, this 
takes from the private sector and gives 
to the government. This puts onto the 
taxpayers’ liability these liabilities. 
This says, instead of private firms that 
are out there processing loans right 
now that worked really well, my stu-
dent loans came from these sources, 
this says, no, we want the taxpayer to 
bear the burden. We want the taxpayer 
to be on the hook for these loans if 
they default. 

Look, we have problems with loans 
all over. We have this meltdown in the 
mortgage markets with sub-prime 
loans, and we’re saying, now, in Con-
gress, let’s put more liability on the 
taxpayer books? If it ain’t broken, 
don’t fix it. We have a system that 
works well. We have a system that 
helps students. 

This bill does nothing to address the 
high cost of tuition. It cynically at-
tempts to make it appear as though it 
makes borrowing a little less expensive 
for people after they graduate, and 
then it doubles the interest rate 6 
months later. 

For all of those reasons, Madam 
Speaker, the abuse of the budget rec-
onciliation process, the increase of tax-
payer liability, and the creation, irre-
sponsibly, of five new entitlement pro-
grams, when three current entitlement 
programs right now are bringing us 
into a mountain of debt, a mountain, a 
legacy of debt to our children and 
grandchildren, the last thing we ought 
to do is create five new entitlement 
programs. 

For all those reasons, I urge a ‘‘no’’ 
vote, Madam Speaker. 

Mr. MCKEON. Madam Speaker, I am 
happy now to yield 3 minutes to the 
gentleman from Florida (Mr. KELLER), 
the subcommittee ranking member on 
the higher education portion of the 
Education Committee. 

Mr. KELLER of Florida. Madam 
Speaker, I’m going to limit my com-
ments to the Pell Grant portion of this 
legislation. 

I’m honored to serve as the ranking 
member on the Higher Education Sub-
committee. I used to be the chairman 
of this committee before the change in 
Congress, but I still have the honor of 
serving as the chairman and founder of 
the Pell Grant Caucus. 

Pell Grants are money we give to 
children from low- and moderate-in-
come families to help them go to col-
lege. I, myself, would not have been 
able to go to college if it wasn’t for 
Pell Grants. Pell Grants are truly the 
passport out of poverty for many wor-
thy young people. 

We believe, in a bipartisan manner, 
that all children, rich or poor, deserve 
the opportunity to go to college 
through Pell Grants. When this College 
Cost Reduction Act was initially pre-

sented in the House, I felt that it spent 
too much money on new entitlement 
programs and too little on Pell Grants. 
For example, it had an increase of $5.8 
billion. I was honored to serve on the 
conference committee. I made those 
comments during our conference com-
mittee. And the conference committee 
decided to increase the Pell Grant 
funding from $5.8 billion to $11.4 bil-
lion, doubling what was in the original 
House bill. 

What does that mean for young peo-
ple going to college? That means the 
maximum award is now going to go 
from $4,310 to $5,400, phased in over 
time. 

Whatever one may think of the rest 
of the provisions, pro or con, I have to 
tell you that is an outstanding provi-
sion in terms of a Pell Grant increase. 

Now, some of my Republican col-
leagues may say that we’re investing 
several billion dollars in Pell Grants 
and is that a wise use of money. I can 
tell you that these Pell Grant increases 
pay for themselves. The nonpartisan 
Advisory Committee on Student Finan-
cial Assistance said that by investing 
$13 billion in Pell Grants, it helps yield 
up to $85 billion in additional tax rev-
enue. The reason is the average college 
graduate makes 75 percent more than 
the average high school graduate. So 
it’s good for the treasury. It’s good for 
our young people, and it’s good for em-
ployment rates in this country. 

I want to congratulate and thank 
Congressman MILLER, Congressman 
HINOJOSA and Congressman MCKEON for 
all their work in substantially increas-
ing Pell Grants. Those provisions make 
it much easier for young people to be 
able to go to college. 

Mr. MCKEON. May I inquire as to the 
time remaining. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman has 5 minutes remaining. Mr. 
MILLER has 233⁄4 minutes remaining. 

Mr. MCKEON. Is there any way we 
could prevail upon the chairman to 
give us 1 or 2 of his 231⁄2 minutes? 

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California. 
I’m under very strict guidelines here 
from the leadership. 

Mr. MCKEON. Just 2 minutes? Could 
we ask unanimous consent that we 
each get 2 extra minutes? I would love 
to hear you for 25. 

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California. 
I’m not going to use my time, but I’m 
under very strict confines here with 
my leadership. I’ve asked members of 
my committee not to speak, so I can’t 
be yielding time when I didn’t give it 
to the members of my committee. I’m 
sorry. I don’t want to be put in that po-
sition. 

Mr. MCKEON. Madam Speaker, I’m 
happy now to yield 2 minutes to the 
gentlelady from North Carolina (Ms. 
FOXX), a member of the committee. 

Ms. FOXX. Madam Speaker, this bill 
does absolutely nothing to improve ac-
cess to a college education. It’s a sham. 
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It’s another move toward socialism and 
taking away personal responsibility in 
our country. 

I probably have the most experience 
in this area of anybody in Congress. I 
worked my way through college, 
through an undergraduate and doctoral 
programs without any loans whatso-
ever. It can be done. It is not necessary 
for people to borrow $19,000 a year to go 
to college or come out with that kind 
of a debt. 

I’ve served in the field of education. 
I’ve been a school board member, high-
er education administration. I’ve di-
rected Upward Bound special services 
programs, and I know what it’s like to 
have, to be operating these programs. 
We have absolutely no accountability 
in the programs that we are passing 
here, and we need to be doing that. 

The American people want signifi-
cant and strong education, but they do 
not want to see us wasting money like 
we’re wasting here. This is called the 
College Cost Reduction Act. It does ab-
solutely nothing to reduce the cost of 
going to college. But it starts out a 
long list of complex new entitlement 
programs, and my colleagues have spo-
ken very, very eloquently about that. 

We still are going to have college stu-
dents stuck with college costs that are 
going up every week because the Fed-
eral Government is involved. We’re 
doing nothing to help the Federal 
Work-Study Program, which has been 
one of the most successful programs 
that the Federal Government has ever 
gotten into. 

I can’t support a bill that raises the 
cost of going to college instead of low-
ering the cost of going to college. This 
is going to make it even more com-
plicated to do financial aid regulations, 
even though we’re reducing the size of 
the form. What we need is a workable 
Federal financial aid system that helps 
students get a high quality education. 
But this bill falls far short of that 
standard by shifting Federal money to 
the institutions and to loan relief for 
college grads. 

Mr. MCKEON. Madam Speaker, I’m 
happy to yield 1 minute to the gen-
tleman from Georgia (Mr. WESTMORE-
LAND). 

Mr. WESTMORELAND. Madam 
Speaker, Mr. RYAN from Wisconsin said 
all the relevant fiscal things that I 
wanted to say, so I want to say this. 
This is more smoke and mirrors. This 
has been a smoke-and-mirrors Con-
gress, and this is more smoke and mir-
rors because it is an illusion that we’re 
trying to sell to the American people. 
But they’ve done a good job because 
evidently they have sold this to the ad-
ministration. 

And I want to say, Madam Speaker, I 
am totally disappointed in the admin-
istration that they have bought this 
bill of goods. This is nothing but a 
sham. 

I’m from the State of Georgia where 
we instituted the HOPE Scholarship 

Program, which worked out great for 
students. But what ended up happening 
is the colleges continued to go up on 
their tuition, costing the taxpayers 
more and more money because it was 
not a competitive market anymore. 
That’s what we’re fixing to get into 
colleges and universities all across this 
country. And taking the private indus-
try out of this, making them respon-
sible for the loans is going to put the 
taxpayers on the hook. It’s going to be 
a great disaster. And again, I want the 
administration to know, Madam 
Speaker, how disappointed I am. 

Mr. MCKEON. Madam Speaker, 
we’ve, I think, heard some very good 
things about this bill. I’ve been on this 
committee now for 15 years since I 
came to Congress. I’ve had great con-
cerns about people that are not able to 
go to college. We’ve seen statistics that 
show that 48 percent of young people 
from lower-income families are not 
able to attend college because of the 
cost of college. I have introduced legis-
lation. I’ve done what I could to try to 
reduce the cost of college. 

This bill is called the Cost Reduction 
Act. It does nothing to reduce the cost 
of college. It gives money to schools, 
which we haven’t done in the past. 
We’ve given the money to individual 
students and let them pick the school 
that they’ve gone to. It does increase 
the money to Pell Grants, and I appre-
ciate that. 

During the time that I was Chair of 
the Higher Education Subcommittee 
and the time that we’ve been in the 
majority, we’ve doubled the money 
going into Pell Grants, and we have a 
million and a half students, now, more 
that are receiving Pell Grants than be-
fore. And that’s good. 

But the thing about this bill that 
really bothers me, I guess, is the prom-
ise it holds out to students that they’re 
never going to receive. It reminds me 
of a TV contest, game contest that I’ve 
seen in the past that showed three cur-
tains or three doors, and you tried to 
pick the door that had the great prize. 
And my concern is that these students 
are going to start school with the idea 
that their interest is going to be cheap-
er 4 years, 5 years from now when they 
graduate, and they’re going to find 
that it’s not. There’s a promise there 
that when they open that door they’re 
going to find a huge tax burden. 
They’re going to find huge loan bur-
dens. 

And what we should be working on in 
a cost reduction bill is something that 
actually addresses what we can do to 
lower the cost of a college education, 
not the loan interest. What we should 
really be trying to do is address the 
core problem, the cost. College cost has 
been going up four times faster than 
people’s ability to pay for the last 20 
years. We should be addressing that 
problem. We should oppose this bill. 

Madam Speaker, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California. 
Madam Speaker, I would like to thank 
the chairman of our subcommittee, 
RUBÉN HINOJOSA, and all of the mem-
bers of the conference committee for 
their valuable contributions to this 
legislation. 

I would also like to thank Chairman 
SPRATT, who spoke earlier, for pro-
viding the reconciliation process, and 
all of the work that their staff did to 
make sure that we complied with the 
reconciliation process and we complied 
with the PAYGO rules so that there 
would be no new costs to this legisla-
tion to provide these benefits to stu-
dents and to their families. And I want 
to thank his staff, Tom Kahn and 
Sarah Abernathy and Lisa Venus. 

I would also like to thank Senator 
KENNEDY and Senator ENZI for their 
help and their staffs’ work with us to 
have a successful conference and a con-
ference report on this act. 

And I’d like to thank the Education 
and Labor Committee staff, Mark 
Zuckerman, Alex Nock, Stephanie 
Moore, Denise Forte, Gaby Gomez, 
Julie Radocchia, Jeff Appel, Rachel 
Racusen, Lisette Partelow, Lamont 
Ivey, Sarah Dyson, Ricardo Martinez 
and Moira Lenehan of Representative 
HINOJOSA’s staff. 

Madam Speaker, I would also like to ac-
knowledge the contributions of the Education 
and Labor Committee staff: Tom Kiley, 
Danielle Lee, and Daniel Weiss. 

This work could not have happened 
without the long hours put in by a very 
diligent, committed legislative coun-
sel, and I want to thank Steve Cope 
and Molly Lothamer. 

Given that we must balance our num-
bers, we appreciate the significance of 
work provided by the staff at the Con-
gressional Budget Office, including 
Paul Cullinan, Debb Kalcevic and Jus-
tin Humphrey. 

The Congressional Research Service 
has been particularly supportive of our 
efforts, in particular, Adam Stoll, 
Charmaine Mercer, David Smole, 
Becky Skinner and Jeff Kuenzi. 

I want to thank all of these individ-
uals, and certainly I want to thank the 
students who, for so many years have 
tried to get the Congress to respond to 
their needs and to the needs of their 
families if they have to borrow money 
to go to school, to go to school and to 
achieve a higher education, to achieve 
the education that that provides. 

I certainly want to thank USPIRG 
and the United States Student Associa-
tion and many others who worked so 
hard over these past years. 

We remember just a year ago, just a 
year ago we were here in the reconcili-
ation process when $11.9 billion was 
taken out of this very same account, 
but rather than to use it for the benefit 
of the students, that $11.9 billion went 
to pay for the tax cuts to the wealthi-
est people in this country. 

We took $11.39 billion out of this 
same account and we gave that to the 
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Pell Grant students, to the most needy 
students in this country who need it 
the most. That’s the difference that an 
election makes. That’s the difference 
that a year makes. That’s the dif-
ference that a lot of hard work by the 
students across this country and their 
families have made as they’ve asked 
Members of Congress to address this 
issue. 

This legislation, just earlier today, 
passed in the Senate by an over-
whelming bipartisan vote of 79–12. 

b 1215 

It has now been stated that the Presi-
dent of the United States supports this 
legislation and will sign this legisla-
tion. 

I would hope that all of my col-
leagues on both sides of the aisle would 
understand the importance of this leg-
islation, the value of this legislation to 
our students and to their families as 
we know so many of them struggle to 
put together the means by which they 
can pay for the college education of the 
students. One of the very great mo-
ments in a parent’s life is when a stu-
dent gets accepted into college, the 
students announce they want to go to 
college, and then you immediately 
start to think about how we are going 
to pay for this. 

This legislation will make it a lot 
easier for a lot of parents and a lot of 
students who desperately need this 
help. 

I ask all of my colleagues to support 
the conference report and let’s join this 
bipartisan coalition and help America’s 
families and students. I thank every-
body for their cooperation. 

Mr. LANGEVIN. Mr. Speaker, I am pleased 
to rise in support of H.R. 2669. Since my ar-
rival in Congress, I have worked to support ini-
tiatives that would expand access to higher 
education for all students, regardless of dis-
ability, background or economic cir-
cumstances. Need-based federal student aid 
programs have leveled the playing field for so 
many students, yet in recent years the pur-
chasing power offered by a Pell grant has 
dwindled. Meanwhile, college education costs 
have soared, and more and more students 
struggling to keep up with loan repayments 
have found themselves locked into high inter-
est rates and unable to consolidate their debt. 
Others have seen their dreams of higher edu-
cation go unrealized, due to concerns about 
how they could possibly pay for it. 

Today, Congress takes a meaningful step to 
address these issues. The College Cost Re-
duction Act, the single largest investment in 
education since the GI bill, will cut interest 
rates in half on subsidized student loans over 
the next four years, make student debt more 
manageable for those facing economic hard-
ship and increase the purchasing power of the 
Pell grant. Additionally, this bill will encourage 
and reward public service by offering loan for-
giveness and repayment of our most dedi-
cated military service members, nurses, early 
childhood educators and others who take on 
some of the most needed and challenging— 

but not the most lucrative—professions. In the 
battle to improve access to affordable edu-
cation, the passage of the College Cost Re-
duction Act is a tremendous victory. 

I strongly believe that the passage of this 
bill into law will make America stronger. While 
our Nation certainly faces challenging times of 
war and economic hardships, we should take 
tremendous hope and pride in the investments 
that Congress is making in the future by ex-
panding access to higher education. I am 
proud to support this legislation and urge my 
colleagues to vote in favor of H.R. 2669. 

Mr. HARE. Mr. Speaker, as a Member of 
the Education and Labor Committee, I rise 
today in strong support of the College Cost 
Reduction and Access Act—the single largest 
investment in college financial aid since the 
1944 GI bill. 

Working families in Illinois and around the 
Nation continue to struggle with the rising 
costs of college. This historic investment in 
higher education will begin to put a college de-
gree back in reach for millions of average 
Americans, and do so at no new cost to U.S. 
taxpayers. 

The College Cost Reduction and Access Act 
would make need-based student loans more 
easily accessible and provide for additional 
mandatory funding for the Pell grant scholar-
ship by at least $1,090 over the next 5 years, 
benefiting nearly 230,000 students in Illinois, 
including over 22,000 newly eligible bene-
ficiaries. Illinois students and their families will 
receive more than $1.2 billion over 5 years in 
the form of student loans and Pell grants as 
a result of this legislation. 

Mr. Speaker, this bill includes a provision to 
cut the interest rate on subsidized student 
loans in half over the next 5 years—from 6.8 
percent to 3.4 percent, benefiting 128,765 stu-
dent borrowers in Illinois. Once fully phased 
in, it would save the average 4-year college 
student, who begins school in 2011, $4,510 
over the life of his or her loan. 

The College Cost Reduction and Access Act 
pays for itself by reducing excessive Federal 
subsidies paid to lenders in the college loan 
industry by $20 billion. In the current budget- 
tight environment, the Federal Government 
should not be over-funding lenders while fami-
lies struggle to send their kids to college. 

Making college more affordable and acces-
sible for working families is good for our econ-
omy, national security, and competitiveness in 
the world. I was proud to play a role in crafting 
this landmark legislation from the very begin-
ning and I am honored to vote for its passage 
today. I urge my colleagues to join me in mak-
ing college more affordable for our students 
and urge the President to sign this bill into 
law. 

Mr. LOEBSACK. Mr. Speaker, I strongly 
support the College Cost Reduction and Ac-
cess Act of 2007. This important legislation 
will provide thousands of Iowa’s students and 
families with the financial support they need to 
attend college by increasing the purchasing 
power of the Pell grant. Next year the scholar-
ship will increase by $490 and by 2012 the 
grant will reach $5,400. 

The bill also provides upfront tuition assist-
ance and makes it easier for students who 
pursue careers as public school teachers. In 
Iowa, 36 percent of students who attend pubic 

4-year schools graduate with unmanageable 
debt levels if they choose to take a teaching 
job in the State. 

As a college teacher in Iowa I regularly en-
countered students struggling to afford their 
education, and I’m certain that this bill makes 
the right investments at a critical time for our 
students. I urge my colleagues to support this 
bill and strongly support its passage. 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise today in opposition to the Conference 
Report on H.R. 2669. As the father of three 
college graduates and a college sophomore, I 
am all too familiar with the financial burden 
higher education poses on families and stu-
dents. 

As lawmakers, our number one higher edu-
cation priority should be to ensure that college 
is affordable for any student. Instead of help-
ing students, the conference agreement would 
require student borrowers to pay thousands 
more for a college education. 

The conference agreement does not contain 
any language to address the issue of rising 
college costs. Instead of holding colleges and 
universities accountable for how they spend 
taxpayer dollars, the agreement does the 
exact opposite and throws additional Federal 
funds at institutions while denying new infor-
mation to consumers. 

The most appalling aspect of this agreement 
is that it achieves minimal deficit reduction. 
The conference agreement only produces 
$750 million for deficit reduction, even though 
the bill cuts $22.3 billion from the student loan 
program. Last year, President Bush signed 
into law a Republican reconciliation measure 
that achieved a full $12 billion in deficit reduc-
tion while increasing benefits for students. 

I urge my colleagues to vote against this 
agreement and encourage President Bush to 
veto this legislation if it comes to his desk. 

Mr. HOLT. Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of 
H.R. 2669 the College Cost Reduction Act. I 
would like to thank Chairman MILLER and his 
staff for this bill that will provide New Jersey 
residents an additional $262 Million in loan 
and Pell grant aid. 

Once signed into law, this legislation will en-
sure that more Federal student aid money 
gets to the students who need it, and in New 
Jersey, the need is great. Over 61,000 stu-
dents in New Jersey take out need-based 
loans for 4-year schools each year and incur 
an average of over $14,000 in debt. Under the 
legislation, the maximum value of the Pell 
grant scholarship would increase by $1,090 
over the next 5 years, reaching $5,400 by 
2012. This increase would fully restore the 
purchasing power of the scholarship, which in 
recent years had been frozen at $4,050 until 
Congress boosted its value to $4,310 earlier 
this year. 

I am pleased that the committee included 
several initiatives that I have been working on, 
including provisions from my bill H.R. 2017, 
the Part-time Student Assistance Act. We 
have raised the income protection allowance 
in the College Cost Reduction Act so that 
working students can work more without hav-
ing that count against their student aid. Fur-
ther, we were able to eliminate the earned in-
come tax credit from calculations so that work-
ing families do not have to bear this burden. 

The bill also provides upfront grant aid for 
those who are becoming math, science, and 
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foreign language teachers. The bill would cre-
ate grants providing upfront pre-paid tuition 
assistance of $4,000 per year with a maximum 
of $16,000 for elementary or secondary school 
math and science teachers and critical foreign 
language teachers. Our classrooms have an 
increasing shortage of teachers for these vital 
subjects. This problem is most severe in 
school districts were students come from dis-
advantaged backgrounds. Without qualified 
teachers in these areas, we are endangering 
the competitiveness of our children in the 
global economy. 

Students who take out loans or receive Pell 
grants will now find it easier to finance their 
education. By investing in foreign language 
and math and science education, we’ll en-
hance both our economic and national secu-
rity. Part-time students will have an easier 
time balancing the need to care for their fami-
lies and improve their education. This is public 
policy at its best—it lifts up Americans from all 
walks of life. 

Mr. Speaker, this bill is an investment in our 
future. Without providing access to a college 
education we will not be able to compete with 
nations that have already made the invest-
ments in providing a quality education for their 
own children. The United States is a dominant 
world economy because of our educated 
workforce. With this bill we will take a larger 
step toward maintaining this edge and I ask 
my colleagues to support it. 

Mrs. BIGGERT. Mr. Speaker, there are a 
few provisions in H.R. 2669 that I believe are 
very important to students and parents across 
the country. 

I support the increases in Pell Grants and 
cuts to interest rates on federally subsidized 
student loans provided in H.R. 2669. These 
provisions are the most effective way we can 
help low and middle income students achieve 
the dream of a college education, and I am 
pleased this bill will provide relief for those 
students. 

I am also pleased that the final bill includes 
a small but very important provision that is 
similar to legislation I have introduced, the 
FAFSA Fix for Homeless Kids Act. 

The current Free Application for Federal 
Student Aid, or FAFSA, creates insurmount-
able barriers for unaccompanied homeless 
youth—youth that are homeless and alone. 
These children do not receive financial support 
from their parents, and many do not have ac-
cess to parental financial information or a pa-
rental signature required by the FAFSA. As a 
result, unaccompanied homeless youth are 
prevented from accessing the financial aid 
they need because they cannot supply the in-
formation required by the FAFSA. 

The FAFSA Fix for Homeless Kids Act ad-
dresses these barriers by allowing unaccom-
panied homeless youth to apply for federal fi-
nancial aid without providing parental income 
information or a parent signature. This will 
open the doors of higher education to some of 
our nation’s most vulnerable youth, and I am 
pleased that H.R. 2669 includes the FAFSA 
Fix for Homeless Kids Act. 

While I am encouraged that H.R. 2669 in-
cludes these provisions, I still have serious 
concerns about a number of other provisions 
in the bill. Specifically, I oppose the mandatory 
spending in the bill that is directed at institu-

tions and philanthropic organizations. It is un-
precedented to provide mandatory spending to 
these organizations. Instead of creating new 
and complicated programs, we should have 
provided additional funding to Pell Grants. 

I also have concerns about the viability of 
the Federal Family Education Loan Program. 
During the last Congress, the Education and 
the Workforce Committee made $20 billion in 
changes to the Federal Family Education Loan 
Program by eliminating and reducing federal 
subsidies to lenders. Just two years later— 
certainly not long enough to evaluate the im-
pact of those changes—we are back again 
squeezing student loan lenders. Does the 
Democratic leadership expect lenders to con-
tinue offering student loans out of the good-
ness of their hearts? This program is essential 
to the students and families in my district, and 
I hope that this legislation is not a back-door 
attempt to kill the Federal Family Education 
Loan Program. 

I support H.R. 2669 because of the addi-
tional funding provided for Pell Grants, the de-
crease in student loan interest rates, and the 
hope it will give to unaccompanied homeless 
youth. However, I have serious concerns 
about the mandatory spending created in H.R. 
2669 and the viability of the Federal Family 
Education Loan Program. I hope that in the fu-
ture that we can work in a more inclusive 
manner to address the skyrocketing costs of 
college without adding to the deficit that stu-
dents we are trying to help will eventually 
have to repay. 

Mr. ETHERIDGE. Mr. Speaker, I rise in sup-
port of this important legislation to reduce the 
costs of college for low-income and middle 
class families. I urge my colleagues to join me 
in voting to pass it. 

As the first member of my family to grad-
uate from college, I know firsthand that afford-
able access to higher education is the key to 
the American Dream for working families. My 
life’s work has been to improve educational 
opportunities for all because education is the 
key to the future. Education levels the playing 
field and empowers every individual willing to 
work hard the ability to make the most of his 
or her God-given talents. This legislation will 
make a real difference to make college more 
affordable without raising taxes while maintain-
ing budget discipline. 

Specifically, this bill will cut in half the inter-
est rate on federally subsidized Stafford Loans 
over the next five years, from 6.8 percent to 
3.4 percent. Under this conference report, the 
average North Carolina student starting school 
in 2007 will save $2,200 throughout the life of 
the loan, and the average N.C. student start-
ing school in 2001 will save $4,270. This legis-
lation also will raise the maximum value of the 
Pell Grant scholarship by $1,090 by 2012. 

The bill will help ensure a highly qualified 
teacher in every classroom by providing up-
front tuition assistance to qualified under-
graduate students who commit to teaching in 
public schools in high-poverty communities or 
high-need subject areas. It will encourage 
public service by providing public servants 
loan forgiveness after ten years of public serv-
ice for military servicemembers, first respond-
ers, nurses, educators, and others. Finally, 
this legislation will make historic new invest-
ments in minority-serving institutions and en-

courage state and philanthropic participation in 
college retention and financing to increase the 
number of first generation and low-income col-
lege students. 

I want to congratulate Chairman MILLER for 
this accomplishment and thank him and his 
great staff, including Gabriella Gomez, Denise 
Forte and Mark Zuckerman, for working with 
me to ensure that the bill does not unintention-
ally harm North Carolina’s nonprofit lending 
agency. I am pleased the President has com-
mitted to signing this bill into law, and I en-
courage all my colleagues to vote for it. 

Mr. SMITH of Nebraska. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to urge my colleagues to vote against 
H.R. 2669, a bill which does not reduce the 
cost of a college education, but creates five 
new entitlement programs and expands the 
reach of government programs over non-profit 
and commercial lenders. 

The measure contains $21.5 billion in new 
spending over five years while saving only 
$752 million for deficit reduction. The bill cuts 
$22.3 billion from the Federal Family Edu-
cation Loan (FFEL) program, to force a shift to 
the government’s direct lending program, in-
creasing the government’s role. 

H.R. 2669 spends $7.1 billion on college 
graduates by gradually phasing down interest 
rates from 6.8 percent to 3.4 percent over four 
years, before allowing rates to return to the 
original rate in July 2012 to recover the costs 
of the new spending. 

What we are voting on today does nothing 
address the problem facing college bound stu-
dents—rising college costs. Instead of holding 
colleges and universities accountable for how 
they spend taxpayer dollars, we are doing the 
exact opposite. We are helping graduates, not 
students, and expanding the Federal govern-
ment. 

Budget gimmicks won’t teach our children, 
and won’t make college more affordable for 
low- to middle-income families. Until we take a 
real, thoughtful look at the reasons behind the 
skyrocketing cost of a higher education, we 
are simply going to continue to pass legisla-
tion that sounds good, but does little. 

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
I rise today in support of the Conference Re-
port for H.R. 2669, the Education and Labor 
College Cost Reduction Act of 2007, the sin-
gle largest investment in higher education 
since the GI Bill. This important legislation 
does far more than ease the burden of student 
loans for college graduates—it will make the 
American dream possible for low- and middle- 
income students, helping families pay for col-
lege. I would like to thank Chairman MILLER 
for introducing the legislation, as well as his 
steadfast commitment to this important issue. 
May I also thank Speaker PELOSI for her vi-
sionary leadership in leading America in a new 
direction. I am proud to be part of a Demo-
cratic majority that delivers on its promises to 
the American people. 

Mr. Speaker, in 21st century America, a col-
lege education is a critical investment toward 
individual success, as well as toward the 
strength of our nation. Higher education is as-
sociated with better health, greater wealth, 
and more vibrant civic participation, as well as 
national economic competitiveness in today’s 
global environment. As the need for a college 
degree has grown, however, so has the cost 
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of obtaining that education. The result is rising 
student debt. Students graduating often leave 
school with far more than knowledge and a 
degree; many face years of having their finan-
cial lives dictated by the burden of debt. Their 
choices of careers and jobs may be severely 
constrained by the necessity of repaying these 
loans. 

This bill strengthens the middle class by 
making college more affordable: 6.8 million 
students who take out need-based federal stu-
dent loans each year will see the interest rates 
on their loans halved over the next four years, 
saving the typical borrower (with $13,800 in 
need-based loan debt) $4,400 over the life of 
the loan, once fully implemented. With the re-
cent sub-prime lending crisis and subsequent 
economic turmoil, the United States economy 
lost over 4,000 non-farm jobs in the month of 
August. More and more middle class students 
will be in need of assistance to turn their col-
lege dreams into a reality. This legislation 
makes student loan payments more manage-
able for borrowers by guaranteeing that bor-
rowers will not have to pay more than 15 per-
cent of their discretionary income in loan re-
payments. It also allows borrowers in eco-
nomic hardship to have their loans forgiven 
after 25 years. 

This Conference Report contains many im-
portant provisions that make significant strides 
toward making the dream of higher education 
a reality for more Americans than ever. It pro-
vides an increase in college aid by roughly 
$20 billion over the next five years, with no 
additional burden on American taxpayers. By 
cutting excessive federal subsidies to lenders, 
this legislation pays for itself. 

This Conference Report contains a specific 
commitment to minority-serving institutions. It 
authorizes $510 million for Historically Black 
Colleges and Universities, Hispanic-Serving 
Institutions, Tribal Colleges, Alaska Native and 
Native Hawaiian institutions, and the newly 
designated Predominantly Black Institutions. 
These funds will work to ensure that students 
will not only enter college, but remain and 
graduate. About 2.3 million students attend mi-
nority-serving institutions, including 1⁄3 of all 
minority students who attend college. 

This new investment is particularly critical 
for African-American students and their fami-
lies. African-American students currently com-
prise about 12 percent of all undergraduate 
students. Many institutions have helped black 
students bridge ethnic-related economic bar-
riers, making college education possible for 
underprivileged minorities. Among Historically 
Black Colleges and Universities (HBCUs), 
which give African American students an op-
portunity to have an educational experience in 
a community in which they are a part of the 
majority, costs are also rising. This resolution 
would support many of these honorable insti-
tutions in their righteous deeds in educatIng 
our underprivileged students of color. 

In addition, this bill encourages and rewards 
public service. Students who pursue careers 
as public school teachers will receive upfront 
tuition assistance of $4,000 per year, to a 
maximum of $16,000, providing aid to at least 
21,500 undergraduate and graduate students. 
This is particularly important, given that 23 
percent of public college and 38 percent of pri-
vate college graduates have student loan debt 

that is unmanageable on the starting salary of 
a teacher. By providing the guarantee of as-
sistance, this bill is an important step toward 
ensuring that there is a highly qualified teach-
er in each of America’s classrooms. 

Similarly, public servants will receive com-
plete loan forgiveness after ten years of serv-
ice. This will assist our driven young people 
who want to serve their country in the military, 
law enforcement, or as first responders, fire-
fighters, nurses, public defenders, prosecutors, 
and early childhood educators. It ensures that 
dedicated Americans will not be precluded 
from serving their country because of a pre-
ponderance of debt. 

Mr. Speaker, I also support the Conference 
Report for H.R. 2669 because it will increase 
the maximum Pell Grant award by $1090 over 
the next five years to $5,400. It will also in-
crease eligibility by raising the income thresh-
old, allowing more students from more families 
to automatically qualify for grants. The Federal 
Pell Grant Program prides itself on providing 
need-based grants to low-income under-
graduate and certain postbaccalaureate stu-
dents to promote access to postsecondary 
education. These grants are particularly impor-
tant for students of color, with 45 percent of 
African American and Hispanic students at 
four-year colleges depending on Pell grants, 
compared to 23 percent of all students. Ap-
proximately 4.5 million students currently de-
pend on Pell Grants and ‘‘over 70 percent of 
Pell Grant funds go to students from families 
with incomes of $20,000 a year or less.’’ In-
creasing the maximum Pell Grant Award will 
expand racial and ethnic diversity in higher 
education institutions, benefiting not only the 
institutions, cultural background but it will also 
be a great learning experience for students to 
learn diverse cultural backgrounds different 
from their own. 

In addition, the Conferene Report for H.R. 
2669 cuts the interest rates on subsidized stu-
dent loans in half from 6.8 percent to 3.4 per-
cent over five years. Once fully implemented, 
this cut would save the typical borrower—with 
about $13,800 in need-based loan debt— 
$4,400 over the life of the loan. By cutting in-
terest rates on federal loans, Congress can 
save college graduates thousands of dollars 
over the life of their loans. Mr. Speaker, recent 
graduates, especially those of minority status 
with low to moderate incomes, must spend the 
vast majority of their salaries on necessities 
such as rent, health care, and food. For bor-
rowers struggling to cover basic costs, student 
loan repayment can create a significant and 
measurable impact on their lives. 

Crushing student debt also has societal con-
sequences, according to a report by two highly 
respected economists, Drs. Saul Schwarz and 
Sandy Baum. The prospect of burdensome 
debt likely deters skilled and dedicated college 
graduates from entering and staying in impor-
tant careers such as educating our nation’s 
children and helping the country’s most vulner-
able populations. 

To solve this problem and ensure that high-
er education remains within reach for all 
Americans, we need to increase need-based 
grant aid; make loan repayment fair and af-
fordable; protect borrowers from usurious 
lending practices; and provide incentives for 
state governments and colleges to control tui-

tion costs. H.R. 2669 is an important step in 
a new and right direction for America. 

Last November, House Democrats promised 
a New Direction for America. This bill, the sin-
gle largest investment to higher education, 
comes at no additional cost to American tax-
payers, but brings extraordinary benefits for 
our nation. I am proud to be part of a Demo-
cratic majority that delivers on its promises to 
the American people. 

I urge my colleagues to vote in favor of 
adoption of the Conference Report for H.R. 
2669, the Education and Labor College Cost 
Reduction Act of 2007. 

Mr. COURTNEY. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
in strong support of the Conference Report to 
accompany H.R. 2669, the College Cost Re-
duction and Access Act. I thank Chairman 
MILLER for shepherding this bill through the 
House so that it can be signed into law by the 
Prdent. 

This legislation marks the single largest in-
vestment in higher education since the 1944 
GI bill and at no new cost to taxpayers. The 
investnent is available because this new Con-
gress cut excess subsidies that the federal 
government pays to the student loan industry. 

As I travel around eastern Connecticut, I 
hear from so many students and families 
about their concerns with the cost of higher 
education and the amount of debt they are 
taking on to finance that education. Unfortu-
nately, students across the country are grad-
uating with about $18,000 of debt upon grad-
uation. This debt can have a crippling effect 
on young adults as they embark on their ca-
reer path after graduation. 

I often refer to the Connecticut district I rep-
resent as the higher education district. For this 
reason, I am pleased to be a member of the 
Education and Labor Committee and the High-
er Education, Lifelong Learning and Competi-
tiveness subcommittee. My district is home to 
the University of Connecticut, Eastern Con-
necticut State University, Mitchell College, 
Connecticut College and Lyme Academy. In 
addition, Asnuntuck Community College, 
Three Rivers Community College and 
Quinebaug Valley Community College are lo-
cated in eastern Connecticut. 

Students have access to a myriad of edu-
cational opportunities in eastern Connecticut 
and this legislation before us today will expand 
the Pell Grant program that so many students 
rely on—the maximum value of the grant will 
grow by $1,000 to a maximum value of $5,400 
in five years. The Pell Grant Program is so im-
portant that during committee consideration of 
H.R. 2669, I offered an amendment to boost 
funding by $900 million. I am pleased that the 
Conference agreement invests in the Pell 
Grant program even more. Further, and of 
paramount importance to so many families, 
the interest rate on loans will be cut in half 
from 6.8 percent to 3.4 percent after four 
years. 

The College Cost Reduction and Access Act 
also provides loan forgiveness for people after 
10 years of public service in areas such as 
law enforcement, first responders, fire fighters, 
nursing and early childhood education. 

This new Congress continues to keep faith 
with a promise to chart a new direction for this 
country. This Congress is showing its mettle 
by breaking down barriers to affordable edu-
cation and boosting middle-class families. 
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If we are to maintain our competitive advan-

tage in the world and ensure that more Ameri-
cans achieve economic prosperity, we must 
make higher education attainable and afford-
able. I urge my colleagues to support the Col-
lege Cost Reduction and Access Act. 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, I reluctantly rise 
in opposition to this conference report. I do so 
in spite of my past support for increases in 
Federal student loan programs and expanded 
access to college for all young people regard-
less of their economic status. 

As a young student at the University of Ne-
braska and Creighton Law School, I had to 
rely on student loans and part-time jobs to 
cover my tuition, books, and living expenses. 
And I know that for many families that is also 
the only way their children can afford to meet 
the rising costs of a college education. That is 
what I have consistently voted for, increases 
in Pell grants and the reduction of interest 
rates from 6.8 percent to 3.4 percent. I am 
also a cosponsor of H.R. 722, a bill to in-
crease the maximum Pell grant award to 
$4,810 for academic years 2008–2014. 

There are three reasons why I have decided 
to vote against this bill. First, this Conference 
Report provides $22.3 billion in cuts to federal 
spending, over five years, but then at the 
same time spends roughly $21.57 billion in 
that same period time period which amounts 
to $752 million in deficit reduction. When H.R. 
2669 passed in the House, it was estimated to 
cut spending by $20.38 billion, and spend 
$17.58 billion, leaving a remainder of $2.79 
billion in deficit reduction. Unfortunately, much 
of the spending in the Conference Report 
goes towards five new entitlement programs 
and graduates of college rather than current 
students. 

The second reason that I cannot support 
this legislation is that many of its provisions 
will drive private sector lending companies out 
of the market place, reducing the choices for 
student borrowers and eventually making the 
U.S. Department of Education the lending op-
tion of last resort. That is probably the in-
tended purpose. A government agency replac-
ing the free market. 

In addition to reducing loan rates, it reduces 
the level of insurance that private lenders can 
use to off-set student loan defaults, and 
makes other cuts that will reduce incentives to 
remain in the student loan business. 

It also eliminates the exceptional performer 
incentive program for good lenders who help 
students restructure their loan agreements if 
they are having trouble meeting their loan pay-
ments. Also, loan origination fees for lenders 
would be increased. All of these punitive provi-
sions will reduce the number of private sector 
student loan firms thus reducing student loan 
choices for students. I also believe private 
capital working with the secondary markets 
creates more dollars to offer students than 
does the U.S. Department of Education. 

Finally, Mr. Speaker, even though the con-
ference report contains savings that pay for 
the many new entitlement programs created 
by the legislation, at the end of 5 years, the 
American taxpayers will be asked to pay the 
entire cost of these new programs. History 
tells us that once a Federal entitlement pro-
gram is created, it will not die. We cannot af-
ford to create another unchecked Federal enti-

tlement spending program that will only con-
tribute to the future inflation of college costs. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge a ‘‘no’’ vote on this con-
ference report. 

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Mr. Speaker, I am proud 
to stand today to support the College Cost Re-
duction and Access Act. I thank Chairman 
MILLER and the Conferees for their quick work 
on this Conference Report, and all the work 
they have done on this important legislation. 

Mr. Speaker, for years, American students 
and families have demanded relief from rising 
tuition and ballooning debt. The average stu-
dent exits college with almost $20,000 in stu-
dent loan debt, which, because of accumu-
lating interest, can take years to pay. This 
debt is burdening our communities. When a 
student has tens or even hundreds of thou-
sands of dollars of debt, it limits choices. 
Those students might not be able to take 
lower salary jobs in the fields where we des-
perately need them—as teachers or first re-
sponders. When two-thirds of our college 
graduates are in debt, it limits our economy. 
Those graduates have less money for a down 
payment on a house, less money to invest, 
and less disposable income. 

Even worse, some students are deterred 
from going to college altogether when costs 
are too high. We lose some of the best and 
the brightest—those who are qualified to learn, 
who want to learn, who have worked hard and 
gotten the grades, but who run into financial 
barriers when it comes time to head off to col-
lege. 

Today, we are bringing some relief. We are 
going to open the doors to college and help 
our young people reach their full potential. 
We’re going to increase Pell grants to make 
college more affordable. We’re going to cut 
the interest rates on loans in half so they’re 
easier to pay off. We’re going to institute in-
come-based loan repayment, so graduates 
don’t have to choose between paying their 
rent and paying off their loans. And we’re 
going to expand loan forgiveness for those 
who enter public service, so we have more 
teachers, first responders and nurses. 

We made a promise to the American people 
before the last election. We’ve been working 
to fulfill that promise from the first 100 hours 
of the new Congress. And today, as our young 
people head back to school, the House and 
Senate are going to see that promise through 
with largest increase in student loans since 
the G.I. bill. 

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
in support of the Conference report to H.R. 
2669 the College Cost Reduction and Access 
Act. I would like to thank my colleagues who 
worked diligently to bring this legislation before 
the full Congress, including Chairman MILLER, 
Chairman KENNEDY, and Subcommittee Chair-
man HINOJOSA. 

The College Cost Reduction and Access Act 
takes savings generated as a result of the rec-
onciliation process and makes four major in-
vestments in America’s students, especially 
students in African American communities. 

First, the bill will increase the maximum Pell 
grant scholarship—the Federal scholarship for 
low- and moderate-income students—over the 
next 5 years to $5,400. This increase in the 
Pell program is critical. Since the 2001–2002 
school year, tuition at public four-year colleges 

has risen 55 percent. Unfortunately, during 
that same time period, the maximum Pell 
grant award increased by less than 8 percent 
and did not increase at all over the past 4 
years. 

Second, H.R. 2669 will cut the interest rate 
on student loans in half over the next 4 years. 
This interest rate reduction will provide enor-
mous relief to the many students who take out 
subsidized Federal loans. 

Third, this legislation will make a strong and 
historic investment in Historically Black Col-
leges and Universities and minority serving in-
stitutions. HBCUs represent an important 
piece of our history and investments in 
HBCUs are imperative for both student serv-
ices and programs as well as institutional 
needs and infrastructure improvements. The 
College Cost Reduction and Access Act 
shows this commitment by improving and in-
creasing funding for much needed student 
programming and opportunities. The funding 
for these colleges and institutions can be used 
for a variety of important programs and needs, 
including science and lab equipment, library 
books, and enhancement of certain disciplines 
of instruction such as math, computer science, 
engineering and health care. 

This funding will go a long way toward clos-
ing the achievement gap that exists across our 
nation and helping those who wish to better 
themselves through education achieve their 
goals. The bill also provides, for the first time 
ever, funding for Predominantly Black Institu-
tions and Asian and Pacific Islander-serving 
institutions, thereby recognizing the impor-
tance of institutions of higher learning that 
serve these communities. In addition, it also 
provides additional funding to Hispanic-serving 
institutions, Tribal Colleges and Universities, 
Alaska Native-serving institutions, and Native 
Hawaiian-serving institutions. While this fund-
ing will cover only a portion of the unique 
needs of these historical places of learning, I 
appreciate the commitment that members of 
the House Education and Labor Committee 
have expressed to continue to find ways to 
support these important institutions. 

Finally, the College Cost Reduction and Ac-
cess Act includes a provision to aid the Up-
ward Bound program, which is the last hope 
and ticket to the future for many low income 
and first generation college students. The bill 
includes an additional $228 million to fund 
both new and prior funded Upward Bound pro-
grams across the Nation. This funding will 
reach several Upward Bound programs at 
HBCUs. In this grant cycle, 30 percent of Up-
ward Bound programs at HBCUs would have 
been eliminated despite an increase in the 
total number of Upward Bound programs re-
ceiving grants. This provision would also pro-
vide funding to other deserving Upward Bound 
programs including programs serving Hispanic 
students. 

I believe the College Cost Reduction and 
Access Act contains critical support for our na-
tion’s higher education system and I urge my 
colleagues to support the conference report. 

Mr. WELDON of Florida. Mr. Speaker, I join 
with my colleagues in support of efforts to 
make college education more affordable for 
more Americans. Indeed, earlier this year I 
voted in support of H.R. 5, the College Stu-
dent Relief Act of 2007. I believed that bill 
took some positive steps. 
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Unfortunately, the bill that is being brought 

before the House today for consideration, H.R. 
2669, is full of budget gimmicks, creates five 
new entitlement programs, spends tens of bil-
lions of dollars, and shifts from the private 
sector to the taxpayers the potential liability for 
billions of dollars should student loans bor-
rowers default. 

I am very disappointed that the bill before 
us, H.R. 2669, falls far short of its goal. While 
those who drafted the bill assert that it is a 
comprehensive solution to making college 
more affordable, H.R. 2669 fails to address 
the core problem of access to U.S. colleges 
and universities: sky-rocketing rates of tuition 
and room and board. In just the last 7 years, 
annual inflation has increased on average 2.7 
percent. However, higher education costs for 
students have increased an average of 4.2 
percent—a rate that is 55 percent higher than 
regular inflation. This bill takes a pass on ad-
dressing that fundamental issue, and simply 
makes it easier and more likely that students 
will borrow more money and accumulate a 
larger debt by the time they graduate from col-
lege. H.R. 2669 completely ignores the root 
problem. The end result of this bill will be that 
the average college student graduating from 
college 4 years from now will still face a high-
er college debt than those graduating this 
year—even with all of the billions of dollars in-
cluded in this bill. 

Under H.R. 2669, those attending college in 
the future will be able to borrow more money 
and perhaps pay a lower interest rate for a 
short period of time, but with college expenses 
growing at a rate that far exceeds the annual 
inflation rate, students will end college with a 
significantly larger debt. 

This bill creates five new Federal entitle-
ment programs, costing tens of billions of dol-
lars. In an attempt to feign compliance with 
the pay-as-you-go rules adopted by the cur-
rent Congress, the Democrats include a provi-
sion that sunsets these new entitlement pro-
gram. This is a budget gimmick designed to 
fool the American people. Does anyone really 
think that when these programs expire and 
students are half way through their college 
education, they will simply be allowed to ex-
pire? Of course they won’t, and taxpayers will 
be forced to hand over tens of billions of addi-
tional dollars to continue these programs. Inci-
dentally, this will come at about the same time 
when the House-passed state children’s health 
insurance program, SCHIP, funding dries up 
and Congress will be looking for tens of bil-
lions of dollars to extend that program. Cre-
ating five new entitlement programs and 
spending tens of billions of dollars puts this 
nation on a path to financial ruin. 

The bottom line is that H.R. 2669 enables 
students to take on more debt which will fur-
ther burden them for many years past gradua-
tion. In 2006, the Higher Education Price 
Index, HEPI, calculation showed that inflation 
for colleges and universities jumped to 5 per-
cent. This is 30 percent higher than the con-
sumer price index, CPI—the regular inflation 
rate. When colleges and universities know that 
students have access to more funds through 
financial aid, loans, and grants, they have sim-
ply seen this as an opportunity to raise costs 
for students. This was the case in the past 
when college loan limits were significantly ex-

panded and it will be repeated after this bill is 
passed. 

The bill takes a pass on encouraging col-
leges and universities to put a lid on uncon-
trolled tuition increases. But it’s not surprising 
given that this is the same Democrat majority 
that created a massive $100 million lobbying 
loophole for public universities. If we truly want 
to help our students go into the world with a 
good education saddled with less debt, we 
should hold colleges and universities who take 
government aid more accountable and not 
allow them to continue their excessive in-
creases in college costs. Colleges and univer-
sities have an obligation to exercise fiscal re-
sponsibility rather than simply seeing these 
new student loans and grants as an oppor-
tunity to shift more of their fiscally irrespon-
sible costs onto the backs of students and tax-
payers. 

Ms. MCCOLLUM of Minnesota. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise in strong support of the conference 
report for the College Cost Reduction and Ac-
cess Act (H.R. 2669) and congratulate Speak-
er PELOSI and Chairman MILLER on keeping a 
key promise of the new Democratic Majority— 
increasing access to higher education for all 
Americans. 

The College Cost Reduction and Access Act 
is the largest investment in higher education 
since the G.I. bill and at no new cost to the 
taxpayer. This legislation makes a common- 
sense choice by cutting excessive subsidies to 
lenders and investing those dollars in our stu-
dents. 

H.R. 2669 will make a real difference in the 
lives of students, families and new graduates. 
We know that too many students are making 
the choice to delay home ownership or mar-
riage because of student loan debt. This bill 
cuts the interest rates on student loans in half 
and ensures that borrowers have manageable 
re-payment requirements. In real terms, over 7 
million students will save $4,400 over the life 
of their loans. 

By increasing the purchasing power of the 
Pell Grant and expanding access to this crit-
ical resource, we will help to ensure that quali-
fied students do not delay or refuse college 
based solely on ability to pay. 

In addition, too many student interested in 
public service careers cannot pursue them be-
cause of the debt to salary ratio after gradua-
tion. With the passage of H.R. 2669, upfront 
tuition assistance is available for students who 
commit to teachers in high-poverty school dis-
tricts, and loan repayment will be available for 
military service members, first responders, 
nurses, early childhood educators and others. 

Education is a top priority for the 110th Con-
gress. It is an issue that is important to stu-
dents, families and communities. It is also a 
critical part of ensuring our global competitive-
ness and economic stability. I urge my col-
leagues to support, and the President to sign, 
this critical bill. 

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California. 
Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
KAGEN). Without objection, the pre-
vious question is ordered on the con-
ference report. 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the conference report. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California. 
Mr. Speaker, on that I demand the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this question will be post-
poned. 

f 

PATENT REFORM ACT OF 2007 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to House Resolution 636 and rule 
XVIII, the Chair declares the House in 
the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union for the consider-
ation of the bill, H.R. 1908. 

b 1223 
IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE 

Accordingly, the House resolved 
itself into the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the 
consideration of the bill (H.R. 1908) to 
amend title 35, United States Code, to 
provide for patent reform, with Ms. 
SOLIS in the chair. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to the 

rule, the bill is considered read the 
first time. 

The gentleman from Michigan (Mr. 
CONYERS) and the gentleman from 
Texas (Mr. SMITH) each will control 30 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Michigan. 

Mr. CONYERS. Madam Chairman, I 
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Members of the House, I am proud 
and privileged to be the chairman of 
the Judiciary Committee for this his-
toric consideration of the Patent Re-
form Act of 2007. 

I can’t help but begin by commending 
those members of Judiciary who were 
in this battle before I became chair-
man, namely, LAMAR SMITH of Texas; 
namely, HOWARD BERMAN of California; 
namely, Mr. COBLE of North Carolina, 
all who have worked in a remarkable 
way. Even when the leadership changed 
in the committees and SMITH became 
ranking and BERMAN became Chair, the 
cooperation and bipartisanship contin-
ued. I think it is important to lay that 
groundwork because of the intense co-
operation in which we have sought to 
consult with every conceivable organi-
zation, individual, all stakeholders in 
this matter; and I think it has had a 
very telling effect on a bill that brings 
us all together here this afternoon. 

After all, patent reform is enshrined 
in the Constitution, isn’t it? Article I, 
section 8. After all, we have had a pat-
ent office pursuant to constitutional 
direction since 1790. So for a couple 
hundred years, this has been the driv-
ing force for American competition, 
creativity, inventiveness, and a pros-
perous economy. Thomas Jefferson was 
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the first patent examiner in our Amer-
ican history. So I am humbly standing 
in the well to tell you that the contin-
ued robustness of the patent concept is 
very important. It has been estimated 
that the value of intellectual property 
in the United States amounts to $5 tril-
lion, and much of that is in the value 
of the patents that come from the leg-
islation produced by this bill. 

Well, if it is so great, why are we 
here? Well, because certain things have 
happened over the course of years that 
need some re-examination. One of them 
is the trolling situation in which pat-
ents of less than high quality, they 
have created a whole legal industry, as 
some will continue to describe here 
today, in which, with very little pre-
text or excuse, patents are challenged 
and create a huge nuisance value. They 
flood the courts with unnecessary liti-
gation. There are abusive practices 
that have grown up around the concept 
of patents, and there are certain ineffi-
ciencies where, for example, we use the 
first-to-invent system of granting pat-
ents, while most of the active and cre-
ative inventors in other countries use 
the first-inventor-to-file system, and 
we harmonize that in this legislation. 

So there are problems, and they have 
been addressed with great care, because 
sometimes they go against the grain or 
to the detriment of the rest of the peo-
ple, the stakeholders in this great legal 
activity of granting patents. 

So I am here to tell you that we fi-
nally closed the circle, and I am proud 
of this, being from the highly organized 
State of Michigan, that with our 
friends in Labor we have been able to 
work out differences that they had 
originally had with this measure. All 
the consumer groups, there are several 
of them that have now joined with us. 
The United States Public Interest Re-
search Group has come in. The pharma-
ceuticals have mostly come in. The As-
sociation of Small Inventors has come 
in. 

We have done a great job, and we 
have created a manager’s amendment 
to which we have allotted 20 minutes 
to discuss separately from the bill 
itself. I am proud, as you can tell, of 
the bipartisan nature of this work, be-
cause that is what it takes to make 
some 22 changes in the manager’s 
amendment, more than two dozen 
changes in the underlying bill; and 
dealing with the question of damages 
and post grant opposition are stories 
that can only be told by the gentleman 
from California with his appropriate 
brevity. So it is in this spirit that we 
begin this final discussion of this meas-
ure. 

I thank all the Members of the Con-
gress not on the Judiciary Committee 
who have helped us in so many dif-
ferent ways. 

Madam Chairman, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Madam Chair-
man, I yield myself such time as I may 
consume. 

I strongly endorse H.R. 1908, the Pat-
ent Reform Act of 2007, and I urge my 
colleagues to support American inven-
tors, American businesses, and the 
American people by voting for this bill 
today. 

Last year we laid a substantial foun-
dation for patent reform. It was a good 
start, but we need to finish the job 
now. The Patent Reform Act is the 
most significant and comprehensive 
update to patent law since the 1952 act 
was enacted. The Judiciary Committee 
has undertaken such an initiative be-
cause changes to the patent system are 
necessary to bolster the U.S. economy 
and improve the quality of living for 
all Americans. 

There are two major reasons the 
committee wrote the bill: first, too 
many patents of questionable integrity 
have been approved. Second, holders of 
these weak patents discovered a novel 
way to make money, not by commer-
cializing the patents but by suing man-
ufacturing companies whose operations 
might incorporate the patents. This 
combination of weak patents and 
‘‘seat-of-the-patents’’ litigation has 
hurt the economy. 

Most companies don’t want to risk 
shutting down their operations in re-
sponse to a questionable lawsuit. Nor 
do they have much faith in a legal sys-
tem in which juries and even judges be-
come confused by the complexities of 
patent law. The result: legalized extor-
tion in which companies pay a lot of 
money to use suspect patents. 

The bill will eliminate legal games-
manship from the current system that 
rewards lawsuit abuses. It will enhance 
the quality of patents and increase 
public confidence in their legal integ-
rity. This will help individuals and 
companies obtain money for research, 
commercialize their inventions, expand 
their businesses, create new jobs, and 
offer the American people a dazzling 
array of products and services that 
continue to make our country the envy 
of the world. 

All businesses, small and large, will 
benefit. All industries directly or indi-
rectly affected by patents, including fi-
nance, automotive, manufacturing, 
high tech, and pharmaceuticals, will 
profit. 

Given the scope of H.R. 1908, it is im-
possible to satisfy completely every in-
terested party. But the committee has 
made many concessions to accommo-
date many individuals and many busi-
nesses. 

b 1230 

The bill has not been rushed through 
the process. Over the past 3 years, our 
committee has conducted 10 hearings 
with more than 40 witnesses rep-
resenting a broad range of interests 
and views. 

The Patent Reform Act was amended 
at different stages of the process to ad-
dress criticisms of the bill. Still, not 
all interests have endorsed the bill. I 
think their response is mostly resist-
ance to change, any change. 

This bill is not intended to favor the 
interests of one group over another. It 
does correct glaring inequities that en-
courage individuals to be less inventive 
and more litigious. 

Supporters of the bill run the edu-
cational, consumer and business spec-
trum. The Business Software Alliance, 
the Information Technology Industry 
Council, the American Association of 
Universities, the American Bankers 
Association, the Consumer Federation 
of America, the Computer and Commu-
nications Industry Association, and the 
Financial Services Roundtable, again, 
they all endorse this bill. 

Article I, section 8, as the chairman 
mentioned a while ago, of the Constitu-
tion empowers Congress, ‘‘to promote 
the progress of science and the useful 
arts by securing for limited times to 
authors and inventors the exclusive 
right to their respective writings and 
discoveries.’’ 

The foresight of the founders, in cre-
ating an intellectual property system, 
demonstrates their understanding of 
how patent rights ultimately benefit 
the American people. Nor was the 
value of patents lost when one of our 
greatest Presidents, Abraham Lincoln, 
himself a patent owner, Lincoln de-
scribed the patent system as adding 
‘‘the fuel of interest to the fire of ge-
nius.’’ 

Few issues are as important to the 
economic strength of the United States 
as our ability to create and protect in-
tellectual property. American IP indus-
tries account for over half of all U.S. 
exports, represent 40 percent of the 
country’s economic growth, and em-
ploy 18 million Americans. A recent 
study valued U.S. intellectual property 
at $5 trillion, or about half of the U.S. 
gross domestic product. 

The Patent Reform Act represents a 
major improvement to our patent sys-
tem that will benefit Americans for 
years to come. 

Madam Chairman, this bill has been 
a bipartisan effort. We would not be 
here now without the steady hand and 
gentle suggestions made by our chair-
man, Mr. CONYERS. 

I also want to acknowledge the indis-
pensable contributions of Congressman 
HOWARD BERMAN and Congressman 
HOWARD COBLE, among others. All 
three of us have been chairmen of the 
Intellectual Property Subcommittee 
over the past number of years, and we 
have worked together on developing 
this bill. But it is Mr. BERMAN’s good 
fortune and a testament to his legisla-
tive ability that we are on the House 
floor today, and I congratulate him for 
that achievement. 

Madam Chairman, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time. 
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Mr. CONYERS. Madam Chairman, 

part of the Smith-Berman-Coble trio is 
the chairman now of the Courts, Intel-
lectual Property and Internet Sub-
committee. His indefatigable commit-
ment to patent reform is now well 
known by all of the House, and I’m 
pleased to yield 21⁄2 minutes to the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. BERMAN). 

Mr. BERMAN. Madam Chairman, 
first I have to say that we wouldn’t be 
here, not only for his substantive con-
tributions to this legislation, but be-
cause of his suggestions about the ap-
proach we should take, whether it was 
in full committee or as we move to-
wards the floor in terms of working out 
problems that existed, and that’s 
Chairman CONYERS. He played a crit-
ical role in getting us to this point. 

LAMAR SMITH, HOWARD COBLE, RICK 
BOUCHER, who I started this with, DAR-
RELL ISSA, ZOE LOFGREN, ADAM SCHIFF, 
BOB GOODLATTE, a number of people 
played key roles in all this. I don’t 
have too much time. The staff, on an 
issue like this, was indispensable; they 
made incredible contributions. This is 
really complicated stuff. Perry 
Apelbaum who demonstrated great 
leadership and guidance on many 
issues, George Elliott, a detailee from 
the Patent Office who is a great re-
source, Karl Manheim, who decided to 
spend his sabbatical helping on patent 
reform, Eric Gorduna who spent his 
summer working on the committee re-
port, countless other staff, and of 
course my Chief Counsel Shanna Win-
ters. 

But the question is why, why are we 
doing this? And here are the things we 
are told by groups like the National 
Academy of Sciences and so many 
other organizations that are tremen-
dously respected for their under-
standing of science and of our econ-
omy: 

One, there are serious problems in 
the patent system; 

Two, many poor-quality patents have 
been issued, which cheapen the value of 
patents generally; 

Three, there have been a variety of 
abuses in patent litigation rules that 
have taken valuable resources away 
from research and innovation; 

Four, U.S.-based businesses are dis-
advantaged because our patent laws 
aren’t harmonized with the rest of the 
world. 

Many organizations, many groups 
have argued for these reforms. 

A quick statement about support. 
Every major consumer group in this 
country has endorsed this legislation. 
There is tremendous support in the fi-
nancial services sector, in the high 
technology sector. The universities 
have now, University of California, 
which is one of the critical magnets of 
research and development, have sup-
ported passage of this legislation 
through the House. The American As-
sociation of Universities has supported 
moving the bill forward. 

And one last comment. There is one 
very controversial issue, aside from the 
ones addressed by the amendments 
that we have seen that are not fully 
dealt with, and that particularly re-
lates to the issue of damages and the 
apportionment of damages. It is our 
commitment, my commitment, the 
chairman’s commitment, Mr. SMITH’s 
commitment, Mr. COBLE’s commit-
ment, to work with people who are con-
cerned about that language to reach an 
appropriate middle ground that re-
forms the way damages are calculated 
between now and the conference com-
mittee and when this comes back to 
deal with that controversy. 

I urge strong support for this bill so 
we can make this historic effort, first 
in 60 years, move forward to ultimate 
enactment. 

I include short list of the range of 
groups that support this bill. 

The Business Software Association, The 
Financial Services Roundtable, Small Busi-
ness & Entrepreneurship Council, TechNet, 
Consumer Federation of America, Consumer 
Union, Electronic Frontier Foundation, 
Knowledge Ecology International, Public 
Knowledge, United States Public Interest 
Research Group, American Corn Growers As-
sociation, American Agricultural Movement, 
Federation of Southern Cooperatives, Na-
tional Family Farm Coalition, National 
Farmers Organization, Rural Coalition, Se-
curities Industry and Financial Markets As-
sociation, Computer and Communications 
Industry Association, Computing Tech-
nology Industry Association, Illinois IT As-
sociation, Information Technology Associa-
tion of America, Information Technology In-
dustry Council, Software & Information In-
dustry Association, St. Jude Medical, Massa-
chusetts Technology Leadership Council, 
Inc., Hampton Roads Technology Council, 
Northern Virginia Technology Council. 

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Madam Chair-
man, I yield 5 minutes to my friend 
from North Carolina (Mr. COBLE), the 
ranking member and former chairman 
of the Intellectual Property Sub-
committee. 

Mr. COBLE. I thank the gentleman 
from Texas for yielding. 

Madam Chairman, I recall several 
years ago, when we were discussing 
proposed patent legislation before a 
crowded hearing room, and I remember 
one Member saying to the crowd, he 
said, I have friends for this bill, I have 
friends opposed to this bill, and I want 
to make it clear, he said to that group, 
I’m for my friends. Well, we don’t do it 
quite that easily; easier said than done. 
But as has been mentioned before, the 
distinguished gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. BERMAN) and I, along with 
the gentleman from Texas and the gen-
tleman from Michigan, we’ve plowed 
this field before. And I’ve heard many 
argue that H.R. 1908 undermines every-
thing that we accomplished in 1999 
when the American Inventors Protec-
tion Act was implemented. 

Madam Chairman, this is simply in-
accurate. Mr. BERMAN and I shepherded 
that legislation which, among other 

things, created patent reexamination, 
banned deceptive practices, clarified 
the term for patents, required that pat-
ents be published before they’re grant-
ed, and made the Patent Office inde-
pendent within the Department of 
Commerce, among other things. 

As our domestic economy becomes 
increasingly dependent on the global 
economy, Madam Chairman, so, too, 
does our patent system. 

Other challenges stem from the mar-
ketplace. As our domestic economy be-
comes increasingly dependent on the 
global economy, so does the patent sys-
tem. In many international markets, 
patent protection is one certainty on 
which American manufacturers can 
rely when they are trying to compete 
internationally. 

H.R. 1908 addresses these challenges 
in several respects. First, the bill im-
plements a first-to-file patent system, 
which is in line with other countries 
and will streamline the patent review 
and issuance process. 

Other provisions in the bill dealing 
with willful infringement, post-grant 
opposition, publication, inequitable 
conduct and best mode will also help 
improve patent issuance and patent 
quality. 

By improving patent quality, patent 
disputes and litigation should be re-
duced, and patent examiners’ ability to 
perform the daunting task of searching 
scores of records and files should im-
prove greatly. 

Unfortunately, H.R. 1908 has not en-
joyed universal support. Several key 
stakeholders have voiced concerns and 
objections which cannot be overlooked. 
And I understand that many, if not all, 
of the changes in the manager’s amend-
ment will address many concerns, but I 
am still troubled that another key coa-
lition may not endorse H.R. 1908 at the 
end of today’s debate. Many of these 
companies in this coalition, unfortu-
nately for me, are either located in or 
near my district, and I’m concerned 
that anything in H.R. 1908 would ad-
versely affect them. 

So while I urge my colleagues to sup-
port H.R. 1908, I do not mean to cast 
any aspersions upon those who may 
very well have meritorious concern, 
particularly dealing with applicant re-
sponsibility and how any change to the 
rule for calculating infringement dam-
ages could impact the value of their 
patents. 

That being said, Madam Chairman, I 
know that Chairman BERMAN, the dis-
tinguished gentleman from California, 
the distinguished gentleman from 
Texas, the Ranking Member SMITH, 
have accepted all criticisms in good 
faith and have worked diligently to 
forge some sort of compromise where it 
has been possible. I hope that after 
today we will continue to pursue com-
promise so that with some good for-
tune we may convince all stakeholders 
to support what I believe is needed pat-
ent reform. 
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And I say to the gentleman from 

Texas, I thank you for having yielded. 
Mr. CONYERS. Madam Chairman, I 

am pleased to yield to the gentleman 
from Virginia (Mr. BOUCHER). He is the 
last Member on this side that’s getting 
3 minutes. 

Mr. BOUCHER. I thank the gen-
tleman from Michigan for yielding this 
time. I also want to commend the gen-
tleman from Michigan for the very fine 
and persistent work that he has per-
formed in bringing this measure to the 
House floor today. 

Mr. BERMAN and I introduced an ear-
lier version of this patent reform fully 
5 years ago. And building on that early 
effort, Mr. BERMAN has worked tire-
lessly to build broad support for the 
patent reform, support externally and 
bipartisan support in this Chamber, to 
fine-tune the bill’s provisions and to 
obtain Judiciary Committee approval 
of the measure earlier this year. That 
is truly an impressive accomplishment. 

There is an urgent need to improve 
the patent system. Patent examiners 
are burdened with many applications 
and are encouraged to move quickly on 
each one of them. And as they do their 
work, they are isolated from an impor-
tant source of highly relevant informa-
tion. That information source is the 
knowledge that individuals may have 
that the work that is the subject of the 
patent application may, in fact, not be 
original, that someone else, in fact, 
may have invented that particular ob-
ject, and that that object has been in 
use prior to the time that the applica-
tion was filed. That information we 
call ‘‘prior art.’’ The existing patent 
process contains no avenue for third 
parties who may possess information 
about prior art to submit that to the 
patent examiner while the application 
is being examined. Our reform bill cor-
rects that flaw, and in so doing, will 
broadly operate to improve patent 
quality. 

Also in aid of patent quality is the 
provision which significantly strength-
ens the post-grant interparty’s reexam-
ination process through which the Pat-
ent Office can be required to take a 
more careful look at the patent and the 
application that accompanies it before 
that patent is issued in final form by 
the Patent Office. 

Our goal with this provision is to en-
sure that before a patent is issued, par-
ties who contest its validity will have 
a full and complete opportunity to do 
so within the confines of the Patent Of-
fice itself. That should prove to be a 
very effective and less costly alter-
native than litigating the validity of 
the patent in the court process. 

Across its range of provisions, the re-
form measure before us makes long- 
needed changes that will improve the 
quality of patents, adjust aspects of 
the litigation process to the benefit of 
patent holders and those who license 
for use patented items. 

The bill before us contains a provi-
sion which I offered as an amendment 
in committee in partnership with my 
Virginia colleague, Mr. GOODLATTE. 
Our provision prohibits prospectively 
the award of patents for tax planning 
methods. 

Madam Chairman, I strongly encour-
age that the bill, with that amend-
ment, be approved. 

I thank the gentleman from Michigan for 
yielding this time to me, and I commend him 
on his effective work, which brings the patent 
reform measure to the House floor today. 

Mr. BERMAN and I introduced an earlier 
version of this reform 5 years ago. 

Building on that early effort Mr. BERMAN has 
worked tirelessly to build broad support for 
patent reform, to fine tune the bills provisions, 
and to obtain Judiciary Committee approval of 
this measure. It is a truly impressive achieve-
ment. 

There is an urgent need to improve the pat-
ent system. 

Patent examiners are burdened with many 
applications and are encouraged to conclude 
each one quickly. 

And as they do that work they are isolated 
from an important source of highly relevant in-
formation. 

That information source is the knowledge in-
dividuals may have, that the subject of the 
patent application is not original, that in fact, 
the object may have previously been invented 
by someone else. We call that prior art. 

And the existing patent process contains no 
avenue for third parties to submit evidence of 
prior art to the patent examiner. 

Our reform bill correct that flaw, and in so 
doing will help to improve overall patent qual-
ity. 

Also in aid of patent quality is the provision 
which significantly threatens the past grant 
inter partes reexamination process through 
which the Patent Office can be required to 
take a more careful look at the proposed pat-
ent prior to its final issuance. 

Our goal with this provision is to assure that 
before a patent is issued, parties who contest 
its validity will have a full and complete oppor-
tunity to make their case. 

A meaningful Inter Pates proceeding can 
also be an expeditious, less costly alternative 
to litigating the validity of the patent in the 
courts. 

Accross its range of provisions, the reform 
measure before us makes long-needed 
changes, which will improve the quality of pat-
ents and adjust aspects of the litigation proc-
ess to the mutual benefit of patent holders and 
those who license for use patented items. 

The bill before us contains a provision which 
I offered as an amendment in committee along 
with my Virginia colleague, Mr. GOODLATTE. 

Our provisions prohibits prospectively the 
award of patent for tax planning methods. 

Approximately 60 such patents have been 
issued and at least 85 more are pending at 
the Patent Office. 

These patents limit the ability of taxpayers, 
and the tax professionals they employ, to read 
the tax laws and find the most efficient means 
of lessening or avoiding tax liability (contrary 
to said public policy). 

If someone else has previously read the tax 
law, found the same means of reducing tax li-

ability and received a patent for it, that person 
is entitled to a royalty if anyone else tries to 
reduce his taxes by the same means. 

I frankly think that is outrageous. No one 
should have to pay a royalty to pay their 
taxes. No one should have sole ownership of 
how taxes are paid. 

Such a barrier to the ability of every Amer-
ican to find creative lawful ways to lessen tax 
liability is contrary to said public policy. 

Our amendment, now a part of the bill be-
fore us, will bar the future award of such pat-
ents, and I would encourage the Patent Office 
to reexamine those that have been issued to 
date. 

I also want to thank the bipartisan leader-
ship of the Ways and Means Committee for 
expressing support for our provision on tax 
planning strategies. 

Mr. Chairman, I urge approval of the bill. 
Mr. SMITH of Texas. Madam Chair, I 

yield a full 4 minutes to my friend from 
California (Mr. ROHRABACHER) on the 
condition, of course, that he is not too 
critical of this legislation and that he 
is dispassionate in his remarks. 

Mr. ROHRABACHER. I thank my 
friend from Texas. 

I rise in strong opposition to H.R. 
1908. 

The proponents suggest that it is the 
most fundamental and comprehensive 
change of American patent law in over 
a half century. Well, that’s true, and 
that’s why it should be defeated, be-
cause the changes are almost all aimed 
at undermining the technological cre-
ators and strengthening the hand of 
foreign and domestic thieves and scav-
engers who would exploit America’s 
most creative minds and use our tech-
nology against us. It would be a dis-
aster for individual inventors, with an 
impressive coalition strongly opposing 
this legislation: universities, labor 
unions, biotech industries, pharma-
ceuticals, nanotech, small business, 
traditional manufacturers, electronics 
and computer engineers, as well, of 
course, the patent examiners them-
selves who are telling us this will have 
a horrible impact on our patent sys-
tem. 

b 1245 
They are all begging us to vote ‘‘no.’’ 

This so-called reform will make them 
vulnerable to theft by foreign and do-
mestic technology thieves. Our most 
cutting-edge technology will be avail-
able to our enemies and our competi-
tors. That is why I call this the Steal 
American Technologies Act. The bil-
lionaires in the electronics industry 
and the financial industries who are 
supporting H.R. 1908, many of them al-
ready have built their factories in 
China, would do away with the patent 
system altogether if they could. They 
are so powerful and arrogant that they 
have set out to fundamentally alter 
our traditional technology protection 
laws, laws that have served America 
well for over 200 years. 

Yes, this is an issue vital to the well- 
being of the American people, to our 
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standard of living; yet we find our-
selves with a severely limited debate. 
There is only 1 hour of debate. Those of 
us who are opposing this legislation 
haven’t even been given the right, 
which is traditional in this body, to 
control our own time. Yes, the way we 
are handling this debate is a disgrace. 
There will be 12 minutes available for 
those of us who oppose a bill that they 
claim is so important for the future of 
our country. 

What do we know about this bill? It 
is a horror story for American inven-
tors and a windfall for foreign and do-
mestic thieves. We don’t even know 
what is in the bill. The manager’s 
amendment has been changed even 
after the committee did its business. 
So it wasn’t even fully debated in the 
committee and much less fully debated 
at the subcommittee level. No, what we 
are doing is a power play here. That is 
what we are witnessing. The opposition 
doesn’t even get the chance to argue 
our case adequately before this body or 
before the American people. Our inven-
tors and our innovators are begging us 
not to pass this legislation. Foreign 
and domestic technology thieves are 
licking their chops. Let’s not let the 
big guys beat down and smash the lit-
tle guys, which is what the purpose of 
this legislation is. 

There are problems in the Patent Of-
fice, that is true, that can be fixed 
without having to fundamentally alter 
the principles that are the basis of our 
patent system, which is what this leg-
islation does. This legislation, in the 
name of reform, is being used as a 
cover to basically destroy the patent 
system that has served us so well. In 
the long term, it will destroy American 
competitiveness and the standard of 
living of our working people. That is 
what is at stake here. Overseas, the 
people in India, China, Japan and 
Korea are waiting. We have quotes 
from newspapers suggesting that as 
soon as this bill passes, they will have 
a greater ability to take American 
technology even before a patent is 
granted and put it into commercial use 
against us. 

This is a shameful, shameful pro-
posal. The American people have a 
right to know. We are watching out for 
their interests. I don’t care what the 
billionaires in the electronics industry 
and the financial industry say. We 
should have more debate on this. We 
should have had 2 or 3 hours of debate 
on this if it is as important as they 
say. Instead, we have been muzzled, 
and it is a power grab. Vote against 
H.R. 1908. 

Mr. CONYERS. Madam Chairman, I 
yield 10 seconds to my colleague from 
California (Mr. BERMAN). 

Mr. BERMAN. I thank the gentleman 
for yielding. 

Madam Chairman, just because the 
gentleman says it is so, doesn’t mean it 
is so. I have letters from the AFL–CIO, 

the university community, and the 
major centers of innovation and re-
search in this country that directly 
contradict his assertion that they are 
opposed to the passage of this bill. The 
Members of this body should under-
stand that. 

Mr. CONYERS. Madam Chairman, I 
am pleased now to yield 21⁄2 minutes to 
the gentleman from Illinois (Mr. EMAN-
UEL). 

Mr. EMANUEL. Right before our 
break, we passed and sent to the Presi-
dent comprehensive innovation legisla-
tion that allowed America to maintain 
its lead in the area of technology and 
investment in the R&D of this country. 
With this legislation, the patent re-
form, we are taking the second step in 
assuring that America, American com-
panies and America’s innovation, 
maintains its leadership in the world 
and the companies that are producing 
the jobs and well-paying manufac-
turing jobs here in this country. 

I have only a small assortment of let-
ters from the CEO and managements of 
these companies: Mr. Chambers from 
Cisco, Safra Catz from Oracle, the 
president and chief financial officer, 
the CEOs from Palm and the Micron 
company, and other companies. 

Just to read the sense of what they 
are saying: ‘‘As a company with several 
thousand patents, Cisco believes deeply 
in strong protection for intellectual 
property. Unfortunately, as you found 
during the hearing process, there are 
clear signs the current patent system 
is not functioning properly.’’ 

This is from Mr. Chambers, the chair-
man and CEO of Cisco: These reforms 
you are debating today, this legislation 
will allow us to continue to innovate 
and help maintain our Nation’s posi-
tion as the world’s technology leader. 

This is essential legislation for 
American companies, America’s inno-
vation, and its ability to produce jobs 
for the future. Major CEOs from major 
companies that have maintained and 
also built America’s leadership in the 
high-tech field all support this legisla-
tion, in addition to leaders of every 
major consumer group. So it is both 
good for consumers and good for busi-
ness and good for the companies that 
are producing the jobs here in this 
country. 

I would like to submit into the 
RECORD these letters from just an as-
sortment of the companies that sup-
port this legislation because of what 
we are doing to maintain America’s 
leadership in the production of new 
jobs, new technology, and new compa-
nies here in the country, formation of 
new capital, venture capital funding, et 
cetera. This, though, is the most im-
portant step to ensure that when peo-
ple invent things and design patents 
that they have the notion and the in-
tegrity that those patents and their 
ideas are going to be protected. 

Today we are taking a major step, 
forward as the CEOs have said in their 

own letters, in maintaining America’s 
leadership in the production of not 
only new companies but the most inno-
vative jobs and high-paying jobs that 
are the future of this country. I want 
to commend the leadership for pro-
ducing this legislation and having it on 
the floor today for a vote. 

CISCO SYSTEMS. INC., 
San Jose, CA, September 6, 2007. 

Hon. JOHN CONYERS, JR., 
Chairman, Committee on the Judiciary, Ray-

burn House Office Building, Washington, 
DC. 

Hon. HOWARD L. BERMAN, 
Chairman, Committee on the Judiciary, Sub-

committee on Courts, the Internet and Intel-
lectual Property, Rayburn House Office 
Building, Washington, DC. 

Hon. LAMAR S. SMITH, 
Ranking Member, Committe on the Judiciary, 

Rayburn House Office Building, Wash-
ington, DC. 

Hon. HOWARD COBLE, 
Ranking Member, Committee on the Judiciary, 

Subcommittee on Courts, the Internet and 
Intellectual Property, Rayburn House Office 
Building, Washington, DC. 

DEAR CHAIRMAN CONYERS, RANKING MEM-
BER SMITH, CHAIRMAN BERMAN, AND RANKING 
MEMBER COBLE: I am writing to applaud your 
tireless efforts to pass H.R. 1908, the Patent 
Reform Act of 2007. As the House prepares to 
debate this bill, I want to reiterate to you 
Cisco’s strong support for the legislation. 

In bringing the issue of patent reform to 
the floor, the House of Representatives and 
the sponsors of H.R. 1908, have demonstrated 
a genuine commitment to promoting innova-
tion. As a company with several thousand 
patents, Cisco believes deeply in strong pro-
tection for intellectual property. Unfortu-
nately, as you found during the hearing proc-
ess, there are clear signs the current patent 
system is not functioning properly. H.R. 1908 
provides a series of needed reforms, which 
will modernize and restore balance to the 
patent system. These reforms will allow us 
to continue to innovate and help maintain 
our nation’s position as the world’s tech-
nology leader. 

Passage of comprehensive patent reform is 
Cisco’s number one legislative priority for 
2007. We have made this issue a priority be-
cause we believe a modernized and balanced 
patent system will promote innovation 
throughout our economy and thus improve 
our nation’s ability to compete in the global 
economy. 

I believe the time has come for patent re-
form legislation, and I deeply appreciate 
your commitment to passing H.R. 1908. 

Kind Regards, 
JOHN CHAMBERS, 

Chairman and CEO, Cisco. 

ORACLE, 
Washington DC, September 6, 2007. 

Hon. NANCY PELOSI, 
Speaker, House of Representatives, Washington, 

DC. 
Hon. JOHN BOEHNER, 
Republican Leader, House of Representatives, 

Washington, DC. 
DEAR MADAM SPEAKER AND REPUBLICAN 

LEADER BOEHNER: I am so pleased to see that 
the House of Representatives will soon begin 
debate and vote on H.R. 1908, the Patent Re-
form Act. I can’t emphasize enough the sig-
nificance of this upcoming vote—it is per-
haps the single most important vote for our 
innovation-driven industry in the last few 
years. 
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Our economy historically has been at the 

forefront of each new wave of innovation for 
one simple reason: our intellectual property 
laws, starting with our nation’s Constitu-
tion, reward innovation. However, today’s 
U.S. patent system has not kept pace with 
the growth of highly complex information 
management systems—the cornerstone of an 
innovation wave that is truly global in 
scope. As a result, we have seen a significant 
increase in low quality patents, which has 
sparked a perverse form of patent litigation 
innovation. Some of our nation’s most cre-
ative companies have been forced to spend 
tens of millions of dollars to defend them-
selves against frivolous lawsuits that extract 
settlements that are in the hundreds of mil-
lions of dollars. 

This is not news to you and your col-
leagues. A bipartisan effort, led by Congress-
men Howard Berman and Lamar Smith, has 
been underway for several years now, and 
after numerous public hearings and discus-
sions with key stakeholders, a balanced blue-
print for reform has been produced and ap-
proved by the House Judiciary Committee. 
In addition to long-sought reforms in patent 
quality, H.R. 1908 will bring certainty, fair-
ness and equity to key stages of the patent 
litigation process, including determinations 
of venue, willful infringement and the cal-
culation of damages. 

In short, H.R. 1908 is designed to strength-
en and bring our patent system back to basic 
principles: to reward innovation, and pre-
serve our economy’s creative and competi-
tive leadership. 

We at Oracle thank you and your col-
leagues for the tremendous work to advance 
this essential legislation, and we look for-
ward to seeing H.R. 1908 become law in the 
110th Congress. 

Sincerely, 
SAFRA CATZ, 

President and Chief Financial Officer. 

PALM INC., 
Sunnyvale, CA, September 5, 2007 

Hon. HOWARD BERMAN, 
House of Representatives, Rayburn Building, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR CONGRESSMAN BERMAN: On behalf of 
Palm, Inc., thank you for your work in 
bringing the Patent Reform Act of 2007 to 
the House floor for a vote this Friday, Sep-
tember 7, 2007. 

This legislation is extremely important to 
Palm as well as other companies beyond the 
technology industry. By updating the cur-
rent patent system, including changes that 
affect the litigation process, Palm will be 
able to continue to effectively innovate in 
ways that will benefit the consumer and the 
U.S. economy. We are proud to work with a 
diverse, multi-industry national coalition 
that has advanced this critical patent reform 
legislation over the past six years and we ap-
preciate your leadership in providing a 
strong opportunity for passage. 

I thank you for your time and commit-
ment on this critical issue. 

Sincerely, 
EDWARD T. COLLIGAN, 

Chief Executive Officer, Palm, Inc. 

MICRON TECHNOLOGY, INC., 
Boise, ID, September 6, 2007. 

Hon. NANCY PELOSI, 
Speaker, House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR MADAM SPEAKER: As H.R. 1908 the 
Patent Reform Act of 2007, led by Chairman 
JOHN CONYERS, Ranking Member LAMAR 
SMITH, Representatives BERMAN and COBLE, 

is considered in the House of Representa-
tives, I would like to take this opportunity 
to thank you and all the bill’s supporters 
who have worked in a bipartisan fashion to 
help move this legislation forward. 

Patent reform is a top legislative priority 
for the high-tech industry. Like many other 
supporters of this legislation, Micron Tech-
nology, Inc. is one of the world’s top patent 
holders. Protecting our intellectual property 
is critical to our success. However, the U.S. 
patent system has not kept pace with the de-
mands of rapidly evolving and complex tech-
nologies, and the global competitiveness of 
U.S. technology companies has suffered as a 
result. H.R. 1908 would balance many of the 
imbalances that currently plague our patent 
system. It would promote innovation, yet 
safeguard the rights of innovators, thereby 
restoring fairness to the patent system in 
our nation. 

Thank you again for recognizing that now 
is the time to move forward on this impor-
tant legislation. 

Sincerely, 
STEVEN R. APPLETON, 

Chairman and CEO, Micron Technology, Inc. 

AUTODESK, INC., 
San Rafael, CA, September 6, 2007. 

Hon. NANCY PELOSI, 
Speaker of the House, House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR MADAM SPEAKER: I want to thank 
you and your colleagues in the House leader-
ship for scheduling H.R. 1908, The Patent Re-
form Act of 2007, for consideration this week 
on the floor of the House of Representatives. 
This legislation is my company’s top legisla-
tive priority this year and is important to 
the innovation economy of the country. It 
has been thoughtfully drafted in a bipartisan 
manner to accommodate many diverse per-
spectives. I applaud the House for taking de-
cisive action on this critical bill, and look 
forward to its passage and ultimate enact-
ment into law. 

Sincerely, 
CARL BASS, 

President & CEO, Autodesk, Inc. 

KALIDO, 
Burlington, MA, September 6, 2007. 

Hon. NANCY PELOSI, 
Speaker of the House, House of Representatives, 

Washington, DC. 
Hon. STENY HOYER, 
Majority Leader, House of Representatives, 

Washington, DC. 
Hon. HOWARD BERMAN, 
Chairman, Subcommittee on Courts, the Internet 

and Intellectual Property, Committee on the 
Judiciary, House of Representatives, Wash-
ington, DC. 

DEAR MADAM SPEAKER, MAJORITY LEADER 
HOYER, AND CHAIRMAN BERMAN: Thank you 
for bringing the Patent Reform Act of 2007 to 
the House floor for a vote this Friday, Sep-
tember 7, 2007. 

This legislation is extremely important to 
the livelihood of my company as well as 
companies beyond the technology industry. 
By updating the current patent system, in-
cluding changes that affect the litigation 
process, Kalido will be able to continue to in-
novate in ways that will benefit the con-
sumer and the U.S. economy. 

As a software company, our business is our 
intellectual property, and protecting soft-
ware companies also protects the large mul-
tinational firms that benefit from our inno-
vation. It is extremely important not only to 
protect our intellectual capital, but to moti-
vate our investors, employees, and ulti-
mately, our customers. 

Understanding the challenges in advancing 
this critical patent reform legislation over 
the past six years, we appreciate your leader-
ship for providing a strong opportunity for 
passage. 

I thank you for your time and commit-
ment on this issue. 

Sincerely, 
WILLIAM M. HEWITT, 

President & CEO. 

AUTHORIA, INC., 
Waltham, MA, September 6, 2007. 

Hon. NANCY PELOSI, 
Speaker of the House, House of Representatives, 

Washington, DC. 
SPEAKER PELOSI: I look forward to seeing 

you again at TechNet Day this Spring. 
Thank you for bringing the Patent Reform 

Act of 2007 to the House floor for a vote this 
Friday. 

This legislation is extremely important to 
the livelihood of my company as well as tens 
of thousands of other high-growth compa-
nies. 

By updating the current patent system, in-
cluding changes that affect the litigation 
process, Authoria will be able to continue to 
innovate in ways that will benefit the con-
sumer and the U.S. economy. 

Understanding the challenges in advancing 
this critical patent reform legislation over 
the past six years, we appreciate your leader-
ship for providing a strong opportunity for 
passage. 

I thank you for your time and commit-
ment on this issue. 

Sincerely, 
TOD LOOFBOURROW, 

President, Founder & CEO Authoria, Inc. 

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Madam Chair-
man, I yield 4 minutes to my friend 
from Virginia (Mr. GOODLATTE), the 
ranking member of the Agriculture 
Committee, the chairman of the House 
High Tech Caucus, and a senior mem-
ber of the Judiciary Committee. 

Mr. GOODLATTE. I thank the gen-
tleman, and I thank him for his leader-
ship on the Judiciary Committee and 
for years of leadership on this legisla-
tion, along with HOWARD BERMAN, the 
chairman of the Intellectual Property 
Subcommittee, and their staffs for this 
legislation. 

Madam Chairman, article I, section 8 
of our Constitution lays the framework 
for our Nation’s patent laws. It grants 
Congress the power to award inventors, 
for limited periods of time, exclusive 
rights to their inventions. The Framers 
had the incredible foresight to realize 
that this type of incentive was crucial 
to ensure that America would become 
the world’s leader in innovation and 
creativity. 

These incentives are just as impor-
tant today as they were at the found-
ing of our country. It is only right that 
as more and more inventions with in-
creasing complexity emerge, we should 
examine our Nation’s patent laws to 
ensure that they still work efficiently 
and that they still encourage, and not 
discourage, innovation, so America will 
remain the world’s leader in innova-
tion. 

The solution involves both ensuring 
that quality patents are issued in the 
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first place and ensuring that we take a 
good hard look at patent litigation and 
enforcement laws to make sure that 
they do not contain loopholes for op-
portunists with invalid claims to ex-
ploit. H.R. 1908 addresses both of these 
concerns. 

First, the bill helps ensure that qual-
ity patents are being issued by the U.S. 
Patent and Trademark Office. The 
PTO, like any other large government 
agency, makes mistakes. H.R. 1908 cre-
ates a post-grant opposition procedure 
to allow the private sector to challenge 
a patent just after it is approved to 
provide an additional check on the 
issuance of bogus patents. Better qual-
ity patents mean more certainty and 
less litigation for patent holders and 
businesses. 

In addition, H.R. 1908 contains impor-
tant litigation reforms to rein in abu-
sive lawsuits and forum shopping so 
that aggressive trial lawyers do not 
make patent litigation their next gold 
mine like they did for asbestos law-
suits, class action lawsuits and the 
like. Specifically, the bill tightens the 
venue provisions in the current patent 
law to prevent forum shopping. 

H.R. 1908 also prohibits excessive 
damage awards. Believe it or not, there 
is no current requirement that damage 
awards in patent cases be limited to 
the value the patent added to the over-
all product. The courts have created a 
virtual free-for-all environment in this 
area. H.R. 1908 contains provisions to 
help ensure that damages are propor-
tional to the value the invention added 
to the product, which will inject cer-
tainty into this area and allow busi-
nesses to devote their resources to 
R&D and innovating. 

The bill also creates clearer stand-
ards for ‘‘willful infringement’’ by re-
quiring greater specificity in notice 
letters alleging infringement of patent 
claims and requiring courts to include 
in the record more information about 
how they calculate damage awards. 

Furthermore, the bill contains an im-
portant amendment that Congressman 
BOUCHER and I added during the Judici-
ary Committee markup to prevent in-
dividuals and companies from filing 
patents to protect tax strategies. Since 
1998, when the Federal Circuit Court of 
Appeals held that business methods 
were patentable, 51 tax strategy pat-
ents have been granted covering such 
topics as estate and gift tax strategies, 
pension plans, charitable giving and 
the like. Over 80 additional tax strat-
egy patents are pending before the 
USPTO. 

When one individual or business is 
given the exclusive right to a par-
ticular method of complying with the 
Tax Code, it increases the cost and 
complexity for every other citizen or 
tax preparer to comply with the Tax 
Code. No one should have to pay royal-
ties to file their taxes. H.R. 1908 ren-
ders these tax strategy patents 

unpatentable so that citizens can be 
free to comply with the Tax Code in 
the most efficient manner without ask-
ing permission or paying a royalty. 

Our patent laws were written over 50 
years ago and did not contemplate our 
modern economy where many products 
involve hundreds and even thousands of 
patented inventions. H.R. 1908 provides 
a much-needed update to these laws, 
and I urge my colleagues to support 
this litigation. 

Mr. CONYERS. Madam Chairman, I 
am pleased to add to that trio in the 
Judiciary that has worked for so long 
on patent reform. Her name is ZOE 
LOFGREN, and she is a subcommittee 
Chair; but she stayed with patent re-
form. I yield her 21⁄2 minutes. 

Ms. ZOE LOFGREN of California. 
Thank you, Mr. CONYERS, Mr. BERMAN, 
Mr. SMITH for your hard work. 

I rise in support of the bill which 
brings much-needed reform to our sys-
tem. We have worked hard really over 
the past half decade to come to this 
floor today with this legislation. 

I want to talk about one issue, and 
that is venue. Due to a flawed Federal 
Court decision in 1990, B.E. Holdings, 
patent trolls have been able to file 
cases more or less wherever they 
choose in the United States. And that 
decision has led to forum shopping as 
plaintiffs filed in jurisdictions where 
they knew they stood a better chance 
of winning, and where they would get 
more money if they did win. 

For example, filings in eastern Texas 
went from 32 cases a year 4 years ago 
to over 234 cases last year with a pro-
jected 8 percent increase this year. 
Patent holders win 27 percent more 
often there, and the awards are much 
bigger. The presiding judge himself de-
scribes the district as a ‘‘plaintiff-ori-
ented district.’’ It has led to the forma-
tion of entities that exist solely to 
bring patent cases. For example, the 
Zodiac Conglomerate is formed of sev-
eral smaller companies. None of the 
companies create any technology. They 
don’t produce any products. All of 
those companies are incorporated in ei-
ther Texas or Delaware. They exist for 
one purpose only, to bring patent 
cases. So far the Zodiac Conglomerate 
has sued 357 different companies, most-
ly in the Eastern District of Texas. 

b 1300 

Manufacturing venue leads to overly 
aggressive litigation behavior, which 
deters legitimate innovation. This 
manager’s amendment is going to cor-
rect the problem. The bill will allow 
cases to be filed where the defendant is 
located or has committed acts relevant 
to the patent dispute. 

We give the freest rules to inde-
pendent inventors and to individual in-
ventors and universities, noting their 
special role in this system. Corporate 
plaintiffs can only bring cases where 
the facilities are located if they have 

engaged in activities relevant to the 
patent dispute. 

In sum, the bill restores fairness and 
clarity to patent litigation by remov-
ing the most glaring instances of forum 
shopping by patent trolls. 

I represent Silicon Valley, which has 
a diversity of high tech. Biotech, large 
companies, small companies, univer-
sities, small inventors, pharmaceutical 
companies, we have got them all, in-
cluding small inventors working out of 
a garage. A balanced approach to inno-
vation is essential to all of these enti-
ties. H.R. 1908 provides that balance. 
We need to pass this bill today. I urge 
my colleagues to do so. 

Mr. SMITH of Texas. I yield 2 min-
utes to my friend, the gentleman from 
Ohio (Mr. CHABOT), the ranking mem-
ber of the Small Business Committee, 
ranking member of the Anti-Trust 
Task Force, and a senior member of 
the Judiciary Committee. 

Mr. CHABOT. Mr. Chairman, I rise in 
reluctant opposition to H.R. 1908, the 
Patent Reform Act, that we are consid-
ering here now. While this bill has been 
improved since its introduction back in 
April, the scheduling of this bill for 
consideration today makes one ques-
tion whether reform really is the ma-
jority’s objective. 

Why else would we push a bill 
through on a Friday afternoon under a 
structured rule that will only allow a 
few selected amendments even to be 
considered? In fact, since this bill was 
reported from the Judiciary Com-
mittee in July, several of us, as well as 
the stakeholders, have asked the lead-
ership to slow this bill down to ensure 
that we have a true reform bill that is 
fair and equitable to all who use the 
patent system. 

I believe the bill in its current form, 
and even if the manager’s amendment 
is adopted, fails to strengthen the sys-
tem Congress created to foster and pro-
tect innovation. In fact, more than 100 
companies, unions, universities, coali-
tions and other organizations have 
voiced their concerns with this bill. 

These entities, users of the patent 
system, believe that the changes pro-
posed by this act and the amendments 
we are considering today will be harm-
ful to their respective businesses, will 
be bad for the economy, and could 
threaten our status as the number one 
patent system in the world. If that is 
even possible, why would we rush to 
pass a bill that could jeopardize the 
very industries and employees that 
have made this Nation what it is 
today? 

Innovation is the heart and soul of 
this country. What has made the U.S. 
the strongest patent system in the 
world is its ability to adapt to different 
business models and innovations, pro-
tecting those who invent, while at the 
same time encouraging public dissemi-
nation. 

Of course, our patent system is not 
perfect. The Small Business Committee 
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that I happen to be the ranking mem-
ber of held a hearing on March 29th, 
2007, examining how small businesses 
use the patent system and the impact 
that this patent reform would have on 
them. The most revealing aspect of the 
hearing was the consensus among 
members and panelists that Congress 
should be very careful in making sig-
nificant change to the system. 

Mr. Chairman, I urge my colleagues 
to oppose this. 

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Chairman, I am 
pleased to yield 2 minutes to the gen-
tleman from North Carolina (Mr. 
WATT), who has worked continuously 
on this bill to improve it. 

Mr. WATT. I thank the gentleman 
for yielding. 

Mr. Chairman, when you practice law 
for 22 years, as I have before coming to 
Congress, and served on the Judiciary 
Committee for 15 years and never even 
in all that time dealt with patents, you 
are tempted to think of patent lawyers 
and the law of patents as a bunch of 
technocrats and elevate constitutional 
considerations and criminal law and 
other civil rights matters to a higher 
position. It has been an eye-opening ex-
perience for me, the first time to serve 
on this subcommittee and to see how 
important patent law is to stimulating, 
encouraging innovation, and to see how 
difficult and precise the law needs to 
be and how far behind the patent law 
has become in adapting to changes. 

One of the changes that I think 
hasn’t gotten much attention in this 
bill that I was surprised at as a mem-
ber of the Financial Services Com-
mittee that has so many regulators of 
the various parts of our financial sys-
tem which can promulgate rules, it 
seemed to me when I found out that 
the Patent and Trade Office really 
didn’t have the authority to promul-
gate any meaningful rules, that that 
was contributing to the problem, be-
cause innovations and ideas and inven-
tions and communications are trav-
eling so fast that the law can’t always 
keep up with them. It is in that con-
text that meaningful regulation is im-
portant. So I wanted to point to that 
particular aspect. 

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 3 minutes to my friend, the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. MANZULLO), 
the former chairman of the Small Busi-
ness Committee. 

Mr. MANZULLO. Mr. Chairman, if we 
had to patent the way Congress is con-
sidering this bill, no one would claim 
to be its inventor. This is a disgrace. 
One of the most important bills to 
come before this Nation in 60 years 
concerning manufacturing and patent-
ability of articles and processes is so 
limited that the Democrats have given 
just 4 minutes of their 30 to two people 
on the other side. They owe them an 
apology. They owe them at least an-
other hour of debate. The American 
people deserve a lot more debate than 
that. 

An amendment was filed at 2:46 yes-
terday before the Rules Committee, the 
manager’s amendment. One of the 
groups that contacted us representing 
pharmacies and labor unions and Cat-
erpillar and all kinds of manufacturing 
organizations got a hold of it, finally 
had to analyze it overnight because of 
the complexity of the issues, and said, 
my gosh, this could destroy the system 
of patent law and protection of patent 
holders in this country. 

What we are asking for is the oppor-
tunity to be able to explain it. Mem-
bers of Congress should not be placed 
in the position of choosing between in-
novation. 

Let me give you an example. Cater-
pillar is on one side, in Peoria, Illinois, 
PHIL HARE’s district. Hundreds of thou-
sands of suppliers across the country, 
including the Midwest. Research in Mo-
tion, the maker of the BlackBerry, is 
on the other side of the issue, in favor 
of it. But inside of the BlackBerry is 
this motherboard. It is magnesium. It 
is made by Chicago White Metals. They 
have the finest processes for magne-
sium hot-chamber diecasting, a com-
pany that is the only diecasting com-
pany in the country that is rated ISO 
14001 for its higher environmental 
standards. 

You have to get on the inside of these 
machines to understand the impor-
tance of this law. You have to be able 
to take every single word that is added 
at the last minute and be able to study 
it to see the impact upon American in-
novation. That is what this debate is 
about. It is simply asking for more 
time. 

The first thing we learn as Members 
of Congress is do no harm. Why should 
we place ourselves in the position of 
choosing winners and losers in some-
thing as important as patent law, with 
the excuse that we have to harmonize 
and we have to adopt Asian and Euro-
pean standards of patent law? What is 
wrong with the American system? We 
are the innovators, we are the ones 
with the great minds. It is our system 
that is placed, in effect, in the entire 
world, all the products and the proc-
esses and the ideas that have made us 
free. 

I would therefore ask the Members, 
even if you lean towards this bill, to 
vote against it as a matter of free 
speech principle. The American people 
are entitled to more debate, because 
they need to know more about this bill. 

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself 10 seconds. 

I just want to tell the previous 
speaker that we have had to accommo-
date about 20 different parts of our 
American industry and society, and, of 
course, everybody is not equally happy. 
Apparently you are one of those. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield 2 minutes to 
the distinguished gentleman from 
Georgia (Mr. JOHNSON). 

Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. I thank 
the chairman. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise in support of 
H.R. 1908, the Patent Reform Act of 
2007. I want to commend the Chair of 
the Judiciary Committee, JOHN CON-
YERS, as well as all the members of the 
Subcommittee on Courts, the Internet 
and Intellectual Property, especially 
Chairman HOWARD BERMAN, and also 
Ranking Member HOWARD COBLE, for 
their hard work in bringing this impor-
tant piece of legislation to the floor. It 
is a bipartisan effort. 

Although I am a new member to this 
subcommittee, I am well aware that 
Congress has been debating patent re-
form for several years. This area of the 
law has not been updated for 55 years, 
yet patents touch upon so many dif-
ferent sectors, from agriculture to bio-
technology to manufacturing and com-
puter technology. 

In order to continue to stimulate 
growth and reward inventors in these 
various sectors, we in Congress are 
charged with finding the right balances 
between protecting inventions and 
stimulating innovation. Our Founding 
Fathers realized it was so important to 
protect inventions and promote inno-
vation that they wrote that protection 
into our Constitution in article I, sec-
tion 8. 

For more than half a century, the 
United States has led the world in re-
search and innovation, partly due to 
the fact that the U.S. rewards its in-
ventors and protects their ideas. But 
since the last update to our system 
over 55 years ago, technology has rap-
idly changed and has revolutionized 
our economy. In order to keep up with 
these changes, Congress has stepped 
forward to update this important body 
of law. 

This bill makes several important 
changes, including moving from a first- 
to-invent to a first-to-file system. It 
places certain limitations on willful in-
fringement, it creates a new process of 
post-grant review, and it addresses 
changes of venue to address the issue of 
forum shopping. 

This bill is not perfect, but I ask that 
the Members of this body pass this bill. 

Now this bill is not perfect, and Members as 
well as many representatives from various in-
dustries have come to my office with their con-
cerns about the damages section of HR 1908. 

During the House Judiciary Committee 
markup, Congressman FEENEY and I were 
able to craft an amendment that I believe 
struck a balance, giving juries the ability to 
come to a deliberate decision while giving 
them the flexibility within the law to assess 
damages. 

Our intent is also included in the CONGRES-
SIONAL RECORD; the case law used in assess-
ing damages, also known as the fifteen Geor-
gia Pacific factors, may still be considered 
when courts are assessing damages. We 
have diligently tried to meet the concerns of a 
wide spectrum of industries and while this bill 
is not perfect, it is a bipartisan effort to update 
the patent system. 

Mr. Chairman, it is my hope that although 
there are continued concerns, we can work on 
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them through the conference committee proc-
ess in a continued bi-partisan fashion and we 
can all come to a compromise. 

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 2 minutes to my friend and col-
league, the gentleman from Texas (Mr. 
GOHMERT), the deputy ranking member 
of the Crime Subcommittee of the Ju-
diciary Committee. 

Mr. GOHMERT. I thank the ranking 
member. 

Mr. Chairman, there are some things 
that need repair in the U.S. patent sys-
tem, but something about this bill kept 
troubling me. When I read the provi-
sion regarding the transfer of venue, I 
began to realize something was very 
wrong. The provision said the court 
may transfer an action only to a dis-
trict where ‘‘the defendant had sub-
stantial evidence or witnesses.’’ 

I could not believe it. That provision 
did not even allow a judge to consider 
fairness or justice or caseloads or time 
delays or whether the plaintiff was a 
small entrepreneur with only a few 
patents who could be led to bankruptcy 
by being forced to file in a court where 
it had a 5-year delay. I would have been 
absolutely staggered during my years 
as a judge to see a venue provision like 
this. Many agreed and realized that 
was grossly overreaching and pro-
ponents of the bill immediately recog-
nized that and were willing to work. 

But patent cases increased in the 
Eastern District of Texas when compa-
nies like Texas Instruments realized 
they could get a trial within 18 months 
in front of some of the best judges in 
the country and get fairness. Initially, 
there were more plaintiff victories, 
but, as I understand, the last year or so 
it has been 50–50, which there is no-
where in the country comparable to 
that. 

I began to realize something was very 
wrong and one-sided when something 
like that could get into a bill, and espe-
cially the manager’s amendment, with-
out being noticed. And who would want 
something like that? Then you realize, 
it is big companies who do not want 
others to have the opportunities that 
they did. 

So that made me look again at the 
damage provision that was being com-
pletely changed. I realized to whom 
that was helping and whom that would 
destroy, and I realized that the lan-
guage for that must have come from 
the same type source who did not want 
anything but a small cookie cutter or 
mold to consider damages when, for 
years now, there have been many more 
factors that needed to be considered. 
You have drug cases. You have objects 
that are patented. You have concepts. 

The Comprehensive Patent Reform bill 
being pushed at this time has some good fea-
tures. 

There are some things that need repair in 
the U.S. patent system. But, something about 
this bill kept troubling me. 

When I read the provision regarding the 
transfer of venue, I began to realize something 

was very wrong. The provision said that the 
court may transfer an action only to a district 
where ‘‘the defendant has substantial evi-
dence or witnesses.’’ That provision did not 
even allow the judge to consider fairness, or 
justice, or case loads and time delays of other 
courts or whether the plaintiff was a small en-
trepreneur with only a few patents who will be 
destroyed if the case is transferred to a court 
with a 5-year wait to trial. In my days as a trial 
judge, I would have been absolutely staggered 
to see a venue rule so incredibly one-sided. It 
was grossly overreaching and proponents of 
the bill immediately recognized that when it 
was pointed out, but they just had not noticed 
that. They then agreed to changes that pre-
vent the language from being quite so egre-
gious. 

As our colleague from the high tech area of 
California pointed out moments ago, there 
have been patent cases filed in the Eastern 
District of Texas in my district. That began 
happening when Texas Instruments, not some 
small patent troll, along with others who had 
patents being infringed, could not get a prompt 
trial elsewhere, realized the Eastern District of 
Texas had some of the best judicial minds 
who were rarely ever reversed, and they could 
receive a trial within 2 years instead of 5. So 
lawsuits were filed there. As far as the rates 
of victories by plaintiffs to defendants, she 
cited old data and the new data shows that 
the district being excoriated in the past year 
probably has had more equality of verdicts 
than anywhere else in the country, which 
means the issue is a red herring for something 
else to get passed that is potentially deadly to 
invention. 

I agreed we needed to do something about 
patent trolls who buy patents so they can sue 
to try to hold up a company for cash. I agreed 
that’s not right. I was willing to help fix it. But 
after proposing solutions to that which were 
met by a desire to use that issue only as an 
excuse to make comprehensive, devastating 
changes to two centuries of patent law, I real-
ized something inappropriate was at work 
here. 

I began to realize something was very 
wrong for a terribly one-sided provision to 
make its way into the official bill being consid-
ered as a Manager’s Amendment at the full 
Judiciary Committee. I began to think about 
who must have written or at least pushed to 
get that type of totally one-sided provision in 
there. It was not anyone interested in fairness. 
It was someone interested in really tilting the 
playing field completely one way. That had to 
be from huge defendants who wanted to drag 
small entrepreneurs into dilatory situations so 
that their invention or component could be 
usurped without proper compensation, even 
though it might mean the bankruptcy of the in-
ventor and the destruction of the opportunity 
for the little guys with the inventive vision and 
spirit, which actually spurred some of the 
greatest developments and wealth we know 
and have in this country. 

So when I looked again at the damage pro-
vision that was being completely changed, I 
realized whom that was helping and whom 
that would destroy and I realized that lan-
guage came from the same type source. It is 
extremely one-sided and completely abrogates 
the ability of a court to use factors or stand-

ards that are applicable in the vast variety of 
patent cases which arise. Patents are ob-
tained for so many different types of objects, 
drugs, and even concepts. To try to force such 
a huge spectrum of patents into one small 
specific type of cookie cutter or mold is of 
great concern to so many. 

Then, I remembered also something about 
this ‘‘comprehensive’’ type approach—that’s 
what was being said about immigration re-
form!! In the case of Immigration, ‘‘Com-
prehensive Reform’’ was being used to make 
some changes most of us could probably 
agree on in order to mask within those accept-
able provisions other problematic provisions 
unacceptable to most Americans which could 
probably not pass by themselves. After finding 
examples of inappropriately oppressive lan-
guage that was being stuffed or hidden in a 
large comprehensive bill, I am left wondering 
why not just fix the limited areas that are 
agreeable and not shove a brand new com-
prehensive, revolutionary change—that some 
say will absolutely set over 200 years of pat-
ent law on its head—that may give some of 
the largest corporations in the country the abil-
ity to prevent others from having the same op-
portunities they had to become large. 

It is real easy to continue to excoriate these 
horrid ‘‘patent trolls’’, which could easily be ad-
dressed by very small changes to a very lim-
ited provision. If you want to limit patent trolls, 
then restrict the abilities of those who pur-
chase the patents or rights to sue as sec-
ondary holders of patents. If that is not 
enough, there are other limited ways to handle 
it, though one must be careful not to destroy 
principal patent assets after a company is 
bought out by another. But I would humbly 
submit that when an easy fix is rejected to 
such a problem because some desire the 
issue to mask an effort that may well deni-
grate or destroy the adequate ability to pre-
serve such assets—something is amiss in 
Washington, DC. 

As objections from many areas have grown, 
the private interests pushing this bill have real-
ized they may have pushed too far too fast, so 
have sought to appear less draconian, but we 
must review what this bill does. The bill before 
us today completely changes: The damages 
or compensation that may be obtained from a 
wrongdoer for stealing or usurping someone 
else’s patent; the law on where such suits for 
infringement may be filed; the effect of a pat-
ent; the law on administrative review of pat-
ents and privacy issues of the patent before it 
is final. Is it any wonder that the worst thieves 
nationally and internationally of U.S. intellec-
tual property are hoping we pass this bill. 

It is also important to point out that we have 
heard here today promises about things that 
will be fixed between now and when the law 
were to become law. We’ve been told that our 
input is welcome toward such fixes. The trou-
ble is, we were told the same thing at the full 
committee. I was one who was called by 
name to help the group work on fixes to major 
problems. Though I am not questioning moti-
vation at this juncture, I have made myself 
available to meet and have offered sugges-
tions, but the group that was going to meet 
and work on the changes before today never 
met that I was advised. My staff says they 
were never advised. So much for getting in 
that valuable input. 
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The question remains: Do we need this 

much of a complete change to a system that 
has spurred, nurtured and protected the great-
est advancements in the history of mankind. I 
would submit that it is imperative that we back 
up, vote this down, and come back with non- 
comprehensive provisions that do not include 
provisions that will tilt the playing field and so 
dramatically change our laws to protect intel-
lectual property rights. We should borrow from 
the old Code in Medicine to first do no harm! 

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
21⁄4 minutes to the gentlewoman from 
Texas (Ms. JACKSON-LEE). 

b 1315 

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr. 
Chairman, let me first of all thank the 
toiling committee chaired by Chair-
man CONYERS and Ranking Member 
SMITH. This has been a long journey. 
As a new member of the Subcommittee 
on Intellectual Property, let me also 
thank both the chairman and ranking 
member for a tough, tough challenge. 

It is important to express that this is 
a significant change in patent law, but 
it is done to protect, if you will, the 
very treasure that has propelled Amer-
ica into an economic engine and that 
we must insist continue. 

I think the changes that have been 
made certainly to some may be star-
tling, but the effort was to bring all 
parties together. I am delighted that 
even though there are questions about, 
for example, the first-to-file over the 
first-to-invent, this committee saw fit 
to add my amendment which means 
that there will be periodic review so 
Congress will be instructed on whether 
or not this works on behalf of all in-
ventors big and small. 

Then when we look at the workings 
in section 5 dealing with first-to-file 
and dealing with damages. Rather than 
passing this law forever and ever, an 
amendment I added will give us an op-
portunity to study it to assess who is it 
helping and who is it hurting. We cer-
tainly want to ensure that all are given 
an opportunity. 

I am very glad that the manager’s 
amendment has impacted the damages 
provision. The original bill seemed to 
require all apportionment in all cases. 
But in this instance the manager’s 
amendment has made it as one of the 
factors. Therefore, when you look at a 
Post-it sticker, you can determine how 
much the glue has helped the Post-it 
sticker. This is apportionment of dam-
ages in case there was a lawsuit. 

I know that there are many groups, 
such as Innovation Alliance, that I 
look forward to working with as we 
make our way through to ensure that 
this bill answers the questions big and 
small and fuels the economic engine of 
manufacturing, universities, pharma-
ceuticals and others, like small inven-
tors. I ask my colleagues to consider 
this bill and support it. It has a mean-
ingful response to changing patent law 
for all involved. 

Mr. Chairman, as an original co-sponsor 
and member of the Judiciary Subcommittee on 
the Courts, Intellectual Property, and the Inter-
net, I rise in strong support of H.R. 1908, the 
Patent Reform Act of 2007. I am proud to 
Support this legislation because in many ways 
the current patent system is flawed, outdated, 
and in need of modernization. Under the vi-
sionary leadership of Chairman CONYERS and 
Subcommittee Chairman BERMAN, joined by 
Mr. SMITH and Mr. COBLE, their counterparts 
on the minority side, the Judiciary Committee 
labored long and hard to produce legislation 
that reforms the American patent system so 
that it continues to foster innovation and be 
the jet fuel of the American economy and re-
mains the envy of the world. 

Mr. Chairman, Article I, Section 8, clause 8 
of the Constitution confers upon the Congress 
the power: 

To promote the Progress of Science and 
useful Arts, by securing for limited Times to 
Authors and Inventors the exclusive Right to 
their respective Writings and Discoveries. 

In order to fulfill the Constitution’s mandate, 
we must examine the patent system periodi-
cally. The legislation before us represents the 
first comprehensive review of the patent sys-
tem in more than a generation. It is right and 
good and necessary that the Congress now 
reexamine the patent system to determine 
whether there may be flaws in its operation 
that may hamper innovation, including the 
problems described as decreased patent qual-
ity, prevalence of subjective elements in pat-
ent practice, patent abuse, and lack of mean-
ingful alternatives to the patent litigation proc-
ess. 

On the other hand, Mr. Chairman, we must 
always be mindful of the importance of ensur-
ing that small companies have the same op-
portunities to innovate and have their inven-
tions patented and that the laws will continue 
to protect their valuable intellectual property. 

The role of venture capital is very important 
in the patent debate, as is preserving the col-
laboration that now occurs between small 
firms and universities. We must ensure that 
whatever improvements we make to the pat-
ent laws are not done so at the expense of 
innovators and to innovation. The legislation 
before us, while not perfect, does a surpris-
ingly good job at striking the right balance. 

Mr. Chairman, the subject of damages and 
royalty payments, which is covered in Section 
5 of the bill, is a complex issue. The com-
plexity stems from the subject matter itself but 
also interactive effects of patent litigation re-
form on the royalty negotiation process and 
the future of innovation. Important innovations 
come from universities, medical centers, and 
smaller companies that develop commercial 
applications from their basic research. These 
innovators must rely upon the licensing proc-
ess to monetize their ideas and inventions. 

Mr. Chairman, the innovation ecosystem we 
create and sustain today will produce tomor-
row’s technological breakthroughs. That eco-
system is comprised of many different oper-
ating models. It is for that reason that we eval-
uated competing patent reform proposals thor-
oughly to ensure that sweeping changes in 
one part of the system do not result in unin-
tended consequences to other important parts. 

Let me discuss briefly some of the more sig-
nificant features of this legislation, which I will 
urge all members to support. 

SECTION 3: RIGHT OF THE FIRST INVENTOR TO FILE 
H.R. 1908 converts the U.S. patent system 

from a first-to-invent system to a first-inventor- 
to file system. The U.S. is alone in granting 
priority to the first inventor as opposed to the 
first inventor to file a patent. H.R. 1908 will in-
ject needed clarity and certainty into the sys-
tem. While cognizant of the enormity of the 
change that a ‘‘first inventor to file’’ system 
may have on many small inventors and uni-
versities, a grace period is maintained to sub-
stantially reduce the negative impact to these 
inventors. 

Moreover, the legislation incorporates an 
amendment that I offered during the full com-
mittee markup that requires the Department of 
Commerce Undersecretary for Intellectual 
Property and Director of the Patent and Trade-
mark Office director to conduct a study every 
seven years on the effectiveness of revisions 
made in the bill to the patent derivation litiga-
tion system and submit the report to the 
House and Senate Judiciary committees. In 
embracing this constructive addition to the bill, 
the Committee Report notes: 

[T]he amendments in section 3 of the bill 
serve to implement a fundamental change in 
the operation of the United States patent 
system. Such change, while well-reasoned, 
requires a mechanism for monitoring its 
long-term effects. 

SECTION 5: FORMULA FOR CALCULATING FAIR AND 
EQUITABLE REMEDIES 

Section 5 of the bill provides useful clarifica-
tion to courts and juries designed to ensure in-
ventors are compensated fairly, while not dis-
couraging innovation with arbitrary or exces-
sive damage awards. While preserving the 
right of patent owners to receive appropriate 
damages, the bill provides a formula to ensure 
that the patent owner be rewarded for the ac-
tual value of the patented invention. 

Computing damages in patent cases is an 
exceedingly complex task. The complexity 
stems not from the unwillingness of competing 
interests to find common ground but from the 
interactive effects of patent litigation reform on 
the royalty negotiation process and the future 
of innovation. 

To illustrate, consider this frequently cited 
hypothetical. A new turbine blade for a jet en-
gine is invented which enables the plane to 
achieve a 40 percent increase in gas mileage. 
What is fair compensation for the holder of the 
patent? Damages could fairly be based on the 
number of turbine blades used, the number of 
jet engines employing those turbine blades, or 
on a percentage of the savings of the cost of 
jet fuel used, or the number of miles flown by 
aircraft using engines employing the turbine 
blades, or even, if the higher efficiency of air-
craft using the turbine blades was the basis 
for the market demand for the jet, the jet itself. 

The original version of the bill was suscep-
tible to a reasonable interpretation that appor-
tionment would be required in all cases. But 
as marked up and amended, apportionment is 
only one of the several methods a court can 
use in awarding damages, including the use of 
the current approach established in Georgia- 
Pacific v. United States Plywood Corp., 318 
F.Supp. 116 (S.D.N.Y. 1970), which provides 
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that reasonable royalty damages are 
ascertained by looking to what the infringer 
would have paid, and what the patent owner 
would have accepted, for a license, had one 
been negotiated at the time the infringement 
began. 

Moreover, apportionment no longer applies 
to damages based on lost profits. Another 
change allows plaintiff to recover the en-
hanced value of previously known elements 
where their combination in the invention adds 
value or functionality to the prior art. This is a 
very important and helpful compromise on the 
issue of patent case damages. We must keep 
in mind that important innovations come from 
universities, medical centers, and smaller 
companies that develop commercial applica-
tions from their basic research. These 
innovators must rely upon the licensing proc-
ess to monetize their ideas and inventions. 
Thus, it is very important that we take care not 
to harm this incubator of tomorrow’s techno-
logical breakthroughs. The bill before us 
strikes the proper balance. 

In addition, it should also be pointed out that 
included in the bill is another of my amend-
ments adopted during the full committee mark-
up requiring the PTO Director to conduct a 
study on the effectiveness and efficiency of 
the amendments to section 5 of the bill, and 
submit to the Committees on the Judiciary of 
the House of Representatives and the Senate 
a report on the results of the study. The report 
must include any recommendations the Direc-
tor may have on amendments to the law add 
any other recommendations the Director may 
have with respect to the right of the inventor 
to obtain damages for patent infringement. 
The study must be done not later than the end 
of the 7-year period beginning on the date of 
enactment of this Act and at the end of every 
7-year period after the date of the first study. 
In adopting this amendment, the Judiciary 
Committee reported that: 

[T]he amendments in section 5 of the bill 
will have many positive effects on the patent 
system, but that the changes are sufficiently 
significant to require periodic monitoring. 
By examining the effects of these changes on 
a regular basis, and by paying attention to 
such feedback as may be obtained through 
these studies, Congress can ensure that any 
unforeseen negative consequences that may 
arise can be dealt with through future legis-
lation or other mechanisms. 

WILLFUL INFRINGEMENT AND PRIOR USE RIGHTS 

The legislation also contains certain limita-
tions on willful infringement. A court may only 
find willful infringement if the patent owner 
shows, by clear and convincing evidence, that 
(1) the infringer, after receiving detailed written 
notice from the patentee, performed the acts 
of infringement, (2) the infringer intentionally 
copied the patented invention with knowledge 
that it was patented, or (3) after having been 
found by a court to have infringed a patent, 
the infringer engaged in conduct that again in-
fringed on the same patent. An allegation of 
willfulness is subject to a ‘‘good faith’’ defense. 
H.R. 1908 also expands the ‘‘prior user rights’’ 
defense to infringement, where an earlier in-
ventor began using a product or process (al-
though unpatented) before another obtained a 
patent for it. 

POST-GRANT PROCEDURES AND OTHER QUALITY 
ENHANCEMENTS 

Another beneficial feature of H.R. 1908 is 
that it cures the principal deficiencies of re-ex-
amination procedures and creates a new, 
post-grant review that provides an effective 
and efficient system for considering challenges 
to the validity of patents. Addressing concerns 
that one seeking to cancel a patent could 
abuse a post -grant review procedure, the bill 
establishes a single opportunity for challenge 
that must be initiated within 12 months of the 
patent being granted. It also requires the PTO 
Director to prescribe rules for abuse of dis-
covery or improper use of the proceeding, lim-
its the types of prior art which may be consid-
ered, and prohibits a party from reasserting 
claims in court that it raised in post-grant re-
view. 

VENUE AND JURISDICTION 
Finally, the bill also addresses changes to 

venue, to address extensive forum shopping 
and provides for interlocutory appeals to help 
clarify the claims of the inventions early in the 
litigation process. H.R. 1908 would restore 
balance to this statute by allowing cases to be 
brought in a variety of locales—including 
where the defendant is incorporated or has its 
principal place of business or has committed a 
substantial portion of the acts of infringement 
and has a physical facility controlled by the 
defendant. H.R. 1908 makes patent reform liti-
gation more efficient by providing the Federal 
Circuit jurisdiction over interlocutory decisions, 
known as Markman orders, in which the dis-
trict court construes the claims of a patent as 
a matter of law. 

CONCLUSION 
In short, Mr. Chairman, the argument for 

supporting H.R. 1908 can be summed up as 
follows: For those who are confident about the 
future, the bill, as amended, offers vindication. 
For those who are skeptical that the new 
changes will work, the Jackson-Lee amend-
ments added to the bill will provide the evi-
dence they need to prove their case. And for 
those who believe that maintaining the status 
quo is intolerable, the legislation before us of-
fers the best way forward. 

I urge all members to join me in supporting 
passage of this landmark legislation. 

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I 
reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Chairman, I am 
pleased to call on my neighbor and 
friend, MARCY KAPTUR from Toledo, 
Ohio; and I recognize her for 2 minutes. 

Ms. KAPTUR. Mr. Chairman, I thank 
my good friend from the great State of 
Michigan, the chairman of the com-
mittee, for yielding. 

Unfortunately, I have to disagree 
with him on this bill and urge my col-
leagues to vote ‘‘no’’ on H.R. 1908 be-
cause we don’t want to weaken the U.S. 
patent system. This is surely not the 
time with a trillion-dollar trade deficit 
to do more selling out of America and 
to try to harmonize our standards 
down to some of the worst intellectual 
property pirates like China. 

This bill essentially makes it easier 
for infringers to steal U.S. inventions, 
and it is truly sad that we are only 
given a few seconds to talk about this. 

That alone should tell our colleagues, 
vote ‘‘no,’’ give us a chance to open 
this up and talk about how this is 
going to affect jobs in America. 

This bill affects two-thirds to 80 per-
cent of the asset value of all U.S. firms. 
Most industrial companies in this 
country oppose it. Over 200 organiza-
tions across this country oppose it, in-
cluding the electronics industry, phar-
maceuticals, small inventors, and uni-
versities. And, yet, we just get a few 
seconds here. 

Let me tell you what is going on. Mr. 
EMANUEL was down here earlier reading 
a list of the big semiconductor compa-
nies, the high-tech firms. This bill does 
heavily benefit them because they are 
some of the worst intellectual property 
infringers. 

What this bill does is it supports 
those large transnational corporations 
that repeatedly infringe on the patents 
of others, and they are looking to re-
duce what they have to pay in the 
courts. Now, they have had to pay 
about $3.5 billion in fines over the last 
couple of years, and it was deserved. 
But that represents less than 1 percent 
of their revenues. What they are trying 
to do is use this bill to make it harder 
for small inventors and others to file. 

What does this bill change? It says to 
an inventor, unlike since 1709 in this 
country, when we say if you are first to 
invent, that patent belongs to us, they 
want to change it to first-to-file. In 
other words, they can file it anywhere 
else in the world and someone else can 
take that and infringe on that inven-
tion. It is not first-invention anymore, 
it is first-to-file. Boy, there is a lot 
more to say and our time should not be 
squashed in this House on an issue of 
such vital importance to the industrial 
and the commercial base of this coun-
try. 

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
2 minutes to the gentleman from Maine 
(Mr. MICHAUD). 

Mr. MICHAUD. Mr. Chairman, I 
thank the gentleman for yielding. 
Today I rise in strong opposition to the 
Patent Reform Act of 2007. While I ap-
preciate all of the hard work that 
Chairman BERMAN did on this bill, I 
think this bill is bad for our manufac-
turing industry. 

We have been told that the manager’s 
amendment significantly improves the 
bill. It actually is worse than the un-
derlying bill, especially with respect to 
the damages section in the bill. This 
bill is fundamentally flawed. It can’t 
be fixed by the manager’s amendment. 

This bill will weaken patent protec-
tion by making patents less reliable, 
easier to challenge, and cheaper to in-
fringe. This bill severely threatens 
American innovation, jobs and com-
petitiveness and ought to be opposed. 

Hundreds of companies and organiza-
tions around the country have written 
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Congress to raise their strong opposi-
tion and their strong objections to cer-
tain provisions of this bill. Manufac-
turers, organized labor, biotech, 
nanotech, pharmaceuticals, small busi-
nesses, universities, and economic de-
velopment organizations have serious 
concerns about this legislation. 

Foreign companies are watching this 
legislation and are eager to attack U.S. 
patents. The Economic Times reports 
that Indian companies see an oppor-
tunity to challenge our patents; and by 
doing so, they will leave our businesses 
in a litigation crisis. 

We are compromising many of our in-
dustries by passing this bill. We are 
creating a litigation nightmare. We 
need to proceed to get a better bill, and 
I urge my colleagues to defeat this leg-
islation so we can move forward on leg-
islation with more people who will sup-
port patent reform which has to be 
changed. I urge my colleagues to defeat 
this legislation. 

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Chairman, I take 
5 seconds to assure my distinguished 
friend from Maine that I have more in-
dustry in my State than he does, and I 
am protecting them pretty much. 

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield the balance of my time to Mr. 
ISSA, a member of the Judiciary Com-
mittee and the holder of 37 U.S. pat-
ents. 

Mr. ISSA. Mr. Chairman, for those 
who may be interested, some of my 
patents have expired and more will. 

I am no longer a day-to-day inventor; 
but I will always have the soul of an in-
ventor, the belief that in fact if you 
have an idea, you can go to the Patent 
Office and for a relative de minimis 
amount of money you can in fact pro-
tect that idea for a period of 20 years 
from the time you ask the Patent Of-
fice to protect your invention and give 
you an opportunity to make a small or 
not-so-small fortune off of it. 

I don’t think there is anyone in the 
Congress who owes their reason for 
being here to the success of patents 
more than myself. My company grew 
and thrived because we were able to 
protect our intellectual property, pat-
ents, copyrights and trademarks. So 
since I have been here as a non-attor-
ney coming to the Congress and asking 
to be on the Judiciary Committee, a 
little bit like Sonny Bono, that is 
where the things he knew about were 
legislated. He knew about copyrights 
and songs; I know a little bit about 
patents, and a lot about the flaws in 
the system. 

And, Mr. Chairman, there are many 
flaws in the system. This bill has been 
the best work by the best minds, both 
by Members of Congress, but also by 
staff, trade associations and industry, 
to bring out those mistakes and to try 
to find solutions. 

Today you have heard a lot of anger 
and rancor about China. Nobody could 
want America to prosper more than I 

do. But, in fact, by next year more 
than half of all patents in the U.S. will 
be granted to non-U.S. companies. This 
is not a debate about protecting pat-
ents against foreigners. Foreigners are 
patenting in our country, and we invite 
that innovation. It has often led to 
prosperity in all aspects of America. 

I include a long letter from UCSD 
CONNECT, an organization founded by 
Bill Otterson and the University of 
California at San Diego, in which they, 
along with California Healthcare Insti-
tute, BIOCOM, Gen-Probe, Invitrogen, 
Pfizer, Qualcomm and others who all 
say this is a good bill, but we have 
some additional areas we would like to 
find compromise on. Some of the 
things in this letter of yesterday are 
included in the manager’s amendment. 
Some will be included in amendments 
that will be heard on the floor in a few 
minutes. 

CONNECT®, 
September 5, 2007. 

Hon. DARRELL ISSA, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR REPRESENTATIVE ISSA: We greatly ap-
preciate the time you spent meeting with 
CONNECT last week to discuss the Patent 
Reform Act, H.R. 1908. Thank you for your 
efforts to improve the bill and, in particular, 
your ongoing work on the post-grant review 
provision. 

Given the immediacy of the House floor 
consideration, this letter and ensuing draft 
language serves as a follow-up to our recent 
meeting. On behalf of the San Diego innova-
tion community and CONNECT members, we 
request your continued leadership and 
strongly urge your consideration of the fol-
lowing improvements to the bill. 

APPORTIONMENT OF DAMAGES 
As you well know, the damages provision 

in the patent statute is a critical part of pat-
ent law and a vital part of strong patent pro-
tection, which CONNECT supports. We be-
lieve our patent system must have appro-
priate consequences that serve as a deterrent 
for stealing intellectual property. However, 
we do not want the law modified to the point 
where patent infringement is simply a cost 
of doing business. Per our meeting, we have 
worked with your staff to develop the draft 
language at the end of this letter to address 
this important matter. 

Further, the courts must have flexibility 
in the assessment of damages. The bill takes 
away this flexibility. The judicial system is 
working. A judge either accepts a jury deci-
sion or not, and the appeals system is in 
place to handle additional grievances. We en-
courage you to avoid binding the court with 
a prescribed mechanism and ask you to con-
sider the language following this letter that 
preserves judges’ flexibility. 

RULEMAKING 
The existing rulemaking language in the 

bill is too expansive and gives the U.S. Pat-
ent and Trademark Office (PTO) unparal-
leled authority. Congress is expressly given 
authority in the U.S. Constitution to safe-
guard intellectual property. In addition, we 
believe this excessively broad rulemaking 
power could lead to instability in the patent 
system. Congress is better equipped to de-
velop standards through legislative means. 
As such, we urge you to follow the Senate’s 
lead and remove the PTO rulemaking provi-
sion from the House bill. 

USER FEES 
The diversion of user fees has long been a 

concern because it hinders the PTO’s ability 
to hire examiners and eliminate the backlog 
of patents. It now takes approximately 31 
months for a patent to be issued, and a 2005 
congressional report stated that without fee 
diversion the patent backlog would lower to 
about 22 months. 

Given this, we respectfully ask that you 
include language, identical to Senator 
Coburn’s amendment to S. 1145, to prevent 
the diversion of fees collected by the PTO for 
general revenue purposes by cancelling the 
appropriations account for PTO fees and cre-
ating a new account in the U.S. Treasury for 
the fees to be deposited. 

VENUE 
We favor balanced venue language with re-

spect to the parties that is also symmetrical 
in terms of transfer. Venue should be proper 
in a district or division: (1) in which either 
party resides or (2) where the defendant has 
committed acts of infringement and has a 
regular and established place of business. 
Specifically, we urge a return to the pre- 
markup venue provision in H.R. 1908. 

Thank you, again, for your consideration 
of our views and the accompanying draft lan-
guage. Though we do not support the bill as 
currently written, we want to work with you 
to make the legislation a means to strength-
en the patent system to advance innovation, 
promote entrepreneurship and boost job 
growth. We look forward to continuing to 
work with you to achieve these goals. 

Sincerely, 
CONNECT, AMN Healthcare, California 

Healthcare Institute, BIOCOM, Gen- 
Probe, Invitrogen, Pfizer, QUALCOMM, 
San Diego State University Research 
Foundation Tech Transfer Office, Tech 
Coast Angels, Townsend and Townsend 
and Crew. 

DRAFT DAMAGES LANGUAGE 
SEC. 5. RIGHT OF THE INVENTOR TO OBTAIN 

DAMAGES. 
(a) DAMAGES.—Section 284 is amended— 
(1) in the first paragraph— 
(A) by striking ‘‘Upon’’ and inserting ‘‘(a) 

IN GENERAL.—Upon’’; 
(B) by designating the second undesignated 

paragraph as subsection (c); and 
(C) by inserting after subsection (a) (as 

designated by subparagraph (A) of this para-
graph) the following: 

‘‘(b) RESONABLE ROALTY.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—An award pursuant to 

subsection (a) that is based upon a reason-
able royalty shall be determined in accord-
ance with this subsection. Based on the facts 
of the case, the court shall consider the ap-
plicability of paragraph (2), (3) and (5) in cal-
culating a reasonable royalty. The court 
shall identify the factors that are relevant to 
the determination of a reasonable royalty 
under the applicable paragraph, and the 
court or jury, as the case may be, shall con-
sider only those factors in making the deter-
mination. 

‘‘(2) RELATIONSHIP OF DAMAGES TO CON-
TRIBUTIONS OVER PRIOR ART.—If an infringer 
shows evidence that features not covered by 
the claimed invention contribute economic 
value to the accused product or process, an 
analysis may be conducted to ensure that a 
reasonable royalty under subsection (a) is 
applied only to that economic value properly 
attributable to the claimed invention. The 
court, or the jury, as the case may be, may 
exclude from the analysis the economic 
value properly attributable to features not 
covered by the claimed invention that con-
tribute economic value to the infringing 
product or process. 
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‘‘(3) ENTIRE MARKET VALUE.—If the claim-

ant shows that the claimed invention is the 
predominant basis for market demand for a 
product or process that has a functional rela-
tionship with the claimed invention, dam-
ages may be based upon the entire market 
value of the products or professes involved 
that satisfy that demand. 

‘‘(4) COMBINATION INVENTIONS.—For pur-
poses of paragraphs (2) and (3), in the case of 
a combination product or process the ele-
ments of which are present individually in 
the prior art, the patentee may show that 
the economic value attributable to the in-
fringing product includes the value of the ad-
ditional function resulting from the com-
bination, as well as the enhanced value, if 
any, of some or all of the prior art elements 
resulting from the combination. 

‘‘(5) OTHER FACTORS.—In determining a rea-
sonable royalty, the court may also consider, 
or direct the jury to consider, the terms of 
any nonexclusive marketplace licensing of 
the invention, where appropriate, as well as 
any other relevant factors under applicable 
law.’’ 

Mr. Chairman, this is a work in proc-
ess; but since when does this body say 
that in fact the good will be sacrificed 
in search of the perfect? We have never 
done that. Every bill that goes through 
here is by definition the best work we 
can do as a continuous body, one that 
will come back after this bill becomes 
law and continue working on refine-
ments. 

I would like to quickly say there will 
be amendments that will be offered 
that will deal with some of the very 
issues that people have said today are 
an outrage because they are not there. 
I hope that my colleagues, even if they 
do not vote for the final bill, will come 
and support the amendments that 
make this bill better because as a body 
what we do best is we take the best 
ideas from the best places we can get 
them, we bring them together and we 
create the best bill we possibly can. 

That is what we have done here 
today. It is the best work available. 
People who are dissenting today, we 
welcome on a bipartisan basis their 
input to find language that will make 
it better. 

Mr. Chairman, in closing, the one 
thing I would say is we are past the 
point of compromise. What we are into 
is finding win/wins. We are looking to 
take issues in which one side is for and 
one side is against and find real middle 
ground, and we have done that in a 
couple of areas, and we will continue to 
want to do that. 

I am a small inventor. I want to 
make sure that the small inventor is 
protected. That is why this bill is going 
to maintain the right of the small in-
ventor, or any inventor, to retain the 
secrecy of their invention if they are 
not granted a patent. That is why we 
are going to limit the regulatory au-
thority of the PTO so that for a time, 
as long as we need to, every time they 
propose a rule, we will have a right and 
an obligation to consider it and if even 
one Member of this body opposes it, to 
bring to a vote that opposition to the 
rule. 

These kinds of compromises and win/ 
wins and thoughtful legislation are un-
usual in this body. That is why I be-
lieve that this will win overwhelming 
support here. We will continue to work 
to find an even better bill in conference 
with the Senate because, in fact, we 
are a bicameral body. We have to, in 
fact, get something that both sides can 
live with. 

In closing, I want to thank Mr. BER-
MAN, Mr. CONYERS, and certainly Mr. 
SMITH and Mr. COBLE because they 
have made this the best bill we can 
possibly have. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise in support of H.R. 
1908, the Patent Reform Act of 2007. While 
we will continue to improve the bill as this 
process moves forward, I support the product 
before us and look forward to ongoing efforts 
to strengthen this legislation. 

As the holder of 37 United States patents, 
I came to Congress with the desire to tackle 
elements I found awry in our patent laws. 
While in the private sector, I litigated several 
patent cases before our district courts and the 
United States Court of Appeals for the Federal 
Circuit. Through these experiences, I learned 
a great deal about patent law, both what was 
right with the law and areas that could use im-
provement. 

One area in need of improvement is in the 
ability of district court judges to hear patent 
cases effectively. I am gratified that the House 
passed legislation I authored to address this 
problem in the last two congresses. However, 
we are here today to deal with the substance 
of patent law, not our judges’ ability to master 
it. 

There are strong arguments in favor of re-
form, as well as strong arguments in favor of 
caution as we move forward. Our patent laws 
have not had an overhaul in many decades, 
while technology has advanced exponentially. 
Not all of our patent laws fit today with the ad-
vancements we have seen in electronics, bio-
technology, and many other areas. Impor-
tantly, many commentators and practitioners 
are concerned with the preponderance of 
over-zealous litigation and what some deem 
exaggerated damages awards. 

Both of these issues are addressed in part 
in this bill. The creation of a post grant review 
procedure at the Patent Office will help direct 
some conflicts away from court to an adminis-
trative remedy, hopefully saving vast re-
sources in time and money. Damages awards 
are addressed in encouraging courts to look 
toward apportioning damages more often, or 
allowing damages that represent the value of 
an infringed invention in a product into which 
the invention is incorporated. 

With damages and several other issues in 
this legislation, there is still work to be done. 
But to keep this process moving, to keep par-
ties negotiating in good faith, I believe we 
must support this bill today and commit to im-
proving it in the weeks to come. 

I am offering two amendments today to help 
address issues that opponents of this legisla-
tion have highlighted over the forgoing nego-
tiation process. The first maintains the ability 
of patent applicants to keep their application 
from going public until action is taken by the 
patent office. Opponents of the current bill 

argue that, because the legislation before us 
eliminates this option, entities at home and 
abroad will steal an applicant’s ideas. My 
amendment solves this problem. 

The second amendment focuses on the 
ability of the United States Patent and Trade-
mark Office to promulgate rules. The PTO cur-
rently has limited ability to do so, and oppo-
nents of this legislation argue that the very 
ability of the United States to compete in a 
global economy could be adversely affected 
by a bad rule put forth by the PTO. My 
amendment requires a 60-day delay before 
PTO rules take effect so that Congress may 
have the opportunity to review these rules. If 
Congress finds the rule unacceptable, it has 
the ability to vote on a Joint Resolution of Dis-
approval nullifying the PTO’s action. If Con-
gress does nothing, the rule takes effect. 
Therefore, this amendment helps to ameliorate 
concerns over possible PTO action that could 
harm innovation in the United States. 

Even opponents of the underlying bill should 
support these amendments. While my amend-
ments do not cure all ills in the legislation as 
seen by its opponents, they do address two 
very controversial problems in the bill. 

I thank Judiciary Committee Ranking Mem-
ber LAMAR SMITH and Subcommittee Chairman 
HOWARD BERMAN for all of their effort on this 
legislation, and I especially thank them for 
their indulgences in hearing my thoughts on 
these issues as we have worked over the 
years on patent reform. We have worked long 
and hard on this bill, and I have the full inten-
tion to continue our work together after today’s 
votes. 

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Chairman, I now 
introduce for our closing speaker the 
distinguished gentleman from Florida, 
Mr. BOB WEXLER, to have the balance 
of our time. 

Mr. WEXLER. Mr. Chairman, a co- 
chair of the Congressional Caucus on 
Intellectual Property Promotion, I rise 
in strong support of this patent reform 
legislation because it is critical for the 
continued growth of American busi-
nesses and the creation of high-paying 
jobs in America. 

This bill will nurture and protect in-
ventors, thereby promoting future Al-
exander Graham Bells and tomorrow’s 
Microsofts. 

For more than 200 years, strong pat-
ent protection, along with timely ex-
amination of patent applications, has 
helped secure the economic success of 
the United States by empowering in-
ventors and encouraging the develop-
ment of American business both large 
and small. 

b 1330 
Every day, Americans rely on the in-

novation that comes from our patent 
system. From new computer tech-
nologies to medicines for America’s 
seniors, the American patent system 
provides the fuel for our most impor-
tant technological accomplishments. 

In America today, our capacity to 
come up with new ideas actually out-
strips the value of the goods we make. 
The licensing of U.S. patents contrib-
utes approximately $150 billion to our 
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annual economy, and intellectual prop-
erty, including patents, is the only eco-
nomic area where the United States 
maintains a solid trade surplus with 
the rest of the world. 

A well-functioning patent system is 
vital to America’s commercial and sci-
entific entrepreneurs and preserves the 
incentives for innovation guaranteed 
under the United States Constitution. 

This legislation will make America 
more competitive in the global mar-
ketplace, not less. We need to support 
Mr. BERMAN and Mr. CONYERS in their 
effort to produce what I would respect-
fully suggest is the most important 
economic legislation that this House 
will pass. This is excellent for Amer-
ica’s workers; it’s excellent for Amer-
ica’s universities and our economy at 
large. 

Ms. HIRONO. Mr. Chairman, I rise in reluc-
tant opposition to H.R. 1908, the Patent Re-
form Act. 

I applaud the House Judiciary Committee 
and the House Judiciary Subcommittee on 
Courts, the Internet, and Intellectual Property 
for their efforts in putting together this com-
prehensive bill. However, I cannot in good 
conscience support the Patent Reform Act in 
its current form given the concerns that con-
tinue to be raised from organizations in my 
district and at least 100 companies nation-
wide. 

Organizations in my district, such as the Ha-
waii Science & Technology Council and Uni-
versity of Hawaii’s Office of Technology Trans-
fer and Economic Development, have raised 
concerns regarding the provisions on manda-
tory publication, prior user rights, apportion-
ment of damages, and post-grant review, 
which may discourage investment in innova-
tive technologies, harm inventors, and reduce 
publication and collaborative activities among 
academic scientists. I want to make sure that 
the final bill that becomes law protects the in-
terests of Hawaii’s burgeoning high technology 
industry and small inventors. 

This bill remains a work-in-progress that 
certainly requires more debate. Our patent 
system serves as the basis for America’s inno-
vation. It is my hope that the concerns and 
needs of our inventors will be addressed in 
conference should this bill pass the House as 
I very much want to be able to support the 
final conference report. 

Mr. ETHERIDGE. Mr. Chairman, I rise in 
opposition to H.R. 1908, Patent Reform Act of 
2007. 

While I recognize the need for some reform 
of the United States’ patent process, I believe 
we must proceed carefully and with the goal of 
improvement for the many stakeholders af-
fected by the patent system. We should con-
tinue to work towards an efficient system that 
issues high-quality patents and places reason-
able limits on patent challenges. Although 
there are some provisions in H.R. 1908 that 
could prove beneficial, this far-reaching bill 
could do serious harm to many of the impor-
tant employers in my district. 

North Carolina benefits greatly from its 
strong university system. Institutions including 
the University of North Carolina at Chapel Hill 
and North Carolina State University in my dis-

trict serve as engines for research and innova-
tion that help to drive the state’s economy. In 
addition, the 2nd Congressional District of 
North Carolina contains a number of pharma-
ceutical companies and biotechnology compa-
nies that provide thousands of jobs and are 
helping to transform our economy. Along with 
many of the traditional manufacturing compa-
nies in North Carolina, the lifeblood of these 
institutions is the value of the patents they 
hold. These entities have expressed opposi-
tion to any measure that would weaken their 
patent portfolios. H.R. 1908 in its current form 
would endanger the value of their patents and 
harm their ability to continue fueling our econ-
omy. 

Our patent system has long been a wonder-
ful tool that has helped to foster innovation 
and reward American ingenuity. Patents, and 
their value and validity, serve as the backbone 
for thousands of companies and help form the 
basis of our economy. Congress should con-
tinue to work to reform the system in a way 
that benefits all of the varied interests that 
keep our economy strong. I hope the con-
ference committee on H.R. 1908 can correct 
its shortcomings so I can support and Con-
gress can enact comprehensive reform of our 
patent process. 

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas. 
Mr. Chairman, I rise today to commend Chair-
man CONYERS and the House Leadership for 
their diligence in addressing the issue of pat-
ent reform, and to express why I unfortunately 
must oppose this bill in its current form. 

There is an overwhelming need to move 
patents through the approval process quickly, 
fairly, and economically. I commend this bill on 
many of the positive changes it makes to the 
reform system, but I remain concerned about 
provisions that may dramatically restrict dam-
ages payable by infringers. It is my fear that 
this bill will alter the current system in favor of 
defendants resulting in further backlogs. 
These changes to the current system would 
ultimately hurt existing patent owners. 

In addition, this bill implements a post grant 
review process that will lead to duplicative 
challenges, resulting in an increase to the cost 
of patent ownership and significantly decreas-
ing the enforceability, predictability and value 
of all patents. 

Numerous technology firms, both large and 
small are opposed to this bill, as well as, 
many universities. These are the people on 
the forefront of our technological future and 
their voice and opposition need to be heard. 

Innovation and advancement are key to the 
future of America. It is my concern that this bill 
will tilt the legal balance in favor of patent in-
fringers and discourage innovation and invest-
ment in research and development. We must 
protect our innovators and allow them to pur-
sue concise and necessary action in the court 
of law. 

Ms. MATSUI. Mr. Chairman, I rise today in 
support of the progress to our Nation’s com-
petitiveness that the Patent Reform Act rep-
resents. Patents are vital to our universities, 
our large and small companies, our entre-
preneurs, and our economy. Our advances in 
technology are clearly demonstrated by the 
vast increase in patent applications submitted. 
Our policies and procedures governing the 
United States patent process must be updated 

to keep pace with our inventors. The Patent 
Reform Act takes significant steps towards 
that goal. 

I appreciate the extensive patent portfolio 
that is generated by the cutting-edge research 
at the University of California. These innova-
tions provide the intellectual property that busi-
nesses depend on to develop new products. I 
have heard from numerous constituents in my 
district on this issue who benefit from the tech-
nology transfer process. I am happy to rep-
resent their interests by supporting patent re-
form. This is an incredibly complex topic, as 
we face the challenge of legislating a single 
patent system to meet the needs of many in-
dustries. 

I commend Subcommittee Chairman BER-
MAN, Chairman CONYERS, Ranking Member 
SMITH, and the entire House Judiciary Com-
mittee for their diligence. They have worked 
tirelessly with hundreds of stakeholders to 
reach the carefully crafted bill that we have on 
the floor today. I thank the committee and its 
staff for their long commitment to patent re-
form. The product of their years of work, the 
Patent Reform Act, will improve our nation’s 
competitiveness and start moving our coun-
try’s patent system into the 21st century. 

Mrs. BONO. Mr. Chairman, today I rise in 
support of the Patent Reform Act of 2007. I 
would like to commend Congressman BER-
MAN, Congressman SMITH and the many Mem-
bers of the House, on both sides of the aisle, 
who have worked diligently to bring this legis-
lation before us. As one who cares deeply 
about the importance of strong legal protec-
tions for copyright and other intellectual prop-
erty rights, I look forward to supporting this bill 
today. 

My experience with the importance of intel-
lectual property rights has been in the field of 
entertainment, specifically music. The greatest 
protection that the innovators of these songs 
and performances have is their ability to copy-
right. To continue encouraging involvement 
and growth in the area of entertainment and 
the myriad of jobs that are tied to the industry, 
it is critical that patents are protected, in order 
to support the many creative individuals who 
bring music to the masses. 

Many of the issues that we address in Con-
gress from telecommunications to energy to 
health care advancements all have their basis 
in a few core concepts—the ability for small 
and large inventors to pursue a unique idea 
through the patent process. With that pursuit 
brings the need for related capital that is often 
required from outside investors to further the 
research and development that brings the pat-
ent holder’s idea to consumers across the 
world. California is home to some of the most 
impressive and entrepreneurial high-tech, bio- 
tech and entertainment industries that rely 
heavily on patent protection and copyright 
laws. Each of these industries, and their hun-
dreds of thousands of employees, will be 
greatly impacted by these changes. 

This basic concept of innovation is as crit-
ical in the high-tech field as it is in the health 
sciences and biotech realm. However, as 
many of my colleagues have pointed out 
today, the interaction between competitors and 
the role of patent protections differs greatly 
between fields. There is no one-size-fits-all so-
lution. As this legislation moves forward and is 
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considered in conference, it is my hope that 
the conferees will be aware of the concerns 
that have been expressed by the biotech in-
dustry and take these concerns into consider-
ation. 

Again, I would like to reiterate my support of 
this long awaited legislation. There has been 
remarkable bipartisan work on this legislation 
over the past several years and I am proud to 
cast my vote in support of it. 

Mr. UDALL of Colorado. Mr. Chairman, 
while I have some concerns about this bill, I 
will vote for it because I think on balance it de-
serves to be approved as a necessary step to-
ward needed improvements in the current law. 

I am far from expert in the intricacies of pat-
ent law, so I have listened carefully to those 
with more knowledge, including several com-
panies employing substantial numbers of 
Coloradans that utilize patents in various 
fields. While they are not unanimous, most of 
them have urged support for the legislation. 

I have also noted that the passage of the 
legislation, as a step toward needed improve-
ments in the current law, is supported by the 
Consumers Federation of America, Con-
sumers Union, the Electronic Frontier Founda-
tion, and other groups including the Financial 
Services Roundtable. 

At the same time, I have listened to the con-
cerns expressed by others who have raised a 
number of objections to the bill and think that 
its defects are so serious as to merit rejection 
of the legislation in its current form. 

I take those objections seriously, but I have 
decided that nonetheless the better outcome 
today is for the House to pass the bill and for 
further discussion of the points they raise to 
occur in the context of debate in the Senate 
and then a conference between that body and 
the House of Representatives. 

Mrs. MCCARTHY of New York. Mr. Chair-
man, I will support H.R. 1908 with some res-
ervations. 

Our patent laws need to be updated to ad-
dress the concerns of a 21st Century global 
economy. For decades, the law has reacted to 
innovation rather than anticipating it. H.R. 
1908 contains many positive provisions that 
will make it easier for us to compete. I, there-
fore, want the process to move forward. 

The American economy is strong in part be-
cause it is diverse. We do not depend on only 
one segment for our income. Some countries 
grow crops. Others rely on tourism. Still other 
countries depend on finite natural resources. 
Some specialize in manufacturing or providing 
specific services. We are fortunate enough to 
be able to conduct all these businesses and 
more. 

A revised patent law must protect and en-
courage all segments of our economy. We 
cannot favor high tech over manufacturing. 
We cannot discourage biotech research while 
encouraging financial services. 

If our economic foundation remains strong 
and diversified, we will be able to retain our 
preeminent role in the world’s economy. How-
ever, if our patent laws inhibit invention and in-
novation in manufacturing and basic research, 
then we would be undermining the very 
strength of our national economy. 

As the legislative process continues, I hope 
that the authors of H.R. 1908 and the mem-
bers of the other body will remember one im-

portant point. The purpose of our patent law is 
to protect and promote American innovation. 
Innovation by Americans and for Americans is 
the keystone to our domestic economic vitality 
and strength. 

The final version of patent reform must ad-
dress the legitimate interests of manufacturing, 
biotech, and small inventors. My vote on a 
final patent reform bill will depend on how well 
those interests are met. 

Ms. ESHOO. Mr. Chairman, I rise in strong 
support of this legislation which I am proud to 
cosponsor, and I congratulate Chairman BER-
MAN for his exceptional leadership and on this 
complex issue. 

I am proud to represent Silicon Valley, 
which is known worldwide for the innovation 
and developing technologies that continue to 
change and improve our lives. Nowhere in 
America—nowhere in the world—are ideas, in-
vention, and intellectual property more impor-
tant. 

Patents and IP are the cornerstone of the 
Information Economy, and it is essential that 
the United States patent system continue to 
foster the ideas and innovation which fuel our 
economy and keep America competitive. 

The patent system, unfortunately, has been 
subject to abuse, and unscrupulous opportun-
ists have exploited the rights granted to legiti-
mate patent holders to target innovative com-
panies and file groundless lawsuits based on 
dubious patents. 

The rapid pace of innovation and increas-
ingly complex patent filings have strained the 
Patent and Trademark Office and patent 
claims of questionable validity have been 
granted. 

Loopholes and shortcomings in the disposi-
tion of patent cases also allow baseless 
claims of infringement to create unnecessary 
litigation and extort nuisance settlements, sap-
ping billions from economic growth, and cre-
ating a drag on real innovation. 

Technology companies have become par-
ticularly enticing targets for this litigation be-
cause of the broad importance of patents to 
technology products. Just a single piece of 
high-tech equipment can contain hundreds of 
patents, and any one of them can now be 
used to sue for the value of the entire product. 

One company in Silicon Valley—Cisco Sys-
tems—spent $45 million this year to defend 
patent infringement cases. 

It is time to implement reforms to the patent 
system and ensure that we reward truly novel 
ideas and cutting edge innovation, not suc-
cessful litigation strategies. 

This bipartisan legislation enjoys broad sup-
port throughout the technology industry, major 
universities including the University of Cali-
fornia, as well as major consumer groups such 
as Consumer Federation of America, Con-
sumers Union, and U.S. PIRG. 

I urge my colleagues to support this bill 
which will restore balance to our patent sys-
tem. 

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Chairman, the patent 
reform bill before us today is a necessary step 
to modernize and streamline our patent proc-
ess to ensure American innovation will keep 
our country competitive. It’s been over 50 
years since we have updated our patent proc-
ess. That’s before the Internet, before per-
sonal computers, and before digital music. Ac-

tually, it’s 5 years before they launched Sput-
nik. So, there can be no doubt that reforming 
the system to accommodate a new era of in-
novation is needed. 

Although this bill isn’t perfect, I think that it 
does move the ball forward in terms of reform-
ing the system. Clearly, additional patent re-
form is needed in the pharmaceutical and bio-
medical industry as there are many issues left 
unresolved by H.R. 1908. Hopefully these 
issues can be addressed in conference with 
the Senate. 

Mr. Chairman, I commend my colleagues on 
the Judiciary committee for all of their hard 
work on this bill, it’s been fifty-five years in the 
making, and it’s time for an update. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I urge you to 
support the Patent Reform Act of 2007, H.R. 
1908. 

Certain aspects of our patent system have 
not been amended since 1954, but our econ-
omy has changed dramatically since then and 
it’s time our patent system caught up. 

H.R. 1908 was introduced and is supported 
by the bipartisan leadership of the Judiciary 
Committee and was approved by the com-
mittee in a unanimous voice vote. 

For the sake of our Nation’s ability to inno-
vate, grow and compete, we must pass this 
legislation. 

The danger of not reforming our patent sys-
tem is real and we are witnessing its effects 
today. 

Patents of questionable validity are limiting 
competition and raising prices for con-
sumers—a fact noted by the Federal Trade 
Commission in a 2003 report. 

In addition, current interpretations of patent 
law by district and appellate courts have 
veered far from what Congress originally in-
tended. 

The result is that companies are diverting 
resources from R&D to pay for legal defense. 

Because interpretations of patent law are so 
off-course, the U.S. Supreme Court has had to 
intervene in an unusually high number of pat-
ent cases in recent years. 

In one case, the Court explicitly called for 
Congress to take action. 

We have been debating patent reform for 
years. Such issues as post-grant review and 
damages apportionment have been compo-
nents of various patent reform bills in the 
House and Senate over the course of the last 
several sessions and have been discussed at 
length in nearly every forum, from Congres-
sional hearings to the media. 

One issue that generated the most debate 
in previous Congresses—injunctions—was re-
solved by the U.S. Supreme Court in 2006 in 
much the same way as proposed legislation 
would have done. 

Yet despite predictions from some that re-
forming the standards for granting injunctions 
would grind innovation to a halt, patent hold-
ers still are granted injunctions today to pro-
tect their intellectual property. In fact, the pat-
ent system is healthier as a result. 

H.R. 1908 will restore fairness and common 
sense to the standards for awarding reason-
able damages. 

Today, patent holders regularly are awarded 
damages based on the value of an entire 
product, even if the patent in question is one 
of literally thousands of other patented compo-
nents comprising the product. 
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Additionally, H.R. 1908 will give trained pat-

ent examiners greater ability to review patents 
and enhance patent quality. 

Innovation is indeed threatened not by 
changes to the system, but by the status quo. 

After years of debate, it’s time for action. 
One area of particular interest to me is the 

language in the manager’s amendment deal-
ing with venue reform. 

I am pleased the Chairman included venue 
reform language in the manager’s amend-
ment. 

At the Judiciary Committee, Representative 
ZOE LOFGREN of California offered an amend-
ment that I cosponsored that would inject san-
ity into the patent litigation system. 

The venue reform language will create a 
real and substantial relationship between the 
parties and the acts of infringement by deny-
ing the ability to manufacture venue for hopes 
of gaming the judicial system. 

During years of efforts on litigation reform, 
we have learned about what some have re-
ferred to as Judicial Hell Holes. 

These locations are where judges apply 
laws and procedures in an unfair and unbal-
anced manner. 

The underlying legislation’s intent is to bring 
fairness and balance into the patent system. 

And the venue language will bring fairness 
and balance to patent litigation. 

This amendment will not close the court 
house door on any plaintiff. 

But it will require legitimate nexus for where 
claims may be brought. 

The nexus requirements of the amendment 
will prevent groups or entities from artificially 
manipulating presence in a judicial district just 
to game the system to file suit. 

Swift passage of H.R. 1908 will stimulate in-
novation, competition and growth—great news 
for consumers, workers and our global eco-
nomic leadership. 

I urge support of H.R. 1908. 
Mrs. TAUSCHER. Mr. Chairman, I rise 

today to commend the work of my colleague, 
Chairman HOWARD BERMAN, on the Patent Re-
form Act of 2007. 

This bill is a necessary step forward in the 
modernization of a patent system that has not 
been meaningfully updated for decades. 

I urge my colleagues to show their support 
for reform by casting a vote for this bill. 

This bill will result in higher quality patents 
emerging from the Patent and Trademark Of-
fice. 

It will harmonize our patent system with that 
of our major trading partners. 

And it will improve fairness in litigation by 
preventing ‘‘patent trolls’’ from shopping 
around for friendly courts. 

At the same time, I look forward to working 
with Congressman BERMAN to fine-tune a 
number of provisions in this bill. 

In my State of California, our economy is 
based on the incredible advances made by 
university researchers, the high-tech sector, 
and the life sciences industry. 

Innovations in all sectors must be afforded 
the strongest possible protection. 

This has particular importance for small ven-
ture-backed firms whose patents are their only 
asset. 

With this in mind, I look forward to seeing 
improvements to provisions governing the way 
damage awards are calculated in patent suits. 

The inequitable conduct defense and the 
issue of continuations also deserve further re-
view and revision. 

I again applaud Chairman BERMAN for his 
efforts, and urge my colleagues to support 
H.R. 1908. 

Mr. CARNAHAN. Mr. Chairman, for pur-
poses of the record, I would like to register my 
opposition to H.R. 1908, the Patent Reform 
Act of 2007. 

I would like the record to further reflect that 
while I do support comprehensive patent re-
form, I cannot support legislation that so dra-
matically picks winners and losers. 

My opposition to H.R. 1908, the Patent Re-
form Act of 2007, stems from concerns raised 
that this legislation could actually undermine 
the value of patents, as well as innovative 
work conducted by universities, biotech facili-
ties, and other companies. 

Many Missourians understand that research 
could be impeded by the passage of this bill. 

Indeed, a growing number of researchers 
and businesses agree that greater protections 
need to be put in place, but not in a way that 
risks existing patents or denies access for ju-
dicial relief. 

A strict one size fits all approach to this 
problem creates more problems than it cures, 
and puts companies in certain industries at an 
unfair disadvantage. 

I hope that as this bill moves through the 
legislative process, the disadvantages placed 
on certain industries are remedied, and that 
we have a patent reform bill that protects all 
U.S. businesses. 

Mr. CAPUANO. Mr. Chairman, I rise today 
to express my opposition to H.R. 1908—the 
Patent Reform Act of 2007. I do so reluctantly, 
and hope to work with my colleagues when 
this bill moves to conference to produce a final 
product that will adequately address the con-
cerns of all sectors of our innovation economy. 

As the Representative of the 8th Congres-
sional District of Massachusetts, I feel im-
mensely privileged to represent many of the 
nation’s leading innovators. The 8th District is 
home to some of the best institutions of higher 
learning in the nation, teaching hospitals, high 
tech businesses, financial services firms, and 
biotechnology companies big and small. I rec-
ognize how absolutely vital the strength and 
efficiency of our patent system is to each of 
them and I take the reform of that system very 
seriously. 

H.R. 1908 is the most comprehensive up-
date to the patent system in generations. The 
bill makes changes to our patent system that 
are important to improving the business envi-
ronment for many sectors of our economy. 
However, the bill also alters our current sys-
tem in a way that could potentially prove dam-
aging to other sectors. I oppose this legislation 
reluctantly because the committee, in par-
ticular Chairman BERMAN, has worked dili-
gently to improve this legislation at every 
stage. 

I was very pleased, for example, to see in 
the manager’s amendment wording to strike 
the ‘‘prior use’’ sections of the bill. This 
change was important to ensuring that those 
who infringe on patents continue to have to 
meet a reasonable threshold if they assert a 
‘‘prior use’’ defense. I was also pleased that 
the bill as reported from committee eliminated 

the ‘‘second window’’ of review after patents 
are granted. While this section may need addi-
tional changes, significant progress has been 
made to improve it. 

I remain concerned, however, about the 
ramifications of the damages section of H.R. 
1908. While I understand that the Chairman 
and the Committee have made several im-
provements to this section as well, as it is cur-
rently constituted in the bill the damages sec-
tion will unnecessarily elevate apportionment 
as a method of determining damages when a 
patent has been infringed. This provision could 
produce devastating consequences for some 
innovators. I believe we must be cautious 
when implementing such a serious change, 
and that ensuring flexibility is of paramount im-
portance. 

I look forward to working with my colleagues 
on the Judiciary Committee in order to 
produce the most balanced Patent Reform bill 
possible. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN (Mr. ROSS). 
All time for general debate has expired. 

Pursuant to the rule, the amendment 
in the nature of a substitute printed in 
the bill shall be considered as an origi-
nal bill for the purpose of amendment 
under the 5-minute rule and shall be 
considered read. 

The text of the amendment in the na-
ture of a substitute is as follows: 

H.R. 1908 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE; TABLE OF CONTENTS. 

(a) SHORT TITLE.—This Act may be cited as 
the ‘‘Patent Reform Act of 2007’’. 

(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of con-
tents of this Act is as follows: 

Sec. 1. Short title; table of contents. 
Sec. 2. Reference to title 35, United States Code. 
Sec. 3. Right of the first inventor to file. 
Sec. 4. Inventor’s oath or declaration. 
Sec. 5. Right of the inventor to obtain damages. 
Sec. 6. Post-grant procedures and other quality 

enhancements. 
Sec. 7. Definitions; patent trial and appeal 

board. 
Sec. 8. Study and report on reexamination pro-

ceedings. 
Sec. 9. Submissions by third parties and other 

quality enhancements. 
Sec. 10. Tax planning methods not patentable. 
Sec. 11. Venue and jurisdiction. 
Sec. 12. Additional information; inequitable 

conduct as defense to infringe-
ment. 

Sec. 13. Best mode requirement. 
Sec. 14. Regulatory authority. 
Sec. 15. Technical amendments. 
Sec. 16. Study of special masters in patent 

cases. 
Sec. 17. Rule of construction. 
SEC. 2. REFERENCE TO TITLE 35, UNITED STATES 

CODE. 
Whenever in this Act a section or other provi-

sion is amended or repealed, that amendment or 
repeal shall be considered to be made to that 
section or other provision of title 35, United 
States Code. 
SEC. 3. RIGHT OF THE FIRST INVENTOR TO FILE. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—Section 100 is amended by 
adding at the end the following: 

‘‘(f) The term ‘inventor’ means the individual 
or, if a joint invention, the individuals collec-
tively who invented or discovered the subject 
matter of an invention. 
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‘‘(g) The terms ‘joint inventor’ and ‘co-

inventor’ mean any one of the individuals who 
invented or discovered the subject matter of a 
joint invention. 

‘‘(h) The ‘effective filing date of a claimed in-
vention’ is— 

‘‘(1) the filing date of the patent or the appli-
cation for patent containing the claim to the in-
vention; or 

‘‘(2) if the patent or application for patent is 
entitled to a right of priority of any other appli-
cation under section 119, 365(a), or 365(b) or to 
the benefit of an earlier filing date in the United 
States under section 120, 121, or 365(c), the filing 
date of the earliest such application in which 
the claimed invention is disclosed in the manner 
provided by section 112(a). 

‘‘(i) The term ‘claimed invention’ means the 
subject matter defined by a claim in a patent or 
an application for a patent. 

‘‘(j) The term ‘joint invention’ means an in-
vention resulting from the collaboration of in-
ventive endeavors of two or more persons work-
ing toward the same end and producing an in-
vention by their collective efforts.’’. 

(b) CONDITIONS FOR PATENTABILITY.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 102 is amended to 

read as follows: 
‘‘§ 102. Conditions for patentability; novelty 

‘‘(a) NOVELTY; PRIOR ART.—A patent for a 
claimed invention may not be obtained if— 

‘‘(1) the claimed invention was patented, de-
scribed in a printed publication, in public use, 
or on sale— 

‘‘(A) more than one year before the effective 
filing date of the claimed invention; or 

‘‘(B) one year or less before the effective filing 
date of the claimed invention, other than 
through disclosures made by the inventor or a 
joint inventor or by others who obtained the 
subject matter disclosed directly or indirectly 
from the inventor or a joint inventor; or 

‘‘(2) the claimed invention was described in a 
patent issued under section 151, or in an appli-
cation for patent published or deemed published 
under section 122(b), in which the patent or ap-
plication, as the case may be, names another in-
ventor and was effectively filed before the effec-
tive filing date of the claimed invention. 

‘‘(b) EXCEPTIONS.— 
‘‘(1) PRIOR INVENTOR DISCLOSURE EXCEP-

TION.—Subject matter that would otherwise 
qualify as prior art based upon a disclosure 
under subparagraph (B) of subsection (a)(1) 
shall not be prior art to a claimed invention 
under that subparagraph if the subject matter 
had, before such disclosure, been publicly dis-
closed by the inventor or a joint inventor or oth-
ers who obtained the subject matter disclosed di-
rectly or indirectly from the inventor or a joint 
inventor. 

‘‘(2) DERIVATION, PRIOR DISCLOSURE, AND 
COMMON ASSIGNMENT EXCEPTIONS.—Subject mat-
ter that would otherwise qualify as prior art 
only under subsection (a)(2) shall not be prior 
art to a claimed invention if— 

‘‘(A) the subject matter was obtained directly 
or indirectly from the inventor or a joint inven-
tor; 

‘‘(B) the subject matter had been publicly dis-
closed by the inventor or a joint inventor or oth-
ers who obtained the subject matter disclosed di-
rectly or indirectly from the inventor or a joint 
inventor before the date on which the applica-
tion or patent referred to in subsection (a)(2) 
was effectively filed; or 

‘‘(C) the subject matter and the claimed inven-
tion, not later than the effective filing date of 
the claimed invention, were owned by the same 
person or subject to an obligation of assignment 
to the same person. 

‘‘(3) JOINT RESEARCH AGREEMENT EXCEPTION.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Subject matter and a 

claimed invention shall be deemed to have been 

owned by the same person or subject to an obli-
gation of assignment to the same person in ap-
plying the provisions of paragraph (2) if— 

‘‘(i) the claimed invention was made by or on 
behalf of parties to a joint research agreement 
that was in effect on or before the effective fil-
ing date of the claimed invention; 

‘‘(ii) the claimed invention was made as a re-
sult of activities undertaken within the scope of 
the joint research agreement; and 

‘‘(iii) the application for patent for the 
claimed invention discloses or is amended to dis-
close the names of the parties to the joint re-
search agreement. 

‘‘(B) For purposes of subparagraph (A), the 
term ‘joint research agreement’ means a written 
contract, grant, or cooperative agreement en-
tered into by two or more persons or entities for 
the performance of experimental, developmental, 
or research work in the field of the claimed in-
vention. 

‘‘(4) PATENTS AND PUBLISHED APPLICATIONS 
EFFECTIVELY FILED.—A patent or application for 
patent is effectively filed under subsection (a)(2) 
with respect to any subject matter described in 
the patent or application— 

‘‘(A) as of the filing date of the patent or the 
application for patent; or 

‘‘(B) if the patent or application for patent is 
entitled to claim a right of priority under section 
119, 365(a), or 365(b) or to claim the benefit of an 
earlier filing date under section 120, 121, or 
365(c), based upon one or more prior filed appli-
cations for patent, as of the filing date of the 
earliest such application that describes the sub-
ject matter.’’. 

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The item relat-
ing to section 102 in the table of sections for 
chapter 10 is amended to read as follows: 

‘‘102. Conditions for patentability; novelty.’’. 

(c) CONDITIONS FOR PATENTABILITY; NON-OB-
VIOUS SUBJECT MATTER.—Section 103 is amend-
ed to read as follows: 

‘‘§ 103. Conditions for patentability; non-
obvious subject matter 
‘‘A patent for a claimed invention may not be 

obtained though the claimed invention is not 
identically disclosed as set forth in section 102, 
if the differences between the claimed invention 
and the prior art are such that the claimed in-
vention as a whole would have been obvious be-
fore the effective filing date of the claimed in-
vention to a person having ordinary skill in the 
art to which the claimed invention pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negated by the man-
ner in which the invention was made.’’. 

(d) REPEAL OF REQUIREMENTS FOR INVENTIONS 
MADE ABROAD.—Section 104, and the item relat-
ing to that section in the table of sections for 
chapter 10, are repealed. 

(e) REPEAL OF STATUTORY INVENTION REG-
ISTRATION.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 157, and the item re-
lating to that section in the table of sections for 
chapter 14, are repealed. 

(2) REMOVAL OF CROSS REFERENCES.—Section 
111(b)(8) is amended by striking ‘‘sections 115, 
131, 135, and 157’’ and inserting ‘‘sections 131 
and 135’’. 

(f) EARLIER FILING DATE FOR INVENTOR AND 
JOINT INVENTOR.—Section 120 is amended by 
striking ‘‘which is filed by an inventor or inven-
tors named’’ and inserting ‘‘which names an in-
ventor or joint inventor’’. 

(g) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 
(1) RIGHT OF PRIORITY.—Section 172 is amend-

ed by striking ‘‘and the time specified in section 
102(d)’’. 

(2) LIMITATION ON REMEDIES.—Section 
287(c)(4) is amended by striking ‘‘the earliest ef-
fective filing date of which is prior to’’ and in-
serting ‘‘which has an effective filing date be-
fore’’. 

(3) INTERNATIONAL APPLICATION DESIGNATING 
THE UNITED STATES: EFFECT.—Section 363 is 
amended by striking ‘‘except as otherwise pro-
vided in section 102(e) of this title’’. 

(4) PUBLICATION OF INTERNATIONAL APPLICA-
TION: EFFECT.—Section 374 is amended by strik-
ing ‘‘sections 102(e) and 154(d)’’ and inserting 
‘‘section 154(d)’’. 

(5) PATENT ISSUED ON INTERNATIONAL APPLICA-
TION: EFFECT.—The second sentence of section 
375(a) is amended by striking ‘‘Subject to section 
102(e) of this title, such’’ and inserting ‘‘Such’’. 

(6) LIMIT ON RIGHT OF PRIORITY.—Section 
119(a) is amended by striking ‘‘; but no patent 
shall be granted’’ and all that follows through 
‘‘one year prior to such filing’’. 

(7) INVENTIONS MADE WITH FEDERAL ASSIST-
ANCE.—Section 202(c) is amended— 

(A) in paragraph (2)— 
(i) by striking ‘‘publication, on sale, or public 

use,’’ and all that follows through ‘‘obtained in 
the United States’’ and inserting ‘‘the 1-year pe-
riod referred to in section 102(a) would end be-
fore the end of that 2-year period’’; and 

(ii) by striking ‘‘the statutory’’ and inserting 
‘‘that 1-year’’; and 

(B) in paragraph (3), by striking ‘‘any statu-
tory bar date that may occur under this title 
due to publication, on sale, or public use’’ and 
inserting ‘‘the expiration of the 1-year period re-
ferred to in section 102(a)’’. 

(h) REPEAL OF INTERFERING PATENT REM-
EDIES.—Section 291, and the item relating to 
that section in the table of sections for chapter 
29, are repealed. 

(i) ACTION FOR CLAIM TO PATENT ON DERIVED 
INVENTION.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 135(a) is amended to 
read as follows: 

‘‘(a) DISPUTE OVER RIGHT TO PATENT.— 
‘‘(1) INSTITUTION OF DERIVATION PRO-

CEEDING.— 
‘‘(A) REQUEST FOR PROCEEDING.—An appli-

cant may request initiation of a derivation pro-
ceeding to determine the right of the applicant 
to a patent by filing a request that sets forth 
with particularity the basis for finding that an-
other applicant derived the claimed invention 
from the applicant requesting the proceeding 
and, without authorization, filed an application 
claiming such invention. Any such request— 

‘‘(i) may only be made within 12 months after 
the earlier of— 

‘‘(I) the date on which a patent is issued con-
taining a claim that is the same or substantially 
the same as the claimed invention; or 

‘‘(II) the date of first publication of an appli-
cation containing a claim that is the same or is 
substantially the same as the claimed invention; 
and 

‘‘(ii) must be made under oath, and must be 
supported by substantial evidence. 

‘‘(B) DETERMINATION OF DIRECTOR.—When-
ever the Director determines that patents or ap-
plications for patent naming different individ-
uals as the inventor interfere with one another 
because of a dispute over the right to patent 
under section 101 on the basis of a request under 
subparagraph (A), the Director shall institute a 
derivation proceeding for the purpose of deter-
mining which applicant is entitled to a patent. 

‘‘(2) DETERMINATION BY PATENT TRIAL AND AP-
PEAL BOARD.—In any proceeding under this 
subsection, the Patent Trial and Appeal 
Board— 

‘‘(A) shall determine the question of the right 
to patent; 

‘‘(B) in appropriate circumstances, may cor-
rect the naming of the inventor in any applica-
tion or patent at issue; and 

‘‘(C) shall issue a final decision on the right 
to patent. 

‘‘(3) DERIVATION PROCEEDING.—The Patent 
Trial and Appeal Board may defer action on a 
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request to initiate a derivation proceeding for up 
to three months after the date on which the Di-
rector issues a patent to the applicant that filed 
the earlier application. 

‘‘(4) EFFECT OF FINAL DECISION.—The final de-
cision of the Patent Trial and Appeal Board in 
a derivation proceeding, if adverse to the claim 
of an applicant, shall constitute the final re-
fusal by the Patent and Trademark Office on 
the claims involved. The Director may issue a 
patent to an applicant who is determined by the 
Patent Trial and Appeal Board to have the 
right to a patent. The final decision of the 
Board, if adverse to a patentee, shall, if no ap-
peal or other review of the decision has been or 
can be taken or had, constitute cancellation of 
the claims involved in the patent, and notice of 
such cancellation shall be endorsed on copies of 
the patent distributed after such cancellation by 
the Patent and Trademark Office.’’. 

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—(A) Section 
135 is further amended— 

(i) in subsection (b)— 
(I) by striking ‘‘(b)(1) A claim’’ and inserting 

the following: 
‘‘(b) SAME CLAIMS.— 
‘‘(1) ISSUED PATENTS.—A claim’’; and 
(II) by striking ‘‘(2) A claim’’ and inserting 

the following: 
‘‘(2) PUBLISHED APPLICATIONS.—A claim’’; and 
(III) moving the remaining text of paragraphs 

(1) and (2) 2 ems to the right; 
(ii) in subsection (c)— 
(I) by striking ‘‘(c) Any agreement’’ and in-

serting the following: 
‘‘(c) AGREEMENTS TO TERMINATE PRO-

CEEDINGS.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Any agreement’’; 
(II) by striking ‘‘an interference’’ and insert-

ing ‘‘a derivation proceeding’’; 
(III) by striking ‘‘the interference’’ each place 

it appears and inserting ‘‘the derivation pro-
ceeding’’; 

(IV) in the second paragraph, by striking 
‘‘The Director’’ and inserting the following: 

‘‘(2) NOTICE.—The Director’’; 
(V) by amending the third paragraph to read 

as follows: 
‘‘(3) JUDICIAL REVIEW.—Any discretionary ac-

tion of the Director under this subsection shall 
be reviewable under chapter 7 of title 5.’’; and 

(VI) by moving the remaining text of para-
graphs (1) and (2) of subsection (c) 2 ems to the 
right; and 

(iii) in subsection (d)— 
(I) by striking ‘‘(d) Parties’’ and inserting 

‘‘(d) ARBITRATION.—Parties’’; 
(II) by striking ‘‘a patent interference’’ and 

inserting ‘‘a derivation proceeding’’; and 
(III) by striking ‘‘the interference’’ and insert-

ing ‘‘the derivation proceeding’’. 
(j) ELIMINATION OF REFERENCES TO INTER-

FERENCES.—(1) Sections 41(a)(6), 134, 141, 145, 
146, 154, 305, and 314 are each amended by strik-
ing ‘‘Board of Patent Appeals and Inter-
ferences’’ each place it appears and inserting 
‘‘Patent Trial and Appeal Board’’. 

(2) Section 141 is amended— 
(A) by striking ‘‘an interference’’ and insert-

ing ‘‘a derivation proceeding’’; and 
(B) by striking ‘‘interference’’ each additional 

place it appears and inserting ‘‘derivation pro-
ceeding’’. 

(3) Section 146 is amended— 
(A) in the first paragraph— 
(i) by striking ‘‘Any party’’ and inserting ‘‘(a) 

IN GENERAL.—Any party’’; 
(ii) by striking ‘‘an interference’’ and insert-

ing ‘‘a derivation proceeding’’; and 
(iii) by striking ‘‘interference’’ each additional 

place it appears and inserting ‘‘derivation pro-
ceeding’’; and 

(B) in the second paragraph, by striking 
‘‘Such suit’’ and inserting ‘‘(b) PROCEDURE.—A 
suit under subsection (a)’’ 

(4) The section heading for section 134 is 
amended to read as follows: 

‘‘§ 134. Appeal to the Patent Trial and Appeal 
Board’’. 
(5) The section heading for section 135 is 

amended to read as follows: 

‘‘§ 135. Derivation proceedings’’. 
(6) The section heading for section 146 is 

amended to read as follows: 

‘‘§ 146. Civil action in case of derivation pro-
ceeding’’. 
(7) Section 154(b)(1)(C) is amended by striking 

‘‘INTERFERENCES’’ and inserting ‘‘DERIVATION 
PROCEEDINGS’’. 

(8) The item relating to section 6 in the table 
of sections for chapter 1 is amended to read as 
follows: 

‘‘6. Patent Trial and Appeal Board.’’. 

(9) The items relating to sections 134 and 135 
in the table of sections for chapter 12 are 
amended to read as follows: 

‘‘134. Appeal to the Patent Trial and Appeal 
Board. 

‘‘135. Derivation proceedings.’’. 

(10) The item relating to section 146 in the 
table of sections for chapter 13 is amended to 
read as follows: 

‘‘146. Civil action in case of derivation pro-
ceeding.’’. 

(11) CERTAIN APPEALS.—Subsection 
1295(a)(4)(A) of title 28, United States Code, is 
amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(A) the Patent Trial and Appeal Board of 
the United States Patent and Trademark Office 
with respect to patent applications, derivation 
proceedings, and post-grant review proceedings, 
at the instance of an applicant for a patent or 
any party to a patent interference (commenced 
before the effective date provided in section 3(k) 
of the Patent Reform Act of 2007), derivation 
proceeding, or post-grant review proceeding, 
and any such appeal shall waive any right of 
such applicant or party to proceed under section 
145 or 146 of title 35;’’. 

(k) EFFECTIVE DATE.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The amendments made by 

this section— 
(A) shall take effect 90 days after the date on 

which the President transmits to the Congress a 
finding that major patenting authorities have 
adopted a grace period having substantially the 
same effect as that contained under the amend-
ments made by this section; and 

(B) shall apply to all applications for patent 
that are filed on or after the effective date 
under subparagraph (A). 

(2) DEFINITIONS.—In this subsection: 
(A) MAJOR PATENTING AUTHORITIES.—The 

term ‘‘major patenting authorities’’ means at 
least the patenting authorities in Europe and 
Japan. 

(B) GRACE PERIOD.—The term ‘‘grace period’’ 
means the 1-year period ending on the effective 
filing date of a claimed invention, during which 
disclosures of the subject matter by the inventor 
or a joint inventor, or by others who obtained 
the subject matter disclosed directly or indirectly 
from the inventor or a joint inventor, do not 
qualify as prior art to the claimed invention. 

(C) EFFECTIVE FILING DATE.—The term ‘‘effec-
tive filing date of a claimed invention’’ means, 
with respect to a patenting authority in another 
country, a date equivalent to the effective filing 
date of a claimed invention as defined in section 
100(h) of title 35, United States Code, as added 
by subsection (a) of this section. 

(l) REVIEW EVERY 7 YEARS.—Not later than 
the end of the 7-year period beginning on the ef-
fective date under subsection (k), and the end of 
every 7-year period thereafter, the Under Sec-
retary of Commerce for Intellectual Property 

and Director of the United States Patent and 
Trademark Office (in this subsection referred to 
as the ‘‘Director’’) shall— 

(1) conduct a study on the effectiveness and 
efficiency of the amendments made by this sec-
tion; and 

(2) submit to the Committees on the Judiciary 
of the House of Representatives and the Senate 
a report on the results of the study, including 
any recommendations the Director has on 
amendments to the law and other recommenda-
tions of the Director with respect to the first-to- 
file system implemented under the amendments 
made by this section. 
SEC. 4. INVENTOR’S OATH OR DECLARATION. 

(a) INVENTOR’S OATH OR DECLARATION.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 115 is amended to 

read as follows: 
‘‘§ 115. Inventor’s oath or declaration 

‘‘(a) NAMING THE INVENTOR; INVENTOR’S OATH 
OR DECLARATION.—An application for patent 
that is filed under section 111(a), that com-
mences the national stage under section 363, or 
that is filed by an inventor for an invention for 
which an application has previously been filed 
under this title by that inventor shall include, 
or be amended to include, the name of the in-
ventor of any claimed invention in the applica-
tion. Except as otherwise provided in this sec-
tion, each individual who is the inventor or a 
joint inventor of a claimed invention in an ap-
plication for patent shall execute an oath or 
declaration in connection with the application. 

‘‘(b) REQUIRED STATEMENTS.—An oath or dec-
laration by an individual under subsection (a) 
shall contain statements that— 

‘‘(1) the application was made or was author-
ized to be made by individual; and 

‘‘(2) the individual believes himself or herself 
to be the original inventor or an original joint 
inventor of a claimed invention in the applica-
tion. 

‘‘(c) ADDITIONAL REQUIREMENTS.—The Direc-
tor may specify additional information relating 
to the inventor and the invention that is re-
quired to be included in an oath or declaration 
under subsection (a). 

‘‘(d) SUBSTITUTE STATEMENT.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—In lieu of executing an 

oath or declaration under subsection (a), the 
applicant for patent may provide a substitute 
statement under the circumstances described in 
paragraph (2) and such additional cir-
cumstances that the Director may specify by 
regulation. 

‘‘(2) PERMITTED CIRCUMSTANCES.—A substitute 
statement under paragraph (1) is permitted with 
respect to any individual who— 

‘‘(A) is unable to file the oath or declaration 
under subsection (a) because the individual— 

‘‘(i) is deceased; 
‘‘(ii) is under legal incapacity; or 
‘‘(iii) cannot be found or reached after dili-

gent effort; or 
‘‘(B) is under an obligation to assign the in-

vention and has refused to make the oath or 
declaration required under subsection (a). 

‘‘(3) CONTENTS.—A substitute statement under 
this subsection shall— 

‘‘(A) identify the individual with respect to 
whom the statement applies; 

‘‘(B) set forth the circumstances representing 
the permitted basis for the filing of the sub-
stitute statement in lieu of the oath or declara-
tion under subsection (a); and 

‘‘(C) contain any additional information, in-
cluding any showing, required by the Director. 

‘‘(e) MAKING REQUIRED STATEMENTS IN AS-
SIGNMENT OF RECORD.—An individual who is 
under an obligation of assignment of an appli-
cation for patent may include the required 
statements under subsections (b) and (c) in the 
assignment executed by the individual, in lieu of 
filing such statements separately. 
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‘‘(f) TIME FOR FILING.—A notice of allowance 

under section 151 may be provided to an appli-
cant for patent only if the applicant for patent 
has filed each required oath or declaration 
under subsection (a) or has filed a substitute 
statement under subsection (d) or recorded an 
assignment meeting the requirements of sub-
section (e). 

‘‘(g) EARLIER-FILED APPLICATION CONTAINING 
REQUIRED STATEMENTS OR SUBSTITUTE STATE-
MENT.—The requirements under this section 
shall not apply to an individual with respect to 
an application for patent in which the indi-
vidual is named as the inventor or a joint inven-
tor and that claims the benefit of an earlier fil-
ing date under section 120 or 365(c), if— 

‘‘(1) an oath or declaration meeting the re-
quirements of subsection (a) was executed by the 
individual and was filed in connection with the 
earlier-filed application; 

‘‘(2) a substitute statement meeting the re-
quirements of subsection (d) was filed in the 
earlier filed application with respect to the indi-
vidual; or 

‘‘(3) an assignment meeting the requirements 
of subsection (e) was executed with respect to 
the earlier-filed application by the individual 
and was recorded in connection with the earlier- 
filed application. 

‘‘(h) SUPPLEMENTAL AND CORRECTED STATE-
MENTS; FILING ADDITIONAL STATEMENTS.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Any person making a state-
ment required under this section may withdraw, 
replace, or otherwise correct the statement at 
any time. If a change is made in the naming of 
the inventor requiring the filing of 1 or more ad-
ditional statements under this section, such ad-
ditional statements shall be filed in accordance 
with regulations established by the Director. 

‘‘(2) SUPPLEMENTAL STATEMENTS NOT RE-
QUIRED.—If an individual has executed an oath 
or declaration under subsection (a) or an as-
signment meeting the requirements of subsection 
(e) with respect to an application for patent, the 
Director may not thereafter require that indi-
vidual to make any additional oath, declara-
tion, or other statement equivalent to those re-
quired by this section in connection with the ap-
plication for patent or any patent issuing there-
on. 

‘‘(3) SAVINGS CLAUSE.—No patent shall be in-
valid or unenforceable based upon the failure to 
comply with a requirement under this section if 
the failure is remedied as provided under para-
graph (1). 

‘‘(i) ACKNOWLEDGMENT OF PENALTIES.—Any 
declaration or statement filed under this section 
must contain an acknowledgment that any will-
ful false statement is punishable by fine or im-
prisonment, or both, under section 1001 of title 
18.’’. 

(2) RELATIONSHIP TO DIVISIONAL APPLICA-
TIONS.—Section 121 is amended by striking ‘‘If a 
divisional application’’ and all that follows 
through ‘‘inventor.’’. 

(3) REQUIREMENTS FOR NONPROVISIONAL AP-
PLICATIONS.—Section 111(a) is amended— 

(A) in paragraph (2)(C), by striking ‘‘by the 
applicant’’ and inserting ‘‘or declaration’’; 

(B) in the heading for paragraph (3), by strik-
ing ‘‘AND OATH’’; and 

(C) by striking ‘‘and oath’’ each place it ap-
pears. 

(4) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The item relat-
ing to section 115 in the table of sections for 
chapter 11 is amended to read as follows: 

‘‘115. Inventor’s oath or declaration.’’. 

(b) FILING BY OTHER THAN INVENTOR.—Sec-
tion 118 is amended to read as follows: 

‘‘§ 118. Filing by other than inventor 
‘‘A person to whom the inventor has assigned 

or is under an obligation to assign the invention 
may make an application for patent. A person 

who otherwise shows sufficient proprietary in-
terest in the matter may make an application for 
patent on behalf of and as agent for the inven-
tor on proof of the pertinent facts and a show-
ing that such action is appropriate to preserve 
the rights of the parties. If the Director grants 
a patent on an application filed under this sec-
tion by a person other than the inventor, the 
patent shall be granted to the real party in in-
terest and upon such notice to the inventor as 
the Director considers to be sufficient.’’. 

(c) SPECIFICATION.—Section 112 is amended— 
(1) in the first paragraph—— 
(A) by striking ‘‘The specification’’ and in-

serting ‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—The specification’’; 
and 

(B) by striking ‘‘of carrying out his inven-
tion’’ and inserting ‘‘or joint inventor of car-
rying out the invention’’; and 

(2) in the second paragraph— 
(A) by striking ‘‘The specification’’ and in-

serting ‘‘(b) CONCLUSION.—The specification’’; 
and 

(B) by striking ‘‘applicant regards as his in-
vention’’ and inserting ‘‘inventor or a joint in-
ventor regards as the invention’’; 

(3) in the third paragraph, by striking ‘‘A 
claim’’ and inserting ‘‘(c) FORM.—A claim’’; 

(4) in the fourth paragraph, by striking ‘‘Sub-
ject to the following paragraph,’’ and inserting 
‘‘(d) REFERENCE IN DEPENDENT FORMS.—Subject 
to subsection (e),’’; 

(5) in the fifth paragraph, by striking ‘‘A 
claim’’ and inserting ‘‘(e) REFERENCE IN MUL-
TIPLE DEPENDENT FORM.—A claim’’; and 

(6) in the last paragraph, by striking ‘‘An ele-
ment’’ and inserting ‘‘(f) ELEMENT IN CLAIM FOR 
A COMBINATION.—An element’’. 

(d) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments made 
by this section— 

(1) shall take effect at the end of the 1-year 
period beginning on the date of the enactment 
of this Act; and 

(2) shall apply to any application for patent, 
or application for reissue patent, that is filed on 
or after the effective date under paragraph (1). 
SEC. 5. RIGHT OF THE INVENTOR TO OBTAIN 

DAMAGES. 
(a) DAMAGES.—Section 284 is amended— 
(1) in the first paragraph, by striking ‘‘Upon’’ 

and inserting ‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—Upon’’; 
(2) by designating the second undesignated 

paragraph as subsection (c); 
(3) by inserting after subsection (a) (as des-

ignated by paragraph (1) of this subsection) the 
following: 

‘‘(b) REASONABLE ROYALTY.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—An award pursuant to sub-

section (a) that is based upon a reasonable roy-
alty shall be determined in accordance with this 
subsection. Based on the facts of the case, the 
court shall determine whether paragraph (2), 
(3), or (5) will be used by the court or the jury 
in calculating a reasonable royalty. The court 
shall identify the factors that are relevant to the 
determination of a reasonable royalty under the 
applicable paragraph, and the court or jury, as 
the case may be, shall consider only those fac-
tors in making the determination. 

‘‘(2) RELATIONSHIP OF DAMAGES TO CONTRIBU-
TIONS OVER PRIOR ART.—The court shall conduct 
an analysis to ensure that a reasonable royalty 
under subsection (a) is applied only to that eco-
nomic value properly attributable to the patent’s 
specific contribution over the prior art. The 
court shall exclude from the analysis the eco-
nomic value properly attributable to the prior 
art, and other features or improvements, wheth-
er or not themselves patented, that contribute 
economic value to the infringing product or 
process. 

‘‘(3) ENTIRE MARKET VALUE.—Unless the 
claimant shows that the patent’s specific con-
tribution over the prior art is the predominant 

basis for market demand for an infringing prod-
uct or process, damages may not be based upon 
the entire market value of the products or proc-
esses involved that satisfy that demand. 

‘‘(4) COMBINATION INVENTIONS.—For purposes 
of paragraphs (2) and (3), in the case of a com-
bination invention the elements of which are 
present individually in the prior art, the pat-
entee may show that the contribution over the 
prior art may include the value of the addi-
tional function resulting from the combination, 
as well as the enhanced value, if any, of some 
or all of the prior art elements resulting from the 
combination. 

‘‘(5) OTHER FACTORS.—In determining a rea-
sonable royalty, the court may also consider, or 
direct the jury to consider, the terms of any 
nonexclusive marketplace licensing of the inven-
tion, where appropriate, as well as any other 
relevant factors under applicable law.’’; 

(4) by amending subsection (c) (as designated 
by paragraph (1) of this subsection) to read as 
follows: 

‘‘(c) WILLFUL INFRINGEMENT.— 
‘‘(1) INCREASED DAMAGES.—A court that has 

determined that the infringer has willfully in-
fringed a patent or patents may increase the 
damages up to three times the amount of dam-
ages found or assessed under subsection (a), ex-
cept that increased damages under this para-
graph shall not apply to provisional rights 
under section 154(d). 

‘‘(2) PERMITTED GROUNDS FOR WILLFULNESS.— 
A court may find that an infringer has willfully 
infringed a patent only if the patent owner pre-
sents clear and convincing evidence that— 

‘‘(A) after receiving written notice from the 
patentee— 

‘‘(i) alleging acts of infringement in a manner 
sufficient to give the infringer an objectively 
reasonable apprehension of suit on such patent, 
and 

‘‘(ii) identifying with particularity each claim 
of the patent, each product or process that the 
patent owner alleges infringes the patent, and 
the relationship of such product or process to 
such claim, 

the infringer, after a reasonable opportunity to 
investigate, thereafter performed one or more of 
the alleged acts of infringement; 

‘‘(B) the infringer intentionally copied the 
patented invention with knowledge that it was 
patented; or 

‘‘(C) after having been found by a court to 
have infringed that patent, the infringer en-
gaged in conduct that was not colorably dif-
ferent from the conduct previously found to 
have infringed the patent, and that resulted in 
a separate finding of infringement of the same 
patent. 

‘‘(3) LIMITATIONS ON WILLFULNESS.—(A) A 
court may not find that an infringer has will-
fully infringed a patent under paragraph (2) for 
any period of time during which the infringer 
had an informed good faith belief that the pat-
ent was invalid or unenforceable, or would not 
be infringed by the conduct later shown to con-
stitute infringement of the patent. 

‘‘(B) An informed good faith belief within the 
meaning of subparagraph (A) may be estab-
lished by— 

‘‘(i) reasonable reliance on advice of counsel; 
‘‘(ii) evidence that the infringer sought to 

modify its conduct to avoid infringement once it 
had discovered the patent; or 

‘‘(iii) other evidence a court may find suffi-
cient to establish such good faith belief. 

‘‘(C) The decision of the infringer not to 
present evidence of advice of counsel is not rel-
evant to a determination of willful infringement 
under paragraph (2). 

‘‘(4) LIMITATION ON PLEADING.—Before the 
date on which a court determines that the pat-
ent in suit is not invalid, is enforceable, and has 
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been infringed by the infringer, a patentee may 
not plead and a court may not determine that 
an infringer has willfully infringed a patent. 
The court’s determination of an infringer’s will-
fulness shall be made without a jury.’’; and 

(5) in the third undesignated paragraph, by 
striking ‘‘The court’’ and inserting ‘‘(d) EXPERT 
TESTIMONY.—The court’’. 

(b) DEFENSE TO INFRINGEMENT BASED ON EAR-
LIER INVENTOR.—Section 273 is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)— 
(A) in paragraph (1)— 
(i) by striking ‘‘of a method’’; and 
(ii) by striking ‘‘review period;’’ and inserting 

‘‘review period; and’’; 
(B) in paragraph (2)(B), by striking the semi-

colon at the end and inserting a period; and 
(C) by striking paragraphs (3) and (4); 
(2) in subsection (b)— 
(A) in paragraph (1)— 
(i) by striking ‘‘for a method’’; and 
(ii) by striking ‘‘at least 1 year before the ef-

fective filing date of such patent, and’’ and all 
that follows through the period and inserting 
‘‘and commercially used, or made substantial 
preparations for commercial use of, the subject 
matter before the effective filing date of the 
claimed invention.’’; 

(B) in paragraph (2)— 
(i) by striking ‘‘The sale or other disposition 

of a useful end product produced by a patented 
method’’ and inserting ‘‘The sale or other dis-
position of subject matter that qualifies for the 
defense set forth in this section’’; and 

(ii) by striking ‘‘a defense under this section 
with respect to that useful end result’’ and in-
serting ‘‘such defense’’; 

(C) in paragraph (3)— 
(i) by striking subparagraph (A); and 
(ii) by redesignating subparagraphs (B) and 

(C) as subparagraphs (A) and (B), respectively; 
and 

(D) in paragraph (7), by striking ‘‘of the pat-
ent’’ and inserting ‘‘of the claimed invention’’; 
and 

(3) by amending the heading to read as fol-
lows: 
‘‘§ 273. Special defenses to and exemptions 

from infringement’’. 

(c) TABLE OF SECTIONS.—The item relating to 
section 273 in the table of sections for chapter 28 
is amended to read as follows: 
‘‘273. Special defenses to and exemptions from 

infringement.’’. 
(d) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments made 

by this section shall apply to any civil action 
commenced on or after the date of the enact-
ment of this Act. 

(e) REVIEW EVERY 7 YEARS.—Not later than 
the end of the 7-year period beginning on the 
date of the enactment of this Act, and the end 
of every 7-year period thereafter, the Under Sec-
retary of Commerce for Intellectual Property 
and Director of the United States Patent and 
Trademark Office (in this subsection referred to 
as the ‘‘Director’’) shall— 

(1) conduct a study on the effectiveness and 
efficiency of the amendments made by this sec-
tion; and 

(2) submit to the Committees on the Judiciary 
of the House of Representatives and the Senate 
a report on the results of the study, including 
any recommendations the Director has on 
amendments to the law and other recommenda-
tions of the Director with respect to the right of 
the inventor to obtain damages for patent in-
fringement. 
SEC. 6. POST-GRANT PROCEDURES AND OTHER 

QUALITY ENHANCEMENTS. 
(a) CITATION OF PRIOR ART.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 301 is amended to 

read as follows: 
‘‘§ 301. Citation of prior art 

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—Any person at any time 
may cite to the Office in writing— 

‘‘(1) prior art consisting of patents or printed 
publications which that person believes to have 
a bearing on the patentability of any claim of a 
particular patent; or 

‘‘(2) written statements of the patent owner 
filed in a proceeding before a Federal court or 
the Patent and Trademark Office in which the 
patent owner takes a position on the scope of 
one or more patent claims. 

‘‘(b) SUBMISSIONS PART OF OFFICIAL FILE.—If 
the person citing prior art or written submis-
sions under subsection (a) explains in writing 
the pertinence and manner of applying the prior 
art or written submissions to at least one claim 
of the patent, the citation of the prior art or 
written submissions (as the case may be) and 
the explanation thereof shall become a part of 
the official file of the patent. 

‘‘(c) PROCEDURES FOR WRITTEN STATE-
MENTS.— 

‘‘(1) SUBMISSION OF ADDITIONAL MATERIALS.— 
A party that submits written statements under 
subsection (a)(2) in a proceeding shall include 
any other documents, pleadings, or evidence 
from the proceeding that address the patent 
owner’s statements or the claims addressed by 
the written statements. 

‘‘(2) LIMITATION ON USE OF STATEMENTS.— 
Written statements submitted under subsection 
(a)(2) shall not be considered for any purpose 
other than to determine the proper meaning of 
the claims that are the subject of the request in 
a proceeding ordered pursuant to section 304 or 
313. Any such written statements, and any ma-
terials submitted under paragraph (1), that are 
subject to an applicable protective order shall be 
redacted to exclude information subject to the 
order. 

‘‘(d) IDENTITY WITHHELD.—Upon the written 
request of the person citing prior art or written 
statements under subsection (a), the person’s 
identity shall be excluded from the patent file 
and kept confidential.’’. 

(b) REEXAMINATION.—Section 303(a) is amend-
ed to read as follows: 

‘‘(a) Within three months after the owner of a 
patent files a request for reexamination under 
section 302, the Director shall determine whether 
a substantial new question of patentability af-
fecting any claim of the patent concerned is 
raised by the request, with or without consider-
ation of other patents or printed publications. 
On the Director’s own initiative, and at any 
time, the Director may determine whether a sub-
stantial new question of patentability is raised 
by patents and publications discovered by the 
Director, is cited under section 301, or is cited by 
any person other than the owner of the patent 
under section 302 or section 311. The existence of 
a substantial new question of patentability is 
not precluded by the fact that a patent or print-
ed publication was previously cited by or to the 
Office or considered by the Office.’’. 

(c) CONDUCT OF INTER PARTES PRO-
CEEDINGS.—Section 314 is amended— 

(1) in the first sentence of subsection (a), by 
striking ‘‘conducted according to the procedures 
established for initial examination under the 
provisions of sections 132 and 133’’ and inserting 
‘‘heard by an administrative patent judge in ac-
cordance with procedures which the Director 
shall establish’’; 

(2) in subsection (b), by striking paragraph (2) 
and inserting the following: 

‘‘(2) The third-party requester shall have the 
opportunity to file written comments on any ac-
tion on the merits by the Office in the inter 
partes reexamination proceeding, and on any 
response that the patent owner files to such an 
action, if those written comments are received 
by the Office within 60 days after the date of 
service on the third-party requester of the Office 
action or patent owner response, as the case 
may be.’’; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(d) ORAL HEARING.—At the request of a third 

party requestor or the patent owner, the admin-
istrative patent judge shall conduct an oral 
hearing, unless the judge finds cause lacking for 
such hearing.’’. 

(d) ESTOPPEL.—Section 315(c) is amended by 
striking ‘‘or could have raised’’. 

(e) REEXAMINATION PROHIBITED AFTER DIS-
TRICT COURT DECISION.—Section 317(b) is 
amended— 

(1) in the subsection heading, by striking 
‘‘FINAL DECISION’’ and inserting ‘‘DISTRICT 
COURT DECISION’’; and 

(2) by striking ‘‘Once a final decision has been 
entered’’ and inserting ‘‘Once the judgment of 
the district court has been entered’’. 

(f) POST-GRANT OPPOSITION PROCEDURES.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Part III is amended by add-

ing at the end the following new chapter: 

‘‘CHAPTER 32—POST-GRANT REVIEW 
PROCEDURES 

‘‘Sec. 
‘‘321. Petition for post-grant review. 
‘‘322. Timing and bases of petition. 
‘‘323. Requirements of petition. 
‘‘324. Prohibited filings. 
‘‘325. Submission of additional information; 

showing of sufficient grounds. 
‘‘326. Conduct of post-grant review proceedings. 
‘‘327. Patent owner response. 
‘‘328. Proof and evidentiary standards. 
‘‘329. Amendment of the patent. 
‘‘330. Decision of the Board. 
‘‘331. Effect of decision. 
‘‘332. Settlement. 
‘‘333. Relationship to other pending pro-

ceedings. 
‘‘334. Effect of decisions rendered in civil action 

on post-grant review proceedings. 
‘‘335. Effect of final decision on future pro-

ceedings. 
‘‘336. Appeal. 

‘‘§ 321. Petition for post-grant review 
‘‘Subject to sections 322, 324, 332, and 333, a 

person who is not the patent owner may file 
with the Office a petition for cancellation seek-
ing to institute a post-grant review proceeding 
to cancel as unpatentable any claim of a patent 
on any ground that could be raised under para-
graph (2) or (3) of section 282(b) (relating to in-
validity of the patent or any claim). The Direc-
tor shall establish, by regulation, fees to be paid 
by the person requesting the proceeding, in such 
amounts as the Director determines to be rea-
sonable. 

‘‘§ 322. Timing and bases of petition 
‘‘A post-grant proceeding may be instituted 

under this chapter pursuant to a cancellation 
petition filed under section 321 only if— 

‘‘(1) the petition is filed not later than 12 
months after the grant of the patent or issuance 
of a reissue patent, as the case may be; or 

‘‘(2) the patent owner consents in writing to 
the proceeding. 

‘‘§ 323. Requirements of petition 
‘‘A cancellation petition filed under section 

321 may be considered only if— 
‘‘(1) the petition is accompanied by payment 

of the fee established by the Director under sec-
tion 321; 

‘‘(2) the petition identifies the cancellation pe-
titioner; and 

‘‘(3) the petition sets forth in writing the basis 
for the cancellation, identifying each claim 
challenged and providing such information as 
the Director may require by regulation, and in-
cludes copies of patents and printed publica-
tions that the cancellation petitioner relies upon 
in support of the petition; and 

‘‘(4) the petitioner provides copies of those 
documents to the patent owner or, if applicable, 
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the designated representative of the patent 
owner. 
‘‘§ 324. Prohibited filings 

‘‘A post-grant review proceeding may not be 
instituted under section 322 if the petition for 
cancellation requesting the proceeding identifies 
the same cancellation petitioner and the same 
patent as a previous petition for cancellation 
filed under such section. 
‘‘§ 325. Submission of additional information; 

showing of sufficient grounds 
‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—The cancellation petitioner 

shall file such additional information with re-
spect to the petition as the Director may require. 
For each petition submitted under section 321, 
the Director shall determine if the written state-
ment, and any evidence submitted with the re-
quest, establish that a substantial question of 
patentability exists for at least one claim in the 
patent. The Director may initiate a post-grant 
review proceeding if the Director determines 
that the information presented provides suffi-
cient grounds to believe that there is a substan-
tial question of patentability concerning one or 
more claims of the patent at issue. 

‘‘(b) NOTIFICATION; DETERMINATIONS NOT RE-
VIEWABLE.—The Director shall notify the patent 
owner and each petitioner in writing of the Di-
rector’s determination under subsection (a), in-
cluding a determination to deny the petition. 
The Director shall make that determination in 
writing not later than 60 days after receiving 
the petition. Any determination made by the Di-
rector under subsection (a), including whether 
or not to institute a post-grant review pro-
ceeding or to deny the petition, shall not be re-
viewable. 
‘‘§ 326. Conduct of post-grant review pro-

ceedings 
‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—The Director shall pre-

scribe regulations, in accordance with section 
2(b)(2)— 

‘‘(1) establishing and governing post-grant re-
view proceedings under this chapter and their 
relationship to other proceedings under this 
title; 

‘‘(2) establishing procedures for the submis-
sion of supplemental information after the peti-
tion for cancellation is filed; and 

‘‘(3) setting forth procedures for discovery of 
relevant evidence, including that such discovery 
shall be limited to evidence directly related to 
factual assertions advanced by either party in 
the proceeding, and the procedures for obtain-
ing such evidence shall be consistent with the 
purpose and nature of the proceeding. 

‘‘(b) POST-GRANT REGULATIONS.—Regulations 
under subsection (a)(1)— 

‘‘(1) shall require that the final determination 
in a post-grant proceeding issue not later than 
one year after the date on which the post-grant 
review proceeding is instituted under this chap-
ter, except that, for good cause shown, the Di-
rector may extend the 1-year period by not more 
than six months; 

‘‘(2) shall provide for discovery upon order of 
the Director; 

‘‘(3) shall provide for publication of notice in 
the Federal Register of the filing of a petition 
for post-grant review under this chapter, for 
publication of the petition, and documents, or-
ders, and decisions relating to the petition, on 
the website of the Patent and Trademark Office, 
and for filings under seal exempt from publica-
tion requirements; 

‘‘(4) shall prescribe sanctions for abuse of dis-
covery, abuse of process, or any other improper 
use of the proceeding, such as to harass or to 
cause unnecessary delay or unnecessary in-
crease in the cost of the proceeding; 

‘‘(5) may provide for protective orders gov-
erning the exchange and submission of con-
fidential information; and 

‘‘(6) shall ensure that any information sub-
mitted by the patent owner in support of any 
amendment entered under section 329 is made 
available to the public as part of the prosecution 
history of the patent. 

‘‘(c) CONSIDERATIONS.—In prescribing regula-
tions under this section, the Director shall con-
sider the effect on the economy, the integrity of 
the patent system, and the efficient administra-
tion of the Office. 

‘‘(d) CONDUCT OF PROCEEDING.—The Patent 
Trial and Appeal Board shall, in accordance 
with section 6(b), conduct each post-grant re-
view proceeding authorized by the Director. 

‘‘§ 327. Patent owner response 
‘‘After a post-grant proceeding under this 

chapter has been instituted with respect to a 
patent, the patent owner shall have the right to 
file, within a time period set by the Director, a 
response to the cancellation petition. The patent 
owner shall file with the response, through affi-
davits or declarations, any additional factual 
evidence and expert opinions on which the pat-
ent owner relies in support of the response. 

‘‘§ 328. Proof and evidentiary standards 
‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—The presumption of valid-

ity set forth in section 282 shall not apply in a 
challenge to any patent claim under this chap-
ter. 

‘‘(b) BURDEN OF PROOF.—The party advanc-
ing a proposition under this chapter shall have 
the burden of proving that proposition by a pre-
ponderance of the evidence. 

‘‘§ 329. Amendment of the patent 
‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—In response to a challenge 

in a petition for cancellation, the patent owner 
may file one motion to amend the patent in one 
or more of the following ways: 

‘‘(1) Cancel any challenged patent claim. 
‘‘(2) For each challenged claim, propose a sub-

stitute claim. 
‘‘(3) Amend the patent drawings or otherwise 

amend the patent other than the claims. 
‘‘(b) ADDITIONAL MOTIONS.—Additional mo-

tions to amend may be permitted only for good 
cause shown. 

‘‘(c) SCOPE OF CLAIMS.—An amendment under 
this section may not enlarge the scope of the 
claims of the patent or introduce new matter. 

‘‘§ 330. Decision of the Board 
‘‘If the post-grant review proceeding is insti-

tuted and not dismissed under this chapter, the 
Patent Trial and Appeal Board shall issue a 
final written decision with respect to the patent-
ability of any patent claim challenged and any 
new claim added under section 329. 

‘‘§ 331. Effect of decision 
‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—If the Patent Trial and 

Appeal Board issues a final decision under sec-
tion 330 and the time for appeal has expired or 
any appeal proceeding has terminated, the Di-
rector shall issue and publish a certificate can-
celing any claim of the patent finally deter-
mined to be unpatentable and incorporating in 
the patent by operation of the certificate any 
new claim determined to be patentable. 

‘‘(b) NEW CLAIMS.—Any new claim held to be 
patentable and incorporated into a patent in a 
post-grant review proceeding shall have the 
same effect as that specified in section 252 for 
reissued patents on the right of any person who 
made, purchased, offered to sell, or used within 
the United States, or imported into the United 
States, anything patented by such new claim, or 
who made substantial preparations therefor, be-
fore a certificate under subsection (a) of this 
section is issued. 

‘‘§ 332. Settlement 
‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—A post-grant review pro-

ceeding shall be terminated with respect to any 
petitioner upon the joint request of the peti-

tioner and the patent owner, unless the Patent 
Trial and Appeal Board has issued a written de-
cision before the request for termination is filed. 
If the post-grant review proceeding is termi-
nated with respect to a petitioner under this 
paragraph, no estoppel shall apply to that peti-
tioner. If no petitioner remains in the pro-
ceeding, the panel of administrative patent 
judges assigned to the proceeding shall termi-
nate the proceeding. 

‘‘(b) AGREEMENT IN WRITING.—Any agreement 
or understanding between the patent owner and 
a petitioner, including any collateral agree-
ments referred to in the agreement or under-
standing, that is made in connection with or in 
contemplation of the termination of a post-grant 
review proceeding, must be in writing. A post- 
grant review proceeding as between the parties 
to the agreement or understanding may not be 
terminated until a copy of the agreement or un-
derstanding, including any such collateral 
agreements, has been filed in the Office. If any 
party filing such an agreement or under-
standing requests, the agreement or under-
standing shall be kept separate from the file of 
the post-grant review proceeding, and shall be 
made available only to Government agencies on 
written request, or to any person on a showing 
of good cause. 

‘‘§ 333. Relationship to other pending pro-
ceedings 
‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding sub-

section 135(a), sections 251 and 252, and chapter 
30, the Director may determine the manner in 
which any reexamination proceeding, reissue 
proceeding, interference proceeding (commenced 
before the effective date provided in section 3(k) 
of the Patent Reform Act of 2007), derivation 
proceeding, or post-grant review proceeding, 
that is pending during a post-grant review pro-
ceeding, may proceed, including providing for 
stay, transfer, consolidation, or termination of 
any such proceeding. 

‘‘(b) STAYS.—The Director may stay a post- 
grant review proceeding if a pending civil action 
for infringement addresses the same or substan-
tially the same questions of patentability. 

‘‘§ 334. Effect of decisions rendered in civil ac-
tion on post-grant review proceedings 
‘‘If a final decision is entered against a party 

in a civil action arising in whole or in part 
under section 1338 of title 28 establishing that 
the party has not sustained its burden of prov-
ing the invalidity of any patent claim— 

‘‘(1) that party to the civil action and the 
privies of that party may not thereafter request 
a post-grant review proceeding on that patent 
claim on the basis of any grounds, under the 
provisions of section 321, which that party or 
the privies of that party raised or could have 
raised; and 

‘‘(2) the Director may not thereafter maintain 
a post-grant review proceeding that was re-
quested, before the final decision was so en-
tered, by that party or the privies of that party 
on the basis of such grounds. 

‘‘§ 335. Effect of final decision on future pro-
ceedings 
‘‘If a final decision under section 330 is favor-

able to the patentability of any original or new 
claim of the patent challenged by the cancella-
tion petitioner, the cancellation petitioner may 
not thereafter, based on any ground that the 
cancellation petitioner raised during the post- 
grant review proceeding— 

‘‘(1) request or pursue a reexamination of 
such claim under chapter 31; 

‘‘(2) request or pursue a derivation proceeding 
with respect to such claim; 

‘‘(3) request or pursue a post-grant review 
proceeding under this chapter with respect to 
such claim; or 
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‘‘(4) assert the invalidity of any such claim in 

any civil action arising in whole or in part 
under section 1338 of title 28. 
‘‘§ 336. Appeal 

‘‘A party dissatisfied with the final deter-
mination of the Patent Trial and Appeal Board 
in a post-grant proceeding under this chapter 
may appeal the determination under sections 
141 through 144. Any party to the post-grant 
proceeding shall have the right to be a party to 
the appeal.’’. 

(g) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The table of 
chapters for part III is amended by adding at 
the end the following: 
‘‘32. Post-Grant Review Proceedings ... 321’’. 

(h) REPEAL.—Section 4607 of the Intellectual 
Property and Communications Omnibus Reform 
Act of 1999, as enacted by section 1000(a)(9) of 
Public Law 106–113, is repealed. 

(i) EFFECTIVE DATES.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The amendments and repeal 

made by this section shall take effect at the end 
of the 1-year period beginning on the date of the 
enactment of this Act. 

(2) APPLICABILITY TO EX PARTE AND INTER 
PARTES PROCEEDINGS.—Notwithstanding any 
other provision of law, sections 301 and 311 
through 318 of title 35, United States Code, as 
amended by this section, shall apply to any pat-
ent that issues before, on, or after the effective 
date under paragraph (1) from an original ap-
plication filed on any date. 

(3) APPLICABILITY TO POST-GRANT PRO-
CEEDINGS.—The amendments made by subsection 
(f) shall apply to patents issued on or after the 
effective date under paragraph (1). 

(j) REGULATIONS.— 
(1) REGULATIONS.—The Under Secretary of 

Commerce for Intellectual Property and Director 
of the United States Patent and Trademark Of-
fice (in this subsection referred to as the ‘‘Direc-
tor’’) shall, not later than the date that is 1 year 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, issue 
regulations to carry out chapter 32 of title 35, 
United States Code, as added by subsection (f) 
of this section. 

(2) PENDING INTERFERENCES.—The Director 
shall determine the procedures under which 
interferences under title 35, United States Code, 
that are commenced before the effective date 
under subsection (i)(1) are to proceed, including 
whether any such interference is to be dismissed 
without prejudice to the filing of a cancellation 
petition for a post-grant opposition proceeding 
under chapter 32 of title 35, United States Code, 
or is to proceed as if this Act had not been en-
acted. The Director shall include such proce-
dures in regulations issued under paragraph (1). 
SEC. 7. DEFINITIONS; PATENT TRIAL AND APPEAL 

BOARD. 
(a) DEFINITIONS.—Section 100 (as amended by 

this Act) is further amended by adding at the 
end the following: 

‘‘(k) The term ‘cancellation petitioner’ means 
the real party in interest requesting cancellation 
of any claim of a patent under chapter 32 of this 
title and the privies of the real party in inter-
est.’’. 

(a) PATENT TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD.—Sec-
tion 6 is amended to read as follows: 
‘‘§ 6. Patent Trial and Appeal Board 

‘‘(a) ESTABLISHMENT AND COMPOSITION.— 
There shall be in the Office a Patent Trial and 
Appeal Board. The Director, the Deputy Direc-
tor, the Commissioner for Patents, the Commis-
sioner for Trademarks, and the administrative 
patent judges shall constitute the Patent Trial 
and Appeal Board. The administrative patent 
judges shall be persons of competent legal 
knowledge and scientific ability who are ap-
pointed by the Director. Any reference in any 
Federal law, Executive order, rule, regulation, 
or delegation of authority, or any document of 

or pertaining to the Board of Patent Appeals 
and Interferences is deemed to refer to the Pat-
ent Trial and Appeal Board. 

‘‘(b) DUTIES.—The Patent Trial and Appeal 
Board shall— 

‘‘(1) on written appeal of an applicant, review 
adverse decisions of examiners upon application 
for patents; 

‘‘(2) on written appeal of a patent owner, re-
view adverse decisions of examiners upon pat-
ents in reexamination proceedings under chap-
ter 30; 

‘‘(3) review appeals by patent owners and 
third-party requesters under section 315; 

‘‘(4) determine priority and patentability of 
invention in derivation proceedings under sec-
tion 135(a); and 

‘‘(5) conduct post-grant opposition pro-
ceedings under chapter 32. 
Each appeal and derivation proceeding shall be 
heard by at least 3 members of the Patent Trial 
and Appeal Board, who shall be designated by 
the Director. Only the Patent Trial and Appeal 
Board may grant rehearings. The Director shall 
assign each post-grant review proceeding to a 
panel of 3 administrative patent judges. Once 
assigned, each such panel of administrative pat-
ent judges shall have the responsibilities under 
chapter 32 in connection with post-grant review 
proceedings.’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments made 
by this section shall take effect at the end of the 
1-year period beginning on the date of the en-
actment of this Act. 
SEC. 8. STUDY AND REPORT ON REEXAMINATION 

PROCEEDINGS. 
The Under Secretary of Commerce for Intellec-

tual Property and Director of the Patent and 
Trademark Office shall, not later than 2 years 
after the date of the enactment of this Act— 

(1) conduct a study of the effectiveness and 
efficiency of the different forms of proceedings 
available under title 35, United States Code, for 
the reexamination of patents; and 

(2) submit to the Committees on the Judiciary 
of the House of Representatives and the Senate 
a report on the results of the study, including 
any of the Director’s suggestions for amending 
the law, and any other recommendations the Di-
rector has with respect to patent reexamination 
proceedings. 
SEC. 9. SUBMISSIONS BY THIRD PARTIES AND 

OTHER QUALITY ENHANCEMENTS. 
(a) PUBLICATION.—Section 122(b)(2) is amend-

ed— 
(1) by striking subparagraph (B); and 
(2) in subparagraph (A)— 
(A) by striking ‘‘(A) An application’’ and in-

serting ‘‘An application’’; and 
(B) by redesignating clauses (i) through (iv) 

as subparagraphs (A) through (D), respectively. 
(b) PREISSUANCE SUBMISSIONS BY THIRD PAR-

TIES.—Section 122 is amended by adding at the 
end the following: 

‘‘(e) PREISSUANCE SUBMISSIONS BY THIRD PAR-
TIES.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Any person may submit for 
consideration and inclusion in the record of a 
patent application, any patent, published pat-
ent application, or other publication of potential 
relevance to the examination of the application, 
if such submission is made in writing before the 
earlier of— 

‘‘(A) the date a notice of allowance under sec-
tion 151 is mailed in the application for patent; 
or 

‘‘(B) either— 
‘‘(i) 6 months after the date on which the ap-

plication for patent is published under section 
122, or 

‘‘(ii) the date of the first rejection under sec-
tion 132 of any claim by the examiner during the 
examination of the application for patent, 
whichever occurs later. 

‘‘(2) OTHER REQUIREMENTS.—Any submission 
under paragraph (1) shall— 

‘‘(A) set forth a concise description of the as-
serted relevance of each submitted document; 

‘‘(B) be accompanied by such fee as the Direc-
tor may prescribe; and 

‘‘(C) include a statement by the submitter af-
firming that the submission was made in compli-
ance with this section.’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments made 
by this section— 

(1) shall take effect at the end of the 1-year 
period beginning on the date of the enactment 
of this Act; and 

(2) shall apply to any application for patent 
filed before, on, or after the effective date under 
paragraph (1). 
SEC. 10. TAX PLANNING METHODS NOT PATENT-

ABLE. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 101 is amended— 
(1) by striking ‘‘Whoever’’ and inserting ‘‘(a) 

PATENTABLE INVENTIONS.—Whoever’’; and 
(2) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(b) TAX PLANNING METHODS.— 
‘‘(1) UNPATENTABLE SUBJECT MATTER.—A pat-

ent may not be obtained for a tax planning 
method. 

‘‘(2) DEFINITIONS.—For purposes of paragraph 
(1)— 

‘‘(A) the term ‘tax planning method’ means a 
plan, strategy, technique, or scheme that is de-
signed to reduce, minimize, or defer, or has, 
when implemented, the effect of reducing, mini-
mizing, or deferring, a taxpayer’s tax liability, 
but does not include the use of tax preparation 
software or other tools used solely to perform or 
model mathematical calculations or prepare tax 
or information returns; 

‘‘(B) the term ‘taxpayer’ means an individual, 
entity, or other person (as defined in section 
7701 of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986) that 
is subject to taxation directly, is required to pre-
pare a tax return or information statement to 
enable one or more other persons to determine 
their tax liability, or is otherwise subject to a 
tax law; 

‘‘(C) the terms ‘tax’, ‘tax laws’, ‘tax liability’, 
and ‘taxation’ refer to any Federal, State, coun-
ty, city, municipality, or other governmental 
levy, assessment, or imposition, whether meas-
ured by income, value, or otherwise; and 

‘‘(D) the term ‘State’ means each of the sev-
eral States, the District of Columbia, and any 
commonwealth, territory, or possession of the 
United States.’’. 

(b) APPLICABILITY.—The amendments made by 
this section— 

(1) shall take effect on the date of the enact-
ment of this Act; 

(2) shall apply to any application for patent 
or application for a reissue patent that is— 

(A) filed on or after the date of the enactment 
of this Act; or 

(B) filed before that date if a patent or reissue 
patent has not been issued pursuant to the ap-
plication as of that date; and 

(3) shall not be construed as validating any 
patent issued before the date of the enactment 
of this Act for an invention described in section 
101(b) of title 35, United States Code, as amend-
ed by this section. 
SEC. 11. VENUE AND JURISDICTION. 

(a) VENUE FOR PATENT CASES.—Section 1400 of 
title 28, United States Code, is amended by strik-
ing subsection (b) and inserting the following: 

‘‘(b) Notwithstanding section 1391 of this title, 
in any civil action arising under any Act of 
Congress relating to patents, a party shall not 
manufacture venue by assignment, incorpora-
tion, or otherwise to invoke the venue of a spe-
cific district court. 

‘‘(c) Notwithstanding section 1391 of this title, 
any civil action for patent infringement or any 
action for declaratory judgment may be brought 
only in a judicial district— 
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‘‘(1) where the defendant has its principal 

place of business or in the location or place in 
which the defendant is incorporated, or, for for-
eign corporations with a United States sub-
sidiary, where the defendant’s primary United 
States subsidiary has its principal place of busi-
ness or in the location or place in which the de-
fendants primary United States subsidiary is in-
corporated; 

‘‘(2) where the defendant has committed a 
substantial portion of the acts of infringement 
and has a regular and established physical fa-
cility that the defendant controls and that con-
stitutes a substantial portion of the operations 
of the defendant; 

‘‘(3) where the primary plaintiff resides, if the 
primary plaintiff in the action is an institution 
of higher education as defined under section 
101(a) of the Higher Education Act of 1965 (20 
U.S.C. 1001(a)); or 

‘‘(4) where the plaintiff resides, if the plaintiff 
or a subsidiary of the plaintiff has an estab-
lished physical facility in such district dedicated 
to research, development, or manufacturing that 
is operated by full-time employees of the plain-
tiff or such subsidiary, or if the sole plaintiff in 
the action is an individual inventor who is a 
natural person and who qualifies at the time 
such action is filed as a micro entity under sec-
tion 124 of title 35. 

‘‘(d) If the plaintiff brings a civil action for 
patent infringement in a judicial district under 
subsection (c), the district court may transfer 
that action to any other district or division 
where— 

‘‘(1) the defendant has substantial evidence or 
witnesses; and 

‘‘(2) venue would be appropriate under section 
1391 of this title, if such transfer would be ap-
propriate under section 1404 of this title.’’. 

(b) INTERLOCUTORY APPEALS.—Subsection (c) 
of section 1292 of title 28, United States Code, is 
amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘and’’ at the end of paragraph 
(1); 

(2) by striking the period at the end of para-
graph (2) and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(3) of an appeal from an interlocutory order 

or decree determining construction of claims in 
a civil action for patent infringement under sec-
tion 271 of title 35. 

Application for an appeal under paragraph (3) 
shall be made to the court within 10 days after 
entry of the order or decree. The district court 
shall have discretion whether to approve the ap-
plication and, if so, whether to stay proceedings 
in the district court during pendency of the ap-
peal.’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments made 
by this section shall apply to any action com-
menced on or after the date of the enactment of 
this Act. 
SEC. 12. ADDITIONAL INFORMATION; INEQUI-

TABLE CONDUCT AS DEFENSE TO IN-
FRINGEMENT. 

(a) DISCLOSURE REQUIREMENTS FOR APPLI-
CANTS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 11 is amended by 
adding at the end the following new section: 

‘‘§ 123. Additional information 
‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—The Director shall, by reg-

ulation, require that applicants submit a search 
report and other information and analysis rel-
evant to patentability. An application shall be 
regarded as abandoned if the applicant fails to 
submit the required search report, information, 
and analysis in the manner and within the time 
period prescribed by the Director. 

‘‘(b) EXCEPTION FOR MICRO ENTITIES.—Appli-
cations from micro-entities shall not be subject 
to the requirements of regulations issued under 
subsection (a). 

‘‘§ 124. Micro entities 
‘‘(a) DEFINITION.—For purposes of this title, 

the term ‘micro entity’ means an applicant for 
patent who makes a certification under either 
subsection (b) or (c). 

‘‘(b) UNASSIGNED APPLICATION.—A certifi-
cation under this subsection is a certification by 
each inventor named in the application that the 
inventor— 

‘‘(1) qualifies as a small entity as defined in 
regulations issued by the Director; 

‘‘(2) has not been named on five or more pre-
viously filed patent applications; 

‘‘(3) has not assigned, granted, or conveyed, 
and is not under an obligation by contract or 
law to assign, grant, or convey, a license or any 
other ownership interest in the application; and 

‘‘(4) does not have a gross income, as defined 
in section 61(a) of the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986, exceeding 2.5 times the median household 
income, as reported by the Bureau of the Cen-
sus, for the most recent calendar year preceding 
the calendar year in which the examination fee 
is being paid. 

‘‘(c) ASSIGNED APPLICATION.—A certification 
under this subsection is a certification by each 
inventor named in the application that the in-
ventor— 

‘‘(1) qualifies as a small entity as defined in 
regulations issued by the Director and meets the 
requirements of subsection (b)(4); 

‘‘(2) has not been named on five or more pre-
viously filed patent applications; and 

‘‘(3) has assigned, granted, conveyed, or is 
under an obligation by contract or law to as-
sign, grant, or convey, a license or other owner-
ship interest in the application to an entity that 
has five or fewer employees and has a gross tax-
able income, as defined in section 61(a) of the 
Internal Revenue Code of 1986, that does not ex-
ceed 2.5 times the median household income, as 
reported by the Bureau of the Census, for the 
most recent calendar year preceding the cal-
endar year in which the examination fee is 
being paid.’’. 

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections for chapter 11 is amended by adding at 
the end the following new items: 
‘‘123. Additional information. 
‘‘124. Micro entities.’’. 

(b) INEQUITABLE CONDUCT AS DEFENSE TO IN-
FRINGEMENT.—Section 282 is amended— 

(1) in the first undesignated paragraph, by 
striking ‘‘A patent’’ and inserting ‘‘(a) IN GEN-
ERAL.—A patent’’; 

(2) in the second undesignated paragraph— 
(A) by striking ‘‘The following’’ and inserting 

‘‘(b) DEFENSES.—The following’’; and 
(B) by striking the comma at the end of each 

of paragraphs (1), (2), and (3) and inserting a 
period; 

(3) in the third undesignated paragraph— 
(A) by striking ‘‘In actions’’ and inserting 

‘‘(d) NOTICE OF ACTIONS; PLEADING.—In ac-
tions’’; 

(B) by inserting after the second sentence the 
following: ‘‘In an action involving any allega-
tion of inequitable conduct under subsection (c), 
the party asserting this defense or claim shall 
comply with the pleading requirements set forth 
in Rule 9(b) of the Federal Rules of Civil Proce-
dure.’’; and 

(C) by striking ‘‘Invalidity’’ and inserting ‘‘(e) 
EXTENSION OF PATENT TERM.—Invalidity’’; and 

(4) by inserting after subsection (b), as des-
ignated by paragraph (2) of this subsection, the 
following: 

‘‘(c) INEQUITABLE CONDUCT.— 
‘‘(1) DEFENSE.—A patent may be held to be 

unenforceable, or other remedy imposed under 
paragraph (3), for inequitable conduct only if it 
is established, by clear and convincing evidence, 
that— 

‘‘(A) the patentee, its agents, or another per-
son with a duty of disclosure to the Office, with 

the intent to mislead or deceive the patent exam-
iner, misrepresented or failed to disclose mate-
rial information concerning a matter or pro-
ceeding before the Office; and 

‘‘(B) in the absence of such deception, the Of-
fice, acting reasonably, would, on the record be-
fore it, have made a prima facie finding of 
unpatentability. 

‘‘(2) INTENT.—In order to prove intent to mis-
lead or deceive under paragraph (1), specific 
facts beyond materiality of the information sub-
mitted or not disclosed must be proven that sup-
port an inference of intent to mislead or deceive 
the Patent and Trademark Office. Facts support 
an inference of intent if they show cir-
cumstances that indicate conscious or deliberate 
behavior on the part of the patentee, its agents, 
or another person with a duty of disclosure to 
the Office, to not disclose material information 
or to submit materially false information. 

‘‘(3) REMEDY.—Upon a finding of inequitable 
conduct, the court shall balance the equities to 
determine which of the following remedies to im-
pose: 

‘‘(A) Denying equitable relief to the patent 
holder and limiting the remedy for infringement 
to damages. 

‘‘(B) Holding the claims-in-suit, or the claims 
in which inequitable conduct occurred, unen-
forceable. 

‘‘(C) Holding the patent unenforceable. 
‘‘(D) Holding the claims of a related patent 

unenforceable. 
‘‘(4) ATTORNEY MISCONDUCT.—Upon a finding 

of inequitable conduct, if there is evidence that 
the conduct can be attributable to a person or 
persons authorized to practice before the Office, 
the court shall refer the matter to the Office for 
appropriate disciplinary action under section 32, 
and shall order the parties to preserve and make 
available to the Office any materials that may 
be relevant to the determination under section 
32.’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.— 
(1) SUBSECTION (a).—The amendments made 

by subsection (a)— 
(A) shall take effect at the end of the 1-year 

period beginning on the date of the enactment 
of this Act; and 

(B) shall apply to any application for patent 
filed on or after the effective date under sub-
paragraph (A). 

(2) SUBSECTION (b).—The amendments made 
by subsection (b) shall apply to any civil action 
commenced on or after the date of the enact-
ment of this Act. 
SEC. 13. BEST MODE REQUIREMENT. 

Section 282(b) (as designated by section 12(b) 
of this Act) is amended by striking paragraph 
(3) and inserting the following: 

‘‘(3) Invalidity of the patent or any claim in 
suit for failure to comply with— 

‘‘(A) any requirement of section 112 of this 
title, other than the requirement that the speci-
fication shall set forth the best mode con-
templated by the inventor of carrying out his in-
vention; or 

‘‘(B) any requirement of section 251 of this 
title.’’. 
SEC. 14. REGULATORY AUTHORITY. 

(a) REGULATORY AUTHORITY.—Section 2(c) is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 

‘‘(6) The powers granted under paragraph (2) 
of subsection (b) include the authority to pro-
mulgate regulations to ensure the quality and 
timeliness of applications and their examina-
tion, including specifying circumstances under 
which an application for patent may claim the 
benefit under sections 120, 121 and 365(c) of the 
filing date of a prior filed application for pat-
ent.’’. 

(b) CLARIFICATION.—The amendment made by 
subsection (a) clarifies the scope of power grant-
ed to the United States Patent and Trademark 
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Office by paragraph (2) of section 2(b) of title 
35, United States Code, as in effect since the en-
actment of Public Law 106–113. 
SEC. 15. TECHNICAL AMENDMENTS. 

(a) JOINT INVENTIONS.—Section 116 is amend-
ed— 

(1) in the first paragraph, by striking ‘‘When’’ 
and inserting ‘‘(a) JOINT INVENTIONS.—When’’; 

(2) in the second paragraph, by striking ‘‘If a 
joint inventor’’ and inserting ‘‘(b) OMITTED IN-
VENTOR.—If a joint inventor’’; and 

(3) in the third paragraph, by striking 
‘‘Whenever’’ and inserting ‘‘(c) CORRECTION OF 
ERRORS IN APPLICATION.—Whenever’’. 

(b) FILING OF APPLICATION IN FOREIGN COUN-
TRY.—Section 184 is amended— 

(1) in the first paragraph, by striking ‘‘Except 
when’’ and inserting ‘‘(a) FILING IN FOREIGN 
COUNTRY.—Except when’’; 

(2) in the second paragraph, by striking ‘‘The 
term’’ and inserting ‘‘(b) APPLICATION.—The 
term’’; and 

(3) in the third paragraph, by striking ‘‘The 
scope’’ and inserting ‘‘(c) SUBSEQUENT MODI-
FICATIONS, AMENDMENTS, AND SUPPLEMENTS.— 
The scope’’. 

(c) REISSUE OF DEFECTIVE PATENTS.—Section 
251 is amended— 

(1) in the first paragraph, by striking ‘‘When-
ever’’ and inserting ‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—When-
ever’’; 

(2) in the second paragraph, by striking ‘‘The 
Director’’ and inserting ‘‘(b) MULTIPLE RE-
ISSUED PATENTS.—The Director’’; 

(3) in the third paragraph, by striking ‘‘The 
provisions’’ and inserting ‘‘(c) APPLICABILITY OF 
THIS TITLE.—The provisions’’; and 

(4) in the last paragraph, by striking ‘‘No re-
issued patent’’ and inserting ‘‘(d) REISSUE PAT-
ENT ENLARGING SCOPE OF CLAIMS.—No reissued 
patent’’. 

(d) EFFECT OF REISSUE.—Section 253 is 
amended— 

(1) in the first paragraph, by striking ‘‘When-
ever’’ and inserting ‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—When-
ever’’; and 

(2) in the second paragraph, by striking ‘‘In 
like manner’’ and inserting ‘‘(b) ADDITIONAL 
DISCLAIMER OR DEDICATION.—In the manner set 
forth in subsection (a),’’. 

(e) CORRECTION OF NAMED INVENTOR.—Sec-
tion 256 is amended— 

(1) in the first paragraph, by striking ‘‘When-
ever’’ and inserting ‘‘(a) CORRECTION.—When-
ever’’; and 

(2) in the second paragraph, by striking ‘‘The 
error’’ and inserting ‘‘(b) PATENT VALID IF 
ERROR CORRECTED.—The error’’. 

(f) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments made 
by this section shall take effect on the date of 
the enactment of this Act. 
SEC. 16. STUDY OF SPECIAL MASTERS IN PATENT 

CASES. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days 

after the date of the enactment of this Act, the 
Director of the Administrative Office of the 
United States Courts shall conduct a study of, 
and submit to the Committee on the Judiciary of 
the House of Representatives and the Committee 
on the Judiciary of the Senate a report on, the 
use of special masters in patent litigation who 
are appointed in accordance with Rule 53 of the 
Federal Rules of Civil Procedure. 

(b) OBJECTIVE.—In conducting the study 
under subsection (a), the Director shall consider 
whether the use of special masters has been ben-
eficial in patent litigation and what, if any, 
program should be undertaken to facilitate the 
use by the judiciary of special masters in patent 
litigation. 

(c) FACTORS TO CONSIDER.—In conducting the 
study under subsection (a), the Director, in con-
sultation with the Federal Judicial Center, shall 
consider— 

(1) the basis upon which courts appoint spe-
cial masters under Rule 53(b) of the Federal 
Rules of Civil Procedure; 

(2) the frequency with which special masters 
have been used by the courts; 

(3) the role and powers special masters are 
given by the courts; 

(4) the subject matter at issue in cases that use 
special masters; 

(5) the impact on court time and costs in cases 
where a special master is used as compared to 
cases where no special master is used; 

(6) the legal and technical training and expe-
rience of special masters; 

(7) whether the use of special masters has an 
impact on the reversal rate of district court deci-
sions at the Court of Appeals for the Federal 
Circuit; and 

(8) any other factors that the Director believes 
would assist in gauging the effectiveness of spe-
cial masters in patent litigation. 
SEC. 17. RULE OF CONSTRUCTION. 

The enactment of section 102(b)(3) of title 35, 
United States Code, under section (3)(b) of this 
Act is done with the same intent to promote 
joint research activities that was expressed, in-
cluding in the legislative history, through the 
enactment of the Cooperative Research and 
Technology Enhancement Act of 2004 (Public 
Law 108–453; the ‘‘CREATE Act’’), the amend-
ments of which are stricken by section 3(c) of 
this Act. The United States Patent and Trade-
mark Office shall administer section 102(b)(3) of 
title 35, United States Code, in a manner con-
sistent with the legislative history of the CRE-
ATE Act that was relevant to its administration 
by the Patent and Trademark Office. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. No amend-
ment to the committee amendment is 
in order except those printed in House 
Report 110–319. Each amendment may 
be offered only in the order printed in 
the report, by a Member designated in 
the report, shall be considered read, 
shall be debatable for the time speci-
fied in the report, equally divided and 
controlled by the proponent and an op-
ponent of the amendment, shall not be 
subject to amendment, and shall not be 
subject to a demand for division of the 
question. 

AMENDMENT NO. 1 OFFERED BY MR. CONYERS 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. It is now in 

order to consider amendment No. 1 
printed in House Report 110–319. 

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Chairman, I offer 
an amendment. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The Clerk 
will designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Amendment No. 1 offered by Mr. CONYERS: 
Page 3, strike lines 22 through 25. 
Page 3, line 21, insert quotation marks and 

a second period after ‘‘patent.’’. 
Page 10, strike line 24 and all that follows 

through page 11, line 2, and insert the fol-
lowing: 

(i) ACTION FOR CLAIM TO PATENT ON DE-
RIVED INVENTION.—Section 135 is amended to 
read as follows: 
‘‘§ 135. Derivation proceedings’’. 

Page 11, lines 14 and 15, strike ‘‘Any such 
request—’’ and insert the following: 

‘‘(B) REQUIREMENTS FOR REQUEST.—Any re-
quest under subparagraph (A)—’’. 

Page 12, line 3, strike ‘‘(B)’’ and insert 
‘‘(C)’’. 

Page 12, line 8, strike ‘‘under section 101’’. 
Page 13, line 16, strike the quotation 

marks and second period. 

Page 13, insert the following after line 16: 
‘‘(b) SETTLEMENT.—Parties to a derivation 

proceeding may terminate the proceeding by 
filing a written statement reflecting the 
agreement of the parties as to the correct in-
ventors of the claimed invention in dispute. 
Unless the Patent Trial and Appeal Board 
finds the agreement to be inconsistent with 
the evidence of record, it shall take action 
consistent with the agreement. Any written 
settlement or understanding of the parties 
shall be filed with the Director. At the re-
quest of a party to the proceeding, the agree-
ment or understanding shall be treated as 
business confidential information, shall be 
kept separate from the file of the involved 
patents or applications, and shall be made 
available only to Government agencies on 
written request, or to any person on a show-
ing of good cause. 

‘‘(c) ARBITRATION.—Parties to a derivation 
proceeding, within such time as may be spec-
ified by the Director by regulation, may de-
termine such contest or any aspect thereof 
by arbitration. Such arbitration shall be 
governed by the provisions of title 9 to the 
extent such title is not inconsistent with 
this section. The parties shall give notice of 
any arbitration award to the Director, and 
such award shall, as between the parties to 
the arbitration, be dispositive of the issues 
to which it relates. The arbitration award 
shall be unenforceable until such notice is 
given. Nothing in this subsection shall pre-
clude the Director from determining patent-
ability of the invention involved in the deri-
vation proceeding.’’. 

Page 13, strike line 17 and all that follows 
through page 15, line 8. 

Page 17, line 10, insert ‘‘with respect to an 
application for patent filed’’ after ‘‘com-
menced’’. 

Page 17, lines 21 and 22, strike ‘‘transmits 
to the Congress a finding’’ and insert ‘‘issues 
an Executive order containing the Presi-
dent’s finding’’. 

Page 18, insert the following after line 23: 
(3) RETENTION OF INTERFERENCE PROCE-

DURES WITH RESPECT TO APPLICATIONS FILED 
BEFORE EFFECTIVE DATE.—In the case of any 
application for patent that is filed before the 
effective date under paragraph (1)(A), the 
provisions of law repealed or amended by 
subsections (h), (i), and (j) shall apply to 
such application as such provisions of law 
were in effect on the day before such effec-
tive date. 

Page 21, lines 24 and 25, strike ‘‘is under an 
obligation of assignment of’’ and insert ‘‘has 
assigned rights in’’. 

Page 24, strike line 23 and all that follows 
through page 25, line 13 and redesignate the 
succeeding subsections accordingly. 

Page 27, line 13, strike ‘‘(5)’’ and insert 
‘‘(4)’’. 

Page 27, line 21, strike ‘‘The court’’ and in-
sert ‘‘Upon a showing to the satisfaction of 
the court that a reasonable royalty should 
be based on a portion of the value of the in-
fringing product or process, the court’’. 

Page 28, lines 5 and 6, strike ‘‘Unless the 
claimant shows’’ and insert ‘‘Upon a showing 
to the satisfaction of the court’’. 

Page 28, line 9, strike ‘‘may not’’ and insert 
‘‘may’’. 

Page 28, strike line 12 and all that follows 
through page 29, line 2, and insert the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(4) OTHER FACTORS.—If neither paragraph 
(2) or (3) is appropriate for determining a 
reasonable royalty, the court may consider, 
or direct the jury to consider, the terms of 
any nonexclusive marketplace licensing of 
the invention, where appropriate, as well as 
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any other relevant factors under applicable 
law. 

‘‘(5) COMBINATION INVENTIONS.—For pur-
poses of paragraphs (2) and (3), in the case of 
a combination invention the elements of 
which are present individually in the prior 
art, the patentee may show that the con-
tribution over the prior art may include the 
value of the additional function resulting 
from the combination, as well as the en-
hanced value, if any, of some or all of the 
prior art elements resulting from the com-
bination.’’; 

Page 31, line 17, strike ‘‘The court’s’’ and 
all that follows through ‘‘jury.’’ on line 19. 

Page 31, strike line 23 and all that follows 
through the matter following line 17 on page 
33 and insert the following: 

(b) REPORT TO CONGRESSIONAL COMMIT-
TEES.—Not later than June 30, 2009, the 
Under Secretary of Commerce for Intellec-
tual Property and Director of the United 
States Patent and Trademark Office (in this 
subsection referred to as the ‘‘Director’’) 
shall report to the Committee on the Judici-
ary of the House of Representatives and the 
Committee on the Judiciary of the Senate 
the findings and recommendations of the Di-
rector on the operation of prior user rights 
in selected countries in the industrialized 
world. The report shall include the following: 

(1) A comparison between the patent laws 
of the United States and the laws of other in-
dustrialized countries, including the Euro-
pean Union, Japan, Canada, and Australia. 

(2) An analysis of the effect of prior user 
rights on innovation rates in the selected 
countries. 

(3) An analysis of the correlation, if any, 
between prior user rights and start-up enter-
prises and the ability to attract venture cap-
ital to start new companies. 

(4) An analysis of the effect of prior user 
rights, if any, on small businesses, univer-
sities, and individual inventors. 

(5) An analysis of any legal or constitu-
tional issues that arise from placing ele-
ments of trade secret law, in the form of 
prior user rights, in patent law. 
In preparing the report, the Director shall 
consult with the Secretary of State and the 
Attorney General of the United States. 

Page 33, line 18, strike ‘‘(d)’’ and insert 
‘‘(c)’’. 

Page 33, line 21, strike ‘‘(e)’’ and insert 
‘‘(d)’’. 

Page 36, lines 22 and 23, strike ‘‘cited by or 
to the Office or’’. 

Page 39, line 10, strike ‘‘grant of the patent 
or issuance of’’ and insert ‘‘issuance of the 
patent or’’. 

Page 39, strike line 21 and all that follows 
through page 40, line 2 and insert the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(3) for each claim sought to be canceled, 
the petition sets forth in writing the basis 
for cancellation and provides the evidence in 
support thereof, including copies of patents 
and printed publications, or written testi-
mony of a witness attested to under oath or 
declaration by the witness, or any other in-
formation that the Director may require by 
regulation.; and 

Page 40, lines 3 and 4, strike ‘‘those docu-
ments’’ and insert ‘‘the petition, including 
any evidence submitted with the petition 
and any other information submitted under 
paragraph (3),’’. 

Page 41, add the following after line 25: 
In carrying out paragraph (3), the Director 
shall bear in mind that discovery must be in 
the interests of justice. 

Page 44, lines 23 and 24, strike ‘‘with re-
spect to’’ and insert ‘‘addressing’’. 

Page 46, line 1, strike ‘‘of administrative 
patent judges’’. 

Page 46, line 18, strike ‘‘pending’’. 
Page 46, line 23, insert ‘‘with respect to an 

application for patent filed’’ after ‘‘com-
menced’’. 

Page 47, line 5, insert ‘‘of a patent’’ after 
‘‘infringement’’. 

Page 47, line 7, insert after ‘‘patentability’’ 
the following: ‘‘raised against the patent in a 
petition for post-grant review’’. 

Page 47, insert the following after line 7: 
‘‘(c) EFFECT OF COMMENCEMENT OF PRO-

CEEDING.—The commencement of a post- 
grant review proceeding— 

‘‘(1) shall not limit in any way the right of 
the patent owner to commence an action for 
infringement of the patent; and 

‘‘(2) shall not be cited as evidence relating 
to the validity of any claim of the patent in 
any proceeding before a court or the Inter-
national Trade Commission concerning the 
patent. 

Page 48, line 14, strike ‘‘or’’. 
Page 48, line 17, strike the period and in-

sert ‘‘; or’’. 
Page 48, insert the following after line 17: 
‘‘(5) assert the invalidity of any such claim 

in defense to an action brought under section 
337 of the Tariff Act of 1930 (19 U.S.C. 1337). 

Page 49, line 18, strike ‘‘subsection (f)’’ and 
insert ‘‘subsections (f) and (g)’’. 

Page 49, strike lines 21 and 22 and insert 
the following: 

(j) REGULATIONS.—The Under Secretary of 
Page 49, lines 23 through 25, and page 50, 

lines 1 through 4, move the text 2 ems to the 
left. 

Page 50, strike lines 5 through 15. 
Page 51, lines 3 through 5, strike ‘‘The Di-

rector, the Deputy, the Commissioner for 
Patents, and the Commissioner for Trade-
marks, and the’’ and insert ‘‘The’’. 

Page 51, line 9, strike ‘‘Director’’ and in-
sert ‘‘Secretary of Commerce’’. 

Page 54, line 18, strike ‘‘and’’. 
Page 54, line 21, strike the 2 periods and 

quotation marks and insert ‘‘; and’’. 
Page 54, insert the following after line 21: 
‘‘(D) identify the real party-in-interest 

making the submission.’’. 
Page 57, strike line 12 and all that follows 

through page 59, line 7, and insert the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(b) In any civil action arising under any 
Act of Congress relating to patents, a party 
shall not manufacture venue by assignment, 
incorporation, joinder, or otherwise pri-
marily to invoke the venue of a specific dis-
trict court. 

‘‘(c) Notwithstanding section 1391 of this 
title, except as provided in paragraph (3) of 
this subsection, any civil action for patent 
infringement or any action for declaratory 
judgment relating to a patent may be 
brought only in a judicial district— 

‘‘(1) where the defendant has its principal 
place of business or is incorporated, or, for 
foreign corporations with a United States 
subsidiary, where the defendant’s primary 
United States subsidiary has its principal 
place of business or is incorporated; 

‘‘(2) where the defendant has committed a 
substantial portion of the acts of infringe-
ment and has a regular and established phys-
ical facility that the defendant controls and 
that constitutes a substantial portion of the 
defendant’s operations; 

‘‘(3) for cases involving only foreign de-
fendants with no United States subsidiary, 
according to section 1391(d) of this title; 

‘‘(4) where the plaintiff resides, if the 
plaintiff is— 

‘‘(A) an institution of higher education as 
defined under section 101(a) of the Higher 

Education Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. section 
1001(a)); or 

‘‘(B) a nonprofit organization that— 
‘‘(i) is described in section 501(c)(3) of the 

Internal Revenue Code of 1986; 
‘‘(ii) is exempt from taxation under section 

501(a) of such Code; and 
‘‘(iii) serves primarily as the patent and li-

censing organization for an institution of 
higher education as defined under section 
101(a) of the Higher Education Act of 1965 (20 
U.S.C. 1001(a)); 

‘‘(5) where the plaintiff or a subsidiary has 
a place of business that is engaged in sub-
stantial— 

‘‘(A) research and development, 
‘‘(B) manufacturing activities, or 
‘‘(C) management of research and develop-

ment or manufacturing activities, 
related to the patent or patents in dispute; 

‘‘(6) where the plaintiff resides if the plain-
tiff is named as inventor or co-inventor on 
the patent and has not assigned, granted, 
conveyed, or licensed, and is under no obliga-
tion to assign, grant, convey, or license, any 
rights in the patent or in enforcement of the 
patent, including the results of any such en-
forcement; or 

‘‘(7) where any of the defendants has sub-
stantial evidence and witnesses if there is no 
other district in which the action may be 
brought under this section.’’. 

Page 60, strike lines 1 through 3 and insert 
the following: 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The amendments made by 

this section— 
(A) shall take effect on the date of the en-

actment of this Act; and 
(B) shall apply to any civil action com-

menced on or after such date of enactment. 
(2) PENDING CASES.—Any case commenced 

in a United States district court on or after 
September 7, 2007, in which venue is im-
proper under section 1400 of title 28, United 
States Code, as amended by this section, 
shall be transferred pursuant to section 1404 
of such title, unless— 

(A) one or more substantive rulings on the 
merits, or other substantial litigation, has 
occurred; and 

(B) the court finds that transfer would not 
serve the interests of justice. 

Page 60, line 10, strike ‘‘shall’’ and insert 
‘‘may’’. 

Page 60, line 12, insert after ‘‘patent-
ability.’’ the following: ‘‘If the Director re-
quires a search report to be submitted by ap-
plicants, and an applicant does not itself per-
form the search, the search must be per-
formed by one or more individuals who are 
United States citizens or by a commercial 
entity that is organized under the laws of the 
United States or any State and employs 
United States citizens to perform such 
searches.’’. 

Page 60, line 14, strike ‘‘the required search 
report, information, and’’ and insert ‘‘a 
search report, information, or an’’. 

Page 60, line 16, add after the period the 
following: ‘‘Any search report required by 
the Director may not substitute in any way 
for a search by an examiner of the prior art 
during examination.’’. 

Page 63, strike line 19 and all that follows 
through line 15 on page 65 and insert the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(1) DEFENSE.—One or more claims of a 
patent may be held to be unenforceable, or 
other remedy imposed under paragraph (4), 
for inequitable conduct only if it is estab-
lished, by clear and convincing evidence, 
that a person with a duty of disclosure to the 
Office, with the intent to mislead or deceive 
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the patent examiner, misrepresented or 
failed to disclose material information to 
the examiner during examination of the pat-
ent. 

‘‘(2) MATERIALITY.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Information is material 

under this section if— 
‘‘(i) a reasonable examiner would have 

made a prima facie finding of 
unpatentability, or maintained a finding of 
unpatentability, of one or more of the patent 
claims based on the information, and the in-
formation is not cumulative to information 
already of record or previously considered by 
the Office;or 

‘‘(ii) information that is otherwise mate-
rial refutes or is inconsistent with a position 
the applicant takes in opposing a rejection of 
the claim or in asserting an argument of pat-
entability. 

‘‘(B) PRIMA FACIE FINDING.—A prima facie 
finding of unpatentability under this section 
is shown if a reasonable examiner, based on 
a preponderance of the evidence, would con-
clude that the claim is unpatentable based 
on the information misrepresented or not 
disclosed, when that information is consid-
ered alone or in conjunction with other in-
formation or record. In determining whether 
there is a prima facie finding of 
unpatentability, each term in the claim 
shall be given its broadest reasonable con-
struction consistent with the specification, 
and rebuttal evidence shall not be consid-
ered. 

‘‘(3) INTENT.—To prove a person with a 
duty of disclosure to the Office intended to 
mislead or deceive the examiner under para-
graph (1), specific facts beyond materiality 
of the information misrepresented or not dis-
closed must be proven that establish the in-
tent of the person to mislead or deceive the 
examiner by the actions of the person. Facts 
support an intent to mislead or deceive if 
they show circumstances that indicate con-
scious or deliberate behavior on the part of 
the person to not disclose material informa-
tion or to submit false material information 
in order to mislead or deceive the examiner. 
Circumstantial evidence may be used to 
prove that a person had the intent to mis-
lead or deceive the examiner under para-
graph (1). 

‘‘(4) REMEDY.—Upon a finding of inequi-
table conduct, the court shall balance the eq-
uities to determine which of the following 
remedies to impose: 

‘‘(A) Denying equitable relief to the patent 
holder and limiting the remedy for infringe-
ment to reasonable royalties. 

‘‘(B) Holding the claims-in-suit, or the 
claims in which inequitable conduct oc-
curred, unenforceable. 

‘‘(C) Holding the patent unenforceable. 
‘‘(D) Holding the claims of a related patent 

unenforceable. 
‘‘(5) ATTORNEY MISCONDUCT.—Upon a find-

ing of inequitable conduct, if there is evi-
dence that the conduct is attributable to a 
person or persons authorized to practice be-
fore the Office, the court shall refer the mat-
ter to the Office for appropriate disciplinary 
action under section 32, and shall order the 
parties to preserve and make available to the 
Office any materials that may be relevant to 
the determination under section 32.’’. 

Page 69, line 17, strike ‘‘180 days’’ and in-
sert ‘‘1 year’’. 

Page 71, insert the following after line 6 
and redesignate the succeeding section ac-
cordingly: 
SEC. 17. STUDY ON WORKPLACE CONDITIONS. 

The Comptroller General shall, not later 
than 2 years after the date of the enactment 
of this Act— 

(1) conduct a study of workplace conditions 
for the examiner corps of the United States 
Patent and Trademark Office, including the 
effect, if any, of this Act and the amend-
ments made by this Act on— 

(A) recruitment, retention, and promotion 
of employees; and 

(B) workload, quality assurance, and em-
ployee grievances; and 

(2) submit to the Committees on the Judi-
ciary of the House of Representatives and 
the Senate a report on the results of the 
study, including any suggestions for improv-
ing workplace conditions, together with any 
other recommendations that the Comptroller 
General has with respect to patent reexam-
ination proceedings. 

Page 71, add the following after line 19: 
SEC. 19. SEVERABILITY. 

If any provision of this Act or of any 
amendment or repeals made by this Act, or 
the application of such a provision to any 
person or circumstance, is held to be invalid 
or unenforceable, the remainder of this Act 
and the amendments and repeals made by 
this Act, and the application of this Act and 
such amendments and repeals to any other 
person or circumstance, shall not be affected 
by such holding. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 636, the gentleman 
from Michigan (Mr. CONYERS) and a 
Member opposed each will control 10 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Michigan. 

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY 
Mr. ROHRABACHER. Mr. Chairman, 

parliamentary inquiry. 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. Does the 

gentleman from Michigan yield for a 
parliamentary inquiry? 

Mr. CONYERS. Yes, of course. 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-

tleman will state his parliamentary in-
quiry. 

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Does the per-
son who controls the time against the 
manager’s amendment have to be 
against the manager’s amendment? 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. It is re-
served for a Member in opposition to 
the amendment. 

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Who controls 
the time in opposition? 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. No one has 
claimed time in opposition to the 
amendment yet. 

Mr. ROHRABACHER. I would suggest 
that whoever does control the time 
should be in opposition, and if Mr. 
SMITH, who I respect greatly, does not 
oppose the manager’s amendment, he 
should not be in control of the debate 
against the manager’s amendment, and 
I would note that there are others of us 
who would like to have that. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-
tleman from Michigan is recognized. 

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself as much time as I may con-
sume. 

I rise in support of the manager’s 
amendment which is, of course, very 
bipartisan and which makes further 
changes to the underlying bill. 

Now, this is a work in progress. The 
reason it came up so late in the after-

noon yesterday in the Rules Com-
mittee is we were making changes to 
accommodate the minority side, and so 
even now the manager’s amendment is 
a piece of work that will not be con-
cluded until we come out of conference, 
and I’m sure Mr. BERMAN will have 
some comments to make about that. 

I want anyone who has not seen the 
manager’s amendment or wants to re-
view it, even as it’s discussed on the 
floor today, to please come to my seat, 
and I will be happy to provide them 
with a copy of it. 

Well, what does it do? We deal with 
damages, the most controversial provi-
sion of the bill, with labor, with the 
universities, with inequitable conduct, 
and additional changes that will be 
made. 

For workers and inventors, how do 
we help them? Well, there was concern 
that in our attempt to simplify the as-
signment procedures, we cut the inven-
tor out of the process. We’ve ensured 
that changes to applications will re-
quire inventor involvement. 

And also, there was a fear about 
working environment at the PTO. We 
inquired of the Government Account-
ability Office to conduct a study of ex-
amining work conditions. 

And finally, the examiners them-
selves were concerned about the qual-
ity submission requirements, that 
their job would be outsourced. We en-
sured that that will not happen. 

Now, damages. We made further 
changes to explain clearly that a por-
tion that is not mandatory in the cal-
culations of damages can be considered 
under a similar formula that courts use 
today. 

Universities, we spent enormous 
time, and I have as many universities 
in Michigan as anybody has in any 
other State in the Union, and to ad-
dress their concern, we spent unbeliev-
able amounts of time negotiating with 
them individually and collectively 
about the expansion of prior user 
rights which might reduce the value of 
their patents and harm their ability to 
license invention. 

We’ve eliminated the expansion. In-
stead, we’re calling for a study of the 
operation of prior user rights in coun-
tries where they already exist to deter-
mine their effects. 

It allows universities to sue in dis-
tricts where they are located but does 
not extend that right to universities’ 
associated nonprofit organizations. 

We deal with inequitable conduct by 
tightening the standards for pleading 
and finding inequitable conduct as a 
defense to infringement. 

We continue to operate in good faith 
with additional changes. We’ve adopted 
suggestions made by outside groups to 
improve our post-grant opposition pro-
vision, changed the discovery standard 
to interest of justice and ensured that 
a patent owner can bring a patent suit, 
even if a post-grant suit is instituted. 
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So we’ve addressed every concern 

that has been brought to our attention. 
No concern was too small or too tech-
nical, and we continue even now to lis-
ten to the parties in other ways to con-
tinue to enhance the bill. 

So now is the time for patent reform. 
Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 

of my time. 
Mr. ROHRABACHER. Mr. Chairman, 

I rise to claim the time in opposition 
to the manager’s amendment. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-
tleman from California is recognized 
for 10 minutes. 

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Mr. Chairman, 
I ask unanimous consent to yield 5 
minutes of the 10 minutes in opposition 
to the gentlewoman from Ohio (Ms. 
KAPTUR) for her to control that time. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Without ob-
jection, the gentlewoman from Ohio is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

There was no objection. 
Ms. KAPTUR. Mr. Chairman, I yield 

myself such time as I may consume. I 
thank the gentleman kindly for yield-
ing me this time. 

On the manager’s amendment, you 
know what’s really sad about this bill 
is that it is very complicated, and it’s 
a work in progress as we sit here on the 
floor. It’s too important for America 
and for the future of our industrial and 
economic base to be treated this way, 
and I know that the Chair of the sub-
committee and the full committee are 
listening as I speak today. We 
shouldn’t be drafting this in a man-
ager’s amendment on the floor. 

There’s been some inference that the 
AFL–CIO supports this bill. The AFL– 
CIO does not support this bill. They 
support the fact that it is being im-
proved but they do not support the bill. 

In addition to that, there’s some-
thing very important I was not able to 
address earlier, and that is that this 
bill prematurely reveals inventors’ se-
crets. In 1999, the Patent Act required 
the Patent Office to publish on the 
Internet a patent application 18 
months from the date of filing, but the 
act also allowed inventors to opt out 
from that if they agreed not to file for 
patent in another nation. That’s the 
so-called opt-out provision. 

Now, between 20 and 33 percent of 
U.S.-origin patents opt out of the sys-
tem. They’re small people. They’re try-
ing to get the venture capital to start 
up their company and so forth, and the 
average time the Patent Office takes 
to process a patent is 31 months. Thus, 
all the secrets in all patent applica-
tions will be made available to every 
pirate in the world for more than a 
year before a small inventor, any in-
ventor has a chance for patent protec-
tion. 

Now, we’re going to be told, well, Mr. 
ISSA’s amendment will fix this. No, it 
will not, and we will argue against that 
a little bit more down the road. 

Several speakers this morning, Mr. 
WELCH of Vermont and Mr. JOHNSON of 

Georgia, said, well, we need this reform 
because we haven’t had patent reform 
since 1952. That’s not true. There have 
been 17 amendments in major bills be-
fore this Congress that deal with pat-
ent reform in the last 15 years. 

The problem with this bill is that it 
tries to harmonize to lower standards 
in the world rather than cause other 
countries to harmonize up to our 
standards. It takes away the right of 
first to invent, and it transfers it to 
first to file. That means an inventor 
who come here to the Patent Office 
here in the United States, no matter 
how small, and file a patent and got 
the right as an inventor first to invent 
could be superseded in the inter-
national market by someone who hap-
pened to catch that invention on the 
Internet or elsewhere and file it in 
China first. So it changes it from a 
first-to-invent to a first-to-file system. 
This is a substantial change from the 
system that has been in place in this 
country since the early 1700s. 

You know what I said earlier what’s 
going on here is the big proponents of 
this, the semiconductor companies, and 
Mr. EMANUEL read some of their names, 
have been fined substantially for pat-
ent infringement over the last several 
years, about $3.5 billion, and they’re 
trying to get the law changed to make 
it easier for them. You know what, 
they have a right to exist. They have a 
right to function. The problem is they 
have been taken to court, and there are 
15 standards the courts use to ascertain 
damages. They want to reduce it to one 
and make the 14 optional. You know 
what, the Federal judges are saying 
don’t do that; we like the current sys-
tem. It gives the courts the flexibility 
that they use. 

Why should a few transnational cor-
porations, sort of the big tech compa-
nies, have this much power in this Con-
gress? Why don’t we have the right of 
others to be heard here fully rather 
than having to condense such a serious 
debate into a few seconds here on the 
floor? 

Why am I opposed to this bill? I’m 
opposed to this bill because it gives too 
much power to the big tech 
transnationals, and it takes away 
power from the universities that are 
opposed to this; although, some in Cali-
fornia, where so many of these big tech 
companies are located, are happy. But 
come to Ohio, come to Wisconsin, come 
to New York. There are lots of univer-
sities that are opposed to this. So it’s 
giving too much advantage to a few 
companies. 

In addition to that, it totally turns 
upside down the first-to-invent system 
to a first-to-file system, and it would 
permit lots of infringements inter-
nationally. 

It does eliminate the opt-out provi-
sion where, if a small inventor doesn’t 
want their invention put up on the 
Internet, it takes away the opt-out 

provision from them. Mr. ISSA’s amend-
ment does not fix it. We want an oppor-
tunity to fix that, because we want to 
protect the third of inventors that do 
not file internationally, that do not 
want their patents put out there like 
that, and they are not the big compa-
nies. They’re the smaller companies. 
And why force them to go into court? 
They don’t have the money to defend 
themselves anyway. 

There’s broad-based opposition to 
this bill. There are lots of organiza-
tions, including the Institute of Elec-
tronic Engineers, Medical College of 
Wisconsin. There are many, many oth-
ers, Cornell University, all opposed to 
this. 

I thank the gentleman for yielding 
me the time and allowing me to broad-
en the record here in the very few short 
seconds we have been allowed. 

b 1345 

Mr. CONYERS. I can’t help but take 
6 seconds in rebuttal. 

The universities support this meas-
ure. Small inventors support this 
measure. This bill is to create jobs in 
America. How could anybody think 
that I would be supporting a bill that 
didn’t do this in patent law reform? 

I yield 2 minutes to the ranking 
member of the Judiciary Committee, 
Mr. LAMAR SMITH. 

Mr. SMITH of Texas. I want to thank 
the chairman of the Judiciary Com-
mittee for yielding me time. 

Mr. Chairman, I want to be unequivo-
cal, first of all, in saying that I support 
this manager’s amendment. 

I yield to my friend from California 
(Mr. HERGER) for purposes of a col-
loquy. 

Mr. HERGER. I would like to thank 
the ranking member for engaging in 
this colloquy. 

As you know, the manager’s amend-
ment was released yesterday afternoon, 
and it contains language concerning 
section 337 proceedings before the U.S. 
International Trade Commission. 

However, this language was not con-
sidered by the Committee on Ways and 
Means, even though it is squarely in 
our jurisdiction. I am aware that 
Chairman RANGEL and Chairman CON-
YERS have exchanged letters in which 
Chairman CONYERS has acknowledged 
that this issue is within the jurisdic-
tion of the Ways and Means committee. 
I will support a request for conferees to 
be named from the Ways and Means 
committee. 

As you know, section 337 proceedings 
are very complex, and we must ensure 
that the full ramifications of this lan-
guage are clearly understood. 

As ranking member of the Ways and 
Means Trade Subcommittee, I hope 
that you would agree with me that 
these provisions warrant further anal-
ysis and ask that you would work with 
me and other members of the com-
mittee in conference to ensure that 
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these provisions are thoroughly under-
stood as the bill moves through the 
legislative process. 

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I 
want to thank my friend from Cali-
fornia for pointing these provisions 
out, and I certainly do agree with 
them, and we will work towards that 
goal. 

Mr. CONYERS. Would the ranking 
member yield to me? 

Mr. SMITH of Texas. I yield to the 
chairman of the committee. 

Mr. CONYERS. Thank you. I want to 
assure the gentleman. 

Mr. Chairman, I would submit for the 
RECORD a letter dated September 7, 
2007, between myself and the chairman 
of Ways and Means, CHARLES RANGEL. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
COMMITTEE ON WAYS AND MEANS, 

Washington, DC, September 7, 2007. 
Hon. JOHN CONYERS, Jr., 
Chairman, Judiciary Committee, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR JOHN: I am writing regarding H.R. 
1908, the Patent Reform Act of 2007. During 
consideration of the bill by the Rules Com-
mittee, a manager’s amendment was made in 
order that includes provisions affecting sec-
tion 337 of the Tariff Act of 1930. 

As you know, section 337 falls within the 
jurisdiction of the Committee on Ways and 
Means. The Ways and Means Committee has 
jurisdiction over all issues concerning im-
port trade matters. 

In order to expedite this legislation for 
floor consideration, the Committee will 
forgo action on this bill, and will not oppose 
the inclusion of this provision relating to 
section 337 of the Tariff Act within H.R. 1908. 
This is being done with the understanding 
that it does not in any way prejudice the 
Committee with respect to its jurisdictional 
prerogatives on this bill or similar legisla-
tion in the future. 

I would appreciate your response to this 
letter, confirming this understanding with 
respect to H.R. 1908, and would ask that a 
copy of our exchange of letters on this mat-
ter be included in the RECORD. 

Sincerely, 
CHARLES B. RANGEL, 

Chairman. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY, 
Washington, DC, September 7, 2007. 

Hon. CHARLES B. RANGEL, 
Chairman, Committee on Ways and Means, 

House of Representatives, Washington, DC. 
DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: Thank you for your 

recent letter regarding your committee’s ju-
risdictional interest in H.R. 1908, the Patent 
Reform Act of 2007. 

I appreciate your willingness to support 
expediting floor consideration of this impor-
tant legislation today. I understand and 
agree that this is without prejudice to your 
Committee’s jurisdictional interests in this 
or similar legislation in the future. In the 
event a House-Senate conference on this or 
similar legislation is convened, I would sup-
port your request for an appropriate number 
of conferees. 

I will include a copy of your letter and this 
response in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD dur-
ing consideration of the bill on the House 
floor. Thank you for your cooperation as we 
work towards enactment of this legislation. 

Sincerely, 
JOHN CONYERS, Jr. 

Chairman. 

I completely agree that it was totally 
inadvertent, and we want the Ways and 
Means Committee to assert, and we 
will help them assert, their full rights 
in terms of jurisdiction in this matter. 
I thank him for bringing it to our at-
tention. 

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Mr. Chairman, 
I yield 2 minutes to the gentleman 
from Illinois (Mr. MANZULLO). 

Mr. MANZULLO. Mr. Chairman, 
while I was in the Rules Committee 
yesterday, the gentleman from Cali-
fornia said with regard to the types of 
damages and the standard for damages 
that could be used that the judge would 
have the discretion to determine that. 

Well, taking a look at the manager’s 
amendment. That discretion has been 
taken away, and now there is a pre-
sumption in favor of the most onerous 
provision dealing with damages, and 
that really would impact the small in-
ventor. 

Let’s take a look at what would hap-
pen with the majority’s view on patent 
damage reform. The Wright brothers’ 
airplane, here is the patent, I have got 
a picture of it right here. 

The flying machine, if it had been 
patented today, or, no, if the rules that 
the majority is suggesting now were in 
effect at the time that the Wright 
brothers got their patent, the amount 
that they recovered would have been 
limited to the fractional value of the 
surface controls alone, that’s it, even 
though everything else went on what 
was called an airplane, but the thing 
never flew. 

That’s what this does to innovation. 
If you want to get something for your 
trim tab and your ailerons and what-
ever else they put on an aircraft, that’s 
fine. 

But this is an example, nobody else 
in the entire debate has given one ex-
ample except me. This is the only op-
portunity that the people opposed to 
this bill have had to talk about the ac-
tual impact of the law upon a factual 
situation. 

Mr. BERMAN. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MANZULLO. I yield 20 seconds to 
the gentleman from California. 

Mr. BERMAN. Under the entire mar-
ket value rule, which is in this bill, the 
Wright brothers, every value of what 
was created was those surface controls. 

Mr. MANZULLO. But under your 
manager’s amendment, the judge would 
have to say that that does not apply. 

Mr. ROHRABACHER. How much 
time do I have left? 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-
tleman from California has 3 minutes 
remaining. 

Mr. ROHRABACHER. And the time 
on the other side? 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-
tleman from Michigan has 21⁄4 minutes 
remaining. 

Mr. ROHRABACHER. I yield myself 3 
minutes. 

Let’s just note when we are talking, 
Ms. KAPTUR and Mr. MANZULLO talk 
about one of the horrible provisions of 
the bill, which changes the whole con-
cept of how damages are assessed, and 
who has benefited by this. 

We have to ask ourselves, we talk 
about the Wright brothers, the little 
guys who actually made all the dif-
ference in whether or not America has 
a high standard of living, the damages 
that these inventors have when people 
violate their rights and how those dam-
ages are assessed. That’s right in this 
legislation. 

Yes, they are changing it to the ben-
efit of the infringers. They are beating 
down the little guys, making it more 
difficult for the Wright brothers and 
for all the other little guys who have 
come up with these ideas in order to 
help the big corporations. 

By the way, let me just add this 
thought: we are not just talking about 
American corporations here. We are 
not talking about making inventors 
just vulnerable to the big American 
corporations. We are talking about 
multinational corporations, and we are 
talking about foreign corporations. 

Our little guys, with just this change, 
are going to be dramatically damaged. 
Their ability, in order to protect their 
rights, will be dramatically reduced. 

This is just one example of the type 
of diminishing of the rights of the in-
ventor in this bill. Yet, we aren’t able 
to discuss it fully. One hour of debate 
for a bill that’s being described here as 
one of the most important pieces of 
legislation in the century? One hour of 
debate in which the opposition was not 
given a chance to control any time in 
opposition? This is a disgrace. What’s 
going on? 

This alone should raise the red flag 
to all of our Members saying some-
thing is going on here; there is a power 
play people in our legislation aren’t 
being able to control their time. 
What’s happening here? We have a 
manager’s amendment now that was 
permitted to be changed after it left 
committee. There wasn’t even a proper 
debate on this bill then and this man-
ager’s amendment in the committee, 
much less the subcommittee. 

So what we have here is a power play 
by somebody. The rules don’t count 
when it comes to the bill, because 
somebody out there really wants it 
really bad in order to not give us a 
chance to give the other side, not give 
the full committee a chance even to 
discuss these details that are changed 
in the manager’s amendment, not to 
let the subcommittee play its role. 

Now, all I am suggesting is this 
should raise a red flag for all of our 
Members. All of us should be aware 
that when these types of shenanigans 
are being played, something is going 
on, that the legislation that’s being 
pushed through probably is not good 
legislation, but, instead, helps a small 
group of powerful people. 
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Mr. CONYERS. How much time re-

mains? 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-

tleman from Michigan has 21⁄4 minutes 
remaining. 

The gentleman from California, his 
time has expired. 

Mr. CONYERS. I yield myself 6 sec-
onds before I yield the rest of the time 
to Mr. BERMAN. 

This is curious, here I am a son of 
Labor, out of Labor, represents Labor 
all my life, being told publicly that I 
don’t represent the little guy from peo-
ple whose connection with working 
people in collective bargaining move-
ments is unknown. 

With that, I yield to my dear friend, 
Mr. BERMAN, for the remainder of our 
time. 

Mr. BERMAN. I thank the gentleman 
for yielding, and I would like to yield 
to the gentleman from Oregon for pur-
poses of a colloquy. 

Mr. WU. I thank the chairman. 
As both Chairman CONYERS and 

Chairman BERMAN are aware, the 
version of the legislation in the other 
body contains a section that ends the 
diversion of fees from the Patent and 
Trademark Office. 

Absent a compelling consideration, 
would the chairman be amenable to 
working to keep that provision in con-
ference? 

Mr. BERMAN. That is a provision 
that I have supported, it is legislation 
I have introduced, it embodies and en-
acts a philosophy I completely agree 
with. All PTO fees should be kept with-
in the PTO office to reduce backlogs, 
to hire qualified people, and to come to 
better operations of that critical office. 

Mr. WU. I thank the chairman. 
Mr. BERMAN. The chairman of the 

committee obviously will be a key 
member of the conference committee 
and indicates that he feels the same 
way. 

Reclaiming my time, I just want to 
make a couple of points. 

First, I have never said, quote, Labor 
supports this bill. What I said was 
Labor thinks a number of improve-
ments have been made, particularly in 
this manager’s amendment. There are 
other issues that concern them, that 
they believe we are moving in the right 
direction, and that they have no oppo-
sition to the passage of this bill, under-
standing they have other concerns that 
want to be addressed. 

The same applies for a number of 
pharmaceutical companies. The major 
institution, and they are not small 
guys, Mr. ROHRABACHER. Opposition to 
this, concerns about this bill, come 
from large and important— 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gentle-
man’s time has expired. 

The question is on the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Michi-
gan (Mr. CONYERS). 

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chairman announced that the noes 
appeared to have it. 

Mr. BERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I de-
mand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Michigan will be 
postponed. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2 OFFERED BY MR. ISSA 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. It is now in 

order to consider amendment No. 2 
printed in House Report 110–319. 

Mr. ISSA. Mr. Chairman, I offer an 
amendment. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The Clerk 
will designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Amendment No. 2 offered by Mr. ISSA: 
Page 53, strike lines 9 through 15 and insert 

the following: 
(a) PUBLICATION.—Section 122(b)(2)(B)(i) is 

amended by striking ‘‘published as provided 
in paragraph (1).’’ and inserting the fol-
lowing: ‘‘published until the later of— 

‘‘(I) three months after a second action is 
taken pursuant to section 132 on the applica-
tion, of which notice has been given or 
mailed to the applicant; or 

‘‘(II) the date specified in paragraph (1).’’. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 636, the gentleman 
from California (Mr. ISSA) and a Mem-
ber opposed each will control 5 min-
utes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from California. 

Mr. ISSA. Mr. Chairman, I rise in 
support of this amendment. 

In short, this amendment simply 
seeks to maintain our historic and im-
portant American-only right for an in-
ventor who was denied a patent to keep 
that patent a secret. 

Additionally, it allows sufficient 
time in the process for a patent holder 
to know that his patent, his or her pat-
ent, either will or will not likely be 
granted significant claims. 

For that reason, we struck a balance 
between the rest of the world that rec-
ognizes that patents are normally pub-
lished after 18 months. We said, no, it 
will be the greater of the second office 
action, which can be anywhere from 3 
to 5 years or 18 months, and we did so 
because we believe somebody should 
know when they receive significant 
claims or not before they are forced to 
decide whether or not to retain a trade 
secret. 

It’s an important issue; it’s one that 
I believe will allow us a final and last-
ing way for a secret to be balanced 
with the interest to not have sub-
marine patents and unknown informa-
tion. 

I yield to the chairman of the full 
committee. 

Mr. CONYERS. We have reviewed the 
amendment. It’s an important con-
tribution. We are prepared to accept 
the amendment. 

Mr. ISSA. I yield to the chairman of 
the subcommittee. 

Mr. BERMAN. I thank the gen-
tleman, I also agree with the amend-

ment. I would like to use the time, if 
you would allow me to finish the sen-
tence, which is with respect to these 
important companies, that, in the bio-
technology and pharmaceutical field, I 
just want to repeat, a number of things 
they want, first-inventor-to-file, not 
first-to-file, first-inventor-to-file, re-
peal of the best-mode defense, reform 
of the inequitable-conduct defense, are 
in this bill, and we intend to work with 
them on the damages issue between 
now and a final conference report to 
try to come to a better understanding 
on that very important, but very com-
plicated, field. 

b 1400 
Mr. ISSA. I yield to the ranking 

member of the full committee. 
Mr. SMITH of Texas. I thank my 

friend from California for yielding. I 
certainly endorse his amendment and 
thank him for offering it. 

Mr. ISSA. Mr. Chairman, I reserve 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Mr. Chairman, 
I rise in opposition to the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-
tleman from California is recognized 
for 5 minutes. 

Mr. ROHRABACHER. First and fore-
most, let us note that over and over 
again we hear, well, they are not op-
posing the bill. Well, the labor unions 
and others, many of them are opposing 
the bill. But the ones you’re describing, 
you’re just saying they aren’t nec-
essarily supporting the bill. What we 
are saying, they are not supporting the 
bill. This has been reconfirmed by what 
my colleagues have said in the last 10 
minutes. 

Also, let us note, over and over again 
we hear, we’re going to work this out. 
We’re going to work all these things 
out in the bill as it moves through the 
process, which means to all of us there 
are major flaws in this bill, huge flaws 
in this bill, and we have to take it just 
on faith that they’re going to work out 
all these flaws as it goes through the 
process. 

I would suggest that we take this, we 
vote ‘‘no’’ on this bill, and then let’s 
correct those flaws and come back to 
the floor when you’ve got a bill that 
isn’t flawed. Let’s go back to the floor 
when you can support a bill with an 
honest debate and not be so afraid of a 
debate that you’ll neuter the chances 
and mute our opposition voices by giv-
ing us almost no time to discuss the 
issues. 

I would yield to my friend, Ms. KAP-
TUR. 

Ms. KAPTUR. Mr. Chairman, I just 
want to place on the record that Issa’s 
amendment, Issa’s choice, is would you 
rather have the inventor shot with a 
pistol or a rifle? In either case, he or 
she ends up dead. 

Now, why is that? Because the 1999 
Patent Act required the Patent Office 
to publish on the Internet a patent ap-
plication 18 months from the date of 
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filing. But the issue really is, it takes 
an average of 31 months for patent re-
view. Mr. ISSA, I think, brings it up to 
24 months. Thus, what happens is 
there’s a gap between when it’s filed 
and when it’s approved, and you have 
to go up on the Internet. Under current 
law, you can opt out of that so you can 
protect your invention and not have 
some pirate in China or Japan or some-
where else take it from you. That is 
not in this bill. 

The elimination of the opt-out provi-
sion is a terrible, terrible omission and 
a major change from existing law, and 
the Issa amendment does not make it 
better. 

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Reclaiming my 
time, Ms. KAPTUR has made a really 
important observation here, and that 
is, at the end of the day, yeah, the Issa 
amendment does make some changes, 
but at the end of the day, there will be 
American patent applications in which 
the inventor would like to keep secret 
until he gets the patent issued to him, 
which will be published for all of the 
thieves in China and India and Japan 
and Korea and elsewhere who would 
like to have all of that information be-
fore the patent is issued. There will 
still be a significant number of patent 
applications published for the whole 
world to see, and the patent applicant 
doesn’t want that. 

Ms. KAPTUR. Will the gentleman 
yield further? 

Mr. ROHRABACHER. I certainly 
will. 

Ms. KAPTUR. I just would point out, 
in the area of biology and microbi-
ology, the average amount of time for 
patent approval is over 40 months. So, 
in other words, your invention is out 
there, and you have no way to protect 
it globally. 

Mr. ROHRABACHER. So in the end, 
where Mr. ISSA’s amendment does take 
things one or two steps forward, the 
fact is it doesn’t come anywhere close 
to offering the protection that cur-
rently exists in the law that is being 
destroyed by the language in the Steal 
American Technologies Act, H.R. 1908. 

Let me just note, for my own situa-
tion, in terms of the chairman asking 
me about my credentials in terms of 
being associated with labor, I was a 
member of a labor union. I actually 
scrubbed toilets at times in my life. I 
have had menial jobs. I care about the 
working people. My family comes from 
working class farmers, poor farmers 
and people who went off to defend this 
country. 

The American people, the standard of 
living of ordinary people depends on 
technology. This bill that’s being pro-
posed will give our technological se-
crets to our competitors which under-
mines the working people’s chances 
here of competing with cheap labor 
overseas. 

Ms. KAPTUR. Will the gentleman 
yield on that? 

Mr. ROHRABACHER. I certainly 
will. 

Ms. KAPTUR. I would like to defend 
your labor credentials. You voted 
against NAFTA on this floor. You were 
a leader on your side of the aisle. That 
vote was proven to be right. 

What this is going to do, this is going 
to ‘‘NAFTAtize’’ the patent system and 
allow China to infringe on more of our 
inventions. We should not permit this 
to happen. We should be allowed to 
fully debate this for the people of this 
country. 

Two-thirds of the value of companies, 
up to 80 percent of our industrial com-
panies value, relate to their patents, 
and we should be given more respect. 
We should give our constituents more 
respect than compressing this debate 
into such a narrow time slot. 

Mr. ROHRABACHER. If this bill 
passes, those people who will be our 
competitors overseas, even if Mr. ISSA’s 
amendment passes, they will have our 
secrets before the patent is issued and 
be outcompeting us with our own tech-
nologies. 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIRMAN 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. Members 

are reminded to direct their comments 
to the Chair. 

Mr. CONYERS. Could the gentleman 
from California (Mr. ISSA) yield brief-
ly? 

Mr. ISSA. I would yield to the full 
committee chairman. 

Mr. CONYERS. I’m glad we’ve all 
proved our working class credentials in 
support of working people, and I’m 
very impressed, if not surprised. And so 
I want to describe this debate that’s 
currently going on on this second pro-
vision. 

Here is the one man in Congress with 
more patents as a small-time inventor 
than anybody in the House and the 
Senate being explained to why this is 
contrary to the interests of small-time 
inventors. Very interesting. 

Mr. ISSA. Reclaiming my time, I 
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

I guess as a machinist union worker 
and a mechanic, I’ll get that out there 
so that I get my claim to union mem-
bership and to having gotten a lot of 
grease under fingernails, for Ms. KAP-
TUR’s understanding, because I think 
what she brought up is crucial, and full 
understanding is essential as to this 
amendment. 

This amendment, if it takes 10 years 
to get a second office action, will give 
the inventor 10 years of no one else see-
ing it. It is an infinite period of time, 
subject to the 20-year expiration. It is, 
in fact, an infinite period of time. And 
as an inventor, I chose the second of-
fice action, even though small inven-
tors had said the first office action was 
good enough, because I was aware that 
the first office action is most often a 
rejection over which you overcome 
most of the objections. The second re-

jection, if there is one, they usually ac-
cept some, and if they give you a rejec-
tion, you usually don’t overcome them, 
and the venture community, if you’ve 
had a second rejection, tends to dis-
count potential additional claims. So 
that’s the reason I chose those because, 
in fact, it gives you unlimited time to 
pursue your patent up to and through a 
second and, usually, final rejection. 

Ms. KAPTUR. Would the gentleman 
kindly yield to me? 

Mr. ISSA. I would be glad to yield to 
the gentlelady. 

Ms. KAPTUR. Does your amendment 
preserve the opt-out provision of exist-
ing law? 

Mr. ISSA. It does. Under this provi-
sion, if you receive your second and 
usually final rejection and you say, 
okay, I’m going to take my, within 90 
days, I’m going to discard my patent, 
that wrapper is not available to any-
one. It remains a secret and you’re al-
lowed to keep your trade secrets. 

Ms. KAPTUR. And how many months 
or years do you have to wait before you 
get that opt-out provision? Can you do 
it immediately? 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gentle-
man’s time has expired. 

The question is on the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. ISSA). 

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chairman announced that the ayes 
appeared to have it. 

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Mr. Chairman, 
I demand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from California will be 
postponed. 

AMENDMENT NO. 3 OFFERED BY MR. ISSA 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. It is now in 

order to consider amendment No. 3 
printed in House Report 110–319. 

Mr. ISSA. Mr. Chairman, I offer an 
amendment. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The Clerk 
will designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Amendment No. 3 offered by Mr. ISSA 
Page 67, insert the following after line 7: 
(c) EFFECTIVE DATE OF REGULATIONS.— 
(1) REVIEW BY CONGRESS.—A regulation pro-

mulgated by the United States Patent and 
Trademark Office under section 2(b)(2) of 
title 35, United States Code, with respect to 
any matter described in section 2(c)(6) of 
such title, as added by subsection (a) of this 
section, may not take effect before the end 
of a period of 60 days beginning on the date 
on which the Under Secretary of Commerce 
for Intellectual Property and Director of the 
United States Patent and Trademark Office 
submits to each House of Congress a copy of 
the regulation, together with a report con-
taining the reasons for its adoption. The reg-
ulation and report so submitted shall be re-
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary of 
the House of Representatives and the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary of the Senate. 

(2) JOINT RESOLUTION OF DISAPPROVAL.—If a 
joint resolution of disapproval with respect 
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to the regulation is enacted into law, the 
regulation shall not become effective or con-
tinue in effect. 

(3) JOINT RESOLUTION DEFINED.—For pur-
poses of this subsection, the term a ‘‘joint 
resolution of disapproval’’ means a joint res-
olution, the matter after the resolving 
clause of which is as follows: ‘‘That Congress 
disapproves the regulation submitted by the 
Under Secretary of Commerce for Intellec-
tual Property and Director of the United 
States Patent and Trademark Office on 
lll relating to lll, and such regulation 
shall have no force or effect.’’, with the first 
space being filled with the appropriate date, 
and the second space being filled with a de-
scription of the regulation at issue. 

(4) REFERRAL.—A joint resolution of dis-
approval shall be referred in the House of 
Representatives to the Committee on the Ju-
diciary and in the Senate to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

(5) FLOOR CONSIDERATION.—A vote on final 
passage of a joint resolution of disapproval 
shall be taken in each House on or before the 
close of the 15th day after the bill or resolu-
tion is reported by the committee of that 
House to which it was referred or after such 
committee has been discharged from further 
consideration of the joint resolution of dis-
approval. 

(6) NO INFERENCES.—If the Congress does 
not enact a joint resolution of disapproval, 
no court or agency may infer therefrom any 
intent of the Congress with regard to such 
regulation or action. 

(7) CALCULATION OF DAYS.—The 60-day pe-
riod referred to in paragraph (1) and the 15- 
day period referred to in paragraph (5) shall 
be computed by excluding— 

(A) the days on which either House of Con-
gress is not in session because of an adjourn-
ment of the Congress sine die; and 

(B) any Saturday and Sunday, not excluded 
under subparagraph (A), when either House 
is not in session. 

(8) RULEMAKING AUTHORITY.—This sub-
section is enacted by the Congress as an ex-
ercise of the rulemaking power of the Senate 
and House of Representatives respectively, 
and as such it is deemed a part of the rules 
of each House, respectively. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 636, the gentleman 
from California (Mr. ISSA) and a Mem-
ber opposed each will control 5 min-
utes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from California. 

Mr. ISSA. Mr. Chairman, I’ll briefly 
explain the amendment. Almost every 
single agency of the Federal Govern-
ment has rule-making authority. But, 
quite frankly, rules are, in fact, laws 
made by agencies. So when the Patent 
and Trademark Office repeatedly has 
asked us for rule-making authority, it 
has been a long process to figure out 
the best way to allow them to make 
rules but to retain our genuine con-
stitutional obligation over the effects 
of those laws. So, in doing so, what we 
did was we crafted a constitutional re-
view. We’re not allowed to veto these 
agencies, but we are allowed to over-
rule them. And in doing so, what we 
have decided to do is to allow any 
Member of the House or the Senate to 
bring a motion in opposition to any 
rule produced or proposed by the Pat-
ent and Trademark Office, and we will, 

in fact, within 60 days, hear that rule, 
that opposition and make a decision. 
This is designed specifically to stop 
any overreaching under this underlying 
bill from potentially causing things 
which we would not have legislated to, 
in fact, be legislated, while recognizing 
that we want the Patent and Trade-
mark Office to have the ability to 
move swiftly and accurately to the 
conclusion of patents on behalf of our 
economy. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Mr. Chairman, 
I rise in opposition to the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-
tleman from California is recognized 
for 5 minutes. 

Mr. ROHRABACHER. This is yet an-
other example of why this overall bill 
should be defeated. The fact is that we 
shouldn’t be changing the provision 
and permitting outside agencies and 
taking authority away from us from 
setting the basic ground rules about 
patents in the first place. This idea 
that, well, let me put it this way. This 
bill is so filled with this type of imper-
fection, and as we have had our guar-
antee from those people who brought 
this bill to the floor so precipitously, 
they will work really hard to make 
sure all the flaws are out. I would sug-
gest that that statement alone should 
have all these red flags going up for all 
of us. And then the muting of the oppo-
sition and not permitting us an ade-
quate amount of time to actually dis-
cuss the provisions of the bill and not 
giving us time to control our own oppo-
sition, again, should be the red flags 
for all of us who’s listening to this de-
bate. 

I yield 11⁄2 minutes to the gentleman 
from Texas (Mr. GOHMERT). 

Mr. GOHMERT. Mr. Chairman, I ap-
preciate so much my friend from Cali-
fornia. And, in fact, I like Mr. ISSA so 
much, I want more people like DAR-
RELL ISSA. I want more people to have 
the opportunity to create patents, to 
use ingenuity, to do well based on their 
thought processes. And I’m afraid now 
this bill will prevent us from having 
the opportunity to have more DARRELL 
ISSAS. 

The amendment works on one of the 
problems, well, gee, we’ll look at the 
regulations. But, my goodness, this is a 
comprehensive bill. We keep hearing, 
you know, we need comprehensive 
bills. And red flags went up in my 
mind. And where have I heard that? Oh, 
yes, on immigration reform. We had to 
have a comprehensive bill because 
there were some things that needed to 
be passed, some people thought, that 
they knew could not pass if they had 
the bright enough light of day shown 
on them, and so we have a comprehen-
sive bill to put some things in there 
that do more damage than good. 

We need more time to look at these 
provisions so that we can ensure that 

there are more DARRELL ISSAS that get 
to have the same opportunities to do as 
well and make us as proud as our good 
friend from California. 

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Mr. Chairman, 
how much time do I have? 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-
tleman from California has 21⁄2 minutes 
remaining. 

The other gentleman from California 
has 31⁄2 minutes remaining. 

Mr. ROHRABACHER. I yield 1 
minute to Ms. KAPTUR. 

Ms. KAPTUR. Mr. Chairman, I just 
wanted to place on the record opposi-
tion to Mr. ISSA’s amendment to try to 
politicize decision making that is done 
by professionals over at the Patent Of-
fice. But in doing so, also to place on 
the record who’s financing the expen-
sive lobbying campaign on behalf of 
the bill that is before us today. They 
are a coalition of companies including 
transnational corporations: Adobe, 
Microsoft, Cisco, Intel, eBay, Lenovo, 
Dell and Oracle. 

b 1415 
During the period of 1993–2005, four of 

them alone paid out more than $3.5 bil-
lion in patent settlements. And in the 
same period, their combined revenues 
were over $1.4 trillion, making their 
patent settlements only about one- 
quarter of 1 percent of those revenues. 
Now they wish to reduce even those 
costs, not by changing their obviously 
unfair and often illegal business prac-
tices, but by persuading Congress and 
also the Supreme Court to weaken U.S. 
patent protections. 

We ought to stand up for American 
inventors. We should not allow this bill 
to go forward. It should have sunlight. 
I know my colleagues are doing the 
best they can, but they can surely do 
better than this. 

Mr. ISSA. Mr. Chairman, I am proud 
to yield 1 minute to the chairman of 
the full committee, Mr. CONYERS. 

Mr. CONYERS. Ladies and gentle-
men, I keep noticing that the oppo-
nents to the bill, opponents to the rule, 
opponents to the manager’s amend-
ment, opponents to the amendments to 
include it in this are all opposed to ev-
erything, anything. And I am glad 
these great sons of Labor, like the gen-
tleman from California who knows his 
voting record on Labor and so, unfortu-
nately, do I, recognize how he is sup-
porting the working people and the 
person who has invented more inven-
tions than all of us put together is op-
posing the small inventors. What a de-
bate this is. 

I just rise to let you know, sir, that 
on this side of the aisle, we are proud 
to support this amendment. 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIRMAN 
Mr. Acting CHAIRMAN. All Members 

are reminded to address their com-
ments to the Chair. 

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Mr. Chairman, 
I yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 
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Let me just note I think it is really 

much more important to talk about 
provisions of the bill rather than try-
ing to point out things about each 
other, and that is one of the reasons we 
needed more time in this debate so 
that we could actually get into the pro-
visions of this bill. 

The fact that no matter what hap-
pens with Mr. ISSA’s first amendment, 
that still there will be patent applica-
tions that will be published for the 
world to see even before the patent is 
issued; that our overseas competitors 
will then have information that they 
will be able to use to outcompete us 
even before our patents are issued to 
those inventors who have applied for 
patents. Those are the issues we need 
to talk about. 

We need to talk about why the as-
sessment of damages has been changed 
in a way that helps these big guys, 
these big companies that Ms. KAPTUR 
has just outlined, as well as the foreign 
corporations, I might add, at the ex-
pense of the small inventor. The inven-
tor is just trying to prevent theft of his 
lifetime of work. We have to know why 
we have had different ways of deter-
mining the validity of a patent and 
opening up challenges in the front of 
the patent as well as afterwards so that 
we add cost after cost after cost to the 
little guy. 

We need to discuss these things in de-
tail. Instead we have 1 hour in which 
the opposition, I think, had 12 minutes 
in order to discuss these issues. This 
should raise a flag to everyone listen-
ing to this debate. Why is Congress try-
ing to stampede the rest of the Mem-
bers of Congress into voting for an act 
that could be so damaging to the 
American people? 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The time of 
the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. ISSA. Mr. Chairman, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume. 

Both of my amendments are intended 
to improve this bill. I don’t stand be-
fore the Committee of the Whole to say 
that this bill will become perfect. As a 
matter of fact, in the general debate, I 
named companies like BIOCOM and 
GenProbe and Invitrogen, who are part 
of UCSD CONNECT, who have specific 
areas we are including in the material 
that they want continued work done 
on. They are, in fact, dissatisfied with 
the bill because it hasn’t done every-
thing it could do. But this amendment 
on rulemaking which would stop an ar-
bitrary decision by the Patent Office 
on something it may want to do such 
as eliminate continuations, et cetera, 
is there for a reason. And I would hope 
that people who are going to perhaps 
oppose the bill as not yet good enough 
would recognize that it is crucial for 
this amendment to get into it if we are 
going to protect against arbitrary ac-
tion by the Patent and Trademark Of-
fice. 

And last but not least, Ms. KAPTUR 
was kind enough to ask one more ques-

tion during the previous amendment 
that couldn’t be answered, and I just 
want to make it clear on the previous 
amendment, you will be able to keep 
your secret through an unlimited pe-
riod of debate back and forth with the 
Patent Office up to two full rejections 
and then 90 days in which to close. And 
I would hope the gentlewoman would 
recognize that that is an improvement 
even if nothing is perfect. 

Ms. KAPTUR. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. ISSA. I yield to the gentlewoman 
from Ohio. 

Ms. KAPTUR. Mr. Chairman, I thank 
the gentleman very much for yielding. 

As I said with ISSA’s choice, it is ei-
ther being shot with a pistol or a rifle. 
It does not guarantee that once the 
patent is granted that that person can 
keep their intellectual property, can 
opt out and not have it published for 
that 18-month period. So we are taking 
away that intellectual property protec-
tion. 

Mr. ISSA. Reclaiming my time, Mr. 
Chairman, under the current law when 
your patent claims are granted, you 
have an obligation to make available 
to the world and to people of ordinary 
skill in the art how to knock off your 
product. That’s current law. That has 
been around since the founding. The 
deal between the Patent Office, the 
American people, if you will, and the 
inventor is that you have disclosed to 
the world if you are given those claims 
for a limited period of time. We are not 
changing that in 200 years. We are pro-
tecting your right if you are not grant-
ed a patent. That is what current law 
does; that is what this amendment 
does. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The ques-
tion is on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from California (Mr. 
ISSA). 

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chairman announced that the ayes 
appeared to have it. 

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Mr. Chairman, 
I demand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from California will be 
postponed. 

AMENDMENT NO. 4 OFFERED BY MS. JACKSON- 
LEE OF TEXAS 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. It is now in 
order to consider amendment No. 4 
printed in House Report 110–319. 

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr. 
Chairman, I offer an amendment. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The Clerk 
will designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Amendment No. 4 offered by Ms. JACKSON- 
LEE of Texas: 

At the end of the bill insert the following 
new section: 
SEC. 18. STUDY ON PATENT DAMAGES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Under Secretary of 
Commerce for Intellectual Property and Di-

rector of the United States Patent and 
Trademark Office (in this section referred to 
as the ‘‘Director’’) shall conduct a study of 
patent damage awards in cases where such 
awards have been based on a reasonable roy-
alty under section 284 of title 35, United 
States Code. The study should, at a min-
imum, consider cases from 1990 to the 
present. 

(b) CONDUCT.—In conducting the study 
under subsection (a), the Director shall in-
vestigate, at a minimum, the following: 

(1) Whether the mean or median dollar 
amount of reasonable-royalty-based patent 
damages awarded by courts or juries, as the 
case may be, has significantly increased on a 
per case basis during the period covered by 
the study, taking into consideration adjust-
ments for inflation and other relevant eco-
nomic factors. 

(2) Whether there has been a pattern of ex-
cessive and inequitable reasonable-royalty- 
based damages during the period covered by 
the study and, if so, any contributing fac-
tors, including, for example, evidence that 
Federal courts have routinely and inappro-
priately broadened the scope of the ‘‘entire 
market value rule’’, or that juries have rou-
tinely misapplied the entire market value 
rule to the facts at issue. 

(3) To the extent that a pattern of exces-
sive and inequitable damage awards exists, 
measures that could guard against such in-
appropriate awards without unduly 
prejudicing the rights and remedies of patent 
holders or significantly increasing litigation 
costs, including legislative reforms or im-
proved model jury instructions. 

(4) To the extent that a pattern of exces-
sive and inequitable damage awards exists, 
whether legislative proposals that would 
mandate, or create a presumption in favor 
of, apportionment of reasonable-royalty- 
based patent damages would effectively 
guard against such inappropriate awards 
without unduly prejudicing the rights and 
remedies of patent holders or significantly 
increasing litigation costs. 

(c) REPORT.—Not later than 1 year after 
the date of the enactment of this Act, the 
Director shall submit to the Congress a re-
port on the study conducted under this sec-
tion. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 636, the gentlewoman 
from Texas (Ms. JACKSON-LEE) and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Texas. 

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr. 
Chairman, I started out in this debate 
to say that we worked very hard for a 
long period of time to be able to look 
at the small and the big, the big inven-
tor and the little man inventor. All of 
them have been great to America, and 
we have benefited from their inven-
tions and their intellect. 

This patent bill preserves the intel-
lectual property, the art, the inven-
tion, the minds of America. And it 
does, in fact, protect us against those 
who would undermine this very viable 
economic engine, and that is our mind, 
our talent. 

But I believe that all voices should be 
heard. And throughout this whole proc-
ess there is probably no one who fo-
cused on the damages issue as much as 
I did, the proportionality issue. And I 
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worked with Mr. BERMAN and Mr. CON-
YERS and our bipartisan friends. 

So this gives us an opportunity, and 
my amendment is very simple. And it 
doesn’t wait 7 years or 10 years to give 
us answers. It’s 1 year. It provides us 
with the opportunity in this landmark 
legislation to study the patent damage 
awards in cases where such awards 
have been based on a reasonable roy-
alty under section 84 of title 35 of the 
United States Code. The study should 
at a minimum consider cases from 1990 
to the present. It has a very detailed 
analysis, and what that will do is it 
will find its way to this Congress and 
we will have a better way of assessing 
the impact. 

We are concerned. Proportionality is 
an issue. But we are not ignoring your 
concerns, and this particular study 
helps to bring us along. 

Let me just quickly suggest the enti-
ties that will be impacted in a positive 
way: the American Intellectual Prop-
erty Law Association, a number of uni-
versities that will be impacted from 
the University of Illinois to Massachu-
setts to the University of Iowa, Mary-
land, Michigan, Minnesota, New Hamp-
shire, North Carolina, Texas A&M. 
Small inventors will be impacted by 
this study because it will give us more 
information. 

I would ask my colleagues to support 
this amendment. 

Thank you, Mr. Chairman for affording me 
this opportunity to explain my amendment to 
H.R. 1908, the ‘‘Patent Reform Act of 2007.’’ 
Let me also thank the distinguished Chairman 
of the Judiciary Committee, Mr. CONYERS, and 
the Ranking Member, Mr. SMITH, for the exam-
ple of bipartisan leadership coming together to 
address the real problems of the American 
people and the economy. 

I especially wish to thank Mr. BERMAN and 
Mr. COBLE, the chair and ranking member of 
the Judiciary Subcommittee on Courts, Intel-
lectual Property, and the Internet for their hard 
work, perseverance, and visionary leadership 
in producing landmark legislation that should 
ensure that the American patent system re-
mains the envy of the world. I am proud to 
have joined with all of them as original co- 
sponsor of H.R. 1908, the Patent Reform Act 
of 2007. 

On behalf of the small business enterprises, 
technology firms, and academics I am privi-
leged to represent, I want to publicly thank 
them for working with me on two other amend-
ments to the bill offered by me which were 
adopted during the full committee markup. 

Mr. Chairman, my amendment is a simple 
but important addition to this landmark legisla-
tion, which I believe can be supported by 
every member of this body. My amendment 
calls for a study of patent damage awards in 
cases where such awards have been based 
on a reasonable royalty under Section 284 of 
Title 35 of the United States Code. The study 
should, at a minimum, consider cases from 
1990 to the present. The results of this study 
shall be reported to the House and Senate Ju-
diciary Committees. 

I have attached to my statement a partial 
listing of groups, organizations, institutions, 

and industries that will benefit from the study 
called for in my amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, Article I, Section 8, clause 8 
of the Constitution confers upon the Congress 
the power: ‘‘To promote the Progress of 
Science and useful Arts, by securing for lim-
ited Times to Authors and Inventors the exclu-
sive Right to their respective Writings and Dis-
coveries.’’ 

In order to fulfill the Constitution’s mandate, 
we must examine the patent system periodi-
cally to determine whether there may be flaws 
in its operation that may hamper innovation, 
including the problems described as de-
creased patent quality, prevalence of subjec-
tive elements in patent practice, patent abuse, 
and lack of meaningful alternatives to the pat-
ent litigation process. 

On the other hand, we must be mindful of 
the importance of ensuring that small compa-
nies have the same opportunities to innovate 
and have their inventions patented and that 
the laws will continue to protect their valuable 
intellectual property. 

Chairman BERMAN is to be commended for 
his yeoman efforts in seeking to broker a con-
sensus on the subject of damages and royalty 
payments, which is covered in Section 5 of the 
bill. But as all have learned by now, this is an 
exceedingly complex issue. The complexity 
stems not from the unwillingness of competing 
interests to find common ground but from the 
interactive effects of patent litigation reform on 
the royalty negotiation process and the future 
of innovation. 

Important innovations come from univer-
sities, medical centers, and smaller companies 
that develop commercial applications from 
their basic research. These innovators must 
rely upon the licensing process to monetize 
their ideas and inventions. Thus, it is very im-
portant that we take care not to harm this in-
cubator of tomorrow’s technological break-
throughs. It is for that reason that we need to 
study whether patent damage awards in cases 
where such awards have been based on a 
reasonable royalty under 35 U.S.C. 284 have 
and are hindering technological innovation. 

And it is important to emphasize Mr. Chair-
man, that this evaluation will be based on em-
pirical data rigorously analyzed. 

Among the matters to be studied and re-
viewed are the following: Whether the mean or 
median dollar amount of reasonably royalty- 
based patent damages awarded by courts or 
juries, as the case may be, has significantly 
increased on a per case basis during the pe-
riod covered by the study, taking into consid-
eration adjustments for inflation and other rel-
evant economic factors; Whether there has 
been a pattern of excessive and inequitable 
reasonable-royalty based damages during the 
period covered by the study and, if so, any 
contributing factors; To the extent that a pat-
tern of excessive and inequitable damage 
awards exists, measures that could guard 
against such inappropriate awards without un-
duly prejudicing the rights and remedies of 
patent holders or significantly increasing litiga-
tion costs; and To the extent that a pattern of 
excessive and inequitable damage awards ex-
ists, whether legislative proposals that would 
mandate, or create a presumption in favor of, 
apportionment of reasonable royalty-based 
patent damages would effectively guard 

against such inappropriate awards without un-
duly prejudicing the rights and remedies of 
patent holders or significantly increasing litiga-
tion costs. 

In short, Mr. Chairman my amendment can 
be summed up as follows: For those who are 
confident of the future, my amendment offers 
vindication. For those who are skeptical that 
the new changes will work, my amendment 
will provide the evidence they need to prove 
their case. And for those who believe that 
maintaining the status quo is intolerable, my 
amendment offers a way forward. 

I urge all members to support my amend-
ment. 

APPENDIX 
AmberWave Systems Aware, Inc., Canopy 

Venture Partners, LLC, Cantor Fitzgerald, 
LP, Cryptography Research, Cummins-Alli-
son Corp., Digimarc Corporation, Fallbrook 
Technologies, Inc., Helius, Inc, Immersion 
Corporation, Inframat Corporation, Inter-
Digital Communications Corporation, Inter-
molecular, Inc., LSI Metabolix. 

QUALCOMM, Inc., Symyx, Tessera, US 
Nanocorp. 3M, Abbott, Accelerated Tech-
nologies, Inc., Acorn Cardiovascular Inc., 
Adams Capital Management, Adroit Medical 
Systems, Inc., AdvaMed, Advanced Diamond 
Technologies, Inc., Advanced Medical Optics, 
Inc., Advanced Neuromodulation Systems, 
Inc., Aero-Marine Company. 

AFL–CIO, Air Liquide, Air Products, ALD 
NanoSolutions, Inc., ALIO Industries, 
Allergan, Inc., Almyra, Inc., AmberWave 
Systems Corporation, American Intellectual 
Property Law Association (AIPLA), Amer-
ican Seed Trade, Americans for Sovereignty, 
Americans for the Preservation of Liberty, 
Amylin Pharmaceuticals, AngioDynamics, 
Inc. Applied Medical, Applied Nanotech, Inc. 

Argentis Pharmaceuticals, LLC, Arizona 
BioIndustry Association, ARYx Thera-
peutics, Ascenta Therapeutics, Inc., Associa-
tion of University Technology Managers 
(AUTM), Asthmatx, Inc., AstraZeneca, 
Aware, Inc., Baxa Corporation, Baxter 
Healthcare Corporation, BayBio, Beckman 
Coulter, BIO—Biotechnology Industry Orga-
nization, BioCardia, Inc. 

BIOCOM, Biogen Idec. Biomedical Associa-
tion, BioOhio, Bioscience Institute, Bio-
technology Council of New Jersey, Blacks for 
Economic Security Trust Fund, BlazeTech 
Corporation, Boston Scientific, Bridgestone 
Americas Holding, Inc., Bristol-Myers 
Squibb, BuzzLogic, California Healthcare In-
stitute, Canopy Ventures, Carbide Derivative 
Technologies, Cardiac Concepts, Inc. 

CardioDynamics, Cargill, Inc., Cassie- 
Shipherd Group, Caterpillar, Celgene Cor-
poration, Cell Genesys, Inc., Center 7, Inc. 
Center for Small Business and the Environ-
ment, Centre for Security Policy, Cephalon, 
CheckFree, Christian Coalition of America, 
Cincinnati Sub-Zero Products, Coalition for 
21st Century Patent Reform, Coalitions for 
America. 

CogniTek Management Systems, Inc., Col-
orado Bioscience Association, Conceptus, 
Inc., CONNECT, Connecticut United for Re-
search Excellence, Cornell University, Cor-
ning, Coronis Medical Ventures, Council for 
America, CropLife America, Cryptography 
Research, Cummins Inc. 

Cummins-Allison Corporation, CVRx Inc., 
Dais Analytic Corporation, Dartmouth Re-
gional Technology Center, Inc., Declaration 
Alliance 

Deltanoid Pharmaceuticals, Digimarc Cor-
poration, DirectPointe, Dow Chemical Com-
pany, DuPont, Dura-Line Corporation, 
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Dynatronics Co., Eagle Forum, Eastman 
Chemical Company. 

Economic Development Center, Edwards 
Lifesciences, Elan Pharmaceuticals, Inc., 
Electronics for Imaging, Eli Lilly and Com-
pany, Ellman Innovations LLC, Enterprise 
Partners Venture Capital, Evalve, Inc. Exxon 
Mobil Corporation, Fallbrook Technologies 
Inc., FarSounder, Inc., Footnote.com, 
Gambro BCT, General Electric. 

Genomic Health, Inc., Gen-Probe Incor-
porated, Genzyme, Georgia Biomedical Part-
nership, Glacier Cross, Inc. 

GlaxoSmithKline, Glenview State Bank, 
Hawaii Science & Technology Council, 
HealthCare Institute of New Jersey, 
HeartWare, Inc., Helius, Inc., Henkel Cor-
poration. 

Hoffman-LaRoche, Inc., iBIO, Imago Sci-
entific Instruments, Impulse Dynamics 
(USA), Inc., Indiana Health Industry Forum, 
Indiana University, Innovation Alliance, In-
stitute of Electrical and Electronics Engi-
neers (IEEE)–USA. 

InterDigital Communications Corporation, 
Intermolecular, Inc., International Associa-
tion of Professional and Technical Engineers 
(IFPTE), Invitrogen Corporation, Iowa Bio-
technology Association, ISTA Pharma-
ceuticals, Jazz Pharmaceuticals, Inc., John-
son & Johnson, KansasBio, Leadership Insti-
tute, Let Freedom Ring, Life Science Alley, 
LITMUS, LLC, LSI Corporation, Lux Capital 
Management, Luxul Corporation, Maryland 
Taxpayers’ Association. 

Masimo Corporation, Massachusetts Bio-
technology Council, Massachusetts Medical 
Device Industry Council (MassMEDIC), 
Maxygen Inc., MDMA—Medical Device Man-
ufacturer’s Association, Medical College of 
Wisconsin, Medlmmune, Inc., Medtronic, 
Merck, Metabasis Therapeutics, Inc., 
Metabolex, Inc., Metacure (USA), Inc., MGI 
Pharma Inc., MichBio. 

Michigan Small Tech Association, Michi-
gan State University, Millennium Pharma-
ceuticals, Inc., Milliken & Company, Mohr, 
Davidow Ventures, Monsanto Company, 
NAM—National Association of Manufactur-
ers, NanoBioMagnetics, Inc. (NBMI), Nano-
Business Alliance, Nanolnk, Inc., 
Nanolntegris, Inc., Nanomix, Inc., Nanophase 
Technologies, NanoProducts Corporation, 
Nanosys, Inc., Nantero, Inc., National Center 
for Public Policy Research, Nektar Thera-
peutics, Neoconix, Inc. 

Neuro Resource Group (NRG), Neuronetics, 
Inc., NeuroPace, New England Innovation 
Alliance, New Hampshire Biotechnology 
Council, New Hampshire Department of Eco-
nomic Development, New Mexico Biotech-
nical and Biomedical Association, New York 
Biotechnology Association. 

Norseman Group, North Carolina Bio-
sciences Organization, North Carolina State 
University, North Dakota State University, 
Northrop Grumman Corporation, North-
western University, Novartis, Novartis Cor-
poration. 

Novasys Medical Inc., NovoNordisk, 
NUCRYST Pharmaceuticals, Inc., NuVasive, 
Inc., Nuvelo, Inc., Ohio State University, 
OpenCEL, LLC, Palmetto Biotechnology Al-
liance, Patent Café.com, Inc., Patent Office 
Professional Association, Pennsylvania Bio, 
Pennsylvania State University, PepsiCo, 
Inc., Pfizer, PhRMA—Pharmaceutical Re-
search and Manufacturers of America, Phys-
ical Sciences Inc., PointeCast Corporation. 

Power Innovations International, Power 
Metal Technologies, Inc., Preformed Line 
Products, Procter & Gamble, Professional In-
ventors’ Alliance. 

ProRhythm, Inc., Purdue University, Pure 
Plushy Inc., QUALCOMM Inc., 

QuantumSphere, Inc., QuesTek Innovations 
LLC, Radiant Medical, Inc., Rensselaer Poly-
technic Institute, Research Triangle Park, 
NC, Retractable Technologies, Inc., 
RightMarch.com. 

S & C Electric Company, Salix Pharma-
ceuticals, Inc., SanDisk Corporation, 
Sangamo BioSciences, Inc., Semprius, Inc, 
Small Business Association of Michigan— 
Economic Development Center, Small Busi-
ness Exporters Association of the United 
States, Small Business Technology Council, 
Smart Bomb Interactive, Smile Reminder, 
SmoothShapes, Inc., Solera Networks, South 
Dakota Biotech Association, Southern Cali-
fornia Biomedical Council, Spiration, Inc., 
Standup Bed Company. 

State of New Hampshire Department of Re-
sources and Economic Development, Stella 
Group, Ltd., StemCells, SurgiQuest, Inc., 
Symyx Technologies, Inc., Tech Council of 
Maryland/MdBio, Technology Patents & Li-
censing, Tennessee Biotechnology Associa-
tion, Tessera, Inc., Texas A&M, Texas 
Healthcare, Texas Instruments, Three Arch 
Partners, United Technologies, University of 
California System, University of Illinois, 
University of Iowa, University of Maryland, 
University of Michigan, University of Min-
nesota, University of New Hampshire, Uni-
versity of North Carolina System, University 
of Rochester, University of Utah, University 
of Wisconsin-Madison. 

US Business and Industry Council, US 
Council for International Business, USGI 
Medical, USW—United Steelworkers, Van-
derbilt University and Medical Center, 
Virent Energy Systems, Inc., Virginia Bio-
technology Association, Visidyne, Inc., 
VisionCare Opthamalogic Technologies, Inc., 
Washington Biotechnology & Biomedical As-
sociation. 

Washington University, WaveRx, Inc., 
Wayne State University, Wescor, Inc., 
Weyerhaeuser, Wilson Sonsini Goodrich & 
Rosati, Wisconsin Alumni Research Founda-
tion (WARF), Wisconsin Biotechnology and 
Medical Device Association, Wyeth. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Mr. Chairman, 
I rise in opposition to the gentle-
woman’s amendment. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-
tleman from California is recognized 
for 5 minutes. 

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Mr. Chairman, 
I yield 1 minute to Mr. MANZULLO. 

Mr. MANZULLO. Mr. Chairman, 
what is interesting about the amend-
ment from the gentlewoman from 
Texas is the fact that she wants to 
have a study, and I agree with it, of 
patent damage awards from at least 
1990 to the present case. 

So this is very interesting because 
here we are about to do this massive 
change in law and no one has done the 
study. But now we are going to do the 
study after we have this massive 
change in law. 

I’ll tell you, this train just turned 
around with the caboose going forward. 
That is why this bill has to be ditched. 

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Mr. Chairman, 
I yield 1 minute to Mr. GOHMERT from 
Texas. 

Mr. GOHMERT. Mr. Chairman, our 
chairman of the Judiciary Committee 
commented that it looks like the peo-

ple opposed to anything are opposed to 
everything. 

I’m really not. I think this is a good 
idea, a good amendment; and I applaud 
my colleague from Texas for pushing 
this forward. 

I would like to have had these results 
before we went forward with this so- 
called comprehensive bill. 

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr. 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GOHMERT. I yield to the gentle-
woman from Texas. 

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr. 
Chairman, my intent was to respond to 
the disparate voices. 

Would you at least admit that this 
improves or adds to by giving us addi-
tional information? 

Mr. GOHMERT. Reclaiming my time, 
Mr. Chairman, as I said, I think it’s a 
good idea and I’m going to vote for it. 
But I would rather have this as a 
stand-alone before we do all of these 
what some have referred to as draco-
nian comprehensive measures. 

And I do not question whatsoever the 
sincerity or the effort on behalf of the 
chairman for working people and oth-
ers. And I do not question the sincerity 
when we were told, and I was among 
those who were told, you could be in a 
group that will revise this. I just never 
was given that opportunity. 

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr. 
Chairman, I yield 30 seconds to the 
gentlewoman from California (Ms. ZOE 
LOFGREN). 

Ms. ZOE LOFGREN of California. I 
thank the gentlewoman for yielding, 
and I support the amendment. 

I would just like to note, however, 
that we have had over 21 hearings in 
the subcommittee and have convened 
several briefings on top of that. We 
have had reports from the National 
Academy, the FTC on this subject. And 
I think the gentlewoman’s amendment 
to get still further information is valid. 
I support it. But certainly we have in-
formation today that has been gained 
over an extensive process over half a 
decade. 

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Mr. Chairman, 
I yield 2 minutes to Mr. ROSCOE BART-
LETT, Ph.D., a man who holds 20 pat-
ents, a man who is greatly respected 
for his scientific knowledge and who 
has been deeply appreciated for the ad-
vice he has given us in that endeavor in 
the last 15 years in Congress. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Maryland. I thank 
the gentleman for yielding. 

I have been, for the last couple of 
hours, doing what is seldom done in 
this House. I have been listening to 
every minute of this debate. And I felt 
compelled to come to the floor. 

When I was listening to the debate, I 
was reminded of the story of the father 
who was looking at the white shirt 
that he wore yesterday to see if he 
could wear it again. 

b 1430 
And his daughter observed, daddy, if 

it’s doubtful, it’s dirty. And I thought 
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of that when I was listening to this de-
bate because obviously this bill is 
doubtful. We’re amending it on the run. 
And I wonder if, Mr. Chairman, maybe 
the little girl isn’t right, that if it’s 
doubtful, it’s dirty. 

There’s been a lot of talk about pro-
tecting the rights of the little guy. In 
a former life, I had 20 patents. And I’m 
really committed to protecting the 
rights of the little guy because I was a 
little guy, not just because of the little 
guy, but because most of our creativity 
and innovation comes from the little 
guy. 

And what I would suggest is that if 
this bill is so flawed that we’re modi-
fying it, amending it on the run and 
hope to make it okay when we come to 
conference, wouldn’t it be better just 
to send it back to committee and do it 
right the first time? 

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. May I 
inquire as to how much time I have re-
maining? 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gentle-
woman from Texas has 2 minutes re-
maining. 

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. I yield 
45 seconds to the distinguished chair-
man, Mr. CONYERS. 

Mr. CONYERS. I rise only to say to 
the distinguished previous speaker that 
this mistaken impression that this is 
being amended on the run is incorrect. 
And I’m glad you listened to the full 
debate, and I respect your position. 

The point that you think it’s being 
amended on the run is that we had 
nearly 50 organizations in which we 
were negotiating with up until the last 
moment, and even now, sir. That’s why 
we have a manager’s amendment. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Maryland. Will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CONYERS. I will yield to the 
gentleman. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Maryland. I was 
simply quoting what you said. 

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. May I 
inquire as to how much time I have re-
maining? 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gentle-
woman from Texas has 11⁄4 minutes re-
maining. 

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr. 
Chairman, I yield the balance of my 
time to the distinguished gentleman 
from California. 

Mr. BERMAN. I thank the 
gentlelady, and I support her amend-
ment. 

Just to review the bidding, my friend 
from California (Mr. ROHRABACHER) 
over and over again talks about the 
flaws in this bill. Other than four 
Gohmert amendments on the issue of 
venue and one amendment from the 
gentleman from Iowa that was an ear-
mark amendment, no other amend-
ments were kept from consideration 
here. For all the arguments about 
flaws, where were the amendments to 
correct the flaws that they talk about? 
For all the notions of, we’re not 

against reform, but this one isn’t per-
fect, and this one isn’t right, and this 
has some flaws, and it hasn’t resolved 
every issue to everyone’s satisfaction, 
nothing will, where is their alternative 
bill? 

I’m telling you, this is an issue of 
whether we’re going to address a sys-
tem that the National Academy of 
Sciences and so many other objective 
agencies have said is getting near bro-
ken or doing nothing, and I suggest 
doing nothing is not a good answer for 
a Congress that wants to keep the 
American economy strong. 

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Mr. Chairman, 
I yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Let’s note that there are several 
amendments that were not permitted 
by the Rules Committee. I did not sub-
mit amendments because those of us 
who have been following this bill real-
ize it is fundamentally flawed. The pur-
pose of the bill is to support those 
large corporations that Ms. KAPTUR 
noted who are dramatically supporting 
the legislation. And it is being opposed, 
I might add, by a large number of uni-
versities, unions, pharmaceutical in-
dustries, biotech industries, et cetera, 
et cetera. So we have everybody except 
the electronics industry and the finan-
cial industry, who are already over in 
China making their profit at our ex-
pense, are opposed to the bill. 

I yield my remaining 30 seconds to 
the gentleman from Maryland (Mr. 
BARTLETT). 

Mr. BARTLETT of Maryland. I just 
wanted to clarify the basis for my ob-
servation that the bill was being 
amended on the run. I was simply 
quoting the chairman, who said that 
they worked late last night changing 
the manager’s amendment, that they 
were going to continue to work 
through conference so that they could 
change the bill to make it better. So 
obviously the bill is being amended and 
being changed on the run. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The ques-
tion is on the amendment offered by 
the gentlewoman from Texas (Ms. 
JACKSON-LEE). 

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chairman announced that the ayes 
appeared to have it. 

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Mr. Chairman, 
I demand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentlewoman from Texas will be 
postponed. 

AMENDMENT NO. 5 OFFERED BY MR. PENCE 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. It is now in 

order to consider amendment No. 5 
printed in House Report 110–319. 

Mr. PENCE. Mr. Chairman, I offer an 
amendment. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The Clerk 
will designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Amendment No. 5 offered by Mr. PENCE: 
Page 40, line 9, strike ‘‘identifies’’ and all 

that follows through line 11 and insert the 
following: 

‘‘(1) identifies the same cancellation peti-
tioner and the same patent as a previous pe-
tition for cancellation filed under such sec-
tion; or 

‘‘(2) is based on the best mode requirement 
contained in section 112. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 636, the gentleman 
from Indiana (Mr. PENCE) and a Mem-
ber opposed each will control 5 min-
utes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Indiana. 

Mr. PENCE. I yield myself such time 
as I may consume. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise today in support 
of an amendment that would simply 
clarify patent law in what is known as 
‘‘best mode.’’ 

Before explaining my amendment 
and the need for it, I want to take a 
brief moment to express my personal 
gratitude to Ranking Member LAMAR 
SMITH for his years of work on this 
issue, and to express my appreciation 
not only to Chairman CONYERS, but to 
Chairman BERMAN, for the bipartisan 
manner in which they have proceeded 
on this legislation, so vital as it is to 
our national life and to our economic 
vitality. 

Years of countless hearings, great 
dedication have gone into this bill on 
both sides of the aisle. And while, Mr. 
Chairman, I’m not convinced that it’s a 
perfect bill, I believe, as the gentleman 
from California said, it’s a work in 
progress, as is all complex American 
law, and I think that moving forward is 
the right thing to do today. 

With that, I would like to yield 1 
minute to the distinguished ranking 
member of the committee, the gen-
tleman from Texas. 

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I 
thank my friend from Indiana for 
yielding, and I want to point out that 
he is a member of the Intellectual 
Property Subcommittee of the Judici-
ary Committee. I know he is going to 
describe this amendment very well, so 
I will not go into that detail, but sim-
ply urge my colleagues to support it. 

Mr. PENCE. I thank the gentleman 
for his support. 

Mr. Chairman, the Constitution 
vests, in article I, section 8, clause 8, 
the power and the duty of the Congress 
‘‘to promote the progress of science 
and useful arts by securing for limited 
times to inventors the exclusive right 
to their discoveries.’’ This is an express 
obligation of the Congress under the 
Constitution. 

Our patent laws, as currently writ-
ten, were essentially drafted over 50 
years ago, and I believe it is time to 
update them to account for changes in 
our dynamic 21st century economy. 

We need to strengthen out patent 
laws to make sure that patents that 
are issued are strong and high quality, 
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but I would submit that we also need 
to reform our patent laws to eliminate 
lawsuit abuse that has become so prev-
alent. Aspects of this legislation will 
do that; my amendment seeks to do 
that further. 

As I said before, I am sympathetic to 
those who say that further work on 
damages needs to be done in con-
ference. I agree with their sentiment to 
that point, and I trust that will occur. 

On balance, though, I have deter-
mined that this legislation is an impor-
tant and useful step toward modern-
izing and strengthening our American 
patent law, and I am pleased to support 
it. But I encourage Members of the 
House not to take this step without 
first supporting the Pence amendment, 
which makes an important clarifica-
tion of provisions governing what is 
known as best mode in patent law. 

At the Judiciary Committee markup 
of this bill, I first supported an amend-
ment which would have repealed best 
mode in full. American patent law re-
quires that a patent application, ‘‘set 
forth the best mode contemplated by 
the inventor of carrying out his inven-
tion’’ at the time the application is 
filed. But providing the best mode at 
the time of application is not a require-
ment in Europe or in Japan or in any 
of the rest of the world, and it has be-
come a vehicle for lawsuit abuse. 

In my view, the best mode require-
ment of American law imposes extraor-
dinary and unnecessary costs on the in-
ventor and adds a subjective require-
ment to the application process, and I 
believe public interest is already ade-
quately met in ensuring quality tech-
nical disclosures for patents. 

At the Judiciary Committee, I of-
fered a best mode relief amendment 
that was accepted. The Pence amend-
ment then retained best mode as a 
specifications requirement for obtain-
ing a patent, the intent to maintain in 
the law the idea that patent applicants 
should provide extensive disclosure to 
the public about an invention. But the 
Pence amendment endeavored to re-
move best mode from litigation. 

Increasingly in patent litigation de-
fendants have put forth best mode as a 
defense and a reason to find patents 
unenforceable. It becomes virtually a 
satellite piece of litigation in and of 
itself, detracts from the actual issue of 
infringement, and literally costs Amer-
ican inventors millions in legal fees. 

The intent of the amendment was to 
keep best mode in the Patent and 
Trademark Office. My amendment 
today continues this effort toward 
eliminating this archaic and costly 
provision of the law. Specifically, the 
amendment today makes it clear that 
arguments about best mode cannot 
serve as the basis for post-grant review 
proceedings. It’s quite simple in that 
effect. 

With my amendment, under the new 
post-grant review system, best mode 

will not be litigated. That will lessen 
the burden put on patent holders in de-
fending their patents in post-grant re-
view proceedings, and it will prevent 
the expenditure of millions of dollars 
in needless lawsuit abuse. 

I encourage my colleagues to support 
the amendment. 

Mr. CONYERS. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. PENCE. I would be very pleased 
to yield to the distinguished Chair. 

Mr. CONYERS. Not only to thank the 
gentleman for producing this amend-
ment, but also to appreciate all the 
work that he did on helping us make 
this bill as good as it was. We thank 
you very much. 

Mr. PENCE. I thank the chairman for 
his remarks. And I urge my colleagues 
to support the Pence amendment so we 
can further clarify the intended best 
mode relief. 

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Mr. Chairman, 
I rise in opposition to the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-
tleman from California is recognized 
for 5 minutes. 

Mr. ROHRABACHER. I would, first of 
all, submit for the RECORD a list of sev-
eral hundred organizations, including 
unions and universities, et cetera, all 
of whom have raised objections to the 
patent legislation, H.R. 1908, not nec-
essarily that they’re all opposed to it, 
but they have strong objections. 
ORGANIZATIONS AND COMPANIES WHICH HAVE 

RAISED OBJECTIONS TO PATENT LEGISLATION 
(H.R. 1908) 

Organizations and Companies Raising Ob-
jections to H.R. 1908, the Patent Reform Act 
of 2007: 3M, Abbott, Accelerated Tech-
nologies, Inc., Acorn Cardiovascular Inc., 
Adams Capital Management, Adroit Medical 
Systems, Inc., AdvaMed, Advanced Diamond 
Technologies, Inc., Advanced Medical Optics, 
Inc., Advanced Neuromodulation Systems, 
Inc., Aero-Marine Company, AFL–CIO, Afri-
can American Republican Leadership Coun-
cil. 

Air Liquide, Air Products, ALD NanoSolu-
tions, Inc., ALIO Industries, Allergan, Inc., 
Almyra, Inc., AmberWave Systems Corpora-
tion, American Conservative Union, Amer-
ican Intellectual Property Law Association 
(AIPLA), American Seed Trade, Americans 
for Sovereignty. 

Americans for the Preservation of Liberty, 
Amylin Pharmaceuticals, AngioDynamics, 
Inc., Applied Medical, Applied Nanotech, 
Inc., Argentis Pharmaceuticals, LLC, Ari-
zona BioIndustry Association, ARYx Thera-
peutics, Ascenta Therapeutics, Inc., Associa-
tion of University Technology Managers 
(AUTM). 

Asthmatx, Inc., AstraZeneca, Aware, Inc., 
Baxa Corporation, Baxter Healthcare Cor-
poration, BayBio, Beckman Coulter, BIO— 
Biotechnology Industry Organization, 
BioCardia, Inc., BIOCOM, Biogen Idec, Bio-
medical Association, BioOhio, Bioscience In-
stitute, Biotechnology Council of New Jer-
sey. 

Blacks for Economic Security Trust Fund, 
BlazeTech Corporation, Boston Scientific, 
Bridgestone Americas Holding, Inc., Bristol- 
Myers Squibb, BuzzLogic, California 
Healthcare Institute, Canopy Ventures, Car-
bide Derivative Technologies, Cardiac Con-

cepts, Inc., CardioDynamics, Cargill, Inc., 
Cassie-Shipherd Group, Caterpillar, Celgene 
Corporation, Cell Genesys, Inc., Center 7, 
Inc., Center for Small Business and the Envi-
ronment, Centre for Security Policy, 
Cephalon, CheckFree, Christian Coalition of 
America. 

Cincinnati Sub-Zero Products, Coalition 
for 21st Century Patent Reform, Coalitions 
for America, CogniTek Management Sys-
tems, Inc., Colorado Bioscience Association, 
Conceptus, Inc., CONNECT, Connecticut 
United for Research Excellence, Cornell Uni-
versity, Corning, Coronis Medical Ventures, 
Council for America, CropLife America, 
Cryptography Research, Cummins Inc., 
Cummins-Allison Corporation. 

CVRx Inc., Dais Analytic Corporation, 
Dartmouth Regional Technology Center, 
Inc., Declaration Alliance, Deltanoid Phar-
maceuticals, Digimarc Corporation, 
DirectPointe, Dow Chemical Company, Du-
pont, Dura-Line Corporation, Dynatronics 
Co., Eagle Forum, Eastman Chemical Com-
pany, Economic Development Center, Ed-
wards Lifesciences, Elan Pharmaceuticals, 
Inc., Electronics for Imaging, Eli Lilly and 
Company, Ellman Innovations LLC, Enter-
prise Partners Venture Capital, Evalve, Inc. 

Exxon Mobile Corporation, Fallbrook 
Technologies Inc., FarSounder, Inc. Foot-
note.com. 

Gambro BCT, General Electric, Genomic 
Health, Inc., Gen-Probe Incorporated, 
Genzyme, Georgia Biomedical Partnership, 
Glacier Cross, Inc., GlaxoSmithKline, Glen-
view State Bank, Hawaii Science & Tech-
nology Council, HealthCare Institute of New 
Jersey, HeartWare, Inc., Helius, Inc., Henkel 
Corporation, Hoffman-LaRoche, Inc. 

iBIO, Imago Scientific Instruments, Im-
pulse Dynamics (USA), Inc., Indiana Health 
Industry Forum, Indiana University, Innova-
tion Alliance, Institute of Electrical and 
Electronics Engineers (IEEE)–USA, Inter-
Digital Communications Corporation, Inter-
molecular, Inc., International Association of 
Professional and Technical Engineers 
(IFPTE), Invitrogen Corporation, Iowa Bio-
technology Association, ISTA Pharma-
ceuticals, Jazz Pharmaceuticals, Inc., John-
son & Johnson, KansasBio, Leadership Insti-
tute, Let Freedom Ring, Life Science Alley, 
LITMUS, LLC. 

LSI Corporation, Lux Capital Manage-
ment, Luxul Corporation, Maryland Tax-
payers’ Association. 

Masimo Corporation, Massachusetts Bio-
technology Council, Massachusetts Medical 
Device Industry Council (MassMEDIC), 
Maxygen Inc., MDMA—Medical Device Man-
ufacturer’s Association, Medical College of 
Wisconsin, MedImmune, Inc., Medtronic, 
Merck, Metabasis Therapeutics, Inc., 
Metabolex, Inc., Metacure (USA), Inc., MGI 
Pharma Inc., MichBio, Michigan Small Tech 
Association, Michigan State University, Mil-
lennium Pharmaceuticals, Inc., Milliken & 
Company, Mohr, Davidow Ventures, Mon-
santo Company. 

NAM—National Association of Manufac-
turers, NanoBioMagnetics, Inc. (NBMI), 
NanoBusiness Alliance, NanoInk, Inc., 
NanoIntegris, Inc., Nanomix, Inc., 
Nanophase Technologies, NanoProducts Cor-
poration, Nanosys, Inc., Nantero, Inc., Na-
tional Center for Public Policy Research, 
Nektar Therapeutics, Neoconix, Inc., Neuro 
Resource Group (NRG), Neuronetics, Inc., 
NeuroPace, New England Innovation Alli-
ance, New Hampshire Biotechnology Coun-
cil, New Hampshire Department of Economic 
Development, New Mexico Biotechnical and 
Biomedical Association, New York Bio-
technology Association. 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 10:25 Jul 14, 2010 Jkt 059102 PO 00000 Frm 00060 Fmt 0688 Sfmt 0634 E:\BR07\H07SE7.002 H07SE7er
ow

e 
on

 D
S

K
5C

LS
3C

1P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 B
O

U
N

D
 R

E
C

O
R

D



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, Vol. 153, Pt. 17 23963 September 7, 2007 
Norseman Group, North Carolina Bio-

sciences Organization, North Carolina State 
University, North Dakota State University, 
Northrop Grumman Corporation, North-
western University, Novartis, Novartis Cor-
poration, Novasys Medical Inc., 
NovoNordisk, NUCRYST Pharmaceuticals, 
Inc. NuVasive, Inc., Nuvelo, Inc., Ohio State 
University, OpenCEL, LLC. 

Palmetto Biotechnology Alliance, Patent 
Café.com, Inc., Patent Office Professional 
Association, Pennsylvania Bio, Pennsylvania 
State University, PepsiCo, Inc., Pfizer, 
PhRMA—Pharmaceutical Research and Man-
ufacturers of America, Physical Sciences 
Inc., PointeCast Corporation, Power Innova-
tions International, PowerMetal Tech-
nologies, Inc., Preformed Line Products, 
Procter & Gamble, Professional Inventors’ 
Alliance, ProRhythm, Inc., Purdue Univer-
sity, Pure Plushy Inc., QUALCOMM Inc. 

QuantumSphere, Inc., QuesTek Innova-
tions LLC, Radiant Medical, Inc., Rensselaer 
Polytechnic Institute, Research Triangle 
Park, NC, Retractable Technologies, Inc., 
RightMarch.com, S & C Electric Company, 
Salix Pharmaceuticals, Inc., SanDisk Cor-
poration, Sangamo BioSciences, Inc., 
Semprius, Inc., Small Business Association 
of Michigan—Economic Development Center, 
Small Business Exporters Association of the 
United States. 

Small Business Technology Council, Smart 
Bomb Interactive, Smile Reminder, 
SmoothShapes, Inc., Solera Networks, South 
Dakota Biotech Association, Southern Cali-
fornia Biomedical Council, Spiration, Inc., 
Standup Bed Company, State of New Hamp-
shire Department of Resources and Eco-
nomic Development, Stella Group, Ltd., 
StemCells, SurgiQuest, Inc. 

Symyx Technologies, Inc., Tech Council of 
Maryland/MdBio, Technology Patents & Li-
censing, Tennessee Biotechnology Associa-
tion, Tessera, Inc., Texas A&M, Texas 
Healthcare, Texas Instruments, Three Arch 
Partners. 

United Technologies, University of Cali-
fornia System, University of Illinois, Univer-
sity of Iowa, University of Maryland, Univer-
sity of Michigan, University of Minnesota, 
University of New Hampshire, University of 
North Carolina System, University of Roch-
ester, University of Utah, University of Wis-
consin-Madison, US Business and Industry 
Council, US Council for International Busi-
ness. 

USGI Medical, USW—United Steelworkers, 
Vanderbilt University and Medical Center, 
Virent Energy Systems, Inc., Virginia Bio-
technology Association, Visidyne, Inc., 
VisionCare Opthamalogic Technologies, Inc., 
Washington Biotechnology & Biomedical As-
sociation, Washington University, WaveRx, 
Inc. 

Wayne State University, Wescor, Inc., 
Weyerhaeuser, Wilson Sonsini Goodrich & 
Rosati, Wisconsin Alumni Research Founda-
tion (WARF), Wisconsin Biotechnology and 
Medical Device Association, Wyeth. 

And we know there are many, many 
people who have strong reservations, 
even by the wording of what we have 
heard from the other side of this de-
bate, that there are people who have 
serious questions, even though they 
may not officially be in opposition. 

Well, if there are so many serious 
questions around that we have amend-
ments like that of Mr. PENCE and the 
other amendments that we’ve heard, 
we shouldn’t be having this bill on this 
floor at this time, much less muzzling 

the opposition so we have only an hour 
to debate on the central issues of the 
bill. Instead, we have had to argue our 
case hamper-scamper here as opposi-
tion to the amendment to the bill only 
to get time to offer a few objections. 
That’s not the way this system is sup-
posed to work. And it’s not supposed to 
work that we bring bills to the floor 
and ask Members to vote on it so that 
we can fix it later on. That should raise 
flags for everybody that there is some-
thing to fix in this bill. And the fact 
that this bill has been brought to the 
floor very quickly and that debate has 
been limited, that alone should cause 
people to want to vote ‘‘no’’ on H.R. 
1908 and send it back to committee and 
see if we can have a bill that doesn’t 
require Mr. PENCE to be up here. 

And also this, before I yield to Ms. 
KAPTUR: Yes, there are problems with 
the Patent Office, as has been de-
scribed. Bad patents are being issued. 
This bill does nothing to cure that. 
What this bill does is use that as a 
cover to fundamentally change the 
rules of the game that are going to 
help those huge corporations that Ms. 
KAPTUR talked about, as well as the 
overseas people who are waiting to 
steal our technology. 

We can correct those problems, and I 
would support that. You bring a bill to 
the floor that gives more money to the 
patent examiners, more training to the 
patent examiners, keeps the money 
that goes into the Patent Office there 
to improve the system, you’re going to 
have lots of support. But don’t use the 
imperfections of the Patent Office as 
an excuse to change the fundamental 
protections for American inventors. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield 2 minutes to 
the gentlewoman from Ohio (Ms. KAP-
TUR). 

Ms. KAPTUR. I thank the gentleman 
for yielding and rise in opposition to 
the amendment. 

I wanted to point out that in every 
year when patents are granted the very 
small number of lawsuits that are gen-
erated as a result of that. For example, 
in the year 2006, there were 183,000 pat-
ents granted; 1.47 percent actually 
ended up in some type of lawsuit, and 
most of those lawsuits were settled be-
fore trial. 

The current system is working very 
well for the majority of inventors as 
lawsuits have represented that smaller 
percentage going back as far as the eye 
can see. 

I would like to place on the RECORD 
those facts that, in fact, lawsuits are a 
minuscule percent of all patents re-
viewed and granted. And I would also 
like to place on the RECORD from the 
United States Court of Appeals the fol-
lowing letter from the chief judge who 
states that the present bill creates a 
new type of macroeconomic analysis 
that would be extremely costly and 
time consuming, far more so than cur-
rent application of the well-settled ap-
portionment law. 

TABLE FOUR—PATENTS GRANTED AND LAWSUITS 
COMMENCED 
[FY 1992–2006] 

Fiscal Year Patents 
Granted 

Patents 
Suits Com-

menced 

Lawsuits as 
a Percent of 

Patents 
Granted 

2006 ......................................... 183,000 2,700 1.47 
2005 ......................................... 165,000 2,720 1.64 
2004 ......................................... 187,000 3,075 1.64 
2003 ......................................... 190,000 2,814 1.48 
2002 ......................................... 177,000 2,700 1.52 
2001 ......................................... 188,000 2,520 1.32 
2000 ......................................... 182,000 2,484 1.36 
1999 ......................................... 159,000 2,318 1.45 
1998 ......................................... 155,000 2,218 1.43 
1997 ......................................... 123,000 2,112 1.71 
1996 ......................................... 117,000 1,840 1.57 
1995 ......................................... 114,000 1,723 1.51 
1994 ......................................... 113,000 1,617 1.43 
1993 ......................................... 107,000 1,553 1.45 

Sources: Data from the patents Granted is from USPTO Annual Reports. 
Data for lawsuits commence is from the Federal Judicial Statistics. The law-
suit data is as of March 31 of each year. The patents granted data is as of 
the Federal Fiscal Year. While the data is skewed by the different times 
used for the reporting years, a long-term view is created for this 14–year 
period. The author calculated the ratios. 

UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS 
FOR THE FEDERAL CIRCUIT, 

Washington, DC, June 7, 2007. 
SHANA A. WINTERS, 
Rayburn House Office Building, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR MS. WINTERS: Thank you for your 
telephone call yesterday afternoon con-
cerning determining damages in patent in-
fringement cases under the reasonable roy-
alty language of the Patent Act. As prom-
ised, I have since reviewed some of the Fed-
eral Circuit decisions that address aspects of 
this subject, and I have also identified and 
attached an article that should help you 
more than reading individual opinions. Sig-
nificantly, it was written by a seasoned pat-
ent litigator with direct experience in how 
such damage theories are actually litigated 
in court. Lawyers employed by particular 
companies, like most law professors, have 
little or no experience from that perspective. 
Mr. Rooklidge, by contrast, has several dec-
ades of litigation experience in precisely 
these types of cases. 

His article was written since late April and 
may be the most current available on the 
subject. It is certainly clear and comprehen-
sive. In addition, it references some of the 
testimony before your subcommittee in 
April, as well as the specific language of the 
pending bills. 

The footnotes cite other useful sources you 
may wish to consult, including authoritative 
treatises by practitioner Robert Harmon and 
Professor Donald Chisum, and several recent 
articles on the point. They provide further 
background, which you may find helpful. 

If the House Judiciary Committee intends 
to continue the damages law as currently 
practiced, after decades of refinement in in-
dividual court decisions, it need do nothing. 
This body of law is highly stable and well un-
derstood by litigators as well as judges. If, 
on the other hand, the Congress wishes to 
radically change the law, I suggest that a far 
more carefully-crafted and lengthy provision 
would be required. Like the body of caselaw, 
such a provision would need to account for 
many different types of circumstances, 
which the present provision does not. 

In my opinion, plucking limited language 
out of the long list of factors summarized in 
the Georgia Pacific case that may be rel-
evant in various cases is unsatisfactory, par-
ticularly when cast as a rigid requirement 
imposed on the court, and required in every 
case, rather than an assignment of a burden 
of proof under a clear standard of proof im-
posed on the party that should bear that par-
ticular burden, and that would only arise in 
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a rare case. As I said, under current caselaw, 
the burden of apportioning the base for rea-
sonable royalties falls on the infringer, while 
the burden for application of the Entire Mar-
ket Value Rule falls on the patentee. In most 
cases, apportionment is not an issue requir-
ing analysis. 

Further, as I also attempted to explain, 
the present bills require a new, kind of mac-
roeconomic analysis that would be ex-
tremely costly and time consuming, far more 
so than current application of the well-set-
tled apportionment law. Resulting additional 
court delays would be severe, as would addi-
tional attorneys’ fees and costs. Many view 
current delays and costs as intolerable. 

In short, the current provision has the fol-
lowing shortcomings. First, it requires a 
massive damages trial in every case and does 
so without an assignment of burden of proof 
on the proper party and articulation of a 
clear standard of proof associated with that 
burden. Second, the analysis required is 
vastly more complicated than that done 
under current law. Third, the meaning of 
various phrases in the bills would be liti-
gated for many years creating an inter-
vening period of great uncertainty that 
would discourage settlements of disputes 
without litigation or at least prior to 
lengthy and expensive trials. 

I appreciate your call and your effort to 
better understand the gap between current 
law and practice, and what the bills would 
require. I am of course available if you need 
further assistance in understanding the re-
ality behind my May letter to the Chairman. 

Sincerely, 
PAUL R. MICHEL, 

Chief Judge. 

This gentleman’s amendment, as well 
as the underlying bill, would result in 
additional court delays that could be 
severe and would probably result in ad-
ditional attorney fees and costs, and 
those additional costs are intolerable. 
We are actually charging more for in-
ventors to maintain their inventions. 
We tried to stop that several years ago 
and were unsuccessful in doing that. 

b 1445 
And now we are, in this bill, creating 

a more complicated legal system that 
is going to cost them more money. We 
have a system that works. We have the 
best patent system in the world. We 
have the most innovation in the world. 

I hope this bill goes down to defeat so 
we can make it much, much better. We 
had a system where we protect the in-
ventor if they wish to opt out of having 
their intellectual property put up on 
the Internet, they have the right to do 
that. This bill takes that away. It is 
one of the most egregious parts of this 
bill that should be fixed. 

I thank the gentleman for yielding. 
Mr. ROHRABACHER. How much 

more time is left in this debate? 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-

tleman from California now has 30 sec-
onds remaining. The time of the gen-
tleman from Indiana has expired. 

Mr. ROHRABACHER. I would yield 
myself the right to close, and this is 
the final, I guess, arguments in this de-
bate. 

We can correct the flaws at the Pat-
ent Office. We do not need to destroy 

the American patent system as it has 
functioned for 200 years. We do not 
need to make all of our inventors vul-
nerable to foreign theft so foreigners 
and large corporations can steal their 
creative genius and use it against us. 
That is what this bill does. It is being 
foisted off on us. The process has been 
flawed. As we can see, we have had lim-
ited debate. They brought this to the 
floor admitting there are flaws in the 
bill. We need to defeat the Steal Amer-
ican Technologies Act and go back and 
work on it so we can make real reform 
rather than a bill that is going to help 
America’s economic adversaries. 

I would ask my colleagues to join me 
in supporting the little guy against the 
big guy and demonstrating that that is 
the rules of the game here. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The ques-
tion is on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Indiana (Mr. 
PENCE). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. ROHRABACHER. Mr. Chairman, 

I ask unanimous consent to withdraw 
my requests for recorded votes on the 
amendments numbered 2, 3 and 4, to 
the end that each such amendment 
stand disposed of by the voice vote 
thereon. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Is there ob-
jection to the request of the gentleman 
from California? 

There was no objection. 
AMENDMENT NO. 1 OFFERED BY MR. CONYERS 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, proceedings will 
now resume on the amendment on 
which further proceedings were post-
poned. 

The unfinished business is the de-
mand for a recorded vote on the 
amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Michigan (Mr. CONYERS) on which 
further proceedings were postponed and 
on which the noes prevailed by voice 
vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. A recorded 
vote has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 263, noes 136, 
not voting 38, as follows: 

[Roll No. 862] 

AYES—263 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Allen 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Bachus 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 

Berry 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Bono 
Bordallo 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boyda (KS) 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 

Butterfield 
Campbell (CA) 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carson 
Castor 
Chandler 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 

Coble 
Cohen 
Conaway 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (KY) 
Davis, Lincoln 
Davis, Tom 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly 
Doolittle 
Doyle 
Drake 
Dreier 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Emanuel 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Faleomavaega 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Flake 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Fossella 
Frank (MA) 
Gallegly 
Giffords 
Gilchrest 
Gillibrand 
Gohmert 
Gonzalez 
Goodlatte 
Gordon 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hoekstra 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Israel 
Issa 
Jackson (IL) 

Jackson-Lee 
(TX) 

Jefferson 
Johnson (GA) 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Keller 
Kennedy 
Kilpatrick 
Kind 
King (NY) 
Kirk 
Klein (FL) 
Langevin 
Lantos 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Lynch 
Maloney (NY) 
Markey 
Marshall 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCaul (TX) 
McCollum (MN) 
McGovern 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
McNulty 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (KS) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murtha 
Musgrave 
Myrick 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Neugebauer 
Norton 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Pascrell 
Pastor 
Payne 
Pence 
Perlmutter 
Peterson (MN) 
Peterson (PA) 
Pomeroy 
Porter 
Price (GA) 

Price (NC) 
Pryce (OH) 
Putnam 
Rahall 
Ramstad 
Rangel 
Reyes 
Richardson 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (KY) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Ross 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (WI) 
Sali 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sessions 
Sestak 
Sherman 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Space 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stupak 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tierney 
Towns 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walden (OR) 
Walz (MN) 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch (VT) 
Wexler 
Wilson (OH) 
Wolf 
Wu 
Wynn 
Yarmuth 

NOES—136 

Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Bachmann 
Bartlett (MD) 
Barton (TX) 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Boozman 
Boustany 
Broun (GA) 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 

Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp (MI) 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Castle 
Chabot 
Cole (OK) 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crenshaw 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, David 
Deal (GA) 
Dent 

Duncan 
Ehlers 
Emerson 
English (PA) 
Etheridge 
Everett 
Fallin 
Feeney 
Ferguson 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Gingrey 
Goode 
Graves 
Hall (TX) 
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Hare 
Hayes 
Herger 
Hill 
Hobson 
Hodes 
Holt 
Hunter 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones (NC) 
Jordan 
Kaptur 
Kildee 
King (IA) 
Kingston 
Kline (MN) 
Knollenberg 
Kucinich 
Kuhl (NY) 
LaHood 
Lamborn 
Lampson 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 

Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lucas 
Mack 
Mahoney (FL) 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
McCotter 
McCrery 
McHenry 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
Melancon 
Mica 
Michaud 
Miller (FL) 
Miller, Gary 
Murphy, Tim 
Nunes 
Petri 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe 
Radanovich 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Renzi 

Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Roskam 
Rothman 
Ryan (OH) 
Saxton 
Schmidt 
Shadegg 
Shea-Porter 
Shuler 
Souder 
Stearns 
Taylor 
Terry 
Tiberi 
Turner 
Upton 
Walberg 
Wamp 
Weldon (FL) 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Wicker 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (SC) 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—38 

Baker 
Barrett (SC) 
Bishop (UT) 
Boyd (FL) 
Carter 
Christensen 
Cubin 
Davis, Jo Ann 
Ellsworth 
Fortuño 
Granger 
Hastert 
Holden 

Hooley 
Hulshof 
Inglis (SC) 
Jindal 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones (OH) 
McDermott 
Pallone 
Paul 
Pearce 
Pickering 
Reichert 
Reynolds 

Royce 
Salazar 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Shays 
Shimkus 
Sullivan 
Tancredo 
Walsh (NY) 
Watson 
Weller 
Woolsey 
Young (AK) 

b 1511 

Messrs. AKIN, HODES, BOEHNER, 
POE, BURTON of Indiana, HOLT and 
RYAN of Ohio changed their vote from 
‘‘aye’’ to ‘‘no.’’ 

Messrs. KIRK, MEEKS of New York, 
MCCARTHY of California and 
GILCHREST changed their vote from 
‘‘no’’ to ‘‘aye.’’ 

So the amendment was agreed to. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
Stated against: 
Mr. INGLIS of South Carolina. Mr. Chair-

man, on rollcall No. 862 I was unavoidably de-
tained. Had I been present, I would have 
voted ‘‘no.’’ 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The ques-
tion is on the committee amendment 
in the nature of a substitute, as amend-
ed. 

The committee amendment in the 
nature of a substitute, as amended, was 
agreed to. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Under the 
rule, the Committee rises. 

Accordingly, the Committee rose; 
and the Speaker pro tempore (Mr. POM-
EROY) having assumed the chair, Mr. 
ROSS, Acting Chairman of the Com-
mittee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union, reported that that Com-
mittee, having had under consideration 
the bill (H.R. 1908) to amend title 35, 
United States Code, to provide for pat-
ent reform, he reported the bill back to 
the House with an amendment adopted 
by the Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the rule, the previous question is or-
dered. 

Is a separate vote demanded on any 
amendment reported from the Com-
mittee of the Whole? If not, the ques-
tion is on the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, and was read the 
third time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the passage of the bill. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

RECORDED VOTE 

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Mr. Speaker, I 
demand a recorded vote. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX, this 15- 
minute vote on passage of H.R. 1908 
will be followed by a 5-minute vote on 
adopting the conference report to ac-
company H.R. 2669. 

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 220, noes 175, 
not voting 37, as follows: 

[Roll No. 863] 

AYES—220 

Ackerman 
Allen 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Bachus 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Bonner 
Bono 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boyda (KS) 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown, Corrine 
Butterfield 
Campbell (CA) 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Capito 
Capps 
Cardoza 
Carson 
Castor 
Chandler 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Coble 
Cohen 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis, Lincoln 
Davis, Tom 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 

Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doolittle 
Doyle 
Drake 
Dreier 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Emanuel 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Fossella 
Frank (MA) 
Gallegly 
Giffords 
Gilchrest 
Gillibrand 
Gonzalez 
Goodlatte 
Gordon 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Hinojosa 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Israel 
Issa 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
Johnson (GA) 
Kagen 
Keller 
Kennedy 
Kilpatrick 
Kind 
King (NY) 
Klein (FL) 
Langevin 

Lantos 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Lynch 
Mahoney (FL) 
Maloney (NY) 
Marchant 
Markey 
Marshall 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCaul (TX) 
McGovern 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Mitchell 
Moore (KS) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murtha 
Musgrave 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Obey 
Ortiz 
Pence 
Perlmutter 
Peterson (PA) 
Pomeroy 
Porter 
Price (GA) 
Pryce (OH) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Reyes 
Richardson 
Rodriguez 

Rogers (KY) 
Ross 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (WI) 
Sali 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sessions 
Sestak 
Sherman 
Shuster 

Simpson 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Space 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stupak 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Towns 

Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Walden (OR) 
Walz (MN) 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch (VT) 
Wexler 
Wicker 
Wilson (NM) 
Wolf 
Wu 
Wynn 
Yarmuth 

NOES—175 

Abercrombie 
Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Altmire 
Baca 
Bachmann 
Bartlett (MD) 
Barton (TX) 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Boozman 
Boustany 
Broun (GA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp (MI) 
Capuano 
Carney 
Castle 
Chabot 
Clarke 
Cole (OK) 
Conaway 
Costello 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crenshaw 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (KY) 
Davis, David 
Deal (GA) 
DeFazio 
DeLauro 
Dent 
Donnelly 
Duncan 
Ehlers 
Emerson 
English (PA) 
Etheridge 
Everett 
Fallin 
Feeney 
Ferguson 
Flake 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 

Frelinghuysen 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Gingrey 
Gohmert 
Goode 
Graves 
Grijalva 
Hall (TX) 
Hare 
Hayes 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Hinchey 
Hirono 
Hobson 
Hodes 
Hoekstra 
Holt 
Hunter 
Inglis (SC) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones (NC) 
Jordan 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kildee 
King (IA) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Kline (MN) 
Knollenberg 
Kucinich 
Kuhl (NY) 
LaHood 
Lamborn 
Lampson 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lucas 
Mack 
Manzullo 
McCollum (MN) 
McCotter 
McCrery 
McHenry 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McNulty 
Melancon 
Mica 

Michaud 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 
Mollohan 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (KS) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Myrick 
Oberstar 
Olver 
Pascrell 
Pastor 
Payne 
Peterson (MN) 
Petri 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe 
Price (NC) 
Rahall 
Ramstad 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Renzi 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Rothman 
Ryan (OH) 
Saxton 
Schmidt 
Schwartz 
Shadegg 
Shea-Porter 
Shuler 
Sires 
Smith (NE) 
Souder 
Stearns 
Taylor 
Terry 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Turner 
Upton 
Visclosky 
Walberg 
Wamp 
Weldon (FL) 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Wilson (OH) 
Wilson (SC) 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—37 

Baker 
Barrett (SC) 
Bishop (UT) 
Boyd (FL) 
Carnahan 
Carter 
Cubin 
Davis, Jo Ann 
Ellsworth 
Granger 
Hastert 

Holden 
Hooley 
Hulshof 
Jindal 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones (OH) 
McDermott 
Pallone 
Paul 
Pearce 
Pickering 

Rangel 
Reichert 
Reynolds 
Royce 
Salazar 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Shays 
Shimkus 
Sullivan 
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Tancredo 
Walsh (NY) 

Watson 
Weller 

Woolsey 
Young (AK) 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during 
the vote). Members are advised 2 min-
utes remain in this vote. 

b 1530 

Mr. OLVER and Mr. FLAKE changed 
their vote from ‘‘aye’’ to ‘‘no.’’ 

Mr. SERRANO changed his vote from 
‘‘no’’ to ‘‘aye.’’ 

So the bill was passed. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 

f 

CONFERENCE REPORT ON H.R. 2669, 
COLLEGE COST REDUCTION AND 
ACCESS ACT 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the question on 
adoption of the conference report on 
the bill, H.R. 2669, on which the yeas 
and nays were ordered. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the conference report. 
This will be a 5-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 292, nays 97, 
not voting 43, as follows: 

[Roll No. 864] 

YEAS—292 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Aderholt 
Allen 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Bono 
Boozman 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boyda (KS) 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Butterfield 
Buyer 
Camp (MI) 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson 
Castle 
Castor 
Chandler 
Clarke 

Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Cole (OK) 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis, Lincoln 
Davis, Tom 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Emanuel 
Emerson 
Engel 
English (PA) 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Fallin 
Farr 
Fattah 
Ferguson 
Filner 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Fossella 
Frank (MA) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gerlach 

Giffords 
Gilchrest 
Gillibrand 
Gohmert 
Gonzalez 
Gordon 
Graves 
Green, Al 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Hayes 
Heller 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hobson 
Hodes 
Holt 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Inglis (SC) 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones (NC) 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Keller 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick 
Kind 
King (NY) 
Kirk 
Klein (FL) 

Knollenberg 
Kucinich 
Kuhl (NY) 
LaHood 
Lampson 
Langevin 
Lantos 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
LaTourette 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Lynch 
Mahoney (FL) 
Maloney (NY) 
Markey 
Marshall 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCaul (TX) 
McCollum (MN) 
McCotter 
McGovern 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McNerney 
McNulty 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Michaud 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (KS) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy, Patrick 

Murphy, Tim 
Murtha 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Pascrell 
Pastor 
Payne 
Perlmutter 
Peterson (MN) 
Peterson (PA) 
Petri 
Platts 
Pomeroy 
Porter 
Price (NC) 
Pryce (OH) 
Rahall 
Ramstad 
Rangel 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Renzi 
Reyes 
Richardson 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sarbanes 
Saxton 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sestak 

Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Space 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stearns 
Stupak 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Towns 
Turner 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walden (OR) 
Walz (MN) 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch (VT) 
Wexler 
Whitfield 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (OH) 
Wolf 
Wu 
Wynn 
Yarmuth 

NAYS—97 

Akin 
Alexander 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Bartlett (MD) 
Barton (TX) 
Bilbray 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Broun (GA) 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Calvert 
Campbell (CA) 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Chabot 
Coble 
Conaway 
Crenshaw 
Culberson 
Davis (KY) 
Davis, David 
Deal (GA) 
Doolittle 
Drake 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Ehlers 

Feeney 
Flake 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gingrey 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Hall (TX) 
Hastings (WA) 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Hoekstra 
Hunter 
Issa 
Jordan 
King (IA) 
Kline (MN) 
Lamborn 
Latham 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Mack 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
McCrery 
McHenry 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Mica 

Miller (FL) 
Miller, Gary 
Musgrave 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Pence 
Pitts 
Poe 
Price (GA) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Rohrabacher 
Roskam 
Ryan (WI) 
Sali 
Schmidt 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Smith (NE) 
Souder 
Terry 
Thornberry 
Walberg 
Wamp 
Weldon (FL) 
Westmoreland 
Wicker 
Wilson (SC) 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—43 

Baker 
Barrett (SC) 
Boyd (FL) 
Carter 
Cubin 
Davis, Jo Ann 

Dicks 
Doyle 
Ellsworth 
Everett 
Granger 
Green, Gene 

Hastert 
Hill 
Holden 
Hooley 
Hulshof 
Jindal 

Johnson, Sam 
Jones (OH) 
Kingston 
Linder 
McDermott 
Pallone 
Paul 
Pearce 
Pickering 

Reichert 
Reynolds 
Royce 
Salazar 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Shays 
Shimkus 
Smith (TX) 
Sullivan 

Tancredo 
Walsh (NY) 
Waters 
Watson 
Weller 
Woolsey 
Young (AK) 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (during 

the vote). Members are advised there 
are 2 minutes remaining in this vote. 

b 1538 

So the conference report was agreed 
to. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

Stated for: 
Mr. REYNOLDS. Mr. Speaker, on Friday, 

September 7, 2007, I was unavoidably absent 
during rollcall vote No. 864. 

Had I been present, I would have voted 
‘‘yea’’ on rollcall vote No. 864. 

Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas. Mr. 
Speaker, on rollcall No. 864, the higher 
education conference report, had I been 
present, I would have voted ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Speaker, if I were 
present during the vote on the conference re-
port on H.R. 2669, the ‘‘College Cost Reduc-
tion Act,’’ I would have voted ‘‘yes.’’ 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

Mr. SHAYS. Mr. Speaker, on September 7, 
2007, I missed 3 recorded votes. 

I take my voting responsibility very seri-
ously. Had I been present, I would have voted 
‘‘no’’ on recorded vote number 862, ‘‘no’’ on 
recorded vote 863 and ‘‘yea’’ on recorded vote 
864. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. Speaker, on September 
7, 2007, I was unable to be present for all roll-
call votes due to a family medical emergency. 

If present, I would have voted accordingly 
on the following rollcall votes: Roll No. 860— 
‘‘nay’’; roll No. 861—‘‘nay’’; roll No. 862— 
‘‘aye’’; roll No. 863—‘‘aye’’; roll No. 864— 
‘‘nay’’. 

f 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days in which to 
revise and extend their remarks and to 
insert extraneous material on H.R. 
1908. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
ELLISON). Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from Michigan? 

There was no objection. 
f 

AUTHORIZING THE CLERK TO 
MAKE CORRECTIONS IN EN-
GROSSMENT OF H.R. 1908, PAT-
ENT REFORM ACT OF 2007 

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that, in the en-
grossment of the bill, H.R. 1908, the 
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Clerk be authorized to correct section 
numbers, cross-references, punctua-
tion, and indentation, and to make 
other technical and conforming 
changes as necessary to reflect the ac-
tions of the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Michigan? 

There was no objection. 
f 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. YARMUTH. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to allow 5 legisla-
tive days in which Members may revise 
and extend and place extraneous mate-
rial relevant to the conference report 
on H.R. 2669 into the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Kentucky? 

There was no objection. 
f 

A FURTHER MESSAGE FROM THE 
SENATE 

A further message from the Senate 
by Ms. Curtis, one of its clerks, an-
nounced that the Senate has passed 
with an amendment in which the con-
currence of the House is requested, a 
bill of the House of the following title: 

H.R. 2642. An act making appropriations 
for military construction, the Department of 
Veterans Affairs, and related agencies for 
the fiscal year ending September 30, 2008, and 
for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the 
Senate insists upon its amendment to 
the bill (H.R. 2642) ‘‘An Act making ap-
propriations for military construction, 
the Department of Veterans Affairs, 
and related agencies for the fiscal year 
ending September 30, 2008, and for 
other purposes,’’ requests a conference 
with the House on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses thereon, and 
appoints. Mr. JOHNSON, Mr. INOUYE, Ms. 
LANDRIEU, Mr. BYRD, Mrs. MURRAY, Mr. 
REED, Mr. NELSON (NE), Mr. LEAHY, 
Mrs. HUTCHISON, Mr. CRAIG, Mr. 
BROWNBACK, Mr. ALLARD, Mr. MCCON-
NELL, Mr. BENNETT, and Mr. COCHRAN, 
to be the conferees on the part of the 
Senate. 

f 

LEGISLATIVE PROGRAM 

(Mr. BLUNT asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. BLUNT. Mr. Speaker, I yield to 
my good friend, the majority leader, 
the gentleman from Maryland (Mr. 
HOYER), to give us the information 
about next week’s schedule. 

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
my friend for yielding. 

On Monday, the House will meet at 
10:30 a.m. for morning hour business 
and noon for legislative business, with 
votes rolled until 6:30 p.m. In addition 
to several bills under suspension of the 
rules, a list of those bills of course will 

be made available by the close of busi-
ness today, we will consider a resolu-
tion in commemoration of the terrorist 
attack on September 11, 2001. 

On Tuesday, the House will meet at 
10:30 a.m. in a pro forma session. There 
will be no votes. No legislative business 
or votes are expected. The tragic loss 
of Mr. Gillmor saddened us all. His fu-
neral is on that day, and many Mem-
bers will be attending. It will take 
place that morning in Ohio. 

There will later in the day, when 
those who are going to Ohio return, on 
the steps of the Capitol at 4:30 p.m. be 
a meeting of the Members who are here 
from both the Senate and the House in 
remembrance of those who lost their 
lives on September 11, 2001, in that 
tragic and vicious attack on our coun-
try and on so many innocent people. 

The House will not meet on Wednes-
day or Thursday in observance of Rosh 
Hashanah and will meet at 10 a.m. in 
pro forma session on Friday, and I 
thank the gentleman for yielding. 

Mr. BLUNT. I thank the gentleman. I 
also thank the gentleman for his ac-
commodation to the schedule. I know I 
want to go and many other Members 
will want to attend the memorial serv-
ice for our good friend Paul Gillmor 
who did so much work for his constitu-
ents in this House, and I know in an al-
ready short week that was a real chal-
lenge to be able to figure out what we 
should do and how we should do it. 

My understanding now is, just to re-
peat some of what you said, that in ad-
dition to the 9/11 commemoration reso-
lution on Monday, everything else on 
Monday on the floor will be a suspen-
sion vote. 

Mr. HOYER. Would the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. BLUNT. I would yield. 
Mr. HOYER. Yes, that is our inten-

tion. There will be suspension votes so 
that we do not have a lot of con-
troversy. 

I will say, however, as the gentleman 
well knows, that Monday will be a very 
important day because General 
Petraeus and Ambassador Crocker will 
be on Capitol Hill on the House side 
testifying on their report to the Con-
gress and to the American people with 
respect to their analysis of the present 
situation in Iraq and the present situa-
tion of our troops and the security and 
stability of that country. 

So it will be a very important day, 
but the gentleman is correct, we will 
not be scheduling other than suspen-
sion votes for that Monday, and there 
will be no votes on Tuesday in recogni-
tion of the funeral and that so many 
Members will be attending the funeral. 

Mr. BLUNT. I thank the gentleman 
for that. I was being asked by one of 
my colleagues, because of the impor-
tance of the Petraeus and Crocker tes-
timony, if there was any way that 
could be moved to the House floor for 
the hearing, but I’m assuming that 

we’ll have work going on on the House 
floor on these suspension bills. 

Mr. HOYER. Would the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. BLUNT. I would yield. 
Mr. HOYER. That is correct. We will 

be starting legislative business on the 
floor a little after noon. So there will 
be work on the floor proceeding. 

It is my understanding, however, as 
the gentleman may know, that the 
hearing is in the Cannon Caucus Room. 
So we’ll accommodate both media and 
the public, and as we all know, some of 
the most important hearings in history 
have been held in that room. So we cer-
tainly recognize the importance of this 
hearing, the gravity of the information 
that we will be receiving, and we have 
attempted to accommodate that. 

Mr. BLUNT. It’s my understanding, 
also, for the leader, on that hearing, 
not only the Members of the com-
mittee but other Members who are not 
on the committee will have accommo-
dated opportunities for seating at least 
to be there to hear what General 
Petraeus and Ambassador Crocker have 
to say. 

Mr. HOYER. That’s my under-
standing, yes, sir. 

Mr. BLUNT. I appreciate that. Only a 
couple of other questions about the 
schedule that now has largely been 
postponed for next week. 

At one time, I think it was the origi-
nal intent or at least my impression 
that the TRIA issue would be voted on, 
the extraordinary loss issue that might 
occur as it relates to insured property 
on Monday. I’ve been also told that 
there is now a PAYGO rule because of 
the way that bill has been calculated 
to have some potential costs. I wonder 
if we have anymore information about 
how quickly we may be able to get to 
this version of TRIA that we had hoped 
to be on the House floor next week, and 
I yield. 

Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentleman 
for yielding. We believe the TRIA bill 
is a very, very important bill. Chair-
man FRANK has been very involved in 
this, as have bipartisan Members of the 
Financial Services Committee been in-
volved in this. The gentleman is cor-
rect. As a result of what has happened 
for next week, we determined that both 
the FHA bill and the TRIA bill, which 
were both scheduled for the beginning 
of next week, would be moved until 
hopefully the following week. 

b 1545 

We believe for TRIA and FHA, in 
light of the subprime issues, that 
Chairman FRANK is working with the 
administration. I know he has talked 
to Secretary Paulson with respect to 
their proposals and ours on ways to re-
spond to the subprime crisis, the mort-
gage foreclosure crisis. 

So we want to put those bills back on 
as soon as we can. 
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The TRIA bill, as you observed, has 

raised an issue of PAYGO, as to wheth-
er or not there is a financial con-
sequence of the legislation. The CBO 
has made an estimate. Clearly, how-
ever, there is no payout if a terrorist 
attack doesn’t happen, so there is a 
contingency it would have to happen. 
We are trying to address that, which 
we did not anticipate, frankly. As a re-
sult, however, we are trying to look at 
this to see whether or not we can both 
move the legislation as quickly as pos-
sible as well as accommodate the issue 
of PAYGO. 

Mr. BLUNT. I appreciate that an-
swer. Another issue that my good 
friend and I have talked about even 
earlier this week is on the trade agree-
ments throughout there. We did notice 
that Ways and Means Committee had a 
hearing scheduled on the Peru Free 
Trade Agreement next week, which 
starts a clock. It would almost inevi-
tably bring that bill to the floor on an 
understood date. That hearing has been 
scheduled. I wonder if my friend has 
any information on either that agree-
ment or the other agreements out 
there, particularly the agreement on 
Colombia. 

Mr. HOYER. As the gentleman well 
knows, there are four trade agreements 
that are the subject of consideration by 
the administration, and four of our 
trading partners: Peru, Panama, Co-
lombia, as you point out, and South 
Korea. Those have not been trans-
mitted to the Congress, but it does 
start the clock. 

And in discussions with the chair-
man, I know the chairman has been fo-
cused. As you know, he visited Peru 
and Panama. I am not sure he visited 
Panama, I just talked with the Pan-
amanians. Surely those two groups are 
the focus of the committee at this 
point, on Colombia, focused, as well as 
South Korea. 

As I discussed with my friend earlier 
in the day, I am hopeful that the chair-
man, the chairman believes that Peru 
will be the first of those to move. We 
are hopeful that those, that that agree-
ment will move, and then we will have 
to see the scheduling for the other 
three. But I do expect Peru to move, 
hopefully, within the next 30 days, or 
about, somewhere probably early next 
month. 

Mr. BLUNT. I have a couple of other 
questions that are more in the long- 
range view of schedule. One would be 
on appropriations. 

Mr. HOYER. I will tell the gentleman 
that I am not very good on long term. 
We found a lot of contingencies coming 
up. 

Mr. BLUNT. This week even short 
term was a challenge. 

Mr. HOYER. That’s right. 
Mr. BLUNT. But on appropriations, 

we have around 3 weeks left in this fis-
cal year. The Senate, I believe, has 
only passed one of their appropriations 
bills. 

I am wondering if we can begin to an-
ticipate in any way when we are going 
to have a bill or a CR, either one, that 
will move us to where the government 
continues to do what it has outlined to. 

Mr. HOYER. The House, as the gen-
tleman knows, has passed all 12 appro-
priation bills. I might say we did so, for 
the most part, with bipartisan votes, 
significant bipartisan votes, not nec-
essarily a majority on each side, but 
significant bipartisan votes. 

The Senate, as you point out, has 
passed two, although I understand that 
we just read across the desk, the mili-
tary construction bill was just reported 
with a request to go to conference. We 
are hopeful that the Senate will pass 
other bills within the near term. 

It’s my understanding that the Sen-
ate does expect to be moving a number 
of the appropriation bills in the next 2 
weeks. 

The fiscal year ends, of course, Sep-
tember 30. If we have not passed those 
appropriation bills, we will have to 
make an accommodation to keep the 
government running. We usually do 
that in the form of a continuing resolu-
tion, a CR, as we call it, which simply 
provides for the continuation of fund-
ing of government at present levels 
until such time as we can complete the 
appropriation process. 

We are hopeful that we will complete 
the appropriation process in the near 
term. I won’t define the near term, but 
we are hopeful that it will be nearer 
rather than further apart; but we are 
looking at all the alternatives that will 
be necessary to keep government oper-
ating as the American public expect 
and as we expect it. 

Mr. BLUNT. On the appropriation 
bills, again, as I reminded the majority 
leader earlier today, the Republicans 
voting for the appropriations bills, 
most of them had a number of Repub-
licans that would sustain a Presi-
dential veto if that turns out to be the 
result. I would anticipate that we need 
to be thinking about how we move this 
as quickly as possible. 

In that regard, the Senate has al-
ready produced a fall calendar for their 
Members. Our Members would benefit 
as early as possible to having a sense 
to where, if we are not going to be here 
in the fall, I think the Senate intends 
not to be here the week of Columbus 
Day and maybe the week of Thanks-
giving and maybe the week after that. 
I wonder if the leader can give us any 
sense of when to expect a fall calendar 
or your views on that at this point as 
Members make their plans for the fall. 

It appears the Senate, by the way, it 
appears our friends on the other side 
are scheduling as if they intend to be 
here for quite some time. 

Mr. HOYER. The Members already 
have a fall schedule. It’s the Senate 
that wants a winter schedule, and I am 
somewhat concerned about that. 

As you know, initially Mr. BOEHNER, 
my predecessor as the majority leader, 

had projected October 3 or thereabouts, 
4th or 5th. When I became the majority 
leader, it was my responsibility to ad-
dress the schedule. 

I thought we would need at least an-
other 3 weeks, so I added on to, I be-
lieve, the 26th of October, which is a 
Friday. 

Since that time, of course, the leader 
of the Senate has announced the sched-
ule that you just observed, with a week 
off at Columbus Day. We do not have 
that, of course. We have Columbus 
Day, returning Tuesday at 6:30. That 
has not been modified at this point in 
time and, frankly, I don’t expect to 
modify it. 

It doesn’t mean it won’t be, but I 
have no plans to modify that expecta-
tion at this point in time. Frankly, I 
would like to see us do as much work 
as we possibly can by the October 26 
date that we have projected as our 
date. We will see where the Senate is at 
that point in time. 

But in answer to your question about 
the fall schedule, sometime in the next 
2 weeks, probably not this coming 
week, because we are not going to be 
here most of the time, but the fol-
lowing week, in discussions with the 
Senate, we intend to have some discus-
sions with the Senate leadership with 
Mr. REID, the majority leader, next 
week, to determine more precisely 
what he anticipates being able to do, 
and, therefore, what our responsibil-
ities will be to be here to respond to 
what the Senate does. 

As I say, we put all the appropria-
tions bills on their plate, if you will. 
We need to pass those, or, in some 
form, pass funding for the various 
agencies. 

So the answer to your question, Mr. 
Whip, is that we expect to have some 
more precise formulation for the fall 
and hopefully not winter schedule by 
the, not next week, but the following 
week. 

We are aware of the fact, and I used 
to hear from everybody, now I am hear-
ing from everybody on both sides of the 
aisle, they understandably want some 
certainty in the scheduling so they can 
schedule their work in their districts. 

I understand that. We are going to 
try to accommodate that. 

Mr. BLUNT. I thank the gentleman 
for his response. Time in the district is 
important to the Members. It’s better 
used, of course, if they can have some 
anticipation of that time. 

My only suggestion would be that at 
this point in the year we normally 
don’t know when we are going to fin-
ish, but it might be possible to come up 
with some blocks of time that even if 
we are working, we would know that 
we would not anticipate being here 
during those blocks of time. That 
would be helpful. 

Mr. HOYER. I want to thank my 
friend for joining in discussions on that 
issue before we came to the floor 
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today. I think the gentleman is cor-
rect. I think Members would find that 
useful. If we can accommodate that, I 
would like to do that. 

Mr. BLUNT. I thank you for that in-
formation. I know we all look forward 
to the report early next week from Am-
bassador Crocker and General 
Petraeus. Even though, because of the 
focus on that schedule being here one 
day, I think it’s an important day for 
Members to be here, and appreciate the 
fact that we have scheduled it in that 
way. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY, 
SEPTEMBER 10, 2007 

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that when the 
House adjourns today, it adjourn to 
meet at 10:30 a.m. on Monday next for 
morning hour debate; that when the 
House adjourns on that day, it adjourn 
to meet at 10:30 a.m. on Tuesday, Sep-
tember 11; that when the House ad-
journs on that day, it adjourn to meet 
at 10 a.m. on Friday, September 14; and 
further, when the House adjourns on 
that day, it adjourn to meet at 12:30 
p.m. on Monday, September 17, for 
morning-hour debate. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Maryland? 

There was no objection. 
f 

DISPENSING WITH CALENDAR 
WEDNESDAY BUSINESS ON 
WEDNESDAY, SEPTEMBER 19, 2007 

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that the business 
in order under the Calendar Wednesday 
rule be dispensed with on Wednesday, 
September 19, 2007. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Maryland? 

There was no objection. 
f 

SPECIAL ORDERS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 18, 2007, and under a previous 
order of the House, the following Mem-
bers will be recognized for 5 minutes 
each. 

f 

b 1600 

ENOUGH IS ENOUGH 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Maryland (Mr. CUMMINGS) 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker, the 
new military strategy in Iraq is simply 
not working. President Bush misled 
Congress and the American people 
when he led our troops into Iraq. To 

this day, he continues trying to mis-
lead us, most recently with reports 
that violence is down in Iraq since the 
surge of the United States troops. This 
is absolutely untrue, and I am utterly 
shocked at the audacity of this admin-
istration and many of my Republican 
colleagues to so boldly manipulate the 
facts to serve their own political agen-
da. 

Overall, violence in Iraq has risen 
since the troop surge. That’s right, vio-
lence has risen. 

Newly released statistics for Iraqi ci-
vilian deaths in August show a 20 per-
cent increase since July. The President 
and the Pentagon are picking and 
choosing which numbers will be in-
cluded in death tolls to give the ap-
pearance that the violence is down. 

According to information from the 
Iraq Study Group and the Center for 
Strategic and International Studies, 
they do not count deaths of people who 
have been shot in the head from the 
front. They do not count deaths of Shi-
ite or Shiite violence which is on the 
rise in the oil-rich south, nor do they 
count the intra-Sunni violence in the 
Sunni Triangle. 

Mr. Speaker, it is reported they are 
not even counting deaths from car 
bombs. We read about deadly car 
bombs in Iraq nearly every day, and 
these deaths are not being counted by 
this administration. 

I’m also greatly concerned about the 
Defense Department adjusting its fig-
ures for sectarian killings in the 5- 
month period before the surge began. 
There’s a major discrepancy between 
the data on the March 2007 report and 
the June 2007 report for this period. 
The original number of approximately 
5,500 deaths was increased to 7,400, of-
fering the appearance of significantly 
decreased violence since the troop 
surge began. 

I must ask, why is this administra-
tion working so hard to create the ap-
pearance of success in Iraq? Is it to jus-
tify the more than $368 billion we have 
spent since the inception of Operation 
Iraqi Freedom? Is it to rationalize the 
staggering $10 billion a month we con-
tinue to spend in Iraq while we put the 
lives of our brave soldiers at risk? 

During every month of 2007 there 
have been more U.S. military fatalities 
than in the same month of 2006. How 
can anyone possibly say that this new 
surge is working? 

Mr. Speaker, I was hopeful that the 
administration had perhaps begun lis-
tening to the cries of the American 
people to bring our troops home when 
reports over the last couple of weeks 
indicated that General Petraeus was 
considering a draw down of our current 
troop levels. 

Unfortunately, we learned today that 
our hopes of redeployment of our mili-
tary servicemembers will continue to 
fall on deaf ears, as General Petraeus 
announced earlier today that he has no 

intention of scaling back our troop lev-
els in Iraq. In failing to do so, this Na-
tion’s attention will remain distracted 
from adequately protecting the home 
front, building an adequate health care 
system, reforming Social Security and 
decreasing the deficit. 

Mr. Speaker, President Bush loves to 
talk about the success of the al Anbar 
province where he made a surprise visit 
for a photo opportunity on Labor Day. 
But there are many conflicting opin-
ions about why violence has decreased, 
whether or not this is the result of the 
troop surge, and whether the success in 
this region is indicative of success in 
other more complex regions of the 
country. 

Many believe this success may be the 
result of multilayered issues. It may be 
an indication that ethnic cleansing has 
been completed in many neighborhoods 
and that there are just not as many 
people left to kill. It may be the result 
of militants moving to other regions of 
the country where violence has in-
creased. It may be the result of Sunnis 
befriending the United States simply 
as a means to accomplish a larger goal 
of stepping back into power. It may be 
the result of Sunnis finally rejecting 
the routine abuse by al Qaeda. It may 
be a combination of all of these. 

Regardless, we cannot ensure that 
any success in al Anbar is a result of 
the troop surge, nor can we ensure that 
this success can be transferred to other 
parts of the country. In fact, the over-
riding component of ensuring success 
in Iraq is political reconciliation, as 
pointed out by the GAO and the Jones 
Commission before the House Armed 
Services Committee this week. 

Military and security progress can-
not be made without political rec-
onciliation, which will open the door to 
resolving the underlying issues that 
have caused sectarian violence in Iraq. 

President Bush has yet to discuss the 
failing grade given by the GAO to Iraq 
on political reconciliation. 

Mr. Speaker, ignoring reports and 
underreporting violence is not the an-
swer. This administration has misled 
the American people for far too long. 
Enough is enough. 

f 

IN GOD WE TRUST 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
KAGEN). Under a previous order of the 
House, the gentleman from Indiana 
(Mr. BURTON) is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. BURTON of Indiana. Mr. Speak-
er, I hope my colleagues can under-
stand me. I’ve got a little bit of laryn-
gitis. 

Mr. Speaker, directly across from 
me, at the top of the Chamber is a de-
piction of Moses, and behind me, above 
the Speaker’s rostrum is words, ‘‘In 
God We Trust.’’ 

There are a lot of people in this coun-
try who have tried to get all symbols of 
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religion, belief in God taken off of all 
public properties and coins and cur-
rency. Recently, there were thousands 
of coins minted without ‘‘In God We 
Trust’’ on them, and now they’re talk-
ing about putting ‘‘In God We Trust’’ 
in an obscure place on coins so that 
people can’t read it, right on the edge 
of the coin. I think this is—we’re mov-
ing in a very, very wrong direction. 

This country was formed with a firm 
reliance on God Almighty, and when 
we start taking God out of everything, 
as some people want to do, we run the 
risk of having him turn his back on us. 
This Nation was formed and was found-
ed with people praying every day in the 
Second Continental Congress when we 
had the Declaration of Independence 
and in Constitution Hall because they 
couldn’t come to an agreement, and by 
prayer and supplication they were able 
to reach agreement; thus, we have the 
Declaration of Independence, and we 
had our Constitution that has made 
this country so wonderfully powerful 
and respected around the world for the 
past 250 years. 

Those who try to take God off of all 
things governmental, such as coinage 
or currency or in this Chamber, are 
making a terrible mistake, in my opin-
ion. And I’m going to be introducing 
legislation that will demand or man-
date that ‘‘In God We Trust’’ be main-
tained and retained on our currency 
and on our coinage in a prominent 
place. 

Once you start turning your back on 
the good Lord, I think you are going to 
reap the whirlwind, and this is some-
thing this Nation cannot afford to do 
right now. 

f 

FAA AIRSPACE REDESIGN 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. ENGEL) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. ENGEL. Mr. Speaker, the Fed-
eral Aviation Administration has come 
up with a proposal to redesign the air-
space around New York, New Jersey 
and the Pennsylvania area. Despite all 
the opposition and all the concerns of 
the people affected, lo and behold, the 
FAA made no significant changes in 
their final proposal. Full steam ahead, 
business as usual, the public be 
damned. 

So I stand today in strong opposition 
to the FAA proposal to redesign the 
airspace around New York, New Jersey 
and Philadelphia. Specifically, I am 
disturbed by their actions surrounding 
the proposal to route up to 600 air-
planes a day over Rockland and West 
Chester Counties in New York, which I 
represent. 

The FAA created that proposal with 
zero input from the people whose lives 
would be most harmed by this pro-
posal. In fact, even when I brought this 
up to the FAA in a meeting in my of-

fice, it took over a week of urging be-
fore they would even agree to attend a 
public forum that I held in Rockland. 

They also conducted this entire proc-
ess over the course of several years 
without any kind of adequate notifica-
tion. My constituents expected better 
and they deserved better. 

Throughout this process, we have 
seen, time and time again, that the 
FAA would ignore the opinions and 
suggestions of myself and anyone else 
who would be affected by their pro-
posal. Valid suggestions that would im-
prove this proposal were written off 
without serious consideration. 

The FAA is trying to push through a 
proposal that doesn’t make sense, and 
they are refusing to accept any 
changes. 

But the plan itself is not my only 
problem. The misleading tactics and 
the stonewalling by the FAA only add 
to this issue. Every effort I and my 
constituents and some of my col-
leagues have made has been met with 
bureaucratic resistance while, at the 
same time, the FAA has laid down 
strict deadlines for comments and 
changes. 

Just as an example, I tried multiple 
times to get an answer for how loud it 
would be when an airplane flies over 
us. This is critical information since 
overflights will be happening up to 600 
times a day. All the FAA would tell me 
were 24-hour noise averages, which tell 
me nothing. Noise averages mean noth-
ing to us. A room could be silent for 23 
hours and have a 140-decibel rock con-
cert for an hour, and the noise average 
would be something around a whisper. 
This is just one example of the FAA 
providing incomplete or misleading in-
formation. 

In addition, every document the FAA 
has sent to my office, from the original 
proposal to the record of decision, has 
been extremely complicated and vague. 
I’ve been living in New York my entire 
life, and I was unable to interpret the 
maps of where the planes would be fly-
ing over my district. If my staff and I, 
who are knowledgeable about the re-
gion, are unable to decipher the maps, 
how is the general public supposed to 
know where the airplanes will be flying 
over their homes? The answer is that 
they will not, and that’s just what the 
FAA wants. 

It would be easy for the FAA to pub-
lish good maps of the area. They could 
use maps that are labeled with names 
of cities, streets and bodies of water. 
They could draw lines of these maps 
signaling precisely where the planes 
would be flying and at what altitude, 
but they chose not to do so. They chose 
instead to provide strangely colored 
maps with very few labels, so it was 
nearly impossible to figure out where 
the planes would be routed. It is this 
type of complex and misleading infor-
mation that makes me and my con-
stituents distrust the FAA. 

And finally, let me say the agency 
has deliberately manipulated informa-
tion that it is giving out to be public. 
For example, my office sent in over 25 
pages of comments from over 60 con-
stituents. We also sent in a petition 
signed by nearly 100 local residents, 
and finally, we sent 237 pages of a tran-
script from a public town hall meeting 
I held in Rockland, which was attended 
by well over 1,000 people. Dozens of peo-
ple spoke, not one of whom supported 
the plan. But the spokesperson for the 
FAA was quoted in the newspaper 
claiming they had only received five 
comments from affected people. Five. 
This is dishonest. This is unacceptable 
from an agency that is supposed to rep-
resent all of the people in the country. 

Mr. Speaker, when the Transpor-
tation-HUD appropriations bill came to 
the House for a vote, I strongly sup-
ported an amendment to eliminate 
funding for this airspace redesign pro-
posal. I did this, not only to express my 
dislike for the proposal, but also to 
send a message to the FAA that they 
cannot treat Americans this way. And 
I will continue fighting this. 

And finally, let me say to my col-
leagues, this may only right now con-
cern the northeast corridor, but if the 
FAA can get away with running rough-
shod over Members of Congress, over 
constituents, over Americans, they can 
do it in any region of the country. We 
need to fight this. This is wrong. If it 
can happen in the northeast, it will 
happen all over America. We must 
fight this plan, and I will continue to 
fight it. 

f 

REVISIONS TO ALLOCATION FOR 
HOUSE COMMITTEE ON EDU-
CATION AND LABOR 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from South Carolina (Mr. 
SPRATT) is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. SPRATT. Mr. Speaker, pursuant to sec-
tion 306 (b) of S. Con. Res. 21, the Concur-
rent Resolution on the Budget for Fiscal Year 
2008, I hereby submit for printing in the CON-
GRESSIONAL RECORD revisions to the budget 
allocations and aggregates for the House 
Committee on Education and Labor for fiscal 
years 2007, 2008, and the period of 2008 
through 2012. These revisions represent ad-
justments to the Committee on Education and 
Labor’s allocations and aggregates for the pur-
poses of sections 302 and 311 of the Con-
gressional Budget Act of 1974, as amended, 
and in response to the conference report to 
accompany H.R. 2669, the College Cost Re-
duction and Access Act. Corresponding tables 
are attached. 

Under section 211 of S. Con. Res. 21, these 
adjustments to the budget allocations and ag-
gregates apply while the conference report ac-
companying H.R. 2669 is under consideration 
and will take effect upon enactment of the 
measure. For purposes of the Congressional 
Budget Act of 1974, as amended, revised allo-
cations made under section 211 of S. Con. 
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Res. 21 are to be considered as allocations in-
cluded in the budget resolution. 

DIRECT SPENDING LEGISLATION—AUTHORIZING COMMITTEE 302(a) ALLOCATIONS FOR RESOLUTION CHANGES 
[Fiscal years, in millions of dollars] 

House Committee 
2007 2008 2008–2012 Total 

BA Outlays BA Outlays BA Outlays 

Current allocation:.
Education and Labor .......................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 13 4 ¥150 ¥145 ¥750 ¥742 

Change in College Cost Reduction and Access Act (H.R. 2669):.
Education and Labor .......................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... ¥4,890 ¥4,890 ¥176 ¥842 5,754 4,888 

Revised allocation:.
Education and Labor .......................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... ¥4,877 ¥4,886 ¥326 ¥987 5,004 4,146 

BUDGET AGGREGATES 
[On-budget amounts, in millions of dollars] 

Fiscal Year 
2007 

Fiscal Year 
2008 1 

Fiscal Years 
2008–2012 

Current Aggregates: 2 
Budget Authority ............. 2,255,570 2,350,357 n.a. 
Outlays ............................ 2,268,649 2,353,992 n.a. 
Revenues ......................... 1,900,340 2,015,841 11,137,671 

Change in College Cost Reduc-
tion and Access Act (H.R. 
2669): 

Budget Authority ............. ¥4,890 ¥176 n.a. 
Outlays ............................ ¥4,890 ¥842 n.a. 
Revenues ......................... 0 0 0 

Revised Aggregates: 
Budget Authority ............. 2,250,680 2,350,181 n.a. 
Outlays ............................ 2,263,759 2,353,150 n.a. 
Revenues ......................... 1,900,340 2,015,841 11,137,671 

n.a. = Not applicable because annual appropriations Acts for fiscal years 
2009 through 2012 will not be considered until future sessions of Congress. 

1 Pending action by the House Appropriations Committee on spending cov-
ered by section 207(d)(1)(E) (overseas deployments and related activities), 
resolution assumptions are not included in the current aggregates. 

2 Excludes emergency amounts exempt from enforcement in the budget 
resolution. 

f 

b 1615 

THE TEXAS/MEXICO BORDER 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 

the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 18, 2007, the gentleman from 
Texas (Mr. POE) is recognized for 60 
minutes as the designee of the minor-
ity leader. 

Mr. POE. Mr. Speaker, last week I 
got to go down to the west Texas town 
of El Paso, that town that Marty Rob-
bins sang that famous ballad about. It 
was one of my several trips to the 
Texas/Mexico border since I’ve been in 
Congress, now almost a dozen times 
down along the Rio Grande River. 

The Texas border with Mexico, the 
river border, is 1,248 miles long. That 
doesn’t mean much, but it’s the same 
distance from New York City to Kansas 
City. And I spent last week in two of 
those counties, the furthest west coun-
ty, El Paso County, and the second 
county to the east, Hudspeth County. 

I met with the Sheriff’s Department 
in El Paso County, and Sheriff Leo 
Samaniego and his chief deputy, 
Jimmy Apodaca and Public Informa-
tion Officer Rick Clancy, all El Paso 
natives, took me around the area of El 
Paso city and the County of El Paso. 
I’d like to describe the scene that I saw 
there. 

In El Paso, El Paso is a community 
of about 500,000 people. Across the Rio 
Grande River is Juarez, Mexico, a com-
munity of over 2 million individuals. 
Juarez, unlike some border towns, is a 
thriving area. The economy is boom-
ing. And across the city of El Paso, on 

the Rio Grande River, there is an 18- 
mile fence. And let me describe that 
fence between Mexico and the United 
States. The Rio Grande River is to the 
south. The next thing you see is green 
space, it’s primarily dirt, for about 200 
yards. And then there is a fence, a 
fence that protects the canal that runs 
on the northern side of the Rio Grande 
River. You see, the canal has more 
water in it sometimes than the Rio 
Grande River does. And it’s a manmade 
canal. It’s full of water most of the 
time. So there’s a fence on each side of 
the canal. 

Then there is a road that the Border 
Patrol patrols, and then there is yet 
one more fence before the highway 
there in the city of El Paso. And this 
fence has been there for some time. 
And along that 18-mile stretch in the 
city of El Paso about every quarter of 
a mile on the road, the Border Patrol 
road, there is a Border Patrol vehicle. 
And we saw numerous of those vehicles 
while I was there those several days. 
And it seems to me that area is very 
well protected, and no one crosses into 
the United States because of those 
three fences, the canal, and the pres-
ence of the Border Patrol. 

Before the fence was there, the bor-
der was basically wide open and people 
came right across into El Paso and 
dodged traffic there on the main 
streets. According to the sheriff’s de-
partment, since the fence has been 
built in the city of El Paso, crime in El 
Paso has dropped 60 percent. So the 
Border Patrol, working with the local 
law enforcement, seems to do a good 
job of keeping people, especially crimi-
nals who want to come in and commit 
crime in El Paso city and flee back to 
Juarez, from coming into the town. 
The situation is somewhat different as 
you move on further down the river. 

Before I mention that, I would like to 
mention a couple of things that I did 
observe. In the mornings we went out 
to the several crossings into the United 
States, the legal crossings, and ob-
served people coming in from Mexico 
to the United States. At about 6:15 in 
the morning, very early, was when 
these photographs were taken. Now, 
these photographs were taken by the 
Rio Grande River, and turning around, 
these photographs are taken of stu-
dents going into El Paso city. And you 
will notice they have on school uni-
forms. This individual is even carrying 

a set of golf clubs that he brought from 
home, I suspect, to go to school. Here 
are some kids down here earlier in the 
morning, and they also have their 
backpacks, their school uniforms, and 
they are headed into the United States. 

How do we know they were school 
students? Well, many of them were 
wearing the T-shirts of the colors of 
the elementary school, purple and blue 
and green and red, or gray. And hun-
dreds of these kids cross the border 
into the United States every day from 
Mexico to go to school in the United 
States. At the end of the day, all of 
these kids, some of them escorted by 
their parents, cross back over into 
Juarez, Mexico, to go home. And this is 
a daily occurrence when school is in 
session. 

It seems to me that the United 
States is funding the education of for-
eign nationals that not only don’t live 
here; they live somewhere else and 
come to our schools all at the expense 
of taxpayers in the United States. Peo-
ple who pay their taxes, live here le-
gally, whether citizens or not, fund the 
education system for people in some 
other nation on a daily basis. 

I went to some of the local high 
schools and noticed how some of the 
students would drive up in their vehi-
cles and they would have Mexican li-
cense plates on their vehicles. Two ap-
parently had crossed the border that 
morning, coming into the United 
States, going to American high 
schools, and turning around at the end 
of the day and going back home. It 
seems to me that this ought not to be. 

The sheriff’s department tells me 
that about 40 percent of the El Paso 
school system is made up of citizens 
from Mexico that come across each day 
into the United States. Statistics are 
hard to find. The El Paso school dis-
trict seems to disagree with that. 

And you will notice these aren’t poor 
kids coming over. These are kids that 
are just basically middle-class kids 
coming to the United States. And we 
took numerous photographs of those 
kids. Here are some of those just for 
your benefit. 

But as we moved out of the city of El 
Paso, which, like I said, seemed to be a 
secure place for basically illegal traffic 
coming in except for maybe situations 
like where the ports of entry are not 
screened or protected very well by the 
border protectors, there seems to be no 
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presence of the Border Patrol outside 
the city of El Paso throughout the rest 
of the county. Let me try to explain 
that area. 

This is a map of a partial area of the 
towns and locales that I went to last 
week as a guest of the sheriff’s depart-
ment. You will notice up here in the 
far western portion of Texas that bor-
ders Mexico is the city of El Paso, this 
yellow area here. The city of El Paso, 
like I said, has that 18-mile fence. As 
soon as you get out of the city of El 
Paso and go down to the county line of 
El Paso, things are a lot different and 
the presence of the Border Patrol was a 
lot different, in my opinion. 

First of all, of course, there is no 
fence that was built like the one that I 
just described. As soon as you get out 
of the city of El Paso, there’s no fence 
of any type. 

So I traveled along with the sheriff’s 
department of El Paso County to these 
different small little towns along the 
border, border towns. Fabens, Texas, 
we all heard about Fabens, Texas, 
where the Border Patrol officers got ar-
rested and convicted for trying to ap-
prehend a drug smuggler. That’s a dif-
ferent story for another time. And 
these other small towns all along the 
border. 

The way the situation is on the bor-
der and how I will describe it is to 
make it clear on how easy it is to cross 
into the United States. Of course, 
there’s the Rio Grande River. Depend-
ing on where you go, there is some-
times not even water in the Rio Grande 
River. And as soon as you cross the Rio 
Grande into the United States, there is 
a Texas highway, Highway 20, that 
runs the length of El Paso County and 
part of the next county, Hudspeth 
County. That road is about 3 miles 
from the border. And then you go an 
additional 2 miles along the border, 
this entire area here, and there is 
Interstate 10 that travels all the way 
from Florida through Texas to Cali-
fornia. So it is about 5 miles from the 
border to Interstate Highway 10. 

The area is flat. The area has brush, 
and it’s low brush and it’s thick brush, 
very easy to hide in that area. And at 
night you can see above that brush for 
miles. You can see from the Rio Grande 
River all the way to the interstate 
where all of the vehicles are traveling 
up and down the interstate. 

So we visited these little small vil-
lages in El Paso County and talked to 
some of the individuals that were 
there, that lived there, that have lived 
there, their families, for generations. 
And this was probably the most, shall I 
say, expressive bunch of people that I 
have ever met. These farmers and 
ranchers that live on the Rio Grande 
River on the Texas side, the American 
side, and what they are going through 
and their property has been tampered 
with because the Federal Government 
doesn’t secure the border. These ranch-

ers, these villagers, they all live right 
on the Rio Grande River. They live be-
tween the river and Interstate 10. Some 
of them live south of Highway 20, right 
on the river. And I met with one of 
those locals, and he said that he felt 
like our own government has deserted 
the ranchers and farmers in the rural 
areas of our country. He said he waits 
sometimes a long time for the Border 
Patrol to show up when they are 
called. 

And here is the reason for that: it 
would seem to me the Border Patrol 
ought to patrol the border, which is the 
Rio Grande River. The Border Patrol, 
it seems to me, ought to be on the bor-
der to protect the border. But most of 
the time they are not on the border. 
They are on Interstate 10, which is 5 
miles from the border, driving up and 
down that area. Well, if people get to 
Interstate 10, they are already in the 
United States. And if they can cross 
into the United States, it’s very easy 
to get picked up on Interstate 10 or 
even Highway 20 here and dispersed 
into the United States. 

So what happens is, because of this 
policy of keeping the Border Patrol on 
Interstate 10 for the most part, you 
leave these ranchers, these farmers, 
and these people who live in these 
small villages and towns in no-man’s 
land. And I visited in many of these 
small villages and these very small 
homes on the American side, and I was 
shocked to see the bars on the windows 
and how the people have tried to pro-
tect their property from just the crimi-
nal element that crosses into the 
United States because they are, in 
their opinion, without adequate protec-
tion. 

We need to enforce the border on the 
border, not have a policy that puts the 
Border Patrol 5 miles from the border 
on Interstate 10. And, of course, that is 
what the farmers and the ranchers said 
as well. 

It was interesting to hear from these 
farmers and ranchers, and they would 
talk to me. They all met together in 
one of their farmhouses and talked for 
several, several hours on this tremen-
dous issue. And they said that they see 
everybody coming across, that the days 
and times have changed. It used to be 
that this border was basically fairly 
open. I mean by that there would be 
crossings on both sides, Americans into 
Mexico, Mexicans into the United 
States. There would be landowners on 
both sides who would do business with 
each other. But those days are over. 
The people coming over now, according 
to these farmers and ranchers, are 
criminals. Not all of them, but many of 
them are. And they destroy their prop-
erty. They destroy the vehicles that 
they have. They steal their property. 

And we have heard much about a vir-
tual fence. A virtual fence. What is a 
virtual fence? It means there is no 
fence, but there are cameras that 

watch the border. And I will give you 
an example of how the virtual fence 
works along this area. There are cam-
eras, and some of those are maintained 
and monitored. And on three different 
occasions, I saw through a vision in 
heat sensor cameras illegals coming 
into the United States across the bor-
der. The Border Patrol was notified to 
come to those areas and pick up these 
people bringing in whatever, drugs, or 
just coming into the United States. 

In one instance the Border Patrol 
took 45 minutes to get to the location. 
They were being directed by the person 
watching the camera to where the 
illegals had crossed, and they were 
within 30 feet of them and still couldn’t 
see them because, you see, that brush 
is so thick. And they were hiding 30 
feet away, and finally the Border Pa-
trol left that area. And those par-
ticular three individuals that were hid-
ing in the brush had on baggy clothes, 
the kind that drug smugglers bring in 
when they pack their bodies with drugs 
to smuggle into the United States. 

Let me mention this about the Bor-
der Patrol. I think the Border Patrol 
agents that work on our border do as 
good a job as our government will let 
them do. They are fine people. But 
they have to follow the policies of 
somebody else, I think probably people 
here in Washington, DC, maybe folks 
that have never even been to the bor-
der. So they do what they are told to 
do, and they patrol the area they are 
told to patrol. It would seem to me 
that we ought to have our Border Pa-
trol working more hand in hand with 
the locals, the sheriff’s department, 
and patrolling closer to the border. 

But the virtual fence, it’s virtual all 
right. People are still able to cross in 
through that virtual fence. 

It is interesting that the sheriffs and 
the deputy sheriffs that work out 
there, they are a little different than 
the Border Patrol. Like I said, nothing 
against the Border Patrol. We need 
them. We need more of them. We need 
more boots on the ground, probably 
more boots on the ground than we do 
other things. But the sheriffs’ deputies 
and the sheriffs, they all grew up there. 
They all are from there. They know the 
people who ought to be there and the 
people who are from some other place. 
So we certainly need to use them as 
well. 

The farmers, what do they grow down 
there in southwest Texas anyway? 
They used to grow cotton. They don’t 
do that anymore. But this whole area 
here has pecan orchards, and you will 
drive down by the Rio Grande River, 
once again south of Interstate 10, and 
you will see pecan orchards. Pecan or-
chards, that’s what they grow. But 
they are orchards that have to be irri-
gated. And the problem the farmers 
have is that so many people are cross-
ing across their orchards that they are 
tearing up their crops. They say on an 
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average they have, each one of them, 
four to five groups of anywhere from 30 
to 50 people a day crossing their farm 
orchards, in many cases tearing up the 
property. 

But let me tell you some of the expe-
riences that they have had. One farmer 
noticed that there were some illegal 
people coming across his land. He goes 
out and he apprehends them, holds 
them for the Border Patrol. It turned 
out that these two individuals appar-
ently were from Honduras. They are 
called OTMs in the vernacular, ‘‘other 
than Mexicans,’’ because, you see, ev-
erybody is crossing in. We shouldn’t 
just say things about Mexico. It’s not 
just illegals from Mexico; it’s from 
many other countries, including Hon-
duras. 

b 1630 

So he holds them for the Border Pa-
trol. The Border Patrol comes and ar-
rests these two individuals, takes them 
out of his custody, takes them over and 
turns them into the immigration serv-
ices. One thing leads to another and 
they are released on their own recog-
nizance to come back for an immigra-
tion hearing sometime later. You see, 
that’s what happens to many OTMs. If 
you are ‘‘other than Mexican,’’ you’re 
not held, detained and deported. You’re 
held for a while, and because there are 
not enough detention facilities, they’re 
released on their word to come back for 
their immigration hearing, deportation 
hearing, shall I say. It would not sur-
prise us that most of those people 
never come back for that hearing. 

But anyway, these two individuals 
are apprehended; they’re released from 
custody. And guess what? Two days 
later, this farmer had his pecan or-
chard burned to the ground. I wonder 
who did that? You see, it’s ironic and 
silly to arrest these people from other 
countries, no matter where they are, 
hold them and release them back into 
the community, especially when they 
commit crimes, and most of them 
never appear back at that court hear-
ing. 

There are farmers and ranchers down 
there that don’t want to leave their 
land. But I will tell you this, they are 
mad, they are angry, and as many of 
them said, they are disappointed that, 
in their opinion, and I will quote one of 
them, that the American Government 
has written off the rural farmer along 
the border. Because of whatever rea-
son, there is no security in their opin-
ion. Rural America has been given 
away by outlawry by our government, 
and this ought not to be. 

So after we went through with the 
sheriff’s deputies in El Paso County, 
wonderful people, we went over to 
Hudspeth County, which is the adjoin-
ing county. Most Americans have never 
heard of Hudspeth County. Let me de-
scribe it for you. It’s 5,000 square miles. 
It’s the size of Delaware and Rhode Is-

land put together, and it’s just one 
county in Texas. It has 100 miles that 
borders the Rio Grand River, so it has 
100 miles of border. 

On patrol in Hudspeth County is 
Sheriff Arvin West, and what a right- 
thinking American he is. He has 12 dep-
uties to patrol this whole area. In 
other words, on any given shift, any 
time of the day, there are three depu-
ties that patrol the entire county that 
borders Mexico. Now, you notice, Mr. 
Speaker, part of Interstate 10 is very 
close to the border, 5 miles, along with 
Highway 20, which is 3 miles from the 
border. And then about halfway down 
at Sierra Blanca, the road changes and 
it goes on off through Houston to Flor-
ida. 

But this area here, of course, is an 
area that we went through. The sher-
iff’s deputies, Sheriff Arvin West and 
his individuals that work for him, took 
me through that area. And we traveled 
right on the border. There is a dirt 
road on the American side. 

Let me mention this: you see this 
road over here, Highway 2, Mexican 
Highway 2. Of course you see it runs 
along the border as well on the other 
side. And so there’s a dirt road right on 
the border. And we traveled down this 
dirt road, sandy road, the river is right 
next to us. And we traveled for 30 miles 
on this road, took about 3 hours, before 
we saw one Border Patrol agent. It sur-
prises me that we weren’t that quiet 
going down that area, and the first 
time we saw a Border Patrol agent was 
30 miles down river where we had been 
traveling. 

But let me tell you about Arvin 
West. Arvin West, sheriff of this coun-
ty, makes $36,000 a year. His 12 depu-
ties, who are all patriots, who most of 
them are Hispanic, make $26,000 a year. 
But to a person, they are determined to 
secure their border because of the 
crime problem in the United States for 
failure to secure the border. 

You see, they have to patrol all these 
little towns here, Fort Hancock and 
McNary and Sierra Blanca. These are 
all their little small towns that are in 
their county. And these towns have 
crime problems because of that crime 
coming from Mexico. So they want the 
border secure. 

And let me say this at this point: 
This is an issue about border security, 
this is not an issue of immigration. 
That’s a totally different issue. Border 
security is the issue, and we must, as a 
Nation, secure our border. And these 
sheriffs that live along here, the border 
sheriffs, each one of them believes the 
border should be secure because of the 
crime that is being committed. 

But we traveled down this area. And 
I’d like to show you or mention a cou-
ple of things that I observed. Going 
down the river, we stopped. This is at 
night, in the middle of no place. And 
we came across a trolley that was built 
across the river; now that’s what I call 

it. It had a steel cable running from 
one side of the river to the other with 
a bucket in it, or a trolley. And appar-
ently people can go back and forth 
across that trolley into one country or 
the other. And that disturbed me to 
some extent. But we then traveled 
down and saw something else that I 
think was a little more disturbing. 

This photograph here, Mr. Speaker, 
is a foot bridge taken on the American 
side, obviously, over into Mexico. You 
notice it’s a steel foot bridge. It has 
rails on it. It probably would meet 
OSHA standards. And the only thing 
that goes across there are people. But 
you notice, of course, Mr. Speaker, how 
the land is trampled down on the Mexi-
can side, how there is trash over here, 
and on this side there is land trampled 
down as well. There is in Hudspeth 
County. And there are 10 of these in the 
area. Who built them? They’re still 
trying to find that out. Is it guarded? 
It is patrolled? Are people there watch-
ing to see if people come into the 
United States? No. These foot bridges 
exist for the sole purpose of letting 
people, apparently, cross into the 
United States. If they serve some other 
purpose, I don’t know what that is. 

But that disturbs me to some extent. 
Here we have in El Paso basically three 
fences and a canal trying to protect the 
United States from people coming in il-
legally. And we just moved to the 
county next to it and we see these 
things that are built to allow foot traf-
fic to come into the United States. 
This ought not to be. 

And of course once they come into 
the United States, they can see the 
interstate, which is just 5 miles away, 
and make their way up to the inter-
state, get picked up by someone flash-
ing their lights at them, and move on 
down wherever they wish to go into the 
far most areas of the United States. 
This is a bridge that is a convenience 
for people who wish to cross into the 
United States illegally. 

On down the river and up the river 
there are many places where the river 
is low and there are washouts, where 
water has come from either Mexico or 
the United States to go into the Rio 
Grande River. And these are perfect 
places that are used by drug smugglers 
to smuggle drugs into the United 
States from Mexico. Once again, once 
they cross into the United States, they 
make their way, under routes that they 
have planned, to the interstate and 
move those drugs east, west and north. 

But it was interesting to see that 
there were places where the roadbed, or 
shall I say the riverbed looked like it 
had been filled in, where some vehicle 
had come in, Caterpillar tractor, and 
had smoothed down the river so that 
vehicles crossing into the United 
States wouldn’t get stuck in the mud. 

Now, I asked the sheriff’s department 
about that, and they said, well, sure, 
every once in a while there would be a 
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Caterpillar tractor parked on the Mexi-
can side just sitting there. And they’re 
sitting near these areas where drug 
smugglers come in, and the next day 
that Caterpillar bulldozer has come 
down there to the river bank, made a 
road for drug smugglers to bring drugs 
into the United States. And I asked 
Sheriff West, well, what do you do 
about that? He said, as soon as we see 
those, of course we’re not down there 24 
hours a day, neither is the Border Pa-
trol, we tear up the river way so that 
those vehicles can’t come into the 
United States. But a few days later, 
once again some bulldozer has come in 
and laid the river smoother and drier 
so that vehicles can come into the 
United States, sitting there waiting to 
move the illegal narcotics into our 
country. 

You know, drug trafficking is a 
major reason we ought to secure the 
border. Those people who come here to 
do us harm is another reason to secure 
the border, whether those are just 
basic outlaws or whether those are peo-
ple who wish to set up cells at the right 
time to do this nation damage. And in 
little area here that I’m talking about, 
well, it’s a big area that I’m talking 
about, makes it easy for them to come 
into the United States. 

Now, Sheriff West doesn’t have much 
of a budget. In fact, he has such a small 
budget that he really doesn’t have any 
vehicles. It’s hard for me to understand 
how a sheriff’s department can operate 
without vehicles, but here’s what he 
does and many of the other sheriffs 
along the Texas-Mexico border. When 
they capture a drug dealer, they con-
fiscate his vehicle, and by law they’re 
allowed to keep that vehicle after they 
go through the proper channels to seize 
it. So most of his vehicles have come to 
the sheriff’s department with the be-
hest of the drug dealers. And so they’re 
driving drug dealer vehicles, SUVs, 
very nice vehicles that they have con-
fiscated from drug dealers. And those 
are the vehicles, the patrol vehicles, 
most of them trucks, pick-up trucks or 
SUVs so they can patrol up and down 
this entire county. They’ve even seized 
an 18-wheeler and put the sheriff’s logo 
on it. 

You know, I admire people like Sher-
iff West, the sheriffs along the border 
who will do what they need to do to se-
cure the dignity of the United States. 

The sheriff’s department also men-
tioned to me about something we’ve 
heard about here in Congress, I’ve 
never seen it myself, but we hear re-
ports about the Mexican military com-
ing into the United States for different 
reasons, all those reasons are probably 
no good, and whether that’s true or 
not. 

On this road, on Interstate 10, there 
is basically nothing on Interstate 10 ex-
cept vehicles, mostly trucks, but there 
is a massive truck stop on Interstate 
10. And it is not uncommon, according 

to the sheriff’s department here in 
Hudspeth County, to see the Mexican 
military wearing their uniforms going 
into this truck stop for whatever pur-
pose they have. It’s interesting that 
they say, of course, that it’s not un-
usual for drugs to be accompanied by 
the Mexican military into portions of 
the United States. 

So if we have the military from an-
other country coming across our bor-
ders without our permission, I would 
hope that that would disturb Homeland 
Security to some extent, that they 
would prevent that from happening, or 
at least quit denying that it occurs. 

So apparently to me it seems we have 
moved the U.S. border from the Rio 
Grande River to Interstate 10, 5 miles 
inward. We have left all this area as 
no-man’s land. You live there at your 
own risk of drug dealers and criminals 
coming across, and this ought not to 
be. 

It’s unfortunate that this situation 
occurs, but it is the duty of our coun-
try, of course, to make sure it doesn’t 
occur any longer. The failure of the 
Federal Government to secure the bor-
der allows everybody to come in here. 
We get the good, we get the bad, and 
we get the ugly, and we’re getting a lot 
of bad and ugly because this border is 
not secure. So we secure our border. We 
do what we need to do. We have to have 
the moral will to secure the border. If 
we did, the border would be secure. We 
secure the borders of other nations. We 
secure the Korean border. Why don’t 
we secure the American border? We se-
cure the borders of other nations 
throughout the world. Why don’t we se-
cure the American border? 

Third World countries protect their 
borders better than we do. Why? Be-
cause of all of those political reasons 
and all of those people that have polit-
ical agendas keep our government from 
doing what it ought to do, and the first 
duty of government is to secure the na-
tion. And I would hope Homeland Secu-
rity would go down to the border and 
see it the way it really is. 

Mr. Speaker, we hear about violence 
on the border. I heard a lot about it 
down there. We don’t get too many 
news reports about the violence on the 
Texas-Mexico border or anywhere else 
along the southern border with Mexico, 
but I would like to read a dispatch 
from the Hudspeth County Sheriff’s Of-
fice on September 5, which was 2 days 
ago. This dispatch reads: At approxi-
mately 9:56 a.m., the U.S. Border Pa-
trol at Fort Hancock Station, there’s 
Fort Hancock, that’s a little bitty 
place with just a handful of people liv-
ing there, the U.S. Border Patrol at 
Fort Hancock Station called the 
Hudspeth County Sheriff’s Office re-
questing assistance from the sheriff’s 
office and highway patrol with a vehi-
cle that was being pursued on Inter-
state 10. It was westbound at the 68 
mile marker. So the vehicle was going 

this direction, headed west. The vehicle 
had crossed into the United States 
from Mexico and was loaded with ap-
proximately 800 pounds of marijuana. 
The vehicle was a 2005 GMC Yukon, 
light gold in color. The pursuit went 
into El Paso County, the next county 
over, and then turned back eastbound 
toward Tornillo, Texas. Hudspeth 
County Deputy Keith Hughes, sta-
tioned in Fort Hancock, Texas, joined 
in the pursuit. Deputy Hughes was able 
to negotiate his way to the front of the 
pursuing law enforcement vehicles. 

The driver of the Yukon exited Inter-
state 10 and drove south on Acala Road 
toward the United States and Mexican 
border. Right in here, this little road. 
The United States Border Patrol set up 
road spikes on Acala Road. The driver 
of the Yukon hit the spikes, but con-
tinued traveling through Acala Road 
and Texas 20 in Hudspeth County. 

Upon crossing Texas 20, the driver of 
the Yukon exited the vehicle and ran 
south to the United States and Mexi-
can border. Deputy Hughes and the 
U.S. Border Patrol began a foot pur-
suit. The driver was captured by pur-
suing officers. During the foot pursuit, 
automatic gunfire was heard from the 
direction of the United States and 
Mexican border. Sheriff Arvin West or-
dered the area south of the capture site 
to be cleared of any persons in danger, 
and to seek out and find the person or 
persons responsible for the gunfire. 

Once there were sufficient sheriff 
deputies on the scene, Chief Deputy 
Mike Doyle organized and led the depu-
ties to the border area for the search. 

b 1645 
After a thorough search of the border 

area south of the capture site, it was 
determined that the automatic gunfire 
came from the Mexican side of the 
United States-Mexico border. The 
Hudspeth County Sheriff’s Office con-
ducted a search of the border area 
alone because the agents of the United 
States Border Patrol were ordered not 
to engage at the border. And that is a 
dispatch that I didn’t see printed in 
any newspaper in the United States 
about the violence, the drug dealers 
and the drug cartels along our southern 
border. 

Mr. Speaker, it is a serious situation 
on the Rio Grande River. Like I said 
earlier, this is not an immigration 
issue at all. This is an issue about 
whether this country will secure its 
borders. I wonder whether a Nation 
that won’t secure its borders deserves 
to exist as a Nation. It is the duty of 
our government to enforce the existing 
law. We have pontificated in this House 
ever since I have been in Congress 
about more laws on immigration, bor-
der security, comprehensive immigra-
tion reform. Why don’t we just enforce 
the laws we already have? It is still 
against the law to come into the 
United States without permission, re-
gardless of the reason. People from 
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other countries don’t believe we will 
enforce the rule of law in this country. 

Otherwise, they wouldn’t keep com-
ing in the United States. And many 
times when they are captured, nothing 
happens. Our government has the duty 
to protect the people in this country 
from violence of criminals coming from 
other nations. Our country has the 
duty to protect citizens throughout the 
country from criminals coming from 
other places who we call terrorists. The 
next terrorist who is going to come to 
the United States probably is not going 
to fly over here and get off the airplane 
here at Reagan, and look around and 
see what damage they are going to do. 
They don’t have to do that. They don’t 
have to go through TSA screening. All 
they have to do is come across either 
our northern or southern border. 

Mr. Speaker, our Federal Govern-
ment has the duty to keep the Mexican 
military out of our Nation. It has no 
business being here for any purpose. 

Mr. Speaker, many years ago, Marty 
Robbins wrote a song, a ballad about 
the west Texas town of El Paso and 
about how a cowboy lost his life be-
cause he was seeking the love of a 
Mexican lady by the name of Feleena. 
That ballad basically talks about the 
Wild West along the border and how it 
was violent at a time. Some things 
have changed along the Texas-Mexico 
border. There is some security. There 
are prosperous cities on both sides of 
the border. But there are other commu-
nities. These are small communities. 
These are small villages where real 
people live, too. Many live in fear of 
their life because our border is open. 
Times have changed because the type 
of people coming into the United 
States have changed. They are not all 
coming over here looking for work. 
Some of them are coming over here 
looking for mischief. They find that 
mischief. Much of that mischief is 
down there on the border where Ameri-
cans live and legal immigrants live 
that are persecuted by criminals who 
come in to the United States. 

So violence does continue on our bor-
der. It is imperative that we under-
stand that and admit it so we can do 
something about it. Denying the truth 
is not a solution, but being openminded 
and realizing that, Mr. Speaker, I have 
only talked about two counties along 
the Texas-Mexico border, El Paso 
County and Hudspeth County. This bor-
der, like I said, is 1,250 miles long from 
El Paso all the way down to Browns-
ville. I have traveled almost the entire 
length of it as a guest of the sheriffs 
along the border. The situation is bad 
along that entire area. As you travel 
west through Arizona and through 
California, you find the same problems 
along the border, according to those 
sheriffs who live there and who grew up 
there. 

So the obligation of our government 
is to do something to protect the dig-

nity and the sovereignty of the United 
States and make folks understand that 
our government will protect them, 
their families and their property and 
keep them safe from intruders who 
come into the United States no matter 
what the reason, because, you see, it is 
still against the law to enter the 
United States without the permission 
of the United States. 

We need to mean it. We need to do 
something about it. We need to put 
more Border Patrol agents on the bor-
der. We need to use the National 
Guard, and if necessary, a fence in ap-
propriate areas. It won’t work every-
where. But it will work in some places. 
Where it is erected, it has worked. 

We need to do whatever it takes to 
make sure that the United States is a 
sovereign Nation and we do not lose 
this country to other folks who come 
over here and are trying to take it 
away from Americans and legal immi-
grants. 

With that, Mr. Speaker, that is just 
the way it is. 

f 

VACATING 5-MINUTE SPECIAL 
ORDER 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, the 5-minute Special Order 
speech of the gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. POE) is vacated for today. 

There was no objection. 
f 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted to: 

Mr. BOYD (at the request of Mr. 
HOYER) for today on account of a fam-
ily emergency. 

Mr. ELLSWORTH (at the request of Mr. 
HOYER) for today on account of official 
travel. 

Mrs. JONES of Ohio (at the request of 
Mr. HOYER) for today on account of a 
death in the family. 

Mr. PEARCE (at the request of Mr. 
BOEHNER) for today on account of offi-
cial business. 

Mr. REICHERT (at the request of Mr. 
BOEHNER) for today on account of offi-
cial business. 

f 

SPECIAL ORDERS GRANTED 

By unanimous consent, permission to 
address the House, following the legis-
lative program and any special orders 
heretofore entered, was granted to: 

(The following Members (at the re-
quest of Mr. ENGEL) to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and include extra-
neous material:) 

Mr. CUMMINGS, for 5 minutes, today. 
Ms. WOOLSEY, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. ENGEL, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. SPRATT, for 5 minutes, today. 
(The following Members (at the re-

quest of Mr. POE) to revise and extend 
their remarks and include extraneous 
material:) 

Mr. DAVIS of Kentucky, for 5 min-
utes, September 10. 

Mr. JONES of North Carolina, for 5 
minutes, September 10. 

Mr. POE, for 5 minutes, September 10. 

f 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED 

Mr. Lorraine C. Miller, Clerk of the 
House, reported and found truly en-
rolled a bill of the House of the fol-
lowing title, which was thereupon 
signed by the Speaker: 

H.R. 2358. An act to require the Secretary 
of the Treasury to mint and issue coins in 
commemoration of Native Americans and 
the important contributions made by Indian 
tribes and individual Native Americans to 
the development of the United States and 
the history of the United States, and for 
other purposes. 

f 

SENATE ENROLLED BILL SIGNED 

The SPEAKER announced her signa-
ture to an enrolled bill of the Senate of 
the following title: 

S. 377. An act to establish a United States- 
Poland parliamentary youth exchange pro-
gram, and for other purposes. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. POE. Mr. Speaker, I move that 
the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 4 o’clock and 52 minutes 
p.m.), under its previous order, the 
House adjourned until Monday, Sep-
tember 10, 2007, at 10:30 a.m., for morn-
ing-hour debate. 

f 

OATH FOR ACCESS TO CLASSIFIED 
INFORMATION 

Under clause 13 of rule XXIII, the fol-
lowing Members executed the oath for 
access to classified information: 

Neil Abercrombie, Gary L. Ackerman, Rob-
ert B. Aderholt, W. Todd Akin, Rodney Alex-
ander, Thomas H. Allen, Jason Altmire, Rob-
ert E. Andrews, Michael A. Arcuri, Joe Baca, 
Michele Bachmann, Spencer Bachus, Brian 
Baird, Richard H. Baker, Tammy Baldwin, J. 
Gresham Barrett, John Barrow, Roscoe G. 
Bartlett, Joe Barton, Melissa L. Bean, Xa-
vier Becerra, Shelley Berkley, Howard L. 
Berman, Marion Berry, Judy Biggert, Brian 
P. Bilbray, Gus M. Bilirakis, Rob Bishop, 
Sanford D. Bishop, Jr., Timothy H. Bishop, 
Marsha Blackburn, Earl Blumenauer, Roy 
Blunt, John A. Boehner, Jo Bonner, Mary 
Bono, John Boozman, Madeleine Z. Bordallo, 
Dan Boren, Leonard L. Boswell, Rick Bou-
cher, Charles W. Boustany, Jr., Allen Boyd, 
Nancy E. Boyda, Kevin Brady, Robert A. 
Brady, Bruce L. Braley, Paul C. Broun, 
Corrine Brown, Henry E. Brown, Jr., Ginny 
Brown-Waite, Vern Buchanan, Michael C. 
Burgess, Dan Burton, G. K. Butterfield, 
Steve Buyer, Ken Calvert, Dave Camp, John 
Campbell, Chris Cannon, Eric Cantor, Shel-
ley Moore Capito, Lois Capps, Michael E. 
Capuano, Dennis A. Cardoza, Russ Carnahan, 
Christopher P. Carney, Julia Carson, John R. 
Carter, Michael N. Castle, Kathy Castor, 
Steve Chabot, Ben Chandler, Donna M. 
Christensen, Yvette D. Clarke, Wm. Lacy 
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Clay, Emanuel Cleaver, James E. Clyburn, 
Howard Coble, Steve Cohen, Tom Cole, K. 
Michael Conaway, John Conyers, Jr., Jim 
Cooper, Jim Costa, Jerry F. Costello, Joe 
Courtney, Robert E. (Bud) Cramer, Jr., 
Ander Crenshaw, Joseph Crowley, Barbara 
Cubin, Henry Cuellar, John Abney 
Culberson, Elijah E. Cummings, Artur Davis, 
Danny K. Davis, David Davis, Geoff Davis, Jo 
Ann Davis, Lincoln Davis, Susan A. Davis, 
Tom Davis, Nathan Deal, Peter A. DeFazio, 
Diana DeGette, William D. Delahunt, Rosa 
L. DeLauro, Charles W. Dent, Lincoln Diaz- 
Balart, Mario Diaz-Balart, Norman D. Dicks, 
John D. Dingell, Lloyd Doggett, Joe Don-
nelly, John T. Doolittle, Michael F. Doyle, 
Thelma D. Drake, David Dreier, John J. 
Duncan, Jr., Chet Edwards, Vernon J. Ehlers, 
Keith Ellison, Brad Ellsworth, Rahm Eman-
uel, Jo Ann Emerson, Eliot L. Engel, Phil 
English, Anna G. Eshoo, Bob Etheridge, 
Terry Everett, Eni F. H. Faleomavaega, 
Mary Fallin, Sam Farr, Chaka Fattah, Tom 
Feeney, Mike Ferguson, Bob Filner, Jeff 
Flake, J. Randy Forbes, Jeff Fortenberry, 
Luis G. Fortuño, Vito Fossella, Virginia 
Foxx, Barney Frank, Trent Franks, Rodney 
P. Frelinghuysen, Elton Gallegly, Scott Gar-
rett, Jim Gerlach, Gabrielle Giffords, Wayne 
T. Gilchrest, Kirsten E. Gillibrand, Paul E. 
Gillmor, Phil Gingrey, Louie Gohmert, 
Charles A. Gonzalez, Virgil H. Goode, Jr., 
Bob Goodlatte, Bart Gordon, Kay Granger, 
Sam Graves, Al Green, Gene Green, Raúl M. 
Grijalva, Luis V. Gutierrez, John J. Hall, 
Ralph M. Hall, Phil Hare, Jane Harman, J. 
Dennis Hastert, Alcee L. Hastings, Doc 
Hastings, Robin Hayes, Dean Heller, Jeb 
Hensarling, Wally Herger, Stephanie 
Herseth, Brian Higgins, Baron P. Hill, Mau-
rice D. Hinchey, Ruben Hinojosa, Mazie K. 
Hirono, David L. Hobson, Paul W. Hodes, 
Peter Hoekstra, Tim Holden, Rush D. Holt, 
Michael M. Honda, Darlene Hooley, Steny H. 
Hoyer, Kenny C. Hulshof, Duncan Hunter, 
Bob Inglis, Jay Inslee, Steve Israel, Darrell 
E. Issa, Jesse L. Jackson, Jr., Sheila Jack-
son-Lee, William J. Jefferson, Bobby Jindal, 
Eddie Bernice Johnson, Henry C. ‘‘Hank’’ 
Johnson, Jr., Sam Johnson, Timothy V. 
Johnson, Stephanie Tubbs Jones, Walter B. 
Jones, Jim Jordan, Steve Kagen, Paul E. 
Kanjorski, Marcy Kaptur, Ric Keller, Pat-
rick J. Kennedy, Dale E. Kildee, Carolyn C. 
Kilpatrick, Ron Kind, Peter T. King, Steve 
King, Jack Kingston, Mark Steven Kirk, Ron 
Klein, John Kline, Joe Knollenberg, John R. 
‘‘Randy’’ Kuhl, Jr., Ray LaHood, Doug 
Lamborn, Nick Lampson, James R. 
Langevin, Tom Lantos, Rick Larsen, John B. 
Larson, Tom Latham, Steven C. LaTourette, 
Barbara Lee, Sander M. Levin, Jerry Lewis, 
John Lewis, Ron Lewis, John Linder, Daniel 
Lipinski, Frank A. LoBiondo, David 
Loebsack, Zoe Lofgren, Nita M. Lowey, 
Frank D. Lucas, Daniel E. Lungren, Stephen 
F. Lynch, Carolyn McCarthy, Kevin McCar-
thy, Michael T. McCaul, Betty McCollum, 
Thaddeus G. McCotter, Jim McCrery, James 
P. McGovern, Patrick T. McHenry, John M. 
McHugh, Mike McIntyre, Howard P. ‘‘Buck’’ 
McKeon, Cathy McMorris Rodgers, Jerry 
McNerney, Michael R. McNulty, Connie 
Mack, Tim Mahoney, Carolyn B. Maloney, 
Donald A. Manzullo, Kenny Marchant, Ed-
ward J. Markey, Jim Marshall, Jim Mathe-
son, Doris O. Matsui, Martin T. Meehan, 
Kendrick B. Meek, Gregory W. Meeks, Char-
lie Melancon, John L. Mica, Michael H. 
Michaud, Juanita Millender-McDonald, Brad 
Miller, Candice S. Miller, Gary G. Miller, 
Jeff Miller, Harry E. Mitchell, Alan B. Mol-
lohan, Dennis Moore, Gwen Moore, James P. 
Moran, Jerry Moran, Christopher S. Murphy, 

Patrick J. Murphy, Tim Murphy, John P. 
Murtha, Marilyn N. Musgrave, Sue Wilkins 
Myrick, Jerrold Nadler, Grace F. Napolitano, 
Richard E. Neal, Randy Neugebauer, Eleanor 
Holmes Norton, Charlie Norwood, Devin 
Nunes, James L. Oberstar, David R. Obey, 
John W. Olver, Solomon P. Ortiz, Frank 
Pallone, Jr., Bill Pascrell, Jr., Ed Pastor, 
Ron Paul, Donald M. Payne, Stevan Pearce, 
Nancy Pelosi, Mike Pence, Ed Perlmutter, 
Collin C. Peterson, John E. Peterson, Thom-
as E. Petri, Charles W. ‘‘Chip’’ Pickering, Jo-
seph R. Pitts, Todd Russell Platts, Ted Poe, 
Earl Pomeroy, Jon C. Porter, David E. Price, 
Tom Price, Deborah Pryce, Adam H. Put-
nam, George Radanovich, Nick J. Rahall II, 
Jim Ramstad, Charles B. Rangel, Ralph Reg-
ula, Dennis R. Rehberg, David G. Reichert, 
Rick Renzi, Silvestre Reyes, Thomas M. Rey-
nolds, Laura Richardson, Ciro D. Rodriguez, 
Harold Rogers, Mike Rogers of Alabama, 
Mike Rogers of Michigan, Dana Rohr-
abacher, Peter J. Roskam, Ileana Ros- 
Lehtinen, Mike Ross, Steven R. Rothman, 
Lucille Roybal-Allard, Edward R. Royce, C. 
A. Dutch Ruppersberger, Bobby L. Rush, 
Paul Ryan, Tim Ryan, John T. Salazar, Bill 
Sali, Linda T. Sánchez, Loretta Sanchez, 
John P. Sarbanes, Jim Saxton, Janice D. 
Schakowsky, Adam B. Schiff, Jean Schmidt, 
Allyson Y. Schwartz, David Scott, Robert C. 
‘‘Bobby’’ Scott, F. James Sensenbrenner, Jr., 
José E. Serrano, Pete Sessions, Joe Sestak, 
John B. Shadegg, Christopher Shays, Carol 
Shea-Porter, Brad Sherman, John Shimkus, 
Heath Shuler, Bill Shuster, Michael K. Simp-
son, Albio Sires, Ike Skelton, Louise 
McIntosh Slaughter, Adam Smith, Adrian 
Smith, Christopher H. Smith, Lamar Smith, 
Vic Snyder, Hilda L. Solis, Mark E. Souder, 
Zachary T. Space, John M. Spratt, Jr., Cliff 
Stearns, Bart Stupak, John Sullivan, Betty 
Sutton, Thomas G. Tancredo, John S. Tan-
ner, Ellen O. Tauscher, Gene Taylor, Lee 
Terry, Bennie G. Thompson, Mike Thomp-
son, Mac Thornberry, Todd Tiahrt, Patrick 
J. Tiberi, John F. Tierney, Edolphus Towns, 
Michael R. Turner, Mark Udall, Tom Udall, 
Fred Upton, Chris Van Hollen, Nydia M. 
Velázquez, Peter J. Visclosky, Tim Walberg, 
Greg Walden, James T. Walsh, Timothy J. 
Walz, Zach Wamp, Debbie Wasserman 
Schultz, Maxine Waters, Diane E. Watson, 
Melvin L. Watt, Henry A. Waxman, Anthony 
D. Weiner, Peter Welch, Dave Weldon, Jerry 
Weller, Lynn A. Westmoreland, Robert 
Wexler, Ed Whitfield, Roger F. Wicker, 
Charles A. Wilson, Heather Wilson, Joe Wil-
son, Frank R. Wolf, Lynn C. Woolsey, David 
Wu, Albert Russell Wynn, John A. Yarmuth, 
C. W. Bill Young, Don Young. 

f 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 

Under clause 8 of rule XII, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

3206. A letter from the Principal Deputy 
Associate Administrator, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule—Pyriproxyfen; Pesticide Tol-
erance [EPA-HQ-OPP-2006-0889; FRL-8142-4] 
received August 21, 2007, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Agri-
culture. 

3207. A letter from the Principal Deputy 
Associate Administrator, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule—Flusilazole; Pesticide Toler-
ances for Emergency Exemptions [EPA-HQ- 
OPP-2007-0428; FRL-8138-6] received August 
24, 2007, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

3208. A letter from the Principal Deputy 
Associate Administrator, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule—Flutriafol; Time-Limited 
Pesticide Tolerance [EPA-HQ-OPP-2007-0327; 
FRL-8135-6] received August 24, 2007, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

3209. A letter from the Principal Deputy 
Associate Administrator, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule—Propylene Oxide; Pesticide 
Tolerance [EPA-HQ-OPP-2005-0157; FRL-8143- 
9] received August 24, 2007, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Ag-
riculture. 

3210. A letter from the Principal Deputy 
Associate Administrator, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule—Spinosad; Pesticide Toler-
ance [EPA-HQ-OPP-2007-0349; FRL-8142-1] re-
ceived August 24, 2007, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Agri-
culture. 

3211. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of Health and Human Services, trans-
mitting the Department’s FY 2006 annual fi-
nancial report to Congress required by the 
Prescription Drug User Fee Act of 1992 
(PDUFA), pursuant to 21 U.S.C. 379g note; to 
the Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

3212. A letter from the Principal Deputy 
Associate Administrator, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule—Approval and Promulgation 
of Air Quality Implementation Plans; Texas; 
Shipyard Facilities and Provisions for Dis-
tance Limitations, Setbacks, and Buffers in 
Standard Permits [EPA-R06-OAR-2007-0285; 
FRL-8460-2] received August 21, 2007, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee 
on Energy and Commerce. 

3213. A letter from the Principal Deputy 
Associate Administrator, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule—Approval and Promulgation 
of Implementation Plans South Carolina: 
Revisions to Ambient Air Quality Standards 
[EPA-R04-OAR-2004-SC-0004-200706 (a); FRL- 
8457-2] received August 21, 2007, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce. 

3214. A letter from the Principal Deputy 
Associate Administrator, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule—Revisions to Consolidated 
Federal Air Rule [EPA-HQ-OAR-2007-0429; 
FRL-8459-5] (RIN: 2060-A045) received August 
21, 2007, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to 
the Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

3215. A letter from the Principal Deputy 
Associate Administrator, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule—Revisions to the California 
State Implementation Plan, South Coast Air 
Quality Management District [EPA-R09- 
OAR-2007-0421a; FRL-8452-1] received August 
21, 2007, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to 
the Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

3216. A letter from the Principal Deputy 
Associate Administrator, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule—Revisions to the California 
State Implementation Plan, Sacramento 
Metropolitan Air Quality Management Dis-
trict and San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution 
Control District Technical Amendment 
[EPA-R09-OAR-2007-0462 FRL-8458-9] received 
August 21, 2007, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

3217. A letter from the Principal Deputy 
Associate Administrator, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule—Two Optional Methods for 
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Relative Accuracy Test Audits of Mercury 
Monitoring Systems Installed on Combus-
tion Flue Gas Streams and Several Amend-
ments to Related Mercury Monitoring Provi-
sions [EPA-HQ-OAR-2007-0164, FRL-8459-8] 
(RIN: 2060-AO01) received August 21, 2007, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce. 

3218. A letter from the Principal Deputy 
Associate Administrator, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule—Approval and Promulgation 
of Air Quality Implementation Plans; Con-
necticut; Establishment of Interim Progress 
for the Annual Fine Particle National Ambi-
ent Air Quality Standard. [EPA-R01-OAR- 
2007-0373; A-1-FRL-8461-5] received August 24, 
2007, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

3219. A letter from the Principal Deputy 
Associate Administrator, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule—Approval and Promulgation 
of Air Quality Implementation Plans; Min-
nesota [EPA-R05-OAR-2006-1023; FRL-8464-8] 
received September 5, 2007, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce. 

3220. A letter from the Principal Deputy 
Associate Administrator, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule—Approval and Promulgation 
of Air Quality Implementation Plans; New 
Mexico; Prevention of Significant Deteriora-
tion and New Source Review [EPA-R06-OAR- 
2005-NM-0006; FRL-8463-3] received Sep-
tember 5, 2007, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

3221. A letter from the Administrator, En-
vironmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting the Agency’s report on server and data 
center energy efficiency, pursuant to Public 
Law 109–341; to the Committee on Energy 
and Commerce. 

3222. A letter from the Associate Deputy 
Secretary, Department of the Interior, trans-
mitting the Department’s annual report for 
Fiscal Years 2004, 2005, and 2006 prepared in 
accordance with Section 203 of the Notifica-
tion and Federal Employee Antidiscrimina-
tion and Retaliation Act of 2002 (No FEAR 
Act), Public Law 107–174; to the Committee 
on Oversight and Government Reform. 

3223. A letter from the Executive Director, 
Interstate Commission on the Potomac 
River Basin, transmitting the audited Sixty- 
Sixth Financial Statement for the period Oc-
tober 1, 2005 to September 30, 2006, pursuant 
to 31 U.S.C. 3512(c)(3); to the Committee on 
Oversight and Government Reform. 

3224. A letter from the Director, EEO and 
Diversity Programs, National Archives and 
Records Administration, transmitting a copy 
of the Administration’s Fiscal Year 2006 No-
tification and Federal Employee Anti-Dis-
crimination and Retaliation (No FEAR) Act 
Annual Report; to the Committee on Over-
sight and Government Reform. 

3225. A letter from the Chairman, National 
Transportation Safety Board, transmitting 
the Board’s inventory of commercial and in-
herently governmental activities, pursuant 
to Pub. L. 105–270; to the Committee on Over-
sight and Government Reform. 

3226. A letter from the Chairman, National 
Transportation Safety Board, transmitting 
the Board’s FY 2006 Annual Report required 
by Section 203 of the Notification and Fed-
eral Antidiscrimination and Retaliation Act 
of 2002, Pub. L. 107–174; to the Committee on 
Oversight and Government Reform. 

3227. A letter from the Director, Minerals 
Management Service, Department of the In-

terior, transmitting the Department’s report 
entitled, ‘‘Estimates of Natural Gas and Oil 
Reserves, Reserves Growth, and Undis-
covered Resources in Federal and State 
Water off the coasts of Louisiana, Texas, 
Alabama, and Mississippi,’’ pursuant to Pub-
lic Law 109–58, section 965(c); to the Com-
mittee on Natural Resources. 

3228. A letter from the Deputy Assistant 
Administrator, Office of Diversion Control, 
DEA, Department of Justice, transmitting 
the Department’s final rule—Elimination of 
Exemptions for Chemical Mixtures Con-
taining the List I Chemicals Ephedrine and/ 
or Pseudoephedrine [Docket No. DEA-2841] 
(RIN: 1117-AB11) received August 14, 2007, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary. 

3229. A letter from the Federal Register 
Certifying Officer, Department of the Treas-
ury, transmitting the Department’s final 
rule—Management of Federal Agency Dis-
bursements (RIN: 1510-AB07) received August 
28, 2007, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

3230. A letter from the Deputy Executive 
Director, Reserve Officers Association of the 
United States, transmitting a copy of the 
Report of Audit for the year ending 31 March 
2007 of the Association’s accounts, pursuant 
to 36 U.S.C. 1101(41) and 1103; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary. 

3231. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of Transportation, transmitting a copy 
of a draft bill entitled, ‘‘Railroad Rehabilita-
tion and Improvement Financing Reform 
Act’’; to the Committee on Transportation 
and Infrastructure. 

3232. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Management and Budget, transmitting the 
FY 2006 annual report on the Federal partici-
pation in the development and use of vol-
untary consensus standards, pursuant to 
Public Law 104–113, section 12(d)(3) (110 Stat. 
783); to the Committee on Science and Tech-
nology. 

f 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON 
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 
committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows: 

Mr. OBERSTAR: Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. H.R. 3246. A bill to 
amend title 40, United States Code, to pro-
vide a comprehensive regional approach to 
economic and infrastructure development in 
the most severely economically distressed 
regions in the Nation; with an amendment 
(Rept. 110–321, Pt. 1). Ordered to be printed. 

DISCHARGE OF COMMITTEE 

Pursuant to clause 2 of rule XII the 
Committee on Financial Services dis-
charged from further consideration. 
H.R. 3246 referred to the Committee of 
the Whole on the State of the Union. 

f 

TIME LIMITATION OF REFERRED 
BILL 

Pursuant to clause 2 of rule XII the 
following action was taken by the 
Speaker: 

H.R. 948. Referral to the Committee on 
Ways and Means extended for a period ending 
not later than October 5, 2007. 

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of rule XII, public 
bills and resolutions were introduced 
and severally referred, as follows: 

By Mrs. BLACKBURN (for herself, Mr. 
BROUN of Georgia, Mr. BLUNT, Mr. 
PUTNAM, Mr. ALEXANDER, Mr. BACH-
US, Mr. BAKER, Mr. BARTLETT of 
Maryland, Mr. BILBRAY, Mrs. 
BIGGERT, Mr. BOUSTANY, Mr. BRADY 
of Texas, Mr. BURGESS, Mr. BURTON 
of Indiana, Mr. CAMPBELL of Cali-
fornia, Mr. COBLE, Mrs. CUBIN, Mr. 
CULBERSON, Mr. DAVID DAVIS of Ten-
nessee, Mrs. JO ANN DAVIS of Vir-
ginia, Mrs. DRAKE, Mr. DUNCAN, Mrs. 
EMERSON, Mr. EVERETT, Mr. FEENEY, 
Ms. FOXX, Mr. FRANKS of Arizona, 
Mr. GARRETT of New Jersey, Mr. 
GINGREY, Mr. GOODE, Mr. HAYES, Mr. 
HENSARLING, Mr. HERGER, Mr. HOEK-
STRA, Mr. ISSA, Mr. JONES of North 
Carolina, Mr. KELLER, Mr. KING of 
Iowa, Mr. KINGSTON, Mr. MARCHANT, 
Mr. MCCAUL of Texas, Mr. MCHENRY, 
Mr. MCKEON, Mr. MILLER of Florida, 
Mr. NEUGEBAUER, Mr. PETERSON of 
Pennsylvania, Mr. POE, Mr. PRICE of 
Georgia, Mr. REHBERG, Mr. ROYCE, 
Mrs. SCHMIDT, Mr. SENSENBRENNER, 
Mr. SESSIONS, Mr. SHADEGG, Mr. 
SIMPSON, Mr. SULLIVAN, Mr. 
TANCREDO, Mr. WAMP, Mr. WEST-
MORELAND, Mr. WICKER, Mr. 
WALBERG, Mr. WILSON of South Caro-
lina, Mr. BARTON of Texas, Mr. GOOD-
LATTE, Mr. CANTOR, Mr. BARRETT of 
South Carolina, Mr. CRENSHAW, Mr. 
DOOLITTLE, Mr. FORBES, Mr. 
GALLEGLY, Mr. HALL of Texas, Mr. 
ROHRABACHER, Mr. LUCAS, Ms. 
GRANGER, Mr. LINDER, Mr. MCCRERY, 
Mr. MCCOTTER, Mr. BOEHNER, Mr. 
BONNER, Mr. MCHUGH, Mr. KLINE of 
Minnesota, Mr. SOUDER, Mr. THORN-
BERRY, Mr. HUNTER, Mr. MANZULLO, 
Mr. CAMP of Michigan, Mr. BOOZMAN, 
Mr. LAMBORN, Mr. LAHOOD, Mr. 
TURNER, Mr. PLATTS, Mr. CALVERT, 
Mr. GARY G. MILLER of California, 
Mr. SMITH of Texas, and Mr. WELDON 
of Florida): 

H.R. 3494. A bill to provide for enhanced 
Federal, State, and local assistance in the 
enforcement of the immigration laws, to 
amend the Immigration and Nationality Act, 
to authorize appropriations to carry out the 
State Criminal Alien Assistance Program, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Ms. CORRINE BROWN of Florida: 
H.R. 3495. A bill to establish a National 

Commission on Children and Disasters, a Na-
tional Resource Center on Children and Dis-
asters, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture. 

By Ms. GINNY BROWN-WAITE of Flor-
ida: 

H.R. 3496. A bill to debar or suspend con-
tractors from Federal contracting for unlaw-
ful employment of aliens, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Homeland Secu-
rity, and in addition to the Committee on 
Oversight and Government Reform, for a pe-
riod to be subsequently determined by the 
Speaker, in each case for consideration of 
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic-
tion of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. GARRETT of New Jersey (for 
himself, Mr. BARRETT of South Caro-
lina, Mr. MARCHANT, Mr. CARTER, Mr. 
HENSARLING, Ms. FALLIN, Mr. ISSA, 
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Mr. SHADEGG, Mr. BARTLETT of Mary-
land, Mrs. MYRICK, Mr. FRANKS of Ar-
izona, Mr. DANIEL E. LUNGREN of 
California, Mr. PRICE of Georgia, Mr. 
FEENEY, Mr. HOEKSTRA, Mrs. 
MUSGRAVE, Mr. PITTS, Mr. LAMBORN, 
Mr. WALBERG, Mr. GINGREY, Mr. 
FLAKE, and Mr. CHABOT): 

H.R. 3497. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to reduce the Federal tax 
on fuels by the amount of any increase in the 
rate of tax on such fuel by the States; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HIGGINS: 
H.R. 3498. A bill to authorize the Secretary 

of Housing and Urban Development to make 
grants to assist cities with a vacant housing 
problem, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Financial Services. 

By Ms. HOOLEY (for herself and Ms. 
WASSERMAN SCHULTZ): 

H.R. 3499. A bill to amend the Consumer 
Product Safety Act to require third-party 
verification of compliance of children’s prod-
ucts with consumer product safety standards 
promulgated by the Consumer Product Safe-
ty Commission, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

By Mr. KING of Iowa: 
H.R. 3500. A bill to amend the Help Amer-

ica Vote Act of 2002 to require voting sys-
tems to produce a verifiable paper record of 
each vote cast and to ensure the security of 
electronic data, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on House Administration. 

By Mr. LEVIN (for himself, Mr. 
MCDERMOTT, Mr. LEWIS of Georgia, 
Mr. POMEROY, Mr. BLUMENAUER, Mr. 
PASCRELL, Ms. BERKLEY, and Mr. VAN 
HOLLEN): 

H.R. 3501. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to provide that indebted-
ness incurred by a partnership in acquiring 
securities and commodities is not treated as 
acquisition indebtedness by organizations 
which are limited partners for purposes of 
the unrelated business income tax; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MORAN of Kansas (for himself, 
Mr. SALAZAR, Mrs. EMERSON, Mr. 
YOUNG of Alaska, and Mrs. MYRICK): 

H.R. 3502. A bill to provide for the prompt 
implementation of those recommendations 
of the President’s Commission on Care for 
America’s Returning Wounded Warriors that 
require congressional action; to the Com-
mittee on Armed Services, and in addition to 
the Committees on Veterans’ Affairs, Edu-
cation and Labor, Oversight and Government 
Reform, and House Administration, for a pe-
riod to be subsequently determined by the 
Speaker, in each case for consideration of 
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic-
tion of the committee concerned. 

By Ms. NORTON: 
H.R. 3503. A bill to amend the Public 

Health Service Act to provide for a national 
program to conduct and support activities 
toward the goal of significantly reducing the 
number of cases of overweight and obesity 
among individuals in the United States; to 
the Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

By Mr. ROSKAM: 
H.R. 3504. A bill to authorize the Securities 

and Exchange Commission to permit or re-
quire persons filing or furnishing informa-
tion under the securities laws to make such 
information available on internet websites, 
in addition to or instead of including such 
information in filings with or submissions to 
the Commission, under such conditions as 
the Commission may specify by rule; to the 
Committee on Financial Services. 

By Mr. ROSKAM: 
H.R. 3505. A bill to make various technical 

and clerical amendments to the Federal se-

curities laws; to the Committee on Financial 
Services. 

By Mr. SPACE: 
H.R. 3506. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-

enue Code of 1986 to exclude from gross in-
come certain amounts of cancellation of in-
debtedness income on account of a fore-
closure on the mortgage secured by the prin-
cipal residence of the taxpayer; to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. TIERNEY (for himself, Ms. KIL-
PATRICK, Mr. HASTINGS of Florida, 
Mr. KENNEDY, Mr. UDALL of New Mex-
ico, Mr. GEORGE MILLER of Cali-
fornia, Mr. LEWIS of Georgia, Ms. 
BALDWIN, Mr. MCDERMOTT, Mr. NAD-
LER, and Mr. HINCHEY): 

H.R. 3507. A bill to amend the Social Secu-
rity Act to provide grants and flexibility 
through demonstration projects for States to 
provide universal, comprehensive, cost-effec-
tive systems of health care coverage, with 
simplified administration; to the Committee 
on Energy and Commerce, and in addition to 
the Committees on Ways and Means, Edu-
cation and Labor, and Oversight and Govern-
ment Reform, for a period to be subsequently 
determined by the Speaker, in each case for 
consideration of such provisions as fall with-
in the jurisdiction of the committee con-
cerned. 

By Mr. DANIEL E. LUNGREN of Cali-
fornia (for himself and Mr. RYAN of 
Wisconsin): 

H. Con. Res. 206. Concurrent resolution 
honoring Kikkoman Foods, Inc. and its 50 
years of commitment to providing quality 
products to the United States; to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce. 

By Mr. SPRATT (for himself, Mrs. WIL-
SON of New Mexico, Mrs. JO ANN 
DAVIS of Virginia, Mr. STEARNS, Mr. 
OBERSTAR, Mr. CONAWAY, Mr. HAYES, 
Mrs. BOYDA of Kansas, Mr. SMITH of 
Washington, Mr. FRANKS of Arizona, 
Mr. MCCRERY, Mr. NEUGEBAUER, Mr. 
GINGREY, Mr. YOUNG of Alaska, Mr. 
LAMBORN, Mr. SAXTON, Mr. GON-
ZALEZ, Ms. BERKLEY, Mr. BOYD of 
Florida, Mr. MARSHALL, Mrs. MYRICK, 
Mr. KINGSTON, Mr. BISHOP of Utah, 
Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas, Mr. 
BRADY of Pennsylvania, Mr. TURNER, 
Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas, 
Mr. ABERCROMBIE, Mr. WILSON of 
South Carolina, Mrs. GILLIBRAND, 
Mrs. TAUSCHER, Mr. LOEBSACK, Mr. 
COURTNEY, Mr. PATRICK MURPHY of 
Pennsylvania, Mr. MCINTYRE, Ms. 
SHEA-PORTER, Mrs. DAVIS of Cali-
fornia, Mr. SNYDER, Ms. GIFFORDS, 
Mr. COOPER, Mr. BOREN, Mr. UDALL of 
Colorado, Mr. ANDREWS, Mr. BUYER, 
Ms. CASTOR, Mr. ELLSWORTH, Mr. 
SKELTON, Mr. ORTIZ, and Mr. 
MCKEON): 

H. Con. Res. 207. Concurrent resolution rec-
ognizing the 60th anniversary of the United 
States Air Force as an independent military 
service; to the Committee on Armed Serv-
ices. 

By Mr. COSTELLO (for himself, Mr. 
SHIMKUS, Mr. ORTIZ, and Mr. SKEL-
TON): 

H. Res. 640. A resolution honoring the sac-
rifices and commitments of the men, women, 
and families of the United States Transpor-
tation Command, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Armed Services. 

By Mr. MCHENRY: 
H. Res. 641. A resolution acknowledging 

the importance of understanding the history 
of the United States of America and recog-
nizing the need to foster civic responsibility 

in all citizens; to the Committee on Over-
sight and Government Reform. 

By Ms. SOLIS (for herself, Mr. ENGEL, 
Mr. LANTOS, Mr. BURTON of Indiana, 
Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. HONDA, Mr. 
MCGOVERN, Mr. MARIO DIAZ-BALART 
of Florida, Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART 
of Florida, Mr. HARE, and Mr. 
HASTINGS of Florida): 

H. Res. 642. A resolution expressing sym-
pathy to and support for the people and gov-
ernments of the countries of Central Amer-
ica, the Caribbean, and Mexico which have 
suffered from Hurricanes Felix, Dean, and 
Henriette and whose complete economic and 
fatality toll are still unknown; to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

f 

ADDITIONAL SPONSORS 

Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors 
were added to public bills and resolu-
tions as follows: 

H.R. 19: Mr. GINGREY. 
H.R. 39: Ms. CARSON. 
H.R. 69: Mr. GORDON. 
H.R. 87: Mr. ROSKAM. 
H.R. 111: Ms. SHEA-PORTER. 
H.R. 158: Mr. HINCHEY. 
H.R. 219: Mr. GOODE. 
H.R. 281: Mr. RUSH. 
H.R. 346: Mr. RUSH. 
H.R. 371: Mr. HIGGINS, Mr. ARCURI, and Mrs. 

CAPPS. 
H.R. 383: Mr. PAUL. 
H.R. 418: Mrs. CHRISTENSEN and Mr. 

LAMBORN. 
H.R. 428: Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. 
H.R. 549: Mr. CALVERT. 
H.R. 552: Ms. SLAUGHTER. 
H.R. 601: Mr. ENGLISH of Pennsylvania. 
H.R. 657: Ms. BORDALLO. 
H.R. 661: Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. 
H.R. 688: Mr. STUPAK. 
H.R. 695: Mr. MICHAUD. 
H.R. 741: Mr. FARR. 
H.R. 743: Mr. SALI. 
H.R. 867: Mr. ROSKAM. 
H.R. 879: Mr. CHABOT and Mr. BARTLETT of 

Maryland. 
H.R. 880: Mr. HELLER. 
H.R. 891: Mr. BOUCHER and Mr. 

MCDERMOTT. 
H.R. 900: Ms. WATSON and Mr. PERLMUTTER. 
H.R. 989: Mrs. CUBIN and Mr. GOODLATTE. 
H.R. 1032: Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. 
H.R. 1035: Mr. KUHL of New York. 
H.R. 1064: Mr. WELDON of Florida, Mr. ISSA, 

and Mr. STEARNS. 
H.R. 1091: Mr. FARR, and Mr. SCOTT of Vir-

ginia. 
H.R. 1125: Mr. RYAN of Wisconsin, Mr. 

MITCHELL, Mr. BILIRAKIS, and Mr. SHULER. 
H.R. 1154: Mr. TAYLOR, Mr. CAPUANO, Ms. 

SCHAKOWSKY, Mr. SKELTON, Ms. BORDALLO, 
Mr. DUNCAN, Mr. LATHAM, Mr. BROWN of 
South Carolina, Mr. SCHIFF, Mrs. DAVIS of 
California, Ms. HERSETH SANDLIN, Mr. SHAD-
EGG, Mr. ADERHOLT, Mrs. JO ANN DAVIS of 
Virginia, Mr. BUYER, Mrs. MYRICK, Mrs. 
DRAKE, Mr. CALVERT, Mr. KENNEDY, Mrs. 
TAUSCHER, Mr. FOSSELLA, Ms. CASTOR, Mr. 
MILLER of North Carolina, Mr. ANDREWS, Mr. 
ARCURI, Mr. BRALEY of Iowa, Mr. GUTIERREZ, 
Mr. HODES, Mr. LOEBSACK, Mr. MCNERNEY, 
Mr. SMITH of Washington, Mr. STARK, Mr. 
WELCH of Vermont, Mr. ENGEL, Mr. TANNER, 
Mr. UDALL of Colorado, Mr. WALBERG, Mr. 
JONES of North Carolina, Ms. HOOLEY, Mr. 
DOYLE, Mr. BAIRD, and Mr. THOMPSON of Cali-
fornia. 

H.R. 1193: Mr. FORBES, Mr. ROSKAM, Mr. 
ANDREWS, and Mr. ACKERMAN. 
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H.R. 1194: Mr. FOSSELLA. 
H.R. 1200: Ms. BALDWIN. 
H.R. 1201: Mr. SALI. 
H.R. 1216: Mr. SIRES. 
H.R. 1228: Mr. CAMP of Michigan. 
H.R. 1233: Ms. GINNY BROWN-WAITE of Flor-

ida. 
H.R. 1275: Mr. ACKERMAN. 
H.R. 1283: Mr. CANTOR, Mr. HINCHEY, Mr. 

NADLER, and Mr. OBERSTAR. 
H.R. 1303: Mr. MCNULTY. 
H.R. 1304: Mr. FORBES and Mr. MORAN of 

Kansas. 
H.R. 1359: Mr. GOODLATTE. 
H.R. 1363: Mr. SESTAK, Mr. WAXMAN, and 

Mrs. DAVIS of California. 
H.R. 1386: Mr. RYAN of Ohio, Mr. DAVIS of 

Illinois, and Mr. SCHIFF. 
H.R. 1414: Mr. PASCRELL. 
H.R. 1440: Mr. GILCHREST. 
H.R. 1475: Ms. SOLIS. 
H.R. 1497: Mr. PAYNE and Mrs. CAPPS. 
H.R. 1507: Mr. VAN HOLLEN. 
H.R. 1518: Mr. SPRATT. 
H.R. 1524: Mr. GORDON. 
H.R. 1540: Mr. EHLERS. 
H.R. 1570: Ms. BERKLEY and Mr. HONDA. 
H.R. 1576: Mr. LOBIONDO, Mr. SCOTT of Vir-

ginia, Mr. CASTLE, Mr. MORAN of Virginia, 
Mr. WILSON of South Carolina, and Ms. KAP-
TUR. 

H.R. 1668: Mr. GORDON. 
H.R. 1671: Mr. ANDREWS, Mr. LYNCH, Mr. 

CUMMINGS, Mr. HINCHEY, and Mr. WALZ of 
Minnesota. 

H.R. 1717: Mr. DEAL of Georgia. 
H.R. 1721: Ms. MCCOLLUM of Minnesota. 
H.R. 1738: Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. 
H.R. 1764: Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. 
H.R. 1767: Mrs. MCMORRIS RODGERS, Mrs. 

BLACKBURN, and Mr. FEENEY. 
H.R. 1778: Mr. DAVID DAVIS of Tennessee 

and Mr. FERGUSON. 
H.R. 1783: Ms. MATSUI and Mr. BOUCHER. 
H.R. 1809: Mr. YOUNG of Alaska and Mr. 

ENGLISH of Pennsylvania. 
H.R. 1841: Ms. SLAUGHTER. 
H.R. 1843: Mr. VAN HOLLEN, Mrs. MILLER of 

Michigan, Mr. HOEKSTRA, Ms. KAPTUR, Mr. 
PETERSON of Minnesota, Mr. LAMBORN, and 
Mr. WALBERG. 

H.R. 1875: Mrs. CUBIN. 
H.R. 1876: Mr. TIBERI, Mr. JOHNSON of Geor-

gia, Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of Florida, 
and Ms. CLARKE. 

H.R. 1881: Ms. CARSON. 
H.R. 1971: Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi. 
H.R. 1974: Mr. ENGLISH of Pennsylvania. 
H.R. 1992: Mr. FARR. 
H.R. 2012: Mr. WESTMORELAND. 
H.R. 2016: Mr. PRICE of North Carolina and 

Mr. THOMPSON of California. 
H.R. 2033: Mr. NADLER, Mr. GEORGE MILLER 

of California, Ms. BORDALLO, and Mr. TOWNS. 
H.R. 2046: Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. 
H.R. 2074, Mr. SAXTON. 
H.R. 2091: Mr. SESTAK and Mr. AL GREEN of 

Texas. 
H.R. 2095: Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. 
H.R. 2122: Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania, Mr. 

HOLT, Ms. LEE, Ms. HARMAN, Ms. SLAUGHTER, 
and Ms. SCHWARTZ. 

H.R. 2138: Mr. MAHONEY of Florida. 
H.R. 2146: Mr. HINCHEY. 
H.R. 2158: Mr. HENSARLING. 
H.R. 2165: Mr. GORDON. 
H.R. 2247: Mr. CRAMER, Mr. PAUL, and Mr. 

COHEN. 
H.R. 2260: Mr. SHADEGG. 
H.R. 2265: Mr. ROTHMAN, Mr. MILLER of 

North Carolina, and Ms. CARSON. 
H.R. 2283: Ms. SUTTON. 
H.R. 2289: Mr. MOORE of Kansas and Ms. 

SCHAKOWSKY. 

H.R. 2303: Mr. GOODE. 
H.R. 2365: Mr. COHEN. 
H.R. 2370: Mr. WYNN and Mr. SHULER. 
H.R. 2373: Mr. MCINTYRE. 
H.R. 2436: Mr. WAMP and Mr. KENNEDY. 
H.R. 2452: Mr. CARNAHAN and Mr. ENGEL. 
H.R. 2464: Mr. MARSHALL and Ms. SLAUGH-

TER. 
H.R. 2468: Mr. LEWIS of Georgia, Ms. SOLIS, 

Mr. HARE, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, and Mr. TOWNS. 
H.R. 2489: Mr. RAMSTAD and Mr. STARK. 
H.R. 2503: Mr. WYNN. 
H.R. 2510: Mr. ISSA, Mr. COBLE, and Mr. 

BOOZMAN. 
H.R. 2552: Mr. BAIRD. 
H.R. 2568: Mr. BOREN. 
H.R. 2593: Mr. HINCHEY, Ms. WATSON, and 

Mrs. DAVIS of California. 
H.R. 2596: Ms. SOLIS and Ms. LINDA T. 

SÁNCHEZ of California. 
H.R. 2609: Mr. SESTAK and Mr. HILL. 
H.R. 2634: Mr. MCDERMOTT, Mr. COHEN, and 

Mr. OLVER. 
H.R. 2639: Mr. ISSA. 
H.R. 2668: Mr. GORDON. 
H.R. 2677: Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky and Mr. 

MCINTYRE. 
H.R. 2690: Mr. JACKSON of Illinois. 
H.R. 2702: Mr. BACA. 
H.R. 2734: Mr. KELLER. 
H.R. 2738: Mr. LAMPSON. 
H.R. 2802: Mr. HINOJOSA, Mr. STARK, and 

Mrs. DAVIS of California. 
H.R. 2807: Mr. FEENEY. 
H.R. 2816: Mr. THOMPSON of California. 
H.R. 2818: Mr. CARNEY, Ms. CLARKE, and 

Mr. HOYER. 
H.R. 2834: Ms. LEE. 
H.R. 2857: Mr. ALTMIRE. 
H.R. 2860: Mr. KING of Iowa. 
H.R. 2881: Mr. HARE. 
H.R. 2885: Mr. JONES of North Carolina. 
H.R. 2926: Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. 
H.R. 2927: Mr. HASTINGS of Washington, Ms. 

PRYCE of Ohio, and Mr. SCOTT of Georgia. 
H.R. 2948: Mr. SALI. 
H.R. 2949: Mr. RAMSTAD, Mr. SCOTT of Geor-

gia, and Mr. PAYNE. 
H.R. 2966: Mr. MCNERNEY. 
H.R. 3004: Mr. UDALL of Colorado. 
H.R. 3005: Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN and Mrs. 

MCCARTHY of New York. 
H.R. 3010: Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ and Mr. 

GRIJALVA. 
H.R. 3014: Ms. BALDWIN, Mrs. CAPPS, Ms. 

SCHAKOWSKY, Mr. WAXMAN, Mr. FILNER, and 
Ms. LINDA T. SÁNCHEZ of California. 

H.R. 3026: Mr. BACA, Mr. BUYER, and Mr. 
GORDON. 

H.R. 3047: Mr. BUYER. 
H.R. 3051: Mr. HOLT, Mr. SAXTON, and Mr. 

FRANK of Massachusetts. 
H.R. 3057: Mr. FORBES. 
H.R. 3077: Mr. MCINTYRE and Ms. KAPTUR. 
H.R. 3081: Ms. CLARKE and Mr. GRIJALVA. 
H.R. 3109: Mr. GOODE, Mrs. EMERSON, and 

Mr. ENGLISH of Pennsylvania. 
H.R. 3115: Mrs. CAPPS and Mr. KENNEDY. 
H.R. 3132: Ms. MATSUI and Mr. FILNER. 
H.R. 3140: Mr. BARTLETT of Maryland, Mr. 

FILNER, and Mr. MILLER of Florida. 
H.R. 3168: Ms. CARSON, Mr. THOMPSON of 

Mississippi, and Ms. NORTON. 
H.R. 3212: Mr. DINGELL. 
H.R. 3224: Mrs. WILSON of New Mexico, Mrs. 

GILLIBRAND, and Mr. MATHESON. 
H.R. 3246: Mr. MCINTYRE. 
H.R. 3273: Mr. BAIRD. 
H.R. 3297: Mr. PETERSON of Pennsylvania. 
H.R. 3298: Mr. SCOTT of Virginia, Mr. 

ALTMIRE, and Ms. CASTOR. 
H.R. 3300: Mr. SOUDER. 
H.R. 3385: Mr. GRIJALVA. 
H.R. 3418: Mr. BAIRD and Mr. VAN HOLLEN. 

H.R. 3439: Ms. CARSON. 
H.R. 3440: Mr. ARCURI, Mr. BRADY of Penn-

sylvania, Mr. COURTNEY, Mr. LINCOLN DAVIS 
of Tennessee, Mr. DOYLE, Mr. ENGEL, Mr. 
HARE, Mr. HIGGINS, Mr. HINCHEY, Mr. 
HOLDEN, Mr. HONDA, Mr. ISRAEL, Mr. LARSON 
of Connecticut, Ms. MATSUI, Mrs. MCCARTHY 
of New York, Mr. MCGOVERN, Mr. MURPHY of 
Connecticut, Mr. MURTHA, Mr. PASCRELL, 
Mr. STARK, Mr. STUPAK, and Mr. THOMPSON 
of California. 

H.R. 3442: Mr. JORDAN, Mr. TIM MURPHY of 
Pennsylvania, Mr. SESSIONS, Mr. DANIEL E. 
LUNGREN of California, and Mr. WALBERG. 

H.R. 3446: Mr. CAMP of Michigan. 
H.R. 3448: Mr. STARK, Mr. ALLEN, Mr. BER-

MAN, Mrs. CHRISTENSEN, Ms. CARSON, Mr. 
HINCHEY, Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California, 
Mr. VAN HOLLEN, Ms. NORTON, and Mr. INS-
LEE. 

H.R. 3457: Mrs. MCMORRIS RODGERS, Mr. 
WICKER, and Mr. BERRY. 

H.R. 3463: Mr. SKELTON. 
H.R. 3481: Mr. SKELTON, Mrs. MCCARTHY of 

New York, and Ms. BERKLEY. 
H.J. Res. 6: Mr. CRENSHAW. 
H.J. Res. 14: Mr. MCINTYRE. 
H. Con. Res. 32: Mr. SESSIONS, Ms. 

BORDALLO, Mr. MAHONEY of Florida, Mr. BUR-
TON of Indiana, Mr. KING of New York, Mr. 
GALLEGLY, Mr. WOLF, and Mrs. MYRICK. 

H. Con. Res. 40: Mr. GARY G. MILLER of 
California, Ms. KAPTUR, Mr. BACHUS, Mrs. 
BOYDA of Kansas, and Mr. SHULER. 

H. Con. Res. 55: Mr. LAMPSON. 
H. Con. Res. 160: Mr. RUPPERSBERGER. 
H. Con. Res. 176: Mr. SESTAK. 
H. Con. Res. 182: Mr. PRICE of Georgia, Mr. 

FERGUSON, Mr. STUPAK, Mr. WHITFIELD, Mr. 
CULBERSON, and Mr. WOLF. 

H. Con. Res. 194: Mr. BURTON of Indiana. 
H. Con. Res. 205: Mrs. BLACKBURN, Mr. GOR-

DON, and Mr. TANNER. 
H. Res. 18: Mr. HELLER, Mr. WAMP, and Mr. 

SHUSTER. 
H. Res. 79: Mr. KIND. 
H. Res. 87: Mr. ADERHOLT. 
H. Res. 111: Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of 

Florida and Mr. GOODE. 
H. Res. 194: Mr. MILLER of Noth Carolina. 
H. Res. 241: Mr. MCGOVERN. 
H. Res. 322: Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. 
H. Res. 333: Ms. KILPATRICK. 
H. Res. 435: Mr. GARRETT of New Jersey. 
H. Res. 443: Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. 
H. Res. 476: Mr. MORAN of Virginia. 
H. Res. 489: Mr. MOORE of Kansas. 
H. Res. 542: Mr. GARRETT of New Jersey, 

Mr. MCCAUL of Texas, Mr. BILIRAKIS, and Mr. 
WESTMORELAND. 

H. Res. 576: Mr. CLAY. 
H. Res. 583: Mr. WOLF and Mr. MCCOTTER. 
H. Res. 588: Ms. BORDALLO, Mr. MCGOVERN, 

Ms. CORRINE BROWN of Florida, Mr. HASTINGS 
of Florida, Ms. MATSUI, Mr. WELCH of 
Vermont, Mrs. GILLIBRAND, Mrs. LOWEY, Mr. 
CROWLEY, Mrs. MALONEY of New York, Mr. 
HINCHEY, Mr. HIGGINS, Mr. SERRANO, Mr. 
SIRES, Mr. DONNELLY, Mrs. NAPOLITANO, Ms. 
VELÁZQUEZ, Mr. BACA, Mr. RODRIGUEZ, Mr. 
BECERRA, Mr. ORTIZ, Ms. SOLIS, Mr. CUELLAR, 
Mr. PASTOR, Mr. ALTMIRE, Mr. LAMPSON, Mr. 
SPACE, Mr. WILSON of Ohio, Mr. MAHONEY of 
Florida, Ms. LINDA T. SÁNCHEZ of California, 
Mr. COURTNEY, Mr. KAGEN, Mr. BRALEY of 
Iowa, Ms. SHEA-PORTER, Mr. ACKERMAN, Ms. 
SUTTON, Mr. CARDOZA, Ms. CASTOR, Mr. MUR-
PHY of Connecticut, Mr. ISRAEL, Ms. 
DELAURO, and Mr. GONZALEZ. 

H. Res. 603: Mr. BUTTERFIELD. 
H. Res. 605: Mr. ISSA, Mr. MEEKS of New 

York, Mr. CONAWAY, Mr. DUNCAN, Mr. MARIO 
DIAZ-BALART of Florida, Mr. BUYER, Mrs. 
MUSGRAVE, and Mr. MARSHALL. 
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H. Res. 635: Mr. PASCRELL, Mr. HASTINGS of 

Florida, Ms. MCCOLLUM of Minnesota, Ms. 
JACKSON-LEE of Texas, Mr. MCDERMOTT, Mr. 
HOLT, and Mr. SERRANO. 

AMENDMENTS 

Under clause 8 of rule XVIII, pro-
posed amendments were submitted as 
follows: 

H.R. 1852 

OFFERED BY: MR. HENSARLING 

AMENDMENT NO. 1: Page 64, strike lines 6 
through 13. 
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EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS 
CONGRATULATING BRUCE 

BAUGHMAN FOR HIS SERVICE AS 
DIRECTOR OF THE ALABAMA 
EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT 
AGENCY 

HON. JO BONNER 
OF ALABAMA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, September 7, 2007 

Mr. BONNER. Madam Speaker, it is with 
great pride and personal pleasure that I rise 
today to honor Bruce Baughman for his years 
of leadership and service to the state of Ala-
bama as director of the Alabama Emergency 
Management Agency (AEMA). 

Bruce’s tenure has endured devastating nat-
ural disasters across Alabama, including Hurri-
canes Ivan and Katrina as well as a deadly 
tornado that killed 10 people at Enterprise 
High School. In each of these circumstances, 
Bruce’s experience and guidance proved cru-
cial to the entire region. In the wake of Hurri-
cane Katrina, the recovery in south Alabama 
was much better than expected, and as a re-
sult of Bruce’s steady hand, AEMA’s response 
to Hurricane Katrina in 2005 received national 
praise. 

His list of accomplishments is long enough 
to fill an entire volume of the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD. Among the highlights, Bruce was the 
Federal Emergency Management Agency’s 
(FEMA) director of operations for response ef-
forts at both the World Trade Center and the 
Pentagon in the wake of the September 11 
terrorist attacks. Bruce also served as director 
of FEMA’s Office of National Preparedness, a 
department created at the request of the presi-
dent and charged with planning and coordi-
nating the agency’s domestic terrorism pre-
paredness. 

Bruce has served as director of FEMA’s 
Planning and Readiness Division, coordinating 
the development and implementation of FEMA 
policies and procedures for use during presi-
dentially declared emergencies. Prior to joining 
FEMA, Bruce served on the Mississippi EMA 
staff. Bruce is also a veteran, having served 
his country as an artillery officer in the U.S. 
Marine Corps, seeing service in Asia, Europe, 
and the Caribbean. 

Bruce’s lifetime of service has certainly not 
gone unnoticed. He has received numerous 
awards including FEMA’s Distinguished Serv-
ice Award and four FEMA Meritorious Service 
Awards. 

Madam Speaker, the faithful service of out-
standing Americans like Bruce Baughman has 
contributed in an immeasurable way to the 
wellbeing of our state and our Nation. I would 
like to offer my congratulations to Bruce for his 
many personal and professional achievements 
and offer a heartfelt ‘‘thank you’’ for a job well 
done. 

I know his family and many friends join with 
me in honoring his accomplishments and ex-

tending thanks for his many efforts on behalf 
of the people of Alabama and our great Na-
tion. 

f 

HONORING THE 16TH INDEPEND-
ENCE DAY FOR UKRAINE 

HON. JAMES T. WALSH 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, September 7, 2007 

Mr. WALSH of New York. Madam Speaker, 
16 years ago on August 22, 1991, the Ukrain-
ian parliament adopted the Act of Independ-
ence in which the parliament declared Ukraine 
as an independent democratic state. The So-
viet rule over the region was finally over. 

Today, August 24th, is celebrated as 
Ukrainian Independence Day. 

Here in the United States, Ukrainian-Ameri-
cans join together on this date to celebrate 
their nation’s democracy. As a example to the 
rest of the world, Ukrainian democracy was 
created without bloodshed. Today the nation 
enjoys the freedoms of speech, religion and 
civil liberties and boosts one of Europe’s 
strongest economies. 

For the many generations of immigrants that 
have come from Ukraine to the United States, 
memories of communist rule and hard times 
during the Soviet reign are still prevalent in 
their minds. However, Ukrainian Independence 
Day is a day where freedom and democracy 
are celebrated. Especially in towns like 
Irondequoit, NY. 

Irondequoit boosts a strong and vibrant 
Ukrainian community. Over 15,000 Ukrainian- 
Americans call this town their home. There are 
2 Ukrainian churches and it is home to one of 
the largest annual Ukrainian festivals in the 
country. 

In this light, I would like to recognize all the 
Ukrainian-Americans in Irondequoit as they 
gather to celebrate Ukrainian Independence 
Day. 

f 

STATEMENT OF CHIEF JUSTICE 
PAMELA MINZNER 

HON. TOM UDALL 
OF NEW MEXICO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, September 7, 2007 

Mr. UDALL of New Mexico. Madam Speak-
er, when Pamela Minzner became the first fe-
male chief justice of the New Mexico Supreme 
Court, lawyers wanted to know what to call 
her. New Mexico lawyers had never used the 
phrase ‘‘Madam Chief Justice,’’ so they de-
cided to inquire if they could call her ‘‘Chief 
Justice Minzner.’’ The Chief Justice’s reply 
speaks volumes about her personality. She 
told the shocked lawyers, ‘‘just call me Pam.’’ 

Pamela Minzner grew up with dreams of 
being a secretary. She believed the job would 
give her all the independence a woman could 
expect. But after interning at the Ohio Civil 
Rights Commission in the 1960s, Minzner de-
cided to study law. In 1968 she graduated 
from Harvard Law School as 1 of 22 women 
in a class of 500. In 1994, she became just 
the second woman to serve on the New Mex-
ico Supreme Court, and in 1999 she became 
the court’s first female chief justice. 

Minzner will always be known for her integ-
rity. She stood strong on principal when poli-
tics threatened to poison the court. She gave 
freely of her advice and compassion, and pub-
lic officials across New Mexico regarded her 
as a mentor and a friend. Assistants remem-
ber leaving her chambers late at night with the 
judge still working, and her husband, Dick, re-
calls her commitment to the law and to her 
work. 

I served as New Mexico’s Attorney General 
when Justice Minzner was on the Supreme 
Court. I remember her ability to inspire trust in 
the rule of law. Justice Minzner believed in the 
law as a force for progress and fairness. 
Through the respect she showed to every law-
yer who entered her court, she showed New 
Mexico that the legal system can be fair and 
just to all sides. On behalf of New Mexico, I 
want to honor Justice Minzner for her exem-
plary work and life as a wife to Dick and moth-
er to Carl and Max. 

f 

IN RECOGNITION OF GENERAL 
VICTOR E. RENUART, JR. 

HON. DOUG LAMBORN 
OF COLORADO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, September 7, 2007 

Mr. LAMBORN. Madam Speaker, I rise in 
recognition of United States Air Force General 
Victor E. Renuart, Jr. who, on March 19, 2007, 
assumed command of North American Aero-
space Defense Command and United States 
Northern Command both of which are located 
at Peterson Air Force Base in the Fifth Con-
gressional District of Colorado. 

General Renuart began his distinguished 
career with the United States Air Force in 
1971 and completed Officer Training School in 
1972. After commanding the 76th Tactical 
Fighter Squadron during Operation Desert 
Shield and Operation Desert Storm, General 
Renuart was appointed, in 1992, Director of 
Assignments, Deputy Chief of Staff for Per-
sonnel, Headquarters, U.S. Air Forces in Eu-
rope. He then went on to become Com-
mander, Headquarters Support Group, Allied 
Air Forces Central Europe, NATO at Ramstein 
Air Force Base in Germany. He has served as 
Director of Plans for the NATO Combined Air 
Operations Center, Commander of the 52nd 
Fighter Wing, Commander of the 347th Fighter 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 07:53 Jul 27, 2010 Jkt 059102 PO 00000 Frm 00001 Fmt 0689 Sfmt 9920 E:\BR07\E07SE7.000 E07SE7er
ow

e 
on

 D
S

K
5C

LS
3C

1P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 B
O

U
N

D
 R

E
C

O
R

D



EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS, Vol. 153, Pt. 1723982 September 7, 2007 
Wing, and in 2000 took command of Joint 
Task Force-Southwest Asia and the 9th Air 
and Space Expeditionary Task Force-South-
west Asia. 

After serving as Director of Operations for 
U.S. Central Command where he supervised 
all joint and allied combat, as well as humani-
tarian and reconstruction operations for Oper-
ation Enduring Freedom and Operation Iraqi 
Freedom, General Renuart became Vice Com-
mander of Pacific Air Forces and Director of 
Strategic Plans and Policy on the Joint Staff. 
Most recently, General Renuart was the Sen-
ior Military Assistant to the Secretary of De-
fense, in which capacity he also served as the 
senior military liaison to the military services 
for the Joint Chiefs of Staff and the combatant 
commands. 

I would like to extend my sincere gratitude 
to General Renuart for his service to our Na-
tion and I congratulate him on this most recent 
achievement. NORAD and NORTHCOM are 
vital to our national security, and I am pleased 
that they will be under the command of such 
a capable and esteemed leader as General 
Renuart. 

f 

CONGRATULATING T. MICHAEL 
GOODRICH ON HIS INDUCTION 
INTO THE ALABAMA ACADEMY 
OF HONOR 

HON. JO BONNER 
OF ALABAMA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Friday, September 7, 2007 

Mr. BONNER. Madam Speaker, it is with 
great pride and pleasure that I rise to honor T. 
Michael Goodrich on the occasion of his in-
duction into the Alabama Academy of Honor. 

Michael’s years of leadership and service to 
the State of Alabama as chief executive officer 
and chairman of the board of BE&K, Inc. have 
added in an immeasurable way to the 
wellbeing of our State and Nation. 

His lifetime of service has certainly not gone 
unnoticed. He has received numerous awards 
including the NOVA Award from the Construc-
tion Innovation Forum and the Excellence in 
Construction Cornerstone Award from the As-
sociated Builders and Contractors. 

Created in 1965, the Alabama Academy of 
Honor was created to recognize living Alabam-
ians for their accomplishments and service 
that greatly benefits or reflects credit on the 
State of Alabama. Ten members may be 
elected annually by the Academy of Honor 
with no greater than 100 living members at a 
time. 

Madam Speaker, the following tribute was 
presented to T. Michael Goodrich at his cere-
mony of induction into the Academy in 2007. 
With your permission, I would like to add this 
tribute to the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

T. MICHAEL GOODRICH 
T. Michael Goodrich is the chief executive 

officer and chairman of the board of BE&K, 
Inc., providing engineering, construction, 
and maintenance services throughout the 
world. BE&K was recognized by author Rob-
ert Levering and by Fortune magazine as 
‘‘One of the 100 Best Companies to Work for 
in America. ’’ 

Thomas Michael Goodrich was born in 
Milan, Tennessee, and moved to Birmingham 

in 1948. He graduated from Indian Springs 
School, earned a civil engineering degree 
from Tulane University, and a Juris Doc-
torate from the University of Alabama 
School of Law. He served as a captain in the 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers and as Ala-
bama Chief Justice Howell Heflin’s first law 
clerk and later his administrative assistant. 

Goodrich began his career at BE&K in 1972 
as legal counsel. His responsibility grew 
along with the company, and he became vice 
president and general counsel. In 1989, he was 
named president, in 1995, CEO, and in 2003, 
chairman. BE&K companies have built such 
diverse projects as Fulton County Stadium, 
Ericsson Stadium, Discovery Cove for Sea 
World, NASCAR Hall of Fame, and numerous 
industrial and telecommunications projects. 
In addition to work in the United States, 
BE&K operates an industrial construction 
company in Poland and Russia and a 
biotech-engineering firm in Helsinki, Fin-
land. 

Goodrich has served as board member and 
officer with numerous industry and civic or-
ganizations, including Associated Builders 
and Contractors of Alabama; Birmingham 
Construction Industry Authority; Construc-
tion Industry Institute; National Building 
Museum; Birmingham Civil Rights Institute; 
Lakeshore Hospital; Leadership Council, 
University of Alabama at Birmingham; Uni-
versity of Alabama Health System; Eisen-
hower Exchange Fellow; Board of Governors 
of Indian Springs School; Leadership Ala-
bama; Leadership Birmingham; South High-
land Presbyterian Church; and state and na-
tional Boy Scouts of America. His awards 
and honors include the NOVA Award from 
the Construction Innovation Forum; the Ex-
cellence in Construction Cornerstone Award 
from the Associated Builders and Contrac-
tors; the President’s Medal from UAB; and 
the Silver Antelope and Distinguished Eagle 
Scout awards from the Boys Scouts of Amer-
ica. He was inducted into the National Acad-
emy of Construction in 2002 and the State of 
Alabama Engineering Hall of Fame in 2004. 

Mike and Gillian Goodrich have four chil-
dren and two grandchildren. 

Madam Speaker, I would like to offer my 
congratulations to Michael for his many per-
sonal and professional achievements and offer 
a heartfelt ‘‘thank you’’ for a job well done. I 
know his wife, Gillian, his family, and many 
friends join with me in praising his accomplish-
ments and extending thanks for his many ef-
forts over the years for the State of Alabama. 

f 

HONORING THE LIFE AND ACCOM-
PLISHMENTS OF OLIVER W. 
HILL, SR. 

HON. ERIC CANTOR 
OF VIRGINIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, September 7, 2007 

Mr. CANTOR. Madam Speaker, I rise today 
to honor the memory of civil rights pioneer Oli-
ver W. Hill of Richmond, Virginia, who passed 
away on August 5, 2007. 

Oliver Hill will be remembered for his many 
achievements and contributions to the causes 
of equality and justice. He worked tirelessly to 
ensure that all people are given the same 
rights and opportunities under the law. 

His landmark successes in the field of law, 
including a crucial role in the U.S. Supreme 

Court’s Brown v. Board of Education decision 
in 1954, paved the way for the elimination of 
segregation in this country. 

His steady leadership and unwavering dedi-
cation to principled change sets him apart as 
a true hero of our time. His service to the 
Commonwealth of Virginia and to this Nation 
is a legacy that will continue for future genera-
tions of Americans. 

Madam Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
join me in honoring the life of Oliver Hill. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. DENNIS MOORE 
OF KANSAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, September 7, 2007 

Mr. MOORE of Kansas. Madam Speaker, 
on March 28, 2007, I inadvertently failed to 
cast a recorded vote on rollcall vote 204, con-
cerning H. Res. 274. Had I cast my vote, I 
would have voted ‘‘aye.’’ 

On May 14, I inadvertently failed to cast a 
recorded vote on rollcall vote 344, concerning 
H. Res. 385. Had I cast my vote, I would have 
voted ‘‘aye.’’ 

On August 3, I inadvertently failed to cast a 
recorded vote on rollcall vote 822, concerning 
H. Res. 612. Had I cast my vote, I would have 
voted ‘‘aye.’’ 

f 

TRIBUTE ON THE 75TH ANNIVER-
SARY OF SAVE THE CHILDREN 

HON. CHRISTOPHER SHAYS 
OF CONNECTICUT 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, September 7, 2007 

Mr. SHAYS. Madam Speaker, this year, 
Save the Children marks its 75th year of serv-
ice to children. This is certainly an achieve-
ment worth celebrating—and Save the Chil-
dren did so last night at an Anniversary Ben-
efit in New York City. Seventy-five years ago, 
a group of concerned business people first 
gathered in New York City to respond to the 
needs of children in Appalachia, hit hard by 
the Great Depression. Save the Children USA 
began with a hot lunch program for undernour-
ished schoolchildren in rural Kentucky. This 
brought about an almost immediate rise in at-
tendance and academic achievement, and the 
program became one of the models for the 
Federal school lunch program. Throughout its 
history, Save the Children has focused on 
transforming children’s lives by providing fami-
lies and communities with the tools they need 
to break the cycle of poverty. And Save the 
Children continues to respond to crises result-
ing from conflicts or natural disasters. Save 
the Children’s mission remains the same in 
war-torn Afghanistan, tsunami-stricken Indo-
nesia and the United States’ coastal area hit 
by Hurricane Katrina. In addition to 12 states 
in the U.S., Save the Children is now in more 
than 50 countries. 

Today, when one in every six children in the 
U.S. are still living in poverty, and one-third of 
American children and adolescents are either 
obese or at risk of becoming obese, Save the 
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Children remains hard at work in rural commu-
nities providing literacy, physical activity and 
nutrition, and early childhood support to chil-
dren in need. Save the Children is working in 
some of the Nation’s poorest communities: in 
Appalachia, the Southeast, the Mississippi 
River Delta, the Gulf Coast, the Southwest 
and California’s Central Valley. In rural com-
munities like these, 2.6 million children live in 
poverty, and many lack access to the rec-
reational opportunities and affordable, fresh 
produce they need to sustain healthy lives. 

Save the Children’s international programs 
began in the 1940’s with sponsorships of chil-
dren caught in the crossfire of World War II. 
Today, Save the Children reaches the world’s 
most marginalized children—those who ur-
gently need education, health services, nutri-
tion and economic security to survive and 
thrive in more than 50 countries around the 
world. Half as many children under age 5 die 
each year as compared to 1960 and the num-
ber of children who can read and write has in-
creased by nearly 50 percent. Save the Chil-
dren has played a lead role in some unprece-
dented global successes for children over the 
years. Yet, there is still much more work to be 
done. More than 600,000 children in devel-
oping countries live in families that must sur-
vive on less than $1 a day. Moreover, 77 mil-
lion children around the world are out of 
school, and 28,000 children under the age of 
5 die each and every day. That is not accept-
able. Save the Children has launched initia-
tives to tackle these challenges. 

I am proud Save the Children has its head-
quarters in the Fourth Congressional District, 
in Westport, Connecticut, and applaud them 
for their accomplishments over the last 75 
years. I also appreciate the leadership of 
Charlie MacCormack and look forward to wit-
nessing the future lasting, positive changes 
Save the Children will make in the lives of 
children. I hope my colleagues will join me in 
recognizing and supporting this fine organiza-
tion and their noteworthy mission. 

f 

HONORING THE MEMORY OF 
DONALD CRUMPTON MOSLEY, SR. 

HON. JO BONNER 
OF ALABAMA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, September 7, 2007 

Mr. BONNER. Madam Speaker, I rise today 
to honor the life of Donald Crumpton Mosley, 
Sr., former dean of the business college of the 
University of South Alabama. A consummate 
educator who brought out the best in his stu-
dents and colleagues, Dr. Mosley devoted his 
life to education. 

Don Mosley spent 10 years at the University 
of South Alabama as its business college’s 
second dean, achieving accreditation from the 
Association of Advance Collegiate Schools of 
Business before the school was even 10 years 
old. He left the school in 1982 to pursue 
teaching and consulting opportunities and re-
turned in 1999 as the Emeritus Professor of 
Management. The University of South Ala-
bama’s National Alumni Association honored 
Dean Mosley as an outstanding professor, a 
sentiment echoed by his former students. 

Dean Mosley brought the Alabama Banking 
School to the University of South Alabama, 
establishing a week-long program that brings 
together banking officials from across the 
state. In addition to serving as dean of the 
USA business school, Don served as dean of 
Leadership Alabama and Leadership Mis-
sissippi. 

Madam Speaker, I ask my colleagues to join 
me in remembering a dedicated community 
member and friend to many throughout south 
Alabama. Don Mosley will be deeply missed 
by those who knew him. He is survived by his 
wife, Susan Young Mosley of Mobile; his son, 
Donald C. Mosley of Mobile; his brother, Joe 
Thomas Mosley of Starkville; and two grand-
daughters. He will be remembered in the 
thoughts and prayers of all those whose lives 
he touched and whose minds he lit with the 
spark of learning. 

f 

RECOGNITION OF THE 35TH AN-
NUAL ST. JOSAPHAT’S UKRAIN-
IAN FESTIVAL 

HON. JAMES T. WALSH 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, September 7, 2007 

Mr. WALSH of New York. Madam Speaker, 
for the past 35 years, local parishioners from 
St. Josaphat’s Ukrainian Catholic Church have 
been gathering to celebrate their heritage dur-
ing the annual Ukrainian Festival in 
Irondequoit, NY. 

Starting as a small event for the church con-
gregation, over the years the festival has 
grown into an annual tradition. This year, Au-
gust 16, 2007, marked the starting of the fes-
tival’s 35th year. Such a milestone is a testa-
ment to the strong Ukrainian heritage through-
out Irondequoit and Greater Rochester. 

The festival is known for its traditional 
Ukrainian food, music and dancing. The 35th 
Ukrainian Festival will feature singing groups 
from Ukraine, local dancers as well as musical 
performances on the Bandura, a traditional 
string instrument. The festival includes rides 
and activities for kids and adults along with a 
diverse display of Ukrainian crafts, clothing, 
music and other collectibles such as pysanky. 
It’s the premier Ukrainian Arts and Crafts Fes-
tival of the northeast. This year, organizers 
made more than 44,000 pyrohy and 20,000 
holubsti—all homemade from one recipe by 
the parishioners. 

The overwhelming success of the Ukrainian 
Festival has made it an institution in the Roch-
ester area. Undoubtedly, the next 35 years will 
see even more success. 

f 

STATEMENT ON REPORTER AND 
ACTIVIST BOB JOHNSON 

HON. TOM UDALL 
OF NEW MEXICO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, September 7, 2007 

Mr. UDALL of New Mexico. Madam Speak-
er, if Bob Johnson had only one career, he 
would still be worthy of our admiration. If he 

had been only a hard working and talented re-
porter, a reporter who was loved by his co-
workers and revered by the many he 
mentored, he would deserve our respect. Had 
he been only a crusader for open government, 
a tireless advocate for freedom of the press 
and the people, he would deserve our appre-
ciation. But Bob Johnson was all of these 
things: A no-nonsense former marine who 
kept people informed about their government 
and changed government to make it more re-
sponsive to the people. 

Bob Johnson wrote the Associated Press’ 
first bulletin on the assassination of President 
John F. Kennedy. His coverage of that tragedy 
shaped the response of a mourning nation 
and quelled public panic with prompt informa-
tion. As an editor, Johnson taught young re-
porters the ins and outs of the newspaper 
business. Those who worked with him remem-
ber a ball of energy who was never too busy 
to pass along a hard-learned lesson or coun-
sel a colleague in need. He covered every-
thing from the Apollo space flights to the tak-
ing of hostages at the 1972 Munich Olympics 
with the same diligence, precision and enthu-
siasm. 

In his ‘‘retirement,’’ Johnson founded and 
ran the New Mexico Foundation for Open 
Government. With a reporter’s instinct for 
bringing public scrutiny to private places, 
Johnson has helped file more than 70 suc-
cessful complaints under the Open Meetings 
Act. The organization he founded has helped 
the New Mexico Legislature craft laws to pro-
tect freedom of information and teach young 
people about their First Amendment rights. By 
educating and. empowering citizens around 
the state, the Foundation for Open Govern-
ment has helped put government transparency 
on the public agenda in New Mexico. Thanks 
to Johnson, we know more about the deci-
sions that affect our lives. 

Bob Johnson’s life will always remind us 
that a commitment to truth is powerful. For his 
more than 60 years of dedicated work in the 
public interest, I wish to honor Robert H. John-
son. 

f 

RECOGNITION OF ADMIRAL 
TIMOTHY J. KEATING 

HON. DOUG LAMBORN 
OF COLORADO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Friday, September 7, 2007 

Mr. LAMBORN. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today in recognition of ADM Timothy J. 
Keating. I would like to thank ADM Keating for 
his recent service as Commander of North 
American Aerospace Defense Command and 
United States Northern Command, from No-
vember 5, 2004 until March 19, 2007, and 
congratulate him on becoming the Com-
mander of the U.S. Pacific Command, at 
Camp H.M. Smith in Hawaii. 

ADM Keating, who graduated from the 
United States Naval Academy in 1971, com-
pleted his flight training in 1973 and has gone 
on to amass over 5,000 flight hours. From 
1982 to 1984 he was the Administrative Offi-
cer, Operations Officer and Maintenance Offi-
cer with the VA–94, during which time he de-
ployed twice to the western Pacific. In 1987 
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ADM Keating commanded VFA–87 and de-
ployed to the North Atlantic and the Mediterra-
nean aboard USS Theodore Roosevelt. Fol-
lowing this assignment, ADM Keating served 
at the Naval Military Personnel Command in 
Washington, DC as Head of the Aviation Jun-
ior Officer Assignments Branch. In 1991 he 
became Deputy Commander, Carrier Air Wing 
Seventeen where he participated in combat 
operations supporting Operation Desert Storm. 

In addition to serving as Chief of Naval Op-
erations Fellow with the Strategic Studies 
Group, and at the Joint Task Force Southwest 
Asia in Riyadh, Saudi Arabia, ADM Keating 
has also been Deputy Commander and Com-
mander of Carrier Air Wing Nine aboard USS 
Nimitz in the Arabian Gulf, Commander of the 
Naval Strike Warfare Center in Fallon, Ne-
vada, and Director of the Aviation Officer Dis-
tribution Division in the Naval Military Per-
sonnel Command. In 1998 he became Com-
mander of Carrier Group Five in Yokosuka, 
Japan and, in 2000, Deputy Chief of Naval 
Operations for Plans, Policy and Operations at 
OPNAV. Prior to Commanding NORAD and 
USNORTHCOM, ADM Keating was the Com-
mander of U.S. Naval Forces Central Com-
mand and U.S. Fifth Fleet, as well as Director 
of the Joint Staff. 

A highly decorated and distinguished leader, 
ADM Keating has served our country honor-
ably for over three decades. I commend him 
for his invaluable contributions to our Nation’s 
defense and know that U.S. Pacific Command 
will benefit from his extensive experience. 

f 

HONORING THE MEMORY OF 
SAMUEL CARLMAN BURTON 

HON. JO BONNER 
OF ALABAMA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, September 7, 2007 

Mr. BONNER. Madam Speaker, I rise today 
to honor the life of Samuel Carlman Burton. 
As the first principal of Mattie T. Blount High 
School in Prichard, Alabama, Mr. Burton 
worked tirelessly for the growth and develop-
ment of his students and of his school. 

Mr. Burton served Prichard as the principal 
of Mattie T. Blount High School from 1957 to 
1979, and before that was an employee of the 
Mobile County Public School System for eight 
years. He also served as principal of Mount 
Vernon Elementary School. 

Fond of quoting from ‘‘The Bridge Builder’’ 
by Will Allen Dromgoole, Sam Burton often 
talked about the legacy teachers and edu-
cators leave for future generations. The 
poem’s last lines read: ‘‘He, too, must cross in 
the twilight dim; Good friend, I am building the 
bridge for him.’’ 

Mr. Burton is survived by his daughter Sallie 
Johnson of Mobile; his brother Frederick Bur-
ton of Atlanta; his granddaughter Carlee John-
son of Mobile; and two great-granddaughters, 
Adrian Johnson and Emily Johnson of Mobile. 
I ask my colleagues to join me in remem-
bering Samuel Carlman Burton, a principal 
who spent his life building bridges. 

TRIBUTE TO THE 250TH BIRTHDAY 
OF THE MARQUIS DE LAFAYETTE 

HON. ERIC CANTOR 
OF VIRGINIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, September 7, 2007 

Mr. CANTOR. Madam Speaker, I rise today 
to mark the 250th birthday of the Marquis de 
Lafayette, born 6 September 1757. 

By the age of 20, Lafayette had already 
served for several years as an officer in the 
French army. Inspired by the concept of Amer-
ican independence, in 1777 Lafayette came to 
the United States to volunteer his services, 
and was appointed a Major General by the 
Continental Congress. 

He became a stalwart friend of General 
George Washington, and also of future Presi-
dent James Monroe. Lafayette fought and was 
wounded at Brandywine, and wintered at Val-
ley Forge. 

Returning to France late in 1778 to rally 
support for the American cause, he was in-
strumental in France’s decision to join the 
Revolutionary War in support of the United 
States. He returned to America in 1780 to help 
lead a new infusion of French troops. 

Working closely with General George Wash-
ington, Lafayette led the French forces which 
helped to trap Lord Cornwallis at Yorktown, 
and forced the British surrender there in Octo-
ber 1781. 

After the victory at Yorktown, Lafayette re-
turned to France, but came back to the United 
States in 1794 at the invitation of President 
George Washington, and again in 1824–1825 
at the invitation of President James Monroe. 

Declared an honorary citizen of both the 
United States and Virginia, the Marquis de La-
fayette truly played a vital role in the American 
Revolution. 

In Virginia, in celebration of Lafayette’s 
250th birthday, ceremonies will be held in 
Richmond by various historical and lineage so-
cieties on Saturday, September 8 at Mason’s 
Hall, the State Capitol and the John Marshall 
House, all venues visited by Lafayette, to 
commemorate this anniversary. 

Madam Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
join me in honoring Marquis de Lafayette on 
his birthday. 

f 

THE PRAIRIE ROSE CHAPTER OF 
THE DAUGHTERS OF THE AMER-
ICAN REVOLUTION SALUTES 
CONSTITUTION WEEK 

HON. DENNIS MOORE 
OF KANSAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, September 7, 2007 

Mr. MOORE of Kansas. Madam Speaker, 
the week of September 17–23 has been offi-
cially designated as Constitution Week. This 
marks the 220th anniversary of the signing of 
our Constitution. 

The guardian of our liberties, our Constitu-
tion established our republic as a self-gov-
erning nation dedicated to rule by law. This 
document is the cornerstone of our freedom. It 
was written to protect every American from the 

abuse of power by government. Without that 
restraint, our founders believed the republic 
would perish. 

The ideals upon which our Constitution is 
based are reinforced each day by the success 
of our political system to which it gave birth. 
The success of our way of government re-
quires an enlightened citizenry. 

Constitution Week provides an opportunity 
for all Americans to recall the achievements of 
our founders, the nature of limited govern-
ment, and the rights, privileges and respon-
sibilities of citizenship. It provides us the op-
portunity to be better informed about our 
rights, freedoms and duties as citizens. 

Madam Speaker, at this time I particularly 
want to take note of the outstanding work of 
the Prairie Rose Chapter of the Kansas Soci-
ety of the Daughters of the American Revolu-
tion, which is actively involved in the Third 
Congressional District in events this week 
commemorating Constitution Week. The Prai-
rie Rose Chapter has been involved with this 
effort in our communities for a number of 
years and I commend them for doing so. 

Our Constitution has served us well for over 
200 years, but it will continue as a strong, vi-
brant, and vital foundation for freedom only so 
long as the American people remain dedicated 
to the basic principles on which it rests. Thus, 
as the United States continues into its third 
century of constitutional democracy, let us 
renew our commitment to, in the words of our 
Constitution’s preamble: ‘‘Form a more perfect 
Union, establish Justice, insure domestic Tran-
quility, provide for the common defence, pro-
mote the general Welfare, and secure the 
Blessings of Liberty to ourselves and our Pos-
terity . . .’’ I know that the Prairie Rose Chap-
ter of the Kansas Society of the Daughters of 
the American Revolution joins with me in urg-
ing all Americans to renew their commitment 
to, and understanding of, our Constitution, par-
ticularly during our current time of crisis, when 
Americans are fighting overseas to defend our 
liberties here at home. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. CHRISTOPHER SHAYS 
OF CONNECTICUT 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, September 7, 2007 

Mr. SHAYS. Madam Speaker, on Sep-
tember 5, 2007, I missed 1 recorded vote. I 
take my voting responsibility very seriously. 
Had I been present, I would have voted ‘‘yes’’ 
on recorded vote No. 853. 

f 

CONGRATULATING HENRY L. 
AARON ON HIS INDUCTION INTO 
THE ALABAMA ACADEMY OF 
HONOR 

HON. JO BONNER 
OF ALABAMA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, September 7, 2007 

Mr. BONNER. Madam Speaker, it is with 
great pride and pleasure that I rise to honor 
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Henry L. Aaron on the occasion of his induc-
tion into the Alabama Academy of Honor. 

Henry Aaron, who is better known to his 
fans throughout the world as ‘‘Hank,’’ set more 
major league batting records than any player 
in the game’s history and held Major League 
Baseball’s record for home runs until just last 
month. The Mobile native was inducted into 
the baseball Hall of Fame in 1982, and played 
for the Milwaukee Braves, the Atlanta Braves, 
and the Milwaukee Brewers. 

Created in 1965, the Alabama Academy of 
Honor was created to recognize living Alabam-
ians for their accomplishments and service 
that greatly benefits or reflects credit on the 
state of Alabama. Ten members may be elect-
ed annually by the Academy of Honor with no 
greater than 100 living members at a time. 

Madam Speaker, the following tribute was 
presented to Hank Aaron at his ceremony of 
induction into the Academy in 2007. With your 
permission, I would like to add this tribute to 
the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

HENRY L. AARON 
Henry L. Aaron rewrote the hitting records 

book during a stellar career in major league 
baseball. Today he is senior vice president of 
Atlanta National League Baseball Club, 
Inc.—the Atlanta Braves—and is a successful 
businessman and civic leader. 

Born in 1934 in Mobile, Aaron was a star 
student athlete in football and baseball, 
playing semi-pro in the latter sport while 
still in high school. He was later signed by 
the Indianapolis Clowns and helped lead that 
team to win the 1952 Negro League World Se-
ries. That same year he was signed by the 
Boston (later Milwaukee, then Atlanta) 
Braves. He dominated both Braves farm 
teams he was on, and by 1954 was in the 
major leagues, homering in his first spring 
training game in a Milwaukee uniform. That 
was just the beginning. 

Over the next twenty-three years, he set 
more major league batting records than any 
player in the game’s history, including most 
home runs, lifetime, 755; most years with 30 
or more home runs, 15; most extra-base hits, 
1,477; most total bases, 6,856; and most runs 
batted in, lifetime, 2,297. On May 17, 1970, 
Aaron became the first player to achieve 
both 3,000 career hits and more than 500 hom-
ers. He was also an outstanding fielder, win-
ning three Gold Gloves, and he was elected 
to a record 24 All-Star teams. He was in-
ducted into the Hall of Fame at Coopers-
town, New York, on August 1, 1982. His auto-
biography, I Had a Hammer, was published in 
1990, and in 1997, a new minor league baseball 
stadium in his hometown was named in his 
honor. 

Since retiring from playing, he has been an 
eloquent ambassador for baseball and sports 
in general, and has been an outspoken leader 
on the issue of minority hiring in baseball 
executive jobs. In the business world, Aaron 
developed a number of auto dealerships and 
still owns Hank Aaron Toyota. He is a long- 
time Church’s and Popeye’s restaurant 
franchisee and also operates Krispy Kreme 
franchises in Atlanta and Columbus, Geor-
gia. 

Aaron sits on the board of Retail Ventures, 
Inc., Medallion Financial Corporation, At-
lanta Technical Institute, the Atlanta 
Braves, and Atlanta Falcons. He is a member 
of the Board of Governors for Boys and Girls 
Clubs of America and is a member of the 
Board of Councilors of the Carter Center. 
With his wife Billye, he is the founder of the 
Hank Aaron Chasing the Dream Foundation. 

Aaron has received numerous civic awards, 
including the Medal of Freedom, awarded by 
President George W. Bush, and the Presi-
dential Citizens Medal, awarded by President 
Bill Clinton. 

Throughout his life, Hank Aaron has been 
an outstanding role model for both children 
and adults alike. Madam Speaker, I ask my 
colleagues to join with me in congratulating 
him on this remarkable achievement and ex-
tending thanks for his many efforts over the 
years on behalf of the citizens of the First 
Congressional District and the state of Ala-
bama. 

f 

IN MEMORY OF THE HONORABLE 
JENNIFER DUNN, 1941–2007 

HON. PETE SESSIONS 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, September 7, 2007 

Mr. SESSIONS. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to join my fellow colleagues in mourning 
the passing of the Honorable Jennifer Dunn. 
My friend and an honorable representative for 
the people of the 8th district of Washington 
passed away on Wednesday. I was greatly 
saddened when I was told the terrible news of 
her passing. This Chamber, and the State of 
Washington has lost a friend and one of our 
most capable and dedicated former Members. 

Words cannot fully express the sorrow that 
is felt by those who have known and loved 
Jennifer. My heart goes out to Jennifer’s hus-
band, Keith Thomson, her 2 sons, Bryant and 
Reagan Dunn, her stepson, Angus Thomson, 
and her 2 grandchildren during this difficult 
time. I will be keeping her memory and her 
surviving family in my thoughts and prayers. I 
pray for her former Washington, DC, and 
Washington State congressional staffers who 
served her and the people of the 8th Congres-
sional District of Washington. 

Congresswoman Dunn was a highly-re-
spected Member of Congress, dutifully serving 
6 terms before she retired in 2005. She 
achieved an inspiring career of many firsts: 
First woman to chair the Washington State 
Republican party; first freshman woman to win 
a place in the House Republican leadership 
team; and the highest ranking Republican 
woman in leadership as the vice chair of the 
conference. More than anything, Jennifer will 
be remembered for her generosity and com-
passion for others. She is leaving us for a bet-
ter place, but leaves behind a lasting legacy of 
service to this House. Words cannot fully ex-
press my sorrow in her passing. God Bless. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. RON KLEIN 
OF FLORIDA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, September 7, 2007 

Mr. KLEIN of Florida. Madam Speaker, I 
rise today to submit a record of how I would 
have voted on Saturday, August 4, when I 
was tending to a family commitment, for which 
the timing was not flexible. 

Had I voted, I would have voted ‘‘nay’’ on 
rollcall No. 824; ‘‘yes’’ on rollcall No. 825; 

‘‘yes’’ on rollcall No. 826; ‘‘yes’’ on rollcall No. 
827; ‘‘yes’’ on rollcall No. 828; ‘‘yes’’ on rollcall 
No. 829; ‘‘yes’’ on rollcall No. 830; ‘‘nay’’ on 
rollcall No. 831; ‘‘yes’’ on rollcall No. 832; 
‘‘yes’’ on rollcall No. 833; ‘‘nay’’ on rollcall No. 
834; ‘‘yes’’ on rollcall No. 835; ‘‘nay’’ on rollcall 
No. 836; ‘‘yes’’ on rollcall No. 837; ‘‘nay’’ on 
rollcall No. 838; ‘‘no’’ on rollcall No. 839; ‘‘nay’’ 
on rollcall No. 840; ‘‘nay’’ on rollcall No. 841; 
‘‘nay’’ on rollcall No. 842; ‘‘nay’’ on rollcall No. 
843; ‘‘nay’’ on rollcall No. 844; ‘‘nay’’ on rollcall 
No. 845; and ‘‘yes’’ on rollcall No. 846. 

f 

CONGRATULATING LEAH RAWLS 
ATKINS ON HER INDUCTION INTO 
THE ALABAMA ACADEMY OF 
HONOR 

HON. JO BONNER 
OF ALABAMA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Friday, September 7, 2007 

Mr. BONNER. Madam Speaker, it is with 
great pride and pleasure that I rise to honor 
Leah Rawls Atkins on the occasion of her in-
duction into the Alabama Academy of Honor. 

A student of history, Mrs. Atkins has ce-
mented her own place in the history books of 
the great State of Alabama. A woman of 
firsts—she was the first woman inducted into 
the Alabama Sports Hall of Fame and the first 
recipient of a Ph.D. awarded by Auburn Uni-
versity. 

Created in 1965, the Alabama Academy of 
Honor was created to recognize living Alabam-
ians for their accomplishments and service 
that greatly benefits or reflects credit on the 
State of Alabama. Ten members may be 
elected annually by the Academy of Honor 
with no greater than 100 living members at a 
time. 

Madam Speaker, the following tribute was 
presented to Leah Rawls Atkins at her cere-
mony of induction into the Academy in 2007. 
With your permission, I would like to add this 
tribute to the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

LEAH RAWLS ATKINS 
Leah Rawls Atkins has spent her life 

teaching and writing about American and 
Alabama history. She was born in Bir-
mingham, growing up in a family compound 
of four houses that included the homes of her 
grandparents and great-grandparents near 
Oak Hill Cemetery. World War II was the 
formative event of her childhood and kindled 
her love of history, her country, and her 
state. 

In high school and college, she was a com-
petitive water skier. In 1953 she won both the 
U.S. Women’s Overall National Champion-
ship and the Women’s Overall World Cham-
pionship. She was the first woman senior 
judge of the American Water Ski Associa-
tion, and the first woman AWSA board mem-
ber. In 1976, she was the first woman in-
ducted into the Alabama Sports Hall of 
Fame. 

Atkins holds three degrees from Auburn 
University, receiving her doctorate in his-
tory in 1974, the first time a Ph.D. in history 
was awarded at AU. She taught history at 
Auburn, briefly at the University of Alabama 
at Birmingham, and at Samford University, 
where in 1984 she became the founding direc-
tor of the Samford London Study Centre. 
The next year she became the founding di-
rector of the Auburn University Center for 
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the Arts and Humanities (now the Caroline 
Marshall Draughon Center), which she di-
rected for a decade, bringing university 
scholars and citizens together to explore the 
ideas and experiences that inform the human 
condition, connecting the local to the uni-
versal, and providing an opportunity for 
learning and dialogue. 

Atkins is a longtime member, former 
president, and for 15 years served as sec-
retary of the Alabama Historical Associa-
tion. 

She was a founding board member of the 
Friends of the Alabama Archives, the editor 
of the Friends’ first newsletter, and is on the 
board of the Alabama Archives and History 
Foundation. She has published many articles 
and books on Alabama history, including a 
study of the admission of women to Auburn 
University and the University of Alabama, a 
history of Birmingham and Jefferson Coun-
ty, and a biography of builder John M. 
Harbert III. She is also author of a corporate 
history of Brasfield & Gorrie and, most re-
cently, of a history of Alabama Power Com-
pany which won the 2007 James Sulzby Book 
Award for the best book on Alabama history. 
She is a co-author of the Pulitzer Prize-nom-
inated Alabama: History of a Deep South 
State, which also won the Sulzby Award. 

She and her husband, George, have been 
married for 54 years and have four children 
and 13 grandchildren. 

Leah Atkins is an outstanding example of 
the quality individuals who have devoted their 
lives to education. Madam Speaker, I ask my 
colleagues to join with me in congratulating 
her on this remarkable achievement. I know 
her husband, George, her family, and many 
friends join with me in praising her accom-
plishments and extending thanks for her many 
efforts over the years on behalf of the State of 
Alabama. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. HARRY E. MITCHELL 
OF ARIZONA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, September 7, 2007 

Mr. MITCHELL. Madam Speaker, on rollcall 
vote 856, the Westmoreland amendment to 
H.R. 2786, please accept my apologies as I 
was unavoidably detained and was not able to 
cast my vote in the allotted time. It was my in-
tention to vote ‘‘yes’’ on this amendment. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO THE 50TH ANNIVER-
SARY OF THE AIR NATIONAL 
GUARD BASE AT MCGHEE TYSON 
AIRPORT 

HON. JOHN J. DUNCAN, JR. 
OF TENNESSEE 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, September 7, 2007 

Mr. DUNCAN. Madam Speaker, I rise today 
to honor a piece of history in the Second Dis-
trict of Tennessee. 

For the past 50 years, as people flew into 
my district, they weren’t just landing in Knox-
ville but also touching down at a historic Ten-
nessee Air National Guard Base. 

Military planes taking off from that runway 
have been a part of some of the noblest 

causes of modern times, from the Berlin Air 
Lift to Operation Enduring Freedom. 

It’s a history of service that exemplifies the 
spirit that gave Tennessee the nickname of 
the Volunteer State, and once again the Knox-
ville community is at the forefront of that serv-
ice. 

The base is now celebrating 50 years of op-
erations, and it is currently the proud home of 
the 134th Refueling Wing, as well as the 
228th Combat Communications Squadron, the 
119th Command and Control Squadron, the 
I.G. Brown Training and Education Center, the 
Academy of Innovative Ministries, and the 
572nd Air Force Band. 

It’s not just the longevity of the base that is 
so remarkable, but also the quality of the men 
and women who serve there. The 134th has 
been consistently ranked nationally for its su-
perb performance. 

I would like to congratulate the nearly 2,000 
full-time military and civilian personnel at the 
base and the many thousands more who pass 
through the facility each year for training. Their 
professionalism makes us proud. 

Madam Speaker, in closing, I urge my col-
leagues to join me as I salute the 50th anni-
versary of the Air National Guard Base at 
McGhee Tyson Airport in Blount County, Ten-
nessee. I know the facility and the men and 
women who operate it will play an important 
part in protecting our Nation for decades to 
come. 

f 

A TRIBUTE TO ST. ROBERT 
BELLARMINE CATHOLIC CHURCH 

HON. ADAM B. SCHIFF 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, September 7, 2007 

Mr. SCHIFF. Madam Speaker, I rise today 
to pay special recognition to St. Robert 
Bellarmine Church upon the celebration of its 
100th anniversary. 

The church was founded as Holy Trinity 
Parish in 1907 by Father Edward Wright. In 
1939, the church was remodeled and given its 
present name. The choice of 17th century 
Italian cardinal St. Robert Bellarmine as patron 
saint reflects the church’s modern-day identity 
as a spiritual, educational and charitable insti-
tution. St. Robert Bellarmine embodied an 
ideal blend of spirituality, intellect, public serv-
ice and charity. He would certainly be proud of 
Burbank’s St. Robert Bellarmine Church, 
which throughout its 100 years has dem-
onstrated a passionate commitment to these 
same ideals. 

Today, St. Robert Bellarmine Catholic 
Church serves the spiritual, educational, and 
charitable needs of its community. Its elemen-
tary school, as well as Bellarmine Jefferson 
High School, offers a Christ-centered learning 
environment with a challenging curriculum that 
educates students both academically and mor-
ally, preparing them for a lifetime of service to 
both God and their communities. 

In addition, St. Robert Bellarmine sponsors 
and facilitates service-oriented groups that 
serve the homeless, the sick, and others in 
need in the Burbank community and beyond 
by actively engaging in food drives and raising 

charitable funds. Many leaders of St. Robert 
Bellarmine have used their leadership as a 
means for serving the community. Monsignor 
Martin Cody Keating, for example, served the 
church for 37 years after his work as an Army 
chaplain in World War I. During his priesthood, 
he worked as an advocate for labor and war 
veterans’ issues. The current Priests and staff 
continue this legacy of public service today. 

I ask all Members to join me today in hon-
oring St. Robert Bellarmine Church upon the 
celebration of its 100th anniversary. The entire 
community joins me in thanking the parish-
ioners of St. Robert Bellarmine Church for 
their religious, educational, and charitable con-
tributions to California’s 29th Congressional 
District. 

f 

CONGRATULATING JAMES I. HAR-
RISON JR. ON HIS INDUCTION 
INTO THE ALABAMA ACADEMY 
OF HONOR 

HON. JO BONNER 
OF ALABAMA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, September 7, 2007 

Mr. BONNER. Madam Speaker, it is with 
great pride and pleasure that I rise to honor 
James I. Harrison Jr., on the occasion of his 
induction into the Alabama Academy of Honor. 

Jimmy Harrison is one of the most influential 
men in the drug store business not only in 
Alabama but throughout the United States. He 
was a star on both the basketball court and on 
the baseball field at the University of Alabama, 
but he is an even better businessman and 
pharmacist. His success in the board room is 
only exceeded by his generosity and chari-
table spirit. His lifetime of service to his com-
munity and support of education have added 
in an immeasurable way to the well-being of 
our state. 

Created in 1965, the Alabama Academy of 
Honor was created to recognize living Alabam-
ians for their accomplishments and service 
that greatly benefits or reflects credit on the 
state of Alabama. Ten members may be elect-
ed annually by the Academy of Honor with no 
greater than 100 living members at a time. 

Madam Speaker, the following tribute was 
presented to James I. Harrison at his cere-
mony of induction into the Academy in 2007. 
With your permission, I would like to add this 
tribute to the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

JAMES I. HARRISON JR. 
James I. Harrison, Jr., was born in Tusca-

loosa on July 11, 1932. He attended St. John’s 
Parochial School in Tuscaloosa and was one 
of the four graduates of the school’s last 
class in 1949. After a post-graduate year at 
Chattanooga’s Baylor School, he entered the 
University of Alabama where he played bas-
ketball and baseball. After two years, he 
transferred to Howard College (now Samford 
University) and graduated with honors from 
the School of Pharmacy. 

His parents had purchased Central Drug 
Store in downtown Tuscaloosa and turned it 
into a success. When Harrison graduated 
from college, his father purchased another 
struggling drug store near the University of 
Alabama. Druid Drug became successful and 
famous as the favorite coffee hangout of 
Coach Bear Bryant and his staff. Three more 
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Tuscaloosa stores were added over the next 
several years. In 1967, Harco, Inc., was found-
ed. Harco, Inc., would eventually operate 153 
Harco Drug stores, 55 Carport Auto Parts 
stores, and 7 Harco Totalcare (home 
healthcare) stores. The company was sold in 
1997 to Rite Aid. 

During Harrison’s years as CEO of Harco, 
he served as chairman of the National Asso-
ciation of Chain Drug Stores, Affiliated Drug 
Stores, and the Southern Drug Store Asso-
ciation. Harco and Harrison received many 
national business and pharmacy industry 
honors and awards. 

Harrison’s charitable spirit and support of 
education have dynamically impacted his 
community and state. He established the 
James I. Harrison School of Pharmacy, Au-
burn University; the Harrison Center for 
Academic Excellence, Judson College; the 
James I. Harrison Family Endowed Teaching 
Excellence Faculty Fellow, University of 
Alabama; and the Caritas Community Serv-
ice Award, University of Alabama. Harrison 
is a member and past chairman of the UA 
President’s Cabinet. He is a founding mem-
ber of Success by Six Educational Initiative 
in Tuscaloosa County; a founding member 
and first president of the Alexis de 
Tocqueville Society chapter supporting 
United Way of West Alabama; and a member 
of the Mayor’s Pre-K Advisory Board, Tusca-
loosa. He is a patron to Children’s Hands-on 
Museum and to the UA Rural Infant Stimu-
lation Environmental Center. 

He holds honorary doctorates from the 
University of Alabama and Judson College, 
is in several business and civic halls of fame, 
and serves on many corporate and civic 
boards. Harrison and his wife, Peggy, have 
five children and fifteen grandchildren. 

Madam Speaker, I would like to offer my 
congratulations to James I. Harrison, Jr. for 
his many personal and professional achieve-
ments and offer a heartfelt ‘‘thank you’’ for a 
job well done. I know his wife, Peggy, his fam-
ily, and many friends join with me in praising 
his accomplishments and extending thanks for 
his many efforts over the years for the State 
of Alabama. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO SPECIALIST ERIC M. 
HOLKE, CALIFORNIA NATIONAL 
GUARD 

HON. KEN CALVERT 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, September 7, 2007 

Mr. CALVERT. Madam Speaker, I rise to 
pay tribute to a hero from my congressional 
district, California National Guardsman Eric 
Holke. Today I ask that the House of Rep-
resentatives honor and remember this incred-
ible young man who died in service to his 
country. 

Eric grew up in Riverside and Crestline, 
California. He graduated from Rim of the 
World High School in 1995 and was interested 
in working with children. Before Eric was de-
ployed in December, he worked with autistic 
children and was attending college in hopes of 
becoming a teacher. Specialist Holke had a 
strong sense of duty: He had served 2 tours 
previously, 1 in Iraq and 1 in Afghanistan. Dur-
ing his tour in Iraq he was injured but dedi-
cated himself to getting better so that he could 

reenlist, which he did. Specialist Holke was 
called up in December 2006 and on July 15, 
2007 he was killed in action in Iraq. 

In reading about Eric’s life, I was impressed 
by his devotion to family, friends and children. 
He is survived by his wife Cassidhe and son 
Steven. Our community has lost a great man 
and Cassidhe and Steven have lost a wonder-
ful husband and father. 

As we look at the incredibly rich military his-
tory of our country we realize that this history 
is comprised of men, just like Eric, who brave-
ly fought for the ideals of freedom and democ-
racy. Each story is unique and humbling for 
those of us who, far from the dangers they 
have faced, live our lives in relative comfort 
and ease. The day the Holke family had to lay 
Eric to rest was probably the hardest moment 
the family has ever faced and my thoughts, 
prayers and deepest gratitude for their sac-
rifice goes out to them. There are no words 
that can relieve their pain and what words I 
offer only begin to convey my deep respect 
and highest appreciation. 

Specialist Holke’s wife, son, relatives and 
friends have given a part of themselves in the 
loss of their loved one and I hope they know 
that Specialist Holke, the goodness he brought 
to this world and the sacrifice he has made, 
will be remembered. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO TERRY FRIDAY 

HON. JAMES E. CLYBURN 
OF SOUTH CAROLINA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Friday, September 7, 2007 

Mr. CLYBURN. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to pay tribute to the life of Mr. Terry Fri-
day and to express my deepest sympathy to 
his family on his passing on September 1, 
2007. 

Terry Friday was born on December 26, 
1950, in Columbia, South Carolina to Joseph 
C. and Leola Lee Friday. A child prodigy, his 
musical genius became evident during his 
early years, and his family began to expose 
him to the world of music. 

At the age of 6, he began his formal music 
training under his first piano teacher, Mrs. 
Margaret Thornton, who nurtured his love for 
music and encouraged what would become 
Terry’s lifelong passion, sharing his musical 
gift with others. As he progressed through the 
Columbia public schools, other nurturing music 
teachers included Mrs. Haggler at Roosevelt 
Village Elementary School, Mrs. Barbara Bai-
ley, and Mrs. Edna Pough, all of whom had a 
profound influence on his early training. 

Terry excelled in almost all instruments, not 
only piano and organ. His special gift allowed 
him to play the flute, clarinet, French horn, 
drums, bells, and saxophone. His musical rep-
ertoire spanned the full range of music—clas-
sical, jazz, religious, hymns, spirituals and an-
thems, and contemporary gospel music. 

Mr. Friday graduated from Booker T. Wash-
ington High School in 1969, where he was a 
member of the Marching 100 school band 
under the direction of the late Mr. ‘‘Pop’’ June. 
He continued his education at the University of 
South Carolina where he received his Bach-
elor of Arts (1973) and Master’s (1979) de-
grees in Music. 

During his high school years, Terry began 
his Church music ministry at Friendship Afri-
can Methodist Episcopal Church, a church 
founded by his grandparents. He later served 
the Union Baptist Church of Columbia. In 
1970, at only 20 years old, he became the or-
ganist at Ridgewood Missionary Baptist 
Church, where he served until 1989. It was 
during his tenure that the Ridgewood choir 
earned a national reputation for musical excel-
lence. 

In 1989, Mr. Friday was called to Wash-
ington, DC as the minister of music at the his-
toric Metropolitan African Methodist Episcopal 
Church, the national cathedral of the AME 
church. During his tenure at Metropolitan, he 
served as musician/director at many pres-
tigious events and ceremonies, most notably 
the Inaugural Prayer Services for President 
William Jefferson Clinton in 1993 and 1997 re-
spectively. 

In September of 1998, Terry was named 
Minister of Music at the Nineteenth Street 
Baptist Church of Washington, the oldest Afri-
can American Baptist congregation in the na-
tion’s capital. Highly sought after by churches 
and choral groups, one of Terry’s crowning 
achievements was playing the organ at the 
Washington National Cathedral. 

Mr. Friday leaves behind legions of choirs, 
orchestras, and ensembles, all of whom bene-
fited from his musical genius. One of his 
greatest joys was to feel the response of great 
choirs, as he accompanied them on the organ. 
On Saturday, September 7, friends and col-
leagues from across the country will gather at 
the Union Baptist Church in Columbia, South 
Carolina for funeral services and to celebrate 
the life of this great musician. 

Madam Speaker, please join me in honoring 
the life and legacy of Mr. Terry Friday, and I 
offer my deepest condolences to his family 
and friends. 

f 

CONGRATULATIONS TO JOANN 
DIGENNARO, PRESIDENT, CEN-
TER FOR EXCELLENCE IN EDU-
CATION, FOR BEING HONORED 
BY THE GOVERNMENT OF BUL-
GARIA AND THE ST. CYRIL AND 
ST. METHODIUS INTERNATIONAL 
FOUNDATION 

HON. JOE WILSON 
OF SOUTH CAROLINA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, September 7, 2007 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Madam 
Speaker, I wish to recognize and celebrate the 
honor that was bestowed by the Government 
of Bulgaria and the St. Cyril and St. Methodius 
International Foundation to Joann DiGennaro, 
President of the Center for Excellence in Edu-
cation. 

Founded in 1983 and located in McLean, 
Virginia, the mission of the Center for Excel-
lence in Education is to nurture young schol-
ars to careers in excellence and leadership in 
science and technology and to encourage 
international collaborations in the global com-
munity. The Center has a 23-year record of 
achievement in identifying and motivating fu-
ture leaders in science and technology. All 
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programs provided by the Center are free of 
cost to participating students. 

As co-chair of the Bulgaria Caucus, I would 
like to congratulate Joann on her philanthropic 
and educational work benefiting the United 
States and Bulgaria. Joann’s leadership as 
President of the Center for Excellence in Edu-
cation has allowed her to secure donations of 
educational and medical equipment in Bul-
garia. She has been pivotal in creating a 
stronger relationship between the U.S. and 
Bulgaria. Her hard work should be com-
mended as Bulgaria continues to strengthen 
its democracy. America is a grateful partner 
with Bulgaria in NATO, and this year we cele-
brate Bulgaria’s admission to the European 
Union. 

I want to wish Mrs. DiGennaro best wishes 
and good fortune in her future projects. 

f 

HONORING THE LIFE OF STAFF 
SERGEANT JASON M. BUTKUS 

HON. AL GREEN 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, September 7, 2007 

Mr. AL GREEN of Texas. Madam Speaker, 
I wish to honor the life of Staff Sergeant Jason 
M. Butkus 34, of New Jersey, who died in 
Bagdad, Iraq, in support of Operation Iraqi 
Freedom on August 30, 2007. Staff Sergeant 
Butkus died of injuries sustained when his 
mounted patrol was struck by a rocket-pro-
pelled grenade. 

Staff Sergeant Butkus was assigned to A 
company, 1st Battalion, 28th Infantry Regi-
ment, 1st Infantry Division, Fort Riley, Kansas. 
He enlisted in the army in 1995 and com-
pleted basic training at Fort Benning, Georgia. 
Prior to enlisting in our Nation’s armed forces, 
Staff Sergeant Butkus graduated from West 
Milford High School in West Milford, New Jer-
sey, where he was a scholar-athlete and 
member of the wrestling and track teams. 

Staff Sergeant Butkus’s 12-year military ca-
reer took him to Fort Bragg, North Carolina, 
where he served with the 82nd Airborne Divi-
sion, and to Alaska and South Korea. Among 
his many assignments over the years, Butkus 
served as an instructor at the U.S. Army 
Training Center at Fort Jackson, South Caro-
lina. Additionally, Staff Sergeant Butkus was 
commended on 2 separate occasions for his 
leadership as a noncommissioned officer. 

Staff Sergeant Jason M. Butkus dedicated 
his life to protecting and ensuring our Nation’s 
freedom. He served his country, his commu-
nity, and his fellow soldiers with the deter-
mination, integrity, and courage that is exem-
plary of a true soldier. He demonstrated his 
courage on the battlefield while fighting for de-
mocracy abroad. His service is a shining ex-
ample for future soldiers. 

Staff Sergeant Jason M. Butkus is survived 
by a loving mother, father, and a 9-year-old 
son, Connor. Madam Speaker, I urge my col-
leagues to join me in honoring the life of Staff 
Sergeant Jason M. Butkus. 

HONORING THE MEMORY OF 
DANIEL BAUGH BREWSTER 

HON. C.A. DUTCH RUPPERSBERGER 
OF MARYLAND 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, September 7, 2007 

Mr. RUPPERSBERGER. Madam Speaker, I 
rise before you today to honor the memory of 
Daniel Baugh Brewster, a former U.S. Rep-
resentative and U.S. Senator from Maryland. 

Daniel Brewster was born in Baltimore 
County, Maryland on November 23, 1923. He 
attended Gilman School in Baltimore, Mary-
land and St. Paul School in Concord, New 
Hampshire. 

Mr. Brewster attended Princeton University 
before enlisting in the Marine Corps in 1942. 
At the age of 19, he commanded troops in the 
South Pacific as a lieutenant with the 4th Ma-
rine Regiment of the 6th Marine Division. Mr. 
Brewster led assault waves on Guam in 1944 
and on Sugar Loaf Mountain in Okinawa in 
1945. He was wounded seven times during 
the assaults, and was awarded a Purple 
Heart, 2 Gold Stars and 2 Bronze Stars. 

He attended school both day and night at 
the Johns Hopkins University to earn enough 
credits to enroll in the University of Maryland 
School of Law. He graduated in 1949 by 
supplementing his course work with night 
classes at George Washington University’s 
Law School. Shortly thereafter, he then formed 
a law practice with John Grason Turnbull, then 
majority leader of the Maryland Senate. He 
was elected to a countywide Maryland House 
of Delegates seat representing Baltimore 
County, Maryland in 1950, at age 26, and 
served 2 terms. 

In 1958, Mr. Brewster was elected to Con-
gress from Maryland’s 2nd District, which then 
encompassed Harford, Carroll and Baltimore 
Counties. He served two terms in the House 
of Representatives. 

Mr. Brewster was elected to the U.S. Sen-
ate in 1962 at age 39. He was the sole spon-
sor of legislation that created the Assateague 
Island National Seashore in Maryland and Vir-
ginia in 1963. In 1964, he was the stand-in 
candidate for President Lyndon B. Johnson 
when Alabama Governor George C. Wallace, 
a segregationist, ran in Maryland’s Democratic 
presidential primary, a test battle amid the de-
bate over the Civil Rights Act of 1964. 

Madam Speaker, I ask that you join with me 
today to honor the memory of Daniel Baugh 
Brewster. He was a true American patriot who 
throughout his life went above and beyond the 
call of duty in his service to Maryland and the 
United States of America. 

f 

CELEBRATING FRUIT GROWERS 
SUPPLY COMPANY CENTENNIAL 

HON. DEVIN NUNES 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, September 7, 2007 

Mr. NUNES. Madam Speaker. I rise today 
to honor and congratulate Fruit Growers Sup-
ply Company as it celebrates its 100th anni-
versary. 

Fruit Growers Supply Company was born 
out of adversity. Organized in 1907 by the 
members of the Southern California Fruit 
Growers Exchange (now known as Sunkist 
Growers) it owes its beginnings to the infa-
mous 1906 San Francisco earthquake and 
fire. Following that disaster, the demand for 
lumber for rebuilding increased dramatically— 
and lumber used (or citrus crates became very 
scarce and very expensive. The Exchange 
members formed a separate cooperative, Fruit 
Growers Supply, to assure the availability of 
the materials needed to grow, harvest, pack-
age and ship it member’s citrus. 

FGS worked with small lumber companies 
to obtain boxes at a reasonable cost. As citrus 
production increased, Fruit Growers continued 
to expand, purchasing additional timberlands 
in Northern California. While FGS no longer 
owns any sawmills, it still is one of the largest 
private landowners in California, with addi-
tional recently acquired holdings in Oregon 
and Washington. 

In 1916, to meet the growing needs of its 
members, FGS opened its first Operations 
Center in Porterville to warehouse supplies 
needed for the citrus industry. Today, FGS 
has six Operations Centers throughout the 
growing regions of California and Arizona 
available to serve its grower and packer mem-
bers. 

In the early 1950s the citrus industry began 
replacing the standard wooden box with fiber-
board cartons. In 1961, FGS built its first car-
ton plant to assure its members of a lower 
cost, higher quality container in which to ship 
their Sunkist citrus. Today, FGS’ highly effi-
cient corrugated manufacturing plant in On-
tario, California produces millions of cartons, 
not only for Sunkist citrus, but for other agri-
cultural producers as well. 

FGS’ member support continues to expand 
as needs change. When citrus growers need-
ed efficient water delivery systems, they 
turned to FGS to design the systems and pro-
vide technical support. FGS now is one of the 
irrigation leaders in agriculture. 

FGS also owns a manufacturing facility 
through a subsidiary, United Wholesale Lum-
ber Company, in Visalia, California. United is 
one of the largest suppliers of pallets to the 
West Coast shipping industry. In 2002, FGS 
acquired a group which provides wax and re-
lated equipment and services to the agricul-
tural industry. Renamed FGS Packing Serv-
ices, the groups business grew 50 percent in 
its first 3 years with FGS. 

Fruit Growers’ proud heritage and ongoing 
efforts to best serve the needs of its members, 
and the agricultural community, stand it in 
good stead for its next 100 years. 

I ask all members to join me in honoring 
Fruit Growers Supply Company upon the cele-
bration of its centennial and in commending 
Fruit Growers for its past and present commit-
ment to providing services and support to the 
agricultural community. 
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PAYING TRIBUTE TO CPL. JUAN 

ALCÁNTARA 

HON. CHARLES B. RANGEL 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Friday, September 7, 2007 

Mr. RANGEL. Madam Speaker, today I rise 
to ask my colleagues to take a moment to re-
member all of our military men and women 
who died in the line of service during this re-
cess period. Men like Cpl. Juan Alcántara, 
who died on August 6, 2007, in Baqubah, Iraq, 
in support of Operation Iraqi Freedom. 

According to Department of Defense re-
ports, Corporal Alcántara died of injuries sus-
tained when an improvised explosive device 
detonated near his dismounted patrol. This 
news was especially heart wrenching for me 
because Cpl. Alcántara was assigned to the 
2nd Infantry Division out of Fort Lewis, Wash-
ington, the same infantry division that I served 
in during the Korean War. 

This fallen hero moved to the United States 
from the Dominican Republic at the age of 5 
and graduated from Edward Reynolds West 
Side High School in my district. Like many sol-
diers who are fighting in Iraq, he enlisted in 
the Army with the hopes of one day being 
able to earn enough money to attend college 
and to secure the military’s lucrative post-serv-
ice benefits. He dreamed of obtaining 60 col-
lege credits to become a police academy 
cadet and following the footsteps of his sis-
ters, Cathy and Ferdelinda Pena, by joining 
the NYPD. 

My District, like many communities in this 
country, have seen too many of their best and 
brightest come home in body bags. Young 
Americans searching for opportunity to get a 
college education, decent health care, and/or 
own a home are increasingly having to make 
the choice to stare into the barrel of a gun or 
dodge a roadside bomb in order to have their 
fair shot at the American Dream. 

Because this young warrior’s service was 
extended as part of the president’s new 
‘‘surge’’ strategy, he asked the Army if he 
could come home to New York to see his 
daughter, who was born on June 29, 2007. 
His request was denied and his life tragically 
came to an end, never being able to feel the 
warmth of his newborn baby girl, Jayleni 
Alcántara. She will hear the heroic tales of her 
father but she will never experience his smile, 
affection, and the sanctuary of a fatherly hug. 

In the eyes of some, CpI. Alcántara’s self-
lessness and willingness to make the ultimate 
sacrifice for this Nation is made even more re-
markable when one considers that he was not 
even an American citizen. However, it should 
be no surprise that immigrant soldiers defend 
their newly established homeland with the 
same vigor as American born citizens. I’ve 
lived in this country long enough to know that 
no birth certificate can ever determine how 
deeply one loves this country. It only saddens 
me that he died never having realized so 
many dreams, including the one of taking the 
oath to our Constitution. Yet I am proud to call 
him a constituent and now that he has been 
awarded citizenship posthumously, a fellow 
American citizen. 

Gen. MacArthur once said, ‘‘The soldier 
above all others pray for peace, for it is the 

soldier who must suffer and bear the deepest 
wounds and scars of war.’’ Let us all hope that 
his death was not in vain and that it moves 
our forces one step closer to home and to 
peace in the Middle East. 

We may disagree with the wars that are 
being waged by our Commander in Chief, but 
that should never negate the courage of our 
Nation’s immigrants who have answered the 
call to duty and have made the ultimate sac-
rifice. 

f 

CELEBRATING THE LIFE OF FIRST 
LIEUTENANT GEORGE WESLEY 
HOFSESS 

HON. MICHAEL M. HONDA 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Friday, September 7, 2007 

Mr. HONDA. Madam Speaker, I rise today 
to honor the life and memory of First Lieuten-
ant George Wesley Hofsess, who recently 
passed away at his Ventura, CA home on July 
21, 2007. Lieutenant Hofsess dedicated his 
life to his family and his country. His courage 
and his commitment to excellence were exem-
plary both at home and on duty. 

Lieutenant Hofsess was born on August 5, 
1915 in Partridge, Kansas where he grew up 
on a small farm. He attended Kansas State 
University where he met the love of his life, 
Frances Ann Esmond. They were happily mar-
ried on June 8, 1940. Upon graduating from 
Kansas State University, Lieutenant Hofsess 
decided to dedicate his life to the service, en-
listing in the U.S. Army Air Force on May 28, 
1942. 

Lieutenant Hofsess was assigned to the 
709th Bomb Squadron, 447th Bomb Group, as 
a pilot of a B–17 Bomber, Plane 1091. He was 
stationed in England during World War II and 
served valiantly there, flying 28 missions over 
Nazi-occupied Europe. For a time, Lieutenant 
Hofsess was reported missing in action over 
France. 

Eventually, Mrs. Hofsess was notified by the 
Washington Provost Marshall General that 
Second Lieutenant George W. Hofsess was a 
prisoner of war in Nuremburg concentration 
camp #4274. 

On December 28, 1944, Mrs. Hofsess re-
ceived a letter from the War Department, stat-
ing that by direction of the President, the Air 
Medal and 1 Oak-leaf Cluster had been 
awarded to Second Lieutenant George W. 
Hofsess for ‘‘exceptionally meritorious 
achievement’’ and for displaying ‘‘courage, 
coolness and skill.’’ As these awards could not 
be formally presented to Lieutenant Hofsess, 
they were presented to Mrs. Hofsess. 

Lieutenant Hofsess earned his medals many 
times over. At the time his plane was shot 
down, he suffered burns to his face and hands 
while successfully evacuating his entire crew 
from the plane. During his imprisonment in the 
concentration camp, his older brother, Lieuten-
ant Colonel Russell Hofsess, with the famous 
Seventh Army, began a tireless search for 
him. 

Finally, just before Germany surrendered, 
Lieutenant Hofsess was found. He walked out 
of the prison camp and into the arms of his 
older brother. 

First Lieutenant George W. Hofsess was 
Honorably Discharged from service on No-
vember 25, 1945. He lived the following years 
as a civilian, caring for his family and his 
friends. 

On July 21, 2007, First Lieutenant George 
Wesley Hofsess peacefully passed at the age 
of 91. He is survived by his wife of 67 years, 
Frances Ann Hofsess; his daughter Anne 
Stamos and her husband Lucas of San Jose, 
CA; his daughter Julie Antal and her husband 
Tom of Minneapolis, MN; and his grandson, 
Grant Murray, of San Jose. Lieutenant 
Hofsess left a legacy of bravery and selfless-
ness through his service to his country. 
Throughout his life, he fought to protect peace 
and freedom and was a loving husband and 
father. We are forever grateful for his service 
to this nation and the world. The contributions 
of First Lieutenant George W. Hofsess will not 
be forgotten and he will be sorely missed. 

f 

LIFELONG IMPROVEMENTS IN 
FOOD AND EXERCISE ACT (LIFE) 

HON. ELEANOR HOLMES NORTON 
OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, September 7, 2007 

Ms. NORTON. Madam Speaker, today I in-
troduce the Lifelong Improvements in Food 
and Exercise Act (LIFE), a national initiative to 
attack growing problems of overweight and 
obesity now found in Americans of every age, 
race, and major demographic group. The LIFE 
bill would provide $15 million in funding to the 
Centers for Disease Control (CDC) for a major 
effort to reverse increasingly sedentary life-
styles and diets that are high in fat and sugar. 

I introduce the bill today because of the 
startling and steadily increasing rates of obe-
sity among adults and children in the United 
States. Currently, 64.5 percent of adults, aged 
20 years and older, are overweight and 32.2 
percent of adults (over 66 million) are obese. 
According to the National Women’s Health In-
formation Center, 50 percent of women aged 
20 to 74 are overweight or obese. Young peo-
ple are no better off—the percentage of chil-
dren who are overweight has more than dou-
bled, and among adolescents the rates have 
tripled since 1980 increasing from 5 percent to 
17.1 percent. The Centers for Disease Control 
(CDC) reports that Type 2 diabetes, consid-
ered an adult disease, is now widespread in 
children. The health care system is already 
paying the price, and the consequences to 
kids will follow them throughout their lives. 
These kids, ages 10 to 15, have a 80 percent 
chance of being overweight adults, with the 
health conditions that follow, such as high 
blood pressure, heart disease and cancer. 

The LIFE bill directs the CDC to pursue 
obesity and sedentary lifestyles in three ways: 
train health professionals to recognize the 
signs of obesity early and educate people con-
cerning healthful alternatives, such as proper 
nutrition and regular exercise; conduct public 
education campaigns to teach the public about 
how to recognize and address overweight and 
obesity; and develop intervention strategies to 
be used in everyday life in worksites and com-
munity settings. This important legislation is 
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the minimum necessary to address this major 
health care crisis. Already, chronic diseases, 
many of which are caused or exacerbated by 
overweight or obesity, account for 70 percent 
of all deaths in the U.S., which is 1.7 million 
each year and 60 percent of U.S. medical 
care expenses yearly. According to the Sur-
geon General’s Call to Action to Prevent and 
Decrease Overweight and Obesity, the cost of 
obesity in the United States in 2000 was more 
than $117 billion. 

A focused national health initiative is nec-
essary because unhealthy lifestyles have be-
come a normal part of everyday life. Participa-
tion in high school physical education classes 
has dropped from 42 percent in 1991 to 33 
percent in 2005, accounting at least for part of 
the reason that one-third of young people in 
grades 9–12 do not regularly engage in phys-
ical activities. National data show an increase 
in unhealthy eating habits for adults and no 
change in physical activity. Changes in nutri-
tion are equally critical because 60 percent of 
young people consume too much fat, a factor 
in the doubling in the percentage of over-
weight youth. 

I urge my colleagues to join with me in sup-
port of this important legislation to mobilize the 
country now before entirely preventable health 
conditions that begin in children overwhelm 
the nation’s health care system. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO MASTER WAN KO YEE 

HON. TOM LANTOS 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, September 7, 2007 

Mr. LANTOS. Madam Speaker, one of the 
fundamental principles on which this Nation 
was founded is freedom of religion and re-
spect for the religious beliefs of others. Reli-
gious tolerance and the freedom of religion for 
individuals to believe what they choose is one 
of the underlying concepts essential to our 
democratic system of government. Madam 
Speaker, it is in that spirit that I want to pay 
tribute to Master Wan Ko Yee, who has been 
recognized by world-renowned Buddhist mas-
ters as Dorje Chang Buddha III, the true incar-
nation of the primordial Buddha of the Bud-
dhist faith in accordance with the rules of rec-
ognizing the incarnation in Buddhism. 

Master Yee was born in Sichuan, China, 
and like many individuals over the last four 
centuries, has come to this land where there 
is greater opportunity and freedom to teach 
and practice his religion. As Master Yee said, 
‘‘The American people are kind and noble. 
People can freely believe in religion in the 
United States, a country that is spiritually 
wealthy, powerful, and blessed.’’ 

I am pleased that he has found a new home 
in my own home state of California, where 
many Americans of diverse backgrounds have 
embraced principles of Buddhism, which in-
clude showing compassion toward others, 
benefiting others, being selfless, and striving 
for enlightenment and liberation. 

Master Yee, who is recognized as His Holi-
ness Wan Ko Yeshe Norbu, the Buddha 
Vajradhara Great Dharma King by the leaders 
of different sects of Buddhism in the world, 

has established a temple in San Francisco. 
Other similar places of worship for the benefit 
of believers have been established in other cit-
ies in California, New York, Washington, DC 
and abroad. 

Master Yee not only is a widely recognized 
and admired Buddhist thinker and teacher, 
Madam Speaker, but he also is an artist 
whose work has been widely acknowledged 
and exhibited. His work includes a number of 
very different styles and media, including tradi-
tional Chinese calligraphy, traditional Chinese 
painting, abstract painting, and a new style of 
art that is called Yun sculpture in which Mas-
ter Yee has created beautiful colors and 
shapes. 

In recognition of his artistic work, he has 
been named a ‘‘Fellow’’ by the Royal Acad-
emy of Art in the United Kingdom. His works 
of art have been displayed in a number of ex-
hibits, including two recently here in Wash-
ington, DC at the Organization of American 
States and in the Gold Room of the Rayburn 
House Office Building, which was sponsored 
by our friend and colleague, DAVID DREIER of 
California. An exhibit of his Yun sculpture in 
San Francisco last year was widely attended, 
and his work has been exhibited in a number 
of other locations. 

Madam Speaker, I invite my colleagues to 
join me in paying tribute to Master Wan Ko 
Yee, Dorje Chang Buddha III, a Buddhist lead-
er of particular renown who has chosen to 
make his home here in the United States, and 
who is an outstanding artist, scholar, and reli-
gious thinker. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. CAROLYN McCARTHY 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, September 7, 2007 

Mrs. MCCARTHY of New York. Madam 
Speaker, on September 6, I was attending a 
funeral in my district and missed several 
votes. If present I would have voted on the fol-
lowing Rollcall votes, Rollcall No. 854, approv-
ing the Journal, ‘‘aye’’. Rollcall No. 855, H. 
Res. 633, ‘‘Aye’’. Rollcall No. 856, anti-Native 
Hawaiian amendment to H.R. 2786, ‘‘Nay’’. 
Rollcall No. 857, King of Iowa amendment to 
H.R. 2786, ‘‘Nay’’. Rollcall No. 858, Price of 
Georgia amendment to H.R. 2786, ‘‘Nay’’. 
Rollcall No. 859, final passage of H.R. 2786, 
‘‘Aye’’. 

f 

HONORING THE 70TH ANNIVER-
SARY OF AUSTIN HIGH SCHOOL 
IN HOUSTON, TEXAS 

HON. GENE GREEN 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, September 7, 2007 

Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas. Madam 
Speaker, I rise today to honor and celebrate 
Stephen F. Austin High School of Houston. 
This school, located in our district, opened in 
September of 1937, and for 70 years, it has 
held education and its students in the highest 
regard. 

Austin High School focuses on the develop-
ment of their students and the community sur-
rounding them to attain full potential and aca-
demic achievement. The student body has 
grown to almost 2 thousand students, 99 per-
cent of which are minority students. Through 
the use of their magnet program, Advanced 
Placement courses, Dual Credit Courses for 
college credit and many more avenues, ap-
proximately $1,000,000 in scholarship funding 
for the graduating seniors of 2007 has been 
secured. This is quite the accomplishment and 
deserves much recognition. The school’s mag-
net program also deserves notice as it focuses 
on the teaching profession and prepares stu-
dents for academic success in college and 
their future careers. 

Another notable contribution to the commu-
nity will be the unveiling of the Fallen Heroes 
Memorial honoring Austin High graduates who 
lost their lives in faithful service during WWII, 
the Korean War, and in Vietnam. 

It is with great pleasure that I bring due at-
tention to Austin High School, commend them 
on their accomplishments and challenge them 
to grow even further and continue their out-
standing example in our community. 

f 

HONORING BUENA VISTA 
CARNEROS WINERY 

HON. MIKE THOMPSON 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, September 7, 2007 

Mr. THOMPSON of California. Madam 
Speaker, I rise today to honor Buena Vista 
Carneros on the 150th anniversary of the 
founding of this historic estate. Buena Vista 
Carneros was the first premium winery estab-
lished in California, and 150 years later it re-
mains one of the leading wineries in, the 
world’s foremost wine producing region. 

The estate was founded in 1857 by Hun-
garian Count Agoston Haraszthy after he was 
introduced to the Sonoma wines by General 
Mariano Guadalupe Vallejo. General Vallejo 
learned of his interest in winemaking when the 
Count first arrived in the Sonoma Valley, and 
after a tasting session the Count decided to 
remain in the region and plant his own vine-
yards. With the success of the winery, Count 
Haraszthy was commissioned by the California 
State Legislature to travel through Europe in 
order to gather the finest European cuttings to 
bring back to California. In total, the Count 
gathered more than 100,000 cuttings of 350 
varietals for the nascent California wine indus-
try. In 1969, in recognition both of his famous 
winery and his contribution to California viticul-
ture, Congress recognized Count Haraszthy 
as ‘The Father of Californian Winemaking’. 
Today, Buena Vista Winery and Vineyards is 
recognized as a California Registered Historic 
Landmark. 

Buena Vista winery’s storied history truly 
takes off with the acquisition of 700 acres in 
the Cameros appellation in 1969. This initial 
holding was quickly expanded to a total of 
1,000 acres, and coincided with the rise to 
prominence of the Carneros region, built large-
ly on a reputation for producing excellent cool- 
weather wines. Since that time, as Sonoma 
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Valley has gained prominence as one of the 
world’s premier wine regions, Carneros’ fame 
has continued to rise. In 2005, Buena Vista 
winery was renamed Buena Vista Carneros to 
coincide with a replanting of its estate vine-
yards into small blocks arranged to best cap-
ture Carneros’ subtle variations. 

Madam Speaker, it is appropriate at this 
time that we acknowledge Buena Vista 
Carneros on the 150th anniversary of its 
founding. As California’s first winery, Buena 
Vista Carneros is truly a testament to the en-
during quality and character of California wine, 
and today it remains among the Sonoma Val-
ley’s finest wineries. 

f 

PAYING TRIBUTE TO ARTHUR 
MONETTI 

HON. JON C. PORTER 
OF NEVADA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, September 7, 2007 

Mr. PORTER. Madam Speaker, I rise today 
to honor Arthur Monetti, a veteran of World 
War II, for his exemplary service in defense of 
freedom and award him with the Jubilee of 
Liberty Medal. On June 6, 1944 the United 
States and its allies embarked on the largest 
air, land, and sea invasion ever undertaken. 
This massive effort included 5,000 ships, 
10,000 airplanes, and over 150,000 American, 
British, Canadian, Free French, and Polish 
Troops. During the 50th anniversary of this 
historic event, the French Government award-
ed the Jubilee of Liberty Medal to American 
servicemen for their participation in the Battle 
of Normandy. 

Arthur served in the United States Army, 
Battery B 491st Anti-Aircraft Artillery Battalion. 
Arthur fought ground combat during the Battle 
of Normandy in Northern France, Rhineland. 
For his heroism and valor, Harry was awarded 
the American Service Medal, European Afri-
can Middle Eastern Service Medal, Good Con-
duct Medal and the World War II Victory 
Medal. 

Madam Speaker, I am proud to honor Arthur 
Monetti for his heroic service in the United 
States Army. His dedication to this country in 
the theater of war is truly exemplary. I com-
mend the sacrifices he has made to protect 
our freedoms and I am pleased to have the 
opportunity to recognize his service. I applaud 
Arthur Monetti for his successes and I wish 
him the best in his future endeavors. 

f 

HONORING THE 100TH ANNIVER-
SARY OF THE CITY OF WASCO 

HON. JIM COSTA 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, September 7, 2007 

Mr. COSTA. Madam Speaker, I rise today to 
congratulate the City of Wasco on the celebra-
tion of their 100th anniversary. 

The birth of the town of Wasco dates back 
to 1897, when the Santa Fe Railroad laid 
tracks through the area. Soon after, over 300 
families relocated there through the efforts of 

Marshall V. Hartranft, who secured land for re-
sale to the settlers from the Kern County Land 
Company. This effort was known as the 
‘‘Fourth Home Extension Colony.’’ Originally 
named ‘‘Dewey,’’ then ‘‘Deweyville,’’ Wasco 
was renamed by William Bonham, a settler 
from Wasco County in Oregon, and the town 
name was recorded by the Post Office in 
1900. 

In 1904 Delta-Shamrock School was born 
serving as a multi-purpose institution including 
a school, a civic center and a welcoming place 
for settlers who arrived in 1907. A few years 
later, a business district was born which in-
cluded a depot, a general store, a post office, 
two saloons, a blacksmith shop and a hotel. 
Eventually, the school was renamed ‘‘The 
Wasco School’’ and, in 1919, it became the 
Wasco Unified School District. 

In 1929, the Wasco Union High School Au-
ditorium was completed. This architectural 
gem was added to the National Register of 
Historic Places in 1997. The building, with its 
renaissance style architecture and aesthetic 
charm, still functions as a venue for edu-
cational, civic, and cultural purposes. 

The City of Wasco has since flourished into 
a growing and vibrant community located in 
the heart of the most diversified agricultural re-
gion in the world. Wasco is nestled among 
blooming rose fields, almond and pistachio or-
chards, sugar beets, grapes, and white cotton 
fields among many other fruits and vegeta-
bles. 

Wasco is also universally known as the 
Rose Capital of the Nation. Over 60 percent of 
all roses grown in the United States are grown 
in the Wasco area. Seven major rose compa-
nies grow more than 50 million plants in the 
North Kern County area. Rose companies 
were looking for a good climate, the right kind 
of soil, good land to lease, a desirable growing 
season, as well as an available labor force 
and water. Wasco has been home to many of 
these rose companies for over 50 years. 

The history of this city further demonstrates 
that it is only by embracing the importance of 
community, cooperation and shared vision that 
such success can be achieved. I am honored 
to stand and shine a spotlight on the City of 
Wasco, as they celebrate a century of pride 
and progress. 

f 

STATEMENT HONORING THE LIFE 
OF FORMER TEXAS SOUTHERN 
UNIVERSITY PRESIDENT EVER-
ETT O. BELL 

HON. AL GREEN 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, September 7, 2007 

Mr. AL GREEN of Texas. Madam Speaker, 
I rise to pay tribute to a wonderful man and 
the former president of Texas Southern Uni-
versity, Everett O. Bell. Mr. Bell passed away 
last Thursday after a lengthy illness and he 
will be deeply missed. 

Everett Bell was born on September 23, 
1918 in Kosciusko, Mississippi to Ebb Owens 
Bell and Allie Glee, as 1 of 10 children. He 
quickly showed his dedication to serving his 
community and his country, attaining the rank 

of Captain during his service in the United 
States Army during World War II. After leaving 
the service, Mr. Bell returned to the University 
of Kansas to attain his Bachelor of Arts de-
gree. 

Mr. Bell first came to Texas Southern in 
1948 as a registrar and assistant professor at 
my alma mater, Texas Southern’s School of 
Law, later to become the Thurgood Marshall 
School of Law. This marked the beginning of 
46 years of distinguished service to the univer-
sity in various capacities. He served as direc-
tor of personnel, acting dean of the School of 
Law, assistant to the president under seven 
different administrations, vice president for ad-
ministrative affairs, and executive director for 
regent relations, among other positions. From 
1979 to 1980, Mr. Bell served as Texas 
Southern’s fifth president following the depar-
ture of President Granville Sawyer. He contin-
ued working at the school through 1994, when 
he retired after his extremely distinguished ca-
reer. 

Mr. Bell served Texas Southern University 
and the rest of his community admirably 
throughout the course of his life. In 1983, 
Texas Southern recognized his tireless service 
by naming the Student Services Building in his 
honor as Everett O. Bell Hall. He also served 
admirably in the Episcopal Church, where he 
served on the Diocese of Texas’ Executive 
Board and Race Relations Board. Mr. Bell 
also demonstrated his commitment to his com-
munity by serving on the Board of St. Luke’s 
Episcopal Hospital. 

I would like to express my condolences to 
Everett Bell’s family, friends and all those who 
will miss him dearly. I would also like to ex-
press my admiration for his lifelong dedicated 
service to his community and his country. 

f 

RECOGNIZING THE 30TH ANNIVER-
SARY OF THE SOUTHWEST DI-
GEST 

HON. RANDY NEUGEBAUER 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, September 7, 2007 

Mr. NEUGEBAUER. Madam Speaker, I con-
gratulate the Southwest Digest for 30 years of 
service in the Lubbock community. Over the 
past 30 years, the Southwest Digest has pro-
vided the African American community of Lub-
bock with news and current events. The news-
paper has strongly advocated for economic 
and community development and against 
drugs and violence. Its editors have also fo-
cused on the special needs of senior citizens, 
young people, and the poor in the community. 

Eddie Richardson and T.J. Patterson co- 
founded the Southwest Digest in 1977. In ad-
dition to their work with the newspaper, both 
men have been active in serving the Lubbock 
community and state of Texas, and both also 
served their country in the U.S. armed forces. 

After working with Texas State Representa-
tive Al Edwards for many years, Eddie Rich-
ardson was appointed by the governor as a 
commissioner on Texas’ Juneteenth Cultural 
and Historical Commission. T.J. Patterson’s 
career in education included teaching in Lub-
bock and serving as Assistant Dean at the 
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Texas Tech College of Business. He was also 
a leader in local government, becoming the 
first African American elected to the Lubbock 
City Council in 1984. He was named Mayor 
Pro-Tem in 1990 and stepped down from the 
Lubbock City Council in 2004. 

Under the leadership of Eddie Richardson 
and T.J. Patterson, the Southwest Digest has 
made many notable contributions to the Lub-
bock area. Some of these include participating 
in 85 marches against gangs, drugs and vio-
lence over the years. In 2002, the editors es-
tablished the Southwest Digest Foundation to 
help support disadvantaged young people. 
Through the years, the Southwest Digest has 
continued to spread the message that drugs 
and crime should not be tolerated in the Lub-
bock community. 

This newspaper has had a positive impact 
on Lubbock for the past 30 years. I congratu-
late the editors on their work and wish the 
Southwest Digest continued success for many 
years to come. 

f 

HONORING THE 30TH ANNIVER-
SARY OF BURKE CENTRE CON-
SERVANCY 

HON. TOM DAVIS 
OF VIRGINIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, September 7, 2007 

Mr. TOM DAVIS of Virginia. Madam Speak-
er, I rise today to commemorate the 30th anni-
versary of the Burke Centre Conservancy, lo-
cated in Fairfax County, Virginia. 

The Burke Centre Conservancy is a home 
owners association representing 5,862 homes 
on 1,700 acres of land. A planned residential 
community, Burke Centre is comprised of sin-
gle family homes, townhouses, condominiums, 
co-ops, duplexes and quad units. The variety 
of housing located in Burke Centre provides 
the Conservancy with unique and pressing 
challenges in ensuring a healthy quality of life 
for all of its residents. 

Burke Centre is governed by an annually- 
elected board of trustees with seven volunteer 
members. The board acts to maintain commu-
nity assets; address resident concerns; man-
age the financial assets of the corporation; 
execute the yearly budget; enforce Conser-
vancy rules; administer community programs; 
encourage volunteer efforts; and to provide 
services to enhance a positive lifestyle within 
the Burke Centre community. 

Significant accomplishments of the Burke 
Centre Conservancy include a community risk 
management plan and stream bank instability 
study by the Board of Trustees; a $250,000 
wetlands remediation project; and the estab-
lishment of a community parking district. 

Burke Centre was also honored with the 
2007 Best of Braddock Award for Neighbor-
hood Enhancement and Beautification. 

Madam Speaker, in closing, I commend and 
congratulate the Burke Centre Conservancy 
on 30 years of excellence. I call upon my col-
leagues to join me in applauding the Conser-
vancy on its continued growth and success for 
many years to come. 

PAYING TRIBUTE TO PATRICIA 
GRAY 

HON. JON C. PORTER 
OF NEVADA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, September 7, 2007 

Mr. PORTER. Madam Speaker, I rise today 
to honor Patricia Gray for her unwavering 
dedication and service as Clerk of the U.S. 
Bankruptcy Court in Nevada. 

Patricia has recently retired from the U.S. 
Bankruptcy Court after dutifully serving it for 
over 36 years. Patricia came to Las Vegas in 
1968, moving with her family from her birth-
place of Carlsbad, New Mexico. She grad-
uated from Las Vegas High School in 1969. 

In September of 1970, Patricia was ap-
pointed as a deputy clerk for the U.S. Bank-
ruptcy Court. Her immense talents and indomi-
table work ethic were recognized and she rose 
quickly through the ranks, becoming the Chief 
Deputy Clerk in 1974. In 1979, Patricia was 
appointed as the Clerk of the U.S. Bankruptcy 
Court under the Bankruptcy Code for the Dis-
trict of Nevada. 

During her 36 years with the court system, 
Patricia has actively served the judicial 
branch, serving on many committees in both 
the 9th Circuit and Administrative Office of 
U.S. Courts. She has served on the Local 
Rules Subcommittee for Bankruptcy Rules and 
as Chair of the 9th Circuit Bankruptcy Liaison 
Committee. Patricia is also a notable member 
of the Las Vegas community for her service as 
a member of the Board of Directors for the 
Clark County Chapter of the American Red 
Cross. 

Patricia’s enduring legacy is recognized by 
her peers in the U.S. Bankruptcy Court, where 
they describe her as being a great leader who 
has shown dedication and compassion for 
both the members of the court and for the 
public. Madam Speaker, I am proud to honor 
Patricia Gray. I wish her the greatest happi-
ness in her retirement and I offer my sincere 
thanks for her many years of service. 

f 

IN HONOR OF SOUTH BAY STAND 
DOWN FOR HOMELESS VETERANS 

HON. SAM FARR 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, September 7, 2007 

Mr. FARR. Madam Speaker, I rise today to 
express my appreciation and support for 
South Bay Stand Down For Homeless Vet-
erans. From September 8th through Sep-
tember 10, 2007, the United States Depart-
ment of Veterans Affairs is reaching out to 
homeless military veterans living in the South 
San Francisco Bay region. 

Held in Santa Cruz County, South Bay 
Stand Down aims to reduce the many barriers 
faced by homeless veterans and to assist 
them with a wide variety of services. For three 
days, veterans will be able to access clothing, 
food, water, and shelter, and can interface 
with a wide variety of government and public 
service organizations. Veterans will have the 
ability to learn about benefits that they may be 

entitled to, and even access free legal assist-
ance and health services. 

I am truly inspired to see that the South Bay 
Stand Down for Homeless Veterans is a com-
munity effort. A diverse array of organizations 
have come together to ensure that the prob-
lem of homelessness among military veterans 
is properly addressed. Notable participants in-
clude the Veterans Transition Center, the 
County of Santa Cruz Veterans Services Of-
fice, Capitola Vet Center, Shelter Network, Not 
This Time Vets, Easter Seals, and the Red 
Cross. 

Homeless veterans face incredible hurdles 
in areas of life that many people simply take 
for granted. Access to shelter, food, and em-
ployment are immeasurably more difficult to 
attain. With as many as 50,000 homeless vet-
erans living in the state of California alone, it 
is imperative that the government and local 
communities reach out to assist those who 
have served our nation. The South Bay Stand 
Down accomplishes just that. I commend the 
participating veterans and organizations for 
their willingness to better the lives of our com-
munity members. 

Madam Speaker, I wish to express my grati-
tude to the organizers of South Bay Stand 
Down and to all of the participating organiza-
tions. To the veterans who attend, I offer my 
most sincere appreciation for your service in 
the armed forces of our nation. I can think of 
no other group more deserving of community 
support and recognition than the men and 
women who served in the United States mili-
tary. 

f 

HONORING THE 1966 TEXAS WEST-
ERN NCAA CHAMPIONSHIP BAS-
KETBALL TEAM ON THEIR IN-
DUCTION INTO THE NAISMITH 
MEMORIAL BASKETBALL HALL 
OF FAME 

HON. SILVESTRE REYES 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, September 7, 2007 

Mr. REYES. Madam Speaker, I rise in honor 
of the Texas Western Miners, the 1966 NCAA 
championship basketball team that is being in-
ducted into the Naismith Memorial Basketball 
Hall of Fame today. Texas Western College is 
now known as the University of Texas at El 
Paso (UTEP), and is in the district that I am 
honored to represent. The victory of the 1966 
Texas Western team made a groundbreaking 
impact on diversity in sports and civil rights in 
America, and this team is only one of six to be 
enshrined forever as a legend of the basket-
ball world. 

Texas Western was coached by Don 
Haskins, ‘‘the Bear,’’ who has become an El 
Paso icon and legend and who was himself in-
ducted into the Naismith Memorial Basketball 
Hall of Fame in 1997 as a coach. 

The Texas Western team, a tight-knit group 
of blacks, whites, and one Hispanic, finished 
the 1965–66 regular season with a 23–1 
record. The Miners then played their way to 
the NCAA championship game. On the night 
of March 19, 1966, in College Park, MD, his-
tory was made when Haskins started, for the 
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first time ever, an all-black lineup in the final 
NCAA championship game against Adolph 
Rupp’s No. 1-ranked Kentucky Wildcats, an 
all-white team. The Texas Western team won 
the national title with a 72–65 victory. More 
important than the basketball victory was the 
profound statement that was made that night 
regarding an issue that was causing great na-
tional controversy and strife—civil rights. 

The win soon became a symbol for the 
breakthrough of black athletes into college 
sports and is an event defined by many as the 
‘‘Brown v. Board of Education of athletics’’. 
After the ‘66 championship, college teams 
throughout the South began aggressively re-
cruiting black athletes, ending years of shame-
ful segregation. You may recall that the 2006 
film ‘‘Glory Road’’ is based on the story of the 
1966 Texas Western team. Years later, when 
recounting his coaching successes and his-
toric contribution to civil rights, Haskins said, ‘‘I 
just played my best guys, like any coach 
would do.’’ 

This team will be remembered forever. This 
is a great day for El Paso and for basketball 
enthusiasts all over the world; a great day to 
remember the civil rights struggle and some of 
the strides that have been made; and a great 
day to recognize and honor the contributions 
of the 1966 Texas Western NCAA champion-
ship basketball team as they are inducted into 
the Naismith Memorial Basketball Hall of 
Fame. 

I am proud of this team—Bobby Joe Hill 
(Detroit, Michigan), Orsten Artis (Gary, Indi-
ana), Togo Railey (El Paso, Texas), Willie 
Worsley (New York, New York), David Palacio 
(El Paso, Texas), Dick Myers (Peabody, Kan-
sas), Harry Flournoy (Gary, Indiana), Louis 
Baudoin (Albuquerque, New Mexico), Nevil 
Shed (New York, New York), Jerry Armstrong 
(Eagleville, Missouri), Willie Cager (New York, 
New York), David ‘Big Daddy’ Lattin (Houston, 
Texas) and their legendary coach, Don ‘‘the 
Bear’’ Haskins, and congratulate them on this 
slam dunk! 

f 

CELEBRATING THE GIFT OF LIFE 

HON. GINNY BROWN-WAITE 
OF FLORIDA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, September 7, 2007 

Ms. GINNY BROWN-WAITE of Florida. 
Madam Speaker, I rise today in recognition of 
a new record for the State of Florida; our first 
set of sextuplets, born this weekend to new 
parents Karoline and Ben Byler of Wesley 
Chapel in my district. 

As someone who raised 3 wonderful girls, I 
know the joys of motherhood, albeit 1 at a 
time. The Bylers, who already have a 4-year- 
old at home, now get 6 times the challenge of 
raising young children, welcoming 5 little boys 
and 1 girl into their home. 

The boys were named Brady Christopher, 
Eli Benjamin, Ryan Patrick, Jackson Robert 
and Charlie Craig. The girl is MacKenzie Mar-
garet. 

Madam Speaker, the residents of my district 
are like so many others around the Nation; 
good, caring and generous American citizens. 
Since the babies were born this weekend, the 

parents have been showered with gifts and 
support, including clothing, diapers, baby 
wipes, baby formula, and gift cards. 

While every child is a precious gift, to be 
blessed with 6 babies at one time is truly an 
accomplishment. In fact, this is the first time in 
Florida history, and only the fourteenth time in 
the United States that sextuplets have been 
born. My thoughts, prayers and best wishes 
go out to Karoline and Ben Byler as they 
begin an amazing journey as parents to 6 new 
children while ensuring that the older sister 
feels just as loved. 

f 

H.R. 3162, THE CHILDREN’S 
HEALTH AND MEDICARE PRO-
TECTION ACT 

HON. BETTY McCOLLUM 
OF MINNESOTA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, September 7, 2007 

Ms. MCCOLLUM of Minnesota. Madam 
Speaker, I rise today in strong support of the 
Children’s Health and Medicare Protection, 
CHAMP, Act to help ensure that the 68,000 
children in Minnesota without health insur-
ance, and the more than 9 million children 
around the country that are uninsured and 
underinsured, have access to the critical 
health care services they need. 

The State Children’s Health Insurance Pro-
gram, SCHIP, in our state, MinnesotaCare, 
plays an important role in providing health 
care coverage for millions of lower-income 
children around the country. It is available for 
children whose families do not have health in-
surance, but who do not qualify for Medicaid. 
Unfortunately, without action from Congress, 
the law authorizing funding for this important 
program will expire at the end of September. 

The CHAMP Act reauthorizes SCHIP and 
improves the program by providing health care 
for an additional 5 million uninsured children in 
our nation who are eligible, but not currently 
enrolled in SCHIP. This bill also grants states 
the option to expand SCHIP coverage of preg-
nant women, as well as allowing states to 
offer health care coverage for older children 
up to age 21. 

In order to be healthy, children need access 
to comprehensive health care. For this reason, 
I joined several of my colleagues to send a 
letter to Chairman DINGELL urging him to in-
clude a dental benefit in SCHIP. I strongly 
support that under this legislation, children en-
rolled in SCHIP will receive a guaranteed den-
tal benefit. 

Further, because at least 1 in 5 American 
children and adolescents have a mental health 
disorder, it is critical that H.R. 3162 requires 
parity for mental health coverage. 

Not only does this legislation strengthen 
health care for our kids, it also helps our na-
tion’s seniors. The CHAMP Act preserves sen-
iors’ access to physicians by preventing a 
scheduled 10 percent payment cut from going 
into affect, and actually increasing payments 
to Medicare physicians by 0.5 percent for the 
next 2 years. 

H.R. 3162 also includes several provisions 
to improve the Medicare Part D prescription 
drug benefit. It caps out-of-pocket spending 

under Part D to 5 percent of annual income 
and eliminates late enrollment penalties for the 
lowest income Medicare beneficiaries. Addi-
tionally, this legislation expedites the process 
to qualify for low-income assistance and al-
lows any beneficiary to change plans if a plan 
changes the formulary in a way that results in 
reduced access to a prescription for the indi-
vidual. 

Further, because there are many concerns 
about rapidly increasing health care costs, this 
legislation stops overpayments to private 
Medicare Advantage plans, which will save the 
82 percent of Minnesota beneficiaries enrolled 
in traditional Medicare plans $10.2 million in 
Part 8 premiums. This bill gradually imple-
ments the payment changes, which will allow 
Medicare beneficiaries to choose the plan that 
best meets their needs. H.R. 3162 also raises 
the asset limits to $17,000 for individuals and 
$34,000 for couples, making it easier for sen-
iors to qualify for assistance with Medicare 
Part 8 and D costs. 

H.R. 3162 is endorsed by numerous organi-
zations including the AARP, the American 
Medical Association, the American Academy 
of Pediatrics, the Children’s Defense Fund, 
Families USA, and the National Rural Health 
Association. I have included for the CONGRES-
SIONAL RECORD a list of organizations that 
have sent letters in support of this legislation. 

Madam Speaker, it is essential that all 
Americans have access to comprehensive, 
quality, and appropriate health care. I urge my 
colleagues to join me in voting for this impor-
tant bill. 

CHAMP LETTERS OF SUPPORT 
AARP, July 26, 2007; Acute Long Term Hos-

pital Association, July 25, 2007; AFL-CIO, 
July 26, 2007; AFSCME, July 25, 2007; Alli-
ance for Better Health Care, July 26, 2007; Al-
liance for Retired Americans, July 25, 2007; 
American Academy of Child and Adolescent 
Psychiatry, July 26, 2007; American Academy 
of Family Physicians, July 25, 2007; Amer-
ican Academy of HIV Medicine, July 26, 2007; 
American Academy of Ophthalmology, July 
25, 2007; American Academy of Pediatrics, 
July 25, 2007; American Association of Neuro-
logical Surgeons, July 25, 2007; American 
Clinical Laboratory Association, College of 
American Pathologists, Genzyme Corpora-
tion, Federation of American Hospitals, Na-
tional Rural Health Association, July 26, 
2007; American College of Physicians, June 
24, 2007; American Counseling Association &. 
American Mental Health Counselors Associa-
tion, July 25, 2007; American Diabetes Asso-
ciation, July 26, 2007; American Federation 
of Teachers, July 25, 2007; American Gastro-
enterological Association, July 25, 2007; 
American Hospital Association, July 26, 2007; 
American Psychological Association, July 
25, 2007; 

American Society of Cataract and Refrac-
tive Surgery, July 24, 2007; Child Welfare 
League of America, July 26, 2007; Children’s 
Dental Health Project, July 25, 2007; Coali-
tion of Full Service Community Hospitals, 
July 25, 2007; Coalition to Preserve Rehabili-
tation, July 26, 2007; Disability Policy Col-
laboration, July 26, 2007; Easter Seals, July 
26, 2007; Families USA, July 25, 2007; Federa-
tion of American Hospitals, July 25, 2007; 
First Focus, July 26, 2007; Friends of NQF, 
July 25, 2007; Generic Pharmaceutical Asso-
ciation, July 25, 2007; HIV Medicaid/Medicare 
Working Group, July 25, 2007; National Alli-
ance on Mental Illness, July 25, 2007; Na-
tional Association of Insurance Commis-
sioners, July 25, 2007; National Council on 
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Aging, July 26, 2007; National Rural Health 
Association, July 26, 2007; Illinois Governor 
Blagojevich, July 26, 2007; Incenter Strate-
gies, July 23, 2007; Juvenile Diabetes Re-
search Foundation International, July 25, 
2007; March of Dimes, July 25, 2007; NAACP, 
July 26, 2007; 

National Committee to Preserve Social Se-
curity and Medicare, July 25, 2007; National 
Hispanic Medical Association, July 25, 2007; 
National Medical Association, July 26, 2007; 
Premier, July 26, 2007; The Arc: and United 
Cerebral Palsy, July 26, 2007; The Medicare 
Cost Contractors Alliance, July 25, 2007; The 
Society of Thoracic Surgeons, July 26, 2007; 
Three State of New York Heathcare Organi-
zations, July 25, 2007; Washington State 
Labor Council, AFL-CIO, July 25, 2007. 

f 

PAYING TRIBUTE TO BRENT 
EUGENE TYLER 

HON. JON C. PORTER 
OF NEVADA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, September 7, 2007 

Mr. PORTER. Madam Speaker, I rise today 
to honor Brent Eugene Tyler for a lifetime of 
community and business service in Nevada. 

Brent was born in 1928 in Thatcher, Ari-
zona. After graduating from high school, he 
went on to serve his country in the U.S. Navy 
from 1946 to 1948. Brent moved to Nevada in 
1950 with his wife, Anne. He graduated from 
the University of Nevada, Reno in 1953 with a 
degree in Business Accounting. Brent and 
Anne had 3 children, Joe, Brent, and Steph-
anie. 

Brent found his professional calling in the 
blossoming neon sign business in Reno. He 
spent more than 2 decades as the top local 
salesman for the Young Electric Sign Com-
pany, becoming a respected businessman 
with many friends in Nevada that he main-
tained throughout his life. 

In 1967, Brent made a bid for Reno City 
Council; while he did not win the office, it did 
not diminish his contribution to public service, 
as he went on to assist countless northern Ne-
vadans achieve local and state offices. 

Mr. Tyler was admired by his community for 
his strong dedication to volunteerism. For sev-
eral years he served as a full time VISTA vol-
unteer with the Washoe County Senior Law 
Project, and he served as the volunteer chair-
man of the state sanctioned Renter’s Hotline. 
Brent also worked with the National Associa-
tion for the Mentally Ill of Northern Nevada 
along with his son, Joe. He spearheaded the 
effort to establish Yori Park because of his 
concerns for low income families not having a 
safe place to play. Additionally, with the help 
of his son Bret, he helped to create a low in-
come, non-profit mobile home park in 
Lockwood. 

Brent’s lifelong commitment to the business 
and volunteer communities in Nevada serves 
as an inspiration to us all. Madam Speaker, I 
am proud to honor Brent Eugene Tyler for a 
lifetime of public service. The legacy he leaves 
behind will long be remembered by his com-
munity. 

TRIBUTE TO JASMINE CLARK 

HON. LYNN A. WESTMORELAND 
OF GEORGIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, September 7, 2007 

Mr. WESTMORELAND. Madam Speaker, I 
rise today to honor a champion athlete from 
Georgia’s 3rd Congressional District. 

Jasmine Clark, a 9-year-old from Tyrone, 
took her taekwondo skills to the 2007 Junior 
Olympics in July and came home with a gold 
medal. Jasmine’s victory earns her the title of 
national champion for female blue belts in her 
age range. 

Jasmine began competing in taekwondo just 
3 years ago but quickly proved to be a natural. 
Nevertheless, she entered the Junior Olympics 
as an underdog, and with grit and determina-
tion took the gold in the elite open division and 
then the world class division. 

Every champion, of course, has a sup-
porting cast that plays an important role in any 
victory. For Jasmine, those supporters include 
her parents, Louis and Yongmi Clark, and her 
coach at Tiger Martial Arts in Fayetteville, 
Ehud Kojak. These mentors rightfully bask in 
Jasmine’s reflected glory. 

I join Jasmine’s peers and teachers at Rob-
ert J. Burch Elementary School and the peo-
ple of Fayette County in stating our pride in 
Jasmine’s gold medal victory in taekwondo at 
the Junior Olympics. I hope and trust that this 
is merely the opening of an outstanding ath-
letic career for Jasmine Clark. I congratulate 
her and wish her the best in all her future en-
deavors in the sport. 

f 

IN HONOR OF JAMES F. DRAKE 

HON. JO BONNER 
OF ALABAMA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, September 7, 2007 

Mr. BONNER. Madam Speaker, I rise today 
to pay tribute to one of Mobile’s finest sons, 
James F. Drake, a survivor of the Bataan 
Death March, who spent 42 months as a pris-
oner of the Japanese during World War II. 

In April 1942, James Drake was a young 
mess sergeant with the Army Air Corps’ 27th 
Bomb Group when he was captured along 
with the nearly 75,000 Filipino and American 
soldiers by the Japanese. The captives were 
forced to march to a prison camp more than 
60 miles away without food or water. Thou-
sands of the prisoners died during the week- 
long march that became known as the Bataan 
Death March. During the 42 months Mr. Drake 
was held prisoner at Camp O’Donnell, he sur-
vived on small helpings of rice. Upon his re-
lease, he weighed a mere 89 pounds. 

In the 65 years that followed, Mr. Drake 
dedicated his life to caring for others. Due to 
the injuries he received as a prisoner of war, 
Mr. Drake had to have 1 of his legs ampu-
tated; however, he was known for driving fel-
low veterans to VA facilities for medical treat-
ment in Biloxi, Montgomery, and Pensacola. 

Mr. Drake was inducted into the Alabama 
Military Hall of Honor in 2000 and named a 
Mobile Veteran of the Year in 2005. He truly 
was the embodiment of service to country. 

Madam Speaker, the life and actions of 
James Drake personified the very best of 
America. I feel certain his many friends and 
family, while mourning the loss of this coura-
geous man, are also taking this opportunity to 
remember his many accomplishments and to 
recall the fine gift they each received simply 
from knowing him and having him as an inte-
gral part of their lives. I urge my colleagues to 
take a moment and pay tribute to James 
Drake and his selfless devotion to our country 
and the freedom we enjoy. 

Make no mistake; James Drake was a true 
American hero. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO DR. RONALD M. SEGA 

HON. MARK UDALL 
OF COLORADO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, September 7, 2007 

Mr. UDALL of Colorado. Madam Speaker, I 
rise today to acknowledge the retirement of 
Dr. Ronald Sega, Under Secretary of the Air 
Force, and to recognize him for his distin-
guished public service as Director of Defense 
Research and Engineering, Office of the 
Under Secretary of Defense for Acquisition, 
Technology, and Logistics, from August 2001 
to July 2005; and as Under Secretary of the 
Air Force, from August 2005 to August 2007. 

As the Chief Technology Officer for the De-
partment of Defense, Dr. Sega interacted with 
the Executive Branch, Congress, industry, 
academia, and other Federal agencies to de-
velop strategies and support plans to align sci-
entific research and engineering development 
with Department goals and objectives to en-
sure U.S. military technological superiority. 
Following the September 11, 2001, terrorist at-
tacks on the Nation, he established the De-
partment of Defense Combating Terrorism 
Technology Task Force to spearhead the 
rapid development and fielding of defense ca-
pabilities critical to the successful execution of 
military operations in support of the global war 
on terrorism. Dr. Sega established Department 
of Defense technology focus areas on energy 
and power technology, surveillance and knowl-
edge systems, and in the National Aerospace 
Initiative to guide investment and capitalize on 
emerging technological opportunities. Dr. 
Sega’s tireless efforts and diplomacy signifi-
cantly advanced Defense Department inter-
national engagement and cooperation. 

As the Under Secretary of the Air Force, Dr. 
Sega oversaw, on behalf of the Secretary of 
the Air Force, the recruiting, training, and 
equipping of approximately 690,000 airmen 
and a budget of approximately $110 billion 
committed to the effective integration of air, 
space, and cyberspace capabilities in support 
of the Nation’s defense. As the designated 
Department of Defense Executive Agent for 
Space, Dr. Sega developed, coordinated, and 
integrated plans and programs across the na-
tional security space enterprise instituting a 
back-to-basics approach to space acquisition 
which redistributed risk from system procure-
ment to early-stage science and technology 
activities. He also established the Operation-
ally Responsive Space Office to launch, acti-
vate, and employ low-cost satellites to provide 
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surge capability, to reconstitute or augment 
existing constellation, or to provide timely 
availability of tailored or new capabilities. As 
the Air Force Senior Executive for Energy, he 
led the development of the Air Force Energy 
Strategy to incorporate energy consideration in 
all Air Force operations. Dr. Sega instituted 
best business practices in defense space ac-
quisition, championed advances in the science 
and technology workforce, and tirelessly sup-
ported the Nation’s men and women in uni-
form. 

Dr. Sega is an extraordinary leader, patriot, 
and intellectual whose distinctive accomplish-
ments reflect great credit upon himself and the 
Department of Defense. I am particularly 
pleased that he will return to Colorado to 
share his skills and experience as vice presi-
dent at the Colorado State University Re-
search Foundation and as a professor of sys-
tems engineering at Colorado State University. 

I hope my colleagues will join me not only 
in recognizing the past accomplishments of 
Dr. Sega but also in wishing him all the best 
in his future pursuits. 

f 

IN MEMORY OF DONOVAN WITHAM 

HON. MIKE ROSS 
OF ARKANSAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, September 7, 2007 

Mr. ROSS. Madam Speaker, I rise today to 
honor Specialist Donovan D. Witham of Mal-
vern, Arkansas, who died on August 20, 2007, 
fighting for our country in Iraq while supporting 
Operation Iraqi Freedom. He was 20 years old 
when he selflessly gave his life for his country 
during combat operations. 

Specialist Witham graduated from Glen 
Rose High School in 2005 where he was ac-
tive in athletics and numerous extracurricular 
activities as a student. As a member of the 
student council, drama club, and choir, as well 
as the football and track teams, he was a nat-
ural leader who demonstrated hard work and 
teamwork both in the classroom and on the 
field. Before joining the Army, he continued to 
give back to his community and state by work-
ing at the Ouachita River Correctional Unit. He 
was also an avid sportsman who enjoyed 
hunting and fishing at every opportunity. 

Specialist Witham joined the Army in No-
vember 2005, and his proud service will con-
tinue to live on and serve as an inspiration to 
the many soldiers who knew him and fought 
alongside him in combat. He was a military 
police officer with the 1st Squadron, 73rd Cav-
alry Regiment, 2nd Brigade Combat Team, in 
the 82nd Airborne Division. His bravery and 
courage as a military police officer and as a 
paratrooper were exemplified by his numerous 
awards and military decorations, including the 
Bronze Star Medal and the Purple Heart 
Medal. 

Specialist Donovan Witham gave his life to 
serve our country and he will forever be re-
membered as a leader, a hero, a son, a broth-
er, and a friend. My deepest condolences go 
out to his mother, Martha Launius, and his 
stepfather, Richard Launius of Malvern; and 
his 3 sisters, Amber Sharp of Magnolia, Jamie 
Witham of Benton and Virginia Bennett of 

Magnolia. He will be missed by his family, his 
community, his country and all those who 
knew him. I will continue to keep Specialist 
Donovan Witham’s family in my deepest 
thoughts and prayers. 

f 

PAYING TRIBUTE TO RICHARD 
BUNKER 

HON. JON C. PORTER 
OF NEVADA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, September 7, 2007 

Mr. PORTER. Madam Speaker, I rise today 
to honor Richard Bunker. Mr. Bunker has 
served the Colorado River Commission for 
fourteen years, and has served as Chairman 
for ten years. 

During his time at the Colorado River Com-
mission, Mr. Bunker served Nevada’s interests 
on a negotiating team with 6 other representa-
tives from Colorado River Basin states and the 
Bureau of Reclamation, in order to establish 
programs allowing interstate banking in the 
Lower Colorado River Basin. His innovative 
work has allowed the state of Nevada to take 
a more aggressive role in the procurement of 
electrical power. In 1996, the Commission 
partnered with the Southern Nevada Water 
Authority to build the Newport Substation 
which provides electrical power for the re-
gional water system. The time and energy that 
Mr. Bunker has given to the Colorado River 
Commission is admirable. 

Richard Bunker’s achievements extend be-
yond that of Chairman of the Colorado River 
Commission. Richard has received many pres-
tigious awards such as the Lifetime Achieve-
ment Award from the Nevada Gaming Attor-
neys and the Clark County Bar Association in 
recognition of his contributions to the gaming 
industry as a gaming regulator, chief executive 
of gaming resorts, and president of the na-
tion’s leading gaming industry association. He 
was also the recipient of the National Jewish 
Medical and Research Center’s Humanitarian 
Award in recognition of his work to foster 
human welfare and champion social reform. 

Madam Speaker, I am proud to honor Rich-
ard Bunker. His service to Nevada in his years 
with the Colorado River Commission, as well 
as his work with other organizations is some-
thing to be admired and commended. I wish 
him well in his retirement and heartily thank 
him for his service to Nevada. 

f 

HONORING SERGEANT CORY 
LUTTREL CLARK, SR. 

HON. GUS M. BILIRAKIS 
OF FLORIDA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, September 7, 2007 

Mr. BILIRAKIS. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to honor Sergeant Cory L. Clark, Sr., of 
Plant City, FL, who was killed in Afghanistan 
on August 28, 2007, in support of Operation 
Enduring Freedom. 

Assigned to the 585th Pipeline Company, 
864th Engineer Combat Battalion, stationed in 
Fort Lewis, WA, Sgt. Clark was an Army engi-

neer who was rebuilding roads and bridges in 
war-torn Afghanistan when he was fatally 
wounded by an improvised explosive device 
while his unit crossed a bridge in Jaji, Afghani-
stan. 

I did not have the privilege of knowing Sgt. 
Clark personally, but by all accounts he was a 
courageous young man who was devoted to 
his country and family. Prior to joining the 
Army in April 2001, Cory grew up on Jenkins 
Street in Plant City and was a 2000 graduate 
of Durant High School in eastern Hillsborough 
County. 

Cory enjoyed life, seeing the world, making 
others smile and his mother, Wrenita’s, home 
cooking. Most importantly, he was a beloved 
husband, son and father, who cherished 
spending time with his family. 

Recently promoted to Sergeant, Cory 
earned a great deal of recognition for his serv-
ice. Among his many awards and honors are 
the Bronze Star Medal, Purple Heart, Army 
Commendation Medal, 2 Army Good Conduct 
Medals, National Defense Service Medal, Af-
ghanistan Campaign Medal, Iraq Campaign 
Medal, Global War on Terrorism Service 
Medal, NATO Medal and Combat Action and 
Weapons Qualification Badges. 

Madam Speaker, my heart aches for Cory’s 
family. He is survived by his wife, Monica, and 
his 4 children, Malik Mitchell, 6; twins Cory Jr. 
and Quinton, both 3; and Kar-Yahna, 9 
months. May God bless the Clark family and 
continue to watch over the country that Sgt. 
Clark so loved. We shall never forget him. 

f 

HONORING LEWIS J. BAZAKOS 

HON. PETER T. KING 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, September 7, 2007 

Mr. KING of New York. Madam Speaker, 
today I rise to honor Lewis J. Bazakos, a con-
stituent of mine and the outgoing chairman of 
the American Chiropractic Association 
(ACA)—the Nation’s largest professional asso-
ciation for doctors of chiropractic medicine. 

Dr. Bazakos, a 1978 graduate of the New 
York Chiropractic College has practiced 
chiropractics for more than 25 years. He was 
elected chairman of the Board of Governors 
during the ACA’s 43rd Annual Business Meet-
ing on September 22, 2005. In addition, Dr. 
Bazakos serves as chairman of the New York 
Chiropractic College Board of Trustees. 

Dr. Bazakos has been elected or appointed 
to numerous leadership positions within the 
chiropractic profession. Prior to his election as 
chairman, Dr. Bazakos served on the ACA 
Board of Governors since 2000 and on its ex-
ecutive committee since 2003. In addition, Dr. 
Bazakos has served as the ACA’s New York- 
Metro Delegate and was chairman of the Fi-
nance Committee. 

On the state level, Dr. Bazakos has a long- 
time affiliation with the New York State Chiro-
practic Association (NYSCA). He is past presi-
dent of the NYSCA and served as its legisla-
tive chairman for 15 years. 

Throughout his career, Dr. Bazakos has 
been recognized for his commitment and serv-
ice to the chiropractic profession. In 1991, he 
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was named as Chiropractor of the Year by the 
NYSCA and also received the NYSCA’s pres-
tigious ‘‘Ernest G. Napolitano Award,’’ an 
honor presented to a doctor in recognition of 
his selfless contributions to the NYSCA and 
the chiropractic profession. 

In addition to his doctor of chiropractics de-
gree, Dr. Bazakos holds a master’s degree in 
clinical nutrition from the University of Bridge-
port. Currently, he is involved in clinical private 
practice at Nassau County Pain Management 
& Rehabilitation and Medical Offices located in 
Valley Stream, NY. 

Madam Speaker, I am proud to have Dr. 
Bazakos as a constituent and even prouder of 
his more than 25 years of service to patients 
throughout the Empire State. 

f 

HOMEOWNERS INSURANCE 

HON. GINNY BROWN-WAITE 
OF FLORIDA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, September 7, 2007 

Ms. GINNY BROWN-WAITE of Florida. 
Madam Speaker, on September 6 the Finan-
cial Services Subcommittees held a hearing 
on a proposal to help Florida homeowners 
with their skyrocketing insurance costs. I am 
very troubled by the Administration’s testimony 
and comments during that hearing. 

The Administration alluded that homeowners 
are not paying enough for their premiums. The 
Administration claims that the insurance mar-
ket is ‘‘active and effective.’’ 

Furthermore, the Administration’s bipartisan 
opposition to any proposal by my colleagues 
or me to help homeowners along the Gulf 
Coast is a position we cannot accept. 

Madam Speaker, I am troubled that the Ad-
ministration continues to take a ‘‘let them eat 
cake’’ attitude while families and seniors are 
being forced from their homes, simply be-
cause they cannot afford property insurance. I 
hope the Administration takes notice of this 
problem soon, and begins to work with my col-
leagues and me to bring some relief to our 
constituents. 

f 

RECOGNIZING THE ACHIEVEMENTS 
OF PAULA SZYPKO, M.D., FCAP 

HON. VIRGINIA FOXX 
OF NORTH CAROLINA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, September 7, 2007 

Ms. FOXX. Madam Speaker, I rise today to 
pay tribute to a fine doctor from North Caro-
lina, my friend Dr. Paula Szypko of High Point. 
Her commitment to advocating for quality care 
for her patients is truly admirable. 

Dr. Szypko will be stepping down at the end 
of this month as chair of the Federal and State 
Affairs Committee of the College of American 
Pathologists. Pathologists are physicians who 
help care for patients every day by providing 
doctors with the information they need to en-
sure appropriate patient care. 

As a pathologist specializing in anatomic 
and clinical pathology at the North State Pa-
thology Associates in High Point, she has 

been a leading advocate for early cancer 
screening tests, especially Pap tests. No 
screening test in medical history has been as 
effective for early detection of cervical cancer 
in women as the Pap examination. 

As a member of the American College of 
Pathologists’ Spokesperson Network, she has 
made numerous television appearances to ad-
vance this cause. For her effort she was 
awarded the CAP William H. Kuehin, Ph.D., 
Outstanding Communicator Award in 1999. 

Her commitment to patient access to quality 
health care led her to meet with President 
George Bush in 2002, along with former 
Health and Human Services Secretary Tommy 
Thompson, at the High Point Regional Health 
System in High Point, NC, to discuss her con-
cerns about the rising cost of medical liability 
insurance. 

Dr. Szypko received her medical degree 
from the Wake Forest University School of 
Medicine in Winston-Salem. Following medical 
school, Dr. Szypko completed an internship in 
internal medicine at Georgetown University 
Hospital in Washington, DC, and served her 
residency at North Carolina Baptist Hospital in 
Winston-Salem. 

While Dr. Szypko will be stepping down as 
chair of the College of American Pathologists’ 
Federal and State Committee, I know that she 
will be a strong voice for promoting quality 
health care excellence in her profession. 
Please join me in recognizing this outstanding 
physician for her advocacy and commitment to 
the patients she serves. 

f 

PAYING TRIBUTE TO ROGER 
BRYAN 

HON. JON C. PORTER 
OF NEVADA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, September 7, 2007 

Mr. PORTER. Madam Speaker, I rise today 
to honor Roger Bryan. Mr. Bryan served the 
Clark County School District as an educator 
and administrator for over 35 years, and this 
year he will be celebrating the 10th anniver-
sary of an elementary school being named in 
his honor. 

Roger Bryan began his career as an educa-
tor before the age of 20. After only five years 
of teaching Roger was offered a principal posi-
tion. In his 25 years in that capacity, he had 
the honor of opening 3 new schools and posi-
tively influencing innumerable young minds. 
He is an outstanding educator whose commit-
ment to our community has made a profound 
difference to the students of Clark County. 
Roger was considered to be a ‘‘hands-on’’ ad-
ministrator. It was not uncommon for him to 
stop by classes in order to teach a lesson in 
math or reading. Later on in his career, Roger 
went on to serve the Clark County School Dis-
trict as a school facilitator and as a member 
of the Elementary Division Administrative 
Team. In Roger’s 35 years as a teacher, prin-
cipal, and central office administrator, he 
never used a single sick day. Roger’s commit-
ment to education throughout his career is ad-
mirable. 

Roger has not only served the Clark County 
School District, but he has also managed to 

coach basketball and be actively involved in 
the Boy Scouts of America. He has coached 
school and community basketball teams, many 
of which have gone to state and national 
championships. Being an Eagle Scout himself, 
Roger has continued to be involved in the or-
ganization by serving as a member of the 
Council Training Team and as an Explorer 
Unit leader. 

Madam Speaker, I am proud to honor Roger 
Bryan. His commitment to education as well 
as his involvement in the community should 
serve as an example to us all. I applaud his 
dedication and wish him the best. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO DAISAKU IKEDA 

HON. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, September 7, 2007 

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas. 
Madam Speaker, I rise today to commend an 
admirable leader Daisaku Ikeda on the 50th 
anniversary of Soka Gakkai International. As 
president, Mr. Ikeda is an exemplary humani-
tarian committed to developing a peaceful 
world. 

As a young man, Mr. Ikeda was a disciple 
of Josei Toda, founder of Soka Gakkai Inter-
national, of which 5,000 members reside in 
Dallas, TX. During this time, he adopted the 
mission to embrace the movement of human 
revolution based on daily efforts to transform 
their individual lives from within through a con-
sistent and essential aspect of the historical 
challenge of nuclear disarmament, abolition 
and peace. 

Mr. Ikeda is a prolific writer, poet, peace ac-
tivist, pianist, environmentalist, photographer 
and interpreter of Nichiren Buddhism. In 1983, 
Mr. Ikeda proposed his first peace proposal in 
response to challenges of our global society 
grounded in his Buddhist perspective. This 
proposal is submitted each year to the United 
Nations. 

As president of Soka Gakkai International, 
Mr. Ikeda has founded several institutions, 
such as Soka schools, the Min-On Concert 
Association, the Tokyo Fuji Art Museum, the 
Institute of Oriental Science and the Toda In-
stitute for Global Peace and Policy Research 
to promote educational, cultural, and artistic 
activities and to conduct exchanges with like 
groups and institutions on a global scale. 

He has also initiated a wide range of grass-
roots exchange programs and delivered 
speeches at a number of institutions of higher 
learning around the world, including Harvard 
University, the Institut de France and Beijing 
University. 

On behalf of the 30th Congressional District 
of Texas, I am honored to commend the life 
of an astounding man, Daisaku Ikeda and 
congratulate him on the 50th anniversary of 
Soka Gakkai International. 
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REMEMBERING THE LIFE OF 

KENNETH PRUITT, JR. 

HON. C. W. BILL YOUNG 
OF FLORIDA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, September 7, 2007 

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Madam Speaker, 
Kenneth P. Pruitt, Jr. was known to his family 
and friends as ‘‘KP.’’ he had great wit, a sharp 
intellect, and demonstrated a sincere kindness 
to everyone who came across his path. That 
life was cut too short when Kenneth died on 
August 15, 2007, in Tallahassee, Florida, at 
the young age of 29. 

Kenneth was the son of our Florida Senate 
President Ken Pruitt and Dianne Peters of 
Tampa. 

Kenneth had an exceptional capacity for un-
derstanding computer systems and software 
from a very young age. He used this talent in 
the marketplace and in the public sector. Ken-
neth served as a network administrator at the 
State of Florida’s Department of Revenue 
where he worked in the Child Support En-
forcement Division. At the time of his death, 
Kenneth was working in the Information Tech-
nology department at Tallahassee HealthCare. 

He was also rich in friends and family. He 
is survived by his daughter Chloe, age 4, step- 
mother Aileen Pruitt of Port St. Lucie; siblings 
Steven, Mark, Ashley, and Michelle; step-fa-
ther Ron Peters of Tampa; and sister 
Samantha. He is also survived by his grand-
parents Jeannette Dufresne of New Port 
Richey, Robert and Fay Pruitt of Inverness, 
and many other friends and family members. 

In honor of his memory, the Indian River 
Community College established the ‘‘Kenneth 
P. Pruitt, Jr. Scholarship’’ in order to provide 
assistance to students wishing to follow in 
Kenneth’s footsteps and make a career in the 
field of computer technology. In this way, the 
spirit of this bright and talented young man will 
carry on to inspire others. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. JOHN SULLIVAN 
OF OKLAHOMA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, September 7, 2007 

Mr. SULLIVAN. Madam Speaker, I rise to 
state for the RECORD that I intended to vote 
‘‘aye’’ on rollcall vote 859 taken on September 
6, 2007 supporting passage of H.R. 2786, the 
Native American Housing Assistance and Self- 
Determination Reauthorization Act. 

f 

HONORING THE ASHEVILLE 
DIVISION U.S. NAVAL SEA CADETS 

HON. HEATH SHULER 
OF NORTH CAROLINA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, September 7, 2007 

Mr. SHULER. Madam Speaker, I rise today 
to recognize the hard work and dedication of 
the cadets and volunteers of the Asheville Di-
vision U.S. Naval Sea Cadets. The U.S. Naval 

Sea Cadet Corps program is a federally char-
tered youth training organization for students 
ages eleven to seventeen that is designed to 
educate young people about service in the 
Navy and Coast Guard both ashore and 
afloat. 

The Asheville Division provides the young 
people of Western North Carolina with unpar-
alleled opportunities to learn new skills and 
experience new challenges in a safe, alcohol 
and drug free environment. Some Cadets 
choose to continue to serve their country 
through military service, while many others go 
on to pursue civilian careers. Regardless of 
their future path, cadets benefit from the les-
sons learned in the program—good citizen-
ship, self-discipline, a sense of responsibility, 
and leadership skills. 

I would also like to take this opportunity to 
congratulate Katelyn Kassel for reaching the 
rank of Chief Petty Officer, the highest rank a 
cadet can achieve while participating in the 
U.S. Naval Sea Cadet Corps Program. CPO 
Kassel is the first in the history of the Ashe-
ville Division to reach this honor. She is cur-
rently enrolled at the University of North Caro-
lina at Charlotte where she is participating in 
the Army ROTC program and studying as a 
pre-law student. 

I am extremely proud of CPO Kassel for her 
hard work and dedication to this program. She 
was a wonderful asset to the program at her 
high school and serves as an excellent role 
model to other students. I have no doubt that 
CPO Kassel will serve our country well in the 
U.S. military. 

I commend each of the cadets for their serv-
ice in this important program, as well as the 
volunteers who keep this program going, es-
pecially Commanding Officer LTJG Heath Col-
lins and Executive Officer R. Scott Lunsford. I 
ask each of my colleagues to join me in con-
gratulating the cadets and volunteers of the 
U.S. Naval Sea Cadets in Asheville and 
throughout the United States. 

f 

PAYING TRIBUTE TO CHRISTINE C. 
SCHULZE 

HON. JON C. PORTER 
OF NEVADA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, September 7, 2007 

Mr. PORTER. Madam Speaker, I rise today 
to honor the life of Christine C. Schulze who 
passed away on July 19, 2007. 

Christine was born May 14, 1915, in 
Ladysmith, Wisconsin. She was educated in 
southern Wisconsin and was employed by the 
U.S. Navel Training Station in Waukegan, Illi-
nois during World War II. After the war she 
worked for Needham, Louis and Brorby Adver-
tising Agency in Chicago. Christine then 
owned and operated a ladies’ dress shop in 
Burbank, California before retiring with her 
husband, Werner in 1979 to Las Vegas, Ne-
vada. 

In addition to her professional endeavors, 
Christine also became interested in aviation. 
This interest evolved into a philanthropic 
project which provided an educational scholar-
ship fund for students pursuing careers in 
aviation. In 2002, she established a scholar-

ship fund for Rancho High School’s Aviation 
Academy. Since its inception, the scholarship 
has provided over 500 student pilots with 
funding. In recognition of her philanthropic 
support to the students at Rancho High 
School, the school dedicated the Christine C. 
Schulze Aerospace Laboratory in her honor 
because of her generous donations to aviation 
and flight scholarships. 

In a personal capacity, Christine was ex-
tremely active and dedicated to her commu-
nity. She was a member of the Eastern Star, 
President of the Zonta Club, President of the 
Board of Retired Senior Volunteer Program, 
and established the Senior Auxiliary Board of 
the Retired Senior Volunteers of Henderson. 
She was active in the Republican Women of 
Henderson, Eta Chapter of Beta Sigma Phi, 
and Safe House of Henderson, to which she 
donated the first beds and linens for the facil-
ity. She also donated her time and efforts to 
St. Jude’s Ranch for Children, in Boulder City, 
Nevada. Christine was a long-time Episcopa-
lian and was a member of Christ Episcopal 
Church in Las Vegas and was influential in the 
development of the Christ Church Endowment 
Fund. 

Madam Speaker, I am proud to honor the 
life and legacy of Christine C. Schulze. Her 
dedication to the community and philanthropic 
devotion to students should serve as an ex-
ample to us all. I applaud all her efforts. 

f 

TAIWAN 

HON. MARIO DIAZ-BALART 
OF FLORIDA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, September 7, 2007 

Mr. MARIO DIAZ-BALART of Florida. 
Madam Speaker, I rise today to express my 
disappointment with the United Nation’s rejec-
tion of Taiwan’s membership bid. More than 
14 times, the U.N. has denied Taiwan’s appli-
cation. It is unclear to me why this sovereign 
state, with a democratically elected govern-
ment, should be refused entry into the inter-
national institution of the United Nations. I 
have heard the argument that granting Taiwan 
U.N. membership would upset the status quo 
Taiwan has with China. But, Madam Speaker, 
such arguments are weak. I suspect the real 
reason for the denial of Taiwan’s recognition 
in the U.N. is the U.N.’s fear of upsetting the 
status quo the U.N. has with China’s com-
munist regime. It is outrageous to deny Tai-
wan’s 23 million citizens representation in 
what should be a fair international organiza-
tion. I am dismayed by the U.N.’s decision 
Madam Speaker, but frankly, I am not sur-
prised by it. It is obvious to me that the prob-
lem does not lie with Taiwan; rather, it lies 
with an incompetent, corrupt, and dictator-ap-
peasing U.N. 
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PAYING TRIBUTE TO FRED C. 

ALBRECHT 

HON. JON C. PORTER 
OF NEVADA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, September 7, 2007 

Mr. PORTER. Madam Speaker, I rise today 
to honor Fred C. Albrecht, who has honorably 
served the University of Nevada, Las Vegas 
for 38 years. 

In his 38 years of service AT UNLV Fred 
Albrecht spent 18 years in the athletics depart-
ment as the assistant men’s basketball coach, 
men’s tennis coach, Executive Director of Ath-
letic Fundraising, and served as the interim 
Athletic Director twice. He has also served as 
the Vice President for University and Commu-
nity Relations for the past 10 years in conjunc-
tion with serving as the Executive Director of 
Alumni Relations for 35 years. 

Since being hired in 1973 as the Univer-
sity’s first Alumni Director, Fred has made nu-
merous significant contributions to the UNLV 
community. As the alumni and government re-
lations lobbyist he raised $3 million in 1989 to 
build the 23,000 square foot Richard Tam 
Alumni Center. He has also raised money to 
build the Alumni Park at the Sam Boyd Foot-
ball Stadium, and the Alumni Amphitheater on 
campus. 

Madam Speaker, I am proud to honor Fred 
Albrecht for his many outstanding achieve-
ments and congratulate him and his wife, 
Connie. His 38 year dedication to UNLV has 
been commendable, and he has greatly en-
riched the lives of countless people in the 
UNLV community. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. ROBERT E. ANDREWS 
OF NEW JERSEY 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, September 7, 2007 

Mr. ANDREWS. Madam Speaker, I was with 
my daughter on her first day of school and 
was detained from voting on Thursday, Sep-
tember 6, 2007. Had I been present I would 
have voted ‘‘yea’’ on the following rollcall vote: 
roll No. 859. 

Had I been present I would have voted 
‘‘nay’’ on the following rollcall votes: roll No. 
856, roll No. 857, and roll No. 858. 

PAYING TRIBUTE TO RADM 
KENNETH P. MORITSUGU 

HON. JON C. PORTER 
OF NEVADA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Friday, September 7, 2007 

Mr. PORTER. Madam Speaker, I rise today 
to honor RADM Kenneth P. Moritsugu, who 
has served as the Acting Surgeon General 
since 2006, and congratulate him upon his re-
tirement. Prior to this appointment, he served 
as Deputy Surgeon General, the principal as-
sistant and advisor to the Surgeon General, 
which he was appointed on October 1, 1998. 
He had been a career officer in the Commis-
sioned Corps of the U.S. Public Health Serv-
ice since 1968 and began his service as an 
Assistant Surgeon General beginning in 1988. 

Dr. Moritsugu was born and raised in Hono-
lulu, HI. He received his baccalaureate degree 
with honors in classical languages from the 
University of Hawaii in 1967, an M.D. from the 
George Washington University School of Med-
icine in 1971, and an M.P.H. in health admin-
istration and planning from the University of 
California, Berkeley, in 1975. Having com-
pleted residencies in internal medicine and in 
preventive medicine, Dr. Moritsugu is Board 
Certified in preventive medicine. He holds Fel-
lowships in the American College of Preven-
tive Medicine, the Royal Society of Health, 
and the Royal Society of Medicine. He is also 
a Certified Correctional Health Professional. 

Throughout his career, Admiral Moritsugu 
has served in many diverse assignments in-
cluding: Medical Officer on the U.S. Coast 
Guard cutter Taney; Chief of International 
Medical Education Programs; Director of the 
National Health Service Corps; and Medical 
Director of the U.S. Department of Justice’s 
Federal Bureau of Prisons. Admiral Moritsugu 
has been the Federal representative to numer-
ous national health care agencies and has 
been consultant to several international orga-
nizations and governments and served as the 
official U.S. representative to the 75th anniver-
sary of the Pan American Health Board in Ha-
vana, Cuba. 

Dr. Moritsugu has received numerous hon-
ors and awards, including the Surgeon Gen-
eral’s Medallion, the Army Achievement 
Medal, and the Coast Guard Arctic Service 
Medal, among many others. He was deemed 
an Honorary Deputy United States Marshal by 
the U.S. Marshals Service, and received the 

Director’s Special Achievement Award from 
the Federal Bureau of Investigation. In 2003, 
Rear Admiral Moritsugu was named Health 
Leader of the Year by the Commissioned Offi-
cers Association of the U.S. Public Health 
Service. He was awarded with the first William 
B. Miller Award from the American Association 
of Colleges of Osteopathic Medicine, a recipi-
ent of the John D. Chase Award from the As-
sociation of Military Surgeons of the United 
States and a Special Achievement Award from 
the National Commission on Correctional 
Health Care. 

Admiral Moritsugu has received honorary 
doctor of science degrees from the University 
of New England, Midwestern University of Chi-
cago, and the University of North Texas Col-
lege of Osteopathic Medicine. In 1997, the 
American Academy of Physician Assistants 
deemed him an honorary Lifetime Member; 
additionally, in 2002, he has been granted 
honorary doctorates of humane letters from 
Alliant International University and from West-
ern University of Health Sciences. As an edu-
cator, he is an adjunct professor at the 
George Washington University School, and an 
adjunct associate professor at the Uniformed 
Services University of Health Sciences. He 
has spoken and written extensively in many 
diverse areas, including health professions 
education, international health, HIV, and most 
recently bioterrorism. 

In his official capacity, Admiral Moritsugu 
has been a dedicated advocate for organ and 
tissue donation and transportation. He has 
been an active participant in the Donor Family 
Recognition Programs in Washington, DC, as 
a key speaker at numerous local and national 
programs. In his private capacity, he has been 
a member of several boards of directors, in-
cluding the Washington Regional Transplant 
Consortium; several boards of trustees, includ-
ing the National Kidney Foundation; and on 
the National Advisory Board for MOTTEP. As 
an additional service to his community he is 
an active volunteer of the Transplant Recipi-
ents International Organization. 

Madam Speaker, I am proud to honor 
RADM Kenneth P. Moritsugu for his dedication 
and commitment to his profession, and com-
mend him upon his retirement from serving as 
Acting Surgeon General. I applaud all of his 
hard work and wish him the best. 
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SENATE—Monday, September 10, 2007 
The Senate met at 10 a.m. and was 

called to order by the Honorable JIM 
WEBB, a Senator from the State of Vir-
ginia. 

PRAYER 

The Chaplain, Dr. Barry C. Black, of-
fered the following prayer: 

Let us pray. O God, our help in ages 
past, our hope for years to come, on 
the eve of the sixth anniversary of the 
11 September attacks, when many are 
not strangers to anxiety and fear, draw 
near to us. Speak to those who recall 
the uncertainty of life and their hearts 
fail them. 

Lord, some look at an empty chair or 
a desk and remember that all flesh is 
as temporary as the grass of the fields 
and withers like the flowers. Others 
find themselves thinking about brave 
Americans in harm’s way. Today, re-
mind us of Your sovereignty. Teach us 
that You are our refuge and strength, a 
very present help in trouble, and we 
need not fear. Infuse us with a faith 
that will not shrink, though the Earth 
be removed, though the mountains be 
carried into the midst of the sea, 
though the waters roar and be trou-
bled. Bless our Senators today as they 
labor for freedom. Use them to hasten 
the day when justice will roll down like 
waters and righteousness like a mighty 
stream. We pray in Your strong Name. 
Amen. 

f 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

The Honorable JIM WEBB led the 
Pledge of Allegiance, as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 

f 

APPOINTMENT OF ACTING 
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will please read a communication 
to the Senate from the President pro 
tempore (Mr. BYRD). 

The assistant legislative clerk read 
the following letter: 

U.S. SENATE, 
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE, 

Washington, DC, September 10, 2007. 
To the Senate: 

Under the provisions of rule I, paragraph 3, 
of the Standing Rules of the Senate, I hereby 
appoint the Honorable JIM WEBB, a Senator 
from the State of Virginia, to perform the 
duties of the Chair. 

ROBERT C. BYRD, 
President pro tempore. 

Mr. WEBB thereupon assumed the 
chair as Acting President pro tempore. 

RECOGNITION OF THE MAJORITY 
LEADER 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The majority leader is recog-
nized. 

f 

SCHEDULE 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, this morn-
ing the Senate will immediately pro-
ceed to executive session for an hour’s 
debate regarding three noncontrover-
sial—we hope, at least—District Court 
nominations. The time is equally di-
vided and controlled between Senators 
LEAHY and SPECTER or their designees, 
and Members can expect votes on these 
nominations to occur at approximately 
11 a.m. this morning. 

Once the nominations have been con-
firmed, Senator BARRASSO will be rec-
ognized to give his maiden speech, and 
he will be recognized for up to 30 min-
utes. 

I say to Senator BARRASSO and oth-
ers, sometimes these maiden speeches 
bear fruit. I remember my first speech. 
I was speaking on the Taxpayers’ Bill 
of Rights, and presiding, as is the Sen-
ator from Virginia today, was Senator 
David Pryor from Arkansas, who was 
chairman of the IRS Subcommittee of 
the Finance Committee. Also listening 
to this speech, fortuitously, was Sen-
ator GRASSLEY, who was a member of 
the Finance Committee—not a senior 
member but someone who was active. 
When I finished my speech, talking 
about the Taxpayers’ Bill of Rights 
making it a more level playing field be-
tween the taxpayer and the tax col-
lector, Senator Pryor had written a 
note, given it to a page, and he said to 
me he liked what I was trying to do 
and would help me. I also got a commu-
nication from Senator GRASSLEY that 
he wanted to work on this. 

Well, to make a long story short, Mr. 
President, because of their involve-
ment, I had to do very little. That leg-
islation passed, and it was landmark 
legislation. It was not because of my 
ability to communicate as much as 
who was listening. So I say to Senator 
BARRASSO: You never know what is 
going to happen with your maiden 
speech. 

Once he has completed his speech, 
the Senate will proceed to the Trans-
portation Appropriations bill. Senators 
MURRAY and BOND are managers, and 
they are prepared to finish that legisla-
tion this week. There should be votes 
prior to 5:30 or 6 o’clock tonight. After 
that, we will have no votes. 

Tomorrow should be a very long, pro-
ductive day because at 1 o’clock on 
Wednesday we can have no more votes. 

We can do more Senate business, but 
because of the Jewish holiday there 
will be no more votes after that time. 

Mr. President, on September 17, 
which is a week from today, there will 
be no votes but there will be work. I in-
dicated to the distinguished Repub-
lican leader and others that we are 
going to do what we can to see if we 
can get the DC-Utah congressional 
thing worked out, the Voter Rights 
Bill. What we are working on now is to 
get some type of consent to have a clo-
ture vote on that sometime next week. 
That hasn’t been resolved yet but we 
are working on it. I have kept Senator 
LIEBERMAN involved. 

Next week, also, we are going to 
move to the authorization bill for De-
fense, which has to be completed. We 
need to complete this appropriations 
bill this week, because as soon as we 
complete the Defense authorization 
bill, we need to move to Defense Appro-
priations. That is what we have to 
complete before the end of the work pe-
riod. 

There are other things we have to do. 
We have to have some extension or 
some agreement on what we are going 
to do with the farm bill. We have 
SCHIP that we need to work on prior 
to the end of this month. So we have a 
tremendous amount of work to do. 
Last week was a very productive week. 
We had to work a couple of late nights, 
but it was worth it. So that should set 
us up for this week and give us an idea 
of what we are going to do next week. 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
would ask one question of my good 
friend, the majority leader. I didn’t 
hear him indicate whether—and maybe 
he doesn’t know yet—the Iraq debate 
will occur in the context of the DoD 
authorization bill or separate from 
that. 

Mr. REID. I am going to try to work 
with the minority leader to see what 
we can work out as to whether we want 
to have the Iraq votes intertwined with 
Defense authorization or whether we 
do not. I have Members telling me on 
the Defense authorization bill that 
they are going to offer an amendment 
to close Guantanamo and offer habeas 
corpus, so it is going to be a contested 
piece of legislation. We have to com-
plete that. 

There are some who believe we would 
be better off having the Iraq matters 
separate and apart from Defense au-
thorization. I have to work that out 
first with Senators LEVIN and MCCAIN. 
My initial report from them is that 
they would rather have them separate, 
but I will work with the minority lead-
er and we will try to finish deciding 
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what we are going to do by Wednesday 
or Thursday of this week. 

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
am going to make some remarks in my 
leader time. I would ask the Chair if 
this is the appropriate time to do that. 

f 

RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Under the previous order, the 
leadership time is reserved. 

The Republican leader. 

f 

THE PETRAEUS PLAN 

Mr. MCCONNELL. When we opened 
this session in January, the situation 
in Iraq appeared to be unraveling. Sec-
tarian violence had sharply increased, 
particularly in Baghdad, since the 
bombing of the Golden Mosque. For-
eign fighters were taking advantage of 
this fighting to inflame it even more. 
And 2 options emerged: Withdraw our 
forces and abandon this fledgling de-
mocracy to al-Qaida and the other ter-
rorists, or confront them directly, in 
the streets and neighborhoods where 
they lived. 

We needed a new and realistic strat-
egy to succeed, and we got one. The 
President proposed, and a Democratic- 
led Senate unanimously confirmed, 
Gen David Petraeus on January 26 to 
carry out a new plan aimed at pro-
tecting the population in and around 
Baghdad, beating back al-Qaida, and 
training Iraqi forces to defend Iraq on 
their own. The new plan would take 
time and patience. We had no guaran-
tees it would work. But General 
Petraeus assured us of one thing. In 
testimony delivered just before his 
Senate confirmation, he said this: 

I will provide Multinational Force Iraq the 
best leadership and direction I can muster; I 
will work to ensure unity of effort with the 
ambassador and our Iraqi and coalition part-
ners; and I will provide my bosses and you 
with forthright, professional military advice 
with respect to the missions given to Multi-
national Force Iraq and the situation on the 
ground. 

That was General Petraeus. 
And if he should determine that this 

new strategy cannot succeed, the gen-
eral said he would provide such an as-
sessment—a promise of candor. 

Tomorrow, General Petraeus will 
give the Senate the forthright advice 
he promised, a first-hand account by 
the commander of U.S. forces in Iraq 
on the progress of their mission. And 
then we, the men and women who 
unanimously confirmed him for that 
mission, will respond accordingly. This 
briefing will take place 6 years to the 
day after the attacks of 9/11—when 
nearly 3,000 innocent people were killed 
in unprovoked attacks; more than in 
another sneak attack some 60 years 
earlier at Pearl Harbor. 

Over those 6 years, General Petraeus 
has compiled an astounding record of 

service. He has spent 4 of them de-
ployed away from home and away from 
his family, with nearly 3 years service 
in Iraq. Let me say that again: 3 years 
of service in Iraq. 

He led the 101st Airborne with dis-
tinction in northern Iraq early in the 
fight. Later he improved the way we 
trained Iraqi security forces after early 
mistakes by the Coalition Provisional 
Authority. And he served as com-
mander of the U.S. Army’s Combined 
Arms Center at Fort Leavenworth, 
where he developed the Army’s doc-
trine on counterinsurgency—he lit-
erally wrote the book. 

He has proven his devotion to this 
country. His integrity is above re-
proach. And any suggestion to the con-
trary is totally absurd and demon-
strably untrue. 

And so I resent the comments of 
those who have sat comfortably in 
their air-conditioned offices, thousands 
of miles away from the firefights and 
the roadside bombs, and tried their 
Washington best in recent days to im-
pugn the general’s good name. 

The Democratic majority sent him 
into battle by a unanimous vote, fund-
ed his mission, and asked him to report 
back on progress. And when he returns, 
is he greeted with the respect and ap-
preciation his service deserves? No. He 
is attacked again, at home, by some of 
the very Democratic Senators who con-
firmed him. 

They are following the lead of the 
left-wing groups that placed a full-page 
ad in today’s New York Times, ques-
tioning the character—questioning the 
character—of a four-star general who 
has the respect and admiration of the 
more than 150,000 brave men and 
women serving under his command. 
These childish tactics are an insult to 
everyone fighting for our freedom in 
Iraq, and they should be condemned. I 
am waiting for someone on the other 
side to condemn this ad in the New 
York Times today—the condemnation 
it richly deserves. 

Republicans have tried to maintain a 
level of civility in this debate. We have 
let most of the rhetorical excesses of 
the other side slide, knowing that tem-
pers are bound to flare in this charged 
environment. But the effort to dis-
credit General Petraeus personally 
over the past few days is completely 
and totally out of bounds. It needs to 
be recognized as such, and it needs to 
end—right now. 

The early effort to undermine his 
mission was troubling enough. Scarce-
ly had a fraction of the additional sol-
diers or marines landed in Iraq before 
we started hearing the voices of defeat. 
Amazingly, some Democrats who had 
called for a surge before January, 
would then label the policy a failure 2 
full months before it fully began. Oth-
ers said the war was lost even as these 
soldiers and marines were being sent 
into battle. 

General Petraeus was asked to carry 
out a new plan, and it would be a chal-
lenge. But it was guaranteed to fail too 
if armchair generals in Washington 
were allowed to dictate the battle plan 
from here. And with the help of a sin-
gle courageous Independent, Repub-
licans circled around a simple prin-
ciple: tactics would be dictated by con-
ditions on the ground, not the political 
thermometer. Before rushing to legis-
lative judgment, we would listen close-
ly to our commanders. 

We held our ground. Despite the best 
efforts of some of our colleagues on the 
other side, we gave our commanders 
what they needed to carry out their 
plan. Not least of all we gave them 
hope that they’d have the time and the 
funding to do their work. 

As the summer dragged on here in 
Washington, leftist groups continued 
to insist on an arbitrary withdrawal 
date. And when they failed to get their 
wish in Congress, they followed Repub-
licans home over the August recess, 
pouring money into misleading polit-
ical ads and busing in protesters. This 
was the other surge, a surge aimed at 
intimidating Republicans who sup-
ported the Petraeus Plan. 

These efforts were misguided—and of 
course they failed. 

They failed because Americans will 
always choose the hopeful path, when 
they see one in view. And while the de-
featists were pouring out of their buses 
with their coffee and their doughnuts 
last month, thousands of tough, deter-
mined American soldiers and marines 
were spilling out into Iraqi cities and 
villages finding a way to win this fight. 
And the news that started to trickle 
back from those villages and towns was 
this: after a long season of setbacks, 
there is reason for hope. 

The first major combat operation of 
the surge began less than 3 months ago 
on June 15. And the early reports of our 
commanders in the field confirm some 
truly remarkable gains. Our second in 
command, GEN Raymond Odierno, has 
told us that total attacks are at the 
lowest level since last August, that at-
tacks against civilians are at a 6- 
month low; civilian murders in Bagh-
dad are down to their lowest point 
since just before the bombing of the 
Golden Mosque; and that he sees a new 
aggressiveness in Iraqi soldiers, and 
discipline and pride. 

This report mirrored others that we 
have heard, from journalists and inde-
pendent analysts, about the strong mo-
rale of U.S. troops. One of those reports 
came in late July. After spending 8 
days with American and Iraqi military 
and civilian personnel, two prominent 
early critics of the war at the left-lean-
ing Brookings Institution issued a call 
to all critics: stop, look, listen. 

They said morale among U.S. troops 
is high, that troops are confident in 
their commander, that they see re-
sults, and that they believe they have 
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the numbers to make a difference. And 
then they told us what many others 
have confirmed: that Iraqis themselves 
are turning on the extremists, that Al 
Anbar, once thought to be lost to al- 
Qaida, has gone in 6 months from being 
the worst place in Iraq to the best. The 
marines and soldiers fighting in Anbar 
have been working with the local tribes 
and sheiks for years to produce this re-
sult, but their efforts are beginning to 
show remarkable results. 

The authors of this report didn’t sug-
arcoat the hard realities in Iraq. The 
obstacles are enormous. And they ad-
mitted what all of us, including Gen-
eral Petraeus, have long known and re-
peatedly said: that we can’t stay in 
Iraq indefinitely at current troop lev-
els. But, they concluded, we are finally 
getting somewhere militarily. And it 
would be foolish to turn back now. 

We have heard of stirring scenes in 
recent weeks: hundreds of thousands of 
Iraqi pilgrims marching to the 
Kadhimiya Shrine in Baghdad in peace, 
protected by the Iraqi security forces. 
Political leaders from across the ethnic 
divides who once stood by silently as 
terrorists bombed neighborhoods and 
mosques now joining together to con-
demn them. Arabs, Kurds, Sunnis, 
Shias, and Christians working together 
in Ninevah to help the victims of the 
recent bombing there. 

Americans like what they have 
heard. Recent polls suggest that an in-
creasing number of Americans now 
think we have a chance of winning. 
They have put their trust in our com-
manders and the troops in the field, 
and they trust that we will respect 
their gains and listen to their general, 
without prejudice, when he reports 
back to us this week. The early suc-
cesses of the Petraeus Plan give Amer-
ica hope that we can bring about ample 
stability to Iraq, and it also gives us 
real hope that we can start to bring our 
troops back, not in retreat but with 
full honor and pride. 

None of us wants the troops to stay 
in Iraq any longer than it takes to 
make it a stable democracy capable of 
defending itself. But Republicans have 
insisted that we let the uniformed gen-
erals advise us when that time comes, 
not armchair generals who are more fo-
cused on the polls than on a successful 
mission. 

General Petraeus has already hinted 
that a reduction in troop levels might 
be possible at or near the end of the 
year. This is the most welcome news 
yet, and if he recommends it tomorrow, 
I assure you Republicans will be ready 
to draft the legislation supporting that 
request. 

We hope that Democrats who have 
signaled a willingness to cooperate on 
Iraq, after 8 months of insisting on ar-
bitrary withdrawal dates and pre-
mature troop reductions, join us in ac-
knowledging that our generals know 
better than we do what it takes to win 
this war. 

Again, none of us wants the troops in 
harm’s way a minute longer than nec-
essary. But while there is a chance for 
hope, we will not retreat. We know the 
stakes if we leave Iraq to terrorists: 
slaughter on an unimaginable scale, 
the abandonment of an entire nation to 
vicious killers who would use it as a 
staging ground for future acts of vio-
lence against Americans, an open field 
for Iran, and the entire world mur-
muring that America doesn’t have the 
patience or the stomach or the grit to 
win. 

Some on the other side of the aisle 
sent General Petraeus to Iraq, then 
tried to control the mission. When that 
failed, they tried to define the mission 
as a failure. And in a last-minute burst 
of defeatism, they have tried to dis-
credit the man they sent to carry that 
mission out. No wonder a recent poll 
showed that only 3 percent of Ameri-
cans think the Democratic Congress is 
doing a good job handling the war. 

Let’s listen to General Petraeus 
when he gets here, really listen. I know 
that is hard for Senators, but let’s lis-
ten and respond accordingly. At some 
point we will have to draw down our 
forces, and we won’t leave perfection in 
our wake. We know we will have to 
maintain a long-term presence in Iraq 
and the region. We must deter Iran, we 
must combat al-Qaida, and we cannot 
countenance terrorist sanctuaries. 

But crafting a wise policy for the re-
gion over the long term will be impos-
sible in the current partisan climate. 
Let’s listen to the ranking member of 
the Foreign Relations Committee, the 
senior Senator from Indiana, who said 
we will only be able to craft a sustain-
able bipartisan strategy in Iraq to-
gether. 

Eight months ago, the situation in 
Iraq was unraveling. It remains dif-
ficult and dangerous. But there is hope 
and proof, not only of success, not only 
of bottom-up political progress on the 
ground, but for the reduction in troops 
that all of us want. And if General 
Petraeus says this is warranted, then 
we will act, together, and move for-
ward with new confidence that we can 
craft a sensible policy for protecting 
our interests not only in Iraq but in 
the broader Persian Gulf. 

Let’s allow this man to speak tomor-
row and listen to him without preju-
dice. 

I yield the floor. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION 

NOMINATION OF WILLIAM LIND-
SAY OSTEEN, JR., TO BE UNITED 
STATES DISTRICT JUDGE FOR 
THE MIDDLE DISTRICT OF 
NORTH CAROLINA 

NOMINATION OF MARTIN KARL 
REIDINGER, TO BE UNITED 
STATES DISTRICT JUDGE FOR 
THE WESTERN DISTRICT OF 
NORTH CAROLINA 

NOMINATION OF JANIS LYNN 
SAMMARTINO, TO BE UNITED 
STATES DISTRICT JUDGE FOR 
THE SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF 
CALIFORNIA 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Under the previous order, the 
Senate will proceed to executive ses-
sion to consider the following nomina-
tions en bloc, which the clerk will re-
port. 

The assistant legislative clerk read 
the nominations of William Lindsay 
Osteen, Jr., of North Carolina, to be 
United States District Judge for the 
Middle District of North Carolina; Mar-
tin Karl Reidinger, of North Carolina, 
to be United States District Judge for 
the Western District of North Carolina; 
and Janis Lynn Sammartino, of Cali-
fornia, to be United States District 
Judge for the Southern District of Cali-
fornia. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Under the previous order, there 
will now be 60 minutes of debate equal-
ly divided between the Senator from 
Vermont and the Senator from Penn-
sylvania. 

The Senator from Vermont. 
Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I under-

stand the Senator from North Carolina 
is on the floor and wishes to speak. Ob-
viously, I will yield her more time if 
she wants, but I ask unanimous con-
sent that she be yielded 10 minutes out 
of the time reserved for the distin-
guished senior Senator from Pennsyl-
vania, Mr. SPECTER. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

The Senator from North Carolina is 
recognized. 

Mrs. DOLE. Mr. President, today the 
Senate has the opportunity to confirm, 
for district judgeships, William Osteen, 
Jr. and Martin K. Reidinger, two of 
North Carolina’s most talented and ca-
pable legal minds. Both of these men 
have impeccable credentials, a keen 
sense of justice and a strong desire to 
serve. I am fully confident that Bill 
and Martin would serve the people of 
my home State with great honor and 
distinction as members of the Federal 
judiciary. 
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I am delighted to support Bill Osteen, 

to serve as a judge for the Middle Dis-
trict. With deep roots in North Caro-
lina, Bill received his education at the 
University of North Carolina at Chapel 
Hill, and has practiced law in the State 
for the past two decades. In 2004 and 
2005, Business North Carolina included 
him in its Legal Elite—the cream of 
the crop, selected not by the editors of 
the magazine but by State bar col-
leagues. 

Bill has broad experience in both 
criminal and civil litigation. As we all 
know, criminal cases make up a sub-
stantial and increasingly large portion 
of a Federal district judge’s docket, 
and Bill is well equipped to handle this 
important aspect of the job. He esti-
mates that he has served as the counsel 
of record in more than 100 Federal 
criminal cases. Bill also knows his way 
around a courtroom. In an age when 
most cases are resolved through settle-
ment or plea agreement, Bill has taken 
over 30 cases to trial. On the strength 
of this experience, I have no doubt that 
he will be able to make the transition 
to district judge without missing a 
beat. 

In addition to a distinguished profes-
sional life, Bill also has a very full per-
sonal life. He is a dedicated family man 
to his wife Elizabeth and their two 
children, Anne Bennett and Bill, and he 
is a man of faith, actively involved in 
the First Presbyterian Church of 
Greensboro. It is also notable that Bill 
has been nominated to succeed his fa-
ther to this seat. Bill’s father, William 
Osteen, Sr., has served the Middle Dis-
trict with great distinction and it is a 
rare and remarkable feat that a son 
has the opportunity to serve in his fa-
ther’s onetime place on the bench. And 
let me add that Bill’s mother, Joanne, 
has been a treasured friend since our 
Duke days together. I know the 
Osteens are very proud of their son and 
I am honored to highlight Bill’s many 
qualifications here today. 

Another outstanding North Caro-
linian for the Western District of North 
Carolina, Martin Reidinger, has built 
quite an impressive record of accom-
plishment over the years. A graduate 
of the University of North Carolina at 
Chapel Hill, he has practiced law for 
the past 23 years in Asheville with 
Adams Hendon Carson Crow & Saenger. 
There he gained vast civil litigation 
experience, handling matters running 
the gamut from employment law to 
land disputes. He frequently appears in 
Federal courts and has litigated to a 
verdict or judgment nearly 200 cases 
over the past two decades. 

In addition to his vast professional 
experience, Martin makes it a top pri-
ority to give back to his community. 
He has served as the president and sec-
retary-treasurer of the Buncombe 
County Bar Association, and he cur-
rently sits on the board of directors for 
Pisgah Legal Services, which provides 

free, civil legal services to low-income 
people who are unable to afford an at-
torney. In fact, in 2004, Martin accept-
ed the North Carolina State bar’s Out-
standing Pro Bono Services Award for 
his law firm’s commitment to giving 
back to their community. In addition 
to his extensive public service work, 
Martin is dedicated to his family—his 
wife Patti and children Heather, Sara, 
Alex and Max. 

Bill Osteen and Martin Reidinger are 
vastly qualified to serve on the Federal 
bench. They have earned the admira-
tion of their colleagues and peers and 
support from Senators on both sides of 
the aisle. 

It was my privilege to recommend 
these individuals to the president for 
these posts, and I am proud to urge my 
colleagues to support their confirma-
tion today, so they can get to work for 
the people of North Carolina. 

I yield back any remaining time. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. The Senator from Vermont. 
Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I thank 

the distinguished Senator. I note that 
when we confirm these three nomina-
tions today—and I fully anticipate we 
will; I will support them and I know 
Senator SPECTER will support them— 
the Senate will have confirmed 29 
nominations for lifetime appointments 
by the middle of September this year. 
That is 7 more than were confirmed in 
all of 2005 when the Senate had a Re-
publican majority which was consid-
ering nominations of this Republican 
President. I mention that because con-
sistently, for the Republican President, 
President Bush, when the Democrats 
have been in charge, we have moved his 
nominations faster than Republicans 
have. 

You would not know this, certainly, 
with some of the rhetoric that comes 
out of the White House; but, you know, 
sometimes facts get in the way of rhet-
oric. It is a pesky thing. 

Incidentally, there were 12 more con-
firmations that were achieved during 
the entire 1996 session, when Repub-
licans stalled consideration of Presi-
dent Clinton’s nominations by pocket- 
vetoing them. It is actually a little- 
known fact that during the Bush Presi-
dency, more circuit judges, more dis-
trict judges, and more total judges 
have been confirmed in the time we 
have had Democrats in control and I 
have been chairman, than during the 10 
years that either of the two Republican 
chairmen were working with Repub-
lican Senate majorities. 

Taking into account today’s con-
firmations, the Administrative Office 
of the U.S. Courts lists 46 judicial va-
cancies. The President has sent us only 
24 nominations for these 46 remaining 
vacancies. Twenty-two of these re-
maining vacancies—almost half—have 
no nominee. Of the 19 vacancies deemed 
by the Administrative Office to be judi-
cial emergencies, the President has yet 

to send us nominees for 8 of them, 
more than a third. Of the 16 circuit 
court vacancies, 6, more than a third, 
are without a nominee. If the President 
had worked with the Senators from 
Michigan, Rhode Island, Maryland, 
California, New Jersey, and Virginia, 
we could be in position to make even 
more progress. 

Of the 22 vacancies without any 
nominee, the President has violated 
the timeline he set for himself at least 
13 times—13 have been vacant without 
so much as a nominee for more than 
180 days. The number of violations may 
in fact be much higher since the Presi-
dent said he would nominate within 180 
days of receiving notice that there 
would be a vacancy or intended retire-
ment rather than from the vacancy 
itself. We conservatively estimate that 
he also violated his own rule 11 times 
in connection with the nominations he 
has made. That would mean that with 
respect to the 46 vacancies, the Presi-
dent is out of compliance with his own 
rule more than half of the time. 

William L. Osteen, Jr., is a partner at 
the two-person law firm of Adams & 
Osteen in Greensboro, NC, where he has 
worked for his entire legal career. His 
practice focuses primarily on Federal 
criminal litigation and State civil liti-
gation. 

Martin K. Reidinger is a partner at 
the Asheville, NC, law firm of Adams, 
Hendon, Carson, Crow & Saenger, 
where he has worked his entire 23 year 
legal career as a civil litigator. His 
legal practice concentrates primarily 
in the areas of general business litiga-
tion, land disputes, municipal matters, 
and employment law. 

Janis L. Sammartino is the presiding 
judge in the Superior Court of San 
Diego County in California. For 12 
years, she served on the State trial 
court bench as a municipal court judge 
in San Diego, and she worked for 18 
years as a deputy city attorney in the 
San Diego City Attorney’s Office. 

I congratulate the nominees and 
their families on their confirmations 
today. 

How much time is remaining for the 
Senator from Vermont? 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Senator has 51⁄2 minutes. 

Mr. LEAHY. I thank the distin-
guished Presiding Officer. 

I see the distinguished Senator from 
North Carolina and the distinguished 
Senator from Pennsylvania. 

I yield the floor. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. The Senator from Pennsylvania. 
Mr. SPECTER. Mr. President, I 

thank the distinguished chairman. We 
have worked harmoniously in a bipar-
tisan way on the Judiciary Committee. 
An expression I like to use when we 
change chairmen: It is a seamless 
transfer of the gavel in a bipartisan 
way. I join Chairman LEAHY in asking 
for the confirmation of the three judi-
cial nominees who are pending this 
morning. 
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I start with Janis Lynn Sammartino, 

who is up for the District Court for the 
Southern District of California, be-
cause she was born in Philadelphia, 
PA: magna cum laude from Occidental 
College in 1972, Phi Beta Kappa at that 
university; law degree from Notre 
Dame; law clerk to a superior court 
judge in California, Judge Douglas 
Seely; deputy city attorney; judge on 
the Municipal Court of the City of San 
Diego; a judge on the Superior Court 
for San Diego for the past 12 years—a 
very distinguished resume. She has a 
majority ‘‘qualified’’ rating from the 
American Bar Association, and some 
rated her as ‘‘well qualified.’’ She 
comes to the floor with the unanimous 
recommendation of the Judiciary Com-
mittee. 

Similarly, I urge the confirmation of 
Martin Karl Reidinger for the U.S. Dis-
trict Court for the Western District of 
North Carolina. He has an outstanding 
academic record: a bachelor’s degree 
from the University of North Carolina- 
Chapel Hill; a law degree with honors 
from the University of North Carolina- 
Chapel Hill School of Law; Order of the 
Coif, which means top 10 percent aca-
demically; North Carolina Law Review. 
He has had an extensive practice with 
the law firm of Adams Hendon Carson 
Crow & Saenger—associate for 5 years 
and partner for the last 18 years—dis-
tinguished qualifications. I think he is 
well suited to become a Federal dis-
trict court judge. 

Third, I urge the confirmation of Wil-
liam Lindsay Osteen, Jr., for the Dis-
trict Court for the Middle District of 
North Carolina. He has a bachelor’s de-
gree from the University of North 
Carolina-Chapel Hill in 1983 and a law 
degree from the same university in 
1987. He practiced law for the last 20 
years—first as an associate and later as 
a partner—in Adams & Osteen, and has 
a distinguished curriculum vitae. 

I ask unanimous consent that the re-
sumes of these three distinguished 
nominees be printed in the CONGRES-
SIONAL RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 
JANIS LYNN SAMMARTINO—UNITED STATES 

DISTRICT JUDGE FOR THE SOUTHERN DIS-
TRICT OF CALIFORNIA 
Birth: April 24, 1950, Philadelphia, PA. 
Legal Residence: California. 
Education: A.B., Magna Cum Laude, Occi-

dental College, 1972; Phi Beta Kappa; J.D., 
University of Notre Dame Law School, 1975. 

Employment: Law Clerk, Judge Douglas 
Seely, Superior Court, St. Joseph County, 
Indiana, 1975–1976; Deputy City Attorney, 
San Diego City Attorney’s Office, 1976–1994; 
Judge, Municipal Court of the City of San 
Diego, 1994–1995; Judge, Superior Court of 
San Diego County, 1995–Present. 

Selected Activities: Master and President- 
elect, American Inns of Court, Louis M. 
Welch Chapter; Member, Association of Busi-
ness Trial Lawyers of San Diego; Member, 
National Association of Women Judges; 
Member, San Diego County Judges Associa-

tion; Member, California State Bar; Member, 
San Diego County Bar Association; Member, 
University of Notre Dame Law School Alum-
ni Association. 

ABA Rating: Majority ‘‘qualified,’’ minor-
ity ‘‘well-qualified.’’ 

MARTIN KARL REIDINGER—UNITED STATES 
DISTRICT COURT FOR THE WESTERN DISTRICT 
OF NORTH CAROLINA 
Birth: December 18, 1958, New Haven, Con-

necticut. 
Legal Residence: North Carolina. 
Education: B.A., University of North Caro-

lina–Chapel Hill, 1981; J.D., with honors, Uni-
versity of North Carolina–Chapel Hill School 
of Law, 1984; Order of the Coif; North Caro-
lina Law Review, 1983–1984; Jefferson Pilot 
Foundation Scholar. 

Employment: Associate, Adams Hendon 
Carson Crow & Saenger, P.A., 1984–1989; Part-
ner, 1989–Present. 

Selected Activities: Member, North Caro-
lina Bar Association, 1984–Present; Member, 
28th Judicial District Bar, 1984–Present; 
President, 2003–2004; Secretary-Treasurer, 
1989–1992; Member, Local Bar Services Com-
mittee, 2003–Present; Chair, 2005–Present; 
Member, Select Drafting Committee of the 
North Carolina Board of Law Examiners; 
North Carolina Bar Association Statewide 
Small Firm Pro Bono Award, 2004; Board 
Member, Pisgah Legal Services, 2005– 
Present; Member, Arden Rotary Club; Paul 
Harris Fellow and Sustaining Member, Paul 
Harris Foundation. 

WILLIAM LINDSAY OSTEEN, JR.—UNITED 
STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE MIDDLE 
DISTRICT OF NORTH CAROLINA 
Birth: 1960, Greensboro, North Carolina. 
Legal Residence: North Carolina. 
Education: B.S., University of North Caro-

lina–Chapel Hill, 1983; J.D., University of 
North Carolina–Chapel Hill School of Law, 
1987. 

Employment: Associate, Adams & Osteen, 
1987–1991; Partner, 1991–Present. 

Selected Activities: Member, North Caro-
lina Bar Association; Past Member, Criminal 
Justice Council; Chairman, Criminal Justice 
Council, 2000–2001; Member, Greensboro Bar 
Association; Director, 1995; Listed in Busi-
ness North Carolina magazine’s ‘‘Legal 
Elite’’ in Criminal Law, 2004, 2005, 2006; Mem-
ber, Criminal Justice Act Advisory Com-
mittee; Criminal Justice Act Panel Attor-
ney, Middle District of North Carolina; Mem-
ber, American Bar Association; Member, 
American Board of Trial Advocates; Member, 
National Association of Criminal Defense 
Lawyers. 

Mr. SPECTER. Mr. President, I see 
the Senator from North Carolina. I am 
going to yield the floor to him and per-
haps take a minute or two at the con-
clusion of his comments. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Senator from North Carolina 
is recognized. 

Mr. BURR. Mr. President, it gives me 
great pleasure to stand before my col-
leagues today to urge them to confirm 
two great lawyers in North Carolina to 
be U.S. district court judges. I wish to 
take a moment to commend my col-
leagues on the Judiciary Committee 
for unanimously reporting out Bill 
Osteen, Jr., and Martin Reidinger be-
fore we adjourned for the August re-
cess. I thank Judiciary Chairman 

LEAHY and Ranking Member SPECTER 
for their dedication to ensuring that 
judicial nominees get hearings and 
votes on the Senate floor. I am grateful 
for the care and passion with which the 
Judiciary Committee members ap-
proach their responsibility of exam-
ining nominees for Federal judgeships. 

I have often said that there is no area 
of our daily lives that is not somehow 
affected by judicial decisions. The deci-
sions made by judges today will have a 
lasting effect long after we are gone 
from this institution. It is critical that 
these Federal judges serve to admin-
ister justice according to the strict in-
terpretation of law and the Constitu-
tion. We have before us today the op-
portunity to confirm two individuals 
who are committed to doing just that. 

As I mentioned in my remarks before 
the Judiciary Committee when he had 
his hearing, this is not the first time 
that somebody by the name of Bill 
Osteen has been before the Senate for 
consideration. Fifteen years ago, Bill 
Osteen’s father was confirmed to be a 
U.S. district court judge. Bill Osteen, 
Jr., was nominated by the President to 
be a Federal judge because he is quali-
fied to serve on the bench, and I am 
confident he will continue to work to-
wards a strong judicial system in 
North Carolina. 

Born and raised in Greensboro, he at-
tended the University of North Caro-
lina in Chapel Hill for both under-
graduate and graduate law school. He 
has a diverse legal background and has 
litigated many cases spanning all areas 
of the legal profession. Trying both 
civil and criminal matters, Bill spent 
much of his time in the Federal court-
room. After today, I hope he continues 
to spend his time in the Federal court-
room but now for a different reason in 
a different seat. 

While I am impressed by the profes-
sional qualifications he will bring to 
the bench if confirmed, perhaps most 
importantly, Bill is a good man. Bill is 
a family man. He is a good dad to his 
2 children Ann-Bennet and Bill. He is a 
good husband to his wife Elizabeth. I 
urge my colleagues to support Bill’s 
nomination and to confirm him to 
serve on North Carolina’s Federal 
bench. 

Martin Reidinger of Asheville, NC, is 
also before the Senate today to be con-
firmed as a U.S. district court judge. 

Like Bill, Martin graduated from the 
University of North Carolina for both 
his undergraduate and law degrees, 
graduating with honors from the law 
school. 

Martin’s well-established Federal 
practice in western North Carolina has 
existed for a number of years. Through-
out his career, he has handled all types 
of cases, represented a wide range of 
clients, and has appeared in all levels 
of State and Federal court. 

I had the pleasure of meeting Mar-
tin’s family as well: His wife Patti, and 
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his 4 children: Heather, Sara, Alex, and 
Max. 

Martin’s family and friends are proud 
of him for all of his accomplishments, 
and Martin has continuously expressed 
how honored he is to be considered for 
the Federal bench. These 2 nominees 
have tremendous legal experience, an 
unwavering commitment to their fami-
lies, and are men with good moral 
character. 

On too many occasions, we have let 
judicial nominations escalate into con-
tentious debates where people’s good 
reputations are tarnished as a result of 
partisan politics. We have seen it 
throughout history, and no one party is 
to blame. Unfortunately, both sides 
share blame. But it is great to see how 
this body can come together to work to 
make a difference in the lives of Amer-
icans. 

As policymakers, our debates cer-
tainly affect every American. We hear 
from thousands of our constituents 
every week, and when we make deci-
sions, we think about how to best bal-
ance the competing policy positions so 
we are able to make good laws. 

But every day, judges see how these 
laws we are responsible for making, 
apply in real life. They do not have the 
benefit of changing the law based on 
who appears before them. We owe it to 
our constituents to put fair-minded 
and qualified judges on the bench 
whom we are confident will apply the 
laws this body passes in an impartial 
manner. 

By confirming Bill Osteen, Jr., and 
Martin Reidinger to the Federal bench 
in North Carolina, I believe we are ful-
filling that obligation. 

I urge my colleagues to support both 
of their nominations. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. The Senator from Pennsylvania. 
Mr. SPECTER. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent to speak for an ad-
ditional 3 minutes. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

(The remarks of Mr. SPECTER per-
taining to the introduction of S. 2035 
are printed in today’s RECORD under 
‘‘Statements on Introduced Bills and 
Joint Resolutions.’’) 

Mrs. FEINSTEIN. Mr. President, I 
am pleased to support the confirmation 
of Judge Janis Lynn Sammartino to be 
a U.S. district judge for the Southern 
District of California. 

Judge Sammartino is nominated for 
a seat that has been designated a ‘‘judi-
cial emergency’’ by the Administrative 
Office of the U.S. Courts. The seat has 
been vacant for 3 years, ever since 
Judge Judith Nelson Keep passed away 
in September 2004. 

Fortunately, the Judiciary Com-
mittee has acted quickly on this nomi-
nation. It was submitted to the Senate 
on March 19 of this year. Judge 

Sammartino completed the required 
questionnaire, and a hearing was 
promptly scheduled for June 20. Now, 
fewer than 3 months later—including 
the August recess—we are voting on 
the nomination today. 

I urge my colleagues to vote in favor 
of this nomination to fill this long-
standing vacancy and permit the dis-
trict court in the Southern District of 
California to operate at full capacity. 

Judge Sammartino is a graduate of 
Occidental College and of the law 
school at the University of Notre 
Dame. After earning her law degree, 
she served as a law clerk on the supe-
rior court in South Bend, IN. 

For her entire legal career since 
then, she has devoted herself to the 
service of her city, San Diego, and the 
State of California. 

Judge Sammartino worked for 18 
years as a deputy city attorney in San 
Diego. In her first 2 years, as a deputy 
in the Criminal Division, she tried 
more than 50 criminal cases in front of 
juries and an equal number of bench 
trials. She then was promoted to the 
Municipal Law Section of the Civil Di-
vision, where she developed substantial 
expertise in land use law. She later 
served as the principal legal advisor to 
the city of San Diego on redevelopment 
issues. In that capacity, she played a 
major role in the planning and con-
struction of the Horton Plaza Retail 
Centre in downtown San Diego. 

Judge Sammartino rose to the rank 
of senior chief deputy city attorney 
and was responsible for supervising 
three advisory divisions in the City At-
torney’s Office. She was a regular par-
ticipant in legal and strategy decisions 
for pending cases. Her public service 
career then moved from the City Attor-
ney’s Office to the courthouse. She was 
appointed to the municipal court in 
1994, and to the superior court in 1995. 

As a testament to her skills as both 
a judge and a leader, her fellow judges 
elected her to be assistant presiding 
judge from 2004 to 2005 and then to be 
presiding judge as of January 2006. She 
now oversees the second largest trial 
court in California, which is also the 
third largest trial court in the Nation. 

Judge Sammartino’s judicial career 
has given her experience in a wide 
range of areas from criminal cases to 
family law cases, environmental cases, 
and complex civil cases. 

In California we have developed a bi-
partisan process for selecting Federal 
district court nominees. Under this 
system, a committee of lawyers known 
as the Parsky Commission, which in-
cludes Democrats and Republicans, rec-
ommends qualified applicants to the 
President. I am proud of this system, 
and proud to report that Judge 
Sammartino was recommended unani-
mously by the Parsky Commission to 
be nominated as a Federal district 
judge. I chaired the hearing on her 
nomination, and I was impressed with 

her testimony. By all accounts, she 
would make an excellent addition to 
the Federal bench in San Diego. 

I urge all of my colleagues to vote in 
favor of this nomination. 

Mr. SPECTER. Mr. President, I note 
the time has come for the scheduled 
votes. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. If all time is yielded back—— 

Mr. SPECTER. The time is yielded 
back. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The question is, Will the Senate 
advise and consent to the nomination 
of William Lindsay Osteen, Jr., of 
North Carolina, to be United States 
District Judge for the Middle District 
of North Carolina? 

Mr. SPECTER. Mr. President, I ask 
for the yeas and nays. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Is there a sufficient second? 

There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond. 

The clerk will call the roll. 
The assistant journal clerk called the 

roll. 
Mr. REID. I announce that the Sen-

ator from Delaware (Mr. BIDEN), the 
Senator from New York (Mrs. CLIN-
TON), the Senator from Connecticut 
(Mr. DODD), the Senator from Illinois 
(Mr. DURBIN), the Senator from Iowa 
(Mr. HARKIN), the Senator from New 
Jersey (Mr. LAUTENBERG), the Senator 
from Michigan (Mr. LEVIN), the Sen-
ator from Illinois (Mr. OBAMA), the 
Senator from New York (Mr. SCHUMER), 
and the Senator from Rhode Island 
(Mr. WHITEHOUSE) are necessarily ab-
sent. 

I further announce that, if present 
and voting, the Senator from Iowa (Mr. 
HARKIN) would vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. LOTT. The following Senators 
are necessarily absent: The Senator 
from Idaho (Mr. CRAIG), the Senator 
from Nebraska (Mr. HAGEL), the Sen-
ator from Oklahoma (Mr. INHOFE), and 
the Senator from Arizona (Mr. 
MCCAIN). 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Are there any other Senators in 
the Chamber desiring to vote? 

The result was announced—yeas 86, 
nays 0, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 327 Ex.] 

YEAS—86 

Akaka 
Alexander 
Allard 
Barrasso 
Baucus 
Bayh 
Bennett 
Bingaman 
Bond 
Boxer 
Brown 
Brownback 
Bunning 
Burr 
Byrd 
Cantwell 
Cardin 
Carper 
Casey 

Chambliss 
Coburn 
Cochran 
Coleman 
Collins 
Conrad 
Corker 
Cornyn 
Crapo 
DeMint 
Dole 
Domenici 
Dorgan 
Ensign 
Enzi 
Feingold 
Feinstein 
Graham 
Grassley 

Gregg 
Hatch 
Hutchison 
Inouye 
Isakson 
Johnson 
Kennedy 
Kerry 
Klobuchar 
Kohl 
Kyl 
Landrieu 
Leahy 
Lieberman 
Lincoln 
Lott 
Lugar 
Martinez 
McCaskill 
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McConnell 
Menendez 
Mikulski 
Murkowski 
Murray 
Nelson (FL) 
Nelson (NE) 
Pryor 
Reed 
Reid 

Roberts 
Rockefeller 
Salazar 
Sanders 
Sessions 
Shelby 
Smith 
Snowe 
Specter 
Stabenow 

Stevens 
Sununu 
Tester 
Thune 
Vitter 
Voinovich 
Warner 
Webb 
Wyden 

NOT VOTING—14 

Biden 
Clinton 
Craig 
Dodd 
Durbin 

Hagel 
Harkin 
Inhofe 
Lautenberg 
Levin 

McCain 
Obama 
Schumer 
Whitehouse 

The nomination was confirmed. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. Under the previous order, the mo-
tion to reconsider is considered made 
and laid on the table. 

VOTE ON NOMINATION OF MARTIN KARL 
REIDINGER 

The question is, Will the Senate ad-
vise and consent to the nomination of 
Martin Karl Reidinger, of North Caro-
lina, to be United States District Judge 
for the Western District of North Caro-
lina? 

The nomination was confirmed. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. Under the previous order, the mo-
tion to reconsider is considered made 
and laid on the table. 

VOTE ON NOMINATION OF JANIS LYNN 
SAMMARTINO 

The question is, Will the Senate ad-
vise and consent to the nomination of 
Janis Lynn Sammartino, of California, 
to be United States District Judge for 
the Southern District of California? 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I ask for 
the yeas and nays. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Is there a sufficient second? 
There is a sufficient second. 

The clerk will call the roll. 
The bill clerk called the roll. 
Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 

Senator from Delaware (Mr. BIDEN), 
the Senator from New York (Mrs. CLIN-
TON), the Senator from Connecticut 
(Mr. DODD), the Senator from Iowa (Mr. 
HARKIN), the Senator from Michigan 
(Mr. LEVIN), the Senator from Con-
necticut (Mr. LIEBERMAN), and the Sen-
ator from Illinois (Mr. OBAMA) are nec-
essarily absent. 

I further announce that, if present 
and voting, the Senator from Iowa (Mr. 
HARKIN) would vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. LOTT. The following Senators 
are necessarily absent: The Senator 
from Idaho (Mr. CRAIG), the Senator 
from Nebraska (Mr. HAGEL), and the 
Senator from Arizona (Mr. MCCAIN). 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
PRYOR). Are there any other Senators 
in the Chamber desiring to vote? 

The result was announced—yeas 90, 
nays 0, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 328 Ex.] 

YEAS—90 

Akaka 
Alexander 
Allard 
Barrasso 

Baucus 
Bayh 
Bennett 
Bingaman 

Bond 
Boxer 
Brown 
Brownback 

Bunning 
Burr 
Byrd 
Cantwell 
Cardin 
Carper 
Casey 
Chambliss 
Coburn 
Cochran 
Coleman 
Collins 
Conrad 
Corker 
Cornyn 
Crapo 
DeMint 
Dole 
Domenici 
Dorgan 
Durbin 
Ensign 
Enzi 
Feingold 
Feinstein 
Graham 

Grassley 
Gregg 
Hatch 
Hutchison 
Inhofe 
Inouye 
Isakson 
Johnson 
Kennedy 
Kerry 
Klobuchar 
Kohl 
Kyl 
Landrieu 
Lautenberg 
Leahy 
Lincoln 
Lott 
Lugar 
Martinez 
McCaskill 
McConnell 
Menendez 
Mikulski 
Murkowski 
Murray 

Nelson (FL) 
Nelson (NE) 
Pryor 
Reed 
Reid 
Roberts 
Rockefeller 
Salazar 
Sanders 
Schumer 
Sessions 
Shelby 
Smith 
Snowe 
Specter 
Stabenow 
Stevens 
Sununu 
Tester 
Thune 
Vitter 
Voinovich 
Warner 
Webb 
Whitehouse 
Wyden 

NOT VOTING—10 

Biden 
Clinton 
Craig 
Dodd 

Hagel 
Harkin 
Levin 
Lieberman 

McCain 
Obama 

The nomination was confirmed. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 

the previous order, the motion to re-
consider is considered made and laid 
upon the table. 

Under the previous order, the Presi-
dent shall be immediately notified of 
the Senate’s action. 

f 

LEGISLATIVE SESSION 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate will now 
return to legislative session. 

The Senator from Pennsylvania. 
f 

CHANGE OF VOTE 

Mr. CASEY. Mr. President, on roll-
call vote No. 320, I voted ‘‘yea.’’ It was 
my intention to vote ‘‘nay.’’ Therefore, 
I ask unanimous consent that I be per-
mitted to change my vote since it will 
not affect the outcome of that vote. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

HONORING OUR ARMED FORCES 

SERGEANT JAN ARGONISH 

Mr. CASEY. Mr. President, I wish to 
take a couple of moments to highlight 
the life of one of our brave fighting 
men who lost his life in Afghanistan. 
His name is Jan Argonish. He was a 
sergeant in the Army National Guard. 

On the last business day before our 
August recess was over, I was in a line 
in Peckville, PA, at his viewing where 
all of his family and his friends paid 
him last respects and prayed for him. 
Just to give a sense of the scene, the 
context of this scene, this was a view-
ing line that lasted hours and hours. I 
was in the line from about 6 o’clock to 
8:30. So for all the reasons we celebrate 
the service and the sacrifice of our 
brave troops, I wish to highlight the 
life of SGT Jan Argonish, who passed 

away at the age of 26 when he was 
killed in action in an ambush in Kunar 
Province in Afghanistan. 

Jan Argonish was a veteran of Oper-
ation Iraqi Freedom, with nearly 10 
years of service in the Pennsylvania 
National Guard. He volunteered to help 
train soldiers of the Afghan National 
Army. For SGT Jan Argonish, this was 
his third deployment since September 
11, 2001. 

He was born in Peckville, PA, and 
was a resident most recently in Scran-
ton, my hometown. He was a 1999 grad-
uate of Valley View High School, where 
he played football and was on the swim 
team. He went on from high school to 
enlist in the Army. He was a graduate 
of the Army’s infantry and mortar 
schools and tanker school at Fort 
Knox, KY. 

He received numerous awards for his 
brave service—the Bronze Star, the 
Purple Heart, the National Defense 
Service Medal, and on and on, award 
after award. He was a member of the 
Sacred Heart Church in Peckville, PA, 
and VFW Post 5544 in Jessup, PA. Since 
February 2006, he was employed as a 
corrections officer at the U.S. Peniten-
tiary Canaan in Waymart, PA. 

Sergeant Argonish leaves behind a 
family. One member of his family I will 
never forget, his 8-year-old son Jakub, 
who was in the viewing line to greet 
hundreds and hundreds of people. He 
was wearing a State trooper’s hat 
which was, obviously, too large for an 
8-year-old. But in so many ways, that 
image of that young boy, Jakub, is an 
image I will never forget, and in so 
many ways it is symbolic of and a met-
aphor of what so many families have 
lost when they have lost a loved one in 
Iraq, Afghanistan, or fighting around 
the world. Even someone who is old 
enough to understand it better than 8- 
year-old Jakub did—so many families 
are not ready for the horror and the 
trauma of that loss. 

So I am thinking of SGT Jan 
Argonish today. I am thinking of his 
service. We are remembering and pray-
ing for his family and, of course, all 
those who are doing the brave work our 
troops are doing in Afghanistan and, of 
course, in Iraq during this very pro-
found week we are about to enter into, 
the week where we think about the vic-
tims of 9/11 and we think about our 
troops. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senator from 
Wyoming, Mr. BARRASSO, is recognized 
to speak in morning business for up to 
30 minutes. 

The Senator from Wyoming. 
f 

WYOMING AND MY VISION FOR 
THE FUTURE 

Mr. BARRASSO. Mr. President, I rise 
today to address this body and our Na-
tion in my first official speech as Wyo-
ming’s newest Senator. Today I share 
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with you how I got here, who I am, 
what I believe, my vision for the fu-
ture, and what I hope to accomplish. 

All of us in this body and everyone in 
the State of Wyoming lost a great 
friend when we lost Senator Craig 
Thomas. I have heard it in this Cham-
ber on both sides of the aisle and 
throughout this building, and I have 
heard it all around Wyoming: We have 
lost a great friend. Susan Thomas and 
the memory of Craig Thomas have been 
recognized all across Wyoming this 
summer at rodeos, county fairs, the 
State fair, parades, and at special 
events. The new visitors center at the 
Grand Teton National Park has appro-
priately been named in his honor. 

Craig was a forceful and courageous 
voice for his constituents. He always 
did what he saw as right for Wyoming 
and right for America. He was a cow-
boy and a marine. The Marines say 
‘‘Semper fidelis.’’ Craig Thomas was al-
ways faithful. God, country, and Wyo-
ming—that was Craig Thomas. He has 
left huge boots to fill. No one can truly 
do it. I am very honored to be the per-
son to succeed Senator Thomas. I am 
humbled to be given the opportunity 
and the responsibility to represent the 
people of Wyoming in the U.S. Senate. 

Wyoming is the Equality State. It is 
a State of high altitude and low mul-
titude and a State of great natural 
beauty blessed with remarkable min-
eral resources. 

The law in Wyoming says a Senate 
vacancy must be filled by the Governor 
from a list of three names. The three 
names are supplied by the central com-
mittee of the political party where the 
vacancy occurred. 

Thirty-one Republicans in Wyoming 
applied for this Senate seat. The num-
ber was then reduced to 10, and then 5, 
and then 3 by a series of speeches and 
forums. The Governor then made his 
selection from the three finalists. I am 
very grateful to Gov. Dave Freudenthal 
for the confidence he and the people of 
Wyoming have placed in me. 

During the selection process, I made 
a simple pledge to the people of Wyo-
ming: I told them they could count on 
me to show up, to stand up, to speak 
up, and then to shut up. I would show 
up early for work and be here for votes. 
I would show up at home in Wyoming 
on weekends to listen to people and to 
host a town meeting in every county 
by Labor Day and to show up when peo-
ple from Wyoming visit the Capitol. As 
Craig Thomas did, I will only work in 
Washington but continue to live in Wy-
oming. 

I will stand up—stand up for Wyo-
ming people and Wyoming values, 
stand up against big government and 
Washington’s one-size-fits-all ap-
proach, stand up against those who try 
to take away the rights of Wyoming 
people. And I will speak up—speak up 
for limited government, lower taxes, 
and fewer regulations, speak up for a 

strong defense and secure borders, and 
speak up to make Wyoming values the 
values for all of America. And then I 
will shut up. That is because words are 
no substitute for action, and the most 
important thing a Senator can do is 
listen to Wyoming people, their hopes, 
their dreams, their concerns for them-
selves, their children, their families, 
their communities, and for all of Wyo-
ming, and because the best things 
about Wyoming and America don’t 
need long speeches but are expressed in 
single words: freedom, justice, honor, 
duty, compassion, hope, opportunity, 
life, and liberty. 

I have kept my pledge to visit every 
county in Wyoming before Labor Day 
and listen to people. I have held 30 
town meetings and heard from thou-
sands of people. Many brought their 
children. I have heard about their 
hopes for their families, their commu-
nities, Wyoming, and our Nation. And I 
have heard about their dreams for our 
future. 

Parents in Wyoming want what all 
parents want for their children: the op-
portunity for a better life. It is what 
all of our parents wanted for us. 

My dad had to quit school in ninth 
grade because of the Depression. He 
fought in World War II. He was in the 
Battle of the Bulge. As a cement fin-
isher, he did backbreaking work to put 
food on the table for the family. That 
is where I really learned about hard 
work, by pushing wheelbarrows of 
heavy, wet cement every summer in 
high school and college. 

Every day growing up, my dad would 
say: You should thank God every day 
you live in America. You don’t know 
how fortunate you are. It is the same 
lesson I try to pass on to my children 
Peter and Emma, because in America, 
through hard work, even the son of a 
cement finisher can have the oppor-
tunity to serve in the U.S. Senate. 

My dad would have been 90 when I 
was sworn in. We lost him 2 years ago. 
I had his dog tags from World War II in 
my pocket when I took the oath of of-
fice. 

Now, my mom’s lesson was different. 
Since the day I started kindergarten, 
my mom would always say: This year, 
this one right now, is the most impor-
tant year of your life. What she was 
saying is that whatever you are doing, 
focus on it, do it right because the fu-
ture depends on what you are doing 
today. In the Senate, I want to spend 
this next year, this most important 
year, working for a better future for 
our families—the families of Wyoming 
and the families of America. 

In Wyoming, many people refer to me 
as Wyoming’s doctor. For over two dec-
ades, folks have invited me into their 
homes with statewide television and 
radio health reports. I give people in-
formation on how to stay healthy and 
how to keep down the cost of their 
medical care. I end each report by say-

ing: ‘‘Here in Wyoming, I am Dr. John 
Barrasso, helping you care for your-
self.’’ That is also my philosophy for 
Government—helping people help 
themselves. 

I believe there is a role for Govern-
ment, but that role must be limited. 
Government should not do for people 
what they can and should do for them-
selves. Nor should Government put ob-
stacles in the way of people pursuing 
their American dream. Limited Gov-
ernment means limited in size, limited 
in scope, and limited in spending—lim-
ited but effective. That means a gov-
ernment that gives us value for our tax 
dollars. 

Speaking of values, to me that means 
families, schools, communities, and 
charities. I believe, as Ronald Reagan 
believed, we should rely more on our-
selves and less on our Government. 
That is why I will champion legislation 
to cut wasteful spending and to make 
sure taxpayers get value for their 
money. 

Now, some may wonder why and how 
an orthopedic surgeon became inter-
ested in serving his community in elec-
tive office. As a high school senior, I 
attended a program right here on Cap-
itol Hill. The program is called A Pres-
idential Classroom for Young Ameri-
cans. It is the Nation’s premier pro-
gram in civic education. Both of my 
children have attended. This past year, 
50 Wyoming students attended on 
scholarships. I would enthusiastically 
recommend A Presidential Classroom 
for Young Americans to any high 
school student. 

I have been privileged to serve in the 
Wyoming State legislature. It is a true 
citizen’s legislature. Through the 
years, it has been a great training 
ground for the folks Wyoming sends to 
Washington. During my two terms in 
the Wyoming State Senate, I built a 
reputation for getting the job done by 
working with members of both parties. 
That includes being a strong advocate 
for our veterans and members of the 
National Guard, working to keep our 
roads safer for young drivers, and re-
ducing the tax burden on all the people 
of Wyoming by eliminating the sales 
tax from groceries. 

I was one of the original sponsors of 
the Hathaway scholarship program. 
The Hathaway scholarship is designed 
to give opportunity for all Wyoming 
high school students to further their 
education at the University of Wyo-
ming or one of our community col-
leges. It is a way we used our State’s 
mineral wealth to invest in our people 
and in our future. The original bill was 
introduced by four State senators, two 
Republicans and two Democrats. Mem-
bers of the senate and members of the 
house improved the bill considerably. 
The bill was signed by Governor 
Freudenthal, a Democrat, and named 
for former Governor Hathaway, a Re-
publican. It is a great example of mem-
bers of both parties working together 
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to improve the quality of life for our 
citizens. 

Now, as a Senator, I will continue to 
work with all people, regardless of 
party, on issues that are important to 
the people of Wyoming. As one of only 
two physicians in the Senate, people 
are already coming to me to ask about 
health issues. Well, health issues go 
way beyond a twisted knee or a painful 
shoulder. The concerns include those of 
people living longer and needing care; 
the concerns of access to care, of af-
fordable care; the concerns of sub-
stance abuse and mental health; and 
the concerns of what to do with a sick 
child or elderly parents when the care-
givers are not available because they 
are working full time, and sometimes 
more. This country deserves a serious 
discussion on our health care needs and 
our health care system. I will be ac-
tively engaged in that discussion, 
along with my Wyoming Senate part-
ner, MIKE ENZI. 

Craig Thomas knew that rural States 
such as Wyoming have special needs 
when it comes to health care. He was 
cochair of the Rural Health Caucus for 
over 10 years. There are obstacles that 
our hospitals and providers must over-
come to deliver quality care to families 
in an environment with limited re-
sources. The week he passed away, Sen-
ator Thomas was set to reintroduce a 
followup health care bill, along with 
Senators ROBERTS, CONRAD, and HAR-
KIN. This bill has been renamed the 
Craig Thomas Rural Hospital and Pro-
vider Equity Act. I will ask to cospon-
sor the legislation and to join the 
Rural Health Caucus. 

While health care is near and dear to 
my heart, I am very pleased to be serv-
ing on three committees that are crit-
ical to Wyoming. So much of Wyo-
ming’s heritage and Wyoming’s future 
is tied to our land, our people, and our 
natural resources. Wyoming has been 
represented on the Energy and Natural 
Resources Committee for over a cen-
tury. I am grateful that my Republican 
colleagues recognized that long tradi-
tion and allowed me to keep Wyo-
ming’s voice on the committee. 

The Environment and Public Works 
Committee also has a major influence 
on daily activities in the Equality 
State, and the Select Committee on In-
dian Affairs will allow me to continue 
to serve the needs of our Native Amer-
ican citizens, as I have done before as a 
trauma surgeon. 

Energy, Public Lands, and the Na-
tional Parks are all vital to our State’s 
economy and our Nation’s. I will work 
to make sure that public lands remain 
open to multiple use, while at the same 
time ensuring our environment is pro-
tected. 

As an outdoorsman and a conserva-
tionist, Craig Thomas worked on two 
bills affecting the western part of Wyo-
ming that were very close to his heart. 
While he is not here to carry on the 

work, the work needs to continue as 
part of his legacy. One is called the 
Snake River Headwaters Legacy Act of 
2007. The bill, S. 1281, designates sec-
tions of the Snake River and several 
tributaries as ‘‘wild and scenic.’’ This 
will create a lasting legacy for Wyo-
ming people and for future generations. 
The designation of wild and scenic an-
nounces to the world that this river is 
the best of the best. 

The legislation he was working on 
also ensures that access, multiple use, 
and private property rights are not re-
stricted. As a tribute to Senator Thom-
as, and in recognition of his years of 
leadership in the Senate, and specifi-
cally the Energy Committee, I will ask 
that my name be attached to S. 1281. I 
will work hard for passage of the bill 
that achieves Senator Thomas’s vision, 
while balancing the concerns shared 
with me during August by private land-
owners and the agriculture community 
in Wyoming. 

The second bill affecting the western 
part of Wyoming deals with a very spe-
cial area named the Wyoming range. 
The Wyoming range is part of the 
Bridger-Teton National Forest. As a 
strong supporter of multiple use, Sen-
ator Thomas still believed there are 
areas of our State that are so sensitive 
that they must be protected from de-
velopment. In 2005, Senator Thomas 
said: 

We ought to seek a balance of energy de-
velopment and conservation. We can have 
both. Wyoming’s economy is thriving be-
cause of the positive role of energy in our 
State. And most folks live in Wyoming be-
cause of our outstanding natural resources 
and quality of life. 

A bill to protect the Wyoming range 
was in the final stages of development 
when Senator Thomas died. I had 
talked with him about it. I have his 
draft bills. I have visited the Wyoming 
range and listened to those whom the 
legislation affects. I am completing 
that work and will soon be introducing 
a bill in the Senate to protect the un-
developed areas of the Wyoming range 
from any future oil and gas leasing. My 
legislation is intended to achieve that 
goal while respecting private property 
rights that currently exist in the Wyo-
ming range. 

When I think of the history of our 
great State, I am reminded of one rug-
ged individualist who loved Wyoming— 
Teddy Roosevelt. We take our kids to 
Mt. Rushmore to see his face chiseled 
into the mountain, along with Wash-
ington, Lincoln, and Jefferson. He gave 
a speech at the University of Wyoming 
about 100 years ago. There were 10,000 
people in the crowd. Now, back then, 
that was a huge number for a sparsely 
populated State. He said: 

People of Wyoming, I believe in you and in 
your future. The government can only sup-
plement the work of the individual. The 
work of the individual depends on the char-
acter of the individual. 

Here we are, 100 years later, and the 
lesson is still the same: The Govern-

ment can only supplement the work of 
the individual. It is the same message 
Ronald Reagan delivered in Cheyenne, 
WY, 25 years ago. He talked of why he 
loved the frontier spirit of the West. He 
said: 

Wyoming is a place where people are still 
sure that the future is ours to shape. 

Still sure that the future is ours to 
shape. In Wyoming, we do believe the 
future is ours to shape. To shape the 
future, you need to have a vision for 
the future. I can see a specific future 
for Wyoming that helps all Americans. 
Imagine a future where America breaks 
its dependence on foreign energy. 
Imagine a future of affordable domestic 
sources of energy. Imagine a future 
where we solve the issue of carbon 
emission. And imagine a future where 
we can accomplish all of this while we 
protect the environment. That is the 
future I see for America, and that is 
the future I see for Wyoming. 

Wyoming is blessed with incredible 
resources—coal, natural gas, oil, and 
alternative sources of energy, with 
wind leading the list. The University of 
Wyoming’s School of Energy Resources 
is prepared to become the leading en-
ergy research institute in the world, 
converting coal to liquid, converting 
coal to gas, pumping carbon dioxide 
back into the earth to enhance our 
ability to get more oil. 

The world’s most powerful computer 
is being assembled in Wyoming to help 
make this possible. We can and we will 
do it while preserving the natural 
beauty and the wildlife of our State. 
That is the future I see for Wyoming. 

As a Senator from Wyoming, I am al-
ways asking myself: What can I do 
today for Wyoming’s future? I will tell 
you what I heard at 30 town meetings 
since I have been sworn in. What I 
heard is: Fight for Wyoming, fight 
every day, fight for our future, fight 
for quality education for our children, 
fight for quality jobs for our families, 
fight for health care, and fight for our 
core values—the values that come from 
within us, from our families, our com-
munities, and how we were raised. That 
is what I plan to do every day because, 
like my mom’s lesson, this is our most 
important year. 

Mr. President, I conclude by thank-
ing the Members of the Senate who 
have all been so gracious in making me 
feel so welcome. I also want to tell you 
I feel very blessed. I am blessed with a 
wonderful team of Wyoming folks with 
whom I serve—Vice President CHENEY, 
Senator ENZI, and Representative 
CUBIN. I am blessed with a wonderful 
staff, who served with Senator Thomas. 
And I am blessed with a wonderful fam-
ily—my children Peter and Emma—and 
the love of my life, Bobbi Brown, and 
her daughter Hadley. 

Bobbi is a breast cancer survivor. She 
is a remarkable person. At last 
month’s Race for the Cure in Wyoming, 
we announced our engagement. I joked 
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with the crowd that I believed if I ever 
made anything out of myself I would 
ask Bobbi to marry me. The newspaper 
headline told the story: ‘‘Barrasso pro-
poses—Brown says yes.’’ And I am very 
grateful. 

There is a passage in the Bible, a let-
ter from Paul to Timothy, which says: 

In the end, he fought the good fight, he fin-
ished the race, he kept the faith. 

As I enter the Senate, it is my goal 
to fight the good fight, to finish the 
race, and to keep the faith—faith in 
God, faith in my family, faith in Wyo-
ming, and faith in America. 

With that, Mr. President, I yield the 
floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The mi-
nority leader. 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
am hard pressed to remember a time 
when I complimented a Democratic 
Governor for a great appointment, but 
I think I will have to say once again 
that the Governor of Wyoming made an 
outstanding selection in picking our 
new friend JOHN BARRASSO to replace 
our late and beloved colleague Craig 
Thomas. 

I have heard a few maiden speeches. 
Actually, some people on the floor 
right now have made their initial Sen-
ate speeches in the last few years, but 
I believe we just heard one of the best. 
So I want to add, on behalf of all the 
Republican conference, our congratula-
tions to Senator BARRASSO on an out-
standing opening address. 

He pointed out that one of his spe-
cialties, which is greatly needed 
around here, is the fact he is a physi-
cian. That is extremely important. So 
your skill set, in addition to your lead-
ership abilities, is certainly welcomed 
here in the Senate. 

Mr. President, I congratulate our col-
league from Wyoming on a great maid-
en speech and welcome him once again 
to the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The sen-
ior Senator from Wyoming. 

Mr. ENZI. Mr. President, I, too, con-
gratulate my colleague on his official 
first speech, so I will officially give my 
first welcome. He and I and the people 
of Wyoming know this is not his first 
speech, and definitely not his first ef-
fort. He has been helping people in Wy-
oming. He gave up a great orthopedic 
practice that he founded, which is a 
disappointment to a lot of people in 
Wyoming who were actually still hop-
ing they would have an operation from 
him. But because of the quickness of 
the appointment, he was back here, 
ready to work, and at work. He has 
done a phenomenal job since he has 
been here. 

I am glad to have the help explaining 
Wyoming, as he did so aptly in this 
speech. There is a lot of work to be 
done here, teaching the East about the 
West so they understand better that 
one size fits all does not work. 

I have been across Wyoming and 
talking with my colleagues here ex-

plaining what a hard worker and a fast 
learner the new Senator is. He has cer-
tainly proven that on his own. He did 
mention the 30 town meetings he held 
prior to September 1. That leaves out a 
lot. Besides 30 town meetings, he had 
meetings with officials, he had meet-
ings with special groups, he went to a 
lot of events. He was even in a bocce 
ball tournament in Cheyenne, where he 
narrowly lost to the reporter who 
wrote a wonderful three-page article 
after that. 

When we talk about 30 town meetings 
in Wyoming, we are talking about one 
of the bigger States in the United 
States. We are a small population, but 
we are a big State. To get to those peo-
ple you have to travel a lot of miles 
and talk to a lot of small groups. He 
does that willingly. He shows up at ev-
erything. I am pretty sure, by my 
count, he was in Jackson six times dur-
ing August. Jackson is on the far side 
of the State where the Grand Tetons 
are. We hope everybody in America vis-
its there and visits there frequently. It 
is just on the south of the Yellowstone, 
which is even a little better known, but 
it is on the far side of the State. It is 
very difficult to get to from anywhere 
in Wyoming. It is pretty easy to get to 
from Houston or Atlanta or Min-
neapolis, but it is very difficult to get 
to from Wyoming. He was there six 
times. That means traveling probably 
250 miles a trip, each way, to get there, 
and then to get back on schedule, 
meeting with the constituents with 
whom he promised to meet. That is the 
kind of dedication he has. He did a 
marvelous job of answering questions, 
gathering information. He is a good lis-
tener, but he is also a good doer. 

He served in the State senate. That 
has been a training ground for people 
who have served here for years. That 
legislative experience makes a dif-
ference in how fast you can adjust to 
the way things operate here compared 
to the way things operate in the State 
legislature—compared to not knowing 
about either one of them. He had some 
marvelous achievements while he was 
in the State. He has mentioned some 
things he wants to get done here. 
Watch out for him. He will get those 
done. Help him out. They are worth 
doing. 

He is a tremendous asset to the Sen-
ate, and I am very proud to welcome 
him as my colleague and part of the 
delegation. 

I yield the floor. 
f 

DEPARTMENTS OF TRANSPOR-
TATION, HOUSING AND URBAN 
DEVELOPMENT, AND RELATED 
AGENCIES APPROPRIATIONS 
ACT, 2008 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate will pro-
ceed to the consideration of H.R. 3074, 
which the clerk will report. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H.R. 3074) making appropriations 

for the Departments of Transportation, and 
Housing and Urban Development, and related 
agencies for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2008, and for other purposes. 

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I sug-
gest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent the order for the 
quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2790 
(Purpose: In the nature of a substitute) 

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the substitute 
amendment be considered and agreed 
to, the bill as amended be considered as 
original text for the purpose of further 
amendments, and that no points of 
order be waived for purposes of this 
agreement. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The amendment (No. 2790) was agreed 
to. 

(The amendment is printed in today’s 
RECORD under ‘‘Text of Amendments.’’) 

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I am 
very pleased that the Senate is now de-
bating the Senate amendment to H.R. 
3074. This is the Transportation, Hous-
ing and Urban Development Appropria-
tions bill for this coming fiscal year. 
This bill has been supported by the 
broadest possible bipartisan majorities. 
The Transportation, Housing and 
Urban Development Appropriations 
subcommittee has 21 members, more 
than one-fifth of the Senate. It is one 
of the largest subcommittees in the 
Senate. Despite the diversity of views 
on our very large subcommittee, back 
on July 10 we voted unanimously to re-
port the bill to the full Appropriations 
Committee, and 2 days later, each and 
every one of the 29 members of that 
committee voted to report this bill to 
the Senate. 

This bill has broad, bipartisan sup-
port because it addresses pragmati-
cally the very real housing and trans-
portation needs of American families 
across all regions of the Nation. Rather 
than endorse the many arbitrary and 
destructive cuts called for in the ad-
ministration’s budget, we worked in 
this bill to target our limited resources 
on getting citizens out of traffic jams 
and home to their families; keeping 
our low-income tenants in their homes 
and out of shelters; providing housing 
for the elderly and the disabled; invest-
ing in crumbling infrastructure, and 
improving safety on our runways, high-
ways, and railways. 

Much has been said recently about a 
looming battle between the White 
House and Congress over spending pri-
orities and the funding levels in these 
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appropriations bills. There is no ques-
tion that the bill before us spends more 
than the level sought by the Bush ad-
ministration, both for transportation 
and for housing. Yet this bill still has 
broad bipartisan support, and I believe 
the Senate would benefit greatly from 
a detailed explanation as to why that 
is the case. 

More than any other reason, this bill 
spends more than the administration’s 
budget because it rejects many of the 
most punitive and misguided cuts that 
were proposed by the White House. The 
President’s budget that he sent us for 
fiscal year 2008 proposed cuts across 
the board. Those included cuts that 
would put low-income tenants and 
their children on the streets. It pro-
posed cuts that would undermine 
transportation safety, especially when 
it comes to aviation and railway safe-
ty; cuts that would worsen congestion 
on our Nation’s roadways and runways; 
and cuts that undermine the commu-
nity development efforts of mayors and 
county executives and Governors 
across this country. 

So this bill spends more than the 
President’s budget, not because it in-
cludes vast new spending initiatives 
but because it simply refuses to acqui-
esce to the President’s reckless cuts. 
These are the very same cuts that have 
been proposed in recent years by the 
Bush administration and rightly re-
jected by the then-Republican-led Con-
gress. That is why every member of the 
Appropriations Committee voted to 
support this bill. 

In addition to restoring funding to 
the cuts that were proposed in the 
President’s budget, there are a limited 
number of selected funding increases in 
this bill. Those increases are targeted 
on efforts to maintain the current serv-
ice levels for the HUD section 8 pro-
gram, so tenants do not lose their 
homes. It continues to make invest-
ments in highway infrastructure so we 
can address our crumbling bridges and 
highways. It addresses the critical 
housing needs of homeless veterans, in-
cluding veterans who are struggling 
after returning from Iraq and Afghani-
stan. And it addresses the current cri-
sis in the mortgage market by boosting 
funding to counsel subprime borrowers 
who are today facing default and fore-
closure. 

As appropriators, we have an obliga-
tion to ensure that with our limited re-
sources we are addressing the most 
critical and current needs we face in 
transportation and in housing. I be-
lieve we can all agree the needs of our 
returning veterans, especially those in 
need of housing while they struggle 
with physical or mental illness, have to 
be paramount. I believe we can all 
agree that with billions of dollars of 
mortgages about to reset to higher in-
terest rates in the next few quarters, 
we have to do everything we can to 
help our borrowers keep their homes. 

I have been greatly fortunate to be 
joined by my ranking member, Senator 
BOND, in crafting this package. Senator 
BOND’s long service on the Appropria-
tions Committee, as well as his work 
on the Public Works and Banking Com-
mittees, has made him one of our lead-
ing experts in the areas of both trans-
portation and housing. Senator BOND’s 
leadership and his commitment to the 
mission of HUD takes a back seat to no 
one. I could not have a better or more 
experienced partner in this effort. 

The bill that Senator BOND and I put 
together contains congressionally di-
rected earmark spending. Consistent 
with the instructions of Senator BYRD 
and Ranking Member COCHRAN, those 
earmarks have been substantially re-
duced from prior years. 

For the first time in a great many 
years, the committee has reported a 
bill that will leave dollars available to 
initiate national competitions among 
all eligible applicants for discretionary 
transportation programs. For the first 
time in several years, this bill requires 
every earmarked project to be fully eli-
gible under the basic authorizing stat-
ute for the pertinent program in which 
it is earmarked. 

Those projects must also conform to 
other strict criteria newly imposed by 
our subcommittee this year. 

Now, as I said earlier, this bill spends 
more money than the President’s re-
quest, principally because it rejects a 
great many of the cuts that were pro-
posed in the President’s budget cut, 
that by the way have been rejected 
year by year by Republican Congresses. 

I want to take a few minutes of the 
Senate’s time today to discuss those 
cuts in greater detail. The President 
proposed to cut community develop-
ment efforts in all our States and com-
munities across the Nation by slashing 
the CDBG Program by $735 million or 
20 percent. 

Now, at a time when our changing 
economy is imposing unprecedented 
challenges to our mayors and our gov-
ernors in preserving their struggling 
cities and towns, the President wanted 
to slash this effort by almost three- 
quarters of a billion dollars. 

I have yet, personally, to meet a 
mayor or governor of any political 
party who endorses that approach. So 
our bill restores every penny of that 
cut. The President’s budget also pro-
posed to cut housing funding for the 
disabled by $112 million, almost 50 per-
cent. At a time when our social service 
networks are trying to give our dis-
abled citizens the chance to live inde-
pendently, the Bush administration 
wants to slash that program in half. 

Now, if that is not bad enough, at a 
time when the number of senior citi-
zens is growing, the President’s budget 
for HUD seeks to cut housing for low- 
income seniors by $160 million or 22 
percent. So the bill before you restores 
every penny of those cuts. 

The bill also rejects the President’s 
proposal to completely eliminate fund-
ing for the very successful HOPE VI 
Program. Senators BOND and MIKULSKI 
deserve a great deal of credit for the 
success of that program. We have again 
restored funding for it so we can de-
molish some of the most decrepit and 
crime-ridden housing projects with new 
mixed-income developments that are 
cleaner, safer, and promote stable com-
munity living. 

The bill before us rejects several pu-
nitive cuts proposed for the Depart-
ment of Transportation. The Presi-
dent’s budget proposed to slash funding 
for Amtrak by almost $500 million or 40 
percent in a single year. This sub-
committee heard testimony back in 
late February that a cut of that size 
would cripple the railroad and push it 
into certain bankruptcy. That was not 
just the view of Amtrak supporters, 
that was the view of the DOT inspector 
general who audits Amtrak’s books 
every quarter. 

The bill before us also rejects the 
President’s proposal to cut subsidies 
for the Essential Air Service Program, 
which would eliminate all flights to 
dozens of rural and midsized commu-
nities in about every State. 

At a time when our commercial air-
lines are terminating air service to 
small- and medium-sized cities, the 
President’s budgets worsens the situa-
tion by slashing subsidies to keep some 
of those cities on the national aviation 
map. 

As anyone who has taken a flight re-
cently can attest, the number of air 
travelers has now well exceeded the 
levels we experienced prior to Sep-
tember 11. Flights are packed and are 
too often delayed. Planes are landing 
to find there are no gates to accommo-
date them. Consumer complaints are 
growing. Our air traffic control infra-
structure is increasingly showing its 
age, with equipment outages and near 
misses occurring with frightening fre-
quency. 

Yet, as in past years, the President’s 
budget for the FAA proposes to slash 
over $800 million from our programs 
that invest in airport capacity, safety 
projects, and modernizing the air traf-
fic control system. 

Maybe if the President flew commer-
cial instead of on Air Force One we 
would see a much different budget 
here. But thankfully, as was the case 
in past years, our bill that is before us 
today rejects those proposed cuts. 

Finally, as I mentioned before, the 
bill before us includes some select but 
critically needed funding increases. 
The President’s budget proposed an ab-
solute freeze on the amount of money 
available for tenant housing vouchers 
for the coming years, completely ig-
noring inflationary costs and rising 
rents. This bill provides a $500 million 
increase for tenant-based rental assist-
ance. That is the amount we estimate 
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will be needed to ensure that all cur-
rently federally assisted tenants can 
stay in their homes. 

Senator BOND and I joined forces to 
add $78 million for the HUD–VASH Pro-
gram. That program was designed to 
target both housing assistance and sup-
port services to our homeless veterans, 
including our veterans who are return-
ing today from Iraq and Afghanistan. 

We have coordinated this increase in 
voucher funding with a comparable in-
crease in supportive services funding in 
the appropriations bill for the VA and 
military construction. This is a pro-
gram that has not received funding for 
several years. I am very proud to say 
that our new initiatives will provide 
critically needed funding to support at 
least 7,500 homeless veterans. 

This bill has also included small and 
selected increases to address critical 
and worsening problems with transpor-
tation safety. Small increases above 
the President’s budget are provided to 
hire more air safety inspectors. At 
present, these inspectors cannot in-
spect all the maintenance facilities 
they are responsible for, and we are es-
pecially concerned about these facili-
ties that are overseas. 

We have also provided small in-
creases for rail safety, highway safety, 
and pipeline safety. Our subcommittee, 
in fact, had a special hearing on the 
rising level of highway fatalities. We 
have worked to respond to some of the 
needs that were cited during that hear-
ing. 

We have also provided increased 
funding to enable the Department of 
Transportation to investigate the 
growing backlog of customer service 
complaints by airline passengers. 

In summary, this bill rejects reckless 
and misguided cuts that Republican-led 
Congresses have also rejected before, 
cuts that would harm our infrastruc-
ture, our communities, and our citi-
zens. It also contains modest targeted 
increases on programs that are tack-
ling emerging and growing problems, 
programs that will help our veterans, 
our safety and our efforts to keep our 
families in their homes. 

In doing all this critical work, this 
bill does spend more than the Presi-
dent’s request. But in that sense, it is 
no different from the transportation 
and housing appropriations bills that 
were passed by the House and Senate 
when my Republican colleagues across 
the aisle chaired our committees. 

This bill has broad bipartisan support 
because it takes a practical approach 
in addressing real needs we found in 
the transportation and housing sector. 
I urge all our Senators to support this 
bill and move us rapidly to final pas-
sage. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2791 
Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, before 

I turn to my colleague for his opening 
remarks, I would offer an amendment 
to the bill to clarify the authority of 

the Secretary of Transportation to col-
lect damages. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
CARDIN.) The clerk will report. 

The assistant legislative clerk read 
as follows: 

The Senator from Washington [Mrs. MUR-
RAY] proposes an amendment numbered 2791. 

The amendment is as follows: 
(Purpose: To strike a provision of the bill 

and insert authority for the Secretary of 
Transportation) 
On page 129, strike section 218 and insert 

the following: 
‘‘SEC. 218. The Secretary of Transportation 

may receive and expend cash, or receive and 
utilize spare parts and similar items, from 
non-United States Government sources to re-
pair damages to or replace United States 
Government owned automated track inspec-
tion cars as a result of third party liability 
for such damages.’’ 

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I ask 
for the yeas and nays on that amend-
ment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 
sufficient second? 

There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
AMENDMENT NO. 2792 TO AMENDMENT NO. 2791 
Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I offer 

a second-degree amendment to my 
amendment on behalf of Senator 
LANDRIEU and myself. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report. 

The assistant legislative clerk read 
as follows: 

The Senator from Washington [Mrs. MUR-
RAY], for herself and Ms. LANDRIEU, proposes 
an amendment numbered 2792 to amendment 
No. 2791. 

The amendment is as follows: 
(Purpose: To expand the extension of author-

ity of the Secretary of Transportation and 
provide additional obligation authority for 
the highway bridge program) 
In lieu of the matter proposed to be in-

serted, insert the following: 
‘‘SEC. 218(a). The Secretary of Transpor-

tation may receive and expend cash, or re-
ceive and utilize spare parts and similar 
items, from non-United States Government 
sources to repair damages to or replace 
United States Government owned automated 
track inspection cars and equipment as a re-
sult of third party liability for such dam-
ages, and any amounts collected under this 
subsection shall be credited directly to the 
Safety and Operations account of the Fed-
eral Railroad Administration, and shall re-
main available until expended for the repair, 
operation and maintenance of automated 
track inspection cars and equipment in con-
nection with the automated track inspection 
program. 

ADDITIONAL OBLIGATION LIMITATION 
HIGHWAY TRUST FUND 

(b) For an additional amount of obligation 
limitation to be distributed for the purpose 
of section 144(e) of title 23, United States 
Code, $1,000,000,000; Provided, That such obli-
gation limitation shall be used only for a 
purpose eligible for obligation with funds ap-
portioned under such section and shall be 
distributed in accordance with the formula 
in such section; Provided further, That in dis-

tributing obligation authority under this 
paragraph, the Secretary shall ensure that 
such obligation limitation shall supplement 
and not supplant each State’s planned obli-
gations for such purposes.’’ 

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, the 
second-degree amendment that I sent 
to the desk further expands the Sec-
retary’s collection authority and pro-
vides additional funding for the bridge 
rehabilitation program. I am going to 
be discussing this amendment in detail 
later this afternoon after Senator BOND 
has completed his opening statement. 

I would like to thank my colleague, 
Senator BOND, for his work and his 
staff’s work on this very complex and 
very important bill. Again, I urge all 
our colleagues to bring their amend-
ments to the floor. As everyone knows, 
we are in a very short timeframe this 
week because of the Jewish holidays. 
We are going to be working late in get-
ting our amendments done. We encour-
age everyone to get to the floor. I 
thank my colleague for his work on the 
bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Missouri. 

Mr. BOND. Mr. President, my sincere 
thanks to Senator MURRAY for being 
such a good partner on this bill. It is a 
very challenging bill, particularly 
under the constraints in which we are 
supposed to work. It is always a dif-
ficult bill and many complex and con-
troversial issues. 

I begin by echoing her comments; we 
know there will be amendments. We 
urge our colleagues to come down as 
soon as possible and offer those amend-
ments so we can deal with them. We 
have a hard deadline of Wednesday 
noon. I hope we can get the issues re-
solved before then. But that is a dead-
line which the Senate schedule imposes 
on us. We do want to get it completed. 

Senator MURRAY deserves a great 
deal of credit for balancing the tough 
issues that are included in this bill; she 
referred to them. These are important 
programs that help build our commu-
nities and without which a lot of per-
sons would been placed at the risk of 
homelessness. 

This would have been particularly 
harsh on seniors and persons with dis-
abilities. I also especially am grateful 
for the programs Senator MURRAY de-
scribed that we were able to include $75 
million in Section 8 funds for the VA 
Supportive Housing Program. 

I think it is a critical program that 
calls attention to some of the many 
needs that face our returning service 
people. There are far too many return-
ing service men and women who come 
back and are without housing. This is a 
start on dealing with this serious prob-
lem that I know the VA and HUD are 
familiar with. 

We want to give them the authoriza-
tion and the direction to move forward 
on it. I think the worth of this program 
will become even more evident as 
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young disabled service men and women 
try to make the difficult adjustments 
to civilian life. 

Now, the next item that is going to 
be discussed is the Minnesota bridge 
collapse. This was surely a cata-
strophic event. Our hearts go out to all 
of those families who lost loved ones in 
that horrific tragedy. In response to 
the bridge collapse, Congress imme-
diately authorized $250 million in 
emergency relief spending to rebuild 
this vital infrastructure in Minnesota. 

I think a welcomed awareness has 
arisen from this event, brought a high-
er degree of understanding and appre-
ciation that new methods for inspect-
ing and rating our bridges are nec-
essary. People are even talking about 
infrastructure and the need for infra-
structure. 

Well, that is what we have been talk-
ing about in this committee and on 
this floor for many years. We are de-
lighted to have our long-time sup-
porters and some new friends agreeing 
with us on it. 

Now, as far as this bridge collapse, 
we are anxiously awaiting further in-
formation from the National Transpor-
tation Safety Board on what the root 
cause of this tragic accident was and 
how we can further improve our Fed-
eral oversight of critical infrastruc-
ture. There are a number of items 
which have been raised which may 
point out specific causes for this col-
lapse and which will be a warning to 
other States and other localities as 
well of steps they must take and things 
they must do to avoid bridge collapses. 

But I understand why my colleague, 
Senator MURRAY, has offered the 
amendment that would add $1 billion in 
obligation limits for bridges in reac-
tion to this tragic event. I share that 
concern. But I do have a feeling we 
should not overreact to the Minnesota 
bridge collapse by spending more 
money out of the highway trust fund 
than is available until we have time to 
work on a comprehensive reauthoriza-
tion of the underlying legislation, 
SAFETEA. 

Part of this process must be a com-
prehensive review of our Nation’s infra-
structure problems, including how best 
to prioritize and fund those needs. Ob-
viously, we are going to be looking at 
bridge safety as well as the other as-
pects of transportation safety. 

I know in my home State of Mis-
souri, and I assume in every State 
transportation department across the 
country, this event brought renewed 
attention to bridge inspection. In my 
State, the department of transpor-
tation is embarking on a major pro-
gram to rehabilitate 800 bridges that 
are of varying levels of deficiency. But 
while we need to avoid and prevent a 
future repeat of the Minnesota tragedy, 
we also must minimize the risk of 
death or injury posed by the broad 
spectrum of our aging infrastructure. 

This measure would cause serious 
problems with the declining balance in 
the highway trust fund and leave us 
with an additional $1 billion greater 
shortfall for highway trust fund fund-
ing in the 2009 appropriations cycle. 
Everybody in this building, all my col-
leagues know or should know that we 
have significant problems in the high-
way trust fund because we have seen 
the impact of higher gas prices on fuel 
consumption. People are driving less. 
Economics does work. But when they 
drive less and use less gasoline, use 
more efficient conservation measures, 
which is all to the good, it results in 
less money coming into the highway 
trust fund than had been anticipated 
and lessens the amount of revenue we 
have available to use on bringing our 
highway and bridge infrastructure up 
to the needs of the 21st century. We are 
not there yet. 

Chairman MURRAY and I held a hear-
ing in April on the question of rising 
highway fatalities. We agree—and ev-
erybody would agree—we cannot ignore 
the fact that 43,443 Americans were 
killed on the highways last year and 
some 2.7 million more were injured. 
From my State, our highway transpor-
tation department estimates that one 
out of three of these people is killed by 
reason of inadequate infrastructure. In 
our State, the major problem is too 
many two-lane roads carrying traffic 
which should properly be on four-lane 
roads. I suspect other States are fight-
ing that problem. 

The vast majority of highway fatali-
ties are not on the Nation’s bridges 
but, rather, on the highways. The best 
estimate we have from the U.S. Depart-
ment of Transportation is that ap-
proximately 2,200 out of the 43,000 
deaths occurred on bridges. This leads 
me to suggest that we cannot overreact 
to such a horrible and tragic event 
such as that in Minnesota by micro-
managing our Federal aid dollars sole-
ly to bridges, unless that is where a 
State, through its unique local vantage 
point and knowledge of its situation, 
wants to focus its efforts in Federal ap-
portionment. 

So this is something we will be dis-
cussing further. We are both concerned 
about safety on highways and bridges. 
We look forward to working with our 
colleagues to see how this can be re-
solved. 

With respect to the Federal Aviation 
Administration, I again thank Senator 
MURRAY and her staff for their close 
cooperation in working through these 
issues. The chronic delays experienced 
by numerous travelers this year and 
specifically this summer have not gone 
unnoticed by the committee. As rank-
ing member, having spent a wonderful 
21⁄2 hours sitting on an airport runway 
after we landed, I have a personal in-
terest in dealing with this. The bill 
continues to support the beginning 
stage of the NextGen Air Transpor-

tation System, which we believe is a 
much needed step toward providing ad-
ditional capacity and relieving many of 
the delays at our Nation’s airports. The 
bill also contains funds above the ad-
ministration’s request for flight inspec-
tion and certification personnel. Al-
most all of us use airplanes frequently, 
and we understand the need the flying 
public has for greater assurance of 
safety. We think these funds will en-
sure continued safety for the National 
Airspace System. 

I also note additional funds for the 
Airport Improvement Program. That 
remains an important bipartisan pri-
ority for this subcommittee. I can’t 
tell my colleagues how many small air-
port operators and community leaders 
in those cities and towns around my 
State have expressed their strong sup-
port for the program. 

There are some issues we will have to 
address as the bill moves forward. For 
example, we include revenue aligned 
budget authority, that which we call 
RABA. When Members hear the term 
‘‘RABA,’’ it is not the name of a dog or 
somebody’s pet name; it is ‘‘revenue 
aligned budget authority.’’ This was 
not included in the President’s budget. 

The bill also contains a $2.89 billion 
rescission of highway contract author-
ity apportionments to the States used 
as a budgetary offset to meet the other 
pressing needs my colleague already 
described. The bill includes an addi-
tional $43.359 million in administrative 
contract authority and another $172 
million in the unused transportation 
innovative financing infrastructure ac-
count—the TIFIA—contract authority, 
for a total offset of spending of $3.495 
billion. In the HUD section, we include 
a rescission of $1.1 billion. 

Finally, I raise one issue we have not 
been able to address; namely, HUD and 
OMB’s failure to provide adequate 
funding for HUD’s section 8 project- 
based housing program for fiscal year 
2008. To my colleagues and to OMB and 
to HUD, I say: Let’s get serious. This is 
a critical and important program 
which serves many of our most vulner-
able citizens—low-income families, ex-
tremely low-income families, seniors, 
and persons with disabilities. If we 
don’t fund it, they are out on the 
street. None of us wants to see that re-
sult. HUD has been unable to fund in a 
full and timely fashion many of these 
contracts during fiscal year 2007, and 
this problem is only going to get worse 
in 2008 to the extent that HUD could 
have a shortfall in its budget of as 
much as $2 billion or more which is 
needed to meet its obligations to these 
contracts in the next fiscal year. If we 
don’t act in this bill, we are going to 
see a $2 billion shortfall. Think of the 
number of people who would be put out 
on the street if we don’t solve that 
problem. It is unacceptable. 

I know this program enjoys wide sup-
port, and I expect and hope that OMB 
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will provide the necessary funds for the 
program through a budget amendment 
or as part of a continuing resolution or 
through emergency supplemental legis-
lation. To my good friends at OMB, I 
say: You cannot walk away from this 
problem. This problem is real. It must 
be addressed or we are going to see a 
tremendous tragedy for the Nation’s 
lowest income and most needy housing 
residents. 

While I am pleased with much of the 
bill, especially spending in critical pro-
grams, I have to say that we are on a 
collision course with the White House 
on the spending levels contained in this 
bill. Both sides are going to have to 
make adjustments. Some of the adjust-
ments we have outlined are absolutely 
essential, and we cannot lose the ben-
efit of the positive investments we 
have made in this bill. This is a very 
important bill. It is a very difficult bill 
because we have some extremely seri-
ous challenges to face. We understand 
the need to be sensitive to the budget 
needs, but there are real pressing 
human problems we must meet in this 
bill. 

I thank the Chair. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Washington. 
Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I asso-

ciate myself with the remarks my col-
league made regarding the HUD ten-
ant-based housing. I will have more to 
say on that later. I appreciate his com-
ments. 

We do have now before the Senate a 
pending amendment about which I 
would like to make a few remarks. I 
am hoping we can set a timetable for a 
vote on that fairly shortly. I do want 
my colleagues to know about the 
amendment now pending. 

Less than 6 weeks ago, our entire Na-
tion—really, the entire world—watched 
in horror as the I–35W bridge in Min-
neapolis, MN, collapsed into the Mis-
sissippi River. Given the scope of that 
disaster, it is miraculous that the fa-
talities were not greater. Thirteen peo-
ple lost their lives and over 100 were in-
jured on that horrible day. We are all 
going to remember the horrendous vi-
sion of that yellow schoolbus full of 
children that came within a few feet of 
tragedy. 

The National Transportation Safety 
Board is still, of course, conducting its 
investigation into the exact cause of 
the bridge collapse, but the horror of 
that incident has appropriately focused 
the Nation on whether we are investing 
adequately in a national highway sys-
tem that is fragile and aging. The trou-
bling conditions of our Nation’s high-
ways and bridges should not have been 
a surprise to the media or to policy-
makers. This has not been a story kept 
under wraps for years. This is not a 
case where the true conditions were 
suddenly revealed in a groundbreaking 
study. 

The U.S. Department of Transpor-
tation has by law been required to pub-

lish regular reports on the conditions 
and performance of America’s highway 
infrastructure. That report is sub-
mitted to Congress and posted on the 
Web. The DOT’s report was used exten-
sively in the debate we had with the 
Bush administration 4 years ago over 
the appropriate amount of funding that 
should be authorized in the highway 
bill. This report from the DOT is am-
plified by regular annual report cards 
published by the American Society of 
Civil Engineers, along with regular 
studies by other groups. The difference 
today is that the nightmare became a 
reality for the people of Minnesota and 
Americans across the country as we 
watched it live on television. 

We have built a national highway 
system that is the envy of the world. 
But it is now no secret that our Gov-
ernment has failed to adequately fund 
the maintenance needs of that system. 
Increasing traffic has put added stress 
on a system that simply was not de-
signed for it. As a result, our bridges 
are deteriorating far faster than we can 
finance their replacement. This is why 
more than one in every four bridges on 
U.S. highways is rated as deficient. Put 
another way, fully 27 percent of our 
600,000 bridges have aged so much that 
their physical condition or their abil-
ity to withstand current traffic levels 
is simply inadequate. Roughly half of 
these deficient bridges or about 78,000 
across the Nation are structurally defi-
cient. That means the Department of 
Transportation considers the physical 
condition of these bridges to be poor or 
worse. 

These bridges require immediate at-
tention, and many of them will need to 
have weight limits to keep them in 
service. For a portion of these bridges, 
their physical condition is so bad that 
they are unsafe and do need to be re-
placed. The other half of deficient 
bridges or another 80,000 across the Na-
tion are functionally obsolete. They 
don’t meet today’s design standards. 
They don’t conform to today’s safety 
requirements, and they are handling 
traffic far beyond their original design. 

These deficient bridges are not just 
found off the beaten path, by the way. 
In fact, over 6,000 bridges considered 
deficient are located on the National 
Highway System, the roadway system 
that is designated as most important 
to our Nation’s economy, defense, and 
mobility. There are deficient bridges 
found in every State in the Nation. My 
home State of Washington has more 
than 2,300 deficient bridges. But certain 
of our States are struggling a lot more 
than others. Iowa has more than 6,600 
deficient bridges. Oklahoma has more 
than 7,400 deficient bridges. Pennsyl-
vania has almost 9,600 deficient 
bridges. Texas has more than 10,000 de-
ficient bridges. California has more 
than 7,000 deficient bridges, with more 
than 2,000 on the National Highway 
System. 

The Department of Transportation 
evaluated the complete picture across 
the Nation last year when it published 
its Conditions and Performance Report 
for 2006. That report concluded that 
there is a $65.3 billion backlog of re-
pairs needed on U.S. bridges by all lev-
els of government. Unfortunately, the 
challenge of addressing this issue com-
prehensively is going to have to wait 
for the next highway reauthorization 
bill. But today I have offered an 
amendment to this bill that will add $1 
billion to the resources available to all 
50 States to help address their most 
critical bridge replacement and repair 
needs. 

This amendment will not bust the 
budget. It can be accommodated within 
the budget ceiling that governs our 
subcommittee bill. It does not bust 
through that ceiling or through the 
discretionary spending cap that has 
been imposed by our budget resolution. 

Working with Chairman BYRD and 
Ranking Member COCHRAN, our sub-
committee was allocated additional 
outlays that were not used by other 
subcommittees specifically to accom-
modate the cost of this amendment I 
have offered. 

My amendment would distribute the 
$1 billion strictly according to the for-
mula that already exists in the code for 
the bridge replacement and rehabilita-
tion program. That formula by law 
takes into account the physical condi-
tions of the bridges in each State, the 
cost to rehabilitate or replace the defi-
cient bridges, current safety standards 
and traffic demands, and the role of the 
bridges in the overall transportation 
system. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that a table displaying the dis-
tribution of this funding to all 50 
States be printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

DISTRIBUTION OF OBLIGATION AUTHORITY UNDER THE 
MURRAY AMENDMENT 

Bridge Oblig. 
(Murray Amendment) 

Alabama ................................................................. 15,555,494 
Alaska .................................................................... 3,039,702 
Arizona ................................................................... 3,928,042 
Arkansas ................................................................ 12,472,923 
California ............................................................... 100,000,000 
Colorado ................................................................. 7,465,758 
Connecticut ............................................................ 33,545,876 
Delaware ................................................................ 3,028,428 
District of Columbia .............................................. 7,058,550 
Florida .................................................................... 22,508,320 
Georgia ................................................................... 13,900,183 
Hawaii .................................................................... 5,398,718 
Idaho ...................................................................... 4,125,863 
Illinois .................................................................... 28,349,052 
Indiana ................................................................... 12,756,193 
Iowa ........................................................................ 14,572,001 
Kansas ................................................................... 10,848,673 
Kentucky ................................................................. 13,366,925 
Louisiana ................................................................ 40,207,373 
Maine ..................................................................... 7,512,716 
Maryland ................................................................ 23,292,258 
Massachusetts ....................................................... 42,442,187 
Michigan ................................................................ 23,539,287 
Minnesota ............................................................... 6,849,173 
Mississippi ............................................................. 13,486,737 
Missouri .................................................................. 26,396,149 
Montana ................................................................. 2,822,240 
Nebraska ................................................................ 5,692,805 
Nevada ................................................................... 2,500,000 
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DISTRIBUTION OF OBLIGATION AUTHORITY UNDER THE 

MURRAY AMENDMENT—Continued 

Bridge Oblig. 
(Murray Amendment) 

New Hampshire ...................................................... 5,569,814 
New Jersey .............................................................. 37,919,229 
New Mexico ............................................................ 2,978,426 
New York ................................................................ 100,000,000 
North Carolina ........................................................ 25,321,588 
North Dakota .......................................................... 2,500,000 
Ohio ........................................................................ 32,918,739 
Oklahoma ............................................................... 15,962,296 
Oregon .................................................................... 18,096,746 
Pennsylvania .......................................................... 93,887,593 
Rhode Island .......................................................... 15,224,139 
South Carolina ....................................................... 11,626,086 
South Dakota ......................................................... 2,880,383 
Tennessee ............................................................... 12,035,612 
Texas ...................................................................... 32,362,327 
Utah ....................................................................... 2,568,480 
Vermont .................................................................. 7,013,688 
Virginia ................................................................... 20,440,584 
Washington ............................................................ 34,839,647 
West Virginia .......................................................... 11,554,093 
Wisconsin ............................................................... 5,138,903 
Wyoming ................................................................. 2,500,000 

Total .............................................................. 1,000,000,000 

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, con-
sistent with the rules that are already 
in law for the bridge program, these ad-
ditional funds we are covering under 
this amendment will be available to 
the States for bridge replacement, 
bridge rehabilitation, preventive main-
tenance, seismic retrofitting, bridge in-
spections, and the installation of coun-
termeasures designed to protect 
bridges and extend their lifespans. 

Importantly, my amendment does in-
clude one restriction that is not in-
cluded in current law. My amendment 
will require the Secretary of Transpor-
tation to ensure these additional funds 
be used to enhance planned expendi-
tures by the States for bridge construc-
tion and repair. 

Under current highway law, States 
have the flexibility to use obligational 
authority for many different uses. 
States may transfer funding between 
program activities so they can target 
Federal funds on their most urgent 
needs. My amendment would not dis-
turb that flexibility for the over $40 
billion we are allocating to the States 
in regular Federal aid funding. How-
ever, my amendment would require the 
States to use the additional $1 billion 
we allocate with this amendment sole-
ly for their most critical bridge activi-
ties. 

This amendment is a very measured 
response to a very big problem. I know 
our States need even greater resources 
to address their bridge repair needs, 
but my amendment will allow for an 
historic increase in Federal bridge 
funding—a boost of 25 percent. And it 
will do so while working within the 
constraints of our budget resolution. 

I urge our Senators to support this 
amendment. The American people de-
serve to feel safe on our roads and our 
bridges. We should be taking every step 
necessary to ensure they are. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor. 
I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll. 
The bill clerk proceeded to call the 

roll. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to proceed as in 
morning business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. The Senator 
from Ohio is recognized. 

f 

PRODUCT SAFETY 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, last 
week, Mattel, the maker of Barbie and 
Elmo and Barney toys, issued its third 
recall of tainted products from China 
just in the last month. Toothpaste, 
tires, toys—when ‘‘made in China’’ be-
comes a warning label, something is 
very wrong. Our trade policy should 
prevent these problems, not invite 
them. Clearly, our trade policy has 
failed. Yet anyone who disagrees with 
America’s trade experts is labeled a 
protectionist, as if that is a bad word. 
It is not only our moral obligation to 
protect our communities, protect our 
families, protect our children from 
contaminated, possibly deadly prod-
ucts, as Members of Congress it is our 
duty to protect them. 

Last year, the United States im-
ported from China $288 billion worth of 
goods, much of it food and toys and vi-
tamins and dog food. Not only is China 
weak in unenforced health and safety 
regulations, as the Washington Post re-
vealed again today, it aggressively 
foists on vulnerable nations contami-
nated food and products. 

China sends formaldehyde-laced chil-
dren’s candy, mercury-laced makeup, 
and fungus-infested dried fruits to 
unsuspecting consumers in Indonesia, 
Malaysia, and Hong Kong—a part of 
China—nations largely reliant upon 
Communist China for trade and for aid. 
Our country has worked hard to build 
safe working places, to build a reliable, 
healthy food supply, and to ensure that 
our drinking water is pure and safe. 
For 100 years, workers, community 
leaders, elected officials, advocates, 
labor union activists, people of faith in 
their synagogues and in their churches, 
took on some of the world’s most pow-
erful corporations to make sure our 
food and our products were safe. Unre-
stricted, unregulated free trade with 
China threatens these gains and jeop-
ardizes our public health. Why would 
we expect otherwise? China doesn’t en-
force food safety, doesn’t enforce con-
sumer product safety, doesn’t enforce 
worker safety in its own country for its 
own people. Why would we expect— 
with this wide-open trade arrangement 
with the People’s Republic of China, 
why would we expect that Communist 
government, which cares little about 
its own citizens—why would we expect 
them to ship us uncontaminated vita-
mins? Why would we expect them to 

ship us products that are safe? Why 
would we be surprised when toys are 
coated with lead-based paint or vita-
mins are contaminated? 

As of now, there is little interest 
among the Chinese in changing the 
way we and they do business. Our trade 
deficit with China exceeded $250 billion 
last year. 

So what is to be done? Since the Chi-
nese Communist party forbids third 
party inspectors on Chinese soil, we ei-
ther buy less—much less—from China, 
or we hold importers responsible for 
the safety of the products they bring 
into our country. First of all, we must 
increase the number of food and con-
sumer product safety inspectors. Less 
than 1 percent of all imported vegeta-
bles and fruits and seafoods and grains 
are inspected at the border—less than 1 
percent. 

Mattel is to be commended for taking 
the proactive step of an internal inves-
tigation into the recall of products. 
But such action should be the rarity, 
not the norm, which is why we cannot 
in our Nation’s best interests focus 
solely on consumer threats from China. 

The real threat is our failed trade 
policy that allows—and in fact encour-
ages in some ways—recall after recall 
after recall. The real threat is our fail-
ure to change course and craft a new 
trade policy. The real threat is this ad-
ministration’s insistence not just on 
continuing these trade relationships, 
but on building more of the same: More 
trade pacts that send U.S. jobs over-
seas, more trade pacts that allow com-
panies and countries to ignore the 
rules of fair trade, and more trade 
pacts that will lead to more recalls. 

The administration and its free trade 
supporters in Congress are gearing up 
for another trade fight. They want to 
force on our Nation—a nation that in 
November demanded change in every 
State in the Union—they want to force 
on our Nation more trade agreements 
with Peru and Panama, Colombia and 
South Korea, all based on the same 
failed trade model. 

FDA inspectors have rejected seafood 
imports from Peru and Panama. Yet 
the President is suggesting trade 
agreements with Peru and Panama. 
Yet the current trade agreements—as 
written—limit food safety standards 
and continue to ignore real border in-
spections. Adding insult to injury, the 
agreements would force the United 
States to rely on foreign inspectors 
who aren’t doing their jobs to ensure 
our safety. We have seen how well that 
worked in China. 

More of the same in our trade policy 
will mean exactly what we have seen 
now with China: more contaminated 
imports; more unsafe, dangerous toys; 
more recalls. It is time for a new direc-
tion in our Nation’s trade policy. 

As my friend from North Dakota 
says, we want plenty of trade. We want 
trade—plenty of it—but we want it 
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under different rules. It is time for a 
trade policy that ensures the safety of 
food on our kitchen tables and toys in 
our children’s bedrooms. 

Everyone agrees on one thing: We 
want more trade with countries around 
the world, but our first responsibility 
in the Senate is to protect the safety 
and the health of our families first. 

Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, would 
the Senator from Ohio yield for a ques-
tion? 

Mr. BROWN. I would love to. 
Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, the 

Senator from Ohio has spoken often 
about trade issues, and I have as well. 
We have talked a lot about the issue of 
workers, the impact of free-trade 
agreements on workers in this country, 
and the downward pressure on their in-
come and the outsourcing of American 
jobs. We have talked a lot about its im-
pact on the environment; being able to 
produce, for example, in China and 
pump effluents into the air and chemi-
cals into the water and encouraging 
corporations to move to produce where 
they can hire people for 20 cents an 
hour, 30 cents an hour, and pump their 
pollutants into the air and the water 
unimpeded. 

We have not talked previously much 
about this issue of protecting con-
sumers. I would just say to my col-
league that I spoke last week about a 
young boy, a 4-year-old boy, who swal-
lowed a little heart-shaped charm—a 
little heart-shaped charm—and died. 
Why? Because that heart-shaped charm 
was made of 99 percent lead coming 
from China. Well, we know the impact 
of lead on human health. Ben Franklin 
described that. It is not something that 
is new. Yet we have these products now 
coming into this country with lead be-
cause it is cheap. It is bright. So we 
have all of this lead coming in. 

My colleague describes the cir-
cumstance now as a ‘‘race to the bot-
tom’’ with respect to consumer stand-
ards. We have always known that is 
what is going on with these free-trade 
agreements with respect to labor 
standards and environmental stand-
ards. But is it also the case—I would 
ask the Senator from Ohio is it also 
the case that this is a race to the bot-
tom with respect to consumer stand-
ards, by passing these free-trade agree-
ments and doing nothing to insist that 
the conditions abroad are the condi-
tions that we require at home with re-
spect to what is used in the production 
is safe for consumers, and so on? 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, Senator 
DORGAN is exactly right. The tragedy 
of the young boy who swallowed the 
little toy made of lead is that it is less 
expensive to use lead. It is easier to 
paint. The paint dries quicker. All of 
that when you use lead. So when we 
have this race to the bottom, when our 
companies go to China and are looking 
for the cheapest way to make products, 
and then to import those products, ex-

port them from China, import them 
back into the United States, you are 
going to see that race to the bottom. 

We have seen it with contaminated 
toothpaste, we have seen it with vita-
mins, we have seen it with inulin in 
apple juice, and we see it in toy after 
toy after toy made by Fisher Price, 
made by Mattel, some of the most re-
spected companies in our country. 

Until we change the trade policy 
when we are dealing with a country 
that doesn’t protect its own con-
sumers, doesn’t do much for its own 
clean water, its clean air and safe 
drinking water, doesn’t do much for its 
workers, we know this race to the bot-
tom will continue. That is why the 
Senator’s efforts on trade issues and 
our efforts jointly on trade issues are 
so important. We want more trade, and 
we want plenty of it, but we want it 
under different rules that protect 
American families. 

Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, if the 
Senator would yield further for a ques-
tion, it was, I believe, about a century 
ago when Upton Sinclair wrote the fa-
mous book that launched an effort in 
this country that decided to protect 
consumers. He was describing condi-
tions in the slaughterhouses. Once peo-
ple read what he described, they in-
sisted—they demanded—protection for 
consumers. He talked about the rats in 
the slaughterhouses and how they 
would take pieces of bread, loaves of 
bread, slices of bread, and lace them 
with poison and lay them around so 
that the rats would eat the poison and 
die, the bread would poison the rats. It 
was all shoved down the same hole, and 
out the other hole came meat to be 
sold to the American consumer. There 
was a demand on behalf of the con-
sumer to stand up for the protection of 
the American consumer. 

So over a century, we lifted stand-
ards in this country to protect Ameri-
cans, to protect consumers. Oh, I know 
some consider it regulation which is, in 
their minds, something we should 
never do, but we regulate to protect 
people. It is the case with the global 
economy. 

I would ask my colleague from Ohio, 
it is the case, is it not, with the global 
economy that if you don’t have rules 
that keep pace with the galloping glob-
al economy, you see downward pressure 
on American wages? Because it is un-
fair to workers—to ask a worker from 
Ohio or North Dakota to compete with 
someone who will work in Sri Lanka, 
Bangladesh, Indonesia, or China to 
work for 20 cents an hour; it is unfair 
to those of us who care about the envi-
ronment—and there is only one fish-
bowl. We all live in the same fishbowl, 
and we breathe the China haze in the 
United States—and it is also unfair to 
consumers who believe that for over a 
century we raised standards to protect 
them and now we discover we have 
been engaged in a race to the bottom 

to obliterate those standards by those 
who are able to produce abroad. 

Is this not the case? 
Mr. BROWN. Exactly. As we weaken 

those standards, as we have this wide- 
open trade arrangement with a country 
that doesn’t respect those standards 
and has a history of undermining any 
standards like that, it is intensified by 
the fact that we have seen in our own 
country a weakening of consumer prod-
ucts, safety laws, and we have seen a 
scaling back of the number of food in-
spectors at the U.S.-Mexican border 
and in other places. So the first job— 
and I know the Senator thinks in 
North Dakota, and I think in Ohio that 
U.S. Senators protect our families. And 
the best way to do that is stronger con-
sumer product laws, stronger health 
and safety laws, and not to allow them 
to be undercut and not to allow them 
to be unenforced. 

So I thank my friend from North Da-
kota for his interest, and I also want to 
lend support for his amendment that 
he is about to introduce that deals 
with the same kinds of issues; in this 
case truck safety, and how important 
that is to all of us. 

I yield the floor, Mr. President. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from North Dakota is recognized. 
Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, I am 

going to offer an amendment to the un-
derlying bill. My understanding is 
there is an amendment pending. I can 
withhold the amendment. I have not 
yet filed it. Let me at least describe for 
this moment the amendment, and then 
I will file it and offer it with the con-
sent of the chairman and the ranking 
member. 

In this morning’s newspaper there is 
a story of a great tragedy in Mexico. It 
says: 37 die in Mexico truck blast acci-
dent. Monterrey, Mexico. Thirty-seven 
people killed when a truck loaded with 
explosives crashed into another truck 
in northern Mexico, Mexican media re-
ported on Monday. About 150 people 
were injured by the blast, which left a 
crater of up to 65 feet in diameter in 
the road. Most of the dead were by-
standers, including three newspaper 
journalists who had rushed to the scene 
of the crash and the truck exploded, 
the paper said. That area is a mining 
State where explosives are used in the 
coal industry. 

Why is that something I raise today? 
Well, we also had something that hap-
pened last week that was pretty unbe-
lievable. The inspector general issued a 
report, and the report is titled: ‘‘Issues 
Pertaining to the Proposed NAFTA 
Cross-Border Trucking Demonstration 
Project.’’ What this means is they have 
issued a report on whether we ought to 
allow long-haul Mexican trucks to 
come into this country and begin 
trucking in our country. 

Well, we then have an accident in 
Mexico of two trucks. Tragically, 37 
people are killed, 150 are injured, with 
a crater in the highway of 65 feet. 
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And then we have the Bush adminis-

tration that last week rushed—yes, I 
say rushed—to approve the pilot 
project of some 100 trucking firms to 
do long-haul trucking in our country. 

The inspector general’s report, which 
I have, is 40-some pages long. I had pre-
viously cosponsored an amendment 
with some of my colleagues saying that 
they had to wait to allow long-haul 
truckers from Mexico to do long-haul 
trucking in our country until they 
could have an inspector general’s re-
port which analyzed the advisability of 
this pilot program. 

So they could not proceed with the 
pilot program despite the fact that 
they were itching to do it. But they 
were impeded from proceeding until 
they got the inspector general’s report. 
The inspector general’s report came in 
at 7:30 last Thursday evening. 

At 8:30 the same evening—presum-
ably having read 40-some pages—the 
attorneys and the administrator at the 
Department of Transportation an-
nounced that the pilot program would 
begin. So in 1 hour, the Department of 
Transportation evaluated this inspec-
tor general’s report—or maybe not. 

Let me describe some of what this re-
port is about. First, the inspector gen-
eral’s finding—the inspector general’s 
finding, Department of Transportation 
only looking at records that the Mexi-
can trucking companies make ‘‘avail-
able.’’ Here is what it says: 

While the Department of Transportation 
officials inspecting Mexican trucking compa-
nies took steps to certify onsite data, we 
noted that certain information was not 
available to them. Specifically, information 
pertaining to vehicle inspections, accident 
reports, and driver violations maintained by 
Mexican authorities was not available to the 
Department of Transportation. 

I will say that again. This is very 
stunning, almost unbelievable. The De-
partment of Transportation says it has 
now evaluated all of this—the perti-
nent information—and has decided now 
to trigger the pilot project by which 
Mexican long-haul trucks will be 
moved into this country, but they 
weren’t able to verify the onsite data. 
What weren’t they able to verify? Well, 
vehicle inspections, accident reports, 
and driver violations. 

Why am I concerned about this whole 
issue? Because I know—and I think 
most people know—that you don’t have 
the same circumstance in Mexico with 
respect to truck safety, with respect to 
requirements, regulations, and inspec-
tions; you don’t have the same enforce-
ment with respect to driver standards, 
hours of service, and all of those re-
lated issues. The practices are not 
equivalent. So if we move a trucking 
fleet into this country from Mexico 
that doesn’t have equivalent safety re-
quirements and standards, and drivers 
who have not been required to meet the 
same standards and have enforcement 
to the same standards, then there is no 
question but that we put at risk drivers 

on America’s streets, roads, and high-
ways. That is a fact. 

Yet this administration is so anxious 
to move that they took only 1 hour to 
evaluate the IG report. They tell us: 
We have all this under control. Don’t 
worry, be happy; it doesn’t matter 
what truck you are driving next to 
ours or what truck you are going to 
meet at a four-way stop sign; it is all 
under control—except they weren’t 
able to get information about vehicle 
inspections. That means they weren’t 
able to get that information on Mexi-
can trucks. They weren’t able to get 
information about accident reports. 
They weren’t able to get information 
about driver violations. What were 
they able to get? 

Is this one of those ‘‘trust us’’ 
things? I think we have had enough of 
these ‘‘trust us’’ claims. How about 
verifying just a bit some of the basic 
information we need to know and un-
derstand before we decide to allow 
Mexican long-haul trucks beyond that 
25-mile perimeter they have been al-
lowed to drive since NAFTA. Well, as I 
indicated, it took this administration 
all of 1 hour to approve this pilot 
project. 

Let me provide the next chart that 
shows the key issue. The inspector gen-
eral’s report doesn’t resolve these 
issues. You would think the Depart-
ment of Transportation, having some 
sort of epiphany at 8:30 in the evening, 
must have felt everything was re-
solved. If they read the IG report, here 
is what it says: 

Inconsistent data used to monitor Mexican 
commercial driving convictions in the U.S. 
Lack of coordination with the Department of 
Transportation offices to ensure that drug 
and alcohol testing issues are addressed. 
Lack of Federal motor vehicle policy to 
check and record vehicle identification num-
bers during an inspection. Inadequate Mexi-
can bus inspection coverage during busy pe-
riods. 

I went to page 2 of the IG report. 
Page 2 on the report is a response to 
what the administration said. They 
said, if we can allow these long-haul 
Mexican trucks in, we are going to in-
spect every one of them under the pilot 
project. If we get one coming North, we 
are inspecting it. We are going to put 
an inspector on the vehicle. We are 
going to inspect the vehicle. Here is 
what the IG report says: They agreed 
to develop a plan to check every truck 
every time. But as of July 2007—that is 
a little less than a month ago—no co-
ordinated site-specific plans to carry 
out such checks were in place. Federal 
Motor Vehicle Carrier said it would 
have plans outlined by August 22, but 
the IG says we have not received any 
outlines or completed plans. 

In our opinion, not having site-specific 
plans developed and in place prior to initi-
ating the demonstration project will in-
crease the risk that project participants will 
be able to avoid the required checks. 

I will not read that all again. It 
means this: Despite the promises that 

they are going to inspect every truck 
every time, they don’t have plans in 
place to do that. Those are pie-in-the- 
sky promises. We have had a bellyful of 
them. Time after time, they say here is 
what we are going to do and we com-
mit, trust us. On this subject, the fact 
is we should not trust anybody. We 
should say show us the plan that is 
going to guarantee the next time you 
show up at a four-way stop, or you are 
driving down a highway in this coun-
try, and you are confronted by a truck 
that came across our border from Mex-
ico, that that truck has met an equiva-
lent safety standard as an American 
truck, and that that driver and his or 
her record of service and the conditions 
of service and the hours of service are 
equivalent to what you would expect 
with an American driver. If that is not 
the case, then there ought not to be a 
pilot project at this point. 

I only referred to page 2 of the re-
port. As I indicated, they took a little 
less than 1 hour last Thursday evening 
to decide to approve the pilot project 
after they were prevented from doing 
so until this report came out. It is 
clear to me that they either didn’t read 
the report or didn’t understand the re-
port, because this report doesn’t sug-
gest at all that what has been put into 
place represents any kind of safety or 
security for American drivers when 
confronting a Mexican long-haul truck 
coming across the border. 

Do I allege that every truck that will 
come across is unsafe, that every 
American should shudder at the risk of 
pulling up to an intersection with 
them? That is not my point. We have 
two different standards with respect to 
the enforcement of safety require-
ments, with respect to trucks and driv-
ers in Mexico versus the trucks and 
drivers in the United States. To decide 
at this moment that we are going to 
merge these systems without providing 
the assurance to the American people 
they are going to do what they say 
they are going to do—inspect every 
truck every time—that is a decision by 
the Department of Transportation to 
provide extraordinary risks they 
should not provide for American driv-
ers. 

Let me again put up a chart that 
shows three issues on which you would 
have to know, it seems to me, at least 
the body of information if you were se-
rious about saying we are going to im-
plement the NAFTA, which itself—by 
the way, in my conversation a few mo-
ments ago with the Senator from Ohio, 
we could have described our trade fail-
ures, and the hood ornament of that 
failure is certainly NAFTA, an agree-
ment we reached with Mexico and Can-
ada. At the time, we had a very small 
trade surplus with Mexico. We have 
turned that into a very large trade def-
icit with Mexico now. We had a modest 
trade deficit with Canada, and we have 
now turned that into a very large one. 
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By all accounts and standards, NAFTA 
has been a huge failure for this coun-
try. It ought to be, in my judgment, re-
negotiated, but those who chant ‘‘free 
trade’’ and believe that any trade 
agreement is better than no trade 
agreement continue to say NAFTA was 
a success, despite all of the evidence. It 
is very hard to describe success as very 
large and growing trade deficits. 
NAFTA, apparently, indicated that we 
should integrate our trucking and, 
therefore, Mexican trucks should be al-
lowed into this country for long-haul 
capability. But in order to do that, we 
would harmonize the safety standards 
in Mexico and the United States with 
respect to equipment and drivers. 

So the Department of Transpor-
tation, anxious as it is to allow long- 
haul Mexican trucking into this coun-
try right now and, again, with a pilot 
program right now, they have tried to 
assure us there is no risk, no problem, 
be happy. The problem is the very IG 
report they rely on to trigger the pilot 
project, in my judgment, tells them 
they should not do it at all; there is 
substantial risk. You would need to 
have a body of information about what 
is happening with respect to Mexican 
trucking in order to make this judg-
ment. What kind of information did 
they get? They didn’t get accident re-
ports because there wasn’t any central 
repository of information for the re-
ports. They didn’t get vehicle inspec-
tions. They didn’t have that informa-
tion. They didn’t get driver viola-
tions—with one exception; that excep-
tion was the Mexican companies that 
decided voluntarily to provide the in-
formation. They have that—whatever 
that is. It is not very much, but they 
have that. That doesn’t represent any 
information that is validated by any-
body. 

It is unbelievable to me that they 
would rush off and—I know this about 
transportation, but it seems to me if 
anybody should be arrested for speed-
ing here, it is those who have decided 
they are going to rush and speed to ap-
prove this pilot project less than 1 hour 
after the IG report comes out, at a 
time when the IG says clearly they 
have not been able to get the informa-
tion you would need. 

Again, on page 2 of the IG report, I 
will say it again because it is central 
to what I am saying on the floor of the 
Senate, the Department of Transpor-
tation says they will inspect every 
truck every time with respect to this 
pilot project. Let me say, again, here 
are the facts. They agreed to develop a 
plan to check every truck every time. 
But as of July 2007, a month ago, no co-
ordinated site-specific plan to carry 
out such checks was in place. They 
stated they would have plans outlined 
by August 22 at that point. That is 
about 2 weeks ago. 

But the IG says that ‘‘we have not re-
ceived any outlines or completed 

plans.’’ ‘‘In our opinion,’’ they say, 
‘‘not having site-specific plans devel-
oped and in place prior to initiating 
the demonstration project will increase 
the risk that project participants will 
be able to avoid the required checks.’’ 
What the IG is saying is if you don’t 
have a plan in place to inspect every 
truck every time, you increase the risk 
that these participants will be able to 
avoid the required checks. 

I think this sets us up for failure, 
but, more importantly, it imposes sub-
stantial additional risks, I believe, for 
American drivers. 

First and foremost, with respect to 
our trade agreements, they ought to be 
able to protect this country’s economic 
interests and our interests with respect 
to safety. I don’t believe the actions by 
the Department of Transportation have 
done that. 

I don’t believe the inspector general’s 
report suggests that standard has been 
met. For that reason, I will offer an 
amendment that is identical to the 
amendment previously passed by the 
House that will prohibit the use of 
funds to continue this pilot project. 

Thursday, at 8:30 in the evening, 1 
hour after the inspector general’s re-
port was published, the administration 
announced they were embarking on the 
pilot project. I don’t know exactly 
where they are at this moment on it, 
but wherever that happens to be, the 
House of Representatives has already 
said no, and I believe the Senate, in 
support of my amendment, will do ex-
actly the same thing. 

There is an amendment pending on 
the floor of the Senate. I will shortly 
file my amendment, and I will call it 
up at an appropriate time. But I wish 
to make a comment on another matter 
very briefly, if I may. 

IRAQ 
General Petraeus and Ambassador 

Crocker are now testifying before the 
House of Representatives. Most of us 
know from this morning’s news reports 
and from the expectations last week 
what the report will be today. The re-
port will be as existed now for a good 
many years, longer than the Second 
World War has lasted. That is how long 
we have been engaged in the war in 
Iraq. The report will be: Things are 
getting better; there is marginal im-
provement; things are uneven; we can’t 
leave; we have to stay. That is going to 
be the report. We understand. 

I wish to raise the question again, 
however, that I think is being missed 
with the Petraeus report and the 
Crocker report, and missed by Congress 
as well. 

Last week, we were told that we re-
ceived a message from Osama bin 
Laden. Osama bin Laden, in a ‘‘safe and 
secure’’ hideaway—and I use the words 
‘‘safe and secure’’ in quotes because 
that is what our intelligence officials 
have indicated to us—in a safe and se-
cure hideaway, we are receiving mes-

sages from the leadership of al-Qaida. 
The last National Intelligence Esti-
mate, just months ago, indicated that 
the greatest threat to our country and 
our homeland is the leadership of al- 
Qaida and that they are ensconced in a 
safe or secure hideaway. 

My question is this: Despite all of the 
reports we will now hear on the subject 
of Iraq, does it meet any kind of test of 
faith or good strategy that we should 
be going door to door in Baghdad in the 
middle of a civil war at a time when 
those planning additional attacks 
against our country are in safe and se-
cure havens in northern Pakistan, at a 
time when the National Intelligence 
Estimate says that the greatest threat 
to our homeland—this is not me mak-
ing this up—the greatest terrorist 
threat to this country and our home-
land is from the leadership of al-Qaida, 
and they are planning new attacks, 
does it make sense there is a spot on 
Earth that ought to be safe and secure 
for them? Isn’t it the case there ought 
not be 1 square inch on this planet 6 
years after 9/11 that the leadership of 
al-Qaida can plan and plot attacks 
against our country? 

I guess that is the case because we 
are in the middle, once again, of civil 
war in Iraq and have been for a long 
while, and we will, if we agree there 
shall not be a change in course, remain 
in Iraq for some long while. 

My own view is we are going to leave 
Iraq. The question is not whether; the 
question is how and when. It makes lit-
tle sense to me not to have as a pri-
ority, not to have as the priority in our 
country to eliminate the greatest ter-
rorist threat to our country, and that, 
according to the National Intelligence 
Estimate, is the leadership of al-Qaida. 

Some will make the point that there 
is al-Qaida in Iraq, and that is true. 
That is not the central war on terror, 
however, and Iraq is not the central 
war on terror. Iraq is more sectarian 
violence. The National Intelligence Es-
timate tells us that as well. 

All of us hope for the same thing. We 
want this country to find its way; we 
would wish that the leadership of Iraq 
will be able to provide strong leader-
ship, resolve the questions, and then at 
some point find a way to provide for its 
own security. Saddam Hussein has been 
executed; he is dead. The people of Iraq 
have a new constitution; they voted for 
it. The people of Iraq have a new gov-
ernment; they voted for that govern-
ment. The next question for the people 
of Iraq is whether they have the capa-
bility and the will to provide for their 
own security because this country can-
not do that for many more years, and 
we do that at the expense of not elimi-
nating the most significant threat to 
our country, according to the National 
Intelligence Estimate, and that threat 
is the leadership of al-Qaida that sits 
now in a safe haven, a safe and secure 
place. 
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I say again, as I conclude, that even 

as we have testimony today before the 
House and tomorrow before the Senate, 
our goal ought to be to fight the ter-
rorists first, and those terrorists, ac-
cording to the National Intelligence 
Estimate, plan additional attacks 
against our homeland even now from 
safe and secure places. There ought not 
be 1 square inch on this planet that 
should be safe and secure for the lead-
ership of the terrorist organizations 
plotting attacks against our country. 
That ought to be our priority. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Missouri is recognized. 
Mr. BOND. Mr. President, I appre-

ciate all the comments of my col-
league. He had some very interesting 
things to say. I don’t believe I can let 
it pass, as vice chairman of the Intel-
ligence Committee, without clarifying 
some of what has been said about the 
danger to this country. 

First, we have never taken our eyes, 
our efforts off getting the leaders of al- 
Qaida. There were times in the past, in 
the nineties, when we had an oppor-
tunity to get him, and apparently, ac-
cording to published reports, from one 
of the people who was with Osama bin 
Laden, we came close, but we have not 
been able to find him. I can assure you, 
without going into the details, that we 
continue to make a major effort to find 
Osama bin Laden and Ayman al- 
Zawahiri, the No. 2 man. If any Sen-
ator wants to come to the Senate Intel-
ligence Committee in Hart 219, we will 
be happy to brief them on the efforts 
made there. 

As far as the threat to the United 
States, the greatest threat to the 
United States from abroad is having al- 
Qaida establish a safe haven where 
they can recruit, have training facili-
ties, issue command-and-control or-
ders, and develop weapons of mass de-
struction. We have no better authori-
ties than Osama bin Laden and Ayman 
al-Zawahiri that they still seek to es-
tablish that headquarters for their ef-
fort in Iraq because this is where they 
believe their caliphate should be 
headquartered. They would be far more 
capable of operating against the United 
States and others if they could go back 
to establishing their safe havens in 
Iraq, as they had in Afghanistan prior 
to our eliminating the Taliban. 

I believe anybody will tell you that 
this country is safer because we have 
denied them a safe haven. Yes, some of 
the leaders are hiding out in the rugged 
mountains in that region. Their com-
munications are very difficult. Their 
training facilities have been inter-
rupted from time to time by our and 
allied efforts. We continue those ef-
forts. They know they cannot operate 
safely there with impunity, but they 
are denied the operational freedom of a 
safe haven in Iraq. That is their goal— 
that and attacking the United States. 

Establishing a foothold in Iraq would 
give them not only the training facili-
ties and recruiting and command-and- 
control capacities, but it would give 
them access to tremendous oil re-
serves, so they would have the funding 
from the oil resources, potentially put-
ting tremendous economic pressure on 
us if they cut off Iraq’s oil supply to 
the free world. But they would have 
the oil resources. 

As far as Iraq is concerned, the intel-
ligence we had before we went in was 
not good. We pointed out in the Intel-
ligence Committees where it fell short. 
But we have also had the report of the 
Iraqi Survey Group, David Kay, which 
said Iraq was a far more dangerous 
place even than we knew. Before we 
went in and took out Saddam Hussein, 
we did not know the chaotic system in 
that country. The fact that there were 
terror groups operating in that country 
who sought weapons of mass destruc-
tion—and we know Saddam Hussein 
not only manufactured but used weap-
ons of mass destruction—those ter-
rorist groups in Iraq were seeking to 
get weapons of mass destruction from 
Saddam Hussein’s operations and his 
just-in-time inventory system. 

There is a lot more to the story than 
we just heard, but I can assure my col-
leagues, from the intelligence stand-
point, we are not giving anybody any 
safe haven where we have any reason-
able knowledge of where they stand or 
in what way they are operating. 

I wanted to make those comments. I 
thank the Chair. I note another col-
league has asked to speak. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from North Dakota. 
Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, let me 

take 2 minutes. My colleague is a dis-
tinguished member of the Senate Intel-
ligence Committee, but I want to ob-
serve this point because it is impor-
tant. We will certainly have an Iraq 
discussion late this week or next week. 
It will be, I hope, a discussion that rep-
resents the best of what both sides 
have to offer rather than the worst of 
each. When we get the best of both, the 
country has benefited. I hope and ex-
pect that will be the case. But I do 
wish to make this point: The training 
camps have already been reconstituted. 
Last week, I was on the floor of the 
Senate describing in three different 
pieces of evidence that Osama bin 
Laden, Ayman al-Zawahiri, and others 
have already reconstituted training 
camps, which represents a problem. 
Last week in Denmark, they picked up 
terrorists. Guess where they were 
trained. Partly in Afghanistan but 
mostly in Pakistan. And the expecta-
tion is they were trained in those 
training camps which have been recon-
stituted because the leadership of al- 
Qaida does, in fact, have a safe haven. 

I have great respect for my colleague, 
and I do not want to pursue a lengthy 

debate, but I want to say that the lead-
ership of al-Qaida has largely been 
given safe haven. We took our eye off 
the ball. There was a period of time 
when it didn’t matter where they were. 
They have reconstituted their training 
bases, and we are starting to see the 
bitter fruits of that effort, and we will 
see more. It is why I say I believe it is 
very important, as a matter of national 
strategy, to fight the terrorists first. 

I will speak later about the question 
of what was in Iraq when we went 
there. At this point, I think all of us as 
a country believe that if that is the 
greatest terrorist threat to our coun-
try, the leadership of al-Qaida, the 
elimination of that leadership and the 
elimination of any safe and secure 
haven must be the most important goal 
for this country. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Louisiana. 
Mr. VITTER. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent to speak as in 
morning business for up to 15 minutes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The Senator is recognized. 
IRAQ 

Mr. VITTER. Mr. President, today we 
are embarking on another very impor-
tant chapter in our ongoing Iraq de-
bate, and it is very appropriate that we 
do so because we are receiving testi-
mony and reports from two great 
American leaders who have been forg-
ing our cause there—GEN David 
Petraeus and Ambassador Ryan Crock-
er. In that context, I wish to begin to 
offer some preliminary thoughts of my 
own as we reenter this debate. They 
are forged in particular by a recent ex-
perience, my recent visit to Iraq with 
three of our Senate colleagues during 
the August recess. I was able to go 
there with Senators VOINOVICH, ALEX-
ANDER, and CORKER. We had a very 
good review of many issues there, as 
well as, obviously, a great opportunity 
to converse and study and talk with ex-
perts on the way there and on the way 
back. 

I guess out of that trip in par-
ticular—it was my second trip to Iraq; 
the first was just about a year prior to 
that, and this was my fourth trip to 
the Middle East—three things struck 
me in particular, that while many of 
them have been stated before, they are 
very important to get out on the table 
and reaffirm at the beginning of this 
debate. 

One is, it is very clear—in fact, I 
think it is largely beyond dispute— 
that in recent months, because of not 
just the personnel and the extra man-
power given to the effort through the 
surge but because of the excellent 
strategy, the strategic thinking largely 
of General Petraeus behind that effort, 
there have been real and meaningful 
gains made on the security side. There 
have been enormous gains made 
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against al-Qaida in Iraq in particular 
and in tapping down the sectarian vio-
lence more generally, although perhaps 
gains there to a lesser extent. 

We have heard a lot about the Anbar 
awakening and the enormous gains 
made against al-Qaida in Iraq. But I 
think those who try to isolate those 
gains just to that region, just to that 
situation are missing the full picture. 

We got a fuller picture of the gains 
while we were there. Not perfectly even 
gains, not all across the country but 
significant gains made in a number of 
different places, in a number of dif-
ferent contexts, and not just in that 
one region. The security gains, again 
because of our greater numbers but 
even more so because of the strategic 
thinking that was placed behind that 
surge, I think those gains are very real 
and very meaningful. They were evi-
dent to us, to myself and Senators 
VOINOVICH and ALEXANDER and CORKER, 
because of a number of factors and a 
number of parts of our visit. 

What got the message through par-
ticularly forcefully was the last part of 
our visit in Iraq, when we went to Com-
bat Outpost X-ray near Taji, outside of 
Baghdad about a half-hour, 45 minutes 
by helicopter. This was a very instruc-
tive and, indeed, inspiring visit. Be-
cause, again, we saw the very real fruit 
of our new strategy and the surge force 
put behind it. And it wasn’t just in 
that situation of Al Anbar, that many 
folks try to portray as extremely 
unique and not being able to be rep-
licated anywhere else; it was in this 
combat outpost outside of Baghdad. 
And it wasn’t just among a Sunni popu-
lation or Sunni insurgents; it was in an 
area that was roughly half and half, 
Sunni-Shia. 

Two things struck me about that 
visit more than anything else. One was 
talking to a young African-American 
soldier from Louisiana, an enlisted 
man, who in casual conversation—he 
wasn’t quoting any talking points, he 
wasn’t giving any formal brief—who 
said how motivated he was and what a 
greater sense of progress he thought 
they were making during his work 
there at Combat Outpost X-ray as com-
pared to his previous deployment about 
2 years before. He said the difference 
was night and day, and he felt so much 
more optimistic because of the surge 
and the strategic thinking behind the 
surge and the results it was having 
that he could see, face-to-face, on the 
ground. 

Some of those results we saw on that 
visit. Because we not only visited with 
U.S. military commanders and their 
military personnel, such as this young 
soldier from Louisiana, we also sat 
down with four sheiks from the region 
who had become full and active part-
ners with our military and the Iraqi 
military in getting after the bad guys. 
It so happened, as is representative of 
that area, that two of the sheiks were 

Sunni and two of the sheiks were Shia, 
but they had come together as true 
brothers in arms and as true brothers 
in arms with the U.S. military and the 
Iraqi military to get after the bad 
guys, particularly al-Qaida in Iraq but 
also insurgents who were causing vio-
lence and terrorizing their families. 

That is the sort of real progress the 
Louisiana soldier was talking about. 
That is what was exciting him and had 
gotten him so motivated, particularly 
compared to his previous tour of duty 
about 2 years prior. 

The second thing I saw firsthand dur-
ing that visit to Iraq is on the other 
side of the ledger and is also talked 
about quite freely and quite openly, 
and that is that while we have this 
meaningful security progress, while we 
have real results from the surge and 
the strategic thinking behind the 
surge, unfortunately we don’t have a 
lot of political progress produced at the 
Iraqi central government level. Again, 
this was very evident from our per-
sonal experiences on the ground, par-
ticularly 2 meetings we had, 1 with the 
Sunni Vice President of Iraq and 1 with 
the Shia Vice President. Those 2 meet-
ings, separate meetings, helped to un-
derscore the enormous need we have 
for further reconciliation and for fur-
ther political progress on the ground at 
the central government level. 

I remarked during our visit to Com-
bat Outpost X-ray that I would like to 
nominate those 4 sheiks to help form a 
new central government because their 
reconciliation was in stark contrast, 
their friendship and partnership was in 
stark contrast, quite frankly, to the 
discussions we had with the 2 Iraqi 
Vice Presidents, one Shia, one Sunni. 
So, again, we saw firsthand the unfor-
tunate lack of political progress. Of 
course, the surge was designed to cre-
ate breathing room and time for the 
political process at the central govern-
ment level, but that lack of progress 
has been very frustrating. 

Now, I do have to say there has been 
a little progress since then. Since we 
came home, the big 5 Iraqi leaders, if 
you will—the President, the two Vice 
Presidents, the Prime Minister, and 
also the Kurdish leader—have signed a 
joint communique and have laid out a 
path to reconciliation and progress on 
the key political issues facing them. 
That is encouraging. But certainly it 
doesn’t completely change the situa-
tion on the ground politically, which 
wasn’t particularly encouraging when 
we were there. 

The third and final thing which I ob-
served very directly, and which is per-
haps the most important, in my opin-
ion that we focus on this week, is the 
enormous integrity, focus, dedication, 
and intelligence of our 2 primary lead-
ers on the ground in Iraq—GEN David 
Petraeus and Ambassador Ryan Crock-
er. Again, our four-Senator delegation 
had a great opportunity to sit down 

with them for about an hour and a half, 
and we had a very meaningful, indepth 
discussion, hearing recent progress and 
lack of progress from them. They gave 
us their own personal observations, and 
they responded to all of our queries and 
questions. There were a lot of details 
and facts that came through during 
that meeting. But what most came 
through, to me, was their enormous 
credibility, in terms of what is going 
on there on the ground, and their enor-
mous dedication, focus, background, 
and real intelligence about the chal-
lenge they were leading there on the 
ground. 

I think that is perhaps the most im-
portant of my 3 observations as we 
begin this new chapter of the Iraq de-
bate, for a very simple reason. Those 
gentlemen are testifying, as we speak, 
before the House. They will testify to-
morrow before the Senate. This is fol-
lowing the lead-up of many months, 
where we have been looking forward 
and waiting to hear their direct obser-
vations and their testimony. This is 
after it is universally acknowledged 
that they are very smart, qualified peo-
ple; there to lead our military and dip-
lomatic effort. Yet, even having said 
all of that, I think the rush of all of us 
in Congress, House and Senate, is to 
talk and debate and offer our own opin-
ions without taking a little time to be 
quiet, to take a deep breath and listen 
to the observations and opinions of 
those 2 highly qualified leaders. 

So I end with that observation, of 
their enormous credibility, dedication, 
focus, and intelligence, in terms of the 
task before them. I end on that obser-
vation to encourage all of us not to re-
serve our opinions forever, not to shy 
away from an important debate, not to 
disagree, if we truly disagree in our 
minds and in our hearts, but to take a 
deep breath for a few days, for a few 
moments, to listen to the observations 
and the suggestions of these very capa-
ble leaders. 

That is the third thing I brought 
back from my personal trip to Iraq dur-
ing August with Senators VOINOVICH, 
ALEXANDER, and CORKER. Today, to-
morrow, as General Petraeus and Am-
bassador Crocker testify before Con-
gress, perhaps that is the most impor-
tant observation. We will have plenty 
of time to debate, argue, disagree, pro-
pose resolutions, move forward with 
legislation, and take votes. But surely, 
given the universal credibility of these 
two men, we should take a deep breath 
and listen carefully to their observa-
tions, their suggestions, and their 
plans. That is certainly what I am 
going to do as we begin this new chap-
ter of the debate. 

With that, I yield the floor. 
Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that at 3:30 p.m. 
the Senate proceed to vote in relation 
to the Murray amendment No. 2792, and 
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that regardless of the outcome, amend-
ment No. 2791 be agreed to as amended, 
if amended. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

The Senator from Maryland. 
Mr. CARDIN. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent to speak for up to 
10 minutes as in morning business. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

(The remarks of Mr. CARDIN are 
printed in today’s RECORD under 
‘‘Morning Business.’’) 

Mr. CARDIN. I yield the floor. 
Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that at 2:45 p.m. 
Senators BENNETT and HATCH be given 
15 minutes of time to talk about a reso-
lution regarding the Utah mining inci-
dent. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I sug-
gest the absence of a quorum. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

f 

HONORING THE SACRIFICE AND 
COURAGE OF MINERS AND RES-
CUERS IN THE CRANDALL CAN-
YON MINE DISASTER IN UTAH 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate 
now proceed to the consideration of S. 
Res. 312, which was submitted earlier 
today. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The clerk will report the resolu-
tion by title. 

The assistant legislative clerk read 
as follows: 

A resolution (S. Res. 312) honoring the sac-
rifice and courage of the 6 miners who were 
trapped, the 3 rescue workers who were 
killed, and the many others who were in-
jured in the Crandall Canyon mine disaster 
in Utah, and recognizing the community and 
the rescue crews for their outstanding efforts 
in the aftermath of the tragedies. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution? 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the resolution. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent the resolution be 
agreed to, the preamble be agreed to, 
and the motion to reconsider be laid 
upon the table. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

The resolution (S. Res. 312) was 
agreed to. 

The preamble was agreed to. 
The resolution, with its preamble, 

reads as follows: 
S. RES. 312 

Whereas, on August 6, 2007, 6 miners, Kerry 
Allred, Don Erickson, Luis Hernandez, Car-
los Payan, Brandon Phillips, and Manuel 
Sanchez, were trapped 1,800 feet below 
ground in the Crandall Canyon coal mine in 
Emory County, Utah; 

Whereas Federal, State, and local rescue 
crews have worked relentlessly in an effort 
to find and rescue the trapped miners; 

Whereas, on August 16, 2007, Dale ‘‘Bird’’ 
Black, Gary Jensen, and Brandon Kimber 
bravely gave their lives and 6 other workers 
were injured during the rescue efforts; 

Whereas Utah is one of the largest coal- 
producing States in the United States, hav-
ing produced more than 26,000,000 tons of 
coal in 2006; 

Whereas coal generates more than half of 
our Nation’s electricity, providing millions 
of Americans with energy for their homes 
and businesses; 

Whereas coal mining continues to provide 
economic stability for many communities in 
Utah and throughout the United States; 

Whereas during the last century over 
100,000 coal miners have been killed in min-
ing accidents in the Nation’s coal mines; and 

Whereas the American people are greatly 
indebted to coal miners for the difficult and 
dangerous work they perform: Now, there-
fore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 
(1) honors Kerry Allred, Don Erickson, 

Luis Hernandez, Carlos Payan, Brandon Phil-
lips, and Manuel Sanchez, as well as Dale 
‘‘Bird’’ Black, Gary Jensen, and Brandon 
Kimber for their sacrifice in the Crandall 
Canyon coal mine; 

(2) extends the deepest condolences of the 
Nation to the families of these men; 

(3) recognizes the brave work of the many 
volunteers who participated in the rescue ef-
forts and provided support for the miners’ 
families during rescue operations; and 

(4) honors the contribution of coal mines 
and coal-mining families to America’s proud 
heritage. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, in the 
early morning hours of August 6, 2007, 
my home State of Utah, our home 
State of Utah—my distinguished friend 
and colleague, Senator BENNETT, is 
with me today—suffered a seismic 
event at the Crandall Canyon mine in 
Emery County. These ‘‘mountain 
bumps’’ set up a chain of events that 
culminated in great tragedy and tre-
mendous sorrow to all of our fellow 
Utahans and, I think, to many people 
across the country. 

As a team of miners was working on 
its shift at the Crandall Canyon mine, 
the earth shifted and debris and ruin 
rained down trapping 6 men, all of 
whom have remained missing since Au-
gust 6. 

As news began to travel regarding 
the collapse and the lives in peril, 
crews began working to somehow, some 
way, free the 6 men. As one day turned 
into the next and hopes were lifted, 
just to sadly be dashed, one thing has 
remained constant: men and women 
from all walks of life have come to-

gether to fight for Manuel Sanchez, 
Kerry Allred, Luis Hernandez, Carlos 
Payan, Brandon Phillips, and Don 
Erickson. 

The list is long and varied of the 
many who have sacrificed and given 
their time, knowledge, and resources to 
help in this tragedy. The list includes 
officials from the Federal Mine Safety 
and Health Administration; Murray 
Energy Corporation; the United States 
Air Force; Utah’s Departments of Pub-
lic Safety, Natural Resources and 
Human Services; the Utah Air National 
Guard; local, State and national gov-
ernment; and last but perhaps most im-
portantly of all the men, women and 
children living in the communities im-
pacted by this tragedy. 

As our State and Nation watched 
closely day after day for news of hope 
and rescue, we suffered another dev-
astating blow the evening of August 16, 
2007, when another seismic bump inside 
the mine buried rescue crews in coal 
and debris. As another new tragedy un-
folded, many flew into action to now 
rescue the rescuers. People rushed to 
the scene to offer aid and valiantly try 
to save additional lives. Stories are 
told of miners using their bare hands 
to dig out buried miners. 

As we heard the news of first one res-
cuer’s death, then another, and an-
other, it is difficult to describe the 
overwhelming sorrow and disbelief 
Utahns felt at the deaths of those who 
had risked everything for their co- 
workers, friends, and fellow miners. 

Many were saved that evening, but 
sadly 3 lost their lives for others. 

Dale Black was in the mine des-
perately trying to reach his cousin, 
Kerry Allred. In fact, he wasn’t even 
supposed to have been in the mine that 
evening. He had been promoted the day 
before and would now be assigned as a 
rescue manager, working outside the 
mine. However, as Dale’s brother Guy 
stated, ‘‘That’s Dale. He wouldn’t have 
let his guys go in without him.’’ 

Gary Lynn ‘‘Gibb’’ Jensen from 
Redmond, UT, was an employee work-
ing for MSHA who was no stranger to 
mining. He had been in the mining in-
dustry in various capacities for 35 
years and was described by others as 
someone who steered his career toward 
mine safety. He never hesitated to bet-
ter the lives of his fellow ‘‘coal’’ min-
ers. 

And finally, Brandon Kimber, a fa-
ther of a 5-year-old daughter and twin 
4-year-old boys. He was relatively new 
to the mining industry, only working 
in the mines for 31⁄2 years. He was de-
scribed as an unselfish, wonderful man 
who never hesitated to help others. 

Dale Black, Brandon Kimber, and 
Gary Jensen will long be remembered 
for their selfless acts that day. These 
were 3 humble miners who are now 
three wonderful heroes. 

As our State and Nation grapples 
with this tragedy and looks for an-
swers, I do not want us in our haste to 
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solve this tragedy overlook the con-
tributions miners and the mining in-
dustry has made to America for many, 
many years. We want to solve this 
tragedy, but we haven’t been able to. 
The original 6 miners are still buried in 
the mine. We hope we can recover 
them. 

Mining is a community, it is a broth-
erhood, and it helps fuel our economy 
and growth. Generations of Utahns 
from many of our communities have 
toiled in and helped propel the mining 
industry. Many men and women return 
home each evening with faces marred 
by coal dust, and tired bodies. How-
ever, to many Utahns mining is a way 
of life and their contributions to this 
important industry must always be ap-
preciated. 

As I have traveled throughout our 
State and Nation, some of the most 
wonderful people I have met and talked 
with are miners. They are humble, 
they work hard, and they display cour-
age each day as they enter the mines 
to make a living and support their fam-
ilies. 

Throughout the communities bor-
dering the Crandall Canyon Mine, you 
don’t need to travel far to see a sign, a 
t-shirt, or some other display urging 
all to ‘‘save our miners,’’ ‘‘pray for our 
miners,’’ and ‘‘love our miners.’’ I have 
witnessed first-hand the courage, for-
titude, and heroism of many wonderful 
people to do all 3 save, pray, and love 
our miners. 

I have been saddened greatly by the 
events that have transpired in my 
home state throughout the past several 
weeks. The Crandall Canyon Mine col-
lapse and tragedy will forever be re-
membered for the grief we shared as a 
State, and the valiant, and courageous 
efforts displayed by many. In the 
depths of this tragedy heroes emerged, 
and our faith in the human spirit lives 
on through the sacrifices made by 
many to comfort, and save the lives of 
others. 

Senator BENNETT and I have intro-
duced this resolution which has been 
agreed to, honoring the sacrifice of the 
miners and rescue workers and express-
ing the condolences of the Senate and 
our Nation to their families. 

I have been almost blown away by 
the kindness of our fellow Utahns and 
the courage and strength of those who 
have tried to save these miners. I have 
appreciated the leadership of the may-
ors of both Huntington and Price who 
have stood so valiantly as rocks 
against the pain and suffering these 
good people have suffered. I am so 
grateful to know these people. My 
heart goes out to the families of these 
miners and, of course, their children. I 
hope and pray that somehow we can do 
a lasting memorial for these folks who 
have died and who have worked so hard 
to try and support their families. I was 
happy to urge our colleagues to sup-
port this resolution, and I appreciate 
their support. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Senator from Utah. 

Mr. BENNETT. Mr. President, I 
thank my senior colleague for the thor-
ough and sensitive way in which he has 
described this Senate tribute to the 
families and the coworkers of the min-
ers who were killed in the Crandall 
Canyon mine disaster. 

I was there the day after the mine 
collapsed. The Governor was there as 
well. Senator HATCH was on his way 
and joined us later. We welcomed the 
assistant Secretary of Labor to Utah, 
and we examined with soberness and 
concern the facts surrounding the situ-
ation. We were not sure whether the 
miners had survived. There were res-
ervations from those who were experi-
enced with these kinds of mine prob-
lems. They were afraid the miners had, 
in fact, been killed in the initial blast. 
But we all held out hopes that they 
could survive, and efforts were under-
taken to determine whether they were 
alive. 

To show the ruggedness of the terri-
tory, there was no way to drill a sig-
nificant hole into the mine imme-
diately because there was no road up to 
the top of the mountain where the drill 
would have to be placed. So a smaller 
drill was brought in by helicopter and 
drilled a 21⁄2 inch hole through roughly 
1,200 feet in an attempt to find out 
whether we could make contact with 
any survivors who might be there. A 
road was built, a larger drill was 
brought in and followed the 21⁄2 inch 
hole with an 81⁄2 inch hole. Neither one 
produced any tangible evidence that 
the miners had survived. 

In the briefings we had from the ex-
perts onsite, we discussed what might 
be done further besides drilling the 
holes. They talked about the dangers 
connected with trying to dig into 
where the miners were. It was under-
stood there would be no further at-
tempt in terms of digging in until the 
seismic activity in the mountain had 
stopped. The mountain would continue 
to shift, and as it was shifting, the ex-
perts said: We will not undertake any 
attempt at further rescue. 

I subsequently learned they did make 
an attempt while the mountain was 
shifting. It was not a reckless attempt, 
although it was a heroic attempt. They 
believed they had sufficient protection 
from the rescue workers that they 
could get somewhere near where the 
miners had been trapped and find out if 
they were still alive, even while the 
mountain was still shifting. They ap-
plied fully known and reliable means of 
protection for the rescuers, and then 
the second tragedy occurred. Even with 
this protection, the rescuers them-
selves were caught by a seismic shift in 
the mountain, and 2 more miners and 1 
mine inspector were killed, bringing 
the tragic total to nine. More holes 
were drilled. More attempts were made 
to find out what could be found. But 

the mountain had claimed its 9 lives 
and still has not yielded any of those 
bodies. 

This double tragedy has united the 
mine community in Utah in the ways 
Senator HATCH has described. And 
throughout the State of Utah, far away 
from the minefields, flags were flown 
at half staff as the people of our State 
joined together in mourning for those 
who had lost their lives in this tragic 
accident. Hearings have been held. We 
hope to learn as much as we possibly 
can, to continue to work as hard as we 
can as a nation to see that the deaths 
in the mining world continue to de-
crease, but we recognize that whatever 
satisfaction we take from the fact that 
mining deaths have decreased over the 
decades, that still does not lessen the 
tragedy for those loved ones and co-
workers who have seen this kind of 
death occur. 

I am pleased to join with my col-
league Senator HATCH in cosponsoring 
this resolution and I thank the Senate 
for its unanimous support of the reso-
lution and extend, once again, my per-
sonal condolences and sympathies for 
all of those who are personally touched 
by the tragedy. 

We must, as a Congress, do every-
thing we can to see that this kind of 
tragedy is reduced to the point where, 
ultimately, it ceases to be. 

I yield the floor. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. Who yields time? 
Mrs. MURRAY. I suggest the absence 

of a quorum. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. The clerk will call the roll. 
The bill clerk proceeded to call the 

roll. 
Mr. BENNETT. I ask unanimous con-

sent that the order for the quorum call 
be rescinded. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

f 

CYBER ATTACKS 

Mr. BENNETT. Mr. President, I rise 
to make note of an event that the 
newspapers have talked about and then 
passed over, but one we should pay a 
great deal more attention to. This has 
to do with the number of increasing 
cyber attacks that have occurred 
where hackers have gotten into com-
puters and upset their ability to func-
tion. I am not talking about the kind 
of hackers who break into a computer 
to leave behind an obscene message 
simply to demonstrate that they could 
do it. These are amateurs. I am talking 
about attacks that appear to be state 
sponsored. 

The Nation of Estonia had its com-
puters shut down for a period of a 
week, unable to perform any kind of 
connection with the outside world, al-
most as if it were a test on the part of 
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some nation state to determine wheth-
er they could perform this kind of ac-
tivity. Now we have had further dem-
onstrations of their ability to do it in 
government computers. This has been 
going on for years. I remember, when I 
was connected with the Y2K issue as 
chairman of the Senate’s committee on 
that problem, going over to the Pen-
tagon and standing in the room where 
we watched the cyber attacks come in. 
The officials in the Pentagon would 
identify for me the countries from 
which they were coming. They would 
say: Those are attacks coming from 
the Philippines. Those are attacks, 
probing, trying to get into our com-
puters. They come from South Korea. 
These are coming from whatever other 
country. That does not mean the at-
tacks originated in any of those coun-
tries. It is entirely possible in today’s 
world for someone to have a sophisti-
cated computer attack in one nation 
and route the attacks through a second 
or even third or fourth nation as cut-
outs so the victim of the attack will 
not be able to know the original 
source. 

The recent attacks that have oc-
curred against our Government com-
puters clearly come from a higher level 
of sophistication than those I saw 3 or 
4 years ago. 

I pursued an interest in this issue and 
then became consumed with other Sen-
ate business—that happens to us—and 
said, a few years later: I probably need 
to check into this to see what has hap-
pened. So I went back to the National 
Security Agency, I went back to the 
Pentagon, I made contact again with 
people at the CIA and said: What is 
going on in the world of cyberattacks 
and cyberterrorism? 

I was startled that everything had 
progressed two, three, four, five gen-
erations beyond what it had been just a 
few years before. It is a classic sword- 
and-shield confrontation. The attack 
comes—representing the sword—we 
create firewalls—representing the 
shield—and then a new sword is in-
vented and a new shield is called for. 
This game has been going on now to an 
escalated level where now we are see-
ing sophisticated nation state-spon-
sored attacks, and they break through 
occasionally, and they get a little 
space in the newspaper and maybe a 
mention on the evening news, and then 
we go about business as usual. 

I am as guilty as anyone else of going 
about business as usual. I want to get 
back into this issue, dig a little deeper, 
and find out what is going on because 
eventually this will be the ultimate 
battlefield. Eventually, the people who 
wish this country ill will not come at 
us with tanks and aircraft carriers or 
cruise missiles; they will come at our 
computers. Our military is the most 
sophisticated in the world, but if you 
shut down their ability to commu-
nicate through satellites and by com-

puters, our military becomes crippled 
and impotent. I remember when I went 
through basic training being told that 
an army has to do three things: It has 
to move, shoot, and communicate. 
Those who are mounting these 
cyberattacks are developing the capa-
bility to prevent us from commu-
nicating. We need to spend more time 
and effort looking at this issue. 

I have one suggestion for the execu-
tive branch. During the Clinton admin-
istration, the highest official dealing 
with this issue was in the White House. 
After President Bush became the Presi-
dent, that official reported to 
Condoleezza Rice in her role as Na-
tional Security Adviser. I sat down 
with Condoleezza Rice to talk about 
this issue, to try to bring her up to 
date on what I thought was important. 
She was very polite, but I became 
quickly aware she knew more about 
this issue than I did. She was not pa-
tronizing about it, but she was up to 
speed and up to date on it, and I felt re-
assured that the White House had that 
level of understanding. 

Well, she has now gone on to other 
duties, and the highest official now is 
in the Department of Homeland Secu-
rity. I am not sure that is the place 
where it needs to be. It may very well 
be that it needs to go back into the 
White House at the high level it held at 
one point in the past. 

I will be discussing this and other 
issues relating to this question in the 
months to come. I appreciate the op-
portunity of alerting my fellow Sen-
ators to this very important but often 
overlooked issue. 

I yield the floor. 
I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. The clerk will call the roll. 
The bill clerk proceeded to call the 

roll. 
Mrs. MURRAY. I ask unanimous con-

sent that the order for the quorum call 
be rescinded. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

f 

DEPARTMENTS OF TRANSPOR-
TATION, HOUSING AND URBAN 
DEVELOPMENT, AND RELATED 
AGENCIES APPROPRIATIONS 
ACT, 2008—Continued 

VOTE ON AMENDMENT NO. 2792 
Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I be-

lieve a vote will now occur on an 
amendment. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Senator is correct. 

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I ask 
for the yeas and nays. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Is there a sufficient second? 
There is a sufficient second. 

The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment. The clerk will call the 
roll. 

The legislative clerk called the roll. 
Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 

Senator from Delaware (Mr. BIDEN), 
the Senator from New York (Mrs. CLIN-
TON), the Senator from Connecticut 
(Mr. DODD), and the Senator from Illi-
nois (Mr. OBAMA) are necessarily ab-
sent. 

Mr. LOTT. The following Senators 
are necessarily absent: the Senator 
from Idaho (Mr. CRAIG), the Senator 
from Nebraska (Mr. HAGEL), and the 
Senator from Arizona (Mr. MCCAIN). 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Are there any other Senators in 
the Chamber desiring to vote? 

The result was announced—yeas 60, 
nays 33, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 329 Leg.] 

YEAS—60 

Akaka 
Baucus 
Bayh 
Bingaman 
Boxer 
Brown 
Brownback 
Byrd 
Cantwell 
Cardin 
Carper 
Casey 
Coleman 
Collins 
Conrad 
Domenici 
Dorgan 
Durbin 
Feingold 
Feinstein 

Grassley 
Harkin 
Inouye 
Johnson 
Kennedy 
Kerry 
Klobuchar 
Kohl 
Landrieu 
Lautenberg 
Leahy 
Levin 
Lieberman 
Lincoln 
McCaskill 
McConnell 
Menendez 
Mikulski 
Murkowski 
Murray 

Nelson (FL) 
Nelson (NE) 
Pryor 
Reed 
Reid 
Roberts 
Rockefeller 
Salazar 
Sanders 
Schumer 
Smith 
Snowe 
Specter 
Stabenow 
Stevens 
Tester 
Warner 
Webb 
Whitehouse 
Wyden 

NAYS—33 

Alexander 
Allard 
Barrasso 
Bennett 
Bond 
Bunning 
Burr 
Chambliss 
Coburn 
Cochran 
Corker 

Cornyn 
Crapo 
DeMint 
Dole 
Ensign 
Enzi 
Graham 
Gregg 
Hatch 
Hutchison 
Inhofe 

Isakson 
Kyl 
Lott 
Lugar 
Martinez 
Sessions 
Shelby 
Sununu 
Thune 
Vitter 
Voinovich 

NOT VOTING—7 

Biden 
Clinton 
Craig 

Dodd 
Hagel 
McCain 

Obama 

The amendment (No. 2792) was agreed 
to. 

Mrs. MURRAY. I move to reconsider 
the vote. 

Mr. BOND. I move to lay that motion 
on the table. 

The motion to lay on the table was 
agreed to. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The underlying amendment is 
agreed to. 

The amendment (No. 2791), as amend-
ed, was agreed to. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Senator from Washington. 

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, for the 
information of all Senators, we are 
hoping to shortly get an agreement on 
an amendment that will be considered, 
we believe, with an hour time agree-
ment, equally divided, and a vote in 
about an hour from now. It is the 
amendment that will be offered by Sen-
ator DORGAN. I believe the minority is 
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looking at the amendment right now. 
We hope to get an agreement in just a 
minute. 

I will suggest the absence of a 
quorum, but Members should know 
that we hope to get an agreement and 
move to that vote in about an hour. We 
should know in the next several min-
utes. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. The clerk will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk proceeded to 

call the roll. 
Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2797 
Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, I have 

previously described an amendment I 
wish to offer. I believe I have filed the 
amendment. It is an amendment that 
deals with Mexican trucks. I wish to 
offer it at this point on behalf of my-
self and Senator SPECTER from Penn-
sylvania and other cosponsors. It is 
amendment No. 2797. 

I ask that we consider that amend-
ment. I believe there is no amendment 
pending at the moment, so I do not 
need consent to set an amendment 
aside. I ask for the immediate consid-
eration of the amendment I just de-
scribed. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The clerk will report. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
The Senator from North Dakota [Mr. DOR-

GAN], for himself, Mrs. CLINTON, Mr. OBAMA, 
Mr. BROWN, and Mr. SPECTER, proposes an 
amendment numbered 2797. 

Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the reading of 
the amendment be dispensed with. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

The amendment is as follows: 
(Purpose: To prohibit the establishment of a 

program that allows Mexican truck drivers 
to operate beyond the commercial zones 
near the Mexican border) 
At the appropriate place, insert the fol-

lowing: 
SEC. ll. None of the funds made available 

under this Act may be used to establish a 
cross-border motor carrier demonstration 
program to allow Mexico-domiciled motor 
carriers to operate beyond the commercial 
zones along the international border between 
the United States and Mexico. 

Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, as I in-
dicated, I am offering the amendment 
on behalf of myself, Senator SPECTER 
of Pennsylvania, and others. I believe 
my colleague, the chairman of the sub-
committee, is working with the rank-
ing member of the subcommittee for a 
time agreement. I don’t believe a time 
agreement exists at this point. 

With consent, I ask that Senator 
SPECTER from Pennsylvania be recog-
nized. He has a time commitment. He 

was asking to be recognized now. I pre-
viously said a few words about this 
amendment. I will speak about it in 
greater detail in a bit. I ask unanimous 
consent for Senator SPECTER to be rec-
ognized for as much time as he may 
consume. If he is not ready, Mr. Presi-
dent, I will continue for just a moment 
to describe the amendment. 

I will be happy to yield to my col-
league from the State of Washington. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Senator from Washington. 

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I ask 
if we could set up a time agreement on 
this amendment so Members know 
when the vote is going to occur to-
night. I ask unanimous consent for 60 
minutes of debate prior to the vote; 
that no second-degree amendment be in 
order to the amendment prior to the 
vote; that the time be equally divided 
and controlled in the usual form; and 
that upon the use or yielding back of 
time, the Senate proceed to vote in re-
lation to this amendment. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Is there objection? 

Mr. BOND. Reserving the right to ob-
ject, I regret we have not been able to 
clear this request on this side. As much 
as we would like to, I have to object at 
this point. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Objection is heard. 

The Senator from North Dakota. 
Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, I am 

going to recognize my colleague from 
Pennsylvania in a moment, but let me 
describe very briefly what this amend-
ment is. 

Over this past weekend, a pilot 
project was initiated by the Depart-
ment of Transportation dealing with 
long-haul Mexican trucks coming into 
this country. My contention is, and I 
think it is buttressed by the inspector 
general’s report that was issued on this 
subject, that they are nowhere near 
having the information that would give 
them the opportunity to initiate long- 
haul Mexican trucks coming into this 
country. We have, since the advent of 
the North American Free Trade Agree-
ment, allowed Mexican trucks to come 
in within a 25-mile radius of the Mexi-
can border. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, will the 
Senator withhold for a brief statement 
to the Senate? 

Mr. DORGAN. I will be glad to yield. 
Mr. REID. Mr. President, based on 

my conversation with the Republican 
leader, there will be no vote on this 
amendment this afternoon. That being 
the case, I think it is a fair statement 
to say there will be no more votes 
today. I had indicated already we 
would not have any votes after 5 or 5:30 
today. We have at least an hour’s de-
bate on this, and the Republican leader 
said we would not vote on this amend-
ment today. 

This means we will have votes in the 
morning, unless there is something un-

toward. So everyone should understand 
we will have votes in the morning, we 
will have our caucuses between mid-
day, and there is a White House meet-
ing, I know for a few people, but that 
doesn’t mean we could not go forward 
tomorrow. But we have a lot of work to 
do on this bill. It is to the Senate’s ad-
vantage to finish this bill this week. 
That would mean we will have finished 
one-third of our appropriations bills, if 
we finish this bill. 

In my brief conversation in the well 
with a number of Senators a few min-
utes ago, we have Senators wanting to 
move the Labor-HHS bill and the En-
ergy and Water Appropriations bill. 
Those are my only two conversations 
today. We, of course, have to deal with 
the Defense Appropriations bill in the 
near future. So the sooner we finish 
this bill, the better off we will be. 
There is a lot of work that needs to be 
done before the end of the fiscal year, 
which is in a few weeks. I hope every-
one understands that if we are going to 
maintain some degree of financial in-
tegrity, we are going to have to finish 
these appropriations bills. The Repub-
lican leader has told me on more than 
one occasion that the minority is in-
terested in finishing the appropriations 
bills, and we have had some good co-
operation in the last several weeks. So 
I do hope we can finish this bill. 

There will be votes more than likely 
in the morning, though. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Senator from North Dakota. 

Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, again, 
this is an amendment that deals with 
the issue of a pilot project on long-haul 
trucking into this country. The House 
of Representatives has already passed a 
piece of legislation that would prohibit 
that pilot project, and this amendment 
would do the same for the Senate. 

I will describe in some detail the rea-
sons for the amendment, but I am 
pleased a cosponsor, Senator SPECTER, 
wishes to make a statement. I know he 
has a time constraint, so I will relin-
quish the floor so Senator SPECTER can 
make a statement. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. DUR-
BIN). The Senator from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. SPECTER. Mr. President, the 
senior Senator from Louisiana has 
asked for 2 minutes to precede my com-
ments, and I am prepared to yield to 
her for that purpose. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Louisiana. 

Ms. LANDRIEU. Mr. President, I 
thank my colleagues for yielding be-
cause of time constraints. 

I came to the floor to thank Senator 
MURRAY for her extraordinary work on 
the bridge replacement amendment 
and for the colleagues—60—who joined 
her in supporting this amendment. It is 
important to all of our States, but par-
ticularly for Louisiana, that is strug-
gling, like so many of our other States 
are, to find funding for critical infra-
structure. We, of course, 2 years ago, 
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had the collapse of an infrastructure, 
of our levees. We have great impacts on 
many of our highways. Of course, the 
collapse of the bridge in Minnesota has 
caused us all to refocus on the impor-
tance of this issue. 

Mr. President, I will submit my 
longer statement for the RECORD, but 
we have over 4,000 bridges in the State 
of Louisiana alone, that is including 
overpasses over highways. Nearly 30 
percent of the total are categorized as 
structurally deficient or functionally 
obsolete. In fact, one of the bridges I 
have outlined in my statement is the 
Red River Bridge that was built in 1936. 
It alone will cost $100 million. This 
U.S. 71/165 bridge is in a very small par-
ish in Louisiana. We are straddling the 
great Mississippi River, and it causes a 
great deal of strain on some of our 
poorer parishes that need to find ways 
to cross but have very little capacity. 

The backlog of bridge replacement 
needs for bridges that are either struc-
turally or functionally deficient and 
have a sufficiency rating of less than 50 
in Louisiana is $2.1 billion. The I–35 
West Bridge in Minneapolis was given a 
sufficiency rating of 50 in 2005. 

A total of almost 4,000 bridges, or 
nearly 30 percent, of the total bridges 
in Louisiana are categorized as either 
‘‘structurally deficient’’ or ‘‘function-
ally obsolete.’’ 

If all bridges categorized as ‘‘struc-
turally deficient’’ or ‘‘functionally ob-
solete’’ in Louisiana were to be re-
placed, the total projected cost would 
be more than $10.5 billion today, not 
fully including other costs such as 
rights of way, engineering or utilities. 

Louisiana is not unlike most other 
states with a backlog of transportation 
projects. The Louisiana Department of 
Transportation and Development alone 
has a total transportation backlog of 
over $14 billion. The funding in this 
amendment will help address a critical 
piece of that backlog by providing ad-
ditional funds for bridges in the State. 

I hope my colleagues will join me in 
supporting Senator MURRAY and this 
critical amendment for our Nation’s 
bridge infrastructure. 

Specific examples in Louisiana are: 
The I–10 Calcasieu River Bridge in 

Lake Charles, built in 1952, is now func-
tionally obsolete, with additional ca-
pacity needed in the corridor and esti-
mated replacement cost several times 
the current annual funding of the en-
tire bridge replacement program. This 
bridge is nationally significant because 
it is part of Interstate 10, a ‘‘Corridor 
of the Future’’ as designated by the De-
partment of Transportation. 

The Red River Bridge at Fort 
Buhlow, U.S. 71/165, built in 1936, is 
structurally deficient and functionally 
obsolete, with an estimated replace-

ment cost of greater than $100 million, 
a significant portion of our current an-
nual funding of the entire bridge re-
placement program. 

I thank Senator MURRAY, and my 
colleagues for yielding before we go on 
to the next debate, which is on trucks 
and trucking, and I am happy to co-
sponsor their amendment as well. 

I ask unanimous consent to have 
printed in the RECORD a letter from the 
Department of Transportation. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

SEPTEMBER 10, 2007. 
DEAR SENATOR LANDRIEU: Your inquiry re-

garding the condition of bridges in Lou-
isiana, comes at a time where the citizenry 
and leadership in this State have recognized 
the criticality of our infrastructure and have 
opened a serious discussion of the needs for 
better roads and bridges, especially the types 
of funding levels which are needed to make 
improvements to our overall transportation 
systems. We welcome the opportunity to pro-
vide you the information you require to as-
sist in your capacity as a member of the 
United States Senate. 

This letter and attachment should provide 
answer to help in preparation of remarks for 
the floor. It includes information pertinent 
to our bridge programs, current status of our 
bridge system and important nomenclature 
and rationale for the replacement, rehabili-
tation and repair of our critical infrastruc-
ture. 

The backlog of bridge replacement needs in 
Louisiana is $2.1 billion. These are bridges 
that qualify for federal bridge replacement 
funds. They are either structurally or func-
tionally deficient, and have a sufficiency rat-
ing of less than 50 (on a scale of 1–100). 

If there was $1 billion additional bridge 
funds nationwide, that would only equate to 
approx. $20 million +/¥ for each state on av-
erage. That would only address about 1% of 
our needs. 

As a starting point for this discussion, we 
would like to assure a common under-
standing of the utilization of the terms 
‘‘structurally deficient’’ and ‘‘functionally 
obsolete’’. These phrases portray a dire de-
scription of a structure which is normally 
unwarranted, as they are specifically used to 
define structures as qualifying for rehabili-
tation or replacement based on structural re-
pair and traffic safety related needs, respec-
tively. For federal bridge funding to be dis-
tributed in accordance with the regulations, 
bridges must be so defined to qualify for this 
funding. Using these terms literally gen-
erally causes trepidation amongst motorists 
regarding specific bridges which are quite 
able to safely carry traffic. 

We trust that this reply provides informa-
tion which will assist you in your upcoming 
committee hearings. As always, if I may be 
of further service in this matter, please no-
tify me. 

Sincerely, 
JOHNNY BRADBERRY, 

Secretary. 
THE FEDERAL BRIDGE PROGRAM IN LOUISIANA 

The Highway Bridge Program in the DOTD 
is separated into three distinct subsets: 
Bridge Preservation On-System, Bridge Pres-

ervation Off-System and Bridge Preventative 
Maintenance. Bridge Preservation On-Sys-
tem projects are selected based on eligibility 
for funding, District priorities and additional 
factors such as truck routes, average daily 
traffic, route continuity, structure age, ma-
terial and condition, crash data, construc-
tion cost estimate, constructability and 
available program funds. Rehabilitation and 
replacement under this program require that 
the structure meet current standards when 
construction is complete. Funding of this 
program has historically been $60 million to 
$73 million per year until last year, prior to 
the collapse of the I–35 West Bridge in Min-
neapolis, when a decision was made to fund 
the program starting in FY 07–08 at $125 mil-
lion for at least the next 5 years. 

The Bridge Preservation Off-System 
projects are selected based on eligibility for 
funding and availability of funds, utilizing 
similar methodology as with the Bridge 
Preservation On-System Program. Local 
governments are allowed to prioritize the 
projects in their parishes in order to meet 
their specific needs and priorities. Program 
funding has historically been $13 million to 
$15 million per year and is limited by the 
amount of funding allocated in capital out-
lay to match the federal funds. 

The Preventative Maintenance Program, 
which allows us to repair rather than replace 
or rehabilitate structures, is currently fund-
ed at $3 million. The primary difference be-
tween this program and the aforementioned 
programs is that funds are allowed to go to-
wards maintenance work that prevents the 
structure from deteriorating, provided an ap-
proved systematic approach is used to select 
projects. This maintenance work does not 
follow the caveat that the structure be con-
structed to current standards, allowing us to 
more economically repair structures in lim-
ited specific cases. 

The term ‘‘Structurally Deficient’’ is used 
to identify structures that could qualify for 
rehabilitation or replacement because of 
structural-related problems. Such a problem 
could include a particularly low rating of a 
bridge deck, superstructure or substructure 
element (girder, pier, etc.). This does not 
amount to a declaration that the bridge is 
unsafe, just an indication that the bridge 
could qualify for federal bridge funding for 
rehabilitation or replacement. 

The term ‘‘Functionally Obsolete’’ is used 
to identify elements of the structure which 
are not currently up to current standards. A 
bridge over an Interstate highway with 15 
feet of vertical clearance is obsolete by 
AASHTO standards, but may service quite 
well. Another example is an Interstate High-
way bridge with 4–foot outside shoulders; 
again, full shoulders are not provided, but 
the bridge functions quite well. 

The term ‘‘Sufficiency Rating’’ is a way of 
evaluating a bridge, based on a structural in-
ventory of the bridge’s geometry, clearances, 
load rating, traffic and other criteria. It is a 
score from 0 (completely deficient) to 100 (to-
tally sufficient). Bridges with a sufficiency 
rating of 50–80 qualify for rehabilitation 
under Federal funding regulations, while a 
rating of 50 or less qualifies a bridge for re-
placement. 

The table below demonstrates the status of 
Bridges Categorized ‘‘Structurally Defi-
cient’’ or ‘‘Functionally Obsolete’’. 
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Program 

Total 
Number 

of 
Bridges 

Bridges 
Cat-

egorized 
Struc-
turally 

Deficient 
(SD) 

Bridges 
Cat-

egorized 
Func-

tionally 
Obsolete 

(FO) 

Bridges 
Under 
Con-

struction 

Bridges 
Currently 

Pro-
grammed 

Replacement/ 
Rehabilitation 
Cost (Currently 
Programmed) 

Replacement/ 
Rehabilitation 
Value (All SD 

or FO Bridges) 

On-System ........................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 7694 664 1562 124 304 $1.003 B $6.185 B 
Off-System ........................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 5259 1071 645 51 328 189 M 4.370 B 

Total ............................................................................................................................................................................................................................ 13223 1735 2207 175 632 1.192 B 10.555 B 

A total of 3942, or nearly 30%, of the total 
bridges in Louisiana are categorized as ei-
ther ‘‘structurally deficient’’ or ‘‘function-
ally obsolete’’. There are currently 175 
bridges currently being rehabilitated or re-
placed and under construction. There are 632 
bridges currently programmed for rehabilita-
tion or replacement within our 6–year pro-
gram with a replacement cost of $1.192 Bil-
lion; the figure in the table for on-system 
bridges ($1.003 Billion) includes estimates of 
real estate acquisition, engineering and util-
ity relocation. If all bridges categorized as 
‘‘structurally deficient’’ or ‘‘functionally ob-
solete’’ were to be replaced, the total pro-
jected cost would be $10.555 Billion today, 
not fully including other costs such as real 
estate, engineering or utilities. 

There are currently 202 bridges closed 
which are classified either ‘‘structurally de-
ficient’’ or ‘‘functionally obsolete’’. Of these 
closed bridges, 199 (12 on-system, 187 off-sys-
tem) are classified as ‘‘structurally defi-
cient’’ and 3 (all off-system) are classified as 
‘‘functionally obsolete’’. Of this total, 86 (1 
on-system and 85 off-system) are currently 
not programmed for rehabilitation or re-
placement. It should be noted that these 
numbers do not include detour bridges for 
bridges in these categories currently under 
construction, which are considered ‘‘open’’ 
to traffic. 

Based on the funding limitations and other 
programmatic restrictions as regards the 
federal bridge program, there are several 
bridge projects which we need to point out as 
problematic in their implementation: 

I–10 Calcasieu River Bridge in Lake 
Charles, built in 1952, functionally obsolete 
(narrow shoulders) and additional capacity 
needed in the corridor, estimated replace-
ment cost several times the current annual 
funding of the entire bridge replacement pro-
gram. 

I–310 Hale Boggs Memorial Bridge in 
Luling, built in 1984, does not qualify based 
on sufficiency rating, though it has fallen 
significantly in a short period of time, need 
to replace cables ($30 million), does not fit 
into program well. 

Red River Bridge at Fort Buhlow, U.S. 71/ 
165, built in 1936, structurally deficient and 
functionally obsolete, estimated replace-
ment cost (greater than $100 million) a sig-
nificant portion of our current annual fund-
ing of the entire bridge replacement pro-
gram. 

U.S. 190 Mississippi River Bridge at Baton 
Rouge, built in 1940, preventative mainte-
nance required—cleaning and painting ($68 
million) to preserve structure from further 
deterioration and to protect investment to 
widen roadway (1989). 

Consequently, it is very difficult to provide 
to you a list of specific structures most in 
need of replacement or rehabilitation. There 
are numerous considerations we make in the 
programming of bridges for replacement, re-
habilitation or repair, including eligibility 
for funding, District priorities and additional 
factors such as truck routes, average daily 
traffic, route continuity, structure age, ma-

terial and condition, crash data, construc-
tion cost estimate, constructability and 
available program funds. However, the list 
above is illustrative of projects which are 
problematic to fit into the existing bridge 
program, though it is clear that repair, reha-
bilitation or reconstruction is needed on 
these structures immediately. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. SPECTER. Mr. President, I am 
cosponsoring the amendment offered 
by the distinguished Senator from 
North Dakota because I believe there 
are very serious safety issues involved 
here which have not been answered suf-
ficiently by the Department of Trans-
portation. 

Here we have a situation where the 
Secretary of Transportation announced 
a pilot program on February 23 of this 
year to allow up to 100 Mexican truck-
ing companies to ship goods to and 
from the United States. The Iraq sup-
plemental appropriations bill delayed 
implementation of this program until 
there was a report by the inspector 
general and a response by the Depart-
ment of Transportation. The inspector 
general released his report and the De-
partment of Transportation submitted 
responses on the same day—on Sep-
tember 6. As I read these documents, it 
is insufficient to have the requisite 
guarantees of safety. And of no little 
concern to me is that all of this should 
be done on the same day, without tak-
ing into account some very serious un-
derlying problems. 

There are safety concerns here which 
include the database deficiencies that 
prevent the Department of Transpor-
tation inspectors from being able to ac-
curately gather information on truck-
driver convictions and driving viola-
tions, vehicle accident reports, and in-
surance records. The inspector general 
confirms that these databases are still 
under development. The Department of 
Transportation report does not respond 
to these issues. 

The inspector general report also 
states that the Department of Trans-
portation has not developed and imple-
mented adequate plans for checking 
trucks and drivers participating in the 
demonstration project as they cross 
the border. The DOT report responded 
by stating they created border-crossing 
plans with the U.S. Customs and Bor-
der Protection. Well, that is hardly an 
assurance of safety. 

We do want to have good relations 
with Mexico. We do not want to impede 
legitimate commerce. But safety is a 

very vital factor, and there are good 
reasons to insist on safety and 
verification before we permit this pilot 
program with 100 trucking companies, 
which we can obviously expect to be 
supplemented in a very substantial 
number. When you are dealing with 
issues on truckdriver convictions and 
driving violations and vehicle accident 
reports, you are talking about some-
thing which is very probative on 
whether it is a safe program. When you 
are talking about insurance records, 
those are necessary in order to be sure 
that if there are accidents, and there is 
liability, there is adequate insurance 
to protect Americans from these 
trucks which are coming into our coun-
try. 

We have had a fair amount of experi-
ence here. I believe there is ample time 
to reevaluate this program if and when 
this database is updated and there is 
sufficient record documentation to 
guarantee the requisite safety. But on 
this date of the record, it seems to me 
this program ought not to go forward, 
and the amendment which Senator 
DORGAN has advanced is very sound. I 
intend to support it and I urge my col-
leagues to do the same. 

Mr. President, I thank my colleague 
from North Dakota for yielding me 
time at this stage of the debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from North Dakota. 

Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, I thank 
my colleague from Pennsylvania. The 
statements he made represent the crux 
of the matter, the issue of: Are there 
equivalent standards and is there 
equivalent enforcement with respect to 
trucking in Mexico, and would that 
then allow us to feel assured that long- 
haul Mexican trucks entering this 
country all across the United States 
would give us the same notion of safety 
we have with respect to the kinds of re-
strictions, the kinds of regulations we 
have in the United States? 

Mr. President, I am going to get 
some charts I will make a presentation 
with in a couple of moments. It will 
take me a minute to get the charts I 
want to show my colleagues. 

Let me, for the moment, suggest the 
absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 

objection, it is so ordered. 
Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, my col-

league from Pennsylvania said it well, 
I believe. Look, Mexico is a neighbor of 
ours to the South. We don’t come to 
the floor, none of us would come to the 
floor of the Senate, under any condi-
tion, whether it is a trade debate or a 
debate about Mexican trucking, in a 
way that is pejorative with respect to 
our neighbor. But it is important to 
understand that we are two different 
countries and, in many ways, have very 
different approaches to some of these 
issues. 

With respect to trucking, we have 
not previously allowed long-haul Mexi-
can trucking into this country. We 
have allowed a 25-mile periphery, or 25- 
mile diameter from the border, but we 
have not allowed long-haul trucking in 
this country from Mexico. The reason: 
There has not been a demonstration 
that there are equivalent standards 
and equivalent enforcement with re-
spect to Mexican trucks and U.S. 
trucks. 

Now, we have built, over a long pe-
riod of time, very significant and stiff 
requirements for long-haul trucks in 
this country. We require certain things 
of drivers. There are hours of service 
they can’t go beyond, there are log-
book requirements that are significant, 
there is equipment inspection that is 
very significant, there is reporting of 
accidents, and a whole series of things 
we have done in this country to try to 
understand and make certain the 
trucking is safe. Are there accidents 
from time to time? Sure. But it is not 
because we don’t have in place signifi-
cant regulatory capability, and it is 
not because we don’t enforce it. We 
have regulations and we have enforce-
ment. 

Now, I want to show my colleagues 
what happened last Thursday night. 
Last Thursday night, at 7:30 in the 
evening, the Department of Transpor-
tation received what is called the Of-
fice of Inspector General’s Report. 
They have always wanted down at DOT 
to do a pilot program for long-haul 
Mexican trucks, but they have been 
prevented from doing that because I 
and others put a provision in law that 
says you can’t proceed with this pilot 
project until you get the inspector gen-
eral’s report and see what the situation 
is. 

Well, they got it Thursday night. It 
is 42 pages. I have a copy of it, or we 
are getting a copy of it—42 pages. At 
7:30 at night they received the inspec-
tor general’s report, and at 8:30 at 
night they triggered the pilot project. 

I tell you what, I took Evelyn Woods’ 
speed reading course in college. I re-
member taking that, and all of a sud-
den I was galloping along. I started at 
about 300 words a minute and pretty 
soon I was reading at about 1,200 words 
per minute. It was remarkable. But 

that is nothing compared to what they 
do at the Department of Transpor-
tation, apparently. This is speed read-
ing par excellence. In 1 hour, they di-
gested the inspector general’s conclu-
sions in the inspector general’s report. 
Or maybe there is another answer. 
Maybe they had already decided what 
they were going to do, and it didn’t 
matter very much. 

Let me tell you what the inspector 
general’s report says. It says: 

While Department of Transportation offi-
cials inspecting Mexican truck companies 
took steps to verify the on-site data, we 
noted that certain information was not 
available to them. 

What kind of information wasn’t 
available? Well, little things, appar-
ently. They say: 

Specifically, information pertaining to ve-
hicle inspections, accident reports, and driv-
er violations. 

Excuse me, I am sorry, that rep-
resents the entire guts of what you 
need to know if you are going to assure 
the safety of the American driver as we 
begin to see long-haul Mexican trucks 
coming into this country—vehicle in-
spections, accident reports, and driver 
violations. 

Now, this morning I showed a news 
report of a tragic accident, an almost 
unbelievable accident that happened in 
Mexico. It is heartbreaking to under-
stand the consequences of this. Two 
trucks collided. This is in today’s 
paper. Two trucks collided. Thirty- 
seven died and 150 were injured. There 
was a blast, because one of the trucks 
was carrying explosives. This was in a 
mining area. One truck loaded with ex-
plosives crashed into another. It caused 
a crater of 65 feet, with 150 people in-
jured and 37 people killed. 

Now, I don’t know the specifics of 
this. I am only saying that at a time 
when we are speaking of safety issues, 
this was in the paper this morning. My 
guess is when you move explosives 
around in this country, particularly on 
our roads, we have very specific stand-
ards—vehicles in front with warning 
signs, vehicles behind. My guess is— 
and I don’t know what those standards 
are—that we have very specific stand-
ards about the conditions under which 
you would do that. 

I don’t know whether those standards 
exist in Mexico. I suspect we will learn 
about that. But I think the questions 
of the maintenance of the vehicles, 
these heavy, 18-wheel vehicles that 
come moving down our highways, are 
very important questions. They are not 
resolved. 

Let me go to page 2 of the inspector 
general’s report. You don’t have to go 
further than page 2. It says the fol-
lowing, that the Federal Motor Vehicle 
Group down at DOT ‘‘agreed to develop 
a plan to check every truck every 
time.’’ 

So they are going to check every 
truck every time in this pilot program, 

and they have certified 100 trucking 
companies to be able to come in, but 
the inspector general says, ‘‘as of July, 
2007,’’ a month and a half ago, ‘‘no co-
ordinated site-specific plans to carry 
out such checks were in place’’ and 
they stated they would have the plans 
then outlined by August 22, but we 
have not received any outlines or com-
pleted plans. ‘‘In our opinion,’’ they 
say, ‘‘not having site specific plans de-
veloped and in place prior to initiating 
this project will increase the risk that 
project participants will be able to 
avoid the required checks.’’ 

All of us have heard these things 
from the Federal agencies: Trust us; we 
are going to do it; we promise; we 
pledge. Somehow it does not get done. 

We have an inspector general’s report 
that came out on Thursday evening at 
7:30, and on Thursday evening at 8:30 
the Department of Transportation 
wanted to trigger this report. 

I have found some things in this re-
port that would give the Department 
some comfort. They are there. But you 
cannot avoid page 2. That provides no 
comfort at all. They say they are going 
to inspect every truck every time. 
They are not and cannot. You cannot 
avoid this: that the only information 
they have is information that comes 
from the trucking companies that wish 
to give it to them. Otherwise no infor-
mation was available. No database was 
made available to them, and no infor-
mation on these three critical issues: 
vehicle inspections, accident reports, 
and driver violations. 

That is the ball game. So the U.S. 
House of Representatives has already 
passed by voice vote a provision that 
says ‘‘no money in this appropriations 
bill shall or can be used to continue 
this pilot project.’’ With my colleague 
from Pennsylvania, Senator SPECTER, 
and others, I propose we do exactly the 
same thing. This amendment is iden-
tical to that which the House has 
passed. It makes sense to me. Will 
there be, at some point, because we 
have a trade agreement called NAFTA 
with Mexico, homogenization of rules 
and standards and so forth with respect 
to trucking? Maybe. Will at that point 
there be long-term trucking in this 
hemisphere from Canada to the United 
States to Mexico? Maybe. But there 
will not be, in my judgment, until we 
are satisfied as a country that the 
standards and enforcement of those 
standards, which is the most important 
issue—the enforcement of those stand-
ards with respect to Mexican long-haul 
trucking are at least equivalent to that 
which we have in this country. 

When an American citizen pulls up at 
a four-way stop sign or drives down a 
road, a two-lane or a four-lane road, it 
doesn’t matter, and comes next to an 
18-wheel truck, I believe most of them 
want to be assured that the inspections 
on that vehicle, the requirements on 
that driver, are the equivalent—if they 
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are not from this country—are the 
equivalent to the standards we have al-
ready imposed. 

When that is the case, I think the 
consumers, the drivers, the American 
people will not have additional risk. 
Until that is the case they most cer-
tainly will have additional risk. 

Again, one can argue, I suppose—one 
can debate at great length this issue 
and talk about what has been done— 
the improvements, the progress. But 
one cannot ignore the fact that what 
we know about Mexican trucking with 
respect to vehicle inspections, with re-
spect to drivers’ records and accident 
reports, we are getting only from vol-
untary compliance from those compa-
nies that wish to provide it. That is the 
case. 

My amendment is very simple. I have 
more to say, but I think there are oth-
ers who wish to speak. I will defer to 
them and then speak following that. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Missouri. 
Mr. BOND. Mr. President, I am under 

no illusion that I can change the mind 
of my good friend from North Dakota, 
but maybe I can ease his concerns, at 
least in several areas, because he did 
raise some things that I think should 
be noted. 

Prior to 1982, Mexican trucks did op-
erate throughout the United States 
without restriction. Since then, Cana-
dian trucks have continued to operate 
through the United States. Surpris-
ingly, even some of the Mexican car-
riers who were authorized to operate 
beyond the commercial zones in 1982 
have continued to operate in the 
United States. As best we can tell, they 
have as good a safety record as the U.S. 
drivers. But, obviously, there are lots 
of arguments in terms of efficiency, in 
terms of commitments made under the 
North American Free Trade Agreement 
for carrying this out. But I want to 
focus just a minute on a couple of 
items of concern about meeting safety 
standards. 

Mexican trucking companies, drivers, 
and vehicles participating in the dem-
onstration program have to abide by 
stricter safety standards than U.S. and 
Canadian trucking companies, drivers, 
and vehicles operating in the United 
States. These safety standards include 
they have to have a U.S.-based insur-
ance policy, full compliance with hours 
of service regulations, vehicle mainte-
nance, driver qualifications, including 
the ability to communicate in English, 
and drug and alcohol testing. Every 
carrier satisfactorily completing the 
test has to have its drivers drug tested 
by U.S. labs. 

In addition, as many of us would be 
concerned about the tremendous acci-
dent with hazardous materials, these 
carriers are prohibited from trans-
porting hazardous materials in the 
United States. They cannot transport 

passengers, and they cannot pick up 
domestic freight going from point to 
point. 

Every Mexican truck participating in 
the program has to pass a rigorous 39- 
point, front-to-back inspection and is 
required to display a valid Commercial 
Vehicle Safety Alliance—CVSA—in-
spection decal that indicates it has 
passed this inspection. The decals are 
valid only for 3 months and can be re-
newed only by passing another inspec-
tion. 

As far as who is going to verify that 
the trucks are following U.S. regula-
tions, U.S. Federal inspectors perform, 
and Mexican trucking companies must 
pass, a preauthorization safety audit to 
get into the program, conducted in 
Mexico prior to granting the authority 
to operate beyond U.S. commercial 
zones. 

The audit includes inspections of ve-
hicles the company intends to use in 
long-haul operations in the United 
States and a thorough inspection of the 
company’s records to ensure compli-
ance with Federal safety regulations. 
Vehicles not inspected by the U.S. Fed-
eral inspectors cannot be used for long- 
haul operations in the United States. 

Every inspector reviews Federal safe-
ty regulations with the carrier, includ-
ing those concerning driver hours of 
service, to ensure the carrier is knowl-
edgeable of and comprehends the Fed-
eral Motor Carrier Safety Regulations. 

All the motor vehicles and drivers in 
the cross-border demonstration pro-
gram will be subject to roadside inspec-
tions, just like U.S. and Canadian vehi-
cles and drivers, and will be placed out 
of service, as any carrier would be, if 
they fail critical portions of the inspec-
tion. 

I thought that might be of some com-
fort to my colleague who raised ques-
tions about safety inspections. I sug-
gest that be taken into consideration 
as we review the appropriateness of 
this amendment. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Oklahoma is recognized. 
Mr. INHOFE. Mr. President, I am 

going to wind the clock back to 1994. I 
had the occasion of voting twice 
against NAFTA, once when I was in the 
House and once when I was in the Sen-
ate, in the same year because I came in 
in a special election. I remember at 
that time we had a delegation of six, 
four House Members and two Senators 
from Oklahoma, and I was the only one 
out of six who voted against NAFTA. 

Ironically, the very arguments I 
made in the House and Senate back in 
1994 are the same things we are hearing 
now. I said at that time I could see 
what was going to be happening in the 
future; that we would be having Mexi-
can truckers coming in; that they 
would be competing in a way where 
they would not have to qualify with all 
of our environmental standards, our 

safety standards, our wage and hour 
standards. It appears to me that is the 
case. 

I listened very carefully to my good 
friend from Missouri, but I have not 
seen—and having reviewed the IG re-
port—that all of these questions have 
been answered. I have to say I am in-
clined to agree with the Senator from 
North Dakota that the problem that 
existed in 1994 still exists today, and I 
would probably oppose this amend-
ment. 

I would like to also make a comment, 
a request. When I have a chance, after 
the disposition of this, I would like to 
bring up amendment No. 2796 for its 
immediate consideration. I will wait 
and see if I can get in the queue. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from North Dakota. 
Mr. DORGAN. First of all, I thank 

the Senator from Oklahoma. I think it 
is the case that the Department of 
Transportation—and I think this is 
true under most administrations—that 
whatever they want to do they will 
give you words of assurance that what-
ever they want to do they will do it 
right and make sure all the t’s are 
crossed and the i’s are dotted, but it is 
the case that the inspector general de-
scribes for us what the Department of 
Transportation says it will do, it is not 
doing. 

We do not have to debate that. It is 
a circumstance—let me go back to this 
chart, if I might, to describe what the 
inspector general says. 

It seems to me the key issue, as my 
colleague from Oklahoma suggests, if 
we have long-haul Mexican trucks on 
the roads in this country, the question 
is, when you are driving beside one or 
coming to a four-way stop and meeting 
one, does that 18-wheel truck have the 
same vehicle inspection, the same level 
of safety? Does the driver have the 
same hours of service, the same re-
quirements that our drivers do? Do we 
have the same accident record and re-
ports on that driver? 

The answer is no. So that in itself ob-
literates the question of are we ready 
to integrate that Mexican long-haul 
trucking experience into this country. 

It is true the Canadians are here. We 
have similar, nearly equivalent stand-
ards and enforcement with respect to 
Canada. Of course, an added issue with 
respect to Mexico is the language issue, 
and there is an English requirement. 
But the Department of Transportation 
folks, who really do this sort of thing, 
kind of roll their eyes, saying: That is 
fairly hard to enforce. 

But I do want to make this point. 
What the inspector general’s report 
says, on two pieces—No. 1, on page 2, 
again, he said ‘‘DOT said they will 
check every truck every time.’’ That is 
part of the assurance. 

[B]ut in July 2007, no coordinated site-spe-
cific plans to carry out such checks were in 
place. 
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FMCSA stated that it would have plans 

outlined by August 22, 2007, but [the inspec-
tor general said] we have not received any 
outlines or completed plans. In our opinion, 
not having site-specific plans developed and 
in place prior to initiating the demonstra-
tion project will increase the risk that 
project participants will be able to avoid the 
required checks. 

That is the dilemma. 
Also, in addition to that, the inspec-

tor general says: 
The DOT officials inspecting Mexican 

truck companies took steps to verify the on- 
site data. We noted that certain information 
was not available to them. Specifically, in-
formation pertaining to vehicle inspections, 
accident reports, and driver violations— 

That is the ball game. If you do not 
have those, you don’t have a base of in-
formation on which to make a judg-
ment that this is going to be safe for 
the American people. 

My point is we have developed cer-
tain standards in this country. I know 
in some cases we have developed those 
standards after great debate. They rep-
resent regulations, and no one likes 
regulations. But in many cases these 
regulations are necessary in order to 
assure us of the kind of safety we 
would expect on the roads. We license 
drivers, we inspect trucks, and require 
certain things of trucks. We have cer-
tain standards which you are required 
to meet when you haul certain kinds of 
products. We do all those things. 

Is it perfect? No, not at all. But are 
they standards we understand, and are 
they standards we try to enforce in 
every case in every State? They are. 
Sometimes we make mistakes, some-
times the enforcement fails a bit, but 
that is a very different set of cir-
cumstances than trying to integrate 
that system with a country that while 
it has standards, does not have the 
same kind of enforcement. 

You do not have to take it from me, 
there are volumes of testimony in the 
Congress from previous hearings about 
the circumstances of the lack of en-
forcement of these standards in Mex-
ico. 

Now, when these issues are resolved, 
you will not have amendments such as 
this on the floor of the Senate. But I do 
not see them resolved any time soon. I 
think the inspector general’s report 
itself says they are not resolved. When 
you say, as they have said in the report 
released last Thursday night, the only 
information available was in the com-
pany records when the records were 
volunteered to them, otherwise there is 
no base of information. 

There is no base of data with which 
to judge these central questions: Are 
the trucks safe? Is the inspection 
standard rigorous? Does it meet any-
thing near our standard? Do we have 
drivers who are going to enter this 
country with the same rigorous re-
quirement with respect to hours of 
service, recordkeeping, logbooks, acci-
dent reports, all of those issues? The 
answer to that is no. It is clearly no. 

The answer to that is embedded in 
the inspector general’s report. I, for 
the life of me, do not understand why, 
before the ink was dry Thursday night, 
1 hour later the Department of Trans-
portation decided we have to now have 
assimilated, apparently through some 
kind of speed reading of this IG’s re-
port, we now have to implemented this 
program which the House of Represent-
atives, by voice vote, said: No funds 
should be allowed to be used for the 
program for the reasons I have de-
scribed. I believe the Senate should 
take similar action. 

Finally, let me say this, I tried to 
say it earlier: Mexico is a neighbor of 
ours. Always we should treat neighbors 
with respect. We have a lot of things 
we do with Mexico. There are many 
areas in which we cooperate and agree. 
We have a trade agreement. I happen to 
agree with my colleague from Okla-
homa. I did not vote for the trade 
agreement either. I think the trade 
agreement has been a horrible mistake. 

I am talking about NAFTA, the 
North American Free Trade Agree-
ment. We turned a very small surplus 
with Mexico into a very large trade 
deficit with Mexico. We turned a mod-
erate trade deficit with Canada into a 
very large trade deficit. So by any 
standard I think this has been a fail-
ure. 

But aside from the fact it is a failure, 
it does have a requirement to homog-
enize the standards and the ability to 
allow long-haul trucking into this 
country; but it does not do so in a way 
that allows us or requires us to oblit-
erate our determination for what is 
safe for American drivers. That is why 
I am on the floor of the Senate hoping 
we will do what the House of Rep-
resentatives has already done by voice 
vote and pass this amendment. 

It will come back. There will be an-
other day. There will be a time, my 
guess is, when there will not be objec-
tion to this because the standards are 
homogeneous, the standards Americans 
have are the same and the enforcement 
is reasonable. We believe the enforce-
ment to be significant enough to pro-
vide significant safety without addi-
tional risks to American drivers. That 
is not the case today. 

Mr. BOND. Mr. President, would the 
Senator yield for a question? 

Mr. DORGAN. I would be happy to 
yield. 

Mr. BOND. Through the Chair, I 
would ask my colleague if he wants to 
apply these same standards to Cana-
dian truckers. Because it is my infor-
mation, I do not have it documented, 
that the standards required of Cana-
dian truckers are less than the stand-
ards required of Mexican truckers. The 
Canadian truckers coming into the 
United States, into North Dakota and 
beyond, do not have to have U.S. insur-
ance. 

I would ask my colleague if he is con-
cerned about the Canadian trucks com-

ing in as well and what he plans to do 
about those. 

Mr. DORGAN. Well, it is interesting 
to me in trade discussions. For exam-
ple, Mexico has pretty decent environ-
mental standards. Someone said: Well, 
you have big environmental standards 
in Mexico. Yes, the problem is they are 
not enforced at all. 

So it doesn’t matter to me what the 
standards required are, that is why I 
have emphasized enforcement. What 
are the standards and are the standards 
enforced? In most cases the answer is, 
with respect to Mexico, they are not 
enforced to the same degree we enforce 
the standards in this country. 

I do not believe you can make the 
case that there is similarity between 
the Canadian enforcement of good 
standards with respect to truck safety 
and the Mexican lack—I don’t think 
you can make the same case it exists 
in identical fashion with Canada or 
Mexico. I think the evidence is quite 
clear the standards, with respect to 
Mexico, are lower, especially with re-
spect to its enforcement. 

The reason I say that is this: If you 
had standards in Mexico that were en-
forced, and therefore you had knowl-
edge of the issue of vehicle inspections, 
you had knowledge of accident reports 
and driver violations, there would be a 
database in Mexico by which you could 
access the data and make an evalua-
tion of the data. 

Our inspector general has already de-
termined no such database exists. 

Mr. BOND. May I ask my colleague 
another question? 

Mr. DORGAN. I would be happy to re-
spond. 

Mr. BOND. It relates to the fact that 
the U.S. Federal inspectors will be 
going to Mexico and making those in-
spections with Mexican trucks would 
satisfy his concern about the enforce-
ment. Before the trucks can come in, 
U.S. Federal inspectors go to Mexico 
and make the inspections. 

Does he think we ought to be doing 
the same thing in Canada, for example? 
What about requiring Canadian truck-
ing companies to have U.S. insurance 
as well? 

Mr. DORGAN. Well, it is interesting. 
We have some experience in that as 
well. Let me use the experience of 
meat; meat from Canada and meat 
from Mexico. We allow, because they 
have equivalent standards and equiva-
lent inspections, we believe, for meat 
to leave a Canadian plant and to come 
into this country uninspected at our 
border. 

We allow that because we believe 
there are standards and enforcement 
that are equivalent to the standards of 
this country. I have spoken on the 
floor, and my colleague, I think, was 
not here at the time, but I held up a, I 
think a 2-pound piece of T-bone steak 
one day and said: Can anybody tell me 
where this came from? Because meat is 
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not labeled, it should be, but it is not. 
I said: Can you tell me if it came from 
the processing plant, the slaughter 
plant in Hermosillo, Mexico. Because if 
it did, I wish to read to you the one 
time an inspector went there. It was a 
plant that was allowed to slaughter 
cattle and produce meat shipped into 
our country. One inspector showed up 
one time. I read the report of the in-
spector on the floor of the Senate. Suf-
ficient to say, no one would want to 
purchase meat from that plant. 

It was promptly closed down, the 
ownership changed, the plant is now 
sending meat back into this country. I 
do not believe it has been inspected 
again. My point is the requirement to 
inspect, with respect to slaughter-
houses in Mexico, is one example. My 
colleague says: Well, if we would send 
people down to inspect in Mexico, 
would that give you comfort? 

Well, we are told by the Department 
of Transportation what will give us 
comfort is this, that they will check 
every truck every time. The problem 
is, we are told this by the inspector 
general: They are not going to inspect 
every truck every time. Yes, they tell 
you that. That is what they claim. But 
here is the reality. They have no plans, 
no outlines to inspect every truck 
every time. They have no site-specific 
plans developed and in place prior to 
initiating this project. The risk is, the 
project participants will be able to 
avoid the required checks. 

So you know, once again, there is a 
great variation between what the Fed-
eral agency says and what it is willing 
to do. So my colleague and others 
might be comforted by the fact that 
say: We will go there, we will do those 
rigorously. I am not so comforted be-
cause we have had plenty of experience 
with that. 

Mr. BOND. Mr. President, may I ask 
another question? We are not talking 
about packing houses where there was 
obviously a failure of sanitation. We 
are talking about a situation where 
U.S. Federal inspectors go down, con-
duct a pretest, a preinspection of the 
Mexican trucking operations, the vehi-
cles coming in have to go through a 
U.S. overseen or implemented safety 
inspection every 3 months. 

Now, I do not think we require Cana-
dian trucks, and certainly we do not 
require U.S. trucks, to be inspected 
every time they travel on our roads. 
But we do have inspections, random in-
spections that will apply to United 
States, Canadian, and Mexican trucks. 

What I am asking, if U.S. Federal in-
spectors are doing this—nobody ever 
said they are going to do it every time. 
Nobody expects to have inspectors in-
specting every truck. But what is the 
difference, I would ask my colleague, 
between having U.S. inspectors every 3 
months in Mexico and having random 
safety inspections—in what situation 
do either the Canadian or the U.S. 

trucks get the same degree of inspec-
tion? 

Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, my col-
league is not accurate. They, in fact, 
did say they were going to inspect 
every time. Let me read the inspector 
general’s report. After our visit to Fed-
eral—it is the FMCSA, one of these 
other acronyms in Government again. 
The Federal Motor Carrier Safety Ad-
ministration. It is in DOT. 

So the Federal Motor Carrier Safety 
Administration agreed to develop a 
plan to check every truck every time. 
So that is exactly what they said. But 
the inspector general says: They are 
not going to do that. He says, as of 
July, there is no coordinated site-spe-
cific plan to carry out such checks. 
Then they said: Well, we will have it 
done by August 22. They said: We have 
not received any outlines or completed 
plans. In our opinion, not having site- 
specific plans in place prior to initi-
ating the project will increase the risk 
project participants will be able to 
avoid the required checks. 

I would say to my colleague, I do not 
always dismiss this issue of inspections 
because I think sufficient inspections 
can be very helpful. But having been on 
the floor of the Senate now speaking 
about the issue of tainted products 
coming into this country, under-
standing whether it is trinkets or toys 
or shrimp or catfish or tires, car tires, 
or any number of pet foods, having spo-
ken about them at some length and un-
derstanding that we inspect 1 percent 
of them. 

We inspect 1 percent, 99 percent of 
the vegetables and the trinkets and 
toys come in here without any inspec-
tion. Now we are told, if we would 
allow the Department of Transpor-
tation to proceed with this project, 
which they announced late at night 
with 1 hour of review of the inspector 
general’s report, if we would only allow 
them to proceed, boy, they guarantee 
they will inspect. 

I am sorry. I think the evidence, with 
respect to the Federal Government, 
would suggest a different conclusion 
and a different result. I hope at some 
point we do not have these issues. You 
know, I mean I can give you lots of ex-
amples of what has promised to have 
been homogenized between the United 
States, Canada, and Mexico because of 
the trade agreement. But promises are 
cheap. 

I mean, there are lots of promises, 
and very few are kept with respect to 
these trade agreements. The trade 
agreements are similar to Swiss 
cheese, riddled with holes. 

This, in my judgment, is a cir-
cumstance where, if we decide to pro-
ceed to say: Under these conditions, we 
will allow immediately the Depart-
ment of Transportation to move to this 
pilot project, I think we will make a 
mistake. We will make a mistake on 
behalf of those who are traveling on 

America’s roads, who at some point, 
coming up to a four-way stop or a stop-
light or meeting on a four-way high-
way, some vehicle that was not subject 
to the same rigor and the same inspec-
tions that exist in this country because 
they did not have the same enforce-
ment, I think someone will be injured. 
That risk ought not be borne by the 
American consumer or the American 
driver. 

We ought to decide what is fair. You 
know, we have spent a century lifting 
this country’s standards and demand-
ing in this country. Upton Sinclair 
wrote that book and described at the 
start of the century, start of the last 
century, in Chicago, IL, at the big 
packing houses, how when they were 
slaughtering cattle and trying to con-
trol the rat population in the slaugh-
terhouses, they put poison on bread 
loaves and things. 

They would kill the rats, and they 
would shove the dead rats and the 
bread loaves and the meat down the 
same chute, and out the other side of 
the chute would come some sausage 
and some steak and some meat, and off 
to the consumer. Well a tremendous 
public outcry resulted from that, and 
we developed regulations. 

So we have standards and regulations 
in a number of areas. This is but one 
area in which we have standards and 
regulations. They can be standards and 
regulations that are the difference be-
tween life or death. Because, when you 
are on America’s roads and highways, 
safety is very important. 

My own view is, I think the Depart-
ment of Transportation is making a 
mistake. I think all the promises and 
all the assurances will fall far short of 
what the American consumer and the 
American driver should expect to mini-
mize risk and to maximize safety on 
America’s roads. 

I yield the floor. 
Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, we are 

working our way through the Trans-
portation appropriations bill. We have 
one amendment pending. I see the Sen-
ator from Oklahoma is here, and he 
shortly is going to ask to set aside this 
amendment in order to call up an 
amendment. I ask any other Members 
who have amendments they wish to 
offer during this debate to come to the 
floor, offer their amendments, and we 
will work our way expeditiously 
through as many as possible. I remind 
all colleagues that the majority leader 
has been very clear that due to the 
Jewish holidays we will be finishing by 
midday on Wednesday; therefore, Mem-
bers should expect a very long night to-
morrow night as we work our way 
through these amendments. It will 
work a lot better if Members come to 
the floor and offer their amendments 
so we know what order we have and 
how we can work through them. I ask 
Members who have been calling us and 
letting us know they have an amend-
ment to come to the floor this evening 
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or tomorrow morning at the latest and 
get those amendments up so we can go 
through them. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Missouri. 

Mr. BOND. I join with my colleague 
from Washington, the chairman of our 
committee. I urge my colleagues on 
this side of the aisle to bring in their 
amendments. Because of the timeline 
we are working under, we will be much 
more willing and able to work out the 
amendments that come in early. We 
may be able to cut off the time for fil-
ing amendments, I would hope, as early 
as sometime tomorrow afternoon. But I 
suggest that in case that happens, peo-
ple come forward with their amend-
ments as early as possible because we 
are facing a time deadline and need to 
get this bill amended, if desired, and 
passed. I would appreciate the coopera-
tion of colleagues on both sides. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Oklahoma. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2796 
Mr. INHOFE. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent to set the pending 
amendment aside for consideration of 
amendment No. 2796. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. The clerk 
will report. 

The assistant legislative clerk read 
as follows: 

The Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. INHOFE] 
proposes an amendment No. 2796. 

Mr. INHOFE. I ask unanimous con-
sent that reading of the amendment be 
dispensed with. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The amendment is as follows: 
(Purpose: To prohibit the use of funds to im-

plement the proposed Air Traffic Control 
Optimum Training Solution of the Federal 
Aviation Administration) 
On page 147, between lines 8 and 9, insert 

the following: 
SEC. 414. None of the funds appropriated or 

otherwise made available by this Act may be 
obligated or expended by the Administrator 
of the Federal Aviation Administration to 
transfer the design and development func-
tions of the FAA Academy or to implement 
the Air Traffic Control Optimum Training 
Solution proposed by the Administrator . 

Mr. INHOFE. Mr. President, it is my 
understanding that the test language, 
the IG said, apparently has been cor-
rected. I only remind my friend from 
North Dakota and my friend from Mis-
souri that when I had the English lan-
guage amendment up, we used the 
same definition I believe they are using 
right now in order to make sure there 
is adequate knowledge of English lan-
guage by Mexican truckers. I will read 
what it said: Applicants have up to 
three chances to read and write one 
sentence correctly in English. That is 
the test, which doesn’t give me a very 
high comfort level. 

The amendment I am offering, No. 
2796, would prohibit the FAA from 
using any money in fiscal year 2008 to 

implement their proposed new ATC 
training system. It is called the 
ATCOTS. The FAA has sped up the 
schedule for transition without giving 
sufficient attention to the transition 
from the old to the new. By prohibiting 
the FAA from using fiscal year 2008 
funds to implement this new training 
system, there will be additional time 
to plan for the transition, if we decide 
the transition at that point is some-
thing we want to do. 

Finally, there has been no expla-
nation on why the existing system does 
not work. This additional time can be 
used to examine the current system 
and determine where it needs to be 
changed, if it needs to be changed. 

This is how the current system 
works. This is how the FAA wants to 
change it. Currently, candidates must 
enroll in an FAA-approved education 
program and pass a preemployment 
test which measures his or her ability 
to perform the duties of a controller. 
Let’s keep in mind, we are talking 
about controllers who have our lives in 
their hands. It happens that I am in my 
51st year of aviation. Just as recently 
as 2 days ago, I was flying, and I have 
a great deal of respect for these people. 
To me, the training must absolutely be 
perfect. The candidates currently must 
enroll in an FAA-approved education 
program and pass a preemployment 
test which measures their ability to 
perform the duties of a controller. 
Then the FAA has designated 15 insti-
tutions around the country for pre-
employment testing. The candidates 
must also have 3 years of full-time 
work experience and have completed a 
full 4 years of college. These have to be 
people who have a college education, 
have to have 3 years of on-the-job 
training. Then they have to, of course, 
have gone through this preemployment 
test. Then if the candidate successfully 
meets those three tests, they are eligi-
ble for employment as an air traffic 
controller. 

Successful candidates attend the 
FAA Academy in Oklahoma City for 12 
weeks to learn fundamentals of the air-
way system, the FAA regs, controller 
equipment, and aircraft performance 
characteristics. Upon graduating from 
the academy, the candidates are as-
signed to an air traffic control facility 
as ‘‘developmental controllers’’ where 
they receive training on specific con-
troller positions. Generally, it takes 2 
to 4 years, depending on the facility 
and the availability of facility staff or 
contractors, to provide the on-the-job 
training. 

Currently, there are two separate 
contractors that provide training for 
potential controllers: one contractor at 
the academy and one contractor for on- 
the-job training at the facility. What 
the FAA wants to do is to combine 
these two contracts into one, thereby 
speeding up the training, they believe, 
and getting more controllers to train 
faster. 

Because controllers hired—and most 
of us have been around long enough to 
remember this—after the PATCO 
strike are now eligible for retirement, 
the FAA estimates they need to hire 
and train approximately 15,000 new air 
traffic controllers over the next 10 
years. They believe the air traffic con-
trol optimum training solution, which 
is called ATCOTS, will accomplish this 
because it will, No. 1, leverage current 
industry best practices to develop inno-
vative training services delivery solu-
tions; No. 2, achieve efficiencies by re-
ducing time and the cost it takes to 
certify professional controllers; No. 3, 
institute continuous improvement 
within the training program; and No. 4, 
establish a performance-based contract 
management system. That is what the 
FAA hopes to achieve, but I have yet 
to understand how. 

Recently, the FAA announced that 
they plan to issue a request for pro-
posals for this new single controller 
training contract in January of 2008, 
with an expected award in June of 2008. 
That is less than a year from this 
month. This is despite assurances to 
the Oklahoma delegation that there 
would be a multiyear transition to 
ATCOTS. In other words, it is going to 
take several years to make the transi-
tion, if it is desirable. Now it appears 
ATCOTS could be fully implemented 
within 1 year, although there is no 
clear transition plan. The winning bid 
is supposed to provide the transition 
plan. 

Furthermore, there is no clear assur-
ance that the millions in taxpayer dol-
lars already invested in the FAA train-
ing academy in Oklahoma City will 
continue to be used. Per the documents 
I have seen, if the winning bidder 
should choose to conduct the initial 
classroom instruction elsewhere, they 
have that option. I question why we 
would abandon the academy and our 
Federal investment there. 

Finally, I do not believe there has 
been sufficient examination of the cost 
benefits of this new training program. 
Rather, there has been a rush to fix a 
system that no one has been able to ex-
plain, at least to me, how or if it is bro-
ken. 

My amendment merely slows down 
the process so Congress can have more 
time to examine what are the short-
falls of the current training system and 
how the proposed ATCOTS system will 
improve the training. This is like so 
many things we rush into. We lay out 
the predicate that we are going to 
spend all this time and be deliberate in 
making sure we are not getting into 
something that is not, in fact, a lot 
better than the old system, when we 
have yet to see anything to at least 
convince me or any plausible argument 
that there is a problem with the exist-
ing system. 

While I could have introduced an 
amendment to stop this, I didn’t want 
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to do that because I thought if it is 
more efficient, then it might be some-
thing we may want to consider. But I 
can assure my colleagues that nothing 
has been done so far that would con-
vince me that it is a better system. I 
don’t think we should be using 2008 
funds. My amendment would give us 
another year to determine whether this 
is the wise thing to do. I believe it is a 
reasonable approach. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Washington. 
Mrs. MURRAY. I thank the Senator 

from Oklahoma for coming to offer his 
amendment. He has my commitment 
that we will take the time to review it. 
We have not had a chance to do so as 
yet. We want to know what the impact 
is on the FAA budget, as well as the 
training needs we have, but we will 
evaluate it as quickly as possible and 
work with him in order to dispose of it. 

Mr. INHOFE. I thank the Senator. 
Mrs. MURRAY. I encourage, again, 

Senators to come to the floor and offer 
their amendments so, like the amend-
ment we are currently looking at, we 
have time to review it and get it done 
in a timely fashion. I remind all Mem-
bers that if they wait until the last 
minute to get their amendments here, 
they may likely not be considered or 
adopted simply because of time. Again, 
if Members are here, come tonight 
quickly, get your amendments up. We 
will have a chance to review them and 
hopefully be able to dispose of them. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll. 
The bill clerk proceeded to call the 

roll. 
Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
SALAZAR). Without objection, it is so 
ordered. 

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to speak as in 
morning business for up to 7 minutes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

IRAQ 

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. President, it is 
time for us to review our policy in Iraq. 
We have been aware this day was com-
ing for some time. 

To recap how things have occurred, 
we had hearings in the early part of 
this year to confirm General Petraeus. 
This has been General Petraeus’s third 
tour in Iraq. I first had the opportunity 
to meet with him when he commanded 
the 101st Airborne in Mosul. He was 
part of the initial invasion—a brilliant 
combat commander who impressed all 
of us on our CODEL. 

I later visited him in Iraq when he 
was in charge of training the Iraqi 
military and their police. It was a crit-

ical moment in their development. He 
was asked to go back early to do that, 
and he agreed to do so. 

He then returned to the United 
States and wrote the counterinsur-
gency manual for the Department of 
Defense. Before the ink was dry on that 
manual, the President asked him to go 
back to Iraq, for the third time, to lead 
this critical effort at this critical time. 

So I wish to first say how dis-
appointed I have been that some have 
seen fit to attack this man, attack 
what he might say. I am afraid, frank-
ly, the purpose of that was to sort of 
preemptively smear his testimony. I 
saw most of his testimony this after-
noon. As a member of the Armed Serv-
ices Committee, I expect to see more of 
it tomorrow and to be there tomorrow 
when he testifies before our committee 
and to hear it all in complete form. 

So let me say this: It is right and just 
and appropriate this Congress, which 
sent him there in January, I believe, 
which voted on May 24 to fund the 
surge—we had a lot of debate about 
this surge, whether we should do it, 
whether we should increase our troop 
levels. The situation in Baghdad was 
not good. The situation in Al Anbar 
had made some improvement but was 
not where we wanted it to be. The 
country was in a difficult time. 

The President said: Let’s step up the 
troop level. Let’s have a surge. We had 
much debate about it. I know our lead-
er, HARRY REID, went to the White 
House along with NANCY PELOSI, the 
Speaker of the House. They came out 
with an agreement, and only 14 Sen-
ators opposed—in a truly bipartisan 
vote—funding of this effort. 

So I have been disappointed that 
some announced it a failure even be-
fore it got started good. But we all 
committed to one thing; and that is 
that General Petraeus would come 
back and he would report to us and we 
would hear from him. 

Some thought we needed more than 
that. So we as a Congress included in 
our funding legislation a requirement 
that another commission be set up, an 
independent commission, with retired 
officers and so forth. GEN Jimmy 
Jones, former Commandant of the Ma-
rine Corps and former Supreme Allied 
Commander Europe, chaired that com-
mission. He reported last week. 

Also, we had the Government Ac-
countability Office do an independent 
analysis of the benchmarks in Iraq. 

Now we are having General Petraeus 
and Ambassador Crocker, who is clear-
ly one of the best respected Ambas-
sadors in the State Department with 
experience in this region of the world. 
They are giving us their report today 
and tomorrow. 

If Congress concludes this effort 
ought not to go forward, so be it. But 
we ought to do it after listening to our 
generals. In fact, I noticed some of the 
polling data showed more than two- 

thirds of the American people prefer to 
have their decision process be informed 
by the military, and only less than 10 
percent, I think, or maybe 20 percent, 
said the Congress should set the mili-
tary standards. 

Here is an article by Bing West I no-
ticed in the National Review in May. 
He has been to Iraq multiple times. He 
has written two books on the Iraq war. 
He said: 

The new American military team has in-
fused the effort with energy and strategic 
clarity, and seized the initiative. In this war, 
the moral/psychological element outweighs 
the physical by 20 to 1. 

I think there is a good bit of truth in 
that. I think we have seen a more co-
herent, focused strategy under General 
Petraeus’s leadership. 

With regard to his testimony and its 
truthfulness, I remember interviewing 
him before he was to testify in Janu-
ary, before being sent to Iraq, and he 
said: I will tell you one thing, Senator. 
I am going to tell you the truth as I see 
it if you send me there. 

So the next morning I thought I 
would ask him that very question be-
fore the committee while he was under 
oath. I said: 

You’ve indicated, I think, in your opening 
statement [General Petraeus] that you 
would, but I’d like you to say that so the 
American people would know that a person 
who knows that country [Iraq], who’s writ-
ten a manual on counterinsurgency—if you 
believe it can’t be successful, you will tell us 
so we can take a new action. That was my 
question to him: Will you tell us if you think 
this will not work? Because he told us and 
made the public statement our effort in Iraq 
was difficult, but he did not think it was im-
possible. 

He replied to me this way: 
Sir, I firmly believe that I have an obliga-

tion to the great young men and women of 
our country who are putting themselves in 
harm’s way, and certainly to all Americans, 
to tell my boss if I believe that the strategy 
cannot succeed at some point. 

I believe this man told us the truth 
today as he saw it and will tell us the 
truth before the Armed Services Com-
mittee tomorrow, as God gives him the 
ability to do so. He finished near the 
top of his class at West Point. He was 
No. 1 in his class at the Command and 
General Staff College. He has a Ph.D. 
from Princeton. He has been in combat. 
He has led one of the Army’s finest 
combat divisions in combat. He has 
trained the Iraqi Army. He knows most 
of the Iraqi leaders pretty well because 
of his time there. We could not have a 
better person. We need to listen to him 
and then make our independent judg-
ment after he testifies. 

So I thank the Chair for this time. I 
hope all Americans will participate, as 
Congress should, in evaluating where 
we are today. Then, once we make a de-
cision about what our next step will be, 
I would call on my colleagues to not do 
things that undermine the strategy 
once we have established it. Don’t 
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come up 2 weeks after we have voted on 
what to do and then say it is a failure. 
Let’s don’t do that this time. Let’s 
agree to—no matter what it is, no mat-
ter how it comes out—have our debate 
and then our vote, and let’s establish a 
policy and stick together and work 
hard to make it a success. 

I thank the Chair, and I yield the 
floor. 

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I sug-
gest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The bill clerk proceeded to call the 
roll. 

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

MORNING BUSINESS 

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to proceed to morn-
ing business, with Senators allowed to 
speak for up to 10 minutes each. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I sug-
gest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The bill clerk proceeded to call the 
roll. 

Mr. LOTT. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the order for the 
quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

MEXICO TRUCKERS 

Mr. LOTT. Mr. President, I wish to 
be heard on this Dorgan amendment, 
the pending amendment, with regard to 
the Mexican trucker demonstration 
project. I wish to speak on it because I 
was involved in it the last time this 
issue came up. 

I have always urged that we deal 
with this in a fair way and in a respon-
sible way. We don’t want unsafe trucks 
or unsafe drivers coming into our coun-
try, whether they are coming from 
Mexico or Canada. But I have always 
felt that maybe we had an attitude to-
ward trucks coming in from Mexico; it 
was very different from those which 
might be coming from Canada. I think 
we need to have rules in place and we 
need to have proper precautions, but I 
think we also need to be rational and 
reasonable. If we don’t have at least a 
demonstration project, what is going 
to happen when our trucks want to go 
to Mexico? I will guarantee you one 
thing: If I were the President of Mex-
ico, I would say there are not going to 
be any American trucks coming down 
here. Can’t we use some common 
sense? This is not some enemy satellite 
sitting on our border. This is a place 
where we can begin to make progress. 

I know it is easy to demagogue this 
issue and get into all kinds of flights of 
fancy about, oh, yes, this is the begin-
ning of a superhighway coming from 
Mexico; that the border is just a bump 
in the road and this is part of the one 
nation movement in North America. I 
don’t know where all this comes from. 
Maybe I am naive. I don’t advocate 
that. But I think we are really turning 
this into another case of trying to 
make a bogeyman out of our neighbor 
to the south. 

I don’t have a vested interest in this. 
I was in the trucking business once 
upon a time in my life. I know a little 
bit about trucking. This is not a case 
where my State is on the border and is 
going to be abused one way or the 
other. So I have the ability to try to 
look at this objectively and to ask that 
we try to make sense in how we deal 
with all of this. 

This is not a new issue. We have been 
working on this, planning for this, pre-
paring for this for 14 years to make 
sure it is done properly, including prop-
er inspections, proper requirements. 
There is a program we are trying to 
put in place which would be subject to 
an additional audit at 6 months and 
when the project concludes. Remember, 
it is a pilot program. We are not put-
ting it in place in perpetuity. We want 
to check it and see how it works and if 
it is done correctly. 

Since 1982, trucks from Mexico have 
only been able to drive in a 25-mile 
commercial zone along U.S. borders. 
Think about that. They can come 
across the border, and they must stay 
in a 25-mile commercial zone and then 
offload to U.S. trucks before they can 
come into the United States. 

The North American Free Trade 
Agreement contains a trucking provi-
sion that was put on hold in 1995 by 
President Clinton, and, without being 
critical of him, he wanted to make sure 
we had looked at it enough and that 
there were safety requirements, and so 
forth. At that time, I thought, frankly, 
he was probably doing the right thing. 
Then, in 2001, a NAFTA dispute resolu-
tion panel ruled the United States was 
violating NAFTA obligations by adopt-
ing a blanket ban on trucks from Mex-
ico. So then we kind of got into a fight 
about it, and that is where I got di-
rectly involved, and that was in 2002 on 
the appropriations bill. It detailed, as a 
result—again, we didn’t say we were 
going to do it regardless; we said, OK, 
we are going to try to find a way to do 
this, but we are going to have some 
specific requirements. We detailed 22 
safety requirements that had to be met 
prior to allowing trucks from Mexico 
to drive beyond the U.S. 25-mile com-
mercial zones. 

Here are the 22 safety requirements 
and mandates we included in that bill. 
I am going to read every one of them 
because I want to make sure my col-
leagues understand that this is not 

something we are doing frivolously or 
carelessly. We had specific require-
ments, and they have been met: 

Establish mandatory pre-authority safety 
audits. 

Conduct at least 50 percent of the safety 
audits on-site in Mexico. 

Issue permanent operating authority only 
to Mexican trucking companies who pass 
safety compliance reviews. 

Conduct at least 50 percent of the compli-
ance reviews on-site in Mexico—including 
any who do not receive an on-site pre-au-
thority audit. 

Check the validity of the driver’s license 
every time a truck comes across the border. 

Yes, we want these drivers to be li-
censed. I am sure that when we go for-
ward with this, that some trucker gets 
in here with an unsafe truck or without 
a driver’s license or with illegal immi-
grants in the belly of that truck, it will 
get huge coverage. I don’t want any of 
that to happen. So we have these safe-
ty checks, and we have a check of the 
validity of the driver’s license. 

Assign Mexican truck companies a distinct 
Department of Transportation number. 

Inspect all trucks from Mexico that do not 
display the current CVSA decal. 

Have State inspectors in the border States 
report any violations of safety regulations 
by trucks from Mexico to U.S. Federal au-
thorities. 

Equip all U.S.-Mexico commercial border 
crossing with weight scales—including 
weigh-in-motion systems at 5 of the 10 busi-
est crossings. 

Study the need for weigh-in-motion sys-
tems at all other border crossings. 

Collect proof of insurance. 
Limit trucks from Mexico operating be-

yond the border zone to cross the border only 
where a certified Federal or State inspector 
is on duty. 

Limit trucks from Mexico operating be-
yond the border zone to cross the border only 
where there is capacity to conduct inspec-
tions and park out-of-service vehicles. 

We must ensure compliance of all— 
all—U.S. safety regulations by Mexican 
operators who wish to go beyond the 
border zones. 

Improve training and certification for bor-
der inspectors and auditors. 

Study needed staffing along the border. 
Prohibit Mexican trucking companies from 

leasing vehicles from other companies when 
they are suspended, restricted, or limited 
from their right to operate in the U.S. 

Forbid foreign motor carriers from oper-
ating in the United States if they have been 
found to have operated illegally in the 
United States. 

Work with all State inspectors to take en-
forcement action or notify U.S. DOT au-
thorities when they discover safety viola-
tions. 

Apply the same U.S. hazardous materials 
driver requirements to drivers from Mexico 
hauling hazardous materials. 

Provide $54 million in Border Infrastruc-
ture Grants for border improvements and 
construction. 

Conduct a comprehensive Inspector Gen-
eral’s review—to be certified by the Sec-
retary—that determines if border operations 
meet requirements— 

That are required. 
This is lengthy. 
Now, I believe it has been pointed out 

on the floor that the inspector general 
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may have indicated: Well, it may not 
be possible to do all this. We may not 
be able to check every truck—let’s see 
here. Any truck with a safety violation 
we stop until the problem is fixed. 

There are questions about do we have 
the infrastructure and capability to do 
that. But the specificity of the 22 man-
dates have been met, and these are the 
critical provisions that are important. 

The companies in Mexico must pass a 
safety audit by United States inspec-
tors, including review of drivers’ 
records, insurance policies, drug and 
alcohol testing, and vehicle inspection 
records. Every truck that crosses the 
border as part of the program will be 
checked every time it enters. There is 
a question about whether we can do 
that. Remember, this is temporary and 
a pilot program. We need to check 
every one of them. If we don’t have the 
infrastructure to do that, we should 
add it. 

Any truck with a safety violation 
will be stopped until the problem is 
fixed. Yes, that ought to happen. So we 
have a very distinct list of items we 
are trying to do here. 

In the first 30 days of the program, 17 
Mexican truck companies will be given 
operating authority. Additional compa-
nies will be added each month. So there 
is some order to this program. 

I say to my colleagues that this has 
been dealt with very methodically. The 
requirements of Congress have been 
met. It is a pilot program on a tem-
porary basis with a 6-month audit. We 
ought to do this program. 

I cannot help but think that there is 
something more going on here than 
safety concerns. I do think there is an 
attitude: We don’t want those Mexican 
truck drivers up here. Sure, there are 
some who might not be as good as they 
should be, but that is true with Amer-
ican truck drivers, too, on occasion. 
What about Canadian truck drivers? 

I feel we are making a mistake if we 
try to stop this temporary pilot pro-
gram, and I think it is going to seri-
ously damage our ability to work with 
the Mexican Government, with their 
new President, in not only this area 
but a lot of other areas. 

I urge my colleagues to look care-
fully at what has been done by our De-
partment of Transportation. Let’s not 
assume the worst of our neighbors from 
Mexico. I have known a lot of truckers, 
and I know the kinds of problems one 
can have with trucking. But these are 
well-intentioned, hard-working people. 
They are an important part of our 
economy, and we need to have free- 
flowing trade that benefits both coun-
tries, all countries in a way of which 
we can be proud. 

If we find a problem, fix it. But to 
just say no, we are going to stop it 
after 14 years of planning and prepara-
tion because some people—I don’t 
know—don’t want the competition? 
This is not an immigration issue. This 

is a transportation issue. We can do 
this. We can do it sensibly. But we 
should defeat the Dorgan amendment. 
We should allow the pilot program to 
go forward and make sure it is done 
properly. 

Mr. President, I suggest the absence 
of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
MENENDEZ). The clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. LAUTENBERG. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

TRANSPORTATION 
APPROPRIATIONS 

Mr. LAUTENBERG. Mr. President, I 
want to take a few minutes to talk 
about the bill that is presently on the 
floor. It is a good bill, and it couldn’t 
be done at a more appropriate time. It 
is a critical issue. We hear many people 
talking about our decaying transpor-
tation infrastructure. The bill is fo-
cused primarily on the transportation 
side, but it also applies to other impor-
tant subjects, including housing. But 
when we see the reports about how 
structurally deficient and functionally 
obsolete our transportation system is, 
and where we stand relative to other 
countries—even some third world coun-
tries—we should want to catch up here. 

When flights are taking off and land-
ing on time, when our railroads are 
carrying more passengers and cargo 
safely, when our roads and bridges are 
in good condition—our economy 
thrives, and so does the well-being of 
our people. We don’t have anything 
that measures the stress factor of mo-
torists, but I am sure if every driver 
were wearing some kind of a meter 
that recorded stress levels, the needles 
would go off their face. Tempers rise, 
time is lost, and appointments are not 
kept. 

But when we fail to adequately fund 
these priorities, our economy and our 
infrastructure falters. That is why this 
bill is critical to our economy. 

My colleague, the Presiding Officer, 
also from the wonderful State of New 
Jersey, knows we have to get things 
done. We have to get people and cargo 
moving. We have a tiny State, with 
lots of people, the most crowded State 
in the country, and transportation is 
essential. However, we don’t have a 
monopoly on congestion, delays, and 
pollution from travel. 

I remember days when I went back 
and forth to work from the Capitol and 
that the ride used to be 15 minutes. 
Now sometimes it can take half an 
hour. Look at the bridges and the roads 
around the Capitol, and we see it. Go 
anyplace that has a thriving popu-
lation and you will find the same prob-
lem. 

Our State of New Jersey is a global 
gateway and a national crossroad for 
transportation—air, railroad, and sea. 
We have the largest seaport on the 
East Coast. Each year, millions of 
cargo containers are put on trucks and 
trains at New Jersey’s ports, bound for 
cities and towns across the interior of 
America. Newark’s Liberty Inter-
national Airport is one of the busiest, 
and is the most delayed in the country. 
We have that unfortunate distinction 
right now. 

Each week, many of New Jersey’s al-
most 9 million residents ride trains or 
buses or drive their cars across bridges 
and through tunnels connecting them 
to jobs outside the State or within the 
State. Last year, 54 million cars, 
trucks, and buses crossed the George 
Washington Bridge from Fort Lee, NJ, 
into New York City, by way of exam-
ple. 

After the tragedy in Minnesota, I 
began working with State leaders to 
make sure our bridges in New Jersey 
could safely and effectively handle the 
increasing volume of cars and trucks. I 
know many of my colleagues did the 
same thing. Thirty-four percent of the 
bridges in the State of New Jersey are 
deficient, which is higher than the na-
tional average of 27 percent. Think 
about what these percentages mean. It 
is saying that one out of three bridges 
is structurally deficient or function-
ally obsolete and in trouble. That is 
the way it seems to be in many places 
in the country. Enormous parts of the 
highway system are not able to handle 
the volume of traffic that passes over 
these areas. 

Congress understands that bridges in 
America should not disappear into dust 
and rubble, costing lives and untold 
economic consequence. That is why in 
this bill we included $5 billion for Fed-
eral bridge programs, a 20-percent in-
crease over last year. I was pleased to 
work with Senator MURRAY to add an-
other $1 billion to strengthen our 
bridges. 

As the chairman of two subcommit-
tees overseeing Federal transportation 
programs, I am going to continue to do 
my part to keep our bridges strong so 
New Jerseyans can get to their jobs 
and back to their families safely. 

We want to strengthen these bridges 
and give people the assurance that 
when they cross over they are safe. I 
talk to people who say they are reluc-
tant to cross over some of the bridges 
we have in our area. Reluctant. But we 
take it for granted you have to do it in 
order to get where you must be. 

I want to thank Subcommittee 
Chairman MURRAY and Ranking Mem-
ber BOND for building a smart and 
strong transportation and housing ap-
propriations bill. It funds Federal 
bridge repair programs, airline safety 
inspections, bus and rail transpor-
tation systems, and even operation of 
the air traffic control system. 
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In particular, I am pleased that the 

committee agreed to increase funds for 
Amtrak, our Nation’s passenger rail-
road. Between the lines of cars on the 
highway and the long security lines at 
airports, American travelers need and 
deserve a choice. If one wants to see 
what a difference it could make, travel 
to some of the countries in Europe or 
Japan where they have world-class pas-
senger rail service, where a trip from 
Brussels, Belgium, to Paris, France, a 
200-mile distance, is accomplished in 1 
hour 25 minutes. If you tried to get an 
airplane to take you that distance, you 
couldn’t. They do not fly that way any-
more. It is superfluous when you can 
get from the inside of one city to inside 
the other city and not have to go 
through the torment of the long lines 
and other inconveniences of getting on 
airplanes. 

Today I had the experience of getting 
on an airplane at LaGuardia Airport in 
New York. My home in New Jersey is 
mid-way between LaGuardia and New-
ark airports. The weather didn’t look 
that bad. We got on the airplane at 9 
o’clock for a 38-minute flight to be here 
for a vote at 11. But due to congestion, 
we arrived here at a quarter past 11. It 
is somewhat amusing, with an odd 
twist, when the pilot gets on and tells 
you how many minutes the flying time 
is because it is almost irrelevant. The 
flying time doesn’t tell you how long it 
is going to take. It can take 38 minutes 
in the air, but it can take an hour and 
a half on the ground, which is pretty 
much what happened to us this morn-
ing. As a consequence, Mr. President— 
and you know how important casting 
your vote is around here—we missed a 
vote this morning, two other Senators 
and myself who were on that flight. 

With all the problems with our trans-
portation systems, President Bush ei-
ther doesn’t get it or just won’t do it. 
He wants to put brakes on progress. 
The day after the terrible tragedy in 
Minnesota, when rescue crews were 
still searching for missing people, I 
heard the President respond, and he 
said: I am disappointed the Congress 
hasn’t sent me a spending bill. But 2 
weeks earlier he said he was going to 
veto the transportation spending bill 
because it was too much money. Can’t 
have it both ways, Mr. President. And 
the public suffers. 

President Bush’s funding request 
would put Amtrak into bankruptcy, 
but expanding Amtrak is one way to 
get people off of the highways in many 
cases and out of the skyways. It is un-
acceptable for the Nation’s passenger 
railroad service. Amtrak is experi-
encing record ridership levels, and it is 
unfair to the traveling public not to 
put the money in there that we have 
to. The bill before us would provide $1.5 
billion for Amtrak, providing the fund-
ing it needs to survive and to grow. I 
am a frequent user of Amtrak, and I 
know very well that while the service 

is radically improved from where it 
was, more needs to be done to accom-
modate the volume of passengers who 
would use the railroad. 

The funding here includes a new $100 
million grant program for States to ex-
pand passenger rail service. This pro-
posal stems from a plan Senator LOTT 
and I have developed to reauthorize 
Amtrak. 

I also thank my subcommittee lead-
ers for agreeing to my request to in-
clude additional funding for the De-
partment of Transportation’s Office of 
Aviation Enforcement, to be able to 
protect airline passengers’ rights. Now 
it is a small group of people trying to 
handle passenger complaints, and they 
cannot get to them. It is ridiculous. 
How do we in the Government know 
what is going on if we cannot process 
complaints that come in? This office is 
the only place where airline travelers 
can turn when they are mistreated by 
airline companies, and they know very 
well this mistreatment is frequent. 

Right now this enforcement office 
only counts most complaints. Instead 
of acting on them, they collect them. 
It is like a mail repository. This in-
cludes complaints about overbooked 
and canceled flights, deceptive adver-
tising, failing to process fare refunds 
and adjustments, unfair administration 
of frequent flier programs, and even 
acts of discrimination upon disabled 
passengers. 

With this new funding we can make 
sure that airlines provide better serv-
ice to all their customers and act on 
the complaints a customer files, not 
just note that they have arrived. 

Furthermore, I am pleased the com-
mittee agreed at markup to include an 
amendment I put in limiting pollution 
by some waste-handling facilities near 
railroads. It is an issue of great signifi-
cance to New Jersey. We have seen 
fires and pollution emitted from waste- 
handling facilities. The problem is we 
cannot get at them and correct them 
because of a loophole in the Federal 
law which lets some solid waste proc-
essors do business without regulation, 
allowing unimpeded pollution of our 
water, air, and lands. My amendment 
will at least temporarily close this 
loophole. 

I have a more comprehensive bill 
which will close this loophole perma-
nently, and I am working with rail-
roads and other stakeholders in hopes 
we can get it passed this year. 

We now have transportation and pub-
lic housing programs together in this 
bill. Perhaps it is just the way it ought 
to be to accommodate life in better 
form for our citizens. Public housing 
programs provide homes for some 38,000 
people in my State alone. Public hous-
ing needs have been underfunded by at 
least $1 billion in the last 6 years. The 
bill also maintains funding for the 
Hope VI program, instead of elimi-
nating it, which President Bush has 

tried to do. Hope VI has generated 
more than $1 billion to revitalize dis-
tressed public housing in New Jersey 
alone, to make sure these families have 
an affordable home. 

At a time when we see problems with 
home ownership for lots of people— 
bankruptcies in abundance—people will 
have to find different places to house 
themselves and their families. We have 
to make these investments. The hous-
ing stock that we have is often inad-
equate, inadequate not simply in num-
bers but in quality as well. This fund-
ing we are getting will be especially 
important. 

President Bush, as I mentioned be-
fore, has threatened to veto the bill be-
cause it contains $4 billion more for 
transportation and housing needs than 
he requested. A veto would cause peo-
ple to lose their homes. A veto would 
cause bridges to go unrepaired—bridges 
in dangerous condition. We have to fix 
these things to be publicly responsible. 

President Bush is willing to have us 
spend $3 billion every week in Iraq. We 
want to make sure we provide funding 
for those soldiers who are serving over-
seas right now, but we also need to 
fund our needs here at home. 

There is an unacceptable problem we 
see in our country. We do not invest 
our limited funds back into our infra-
structure as we so desperately need to 
do, and at the same time we are con-
tinuing a war that, for many of us, is 
questionable and ought to be termi-
nated very quickly. 

It is about time the President’s prior-
ities matched up with the needs of 
Americans at home. This bill will go 
some way toward helping that. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 

SANDERS). The Senator from Minnesota 
is recognized. 

Ms. KLOBUCHAR. Mr. President, the 
last time I addressed this body was be-
fore we adjourned for the August re-
cess, and I had just returned from sur-
veying the enormous damage that oc-
curred when the I–35W bridge collapsed 
in Minneapolis. It had just collapsed 
the day before. 

While I spoke, the dust from this 
tragedy had yet to settle. Well-trained 
first responders had arrived at the 
scene, and they were heroically res-
cuing survivors from the wreckage. 
The entire country was mourning for 
the victims while praying for the ones 
yet to be found. Everyone was express-
ing relief that a schoolbus filled with 
little children had miraculously es-
caped disaster. 

Brave divers, despite mental and 
physical exhaustion, were working 
around the clock to find loved ones, 
people such as Patrick Holmes, who 
was driving home to his young wife 
Jennifer and their 2 children, who was 
on the bridge when that happened; peo-
ple such as Sadiya Sahal, a pregnant 
nursing student and her 2-year-old 
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daughter Hannah, who were headed to 
a relative’s house when the bridge 
crumbled beneath them. 

The police, the fire department, the 
emergency personnel, and ordinary 
citizens all came together. The tragedy 
of the day was met with enormous gen-
erosity from the community. 

It was also met with generosity from 
this body. United in bipartisanship, 
every single Senator agreed that they 
would help to provide the necessary 
means to help Minnesota rebuild. It 
was done in record time—60 hours. 

Today, as I stand before this body, 
the dust has finally settled, and the 
promise was that when the dust settled 
we would provide the necessary means 
to help Minnesota rebuild. On August 
20, the nearly 3-week recovery effort fi-
nally came to an end when the last 
known victim was found. The loss of 
Greg Jolstad, or ‘‘Jolly’’ as he was 
known by his family and friends, brings 
the official death toll to 13. 

Much of our massive eight-lane inter-
state highway bridge is now awkwardly 
draped over the bluffs of the Mis-
sissippi River while the remaining tons 
upon tons of steel and concrete lay bur-
ied below the river. 

As I said that day, a bridge just 
should not fall down in America. But it 
did. And although we do not know yet 
why the I–35W bridge failed, and while 
we still mourn those who lost their 
lives, the rebuilding effort has begun. 

With the initial money that Congress 
appropriated, Minnesota has increased 
transit options to serve commuters, set 
up detours to restore traffic flow, 
cleared structural debris, and has 
begun to lay the general framework for 
rebuilding. 

As Minnesota continues to clear the 
path for a new bridge, I know this 
body, as they promised that evening, 
stands ready to ensure that the appro-
priate funding is made available to re-
build it. It is one of the most heavily 
traveled bridges in the State and vital 
to our economy. If anyone would imag-
ine the most major bridge in their met-
ropolitan area, the most major high-
way overpass, suddenly falling into a 
river, you would understand. It is a 
bridge that takes people downtown, 
that brings students to one of the big-
gest universities in this country, and it 
brings hard-working Minnesotans to 
their jobs every day. But most impor-
tant, it is the bridge that connects 
countless people with their families 
and friends. 

On August 3, this Congress made a 
promise to the people of Minnesota 
that we would help rebuild the bridge. 
Today I come to the floor to ensure 
that we make good on that promise. 

I am very happy with and I supported 
this effort to look at repairs across the 
country. That is what we just voted on 
today, and it passed. But I think we 
should make clear that appropriation 
did not include the money that Con-

gress promised for the Minnesota 
bridge. It was used as the key example 
of why we needed to make repairs 
across the country, but it did not in-
clude the money to repair our bridge. 

The last time I addressed this body, 
the day after the bridge collapsed, I 
said the rebuilding effort is going to be 
a long process. It is not just going to 
end tonight. Today I am here to take 
the next step in that rebuilding proc-
ess. Our goal is to get this bridge re-
built and to get our metropolitan area 
moving again. 

The Minnesota Department of Trans-
portation concluded that the loss of 
this critical bridge costs our economy 
$400,000 per day. This is primarily due 
to lost travel time for commuters, for 
commercial truckers, for businesses 
closed down. This means our economy 
has already lost well over $8 million 
since the bridge collapsed. 

As this fiscal year comes to a close, 
I am dedicated to getting the funding 
for our State and the entire Midwest. 
We need to rebuild this bridge. We 
would like to rebuild this bridge as 
soon as possible, as I know this country 
wants to do and this body pledged to 
do. That is why we will work on this 
bill and whatever other bills we need to 
work on to get this funding for this 
bridge. 

I applaud the efforts of my colleagues 
to get bridge repair for every State 
across the country, but we are devoted 
to ensuring that Congress make good 
on its promise and rebuild this bridge 
that is the symbol for why we need to 
make infrastructure repairs across this 
country. 

f 

VOTE EXPLANATION 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, this 
morning, due to flight delays, I missed 
the rollcall vote on the confirmation of 
William Lindsay Osteen, Jr., to be U.S. 
District Judge for the Middle District 
of North Carolina. Had I been present 
for this vote, I would have voted to 
confirm this nomination. 

f 

PRESERVING STRONG RELATIONS 
WITH OUR INTERNATIONAL 
NEIGHBORS 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, among 
the important issues I wish to discuss 
this morning is an important issue, an 
international border issue with our 
friends and neighbors in Canada and 
Mexico, that could have severe impli-
cations for the social and economic 
ways of life for border communities in 
my own State of Vermont but all 
across the country. 

In the wake of the September 11 ter-
rorist attacks, a number of new border 
security measures have been put in 
place, all with the express goal of pre-
venting another terrorist incident. I 
worked hard to provide balance and 
needed resources and to ensure that in 

the intervening years we did not focus 
solely on our southern border. I also 
have tried to convey to the administra-
tion and to this body something of the 
special relationship we have with our 
northern neighbor, Canada. 

It is convenient to forget that most 
of the 9/11 hijackers entered the United 
States with legal visas. They would not 
have been stopped at any border. Some 
were on secret watch lists by this Gov-
ernment, but they were not being 
watched. And even later on, the Bush 
administration sent them official let-
ters after they had killed themselves 
and thousands of innocent people in 
their attacks. The Bush administration 
had them on a watch list but did not 
watch them. In reaction, after these 
mistakes, the administration has de-
manded billions of dollars for con-
structing border fences, seeking to de-
velop and to deploy surveillance tech-
nologies, and adding troops along our 
borders. Now in doing this, we have 
snared some illicit drug shipments, we 
have snared a few criminals. We have 
not picked up many terrorists. 

Nobody questions that any country 
has a right to protect its borders, as we 
do to protect ours, but we should do it 
sensibly and intelligently. Instead, the 
administration’s policy threatens to 
fray the social fabric of countless com-
munities that straddle the border. 
They have needlessly offended our 
neighbors, they have sacrificed much of 
the traditional good will we have en-
joyed, and they have undermined our 
own economy in border States. Local 
chambers of commerce along the bor-
der estimate that the costs of the ad-
ministration’s plans will amount to 
hundreds of billions of dollars and, I 
might say, the loss of thousands upon 
thousands of American jobs. 

I have heard from many Vermonters 
about problems they have encountered 
at U.S. border crossings, from long 
traffic backups to invasive searches 
and questions, to inadequate commu-
nications from Federal authorities 
about new facilities and procedures. 
Such a top-down approach does not 
work well in interwoven communities 
along the border where people cross 
daily from one side to the other for 
jobs, shopping, and cultural events. 

I live an hour’s drive from the Cana-
dian border. Traditionally in my State, 
as in most border States, people go 
back and forth all the time. Many of us 
have family members in Canada. We 
have enjoyed an over 5,000-mile-long 
unguarded frontier. Canada has been an 
important trading partner. It has been 
a friendly neighbor not only to 
Vermont but to the rest of the United 
States for more than 200 years. It is in 
the best interest of both of our coun-
tries to keep those relationships as 
positive and productive as possible. 
Post 9/11, everyone on both sides of the 
border recognized the potential threat 
and security needs. We have hardened 
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security around the U.S. Capitol, hard-
ened it around the White House, and 
built fences near San Diego. But those 
procedures do not work on Canusa Ave-
nue in Beebe Plain, a two-lane road 
where one side of the road is Vermont 
and the other side is Quebec. That is 
actually true. This is a street, an ave-
nue. On one side, you are in Vermont; 
on the other side, you are in Quebec. 
What are we going to do, put an enor-
mous barrier down the middle of the 
street? People are used to going back 
and forth to their neighbors to borrow 
a cup of flour or something such as 
that. Are they going to take two hours 
to go through some kind of an unneces-
sary, baseless search? 

And we have the Haskell Free Li-
brary and Opera House in Derby Line, 
VT, and Stanstead, Quebec. The library 
and opera house is half in Derby Line, 
VT, half in Stanstead, Quebec. It strad-
dles the international border. Mr. 
President, I invite you to come see 
that some time. It is a beautiful piece 
of architecture. 

That is why I am so troubled by the 
so-called Western Hemisphere Travel 
Initiatives, which would require indi-
viduals from the United States, Can-
ada, Mexico, and the Caribbean to 
present passports or other documents 
proving citizenship before entering the 
United States. This is a dramatic 
change in the way border crossings 
have been processed in the western 
hemisphere since the Treaty of Paris 
set up the international boundary to 
Canada in 1783. That is already costing 
us greatly. 

The Departments of State and Home-
land Security have been charged with 
implementing this law. They should be 
coordinating their efforts with our 
neighbors in Canada, Mexico, and the 
Caribbean to ensure a smooth transi-
tion at our borders. Unfortunately, as I 
detailed to Secretary Rice and Sec-
retary Chertoff on several occasions, 
there are serious problems in the ways 
in which their agencies have pushed 
forward with implementation of the 
Western Hemisphere Travel Initiative, 
before any of the necessary technology 
installation, infrastructure upgrades, 
or training takes place in our border 
stations. If these critical features of 
deployment are not in place, we are 
going to see severe delays at our bor-
der, and law-abiding citizens from the 
United States, Canada, Mexico, and the 
Caribbean will have great difficulties 
moving between our countries. Most 
importantly, a hasty implementation 
without assurances that the tech-
nology to be used is truly effective can 
actually result in a less secure border. 

Month after month, and despite hear-
ing after hearing, the Department of 
Homeland Security, one of the least 
functional Departments in our Govern-
ment, and the Department of State has 
highhandedly rushed to impose this 
new border crossing plan on the Amer-

ica people before they are ready with 
the necessary technology, infrastruc-
ture, and training, and at every step 
their rosy assurances to the Congress 
and the American people have been 
wrong. The administration’s record on 
implementing the new passport pro-
gram is clear, and it has been abysmal. 
Hundreds of Vermonters have been 
calling my office for assistance in sal-
vaging their travel plans. I know that 
Americans from other States have ex-
perienced high levels of concern and 
problems as well. We have been doing 
what we can, passport by passport, but 
a large backlog persists. 

The huge passport backlogs prompted 
by the launch of DHS’s requirement for 
air travel passports earlier this year 
are just a taste of the chaos that is 
likely next summer when they want to 
start enforcing passport checks at our 
land and sea borders. DHS, which has 
difficulty implementing most of their 
programs, said it will be very easy; 
look how well it is working for those 
who are flying to have the passports. 
They had press conferences, they had 
announcements, they got their talking 
points in the press on how well it is 
working. And then, within weeks, they 
had to pull it back. Why? Because it 
was not working. They did not have 
anything in place to make it work. And 
that is only about 5 to 10 percent of the 
actual traffic that will go across these 
borders. Well, think what is going to 
happen next summer when they start 
enforcing passport checks at our land 
and sea borders. If they cannot handle 
the small percentage, what is it going 
to be like when they have to do it for 
100 percent? 

I have been urging the State Depart-
ment and the Department of Homeland 
Security not to rush into establishing 
rules and procedures that shut our bor-
ders to legitimate travel and trade and, 
instead, work with our neighbors, co-
ordinate with our neighbors on secu-
rity plans that might actually work. 
We can be smarter and more effective, 
rather than arrogantly insulting our 
traditional friends in Canada and Mex-
ico. We have worked with them on 
joint intelligence operations to iden-
tify and target terrorists. I would 
much rather see, instead of wasting 
tens of billions of dollars on a program 
that is not going to work, lose hun-
dreds of billions of dollars in jobs in 
America, that we spend a tiny fraction 
of that talking about our northern bor-
der now, working with our friends in 
Canada, and do a better job of intel-
ligence and identifying possible terror-
ists. 

Unfortunately, my calls and the 
pleas from border communities from 
Maine to Alaska—for that matter, 
from California to Texas—have been 
largely ignored. This administration is 
setting the American people up yet 
again for a fiasco of failure and frustra-
tion. 

Since DHS and State keep saying 
WHTI is a congressionally mandated 
program, they should stop opposing the 
bicameral and bipartisan flow moving 
through Congress to shift the new re-
quirement to June of 2009. They have 
been warned repeatedly that they are 
not ready. Even the fresh embarrass-
ment of this passport debacle does not 
humble these arrogant purveyors of a 
failed program. In the memorable 
words of President Bush: They are 
doing a ‘‘heck of a job.’’ The incom-
petence that led to the human and eco-
nomic tragedy of Katrina and its after-
math, a tragedy that has not been rec-
tified for more than 2 years, is striking 
again. By maintaining the fiction that 
they will be ready to implement the 
largest phase of this program next Jan-
uary, they are recklessly risking the 
travel plans of millions of Americans, 
but they are also risking the economies 
of scores of States and communities. 

Today is September 10. Tomorrow is 
the sixth anniversary of the attacks. I 
remember that day so well, being right 
here in Washington. The administra-
tion’s failure to prevent those attacks, 
to connect the dots, to take seriously 
the warnings of Richard Clarke, to lis-
ten to FBI field agents in Minnesota 
and Arizona, all because of the pre-
eminence of its ideological agenda, is 
no longer subject to denial. Those fail-
ures before 9/11 are no excuse to in-
dulge in authoritarian excesses now 
and in the future. 

When we sacrifice our freedoms, 
Americans lose and the terrorists have 
taken from us what they cannot by 
force of arms. As we commemorate the 
sacrifices of so many that took place 6 
years ago tomorrow, we need to rededi-
cate ourselves to American principles 
and values. 

In the days ahead, the Judiciary 
Committee will be holding a series of 
hearings into important security mat-
ters. Today I am writing to the Direc-
tor of National Intelligence inviting 
him to join us on September 25 for a 
hearing into warrantless surveillance 
of Americans. 

I am not convinced that the sweeping 
scope and lack of checks and balances 
in the recently enacted temporary 
amendment to the Foreign Intelligence 
Surveillance Act are necessary to ad-
dress the national security concerns 
the administration had identified. As 
elected representatives of the Amer-
ican people, we need to consider wheth-
er there are more effective mechanisms 
to ensure appropriate oversight of sur-
veillance involving U.S. persons. We 
need to restore the proper balance in 
order to maintain our security while 
preserving the constitutional rights of 
Americans and providing appropriate 
oversight of executive action involving 
private communications of Americans. 

Just this past weekend, we saw re-
ports indicating that the President’s 
surveillance program of Americans was 
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much more extensive than he had led 
us to believe. The New York Times re-
ported that the FBI was not just con-
cerned about known or even suspected 
al-Qaida operatives, as the President 
spokespeople repeated over and over 
since the programs became known in 
December 2005, but with casting a 
much wider net for information about 
what they termed a ‘‘community of in-
terest.’’ We need to examine how far 
this so-called link analysis has gone, 
how far down the daisy chain it has 
gone, what use was made of the private 
call information, and whether private 
information of innocent Americans has 
been collected and retained in Govern-
ment databases without any authoriza-
tion. How many innocent Americans 
who called someone else, who may have 
had some innocent contact with some-
one else, are now in a Government 
database and suddenly wonder why 
they didn’t get a job promotion or why 
their child wasn’t able to get a student 
loan? It is telling that as this story be-
came public—this always happens only 
when it becomes public—the FBI re-
sponded by saying that this data is ‘‘no 
longer being used’’ and, of course, ‘‘was 
used infrequently.’’ Is the administra-
tion nonetheless going to prevent Con-
gress from obtaining the information it 
needs to provide appropriate oversight? 
Will our patriotism be threatened anew 
if Congress seeks to examine the ad-
ministration’s overreaching and inef-
fectiveness? I hope not, but we will 
have to see. The very first hearing we 
held before the Senate Judiciary Com-
mittee this year was on data mining. 
With the leadership shown by Senator 
FEINGOLD, we have passed a reporting 
requirement on Government data min-
ing. Now we need to follow up and get 
the information we need and exercise 
oversight authority. 

The first week in October, we are 
looking forward to hearing from Pro-
fessor Jack Goldsmith, who served at a 
critical juncture in 2004 as the Assist-
ant Attorney General for the Office of 
Legal Counsel to the Department of 
Justice. In that capacity, he considered 
the constitutional underpinnings of the 
President’s program of warrantless 
wiretapping and helped lead the way to 
changes in that clandestine surveil-
lance affecting the rights of every sin-
gle person in this Chamber and all 
other Americans. 

This past week, we were reminded 
yet again of the need to improve the 
operations of the Terrorist Screening 
Center, which failed to make watch list 
records of suspected known terrorists 
available to front-line screening agents 
but continues to list the names of inno-
cent Americans in its watch list data-
base. I won’t go through all of the sto-
ries that come out of some of these 
things: a year-old child having to get a 
passport to fly and prove they are not 
a 45-year-old terror suspect or one of 
the most senior Members of the Senate 

being blocked 10 times from taking a 
flight he has been taking for 30 or 40 
years because he is on a terrorist 
watch list. Somehow, they got the 
names mixed up. We saw a recent Gov-
ernment Accountability Office report 
on the Department of Homeland Secu-
rity with its failing grades, having 
failed to achieve half its performance 
expectations since 2003. If you or I in 
college were to get a 50 or less on all 
our exams, we would be out on our ear 
in a moment. This is what we have 
seen from the Department of Homeland 
Security. We heard from an inde-
pendent commission and former mili-
tary leaders who indicated the Iraqi po-
lice force is so riddled with corruption 
and sectarianism that they should be 
disbanded, and after 4 years and hun-
dreds of millions of American taxpayer 
dollars, we should start over from 
scratch. We can’t even find half the 
weapons we have given them until they 
turn up in terrorist hands. But we send 
these hundreds of millions of dollars to 
the Iraqi police force and we tell the 
police in America: We have to cut out 
the COPS Program. We don’t have 
money for our American police. We 
can’t afford to improve our American 
police because we have to send hun-
dreds of millions of dollars to the Iraqi 
police. If I have to call a police officer, 
I am going to call an American police 
officer. I would like to know that some 
of that money was spent on them. 

This past week also provided a re-
minder of the need to refocus our ef-
forts on bin Laden. Six years after 9/11, 
he has not been brought to justice but 
continues to taunt us. He should never 
have been allowed to escape when our 
forces had him cornered in Tora Bora. 
One of the greatest mistakes of this ad-
ministration—not counting the great 
mistakes made before 9/11—was with-
drawing our special forces and not pro-
viding the support needed. That was 
another mistake driven by ideology. 
Think how much better it would be 
today had they actually succeeded in 
the one thing the whole Congress 
agreed on—to go and get bin Laden. 
They failed. The bipartisan leaders of 
the 9/11 Commission are right that the 
occupation of Iraq has provided a re-
cruiting bonanza for al-Qaida and a 
costly distraction. Iraq, a country that 
didn’t have al-Qaida, is now a recruit-
ing bonanza for them. We need to be 
smarter and more focused in coun-
tering terrorism. 

How many costly mistakes are the 
American people going to be asked to 
bear? I hope all Senators, Republicans 
and Democrats, will join together in 
the days ahead as we did 6 years ago, 
when so many of us stood on this floor 
and joined hands to do the things that 
needed to be done. The American peo-
ple deserve a government that works 
and that works for them. American 
freedom and values need to be defended 
and reinforced, not mortgaged to fleet-

ing and ill-considered promises of secu-
rity. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO FORMER SENATOR 
DANIEL BREWSTER 

Mr. CARDIN. Mr. President, the 
State of Maryland and the United 
States lost a brave and committed pub-
lic servant last month. Former Senator 
Daniel Brewster, who served in this es-
teemed Chamber during the 1960s, died 
of cancer on August 19. 

Few Americans have the political an-
cestry of Senator Brewster, who was a 
direct descendant of Ben Franklin and 
the former Attorney General for Presi-
dent Chester Arthur. Public service 
came naturally to this man, whose life 
and work showed his commitment to 
our country. He first gave to this coun-
try through his military service as a 
decorated war hero, wounded seven 
times during his service in Guam and 
Okinawa. Then he served as an elected 
official for 18 years. He served in the 
Maryland House of Delegates starting 
in 1950, was elected to the House of 
Representatives in 1958 and then to the 
Senate in 1962. 

Senator Brewster first came to poli-
tics as an advocate for civil rights. In 
his own Baltimore neighborhood, 
neighbors complained when he invited 
African-American servicemen from 
World War II to his home. This was an 
outrage to him. He would never slight 
a person, particularly soldiers who had 
courageously served to defend the 
American flag. Senator Brewster went 
on to cosponsor the Civil Rights Act of 
1964, forever changing the course of his-
tory in this country. 

Senator Brewster represented much 
of what is great about public service: a 
desire and commitment to make this 
country better and stronger for every 
American, black and white, rich and 
poor, farmer and businessman. 

Senator Brewster had some very try-
ing times in his life: First, at the age of 
10 when his father died; then when he 
was beset with personal struggles in 
the very public forum of public life. 
The lesson he left for all of us is one 
can rise above adversity, even in the 
face of trying times, and continue to 
serve the people of this great Nation. 
He did that and left this country and 
this Congress with a lasting legacy of 
accomplishments. 

He left another legacy quite apparent 
today, introducing some of our coun-
try’s strongest leaders to the world of 
politics. House Speaker NANCY PELOSI 
and House Majority Leader STENY 
HOYER both started their political ca-
reers working for Senator Brewster. 

I am personally indebted to Senator 
Brewster for the wisdom and advice he 
shared with me as a newly elected Sen-
ator. This past spring, he, along with 
former Senators Joe Tydings and 
Charles Mathias, Jr., met with me to 
share their insights. For this, I am for-
ever grateful. 
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Senator Brewster and his wife Judy 

Lynn had five children: Gerry, who 
served in the Maryland legislature, 
Daniel, Jr., Dana, Danielle, and 
Jennilie. On behalf of the citizens of 
Maryland and this body, I wish to ex-
tend our sincere condolences to Sen-
ator Brewster’s family. He will be 
missed by all. 

f 

CONGRATULATING DR. 
BILLINGTON 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, an im-
portant anniversary will be marked on 
September 14, at the Library of Con-
gress. Twenty years ago, in the Great 
Hall of the Thomas Jefferson Building, 
then-President Reagan presided over 
the swearing-in of Dr. James H. 
Billington as the 13th Librarian of Con-
gress. 

When he was appointed, Dr. 
Billington brought great expertise to 
the Library, both as the world’s pre-
mier scholar of Russian culture and 
history and as director of the Woodrow 
Wilson International Center for Schol-
ars. His vision, and the hard work of so 
many dedicated Library staff members, 
has led to continued growth of the Li-
brary of Congress. He has fulfilled the 
promise made on September 14, 1987— 
to make the riches of the Library more 
broadly available to ever widening cir-
cles of our society. 

At the time, Senator Wendell Ford 
remarked that the Library of Congress 
‘‘represents our nation’s commitment 
to a knowledgeable citizenry.’’ Dr. 
Billington has upheld that commit-
ment by enhancing the Library and 
making its riches and inspiration 
available to all Americans. Under his 
leadership, the Copyright Office, the 
Law Library, the Congressional Re-
search Service, and the National Li-
brary have seamlessly worked together 
to build the collections and preserve 
them for future generations. 

The Library’s accomplishments of 
the last two decades are extraordinary. 
The collections have expanded by 50 
million items, and state-of-the art fa-
cilities have been built to ensure their 
long-term preservation. The establish-
ment of the Kluge Center for Scholars 
and the Kluge Prize for Lifetime 
Achievement in the Human Sciences 
have enriched not only the scholarly 
life of Washington but also have en-
abled Members of Congress to meet 
thought leaders and benefit from their 
perspectives. Also, the Library was a 
pioneer in online collections and serv-
ices, launching American Memory, 
THOMAS, the World Digital Library 
and resources for teachers, students 
and families across the Nation and 
world. 

The Library’s pioneering work in 
education has had a great impact in 
my home State of Illinois. The Li-
brary’s educational mission, shaped by 
Dr. Billington’s vision, is that young 

people benefit from learning with pri-
mary sources such as Lincoln’s mag-
nificent Gettysburg Address, seeing the 
Founding Father’s notes and revisions 
to the Bill of Rights, and exploring 
maps and sound recordings to under-
stand history and culture firsthand. As 
the Library developed and focused its 
massive resources in ways that teach-
ers could explore and use for their 
classrooms, Dr. Billington recognized 
the profound impact of incorporating 
primary sources into teacher edu-
cation. Many of us in Congress recog-
nized the potential around this idea 
and helped create and fund the Adven-
tures of the American Mind, which is 
now poised to become a national pro-
gram—Teaching with Primary Sources. 
The 10 universities in Illinois that have 
benefited from working with the Li-
brary have transformed their teacher 
education programs. I have seen first 
hand the programs and curricula that 
have been created using the amazing 
resources from Congress’s Library to 
improve teaching in our Nation’s 
schools. 

Dr. Billington’s energy is unflagging. 
He has led efforts to launch the World 
Digital Library, the reinstallation of 
Thomas Jefferson’s Library in the Jef-
ferson Building, and the Library’s cele-
bration of the Lincoln Bicentennial in 
2009 and beyond. In short, I have valued 
and look forward to continuing leader-
ship from Dr. Billington. He and his 
colleagues at the Library of Congress 
are a tremendous resource to our work 
as a legislature. 

The Library of Congress has bene-
fited immeasurably from the first 20 
years of Jim Billington’s leadership. 
We are grateful to him and congratu-
late him, his wife Marjorie, and his 
family on this milestone of service to 
our Nation. 

f 

RECOGNIZING TOSTAN 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, during 
my time in the Senate, I have been a 
vocal advocate of programs that help 
the nations of Africa improve the liv-
ing conditions of their citizens. Much 
of this work is done through dedicated 
nongovernmental organizations that 
work year after year on issues of 
health, literacy, women’s empower-
ment, democracy, human rights, and 
microfinance lending. Today I wish to 
recognize one such group, Tostan, 
which recently won the 2007 Conrad 
Hilton Humanitarian Prize for its ex-
traordinary contributions to help al-
leviate human suffering in Africa. 

Tostan means ‘‘breakthrough’’ in the 
Wolof language of Senegal. The efforts 
of Tostan have truly been a break-
through in the West African countries 
in which it works. Tostan was founded 
by a University of Illinois alumna, 
Molly Melching. When Molly arrived in 
Senegal in the 1970s, she began teach-
ing literacy through traditional Afri-

can stories, songs, and theater. Later, 
in 1991, she founded Tostan, which 
began offering a community empower-
ment program that helped Africans ad-
dress problems they found in their 
daily lives, while teaching reading, 
math, health, hygiene, problem solv-
ing, and management skills. In 1996, 
human rights and democracy compo-
nents were added, with particular at-
tention toward ending domestic vio-
lence and the exploitation of children, 
empowering women, and expanding 
health and education for all. 

The Hilton award recognizes Tostan 
for its ability to empower African com-
munities, focusing on change from 
within and from the ground up. Its pro-
gram has helped reduce infant and ma-
ternal mortality, improve community 
health care and nutrition, reduce fe-
male genital cutting, and lower rates 
of domestic violence in the nine coun-
tries where it works. Thousands of 
women and children have learned to 
read and perform basic math and have 
used these skills to start local coopera-
tives, build stoves, and improve health 
care. It is not surprising, therefore, 
that Tostan has been recognized by 
others for its outstanding work, includ-
ing by UNESCO, which called it ‘‘one of 
the most innovative educational pro-
grams.’’ 

Tostan’s work deserves to be ap-
plauded and should receive our contin-
ued support. As one of the world’s rich-
est countries, we have a responsibility 
to help lift up the large numbers of 
people in our country and around the 
world who are still living in poverty. 
Again, I congratulate Tostan for its 
important work. 

f 

FOREIGN OPERATIONS 
APPROPRIATIONS 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, last 
Thursday, September 6, after less than 
12 hours of debate, the Senate passed 
by a vote of 81 to 12 the fiscal year 2008 
State, Foreign Operations appropria-
tions bill. I think it was the shortest 
amount of time we have taken to de-
bate and pass this bill. I also think 
that on the whole we can be satisfied 
with the outcome. It is a bipartisan 
bill, and while neither I nor Senator 
GREGG, the ranking member of the sub-
committee who played an indispen-
sable role in getting it done, supports 
every provision in the bill, that is the 
nature of the process. 

I also know there are things in this 
bill the administration supports and 
things they don’t like. I would remind 
them that our allocation was $700 mil-
lion below the President’s budget, and 
the President underfunded a number of 
programs that have strong bipartisan 
support—the Global Fund to Fight 
AIDS, TB and malaria, to give one ex-
ample. I would hope the White House 
would recognize that we tried hard to 
fund not only the President’s priorities 
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but also the requests of Senators of 
both parties. This is, as sometimes the 
White House needs to be reminded, a 
government of equal branches. 

Senate conferees were named imme-
diately after final passage, and I look 
forward to sitting down with the House 
to finish this bill so we can send it to 
the President for signature as soon as 
possible. 

Mr. President, the last vote on the 
State, Foreign Operations bill did not 
occur until late at night, and Senators 
were anxious to go home. I want to 
take this opportunity to again thank 
Senator GREGG and his staff, Paul 
Grove, minority clerk for the sub-
committee, whose good humor and 
penchant for thoroughness and biparti-
sanship have served the committee ex-
tremely well. I also want to thank 
Michele Wymer, who joined the sub-
committee’s minority staff this year. 
Michele has been a pleasure to work 
with. She did a superb job last week on 
the floor keeping track of the flurry of 
amendments. 

On the majority side, I want to thank 
Kate Eltrich, who for the past 5 years 
has handled the State Department Op-
erations appropriations. Kate’s budg-
etary skills, dating from her time at 
OMB during the Clinton administra-
tion, are a great asset to the sub-
committee. She has done an excellent 
job and is someone whose judgment I 
have great confidence in. Nikole 
Manatt joined the subcommittee staff 
earlier this year, and she has already 
distinguished herself as energetic, will-
ing and capable of taking on any 
project, and is a pleasure to work with. 
J.P. Dowd, my legislative director, 
spent most of last Thursday on the 
Senate floor helping out in more ways 
than I can count. I want to thank Tim 
Rieser, the majority clerk, who has 
worked for the Senate for 22 years, ei-
ther as a staff member in my office or, 
since 1989, for the Appropriations Com-
mittee. Tim was my lead staff member 
on this bill. Tim and Paul Grove have 
worked together to draft these bills 
year after year, and to deal with the 
amendments on the floor. Last Thurs-
day, we disposed of 73 amendments. 
That is no small feat, and the staff de-
serves our thanks for the long hours 
and hard work that made it possible. 

Among the other Appropriations 
Committee staff whose contributions 
to this process were indispensable are 
Richard Larson and his outstanding 
staff in Editorial and Printing, and 
chief clerk Bob Putnam and Jack 
Conway, who make sure our numbers 
add up as they are supposed to. 

The funds in this bill support life-
saving programs for the poorest people 
in Africa. They help protect the eco-
nomic and security interests of this 
country and our allies from South 
America to South Asia. In a world as 
complex and dangerous as this, we 
should be doing far more to exert U.S. 

leadership, particularly in countries 
and regions plagued by poverty, injus-
tice, and conflict or where the United 
States is regarded unfavorably or mis-
understood. We have done our best 
with what we have to spend, and if used 
wisely, the funds in this bill will ad-
vance U.S. interests and improve the 
lives of countless people less fortunate 
than we are. 

f 

HONORING OUR ARMED FORCES 

PRIVATE FIRST CLASS DANE BALCON 
Mr. SALAZAR. Mr. President, I want 

to take a moment to reflect on the life 
and service of a fallen Coloradan: PFC 
Dane Balcon of Colorado Springs. 

Private Balcon graduated from Sand 
Creek High School in 2006, joined the 
Army, and was deployed to Iraq in July 
with the 3rd Brigade, 1st Cavalry Divi-
sion, out of Fort Hood, TX. Private 
Balcon was killed last Wednesday 
alongside CPL William T. Warford, III, 
of Temple, TX, when a roadside bomb 
exploded near their vehicle. Dane 
Balcon was 19 years old. 

Private Balcon was looking forward 
to a long career in the military. Since 
he was 3 years old he dreamed of being 
a soldier, of following the path of serv-
ice that his father, John Balcon, and 
his mother, Carla Sizer, chose. Dane 
was eager for the opportunity to serve 
in Iraq, and was dismayed when his 
unit’s deployment was delayed. He 
knew that the longer he was at Fort 
Hood, the longer another soldier would 
have to stay in theater. ‘‘Every day I 
stay at Fort Hood,’’ he told his mother, 
‘‘someone is away from their family.’’ 
He wanted to get into the fight and lift 
his weight, so that the weight on oth-
ers might be lifted. 

Dane’s loss has left a hole for his 
community, his friends, and his family 
that no words can ever fill. At Sand 
Creek High School, Dane’s friends re-
member a young man dedicated to his 
future in the military. He joined the 
ROTC program, was in the drum line, 
and had a voracious appetite for learn-
ing the soldier’s craft. 

His charm won him widespread admi-
ration and friendship. His habit of 
playing his drumsticks alongside an 
imaginary chorus during the school 
day exasperated his teachers, but his 
jokes would gain their smiles, and his 
heart would earn their respect. When 
he deployed in July, their thoughts and 
prayers, like those of his classmates, 
friends, and family, were with him. 

The values that led Private Balcon to 
enlist and to serve on the battlefields 
of Iraq are the values that have guided 
American soldiers for more than two 
centuries. ‘‘Duty, honor, country,’’ 
GEN Douglas MacArthur told young 
soldiers at West Point in 1962, ‘‘these 
are the words that dictate what a sol-
dier wants to be, can be, and will be. 
. . . They teach you to be proud and 
unbending in honest failure, but hum-

ble and gentle in success; not to sub-
stitute words for action; not to seek 
the path of comfort, but to face the 
stress and spur of difficulty and chal-
lenge; to learn to stand up in the 
storm, but to have compassion on 
those who fall; to master yourself be-
fore you seek to master others; to have 
a heart that is clean, a goal that is 
high; to learn to laugh, yet never for-
get how to weep; to reach into the fu-
ture, yet never neglect the past; to be 
serious, yet never take yourself too se-
riously; to be modest so that you will 
remember the simplicity of true great-
ness; the open mind of true wisdom, 
the meekness of true strength.’’ 

PVT Dane Balcon, who dreamt of 
serving his country and of devoting his 
life to its protection, embodied this 
creed. He donned the soldier’s uniform 
at the first opportunity, he showed his 
bravery on the battlefield, and he per-
ished in service. 

Duty, honor, country, GEN Mac-
Arthur’s ‘‘hallowed words’’ charac-
terize Private Balcon’s sacrifice. They 
are the values of America’s great sol-
diers, the giants to whom we owe our 
freedom. Theirs is a debt we cannot 
repay. 

To Carla and John, I cannot imagine 
the sorrow that you are feeling with 
the loss of your son. I hope that in time 
your grief will be salved by your pride 
in your son’s extraordinary dedication 
to service. Dane served the Nation with 
honor and dignity. His sacrifice will 
never be forgotten. 

CHIEF WARRANT OFFICER SCOTT OSWELL 
Mr. President, I rise today to reflect 

on the life, service, and sacrifice of 
CWO Scott Oswell, who died on July 4 
when his helicopter went down in 
Mosul, Iraq. Chief Oswell was on his 
second tour of duty in Iraq, piloting 
OH–58 Kiowa Warrior helicopters with 
the 4th Squadron, 6th U.S. Air Cavalry 
out of Fort Lewis. He was 33. 

Scott grew up the son of an Army of-
ficer and was a stoic servant of the 
greater good. He joined the Marines 
soon after graduating from Air Acad-
emy High School in Colorado Springs, 
CO. He later transferred to the Army, 
where he became a helicopter pilot 
and, in 2006, earned his instructor rat-
ing. 

At his funeral at Fort Logan Na-
tional Cemetery in Denver, friends and 
family spoke of Scott’s devotion to his 
family and to his service. He was ‘‘fam-
ily man’’ to his wife, Cheri, and to his 
three children, Caitlyn, Amanda, and 
Ian. He was a patient ‘‘big brother’’ to 
the pilots he taught. And he was a 
brave soldier to those with whom he 
served in Iraq, willing to risk his life to 
defeat an enemy or to lift others to 
safety. 

For his service to his country and his 
unit, and for his death on Independence 
Day on a mission to save another, 
Chief Oswell will always be remem-
bered as a patriot. But he is also a pa-
triot in a larger sense. Frances Wright, 
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one of America’s most famous lec-
turers, reminds us that patriotism is a 
virtue that characterizes an individ-
ual’s dedication to the public good, to 
the preference of the interests of the 
many to the interests of the few, and 
to the love of liberty. ‘‘A patriot,’’ she 
told an Indiana crowd on July 4, 1828, 
‘‘is a useful member of society, capable 
of enlarging all minds and bettering all 
hearts with which he comes in contact; 
a useful member of the human family, 
capable of establishing fundamental 
principles and of merging his own in-
terests, those of his associates, and 
those of his Nation in the interests of 
the human race.’’ 

Chief Oswell wore his patriotism with 
humility. He did the job, and he did it 
well amid the perils of war. At Scott’s 
memorial service, a fellow soldier re-
called how they flew out to examine a 
suspicious flicker of light along a sup-
ply route to Baghdad. Finding an in-
surgent with a rocket-propelled gre-
nade in hand, Chief Oswell hovered 
within the enemy’s range, committed 
to preventing an escape. ‘‘This guy is 
not going to get away,’’ he said. 

Even with the best training and prep-
aration, keeping calm and composed in 
difficult circumstances demands some-
thing more from an individual. Chief 
Oswell had what it takes. His friends 
recall that on missions he would often 
sing popular children’s songs. He was 
steady and stoic. 

CWO Scott Oswell sacrificed his life 
for this Nation as a patriot, in service 
to something larger than himself. He 
accepted the great risks of being a 
pilot with a smile and used his talents 
and temperament to teach others what 
he had learned. His extraordinary cour-
age is a lesson to us all, a debt we can-
not repay, a loss we cannot replace. He 
was a father, a teacher, a pilot, and a 
patriot. We are humbled by his service 
and his sacrifice. 

To Chief Oswell’s wife Cheri, to his 
children, Caitlyn, Amanda, and Ian, 
and to his parents, Barry and Nancy, I 
know that even now, no words can fill 
the hole left by Scott’s death. I pray 
that you can find comfort in knowing 
that he was always, and will remain al-
ways, a true patriot. He will endure in 
our hearts and prayers. 

f 

ADDITIONAL STATEMENTS 

CELEBRATING EL GRITO DE 
DOLORES 

∑ Mr. CRAPO. Mr. President, next 
week, Idahoans of Hispanic and Latino 
heritage will be joining others in the 
United States and Mexico to celebrate 
the beginning of the decade-long battle 
to liberate Mexico from Spain almost 
200 years ago. They gather to celebrate 
‘‘El Grito de Dolores,’’ or ‘‘The Cry 
from Dolores,’’ issued by Father Miguel 
Gregorio Antonio Ignacio Hidalgo y 

Costilla Gallaga Mondarte Villasenor, 
better known as Miguel Hidalgo y 
Costilla, Mexican priest and revolu-
tionary leader. Cura Hidalgo, although 
ethnically a criollo, or Mexican of 
Spanish or European descent, became 
sympathetic at a young age to the ter-
rible plight of the Indians and mes-
tizos—those of mixed ancestry—who 
had been subjugated by the Spanish for 
300 years in Mexico. Hidalgo was an in-
tellectual, well-versed in a number of 
languages and well-read. Some histo-
rians tell that his classmates called 
him ‘‘el zorro,’’ or ‘‘the Fox.’’ He was 
also known to be an entrepreneur and 
humanitarian. With the intention to 
better the plight of the indigenous peo-
ple of his community, he taught them 
carpentry, harness-making, wool-weav-
ing and blacksmithing and encouraged 
local artisans. He also cultivated vine-
yards and olive groves. In the early 
1800s, he became involved in a move-
ment to overthrow the Spanish-led 
Government of Mexico, then called 
‘‘New Spain.’’ Although led by a group 
of criollo intellectuals, the movement 
aimed to unify and energize the indige-
nous people and mestizos against their 
Spanish overlords. Due to a breach of 
intelligence, the conspirators were dis-
covered, and Hidalgo gambled—and 
won. 

Hidalgo’s call to independence was 
obviously not recorded, and historical 
accounts cannot agree on the words of 
his exact speech, but it is understood 
that early on the morning of Sep-
tember 16, 1810, Cura Hidalgo, instead 
of delivering mass, rang the church bell 
and delivered a call to arms that has 
come to be known as ‘‘El Grito de Do-
lores,’’ or, simply, ‘‘El Grito.’’ The 
armed Indians and mestizos, under the 
command of Hidalgo, fellow revolu-
tionary Ignacio Allende and others, 
marched to the provincial capitol, 
Guanajunto, and, just 2 weeks after ‘‘El 
Grito,’’ won a stunning battle with 
their now 20,000-strong army. Although 
Hidalgo was captured 9 months later 
and executed on July 30, 1811, the 
storm that had been unleashed could 
not be stopped. Mexico successfully 
fought and won its independence from 
Spain in 1821. 

Idahoans and other Americans of 
Mexican descent have a proud heritage 
in this early freedom fighter. Much 
like the tradition of our American 
Founding Fathers, the seeds of revolu-
tion sprouted in the fertile soil of intel-
lectual debate and a recognition of the 
inherent equality of all human beings 
regardless of race, gender or ethnicity. 
As people in Idaho and across the 
United States celebrate Mexico’s inde-
pendence and those young freedom 
fighters 200 years ago, parallels are 
strong with Mexican Americans today 
who are fighting to keep the United 
States free from terror here at home. 
How fitting, then, for the week of Sep-
tember 11 that we also remember Hi-
dalgo’s ‘‘El Grito!’’∑ 

TRIBUTE TO DR. PHILIP R. LEE 
∑ Mrs. FEINSTEIN. Mr. Presdient, 
today I recognize Dr. Philip R. Lee, a 
pioneering Californian and fellow San 
Franciscan, who has been a dynamic 
leader in health policy for more than 40 
years. This September, the health pol-
icy program that Dr. Lee founded 35 
years ago at the University of Cali-
fornia, San Francisco, UCSF, will be 
renamed the Philip R. Lee Institute for 
Health Policy Studies in his honor. 

Dr. Lee is a giant among health pro-
fessionals. His work in health care pol-
icy continues to affect how millions of 
Americans receive health care today. 
He served as Assistant Secretary for 
Health on two occasions; under Presi-
dent Johnson in the sixties and under 
President Clinton in the nineties. Dur-
ing the first 8 months of his tenure as 
Assistant Secretary in 1965, more than 
80 landmark healthcare bills were 
passed including Medicare and Med-
icaid; health professions education as-
sistance amendments; heart disease, 
cancer, and stroke amendments; the 
war on poverty; Job Corps; food 
stamps; and Head Start, to name a few. 

Especially significant was Dr. Lee’s 
work in developing policies for the 
newly created Medicare Program, his 
work to fund graduate medical edu-
cation, and the work he is most proud 
of, the desegregation of 1,000 of the Na-
tion’s 7,000 hospitals at a time when 
discrimination was a real problem in 
the Nation. 

I am proud to say that as mayor of 
San Francisco in 1985, I appointed Dr. 
Lee as the first president of the newly 
established health commission of the 
city and county of San Francisco. He 
was in charge of San Francisco’s public 
health, mental health and substance 
abuse services, as well as San Fran-
cisco General Hospital. Dr. Lee served 
the health care needs of the residents 
of San Francisco during challenging 
times when the city was in the midst of 
the AIDS epidemic. He has served our 
city well. 

Dr. Lee’s influence also extends to 
health care education. As UCSF’s third 
chancellor, he was charged with the in-
struction of future health care profes-
sionals and the running of a premier 
research university. As chancellor, he 
was known for his commitment to aca-
demic excellence and his efforts to 
stimulate minority recruitment and 
enrollment. When Dr. Lee founded the 
Institute of Health Policy Studies at 
UCSF, it was the first health policy 
unit in an academic health sciences 
center to bring together a multidisci-
plinary group of faculty to address 
complex health issues. 

Dr. Lee’s career has been devoted to 
improving health care and public 
health for all people. He has an unwav-
ering commitment to the needs of the 
disadvantaged, including the elderly, 
the disabled, and those without access 
to care. Yet he is able to encourage 
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evenhanded policy debate among par-
ties with highly divergent views in a 
manner that encourages creative inno-
vation. 

He continues to be a valued teacher 
and mentor for many who are now in 
key positions as researchers, teachers, 
and as leaders in the health profes-
sions. It is fitting that the institute he 
founded three decades ago, the UCSF 
School of Medicine Institute for Health 
Policy Studies, will now be re-named 
the Philip R. Lee Institute for Health 
Policy Studies. 

I wish to congratulate Dr. Lee on this 
tremendous honor and thank him for 
his service to the city of San Francisco 
and the State of California.∑ 

f 

TRIBUTE TO SHAWN JOHNSON 

∑ Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, on 
Tuesday Iowa gymnast Shawn Johnson 
and her USA teammates won the gold 
at the Gymnastics World Champion-
ships in Germany. 

Shawn is a native of West Des 
Moines, IA, where she has trained in 
gymnastics with Coach Liang Chow 
since the age of six. How did this young 
girl from Iowa become a world cham-
pion gymnast? I think it may have 
been said best by her coach in an inter-
view with the Des Moines Register ear-
lier this week. Coach Chow said Shawn, 
‘‘loved gymnastics. She loved to work 
out. She wanted to learn, and to get 
better.’’ 

It is that love for what she does that 
carried Shawn to be crowned National 
Champion in San Jose, CA, two weeks 
ago, and carried her even higher to win 
the World Championship this week. I 
hope that Shawn’s dedication to this 
sport will inspire many others to 
achieve greatness within their respec-
tive fields as well. 

It is with great Iowa pride that I 
offer my sincere congratulations to 
Shawn Johnson for her accomplish-
ments.∑ 

f 

TRIBUTE TO PETER A. MAYER 
ADVERTISING, INC. 

∑ Ms. LANDRIEU. Mr. President, I 
would like to take a moment to pay 
tribute to Peter A. Mayer Advertising, 
Inc., which on Friday celebrated its 
40th anniversary. 

This firm represents that Louisiana 
really is ‘‘open for business’’ following 
the devastating 2005 storms, Katrina 
and Rita. Not only is this agency prof-
itable and strong, but part of its busi-
ness practice is to contribute to our 
great city and region in the aftermath 
of the storms that completely de-
stroyed 18,000 businesses in Louisiana 
alone. 

When Katrina hit, the Agency evacu-
ated to Baton Rouge and Monroe and 
provided housing and accommodations 
for employees and their families. Soon 
the firm was up and running again in 

New Orleans and promoting the city’s 
recovery. For instance, it was the 
Peter A. Mayer agency that developed 
the ‘‘Come fall in love all over again’’ 
television and print tourism campaign. 
Tourism is our State’s second largest 
industry, and the agency’s help getting 
the word out that we are ready for 
tourists was invaluable. 

Not only did the agency help the city 
and region, but it looked inward to cre-
ate a support network for its own em-
ployees whose common thread was re-
covering from Katrina. The agency cre-
ated a Web site, LivesConnected.com, 
where employees, though oral history, 
told their Katrina stories. 

Peter Mayer founded the firm in 1967 
with just three employees and $200,000 
in billing. It has become one of the 
largest advertising, public relations 
and marketing agencies in the South 
and an economic anchor in New Orle-
ans, with a staff of 125 and annual bil-
lings of more than $75 million. The 
news media has recognized the agen-
cy’s famed corporate culture, with New 
Orleans City Business and Gambit 
Weekly each naming it one of the top 
places to work in New Orleans. 

In celebration of its 40th anniversary 
and in an effort to help beautify our 
city, the agency last week began plant-
ing 40 trees in City Park to replace 
those lost in Katrina. On Friday 
evening, the agency celebrated its his-
tory with all past and present employ-
ees at the Audubon Tea Room. I thank 
the Senate for recognizing this out-
standing agency for its commitment to 
excellence and public service.∑ 

f 

MESSAGES FROM THE HOUSE 

At 10:05 a.m., a message from the 
House of Representatives, delivered by 
Mrs. Cole, one of its reading clerks, an-
nounced that the House agreed to the 
report of the committee on conference 
on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the amendment of the Sen-
ate to the bill (H.R. 2669) to provide for 
reconciliation pursuant to section 601 
of the concurrent resolution on the 
budget for fiscal year 2008. 

The message also announced that the 
House passed the following bill, in 
which it requests the concurrence of 
the Senate: 

H.R. 2786. An act to reauthorize the pro-
grams for housing assistance for Native 
Americans. 

f 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 

The message further announced that 
the Speaker has signed the following 
enrolled bills: 

S. 377. An act to establish a United States- 
Poland parliamentary youth exchange pro-
gram, and for other purposes. 

H.R. 2358. An act to require the Secretary 
of the Treasury to mint and issue coins in 
commemoration of Native Americans and 
the important contributions made by Indian 

tribes and individuals Native Americans to 
the development of the United States and 
the history of the United States, and for 
other purposes. 

The enrolled bills were subsequently 
signed by the President pro tempore 
(Mr. BYRD). 

At 1:30 p.m., a message from the 
House of Representatives, delivered by 
Mrs. Cole, one of its reading clerks, an-
nounced that the House has passed the 
following bill, in which it requests the 
concurrence of the Senate: 

H.R. 1908. An act to amend title 35, United 
States Code, to provide for patent reform. 

f 

MEASURES REFERRED 

The following bill was read the first 
and the second times by unanimous 
consent, and referred as indicated: 

H.R. 2786. An act to reauthorize the pro-
grams for housing assistance for Native 
Americans; to the Committee on Indian Af-
fairs. 

f 

MEASURES READ THE FIRST TIME 

The following bill was read the first 
time: 

H.R. 1908. An act to amend title 35, United 
States Code, to provide for patent reform. 

f 

ENROLLED BILL PRESENTED 

The Secretary of the Senate reported 
that on today, September 10, 2007, she 
had presented to the President of the 
United States the following enrolled 
bill: 

S. 377. An act to establish a United States- 
Poland parliamentary youth exchange pro-
gram, and for other purposes. 

f 

EXECUTIVE AND OTHER 
COMMUNICATIONS 

The following communications were 
laid before the Senate, together with 
accompanying papers, reports, and doc-
uments, and were referred as indicated: 

EC–3059. A communication from the Assist-
ant Secretary of the Army (Civil Works), 
transmitting, pursuant to law, a report rel-
ative to the Craney Island Dredged Material 
Management Facility; to the Committee on 
Environment and Public Works. 

EC–3060. A communication from the Ad-
ministrator, Environmental Protection 
Agency, transmitting, pursuant to law, a re-
port relative to the implementation of the 
Underground Storage Tank Program in In-
dian Country; to the Committee on Environ-
ment and Public Works. 

EC–3061. A communication from the Assist-
ant Secretary of the Army (Civil Works), 
transmitting, pursuant to law, a report rel-
ative to a flood damage reduction project in 
California; to the Committee on Environ-
ment and Public Works. 

EC–3062. A communication from the Direc-
tor, Office of Congressional Affairs, Nuclear 
Regulatory Commission, transmitting, pur-
suant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Use of Electronic Submissions in Agency 
Hearings’’ (RIN3150–AH74) received on Sep-
tember 4, 2007; to the Committee on Environ-
ment and Public Works. 
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EC–3063. A communication from the Direc-

tor, Office of Congressional Affairs, Nuclear 
Regulatory Commission, transmitting, pur-
suant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘NRC Size Standards; Revision’’ (RIN3150– 
AI15) received on September 4, 2007; to the 
Committee on Environment and Public 
Works. 

EC–3064. A communication from the Direc-
tor, Office of Congressional Affairs, Nuclear 
Regulatory Commission, transmitting, pur-
suant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘List of Approved Spent Fuel Storage Casks: 
TN–68 Revision 1’’ (RIN3150–AI21) received on 
September 4, 2007; to the Committee on Envi-
ronment and Public Works. 

EC–3065. A communication from the Assist-
ant Secretary, National Wildlife Refuge Sys-
tem, Department of the Interior, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘2007–2008 Hunting and Sport Fishing 
Regulations for the Upper Mississippi River 
National Wildlife and Fish Refuge’’ (RIN1018– 
AV36) received on September 4, 2007; to the 
Committee on Environment and Public 
Works. 

EC–3066. A communication from the Acting 
Assistant Secretary for Fish and Wildlife and 
Parks, Fish and Wildlife Service, Depart-
ment of the Interior, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Migra-
tory Bird Hunting: Final Frameworks for 
Early Season Migratory Bird Hunting Regu-
lations’’ (RIN1018–AV12) received on August 
27, 2007; to the Committee on Environment 
and Public Works. 

EC–3067. A communication from the Acting 
Assistant Secretary for Fish and Wildlife and 
Parks, Fish and Wildlife Service, Depart-
ment of the Interior, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Migra-
tory Bird Hunting and Permits: Regulations 
for Managing Resident Canada Goose Popu-
lations’’ (RIN1018–AV15) received on August 
27, 2007; to the Committee on Environment 
and Public Works. 

EC–3068. A communication from the Acting 
Assistant Secretary for Fish and Wildlife and 
Parks, Fish and Wildlife Service, Depart-
ment of the Interior, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Migra-
tory Bird Hunting: Early Seasons and Bag 
and Possession Limits for Certain Migratory 
Game Birds in the Contiguous United States, 
Alaska, Hawaii, Puerto Rico, and the Virgin 
Islands’’ (RIN1018–AV12) received on August 
27, 2007; to the Committee on Environment 
and Public Works. 

EC–3069. A communication from the Assist-
ant Secretary of Commerce (Economic De-
velopment), transmitting, pursuant to law, a 
report relative to the activities of the Eco-
nomic Development Administration during 
fiscal years 2005 and 2006; to the Committee 
on Environment and Public Works. 

EC–3070. A communication from the Execu-
tive Director for Operations, Nuclear Regu-
latory Commission, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the Commission’s inventory of com-
mercial activities and inherently govern-
mental functions for fiscal year 2006; to the 
Committee on Environment and Public 
Works. 

EC–3071. A communication from the Chair-
man, Nuclear Regulatory Commission, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, a report relative to 
the Commission’s Strategic Plan for fiscal 
years 2007 through 2012; to the Committee on 
Environment and Public Works. 

EC–3072. A communication from the Direc-
tor, Office of Congressional Affairs, Nuclear 
Regulatory Commission, transmitting, pur-
suant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Licenses, Certifications, and Approvals for 

Nuclear Power Plants’’ (RIN3150–AG24) re-
ceived on August 27, 2007; to the Committee 
on Environment and Public Works. 

EC–3073. A communication from the Ad-
ministrator, Environmental Protection 
Agency, transmitting, draft legislation in-
tended to collect certain fees under the 
Toxic Substance Control Act; to the Com-
mittee on Environment and Public Works. 

EC–3074. A communication from the Direc-
tor, Office of Congressional Affairs, Nuclear 
Regulatory Commission, transmitting, pur-
suant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Medical Use of Byproduct Material—Minor 
Corrections and Clarifications’’ (RIN3150– 
AI14) received on August 17, 2007; to the Com-
mittee on Environment and Public Works. 

EC–3075. A communication from the Sec-
retary of Labor, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, a report relative to the worst forms of 
child labor; to the Committee on Health, 
Education, Labor, and Pensions. 

EC–3076. A communication from the Assist-
ant Secretary, Occupational Safety and 
Health Administration, Department of 
Labor, transmitting, pursuant to law, the re-
port of a rule entitled ‘‘Procedures for the 
Handling of Retaliation Complaints Under 
the Employee Protection Provisions of Six 
Federal Environmental Statutes and Section 
211 of the Energy Reorganization Act of 1974, 
as amended’’ (RIN1218–AC25) received on Sep-
tember 4, 2007; to the Committee on Health, 
Education, Labor, and Pensions. 

EC–3077. A communication from the Direc-
tor, Regulations Policy and Management 
Staff, Department of Health and Human 
Services, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Food Additive Per-
mitted in Feed and Drinking Water of Ani-
mals; Selenium Yeast’’ (Docket No. 1998F– 
0196) received on August 27, 2007; to the Com-
mittee on Health, Education, Labor, and 
Pensions. 

EC–3078. A communication from the Sec-
retary of Health and Human Services, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, a report relative to 
a petition filed by the workers from the 
Rocky Flats Plant requesting their addition 
to the Special Exposure Cohort; to the Com-
mittee on Health, Education, Labor, and 
Pensions. 

EC–3079. A communication from the Chair-
man, Railroad Retirement Board, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the Board’s annual re-
port for the fiscal year ended September 30, 
2006; to the Committee on Health, Education, 
Labor, and Pensions. 

EC–3080. A communication from the Sec-
retary of Health and Human Services, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, a report entitled, 
‘‘Evaluating the Effectiveness of Citizen Re-
view Panels: A Feasibility Study’’; to the 
Committee on Health, Education, Labor, and 
Pensions. 

EC–3081. A communication from the Chair-
man, Railroad Retirement Board, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the Board’s budget re-
quest for fiscal year 2009; to the Committee 
on Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions. 

EC–3082. A communication from the Direc-
tor, Regulations Policy and Management 
Staff, Department of Health and Human 
Services, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Medical Devices: 
Immunology and Microbiology Devices: Clas-
sifications of In Vitro Immunodeficiency 
Virus Drug Resistance Genotype Assay’’ 
(Docket No. 2007N–0294) received on Sep-
tember 5, 2007; to the Committee on Health, 
Education, Labor, and Pensions. 

EC–3083. A communication from the 
Human Resources Specialist, Office of the 
Assistant Secretary for Administration and 

Management, Department of Labor, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, (2) reports relative 
to vacancy announcements within the De-
partment, received on September 5, 2007; to 
the Committee on Health, Education, Labor, 
and Pensions. 

EC–3084. A communication from the Dep-
uty Director, Pension Benefit Guaranty Cor-
poration, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Benefits Payable in 
Terminated Single-Employer Plans; Alloca-
tion of Assets in Single-Employer Plans; In-
terest Assumptions for Valuing and Paying 
Benefits’’ (29 CFR Parts 4022 and 4044) re-
ceived on September 5, 2007; to the Com-
mittee on Health, Education, Labor, and 
Pensions. 

EC–3085. A communication from the Chief, 
Border Security Regulations Branch, Depart-
ment of Homeland Security, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Advance Electronic Transmission of Pas-
senger and Crew Member Manifests for Com-
mercial Aircraft and Vessels’’ (RIN1651– 
AA62) received on August 14, 2007; to the 
Committee on Homeland Security and Gov-
ernmental Affairs. 

EC–3086. A communication from the Certi-
fying Officer, Financial Management Serv-
ice, Department of the Treasury, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Management of Federal Agency Dis-
bursements’’ (RIN1510–AB07) received on Au-
gust 16, 2007; to the Committee on Homeland 
Security and Governmental Affairs. 

EC–3087. A communication from the Chair-
man, National Transportation Safety Board, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the Board’s 
annual report for fiscal year 2006; to the 
Committee on Homeland Security and Gov-
ernmental Affairs. 

EC–3088. A communication from the Direc-
tor, Office of Government Ethics, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Technical Amendments to Office of 
Government Ethics Freedom of Information 
Act Regulation: Designations under E.O. 
13392 and Updates to Contact Numbers and 
Addition of E-Mail Address’’ (RIN3209–AA37) 
received on September 4, 2007; to the Com-
mittee on Homeland Security and Govern-
mental Affairs. 

EC–3089. A communication from the Execu-
tive Director, Interstate Commission on the 
Potomac River Basin, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the Commission’s financial state-
ment for the period of October 1, 2005, to Sep-
tember 30, 2006; to the Committee on Home-
land Security and Governmental Affairs. 

EC–3090. A communication from the Acting 
Senior Procurement Executive, Office of the 
Chief Acquisition Officer, General Services 
Administration, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Federal 
Acquisition Regulation; Federal Acquisition 
Circular 2005–18’’ (FAC 2005–18) received on 
September 5, 2007; to the Committee on 
Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs. 

EC–3091. A communication from the Direc-
tor, Office of Personnel Management, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, an inventory of the 
Office’s federal activities as of June 30, 2006; 
to the Committee on Homeland Security and 
Governmental Affairs. 

EC–3092. A communication from the Regu-
latory Contact, National Archives and 
Record Administration, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘NARA Reproduction Fees’’ (RIN3095–AB49) 
received on August 17, 2007; to the Com-
mittee on Homeland Security and Govern-
mental Affairs. 

EC–3093. A communication from the Direc-
tor, Strategic Human Resources Policy, Of-
fice of Personnel Management, transmitting, 
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pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Nonforeign Area Cost-of-Living Allowance 
Rates; U.S. Virgin Islands’’ (RIN3206–AL12) 
received on August 16, 2007; to the Com-
mittee on Homeland Security and Govern-
mental Affairs. 

EC–3094. A communication from the Chair-
man, Council of the District of Columbia, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, a report on 
D.C. Act 17–100, ‘‘Joe Pozell Square Designa-
tion Act of 2007’’ received on September 5, 
2007; to the Committee on Homeland Secu-
rity and Governmental Affairs. 

EC–3095. A communication from the Chair-
man, Council of the District of Columbia, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, a report on 
D.C. Act 17–96, ‘‘District of Columbia Con-
sumer Protection Fund Temporary Amend-
ment Act of 2007’’ received on September 5, 
2007; to the Committee on Homeland Secu-
rity and Governmental Affairs. 

EC–3096. A communication from the Chair-
man, Council of the District of Columbia, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, a report on 
D.C. Act 17–97, ‘‘District of Columbia Re-
gional Airports Authority Clarification Tem-
porary Amendment Act of 2007’’ received on 
September 5, 2007; to the Committee on 
Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs. 

EC–3097. A communication from the Chair-
man, Council of the District of Columbia, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, a report on 
D.C. Act 17–98, ‘‘Calvin Woodland Sr. Place 
Designation Act of 2007’’ received on Sep-
tember 5, 2007; to the Committee on Home-
land Security and Governmental Affairs. 

EC–3098. A communication from the Chair-
man, Council of the District of Columbia, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, a report on 
D.C. Act 17–99, ‘‘Adams Alley Designation 
Act of 2007’’ received on September 5, 2007; to 
the Committee on Homeland Security and 
Governmental Affairs. 

EC–3099. A communication from the Chair-
man, Council of the District of Columbia, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, a report on 
D.C. Act 17–103, ‘‘Closing of a Public Alley in 
Square 28, S.O. 04–13414, and Closing Clari-
fication in Square 739, S.O. 06–221, Amend-
ment Act of 2007’’ received on September 5, 
2007; to the Committee on Homeland Secu-
rity and Governmental Affairs. 

EC–3100. A communication from the Chair-
man, Council of the District of Columbia, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, a report on 
D.C. Act 17–102, ‘‘Historic Preservation Tax 
Credit Partnership and Limited Liability 
Company Clarification Amendment Act of 
2007’’ received on September 5, 2007; to the 
Committee on Homeland Security and Gov-
ernmental Affairs. 

EC–3101. A communication from the Chair-
man, Council of the District of Columbia, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, a report on 
D.C. Act 17–101, ‘‘Senior Driver Empower-
ment Amendment Act of 2007’’ received on 
September 5, 2007; to the Committee on 
Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs. 

EC–3102. A communication from the Chair-
man, Council of the District of Columbia, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, a report on 
D.C. Act 17–94, ‘‘Retail Class Exemption 
Clarification Temporary Act of 2007’’ re-
ceived on September 5, 2007; to the Com-
mittee on Homeland Security and Govern-
mental Affairs. 

EC–3103. A communication from the Chair-
man, Council of the District of Columbia, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, a report on 
D.C. Act 17–95, ‘‘Heat Wave Safety Tem-
porary Amendment Act of 2007’’ received on 
September 5, 2007; to the Committee on 

Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs. 

EC–3104. A communication from the Chair-
man, Council of the District of Columbia, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, a report on 
D.C. Act 17–92, ‘‘Unfoldment, Inc., Equitable 
Real Property Tax Relief Clarification Tem-
porary Amendment Act of 2007’’ received on 
September 5, 2007; to the Committee on 
Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs. 

EC–3105. A communication from the Chair-
man, Council of the District of Columbia, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, a report on 
D.C. Act 17–93, ‘‘Bank Charter Modernization 
Temporary Amendment Act of 2007’’ received 
on September 5, 2007; to the Committee on 
Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs. 

EC–3106. A communication from the Chair-
man, Council of the District of Columbia, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, a report on 
D.C. Act 17–91, ‘‘Non-Resident Taxi Drivers 
Registration Temporary Amendment Act of 
2007’’ received on September 5, 2007; to the 
Committee on Homeland Security and Gov-
ernmental Affairs. 

EC–3107. A communication from the Chair-
man, Council of the District of Columbia, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, a report on 
D.C. Act 17–90, ‘‘Eastern Market and George-
town Public Library Disaster Relief Tem-
porary Act of 2007’’ received on September 5, 
2007; to the Committee on Homeland Secu-
rity and Governmental Affairs. 

EC–3108. A communication from the Chair-
man, Council of the District of Columbia, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, a report on 
D.C. Act 17–89, ‘‘Capitol Riverfront Business 
Improvement District Amendment Act of 
2007’’ received on September 5, 2007; to the 
Committee on Homeland Security and Gov-
ernmental Affairs. 

EC–3109. A communication from the Chair-
man, Council of the District of Columbia, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, a report on 
D.C. Act 17–88, ‘‘Election Date Amendment 
Act of 2007’’ received on September 5, 2007; to 
the Committee on Homeland Security and 
Governmental Affairs. 

EC–3110. A communication from the Chair-
man, Council of the District of Columbia, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, a report on 
D.C. Act 17–84, ‘‘Ballpark Hard and Soft 
Costs Cap Act of 2007’’ received on September 
5, 2007; to the Committee on Homeland Secu-
rity and Governmental Affairs. 

EC–3111. A communication from the Chair-
man, Council of the District of Columbia, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, a report on 
D.C. Act 17–85, ‘‘Ballpark Parking Comple-
tion Amendment Act of 2007’’ received on 
September 5, 2007; to the Committee on 
Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs. 

EC–3112. A communication from the Chair-
man, Council of the District of Columbia, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, a report on 
D.C. Act 17–86, ‘‘One-Time Relocation of Li-
censees Displaced by the Ballpark and 
Skyland Development Project Act of 2007’’ 
received on September 5, 2007; to the Com-
mittee on Homeland Security and Govern-
mental Affairs. 

EC–3113. A communication from the Chair-
man, Council of the District of Columbia, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, a report on 
D.C. Act 17–87, ‘‘District of Columbia Sen-
tencing and Criminal Code Revision Commis-
sion Amendment Act of 2007’’ received on 
September 5, 2007; to the Committee on 
Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs. 

EC–3114. A communication from the Asso-
ciate General Counsel for General Law, De-

partment of Homeland Security, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of action on 
a nomination for the position of Deputy Ad-
ministrator for National Preparedness, re-
ceived on September 6, 2007; to the Com-
mittee on Homeland Security and Govern-
mental Affairs. 

EC–3115. A communication from the Chair-
man, National Labor Relations Board, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, a report relative to 
the Board’s inherently governmental and 
commercial activities during fiscal year 2006; 
to the Committee on Homeland Security and 
Governmental Affairs. 

EC–3116. A communication from the Ad-
ministrator, General Services Administra-
tion, transmitting, pursuant to law, a report 
relative to the Administration’s commercial 
and inherently governmental activities dur-
ing fiscal year 2006; to the Committee on 
Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs. 

EC–3117. A communication from the In-
spector General, General Services Adminis-
tration, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
Administration’s Audit Report Register for 
the six-month period ending March 31, 2007; 
to the Committee on Homeland Security and 
Governmental Affairs. 

EC–3118. A communication from the Sec-
retary of Housing and Urban Development, 
transmitting, proposed legislation entitled, 
‘‘Native American and Native Hawaiian 
Housing Reauthorization and Improvement 
Act of 2007’’; to the Committee on Indian Af-
fairs. 

EC–3119. A communication from the Coun-
sel for Legislation and Regulations, Office of 
Public and Indian Housing, Department of 
Housing and Urban Development, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Indian Housing Block Grant Pro-
gram—Extension of Annual Performance Re-
port Due Date’’ (RIN2577–AC74) received on 
August 27, 2007; to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

EC–3120. A communication from the White 
House Liaison, Department of Health and 
Human Services, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a vacancy, designation of 
an acting officer and nomination for the po-
sition of Director of the Indian Health Serv-
ice, received on August 27, 2007; to the Com-
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

EC–3121. A communication from the Under 
Secretary of Commerce (Intellectual Prop-
erty), transmitting, pursuant to law, the re-
port of a rule entitled ‘‘Revision of Patent 
Fees for Fiscal Year 2007’’ (RIN0651–AB81) re-
ceived on August 14, 2007; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

EC–3122. A communication from the Gen-
eral Counsel, Department of Commerce, 
transmitting, a draft bill entitled the ‘‘Pat-
ent Law Treaty Implementation Act’’; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

EC–3123. A communication from the Acting 
Chief, Regulatory Management Division, De-
partment of Homeland Security, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Removal of Temporary Adjustment 
of the Immigration and Naturalization Ben-
efit Application and Petition Fee Schedule’’ 
(RIN1615–AB61) received on September 4, 
2007; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

EC–3124. A communication from the Gen-
eral Counsel, Department of Commerce, 
transmitting, a draft bill entitled the 
‘‘Hague Agreement Implementation Act’’; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

EC–3125. A communication from the Sec-
retary of Labor and the Secretary of Home-
land Security, transmitting, proposed legis-
lation entitled the ‘‘Nonimmigrant Alien 
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Labor Enforcement Reform Act of 2007’’; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

EC–3126. A communication from the Speak-
er of the Senate and the Speaker of the 
House of Commons of Canada, transmitting, 
correspondence commemorating American 
Independence; to the Committee on the Judi-
ciary. 

EC–3127. A communication from the White 
House Liaison, Office of Legal Counsel, De-
partment of Justice, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of the designation of an 
acting officer for the position of Acting As-
sistant Attorney General, received on Sep-
tember 5, 2007; to the Committee on the Ju-
diciary. 

EC–3128. A communication from the White 
House Liaison, Office of Legal Counsel, De-
partment of Justice, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a vacancy and designa-
tion of an acting officer for the position of 
Acting Assistant Attorney General, received 
on September 5, 2007; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

EC–3129. A communication from the Under 
Secretary of Defense (Acquisition, Tech-
nology and Logistics), transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, an annual report relative to for-
eign military sales; to the Committee on 
Armed Services. 

EC–3130. A communication from the White 
House Liaison, Office of Legal Counsel, De-
partment of Justice, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a vacancy and designa-
tion of an acting officer for the position of 
Acting Deputy Attorney General, received 
on September 5, 2007; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

EC–3131. A communication from the White 
House Liaison, Office of Legal Counsel, De-
partment of Justice, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of the designation of an 
acting officer for the position of Acting As-
sociate Attorney General, received on Sep-
tember 5, 2007; to the Committee on the Ju-
diciary. 

EC–3132. A communication from the Dep-
uty General Counsel, Office of Surety Guar-
antees, Small Business Administration, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Surety Bond Guarantee Pro-
gram-Preferred Surety Qualification, In-
creased for Veteran and Service-Disabled 
Veteran-Owner Business, Deadline for Pay-
ment of Guarantee Fees, Denial of Liability, 
and Technical Amendments’’ (RIN3245–AF39) 
received on August 3, 2007; to the Committee 
on Small Business and Entrepreneurship. 

EC–3133. A communication from the Direc-
tor, Veterans Health Administration, De-
partment of Veterans Affairs, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Disclosure of Information to Organ Pro-
curement Organizations’’ (RIN2900–AM65) re-
ceived on September 5, 2007; to the Com-
mittee on Veterans’ Affairs. 

EC–3134. A communication from the Execu-
tive Director, Commodity Futures Trading 
Commission, transmitting, pursuant to law, 
a report relative to the Commission’s FAIR 
Act inventory for fiscal year 2007; to the 
Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and 
Forestry. 

EC–3135. A communication from the Execu-
tive Director, Commodity Futures Trading 
Commission, transmitting, pursuant to law, 
the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Registration of 
Intermediaries’’ (RIN3038–AC37) received on 
September 6, 2007; to the Committee on Agri-
culture, Nutrition, and Forestry. 

EC–3136. A communication from the Execu-
tive Director, Commodity Futures Trading 
Commission, transmitting, pursuant to law, 
the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Rules Relating 

to Review of National Futures Associations 
Decisions in Disciplinary, Membership De-
nial, Registration, and Member Responsi-
bility Actions’’ (RIN3038–AC43) received on 
September 6, 2007; to the Committee on Agri-
culture, Nutrition, and Forestry. 

EC–3137. A communication from the Under 
Secretary of Defense (Comptroller), trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a vio-
lation of the Antideficiency Act by the De-
partment of the Navy, case number 06–03; to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

EC–3138. A communication from the Under 
Secretary of Defense (Comptroller), trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a vio-
lation of the Antideficiency Act by the De-
partment of the Army, case number 05–03; to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

EC–3139. A communication from the Under 
Secretary of Defense (Comptroller), trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a vio-
lation of the Antideficiency Act by the De-
partment of the Navy, case number 07–01; to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

EC–3140. A communication from the Under 
Secretary of Defense (Comptroller), trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a vio-
lation of the Antideficiency Act by the De-
partment of the Army, case number 06–11; to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

EC–3141. A communication from the Under 
Secretary of Defense (Comptroller), trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a vio-
lation of the Antideficiency Act by the De-
partment of the Army, case number 06–02; to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

EC–3142. A communication from the Prin-
cipal Deputy, Office of the Under Secretary 
of Defense (Personnel and Readiness), trans-
mitting, the report of (13) officers authorized 
to wear the insignia of the next higher grade 
in accordance with title 10, United States 
Code, section 777; to the Committee on 
Armed Services. 

EC–3143. A communication from the Acting 
Under Secretary of Defense (Acquisition, 
Technology and Logistics), transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the National Defense Stock-
pile Annual Materials Plan for fiscal year 
2008; to the Committee on Armed Services. 

EC–3144. A communication from the Gen-
eral Counsel, National Credit Union Admin-
istration, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Requirements for 
Insurance’’ (12 CFR Part 741) received on 
September 6, 2007; to the Committee on 
Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs. 

EC–3145. A communication from the Sec-
retary of the Treasury, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, a six-month periodic report rel-
ative to the national emergency blocking 
property of persons undermining the demo-
cratic process in Zimbabwe that was de-
clared in Executive Order 13288 of March 6, 
2003; to the Committee on Banking, Housing, 
and Urban Affairs. 

EC–3146. A communication from the Sec-
retary of the Treasury, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, a six-month periodic report on 
the national emergency relative to persons 
who commit or support terrorism as declared 
in Executive Order 13313 of July 31, 2003; to 
the Committee on Banking, Housing, and 
Urban Affairs. 

EC–3147. A communication from the Dep-
uty Assistant General Counsel, Pipeline and 
Hazardous Materials Safety Administration, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a vacancy in 
the position of Administrator, received on 
September 6, 2007; to the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–3148. A communication from the Dep-
uty Assistant General Counsel, Office of the 

Secretary, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
action on a nomination for the position Dep-
uty Secretary of Transportation, received on 
September 6, 2007; to the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–3149. A communication from the Acting 
Director, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, De-
partment of Commerce, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Fisheries of the Exclusive Economic Zone 
Off Alaska; Pacific Ocean Perch and Pelagic 
Shelf Rockfish in the Western Regulatory 
Area in the Gulf of Alaska’’ (RIN0648–XB79) 
received on September 6, 2007; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation. 

EC–3150. A communication from the Acting 
Director, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, De-
partment of Commerce, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Fisheries of the Exclusive Economic Zone 
Off Alaska; Yellowfin Sole by Vessels Using 
Trawl Gear in Bering Sea and Aleutian Is-
lands Management Area’’ (RIN0648–XB87) re-
ceived on September 6, 2007; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation. 

EC–3151. A communication from the Acting 
Director, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, De-
partment of Commerce, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Fisheries of the Exclusive Economic Zone 
Off Alaska; Pacific Ocean Perch in the West-
ern Regulatory Area of the Gulf of Alaska’’ 
(RIN0648–XB86) received on September 6, 
2007; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC–3152. A communication from the Acting 
Director, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, De-
partment of Commerce, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Fisheries of the Exclusive Economic Zone 
Off Alaska; Rock Sole, Flathead Sole, and 
‘Other Flatfish’ by Vessels Using Trawl Gear 
in Bering Sea and Aleutian Islands Manage-
ment Area’’ (RIN0648–XB88) received on Sep-
tember 6, 2007; to the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–3153. A communication from the Acting 
Director, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, De-
partment of Commerce, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Fisheries of the Exclusive Economic Zone 
Off Alaska; Pacific Cod by Catcher Processor 
Vessels Using Trawl Gear in the Bering Sea 
and Aleutian Islands Management Area’’ 
(RIN0648–XB89) received on September 6, 
2007; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC–3154. A communication from the Acting 
Director, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, De-
partment of Commerce, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Cor-
rection to Inseason Adjustments to Ground-
fish Management Measures’’ (RIN0648–AV69) 
received on September 6, 2007; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation. 

EC–3155. A communication from the Dep-
uty Assistant Administrator for Operations, 
National Marine Fisheries Service, Depart-
ment of Commerce, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Partial 
Approval of Final Rule to Modify the Halibut 
and Sablefish Individual Fishery Quota Pro-
gram; Approval of Final Rule to Implement 
Amendment 67 to the Fishery Management 
Plan for Groundfish of the Gulf of Alaska’’ 
(RIN0648–AS84) received on September 6, 
2007; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC–3156. A communication from the Dep-
uty Assistant Administrator for Regulatory 
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Programs, National Marine Fisheries Serv-
ice, Department of Commerce, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Emergency Action to Lower the Haddock 
Minimum Size Limit to 18 Inches to Reduce 
Regulatory Discarding’’ (RIN0648–AV75) re-
ceived on September 6, 2007; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation. 

EC–3157. A communication from the Acting 
White House Liaison, Office of Postsec-
ondary Education, Department of Education, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
action on the nomination for the position of 
Assistant Secretary (Postsecondary Edu-
cation), received on September 6, 2007; to the 
Committee on Health, Education, Labor, and 
Pensions. 

EC–3158. A communication from the Acting 
White House Liaison, Office of Postsec-
ondary Education, Department of Education, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
the discontinuation of service in an acting 
role for the position of Assistant Secretary 
(Postsecondary Education), received on Sep-
tember 6, 2007; to the Committee on Health, 
Education, Labor, and Pensions. 

EC–3159. A communication from the Direc-
tor, Regulations Policy and Management 
Staff, Department of Health and Human 
Services, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Medical Devices; 
General and Plastic Surgery Devices; Classi-
fication of Absorbable Poly(hydroxybutyr- 
ate) Surgical Suture Produced by Recom-
binant DNA Technology’’ (Docket No. 2007N– 
0267) received on September 6, 2007; to the 
Committee on Health, Education, Labor, and 
Pensions. 

EC–3160. A communication from the White 
House Liaison, Department of Health and 
Human Services, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a nomination for the posi-
tion of Assistant Secretary (Planning and 
Evaluation), received on September 6, 2007; 
to the Committee on Health, Education, 
Labor, and Pensions. 

EC–3161. A communication from the Assist-
ant Secretary of Labor (Administration and 
Management), transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the Department’s inventory of commer-
cial and inherently governmental activities 
for fiscal year 2006; to the Committee on 
Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions. 

f 

INTRODUCTION OF BILLS AND 
JOINT RESOLUTIONS 

The following bills and joint resolu-
tions were introduced, read the first 
and second times by unanimous con-
sent, and referred as indicated: 

By Mr. WYDEN: 
S. 2034. A bill to amend the Oregon Wilder-

ness Act of 1984 to designate the Copper 
Salmon Wilderness and to amend the Wild 
and Scenic Rivers Act to designate segments 
of the North and South Forks of the Elk 
River in the State of Oregon as wild or sce-
nic rivers, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Energy and Natural Re-
sources. 

By Mr. SPECTER (for himself, Mr. 
LUGAR, and Mr. SCHUMER): 

S. 2035. A bill to maintain the free flow of 
information to the public by providing condi-
tions for the federally compelled disclosure 
of information by certain persons connected 
with the news media; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SCHUMER: 
S. 2036. A bill to temporarily raise con-

forming loan limits in high cost areas and 

portfolio caps applicable to Freddie Mac and 
Fannie Mae, to provide the necessary financ-
ing to curb foreclosures by facilitating the 
refinancing of at-risk subprime borrowers 
into safe, prime loans, to preserve liquidity 
in the mortgage lending markets, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Bank-
ing, Housing, and Urban Affairs. 

f 

SUBMISSION OF CONCURRENT AND 
SENATE RESOLUTIONS 

The following concurrent resolutions 
and Senate resolutions were read, and 
referred (or acted upon), as indicated: 

By Mr. HATCH (for himself and Mr. 
BENNETT): 

S. Res. 312. A resolution honoring the sac-
rifice and courage of the 6 miners who were 
trapped, the 3 rescue workers who were 
killed, and the many others who were in-
jured in the Crandall Canyon mine disaster 
in Utah, and recognizing the community and 
the rescue crews for their outstanding efforts 
in the aftermath of the tragedies; considered 
and agreed to. 

By Mr. LOTT (for himself and Mr. 
PRYOR): 

S. Res. 313. A resolution supporting the We 
Don’t Serve Teens campaign; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. INHOFE (for himself and Mr. 
NELSON of Nebraska): 

S. Res. 314. A resolution designating Sep-
tember 13, 2007, as ‘‘National Celiac Disease 
Awareness Day’’; considered and agreed to. 

f

ADDITIONAL COSPONSORS

S. 368

At the request of Mr. BIDEN, the 
name of the Senator from Arkansas 
(Mr. PRYOR) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 368, a bill to amend the Omnibus 
Crime Control and Safe Streets Act of 
1968 to enhance the COPS ON THE 
BEAT grant program, and for other 
purposes.

S. 400

At the request of Mr. SUNUNU, the 
name of the Senator from Delaware 
(Mr. BIDEN) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 400, a bill to amend the Employee 
Retirement Income Security Act of 
1974 and the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986 to ensure that dependent students 
who take a medically necessary leave 
of absence do not lose health insurance 
coverage, and for other purposes.

S. 449

At the request of Mr. BIDEN, the 
name of the Senator from Washington 
(Ms. CANTWELL) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 449, a bill to amend title I of 
the Omnibus Crime Control and Safe 
Streets Act of 1968 to provide standards 
and procedures to guide both State and 
local law enforcement agencies and law 
enforcement officers during internal 
investigations, interrogation of law en-
forcement officers, and administrative 
disciplinary hearings, to ensure ac-
countability of law enforcement offi-
cers, to guarantee the due process 
rights of law enforcement officers, and 
to require States to enact law enforce-
ment discipline, accountability, and 
due process laws.

S. 469

At the request of Mr. BAUCUS, the 
name of the Senator from Maine (Ms. 
SNOWE) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
469, a bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to make permanent 
the special rule for contributions of 
qualified conservation contributions.

S. 582

At the request of Mr. SMITH, the 
name of the Senator from Arizona (Mr. 
MCCAIN) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
582, a bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to classify automatic 
fire sprinkler systems as 5-year prop-
erty for purposes of depreciation.

S. 648

At the request of Mr. CHAMBLISS, the 
name of the Senator from Louisiana 
(Ms. LANDRIEU) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 648, a bill to amend title 10, 
United States Code, to reduce the eligi-
bility age for receipt of non-regular 
military service retired pay for mem-
bers of the Ready Reserve in active fed-
eral status or on active duty for sig-
nificant periods.

S. 667
At the request of Mr. BOND, the name 

of the Senator from Minnesota (Mr. 
COLEMAN) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 667, a bill to expand programs of 
early childhood home visitation that 
increase school readiness, child abuse 
and neglect prevention, and early iden-
tification of developmental and health 
delays, including potential mental 
health concerns, and for other pur-
poses.

S. 671

At the request of Mr. AKAKA, the 
name of the Senator from New Jersey 
(Mr. MENENDEZ) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 671, a bill to exempt children 
of certain Filipino World War II vet-
erans from the numerical limitations 
on immigrant visas.

S. 694

At the request of Mrs. CLINTON, the 
name of the Senator from Washington 
(Mrs. MURRAY) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 694, a bill to direct the Sec-
retary of Transportation to issue regu-
lations to reduce the incidence of child 
injury and death occurring inside or 
outside of light motor vehicles, and for 
other purposes.

S. 714

At the request of Mr. AKAKA, the 
name of the Senator from Ohio (Mr. 
BROWN) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
714, a bill to amend the Animal Welfare 
Act to ensure that all dogs and cats 
used by research facilities are obtained 
legally.

S. 771

At the request of Mr. HARKIN, the 
names of the Senator from North Da-
kota (Mr. CONRAD) and the Senator 
from Maryland (Ms. MIKULSKI) were 
added as cosponsors of S. 771, a bill to 
amend the Child Nutrition Act of 1966 
to improve the nutrition and health of 
schoolchildren by updating the defini-
tion of ‘‘food of minimal nutritional 
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value’’ to conform to current nutrition 
science and to protect the Federal in-
vestment in the national school lunch 
and breakfast programs.

S. 803

At the request of Mr. ROCKEFELLER, 
the name of the Senator from Rhode Is-
land (Mr. WHITEHOUSE) was added as a 
cosponsor of S. 803, a bill to repeal a 
provision enacted to end Federal 
matching of State spending of child 
support incentive payments.

S. 805

At the request of Mr. DURBIN, the 
name of the Senator from Nebraska 
(Mr. HAGEL) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 805, a bill to amend the Foreign 
Assistance Act of 1961 to assist coun-
tries in sub-Saharan Africa in the ef-
fort to achieve internationally recog-
nized goals in the treatment and pre-
vention of HIV/AIDS and other major 
diseases and the reduction of maternal 
and child mortality by improving 
human health care capacity and im-
proving retention of medical health 
professionals in sub-Saharan Africa, 
and for other purposes.

S. 807

At the request of Mr. DOMENICI, the 
name of the Senator from Oklahoma 
(Mr. INHOFE) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 807, a bill to amend the Com-
prehensive Environmental Response 
Compensation and Liability Act of 1980 
to provide that manure shall not be 
considered to be a hazardous substance, 
pollutant, or contaminant.

S. 829

At the request of Ms. MIKULSKI, the 
name of the Senator from New Jersey 
(Mr. LAUTENBERG) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 829, a bill to reauthorize 
the HOPE VI program for revitaliza-
tion of severely distressed public hous-
ing, and for other purposes.

S. 911

At the request of Mr. LEAHY, his 
name was added as a cosponsor of S. 
911, a bill to amend the Public Health 
Service Act to advance medical re-
search and treatments into pediatric 
cancers, ensure patients and families 
have access to the current treatments 
and information regarding pediatric 
cancers, establish a population-based 
national childhood cancer database, 
and promote public awareness of pedi-
atric cancers.

At the request of Mr. REED, the name 
of the Senator from Pennsylvania (Mr. 
CASEY) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
911, supra.

S. 912

At the request of Mr. ROCKEFELLER, 
the name of the Senator from New Jer-
sey (Mr. LAUTENBERG) was added as a 
cosponsor of S. 912, a bill to amend the 
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to ex-
pand the incentives for the construc-
tion and renovation of public schools.

S. 935

At the request of Mr. NELSON of Flor-
ida, the name of the Senator from New 

Jersey (Mr. LAUTENBERG) was added as 
a cosponsor of S. 935, a bill to repeal 
the requirement for reduction of sur-
vivor annuities under the Survivor 
Benefit Plan by veterans’ dependency 
and indemnity compensation, and for 
other purposes.

S. 968

At the request of Mrs. BOXER, the 
name of the Senator from New Jersey 
(Mr. LAUTENBERG) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 968, a bill to amend the 
Foreign Assistance Act of 1961 to pro-
vide increased assistance for the pre-
vention, treatment, and control of tu-
berculosis, and for other purposes.

S. 969

At the request of Mr. LEAHY, his 
name was added as a cosponsor of S. 
969, a bill to amend the National Labor 
Relations Act to modify the definition 
of supervisor.

At the request of Mr. DODD, the name 
of the Senator from Pennsylvania (Mr. 
CASEY) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
969, supra.

S. 988

At the request of Ms. MIKULSKI, the 
names of the Senator from Ohio (Mr. 
BROWN) and the Senator from Missouri 
(Mr. BOND) were added as cosponsors of 
S. 988, a bill to extend the termination 
date for the exemption of returning 
workers from the numerical limita-
tions for temporary workers.

S. 999

At the request of Mr. COCHRAN, the 
name of the Senator from Rhode Island 
(Mr. WHITEHOUSE) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 999, a bill to amend the 
Public Health Service Act to improve 
stroke prevention, diagnosis, treat-
ment, and rehabilitation.

S. 1087

At the request of Mr. HARKIN, the 
name of the Senator from Connecticut 
(Mr. DODD) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 1087, a bill to amend the Fair Labor 
Standards Act of 1938 to prohibit dis-
crimination in the payment of wages 
on account of sex, race, or national ori-
gin, and for other purposes.

S. 1204

At the request of Mr. DODD, the name 
of the Senator from New Jersey (Mr. 
LAUTENBERG) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 1204, a bill to enhance Federal ef-
forts focused on public awareness and 
education about the risks and dangers 
associated with Shaken Baby Syn-
drome.

S. 1247

At the request of Mr. LIEBERMAN, the 
name of the Senator from Connecticut 
(Mr. DODD) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 1247, a bill to amend the Weir Farm 
National Historic Site Establishment 
Act of 1990 to limit the development of 
any property acquired by the Secretary 
of the Interior for the development of 
visitor and administrative facilities for 
the Weir Farm National Historic Site, 
and for other purposes.

S. 1295

At the request of Mr. FEINGOLD, the 
names of the Senator from New Hamp-
shire (Mr. SUNUNU) and the Senator 
from Tennessee (Mr. ALEXANDER) were 
added as cosponsors of S. 1295, a bill to 
amend the African Development Foun-
dation Act to change the name of the 
Foundation, modify the administrative 
authorities of the Foundation, and for 
other purposes.

S. 1359

At the request of Mrs. MURRAY, the 
name of the Senator from New Jersey 
(Mr. LAUTENBERG) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1359, a bill to amend the 
Public Health Service Act to enhance 
public and health professional aware-
ness and understanding of lupus and to 
strengthen the Nation’s research ef-
forts to identify the causes and cure of 
lupus.

S. 1382

At the request of Mr. REID, the name 
of the Senator from South Carolina 
(Mr. GRAHAM) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 1382, a bill to amend the Public 
Health Service Act to provide the es-
tablishment of an Amyotrophic Lateral 
Sclerosis Registry.

S. 1386

At the request of Mr. REED, the name 
of the Senator from Michigan (Ms. 
STABENOW) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 1386, a bill to amend the Housing and 
Urban Development Act of 1968, to pro-
vide better assistance to low- and mod-
erate-income families, and for other 
purposes.

S. 1430

At the request of Mr. SALAZAR, his 
name was added as a cosponsor of S. 
1430, a bill to authorize State and local 
governments to direct divestiture 
from, and prevent investment in, com-
panies with investments of $20,000,000 
or more in Iran’s energy sector, and for 
other purposes.

S. 1545

At the request of Mr. SALAZAR, the 
name of the Senator from Delaware 
(Mr. CARPER) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 1545, a bill to implement the rec-
ommendations of the Iraq Study 
Group.

S. 1576

At the request of Mr. KENNEDY, the 
name of the Senator from New Jersey 
(Mr. LAUTENBERG) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1576, a bill to amend the 
Public Health Service Act to improve 
the health and healthcare of racial and 
ethnic minority groups.

S. 1627

At the request of Mrs. LINCOLN, the 
name of the Senator from Michigan 
(Mr. LEVIN) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 1627, a bill to amend the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 to extend and ex-
pand the benefits for businesses oper-
ating in empowerment zones, enter-
prise communities, or renewal commu-
nities, and for other purposes.
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S. 1638

At the request of Mr. LEAHY, the 
name of the Senator from Connecticut 
(Mr. LIEBERMAN) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1638, a bill to adjust the 
salaries of Federal justices and judges, 
and for other purposes.

S. 1792

At the request of Mr. BROWN, the 
name of the Senator from Connecticut 
(Mr. DODD) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 1792, a bill to amend the Worker Ad-
justment and Retraining Notification 
Act to improve such Act.

S. 1800

At the request of Mrs. CLINTON, the 
names of the Senator from South Da-
kota (Mr. JOHNSON), the Senator from 
Maryland (Mr. CARDIN) and the Sen-
ator from Wisconsin (Mr. FEINGOLD) 
were added as cosponsors of S. 1800, a 
bill to amend title 10, United States 
Code, to require emergency contracep-
tion to be available at all military 
health care treatment facilities.

S. 1812

At the request of Mrs. CLINTON, the 
name of the Senator from New Jersey 
(Mr. MENENDEZ) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 1812, a bill to amend the Ele-
mentary and Secondary Education Act 
of 1965 to strengthen mentoring pro-
grams, and for other purposes.

S. 1841

At the request of Ms. COLLINS, the 
name of the Senator from Connecticut 
(Mr. LIEBERMAN) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1841, a bill to provide a 
site for the National Women’s History 
Museum in Washington, District of Co-
lumbia, and for other purposes.

S. 1903

At the request of Mr. REED, the name 
of the Senator from Connecticut (Mr. 
DODD) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
1903, a bill to extend the temporary 
protected status designation of Liberia 
under section 244 of the Immigration 
and Nationality Act so that Liberians 
can continue to be eligible for such sta-
tus through September 30, 2008.

S. 1921

At the request of Mr. WEBB, the 
name of the Senator from Rhode Island 
(Mr. WHITEHOUSE) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1921, a bill to amend the 
American Battlefield Protection Act of 
1996 to extend the authorization for 
that Act, and for other purposes.

S. 1930

At the request of Mr. WYDEN, the 
names of the Senator from New Mexico 
(Mr. BINGAMAN) and the Senator from 
Montana (Mr. BAUCUS) were added as 
cosponsors of S. 1930, a bill to amend 
the Lacey Act Amendments of 1981 to 
prevent illegal logging practices, and 
for other purposes.

S. 1944

At the request of Mr. LAUTENBERG, 
the name of the Senator from Ohio 
(Mr. BROWN) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 1944, a bill to provide justice for 
victims of state-sponsored terrorism.

S. 1958

At the request of Mr. CONRAD, the 
name of the Senator from Nevada (Mr. 
ENSIGN) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
1958, a bill to amend title XVIII of the 
Social Security Act to ensure and fos-
ter continued patient quality of care 
by establishing facility and patient cri-
teria for long-term care hospitals and 
related improvements under the Medi-
care program.

S.J. RES. 13

At the request of Mr. LEAHY, the 
names of the Senator from Massachu-
setts (Mr. KENNEDY) and the Senator 
from Maine (Ms. SNOWE) were added as 
cosponsors of S.J. Res. 13, a joint reso-
lution granting the consent of Congress 
to the International Emergency Man-
agement Assistance Memorandum of 
Understanding.

S. RES. 82

At the request of Mr. HAGEL, the 
name of the Senator from Ohio (Mr. 
BROWN) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
Res. 82, a resolution designating Au-
gust 16, 2007 as ‘‘National Airborne 
Day’’.

S. RES. 241

At the request of Mr. BROWN, the 
name of the Senator from Virginia (Mr. 
WEBB) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
Res. 241, a resolution expressing the 
sense of the Senate that the United 
States should reaffirm the commit-
ments of the United States to the 2001 
Doha Declaration on the TRIPS Agree-
ment and Public Health and to pur-
suing trade policies that promote ac-
cess to affordable medicines.

S. RES. 269

At the request of Mr. LAUTENBERG, 
the name of the Senator from New 
Hampshire (Mr. SUNUNU) was added as 
a cosponsor of S. Res. 269, a resolution 
expressing the sense of the Senate that 
the Citizens’ Stamp Advisory Com-
mittee should recommend to the Post-
master General that a commemorative 
postage stamp be issued in honor of 
former United States Representative 
Barbara Jordan. 

f 

STATEMENTS ON INTRODUCED 
BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS 

By Mr. WYDEN: 
S. 2034. A bill to amend the Oregon 

Wilderness Act of 1984 to designate the 
Copper Salmon Wilderness and to 
amend the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act 
to designate segments of the North and 
South Forks of the Elk River in the 
State of Oregon as wild or scenic riv-
ers, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Natural Re-
sources. 

Mr. WYDEN. Mr. President, Oregon’s 
coastal forests contain many hidden 
gems. Within the lush rainforests of 
the Siskiyou-Rogue River National 
Forest, we find one of these gems—the 
headwaters of the North Fork of the 
Elk River, known as the Copper Salm-

on area. Today I introduce a bill to 
protect this natural treasure, which 
lies adjacent to the existing Grassy 
Knob Wilderness. 

During the last decade, a dedicated 
group of local conservationists has 
been working hard to protect Copper 
Salmon. It is one of the last intact wa-
tersheds on the southwest Oregon 
coast. Copper Salmon is renowned 
among fishermen. For anglers seeking 
to catch a trophy chinook salmon or 
winter steelhead for the barbeque or 
smoker in Oregon, this is the place. 
Few watersheds in Oregon can match 
the Elk River drainage. Even after tor-
rential rainstorms, anglers are still 
able to fish the Elk. When 25 inches of 
rain fell over 18 straight days last De-
cember, the Elk was still fishable while 
the other rivers in southwest Oregon, 
Rogue, Umpqua, Coquille, were clouded 
with debris and mud. Copper Salmon 
also supports healthy populations of 
blacktail deer, elk, black bear and 
mountain lion. This beautiful gem on 
the southwestern Oregon coast pro-
vides great and challenging opportuni-
ties here to hunt in freedom and soli-
tude. 

Mr. President, 80 percent of the wa-
tershed in this region is still intact. 
The Elk has healthy wild runs of win-
ter steelhead and chinook. It also has 
some coho salmon and sea-run cut-
throat trout, as well as resident cut-
throats and rainbow trout. Oregon 
State University researchers believe it 
is one of the healthiest anadromous 
fish streams in the lower 48. There is a 
reason why: intact habitat. 

My bill would provide permanent pro-
tections to 13,700 acres of new wilder-
ness. It would also designate 9.3 miles 
of wild and scenic rivers. Wilderness 
and wild and scenic designations will 
protect this watershed and ensure that 
hunting and fishing opportunities are 
protected in the Copper Salmon area. 
Wilderness designation is popular in 
the local area, as evidenced by resolu-
tions in favor of it from the Port 
Orford Chamber of Commerce, the 
mayor of Port Orford, and the Curry 
County Commissioners. Additionally, a 
majority of the guides, lodges and local 
citizens have supported this proposal. 
It is time now that we all come to-
gether and permanently protect this 
special place. 

As Oregon’s population grows, I be-
lieve that we must match this growth 
and the corresponding development 
with protection of our natural herit-
age. Protection of these areas will en-
sure that Oregonians and visitors will 
continue to enjoy opportunities to hike 
in the wilderness, hunt healthy popu-
lations of elk, blacktail deer, black 
bear, mountain lion and to catch tro-
phy-sized chinook and steelhead. 

I ask unanimous consent that the 
text of the bill be printed in the 
RECORD. 
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There being no objection, the text of 

the bill was ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD, as follows: 

S. 2034 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Copper 
Salmon Wilderness Act’’. 
SEC. 2. FINDINGS. 

Congress finds that— 
(1) the proposed Copper Salmon Wilder-

ness, comprising 13,700 acres, includes a sig-
nificant portion of an inventoried roadless 
area adjacent to the Grassy Knob Wilderness 
area protected by the Oregon Wilderness Act 
of 1984 (16 U.S.C. 1132 note; Public Law 98– 
328); 

(2) the proposed Copper Salmon Wilderness 
includes— 

(A) the North Fork and South Fork of the 
Elk River; 

(B) the upper Middle Fork of the Sixes 
River; and 

(C) tributaries of the South Fork of 
Coquille River; 

(3) the Elk River is designated as a Tier 1 
Key Watershed; 

(4) the fisheries of the Elk River are recog-
nized as 1 of the best salmon and steelhead 
producers in the 48 contiguous States, pro-
ducing more salmon per square meter than 
most rivers outside the State of Alaska; 

(5) designation of the proposed Wilderness 
would provide permanent protection for the 
last remaining mammoth Port Orford Cedars 
in the Elk River watershed; 

(6) the protection of the proposed Copper 
Salmon Wilderness is supported by the local 
communities near the proposed Wilderness, 
which have passed resolutions supporting the 
designation of the proposed Wilderness; 

(7) the master plan for the economic sta-
bility of Curry County, Oregon, includes 
ecotourism and recreation as primary 
sources of income; and 

(8) permanent protection for the proposed 
Copper Salmon Wilderness is needed to con-
serve the environment in southwestern Or-
egon. 
SEC. 3. DESIGNATION OF THE COPPER SALMON 

WILDERNESS. 
Section 3 of the Oregon Wilderness Act of 

1984 (16 U.S.C. 1132 note; Public Law 98–328) is 
amended— 

(1) in the matter preceding paragraph (1), 
by striking ‘‘eight hundred fifty-nine thou-
sand six hundred acres’’ and inserting 
‘‘873,300 acres’’; and 

(2) in paragraph (29), by striking the period 
at the end and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(30) certain land in the Siskiyou National 

Forest, comprising approximately 13,700 
acres, as generally depicted on the map enti-
tled ‘Proposed Copper Salmon Wilderness 
Area’, to be known as the ‘Copper Salmon 
Wilderness’.’’. 
SEC. 4. WILD AND SCENIC RIVER DESIGNATIONS, 

ELK RIVER, OREGON. 
Section 3(a)(76) of the Wild and Scenic Riv-

ers Act (16 U.S.C. 1274(a)(76)) is amended— 
(1) in the matter preceding subparagraph 

(A), by striking ‘‘19-mile segment’’ and in-
serting ‘‘29-mile segment’’; 

(2) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘; and’’ 
and inserting a period; and 

(3) by striking subparagraph (B) and insert-
ing the following: 

‘‘(B) The approximately 0.4–mile segment 
of the North Fork Elk from the source of the 
North Fork Elk in sec. 21, T. 33 S., R. 12 W., 

of the Willamette Meridian, downstream to 
0.01 miles downstream of Forest Service 
Road 3353, as a scenic river. 

‘‘(C) The approximately 5.3–mile segment 
of the North Fork Elk from 0.01 miles down-
stream of Forest Service Road 3353 down-
stream to its confluence with the South 
Fork Elk, as a wild river. 

‘‘(D) The approximately 0.9–mile segment 
of the South Fork Elk from the source of the 
North Fork Elk in sec. 32, T. 33 S., R. 12 W., 
of the Willamette Meridian, downstream to 
0.01 miles downstream of Forest Service 
Road 3353, as a scenic river. 

‘‘(E) The approximately 4.2–mile segment 
of the South Fork Elk from 0.01 miles down-
stream of Forest Service Road 3353 down-
stream to the confluence with the North 
Fork Elk, as a wild river.’’. 

By Mr. SPECTER (for himself, 
Mr. LUGAR, and Mr. SCHUMER): 

S. 2035. A bill to maintain the free 
flow of information to the public by 
providing conditions for the federally 
compelled disclosure of information by 
certain persons connected with the 
news media; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. SPECTER. Mr. President, I have 
sought recognition to introduce legis-
lation to establish a reporter’s privi-
lege. The situation in the United 
States today is that newspaper report-
ers, journalists, are subject to a com-
pulsory process to disclose confidential 
informants. The matter came to a head 
with the incarceration of a New York 
Times reporter, Judith Miller, for an 
extended period of time. 

Last year, Senator LUGAR and I in-
troduced legislation to establish a re-
porter’s privilege. Since that time, the 
legislation has been revised to provide 
limitations where national security is 
involved or where the reporter may be 
the eyewitness to a specific event. 

This legislation differs from S. 1267, 
the bill which has been introduced by 
Senator LUGAR and Senator DODD, in 
that it tightens up exceptions where, 
for reasons of substantial public impor-
tance, the privilege will be limited. But 
today, there is a patchwork quality in 
the law, with the circuits going in dif-
ferent directions. Privileges are ac-
corded under many State laws. 

This bill has very widespread sup-
port. So on behalf of Senator SCHUMER, 
Senator LUGAR, and myself, I introduce 
this bill. 

I ask unanimous consent that the 
full text of my prepared statement be 
printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

Mr. President, I seek recognition today to 
introduce, with Senators Schumer and 
Lugar, the Free Flow of Information Act of 
2007. This bill would establish a Federal re-
porter’s privilege to protect the free flow of 
information between journalists and con-
fidential sources. It seeks to reconcile re-
porters’ need to maintain confidentiality, in 
order to ensure that sources will speak open-
ly and freely with the media, with the 
public’s right to effective law enforcement 

and fair trials. Senator LUGAR and I intro-
duced a similar bill last year, which garnered 
the support of 10 cosponsors from both sides 
of the aisle, as well as 39 media organiza-
tions, including the Washington Post, The 
Hearst Corporation, Time Warner, ABC Inc., 
CBS, CNN, The New York Times Company, 
and National Public Radio. 

There has been a growing consensus that 
we need to establish a Federal journalists’ 
privilege to protect the integrity of the news 
gathering process, a process that depends on 
the free flow of information between journal-
ists and whistleblowers, as well as other con-
fidential sources. 

Under my chairmanship, the Judiciary 
Committee held three separate hearings on 
this issue at which we heard from 20 wit-
nesses, including prominent journalists like 
William Safire and Judith Miller, current 
and former Federal prosecutors, including 
Deputy Attorney General Paul McNulty, and 
First Amendment scholars. 

These witnesses demonstrated that there 
are two vital, competing concerns at stake. 
On one hand, reporters cite the need to 
maintain confidentiality in order to ensure 
that sources will speak openly and freely 
with the news media. The renowned William 
Safire, former columnist for the New York 
Times, testified that ‘‘the essence of news 
gathering is this: if you don’t have sources 
you trust and who trust you, then you don’t 
have a solid story—and the public suffers for 
it.’’ Reporter Matthew Cooper of Time Maga-
zine said this to the Judiciary Committee: 
‘‘As someone who relies on confidential 
sources all the time, I simply could not do 
my job reporting stories big and small with-
out being able to speak with officials under 
varying degrees of anonymity.’’ 

On the other hand, the public has a right 
to effective law enforcement and fair trials. 
Our judicial system needs access to informa-
tion in order to prosecute crime and to guar-
antee fair administration of the law for 
plaintiffs and defendants alike. As a Justice 
Department representative told the Com-
mittee, prosecutors need to ‘‘maintain the 
ability, in certain vitally important cir-
cumstances, to obtain information identi-
fying a source when a paramount interest is 
at stake. For example, obtaining source in-
formation may be the only available means 
of preventing a murder, locating a kidnapped 
child, or identifying a serial arsonist.’’ 

As Federal courts have considered these 
competing interests, they adopted rules that 
went in several different directions. Rather 
than a clear, uniform standard for deciding 
claims of journalist privilege, the Federal 
courts currently observe a ‘‘crazy quilt’’ of 
different judicial standards. 

The current confusion began 33 years ago, 
when the Supreme Court decided Branzburg 
v. Hayes. The Court held that the press’s 
First Amendment right to publish informa-
tion does not include a right to keep infor-
mation secret from a grand jury inves-
tigating a criminal matter. The Supreme 
Court also held that the common law did not 
exempt reporters from the duty of every cit-
izen to provide information to a grand jury. 

The Court reasoned that just as news-
papers and journalists are subject to the 
same laws and restrictions as other citizens, 
they are also subject to the same duty to 
provide information to a court as other citi-
zens. However, Justice Powell, who joined 
the 5–4 majority, wrote a separate concur-
rence in which he explained that the Court’s 
holding was not an invitation for the Gov-
ernment to harass journalists. If a journalist 
could show that the grand jury investigation 
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was being conducted in bad faith, the jour-
nalist could ask the court to quash the sub-
poena. Justice Powell indicated that courts 
might assess such claims on a case-by-case 
basis by balancing the freedom of the press 
against the obligation to give testimony rel-
evant to criminal conduct. 

In attempting to apply Justice Powell’s 
concurring opinion, Federal courts have split 
on the question of when a journalist is re-
quired to testify. In the 33 years since 
Branzburg, the Federal courts are split in at 
least three ways in their approaches to Fed-
eral criminal and civil cases. 

With respect to Federal criminal cases, 
five circuits—the First, Fourth, Fifth, Sixth, 
and Seventh Circuits—have applied 
Branzburg so as to not allow journalists to 
withhold information absent governmental 
bad faith. Four other circuits—the Second, 
Third, Ninth, and Eleventh Circuits—recog-
nize a qualified privilege, which requires 
courts to balance the freedom of the press 
against the obligation to provide testimony 
on a case-by-case basis. The law in the Dis-
trict of Columbia Circuit is unsettled. 

With respect to Federal civil cases, nine of 
the 12 circuits apply a balancing test when 
deciding whether journalists must disclose 
confidential sources. One circuit affords 
journalists no privilege in any context. Two 
other circuits have yet to decide whether 
journalists have any privilege in civil cases. 
Meanwhile, 49 States plus the District of Co-
lumbia have recognized a privilege within 
their own jurisdictions. Thirty-one States 
plus the District of Columbia have passed 
some form of reporter’s shield statute, and 18 
States have recognized a privilege at com-
mon law. 

There is little wonder that there is a grow-
ing consensus concerning the need for a uni-
form journalists’ privilege in Federal courts. 
This system must be simplified. 

Today, we move toward resolving this 
problem by introducing the Free Flow of In-
formation Act. The purpose of this bill is to 
guarantee the flow of information to the 
public through a free and active press, while 
protecting the public’s right to effective law 
enforcement and individuals’ rights to the 
fair administration of justice. 

This bill also provides ample protection to 
the public’s interest in law enforcement and 
fair trials. The bill provides a qualified privi-
lege for reporters to withhold from Federal 
courts, prosecutors, and other Federal enti-
ties, confidential source information and 
documents and materials obtained or created 
under a promise of confidentiality. However, 
the bill recognizes that, in certain instances, 
the public’s interest in law enforcement and 
fair trials outweighs a reporter’s interest in 
keeping a source confidential. Therefore, it 
allows courts to require disclosure where 
certain criteria are met. 

In most criminal investigations and pros-
ecutions, the Federal entity seeking the re-
porter’s source information must show that 
there are reasonable grounds to believe that 
a crime has occurred, and that the reporter’s 
information is essential to the prosecution 
or defense. In criminal investigations and 
prosecutions of leaks of classified informa-
tion, the Federal entity seeking disclosure 
must additionally show that the leak caused 
significant, clear, and articulable harm to 
the national security. In noncriminal ac-
tions, the Federal entity seeking source in-
formation must show that the reporter’s in-
formation is essential to the resolution of 
the matter. 

In all cases and investigations, the Federal 
entity must demonstrate that nondisclosure 

would be contrary to the public interest. In 
other words, the court must balance the need 
for the information against the public inter-
est in newsgathering and the free flow of in-
formation. 

Further, the bill ensures that Federal Gov-
ernment entities do not engage in ‘‘fishing 
expeditions’’ for a reporter’s information. 
The information a reporter reveals must, to 
the extent possible, be limited to verifying 
published information and describing the 
surrounding circumstances. The information 
must also be narrowly tailored to avoid com-
pelling a reporter to reveal peripheral or 
speculative information. 

Finally, the Free Flow of Information Act 
adds layers of safeguards for the public. Re-
porters are not allowed to withhold informa-
tion if a Federal court concludes that the in-
formation is needed for the defense of our 
Nation’s security, as long as it outweighs the 
public interest in newsgathering and main-
tains the free flow of information to citizens, 
or to prevent an act of terrorism. Similarly, 
journalists may not withhold information 
reasonably necessary to stop a kidnapping or 
a crime that could lead to death or physical 
injury. Also, the bill ensures that both crime 
victims and criminal defendants will have a 
fair hearing in court. Under this bill, a jour-
nalist who is an eyewitness to a crime or 
tort or takes part in a crime or tort may not 
withhold that information. Journalists 
should not be permitted to hide from the law 
by writing a story and then claiming a re-
porter’s privilege. 

It is time to simplify the patchwork of 
court decisions and legislation that has 
grown over the last 3 decades. It is time for 
Congress to clear up the ambiguities journal-
ists and the Federal judicial system face in 
balancing the protections journalists need in 
providing confidential information to the 
public with the ability of the courts to con-
duct fair and accurate trials. I urge my col-
leagues to support this legislation and help 
create a fair and efficient means to serve 
journalists and the news media, prosecutors 
and the courts, and most importantly the 
public interest on both ends of the spectrum. 

f 

SUBMITTED RESOLUTIONS 

SENATE RESOLUTION 312—HON-
ORING THE SACRIFICE AND 
COURAGE OF THE 6 MINERS WHO 
WERE TRAPPED, THE 3 RESCUE 
WORKERS WHO WERE KILLED, 
AND THE MANY OTHERS WHO 
WERE INJURED IN THE 
CRANDALL CANYON MINE DIS-
ASTER IN UTAH, AND RECOG-
NIZING THE COMMUNITY AND 
THE RESCUE CREWS FOR THEIR 
OUTSTANDING EFFORTS IN THE 
AFTERMATH OF THE TRAGEDIES 
Mr. HATCH (for himself and Mr. BEN-

NETT) submitted the following resolu-
tion; which was considered and agreed 
to: 

S. RES. 312 

Whereas, on August 6, 2007, 6 miners, Kerry 
Allred, Don Erickson, Luis Hernandez, Car-
los Payan, Brandon Phillips, and Manuel 
Sanchez, were trapped 1,800 feet below 
ground in the Crandall Canyon coal mine in 
Emory County, Utah; 

Whereas Federal, State, and local rescue 
crews have worked relentlessly in an effort 
to find and rescue the trapped miners; 

Whereas, on August 16, 2007, Dale ‘‘Bird’’ 
Black, Gary Jensen, and Brandon Kimber 
bravely gave their lives and 6 other workers 
were injured during the rescue efforts; 

Whereas Utah is one of the largest coal- 
producing States in the United States, hav-
ing produced more than 26,000,000 tons of 
coal in 2006; 

Whereas coal generates more than half of 
our Nation’s electricity, providing millions 
of Americans with energy for their homes 
and businesses; 

Whereas coal mining continues to provide 
economic stability for many communities in 
Utah and throughout the United States; 

Whereas during the last century over 
100,000 coal miners have been killed in min-
ing accidents in the Nation’s coal mines; and 

Whereas the American people are greatly 
indebted to coal miners for the difficult and 
dangerous work they perform: Now, there-
fore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 
(1) honors Kerry Allred, Don Erickson, 

Luis Hernandez, Carlos Payan, Brandon Phil-
lips, and Manuel Sanchez, as well as Dale 
‘‘Bird’’ Black, Gary Jensen, and Brandon 
Kimber for their sacrifice in the Crandall 
Canyon coal mine; 

(2) extends the deepest condolences of the 
Nation to the families of these men; 

(3) recognizes the brave work of the many 
volunteers who participated in the rescue ef-
forts and provided support for the miners’ 
families during rescue operations; and 

(4) honors the contribution of coal mines 
and coal-mining families to America’s proud 
heritage. 

f 

SENATE RESOLUTION 313—SUP-
PORTING THE WE DON’T SERVE 
TEENS CAMPAIGN 

Mr. LOTT (for himself and Mr. 
PRYOR) submitted the following resolu-
tion; which was referred to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary: 

S. RES. 313 

Whereas the 2005 National Survey on Drug 
Use and Health estimates there are 11,000,000 
underage alcoholic beverage drinkers in the 
United States; 

Whereas research shows that young people 
who start drinking alcoholic beverages be-
fore the age of 15 are 4 times more likely to 
develop an alcohol-related disorder later in 
life; 

Whereas surveys show that 17 percent of 
8th graders, 33 percent of high school sopho-
mores, and 47 percent of high school seniors 
report recent drinking; 

Whereas, in a 2003 survey of drinkers ages 
10 to 18, 65 percent said they got the alcohol 
from family members or friends—some took 
alcohol from their own home or a friend’s 
home without permission, and in other cases 
adults, siblings, or friends provided the alco-
hol; 

Whereas the Surgeon General issued a na-
tional Call to Action against underage drink-
ing in March 2007, asking Americans to do 
more to stop current underage drinkers from 
using alcohol and to keep other young people 
from starting; 

Whereas the Leadership to Keep Children 
Alcohol Free initiative is a coalition of Gov-
ernors’ spouses, Federal agencies, and public 
and private organizations which specifically 
targets prevention of drinking in the 9- to 15- 
year-old age group; 

Whereas the National Alliance to Prevent 
Underage Drinking is a coalition of public 
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health, law enforcement, religious, treat-
ment and prevention, and other organiza-
tions with the goal of supporting and pro-
moting implementation of a comprehensive 
strategy to reduce underage drinking; 

Whereas the best protections against un-
derage drinking are comprehensive preven-
tion and enforcement strategies that include 
educating parents and members of the com-
munity; 

Whereas beverage alcohol is a unique prod-
uct and is regulated in such a way as to en-
courage social responsibility; 

Whereas parents should be encouraged to 
talk to their children about the dangers of 
underage drinking; 

Whereas the goal of the We Don’t Serve 
Teens campaign is to educate parents and 
community leaders about effective ways of 
reducing underage drinking; 

Whereas the We Don’t Serve Teens cam-
paign seeks to unite State officials, business 
leaders, parents, and community leaders in 
fighting underage drinking; 

Whereas the Federal Trade Commission 
has partnered with other Government enti-
ties, members of the beverage alcohol indus-
try, and members of the advocacy commu-
nity to educate the public on the dangers of 
underage drinking; 

Whereas the Federal Trade Commission 
has created an Internet website, 
www.dontserveteens.gov, as a resource for 
parents, educators, and community leaders 
concerned with underage drinking; 

Whereas Congress has demonstrated its 
commitment to the prevention of underage 
drinking by enacting the Sober Truth on 
Preventing Underage Drinking Act (STOP), 
which recognizes that the 3-tier system of 
manufacturer, wholesaler, and retailer and 
continued State regulation of the sale and 
distribution of alcohol are critical to pre-
venting access to alcohol by persons under 21 
years of age; and 

Whereas the We Don’t Serve Teens cam-
paign recognizes that all 3 tiers of the bev-
erage alcohol industry play a key role in the 
prevention of underage drinking, and unites 
all of those participants in a concerted effort 
to protect America’s youth: Now, therefore, 
be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 
(1) supports the goals and ideals of cam-

paigns working to prevent underage drink-
ing, including the We Don’t Serve Teens 
campaign; 

(2) recognizes September 10–15, 2007, as 
‘‘National We Don’t Serve Teens Week’’; 

(3) encourages people across the Nation to 
take advantage of the wealth of information 
that can be used to combat underage drink-
ing; and 

(4) commends the leadership and con-
tinuing efforts of all groups working to re-
duce underage drinking, including State and 
local officials, the Federal Trade Commis-
sion, community groups, public health orga-
nizations, law enforcement, and the beverage 
alcohol industry. 

f 

SENATE RESOLUTION 314—DESIG-
NATING SEPTEMBER 13, 2007, AS 
‘‘NATIONAL CELIAC DISEASE 
AWARENESS DAY’’ 

Mr. INHOFE (for himself and Mr. 
NELSON of Nebraska) submitted the fol-
lowing resolution; which was consid-
ered and agreed to: 

S. RES. 314 
Whereas celiac disease affects approxi-

mately 1 in every 130 people in the United 
States, for a total of 3,000,000 people; 

Whereas the majority of people with celiac 
disease have yet to be diagnosed; 

Whereas celiac disease is a chronic inflam-
matory disorder that is classified as both an 
autoimmune condition and a genetic condi-
tion; 

Whereas celiac disease causes damage to 
the lining of the small intestine, which re-
sults in overall malnutrition; 

Whereas, when a person with celiac disease 
consumes foods that contain certain protein 
fractions, that person suffers a cell-mediated 
immune response that damages the villi of 
the small intestine, interfering with the ab-
sorption of nutrients in food and the effec-
tiveness of medications; 

Whereas these problematic protein frac-
tions are found in wheat, barley, rye, and 
oats, which are used to produce many foods, 
medications, and vitamins; 

Whereas because celiac disease is a genetic 
disease, there is an increased incidence of ce-
liac disease in families with a known history 
of celiac disease; 

Whereas celiac disease is underdiagnosed 
because the symptoms can be attributed to 
other conditions and are easily overlooked 
by doctors and patients; 

Whereas, as recently as 2000, the average 
person with celiac disease waited 11 years for 
a correct diagnosis; 

Whereas 1⁄2 of all people with celiac disease 
do not show symptoms of the disease; 

Whereas celiac disease is diagnosed by 
tests that measure the blood for abnormally 
high levels of the antibodies of 
immunoglobulin A, anti-tissue 
transglutaminase, and IgA anti-endomysium 
antibodies; 

Whereas celiac disease can only be treated 
by implementing a diet free of wheat, barley, 
rye, and oats, often called a ‘‘gluten-free 
diet’’; 

Whereas a delay in the diagnosis of celiac 
disease can result in damage to the small in-
testine, which leads to an increased risk for 
malnutrition, anemia, lymphoma, adenocar-
cinoma, osteoporosis, miscarriage, con-
genital malformation, short stature, and dis-
orders of skin and other organs; 

Whereas celiac disease is linked to many 
autoimmune disorders, including thyroid 
disease, systemic lupus erythematosus, type 
1 diabetes, liver disease, collagen vascular 
disease, rheumatoid arthritis, and Sjogren’s 
syndrome; 

Whereas the connection between celiac dis-
ease and diet was first established by Dr. 
Samuel Gee, who wrote, ‘‘if the patient can 
be cured at all, it must be by means of diet’’; 

Whereas Dr. Samuel Gee was born on Sep-
tember 13, 1839; and 

Whereas the Senate is an institution that 
can raise awareness in the general public and 
the medical community of celiac disease: 
Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 
(1) designates September 13, 2007, as ‘‘Na-

tional Celiac Disease Awareness Day’’; 
(2) recognizes that all people of the United 

States should become more informed and 
aware of celiac disease; 

(3) calls upon the people of the United 
States to observe the date with appropriate 
ceremonies and activities; and 

(4) respectfully requests the Secretary of 
the Senate to transmit a copy of this resolu-
tion to the Celiac Sprue Association, the 
American Celiac Society, the Celiac Disease 
Foundation, the Gluten Intolerance Group of 

North America, and the Oklahoma Celiac 
Support Group No. 5 of the Celiac Sprue As-
sociation. 

f 

AMENDMENTS SUBMITTED AND 
PROPOSED 

SA 2790. Mrs. MURRAY (for herself and Mr. 
BOND) proposed an amendment to the bill 
H.R. 3074, making appropriations for the De-
partments of Transportation, and Housing 
and Urban Development, and related agen-
cies for the fiscal year ending September 30, 
2008, and for other purposes. 

SA 2791. Mrs. MURRAY proposed an 
amendment to the bill H.R. 3074, supra. 

SA 2792. Mrs. MURRAY (for herself, Ms. 
LANDRIEU, Mr. SCHUMER, Mrs. CLINTON, Mr. 
LAUTENBERG, Mrs. LINCOLN, Mr. DURBIN, Mr. 
CARDIN, Mr. ROCKEFELLER, Mr. KERRY, Mr. 
SALAZAR, and Mr. PRYOR) proposed an 
amendment to amendment SA 2791 proposed 
by Mrs. MURRAY to the bill H.R. 3074, supra. 

SA 2793. Mr. DORGAN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill H.R. 3074, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 2794. Mr. BINGAMAN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill H.R. 3074, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 2795. Ms. LANDRIEU submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by her 
to the bill H.R. 3074, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 2796. Mr. INHOFE submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 3074, supra. 

SA 2797. Mr. DORGAN (for himself, Mrs. 
CLINTON, Mr. OBAMA, Mr. BROWN, Mr. SPEC-
TER, Mr. INOUYE, and Ms. LANDRIEU) proposed 
an amendment to the bill H.R. 3074, supra. 

SA 2798. Ms. KLOBUCHAR (for herself and 
Mr. COLEMAN) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by her to the bill H.R. 
3074, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 2799. Mr. REID (for Mr. OBAMA) sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be pro-
posed by Mr. Reid to the bill H.R. 3074, supra; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 2800. Mr. DURBIN submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 3074, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 2801. Mr. CASEY (for himself and Mr. 
SPECTER) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed by him to the bill H.R. 3074, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 2802. Mrs. CLINTON (for herself and Mr. 
SCHUMER) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed by her to the bill H.R. 3074, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 2803. Mr. SCHUMER submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill H.R. 3074, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 2804. Mr. SCHUMER submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill H.R. 3074, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 2805. Mr. LAUTENBERG submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill H.R. 3074, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 2806. Ms. CANTWELL submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by her 
to the bill H.R. 3074, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 2807. Mr. REID submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 3074, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 
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TEXT OF AMENDMENTS 

SA 2790. Mrs. MURRAY (for herself 
and Mr. BOND) proposed an amendment 
to the bill H.R. 3074, making appropria-
tions for the Departments of Transpor-
tation, and Housing and Urban Devel-
opment, and related agencies for the 
fiscal year ending September 30, 2008, 
and for other purposes; as follows: 
That the following sums are appropriated, 
out of any money in the Treasury not other-
wise appropriated, for the Departments of 
Transportation and Housing and Urban De-
velopment, and Related Agencies for the fis-
cal year ending September 30, 2008, and for 
other purposes, namely: 

TITLE I 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses of the Office of the 
Secretary, $95,197,000, of which not to exceed 
$2,314,274 shall be available for the imme-
diate Office of the Secretary; not to exceed 
$736,833 shall be available for the immediate 
Office of the Deputy Secretary; not to exceed 
$18,719,099 shall be available for the Office of 
the General Counsel; not to exceed $11,874,050 
shall be available for the Office of the Under 
Secretary of Transportation for Policy; not 
to exceed $10,416,963 shall be available for the 
Office of the Assistant Secretary for Budget 
and Programs; not to exceed $2,384,312 shall 
be available for the Office of the Assistant 
Secretary for Governmental Affairs; not to 
exceed $24,007,990 shall be available for the 
Office of the Assistant Secretary for Admin-
istration; not to exceed $1,987,803 shall be 
available for the Office of Public Affairs; not 
to exceed $1,534,557 shall be available for the 
Office of the Executive Secretariat; not to 
exceed $1,334,596 shall be available for the Of-
fice of Small and Disadvantaged Business 
Utilization; not to exceed $8,299,072 for the 
Office of Intelligence, Security, and Emer-
gency Response; and not to exceed $11,587,000 
shall be available for the Office of the Chief 
Information Officer: Provided, That the Sec-
retary of Transportation is authorized to 
transfer funds appropriated for any office of 
the Office of the Secretary to any other of-
fice of the Office of the Secretary: Provided 
further, That no appropriation for any office 
shall be increased or decreased by more than 
5 percent by all such transfers: Provided fur-
ther, That notice of any change in funding 
greater than 5 percent shall be submitted for 
approval to the House and Senate Commit-
tees on Appropriations: Provided further, 
That not to exceed $60,000 shall be for alloca-
tion within the Department for official re-
ception and representation expenses as the 
Secretary may determine: Provided further, 
That notwithstanding any other provision of 
law, excluding fees authorized in Public Law 
107–71, there may be credited to this appro-
priation up to $2,500,000 in funds received in 
user fees: Provided further, That none of the 
funds provided in this Act shall be available 
for the position of Assistant Secretary for 
Public Affairs. 

OFFICE OF CIVIL RIGHTS 
For necessary expenses of the Office of 

Civil Rights, $9,140,900. 
TRANSPORTATION PLANNING, RESEARCH, AND 

DEVELOPMENT 
For necessary expenses for conducting 

transportation planning, research, systems 
development, development activities, and 
making grants, to remain available until ex-
pended, $14,115,000. 

WORKING CAPITAL FUND 
Necessary expenses for operating costs and 

capital outlays of the Working Capital Fund, 
not to exceed $128,094,000, shall be paid from 
appropriations made available to the Depart-
ment of Transportation: Provided, That such 
services shall be provided on a competitive 
basis to entities within the Department of 
Transportation: Provided further, That the 
above limitation on operating expenses shall 
not apply to non-DOT entities: Provided fur-
ther, That no funds appropriated in this Act 
to an agency of the Department shall be 
transferred to the Working Capital Fund 
without the approval of the agency modal 
administrator: Provided further, That no as-
sessments may be levied against any pro-
gram, budget activity, subactivity or project 
funded by this Act unless notice of such as-
sessments and the basis therefor are pre-
sented to the House and Senate Committees 
on Appropriations and are approved by such 
Committees. 

MINORITY BUSINESS RESOURCE CENTER 
PROGRAM 

For the cost of guaranteed loans, $370,000, 
as authorized by 49 U.S.C. 332: Provided, That 
such costs, including the cost of modifying 
such loans, shall be as defined in section 502 
of the Congressional Budget Act of 1974: Pro-
vided further, That these funds are available 
to subsidize total loan principal, any part of 
which is to be guaranteed, not to exceed 
$18,367,000. In addition, for administrative ex-
penses to carry out the guaranteed loan pro-
gram, $521,000. 

MINORITY BUSINESS OUTREACH 
For necessary expenses of Minority Busi-

ness Resource Center outreach activities, 
$2,970,000, to remain available until Sep-
tember 30, 2009: Provided, That notwith-
standing 49 U.S.C. 332, these funds may be 
used for business opportunities related to 
any mode of transportation. 

PAYMENTS TO AIR CARRIERS 
(AIRPORT AND AIRWAY TRUST FUND) 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 
In addition to funds made available from 

any other source to carry out the essential 
air service program under 49 U.S.C. 41731 
through 41742, $60,000,000, to be derived from 
the Airport and Airway Trust Fund, to re-
main available until expended: Provided, 
That, in determining between or among car-
riers competing to provide service to a com-
munity, the Secretary may consider the rel-
ative subsidy requirements of the carriers: 
Provided further, That, if the funds under this 
heading are insufficient to meet the costs of 
the essential air service program in the cur-
rent fiscal year, the Secretary shall transfer 
such sums as may be necessary to carry out 
the essential air service program from any 
available amounts appropriated to or di-
rectly administered by the Office of the Sec-
retary for such fiscal year. 

COMPENSATION FOR AIR CARRIERS 
(RESCISSION) 

Of the remaining unobligated balances 
under section 101(a)(2) of Public Law 107–42, 
$22,000,000 are rescinded. 

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS—OFFICE OF THE 
SECRETARY OF TRANSPORTATION 

SEC. 101. The Secretary of Transportation 
is authorized to transfer the unexpended bal-
ances available for the bonding assistance 
program from ‘‘Office of the Secretary, Sala-
ries and expenses’’ to ‘‘Minority Business 
Outreach’’. 

SEC. 102. None of the funds made available 
in this Act to the Department of Transpor-

tation may be obligated for the Office of the 
Secretary of Transportation to approve as-
sessments or reimbursable agreements per-
taining to funds appropriated to the modal 
administrations in this Act, except for ac-
tivities underway on the date of enactment 
of this Act, unless such assessments or 
agreements have completed the normal re-
programming process for Congressional noti-
fication. 

SEC. 103. None of the funds made available 
under this Act may be obligated or expended 
to establish or implement a program under 
which essential air service communities are 
required to assume subsidy costs commonly 
referred to as the EAS local participation 
program. 

FEDERAL AVIATION ADMINISTRATION 

OPERATIONS 

(AIRPORT AND AIRWAY TRUST FUND) 

For necessary expenses of the Federal 
Aviation Administration, not otherwise pro-
vided for, including operations and research 
activities related to commercial space trans-
portation, administrative expenses for re-
search and development, establishment of 
air navigation facilities, the operation (in-
cluding leasing) and maintenance of aircraft, 
subsidizing the cost of aeronautical charts 
and maps sold to the public, lease or pur-
chase of passenger motor vehicles for re-
placement only, in addition to amounts 
made available by Public Law 108–176, 
$8,761,783,000, of which $6,400,580,000 shall be 
derived from the Airport and Airway Trust 
Fund, of which not to exceed $6,964,813,000 
shall be available for air traffic organization 
activities; not to exceed $1,092,103,000 shall be 
available for aviation safety activities; not 
to exceed $12,837,437 shall be available for 
commercial space transportation activities; 
not to exceed $103,848,661 shall be available 
for financial services activities; not to ex-
ceed $91,214,239 shall be available for human 
resources program activities; not to exceed 
$290,872,359 shall be available for region and 
center operations and regional coordination 
activities; not to exceed $166,541,633 shall be 
available for staff offices; and not to exceed 
$39,552,285 shall be available for information 
services: Provided, That not to exceed 2 per-
cent of any budget activity, except for avia-
tion safety budget activity, may be trans-
ferred to any budget activity under this 
heading: Provided further, That no transfer 
may increase or decrease any appropriation 
by more than 2 percent: Provided further, 
That any transfer in excess of 2 percent shall 
be treated as a reprogramming of funds 
under section 405 of this Act and shall not be 
available for obligation or expenditure ex-
cept in compliance with the procedures set 
forth in that section: Provided further, That 
the Secretary utilize not less than $20,000,000 
of the funds provided for aviation safety ac-
tivities to pay for staff increases in the Of-
fice of Aviation Flight Standards and the Of-
fice of Aircraft Certification: Provided fur-
ther, That none of the funds provided for in-
creases to the staffs of the aviation flight 
standards and aircraft certification offices 
shall be used for other purposes: Provided fur-
ther, That not later than March 31 of each 
fiscal year hereafter, the Administrator of 
the Federal Aviation Administration shall 
transmit to Congress an annual update to 
the report submitted to Congress in Decem-
ber 2004 pursuant to section 221 of Public 
Law 108–176: Provided further, That the 
amount herein appropriated shall be reduced 
by $100,000 for each day after March 31 that 
such report has not been submitted to the 
Congress: Provided further, That not later 
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than March 31 of each fiscal year hereafter, 
the Administrator shall transmit to Con-
gress a companion report that describes a 
comprehensive strategy for staffing, hiring, 
and training flight standards and aircraft 
certification staff in a format similar to the 
one utilized for the controller staffing plan, 
including stated attrition estimates and nu-
merical hiring goals by fiscal year: Provided 
further, That the amount herein appropriated 
shall be reduced by $100,000 per day for each 
day after March 31 that such report has not 
been submitted to Congress: Provided further, 
That none of the funds in this Act shall be 
available for the Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration to finalize or implement any regula-
tion that would promulgate new aviation 
user fees not specifically authorized by law 
after the date of the enactment of this Act: 
Provided further, That there may be credited 
to this appropriation funds received from 
States, counties, municipalities, foreign au-
thorities, other public authorities, and pri-
vate sources, for expenses incurred in the 
provision of agency services, including re-
ceipts for the maintenance and operation of 
air navigation facilities, and for issuance, re-
newal or modification of certificates, includ-
ing airman, aircraft, and repair station cer-
tificates, or for tests related thereto, or for 
processing major repair or alteration forms: 
Provided further, That of the funds appro-
priated under this heading, not less than 
$8,500,000 shall be for the contract tower 
cost-sharing program: Provided further, That 
none of the funds in this Act shall be avail-
able for paying premium pay under 5 U.S.C. 
5546(a) to any Federal Aviation Administra-
tion employee unless such employee actually 
performed work during the time cor-
responding to such premium pay: Provided 
further, That none of the funds in this Act for 
aeronautical charting and cartography are 
available for activities conducted by, or co-
ordinated through, the Working Capital 
Fund: Provided further, That none of the 
funds in this Act may be obligated or ex-
pended for an employee of the Federal Avia-
tion Administration to purchase a store gift 
card or gift certificate through use of a Gov-
ernment-issued credit card. 

FACILITIES AND EQUIPMENT 
(AIRPORT AND AIRWAY TRUST FUND) 

For necessary expenses, not otherwise pro-
vided for, for acquisition, establishment, 
technical support services, improvement by 
contract or purchase, and hire of air naviga-
tion and experimental facilities and equip-
ment, as authorized under part A of subtitle 
VII of title 49, United States Code, including 
initial acquisition of necessary sites by lease 
or grant; engineering and service testing, in-
cluding construction of test facilities and ac-
quisition of necessary sites by lease or grant; 
construction and furnishing of quarters and 
related accommodations for officers and em-
ployees of the Federal Aviation Administra-
tion stationed at remote localities where 
such accommodations are not available; and 
the purchase, lease, or transfer of aircraft 
from funds available under this heading, in-
cluding aircraft for aviation regulation and 
certification; to be derived from the Airport 
and Airway Trust Fund, $2,516,920,000, of 
which $2,056,947,000 shall remain available 
until September 30, 2010, and of which 
$459,973,000 shall remain available until Sep-
tember 30, 2008: Provided, That there may be 
credited to this appropriation funds received 
from States, counties, municipalities, other 
public authorities, and private sources, for 
expenses incurred in the establishment and 
modernization of air navigation facilities: 
Provided further, That upon initial submis-

sion to the Congress of the fiscal year 2009 
President’s budget, the Secretary of Trans-
portation shall transmit to the Congress a 
comprehensive capital investment plan for 
the Federal Aviation Administration which 
includes funding for each budget line item 
for fiscal years 2009 through 2013, with total 
funding for each year of the plan constrained 
to the funding targets for those years as esti-
mated and approved by the Office of Manage-
ment and Budget. 

RESEARCH, ENGINEERING, AND DEVELOPMENT 
(AIRPORT AND AIRWAY TRUST FUND) 

For necessary expenses, not otherwise pro-
vided for, for research, engineering, and de-
velopment, as authorized under part A of 
subtitle VII of title 49, United States Code, 
including construction of experimental fa-
cilities and acquisition of necessary sites by 
lease or grant, $148,800,000, to be derived from 
the Airport and Airway Trust Fund and to 
remain available until September 30, 2010: 
Provided, That there may be credited to this 
appropriation as offsetting collections, funds 
received from States, counties, municipali-
ties, other public authorities, and private 
sources, which shall be available for ex-
penses incurred for research, engineering, 
and development. 

GRANTS-IN-AID FOR AIRPORTS 
(LIQUIDATION OF CONTRACT AUTHORIZATION) 

(LIMITATION ON OBLIGATIONS) 
(AIRPORT AND AIRWAY TRUST FUND) 

For liquidation of obligations incurred for 
grants-in-aid for airport planning and devel-
opment, and noise compatibility planning 
and programs as authorized under sub-
chapter I of chapter 471 and subchapter I of 
chapter 475 of title 49, United States Code, 
and under other law authorizing such obliga-
tions; for procurement, installation, and 
commissioning of runway incursion preven-
tion devices and systems at airports of such 
title; for grants authorized under section 
41743 of title 49, United States Code; and for 
inspection activities and administration of 
airport safety programs, including those re-
lated to airport operating certificates under 
section 44706 of title 49, United States Code, 
$4,399,000,000 to be derived from the Airport 
and Airway Trust Fund and to remain avail-
able until expended: Provided, That none of 
the funds under this heading shall be avail-
able for the planning or execution of pro-
grams the obligations for which are in excess 
of $3,514,500,000 in fiscal year 2008, notwith-
standing section 47117(g) of title 49, United 
States Code: Provided further, That none of 
the funds under this heading shall be avail-
able for the replacement of baggage con-
veyor systems, reconfiguration of terminal 
baggage areas, or other airport improve-
ments that are necessary to install bulk ex-
plosive detection systems: Provided further, 
That notwithstanding any other provision of 
law, of funds limited under this heading, not 
more than $80,676,000 shall be obligated for 
administration, not less than $10,000,000 shall 
be available for the airport cooperative re-
search program, not less than $18,712,000 
shall be for Airport Technology Research 
and $10,000,000 shall be available and trans-
ferred to the account available to administer 
the small community air service develop-
ment program, to remain available until ex-
pended. 

(RESCISSION) 
Of the amounts authorized for the fiscal 

year ending September 30, 2007, and prior 
years under sections 48103 and 48112 of title 
49, United States Code, $185,500,000 are re-
scinded. 

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS—FEDERAL 
AVIATION ADMINISTRATION 

SEC. 110. None of the funds in this Act may 
be used to compensate in excess of 375 tech-
nical staff-years under the federally funded 
research and development center contract 
between the Federal Aviation Administra-
tion and the Center for Advanced Aviation 
Systems Development during fiscal year 
2008. 

SEC. 111. None of the funds in this Act shall 
be used to pursue or adopt guidelines or reg-
ulations requiring airport sponsors to pro-
vide to the Federal Aviation Administration 
without cost building construction, mainte-
nance, utilities and expenses, or space in air-
port sponsor-owned buildings for services re-
lating to air traffic control, air navigation, 
or weather reporting: Provided, That the pro-
hibition of funds in this section does not 
apply to negotiations between the agency 
and airport sponsors to achieve agreement 
on ‘‘below-market’’ rates for these items or 
to grant assurances that require airport 
sponsors to provide land without cost to the 
FAA for air traffic control facilities. 

SEC. 112. The Administrator of the Federal 
Aviation Administration may reimburse 
amounts made available to satisfy 49 U.S.C. 
41742(a)(1) from fees credited under 49 U.S.C. 
45303: Provided, That during fiscal year 2008, 
49 U.S.C. 41742(b) shall not apply, and any 
amount remaining in such account at the 
close of that fiscal year may be made avail-
able to satisfy section 41742(a)(1) for the sub-
sequent fiscal year. 

SEC. 113. Amounts collected under section 
40113(e) of title 49, United States Code, shall 
be credited to the appropriation current at 
the time of collection, to be merged with and 
available for the same purposes of such ap-
propriation. 

SEC. 114. (a) Section 44302(f)(1) of title 49, 
United States Code, is amended by striking 
‘‘2006,’’ each place it appears and inserting 
‘‘2008,’’. 

(b) Section 44303(b) of such title is amended 
by striking ‘‘2006,’’ and inserting ‘‘2008,’’. 

(c) Section 44310 of such title is amended 
by striking ‘‘March 30, 2008’’ and inserting 
‘‘December 31, 2008’’. 

SEC. 115. (a) IN GENERAL.—A pilot who has 
attained 60 years of age may serve as a pilot 
of an aircraft operated by an air carrier en-
gaged in operations under part 121 of title 14, 
Code of Federal Regulations, until attaining 
65 years of age only if the pilot serves— 

(1) as a required pilot in multi-crew air-
craft operations; and 

(2) with another pilot serving as a required 
pilot in such multi-crew aircraft operations 
who has not yet attained 60 years of age. 

(b) SUNSET OF AGE-60 RULE.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 121.383(c) of title 

14, Code of Federal Regulations shall have no 
further force or effect. 

(2) REGULATIONS.—Not later than 30 days 
after paragraph (1) takes effect, the Sec-
retary of Transportation shall take such ac-
tion as may be necessary to implement para-
graph (1) and to modify the regulations re-
lating to pilot privileges by reason of age. 

(c) APPLICABILITY.—The provisions of sub-
section (a) shall not provide a basis for a 
claim of seniority under any labor agree-
ment in effect between a recognized bar-
gaining unit for pilots and an air carrier en-
gaged in operations under part 121 of title 14, 
Code of Federal Regulations, that is made by 
a person who was a pilot and who attained 60 
years of age before this section takes effect 
and is seeking a position as a pilot with such 
air carrier following that person’s termi-
nation or cessation of employment or pro-
motion or transfer to another position with 
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such air carrier pursuant to section 121.383(c) 
of title 14, Code of Federal Regulations, as in 
effect on the day before the effective date of 
this section. 

(d) GAO REPORT AFTER MODIFICATION OF 
AGE-60 STANDARD.—Not later than 24 months 
after the effective date described in sub-
section (e), the Comptroller General of the 
United States shall report to the Senate 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation and the House of Representa-
tives Committee on Transportation and In-
frastructure concerning the effect on avia-
tion safety, if any, of the modification of the 
age standard contained in subsection (a). 

(e) EFFECTIVE DATE.—This section shall 
take effect 30 days after the date of the en-
actment of this Act. 

FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 

LIMITATION ON ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENSES 

Not to exceed $377,556,000, together with 
advances and reimbursements received by 
the Federal Highway Administration, shall 
be paid in accordance with law from appro-
priations made available by this Act to the 
Federal Highway Administration for nec-
essary expenses for administration and oper-
ation. 

FEDERAL-AID HIGHWAYS 

(LIMITATION ON OBLIGATIONS) 

(HIGHWAY TRUST FUND) 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

None of the funds in this Act shall be 
available for the implementation or execu-
tion of programs, the obligations for which 
are in excess of $40,216,051,359 for Federal-aid 
highways and highway safety construction 
programs for fiscal year 2008: Provided, That 
within the $40,216,051,359 obligation limita-
tion on Federal-aid highways and highway 
safety construction programs, not more than 
$429,800,000 shall be available for the imple-
mentation or execution of programs for 
transportation research (chapter 5 of title 23, 
United States Code; sections 111, 5505, and 
5506 of title 49, United States Code; and title 
5 of Public Law 109–59) for fiscal year 2008: 
Provided further, That this limitation on 
transportation research programs shall not 
apply to any authority previously made 
available for obligation: Provided further, 
That the Secretary may, as authorized by 
section 605(b) of title 23, United States Code, 
collect and spend fees to cover the costs of 
services of expert firms, including counsel, 
in the field of municipal and project finance 
to assist in the underwriting and servicing of 
Federal credit instruments and all or a por-
tion of the costs to the Federal government 
of servicing such credit instruments: Pro-
vided further, That such fees are available 
until expended to pay for such costs: Pro-
vided further, That such amounts are in addi-
tion to administrative expenses that are also 
available for such purpose, and are not sub-
ject to any obligation limitation or the limi-
tation on administrative expenses under sec-
tion 608 of title 23, United States Code. 

(LIQUIDATION OF CONTRACT AUTHORIZATION) 

(HIGHWAY TRUST FUND) 

Notwithstanding any other provision of 
law, for carrying out the provisions of title 
23, United States Code, that are attributable 
to Federal-aid highways, not otherwise pro-
vided, including reimbursement for sums ex-
pended pursuant to the provisions of 23 
U.S.C. 308, $40,955,051,359 or so much thereof 
as may be available in and derived from the 
Highway Trust Fund (other than the Mass 
Transit Account), to remain available until 
expended. 

(RESCISSION) 

(HIGHWAY TRUST FUND) 

Of the unobligated balances of funds appor-
tioned to each State under chapter 1 of title 
23, United States Code, $2,890,000,000 are re-
scinded: Provided, That such rescission shall 
not apply to the funds distributed in accord-
ance with sections 130(f) and 104(b)(5) of title 
23, United States Code; sections 133(d)(1) and 
163 of such title, as in effect on the day be-
fore the date of enactment of Public Law 
109–59; and the first sentence of section 
133(d)(3)(A) of such title. 

APPALACHIAN DEVELOPMENT HIGHWAY SYSTEM 

For necessary expenses for West Virginia 
corridor H of the Appalachian Development 
Highway System as authorized under section 
1069(y) of Public Law 102–240, as amended, 
$20,000,000, to remain available until ex-
pended. 

DELTA REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION 
DEVELOPMENT PROGRAM 

For necessary expenses for the Delta Re-
gional Transportation Development Program 
as authorized under section 1308 of Public 
Law 109–59, $20,000,000, to remain available 
until expended. 

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS—FEDERAL 
HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 

SEC. 120. (a) For fiscal year 2008, the Sec-
retary of Transportation shall— 

(1) not distribute from the obligation limi-
tation for Federal-aid highways amounts au-
thorized for administrative expenses and pro-
grams by section 104(a) of title 23, United 
States Code; programs funded from the ad-
ministrative takedown authorized by section 
104(a)(1) of title 23, United States Code (as in 
effect on the date before the date of enact-
ment of the Safe, Accountable, Flexible, Ef-
ficient Transportation Equity Act: A Legacy 
for Users); the highway use tax evasion pro-
gram; amounts designated under section 124; 
and the Bureau of Transportation Statistics; 

(2) not distribute an amount from the obli-
gation limitation for Federal-aid highways 
that is equal to the unobligated balance of 
amounts made available from the Highway 
Trust Fund (other than the Mass Transit Ac-
count) for Federal-aid highways and highway 
safety programs for previous fiscal years the 
funds for which are allocated by the Sec-
retary; 

(3) determine the ratio that— 
(A) the obligation limitation for Federal- 

aid highways, less the aggregate of amounts 
not distributed under paragraphs (1) and (2), 
bears to 

(B) the total of the sums authorized to be 
appropriated for Federal-aid highways and 
highway safety construction programs (other 
than sums authorized to be appropriated for 
provisions of law described in paragraphs (1) 
through (9) of subsection (b) and sums au-
thorized to be appropriated for section 105 of 
title 23, United States Code, equal to the 
amount referred to in subsection (b)(10) for 
such fiscal year), less the aggregate of the 
amounts not distributed under paragraphs 
(1) and (2) of this subsection; 

(4)(A) distribute the obligation limitation 
for Federal-aid highways, less the aggregate 
amounts not distributed under paragraphs 
(1) and (2), for sections 1301, 1302, and 1934 of 
the Safe, Accountable, Flexible, Efficient 
Transportation Equity Act: A Legacy for 
Users; sections 117 (but individually for each 
project numbered 1 through 3676 listed in the 
table contained in section 1702 of the Safe, 
Accountable, Flexible, Efficient Transpor-
tation Equity Act: A Legacy for Users) and 
144(g) of title 23, United States Code; and sec-

tion 14501 of title 40, United States Code, so 
that the amount of obligation authority 
available for each of such sections is equal to 
the amount determined by multiplying the 
ratio determined under paragraph (3) by the 
sums authorized to be appropriated for that 
section for the fiscal year; and 

(B) distribute $2,000,000,000 for section 105 
of title 23, United States Code; 

(5) distribute the obligation limitation pro-
vided for Federal-aid highways, less the ag-
gregate amounts not distributed under para-
graphs (1) and (2) and amounts distributed 
under paragraph (4), for each of the programs 
that are allocated by the Secretary under 
the Safe, Accountable, Flexible, Efficient 
Transportation Equity Act: A Legacy for 
Users and title 23, United States Code (other 
than to programs to which paragraphs (1) 
and (4) apply), by multiplying the ratio de-
termined under paragraph (3) by the 
amounts authorized to be appropriated for 
each such program for such fiscal year; and 

(6) distribute the obligation limitation pro-
vided for Federal-aid highways, less the ag-
gregate amounts not distributed under para-
graphs (1) and (2) and amounts distributed 
under paragraphs (4) and (5), for Federal-aid 
highways and highway safety construction 
programs (other than the amounts appor-
tioned for the equity bonus program, but 
only to the extent that the amounts appor-
tioned for the equity bonus program for the 
fiscal year are greater than $2,639,000,000, and 
the Appalachian development highway sys-
tem program) that are apportioned by the 
Secretary under the Safe, Accountable, 
Flexible, Efficient Transportation Equity 
Act: A Legacy for Users and title 23, United 
States Code, in the ratio that— 

(A) amounts authorized to be appropriated 
for such programs that are apportioned to 
each State for such fiscal year, bear to 

(B) the total of the amounts authorized to 
be appropriated for such programs that are 
apportioned to all States for such fiscal year. 

(b) EXCEPTIONS FROM OBLIGATION LIMITA-
TION.—The obligation limitation for Federal- 
aid highways shall not apply to obligations: 
(1) under section 125 of title 23, United States 
Code; (2) under section 147 of the Surface 
Transportation Assistance Act of 1978; (3) 
under section 9 of the Federal-Aid Highway 
Act of 1981; (4) under subsections (b) and (j) 
of section 131 of the Surface Transportation 
Assistance Act of 1982; (5) under subsections 
(b) and (c) of section 149 of the Surface 
Transportation and Uniform Relocation As-
sistance Act of 1987; (6) under sections 1103 
through 1108 of the Intermodal Surface 
Transportation Efficiency Act of 1991; (7) 
under section 157 of title 23, United States 
Code, as in effect on the day before the date 
of the enactment of the Transportation Eq-
uity Act for the 21st Century; (8) under sec-
tion 105 of title 23, United States Code, as in 
effect for fiscal years 1998 through 2004, but 
only in an amount equal to $639,000,000 for 
each of those fiscal years; (9) for Federal-aid 
highway programs for which obligation au-
thority was made available under the Trans-
portation Equity Act for the 21st Century or 
subsequent public laws for multiple years or 
to remain available until used, but only to 
the extent that the obligation authority has 
not lapsed or been used; (10) under section 
105 of title 23, United States Code, but only 
in an amount equal to $639,000,000 for each of 
fiscal years 2005 through 2008; and (11) under 
section 1603 of the Safe, Accountable, Flexi-
ble, Efficient Transportation Equity Act: A 
Legacy for Users, to the extent that funds 
obligated in accordance with that section 
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were not subject to a limitation on obliga-
tions at the time at which the funds were 
initially made available for obligation. 

(c) REDISTRIBUTION OF UNUSED OBLIGATION 
AUTHORITY.—Notwithstanding subsection (a), 
the Secretary shall, after August 1 of such 
fiscal year, revise a distribution of the obli-
gation limitation made available under sub-
section (a) if the amount distributed cannot 
be obligated during that fiscal year and re-
distribute sufficient amounts to those States 
able to obligate amounts in addition to those 
previously distributed during that fiscal 
year, giving priority to those States having 
large unobligated balances of funds appor-
tioned under sections 104 and 144 of title 23, 
United States Code. 

(d) APPLICABILITY OF OBLIGATION LIMITA-
TIONS TO TRANSPORTATION RESEARCH PRO-
GRAMS.—The obligation limitation shall 
apply to transportation research programs 
carried out under chapter 5 of title 23, United 
States Code, and title V (research title) of 
the Safe, Accountable, Flexible, Efficient 
Transportation Equity Act: A Legacy for 
Users, except that obligation authority made 
available for such programs under such limi-
tation shall remain available for a period of 
3 fiscal years and shall be in addition to the 
amount of any limitation imposed on obliga-
tions for Federal-aid highway and highway 
safety construction programs for future fis-
cal years. 

(e) REDISTRIBUTION OF CERTAIN AUTHORIZED 
FUNDS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 30 days 
after the date of the distribution of obliga-
tion limitation under subsection (a), the Sec-
retary shall distribute to the States any 
funds that— 

(A) are authorized to be appropriated for 
such fiscal year for Federal-aid highways 
programs; and 

(B) the Secretary determines will not be 
allocated to the States, and will not be avail-
able for obligation, in such fiscal year due to 
the imposition of any obligation limitation 
for such fiscal year. 

(2) RATIO.—Funds shall be distributed 
under paragraph (1) in the same ratio as the 
distribution of obligation authority under 
subsection (a)(6). 

(3) AVAILABILITY.—Funds distributed under 
paragraph (1) shall be available for any pur-
poses described in section 133(b) of title 23, 
United States Code. 

(f) SPECIAL LIMITATION CHARACTERISTICS.— 
Obligation limitation distributed for a fiscal 
year under subsection (a)(4) for the provision 
specified in subsection (a)(4) shall— 

(1) remain available until used for obliga-
tion of funds for that provision; and 

(2) be in addition to the amount of any lim-
itation imposed on obligations for Federal- 
aid highway and highway safety construc-
tion programs for future fiscal years. 

(g) HIGH PRIORITY PROJECT FLEXIBILITY.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to paragraph (2), 

obligation authority distributed for such fis-
cal year under subsection (a)(4) for each 
project numbered 1 through 3676 listed in the 
table contained in section 1702 of the Safe, 
Accountable, Flexible, Efficient Transpor-
tation Equity Act: A Legacy for Users may 
be obligated for any other project in such 
section in the same State. 

(2) RESTORATION.—Obligation authority 
used as described in paragraph (1) shall be re-
stored to the original purpose on the date on 
which obligation authority is distributed 
under this section for the next fiscal year 
following obligation under paragraph (1). 

(h) LIMITATION ON STATUTORY CONSTRUC-
TION.—Nothing in this section shall be con-

strued to limit the distribution of obligation 
authority under subsection (a)(4)(A) for each 
of the individual projects numbered greater 
than 3676 listed in the table contained in sec-
tion 1702 of the Safe, Accountable, Flexible, 
Efficient Transportation Equity Act: A Leg-
acy for Users. 

SEC. 121. Notwithstanding 31 U.S.C. 3302, 
funds received by the Bureau of Transpor-
tation Statistics from the sale of data prod-
ucts, for necessary expenses incurred pursu-
ant to 49 U.S.C. 111 may be credited to the 
Federal-aid highways account for the pur-
pose of reimbursing the Bureau for such ex-
penses: Provided, That such funds shall be 
subject to the obligation limitation for Fed-
eral-aid highways and highway safety con-
struction. 

(RESCISSION) 
SEC. 122. Of the amounts made available 

under section 104(a) of title 23, United States 
Code, $43,358,601 are rescinded. 

(RESCISSION) 
SEC. 123. Of the unobligated balances made 

available under section 188(a)(1) of title 23, 
United States Code, as in effect on the day 
before the date of enactment of Public Law 
109–59, and under section 608(a)(1) of such 
title, $187,146,000 are rescinded. 

SEC. 124. Notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of law, funds authorized under section 
110 of title 23, United States Code, for fiscal 
year 2008 shall be designated for projects and 
competitive initiatives as listed in the re-
port accompanying this Act. 

SEC. 125. Not less than 15 days prior to 
waiving, under her statutory authority, any 
Buy America requirement for Federal-aid 
highway projects, the Secretary of Transpor-
tation shall make an informal public notice 
and comment opportunity on the intent to 
issue such waiver and the reasons therefor. 
The Secretary shall provide an annual report 
to the Appropriations Committees of the 
Congress on any waivers granted under the 
Buy America requirements. 

SEC. 126. Notwithstanding section 378 of 
the Department of Transportation and Re-
lated Agencies Appropriations Act, 2001 
(Public Law 106–346; 114 Stat. 1356A–38), 
amounts made available under that section 
for a project for construction of and im-
provements to North Shore Road in Swain 
County, North Carolina, that remain unobli-
gated and unexpended after issuance of the 
record of decision for that project may be 
used to implement the selected alternative 
included in the record of decision. 

FEDERAL MOTOR CARRIER SAFETY 
ADMINISTRATION 

MOTOR CARRIER SAFETY OPERATIONS AND 
PROGRAMS 

(LIQUIDATION OF CONTRACT AUTHORIZATION) 
(LIMITATION ON OBLIGATIONS) 

(HIGHWAY TRUST FUND) 
For payment of obligations incurred for 

administration of motor carrier safety oper-
ations and programs pursuant to section 
31104(i) of title 49, United States Code, and 
sections 4127 and 4134 of Public Law 109–59, 
$231,469,553, to be derived from the Highway 
Trust Fund (other than the Mass Transit Ac-
count), together with advances and reim-
bursements received by the Federal Motor 
Carrier Safety Administration, the sum of 
which shall remain available until expended: 
Provided, That none of the funds derived 
from the Highway Trust Fund in this Act 
shall be available for the implementation, 
execution or administration of programs, the 
obligations for which are in excess of 
$231,469,553, for ‘‘Motor Carrier Safety Oper-

ations and Programs’’, of which $7,550,000, to 
remain available for obligation until Sep-
tember 30, 2010, is for the research and tech-
nology program and $1,000,000 shall be avail-
able for commercial motor vehicle operator’s 
grants to carry out section 4134 of Public 
Law 109–59: Provided further, That notwith-
standing any other provision of law, none of 
the funds under this heading for outreach 
and education shall be available for transfer. 

MOTOR CARRIER SAFETY GRANTS 
(LIQUIDATION OF CONTRACT AUTHORIZATION) 

(LIMITATION ON OBLIGATIONS) 
(HIGHWAY TRUST FUND) 
(INCLUDING RESCISSION) 

For payment of obligations incurred in 
carrying out sections 31102, 31104(a), 31106, 
31107, 31109, 31309, 31313 of title 49, United 
States Code, and sections 4126 and 4128 of 
Public Law 109–59, $300,000,000, to be derived 
from the Highway Trust Fund (other than 
the Mass Transit Account) and to remain 
available until expended: Provided, That 
none of the funds in this Act shall be avail-
able for the implementation or execution of 
programs, the obligations for which are in 
excess of $300,000,000, for ‘‘Motor Carrier 
Safety Grants’’; of which $202,000,000 shall be 
available for the motor carrier safety assist-
ance program to carry out sections 31102 and 
31104(a) of title 49, United States Code; 
$25,000,000 shall be available for the commer-
cial driver’s license improvements program 
to carry out section 31313 of title 49, United 
States Code; $32,000,000 shall be available for 
the border enforcement grants program to 
carry out section 31107 of title 49, United 
States Code; $5,000,000 shall be available for 
the performance and registration informa-
tion system management program to carry 
out sections 31106(b) and 31109 of title 49, 
United States Code; $25,000,000 shall be avail-
able for the commercial vehicle information 
systems and networks deployment program 
to carry out section 4126 of Public Law 109– 
59; $3,000,000 shall be available for the safety 
data improvement program to carry out sec-
tion 4128 of Public Law 109–59; and $8,000,000 
shall be available for the commercial driv-
er’s license information system moderniza-
tion program to carry out section 31309(e) of 
title 49, United States Code: Provided further, 
That of the funds made available for the 
motor carrier safety assistance program, 
$29,000,000 shall be available for audits of new 
entrant motor carriers: Provided further, 
That $11,260,214 in unobligated balances are 
rescinded. 

MOTOR CARRIER SAFETY 
(HIGHWAY TRUST FUND) 

(RESCISSION) 
Of the amounts made available under this 

heading in prior appropriations Acts, 
$32,187,720 in unobligated balances are re-
scinded. 

NATIONAL MOTOR CARRIER SAFETY PROGRAM 
(HIGHWAY TRUST FUND) 

(RESCISSION) 
Of the amounts made available under this 

hearing in prior appropriations Act, 
$5,212,858 in unobligated balances are re-
scinded. 
ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISION—FEDERAL MOTOR 

CARRIER SAFETY ADMINISTRATION 
SEC. 130. Funds appropriated or limited in 

this Act shall be subject to the terms and 
conditions stipulated in section 350 of Public 
Law 107–87 and section 6901 of Public Law 
110–28, including that the Secretary submit a 
report to the House and Senate Appropria-
tions Committees annually on the safety and 
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security of transportation into the United 
States by Mexico-domiciled motor carriers. 

NATIONAL HIGHWAY TRAFFIC SAFETY 
ADMINISTRATION 

OPERATIONS AND RESEARCH 
For expenses necessary to discharge the 

functions of the Secretary, with respect to 
traffic and highway safety under chapter 301 
of title 49, United States Code, and part C of 
subtitle VI of title 49, United States Code, 
$124,406,000, of which $26,156,000 shall remain 
available until September 30, 2010: Provided, 
That none of the funds appropriated by this 
Act may be obligated or expended to plan, fi-
nalize, or implement any rulemaking to add 
to section 575.104 of title 49 of the Code of 
Federal Regulations any requirement per-
taining to a grading standard that is dif-
ferent from the three grading standards 
(treadwear, traction, and temperature resist-
ance) already in effect. 

OPERATIONS AND RESEARCH 
(LIQUIDATION OF CONTRACT AUTHORIZATION) 

(LIMITATION ON OBLIGATIONS) 
(HIGHWAY TRUST FUND) 

For payment of obligations incurred in 
carrying out the provisions of 23 U.S.C. 403, 
$107,750,000, to be derived from the Highway 
Trust Fund (other than the Mass Transit Ac-
count) and to remain available until ex-
pended: Provided, That none of the funds in 
this Act shall be available for the planning 
or execution of programs the total obliga-
tions for which, in fiscal year 2008, are in ex-
cess of $107,750,000 for programs authorized 
under 23 U.S.C. 403. 

NATIONAL DRIVER REGISTER 
(LIQUIDATION OF CONTRACT AUTHORIZATION) 

(LIMITATION ON OBLIGATIONS) 
(HIGHWAY TRUST FUND) 

For payment of obligations incurred in 
carrying out chapter 303 of title 49, United 
States Code, $4,000,000, to be derived from the 
Highway Trust Fund (other than the Mass 
Transit Account) and to remain available 
until September 30, 2010: Provided, That none 
of the funds in this Act shall be available for 
the implementation or execution of pro-
grams the total obligations for which, in fis-
cal year 2008, are in excess of $4,000,000 for 
the National Driver Register authorized 
under such chapter. 

HIGHWAY TRAFFIC SAFETY GRANTS 
(LIQUIDATION OF CONTRACT AUTHORIZATION) 

(LIMITATION ON OBLIGATIONS) 
(HIGHWAY TRUST FUND) 

For payment of obligations incurred in 
carrying out the provisions of 23 U.S.C. 402, 
405, 406, 408, and 410 and sections 2001(a)(11), 
2009, 2010, and 2011 of Public Law 109–59, to 
remain available until expended, $599,250,000 
to be derived from the Highway Trust Fund 
(other than the Mass Transit Account): Pro-
vided, That none of the funds in this Act 
shall be available for the planning or execu-
tion of programs the total obligations for 
which, in fiscal year 2008, are in excess of 
$599,250,000 for programs authorized under 23 
U.S.C. 402, 405, 406, 408, and 410 and sections 
2001(a)(11), 2009, 2010, and 2011 of Public Law 
109–59, of which $225,000,000 shall be for 
‘‘Highway Safety Programs’’ under 23 U.S.C. 
402; $25,000,000 shall be for ‘‘Occupant Protec-
tion Incentive Grants’’ under 23 U.S.C. 405; 
$124,500,000 shall be for ‘‘Safety Belt Per-
formance Grants’’ under 23 U.S.C. 406; 
$34,500,000 shall be for ‘‘State Traffic Safety 
Information System Improvements’’ under 23 
U.S.C. 408; $131,000,000 shall be for ‘‘Alcohol- 
Impaired Driving Countermeasures Incentive 

Grant Program’’ under 23 U.S.C. 410; 
$18,250,000 shall be for ‘‘Administrative Ex-
penses’’ under section 2001(a)(11) of Public 
Law 109–59; $29,000,000 shall be for ‘‘High Visi-
bility Enforcement Program’’ under section 
2009 of Public Law 109–59; $6,000,000 shall be 
for ‘‘Motorcyclist Safety’’ under section 2010 
of Public Law 109–59; and $6,000,000 shall be 
for ‘‘Child Safety and Child Booster Seat 
Safety Incentive Grants’’ under section 2011 
of Public Law 109–59: Provided further, That 
none of these funds shall be used for con-
struction, rehabilitation, or remodeling 
costs, or for office furnishings and fixtures 
for State, local or private buildings or struc-
tures: Provided further, That not to exceed 
$500,000 of the funds made available for sec-
tion 410 ‘‘Alcohol-Impaired Driving Counter-
measures Grants’’ shall be available for tech-
nical assistance to the States: Provided fur-
ther, That not to exceed $750,000 of the funds 
made available for the ‘‘High Visibility En-
forcement Program’’ shall be available for 
the evaluation required under section 2009(f) 
of Public Law 109–59. 

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS—NATIONAL 
HIGHWAY TRAFFIC SAFETY ADMINISTRATION 

(INCLUDING RESCISSIONS) 
SEC. 140. Notwithstanding any other provi-

sion of law or limitation on the use of funds 
made available under section 403 of title 23, 
United States Code, an additional $130,000 
shall be made available to the National 
Highway Traffic Safety Administration, out 
of the amount limited for section 402 of title 
23, United States Code, to pay for travel and 
related expenses for State management re-
views and to pay for core competency devel-
opment training and related expenses for 
highway safety staff. 

SEC. 141. Of the amounts made available 
under the heading ‘‘Operations and Research 
(Liquidation of Contract Authorization) 
(Limitation on Obligations) (Highway Trust 
Fund)’’ in prior appropriations Acts, 
$12,197,113.60 in unobligated balances are re-
scinded. 

SEC. 142. Of the amounts made available 
under the heading ‘‘National Driver Register 
(Liquidation of Contract Authorization) 
(Limitation on Obligations) (Highway Trust 
Fund)’’ in prior appropriations Acts, 
$119,914.61 in unobligated balances are re-
scinded. 

SEC. 143. Of the amounts made available 
under the heading ‘‘Highway Traffic Safety 
Grants (Liquidation of Contract Authoriza-
tion) (Limitation on Obligations) (Highway 
Trust Fund)’’ in prior appropriations Acts, 
$10,528,958 in unobligated balances are re-
scinded. 

FEDERAL RAILROAD ADMINISTRATION 
SAFETY AND OPERATIONS 

For necessary expenses of the Federal Rail-
road Administration, not otherwise provided 
for, $151,186,000, of which $12,268,890 shall re-
main available until expended. 

RAILROAD RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT 
For necessary expenses for railroad re-

search and development, $36,250,000, to re-
main available until expended. 

CAPITAL ASSISTANCE TO STATES—INTERCITY 
PASSENGER RAIL SERVICE 

To enable the Federal Railroad Adminis-
trator to make grants to States for the cap-
ital costs of improving existing intercity 
passenger rail service and providing new 
intercity passenger rail, $100,000,000, to re-
main available until expended: Provided, 
That grants shall be provided to a State only 
on a reimbursable basis: Provided further, 
That grants cover no more than 50 percent of 

the total capital cost of a project selected 
for funding: Provided further, That no later 
than eight months following enactment of 
this Act, the Secretary shall establish and 
publish criteria for project selection, set a 
deadline for grant applications, and provide 
a schedule for project selection: Provided fur-
ther, That the provisions of section 24312 of 
title 49, United States Code, shall apply to 
grantees assisted under this paragraph: Pro-
vided further, That to be eligible for this as-
sistance, States must include intercity pas-
senger rail service as an integral part of 
statewide transportation planning as re-
quired under section 135 of title 23, United 
States Code: Provided further, That the spe-
cific project must be on the Statewide Trans-
portation Improvement Plan at the time of 
the application to qualify: Provided further, 
That the Secretary give priority to applica-
tions for projects that improve the safety 
and reliability of intercity passenger trains, 
involve a commitment by freight railroads 
to an enforceable on-time performance of 
passenger trains of 80 percent or greater, in-
volve a commitment by freight railroads of 
financial resources commensurate with the 
benefit expected to their operations, improve 
or extend service on a route that requires lit-
tle or no Federal assistance for its oper-
ations, involve a commitment by States or 
railroads of financial resources to improve 
the safety of highway/rail grade crossings 
over which the passenger service operates. 

RAILROAD REHABILITATION AND IMPROVEMENT 
PROGRAM 

The Secretary of Transportation is author-
ized to issue to the Secretary of the Treas-
ury notes or other obligations pursuant to 
section 512 of the Railroad Revitalization 
and Regulatory Reform Act of 1976 (Public 
Law 94–210), as amended, in such amounts 
and at such times as may be necessary to 
pay any amounts required pursuant to the 
guarantee of the principal amount of obliga-
tions under sections 511 through 513 of such 
Act, such authority to exist as long as any 
such guaranteed obligation is outstanding: 
Provided, That pursuant to section 502 of 
such Act, as amended, no new direct loans or 
loan guarantee commitments shall be made 
using Federal funds for the credit risk pre-
mium during fiscal year 2008. 

OPERATING GRANTS TO THE NATIONAL 
RAILROAD PASSENGER CORPORATION 

To enable the Secretary of Transportation 
to make quarterly grants to the National 
Railroad Passenger Corporation for oper-
ation of intercity passenger rail, $485,000,000 
to remain available until expended: Provided, 
That the Secretary of Transportation shall 
approve funding to cover operating losses for 
the Corporation only after receiving and re-
viewing a grant request for each specific 
train route: Provided further, That each such 
grant request shall be accompanied by a de-
tailed financial analysis, revenue projection, 
and capital expenditure projection justifying 
the Federal support to the Secretary’s satis-
faction: Provided further, That the Corpora-
tion is directed to achieve savings through 
operating efficiencies including, but not lim-
ited to, modifications to food and beverage 
service and first class service: Provided fur-
ther, That the Inspector General of the De-
partment of Transportation shall report to 
the House and Senate Committees on Appro-
priations beginning three months after the 
date of the enactment of this Act and quar-
terly thereafter with estimates of the sav-
ings accrued as a result of all operational re-
forms instituted by the Corporation: Pro-
vided further, That not later than 120 days 
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after enactment of this Act, the Corporation 
shall transmit to the House and Senate Com-
mittees on Appropriations the status of its 
plan to improve the financial performance of 
food and beverage service and its plan to im-
prove the financial performance of first class 
service (including sleeping car service): Pro-
vided further, That the Corporation shall re-
port quarterly to the House and Senate Com-
mittees on Appropriations on its progress 
against the milestones and target dates con-
tained in the plan provided in fiscal year 2007 
and quantify savings realized to date on a 
monthly basis compared to those projected 
in the plan, identify any changes in the plan 
or delays in implementing these plans, and 
identify the causes of delay and proposed 
corrective measures: Provided further, That 
not later than 90 days after enactment of 
this Act, the Corporation shall transmit, in 
electronic format, to the Secretary, the 
House and Senate Committees on Appropria-
tions, the House Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure and the Senate 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation a comprehensive business 
plan approved by the Board of Directors for 
fiscal year 2008 under section 24104(a) of title 
49, United States Code: Provided further, That 
the business plan shall include, as applica-
ble, targets for ridership, revenues, and cap-
ital and operating expenses: Provided further, 
That the plan shall also include a separate 
accounting of such targets for the Northeast 
Corridor; commuter service; long-distance 
Amtrak service; State-supported service; 
each intercity train route, including Auto-
train; and commercial activities including 
contract operations: Provided further, That 
the business plan shall include a description 
of the work to be funded, along with cost es-
timates and an estimated timetable for com-
pletion of the projects covered by this busi-
ness plan: Provided further, That the Corpora-
tion shall continue to provide monthly re-
ports in electronic format regarding the 
pending business plan, which shall describe 
the work completed to date, any changes to 
the business plan, and the reasons for such 
changes, and shall identify all sole source 
contract awards which shall be accompanied 
by a justification as to why said contract 
was awarded on a sole source basis: Provided 
further, That the Corporation’s business plan 
and all subsequent supplemental plans shall 
be displayed on the Corporation’s website 
within a reasonable timeframe following 
their submission to the appropriate entities: 
Provided further, That the leases and con-
tracts entered into by the Corporation in 
any year that the Corporation receives a 
Federal subsidy after the date of enactment 
of the Act, regardless of the place the same 
may be executed, shall be governed by the 
laws of the District of Columbia: Provided 
further, That none of the funds under this 
heading may be obligated or expended until 
the Corporation agrees to continue abiding 
by the provisions of paragraphs 1, 2, 5, 9, and 
11 of the summary of conditions for the di-
rect loan agreement of June 28, 2002, in the 
same manner as in effect on the date of en-
actment of this Act: Provided further, That 
none of the funds provided in this Act may 
be used after March 1, 2006, to support any 
route on which Amtrak offers a discounted 
fare of more than 50 percent off the normal, 
peak fare: Provided further, That the pre-
ceding proviso does not apply to routes 
where the operating loss as a result of the 
discount is covered by a State and the State 
participates in the setting of fares. 

CAPITAL AND DEBT SERVICE GRANTS TO THE 
NATIONAL RAILROAD PASSENGER CORPORATION 
To enable the Secretary of Transportation 

to make quarterly grants to the National 
Railroad Passenger Corporation for the 
maintenance and repair of capital infrastruc-
ture owned by the Corporation, including 
railroad equipment, rolling stock, legal man-
dates and other services, $885,000,000, to re-
main available until expended, of which not 
to exceed $285,000,000 shall be for debt service 
obligations: Provided, That the Secretary 
may retain up to one-quarter of one percent 
of the funds under this heading to fund the 
oversight by the Federal Railroad Adminis-
tration of the design and implementation of 
capital projects funded by grants made under 
this heading: Provided further, That the Sec-
retary shall approve funding for capital ex-
penditures, including advance purchase or-
ders of materials, for the Corporation only 
after receiving and reviewing a grant request 
for each specific capital grant justifying the 
Federal support to the Secretary’s satisfac-
tion: Provided further, That none of the funds 
under this heading may be used to subsidize 
operating losses of the Corporation: Provided 
further, That none of the funds under this 
heading may be used for capital projects not 
approved by the Secretary of Transportation 
or on the Corporation’s fiscal year 2008 busi-
ness plan: Provided further, That $35,000,000 of 
amounts made available under this heading 
shall be available until expended for capital 
improvements if the Corporation dem-
onstrates to the Secretary’s satisfaction 
that the Corporation has achieved oper-
ational savings and met ridership and rev-
enue targets as defined in the Corporation’s 
business plan: Provided further, That of the 
funds provided under this section, not less 
than $5,000,000 shall be expended for the de-
velopment and implementation of a manage-
rial cost accounting system, which includes 
average and marginal unit cost capability: 
Provided further, That within 90 days of en-
actment, the Department of Transportation 
Inspector General shall review and comment 
to the Secretary of Transportation and the 
House and Senate Committees on Appropria-
tions upon the strengths and weaknesses of 
the system being developed by the Corpora-
tion and how it best can be implemented to 
improve decision making by the Board of Di-
rectors and management of the Corporation: 
Provided further, That not later than 180 days 
after the enactment of this Act, the Sec-
retary, in consultation with the Corporation 
and the States on the Northeast Corridor, 
shall establish a common definition of what 
is determined to be a ‘‘state of good repair’’ 
on the Northeast Corridor and report its 
findings, including definitional areas of dis-
agreement, to the House and Senate Com-
mittees on Appropriations, the House Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastructure 
and the Senate Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS—FEDERAL 
RAILROAD ADMINISTRATION 

SEC. 150. Notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of this Act, funds provided in this Act 
for the National Railroad Passenger Corpora-
tion shall immediately cease to be available 
to said Corporation in the event that the 
Corporation contracts to have services pro-
vided at or from any location outside the 
United States. For purposes of this section, 
the word ‘‘services’’ shall mean any service 
that was, as of July 1, 2006, performed by a 
full-time or part-time Amtrak employee 
whose base of employment is located within 
the United States. 

SEC. 151. Not later than January 1, 2008, the 
Federal Railroad Administrator shall submit 

a report, and quarterly reports thereafter, to 
the House and Senate Committees on Appro-
priations detailing the Administrator’s ef-
forts at improving the on-time performance 
of Amtrak intercity rail service operating on 
non-Amtrak owned property. Such reports 
shall compare the most recent actual on- 
time performance data to pre-established on- 
time performance goals that the Adminis-
trator shall set for each rail service, identi-
fied by route. Such reports shall also include 
whatever other information and data regard-
ing the on-time performance of Amtrak 
trains the Administrator deems to be appro-
priate. 

SEC. 152. The Secretary may purchase pro-
motional items of nominal value for use in 
public outreach activities to accomplish the 
purposes of 49 U.S.C. 20134: Provided, That the 
Secretary shall prescribe guidelines for the 
administration of such purchases and use. 

SEC. 153. Hereafter, any lease or contract 
entered into between the National Railroad 
Passenger Corporation and the State of 
Maryland or any department or agency of 
the State of Maryland, after the date of the 
enactment of this Act, shall be governed by 
the laws of the District of Columbia. 

FEDERAL TRANSIT ADMINISTRATION 
ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENSES 

For necessary administrative expenses of 
the Federal Transit Administration’s pro-
grams authorized by chapter 53 of title 49, 
United States Code, $88,795,000: Provided, 
That of the funds available under this head-
ing, not to exceed $910,239 shall be available 
for the Office of the Administrator; not to 
exceed $6,353,739 shall be available for the Of-
fice of Administration; not to exceed 
$4,545,039 shall be available for the Office of 
the Chief Counsel; not to exceed $1,480,289 
shall be available for the Office of Commu-
nication and Congressional Affairs; not to 
exceed $8,741,339 shall be available for the Of-
fice of Program Management; not to exceed 
$10,857,698 shall be available for the Office of 
Budget and Policy; not to exceed $4,943,589 
shall be available for the Office of Research, 
Demonstration and Innovation; not to ex-
ceed $3,234,489 shall be available for the Of-
fice of Civil Rights; not to exceed $4,458,289 
shall be available for the Office of Planning; 
not to exceed $22,551,290 shall be available for 
regional offices; and not to exceed $20,719,000 
shall be available for the central account: 
Provided further, That the Administrator is 
authorized to transfer funds appropriated for 
an office of the Federal Transit Administra-
tion: Provided further, That no appropriation 
for an office shall be increased or decreased 
by more than a total of 5 percent during the 
fiscal year by all such transfers: Provided fur-
ther, That any change in funding greater 
than 5 percent shall be submitted for ap-
proval to the House and Senate Committees 
on Appropriations: Provided further, That any 
funding transferred from the central account 
shall be submitted for approval to the House 
and Senate Committees on Appropriations: 
Provided further, That none of the funds pro-
vided or limited in this Act may be used to 
create a permanent office of transit security 
under this heading: Provided further, That of 
the funds in this Act available for the execu-
tion of contracts under section 5327(c) of 
title 49, United States Code, $2,000,000 shall 
be reimbursed to the Department of Trans-
portation’s Office of Inspector General for 
costs associated with audits and investiga-
tions of transit-related issues, including re-
views of new fixed guideway systems: Pro-
vided further, That upon submission to the 
Congress of the fiscal year 2009 President’s 
budget, the Secretary of Transportation 
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shall transmit to Congress the annual report 
on new starts, including proposed allocations 
of funds for fiscal year 2009. 

FORMULA AND BUS GRANTS 
(LIQUIDATION OF CONTRACT AUTHORITY) 

(LIMITATION ON OBLIGATIONS) 
(HIGHWAY TRUST FUND) 
(INCLUDING RESCISSION) 

For payment of obligations incurred in 
carrying out the provisions of 49 U.S.C. 5305, 
5307, 5308, 5309, 5310, 5311, 5316, 5317, 5320, 5335, 
5339, and 5340 and section 3038 of Public Law 
105–178, as amended, $6,855,000,000, to be de-
rived from the Mass Transit Account of the 
Highway Trust Fund and to remain available 
until expended: Provided, That funds avail-
able for the implementation or execution of 
programs authorized under 49 U.S.C. 5305, 
5307, 5308, 5309, 5310, 5311, 5316, 5317, 5320, 5335, 
5339, and 5340 and section 3038 of Public Law 
105–178, as amended, shall not exceed total 
obligations of $7,872,893,000 in fiscal year 
2008: Provided further, That except as pro-
vided in section 3044(b)(1) of Public Law 109– 
59, funds made available to carry out 49 
U.S.C. 5308 shall instead be available to carry 
out 49 U.S.C. 5309(b)(3): Provided further, That 
$28,660,920 in unobligated balances are re-
scinded. 
RESEARCH AND UNIVERSITY RESEARCH CENTERS 

For necessary expenses to carry out 49 
U.S.C. 5306, 5312–5315, 5322, and 5506, 
$65,500,000, to remain available until ex-
pended: Provided, That $9,300,000 is available 
to carry out the transit cooperative research 
program under section 5313 of title 49, United 
States Code, $4,300,000 is available for the 
National Transit Institute under section 5315 
of title 49, United States Code, and $7,000,000 
is available for university transportation 
centers program under section 5506 of title 
49, United States Code: Provided further, That 
$44,900,000 is available to carry out national 
research programs under sections 5312, 5313, 
5314, and 5322 of title 49, United States Code. 

CAPITAL INVESTMENT GRANTS 
(INCLUDING RESCISSION) 

For necessary expenses to carry out sec-
tion 5309 of title 49, United States Code, 
$1,566,000,000, to remain available until ex-
pended: Provided, That of the funds available 
under this heading, amounts are to be made 
available as follows: 

For section 5309(m)(6)(B) of title 49, United 
States Code, $15,000,000. 

For section 5309(m)(6)(C) of title 49, United 
States Code, $5,000,000. 

For the following sections of Public Law 
109–59: 

Section 3043(b)(9), $11,200,000; 
Section 3043(d)(35), $18,965,043; 
Section 3043(d)(10), $70,000,000; 
Section 3043(b)(18), $5,000,000; 
Section 3043(b)(1), $13,000,000; 
Section 3043(b)(15), $65,000,000; 
Section 3043(b)(21), $125,000,000; 
Section 3043(b)(23), $20,000,000; 
Section 3043(b)(22), $35,000,000; 
Section 3043(c)(231), $30,000,000; 
Section 3043(a)(19), $90,000,000; 
Section 3043(a)(9), $70,000,000; 
Section 3043(a)(7), $51,560,484; 
Section 3043(a)(5), $36,500,000; 
Section 3043(a)(31), $35,000,000; 
Section 3043(a)(16), $55,192,995; 
Section 3043(b)(20), $200,000,000; 
Section 3043(b)(27), $80,000,000; 
Section 3043(a)(20), $33,516,444; 
Section 3043(b)(5), $86,250,000; 
Section 3043(b)(30), $80,000,000; 
Section 3043(a)(30), $70,000,000; 
Section 3043(c)(134), $35,000,000; 

Section 3043(b)(23), $21,200,000; 
Section 3043(d)(39), $3,000,000; 
Section 3043(b)(14), $500,000; 
Section 3043(c)(86), $20,000,000; 
Section 3043(c)(43), $5,000,000; 
Section 3043(c)(153), $20,000,000; and 
Section 3043(c)(258), $5,000,000. 
For the Jacksonville Rapid Transit System 

Phase 1, Florida, $9,870,000; 
For North Corridor BRT, Houston and 

Southeast Corridor BRT, Texas, $15,000,000; 
For San Francisco Muni Third Street 

Light Rail, California, $10,000,000; 
For Mid-Jordan Light Rail Extension, 

$20,000,000; and 
For METRA Connects, Illinois, $1,300,000: 

Provided further, That of the funds available 
under this heading, amounts are to be made 
available under section 5309(e). 

For the following sections of Public Law 
109–59: 

section 3043(c)(201), $3,000,000; 
section 3043(c)(177), $3,000,000; 
section 3043(d)(3), $1,500,000; 
section 3043(c)(182), $2,500,000; 
section 3043(c)(79), $2,000,000; 
section 3043(c)(197), $6,000,000; 
section 3043(c)(173), $1,000,000; and 
section 3043(c)(95), $14,250,000. 
For State Avenue Corridor BRT, Wyan-

dotte County, Kansas, $1,500,000; and 
For Troost Corridor BRT, Missouri, 

$6,260,000. 
ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS—FEDERAL 

TRANSIT ADMINISTRATION 
SEC. 160. The limitations on obligations for 

the programs of the Federal Transit Admin-
istration shall not apply to any authority 
under 49 U.S.C. 5338, previously made avail-
able for obligation, or to any other authority 
previously made available for obligation. 

SEC. 161. Notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of law, funds made available by this Act 
under ‘‘Federal Transit Administration, Cap-
ital investment grants’’ and bus and bus fa-
cilities under ‘‘Federal Transit Administra-
tion, Formula and bus grants’’ for projects 
specified in this Act or identified in reports 
accompanying this Act not obligated by Sep-
tember 30, 2010, and other recoveries, shall be 
made available for other projects under 49 
U.S.C. 5309. 

SEC. 162. Notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of law, any funds appropriated before 
October 1, 2007, under any section of chapter 
53 of title 49, United States Code, that re-
main available for expenditure, may be 
transferred to and administered under the 
most recent appropriation heading for any 
such section. 

SEC. 163. Notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of law, unobligated funds made avail-
able for a new fixed guideway systems 
projects under the heading ‘‘Federal Transit 
Administration, Capital Investment Grants’’ 
in any appropriations Act prior to this Act 
may be used during this fiscal year to satisfy 
expenses incurred for such projects. 

SEC. 164. In regard to the Central Link Ini-
tial Segment Project, to the extent that 
funds remain available within the current 
budget for the project, the Secretary shall 
amend the Full Funding Grant Agreement 
for said project to allow remaining funds to 
be used to support completion of the Airport 
Link extension of said project. 

SEC. 165. Amounts provided for a high ca-
pacity fixed guideway light rail and mass 
transit project for the City of Albuquerque, 
New Mexico, in Public Laws 106–49, 106–346 
and 107–87 shall be available for bus and bus 
facilities. 

SEC. 166. Any unobligated amounts made 
available for the Commuter Rail, Albu-

querque to Santa Fe, New Mexico under the 
heading ‘‘Capital Investment Grants’’ under 
the heading ‘‘Federal Transit Administra-
tion’’ in title I of division A of the Transpor-
tation, Treasury, Housing and Urban Devel-
opment, the Judiciary, the District of Co-
lumbia, and Independent Agencies Appro-
priations Act, 2006 (Public Law 109–115; 119 
Stat. 2418) shall be made available for public 
transportation buses, equipment and facili-
ties related to such buses, and intermodal 
terminal in Albuquerque and Santa Fe, New 
Mexico, subject to the requirements under 
section 5309 of title 49, United States Code. 

SEC. 167. Notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of law, funds made available for the 
‘‘Las Vegas Resort Corridor Fixed Guideway 
Project’’, the ‘‘CATRAIL RTC Rail Project’’, 
and the ‘‘Las Vegas, Nevada Monorail 
Project’’ in Nevada in Public Laws 107–87, 
108–7, 108–199 and 108–447 may be made avail-
able to the Regional Transportation Com-
mission of Southern Nevada for bus or bus 
facilities projects eligible under section 5307 
or section 5309 of title 49, United States 
Code, and shall remain available until ex-
pended. 

SEC. 168. The second sentence of section 321 
of the Department of Transportation and Re-
lated Agencies Appropriations Act, 1986 (99 
Stat. 1287) is repealed. 

SAINT LAWRENCE SEAWAY DEVELOPMENT 
CORPORATION 

The Saint Lawrence Seaway Development 
Corporation is hereby authorized to make 
such expenditures, within the limits of funds 
and borrowing authority available to the 
Corporation, and in accord with law, and to 
make such contracts and commitments with-
out regard to fiscal year limitations as pro-
vided by section 104 of the Government Cor-
poration Control Act, as amended, as may be 
necessary in carrying out the programs set 
forth in the Corporation’s budget for the cur-
rent fiscal year. 

OPERATIONS AND MAINTENANCE 

(HARBOR MAINTENANCE TRUST FUND) 

For necessary expenses for operations and 
maintenance of those portions of the Saint 
Lawrence Seaway operated and maintained 
by the Saint Lawrence Seaway Development 
Corporation, $17,392,000, to be derived from 
the Harbor Maintenance Trust Fund, pursu-
ant to Public Law 99–662. 

MARITIME ADMINISTRATION 

MARITIME SECURITY PROGRAM 

For necessary expenses to maintain and 
preserve a U.S.-flag merchant fleet to serve 
the national security needs of the United 
States, $156,000,000, to remain available until 
expended. 

OPERATIONS AND TRAINING 

For necessary expenses of operations and 
training activities authorized by law, 
$122,890,545, of which $24,720,000 shall remain 
available until September 30, 2008, for sala-
ries and benefits of employees of the United 
States Merchant Marine Academy; of which 
$13,850,000 shall remain available until ex-
pended for capital improvements at the 
United States Merchant Marine Academy; 
and of which $10,500,000 shall remain avail-
able until expended for maintenance and re-
pair of Schoolships at State Maritime 
Schools. 

SHIP DISPOSAL 

For necessary expenses related to the dis-
posal of obsolete vessels in the National De-
fense Reserve Fleet of the Maritime Admin-
istration, $18,000,000, to remain available 
until expended. 
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ASSISTANCE TO SMALL SHIPYARDS 

To make grants for capital improvements 
and related infrastructure improvements at 
qualified shipyards that will facilitate the 
efficiency, cost-effectiveness, and quality of 
domestic ship construction for commercial 
and Federal Government use as authorized 
under section 3506 of Public Law 109–163, 
$20,000,000, to remain available until ex-
pended: Provided, That to be considered for 
assistance, a qualified shipyard shall submit 
an application for assistance no later than 60 
days after enactment of this Act: Provided 
further, That from applications submitted 
under the previous proviso, the Secretary of 
Transportation shall make grants no later 
than 120 days after enactment of this Act in 
such amounts as the Secretary determines: 
Provided further, That not to exceed 2 percent 
of the funds appropriated under this heading 
shall be available for necessary costs of 
grant administration. 

MARITIME GUARANTEED LOAN (TITLE XI) 
PROGRAM ACCOUNT 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 
For the cost of guaranteed loans, as au-

thorized, $13,408,000, of which $10,000,000 shall 
remain available until expended: Provided, 
That such costs, including the cost of modi-
fying such loans, shall be as defined in sec-
tion 502 of the Congressional Budget Act of 
1974, as amended: Provided further, That the 
Inspector General shall report to the House 
and Senate Committees on Appropriations 
by March 30, 2007, on whether the Maritime 
Administration is in compliance with the 
recommendations contained in the Inspector 
General’s audit reports on the title XI pro-
gram: Provided further, That not to exceed 
$3,408,000 shall be available for administra-
tive expenses to carry out the guaranteed 
loan program, which shall be transferred to 
and merged with the appropriation for ‘‘Op-
erations and Training’’, Maritime Adminis-
tration. 

SHIP CONSTRUCTION 
(RESCISSION) 

Of the unobligated balances available 
under this heading, $4,614,545 are rescinded. 

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS—MARITIME 
ADMINISTRATION 

SEC. 170. Notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of this Act, the Maritime Administra-
tion is authorized to furnish utilities and 
services and make necessary repairs in con-
nection with any lease, contract, or occu-
pancy involving Government property under 
control of the Maritime Administration, and 
payments received therefor shall be credited 
to the appropriation charged with the cost 
thereof: Provided, That rental payments 
under any such lease, contract, or occupancy 
for items other than such utilities, services, 
or repairs shall be covered into the Treasury 
as miscellaneous receipts. 

SEC. 171. No obligations shall be incurred 
during the current fiscal year from the con-
struction fund established by the Merchant 
Marine Act, 1936 (46 App. U.S.C. 1101 et seq.), 
or otherwise, in excess of the appropriations 
and limitations contained in this Act or in 
any prior appropriations Act. 
PIPELINE AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS SAFETY 

ADMINISTRATION 
ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENSES 

For necessary administrative expenses of 
the Pipeline and Hazardous Materials Safety 
Administration, $18,130,000, of which $639,000 
shall be derived from the Pipeline Safety 
Fund. 

HAZARDOUS MATERIALS SAFETY 
For expenses necessary to discharge the 

hazardous materials safety functions of the 

Pipeline and Hazardous Materials Safety Ad-
ministration, $27,003,000, of which $1,761,000 
shall remain available until September 30, 
2010: Provided, That up to $1,200,000 in fees 
collected under 49 U.S.C. 5108(g) shall be de-
posited in the general fund of the Treasury 
as offsetting receipts: Provided further, That 
there may be credited to this appropriation, 
to be available until expended, funds re-
ceived from States, counties, municipalities, 
other public authorities, and private sources 
for expenses incurred for training, for re-
ports publication and dissemination, and for 
travel expenses incurred in performance of 
hazardous materials exemptions and approv-
als functions. 

PIPELINE SAFETY 
(PIPELINE SAFETY FUND) 

(OIL SPILL LIABILITY TRUST FUND) 
For expenses necessary to conduct the 

functions of the pipeline safety program, for 
grants-in-aid to carry out a pipeline safety 
program, as authorized by 49 U.S.C. 60107, 
and to discharge the pipeline program re-
sponsibilities of the Oil Pollution Act of 1990, 
$82,404,000, of which $18,810,000 shall be de-
rived from the Oil Spill Liability Trust Fund 
and shall remain available until September 
30, 2010; of which $63,594,000 shall be derived 
from the Pipeline Safety Fund, of which 
$32,967,000 shall remain available until Sep-
tember 30, 2010: Provided, That not less than 
$1,043,000 of the funds provided under this 
heading shall be for the one-call State grant 
program. 

EMERGENCY PREPAREDNESS GRANTS 
(EMERGENCY PREPAREDNESS FUND) 

For necessary expenses to carry out 49 
U.S.C. 5128(b), $188,000, to be derived from the 
Emergency Preparedness Fund, to remain 
available until September 30, 2009: Provided, 
That not more than $28,318,000 shall be made 
available for obligation in fiscal year 2008 
from amounts made available by 49 U.S.C. 
5116(i) and 5128(b)–(c): Provided further, That 
none of the funds made available by 49 U.S.C. 
5116(i), 5128(b), or 5128(c) shall be made avail-
able for obligation by individuals other than 
the Secretary of Transportation, or her des-
ignee. 

RESEARCH AND INNOVATIVE TECHNOLOGY 
ADMINISTRATION 

RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT 
For necessary expenses of the Research 

and Innovative Technology Administration, 
$12,000,000, of which $6,036,000 shall remain 
available until September 30, 2010: Provided, 
That there may be credited to this appro-
priation, to be available until expended, 
funds received from States, counties, mu-
nicipalities, other public authorities, and 
private sources for expenses incurred for 
training. 

OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses of the Office of In-
spector General to carry out the provisions 
of the Inspector General Act of 1978, as 
amended, $66,400,000: Provided, That the In-
spector General shall have all necessary au-
thority, in carrying out the duties specified 
in the Inspector General Act, as amended (5 
U.S.C. App. 3), to investigate allegations of 
fraud, including false statements to the gov-
ernment (18 U.S.C. 1001), by any person or en-
tity that is subject to regulation by the De-
partment: Provided further, That the funds 
made available under this heading shall be 
used to investigate, pursuant to section 41712 
of title 49, United States Code: (1) unfair or 
deceptive practices and unfair methods of 

competition by domestic and foreign air car-
riers and ticket agents; and (2) the compli-
ance of domestic and foreign air carriers 
with respect to item (1) of this proviso. 

SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses of the Surface 
Transportation Board, including services au-
thorized by 5 U.S.C. 3109, $25,000,000: Provided, 
That notwithstanding any other provision of 
law, not to exceed $1,250,000 from fees estab-
lished by the Chairman of the Surface Trans-
portation Board shall be credited to this ap-
propriation as offsetting collections and used 
for necessary and authorized expenses under 
this heading: Provided further, That the sum 
herein appropriated from the general fund 
shall be reduced on a dollar-for-dollar basis 
as such offsetting collections are received 
during fiscal year 2008, to result in a final ap-
propriation from the general fund estimated 
at no more than $23,750,000. 

GENERAL PROVISIONS—DEPARTMENT OF 
TRANSPORTATION 

(INCLUDING TRANSFERS OF FUNDS) 
SEC. 180. During the current fiscal year ap-

plicable appropriations to the Department of 
Transportation shall be available for mainte-
nance and operation of aircraft; hire of pas-
senger motor vehicles and aircraft; purchase 
of liability insurance for motor vehicles op-
erating in foreign countries on official de-
partment business; and uniforms or allow-
ances therefor, as authorized by law (5 U.S.C. 
5901–5902). 

SEC. 181. Appropriations contained in this 
Act for the Department of Transportation 
shall be available for services as authorized 
by 5 U.S.C. 3109, but at rates for individuals 
not to exceed the per diem rate equivalent to 
the rate for an Executive Level IV. 

SEC. 182. None of the funds in this Act shall 
be available for salaries and expenses of 
more than 110 political and Presidential ap-
pointees in the Department of Transpor-
tation: Provided, That none of the personnel 
covered by this provision may be assigned on 
temporary detail outside the Department of 
Transportation. 

SEC. 183. None of the funds in this Act shall 
be used to implement section 404 of title 23, 
United States Code. 

SEC. 184. (a) No recipient of funds made 
available in this Act shall disseminate per-
sonal information (as defined in 18 U.S.C. 
2725(3)) obtained by a State department of 
motor vehicles in connection with a motor 
vehicle record as defined in 18 U.S.C. 2725(1), 
except as provided in 18 U.S.C. 2721 for a use 
permitted under 18 U.S.C. 2721. 

(b) Notwithstanding subsection (a), the 
Secretary shall not withhold funds provided 
in this Act for any grantee if a State is in 
noncompliance with this provision. 

SEC. 185. Funds received by the Federal 
Highway Administration, Federal Transit 
Administration, and Federal Railroad Ad-
ministration from States, counties, munici-
palities, other public authorities, and private 
sources for expenses incurred for training 
may be credited respectively to the Federal 
Highway Administration’s ‘‘Federal-Aid 
Highways’’ account, the Federal Transit Ad-
ministration’s ‘‘Research and University Re-
search Centers’’ account, and to the Federal 
Railroad Administration’s ‘‘Safety and Oper-
ations’’ account, except for State rail safety 
inspectors participating in training pursuant 
to 49 U.S.C. 20105. 

SEC. 186. Notwithstanding any other provi-
sions of law, rule or regulation, the Sec-
retary of Transportation is authorized to 
allow the issuer of any preferred stock here-
tofore sold to the Department to redeem or 
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repurchase such stock upon the payment to 
the Department of an amount determined by 
the Secretary. 

SEC. 187. None of the funds in this Act to 
the Department of Transportation may be 
used to make a grant unless the Secretary of 
Transportation notifies the House and Sen-
ate Committees on Appropriations not less 
than 3 full business days before any discre-
tionary grant award, letter of intent, or full 
funding grant agreement totaling $1,000,000 
or more is announced by the department or 
its modal administrations from: (1) any dis-
cretionary grant program of the Federal 
Highway Administration including the emer-
gency relief program; (2) the airport im-
provement program of the Federal Aviation 
Administration; or (3) any program of the 
Federal Transit Administration other than 
the formula grants and fixed guideway mod-
ernization programs: Provided, That no noti-
fication shall involve funds that are not 
available for obligation. 

SEC. 188. Rebates, refunds, incentive pay-
ments, minor fees and other funds received 
by the Department of Transportation from 
travel management centers, charge card pro-
grams, the subleasing of building space, and 
miscellaneous sources are to be credited to 
appropriations of the Department of Trans-
portation and allocated to elements of the 
Department of Transportation using fair and 
equitable criteria and such funds shall be 
available until expended. 

SEC. 189. Amounts made available in this 
or any other Act that the Secretary deter-
mines represent improper payments by the 
Department of Transportation to a third 
party contractor under a financial assistance 
award, which are recovered pursuant to law, 
shall be available— 

(1) to reimburse the actual expenses in-
curred by the Department of Transportation 
in recovering improper payments; and 

(2) to pay contractors for services provided 
in recovering improper payments or con-
tractor support in the implementation of the 
Improper Payments Information Act of 2002: 
Provided, That amounts in excess of that re-
quired for paragraphs (1) and (2)— 

(A) shall be credited to and merged with 
the appropriation from which the improper 
payments were made, and shall be available 
for the purposes and period for which such 
appropriations are available; or 

(B) if no such appropriation remains avail-
able, shall be deposited in the Treasury as 
miscellaneous receipts: Provided, That prior 
to the transfer of any such recovery to an ap-
propriations account, the Secretary shall no-
tify the House and Senate Committees on 
Appropriations of the amount and reasons 
for such transfer: Provided further, That for 
purposes of this section, the term ‘‘improper 
payments’’, has the same meaning as that 
provided in section 2(d)(2) of Public Law 107– 
300. 

SEC. 190. Notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of law, if any funds provided in or lim-
ited by this Act are subject to a reprogram-
ming action that requires notice to be pro-
vided to the House and Senate Committees 
on Appropriations, said reprogramming ac-
tion shall be approved or denied solely by the 
Committees on Appropriations: Provided, 
That the Secretary may provide notice to 
other congressional committees of the ac-
tion of the Committees on Appropriations on 
such reprogramming but not sooner than 30 
days following the date on which the re-
programming action has been approved or 
denied by the House and Senate Committees 
on Appropriations. 

SEC. 191. Out of funds appropriated or oth-
erwise made available under this Act to the 

Surface Transportation Board of the Depart-
ment of Transportation, when considering 
cases, matters, or declaratory orders before 
the Board involving a railroad, or an entity 
claiming or seeking authority to operate as 
a railroad, and the transportation of solid 
waste (as defined in section 1004 of 42 U.S.C. 
6903), the Board shall consider any activity 
involving the receipt, delivery, sorting, han-
dling or transfer in-transit outside of a 
sealed container, storage other than inside a 
sealed container, or other processing of solid 
waste to be an activity over which the Board 
does not have jurisdiction. 

SEC. 192. None of the funds appropriated or 
otherwise made available under this Act may 
be used by the Surface Transportation Board 
of the Department of Transportation to 
charge or collect any filing fee for rate com-
plaints filed with the Board in an amount in 
excess of the amount authorized for district 
court civil suit filing fees under section 1914 
of title 28, United States Code. 

SEC. 193. Not later than 90 days after the 
date of the enactment of this Act, the In-
spector General of the Department of Trans-
portation shall— 

(1) conduct an investigation of rail service 
disruptions since 2004 and incidents since 
2004 in which rail carriers failed to timely 
deliver various commodities, such as coal, 
wheat, ethanol, and lumber; and 

(2) submit a report containing legislative 
and regulatory recommendations designed to 
reduce such disruptions and incidents and to 
improve railroad service to— 

(A) the Committee on Appropriations of 
the Senate; 

(B) the Committee on Appropriations of 
the House of Representatives; 

(C) the Committee on Commerce, Science, 
and Transportation of the Senate; and 

(D) the Committee on Transportation and 
Infrastructure of the House of Representa-
tives. 

This title may be cited as the ‘‘Department 
of Transportation Appropriations Act, 2008’’. 

TITLE II 

DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND URBAN 
DEVELOPMENT 

OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY 

SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary salaries and expenses of the 
Office of the Secretary of Housing and Urban 
Development, $3,930,000: Provided, That not 
to exceed $25,000 of this amount shall be 
available for official reception and represen-
tation expenses. 

EXECUTIVE OPERATIONS 

OFFICE OF HEARINGS AND APPEALS 

For the necessary salaries and expenses of 
the Office of Hearings and Appeals, $1,490,000. 

OFFICE OF SMALL AND DISADVANTAGED 
BUSINESS UTLILIZATION 

For the necessary salaries and expenses of 
the Office of Small and Disadvantaged Busi-
ness Utilization, $510,000. 

OFFICE OF THE CHIEF FINANCIAL OFFICER 

For the necessary salaries and expenses of 
the Office of the Chief Financial Officer, 
$43,750,000. 

OFFICE OF THE GENERAL COUNSEL 

For the necessary salaries and expenses of 
the Office of the General Counsel, $86,820,000. 

OFFICE OF THE CHIEF PROCUREMENT OFFICER 

For the necessary salaries and expenses of 
the Office of the Chief Procurement Officer, 
$13,500,000. 

CENTER FOR FAITH-BASED AND COMMUNITY 
INITIATIVES 

For necessary salaries and expenses of the 
Center for Faith-Based and Community Ini-
tiatives, $1,860,000. 
OFFICE OF THE ASSISTANT SECRETARY FOR CON-

GRESSIONAL AND INTERGOVERNMENTAL RELA-
TIONS 
For necessary salaries and expenses of the 

Office of the Assistant Secretary for Con-
gressional and Intergovernmental Relations, 
$2,670,000: Provided, That the Secretary shall 
provide the Committee on Appropriations 
quarterly written notification regarding the 
status of pending congressional reports. 

OFFICE OF THE ASSISTANT SECRETARY FOR 
PUBLIC AFFAIRS 

For necessary salaries and expenses of the 
Office of the Assistant Secretary for Public 
Affairs, $2,630,000. 
OFFICE OF DEPARTMENTAL EQUAL EMPLOYMENT 

OPPORTUNITY 
For the necessary salaries and expenses of 

the Office of Departmental Equal Employ-
ment Opportunity, $3,440,000. 

ADMINISTRATIVE ACTIVITIES 
OFFICE OF THE ASSISTANT SECRETARY FOR 

ADMINISTRATION 
For necessary salaries and expenses of the 

Office of the Assistant Secretary for Admin-
istration, $1,480,000. 

ADMINISTRATION SALARIES AND EXPENSES 
For necessary salaries and expenses of the 

Office of Administration, $252,010,000: Pro-
vided, That, funds provided under the head-
ing may be used for necessary administrative 
and non-administrative expenses of the De-
partment of Housing and Urban Develop-
ment, not otherwise provided for, including 
purchase of uniforms, or allowances therefor, 
as authorized by 5 U.S.C. 5901–5902; hire of 
passenger motor vehicles; services as author-
ized by 5 U.S.C. 3109. 

OFFICE OF DEPARTMENTAL OPERATIONS AND 
COORDINATION 

For the necessary salaries and expenses of 
the Office of Departmental Operations and 
Coordination, $12,520,000. 

OFFICE OF FIELD POLICY AND MANAGEMENT 
For the necessary salaries and expenses of 

the Office of Field Policy and Management, 
$47,730,000. 

PUBLIC AND INDIAN HOUSING 
OFFICE OF THE ASSISTANT SECRETARY FOR 

PUBLIC AND INDIAN HOUSING 
For necessary salaries and expenses of the 

Office of the Assistant Secretary for Public 
and Indian Housing, $1,620,000. 

PUBLIC AND INDIAN HOUSING SALARIES AND 
EXPENSES 

For necessary salaries and expenses of the 
Office of Public and Indian Housing, 
$188,340,000. 

TENANT-BASED RENTAL ASSISTANCE 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For activities and assistance for the provi-
sion of tenant-based rental assistance au-
thorized under the United States Housing 
Act of 1937, as amended (42 U.S.C. 1437 et 
seq.) (‘‘the Act’’ herein), not otherwise pro-
vided for, $16,598,694,000, to remain available 
until expended, of which $12,398,694,000 shall 
be available on October 1, 2007, and 
$4,200,000,000 shall be available on October 1, 
2008: Provided, That the amounts made avail-
able under this heading are provided as fol-
lows: 

(1) $14,936,200,000 for renewals of expiring 
section 8 tenant-based annual contributions 
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contracts (including renewals of enhanced 
vouchers under any provision of law author-
izing such assistance under section 8(t) of 
the Act): Provided, That notwithstanding any 
other provision of law, from amounts pro-
vided under this paragraph, the Secretary for 
the calendar year 2008 funding cycle shall 
provide renewal funding for each public 
housing agency based on voucher manage-
ment system (VMS) leasing and cost data for 
the most recently completed period of 12 
consecutive months for which the Secretary 
determines the data is verifiable and com-
plete and by applying the 2008 Annual Ad-
justment Factor as established by the Sec-
retary, and by making any necessary adjust-
ments for the costs associated with the first- 
time renewal of tenant protection or HOPE 
VI vouchers or vouchers that were not in use 
during the 12-month period in order to be 
available to meet a commitment pursuant to 
section 8(o)(13) of the Act: Provided further, 
That notwithstanding the first proviso, ex-
cept for applying the 2008 Annual Adjust-
ment Factor and making any other specified 
adjustments, public housing agencies speci-
fied in category 1 below shall receive funding 
for calendar year 2008 based on the higher of 
the amounts the agencies would receive 
under the first proviso or the amounts the 
agencies received in calendar year 2007, and 
public housing agencies specified in cat-
egories 2 and 3 below shall receive funding 
for calendar year 2008 equal to the amounts 
the agencies received in calendar year 2007, 
except that public housing agencies specified 
in categories 1 and 2 below shall receive 
funding under this proviso only if, and to the 
extent that, any such public housing agency 
submits a plan, approved by the Secretary, 
that demonstrates that the agency can effec-
tively use within 12 months the funding that 
the agency would receive under this proviso 
that is in addition to the funding that the 
agency would receive under the first proviso: 
(1) public housing agencies that are eligible 
for assistance under section 901 in Public 
Law 109–148 (119 Stat. 2781) or are located in 
the same counties as those eligible under 
section 901 and operate voucher programs 
under section 8(o) of the United States Hous-
ing Act of 1937 but do not operate public 
housing under section 9 of such Act, and any 
public housing agency that otherwise quali-
fies under this category must demonstrate 
that they have experienced a loss of rental 
housing stock as a result of the 2005 hurri-
canes; (2) public housing agencies that would 
receive less funding under the first proviso 
than they would receive under this proviso 
and that have been placed in receivership 
within the 24 months preceding the date of 
enactment of this Act; and (3) public housing 
agencies that spent more in calendar year 
2007 than the total of the amounts of any 
such public housing agency’s allocation 
amount for calendar year 2007 and the 
amount of any such public housing agency’s 
available housing assistance payments un-
designated funds balance from calendar year 
2006 and the amount of any such public hous-
ing agency’s available administrative fees 
undesignated funds balance through calendar 
year 2007: Provided further, That up to 
$100,000,000 shall be available only: (1) to ad-
just the allocations for public housing agen-
cies, after application for an adjustment by a 
public housing agency that experienced a 
significant increase, as determined by the 
Secretary, in renewal costs resulting from 
unforeseen circumstances or from port-
ability under section 8(r) of the Act of ten-
ant-based rental assistance; and (2) for ad-
justments for public housing agencies that 

could experience a significant decrease in 
voucher funding that could result in the risk 
of loss of voucher units due to the use of 
VMS data based on a 12-month period: Pro-
vided further, That none of the funds provided 
under the first proviso in this section may be 
used to support a total number of unit 
months under lease which exceeds a public 
housing agency’s authorized level of units 
under contract: Provided further, That the 
Secretary shall, to the extent necessary to 
stay within the amount provided under this 
paragraph, pro rate each public housing 
agency’s allocation otherwise established 
pursuant to this paragraph: Provided further, 
That except as provided in the following pro-
viso, the entire amount provided under this 
paragraph shall be obligated to the public 
housing agencies based on the allocation and 
pro rata method described above and the 
Secretary shall notify public housing agen-
cies of their annual budget not later than 90 
days after enactment of this Act: Provided 
further, That public housing agencies partici-
pating in the Moving to Work demonstration 
shall be funded pursuant to their Moving to 
Work agreements and shall be subject to the 
same pro rata adjustments under the pre-
vious proviso; 

(2) $150,000,000 for section 8 rental assist-
ance for relocation and replacement of hous-
ing units that are demolished or disposed of 
pursuant to the Omnibus Consolidated Re-
scissions and Appropriations Act of 1996 
(Public Law 104–134), conversion of section 23 
projects to assistance under section 8, the 
family unification program under section 
8(x) of the Act, relocation of witnesses in 
connection with efforts to combat crime in 
public and assisted housing pursuant to a re-
quest from a law enforcement or prosecution 
agency, enhanced vouchers under any provi-
sion of law authorizing such assistance under 
section 8(t) of the Act, HOPE VI vouchers, 
mandatory and voluntary conversions, and 
tenant protection assistance including re-
placement and relocation assistance: Pro-
vided, That the Secretary shall provide re-
placement vouchers for all units that cease 
to be available as assisted housing due to 
demolition, disposition, or conversion, sub-
ject only to the availability of funds; 

(3) $50,000,000 for family self-sufficiency co-
ordinators under section 23 of the Act; 

(4) up to $6,494,000 may be transferred to 
the Working Capital Fund; 

(5) $1,351,000,000 for administrative and 
other expenses of public housing agencies in 
administering the section 8 tenant-based 
rental assistance program, of which up to 
$5,000,000 shall be available as an incentive 
bonus as determined by the Secretary for ad-
ministrative expenses for PHAs that volun-
tarily consolidate, and which up to $35,000,000 
shall be available to the Secretary to allo-
cate to public housing agencies that need ad-
ditional funds to administer their section 8 
programs, with up to $30,000,000 to be for fees 
associated with section 8 tenant protection 
rental assistance: Provided, That no less than 
$1,311,000,000 of the amount provided in this 
paragraph shall be allocated for the calendar 
year 2008 funding cycle on a basis to public 
housing agencies as provided in section 8(q) 
of the Act as in effect immediately before 
the enactment of the Quality Housing and 
Work Responsibility Act of 1998 (Public Law 
105–276): Provided further, That if the 
amounts made available under this para-
graph are insufficient to pay the amounts re-
quired by this paragraph, the Secretary may 
decrease the amounts allocated to agencies 
by a uniform prorated percentage applicable 
to all agencies receiving funding under this 

paragraph or may, to the extent necessary to 
provide full payment of amounts required 
under this paragraph, utilize unobligated 
balances, including recaptures and 
carryovers, remaining from funds appro-
priated to the Department of Housing and 
Urban Development under this heading, the 
heading ‘‘Annual Contributions for Assisted 
Housing’’, the heading ‘‘Housing Certificate 
Fund’’, and the heading ‘‘Project-based rent-
al assistance’’, for fiscal year 2007 and prior 
years, notwithstanding the purposes for 
which such amounts were appropriated: Pro-
vided further, That all amounts provided 
under this paragraph shall be only for activi-
ties related to the provision of tenant-based 
rental assistance authorized under section 8, 
including related development activities; 

(6) $30,000,000 for incremental voucher as-
sistance through the Family Unification 
Program; and 

(7) $75,000,000 for incremental rental vouch-
er assistance for use through a supported 
housing program administered in conjunc-
tion with the Department of Veterans Af-
fairs as authorized under section 8(o)(19) of 
the United States Housing Act of 1937: Pro-
vided, That the Secretary of Housing and 
Urban Development shall make such funding 
available, notwithstanding section 305 (com-
petition provision) of this title, to public 
housing agencies that partner with eligible 
VA Medical Centers or other entities as des-
ignated by the Secretary of the Department 
of Veterans Affairs, based on geographical 
need for such assistance as identified by the 
Secretary of the Department of Veterans Af-
fairs, public housing agency administrative 
performance, and other factors as specified 
by the Secretary of Housing and Urban De-
velopment in consultation with the Sec-
retary of the Department of Veterans Af-
fairs: Provided further, That the Secretary of 
Housing and Urban Development may waive, 
or specify alternative requirements for (in 
consultation with the Secretary of the De-
partment of Veterans Affairs), any provision 
of any statute or regulation that the Sec-
retary of Housing and Urban Development 
administers in connection with the use of 
funds made available under this paragraph 
(except for requirements related to fair hous-
ing, nondiscrimination, labor standards, and 
the environment), upon a finding by the Sec-
retary that any such waivers or alternative 
requirements are necessary for the effective 
delivery and administration of such voucher 
assistance: Provided further, That assistance 
made available under this paragraph shall 
continue to remain available for homeless 
veterans upon turnover. 

HOUSING CERTIFICATE FUND 
(RESCISSION) 

Of the unobligated balances, including re-
captures and carryover, remaining from 
funds appropriated to the Department of 
Housing and Urban Development under this 
heading, the heading ‘‘Annual contributions 
for assisted housing’’, the heading ‘‘Tenant- 
based rental assistance’’, and the heading 
‘‘Project-based rental assistance’’, for fiscal 
year 2007 and prior years, $1,100,000,000 are re-
scinded, to be effected by the Secretary no 
later than September 30, 2008: Provided, That, 
if insufficient funds exist under these head-
ings, the remaining balance may be derived 
from any other heading under this title: Pro-
vided further, That the Secretary shall notify 
the Committees on Appropriations 30 days in 
advance of the rescission of any funds de-
rived from the headings specified above: Pro-
vided further, That any such balances gov-
erned by reallocation provisions under the 
statute authorizing the program for which 
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the funds were originally appropriated shall 
be available for the rescission: Provided fur-
ther, That any obligated balances of contract 
authority from fiscal year 1974 and prior that 
have been terminated shall be cancelled. 

PROJECT-BASED RENTAL ASSISTANCE 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For activities and assistance for the provi-
sion of project-based subsidy contracts under 
the United States Housing Act of 1937, as 
amended (42 U.S.C. 1437 et seq.) (‘‘the Act’’ 
herein), not otherwise provided for, 
$5,813,000,000, to remain available until ex-
pended: Provided, That the amounts made 
available under this heading are provided as 
follows: 

(1) up to $5,522,810,000 for expiring or termi-
nating section 8 project-based subsidy con-
tracts (including section 8 moderate reha-
bilitation contracts), for amendments to sec-
tion 8 project-based subsidy contracts (in-
cluding section 8 moderate rehabilitation 
contracts), for contracts entered into pursu-
ant to section 441 of the McKinney-Vento 
Homeless Assistance Act, for renewal of sec-
tion 8 contracts for units in projects that are 
subject to approved plans of action under the 
Emergency Low Income Housing Preserva-
tion Act of 1987 or the Low-Income Housing 
Preservation and Resident Homeownership 
Act of 1990, and for administrative and other 
expenses associated with project-based ac-
tivities and assistance funded under this 
paragraph. 

(2) not to exceed $286,230,000 for perform-
ance-based contract administrators for sec-
tion 8 project-based assistance: Provided, 
That the Secretary may also use such 
amounts for performance-based contract ad-
ministrators for: interest reduction pay-
ments pursuant to section 236(a) of the Na-
tional Housing Act (12 U.S.C. 1715z–1(a)); rent 
supplement payments pursuant to section 
101 of the Housing and Urban Development 
Act of 1965 (12 U.S.C. 1701s); section 236(f)(2) 
rental assistance payments (12 U.S.C. 1715z– 
1(f)(2)); project rental assistance contracts 
for the elderly under section 202(c)(2) of the 
Housing Act of 1959, as amended (12 U.S.C. 
1701q, 1701q–1); project rental assistance con-
tracts for supportive housing for persons 
with disabilities under section 811(d)(2) of the 
Cranston-Gonzalez National Affordable 
Housing Act; project assistance contracts 
pursuant to section 202(h) of the Housing Act 
of 1959 (Public Law 86–372; 73 Stat. 667); and 
loans under section 202 of the Housing Act of 
1959 (Public Law 86–372; 73 Stat. 667). 

(3) not to exceed $3,960,000 may be trans-
ferred to the Working Capital Fund; and 

(4) amounts recaptured under this heading, 
the heading ‘‘Annual Contributions for As-
sisted Housing’’, or the heading ‘‘Housing 
Certificate Fund’’ may be used for renewals 
of or amendments to section 8 project-based 
contracts or for performance-based contract 
administrators, notwithstanding the pur-
poses for which such amounts were appro-
priated. 

PUBLIC HOUSING CAPITAL FUND 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For the Public Housing Capital Fund Pro-
gram to carry out capital and management 
activities for public housing agencies, as au-
thorized under section 9 of the United States 
Housing Act of 1937, as amended (42 U.S.C. 
1437g) (the ‘‘Act’’) $2,500,000,000, to remain 
available until September 30, 2011: Provided, 
That notwithstanding any other provision of 
law or regulation, during fiscal year 2008, the 
Secretary may not delegate to any Depart-
ment official other than the Deputy Sec-
retary and the Assistant Secretary for Pub-

lic and Indian Housing any authority under 
paragraph (2) of section 9(j) regarding the ex-
tension of the time periods under such sec-
tion: Provided further, That for purposes of 
such section 9(j), the term ‘‘obligate’’ means, 
with respect to amounts, that the amounts 
are subject to a binding agreement that will 
result in outlays, immediately or in the fu-
ture: Provided further, That of the total 
amount provided under this heading, up to 
$14,890,000 shall be for carrying out activities 
under section 9(h) of such Act; not to exceed 
$16,847,000 may be transferred to the Working 
Capital Fund; and up to $15,345,000 shall be to 
support the ongoing Public Housing Finan-
cial and Physical Assessment activities of 
the Real Estate Assessment Center (REAC): 
Provided further, That no funds may be used 
under this heading for the purposes specified 
in section 9(k) of the United States Housing 
Act of 1937, as amended: Provided further, 
That of the total amount provided under this 
heading, not to exceed $20,000,000 may be 
available for the Secretary of Housing and 
Urban Development to make grants, not-
withstanding section 305 of this Act, to pub-
lic housing agencies for emergency capital 
needs resulting from unforeseen or unpre-
ventable emergencies and natural disasters 
occurring in fiscal year 2008: Provided further, 
That of the total amount provided under this 
heading, $40,000,000 shall be for supportive 
services, service coordinators and congregate 
services as authorized by section 34 of the 
Act and the Native American Housing As-
sistance and Self-Determination Act of 1996: 
Provided further, That of the total amount 
provided under this heading up to $8,820,000 is 
to support the costs of administrative and 
judicial receiverships. 

PUBLIC HOUSING OPERATING FUND 

For 2008 payments to public housing agen-
cies for the operation and management of 
public housing, as authorized by section 9(e) 
of the United States Housing Act of 1937, as 
amended (42 U.S.C. 1437g(e)), $4,200,000,000; of 
which $5,940,000 shall be for technical assist-
ance related to the transition and implemen-
tation of asset-based management in public 
housing: Provided, That, in fiscal year 2008 
and all fiscal years hereafter, no amounts 
under this heading in any appropriations Act 
may be used for payments to public housing 
agencies for the costs of operation and man-
agement of public housing for any year prior 
to the current year of such Act: Provided fur-
ther, That no funds may be used under this 
heading for the purposes specified in section 
9(k) of the United States Housing Act of 1937, 
as amended. 

REVITALIZATION OF SEVERELY DISTRESSED 
PUBLIC HOUSING (HOPE VI) 

For grants to public housing agencies for 
demolition, site revitalization, replacement 
housing, and tenant-based assistance grants 
to projects as authorized by section 24 of the 
United States Housing Act of 1937, as amend-
ed, $100,000,000, to remain available until 
September 30, 2008, of which not to exceed 
$1,980,000 may be used for technical assist-
ance and contract expertise, to be provided 
directly or indirectly by grants, contracts or 
cooperative agreements, including training 
and cost of necessary travel for participants 
in such training, by or to officials and em-
ployees of the department and of public 
housing agencies and to residents: Provided, 
That none of such funds shall be used di-
rectly or indirectly by granting competitive 
advantage in awards to settle litigation or 
pay judgments, unless expressly permitted 
herein. 

NATIVE AMERICAN HOUSING BLOCK GRANTS 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For the Native American Housing Block 
Grants program, as authorized under title I 
of the Native American Housing Assistance 
and Self-Determination Act of 1996 
(NAHASDA) (25 U.S.C. 4111 et seq.), 
$630,000,000, to remain available until ex-
pended: Provided, That, notwithstanding the 
Native American Housing Assistance and 
Self-Determination Act of 1996, to determine 
the amount of the allocation under title I of 
such Act for each Indian tribe, the Secretary 
shall apply the formula under section 302 of 
such Act with the need component based on 
single-race Census data and with the need 
component based on multi-race Census data, 
and the amount of the allocation for each In-
dian tribe shall be the greater of the two re-
sulting allocation amounts: Provided further, 
That of the amounts made available under 
this heading, $2,000,000 shall be contracted 
through the Secretary as technical assist-
ance and capacity building to be used by the 
National American Indian Housing Council 
in support of the implementation of 
NAHASDA; and $4,250,000 shall be to support 
the inspection of Indian housing units, con-
tract expertise, training, and technical as-
sistance in the training, oversight, and man-
agement of such Indian housing and tenant- 
based assistance, including up to $300,000 for 
related travel: Provided further, That of the 
amount provided under this heading, 
$1,980,000 shall be made available for the cost 
of guaranteed notes and other obligations, as 
authorized by title VI of NAHASDA: Provided 
further, That such costs, including the costs 
of modifying such notes and other obliga-
tions, shall be as defined in section 502 of the 
Congressional Budget Act of 1974, as amend-
ed: Provided further, That these funds are 
available to subsidize the total principal 
amount of any notes and other obligations, 
any part of which is to be guaranteed, not to 
exceed $17,000,000. 

NATIVE HAWAIIAN HOUSING BLOCK GRANT 
For the Native Hawaiian Housing Block 

Grant program, as authorized under title 
VIII of the Native American Housing Assist-
ance and Self-Determination Act of 1996 (25 
U.S.C. 4111 et seq.), $9,000,000, to remain 
available until expended, of which $300,000 
shall be for training and technical assistance 
activities. 

INDIAN HOUSING LOAN GUARANTEE FUND 
PROGRAM ACCOUNT 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 
For the cost of guaranteed loans, as au-

thorized by section 184 of the Housing and 
Community Development Act of 1992 (12 
U.S.C. 1715z–13a), $7,450,000, to remain avail-
able until expended: Provided, That such 
costs, including the costs of modifying such 
loans, shall be as defined in section 502 of the 
Congressional Budget Act of 1974, as amend-
ed: Provided further, That these funds are 
available to subsidize total loan principal, 
any part of which is to be guaranteed, up to 
$367,000,000. 

NATIVE HAWAIIAN HOUSING LOAN GUARANTEE 
FUND PROGRAM ACCOUNT 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 
For the cost of guaranteed loans, as au-

thorized by section 184A of the Housing and 
Community Development Act of 1992 (12 
U.S.C. 1715z–13b), $1,044,000, to remain avail-
able until expended: Provided, That such 
costs, including the costs of modifying such 
loans, shall be as defined in section 502 of the 
Congressional Budget Act of 1974, as amend-
ed: Provided further, That these funds are 
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available to subsidize total loan principal, 
any part of which is to be guaranteed, not to 
exceed $41,504,255. 

COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT 

OFFICE OF THE ASSISTANT SECRETARY FOR 
COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT 

SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary salaries and expenses of the 
Office of the Assistant Secretary for Commu-
nity Planning and Development, $1,520,000. 

COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary salaries and expenses of the 
Office of Community Planning and Develop-
ment mission area, $93,770,000. 

HOUSING OPPORTUNITIES FOR PERSONS WITH 
AIDS 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For carrying out the Housing Opportuni-
ties for Persons with AIDS program, as au-
thorized by the AIDS Housing Opportunity 
Act (42 U.S.C. 12901 et seq.), $300,100,000, to 
remain available until September 30, 2009, 
except that amounts allocated pursuant to 
section 854(c)(3) of such Act shall remain 
available until September 30, 2010: Provided, 
That the Secretary shall renew all expiring 
contracts for permanent supportive housing 
that were funded under section 854(c)(3) of 
such Act that meet all program require-
ments before awarding funds for new con-
tracts and activities authorized under this 
section: Provided further, That the Secretary 
may use not to exceed $1,485,000 of the funds 
under this heading for training, oversight, 
and technical assistance activities; and not 
to exceed $1,485,000 may be transferred to the 
Working Capital Fund. 
ural Housing and Economic Development 

For the Office of Rural Housing and Eco-
nomic Development in the Department of 
Housing and Urban Development, $17,000,000, 
to remain available until expended, which 
amount shall be competitively awarded by 
September 1, 2008, to Indian tribes, State 
housing finance agencies, State community 
and/or economic development agencies, local 
rural nonprofits and community develop-
ment corporations to support innovative 
housing and economic development activi-
ties in rural areas. 

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT FUND 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For assistance to units of State and local 
government, and to other entities, for eco-
nomic and community development activi-
ties, and for other purposes, $4,060,000,000, to 
remain available until September 30, 2010, 
unless otherwise specified: Provided, That of 
the amount provided, $3,705,430,000 is for car-
rying out the community development block 
grant program under title I of the Housing 
and Community Development Act of 1974, as 
amended (the ‘‘Act’’ herein) (42 U.S.C. 5301 et 
seq.): Provided further, That unless explicitly 
provided for under this heading (except for 
planning grants provided in the second para-
graph and amounts made available under the 
third paragraph), not to exceed 20 percent of 
any grant made with funds appropriated 
under this heading shall be expended for 
planning and management development and 
administration: Provided further, That not to 
exceed $1,570,000 may be transferred to the 
Working Capital Fund: Provided further, That 
$3,000,000 is for technical assistance as au-
thorized by section 107(b)(4) of such Act: Pro-
vided further, That $62,000,000 shall be for 
grants to Indian tribes notwithstanding sec-
tion 106(a)(1) of such Act, of which, notwith-
standing any other provision of law (includ-

ing section 305 of this Act), up to $3,960,000 
may be used for emergencies that constitute 
imminent threats to health and safety. 

Of the amount made available under this 
heading, $248,000,000 shall be available for 
grants for the Economic Development Initia-
tive (EDI) to finance a variety of targeted 
economic investments: Provided, That none 
of the funds provided under this paragraph 
may be used for program operations: Pro-
vided further, That, for fiscal years 2006, 2007, 
and 2008, no unobligated funds for EDI grants 
may be used for any purpose except acquisi-
tion, planning, design, purchase of equip-
ment, revitalization, redevelopment or con-
struction. 

Of the amount made available under this 
heading, $40,000,000 shall be available for 
neighborhood initiatives that are utilized to 
improve the conditions of distressed and 
blighted areas and neighborhoods, to stimu-
late investment, economic diversification, 
and community revitalization in areas with 
population outmigration or a stagnating or 
declining economic base, or to determine 
whether housing benefits can be integrated 
more effectively with welfare reform initia-
tives. 
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT LOAN GUARANTEES 

PROGRAM ACCOUNT 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For the cost of guaranteed loans, $6,000,000, 
to remain available until September 30, 2009, 
as authorized by section 108 of the Housing 
and Community Development Act of 1974, as 
amended: Provided, That such costs, includ-
ing the cost of modifying such loans, shall be 
as defined in section 502 of the Congressional 
Budget Act of 1974, as amended: Provided fur-
ther, That these funds are available to sub-
sidize total loan principal, any part of which 
is to be guaranteed, not to exceed 
$275,000,000, notwithstanding any aggregate 
limitation on outstanding obligations guar-
anteed in section 108(k) of the Housing and 
Community Development Act of 1974, as 
amended. 

BROWNFIELDS REDEVELOPMENT 
For competitive economic development 

grants, as authorized by section 108(q) of the 
Housing and Community Development Act of 
1974, as amended, for Brownfields redevelop-
ment projects, $10,000,000, to remain avail-
able until September 30, 2009. 

HOME INVESTMENT PARTNERSHIPS PROGRAM 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For the HOME investment partnerships 
program, as authorized under title II of the 
Cranston-Gonzalez National Affordable 
Housing Act, as amended, $1,970,000,000, to re-
main available until September 30, 2010, of 
which not to exceed $3,465,000 may be trans-
ferred to the Working Capital Fund: Pro-
vided, That up to $15,000,000 shall be available 
for technical assistance: Provided further, 
That of the total amount provided in this 
paragraph, up to $150,000,000 shall be avail-
able for housing counseling under section 106 
of the Housing and Urban Development Act 
of 1968. 

SELF-HELP AND ASSISTED HOMEOWNERSHIP 
OPPORTUNITY PROGRAM 

For the Self-Help and Assisted Homeown-
ership Opportunity Program, as authorized 
under section 11 of the Housing Opportunity 
Program Extension Act of 1996, as amended, 
$70,000,000, to remain available until Sep-
tember 30, 2010: Provided, That of the total 
amount provided under this heading, 
$26,500,000 shall be made available to the 
Self-Help and Assisted Homeownership Op-
portunity Program as authorized under sec-

tion 11 of the Housing Opportunity Program 
Extension Act of 1996, as amended: Provided 
further, That $33,500,000 shall be made avail-
able for the first four capacity building ac-
tivities authorized under section 4(b)(3) of 
the HUD Demonstration Act of 1993 (42 
U.S.C. 9816 note), as in effect immediately 
before June 12, 1997 and of which up to 
$5,000,000 may be made available for rural ca-
pacity building activities: Provided further, 
That of the total amount made available 
under this heading; $3,000,000 shall be made 
available to the Housing Assistance Council; 
$2,000,000 shall be made available to the Na-
tional American Indian Housing Council; 
$3,000,000 shall be made available as a grant 
to the Raza Development Fund of La Raza 
for the HOPE Fund, of which $500,000 is for 
technical assistance and fund management, 
and $2,500,000 is for investments in the HOPE 
Fund and financing to affiliated organiza-
tions; and $2,000,000 shall be made available 
as a grant to the Housing Partnership Net-
work for operating expenses and a program 
of affordable housing acquisition and reha-
bilitation. 

HOMELESS ASSISTANCE GRANTS 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For the emergency shelter grants program 
as authorized under subtitle B of title IV of 
the McKinney-Vento Homeless Assistance 
Act, as amended; the supportive housing pro-
gram as authorized under subtitle C of title 
IV of such Act; the section 8 moderate reha-
bilitation single room occupancy program as 
authorized under the United States Housing 
Act of 1937, as amended, to assist homeless 
individuals pursuant to section 441 of the 
McKinney-Vento Homeless Assistance Act; 
and the shelter plus care program as author-
ized under subtitle F of title IV of such Act, 
$1,585,990,000, of which $1,580,990,000 shall re-
main available until September 30, 2010, and 
of which $5,000,000 shall remain available 
until expended for rehabilitation projects 
with ten-year grant terms: Provided, That of 
the amounts provided, $25,000,000 shall be set 
aside to conduct a demonstration program 
for the rapid re-housing of homeless families: 
Provided further, That of amounts made 
available in the preceding proviso, not to ex-
ceed $3,000,000 may be used to conduct an 
evaluation of this demonstration program: 
Provided further, That funding made avail-
able for this demonstration program shall be 
used by the Secretary, expressly for the pur-
poses of providing housing and services to 
homeless families in order to evaluate the ef-
fectiveness of the rapid re-housing approach 
in addressing the needs of homeless families: 
Provided further, That not less than 30 per-
cent of funds made available, excluding 
amounts provided for renewals under the 
shelter plus care program, shall be used for 
permanent housing for individuals and fami-
lies: Provided further, That all funds awarded 
for services shall be matched by 25 percent in 
funding by each grantee: Provided further, 
That the Secretary shall renew on an annual 
basis expiring contracts or amendments to 
contracts funded under the shelter plus care 
program if the program is determined to be 
needed under the applicable continuum of 
care and meets appropriate program require-
ments and financial standards, as deter-
mined by the Secretary: Provided further, 
That all awards of assistance under this 
heading shall be required to coordinate and 
integrate homeless programs with other 
mainstream health, social services, and em-
ployment programs for which homeless popu-
lations may be eligible, including Medicaid, 
State Children’s Health Insurance Program, 
Temporary Assistance for Needy Families, 
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Food Stamps, and services funding through 
the Mental Health and Substance Abuse 
Block Grant, Workforce Investment Act, and 
the Welfare-to-Work grant program: Provided 
further, That up to $8,000,000 of the funds ap-
propriated under this heading shall be avail-
able for the national homeless data analysis 
project and technical assistance: Provided 
further, That not to exceed $2,475,000 of the 
funds appropriated under this heading may 
be transferred to the Working Capital Fund: 
Provided further, That all balances for Shel-
ter Plus Care renewals previously funded 
from the Shelter Plus Care Renewal account 
and transferred to this account shall be 
available, if recaptured, for Shelter Plus 
Care renewals in fiscal year 2008. 

HOUSING PROGRAMS 
OFFICE OF THE ASSISTANT SECRETARY FOR 
HOUSING, FEDERAL HOUSING COMMISSIONER 

SALARIES AND EXPENSES 
For necessary salaries and expenses of the 

Office of the Assistant Secretary for Hous-
ing, Federal Housing Commissioner, 
$3,420,000. 

HOUSING SALARIES AND EXPENSES 
For necessary salaries and expenses of the 

Office of Housing, $351,560,000: Provided, That 
notwithstanding any other provision of law, 
funds appropriated under this heading may 
be used for advertising and promotional ac-
tivities that support the housing mission 
area. 

HOUSING FOR THE ELDERLY 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For capital advances, including amend-
ments to capital advance contracts, for hous-
ing for the elderly, as authorized by section 
202 of the Housing Act of 1959, as amended, 
and for project rental assistance for the el-
derly under section 202(c)(2) of such Act, in-
cluding amendments to contracts for such 
assistance and renewal of expiring contracts 
for such assistance for up to a 1-year term, 
and for supportive services associated with 
the housing, $735,000,000, to remain available 
until September 30, 2011, of which up to 
$603,900,000 shall be for capital advance and 
project-based rental assistance awards: Pro-
vided, That, of the amount provided under 
this heading, up to $60,000,000 shall be for 
service coordinators and the continuation of 
existing congregate service grants for resi-
dents of assisted housing projects, and of 
which up to $24,750,000 shall be for grants 
under section 202b of the Housing Act of 1959 
(12 U.S.C. 1701q–2) for conversion of eligible 
projects under such section to assisted living 
or related use and for emergency capital re-
pairs as determined by the Secretary: Pro-
vided further, That of the amount made avail-
able under this heading, $20,000,000 shall be 
available to the Secretary of Housing and 
Urban Development only for making com-
petitive grants to private nonprofit organiza-
tions and consumer cooperatives for covering 
costs of architectural and engineering work, 
site control, and other planning relating to 
the development of supportive housing for 
the elderly that is eligible for assistance 
under section 202 of the Housing Act of 1959 
(12 U.S.C. 1701q): Provided further, That 
amounts under this heading shall be avail-
able for Real Estate Assessment Center in-
spections and inspection-related activities 
associated with section 202 capital advance 
projects: Provided further, That not to exceed 
$1,400,000 of the total amount made available 
under this heading may be transferred to the 
Working Capital Fund: Provided further, That 
the Secretary may waive the provisions of 
section 202 governing the terms and condi-

tions of project rental assistance, except 
that the initial contract term for such as-
sistance shall not exceed 5 years in duration. 

HOUSING FOR PERSONS WITH DISABILITIES 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For capital advance contracts, including 
amendments to capital advance contracts, 
for supportive housing for persons with dis-
abilities, as authorized by section 811 of the 
Cranston-Gonzalez National Affordable 
Housing Act (42 U.S.C. 8013), for project rent-
al assistance for supportive housing for per-
sons with disabilities under section 811(d)(2) 
of such Act, including amendments to con-
tracts for such assistance and renewal of ex-
piring contracts for such assistance for up to 
a 1-year term, and for supportive services as-
sociated with the housing for persons with 
disabilities as authorized by section 811(b)(1) 
of such Act, and for tenant-based rental as-
sistance contracts entered into pursuant to 
section 811 of such Act, $237,000,000, to re-
main available until September 30, 2011: Pro-
vided, That not to exceed $600,000 may be 
transferred to the Working Capital Fund: 
Provided further, That, of the amount pro-
vided under this heading $74,745,000 shall be 
for amendments or renewal of tenant-based 
assistance contracts entered into prior to fis-
cal year 2005 (only one amendment author-
ized for any such contract): Provided further, 
That all tenant-based assistance made avail-
able under this heading shall continue to re-
main available only to persons with disabil-
ities: Provided further, That the Secretary 
may waive the provisions of section 811 gov-
erning the terms and conditions of project 
rental assistance and tenant-based assist-
ance, except that the initial contract term 
for such assistance shall not exceed 5 years 
in duration: Provided further, That amounts 
made available under this heading shall be 
available for Real Estate Assessment Center 
Inspections and inspection-related activities 
associated with section 811 Capital Advance 
Projects. 

OTHER ASSISTED HOUSING PROGRAMS 
RENTAL HOUSING ASSISTANCE 

For amendments to contracts under sec-
tion 101 of the Housing and Urban Develop-
ment Act of 1965 (12 U.S.C. 1701s) and section 
236(f)(2) of the National Housing Act (12 
U.S.C. 1715z–1) in State-aided, non-insured 
rental housing projects, $27,600,000, to remain 
available until expended. 

(RESCISSION) 
Of the amounts made available under the 

heading ‘‘Rent Supplement’’ in Public Law 
98–63 for amendments to contracts under sec-
tion 101 of the Housing and Urban Develop-
ment Act of 1965 (12 U.S.C. 1701s) and section 
236(f)(2) of the National Housing Act (12 
U.S.C. 1715z–1) in State-aided, non-insured 
rental housing projects, $27,600,000 are re-
scinded. 

FLEXIBLE SUBSIDY FUND 
(TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

From the Rental Housing Assistance Fund, 
all uncommitted balances of excess rental 
charges as of September 30, 2007, and any col-
lections made during fiscal year 2008 and all 
subsequent fiscal years, shall be transferred 
to the Flexible Subsidy Fund, as authorized 
by section 236(g) of the National Housing 
Act, as amended. 

MANUFACTURED HOUSING FEES TRUST FUND 
For necessary expenses as authorized by 

the National Manufactured Housing Con-
struction and Safety Standards Act of 1974, 
as amended (42 U.S.C. 5401 et seq.), up to 
$16,000,000, to remain available until ex-

pended, to be derived from the Manufactured 
Housing Fees Trust Fund: Provided, That not 
to exceed the total amount appropriated 
under this heading shall be available from 
the general fund of the Treasury to the ex-
tent necessary to incur obligations and make 
expenditures pending the receipt of collec-
tions to the Fund pursuant to section 620 of 
such Act: Provided further, That the amount 
made available under this heading from the 
general fund shall be reduced as such collec-
tions are received during fiscal year 2008 so 
as to result in a final fiscal year 2008 appro-
priation from the general fund estimated at 
not more than $0 and fees pursuant to such 
section 620 shall be modified as necessary to 
ensure such a final fiscal year 2008 appropria-
tion: Provided further, That for the dispute 
resolution and installation programs, the 
Secretary of Housing and Urban Develop-
ment may assess and collect fees from any 
program participant: Provided further, That 
such collections shall be deposited into the 
Fund, and the Secretary, as provided herein, 
may use such collections, as well as fees col-
lected under section 620, for necessary ex-
penses of such Act: Provided further, That 
notwithstanding the requirements of section 
620 of such Act, the Secretary may carry out 
responsibilities of the Secretary under such 
Act through the use of approved service pro-
viders that are paid directly by the recipi-
ents of their services. 

FEDERAL HOUSING ADMINISTRATION 
MUTUAL MORTGAGE INSURANCE PROGRAM 

ACCOUNT 
(INCLUDING TRANSFERS OF FUNDS) 

During fiscal year 2008, commitments to 
guarantee loans to carry out the purposes of 
section 203(b) of the National Housing Act, 
as amended, shall not exceed a loan principal 
of $185,000,000,000. 

During fiscal year 2008, obligations to 
make direct loans to carry out the purposes 
of section 204(g) of the National Housing Act, 
as amended, shall not exceed $50,000,000: Pro-
vided, That the foregoing amount shall be for 
loans to nonprofit and governmental entities 
in connection with sales of single family real 
properties owned by the Secretary and for-
merly insured under the Mutual Mortgage 
Insurance Fund. 

For administrative contract expenses, 
$77,400,000, of which not to exceed $25,550,000 
may be transferred to the Working Capital 
Fund, and of which up to $5,000,000 shall be 
for education and outreach of FHA single 
family loan products: Provided, That to the 
extent guaranteed loan commitments exceed 
$65,500,000,000 on or before April 1, 2008, an 
additional $1,400 for administrative contract 
expenses shall be available for each $1,000,000 
in additional guaranteed loan commitments 
(including a pro rata amount for any amount 
below $1,000,000), but in no case shall funds 
made available by this proviso exceed 
$30,000,000. 
GENERAL AND SPECIAL RISK PROGRAM ACCOUNT 

(INCLUDING TRANSFERS OF FUNDS) 
For the cost of guaranteed loans, as au-

thorized by sections 238 and 519 of the Na-
tional Housing Act (12 U.S.C. 1715z–3 and 
1735c), including the cost of loan guarantee 
modifications, as that term is defined in sec-
tion 502 of the Congressional Budget Act of 
1974, as amended, $8,600,000, to remain avail-
able until expended: Provided, That commit-
ments to guarantee loans shall not exceed 
$45,000,000,000 in total loan principal, any 
part of which is to be guaranteed. 

Gross obligations for the principal amount 
of direct loans, as authorized by sections 
204(g), 207(l), 238, and 519(a) of the National 
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Housing Act, shall not exceed $50,000,000, of 
which not to exceed $30,000,000 shall be for 
bridge financing in connection with the sale 
of multifamily real properties owned by the 
Secretary and formerly insured under such 
Act; and of which not to exceed $20,000,000 
shall be for loans to nonprofit and govern-
mental entities in connection with the sale 
of single-family real properties owned by the 
Secretary and formerly insured under such 
Act. 

For administrative contract expenses nec-
essary to carry out the guaranteed and di-
rect loan programs, $78,111,000, of which not 
to exceed $15,692,000 may be transferred to 
the Working Capital Fund: Provided, That to 
the extent guaranteed loan commitments ex-
ceed $8,426,000,000 on or before April 1, 2008, 
an additional $1,980 for administrative con-
tract expenses shall be available for each 
$1,000,000 in additional guaranteed loan com-
mitments over $8,426,000,000 (including a pro 
rata amount for any increment below 
$1,000,000), but in no case shall funds made 
available by this proviso exceed $14,400,000. 

For discount sales of multifamily real 
property under sections 207(1) or 246 of the 
National Housing Act (12 U.S.C. 1713(l), 1715z– 
11), section 203 of the Housing and Commu-
nity Development Amendments of 1978 (12 
U.S.C. 1701z–11), or section 204 of the Depart-
ments of Veterans Affairs and Housing and 
Urban Development, and Independent Agen-
cies Appropriations Act, 1997 (12 U.S.C. 1715z– 
11a), and for discount loan sales under sec-
tion 207(k) of the National Housing Act (12 
U.S.C. 1713(k)), section 203(k) of the Housing 
and Community Development Amendments 
of 1978 (12 U.S.C. 1701z–11(k)), or section 
204(a) of the Departments of Veterans Affairs 
and Housing and Urban Development, and 
Independent Agencies Act, 1997 (12 U.S.C. 
1715z–11a(a)), $5,000,000, to remain available 
until September 30, 2009. 

GOVERNMENT NATIONAL MORTGAGE 
ASSOCIATION 

OFFICE OF THE GOVERNMENT NATIONAL 
MORTGAGE ASSOCIATION 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For the necessary salaries and expenses of 
the Office of the Government National Mort-
gage Association, $9,530,000. 
GUARANTEES OF MORTGAGE-BACKED SECURITIES 

LOAN GUARANTEE PROGRAM ACCOUNT 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

New commitments to issue guarantees to 
carry out the purposes of section 306 of the 
National Housing Act, as amended (12 U.S.C. 
1721(g)), shall not exceed $200,000,000,000, to 
remain available until September 30, 2009. 

POLICY DEVELOPMENT AND RESEARCH 
OFFICE OF THE ASSISTANT SECRETARY FOR 

POLICY DEVELOPMENT AND RESEARCH 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary salaries and expenses of the 
Office of the Assistant Secretary for Policy 
Development and Research, $1,570,000. 
POLICY DEVELOPMENT AND RESEARCH SALARIES 

AND EXPENSES 
For necessary salaries and expenses of the 

Office of Policy Development and Research, 
$19,310,000. 

RESEARCH AND TECHNOLOGY 
For contracts, grants, and necessary ex-

penses of programs of research and studies 
relating to housing and urban problems, not 
otherwise provided for, as authorized by title 
V of the Housing and Urban Development 
Act of 1970, as amended (12 U.S.C. 1701z–1 et 
seq.), including carrying out the functions of 
the Secretary under section 1(a)(1)(i) of Re-

organization Plan No. 2 of 1968, $59,040,000, to 
remain available until September 30, 2009: 
Provided, That of the total amount provided 
under this heading, $5,000,000 shall be for the 
Partnership for Advancing Technology in 
Housing (PATH) Initiative: Provided further, 
That of the funds made available under this 
heading, $20,600,000 is for grants pursuant to 
section 107 of the Housing and Community 
Development Act of 1974, as amended, as fol-
lows: $3,000,000 to support Alaska Native 
serving institutions and Native Hawaiian 
serving institutions as defined under the 
Higher Education Act, as amended; $2,600,000 
for tribal colleges and universities to build, 
expand, renovate, and equip their facilities 
and to expand the role of the colleges into 
the community through the provision of 
needed services such as health programs, job 
training and economic development activi-
ties; $9,000,000 for the Historically Black Col-
leges and Universities program, of which up 
to $2,000,000 may be used for technical assist-
ance; and $6,000,000 for the Hispanic Serving 
Institutions Program. 

FAIR HOUSING AND EQUAL OPPORTUNITY 
OFFICE OF THE ASSISTANT SECRETARY FOR FAIR 

HOUSING AND EQUAL OPPORTUNITY 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary salaries and expenses of the 
Office of the Assistant Secretary for Fair 
Housing and Equal Opportunity, $1,490,000. 

FAIR HOUSING AND EQUAL OPPORTUNITY 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For the necessary salaries and expenses of 
the Office of Fair Housing and Equal Oppor-
tunity, $69,390,000. 

FAIR HOUSING ACTIVITIES 
For contracts, grants, and other assist-

ance, not otherwise provided for, as author-
ized by title VIII of the Civil Rights Act of 
1968, as amended by the Fair Housing 
Amendments Act of 1988, and section 561 of 
the Housing and Community Development 
Act of 1987, as amended, $52,000,000, to remain 
available until September 30, 2009, of which 
$25,000,000 shall be to carry out activities 
pursuant to such section 561: Provided, That 
notwithstanding 31 U.S.C. 3302, the Secretary 
may assess and collect fees to cover the costs 
of the Fair Housing Training Academy, and 
may use such funds to provide such training: 
Provided further, That no funds made avail-
able under this heading shall be used to 
lobby the executive or legislative branches 
of the Federal Government in connection 
with a specific contract, grant or loan. 

OFFICE OF LEAD HAZARD CONTROL 
OFFICE OF HEALTHY HOMES AND LEAD HAZARD 

CONTROL 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For the necessary salaries and expenses of 
the Office of Healthy Homes and Lead Haz-
ard Control, $6,140,000. 

LEAD HAZARD REDUCTION 
For the Lead Hazard Reduction Program, 

as authorized by section 1011 of the Residen-
tial Lead-Based Paint Hazard Reduction Act 
of 1992, $151,000,000, to remain available until 
September 30, 2009, of which $8,800,000 shall 
be for the Healthy Homes Initiative, pursu-
ant to sections 501 and 502 of the Housing and 
Urban Development Act of 1970 that shall in-
clude research, studies, testing, and dem-
onstration efforts, including education and 
outreach concerning lead-based paint poi-
soning and other housing-related diseases 
and hazards: Provided, That for purposes of 
environmental review, pursuant to the Na-
tional Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (42 
U.S.C. 4321 et seq.) and other provisions of 

law that further the purposes of such Act, a 
grant under the Healthy Homes Initiative, 
Operation Lead Elimination Action Plan 
(LEAP), or the Lead Technical Studies pro-
gram under this heading or under prior ap-
propriations Acts for such purposes under 
this heading, shall be considered to be funds 
for a special project for purposes of section 
305(c) of the Multifamily Housing Property 
Disposition Reform Act of 1994: Provided fur-
ther, That of the total amount made avail-
able under this heading, $48,000,000 shall be 
made available on a competitive basis for 
areas with the highest lead paint abatement 
needs: Provided further, That each applicant 
shall submit a detailed plan and strategy 
that demonstrates adequate capacity that is 
acceptable to the Secretary to carry out the 
proposed use of funds pursuant to a Notice of 
Funding Availability: Provided further, That 
of the total amount made available under 
this heading, $2,000,000 shall be available for 
the Big Buy Program to be managed by the 
Office of Healthy Homes and Lead Hazard 
Control. 

WORKING CAPITAL FUND 

For additional capital for the Working 
Capital Fund (42 U.S.C. 3535) for the develop-
ment of, modifications to, and infrastructure 
for Department-wide information technology 
systems, for the continuing operation and 
maintenance of both Department-wide and 
program-specific information systems, and 
for program-related development activities, 
$175,000,000, to remain available until Sep-
tember 30, 2009: Provided, That any amounts 
transferred to this Fund under this Act shall 
remain available until expended: Provided 
further, That any amounts transferred to 
this Fund from amounts appropriated by pre-
viously enacted appropriations Acts or from 
within this Act may be used only for the pur-
poses specified under this Fund, in addition 
to the purposes for which such amounts were 
appropriated. 

OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For necessary salaries and expenses of the 
Office of Inspector General in carrying out 
the Inspector General Act of 1978, as amend-
ed, $112,000,000: Provided, That the Inspector 
General shall have independent authority 
over all personnel issues within this office. 

OFFICE OF FEDERAL HOUSING ENTERPRISE 
OVERSIGHT 

SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For carrying out the Federal Housing En-
terprises Financial Safety and Soundness 
Act of 1992, including not to exceed $500 for 
official reception and representation ex-
penses, $66,000,000, to remain available until 
expended, to be derived from the Federal 
Housing Enterprises Oversight Fund: Pro-
vided, That the Director shall submit a 
spending plan for the amounts provided 
under this heading no later than January 15, 
2008: Provided further, That not less than 80 
percent of the total amount made available 
under this heading shall be used only for ex-
amination, supervision, and capital over-
sight of the enterprises (as such term is de-
fined in section 1303 of the Federal Housing 
Enterprises Financial Safety and Soundness 
Act of 1992 (12 U.S.C. 4502)) to ensure that the 
enterprises are operating in a financially 
safe and sound manner and complying with 
the capital requirements under Subtitle B of 
such Act: Provided further, That not to ex-
ceed the amount provided herein shall be 
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available from the general fund of the Treas-
ury to the extent necessary to incur obliga-
tions and make expenditures pending the re-
ceipt of collections to the Fund: Provided fur-
ther, That the general fund amount shall be 
reduced as collections are received during 
the fiscal year so as to result in a final ap-
propriation from the general fund estimated 
at not more than $0. 

GENERAL PROVISIONS—DEPARTMENT OF 
HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT 

SEC. 201. Fifty percent of the amounts of 
budget authority, or in lieu thereof 50 per-
cent of the cash amounts associated with 
such budget authority, that are recaptured 
from projects described in section 1012(a) of 
the Stewart B. McKinney Homeless Assist-
ance Amendments Act of 1988 (42 U.S.C. 1437 
note) shall be rescinded or in the case of 
cash, shall be remitted to the Treasury, and 
such amounts of budget authority or cash re-
captured and not rescinded or remitted to 
the Treasury shall be used by State housing 
finance agencies or local governments or 
local housing agencies with projects ap-
proved by the Secretary of Housing and 
Urban Development for which settlement oc-
curred after January 1, 1992, in accordance 
with such section. Notwithstanding the pre-
vious sentence, the Secretary may award up 
to 15 percent of the budget authority or cash 
recaptured and not rescinded or remitted to 
the Treasury to provide project owners with 
incentives to refinance their project at a 
lower interest rate. 

SEC. 202. None of the amounts made avail-
able under this Act may be used during fiscal 
year 2008 to investigate or prosecute under 
the Fair Housing Act any otherwise lawful 
activity engaged in by one or more persons, 
including the filing or maintaining of a non- 
frivolous legal action, that is engaged in 
solely for the purpose of achieving or pre-
venting action by a Government official or 
entity, or a court of competent jurisdiction. 

SEC. 203. (a) Notwithstanding section 
854(c)(1)(A) of the AIDS Housing Opportunity 
Act (42 U.S.C. 12903(c)(1)(A)), from any 
amounts made available under this title for 
fiscal year 2008 that are allocated under such 
section, the Secretary of Housing and Urban 
Development shall allocate and make a 
grant, in the amount determined under sub-
section (b), for any State that— 

(1) received an allocation in a prior fiscal 
year under clause (ii) of such section; and 

(2) is not otherwise eligible for an alloca-
tion for fiscal year 2008 under such clause (ii) 
because the areas in the State outside of the 
metropolitan statistical areas that qualify 
under clause (i) in fiscal year 2008 do not 
have the number of cases of acquired im-
munodeficiency syndrome (AIDS) required 
under such clause. 

(b) The amount of the allocation and grant 
for any State described in subsection (a) 
shall be an amount based on the cumulative 
number of AIDS cases in the areas of that 
State that are outside of metropolitan sta-
tistical areas that qualify under clause (i) of 
such section 854(c)(1)(A) in fiscal year 2008, in 
proportion to AIDS cases among cities and 
States that qualify under clauses (i) and (ii) 
of such section and States deemed eligible 
under subsection (a). 

(c) Notwithstanding any other provision of 
law, the amount allocated for fiscal year 2008 
under section 854(c) of the AIDS Housing Op-
portunity Act (42 U.S.C. 12903(c)), to the City 
of New York, New York, on behalf of the New 
York-Wayne-White Plains, New York-New 
Jersey Metropolitan Division (hereafter 
‘‘metropolitan division’’) of the New York- 
Newark-Edison, NY–NJ–PA Metropolitan 

Statistical Area, shall be adjusted by the 
Secretary of Housing and Urban Develop-
ment by: (1) allocating to the City of Jersey 
City, New Jersey, the proportion of the met-
ropolitan area’s or division’s amount that is 
based on the number of cases of AIDS re-
ported in the portion of the metropolitan 
area or division that is located in Hudson 
County, New Jersey, and adjusting for the 
proportion of the metropolitan division’s 
high incidence bonus if this area in New Jer-
sey also has a higher than average per capita 
incidence of AIDS; and (2) allocating to the 
City of Paterson, New Jersey, the proportion 
of the metropolitan area’s or division’s 
amount that is based on the number of cases 
of AIDS reported in the portion of the metro-
politan area or division that is located in 
Bergen County and Passaic County, New Jer-
sey, and adjusting for the proportion of the 
metropolitan division’s high incidence bonus 
if this area in New Jersey also has a higher 
than average per capita incidence of AIDS. 
The recipient cities shall use amounts allo-
cated under this subsection to carry out eli-
gible activities under section 855 of the AIDS 
Housing Opportunity Act (42 U.S.C. 12904) in 
their respective portions of the metropolitan 
division that is located in New Jersey. 

(d) Notwithstanding any other provision of 
law, the amount allocated for fiscal year 2008 
under section 854(c) of the AIDS Housing Op-
portunity Act (42 U.S.C. 12903(c)) to areas 
with a higher than average per capita inci-
dence of AIDS, shall be adjusted by the Sec-
retary on the basis of area incidence re-
ported over a three year period. 

SEC. 204. Except as explicitly provided in 
law, any grant, cooperative agreement or 
other assistance made pursuant to title II of 
this Act shall be made on a competitive basis 
and in accordance with section 102 of the De-
partment of Housing and Urban Development 
Reform Act of 1989. 

SEC. 205. Funds of the Department of Hous-
ing and Urban Development subject to the 
Government Corporation Control Act or sec-
tion 402 of the Housing Act of 1950 shall be 
available, without regard to the limitations 
on administrative expenses, for legal serv-
ices on a contract or fee basis, and for uti-
lizing and making payment for services and 
facilities of the Federal National Mortgage 
Association, Government National Mortgage 
Association, Federal Home Loan Mortgage 
Corporation, Federal Financing Bank, Fed-
eral Reserve banks or any member thereof, 
Federal Home Loan banks, and any insured 
bank within the meaning of the Federal De-
posit Insurance Corporation Act, as amended 
(12 U.S.C. 1811–1831). 

SEC. 206. Unless otherwise provided for in 
this Act or through a reprogramming of 
funds, no part of any appropriation for the 
Department of Housing and Urban Develop-
ment shall be available for any program, 
project or activity in excess of amounts set 
forth in the budget estimates submitted to 
Congress. 

SEC. 207. Corporations and agencies of the 
Department of Housing and Urban Develop-
ment which are subject to the Government 
Corporation Control Act, as amended, are 
hereby authorized to make such expendi-
tures, within the limits of funds and bor-
rowing authority available to each such cor-
poration or agency and in accordance with 
law, and to make such contracts and com-
mitments without regard to fiscal year limi-
tations as provided by section 104 of such Act 
as may be necessary in carrying out the pro-
grams set forth in the budget for 2008 for 
such corporation or agency except as herein-
after provided: Provided, That collections of 

these corporations and agencies may be used 
for new loan or mortgage purchase commit-
ments only to the extent expressly provided 
for in this Act (unless such loans are in sup-
port of other forms of assistance provided for 
in this or prior appropriations Acts), except 
that this proviso shall not apply to the mort-
gage insurance or guaranty operations of 
these corporations, or where loans or mort-
gage purchases are necessary to protect the 
financial interest of the United States Gov-
ernment. 

SEC. 208. None of the funds provided in this 
title for technical assistance, training, or 
management improvements may be obli-
gated or expended unless HUD provides to 
the Committees on Appropriations a descrip-
tion of each proposed activity and a detailed 
budget estimate of the costs associated with 
each program, project or activity as part of 
the Budget Justifications. For fiscal year 
2008, HUD shall transmit this information to 
the Committees by March 15, 2008 for 30 days 
of review. 

SEC. 209. The Secretary of Housing and 
Urban Development shall provide quarterly 
reports to the House and Senate Committees 
on Appropriations regarding all uncommit-
ted, unobligated, recaptured and excess funds 
in each program and activity within the ju-
risdiction of the Department and shall sub-
mit additional, updated budget information 
to these Committees upon request. 

SEC. 210. (a) Notwithstanding any other 
provision of law, the amount allocated for 
fiscal year 2008 under section 854(c) of the 
AIDS Housing Opportunity Act (42 U.S.C. 
12903(c)), to the City of Wilmington, Dela-
ware, on behalf of the Wilmington, Delaware- 
Maryland-New Jersey Metropolitan Division 
(hereafter ‘‘metropolitan division’’), shall be 
adjusted by the Secretary of Housing and 
Urban Development by allocating to the 
State of New Jersey the proportion of the 
metropolitan division’s amount that is based 
on the number of cases of AIDS reported in 
the portion of the metropolitan division that 
is located in New Jersey, and adjusting for 
the proportion of the metropolitan division’s 
high incidence bonus if this area in New Jer-
sey also has a higher than average per capita 
incidence of AIDS. The State of New Jersey 
shall use amounts allocated to the State 
under this subsection to carry out eligible 
activities under section 855 of the AIDS 
Housing Opportunity Act (42 U.S.C. 12904) in 
the portion of the metropolitan division that 
is located in New Jersey. 

(b) Notwithstanding any other provision of 
law, the Secretary of Housing and Urban De-
velopment shall allocate to Wake County, 
North Carolina, the amounts that otherwise 
would be allocated for fiscal year 2008 under 
section 854(c) of the AIDS Housing Oppor-
tunity Act (42 U.S.C. 12903(c)) to the City of 
Raleigh, North Carolina, on behalf of the Ra-
leigh-Cary, North Carolina Metropolitan 
Statistical Area. Any amounts allocated to 
Wake County shall be used to carry out eligi-
ble activities under section 855 of such Act 
(42 U.S.C. 12904) within such metropolitan 
statistical area. 

(c) Notwithstanding section 854(c) of the 
AIDS Housing Opportunity Act (42 U.S.C. 
12903(c)), the Secretary of Housing and Urban 
Development may adjust the allocation of 
the amounts that otherwise would be allo-
cated for fiscal year 2008 under section 854(c) 
of such Act, upon the written request of an 
applicant, in conjunction with the State(s), 
for a formula allocation on behalf of a met-
ropolitan statistical area, to designate the 
State or States in which the metropolitan 
statistical area is located as the eligible 
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grantee(s) of the allocation. In the case that 
a metropolitan statistical area involves 
more than one State, such amounts allo-
cated to each State shall be in proportion to 
the number of cases of AIDS reported in the 
portion of the metropolitan statistical area 
located in that State. Any amounts allo-
cated to a State under this section shall be 
used to carry out eligible activities within 
the portion of the metropolitan statistical 
area located in that State. 

SEC. 211. The Secretary of Housing and 
Urban Development shall submit an annual 
report no later than August 30, 2008 and an-
nually thereafter to the House and Senate 
Committees on Appropriations regarding the 
number of Federally assisted units under 
lease and the per unit cost of these units to 
the Department of Housing and Urban Devel-
opment. 

SEC. 212. The Department of Housing and 
Urban Development shall submit the Depart-
ment’s fiscal year 2009 congressional budget 
justifications to the Committees on Appro-
priations of the House of Representatives 
and the Senate using the identical structure 
provided under this Act and only in accord-
ance with the direction specified in the re-
port accompanying this Act. 

SEC. 213. Incremental vouchers previously 
made available under the heading ‘‘Housing 
Certificate Fund’’ or renewed under the 
heading, ‘‘Tenant-Based Rental Assistance,’’ 
for non-elderly disabled families shall, to the 
extent practicable, continue to be provided 
to non-elderly disabled families upon turn-
over. 

SEC. 214. A public housing agency or such 
other entity that administers Federal hous-
ing assistance for the Housing Authority of 
the county of Los Angeles, California, the 
States of Alaska, Iowa, and Mississippi shall 
not be required to include a resident of pub-
lic housing or a recipient of assistance pro-
vided under section 8 of the United States 
Housing Act of 1937 on the board of directors 
or a similar governing board of such agency 
or entity as required under section (2)(b) of 
such Act. Each public housing agency or 
other entity that administers Federal hous-
ing assistance under section 8 for the Hous-
ing Authority of the county of Los Angeles, 
California and the States of Alaska, Iowa 
and Mississippi shall establish an advisory 
board of not less than 6 residents of public 
housing or recipients of section 8 assistance 
to provide advice and comment to the public 
housing agency or other administering enti-
ty on issues related to public housing and 
section 8. Such advisory board shall meet 
not less than quarterly. 

SEC. 215. (a) Notwithstanding any other 
provision of law, subject to the conditions 
listed in subsection (b), for fiscal years 2008 
and 2009, the Secretary may authorize the 
transfer of some or all project-based assist-
ance, debt and statutorily required low-in-
come and very low-income use restrictions, 
associated with one or more multifamily 
housing project to another multifamily 
housing project or projects. 

(b) The transfer authorized in subsection 
(a) is subject to the following conditions: 

(1) the number of low-income and very low- 
income units and the net dollar amount of 
Federal assistance provided by the transfer-
ring project shall remain the same in the re-
ceiving project or projects; 

(2) the transferring project shall, as deter-
mined by the Secretary, be either physically 
obsolete or economically non-viable; 

(3) the receiving project or projects shall 
meet or exceed applicable physical standards 
established by the Secretary; 

(4) the owner or mortgagor of the transfer-
ring project shall notify and consult with the 
tenants residing in the transferring project 
and provide a certification of approval by all 
appropriate local governmental officials; 

(5) the tenants of the transferring project 
who remain eligible for assistance to be pro-
vided by the receiving project or projects 
shall not be required to vacate their units in 
the transferring project or projects until new 
units in the receiving project are available 
for occupancy; 

(6) the Secretary determines that this 
transfer is in the best interest of the tenants; 

(7) if either the transferring project or the 
receiving project or projects meets the con-
dition specified in subsection (c)(2)(A), any 
lien on the receiving project resulting from 
additional financing obtained by the owner 
shall be subordinate to any FHA-insured 
mortgage lien transferred to, or placed on, 
such project by the Secretary; 

(8) if the transferring project meets the re-
quirements of subsection (c)(2)(E), the owner 
or mortgagor of the receiving project or 
projects shall execute and record either a 
continuation of the existing use agreement 
or a new use agreement for the project 
where, in either case, any use restrictions in 
such agreement are of no lesser duration 
than the existing use restrictions; 

(9) any financial risk to the FHA General 
and Special Risk Insurance Fund, as deter-
mined by the Secretary, would be reduced as 
a result of a transfer completed under this 
section; and 

(10) the Secretary determines that Federal 
liability with regard to this project will not 
be increased. 

(c) For purposes of this section— 
(1) the terms ‘‘low-income’’ and ‘‘very low- 

income’’ shall have the meanings provided 
by the statute and/or regulations governing 
the program under which the project is in-
sured or assisted; 

(2) the term ‘‘multifamily housing project’’ 
means housing that meets one of the fol-
lowing conditions— 

(A) housing that is subject to a mortgage 
insured under the National Housing Act; 

(B) housing that has project-based assist-
ance attached to the structure including 
projects undergoing mark to market debt re-
structuring under the Multifamily Assisted 
Housing Reform and Affordability Housing 
Act; 

(C) housing that is assisted under section 
202 of the Housing Act of 1959 as amended by 
section 801 of the Cranston-Gonzales Na-
tional Affordable Housing Act; 

(D) housing that is assisted under section 
202 of the Housing Act of 1959, as such sec-
tion existed before the enactment of the 
Cranston-Gonzales National Affordable 
Housing Act; or 

(E) housing or vacant land that is subject 
to a use agreement; 

(3) the term ‘‘project-based assistance’’ 
means— 

(A) assistance provided under section 8(b) 
of the United States Housing Act of 1937; 

(B) assistance for housing constructed or 
substantially rehabilitated pursuant to as-
sistance provided under section 8(b)(2) of 
such Act (as such section existed imme-
diately before October 1, 1983); 

(C) rent supplement payments under sec-
tion 101 of the Housing and Urban Develop-
ment Act of 1965; 

(D) interest reduction payments under sec-
tion 236 and/or additional assistance pay-
ments under section 236(f)(2) of the National 
Housing Act; and, 

(E) assistance payments made under sec-
tion 202(c)(2) of the Housing Act of 1959; 

(4) the term ‘‘receiving project or projects’’ 
means the multifamily housing project or 
projects to which the project-based assist-
ance, debt, and statutorily required use low- 
income and very low-income restrictions are 
to be transferred; 

(5) the term ‘‘transferring project’’ means 
the multifamily housing project which is 
transferring the project-based assistance, 
debt and the statutorily required low-income 
and very low-income use restrictions to the 
receiving project; and, 

(6) the term ‘‘Secretary’’ means the Sec-
retary of Housing and Urban Development. 

SEC. 216. The funds made available for Na-
tive Alaskans under the heading ‘‘Native 
American Housing Block Grants’’ in title III 
of this Act shall be allocated to the same Na-
tive Alaskan housing block grant recipients 
that received funds in fiscal year 2005. 

SEC. 217. Incremental vouchers made avail-
able under this Act and previously made 
available under the heading, ‘‘Housing Cer-
tificate Fund’’ or renewed under the heading, 
‘‘Tenant-Based Rental Assistance’’, for fam-
ily unification shall, to the extent prac-
ticable, continue to be provided for family 
unification. 

SEC. 218. None of the funds appropriated or 
otherwise made available by this Act or any 
other Act may be used to develop or impose 
policies or procedures, including an account 
structure, that subjects the Government Na-
tional Mortgage Association to the require-
ments of the Federal Credit Reform Act of 
1990 (2 U.S.C. 661 et seq.). This section shall 
not be construed to exempt that entity from 
credit subsidy budgeting or from budget 
presentation requirements previously adopt-
ed. 

SEC. 219. (a) No assistance shall be provided 
under section 8 of the United States Housing 
Act of 1937 (42 U.S.C. 1437f) to any individual 
who— 

(1) is enrolled as a student at an institu-
tion of higher education (as defined under 
section 102 of the Higher Education Act of 
1965 (20 U.S.C. 1002)); 

(2) is under 24 years of age; 
(3) is not a veteran; 
(4) is unmarried; 
(5) does not have a dependent child; 
(6) is not a person with disabilities, as such 

term is defined in section 3(b)(3)(E) of the 
United States Housing Act of 1937 (42 U.S.C. 
1437a(b)(3)(E)) and was not receiving assist-
ance under such section 8 as of November 30, 
2005; and 

(7) is not otherwise individually eligible, or 
has parents who, individually or jointly, are 
not eligible, to receive assistance under sec-
tion 8 of the United States Housing Act of 
1937 (42 U.S.C. 1437f). 

(b) For purposes of determining the eligi-
bility of a person to receive assistance under 
section 8 of the United States Housing Act of 
1937 (42 U.S.C. 1437f), any financial assistance 
(in excess of amounts received for tuition) 
that an individual receives under the Higher 
Education Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 1001 et seq.), 
from private sources, or an institution of 
higher education (as defined under the High-
er Education Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 1002)), 
shall be considered income to that indi-
vidual, except for a person over the age of 23 
with dependent children. 

(c) Not later than 30 days after the date of 
enactment of this Act, the Secretary of 
Housing and Urban Development shall issue 
final regulations to carry out the provisions 
of this section. 

SEC. 220. Notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of law, in fiscal year 2008, in managing 
and disposing of any multifamily property 
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that is owned or held by the Secretary of 
Housing and Urban Development, the Sec-
retary shall maintain any rental assistance 
payments under section 8 of the United 
States Housing Act of 1937 that are attached 
to any dwelling units in the property. To the 
extent the Secretary determines that such a 
multifamily property owned or held by the 
Secretary is not feasible for continued rental 
assistance payments under such section 8, 
based on consideration of the costs of main-
taining such payments for that property or 
other factors, the Secretary may, in con-
sultation with the tenants of that property, 
contract for project-based rental assistance 
payments with an owner or owners of other 
existing housing properties, or provide other 
rental assistance. 

SEC. 221. The National Housing Act is 
amended— 

(1) in sections 207(c)(3), 213(b)(2)(B)(i), 
221(d)(3)(ii)(II), 221(d)(4)(ii)(II), 231(c)(2)(B), 
and 234(e)(3)(B) (12 U.S.C. 1713(c)(3), 
1715e(b)(2)(B)(i), 1715l(d)(3)(ii)(II), 
1715l(d)(4)(ii)(II), 1715v(c)(2)(B), and 
1715y(e)(3)(B))— 

(A) by striking ‘‘140 percent’’ each place 
such term appears and inserting ‘‘170 per-
cent’’; and 

(B) by striking ‘‘170 percent in high cost 
areas’’ each place such term appears and in-
serting ‘‘215 percent in high cost areas’’; and 

(2) in section 220(d)(3)(B)(iii)(III) (12 U.S.C. 
1715k(d)(3)(B)(iii)(III)) by striking ‘‘206A’’ and 
all that follows through ‘‘project-by-project 
basis’’ and inserting the following: ‘‘206A of 
this Act) by not to exceed 170 percent in any 
geographical area where the Secretary finds 
that cost levels so require and by not to ex-
ceed 170 percent, or 215 percent in high cost 
areas, where the Secretary determines it 
necessary on a project-by-project basis’’. 

SEC. 222. Section 24 of the United States 
Housing Act of 1937 (42 U.S.C. 1437v) is 
amended— 

(1) in subsection (m)(1), by striking ‘‘2003’’ 
and inserting ‘‘2008’’; and 

(2) in subsection (o), by striking ‘‘Sep-
tember 30, 2007’’ and inserting ‘‘September 
30, 2008’’. 

SEC. 223. Public housing agencies that own 
and operate 500 or fewer public housing units 
may elect to be exempt from any asset man-
agement requirement imposed by the Sec-
retary of Housing and Urban Development in 
connection with the operating fund rule: Pro-
vided, That an agency seeking a discontinu-
ance of a reduction of subsidy under the op-
erating fund formula shall not be exempt 
from asset management requirements. 

SEC. 224. With respect to the use of 
amounts provided in this Act and in future 
Acts for the operation, capital improvement 
and management of public housing as au-
thorized by sections 9(d) and 9(e) of the 
United States Housing Act of 1937 (42 U.S.C. 
1437g(d) and (e)), the Secretary shall not im-
pose any requirement or guideline relating 
to asset management that restricts or limits 
in any way the use of capital funds for cen-
tral office costs pursuant to section 9(g)(1) or 
9(g)(2) of the United States Housing Act of 
1937 (42 U.S.C. 1437g(g)(1),(2)). 

SEC. 225. The Secretary of Housing and 
Urban Development shall report quarterly to 
the House of Representatives and Senate 
Committees on Appropriations on the status 
of all section 8 project-based housing, includ-
ing the number of all project-based units by 
region as well as an analysis of all federally 
subsidized housing being refinanced under 
the Mark-to-Market program. The Secretary 
shall in the report identify all existing units 
maintained by region as section 8 project- 

based units and all project-based units that 
have opted out of section 8 or have otherwise 
been eliminated as section 8 project-based 
units. The Secretary shall identify in detail 
and by project all the efforts made by the 
Department to preserve all section 8 project- 
based housing units and all the reasons for 
any units which opted out or otherwise were 
lost as section 8 project-based units. Such 
analysis shall include a review of the impact 
of the loss any subsidized units in that hous-
ing marketplace, such as the impact of cost 
and the loss of available subsidized, low-in-
come housing in areas with scare housing re-
sources for low-income families. 

SEC. 226. The Secretary of Housing and 
Urban Development shall report quarterly to 
the House of Representatives and Senate 
Committees on Appropriations on HUD’s use 
of all sole source contracts, including terms 
of the contracts, cost and a substantive ra-
tionale for using a sole source contract. 

SEC. 227. Section 9(e)(2)(C) of the United 
States Housing Act of 1937 (42 U.S.C. 
1437g(e)(2)(C)) is amended by adding at the 
end of the following: 

‘‘(iv) EXISTING CONTRACTS.—The term of a 
contract described in clause (i) that, as of 
the date of enactment of this clause, is in re-
payment and has a term of not more than 12 
years, may be extended to a term of not 
more than 20 years to permit additional en-
ergy conservation improvements without re-
quiring the reprocurement of energy per-
formance contractors.’’. 

SEC. 228. The Secretary of Housing and 
Urban Development shall increase, pursuant 
to this section, the number of Moving-to- 
Work agencies authorized under section 204, 
title II, of the Departments of Veterans Af-
fairs and Housing and Urban Development 
and Independent Agencies Appropriations 
Act, 1996 (Public Law 104–134; 110 Stat. 1321– 
281) by making the Alaska Public Housing 
Agency a Moving-to-Work Agency under 
such section 204. 

SEC. 229. (a) The referenced statement of 
managers under the heading ‘‘Community 
Development Fund’’ in title II of Public Law 
108–447 is deemed to be amended with respect 
to item number 203 by striking ‘‘equipment’’ 
and inserting ‘‘renovation and construc-
tion’’. 

(b) The referenced statement of managers 
under the heading ‘‘Community Develop-
ment Fund’’ in title III of division A of Pub-
lic Law 109–115 is deemed to be amended with 
respect to item number 696 by striking ‘‘a 
Small Business Development Center’’ and in-
serting ‘‘for revitalization costs at the Col-
lege of Agriculture Biotechnology and Nat-
ural Resources’’. 

(c) The referenced statement of managers 
under the heading ‘‘Community Develop-
ment Fund’’ in title III of division A of Pub-
lic Law 109–115 is deemed to be amended with 
respect to item number 460 by striking 
‘‘Maine-Mawoshen One Country, Two Worlds 
Project’’ and inserting ‘‘Sharing Maine’s 
Maritime Heritage Project—Construction 
and access to exhibits’’. 

(d) The referenced statement of managers 
under the heading ‘‘Community Develop-
ment Fund’’ in title III of division A of Pub-
lic Law 109–115 is deemed to be amended with 
respect to item number 914 by striking ‘‘the 
Pastime Theatre in Bristol, Rhode Island for 
building improvements’’ and inserting ‘‘the 
Institute for the Study and Practice of Non-
violence in Providence, Rhode Island for 
building renovations’’. 

(e) The referenced statement of managers 
under the heading ‘‘Community Develop-
ment Fund’’ in title III of division A of Pub-

lic Law 109–115 is deemed to be amended with 
respect to item number 918 by striking 
‘‘South Kingstown’’ and inserting ‘‘Wash-
ington County’’. 

(f) The referenced statement of managers 
under the heading ‘‘Community Develop-
ment Fund’’ in title III of division A of Pub-
lic Law 109–115 is deemed to be amended with 
respect to item number 624 by striking ‘‘for 
the construction of a new technology build-
ing’’ and inserting ‘‘for renovations to the 
Wheeling Community Center’’. 

SEC. 230. Notwithstanding the limitation in 
the first sentence of section 255(g) of the Na-
tional Housing Act (12 U.S.C. 1715z–20(g)), the 
Secretary of Housing and Urban Develop-
ment may, until September 30, 2008, insure 
and enter into commitments to insure mort-
gages under section 255 of the National Hous-
ing Act (12 U.S.C. 1715z–20). 

SEC. 231. Notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of law, the Secretary of Housing and 
Urban Development may not rescind or take 
any adverse action with respect to the Mov-
ing-to-Work program designation for the 
Housing Authority of Baltimore City based 
on any alleged administrative or procedural 
errors in making such designation. 

This title may be cited as the ‘‘Department 
of Housing and Urban Development Appro-
priations Act, 2008’’. 

TITLE III 
INDEPENDENT AGENCIES 

ARCHITECTURAL AND TRANSPORTATION 
BARRIERS COMPLIANCE BOARD 

SALARIES AND EXPENSES 
For expenses necessary for the Architec-

tural and Transportation Barriers Compli-
ance Board, as authorized by section 502 of 
the Rehabilitation Act of 1973, as amended, 
$6,150,000: Provided, That, notwithstanding 
any other provision of law, there may be 
credited to this appropriation funds received 
for publications and training expenses. 

FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses of the Federal Mar-
itime Commission as authorized by section 
201(d) of the Merchant Marine Act, 1936, as 
amended (46 U.S.C. App. 1111), including serv-
ices as authorized by 5 U.S.C. 3109; hire of 
passenger motor vehicles as authorized by 31 
U.S.C. 1343(b); and uniforms or allowances 
therefor, as authorized by 5 U.S.C. 5901–5902, 
$22,322,000: Provided, That not to exceed $2,000 
shall be available for official reception and 
representation expenses. 

NATIONAL TRANSPORTATION SAFETY BOARD 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses of the National 
Transportation Safety Board, including hire 
of passenger motor vehicles and aircraft; 
services as authorized by 5 U.S.C. 3109, but at 
rates for individuals not to exceed the per 
diem rate equivalent to the rate for a GS–15; 
uniforms, or allowances therefor, as author-
ized by law (5 U.S.C. 5901–5902) $84,500,000, of 
which not to exceed $2,000 may be used for 
official reception and representation ex-
penses. The amounts made available to the 
National Transportation Safety Board in 
this Act include amounts necessary to make 
lease payments due in fiscal year 2008 only, 
on an obligation incurred in fiscal year 2001 
for a capital lease. 
NEIGHBORHOOD REINVESTMENT CORPORATION 

PAYMENT TO THE NEIGHBORHOOD 
REINVESTMENT CORPORATION 

For payment to the Neighborhood Rein-
vestment Corporation for use in neighbor-
hood reinvestment activities, as authorized 
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by the Neighborhood Reinvestment Corpora-
tion Act (42 U.S.C. 8101–8107), $119,800,000, of 
which $5,000,000 shall be for a multi-family 
rental housing program. 

UNITED STATES INTERAGENCY COUNCIL ON 
HOMELESSNESS 

OPERATING EXPENSES 
For necessary expenses (including payment 

of salaries, authorized travel, hire of pas-
senger motor vehicles, the rental of con-
ference rooms, and the employment of ex-
perts and consultants under section 3109 of 
title 5, United States Code) of the United 
States Interagency Council on Homelessness 
in carrying out the functions pursuant to 
title II of the McKinney-Vento Homeless As-
sistance Act, as amended, $2,300,000. 

Title II of the McKinney-Vento Homeless 
Assistance Act, as amended, is amended in 
section 209 by striking ‘‘2007’’ and inserting 
‘‘2008’’. 

TITLE IV 
GENERAL PROVISIONS THIS ACT 

(INCLUDING TRANSFERS OF FUNDS) 
SEC. 401. Such sums as may be necessary 

for fiscal year 2008 pay raises for programs 
funded in this Act shall be absorbed within 
the levels appropriated in this Act or pre-
vious appropriations Acts. 

SEC. 402. None of the funds in this Act shall 
be used for the planning or execution of any 
program to pay the expenses of, or otherwise 
compensate, non-Federal parties intervening 
in regulatory or adjudicatory proceedings 
funded in this Act. 

SEC. 403. None of the funds appropriated in 
this Act shall remain available for obliga-
tion beyond the current fiscal year, nor may 
any be transferred to other appropriations, 
unless expressly so provided herein. 

SEC. 404. The expenditure of any appropria-
tion under this Act for any consulting serv-
ice through procurement contract pursuant 
to section 3109 of title 5, United States Code, 
shall be limited to those contracts where 
such expenditures are a matter of public 
record and available for public inspection, 
except where otherwise provided under exist-
ing law, or under existing Executive order 
issued pursuant to existing law. 

SEC. 405. Except as otherwise provided in 
this Act, none of the funds provided in this 
Act, provided by previous appropriations 
Acts to the agencies or entities funded in 
this Act that remain available for obligation 
or expenditure in fiscal year 2008, or provided 
from any accounts in the Treasury derived 
by the collection of fees and available to the 
agencies funded by this Act, shall be avail-
able for obligation or expenditure through a 
reprogramming of funds that: (1) creates a 
new program; (2) eliminates a program, 
project, or activity; (3) increases funds or 
personnel for any program, project, or activ-
ity for which funds have been denied or re-
stricted by the Congress; (4) proposes to use 
funds directed for a specific activity by ei-
ther the House or Senate Committees on Ap-
propriations for a different purpose; (5) aug-
ments existing programs, projects, or activi-
ties in excess of $5,000,000 or 10 percent, 
whichever is less; (6) reduces existing pro-
grams, projects, or activities by $5,000,000 or 
10 percent, whichever is less; or (7) creates, 
reorganizes, or restructures a branch, divi-
sion, office, bureau, board, commission, 
agency, administration, or department dif-
ferent from the budget justifications sub-
mitted to the Committees on Appropriations 
or the table accompanying the statement of 
the managers accompanying this Act, which-
ever is more detailed, unless prior approval 
is received from the House and Senate Com-

mittees on Appropriations: Provided, That 
not later than 60 days after the date of en-
actment of this Act, each agency funded by 
this Act shall submit a report to the Com-
mittees on Appropriations of the Senate and 
of the House of Representatives to establish 
the baseline for application of reprogram-
ming and transfer authorities for the current 
fiscal year: Provided further, That the report 
shall include: (1) a table for each appropria-
tion with a separate column to display the 
President’s budget request, adjustments 
made by Congress, adjustments due to en-
acted rescissions, if appropriate, and the fis-
cal year enacted level; (2) a delineation in 
the table for each appropriation both by ob-
ject class and program, project, and activity 
as detailed in the budget appendix for the re-
spective appropriation; and (3) an identifica-
tion of items of special congressional inter-
est: Provided further, That the amount appro-
priated or limited for salaries and expenses 
for an agency shall be reduced by $100,000 per 
day for each day after the required date that 
the report has not been submitted to the 
Congress. 

SEC. 406. Except as otherwise specifically 
provided by law, not to exceed 50 percent of 
unobligated balances remaining available at 
the end of fiscal year 2008 from appropria-
tions made available for salaries and ex-
penses for fiscal year 2008 in this Act, shall 
remain available through September 30, 2009, 
for each such account for the purposes au-
thorized: Provided, That a request shall be 
submitted to the Committees on Appropria-
tions for approval prior to the expenditure of 
such funds: Provided further, That these re-
quests shall be made in compliance with re-
programming guidelines. 

SEC. 407. All Federal agencies and depart-
ments that are funded under this Act shall 
issue a report to the House and Senate Com-
mittees on Appropriations on all sole source 
contracts by no later than July 31, 2008. Such 
report shall include the contractor, the 
amount of the contract and the rationale for 
using a sole source contract. 

SEC. 408. (a) None of the funds made avail-
able in this Act may be obligated or ex-
pended for any employee training that— 

(1) does not meet identified needs for 
knowledge, skills, and abilities bearing di-
rectly upon the performance of official du-
ties; 

(2) contains elements likely to induce high 
levels of emotional response or psychological 
stress in some participants; 

(3) does not require prior employee notifi-
cation of the content and methods to be used 
in the training and written end of course 
evaluation; 

(4) contains any methods or content associ-
ated with religious or quasi-religious belief 
systems or ‘‘new age’’ belief systems as de-
fined in Equal Employment Opportunity 
Commission Notice N–915.022, dated Sep-
tember 2, 1988; or 

(5) is offensive to, or designed to change, 
participants’ personal values or lifestyle out-
side the workplace. 

(b) Nothing in this section shall prohibit, 
restrict, or otherwise preclude an agency 
from conducting training bearing directly 
upon the performance of official duties. 

SEC. 409. No funds in this Act may be used 
to support any Federal, State, or local 
projects that seek to use the power of emi-
nent domain, unless eminent domain is em-
ployed only for a public use: Provided, That 
for purposes of this section, public use shall 
not be construed to include economic devel-
opment that primarily benefits private enti-
ties: Provided further, That any use of funds 

for mass transit, railroad, airport, seaport or 
highway projects as well as utility projects 
which benefit or serve the general public (in-
cluding energy-related, communication-re-
lated, water-related and wastewater-related 
infrastructure), other structures designated 
for use by the general public or which have 
other common-carrier or public-utility func-
tions that serve the general public and are 
subject to regulation and oversight by the 
government, and projects for the removal of 
an immediate threat to public health and 
safety or brownsfield as defined in the Small 
Business Liability Relief and Brownsfield 
Revitalization Act (Public Law 107–118) shall 
be considered a public use for purposes of 
eminent domain: Provided further, That the 
Government Accountability Office, in con-
sultation with the National Academy of Pub-
lic Administration, organizations rep-
resenting State and local governments, and 
property rights organizations, shall conduct 
a study to be submitted to the Congress 
within 12 months of the enactment of this 
Act on the nationwide use of eminent do-
main, including the procedures used and the 
results accomplished on a State-by-State 
basis as well as the impact on individual 
property owners and on the affected commu-
nities. 

SEC. 410. None of the funds made available 
in this Act may be transferred to any depart-
ment, agency, or instrumentality of the 
United States Government, except pursuant 
to a transfer made by, or transfer authority 
provided in, this Act or any other appropria-
tions Act. 

SEC. 411. No part of any appropriation con-
tained in this Act shall be available to pay 
the salary for any person filling a position, 
other than a temporary position, formerly 
held by an employee who has left to enter 
the Armed Forces of the United States and 
has satisfactorily completed his period of ac-
tive military or naval service, and has with-
in 90 days after his release from such service 
or from hospitalization continuing after dis-
charge for a period of not more than 1 year, 
made application for restoration to his 
former position and has been certified by the 
Office of Personnel Management as still 
qualified to perform the duties of his former 
position and has not been restored thereto. 

SEC. 412. No funds appropriated pursuant to 
this Act may be expended by an entity un-
less the entity agrees that in expending the 
assistance the entity will comply with sec-
tions 2 through 4 of the Act of March 3, 1933 
(41 U.S.C. 10a–10c, popularly known as the 
‘‘Buy American Act’’). 

SEC. 413. No funds appropriated or other-
wise made available under this Act shall be 
made available to any person or entity that 
has been convicted of violating the Buy 
American Act (41 U.S.C. 10a–10c). 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Transpor-
tation, Housing and Urban Development, and 
Related Agencies Appropriations Act, 2008’’. 

SA 2791. Mrs. MURRAY proposed an 
amendment to the bill H.R. 3074, mak-
ing appropriations for the Departments 
of Transportation, and Housing and 
Urban Development, and related agen-
cies for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2008, and for other purposes; 
as follows: 

On page 129, strike section 218 and insert 
the following: 

‘‘SEC. 218. The Secretary of Transportation 
may receive and expend cash, or receive and 
utilize spare parts and similar items, from 
non-United States Government sources to re-
pair damages to or replace United States 
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Government owned automated track inspec-
tion cars as a result of third party liability 
for such damages.’’ 

SA 2792. Mrs. MURRAY (for herself, 
Ms. LANDRIEU, Mr. SCHUMER, Mrs. CLIN-
TON, Mr. LAUTENBERG, Mrs. LINCOLN, 
Mr. DURBIN, Mr. CARDIN, Mr. ROCKE-
FELLER, Mr. KERRY, Mr. SALAZAR, and 
Mr. PRYOR) proposed an amendment SA 
2791 proposed by Mrs. MURRAY to the 
bill H.R. 3074, making appropriations 
for the Departments of Transportation, 
and Housing and Urban Development, 
and related agencies for the fiscal year 
ending September 30, 2008, and for 
other purposes, as follows: 

In lieu of the matter proposed to be in-
serted, inset the following: 

‘‘SEC. 218(a). The Secretary of Transpor-
tation may receive and expend cash, or re-
ceive and utilize spare parts and similar 
items, from non-United States Government 
sources to repair damages to or replace 
United States Government owned automated 
track inspection cars and equipment as a re-
sult of third party liability for such dam-
ages, and any amounts collected under this 
subsection shall be credited directly to the 
Safety and Operations account of the Fed-
eral Railroad Administration, and shall re-
main available until expended for the repair, 
operation and maintenance of automated 
track inspection cars and equipment in con-
nection with the automated track inspection 
program. 

ADDITIONAL OBLIGATION LIMITATION 
HIGHWAY TRUST FUND 

(b) For an additional amount of obligation 
limitation to be distributed for the purpose 
of section 144(e) of title 23, United States 
Code, $1,000,000,000; Provided, That such obli-
gation limitation shall be used only for a 
purpose eligible for obligation with funds ap-
portioned under such section and shall be 
distributed in accordance with the formula 
in such section; Provided further, That in dis-
tributing obligation authority under this 
paragraph, the Secretary shall ensure that 
such obligation limitation shall supplement 
and not supplant each State’s planned obli-
gations for such purposes.’’ 

SA 2793. Mr. DORGAN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 3074, making ap-
propriations for the Departments of 
Transportation, and Housing and 
Urban Development, and related agen-
cies for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2008, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

On page 109, line 23, strike ‘‘$2,600,000’’ and 
insert ‘‘$5,000,000’’. 

On page 113, line 1, strike ‘‘$175,000,000’’ and 
insert ‘‘$172,600,000’’. 

SA 2794. Mr. BINGAMAN submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill H.R. 3074, making ap-
propriations for the Departments of 
Transportation, and Housing and 
Urban Development, and related agen-
cies for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2008, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

On page 55, line 13, strike ‘‘106–49’’ and in-
sert ‘‘106–69’’. 

SA 2795. Ms. LANDRIEU submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
by her to the bill H.R. 3074, making ap-
propriations for the Departments of 
Transportation, and Housing and 
Urban Development, and related agen-
cies for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2008, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

On page 114, between lines 18 and 19, insert 
the following: 

PERMANENT SUPPORTIVE HOUSING 
For the provision of 3,000 units of perma-

nent supportive housing as required under 
the Road Home Program of the Louisiana 
Recovery Authority and approved by the 
Secretary of Housing and Urban Develop-
ment, $70,000,000, of which $20,000,000 shall be 
for project-based vouchers under section 
8(o)(13) of the United States Housing Act of 
1937 (42 U.S.C. 1437f(o)(13)), and $50,000,000 
shall be for grants under the Shelter Plus 
Care Program as authorized under subtitle F 
of title IV of the McKinney-Vento Homeless 
Assistance Act (42 U.S.C. 11403 et seq.): Pro-
vided, That the Secretary of Housing and 
Urban Development shall, upon request, 
make funds available under this paragraph 
to the State of Louisiana or its designee or 
designees: Provided further, That notwith-
standing any other provision of law, for the 
purpose of administering the amounts pro-
vided under this paragraph, the State of Lou-
isiana or its designee or designees may act in 
all respects as a public housing agency as de-
fined in section 3(b)(6) of the United States 
Housing Act of 1937 (42 U.S.C. 1437a(b)(6)): 
Provided further, That subparagraphs (B) and 
(D) of section 8(o)(13) of the United States 
Housing Act of 1937 (42 U.S.C. 1437f(o)(13)) 
shall not apply with respect to vouchers 
made available under this paragraph: Pro-
vided further, That the amounts provided by 
this paragraph are designated as an emer-
gency requirement pursuant to section 204 of 
S. Con. Res. 21 (110th Congress), the concur-
rent resolution of the budget for fiscal year 
2008. 

SA 2796. Mr. INHOFE submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 3074, making ap-
propriations for the Departments of 
Transportation, and Housing and 
Urban Development, and related agen-
cies for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2008, and for other purposes; 
as follows: 

On page 147, between lines 8 and 9, insert 
the following: 

SEC. 414. None of the funds appropriated or 
otherwise made available by this Act may be 
obligated or expended by the Administrator 
of the Federal Aviation Administration to 
transfer the design and development func-
tions of the FAA Academy or to implement 
the Air Traffic Control Optimum Training 
Solution proposed by the Administrator . 

SA 2797. Mr. DORGAN (for himself, 
Mrs. CLINTON, Mr. OBAMA, Mr. BROWN, 
Mr. SPECTER, Mr. INOUYE, and Ms. 
LANDRIEU) proposed an amendment to 
the bill H.R. 3074, making appropria-
tions for the Departments of Transpor-
tation, and Housing and Urban Devel-
opment, and related agencies for the 
fiscal year ending September 30, 2008, 
and for other purposes; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 

SEC. ll. None of the funds made available 
under this Act may be used to establish a 
cross-border motor carrier demonstration 
program to allow Mexico-domiciled motor 
carriers to operate beyond the commercial 
zones along the international border between 
the United States and Mexico. 

SA 2798. Ms. KLOBUCHAR (for her-
self and Mr. COLEMAN) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 3074, making ap-
propriations for the Departments of 
Transportation, and Housing and 
Urban Development, and related agen-
cies for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2008, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

On page 20, between lines 13 and 14, insert 
the following: 

I–35W BRIDGE REPAIR AND RECONSTRUCTION 
For necessary expenses to carry out the 

project for repair and reconstruction of the 
Interstate I–35W bridge located in Min-
neapolis, Minnesota, that collapsed on Au-
gust 1, 2007, as authorized under section 1(c) 
of Public Law 110–56 (121 Stat. 558), 
$195,000,000, to remain available until ex-
pended, Provided, That that amount is des-
ignated as an emergency requirement pursu-
ant to section 204 of S. Con. Res. 21 (110th 
Congress). 

SA 2799. Mr. REID (for Mr. OBAMA) 
submitted an amendment intended to 
be proposed by Mr. REID to the bill 
H.R. 3074, making appropriations for 
the Departments of Transportation, 
and Housing and Urban Development, 
and related agencies for the fiscal year 
ending September 30, 2008, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 

SEC. ll. None of the funds appropriated 
or otherwise made available by this Act may 
be used to enter into a contract in an 
amount greater than $5,000,000 or to award a 
grant in excess of such amount unless the 
prospective contractor or grantee certifies in 
writing to the agency awarding the contract 
or grant that the contractor or grantee has 
filed all Federal tax returns required during 
the three years preceding the certification, 
has not been convicted of a criminal offense 
under the Internal Revenue Code of 1986, and 
has not been notified of any unpaid Federal 
tax assessment for which the liability re-
mains unsatisfied unless the assessment is 
the subject of an installment agreement or 
offer in compromise that has been approved 
by the Internal Revenue Service and is not 
in default or the assessment is the subject of 
a non-frivolous administrative or judicial ap-
peal. 

SA 2800. Mr. DURBIN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 3074, making ap-
propriations for the Departments of 
Transportation, and Housing and 
Urban Development, and related agen-
cies for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2008, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 
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On page 137, between lines 17 and 18, insert 

the following: 
SEC. 232. Paragraph (4) of section 102(a) of 

the Housing and Community Development 
Act of 1974 (42 U.S.C. 5302) is amended by add-
ing at the end the following new sentence: 
‘‘Notwithstanding any other provision of 
this paragraph, with respect to any fiscal 
year beginning after the date of the enact-
ment of this sentence, the cities of Alton and 
Granite City, Illinois, shall be considered 
metropolitan cities for purposes of this 
title.’’. 

SA 2801. Mr. CASEY (for himself and 
Mr. SPECTER) submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 3074, making appropriations 
for the Departments of Transportation, 
and Housing and Urban Development, 
and related agencies for the fiscal year 
ending September 30, 2008, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

On page 137, between lines 17 and 18, insert 
the following: 

SEC. 232. (a) EXTENSION.—For fiscal year 
2008, the Secretary of Housing and Urban De-
velopment shall extend the term of the Mov-
ing to Work Demonstration Agreement en-
tered into between a public housing agency 
and the Secretary under section 204 of the 
Departments of Veterans Affairs and Hous-
ing and Urban Development, and Inde-
pendent Agencies Appropriations Act, 1996 
(as contained in section 101(e) of the Omni-
bus Consolidated Rescissions and Appropria-
tions Act of 1996; Public Law 104-134) if— 

(1) the public housing agency requests such 
extension in writing; 

(2) the public housing agency is not at the 
time of such request for extension in default 
under its Moving to Work Demonstration 
Agreement; and 

(3) the Moving to Work Demonstration 
Agreement to be extended would otherwise 
expire on or before September 30, 2008. 

(b) TERMS.—Unless otherwise proposed by 
the public housing agency and agreed to by 
the Secretary of Housing and Urban Develop-
ment, the extension under subsection (a) 
shall be upon the identical terms and condi-
tions set forth in the existing Moving to 
Work Demonstration Agreement of the pub-
lic housing agency seeking such extension, 
except that for each public housing agency 
that has been or will be granted an extension 
to its original Moving to Work Agreement, 
the Secretary shall require that appropriate 
data be collected so that the effect of any 
policy changes to the Moving to Work Dem-
onstration on residents can be measured. 

(c) EXTENSION PERIOD.—The extension 
under subsection (a) shall be for such period 
as is requested by the public housing agency, 
not to exceed 3 years from the date of expira-
tion of the extending agency’s existing Mov-
ing to Work Demonstration Agreement. 

(d) BREACH OF AGREEMENT.—Nothing in 
this section shall be construed to limit the 
authority of the Secretary of Housing and 
Urban Development to terminate any Mov-
ing to Work Demonstration Agreement of a 
public housing agency if the public housing 
agency is in breach of the provisions of such 
agreement. 

SA 2802. Mrs. CLINTON (for herself 
and Mr. SCHUMER) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 3074, making ap-
propriations for the Departments of 
Transportation, and Housing and 

Urban Development, and related agen-
cies for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2008, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

On page 147, between lines 8 and 9, insert 
the following: 

SEC. 414. Not later than 120 days after the 
date of the enactment of this Act, the Sec-
retary of Transportation shall submit to the 
Committee on Appropriations of the Senate, 
the Committee on Appropriations of the 
House of Representatives, the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation of 
the Senate, and the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure of the House of 
Representatives, a report detailing how the 
Federal Aviation Administration plans to al-
leviate air congestion and flight delays in 
the New York/New Jersey/Philadelphia Air-
space. 

SA 2803. Mr. SCHUMER submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 3074, making ap-
propriations for the Departments of 
Transportation, and Housing and 
Urban Development, and related agen-
cies for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2008, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

On page 131, strike lines 5 through 20, and 
insert the following: 

SEC. 220. Notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of law, in fiscal year 2008, in managing 
and disposing of any multifamily property 
that is owned or has a mortgage held by the 
Secretary of Housing and Urban Develop-
ment, the Secretary shall maintain any rent-
al assistance payments under section 8 of the 
United States Housing Act of 1937 and other 
programs that are attached to any dwelling 
units in the property. To the extent the Sec-
retary determines, in consultation with the 
tenants and the local government, that such 
a multifamily property owned or held by the 
Secretary is not feasible for continued rental 
assistance payments under such section 8 or 
other programs, based on consideration of (1) 
the costs of rehabilitating and operating the 
property and all available Federal, State, 
and local resources, including rent adjust-
ments under section 524 of the Multifamily 
Assisted Housing Reform and Affordability 
Act of 1997 (‘‘MAHRAA’’) and (2) environ-
mental conditions that cannot be remedied 
in a cost-effective fashion, the Secretary 
may, in consultation with the tenants of 
that property, contract for project-based 
rental assistance payments with an owner or 
owners of other existing housing properties, 
or provide other rental assistance. The Sec-
retary shall also take appropriate steps to 
ensure that project-based contracts remain 
in effect prior to foreclosure, subject to the 
exercise of contractual abatement remedies 
to assist relocation of tenants for imminent 
major threats to health and safety. After dis-
position of any multifamily property de-
scribed under this section, the contract and 
allowable rent levels on such properties shall 
be subject to the requirements under section 
524 of MAHRAA. 

SA 2804. Mr. SCHUMER submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 3074, making ap-
propriations for the Departments of 
Transportation, and Housing and 
Urban Development, and related agen-
cies for the fiscal year ending Sep-

tember 30, 2008, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

On page 147, after line 11, insert the fol-
lowing: 

TITLE V—PUBLIC HOUSING EQUAL 
TREATMENT ACT 

SEC. 501. SHORT TITLE. 
This title may be cited as the ‘‘Public 

Housing Equal Treatment Act of 2007’’. 
SEC. 502. TREATMENT OF CERTAIN PREVIOUSLY 

ASSISTED PUBLIC HOUSING. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 9 of the United 

States Housing Act of 1937 (42 U.S.C. 1437g) is 
amended by adding at the end the following 
new subsection: 

‘‘(o) ENSURING CORRECT ASSISTANCE.—Not-
withstanding any other provision of law, in 
determining the allocations for each public 
housing agency from the Operating and Cap-
ital Funds pursuant to this section, the Sec-
retary shall include as dwelling units eligi-
ble for such assistance all public housing 
dwelling units that— 

‘‘(1) are owned by the public housing agen-
cy at the time of such determination; and 

‘‘(2) before the date of the enactment of the 
Public Housing Equal Treatment Act of 2007 
have received development, operating, cap-
ital, or modernization assistance pursuant to 
the terms of any agreement with Depart-
ment of Housing and Urban Development au-
thorizing the agency to expend such funds on 
behalf of such units.’’. 

(b) APPLICABILITY.—The amendment made 
by subsection (a) shall apply with respect to 
assistance under section 9 of the United 
States Housing Act of 1937 for fiscal year 2008 
and each fiscal year thereafter. 

SA 2805. Mr. LAUTENBERG sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the bill H.R. 3074, 
making appropriations for the Depart-
ments of Transportation, and Housing 
and Urban Development, and related 
agencies for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2008, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

On page 76, line 23, after ‘‘receivership’’ in-
sert ‘‘, including public housing agencies 
that are under a Memorandum of Agreement, 
Corrective Action Plan, or other arrange-
ment with the Secretary of Housing and 
Urban Development to facilitate improve-
ment of their voucher program and that are 
not in default of such an agreement, plan, or 
arrangement,’’. 

SA 2806. Ms. CANTWELL submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
by her to the bill H.R. 3074, making ap-
propriations for the Departments of 
Transportation, and Housing and 
Urban Development, and related agen-
cies for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2008, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 

SEC. ll. (a) Not later than 90 days after 
the date of the enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary of Transportation shall submit a 
report to Congress that describes the average 
marginal production cost of making any new 
passenger automobile with a gross vehicle 
weight under 10,000 pounds sold in the United 
States capable of using a flexible fuel mix-
ture. 
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(b) In this section, the term ‘‘flexible fuel 

mixture’’ means— 
(1) any mixture of gasoline and ethanol 

that is up to 85 percent ethanol; 
(2) any mixture of gasoline and methanol 

that is up to 85 percent methanol; or 
(3) any mixture of diesel and biodiesel that 

is 85 percent biodiesel, as measured by vol-
ume. 

SA 2807. Mr. REID submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 3074, making ap-
propriations for the Departments of 
Transportation, and Housing and 
Urban Development, and related agen-
cies for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2008, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of the sections under the head-
ing ‘‘GENERAL PROVISIONS’’ at the end of title 
I, add the following: 

SEC. 1ll. (a) Notwithstanding sections 
109, 111, 131, and 402 of title 23, United States 
Code (including regulations promulgated to 
carry out those sections), none of the funds 
made available by this Act may be used by 
the Secretary of Transportation to withhold 
funds provided by this Act from any State 
for the implementation of any program 
under which a State, or any of the agents, 
designees, or lessees of the State, acknowl-
edges roadside maintenance by a non-State 
entity through living plant materials that 
are arranged to identify the name or logo of 
the non-State entity providing the mainte-
nance. 

(b) Any funds paid to a State under a pro-
gram described in subsection (a) shall be— 

(1) considered to be State funds (as defined 
in section 101(a) of title 23, United States 
Code); and 

(2) made available for expenditure under 
the direct control of the applicable State 
transportation department (as defined in sec-
tion 101(a) of title 23, United States Code). 

f 

NOTICES OF HEARINGS 
COMMITTEE ON ENERGY AND NATURAL 

RESOURCES 
Mr. BINGAMAN. Mr. President, I 

would like to announce for the infor-
mation of the Senate and the public 
that an oversight hearing has been 
scheduled before the Committee on En-
ergy and Natural Resources. 

The hearing will be held on Thurs-
day, September 27, 2007, at 9:30 a.m. in 
room SD–366 of the Dirksen Senate Of-
fice Building. 

The purpose of this hearing is to re-
ceive testimony on hard-rock mining 
on Federal lands. 

Because of the limited time available 
for the hearing, witnesses may testify 
by invitation only. However, those 
wishing to submit written testimony 
for the hearing record should send it to 
the Committee on Energy and Natural 
Resources, United States Senate, 
Washington, DC 20510–6150, or by e-mail 
to gina_weinstock@energy.senate.gov. 

For further information, please con-
tact Patty Beneke at 202–224–5451 or 
Gina Weinstock at 202–224–5684. 

COMMITTEE ON RULES AND ADMINISTRATION 
Mrs. FEINSTEIN. Mr. President, I 

wish to announce that the Committee 

on Rules and Administration will meet 
on Wednesday, September 12, 2007, at 
9:30 a.m., to conduct a hearing on the 
Nomination of Robert C. Tapella of 
Virginia, to be Public Printer, Govern-
ment Printing Office. 

For further information regarding 
this hearing, please contact Howard 
Gantman at the Rules and Administra-
tion Committee, 224–6352. 

f 

AUTHORITY FOR COMMITTEES TO 
MEET 

COMMITTEE ON HOMELAND SECURITY AND 
GOVERNMENTAL AFFAIRS 

Mr. CASEY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on Homeland Security and Gov-
ernmental Affairs be authorized to 
meet on Monday, September 10, 2007, at 
9:30 a.m. in order to conduct a hearing 
entitled ‘‘Confronting the Terrorist 
Threat to the Homeland: Six Years 
After 9/11.’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

PRIVILEGES OF THE FLOOR 

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that Jacqueline 
Beatty-Smith, Smith a fellow in Sen-
ator REID’s office, be accorded the 
privileges of the floor during consider-
ation of H.R. 3074, the Transportation 
appropriations bill and any votes 
therein. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

TRANSPORTATION 
APPROPRIATIONS 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, we haven’t 
made as much progress on the Trans-
portation bill as I had wished, but we 
are making progress. This is what hap-
pens with these complicated bills on 
occasion. Tomorrow night people 
should expect votes into the night. It 
will not be an early evening tomorrow. 
We have a lot to do on this bill. I have 
spoken to the distinguished Republican 
leader. Senator MCCONNELL said they 
will have an alternative to the Mexican 
truck measure offered by Senator DOR-
GAN. Hopefully, sometime in the morn-
ing we can get those teed up for a vote. 
We also have been told by Senator 
COBURN that he has a number of 
amendments he wishes to offer. He said 
he would be here at 10:30 in the morn-
ing to begin offering those amend-
ments. I have found Senator COBURN in 
the past doesn’t need to talk very long, 
doesn’t want to talk very long. I am 
sure that will be the case with this bill. 
I am glad he is coming over in the 
morning at 10:30. If others have amend-
ments to offer, they should do so. It is 
my understanding Senator COBURN has 
a number of amendments. If that is the 
case and we can’t stack these votes, 

what we will do is, the first vote could 
come as early as 11 o’clock or there-
abouts tomorrow. 

We have a lot to do. The fiscal year 
is coming to a close, and we have a 
number of must-do issues. We will 
work on those. I have spoken today, as 
I indicated, to the distinguished Repub-
lican leader about how we would pro-
ceed next week on Iraq matters. I 
think we are making progress on how 
we should proceed. These are very 
hotly contested issues, very important. 
We want to make sure people have the 
opportunity to speak on this without 
delaying things for an extended period 
of time. 

Tomorrow morning I am going to ask 
consent to go to conference on H.R. 
1538, which is the Wounded Warrior/ 
military pay raise bill. There was a Re-
publican objection to that request the 
last time. I hope this time the result 
will be different so we can send this im-
portant bill, which means so much to 
our men in uniform, to conference. We 
need to send that to conference. So we 
will proceed to that unanimous consent 
request tomorrow morning. I will not 
do that tonight. 

f 

PANCREATIC CANCER AWARENESS 
MONTH 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the HELP Com-
mittee be discharged from further con-
sideration of and the Senate proceed to 
S. Res. 222. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. The clerk 
will report the resolution by title. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
A resolution (S. Res. 222) supporting the 

goals and ideals of Pancreatic Cancer Aware-
ness Month. 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the resolution. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the resolution be 
agreed to, the preamble be agreed to, 
and the motions to reconsider be laid 
upon the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The resolution (S. Res. 222) was 
agreed to. 

The preamble was agreed to. 
The resolution, with its preamble, 

reads as follows: 
S. RES. 222 

Whereas over 37,170 people will be diag-
nosed with pancreatic cancer this year in the 
United States; 

Whereas pancreatic cancer is the 4th most 
common cause of cancer death in the United 
States; 

Whereas 75 percent of pancreatic cancer 
patients die within the first year of their di-
agnosis and only 5 percent survive more than 
5 years, making pancreatic cancer the dead-
liest of any cancer; 

Whereas there has been no significant im-
provement in survival rates in the last 25 
years and pancreatic cancer research is still 
in the earliest scientific stages; 
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Whereas there are no early detection meth-

ods and minimal treatment options for pan-
creatic cancer; 

Whereas when symptoms of pancreatic 
cancer generally present themselves, it is 
too late for an optimistic prognosis, and the 
average survival rate of those diagnosed with 
metastasis of the disease is only 3 to 6 
months; 

Whereas the incidence rate of pancreatic 
cancer is 40 to 50 percent higher in African 
Americans than in other ethnic groups; and 

Whereas it would be appropriate to observe 
November as Pancreatic Cancer Awareness 
Month to educate communities across the 
Nation about pancreatic cancer and the need 
for research funding, early detection meth-
ods, effective treatments, and treatment pro-
grams: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate supports the 
goals and ideals of Pancreatic Cancer Aware-
ness Month. 

f 

NATIONAL CELIAC DISEASE 
AWARENESS DAY 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the Senate proceed 
to S. Res. 314. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the resolution by 
title. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
A resolution (S. Res. 314) designating Sep-

tember 13, 2007, as ‘‘National Celiac Disease 
Awareness Day.’’ 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the resolution. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the resolution be 
agreed to, the preamble be agreed to, 
and the motion to reconsider be laid 
upon the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The resolution (S. Res. 314) was 
agreed to. 

The preamble was agreed to. 
The resolution, with its preamble, 

reads as follows: 
S. RES. 314 

Whereas celiac disease affects approxi-
mately 1 in every 130 people in the United 
States, for a total of 3,000,000 people; 

Whereas the majority of people with celiac 
disease have yet to be diagnosed; 

Whereas celiac disease is a chronic inflam-
matory disorder that is classified as both an 
autoimmune condition and a genetic condi-
tion; 

Whereas celiac disease causes damage to 
the lining of the small intestine, which re-
sults in overall malnutrition; 

Whereas, when a person with celiac disease 
consumes foods that contain certain protein 
fractions, that person suffers a cell-mediated 
immune response that damages the villi of 
the small intestine, interfering with the ab-
sorption of nutrients in food and the effec-
tiveness of medications; 

Whereas these problematic protein frac-
tions are found in wheat, barley, rye, and 
oats, which are used to produce many foods, 
medications, and vitamins; 

Whereas because celiac disease is a genetic 
disease, there is an increased incidence of ce-
liac disease in families with a known history 
of celiac disease; 

Whereas celiac disease is underdiagnosed 
because the symptoms can be attributed to 
other conditions and are easily overlooked 
by doctors and patients; 

Whereas, as recently as 2000, the average 
person with celiac disease waited 11 years for 
a correct diagnosis; 

Whereas 1⁄2 of all people with celiac disease 
do not show symptoms of the disease; 

Whereas celiac disease is diagnosed by 
tests that measure the blood for abnormally 
high levels of the antibodies of immuno-
globulin A, anti-tissue transglutaminase, 
and IgA anti-endomysium antibodies; 

Whereas celiac disease can only be treated 
by implementing a diet free of wheat, barley, 
rye, and oats, often called a ‘‘gluten-free 
diet’’; 

Whereas a delay in the diagnosis of celiac 
disease can result in damage to the small in-
testine, which leads to an increased risk for 
malnutrition, anemia, lymphoma, adenocar-
cinoma, osteoporosis, miscarriage, con-
genital malformation, short stature, and dis-
orders of skin and other organs; 

Whereas celiac disease is linked to many 
autoimmune disorders, including thyroid 
disease, systemic lupus erythematosus, type 
1 diabetes, liver disease, collagen vascular 
disease, rheumatoid arthritis, and Sjogren’s 
syndrome; 

Whereas the connection between celiac dis-
ease and diet was first established by Dr. 
Samuel Gee, who wrote, ‘‘if the patient can 
be cured at all, it must be by means of diet’’; 

Whereas Dr. Samuel Gee was born on Sep-
tember 13, 1839; and 

Whereas the Senate is an institution that 
can raise awareness in the general public and 
the medical community of celiac disease: 
Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 
(1) designates September 13, 2007, as ‘‘Na-

tional Celiac Disease Awareness Day’’; 
(2) recognizes that all people of the United 

States should become more informed and 
aware of celiac disease; 

(3) calls upon the people of the United 
States to observe the date with appropriate 
ceremonies and activities; and 

(4) respectfully requests the Secretary of 
the Senate to transmit a copy of this resolu-
tion to the Celiac Sprue Association, the 
American Celiac Society, the Celiac Disease 
Foundation, the Gluten Intolerance Group of 
North America, and the Oklahoma Celiac 
Support Group No. 5 of the Celiac Sprue As-
sociation. 

f 

MEASURE READ THE FIRST 
TIME—H.R. 1908 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I under-
stand that H.R. 1908 is at the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will read the bill by title for the 
first time. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H.R. 1908) to amend title 35, United 

States Code, to provide for patent reform. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask for its 
second reading but object to my own 
request. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-
tion is heard. 

The bill will be read for the second 
time on the next legislative day. 

f 

PROGRAM 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, in short, we 
are going to be in late tomorrow. We 
hope to finish this bill Wednesday by 
the time we recess for the Jewish holi-
day. We tried to clear a few nomina-
tions tonight, but there were some ob-
jections on the Republican side. We 
hope to get those cleared for the Presi-
dent tomorrow. 

f 

ORDERS FOR TUESDAY, 
SEPTEMBER 11, 2007 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that when the Senate 
completes its business today, it stand 
adjourned until 10 a.m. tomorrow 
morning, September 11; that on tomor-
row, following the prayer and the 
pledge, the Journal of proceedings be 
approved to date, the morning hour be 
deemed expired, and the time for the 
two leaders reserved for their use later 
in the day; that the Senate then re-
sume consideration of H.R. 3074, the 
Transportation Appropriations Act; 
that the Senate stand in recess from 
12:30 to 2:15 p.m. to accommodate the 
respective party conferences; further, 
that on Tuesday, in commemoration of 
the sixth anniversary of the September 
11 attack, the Senate observe a mo-
ment of silence at 12 noon. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT UNTIL 10 A.M. 
TOMORROW 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, if there is 
no further business to come before the 
Senate, I ask that we now stand ad-
journed under the previous order. 

There being no objection, the Senate, 
at 6:49 p.m., adjourned until Tuesday, 
September 11, 2007, at 10 a.m. 

f 

CONFIRMATIONS

Executive nominations confirmed by 
the Senate, Monday, September 10, 
2007:

THE JUDICIARY

WILLIAM LINDSAY OSTEEN, JR., OF NORTH CAROLINA, 
TO BE UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE FOR THE MID-
DLE DISTRICT OF NORTH CAROLINA.

MARTIN KARL REIDINGER, OF NORTH CAROLINA, TO BE 
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE FOR THE WESTERN 
DISTRICT OF NORTH CAROLINA.

JANIS LYNN SAMMARTINO, OF CALIFORNIA, TO BE 
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE FOR THE SOUTHERN 
DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES—Monday, September 10, 2007 
The House met at 10:30 a.m. and was 

called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mrs. TAUSCHER). 

f 

DESIGNATION OF THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Speaker: 

WASHINGTON, DC, 
September 10, 2007. 

I hereby appoint the Honorable ELLEN O. 
TAUSCHER to act as Speaker pro tempore on 
this day. 

NANCY PELOSI, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 

f 

MORNING-HOUR DEBATE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 4, 2007, the Chair will now recog-
nize Members from lists submitted by 
the majority and minority leaders for 
morning-hour debate. The Chair will 
alternate recognition between the par-
ties, with each party limited to not to 
exceed 30 minutes, and each Member, 
except the majority leader, the minor-
ity leader, or the minority whip, lim-
ited to not to exceed 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Florida (Mr. STEARNS) for 5 min-
utes. 

f 

CHINESE CYBER SPIES—AN 
EMERGING THREAT 

Mr. STEARNS. Madam Speaker, my 
colleagues, the control of information 
is critical to national security. This 
asset was compromised as reported in 
the London Times AP story in the 
Washington Post recently, last week. 
It was compromised from a cyber at-
tack against the Department of De-
fense’s unclassified e-mail system, 
which included the e-mail accounts of 
Defense Secretary Robert Gates. While 
the Pentagon does not have sufficient 
proof to formally make an accusation, 
China is the prime suspect. The respon-
sibility is unclear, because China is 
home to many insecure computers and 
networks that hackers in other com-
puters could use to simply disguise 
their locations and launch these at-
tacks, making proper attribution dif-
ficult. 

The Chinese Government replied, ‘‘It 
has always opposed any Internet 
wrecking crime, including hacking, 
and crack down on it according to their 
law.’’ This is not true. Last June was 
not the first cyber attack that points 

back towards China. In 2005, a group 
with ties to China compromised secure 
networks from the Redstone Arsenal 
Military Base, to NASA, to the World 
Bank. In one case, the hackers stole 
flight planning software from the 
Army. The files they have obtained are 
not classified, but many are strategi-
cally important enough to require U.S. 
Government licenses for foreign use. 

Experts note China’s military has 
openly discussed using cyber attacks as 
a means of defeating a more powerful 
conventional military such as ours. In 
fact, other governments have also been 
the targets of these vicious cyber at-
tacks. Unidentified officials in Ger-
many and Britain reported to the 
media that government and military 
networks had been broken into by 
hackers backed by the Chinese Army. 
The Guardian reported that Chinese 
attackers launched online assaults on 
the network in Britain’s Parliament, 
the Foreign Office, and Defense Min-
istry. My colleagues, last month the 
German weekly Der Spiegel also re-
ported that computers at the chan-
cellery and three ministries had been 
infected with so-called Trojan horse 
programs, which allowed an attacker 
to spy on information in those com-
puters. The report, which appears on 
the eve of German Chancellor Merkel’s 
visit to Beijing, said Germany’s domes-
tic intelligence agency believed hack-
ers associated with the Chinese Army 
might have been behind the attacks. 
Motives for such hacking may range 
from the stealing of secrets or con-
fidential technology to probing for sys-
tem weaknesses and placing hidden vi-
ruses that could be activated in case of 
a conflict. 

The reported Pentagon attack was 
the most flagrant and brazen to date, 
said Alex Neill, an expert on the Chi-
nese military at London’s Royal 
United Services Institute. Quoted by 
the British newspaper, The Guardian, 
Neill said such attacks begin at least 4 
years ago, and are increasing at an 
alarming rate. 

Now, this is a substantial threat to 
the security of the United States and 
its allies. In January 2005, Japanese of-
ficials had reported that Chinese hack-
ers were routinely attacking web sites 
and Internet services. According to the 
Korean Information Security Agency, a 
total of 10,628 cases of hacking were re-
ported in the first half of the year 2004, 
30 times higher than for the same pe-
riod in 2003. In 2005, Chinese hackers 
assaulted South Korean government 
computers, gaining access to informa-

tion concerning the country’s National 
Assembly, Atomic Energy Research In-
stitute, Democratic Progressive Party, 
and even the itinerary of the South Ko-
rean president himself. 

Whether or not cyber attacks are 
government sponsored, China has be-
come a growing focus of global 
antihacking efforts. In a report earlier 
this year, security software maker 
Symantec Corporation listed China as 
having the world’s second largest 
amount of computer activity. Experts 
say the attacks originating in China 
often employ standard weaponry such 
as Trojan horses and worms, and many 
other sophisticated techniques. In 
some cases, hackers slip in after 
launching viruses to distract monitors, 
or coordinate multiple attacks for 
maximum effects. China denies back-
ing such attacks, and foreign govern-
ments have declined to openly accuse 
Beijing. Yet, after the threatening test 
of the Chinese anti-satellite weapon, 
the reports are further illustrations of 
China’s pursuit of new methods of un-
conventional strategy. Chinese mili-
tary thinkers frequently debate these 
strategies, including the use of attacks 
on satellites, financial system and 
computer networks. ‘‘In the informa-
tion age, the influence exerted by a nu-
clear bomb is perhaps less than the in-
fluence exerted by a hacker,’’ a pair of 
Chinese colonels wrote in a key 1999 
work on asymmetrical strategies titled 
Unlimited Warfare. 

We must ensure the legal authority is clear 
for our government agencies in tracking and 
responding to cyber attacks. It is vital that we 
swiftly detect attacks, accurately identify the 
source and intent, and respond forcefully 
against all malicious intrusions. 

My colleagues, our enemy needs to 
know attacking our cyber space is the 
same as attacking our homeland, and 
we will respond accordingly. 

f 

THE IRAQ WAR 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 4, 2007, the gentlewoman from Illi-
nois (Ms. SCHAKOWSKY) is recognized 
during morning-hour debate for 5 min-
utes. 

Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. Madam Speaker, 
today is an important day in that we 
are going to hear the anticipated 
progress report, so-called, by General 
Petraeus, who will be testifying in a 
short while before the Armed Services 
and Foreign Affairs Committee of the 
House of Representatives, and the case 
that is going to be made is that there 
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has been just enough progress to war-
rant staying the course in Iraq. 

On August 6, I was in Iraq. What I 
learned from that visit that day was 
that in fact that the President’s surge 
has failed and that there is no end in 
sight for the war in Iraq. I learned that 
first by talking with the Deputy Prime 
Minister of Iraq that day who said that 
the night before that former Prime 
Minister Ayad Allawi had pulled his 
people out of the Parliament, and the 
week before the Sunnis had left, and 
then what was remaining of the Par-
liament was on vacation. And he said 
that there wasn’t going to be any polit-
ical settlement by this September, nor 
would there be by next September, and 
he didn’t say which September. 

The point of that is the reason for 
the surge was promoted by the Presi-
dent and by General Petraeus as cre-
ating the space for political settle-
ments in Iraq, which have not only not 
happened but we have even seen steps 
backwards. But what is really impor-
tant today is that people examine the 
so-called evidence that progress has 
been made, and that is why I brought a 
few charts here. 

The first one says, is there really less 
violence in Iraq? Let’s look at what is 
counted, but, even more importantly, 
what isn’t counted. 

In the evidence that progress has 
been made, not counted includes Shiite 
on Shiite violence which is happening 
in the south in the Basra area, Sunni 
on Sunni violence. Car bombings aren’t 
counted. And get this one, this isn’t a 
joke. People shot in the front of the 
head are not counted; people shot in 
the back of the head are counted. I 
thought at first that was just an exag-
gerated joke. It is true. And, finally, 
the large-scale bombing like the one 
that killed 500 ethnic Yazidies in Au-
gust is not counted. So clearly these 
numbers are very clearly cherry 
picked. 

Then, if you look at a fact that is im-
portant to many Americans, every 
month in 2007, including the months, of 
the surge has seen more U.S. military 
casualties than the same month in 
2006. In other words, more and more of 
our young men are dying. And while 
the Parliament was on vacation as 
some commentators said because, after 
all, it is so hot, about 120 degrees, our 
young men and women were fighting 
and dying in their body armor and hel-
mets and heavy packs and weapons out 
in that 120 degree heat, dying at num-
bers greater than ever. 

And, of course, not included in those 
numbers has been not only the the 
number of U.S. troops that have died, 
but the dollars that have been spent. 
These are the dollars that we know 
about right now. Per year, not overall 
in the war, but per year $120 million; 
per month $10 million. Actually, I have 
heard $12 million is the new number. 
Per week, over $2 million. Per day, 

$329,000. Per hour, we are doing this for 
1 hour right now, almost $14 million an 
hour. And over $228,000, almost $229,000 
a minute is being spent in Iraq. And 
yet, the political reconciliation which 
was the goal of expanding the numbers 
of troops that we have in Iraq has not 
achieved that; that it has actually 
gone backwards. And so right now I 
think what we are seeing is a dog and 
pony show. 

The good news is that a lot of people, 
unlike the lead-up to the war in the 
first place, aren’t buying it. The front 
page of U.S.A. Today records 60 percent 
of Americans seek a date for a pullout: 
Public wary of report on Iraq, polls 
show. And there have been many other 
reports. The Jones report that says it 
is not working. 

Check the information and be skep-
tical about the progress. Let’s get out 
of Iraq. 

f 

THE IRAQ WAR 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 4, 2007, the gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. DOGGETT) is recognized during 
morning-hour debate for 5 minutes. 

Mr. DOGGETT. Madam Speaker, the 
troop surge in Iraq has clearly failed. It 
has failed to achieve its purpose. The 
troop surge has failed not because of 
our troops, but because of the failures 
of politicians here in Washington and 
in Iraq. This President’s surge has been 
as successful as the President’s boast 
to catch Osama bin Laden ‘‘dead or 
alive.’’ 

We now have three reports from enti-
ties at least somewhat independent 
from the Bush propaganda machine 
that confirm the obvious. The National 
Intelligence Estimate providing the 
thinking of the intelligence commu-
nity that, instead of getting better, the 
situation in Iraq will get worse: ‘‘The 
Iraqi government will become more 
precarious over the next 6 to 12 
months.’’ The Independent Commission 
on Security Forces concluded that the 
Iraqi Interior Ministry is ‘‘dysfunc-
tional.’’ It is so bad that it cannot be 
fixed; they recommend that it be dis-
banded. The Government Account-
ability Office evaluated the surge, and 
it judged President Bush’s policy using 
his own criteria with a clear ‘‘F,’’ a 
clear failure, a fiasco, a fatal flop, with 
only 3 of 18 benchmarks having been 
met. 

Today, General Petraeus can cite 
whatever selective statistics that his 
political bosses may permit him to dis-
close, but the facts are that each and 
every month this year has involved 
more deaths of American troops than 
each month, including August last 
year. And despite the ethnic cleansing 
that has already displaced 3.5 million 
Iraqis, the increasing violence con-
tinues to inflict an increasingly deadly 
toll on Iraqi families. 

What is life like for those Iraqis who 
survive? Almost half earn less than $1 
a day; 70 percent lack access to ade-
quate water; and 1⁄3 remain in dire need 
of emergency food aid. 

When the surge was announced, the 
White House said ‘‘wait until the sum-
mer.’’ And as summer approached, the 
White House said ‘‘wait until Sep-
tember.’’ Well, now that this much 
overrated September is here, they cry 
‘‘wait until next year.’’ 

The only real mystery about Presi-
dent Bush’s September decision has 
been what new excuse he would offer to 
justify staying the same old deadly 
course. And as the American people 
have seen through the duplicity of each 
and every other excuse, the President 
has returned to his original ploy: 9/11, 
coincidentally, just as we receive this 
report on the anniversary of 9/11. He 
claims that ‘‘the same folks that are 
bombing . . . in Iraq are the ones who 
attacked us in America on September 
11.’’ That is false and he knows it is 
false. But fear with deception is all he 
has left to rationalize the pain of the 
many, the sacrifice of the brave, and 
the loss of $3 billion every single week. 

As usual, this President is dead cer-
tain and dead wrong. What he seeks is 
war without limits, war without end. 
Under his direction, General Petraeus 
and Ambassador Crocker propose a war 
that continues for probably another 
decade, the ‘‘George Bush Trillion dol-
lar, 15-Year War.’’ 

Now Congress must respond to the 
President’s propaganda surge with a 
truth surge, with a memory surge, re-
minding America of the repeated false 
cries of ‘‘progress’’ and phony excuses 
that have only brought our families 
more insecurity. Congress must learn 
from the courage continually displayed 
by our troops. Appeasement will not 
stop these wrong-headed Administra-
tion policies. More blank checks will 
only drain our national treasury while 
fueling more death and destruction 
that only endangers American families. 

And so today we note the surge has 
failed, but we respectfully and sin-
cerely thank General Petraeus and all 
of our troops who serve America and 
are doing their jobs. But we know we 
must do our job. It is long past time for 
Congress to act. Our best hope remains 
a safe and orderly, fully-funded, phased 
redeployment that begins immediately. 

f 

RECESS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair 
declares the House in recess until noon 
today. 

Accordingly (at 10 o’clock and 47 
minutes a.m.), the House stood in re-
cess until noon. 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 12:59 Jul 14, 2010 Jkt 059102 PO 00000 Frm 00002 Fmt 0688 Sfmt 0634 E:\BR07\H10SE7.000 H10SE7er
ow

e 
on

 D
S

K
5C

LS
3C

1P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 B
O

U
N

D
 R

E
C

O
R

D



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, Vol. 153, Pt. 1724074 September 10, 2007 
b 1200 

AFTER RECESS 

The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order by the Speaker pro 
tempore (Mr. HASTINGS of Florida) at 
noon. 

f 

PRAYER 

The Chaplain, the Reverend Daniel P. 
Coughlin, offered the following prayer: 

Lord our God, human history has 
witnessed down through the ages the 
battle of those who have nothing and 
those who have too much. It is the vio-
lent collision of opulence and poverty 
which makes the Earth tremble be-
neath our feet. 

Lord, in our day, throw Your light of 
truth upon Your people; that seeing 
one another as brother and sister, they 
will not be blinded by prejudice or in-
difference. Rather, may all reach out 
with a compassion that will heal and 
establish mutual trust that will inspire 
hope in the disillusioned and even the 
hopeless. 

May this Congress be an instrument 
in Your hands to mold a just and 
peacefully secure society, now and for-
ever. Amen. 

f 

THE JOURNAL 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair has examined the Journal of the 
last day’s proceedings and announces 
to the House his approval thereof. 

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved. 

f 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the 
gentleman from Texas (Mr. POE) come 
forward and lead the House in the 
Pledge of Allegiance. 

Mr. POE led the Pledge of Allegiance 
as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 

f 

CURRENT PATH IN IRAQ FAILING 

(Ms. LINDA T. SÁNCHEZ of Cali-
fornia asked and was given permission 
to address the House for 1 minute and 
to revise and extend her remarks.) 

Ms. LINDA T. SÁNCHEZ of Cali-
fornia. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to ex-
press my disappointment over the con-
tinued lack of progress in Iraq. The so-
bering content in both the GAO report 
and the Jones report should finally be 
a wake-up call that some Members in 
this House need in order to act to bring 
our troops home. 

The findings should make it clear to 
this tone-deaf Administration that our 
current path in Iraq is failing. The 
problem of sectarian violence in Iraq 
will not be solved by sacrificing more 
blood of young Americans. 

After losing more than 3,500 of our 
brave men and women and spending 
close to half a trillion dollars, it is 
time to bring our troops home. To con-
tinue to ask our service men and 
women to make the ultimate sacrifice 
for a misguided policy is simply im-
moral. 

f 

GRATITUDE AND RESOLVE 

(Mr. WILSON of South Carolina 
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr. 
Speaker, I rise today to thank the 
brave men and women of our Armed 
Forces, our local first responders, and 
our intelligence community for the in-
credible work they do to protect our 
Nation and stop the enemy overseas so 
we will not face them again here at 
home. 

On the upcoming anniversary of Sep-
tember 11th, we must take this mo-
ment to reflect on the terrible tragedy 
that occurred 6 years ago, causing our 
response to this global war on ter-
rorism. We must maintain our resolve 
against bin Laden who has declared 
this struggle the ‘‘third world war’’ 
with Iraq and Afghanistan as the cen-
tral front. 

Independent Senator JOE LIEBERMAN 
wrote in today’s Wall Street Journal: 
‘‘In Iraq we are fighting and defeating 
the same terrorist network that at-
tacked us on 9/11.’’ 

We will succeed by remaining dedi-
cated to promoting the safety of Amer-
ican families by denying extremists 
safe havens. And we are grateful to our 
servicemembers, professionally led by 
David Petraeus, who works day and 
night to defend our freedom. 

In conclusion, God bless our troops, 
and we will never forget September 
11th. 

f 

TARGET: U.S. AIR BASE 

(Mr. POE asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. POE. Mr. Speaker, apparently 
the U.S. air base at Ramstein, Ger-
many, and the Frankfurt airport were 
targets last week of a foiled terrorist 
attack. 

German authorities arrested three 
outlaws as they were mixing chemicals 
to make explosives. And guess what, 
all three individuals were Islamic radi-
cals belonging to a fringe group called 
Islamic Jihad Union linked to al 
Qaeda—yet another example of crimi-
nals who kill in the name of religion 
and hate. 

These Islamic radicals don’t believe 
in building a better world, but believe 
in blowing it up. The war on terror is a 
global war whether we like it or not, 
and a fight between civilization and 

the uncivilized. It is a fight over life 
versus death. It is a fight over peace 
versus anarchy. It is a fight over the 
right to be left alone versus chaos. The 
international terrorists who wish to 
kill Americans must be tracked down 
wherever they are and dealt with as 
law and justice demands. 

Those Americans who fail to ac-
knowledge who these criminals are and 
have us retreat from this world conflict 
know little about the way the world is 
and seemingly live blissfully ignorant 
in the world of never, never land. 

And that’s just the way it is. 
f 

CREATE LEGACY OF PEACE 

(Mr. DAVIS of Illinois asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, 
as we approach September 11, all of us 
have memories of that fateful day. All 
of us recognize that in order for our 
Nation to be strong and to feel secure, 
that not only must we be in a position 
to protect ourselves, but we also must 
cultivate friendships and relationships 
throughout the world. 

And so I would hope as we memori-
alize those who gave their lives and 
lost their lives on September 11, that 
we will renew our efforts to try and 
make sure that we can create for our-
selves and the rest of the world a more 
stable, peaceful environment and let 
that be the legacy of those who gave 
the last measure of devotion, their 
lives. 

f 

LISTEN TO GENERAL PETRAEUS 

(Mrs. BLACKBURN asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
her remarks.) 

Mrs. BLACKBURN. Mr. Speaker, this 
afternoon we will hear from General 
David Petraeus on the Iraq progress re-
port. He is going to tell us what 
worked, what hasn’t, and what needs to 
be done. And Congress should listen to 
the general and to Ambassador Crock-
er. 

My position is that we should have 
been listening all along to our com-
manders and leaders on the ground, 
and the testimony from General 
Petraeus and Ambassador Crocker 
should be heard without prejudice. 
They are men of impeccable creden-
tials, and it is troubling that the 
antiwar liberals are already moving en 
masse to discredit and dismiss the tes-
timony without even hearing a single 
word of what they have had to say. 

The debate over the surge should be 
over. While much remains to be done in 
Iraq, there is evidence that the surge is 
working and stabilizing that country 
and improving the security situation. 

Finally, the consequences of failure 
in Iraq are monumental. A failure in 
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Iraq will embolden al Qaeda. They will 
use the nation as a launching pad for 
attacks. Iran will move in and fill that 
void. It is a monumental day in the 
war on terror. We should approach it 
with an open mind. 

f 

DISAGREE AGREEABLY 

(Mr. COHEN asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. COHEN. Mr. Speaker, we will 
hear from General Petraeus today and 
tomorrow. I think we all need to re-
flect, as we will this evening in a me-
morial for the victims of 9/11 and a day 
like December 7 that will live in in-
famy, that while we may disagree on 
how we should respond to the terrorist 
threats that we have in the Middle 
East, that we should disagree in an 
agreeable manner because we are all 
Americans and no matter what posi-
tion we take, we all want the best for 
this country. We want peace and pros-
perity, and we want our soldiers to be 
safe and to be supported. 

There were heroes on the airplane in 
Pennsylvania who tried and did deter 
the terrorists from possibly attacking 
this building or the White House. Their 
motto was: ‘‘Let’s roll.’’ 

As we remember them, I ask Mem-
bers on both sides of the aisle if they 
disagree, which we will, to disagree in 
an agreeable way. Let’s roll for the 
American public. 

f 

TIME FOR ORDERLY EXIT FROM 
IRAQ 

(Mr. INSLEE asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. INSLEE. Mr. Speaker, since the 
President’s escalation of the war in 
Iraq began, every month we have had 
more and more proud, dedicated people 
from Fort Lewis, Washington, and 
their families learn they were never 
coming home. Those men and women 
have been fed into Iraq by a President 
whose policies in Iraq were wrong at 
the beginning, were wrong in the mid-
dle, and will be wrong at the end. 

The fact is very clear from all of the 
reports that we have been reading in 
the last week: whether we stay 6 days 
or 6 weeks or 6 months or 60 years, the 
destiny of Iraq will be determined by 
the Iraqi people. 

And what we have learned in this es-
calation is that it failed; it has failed 
to accomplish its design of political 
reconciliation in Iraq. And until the 
Sunnis and Shiites reconcile their in-
terests, all of the king’s horses and all 
the king’s men are not going to put 
Iraq together again. It is time for an 
orderly exit from Iraq. 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the Chair 
will postpone further proceedings 
today on motions to suspend the rules 
on which a recorded vote or the yeas 
and nays are ordered, or on which the 
vote is objected to under clause 6 of 
rule XX. 

Record votes on postponed questions 
will be taken after 6:30 p.m. today. 

f 

FRANK J. GUARINI POST OFFICE 
BUILDING 

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I 
move to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill (H.R. 2467) to designate the facility 
of the United States Postal Service lo-
cated at 69 Montgomery Street in Jer-
sey City, New Jersey, as the ‘‘Frank J. 
Guarini Post Office Building’’. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 2467 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. FRANK J. GUARINI POST OFFICE 

BUILDING. 
(a) DESIGNATION.—The facility of the 

United States Postal Service located at 69 
Montgomery Street in Jersey City, New Jer-
sey, shall be known and designated as the 
‘‘Frank J. Guarini Post Office Building’’. 

(b) REFERENCES.—Any reference in a law, 
map, regulation, document, paper, or other 
record of the United States to the facility re-
ferred to in subsection (a) shall be deemed to 
be a reference to the ‘‘Frank J. Guarini Post 
Office Building’’. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from Il-
linois (Mr. DAVIS) and the gentleman 
from Idaho (Mr. SALI) each will control 
20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Illinois. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers may have 5 legislative days in 
which to revise and extend their re-
marks. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Illinois? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I 

yield such time as he may consume to 
the author of this legislation, the 
former speaker of the house assembly 
in New Jersey and a distinguished 
Member of this body, Representative 
ALBIO SIRES. 

Mr. SIRES. Mr. Speaker, I rise in 
support of H.R. 2467, which will des-
ignate the U.S. Postal Service building 
at 69 Montgomery Street in Jersey 
City, New Jersey, as the ‘‘Frank J. 
Guarini Post Office Building.’’ 

Frank Guarini was born in Jersey 
City, New Jersey, and has served his 
State and country in a variety of posi-

tions. Early in his career, he was com-
missioned as a Naval officer at Colum-
bia University and went on to serve in 
the United States Navy aboard the 
USS Mount McKinley, receiving the 
Naval Commendation Medal and three 
battle stars during World War II. 

In 1965, he was elected to the New 
Jersey State Senate where he served 
for the next 7 years. On January 3, 1979, 
he was elected to represent New Jer-
sey’s 14th Congressional District in the 
United States House of Representa-
tives, completing seven terms before 
retiring in 1993. 

As a member of the House Committee 
on Ways and Means, Frank Guarini was 
a true champion for education, serving 
as the chief sponsor of legislation that 
encouraged employers to provide edu-
cational assistance to its employees 
tax free. 

Even after his retirement, Frank 
Guarini’s commitment to education 
and public service has not wavered. In 
1994, he established the Guarini Center 
for Government Affairs at St. Peter’s 
College in Jersey City, New Jersey, 
which strives to provide a forum for 
nonpartisan discussion of public policy 
issues and encourages today’s students 
to take up careers in public service. 

A central part of the Guarini Cen-
ter’s mission is to promote critical 
thinking and debate among the next 
generation of leaders at its Annual 
High School Oratorical Contest. The 
event is open to all high school stu-
dents in New Jersey and throughout 
the tri-State area and attracts more 
than 100 students from 75 schools to 
compete each year. 

I have known Frank Guarini for 
many years, and I can personally at-
test to the commitment and passion 
that he has for the State of New Jersey 
and this country. 

b 1215 
I can think of no better way to honor 

the public service of this former New 
Jersey Congressman than to designate 
a U.S. postal office in his name. 

I urge all my colleagues to support 
this legislation. 

Mr. SALI. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume. 

H.R. 2467 honors the life of Frank J. 
Guarini in naming a post office for him 
in his hometown of Jersey City, New 
Jersey. Frank J. Guarini, a former 
Congressman and prominent public fig-
ure, has dedicated his life to serving 
his country and community. 

He was born in 1924 in Jersey City, 
New Jersey. His sense of civic duty and 
honor began at an early age, and as a 
young man, he was commissioned as a 
Navy officer at Columbia University. 
From there, he went on to serve in the 
U.S. Navy aboard the USS Mount 
McKinley. 

After his military career ended, he 
was elected to the New Jersey State 
Senate where he served for the fol-
lowing seven years. In 1979, he won 
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election to serve in the House of Rep-
resentatives, where he completed seven 
terms before retiring in 1993. 

On his return to private life, he has 
been active in his community and sup-
ports the library of New Jersey City 
University, which has been named in 
his honor. He is the chairman of the 
National Italian American Foundation, 
and through it, he created the Frank J. 
Guarini public policy forums. The fo-
rums feature local and national gov-
ernment leaders discussing issues such 
as public policy, international econ-
omy, trade and foreign affairs. 

I support H.R. 2467 in the naming of 
the post office in Jersey City, New Jer-
sey, for Frank J. Guarini. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I might con-
sume. 

Mr. Speaker, as a member of the 
House Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform, I’m pleased to 
join my colleagues in the consideration 
of H.R. 2467, which names a postal fa-
cility in Jersey City, New Jersey, after 
Frank Guarini. 

H.R. 2467, which was introduced by 
Representative ALBIO SIRES on May 23, 
2007, was reported from the Oversight 
Committee on July 19, 2007, by voice 
vote. This measure has the support of 
the entire New Jersey congressional 
delegation. 

Mr. Frank Guarini was born on Au-
gust 20, 1924, in Jersey City, New Jer-
sey. Former Congressman Guarini 
served his State and country in a vari-
ety of positions. Early in his career, he 
was commissioned as a naval officer at 
Columbia University and went on to 
serve in the United States Navy aboard 
the USS Mount McKinley. 

In 1965, he was elected to the New 
Jersey State Senate where he served 
for the next 7 years. On January 3, 1979, 
he was elected to represent New Jer-
sey’s 14th Congressional District in the 
United States House of Representa-
tives, completing seven terms before 
retiring in 1993. 

Mr. Speaker, I commend my col-
league, Representative ALBIO SIRES, for 
introducing this legislation and urge 
swift passage. 

Mr. PASCRELL. Mr. Speaker, I rise today in 
support of H.R. 2467, which would designate 
the Post Office facility located at 69 Mont-
gomery Street in Jersey City, NJ, as the 
‘‘Frank J. Guarini Post Office Building.’’ 

Former Congressman Frank J. Guarini rep-
resented the 14th Congressional District of 
New Jersey for 14 years, from 1979 to 1993. 
He did so in an exemplary fashion, serving his 
constituents, and all Americans, in a way in 
which we should strive to attain. 

Because of his intellect and work ethic he 
became a rising star early in his career. He 
was the first Representative to be appointed to 
the Ways and Means Committee during his 
first term in Congress in over 200 years. 

While on this vital committee, Mr. Guarini 
worked to modernize our trade and tariff laws 

with heads of state to assure that other coun-
tries open their markets to the United States. 

In recognition of this work, he received the 
award ‘‘for outstanding contributions to the ad-
ministration of justice in International Trade 
Law’’ from the U.S. Court of International 
Trade. 

He also served with Chairman CHARLES 
RANGEL and Ben Gilman on the Select Com-
mittee on Narcotic Abuse, developing exper-
tise on drug issues and bringing about vital 
legislation and strategies to fight the war 
against drugs both here and abroad. 

In addition, Mr. Guarini was a senior mem-
ber of the Budget Committee, where he 
chaired the Task Force on Urgent Fiscal 
Issues. Throughout his distinguished career, 
Mr. Guarini was an outspoken advocate for 
fiscal responsibility and fought to provide edu-
cation and job opportunities for our Nation’s 
young while also reducing wasteful govern-
ment spending. 

Since his retirement from Government serv-
ice, Congressman Guarini has proudly served 
as the National Italian-American Foundation’s 
chairman emeritus. 

As co-chair of the Italian-American Congres-
sional Delegation, Frank and I often work to-
gether to promote Italian-American culture and 
traditions in the United States Congress. Just 
like his congressional career, he does an ex-
traordinary job on this front. 

I am proud to be the first New Jersey Mem-
ber of Congress to serve on the Ways and 
Means Committee since Mr. Guarini’s retire-
ment in 1993. 

Mr. Guarini was a great Member of this 
body and I am honored to call him my friend. 

I would like to thank my New Jersey col-
league ALBIO SIRES for introducing this resolu-
tion and honoring Mr. Guarini, and I urge my 
colleagues to vote in favor of this resolution. 

Mr. RANGEL. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
express my support for H.R. 2467, a bill to 
designate the United States Postal Service fa-
cility located at 69 Montgomery Street in Jer-
sey City, NJ, as the ‘‘Frank J. Guarini Post Of-
fice Building.’’ I also urge my colleagues to 
support this bill. 

Congressman Guarini was born on August 
20, 1924, in Jersey City, NJ. His career in 
public service began in the United States 
Navy during World War II, where he served on 
the USS Mount McKinley from 1944 to 1946. 
After the war, he decided to pursue higher 
education, earning a B.A. degree from Dart-
mouth, a J.D. degree from New York Univer-
sity, and a LL.M. from the same institution in 
1955. 

From 1965 to 1972, he served in the New 
Jersey Senate and was elected to represent 
the 14th Congressional District of New Jersey 
in 1979 and retired in 1993. 

He was an active and productive member of 
the Ways and Means Committee, where I was 
proud to work closely with him to ensure in-
come security and health care coverage for 
many Americans. In the spirit of this historic 
committee, Frank was a colleague who always 
sought to achieve bipartisanship. 

Congressman Guarini is a dear friend with 
whom I enjoyed working in this great body. I 
admire him not just because we have very 
similar backgrounds, but because I share his 
pride in his Italian-American heritage. He is 

fully entitled to the honor being bestowed 
today. 

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I 
don’t have any additional speakers, but 
I am going to reserve for the gen-
tleman from Idaho, and then I will 
close. 

Mr. SALI. Mr. Speaker, I yield back 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield back the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Illinois (Mr. 
DAVIS) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 2467. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the bill was 
passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

KENNETH T. WHALUM, SR. POST 
OFFICE 

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I 
move to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill (H.R. 2587) to designate the facility 
of the United States Postal Service lo-
cated at 555 South 3rd Street Lobby in 
Memphis, Tennessee, as the ‘‘Kenneth 
T. Whalum, Sr. Post Office,’’ as amend-
ed. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 2587 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. KENNETH T. WHALUM, SR. POST OF-

FICE BUILDING. 
(a) DESIGNATION.—The facility of the 

United States Postal Service located at 555 
South 3rd Street Lobby in Memphis, Ten-
nessee, shall be known and designated as the 
‘‘Kenneth T. Whalum, Sr. Post Office Build-
ing’’. 

(b) REFERENCES.—Any reference in a law, 
map, regulation, document, paper, or other 
record of the United States to the facility re-
ferred to in subsection (a) shall be deemed to 
be a reference to the ‘‘Kenneth T. Whalum, 
Sr. Post Office Building’’. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from Il-
linois (Mr. DAVIS) and the gentleman 
from Idaho (Mr. SALI) each will control 
20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Illinois. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I 

ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers may have 5 legislative days in 
which to revise and extend their re-
marks. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Illinois? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, 

it is my pleasure to yield such time as 
he may consume to the sponsor of this 
resolution, the Representative from 
the State of Tennessee, the City of 
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Memphis and surrounding areas (Mr. 
COHEN). 

Mr. COHEN. Mr. Speaker, I rise in 
strong support of H.R. 2587, which 
would designate the postal facility at 
555 South 3rd Street Lobby in Mem-
phis, Tennessee, as the Kenneth T. 
Whalum, Sr. Post Office building. For a 
man who gave so many years to this fa-
cility and to the postal service, I can-
not imagine a more fitting tribute. 

I’m not sure if post offices in this 
country have been named in honor of 
people who worked in those facilities. 
If so, there have been very few. Most 
are named for political figures, war he-
roes. Kenneth Whalum was a political 
figure, a clergyman of great renown, 
but also a man who spent a career in 
the postal service and was respected by 
the rank-and-file and rose to promi-
nence in the postal service. 

For those reasons particularly, I 
think it’s most fitting that this build-
ing be named for this gentleman as an 
inspiration to the other employees at 
the postal service and to the postal 
service nationally. 

Kenneth Twigg Whalum, Sr., was 
born to H.D. Whalum, Sr., and Thelma 
Twigg Whalum March 23, 1934. His life-
long dedication and service to the peo-
ple of Memphis is matched by few oth-
ers. He served in the United States 
Navy from 1950–1954 and was a Reserv-
ist until 1959. He worked for the United 
States Postal Service in various human 
resources capacities, eventually be-
coming the director of personnel for 
the main Memphis post office and di-
rector of employee relations for the 
southern region. He also served in 
Michigan, I believe, in Representative 
CONYERS’ district in the postal service 
as well. He served as a Memphis city 
councilman from 1988–1996. 

And not only did he serve on the 
Memphis City Council, he was special. 
He’s been special in everything he’s 
ever done. He was first elected as a dis-
trict councilman of the City of Mem-
phis from the Orange Mound commu-
nity, but dissatisfied with the represen-
tation of one of the at-large members, 
a Caucasian. Kenneth Whalum, an Afri-
can American, ran for an at-large posi-
tion, and he, like Myron Lowery, also 
African American, became the first two 
African Americans elected at-large to 
the Memphis City Council with a ma-
jority vote of the people, at a time 
when the City of Memphis was not ma-
jority African American. 

His victory is a testament to his for-
titude to give up a safe district seat to 
win an at-large seat, knowing that it 
meant more representation for issues 
of which he championed, and the fact 
that he risked his safe seat to make 
progress on progressive issues and put 
a progressive in that at-large position. 

Rev. Whalum is well-respected as a 
man of faith in his community as well. 
He played a key role in convincing an 
alliance of local ministers to bring Dr. 

Martin Luther King, Jr., to Memphis, 
the city, my hometown, in which we all 
know he would give one of his most fa-
mous, yet ultimately final speeches. In 
1969, Olivet Baptist Church called upon 
Kenneth Whalum to serve the people as 
senior pastor, a position he held until 
1999. During his tenure, the church 
thrived and grew to a membership of 
thousands. 

I personally was in his church on 
many occasions. I most remember 
being there when J.O. Patterson, Jr., 
was running for mayor of the City of 
Memphis, a position he held tempo-
rarily in an interim appointment, and 
when President Bill Clinton came there 
and we shared the podium. President 
Clinton gave one of his great speeches 
there. 

Like Dr. King, Rev. Whalum was a 
strong proponent of diversity in the 
workplace. His advocacy led to the pro-
motion of many qualified African 
Americans and women to supervisory 
and managerial positions in the Mem-
phis post office. 

After retirement, Rev. Whalum began 
to experience transient ischemic at-
tacks, TIAs or ministrokes, the most 
recent of these occurring just a few 
months ago. Unfortunately, at this 
time, he’s in a nursing facility, but he’s 
improving. We hope he will regain all 
of his faculties. He’s a strong man. One 
year he experienced 28 such TIAs, caus-
ing his family to reach out to the 
Stroke of Hope Foundation, which his 
son knew of through their work with 
the late Luther Vandross. Most re-
cently, Rev. Whalum has been featured 
in Stroke of Hope’s Survivor of the 
Month Spring 2007 column. 

Rev. Whalum has received various 
honors and awards throughout his ca-
reer. In the past, he has served on the 
board of directors of the Memphis 
branch of the NAACP, the Morehouse 
School of Religion of the Interdenomi-
national Theological Center in At-
lanta, the LeMoyne-Owen College 
Board and was a founding board mem-
ber of the National Civil Rights Mu-
seum in Memphis, Tennessee. He has 
garnered certificates from the Univer-
sity of Texas at Austin Graduate 
School of Business, United States Post-
al Service Advanced Management Pro-
gram, as well as the University of 
Michigan Graduate School of 
Business’s Executive Development Pro-
gram. 

I’m honored that my eight cocol-
leagues from the State of Tennessee’s 
congressional delegation could lend 
their full support through cosponsoring 
this measure. Kenneth Whalum was a 
dedicated public servant in the best 
sense of the phrase, and the rest of us 
can learn a great deal from the exam-
ple he set. 

Rev. Whalum has a wonderful, loyal 
wife in Dr. Rosie Richmond Whalum, as 
well as three remarkable sons. Mem-
phis has many great families, some of 

whom have served in this body, but no 
family in Memphis, Tennessee, has 
given the city more pride and more 
service than the Whalum family. All 
three of his sons, as he said, grew up 
right behind him. They enjoyed the 
church, and as he said, they didn’t have 
any choice. They enjoyed the church. 

Of his three sons, Dr. Kenneth 
Whalum, Jr., the oldest, has followed 
in his father’s footsteps in becoming a 
pastor and a dedicated public servant. 
He’s taken over the church where Dr. 
Whalum was the pastor, and he’s a 
member of the Memphis City School 
Board. He was elected in December 
2006. 

His son Kirk Whalum is one of the 
great saxophone players in the United 
States of America. He’s had many top 
hits. He played this Friday at an event 
which I attended for the National 
Academy of the Recording Arts and 
Sciences in Memphis in a tribute to 
Booker T. and the MGs who were being 
honored with other musicians. Kirk 
Whalum made that saxophone sing, as 
he always does. I know Steve Cropper 
and ‘‘Duck’’ Dunn were in awe of the 
talent exhibited there. And what was 
even nicer, besides the fact that Kirk 
Whalum played such a great saxo-
phone, as he always does, was that his 
son, another generation of Whalums, 
played the base, and they played it on 
‘‘Hip Hugger’’ and ‘‘Green Onions,’’ two 
great Booker T. songs. Kirk Whalum 
has played backup on saxophone for 
such renowned artists as Whitney 
Houston and others. He’s come back to 
Memphis to serve as an artist-in-resi-
dence at the Stax Soul Academy of 
Music in Memphis, Tennessee. 

Kevin Whalum, another son, is a tal-
ented musical artist and poet, having 
signed a recording contract with Ren-
dezvous Entertainment this past Feb-
ruary. 

Like his father, Kenneth, Jr., has 
three sons: Kenneth, III; Kortland; and 
Kameron. Kevin has twin daughters: 
Kellen and Kaylah. And Kirk has five 
children: Courtney, Kori, Kyle, Kobe 
and Evan. 

For the Whalum family and the great 
many people of Memphis who have ben-
efited from his decade of public service, 
I urge my colleagues to support this 
legislation. This is a family of renown 
and a man who has had a great impact 
on the City of Memphis and the postal 
department, and it’s justifiably fitting 
that this building be named for him. 

I would like to add that Kirk Whalum’s 1996 
album, ‘‘Joined at the Hip,’’ earned him his 
first Grammy nomination. His 1998 release, 
For You, spent nearly two years at the top of 
the Billboard Contemporary Jazz Chart and 
yielded four Top Ten NAC hits. He earned a 
second Grammy nomination and critical ac-
claim with his self-produced album, Hymns in 
the Garden in 2000. 

Mr. SALI. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume. 

It’s appropriate that we honor Ken-
neth T. Whalum, Sr., in the naming of 
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a post office in his hometown of Mem-
phis, Tennessee. He spent many years 
working for the United States Postal 
Service in various human resources ca-
pacities and eventually became the di-
rector of personnel for the main Mem-
phis post office. He later became the 
director of employee relations for the 
southern region. 

Kenneth Whalum is also an influen-
tial member of his community. He’s 
long believed in serving the people of 
Memphis and did so as both a preacher 
and a school board commissioner. 

Born and raised in Memphis, he at-
tended Morehouse College and earned 
his law degree from Temple University. 
His strong faith and belief in public 
service led him to roles as a Baptist 
minister and school board member. 

He served as a city council member 
from 1988 to 1996 and was elected to the 
school board in 1996. While on that 
school board, it was his goal to work 
toward higher standards, more oppor-
tunities and brighter futures for the 
students of Memphis City. 

b 1230 

Upon retirement from public office, 
Kenneth T. Whalum plays an active 
role with the Stroke of Hope Founda-
tion, which educates and supports 
fundraising for people suffering from 
strokes and transient ischemic at-
tacks. 

It is fitting to honor Kenneth T. 
Whalum with the naming of this post 
office. I urge all of my colleagues to 
support H.R. 2587. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself as much time as I might 
consume. 

Mr. Speaker, as a member of the 
House Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform, I am pleased to 
join my colleagues in the consideration 
of H.R. 2587, which names a postal fa-
cility in Memphis, Tennessee, after 
Kenneth T. Whalum, Sr. 

H.R. 2587, which was introduced by 
Representative STEVE COHEN on June 6, 
2007, was reported from the oversight 
committee on July 19, 2007, by a voice 
vote. This measure has the support of 
the entire Tennessee congressional del-
egation. 

Reverend Kenneth Whalum, Sr.’s 
dedication and service to the people of 
Memphis go back many years. He was a 
district manager of the Michigan Post-
al Service before returning to Memphis 
as director of personnel for the Mem-
phis Post Office. He served as a Mem-
phis city councilman from 1988 to 1996. 

Reverend Whalum is a well-respected 
man of faith in his community. In 1969, 
he became the senior pastor of Olivet 
Baptist Church and served until 1999. 

I commend my colleague, Represent-
ative STEVE COHEN, for introducing 
this legislation and urge its swift pas-
sage. 

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I 
reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. SALI. Mr. Speaker, I yield back 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield back the balance of my time and 
urge passage of this resolution hon-
oring this very distinguished Mem-
phian. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Illinois (Mr. 
DAVIS) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 2587, as 
amended. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the bill, as 
amended, was passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: 
‘‘A Bill to designate the facility of the 
United States Postal Service located at 
555 South 3rd Street Lobby in Mem-
phis, Tennessee, as the ‘Kenneth T. 
Whalum, Sr. Post Office Building’.’’. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

ELEANOR MCGOVERN POST OFFICE 
BUILDING 

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I 
move to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill (H.R. 2654) to designate the facility 
of the United States Postal Service lo-
cated at 202 South Dumont Avenue in 
Woonsocket, South Dakota, as the ‘‘El-
eanor McGovern Post Office Building’’. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 2654 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. ELEANOR MC GOVERN POST OFFICE 

BUILDING. 
(a) DESIGNATION.—The facility of the 

United States Postal Service located at 202 
South Dumont Avenue in Woonsocket, South 
Dakota, shall be known and designated as 
the ‘‘Eleanor McGovern Post Office Build-
ing’’. 

(b) REFERENCES.—Any reference in a law, 
map, regulation, document, paper, or other 
record of the United States to the facility re-
ferred to in subsection (a) shall be deemed to 
be a reference to the ‘‘Eleanor McGovern 
Post Office Building’’. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from Il-
linois (Mr. DAVIS) and the gentleman 
from Idaho (Mr. SALI) each will control 
20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Illinois. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I 

ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers may have 5 legislative days in 
which to revise and extend their re-
marks. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Illinois? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, 

it is now my pleasure to yield such 

time as she might consume to the 
sponsor of this resolution, the gentle-
woman from South Dakota, Represent-
ative HERSETH SANDLIN. 

Ms. HERSETH SANDLIN. Mr. Speak-
er, it is my privilege to rise today in 
support of H.R. 2654, legislation hon-
oring the life and legacy of Eleanor 
McGovern, by officially designating 
the post office in her hometown of 
Woonsocket, South Dakota, as the ‘‘El-
eanor McGovern Post Office Building.’’ 

In making this essential recognition, 
I would also like to thank the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts, Congress-
man JIM MCGOVERN, and the gentlelady 
from California, Congresswoman LYNN 
WOOLSEY, for their support of this bill. 

Mr. Speaker, Eleanor Stegeberg was 
born 1921 and raised on a farm near 
Woonsocket, South Dakota, during the 
Dust Bowl years of the 1930s. As with 
many families of that era, times were 
tough; but Eleanor cherished her up-
bringing in the small prairie town of 
Woonsocket, which is known for a 
sweet melon crop in the summer and 
ample pheasant hunting in the fall, as 
well as scenic Lake Prior, which gave 
the community its nickname, ‘‘the 
town with the beautiful lake.’’ 

Eleanor and her twin sister, Ila, were 
varsity debaters at Woonsocket High 
School. Eleanor no doubt caught the 
eye of her future husband George 
McGovern, a student at a nearby high 
school, by besting him in a regional de-
bate tournament. In fact, Senator 
McGovern always acknowledges as 
much. 

Eleanor graduated as salutatorian 
and next enrolled at Dakota Wesleyan 
University in Mitchell, South Dakota, 
where she and George were fellow stu-
dents and where they fell in love. The 
couple married on October 31, 1943, 
when, like so many of that generation, 
George was preparing to ship out for 
service as a B–24 bomber pilot in World 
War II. Eleanor gave birth to their first 
of five children while George was over-
seas. 

George McGovern would go on to 
serve the State of South Dakota and 
the country in many roles: Senator, 
ambassador, airman, statesman, and 
the 1972 Democratic nominee for Presi-
dent. All the while, Eleanor was his 
strong and equal partner. 

During that Presidential campaign, 
Eleanor blazed a trail and made head-
lines of her own while campaigning 
solo across the country for George. 

Like none before her, she engaged 
crowds on the campaign trail with her 
eloquence and intelligence and was a 
fierce and effective advocate on a range 
of policy issues. Eleanor’s high profile 
helped transform and heighten public 
perception of the role and value of 
women in politics. 

Aside from politics, Eleanor worked 
as a tireless advocate for children and 
families throughout her life. She 
served on the boards of directors for 
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Dakota Wesleyan University, the Psy-
chiatric Institute Foundation, the 
Child Study Association, the Erickson 
Institute of Chicago, and Odyssey 
House of New York. She founded the 
Martha Movement and was a develop-
ment officer for the Child Development 
Associates Consortium. 

Following the tragic death of the 
McGoverns’ daughter, Terry, in 1994, 
Eleanor was a passionate speaker on 
alcoholism, and with her family, estab-
lished the McGovern Family Founda-
tion in Washington D.C. to raise funds 
for alcoholism research. Eleanor and 
George also led a worldwide effort to 
combat hunger, working towards a goal 
of eradicating hunger by 2030. 

In 2006, Dakota Wesleyan University, 
Eleanor and George’s alma mater, 
launched the George and Eleanor 
McGovern Center for Leadership and 
Public Service, which offers a range of 
public service and leadership-centered 
programs for students, faculty, staff, 
and the national and global commu-
nity. 

Through this program and its annual 
McGovern Center Conference, the 
issues that George and Eleanor McGov-
ern have championed continue to re-
ceive the attention and focus they de-
serve. Eleanor McGovern passed away 
on January 25, 2007, at the McGoverns’ 
home in Mitchell, South Dakota. She 
was 85. 

Throughout her life, Eleanor and 
George formed a true partnership of 
shared trust and responsibilities. 
George commonly refers to Eleanor as 
his most helpful critic and most trust-
ed adviser. 

Eleanor herself wrote in her 1973 
memoir, titled ‘‘Uphill: A Personal 
Story’’ ‘‘I was determined to help with 
George’s career, not only by taking re-
sponsibility for the family, but by con-
tributing ideas. In fact, I never consid-
ered it ‘George’s’ career, it was ours.’’ 

I urge all Members to support the 
passage of this legislation that honors 
the life, works and service of an ex-
traordinary woman and an extraor-
dinary American, Eleanor McGovern. 

Mr. SALI. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self as much time as I may consume. 

This measure proposes honoring the 
life of Eleanor McGovern by naming 
the post office in Woonsocket, South 
Dakota, in her honor. A tireless advo-
cate for children and families, she set a 
new precedent for women on the cam-
paign trail and left a lasting mark as a 
passionate and eloquent speaker. 

Born on November 25, 1921, in 
Woonsocket, South Dakota, Eleanor 
Stegeberg began her life-long devotion 
to caring for others at the tender age 
of 12, when she, along with her twin sis-
ter, Ila, assumed many household du-
ties following the death of their moth-
er. Even with all of her responsibilities 
at home, Mrs. McGovern was successful 
at school, becoming a renowned de-
bater and a cheerleader before attend-
ing Dakota Wesleyan University. 

It was in high school that she met a 
young George McGovern, whom she im-
pressed by leading one of the few de-
bate teams that was able to defeat him. 
Three years later, in 1943, just before 
he was shipped off to war, they were 
married. 

Upon returning from service, Mr. 
McGovern began his 24-year career in 
Congress by winning a seat to rep-
resent South Dakota in the House of 
Representatives. However, he fell ill 
during his 1962 senatorial campaign, an 
opportunity that thrust Mrs. McGovern 
into the spotlight. She campaigned 
statewide for him, helping to secure his 
victory, and from then on she became a 
tremendous asset on the campaign cir-
cuit, either with Mr. McGovern or on 
her own. 

Mrs. McGovern was a trailblazer in 
this role, opening doors for women and 
spouses in the election process, never 
more visibly than during Mr. McGov-
ern’s unsuccessful 1972 bid for the Pres-
idency. 

Mrs. McGovern was an advocate for 
children, family and women’s issues 
during and following her husband’s po-
litical career. After the tragic death of 
her daughter, Theresa, she became a 
public face of the campaign against al-
coholism. 

Mrs. McGovern’s service endeavors 
included work for the Child Develop-
ment Center and the Women’s Demo-
cratic Club, as well as serving on the 
boards of the Psychiatric Institute 
Foundation and Dakota Wesleyan. 

In recognition of this outstanding 
record of accomplishment and service, 
let us pay tribute to Eleanor McGovern 
by naming her hometown post office in 
her honor. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself as much time as I might 
consume. 

Mr. Speaker, as a member of the 
House Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform, I am pleased to 
join my colleague in the consideration 
of H.R. 2654, which names a postal fa-
cility in Woonsocket, South Dakota, 
after Eleanor McGovern. 

H.R. 2654, which was introduced by 
Representative STEPHANIE HERSETH 
SANDLIN on June 11, 2007, was reported 
from the oversight committee on July 
19, 2007, by a voice vote. This measure 
has the support of the entire South Da-
kota congressional delegation. 

Mrs. Eleanor McGovern was the wife 
of former Senator George McGovern of 
South Dakota. She was born on No-
vember 25, 1921, in Woonsocket, South 
Dakota. She was the first spouse to 
campaign for her husband, alone, to be 
President of the United States begin-
ning in 1971. 

People had such confidence in her 
ability to articulate various issues fac-
ing the country during the early 1970s. 
Mrs. McGovern made a solo appearance 

on NBC TV’s program ‘‘Meet the 
Press,’’ answering policy questions 
without hesitation and in precise de-
tail. Also she was the first, by a can-
didate’s wife, to appear on this show in 
its 25-year history. 

Crowds were often moved by her 
speeches and drew comparisons to the 
former First Lady, Eleanor Roosevelt. 
Some questioned whether she might do 
her husband more harm than good. 

When asked if her campaigning was 
worth the risk to her husband’s Presi-
dential bid, she replied: ‘‘I would be 
campaigning as strongly for him if he 
were not my husband. Maybe there is a 
risk involved, but since I have the free-
dom to speak, and my husband doesn’t 
know what I’m saying when I go 
around the country, he does not tell me 
what to say. He takes that risk.’’ 

Mrs. Eleanor McGovern wrote a me-
morial about her personal life entitled 
‘‘Uphill: A Personal Story.’’ She wrote: 
‘‘I still carry a trace of bitterness 
about poverty. It was not ennobling for 
my father and grandfather to scratch 
out a living on land rendered barren. 
The poor have few choices in life.’’ 
Throughout her life, she learned to pre-
serve and overcome life’s challenges. 

Mrs. McGovern died on January 25, 
2007, at the age of 85. 

Mr. Speaker, I commend my col-
league, Representative STEPHANIE 
HERSETH SANDLIN, for introducing this 
legislation and urge swift passage. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, during the 
1972 presidential campaign, Eleanor McGov-
ern inspired the slogan, ‘‘Put another Eleanor 
in the White House.’’ 

The comparison to Eleanor Roosevelt is an 
appropriate one because Eleanor McGovern 
was a trailblazer and a truly great woman. She 
was an unapologetic liberal Democrat who 
cared deeply about people and about this 
planet. 

She was outspoken in her support for our 
nation’s children—demanding more attention 
and resources for early childhood develop-
ment programs and better schools. She under-
stood the importance of focusing on the needs 
of children beginning at birth. Had she be-
come First Lady, this country’s education sys-
tem would be much improved and our children 
would be much better served. 

She believed we should be better stewards 
of our precious environment long before 
‘‘mainstream America’’ began to worry about 
global warming as an issue. Having just re-
turned from a visit to the beautiful and breath-
taking Black Hills of South Dakota, I can better 
understand Eleanor’s love for open space and 
nature. 

And like her husband George, Eleanor 
McGovern was a tireless advocate for peace. 
She campaigned every bit as hard as George 
to end the tragic war in Vietnam. She felt 
equally strong that the current war in Iraq was 
a mistake. 

As one who got to know Eleanor pretty well 
over the years, I always enjoyed our talks and 
valued her insights. She loved to read and 
knew the issues better than most members of 
Congress. In fact she would have made an 
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excellent congresswoman, U.S. Senator or 
even President. 

Wherever Eleanor was, there were always 
plenty of books, magazines and newspapers. 
She underlined passages that held special 
meaning and she carefully collected magazine 
articles that she thought would be of use to 
George. 

She also loved her gardens. When they 
lived in Washington, D.C., Eleanor treasured 
her small garden. She loved not only the flow-
ers, but also the wildlife they attracted. She 
regularly fed the birds, raccoons and whatever 
else inhabited their neighborhood. 

She was a loving mother who raised five in-
credible children. Sadly, her daughter Terry 
died after years of struggling with alcoholism. 
That terrible tragedy was heartbreaking for all 
of us who knew Terry, but it took a heavy toll 
on both Eleanor and George. 

Eleanor loved George and George loved 
her. There is no way he would have become 
a U.S. Congressman or Senator or Presi-
dential nominee without Eleanor. Her intellect, 
her love for this country and her respect for 
George were essential throughout her career. 

Millions of Americans got to know and ad-
mire Eleanor in 1972. She campaigned with 
great enthusiasm for the McGovern-Shriver 
ticket—often on her own. She was not content 
to merely pose for pictures with her hus-
band—instead, she gave speeches, attended 
rallies, appeared on political talk shows and 
contributed to policy discussions. 

I will always believe that our country missed 
out by not electing George McGovern as 
president in 1972. It’s not just because 
George would have made a superb president, 
but also because Eleanor would have been an 
incredible first lady. She would have been an 
ambassador for all that is good and decent 
about our country. 

I am deeply grateful to my colleague from 
South Dakota, STEPHANIE HERSETH SANDLIN, 
for her leadership in naming Postal Service fa-
cility at 202 South Dumont Avenue in 
Woonsocket, South Dakota as the ‘‘Eleanor 
McGovern Post Office Building’’ and for her 
recognition of Eleanor’s many contributions. I 
urge my colleagues to support H.R. 2654. 

In closing, let me say very simply—what this 
world needs is more Eleanor McGoverns. 

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
join my colleagues in honoring the life of Elea-
nor McGovern and in support of H.R. 2654, a 
bill to name a post office in South Dakota, in 
tribute to her legacy. 

Eleanor was a great advocate for children 
and families, both through volunteering and 
personally helping underprivileged families and 
by addressing these issues through public pol-
icy. Most people know her as the wife of Sen-
ator George McGovern—but she was an influ-
ential and outspoken figure in her own right. 
While her husband was running for president, 
she traveled across the country displaying her 
impressive rhetorical skills and changing tradi-
tional perceptions of a woman’s role in public 
life. 

She was also a key advisor to her husband, 
one of our most distinguished American 
statesmen and humanitarians, and a very prin-
cipled anti-war leader. Eleanor believed whole-
heartedly in the causes they championed, in 
the battles they won and those they lost. She 

contributed her time and efforts to a number of 
organizations over the years, serving on the 
boards of directors for the Psychiatric Institute 
Foundation, the Child Study Association, the 
Erickson Institute of Chicago, and the Odys-
sey House of New York. Following her daugh-
ter’s death, she also helped found the McGov-
ern Family Foundation dedicated to research 
into alcoholism, and established the Martha 
Movement, which championed the rights of 
homemakers. 

I pay tribute to the legacy she leaves behind 
and the tremendous good work she did. She 
was truly a force for change. I’m so thankful 
for the life, the service, and the good will of 
Eleanor McGovern. 

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. I reserve the 
balance of my time. 

Mr. SALI. Mr. Speaker, I yield back 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield back the balance of my time and 
urge passage of this legislation and 
again commend the gentlewoman from 
South Dakota for its introduction. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Illinois (Mr. 
DAVIS) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 2654. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the bill was 
passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

b 1245 

ROBERT MERRILL POSTAL 
STATION 

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I 
move to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill (H.R. 2778) to designate the facility 
of the United States Postal Service lo-
cated at 3 Quaker Ridge Road in New 
Rochelle, New York, as the ‘‘Robert 
Merrill Postal Station’’. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 2778 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. ROBERT MERRILL POSTAL STATION. 

(a) DESIGNATION.—The facility of the 
United States Postal Service located at 3 
Quaker Ridge Road in New Rochelle, New 
York, shall be known and designated as the 
‘‘Robert Merrill Postal Station’’. 

(b) REFERENCES.—Any reference in a law, 
map, regulation, document, paper, or other 
record of the United States to the facility re-
ferred to in subsection (a) shall be deemed to 
be a reference to the ‘‘Robert Merrill Postal 
Station’’. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from Il-
linois (Mr. DAVIS) and the gentleman 
from Idaho (Mr. SALI) each will control 
20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Illinois. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I 

ask unanimous consent that all Mem-

bers may have 5 legislative days in 
which to revise and extend their re-
marks. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Illinois? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, 

it is my pleasure to yield such time as 
she might consume to the distin-
guished gentlelady from New York, 
who is the author of this legislation, 
Representative NITA LOWEY. 

Mrs. LOWEY. Mr. Speaker, I rise in 
strong support of this legislation, 
which would rename the Wykagyl Post 
Office in New Rochelle, New York after 
Robert Merrill. 

I want to thank Chairman WAXMAN 
for his support of this bill and for plac-
ing it on the suspension calendar 
today. 

Born on June 4, 1919, Robert Merrill 
spent his life performing from the 
grand stages of the world’s opera 
houses to Broadway and music and tel-
evision. He set the standard for theat-
rical and musical excellence. 

Robert Merrill was a favorite of U.S. 
Presidents, performing at the invita-
tion of Franklin Delano Roosevelt, 
Harry Truman and Ronald Reagan. He 
was the only singer to perform before 
Congress, the Cabinet and the Supreme 
Court, and Mrs. Roosevelt at the 
Franklin Delano Roosevelt memorial 
service held in the U.S. Capitol. 

In 1968, President Johnson appointed 
him to the National Council on the 
Arts, and President Clinton awarded 
him the National Medal of Arts in 1993. 

Throughout his career, Merrill per-
formed as a soloist with every major 
orchestra in the United States and 
many of the world’s great conductors, 
including Arturo Toscanini, Leonard 
Bernstein and Herbert von Karajan. His 
annual coast-to-coast recitals included 
performances at such venues as Wolf 
Trap, the Hollywood Bowl, Philadel-
phia’s Mann Music Center. 

Often referred to as ‘‘America’s Star 
Spangled Baritone,’’ he was well known 
for singing the ‘‘Star Spangled Ban-
ner’’ at Yankee Stadium. In 1969, Mer-
rill began singing the national anthem 
on opening day for the New York Yan-
kees, a tradition that continued for 
over 25 years. 

In addition to his dedicated singing 
career, Robert Merrill also lent his tal-
ent and presence to community and 
local charities, including volunteer 
work at the New Rochelle Hospital and 
New Rochelle Public Library. 

For over 50 years, Robert and his 
wife, Marion, made New Rochelle, New 
York their home and were active sup-
porters of West Chester Community 
College, the West Chester Arts Council 
and the New Rochelle Arts Council. 

Mr. Speaker, Robert Merrill spread 
his talents and love for the arts all 
over the country, enriching all who ex-
perienced his performances. I urge my 
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colleagues to join me in honoring this 
great American by passing this legisla-
tion. 

Mr. SALI. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume. 

We do rise today to honor a truly 
great artist in the field of opera. Rob-
ert Merrill, the highly acclaimed bari-
tone singer was well known for his re-
markable career with the Metropolitan 
Opera. 

He was born and raised in Brooklyn, 
New York, son of Polish immigrants, 
and he was first inspired to perform as 
a singer after watching a performance 
of Il Trovatore as a teenager. His 
mother guided him through his early 
musical training, which he paid for by 
working as a semiprofessional baseball 
pitcher. 

An avid baseball fan, he became 
widely known for his annual singing of 
the national anthem at Yankee Sta-
dium on opening day and for special 
events, a tradition he carried on for 
over 30 years. 

His legendary performances at the 
Metropolitan Opera brought him na-
tional fame and recognition in the arts 
and the opportunity to perform with 
other notable singers and entertainers. 

He performed for numerous presi-
dents, including Franklin D. Roosevelt, 
Harry S. Truman, Dwight D. Eisen-
hower and John F. Kennedy. Through-
out his career, he performed as a solo-
ist with some of the world’s greatest 
conductors, made numerous recordings, 
and appeared at several worldwide 
music festivals. Outside of the stage 
performances, he also ventured into 
radio and television. 

Robert Merrill enjoyed a successful 
career in performing music for over 30 
years. His velvety smooth voice was 
said to have improved with every per-
formance. He retired from the opera in 
1976, and made one final performance in 
1983 for its centennial. 

In 1968, he was appointed to the Na-
tional Council on the Arts by President 
Johnson and was awarded the National 
Medal of the Arts in 1993. 

He died at the age of 85 while watch-
ing his favorite pastime, baseball, at 
his home in New Rochelle, New York. 
It is appropriate that we honor him 
with the naming of a post office in his 
beloved hometown. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I might con-
sume. 

Mr. Speaker, as a member of the 
House Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform, I’m pleased to 
join my colleague in the consideration 
of H.R. 2778, which names the postal fa-
cility in New Rochelle, New York after 
Robert Merrill. 

H.R. 2778, which was introduced by 
Representative NITA LOWEY on June 19, 
2007, was reported from the Oversight 
Committee on August 1, 2007, by voice 

vote. This measure has the support of 
the entire New York congressional del-
egation. 

Mr. Speaker, Mr. Robert Merrill was 
born on June 14, 1917, in the New York 
City borough of Brooklyn. As a teen-
ager, he dreamed of either playing pro-
fessional baseball or becoming one of 
America’s top singers. In 1944, he made 
his professional debut singing 
Amonasro in ‘‘Aida’’ on a Trenton, New 
Jersey stage. A year later, he signed 
with the Metropolitan Opera, where he 
would sing more than 500 performances 
over the course of 3 decades. 

Throughout Mr. Merrill’s career, he 
sang with popular stars ranging from 
Frank Sinatra to Louis Armstrong and 
appeared worldwide at music festivals. 
He performed as a soloist with many of 
the world’s great conductors, including 
Leonard Bernstein. 

Mr. Merrill performed for several 
presidents, including President Frank-
lin D. Roosevelt, President Harry S. 
Truman, President Dwight D. Eisen-
hower and President John F. Kennedy. 
He died on October 23, 2004, at the age 
of 85. 

Mr. Speaker, I commend my col-
league, Representative NITA LOWEY, for 
introducing this legislation that high-
lights the career of one of America’s 
most talented artists. I commend her 
for this introduction and urge its pas-
sage. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. SALI. Mr. Speaker, I yield back 
the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Illinois (Mr. 
DAVIS) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 2778. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the bill was 
passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

OWEN LOVEJOY PRINCETON POST 
OFFICE BUILDING 

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I 
move to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill (H.R. 2825) to designate the facility 
of the United States Postal Service lo-
cated at 326 South Main Street in 
Princeton, Illinois, as the ‘‘Owen 
Lovejoy Princeton Post Office Build-
ing’’. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 2825 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. OWEN LOVEJOY PRINCETON POST 

OFFICE BUILDING. 
(a) DESIGNATION.—The facility of the 

United States Postal Service located at 326 
South Main Street in Princeton, Illinois, 
shall be known and designated as the ‘‘Owen 
Lovejoy Princeton Post Office Building’’. 

(b) REFERENCES.—Any reference in a law, 
map, regulation, document, paper, or other 
record of the United States to the facility re-
ferred to in subsection (a) shall be deemed to 
be a reference to the ‘‘Owen Lovejoy Prince-
ton Post Office Building’’. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from Il-
linois (Mr. DAVIS) and the gentleman 
from Idaho (Mr. SALI) each will control 
20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Illinois. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I 

ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers may have 5 legislative days in 
which to revise and extend their re-
marks. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Illinois? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I 

yield myself as much time as I might 
consume. 

As a member of the House Committee 
on Oversight and Government Reform, 
I’m pleased to join my colleague in the 
consideration of H.R. 2825, which 
names the postal facility in Princeton, 
Illinois after Owen Lovejoy. 

H.R. 2825, which was introduced by 
Representative JERRY WELLER on June 
21, 2007, was reported from the Over-
sight Committee on July 19, 2007, by a 
voice vote. This measure has the sup-
port of the entire Illinois congressional 
delegation. 

Mr. Owen Lovejoy, the son of a Con-
gregational minister, was born on Jan-
uary 16, 1811, in Albion, Maine. He 
graduated from Bowdoin College, 
Brunswick, in 1832 and studied law. 

In 1836, Mr. Lovejoy was ordained as 
the pastor of the Congregational 
Church in Princeton, Illinois, a posi-
tion which he held for 17 years. He was 
a strong opponent of slavery, and he 
used the pulpit to attack slavery and 
helped slaves gain their freedom from 
bondage. 

In 1856, Mr. Lovejoy was elected to 
Congress with the help of fellow Illi-
noisan, Abraham Lincoln. He served 
four terms in the United States House 
of Representatives and continued his 
work as an abolitionist. 

Mr. Lovejoy worked with Members of 
Congress in both Chambers to weaken 
slavery and attempted to achieve a 
measure of equality for all people re-
gardless of race. When critics within 
his own Republican Party expressed 
fears that the former slaves were not 
going to live in the North if they 
gained their freedom, Mr. Lovejoy re-
plied, and I quote, ‘‘Let them stay 
where they are and work under the 
stimulus of cash instead of the lash.’’ 

Mr. Lovejoy died on March 25, 1864, 
just 2 weeks before the introduction of 
the 13th amendment to the Constitu-
tion. 

Mr. Speaker, I commend my col-
league, Representative JERRY WELLER, 
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for introducing this legislation, and 
urge swift passage. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. SALI. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, today we celebrate Mr. 
Owen Lovejoy, who was an accom-
plished lawyer, Congregational Min-
ister, abolitionist and Republican Con-
gressman. 

Mr. Lovejoy was born on January 6, 
1811, in Maine, where he taught school 
in order to support himself while in 
college and law school after his father’s 
death. 

After becoming a convert to aboli-
tionism in 1836, he studied for the min-
istry under his brother, Elijah Lovejoy, 
a well known antislavery, Presbyterian 
minister. Tragically, 1 year later, Eli-
jah was murdered while trying to pre-
vent the destruction of the printing 
press of an Illinois antislavery society 
from an angry, drunken anti-abolition 
mob. After his brother’s murder, Mr. 
Lovejoy is reported to have vowed to 
devote himself to, quote, ‘‘the cause 
that has been sprinkled with my broth-
er’s blood.’’ 

After becoming a Congregational 
church minister, Lovejoy used the pul-
pit to attack slavery. 

He was elected to Congress in 1856, 
with the support of Abraham Lincoln, 
and served four terms. Although he 
died before seeing the enactment of the 
13th amendment to the Constitution, 
Congressman Lovejoy’s legacy lives as 
a lifelong champion of equality. 

Because of his courageous support of 
equality for all, regardless of race, it is 
fitting that we name the Princeton, Il-
linois Post Office in his honor. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I 
continue to reserve. I have no further 
speakers, so I will wait for my col-
league to yield back, and then I will. 

Mr. SALI. Mr. Speaker, I yield back. 
Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, 

as I indicated, I have no further speak-
ers, but I, again, want to commend my 
colleague from Illinois, Representative 
JERRY WELLER, for introducing this 
legislation. 

Owen Lovejoy, in actuality, is one of 
the great abolitionists of his day, an 
individual that many people don’t 
know nearly enough about. And so I 
commend Representative WELLER for 
making sure that he will be etched in 
the hearts and minds of the people in 
that town and in that community. I 
urge its passage. 

Mr. WELLER of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to urge my colleagues to support H.R. 
2825, a bill I introduced that would name the 
post office in Princeton, Illinois after Owen 
Lovejoy. Owen Lovejoy is perhaps best known 
for his role in advocating for the abolition of 
slavery and his work with the Underground 
Railroad. 

Owen Lovejoy was born in Albion, Maine in 
1811 to Daniel, a Presbyterian minister, and 

Elizabeth Lovejoy. While growing up, young 
Owen came to admire his older brother Elijah, 
who taught him Latin classics when Elijah 
came home from college. Owen grew up to 
follow in his brother’s footsteps by attending 
Bowdoin College. Unfortunately, his father 
died while Owen was in school, forcing him to 
leave Bowdoin College after 3 years. 

After the death of his father, Owen moved 
to Illinois to live with his brother Elijah, who 
was the editor of an anti-slavery newspaper. 
During this time, Owen became a convert to 
abolitionism. His dedication to abolitionism 
grew on November 7, 1937 when an anti-abo-
lition mob attempted to destroy Elijah’s printing 
press. In the ensuing struggle, Elijah Lovejoy 
was killed by the mob. For Owen, abolitionism 
became ‘‘the cause that has been sprinkled 
with my brother’s blood.’’ 

After his brother’s death, Owen Lovejoy 
moved to Princeton, a village with a population 
of 200. Rev. Edward Beecher recommended 
him to Hampshire Colony Congregational 
Church, the church from which he spoke out 
against slavery for the next 17 years. 

Owen used the pulpit to attack slavery. He 
also operated the ‘‘Lovejoy Line’’ of the Under-
ground Railroad. His farmhouse, surrounded 
by 1300 acres of farmland, was one of the 
busiest for slaves trying to gain their freedom. 

In 1854, Owen Lovejoy was elected to the 
Illinois legislature. Two years later, he was 
elected to Congress with the help of a fellow 
Illinoisan, Abraham Lincoln. He served four 
terms as the Representative to Illinois’ Third 
Congressional District. As a Congressman, 
Owen continued to work towards the abolition 
of slavery. Owen worked with members in 
both chambers in creating legislation to weak-
en slavery and achieve equality for all people, 
regardless of race. 

In 1863, Owen introduced the legislative 
version of the Emancipation Proclamation. 
Sadly, he did not get the chance to see his 
legislation become law. On March 25, 1864, 
Owen Lovejoy died of Bright’s disease, 2 
weeks before the introduction of the Thirteenth 
Amendment to the Constitution. When Presi-
dent Lincoln heard of Lovejoy’s death, he 
wrote, 

It can be truly said of him that while he 
was personally ambitious he bravely endured 
the obscurity which the unpopularity of his 
principles imposed . . . To the day of his 
death, it would scarcely wrong any other to 
say, he was my most generous friend. 

I urge my colleagues to join me in honoring 
Owen Lovejoy for his work and determination 
towards abolishing slavery in America by sup-
porting H.R. 2825. 

Mr. MICHAUD. Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong 
support of H.R. 2825, designating the post of-
fice at 326 South Main Street in Princeton, IL 
as the Owen Lovejoy Princeton Post Office 
Building. 

Owen Lovejoy, born in Albion, ME, and 
known for his passionate public service, fought 
for years for the abolition of slavery. At the 
root of this passion was the memory of his 
brother Elijah, Presbyterian minister and editor 
of an abolitionist press. Elijah was murdered 
by a mob angered by his anti-slavery writings. 

Owen Lovejoy sought an end to slavery, 
opening his home to runaway slaves, seeking 
political office in order to push for change, and 

serving in the Union Army during the Amer-
ican Civil War. An acquaintance of Abraham 
Lincoln, Lovejoy served as a platform speaker 
in support of Lincoln in his famous debates 
with Stephen Douglas. 

Our country owes much to individuals like 
Owen Lovejoy, who, believing in his heart that 
‘‘all men are created equal,’’ sought an end to 
slavery. He never sacrificed what he felt was 
important, and he dedicated his life selflessly 
to the greater interests of his country. 

It is an honor for me to speak in support of 
this legislation. 

I urge my colleagues to pass H.R. 2825 
honoring a pioneer and a true public servant. 

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. I yield back 
the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Illinois (Mr. 
DAVIS) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 2825. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the bill was 
passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

b 1300 

SUPPORTING THE GOALS AND 
IDEALS OF PANCREATIC CANCER 
AWARENESS MONTH 

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I 
move to suspend the rules and agree to 
the resolution (H. Res. 257) supporting 
the goals and ideals of Pancreatic Can-
cer Awareness Month, as amended. 

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion. 

The text of the resolution is as fol-
lows: 

H. RES. 257 

Whereas over 37,170 people will be diag-
nosed with pancreatic cancer this year in the 
United States; 

Whereas pancreatic cancer is the fourth 
most common cause of cancer death in the 
United States; 

Whereas 75 percent of pancreatic cancer 
patients die within the first year of their di-
agnosis, and only 5 percent survive more 
than 5 years, making pancreatic cancer the 
deadliest of any cancer; 

Whereas there has been no significant im-
provement in survival rates in the last 25 
years, and pancreatic cancer research is still 
in the earliest scientific stages; 

Whereas there are no early detection meth-
ods and minimal treatment options for pan-
creatic cancer; 

Whereas when symptoms of pancreatic 
cancer generally present themselves, it is 
too late for an optimistic prognosis, and the 
average survival rate of those diagnosed with 
metastatic disease is only 3 to 6 months; 

Whereas the incidence rate of pancreatic 
cancer is 40 to 50 percent higher in African 
Americans than in other ethnic groups; 

Whereas the Pancreatic Cancer Action 
Network (PanCAN) is a national patient ad-
vocacy organization that serves the pan-
creatic cancer community by focusing its ef-
forts on public policy, research funding, pa-
tient services, and public awareness and edu-
cation related to developing effective treat-
ments and a cure for pancreatic cancer; and 
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Whereas the Pancreatic Cancer Action 

Network has requested that the Congress 
designate November as Pancreatic Cancer 
Awareness Month in order to educate com-
munities across the Nation about pancreatic 
cancer and the need for research funding, 
early detection methods, effective treat-
ments, and prevention programs: Now, there-
fore, be it 

Resolved, That the House of Representa-
tives supports the goals and ideals of Pan-
creatic Cancer Awareness Month. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from Il-
linois (Mr. DAVIS) and the gentleman 
from Idaho (Mr. SALI) each will control 
20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Illinois. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I 

ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers may have 5 legislative days in 
which to revise and extend their re-
marks. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Illinois? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I 

yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Mr. Speaker, as a member of the 
House Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform, I am pleased to 
join my colleague in the consideration 
of H. Res. 257, a resolution supporting 
the goals and ideals of Pancreatic Can-
cer Awareness Month. 

H. Res. 257, which has 77 cosponsors, 
was introduced by Representative TODD 
PLATTS on March 20, 2007. H. Res. 257 
was reported from the Oversight Com-
mittee on June 12, 2007, by voice vote. 

Mr. Speaker, pancreatic cancer is the 
fourth most common cause of cancer 
death in the United States. It develops 
when cancerous cells form in the tis-
sues of one’s pancreas. 

Pancreatic cancer spreads rapidly 
and is seldom detected in its early 
stages, which is a major reason why it 
is one of the leading causes of cancer 
death. The American Cancer Society 
estimated that 37,000 people will be di-
agnosed this year with pancreatic can-
cer in the United States, and about 
33,000 of them will die. 

I support the goals and ideals of Pan-
creatic Cancer Awareness Month in 
order to educate people about pan-
creatic cancer and the need for re-
search funding, early detection meth-
ods, effective treatments, and prevent-
ative programs. 

So, Mr. Speaker, I commend my col-
league, Representative PLATTS, for in-
troducing this legislation and urge its 
swift passage. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. SALI. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume. 

Pancreatic cancer, the fourth most 
common cause of cancer death in the 
United States, is a devastating disease 

caused by excessive cellular growth in 
the pancreatic gland. Approximately 
37,200 people will be diagnosed with 
pancreatic cancer this year alone. 
Sadly, the average life expectancy for 
those diagnosed is only 3 to 6 months. 

Despite the lethal nature of pan-
creatic cancer, research remains in the 
earliest scientific stages, and there are 
currently no identifiable early warning 
signs. By the time the symptoms be-
come evident, it is almost always too 
late for successful treatment. While re-
search and scientific developments 
have led to lower mortality rates for 
other types of cancer, such as cancer of 
the breasts, lung, prostate, and colon, 
the mortality rate for pancreatic can-
cer continues unabated. 

The Pancreatic Cancer Action Net-
work, PanCAN, is the only national pa-
tient advocacy organization that 
serves the pancreatic cancer commu-
nity. It focuses its efforts on public 
policy, research funding, patient serv-
ices, public awareness, and education 
related to the development of an effec-
tive treatment and ultimately a cure. 

PanCAN will once again be pro-
moting pancreatic awareness during 
the month of November to educate citi-
zens about pancreatic cancer, the need 
for funding, early detection methods, 
effective treatment, and prevention 
programs. 

In honor of the many victims of this 
horrific disease and the efforts of the 
Pancreatic Cancer Action Network, I 
ask that the Members of Congress join 
me in declaring support for the goals of 
Pancreatic Cancer Awareness Month. 

Mr. Speaker, I have no further re-
quests for time, and I yield back the 
balance of my time. 

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, 
it is my pleasure to yield such time as 
he may consume to the distinguished 
gentleman from the State of Maryland, 
the Honorable ELIJAH CUMMINGS. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker, today 
I rise in support of H. Res. 257, a resolu-
tion that recognizes the goals and 
ideals of the National Pancreatic 
Awareness Month, which is in Novem-
ber. 

Today’s consideration of this legisla-
tion comes on the heels of a recent 
tragedy that shook the Nation and the 
world. Last week, Italian operatic icon 
Luciano Pavarotti died in his home in 
Modena, Italy, from pancreatic cancer. 
He was 71 years old. 

Pavarotti’s flawless, rich sound left 
audiences awe-struck, earning him the 
nickname of the ‘‘King of the High Cs.’’ 
I count myself among the millions of 
fans who were moved by his powerful 
voice. 

Like Enrico Caruso and Jenny Lind 
before him, Pavarotti’s talent was rec-
ognized beyond the standard opera au-
dience. He became a household name in 
the 1990s with his popular ‘‘Pavarotti 
and Friends’’ charity concerts, per-
forming with rock stars like Elton 
John, Sting, and Bono. 

The maestro’s moving music and 
charismatic demeanor will be remem-
bered for generations to come. As we 
celebrate the life and legacy of one of 
the greatest tenors the world has ever 
known, we must also reflect on the 
need to improve the diagnosis and 
treatment of the disease that trag-
ically took his life, pancreatic cancer. 

That is why I am a lead sponsor of H. 
Res. 257, which highlights the need for 
improved investment in pancreatic 
cancer research. Pavarotti might still 
be alive today if we had made a greater 
commitment to fighting this very trag-
ic disease. 

Pavarotti’s story is like so many 
other individuals who suffer from pan-
creatic cancer. He was diagnosed in 
2006 and underwent surgery in July of 
that year. Treatment failed, however, 
and he eventually succumbed to the 
disease. 

Far too many Americans and people 
around the world find that a diagnosis 
of pancreatic cancer is a death sen-
tence. Seventy-five percent of all pa-
tients with pancreatic cancer die with-
in 12 months of diagnosis. Only 5 per-
cent of pancreatic cancer patients sur-
vive more than 5 years, making it the 
deadliest of any cancer. Of the 37,170 
Americans who are expected to be diag-
nosed in 2007, an estimated 33,000 will 
die this year. 

Pancreatic cancer is the fourth lead-
ing cause of cancer death in the United 
States and the third leading cause of 
cancer death among 40- to 59-year-old 
men. It is a disease that disproportion-
ately affects minorities. The incidence 
rate of pancreatic cancer is 40 to 50 per-
cent higher in the African American 
community than in any other ethnic 
group. 

Unfortunately, our financial commit-
ment to the disease has not matched 
its impact. Only 11⁄2 percent of the Na-
tional Cancer Institute’s $4.747 billion 
cancer research budget for 2006 went to 
pancreatic cancer. No significant im-
provement in survival rates has been 
made in the last 25 years, and pan-
creatic cancer research is still in the 
earliest scientific stages. 

There are no early detection methods 
and minimal treatment options for 
pancreatic cancer. Sadly, when symp-
toms of pancreatic cancer present 
themselves, it is usually too late for an 
optimistic prognosis; and the average 
survival rate of those diagnosed with 
metastasis disease is only 3 to 6 
months. 

This is simply unacceptable. We can 
do better, and we owe it to our citizens 
and to the legacy of the great 
Pavarotti to do better. 

For this reason, I have joined my col-
league, Congressman TODD RUSSELL 
PLATTS of Pennsylvania, in introducing 
H. Res. 257. We are also joined by 83 of 
our colleagues who are cosponsors of 
the bill. I want to thank Congressman 
PLATTS for his leadership on this issue, 
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subcommittee Chairman DANNY DAVIS, 
and full committee Chairman HENRY 
WAXMAN for bringing this legislation to 
the floor, and our friends on the other 
side. 

I urge all of my colleagues to vote in 
favor of this resolution and to join ef-
forts to increase Federal support for 
pancreatic cancer research. 

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. I want to 
thank the gentleman from Maryland 
(Mr. CUMMINGS) for his remarks. 

Mr. PATRICK J. MURPHY of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support of House 
Resolution 257, supporting the goals and 
ideals of Pancreatic Cancer Awareness 
Month. 

By increasing awareness, we look to shine 
a spotlight on a disease that has historically 
received little attention from the Federal Gov-
ernment: pancreatic cancer. It is the fourth 
most deadly cancer for both men and women, 
but research on pancreatic cancer is decades 
behind other cancers. 

I was fortunate to have a group of my con-
stituents from the 8th District of Pennsylvania 
teach me more about this devastating illness. 
They work with the Pancreatic Cancer Action 
Network and are fighting hard to raise aware-
ness and improve patient services to beat this 
disease. 

They told me that this year more than 
37,000 Americans will be diagnosed and al-
most as many will die from the disease. It is 
difficult to recognize and with no early screen-
ing test, symptoms are often mistaken for 
other ailments. Because of this lack of early 
detection, 75 percent of those diagnosed don’t 
survive longer than a year and only 5 percent 
survive more than 5 years. Pancreatic cancer 
shows no signs of slowing—with diagnoses 
and deaths increasing every year. Men and 
African-Americans are particularly at risk, but 
with no significant improvement in survival 
rates in the last 25 years, every American 
needs to be aware. 

A number of treatments are in development. 
Patients can undergo chemotherapy, radiation, 
surgery, or experimental treatments such as 
chemotherapy drugs or vaccines. While doc-
tors and scientists are working hard to find a 
cure, they need our help to fund their impor-
tant research and assist in educating the pub-
lic. 

Mr. Speaker, with so many Americans diag-
nosed each year, we must act with urgency. 
We must increase awareness in our commu-
nities and across our country in order to inten-
sify our focus to find a cure. Through edu-
cating the public about this quiet killer, we can 
increase early diagnosis and improve the 
prognoses and treatment of the disease. Mr. 
Speaker, it is time to face this disease head- 
on and fight back. 

Mr. PLATTS. Mr. Speaker, I rise to strongly 
support House Resolution 257. This resolution 
will to help increase awareness for pancreatic 
cancer, the deadliest of all cancers. 

Mr. Speaker, few Americans may under-
stand that pancreatic cancer is a horrific killer. 
This year alone, over 37,000 people will be di-
agnosed with this disease. Sadly, 99 percent 
of those diagnosed will lose their lives due to 
a lack of early detection tools. 

Many Americans are not aware that pan-
creatic cancer has the highest mortality rate of 

all cancers; only 4 percent of patients will sur-
vive beyond 5 years after diagnosis. This is 
why it is a moral imperative for Congress to 
work to increase awareness of this deadly 
cancer. 

I became aware of the Pancreatic Cancer 
Action Network (known as ‘‘Pan CAN’’) 
through a constituent of mine, Bob Hammen, 
who lost his wife to this terrible disease. Pan 
CAN is the only national advocacy organiza-
tion which provides support for pancreatic can-
cer patients and their families. 

In their efforts to raise awareness for pan-
creatic cancer, Pan CAN regards each No-
vember as Pancreatic Cancer Awareness 
Month. H. Res. 257 supports Pan CAN’s ef-
forts to raise the awareness which is des-
perately needed to improve early detection 
methods and treatment for this disease. 

Mr. Speaker, because all of our fellow citi-
zens have family, friends, and neighbors who 
are regrettably vulnerable to this dreaded dis-
ease, I urge support from my distinguished 
colleagues for this resolution here today. 

Ms. BORDALLO. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
in support of House Resolution 257, sup-
porting the goals and ideals of Pancreatic 
Cancer Awareness Month. Pancreatic Cancer 
Awareness Month aims to help educate com-
munities across our country about pancreatic 
cancer and the need for research funding, 
early detection methods, effective treatments, 
and prevention programs. These are important 
goals and ones that I support fully. 

It is appalling that only 5 percent of persons 
diagnosed with pancreatic cancer this year will 
reach the five year survival mark. The Pan-
creatic Cancer Action Network (PanCAN), 
founded in 1999, is dedicated to improving 
survival rates. The Network’s sponsors innova-
tive and highly acclaimed programs intended 
to meet the informational needs of the 
panereatic cancer community. The PanCAN 
founders, directors, staff, donors, affiliated 
health care professionals, partners and volun-
teers are to be commended for their work and 
the successes they have achieved. 

The instances of panceatic cancer in Ameri-
cans—indeed instances of all cancers in 
Americans—must be reduced and survivability 
rates increased. I am committed to helping 
achieving those goals. But achieving them is 
not an easy task. 

For instance, as the Chair of the Congres-
sional Asian Pacific American Caucus’ Health 
Task Force, I am acutely aware of the high 
rates of cancer infections present in the Asian 
and Pacific Islander American communities. I 
am also all too aware of the disparities that 
exist for and the challenges that must be over-
come by individuals—especially women—from 
minority communities in order for them to gain 
access to screening and diagnostic services 
for all types of cancer. Moreover, I remain 
very concerned about the scarcity of oncology 
services in rural or isolated areas in the United 
States, such as Guam. 

I am encouraged by the focus the Pan-
creatic Cancer Awareness Month brings on 
the need to and importance of educating com-
munities across our country about pancreatic 
cancer and the need for research funding, 
early detection methods, effective treatments, 
and prevention programs. I urge the leaders of 
the Pancreatic Cancer Awareness Month and 

PanCAN to work to ensure that minority com-
munities and individuals who reside in rural 
and insular areas across our country benefit 
from these outreach efforts. 

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I 
have no further requests for time, and 
I yield back the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Illinois (Mr. 
DAVIS) that the House suspend the 
rules and agree to the resolution, H. 
Res. 257, as amended. 

The question was taken. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the 

opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being 
in the affirmative, the ayes have it. 

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, 
on that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the 
Chair’s prior announcement, further 
proceedings on this motion will be 
postponed. 

f 

RECESS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair 
declares the House in recess subject to 
the call of the Chair. 

Accordingly (at 1 o’clock and 11 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess 
subject to the call of the Chair. 

f 

b 1725 

AFTER RECESS 

The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order by the Speaker pro 
tempore (Mr. CARDOZA) at 5 o’clock and 
25 minutes p.m. 

f 

RECOGNIZING SEPTEMBER 11 AS A 
DAY OF REMEMBRANCE 

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I move to 
suspend the rules and agree to the reso-
lution (H. Res. 643) recognizing Sep-
tember 11 as a day of remembrance, ex-
tending sympathies to those who lost 
their lives on September 11, 2001, and 
their families, honoring the heroic ac-
tions of our Nation’s first responders 
and Armed Forces, and reaffirming the 
commitment to defending the people of 
the United States against any and all 
future challenges. 

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion. 

The text of the resolution is as fol-
lows: 

H. RES. 643 

Whereas on the morning of September 11, 
2001, terrorists hijacked four civilian air-
craft, crashing two of them into the towers 
of the World Trade Center in New York City 
and a third into the Pentagon outside Wash-
ington, DC; 

Whereas the heroic actions of the pas-
sengers and crew aboard United Flight 93, 
which ultimately led to the aircraft crashing 
into a rural field in Shanksville, Pennsyl-
vania, prevented the plane from being used 
as a weapon against America; 
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Whereas nearly 3,000 innocent men, 

women, and children were murdered in these 
attacks: 

Whereas their tragic loss will never be for-
gotten by the people of the United States of 
America; 

Whereas by targeting symbols of American 
strength and prosperity, the attacks were in-
tended to assail the principles, values, and 
freedoms of the American people, to intimi-
date the Nation and its allies, and to weaken 
the national resolve; 

Whereas the United States remains stead-
fast in its determination to defeat, disrupt, 
and dismantle terrorist organizations and 
seeks to harness all elements of national 
power, including its military, economic, and 
diplomatic might, to do so; 

Whereas Congress passed, and the Presi-
dent signed, numerous laws to assist victims, 
combat terrorism, protect the Homeland, 
and support the members of the Armed 
Forces who defend American interests at 
home and abroad; 

Whereas terrorist attacks that have oc-
curred since September 11, 2001, in Egypt, 
India, Indonesia, Jordan, Spain, Turkey, the 
United Kingdom, and elsewhere, remind all 
people of the brutal intentions of the terror-
ists and the ever-present threat they pose to 
the principles of freedom, justice, and the 
rule of law; 

Whereas the United States has worked co-
operatively with the nations of the free 
world to confront, disrupt, and punish terror-
ists at home and abroad, and remains com-
mitted to building strong and effective 
counterterrorism alliances; 

Whereas immediately following September 
11, the United States Armed Forces moved 
swiftly against al-Qaeda and the Taliban re-
gime, which the President and Congress had 
identified as enemies of America; 

Whereas in doing so, brave servicemen and 
women left family and friends in order to de-
fend the Nation; and 

Whereas six years later, many servicemen 
and women remain abroad, defending the Na-
tion from further terrorist attacks: Now, 
therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the House of Representa-
tives— 

(1) recognizes September 11 as both a day 
to remember those taken from their fami-
lies, loved ones, and fellow citizens and a day 
for Americans to recommit to the Nation 
and to each other; 

(2) extends its deepest sympathies to the 
countless innocent victims of the September 
11, 2001, terrorist attacks, their families, 
friends, and loved ones; 

(3) honors the heroic service, actions and 
sacrifices of first responders, law enforce-
ment personnel, State and local officials, 
volunteers, and others who aided the inno-
cent victims and, in so doing, bravely risked 
their own lives and health; 

(4) expresses thanks and gratitude to the 
foreign leaders and citizens of all nations 
who have assisted and continue to stand in 
solidarity with the United States against 
terrorism in the aftermath of the September 
11, 2001, terrorist attacks; 

(5) rejects, in the strongest possible terms, 
any effort to confuse the war on terrorism 
with a war on any people or any faith; 

(6) honors the heroic service, actions and 
the sacrifices of United States personnel, in-
cluding members of the United States Armed 
Forces, United States intelligence agencies, 
and the United States diplomatic service, 
and their families who have sacrificed much, 
including their lives and health, in defense of 
their country against terrorists and their 
supporters; 

(7) remains resolved in its commitment to 
defeating terrorists and their supporters who 
threaten the United States and to providing 
the United States Armed Forces, United 
States intelligence agencies, and the United 
States diplomatic service with the resources 
and support to do so effectively and safely; 
and 

(8) reaffirms that House of Representatives 
honors the memory of those who lost their 
lives as a result of the September 11, 2001, 
terrorist attacks and reaffirms its commit-
ment to defend the people of the United 
States in the face of any and all future chal-
lenges. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Maryland (Mr. HOYER) and the gen-
tleman from Virginia (Mr. DAVIS) each 
will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Maryland. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I request 5 

legislative days during which Members 
may revise and extend their remarks 
and include extraneous material on 
House Resolution 643. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Maryland? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-

self 1 minute. 
Mr. Speaker, the Members who rise 

tonight to speak on this important leg-
islation do so not as Democrats or as 
Republicans, but as one, as Americans 
united in the defense of the great Na-
tion and the ideals for which it stands: 
Freedom, democracy, equality and the 
rule of law. 

Six years ago, as all of us know, on 
September 11, 2001, it is a day, Mr. 
Speaker, that none of us will ever for-
get as long as we live. September 11 is 
seared into the American conscious-
ness, much like December 7, 1941, and 
November 22, 1963, as a day of infamy, 
a day of unspeakable horror, a day of 
unmitigated evil, and yes, a day of in-
credible heroism. 

On this eve of the sixth anniversary 
of September 11, this resolution, joint-
ly introduced by myself as the major-
ity leader and by Mr. BOEHNER as the 
Republican leader, recognizes this as a 
day of remembrance and resolve. 

We remember the nearly 3,000 inno-
cent men, women and children who lost 
their lives on September 11. And we ex-
tend, once again, our sympathies to 
their families, friends, and loved ones. 

We honor the courage and heroic ac-
tions, service and sacrifice of our first 
responders; firemen, policemen, med-
ical personnel, as well as our valiant 
servicemen and women who now are in 
harm’s way thousands of miles from 
this Chamber. 

Mr. Speaker, you will recall with me 
that 343 members of the New York Fire 
Department lost their lives on that 
day, in addition to the thousands of 
people who lost their lives in the 2 tow-
ers. Twenty-three New York policemen 

lost their lives, and 37 officers of the 
Port Authority of New York lost their 
lives on that day. 

We must remember, however, that 
what they did, along with their col-
leagues in the fire department, the po-
lice department and the Port Author-
ity Police, was saved tens of thousands 
of people who got out of the buildings 
before they collapsed. We lost people, 
of course, in the Pentagon as well, peo-
ple from my district and districts 
throughout this country. 

Today, we reaffirm our commitment 
to defending the American people 
against any and all future challenges. I 
mentioned the Pentagon. I mentioned 
the World Trade Center. But a plane 
that perhaps, Mr. Speaker, was flying 
towards this Capitol, or perhaps the 
White House, was taken down by some 
brave Americans who learned what was 
happening that day through their cell 
phones. And they resolved, on that day, 
to give the last measure of devotion to 
their country by giving their lives that 
that plane might not reach its target 
but crash in the fields of Pennsylvania. 

b 1730 

As this resolution states, Mr. Speak-
er, we remain steadfast in our deter-
mination to disrupt, dismantle and de-
feat terrorist organizations, and we 
will harness all elements of our na-
tional power: military, economic, dip-
lomatic, and, yes, moral, to effect that 
defeat. 

In the aftermath of September 11, 
Americans, awakened to the threat of 
international terrorism, collectively 
declared, Never again. And, over the 
last 6 years, thousands of Americans 
have worked tirelessly to improve our 
Nation’s security and to protect our 
people. 

Have we done enough? No. Do we 
need to do more? Yes. However, this 
Congress has passed, and the President 
has signed, numerous laws to assist 
victims, combat terrorism, protect our 
homeland and to support the members 
of our Armed Forces who defend our in-
terests at home and abroad. 

Perhaps none of these measures has 
been more important than the passage 
this year of H.R. 1, legislation imple-
menting the recommendations of the 
bipartisan 9/11 Commission. Among 
other things, this legislation requires 
100 percent screening of cargo on pas-
senger aircraft and 100 percent screen-
ing of seaborne cargo before it gets to 
U.S. ports. It ensures that first re-
sponders can communicate with each 
other, improves rail and mass transit 
security, and seeks to prevent terror-
ists from acquiring weapons of mass 
destruction. 

Without question, Mr. Speaker, H.R. 
1 will help us harden our defenses and 
combat terrorism. However, no one 
should be mistaken: Legislation alone 
cannot immunize our Nation from at-
tack. 
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In fact, as the Chairs of the 9/11 Com-

mission wrote just yesterday in The 
Washington Post: ‘‘Six years later, we 
are safer in a narrow sense: We have 
not been attacked, and our defenses are 
better.’’ But, as they point out, Mr. 
Speaker: ‘‘We still have a long way to 
go.’’ 

It is therefore appropriate that we 
pass this resolution of remembrance. 
But it also must be a resolution of re-
solve that we will not allow the situa-
tion that existed on 9/11 to be main-
tained and, in fact, we have not. We are 
stronger; but as Mr. Hamilton and Mr. 
Kean pointed out, not yet strong 
enough. 

Tonight, Mr. Speaker, let us recog-
nize September 11 as a solemn re-
minder of our vulnerability. Let us also 
be reminded that we are part of some-
thing much larger than ourselves. We 
are the land of the free and the home of 
the brave, and the terrorists who 
sought to break our spirit only clari-
fied our purpose and steeled our re-
solve. Mr. Speaker, may God continue 
to bless our great country. 

I have talked to a reporter just a few 
minutes ago. That reporter, Max Cacas, 
was listening to Leader Gephardt and 
Speaker HASTERT on that September 
11, 2001, on the Capitol steps, state our 
resolve. Then, Mr. Speaker, you may 
recall, the Members spontaneously 
sang ‘‘God Bless America.’’ It was a 
prayer and it was a resolve. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge all of my col-
leagues to support this very important 
resolution. 

I ask unanimous consent that the 
distinguished chairman of the Foreign 
Affairs Committee might manage the 
balance of our time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Maryland? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. TOM DAVIS of Virginia. Mr. 

Speaker, I would like to yield 1 minute 
to the gentleman from Ohio, the distin-
guished minority leader (Mr. BOEHNER). 

Mr. BOEHNER. I want to thank my 
colleague from Virginia for yielding. 

Mr. Speaker, this resolution recog-
nizes tomorrow, September 11, as a day 
of remembrance. We extend the pro-
found sympathies of this body to those 
who lost their loved ones in New York, 
at the Pentagon, and in the fields of 
Pennsylvania. This resolution also 
honors the firefighters and first re-
sponders who willingly risked or gave 
up their lives to save others on that 
fateful day. We also honor the sacrifice 
and heroism of our Armed Forces: The 
Army, the Navy, the Air Force, the 
Coast Guard, and the Marine Corps. 
Those men and women stand on the 
wall of freedom, and they are bravely 
fighting a determined enemy in the 
war on terror. They deserve our respect 
and our backing. 

I can still remember how blue and 
peaceful that east coast sky was the 

morning of September 11, 2001, and how 
that peace was shattered by the at-
tacks on our country. They say every 
generation of Americans has its chal-
lenge. The challenge of this generation 
became clear to all of us on that day. 
It was a day that forever changed us 
and the way we look at the world. 

America was brutally attacked with-
out mercy and without warning. We 
will never, ever forget those that we 
lost on that day. Republicans and 
Democrats must work together to en-
sure that our children and their chil-
dren never have to live through an-
other day like September 11, 2001. 

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, I am hon-
ored to yield 1 minute to the distin-
guished Speaker of the House of Rep-
resentatives, Ms. NANCY PELOSI. 

Ms. PELOSI. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman for yielding. I thank 
him for bringing this resolution to the 
floor, and I thank Mr. HOYER and Mr. 
BOEHNER for cosponsoring this very im-
portant resolution to remember what 
happened on 9/11 6 years ago. 

On that terrible day, our country re-
ceived an assault that was personal, 
and it was vicious. Our country re-
sponded with unity and with clarity 
about our resolve to fight terrorism. 
On a personal basis, for the families 
who were affected, I want to thank 
them, the families of 9/11, for turning 
their grief and their sorrow into ac-
tion. They inspired our country to 
form a 9/11 Commission, to have the 
9/11 Commission recommendations 
passed into law and signed by Presi-
dent Bush this summer. For that, all of 
us who care about the security of our 
country and the safety of our people 
owe those families a deep debt of grati-
tude. We also owe them the sympathy 
that their lost ones, their loved ones, 
will always be in our hearts. 

Earlier today, Mr. Speaker, I went to 
Ground Zero. I saw the rebuilding that 
is going on at that site. It is not with-
out great sadness that one visits that 
hallowed ground. It is not without re-
membering when some of us visited the 
first time 6 years ago following the 
tragedy. At that time, it was total si-
lence, no speaking, no photographs, 
just a somber evaluation of the de-
struction that had been wrought and 
about the lives that had been lost. 
Today, Ground Zero is rebuilding. It is 
rebuilding to remember, with a memo-
rial to remember; and it is rebuilding 
to say to the terrorists that they have 
not won. 

The main goal of terrorists is to ter-
rorize, to instill fear. They don’t care 
about lives. They don’t care about 
buildings. They just want to make peo-
ple afraid. They want to change the 
way we run our country, do our busi-
ness, live our lives and honor our free-
doms. But if that was their goal, they 
certainly have failed. Whether it is at 
the Pentagon, where a wreath will be 
laid tomorrow, or it is in Pennsylvania, 

where we will mourn that loss forever, 
or whether it is in New York City at 
Ground Zero, the American spirit is 
alive and well. Again, they have lost 
this fight because we will not change 
who we are. That is what they resent. 
That is what we will not relent on. 

So to those families, thank you. We 
will always, again, carry your loved 
ones in our hearts; but thank you for 
turning grief into power, into law, into 
a safer America. To those courageous 
people who rushed in, whether it was 
the emergency services, the police and 
fire, whether it was just volunteers, 
people off the street going in trying to 
help, whether it was construction com-
panies going in trying to clear the 
area, to them we also say thank you 
for their courage at Ground Zero. 

But we owe them more, as well. So I 
hope that in our resolve to remember 
and to rebuild, to honor our freedoms 
and to honor our people, we will under-
stand that we must honor a responsi-
bility we have to those who tried to 
save lives at Ground Zero, who may 
have lost their health because of it. So 
in my trip to New York at Ground Zero 
and at City Hall, I talked to the mayor 
and the Governor about how we can 
work together in a bipartisan way to 
see what is fair and what can be done 
now so that fairness will prevail for 
these people, but that the message will 
be clear. God forbid if we are ever faced 
with another situation that we have a 
compact with our people that if we 
stand together, we will not stand alone 
if we are affected by another tragedy. 
It is very sad. 

I thank Mr. HOYER and Mr. BOEHNER 
for putting together this very excellent 
resolution. Following the vote later 
this evening, we will leave the Cham-
ber and go down the steps of the Cap-
itol to have a vigil on the eve of 9/11. 
As the distinguished majority leader, 
Mr. HOYER, mentioned, 6 years ago, 
spontaneously, Members, Democrats 
and Republicans alike, came together 
and at his suggestion we sang ‘‘God 
Bless America.’’ He is too modest. We 
will do that again tonight. We will sing 
that song with all the sincerity in the 
world. Moved by its beauty, but also 
committed to its words, we know that 
God has truly blessed America with our 
men and women in uniform who are 
fighting terrorism, with our first re-
sponders who are our first line of de-
fense in our community in ensuring 
homeland security and with all Ameri-
cans joined together to never forget 
what happened on 9/11 and never forget 
that we are committed to our free-
doms. 

So don’t forget, my colleagues, fol-
lowing the vote on this resolution, in 
about another hour, let’s all join to-
gether. It will be one of the first memo-
rials to 9/11 this year, once again, on 
the steps of the Capitol. With that, I 
commend Mr. BOEHNER and Mr. HOYER. 
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Mr. TOM DAVIS of Virginia. Mr. 

Speaker, I yield myself such time as I 
may consume. 

This resolution appropriately sum-
mons us to reaffirm the sense of ur-
gency forged in the crumbling inferno 
of the Twin Towers, the Pentagon and 
that field in Pennsylvania. Today we 
fulfill our duty to remember, to honor 
the memory of the 2,996 martyrs who 
gave their lives in the earliest day of 
protracted struggle against godless ex-
tremism. 

This resolution reminds us that we 
are at war and no political difference 
or debate can detract from the heroic 
work done every day by the men and 
women of America’s military. The 184 
people who gave their lives at the Pen-
tagon 5 years ago fought on an unex-
pected battlefield, but toiled until the 
end in loyal service to the national 
ideals of liberty and justice. A vote for 
this resolution confirms our eternal 
debt of honor to all those who fight to 
defend America and advance freedom. 

On 9/11, America’s first responders 
got a bitter taste of the unwelcome 
battle brought to our shores. But their 
valor and grit carried us all through 
that day and those that followed. In 
this resolution, we also honor and sup-
port the work of the public safety and 
public health professionals who work 
every day to protect us from terrorist 
attacks. Between 9/11 observances, 
however, distance from the tragedy of 
9/11 seems to have allowed some poli-
tics to seep in to what should be wholly 
nonpartisan discussions of profound na-
tional security issues. 

b 1745 

With each passing year, what looked 
hugely urgent after 9/11 tends to get 
smaller in the viewfinder as more cur-
rent problems loom larger. While we 
lose sight of the threat, an enemy who 
relentlessly worked to transform air-
planes into guided missiles is mania-
cally focused on other ways to harm 
us. Rather than using the lengthening 
historical horizon to elevate our per-
spective, we have also allowed the de-
bate over the next step in Iraq to draw 
us deep into the political weeds. 

As a Nation with global responsibil-
ities, we need to climb out of the do-
mestic political trenches and reclaim 
the high ground so dearly purchased 6 
years ago. We do the victims of 9/11 a 
great disservice if we do not take bi-
partisan steps toward regaining a fair, 
far more strategic perspective. 

While Iraq is undeniably an element 
of our post-9/11 security equation, we 
cannot let that effort obscure our view 
of the emerging threats to peace: An 
emboldened, nuclear Iran, a resurgent 
Taliban, a divided Palestinian Govern-
ment, and our continued dependence on 
foreign oil as our economic lifeblood. 

It is more than luck there hasn’t 
been another major attack since 2001. 
Given the proven strength of our ideals 

and the moral bankruptcy of these who 
exalt death over life, defeat in this war 
can only be self-inflicted. Only if we 
lose patience, only if we lose faith in 
the universality of the yearning for 
freedom, only if we fail to honor the 
sacrifices of our countrymen, from 
Bunker Hill to the Twin Towers, can 
the purveyors of death prevail over the 
forces of life. 

As in the almost 50-year cold war 
against Soviet Communism, our post- 
9/11 reality has to be defined by a vigi-
lance and a willingness to use all of the 
instruments of national power, not just 
the military, to advance the cause of 
human freedom. That is one lesson of 
9/11. Written in innocent blood, it is a 
lesson we can never forget. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge adoption of the 
resolution. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, I rise in 
strong support of this resolution and 
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Mr. Speaker, we have before us today 
a resolution whose purpose is, ‘‘Recog-
nizing September 11 as a day of remem-
brance,’’ extending sympathy to the 
families of those who lost their lives on 
September 11, 2001, ‘‘honoring the he-
roic actions of our Nation’s first re-
sponders and Armed Forces, and re-
affirming the commitment of defending 
the people of the United States against 
any and all future challenges.’’ 

Certainly, Mr. Speaker, I remember. 
Like millions of others in this country 
and around the globe, I remember ex-
actly where I was and what I was doing 
when I first heard the news of this hid-
eous atrocity. 

Like millions of others, I was pro-
foundly shocked, sickened, and horri-
fied by the scenes I saw unfolding that 
day. And in me there grew a cold 
anger. We will get those who did this, 
I said to myself back then. No matter 
how long it takes, we will defeat them. 
We will do everything in our power to 
protect the people of the United States. 

Recently, Mr. Speaker, we took a 
major step in that direction by enact-
ing, with bipartisan support, legisla-
tion to implement the recommenda-
tions of the 9/11 Commission. By so 
doing, we addressed major security vul-
nerabilities, improving our homeland 
security across the board. 

But much more needs to be done. Al 
Qaeda remains a serious threat to the 
United States. The leadership of that 
group has been reconstituted and the 
terrorists have formed many small 
independent cells. One such cell was 
broken up just within the last few days 
in Germany. 

In order to triumph in the war of 
ideas with the extremists, we need to 
learn how best to use many forms of 
soft power, economic, financial, diplo-
matic, and cultural, which are avail-
able to us and to our allies. 

We in Congress can help by making 
sure that the foreign operations budget 
is fully funded, our principle instru-
ment of soft power. We need to stop 
frittering away our resources, military, 
diplomatic and economic, on a cease-
less religious war in Iraq. 

The administration is making its 
case before Congress this week to stay 
the course in the Iraq war, which it 
continues cynically to conflate with 
the global balance struggle against 
fundamentalist extremism, even with 
the 9/11 attacks themselves. It con-
tinues to disturb me to hear the admin-
istration linking Iraq with the attacks 
perpetrated by Osama bin Laden and 
his thugs, especially when they are 
still at large. 

The bottom line, Mr. Speaker, is that 
we will not forget what really hap-
pened on that dark day 6 years ago. We 
will not forget the victims of 9/11, or 
the heroic first responders who sac-
rificed their lives, or the fighting men 
and women who carried the battle to 
the mountains of Afghanistan and 
rooted out the Taliban. 

We recommit ourselves today, as we 
have each year at this time for the past 
6 years, to continue the fight against 
those who seek to destroy our Amer-
ican way of life, to deny us our con-
stitutional rights and our freedoms. 

We will not forget. We will not falter 
in our resolve to protect our homeland. 
We shall remember our heroes. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. TOM DAVIS of Virginia. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to my 
friend, the distinguished gentleman 
from Florida (Mr. MICA). 

Mr. MICA. Thank you for yielding, 
Mr. DAVIS. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support 
of this resolution in remembrance on 
the eve of September 11, the sixth anni-
versary of the attack on the United 
States. I am pleased that the com-
mittee on which I serve, the Govern-
ment Reform Committee, and leader-
ship of the House is remembering those 
who were lost as a result of that tragic 
attack on the United States. 

I wanted to come out tonight to also 
remember those that I knew and re-
member, just as every American who 
was alive on September 11, remembers 
where they were and who they knew 
and how they were affected. 

The morning of September 11 I was 
invited by Secretary Rumsfeld to have 
breakfast with him in the Pentagon. 
The topic of discussion, as you may re-
call, was a new administration working 
under an old budget, but we downsized 
the military, and the Secretary was 
concerned about the possibility of the 
United States coming under some 
other type of threat. How ironic. 

That morning we sat and discussed 
that subject in the Pentagon, the 
morning of September 11 and what 
would follow. I learned, just as the Sec-
retary of Defense learned, of the attack 
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just a few minutes, around 9 o’clock in 
the morning. 

The irony of that day is that being in 
the Pentagon, and I left shortly before 
the plane hit the Pentagon, that Bar-
bara Olson, who served the Govern-
ment Reform Committee, was on the 
plane that hit the Pentagon. I will 
never forget, and I am not one of these 
guys that is sort of sentimental, but I 
remember seeing Barbara at a recep-
tion. She had left the committee, but 
she pecked me on the cheek as she said 
goodbye. I will never forget that good-
bye. That was the last time I saw Bar-
bara. She was on the plane that hit the 
Pentagon. 

In the Pentagon was Terry Lynch. I 
was chief of staff for then-Senator 
Hawkins, and he worked with Senator 
SHELBY from Alabama. I lost a good 
friend in Terry Lynch. 

Seven weeks before September 11, I 
was invited by a fellow by the name of 
Neil Levin, who was legislative direc-
tor for Alfonse D’Amato, to come up. I 
had been named the chairman of Avia-
tion. Neil Levin had been named direc-
tor of the New York Port Authority. 

I spent time with Neil. We held a 
hearing with about 13 Members of Con-
gress on Monday morning. We con-
ducted a hearing in the World Trade 
Center hearing room. Afterwards Neil 
took me, my wife, and I think two or 
three other Members and their spouses 
that accompanied us for that occasion. 

In the Windows on the World res-
taurant, on the side, the New York 
Port Authority had a little reception 
in the dining room, and Neil hosted 
lunch for my wife and myself after that 
hearing. Neil and just about everyone 
who helped us with that hearing 7 
weeks before happened to be in that 
same dining room the morning of Sep-
tember 11, and all of them were killed. 

I remember tonight Neil Levin, his 
family, his wife, those he left behind, 
and everyone who was with us as I left 
them in that room where they all died. 
The only one who survived was Bill Da-
kota, the airport director, who was at a 
conference in Montreal. 

So tonight has a meaning I wanted to 
leave on the RECORD of the House of 
Representatives. I remember each and 
every one of those individuals. 

I stood with my wife at Shanksville 
just a few weeks ago. I had not been 
there before. We remembered those 
great heroes. 

I might say in closing, those of 
Flight 93, the first responders, all those 
who helped in America’s darkest hour, 
we saw our brightest and our shining 
heroes. With this resolution tonight, 
we remember all of them. 

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, I am de-
lighted to yield 2 minutes to my good 
friend, the gentleman from New York 
(Mr. CROWLEY), a distinguished member 
of the Foreign Affairs Committee. 

Mr. CROWLEY. I thank my friend 
from California for yielding me this 
time. 

Mr. Speaker, I was not here in Wash-
ington 6 years ago this evening. I was 
stuck in New York. Because of such 
bad weather, we couldn’t get out of 
New York. I was forced to be on a plane 
the next morning. At 9:10 in the morn-
ing I was 2 planes from take-off at La 
Guardia, speaking about the Port Au-
thority of New York, when we were in-
formed the plane would be turned 
around and brought back to the ter-
minal because of the attacks of 2 
planes on the World Trade Center in 
New York. 

In many respects my thoughts are, 
life goes on. We see it all around us. 
Life does go on, but it doesn’t diminish 
the loss that we all suffered on that 
fateful day 6 years ago, as a Nation, as 
to me as a New Yorker, more person-
ally for me, as my first cousin Bat-
talion Chief John Moran who was 
killed that day. 

Though on that day we saw the 
ugliest side of humankind, we also saw 
the brilliance of the human spirit, of 
the American spirit, and, if you allow 
me to say, the spirit of New York. We 
more than pulled through since that 
day 6 years ago. We see it today in the 
eyes and the faces of our servicemen 
and women who today around the 
world defend our freedoms. 

But I, for one, am not satisfied that 
Osama bin Laden is being hunted like a 
dog and is living in a cave somewhere 
in Afghanistan or Pakistan. I, for one, 
believe that 6 years is long enough to 
have let this animal roam freely in 
those areas. 

We need to bring that man to justice 
and all those who are responsible for 
this, that vicious attack on our coun-
try that day. We, as Americans, should 
not lose sight of that or be distracted. 
We need to find Osama bin Laden and 
all those responsible for the attack 
that day and bring them to justice. 

b 1800 

Mr. TOM DAVIS of Virginia. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield 5 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Connecticut (Mr. SHAYS). 

Mr. SHAYS. Mr. Speaker, I appre-
ciate my chairman, now ranking mem-
ber, yielding to me. 

Mr. Speaker, 9/11 was a wake-up call 
from hell. We all know how we reacted 
to it, but the weeks that followed for 
those of us in the greater New York 
area had special meaning. It was a very 
poignant time. 

I think of the family of Joe Coppo 
whose son, Joseph, said good-bye to 
him. And he talked about his dad and 
he said: Dad, you wanted me to become 
an adult. This is a young man now in 
college, and he told us of all of the 
things he said that his dad wanted him 
to learn. And then he said: Dad I have 
learned from you, and don’t worry, I’ll 
be there to take care of Mom. 

Or the next week in the same church, 
Frank Fechet in talking about his son, 
Brad, and all of the things that he 

wanted him to learn and then he said: 
But, son, I learned far more from you 
than you ever learned from me. 

Or going to a service in Easton, Con-
necticut, at a small old church. It was 
built hundreds of years ago. Everybody 
couldn’t fit in. It was a beautiful, 
sunny day and they were talking about 
a father, mother, and a precious 3-year- 
old child. They talked about the father 
and the mother, and then they had the 
nursery school where this 3-year-old 
child went, they had the teachers come 
and talk about this young child in a 
very precious way and then had us sing 
one of her favorite songs. When I left, 
the parents wanted to see me; and they 
said this can’t be about anger and hate. 
They were lecturing me about what it 
couldn’t be, and I was thinking I need-
ed to tell them how much we cared for 
them. 

Or a family a week later, Neal and 
Jean Coleman, saying good-bye to two 
sons, Scott and Keith. It was a candle-
light vigil and they talked about the 
sons. When it was over, the parents in-
sisted on seeing me. They knew I was 
there. I tried to kind of just leave and 
not be too much of a presence. They 
said to me: This cannot be about anger 
and hate. 

Well, it is not about anger and hate. 
But it is a wake-up call. There is more 
than one inconvenient truth that con-
fronts us. There is the one that Al Gore 
talks about. We could probably think 
of others. But there is one that the 9/11 
Commission talks about. The one that 
the 9/11 Commission talks about is Is-
lamic terrorists who would do us harm 
at home and abroad. That’s a wake-up 
call. It is an inconvenient truth. 

We are confronting these Islamic ter-
rorists in Iraq and Afghanistan, in Eu-
rope, in Asia, in North and South 
America. We are going to confront 
them, but it is a very inconvenient 
truth. 

One thing that the 9/11 families asked 
us for is please pay attention to this. 
Detect, prevent, preempt. Don’t let 
them attack us again. Those are things 
that require us to have powers like the 
PATRIOT Act, like a FISA law that 
works and isn’t a meaningless law and 
one that prevents us from getting at 
these terrorists. 

So there are a lot of lessons here that 
I think we can learn. I just would con-
clude by saying all of us are united in 
wanting to confront Islamic terrorists, 
but that means we need to be united in 
terms of what we do in Iraq and Af-
ghanistan and around the world about 
the FISA law. Just as we lecture the 
Iraqis about how they need to come to-
gether, we need to do a better job of 
coming together. 

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, I am very 
pleased to yield 1 minute to my good 
friend from Georgia, the civil rights 
conscience of the Congress, JOHN 
LEWIS. 
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Mr. LEWIS of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, 

I want to thank my friend and col-
league, the chairman, Mr. LANTOS, for 
yielding. 

Mr. Speaker, today we remember 
what happened at the World Trade Cen-
ter and the Pentagon 6 years ago to-
morrow. Just as it was 6 years ago, it 
is still unreal. It is still shocking. It is 
still unbelievable, but it did happen. 

Today we continue to remember the 
brave firefighters, the police officers, 
the doctors, nurses and all of the emer-
gency medical personnel and rescue 
workers and private citizens who lost 
their lives that day, and those who 
gave their lives trying to save others. 
Together as one Nation we remember 
again those we have lost. 

Today we remember again the fami-
lies and the loved ones of the victims 
at the World Trade Center and the Pen-
tagon and the families of those who 
perished in Pennsylvania who pre-
vented another vicious attack and 
saved countless lives here in Wash-
ington on that day. 

Today we pray that the grace of God 
be with us and all who mourn. We pray 
that God will continue to give us the 
strength to carry on and continue to do 
his work. And we pray today for peace 
in our world, peace in America and 
peace in our hearts and souls. 

Mr. Speaker, I am pleased to support 
this resolution today. 

Mr. TOM DAVIS of Virginia. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to the gen-
tleman from New Jersey (Mr. FRELING-
HUYSEN). 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. Speaker, 
I rise in strong support of this resolu-
tion marking the sixth anniversary of 
this vicious attack on America. 

It was 6 years ago tomorrow when 
our Nation was irrevocably changed as 
the tragedy struck in the streets of 
Lower Manhattan, the fields of Penn-
sylvania, and at the Pentagon. 

Six years later, the pain and anger 
remain fresh. We still miss those lost 
on that day, and we are still grateful 
for the heroes who faced danger on that 
day. 

When the day was over and as we 
learned of the loss of nearly 3,000 
Americans, including 700 New 
Jerseyans, just about 100 from my dis-
trict in one small town, 20 or more 
were killed, 12 from the same church, 
we knew our Nation had been changed 
forever. 

But amidst the tragedy, we also saw 
the best of our Nation, neighbors and 
friends consoling one another, Ameri-
cans from all walks of life standing 
united side by side waving the Stars 
and Stripes and lighting candles to 
honor those missing or lost. 

And while our Nation still faces chal-
lenges and still grapples with the after-
math of these attacks, we draw 
strength from the knowledge that the 
character and resolve of America is 
still strong 6 years later. 

Today, on the eve of the sixth anni-
versary of this tragedy as a Nation, we 
remember all those we lost. We em-
brace those who remain, the families of 
those victims, and we honor those who 
serve on our behalf in places like Af-
ghanistan and Iraq and do it on a hell-
ish environment on our behalf. And we 
honor our firefighters, our police offi-
cers and our emergency personnel. We 
bless them for their work. We will 
never forget September 11, 2001. 

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, I am de-
lighted to yield 1 minute to my dear 
friend and our distinguished colleague 
from Rhode Island, Congressman 
JAMES LANGEVIN. 

Mr. LANGEVIN. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
in somber recognition of the sixth an-
niversary of the terrorist attacks on 
September 11, 2001. I join all Americans 
in mourning those who lost their lives 
and in remembering their families. 

We can best honor their memory by 
ensuring that they did not die in vain. 
We took a significant step towards that 
goal by passing comprehensive legisla-
tion to implement the remaining 9/11 
Commission recommendations. How-
ever, while we are safer, we are not yet 
safe. 

To combat terrorism, we must think 
comprehensively and coordinate our ef-
forts into a unified approach. That is 
why I have introduced legislation re-
quiring government agencies to col-
laborate on national security goals. 
This Quadrennial National Security 
Review that I have called for will en-
sure that we use all assets of national 
power, military, diplomatic, economic 
and others, to protect the American 
people. 

I commend Chairman LANTOS and 
thank him for his comments on this 
issue and for cosponsoring this legisla-
tion. I commend Majority Leader 
HOYER on this resolution that is before 
us tonight to honor those that we lost 
6 years ago and for his efforts to pro-
tect our Nation. I urge all of my col-
leagues to support it. 

Mr. TOM DAVIS of Virginia. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield the balance of my time 
to my distinguished colleague from 
Florida (Ms. GINNY BROWN-WAITE). 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tlewoman from Florida is recognized 
for 11⁄2 minutes. 

Ms. GINNY BROWN-WAITE of Flor-
ida. Mr. Speaker, I am deeply saddened 
to stand here today on the House floor. 
No Member envies speaking about the 
attacks on America that killed 3,000 of 
our citizens, but I feel it is extremely 
important that we take time to speak 
out in remembrance of their lives. 

I don’t know if you can see this pin, 
Mr. Speaker, but I have worn this pin 
since 9/11 on the 11th day of every 
month. It has firefighters erecting a 
flag over the World Trade Center. It 
was given to me by Florida firefighters 
who joined their colleagues in New 
York after 9/11. 

Every time I put this pin on, I am re-
minded of the horrors of that Sep-
tember day 6 years ago, as well as the 
challenges that our Nation faces from 
terrorist threats around the globe. We 
all remember the bravery and dedica-
tion of so many individuals in the im-
mediate aftermath of the attacks on 
New York City and on the Pentagon, 
and the failed attempt where the plane 
landed in Pennsylvania. Thousands of 
policemen, firemen, EMTs, doctors, 
nurses and everyday citizens rushed 
into harm’s way to help their fellow 
man. Many of these retired police and 
firemen and doctors have moved down 
to my area in Florida. 

With passage of the resolution before 
us today, these heroes will be remem-
bered by every Member of Congress and 
be recognized for their outstanding ef-
forts. 

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, I am very 
pleased to yield 1 minute to my good 
friend and distinguished colleague, the 
gentleman from Illinois (Mr. HARE). 

Mr. HARE. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
to recognize the victims and the heroes 
of September 11. To the families, I offer 
my deepest sympathies for your loss. I 
would also like to salute the first re-
sponders who bravely sacrificed their 
lives. 

The attacks of September 11 were a 
wake-up call for all of our Nation. 
Never before had our vulnerability to 
attack been so apparent. 

Today, as we continue to rebuild, we 
stand united in our resolve to protect 
this Nation from further threats. This 
new Democratic majority implemented 
the recommendations of the 9/11 Com-
mission, a critical step towards ensur-
ing the security and safety of the 
American people. May all of us pause 
in our own way to remember the sac-
rifices of so many of our fellow Ameri-
cans, and may God always hold each 
and every one of them in arms of love. 

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, I am very 
pleased to yield 1 minute to my good 
friend and distinguished colleague from 
Tennessee, Mr. STEVE COHEN. 

Mr. COHEN. Mr. Speaker, tomorrow 
will be 6 years. Everybody knows where 
they were 6 years ago, as everybody of 
my generation knows where they were 
when President Kennedy died and ev-
erybody of the previous generation 
knows where they were on December 7, 
1941, a day that will live in infamy. 

September 11, 2001, is a day that will 
live in infamy. We survived that as a 
country. We are together in fighting 
terrorism, and we are together in sup-
port for this great country and democ-
racy. 

We have differences of opinion on 
how best to go about preserving our 
great country, our homeland security 
and defeating the terrorists; but people 
on both sides of the aisle are Ameri-
cans. People in this Hall are patriotic. 
Although we have differences in how 
we analyze data and information given 
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us by different officials and see events 
in different ways, we all see them with 
the same eventual outcome, and that is 
to hope that we have peace and pros-
perity here in this country and 
throughout the world. 

In conclusion, I take a moment to 
honor the people who were so heroic in 
Pennsylvania and remember their 
words: Let’s roll. 

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, may I in-
quire how much time remains. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from California controls 7 min-
utes. The time of the gentleman from 
Virginia has expired. 

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, I am 
pleased to yield half of my time to our 
Republican colleagues if they need it. 

Mr. TOM DAVIS of Virginia. I thank 
the gentleman. 

Mr. Speaker, I have no further speak-
ers at this point but am expecting a 
speaker. 

Mr. LANTOS. I am pleased to yield 1 
minute to my dear friend and our dis-
tinguished colleague from New York 
(Mrs. LOWEY). 

b 1815 

Mrs. LOWEY. I thank the chairman. 
Six years after the worst tragedy in 

our Nation’s history, the pain that we 
all feel is still fresh. We remember the 
victims of this senseless attack, the 
parents, the siblings, spouses, children, 
friends, neighbors and coworkers, who 
lost their lives on September 11 for no 
reason other than an ideology of hatred 
directed at our country, at our values 
and our way of life. 

We hold a special place in our hearts 
for the men, women and children that 
died that day. The victims’ friends and 
families are in our thoughts and pray-
ers that they may find comfort by fo-
cusing on the blessings of the lives of 
the victims rather than on the tragedy 
of their deaths. 

In Congress and in the administra-
tion, it is our solemn duty to honor 
those who died on September 11 by im-
plementing the policies, both at home 
and abroad, that will protect our citi-
zens and our country and help others to 
avoid the devastation that results from 
losing a loved one. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, the gentleman from Virginia 
will control 31⁄2 minutes. 

There was no objection. 
Mr. TOM DAVIS of Virginia. Mr. 

Speaker, I yield to my friend, the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. LEWIS) as 
much time as he may consume. 

Mr. LEWIS of California. I appreciate 
very much my colleague yielding me 
this time. Very much I appreciate their 
making this effort to recognize and re-
member those people who lost their 
lives on 9/11 6 years ago. 

I couldn’t help, as I listened to the 
discussion today, to remember iron-
ically that the Defense Subcommittee 
of Appropriations was meeting, with 

full membership from both sides of the 
aisle, just downstairs from the Cham-
ber. 

At the time the plane crashed in 
Pennsylvania in that open lot, with us 
was JOHN MURTHA of Pennsylvania. It 
was in his district where that plane 
crashed. The irony, as many know but 
I cannot help to mention it, that JOHN 
MURTHA is the chairman of the sub-
committee at this very moment. At the 
time, we together recognized that the 
most important work of the Appropria-
tions Committee perhaps takes place 
in that committee room, the Defense 
Subcommittee room. 

And in this circumstance, when that 
plane crashed, which indeed likely was 
headed for the Capitol, that’s the best 
speculation, if the Pennsylvania crash 
had hit the Capitol, we might very well 
have lost that entire committee. There 
are ironies in all of this. 

As we remember those who lost their 
lives, let us remember the threat of 
terror to our very way of life is taking 
place around the world. 

Mr. TOM DAVIS of Virginia. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, we are 
happy to yield back our time, and we 
are standing united across the political 
spectrum in our remembrance and in 
our determination; remembrance of the 
heroes and the victims, and determina-
tion that we shall defend this Nation 
against all enemies. 

Mr. HINOJOSA. Mr. Speaker, I rise today in 
support of this resolution that will recognize to-
morrow, September 11, 2007 as a national 
Day of Remembrance. I want to join all of my 
colleagues in extending our sympathies to the 
families of those who lost their lives on Sep-
tember 11, 2001. 

None of us will forget that horrific day 6 
years ago when, in the face of this Nation’s 
worst tragedy, America pulled together to re-
affirm our commitment to freedom and democ-
racy. 

We will also never forget the heroic actions 
of our first responders who risked and sac-
rificed their lives to save their fellow Ameri-
cans on that day. Yet our first responders 
were not the only heroes that day. 

Office workers, airplane passengers, and or-
dinary citizens also showed the true spirit of 
America by assisting their co-workers to evac-
uate burning buildings and preventing a hi-
jacked plane from being used as a weapon 
against our country. 

Finally, I commend the heroic service pro-
vided by our Armed Services in battling the 
forces of terrorism around the world. 

Whether the mission is engaging al Qaeda 
and the Taliban in the mountains of Afghani-
stan or transporting food and shelter to victims 
of the tsunami near Indonesia, our military has 
proved again and again to be worthy of our 
praise and admiration. At great risk to their 
own personal safety, our service members 
have bravely acted on our behalf to protect 
our national security and to build goodwill 
throughout the world. 

As Members of Congress, we debate the 
issues confronting our Nation on a daily basis. 

By supporting this resolution, however, I hope 
that all of my colleagues will join me in re-
affirming our commitment to defending the 
people of the United States against any and 
all future challenges. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Mr. Speaker, I regret that I 
am missing today’s vote on the resolution rec-
ognizing September 11, 2001 as a day of re-
membrance as well as the September 11 re-
membrance ceremony this evening. 

I am currently on a Congressional Delega-
tion to the Middle East to observe the tribal 
areas along the border of Afghanistan and 
Pakistan, where the 9/11 hijackers were 
trained, and where key al Qaeda bases and 
some of al Qaeda’s most dangerous leaders 
are still operating, to learn more about the 
progress we are making in eradicating terror 
cells in the region. 

Touring this region on the anniversary of 
this tragic day in our Nation’s history is a pow-
erful reminder of the valor and sacrifices of 
our men and women on the ground in Afghan-
istan who put themselves in harm’s way every 
day to protect our country and our people. 

On this day, Mr. Speaker, as we continue to 
heal from September 11, 2001, we remember 
those lost on that day, the heroism of our first 
responders, and the spirit of unity and patriot-
ism this tragedy ignited in our country. Let us 
honor those lost by continuing to work to-
gether to protect and defend liberty, tolerance, 
and democracy. 

Mr. KUCINICH. Mr. Speaker, I rise today in 
opposition to H. Res. 643, the September 11 
resolution. I honor the memory of those who 
died on September 11 and extend sympathies 
to their family members and to those who lost 
their lives trying to save lives. And I support 
the troops. 

I believe the best way to honor the memory 
of those who died on September 11 is to tell 
the truth of what the Administration did in the 
wake of September 11. The Bush Administra-
tion launched a war against Iraq, conflating 
the true tragedy of September 11 with lies 
about weapons of mass destruction. 

On this, the sixth anniversary of September 
11, it is important that Congress wake up to 
the truth and exercise its obligation under the 
Constitution to save our Nation from being de-
stroyed from the lies that took us into Iraq, the 
lies that keep us there, the lies that are being 
used to set the stage for war against Iran and 
the lies that have undermined our basic civil 
liberties here at home. The September 11 res-
olution that Congress considers today should 
have made reference to those matters. It does 
not, so I cannot support it. 

This Administration long ago politicized the 
September 11 attacks, distorted it, and dishon-
ored it. If Congress really wanted to honor the 
memory of those who died on September 11, 
we would cause the full truth to be told to the 
American people. If Congress really supported 
our troops we would bring them home and not 
provide more funding for the war. 

Mr. BACA. Mr. Speaker, on the morning of 
September 11, 2001, nearly 3,000 innocent 
men, women, and children were murdered 
when Islamic terrorists hijacked and crashed 
four civilian aircraft. 

This resolution recognizes September 11 as 
both a day to remember those taken from their 
families and loved ones—and a day for Ameri-
cans to recommit to the nation and to each 
other. 
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We pay tribute to the heroic service, ac-

tions, and sacrifices of first responders, law 
enforcement personnel, state and local offi-
cials, volunteers, and others who aided the in-
nocent victims and bravely risked their own 
lives and health. 

And we rise to give thanks to the foreign 
leaders and citizens of all nations who have 
assisted and continue to stand in solidarity 
with the United States against terrorism in the 
aftermath of these terrible attacks. 

Mr. Speaker, we will never forget those who 
lost their lives on September 11, 2001. 

The House remains committed to defeating 
terrorists and their supporters who threaten 
the United States and to providing our armed 
forces with the resources and support to do so 
effectively and safely. 

Let us honor the victims of 9/11, and reaf-
firm our commitment to defending America 
from those who would do us harm. 

Mrs. BOYDA of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, on 
the sixth anniversary of the September 11, 
2001 terrorist attacks, I am honored and hum-
bled to support a resolution to honor the vic-
tims of that terrible day. I ask that this House 
also pause to honor America’s troops, who 
even now risk their lives to prevent the horror 
of September 11th from ever striking again, 
and our first responders, who willingly face 
danger to protect our safety. 

On September 11th, our Nation experienced 
a grief broader than any we’d known before, 
one that reached beyond individuals and fami-
lies, beyond even cities and States. For a few 
weeks in 2001, our country was united in 
mourning. We grieved for 3,000 souls abruptly 
taken, for a Nation forever changed, for an in-
nocence forever lost. 

Tragedy has a way of bringing people to-
gether. It doesn’t minimize our differences; it 
magnifies what we have in common. It re-
minds us that, above all else, we are all Amer-
icans. As the days since September 11th con-
tinue to tick by, I hope we remember not only 
the grief of that day but also that extraordinary 
sense of community. Even 6 years later, we 
still grieve together for our fallen. We still pray 
together for our soldiers. We are—and will re-
main—one Nation, under God, with liberty and 
justice for all. 

I support the resolution that so eloquently 
states the House of Representatives gratitude 
for those that protect us and remind us never 
to forget that terrible day. 

May God continue to bless the United 
States of America. 

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to pay tribute to the over 3,000 victims 
who died in the September 11 attacks on 
America; and I wish to pay tribute to all the 
family members of those who perished, as 
well as to our public officials, businesses, and 
private citizens who have dedicated them-
selves to the rebuilding of a stronger Nation. 

As we contemplate the effects of September 
11th and extend our deepest sympathy to 
those who lost their loved ones on that fateful 
day, let us resolve to build not just a more 
vigilant and stronger homeland defense, but a 
society that continues to protect our personal 
freedoms and would enable us to fulfill the 
American dream of liberty and justice for all. 

And in pursuit of this goal, let us, Mr. 
Speaker, continue to be able to sing: ‘‘O beau-

tiful for spacious skies, for amber waves of 
grain, for purple mountain majesties above the 
fruited plain. America, America, God shed His 
grace on thee, and crown thy good with broth-
erhood from sea to shining sea.’’ 

God bless America. 
Mr. POE. Mr. Speaker, the tragic events of 

September 11, 2001 was truly one of Amer-
ica’s darkest days. Terrorists using airplanes 
as weapons brought unimaginable horror to 
our homeland. Yet in the face of such tragedy, 
heroes emerged. Police officers, firefighters, 
emergency personnel and countless other 
American patriots helped their fellow country-
men survive that day and continue to make 
sure we never forget those lost that day. 
These American heroes brought out the best 
in human nature in response to an attack that 
brought out the worst in human nature. 

Since coming to Congress, I’ve had the 
great pleasure to work closely with two of 
these American heroes. Peter Gadiel and 
Joan Molinaro, united by the loss of their chil-
dren who fell victim on that fateful day and the 
great anger over why this Nation couldn’t stop 
it from happening, joined together and helped 
create an organization called 9/11 Families for 
a Secure America to help right the wrong that 
allowed terrorists to kill over 3,000 Americans 
6 years ago. 

Peter and Joan carry with them the voice of 
their children everyday, in everything they do, 
to ensure another tragedy of this magnitude 
never happens again to another son, daugh-
ter, father, mother, husband, or wife. 

It is the purpose of 9/11 Families for a Se-
cure America to inform and educate the Amer-
ican public, elected officials and legislators of 
the obvious and not so obvious shortcomings 
in our Nation’s security. To focus their atten-
tion on the dangers of unsecured borders and 
lax immigration enforcement. They make sure 
the public understands that illegal immigration 
and terrorism are inseparable issues. The ulti-
mate goal of 9/11 Families for a Secure Amer-
ica is to prevent future terrorist attacks and to 
secure our Nation for generations to come be-
cause terrorists cannot plan and carry out at-
tacks in the United States if they are unable 
to enter the country. 

As we recognize and give remembrance to 
all those that lost their life on September 11, 
2001, lets not forget the loved ones of these 
victims and the pain and sacrifice they’ve had 
to endure from their loss. Lets honor heroes 
like Peter Gadiel and Joan Molinaro who work 
tirelessly to ensure that another terrorist attack 
never happens again to another of America’s 
children. 

And that’s just the way it is. 
Mr. ETHERIDGE. Mr. Speaker, I rise in sup-

port of this resolution to commemorate the 
sixth anniversary of the terrorist attacks on 
America. 

Though it has been six years since that 
fateful day, time cannot diminish the memories 
of those lost. Six years ago tomorrow, Amer-
ica was struck by an unspeakable tragedy that 
shook the foundations of our society and 
changed our Nation forever. On September 
11, 2001, we saw the very face of evil. And on 
that day and every day since, we have felt the 
heartbeat of America. 

The people of this country responded as 
never before, and our government also re-

sponded. We have been reminded of the serv-
ice and sacrifice of Americans who are ordi-
nary and extraordinary at the same time. 
Americans from all comers of our country and 
in North Carolina have given of themselves to 
help the victims’ families. Our neighbors and 
friends have been deployed to Afghanistan 
and elsewhere to fight for our freedom. Our 
police officers, firefighters, EMS and other first 
responders have shown selfless devotion 
every day on our streets and in our commu-
nities. 

I applaud all of those who are serving or 
who have served in defense of America and 
our interests. They have responded with pro-
fessionalism, precision and when needed, 
force, to root out the cowardly perpetrators 
and protect Americans and our interests both 
here and abroad. Let us continue to pray for 
the safe return of those who are still in harm’s 
way and honor and thank those who have 
given their lives. 

We also must honor those thousands of in-
nocent people who lost their lives that day and 
remember the bravery and sacrifice of the fire 
fighters, law enforcement officers and rescue 
worked who worked feverishly to save them, 
some of whom still suffer ill effects from that 
effort. Though somewhat eased by the pas-
sage of time, the grief of a nation still smol-
ders. 

I urge my colleagues to join me in voting for 
this resolution. 

Mr. PASCRELL. Mr. Speaker, tomorrow will 
mark six years to a day of inconceivable terror 
and grief brought upon our Nation by the very 
worst acts of humankind. It was also a day 
where we witnessed the very best of America. 
We saw first responders entering buildings to 
save their fellow citizens knowing full well that 
their lives were in danger, yet doing so without 
reservation. We saw concerned Americans 
standing in lines to donate blood for their fall-
en neighbors. We saw our Nation come to-
gether with one voice and one spirit, in that 
day of terror we saw our Nation more united 
than any point in our history. 

Our hearts go out to the families of all the 
victims of that terrible day. We will forever re-
main saddened by the tragic loss of human 
life. What happened to our Nation six years 
ago was an unspeakable act of war on the 
very foundation of what makes us American. 
What happened on that day was an assault on 
thousands of innocent people who were enjoy-
ing the very freedom we hold so dear. 

Truly, we mourn the victims of September 
11th, but today, six years after those attacks 
we can also celebrate the lives of those who 
were lost to us on that fateful day. They were 
truly representative of the diversity and rich-
ness of character in our Nation. The victims of 
September 11th hailed from almost every 
state in our union, they came from countries 
throughout the globe, emblematic of the rich 
tapestry that is the hallmark of our people. On 
that day, those victims and indeed all of us, 
were not divided along racial or religious lines, 
on that day more than any other, we were 
Americans united by our common values of 
life, liberty and justice. 

Six years ago tomorrow our first responders 
struck the first blow in the War on Terror. By 
refusing to consider their lives before others, 
they drew a stark contrast to the terrorists of 
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September 11th who refused to even value 
their own lives before taking the lives of so 
many innocent human beings. Those first re-
sponders refused to bow to the fear that the 
terrorists hoped to instill in our minds on that 
day. They refused to despair in the face of the 
greatest attack upon our Nation, instead they 
charged forward. They not only saved lives on 
that day, but their selfless acts inspired the 
psyche of every American, their acts of her-
oism inspired our Nation to action. 

Now six years later from September 11th, I 
fear we have lost much of the unity that came 
to define that day. Truly the heroism of Sep-
tember 11th continues today, with more than 
3,800 Americans who have given their lives 
fighting the wars in Iraq and Afghanistan. But 
at home we have allowed politics to come be-
tween us, we have allowed ourselves to be di-
vided in the face of a continuing War on Ter-
ror. But I remain hopeful that the spirit we saw 
on September 11th is still present in all of us. 
We must rekindle the firm resolve we had on 
that day, it was a resolve not simply founded 
by the attacks upon our Nation by a group of 
terrorists, but built by our collective belief in 
the greatness of our Nation and its ideals. We 
must remain a beacon for freedom and integ-
rity throughout the world, but all efforts must 
start at home. Six years ago we suffered the 
worst day of our collective lives, but I hope 
that today we have turned the pain of Sep-
tember 11th into a new calling for our Nation. 

Mr. RAHALL. Mr. Speaker, in 1774, Thomas 
Jefferson wrote: ‘‘The God who gave us life 
gave us liberty at the same time; the hand of 
force may destroy, but cannot disjoin them.’’ 
Though our Nation had yet to be formed, a 
sense of unity was already ingrained in the 
hearts and minds of future Americans. Begin-
ning during our Nation’s formative years and 
continuing today, many have looked to us in 
awe, inspired by the strength of our sense of 
patriotism, particularly in the face of adversity 
and animosity. 

Six years ago, the world watched in horror 
as tragedy struck in New York, Washington, 
and Pennsylvania. From the moment the first 
airplane struck the first tower, America was 
changed. We were awakened to a new sense 
of vulnerability that continues to shape our Na-
tion. But what we have learned from this tragic 
experience extends beyond those early hours 
of shock and uncertainty. 

September 11th brought momentarily to the 
forefront those anonymous heroes who stand 
among us every day. From the firefighters who 
died in the line of duty, to the airline pas-
sengers who fought back, to the bystanders 
who put aside their own fears and sprang into 
action, a new generation saw firsthand the in-
credible power of the American spirit. 

Across the country, strangers became 
neighbors and communities became families. 
Drawn together in fear and confusion, the 
American people found solace and comfort in 
their fellow man. Their selfless acts turned one 
of our Nation’s darkest days into one of our 
Nation’s finest hours. And today, we are 
stronger because of it. 

As we pause to remember the lives that 
were lost on September 11th, we must give 
thanks to the doctors, nurses, first-responders, 
National Guardsmen, and American troops 
who spend each day protecting liberty at 

home and abroad. These brave men and 
women put their lives on the line in noble 
service to our country. Their generosity, com-
passion, and determination embody the values 
our Founding Fathers fought to safeguard 
more than 200 years ago. 

On September 11, 2001, our Nation was 
brought to its knees with grief. But on Sep-
tember 12, we rose again, and stood united. 
In a few tragic hours, America said goodbye to 
2,998 friends and family members, but, with a 
reawakened American spirit, we welcomed 
281 million strangers into our homes and our 
hearts. 

I can think of no more fitting tribute to the 
lives that were lost on that sad September day 
than to take this time, on this day, to remem-
ber the best of America and to renew our 
commitment to ensuring that no force will ever 
‘‘destroy or disjoin’’ us. 

Mrs. MILLER of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, it 
has been six years since September 11, 2001 
when radical Islamic terrorists attacked and 
murdered nearly 3,000 of our fellow Ameri-
cans. 

On that horrible day the seriousness of the 
terrorist’s war against us became clear. Be-
cause of their hatred of our freedom and lib-
erty—these deranged individuals would mur-
der innocent men, women and children to 
make their point. 

On that day our hearts were broken—and 
for many who lost friends and loved ones on 
that fateful day their hearts will never be 
mended. 

In the days immediately following 9/11 our 
Nation was unified. 

Unified in the resolve to strike back against 
those who murdered our fellow Americans. 

Unified to do what was necessary to defend 
our citizens from future attacks. 

Unified to defend our freedom and to stamp 
out those who would seek to take it from us. 

Unfortunately, since that time our unity has 
faded, but the danger has not. 

The terrorist’s war against us is not about a 
single American President or ideology. The 
focus of the terrorist’s hatred is every Amer-
ican. 

On this sixth anniversary of that horrific day 
every American should reflect upon that day 
and its place in our Nation’s history. 

One thing is certain—freedom is not free. 
And free people face a constant challenge to 
preserve that freedom. 

The terrorist’s war against us is a profound 
test of our ability to preserve the liberty we 
hold so dear. Our commitment to meet that 
challenge must rise above petty politics. We 
must return to the unity of the days following 
9/11 because this war is long from over and 
the danger is real. 

I have no doubts about the capabilities of 
our great Nation. 

We threw off tyranny to proclaim our inde-
pendence behind the idea that all men are 
created equal. 

We made that idea a reality by fighting a 
civil war to bring freedom to every American. 

We sustained our freedom through two 
world wars and a cold war. 

Through it all America has stood tall. 
America has stood for freedom. 
And just as we stood together on 9/11 we 

must stand together today to ensure that the 

horrors of that day become even more distant 
memories and the future is a place where 
every American can enjoy the benefits of our 
hard won and tenaciously defended freedom. 

Ms. BORDALLO. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
on the eve of the 6th anniversary of the ter-
rorist attacks against the United States of 
America that occurred on September 11, 
2001, in support of House Resolution 643, and 
to join my colleagues in mourning the victims 
of those attacks and to commend all of those 
who displayed courage and heroism in the 
face of such a catastrophe that day and in the 
days that followed. 

Residents of New York City, Arlington, Vir-
ginia, and Shanksville, Pennsylvania, awoke 
six years ago to a day marked by cloudless, 
blue skies and fair, late-summer weather. 
Within hours, Americans—joined by citizens of 
virtually all of the world’s countries—witnessed 
the senseless killing of over 3,000 innocent 
victims in the most horrific terrorist attack in 
modern history. 

Today, we remember those who perished 
on September 11, 2001. In doing so, we offer 
our continued support and heartfelt prayers to 
their families and loved ones. We also offer 
our deepest compassion and understanding to 
those individuals who bear the physical, men-
tal, and emotional scars of having survived the 
attacks. We remember the victims, the sur-
vivors, the first responders, and the families 
touched by these tragedies. We remember, 
and we resolve to always carry the lessons of 
9/11 as we work to prevent another attack and 
to bring justice to all who are responsible for 
perpetrating this act of terrorism. 

The people of Guam join our fellow citizens 
across the country in recognizing tomorrow as 
a Day of Remembrance. 

God Bless the United States. God Bless 
Guam. 

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
I rise in strong support of H. Res. 643. I sup-
port this resolution because although six years 
have passed since that fateful, horrific day, the 
pain and agony and sense of loss still endures 
in the hearts and minds of the American peo-
ple. More than 3,000 of our countrymen had 
the fullness of their lives snatched away from 
their families, their friends, and the commu-
nities they loved and that loved them. We can 
never forget what happened that day to the 
victims. Or to those who sacrificed their lives 
to save them. Or to our country, which suf-
fered a wound to the body politic unlike any in 
previous history. And in remembering what 
happened to us six years ago, we are re-
minded what we must do now and in the fu-
ture to redeem all of the lives lost that fateful 
day. 

Mr. Speaker, on September 11, 2001, the 
Nation watched in horror as the World Trade 
Center was transformed into a human inferno 
that claimed thousands of innocent lives. 9/11 
was a despicable act of faceless cowards who 
have no respect for human life. Across the 
United States and around the world, people of 
all ages and walks of life collectively united 
during a time of tremendous sorrow and de-
spair. It was an unforgettable day that trans-
formed the lives of many and united Ameri-
cans in a way this Nation had not seen since 
World War II. 

Mr. Speaker, during this commemoration 
Americans turn toward each other. We seek to 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 12:59 Jul 14, 2010 Jkt 059102 PO 00000 Frm 00021 Fmt 0688 Sfmt 9920 E:\BR07\H10SE7.000 H10SE7er
ow

e 
on

 D
S

K
5C

LS
3C

1P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 B
O

U
N

D
 R

E
C

O
R

D



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, Vol. 153, Pt. 17 24093 September 10, 2007 
embrace, we seek to love, we still mourn the 
nearly 3,000 Americans whose lives were vi-
ciously taken on September 11, 2001. I stand 
before this House today simply to offer my 
deepest sympathy and that of my constituents 
of the 18th Congressional District of the State 
of Texas. 

Six years ago, in the immediate aftermath of 
the attacks on our country, many brave people 
heroically, tirelessly, and courageously partici-
pated in an extraordinarily difficult and dan-
gerous rescue and recovery effort, in many 
cases voluntarily putting their own well-being 
at risk. Others jeopardized their lives to bring 
the terrorist to justice or to bring justice to the 
terrorized. 

The war in Afghanistan, Operation Enduring 
Freedom was a just war. An attack on one, 
was an attack on all. It was an attack on our 
way of life. It was an attack on our deepest 
and most cherished beliefs. It was an attack 
on the freedom and liberty embedded in the 
foundation of this Nation. Since that memo-
rable day our war efforts have been deferred 
from its original purpose and many lives lost 
have yet to receive justice. Six years later and 
Osama bin Laden still roams free. American 
blood and treasure are being depleted for a 
country unyielding to change. 

As Operation Enduring Freedom showed, a 
united America can never be defeated. The in-
domitable Armed Forces of the United States 
swiftly toppled the Taliban and liberated Af-
ghanistan and was hard on the heels of 
Osama bin Laden, who was trapped in Tora 
Bora. But before they could bring this mass 
murderer to justice, they were inexplicably di-
verted to Iraq, where the President had 
launched a new war against an enemy that 
posed no immediate threat to the security of 
America and had no involvement in the attack 
of September 11. In dividing our Armed 
Forces between Afghanistan and Iraq, this Ad-
ministration divided the American people and 
alienated friendly nations who were helping us 
to win the Global War on Terror. 

Mr. Speaker, we will do everything in our 
power to prevent a tragedy like 9/11 from ever 
occurring again. Americans will not live in fear 
of a terrorist like Osama bin Laden. First re-
sponders should and will be equipped with all 
the tools necessary to meet the needs of the 
American people. Thus, today we celebrate 
the unsung heroes, and the families who sur-
vived them, and rededicate ourselves to pro-
tecting and securing the lives of the American 
people from any future threats. 

So horrific and traumatic were the events of 
September 11 that is engraved in our minds 
as well as our hearts. A day when time literally 
stood still and people from all walks of life 
came together. A day where many of us can 
vividly recall exactly where we were and what 
we were doing. September 11 was a day that 
shook the whole world witnessed. 

Mr. Speaker, throughout the history of the 
United States there have been few events that 
have had transformative impact on the people 
of the country. For my parents’ generation the 
death of President Franklin Roosevelt was 
such an occasion. For my generation, the as-
sassination of President Kennedy in 1963 is a 
moment that lives with us forever. The explo-
sion of the Shuttle Challenger in 1986 left a 
traumatic and indelible impression on my chil-

dren’s generation. The morning of September 
11, 2001 is a day all living Americans will re-
member forever. 

Today, six years later, my heart still grieves 
for those who perished on flights United Air-
lines 93, American Airlines 77, American Air-
lines 11, and United Airlines 175. When the 
sun rose on the morning of September 11, we 
were all oblivious to the devastation that would 
later plague the Nation. None of us knew that 
it would end in an inferno in the magnificent 
World Trade Center Towers in New York City 
and the Pentagon and in the grassy fields of 
Shanksville, Pennsylvania. How I wish we 
could have hugged and kissed and held each 
of the victims one last time. 

I stand here remembering those who still 
suffer, whose hearts still ache over the loss of 
so many innocent and interrupted lives. My 
prayer is that those who lost a father, a moth-
er, a husband, a wife, a child, or a friend will 
in the days and years ahead take comfort in 
the certain knowledge that they have gone on 
to claim the greatest prize, a place in the 
Lord’s loving arms. And down here on the 
ground, their memory will never be forgotten. 

We will always remember September 11 as 
the day that brought the whole world together. 
Many people lost their loved ones. Mr. Speak-
er, as hard as it is to believe, out of a tragedy 
so overwhelming and horrific, something good 
and great emerged. In the midst of September 
11, there were no Republicans or Democrats. 
There were no Northerners or Southerners or 
West or East Coasters. We were not Red 
State or Blue State. We were all simply Ameri-
cans. On that day, we were united in our 
shock and anger and sadness. More impor-
tantly, we were united in our resolve to defend 
our country and protect the freedoms that 
have made America the greatest country in 
the history of the world. 

As we continue to pray for the families of 
the victims and reflect upon that defining mo-
ment in our history, we are inspired by the fact 
that we are a people determined to defend our 
way of life. But for the better part of six years, 
we had allowed ourselves to be held hostage 
by the fear and anger that overwhelmed us on 
September 11. Over time hearts have healed 
and a new sense of hope and security has de-
veloped amongst the people of this Nation. 
Since that horrific day many lives have contin-
ued to be sacrificed and it is time to bring our 
troops home and unite once more as a Nation 
that serves as the home of the brave and the 
free. 

As we move forward we hold true to the fact 
that 9/11 is a day that we will never forget. 
September 11 will never and should never be 
just another day in the hearts and minds of all 
people of the United States; but rather a day 
to reflect on the lives lost and the undying 
hope that prevails within the hearts and minds 
of the American people. Although the future is 
uncertain we can hold true to the strong will 
and compassion that united our Nation during 
a day meant to divide and destroy us. We, the 
110th Congress have an obligation to protect 
the American people from harm and ensure 
that a tragedy such as 9/11 never happens 
again. 

Mr. Speaker, I believe all Americans want 
their country to remain safe, free, and invul-
nerable to another cowardly attack like the 

one we experienced six years ago. We owe 
that much to the Americans who lost and gave 
their lives. We owe it to them to ensure that 
their children and loved ones will never again 
experience such pain, suffering, and loss. We 
can do this. We must do this. But to bring this 
new future into being, we need a new direc-
tion from the present course. 

I urge all members to join me in supporting 
H. Res. 643. 

Mr. MORAN of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today in remembrance of the tragic events that 
took place on September 11, 2001. On that 
crisp fall morning, we lost nearly 3,000 Amer-
ican lives in an event that shook this Nation to 
its core, violently searing the depths of our 
consciousness. 

Six years removed from that infamous day, 
we continue to mourn the victims, praise the 
first responders’ heroics and seek out our en-
emies who committed such heinous, inhuman 
acts. It is still hard to comprehend what could 
drive someone to take their own life in order 
to kill others. 

What we do know is that the forces propel-
ling the destruction and devastation of 9/11 
were hatred, intolerance and fanaticism. Un-
derstanding what triggers this fervor of hate 
and how to mitigate its ascension is the key to 
ensuring our Nation’s long term security. 

As we continue to move forward from 9/11, 
the importance of well equipped, highly trained 
first responders and a robust but constitu-
tionally balanced intelligence gathering appa-
ratus remains paramount to our homeland se-
curity. 

The immediate and heroic emergency re-
sponse to the attacks on the Pentagon from 
Arlington County’s fire and police departments 
remind us that localities—not just the Federal 
Government—will play the integral role in any 
and all homeland security efforts. Further, 
sound intelligence and the regularity today 
with which law enforcement and agencies 
share intelligence across jurisdictional bound-
aries, which has proven difficult in the past, 
will lower the possibility of future attacks. 
Complacency is not an option, but the 
progress we’ve made in these areas has put 
us on the right track. 

Mr. Speaker, coming to terms with the reali-
ties of a post-9/11 world has been difficult for 
our Nation. But to honor the lives of those lost 
and protect our current and future generations 
it is our responsibility to continue doing every-
thing within our power—in line with our values 
as Americans—to ensure that a tragedy of this 
magnitude never occurs again. 

Mr. DINGELL. Mr. Speaker, six years ago, 
America awoke on a sunny Tuesday morning 
to learn we were under attack. Today, we 
once again pause to reflect upon those who 
lost their lives that day, and those they left be-
hind. We remember the bravery of the fire-
fighters, policemen, emergency responders, 
and volunteers who charged up the stairs of 
the twin towers or into the inferno of the Pen-
tagon. We remember the passengers on Flight 
93, whose sacrifice in the fields of Pennsyl-
vania saved countless lives elsewhere. We re-
member the ordinary Americans who gave 
something of themselves that day or in the 
weeks that followed, by volunteering at ground 
zero, by giving blood, or donating money. 

As we think about that day, and the way it 
changed us all, we must also ask ourselves 
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whether we have done enough to honor the 
memories of the many victims of the attacks. 
I am pleased that on this September 11, Con-
gress can finally say that it passed legislation 
to implement the recommendations of the 
independent bipartisan 9/11 Commission. 
However, we cannot be complacent, and must 
continue to improve the security of our ports, 
borders, and other critical infrastructure. Fi-
nally, as Osama Bin Laden’s latest video re-
minds us, those who perpetrated the Sep-
tember 11th attacks are still at large. We must 
ensure that our military has the resources it 
needs to track down those responsible for the 
attacks. 

As Americans gather to remember Sep-
tember 11, 2001, let us reflect upon the fact 
that on a day that will be remembered as one 
of the worst for America, Americans were at 
their best. Maintaining the spirit of unity that 
brought us together in the aftermath of those 
attacks is perhaps the way that we can best 
honor the memories of those who died. 

Mr. ENGEL. Mr. Speaker, six years have 
passed since America lost our innocence and 
terrorism struck at the root of our Nation’s soil. 
I rise today in strong support of H. Res. 643, 
which recognizes September 11 as a day of 
remembrance. 

Mr. Speaker, I am a New Yorker, born and 
bred. I love our city. I was in New York when 
this tragedy occurred. I would often say to my 
children when we were in New York, look at 
the skyline, look at the World Trade Center. It 
was so invigorating. It makes me feel so won-
derful just to be in this city, the city I love, the 
city in which I was born. 

We New Yorkers are a tough breed; but I 
have to tell my colleagues, six years ago 
when I drove over the George Washington 
Bridge to return to Washington and I took a 
look at the Manhattan skyline and saw the 
Twin Towers were not there, in its place I saw 
only smoke and fire and it deeply affected me. 

Mr. Speaker, when I think of the victims, the 
men, women and children who lost their lives; 
the firemen, the policemen who went there to 
save people’s lives, and lost their lives, I am 
saddened. People who went to work, like mil-
lions of people across our great country go to 
work to earn a living to support their families, 
they went to work and so many were killed by 
terrorists for simply going about their daily 
lives. Some of these were my constituents and 
their families continue to mourn this great loss. 

Six years later we have far more to do. The 
terrorist ringleader, Osama bin Laden remains 
on the lam. We also know many of those 
brave individuals who sought to rescue and 
then recover the victims of this tragedy, are 
now becoming ill due to exposure to environ-
mental toxins at Ground Zero. Today these 
brave volunteers, area residents and students 
still lack a comprehensive federal plan to pro-
vide treatment and monitoring of their ail-
ments. This is unconscionable. 

I am proud to join with my NY Colleagues 
this week to introduce the 9/11 Health and 
Compensation Act. This bill would ensure that 
everyone exposed to the Ground Zero toxins 
has a right to be medically monitored and all 
that are sick have a right to treatment. It would 
also rightfully provide compensation for loss 
by reopening the 9/11 Compensation Fund. 

Today, I feel sorrow in our remembrance of 
the tragedy of 9/11. We will never forget what 

happened that day. But we must look forward 
and right the wrongs our Nation has perpet-
uated against our own heroes and provide 
them with the care and compensation they so 
desperately deserve. Mr. Speaker, I urge all 
Americans to pause and reflect on the tremen-
dous loss of life that day, and how so many 
sacrificed so much for their fellow Americans. 

Ms. SOLIS. Mr. Speaker, on this sixth anni-
versary of the terrorist attacks of September 
11, 2001, we, as a Nation, honor the memo-
ries of the nearly 3,000 Americans who were 
killed on that tragic day. However, honoring 
their memories requires more of us than sim-
ply remembering and celebrating the lives of 
the victims of those horrific acts of violence. 
To truly honor their memories we, as a Nation, 
must recommit ourselves to ensuring that such 
acts never happen again. 

The House of Representatives stepped up 
to meet this challenge by passing a sweeping 
security bill within the first 100 hours of the 
new Congress and ushering it into law on Au-
gust 3, 2007. This 9/11 bill finally enacts the 
recommendations of the bipartisan 9/11 Com-
mission 21⁄2 years after they were made and 
6 years after the terrorist attacks. This com-
prehensive legislation is long overdue but will 
make our Nation stronger, our cities and 
towns more secure, and our families safer. 

Six years after the attacks of September 11, 
America’s coastal cities are still dangerously 
vulnerable to a devastating attack. A nuclear 
weapon smuggled into the port of a large U.S. 
city could kill millions. However, only 5 percent 
of U.S.-bound containers are scanned before 
they leave overseas ports. The 9/11 bill makes 
millions of Americans safer by requiring that 
100 percent of U.S.-bound seaborne con-
tainers are scanned before leaving foreign 
ports within 5 years. 

Six years after the attacks on September 
11, millions of American air travelers remain at 
risk because almost 3 million tons of air cargo 
that is transported each year on passenger 
airplanes remains unscreened. This is out-
rageous. The 9/11 bill ensures better protec-
tion for American families by mandating that 
100 percent of cargo on all aircrafts undergo 
screening within 3 years. 

Six years after the attacks on September 
11, it is shameful that most first responders 
across the country, including those in Los An-
geles, still do not have the critical communica-
tions equipment necessary to do their jobs ef-
fectively. The 9/11 bill finally makes first re-
sponders a priority, ensuring that they get the 
interoperable communications equipment they 
require by creating a stand-alone grant pro-
gram at the Department of Homeland Security, 
authorized at $400 million a year. 

A comprehensive approach to ensuring 
homeland security, the 9/11 bill takes many 
critical steps that are necessary to keep Amer-
ica more secure from terrorist attacks. These 
include: 

Authorizing over $4 billion to improve rail 
and mass transit security over the next 4 
years; 

Ensuring that high-risk areas receive ade-
quate homeland security funding; 

Aggressively preventing terrorist travel; 
Adequately funding important programs that 

prevent terrorists from acquiring WMD; 
Better protecting our critical infrastructure 

and; 

Strengthening intelligence and information 
sharing with local law enforcement. 

The 9/11 bill is one of the most important 
pieces of legislation enacted by the new Con-
gress. Long overdue, this bill better protects 
America from the threat of terrorism by finally 
enacting the recommendations made by the 
bipartisan 9/11 Commission a full 21⁄2 years 
after they were issued. Now, Congress owes 
it to the American people to perform strong 
oversight over the Department of Homeland 
Security to make certain that it implements the 
bill’s critical provisions. On this anniversary of 
the September 11 attacks, the American peo-
ple have the commitment of the new Congress 
to take whatever steps necessary to further 
protect our country. 

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Speaker, today I 
join every American in remembering Sep-
tember 11 and the victims who so tragically 
lost their lives in an unspeakable act of vio-
lence. We all grieve with the families they left 
behind and are deeply grateful for the rescue 
workers and ordinary citizens that displayed 
extraordinary humanity and bravery. 

We owe it to them to make our Nation and 
the world safer. 

The new Democratic majority in Congress is 
bringing about effective change in the way our 
Nation confronts the threat of terror. The re-
cent passage into law of the 9/11 Commis-
sion’s recommendations was an important, 
though overdue, step to making our homeland 
more secure. 

But those who lost their lives or put them-
selves in harm’s way on 9/11 deserve more. 
The administration’s ill-advised war in Iraq un-
dermines a significant opportunity to bring 
Osama bin Laden and the real perpetrators to 
justice. It is my hope that we as a Congress 
will work together to reverse this course and 
refocus our efforts. We still have much work to 
do to recover from this tragedy, to protect our 
liberty, and to regain our credibility and stature 
in the eyes of the world. 

Mr. PERLMUTTER. Mr. Speaker, I rise to 
commemorate the anniversary of September 
11, 2001. It was a day that our enemies had 
hoped to show America’s weakness, but in-
stead showed our enormous strength and our 
enduring commitment to the values on which 
this Nation was founded. 

The tragedies that unfolded in New York, 
Virginia, and Pennsylvania on September 11 
took the lives of nearly 3000 individuals, 
Americans and others. These men, women, 
and children were killed because they lived in 
a country where toleration, freedom, and com-
passion are guiding principles. Many of those 
lost were brave first-responders who entered 
burning buildings, selflessly placing the inter-
est of strangers above their own. All those 
who were killed that day left voids in the 
hearts of their families and communities. But 
their memory and spirit continue to endure in 
us all, and reinforce our commitment to the 
freedoms and ideas for which they died. 

Moreover, everyday since September 11, 
tens of thousands of Americans work tirelessly 
in our communities to prevent terrorist attacks 
from happening again. Our hospitals, fire de-
partments, and law enforcement officials all 
have redefined their mission to protect, pre-
pare, and respond as part of the War on Ter-
ror. Meanwhile, overseas the brave members 
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of the American military and intelligence com-
munity continue to pursue and destroy terrorist 
organizations like al Qaeda and the Taliban. 

Mr. Speaker, September 11 was a defining 
day in the history of the United States. Al-
though we lost many great Americans, our Na-
tion united in a cause to honor their memory 
and win the long-term struggle against ter-
rorism. And in this struggle, we will win while 
protecting the freedom and way of life for 
which our enemies fight us. We continue to 
honor the memory of those lost and we strive 
to do them justice. 

Mr. SHULER. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
remember one of our Nation’s darkest days, 
and one of its finest hours. 

None of us will ever forget the tragic events 
of September 11, 2001. Nor will we ever for-
get the images of firefighters, police officers, 
emergency medical technicians, and other first 
responders placing themselves in harm’s way 
at the World Trade Center and the Pentagon. 
We will never forget the passengers of United 
Flight 93, whose heroism may well have 
saved the United States Capitol. We will never 
forget the way this Nation joined in prayer and 
determination in the days which followed. And 
we will never forget the outpouring of support 
from our friends throughout the world. 

In my home in western North Carolina, 
young men and women answered the chal-
lenge of a nation thrown suddenly into war, as 
new volunteers signed up for the Armed 
Forces, and reservists and Guardsmen read-
ied for deployment. In the 6 years which fol-
lowed, these brave citizens and their families 
have sacrificed through multiple deployments 
and hazardous service in Afghanistan, Iraq, 
and throughout the world. Since that time, 
many have been wounded, and 6 young men 
from my district have made the ultimate sac-
rifice. The thoughts and prayers of a grateful 
nation will always be with them and their fami-
lies. 

In the years since that tragic September 
day, our Nation has stepped up its vigilance at 
home and abroad. I am proud of the efforts of 
our local law enforcement officials to improve 
training and expertise in our communities to 
identify potential threats and prevent any fu-
ture attacks. I would also like to recognize all 
of those who stand guard in our Nation’s intel-
ligence and Federal law enforcement commu-
nities, and all Americans serving abroad to re-
duce the conditions that breed terrorism and 
to increase hope in distant lands. 

This Congress has taken the important 
steps of implementing the recommendations of 
the 9–11 Commission and enhancing home-
land security efforts, however there is still 
work to be done. Our ports remain vulnerable, 
and our borders remain porous. Hurricane 
Katrina exposed serious problems with our 
Nation’s disaster response mechanisms, and it 
is unclear how far we have come in fixing 
those problems. I am committed to working 
with my colleagues to address these problems 
and ensure the safety of all Americans. 

So today we remember, as we look forward. 
I join with all my colleagues in today in hon-
oring the memory of those who lost their lives 
on September 11th, remembering those who 
have sacrificed defending our Nation since 
that day, and praying for those who continue 
to serve our Nation today. 

Mr. FORTUÑO. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
express my deep sorrow to the families and 
friends of the nearly 3,000 men and women 
who perished in the terrorist attacks on Sep-
tember 11th 2001. On this day 6 years ago, 
our great country was attacked. Yet, the ter-
rorists were not seeking our money or our 
land. They were out to destroy what we stand 
for: Freedom, democracy, and the American 
dream. It seems we have come a long way 
since that dreadful September morning; yet, 
on a daily basis, we live with the memory of 
all those who passed away. 

Today, Americans remember the courage 
and bravery we witnessed from the countless 
civilians, police officers and firefighters who 
fought the terrorists and ran into the destroyed 
buildings while many others would have run 
from them. We will never forget these heroes 
for giving their lives so they may save the 
lives of others and the freedom of all. 

I join my fellow Members of Congress, not 
as a Republican or a Democrat, but as a 
proud American, in expressing our sincere 
gratitude to those who showed us the true 
spirit of our Nation. 

May God bless them and continue to bless 
our men and women overseas who fight for 
the principles we stood for. 

Mr. NADLER. Mr. Speaker, I was unable to 
be in Washington, DC on September 10, 2007 
when the House considered H. Res. 643, 
commemorating the terrorist attacks of Sep-
tember 11, 2001. I ask that the RECORD reflect 
that had I been present, I would have voted 
‘‘aye’’ on rollcall vote No. 866. 

It is hard to believe that 6 years have 
passed since that fateful day when terrorists 
struck the World Trade Center in my district in 
New York, and hijacked planes that crashed 
into the Pentagon and in Pennsylvania. Sep-
tember 11th exposed significant vulnerabilities 
in our homeland security, and much of the last 
6 years has been spent trying to fill these 
holes and make us more secure. 

I am proud of the progress we have made 
to address homeland security, Earlier this 
year, Congress passed H.R. 1 finally imple-
menting all of the 9/11 Commission rec-
ommendations. Included in that bill was a pro-
vision I championed to fill the gaps in our port 
security system. This provision requires that 
within five years every shipping container must 
be scanned before coming to the United 
States so that terrorists cannot smuggle dead-
ly weapons into this country through our ports. 
H.R. 1 also created a new rail and transit se-
curity program, increased risk-based home-
land security grant funding, included measures 
to secure loose nuclear material overseas, 
and required 100 percent screening of air 
cargo. 

Despite the progress that has been made, 
we still have not fulfilled our moral obligation 
to the victims of the September 11th terrorist 
attack, which includes not just the people who 
live and work and go to school in the area 
around Ground Zero, but also the emergency 
response workers who came from all over the 
country to aid in the recovery and who are 
now sick as a result of exposure to World 
Trade Center toxic dust. 

This week, I, along with Congresswoman 
MALONEY and Congressman FOSSELLA intro-
duced essential, new legislation that ensures 

that everyone exposed to World Trade Center 
toxins, no matter where they may live now or 
in the future, would have a right to high-quality 
medical monitoring and treatment, and access 
to a re-opened Victim Compensation Fund for 
their losses. Whether you are a first responder 
who toiled without proper protection; or an 
area resident, worker or student who was 
caught in the plume or subject to ongoing in-
door contamination; if you were harmed by 
9/11, you would be eligible. This bill builds on 
the best ideas brought to Congress thus far 
and on the infrastructure already in place pro-
viding critical treatment and monitoring. 

What is also troubling is that 6 years have 
passed, and the Environmental Protection 
Agency has yet to conduct a comprehensive 
testing and cleanup program to remove World 
Trade Center dust from area buildings. A re-
cent GAO report confirms the horrible reality 
that to this day, due to their negligence and in-
action, the EPA cannot say with certainty that 
even a single building in the area is free of 
World Trade Center contamination. As such, 
we cannot know how many more people will 
become sick because of lingering environ-
mental toxins in their homes, workplaces and 
schools. The Administration must act imme-
diately to design and implement a new, proper 
testing and cleaning program. 

For many of us, the effects of 9/11 are al-
ways present in our hearts and minds. But I 
hope that the 9/11 anniversary will serve as a 
reminder to others that we must fulfill our 
moral obligation to remove the threat of 9/11 
contamination and to provide health care for 
those who are sick as a result of it. My col-
leagues and I will not stop fighting until this 
obligation is met. 

Mr. RUSH. Mr. Speaker, I would like to 
voice my full support for H. Res. 643, recog-
nizing September 11 as a day of remem-
brance, extending sympathies to those who 
lost their lives on September 11, 2001, and 
their families, honoring the heroic actions of 
our Nation’s first responders and Armed 
Forces, and reaffirming the commitment to de-
fending the people of the United States 
against any and all future challenges. 

Six years after that infamous day, the emo-
tional scars are still laid bare for millions of 
Americans. While many of our citizens lost 
families members, friends, and loved ones in 
the attacks of that day, we all lost the sense 
of safety and security that we had enjoyed be-
fore the greatest terrorist attack ever on Amer-
ican soil. 

I am proud of how we came together as a 
Nation and stood united against those who 
would do us harm after the reality of what had 
happened sank in. Indeed, I cannot remember 
another singular event that caused that type of 
wholehearted solidarity, not only between all 
Americans, but between all citizens from 
around the world who stood with the United 
States against evil and tyranny after that fate-
ful day. 

Mr. Speaker, this is what makes it even that 
much more heartbreaking today, that we have 
squandered much of the compassion and 
goodwill towards our great country with the ac-
tions that the Administration instigated fol-
lowing September 11th. Instead of finding 
Osama Bin Laden and finishing the job 
against the Taliban in Afghanistan, we fool-
ishly invaded another sovereign nation that 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 12:59 Jul 14, 2010 Jkt 059102 PO 00000 Frm 00024 Fmt 0688 Sfmt 9920 E:\BR07\H10SE7.000 H10SE7er
ow

e 
on

 D
S

K
5C

LS
3C

1P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 B
O

U
N

D
 R

E
C

O
R

D



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, Vol. 153, Pt. 1724096 September 10, 2007 
had nothing to do with the terrorist attacks, 
and one that had never threatened our coun-
try. 

Instead of capitalizing on the goodwill that 
was genuinely felt by citizens around the 
globe to help us fight terrorism and mark a 
new beginning in global cooperation and 
friendship, the President instead turned com-
passion and empathy into resentment and an-
tipathy towards the United States by attacking 
another country without provocation or cause. 

Mr. Speaker, it is our job as Representa-
tives of this great country to repeal this failed 
policy of preemptive war. We must begin the 
business of uniting this country and winning 
the hearts and minds of the citizens of the 
world. America must regain its place as the 
leader of the free world, not through brute 
force and military might, but with the charac-
teristics that put us there in the first place: 
compassion, generosity, empathy, and humil-
ity. In doing this we can ensure that those who 
died on 9/11 did not do so in vain, and we can 
ensure that those who sought to topple our 
great democracy and shake the American 
spirit have only succeeded in doing the very 
opposite. 

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Maryland (Mr. 
HOYER) that the House suspend the 
rules and agree to the resolution, H. 
Res. 643. 

The question was taken. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the 

opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being 
in the affirmative, the ayes have it. 

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, on that I 
demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the 
Chair’s prior announcement, further 
proceedings on this motion will be 
postponed. 

f 

RECESS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair 
declares the House in recess until ap-
proximately 6:30 p.m. today. 

Accordingly (at 6 o’clock and 20 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess 
until approximately 6:30 p.m. 

f 

b 1830 

AFTER RECESS 

The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order by the Speaker pro 
tempore (Mr. KAGEN) at 6 o’clock and 
30 minutes p.m. 

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, proceedings 
will resume on motions to suspend the 
rules previously postponed. 

Votes will be taken in the following 
order: 

H. Res. 257, by the yeas and nays; 
H. Res. 643, by the yeas and nays. 
The first electronic vote will be con-

ducted as a 15-minute vote. The second 
electronic vote will be conducted as a 
5-minute vote. 

f 

SUPPORTING THE GOALS AND 
IDEALS OF PANCREATIC CANCER 
AWARENESS MONTH 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the vote on the mo-
tion to suspend the rules and agree to 
the resolution, H. Res. 257, as amended, 
on which the yeas and nays were or-
dered. 

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Illinois (Mr. 
DAVIS) that the House suspend the 
rules and agree to the resolution, H. 
Res. 257, as amended. 

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 330, nays 0, 
not voting 102, as follows: 

[Roll No. 865] 

YEAS—330 

Abercrombie 
Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Allen 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrett (SC) 
Barrow 
Bartlett (MD) 
Becerra 
Berman 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Boozman 
Boren 
Boucher 
Boustany 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Braley (IA) 
Broun (GA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Buyer 
Camp (MI) 
Cantor 
Capito 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carson 
Carter 
Castle 
Castor 
Chabot 
Clarke 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 

Coble 
Cohen 
Cole (OK) 
Conaway 
Cooper 
Costa 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (KY) 
Davis, David 
Davis, Lincoln 
Davis, Tom 
DeFazio 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly 
Drake 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Edwards 
Ehlers 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emanuel 
Engel 
English (PA) 
Etheridge 
Farr 
Fattah 
Feeney 
Ferguson 
Filner 
Flake 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Fossella 
Foxx 
Frank (MA) 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gerlach 
Giffords 
Gilchrest 
Gillibrand 

Gingrey 
Gohmert 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Gordon 
Graves 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Hayes 
Herseth Sandlin 
Hill 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hobson 
Hodes 
Hoekstra 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Hulshof 
Inglis (SC) 
Inslee 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
Jindal 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones (NC) 
Jones (OH) 
Jordan 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Keller 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kind 
King (IA) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Klein (FL) 
Kline (MN) 
Knollenberg 
Kucinich 
Kuhl (NY) 
LaHood 
Lamborn 
Lampson 

Langevin 
Lantos 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 
Lewis (KY) 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lowey 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Mack 
Mahoney (FL) 
Manzullo 
Markey 
Marshall 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCaul (TX) 
McCollum (MN) 
McCotter 
McCrery 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHenry 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
McNulty 
Meek (FL) 
Melancon 
Mica 
Michaud 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Musgrave 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Oberstar 

Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor 
Paul 
Payne 
Pearce 
Pence 
Peterson (MN) 
Peterson (PA) 
Petri 
Pickering 
Pitts 
Poe 
Pomeroy 
Porter 
Price (GA) 
Price (NC) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Rangel 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Renzi 
Reyes 
Richardson 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (MI) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Ross 
Roybal-Allard 
Royce 
Ruppersberger 
Ryan (OH) 
Ryan (WI) 
Sali 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Saxton 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schmidt 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Shadegg 
Shays 
Shea-Porter 

Sherman 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Souder 
Space 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stearns 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor 
Terry 
Thompson (MS) 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Turner 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Visclosky 
Walberg 
Walden (OR) 
Walsh (NY) 
Walz (MN) 
Wamp 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Welch (VT) 
Weldon (FL) 
Weller 
Wexler 
Whitfield 
Wicker 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (OH) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Wynn 
Yarmuth 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—102 

Ackerman 
Baker 
Barton (TX) 
Bean 
Berkley 
Berry 
Blumenauer 
Bonner 
Bono 
Boswell 
Boyd (FL) 
Boyda (KS) 
Butterfield 
Calvert 
Campbell (CA) 
Cannon 
Capps 
Capuano 
Carney 
Chandler 
Clay 
Conyers 
Costello 
Cubin 
Culberson 
Davis (AL) 
Davis, Jo Ann 
Deal (GA) 
DeGette 
Doolittle 
Doyle 
Emerson 
Eshoo 
Everett 

Fallin 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gonzalez 
Granger 
Hall (TX) 
Hastert 
Hastings (WA) 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Higgins 
Hinchey 
Hooley 
Hunter 
Israel 
Issa 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, Sam 
Kaptur 
Kilpatrick 
King (NY) 
Lee 
Linder 
Lipinski 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lucas 
Lynch 
Maloney (NY) 
Marchant 
Matheson 
McCarthy (CA) 
Meeks (NY) 
Miller, Gary 

Mitchell 
Moran (KS) 
Murtha 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Perlmutter 
Platts 
Pryce (OH) 
Rahall 
Ramstad 
Reynolds 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (KY) 
Rohrabacher 
Roskam 
Rothman 
Rush 
Salazar 
Sessions 
Shimkus 
Simpson 
Skelton 
Smith (TX) 
Solis 
Stupak 
Sullivan 
Tancredo 
Thompson (CA) 
Towns 
Velázquez 
Waters 
Weiner 
Westmoreland 
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b 1855 

Mr. KING of Iowa changed his vote 
from ‘‘nay’’ to ‘‘yea.’’ 

So (two-thirds being in the affirma-
tive) the rules were suspended and the 
resolution, as amended, was agreed to. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

Stated for: 
Mrs. NAPOLITANO. Mr. Speaker, on Mon-

day, September 10, 2007, I was absent during 
the recorded vote on H. Res. 257—Supporting 
the goals and ideals of Pancreatic Cancer 
Awareness Month. Had I been present, I 
would have voted ‘‘yea’’ on the motion to sus-
pend the rules and agree to H. Res. 257. 

Ms. SOLIS. Mr. Speaker, during rollcall vote 
No. 865 on September 10, 2007 I was un-
avoidably detained. Had I been present, I 
would have voted ‘‘yea.’’ 

f 

RECOGNIZING SEPTEMBER 11 AS A 
DAY OF REMEMBRANCE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the vote on the mo-
tion to suspend the rules and agree to 
the resolution, H. Res. 643, on which 
the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Maryland (Mr. 
HOYER) that the House suspend the 
rules and agree to the resolution, H. 
Res. 643. 

This will be a 5-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 334, nays 1, 
not voting 98, as follows: 

[Roll No. 866] 

YEAS—334 

Abercrombie 
Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Allen 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrett (SC) 
Barrow 
Bartlett (MD) 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berman 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Boozman 
Boren 
Boucher 
Boustany 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Braley (IA) 
Broun (GA) 

Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Buyer 
Camp (MI) 
Cantor 
Capito 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carson 
Carter 
Castle 
Castor 
Chabot 
Clarke 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Coble 
Cohen 
Cole (OK) 
Conaway 
Cooper 
Costa 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (KY) 

Davis, David 
Davis, Lincoln 
Davis, Tom 
DeFazio 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly 
Drake 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Edwards 
Ehlers 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emanuel 
Engel 
English (PA) 
Etheridge 
Farr 
Fattah 
Feeney 
Ferguson 
Filner 
Flake 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Fossella 
Foxx 
Frank (MA) 
Franks (AZ) 

Frelinghuysen 
Gerlach 
Giffords 
Gilchrest 
Gillibrand 
Gingrey 
Gohmert 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Gordon 
Graves 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Hayes 
Herseth Sandlin 
Hill 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hobson 
Hodes 
Hoekstra 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Hulshof 
Hunter 
Inglis (SC) 
Inslee 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
Jindal 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones (NC) 
Jones (OH) 
Jordan 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Keller 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kind 
King (IA) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Klein (FL) 
Kline (MN) 
Knollenberg 
Kuhl (NY) 
LaHood 
Lamborn 
Lampson 
Langevin 
Lantos 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 
Lewis (KY) 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lowey 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Mack 
Mahoney (FL) 

Manzullo 
Markey 
Marshall 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCaul (TX) 
McCollum (MN) 
McCotter 
McCrery 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHenry 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
McNulty 
Meek (FL) 
Melancon 
Mica 
Michaud 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Musgrave 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor 
Paul 
Payne 
Pearce 
Pelosi 
Pence 
Peterson (MN) 
Peterson (PA) 
Petri 
Pickering 
Pitts 
Poe 
Pomeroy 
Porter 
Price (GA) 
Price (NC) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Rangel 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Renzi 
Reyes 
Reynolds 
Richardson 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (MI) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Ross 
Roybal-Allard 
Royce 
Ruppersberger 
Ryan (OH) 

Ryan (WI) 
Sali 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Saxton 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schmidt 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Shadegg 
Shays 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Souder 
Space 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stearns 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor 
Terry 
Thompson (MS) 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Turner 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Visclosky 
Walberg 
Walden (OR) 
Walsh (NY) 
Walz (MN) 
Wamp 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Welch (VT) 
Weldon (FL) 
Weller 
Wexler 
Whitfield 
Wicker 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (OH) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Wynn 
Yarmuth 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NAYS—1 

Kucinich 

NOT VOTING—98 

Ackerman 
Baker 
Barton (TX) 
Berkley 
Berry 
Blumenauer 
Bonner 
Bono 
Boswell 
Boyd (FL) 
Boyda (KS) 
Butterfield 

Calvert 
Campbell (CA) 
Cannon 
Capps 
Capuano 
Carney 
Chandler 
Clay 
Conyers 
Costello 
Cubin 
Culberson 

Davis (AL) 
Davis, Jo Ann 
Deal (GA) 
DeGette 
Doolittle 
Doyle 
Emerson 
Eshoo 
Everett 
Fallin 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 

Gonzalez 
Granger 
Hall (TX) 
Hastert 
Hastings (WA) 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Higgins 
Hinchey 
Hooley 
Israel 
Issa 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, Sam 
Kaptur 
Kilpatrick 
King (NY) 
Lee 
Linder 
Lipinski 

Lofgren, Zoe 
Lucas 
Lynch 
Maloney (NY) 
Marchant 
Matheson 
McCarthy (CA) 
Meeks (NY) 
Miller, Gary 
Mitchell 
Moran (KS) 
Murtha 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Perlmutter 
Platts 
Pryce (OH) 
Rahall 
Ramstad 
Rodriguez 

Rogers (KY) 
Rohrabacher 
Roskam 
Rothman 
Rush 
Salazar 
Sessions 
Shimkus 
Simpson 
Smith (TX) 
Solis 
Stupak 
Sullivan 
Tancredo 
Thompson (CA) 
Towns 
Velázquez 
Waters 
Weiner 
Westmoreland 

b 1903 

So (two-thirds being in the affirma-
tive) the rules were suspended and the 
resolution was agreed to. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

Stated for: 
Ms. SOLIS. Mr. Speaker, during rollcall vote 

No. 866 on September 10, 2007 I was un-
avoidably detained. Had I been present, I 
would have voted ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mrs. NAPOLITANO. Mr. Speaker, on Mon-
day, September 10, 2007, I was absent during 
the recorded vote on H. Res. 643. Had I been 
present, I would have voted ‘‘yea’’ on the mo-
tion to suspend the rules and agree to H. Res. 
643. 

Mrs. BOYDA of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, in 
order to commemorate September 11 day in 
Kansas, I was unable to cast my vote for H. 
Res. 643. Had I been present for Rollcall Vote 
866, I would have voted in the affirmative. 

May God continue to bless the United 
States of America. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, I took a leave 
of absence on September 10, 2007, as I was 
attending to personal business. The following 
list describes how I would have voted had I 
been in attendance today. 

‘‘Yea’’—H. Res. 257—Supporting the goals 
and ideals of Pancreatic Cancer Awareness 
Month (Representative PLATTS—Oversight and 
Government Reform). 

‘‘Yea’’—H. Res. 643—Recognizing Sep-
tember 11 as a day of remembrance, extend-
ing sympathies to those who lost their lives on 
September 11, 2001, and their families, hon-
oring the heroic actions of our Nation’s first re-
sponders and Armed Forces, and reaffirming 
the commitment to defending the people of the 
United States against any and all future chal-
lenges (Representatives HOYER and 
BOEHNER). 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

Ms. KILPATRICK. Mr. Speaker, due to offi-
cial business in the 13th Congressional District 
of Michigan, I was unable to attend to several 
votes. Had I been present, I would have voted 
‘‘yea’’ on final passage of H. Res. 257, Sup-
porting the goals and ideals of Pancreatic 
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Cancer Awareness Month, and voted ‘‘yea’’ on 
House Resolution 643, which recognizes Sep-
tember 11 as a day of remembrance. 

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT REGARDING 9/11 
REMEMBRANCE CEREMONY 

(Mr. HOYER asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, ladies and 
gentlemen of the House, as you know, 
we will not be in session tomorrow 
night. 

Many of us remember some 6 years 
ago when we first had a meeting in the 
Capitol Police headquarters, many of 
us, after the traumatic morning and 
afternoon; and we resolved that we 
would show to the country a unity and 
a resolve that the terrorist attack 
would neither cow us nor deter us from 
the defense of freedom and liberty and 
our country and its people. 

We are now, of course, 6 years later 
and continue to be involved in a battle 
to defeat those who by terror would in-
timidate us and hurt our people and 
our country and our way of life. 

In a moment we will be led by Speak-
er PELOSI and Leader BOEHNER to the 
front steps of the Capitol. We will have 
a brief ceremony to again show to the 
country and, indeed, to the world that 
while we may have differences in de-
bate, there are no differences in our 
unity of purpose to defend our country, 
our Constitution, and our people, and 
to ensure that the friends of liberty 
around the world will know that they 
have a friend in the United States of 
America. 

So I would ask all of you to join us as 
Speaker PELOSI and Leader BOEHNER 
lead us out to the front steps on the 
House side. We will organize there, 
stand, and we will be led in the ‘‘Star- 
Spangled Banner’’ by the United States 
Marine Corps Band. We will have some 
comments by the Speaker and by the 
leader, and then we will conclude, as 
we did on that evening 6 years ago, 
with the singing of ‘‘God Bless Amer-
ica.’’ I think that was one of the most 
moving moments in my service in the 
House of Representatives. I am sure 
that many of you feel the same way. 

So, Mr. Speaker, the House will re-
main in session, but we would ask all 
Members to join, as I said, Speaker 
PELOSI, Leader BOEHNER, and myself on 
the front steps of the Capitol. We will 
proceed now. 

f 

SPECIAL ORDERS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 18, 2007, and under a previous 
order of the House, the following Mem-
bers will be recognized for 5 minutes 
each. 

THE UNJUST PROSECUTION OF 
FORMER BORDER PATROL 
AGENTS RAMOS AND COMPEAN 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 

previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from North Carolina (Mr. 
JONES) is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. JONES of North Carolina. Mr. 
Speaker, today is the 237th day of in-
carceration for two former U.S. Border 
Patrol agents. Agent Ramos and 
Compean were convicted in March of 
2006 for shooting a Mexican drug smug-
gler who brought 743 pounds of mari-
juana across our border into Texas. 
These agents have now been in prison 
for more than 7 months. 

Since the agents’ conviction, thou-
sands of American citizens and dozens 
of Members of Congress have asked 
President Bush to pardon these two 
men. Mr. Speaker, many in this coun-
try are disappointed that the present 
sentence of Scooter Libby was com-
muted while these two law enforce-
ment officers are still in prison. Mr. 
Libby did not spend one day in prison; 
yet two decorated Border Patrol agents 
with exemplary records, who were 
doing their duty to protect the Amer-
ican people from an illegal alien drug 
smuggler, are serving 11- and 12-year 
prison sentences. By attempting to ap-
prehend an illegal alien drug smuggler, 
these agents were enforcing our laws, 
not breaking them. 

Mr. Speaker, I want to thank Judici-
ary Chairman JOHN CONYERS for his 
concern and interest in this case. I also 
want to thank Foreign Affairs Sub-
committee Chairman BILL DELAHUNT, 
who, prior to the August recess, held a 
hearing to examine the Mexican Gov-
ernment’s influence in this case. I am 
hopeful that Chairman JOHN CONYERS 
will see to it that the House Judiciary 
Committee will hold a hearing within 
the next 30 to 45 days to fully examine 
this case. 

While the Senate Judiciary Com-
mittee held a hearing on this case in 
July, additional questions remain 
about how this prosecution was initi-
ated and how the U.S. Attorney’s Of-
fice proceeded in this case. Since that 
time, it has become clear that not only 
did the prosecution prevent the jury 
from hearing evidence that the smug-
gler brought a second load of drugs 
across our border, but the smuggler 
was given free access to our country 
during and after the second smuggling 
incident. 

The American people want to know, 
why did the U.S. Attorney’s Office con-
tinue to prosecute these two border 
agents even after the credibility of the 
drug smuggler was shattered? This is a 
question that U.S. Attorney Johnny 
Sutton needs to answer. By shedding 
light on the questionable actions of the 
prosecution in this case, I am hopeful 
that this gross miscarriage of justice 
can be corrected. 

Before closing, Mr. Speaker, I call on 
the White House again to look seri-

ously at the situation. These two bor-
der agents are Hispanic Americans who 
have served this Nation, and they have 
a right to justice. This is an example of 
an injustice. 

f 

b 1915 

TRIBUTE TO FOUR OF NEWARK’S 
FINEST 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
KAGEN). Under a previous order of the 
House, the gentleman from New Jersey 
(Mr. PAYNE) is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, it is with a 
heavy heart that I come to the House 
floor today. 

Over the August recess, four young, 
promising Newark, New Jersey resi-
dents were savagely gunned down exe-
cution style in a city playground while 
enjoying the last days of summer. 

On August 14, 2007, in my city of 
Newark, Terrance Aeriel, age 18, 
Dashon Harvey and Iofemi Hightower, 
both age 20, were senselessly murdered. 
Natasha Aeriel, age 19, is still recov-
ering in the hospital. 

I stand here today to pay tribute to 
their lives. While three were cut short, 
were full of courage and determination 
and continue to inspire the residents of 
Newark. 

Active in their community, these 
youths stayed above the fray. Dashon, 
Iofemi and Natasha were avid music 
lovers and played in their Newark High 
School marching bands while they at-
tended high school. Terrance, full of 
charisma, became an ordained minister 
at age 13. 

Their hard work paid off; all became 
students at Delaware State University. 
Natasha and Dashon were juniors, 
Terrance was a freshman, and Iofemi 
was about to begin classes. 

In a testament to how they lived 
their lives, Natasha, who has under-
gone many major surgeries and is still 
recuperating, provided the police with 
many key details that led to the appre-
hension of six suspects. Without her 
input, some of the suspects may have 
evaded capture. Her bravery and perse-
verance is an inspiration for others 
who, for various reasons, fail to speak 
up for what is right at times. 

While I know that their families and 
the community are going through a 
trying time, I hope they take comfort 
in the legacy that these four young 
adults had created. It can be said that 
this senseless crime cut short their 
promise, that their destinies went un-
filled. I beg to differ. In the short time 
that they were alive, their lives epito-
mized consciousness, fortitude and 
dedication to family and friends. They 
have and will continue to serve as role 
models for the young and old in the 
city of Newark. 

Mr. Speaker, I stand here today to 
recognize three lives that ended too 
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soon, and one that is still brimming 
with possibilities. Let us not remember 
Terrance Aeriel, Dashon Harvey and 
Iofemi Hightower for the senseless 
crime that took their lives, but for the 
lives that they led. As Natasha Aeriel 
continues to recover, I commend her 
for her bravery and conviction. I wish 
to convey my sorrow and condolences 
again to their families. 

f 

HONORING THE FIRST 
RESPONDERS OF SEPTEMBER 11 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 

previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. POE) is recog-
nized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. POE. Mr. Speaker, 6 years ago 
today, most Americans were going 
about their business, and then we woke 
up to the next day, September 11, 2001. 
I was not yet in Congress at that time, 
but I was a judge in Texas. And I was 
driving to the courthouse when I was 
listening to country western music, 
and it was interrupted about an air-
plane that crashed into the World 
Trade Center. And a few minutes later, 
a second airplane crashed into the 
World Trade Center. 

And about that time, as I was driving 
my jeep, I noticed that other folks on 
the road had pulled off to the side of 
the road, all doing the same thing, lis-
tening to the radio, hearing the news 
from New York. And then we heard 
more news. We heard about a third air-
plane, where some good folks in Penn-
sylvania took matters into their own 
hands. And later we learned why that 
plane crashed in Pennsylvania; it did 
not crash in Washington, DC at the 
White House or even this Capitol. And 
finally, we heard about a fourth air-
plane, a plane that crashed not far 
from here into the Pentagon. 

And at the end of that day, like 
many Americans, I was watching tele-
vision and noticed all of the news re-
ports about the World Trade Center 
and about the Pentagon, and followed 
that day, as most Americans, intensely 
observing and being concerned about 
our country. 

As I was watching television that 
afternoon, over the skies of Houston, 
Texas, where I’m from, the 147th Air 
National Guard were flying those F–16s 
on patrol over our skies and over our 
refineries, over our ports. But as I was 
watching television, I noticed that 
when those planes hit the World Trade 
Center, that there were thousands and 
thousands of people, good people, peo-
ple of all races, all nationalities, both 
sexes and all ages, when those planes 
hit the World Trade Center, they were 
trying to get away from that terror in 
the sky as fast as they could. They 
were running as hard as they could. 
Nothing wrong with that, but that’s 
what they were doing, fleeing that 
enemy that attacked us on our soil. 

But I also noticed that there was an-
other group of people, not very many, 

but as soon as those planes hit the 
World Trade Center, they were running 
as hard as they could to get to that ter-
ror that had crashed into our buildings 
in New York City. Who were they? 
Emergency medical technicians, fire-
fighters and police officers, because 
that’s what they do; they respond first 
to terror, domestic or international. 

And while today, Mr. Speaker, it is 
very important that we remember the 
thousands of people who died on Sep-
tember 11, 2001, it’s equally important 
that we remember the people who 
lived, that were allowed to live because 
our police officers, our firefighters and 
our emergency technical folks were on 
the job, saving those lives of those peo-
ple who were in the World Trade Cen-
ter. Amazing Americans, those individ-
uals, many of whom lost friends that 
were trying to get into the World 
Trade Center, people that they had 
known all their lives, but they did it 
because it is their duty and because it 
was the right thing to do. 

Of course we have to remember and 
need to remember the plane that 
crashed into the Pentagon as well. And 
across the street from the Pentagon is 
Arlington National Cemetery, where 
we bury America’s warriors from all 
wars since the war between the States. 
And on duty that day, when that plane 
came low across this land and crashed 
into the Pentagon, at Arlington Na-
tional Cemetery, at the Tomb of the 
Unknown Soldier, those soldiers were 
on duty. They did not leave their post. 
They stayed there throughout the en-
tire episode. Amazing people, our mili-
tary. 

So it’s incumbent upon us not only to 
remember those that died, those that 
lived because of our first responders, 
but we need to remember that we did 
not ask for this war, and we must deal 
with it wherever it takes us through-
out this world. 

And that’s just the way it is. 
f 

RECOGNIZING THE SIXTH ANNI-
VERSARY OF THE SEPTEMBER 11 
ATTACKS AND THE NEED TO 
REFOCUS OUR ATTENTION ON 
THE GLOBAL WAR ON TERROR 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 

previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Maryland (Mr. CUMMINGS) 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker, to-
morrow marks 6 years since America 
experienced its worst foreign terrorist 
attack. I send my solemn prayers to 
the families of the victims and the sur-
vivors of the September 11 attack, 
where nearly 3,000 persons lost their 
lives. 

Although no amount of time can ever 
bring back the ones you cherish or 
erase the memories of the tragic event, 
it is my hope that their wounds have 
begun to heal. 

While the world and the United 
States mourned the loss of innocent 

lives that day, we also sought answers 
as to who had attacked us and what 
would be our next steps. Rather than 
focusing on those responsible for orga-
nizing these attacks, President Bush 
and his administration diverted our ef-
forts and refocused our resources to 
fight the global war on terror by wag-
ing war against the regime of Saddam 
Hussein via a preemptive strike. The 
administration presented its erroneous 
case by drawing on allegations that 
Iran had weapons of mass destruction, 
that it was a clear threat to the United 
States, and that it was connected with 
al Qaeda. 

While failing to gain the support of 
the global community, this administra-
tion continued on with its ill-conceived 
stance on Iraq, convincing the major-
ity of the Congress to vote in favor of 
entering a war where only 5 years later 
we continue to pay heavily. 

And what exactly has been the cost? 
It has cost over $450 billion in tax-
payers hard-earned dollars, according 
to the Congressional Research Service. 
It has left families of servicemembers 
and the larger population mourning 
the deaths of over 3,750 servicemem-
bers, 69 of those being from the great 
State of Maryland. It has resulted in a 
strained family situation for those who 
endure multiple deployments, and has 
led to strikingly low levels of recruit-
ment and retention of our mid-career 
armed servicemembers. 

It has undercut our efforts to ensure 
adequate protection of the home front 
because much of the needed equipment 
has been left behind unaccounted for in 
Iraq, as the National Guard testified 
before a Senate committee last April. 

It has belabored the economy, where 
the Government Accountability Office, 
GAO, has reported that the United 
States simply cannot continue spend-
ing at its current rate. And it has, in 
reality, resulted in the establishment 
of al Qaeda in Iraq, as reported by the 
National Intelligence Estimate. 

Mr. Speaker, the GAO testified before 
the House Armed Services Committee, 
upon which I sit, last week that only 
three of the 18 benchmarks established 
by the Congress have been met. Four 
have been partially met, and 11 have 
not been met at all. Specifically, only 
two of the nine security-related bench-
marks were met, two were partially 
met, and five not met at all. 

Furthermore, in a hearing before the 
House Armed Services Committee on 
Thursday, September 6, the Jones Com-
mission made clear that political rec-
onciliation is a key component of re-
solving the issue of sectarian violence. 
Accordingly, political reconciliation 
requires the diplomatic and inter-
national support of the global commu-
nity. Presently, the President and this 
administration’s efforts to gain this 
pivotal support are less than adequate. 
The Bush administration, as it has 
done in the past, continues to try to 
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buy the patience of this Congress and 
the American people by pulling for ex-
cuses. 

Mr. Speaker, 5 years ago I expressed 
my disapproval of the war by voting 
against the United States military op-
erations in Iraq. 

Today, I still remain unwavering in 
my support of our troops and the ur-
gent need to make a responsible and 
timely redeployment of our men and 
women in uniform as a means to end 
the continued bloodshed. 

I urge my colleagues to support our 
troops, support saving taxpayer dol-
lars, and support the victims of Sep-
tember 11 by ushering in measures that 
will ensure diplomatic multilateral and 
bilateral support for political reconcili-
ation in Iraq. A more focused and more 
determined strategy that will refocus 
and better utilize our efforts to fight 
the global war on terror is necessary to 
ensure that the victims of September 
11 have not died without adequate ret-
ribution. 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

f 

b 1930 

DEMOCRACY, FREEDOM, AND 
JUSTICE WILL REIGN IN AMERICA 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Texas (Ms. JACKSON-LEE) 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr. 
Speaker, I wanted to come to the floor 
today as we commemorated one day 
early the 6 years since 9/11. 

Most of us just came from the steps 
of the east side of the United States 
Capitol bringing back memories of how 
we went together, united, on that day, 
September 11, 2001, to show the world 
and to reinforce America’s values that 
we would not be deterred, democracy 
would reign, freedom would reign, and 
justice would reign in this Nation. 

But I come this evening to again ex-
press my deepest sympathy for those 
families that still mourn and those 
who still bear the emotional scars and, 
of course, those who remain injured 
from that fateful day. I remember 
being here in the United States Capitol 
in a meeting. Of course, our minds 
would never have imagined and could 
not conceive of what we were about to 
expect as we heard people running 
through the Capitol knocking on doors, 
not being able to explain just what was 
happening. 

Of course, those who wished to con-
tinue the day’s business did not under-
stand that our lives would never be the 
same. We finally recognized that there 
was something out of the ordinary hap-
pening. As we, in essence, escaped from 
this building without much informa-
tion or understanding, watching over 
our shoulder the billowing black smoke 
of the Pentagon, rumors abounded. 
There were thoughts, suggestions, ru-

mors or facts that planes were heading 
for a number of places, including the 
United States Capitol in Washington, 
DC. 

On that day, we saw the loss of lives 
of those in the Twin Towers and the 
airplanes in the skies. We are reminded 
of those souls who steered that plane 
away from the United States Capitol 
that landed in the fields of Pennsyl-
vania. We hold all of these souls dear 
to our heart. Over the weekend, I was 
able to catch, as I was passing by our 
television, a documentary on engine 54 
in New York. It is my understanding 
that all 15 of those that were on duty 
on that day lost their lives. 

Today I stand to salute all of the 
first responders and to highlight the 
firefighters who went into those build-
ings and never came out, and all other 
rescuers who likewise went into the 
buildings and never came out. 

As a member of the Homeland Secu-
rity Committee, we vowed, after the 
creation of this committee, to never 
have this happen again. Unfortunately, 
there is much work to be done. We 
challenge, and we are challenged, to be 
dutiful and diligent in making sure 
that cargo on airplanes does not get 
unscreened by TSA, that we are as-
sured that airports in the front and the 
back are secure, and that we are look-
ing keenly at America’s transportation 
system of buses, trains, and highways. 
We owe that to the American people. 

Then, Mr. Speaker, as we listened to 
General Petraeus and to Ambassador 
Crocker today, we owe them a real war 
on terror and that is to be able to join 
with the world’s allies, our allies, and 
fight the war on terror, fight it and win 
it in Afghanistan, find Osama bin 
Laden and bring a political reconcili-
ation to Iraq so that we can bring our 
soldiers home. Fueling the fires of Al 
Qaeda and allowing them to come to 
Iraq in 2005 does not pay tribute to 
those who died on 9/11. 

As I hold in my hand the American 
flag, I stand here today to recommit 
myself and to ask my colleagues as 
they come to this floor to recommit 
themselves to those lives that were 
lost, those families that mourn, that 
we will be a Nation united under truth, 
fighting the war on terror, making 
that our number one priority, and that 
we will pay tribute to the United 
States military, those who have served 
in Iraq, Afghanistan and places around 
the world, and make a final and impor-
tant decision that the political rec-
onciliation for Iraq must be in the 
hands of a sovereign people and a sov-
ereign nation of Iraq. 

It is time now to bring our soldiers 
home. The war on terror continues. We 
will never be daunted by that. We 
stand against the terrorists. But we 
must do it rightfully and truthfully. 
We must join together, win the war on 
terror, bring our soldiers home so that 
war can be broadened and we can be 

victorious on behalf of the people of 
the United States and those who lost 
their lives in that war. 

f 

REPORT ON IRAQ BY GENERAL 
PETRAEUS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 18, 2007, the gentleman from Geor-
gia (Mr. GINGREY) is recognized for 60 
minutes as the designee of the minor-
ity leader. 

Mr. GINGREY. Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 

Mr. Speaker, as the gentlewoman 
from Texas who just preceded me stat-
ed, we just completed a memorial dedi-
cation remembrance ceremony on the 
steps of the Capitol as Members on 
both sides of the aisle came together 
led by our distinguished Speaker, our 
distinguished majority leader, and our 
distinguished minority leader. We 
came together in a very bipartisan way 
to once again pay tribute to the lives 
that were lost, indeed, and to their 
families, and to our first responders 
and the lives that were lost on their 
part and, of course, the City of New 
York on that great tragic day, that 
great tragedy that occurred 6 years ago 
today, Mr. Speaker. 

Before we went to the steps, the ma-
jority leader made a statement to our 
colleagues on this floor, which I fully 
support and endorse. I paraphrase his 
comments, but basically what Mr. 
HOYER said to us, just a few minutes 
ago, was that the terrorists, the ex-
tremists, those who hate our way of 
life and hate everything about this 
country, our great country, brought us 
to our knees, but they didn’t bring us 
down. And they will never bring us 
down. 

I absolutely agree that it showed the 
resolve of the American people that 
they can’t bring us down. They got our 
attention, absolutely. And, Mr. Speak-
er, today, of course, also is the day 
that General Petraeus, the commander 
of Multinational Force Iraq, the four- 
star general, the combatant com-
mander on the ground in Iraq, along 
with our ambassador to Iraq, Ryan 
Crocker, gave their report to the Amer-
ican Congress, to the House of Rep-
resentatives, they will do the same 
thing over the next couple of days to 
the Senate, and directed this report to 
the House Armed Services Committee 
and the House Foreign Affairs Com-
mittee. 

Mr. Speaker, there were 111 Members 
of those two respective committees 
present for this hearing today, which 
went on almost 7 hours. It was an op-
portunity for Members on both sides of 
the aisle to come together to listen 
carefully to a report that we mandated 
in our emergency supplemental spend-
ing bill that was passed March of this 
year, some 6 months ago. 

Mr. Speaker, the thing that bothered 
me about this report was that in this 
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town, last week, in this Congress, in-
deed, we heard nothing but negative 
comments about the messenger and 
what he might bring in regard to this 
report to suggest that it would be less 
than honest. Mr. Speaker, the New 
York Times today ran an article that 
basically showed a picture of General 
Petraeus and said, underneath the cap-
tion of that picture, General Petraeus 
is General Betray Us, to suggest, Mr. 
Speaker, that this general, our combat-
ant commander of Multinational Force 
Iraq, would lie to the American people 
for some political advantage. 

At this time, Mr. Speaker, I want to 
yield to my friend from Mississippi. I 
think that he may have a copy with 
him of that particular ad. I will be 
happy now to yield to the gentleman 
from Mississippi (Mr. WICKER). 

Mr. WICKER. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
my friend for yielding. I thank him for 
the remarks that he has already made. 

Actually, it is not usually my prac-
tice to come before this House and de-
fend the New York Times. But it was 
actually an advertisement, a full-page 
advertisement taken out in the New 
York Times by the ultra-leftist group, 
moveon.org. I have a copy of it right 
here. 

Mr. Speaker, it is by George Soros 
and moveon.org. It says: ‘‘General 
Petraeus or general betray us? Cooking 
the books for the White House.’’ I was 
astonished to see even moveon.org at-
tack the messenger as they did today 
and attack the credibility and integ-
rity and, if you please, the patriotism 
of this great servant who has served so 
many years in the military and who 
was confirmed unanimously in the 
United States Senate. It was and is an 
insult. It shows the level to which the 
opponents of this surge and those who 
would legislate defeat in Iraq would go. 

I was glad to see Ranking Member 
DUNCAN HUNTER and Ranking Member 
ILEANA ROS-LEHTINEN take this group 
to task during the hearing and to call 
on members of the committee at the 
hearing today to disassociate them-
selves, whether they agree with our 
policy in Iraq or not, to disassociate 
themselves from this type of smear 
tactic that we saw coming from 
moveon.org in the New York Times in 
the form of this full-page ad. 

Frankly, Mr. Speaker, I was dis-
appointed that more Members on both 
sides of the aisle didn’t rise and de-
nounce this scurrilous attack on the 
integrity of one of our great public 
servants. 

Mr. GINGREY. Mr. Speaker, I want 
to thank the gentleman from Mis-
sissippi before I yield to my colleagues, 
the gentleman from Minnesota and 
also the gentleman from Tennessee. 
But I thank the gentleman firstly from 
Mississippi for bringing that New York 
Times ad so that our colleagues on the 
floor can see just how despicable this 
is. Now, at the bottom, you can’t see 

the fine print, but moveon.org dis-
avows itself from any political affili-
ation. 

Mr. Speaker, we are going to give the 
Members of this body an opportunity 
to repudiate that ad. I have introduced 
a resolution. I understand our leader-
ship on the Republican side will have a 
resolution to just say to the Members, 
please, in a bipartisan way, this cannot 
stand, and we cannot tolerate this. I 
think we will get an overwhelming 
show of support for that resolution. 

I yield to the gentleman from Min-
nesota. 

Mr. KLINE of Minnesota. I thank the 
gentleman. I have a remark I would 
like to make in a few minutes. I know 
our friend and colleague, the gen-
tleman from Tennessee, has some com-
ments he would like to make. But I 
was struck, in view of the discussion 
we are having right here, that today in 
that hearing that the gentleman was 
just talking about, the Joint House 
Armed Services Committee and For-
eign Affairs Committee hearing, that 
General Petraeus was forced, I believe 
is the right word, to do something that 
I find absolutely extraordinary. 

b 1945 
I have got his report right here to 

Congress on the situation in Iraq. 
In the second paragraph, after he 

thanks the chairmen and ranking 
members, he says, ‘‘At the outset, I 
would like to note that this is my tes-
timony. Although I have briefed my as-
sessment and recommendations to my 
chain of command, I wrote this testi-
mony myself. It has not been cleared 
by nor shared with anyone in the Pen-
tagon, the White House or Congress.’’ 

To think, one of the finest officers in 
the American Armed Forces felt it nec-
essary to put this in the opening two 
sentences of his testimony, I find 
shocking and distressing. I am sure we 
will have more to say about that later. 

But it is not only in response to this 
scurrilous ad, unforgivable ad that 
moveon.org has written, but, frankly, 
as my colleagues here know, there have 
been comments made by some of our 
colleagues directly challenging and 
questioning the integrity of General 
Petraeus. And when I saw this today, I 
was just appalled that we have reached 
that point. 

Mr. GINGREY. The gentleman is so, 
so right. Here we are talking about a 
four-star general, West Point graduate, 
35 years of military service, third rota-
tion in Iraq, to have to put up with 
that kind of despicable attack. And, 
like I say, we are going to give our col-
leagues on both sides of the aisle an op-
portunity to repudiate that, which I 
am sure they will. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield to my good 
friend, the gentleman from Tennessee, 
Mr. WAMP. 

Mr. WAMP. Mr. Speaker, I thank the 
gentleman for his continued leader-
ship. 

It is not just General Petraeus that 
moveon.org attacks. One of the distin-
guished, I think very reasonable mem-
bers of the Democratic Caucus here in 
the house, BRIAN BAIRD of Washington 
State, also has been protested by 
moveon.org in his office since he re-
turned from Iraq in August and basi-
cally told what he saw. He came back 
and just said, this is what I saw: There 
is progress, and we shouldn’t leave pre-
cipitously because there will be major 
consequences. 

He told the truth. He is an honorable 
guy. He serves here in the House. I re-
spect him. He is a Democrat, and 
moveon sends hundreds of people to 
protest at his office. It is a political 
agenda, and it is unfortunate. 

I grew up a Democrat. The first half 
of my life I was a Democrat; the second 
half I was a Republican. I don’t think 
either party has an exclusive on integ-
rity or ideas, but I think this is so far 
over the top. 

There used to be things that we did 
in this country as Americans, not as 
Democrats and Republicans. This 
should not be about winning the next 
election or the last election. Wars 
should not divide us along Democrat 
and Republican lines, and everything 
should not be seen through that prism, 
and moveon.org is shameless to do this. 
It is shameless, this advertisement in 
The New York Times, and, as the gen-
tleman from Georgia said, everyone in 
this body should condemn what they 
are doing to try to win elections over 
our men and women in uniform in Iraq. 

My nephew is serving there in Iraq 
right now. I hate it that he would turn 
around and see this in a full page ad in 
a major newspaper against the most 
equipped leader to lead our forces in 
Iraq that our country has to offer, pe-
riod, is who this is. 

For them to slander him in this way 
for political gain is un-American. What 
they have done is un-American. They 
have the right under the Constitution 
to say it, and we have the right as 
Americans to reject it, and everybody 
in this House should do that. 

Three main things, while I have an 
opportunity to speak tonight. 

The mission is just. We lose sight of 
that sometimes, that our men and 
women in uniform are doing and car-
rying out what is right for our country 
at this very volatile time in world his-
tory. 

It is also easy to forget that over half 
the Democrats in the United States 
Senate and almost half the Democrats 
in the U.S. House of Representatives 
voted to remove Saddam Hussein by 
force. And others will come and say, 
oh, George Bush sold us a bunch of bad 
information. 

Listen, if there was any bad informa-
tion, everyone had the same informa-
tion, and many of us voted, from both 
sides of the aisle, to remove Saddam 
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Hussein by force. It is just very con-
venient now to say, oh, that was them 
and not me. 

It is hard to take responsibility for 
your actions. It is hard to stand before 
the American people and say we need 
to work through this together. We need 
to stand behind our troops until they 
prevail, until we have victory and not 
retreat in Iraq, instead of saying this is 
all about them. It used to be in this 
country about us. We did things like 
this together, and we didn’t retreat so 
the world would see us walk away from 
our commitments. This mission is just, 
number one. 

Number two, the military has been 
extraordinary. They have been great. 
You heard General Petraeus say that 
today. What the Marines have done in 
Anbar, the progress that has been made 
there, it wasn’t even hardly covered by 
the GAO report. They didn’t even talk 
about the extraordinary success, civil-
ian casualties way down, 80 percent 
success in the Anbar Province. 

The moderates are even siding up 
with us and saying ‘‘We don’t like al 
Qaeda. They are cutting off our peo-
ple’s fingers. They are killing our chil-
dren. We want to fight with the Ameri-
cans against these insurgents.’’ 

That is not the way it was before we 
strengthened our forces and had this 
success in Anbar. The military is per-
forming in an extraordinary way and 
the tribal governments are now siding 
with us. That is progress by any defini-
tion. 

The military is succeeding in Iraq. 
You may not want to hear it, because, 
as one of your distinguished leaders 
said, you are in trouble politically if 
we succeed as a Nation in Iraq. That is 
what he said. I hated that he said it. 
That is terrible. That is an indictment 
on politics in America. We all win if we 
beat these terrorists in Iraq. Everyone 
in this country wins. The military is 
succeeding. 

Number three, the political progress 
in Iraq is not happening. That is true. 
We need to be honest about it. I wish 
personally we could get rid of the 
Maliki government because I think it 
is deplorable. But we promoted free 
elections and that is what we got, and 
we can’t very well turn around now and 
say, oh, we didn’t like who you elected. 
Get rid of him. They have got to do 
that. That is the tough work of free-
dom. They have got to do that. I hope 
they do. But that is up to them. Politi-
cally, we are not succeeding the way 
we need to succeed in Iraq, and all of us 
in this House have an obligation to 
come together and see that through to 
completion. 

Let me just close with this: I have 
worked for 13 years in a bipartisan 
way. I have scars on my back to prove 
it. I have made people on my side of 
the aisle livid with some of the posi-
tions that I have taken working with 
the other side. But I will not—— 

Mr. WICKER. Amen. 
Mr. WAMP. You didn’t have to say 

‘‘amen.’’ 
But I will not cooperate with anyone 

for our soldiers, sailors, airmen and 
marines to walk away in defeat or to 
leave prematurely before we can hold 
our head up and say ‘‘America has suc-
ceeded with this just mission in Iraq.’’ 

I don’t want to stay for 5 years or 10 
years. I think it is a matter of months 
before we can see real, live redeploy-
ments. But the military leaders need to 
do that. It doesn’t need to happen on 
the floor of the U.S. House of Rep-
resentatives. We can’t micromanage 
this war, and we sure as heck shouldn’t 
be sending signals that we are going to 
pull them out, because that is the 
worst thing we can do for the long- 
term interests of our country. 

The Middle East is in chaos. The Wall 
Street Journal said it well last week. 
The worst religious and political pa-
thology in the history of the world is 
in the Middle East, and now you add to 
that nuclear weapons, terrorism, IEDs 
and control of the world’s oil supplies, 
there is a lot at stake. 

This is not Vietnam. Nothing like it. 
Nothing like it. It is a whole lot worse, 
the stakes of losing in Iraq. I believe 
that deep in my soul, and I am going to 
continue to say that on the floor of 
this House. We need to stand together 
as a Nation and stand together behind 
our men and women in uniform until 
we can leave in victory and drive back 
this terrorist threat at this point we 
are fighting in Iraq. 

Mr. Speaker, I thank the gentleman 
for the time. 

Mr. GINGREY. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman from Tennessee, because 
he knows of what he speaks and he 
speaks it well. 

You know, this situation with the ad 
that the gentleman from Mississippi so 
kindly brought to the floor so all of our 
colleagues who may not have seen it in 
the newspaper this morning would have 
an opportunity to know exactly of 
what we are speaking about tonight, 
the gentleman from Tennessee sug-
gested that sometimes people want 
somebody else to do their dirty work. 

Mr. Speaker, look at this first slide 
to my left. Here is the quote: ‘‘No one 
wants to call Petraeus a liar on na-
tional TV, noted one Democratic Sen-
ator, who spoke on the condition of an-
onymity. The expectation is that the 
outside groups will do this for us.’’ 

This was last week, an anonymous 
Democratic Senator being interviewed 
by Politico.com. 

Well, lo and behold, it looks like one 
these outside groups indeed are doing 
the dirty work of calling General 
Petraeus ‘‘General Betray Us.’’ How 
despicable. 

As I said just a few minutes earlier, 
Mr. Speaker, we are talking about a 
gentleman, a patriot, a great leader 
who has served this country honorably 

and selflessly for over 35 years. He has 
risked his life in combat. He accepted 
lengthy deployments away from his 
family to defend our Nation and its 
citizens from its enemies. 

For this, Mr. Speaker, he deserves 
the respect, the admiration and grati-
tude of every single American, and not 
disgraceful slander from despicable 
groups like moveon.org. Is that PHIL 
GINGREY coming up with an original 
statement? No. I am quoting Senator 
JOE LIEBERMAN. God bless Senator 
LIEBERMAN. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield to our distin-
guished colleague, the gentlewoman 
from North Carolina, VIRGINIA FOXX. 

Ms. FOXX. Thank you, Mr. GINGREY. 
I appreciate your allowing me to join 
you and these other very articulate 
people who are here tonight speaking 
on this issue. 

I was not here as a Member of Con-
gress on 9/11/2001, but I am very pleased 
to be here tonight. As we were outside 
singing The Star Spangled Banner and 
our colleagues in the majority were 
talking about our being united, I was 
thinking about the fourth verse of The 
Star Spangled Banner, which very sel-
dom gets sung, but I think is some-
thing that is so appropriate for the 
time that we are in right now. 

This is the way it goes. I know it by 
heart, but I didn’t want to take a 
chance tonight, so I am going to look 
at my notes just in case. It is really my 
favorite verse. 
‘‘O, thus be it ever when free-men shall 

stand, 
Between their lov’d homes and the war’s des-

olation; 
Blest with vict’ry and peace, may the 

heav’n-rescued land 
Praise the Pow’r that hath made and 

preserv’d us as a nation. 

Then conquer we must, when our cause it is 
just, 

And this be our motto: ‘‘In God is our trust.’’ 
And the star-spangled banner in triumph 

shall wave 
O’er the land of the free and the home of the 

brave.’’ 

When Francis Scott Key wrote those 
words in 1814, they meant a lot. They 
mean just as much or more now, and I 
am, like my colleagues, absolutely ap-
palled at the approach that has been 
taken to the situation that we are in 
now by many on the Democratic side. 

It is appalling that they would ques-
tion the integrity of the very men and 
women who are giving them the chance 
to stand up and lambaste them and 
slander them the way they are. They 
completely have forgotten what hap-
pened on 9/11. Many American people 
have forgotten. They don’t understand 
the threat that this country is under 
and what we are doing to preserve our 
freedom. 

There is such irony in the fact that 
these people would get up and say this 
again against the people who are risk-
ing their lives so they can stand up in 
the safety of this country and speak 
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freely. It just absolutely blows my 
mind that they are able to do that. 
They are being given the ability to 
speak freely by people risking their 
lives and people losing their lives every 
day. 

There is an arrogance of this Con-
gress too, I think, the arrogance that 
demanded this report, the arrogance 
that says we are failing, when, in the 
face of all of the statistics, things are 
going so much better. There is an arro-
gance that says that if there is no 
strong national government, then 
things aren’t going right. 

You know, people have forgotten 
that this country was founded to have 
a strong local and State governmental 
structure, and the local and state gov-
ernmental structures in Iraq are work-
ing well. No, it is not going as well as 
the national level, but compare what 
we have done with what they have 
done. We have accomplished very little 
under the leadership of this Demo-
cratic house in the last 8 months; very, 
very little. You compare that to what 
they have been able to achieve and 
think about us. 

I spoke to a class today, three class-
es, actually, in my district, and I said 
to those students, the American people 
really don’t realize in many ways the 
radical idea that this country was 
when we were formed. When people 
came to the United States, before it 
was the United States, they came here 
for freedom. They came seeking free-
dom. All they had ever known was free-
dom. 

b 2000 
When Britain tried to clamp down on 

us, people said we are not going to put 
up with that. All the people in this 
country have ever known is freedom. 
All the people of Iraq have ever known 
is repression. We have asked them to 
do in a couple of years what took many 
years to develop in this country; and, 
again, it was a totally radical idea 
never perpetuated anywhere before. 
And yet they are doing very well at the 
local and provincial level, just like we 
did. 

And now this Congress comes in and 
says if you don’t have a strong national 
government, you have nothing. You are 
a failure. That is just not true. And I 
am simply appalled, too, at the people 
who want us to lose. How can they not 
understand the impact of our losing 
the war against the radical Islamic 
jihadists? This is not a war in Iraq; this 
is a worldwide war. One piece is in Iraq, 
and in many ways we are blessed that 
we have a concentration there where 
we can deal with it, because we are 
stopping them all over. They have not 
attacked us again. We have success-
fully defended ourselves from another 
attack, but they simply do not want to 
acknowledge it. All they see are the 
negatives, nothing positive. 

And I, again, am appalled at the atti-
tude of the people who want the United 

States of America to fail. My attitude 
to them is if you can find a better place 
to live, go live there. If you can’t, then 
stay here, help us defend this country. 
Help us support our troops willingly to 
fight for our freedom. Help us to bring 
liberty to other places in the world. 
Then we will see a safe world. If not, go 
someplace else and live. 

Mr. GINGREY. I thank the gentle-
woman from North Carolina with such 
prescient words she brings to us. 

I want to bring my colleagues’ atten-
tion to the next poster I have got. I am 
going to give two quotes, one from 
General Petraeus from the hearing 
today and the other from Ambassador 
Crocker. 

First from General Petraeus: ‘‘To 
summarize, the security situation in 
Iraq is improving, and Iraqi elements 
are slowly taking on more of the re-
sponsibility for protecting their citi-
zens. Innumerable challenges lie ahead. 
However, coalition and Iraqi security 
forces have made progress towards 
achieving sustainable security. As a re-
sult, the United States will be in a po-
sition to reduce its forces in Iraq in the 
months ahead.’’ That was from the tes-
timony of General David Petraeus. 
Later in the hour we will talk a little 
more about specific recommendations 
for troop withdrawal that General 
Petraeus made. 

I will read that quote from Ambas-
sador Crocker in just a minute, but at 
this point I see my friend from Mis-
sissippi is still with us, and I would 
like to yield to him, the gentleman 
from Mississippi (Mr. WICKER). 

Mr. WICKER. I appreciate my friend 
yielding, and I have also been in need 
of a poster before and not been able to 
find it. If the gentleman would put that 
quote from General Petraeus back up, I 
will refer to it while he looks for the 
other quote from the ambassador. 

To emphasize this point again, coali-
tion and Iraqi security forces have 
made progress toward achieving sus-
tainable security. Now, that is the tes-
timony of this well-respected general 
that we have entrusted with this very 
important mission. 

And it disturbs me, Mr. Speaker, that 
often the message of the accomplish-
ments doesn’t get through to the 
American people. We hear only about 
benchmarks not quite being met or ex-
pectations not quite being realized. For 
example, people point to the fact that 
an oil law has not yet been enacted by 
the leadership in Iraq and submitted to 
the Iraqi Parliament. 

As a matter of fact, as the testimony 
indicated today, oil revenues in Iraq 
are up and the revenues are in fact 
being distributed out to the local gov-
ernments and the provinces. Now, this 
is in the absence of a final piece of leg-
islation enacted by the parliament. But 
the fact remains that under this in-
terim procedure that they have now, 
the oil revenues are there. Iraq is ex-

porting oil for the first time in quite 
some time, and the oil revenues are 
being distributed out where they can 
benefit the people. That may not be a 
benchmark of legislation, but it is a 
real accomplishment; and it is the sort 
of thing that General Petraeus and 
Ambassador Crocker were talking 
about. 

Also, there has been much made of 
the fact that there has been no rec-
onciliation statute enacted into law 
over there. But as was pointed out 
today in the testimony, former mem-
bers of the Iraqi Army, former 
Baathists, if you please, are now being 
accepted into the government and 
being given pensions from the govern-
ment and many of them are being ac-
cepted back into the security forces 
there in Iraq. 

Now, a law hasn’t been passed, but in 
my opinion that is de facto reconcili-
ation and de facto amnesty for these 
people who were formerly in Saddam’s 
Iraqi Army. By the thousands, these 
people are being integrated back into 
the mainstream of Iraqi security 
forces. 

Also in the Anbar province, it is well 
known at least in this capital city that 
the sectarian leaders all across that 
province have turned on al Qaeda. They 
were in league with them a year ago. 
They have now turned on them, and 
they are helping the United States and 
coalition forces because they realize 
that their future does not lie with this 
destructive, violent al Qaeda force, but 
with the forces that would bring free-
dom and liberty and self-determination 
to more Iraqis. 

Sectarian violence is down, as Sen-
ator LIEBERMAN and Senator MCCAIN 
pointed out in their op-ed in the Wall 
Street Journal today, and I would com-
mend that to our colleagues. There is 
an excellent bipartisan piece about 
that. Sectarian violence is down all 
over the country, down 70 percent in 
Baghdad alone. So there are real ac-
complishments there. 

Certainly, as the general said, innu-
merable challenges lie ahead. The as-
sessment is optimistic, but it is sober 
and this is no rosy scenario; but there 
is much reason to be optimistic. 

Let me just say this about the feeling 
of the American people: I know that 
they are frustrated about this. This 
war has gone on longer than expected, 
and they have been conflicted about it. 
But I believe after being home for 
much of August and talking to my con-
stituents, I think the American people 
do want us to succeed in Iraq. They re-
alize that failure there, that with-
drawal there, that leaving too early 
would leave a huge void that probably 
al Qaeda would fill and probably our 
detractors in Iran would fill, and they 
know that would be a disaster. They 
want success, and I think these two 
gentlemen who testified before us give 
us a good opportunity for success. 
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A few moments ago we gathered on 

the east steps of the House of Rep-
resentatives, and we commemorated 
the sixth anniversary of the terrorist 
attacks on 9/11. Two other speakers on 
the floor today were not Members of 
the House of Representatives at that 
time. I was, and I shall never forget the 
resolve and the determination of the 
Congress, both ends of this building, 
both sides of the aisle, on that day to 
defeat these terrorists. 

The al Qaeda terrorist network that 
we are fighting in Iraq today is the 
very same network that brought down 
those two buildings in New York. They 
are the very same network that sent a 
plane crashing into the Pentagon. And 
they are the very same al Qaeda that 
had a plane headed toward Washington, 
DC, which undoubtedly was headed to-
wards the Capitol Building. 

We are still fighting al Qaeda, and I 
appreciate people like Ambassador 
Crocker and General Petraeus who are 
fighting that war as capably as they 
know how. Al Qaeda must be defeated, 
Mr. Speaker. And our best opportunity, 
our greatest chance to defeat al Qaeda 
today is to be successful in Iraq. That’s 
what I would urge my colleagues to 
support, and I believe that is what the 
American people want us to do. I thank 
my friend for calling this Special 
Order. 

Mr. GINGREY. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman from Mississippi. The 
gentleman is right, I was having a lit-
tle trouble finding that poster because 
I don’t have that poster; but I do have 
a smaller copy of it. I guess you would 
call this a slide, Mr. Speaker. 

But I did want to read this quote 
from the testimony of Ambassador 
Crocker before I call on my colleague, 
Colonel JOHN KLINE. Here is what Am-
bassador Crocker said: ‘‘A secure, sta-
ble democratic Iraq at peace with its 
neighbors is attainable. In my judg-
ment, the cumulative trajectory of po-
litical, economic and diplomatic devel-
opments in Iraq is upwards, although 
the slope of that line is not steep. The 
process will not be quick. It will be un-
even, punctuated by setbacks as well as 
achievements, and it will require sub-
stantial United States resolve and 
commitment.’’ 

I think the ambassador and General 
Petraeus served this country extremely 
well today in their testimony, and 
their facts were accurate. 

Mr. Speaker, with that I want to 
yield to my colleague on the House 
Armed Services Committee, the gen-
tleman from Minnesota (Mr. KLINE). 

Mr. KLINE of Minnesota. Mr. Speak-
er, I wanted to pick up on some of the 
comments that our friend and col-
league, the gentleman from Mis-
sissippi, was addressing when he was 
talking about some of the information 
in the testimony that we heard today 
from both General Petraeus and Am-
bassador Crocker. 

I have the testimony from General 
Petraeus here in my hand. Mr. Speak-
er, I thought I would touch on a couple 
of the points that he made. He says 
that the progress our forces have 
achieved with the Iraqi counterparts 
has been substantial. He says, I see im-
provements in the security environ-
ment. The level of security incidents 
has decreased significantly since the 
start of the surge of offensive oper-
ations in mid-June. Civilian deaths 
have declined considerably. He says 
locals have increasingly supported our 
efforts. While he says al Qaeda cer-
tainly is not defeated, it is off balance 
and we are pursuing its leaders and op-
erators aggressively. 

This report is not all rosy. General 
Petraeus made the point several times 
during the over 6 hours of testimony 
that we had today that he doesn’t want 
to look at this from a rosy standpoint 
or a pessimistic standpoint or an opti-
mistic standpoint, but from a realistic 
standpoint; and I believe that this 
great leader, this great general, this 
man of great integrity and competence 
and capability did just that for us 
today. 

One of the things that came up re-
peatedly during the hearing today was 
a reference to another report and an-
other hearing that we on the Armed 
Services Committee heard about last 
week. General James Jones, a former 
commandant of the Marine Corps, the 
former Supreme Allied Commander Eu-
rope, was the head of a commission, a 
very distinguished commission, I might 
add, one of the most experienced I have 
ever seen, that had military officers 
and senior noncommissioned officers 
and experienced law enforcement per-
sonnel go over to Iraq with the charge 
to evaluate the Iraqi security forces. 

b 2015 

Repeatedly today, and sometimes 
last week, we heard our colleagues say-
ing, well, General Jones came with a 
very pessimistic report, and he had 
great concerns that things aren’t going 
well. And one of our colleagues actu-
ally asked the question, General 
Petraeus, how do you square, how do 
you reconcile, if you will, these dif-
ferences in reports. 

And I remember thinking, Mr. Speak-
er, when I was in that Armed Services 
Committee hearing and listening to 
General Jones and his exceptionally 
well-qualified colleagues, that the 
hearing that we were experiencing was 
not at all like the news reports, per-
haps like the ads we saw earlier today, 
but was not at all like the news reports 
we had seen before the testimony in 
the Armed Services Committee. 

And just as an example, Mr. Speaker, 
I wanted to quote just a few things 
that General Jones and some of his col-
leagues said during that hearing. 

He said, our first conclusion is that 
the Iraqi security forces as a whole 

cannot yet defend the territorial integ-
rity of Iraq. This is not necessarily an 
alarming conclusion, he said. They’re 
able to do more in terms of combating 
the internal security threats to Iraq, 
and that’s positive. He said, we’ve 
noted improvement in the internal se-
curity missions such as denying the 
safe haven to terrorists, and this 
progress is likely to continue in the 
months ahead. He says, the Iraqi secu-
rity forces can bring greater security 
to the provinces in the next 12 to 18 
months, assuming a continuing rate of 
progress. He said, the impact of the 
surge has had a tactical success for 
both Iraqi and coalition forces in the 
Baghdad region. 

That doesn’t sound like a pessimistic 
report or out of step with what General 
Petraeus said today. It’s what we have 
known for some time, and I’m sure 
that my colleagues on their trips to 
Iraq have had the same experiences and 
reports that I have, and that is, that 
the Iraqi Army has been making steady 
progress but the police forces are in 
some disarray and need of major im-
provements. 

In fact, General Jones and his com-
mission recommended that the na-
tional police force, a relatively small 
group of 25,000, be disbanded and dis-
tributed to other forces and that the 
much larger Iraqi security police be 
strengthened. Again, not at all out of 
sync with what we heard today. 

And in fact, because I had heard in 
previous trips to Iraq that the Iraqi 
Army was doing well and the Iraqi po-
lice was not doing well, I said to Gen-
eral Jones, well, this seems very con-
sistent with the message that we have 
heard for some time. So I’m not sur-
prised to hear you say that, and you 
probably weren’t surprised to find that 
yourself. 

And I thought this was amazing. He 
said, and I will check my notes here to 
make sure that I’ve got this right, he 
says, I was pleasantly surprised. I’d 
been going to Iraq off and on since 2003 
in my NATO hat, and again, he was the 
commander of NATO, but I think I did 
not expect to see the will that I saw in 
the Iraqi Armed Forces to take the 
fight to the enemy. I did not expect to 
see the length and breadth of the insti-
tutions that are functioning that you 
need to support an emerging army, the 
training bases, the recruiting, the re-
cruit training, NCO schools, counter-
intelligence schools, training corps-
men. All of those things exist. We 
know that because we saw them. 

This was a very highly experienced 
group of four-star and three-star gen-
erals, sergeants major, police chiefs 
that went, and this was their assess-
ment when they came back. And again, 
this seems to me very consistent with 
General Petraeus’ report today that 
said, well, things are still tough over 
there, but the surge is working and 
we’re making progress. I know my col-
league wants to talk about some of 
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those recommendations in a bit, but I 
just want to go to one more. 

Mr. GINGREY. The point you made, 
of course, about the Iraqi national po-
lice, General Jones, you’re right. I was 
in that same hearing with Representa-
tive KLINE last week, Mr. Speaker, and 
General Jones did talk about this Iraqi 
national police force of about 25,000 
that in the past was rife with corrup-
tion, and of course, a lot of changes in 
the leadership, as General Petraeus 
pointed out today, that has occurred. 

But I think it’s important, and I 
think Mr. KLINE would agree with me, 
for our colleagues to understand that 
the press in the last week, talking 
about the Jones report, suggested that 
the entire Iraqi security force was in-
competent and corrupt when, indeed, 
49,000 is only about 10 percent of the 
550,000 Iraqi national army and com-
bined police force. So many of them 
are doing a good job, as you pointed 
out in the hearing today. 

Mr. WICKER. If the gentleman will 
just yield on that, I’m glad that both of 
my colleagues have pointed this out, 
Mr. Speaker. 

In just the short time that we’ve 
been hearing quotes from this Jones re-
port, which I very much appreciated, I 
don’t know how many times the gen-
tleman from Minnesota read the word 
‘‘progress,’’ progress in this respect, 
progress in other respects, challenges 
of course, but progress, progress, 
progress, the word ‘‘success,’’ the words 
‘‘pleasantly surprised.’’ 

So it would certainly be inaccurate 
to say that the Jones report was to-
tally negative and that the Petraeus 
report was somehow far different. So I 
very much appreciate the gentleman 
pointing that out, and I simply wanted 
to underscore the very optimistic 
words that the general had in his testi-
mony. 

Mr. KLINE of Minnesota. I thank the 
gentleman for that. Reclaiming my 
time, if it’s mine to reclaim, I’m not 
sure sometimes in these Special Orders 
whose time it is. I think it’s the gen-
tleman from Georgia’s, but I don’t 
want to have my colleagues or Ameri-
cans believe that General Jones or 
General Petraeus came with nothing 
but good news. That’s not the case. 

As we discussed earlier, the Jones 
commission recommended some major 
changes in how the police is trained 
and equipped and how it functions and 
how it’s organized, that they were 
highly critical of the Ministry of the 
Interior and how they’re functioning 
and, in many cases, failing to function. 
So there are clearly problems, but the 
Jones report, the Jones commission did 
not come back and say that all is lost 
and Iraqi security forces are all failing. 

In fact, that paragraph that I read 
quoting General Jones talking about 
how he was pleasantly surprised about 
the terrific progress of the Iraqi Army 
underscores that some good things are 
happening. 

I thought it was interesting in that 
hearing, as my colleague from Georgia 
no doubt remembers, during the ques-
tion-and-answer period, the former 
Deputy Secretary John Hamre, former 
Deputy Secretary of Defense, was 
asked some questions about what we 
should do in Iraq, should we leave or 
should we leave quickly or were things 
too bad. And he said in part, and again 
I’m quoting, but we have strategic in-
terests that are larger than just Iraq. I 
mean our continued influence and pres-
ence in the region, the ability to get 
continued access to energy resources, 
providing a counterweight to Iran. We 
have large strategic interests. Every 
one of those interests would be seri-
ously diminished if we had to crawl out 
of Iraq or run out of Iraq. 

I think that is significant, Mr. 
Speaker. He made the point that when 
we leave Iraq, we walk out of Iraq on 
our terms, having defeated in large 
measure al Qaeda and left an Iraq with 
a promising future with the violence 
under control and political progress 
being made. 

And so I just think that we have seen 
some unfortunate, really strident par-
tisan statements made in the last week 
or so, and I guess it’s unavoidable that 
people tend to go to sources that 
match their perspective. But I thought 
that the constant referring to the 
Jones Commission’s report as somehow 
undermining what General Petraeus 
was saying or not consistent with it or 
indicating that all was lost in Iraq was 
simply not correct. And these quotes 
were part of many in what I thought 
was a very thorough, complete testi-
mony and thorough hearing when we 
had the members of that commission in 
before the Armed Services Committee. 

Mr. GINGREY. Mr. Speaker, if the 
gentleman would have time to stay, I 
would be glad to yield back to him as 
we go forward, but absolutely this 
Jones report last week, I couldn’t be-
lieve what I was reading the next day 
after hearing the report and hearing 
General Jones, retired Four-Star Gen-
eral Jones, Marine, former Marine 
commandant, and Colonel Kline, a Ma-
rine, knows him well. He was one of 20 
members of that commission. 

Again, this commission was created 
by the Congress, by the new majority, 
as we passed that emergency supple-
mental spending bill back in February 
or March, 6 or 8 months ago, to tell us, 
you know, what’s the situation with 
the Iraqi security force, both army and 
the police, and not just, as we pointed 
out earlier, the national police. 

And almost to a person, the members 
of that panel who spoke, not all 20 did, 
but they gave encouraging news. They 
pointed out the shortcomings, of 
course, of the national police and the 
Iraqi police force that was not perfect. 
They didn’t give us some Pollyanna, 
glossed-over, varnished report. They 
told the truth. But as Colonel Kline 

points out, I thought it was an encour-
aging report. Of course, you would 
never have known it, Mr. Speaker, by 
the headlines the next day. So the gen-
tleman may want to comment on that. 

Mr. KLINE of Minnesota. If the gen-
tleman would yield for just a minute, 
that’s what struck me is that, very 
much like General Petraeus’ testimony 
today, the media discussion and the po-
litical discussion and the partisan dis-
cussion that led up to the testimony 
simply didn’t match the testimony 
that we heard in either of these hear-
ings. 

For example, I’m sure that many of 
our colleagues were surprised, and 
frankly I was, to hear General Petraeus 
say that it’s tough but we’re making 
progress, and we’re making progress to 
the point where I’m going to rec-
ommend that we draw down our forces 
to the presurge level of brigade combat 
teams and we do it by next July. I was 
surprised that he put that date in there 
and that certainty in there when he 
made that statement. 

He said we’re going to start drawing 
down this year, brigade combat team is 
going to come back, Marine expedi-
tionary unit is going to come back, and 
we’re going to continue to draw down 
through the spring and into the sum-
mer. And that is consistent with the 
original intent of the surge. It was 
temporary with what the Iraq Study 
Group said about a temporary surge, 
and in fact, I think it’s very consistent 
with what the Jones commission said 
as well. 

Mr. GINGREY. In fact, I think Gen-
eral Petraeus said that that Marine ex-
peditionary unit will be brought home 
next month. 

Mr. KLINE of Minnesota. I believe 
that’s right. 

Mr. GINGREY. I thank the gen-
tleman again. 

Mr. Speaker, at this time, I would 
like to yield to one of my colleagues, 
another of my colleagues I should say, 
on the House Armed Services Com-
mittee, the ranking member of the 
Subcommittee on Oversight Investiga-
tion, a new subcommittee, a good sub-
committee chaired by my good friend, 
majority member Dr. VIC SNYDER, and 
I’m speaking of the gentleman from 
Missouri, Representative TODD AKIN, 
and at this time I’d yield to the gen-
tleman from Missouri. 

Mr. AKIN. Thank you very much, and 
thank you for taking some time to run 
through a series of events that actually 
in the last couple of days seem a little 
puzzling to me, I might have to say. 

My recollection is is that General 
David Petraeus, his credentials were 
reviewed over in the other body, and 
they took a vote as to whether or not 
he was the guy that we’re going to put 
front and center to be in charge of the 
entire campaign in Iraq, and he got a 
unanimous vote in the other legislative 
body. That says an awful lot of people 
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had to vote for him to get a unanimous 
vote over there. 

Also, as I recall, it was just not so 
long ago that the Democrat party, 
who’s in charge of both the House and 
the Senate, made the request that in 
September General Petraeus would 
come before the legislature and would 
make a report as to what the findings 
were, would let us know how things 
were going. Many people were very 
skeptical about the reorganization, the 
restructuring of our war in Iraq, 
around the idea of the surge, but people 
trusted General David Petraeus. They 
trusted him because he has an excel-
lent reputation and record as a soldier, 
but he also is a straight shooter. He 
doesn’t sugarcoat things. He explains it 
the way it is. 

And so it was with some sense of 
alarm and a little bit, I have to say, 
with a sense of frustration that we saw 
in the New York Times this calling 
General Petraeus where they say ‘‘Gen-
eral Betray Us.’’ 

What we’re doing is taking somebody 
that before we thought they had good 
credibility, we’re going to guess what 
they may say to us, we think we may 
not like what he has to say, so now 
we’re going to try to destroy his rep-
utation. I think that’s a shame. 

My son has served over in Fallujah. 
As you have mentioned, I also am on 
the Oversight Committee. 

b 2030 

One of the things that has been con-
sistent with every witness, week after 
week over a period of months, every 
witness we could scrounge up, conserv-
ative, Republican, liberal, Democrat, 
you name it, the one thing those wit-
nesses said was, first of all, they said if 
we pull out of Iraq rapidly, there is 
going to be a huge bloodbath there. 

The second thing is that the whole 
region will be destabilized. Everybody 
agreed to that. Now, some people said, 
well, there is nothing we can do about 
it, so we ought to pull out now and cut 
our losses. Other ones said, no, there 
are some things we could do about it. 
But everybody agreed that a rapid 
drawdown of troops is not what we 
should be doing in America. 

After listening hour after hour to all 
these experts, I came to the conclusion 
of this simple fact, and that is, it is the 
least-cost, most logical best alter-
native for us to just go ahead and win 
the war in Iraq. 

We are more than halfway, and try-
ing to turn around and back out, make 
excuses and try to lose is just going to 
be much more costly than moving for-
ward and doing a good job. 

That’s what the general has outlined 
today in very credible testimony. I was 
very thankful that he is here. I am 
thankful that you took the time to 
help us to be able to talk about this 
very important subject about how we 
proceed and the sense of good news. 

There is a little light at the end of the 
tunnel is what it seems like to me. 

Mr. GINGREY. Light at the end of 
the tunnel, indeed. The gentleman is 
right on target. 

As we conclude this Special Order 
hour, I want my colleagues to take a 
good look at this ad that ran today in 
the New York Times. 

I know it’s hard for the Members to 
actually see the text, or you can see 
the picture; but, basically, what it 
says, the caption is: ‘‘General Petraeus 
or General Betray Us?’’ With a big 
question mark. Then under that: 
‘‘Cooking the books for the White 
House.’’ 

The first and last paragraph, I will 
quote, let me read this to you, this is 
what MoveOn.org, a political action 
committee says. 

Mr. AKIN. Isn’t MoveOn.org gen-
erally associated with the Democrat 
Party? 

Mr. GINGREY. I hope not, I say to 
the gentleman from Missouri. I think if 
you look at their funding trail though 
you would find that they haven’t con-
tributed probably too much support in 
any way, shape, or form to Republican 
Members. 

But hears what they say about Gen-
eral Petraeus: ‘‘General Petraeus is a 
military man constantly at war with 
the facts. In 2004, just before the elec-
tion, he said there was ’tangible 
progress’ in Iraq and that ‘Iraqi leaders 
are stepping forward.’ 

‘‘And last week Petraeus, the archi-
tect of the escalation of troops in Iraq, 
said ‘We say we have achieved progress, 
and we are obviously going to do every-
thing we can to build on that 
progress.’ ’’ 

Then their final paragraph, I skipped 
the middle one, they say: ‘‘Most impor-
tantly, General Petraeus will not 
admit what everyone knows: Iraq is 
mired in an unwinnable religious civil 
war. We may hear of a plan to with-
draw a few thousand American troops. 

‘‘But we won’t hear what Americans 
are desperate to hear: a timetable for 
withdrawing all our troops, General 
Petraeus has actually said, will need to 
stay in Iraq for as long as 10 years.’’ 

Finally, they say, MoveOn.org, 
today, before Congress and before the 
American people, General Petraeus is 
likely to become General Betray Us. 

In conclusion, as the majority leader 
said a few minutes ago, before we 
walked out on the steps, to commemo-
rate and honor the American people on 
the sixth anniversary of that tragedy 
of 9/11, we did that in a bipartisan way. 
This is not a political argument that 
we bring to the floor tonight, and this 
business, if we are winning in Iraq, the 
Democrats lose. If we are losing in 
Iraq, the Democrats win. If we are win-
ning in Iraq, the Republicans win. This 
is not about who wins politically. This 
is for the American people. 

We are going to win. We are going to 
let victory have a chance. We are not 
just simply blindly staying the course. 

In regard to this surge, this is ex-
actly what the Iraq Study Group, Lee 
Hamilton and former Secretary James 
Baker, recommended to the Congress; 
and this is what the President has 
done. 

I commend him for it. I think we are 
making progress; but there is, indeed, 
as the gentleman from Missouri said, 
light at the end of the tunnel, a bright 
light. We need to give victory a chance. 

f 

IRAQ AND THE MIDDLE EAST 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 18, 2007, the gentleman from Iowa 
(Mr. KING) is recognized for 60 minutes. 

Mr. KING of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, as I 
said a number of times in the past, it 
remains a tremendous honor to step 
here on the floor of the United States 
House of Representatives and address 
you about how this dialogue that we 
have across America is a great big na-
tional conversation, 300 million people, 
many of them talking about the very 
subject matter that my colleagues in 
the previous hour have discussed, and 
that being the issue of the global war 
on terror. 

Particularly, because of the hearing 
today, the joint hearing between the 
Armed Services Committee, and it used 
to be the International Relations Com-
mittee, and now it’s the Foreign Af-
fairs Committee, many of our col-
leagues in the room of the 435 Members 
of Congress, over 100 in the room and 
many others were watching television 
in offices and in gatherings around this 
Hill. There was a national conversation 
going on and taking place here. 

As we move forward with our discus-
sion, one of the things that happens is, 
as talking members of the 300 million 
people of America carry on their con-
versation, a consensus forms. As a con-
sensus forms, it works that the con-
stituents across the country call up 
and write letters and send e-mails to 
and stop in and see their Members of 
Congress and their staff. 

As that goes on, if the American peo-
ple are informed, if they are informed 
honestly and objectively, if they can 
get there, they can get their eyes and 
their hands and their ears on the facts, 
the American people often come to an 
appropriate and proper conclusion. 

But it happens to be a fact that near-
ly every week that we have been in ses-
sion in this 110th Congress, now into 
September, having gaveled in here in 
January, nearly every week, there has 
been at least one bill on the floor, that 
was a bill, I believe, sought to under-
mine our efforts in this global war on 
terror. 

Except for last week, there wasn’t 
one. Yet, the commitment that was 
made on the part of the request to Con-
gress, and on the part of our military 
and the President, was to deliver a re-
port here to Congress by September 15, 
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on or before September 15, that would 
be an objective update on the oper-
ations in Iraq, which I will stipulate 
again is the most centralized, the most 
contested battleground in this global 
war on terror. 

We all knew this report was coming, 
and today we received that report. 
That report was delivered here to Con-
gress in written form and verbally by 
General Petraeus and by Ambassador 
Ryan Crocker. 

Well, it’s interesting that when the 
date of this report became something 
that was published and people were 
aware of, that’s when the debate began. 

We started to see an intensity of the 
different amendments and the resolu-
tions that came before Congress. There 
are no resolution to unfund the war 
and call our troops home, but resolu-
tions to try to do that without having 
to admit that that was the effort. As 
each one of those resolutions came up, 
by my view, each one of them one way 
or another failed with the American 
people. The argument was continuing. 
The debate was continuing. 

The people that were invested in, let 
me say, cut-and-run policy and tactics 
in Iraq, those people thought that they 
were going to win this argument with 
the American people, before General 
Petraeus brought his report before 
Congress. That’s why those resolutions 
came to this floor every week, in my 
view, and that’s why the media was de-
livered, message after message, that 
there was a failed effort in Iraq. 

That’s also why I and many of my 
colleagues went to Iraq during that pe-
riod of time. I made my fifth trip over 
there on the last weekend of July with 
a number of my colleagues in codel 
Burgess. On that fifth trip, it’s hard to 
say, even when you go back to the 
same place, what was different. Be-
cause you will see sometimes different 
people, and you get a bit different re-
port. 

But one thing you do is get briefings, 
internal briefings, classified briefings, 
from our top officers that we have and 
compare the information that comes 
from General Petraeus and General 
Odierno and Ambassador Crocker and 
Admiral Fallon. Those people that are 
at the front of this that are in the lead 
that are calling the shots from the 
highest levels, all the way down 
through the ranks, when you walk into 
a mess hall and simply say is there 
anyone here from Iowa, pretty soon 
you have a table full, know their home-
towns and know some of the people 
that they are related to and know that 
there is an instant contact there. We 
compare notes Iowan-to-Iowan and 
then compare those notes with the 
briefings that we receive from our top 
officers. 

Close the door and have an intense, 
classified discussion with General 
Petraeus and Ambassador Crocker, 
then come back here to this Congress 

and listen to the debate and watch the 
effort here on the other side of the 
aisle, the effort that I believe was in-
vested in defeat. I will say even a sig-
nificant number are still invested in 
defeat. 

But, yet, they thought they could 
win the debate and convince the Amer-
ican people that the cause was lost in 
Iraq. They thought they could win the 
debate before General Petraeus and 
Ambassador Crocker delivered their re-
port to this Congress that it would be 
a moot point. Whatever it was that 
General Petraeus might offer today, 
they wanted to have the American peo-
ple convinced. A majority number of 
Members of Congress were convinced 
that it was a lost and failed effort in 
Iraq. 

Well, enough information came out 
from that part of the world; enough 
Members went over and saw for them-
selves. Enough Members like myself 
went into al Anbar province that, ac-
cording to General Petraeus today, was 
politically lost a year ago. It was a 
hopeless case a year ago. 

As I was there the last of July, every 
single tribal area in al Anbar province, 
and I would remind the body, that that 
is one-third, Anbar province is one 
third of the geographical area of Iraq. 
It represented over half the deaths and 
violence of Iraq. It was the center of al 
Qaeda in Iraq. Ramadi was the center 
of death for the country. 

Still, every single tribal area in the 
entire province of that one-third of 
Iraq was, a year ago, controlled by al 
Qaeda. Hamas was preaching an anti- 
U.S., anti-coalition, anti-Iraqi defense 
force message. 

But as I match the maps, as the trib-
al zones change and the sheikhs, the 
tribal leaders, got together, the they 
made a commitment to come together 
to kill al Qaeda with coalition forces 
and with Iraqi defense forces. Every 
single tribal zone, every sheikh in all 
of al Anbar province came over to the 
coalition side, to the side of freedom, 
and to the side of a free Iraqi people. 

When that happened, there was a dra-
matic sea change in al Anbar province. 
If you looked at the map of the tribal 
zones, it was already a year ago paint-
ed red because that was al Qaeda. 
Today, every tribal zone in al Anbar 
province is green, meaning they are on 
our side now, they are with us. They 
said they want to come kill al Qaeda 
with us. That was their message. 

When you see that kind of briefing, 
and you hear the briefing that came 
from General Petraeus today, but some 
of this information came out piece by 
piece, week by week, as there was an 
effort to undermine our effort in Iraq, 
came to a head today. Those who were 
invested in defeat had to make a case 
today that there was something weak 
about this military effort, something 
weak about the security effort, that 
there was something disingenuous 

about the delivery, about the report 
that was delivered today. 

What I saw today was truly two high-
ly intelligent people with worlds of ex-
perience in the Middle East, Ambas-
sador Crocker and General Petraeus. 

As I saw them with their delivery 
and their presentation and the facts 
that they laid out carefully, com-
pletely, objectively, with caution about 
those parts that aren’t going so well, 
brought out before we heard the good 
news about the parts that are going 
well, this was a stellar report that the 
American people can take to the bank. 
We don’t have all the problems solved 
in Iraq. There is a ways to go, and 
maybe a long ways to go. It’s not going 
to be easy, but it looks far better today 
than the news media has characterized 
it to be. 

So there is much to be said about 
this momentous day today, this water-
shed day today, the records that were 
accumulated from General Petraeus 
and Ambassador Crocker. As I watched 
my colleagues listen to that delivery 
and ask their questions and probe, I 
can only reflect that the people that 
came out of this thing with their integ-
rity intact were the ones delivering the 
report. The ones who were their critics 
were silenced in the end. That’s the 
conclusion that I think an objective 
media will be reporting tomorrow. 

But at this point, I recognize the gen-
tleman from Tennessee, Mr. ZACH 
WAMP. 

Mr. WAMP. It’s a privilege and an 
honor to come back down to the floor 
tonight. I want to talk on two fronts, 
really. The one is about Iraq and the 
other is the threat of radical Islam, 
Islamofascism, as some people call it; 
but I think it’s important here right on 
the cusp of the sixth anniversary, to-
morrow of 9/11, to remind our col-
leagues and our fellow countrymen 
that we are not only not out of the 
woods, but that these threats are 
grave. They are grave this week. 

It’s easy for everyone in this country 
to get lulled back into complacency or 
look for the comforts of our living 
room and shopping malls, but we face a 
huge growing and imminent threat 
from the terror itself here on our 
homeland. 

We come, as members of the Repub-
lican Policy Committee tonight, we 
just left a briefing downstairs from a 
Lebanese Christian named Brigette Ga-
briel, who wrote a book called ‘‘Why 
They Hate Us.’’ Some would ignore her, 
but, frankly, coming from that world 
and able to go on Internet chat rooms 
and read Arabic and know what’s going 
on out there, we should listen. We 
should listen very carefully to what’s 
happening in the world of radical 
Islam. 

b 2045 

I think it is very ironic that some of 
the very people who may have said a 
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few months ago, ooh, let’s embrace the 
Iraq Study Group’s recommendations 
today would say, no, too late. We even 
heard that today from distinguished 
Democrats, some of them, too late. Too 
late. Too late for what? 

Let me tell you, this is not good 
news. We’re at war. There is no good 
news. But this is positive news from 
the battlefield. And I think it’s very 
ironic that in Anbar, and now spread-
ing from Anbar originally out through 
the tribal groups and the provinces, 
where we’re making real progress is 
among the moderates, which is kind of 
the Iraq Study Group’s recommenda-
tion, is convert the moderates to allies. 
Work to get them to stand against the 
radicals; work to get the tribal leaders 
to say, al Qaeda is the enemy and we’re 
now with the Americans and our allied 
forces. That’s happening. But I’ll bet 
you some people don’t want to hear 
that positive news. That’s the reality 
on the ground. That’s important. 

I would also say, though, in a 
macroscale, where some of the Iraq 
Study Group’s recommendations can be 
very instructive today for all of us is 
we need to engage moderate Islam, not 
just in country, in Iraq, but throughout 
the world, because just the sheer num-
bers of growth within Islam, if you 
read the demographics, for instance, in 
Mark Steyn’s book, ‘‘America Alone’’ 
it’s overwhelming; 5 years out, 10 years 
out, they swamp us in population. If 
you think Americans or Europeans are 
growing as a population, we’re shrink-
ing. We are shrinking. There’s fewer 
and fewer of us every decade and mil-
lions and millions more Muslims. 

And if the moderates within Islam 
won’t stand against the radicals, that’s 
why I reach out to the gentleman from 
Minnesota here in the House. Man, if 
there are freedom-loving people within 
Islam, where are they? They need to 
speak out. They need to be aggressive, 
and more and more of them in Iraq are 
because their relatives have been killed 
by al Qaeda. And once they kill your 
relative, maybe you’re going to speak 
out. But they’re intimidated; they’re 
squashed. 

Let me give you an example. Mark 
Steyn just tells us recently of a book 
that was published called ‘‘Alms for 
Jihad; Charity and Terrorism in the Is-
lamic World.’’ A guy named Jay Mil-
lard Burr wrote it. Great research in 
Saudi Arabia where all this oil money, 
and we heard this downstairs from 
Brigette as well, using the Saudi Ara-
bian oil money to promote terrorists 
around the world, period. It’s hap-
pening. This documents, ‘‘Alms for 
Jihad,’’ how they’re funneling through 
charities. A man named Sheikh Khalid 
bin Mahfouz heads it up. The charity is 
called the Khalid bin Mahfouz or 
Blessed Relief Foundation. Millions of 
Saudi oil dollars into this charity that 
funds al Qaeda directly. This book ex-
poses the whole thing. So you need to 

go to Amazon.com or Barnes and Noble 
to get the book. But guess what? You 
can’t get it. It vanished. It was bought 
up, taken out of circulation, finan-
cially, they took the book off the mar-
ket. 

Let me tell you, folks, in this coun-
try, from Dearborn, Michigan to right 
here in Virginia, Falls Church, Vir-
ginia, oil money from the wahabis in 
Saudi Arabia training up young people 
in this country, under a global 
Shari’ah, Islamic law, bringing them 
up against America in this country 
today. 

Listen, this, to me, at the sixth anni-
versary of 9/11, is a call to action for 
Americans who’ve been lulled into 
complacency thinking that somehow 
this conflict is about Iraq. If we would 
just leave Iraq, all of our problems go 
away. 

I’ll say to you tonight, Mr. Speaker, 
this is not about Iraq. Iraq is the 
venue, it’s the theater, it’s where al 
Sadr is, it’s where the Iranians and the 
Syrians have come, it’s where they’ve 
recruited, it’s where the fight is, but 
it’s not about Iraq. It’s about us and 
radical Islam at war. That’s the the-
ater. But let me tell you, it could just 
as easily be here tomorrow. God forbid 
it, but it could be just as easily here. 

They have virtually taken some 
parts of Europe in terms of public opin-
ion. They’ve challenged laws of coun-
tries and states in their courts, chal-
lenging Islamic law should take prece-
dence, and that’s what they would like 
to see here. 

You may say, oh, he’s wild; he’s off 
the reservation. Not true. This is the 
way it is. They’re using our very po-
rous borders to come at us. And we’re 
not secure. We’re ignoring the threat. 

Let me tell you what the Wall Street 
Journal editorial said last week. It 
said, the world’s most political and re-
ligious pathologies, combine with oil 
and gas, terrorism and nuclear ambi-
tions. In short, unlike yesterday’s 
Vietnam, the greater Middle East, in-
cluding Turkey, is the central strategic 
arena of the 21st century as Europe was 
in the 20th century. This is where three 
continents, Europe, Asia and Africa, 
are joined. He goes on to say, so let’s 
take a moment to think about what 
would happen if the last Black Hawk 
helicopter took off from Baghdad 
International. And he goes on to talk 
about Iran’s influence in Iraq, 
emboldening Iran. 

Clearly, Ahmadinejad said less than 2 
weeks ago he can feel the United 
States in retreat in Iraq, and we’ve lost 
our will. And that when we leave be-
cause they force us out, Iran is pre-
pared to fill the vacuum. That’s what 
he said 2 weeks ago. We can ignore it if 
we want to. But let me tell you, a pre-
cipitous withdrawal that the left in 
this country is asking for, a forced 
withdrawal from Iraq today, will lead 
to the most destabilization in the 
world that we have seen. 

And let me tell you, this threat we 
face, nobody wants to hear this, is 
greater than the threat of Nazi Ger-
many. And if people say we had no 
business in Iraq, then we had no busi-
ness storming the beaches of Nor-
mandy because the Germans didn’t at-
tack us. But we knew it was our obliga-
tion, as the leader of freedom in the 
world, to go and save Europe from Nazi 
Germany. We did that. We’re doing it 
again, and it’s uncomfortable. 

As I said in the previous hour, my 
nephew’s over there. Specialist Jeffrey 
Watts is fighting in Iraq for us tonight. 
I’d love for my nephew to come home, 
but not until we can leave in victory; 
not until we leave an Iraq and a Middle 
East that’s more secure than they were 
yesterday; not until we can assure the 
American people that Iran is not going 
to rise up and seize control with nu-
clear weapons in the Middle East, un-
less you want to accept Armageddon. 

I actually know how the story ends. I 
know the Bible from cover to cover, 
and I’m prepared to go on across that 
river at any time. But I’ve got to tell 
you, unless you’re willing to just ac-
cept those ramifications, that’s how 
high the stakes are in Iraq. 

This is not George Bush’s war. This is 
America’s fight. We committed it to-
gether. Some people would like to 
blame it on others now and not accept 
the responsibility. But this is Amer-
ica’s fight against radical Islam, and it 
will go on for years to come, even when 
Iraq is over. And there’ll be a time 
where Iraq is not the central theater. 
I’m concerned we’re going to be fight-
ing radical Islam all the days of my 
life. 

The question is, are we going to 
stand up, as generations before us 
have, and defend freedom. Are people 
like my nephew going to be willing to 
go and stand between a real threat in 
our civilian population, because that’s 
what this is. And don’t think for a sec-
ond that it’s all about Iraq. Some peo-
ple dressed in pink would have you be-
lieve that. It’s not true. And I’ll tell 
you, what some of them are doing is 
downright un-American, and 50 years 
ago they’d have run them out of here 
on a rail. 

I’d be happy to yield back to the gen-
tleman. 

Mr. KING of Iowa. I thank the gen-
tleman from Tennessee for his deliv-
ery. And I reflect that General 
Petraeus’ last part of his prepared tes-
timony said, in closing, it remains an 
enormous privilege to soldier again in 
Iraq with America’s new Greatest Gen-
eration. Our country’s men and women 
in uniform have done a magnificent job 
in the most complex and challenging 
environment imaginable. All Ameri-
cans should be very proud of their sons 
and daughters serving in Iraq today. 

He also said that he believes that 
this is perhaps the most professional 
military to ever take to the field. And 
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I recall a discussion that we had in 
Baghdad just about 5 or 6 weeks ago, 
and the statement was made that this 
is not only the most professional but 
the best military that’s ever been put 
into the field, that’s ever gone to war. 

And one of the remarks they made, 
in addition to well-trained and brave 
and dedicated and well-equipped and 
patriotic and all of those adjectives 
that we use, one of the other ones was 
and the most perceptive. The most per-
ceptive. 

And that caught me off guard, Mr. 
Speaker. I didn’t expect that. But I un-
derstood what that meant; to have the 
perception to know the difference on 
when to shoot and when not to shoot, 
when to be the ambassador and when 
to be the soldier. That’s one of the 
hardest things, and sometimes a deci-
sion has to be made in a split second. 
And that’s what they meant by the 
most perceptive military to be sent off 
to war. 

And again, much was said today, 
much will be said about today. But at 
this point, I’d be happy to yield as 
much time as he may consume to the 
chairman of the Policy Committee 
from Michigan, Mr. THADDEUS 
MCCOTTER. 

Mr. MCCOTTER. I thank the gen-
tleman from Iowa. I just want to touch 
on some points regarding strategic 
basis of the surge and some of the 
goals, some of what we’ve heard today. 
Your indulgence. Just touch upon some 
of the general themes that our Nation 
faces in the war for freedom. 

Mistakes in the past in Iraq have 
been rectified under the Petraeus plan. 
As I have said and many here have said 
on our side of the aisle, in the early 
days of the problems of reconstruction, 
we believed that you could not impose 
democracy from above in a top-down 
approach, but you could unleash lib-
erty so that it could rise up, much as 
the American Revolution did, to take 
its own shape as the Iraqi people were 
emancipated from the shackles of 
Saddam’s oppression. 

What General Petraeus is doing, in 
conjunction with Ambassador Crocker, 
is they are going into the towns, 
they’re going into the tribes, they are 
going into the bedrock of the popu-
lation of Iraq, and with the surge, pro-
viding the security to protect these in-
dividuals in these towns from the col-
lective and systematic terror of the 
enemy, so that average Iraqis can 
make the local political shift to liberty 
and away from the insurgency. This is 
being done not simply through the uti-
lization of military force. In fact, the 
success on the ground in the local lev-
els and in the provinces and in our co-
operation with the tribes is built upon 
and hastened by this political shift 
among the population. 

In any counterinsurgency operation, 
the critical element is to separate the 
population from the insurgency. This 

can be reasoned, if we look back at 
some of the statements of the grand 
guerilla warrior, Chairman Mao. When 
asked about how his guerilla oper-
ations and insurgencies against the na-
tionalist Chinese would work, he said, 
our people will be as the fishes 
amongst the water of the people. What 
you have to do is separate the fish from 
the water. This is why the critical tes-
timony I believe we heard today was 
that every single Iraqi, everyone in 
Anbar Province and elsewhere where 
we are seeing progress is being given 
the ability to make the free, conscious 
decision to reach for their liberty. 
They are not being terrorized because 
of the valor of our troops and the plan 
and the reconstruction efforts that are 
flowing into these areas that show they 
have a transactional benefit in this 
transformational change. And this is 
hastening the local political shift 
which I believe undergirds our chances 
for victory in Iraq. This is also what 
undergirds the good news that we had 
today, at least the welcome news that, 
because of the local shift amongst the 
population and the improved security 
that is concomitant to it, General 
Petraeus has proposed a reduction of 
4,000 troops by the end of the year and 
a reduction of 40,000 troops by July. 

Even if our Nation is so divided that 
we cannot unite in the cause of victory 
in Iraq, at least let us unite with the 
welcome news that 4,000 now and 40,000 
of our fellow Americans citizens are 
going to be returning from harm’s way 
to their loved ones. 

b 2100 

To have individuals derive this as a 
token gesture is to accuse General 
Petraeus and Ambassador Crocker of 
what the accusers themselves are 
doing, which is to play politics with 
the lives of our troops. We have seen, 
despite all evidence, despite what the 
military’s assessment has been, re-
peated calls for the immediate with-
drawal of the United States forces from 
Iraq. This would be irresponsible not 
only to our troops in the field but to 
the people of the region, especially the 
Iraqis themselves, who would be 
slaughtered. 

When one decides to engage in a stra-
tegic withdrawal in the face of enemy, 
military experts generally concur that 
this is one of the most dangerous ma-
neuvers forces in the field can attempt 
because your numbers are getting 
smaller as the enemy is becoming 
emboldened and encroaching ever clos-
er to you. The wholesale withdrawal on 
a date certain, which is an arbitrary 
dictate from politicians in Washington, 
for those who believe that this is a 
proper course of action, I ask them to 
check into how the Soviet withdrawal 
from Afghanistan went, and they 
might reach another decision. 

Further, to call this a token gesture 
not only belittles the sacrifices that 

our troops have made to reduce the se-
curity problems in these areas and to 
help get this local political shift, it 
also diminishes and belittles in a cal-
lous way the true joy these troops’ 
families are going to feel when their 
loved ones come back. 

To me that is something that is not 
a token. That is something that re-
lieves the painful anxiety of every 
waking minute these families spend 
wondering if their loved one will come 
home. I highly doubt that the military 
mothers in my district or throughout 
America are ever going to consider any 
troop coming home from accom-
plishing their mission as being a token 
gesture. 

Be that as it may, it is also critical 
that we understand, in this period of 
time, that ours is the latest generation 
duty bound to defend freedom in its 
hour of maximum danger. Thus we 
must ever remember, through this cru-
cible of liberty, our course is tough but 
our cause is just. 

The enemy is the sire of tyranny; we 
are the children of liberty. By hei-
nously invading our Nation on Sep-
tember 11, 2001, and killing 3,000 inno-
cent American souls, the enemy an-
nounced we cannot co-exist. In con-
sequence, it is clear a world condensed 
by an Internet cannot endure half slave 
and half free. Yes, many times in the 
life of our free Republic, we have been 
called upon to face danger and to de-
feat it, and we have always done this 
and secured it by advancing a simple 
elemental truth that has served us 
well: to ensure our own liberty, we 
must ensure liberty to the enslaved. 

Thus in this trying time, it is imper-
ative that we demonstrate that our de-
votion to liberty transcends their ob-
session with death. And united 
amongst ourselves and other free peo-
ple, with prudence, we can, we must, 
and we will, for the sake of our chil-
dren and the generations of Americans 
yet unnamed, we will win and we will 
walk our path, and we will widen the 
cause of human freedom. 

I thank you for allowing me the 
chance to address you. 

Mr. KING of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank the gentleman from Michigan, 
the chairman of the Policy Committee, 
for the insights he has shared with us 
tonight. 

And we get those insights on a fairly 
regular basis here, and it is quite inter-
esting to track the intellect of Mr. 
MCCOTTER and causes me to reflect 
upon the constitutional limitations 
that this Congress has, Mr. Speaker. 
And in spite of the bill after bill, reso-
lution after resolution, and policy 
piece after policy piece that have been 
brought forward here by almost an av-
erage of one a week the entire 110th 
Congress, there are only just a few 
things that we have the constitutional 
authority to do when it comes to war, 
Mr. Speaker. And the first thing that 
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Congress can do is raise an army and a 
navy, and that is constitutional, and 
by implication, an air force. It’s clearly 
a constitutional responsibility of the 
Congress. And the second thing we can 
do is we can declare war, and that is 
constitutional responsibility also that 
is clearly defined in our Constitution. 
And the third thing we can do is fund 
the war. 

But there is no provision in this Con-
stitution for micromanaging the war. 
That goes outside the bounds of our 
constitutional authority. The manage-
ment of the war and, in fact, the micro-
management of the war lies within the 
authority, the constitutionally in-
vested authority, of the Commander in 
Chief. That is why that is drafted in 
the Constitution in that fashion. It 
gives the authority to the Commander 
in Chief because our Founders went 
through a difficult Revolutionary War 
period. They were the Continental Con-
gress. They were essentially a confed-
eracy that had gathered together be-
cause of a common cause. And the Con-
tinental Congress raised the Conti-
nental Army, and the Continental 
Army was an army that was driven by 
consensus. And they understood the 
difficulties in fighting a war if you had 
to reach a consensus before you could 
move forward and make a decision. 

They knew you had to have a Com-
mander in Chief, a Commander in Chief 
who could evaluate all the information, 
gather his officers around him, gather 
the information, and then make a de-
finitive directive to be able to give an 
order to take bold action with intel-
ligence, with military action, both of-
fensively and defensively. They under-
stood that. They learned some bitter 
lessons during the Revolutionary War. 
You can’t fight a war by consensus. 
You have got to have a Commander in 
Chief at the top. That’s why the Con-
stitution is drafted in the fashion it is, 
and that’s why the Constitution pro-
hibits us from micromanaging a war. 

And yet the effort continues, an ef-
fort by this Congress, to micromanage 
this war that’s going on. I recall the 
Speaker and the chairman of the For-
eign Relations Committee sitting over 
there in Syria negotiating with a per-
son whom we have declared to be a 
state sponsor of terrorism, and the 
chairman of that committee announced 
we have a new Democrat foreign pol-
icy. Well, I would like to think that 
when you pledge an oath to uphold this 
Constitution, you also are obligated to 
read it and understand it. And in that 
are the limitations that say to us, Con-
gress, you can raise an army and a 
navy and by implication an air force 
and you can declare war and you can 
fund them, but you can’t micromanage 
that war and you can’t conduct foreign 
policy. Both of those things are forbid-
den by the Constitution. They are vest-
ed in the Commander in Chief, our 
chief executive officer, because we have 

got to speak with one voice and we 
have got to fight with one effort. It 
can’t be a divided effort, and it can’t be 
an effort to undermine our military. 

I would be happy to yield to the fast- 
thinking, slow-talking gentleman from 
Georgia (Mr. GINGREY). 

Mr. GINGREY. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman for yielding to me be-
fore he yields to the gentleman from 
New Mexico, because as I join this hour 
Special Order and I am hearing from 
my colleagues, some of the brightest 
minds and best speakers on our side of 
the aisle, I don’t think I could stand to 
go behind all four of them. So I am 
happy to have the opportunity. But it’s 
awfully tough following my colleagues 
of the likes of the chairman of the Pol-
icy Committee and part of our leader-
ship. 

But I wanted quickly, Mr. Speaker, 
to again pay tribute to General 
Petraeus and also Ambassador Ryan 
Crocker. I just want to point out, in re-
gard to Ambassador Crocker, I was 
reading his bio before they testified be-
fore our two committees today, the 61⁄2- 
to 7-hour testimony, physically an or-
deal, but Ambassador Ryan Crocker, I 
think a lot of people, Mr. Speaker, 
don’t know his bio, and I don’t have 
time to read it all. But suffice to say 
that in September 2004 President Bush 
conferred on Ambassador Ryan Crocker 
the personal rank of career ambas-
sador, career ambassador, the highest 
rank in the foreign service. This is the 
character of the man and the men that 
presented this report to us today. 

And, basically, we cut right to the 
chase, and what they said is, now is not 
the time to quit, and give victory a 
chance. You can slice it and dice it any 
way you want to, but that is basically 
what they said to the 111 members of 
those two committees, the House 
Armed Services Committee, the House 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

And so I just want to make three 
points, though, Mr. Speaker, that I 
have thought about and that I have 
heard in the last couple of weeks on 
reasons that I have heard Members 
give for wanting to give up and not 
give victory a chance. 

One of them was this business of, 
well, you know, it has been too great a 
strain and stress on our forces. We 
don’t have enough troops back home. 
What if some other conflagration, war, 
would break out somewhere in the 
world in the next year, 2 years, 5 years? 
We don’t have enough troops. We need 
to bring them home. 

Well, Mr. Speaker, retired General 
Jack Keane, the Vice Chairman of the 
United States Army, Vice Chief of 
Staff, spoke to us last week as well, 
and he also spoke on Saturday morning 
on Washington Journal. I hope some of 
my colleagues saw that. But what Gen-
eral Keane said, and I agree with him 
so much, is, You mean to tell me that 
you want to accept defeat? You want to 

lose the war, a war of this magnitude, 
as the gentleman from Tennessee 
pointed out, and what all is at stake in 
regard to the Middle East in this global 
war on terror? You want to give up 
that war so that you can bring the 
troops home and then restock and get 
ready for the next potential conflict 
and that’s a good trade-off? I don’t 
think so. 

And I want to say another thing, Mr. 
Speaker, that I have heard a lot of peo-
ple say: We can’t afford this war. We 
cannot afford to spend $750 billion, al-
most $1 trillion and counting, on this 
war because we need to rebuild our in-
frastructure in our country. We need to 
shore up our bridges. Obviously, that 
was in the news because of the tragic 
occurrence in Minnesota. Or we need 
more money for Head Start, or we need 
more money for K–12 education, or we 
need more Pell Grants, or we need to 
have more money for the food stamp 
program and the farm bill or whatever 
you can come up with. 

Let me tell my colleagues, if you 
don’t spend the money to protect the 
American people, what good do all 
these other things do us when you see 
what can happen and did 6 years ago 
today on 9/11 when over 3,000 were 
killed and the economic blow to this 
country was over $2 trillion? You talk 
about destroying some infrastructure. 
That’s what it’s all about when you let 
your guard down and you don’t stand 
up and be secure in this country. 

And last but not least, I have heard 
many say, well, you know, our troops 
are coming home injured and many of 
them are suffering from post-traumatic 
stress disorder or syndrome. That’s 
where you wake up at night, having 
nightmares, and maybe for the rest of 
your life you can’t get over the mental 
trauma that you have gone through in 
a time of difficult war. 

Well, let me tell you something my 
colleagues, as a physician Member of 
this body. You talk about post-trau-
matic stress syndrome. You think a lot 
of them are coming back with that 
now? You think that that is a tragedy? 
Well, you just wait and see the num-
bers that come back with mental ill-
ness and post-traumatic stress syn-
drome and nightmares and a life of 
anxiety when they have to come back 
knowing that their comrades in arms 
have died in vain, their buddies in the 
foxhole have been blown to smither-
eens by some improvised explosive de-
vice and they have to come home a 
loser. And we are not going to let that 
happen, and I think that is what Gen-
eral Petraeus and Ambassador Crocker 
were telling us today: let’s give victory 
a chance. 

With that I will say, finally, as I con-
clude, who wins politically? Who cares. 
The American people lose if we lose in 
Iraq. That is what is important. This is 
not about the next election; this is 
about giving victory a chance. 
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Mr. KING of Iowa. I thank the gen-
tleman from Georgia. And I appreciate 
your passion and the rapidity with 
which you speak tonight, Mr. GINGREY. 

I would be happy to yield as much 
time as he may consume to the gen-
tleman from New Mexico (Mr. PEARCE). 

Mr. PEARCE. Thank you, Mr. KING. I 
appreciate the work that you’re doing 
on this issue on the eve of 9/11. 

It behooves us all to remember ex-
actly what happened. It behooves us all 
to remember the loss of that 1 day, and 
like my friend from Georgia says, over 
$2 trillion in loss from America’s asset 
base that day, and even worse, the 3,000 
lives that were lost. 

I went to Iraq on Thursday evening. 
We left after votes on Thursday, flew 
all night long, and ended up in Iraq on 
Saturday and Sunday. And we spent 
the night in Baghdad on Saturday 
night and Sunday visiting with the 
troops and visiting with Iraqis. 

I was struck by the cautious opti-
mism that General Petraeus related to 
us today, a very cautious optimism 
that the trend lines are favorable, that 
we’re seeing some lessening of vio-
lence, and that’s the sort of things that 
I found there from the troops in the 
country. I wanted to visit with our sol-
diers one on one. I had the opportunity 
to ride into Baghdad with troops who 
were going for the first time. I sat 
across from a Captain Serrano from 
Chicago and was able to talk to her 
about the 2-year-old daughter that 
waits at home for her. Her husband, 
who is engaged in going through sher-
iff’s training to hopefully work for the 
sheriff’s department there. And we’re 
asking the sacrifice of young men and 
women daily to be there and stand in 
the gap to stand between the terrorists 
and ourselves. 

I have one of my friends who says, I 
hear America is at war. He said, Amer-
ica is not at war, America is at the 
mall, our military is at war. I think if 
we’ve made a mistake since 9/11, it’s in 
failing to accept our responsibility in-
dividually, every single one of us, our 
responsibility to be engaged in this 
problem, because we are literally fight-
ing for the future of freedom through-
out the world. The terrorists who hate 
us hate our way of life. They hate our 
freedoms. They hate the films that 
come out from the West. They think 
they’re corrupting their young people. 
They think that our society is deca-
dent and that we’re corrupting their 
cultures, so they simply want to anni-
hilate us. That’s the difference between 
a democracy or a republic and the ty-
rannical states of radical jihad that 
say that we will annihilate the West 
and we will annihilate America and 
Americans. 

I remember, on this eve of 9/11, Presi-
dent Bush’s three goals. It was very 
simple. He said, first of all, if you har-
bor a terrorist, you are a terrorist. But 

then he said we’re going to do three 
things: We’re going to uproot the ter-
rorist training camps that exist 
throughout the Arab world. We’re 
going to stop the training and the pro-
duction of new radicals. The second 
thing he said is we’re going to stop the 
funds that flow from supposedly legiti-
mate compassionate organizations 
when actually they’re funding terror-
ists. So we’re going to uproot the 
training camps, we’re going to stop the 
funding of terrorists, and finally, we’re 
going to take the fight to the terror-
ists. 

Now, there are many on the left who 
say that Iraq is not about the terror-
ists. The terrorists are coming in from 
Syria, they’re coming in from around 
the world, they’re coming in from Iran. 
This is the site where we are fighting 
terrorists. Now, maybe it began that 
way, maybe it didn’t begin that way, 
but it’s the way it is now. And if we 
walk away from that country, the gen-
eral consensus is that Iraq will fall 
within days to the terrorists, to the 
terrorist state of Iran. 

After Iraq falls, we’re going to see 
difficulties in Egypt and Jordan, Saudi 
Arabia, Kuwait, UAE, Qatar. And pret-
ty soon you can see that every one of 
our friends in the Arab world is at risk. 
And there are people who ask me, well, 
how could those countries fall? Just re-
member back to 1979 when the shah of 
Iran was making great progress in 
westernizing that country, and in a 
matter of days was thrown from power, 
his whole government collapsed. We 
stood by, President Jimmy Carter 
stood by and did not lift a finger for 
our friends. And that’s exactly how the 
falls will occur at this state. 

The difference is that now we import 
over 60 percent of our oil, and most of 
it comes from the Middle East. If those 
countries fall, the terrorists have said 
they’re going to cut the supply of oil 
off to the world. They will plunge the 
world economy into chaos. And that’s 
how they’re going to create the eco-
nomic destruction of the United States 
and of the West. 

I went to Israel earlier this year. 
They said if you leave Iraq, you will 
allow us to fall, because they saw the 
same scenario that I’m repeating, that 
all of our friends in the Middle East 
will fall, and then ultimately Israel 
says ‘‘we will fall.’’ Now, my personal 
belief is that Israel is our first line of 
defense against terrorists. They’ve 
been fighting since their inception 
against radical jihads in the Middle 
East. They are our first line of defense, 
and if they fall, what calamity and 
what terrors await for us in this coun-
try? There are many who say that it’s 
just a fabrication, that it’s not true, 
and yet we see the signs all around us. 

As I visited with our troops in Iraq 
over this past weekend, I conveyed one 
message, that we thank you. We thank 
you for your service and we thank you 

for your sacrifice. We thank you for 
serving your country honorably, and 
we thank you for serving your country 
well. As the gentleman from Iowa men-
tioned, this is one of the messages of 
General Petraeus, that this may be the 
best military the United States has 
ever had. 

I do not believe the terrorists can 
win. I do believe that there are those in 
this Congress and those in this country 
who can cause this magnificent mili-
tary to fail. And if they fail, I don’t 
know where the hope for humanity 
comes. I don’t see any other country in 
the world willing to fight for freedom 
and to fight to resist the radical jihad 
that threatens us all; to fight to resist 
and to fight to retaliate from cir-
cumstances like 9/11/01. 

So that’s what we’re doing today is 
remembering those events 6 years ago, 
remembering what our responses were 
and what our anger was on that 
evening as we contemplated the events 
of the day. Both sides, Democrat or Re-
publican, in those days were of the 
same mind, that we need to get to the 
terrorists before they get to us. I’m not 
sure where we came off of the rails and 
where we’ve lost so much consensus. 
It’s not good for the United States and 
it’s not good for the world because 
we’re still in a very difficult cir-
cumstance fighting a very difficult bat-
tle, one that General Petraeus today 
said is going to be awfully hard. 

It’s going to be a long struggle, and 
it’s a struggle that will be up and 
down. He believes our young military 
men and women are sufficient to the 
task. I do also. So I would yield back to 
the gentleman from Iowa by saying 
thanks to our troops. I hope that we all 
keep them in our thoughts and prayers. 

God bless you to the troops, and God 
bless America. I thank the gentleman 
from Iowa. 

Mr. KING of Iowa. I thank the gen-
tleman from New Mexico, a veteran 
and a C–130 pilot himself, and now a 
passenger in C–130s over in Iraq, year 
to year picking up firsthand informa-
tion, veterans, active-duty personnel, 
just this last weekend. That’s the level 
of involvement that you see here on 
the part of a lot of Members of the 
United States Congress, Mr. Speaker. 

One of those other individuals who 
has had a high level of involvement is 
an individual who led codel Burgess in 
the last weekend of July over to Iraq, 
a number of stops, Bayji, Balad, Bagh-
dad and Ramadi, those places come to 
mind. And I very much appreciate the 
leadership and the initiative it took to 
put that together and to lead that trip 
over there. 

I would be happy to yield all but the 
last 3 or 4 minutes to the gentleman 
from Texas, Dr. BURGESS. 

Mr. BURGESS. I thank the gen-
tleman for yielding, and the notation 
made of the exception of the last 3 or 4 
minutes, and I will do my best to ac-
commodate that. 
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I get asked by a lot of people, why in 

the world did you make this sixth trip 
to Iraq in July. You knew what was 
going on there. What did you expect to 
see that was going to be different? But 
I knew we had today’s hearing coming 
up. I knew it was coming down the pike 
at us fairly fast. I knew the news 
hadn’t been good out of the country of 
Iraq for about the 10 months before 
July. I had been in Iraq in July of 2006, 
had thought there was some measure of 
success that was beginning to be felt 
then, but then we had August, Sep-
tember and October, pretty rough 
months by anyone’s estimation. And so 
I will admit, I was significantly pessi-
mistic when we made that trip back in 
July. 

But I knew we were going to hear 
from General Petraeus today. And I 
knew that every time I had been to 
Iraq before I came away learning some-
thing that I hadn’t seen on CNN or 
even Fox News. There was information 
that can only be available to you by 
going for yourself and looking for your-
self, feeling, touching, smelling the sit-
uation on the ground. 

Now, I get a lot of concern from peo-
ple when I go back home in the district 
who say, yeah, that’s all great what 
we’re doing for Iraq, but we don’t know 
that we care that much about the 
Iraqis. I will tell the citizens of this 
country, it is in America’s best inter-
est that we succeed. Where we cannot 
be successful in Iraq, and you’ve heard 
other people talk about it this evening, 
let’s be honest, it’s not a political 
party that loses a car, it’s not a Con-
gress that loses a war, it’s not a Presi-
dent that loses a war, it is a country 
that loses a war. 

And again, I reiterate, it is in Amer-
ica’s best interests that we be success-
ful because an Iraq that is stable, an 
Iraq that is able to participate in its 
own security, an Iraq that is able to 
act as an ally or partner for peace in 
the Middle East, what a difference 20 
years from now looks like with that 
scenario compared with an Iraq where 
we leave prematurely, descends into 
chaos, is enveloped by Iran, Syria, 
Saudi Arabia, you name it. And the 
chaos that has been evident in Iraq in 
the past suddenly envelopes the entire 
Middle East, with a country like Iran 
emerging as the victor. 

Now, the surge or the reinforcements 
that we talked about really since Janu-
ary of this year, I think it’s probably 
worthwhile to just touch on the 
timeline that we’ve been through this 
year. Remember, it was January 26, not 
that long ago, that General Petraeus 
was unanimously confirmed by the 
Senate, sent off with a pat on the back 
out the door, and no sooner had the 
door closed behind him when the Sen-
ate began sniping and criticizing his 
activity. He hadn’t even gotten into 
the country yet. 

Ambassador Crocker. You heard my 
friend from Georgia talk about the 

wonderful resume of Ambassador 
Crocker. Many of us who were here in 
the spring of 2003 remember Ambas-
sador Crocker as one of those stalwarts 
who came at 10:30 every morning and 
briefed us in the Armed Services Com-
mittee room, whether we were mem-
bers of the committee or not, came 
with General McCrystal and briefed us 
every morning as to what was going on 
on the ground in Iraq. And I was really 
very grateful to Ambassador Crocker 
for having taken the time to do that so 
meticulously when the active combat 
phase was going on. 

On May 26, we finally passed the 
emergency funding and Bush signed it 
into law. Mid-July, we took a trip over 
to Iraq. Again, I didn’t know what I 
was going to see. I was prepared to ac-
cept bad news if bad news was all we 
were going to find. But the reality was 
the city of Ramadi, which was abso-
lutely off limits to me in July 2006, 
that’s the first place we went. After we 
landed in Baghdad, we got on the Black 
Hawk helicopter and immediately went 
to the city of Ramadi, had a briefing by 
the Second Marine Expeditionary 
Force, had a briefing by Colonel Jacob-
sen there on the ground. After the 
briefing, instead of just shaking hands 
and parting ways, we went downtown. 
We went to the market. We walked 
through the market. We talked to chil-
dren in the market. We saw things for 
sale in the market. We talked to a man 
who was concerned that one of our 
JDAMs fell on his building. And I will 
tell you, it doesn’t do much to drive up 
a deal if that happens to your building. 

But nevertheless, we had a very one- 
on-one, close-up discussion with Iraqis 
on the street in Ramadi. And a year 
ago, no one in their right mind would 
have taken a Member of Congress to 
Ramadi; it was far too dangerous. 

Now, you can imagine how gratified I 
was. We got back. We got a call from 
the White House, and we were invited 
down to present our findings. I even 
tried to downplay it a little bit; well, 
there’s some good news, but we’ve got 
to be careful because we’ve had nothing 
but bad news out of Iraq. And then a 
week later, two guys from the Brook-
ings Institution, a place that I don’t 
normally agree with, two guys from 
the Brookings Institution come up 
with an op-ed that says, this is a war 
we just might win. 

Throughout all of that, for the last 
week we have seen the steady drum-
beat of efforts to undermine the credi-
bility of General Petraeus and Ambas-
sador Crocker prior to their hearing 
today. 

Today, we did have the House hear-
ing, tomorrow there is going to be the 
Senate hearing. Arguably, there was 
not a whole lot new that was discussed 
because everything had been leaked in 
the New York Times in the weeks lead-
ing up to the hearing. And General 
Petraeus did say that he expected there 

was a possibility he would bring one of 
the Marine units home before the end 
of September, and that there was rea-
son to be optimistic if things continued 
on this course, there was reason to be 
optimistic that other troops could be 
brought home early, beginning in De-
cember, much prior to fulfilling the 15- 
month rotation that was originally 
posed to them. 

b 2130 

That would be good news. I hope he is 
correct in that. I hope he is successful. 

The data collection that went on 
leading up to this briefing, always for 
the last year you can pick data points 
out of the air wherever you want to 
make them. But the discipline to 
evaluate the trend lines is what is so 
critical. Today we saw those trend 
lines established and the data meticu-
lously collected before those trend 
lines were established. Not all of them 
showed good news. But a preponder-
ance of them show a positive effect 
that has happened in Iraq since our re-
inforcements arrived. 

None of us can predict what is going 
to happen beyond the end of this year. 
I will tell you, Mr. Speaker, as we sit 
here tonight on the eve of the anniver-
sary of 9/11, I am terribly concerned 
about what might even happen tomor-
row. None of us knows what tomorrow 
holds. Didn’t we learn that lesson Mon-
day, September 10 in 2001 when it 
seemed like there just wasn’t much 
happening in the world? We have an-
other tape from Osama bin Laden. We 
are told there is another one out there. 
What does all this mean? None of us 
knows for sure. But I reiterate that we 
are living in a very dangerous time. 
Now is the time for us not to show 
weakness and retreat from Iraq. Now is 
the time for us to redouble our resolve, 
make certain that we are successful, 
and for every one of us to give thanks 
that we have leaders like General 
Petraeus and Ryan Crocker to lead us 
in this perilous time. 

Mr. KING of Iowa. I thank the gen-
tleman from Texas. Again, I thank him 
for leading a codel over there. That was 
one of the most meaningful that I have 
been on. I picked up a lot in watching 
the observations of my colleagues and 
listening to their questions, as well. It 
is fresh information and helped fill in a 
lot of the blanks we might have had 
going into this hearing that we had 
today. 

I would, again, be happy to recognize 
the chairman of the House Republican 
Policy Committee, Mr. THADDEUS 
MCCOTTER, for the balance of the time 
this evening. 

Mr. MCCOTTER. Thank you. The 
gentleman from New Mexico, the good 
doctor from Texas and other speakers 
have touched upon a fundamental 
point. I wish to stress what General 
Petraeus said in terms of what an 
American victory would look like and 
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then ask a question of those who would 
support an immediate withdrawal. 

In his own letter to the troops, Gen-
eral Petraeus said that what we need is 
for the Iraqis to become solely respon-
sible for their own security. That 
means a very small footprint, if at all, 
of the United States in Iraq militarily. 
Secondly, it will depend upon the local 
reconstruction, reconciliation, and se-
curity of the average Iraqi which will 
then drive the national reconciliation. 
Between those two pillars of local rec-
onciliation and security will come a 
stable and free Iraq that no longer cre-
ates terrorists, but captures them in-
stead. 

But as we are the children of liberty, 
as we are a Nation that proudly pro-
claims it is conceived in liberty, that 
since every human being has an 
unalienable, God-given right to breathe 
free, to have the right to pursue life, 
liberty and happiness, I ask my fellow 
Americans who support the immediate 
withdrawal this: If we betray our fun-
damental commitment to liberty to 
the people of Iraq and watch them be 
slaughtered in the sands, what will we 
ever be able to offer them again to turn 
them from the enemy and towards us? 
If we betray our own profession of the 
desire to liberate them, to let them 
share in their God-given rights the 
same way we have, we will be ideologi-
cally disarmed in the war for freedom. 

I assure you we will rue the day that 
we betrayed not only them but the in-
herited legacy that we have received 
from the greatest generations of Amer-
icans who preceded us and allowed us 
to live in the majestic America that we 
know today. 

Mr. KING of Iowa. I thank the gen-
tleman from Michigan. He poses a 
question that is a difficult one for 
those who want to withdraw from this 
operation, the simple cut-and-run 
version, to answer. It is left for those 
to answer, Mr. Speaker. 

I would point out also that yesterday 
I did a memorial dedication at Charter 
Oak, Iowa, for all of the military per-
sonnel that have come from that area 
since the beginning of the conflicts, 
since that area was settled. It starts 
with the Mexican-American War, goes 
to the Civil War and on up to today. 
They placed out in the field there by 
the memorial 4,200 flags representing 
the lives of the Americans that have 
been sacrificed in this global war on 
terror in this quest for freedom. It also 
represents 50 million people that live 
free today that didn’t at the beginning 
of this global war on terror. 

I looked back at the dedication and 
the sacrifice of all of them, and I added 
to that dedication another sacrifice, a 
sacrifice that we hear very little of, 
and that is those over-5,000 Americans 
who gave their lives during a time of 
peace during the period between Desert 
Storm and the beginning of this global 
war on terror, 510 a year, Mr. Speaker. 

I thank you for being recognized. I 
thank all the speakers here tonight 
that have spoken up for freedom. 

f 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted to: 

Mr. BOYD (at the request of Mr. 
HOYER) for today. 

Mr. CONYERS (at the request of Mr. 
HOYER) for today, the balance of the 
week, and the week of September 17 on 
account of official business. 

Ms. ESHOO (at the request of Mr. 
HOYER) for today. 

Ms. KILPATRICK (at the request of Mr. 
HOYER) for today. 

Mr. LYNCH (at the request of Mr. 
HOYER) for today. 

Mrs. NAPOLITANO (at the request of 
Mr. HOYER) for today. 

Mr. PLATTS (at the request of Mr. 
BOEHNER) for today on account of an 
official delegation trip to visit Amer-
ican military and civilian personnel in 
Central Asia and the Persian Gulf, as 
well as humanitarian efforts in Africa. 

Mr. SESSIONS (at the request of Mr. 
BOEHNER) for today on account of trav-
el delays. 

Mr. WESTMORELAND (at the request of 
Mr. BOEHNER) for today on account of 
official business. 

Mr. BONNER (at the request of Mr. 
BOEHNER) for today on account of per-
sonal reasons. 

Mr. CULBERSON (at the request of Mr. 
BOEHNER) for today on account of ill-
ness. 

Mr. EVERETT (at the request of Mr. 
BOEHNER) for today on account of offi-
cial business. 

Mr. GARRETT of New Jersey (at the 
request of Mr. BOEHNER) for today on 
account of official business. 

f 

SPECIAL ORDERS GRANTED 

By unanimous consent, permission to 
address the House, following the legis-
lative program and any special orders 
heretofore entered, was granted to: 

(The following Members (at the re-
quest of Mr. PAYNE) to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and include extra-
neous material:) 

Mr. CUMMINGS, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. WYNN, for 5 minutes, today. 
Ms. WOOLSEY, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. PAYNE, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mrs. MALONEY of New York, for 5 

minutes, today. 
Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas, for 5 min-

utes, today. 
(The following Members (at the re-

quest of Mr. JONES of North Carolina) 
to revise and extend their remarks and 
include extraneous material:) 

Mr. BURTON of Indiana, for 5 minutes, 
today. 

Mr. JONES of North Carolina, for 5 
minutes, September 17. 

Mr. POE, for 5 minutes, September 17. 

ADJOURNMENT 
Mr. KING of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I 

move that the House do now adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; accord-

ingly (at 9 o’clock and 35 minutes 
p.m.), under its previous order, the 
House adjourned until tomorrow, Tues-
day, September 11, 2007, at 10:30 a.m. 

f 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 

Under clause 8 of rule XII, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

3233. A letter from the Congressional Re-
view Coordinator, Department of Agri-
culture, transmitting the Department’s final 
rule — Witchweed Quarantine Regulations; 
Regulated Areas in North Carolina and 
South Carolina [Docket No. APHIS-2006-0170] 
received August 10, 2007, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Agri-
culture. 

3234. A letter from the Administrator, De-
partment of Agriculture, transmitting the 
Department’s final rule — Prohibition of the 
Use of Specified Risk Materials for Human 
Food and Requirements for the Disposition 
of Non-Ambulatory Disabled Cattle; Prohibi-
tion of the Use of Certain Stunning Devices 
Used To Immobilize Cattle During Slaughter 
[Docket No. 03-025F] (RIN: 0583-AC88) re-
ceived August 6, 2007, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Agri-
culture. 

3235. A letter from the Administrator, De-
partment of Agriculture, transmitting the 
Department’s final rule — Designation of the 
State of New Mexico Under the Federal Meat 
Inspection Act and Poultry Products Inspec-
tion Act [Docket No. FSIS-2007-0023] (RIN: 
0583-AD29) received August 6, 2007, pursuant 
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

3236. A letter from the Director, Regula-
tions Policy and Mgmt. Staff, Department of 
Agriculture, transmitting the Department’s 
final rule — Food Additives Permitted in 
Feed and Drinking Water of Animals; Sele-
nium Yeast [Docket No. 1998F-0196] received 
August 8, 2007, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Agri-
culture. 

3237. A letter from the Principal Deputy 
Associate Administrator, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Residues of Quaternary Am-
monium Compounds di-n-Alkyl (C8-10) di-
methyl Ammonium chloride, Exemption 
from the Requirement of a Tolerance [EPA- 
HQ-OPP-2006-0572; FRL-8146-7] received Sep-
tember 5, 2007, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Agri-
culture. 

3238. A letter from the Assistant Secretary 
for Legislative Affairs, Department of State, 
transmitting a report on U.S. military per-
sonnel and U.S. individual civilians retained 
as contractors involved in supporting Plan 
Colombia, pursuant to Public Law 106-246, 
section 3204 (f) (114 Stat. 577); to the Com-
mittee on Armed Services. 

3239. A letter from the Principal Deputy 
Associate Administrator, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Approval and Promulgation 
of Implementation Plans Kentucky: Volatile 
Organic Compound Definition Updates [EPA- 
R04-OAR-2006-0650-200705(a); FRL-8464-2] re-
ceived September 5, 2007, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce. 
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3240. A letter from the Principal Deputy 

Associate Administrator, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Approval and Promulgation 
of Implementation Plans North Carolina: 
Mecklenburg County Regulations [EPA-R04- 
OAR-2005-NC-0004-200704(a); FRL-8465-4] re-
ceived September 5, 2007, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce. 

3241. A letter from the Principal Deputy 
Associate Administrator, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Approval and Promulgation 
of Air Quality Implementation Plans; New 
Hampshire; Revised Carbon Monoxide Main-
tenance Plan for Nashua [EPA-R01-OAR-2007- 
0497; A-1-FRL-8463-6] received September 5, 
2007, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

3242. A letter from the Principal Deputy 
Associate Administrator, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Determination of Attain-
ment, Approval and Promulgation of Imple-
mentation Plans and Designation of Areas 
for Air Quality Planning Purposes; Ohio; 
Correction [EPA-R05-OAR-2006-0046; FRL- 
8464-3] received September 5, 2007, pursuant 
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Energy and Commerce. 

3243. A letter from the Principal Deputy 
Associate Administrator, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Update of Continuous In-
strumental Test Methods: Technical Amend-
ments [EPA-HQ-OAR-2002-0071; FRL-8448-9] 
(RIN: 2060-A009) received September 5, 2007, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce. 

3244. A letter from the Senior Legal Advi-
sor, Federal Communications Commission, 
transmitting the Commission’s final rule — 
Service Rules for the 698-806 MHz Band and 
Public Safety Spectrum Requirements [WT 
Docket No. 06-150 CC Docket No. 94-102 WT 
Docket No. 01-309 WT Docket No. 03-264 WT 
Docket No. 06-169 PS Docket No. 06-229 WT 
Docket No. 96-86 WT Docket No. 07-166] re-
ceived September 4, 2007, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce. 

3245. A letter from the Chief of Staff, Media 
Bureau, Federal Communications Commis-
sion, transmitting the Commission’s final 
rule — In the Matter of Telecommunications 
Services Inside Wiring Customer Premises 
Equipment Implementation of the Cable Tel-
evision Consumer Protection and Competi-
tion Act of 1992: Cable Home Wiring Clari-
fication of the Commission’s Rules and Poli-
cies Regarding Unbundled Access to Incum-
bent Local Exchange Carriers’ Inside Wire 
Subloop [CS Docket No. 95-184 MM Docket 
No. 92-260 WC Docket No. 01-338] received 
September 4, 2007, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

3246. A letter from the Chief, Policy Divi-
sion, Federal Communications Commission, 
transmitting the Commission’s final rule — 
In the Matters of Review of the Emergency 
Alert System; Independent Spanish Broad-
casters Association, the Office of Commu-
nication of the United Church of Christ, Inc., 
and the Minority Media and Telecommuni-
cations Council, Petition for Immediate Re-
lief [EB Docket No. 04-296] received Sep-
tember 4, 2007, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

3247. A letter from the Chief of Staff, Media 
Bureau, Federal Communications Commis-
sion, transmitting the Commission’s final 

rule — In the Matter of Digital Audio Broad-
casting Systems And Their Impact on the 
Terrestrial Radio Broadcast Service [MM 
Docket No. 99-325] received September 4, 
2007, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

3248. A letter from the Deputy Chief, CGB, 
Federal Communications Commission, trans-
mitting the Commission’s final rule — In the 
Matters of IP-Enabled Services Implementa-
tion of Sections 255 and 251(a)(2) of The Com-
munications Act of 1934, as Enacted by The 
Telecommunications Act of 1996: Access to 
Telecommunications Service, Telecommuni-
cations Equipment and Customer Premises 
Equipment by Persons with Disabilities 
Telecommunications Relay Services and 
Speech-to-Speech Services for Individuals 
with Hearing and Speech Disabilities The 
Use of N11 Codes and Other Abbreviated Di-
aling Arrangements [WC Docket No. 04-36 
WT Docket No. 96-198 CG Docket No. 03-123 
CC Docket No. 92-105] Received September 4, 
2007, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. to the Committee 
on Energy and Commerce. 

3249. A letter from the Deputy Director, 
Defense Security Cooperation Agency, trans-
mitting reports in accordance with Section 
36(a) of the Arms Export Control Act, pursu-
ant to 22 U.S.C. 2776(a); to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

f 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON 
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 
Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 

committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows: 

Mr. OBERSTAR: Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. H.R. 2775. A bill to 
amend the Robert T. Stafford Disaster Relief 
and Emergency Assistance Act to authorize 
funding for emergency management perform-
ance grants, and for other purposes; with an 
amendment (Rept. 110–322). Referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the State 
of the Union, and ordered to be printed. 

f 

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 
Under clause 2 of rule XII, public 

bills and resolutions were introduced 
and severally referred, as follows: 

By Mr. REICHERT: 
H.R. 3508. A bill to provide automatic con-

tinuing appropriations for the Government; 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. BURGESS: 
H.R. 3509. A bill to provide health care li-

ability reform, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PETERSON of Pennsylvania 
(for himself, Mr. GONZALEZ, Mr. 
ENGLISH of Pennsylvania, and Mr. 
RODRIGUEZ): 

H.R. 3510. A bill to prohibit the imposition 
and collection of tolls on certain highways 
constructed using Federal funds; to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture. 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: 
H.R. 3511. A bill to designate the facility of 

the United States Postal Service located at 
2150 East Hardtner Drive in Urania, Lou-
isiana, a the ‘‘Murphy A. Tannehill Post Of-
fice Building’’; to the Committee on Over-
sight and Government Reform. 

By Ms. CARSON (for herself, Mr. WU, 
Mr. KAGEN, Ms. HOOLEY, and Mr. 
SCOTT of Virginia): 

H.R. 3512. A bill to ensure that college 
textbooks and supplemental materials are 

available and affordable; to the Committee 
on Education and Labor. 

By Mr. DEFAZIO: 
H.R. 3513. A bill to amend the Oregon Wil-

derness Act of 1984 to designate the Copper 
Salmon Wilderness and to amend the Wild 
and Scenic Rivers Act to designate segments 
of the North and South Forks of the Elk 
River in the State of Oregon as wild or sce-
nic rivers, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Natural Resources. 

By Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of 
Texas: 

H.R. 3514. A bill to authorize workshops to 
eliminate gender bias for women in careers 
in science, technology, engineering, and 
mathematics, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Education and Labor, and in 
addition to the Committees on Science and 
Technology, and Armed Services, for a pe-
riod to be subsequently determined by the 
Speaker, in each case for consideration of 
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic-
tion of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. MCHUGH: 
H.R. 3515. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-

enue Code of 1986 to allow individuals a re-
fundable credit against income tax for the 
purchase of private health insurance; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MCHUGH: 
H.R. 3516. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-

enue Code of 1986 to provide a 100 percent de-
duction for the health insurance costs of in-
dividuals; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. MCHUGH: 
H.R. 3517. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-

enue Code of 1986 to provide that distribu-
tions from an individual retirement plan, a 
section 401(k) plan, or a section 403(b) con-
tract shall not be includible in gross income 
to the extent used to pay long-term care in-
surance premiums; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MILLER of Florida (for himself, 
Mr. BUCHANAN, Ms. GINNY BROWN- 
WAITE of Florida, Mr. KELLER, Mr. 
CRENSHAW, Mr. MARIO DIAZ-BALART 
of Florida, Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART 
of Florida, Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN, Mr. 
PUTNAM, Mr. STEARNS, Ms. CASTOR, 
Mr. HASTINGS of Florida, Mr. BOYD of 
Florida, Mr. WEXLER, Mr. WELDON of 
Florida, Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, 
Mr. YOUNG of Florida, Mr. MACK, Mr. 
FEENEY, Mr. MICA, Mr. MEEK of Flor-
ida, Ms. CORRINE BROWN of Florida, 
and Mr. MAHONEY of Florida): 

H.R. 3518. A bill to designate the facility of 
the United States Postal Service located at 
1430 South Highway 29 in Cantonment, Flor-
ida, as the ‘‘Charles H. Hendix Post Office 
Building’’; to the Committee on Oversight 
and Government Reform. 

By Ms. NORTON: 
H.R. 3519. A bill to establish the United 

States Commission on an Open Society with 
Security; to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure, and in addition to 
the Committee on Homeland Security, for a 
period to be subsequently determined by the 
Speaker, in each case for consideration of 
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic-
tion of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. SENSENBRENNER: 
H.R. 3520. A bill to provide for the appoint-

ment of additional Federal circuit and dis-
trict judges, to improve the administration 
of justice, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SIRES (for himself, Mr. FRANK 
of Massachusetts, and Ms. WATERS): 

H.R. 3521. A bill to improve the Operating 
Fund for public housing of the Department 
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of Housing and Urban Development; to the 
Committee on Financial Services. 

By Mr. UDALL of New Mexico: 
H.R. 3522. A bill to ratify a conveyance of 

a portion of the Jicarilla Apache Reservation 
to Rio Arriba County, State of New Mexico, 
pursuant to the settlement of litigation be-
tween the Jicarilla Apache Nation and Rio 
Arriba County, State of New Mexico, to au-
thorize issuance of a patent for said lands, 
and to change the exterior boundary of the 
Jicarilla Apache Reservation accordingly, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Natural Resources. 

By Mr. GALLEGLY (for himself and 
Mr. GARY G. MILLER of California): 

H. Con. Res. 208. Concurrent resolution ex-
pressing the sense of Congress regarding 
raising awareness of and opposition to global 
terrorism; to the Committee on Oversight 
and Government Reform. 

By Mr. HOYER (for himself and Mr. 
BOEHNER): 

H. Res. 643. A resolution recognizing Sep-
tember 11 as a day of rememberance, extend-
ing sympathies to those who lost their lives 
on September 11, 2001, and their families, 
honoring the heroic actions of our nation’s 
first responders and Armed Forces, and re-
affirming the commitment to defending the 
people of the United States against any and 
all future challenges; considered and agreed 
to. 

By Mr. BOEHNER (for himself, Mr. 
BLUNT, Mr. PUTNAM, Mr. CANTOR, Mr. 
MCCOTTER, Ms. GRANGER, Mr. 
CARTER, Mr. HUNTER, Ms. ROS- 
LEHTINEN, Mr. KING of New York, Mr. 
MARIO DIAZ-BALART of Florida, Mr. 
DREIER, Mr. UPTON, Mr. POE, and Mr. 
SAXTON): 

H. Res. 644. A resolution reaffirming the 
commitment of the House of Representatives 
to respecting the independent and profes-
sional reputation of General David H. 
Petraeus and all members of the United 
States Armed Forces serving in good stand-
ing in the defense of the United States; to 
the Committee on Armed Services. 

By Mr. MARIO DIAZ-BALART of Flor-
ida (for himself and Mr. MCHENRY): 

H. Res. 645. A resolution expressing the 
gratitude and appreciation of the House of 
Representatives to the professionalism and 
dedication of the United States Capitol Po-
lice; to the Committee on House Administra-
tion. 

By Mr. GARRETT of New Jersey (for 
himself, Mr. FRANKS of Arizona, Mr. 
MACK, Mr. BARTLETT of Maryland, 
Ms. FOXX, Mr. MILLER of Florida, Mr. 
PAUL, Mr. CONAWAY, Mr. AKIN, and 
Mr. DANIEL E. LUNGREN of Cali-
fornia): 

H. Res. 646. A resolution celebrating the 
220th Anniversary of the signing of the Con-
stitution of the United States of America, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Oversight and Government Reform. 

By Mr. GINGREY: 
H. Res. 647. A resolution commending Gen-

eral David H. Petraeus for his exemplary 
service to the United States and for his lead-
ership as Commander of the Multi-National 
Force-Iraq and condemning in the strongest 
possible terms the reprehensible efforts of 
certain persons questioning the honesty, in-
tegrity, and service of General Petraeus; to 
the Committee on Armed Services. 

By Mr. ISSA: 
H. Res. 648. A resolution supporting the 

goals and ideals of Sudden Cardiac Arrest 
Awareness Day; to the Committee on Energy 
and Commerce. 

MEMORIALS 

Under clause 3 of rule XII, memorials 
were presented and referred as follows: 

185. The SPEAKER presented a memorial 
of the General Assembly of the State of Ten-
nessee, relative to Senate Joint Resolution 
No. 361 urging the Congress of the United 
States to address the economic impact of 
interchange fees and merchant discount 
charges and develop clear and concise disclo-
sure to consumers and retailers; to the Com-
mittee on Financial Services. 

186. Also, a memorial of the Cabinet of the 
State of Florida, relative to a Resolution 
urging the Congress of the United States to 
support a National Catastrophe Insurance 
Program; to the Committee on Financial 
Services. 

187. Also, a memorial of the Legislature of 
the State of New Hampshire, relative to Sen-
ate Concurrent Resolution No. 4 calling on 
the President of the United States and the 
Congress of the United States to fully fund 
the federal government’s share of special 
education services in public elementary and 
secondary schools in the United States under 
the Individuals with Disabilities Education 
Act; to the Committee on Energy and Com-
merce. 

188. Also, a memorial of the Senate of the 
State of Michigan, relative to Senate Reso-
lution No. 89 memorializing the Congress of 
the United States to enact H.R. 2927, which 
responsibly balances achievable fuel econ-
omy increases with important economic and 
social concerns, including consumer de-
mands; to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

189. Also, a memorial of the House of Rep-
resentatives of the State of Michigan, rel-
ative to House Resolution No. 59 memori-
alizing the Congress of the United States and 
the United States State Department to in-
crease efforts to halt the violence and to pro-
vide humanitarian assistance in the Darfur 
Region of Sudan; to the Committee on For-
eign Affairs. 

190. Also, a memorial of the House of Rep-
resentatives of the State of Michigan, rel-
ative to House Resolution No. 63 memori-
alizing the Congress of the United States to 
enact legislation to prohibit federal funds 
from going to any business or entity that 
works with the Sudanese Government; to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

191. Also, a memorial of the House of Rep-
resentatives of the State of Missouri, rel-
ative to a Resolution urging the Congress of 
the United States to repeal the REAL ID 
Act; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

192. Also, a memorial of the Legislature of 
the State of Louisiana, relative to Senate 
Concurrent Resolution No. 134 memorializing 
the Congress of the United States and urging 
the respective executive branch departments 
to take a proactive role in assisting the com-
munities of New Orleans East in protecting 
their health and safety and in promoting 
economic development; to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

193. Also, a memorial of the General Court 
of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts, rel-
ative to a Resolution memorializing the Con-
gress of the United States to designate the 
Vineyard and Nantucket Sounds as no dis-
charge zones; to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

194. Also, a memorial of the Legislature of 
the State of Louisiana, relative to Senate 
Concurrent Resolution No. 137 memorializing 
the Congress of the United States to provide 
funding for the Louisiana University of Med-
ical Services, Inc., College of Primary Care 

Medicine; jointly to the Committees on En-
ergy and Commerce and Education and 
Labor. 

195. Also, a memorial of the Senate of the 
State of Louisiana, relative to Senate Reso-
lution No. 115 memorializing the Congress of 
the United States to vote in favor of H.R. 
1229, ‘‘Non-Market Economy Trade Remedy 
Act of 2007’’; jointly to the Committees on 
Ways and Means and Rules. 

f 

ADDITIONAL SPONSORS 

Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors 
were added to public bills and resolu-
tions as follows: 

H.R. 25: Mr. LUCAS. 
H.R. 138: Mr. CULBERSON, Mr. GOODE, Mr. 

MARSHALL, and Mrs. JO ANN DAVIS of Vir-
ginia. 

H.R. 303: Ms. CORRINE BROWN of Florida. 
H.R. 507: Mr. JACKSON of Illinois. 
H.R. 526: Mr. HODES. 
H.R. 542: Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. 
H.R. 549: Mr. SMITH of New Jersey and Mrs. 

BOYDA of Kansas. 
H.R. 552: Mr. BISHOP of Georgia. 
H.R. 601: Ms. SUTTON. 
H.R. 621: Mr. WAMP, Mr. WILSON of South 

Carolina, and Mr. MANZULLO. 
H.R. 695: Mr. ARCURI. 
H.R. 743: Mr. DEAL of Georgia. 
H.R. 748: Mr. BARRETT of South Carolina. 
H.R. 823: Ms. SHEA-PORTER, Mr. UDALL of 

Colorado, Mr. LOEBSACK, and Mr. TIERNEY. 
H.R. 997: Mrs. MYRICK. 
H.R. 1117: Mr. OLVER. 
H.R. 1120: Mr. BACHUS. 
H.R. 1125: Mr. KLINE of Minnesota, Mr. 

DEFAZIO, Mr. NUNES, and Ms. SLAUGHTER. 
H.R. 1154: Mr. STEARNS, Mr. OBERSTAR, Mr. 

BARROW, Mr. BISHOP of New York, and Mr. 
BACHUS. 

H.R. 1193: Mr. ROGERS of Michigan and Mr. 
LAMPSON. 

H.R. 1216: Mr. SMITH of Washington. 
H.R. 1222: Mr. BARTLETT of Maryland. 
H.R. 1223: Mr. BARTLETT of Maryland. 
H.R. 1225: Mr. CROWLEY. 
H.R. 1275: Mrs. CAPPS. 
H.R. 1283: Mr. SARBANES. 
H.R. 1303: Mr. CROWLEY. 
H.R. 1343: Mr. JOHNSON of Illinois. 
H.R. 1366: Mr. FRANKS of Arizona. 
H.R. 1386: Mr. PETERSON of Minnesota, Mr. 

YARMUTH, and Mr. FARR. 
H.R. 1464: Mr. WOLF, Mr. DAVIS of Illinois, 

and Ms. CLARKE. 
H.R. 1524: Mr. VAN HOLLEN. 
H.R. 1537: Mr. ABERCROMBIE. 
H.R. 1567: Mr. BOUCHER. 
H.R. 1655: Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of 

Texas. 
H.R. 1687: Mr. EHLERS. 
H.R. 1691: Mrs. DAVIS of California. 
H.R. 1740: Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. 
H.R. 1755: Mr. MCDERMOTT. 
H.R. 1843: Mr. SALAZAR and Mr. KUHL of 

New York. 
H.R. 1866: Mr. GONZALEZ. 
H.R. 1877: Ms. SUTTON. 
H.R. 1927: Mr. JONES of North Carolina and 

Mrs. DAVIS of California. 
H.R. 1974: Mr. BRALEY of Iowa. 
H.R. 1992: Ms. WOOLSEY. 
H.R. 2027: Mr. JONES of North Carolina. 
H.R. 2040: Mr. GONZALEZ, Mr. SCHIFF, Mr. 

SCOTT of Virginia, Mr. ENGLISH of Pennsyl-
vania, and Mr. WATT. 

H.R. 2053: Mr. WAXMAN, Mr. MCHENRY, Mr. 
CARTER, and Mr. MCGOVERN. 

H.R. 2060: Mr. ADERHOLT. 
H.R. 2086: Mr. MATHESON and Mr. DEAL of 

Georgia. 
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H.R. 2138: Mr. CARDOZA and Mr. MITCHELL. 
H.R. 2167: Mr. MCDERMOTT and Mr. MCGOV-

ERN. 
H.R. 2188: Mr. PLATTS and Mr. ELLISON. 
H.R. 2233: Mr. PALLONE. 
H.R. 2265: Ms. DELAURO. 
H.R. 2295: Mr. JOHNSON of Illinois and Mrs. 

TAUSCHER. 
H.R. 2303: Mr. GONZALEZ and Ms. MOORE of 

Wisconsin. 
H.R. 2327: Ms. CLARKE, Mr. BISHOP of New 

York, and Mr. DOYLE. 
H.R. 2329: Mr. JOHNSON of Illinois and Mr. 

SAXTON. 
H.R. 2376: Mrs. MYRICK and Ms. FOXX. 
H.R. 2384: Mr. BRALEY of Iowa. 
H.R. 2522: Mr. PAYNE. 
H.R. 2566: Mr. FARR. 
H.R. 2567: Mr. BISHOP of Georgia and Mrs. 

CHRISTENSEN. 
H.R. 2805: Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Mr. TIERNEY, 

and Mr. ALLEN. 
H.R. 2821: Mr. PAYNE. 
H.R. 2827: Mr. TERRY. 
H.R. 2833: Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. 
H.R. 2849: Mr. MORAN of Kansas. 
H.R. 2880: Mr. ROSKAM. 
H.R. 2881: Mr. AL GREEN of Texas. 
H.R. 2895: Ms. WOOLSEY, Mr. KIND, Ms. 

SCHAKOWSKY, Mr. WAXMAN, Mr. MCDERMOTT, 
Mr. RANGEL, Mr. DAVIS of Illinois, and Mr. 
MATHESON. 

H.R. 2904: Mr. WALBERG. 
H.R. 3012: Mr. BUCHANAN. 
H.R. 3029: Mr. BERMAN. 
H.R. 3090: Mr. GOHMERT and Mr. TERRY. 
H.R. 3143: Mrs. CUBIN and Mr. HILL. 
H.R. 3148: Mr. JONES of North Carolina, Mr. 

BURTON of Indiana, and Mr. BACHUS. 
H.R 3189: Ms. DEGETTE. 
H.R 3207: Mr. GILCHREST. 
H.R 3219: Mr. BERMAN, Mr. MOORE of Kan-

sas, Ms. ESHOO, Mr. LEWIS of Georgia, and 
Mr. KING of New York. 

H.R 3223: Mr. MICHAUD. 
H.R 3262: Mr. PAUL. 
H.R 3282: Mr. PLATTS and Mr. GORDON. 
H.R 3317: Mr. BUTTERFIELD. 
H.R 3326: Mr. GONZALEZ. 
H.R 3334: Mr. YOUNG of Florida. 
H.R 3337: Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, and Mr. MCGOV-

ERN. 
H.R 3355: Mr. JINDAL. 
H.R 3357: Ms. SLAUGHTER, Mr. HOLDEN, Mr. 

WELCH of Vermont, and Mr. WU. 
H.R 3381: Mr. HARE. 
H.R 3412: Mr. GARY G. MILLER of Cali-

fornia. 
H.R 3430: Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. 
H.R 3439: Mr. HONDA. 
H.R 3501: Mr. DOGGETT. 
H. Con. Res. 122: Mr. EHLERS, Mr. KENNEDY, 

and Mr. ENGEL. 
H. Con. Res. 163: Mr. HINCHEY. 
H. Con. Res. 176: Mr. ARCURI. 
H. Con. Res. 189: Mr. CROWLEY and Mr. 

PASCRELL. 
H. Con. Res. 200: Mr. MCGOVERN and Ms. 

BORDALLO. 
H. Con. Res. 203: Mr. KLEIN of Florida, Mr. 

BOUSTANY, Mr. WYNN, Mr. MCGOVERN, Mr. 
BLUMENAUER, Mr. LANTOS, Mr. UPTON, Ms. 
LEE, Mr. HOEKSTRA, Mr. BURTON of Indiana, 
Mr. PITTS, Mr. CARTER, Mr. YOUNG of Alaska, 
Mr. EHLERS, and Mr. SAXTON. 

H. Res. 111: Mr. KLEIN of Florida, Mr. PUT-
NAM, Mr. AL GREEN of Texas, and Mr. BART-
LETT of Maryland. 

H. Res. 118: Mr. KUCINICH, Mr. WYNN, and 
Mr. PEARCE. 

H. Res. 282: Mr. MCINTYRE. 
H. Res. 407: Ms. WATSON. 
H. Res. 499: Mr. TERRY, Mr. GERLACH, Mr. 

BACHUS, and Mr. KAGEN. 
H. Res. 525: Ms. WATSON and Mr. MICHAUD. 
H. Res. 565: Mr. PLATTS. 
H. Res. 588: Mr. PATRICK MURPHY of Penn-

sylvania, Mr. SCHIFF, Ms. CLARKE, Mr. CAR-

NEY, Ms. SLAUGHTER, Mrs. BOYDA of Kansas, 
and Mrs. TAUSCHER. 

H. Res. 604: Mr. MURTHA, Mr. WALBERG, Mr. 
BUYER, Mr. MARIO DIAZ-BALART of Florida, 
Mr. KILDEE, Mr. DOYLE, Mr. TOWNS, Mr. 
JONES of North Carolina, Mr. FORBES, Mr. 
WILSON of South Carolina, Mr. DANIEL E. 
LUNGREN of California, Mr. HUNTER, Ms. 
GRANGER, Mr. TAYLOR, Mr. SKELTON, Mr. 
ORTIZ, Mr. MEEK of Florida, Mrs. MILLER of 
Michigan, Mr. SHUSTER, Ms. CASTOR, and Mr. 
AKIN. 

H. Res. 620: Ms. WATSON. 
H. Res. 625: Mr. MEEKS of New York, and 

Mr. STARK. 
H. Res. 626: Mr. MEEKS of New York, and 

Mr. STARK. 
H. Res. 641: Mr. WESTMORELAND, Mr. BUR-

TON of Indiana, Mr. SHAYS, Mr. BURGESS, Mr. 
MCCAUL of Texas, Mr. TIAHRT, Mr. JORDAN, 
Mr. DAVIS of Kentucky, Mr. LAMBORN, Mr. 
SALI, Mr. NUNES, Mr. MCCARTHY of Cali-
fornia, Mr. HELLER, Mrs. MYRICK, Mr. 
ROSKAM, Mr. COBLE, Mr. DENT, Mr. DAVID 
DAVIS of Tennessee, Mrs. MCMORRIS ROD-
GERS, Mrs. BLACKBURN, Mr. KELLER, Mr. 
WALBERG, Mr. BRADY of Texas, Mr. GINGREY, 
Mr. MCCOTTER, Mr. GOODLATTE, Ms. FOXX, 
Mr. SMITH of Nebraska, Mr. WILSON of South 
Carolina, Mr. PRICE of Georgia, Mr. SES-
SIONS, Mr. PUTNAM, Mr. KLINE of Minnesota, 
Mr. MACK, Mrs. BONO, Mr. GRAVES, Mr. SHU-
STER, Mr. PETERSON of Pennsylvania, Mr. 
MARIO DIAZ-BALART of Florida, Mr. LINCOLN 
DIAZ-BALART of Florida, Mr. ISSA, Mr. BAR-
TON of Texas, Mrs. MILLER of Michigan, Mr. 
GERLACH, Mr. RYAN of Wisconsin, Mr. HAYES, 
Ms. FALLIN, Mr. TERRY, Mr. BILBRAY, Mr. 
CANTOR, Mr. SOUDER, Mr. GARRETT of New 
Jersey, and Mr. POE. 

H. Res. 642: Mr. REYES, Mr. MORAN of Vir-
ginia, Mr. SERRANO, and Mr. GUTIERREZ. 
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EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS 
HONORING SHARON K. HAHS 

HON. RAHM EMANUEL 
OF ILLINOIS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, September 10, 2007 

Mr. EMANUEL. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to congratulate Sharon K. Hahs on her 
installation as President of Northeastern Illi-
nois University. 

Dr. Hahs has displayed a lifelong commit-
ment to education and academics, and is well 
suited for her new role. Prior to her service at 
Northeastern Illinois University, she was Dean 
of the School of Humanities and Sciences at 
the University of South Carolina at 
Spartanburg, Dean of the College of Arts and 
Sciences at Southern Illinois University- 
Edwardsville, Provost and Vice Chancellor for 
Academic Affairs at Southern Illinois Univer-
sity-Edwardsville, and Professor of Chemistry 
at Metropolitan State College in Denver, Colo-
rado. 

For over 140 years, Northeastern Illinois 
University has been providing excellent edu-
cational opportunities to students from Chi-
cago and around the country. As one of the 
most diverse student bodies in America, the 
University provides a rich melting pot of expe-
rience and interaction. With a curriculum of 
over eighty undergraduate and graduate ma-
jors, Northeastern Illinois University offers a 
wide tapestry of academic opportunity. And 
with a historical emphasis on teacher edu-
cation, the University produces a significant 
number of Chicago’s vital public school teach-
ers. 

Undoubtedly, Dr. Hahs will not only con-
tribute to Northeastern Illinois University’s 
proud legacy of academics, but also expand 
the University’s ability to educate young minds 
and shape Chicagoans into spirited and pro-
ductive members of society. 

Madam Speaker, on behalf of the Fifth Con-
gressional District of Illinois, I congratulate 
Sharon Hahs on her lengthy and influential ca-
reer, her recent selection as President of 
NEIU, and her many outstanding contributions 
to education. I wish Mrs. Hahs and NEIU con-
tinued success as they work to enhance the 
University’s already sterling reputation. 

f 

CONGRATULATING MR. JACKSON 
CAIN 

HON. THOMAS G. TANCREDO 
OF COLORADO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, September 10, 2007 

Mr. TANCREDO. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to pay tribute to one of my constituents, 
Mr. Jackson Cain of Littleton, Colorado, who 
will attend a People to People World Leader-
ship Forum in 2008. His outstanding academic 

merits and communal involvement have laid a 
solid foundation of individual integrity and 
dedication: both characteristics of a qualified 
leader. I am honored to represent such a 
promising young man. 

Created in 1956, the People to People Pro-
gram is an educational travel program dedi-
cated to fostering leadership potential in youth 
worldwide. People to People has helped more 
than 200,000 students and professionals de-
velop their leadership skills based upon 
Dwight D. Eisenhower’s belief that ‘‘people 
can make a difference where governments 
cannot.’’ This unique interaction and exposure 
will enable Mr. Cain to gain a greater under-
standing and insider’s perspective of Wash-
ington, DC. 

Madam Speaker, it is my distinct pleasure to 
acknowledge one of Colorado’s own. Please 
join me in congratulating Mr. Cain and wishing 
him the best in his future endeavors. 

f 

RECOGNIZING MR. ERIC LANG-
HORST FOR THE 2007–2008 MIS-
SOURI TEACHER OF THE YEAR 
AWARD 

HON. SAM GRAVES 
OF MISSOURI 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, September 10, 2007 

Mr. GRAVES. Madam Speaker, I proudly 
pause to recognize Mr. Eric Langhorst, of Lib-
erty, Missouri. Mr. Eric Langhorst is the recipi-
ent of the 2007–2008 Missouri Teacher of the 
Year Award. 

Mr. Eric Langhorst has been an educator for 
fourteen years. For the past 7 years, he has 
taught history at South Valley Junior High 
School In order to effectively communicate 
with his students, Mr. Langhorst incorporates 
technology, debate, and guest speakers into 
the curriculum. 

Mr. Eric Langhorst currently serves as the 
social studies department chairperson for 
South Valley Junior High School as well as 
being on the district’s technology team. In ad-
dition, he also serves on the Clay County 
Board of Directors. 

Madam Speaker, I proudly ask you to join 
me in honoring Mr. Eric Langhorst, whose 
dedication and service to the people of Liberty 
has been truly exceptional. 

f 

RECOGNITION OF THE RAMADAN 
CELEBRATION 

HON. PETER J. ROSKAM 
OF ILLINOIS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, September 10, 2007 

Mr. ROSKAM. Madam Speaker, I rise today 
to recognize the commencement of Ramadan, 

the Muslim holy month of introspection, fasting 
and spiritual renewal. 

Throughout the entire ninth month of the Is-
lamic calendar year, Muslims demonstrate 
their devotion to God by fasting from sunrise 
until sunset. The holy month of Ramadan is 
also an important time for Muslim families and 
communities as they join together in expres-
sion of their devotion. 

Many Muslims take the month of September 
to seek physical and spiritual renewal. In fact, 
more than 25,000 Muslims in my Congres-
sional District observe this celebration to mark 
their steadfast commitments to faith, peace, 
family and heritage. 

Madam Speaker and distinguished col-
leagues, please join me in honoring the cele-
bration of the month of Ramadan and wishing 
Muslims a peaceful and blessed holiday. 

f 

TAIWAN 

HON. JOHN ABNEY CULBERSON 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Monday, September 10, 2007 

Mr. CULBERSON. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today in support of Taiwan’s decision to apply 
for admittance to the United Nations. I urge 
the Administration and the Secretary General 
to reconsider their positions and accept Tai-
wan, a sovereign and democratically elected 
government, as a peer in the international 
community. 

For over 50 years, Taiwan has been a flour-
ishing, independent and sovereign government 
in the developing world and Southeast Asia. 
Taiwan has developed a world-class democ-
racy, serving as a model for countries in the 
region. The people of Taiwan inspire others in 
Southeast Asia and around the world who de-
sire freedom and prosperity. America should 
stand with our friends who engage in peaceful 
democracy and Taiwan deserves our support. 

Taiwan has all the qualifications for a sov-
ereign state as laid out in the ‘‘Montevideo 
Convention on the Rights and Duties of 
States.’’ Taiwan has a permanent population, 
a recognized and defined territory, govern-
ment, and the capacity to enter relations with 
other states, including 23 members of the UN. 
Under Article 4 of the UN Charter, Taiwan 
clearly has the right to apply for membership. 
The Secretary General should allow Taiwan to 
present its case to the General Assembly and 
allow a vote to proceed. 

Taiwan plays an important role in the inter-
national community because of its democratic 
and economic success. Other nations are ben-
efiting from Taiwan’s access to markets and 
technology. It defies logic and the principle of 
fairness that the Taiwanese people and gov-
ernment are not given the same voice as ev-
eryone else throughout the world. 

In petitioning the UN for membership under 
the name Taiwan, President Chen Shui-bian is 
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dutifully responding to the sentiments of his 
people, of which three-quarters support apply-
ing for UN membership under the name of 
Taiwan. This is a responsible decision by the 
government and not a new initiative. The gov-
ernment in Taipei has been petitioning for UN 
membership since 1993. 

In closing, Madam Speaker, I urge this body 
to stand with our friends and allies in Taiwan. 
I hope you will join me in supporting strong 
democracy in the world by supporting Tai-
wan’s bid for membership to the United Na-
tions. 

f 

HONORING WOODROW SKAFF 

HON. DALE E. KILDEE 
OF MICHIGAN 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Monday, September 10, 2007 

Mr. KILDEE. Madam Speaker, I rise today 
to honor Woodrow ‘‘Woody’’ Skaff on his 90th 
birthday. Woodrow turned 90 on August 26th. 
A celebration hosted by the University of 
Michigan-Flint is being held on September 
12th in my hometown of Flint, Michigan. 

Woody’s father came to the United States in 
1906. He settled in Flint and married Martha 
VanDemark. They started a carpet business 
and had five children. Woody began working 
in the family business during the 1930s, After 
World War II, his two brothers, Don and Jack, 
joined Woody and the three sons expanded 
their father’s business to include furniture. The 
brothers continued to grow the business and 
operated 6 different stores. By the 1970s the 
third generation became involved when 
Woody’s oldest son, George, became in-
volved. The business continues today to be a 
vibrant family run enterprise built on the cor-
nerstone of respect and service to the cus-
tomer and community. 

Even after retirement, Woody Skaff still 
maintains this respect for the community. He 
is involved in numerous organizations includ-
ing Big Brothers Big Sisters of Greater Flint, 
Young Life—Christian Camp, Crossroads, the 
YWCA, the Community Foundation of Greater 
Flint, First Presbyterian Church, the Flint Insti-
tute of Music, the Flint Institute of Art and the 
Cultural Center. Woody has funded a scholar-
ship program at the University of Michigan- 
Flint and over 30 students have benefited from 
his generosity. 

Madam Speaker please join me in congratu-
lating Woodrow Skaff for 90 years of living his 
Christian faith by loving, caring and helping 
others. He has made a significant contribution 
to the Flint community through his generosity 
and his example. I wish him the best in the 
coming year and many, many more. 

f 

CELEBRATING THE INSTALLATION 
OF DR. SHARON K. HAHS AS 
PRESIDENT OF NORTHEASTERN 
ILLINOIS UNIVERSITY 

HON. RAHM EMANUEL 
OF ILLINOIS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Monday, September 10, 2007 

Mr. EMANUEL. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to congratulate Dr. Sharon K. Hahs on 

her official installation as President of North-
eastern Illinois University. 

Located in Illinois’ 5th Congressional Dis-
trict, Northeastern Illinois University serves 
over 12,000 students from the Chicago metro-
politan area, providing students with an afford-
able, high-quality academic experience. NEIU 
has a population that is richly diverse in eth-
nicity, culture, age and language. The institu-
tion today offers over 80 undergraduate and 
graduate majors, and has the largest teacher 
education program of the public universities in 
Chicago and is one of the top producers of 
education degrees in the state. 

Dr. Hahs is the perfect choice to lead this 
fine school, as demonstrated by her career 
which has been devoted to post-secondary 
education. Prior to assuming the role of presi-
dent, Dr. Hahs served as Provost and Vice 
Chancellor for Academic Affairs and Director 
of Special Projects at Southern Illinois Univer-
sity Edwardsville. 

Dr. Hahs has more than 30 years of experi-
ence in higher education, beginning with a 10- 
year term as a member of the chemistry de-
partment at Metropolitan State College in Den-
ver. She served as Dean of the School of Hu-
manities and Sciences at the University of 
South Carolina at Spartanburg from 1984 to 
1994. She then became the first-ever Dean of 
the newly formed College of Arts and 
Sciences at SIUE, and served in that role from 
1995 to 2000. On July 1, 2000, Dr. Hahs was 
appointed Provost and Vice Chancellor for 
Academic Affairs at SIUE. 

A native of Washington, Indiana, Dr. Hahs 
earned a B.A. in chemistry from Illinois Wes-
leyan University, and an M.S. and Ph.D. in in-
organic chemistry from the University of New 
Mexico. She and her husband of 38 years 
have two daughters and a grandson. 

Madam Speaker, on behalf of the citizens of 
the 5th Congressional District, I again wish to 
congratulate Dr. Sharon K. Hahs on her instal-
lation as President of Northeastern Illinois Uni-
versity. Her experiences as both a teacher 
and an administrator make her a valuable 
leader at Northeastern Illinois and for the 
State of Illinois. I wish her continued success 
as the President of NEIU and beyond. 

f 

CONGRATULATING MS. MAGGIE 
CARTER 

HON. THOMAS G. TANCREDO 
OF COLORADO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, September 10, 2007 

Mr. TANCREDO. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to pay tribute to one of my constituents, 
Ms. Maggie Carter of Greenwood Village, Col-
orado, who will attend a People to People 
World Leadership Forum in 2008. Her out-
standing academic merits and communal in-
volvement have laid a solid foundation of indi-
vidual integrity and dedication: both character-
istics of a qualified leader. I am honored to 
represent such a promising young woman. 

Created in 1956, the People to People Pro-
gram is an educational travel program dedi-
cated to fostering leadership potential in youth 
worldwide. People to People has helped more 
than 200,000 students and professionals de-

velop their leadership skills based upon 
Dwight D. Eisenhower’s belief that ‘‘people 
can make a difference where governments 
cannot.’’ This unique interaction and exposure 
will enable Ms. Carter to gain a greater under-
standing and insider’s perspective of Wash-
ington, DC. 

Madam Speaker, it is my distinct pleasure to 
acknowledge one of Colorado’s own. Please 
join me in congratulating Ms. Carter and wish-
ing her the best in her future endeavors. 

f 

RECOGNIZING SETH KRAUSE FOR 
ACHIEVING THE RANK OF EAGLE 
SCOUT 

HON. SAM GRAVES 
OF MISSOURI 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, September 10, 2007 

Mr. GRAVES. Madam Speaker, I proudly 
pause to recognize Seth Krause, a very spe-
cial young man who has exemplified the finest 
qualities of citizenship and leadership by tak-
ing an active part in the Boy Scouts of Amer-
ica, Troop 100, and in earning the most pres-
tigious award of Eagle Scout. 

Seth has been very active with his troop, 
participating in many Scout activities. Seth’s 
Eagle Scout project was to arrange for the 
purchase and installation of a 25 foot flag pole 
outside the local community gymnasium. Over 
the years Seth has been involved with Scout-
ing, he has not only earned numerous merit 
badges, but also the respect of his family, 
peers, and community. 

Madam Speaker, I proudly ask you to join 
me in commending Seth Krause for his ac-
complishments with the Boy Scouts of Amer-
ica and for his efforts put forth in achieving the 
highest distinction of Eagle Scout. 

f 

INTRODUCTORY FLOOR STATE-
MENT FOR A BILL TO RATIFY A 
CONVEYANCE OF THE JICARILLA 
APACHE RESERVATION TO RIO 
ARRIBA COUNTY, STATE OF NEW 
MEXICO, PURSUANT TO THE SET-
TLEMENT OF LITIGATION BE-
TWEEN THE JICARILLA APACHE 
NATION AND RIO ARRIBA COUN-
TY, STATE OF NEW MEXICO, TO 
AUTHORIZE ISSUANCE OF A PAT-
ENT FOR SAID LANDS, AND TO 
CHANGE THE EXTERIOR BOUND-
ARY OF THE JICARILLA APACHE 
RESERVATION ACCORDINGLY, 
AND FOR OTHER PURPOSES 

HON. TOM UDALL 
OF NEW MEXICO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, September 10, 2007 

Mr. UDALL of New Mexico. Madam Speak-
er, I rise to introduce a bill to ratify a convey-
ance of a portion of the Jicarilla Apache res-
ervation to the county of Rio Arriba, New Mex-
ico. This legislation will bring resolution to a 
long-standing dispute between the Jicarilla 
Apache Nation and Rio Arriba County. In the 
109th Congress, H.R. 4876, a nearly identical 
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bill, passed the House under suspension of 
the rules. 

The dispute, which has been ongoing for 
nearly 2 decades, is over the ownership of a 
road on a parcel of land formerly referred to 
as Theis Ranch. The Jicarilla Nation pur-
chased Theis Ranch in 1985 and, in March 
1988, the Nation subsequently conveyed a 
trust deed for Theis Ranch to the United 
States. The Theis Ranch property then, by 
proclamation of the Secretary of the Interior, 
became part of the Jicarilla Reservation in 
September 1988. 

A lawsuit was filed in October 1987 and the 
District Court was asked to determine the 
ownership status of the disputed road. In the 
original lawsuit, Rio Arriba County sought to 
establish that the county acquired the disputed 
road by prescription and, therefore, the county 
was the road’s rightful owner. However, the 
Jicarilla Nation contended that the Nation 
owned the road because the road was, and 
continues to be, within the boundaries of the 
expanded 1988 Jicarilla reservation. On De-
cember 10, 2001, the District Court found in 
favor of the Jicarilla and determined that the 
disputed road traversed the Jicarilla Reserva-
tion in several locations. Rio Arriba County ap-
pealed the December 2001 District Court deci-
sion; the appeal is currently pending before 
the Court of Appeals of the State of New Mex-
ico. In a separate yet relevant matter, Rio 
Arriba County appealed a February 2003 deci-
sion by the Southwest Bureau of the United 
States Department of the Interior to acquire a 
tract of land referred to as the Boyd Ranch in 
trust for the Jicarilla Nation. Rio Arriba’s ap-
peal of this determination is currently pending 
before the Interior Board of Indian Appeals. 

In an effort to settle the road dispute, the 
Jicarilla Nation and Rio Arriba County entered 
into mediation. The parties successfully 
reached a settlement that was subsequently 
executed by the Jicarilla Nation on May 3, 
2003, and Rio Arriba County on May 15, 
2003. Representatives of the Secretary of the 
Interior approved the settlement on June 18, 
2003. The settlement agreement, which would 
be implemented by this legislation, provided 
that the Jicarilla Nation would transfer approxi-
mately 70.5 acres of land located with the ex-
panded 1988 Jicarilla reservation to Rio Arriba 
County. In exchange for the Jicarilla Nation’s 
land conveyance, Rio Arriba County agreed to 
permanently abandon any and all claims to 
the disputed road. The settlement also pro-
vides that the terms of the agreement do not 
take effect until all parties complete their re-
spective promises in the agreement and the 
United States, pursuant to federal law, ap-
proves of the conveyance of this particular 
Jicarilla trust land to Rio Arriba County. 

Both parties and the Secretary of the Inte-
rior have fully performed the terms agreed to 
within the settlement agreement. All that 
stands between the parties to this dispute and 
long overdue resolution is Congressional ap-
proval. Consequently, the legislation will adjust 
the Jicarilla Reservation border in order to ac-
count for the transfer. At the same time, this 
legislation upholds Congress’ trust responsi-
bility to the Jicarilla Nation by placing restric-
tive covenants on the trust land transferred to 
the County. In other words, this legislation rec-
ognizes that the transferred land is imme-

diately adjacent to the remainder of the 
Jicarilla Nation. As a result of the transferred 
land’s proximity to the reservation, certain 
uses of the transferred land would have a det-
rimental effect on the remaining reservation. 
Therefore, this legislation allows the County to 
use the land only for governmental purposes 
but specifically prohibits the County from using 
the land for prisons, jails, or other facility for 
incarcerating persons. 

Madam Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
expedite passage of this legislation. Both the 
Nation and the County have waited years for 
this agreement to be implemented. Congress 
must now do their part to provide long over-
due resolution. 

f 

HONORING THE LIFE AND SERVICE 
OF MAJOR HENRY SAN NICOLAS 
OFECIAR, U.S. ARMY 

HON. MADELEINE Z. BORDALLO 
OF GUAM 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, September 10, 2007 

Ms. BORDALLO. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to pay grateful tribute to the life of MAJ 
Henry San Nicolas Ofeciar who recently made 
the ultimate sacrifice in Afghanistan for our 
Nation. MAJ Henry Ofeciar, 37, lost his life in 
the cause of freedom in Jalalabad, Afghani-
stan, as a result of an attack on August 27, 
2007. The people of Guam suffer the loss of 
outstanding soldiers like Major Ofeciar with 
profound sadness. But it is Henry’s loved ones 
and friends who bear the greatest burden and 
for whom we send our messages of support 
and gratitude. 

MAJ Henry Ofeciar graduated from John F. 
Kennedy High School in 1988. He joined the 
University of Guam Reserve Officers Training 
Corps, ROTC, where he excelled as a leader 
and as a soldier. Henry Ofeciar graduated 
from the University of Guam in 1993, and re-
ceived his commission as a second lieutenant 
in the United States Army in 1994, beginning 
a distinguished career of service to our coun-
try. He earned a master of arts degree in busi-
ness administration and public administration 
from Syracuse University in 2005, continuing 
his development as a professional soldier. 

MAJ Henry Ofeciar was assigned to the 1st 
Brigade, 1st Infantry Division, Fort Riley, KS. 
Major Ofeciar, like the many sons of Guam 
who served before him and gave their lives in 
defense of our country, served with honor and 
distinction. He lost his life answering the call 
to duty of our Nation, fighting in Afghanistan in 
order to help make the United States more se-
cure. For his sacrifice on our behalf, we will al-
ways be eternally grateful. 

We offer our thoughts and prayers to 
Henry’s wife Angali, who he married in Janu-
ary 2007. We offer our deepest sympathies to 
his parents, Agnes S.N. and Leonard Rillera of 
Talofofo, Guam, and Pedro and Lougene 
Ofeciar of El Paso, TX. We also extend our 
sympathies to his sisters and brothers, Orlene 
Ofeciar Arriola, Pete, Doreen, Chris, April, and 
Patrick San Nicolas Ofeciar. On behalf of a 
grateful country and the people of Guam, we 
share their loss and we offer our prayers for 
their comfort. 

Henry Ofeciar had a favorite quote from the 
Greek philosopher Epictetus, which epitomizes 
his personal commitment to duty, ‘‘First say to 
yourself what you would be; and then do what 
you have to do.’’ Today we honor MAJ Henry 
Ofeciar, a hero who did what he set out to do, 
and for whom we will be forever in his debt. 
His family, his people, and his fellow soldiers 
take pride in knowing that we will all remem-
ber him for many years for what he did for us. 
God bless MAJ Henry Ofeciar, God bless 
Guam, and God bless the United States of 
America. 

f 

CONGRATULATING MS. BRENNAN 
DIVITA 

HON. THOMAS G. TANCREDO 
OF COLORADO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, September 10, 2007 

Mr. TANCREDO. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to pay tribute to one of my constituents, 
Ms. Brennan Divita of Littleton, Colorado, who 
will attend a People to People World Leader-
ship Forum in 2008. Her outstanding aca-
demic merits and communal involvement have 
laid a solid foundation of individual integrity 
and dedication: both characteristics of a quali-
fied leader. I am honored to represent such a 
promising young woman. 

Created in 1956, the People to People Pro-
gram is an educational travel program dedi-
cated to fostering leadership potential in youth 
worldwide. People to People has helped more 
than 200,000 students and professionals de-
velop their leadership skills based upon 
Dwight D. Eisenhower’s belief that ‘‘people 
can make a difference where governments 
cannot.’’ This unique interaction and exposure 
will enable Ms. Divita to gain a greater under-
standing and insider’s perspective of Wash-
ington, DC. 

Madam Speaker, it is my distinct pleasure to 
acknowledge one of Colorado’s own. Please 
join me in congratulating Ms. Divita and wish-
ing her the best in her future endeavors. 

f 

RECOGNIZING SPENCER FRAZIER 
FOR ACHIEVING THE RANK OF 
EAGLE SCOUT 

HON. SAM GRAVES 
OF MISSOURI 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, September 10, 2007 

Mr. GRAVES. Madam Speaker, I proudly 
pause to recognize Spencer Frazier, a very 
special young man who has exemplified the 
finest qualities of citizenship and leadership by 
taking an active part in the Boy Scouts of 
America, Troop 138, and in earning the most 
prestigious award of Eagle Scout. 

Spencer has been very active with his troop, 
participating in many Scout activities. Pre-
viously, he volunteered his time to work with 
the Second Harvest Food Bank where he or-
ganized an effort to make 35 quilts for the 
Backpack Buddies program. Over the years 
Spencer has been involved with Scouting, he 
has not only earned numerous merit badges, 
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but also the respect of his family, peers, and 
community. 

Madam Speaker, I proudly ask you to join 
me in commending Spencer Frazier for his ac-
complishments with the Boy Scouts of Amer-
ica and for his efforts put forth in achieving the 
highest distinction of Eagle Scout. 

f 

SUDDEN CARDIAC ARREST 
AWARENESS DAY 

HON. DARRELL E. ISSA 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, September 10, 2007 

Mr. ISSA. Madam Speaker, today I rise to 
remember those who have died as a result of 
sudden cardiac arrest, and to introduce a 
House Resolution in support of the goals and 
ideals of Sudden Cardiac Arrest Awareness 
Day. 

Sudden cardiac arrest, SCA, is a condition 
in which the heart suddenly and unexpectedly 
stops beating, causing blood to stop flowing to 
the brain and other vital organs. SCA usually 
causes death if not treated in minutes. 

Annually, 250,000 to 450,000 Americans 
have sudden cardiac arrest, and 95 percent of 
these people die within minutes. But SCA 
does not have to take this many lives. Rapid 
treatment of SCA with a defibrillator, a device 
that sends an electrical shock to the heart, 
can be lifesaving. According to the Depart-
ment of Health and Human Services’ National 
Heart, Blood and Lung Institute, automated 
external defibrillators, AEDs, which are often 
found in public places like airports and office 
buildings, can be used to save the lives of 
people having SCAs. 

On May 20, 2005, 14-year-old Travis Roy 
was at school in Murrieta, CA, when he suf-
fered SCA. His school, like most schools, did 
not have an AED, and tragically, Travis died 
because treatment could not be administered 
fast enough. 

Since Travis’s death, his family has cam-
paigned to raise awareness of SCA and to get 
AEDs placed in schools. To date, several 
schools in the southern California area have 
implemented AED programs, including the 
Murrieta Valley Unified School District, 
Temecula Valley Unified School District, San 
Jacinto Unified School District and Point Loma 
Nazarene University in San Diego. 

California has proclaimed September 12 as 
Sudden Cardiac Arrest Awareness Day, to 
honor those who died as a result of sudden 
cardiac arrest. Awareness about sudden car-
diac arrest and ensuring defibrillators are 
available in schools and other public buildings 
can save lives. Raising awareness of sudden 
cardiac arrest is a task worthy of Congress’s 
attention. 

COMMENDING THE WORK OF SA-
MARITAN HOUSE ON ITS 20TH 
ANNIVERSARY 

HON. JIM JORDAN 
OF OHIO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, September 10, 2007 

Mr. JORDAN of Ohio. Madam Speaker, I 
take tremendous pride in recognizing the staff 
and volunteers of Samaritan House, a shelter 
for homeless and abused women in Lima, OH. 

The seeds of Samaritan House were sown 
more than two decades ago, when Pastor 
Doneta Warren opened her home to an 
abused woman and her children. Word of this 
selfless Christian act spread quickly to others 
in need, who came to Pastor Warren to see if 
she might also have room for them. Recog-
nizing that the area lacked a permanent place 
where those in abusive relationships could 
seek help, Pastor Warren worked with the 
Catholic Diocese of Toledo to found Samaritan 
House on the site of a former convent. 

Since its founding, Samaritan House has 
assisted more than 10,000 women and chil-
dren in times of need, providing food and shel-
ter, job training services, recovery support pro-
grams, and other needed help. A staff of nine 
dedicated professionals works round the clock 
to provide this assistance, working with a 15- 
member board of directors to ensure that the 
House’s mission and outreach activities are 
best carried out. 

Madam Speaker, Samaritan House is mark-
ing its 20th anniversary with a fundraising din-
ner and silent auction this Wednesday. On be-
half of the Fourth Congressional District of 
Ohio, I congratulate everyone who has worked 
and volunteered to make Samaritan House 
successful through the years. The people of 
Allen County and the entire region can take 
great pride in this life-changing facility. 

f 

HONORING PALM BEACH COUNTY 
NULITES 

HON. ALCEE L. HASTINGS 
OF FLORIDA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, September 10, 2007 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Madam Speaker, 
I rise today to recognize the NULITES of the 
Urban League of Palm Beach County. 
NULITES is the National Urban League Incen-
tive To Excel and Succeed. These fine young 
people focus on academic achievement and 
are actively involved in improving their com-
munities. The Palm Beach County chapter has 
been awarded NULITES Chapter of the Year 
for the third time. Having been chosen from 
among NULITES chapters across the country, 
this is a very impressive accomplishment of 
which we can all be very proud. 

Fadley Charles, a Florida State University 
student who is president of the chapter, 
stressed that, as Chapter of the Year, Palm 
Beach County NULITES have a ‘‘responsibility 
to strive for better, respect all others, celebrate 
achievement, create a better future, care for 
each other and promote an empowering envi-
ronment like no other.’’ With three individual 

winners of scholarships in addition to Chapter 
of the Year honors, obviously, Palm Beach 
County NULITES are fulfilling their promise. It 
is my very great pleasure to recognize them 
today, and I know we will be hearing more 
good things about them in the future. 

f 

CONGRATULATING MR. REMY 
DUFRESNE 

HON. THOMAS G. TANCREDO 
OF COLORADO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, September 10, 2007 

Mr. TANCREDO. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to pay tribute to one of my constituents, 
Mr. Remy Dufresne of Highlands Ranch, Colo-
rado, who will attend a People to People 
World Leadership Forum in 2008. His out-
standing academic merits and communal in-
volvement have laid a solid foundation of indi-
vidual integrity and dedication: both character-
istics of a qualified leader. I am honored to 
represent such a promising young man. 

Created in 1956, the People to People Pro-
gram is an educational travel program dedi-
cated to fostering leadership potential in youth 
worldwide. People to People has helped more 
than 200,000 students and professionals de-
velop their leadership skills based upon 
Dwight D. Eisenhower’s belief that ‘‘people 
can make a difference where governments 
cannot.’’ This unique interaction and exposure 
will enable Mr. Dufresne to gain a greater un-
derstanding and insider’s perspective of 
Washington, DC. 

Madam Speaker, it is my distinct pleasure to 
acknowledge one of Colorado’s own. Please 
join me in congratulating Mr. Dufresne and 
wishing him the best in his future endeavors. 

f 

RECOGNIZING MICHAEL THORNTON 
FOR ACHIEVING THE RANK OF 
EAGLE SCOUT 

HON. SAM GRAVES 
OF MISSOURI 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, September 10, 2007 

Mr. GRAVES. Madam Speaker, I proudly 
pause to recognize Michael Thornton, a very 
special young man who has exemplified the 
finest qualities of citizenship and leadership by 
taking an active part in the Boy Scouts of 
America, Troop 138, and in earning the most 
prestigious award of Eagle Scout. 

Michael has been very active with his troop, 
participating in many scout activities. Michael’s 
interest in working with community and vet-
eran affairs inspired him to clean and preserve 
over 200 headstones of fallen soldiers at Ash-
land Memorial Cemetery. Over the years Mi-
chael has been involved with scouting, he has 
not only earned numerous merit badges, but 
also the respect of his family, peers, and com-
munity. 

Madam Speaker, I proudly ask you to join 
me in commending Michael Thornton for his 
accomplishments with the Boy Scouts of 
America and for his efforts put forth in achiev-
ing the highest distinction of Eagle Scout. 
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PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. MIKE ROSS 
OF ARKANSAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, September 10, 2007 

Mr. ROSS. Madam Speaker, on Wednes-
day, September 6, 2007, I was not present for 
rollcall vote 857. 

Had I been present for rollcall 857, on 
agreeing to the King amendment to H.R. 
2786, the Native American Housing Assist-
ance and Self-Determination Reauthorization 
Act of 2007, I would have voted ‘‘aye.’’ 

On Wednesday, July 25, 2007, I was not 
present for rollcall vote 728. 

Had I been present for rollcall 728, on 
agreeing to the Etheridge amendment to the 
FY08 Commerce, Justice, Science appropria-
tions bill, I would have voted ‘‘aye.’’ 

f 

INTRODUCTION OF UNITED 
STATES COMMISSION ON AN 
OPEN SOCIETY WITH SECURITY 
ACT OF 2007 

HON. ELEANOR HOLMES NORTON 
OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, September 10, 2007 

Ms. NORTON. Madam Speaker, today, I in-
troduce the United States Commission on an 
Open Society and Security Act; expressing an 
idea I began working on when the first signs 
of the closing of parts of our open society ap-
peared after the Oklahoma City bombing trag-
edy, well before 9/11. I introduce this bill on 
the sixth anniversary of 9/11 because the bill 
grows more urgent as increasing varieties of 
security throughout the country proliferate 
without any thought about their effect on com-
mon freedoms and ordinary access, and with-
out any guidance from the government or 
elsewhere. The bill I introduce today would 
begin a systematic investigation that takes full 
account of the importance of maintaining our 
democratic traditions while responding ade-
quately to the real and substantial threats ter-
rorism poses. 

To be useful in accomplishing its difficult 
mission, the Commission would be composed 
not only of military and security experts, but 
for the first time, they would be at the same 
table with experts from such fields as busi-
ness, architecture, technology, law, city plan-
ning, art, engineering, philosophy, history, so-
ciology, and psychology. To date, questions of 
security most often have been left almost ex-
clusively to security and military experts. They 
are indispensable participants, but these ex-
perts cannot alone resolve all the new and un-
precedented issues raised by terrorism in an 
open society. In order to strike the balance re-
quired by our democratic traditions, a cross- 
cutting group needs to be working together at 
the same table. 

For years before our eyes, parts of our open 
society have gradually been closed down be-
cause of terrorism and fear of terrorism— 
whether checkpoints on streets near the Cap-
itol even when there were no alerts, or appli-
cations of technology without regard to their 

effects on privacy. We have also seen height-
ened controversy, litigation, hearings, legisla-
tion and court decisions because of the use of 
technology that intercepts terrorist communica-
tions but also covers communications among 
Americans. 

Following the unprecedented terrorist attack 
on our country, Americans expected additional 
and increased security adequate to protect 
citizens against this frightening threat. How-
ever, in our country, people also expect gov-
ernment to be committed and smart enough to 
undertake this awesome new responsibility 
without depriving them of their personal liberty. 
These years in our history will long be remem-
bered by the rise of terrorism in the world and 
in this country and the unprecedented chal-
lenges it has brought. We must provide ever- 
higher levels of security for our people and 
public spaces while maintaining a free and 
open democratic society for as long as is nec-
essary. Yet, this is no ordinary war that we ex-
pect to be over in a matter of years. The end 
point could be generations from now. The in-
determinate nature of the threat adds to the 
necessity of putting aside ad hoc approaches 
to security developed in isolation from the goal 
of maintaining an open society. 

When we have faced unprecedented and 
perplexing issues in the past, we have had the 
good sense to investigate them deeply and to 
move to resolve them. Examples include the 
National Commission on Terrorist Attacks 
Upon the United States (also known as the 
9/11 Commission), the Commission on the In-
telligence Capabilities of the United States Re-
garding Weapons of Mass Destruction (also 
known as the Silberman-Robb Commission) 
and the Kerner Commission that investigate 
the riotous uprisings that swept American cit-
ies in the 1960s and 1970s. The important dif-
ference in the Commission proposed in this 
bill is that it seeks to act before a crisis-level 
erosion of basic freedoms takes hold and be-
comes entrenched. Because global terrorism 
is likely to be long lasting, we cannot afford to 
allow the proliferation of security that neither 
requires nor is subject to advance civilian 
oversight or analysis of alternatives or reper-
cussions on freedom and commerce. 

With no vehicles for leadership on issues of 
security and openness, we have been left to 
muddle through, using blunt 19th century ap-
proaches, such as crude blockades, unsightly 
barriers around beautiful monuments and 
other signals that the society is closing down, 
or anti-privacy applications, without appro-
priate exploration of possible alternatives. The 
threat of terrorism to an open society is too 
serious to be left to ad hoc problem-solving. 
Such approaches are often as inadequate as 
they are menacing. 

We can do better, but only if we recognize 
and then come to grips with the complexities 
associated with maintaining a society of free 
and open access in a world characterized by 
unprecedented terrorism. The place to begin is 
with a high-level presidential commission of 
experts in a broad spectrum of disciplines who 
can help chart the new course that will be re-
quired to protect our people and our precious 
democratic institutions and traditions. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. J. GRESHAM BARRETT 
OF SOUTH CAROLINA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, September 10, 2007 

Mr. BARRETT of South Carolina. Madam 
Speaker, due to a family obligation, I unfortu-
nately missed recorded votes on the House 
floor in the afternoon of Friday, September 7, 
2007. 

Had I been present, I would have voted 
‘‘no’’ on rollcall vote No. 862 (on agreeing to 
the Conyers amendment to H.R. 1908), ‘‘no’’ 
on rollcall vote No. 863 (on passage of H.R. 
1908), and ‘‘no’’ on rollcall vote No. 864 (on 
passage of the conference report H. Rept. 
110–317 to H.R. 2669). 

f 

CONGRATULATING MS. 
EVANGELINE EDWARDS 

HON. THOMAS G. TANCREDO 
OF COLORADO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, September 10, 2007 

Mr. TANCREDO. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to pay tribute to one of my constituents, 
Ms. Evangeline Edwards of Morrison, Colo-
rado, who will attend a People to People 
World Leadership Forum in 2008. Her out-
standing academic merits and communal in-
volvement have laid a solid foundation of indi-
vidual integrity and dedication: both character-
istics of a qualified leader. I am honored to 
represent such a promising young woman. 

Created in 1956, the People to People Pro-
gram is an educational travel program dedi-
cated to fostering leadership potential in youth 
worldwide. People to People has helped more 
than 200,000 students and professionals de-
velop their leadership skills based upon 
Dwight D. Eisenhower’s belief that ‘‘people 
can make a difference where governments 
cannot.’’ This unique interaction and exposure 
will enable Ms. Edwards to gain a greater un-
derstanding and insider’s perspective of 
Washington, DC. 

Madam Speaker, it is my distinct pleasure to 
acknowledge one of Colorado’s own. Please 
join me in congratulating Ms. Edwards and 
wishing her the best in her future endeavors. 

f 

RECOGNIZING BRYCE FRAZIER 
FOR ACHIEVING THE RANK OF 
EAGLE SCOUT 

HON. SAM GRAVES 
OF MISSOURI 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, September 10, 2007 

Mr. GRAVES. Madam Speaker, I proudly 
pause to recognize Bryce Frazier, a very spe-
cial young man who has exemplified the finest 
qualities of citizenship and leadership by tak-
ing an active part in the Boy Scouts of Amer-
ica, Troop 138, and in earning the most pres-
tigious award of Eagle Scout. 

Bryce has been very active with his troop, 
participating in many Scout activities. Over the 
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many years Bryce has been involved with 
Scouting, he has not only earned numerous 
merit badges, but also the respect of his fam-
ily, peers, and community. 

Madam Speaker, I proudly ask you to join 
me in commending Bryce Frazier for his ac-
complishments with the Boy Scouts of Amer-
ica and for his efforts put forth in achieving the 
highest distinction of Eagle Scout. 

f 

CELEBRATING THE 65TH ANNIVER-
SARY OF THE 101ST AIRBORNE 
DIVISION 

HON. RODNEY ALEXANDER 
OF LOUISIANA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, September 10, 2007 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to commemorate Louisiana State Uni-
versity at Alexandria’s celebration of the 65th 
anniversary of the founding of the 101st Air-
borne Division at Camp Claiborne, La., which 
was held on August 7, 2007. 

Since its activation on August 16, 1942, this 
unit has answered the call of duty during 
many of our Nation’s most dire military con-
flicts, fulfilling the prophecy of MG William C. 
Lee, who promised the first recruits the unit 
had a ‘‘rendezvous with destiny.’’ 

Perhaps the truth of this prediction was first 
realized during World War II, when the 101st 
Airborne Division led the way on D–Day in the 
night drop prior to the invasion. Later, during 
the Siege of Bastogne, BG Anthony McAuliffe 
and the Screaming Eagles fought on until the 
siege was lifted. For their heroic efforts in 
these missions and others during the Second 
World War, the division was awarded 4 cam-
paign streamers and 2 Presidential Unit Cita-
tions. 

The 101st triumphant role in our Nation’s 
military history did not end there. In the mid- 
1960s, the 1st Brigade and support troops 
were deployed to the Republic of Vietnam, fol-
lowed by the rest of the division in late 1967. 
In almost 7 years of combat in Vietnam, ele-
ments of the 101st participated in as many as 
15 campaigns, further solidifying its reputation 
for military professionalism. 

The 101st Airborne Division again brushed 
with destiny in January 1991, this time in Iraq. 
During the deepest combat air assault into 
enemy territory in world history, the 101st 
emerged from 100 hours of fighting with no 
casualties, while also capturing thousands of 
enemy prisoners of wars. 

In 1948, the 101st Airborne Division was re-
activated as a training unit at Camp Breckin-
ridge, Ky., and again in 1950. It was reac-
tivated in 1954 at Fort Jackson, S.C. Two 
years later, in March 1956, the 101st was 
transferred to Fort Campbell, Ky., to be reor-
ganized as a combat division. 

In addition to its impressive history in com-
bat, Fort Campbell soldiers have supported 
humanitarian relief efforts in Rwanda and So-
malia as well as supplying peacekeepers to 
Haiti and Bosnia. 

Today, the 101st Airborne Division stands 
as the Army’s and the world’s only air assault 
division with unequaled strategic and tactical 
mobility. 

Madam Speaker, I ask my colleagues to join 
me in honoring the 101st Airborne Division, 
currently based in Fort Campbell, Ky., as it 
continues its mission to support training, mobi-
lization, and deployment of mission-ready 
forces who stand ready to defend and protect 
our Nation. 

f 

CELEBRATING THE 60TH ANNIVER-
SARY OF THE POINT MOUILLEE 
WATERFOWL FESTIVAL 

HON. JOHN D. DINGELL 
OF MICHIGAN 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, September 10, 2007 

Mr. DINGELL. Madam Speaker, I rise today 
to acknowledge, honor, and celebrate an 
event taking place in ‘‘the world’s largest 
freshwater marsh restoration project.’’ Ever 
more popular each year, the Pointe Mouillee 
Waterfowl Festival is celebrating its 60th year 
of bringing together all manner of wilderness 
enthusiasts and outdoorsmen for an exciting 
weekend of appreciation, competitions, and 
games. 

The Pointe Mouillee Waterfowl Festival is a 
unique event open to all wildlife lovers of 
every age, and it is free of charge to the pub-
lic. This event is made possible through the 
hard work of the organizers of the Festival, 
sponsor businesses, conservation groups, and 
the hundreds of visitors who travel with their 
families for the annual event. Of course, one 
must also remember the many diverse species 
of waterfowl whose presence at Pointe 
Mouillee highlights the work of those who 
spend their precious time working to restore 
and maintain the marsh. The whole festival is 
a wonderful opportunity to see all the benefits 
of conservation come together in one remark-
able weekend for everyone to enjoy. 

Pointe Mouillee, aptly named ‘‘wet point’’ in 
French, began its role as a haven for sports-
men in the late 19th century when it was 
owned by an upper-class group of only 8 men. 
It endured as such—only adding 2 new mem-
bership slots—for 70 years. In 1945, however, 
the aristocratic ownership of the 2,608 acres 
of marshland ended when it was sold to the 
Michigan Department of Conservation. At that 
point, the beautiful channels and lands were 
opened to the happy public. Ten thousand 
outdoorsmen, one thousand times the pre-
vious restricted membership, flocked to enjoy 
Pointe Mouillee that season alone. 

Over time, however, as construction began 
on dams and the natural flow of the Huron 
River was shifted, the important balance of the 
habitat began to shift as well. As this trend 
was exacerbated in the 1960s and 1970s the 
damage only worsened. Nonetheless, despite 
the many obstacles, the Festival continues to 
work to preserve the marshland and bring 
even greater attention to the beauty and utility 
of those 2,608 acres. 

Madam Speaker, I ask that all of my col-
leagues join me in saluting the Pointe Mouillee 
Waterfowl Festival as it celebrates its 60th an-
niversary. I have every hope, and every con-
fidence, that this great festival will carry on its 
proud tradition of appreciation toward the nat-
ural beauty of the Pointe Mouillee and other 

such sites throughout Michigan and the entire 
region. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO CHARLES T. HEIN-
LEIN, UNITED STATES ARMY, 
PRIVATE FIRST CLASS 

HON. DAVE CAMP 
OF MICHIGAN 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, September 10, 2007 

Mr. CAMP of Michigan. Madam Speaker, 
our Nation is sustained by men and women 
who so willingly risk their lives to defend our 
liberty and our way of life. Private First Class 
Charles T. Heinlein was one such soldier, and 
he gave the last full measure in service to his 
country and to his fellow citizens. 

Today, I want to recognize on the floor of 
the United States House of Representatives 
the life of Charles T. Heinlein. In saluting he-
roes like Charlie, we remember him with undy-
ing gratitude. And we resolve, though we can-
not repay the debt we owe him or his family, 
to live our lives in such a way as to be worthy 
of their sacrifice. 

Charlie joined the United States Army to be-
come ‘‘a better person,’’ but it is his heroism 
in battling back tyranny and terror halfway 
around the globe that has helped build a bet-
ter America and a better world. His actions on 
the field of duty will forever stand as a re-
minder that America remains the land of the 
free and the home of the brave. 

May God keep Charlie; may God watch and 
comfort his family; and, may God continue to 
grant this Nation with the courage to defend 
life and liberty. 

f 

CONGRATULATING MS. SOFIA 
EVANGELISTA 

HON. THOMAS G. TANCREDO 
OF COLORADO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, September 10, 2007 

Mr. TANCREDO. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to pay tribute to one of my constituents, 
Ms. Sophia Evangelista of Aurora, Colorado, 
who will attend a People to People World 
Leadership Forum in 2008. Her outstanding 
academic merits and communal involvement 
have laid a solid foundation of individual integ-
rity and dedication: both characteristics of a 
qualified leader. I am honored to represent 
such a promising young woman. 

Created in 1956, the People to People Pro-
gram is an educational travel program dedi-
cated to fostering leadership potential in youth 
worldwide. People to People has helped more 
than 200,000 students and professionals de-
velop their leadership skills based upon 
Dwight D. Eisenhower’s belief that ‘‘people 
can make a difference where governments 
cannot.’’ This unique interaction and exposure 
will enable Ms. Evangelista to gain a greater 
understanding and insider’s perspective of 
Washington, DC. 

Madam Speaker, it is my distinct pleasure to 
acknowledge one of Colorado’s own. Please 
join me in congratulating Ms. Evangelista and 
wishing her the best in her future endeavors. 
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RECOGNIZING JASON MCCOLLUM 

FOR ACHIEVING THE RANK OF 
EAGLE SCOUT 

HON. SAM GRAVES 
OF MISSOURI 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Monday, September 10, 2007 

Mr. GRAVES. Madam Speaker, I proudly 
pause to recognize Jason McCollum, a very 
special young man who has exemplified the 
finest qualities of citizenship and leadership by 
taking an active part in the Boy Scouts of 
America, Troop 395, and in earning the most 
prestigious award of Eagle Scout. 

Jason has been very active with his troop, 
participating in many scout activities. Over the 
many years Jason has been involved with 
scouting, he has not only earned numerous 
merit badges, but also the respect of his fam-
ily, peers, and community, 

Madam Speaker, I proudly ask you to join 
me in commending Jason McCollum for his 
accomplishments with the Boy Scouts of 
America and for his efforts put forth in achiev-
ing the highest distinction of Eagle Scout. 

f 

HONORING CHAUNCEY BAILEY 

HON. BARBARA LEE 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, September 10, 2007 

Ms. LEE. Madam Speaker, I rise today to 
honor the extraordinary life of Chauncey Bai-
ley of Oakland, California. His tragic and unex-
pected death has been a shock to our com-
munity. The loss of this dedicated friend, men-
tor, professional journalist, and steward of 
Oakland will be deeply felt. 

Of all of the significant endeavors Mr. 
Chauncey Bailey was involved with, his role 
as a loving father was most important to him, 
and it is in this capacity which he will be most 
missed. My sincerest condolences go out to 
his family, friends, colleagues, and especially 
his fiancée, Ms. Deborah Oduwa. Fifty-seven 
years old at the time of his death, Chauncey 
was a vibrant journalist, editor, and community 
member, full of energy and vigor. 

Chauncey Bailey grew up in Oakland, and 
ultimately dedicated his career to reporting on 
Oakland’s community, with special attention 
and dedication to news most affecting our Afri-
can American populations. After receiving his 
education, Chauncey became a staff writer 
and columnist for The Detroit News. After 12 
years working for The News, Mr. Bailey re-
turned home to Oakland and began writing for 
the Oakland Tribune. 

Mr. Bailey diligently worked his way up in 
the news media profession, working with sev-
eral of our local media outlets. He was a fix-
ture in our papers, on our radios, and on our 
television sets. Two months ago, Mr. Bailey 
joined the Oakland Post as an editor. 

As an internationally renowned journalist, 
Chauncey, through his travels abroad, brought 
a keen understanding of the world beyond our 
borders to Oakland, California. We benefited 
tremendously from his experiences and his 
knowledge of global affairs and for that we are 
deeply grateful. 

Chauncey contributed immeasurably to the 
fabric of our community. Although Chauncey’s 
death was an untimely travesty, it is my hope 
that through his legacy our community will be 
brought together. By remembering this man 
and his dedication to Oakland, we can come 
together and strengthen our collective hand in 
rooting out this type of violence. 

Our thoughts and prayers are with 
Chauncey’s family and friends, as well as the 
community he served and the people whose 
lives he most contributed to. We extend our 
deepest condolences to Mr. Bailey’s family, 
and our deepest gratitude to them for sharing 
this dedicated man and impassioned writer 
with us. May his soul rest in peace. 

f 

RECOGNIZING MICAH R. COOMES 
FOR ACHIEVING THE RANK OF 
EAGLE SCOUT 

HON. SAM GRAVES 
OF MISSOURI 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, September 10, 2007 

Mr. GRAVES. Madam Speaker, I proudly 
pause to recognize Micah R. Coomes, a very 
special young man who has exemplified the 
finest qualities of citizenship and leadership by 
taking an active part in the Boy Scouts of 
America, Troop 447, and in earning the most 
prestigious award of Eagle Scout. 

Micah has been very active with his troop, 
participating in many Scout activities. Over the 
many years Micah has been involved with 
Scouting, he has not only earned numerous 
merit badges, but also the respect of his fam-
ily, peers, and community. 

Madam Speaker, I proudly ask you to join 
me in commending Micah R. Coomes for his 
accomplishments with the Boy Scouts of 
America and for his efforts put forth in achiev-
ing the highest distinction of Eagle Scout. 

f 

PAYING TRIBUTE TO UNIVERSITY 
OF NEVADA, LAS VEGAS 

HON. JON C. PORTER 
OF NEVADA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, September 10, 2007 

Mr. PORTER. Madam Speaker, I rise today 
to honor The University of Nevada, Las 
Vegas. 

The University of Nevada, Las Vegas will be 
celebrating its 50th anniversary this year. 
Founded in 1957, UNLV has become Ne-
vada’s largest doctoral-granting research insti-
tution, offering more than 220 degree pro-
grams, enrolling more than 28,000 students, 
and employing more than 3,000 faculty and 
staff. The Carnegie Foundation for the Ad-
vancement of Teaching has placed UNLV in 
the prestigious category of Research Univer-
sities with High Research Activity. 

Rising from its humble beginnings, offering 
college classes on an extension basis out of 
a spare room at Las Vegas High School, 
UNLV has become one of the Nation’s top 45 
public doctoral universities in terms of overall 
enrollment and is the home to nationally rec-

ognized programs in hotel management, busi-
ness, economics, engineering, and computer 
sciences. It also reserves the distinct privilege 
of being Nevada’s only accredited law school. 

The university is connected in varied and 
significant ways to the community it serves, 
with branch campuses throughout the Las 
Vegas Valley that specialize in biotechnology, 
dental medicine, and research and technology. 
UNLV also opened its first international cam-
pus in Singapore in 2006, offering bachelor’s 
degree programs in hotel administration and 
hospitality management. 

Madam Speaker, I am proud to honor the 
University of Nevada, Las Vegas. I congratu-
late the university on its successful 50 years 
and wish them success as they continue to 
grow and strive in our community and country. 

f 

IN RECOGNITION OF LECH WALESA 

HON. DENNIS J. KUCINICH 
OF OHIO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, September 10, 2007 

Mr. KUCINICH. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today in recognition of President Lech Walesa 
of Poland, and to celebrate his 64th birthday. 
As I, along with millions of celebrating Poles, 
recognize one of the great leaders of our time, 
we should look back at the contributions this 
man has made to his native Poland and to the 
world. 

As the first elected leader of a democratic 
Poland, President Walesa laid the foundation 
for a Poland that remain both strong and free 
to this day. He worked with leaders from all 
around the world to promote the welfare of the 
poor and downtrodden. As the leader of the 
opposition movement, he helped his country 
gain independence through nonviolent means. 

As a champion of labor, he led several 
worker strikes, risking both his livelihood and 
his life in the process. He fought for the rights 
of workers and his struggle gained worldwide 
recognition. His efforts won him, among other 
accolades, the Nobel Peace Prize in 1983. 
Even today, he remains a shining example of 
freedom and democracy in action. 

Madam Speaker and colleagues, please join 
me in honoring President Lech Walesa for his 
service to his country and to the world. 
Thanks to his efforts, Poland has thrived and 
has become a strong voice in the international 
community. May future democracies be in-
spired by his actions and his spirit. 

f 

ABSENCE FROM THE HOUSE OF 
REPRESENTATIVES 

HON. ANDER CRENSHAW 
OF FLORIDA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, September 10, 2007 

Mr. CRENSHAW. Madam Speaker, on Au-
gust 3, 2007, I underwent surgery to relieve 
the condition of spinal stenosis before any 
permanent nerve damage occurred. Due to 
this surgery, I was absent from the House of 
Representatives from 7 p.m. Wednesday, Au-
gust 1st until Sunday, August 5th. 
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Had I been present, I would have voted: 

‘‘aye’’ on rollcall No. 786 on motion to recom-
mit with instructions on H.R. 3162; ‘‘no’’ on 
rollcall No. 787 on passage of H.R. 3162; 
‘‘aye’’ on rollcall No. 788 on motion to change 
the convening time; ‘‘aye’’ on rollcall No. 789 
on motion to suspend the rules and pass H.R. 
3248; ‘‘aye’’ on rollcall No. 790 on agreeing to 
the conference report on H.R. 1495; ‘‘no’’ on 
rollcall No. 791 on ordering the previous ques-
tion on H. Res 602; ‘‘no’’ on rollcall No. 792 
on agreeing to the resolution on H. Res. 602; 
‘‘no’’ on rollcall No. 793 on ordering the pre-
vious question on H. Res. 601; ‘‘no’’ on rollcall 
No. 794 on agreeing to the resolution on H. 
Res. 601; ‘‘aye’’ on rollcall No. 795 on motion 
to recommit with instructions on H.R. 3159. 

‘‘No’’ on rollcall No. 796 on passage of H.R. 
3159; ‘‘no’’ on rollcall No. 797 on approving 
the journal; ‘‘aye’’ on rollcall No. 798 on mo-
tion to adjourn; ‘‘no’’ on rollcall No. 799 on or-
dering the previous question on H. Res. 599; 
‘‘no’’ on rollcall No. 800 on agreeing to the 
resolution on H. Res. 599; ‘‘aye’’ on rollcall 
No. 801 on motion to recommit conference re-
port with instructions on H.R. 2272; ‘‘aye’’ on 
rollcall No. 802 on agreeing to the conference 
report on H.R. 2272; ‘‘aye’’ on rollcall No. 803 
on agreeing to the amendment on H.R. 3161; 
‘‘no’’ on rollcall No. 804 on agreeing to the 
amendment on H.R. 3161; ‘‘no’’ on rollcall No. 
805 on agreeing to the amendment on H.R. 
3161. 

‘‘Aye’’ on rollcall No. 806 on agreeing to the 
amendment on H.R. 3161; ‘‘aye’’ on rollcall 
No. 807 on agreeing to the amendment on 
H.R. 3161; ‘‘aye’’ on rollcall No. 808 on agree-
ing to the amendment on H.R. 3161; ‘‘no’’ on 
rollcall No. 809 on agreeing to the amendment 
on H.R. 3161; ‘‘no’’ on rollcall No. 810 on 
agreeing to the amendment on H.R. 3161; 
‘‘no’’ on rollcall No. 811 on agreeing to the 
amendment on H.R. 3161; ‘‘no’’ on rollcall No. 
812 on agreeing to the amendment on H.R. 
3161; ‘‘no’’ on rollcall No. 813 on agreeing to 
the amendment on H.R. 3161; ‘‘aye’’ on roll-
call No. 814 on motion to recommit with in-
structions on H.R. 3161; ‘‘present’’ on rollcall 
No. 815 on motion to reconsider on H.R. 
3161. 

‘‘Present’’ on rollcall No. 816 on passage on 
H.R. 3161; ‘‘aye’’ on rollcall No. 817 on motion 
to adjourn; ‘‘no’’ on rollcall No. 818 on agree-
ing to the resolution on H. Res. 600; ‘‘aye’’ on 
rollcall No. 819 on motion to suspend the rules 
and pass H.R. 3311; ‘‘no’’ on rollcall No. 820 
on approving the journal; ‘‘no’’ on rollcall No. 
821 on motion to suspend the rules and pass 
H.R. 3356; ‘‘no’’ on rollcall No. 822 on motion 
to table H. Res. 612; ‘‘aye’’ on rollcall No. 823 
on motion to adjourn; ‘‘aye’’ on rollcall No. 824 
on motion to adjourn; ‘‘aye’’ on rollcall No. 836 
on passage of S. 1927. 

‘‘No’’ on rollcall No. 837 on approving the 
journal; ‘‘no’’ on rollcall No. 838 on agreeing to 
the amendment to H.R. 3222; ‘‘no’’ on rollcall 
No. 839 on agreeing to the amendment to 
H.R. 3222; ‘‘aye’’ on rollcall No. 840 on agree-
ing to the amendment to H.R. 3222; ‘‘aye’’ on 
rollcall No. 841 on agreeing to the amendment 
to H.R. 3222; ‘‘no’’ on rollcall No. 842 on 
agreeing to the amendment to H.R. 3222; 
‘‘no’’ on rollcall No. 843 on agreeing to the 
amendment to H.R. 3222; ‘‘no’’ on rollcall No. 
844 on agreeing to the amendment to H.R. 

3222; ‘‘no’’ on rollcall No. 845 on agreeing to 
the amendment to H.R. 3222; ‘‘aye’’ on rollcall 
No. 846 on passage of H.R. 3222. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. JIM McDERMOTT 
OF WASHINGTON 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, September 10, 2007 

Mr. MCDERMOTT. Madam Speaker, I was 
unable to vote on passage of the conference 
report on H.R. 2669. Were I able to, I would 
have voted ‘‘aye’’ on this important bill. 

Furthermore, I was also unable to vote for 
final passage of H.R. 1908. Were I able, I 
would have voted ‘‘aye’’ on this legislation, 
noting that while the bill is not perfect, the 
Congress must continue to consider legislation 
to reform our patent laws. I look forward to 
considering a more refined product when this 
bill is next before the House. 

f 

PROGRESS IN IRAQ 

HON. TED POE 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, September 10, 2007 

Mr. POE. Madam Speaker, the chief politicai 
expert and chief military expert for the U.S. 
before us in the FA committee. Despite the 
cynics, critics, and defeatists, who want there 
to be bad news, General Petraeus informed 
Congress that military progress is being made. 

Our job is not over in Iraq. It is in the best 
interest of America to finish our mission. War 
is hard, but retreat and a unilateral withdrawal 
is a plan for another Vietnam failure. Aban-
donment is what our enemy wants but not 
what we will give them. 

General Petraeus testified that substantial 
progress has been made by our forces and 
the Iraqi counterparts since the surge began in 
mid-June. According to the General, the secu-
rity situation in Iraq is improving, while the 
Iraqi government continues to assume more 
responsibility in the political reconciliation of 
the country. 

Despite the progress being made, nay-say-
ers continue to undermine the momentum that 
is building in Iraq for a peaceful reconciliation. 
Of course there is more work to be done be-
fore we can see real success in Iraq. In fact, 
that is exactly why we can’t walk away from 
this war. Iraq has become the most foremost 
front in the war against radical Islam. The 
strategy of Islamic militants assumes an Amer-
ican withdrawal. They believe we will grow 
weary of fighting for liberty and freedom 
abroad and that we will walk away from our 
commitments in Iraq. If success in Iraq is the 
goal, nay-sayers have to understand that giv-
ing up is simply not an option. Withdrawal will 
only embolden our enemies. We’ve got to fight 
them where they are and show them that we 
mean business. This is the time for America to 
stand strong and stay focused on our mission. 
The whole world is watching us. 

And that’s just the way it is. 

TRIBUTE TO DR. ROBERT C. 
MESSINA, JR. 

HON. JIM SAXTON 
OF NEW JERSEY 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, September 10, 2007 

Mr. SAXTON. Madam Speaker, I rise today 
in recognition of an extraordinary gentleman 
whom I have known personally for two dec-
ades. On September 15, 2007, Dr. Robert 
Messina, Jr. will be celebrated for his 20 years 
of Visionary Leadership at the Burlington 
County Community College in Mount Laurel, 
NJ. 

Dr. Messina has been instrumental in the 
expansion of the Burlington County College 
community. While upgrading and constructing 
new buildings at the main campus in Pem-
berton, Dr. Messina saw an opportunity to 
truly push the College to the next level. He 
was steadfast in obtaining land for a brand- 
new, state-of-the-art second campus, located 
in Mount Laurel. The College and local com-
munity has enjoyed the use of six permanent 
buildings, including a corporate training facility 
and conference center, known as The Enter-
prise Center. 

The College has expanded not only phys-
ically, but academically, as well. Dr. Messina 
implemented stimulating new programs that 
keep trend with today’s industry demands. 
This new curriculum boasts Digital Media and 
Graphic Design, Biotechnology, Human Serv-
ices, and several information technology cer-
tification programs that firmly cement Bur-
lington County College as a leader in higher 
education for the twenty-first century. 

To further reach out and benefit the sur-
rounding Southern New Jersey community, Dr. 
Messina devotes his free time to the better-
ment of his neighbors. In the past, he has 
served on the national, regional, and local lev-
els. He currently sits on the boards for the 
Deborah Heart & Lung Center, the Virtua Hos-
pital Audit/Corporate Compliance Committee, 
and is a member of the Virtua Ambulatory 
Board. Nationally, Dr. Messina served two 
terms as the President of COMBASE, a Coop-
erative for the Advancement of Community- 
Based Postsecondary Education, and is a 
former board member of the American Asso-
ciation of Community Colleges. 

Madam Speaker, Dr. Messina’s infectious 
enthusiasm and abiding loyalty to his students 
is only surpassed by his genuine desire to em-
brace and enhance the community around 
him. As he celebrates 20 years of Visionary 
Leadership at Burlington County College, I 
would like to extend my sincere gratitude for 
his leadership, commitment, and service. 

f 

RECOGNIZING THE 75TH ANNIVER-
SARY OF THE CITY OF BLOOM-
FIELD HILLS, MICHIGAN 

HON. JOE KNOLLENBERG 
OF MICHIGAN 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, September 10, 2007 

Mr. KNOLLENBERG. Madam Speaker, I 
want to recognize the City of Bloomfield Hills, 
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in Oakland County, Michigan which is cele-
brating its 75th anniversary on September 16, 
2007. This city’s rolling hills and beautiful gar-
dens show why it continues to rank among 
Michigan’s loveliest communities. 

Bloomfield Hills celebrates its 75th anniver-
sary simultaneously with the 200th anniversary 
of Woodward Avenue, the nation’s oldest by- 
way. The 2 are inextricably linked because as 
Woodward developed, city dwellers were able 
to travel north of Detroit to enjoy fresh air and 
relaxed country living. 

Originally a densely wooded wilderness in-
habited by Native Americas, the Village of 
Bloomfield Hills grew from pastoral farms and 
orchards into the Estate Era, where men of vi-
sion and high ideals like, George Booth, 
bought huge parcels of land for summer re-
treats. Known by many names, including 
Bagley’s Corners, Circle City, and Bloomfield 
Centre, the Village of Bloomfield Hills officially 
became a city in 1932 upon adoption of its 
City Charter. 

George Booth envisioned elaborate plans 
for the acreage he acquired in 1904, designing 
a church and school for the benefit of the 
community. The jewel of his imagination, the 
Cranbrook Educational Community, a nation-
ally acclaimed educational, scientific, and ar-
tistic complex, is on of Bloomfield Hills’ most 
notable and unique treasures. Thousands visit 
the historical campus each year, enjoying the 
Cranbrook Academy of Art and the Cranbrook 
Institute of Science. 

Madam Speaker, today Bloomfield Hills is a 
vibrant community in Oakland County that is 
home to over 4,000 residents, a preeminent 
graduate school of art, and Michigan’s largest 
natural history museum. I congratulate them 
on their 75th anniversary and wish the resi-
dents many more years of prosperity. 

f 

A TRIBUTE TO DIANE BEEDLE 

HON. JANICE D. SCHAKOWSKY 
OF ILLINOIS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, September 10, 2007 

Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to bid farewell to one of the most cre-
ative, competent, caring and clever Hill staff-
ers, my Legislative Director, Diane Beedle. For 
four years, Diane has moved a legislative 
agenda that addresses issues as diverse as 
the safety of children’s products, outsourcing 
of American jobs, immigrant rights, data secu-
rity and identity theft, new telecommunications 
technologies, private military contracts, ending 
horse slaughter, auto safety, energy independ-
ence, expanding health care, preventing can-
cer, and ending the war in Iraq. She prepared 
me for all of the many hearings in the Energy 
and Commerce Committee including, of 
course, the priority sporting hearings—boxing, 
steroids, and college bowl games, and far 
more. 

As if that weren’t enough, Diane was re-
sponsible for identifying and securing funding 
for projects important to the 9th Congressional 
District of Illinois. There is less flooding, better 
law enforcement, improved transportation, and 
better services for vulnerable people because 
of Diane’s work. How does she do it all? As 

Kim, our office manager and executive assist-
ant/scheduler said, ‘‘She rose to the chal-
lenges and opportunities that the LD position 
offered, and she is very organized and me-
thodical as well as being a very positive and 
nurturing presence in the office.’’ 

Diane has a gift for negotiating. I have 
watched her push my position as far as she 
could and then a little further, her demeanor 
always pleasant, her counter proposals always 
workable, her objections irrefutable. She won 
the respect and friendship of staff across party 
and ideological lines. I will truly miss her bar-
gaining skills. 

Diane is able to translate complicated 
issues into language comprehensible to her 
boss and to constituents. I receive many 
kudos for letters Diane has written that are 
clear and directly responsive to the concerns 
of individual district residents, and not just 
‘‘thank you for your interest’’ letters and she 
has prepared me for meetings on issues that 
would otherwise be too ‘‘high tech’’ for me. 

On top of all that, Diane has been a leader 
in the office, providing help to her co-workers 
in the office in many different ways. Kevin 
(though officially one of the beautiful people 
on Capitol Hill and quite slim) has an aston-
ishing capacity for food. Diane affectionately 
calls him the ‘‘human garbage disposal’’ (in a 
good way), yet still treats him and the rest of 
the office with her wonderful baked goods, 
lemon bars being a specialty. 

Our chief of staff especially appreciated 
Diane’s magic with naming bills. Her favorite: 
the Stop Attempted Fraud against Everyone’s 
Cell and Land Line—a bill title that is instantly 
forgettable until you realize the acronym is the 
SAFE CALL ACT. 

Megan described what Diane has meant not 
only to her but to other staff members. ‘‘Diane 
has always been an excellent mentor to me, 
teaching me how to make the most of con-
tacts and pointing me toward good legislative 
ideas.’’ She also mentioned what we all know: 
Diane is an excellent punster. 

Diane is leaving us now, soon to be em-
bracing a new role in her life—that of Mom. 
Hearing the good news, everyone in the office 
wanted to help Diane and her husband Adrian 
by suggesting some really great baby names. 
Peter, a new father himself and Diane’s ‘‘work 
husband,’’ brought in baby naming books. We 
had a Name the Baby list put up with inter-
esting ideas such as Noble Eagle, Sparky and 
Porterhouse, and some more suitable boy 
names including Mason, Lucas, Oliver, Coo-
per, Oscar, Lucca, Gideon and Felix. Dis-
regarding our suggestions in total, they chose 
Franklin. 

We all look forward to many visits from 
Diane, Adrian, Baby Franklin and Suki the 
dog, who we will also miss very much. All of 
us love Diane very much, thank her for her 
service and wish her and her growing family 
the best of everything. 

RECOGNIZING 100TH ANNIVERSARY 
OF NEIMAN MARCUS 

HON. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, September 10, 2007 

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas. 
Madam Speaker, today I rise to recognize 
Neiman Marcus as it celebrates its 100-year 
anniversary. 

The founders—Herbert Marcus, his sister, 
Carrie Marcus Neiman, and her husband, A.L. 
Neiman—were all under age 30 when they 
created the luxury retailer. They opened its 
flagship store in downtown Dallas, TX, on this 
day in 1907. 

Over the last century, Neiman Marcus has 
not only left an indelible mark on the Dallas 
culture and society, but continues to play a 
vital role in the business community. 

For over 19 years, Neiman Marcus has 
hosted the annual Neiman Marcus Adolphus 
Children’s Parade benefiting the Child Life 
Program at Children’s Medical Center, Dallas. 
This event raises money for its specialized 
programs including music therapy, support 
groups, medical camps and bedside activities. 
It draws crowds of over 300,000 and it brings 
hope and happiness to families across the 
country during the holiday season. 

With a long history of supporting the arts, 
Neiman Marcus continues this tradition by 
sustaining the Dallas Center for the Per-
forming Arts and the Dallas Arts District, help-
ing to establish Dallas as a renowned center 
for performing and visual arts. 

Expanding from its original store in historic 
downtown Dallas, Neiman Marcus now oper-
ates nationwide with total store operations of 
over 5 million gross square feet, providing 
economic growth and secure jobs across the 
country and for the north Texas region. 

With a true sense of philanthropy and gen-
erosity, Neiman Marcus has become more 
than a retail company; its company culture re-
flects the true spirit of community. On behalf 
of the 30th Congressional District of Texas, 
please join me in congratulating Neiman 
Marcus Group on the occasion of its 100th 
year anniversary. 

f 

OUR STRONG ALLY AUSTRALIA 

HON. JOE WILSON 
OF SOUTH CAROLINA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, September 10, 2007 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Madam 
Speaker, I rise today to thank Australia for 
their continued commitment to the global war 
on terrorism and to recognize our long and 
proud history of working together to promote 
democracy and freedom around the world. 
Australia is the only country to have fought be-
side us in every major conflict of the 20th and 
21st centuries. 

President Bush and Prime Minister John 
Howard reaffirmed our friendship last week by 
signing a defense trade cooperation treaty. As 
a partner in the fight against terrorism, Aus-
tralia has committed troops and resources to 
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assist our Armed Forces around the world. 
They have deployed 1,500 troops in Iraq and 
970 in Afghanistan. 

While our friendship and partnership ex-
tends well beyond defense, it is comforting 
and reassuring to have such a dedicated ally 
who understands that we must stop our en-
emies in Iraq and Afghanistan to protect 
American and Australian families and all those 
who share the values of freedom and democ-
racy around the world. 

In conclusion, God bless our troops, and we 
will never forget September 11. 

f 

MONTCLAIR STATE UNIVERSITY 
100TH ANNIVERSARY 

HON. BILL PASCRELL, JR. 
OF NEW JERSEY 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, September 10, 2007 

Mr. PASCRELL. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to offer my congratulations in honor of 
the 100th Anniversary of Montclair State Uni-
versity. MSU has grown from its humble be-
ginnings as a normal school into one of the 
premier educational institutions in my home 
State of New Jersey with over 16,000 students 
and 465 full-time faculty members. 

Building on its proud heritage by continuing 
to train the Nation’s finest teachers, MSU has 
stayed true to its original mission while devel-
oping a comprehensive range of first-class un-
dergraduate, graduate, and doctoral programs. 
Montclair State University’s remarkable growth 
into the second largest and fastest growing 
university in New Jersey is a direct result of 
the university’s commitment to providing an 
exceptional educational experience to a di-
verse student body reflective of the population 
of New Jersey. 

For 100 years, Montclair State University 
has remained dedicated to maintaining an out-
standing faculty, exceptional teaching, and 
quality of scholarship. The university is led by 
a dedicated and talented team that is focused 
on helping meet many of the pressing edu-
cational challenges confronting our Nation. 
While providing the individual attention of a 
small college, MSU offers a vast array of ma-
jors and concentrations, including the Nation’s 
only doctorate in pedagogy, and New Jersey’s 
only doctorate in audiology. 

I applaud the university for maintaining an 
active role in the local community and greater 
New Jersey, engaging their students, faculty 
and staff through such programs as the Cen-
ter for Community-Based Learning, which 
bridges the classroom experience with local 
neighborhoods by addressing community 
needs and fostering students’ community serv-
ice and professional development. 

Madam Speaker, I am proud of Montclair 
State University’s commitment to educating 
the students of New Jersey, conducting re-
search, and serving local and wider commu-
nities, and I applaud the university on its first 
100 years of success. I am sure this is only 
an indication of continued growth and success 
for many more years to come. 

PAYING TRIBUTE TO DAVID 
ASHLEY 

HON. JON C. PORTER 
OF NEVADA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, September 10, 2007 

Mr. PORTER. Madam Speaker, I rise today 
to honor David Ashley, President of the Uni-
versity of Nevada, Las Vegas. 

The University of Nevada, Las Vegas will be 
celebrating its 50th anniversary this year, and 
I would like to take this time to recognize the 
esteemed President of the University. David B. 
Ashley became the eighth president of UNLV, 
in July 2006. Prior to his time at UNLV, Dr. 
Ashley served as executive vice chancellor 
and provost at the University of California, 
Merced. He has also served as dean of engi-
neering at The Ohio State University and has 
held civil engineering faculty positions at the 
University of California, Berkeley, the Univer-
sity of Texas at Austin, and the Massachusetts 
Institute of Technology. 

His work as an engineer has brought him 
recognition as a National Science Foundation 
Presidential Young Investigator. The American 
Society of Civil Engineers has honored him 
with the 2004 Peurifoy Construction Research 
Award and the 1992 Construction Manage-
ment Award. In 2000, he received an honorary 
doctorate from the Chalmers University in 
Sweden for his academic contributions. Dr. 
Ashley has worked in many major projects 
around the world, including expansion of the 
Panama Canal and the San Francisco-Oak-
land Bay Bridge. 

Madam Speaker, I am proud to honor Dr. 
David B. Ashley, eighth President of UNLV. I 
congratulate him on his accomplishments and 
I am certain that he will have continued suc-
cess leading UNLV. In honor of the 50th anni-
versary of the school, I thank Dr. Ashley for 
his dedication to education. 

f 

IN REMEMBRANCE OF LUCIANO 
PAVAROTTI 

HON. DENNIS J. KUCINICH 
OF OHIO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, September 10, 2007 

Mr. KUCINICH. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to recognize the notable career of one 
of the Three Tenors, Luciano Pavarotti, who 
passed away September 6. 

Pavarotti was able to bring diverse audi-
ences together like no one else could. His 
voice was captivating. Pavarotti’s renowned 
career, which spanned four decades, touched 
more than 1.5 billion people and his charming 
performances came to represent what the 
opera is all about. 

But Pavarotti wasn’t just a remarkable tenor. 
He was also well-known for his dedication and 
extraordinary efforts spent raising money for 
refugees and the Red Cross. He used his as-
tounding voice to raise funds for the Inter-
national Red Cross and Red Crescent move-
ment. In 2005, Pavarotti received the Freedom 
of the City of London and a Red Cross Award 
for Services to Humanity. 

Pavarotti’s humanitarian efforts didn’t end 
there. He joined forces with Diana, Princess of 
Wales, to raise money for the elimination of 
land mines and performed benefit concerts to 
raise money for victims of tragedies. In 1998, 
Pavarotti was appointed the United Nation’s 
Messenger of Peace. He used his prominence 
to raise awareness of the Millennium Develop-
ment Goals, HIV/AIDS, child rights, urban 
slums and poverty. 

Madam Speaker and colleagues, Pavarotti’s 
strong and harmonious voice will be greatly 
missed but the charitable work he did will be 
remembered always. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. JERRY WELLER 
OF ILLINOIS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, September 10, 2007 

Mr. WELLER of Illinois. Madam Speaker, on 
legislative days September 4 through Sep-
tember 7, I was absent caring for my one- 
year-old daughter. 

If I were present I would have voted ‘‘aye’’ 
on rollcall vote 847, ‘‘aye’’ on rollcall vote 848, 
‘‘aye’’ on rollcall vote 849, ‘‘aye’’ on rollcall 
vote 850, ‘‘aye’’ on rollcall vote 851, ‘‘aye’’ on 
rollcall vote 852, ‘‘aye’’ on rollcall vote 853, 
‘‘nay’’ on rollcall vote 854, ‘‘nay’’ on rollcall 
vote 855, ‘‘nay’’ on rollcall vote 856, ‘‘aye’’ on 
rollcall vote 857, ‘‘aye’’ on rollcall vote 858, 
‘‘aye’’ on rollcall vote 859, ‘‘nay’’ on rollcall 
vote 860, ‘‘nay’’ on rollcall vote 861, ‘‘nay’’ on 
rollcall vote 862, ‘‘nay’’ on rollcall vote 863, 
‘‘aye’’ on rollcall vote 864. 

f 

RECOGNIZING 3RD ANNUAL UNITY 
DAY USA 

HON. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, September 10, 2007 

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas. 
I rise today to commend the Foundation for 
Pluralism on the 3rd Annual Unity Day USA. 

Unity Day USA has taken the initiative to re-
member one of the greatest tragedies in the 
history of our nation by brining about a posi-
tive response to the tragedy of 9/11. This day 
honors thousands of Americans who sacrificed 
their lives by committing to make this day 
pledged to the peace, prosperity, unity and se-
curity of our nation. 

It is vital that we look at the human and 
economic cost of war to realize the urgency to 
actively pursue peace. The burden of peace-
making, peacekeeping and peace building 
cannot be left to one institution, gender, or po-
litical party. It must be a shared responsibility 
that encompasses all, regardless of race, 
class, gender or religion. 

Each year Unity Day USA is celebrated on 
the Sunday before September 11th. On this 
day, Americans of every faith, race, ethnicity, 
culture and background, gather to pray for the 
peace, unity and security of our nation and the 
world. 

The theme the 3rd Annual Unity Day USA 
will be One Nation under God. Leaders will 
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seek guidance and wisdom from their respec-
tive faiths. Civil servants and community lead-
ers will echo the same sentiment and suggest 
ways in which we as individuals can work to-
ward cohesive and thriving local communities. 

On behalf of the 30th Congressional District 
of Texas, I am honored to commend the 
Foundation of Pluralism on celebrating the 3rd 
Annual Unity Day USA. 

f 

HONORING ATRIA SENIOR LIVING 
GROUP 

HON. ELIOT L. ENGEL 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, September 10, 2007 

Mr. ENGEL. Madam Speaker, the Atria Sen-
ior Living Group received the Platinum Com-
munity award from the National Assisted Liv-
ing Nurses Association for 100 percent quality 
compliance in state surveys at 22 communities 
throughout the country. 

With the number of elderly and disabled 
Americans dramatically increasing, I am proud 
to say that an Atria Assisted Living facility is 
located next to my office in Riverdale, where 
it is helping to care for this influx of elderly. I 
have visited many times since it opened. 

I was proud to again visit the Atria Assisted 
Living Facility, this weekend as part of Na-
tional Assisted Living Week which has the 
theme of ‘‘Legacies of Love’’ and highlights 
the value of passing on the legacies of our el-
ders to the coming generations. 

I urge everyone to visit friends and loved 
ones who may be at an assisted living facility 
to share in their love, care, and knowledge. 
Sadly, I recently lost my mother and value 
every moment I had with her. 

We, all of us, should make every effort to 
learn more about these facilities and the peo-
ple in them. Atria’s Platinum Award dem-
onstrates its determination to give quality care 
to these most valued citizens, care they have 
earned and deserve. I congratulate them for 
what they have done. 

f 

HONORING CHRIST UNITED METH-
ODIST CHURCH UPON ITS 50TH- 
YEAR ANNIVERSARY 

HON. KENNY MARCHANT 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, September 10, 2007 

Mr. MARCHANT. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to recognize Christ United Methodist 
Church on its 50th Anniversary for providing a 
place to worship, learn, assist those in need 
and gather in Christ’s name. 

On January 7, 2007 a JUBILEE Worship 
Service was conducted on the 50th anniver-
sary of the establishment of Christ United 
Methodist Church of Farmers Branch, Texas. 
The service was attended and conducted by 
twenty Charter Members, 500 congregants, a 
United Methodist Bishop, and eight robed min-
isters, gratefully celebrating the anniversary. 

The City of Farmers Branch is the oldest 
settlement in north Dallas County, but in 1956 

it was rapidly expanding with new construction 
of homes. The desire for a new Methodist 
church in the area prompted a small group of 
Christians to petition the United Methodist 
Bishop William C. Martin for the extension of 
the church. Upon approval by the Bishop, the 
Reverend Bourdon Smith was appointed 
church pastor. The first worship service was 
held at Valwood Elementary School on Janu-
ary 6, 1957. The name Christ United Meth-
odist Church was voted upon, and 44 mem-
bers united with the church. Charter member-
ship closed on Easter, 1957 with 135 mem-
bers registered. 

Groundbreaking ceremonies for the first 
phase of future church facilities were held in 
January, 1959 with 300 members in joyful at-
tendance. Over the years a uniquely oval 
shaped sanctuary was constructed, accommo-
dating 500 people for praise and worship. The 
current campus contains 51,000 sq ft of edu-
cation and office space, a gym, and a com-
mercial kitchen—all of it used on a weekly 
basis. 

Dr. Victor Casad, Senior Pastor and Rev. 
Bob Spencer continue the message of those 
who served before them, and that is to live the 
mission statement, ‘‘To Share the love of 
Christ’’. Christ UMC provides ESL classes to 
the community, and financial aid to foreign 
missions. Child Development and Mother’s 
Day Out programs provide a Christian learning 
experience. Three distinctively different wor-
ship services each Sunday morning welcome 
members and visitors. All ages are offered a 
variety of Sunday school classes and study 
groups each Sunday, and Bible Study groups 
throughout the week. Youth and Adult work 
teams tackle local assistance services, and 
travel far and wide to assist the Appalachia 
Service Project to make homes warmer, dryer, 
and safer. Men’s Work Teams aid people im-
pacted by disasters in Texas. 

Those early dreams of Bishop Martin and 
the Charter Members have been met; how-
ever, the goal of today’s 1455 members is 
equally as forward-reaching as theirs were. As 
the trumpets blasted to proclaim the year of 
JUBILEE at Christ United Methodist Church in 
January, the sanctuary was filled to capacity, 
and the spirit and energy was contagious. It 
was a day of genuine joy and appreciation for 
what has been accomplished and what lies 
ahead for each member of Christ United Meth-
odist Church in Farmers Branch, Texas. 

In honor of this special anniversary, Christ 
UMC is culminating its celebration with week-
end events beginning on October 13, 2007. 
There will be a pancake dinner on Saturday 
and a parade begins the Sunday celebration. 
Following a special church service where 
former CUMC ministers and Charter Members 
will also be present, an all-church barbeque 
dinner will be enjoyed. An afternoon concert in 
the sanctuary will close the activities. 

I am privileged to have had this time to 
honor the 50th Anniversary of Christ United 
Methodist Church of Farmers Branch, Texas. 

IN HONOR OF THE 25TH ANNIVER-
SARY CELEBRATION OF TELECT, 
INC. 

HON. CATHY McMORRIS RODGERS 
OF WASHINGTON 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, September 10, 2007 

Mrs. MCMORRIS RODGERS. Madam 
Speaker, I rise today to honor Telect, Inc. as 
they celebrate 25 years of business in the 
communications industry. Telect, Inc. has be-
come a global leader in the development, 
manufacturing and service of connectivity and 
power products. 

Bill and Judi Williams founded the company 
in September of 1982 with their then 18-year- 
old son, Wayne. Today, with headquarters in 
Liberty Lake and additional facilities in Texas, 
Latin America and Europe, they support a 
worldwide network of customers. In addition to 
providing quality service to their customers, 
the Williams’ have also emphasized the impor-
tance of community involvement. 

Together, their résumé of volunteer and 
community commitments is extensive. Bill has 
been active in the Boy Scouts of America’s 
Northwest Council, and served on the National 
Association of Manufacturers’ Board of Direc-
tors. Judi worked on several physician and 
hospital boards, was on the DSHS State Advi-
sory Committee and served on the Whitworth 
College Board of Trustees. She also earned 
Working Woman Magazine’s ‘‘Top 500 
Woman Owned Business’’ award in 1998. 

Telect continues to be known throughout the 
region as a model of how far a business can 
go when it is built on faith, integrity, and hard 
work. Their core values, which have been a 
part of the company since day one, still shape 
their business today. Now, as Bill and Judi 
have taken on the role as active members of 
the Board of Directors, their son Wayne is car-
rying the legacy of this great company into a 
new generation. 

Madam Speaker, I rise today to commend 
Bill and Judi Williams for their outstanding ac-
complishments as founders of Telect, Inc., and 
congratulate them on 25 years of quality serv-
ice in the communications industry. I invite my 
colleagues to join me in honoring Bill and Judi 
Williams, and the employees of Telect, Inc. as 
they celebrate 25 great years together. 

f 

FREEDOM FOR ARTURO SUÁREZ 
RAMOS 

HON. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART 
OF FLORIDA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, September 10, 2007 

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of Florida. 
Madam Speaker, I rise today to speak about 
Arturo Suárez Ramos, a long suffering and 
heroic prisoner of conscience in totalitarian 
Cuba. 

Mr. Suárez Ramos is a member of the 
Cuban Pro-Human Rights Committee and a 
leader of the pro-democracy movement in to-
talitarian Cuba. Because he believes that free-
dom is the birthright of every person, he has 
steadfastly demanded freedom, democracy 
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and human rights for the Cuban people. He 
has bravely denounced the cruel policies of 
the dictatorship, its apartheid-style discrimina-
tion against Cubans, and its constant indoc-
trination campaign, and demanded that the 
Cuban people be allowed to exercise their in-
alienable rights. Unfortunately, because the 
dictatorship forcefully represses those who 
bravely support freedom, he has repeatedly 
been a target of the regime’s henchmen. 

Mr. Suárez Ramos rejected the regime’s 
mandated lies and propaganda early in his life 
and was therefore denied by the dictatorship 
the opportunity to pursue a higher education. 
Knowing full well that in a totalitarian Cuba 
there was no future, only dire consequences, 
for those who voiced dissent, he refused to 
allow his cries for freedom to be silenced. In 
1985 Mr. Suárez Ramos was arrested by state 
security thugs and in a sham trial ‘‘sentenced’’ 
to 18 months in the totalitarian gulag for being 
a ‘‘menace to society’’ by attempting to leave 
the country without ‘‘proper permission’’. 

Although Mr. Suárez Ramos was eventually 
released, his time outside the infernal totali-
tarian gulag was brief. On October 3, 1987, 
Mr. Suárez Ramos was again arrested, this 
time on charges of ‘‘piracy’’ and ‘‘illegal exit’’ 
from the country. Although he was initially 
sentenced to death by firing squad for at-
tempting to divert a plane to the United States, 
the dictator decided to ‘‘commute’’ his sen-
tence to thirty years in his dungeons. 

Mr. Suárez Ramos has participated in sev-
eral hunger strikes demanding his release and 
to draw attention to the abhorrent conditions in 
which political prisoners are kept. Currently, 
Mr. Suárez Ramos, among Cuba’s longest 
serving political prisoners, suffers from mi-
graines, loss of vision, severe back pains, 
chronic stomach pains, diarrhea and various 
other ailments. These maladies are brought on 
and compounded by the depraved, subhuman 
conditions to which he is subjected. Mr. 
Suárez Ramos has never relinquished his 
dream of freedom for the Cuban people. He 
continues to advocate for freedom and justice 
while locked in the hellish squalor of the dicta-
torship’s dungeons and courageously endures 
countless attacks at the hands of his brutal 
jailers. 

No matter how intense the repression, no 
matter how horrifically brutal the con-
sequences of a dignified struggle for liberty, 
the totalitarian gulags are full of men and 
women who represent the best of the Cuban 
nation. Madam Speaker, it is as inconceivable 
as it is unacceptable that Mr. Suárez Ramos 
continues to be systematically tortured be-
cause of his belief in freedom, democracy, 
human rights and the rule of law. My Col-
leagues, we must demand the immediate and 
unconditional release of Arturo Suárez Ramos 
and every political prisoner in totalitarian 
Cuba. 

f 

RECOGNIZING THE CONTRIBU-
TIONS OF ELEONOR VELASQUEZ 

HON. HILDA L. SOLIS 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Monday, September 10, 2007 

Ms. SOLIS. Madam Speaker, today I rise to 
recognize Eleonor Velasquez, an intelligent 

and hard-working woman who has been on 
my staff from June 2003 until August 2007. 
During her tenure in my office, Eleonor was an 
asset to me and the constituents of the 32nd 
District of California. Eleonor’s hard work, 
dedication, and skills are the reasons why I 
promoted her twice during her time in the of-
fice: from staff assistant to legislative cor-
respondent in 2004 and from legislative cor-
respondent to legislative assistant in March 
2005. 

Eleonor immigrated to the United States 
from Peru when she was just 13 years old. 
Her experience as a young woman assimi-
lating to the United States provided her an in-
valuable perspective on issues such as immi-
gration, education, trade, and Latino issues. 
Eleonor’s fluency in Spanish has been of great 
service to my office since over half of my con-
stituents do not speak English as their first 
language at home. 

Eleonor has demonstrated a keen grasp of 
the complex issues involved in the ongoing 
immigration debate in the House of Rep-
resentatives. Eleonor coordinated a number of 
sign-on letters and drafted Dear Colleague let-
ters about immigration, trade, and education. 
Recently, Eleonor drafted a letter to President 
Bush expressing deep disappointment regard-
ing the U.S. Citizenship and Immigration Serv-
ices’ (USCIS) increased fee structure for natu-
ralization and asking him to work with Con-
gress to create a fairer system. 

During her time in my office, Eleonor spear-
headed two pieces of legislation: H. Res. 721 
(109th Congress), a resolution supporting the 
goals and ideals of a Salvadoran-American 
Day (El Dia del Salvadoreno); and H.R. 5161 
(109th Congress), a bill to establish a commis-
sion to study the removal of Mexican-Ameri-
cans to Mexico during 1929–1941. H. Res. 
721 recognized all Salvadoran-Americans for 
their hard work, dedication, and contribution to 
the stability and well-being of the United 
States, and was co-sponsored by 55 Members 
of Congress. The resolution was passed by 
the House of Representatives on July 18, 
2006. H.R. 5161 was not considered in the 
109th Congress, but its introduction was very 
important to the families of the 2 million indi-
viduals of Mexican ancestry who were forcibly 
removed to Mexico during the Depression, as 
many as 1.2 million of whom were United 
States citizens. 

As the liaison in my office to the Congres-
sional Hispanic Caucus (CHC), Eleonor has 
gained a wealth of institutional knowledge 
about issues important to the Caucus over the 
past 4 years. Eleonor began her tenure on 
Capitol Hill as a Congressional Hispanic Cau-
cus Institute (CHCI) fellow in the office of Con-
gressman JOSÉ SERRANO. She has been an 
active member of the CHCI alumni association 
and mentored other Latino young men and 
women who came through the program to 
work on Capitol Hill and in the private sector 
on public policy issues. 

While I am sad to see Eleonor leave, I am 
confident that the future will bring her much 
success. I wish Eleonor and her family good 
health and best wishes. I join my staff in my 
Washington, DC, El Monte, and East Los An-
geles offices in wishing Eleonor the best of 
luck in all of her future endeavors. Buena 
suerte, Eleonor! 

SENATE COMMITTEE MEETINGS 
Title IV of Senate Resolution 4, 

agreed to by the Senate on February 4, 
1977, calls for establishment of a sys-
tem for a computerized schedule of all 
meetings and hearings of Senate com-
mittees, subcommittees, joint commit-
tees, and committees of conference. 
This title requires all such committees 
to notify the Office of the Senate Daily 
Digest—designated by the Rules Com-
mittee—of the time, place, and purpose 
of the meetings, when scheduled, and 
any cancellations or changes in the 
meetings as they occur. 

As an additional procedure along 
with the computerization of this infor-
mation, the Office of the Senate Daily 
Digest will prepare this information for 
printing in the Extensions of Remarks 
section of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 
on Monday and Wednesday of each 
week. 

Meetings scheduled for Tuesday, Sep-
tember 11, 2007 may be found in the 
Daily Digest of today’s RECORD. 

MEETINGS SCHEDULED 

SEPTEMBER 12 
9:30 a.m. 

Commerce, Science, and Transportation 
Interstate Commerce, Trade, and Tourism 

Subcommittee 
To hold hearings to examine the Federal 

Trade Commission Reauthorization. 
SR–253 

Rules and Administration 
To hold a hearing to examine the nomi-

nation of Robert Charles Tapella, of 
Virginia, to be Public Printer for the 
Government Printing Office. 

SR–301 
10 a.m. 

Appropriations 
Business meeting to mark up H.R. 3222, 

making appropriations for the Depart-
ment of Defense for the fiscal year end-
ing September 30, 2008. 

SD–106 
Energy and Natural Resources 

To hold hearings to examine S. 2017, to 
amend the Energy Policy and Con-
servation Act to provide for national 
energy efficiency standards for general 
service incandescent lamps. 

SD–366 
Finance 

Business meeting to consider an original 
bill entitled, ‘‘The Medicare, Medicaid 
and SCHIP Indian Health Care Im-
provement Act of 2007, H. J.Res. 43, in-
creasing the statutory limit on the 
public debt, and revising subcommittee 
assignments for the 110th Congress. 

SD–215 
Homeland Security and Governmental Af-

fairs 
To hold hearings to examine the nomina-

tion of Julie L. Myers, of Kansas, to be 
Assistant Secretary of Homeland Secu-
rity. 

SD–342 
11 a.m. 

Appropriations 
Financial Services and General Govern-

ment Subcommittee 
To hold hearings to examine enhancing 

the safety of toy’s relating to lead 
paint, the Consumer Product Safety 
Commission, and toy safety standards. 

SD–192 
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Judiciary 

To hold hearings to examine regulatory 
preemption relating to federal agencies 
usurping congressional and state au-
thority. 

SD–226 

SEPTEMBER 18 
10 a.m. 

Commerce, Science, and Transportation 
To hold an oversight hearing on the Na-

tional Football League retirement sys-
tem. 

SR–253 

SEPTEMBER 19 
9:30 a.m. 

Veterans’ Affairs 
To hold oversight hearings to examine 

information technology. 
SD–562 

SEPTEMBER 20 

9:30 a.m. 
Veterans’ Affairs 

To hold joint hearings with the House 
Committee on Veterans’ Affairs to ex-
amine the legislative presentation by 
the American Legion. 

345, Cannon Building 

2:30 p.m. 
Energy and Natural Resources 

To hold hearings to examine S. 1377, to 
direct the Secretary of the Interior to 
convey to the City of Henderson, Ne-
vada, certain Federal land located in 
the City, S. 1433, to amend the Alaska 
National Interest Lands Conservation 
Act to provide competitive status to 
certain Federal employees in the State 
of Alaska, S. 1608 and H.R. 815, bills to 
provide for the conveyance of certain 
land in Clark County, Nevada, for use 
by the Nevada National Guard, S. 1740, 
to amend the Act of February 22, 1889, 
and the Act of July 2, 1862, to provide 
for the management of public land 
trust funds in the State of North Da-
kota, S. 1802, to adjust the boundaries 
of the Frank Church River of No Re-
turn Wilderness in the State of Idaho, 
S. 1803, to authorize the exchange of 
certain land located in the State of 
Idaho, S. 1939, to provide for the con-
veyance of certain land in the Santa Fe 
National Forest, New Mexico, and S. 
1940, to reauthorize the Rio Puerco Wa-
tershed Management Program. 

SD–366 

SEPTEMBER 25 

9:30 a.m. 
Veterans’ Affairs 

To hold oversight hearings to examine 
Persian Gulf War research. 

SD–562 
10 a.m. 

Energy and Natural Resources 
To hold hearings to examine S. 1756, to 

provide supplemental ex gratia com-
pensation to the Republic of the Mar-
shall Islands for impacts of the nuclear 
testing program of the United States. 

SD–366 

SEPTEMBER 27 

9:30 a.m. 
Energy and Natural Resources 

To hold hearings to examine hard-rock 
mining on federal lands. 

SD–366 
Veterans’ Affairs 

To hold hearings to examine the nomina-
tion of Paul J. Hutter, of Virginia, to 
be General Counsel, Department of 
Veterans Affairs. 

SD–562 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 10:58 Jul 14, 2010 Jkt 059102 PO 00000 Frm 00013 Fmt 0689 Sfmt 0634 E:\BR07\E10SE7.000 E10SE7er
ow

e 
on

 D
S

K
5C

LS
3C

1P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 B
O

U
N

D
 R

E
C

O
R

D



b This symbol represents the time of day during the House proceedings, e.g., b 1407 is 2:07 p.m.

 Matter set in this typeface indicates words inserted or appended, rather than spoken, by a Member of the House on the floor.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, Vol. 153, Pt. 1724130 September 11, 2007 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES—Tuesday, September 11, 2007 
The House met at 10:30 a.m. 
The Reverend William Hegedusich, 

St. Peter’s Catholic Church, Wash-
ington, DC, offered the following pray-
er: 

Father in heaven, God of power and 
Lord of mercy, direct our steps in our 
everyday efforts. May the changing 
moods of the human heart and the lim-
its which our failings impose on hope 
never blind us to You, source of every 
good. 

Lord God Almighty, look with favor 
upon these Your servants, our Members 
of Congress. Enable them to commu-
nicate truth, to foster love, and to up-
hold justice and right. Let them pro-
mote and support that peace between 
peoples, which comes from You. 

Today, our country and the world re-
members the tragic events which took 
place 6 years ago. Our prayers today 
are for those who lost their lives in the 
World Trade Center Towers, the Pen-
tagon, and in a field near Shanksville, 
Pennsylvania. Comfort those who re-
main. Watch over all who are in harm’s 
way. This we ask, now and forever. 
Amen. 

f 

THE JOURNAL 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has exam-
ined the Journal of the last day’s pro-
ceedings and announces to the House 
her approval thereof. 

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved. 

f 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will lead 
the House in the Pledge of Allegiance. 

The SPEAKER led the Pledge of Alle-
giance as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 

f 

MOMENT OF SILENCE COMMEMO-
RATING THE 9/11 ATTACKS 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would ask 
all persons in the Chamber to rise and 
observe a moment of silence in mem-
ory of the victims of the terrorist at-
tacks against our Nation on September 
11, 2001. 

f 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted to: 

Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky (at the re-
quest of Mr. BOEHNER) for September 10 

on account of attending and presenting 
at an awards ceremony in the district. 

f 

BILL PRESENTED TO THE 
PRESIDENT 

Lorraine C. Miller, Clerk of the 
House, reports that on September 10, 
2007 she presented to the President of 
the United States, for his approval, the 
following bill. 

H.R. 2358. To require the Secretary of the 
Treasury to mint and issue coins in com-
memoration of Native Americans and the 
important contributions made by Indian 
tribes and individual Native Americans to 
the development of the United States and 
the history of the United States, and for 
other purposes. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, 
the House stands adjourned until 10 
a.m. on Friday, September 14, 2007. 

There was no objection. 
Accordingly (at 10 o’clock and 36 

minutes a.m.), under its previous order, 
the House adjourned until Friday, Sep-
tember 14, 2007, at 10 a.m. 

f 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 

Under clause 8 of rule XII, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

3250. A letter from the Chief Counsel, 
FEMA, Department of Homeland Security, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Changes in Flood Elevation Determinations 
— received August 6, 2007, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Fi-
nancial Services. 

3251. A letter from the Chief Counsel, 
FEMA, Department of Homeland Security, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Final Flood Elevation Determinations — re-
ceived August 6, 2007, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Financial 
Services. 

3252. A letter from the Chief Counsel, 
FEMA, Department of Homeland Security, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Changes in Flood Elevation Determinations 
— received August 6, 2007, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Fi-
nancial Services. 

3253. A letter from the Counsel for Legisla-
tion and Regulations, Department of Hous-
ing and Urban Development, transmitting 
the Department’s final rule — Indian Hous-
ing Block Grant Program-Extension of An-
nual Performance Report Due Date [Docket 
No. FR-5109-F-02] (RIN: 2577-AC74) received 
August 9, 2007, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Financial 
Services. 

3254. A letter from the Director, Depart-
ment of the Treasury, transmitting the De-

partment’s final rule — Financial Crimes 
Enforcement Network; Anti-Money Laun-
dering Programs; Special Due Diligence Pro-
grams for Certain Foreign Accounts (RIN: 
1506-AA29) received August 3, 2007, pursuant 
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Financial Services. 

3255. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Legislative Affairs, Department of the 
Treasury, transmitting the Department’s 
final rule — Management Official Interlocks 
[Docket ID OTS-2007-0013] (RIN: 1550-AC09) 
received August 14, 2007, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Financial 
Services. 

3256. A letter from the Secretary, Securi-
ties and Exchange Commission, transmitting 
the Commission’s final rule — Amendments 
to Regulation SHO [Release No. 34-56212; File 
No. S7-12-06] (RIN: 3235-AJ57) received Au-
gust 10, 2007, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Financial 
Services. 

3257. A letter from the Secretary, Securi-
ties and Exchange Commission, transmitting 
the Commission’s final rule — Definition of 
the Term Significant Deficiency [RELEASE 
NOS. 33-8829; 34-56203; File No. S7-24-06] (RIN: 
3235-AJ58) received August 9, 2007, pursuant 
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Financial Services. 

3258. A letter from the Secretary, Securi-
ties and Exchange Commission, transmitting 
the Commission’s final rule — Prohibition of 
Fraud by Advisers to Certain Pooled Invest-
ment Vehicles [Release No. IA-2628; File No. 
S7-25-06] (RIN: 3235-AJ67) received August 9, 
2007, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Financial Services. 

3259. A letter from the Secretary, Securi-
ties and Exchange Commission, transmitting 
the Commission’s final rule — Short Selling 
in Connection with a Public Offering [Re-
lease No. 34-56206; File No. S7-20-06] (RIN: 
3235-AJ75) received August 9, 2007, pursuant 
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Financial Services. 

3260. A letter from the Assistant Secretary 
for Legislative Affairs, Department of State, 
transmitting pursuant to Section 620C(c) of 
the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961, as 
amended, and in accordance with section 
1(a)(6) of Executive Order 13313, a report pre-
pared by the Department of State and the 
National Security Council on the progress 
toward a negotiated solution of the Cyprus 
question covering the period June 1, 2007 
through July 31, 2007; to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

3261. A letter from the Deputy Assistant 
Administrator for Regulatory Programs, 
NMFS, National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration, transmitting the Adminis-
tration’s final rule — Fisheries of the North-
eastern United States; Summer Flounder 
Fishery; Emergency Rule Extension [Docket 
No. 061020273-7001-03; I.D. 010307A] (RIN: 0648- 
AT60) received August 9, 2007, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Nat-
ural Resources. 

3262. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of Labor, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s report entitled, ‘‘2006 Findings on the 
Worst Forms of Child Labor,’’ pursuant to 19 
U.S.C. 2464; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 
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3263. A letter from the Under Secretary for 

Personnel and Readiness, Department of De-
fense, transmitting the Department’s report 
on enrollment in Defense Dependent’s Edu-
cation System of dependents of foreign mili-
tary members assigned to the Supreme Head-
quarters Allied Powers, Europe, pursuant to 
20 U.S.C. 923(a) Public Law 109-364, section 
571(b); jointly to the Committees on Armed 
Services and Education and Labor. 

3264. A letter from the Regulations Coordi-
nator, Department of Health and Human 
Services, transmitting the Department’s 
final rule — Medicare Program; Physicians’ 
Referrals to Health Care Entities With 
Which They Have Financial Relationships 
(Phase III) [CMS-1810-F] (RIN: 0938-AK67) re-
ceived August 31, 2007, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); jointly to the Committees on 
Energy and Commerce and Ways and Means. 

3265. A letter from the Administrator, En-
vironmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting the Agency’s report on implementing 
and enforcing the Underground Storage 
Tank Program in Indian Country, pursuant 
to Public Law 109-58, section 1529; jointly to 
the Committees on Energy and Commerce 
and Natural Resources. 

3266. A letter from the Board Members, 
Railroad Retirement Board, transmitting 
the Board’s 2007 report for the fiscal year 
ended September 30, 2006, pursuant to the 
provisions of section 7(b)(6) of the Railroad 
Retirement Act and section 12(l) of the Rail-
road Unemployment Insurance Act; jointly 
to the Committees on Transportation and In-
frastructure and Ways and Means. 

3267. A letter from the Regulations Coordi-
nator, Department of Health and Human 
Services, transmitting the Department’s 
final rule — Medicare Program; Hospice 
Wage Index for Fiscal Year 2008 [CMS-1539-F] 
(RIN: 0938-AO72) received August 31, 2007, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); jointly to 
the Committees on Ways and Means and En-
ergy and Commerce. 

3268. A letter from the Under Secretary for 
Personnel and Readiness, Department of De-
fense, transmitting the Combined Annual 
Report for years 2005 and 2006 of the National 
Security Education Program, pursuant to 50 
U.S.C. 1906 Public Law 102-183, section 806; 
jointly to the Committees on Intelligence 
(Permanent Select) and Education and 
Labor. 

f 

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of rule XII, public 
bills and resolutions were introduced 
and severally referred, as follows: 

By Mrs. DAVIS of California (for her-
self and Ms. CARSON): 

H.R. 3523. A bill to develop a generation of 
school leaders who are committed to, and ef-
fective in, increasing student achievement 
and to ensure that all low-income, under-per-
forming schools are led by effective school 
leaders who are well-prepared to foster stu-
dent success; to the Committee on Education 
and Labor. 

By Ms. WATERS (for herself, Mr. 
SHAYS, Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts, 
Mr. WATT, and Mr. COHEN): 

H.R. 3524. A bill to reauthorize the HOPE 
VI program for revitalization of severely dis-
tressed public housing, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Financial Serv-
ices. 

By Mr. WAXMAN: 
H.J. Res. 49. A joint resolution providing 

for congressional disapproval under chapter 8 
of title 5, United States Code, of the rule 
submitted by the Centers for Medicare & 
Medicaid Services within the Department of 
Health and Human Services relating a cost 
limit for providers operated by units of gov-
ernment and other provisions under the Med-
icaid Program; to the Committee on Energy 
and Commerce. 

ADDITIONAL SPONSORS 

Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors 
were added to public bills and resolu-
tions as follows: 

H.R. 281: Mr. UDALL of New Mexico. 

H.R. 2910: Mr. SPACE. 

H. Res. 351: Mr. BURTON of Indiana. 

f 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 3 of rule XII, petitions 
and papers were laid on the clerk’s 
desk and referred as follows: 

156. The SPEAKER presented a petition of 
the City of Long Beach, California, relative 
to Resolution No. RES-07-0102 urging the 
Congress of the United States to enact the 
‘‘Employee Free Choice Act,’’ H.R. 800; to 
the Committee on Education and Labor. 

157. Also, a petition of the City of Takoma 
Park, Maryland, relative to Resolution 2007- 
29 petitioning the Congress of the United 
States to institute proceedings to inves-
tigate the activities of President George W. 
Bush and Vice President Richard B. Cheney; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

158. Also, a petition of the Town of Wil-
liamsburg, Massachusetts, relative to a Res-
olution petitioning the Congress of the 
United States to institute an investigation 
of the activities of President George W. Bush 
and Vice President Richard B. Cheney; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

159. Also, a petition of the City of Rock 
Falls, Illinois, relative to requesting funds in 
the form of a grant through the FEMA Fire 
Act; to the Committee on Science and Tech-
nology. 
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SENATE—Tuesday, September 11, 2007 
The Senate met at 10 a.m. and was 

called to order by the Honorable JON 
TESTER, a Senator from the State of 
Montana. 

PRAYER 

The Chaplain, Dr. Barry C. Black, of-
fered the following prayer: 

Let us pray. 
Lord God Almighty, Creator and sus-

tainer of the universe, accept our 
praise and thanksgiving for all You 
have done for us. Father, on this anni-
versary of 9/11, continue to comfort 
those for whom this day rekindles a 
sense of sadness and loss. Console those 
whose lives are imprinted with the 
shocking images of that season of dis-
tress and grief. Today, may all citizens 
of this land incline their hearts to You 
in prayer as You release Your con-
tinuing mercies over us. 

Lord, we acknowledge that in spite of 
challenges, we still have much for 
which to thank You. Thank You for 
our Senators, who daily give them-
selves to You and country. Thank You 
for family and friends and for loving 
care which surrounds us on every side. 
Above all, we thank You for Your gift 
of salvation and for the opportunities 
You have given us to honor You with 
our lives. 

To You be glory forever. Amen. 

f 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

The Honorable JON TESTER led the 
Pledge of Allegiance, as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 

f 

APPOINTMENT OF ACTING 
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will please read a communication 
to the Senate from the President pro 
tempore (Mr. BYRD). 

The assistant legislative clerk read 
the following letter: 

U.S. SENATE, 
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE, 

Washington, DC, September 11, 2007. 

To the Senate: 
Under the provisions of rule I, paragraph 3, 

of the Standing Rules of the Senate, I hereby 
appoint the Honorable JON TESTER, a Sen-
ator from the State of Montana, to perform 
the duties of the Chair. 

ROBERT C. BYRD, 
President pro tempore. 

Mr. TESTER thereupon assumed the 
chair as Acting President pro tempore. 

RECOGNITION OF THE MAJORITY 
LEADER 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The majority leader is recog-
nized. 

f 

SCHEDULE 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, this morn-
ing, following any remarks of Senator 
MCCONNELL and myself, the Senate will 
immediately resume consideration of 
the Transportation Appropriations bill. 
There are no votes presently scheduled. 

Last night, there were discussions 
about the possibility of the Repub-
licans offering an amendment on the 
subject of Mexican trucks, which is the 
subject of the pending Dorgan amend-
ment. We are all hopeful we can work 
something out on that this morning re-
garding the Dorgan amendment and 
the so-called alternative amendment to 
that. 

It is my understanding Senator 
COBURN is going to arrive about 10:30 
this morning to start offering amend-
ments on problems he has with this 
legislation. As I mentioned last night, 
he tends not to speak for long periods 
of time, but he does have a number of 
amendments. He hasn’t decided how 
many that will be. We hope we can pro-
ceed on that as quickly as possible. 

At 12 noon today, the Senate will ob-
serve a moment of silence in com-
memoration of the sixth anniversary of 
the September 11 attack. Both the Re-
publican leader and I encourage Mem-
bers to come to the floor for this ob-
servance. 

Also, the Senate will recess from 
12:30 to 2:15 for the regular party con-
ference meetings. 

Yesterday, I indicated that today 
would be a late night as we work to-
ward completing this legislation. There 
is no reason we can’t complete this bill 
tonight. If we complete it tonight, of 
course, there will be no votes tomor-
row. As indicated, there would be no 
votes after 1 o’clock anyway, so we 
should do our best to complete this leg-
islation tonight. 

It could be a very late night, but we 
have two of our most competent, expe-
rienced legislators doing this bill—Sen-
ator MURRAY and Senator BOND—and 
we do hope we can move forward on 
this legislation. 

f 

ORDER OF PROCEDURE 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, following 
the moment of silence at noon, I ask 
unanimous consent that the two lead-
ers be recognized for whatever time 
they may consume. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

f 

MEASURE PLACED ON THE 
CALENDAR—H.R. 1908 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I under-
stand H.R. 1908 is at the desk and due 
for a second reading. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The leader is correct. The clerk 
will read the bill by title for the second 
time. 

The assistant legislative clerk read 
as follows: 

A bill (H.R. 1908) to amend title 35, United 
States Code, to provide for patent reform. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I now ob-
ject to any further proceedings. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Objection is heard. The bill will 
be placed on the calendar. 

f 

UNANIMOUS-CONSENT REQUEST— 
H.R. 1538 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that if the Senate re-
ceives the message from the House on 
H.R. 1538, the Wounded Warrior legisla-
tion, with a request for a conference 
with the Senate, the Senate agree to 
the request and the Chair be authorized 
to appoint conferees. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Is there objection? 

Mr. CORNYN. Reserving the right to 
object, Mr. President, I am in support 
of this. I know we all are in favor of 
the Wounded Warrior legislation, as 
well as the troop COLA amendment, 
which I am proud to say passed by 
unanimous consent of the Senate. But 
it is not technically in order for the 
Senate to act at this time, as the bill 
is over on the House side. Therefore, I 
would object. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Objection is heard. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I say to my 
friend, if he heard my request—maybe 
he was diverted momentarily—I said 
that ‘‘if’’ the Senate receives a message 
from the House on H.R. 1538, the 
Wounded Warrior bill, with the request 
for conference, then the Senate agree 
to the request. 

Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, I appre-
ciate the clarification. However, the 
objection still stands, inasmuch as it is 
premature to pose that unanimous con-
sent request at this time. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Objection is heard. 
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RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Under the previous order, the 
leadership time is reserved. 

f 

DEPARTMENTS OF TRANSPOR-
TATION, HOUSING AND URBAN 
DEVELOPMENT, AND RELATED 
AGENCIES APPROPRIATIONS 
ACT, 2008 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Under the previous order, the 
Senate will now resume consideration 
of H.R. 3074, which the clerk will re-
port. 

The assistant legislative clerk read 
as follows: 

An act (H.R. 3074) making appropriations 
for the Departments of Transportation, and 
Housing and Urban Development, and related 
agencies for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2008, and for other purposes. 

Pending: 
Dorgan amendment No. 2797, to prohibit 

the establishment of a program that allows 
Mexican truck drivers to operate beyond the 
commercial zones near the Mexican border. 

Inhofe amendment No. 2796, to prohibit the 
use of funds to implement the proposed Air 
Traffic Control Optimum Training Solution 
of the Federal Aviation Administration. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2808 

Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the pending 
amendment be set aside, and I send an 
amendment to the desk and ask for its 
immediate consideration. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. The clerk will report. 

The assistant legislative clerk read 
as follows: 

The Senator from Texas [Mr. CORNYN], for 
himself and Mr. INHOFE, proposes an amend-
ment numbered 2808. 

The amendment is as follows: 

(Purpose: To express the sense of the Senate 
that General David H. Petraeus, Com-
manding General, Multi-National Force- 
Iraq, deserves the full support of the Sen-
ate and strongly condemn personal attacks 
on the honor and integrity of General 
Petraeus and all the members of the 
United States Armed Forces) 
At the appropriate place, insert the fol-

lowing: 
SEC. ll. (a) FINDINGS.—The Senate makes 

the following findings: 
(1) The Senate unanimously confirmed 

General David H. Petraeus as Commanding 
General, Multi-National Force-Iraq, by a 
vote of 81-0 on January 26, 2007. 

(2) General Petraeus graduated first in his 
class at the United States Army Command 
and General Staff College. 

(3) General Petraeus earned Masters of 
Public Administration and Doctoral degrees 
in international relations from Princeton 
University. 

(4) General Petraeus has served multiple 
combat tours in Iraq, including command of 
the 101st Airborne Division (Air Assault) 
during combat operations throughout the 
first year of Operation Iraqi Freedom, which 
tours included both major combat operations 
and subsequent stability and support oper-
ations. 

(5) General Petraeus supervised the devel-
opment and crafting of the United States 
Army and Marine Corps counterinsurgency 
manual based in large measure on his com-
bat experience in Iraq, scholarly study, and 
other professional experiences. 

(6) General Petraeus has taken a solemn 
oath to protect and defend the Constitution 
of the United States of America. 

(7) During his 35-year career, General 
Petraeus has amassed a distinguished and 
unvarnished record of military service to the 
United States as recognized by his receipt of 
a Defense Distinguished Service Medal, two 
Distinguished Service Medals, two Defense 
Superior Service Medals, four Legions of 
Merit, the Bronze Star Medal for valor, the 
State Department Superior Honor Award, 
the NATO Meritorious Service Medal, and 
other awards and medals. 

(8) A recent attack through a full-page ad-
vertisement in the New York Times by the 
liberal activist group, Moveon.org, impugns 
the honor and integrity of General Petraeus 
and all the members of the United States 
Armed Forces. 

(b) SENSE OF SENATE.—It is the sense of the 
Senate— 

(1) to reaffirm its support for all the men 
and women of the United States Armed 
Forces, including General David H. Petraeus, 
Commanding General, Multi-National Force- 
Iraq; 

(2) to strongly condemn any effort to at-
tack the honor and integrity of General 
Petraeus and all the members of the United 
States Armed Forces; and 

(3) to specifically repudiate the unwar-
ranted personal attack on General Petraeus 
by the liberal activist group Moveon.org. 

Ms. KLOBUCHAR. Mr. President, 
will the Senator yield for 1 minute? 

Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, I will 
not yield at this time, although after I 
get through speaking I am happy to 
yield to my colleague. 

Mr. President, every generation has 
defining moments, moments when you 
know in an instant that the world as 
you knew it has forever changed. Some 
of these moments are cause for celebra-
tion, such as the Moon landing or the 
fall of the Berlin Wall. But some, like 
the bombing of Pearl Harbor or the as-
sassination of President John Fitz-
gerald Kennedy, are moments of in-
tense grief, when the entire Nation 
holds its breath in shock and disbelief. 

The morning of September 11, 2001, 
was one such defining moment. Many 
of us closed our eyes, pleading with re-
ality that what we saw could not be 
true. Many of us sat and cried, reeling 
from the loss of so many of our friends 
and neighbors. Many of us crowded into 
houses of worship across the country, 
looking for comfort and for answers. 
We watched as average Americans, 
finding extraordinary courage, became 
heroes. Firefighters, police officers, 
and other emergency personnel re-
sponded with remarkable bravery and 
determination, and many gave their 
lives so that others might live. The 
strength and generosity of ordinary 
Americans was the sole bright spot on 
that dark day. 

But what defines our generation is 
not just what we do in such moments 

but what we do the next day, and the 
next week, and the next year. Here we 
stand, 6 years later, remembering that 
day and reflecting back on all that has 
happened since that time. And here I 
stand, more proud of America than 
ever, and especially its response over 
the last 6 years. 

In the weeks following September 11, 
our country was faced with several 
choices. Would we crack under the 
weight of the tragedy and the threat of 
the terrorist mindset or would we unite 
against the idealogy of fear and ha-
tred? Would we retreat from a dan-
gerous global terrorism or would we 
work to create a safer world? Over the 
last 6 years, we have faced terrorism 
and extremism head on. We have stood 
firmly against those who would attack 
innocent civilians and push an agenda 
of fear. As a result, our country is safer 
and terrorism is being combated across 
the world. 

Of course, we owe a profound debt of 
gratitude to the brave men and women 
of the U.S. military. Their continued 
service and dedication to our country 
has literally helped to preserve the 
American way of life, and made the 
world safer, I might add, for everyone. 
Their strength and courage is an exam-
ple to all of us, and we should always 
remember and honor their sacrifices. 

But the fact is, while we are safer 
than we were on September 11, 2001, we 
are not yet safe. Recent renewed 
threats from al Qaida and arrests of 
terror suspects in Germany have prov-
en that the danger is still looming for 
us. Fighting terrorism means we have 
to be right all the time, while the ter-
rorists only need to be right once. We 
have to stay on the offensive, taking 
the fight to the enemy and always 
looking for ways to improve our na-
tional security here at home. 

Now, yesterday and today, Congress 
received a report from the general in 
charge of the Multinational Force Iraq, 
GEN David Petraeus, and from our Am-
bassador to the region, Ambassador 
Crocker. 

All of us will recall that when Gen-
eral Petraeus was nominated to this 
high office as a professional military 
man, his confirmation came to the 
Senate. As a member of the Senate 
Armed Services Committee, I was 
proud to vote for his confirmation in 
the Armed Services Committee. As you 
can see by this chart, on January 26, 
2007, the Senate unanimously con-
firmed this professional soldier as the 
head of the multinational forces in 
Iraq. 

Unfortunately, when General 
Petraeus’s report was received yester-
day before a joint hearing in the House, 
there was all too common partisanship 
and shrill rhetoric. But, in contrast, 
this report represents an honest, non-
partisan assessment of the conditions 
in Iraq, both political and marshal. 

You know, the fact is, it bears note 
that General Petraeus’s report, along 
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with Ambassador Crocker’s, is exactly 
aligned with what the Director of Na-
tional Intelligence issued in August in 
his report as well as the report of the 
independent commission created by 
this Congress headed by retired Marine 
Corps GEN Jim Jones, who testified 
just last week. 

As a result of these reports, we will 
now be faced with a choice: Will we 
heed the advice of our generals, par-
ticularly in the case of General 
Petraeus, a counterinsurgency expert, 
unanimously confirmed by the Senate, 
or will we close our ears and our minds 
to the facts and cave in to special in-
terest groups that claim to know bet-
ter than our distinguished military 
leaders? 

Even before this report was issued by 
General Petraeus, one such group 
began employing a despicable and rep-
rehensible new tactic in anticipation of 
a report which contradicted their ide-
ology. MoveOn.org sponsored this ad, 
which shamefully, despicably appeared 
in the New York Times, claiming that 
General Petraeus, this distinguished 
military warrior, was a traitor and 
that he would lie in his report. 

Lest anyone be misled into thinking 
this is a product merely of an indi-
vidual organization, MoveOn.org, I 
would refer my colleagues to an article 
that appeared in the New York Times 
magazine on Sunday entitled ‘‘Can 
Lobbyists Stop the War?’’ What that 
article pointed out—I would commend 
it to all of our colleagues—is that an 
attack such as this is not an isolated 
event on behalf of an antiwar organiza-
tion like MoveOn.org; it is part of a 
concerted strategy composed of some 
20 outside special interest groups con-
sulting with Democrats on the Hill. 

This organization, as the article re-
ports, does not work only through 
media by paying hundreds of thousands 
of dollars for ads like this; they coordi-
nate extensively with Democrats on 
Capitol Hill, as the article points out. 
Mr. Matzzie, who is the head of this or-
ganization, is actually the Washington, 
DC, representative of MoveOn.org, and 
he himself, the article says, meets with 
Speaker NANCY PELOSI or HARRY REID, 
the Senate majority leader, maybe 
once a month, he says, adding that he 
talks to their staffs once a day or at 
least a couple times a week. In the ar-
ticle, Mr. CROWLEY notes that senior 
Democratic aides sometimes even join 
in conference calls. This might entail 
discussions of political strategy or 
more substantive policy briefings by 
experts from the think tanks that are 
part of these outside interest groups as 
part of this organized, orchestrated ef-
fort on behalf of those who want to 
tear down the good name of a distin-
guished patriot like David Petraeus. 

This smear campaign consisted of an 
entirely unwarranted and fallacious at-
tack and sought to impugn the name of 
a highly respected man of integrity. I 

have seen this kind of attack before. I 
suspect all of us have at one point or 
another. 

But sometimes it is called just sim-
ply ‘‘poisoning the well.’’ It is a simple 
principle: When you cannot refute 
someone’s report, try to discredit them 
before they, in fact, even make it. In-
deed, Mr. Matzzie, the Washington di-
rector of MoveOn.org who heads up the 
organization that is referred to in the 
New York Times magazine article enti-
tled ‘‘Can Lobbyists Stop the War?’’ 
was quoted in Politico as saying this: 

We have to frame his statements before he 
makes them. He’s not St. Petraeus, he’s Gen-
eral Petraeus. 

This same article which I mentioned 
a moment ago quotes an anonymous 
Democratic Senator: 

No one wants to call Petraeus a liar on na-
tional TV. The expectation is that the out-
side groups will do this for us. 

I hope all of my colleagues in the 
Senate will join me in condemning 
these disgraceful attacks against the 
good name and character of this gen-
eral. Instead of making wild allega-
tions, we ought to actually listen to 
what he has to say. It is always, I have 
found, a valuable tool to listen to what 
someone has to say before you try to 
argue with them. 

Of course, what he had to say in the 
House yesterday will be and is cur-
rently being repeated, I expect in large 
part in the Foreign Relations Com-
mittee this morning and the Senate 
Armed Services Committee this after-
noon. The fact that General Petraeus 
has reported that these groups find so 
reprehensible is that we have actually 
made progress in Iraq in communities 
or in areas such as Al Anbar Province 
and in other places around the country; 
Al-Qaida in Iraq is losing popularity, 
and with it they are losing ground. 

For every person who abandons the 
doctrines of terrorism, we take another 
step toward a stable Iraq and a safer 
America. Unfortunately, our colleagues 
on the other side of the aisle, even be-
fore General Petraeus gave this report 
and in the face of the National Intel-
ligence Estimate and the Jones Com-
mission, denied the fact of violence ac-
tually going down in Iraq. 

This is just one comment made by 
the Senator from New York, who said: 

The violence in Anbar has gone down de-
spite the surge, not because of the surge. 

Disclaiming that our 170,000 Amer-
ican uniformed servicemembers in Iraq 
have made any difference. The problem 
is that when you bet against the men 
and women of the U.S. military, you 
are going to lose. And those who bet 
against the U.S. military in claiming 
that their efforts would have no effect 
in Iraq have lost that bet because it 
has, and they just can’t seem to handle 
it. 

Another statement by the majority 
leader attempting to undermine the 
credibility of this general—Senator 
REID said: 

General Petraeus has made a number of 
statements over the years that have not 
proved to be factual. 

The chair of the House Democratic 
caucus, RAHM EMANUEL, on September 
7, 2007, said: 

We do not need a report that wins a Nobel 
Prize for creative statistics or the Pulitzer 
Prize for fiction. 

Suggesting that this general, whom 
we confirmed just last January by 
unanimous vote, in charge of multi-
national forces in Iraq would write a 
report that could be described as ‘‘fic-
tion’’ is an insult. 

We should make no mistake about 
the fact that success in Iraq is inex-
tricably linked to our safety here at 
home. Let us not forget that only 2 
months ago, this Senate overwhelming 
passed a resolution declaring the dan-
gers of a failed Iraq state and express-
ing our intent not to pursue any strat-
egy which might lead to that failure, 
passed by a vote of 94 to 3. 

I agreed with Senator REID back in 
January of 2007 when he said: 

Our hope, our prayer is that this President 
will finally listen, listen to the generals. 

That is what we are asking Senator 
REID and our friends on the other side 
of the aisle to do today, is to simply 
listen to this good man who wears the 
uniform of the U.S. military and give 
him a fair hearing. 

We passed the measure I mentioned a 
moment ago about taking no action 
which would likely result in a failed 
state in Iraq because we recognized 
that Iraq is the front line in a much 
larger war, a global war on terrorism. 

When the Confederate and Union ar-
mies met near a small shoe factory in 
Gettysburg, they could not have known 
that battle would be a turning point in 
our Civil War. But as we stand now 
looking at the situation in Iraq, we 
must acknowledge that our success or 
failure there will be a turning point, 
one way or the other, in the global war 
on terror. 

Already we have seen Islamic ter-
rorism spread across the globe from 
Syria, Israel, Lebanon, Afghanistan, 
the Philippines, Jordan, India, and 
Bali. All have suffered from Islamic 
terrorism. European countries such as 
Spain, Great Britain, and most re-
cently Germany have all had to face 
the growing threat of suicide bombers 
and terrorists. Even here at home re-
cently we have seen two terror plots 
fail, thank goodness, at Fort Dix and 
at JFK Airport. 

Were we to close our ears and our 
minds to what General Petraeus and 
Ambassador Crocker have to report 
and abandon our effort to provide an 
ability for the Iraqis to govern and de-
fend themselves, were we to leave the 
region to the hegemony of Iran, an 
enemy of this Nation which is devel-
oping nuclear weapons, we would leave 
not only the Iraqis but the people in 
the region—indeed, ourselves here at 
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home—at the mercy of terrorist orga-
nizations and countries that give safe 
haven to those terrorists, a base of op-
erations which would serve as a 
launching point for further operations 
into Europe and America. But if we 
create a stable self-sufficient Iraq, we 
can begin to push back the terrorist or-
ganizations in the Middle East. We can 
stop their spread and we can push 
back, just as the American military 
has in Anbar Province, recruiting local 
people, the sheiks, the tribes there to 
be part of the fight on our side and to 
eliminate al-Qaida from that region. 

Just as transparency is the enemy of 
corruption, free and stable nations are 
the Achilles’ heel of terrorism. Today, 
6 years to the day from when we were 
first attacked, we must redouble our 
efforts. We must combat terrorism 
throughout the world, starting with a 
liberated, secure Iraq. 

We should make sure that we give 
General Petraeus and our troops every-
thing they need to win the battle and 
turn the tide of the larger war, not un-
dermine them by condoning the kind of 
scurrilous attacks reflected in this New 
York Times advertisement by 
MoveOn.org. 

We should also remember that the 
war on terrorism is more than a mili-
tary engagement; it is a battle of wills 
which we all fight. Every day we meet 
in this hallowed Chamber, we fight 
that battle. Every time Americans 
gather to worship without fear, we 
fight that battle. Every night when we 
go home to our families and we find 
comfort with our loved ones, we are 
fighting that battle. America’s deter-
mination to continue our way of life is 
a powerful statement to the terrorists 
that you may threaten us, you may at-
tack us, but you will never break the 
American spirit. We will always cher-
ish freedom, and we will always pursue 
peace and justice throughout the 
world. 

Over the last 6 years, we have had to 
make many changes in order to adapt 
to this new threat, but one thing will 
never change: America will always 
fight against fear and extremism, and 
we will always stand up for a peaceful, 
more humane world. 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Is the Senator 
from Texas essentially through with 
his statement? 

Mr. CORNYN. I am glad to yield for 
some questions. 

Mr. MCCONNELL. If the Senator 
from Texas has completed his state-
ment, I will seek recognition. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Republican leader is recog-
nized. 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, be-
fore the Senator from Texas leaves, I 
wish he could put back up the ad in the 
New York Times yesterday. It strikes 
me that the Cornyn amendment is an 
opportunity for Senate Democrats to 
have their reputation restored. I can’t 

believe that Senate Democrats ap-
proved of this kind of trash that we 
have seen in the New York Times in 
this paid ad last Sunday which, I gath-
er, cost over $100,000. This organiza-
tion, MoveOn.org, is claiming it con-
trols the Democratic Party. I don’t be-
lieve that is true. But this is what they 
had to say back in 2004. 

Someone named Eli Pariser, an em-
ployee of MoveOn, talking about the 
Democratic Party, said: 

Now it’s our party. We bought it. We own 
it. We are going to take it back. 

MoveOn is claiming they control the 
Democratic Party. If I were a Demo-
cratic Senator, I would be offended by 
MoveOn.org’s claim, as Senator 
CORNYN pointed out in his comments, 
that they communicate on a near-daily 
basis with senior Democratic Members. 
Here is a quote: 

I called over there and said ‘‘you guys bet-
ter have a strategy on this.’’ 

By ‘‘there,’’ Matzzie, who, I guess, is 
the head of MoveOn.org, meant the of-
fices of Democratic leaders on Capitol 
Hill with which he or his staff commu-
nicate on a near-daily basis. According 
to Matzzie, Matzzie has personal rela-
tionships with several senior Demo-
cratic Members of Congress. 

In short, it strikes me, listening to 
the Senator from Texas and reading 
the article in the New York Times my-
self Sunday, that this organization, 
this radical leftwing organization is at-
tacking the patriotism of General 
Petraeus with this ad, accusing him, in 
effect, of treason—‘‘Betray Us,’’ it 
says—and is claiming control of our 
good colleagues on the other side of the 
aisle. I don’t believe that. I don’t be-
lieve that for a minute. The Cornyn 
resolution is an opportunity for the 
Senate to go on record, hopefully 
unanimously, objecting to this kind of 
dialog. Certainly, they are free to do 
whatever they want. It is a free coun-
try. The first amendment allows every-
one to say whatever they please. But 
you don’t have to endorse this kind of 
nonsense. 

This organization strikes me as a se-
vere threat to the reputation of the 
Democratic Party. This is an oppor-
tunity the Senator from Texas has of-
fered for all of us to go on record in op-
position to this outrageous and unac-
ceptable ad run in the New York Times 
on Sunday. 

‘‘General Petraeus or General Betray 
Us?’’ What an outrage. Are we not of-
fended by that? Do we not condemn 
that? This is the opportunity for the 
Senate, on a broad bipartisan basis, to 
condemn this outrageous ad. 

I thank the Senator from Texas for 
giving us this opportunity. I hope when 
this vote occurs, it will be a unanimous 
expression. Regardless of how we may 
feel about the war—and I know that is 
a deeply divisive issue in this body; we 
understand that—some kinds of rhet-
oric are simply unacceptable. Here we 

have an outside organization claiming 
to basically control the Democratic 
Party. I don’t believe they do. If I were 
a member of the Democratic caucus 
and sitting on the other side of the 
aisle in this Chamber, I would be of-
fended by an organization claiming to 
control me and to speak for me, such 
as this group apparently does. 

I thank the Senator from Texas. It is 
a perfectly timely amendment, as Gen-
eral Petraeus is testifying here in the 
Senate today and in the House yester-
day. Of course, next week we will be 
dealing with the Iraq issue again. I 
hope we can discuss it in a typical, re-
sponsible Senate debate and not have 
these extreme organizations on the far 
left, which apparently wish for Amer-
ica’s defeat, have a disproportionate in-
fluence on this body over the outcome 
of our debates. We ought to be able to 
rise above that. We have the possibility 
of doing that. The American people 
would like for us to do that. They want 
us to engage in a civil debate about the 
way forward in Iraq. We will have an 
opportunity to demonstrate that again 
next week. I hope we will demonstrate 
it this morning by overwhelmingly— 
and hopefully on a unanimous basis— 
condemning this outrageous ad ques-
tioning the patriotism of General 
Petraeus. 

I yield the floor. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. The Senator from Washington. 
Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, there 

are a number of Senators who want to 
speak to the pending amendment by 
the Senator from Texas. The Senator 
from Minnesota has been waiting for 
some time. I ask unanimous consent to 
temporarily set aside the amendment 
of the Senator from Texas in order for 
the Senator from Minnesota to send 
her amendment to the desk and to 
speak for a couple of minutes and then 
to return to the amendment of the Sen-
ator from Texas. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Is there objection? 

Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, once 
the amendment of the Senator from 
Minnesota is sent to the desk, spoken 
on, if my amendment will then become 
the pending business, if I understand 
the request, I have no objection. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2816 
Ms. KLOBUCHAR. Mr. President, I 

ask unanimous consent that the pend-
ing amendment be set aside, and I send 
an amendment to the desk for imme-
diate consideration. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. The clerk will report. 

The assistant legislative clerk read 
as follows: 

The Senator from Minnesota [Ms. 
KLOBUCHAR], for herself and Mr. COLEMAN, 
proposes an amendment numbered 2816. 
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Ms. KLOBUCHAR. I ask unanimous 

consent that reading of the amendment 
be dispensed with. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 
(Purpose: To make available amounts au-

thorized to be appropriated for the repair 
and reconstruction of the Interstate I–35W 
bridge that collapsed on August 1, 2007, in 
Minneapolis, Minnesota) 
On page 20, between lines 13 and 14, insert 

the following: 
I–35W BRIDGE REPAIR AND RECONSTRUCTION 
For necessary expenses to carry out the 

project for repair and reconstruction of the 
Interstate I–35W bridge located in Min-
neapolis, Minnesota, that collapsed on Au-
gust 1, 2007, as authorized under section 1(c) 
of Public Law 110–56 (121 Stat. 558), up to 
$195,000,000, as documented by the Minnesota 
Department of Transportation to remain 
available until expended, Provided, That that 
amount is designated as an emergency re-
quirement pursuant to section 204 of S. Con. 
Res. 21 (110th Congress): Provided further, 
That the Federal share of the costs of any 
project funded using amounts made available 
under this section shall be 100 percent in ac-
cordance with section 1(b) of Public Law 110– 
56 (121 Stat. 588). 

Ms. KLOBUCHAR. Mr. President, I 
first thank this body for its amazing 
response when the bridge collapsed in 
Minneapolis. Senator COLEMAN and I 
went there immediately the morning 
after the bridge collapsed on August 1 
and saw firsthand what happened. I 
came back and reported the bravery of 
our citizens, the emergency responders 
immediately diving in, people who 
were off duty coming to the scene, or-
dinary citizens running in saving peo-
ple among shards of steel, among rebar, 
diving in, risking their own lives. 
There was a miracle schoolbus there 
where little kids could have died. But 
one man, who didn’t even know those 
kids, opened the door and let them out. 
This is what happened in Minnesota 
that day. Then we returned to this 
body and worked with our fellow Sen-
ators. Not one Senator objected to the 
idea that when a Federal bridge falls in 
the middle of America, we must rebuild 
it. When a Federal highway overpass 
falls in the middle of America, we must 
rebuild it. 

At that time, when we only had 60 
hours to get the authorization for the 
$250 million that we requested to re-
build that bridge, we were told to wait 
until the dust settled to figure out the 
details of the appropriation. That 
seemed like a good idea. 

The dust has settled. We have learned 
in our State and in our community 
that 13 people died in that tragedy, or-
dinary people coming home, going to 
work, people such as Patrick Holmes, 
who was driving home to his young 
wife Jennifer and their two children; 
people such as Sadiya Sahal, a preg-
nant nursing student, and her 2-year- 
old daughter Hannah, who were headed 
to a relative’s home when the bridge 
crumbled beneath them. Many people 

were injured. Many people died. That is 
what happened when the dust settled. 

We now have a gaping hole in a major 
bridge in the middle of Minneapolis-St. 
Paul, a major metropolitan area. Any 
of our Members, or anyone who is lis-
tening today, would think about major 
metropolitan areas in their States, if 
there was suddenly a gaping hole. The 
bridge basically buckled into the Mis-
sissippi River. It is eight blocks from 
my home, so I see it every day. It is 
costing an estimated $400,000 a day in 
lost business, lost time. There are a 
number of other bridges, but they are 
very small. Traffic has built up. 

The emergency response from the 
Federal Government has been strong. 
The response from the State has been 
strong. Within 12 hours after this trag-
edy, billboards were up about emer-
gency bus service. People responded in 
the right way, including the Senate 
and Congress. But on that day, 60 hours 
after this happened, a promise was 
made that we would rebuild that 
bridge. I appreciated the amendment to 
build bridges and to help repair bridges 
across this country. I supported it, as 
did my colleague, Senator COLEMAN. 
But we knew this was not the money 
that had been allocated to fix our 
bridge in Minnesota. 

Oftentimes when these tragedies hap-
pen, it does lead to help across the 
country. When we realized that levees 
needed to be looked at, when we real-
ized that flood control systems needed 
to be built after the Grand Forks 
flood—a lot of things happen that help 
other people in the country, but we al-
ways first help the people where the 
tragedy occurs. That is what our 
amendment—Senator COLEMAN is a co-
sponsor—is about, to make sure we 
fund the bridge repair, that we fix the 
bridge. 

A bridge in the middle of America 
just doesn’t fall down. We will get to 
the bottom of what happened. But 
when it does fall down, we rebuild it. 
We fix it. 

I thank the Senate for its consider-
ation. 

Mr. BOND. Mr. President, may I ask 
the Senator from Minnesota a couple 
questions? Obviously, we are all con-
cerned about this collapse. We know 
the burden. We want to make sure we 
provide responsible help that is nec-
essary. Senator COLEMAN has indicated 
he wants to speak on the amendment. 

I would like to know, No. 1, if this in-
cludes transit funding in that $195 mil-
lion. Is it emergency highway funds, 
emergency bridge funds, or is it just 
designated as an emergency that does 
not come out of any of the existing 
highway or bridge funds? 

Ms. KLOBUCHAR. It is my under-
standing that it is emergency funds. 
We did get some transit money des-
ignated early on. The Secretary of 
Transportation has been very good in 
working with us. I believe we have re-

ceived about $55 million of the $250 mil-
lion. That is why this amendment asks 
for the remaining $195 million to be ap-
propriated. We will work with the Sen-
ator’s staff on the details. We want to 
make sure we cross all the t’s and dot 
our i’s. But we cannot continue to let 
this interstate be a gaping hole in the 
middle of a metropolitan area, when it 
is clearly the intent of Congress to 
fund and authorize the money. We are 
simply trying to receive the rest of the 
funding that could be immediately 
given to us by the Department of 
Transportation. 

Mr. BOND. Mr. President, I appre-
ciate that. We need to work with DOT 
to make sure we have the details 
worked out. I appreciate the Senator 
agreeing to work with us so we can. 
Senator COLEMAN wants to be added as 
a cosponsor. We may get further infor-
mation as we go to conference, but we 
will try to get this resolved today. 

If the Senator would add Senator 
COLEMAN, I would appreciate that. 

Ms. KLOBUCHAR. Senator COLEMAN 
is an original cosponsor of the original 
amendment. We made some modifica-
tions after speaking with Senator BOND 
and, of course, he would be included in 
this one as well. I also thank Senator 
MURRAY for the work she did imme-
diately after this disaster, sending a 
staff member out to observe the bridge 
and work with us on getting immediate 
funding. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Senator COLEMAN will be added as 
a cosponsor. 

The Democratic whip. 
AMENDMENT NO. 2808 

Mr. DURBIN. I ask unanimous con-
sent to return to the amendment of-
fered by the Senator from Texas. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I wish to 
speak to that amendment, if I could. 
First, let me stipulate I have said pub-
licly, and believe in my heart, GEN 
David Petraeus is an honorable man 
who has served this country with dis-
tinction. It has been my good fortune 
to meet with him in Iraq on several oc-
casions, 21⁄2 years ago, when his job was 
an important job in training the Iraqi 
Army, to prepare it to take over for 
American soldiers. Most recently, in 
August, I met with General Petraeus in 
Baghdad for 3 hours, and with Ambas-
sador Crocker, over dinner. We had a 
lengthy conversation about the surge, 
the situation in Iraq. 

I never for 1 minute questioned Gen-
eral Petraeus’s patriotism, his com-
petence, and his record of serving 
America. That is something I am 
happy to stipulate for the record and I 
believe is beyond question and re-
proach. 

I will also tell you I voted for Gen-
eral Petraeus to be head of our mili-
tary effort in Iraq and did so without 
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reservation. I believe he is extraor-
dinarily competent as a military lead-
er. There are no questions to be raised 
about that. 

Yesterday, before a joint session of 
the House Armed Services Committee 
and the House Foreign Affairs Com-
mittee, General Petraeus appeared 
with Ambassador Crocker. The morn-
ing news reports suggest virtually 
every single Member of Congress from 
both sides of the aisle preceded their 
remarks about General Petraeus’s tes-
timony by giving credit and tribute to 
this man for his service to our Nation. 

That is why this amendment that has 
been offered by the Senator from Texas 
strikes me as a little unusual, first in 
that it is being offered on the Trans-
portation appropriations bill. Someone 
said, kind of jokingly: Is it because 
General Petraeus was transported over 
American highways to make it to the 
hearing? It is a good question that is 
being raised here about the general, 
but it certainly is not a question rel-
ative to a Transportation appropria-
tions bill, which includes many serious 
and important issues as well. 

We just heard a comment from the 
Senator from Minnesota. I can tell you 
her concern about her State and the 
terrible tragedy that occurred there is 
heartfelt. I am glad on behalf of Sen-
ator COLEMAN and herself she has 
brought it to our attention. I hope we 
will take it up, as we should, during 
the course of debating this bill. 

Secondly, though, there is a time and 
place for this debate. It is an important 
debate because having conceded all of 
these important personal qualities of 
General Petraeus, the fact is I disagree 
with the conclusions he presented to 
that joint committee yesterday. That, 
of course, does not reflect on him per-
sonally; it just reflects on the fact he 
and I have a difference of opinion. Dif-
ferences of opinion are pretty basic to 
our style of Government, not only in 
Congress but among the American peo-
ple. So for someone to take exception 
to the remarks of General Petraeus is 
not unusual. In fact, it is expected. 
That is a debate that characterizes a 
democracy, a government where we are 
not afraid to stand up and disagree 
with even people at the highest levels 
of Government, even people who have 
excellent reputations who can, from 
time to time, be wrong. 

I would remind the Senator from 
Texas it was a gentleman from his own 
State who became Attorney General 
and recently resigned, after serious 
questions were raised about his judg-
ment. I did not vote to confirm Alberto 
Gonzales. I had serious doubts about 
whether he could serve as Attorney 
General, and expressed those doubts 
during his confirmation hearing, dur-
ing the consideration of his nomination 
before the vote on the Senate floor, and 
afterwards, and that is a fact. That is 
what we are here for. That is part of 

the debate which is part of our Amer-
ican conversation. It goes on on the 
floor of the Senate and the floor of the 
House. 

The same was true for Secretary 
Rumsfeld. I introduced him to the com-
mittee when the President first nomi-
nated him to be Secretary of Defense, 
and did so with pride because I had 
known of his service as a Congressman 
from Illinois. Over the course of several 
years, I came to disagree with many of 
his policies and believe he made some 
serious mistakes, for which we are still 
paying. That kind of disagreement is 
also part of this debate on Capitol Hill. 

Now, what the Senator from Texas 
suggests—and also the Senator from 
Kentucky, the minority leader—is that 
now the Democratic side of the aisle 
has to be held accountable for all the 
critics of General Petraeus. In fact, 
they have gone so far—the Senator 
from Kentucky said what we are about 
here is not a resolution relative to 
MoveOn.org., what we are about is ‘‘re-
storing the reputation of the Demo-
cratic Party.’’ He went on to say the 
actions of this organization are ‘‘a se-
vere threat to the reputation of the 
Democratic Party.’’ 

Perhaps the Senator from Kentucky 
overstated a little bit. When the orga-
nization ran a full-page ad, I did not 
notice at the bottom anything that 
said ‘‘endorsed and approved by the 
Democratic National Committee.’’ Or-
ganizations make their statements, 
stand by their words, and are held ac-
countable for those. Occasionally, 
there is a poor choice of words. I think 
in this particular ad there was a poor 
choice of words to suggest there was 
any betrayal involved in the testimony 
of General Petraeus. But I might re-
mind my colleague and friend from 
Texas, even the best of us can occasion-
ally get tangled up in a poor choice of 
words. It has happened to both of us on 
the floor of the Senate. That is a fact. 
Occasionally you have to stand up and 
say: I did not quite mean it the way it 
sounded. 

Well, let me say at this point, if we 
are going to be held accountable for 
every organization that opposes the 
war and the language they use, if the 
Democratic Party has to come to the 
floor and be asked up or down to vote 
on every comment and phrase made, it 
is a standard that might consume a lot 
of time in the Senate. 

I do not recall a legion of Republican 
Senators filing in here to complain 
about Swift Boat Veterans for Truth. 
In the middle of that Presidential cam-
paign, JOHN KERRY, a decorated Viet-
nam war hero, had his reputation at-
tacked and criticized by a Texas orga-
nization, the Swift Boat Veterans for 
Truth, that suggested he was not de-
serving of the combat decorations 
which he received. I thought their at-
tack was an outrage. Most Americans 
felt the same. We understand many 

men and women have risked their lives 
and given their blood in service to this 
country and received recognition from 
our Government, which they deserved. 
To have the scurrilous attacks from 
the Swift Boat Veterans for Truth, I 
thought, was an outrage. I do not recall 
resolutions on this side of the aisle 
saying: Well, now, the Republican 
Party has to repudiate those. 

But if this is going to be our stock in 
trade now—instead of dealing with 
issues such as rebuilding the bridge in 
Minneapolis, instead of facing the re-
ality of bridges across America that 
are dangerous, instead of dealing with 
highway funds that are critically im-
portant—we are going to set all that 
aside and ask, first, the Democrats and 
then the Republicans to respond to 
every ad that is published in the news-
paper, then we better set up a special 
committee to deal with that. It would 
be the ‘‘Committee on Headlines,’’ I 
guess. We could have a bipartisan 
group and each day have a list of head-
lines we all object to, and then vote on 
them on a regular basis. 

Is that why we are here? Is that why 
we were elected? Do we set aside the 
Transportation bill for America to deal 
with an ad purchased by a private orga-
nization? I do not think so. 

Let me say I think it was a poor 
choice of words in that ad. I do not sub-
scribe to that point of view about be-
trayal at all. I will defend the right of 
that organization and others to speak 
up against the war or for the war, 
whatever their position might be. That 
happens to be part of the American op-
portunity, to stand up and speak your 
mind, whatever it may be. To take the 
time of the Senate, on a regular basis, 
to come through here and to hold us 
accountable for purchased advertising 
by organizations will become a full- 
time job. 

Now, before I close, let me say this: I 
do not believe this amendment is ger-
mane. If the Senator wants to offer it 
on some other bill, in some other con-
text, that is his choice, if he wants to 
do it that way. But I wish to get back 
to the business of the Transportation 
bill. 

But before I leave the floor, let me 
make it clear I disagree with the con-
clusions of General Petraeus. I have 
been there. I have met with him. I have 
seen it. It is true the surge is buying us 
at least temporary security benefits in 
some parts of Iraq, but the general has 
said, and many others have said, we 
will never win this war militarily. It 
has to be won by the Iraqi Government 
making important political decisions 
to bring their country together and to 
stabilize Iraq. No matter how many 
soldiers we send in, that political re-
sponsibility will still be there, and 
even the most optimistic fans of the 
Bush administration could not say at 
this moment in time there is a govern-
ment of national unity in Iraq. There is 
not. 
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For all of the lives that have been of-

fered up by Americans—3,774 of our 
best and bravest who have died as of 
this day in this war in Iraq; 27,186 who 
have been wounded—the fact is the po-
litical situation in Iraq is a disaster. 
Even with the additional surge troops, 
it is a disaster. For General Petraeus 
to suggest he will try to bring home 
the surge forces—30,000—by some time 
next year, from this Senator’s point of 
view, is not good enough. That will not 
move the Iraqis forward to accept re-
sponsibility for their own country, to 
accept responsibility for their own de-
fense. 

So though I respect General 
Petraeus, and will continue to respect 
him, I respectfully disagree with the 
conclusions he reached before that 
joint committee in the House yester-
day. That is my right. It is the right of 
every American. If people, in dis-
agreeing, make a poor choice of words, 
an unfortunate choice of words, I am 
not going to be standing here and de-
fending them. But I will stand and de-
fend the right of every American to 
question and challenge this Govern-
ment and its policies. That is not a re-
flection on the general’s good work or 
on the fine contribution by the men 
and women in uniform. 

I hope this amendment offered by the 
Senator from Texas is found not to be 
germane to this Transportation bill, 
and I hope we can return to the impor-
tant business of that bill soon. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. The Senator from Texas. 
Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, before I 

respond to the distinguished majority 
whip, I ask unanimous consent that 
Mr. INHOFE, the Senator from Okla-
homa, be added as an original cospon-
sor of my amendment. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. He is on the amendment now. 

Mr. CORNYN. I thank the Chair. 
Mr. President, I always enjoy listen-

ing to the distinguished Senator from 
Illinois. He is one of the most gifted 
speakers in the Senate, and he is a bril-
liant lawyer. We serve together on the 
Senate Judiciary Committee. 

I agree with him that sometimes peo-
ple say things they later regret. He is 
right, both of us have been in that bar-
rel, and we have asked for forgiveness. 
Hopefully—I do believe, actually, we 
have received that. But I do think he 
protests too much. 

This simple amendment—which 
would take us 15 minutes to vote on, if 
allowed to do so—has to do with more 
than just a simple disagreement with 
what General Petraeus has said. This is 
a direct attack, impugning the char-
acter of this distinguished member of 
the U.S. Army. It is not simply a poor 
choice of words. 

The Senator from Illinois said: I do 
not subscribe to that point of view. If 
we would have an opportunity to vote 

on my amendment, his vote in favor of 
my amendment would, in fact, confirm 
what he has already said on the floor— 
that it is a poor choice of words and he 
does not subscribe to that point of 
view. 

At the same time he asked: We are on 
the Transportation appropriations bill. 
Why are we talking about this now? 
Well, frankly, there are a lot of people 
who think the global war on terrorism 
and our success or failure in Iraq are 
just as important—I would submit 
more important—than an appropria-
tions bill. But the fact of the matter is, 
we could do both, and we could get this 
amendment voted on in rather short 
order. 

So I do think this amendment is 
timely. General Petraeus testified yes-
terday before a joint committee of the 
Armed Services Committee and For-
eign Relations Committee in the 
House. He is testifying, even as we 
speak, before the Senate Foreign Rela-
tions Committee, and will testify this 
afternoon before the Senate Armed 
Services Committee. I think this is a 
timely matter, where we should ex-
press our strongest repudiation of the 
kind of despicable attack on the char-
acter of this good man that this ad rep-
resents. 

This ad reportedly cost roughly 
$160,000 in the New York Times by 
MoveOn.org. I have already spoken to 
the coordination between these outside 
groups—including MoveOn.org, re-
ported in the New York Times Sunday 
magazine in an article entitled ‘‘Can 
Lobbyists Stop the War?’’ talking 
about regular consultation and coordi-
nation between these outside groups 
and Democrats on the Hill. 

I agree with the distinguished Repub-
lican leader, Senator MCCONNELL. This 
is a way for our friends on the other 
side of the aisle to show some separa-
tion between the irresponsible rhetoric 
of these groups, such as MoveOn.org, 
and their own position. 

All I am asking is that the distin-
guished majority whip—who has al-
ready said this is a poor choice of 
words and that he doesn’t subscribe to 
that point of view—allow the amend-
ment to be voted on, and by voting for 
the amendment, he will basically con-
firm what he has already said on the 
floor. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Senator from Washington is 
recognized. 

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, we 
have about 26 hours left to complete 
the Transportation and Housing Sub-
committee appropriations bill. Our ma-
jority leader has already said we are 
going to return to a debate on Iraq 
next week, a very few days away from 
now. 

I have a great deal of respect for Gen-
eral Petraeus, but I would remind my 
colleagues this is the Transportation 
appropriations bill which we are at-

tempting to complete and the amend-
ment before us has nothing to do with 
that subject matter. Therefore, in ac-
cordance with the point of order estab-
lished by Senator LOTT when he was 
majority leader, I now make a point of 
order against the amendment, that it 
is a sense-of-the-Senate amendment 
which is not germane to the Transpor-
tation appropriations bill. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Under the precedent of May 17, 
2000, the Chair must rule on the ger-
maneness of sense-of-the-Senate 
amendments to appropriations bills. 
The Chair finds this amendment is not 
germane. The point of order is sus-
tained and the amendment falls. 

The Senator from Texas is recog-
nized. 

Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, I am 
disappointed the Senator from Wash-
ington has chosen to make a point of 
order against this timely amendment. 
This amendment is not delaying the 
underlying bill, contrary to the distin-
guished Senator’s statements and the 
statements of the majority whip. 

We are prepared to set a vote on this 
amendment at any time this week. I 
understand the rules of precedence, and 
I am certain we have considered other 
amendments previously when similar 
points of order could have been made 
and the Senate chose not to raise the 
point of order. It is not self-executing; 
someone must raise it. It appears the 
other side believes the Senate should 
not speak on this, what I believe is the 
most important issue today. Again, we 
are prepared to set an immediate vote 
and move on to other issues. 

Having said that, I will alert my col-
leagues that the Senate will speak on 
this issue at some point. We will come 
back and the Senate will weigh in on 
this despicable ad. 

UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUEST 
Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-

sent that at a time determined by the 
two leaders today, the Senate proceed 
to a vote on the adoption of a resolu-
tion, the text of which is the exact lan-
guage of the amendment which I have 
offered. Further, I ask unanimous con-
sent that if the resolution is agreed to, 
the preamble be agreed to and a motion 
to reconsider be laid upon the table. 

Before the Chair rules, this unani-
mous consent request allows us to con-
sider the language outside the Trans-
portation appropriations bill, and I 
would hope there would be no objection 
to this. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Senator from Washington is 
recognized. 

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, as the 
majority leader has said, we are going 
to return to the Iraq debate within a 
few days. We are trying to work our 
way through a very difficult Transpor-
tation bill today and, therefore, I ob-
ject. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Objection is heard. 
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The Senator from Rhode Island is 

recognized. 
Mr. REED. Mr. President, I would 

like to make general comments on the 
legislation that is before us today—the 
Transportation, Housing and Urban De-
velopment Appropriations bill for fis-
cal year 2008. 

This legislation provides critical 
funding for our Nation’s transportation 
infrastructure and supports programs 
that are essential to creating vibrant 
neighborhoods and communities 
throughout the United States. I par-
ticularly wish to commend Senator 
MURRAY and Senator BOND for their 
leadership on this very important leg-
islation. They have been long-time sup-
porters not only of Transportation 
projects but also the Housing and 
Urban Development projects inherent 
in this bill. 

We are all aware of the Nation’s 
aging infrastructure. Senator 
KLOBUCHAR pointed out very elo-
quently the terrible situation in Min-
nesota with the collapse of the bridge 
over I–35. This bill provides $40 billion 
to the Federal-aid Highways Program 
and helps State and local governments 
maintain bridges, build roads, reduce 
congestion, and improve air quality. 
The funding level of $631 million more 
than the administration requested and 
more than $1.13 billion than what was 
provided in 2007. Frankly, even this ro-
bust amount is probably not adequate 
to deal with the crises we face across 
this country. 

After the tragedy in Minnesota, 
every State looked very closely at 
their bridges and their roadways, and 
it turns out that in my State of Rhode 
Island we have one of the highest per-
centages of structurally deficient and 
functionally obsolete bridges in the 
country. We need resources, but we are 
not alone. Every State in this Nation 
needs these resources. This bill is very 
critical in responding to that need. 
Again, I commend Senator MURRAY 
and Senator BOND for doing that, and I 
particularly commend Senator MURRAY 
for her amendment yesterday increas-
ing the allocation for this type of work 
on bridges with an additional $1 billion. 
The Transportation provisions in this 
legislation are critically important to 
the future of the country. 

The other important part of the leg-
islation is the Housing and Urban De-
velopment programs. Here again, we 
have to be terribly concerned about 
what is going on in the United States. 
We are all aware of the unfolding 
subprime mortgage crisis. We are 
aware of the fact that many individ-
uals are already suffering foreclosure 
because of the exotic mortgages. It is 
also rippling over into our larger finan-
cial institutions in terms of a liquidity 
crisis. These are huge problems the 
economy is facing and facing them 
with great difficulty over the last sev-
eral weeks. But what is happening and 

what will happen over the next several 
weeks is the fact that many additional 
subprime mortgages will reset their in-
terest, and everyone is projecting and 
looking forward to additional pressure 
on home loans. 

One of the important aspects of the 
legislation before us is that this legis-
lation includes $150 million for housing 
counseling assistance that will help ad-
dress some of these subprime fore-
closure problems by allowing not-for- 
profit groups to reach out to people 
facing foreclosure and give them help 
and assistance and act as an inter-
mediary between the financial institu-
tion and the borrower. This is very im-
portant, very timely, and I hope we 
move aggressively to pass this legisla-
tion as a result. 

The bill also provides $16.6 billion for 
the Section 8 accounts. We all under-
stand that Section 8 is a vital compo-
nent of our housing for our elderly and 
housing for low-income Americans. 
Without this, we are literally going to 
force people out of safe, secure, afford-
able housing they have today because 
the bulk of this money goes to main-
tain those individuals who are in sub-
sidized housing today. So many of 
them are seniors, low-income seniors. 
This is the least we can do. I am par-
ticularly proud to support the $75 mil-
lion Senator MURRAY has included for 
the Veterans Affairs Supported Hous-
ing Program. This is a new incremental 
voucher program that would be jointly 
funded by the Department of Veterans 
Affairs and HUD to provide Section 8 
vouchers for homeless veterans. There 
is nothing more deplorable, if you want 
to talk about deplorable then leaving 
veterans homeless. What about the 
thousands of veterans, combat veterans 
in this country who are living on the 
streets? We had a hearing, and a gen-
tleman from Durham, NC, talked about 
the veterans program he is running. We 
have veterans of the Armed Forces of 
the United States who are living be-
hind the bicycle rack at the local 
Kinkos because they can’t get housing. 
So if you want to talk about a shame 
and an insult to America’s men and 
women in uniform, look closely at how 
we are treating some of these homeless 
veterans. This bill at least attempts to 
try to reverse that. I am pleased we are 
providing $1.6 billion for overall home-
less assistance grants because we have 
a large population of homeless Ameri-
cans who deserve help and assistance. 

There is an additional grant for a 
pilot program of $25 million to give the 
Secretary of HUD the ability to put a 
program together that will provide for 
rapid rehousing of homeless families. 
Homelessness at one point was per-
ceived as a problem of principally men 
on the street; perhaps stretches back 
to our—not nostalgic but our recollec-
tion of the hoboes of the Great Depres-
sion moving around without homes. 
Today, homelessness is a family prob-

lem in this country, and this program 
can provide hope—limited resources 
but a matrix, if you will, to help these 
families move forward. 

This legislation also provides addi-
tional funding for the Public Housing 
Capital Fund and the Public Housing 
Operating Fund. We have to help our 
cities and municipalities that are run-
ning public housing to maintain the fa-
cilities and to operate these facilities. 

There is also another issue that is 
important and that is lead abatement. 
Senator BOND has been a particular 
champion, along with Senator MIKUL-
SKI, on lead abatement problems 
throughout this country. This legisla-
tion reflects his interest, his concern, 
and his commitment to helping com-
munities deal with lead abatement. It 
also deals I think very effectively with 
the Community Development Block 
Grant funding which is so necessary to 
all our local leaders. This bill rep-
resents wise policy and robust funding 
beyond the President’s request. I hope 
very sincerely the President will not 
carry out his threats to veto this bill. 
This bill addresses infrastructure prob-
lems and housing problems. It goes to 
what makes this country work: the 
economic infrastructure of highways 
and bridges and the human infrastruc-
ture of homes and housing and commu-
nity development. 

This is legislation that I, again, com-
mend Senators MURRAY and BOND for 
developing, and I thank them and their 
staffs for their great work. I hope we 
can, this evening or tomorrow, go to 
final passage and send this bill forward 
for enactment. 

I yield the floor. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. The Senator from Missouri is rec-
ognized. 

Mr. BOND. Mr. President, I thank the 
Senator from Rhode Island. He has 
been a very effective advocate on hous-
ing and the wide range of topics he has 
discussed. His assistance and support 
for the bill is very important. We work 
with him on many issues and appre-
ciate the opportunity to do so. 

Yesterday, we had some very inter-
esting discussions. I am sorry the Sen-
ator from North Dakota is not here, 
but I am hoping he will perhaps be 
watching because I do have some an-
swers to the questions he raised about 
the Department of Transportation’s in-
spector general report. The first thing 
he asked was how could the Depart-
ment of Transportation—the DOT—act 
so quickly when they received the IG 
report on Thursday night, September 6, 
and came out with their truck order 
for the pilot program on Friday, Sep-
tember 7. Well, the fact is that the 
DOT, similar to Congress, had been 
fully briefed on the contents of the re-
port on August 27. I think everybody 
who is familiar with audits knows that 
before the audit is released, there is an 
audit conference and the auditee—in 
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this case the DOT—gets an opportunity 
to comment on it. The report that the 
DOT issued was based on the inspector 
general’s draft. 

We were able to confirm—they were 
able to confirm they felt they had com-
plied with the concerns raised by the 
inspector general. 

Specifically, on the inspection of 
every truck, every time, the IG said 
that as of July, the DOT didn’t have a 
plan in place with DHS to make sure 
Customs and Border Protection 
checked all the trucks. Since that 
time, however, DOT has executed 
agreements with Customs and Border 
Protection so every truck, every time 
is checked. That is departmental pol-
icy, rather than a statutory require-
ment, but that is what is being done. 

The third item: It was alleged that 
DOT does not have independent access 
to accident, driver’s license, and other 
data if it is not voluntarily provided by 
the motor carrier. DOT tells us that is 
not true. Motor carriers who want to 
participate in the program willingly 
and promptly turn over all records per-
taining to their proposed operation. If 
the Federal Motor Carriers Agency 
feels there is a need for more indepth 
data, the Mexican Government will 
provide it. That is exactly the same 
process that is in place for Canadian 
carriers, Canadian drivers who come 
from north of the border. 

There was a question about State en-
forcement and DOT has addressed that. 
The Federal Motor Carriers Agency has 
developed a significant program to 
train State officials on the enforce-
ment where FMCSA officials are not 
available, and it would include testing 
English language proficiency. 

Having covered that, I think it might 
be useful for our colleagues to know 
there is some strong support for allow-
ing these trucks to run in the United 
States. I had a letter that was e-mailed 
to me, and I assume to others, today. It 
is actually dated June 6; I think it is 
one they had previously issued. But it 
says: 

The undersigned U.S. food and agriculture 
groups are deeply disturbed by congressional 
efforts to block the 14-year-old commitment 
of the North American Free Trade Agree-
ment to allow Mexican and U.S. trucks to 
deliver international cargoes . . . 

And they state: 
These efforts imperil U.S. food and agri-

culture exports, which have grown dramati-
cally under the NAFTA, and could inflict se-
rious harm on U.S. farmers, ranchers, and 
agribusinesses. 

They go on to say: 
The NAFTA is a huge success story for 

U.S. farmers and ranchers. U.S. exports of 
food and agricultural products to Mexico 
have tripled under the NAFTA, climbing 
from $3.6 billion in 1993 to $10.9 billion in 
2006. Mexico is now the top-value export 
market for U.S. beef, dairy, rice, corn sweet-
eners, soybean meal, soybean oil, apples and 
dry edible beans and the second largest for 
U.S. pork, corn, poultry, soybeans and a sta-
ble and reliable market for U.S. cotton. 

They go on to talk about how this ac-
tion is unwarranted. It would signal to 
the world that the United States is 
willing unilaterally to renegotiate 
terms of existing trade agreements. 
Secondly, they say it enhances the 
likelihood that Mexico will likewise 
disregard commitments that it made in 
the NAFTA, such as terminating the 
remaining tariffs on American agricul-
tural exports, and it notes that Mexico 
could legally retaliate against the 
United States and retaliate against 
U.S. exports to Mexico. That is why 
Mexico’s U.S. Ambassador correctly 
calls this a powerful symbol of the 
state of our bilateral relations. 

I think that if you will humor me for 
just a minute, I want to tell you who is 
behind this letter. For anybody who 
has agricultural interests in your 
State, the people supporting it are the 
American Bakers Association; the Cot-
ton Shippers; Farm Bureau Federation; 
Frozen Food Institute; Meat Institute; 
Soybean Association; Corn Refiners As-
sociation; International Dairy Foods; 
National Barley Growers; Cattlemen’s 
Beef Association; Chicken Council; 
Corn Growers; Milk Producers; Oilseed 
Processors; Pork Producers Council; 
Potato Council; Sorghum Producers; 
Turkey Federation; North American 
Equipment Dealers; North American 
Export Grain Association; American 
Millers’ Association; Produce Market-
ers; Sweetener Users; Fertilizer Insti-
tute; U.S. Apple Association; Dairy Ex-
port Council; Wheat Associates; Dry 
Bean Council; Hide, Skin and Leather 
Association; Dry Pea and Lentil Coun-
cil; and the Rice Federation. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent to have the letter printed in the 
RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

JUNE 6, 2007. 
DEAR MEMBER OF CONGRESS: The under-

signed U.S. food and agriculture groups are 
deeply disturbed by congressional efforts to 
block the 14-year-old commitment in the 
North American Free Trade Agreement 
(NAFTA) to allow Mexican and U.S. trucks 
to deliver international cargoes throughout 
each other’s territories. These efforts im-
peril U.S. food and agriculture exports, 
which have grown dramatically under the 
NAFTA, and could inflict serious financial 
harm on U.S. farmers, ranchers, and agri-
businesses. 

The NAFTA is a huge success story for 
U.S. farmers and ranchers. U.S. exports of 
food and agricultural products to Mexico 
have tripled under the NAFTA, climbing 
from $3.6 billion in 1993 to $10.9 billion in 
2006. Mexico is now the top-value export 
market for U.S. beef, dairy, rice, corn sweet-
eners, soybean meal, soybean oil, apples and 
dry edible beans and the second largest for 
U.S. pork, corn, poultry, soybeans and a sta-
ble reliable market for U.S. cotton. 

We are concerned that Congress has de-
layed implementation of a modest dem-
onstration program for cross-border trucking 
with a provision recently attached to the 
Iraq supplemental spending bill. Of para-

mount concern, however, are H.R. 1773, 
which was passed by the House and referred 
to the Senate Commerce Committee, and ru-
mored plans to attach a similar measure to 
appropriations bills in both chambers. H.R. 
1773 effectively rewrites the NAFTA by strip-
ping the Administration of authority to op-
erate anything but a limited test program 
for three years. 

Supporters of this proposed legislation 
contend that they are concerned about high-
way safety. But Mexico has always agreed 
that its trucks and drivers will have to com-
ply with all U.S. safety standards. Indeed, 
the demonstration program requires that 
U.S. inspectors examine and clear all Mexi-
can trucks on-site in Mexico before any can 
participate—a step we do not require for 
trucks driving through our nation from Can-
ada, our other NAFTA partner, or, for that 
matter, for U.S. trucks. 

If implemented, the legislation would cre-
ate a number of serious problems: 

First, it would signal to the world that the 
United States is willing to unilaterally re-
negotiate the terms of an existing trade 
agreement. 

Second, it enhances the likelihood that 
Mexico will likewise disregard commitments 
that it made in the NAFTA. There is signifi-
cant unrest in Mexico over the termination 
of remaining Mexican tariffs which are 
scheduled under the NAFTA to be removed 
on January 1, 2008. Although Mexico’s gov-
ernment has reaffirmed its commitment to 
implement these NAFTA obligations, it is 
under immense political pressure to dis-
regard some NAFTA provisions—in par-
ticular, provisions regarding food and agri-
culture. Such action by Mexico could have 
devastating effects on U.S. farm exports to 
Mexico. 

Third, Mexico could legally retaliate 
against the United States on the trucking 
issue. A NAFTA dispute-settlement panel 
unanimously ruled in 2001 that the blanket 
exclusion of Mexican trucking firms from 
the United States violated U.S. obligations 
under the NAFTA. 

Mexico was authorized to retaliate against 
about $2 billion in U.S. imports. Fortu-
nately, to date, Mexico has refrained from 
retaliating against the United States. Unless 
Congress stops preventing implementation of 
the cross-border trucking program—which 
Mexico’s U.S. ambassador correctly calls ‘‘a 
powerful symbol of the state of our bilateral 
relations’’—we fear that Mexico may retali-
ate and that U.S. food and agriculture will 
be the hardest-hit sector. That would seri-
ously harm U.S. farmers, ranchers and food 
companies and reverse the vital gains that 
U.S. agriculture has achieved because of the 
NAFTA. 

The Mexican government is resisting broad 
domestic pressures to keep its word on the 
NAFTA. We strongly urge you to honor the 
cross-border trucking commitments the 
United States has made to Mexico. 

Sincerely,———. 

Mr. BOND. Mr. President, I urge my 
colleagues to read this because if they 
are concerned about what NAFTA has 
done for U.S. agriculture, I think this 
is a fairly impressive list of agricul-
tural associations, touching almost 
every facet of American agriculture, 
that see the amendment pending on the 
floor as a great threat to the trade that 
keeps agriculture strong and provides 
revenue farm families in rural commu-
nities need throughout America. 
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The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. The Senator from Washington is 
recognized. 

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, on Au-
gust 2, 2007, by a vote of 83 to 14, the 
Senate approved S. 1, the Honest Lead-
ership and Open Government Act of 
2007, clearing that measure for the 
President. When that is signed by the 
President, this ethics reform legisla-
tion will significantly improve the 
transparency and accountability of the 
legislative process. 

While the President hasn’t yet signed 
that legislation, I wish to assure Sen-
ators that we intend to abide by the re-
quirements of that legislation during 
the consideration of this bill. The leg-
islation requires that the chairman of 
the committee of jurisdiction certify 
that certain information related to 
congressionally directed spending be 
identified and that the required infor-
mation be available on a publicly ac-
cessible congressional Web site in a 
searchable format at least 48 hours be-
fore a vote on the pending bill. The in-
formation required includes identifica-
tion of the congressionally directed 
spending and the name of the Senator 
who requested such spending. This in-
formation is contained in the com-
mittee report numbered 110–131, dated 
July 16, 2007, and has been available on 
the Internet now for 8 weeks. 

In addition, pursuant to standards es-
tablished by Chairman BYRD and Sen-
ator COCHRAN for consideration of the 
fiscal year 2008 bills, letters from each 
Member with the congressionally di-
rected spending item in this bill or ac-
companying report are available on the 
Internet certifying that neither the 
Senator nor his or her spouse has a pe-
cuniary interest in such spending item. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent to have a certification by the 
chairman of the Committee on Appro-
priations printed in the RECORD at this 
point. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

Senator Byrd: I certify that the informa-
tion that will be required by S. 1, when it be-
comes law, related to congressionally di-
rected spending, has been identified in the 
Committee report numbered 110–131, filed on 
July 16, 2007, and that the required informa-
tion has been available on a publicly acces-
sible congressional website in a searchable 
format at least 48 hours before a vote on the 
pending bill. 

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I yield 
the floor. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Senator from Oklahoma is 
recognized. 

Mr. COBURN. Mr. President, I thank 
the Senators for their hard work on 
this bill. As the tragedy in Minnesota 
showed, priorities are important. 

I notice Senator BOND referred ear-
lier to the IG’s report I had requested 
on the Department of Transportation. 

I must thank both the inspector gen-
eral and Secretary Peters for their 

forthrightness and plain-spokenness in 
this report. The report is pretty signifi-
cant. I wish to spend a few minutes 
talking about it. 

First, I want to show the American 
people the significance of where we 
stand on the National Highway Sys-
tem. This doesn’t have anything to do 
with States; this is national high-
ways—designated national highways or 
interstate highways—in terms of the 
structurally deficient bridges in this 
country. This is from the U.S. Depart-
ment of Transportation. These are not 
my numbers. As you can see on this 
chart, throughout the country—and it 
is emphasized in the most populous 
States, with the exception of Florida— 
we have significant problems when it 
comes to bridges. I contend that it is 
not necessarily too low of a gas tax 
that has created this; it has been a 
lack of priority. 

I have several amendments I plan to 
offer to this bill. However, I will prob-
ably limit those if my overall first 
amendment passes. 

There were several key points that 
the IG made and the Secretary of Com-
merce commented on when it comes to 
earmarks. Probably the most impor-
tant of those is that earmarks, when 
they are made, don’t fully account for 
the cost of those earmarks. As a mat-
ter of fact, the IG found substantial re-
duction in all of the other programs 
throughout the Department of Trans-
portation because of the underalloca-
tion of the moneys necessary to com-
plete an earmark. 

What does that mean? It means that 
when we put an earmark in—author-
ized or unauthorized—and we say it 
costs $100, what the Department of 
Transportation is finding is that often 
it doesn’t cost $100; because it is man-
dated by law, we spend $150. That $50 
goes out of the rest of the programs at 
the Department of Transportation; 
therefore, it cuts. They talked about 
this as overearmarking, not in terms of 
the numbers but earmarking a result 
without putting in the dollars to do it. 
I think there is a comment on one of 
these charts out of the IG’s report 
which states just that. 

Here is another chart. It says: 
99 percent of the earmarks reviewed by the 

inspector general bypassed merit review. 

What does that mean? That means 
had they not been earmarked, they 
would not have been a priority in a 
State transportation project and would 
not have met a priority of the stand-
ards the DOT has on highways and 
bridges—there are five. Only 1 percent 
of the earmarks placed in the appro-
priations bill actually pass or meet 
merit review. The very thing our 
States do is sit up and say: This is how 
we want to prioritize spending in our 
States for safety and infrastructure in 
terms of transportation. These are not 
my words; these are the IG’s words 
from the Department of transpor-
tation: 

7,724 out of 7,760 transportation earmarks 
in 2006 were not subject to the agency’s pri-
ority ranking, review, or selection process, 
or bypassed the States’ normal planning and 
program processes. 

So it comes back to the point, why 
don’t we have all these bridges in-
spected, and why did we see a tragedy 
in Minnesota? It is because we failed; 
the bridge didn’t fail. We failed to put 
in the proper amount of money, and we 
failed to put priorities on what is most 
important for our transportation sec-
tor. 

Here is the next chart. Here is an-
other point the IG made: 

Recent Department of Transportation re-
authorizations have included a significant 
number of specific projects with associated 
funding directed to specific State and local 
agencies or locations. For example, the cur-
rent Department of Transportation author-
ization for surface transportation accounted 
for 6,474 of the Department of Transpor-
tation’s 8,056 earmarked projects for FY2006. 

We are taking money away from the 
priorities the States and Department 
of Transportation have that are out 
there and are transparent, and we are 
moving them away. That means there 
is less money for the tremendous num-
ber of bridges that are structurally de-
ficient right now in our highway sys-
tem. 

How do we solve that? How do we 
meet the needs? The State of North 
Carolina has somebody up here full 
time to make sure that when an ear-
mark is requested, it meets the State’s 
guidelines. The State Department of 
Transportation of North Carolina has 
to lobby its own members to make sure 
the requests are within the guidelines 
of the priorities of the State of North 
Carolina. 

How did we get to the point that we 
disconnect priorities to the fact that 
we want to help a certain group that is 
outside the priorities of our State but 
inside the priorities of our political 
purposes? I think we need to reexamine 
what we are doing. I think we need to 
reprioritize. 

The fact is that a lot has been said 
about the tragedy that happened in 
Minnesota. I honestly believe Presi-
dent Reagan was right in 1982 when he 
vetoed a Transportation bill that had 
11 earmarks. His point was that these 
take away from the priorities. Those 11 
earmarks have grown to over 8,000 now. 
So each year, we have lessened the pri-
orities of safety and efficient transpor-
tation to help us politically. 

Better planning and prioritization of 
existing transportation funds could im-
prove road safety and bridge safety. 
Realize that 13,000 people a year in this 
country die because of inadequate or 
poor-quality roads—Federal roads, not 
State roads. What are some of the 
things we do with transportation dol-
lars? We build transportation muse-
ums, we build bike paths, we build 
parking garages. We have multitudes of 
earmarks that are anything except a 
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priority for safety for transportation in 
this country. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2810 
Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-

sent to call up amendment No. 2810. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. Is there objection to setting aside 
the pending amendment? 

Mr. COBURN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to set aside the 
pending amendment and call up 
amendment No. 2810. 

Mr. BOND. Mr. President, what is 
amendment No. 2810? 

Mr. COBURN. This amendment is an 
earmark moratorium until all bridges 
are repaired. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

The clerk will report. 
The legislative clerk read as follows: 
The Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. COBURN] 

proposes an amendment numbered 2810. 

Mr. COBURN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the reading of 
the amendment be dispensed with. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

The amendment is as follows: 
(Purpose: To prohibit funds appropriated 

under title I from being used for earmarks 
until all structurally deficient and func-
tionally obsolete bridges have been re-
paired, with limited exceptions) 
On page 70, between lines 20 and 21, insert 

the following: 
SEC. 194. (a) Except as provided under sub-

section (b), none of the funds appropriated or 
otherwise made available under this title 
may be used for any earmark until all 
bridges in the United States that are classi-
fied under the Federal Highway Administra-
tion’s bridge inspection program, as of the 
date of the enactment of this Act, as ‘‘struc-
turally deficient’’ or ‘‘functionally obsolete’’ 
have been sufficiently repaired to no longer 
meet the criteria for such classifications. 

(b) Funds appropriated under this title 
may be used for an earmark that is des-
ignated to repair— 

(1) a bridge that is classified as ‘‘struc-
turally deficient’’ or ‘‘functionally obso-
lete’’; or 

(2) a road with ride quality that is not clas-
sified as ‘‘good’’ or ‘‘acceptable’’. 

(c) In this section, the term ‘‘earmark’’ 
means a provision or report language pro-
viding, authorizing, or recommending a spe-
cific amount of discretionary budget author-
ity, credit authority, or other spending au-
thority for a contract, loan, loan guarantee, 
grant, loan authority, or other expenditure 
with or to an entity, or targeted to a specific 
State, locality or Congressional district, 
other than through a statutory or adminis-
trative formula-driven or competitive award 
process. 

Mr. COBURN. Mr. President, what 
does this amendment do? This amend-
ment does not get rid of earmarks. 
What this amendment does is it delays 
earmarks. What it says is that for all 
the earmarks we have had, both au-
thorized and through the appropria-
tions process, unless they are going to 
build and fix structurally deficient 

bridges in this country, or they are 
going to improve a highway that brings 
it up to standards, that makes it safe, 
we ought to delay the implementation 
of those earmarks until we have solved 
this problem. 

How many more bridges have to col-
lapse until we get the message? How 
many more people have to die until we 
get the message? The Minnesota bridge 
that collapsed was noticed in 1990 as 
being structurally deficient. In 1999, 
the State department of transportation 
in Minnesota said there needs to be a 
priority on this bridge, and yet we did 
not respond. 

The earmark that should have been 
made was for the repairs for that 
bridge, and yet they were not made. 

This amendment is very simple. I 
know it goes against the grain of a lot 
of the processes we use, but it makes 
common sense that if we are going to 
forego another Minnesota tragedy, we 
have to change our priorities. 

All this amendment says is the prior-
ities ought to be the safety of the 
American people and quality so that 
13,000 people do not die this next year 
on roads that are not within the qual-
ity classified as ‘‘good’’ or ‘‘accept-
able.’’ All we do is say let’s put our pri-
ority where it needs to be right now. 
Let’s set the priority for making sure 
there is not another Minnesota. 

My State leads the Nation in the per-
centage of bridges that are classified as 
deficient. Oklahoma, as a State, has 
never received back what it has paid in 
to the transportation fund. As a matter 
of fact, there is over $1.8 million that 
we have paid in that we never received 
back. But we have disproportionately 
shared that in other areas. My State 
does not begrudge this point. The fact 
is, our State is small compared to the 
Northeast and the west coast in terms 
of structurally deficient bridges. 

The point ought to be: How do we 
change the priority, how do we respond 
to the concerns of the American people 
over what, in fact, has to be the right 
priorities for transportation? 

A couple of actions can be taken on 
this amendment. We can vote it down, 
and we can say safety and bridges and 
safe roads are not a priority, but muse-
ums and bike trails and theaters and 
parking garages are because they help 
us politically. Or we can adopt this 
amendment and send a message to the 
American people that: We hear you, we 
understand what you are saying, and 
we agree that your safety ought to out-
perform and be above our political ne-
cessities and our directed spending. 

This does not limit any directed 
spending for any of these bridges or 
any of the Federal highways that will 
move them to good or acceptable. So in 
terms of transportation, it will not 
eliminate anything that is important 
to our safety, important to repairing 
the infrastructure in this country. 

The third action that can be taken 
on this amendment is that we can pass 

this amendment, and because it is not 
liked, it will get trashed in conference. 
So we can all look good by voting for 
this amendment, but if we do not insist 
on this amendment when we get to 
conference, we will have winked and 
nodded to the American people again. 
We would have brought our numbers 
down by not paying attention to what 
their concerns are. And, most impor-
tantly, we will keep American drivers 
and pedestrians and passengers at risk. 

I hope the chair and ranking member 
will agree to this amendment, will ac-
cept it, and fight for it in conference. I 
believe we should vote on this amend-
ment. This is an amendment we ought 
to have a vote on in the Senate. I be-
lieve it is about time we start getting 
our priorities right. 

I yield the floor for the present time 
and wish to speak on this amendment 
later. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mrs. 
MCCASKILL). The Senator from Mis-
souri. 

Mr. BOND. Madam President, I al-
ways enjoy a discussion with our col-
league and neighbor from the State of 
Oklahoma. His comments that ear-
marks have caused bridge deficiencies 
and tragedies is a bridge too far. I be-
lieve as well-intentioned as this 
amendment is, it fails to understand 
how the States go about rehabilitating 
their bridges and maintaining the 
bridges in their States. 

There are many points I can make 
about this amendment, but I think it is 
important to note that according to 
the conditions and needs report of the 
Department of Transportation in 2006, 
we need to invest approximately $12.4 
billion annually to eliminate the exist-
ing backlog and correct other defi-
ciencies, and we are currently spending 
over $10 billion a year. 

As Secretary Mary Peters said in tes-
timony on September 5 before the 
House Transportation Committee, the 
number of structurally deficient 
bridges has been declining significantly 
from 18.7 percent in 1994 to 12.0 percent 
now. Obviously, that is still too much, 
but it is not just deficient bridges. 

As I pointed out yesterday, we have 
tremendous highway safety needs. The 
Chair and I and the Transportation, 
Housing and Urban Development Com-
mittee, the THUD Committee, held a 
hearing on highway fatalities. We kill 
about 43,000 people a year on our high-
ways. We went back and asked the De-
partment of Transportation how many 
people were actually killed on bridges, 
either bridges that collapsed or bridges 
that were too narrow. Over a 5-year pe-
riod, it came out to about 400. We kill 
400 people a year on bridges, and rough-
ly 43,000 on highways. 

Why is this important? As the occu-
pant of the chair, my colleague from 
Missouri, knows, we have done a study 
of what causes highway fatalities. Our 
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Missouri Department of Transpor-
tation has estimated that approxi-
mately one-third of the deaths on our 
highways are caused by inadequate 
highways, outmoded, old-fashioned 
highways. We have two-lane highways 
that are carrying traffic that should be 
on four lanes. Those two-lane traffic 
jams get people to take unnecessary 
chances. 

When we are talking about the prob-
lems of safety, we cannot forget the 
fact that the biggest safety dangers are 
the inadequate highways and not just 
the bridges. In our State, the depart-
ment of transportation has embarked 
on an ambitious program to bring 800 
bridges up to standards, and every de-
partment of transportation in this Na-
tion realizes they have bridge prob-
lems, that they need to inspect them, 
and, as I said yesterday, it is important 
that we find out what caused this par-
ticular collapse. Were the inspections 
adequate? Was the design adequate? 
Were there unusual loads that were put 
on the bridge? These are the kinds of 
issues we need to deal with imme-
diately. But we also have money going, 
under the bridge program, to States to 
deal with these deficient bridges. 

Earmarks are not taking away 
money from bridges. I can tell my col-
leagues about earmarks in the State of 
Missouri. Every single earmark in our 
State, everything that has been ear-
marked is on the State implementa-
tion plan. It is a priority, and most of 
them are highly significant priorities 
for safety, whether it is bridges or 
highways. 

I am not surprised that an executive 
branch agency doesn’t like earmarks. 
Way, way a long time ago in the dim 
past, I was an executive, and I did not 
like the legislative body exercising its 
power of the purse. As a matter of fact, 
I had all kinds of problems when the 
General Assembly would pass some-
thing, and I vetoed a couple of them. 
So legislative earmarks are efforts to 
exercise the legitimate control over 
the purse and are always resisted by 
the executive. 

Let’s take a look at what happened 
in last year’s Transportation appro-
priations bill. There was about $853 
million worth of high-priority projects 
that Members had asked for in their 
States and the bill contained. That bill 
never got to final passage. So the De-
partment of Transportation took that 
money. They took the money from 
high-priority projects all across the 
Nation and put it into something 
called Urban Partners. They are going 
to reduce congestion. In one city they 
are going to use the money to start 
having rush-hour traffic drive in break-
down lanes. What happens when some-
body breaks down in the breakdown 
lane? They have a tremendous jam. 
There are many things going on. 

Oh, and by the way, under Urban 
Partners, $853 million went to Miami, 

New York, Minneapolis, San Francisco, 
and Seattle. As far as Oklahoma, Mis-
souri, and other States, we were left 
out. Frankly, I think I can do a better 
job of working with my colleagues to 
determine where some of that money 
should go rather than what I think is a 
not very well thought out Urban Part-
ners program to just five cities. 

My colleague from Oklahoma says he 
really likes authorized projects. I have 
been an authorizer, too, but the bridge 
to nowhere, which gained such infamy, 
was an authorized project. It was put in 
by the chairman of the conference 
committee on SAFETEA. Three 
months later, the Transportation ap-
propriations bill that year unearmar-
ked that earmark, and we are pleased 
to say that it is no longer federally 
earmarked. 

I know our colleague from Oklahoma 
doesn’t like putting in money for bike 
paths. It may surprise him to know I 
am not a fan of that either. I voted 
against it. But it was in the authorized 
bill. Yes, that is what the authorizers 
put in, $100 million to go to bike paths. 
I think bike paths have their place, but 
given the state of congestion on high-
ways, I think with the danger on high-
ways and bridges, we probably should 
not be putting $25 million there. But 
since the money was in there, I did, in 
the authorization project, get $25 mil-
lion for bike paths, and that has been 
spent. If the Senator from Oklahoma 
wants to change that, I think we need 
to change the underlying authoriza-
tion, and I would certainly vote for 
that. 

I think trying to blame earmarks on 
deficient bridges is a bridge too far, 
and I would urge my colleagues to op-
pose the Coburn amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Oklahoma. 

Mr. COBURN. Madam President, I ap-
preciate the words of Senator BOND, al-
though I was misquoted. I don’t like 
any earmark. 

I accept that authorized earmarks 
have, in fact, been reviewed by an au-
thorizing committee, but I would make 
a couple of points. This year, the ap-
propriators will spend $188 billion ap-
propriating money for something that 
has not been authorized. So you can 
use that as a debate tool, but the fact 
is, the authorizers have limited influ-
ence over the Appropriations Com-
mittee because they will spend 20 per-
cent of our discretionary budget on 
items that are not authorized by the 
authorizing committees. 

The other point I would make is that 
the Senator will get a chance to vote 
against bike paths because I have an-
other amendment that eliminates fund-
ing for bike paths until we have re-
stored the bridges. This amendment 
cares for the roads that Senator BOND 
just made a point of. The fact is, this 
amendment allows the money to bring 
roads up to quality and safety stand-

ards. So it would not eliminate where 
the 13,000 people die in this country 
from unsafe and poor quality national 
highways; it will, in fact, allow those 
to happen. 

What it would not allow is $600,000 to 
be spent on horse-riding facilities in 
Virginia; a snow mobile trail in 
Vermont of $5.9 million; parking for 
New York’s Harlem Hospital of $8 mil-
lion; $532,000 for a bicycle and pedes-
trian trail in Tennessee; a daycare cen-
ter and park and ride facility in Illi-
nois; dust control mitigation for rural 
Arkansas of $3 million; the National 
Packard Museum in Ohio, $2.75 million; 
a historical pilot project in Washington 
for $200,000. I think we are going to 
have trouble convincing the American 
people those things are a higher pri-
ority than bridge safety in this coun-
try. And that is just a small example of 
the congressionally directed spending 
in this bill. 

So I don’t deny that those may be 
priorities, but what I would state is 
they are lower priorities than safety on 
our roads and rebuilding our bridges 
and making sure our highways are safe. 
And I would wager that the vast pro-
portion of Americans, by far, would 
agree with that statement. We have 
lost our way if, in fact, we are going to 
fund these things at the expense of not 
funding bridge repair in this country. 

I think the projects that are funded, 
many of them, a great many of them, 
fit into the priorities of restoring 
bridges and highways, but many don’t. 
And the question around this amend-
ment is, Will we do that which is the 
highest priority for us? 

It is kind of like the war. We are 
spending about $8.5 billion a month. 
But whose money are we spending on 
the war? We are spending our children 
and grandchildren’s money because 
every bit of it has been outside the 
budget guidelines, so it goes straight to 
debt. The point is, we don’t have the 
money right now to do some of the 
things we would like to do because we 
should be doing the things that we 
need to do. And the things we need to 
do should be the highest priority for 
the American people. That certainly 
isn’t horse-riding facilities in Virginia 
or a snow mobile trail in Vermont. 

Madam President, I yield back and 
hope to speak again on this amend-
ment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Washington. 

Mrs. MURRAY. Madam President, I 
have listened to the Senator from 
Oklahoma on the amendment he has 
offered, and I want to make a few com-
ments. 

I remind all of our colleagues that at 
noon we are going to go to a moment of 
silence. Today is the 9/11 anniversary, 
and it is a time we all want to pause 
for a minute to reflect on what has 
happened over the last 6 years. Hope-
fully, I will be able to make a few re-
marks, and we will see if the Senator 
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from Oklahoma has any remaining 
time, and then I can talk to my col-
league and we can set a time for this 
vote and then get to many of the other 
issues that are pending now on this 
bill. 

I want to remind all my colleagues 
that we are trying to work to finish 
this bill. Hopefully, we will get a path 
cleared for late tonight or to finish to-
morrow morning. I remind everyone 
that we are going to be finishing this 
bill because of the Jewish holidays this 
weekend. We are trying to work 
through this in a very tight timeframe. 
We have a number of pending amend-
ments we want to work through. 

But let me respond to the Senator 
from Oklahoma. He brings before the 
Senate today his argument on funding 
bridges within our Transportation bill, 
and yesterday the Senate spoke out 
very strongly and acted very strongly 
to address the needs of our deficient 
bridges across the Nation. I spoke out 
on the floor yesterday about the num-
ber of bridges that were deficient 
across our country, the imperative 
that we have in moving forward to 
make sure that they are taken care of, 
and on a very strong bipartisan vote we 
approved yesterday a $1 billion in-
crease in Federal funding for bridges. 
That was, I remind everyone, a historic 
25-percent increase in Federal bridge 
funding. 

That amendment won’t allow us, ob-
viously, to fix every deficient bridge, 
but it is a historic increase, and it does 
set the priority of this bill in moving 
forward to address this very critical 
need that I share the concern of the 
Senator from Oklahoma about. We can-
not, however, let all our other trans-
portation and all of our other housing 
priorities be ignored to address the 
bridge problem. 

Yes, we are all very focused on what 
happened because of Minnesota. But 
having worked on this bill for a num-
ber of years, and worked with my col-
league from Missouri, we have had 
hearings on safety and infrastructure 
in this country that need to be ad-
dressed. The FAA needs to be ad-
dressed, we need to deal with our Na-
tion’s highways, and there are a num-
ber of critical housing projects. We 
have to balance all of those priorities, 
and I think we have done a very good 
job in this bill of doing that, and then 
adding $1 billion yesterday to address 
the bridge problem. 

The long-term solution to our need 
to address our underinvestment in in-
frastructure is going to have to come 
about within the Transportation au-
thorization bill that will be debated 
sometime in the future. My colleague, 
Senator BOND, has been a leader on 
that committee, and we need to do a 
thorough look at the revenues avail-
able in the trust funds. We have talked 
about that on this floor through our 
bill. We know that needs to be ad-

dressed. We have talked to the Finance 
Committee. It does need to be ad-
dressed and will be addressed with this 
Congress, and in the coming years. 

But I want to remind my colleagues 
that the vast majority of our transpor-
tation earmarks that are in this bill re-
quire a match, and not just a small 
match but an overmatch by local com-
munities that have set the priorities 
for these projects and brought them to 
the attention of Members who have 
then brought them to us and to our 
committee. 

As we move to a vote on the amend-
ment that has been offered by the Sen-
ator from Oklahoma, I remind every-
one that if it passes, it would have the 
impact of bringing many of our multi-
billion-dollar projects to a complete 
halt. His amendment would not just 
terminate highway projects, it would 
also stop major transit projects that 
many Senators have come to our com-
mittee and talked about. They are cur-
rently under construction, and we are 
funding them in the Federal Transit 
Administration. These are projects 
that are working their way through the 
pipeline. If we were to wipe them out 
with this amendment, construction 
contracts across the country for these 
transit projects would be halted and 
cause a tremendous amount of difficul-
ties and probably challenges within 
those contracts as well. 

Those contracts include the Jackson-
ville Rapid Transit System in Florida, 
the Regional Rail Project in Pennsyl-
vania, the South County Commuter 
Rail, Wickford Junction Station in 
Rhode Island, transit projects in Colo-
rado, Connecticut, Maryland, Min-
nesota, New York, Virginia, another 
one in Virginia, Washington, Arizona, 
California, Colorado, Illinois. 

Madam President, I refer all of my 
colleagues to the Transportation bill, 
all of these projects that are now under 
construction that have full funding 
grant agreements would be brought to 
a halt if this amendment were to pass. 

So besides all the other arguments, I 
encourage Members to understand 
what the impacts of this amendment 
are should it pass on the Senate floor 
today. 

Now, let me, before we go to a mo-
ment of silence in just a minute, 
Madam President, remind my col-
leagues that the IG report that the 
Senator from Oklahoma referred to 
today does refer to past practices of 
this Congress. We came into session in 
January of this year understanding the 
need to take a look at our processes 
within the appropriations. We under-
stood the impact from past practices 
that were under scrutiny, and we ad-
dressed them very clearly. 

This Congress has now sent a very 
comprehensive ethics reform law to the 
President, and we are awaiting his sig-
nature. That law includes some new 
procedures that require a great deal of 

clarity and transparency that have not 
been required ever before in Congress. 
But even before we sent that law to the 
White House, the Appropriations Com-
mittee, under the direction of our 
chairman, Senator BYRD, and Ranking 
Member COCHRAN, said we are not 
going to wait for a law to be enacted. 
We imposed new rules that require new 
procedures under the ethics reform bill. 
And this bill, this Transportation bill, 
in working through our process, has di-
rectly followed those new rules and the 
new rules of the ethics bill that have 
been sent to the President. 

Every Senator who asked for an ear-
mark was required to certify that there 
was no pecuniary interest in their ear-
mark request, and each and every one 
of those certifications is now available 
for any Senator to look at on the Web 
for review. Every earmark is identified 
with the Senator who requested it in 
the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. You can 
look on the Web site to see who is 
there. So we are complying with what 
this Senate has said we need to do. 

I would also remind all of us that in 
addition to those reforms, Senator 
BOND and I worked to develop a new 
procedure within the Transportation 
Housing Subcommittee, and under the 
procedures we have established, each 
and every earmark has to be fully con-
sistent with the mission of the Depart-
ment of Transportation or the Depart-
ment of Housing and Urban Develop-
ment. So we recognized that past prac-
tices have brought us to a point today 
where we have to fully look at each 
and every one of these earmarks. We 
make sure they are consistent with the 
funding requirements of that bill, and 
they are seeing the light of day, as we 
will see today as we face a number of 
amendments about them. 

I want to make one final point before 
we move to this important moment of 
silence that is going to occur, and that 
is, the Senator from Oklahoma is es-
sentially arguing that bureaucrats in 
Washington, DC, make every decision 
about funding across the Nation. 

Madam President, I know I go home 
every weekend and I talk to commu-
nity leaders, I talk to mayors, I talk to 
members of numerous community 
projects, and I listen to what their 
needs are. There is no bureaucrat in 
any department of this United States 
Government in Washington, DC, who 
takes the time that most of us do to go 
home and really understand what the 
needs of our communities are and to 
come back here and fight for them. 
That is what we do. That is our job, 
and we are responsible for that. I take 
a back seat to no one in working hard 
to represent the interests of my State. 

Finally, Madam President, one other 
point. The Senator from Oklahoma 
said he only wants to see authorized 
funding being done. I would remind all 
my colleagues, if we move to that, the 
State Department hasn’t been author-
ized for years, the FAA authorization 
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will run out this year, the Older Ameri-
cans Act, the No Child Left Behind 
Act—all extremely important business 
we need to accomplish. But if we move 
to a point that says no money except 
authorized, a number of critical pro-
grams in this country will be subject to 
cutback. I don’t think that is what any 
of us intend to do. 

Madam President, we are moving 
rapidly to a very important moment in 
the Senate, and I notice many of my 
colleagues are coming to the floor 
right now. I ask that all of us listen to 
our majority leader at this point, and I 
yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma-
jority leader is recognized. 

Mr. REID. Madam President, in 10 
seconds, I will ask that the Chair an-
nounce the Senate will stand for a mo-
ment of silence. 

f 

COMMEMORATING THE SIXTH AN-
NIVERSARY OF THE SEPTEMBER 
11 ATTACK 

Mr. REID. Madam President, we will 
now begin a moment of silence hon-
oring the 9/11 victims and their fami-
lies. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate will ob-
serve a moment of silence in com-
memoration of the sixth anniversary of 
the September 11 attack. 

(Moment of silence) 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma-

jority leader. 
Mr. REID. Madam President, 6 years 

ago today, 2,974 men, women, and chil-
dren became innocent victims to a 
cowardice and hatred we will never un-
derstand. I remember very clearly 
watching from the windows of the Cap-
itol, S–219, as smoke billowed from the 
Pentagon in the clean morning air. 

I remember the care taken amidst 
the panic to ensure everyone was evac-
uated safely when word came of an-
other airplane heading toward the U.S. 
Capitol. I remember how our voices 
joined to sing ‘‘God Bless America’’ on 
the Capitol steps, which was our way of 
showing the country that its Govern-
ment was still whole. 

But what I remember most was how 
our Nation stood as one, in lines to 
give blood, stretching long hours; the 
food and clothing banks overflowing 
with donations; contributions, finan-
cial in nature pouring in, many giving 
more than they could afford to help 
families who had literally lost every-
thing. 

As our country stood as one, the 
world stood with us. The headline of 
one European newspaper read: ‘‘We are 
all American.’’ 

On this anniversary, and all those to 
follow, we must never forget the inno-
cent lives we lost that day or the bur-
den we bear for the freedom we cherish. 
Yet we must always remember the end-
less well of compassion and rejection of 

despair that followed. These past 6 
years we have faced great challenges. 
But though our scars will never fully 
heal, our spirit will never be broken. 
We are all American. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Re-
publican leader. 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Madam President, 
today marks 6 years since September 
11, 2001, the day when al-Qaida terror-
ists unleashed an unprovoked and vi-
cious attack on the American people. 

The Senate remembers and honors 
the innocent victims of that attack 
and stands in support of their families 
and communities. Six years later, their 
healing continues. 

Our enemies hoped September 11 
would burn as a day America would 
never forget, and it certainly has. But 
the terrorists hoped today would mark 
an anniversary of fear and doubt. 
Today is a day of sadness, yes, but also 
of resolve, strength, and renewed pur-
pose. 

We remember the kind-heartedness 
of America that was on display then, 
when millions of volunteers gave their 
time, money, and strength of heart to 
people in need. 

We honor our Armed Forces, brave 
men and women who fight under our 
flag. They fight on because the war 
goes on. Recent arrests in Germany, 
halting what was to be a devastating 
terrorist attack against American and 
German targets in that country, are 
proof this war is not over, that now is 
not the time to let down our guard or 
revert to a pre-9/11 approach to the 
world. 

We know the war goes on by listening 
to the words of our enemies. Osama bin 
Laden’s recently released remarks are 
more of the same, threats of death and 
destruction, intended to sow fear in 
America. 

German Chancellor Angela Merkel 
showed her understanding of the strug-
gle that still lies ahead when she said 
of Germany’s foiled terror plot: 

The lesson from this is the danger is not 
just abstract, it’s real. 

Real danger struck America 6 years 
ago. International terrorists had been 
at war against us long before that. But 
unlike previous attacks, 9/11 spurred 
America to take the war to them. By 
going on the offense, we are winning 
the war on terrorism. Today we are 
safer at home and have gone 6 years 
without another attack. 

So today we also honor the efforts of 
Americans across the land who are 
working to keep us safe. Many of them 
are here in the District of Columbia, 
but not all of them. When one of my 
Kentucky constituents dials 911, he is 
more likely to be calling someone in 
West Liberty than in Washington. 

Many brave police officers, fire-
fighters or emergency personnel 
trained to respond to a threat or at-
tack work in Kentucky towns such as 
Murray, Morgantown or Mayfield. 

Today, we pay tribute to these brave 
Americans who do not often get the 
headlines. They are the unsung heroes. 
When the call goes forth to towns such 
as Somerset, Sandy Hook or Sac-
ramento, KY, they answer. Today, we 
honor their sacrifice and service most 
of all. 

It remains this Congress’s job to pro-
vide the troops with everything they 
need to complete their mission. I know 
all of my colleagues are equally dedi-
cated to making sure that happens. 

Six years after the September 11 at-
tacks, we can say proudly the terror-
ists failed. Terrorists may have dev-
astated two buildings and damaged the 
Pentagon, but they did not dent Amer-
ica’s resolve. 

While they lashed out to cause death 
and destruction, we fight for freedom. 
Freedom is our greatest strength. No 
terrorist attack will ever diminish 
that. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma-

jority whip. 
Mr. DURBIN. Madam President, 1 

year from today, the first of America’s 
three official 9/11 memorials will be 
dedicated at the Pentagon. It will fea-
ture 184 stainless steel benches, each 
surrounded by a pool of water; one 
bench for each of the 184 innocent vic-
tims who died in the Pentagon and on 
the plane that struck it 6 years ago 
today. 

This morning on the front page of 
‘‘The Washington Post’’ there is a 
story about a small company of master 
metalworkers who are finishing these 
benches, grinding and polishing them, 
transforming them into perfectly uni-
form, flawlessly smooth memorials. 

The company is called Bucthel Metal 
Finishing Company. It is located out-
side Chicago. They do work all over the 
United States. The owner of Bucthel 
Metal Finishing is Abe Yousif. Mr. 
Yousif is an Iraqi immigrant who left 
his homeland in 1978, months before 
the start of the Iraq-Iran war. He has 
never been back. 

All 24 of Yousif’s employees are also 
immigrants, from Mexico, Bosnia, and 
many other nations. For Abe Yousif 
and each of his employees, polishing 
those benches for the Pentagon memo-
rial has become a deeply personal mis-
sion. As ‘‘The Washington Post’’ de-
scribes it: 

If he can make the benches perfect, he be-
lieves he will help others to heal. If he can 
make the metal shine brilliantly, they will 
feel hope. He wants people to run their fin-
gers along the steel and find, in its clean, im-
maculate smoothness, something affirming, 
redeeming even, on a site now scarred by 
murder and death. 

Today on the sixth anniversary of 
the terrorist attacks on our Nation, 
many Americans in Illinois and across 
our Nation are searching for their own 
ways to rescue some lasting good out 
of the evil of 9/11. 

There were 3,000 innocent victims 
from more than 150 nations who died in 
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New York, at the Pentagon, and the 
field in Pennsylvania. Jeff Mladenik, a 
husband and father of four from 
Hinsdale, IL, outside Chicago, had just 
been named interim CEO of a new e- 
commerce company. But he had an-
other job that meant more to him. He 
worked as an assistant pastor at his 
church in Oak Brook. He was on Amer-
ican Airlines Flight 11, the plane that 
struck the first tower; one of nine men 
and women from Illinois who died on 
9/11. 

After Mladenik’s death, his parents 
told a reporter: 

I can guarantee that Jeff would tell us that 
hatred and bitterness must not have the last 
word. 

One of America’s first memorials to 
the victims of 9/11 was a tiny, little 
makeshift memorial created by a 
woman in Shanksville, PA, in her own 
front yard weeks after the attacks. 

Within days, the first tribute arrived, 
a bouquet of flowers. Next to it was a 
note that read: 

Thanks for saving our lives—the Capitol 
employees. 

We who are privileged to work in this 
building have a special obligation to 
work together to prevent the next at-
tack and remember the heroes who 
saved our lives on 9/11. 

Six years after that date, America is 
safer, but we need to do more. We need 
to listen carefully and follow the rec-
ommendations of the 9/11 Commission. 

We have passed important legislation 
this year to move in that direction. We 
need also make sure that as a sign of 
respect, we remember those who have 
given their lives on that sad day. 

As a sign of respect, I would like to 
read the names of the eight other Illi-
noisans who died in the terrorist at-
tacks on September 11, 2001. 

Kathy Bantis, Andrea Haberman, Su-
zanne Kondratenko, Darya Lin and Sue 
Sauer, all from Chicago; and Robert 
Rasmussen, from Hinsdale, were all in 
meetings in the Twin Towers when the 
planes hit. 

CDR Dan Shanower, of Naperville, a 
Navy intelligence officer, had just sat 
down at his desk after briefing his ad-
miral on the World Trade Center at-
tacks when the third plane smashed 
into the Pentagon. He died there, along 
with Navy Reserve LCDR Patrick Mur-
phy, who grew up in Flossmoor, IL. 

We remember them today, along with 
Jeff Mladenik, also of Hinsdale, and all 
of the nearly 3,000 innocent victims 
who died on September 11, 2001. We also 
remember those they have left behind, 
and those who still suffer today. May 
they, and we, continue to heal and find 
peace. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from New Jersey. 

Mr. LAUTENBERG. Madam Presi-
dent, I speak today as a Senator from 
New Jersey, the State that lost 700 of 
its residents including those who were 
at work that day at the World Trade 
Center. 

I remember when President Roo-
sevelt in 1941 pronounced December 7 
as the ‘‘day of infamy,’’ and once 
again, we see a moment in time, a mo-
ment of infamy, evil beyond com-
prehension, because the events of this 
day changed the way people live on 
this Earth. 

The Twin Towers were far more than 
the sum of their steel and concrete 
parts. The towers that I knew very well 
were cities, essentially, in the sky. 
Fifty thousand people worked in those 
towers, more people than the popu-
lation of many of our Nation’s commu-
nities. 

In many cases, those 50,000 men and 
women spent as much time in the tow-
ers as they did at home, from New 
York and New Jersey, and from other 
States throughout the country, from 
small families and big families, from 
every walk and stage of life. 

On that autumn morning 6 years ago, 
they awoke and began moving to the 
rhythm of the day, drawn to the Trade 
Center just as normal, just like the 
days and the years before. Only this 
day was different. This day became an 
epoch moment in the history of man, 
this day terror would no longer be a 
thing that would be in distant places, 
not be a thing of memory or talk. Ter-
ror was about to become real. 

Three thousand people, spouses with 
no mates, children without a parent, 
siblings, and treasured friends, gone. 
They live on only in our memory. 
Seven hundred of the almost 3,000 peo-
ple who perished were from my State of 
New Jersey. Thirty-seven of them came 
from a single town in New Jersey, Mid-
dletown. In 2003, I helped dedicate a 
memorial garden in their honor. Tears 
were still flowing. Firefighters, police 
officers, and first responders died with-
in the towers, as they fought valiantly 
to save people they never knew and 
never saw. 

I had the privilege of serving as a 
commissioner of the Port Authority in 
New York and New Jersey for 4 years 
before I came to the Senate. I got to 
know the corridors of traffic and en-
ergy contained in those buildings. I 
also got to know many of the terrific 
people who filled the jobs that enabled 
the Port Authority to provide the crit-
ical services it offered to our region. 

The Port Authority lost 84 staff 
members on 9/11, including 37 brave po-
lice officers who gave their lives as 
they attempted to help others immo-
bilized by the catastrophe. I knew 
many others who worked for firms 
housed in the Twin Towers who per-
ished that day. In one firm, Cantor 
Fitzgerald, I knew people very well, 
and they lost 700 that single day at 
their firm alone, many with young 
families just beginning. They had 
young kids and they had lives with 
great possibilities ahead of them, 
ended abruptly, brutalized in that ter-
rible moment. 

People stared aghast at the tele-
vision and said to themselves and oth-
ers who would be listening: This can’t 
be happening. The United States? In 
America? Taking down the Twin Tow-
ers that were monuments to commerce, 
energy, and vitality. 

I was on a trip to the Middle East, 
and it included a stop in Israel, at the 
moment the tragedy hit. I saw tears 
flowing down the faces of people from 
this tiny country, crying for America, 
pleading for some understanding that 
would help relieve the pain. 

Like Pearl Harbor 60 years ago, 9/11 
changed the world. It changed the 
world, the way we see it, the way we 
see ourselves, constantly having to 
produce identification cards, waiting in 
lines to be examined by security, thou-
sands and thousands of people. Our own 
Homeland Security Department has 
180,000 people focused primarily on try-
ing to protect this homeland of ours 
from other violent moments with ter-
rorism. We have to live differently. We 
must live with more vigilance. We live 
knowing that evil is omnipresent. We 
know we are fighting a ruthless enemy, 
one whose frontline is our homefront, 
one that brings war to the innocent. 

We are constantly on the watch in 
New Jersey. The stretch between Port 
Newark, our harbor, and Newark Lib-
erty International Airport, is defined 
by the FBI as the most dangerous 2- 
mile stretch in the country, the most 
inviting for a terrorist attack. We are 
constantly on guard. We are constantly 
concerned. Something happened that 
day when 19 madmen set out to destroy 
America. We didn’t bend. We promised 
to search for those who orchestrated 
the terrible acts. We are still looking 
for them. We must continue to do so. 
But we will always remember those 
who fell that day. Their loss binds our 
Nation. 

We stand together as one in our fight 
against terror, and we will, on this day 
of remembrance, always remember 
what happened. We can’t forget. They 
are honored with vigils and candles, 
with that light serving as beacons of 
hope and barriers against fear. 

In Bayonne, NJ, we remember those 
who perished with a monument, and we 
see these memorial sites across our re-
gion. In Hoboken, there is a park with 
ginkgo trees whose longevity reflects 
the enduring spirit of the victims. 
From one county in New Jersey, Ber-
gen County, 135 lost their lives. 

It can’t just be a memorial. America 
has to rebuild its spirit. The world has 
to fight against terror. We know this 
morning a ceremony at the site of the 
World Trade Center took place with a 
commitment to rebuild. We want that 
to happen. It is critical for our spirit 
that we show that America is trying its 
best to bring peace to the country, to 
bring back civilization as we knew it, 
and we hope that will take place. 

I yield the floor. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from New York. 
Mr. SCHUMER. Madam President, I 

thank my friend and colleague from 
New Jersey for his outstandingly elo-
quent, heartfelt words. We share a re-
gion. We shared the tragedy of that day 
as Senators doing our best in a very 
troubled time. We continue to share it 
now in our mutual desire to keep our 
region safe from terrorism in terms of 
homeland security. 

I was at the Ground Zero site early 
this morning and before the ceremony 
of commemoration began mingled with 
some of the families of the victims. 
There is nothing more heartfelt than 
seeing these fine people, average folks 
from every different background, pro-
fession, ethnic, religious, economic 
level, holding pictures in their laps, 
often young men, young women in 
their prime, in the beginning and beau-
ty of their lives. Their parents are 
holding the pictures. Husbands are 
holding pictures of wives; wives hold-
ing pictures of husbands; children hold-
ing pictures of their dads. There is 
nothing more touching and more mean-
ingful than going over and looking at 
the faces of these fine people. All they 
have to hold are the pictures and the 
memories of the people whose lives 
were snuffed out. This happened in so 
many instances, close to 3,000 in-
stances, each one a family member, a 
friend, a business associate—gone, and 
gone for the most irrational and hate-
ful reasons. 

We fought many wars before, but 
most of them were about things we 
could maybe not agree with but under-
stand—a desire for territory, religious 
domination, righting a wrong. No, this 
war—aimed at the innocent, aimed at 
civilians, aimed at average Ameri-
cans—had an irrational hatred to it 
that is hard to comprehend. We do re-
member. One of the family members 
attached this ribbon to my lapel. Of 
course, I wear this flag which I put on 
September 12, 2001. Every day I wear a 
suit or a sport jacket, I have this flag 
on, the same one I put on my lapel 
then in hope and memory of those who 
were missing, because we didn’t know 
how many had died. I wear it every day 
to think of those who were lost and 
what we lost and what their families 
lost and what our country lost. God 
willing, I will wear it every day for the 
rest of my life to remember them. 

Today we do remember. We remem-
ber Ground Zero. We remember here on 
the Senate floor. And most of all, we 
remember in countless homes through-
out the country, throughout the 
world—most of them concentrated in 
New York and New Jersey—as people 
remember those who were taken from 
them. 

There is not much to say about such 
a mindless act of evil cruelty with al-
most no goal other than frightening 
people. But one thing we assure the 

terrorists together: Regardless of our 
political views, we are not frightened. 
We are hurt; we are saddened; some-
times we feel lost. But we are not 
frightened. They have strengthened our 
resolve—our resolve to win the war on 
terror, do it the smart and rational 
way, don’t do it in a mean, evil way 
like the means used by the terrorists. 
But we will prevail. We will rebuild 
buildings at Ground Zero. We will re-
build the network—slowly, but surely— 
that protects us at home. We will re-
build the strength of America abroad 
to fight terrorism and adapt. And we 
will prevail. But we will also never for-
get, never forget those people, some of 
whom were friends of mine, a guy I 
played basketball with as a kid in high 
school, a firefighter from the neighbor-
hood in which I was raised, a business-
man, very successful, who helped me on 
my way up—we will never forget them, 
never. We will resolve that their mem-
ory will importune us to be better as 
individuals and as a nation. 

Mr. DOMENICI. Madam President. I 
would like to take a few moments to 
remember the Americans who were 
killed in the terrorist attacks of Sep-
tember 11, 2001. 

In the 6 years since terrorists carried 
out the September 11 attacks, our Na-
tion has not forgotten the innocent 
Americans who were killed, one of 
whom was Al Marchand from 
Alamogordo, NM, a flight attendant on 
United Airlines flight 175 and one of 
the first casualties on this horrific day. 
Neither have we forgotten the heroic 
policemen and firefighters who lost 
their lives trying to save fellow Ameri-
cans or our brave men and women in 
uniform who have served their country 
in the war on terror. I do not believe 
Americans will ever cease to remember 
the shock and sadness we all felt that 
day. 

September 11 also serves as a re-
minder that there are many in this 
world who would harm us and that we 
must remain vigilant. In the last 6 
years we have made great progress in 
making sure America is secure and I 
am proud of the contribution many of 
my fellow citizens from New Mexico 
have made to strengthen our defenses 
against terrorist attack. The men and 
women at Sandia and Los Alamos Na-
tional Laboratories have worked hard 
to develop many of the technologies 
that now help us detect terrorist 
threats. Many members of the New 
Mexico National Guard have been de-
ployed to Iraq, Afghanistan, and the 
global war on terror as well as many 
active duty members of the Armed 
Forces who are stationed in or are from 
New Mexico. All these service men and 
women are doing a fantastic job and we 
should not forget to thank them for 
their service and the scarifies they 
have made to keep us safe. 

Although the Islamic extremists be-
hind the attacks sought to break our 

will and erode our freedom, they were 
unsuccessful on both fronts. Our lib-
erty is dearer to us now, and we are re-
minded of that each day, as our nation 
continues the war against terror that 
these terrorists began 6 years ago. 

I hope New Mexicans will take a mo-
ment today to reflect on the tragedy of 
9/11, the Americans who lost their lives 
and the loved ones they left behind and 
pay tribute to the individuals who 
serve and defend us today. 

Mr. SMITH. Madam President, I rise 
today in remembrance of the 2,974 
Americans who lost their lives on Sep-
tember 11, 2001. They were family, 
friends, and neighbors going about 
their everyday lives. They were airline 
passengers, office workers, emergency 
personnel, and public servants. They 
were men, women, and children of 
every age and color. Yet they were tar-
geted all the same, as citizens of a na-
tion upholding the principles of free-
dom and personal liberty. We did not 
invite this extreme act of violence, nor 
will we soon forget the heroes who gave 
their lives that day. My prayers are 
with their families and the survivors of 
this unprovoked, cold-blooded attack. 

Many brave Americans fought back 
that Tuesday morning, and many oth-
ers have continued the fight these last 
6 years. The United States has not suf-
fered another 9/11 because we have pur-
sued al-Qaida on our terms, attacking 
them where they plan and train before 
they can reach us at home. Many Or-
egonians have paid the ultimate price 
to protect their friends, family and 
country. For them, America is eter-
nally grateful. 

September 11 exposed the vulnerabil-
ity of free societies to acts of ter-
rorism. In response, Congress acted to 
improve our intelligence gathering and 
law enforcement agencies. These im-
provements have protected this coun-
try from further attacks. Today, we 
are better prepared to face this ideo-
logical battle of the 21st century, but 
we must never become complacent. 

As today’s ceremonies commemorate 
those fallen in New York City, the Pen-
tagon, and Pennsylvania, may we also 
remember those Americans on the bat-
tlefield fighting to protect us back at 
home. Their courage and dedication 
testifies to the endurance of free men 
against all adversaries. God bless lib-
erty and all those devoted to its preser-
vation. 

f 

RECESS 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate stands 
in recess until the hour of 2:15 p.m. 

Thereupon, at 12:25 p.m., the Senate 
recessed until 2:15 p.m. and reassem-
bled when called to order by the Pre-
siding Officer (Mr. CARPER). 
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DEPARTMENTS OF TRANSPOR-

TATION, HOUSING AND URBAN 
DEVELOPMENT, AND RELATED 
AGENCIES APPROPRIATIONS 
ACT, 2008—Continued 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Washington. 

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I am 
going to shortly ask for unanimous 
consent in order to set up the next vote 
at 4 o’clock. I am waiting for the rank-
ing member to return. He should be 
here shortly. 

I see a Senator on the floor. If I could 
ask the Senator from Kentucky, does 
he wish to request time to speak? 

Mr. BUNNING. Mr. President, I wish 
to speak, yes. 

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I will 
yield for the Senator from Kentucky to 
speak for a few minutes, and then I will 
come back, and we will try to get 
unanimous consent, again, to set the 
vote at 4 o’clock. 

I remind all Members of the Senate 
on both sides that the majority leader 
has asked us to finish this Transpor-
tation/Housing bill by tonight. We are 
going to be here late. Members do need 
to get their amendments to the floor, 
get them offered. We will work our way 
through them. But it is imperative we 
understand from everyone as soon as 
possible what business they need us to 
accomplish. Again, we expect to finish 
this bill by tonight. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Kentucky. 

Mr. BUNNING. Mr. President, I am 
dismayed at the lack of consideration 
given to Senator CORNYN’s resolution 
on General Petraeus and the troops. I 
condemn the comments made by the 
Democrats concerning our commander 
in Iraq, General Petraeus. The ven-
detta against our military must stop. 

It sickens me to hear the comments 
some Democrats are making against 
General Petraeus. By attacking his 
character and reputation, these Demo-
crats are attacking all our men and 
women in the military. On behalf of all 
these proud men and women who sac-
rifice their lives every day for our Na-
tion, I am here to say these actions and 
accusations have no place in public dis-
course. 

Americans do not attack the char-
acter of those who risk their lives to 
protect us. The lies, deceit, and 
disinformation the Democratic propa-
ganda machines are feeding to the 
American people must stop. 

To suggest that our troops and Gen-
eral Petraeus are motivated by politics 
rather than patriotism and love of our 
country is wrong. It diminishes the 
sacrifice each of them makes and their 
families have made in Iraq, Afghani-
stan, and many other places around the 
world. 

These attacks are made by some of 
the same people who voted on January 
26—this year—to unanimously confirm 
General Petraeus. 

At this time, Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to have printed in 
the RECORD rollcall vote No. 33. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

U.S. SENATE ROLL CALL VOTES 110TH 
CONGRESS—1ST SESSION 

As compiled through Senate LIS by the Sen-
ate Bill Clerk under the direction of the 
Secretary of the Senate 

VOTE SUMMARY 

Question: On the Nomination (Confirma-
tion Lt. Gen. David H. Petraeus, U.S. Army, 
to be General) 

Vote Number: 33. 
Required For Majority: 1⁄2. 
Nomination Number: PN178. 
Nomination Description: Lt. Gen. David H. 

Petraeus, in the Army, to be General. 
Vote Counts: Yeas, 81; Nays, 0; Not Voting, 

19. 
Vote Date: January 26, 2007, 09:45 a.m. 
Vote Result: Nomination Confirmed. 

Alphabetical by Senator Name 

Akaka (D–HI), 
Yea 

Alexander (R– 
TN), Yea 

Allard (R–CO), 
Yea 

Baucus (D–MT), 
Yea 

Bayh (D–IN), Yea 
Bennett (R–UT), 

Yea 
Biden (D–DE), 

Yea 
Bingaman (D– 

NM), Yea 
Bond (R–MO), 

Yea 
Boxer (D–CA), 

Not Voting 
Brown (D–OH), 

Yea 
Brownback (R– 

KS), Yea 
Bunning (R–KY), 

Yea 
Burr (R–NC), Yea 
Byrd (D–WV), 

Yea 
Cantwell (D– 

WA), Not 
Voting 

Cardin (D–MD), 
Yea 

Carper (D–DE), 
Yea 

Casey (D–PA), 
Yea 

Chambliss (R– 
GA), Not 
Voting 

Clinton (D–NY), 
Yea 

Coburn (R–OK), 
Not Voting 

Cochran (R–MS), 
Yea 

Coleman (R–MN), 
Yea 

Collins (R–ME), 
Yea 

Conrad (D–ND), 
Yea 

Corker (R–TN), 
Yea 

Cornyn (R–TX), 
Yea 

Craig (R–ID), Not 
Voting 

Crapo (R–ID), 
Yea 

DeMint (R–SC), 
Yea 

Dodd (D–CT), 
Yea 

Dole (R–NC), Yea 
Domenici (R– 

NM), Yea 
Dorgan (D–ND), 

Not Voting 
Durbin (D–IL), 

Yea 
Ensign (R–NV), 

Yea 
Enzi (R–WY), 

Yea 
Feingold (D–WI), 

Yea 
Feinstein (D– 

CA), Yea 
Graham (R–SC), 

Not Voting 
Grassley (R–IA), 

Yea 
Gregg (R–NH), 

Yea 
Hagel (R–NE), 

Yea 
Harkin (D–IA), 

Yea 
Hatch (R–UT), 

Yea 
Hutchison (R– 

TX), Yea 
Inhofe (R–OK), 

Yea 
Inouye (D–HI), 

Not Voting 
Isakson (R–GA), 

Yea 
Johnson (D–SD), 

Not Voting 
Kennedy (D–MA), 

Yea 
Kerry (D–MA), 

Not Voting 
Klobuchar (D– 

MN), Yea 
Kohl (D–WI), Yea 
Kyl (R–AZ), Not 

Voting 
Landrieu (D–LA), 

Yea 
Lautenberg (D– 

NJ), Yea 
Leahy (D–VT), 

Not Voting 
Levin (D–MI), 

Yea 
Lieberman (ID– 

CT), Yea 
Lincoln (D–AR), 

Yea 
Lott (R–MS), Not 

Voting 
Lugar (R–IN), 

Yea 
Martinez (R–FL), 

Not Voting 

McCain (R–AZ), 
Not Voting 

McCaskill (D– 
MO), Yea 

McConnell (R– 
KY), Yea 

Menendez (D– 
NJ), Yea 

Mikulski (D– 
MD), Yea 

Murkowski (R– 
AK), Yea 

Murray (D–WA), 
Yea 

Nelson (D–FL), 
Yea 

Nelson (D–NE), 
Yea 

Obama (D–IL), 
Yea 

Pryor (D–AR), 
Yea 

Reed (D–RI), Yea 
Reid (D–NV), Yea 
Roberts (R–KS), 

Not Voting 
Rockefeller (D– 

WV), Yea 
Salazar (D–CO), 

Yea 
Sanders (I–VT), 

Yea 
Schumer (D–NY), 

Yea 
Sessions (R–AL), 

Yea 
Shelby (R–AL), 

Yea 
Smith (R–OR), 

Not Voting 
Snowe (R–ME), 

Yea 
Specter (R–PA), 

Yea 
Stabenow (D– 

MI), Yea 
Stevens (R–AK), 

Not Voting 
Sununu (R–NH), 

Yea 
Tester (D–MT), 

Yea 
Thomas (R–WY), 

Not Voting 
Thune (R–SD), 

Yea 
Vitter (R–LA), 

Yea 
Voinovich (R– 

OH), Yea 

Warner (R–VA), 
Yea 

Webb (D–VA), 
Yea 

Whitehouse (D– 
RI), Yea 

Wyden (D–OR), 
Yea 

Grouped by Vote Position 
YEAs—81 

Akaka (D-HI) 
Alexander (R- 

TN) 
Allard (R-CO) 
Baucus (D-MT) 
Bayh (D-IN) 
Bennett (R-UT) 
Biden (D-DE) 
Bingaman (D- 

NM) 
Bond (R-MO) 
Brown (D-OH) 
Brownback (R- 

KS) 
Bunning (R-KY) 
Burr (R-NC) 
Byrd (D-WV) 
Cardin (D-MD) 
Carper (D-DE) 
Casey (D-PA) 
Clinton (D-NY) 
Cochran (R-MS) 
Coleman (R-MN) 
Collins (R-ME) 
Conrad (D-ND) 
Corker (R-TN) 
Cornyn (R-TX) 
Crapo (R-ID) 
DeMint (R-SC) 
Dodd (D-CT) 
Dole (R-NC) 

Domenici (R-NM) 
Durbin (D-IL) 
Ensign (R-NV) 
Enzi (R-WY) 
Feingold (D-WI) 
Feinstein (D-CA) 
Grassley (R-IA) 
Gregg (R-NH) 
Hagel (R-NE) 
Harkin (D-IA) 
Hatch (R-UT) 
Hutchison (R- 

TX) 
Inhofe (R-OK) 
Isakson (R-GA) 
Kennedy (D-MA) 
Klobuchar (D- 

MN) 
Kohl (D-WI) 
Landrieu (D-LA) 
Lautenberg (D- 

NJ) 
Levin (D-MI) 
Lieberman (CT) 
Lincoln (D-AR) 
Lugar (R-IN) 
McCaskill (D- 

MO) 
McConnell (R- 

KY) 
Menendez (D-NJ) 

Mikulski (D-MD) 
Murkowski (R- 

AK) 
Murray (D-WA) 
Nelson (D-FL) 
Nelson (D-NE) 
Obama (D-IL) 
Pryor (D-AR) 
Reed (D-RI) 
Reid (D-NV) 
Rockefeller (D- 

WV) 
Salazar (D-CO) 
Sanders (I-VT) 
Schumer (D-NY) 
Sessions (R-AL) 
Shelby (R-AL) 
Snowe (R-ME) 
Specter (R-PA) 
Stabenow (D-MI) 
Sununu (R-NH) 
Tester (D-MT) 
Thune (R-SD) 
Vitter (R-LA) 
Voinovich (R- 

OH) 
Warner (R-VA) 
Webb (D-VA) . 
Whitehouse (D- 

RI) 
Wyden (D-OR) 

Not Voting—19 

Boxer (D-CA) 
Cantwell (D-WA) 
Chambliss (R- 

GA) 
Coburn (R-OK) 
Craig (R-ID) 
Dorgan (D-ND) 

Graham (R-SC) 
Inouye (D-HI) 
Johnson (D-SD) 
Kerry (D-MA) 
Kyl (R-AZ) 
Leahy (D-VT) 
Lott (R-MS) 

Martinez (R-FL) 
McCain (R-AZ) 
Roberts (R-KS) 
Smith (R-OR) 
Stevens (R-AK) 
Thomas (R-WY) 

Grouped by Home State 
Alabama: Sessions (R-AL), Yea; Shelby (R- 

AL), Yea. 
Alaska: Murkowski (R-AK), Yea; Stevens 

(R-AK), Not Voting. 
Arizona: Kyl (R-AZ), Not Voting; McCain 

(R-AZ), Not Voting. 
Arkansas: Lincoln (D-AR), Yea; Pryor (D- 

AR), Yea. 
California: Boxer (D-CA), Not Voting; Fein-

stein (D-CA), Yea. 
Colorado: Allard (R-CO), Yea; Salazar (D- 

CO), Yea. 
Connecticut Dodd (D-CT), Yea; Lieberman 

(CT), Yea. 
Delaware: Biden (D-DE), Yea; Carper (D- 

DE), Yea. 
Florida: Martinez (R-FL), Not Voting; Nel-

son (D-FL), Yea. 
Georgia: Chambliss (R-GA), Not Voting; 

Isakson (R-GA), Yea. 
Hawaii: Akaka (D-HI), Yea; Inouye (D-HI), 

Not Voting. 
Idaho: Craig (R-ID), Not Voting; Crapo (R- 

ID), Yea. 
Illinois: Durbin (D-IL), Yea; Obama (D-IL), 

Yea. 
Indiana: Bayh (D-IN), Yea; Lugar (R-IN), 

Yea. 
Iowa: Grassley (R-IA), Yea; Harkin (D-IA), 

Yea. 
Kansas: Brownback (R-KS), Yea; Roberts 

(R-KS), Not Voting. 
Kentucky: Bunning (R-KY), Yea; McCon-

nell (R-KY), Yea. 
Louisiana: Landrieu (D-LA), Yea; Vitter 

(R-LA), Yea. 
Maine: Collins (R-ME), Yea; Snowe (R-ME), 

Yea. 
Maryland: Cardin (D-MD), Yea; Mikulski 

(D-MD), Yea. 
Massachusetts: Kennedy (D-MA), Yea; 

Kerry (D-MA), Not Voting. 
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Michigan: Levin (D-MI), Yea; Stabenow (D- 

MI), Yea. 
Minnesota: Coleman (R-MN), Yea; 

Klobuchar (D-MN), Yea. 
Mississippi: Cochran (R–MS), Yea; Lott (R– 

MS), Not Voting. 
Missouri: Bond (R–MO), Yea; McCaskill (D– 

MO), Yea. 
Montana: Baucus (D–MT), Yea; Tester (D– 

MT), Yea. 
Nebraska: Hagel (R–NE), Yea; Nelson (D– 

NE), Yea. 
Nevada: Ensign (R–NV), Yea; Reid (D–NV), 

Yea. 
New Hampshire: Gregg (R–NH), Yea; 

Sununu (R–NH), Yea. 
New Jersey: Lautenberg (D–NJ), Yea; 

Menendez (D–NJ), Yea. 
New Mexico: Bingaman (D–NM), Yea; 

Domenici (R–NM), Yea. 
New York: Clinton (D–NY), Yea; Schumer 

(D–NY), Yea. 
North Carolina: Burr (R–NC), Yea; Dole (R– 

NC), Yea. 
North Dakota: Conrad (D–ND) Yea; Dorgan 

(D–ND), Not Voting. 
Ohio: Brown (D–OH), Yea; Voinovich (R– 

OH), Yea. 
Oklahoma: Coburn (R–OK), Not Voting; 

Inhofe (R–OK), Yea. 
Oregon: Smith (R–OR), Not Voting; Wyden 

(D–OR), Yea. 
Pennsylvania: Casey (D–PA), Yea; Specter 

(R–PA), Yea. 
Rhode Island: Reed (D–RI), Yea; 

Whitehouse (D–RI), Yea. 
South Carolina: DeMint (R–SC), Yea; 

Graham (R–SC), Not Voting. 
South Dakota: Johnson (D–SD), Not Vot-

ing; Thune (R–SD), Yea. 
Tennessee: Alexander (R–TN), Yea; Corker 

(R–TN), Yea. 
Texas: Cornyn (R–TX), Yea; Hutchison (R– 

TX), Yea. 
Utah: Bennett (R–UT), Yea; Hatch (R–UT), 

Yea. 
Vermont: Leahy (D–VT), Not Voting; Sand-

ers (I–VT), Yea. 
Virginia: Warner (R–VA), Yea; Webb (D– 

VA), Yea. 
Washington: Cantwell (D–WA), Not Voting; 

Murray (D–WA), Yea. 
West Virginia: Byrd (D–WV), Yea; Rocke-

feller (D–WV), Yea. 
Wisconsin: Feingold (D–WI), Yea; Kohl (D– 

WI), Yea. 
Wyoming: Enzi (R–WY), Yea; Thomas (R– 

WY), Not Voting. 

Mr. BUNNING. You will notice on 
this vote that not one Senator—not 
one—voted against General Petraeus. 
During the debate on his confirmation, 
no one questioned his integrity or abil-
ity to complete his mission—a mission 
the Senate gave him by confirming 
him. And now, nearly 9 months later, 
how do we greet him when he comes 
back to deliver a progress report on 
Iraq that we requested, the Democrats, 
also, in Congress requested? Instead of 
thanking him for his sacrifices and lis-
tening to him deliver his report, many 
Democrats who voted to confirm him 
are either attacking his personal char-
acter or not defending him from a per-
sonal smear attack by their allies at 
MoveOn.org. I cannot believe this slan-
derous campaign started before they 
even heard one word of General 
Petraeus’s report. 

I read a quote from an anonymous 
Democratic Senator in the Politico 

newspaper this morning. I want to 
share it with this body today. This 
Democrat, who did not want to give his 
or her name, made the following state-
ment: 

No one wants to call [Petraeus] a liar on 
national [television]. The expectation is that 
the outside groups will do this for us. 

I do not even know where to begin to 
describe my disgust with that one. It 
shows that the attack on General 
Petraeus is a coordinated attack by 
MoveOn and its allies. 

Here is just some of what my Demo-
cratic colleagues have been saying: 

I don’t think General Petraeus has an inde-
pendent view. 

Here is another one: 
At the end of the day, these are not totally 

independent free agents. They are an append-
age of the administration. 

And another: 
The fact that there are questions about 

General Petraeus’ report is not surprising. 
. . . By the general’s admission, the so-called 
surge has not achieved its goal. . . . 

Wrong. I cannot believe these false 
statements have been made on the 
floor of this Senate. It is outrageous to 
condemn a unanimously confirmed 
general and question his patriotism for 
this country simply for political sake. 

I know many of my friends on the 
other side of the aisle are good, decent 
people. But I have to say, I am amazed 
that more of them have not denounced 
this kind of smear campaign. 

The folks from MoveOn accuse Gen-
eral Petraeus of ‘‘cooking the books.’’ 
Is this because his counterinsurgency 
operation and the surge in Iraq are 
seemingly having positive results? 
Democrats are talking out of both 
sides of their mouths, and it is time for 
them to stop talking and start listen-
ing. Instead of taking political advice 
from leftwing activist groups, Demo-
crats should actually take time to lis-
ten to General Petraeus’s report. 

I cannot tell you how disgusted I was 
to see the full-page ad yesterday in the 
New York Times—which cost $167,000; 
that is what it cost—questioning the 
character of a four-star general who 
only 9 months ago had the support of 
this entire body. 

These tactics are insulting and 
should be condemned. In my book, the 
people who resort to this type of below- 
the-belt mudslinging are no patriots. 

I happen to know General Petraeus. 
He is a good friend of mine and a good 
friend of the Commonwealth of Ken-
tucky from his days as the com-
manding officer of the 101st Airborne 
Division. He is a brave patriot of the 
highest moral character and has made 
immeasurable sacrifices for our coun-
try. He has spent the last 4 years de-
ployed from his home, from his family 
and his loved ones, overseas serving 
this great Nation. Three of these years 
he has spent in Iraq, where he has 
worked tirelessly to build security and 
stability throughout the country. His 
efforts are seeing positive results. 

To suggest he is driven more by poli-
tics than by his love of our country 
may possibly be the lowest political at-
tack I have ever seen in my time in the 
Congress. In the 4 years I have known 
him, not once did General Petraeus 
bring up politics—not once. I have no 
idea what he is—whether he is a Demo-
crat or a Republican. In all of our dis-
cussions, including the hour I spent 
with him alone in my office before he 
left for Iraq to implement the surge, I 
do not believe the word ‘‘Democrat’’ or 
‘‘Republican’’ was ever used. What I do 
know is he is a great patriot. He does 
not deserve to come home to be greeted 
by personal political attacks, espe-
cially by the very Democrats who 
asked him to come home and give us 
this report 9 months ago. 

Let me be clear to my Democratic 
colleagues: Using leftwing attack 
groups such as MoveOn to discredit 
General Petraeus—these are the worst 
of the worst. Any politician willing to 
sacrifice the long-term security of the 
United States in an attempt to salvage 
a short-term political career is beyond 
deplorable. I will not stand for it. Our 
military will not stand for it. And the 
American public will not stand for it. 

Just yesterday, a poll by the same 
New York Times reported that 68 per-
cent of Americans trust the military 
commanders more than the Democratic 
Congress when it comes to Iraq policy. 
The American public supports our mili-
tary. It is time for Congress to echo 
this support. 

Yesterday, in my office, I had the op-
portunity to sit down one on one with 
a young, brave Kentuckian who had 
just returned from a long deployment 
in one of Iraq’s hotspots. At the end of 
our visit, he turned to me and made 
one request. He asked for Congress to 
support the troops. 

How can we expect General Petraeus 
and our troops to successfully complete 
their mission when we keep attacking 
them and threatening to cut off their 
funds? I promised this young man my 
support and will continue to do all I 
can to support our troops. 

As we find ourselves 6 years from this 
tragic event, this terrorist event that 
occurred on September 11, 2001, we 
must not forget there are those out 
there who still want to harm us. The 
freedoms we enjoy daily are protected 
by the brave men and women who serve 
in our Armed Forces, including General 
Petraeus and the young man with 
whom I visited in my office yesterday. 

To all of those who suggest General 
Petraeus should be called ‘‘General Be-
tray Us,’’ I have a message for you: 
You are the ones betraying our troops 
and the American people. You are giv-
ing aid and comfort to our enemies. We 
used to try people who did this as trai-
tors. 

Just 5 months ago, the Senate Demo-
cratic majority leader was quoted as 
saying: 
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No one wants us to succeed in Iraq more 

than Democrats. 

Well, I say to my friend, the majority 
leader, stand by your words. Let’s focus 
on succeeding in Iraq and for once show 
a united support for our troops. 

Every night, my wife Mary and I 
take about 10 minutes at 9 p.m. and say 
prayers for our troops and pray for the 
safety and security of our Nation. I 
suggest to all who are listening and 
who are in this body to do likewise. 
Maybe Democrats should take a mo-
ment of silence and stop criticizing our 
commanders and troops. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that at a time determined by the 
two leaders today, the Senate proceed 
to a vote on the adoption of the Cornyn 
resolution, the text of which is the 
exact language of the amendment 
which Senator CORNYN offered this 
morning. Further, I ask consent that if 
the resolution is agreed to, the pre-
amble be agreed to and the motion to 
reconsider be laid upon the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, as 
Members know, we are currently debat-
ing the Transportation and Housing ap-
propriations bill that funds incredibly 
important infrastructure, from air-
ports to highways to bridges to housing 
programs. The majority leader has in-
structed us to finish this bill by to-
night. We have a number of amend-
ments before us that we need to work 
through. Therefore, I will object, and I 
remind all Senators that next week, in 
just a few short days, we will be mov-
ing to the Defense authorization bill 
and a debate on Iraq with numerous op-
portunities for Senators to bring for-
ward issues relating to that. So I will 
object at this time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-
tion is heard. 

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I sug-
gest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CARPER. Madam President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mrs. 
MURRAY). Without objection, it is so 
ordered. 

Mr. CARPER. Madam President, I 
feel compelled to respond to the com-
ments of my colleague and friend from 
Kentucky. There are hundreds, lit-
erally hundreds of organizations 
throughout the country that are loose-
ly supportive of the Republican Party, 
just as there are hundreds of organiza-
tions in this country that are loosely 
supportive of the Democratic Party. If 
one of those Republican organizations 
makes a particular charge or assertion, 
that does not mean that every Member 
of the U.S. Senate or the House, Repub-
lican in nature, or the administration 

believes or agrees with that assertion 
any more than one should believe that 
an assertion—in this case by an adver-
tisement paid for by MoveOn.org—is 
reflective of the views of all of us. It is 
not. I found the advertisement dis-
tasteful, disappointing, and, frankly, 
not reflective of the views I hold and I 
suspect the views that almost every-
body in the Senate, Democrat or Re-
publican, holds. 

I don’t know General Petraeus well, 
but I do know him to be a decent and 
honorable person, a good leader; some-
one who has given really the majority 
of his life to serve the people of our 
country, sometimes in dangerous and 
harmful situations; someone who is 
willing to spend not just months but 
years away, separated from his family, 
in support of our country and serving 
as he has pledged to do, as he has sworn 
to do. He is someone who, in my own 
experience with him, is a straight 
shooter. He calls them like he sees 
them. He gives us the good, the bad, 
and the ugly. He did 2 months ago when 
several of us were over in Iraq and met 
with him and Ambassador Crocker. 

I wish to speak for a moment as a 
veteran, a Vietnam veteran. My friend, 
Senator BUNNING, talked about the 
question of the lack of respect and sup-
port our troops receive maybe from 
those of us on this side of the aisle. I 
couldn’t disagree more. I remember 
what it was like 30, 35 years ago when 
those of us who served overseas in an 
even less popular war in Southeast 
Asia, the lack of support we received, 
not so much from the Congress but 
from the American people. That was 
then. This is now. I think as a nation 
we learned a lot from the way we treat-
ed veterans back at the end—during 
and at the end of the Vietnam war. We 
have vowed not to make that same 
mistake. There is great support and af-
fection for our troops, the men and 
women who serve in the Army, Navy, 
Air Force and Marines, as great now as 
I have ever seen it. 

While not everybody supports the 
war this administration has gotten us 
into, we support our troops. We pro-
vided money again and again and 
again. The Presiding Officer has led the 
fight to make sure we not only provide 
our troops with what they need in Iraq 
or in Afghanistan but to make sure the 
Veterans’ Administration has the 
money it needs to meet the needs of 
our veterans when they come back to 
us harmed, injured, and in some cases 
maimed for life. I am one of those who 
come here—and I know many others— 
who come here to work together, and I 
want us to get things done. 

General Petraeus, when he has talked 
to me—and I have heard him testify, 
and he is literally testifying again 
today on the Senate side—what he has 
said over and over again is there is not 
going to be a military victory, defini-
tive military victory in Iraq as we 

would think of having occurred in 
other wars we have fought. The victory 
is going to be a political victory, if 
there is to be one, and my earnest hope 
is that there will be one. In part, what 
the surge is about is to provide a space 
for the Iraqi political leaders to make 
some tough decisions they have been 
unwilling—unable to make for the last 
2 years. How are they going to divvy up 
and share their oil revenue? The poten-
tial is enormous. How are they going to 
share power among the different fac-
tions? What will they give the 
Baathists, the civilian arm of Sadam’s 
regime? What role will they have in 
terms of helping the country go for-
ward? Are they going to have elec-
tions? Are they going to amend their 
Constitution, as they promised to do 2 
years ago, to protect minority rights? 
Those are things the Iraqis need to do. 
Those are tough decisions they need to 
make. They have been unwilling to 
make them. We are providing for them, 
hopefully, a greater calm, a little bit 
less hostility in which they can meet 
and deliberate and hopefully reach 
some kind of consensus. That is what 
we are endeavoring to do. 

One of the roles for us here in the 
Congress is we play an oversight role, 
overseeing the administration’s con-
duct of the war after getting us into 
this war. That is appropriate, and that 
is our constitutional responsibility. We 
also have the responsibility and an op-
portunity to try to put pressure—hope-
fully in a positive way—on the Iraqi 
leaders to do what they need to do if 
they are going to have a country. We 
have been very forthright in telling 
them again and again and again. My 
hope is that they begin to listen. If 
they do, then all of the sacrifice, the 
lives, the injuries, the money we have 
spent will not have been in vain—will 
not have been in vain. If they don’t 
take advantage of the opportunities 
they have now and in the months 
ahead, they will have squandered this 
opportunity because the American peo-
ple, as generous as we are, as sup-
portive as we are of democracies here 
and around the world, we are not going 
to stand by forever and give up our own 
lives—the welcoming back of the dead, 
to care for those who have been 
maimed—we are not going to do this 
forever. There is a limited period of 
time. 

Back to General Petraeus, basically 
what he has said—and I heard him say 
it as recently as today—is the Iraqis 
have an opportunity to save their 
country. We can’t do it for them. We 
can help provide an environment where 
they can make those tough decisions. 
We are endeavoring to do that. We can 
open the door; they have to walk 
through it. My hope is that they will. 

I yield the floor and note the absence 
of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 
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The assistant legislative clerk pro-

ceeded to call the roll. 
Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CAR-
PER). Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to set aside the 
pending amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 
AMENDMENT NO. 2794 

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I call 
up amendment No. 2794 on behalf of 
Senator BINGAMAN and ask for its im-
mediate consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report. 

The assistant legislative clerk read 
as follows: 

The Senator from Washington [Mrs. MUR-
RAY], for Mr. BINGAMAN, proposes an amend-
ment numbered 2794. 

The amendment is as follows: 
(Purpose: To make a technical correction) 

On page 55, line 13, strike ‘‘106–49’’ and in-
sert ‘‘106–69’’. 

Mrs. MURRAY. That amendment has 
been cleared on both sides. I know of 
no further debate on this amendment. 

Mr. BOND. We have nothing on this 
side. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment. 

The amendment (No. 2794) was agreed 
to. 

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I 
move to reconsider the vote. 

Mr. BOND. I move to lay that motion 
on the table. 

The motion to lay on the table was 
agreed to. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2799 

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I call 
up amendment No. 2799 on behalf of 
Senator OBAMA and ask for its imme-
diate consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report. 

The assistant legislative clerk read 
as follows: 

The Senator from Washington [Mrs. MUR-
RAY], for Mr. OBAMA, proposes an amendment 
numbered 2799. 

The amendment is as follows: 
(Purpose: To provide that none of the funds 

appropriated or otherwise made available 
by this Act may be used to enter into a 
contract in an amount greater than 
$5,000,000 or to award a grant in excess of 
such amount unless the prospective con-
tractor or grantee makes certain certifi-
cations regarding Federal tax liability) 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 

SEC. ll. None of the funds appropriated 
or otherwise made available by this Act may 
be used to enter into a contract in an 
amount greater than $5,000,000 or to award a 
grant in excess of such amount unless the 
prospective contractor or grantee certifies in 

writing to the agency awarding the contract 
or grant that the contractor or grantee has 
filed all Federal tax returns required during 
the three years preceding the certification, 
has not been convicted of a criminal offense 
under the Internal Revenue Code of 1986, and 
has not been notified of any unpaid Federal 
tax assessment for which the liability re-
mains unsatisfied unless the assessment is 
the subject of an installment agreement or 
offer in compromise that has been approved 
by the Internal Revenue Service and is not 
in default or the assessment is the subject of 
a non-frivolous administrative or judicial ap-
peal. 

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, this 
amendment has been cleared on both 
sides. 

Mr. BOND. It is cleared on this side. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment. 

The amendment (No. 2799) was agreed 
to. 

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I 
move to reconsider the vote. 

Mr. BOND. I move to lay that motion 
on the table. 

The motion to lay on the table was 
agreed to. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2823 
Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I call 

up amendment No. 2823 on behalf of 
Senators SCHUMER, CLINTON, MENEN-
DEZ, LIEBERMAN, LAUTENBERG, and 
DODD. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report. 

The assistant legislative clerk read 
as follows: 

The Senator from Washington [Mrs. MUR-
RAY], for Mrs. CLINTON for herself, Mr. SCHU-
MER, Mr. MENENDEZ, Mr. LIEBERMAN, Mr. 
LAUTENBERG, and Mr. DODD, proposes amend-
ment numbered 2823. 

The amendment is as follows: 
(Purpose: To require a report on plans to al-

leviate congestion and flight delays in the 
New York/New Jersey/Philadelphia Air-
space) 
On page 147, between lines 8 and 9, insert 

the following: 
SEC. 414. Not later than 120 days after the 

date of the enactment of this Act, the Sec-
retary of Transportation shall submit to the 
Committee on Appropriations of the Senate, 
the Committee on Appropriations of the 
House of Representatives, the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation of 
the Senate, and the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure of the House of 
Representatives, a report detailing how the 
Federal Aviation Administration plans to al-
leviate air congestion and flight delays in 
the New York/New Jersey/Philadelphia Air-
space by August 31, 2008. 

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, this 
amendment has been cleared on both 
sides. I know of no further debate. 

Mr. BOND. There is no further debate 
on this side. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment. 

The amendment (No. 2823) was agreed 
to. 

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I 
move to reconsider the vote. 

Mr. BOND. I move to lay that motion 
on the table. 

The motion to lay on the table was 
agreed to. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2803 
Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I call 

up amendment No. 2803 on behalf of 
Senator SCHUMER. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report. 

The assistant legislative clerk read 
as follows: 

The Senator from Washington [Mrs. MUR-
RAY], for Mr. SCHUMER, proposes an amend-
ment numbered 2803. 

The amendment is as follows: 
(Purpose: To clarify how the Secretary of 

Housing and Urban Development shall 
manage and dispose of multifamily prop-
erties owned by the Secretary) 
On page 131, strike lines 5 through 20, and 

insert the following: 
SEC. 220. Notwithstanding any other provi-

sion of law, in fiscal year 2008, in managing 
and disposing of any multifamily property 
that is owned or has a mortgage held by the 
Secretary of Housing and Urban Develop-
ment, the Secretary shall maintain any rent-
al assistance payments under section 8 of the 
United States Housing Act of 1937 and other 
programs that are attached to any dwelling 
units in the property. To the extent the Sec-
retary determines, in consultation with the 
tenants and the local government, that such 
a multifamily property owned or held by the 
Secretary is not feasible for continued rental 
assistance payments under such section 8 or 
other programs, based on consideration of (1) 
the costs of rehabilitating and operating the 
property and all available Federal, State, 
and local resources, including rent adjust-
ments under section 524 of the Multifamily 
Assisted Housing Reform and Affordability 
Act of 1997 (‘‘MAHRAA’’) and (2) environ-
mental conditions that cannot be remedied 
in a cost-effective fashion, the Secretary 
may, in consultation with the tenants of 
that property, contract for project-based 
rental assistance payments with an owner or 
owners of other existing housing properties, 
or provide other rental assistance. The Sec-
retary shall also take appropriate steps to 
ensure that project-based contracts remain 
in effect prior to foreclosure, subject to the 
exercise of contractual abatement remedies 
to assist relocation of tenants for imminent 
major threats to health and safety. After dis-
position of any multifamily property de-
scribed under this section, the contract and 
allowable rent levels on such properties shall 
be subject to the requirements under section 
524 of MAHRAA. 

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, this 
amendment has been cleared on both 
sides. 

Mr. BOND. There is no objection on 
this side. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment. 

The amendment (No. 2803) was agreed 
to. 

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I 
move to reconsider the vote. 

Mr. BOND. I move to lay that motion 
on the table. 

The motion to lay on the table was 
agreed to. 

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, with 
that, we have now cleared several 
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amendments. We are again, for the in-
formation of all Senators, working to 
come up with a time agreement. We ex-
pect to have a vote in a little more 
than an hour, as soon as it has been 
cleared on the Republican side. 

Again, we are going to finish this bill 
tonight. All Members need to get their 
amendments to the floor, and we will 
work our way through as many as pos-
sible. It will be a late night. It will be 
less of a late night the sooner we get 
amendments to the floor. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll. 
The assistant legislative clerk pro-

ceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. GREGG. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. GREGG. Mr. President, I rise to 
address this issue now because, as I un-
derstand, there is a bit of a lull here. I 
congratulate the managers for wanting 
to get the bill completed. 

I want to continue this discussion 
that has been going forward today on 
the treatment of General Petraeus by 
the group MoveOn.org relative to the 
advertisement they ran, which has 
been shown on the floor a number of 
times, which referred to him as ‘‘Gen-
eral Betray Us.’’ I think it was a des-
picable act. I think it crosses the line, 
where someone who has dedicated his 
life to defending this Nation would be 
subjected to this type of a personal as-
sassination, personality assassination, 
character assassination. It is totally 
inappropriate. 

The troops serving us in Iraq are 
doing so because they believe unalter-
ably in the cause of America. They be-
lieve what this Nation stands for is 
good and right. They are putting their 
lives on the line to make sure we can 
maintain the freedoms that are so crit-
ical to us. You can disagree with the 
policies on Iraq—and I have a lot of 
reservations about them, especially my 
severe concerns about what is hap-
pening with the Government of Iraq in 
both the area of creating a coalition 
government and stability, and specifi-
cally in the area of corruption. 

But what you cannot argue with and 
what should not occur is to say to our 
troops who are out there every day fac-
ing danger and, obviously, a lethal 
threat, that we do not support them. 
Yet when you impugn in such a gratu-
itous and vicious way the integrity of 
their commander in the field, you 
clearly impugn the troops in the field 
also. It is wrong, and it should not be 
tolerated. 

General Petraeus has a record which 
is extraordinary. He has dedicated al-
most four decades, I believe, to the 
military service of this country. He has 
received the Bronze Star, along with 
innumerable other decorations. He 

commanded the 101st Airborne. He has 
been to Iraq on three tours and spent 
the last 4 years overseas away from his 
family. He has put in place an initia-
tive in Iraq which he generally be-
lieves, as his testimony has shown both 
yesterday and today before the House 
and the Senate, is making progress in a 
number of critical areas relative to the 
war on the ground, relative to fighting 
the Islamic terrorists who wish to do 
us harm. 

Yet before he even got to the Senate 
or to the House to testify and make his 
case as to why he felt his policy, the 
policy he is pursuing as the general in 
command, is the correct policy and 
should be sustained, before that could 
even occur, his character was attacked 
in the most vicious way by people who 
oppose the war. 

Opposing the war is a legitimate po-
sition. There are very strong argu-
ments in that area. I do not happen to 
agree with many of them, but I respect 
those arguments when they are made 
substantively and appropriately. But 
when an organization, such as 
MoveOn.org, which is a national orga-
nization of dramatic influence, steps 
out and runs a full-page ad at the cost 
of $160,000 in the New York Times 
which has as its title, ‘‘Is he General 
Petraeus or General Betray Us,’’ that 
is an inexcusable, vicious and petty act 
and not becoming of our society and a 
democracy generally. 

The other side of the aisle—and I 
have the greatest respect for Members 
on the other side of the aisle relative 
to their commitment on this issue—the 
other side of the aisle said: It is not us 
doing this. Let’s remember that 
MoveOn.org identifies with and openly 
claims to be a major player in the cau-
cus of the Democratic Party. In fact, 
this weekend in the New York Times, 
the lead spokesman for MoveOn.org 
said—and I paraphrase here—but he 
said: I meet regularly with the Demo-
cratic leaders of the Senate, and I talk 
almost daily to the Democratic staff of 
the Democratic leaders of the Senate. 

Earlier in the year, MoveOn.org—and 
I believe it was the same individual, 
and I again paraphrase—said of the 
Democratic Party: We bought it, it is 
ours, we are going to dominate it. I see 
in New Hampshire that MoveOn.org is 
being one of the most aggressive arms 
of the Democratic Party in our State. 
They are the ones carrying the mes-
sage relative to the war, relative to the 
Democratic leadership in our State, 
that is for sure. 

So I think this attempt now to step 
away—the attempt isn’t even occur-
ring. But this statement by 
MoveOn.org, which is so over the top 
and so outrageous and so inexcusable 
in its treatment of an American soldier 
and the troops he commands, should be 
repudiated openly. It should be repudi-
ated by this Senate because it is 
wrong. It is common decency that we 
should repudiate it. 

Yet we see on this floor that proce-
dural mechanisms are being used to 
protect MoveOn.org. That is what is 
happening here. Rule XVI, a procedural 
mechanism in this Senate, has been 
used to keep a very reasonably innoc-
uous sense of the Senate from being 
brought forward to a vote. It doesn’t 
take very long to vote on something 
such as this. We could set up a vote in 
10 minutes. 

What does this sense of the Senate, 
which is so inappropriate that it has to 
be knocked down by a procedural ac-
tion, say? It says: 

(b) Sense of the Senate.—It is the sense of 
the Senate— 

(1) to reaffirm its support for all the men 
and women of the United States Armed 
Forces, including General David H. Petraeus, 
Commanding General, Multi-National 
Force—Iraq; 

(2) to strongly condemn any effort to at-
tack the honor and integrity of General 
Petraeus and all of the members of the 
United States Armed Forces; and 

(3) to specifically repudiate the unwar-
ranted personal attacks on General Petraeus 
by the liberal activist group MoveOn.org. 

I think it is No. 3 that must bother 
my colleagues on the other side of the 
aisle, which is causing us not to be able 
to go to a vote on this amendment, 
that we would repudiate, probably from 
a financial standpoint, one of the big-
gest contributors to the efforts to fight 
the war and that organization, which 
openly claims to essentially be an arm 
of the Democratic Party, would be re-
pudiated on the Senate floor. But they 
deserve to be repudiated. 

Honestly, if an organization which 
identified itself with the Republican 
Party—I cannot think of any that we 
have that has the type of money that 
MoveOn.org has because we don’t have 
any George Soroses funding us or any 
organization such as that, but if we did 
have such an organization and they did 
something such as this, I would imme-
diately want to repudiate it because 
somebody of the character and com-
mitment of General Petraeus does not 
deserve this attack. He came back to 
testify because he was asked to come 
back to testify by committees which 
are majority committees, committees 
where the majority is controlled by the 
Democratic leadership of the Congress. 
Yet before he gets here to testify be-
fore those committees, there is a clear 
attempt to discredit him personally be-
cause they do not like the message. So 
instead of attacking the message, they 
decided to kill the messenger or at-
tempt to at least undermine the mes-
senger. That is the goal of this ad, 
nothing more than a petty attempt to 
basically undermine the message Gen-
eral Petraeus has to deliver: We are 
going to attack him who is the mes-
senger, which is gratuitous, inappro-
priate, inaccurate, unfair, and vicious, 
quite simply vicious, calling him ‘‘Gen-
eral Betray Us.’’ 

So if the majority party does not 
subscribe to this message, then they 
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should allow us to offer this resolution 
right now while he is in town, while he 
is testifying before the Senate today 
and before the House yesterday. They 
should not ask us to wait until next 
week to correct this egregious act and 
to go on record to repudiate this egre-
gious act. They should not use a par-
liamentary procedure to defend 
MoveOn.org. No, we should have a vote 
right now on this resolution, this sense 
of the Senate. 

So at this point, I ask unanimous 
consent, Mr. President, that rule XVI 
not apply to this sense of the Senate 
and that a procedural attack on this 
sense of the Senate not be in order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
CASEY). Is there objection? 

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I ob-
ject. 

Mr. GREGG. Mr. President, I further 
ask unanimous consent that we imme-
diately move to a vote on this resolu-
tion stating we support General 
Petraeus as general in the field, we 
support his men and women who are 
fighting for us, and that we reject the 
despicable ad of MoveOn.org. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I ob-
ject. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-
tion is heard. 

Mr. GREGG. Mr. President, I regret 
the decision by the majority party to 
not allow us to proceed in this manner, 
to help us give this good man his fair 
hearing. 

I yield the floor and suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The bill clerk proceeded to call the 
roll. 

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2816, AS MODIFIED 
Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the Klobuchar 
amendment be the pending amend-
ment, and the amendment be modified 
with the changes that are at the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The amendment, as modified, is as 
follows: 

On page 20, between lines 13 and 14, insert 
the following: 

I–35W BRIDGE REPAIR AND RECONSTRUCTION 
For necessary expenses to carry out the 

project for repair and reconstruction of the 
Interstate I–35W bridge located in Min-
neapolis, Minnesota, that collapsed on Au-
gust 1, 2007, as authorized under section 1(c) 
of Public Law 110–56 (121 Stat. 558), up to 
$195,000,000, as otherwise eligible under the 
emergency relief program of the Department 
of Transportation, to remain available until 
expended, Provided, That that amount is des-
ignated as an emergency requirement pursu-
ant to section 204 of S. Con. Res. 21 (110th 

Congress): Provided further, That the Federal 
share of the costs of any project funded using 
amounts made available under this section 
shall be 100 percent in accordance with sec-
tion 1(b) of Public Law 110–56 (121 Stat. 558). 

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I 
would again notify Members that we 
are likely going to have a vote here in 
about 35 minutes. We are working to-
ward an agreement on that. But I no-
tify Members to come to the floor for a 
vote in a short while. 

Mr. President, I suggest the absence 
of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mrs. MURRAY. I ask unanimous con-
sent that the order for the quorum call 
be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mrs. MURRAY. I ask unanimous con-
sent that at 4:15, the Senate proceed to 
a vote on a motion to table the Coburn 
amendment No. 2810 and that Senator 
COBURN be allowed the last 10 minutes 
prior to the vote in order to speak on 
his amendment. I further ask unani-
mous consent to preclude any other 
amendments prior to the Coburn 
amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mrs. MURRAY. I suggest the absence 
of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Ms. LANDRIEU. I ask unanimous 
consent that the order for the quorum 
call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2795 
Ms. LANDRIEU. I ask unanimous 

consent that the pending amendment 
be set aside. I call up amendment No. 
2795 and ask for its immediate consid-
eration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. The clerk 
will report. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
The Senator from Louisiana [Ms. 

LANDRIEU] proposes an amendment num-
bered 2795. 

Ms. LANDRIEU. I ask unanimous 
consent that reading of the amendment 
be dispensed with. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 
(Purpose: To provide funding for 3,000 units 

of permanent supportive housing for home-
less, disabled, and elderly persons in the 
State of Louisiana, and for other purposes) 

On page 114, between lines 18 and 19, insert 
the following: 

PERMANENT SUPPORTIVE HOUSING 

For the provision of 3,000 units of perma-
nent supportive housing as required under 
the Road Home Program of the Louisiana 
Recovery Authority and approved by the 

Secretary of Housing and Urban Develop-
ment, $70,000,000, of which $20,000,000 shall be 
for project-based vouchers under section 
8(o)(13) of the United States Housing Act of 
1937 (42 U.S.C. 1437f(o)(13)), and $50,000,000 
shall be for grants under the Shelter Plus 
Care Program as authorized under subtitle F 
of title IV of the McKinney-Vento Homeless 
Assistance Act (42 U.S.C. 11403 et seq.): Pro-
vided, That the Secretary of Housing and 
Urban Development shall, upon request, 
make funds available under this paragraph 
to the State of Louisiana or its designee or 
designees: Provided further, That notwith-
standing any other provision of law, for the 
purpose of administering the amounts pro-
vided under this paragraph, the State of Lou-
isiana or its designee or designees may act in 
all respects as a public housing agency as de-
fined in section 3(b)(6) of the United States 
Housing Act of 1937 (42 U.S.C. 1437a(b)(6)): 
Provided further, That subparagraphs (B) and 
(D) of section 8(o)(13) of the United States 
Housing Act of 1937 (42 U.S.C. 1437f(o)(13)) 
shall not apply with respect to vouchers 
made available under this paragraph: Pro-
vided further, That the amounts provided by 
this paragraph are designated as an emer-
gency requirement pursuant to section 204 of 
S. Con. Res. 21 (110th Congress), the concur-
rent resolution of the budget for fiscal year 
2008. 

Ms. LANDRIEU. Mr. President, I 
thank the Senator from Washington 
for her leadership in managing this 
bill. We have had many important 
amendments discussed, and, of course, 
the Transportation and HUD appro-
priations bill is one of the most impor-
tant of all of our appropriations bills. 
It covers all of our transportation in-
frastructure, including mass-transit 
and housing initiatives and others. I 
could not let this opportunity go by 
without offering an amendment that is 
one important piece of an overall puz-
zle for recovery in my State. It is my 
sincere hope that we can pass this 
amendment today, but if not, I am 
willing to work with the distinguished 
chair and ranking member to incor-
porate this provision in the appropriate 
legislative vehicle. 

We are still struggling, despite the 
wonderful amounts of money from vol-
unteers particularly and time from vol-
unteers and appropriations that have 
come from Congress to help rebuild 
homes, we are still struggling from a 
catastrophic flood in south Louisiana, 
primarily in southeast Louisiana in the 
city of New Orleans, that region, St. 
Bernard Parish, Plaquemines Parish, 
Orleans Parish, parts of Jefferson, and 
others. There was also tremendous 
flooding in the southwest part of the 
State caused by Hurricane Rita, which 
came 4 weeks after Hurricane Katrina. 

While the country is used to dealing 
with hurricanes and we have all had 
large ones and small ones and ferocious 
ones and minor ones to deal with, we 
have never, at least in the last 100 
years or so, dealt with the devastation 
following the levee breaks and flooding 
and pumping systems that collapsed 
that should have worked. I tell people, 
if they can just imagine what the Neth-
erlands would look like if the little guy 
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with his finger in the dike—if it didn’t 
work one day and the dike broke and 
the Netherlands basically went under-
water. It is a country, and it is much 
smaller than the United States. In fact, 
it would fit inside of Louisiana. But, 
nonetheless, it is a very powerful eco-
nomic engine in Europe. To have that 
dike and levee system fail and the ca-
tastrophe that would result in large 
measure is kind of what happened in 
New Orleans and the region. 

You can imagine the difficulty of re-
building 200,000-plus residences, some 
individual, single-family, owner-occu-
pied homes, some homes that were 
rented, nonsubsidized, and then the 
rental subsidized sections of the city, 
public housing, affordable housing, 
workforce development housing—there 
are many words to describe these types 
of housing. 

I come to say that rebuilding this 
housing stock is quite a challenge for 
our delegation. Congress can provide 
vast amounts of tax credits, grants, 
loans, and waivers but these benefits 
will not spur recovery if we cannot get 
people back into their homes. That is 
where recovery must start and end. For 
example, in Louisiana alone we had 
over 20,000 businesses destroyed. Busi-
ness cannot open their doors if their 
workers have nowhere to live. Lou-
isiana also had 875 schools destroyed. 
Again, teachers cannot come back to 
school and teach our children if they 
do not have a roof over their heads. So 
a fundamental piece of recovery in the 
gulf coast is to allow disaster victims 
to return home and rebuild. 

The amendment I offer today for con-
sideration—I thank Senator MURRAY 
for being such an outstanding leader on 
previous appropriations bills to try to 
push this issue for additional funding 
and help—is specifically to com-
plement or parallel our efforts for help-
ing homeowners get back. There is a 
bill, S. 1668, the Gulf Coast Housing Re-
covery Act, which is coming through 
the Banking Committee which is going 
to help our public housing residents 
and workforce development housing. 
This is because we lost thousands of 
units of public subsidized housing. I am 
pleased to work alongside Senate 
Banking Committee Chairman CHRIS 
DODD to hopefully secure a hearing on 
this important bill in the coming 
weeks and to work with my colleagues 
to usher it out of committee as soon as 
possible. 

In regards to this bill, I should note 
that the recovery of public housing is 
one area that has not received much 
national press attention, even though 
prior to Hurricane Katrina, the Hous-
ing Authority of New Orleans—HANO 
operated over 7,000 public housing 
units, with about 5,100 units occupied. 
These residents, just like renters and 
homeowners, have a right to return 
home. We must provide them with the 
means and opportunity to do so. S. 

1668, which I have mentioned would 
provide the means and opportunity 
necessary to make this happen. 

I will not go into great detail on this 
legislation today but given its impor-
tance to my state, and the entire gulf 
coast, let me summarize the main pro-
visions in this bill. First, this bill sets 
out a process to allow New Orleans 
area public housing residents to return 
home. Next, it strikes a good balance 
between the redevelopment priorities 
of HANO, developers, and public hous-
ing residents to responsibly rebuild 
better affordable housing units in New 
Orleans. Lastly, this bill creates home 
ownership opportunities, spurs commu-
nity development, and gives a hand up 
to community nonprofits. 

As evidence of the merits of this bill 
and the balanced approach we have es-
tablished, I will ask that a copy of an 
August 27, 2007, Washington Post edi-
torial be printed in the RECORD. This 
editorial clearly outlines the need for 
this legislation, how it will allow re-
sponsible mixed-income development, 
and how if it is passed today, respon-
sible developers could begin construc-
tion tomorrow if they meet require-
ments in our bill. They are not burden-
some requirements, instead they ask 
developers to consult with residents, 
ensure that when they tear down pub-
lic housing units that they are pro-
viding for sufficient replacement units 
of affordable housing. Given that our 
State has over 5,000 displaced public 
housing residents, thousands of people 
who were on the waiting list pre- 
Katrina to get into public housing, and 
a further 12,000 homeless individuals, I 
do not feel this is unreasonable to re-
quire that affordable housing stock be 
replaced, not lost, during this housing 
crisis. 

I note that according to a June 2007 
report by PolicyLink, a national re-
search institute, rents have increased 
as much as 40 to 200 percent since the 
storms, leaving few apartments afford-
able to families making less than the 
area median income. That is why the 
amendment I am discussing, and S. 1668 
are so important. The amendment I 
offer today is included as an authoriza-
tion in S. 1668 and I would urge my 
Democratic and Republican colleagues 
to support this bill as I would ask their 
consideration of this amendment 
today. 

This amendment is an amendment 
which will help close the loophole for 
the elderly, the disabled, and the home-
less. In particular, there are a group of 
people who are too frail or fragile to 
live on their own, yet they do not be-
long in a hospital. We have many peo-
ple—I am sure in the State of the Pre-
siding Officer, in Pennsylvania, and I 
was in Philadelphia last night, a mag-
nificent city—I am sure you can think 
of many places in Philadelphia where 
there are homes or apartments for dis-
abled elderly, for adults who are not 

older but they are disabled through an 
accident or injury. They don’t belong 
in a hospital. They can’t be left alone. 
But it is sort of group housing, many 
times run by Catholic Charities. Some-
times they are run by other nonprofit 
organizations. We need that kind of 
housing desperately to help us get 
back, to take care of the most fragile 
people in our city who are still today 
without shelter. It would help those 
most at-risk, and those who really need 
the help most in my state. You can 
imagine the challenge to take care of 
this group under normal cir-
cumstances. But here we are, dealing 
with a catastrophe, trying to provide 
housing for thousands of people now re-
turning to the city in a fragile situa-
tion. It is our obligation as a city, as a 
State, and as a nation to help. So that 
is basically what my amendment does. 

I note that the Senate has already 
passed this amendment. It already 
passed this body as part of H.R. 4939, 
the emergency supplemental which was 
enacted last summer. However, much 
to my chagrin, and to those working on 
this issue in my State, this important 
provision was taken out by the House 
in final negotiations on the supple-
mental. So the Senate has already in 
some measure passed this particular 
proposal. I am offering and talking 
about it today to ask the Senate to 
consider this 3,000 units of supportive 
housing for the elderly, the disabled, 
and the homeless—the most fragile of 
our population. This is not necessarily 
the working population. These people 
can’t work. They are too old to work, 
they are too weak to work, or they are 
too sick. But it is, of course, our obli-
gation to help provide them with per-
manent and safe places to live. We all 
have a percentage of the population. 
No matter where you live, in the 
Northwest or in the Northeast or in the 
South, a percentage of the population 
has been overlooked. 

With this in mind, we have to fight 
to get our homeowners back in their 
houses who are workers and business 
owners and professionals and upwardly 
mobile middle-class individuals. We 
have to fight hard to get our renters 
back. Some renters are upwardly mo-
bile and middle class, some very 
wealthy. They just choose not to own a 
home. There is another group of rent-
ers that are in subsidized rentals be-
cause they have to be because they are 
working at minimum-wage jobs. There 
is a whole other group of people who 
are neither homeowners, young and vi-
brant, in the middle class and younger, 
although they might have been at one 
time. They are not in regular rental 
units. They are the fragile population. 
We have virtually provided no addi-
tional funding for them. That is what 
my amendment attempts to do. People 
are living with relatives. People are 
making ends meet. This amendment 
would provide $70 million for 3,000 units 
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of permanent supportive housing to as-
sist these at-risk residents. 

As I mentioned, I was able to put this 
in the Senate-passed version of the 
emergency supplemental but, unfortu-
nately, it was taken out. Therefore, I 
am here to show my support for this 
proposal, to respectfully ask the chair-
man and ranking member who are han-
dling this appropriations legislation to 
consider this important proposal again 
today. If it can’t be adopted by this 
body today, I would like to ask them 
whether they would be supportive of 
including this in the next supplemental 
that comes before the Senate. I see the 
chairman of the committee on the 
floor. I would appreciate knowing if 
Senator MURRAY is supportive of this 
amendment. 

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, the 
Senator from Louisiana has raised a 
critically important issue with regard 
to the need of the disabled and home-
less citizens in Katrina-impacted areas 
she knows so well. We are going to be 
developing a supplemental appropria-
tions bill in a very short time which we 
anticipate will include provisions as it 
relates to Katrina. The Senator does 
have my commitment that I will work 
with her to see what we can do to ad-
dress that critical need within the sup-
plemental. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2795, WITHDRAWN 
Ms. LANDRIEU. I thank the Senator 

from Washington. 
With that commitment and the op-

portunity to speak on this important 
issue today—I know there are other 
amendments that will be considered—I 
am willing to withdraw my amendment 
at this time and will offer it again at 
an appropriate time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
amendment is withdrawn. 

Ms. LANDRIEU. I ask unanimous 
consent to have the previously men-
tioned article printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

[From the Washington Post, Aug. 27, 2007] 
HOME SWEET HOME 

Public housing advocates are gearing up 
for a sit-in at the offices of the Housing Au-
thority of New Orleans tomorrow. Their frus-
tration is understandable. Two years after 
Hurricane Katrina scattered residents to 
communities outside the Crescent City, most 
have yet to return home. But the protesters’ 
goal of getting the displaced back into their 
old units is wrong. While the historical sig-
nificance of those structures is undeniable, 
so is their history of being forlorn concentra-
tions of poverty. 

To tour the barracks-style apartment com-
plexes of New Orleans is to see the best and 
worst of public housing. Because most of 
them were built in the 1940s, a walk into one 
of their cramped units is a walk back in 
time. For instance, residents can’t run water 
in the bathtub and the bathroom sink at the 
same time. Warmth in the winter is provided 
by space heaters. For the most part, the old 
projects are cut off from the flow of the city 
because the city’s streets don’t go through 

them. Now, if you go to the redeveloped 
Fischer and St. Thomas complexes, you’ll 
see the best in modern public housing. 
Warehousing of the poor and marginalizing 
them from the larger community are out. 
Modeled on HOPE VI developments, these 
are mixed-income neighborhoods of town-
houses. The homes are spacious. The appli-
ances are new. The sense of hopelessness 
that envelops Iberville, the one fully func-
tioning old-style public housing project, is 
not present. 

The U.S. Department of Housing and Urban 
Development wants to bring four other old 
public housing estates into the modern era. 
But a lawsuit by the Advancement Project, a 
Washington-based civil rights organization, 
has stopped HUD from doing so. The lawsuit 
accuses the agency of cleansing African 
Americans from New Orleans by keeping the 
four public housing projects shuttered. It de-
mands a right of return for all New Orleans 
public housing residents, and it demands 
that those families go back to the units they 
fled on Aug. 29, 2005. Until the case goes to 
trial in November, those families will have 
to wait. This is unconscionable. Yes, they 
should return. But they should return to 
something much better than they left. 

At least one developer, Enterprise Commu-
nity Partners, which has been chosen by 
HUD to redevelop the Lafitte project, has 
committed to providing a new public housing 
unit to every family that lived there before 
in what would become a mixed-income com-
munity. A bill sponsored by Sens. Chris-
topher J. Dodd (D–Conn.) and Mary Landrieu 
(D–La.) would make what Enterprise is vol-
untarily doing the law. 

Donna Davis, 52, has lived in the projects 
since she was 9. The pride in her two-story 
townhouse in the new Fischer complex was 
plainly evident as she toured a visitor 
around. When asked what she would say to 
people afraid of HUD’s redevelopment plans, 
Ms. Davis looked to her own experience. ‘‘We 
lived [in Fischer] and stayed there,’’ she 
said. ‘‘Now it’s time for us to grow and open 
up . . . to see how good we can all live.’’ If 
the Dodd-Landrieu bill passes, the Advance-
ment Project should drop its lawsuit. Re-
turning public housing residents deserve to 
have Ms. Davis’s experience. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2816 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Minnesota. 
Mr. COLEMAN. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that I be permitted 
to display four charts during debate on 
the Klobuchar amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I have 
consulted with everyone. As much as I 
would like to comply with the Senator, 
if we make it four, it is going to be six, 
it is going to be eight. I think we need 
to keep to it a modicum that works for 
all Senators. At this point, I apologize, 
but I have to object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-
tion is heard. 

Mr. COLEMAN. Mr. President, I rise 
in support of an amendment offered by 
my colleague from Minnesota, Senator 
KLOBUCHAR, and myself. The amend-
ment is only a few lines long, but it 
truly embodies the Minnesota spirit of 
perseverance and rebuilding in light of 
enormous tragedy. 

Most of us in the North Star State 
won’t ever forget the tragic event that 

befell our largest city on ‘‘eight one’’ 
of this year. Just after 6 p.m. on that 
day, the main transportation artery in 
the heart of Minneapolis, the Inter-
state 35W bridge, fell into the Mis-
sissippi River, killing 13 people and 
wounding more than 100 others. The 
images that began to appear on na-
tional news within minutes of the col-
lapse are still too difficult to describe 
with words, and the view behind me 
only begins to outline the magnitude 
this disaster has had on the Twin Cit-
ies and our entire region. The pictures 
hardly describe the extent of the trag-
edy. 

As I mentioned on the floor of this 
body when Senator KLOBUCHAR and I 
returned from surveying the damage of 
the bridge collapse firsthand within 
hours of the tragedy, this area of the 
Mississippi River is one of Minnesota’s 
most historic. It was here that Father 
Louis Hennepin named the falls of St. 
Anthony, pictured behind me upstream 
from the wreckage. You can also see 
Cadwallader Washburn’s and Charles 
Pillsbury’s flour mills that sprang up 
along these falls, defining an era of 
growth in our State and earning Min-
neapolis the title of ‘‘The mill city.’’ 
These structures, these falls, and this 
river include so much of our State’s 
history and identity, sitting on the 
headwaters of North America’s great-
est waterway. This is truly the heart of 
the heartland. 

As I said on August 2, when this 
bridge fell, part of our Minnesota iden-
tity fell with it. Within 60 hours of the 
bridge’s collapse, we in the U.S. Senate 
took action and committed the nec-
essary Federal resources to rebuild this 
structure and to rebuild it quickly. I 
thank my colleagues once again, as I 
thanked them before we adjourned for 
the August recess, for their commit-
ment to the people of Minnesota and to 
reacting decisively when an emergency 
strikes in our Nation. 

The actions we took in this body be-
fore recess set out a blueprint for the 
future of the I–35W bridge and the en-
tire Twin Cities region. We provided 
authorization for emergency funding, 
$55 million of which was sent to the 
Minnesota Department of Transpor-
tation almost immediately to begin re-
construction of the bridge. We provided 
immediate assistance in transit fund-
ing, including $5 million to assist the 
Twin Cities in their most immediate 
transportation needs including detours 
and temporary busing, and other Fed-
eral resources, such as Navy dive teams 
used to recover bodies under conditions 
in which there was no visibility, with 
current, twisted metal, steel, and con-
crete. Without these resources, we 
would not have been able to move so 
quickly to bring some measure of clo-
sure to families who have suffered so 
much. 

Regional transportation administra-
tors descended upon the Twin Cities. 
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Across the board, we reacted in a way 
that showed we were there to help and 
assist in recovery and in rebuilding. 
That was a good thing. But while these 
efforts were an important start, the 
bridge rebuilding process is steaming 
ahead with bid letting for the bridge 
this week. I received a letter today 
from Assistant Transportation Com-
missioner Bob McFarlin from the Min-
nesota Department of Transportation. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that letter be printed in the 
RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

MINNESOTA DEPARTMENT 
OF TRANSPORTATION, 

Saint Paul, MN, September 11, 2007. 
Hon. NORM COLEMAN, 
Russell Senate Office Building, 
Washington, DC. 
Hon. AMY KLOBUCHAR, 
Hart Senate Office Building, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR SENATOR COLEMAN & SENATOR 
KLOBUCHER: On behalf of the Minnesota De-
partment of Transportation, I want to thank 
you and Congress once again for the quick 
response in authorizing $250 million in emer-
gency relief funding to help the state re-
spond to the I–35W bridge collapse. Congress 
and the entire federal government’s incred-
ible response has greatly facilitated the abil-
ity of the state to recover from this tragedy. 

Now the state is looking to Congress to 
quickly appropriate the $250 million in emer-
gency funding. The Untied States Depart-
ment of Transportation has made available 
$55 million of the $250 million which is help-
ing pay the initial costs of recovery, cleanup, 
traffic re-routing, and bridge replacement. 
However, this $55 million and the state’s 
cash flow will likely be depleted by October 
2007. 

The Minnesota Department of Transpor-
tation is proceeding with bid-letting for the 
bridge replacement on or about September 
19th with award by the end of September. 
Construction would commence in mid-Octo-
ber. 

If the $250 million in federal emergency re-
lief funding is not appropriated soon, the 
state will be in a difficult financial situation 
in trying to quickly replace this bridge and 
keep other construction projects on sched-
ule. 

Sincerely, 
BOB MCFARLIN, 

Assistant to the Commissioner. 

Mr. COLEMAN. At the impressive 
pace the Minnesota Department of 
Transportation is moving toward re-
building this essential structure, this 
letter states the funding we have al-
ready appropriated for reconstruction 
will likely run out by the middle of Oc-
tober, thwarting the otherwise amaz-
ing progress we are making in recovery 
from this horrible tragedy. 

The Minnesota Department of Trans-
portation will in all likelihood receive 
funding someday from the Federal Gov-
ernment to complete reconstruction of 
this bridge. That is not at question. We 
authorized that funding before we ad-
journed. What the amendment before 
us would do is simply expedite receipt 
of this funding so the State can con-

tinue its reconstruction process on this 
critical project. We all know it is not 
easy to pass a bill around here. The 
people of Minneapolis and the Twin 
Cities are still dealing with an emer-
gency, and they need emergency fund-
ing now. The reconstruction of the 
bridge stops when the money runs out. 
Who knows when we will have another 
chance to provide funding for this hor-
rible tragedy. 

The time is now. We have a Transpor-
tation appropriations bill before us 
with a transportation emergency in 
our backyard. I ask my colleagues to 
help us rebuild, to help us recover, and 
to do so today for a brighter future and 
a brighter tomorrow for the people of 
Minneapolis and the people of Min-
nesota, and, in fact, the people of the 
entire region. 

I urge support for the Klobuchar- 
Coleman amendment. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor and 
suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
CARDIN). The clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. COBURN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The Senator from Oklahoma is recog-
nized until 4:15. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2810 
Mr. COBURN. Mr. President, we are 

going to be voting on an amendment 
very soon, amendment No. 2810. The 
whole point of this amendment is to re-
order our priorities in terms of trans-
portation. We have had significant de-
bate on whether certain ongoing 
projects will be harmed. 

We have seen a Department of Trans-
portation inspector general’s report 
that lists five problems with what is 
happening right now. Basically, the 
conclusion of the report is earmarks 
are not the most effective or efficient 
use of funds—noncompetitively award-
ed transportation earmarks. 

Let me say that again. Noncompeti-
tively awarded transportation ear-
marks reduce funding for each indi-
vidual State’s core transportation 
funding. They are not in unison with 
DOT strategic research goals. As a 
matter of fact, the research institute 
has oftentimes gone around with ear-
marks. They provide funds for projects 
that would otherwise be ineligible for 
transportation funds. They disrupt the 
agency’s ability to fund programs as 
designated when authorized funding 
amounts are exceeded by what they 
call overearmarking. That is the tech-
nique where we put in an earmark, con-
gressionally directed spending, but we 
do not put enough money in to pay for 
that congressional spending, so that 
excess money goes against the rest of 
the transportation priorities. Then, fi-
nally, many low priority earmarked 

projects are being funded over higher 
priority nonearmarked projects. 

This is a simple amendment that 
says we are not going to spend money 
on earmarks unless they are for roads 
and bridges at this time. It does not 
stop earmarks; it just slows them down 
and says: Whoa. This is a lower pri-
ority than what we are doing. 

In this bill are over 500 earmarks 
that come right now to $2.8 billion. Mr. 
President, $2.8 billion would go a long 
way in terms of fixing the tremendous 
number of bridges that are structurally 
deficient in this country. That is just 
with the National Highway System. 
That does not have anything to do with 
State transportation highways. 

The real question for this body—and 
there have been many claims made 
against this amendment. No. 1, this 
amendment will not lessen the amount 
of money that goes to State transpor-
tation departments. That money can 
be rerouted so certain things such as 
transit initiatives will not have to 
stop. But what it will say is, the Sen-
ate is on record for saying the highest 
priority ought to have the highest pri-
ority. 

Minnesota is a tragic example of the 
misplaced priorities we have. Of the 
billions and billions of dollars, well 
over 10 percent of the last Transpor-
tation bill—authorization bill—and a 
significant amount of this bill will be 
spent on projects that are not a pri-
ority for a State, are not a priority for 
national transportation, but are our 
priorities. We can differ on what the 
low level priorities are, but nobody can 
deny we have a significant problem 
with structurally deficient bridges in 
this country. 

We are going to spend $600,000 on 
horse-riding facilities, $5.9 million on a 
snowmobile trail, $8 million on a park-
ing garage, $532,000 just on one par-
ticular earmark for a pedestrian trail, 
$1.25 million for a day center and park- 
and-ride facility, $3 million for dust 
control mitigation, and $2.75 million 
for the National Packard Museum 
when we have bridges falling down? 

I think we have plenty of room to re-
order our priorities. This amendment 
does not eliminate any earmark. What 
it does is delay it. There is no question 
about it. But the purpose is to put us in 
touch with the American people say-
ing: First things first. This does not 
eliminate addressing the 13,000 people 
who die every year on unsafe roads. 
Those funds are still available. 

We heard from the Senator from Mis-
souri that 400 people succumbed to ac-
cidents related to bridges in the last 
year. The fact is, we have had almost 
40,000 people die a year on our roads. A 
third of that is secondary to alcohol 
excess. But another third of that is as-
sociated with unsafe roads and bridges. 
That is according to the Department of 
Transportation. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent to have printed in the RECORD a 
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letter from the Department of Trans-
portation inspector general and an ac-
companying Executive Overview of Re-
port AV–2007–066 of the Department of 
Transportation. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION, 
OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL, 

Washington, DC, September 7, 2007. 
Hon. TOM COBURN, 
Ranking Member, Subcommittee on Federal Fi-

nancial Management, Government Informa-
tion, Federal Services, and International Se-
curity, Committee on Homeland Security 
and Governmental Affairs, U.S. Senate, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR SENATOR COBURN: We have enclosed 
the results of our review of congressional 
earmarks within Department of Transpor-
tation (DOT) programs, which we conducted 
in response to your request. Specifically, you 
asked that we conduct an independent anal-
ysis of the cost, oversight, and impact of 
congressional earmarks for the most recent 
fiscal year. 

We determined the total number and dollar 
amount of congressional earmarks within 
DOT programs for fiscal year 2006, the inclu-
sion of earmarks in DOT’s annual planning 
and evaluation process, and the effects of 
earmarks on DOT’s mission and goals. 

This report provides our analysis of se-
lected programs within the Federal Highway 
Administration, the Federal Transit Admin-
istration, and the Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration; these agencies accounted for 99 per-
cent of the earmarks (both in number and 
dollar amount) in DOT for fiscal year 2006. 

We want to express our appreciation to the 
Department and the various stakeholder or-
ganizations for their cooperation during this 
review. 

If I can answer any questions or be of fur-
ther service, please contact me or Todd J. 
Zinser, Deputy Inspector General. 

Sincerely, 
CALVIN L. SCOVEL III, 

Inspector General. 

INTRODUCTION 
Over the past year, there has been consid-

erable interest and debate over congressional 
earmarks. According to the Government Ac-
countability Office, an earmark is a congres-
sional directive in legislation to a Federal 
agency to spend a specific amount of its 
budget for a specific entity, project, or serv-
ice. Earmarking differs from the general ap-
propriations process where Congress grants a 
lump sum to an agency to distribute accord-
ing to the agency’s authorized, transparent, 
statutory criteria and merit-based decision- 
making processes. 

In a memorandum published in January 
2006, the Congressional Research Service re-
ported that during the 10-year period from 
fiscal year (FY) 1996 to FY 2005, the number 
of earmarks within Department of Transpor-
tation (DOT) appropriations acts and accom-
panying conference reports increased by 
more than 1,150 percent—from 167 earmarks 
in FY 1996 to 2,094 earmarks in FY 2005. The 
amount of dollars earmarked also increased 
by more than 314 percent—from $789 million 
in FY 1996 to about $3.27 billion in FY 2005 
(see figure). Although down in numbers from 
FY 2005, DOT’s FY 2006 appropriations in-
cluded 1,582 earmarks, of which 1,516 were 
specifically identified in the conference re-
port accompanying the act. 

Not only do earmarks originate in the ap-
propriation process, but they also enter the 

process through program authorizations. Re-
cent DOT re-authorizations have included a 
significant number of specific projects with 
associated funding directed to specific state 
and local agencies or locations. For example, 
the current DOT authorization for surface 
transportation, the Safe, Accountable, Flexi-
ble, Efficient Transportation Equity Act: A 
Legacy for Users (SAFETEA–LU), accounted 
for 6,474 (80 percent) of DOT’s 8,056 ear-
marked projects for FY 2006. As with most 
DOT program authorizations, SAFETEA–LU 
is a multi-year (5 years—from FY 2005 to FY 
2009) authorization with specified percent-
ages of appropriated funds authorized each 
year for the given agencies, programs, and 
activities. 

In August 2006, Senator COBURN—then 
Chairman of the Senate Subcommittee on 
Federal Financial Management, Government 
Information, Federal Services, and Inter-
national Security—requested that we con-
duct an independent analysis of the cost, 
oversight, and impact of congressional ear-
marks. As Senator COBURN requested, we de-
fined an earmark as a provision of law, direc-
tive, or an item represented in any table, 
chart, or text contained within a joint ex-
planatory statement or a report accom-
panying an appropriations or authorization 
bill that identifies an entity, a program, 
project, or service and the amount of assist-
ance the Federal agency is to provide. 

Consistent with Senator COBURN’s request, 
we determined (1) the total number and 
amount of earmarks within DOT for FY 2006, 
(2) the inclusion of earmarks in DOT’s an-
nual planning and project evaluation proc-
esses, and (3) the effects of earmarks on 
DOT’s mission and goals. 

We focused our analysis on earmarks with-
in DOT’s programs administered by the Fed-
eral Highway Administration (FHWA), Fed-
eral Transit Administration (FTA), and Fed-
eral Aviation Administration (FAA), because 
these three Operating Administrations ac-
counted for 99 percent of the earmarks for 
FY 2006 (both in number and dollar amount) 
in DOT. Exhibits A through E provide details 
on: (A) the total number and dollar amount 
of earmarks by program with DOT for FY 
2006; (B) earmarked projects that bypassed 
established selection and review processes or 
planning and programming processes; (C) our 
analysis of earmarks’ impact on agencies’ 
programs; (D) stakeholders interviewed; and 
(E) our objectives, scope and methodology, 
and related audits. We conducted this review 
between December 2006 and August 2007, in 
accordance with generally accepted Govern-
ment Auditing Standards as prescribed by 
the Comptroller General of the United 
States. 

In February 2007, the President signed a 
joint resolution passed by Congress that pro-
vided appropriations for FY 2007 with a mor-
atorium on earmarks. Section 112 of this 
joint resolution states that ‘‘any language 
specifying an earmark in a committee report 
or statements of managers accompanying an 
appropriations act for FY 2006 shall have no 
legal effect with respect to funds appro-
priated’’ under the joint resolution. 

The Office of Management and Budget has 
taken steps to enforce the joint resolution 
by requiring that Federal agencies only fund 
projects or activities that are ‘‘specifically 
identified in statutory text’’ and ‘‘in accord-
ance with authorizing law, using statutory 
criteria, such as funding formulas, eligibility 
standards, and merit-based decision-mak-
ing.’’ 

EXECUTIVE OVERVIEW 
Overall, we identified 8,056 earmarked 

projects within the Department’s programs 

that received more than $8.54 billion for FY 
2006 (see exhibit A). Of the 8,056 earmarked 
projects for FY 2006: 66 earmarked projects 
were specified in the text of the appropria-
tion act; 1,516 earmarked projects were speci-
fied in the conference report accompanying 
the appropriation act; 6,474 earmarked 
projects were identified in the appropriation 
act’s accompanying conference report sec-
tions referring to distribution of FY 2006 au-
thorized funding as directed by SAFETEA- 
LU. 

FHWA, FTA, and FAA accounted for 99 
percent of these earmarked projects, both in 
number (8,011 of the 8,056 projects) and dollar 
amount (about $8.49 billion of the more than 
$8.54 billion). FHWA had the highest number 
of earmarked projects at 6,556, and FTA had 
the highest percentage of its FY 2006 appro-
priation earmarked at 28 percent. 

Generally, before a capital or research 
project can receive DOT funding, either dis-
cretionary or formula, it must be the prod-
uct of a planning process. Planning for high-
way, transit, and airport improvement 
projects takes place at the local, state, or 
Federal levels. For highway and transit 
projects, each metropolitan planning organi-
zation (MPO), in cooperation with the state 
and public transportation operators, must 
develop a long-range transportation plan and 
a short-range transportation program for the 
urbanized areas within the state. Integral to 
the planning process is an evaluation of fac-
tors such as a project’s enhancement of mo-
bility, maximization of safety and security, 
relief of congestion, financial viability, and 
protection of the environment. The planning 
process culminates in a list of projects to be 
funded within 4 years. 

To be eligible for Federal funds, a project 
must be part of the Transportation Improve-
ment Program (TIP), which is approved by 
the MPO and the Governor, and the State’s 
Transportation Improvement Program 
(STIP), which is approved by the Governor, 
FHWA, and FTA. Subsequent to the planning 
process, FHWA and FTA select projects to 
receive discretionary grants based on their 
merits as reflected in the transportation 
plans. For formula grants, the states make 
the selections based on their priorities and 
in cooperation with the MPOs and local offi-
cials. 

To be considered for funding under the Air-
port Improvement Program (AlP), a project 
would be part of the national Airport Capital 
Improvement Plan (ACIP), which is formu-
lated by FAA in cooperation with states, 
planning agencies, and airport sponsors. In 
all cases, the planning process culminates in 
a list of priority projects to be funded within 
a given time frame. 

However, our review of 7,760 earmarked 
projects valued at $8.05 billion within FHWA, 
FTA, and FAA programs disclosed that 7,724 
of the 7,760 projects (99 percent) either were 
not subject to the agencies’ review and selec-
tion processes or bypassed the states’ normal 
planning and programming processes. For 
example, 125 AIP projects, totaling almost 
$201 million, were earmarked for FY 2006. Of 
the 125 earmarked projects, 72 (about 58 per-
cent), totaling $132.4 million, were on FAA’s 
list of candidates to receive AIP funds for 
critical airport planning and development 
projects—the remaining 53 projects were not. 
These 53 projects, totaling about $68.5 mil-
lion, would not have been considered for 
funding in FY 2006 if they had not received 
earmarks. 

There were earmarked projects we re-
viewed that were evaluated as ‘‘highest’’ pri-
ority projects and would have been fully 
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funded regardless of being earmarked. For 
example, the New Starts Program is the Fed-
eral Government’s primary financial re-
source for supporting locally planned, imple-
mented, and operated transit fixed ‘‘guide-
way’’ systems. From heavy to light rail, 
from commuter rail to bus rapid transit sys-
tems, these projects have improved the mo-
bility of millions of Americans; helped to im-
prove air quality; and fostered the develop-
ment of more viable, safe, and livable com-
munities. 

However, earmarks may not be the most 
effective or efficient use of funds on pro-
grams within FHWA, FTA, and FAA. Many 
earmarked projects considered by the agen-
cies as low priority are being funded over 
higher priority, non-earmarked projects. For 
example, for FY 2006, FAA considered 9 of 
the 10 new earmarked projects, totaling $31.5 
million, in its Tower/Terminal Air Traffic 
Control Facility Replacement Program with-
in the Facilities and Equipment account to 
be low priority projects that would not have 
received funding without the earmarks. 
Funding these new low priority projects in 
FY 2006 added to the already substantial 
backlog of replacement projects from ear-
marks in prior fiscal years and caused FAA 
to delay the planning of its higher priority 
replacement projects by at least 3 years. 

Some earmarks are providing funds for 
projects that would otherwise be ineligible. 
For example, for FY 2006, 16 of 65 earmarked 
projects, totaling more than $14 million, in 
FHWA’s Interstate Maintenance Discre-
tionary Program did not meet statutory pro-
gram criteria and would not have received 
funding were it not for a section in DOT’s ap-
propriations law that allows funding for ear-
marks that do not meet the statutory re-
quirements of the program. 

Mr. COBURN. An investigation by 
the inspector general found the fol-
lowing: For 2006, there were 8,056 ear-
marks within the Department of 
Transportation program, with a total 
of more than $8.54 billion, or over 13 
percent of DOT’s appropriation. So for 
one in seven and a half dollars, we have 
directed the spending, and for most of 
them, it is against the highest priority 
things we should be funding. So think-
ing about the risks, thinking about the 
costs, thinking about our standing in 
terms of doing what we should be doing 
to make sure the highest ordered prior-
ities are taken care of—that the 
bridges that are structurally deficient 
will be addressed, that the highways 
that do not meet or exceed a good or 
acceptable level of safety—we ought to 
be redirecting this money in that direc-
tion. That is what this amendment is 
about. 

We get three choices. We can table 
the amendment, as I think the motion 
will be made so we do not have to deal 
with it, saying we should not change 
our priorities. We can say yes, and we 
can renew the faith in the American 
people that we understand we are here 
to do priority work. We are not nec-
essarily here to do the next best thing 
for our political careers. 

However you slice it, many of the 
earmarks are great things. They are 
great needs which have to be met at 
some point in time. But most of the 
earmarks that go for the bridges and 

roads will not be affected by this 
amendment at all. The ones that will 
be affected are those earmarks which 
are not a priority. 

I know we are going to have a vote. 
I want to give the subcommittee chair-
man, as well as Ranking Member BOND, 
a chance to answer this debate. I will 
say I plan on offering this amendment 
in another form, if this amendment 
goes down, limiting it and more direct-
ing it, if in fact that is the case. 

But we have a duty to do what is in 
the best interest of our transportation 
needs in this country. I realize there is 
a debate, and I realize there is dis-
agreement with me on this issue. But 
it is going to be hard for us as a body 
to justify 500 separate earmarks that 
do not address the bridges in this coun-
try, will not help us assess that. 

Earlier today, Senator MURRAY al-
luded to the $1 billion increase. Well, 
that is true, but we did not increase 
the money; we just made it toward the 
Transportation fund. The trust fund 
will run out of money a year earlier. So 
all we did was speed up spending that is 
allowed in the trust fund that we have 
today, and that will be consumed more 
quickly. I agree we probably should do 
that. But we will, in fact, have to ad-
dress this issue, and it is about prior-
ities. 

With that, Mr. President, I yield 
back. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Missouri. 

Mr. BOND. Mr. President, we have 
had a good discussion with the Senator 
from Oklahoma earlier in the day. Just 
to recap for those who may have 
missed it after he gave his eloquent 
pitch, I would say on behalf of those of 
us who worked on the bill—certainly 
the great leadership of our chair, the 
distinguished Senator from Wash-
ington—that when we put in earmarks, 
when we target specific investments to 
our State, they reflect the judgment of 
each Member of this body on what is 
important in his or her State based on 
what we hear from elected officials, 
transportation officials, and commu-
nity leaders who say these are their 
top priorities. 

Now, my friend from Oklahoma is 
earmarking money for bridges. If he be-
lieves Oklahoma is not putting in an 
adequate share of its money for 
bridges, then we would be happy to en-
tertain earmarks. But don’t tell us to 
earmark ours. I work with the Missouri 
Department of Transportation offi-
cials. They say our highest needs are 
mostly in highways. We don’t want to 
lose that money from highways. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on the Coburn amendment. 

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I 
move to table the Coburn amendment 
and ask for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 
sufficient second? There is a sufficient 
second. 

The question is on agreeing to the 
motion. 

The clerk will call the roll. 
The assistant legislative clerk called 

the roll. 
Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 

Senator from Connecticut (Mr. DODD) 
and the Senator from Illinois (Mr. 
OBAMA) are necessarily absent. 

Mr. LOTT. The following Senators 
are necessarily absent: the Senator 
from Idaho (Mr. CRAIG) and the Senator 
from Arizona (Mr. MCCAIN). 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Are there 
any other Senators in the Chamber de-
siring to vote? 

The result was announced—yeas 82, 
nays 14, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 330 Leg.] 

YEAS—82 

Akaka 
Alexander 
Allard 
Baucus 
Bayh 
Bennett 
Biden 
Bingaman 
Bond 
Boxer 
Brown 
Brownback 
Bunning 
Byrd 
Cantwell 
Cardin 
Carper 
Casey 
Clinton 
Cochran 
Coleman 
Collins 
Conrad 
Crapo 
Dole 
Domenici 
Dorgan 
Durbin 

Feinstein 
Graham 
Gregg 
Hagel 
Harkin 
Hatch 
Hutchison 
Inhofe 
Inouye 
Johnson 
Kennedy 
Kerry 
Klobuchar 
Kohl 
Landrieu 
Lautenberg 
Leahy 
Levin 
Lieberman 
Lincoln 
Lott 
Lugar 
Martinez 
McConnell 
Menendez 
Mikulski 
Murkowski 
Murray 

Nelson (FL) 
Nelson (NE) 
Pryor 
Reed 
Reid 
Roberts 
Rockefeller 
Salazar 
Sanders 
Schumer 
Sessions 
Shelby 
Smith 
Snowe 
Specter 
Stabenow 
Stevens 
Sununu 
Tester 
Thune 
Vitter 
Voinovich 
Warner 
Webb 
Whitehouse 
Wyden 

NAYS—14 

Barrasso 
Burr 
Chambliss 
Coburn 
Corker 

Cornyn 
DeMint 
Ensign 
Enzi 
Feingold 

Grassley 
Isakson 
Kyl 
McCaskill 

NOT VOTING—4 

Craig 
Dodd 

McCain 
Obama 

The motion was agreed to. 
Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I 

move to reconsider the vote. 
Mr. MENENDEZ. Mr. President, I 

move to lay that motion on the table. 
The motion to lay on the table was 

agreed to. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Washington is recognized. 
AMENDMENT NO. 2816, AS MODIFIED 

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I call 
up amendment No. 2816, as modified. 
There is no further debate and I ask for 
its adoption. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment. 

The amendment (No. 2816), as modi-
fied, was agreed to. 

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I 
move to reconsider the vote. 

Mr. MENENDEZ. I move to lay that 
motion on the table. 
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The motion to lay on the table was 

agreed to. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Washington is recognized. 
Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that Senator 
CORNYN be recognized to offer an 
amendment related to Mexican truck-
ing at 6 p.m.; that there then be 60 min-
utes of debate with respect to the 
Cornyn amendment and the pending 
Dorgan amendment No. 2797 and that 
the amendments be debated concur-
rently, with the time equally divided 
and controlled between Senators DOR-
GAN and CORNYN, or their designees; 
that upon the use or yielding back of 
time, without further intervening ac-
tion or debate, the Senate proceed to 
vote in relation to the Dorgan amend-
ment, to be followed by 2 minutes of 
debate, equally divided and controlled 
as noted above, prior to a vote in rela-
tion to the Cornyn amendment; that no 
amendments be in order to any amend-
ments covered in this agreement prior 
to the vote; that after the vote with re-
spect to the Dorgan amendment, the 
vote time be limited to 10 minutes for 
the remaining amendment in this 
agreement. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 
Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I 

know the Senator from Oklahoma is on 
the floor and will be offering an amend-
ment in a minute. Prior to his offering 
that amendment, I ask that the Sen-
ator from Minnesota, Ms. KLOBUCHAR, 
be given 2 minutes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

The Senator from Minnesota is rec-
ognized. 

Ms. KLOBUCHAR. Mr. President, I 
thank the Senators for working on a 
bipartisan basis. I thank Senators 
MURRAY and BOND for their work on 
this issue and for passing the appro-
priation for the funding to fix the I– 
35W bridge in Minneapolis. 

The Senate acted incredibly quickly 
after this tragedy occurred—August 1. 
The next day, Senator COLEMAN and I 
were there. We saw this tragedy first-
hand and the heroic responses of our 
rescue workers in Minnesota. Ordinary 
citizens were diving into the water; 
they didn’t know whom they would 
find and they didn’t know the danger. 
They rescued people. It could have been 
so much worse. Our citizens came to-
gether and now this Senate comes to-
gether. I thank them for this. We are 
losing about $400,000 a day. This was a 
major thoroughfare in our town and in 
our Twin Cities area. 

We are going to rebuild. On the day 
that we went and saw the shards of 
steel and the broken bridge that had 
flopped into the middle of the Mis-
sissippi River, I said that bridges in 
America should not fall down. This 
bridge did. When bridges in America 

fall down, we must rebuild. By taking 
this important action today to fund 
the rebuilding of the bridge, the Senate 
has started that process. I thank my 
colleagues. I thank Senator COLEMAN 
for cosponsoring my amendment. We 
will now move on to rebuilding our 
bridge and bringing our beautiful Twin 
Cities area back to where it was. 

I yield the floor and suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. INHOFE. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. INHOFE. Mr. President, there is 
some confusion about my amendment. 
I think we have reached an agreement, 
and we will shortly be sending up my 
amendment No. 2796, as modified. I be-
lieve it will be accepted on both sides. 
So we will stand by for that to happen. 

I yield the floor. 
Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, the 

Senator is correct. We have been work-
ing with Senator INHOFE, and we be-
lieve we have a modification. As soon 
as that is written up, we hope to get an 
agreement and move that amendment 
forward. 

Mr. INHOFE. I thank the Chair. 
I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll. 
The assistant legislative clerk pro-

ceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. COBURN. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The Senator is recognized. 
AMENDMENT NO. 2811 

Mr. COBURN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to set aside the 
pending amendment and call up 
amendment No. 2811. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the clerk will report the 
amendment. 

The assistant legislative clerk read 
as follows: 

The Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. COBURN] 
proposes an amendment numbered 2811. 

Mr. COBURN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the reading of 
the amendment be dispensed with. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The amendment is as follows: 
(Purpose: To prohibit the use of funds made 

available under this Act for bicycle paths 
so that the funds can be used to improve 
bridge and road safety) 
At the appropriate place, insert the fol-

lowing: 
SEC. ll. None of the funds made available 

under this Act may be spent for bicycle 
paths or bicycle trails. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator is recognized. 

Mr. COBURN. Mr. President, maybe 
this will not be as painful an amend-
ment. Again, referencing what Senator 
KLOBUCHAR said today about repairing 
the bridge that has collapsed and cost 
13 people their lives and many others 
injuries, we decided not to order prior-
ities with the last amendment but 
hopefully will give a little bit better 
consideration to this one. 

About 21⁄2 weeks ago, a friend of 
mine, who has been a friend for over 20 
years, talked me into getting a bicycle. 
I have to say I have markedly enjoyed 
that exercise. This amendment says 
that for the $12 million to $18 million 
in this bill, which is not clear how 
much is actually for bicycle paths, we 
should not be spending money on bicy-
cle paths for our own leisure, comfort, 
and exercise when we have bridges that 
are falling down. It is very straight-
forward. It prohibits funding bicycle 
paths until we have our bridges and 
highways in order. Through the years, 
we have spent hundreds of millions of 
dollars on bicycle paths. It is great, it 
is fun, they are enjoyable, but it isn’t 
as important for us to have fun and en-
joyment as it is for us to be responsible 
in repairing the roads and bridges in 
this country. This is simply a prohibi-
tion that says for the funds that are in 
this appropriations bill for bicycle 
paths, we are saying, no we won’t spend 
that money; we are going to spend the 
money on fixing roads and bridges. 

I guess one could say we could do 
both. We can fix the roads and bridges 
and we can have bicycle paths. The 
problem is this body adopted an 
amendment creating another billion 
dollars for bridges just yesterday, and 
what that does is shorten the life of the 
trust fund. What it does is move the 
empty, the zero on that fund to 2009. 
We have addressed some of that, but we 
haven’t addressed it near to the need I 
believe we should. 

I ask my colleagues to give some 
thought about whether bicycle paths or 
the safety of our people in cars on 
bridges and roads in this country is 
more important. 

I will give some examples. There is $3 
million for 3 bike trails in Illinois. Illi-
nois has 290 structurally deficient 
bridges. 

There is $500,000 for the CEMAR Trail 
in Iowa. Iowa has 61 structurally defi-
cient bridges. 

There is $500,000 in Maryland. Mary-
land has 43 structurally deficient 
bridges on the National Highway Sys-
tem. 

Mississippi has $2.2 million ear-
marked for bicycle trails and has 28 
structurally deficient bridges. 

Missouri has $750,000 for the Heart of 
America bicycle/pedestrian bridge and 
has 123 structurally deficient bridges 
on our National Highway System. 

North Dakota has $800,000 for the 
Lewis and Clark Legacy Trail and has 
nine structurally deficient bridges. 
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The State of Washington, the chair-

man’s State, has 3 bike earmarks, $3 
million, and 76 structurally deficient 
bridges. 

West Virginia has 98 structurally de-
ficient bridges, but yet $1 million is 
going to the Paw Paw Bends Trail in 
Morgan County. 

That is not the complete list. I can 
go on. I have 5 more pages of States 
around the country. 

It is interesting that in Chesapeake, 
VA, the council voted in June to build 
a 2-mile bicycle path estimated to cost 
$16 million. That is to be paid for with 
federally earmarked funds and a 
match. The mayor of that city, in ar-
guing against this expenditure, cast 
the lone vote, saying: It reminds me of 
a bridge somewhere to nowhere. You 
are talking about Government spend-
ing. To spend that kind of money on a 
bike path that would rarely be utilized 
is astounding to him. The traffic in 
that area, pedestrian and bike, is 4 peo-
ple per day. 

I don’t deny that it is a wonderful ex-
perience that many millions of Ameri-
cans are getting to enjoy the bike 
paths we build. The question is, Should 
we stop for a while and do what we 
should be doing with our other trans-
portation needs? 

A quote from Mary Peters, Secretary 
of Transportation, is the following: 

Americans would be shocked to learn that 
only about 60 percent of the gas tax money 
they pay today actually goes into highway 
and bridge construction. Much of it goes to 
many, many other areas. Ten to 20 percent 
goes into areas that are not directly trans-
portation related. 

Bike paths and trails happen to fit 
into that category. 

The highway trust fund was set up to 
build highways and maintain bridges. 
When 40 percent of it is not used to 
maintain highways or build bridges, we 
have missed the priorities the Amer-
ican people have asked for. 

The last time the gas tax was in-
creased in 1993, it was 4.3 cents. We 
have had many people say we need a 
tax increase on transportation dollars 
to afford the Transportation bill. I 
don’t believe that is true at all. I be-
lieve we ought to be spending the 
money on true transportation needs— 
roads and highways and transit—and 
we should have less of the other. 

I ask unanimous consent to have 
printed in the RECORD an article from 
the Minnesota Star Tribune recently 
that noted the significant amounts of 
money that have been spent in that 
State on bicycle paths at the same 
time the chairman of the Transpor-
tation Committee did not allocate the 
funds, along with the State, to effec-
tively solve the problems of the I–35 
bridge. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

[From the Minnesota Star Tribune] 
[Minnesota Congressman Jim] Oberstar 

played a lead role in crafting the 2005 bill as 

ranking Democrat on the House Transpor-
tation Committee. In the bill, Congress allo-
cated about $4 billion a year for bridge re-
construction and maintenance. It designated 
about the same amount—about $24 billion 
over a five-year period—for member ear-
marks in a bipartisan porkfest. 

Ironically, $24 billion is almost exactly the 
amount that Oberstar now says we must 
raise through new taxes to prevent future 
bridge collapses. 

Oberstar’s earmarks were among the high-
est for any member, totaling $250 million. 
What did they fund? 

Not repair of the I–35W bridge, though the 
state had identified cracks in the bridge as a 
major concern in 1999. Oberstar’s earmarks, 
which included many road-related projects, 
also provided $25 million for Twin Cities bi-
cycle and pedestrian trails and lanes, and 
such ‘‘high priority’’ items as $471,000 for the 
Edge of Wilderness Discovery Center in 
Marcell. 

He did slip in $1.5 million for a new bridge 
in Baxter—for the Paul Bunyan bike trail. 

Oberstar, an avid cyclist, has lavished fed-
eral gas-tax dollars on bike trails for years. 
In 1991, he spearheaded legislation that first 
allowed Highway Trust Fund monies to flow 
to state bike trails. 

Now Oberstar, has taken his enthusiasm 
for bikes a step further. He recently amended 
a federal aviation law to allow airports to 
spend federal funds on bike storage facilities. 

Mr. COBURN. I will limit my debate 
on this amendment and try to come 
back to the Chamber. I ask unanimous 
consent that the pending amendment 
be set aside and that we call up and 
consider amendments Nos. 2812, 2813, 
and 2814, as a block of three amend-
ments, to be debated en bloc and then 
to be voted en bloc. I ask for their con-
sideration to be available or time be 
made available to consider those 
amendments when I have time to come 
back to the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. COBURN. Mr. President, I yield 
the floor and suggest the absence of a 
quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The Senator is recognized. 
Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that a vote in rela-
tion to Coburn amendment No. 2811 
occur upon disposition of the Cornyn 
amendment relating to Mexican trucks 
and that no amendment be in order to 
the Coburn amendment prior to the 
vote; that there be 2 minutes for debate 
prior to a vote with respect to the 
Coburn amendment, with the vote time 
limited to 10 minutes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, my 
understanding is that the Senator from 
Oklahoma is going to come back and 
debate his amendment that he com-
bined. Can he let us know what time he 
will be back so we can make sure we 

are able to fit in that debate time so 
we can possibly add the votes on those 
amendments onto the end of the votes 
we now have starting at 7 as well? 

Before the Senator from Missouri 
speaks, let me say that when the Sen-
ator from Oklahoma comes back, then 
we will try to work with him to get a 
time agreement to vote as well at the 
7 o’clock time so we can have four 
votes and move expeditiously to finish 
this bill tonight. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Missouri. 

Mr. BOND. Mr. President, before my 
friend from Oklahoma leaves, we talk a 
lot about safety. This is one of the 
problems when we try to take a meat 
ax to all earmarked programs in the 
States that have been worked out. I 
was working on another amendment, 
so I didn’t hear whether he mentioned 
the $750,000 for the Heart of America 
Bridge in Kansas City. But in the inter-
est of full disclosure, yes, we put in a 
retrofitting of a bridge to provide a 
barrier-separated crossing for 
bicyclists and pedestrians crossing the 
Missouri River from north Kansas City 
to downtown Kansas City. 

Mr. COBURN. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield for one moment? 

Mr. BOND. I will be happy to yield. 

AMENDMENTS NOS. 2812, 2813, AND 2814, EN BLOC 

Mr. COBURN. Mr. President, I made 
an error in terms of calling up my 
amendments. I ask unanimous consent 
that the pending amendment be set 
aside and that amendments Nos. 2812, 
2813, and 2814 be called up. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. The clerk 
will report. 

The assistant legislative clerk read 
as follows: 

The Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. COBURN] 
proposes amendments numbered 2812, 2813, 
and 2814, en bloc. 

Mr. COBURN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the reading of 
the amendments be dispensed with. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The amendments are as follows: 

AMENDMENT NO. 2812 

(Purpose: To remove an unnecessary ear-
mark for the International Peace Garden 
in Dunseith, North Dakota) 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 

SEC. 232. Notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of this Act, none of the funds appro-
priated or otherwise made available by this 
Act may be made available for facility ren-
ovation at the International Peace Garden in 
Dunseith, North Dakota; Provided, That the 
amount made available for grants for the 
Economic Development Initiative is reduced 
by $450,000, and the amount made available 
for the Community Development Fund is re-
duced by $450,000. 
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AMENDMENT NO. 2813 

(Purpose: To ensure that no funds made 
available under this Act shall be used to 
carry out any activity relating to the de-
sign or construction of the America’s Wet-
land Center in Lake Charles, Louisiana, 
until the date on which the Secretary, in 
consultation with the Administrator of the 
Federal Emergency Management Agency 
and the State of Louisiana, certifies to 
Congress that all residents of the State of 
Louisiana who were displaced as a result of 
Hurricane Katrina or Rita in 2005 are no 
longer living in temporary housing) 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing:— 

SEC. lll. Notwithstanding any other 
provision of Act, no funds made available 
under this Act may be used to carry out any 
activity relating to the design or construc-
tion of the America’s Wetland Center in 
Lake Charles, Louisiana, until the date on 
which the Secretary of Housing and Urban 
Development, in consultation with the Ad-
ministrator of the Federal Emergency Man-
agement Agency and the State of Louisiana, 
certifies to Congress that all residents of the 
State of Louisiana who were displaced as a 
result of Hurricane Katrina or Rita in 2005 
are no longer living in temporary housing. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2814 

(Purpose: To prohibit the use of funds for the 
construction of a baseball facility in Bil-
lings, Montana, and to reduce the amounts 
made available for the Economic Develop-
ment Initiative and the Community Devel-
opment Fund) 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 

SEC. lll. Notwithstanding any other 
provision of this Act— 

(1) none of the funds made available by this 
Act may be used for the construction of a 
new baseball stadium that is replacing Cobb 
Field in Billings, Montana; 

(2) the amount made available by this Act 
for grants for the Economic Development 
Initiative is reduced by $500,000; and 

(3) the amount made available by this Act 
for the Community Development Fund is re-
duced by $500,000. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2811 

Mr. BOND. Mr. President, the reason 
we put in a barrier on this bridge be-
tween north Kansas City, a vibrant 
growing community, and, of course, 
the heart of Kansas City, MO, is that 
many people cross that bridge on foot 
and on bicycles. The traffic is getting 
so heavy that there is great danger to 
the pedestrians and bicycle riders. For 
those who like exercise and like con-
serving energy, many people commute 
between north Kansas City and Kansas 
City, MO, by foot or on bicycles. But 
for them to continue to do that, they 
need to be separated from the traffic. 

I drive on the streets of Washington, 
DC, where bicyclists are not separated 
from traffic. It is always with great 
fear and trepidation as I am driving in 
2 lanes of traffic coming to work in the 
morning and I see a bicyclist riding 
down the street between us. I just hope 
and pray that I am not the one who 
hits that bicyclist and that nobody hits 
them. 

But if we are going to have bicyclists 
using roadways, please, let’s put a bar-

rier to separate the bicyclists and the 
pedestrians from the traffic. If we are 
talking about safety, I believe this is 
one of the easiest points to understand, 
and that is why I object so strongly to 
saying that any earmark we put in our 
States that deals with bicycles should 
be struck. 

Where is the sense in this body to tell 
the people of Kansas City and north 
Kansas City they cannot have a pro-
tected pedestrian and bicycle means of 
ingress and egress between north Kan-
sas City and regular Kansas City? It 
makes so much sense that I really hate 
to bring it up. That is what this 
amendment would do. That is why I 
will strongly oppose the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Ms. 
STABENOW). The distinguished Senator 
from Washington. 

Mrs. MURRAY. Madam President, I 
join my colleague from Missouri in op-
posing the amendment that has been 
offered by Senator COBURN. Under the 
SAFETEA–LU authorization bill, that 
is the surface transportation author-
ization law, the bill that defines all of 
the transportation projects for the 
country, communities are required to 
prepare comprehensive transportation 
plans in order to receive Federal high-
way and transit grants. Those plans 
have to include the communities’ plans 
for bike and pedestrian pathways. We 
set that policy because these plans are 
meant to be comprehensive, and our 
national policy has been to recognize 
bike and pedestrian pathways as one 
component of an entire, complete 
transportation system. They can’t con-
stitute the largest part of the system, 
but a plan that ignores that element is 
not complete. 

Now, there are 3 reasons our national 
transportation policy has recognized 
the role of bike and pedestrian paths in 
the role of transportation authoriza-
tion. There is safety, there is mobility, 
and there is our healthy communities 
about which we are all concerned. 
When we put in adequate bike paths 
and walkways, what we are essentially 
doing in many of our communities is 
protecting the safety of our families 
and our neighbors. In many of our com-
munities, without those paths, many 
more bicyclists and pedestrians would 
be forced to commute with regular ve-
hicle traffic. 

Everyone on bicycle or on foot is vul-
nerable when they are mixed in with 
heavy traffic. But I contend our school- 
aged children are often the ones who 
are the most vulnerable, and that is 
why it is extremely important that we 
protect these kinds of pathways in our 
transportation bills. 

When we put in place these bike 
paths and walkways, we also provide 
essential mobility to a lot of people 
who can’t afford to drive a car, who 
don’t have a car, or for disability rea-
sons can’t drive a car. These are people 
who sometimes can’t afford the daily 

travel by car, but they have their bike. 
They might like to travel by bus or a 
transit vehicle, but perhaps there 
aren’t any available and so they are on 
our bikeways, bike paths, and walk-
ways, and they need a mode of trans-
portation within our communities as 
well. 

It wasn’t very long ago I happened to 
read an article in the Washington Post 
about informal bike and pedestrian 
paths showing up all over northern Vir-
ginia. These are just foot paths now, 
apparently, and not much more than 
grassy areas where commuters come 
and go on a daily basis. From the 
story, it said most of the people walk-
ing along these paths can’t afford to 
commute by train or by car. They are 
walking to their jobs every day. These 
jobs don’t pay a lot. These families 
need to get to work to support their 
families, and so they are walking on 
these pathways all over northern Vir-
ginia, the story tells us. The unfortu-
nate part of that story, as I read it, is 
that these bike and pathways crossed 
over four lanes of traffic, many times 
without any traffic signals to accom-
modate them. So those commuters who 
are walking on these paths scrambled 
every day to get across four lanes of 
traffic because the transportation sys-
tem didn’t protect them as bicyclists 
or as pedestrians. 

So mobility is important and safety 
is important. But, finally, we all recog-
nize that having healthy communities 
is an important part of our country 
today. In recent years, we have all be-
come aware of how our physical infra-
structure affects our daily lives, and 
too often people find themselves 
trapped in cars by a transportation 
network that will not allow them to 
walk or bike to work, which can be an 
important part of an exercise regime 
for many who choose that. So these 
bike paths and walkways provide an al-
ternative to cars and help make our 
communities more healthy and more 
like neighborhoods. 

When the Senate passed the last 
Transportation authorization bill, the 
so-called SAFETEA–LU, that bill rec-
ognized that bike and pedestrian path-
ways were one component of a com-
plete transportation system for our 
communities. The President signed 
that bill into law. Today, if we choose 
to pick out this one mode of transpor-
tation and say we are not going to have 
bike paths or walkways, that we are 
excluding that from transportation 
funding, we would be making, on the 
floor of the Senate today and in the 
Transportation appropriations bill, a 
major shift in our transportation pol-
icy. 

So I hope our colleagues will take a 
serious look at this amendment and re-
alize that it will affect the safety of 
many of our citizens who commute to 
work, to school, and those who, in their 
daily lives, don’t have a car or who 
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choose to walk for their own personal 
health or ride a bike for their own per-
sonal health. 

I hope the Senator from Oklahoma 
will wait to have this discussion when 
we are back on the floor during the re-
authorization bill, which will be occur-
ring during the next couple of years, 
and he will then have an opportunity 
to make his arguments at that time 
during the surface transportation de-
bate. But today we are not considering 
an authorization bill. We are consid-
ering a transportation appropriations 
bill. And, yes, it does include an alter-
native for many people in this country, 
which is part of their transportation. It 
is part of their commute to work or to 
school or their daily lives, and it is an 
essential part of this bill. 

So I urge my colleagues to vote no on 
the Coburn amendment, and we will be 
having that vote certainly after 7 
o’clock. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2796, AS MODIFIED 
Madam President, I ask unanimous 

consent to set the current amendment 
aside and call up amendment No. 2796 
and send a modification to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. The amend-
ment is so modified. 

The amendment, as modified, is as 
follows: 

On page 147, between lines 8 and 9, insert 
the following: 

SEC. 414. None of the funds appropriated or 
otherwise made available by this Act may be 
obligated or expended by the Administrator 
of the Federal Aviation Administration to 
transfer the design and development func-
tions of the FAA Academy in their entirety 
or to implement the Air Traffic Control Op-
timum Training Solution proposed by the 
Administrator in its entirety prior to Sep-
tember 30, 2008. 

Mrs. MURRAY. Madam President, I 
believe there is no further debate on 
the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there 
is no further debate the question is on 
agreeing to the amendment. 

The amendment (No. 2796), as modi-
fied, was agreed to. 

Mrs. MURRAY. Madam President, I 
move to reconsider. 

Mr. BOND. I move to lay that motion 
on the table. 

The motion to lay on the table was 
agreed to. 

Mrs. MURRAY. Madam President, I 
see the Senator from Montana is on the 
floor at this time and wishes to be rec-
ognized. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Montana. 

Mr. TESTER. Madam President, I 
have a question for the Senator from 
Oklahoma. 

I have a statement that applies to 
servicemen going off to war in Iraq 
from the State of Montana, which does 
not apply to this bill. It is a statement 
I want to make as in morning business. 
If the Senator from Oklahoma has 
something applicable to this bill and 

he is time sensitive, I would defer to 
him, if he wishes. 

Mr. INHOFE. No. I would respond to 
the Senator from Montana that we just 
adopted my amendment, as modified, 
and that is the reason I was on the Sen-
ate floor at this time. 

Mr. TESTER. I thank the Senator. 
Madam President, first of all, I have 

a few comments to make about the 
bill. I thank the Senator from Missouri 
and the Senator from Washington for 
their great work on this bill. I would 
hope that the Senate would pass this 
bill as it is because I think it is a good 
piece of legislation that fits the needs 
of our country very well. 

Madam President, I ask unanimous 
consent to speak as in morning busi-
ness. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

(The remarks of Mr. TESTER are 
printed in today’s RECORD under 
‘‘Morning Business.’’) 

Mr. TESTER. Madam President, I 
yield the floor, and I suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The bill clerk proceeded to call the 
roll. 

Mr. KYL. I ask unanimous consent 
that the order for the quorum call be 
rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2797 
Mr. KYL. Madam President, I want 

to speak for a moment about the 
amendment of the Senator from North 
Dakota relating to the cross-border 
trucking demonstration program. That 
is the long title for the pilot project to 
allow U.S. trucks to travel into Mexico 
carrying cargo and to allow a certain 
number of Mexican trucks, after in-
spection, to travel into the United 
States carrying products for delivery 
here. This program has actually been 
planned over the past 14 years, but the 
Senator from North Dakota has an 
amendment that would deny the entry 
of Mexican trucks into the United 
States on the grounds that the trucks 
participating in this program do not 
meet the same safety standards as U.S. 
trucks and, therefore, would be unfit 
for U.S. roads. If that were true, I 
would agree. But it is not true. I very 
much understand the Senate’s role in 
protecting the safety and security of 
people on our highways, protecting the 
American public. But in my view, the 
Dorgan amendment ignores the numer-
ous safety and inspection standards 
which are set in place by the Depart-
ment of Transportation under this 
demonstration program. In fact, the 
whole point of the demonstration pro-
gram is to show that a safe regime for 
cross-border trucking can exist in a 
way that benefits both Mexico and the 
United States. 

First, let me emphasize the minor 
impact the Mexican trucks will actu-

ally have on our U.S. highway system. 
The Department of Transportation au-
thorized a maximum of 100 Mexican 
trucking companies to participate in 
the 1-year demonstration program, the 
same number of U.S. trucking compa-
nies that would be allowed to partici-
pate in Mexico. Preliminary informa-
tion indicates there will be approxi-
mately 500 to 600 vehicles involved. Ac-
cording to statistics released by the 
National Trucking Association, 5.1 mil-
lion commercial trailers were reg-
istered in 2004 for business purposes 
here in the United States. Clearly, the 
500 to 600 Mexican trucks compared to 
5.1 million American trucks is a pretty 
miniscule number compared to our 
trucking industry as a whole. 

As I mentioned, proponents of the 
Dorgan amendment claim that Mexi-
can trucks are too dangerous for U.S. 
roads. However, Mexican trucking com-
pany drivers and vehicles participating 
in this demonstration program must 
overcome multiple layers of safety and 
inspection standards before operating 
in the United States. Let me describe 
in detail the mandates the Mexican 
companies must meet to qualify for 
this demonstration program. 

The first layer of safety is an applica-
tion process whereby any trucking 
company that wishes to participate in 
the demonstration program must com-
plete a 38-page application dealing with 
business activities, cargo content, safe-
ty records, safety rules, and other re-
quired information. If a Mexican truck-
ing company fails to meet any of those 
DOT standards, the application is de-
nied. The next layer of safety and in-
spection standards is a pre-
authorization safety audit. This meas-
ure mandates that U.S. Federal inspec-
tors must conduct a thorough safety 
audit of each Mexican trucking com-
pany business at the carrier’s head-
quarters in Mexico before it is granted 
authority to operate beyond U.S. bor-
der commercial zones. So U.S. inspec-
tors will be at the Mexican trucking 
company site in Mexico performing 
this inspection, not only of the vehicles 
but of the entire operation. That is a 
major inspection. It seems to me it is a 
major way that we preliminarily qual-
ify these Mexican companies for oper-
ation here. 

Our inspectors must verify that the 
Mexican companies are complying with 
the following U.S. standards: U.S. 
hours of service regulations, drug and 
alcohol testing for each driver—these 
are completed by U.S. labs, by the 
way—insurance with a U.S. insurance 
company—so this business of not being 
insured in the United States is not cor-
rect—adequate driver qualifications, 
and a vehicle maintenance program. If 
the company passes the compliance 
test, then the inspectors conduct a full 
front-to-back review of each truck, 
which takes 45 minutes per vehicle, and 
they interview every driver who will 
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participate in the program. These are 
U.S. inspectors in Mexico at the com-
pany site. 

They then do a 45-minute inspection 
of the trucks, and they have to meet 
the same safety standards as U.S. 
trucks traveling on our highways. If 
the company passes the pre-
authorization safety audit, each truck 
is then given a safety decal and that 
decal is only valid for 90 days. So each 
truck will have to undergo a bumper- 
to-bumper inspection every 3 months. 
Each truck is also given a unique 
decal. Every time the truck crosses the 
border, Department of Transportation 
inspectors at the border look for that 
decal. They verify that the driver is 
the one the company has certified for 
that truck, and they check English 
language proficiency and licensing re-
quirements. They do all of that at the 
border. 

Finally, every vehicle and driver par-
ticipating in the project will be subject 
to roadside inspections, just as U.S. 
and Canadian drivers are. If at any 
point a Mexican truck fails to comply 
with just one of the safety require-
ments, the truck and the driver will be 
placed out of service immediately. The 
Mexican trucking company will then 
be subject to disciplinary action. All of 
these safety and inspection standards 
ensure that Mexican trucking compa-
nies, vehicles, and drivers participating 
in the demonstration program abide by 
the same or, in some cases, even strict-
er safety standards than U.S. and Cana-
dian trucking companies, drivers, and 
vehicles operating in the United 
States. 

Clearly, the Department of Transpor-
tation has worked hard to develop safe-
ty and inspection standards designed 
and intended to protect American high-
ways and the public. It is for that rea-
son that we should not support the 
Dorgan amendment. 

Remember, this is a pilot project, a 
demonstration project. To ensure that 
its results are adequately reported to 
us and that the Department of Trans-
portation makes no changes without 
notifying the Congress, Senator 
CORNYN has offered an amendment that 
will add those additional precautions. 
Of course, those are worthwhile and I 
will support that. The bottom line is, 
those people who fear that Mexican 
trucks will not be held to the same 
safety standards as U.S. trucks in 
America are incorrect. They will re-
ceive the two inspections in Mexico, 
another inspection at the border, and 
the potential for an inspection any-
where else on the highways, just as 
American trucks. Those inspections 
are performed by U.S. inspectors. 

It is worth giving this program a 
chance—a demonstration program 
only—to see whether it will work. If it 
turns out it is too much trouble and ex-
pense, it doesn’t work, the Mexican 
drivers are not qualified, the trucks 

don’t meet the standards, whatever 
else, then we can adjust our program. 
But let’s give the demonstration 
project a chance to also show that 
maybe our neighbors to the South 
deem it important enough for their ve-
hicles to travel in the United States for 
their own commercial purposes that 
they care about this program and they 
are going to make it work. If they do, 
it is much more efficient and much 
cheaper for American consumers, if 
those Mexican trucks can travel in the 
United States, because the alternative 
is to offload the cargo in Mexico, re-
load it onto an American vehicle, and 
then have it come into the United 
States, a very lengthy, time-con-
suming, and costly process. 

The United States has always been a 
trading nation. It is our history. Amer-
icans have benefited throughout the 
centuries because we have been a trad-
ing nation. Our neighbors, Canada and 
Mexico, like to buy American products. 
They have things to sell to American 
consumers. Some of the finest toma-
toes we are eating right now come 
through the port of entry in Nogales, 
AZ. I see the trucks lined up every 
time I go down there. They are great 
products. Because they come in, they 
are fresher, less expensive, and they 
can be even more fresh and less expen-
sive if they don’t have to offload the 
cargo and reload it onto American car-
riers to be transported to final destina-
tion. 

This is a way of demonstrating that 
we can make our commerce more effi-
cient and less costly and speed prod-
ucts to market, if the Mexicans will do 
their part and verify that their vehi-
cles are safe on American highways. 
Why not give them the chance? That is 
all this demonstration project does. 

To those who say: We don’t think 
they will meet our standards, this is 
the time to tell. I think it would be un-
fair to American consumers if we try 
to prejudge that and say there is no 
way it can work so we are not even 
going to give it a chance. We should 
give it a chance. Then we can evaluate 
it. Then we can make our decision. In 
the meantime, the Department of 
Transportation inspection demonstra-
tion project should go forward. The 
Dorgan amendment should be defeated. 
The Cornyn amendment should be 
adopted. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk proceeded to 

call the roll. 
Mr. TESTER. Madam President, I 

ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2814 
Mr. TESTER. Madam President, I 

rise today to speak in opposition to an 
amendment Senator COBURN is going to 

be offering in a few minutes. I rise 
today to say a few words about a con-
struction project this amendment is 
potentially eliminating. It is a con-
struction project that is generating a 
lot of excitement and community pride 
in my home State of Montana. 

While campaigning for this Senate 
seat this time last year, I repeatedly 
said I support appropriations for 
projects that improve our Nation’s in-
frastructure—projects such as safer 
bridges, better water canals, better 
highways, and improvements to our 
Nation’s economic development. That 
is why I am following this project in 
Billings, MT, very closely. The project 
is a major effort by the people of Bil-
lings to reinvigorate their city’s econ-
omy by rebuilding a well-known land-
mark—Cobb Field. Right now, crews 
are already working on the new sta-
dium. Once finished, it will serve as a 
venue for sports, concerts, and art fairs 
throughout the year. It will attract 
visitors from all over the region. 

The people of Billings are very proud 
of Cobb Field and the role it plays in 
their community. That is why they 
voted to raise their own taxes by over 
$10 million to rebuild this stadium. 
They understand how important it is 
to be proud of a place where they can 
gather as families, host visitors, and 
enjoy American pastimes. 

The people of Billings also under-
stand that the new Cobb Field will be a 
major economic boost. It will be an 
asset to the entire region. That is why 
I have requested the Senate invest 
$500,000 in this project. Believe me, it 
will go a long way in Billings—a com-
munity that has already done its part. 

I believe this is a pretty darn reason-
able request. The community develop-
ment fund in this appropriations bill 
specifically sets aside money for 
projects that boost economies in cities 
such as Billings. What is the commu-
nity development fund for if it is not 
for good community development 
projects such as this? 

I am asking my colleagues not to re-
move any Federal funding in this com-
munity project. Instead, I stand before 
you to ask for a small investment in 
economic development for a growing 
community to provide jobs, tourism, 
and overall economic growth. 

While running for this Senate seat, I 
criticized Congress for sneaking in 
projects in the dead of night, attaching 
them to spending bills behind closed 
doors without any accountability. It 
happened a lot more often than most 
people think. Our Government spent a 
lot of money without properly vetting 
it through Congress. 

For the better, times have changed. I 
stand before you today to vigorously 
defend why I requested this funding 
project in the light of day. I am going 
to bat for it because Cobb Field de-
serves the funding. There are no se-
crets here, there is no waste—just a 
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good, worthwhile community project 
that will only make a very special 
place in my home State even better. 

I am not going to let Cobb Field 
strike out. It is too much of an invest-
ment by Montana folks who work hard 
and raise families. They are taking it 
upon themselves to make their home 
better, and I will do everything I can to 
help. 

I yield the floor and suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
MENENDEZ). The clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. BOND. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the order for the 
quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2832 
Mr. BOND. Mr. President, shortly, I 

hope we will be able to clear my 
amendment No. 2832, which deals with 
mitigation assistance to eliminate the 
default and foreclosure of mortgages of 
owner-occupied single family homes. 
As we all know, the subprime market 
collapse has caused great distress in 
the marketplace and in many of the en-
tities that are engaged in issuing these 
subprime loans, and others, including 
hedge funds, which were dealing in the 
secondary market with them. 

I am not so much concerned if large 
institutions made bad gambles. We 
don’t want to engage in the moral haz-
ard of bailing out large financial insti-
tutions that get out too far on the 
fringe and find out that interest rates 
rise and they can’t make the profits 
they thought. But we are very much 
concerned about the individual home-
owners who may find that this 
subprime crisis is costing them their 
housing. 

Therefore, this amendment we pro-
pose would take $100 million from the 
HOME program within HUD to allow 
for foreclosure mitigation activities. 
The amount would go to organizations 
such as FHA, Neighborhood Reinvest-
ment Corporation, and State Housing 
Finance agencies to help identify fore-
closure alternatives and offer some 
homeowners, specifically in subprime 
mortgages, an alternative to the pros-
pect of foreclosure. 

Recently published data from the 
Mortgage Bankers Association for the 
second quarter of this year shows that 
one in seven U.S. homeowners was de-
linquent in their payments. Delin-
quencies in general rose to the highest 
levels since 2002, to 5.1 percent of all 
mortgages, not just subprime. These 
estimates also show that more than 
600,000 homeowners are facing the pros-
pect of foreclosure and repossession. 

These numbers are the tip of the ice-
berg. Action needs to be taken to en-
sure that where possible, good bor-
rowers who happen to be in the 
subprime category are not unfairly 

hurt by the housing downturn facing 
this Nation. While price corrections are 
natural, and perhaps needed in some 
markets today to balance against spec-
ulation and overt risk-taking, rapid 
rates of foreclosures will only build ad-
ditional inventory in an already flush 
housing market and may lead to an 
overcorrection and a true recession in 
the housing market. Depending on the 
severity of the housing downturn, this 
could create a major drag on other as-
pects of our economy and pull us into 
a recession. 

However, we should not be quick to 
attempt to bail out or otherwise create 
moral hazard in the mortgage markets. 
This amendment, therefore, seeks to 
build cooperation between entities and 
the Federal Government needed in the 
future in terms of preventing fore-
closures and preventing a truly cata-
strophic mortgage crisis. I strongly be-
lieve this is a good step forward to help 
stem the tide of foreclosures without 
bailing out risky lenders and specu-
lators from the market. I urge my col-
leagues to accept this amendment. 

I would also note that sometimes 
people who have limited incomes may 
not be in a position to buy a home but 
may be better off renting. I have been 
in rental housing in my lifetime, as 
many of us have been. I think the re-
cent efforts by the administration to 
push for home ownership without re-
gard, in too many instances, to the 
ability of the homeowners to meet the 
payments is pushing the envelope too 
far. Some of the no-downpayment 
schemes that have been offered have 
put not only homeowners at risk but 
whole neighborhoods at risk, where one 
or two foreclosures may totally cripple 
a vulnerable, but otherwise healthy, 
housing neighborhood. 

So we need to take a look carefully 
at the subprime market. We also need 
to look at those practices which unnec-
essarily put at risk families of modest 
income who may not be able to take on 
the responsibilities and the financial 
burdens of home owning but would be 
better off renting. 

So with that, I yield the floor, and I 
look forward to hearing our colleagues 
talk about Mexican trucks. 

Mr. President, I suggest the absence 
of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk called the roll. 
Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2800, AS MODIFIED 
Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I call 

up amendment No. 2800. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will report. 
The legislative clerk read as follows: 
The Senator from Washington [Mrs. MUR-

RAY], for Mr. DURBIN, proposes an amend-
ment numbered 2800. 

Mrs. MURRAY. I ask unanimous con-
sent that the amendment be modified 
as presented to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The amendment, as modified, is as 
follows: 
(Purpose: To amend the Housing and Com-

munity Development Act of 1974 to treat 
certain communities as metropolitan cit-
ies for purposes of the community develop-
ment block grant programs) 
On page 137, between lines 17 and 18, insert 

the following: 
SEC. 232. Paragraph (4) of section 102(a) of 

the Housing and Community Development 
Act of 1974 (42 U.S.C. 5302) is amended by add-
ing at the end the following new sentence: 
‘‘Notwithstanding any other provision of 
this paragraph, with respect to any fiscal 
year beginning after the date of the enact-
ment of this sentence, the cities of Alton and 
Granite City, Illinois, may be considered 
metropolitan cities for purposes of this 
title.’’. 
AMENDMENTS NOS. 2832; 2800, AS MODIFIED; AND 

2845 EN BLOC 
Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the pending 
amendment be set aside, and that the 
following three amendments be consid-
ered en bloc: amendments Nos. 2832; 
2800, as modified; and 2845. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 
Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, these 

en bloc amendments have been cleared 
on both sides. I know of no other de-
bate. 

Mr. BOND. No objection on this side. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there 

is no further debate, the question is on 
agreeing to the amendments en bloc. 

The amendment (No. 2800), as modi-
fied, was agreed to. 

The amendments (Nos. 2832 and 2845) 
were agreed to, as follows: 

AMENDMENT NO. 2832 

(Purpose: To establish mitigation activities 
and alternatives to mortgage foreclosure 
when viable and to reasonably ensure the 
long-term affordability of any mortgage 
assisted under this amendment) 

On page 95, after the period at the end of 
line 25, begin with the following new para-
graph: 

Of the overall funds made available for this 
account, up to $100,000,000 may be made 
available for mortgage foreclosure mitiga-
tion activities, under the following terms 
and conditions: 

(1) The Secretary of Housing and Urban 
Development (‘‘Secretary, ‘‘the Depart-
ment’’) is authorized to provide, or contract 
with public, private or nonprofit entities (in-
cluding the Neighborhood Reinvestment Cor-
poration and Housing Finance Agencies) to 
make awards (with up to a 25 percent match 
by an entity of the amount made available 
to such entity) (except for the match, some 
or all of the award may be repayable by the 
contractor to the Secretary, upon terms de-
termined by the Secretary) to provide miti-
gation assistance to eliminate the default 
and foreclosure of mortgages of owner-occu-
pied single-family homes that are at risk of 
such foreclosure, including mortgages known 
as subprime mortgages; 
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(2) These loss mitigation activities shall 

only be made available to homebuyers with 
mortgages in default or in danger of default 
where such activities are likely to ensure the 
long-term affordability of any mortgage re-
tained pursuant to such activity; No Federal 
funds made available under this paragraph 
may be provided directly to lenders or home-
owners for foreclosure mitigation assistance. 
An entity may use its own funds (including 
its match contribution) for foreclosure miti-
gation assistance subject to repayment re-
quirements and the regulations issued by the 
Secretary; 

(3) Loss mitigation activities shall involve 
a reasonable analysis of the borrower’s fi-
nancial situation, an evaluation of the cur-
rent value of the property that is subject to 
the mortgage, the possible purchase of the 
mortgage, refinancing opportunities or the 
approval of a work-out strategy by all inter-
ested parties, and an assessment of the feasi-
bility of the following measures, including: 

(I) waiver of any late payment change or, 
as applicable, penalty interest; 

(II) forbearance pursuant to the written 
agreement between the borrower and 
servicer providing for a temporary reduction 
in monthly payments followed by a re-
amortization and new payment schedule that 
includes any arrearage; 

(III) waiver, modification, or variation of 
any term of a mortgage, including modifica-
tions that changes the mortgage rate, in-
cluding the possible elimination of the ad-
justable rate mortgage requirements, for-
giving the payment of principal and interest, 
extending the final maturity rate of such 
mortgage, or beginning to include an escrow 
for taxes and insurance; 

(IV) acceptance of payment from the 
homebuyer of an amount less than the stated 
principal balance in financial satisfaction of 
such mortgage; 

(V) assumption; 
(VI) pre-foreclosure sale; 
(VII) deed in lieu of foreclosure; and 
(VIII) such other measures, or combination 

of measures, to make the mortgage both fea-
sible and reasonable to ensure the long-term 
affordability of any mortgage retained pur-
suant to such activity. 

(4) Activities described in subclasses (V) 
(VI) (VII) shall be only pursued after a rea-
sonable evaluation of the feasibility of the 
activities described in subclasses (I), (II), 
(IlI), (IV) and (VIII), based on the home-
owner’s circumstances. 

(5) The Secretary shall develop a listing of 
mortgage foreclosure mitigation entities 
with which it has agreements as well as a 
listing of counseling centers approved by the 
Secretary, with the understanding that an 
eligible mortgage foreclosure mitigation en-
tity may also operate as a counseling center. 

(6) Any mitigation funds recovered by the 
Department of Housing and Urban Develop-
ment shall be revolved back into the overall 
mitigation fund or for other counseling ac-
tivities, maintained by the Department and 
revolved back into mitigation and coun-
seling activities 

(7) The Department shall report annually 
to the Congress on its efforts to mitigate 
mortgage default. Such report shall identify 
all methods of success and housing preserved 
and shall include all recommended efforts 
that will or likely can assist in the success 
of this program. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2845 
(Purpose: To permit pilots to serve in 

multicrew covered operations until attain-
ing 65 years of age) 
On page 16, beginning with line 8, strike 

through line 2 on page 18, and insert the fol-
lowing: 

SEC. 115. MULTICREW COVERED OPERATIONS 
SERVICE BY OLDER PILOTS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 447 of title 49, 
United States Code, is amended by adding at 
the end thereof the following: 
‘‘§ 44729. Age standards for pilots 

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—Subject to the limita-
tion in subsection (c), a pilot may serve in 
multicrew covered operations until attaining 
65 years of age. 

‘‘(b) COVERED OPERATIONS DEFINED.—In 
this section, the term ‘covered operations’ 
means operations under part 121 of title 14, 
Code of Federal Regulations. 

‘‘(c) LIMITATION FOR INTERNATIONAL 
FLIGHTS.— 

‘‘(1) APPLICABILITY OF ICAO STANDARD.—A 
pilot who has attained 60 years of age may 
serve as pilot-in-command in covered oper-
ations between the United States and an-
other country only if there is another pilot 
in the flight deck crew who has not yet at-
tained 60 years of age. 

‘‘(2) SUNSET OF LIMITATION.—Paragraph (1) 
shall cease to be effective on such date as the 
Convention on International Civil Aviation 
provides that a pilot who has attained 60 
years of age may serve as pilot-in-command 
in international commercial operations 
without regard to whether there is another 
pilot in the flight deck crew who has not at-
tained age 60. 

‘‘(d) SUNSET OF AGE-60 RETIREMENT RULE.— 
On and after the date of enactment of the 
Transportation, Housing and Urban Develop-
ment, and Related Agencies Appropriations 
Act, 2008, section 121.383(c) of title 14, Code of 
Federal Regulations, shall cease to be effec-
tive. 

‘‘(e) APPLICABILITY.— 
‘‘(1) NONRETROACTIVITY.—No person who 

has attained 60 years of age before the date 
of enactment of the Transportation, Housing 
and Urban Development, and Related Agen-
cies Appropriations Act, 2008 may serve as a 
pilot for an air carrier engaged in covered 
operations unless— 

‘‘(A) such person is in the employment of 
that air carrier in such operations on such 
date of enactment as a required flight deck 
crew member; or 

‘‘(B) such person is newly hired by an air 
carrier as a pilot on or after such date of en-
actment without credit for prior seniority or 
prior longevity for benefits or other terms 
related to length of service prior to the date 
of rehire under any labor agreement or em-
ployment policies of the air carrier. 

‘‘(2) PROTECTION FOR COMPLIANCE.—An ac-
tion taken in conformance with this section, 
taken in conformance with a regulation 
issued to carry out this section, or taken 
prior to the date of enactment of the Trans-
portation, Housing and Urban Development, 
and Related Agencies Appropriations Act, 
2008 in conformance with section 121.383(c) of 
title 14, Code of Federal Regulations (as in 
effect before such date of enactment), may 
not serve as a basis for liability or relief in 
a proceeding, brought under any employ-
ment law or regulation, before any court or 
agency of the United States or of any State 
or locality. 

‘‘(f) AMENDMENTS TO LABOR AGREEMENTS 
AND BENEFIT PLANS.—Any amendment to a 
labor agreement or benefit plan of an air car-
rier that is required to conform with the re-
quirements of this section or a regulation 
issued to carry out this section, and is appli-
cable to pilots represented for collective bar-
gaining, shall be made by agreement of the 
air carrier and the designated bargaining 
representative of the pilots of the air carrier. 

‘‘(g) MEDICAL STANDARDS AND RECORDS.— 

‘‘(1) MEDICAL EXAMINATIONS AND STAND-
ARDS.—Except as provided by paragraph (2), 
a person serving as a pilot for an air carrier 
engaged in covered operations shall not be 
subject to different medical standards, or 
different, greater, or more frequent medical 
examinations, on account of age unless the 
Secretary determines (based on data re-
ceived or studies published after the date of 
enactment of the Transportation, Housing 
and Urban Development, and Related Agen-
cies Appropriations Act, 2008) that different 
medical standards, or different, greater, or 
more frequent medical examinations, are 
needed to ensure an adequate level of safety 
in flight. 

‘‘(2) DURATION OF FIRST-CLASS MEDICAL CER-
TIFICATE.—No person who has attained 60 
years of age may serve as a pilot of an air 
carrier engaged in covered operations unless 
the person has a first-class medical certifi-
cate. Such a certificate shall expire on the 
last day of the 6-month period following the 
date of examination shown on the certifi-
cate. 

‘‘(h) SAFETY.— 
‘‘(1) TRAINING.—Each air carrier engaged in 

covered operations shall continue to use 
pilot training and qualification programs ap-
proved by the Federal Aviation Administra-
tion, with specific emphasis on initial and 
recurrent training and qualification of pilots 
who have attained 60 years of age, to ensure 
continued acceptable levels of pilot skill and 
judgment. 

‘‘(2) LINE EVALUATIONS.—Not later than 6 
months after the date of enactment of the 
Transportation, Housing and Urban Develop-
ment, and Related Agencies Appropriations 
Act, 2008, and every 6 months thereafter, an 
air carrier engaged in covered operations 
shall evaluate the performance of each pilot 
of the air carrier who has attained 60 years 
of age through a line check of such pilot. 
Notwithstanding the preceding sentence, an 
air carrier shall not be required to conduct 
for a 6-month period a line check under this 
paragraph of a pilot serving as second-in- 
command if the pilot has undergone a regu-
larly scheduled simulator evaluation during 
that period. 

‘‘(3) GAO REPORT.—Not later than 24 
months after the date of enactment of the 
Transportation, Housing and Urban Develop-
ment, and Related Agencies Appropriations 
Act, 2008, the Comptroller General shall sub-
mit to the Committee on Transportation and 
Infrastructure of the House of Representa-
tives and the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation of the Senate a 
report concerning the effect, if any, on avia-
tion safety of the modification to pilot age 
standards made by subsection (a).’’. 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The chapter 
analysis for chapter 447 of title 49, United 
States Code, is amended by adding at the end 
the following: 
‘‘44729. Age standards for pilots’’. 

Mrs. MURRAY. I move to reconsider 
the vote. 

Mr. BOND. I move to lay that motion 
on the table. 

The motion to lay on the table was 
agreed to. 

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the time just 
used be equally divided from both sides 
between now and the hour of 7 o’clock. 
I remind all of our colleagues that at 7 
o’clock we will be having three votes 
on the amendments that are pending. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 
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Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, if I 

could inquire of the Senator from 
Washington, my understanding is that 
from 6 to 7, there was to be debate on 
the two amendments, Senator 
CORNYN’s amendment and my amend-
ment, which will then be voted on as 
side-by-side amendments at 7 o’clock, 
and that I would be allotted half the 
time. 

Mrs. MURRAY. That is correct. 
Mr. DORGAN. So let me ask unani-

mous consent that I be allowed to 
speak for 5 minutes on the Coburn 
amendment that I believe he has spo-
ken about already dealing with the 
Peace Garden outside of that block of 
time, and following that 5-minute pres-
entation, the remaining time would be 
split between myself and Senator 
CORNYN or his designee. I am not ask-
ing that the vote be extended; I am just 
saying that between now and 7 we are 
splitting the time with respect to the 
truck amendments. 

If I have 25 minutes, that is fine. 
Might I ask with respect to the Peace 

Garden amendment, will there be 2 
minutes on each side prior to the vote 
on that amendment? 

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, let me 
let the Senator know that between 
votes we will have time for the Sen-
ators to discuss the amendments. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2797 
Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, this 

issue of Mexican long-haul trucking 
into this country is an important issue, 
and I have offered an amendment that 
is very simple. It is an amendment that 
is supported by a number of groups: 
The Advocates for Highway and Auto 
Safety, Citizens for Reliable and Safe 
Highways, Parents Against Tired 
Truckers, Public Citizen, the National 
Farmers Union, the Teamsters, the 
Transportation Trade Department of 
the AFL–CIO. 

In a newspaper article this morning, 
the American Trucking Association, 
which represents the trucking busi-
ness, and which, by the way, supported 
the North American Free Trade Agree-
ment, said today it has ‘‘grave con-
cerns’’ about the Mexican trucking 
pilot project. 

Here is the story: We passed NAFTA, 
the North American Free Trade Agree-
ment. I didn’t vote for it. It was a hor-
rible trade agreement, and it has dem-
onstrated over the years to be a trade 
agreement that does not represent our 
country’s interests. We turned a very 
small trade surplus with Mexico into a 
huge trade deficit. But aside from that, 
in the passage of NAFTA, it was to har-
monize at some point in the future the 
ability to do long-haul trucking across 
Canada, the United States, and Mexico, 
but it was never anticipated that it 
would start in circumstances where 
there were not equivalent standards 
and/or enforcement with respect to 
safety. 

So I have very strong concerns be-
cause I don’t think there is any evi-

dence presented anywhere in this 
Chamber during this debate that we 
have equivalent standards and enforce-
ment with respect to safety, and there-
fore I don’t believe we ought to allow, 
at this point, the pilot project to go 
forward that will have long-haul Mexi-
can trucks coming into this country 
now. 

Now, let me describe a couple of 
things. First of all, it is coincidental, 
perhaps, but yesterday, a great tragedy 
occurred in Mexico, and I will describe 
it with this story that I saw yesterday 
morning. A terrible truck accident oc-
curred where 37 people were killed; 150 
people were injured in the blast. It left 
a crater of up to 65 feet, and that was 
because one of the trucks was hauling 
explosives in Mexico. This is a great 
tragedy, this accident; so many people 
were killed. Here is the crater in the 
road in Mexico. One of the trucks was 
carrying explosives. This was in a min-
ing area. 

According to newspaper reports, the 
driver of the truck that was carrying 
the dynamite was trying to overtake 
another truck carrying 25 tons of ex-
plosives in a trailer. The chief of police 
in the State where the accident took 
place said the truck was not equipped 
to carry explosives. The driver of the 
truck that was carrying the explosives 
fled the scene, and the bishop of the 
Catholic diocese in the area, the cap-
ital of the border State where the crash 
happened said: 

It’s not possible to understand how a truck 
with 25 tons of explosives could drive on the 
highway with no type of protection. 

Now, we know what would happen in 
this country if you were driving a 
truck with explosives on board. We 
have safety requirements that are 
stringently enforced. You have to have 
vehicles in front and vehicles behind 
and proper signage. That was not the 
case yesterday in Mexico. I am not sug-
gesting that is a circumstance which 
would exist in this country, but I am 
saying we don’t have equivalent stand-
ards between this country and Mex-
ico—not yet. Some day, when they 
exist, I will not complain about a pilot 
project, but today I will complain 
about it because those equivalent 
standards don’t exist. 

Mr. President, the inspector general’s 
report described the following. I men-
tion that report because last Thursday, 
at 7:30 in the evening, the IG issued a 
report. The report was required be-
cause of an amendment I offered, and 
others, that said the Department of 
Transportation cannot move to begin a 
pilot project of having long-haul Mexi-
can trucks come into this country 
until the IG has done a report. The IG 
did a report, and at 8:30 the Depart-
ment of Transportation, 1 hour later 
that evening—apparently they had 
taken a speed-reading course—decided 
it was going to implement the pilot 
project right then. 

Here is what the IG report says: 
While the DOT officials inspecting Mexican 

trucking companies took steps to verify on-
site data, we noted that certain information 
was not available to them. Specifically, in-
formation pertaining to vehicle inspections, 
accident reports, and driver violations main-
tained by Mexican authorities . . . 

What does that mean? It means the 
most important information by which 
you would judge whether we ought to 
allow long-haul trucks to come into 
this country from Mexico is not avail-
able. They go on to say that they were 
able to get some if they were able to 
obtain it from the company’s records 
by the generosity of the company. But 
no data bank was available. The infor-
mation wasn’t available. They were not 
able to get information about vehicle 
inspections, accident reports, and driv-
er violations. I am sorry, that is the 
ball game, as far as I am concerned. 

This is about safety. We developed 
standards in this country to provide 
basic safety for the American people. If 
you want to obliterate those standards, 
go ahead, but it won’t be with my sup-
port and vote. The Department of 
Transportation is making a mistake, in 
my judgment. I mentioned the three 
areas that we are taking on faith be-
cause we could not get the informa-
tion, and there is no such data bank. 
Does that make you feel comfortable? 
It doesn’t me. 

There are a whole series of questions 
and problems raised in the IG’s report. 
Yet we are told that we have enough 
information, let’s just proceed. I don’t 
think it is wise to proceed. 

My colleague from Texas is going to 
offer an amendment that will say: No, 
no, let’s let this proceed and see what 
happens. My colleague from Arizona 
said let’s go ahead and try this and see 
what happens. We are going to see 
what happens? No, no. In my judgment, 
we ought to certify the ability to have 
long-haul trucking coming from Mex-
ico into this country when we have de-
cided there is safety for American driv-
ers and safety on American roads and 
that we have been able to determine 
that equivalent enforcement and equiv-
alent standards exist. That is not now 
the case. The IG’s report demonstrates 
that. So I don’t understand the rush. 
What is the requirement for speed and 
why the urgency? Why not stand up for 
the standards we have created in this 
country? 

If I might, I believe I have a copy of 
the IG’s report. I will read something 
else. On page 2, it says that the Federal 
Motor Carrier Safety Administration, 
which is part of the Department of 
Transportation, agreed to develop a 
plan to check every truck every time. 
They are saying: No, it is going to be 
fine; we are going to check every truck 
coming across the border every time. 
But they say that as of July 2007, no 
coordinated, site-specific plans to 
carry out such checks were in place. 
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They say they would have the plans by 
August 22, 2007, but we have not re-
ceived any outlines or any completed 
plans. 

They say this: 
In our opinion, not having site-specific 

plans developed and in place prior to initi-
ating the demonstration project will in-
crease the risk that project participants will 
be able to avoid the required checks. 

Once again, they say that we will 
check every truck every time. The IG 
says that the way it works is we now 
have a greater risk and they will be 
able to avoid the required checks. That 
is not from me, it is from the IG’s re-
port. 

So I offer on behalf of myself and 
Senator SPECTER an amendment—bi-
partisan, with a good many cospon-
sors—that says let’s stop this pilot pro-
gram. It should not have been initiated 
last Thursday. The House of Represent-
atives already voted to do so by voice 
vote. The House has done this already. 
I hope the Senate will do the same this 
evening. 

My colleague will offer an amend-
ment that sounds as if it is wrapped in 
a bouquet of flowers. The very last sen-
tence says: Let’s fund this project. So 
we can skip the preamble and say: Do 
you want to fund this project or not? 
Do you believe we ought to have long- 
haul trucks from Mexico under these 
circumstances at this time or don’t 
you? If you believe we are not ready, 
that there is not and will not be at this 
point equivalent standards and enforce-
ment and, therefore, assured safety for 
the American people, if you believe 
that—and I think the evidence is 
clear—then you vote for the amend-
ment I have offered with Senator SPEC-
TER and others. If you believe we 
should proceed with this long-haul 
Mexican trucking coming into our 
country at this moment, then vote 
with Senator CORNYN and his amend-
ment. 

I hope most Members of the Senate 
will reject what a colleague of mine 
said last evening. This amendment is 
just making Mexico a bogeyman, I 
think is what he described. This is 
much more serious than that. There 
will be people driving up to 4-way stop 
signs in this country or driving down a 
2-lane or 4-lane road in this country 
next to an 18-wheeler, and the Amer-
ican people want to know whether that 
has an equivalent inspection to what 
we have. Do they have logbooks and 
records, and are they obligating them-
selves to the same requirements as this 
country? The answer, quite clearly, in 
my judgment, looking at what the IG 
has said, is that there is nobody in this 
Chamber who can give that assurance, 
and if that is given, it is given without 
any documentation at all. 

I have other things to say. I want 
others to proceed to make their case. I 
hope to be able to close the debate this 
evening. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Texas is recognized. 
Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, I think 

it would be helpful for Members of the 
Senate to recount the history of this 
pilot program because it demonstrates 
that this pilot program was adopted as 
part of the treaty obligations of the 
United States, dating back to 1993. I 
know that seems like a long time ago. 
It was certainly long before I got in the 
Congress. But I do believe this is rel-
evant to the debate. 

Of course, in 1993, the North Amer-
ican Free Trade Agreement, NAFTA, 
was adopted. But, relevant to this 
amendment, it had the requirement 
that signatory countries—in other 
words, Canada, Mexico, and the United 
States—are to give each other access 
to each other’s long-haul commercial 
trucks. There was initially a refusal to 
enact the provision with regard to 
Mexican trucks, and in 1995 Mexican 
trucks were to have been given full ac-
cess to four U.S. border States. 

In 2000, under NAFTA, this 1993 trea-
ty obligation, Mexican trucks would 
have been given full access throughout 
the United States. 

In 2001, this matter was taken to a 
NAFTA arbitration panel, which ruled 
that the United States is in violation 
of its commitments under NAFTA and 
must open up its highways to Mexican 
trucks. 

In 2001, Congress passes the 2002 De-
partment of Transportation appropria-
tions bill, which set 22 safety-related 
preconditions for opening the border to 
long-haul Mexican trucks. 

In 2002, the Secretary of Transpor-
tation, Norman Mineta, announced 
that all of the preconditions—those 22 
safety preconditions—had been met 
and directed the Federal Motor Carrier 
Safety Administration to act on the 
Mexican application. 

In 2003, the Ninth Circuit Court of 
Appeals delayed implementation of 
this provision. But then, in June of 
2004, the U.S. Supreme Court reversed 
the decision of the Ninth Circuit and 
ruled that Mexican trucks could oper-
ate in the United States pursuant to 
the 1993 NAFTA treaty. 

In 2007, the administration an-
nounced a pilot project to grant Mexi-
can trucks from 100 transportation 
companies full access to U.S. highways. 

In May 2007, the Iraq war supple-
mental mandates that any pilot pro-
gram to give Mexican trucks access be-
yond the border region cannot begin 
until U.S. trucks have similar access to 
Mexico and requires a report of the Of-
fice of the IG. 

In September 2007, the Office of the 
IG issued its report. The next day, the 
administration issued its first permit 
to enter the United States under the 
program. 

I wish to address the concerns many 
of my constituents have addressed to 

me regarding the Mexican truck dem-
onstration program because I think we 
ought to be guided by the facts and not 
solely by fear. I understand, however, 
the fear people have of unsafe trucks 
coming into the United States. Frank-
ly, I would not for a moment tolerate 
that, nor do I believe would any Mem-
ber of the Congress. I firmly believe the 
American people must have confidence 
that their family’s safety is not endan-
gered by any truck, whether it be 
Mexican, American, or Canadian. 

As my colleagues know, as I have 
just recounted, the United States is 
under a treaty obligation through 
NAFTA to open our interior to long- 
haul trucks from Canada and Mexico, 
just as they are required to open their 
highways to American truckers. I be-
lieve we should live up to our treaty 
obligations, and I say that even if I 
don’t necessarily agree with them be-
cause they are, as a matter of fact, the 
law of the land, and whether I agree 
with it or the Senator from North Da-
kota agrees with it, once the matter is 
adopted as a treaty obligation of the 
United States, it is litigated not only 
by the NAFTA arbitration panel but by 
the Ninth Circuit Court of Appeals and 
the U.S. Supreme Court, and I think 
his opinion or mine about whether it is 
something we prefer to happen becomes 
pretty much a moot point if we are to 
be a nation of laws and respect the 
judgments of the courts, even if we 
don’t happen to like it. 

I do believe we have a high obliga-
tion, however, to ensure that the 
trucks on our roads live up to the high 
standards of safety the American peo-
ple demand. So I think it is important 
for people to understand what this 
demonstration program entails because 
there has been misinformation about 
it. 

Under this program, 100 precertified 
Mexican trucking companies would be 
able to expand operations beyond the 
U.S. border zones. At the same time— 
and this is an important part of the 
deal—100 U.S. trucking companies 
would be allowed to operate in Mexico. 
This is not a one-way street; it is a 
two-way street when it comes to inter-
national trade and commerce. As re-
quired by Congress, Mexican trucks 
must have a U.S.-based insurance pol-
icy, must comply fully with hours of 
service regulations, must maintain ve-
hicles to U.S. carrier standards, and 
drivers must be able to communicate 
in English so they can understand the 
instructions of law enforcement and 
other safety personnel. They must also 
pass drug and alcohol testing require-
ments. 

Many of the safety provisions in-
cluded in the program the Department 
of Transportation has adopted, in fact, 
go well beyond what Congress has re-
quired to date. I am here today to have 
a real debate about safety and what we 
in Congress can do to take concrete 
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steps to ensure the highest standards 
of truck safety. 

The solution to me is simple, and it 
is embodied in my amendment, which 
we will have an opportunity to vote on. 
My amendment, for the first time, will 
make it U.S. law that every truck par-
ticipating in the demonstration pro-
gram must be inspected every 3 months 
to the same standard as U.S. trucks. 
Every driver entering this country 
under the program will have to verify 
compliance with safety requirements, 
and they would have to do so every 
time they entered the United States. 

The Department of Transportation’s 
inspector general will be required to 
certify soon after the program is fully 
implemented that the Department has, 
in fact, inspected every truck and 
verified every driver. This is the De-
partment of Transportation of the 
United States Government; no other 
government. They must verify every 
truck inspection and verify every driv-
er. If the inspector general of the De-
partment of Transportation fails to 
certify such, then funding for this pro-
gram will be automatically suspended. 

Under this approach, for the first 
time, we will statutorily enshrine in 
American law the principle that we in-
spect and certify every Mexican truck 
that enters the United States through 
this program. 

It is also worth noting that this will 
be the first time in the history of the 
program that there will be an actual 
congressional requirement for the in-
spector general to certify the program. 
Previously, Congress has only required 
the inspector general to review the pro-
gram. 

Finally, my amendment will require 
the administration to provide 60 days’ 
notice to Congress should they wish to 
extend or otherwise continue the dem-
onstration project. Such notice will 
give this body ample time to consider 
the merits of the program as imple-
mented and what modifications, if any, 
we want to make. 

By moving forward on a conditional 
basis with a threat of a full shutdown if 
the inspector general finds the program 
is noncompliant, we will further 
incentivize the Department of Trans-
portation to strenuously enforce the 
safety inspection and verification re-
quirements under this new law. 

It is also worth noting that the De-
partment has already taken a ‘‘go 
slow’’ approach—I am glad they have— 
planning to allow only up to 25 carriers 
per month into the program in the first 
4 months. Even at the height of the 
program, the Department expects a 
maximum of 500 to 600 trucks to par-
ticipate, compared to the millions of 
domestic and Canadian trucks that 
currently operate on our roads. 

I have heard the claim has been made 
that there are no site-specific plans for 
each point of entry to ensure compli-
ance with new verification and inspec-

tion standards. The Department of 
Transportation did, in fact, develop 
site-specific plans for all 25 commercial 
crossings in full coordination with Cus-
toms and Border Protection, and other 
relevant agencies, although they did 
not finish them in time for the inspec-
tor general’s data collection. 

Furthermore, the inspector general 
raised concerns about training of State 
enforcement officials. Of course, any 
time a new policy is enacted, there will 
be challenges as personnel become ac-
customed to the new rules. That is why 
the Department has conducted and will 
continue to conduct rigorous training 
with State enforcement officials. And 
it is important we not look to training 
as a one-shot deal. Many of the lessons 
on how best to ensure the safety of 
trucks entering this country will be 
learned on the ground. 

I believe that instead of trying to kill 
this program, which will violate the 
treaty obligations of the United States 
of America as interpreted by the U.S. 
Supreme Court and international arbi-
tration panels, we in the Congress have 
a duty to find workable solutions that 
ensure as much as humanly possible 
the safety of trucks on our roads and 
make sure, whether they be American 
trucks or Mexican trucks or Canadian 
trucks, that they are all held to the 
same high standard. 

My amendment will do this, and I 
urge my colleagues to support it. 

Mr. President, I reserve the remain-
der of our time, and I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Who 
yields time? 

Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, how 
much time remains on each side? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from North Dakota has 12 minutes 
6 seconds; the Senator from Texas has 
13 minutes 49 seconds. 

Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, I intend 
to close debate, if possible, at some 
point. Does the Senator from Texas 
have other speakers? 

Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, we are 
checking, and we will be able to let you 
know momentarily. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2842 

Mr. President, I call up my amend-
ment No. 2842 to the pending bill and 
ask for its immediate consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report. 

The assistant legislative clerk read 
as follows: 

The Senator from Texas [Mr. CORNYN] pro-
poses an amendment numbered 2842. 

Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the reading of 
the amendment be dispensed with. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The amendment is as follows: 

(Purpose: To ensure that every motor carrier 
entering the United States through the 
cross-border motor carrier demonstration 
program is inspected and meets all applica-
ble safety standards established for United 
States commercial motor vehicles) 
On page 70, between lines 20 and 21, insert 

the following: 
SEC. 194. (a) Not less frequently than once 

every 3 months, the Secretary of Transpor-
tation shall inspect every commercial motor 
vehicle authorized to enter the United States 
through the demonstration program to en-
sure that every participating commercial 
motor vehicle complies with all applicable 
safety standards established for United 
States commercial motor vehicles. 

(b) The Secretary of Transportation shall 
conduct an on-site preauthorization safety 
audit of every motor carrier domiciled in 
Mexico that participates in the demonstra-
tion program to ensure compliance with all 
applicable safety standards established for 
motor carriers domiciled in the United 
States. 

(c) The Secretary of Transportation shall 
verify, at the point of entry, the safety com-
pliance of every motor vehicle and motor ve-
hicle operator that enters the United States 
through the demonstration program to en-
sure that every motor vehicle and motor ve-
hicle operator meets all applicable safety 
standards established for United States com-
mercial motor vehicles and motor vehicle 
operators. 

(d)(1) Not later than 120 days after the 
commencement of the demonstration pro-
gram, the Inspector General of the Depart-
ment of Transportation shall submit a cer-
tification to Congress that the Secretary of 
Transportation is in compliance with this 
section. 

(2) No funds made available under this Act 
may be used for the demonstration program 
if the Inspector General fails to submit the 
certification required under paragraph (1). 

(e)(1) Not later than 60 days before imple-
menting a cross-border motor carrier inspec-
tion program based on the demonstration 
program, the Secretary of Transportation 
shall submit written notification that de-
scribes the Secretary’s intention to imple-
ment the inspection program to— 

(A) the Committee on Appropriations of 
the Senate; 

(B) the Committee on Commerce, Science, 
and Transportation of the Senate; 

(C) the Committee on Appropriations of 
the House of Representatives; and 

(D) the Committee on Transportation and 
Infrastructure of the House of Representa-
tives. 

(2) The Secretary may not implement the 
inspection program if Congress passes a law 
that terminates the program. 

(f) In this section— 
(1) the term ‘‘commercial zones’’ means 

the commercial zones along the inter-
national border between the United States 
and Mexico; and 

(2) the term ‘‘demonstration program’’ 
means the cross-border motor carrier dem-
onstration program that authorizes motor 
carriers domiciled in Mexico to operate be-
yond the commercial zones along the inter-
national border between the United States 
and Mexico. 

(g) Of the amounts appropriated for the Of-
fice of the Secretary under this title, suffi-
cient funds shall be made available to the 
Secretary of Transportation to carry out 
this section. 

Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, I yield 
the floor and suggest the absence of a 
quorum. 
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Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, I ask 

the Senator to withhold his request for 
a quorum call. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator withhold? 

Mr. CORNYN. Yes. 
Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, will you 

notify me when I have 7 minutes re-
maining? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator will be notified. 

Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, the 
amendment that has just been de-
scribed on page 4 ends with: 

Of the amounts appropriated for the Office 
of the Secretary under this title, sufficient 
funds shall be made available . . . to carry 
out this section. 

This is simply a mechanism to say 
let’s just do this; let’s fund it. 

The point I have made is very simple. 
There is no treaty that would require 
this Senate to decide to have some-
thing happen on our highways that we 
believe not to be safe. There is no trea-
ty that requires us to open our borders 
to long-haul Mexican trucking at this 
moment unless we believe there is safe-
ty and soundness to that proposal. I do 
not believe that is the case. 

Let me again describe the three con-
ditions that represent the problem. The 
suggestion that every truck will be in-
spected every time is simply not the 
case. On page 2, it says, from the in-
spector general’s report, that it will 
not be the case: 

In our opinion, not having site-specific 
plans developed and in place prior to initi-
ating the demonstration project will in-
crease the risk that project participants will 
be able to avoid the required checks. 

This is not a legal issue; frankly, it is 
a safety issue. The question of accident 
reports, vehicle inspections, driver vio-
lations, the fact there is no national 
database—that is not me saying that, 
that is the inspector general—there is 
no national database, there is no data-
base they can go to get this informa-
tion, the fact that this information 
doesn’t exist means that we don’t know 
what the consequences will be. 

One of my colleagues earlier said: 
Let’s try it. That is probably fine, if he 
feels like pulling up to a four-way stop 
sign next to an 18-wheeler to try it and 
see whether there were vehicle inspec-
tions that were adequate or whether it 
has a driver who might have had three 
drunk driving accidents or perhaps 10 
speeding violations nobody knows 
about because there is no database. 
Let’s try it? How about let’s not try it 
with our families or with the families 
of other Americans. 

Sheryl Jennings McGurk describes 
her family’s experience. I ask unani-
mous consent to have printed in the 
RECORD a two-page statement from 
this woman, Sheryl Jennings McGurk. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

STATEMENT FROM SHERYL JENNINGS MCGURK 
IN SUPPORT OF DORGAN-SPECTER AMEND-
MENT, SEPTEMBER 11, 2007 
On behalf of all members of my family, in-

cluding my parents and nephew lost in 2005 
in a horrendous and unnecessary crash with 
a large truck that should never have been 
where it was, I strongly support the Dorgan/ 
Specter amendment that will prevent any 
spending to carry out the Mexican truck 
pilot program begun by the federal govern-
ment last week. We hope that telling the 
story of what happened to my family will 
help prevent others from going through what 
we have and what we will continue to go 
through for the rest of our lives. 

My husband Sean and I were married on 
June 6th, 2004. This was an extraordinarily 
special day for us because it was also my 
parent’s 45th wedding anniversary. They 
were married following my father’s gradua-
tion from the first class of the United States 
Air Force Academy in 1959. I had a very close 
relationship with my mom and dad, they 
were not just my parents but they were also 
my best friends! They asked us to share this 
date with them forever and of course we ac-
cepted, hoping to be blessed with a long and 
happy marriage. It was a special day shared 
by our family. 

My mom, Marie Jennings, was a beautiful, 
stylish, lady and her bouncy and adven-
turous personality was the perfect com-
pliment to my dads more serious and quiet 
demeanor. My mom served our country first 
as the wife of an Air Force officer, and next 
as a mom, raising myself and my two older 
brothers, David and Bob; swim team, soccer, 
boy scouts, girl scouts, you name it, we kept 
her quite busy! We moved across the country 
and around the world. As we grew up, she de-
cided to use her talents by working for the 
federal government as a civil servant and she 
did so, for 25 years. 

My dad was an officer and gentleman! He 
retired as a colonel after 27.5 years. He 
served first as a fighter pilot in Vietnam 
where he was awarded the Distinguished Fly-
ing Cross. He later became a test pilot and 
an instructor pilot. During his career he flew 
almost all the planes the AF had at the time. 
He loved to fly and had recently been recer-
tified so he could fly with his friend to at-
tend an air show in Oshkosh, WI. During his 
career, he still made time to be my dad as a 
soccer coach, a ski buddy, and a private 
tutor. Later on he decided to continue to 
serve his country by teaching high risk 
youth at Hollywood High School in Los An-
geles, young adults at the University of 
Phoenix and he also volunteered teaching for 
free at private schools. 

My nephew, David Michael Jennings, was a 
great kid! He was my brother David’s only 
son and the first grandchild. He was born in 
Beavercreek, Ohio. He was active in high 
school. He played football, the French horn 
in the marching band, ran track, and was ac-
tive in the Spanish and math clubs. David 
was an Eagle Scout, quite an honor for any 
young man. He was active in his community 
and his church. He volunteered as team cap-
tain for Relay for Life and the Special Olym-
pics. Upon graduating high school, he left 
home to live with my parents and attend 
junior college. He was completing his sopho-
more year at Mira Costa College where he 
was a Student Ambassador and active in stu-
dent government. He sponsored a 5K run for 
charity and beach clean-ups in Carlsbad, CA. 
He was transferring to UCSD in the fall. 

On February 15th, 2005, just 8 months after 
we were married, my mom and dad started 
out on exciting journey to visit my oldest 

brother, Bob, his wife Sandy, and their 
youngest grandson, Jack. David volunteered 
to take my parents to the airport. Unfortu-
nately, their journey was cut short only 30 
miles from their home in Carlsbad, CA. 

It was around 5 a.m. A truck from Mexico 
was headed north on I–5 when the driver 
thought he was having mechanical issues. He 
pulled his truck off the freeway to check it 
out. At that time he decided he would not be 
able to get his truck from where he now was 
to Los Angeles where he needed to deliver 
his goods. He decided to take his truck back 
onto the freeway and headed south. It was a 
bad decision. His truck proceeded to break 
down in the middle of the freeway. My par-
ents and nephew never had a chance. 

This accident was 100 percent avoidable. 
The truck had numerous safety issues and 
should not have been operating in the United 
States. For this, our lives are forever 
changed and we lost three of the most in-
credible people. This loss has left a hole in 
our lives that cannot be filled. To lose your 
mom, your dad, and your nephew; all at 
once; is indescribable. Your world changes in 
an instant. 

Please help ensure this doesn’t happen 
again. Vote for the Dorgan/Specter amend-
ment. Safe roads are everyone’s responsi-
bility. 

Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, she de-
scribes an accident south of Los Ange-
les that took the life of several mem-
bers of her family, an accident that 
was totally avoidable, she says. I quote 
her last paragraph: 

The accident was 100 percent avoidable. 
The truck had numerous safety issues and 
should not have been operating in the United 
States. For this, our lives are forever 
changed and we lost three of the most in-
credible people [from our family]. 

This was a truck from Mexico headed 
north on I–5, a truck that had mechan-
ical problems, a truck that had numer-
ous safety issues. Three people are 
dead. This is not a legal issue, not for 
the Senate; this is a safety issue. And 
if you believe that you have all of the 
assurances you need that this will be 
safe, then I understand your vote. But 
if you look at what the inspector gen-
eral report says clearly—the inspector 
general report says we don’t have in-
formation on these key issues, the 
issues we would need to know before we 
decide to allow long-haul Mexican 
trucking into our country. 

As I indicated earlier, the American 
Trucking Association is an association 
that supported the North American 
Free Trade Agreement. Clayton Boyce, 
the vice president of public affairs for 
the American Trucking Association, 
said today, in fact: 

The group has grave concerns about how 
the pilot project will be carried out and 
whether it will be safe. 

Even though they supported NAFTA. 
Let me say that again. The American 
Trucking Association said: 

The group has grave concerns about how 
the pilot project will be carried out and 
whether it will be safe. 

I don’t believe this is a legal issue. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator is advised that he has 7 minutes 
remaining. 
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Mr. DORGAN. This Congress has the 

right to make decisions about safety 
on our highways. We made those deci-
sions in many ways with respect to our 
internal regulations, our internal 
standards, and we enforce those stand-
ards, but that equivalent enforcement 
does not exist in Mexico at this point. 
If it existed, we would have a database 
in Mexico that would tell us imme-
diately and quickly accident reports on 
drivers and vehicles, vehicle inspec-
tions, and driver violations. No such 
database exists, and that is the prob-
lem. That is why I think this pilot 
project is unwise. It is why Senator 
SPECTER, I, and others have offered an 
amendment to stop this pilot project. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Who 

yield yields time? 
The Senator from Texas. 
Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, I guess 

I have to agree with the distinguished 
Senator from North Dakota that there 
is no legal issue because, frankly, the 
legal issues have all been decided, all 
the way up to the U.S. Supreme Court 
and by the NAFTA arbitration panel. 
So, in effect, the mandate to allow 
Mexican trucks that meet high safety 
standards is the law of the land. The 
question is whether we are going to 
comply with it in a way that protects 
the safety of the driving public in 
America. 

My amendment makes clear that we 
should maintain and mandate high 
standards, and my amendment does 
that. I would never tolerate an unsafe 
truck on our American highways, par-
ticularly on Texas highways. I don’t 
care whether it comes from Mexico or 
Canada or from the United States, we 
should not tolerate unsafe trucks. 
What my amendment does is it makes 
sure that those high safety standards 
are enforced and maintained. 

I have to ask: How does it look if we 
are going to hold trucks coming from 
Mexico to a different standard than we 
are with trucks coming from Canada? 
The suggestion is that because trucks 
are coming from Mexico, they are 
somehow incapable of meeting these 
high safety standards. I can tell my 
colleagues, as somebody who comes 
from a border State with 1,600 miles of 
common border with Mexico, there are 
challenges along the border, but legal 
trade and legal commerce are impor-
tant to the people in Texas, and they 
are important to the people of the 
United States. 

For every truck entering into the 
United States from Mexico that has to 
be tested, if it fails to pass a test, it 
will be put out of service; for every 
truck that is going to come into the 
United States under NAFTA, a truck 
will be able to travel from the United 
States into Mexico. 

So this is a matter of enforcing free 
trade requirements that are part of the 
law of the land that have been litigated 

all the way up to the U.S. Supreme 
Court and about which there isn’t any 
controversy. The only question that re-
mains is whether we are going to treat 
trucks from Canada and trucks from 
Mexico the same. I submit we should, 
and we should hold both to the high 
standards of public safety which my 
amendment will require. And as I said 
earlier, if in fact trucks participating 
in this program must be inspected 
every 3 months, the same standard as 
U.S. trucks, every driver entering the 
country under this program would have 
to verify compliance with safety re-
quirements and they would have to do 
so every time they enter the United 
States. If in fact the Department of 
Transportation’s inspector general 
fails to certify that the program actu-
ally makes sure every truck is in-
spected and every driver is verified—if 
the inspector general fails to certify to 
such—then funding for this program 
would be automatically suspended. 

So under my approach, for the first 
time, we will enshrine the principle 
that we inspect and certify every single 
truck, whether it comes from Mexico 
or whether it comes from Canada, that 
would enter the United States under 
this program. 

I know that previously a letter from 
the Secretary of Transportation has 
been made part of the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD here which addresses some of 
the concerns raised by the Senator 
from North Dakota with regard to bor-
der license checks of drivers working 
for Mexican carriers. The Department 
of Transportation has noted that there 
is a required check of the commercial 
driver’s license of each driver of a 
Mexican domiciled carrier crossing the 
border. So I believe the concerns raised 
by the distinguished Senator from 
North Dakota have been addressed by 
the Department of Transportation, and 
given the stringent inspection require-
ments and public safety requirements 
of my amendment, I believe that is 
what my colleagues should support, 
one that is compliant with what in es-
sence is the law of the land and which 
will protect the safety of the public. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor. 
Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, let me 

yield 3 minutes to Senator BROWN, and 
as I do that, let me say to Senator 
BROWN, as I have said previously, the 
Cornyn amendment, in the last sen-
tence, says let us just fund the pilot 
project. It has a lot of bouquets 
wrapped around it, but in the end it 
says, let us just fund this project. That 
is why I believe we should pass the 
Dorgan, Specter, et al., amendment. 

I yield 3 minutes to Senator BROWN. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Ohio. 
Mr. BROWN. I thank my friend from 

North Dakota. 
Senator DORGAN has reviewed the nu-

merous reasons why this pilot program 
doesn’t make sense. It doesn’t make 

sense to compromise safety laws, 
whether it is road safety, food safety, 
toy safety, or truck safety. Unsafe 
trucks on our roads, unsafe food on our 
tables, or dangerous toys in the hands 
of our children, all of this is part of a 
larger issue. It is about trade. 

It would be easier if it weren’t. It 
would be easier if we didn’t need strong 
trade rules to ensure truck safety and 
food safety and product safety, but it 
simply doesn’t work that way. If we 
don’t require China to export products 
as safe as those manufactured in the 
United States, our children will be ex-
posed to lead paint and loose parts. If 
we don’t write trade deals, as Senator 
DORGAN says, that prohibit unsafe 
trucks from our roads, more Ameri-
cans—count on it—will be killed on our 
highways. Yet we write trade deals 
that compromise and compromise and 
compromise away the safety standards 
that protect our children, our pets, our 
roads, and ourselves. 

Why should we agree to a trade deal 
that turns product safety into a reac-
tive recall-driven enterprise? Not be-
cause it serves our families but because 
it serves multinational corporations. 
Why should we agree to trade deals 
that compromise road safety? Not be-
cause it serves our families but because 
it serves multinational corporations. 

Too often in both Chambers in this 
Congress we write trade deals that ig-
nore consumers, coddle corporations, 
produce massive trade deficits, ensure 
unsafe imports, and export U.S. jobs. 
Instead, we could write trade rules that 
respect U.S. law and promote U.S. ex-
ports. We could write trade rules that 
keep our roads safe, our food and toys 
safe, that are fair to U.S. trading part-
ners, and best for America’s families. 
But it means letting go of expedient, 
shortsighted, lopsided free trade deals 
and embracing a new model. 

Instead of trade deals designed to 
benefit top management and multi-
national corporations, we should write 
trade deals designed to benefit every-
one else. I am sure the benefit of those 
trade deals will ultimately trickle 
down to the Nation’s CEOs. U.S. road 
safety laws make sense. Voting for the 
Dorgan amendment and voting against 
the Cornyn amendment demonstrates 
respect for those rules. 

I urge my colleagues to vote accord-
ingly. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor. 
Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, how 

much time remains? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from North Dakota has 3 minutes 
remaining, and the Senator from Texas 
has 8 minutes 44 seconds. 

Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, in the 
interest of finishing, I will use my 3 
minutes. 

Let me say that when I said this is 
not a legal issue, my point is whether 
it has been in the courts or not, we 
make the law. We will determine to-
night our destiny. That is our responsi-
bility here in this Chamber. Because 
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we write the law and make the law, we 
will determine what the safety stand-
ards will be for America’s roads to-
night. My colleague from Ohio says it 
very well, in my judgment. 

There is an old saying: Never buy 
something from somebody who is out 
of breath. There is a kind of breathless 
quality to what the Department of 
Transportation did last Thursday 
night. They get the IG report at 7:30; at 
8:30 they announced, we made a deci-
sion: We got the report, studied it—we 
have some of the fastest lawyers in the 
world waiting on this—and away we go. 
Well, let me talk about what they 
missed. They missed the three key 
points with respect to the standards of 
safety, because the inspector general’s 
report said there is no databank, no 
massive information with respect to 
accident reports, vehicle inspections, 
or driver violations in Mexico with 
Mexican trucking. 

The fact is they do not have equiva-
lent enforcement in Mexico. That is 
just a fact. If you think there is 
equivalency between Canada, the 
United States, and Mexico, you just 
miss it. 

I had a trucker call me yesterday 
who said, look, I do this for a living, 
and I pull up at truckstops all over this 
country. I pull up in the short-haul 
areas 25 miles from the border, and I 
have talked to a lot of Mexican truck-
ers and looked at their equipment. He 
said, if there are people who think 
there are equivalent standards, they 
are daydreaming. 

Let me say this, finally. Everything 
about NAFTA has gone haywire, to use 
a term of art. Everything. They said 
pass NAFTA, the trade agreement with 
Mexico and Canada, and things will be 
great. Well, we passed it. Guess what. 
We turned a small surplus into a huge 
trade deficit. They said what it will 
mean is low-skilled, low-wage jobs will 
move to Mexico. Well, guess what. The 
three biggest exports to Mexico are 
automobiles, automobile parts, and 
electronics. All the products of high- 
skilled labor. Those are the jobs we 
lost. Huge deficits, and we lost a lot of 
important and good jobs. They said, we 
are going to cut the tariffs for accen-
tuating trade between the two coun-
tries. Just months later, Mexico de-
valued the peso 50 percent, and all the 
gains in the tariff cut were gone and 
then some. 

So all of it is wrong. All of it has 
redounded against this country’s inter-
est. And now the latest chapter is to 
say, you know what, we are required to 
at this moment, notwithstanding what 
the inspector general says, notwith-
standing that there is no databank 
with respect to vehicle inspections and 
drivers records, and so on, we are re-
quired to allow long-haul Mexican 
trucks into this country. Well, we are 
not required to do that. 

We are a body of lawmakers in the 
Senate and we ought to do what the 

House has already done. I hope by pass-
ing my amendment we will say to the 
Department of Transportation that 
they may not go forward with this 
pilot project because this is an issue of 
safety and we stand for safety in this 
country. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator’s time has expired. 

The Senator from Texas. 
Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, I wish 

my distinguished colleagues from 
North Dakota and Ohio would take 
‘‘yes’’ for an answer. I agree with them. 
Public safety is No. 1. That is what my 
amendment guarantees. It guarantees 
inspections of trucks whether they 
come from Mexico or domestic Amer-
ican trucks or whether they come from 
Canada. 

The U.S. Federal inspectors perform 
and Mexican trucking companies must 
pass a preauthorization safety audit 
conducted in Mexico by Americans 
prior to granting authority to operate 
beyond the U.S. border commercial 
zones. This audit includes inspection of 
vehicles the company intends to use in 
long-haul operations in the U.S. and a 
thorough inspection of the company’s 
records to ensure compliance with Fed-
eral safety regulations. Vehicles not 
inspected cannot be used for long-haul 
operations in the United States. Every 
inspector reviews Federal safety regu-
lations with the carrier, including 
those governing driver hours of service, 
to ensure the carrier is knowledgeable 
of and comprehends the Federal Motor 
Carrier Safety regulations. 

This is not about safety, because we 
all agree that is nonnegotiable, and my 
amendment protects public safety. So 
what is it about? It is apparently about 
protectionism; it is apparently about 
fear of competition in the marketplace. 
It is fear of free trade, which, to my 
way of looking at things, provides new 
markets to American producers, new 
opportunities, more revenue, and cre-
ates more jobs right here at home. 

Why in the world would we want to 
do anything that would discourage job 
creation and greater prosperity here at 
home by opening up new markets and 
new opportunities to American pro-
ducers? We can try the way of protec-
tionism versus free trade, but I guar-
antee you that is a net loser for the 
American worker. 

So if this is about safety, then we 
certainly all agree. If this is about fear 
of competition and discriminating 
against Mexican trucks that are re-
quired to meet the same high safety 
standards as trucks that come from 
Canada, then I think that sends a very 
bad signal and not something the Sen-
ate should endorse. 

Mr. President, I ask my colleagues to 
support my amendment. 

If all time has been yielded back or 
expired, I yield the remainder of my 
time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator may yield back his time. The Sen-

ator from North Dakota has no time at 
present. 

Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, might I 
ask, we have a vote ordered by unani-
mous consent at 7 o’clock; is that cor-
rect? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The vote 
is to take place at the expiration or 
yielding back of time or at 7 p.m. 

Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, I won-
der if I might take 2 to 3 minutes to re-
spond to Senator COBURN’s amendment, 
which we will vote on, I believe, during 
this group of votes. 

I ask unanimous consent to use the 
time between now and 7 p.m. to re-
spond to the amendment offered by 
Senator COBURN for which I have not 
had an opportunity to speak. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2812 
Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, Senator 

COBURN has an objection to legislative 
directed spending for something called 
the International Peace Garden. He ap-
parently believes that is unwarranted 
spending. Many of my colleagues per-
haps will not know it by the Inter-
national Peace Garden, but it is an in-
stitution that has been around since 
the 1930s. It has been supported at var-
ious times by the Government of Can-
ada and by the Government of the 
United States. It exists between the 
United States and Canada and is a won-
derful and a remarkable place. I would 
encourage all of my colleagues to visit 
the International Peace Garden at 
some point. 

We have a substantial number of 
buildings at the International Peace 
Garden that are in some disrepair. The 
Government of Canada and the Govern-
ment of Manitoba have agreed to par-
ticipate in some funding. The amount 
of funding that is in the appropriations 
bill is $450,000, and it represents the 
kind of commitment that our Federal 
Government has made in the past to 
maintain this wonderful institution 
called the International Peace Garden. 

We are proud of that institution, and 
sufficiently so that we put it on our li-
cense plates in North Dakota—The 
Peace Garden State. We are enor-
mously proud it exists in our State. 
But as I have indicated previously, the 
Congress has, on previous occasions be-
tween the 1930s and today, assisted in 
some funding, very minimal funding, to 
upgrade some facilities there. The fa-
cilities are in substantial disrepair. 
The Government of Canada has made a 
commitment for some funds, and we 
wish to match those funds, so that is 
the purpose of this rather small ear-
mark, but an earmark or legislative-di-
rected funding, nonetheless. 

It is very important and will perform 
a very important purpose at the Inter-
national Peace Garden. I hope the citi-
zens of America are as proud of the ex-
istence of this peace garden as I am. 
The peace garden actually reflects the 
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determination and the dedication of 
two wonderful neighbors, the United 
States and Canada, and the peaceful 
co-existence that has existed for some 
long while. 

It has also been a place in which sem-
inars have taken place, a band camp 
exists there, and so many other things 
occur that are a wonderful reflection of 
the best that is in all of us, those of us 
from the United States and Canada. 

My hope is my colleagues would 
agree with me, the amendment by the 
Senator from Oklahoma is not a wor-
thy amendment. Let us do what the 
Government of Canada has already 
done and recognize the worth of the 
International Peace Gardens and dedi-
cate a very small amount of funding to 
try to respond to its facilities’ needs. 

I yield the floor. 
AMENDMENT NO. 2797 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the question is on 
agreeing to amendment No. 2797 offered 
by the Senator from North Dakota. 

Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, I ask 
for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 
sufficient second? There is a sufficient 
second. 

The clerk will call the roll. 
The assistant legislative clerk called 

the roll. 
Mr. LOTT. The following Senators 

are necessarily absent: the Senator 
from Idaho (Mr. CRAIG) and the Senator 
from Arizona (Mr. MCCAIN). 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Are there 
any other Senators in the Chamber de-
siring to vote? 

The result was announced—yeas 75, 
nays 23, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 331 Leg.] 

YEAS—75 

Akaka 
Alexander 
Barrasso 
Baucus 
Bayh 
Biden 
Bingaman 
Boxer 
Brown 
Brownback 
Byrd 
Cantwell 
Cardin 
Carper 
Casey 
Chambliss 
Clinton 
Coburn 
Coleman 
Collins 
Conrad 
Corker 
Crapo 
Dodd 
Dole 

Dorgan 
Durbin 
Ensign 
Enzi 
Feingold 
Feinstein 
Graham 
Harkin 
Hatch 
Inhofe 
Inouye 
Isakson 
Johnson 
Kennedy 
Kerry 
Klobuchar 
Kohl 
Landrieu 
Lautenberg 
Leahy 
Levin 
Lincoln 
McCaskill 
Menendez 
Mikulski 

Murray 
Nelson (FL) 
Nelson (NE) 
Obama 
Pryor 
Reed 
Reid 
Roberts 
Rockefeller 
Salazar 
Sanders 
Schumer 
Sessions 
Shelby 
Smith 
Snowe 
Specter 
Stabenow 
Tester 
Thune 
Voinovich 
Warner 
Webb 
Whitehouse 
Wyden 

NAYS—23 

Allard 
Bennett 
Bond 
Bunning 
Burr 
Cochran 
Cornyn 
DeMint 

Domenici 
Grassley 
Gregg 
Hagel 
Hutchison 
Kyl 
Lieberman 
Lott 

Lugar 
Martinez 
McConnell 
Murkowski 
Stevens 
Sununu 
Vitter 

NOT VOTING—2 

Craig McCain 

The amendment (No. 2797) was agreed 
to. 

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I 
move to reconsider the vote. 

Mr. BOND. Mr. President, I move to 
lay that motion on the table. 

The motion to lay on the table was 
agreed to. 

CHANGE OF VOTE 
Mrs. DOLE. Mr. President, on rollcall 

vote 331, I voted ‘‘nay’’ when it was my 
intention to vote ‘‘yea.’’ Therefore, I 
ask unanimous consent that I be per-
mitted to change my vote since it will 
not affect the outcome. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

(The foregoing tally has been 
changed to reflect the above order.) 

AMENDMENT NO. 2842 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. There 

will now be 2 minutes of debate equally 
divided for debate prior to a vote in re-
lation to the Cornyn amendment. 

The Senator from Texas. 
Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, my 

amendment mandates that the Depart-
ment of Transportation can inspect 
Mexican trucks, Canadian trucks, and 
American trucks by exactly the same 
high public safety standards. 

If, in fact, under this pilot program 
those requirements are not met, it 
defunds this pilot program that is part 
of our compliance with our 1993 treaty 
agreements under NAFTA. 

I urge my colleagues to support it. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from North Dakota. 
Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, if you 

voted to shut down this program of 
long-haul trucks into the United 
States from Mexico, Senator CORNYN 
says: You were wrong. In his amend-
ment, page 4, it says: We shall fund, 
sufficient funds shall be made available 
to the Secretary of Transportation to 
carry out this section. 

The reason I believe that is inappro-
priate is the inspector general last 
Thursday night said this: They could 
not get information about Mexican 
trucks with respect to vehicle inspec-
tion, accident reports, and driver viola-
tions. Why couldn’t they? Because 
there is no database available. None 
available. 

There will come a time when this is 
just fine, but it is not now. The first 
and most important concern at this 
point is safety on the roads of this 
country. I hope those who voted for the 
Dorgan-Specter amendment will decide 
to vote against the Cornyn amend-
ment, which funds the very program 
against which the Senate has just 
voted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment. 

Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, I ask 
for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 
sufficient second? 

There is a sufficient second. 
The clerk will call the roll. 
The bill clerk called the roll. 
Mr. LOTT. The following Senators 

are necessarily absent: the Senator 
from Idaho (Mr. CRAIG) and the Senator 
from Arizona (Mr. MCCAIN). 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
BROWN). Are there any other Senators 
in the Chamber desiring to vote? 

The result was announced—yeas 29, 
nays 69, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 332 Leg.] 

YEAS—29 

Alexander 
Allard 
Bennett 
Bond 
Bunning 
Burr 
Carper 
Chambliss 
Cochran 
Coleman 

Collins 
Cornyn 
Crapo 
DeMint 
Domenici 
Grassley 
Gregg 
Hutchison 
Isakson 
Kyl 

Lieberman 
Lott 
Lugar 
Martinez 
McConnell 
Murkowski 
Stevens 
Sununu 
Vitter 

NAYS—69 

Akaka 
Barrasso 
Baucus 
Bayh 
Biden 
Bingaman 
Boxer 
Brown 
Brownback 
Byrd 
Cantwell 
Cardin 
Casey 
Clinton 
Coburn 
Conrad 
Corker 
Dodd 
Dole 
Dorgan 
Durbin 
Ensign 
Enzi 

Feingold 
Feinstein 
Graham 
Hagel 
Harkin 
Hatch 
Inhofe 
Inouye 
Johnson 
Kennedy 
Kerry 
Klobuchar 
Kohl 
Landrieu 
Lautenberg 
Leahy 
Levin 
Lincoln 
McCaskill 
Menendez 
Mikulski 
Murray 
Nelson (FL) 

Nelson (NE) 
Obama 
Pryor 
Reed 
Reid 
Roberts 
Rockefeller 
Salazar 
Sanders 
Schumer 
Sessions 
Shelby 
Smith 
Snowe 
Specter 
Stabenow 
Tester 
Thune 
Voinovich 
Warner 
Webb 
Whitehouse 
Wyden 

NOT VOTING—2 

Craig McCain 

The amendment (No. 2842) was re-
jected. 

Mrs. MURRAY. I move to reconsider 
the vote and I move to lay that motion 
on the table. 

The motion to lay on the table was 
agreed to. 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I share 
Senator COBURN’s concern for our Na-
tion’s bridges, but I must oppose his 
amendment. We cannot fund our Na-
tion’s infrastructure on the backs of 
crucial road safety projects that save 
tax dollars and lives. 

The Senator’s amendment specifi-
cally eliminates crucial funding for 
bike and pedestrian trails in Illinois 
and across the country. His amend-
ment will have seriously adverse con-
sequences for millions of Illinois resi-
dents. 

The Federal transportation programs 
do provide flexible funding for States 
and localities to set aside Federal 
money for bike and walking trails, yet 
States tend to fund trails as a last re-
sort—only if they can’t use that money 
for roads and intersections. 
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For example, in fiscal year 2006, 

States rescinded $602 million of Trans-
portation Enhancements funds, 15 per-
cent of all rescissions in that year. A 
more proportional share would have 
been closer to 3 percent. The Conges-
tion Mitigation Air Quality program, 
or CMAQ, accounts for approximately 
4–5 percent of highway apportionments 
each year but CMAQ funds have ac-
counted for about 20 percent of total 
highway funds rescinded in recent 
years. 

CMAQ and Transportation Enhance-
ments are the major sources of funding 
for bicycle facilities in cities and com-
munities across the country. 

Given such drastic rescissions at the 
State level, communities are increas-
ingly approaching Congress for help to 
fund their local trail construction and 
expansion projects. 

Incorporating bike and pedestrian 
trails and access into transportation 
systems and planning is essential for 
safety. 

Bicycling and walking currently ac-
count for 10 percent of trips and 13 per-
cent of fatalities nationally, but re-
ceive less than 2 percent of Federal 
transportation funds. 

In Illinois, such fatalities are worse 
than the national average. For exam-
ple, 15.1 percent of traffic deaths in Illi-
nois in 2000–2001 were people on foot or 
bicycle. 

It is no coincidence that Illinois’ 
numbers of pedestrian and bike fatali-
ties were so high at that time, consid-
ering that we did not spend any of our 
Federal safety dollars on bicycle or pe-
destrian projects between 1998–2001. 

With that lack of investment, this is 
no time to cut funding. The U.S. De-
partment of Transportation knows this 
as well. In its policy statement entitled 
‘‘Accommodating Bicycle and Pedes-
trian Travel: A Recommended Ap-
proach,’’ the U.S. DOT states: 

There is no question that conditions for bi-
cycling and walking need to be improved in 
every community in the United States; it is 
no longer acceptable that 6,000 bicyclists and 
pedestrians are killed in traffic every year, 
that people with disabilities cannot travel 
without encountering barriers, and that two 
desirable and efficient modes of travel have 
been made difficult and uncomfortable. 

My hometown of Springfield, IL, has 
been trying to keep pace with trail ac-
cess and pedestrian safety even while 
the road system is growing. The Inter-
urban Trail was started several years 
ago with assistance from State, Fed-
eral and local resources. Approxi-
mately 5 miles in length, the trail ex-
tends from Springfield to the Village of 
Chatham with little to no vehicular 
cross traffic or intersections. 

I have been on the trail and let me 
tell what I see. People on bikes, hikers, 
joggers, walkers, moms and dads with 
strollers. The community loves the 
trail. The Springfield Park District es-
timates tens of thousands of users each 
year. 

Regional planners are building on the 
Interurban Trail as the starting point 
for future development of other trails, 
including the Sangamon Valley Trail. 

And it’s not just recreational. Many 
residents of Chatham and Springfield 
use this trail system as an alternative 
to roads for commuting to and from 
work. 

Unfortunately, a major new con-
struction project to extend MacArthur 
Boulevard threatens the Interurban 
Trail. 

The Interurban Trail needs to be re-
located because of the construction and 
several new high speed intersections. 

This proposed amendment would 
mean the bike and walking trails in 
Springfield either shut down or go 
through new, high-speed intersections 
that we know statistically are likely to 
result in loss of life. 

This amendment would be a huge 
step backward for safety in transpor-
tation. 

The CDC has shown that since the 
mid-70s, the prevalence of overweight 
and obesity has increased sharply for 
both adults and children. Data from 2 
CDC surveys show that among adults, 
the prevalence of obesity increased 
from 15 percent in 1980 to 33 percent in 
2004. 

A 2003 study shows that by the age of 
40, a nonsmoking obese woman loses 7.1 
years of life expectancy, and a non-
smoking obese man loses 5.8 years. 

And the obesity epidemic is spread-
ing to our children at an alarming rate. 
In 2004, an estimated 9.9 million chil-
dren and teens were considered over-
weight. They are taking in too many 
empty and fat-laden calories and not 
exercising enough. 

Moreover, physical activity need not 
be strenuous to be beneficial. For ex-
ample, CDC research shows that adults 
benefit tremendously from moderate 
exercise, such as 30 minutes of brisk 
walking most days of the week. 

Multilane roads have replaced side-
walks and bike paths. Children’s play 
spaces are far away or unsafe. Design-
ing communities so that children have 
ample opportunity for physical activ-
ity is in our country’s best interests. 

These bike and trail projects promote 
exercise and healthy physical activity 
like biking, walking and running. They 
also give people the option of walking 
or biking to get to work, school or 
shop. 

Manteno, IL, is working to accom-
plish just that. The village of Manteno 
has developed a plan to create a vil-
lage-wide trail system to connect ex-
isting parks, schools, and community- 
use buildings. 

The project proposes 15,000 linear feet 
of a 10-foot-wide trail for walking, for 
bicycles and for wheelchairs. The north 
section will connect county Highway 9 
to Lake Manteno Road and Maple 
Street—creating access to 3 of the 
town’s 4 public schools where none now 
exist. 

Having already installed nearly 3,000 
feet of trails and raised nearly $130,000 
to continue the project, the trail sys-
tem will promote alternate forms of 
transportation throughout the village. 

The village of Manteno supports this 
trail funding, including the village 
chamber of commerce, the school dis-
trict, the Village President, the village 
trustees, and the local Parks and 
Recreation Commission. 

Given our increasing dependence on 
foreign oil and increasing traffic con-
gestion, we need bike and pedestrian 
trails to save gas and minimize conges-
tion. 

These bike and trail projects can 
spur economic development and bring 
increased economic activity and tour-
ism for a small investment. 

The Grand Illinois Trail, GIT, is a 
great example. This Trail was first con-
ceived of in the mid-1990s by the Illi-
nois Department of Natural Resources 
and is overwhelmingly supported by 
cities and villages, forest preserve and 
conservation districts, as well as com-
merce and community-based organiza-
tions. 

The Grand Illinois Trail is a loop 
that circles northern Illinois stretch-
ing from Lake Michigan to the Mis-
sissippi River and back—over 500 miles 
in all. It encompasses smaller trails 
such as the Great River Trail in Sa-
vanna, IL, and the GIT Carbon Cliff. 

Approximately 90 percent of the 
route is in place and you can bike, 
hike, horseback ride, cross country ski, 
snowmobile, and canoe through the 
scenic landscape of northern Illinois 
and along Chicago’s Lakefront, Illinois’ 
beautiful rivers, historic canals and 
scenic country roads. 

One goal of this loop trail is to en-
sure safe passage from one local trail 
to the next. In Savanna, IL, a new trail 
leading to town is cut off from the 
highly popular Great River Trail by a 
frightening 1.4 mile stretch of Illinois 
84—a real safety issue for bicyclists 
and hikers using the trail. 

The Grand Illinois Trail is supported 
by the Illinois Departments of Com-
merce and Community Affairs and 
Transportation, the Illinois Historic 
Preservation Agency, the Illinois Chap-
ter of the Rails-to-Trails Conservancy, 
The League of Illinois Bicyclists, the 
Illinois Trail Riders and the Illinois 
Association of Park Districts. 

Trails are becoming common in resi-
dential neighborhoods. Development 
plans for homes, apartments, and town-
houses often include footpaths to en-
hance recreational opportunities and 
property values. 

Bike and pedestrian trails bring cus-
tomers to local businesses and have 
been used as cheap, effective ways to 
spur downtown redevelopment across 
the country. A modest investment into 
bike-friendly design can bring huge 
economic benefits. 

Aurora, IL, is nearing completion of 
the Fox River Trail in northern Illi-
nois. The last gap in the region’s 50+ 
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mile Fox River Trail is in downtown 
Aurora. 

Elgin, a village close in size and loca-
tion to Aurora, completed its Fox 
River Trail gap to help spur successful 
downtown redevelopment. Similarly, 
Naperville, IL, has over 100 people 
biking to their commuter rail station 
daily, partly due to their bike network. 
Aurora wants to repeat these suc-
cesses. 

This amendment would take away an 
important economic tool and would 
bring decreased investment and eco-
nomic activity to towns that need it. 

Tailpipe emissions from automobiles 
and trucks account for almost half of 
Chicago’s air pollution, contributing to 
asthma and other respiratory problems 
suffered by more than 650,000 people in 
Metropolitan Chicago. 

The U.S. Environmental Protection 
Agency has noted the benefits of alter-
native modes of transportation for re-
ducing transportation emissions while 
also reducing traffic congestion. 

The 2001 U.S. National Household 
Travel Survey tells us that in metro-
politan areas more than 40 percent of 
trips are two miles or less—a very 
manageable bike ride and more than 
one-quarter are just 1 mile or less. Fur-
thermore, the data shows that within 
the 28 percent of the trips that are one 
mile or less in urbanized areas, 66 per-
cent are made by car. 

These short trips are the most pol-
luting and the easiest to switch to bi-
cycling. 

At a time when these communities 
are seeking to reduce traffic conges-
tion, improve air quality, increase the 
safety of their neighborhoods, and de-
crease petroleum dependence, bicycles 
offer a relatively simple, energy-saving 
alternative to driving. 

Bicycles have no carbon emissions 
and don’t contribute to smog. If each of 
the three million households in north-
eastern Illinois walked or biked just 
one mile every day, we would reduce 
daily vehicle emissions by more than 
1800 kilograms. 

Senator COBURN has called these 
projects pork-barrel spending. This 
flies in the face of the overwhelming 
local support for these modest projects. 

Bike and pedestrian projects have the 
most support from the communities 
back home, from the block associa-
tions and bike groups who use the 
streets and know that without this 
Federal investment, the streets will 
continue to not be adequate to walk, 
jog, or bike on. 

Beyond community support, these 
trails actually connect communities. 
Look at the trail along the Calumet 
River in Chicago’s Southland. This 
project, referred to as the Cal-Sag 
Trail, is a 26-mile nonmotorized cor-
ridor that is carved into racial and 
socio-economic chunks along the align-
ments of major transportation cor-
ridors: Major streets and intersections, 

expressways, rail lines, the Calumet- 
Sag itself. 

These transportation facilities are 
also barriers when they serve as con-
venient boundaries when planning 
housing, economic opportunities, 
school affiliations, and other issues re-
lated to quality life. The Cal-Sag Trail 
has the potential to help cross all of 
those lines, connecting many types of 
neighborhoods that exist in the re-
gions, allowing anyone, regardless of 
ability or background, free passage to 
resources and opportunities—it will be 
the first trail development in the re-
gion that raises the social equity of all 
the communities it serves. 

A majority of the public—53 per-
cent—favors increasing Federal spend-
ing to build more bike paths for easier 
and safer bicycling, even if it means 
fewer gas-tax dollars go to building 
roads. 

Half of the public—50 percent—favors 
requiring new road construction and 
maintenance projects to include bicy-
cle paths, even if it would mean less 
room for cars and trucks. 

And the projects that the Senator in-
tends to cut come to us directly from 
the people who do not have the usual 
flashy, well-funded advocacy cam-
paigns we are used to here in the Con-
gress. 

This was very apparent during debate 
of the last transportation bill. Of the 
1,912 registered lobbyists affiliated 
with the Transportation bill, only 
three represented bicycling. 

They didn’t need lobbyists because 
we all heard from the local citizens and 
small businesses on the street about 
the need for us to make our roads and 
streets safer. And we incorporated that 
need into the last transportation bill 
and these projects continue that effort. 

Besides those who bike by choice, 
Government agencies should have an 
obligation to make transportation 
safer for those who bike—or walk—out 
of necessity—often for economic—or 
age—reasons. 

8.3 percent of American households 
do not own cars, including 26.5 percent 
of those with incomes under $20,000— 
2001 National Household Travel Survey. 
Transit is not the entire answer for 
these people—many of whom rely on 
bikes to get around. 

Therefore, I urge my colleagues to 
join me in opposing this amendment. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2811 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 

the previous order, there are now 2 
minutes equally divided for debate 
prior to a vote in relation to Coburn 
amendment No. 2811. 

The senior Senator from Washington 
is recognized. 

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, for the 
information of all Senators, we are now 
going to move to a Coburn amendment. 
We will have 2 minutes equally divided 
and a vote. We are very close to fin-
ishing this bill. There are some amend-

ments in a managers’ package on 
which we are moving rapidly forward. 
We have a couple of Senators who may 
require a vote on an amendment and 
final passage. In the next vote, we are 
going to try to work out a final agree-
ment on whether to have those votes 
tonight or the first thing in the morn-
ing. But if we can get a final list of 
amendments, we will let all Senators 
know, by the end of the next vote, what 
the path forward is, following this 
vote. 

I believe the Senator from Oklahoma 
wants to speak on this amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Who 
yields time? 

Mr. LOTT. Mr. President, he yields 
back. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is all 
time yielded back? 

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I yield 
back. 

Mr. COBURN. Mr. President, I ask 
for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 
sufficient second? 

There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I 

move to table the amendment and ask 
for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 
sufficient second? 

There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond. 

The question is on agreeing to the 
motion to table the Coburn amend-
ment. 

Mr. COBURN addressed the Chair. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Oklahoma will state his in-
quiry. 

Mr. COBURN. Mr. President, I asked 
for the yeas and nays. 

The Chair asked whether there was a 
sufficient second. There was a suffi-
cient second. And then a motion was 
made to table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The yeas 
and nays on the amendment do not pre-
clude a motion to table. 

Mr. COBURN. Thank you. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll on the Murray 
motion to table the Coburn amend-
ment. 

The legislative clerk called the roll. 
Mr. LOTT. The following Senators 

are necessarily absent: the Senator 
from Idaho (Mr. CRAIG) and the Senator 
from Arizona (Mr. MCCAIN). 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Are there 
any other Senators in the Chamber de-
siring to vote? 

The result was announced—yeas 80, 
nays 18, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 333 Leg.] 

YEAS—80 

Akaka 
Alexander 
Barrasso 
Baucus 
Bayh 

Biden 
Bingaman 
Bond 
Boxer 
Brown 

Brownback 
Byrd 
Cantwell 
Cardin 
Carper 
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Casey 
Clinton 
Cochran 
Coleman 
Collins 
Conrad 
Corker 
Dodd 
Dole 
Domenici 
Dorgan 
Durbin 
Ensign 
Enzi 
Feingold 
Feinstein 
Gregg 
Hagel 
Harkin 
Hatch 
Hutchison 
Inouye 

Johnson 
Kennedy 
Kerry 
Klobuchar 
Kohl 
Landrieu 
Lautenberg 
Leahy 
Levin 
Lieberman 
Lincoln 
Lugar 
McCaskill 
McConnell 
Menendez 
Mikulski 
Murkowski 
Murray 
Nelson (FL) 
Nelson (NE) 
Obama 
Pryor 

Reed 
Reid 
Roberts 
Rockefeller 
Salazar 
Sanders 
Schumer 
Shelby 
Smith 
Snowe 
Specter 
Stabenow 
Stevens 
Sununu 
Tester 
Thune 
Voinovich 
Warner 
Webb 
Whitehouse 
Wyden 

NAYS—18 

Allard 
Bennett 
Bunning 
Burr 
Chambliss 
Coburn 

Cornyn 
Crapo 
DeMint 
Graham 
Grassley 
Inhofe 

Isakson 
Kyl 
Lott 
Martinez 
Sessions 
Vitter 

NOT VOTING—2 

Craig McCain 

The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I move 

to reconsider the vote. 
Ms. STABENOW. I move to lay that 

motion on the table. 
The motion to lay on the table was 

agreed to. 
Mr. WARNER. I am sorry to take the 

time of the Senate, but this amend-
ment affects the State Senator WEBB 
and I are proud to represent, and there 
are just some mistaken facts I want to 
clear up in the record. 

The proponent of the amendment 
said that this thing would cost $16 mil-
lion, a bike path, but in effect it ended 
up costing $1.2 million. The bike path 
was a part of a larger project of $210 
million under the SAFETEA-LU law, 
and there was no earmark that we can 
find. It was required by the Federal au-
thorities to build a bike path as replac-
ing a bridge. So I am sorry. I tried to 
help my colleague, but I just got this 
information. I have been in a hearing 
all day, or most of the day, in the 
Armed Services Committee. But I will 
amplify this for the record. I apologize, 
but I felt it important that the record 
be corrected. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Virginia is recognized. 
Mr. WEBB. Mr. President, I would 

like to associate myself with the re-
marks of the senior Senator from Vir-
ginia and express my appreciation to 
him for having caught this inaccuracy 
that was being spoken about on the 
floor. 

With that, I yield the floor. 
Mr. WARNER. Mr. President, if I 

might add, we were both at the hearing 
in the Senate Armed Services Com-
mittee when the staffs frantically con-
tacted us to try to correct this factual 
error. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I will short-
ly ask that a quorum call begin. We are 

very close to being able to have some-
thing worked out. I have had conversa-
tions with my Republican counterpart. 
What we will do—and the staffs are 
working on a unanimous consent 
agreement—we have maybe a Coburn 
amendment, we have a DeMint amend-
ment, and we have 2 Menendez amend-
ments. That is likely all we have to 
finish this bill. We want the debate to 
be completed on all of these amend-
ments except for we have asked—Sen-
ator KENNEDY has asked and Senator 
DEMINT has asked that they have 20 
minutes equally divided in the morn-
ing. That will be the only debate in the 
morning. We will debate the rest of the 
amendments tonight and we will vote 
on them in the morning. I think that is 
in keeping with what my colleagues on 
the other side of the aisle think would 
be the best way to dispose of this. I 
think they are right. 

So I am going to suggest the absence 
of a quorum, and we will see if we can 
get the staff to bring that out to us 
very quickly. It should be within the 
next few minutes. 

I note the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll. 
The assistant legislative clerk pro-

ceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. BAUCUS. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The senior Senator from Montana is 
recognized. 

Mr. BAUCUS. Mr. President, I have a 
short statement with respect to a vote 
we are going to take tomorrow. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2814 
In one of my favorite movies, a base-

ball field is built in the middle of Iowa 
and becomes a mecca for baseball play-
ers and fans that seemingly come from 
anywhere and everywhere to watch 
baseball. Today in Billings, MT, folks 
are hoping that the popular movie 
‘‘Field of Dreams’’ was right. ‘‘If we 
build it, they will come.’’ 

Baseball is America’s game. It is part 
of what defines us as Americans. There 
is something special about sitting in 
the bleachers on a summer’s evening, 
eating peanuts, and watching a good 
baseball game. For over 60 years now, 
the best venue to watch a baseball 
game in Montana has been historic 
Cobb Field in Billings—Montana’s larg-
est city. 

Opening in 1948, Cobb Field is the 
longtime home of the Billings Mus-
tangs, a minor league baseball team. It 
also serves NCAA baseball as well as 
American Legion baseball. 

Many notable professional baseball 
players—Dave McNally, George Brett, 
Trevor Hoffman, Rob Dibble, Paul 
O’Neill, and Stormin’ Gorman Thomas, 
to name a few—have at one time called 
Cobb Field ‘‘Home.’’ 

Unfortunately, Cobb Field is an 
above-ground wooden structure sta-

dium that is not compliant with build-
ing codes. Despite several major ren-
ovations and repairs, the stadium con-
tinues to deteriorate at an increasing 
rate due to water damage and wood 
rot. Conditions are unsafe for Mon-
tanans who want to watch a baseball 
game, particularly for children and 
Montanans with disabilities. 

To solve this problem, the people of 
Billings have decided to build a new 
stadium to replace Cobb Field. In 
March, the city broke ground on this 
new stadium. 

The new stadium will be a state-of- 
the-art venue that will meet the needs 
and wishes of the citizens of Billings to 
have a facility that can be a safe, 
multi-use venue to host baseball 
games, concerts, festivals, and mar-
kets. 

More importantly, the new stadium 
will be an economic development cen-
ter located in one of Billings’ oldest 
neighborhoods in need of a shot of revi-
talization. 

This new stadium will spur redevel-
opment efforts that are so needed in 
this area of downtown Billings. Over 
100,000 people attended events at Cobb 
Field last year. For a state with 900,000 
people, that’s a lot. With the new sta-
dium, it is estimated that there will be 
a 100 percent increase in ticket sales. 

Last November, voters approved a 
bond election authorizing the city of 
Billings to sell bonds up to $12.5 mil-
lion to design a new 3,500-seat baseball 
and multi-use stadium. The people of 
Billings have stepped forward with the 
lion’s share of the costs of the stadium. 
In addition, Montanans have donated 
over $2 million in private pledges to 
offset the taxpayers’ costs of repaying 
the $12.5 million in bonds. 

Because of the local funding that has 
been secured for the project, our Mon-
tana delegation has requested $500,000 
in Federal funding to support the funds 
that the local community has already 
stepped forward with. 

I have fought hard over the years for 
my home State of Montana. My col-
league from Montana, Senator TESTER, 
has done the same. Each year, I make 
requests to the Appropriations Com-
mittee to provide funding for worthy 
Montana projects. I stand behind the 
requests I make. 

A vote for the Coburn amendment is 
a vote against me and the people of 
Montana. We will remember. 

This is such a small amount of Fed-
eral dollars compared to the contribu-
tion the people of Billings are making 
that I believe voting for Cobb Field is 
something Montanans prefer, but I 
think the people across this whole 
country who are big baseball fans 
would also agree. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The sen-

ior Senator from Texas is recognized. 
Mrs. HUTCHISON. Mr. President, 

parliamentary inquiry: Is the floor 
open for debate? 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is open 

for debate. 
Mr. REID. Mr. President, if the Sen-

ator would be kind enough to withhold 
for a moment. We just want to get Sen-
ator BOND so we can do the unanimous 
consent agreement, and then you 
would be recognized first as soon as 
they finish that. Would that be OK? 

Mrs. HUTCHISON. If I could be the 
first recognized after the unanimous 
consent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The sen-
ior Senator from Washington is recog-
nized. 

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I now 
ask unanimous consent that the fol-
lowing be the only amendments, other 
than a managers’ amendment that has 
been cleared by the managers and the 
leaders, remaining to H.R. 3074; that no 
second-degree amendment be in order 
prior to a vote in relation to the 
amendment: Coburn amendments 2812 
and 2814 en bloc; DeMint amendment 
relating to Davis-Bacon; Menendez 
amendment No. 2826; Menendez amend-
ment No. 2834; that there be 2 minutes 
for debate prior to each vote, with the 
time equally divided and controlled in 
the usual form; that after the first vote 
in the sequence, the remaining votes be 
limited to 10 minutes; that upon dis-
position of the listed amendments, the 
bill be read the third time, and the 
Senate proceed to vote on passage of 
the bill; that the Coburn and Menendez 
amendments be debated during today’s 
session; that when the Senate resumes 
consideration of the bill on Wednesday, 
September 12, there be 20 minutes of 
debate with respect to the DeMint 
amendment, with the time equally di-
vided and controlled between Senators 
DEMINT and KENNEDY, or their des-
ignees; and that no points of order be 
considered waived by this agreement. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. MENENDEZ. Reserving the right 
to object, Mr. President, I had dif-
ficulty hearing the Senator. On the 
DeMint amendment, did I hear there 
was no time limit? 

Mrs. MURRAY. No. 
Mr. MENENDEZ. I have no objection. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma-

jority leader is recognized. 
Mr. REID. Mr. President, we have not 

yet worked out with the minority our 
being able to go to conference on this. 
We feel positive we can do that tomor-
row. We need to do this. We are in the 
process of going to conference on the 
three bills we have already passed. We 
had meetings at the White House 
today. We believe it is most appro-
priate to send the President bill after 
bill rather than a big bunch at the 
same time. We hope that by tomorrow 
we can work it out so we can go to con-
ference. I have no objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? Without objection, it is so 
ordered. 

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, with 
that agreement, Senators should un-
derstand that tomorrow morning we 
will come in, there will be 20 minutes 
of debate between Senators DEMINT 
and KENNEDY on the DeMint amend-
ment. We will go immediately to the 
four votes on amendments, with final 
passage to be completed in the morn-
ing. With that, there will be no more 
votes tonight. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The sen-
ior Senator from Texas is recognized. 

Mrs. HUTCHISON. Mr. President, I 
rise to talk about this bill and to bring 
up an issue that I think is going to be-
come more and more apparent as a 
problem for our Interstate Highway 
System. I had hoped to offer an amend-
ment that would attempt to begin to 
solve this problem, but the managers 
have resisted having authorization on 
an appropriations bill, and I under-
stand their concern. However, this is 
an issue that must be dealt with. If we 
cannot deal with it on an appropria-
tions bill, hopefully, next year we can 
begin to discuss the alternative for the 
next authorization of highway funds, 
and certainly, it is a universal issue 
that must come up. 

This is the issue. There is more and 
more interest in putting tolls on high-
ways. Well, I think if a local govern-
ment or State government wants to 
have a toll highway, they should go 
through all of the processes—a vote of 
the people, or a vote of the elected offi-
cials—so the elected officials are ac-
countable to do that. 

Our Interstate Highway System was 
created in the Eisenhower administra-
tion for the purpose of having a free 
highway system that would connect 
our country all the way from the West 
to the East, from the North to the 
South. It was for security purposes but 
also for commerce. 

The highway fund was created be-
cause the Western States were small 
and they did not have the capability to 
raise the funds to build their highways. 
Many States are donor States and have 
built these highways—especially out in 
the West. State leaders are now trying 
to take these Federal highways and put 
tolls on them and use those highway 
tolls for other purposes—in some cases, 
for mass transit; in some cases, it 
would be going into other State 
projects. 

I think this is a dangerous precedent. 
It is dangerous to start taking high-
ways built with Federal taxpayer dol-
lars and put tolls on them and, in some 
cases not even reimburse the Federal 
taxpayers. I still think it would be 
wrong to allow the buyback of a Fed-
eral highway by a State and then for 
the State to put a toll on it. In some 
cases, we are looking at tolls being put 
on an entire freeway—not just one lane 
but the entire freeway. 

In fact, I think if you want to toll a 
lane on a Federal highway to build a 

new lane to add to the number of free 
lanes that are there, that would be ac-
ceptable. I also think you have some 
avenues to use the right-of-way that is 
in place to toll and build a new freeway 
with that toll. But to take an existing 
interstate highway and toll every lane, 
when it has already been paid for by 
the Federal taxpayers, is absolutely 
wrong, and we must have a vehicle to 
address this issue. 

Now, I have talked to the chairman 
of my State highway commission, and 
he has suggested that this might be an 
option that Texas wants to do. I object 
strenuously to Texas doing that, and I 
am going to do everything I can to 
keep our Texas taxpayers from paying 
for another opportunity to use a road 
that they have already paid for. I am 
going to resist that. But the chairman 
of the highway commission did make a 
very important point, and that was, 
just tell us what the rules are. There 
are not rules that lay out how we can 
address the transportation issues in 
the States, and I think every State is 
probably facing this problem. He was 
honest enough to say just give me the 
rules, tell me what I can do, and we 
will work with that. 

Of course, a donor State such as ours 
is sensitive to the fact that we don’t 
get back one dollar for every dollar 
that is put into the highway system. I 
think we have done a better job at a 
time when we start looking at parity 
in the highway fund, and I think a fair 
conclusion would be that the Interstate 
Highway System has been built and 
let’s make sure that every State now 
has the ability to use its own taxpayer 
funds to build its own roads. I think 
parity should be the end result, and I 
think we should be there now. Unfortu-
nately, for a lot of history and a lot of 
nostalgia about the Interstate Highway 
System, that is not a fight that we can 
have today. It is not a fight that we 
will be able to solve tonight. 

I do want to bring to the attention of 
the Senate the fact that we should not 
allow, on a piecemeal basis, one high-
way segment at a time, to all of a sud-
den wake up and find that we don’t 
have an Interstate Highway System 
that is in place as it was created to 
be—a free highway for the citizens of 
this country to be able to travel any-
where in our country on an interstate 
system that works. We are going to 
wake up to this scenario if we allow 
what is happening right now to con-
tinue unabated. So I am going to do ev-
erything I can in my power to see that 
this scenario does not occur. I am 
going to do everything in my power to 
see that Texans do not have tolls put 
on our Federal highway system. I 
think we need a policy that would be 
nationwide, so that every taxpayer who 
has already paid for these roads would 
not be tolled again for the ability to go 
and use those roads. We are not going 
to solve that problem tonight, but it is 
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going to be a major effort I will make 
in the future to solve this problem. I 
ask the authorizing committee, when 
they do reauthorize the highway pro-
gram, which will have to be reauthor-
ized within the next 2 years, to address 
this issue with an eye toward equity, 
with an eye toward protecting our tax-
payers and, most important, with an 
eye toward keeping the original intent 
and mission of the Interstate Highway 
System—to have a free Interstate 
Highway System that works for our 
country and does indeed complete the 
United States of America both in secu-
rity and commerce. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from North Dakota is recognized. 
AMENDMENT NO. 2812 

Mr. CONRAD. Mr. President, the 
Senator from Oklahoma has an amend-
ment pending before the body that 
would strike funding for the Inter-
national Peace Garden in my State of 
North Dakota. This measure calls for a 
modest amount of money—$450,000—to 
support the International Peace Gar-
den. The International Peace Garden 
has been a proud monument to the his-
tory of good relations between the 
United States and Canada for many 
years. 

Canada contributes, the State of 
North Dakota contributes, and the 
Province of Manitoba contributes. 
There has been a history of Federal 
support, and now the Senator from 
Oklahoma, for some unknown reason, 
has picked out the International Peace 
Garden as something to eliminate from 
Federal support. 

This is a story from October of last 
year in the Minot Daily News, saying: 
‘‘Peace Garden Is In Need: Garden In 
Dire Need Of Money For Repairs, Oper-
ations.’’ 

Why on earth the Senator from Okla-
homa has picked on the International 
Peace Garden as something to elimi-
nate leaves me scratching my head. 
This is a picture of the International 
Peace Garden. It is on the border be-
tween our country and Canada. It 
stands as testimony to the peaceful re-
lations we have enjoyed on this border 
for our history. You can see in this 
photo these are absolutely beautiful 
gardens, with these memorial towers. 
This is the site of an international 
music camp that is conducted every 
year, which is world class. It is has at-
tracted some of the world’s greatest 
musicians. 

For some reason, the Senator from 
Oklahoma says none of this has any 
value. Let’s just cut it all, eliminate 
all $450,000, which, I might say, is a 
modest amount of money in the con-
text of an International Peace Garden. 
This is a monument on the grounds of 
the garden, which consists of girders 
from the World Trade Center. Our Gov-
ernor and the Manitoba Premier were 
just here today to commemorate the 

9/11 anniversary. The Senator from 
Oklahoma says this has no value. 

Sometimes things that are not a road 
or a bridge or a battleship have value. 
The International Peace Garden has 
value. The people of North Dakota pro-
vide money to support it. The people of 
Manitoba provide money to support it. 
The Government of Canada provides 
money to support it. I hope this body 
will reject the amendment of the Sen-
ator from Oklahoma. 

Why is there any validity to saying 
there is no justification for Federal 
support for an international peace gar-
den? I honestly don’t know what argu-
ment the Senator from Oklahoma ad-
vances to say this has no value. 

Let me indicate where the Inter-
national Peace Garden is. It is right 
here, almost equidistant between the 
Pacific Ocean and the Atlantic Ocean. 
The International Peace Garden stands 
in the middle of my State of North Da-
kota in Dunseith. 

This is a headline, again from last 
year, in the Fargo Forum, the biggest 
newspaper in my State. It says: ‘‘On 
the border of withering. The Inter-
national Peace Garden supporters seek 
measures to keep alive iconic 
crossborder park.’’ 

I have been at the International 
Peace Garden many times. It is an in-
spirational setting. It is something 
that I think anyone who visits the 
more than 2300 acres of—more than 2300 
acres of the most spectacular gardens I 
have ever seen in my life anywhere in 
the world. Why the Senator from Okla-
homa believes we ought to eliminate 
any Federal support for this peace gar-
den that is dedicated to the extraor-
dinary relationship we have had with 
our border to the North absolutely 
eludes me. 

For him to suggest this has no value, 
has he ever been there? Has he ever 
talked with the officials of Canada who 
have generously supported this institu-
tion? Has he talked with the people of 
Manitoba or the people of North Da-
kota? I am certain not because he 
would find in my State, which is a very 
conservative State, that there is very 
strong support for the International 
Peace Garden. This is a point of pride 
in our relations with our neighbors to 
the North. 

More than that, it sends a signal to 
the world about the value the Amer-
ican people put on peace. Do we have 
the strongest military in the world? 
Absolutely, and we are proud of it. Do 
we have the greatest economic 
strength of any country in the world? 
Yes, and we are proud of it. Do we lead 
in many areas in terms of human ac-
complishment, science, the arts? Abso-
lutely, and we are proud of it. 

We also should send forth the signal 
that we are a country that believes in 
peace, and we strive for peace because 
that is part of the American character, 
too. And this International Peace Gar-

den sends that message. It certainly 
sends that message to the people of 
Canada who are among our closest al-
lies, who have stood with us in every 
crisis. Who, when the tragedy of 9/11 
occurred, were the first people to our 
side? It was our neighbors to the North 
in Canada. 

This International Peace Garden, 
again more than 2300 acres of stun-
ningly beautiful and inspirational gar-
dens, stands as a memorial to that ex-
traordinary relationship between our 
countries. Certainly, it is worth the ex-
penditure of $450,000 to reinvigorate 
this symbol of respect. 

I urge my colleagues to reject the 
amendment of the Senator from Okla-
homa. 

I thank the Chair and yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from New Jersey is recognized. 
AMENDMENT NO. 2826 

Mr. MENENDEZ. Mr. President, pur-
suant to the unanimous consent agree-
ment, I call up amendment No. 2826 and 
ask for its immediate consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
The Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MENEN-

DEZ], for himself and Mr. LAUTENBERG, pro-
poses an amendment numbered 2826. 

Mr. MENENDEZ. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the reading of 
the amendment be dispensed with. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The amendment is as follows: 
(Purpose: To require a study by the Govern-

ment Accountability Office on the efficacy 
of strategies used by the Federal Aviation 
Administration and the Department of 
Transportation to address flight delays at 
airports in the United States) 
On page 18, between lines 2 and 3, insert 

the following: 
SEC. 116. (a) GOVERNMENT ACCOUNTABILITY 

OFFICE STUDY AND REPORT ON FLIGHT 
DELAYS.—None of the funds appropriated or 
otherwise made available by this Act may be 
obligated or expended by the Administrator 
of the Federal Aviation Administration for 
the New York/New Jersey/Philadelphia Met-
ropolitan Airspace Redesign until the Comp-
troller General of the United States submits 
the report required by subsection (c). 

(b) STUDY.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Comptroller General 

shall conduct a study on the efficacy of 
strategies employed by the Administrator of 
the Federal Aviation Administration and the 
Secretary of Transportation to address flight 
delays at airports in the United States. 

(2) CONTENTS.—The study required by para-
graph (1) shall include an assessment of— 

(A) efforts by the Administrator of the 
Federal Aviation Administration to induce 
voluntary schedule reductions by air carriers 
at Chicago O’Hare International Airport; 

(B) the mandatory flight reduction oper-
ations instituted by the Administrator of the 
Federal Aviation Administration at 
LaGuardia Airport and Ronald Reagan Wash-
ington National Airport; 

(C) the New York/New Jersey/Philadelphia 
Metropolitan Airspace Redesign; and 

(D) any other significant efforts by the Ad-
ministrator of the Federal Aviation Admin-
istration or the Secretary of Transportation 
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to reduce flight delays at airports in the 
United States. 

(c) REPORT.—Not later than 120 days after 
the date of the enactment of this Act, the 
Comptroller General shall submit to Con-
gress a report including— 

(1) the results of the study required by sub-
section (b); and 

(2) recommendations regarding which of 
the strategies described in subsection (b) re-
duce airport delays most effectively when 
employed for periods of 6 months or less. 

Mr. MENENDEZ. Mr. President, I ap-
preciate the great work the Senator 
from Washington, Mrs. MURRAY, as 
well as the distinguished Senator from 
Missouri, Mr. BOND, have done in 
crafting a bill with very tough param-
eters and to do so on a whole host of 
issues that are critical to the country’s 
future. I look forward to being sup-
portive of the bill overall. 

I hope from our conversation with 
the committee that, in fact, two 
amendments I will be offering, or 
versions thereof, will be accepted by 
the committee. 

Mr. President, this amendment, 
which I offer along with my colleague 
Senator LAUTENBERG, is about flight 
delays that we have been experiencing 
throughout the country. In my home 
State of New Jersey, Newark Liberty 
International Airport is one of the 
most delayed airports in the country. 
About half its flights were delayed this 
summer. These delays are unaccept-
able. Delays often mean a vacation cut 
short, a missed business meeting, or 
less time with loved ones. 

There are environmental con-
sequences, as very often delays take 
place on the runway with the idling of 
engines and the emissions therefor. 
They are a demoralizing experience, an 
experience punctuated by long waits, 
little communication, and often no re-
course. 

When I speak with the FAA and the 
airline industry about how to solve the 
problem, I hear two things. First, they 
say we need to upgrade air traffic con-
trol equipment, and I am whole-
heartedly supportive of that effort, and 
I believe this bill sets us on the path 
for an eventual technological upgrade 
of the entire air traffic system. 

Second, I hear the FAA’s airspace re-
design in the New York/New Jersey/ 
Philadelphia region will also ease 
delays. I have a difficult time, having 
viewed what they came out with, to be-
lieve that, in fact, is going to be large-
ly accomplished by the very fact that 
we are looking, at best, at seconds, 
eventually reducing delays by less than 
20 percent. It seems to me by fanning 
out arrivals and departures, there 
might be a slight decline in delays, but 
this slight reduction in delays probably 
will not even be noticeable. Some have 
calculated this benefit to be as low as 
25 seconds saved per flight. 

I have been advocating with the FAA 
that they look at a variety of other 
issues, as well as deal with flight 

delays in the New York-New Jersey re-
gion. I wrote a letter asking the FAA 
to examine comprehensive, short-term 
solutions, such as whether temporary 
limits on operations should be placed 
on all of the regions’ airports. I also 
asked them to examine whether prior-
ities should be given to larger planes, 
particularly during periods of extreme 
congestion. Finally, at the very least, 
the FAA should have a meeting with 
all the regions’ airports and discuss the 
possibility of voluntary flight reduc-
tions. 

It is interesting to me that the letter 
I sent to the Administrator today—the 
Administrator came out and said to 
the industry: You better seriously con-
sidering getting your schedules to-
gether and figuring out a reduction in 
the amounts of scheduled flights you 
have because if you don’t do so, you 
may end up with a Federal response to 
that extent. 

So I think the Administrator, right-
fully so, is trying to get the industry to 
do that what it needs to do I believe 
both for the industry and the flying 
public. These short-term solutions I 
propose will not require years to imple-
ment or billions of dollars in new 
funds. Instead, they require sensible 
planning on how to allocate the scarce 
resource of a seat on an airplane. 

This has been done in other parts of 
the country. We have seen in the past 
FAA successfully address air delays by 
holding scheduled reduction meetings 
with airlines or even capping the num-
ber of flights, as they do at Reagan Na-
tional and LaGuardia. 

This amendment would largely have 
the GAO, an independent body, make 
sure that we have a study within a very 
short time, 120 days, to tell us how the 
tools that the FAA has used in other 
places in the country can be available 
to conquer flight delays in the short 
term and not simply wait for long- 
term, expensive solutions that only ad-
dress a fraction of the problem. I do be-
lieve an independent study would be in-
credibly helpful. 

In addition to airspace redesign, we 
look at the other critical issues of 
delay that have an economic con-
sequence and an environmental con-
sequence and a quality-of-life con-
sequence as well. 

I look forward to the committee 
adopting a version of this amendment. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2834 

Mr. MENENDEZ. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to set the pending 
amendment aside and ask that amend-
ment No. 2834 be called up. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. The clerk 
will report. 

The assistant legislative clerk read 
as follows: 

The Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 
MENENDEZ] proposes an amendment num-
bered 2834. 

Mr. MENENDEZ. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the reading of 
the amendment be dispensed with. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The amendment is as follows: 
(Purpose: To provide additional funding to 

the Secretary of Housing and Urban Devel-
opment to implement guidance in connec-
tion with assisting persons with limited 
English proficiency and to provide for an 
offset of such increase) 
On page 73, line 8, strike ‘‘$252,010,000’’ and 

insert ‘‘$251,630,000’’. 
On page 110, line 23, strike ‘‘$52,000,000’’ and 

insert ‘‘$52,380,000’’. 
On page 111, line 6, strike the period and 

insert the following: ‘‘: Provided further, That 
of the funds made available under this head-
ing, $380,000 shall be available to the Sec-
retary of Housing and Urban Development 
for the creation and promotion of translated 
materials and other programs that support 
the assistance of persons with limited 
english proficiency in utilizing the services 
provided by the Department of Housing and 
Urban Development.’’. 

Mr. MENENDEZ. Mr. President, I 
have in my hand the Federal Register 
for the Department of Housing and 
Urban Development. Basically, what it 
has done is said that under title 7 of 
the Civil Rights Act, they are going to 
have private property owners through-
out the country have to devise a series 
of documents. Instead of HUD having a 
uniform document, all of these docu-
ments will be crafted by the individual 
private sector entities across the coun-
try. 

What that is going to do is shift an 
enormous financial burden on private 
property owners across the country 
and, equally as important in my mind, 
in pursuit of title 7 of the Civil Rights 
Act, it is going to lead to huge litiga-
tion across the country because we can 
have a variety of documents all for the 
same purposes being drafted in dozens, 
literally hundreds of different ways. 
That, in my mind, does not make com-
mon sense as it relates to the shifting 
of the burden on private property own-
ers across the country, and it certainly 
does not make common sense in terms 
of having a uniform documentation 
that can ensure that at the end of the 
day, we do not see the courts flooded 
with different interpretations of those 
documents. 

We simply put a very modest 
amount, but from all the parties who 
are engaged with this we have deter-
mined $380,000 will ultimately ensure 
we do not shift this huge burden on all 
the private property owners across the 
landscape of the country and, at the 
same time, have uniform documents 
that won’t lead us to a flood of lawsuits 
and preserve the very essence of what 
the title 6 Executive Order the Bush 
administration is pursuing under title 
6 can be accomplished. I think that 
makes eminent sense. 

I look forward to the committee’s ac-
ceptance of the amendment. 

I yield the floor and suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll. 
The assistant legislative clerk pro-

ceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. CARPER. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. CARPER. Mr. President, it is al-
most 9 p.m. on the east coast, and out 
in California, where I used to live when 
I was in the Navy, I guess it is almost 
6 o’clock. For the most part, here on 
the east coast, people have made their 
way home from work and school and 
they have finished their dinners and 
are getting ready to call it a day. Out 
on the west coast, they are still stuck 
in traffic. Between here and there are 
different variations of those two condi-
tions. 

I wish to start off by expressing my 
thanks to Senator MURRAY and to Sen-
ator BOND and members of their sub-
committee for putting together what I 
think is a strong and a thoughtful bill. 
It is a challenge because we don’t have 
unlimited resources to do that. It was 
a lot of work. So thanks to you and 
your staffs for providing the leader-
ship. 

I wish to talk a little about the im-
portance of investing in our infrastruc-
ture. Maybe it is a bit different from 
what others have said today and earlier 
this week on this matter. I used to 
serve on the Amtrak board of directors 
when I was Governor, nominated by 
President Clinton to serve, and I actu-
ally come from a family of railroaders. 
My grandfather, on my father’s side, 
was a railroader, and he took me and 
my sister on our first train ride when 
we were about 5 years old in West Vir-
ginia. I have been interested in trains, 
I suppose, ever since. 

I think a lot of people feel that pas-
senger rail was in its heyday in the 
first part of the last century. I suppose, 
to some extent, that is true. To a lot of 
people, passenger rail service is some-
thing that was big then and not so im-
portant now. They might be right. But 
I have a hunch that in some ways the 
best days for passenger rail could lie 
ahead in this country. 

Our oldest son came home a couple of 
weeks ago from visiting Europe with 
some of his friends, and they had a 
chance to travel throughout Europe 
and the continent and to ride some ter-
rific trains and also to ride some that 
weren’t so terrific. My family and I 
were in Italy last summer, and we had 
a chance to ride some terrific trains, 
too, but also some that were not so ter-
rific. But in a place where populations 
are fairly dense, in a place where the 
geography is actually rather compact, 
a lot of folks ride trains, as we know, 
and they invest a lot of their money in 
rail service. 

They do so for reasons we ought to 
consider. They invest in passenger rail 

because they have congestion on the 
highways. They invest in passenger rail 
because they have congestion around 
their airports and in their airspace. 
They invest in passenger rail because 
they have concerns about dependence 
on foreign oil. They want to reduce 
their dependence on foreign oil. They 
invest in passenger rail because they 
want to reduce the emission of harmful 
materials or substances into and foul 
their air. 

When you think about it, we have 
similar concerns in this country too. 
We have congestion on our highways. 
We can see it all across the country to-
night, from east to west, as people are 
heading for home after work. We can 
see it around our airports almost any-
time we try to fly out of an airport. 
Whether it is an airport in Seattle or 
Columbus or Cincinnati or Cleveland or 
whether it is an airport in Philadel-
phia, which is a suburb of Wilmington, 
DE, we have concerns about congestion 
on our highways and in the air in 
America. 

We have concerns about our enor-
mous dependence on foreign oil. Al-
most 60 percent of our oil comes from 
places beyond our borders and a lot is 
controlled by people who don’t like us 
very much and some places that are 
fairly unstable. I am convinced every 
time I fill up my old Chrysler Town 
and Country minivan, which now has 
175,000 miles on it—pretty dependable 
car—that I am putting money in the 
pockets of people around the world in 
some of those unstable places and who 
are going to use our money to hurt us. 
That is not too smart. 

So we have that concern that we 
share with folks in other places around 
the world that invest in passenger rail. 
We have problems with air quality. We 
have great concerns with climate 
change and global warming, and we 
need to address this sooner rather than 
later. 

The answer to addressing all those 
concerns is not just passenger rail, but 
it is part of the tool in the toolbox. It 
is an arrow in the quiver. It is some-
thing we are starting to awaken to in 
this country and say, hey, maybe this 
is part of the answer. 

One of the encouraging things to me 
about this legislation is it acknowl-
edges that passenger rail is part of the 
answer and it provides a bit more 
money for Amtrak, certainly a good bit 
more money for Amtrak than the ad-
ministration requested, and a good bit 
more than was provided in the current 
fiscal year. It allows Amtrak to con-
tinue to upgrade the Northeast cor-
ridor so we can take these trains that 
will go 125 or even 150 miles an hour 
and be able to use them more effec-
tively at speeds approaching 125 or 150 
miles per hour, to shorten the travel 
times between major destinations on 
the east coast and, by shortening U.S. 
travel times, to get more people to ride 
the trains. 

Believe it or not, more people are 
riding the trains these days. I saw 
some ridership numbers the other day 
that I found encouraging. I saw an in-
teresting piece in the Wall Street Jour-
nal—not a big advocate of better pas-
senger rail service—and they men-
tioned that ridership on Amtrak na-
tionwide is up this year about 6 per-
cent. Ridership on the Acela Express, 
the high-speed trains in the Northeast 
corridor, is up about 20 percent. In 
places in the Midwest, the Chicago to 
St. Louis run, ridership is up about 50 
percent this year. Out on the west 
coast, where they invest a lot of money 
in passenger rail, not just Federal 
money but a lot of local money, State 
money, their ridership is up about 15 
percent. So people are starting to wake 
up to the idea that passenger rail 
might be a part of the solution. 

I think it is terrific in this legisla-
tion that we think the Federal Govern-
ment has some obligation to be a part 
of helping us to capture that potential. 
One of the reasons why more people are 
starting to ride trains is because we 
get tired of sitting in airports waiting 
to get on an airplane. We get tired of 
sitting on the airplane at the gate. We 
get tired of waiting for our airplane to 
take off as we sit on the taxiway or the 
runway until we finally get released 
from air traffic control. 

Ontime performance for Amtrak na-
tionwide is about 70 percent, about the 
same as airlines. But ontime perform-
ance for Acela Express, the high-speed 
express service, is almost 90 percent. 
Almost 90 percent. A lot of those trains 
are being run full these days. Part of 
the success for Amtrak, not the whole 
solution but part of it, is to make the 
express service, the Acela Express serv-
ice—which is very popular, very much 
in demand, and is a premium service 
that people pay a lot of money to 
ride—to use the monies generated from 
that service to use as a cash cow to 
help support the other train service 
Amtrak provides where, frankly, they 
don’t make the kind of money or gen-
erate the kind of revenues such as 
those generated by the Acela Express. 

There is a complement to the legisla-
tion that is before us tonight in terms 
of the Amtrak investment. There is 
complement legislation that has been 
offered by Senator LAUTENBERG, Sen-
ator LOTT, myself, and others that is 
called the Passenger Rail Investment 
and Improvement Act of 2007. It is basi-
cally a reauthorization for Amtrak and 
says: Let us not worry about a line or 
let us not stop with a line in an appro-
priations bill, however important that 
is—and it is important—but let us look 
at the whole system nationwide and 
come up with ways we can provide, on 
an ongoing basis, for a more cost-effec-
tive service, maybe better quality serv-
ice, and to provide incentives for 
States to invest in that service as well 
as the Federal Government. 
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It is legislation I hope we will take 

up on the floor. Believe it or not, we 
passed it about year and a half ago as 
an amendment to an appropriations 
bill, but it died in conference. We hope 
to take it up on its own and pass it. 
Representative OBERSTAR, in the 
House, has indicated a strong interest 
in working with us on companion legis-
lation, and my hope is we will do that. 

One last thing I wish to mention. For 
the last couple years, Senator 
VOINOVICH and I have spent a fair 
amount of time talking with one an-
other and with others, and having peo-
ple talk to us, about the need for in-
vesting in our infrastructure—not just 
passenger rail but investing in our in-
frastructure. And not just highways 
and bridges but wastewater treatment 
systems, clean water systems, flood 
control systems, and levees—infra-
structure in a broader context. 

As a politician, I have been a State 
treasurer, a Congressman, a Governor, 
and now a Senator. I know from experi-
ence that we love having ribbon 
cuttings. We like to cut a ribbon on a 
new highway or to open a new bridge. 
We like to have a ribbon cutting on a 
new runway at an airport or a new ter-
minal. We like to build things that are 
new. We don’t always want to spend 
the money to maintain what is not new 
or what once was new and now has 
begun to degrade in its quality. Sen-
ator VOINOVICH and I have introduced 
legislation that has been passed with-
out a dissenting vote in the Senate 
which says that even though maintain-
ing our infrastructure isn’t the sexiest 
of issues, it is an issue that demands 
our attention. 

What we propose is to set the stage 
for the next administration and the 
next Congress in a way that will better 
ensure that we address our aging infra-
structure. And for a couple of reasons: 
One, for health and safety reasons; two, 
for economic reasons; and, three, for 
competitive reasons, to enable us to 
have a more vibrant economy and be 
competitive with the rest of the world 
in which we are competing and cooper-
ating. 

One of my colleagues tonight was 
talking to us about delegating our re-
sponsibilities to commissions, and she 
expressed her dismay that we did so 
much of that. Sometimes creating a 
commission is not so good an idea; 
other times, it can be a very good idea, 
as we saw in 1982. Social Security was 
about to go under, and so we created a 
blue-ribbon commission, led by Alan 
Greenspan, with a lot of good people on 
it. That led to a nearly unanimous con-
sent agreement in 1983 about what we 
needed to do to save Social Security, 
literally from its demise that year. So 
we know from experience that commis-
sions can serve a most positive pur-
pose. The Postal Reform Commission, 
which the President appointed a couple 
years ago, worked with us in the Con-

gress, and we passed very good legisla-
tion to bring the Postal Service into 
the 21st century. 

What Senator VOINOVICH and I came 
up with is an infrastructure commis-
sion that would hopefully tee up for 
the next President and the next Con-
gress a game plan, if you will, for in-
vesting in our infrastructure. Our pro-
posal would call not just for looking at 
roads, highways, bridges, not just rail 
transit, not just airports, not just 
wastewater treatment, not just levees 
and flood control systems, but really to 
look at our entire infrastructure broad-
ly and see what needs to be addressed 5 
years from now, 10 years from now, 15, 
20, 25 years from now, what the prior-
ities should be and how might we pay 
for that. 

Our legislation calls for this Commis-
sion, eight members: two appointed by 
the President, two by the leaders of the 
House and Senate, majority leaders in 
the House and Senate—Speaker of the 
House, majority leader in the Senate— 
and one each by the minority leaders of 
the House and Senate, eight in all. As 
it turns out, four would be appointed 
by Republican officials and four would 
be by Democratic officials, and their 
charge would be to come back to us 
after the 2008 election—really, I think, 
sometime into 2009—and say this is a 
game plan. By working on it for the 
next year and a half, trying to build 
consensus, we would have a starting-off 
point in that next administration, with 
hopefully some buy-in from the new 
President and from our new Congress, 
to get started. 

In any event, our colleagues here in 
the Senate said that this idea had some 
merit. They were good enough to give 
it unanimous support. It was intro-
duced in the House by a Representative 
from Minnesota named Ellison, Keith 
Ellison. We are hopeful the House will 
take up the measure and we can send it 
to the President before this year is out. 

I would make a mistake before con-
cluding if I didn’t also express my 
thanks to the chair, Senator MURRAY, 
and to our ranking member on the 
committee for supporting some of the 
projects that are important to our con-
gressional delegation—Senator BIDEN, 
Congressman CASTLE and myself and 
others whom we are privileged to rep-
resent. A lot of people who drive 
through my State ride up and down on 
I–95. Sometimes they have to wait for a 
while to get through a toll booth. 
There is some money in here to reduce 
that congestion and those delays. 
There is money in here to widen I–95 a 
bit and enable traffic to move expedi-
tiously through our little State. That 
is important. We have money for im-
proving the transit service in the 
northern part of the State where there 
is a lot of congestion and helping to 
move traffic up and down the coastal 
part of our State where a lot of people 
come in the summer and even in the 

fall months to visit places such as Re-
hoboth Beach and Bethany and Dewey 
and Lewes. 

We are grateful for all of those in-
vestments in Federal dollars and more. 
They will benefit us in the State of 
Delaware, but because so many people 
travel through our State—we are only 
about 50 miles wide and roughly 100 
miles long, but a lot of people drive 
through Delaware, travel through 
Delaware on trains and other means of 
transportation, their own vehicles—we 
want to make sure they can move 
through more quickly, have less con-
gestion, put less bad emissions into the 
air, and save some gas. We think this 
legislation will help do all of those 
things. 

That is pretty much what I wanted to 
get off my chest tonight. I thank you 
for the opportunity to do it and look 
forward to tomorrow morning when we 
convene again and have an opportunity 
to vote on a few more amendments and 
hopefully then, as a body, rise up and 
pass this legislation and be prepared to 
go to conference with our friends from 
the House of Representatives. 

Ms. SNOWE. Mr. President, today I 
filed an amendment that will reform 
the Small Business Administration’s, 
SBA, historically underutilized busi-
ness zone, HUBZone, program. As rank-
ing member of the Senate Committee 
on Small Business and Entrepreneur-
ship, one of my top priorities is to 
champion our Nation’s small busi-
nesses and to promote their needs and 
concerns. 

My amendment capitalizes on and en-
hances the HUBZone program, which 
helps to bring small businesses to dis-
tressed regions across our country. The 
HUBZone program stimulates eco-
nomic development and creates jobs in 
urban and rural communities by pro-
viding Federal contracting preferences 
to small businesses. 

The SBA’s most recent data shows 
the Federal Government met only 2.1 
percent of its statutory 3 percent 
HUBZone agency-wide ‘‘goaling’’ re-
quirement. HUBZone small businesses 
represent only $7.2 billion of the total 
$340 billion allocated toward small 
businesses in fiscal year 2006. 

My amendment would expand the 
reach of the HUBZone program. First, 
it would include, as a HUBZone, the 
communities impacted by a military 
base closed by a BRAC round. Under 
current law, only the military base 
itself qualifies as a HUBZone. My 
amendment would include surrounding 
communities which become economi-
cally devastated by the base closure. 

My amendment also requires the U.S. 
Department of Housing and Urban De-
velopment to complete a feasibility 
study, with legislative recommenda-
tions, for addressing the issue of ex-
tending HUBZone status to rural im-
poverished regions that would other-
wise qualify as a HUBZone region but 
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for being located in a county with a 
metropolitan statistical area. It is im-
perative that we address this inequity 
that impacts rural regions across the 
country, including the Penobscot re-
gion in my home State of Maine. 

The fact is small businesses are the 
driving force behind our Nation’s eco-
nomic growth, creating nearly three- 
quarters of all net new jobs and em-
ploying nearly 51 percent of the private 
sector workforce. My amendment en-
hances the HUBZone program which 
creates more jobs and helps our Na-
tion’s poorest regions. 

Mr. KOHL. Mr. President, I rise 
today to support amendment No. 2818, 
offered by colleagues, Senators DURBIN, 
SNOWE, COLLINS, KERRY, and myself. 
This amendment would limit the 
amount of operating funds a small pub-
lic housing authority will lose each 
year if they decide to opt out of asset 
management. 

The Department of Housing and 
Urban Development issued a final rule 
on September 19, 2005, that outlines 
procedures for public housing authori-
ties to convert to asset management 
accounting. In the recent past, Con-
gress has urged the Department to re-
view and postpone the conversion proc-
ess due to lack of guidance and dif-
ficulty many PHAs are facing to imple-
ment the new plan. Small PHAs are 
having an extremely hard time con-
verting to asset management due to 
lack of funds and staff. Most of these 
agencies only have one or two people in 
the central office and their operating 
subsidy has been continuously under-
funded. The Transportation, Housing 
and Urban Development Appropria-
tions legislation includes language 
that will allow small agencies to opt 
out of asset management; however 
their operating fund subsidy will be re-
duced each year they do not convert. 

This amendment would help PHAs 
which operate 250 units or less and opt 
out of asset management by limiting 
the amount of money their operating 
subsidy can be reduced each year to 5 
percent. In Wisconsin, numerous agen-
cies have expressed their support for 
the stop-loss provision. For example, 
the Eau Claire Housing Authority 
would lose half of their subsidy by 2012, 
the Beloit Housing Authority would 
lose over $20,000 in operating funds in 
the first year and an additional $10,000 
each year until 2012, and the 
Ladysmith Housing Authority, located 
in Rusk County, would lose over 
$15,000. These are just three examples 
out of the 46 agencies in Wisconsin that 
would be negatively impacted by 
HUD’s rule if this amendment is not 
adopted. 

It is imperative that these agencies 
stay operational. They serve the hous-
ing needs for the low-income and elder-
ly in rural communities across the 
country. I urge the adoption of this im-
portant amendment. 

Mr. CARDIN. Mr. President, I rise 
today in strong support of a strong bill, 
H.R. 3074, the Transportation and 
Housing funding bill for fiscal year 
2008. I congratulate Chairman MURRAY 
and Ranking Member BOND for pro-
ducing a bill that invests in America’s 
critical infrastructure and housing 
needs. 

This bill faces a veto threat from 
President Bush because it exceeds the 
funding levels he proposed back in Feb-
ruary by about 5 percent. I congratu-
late my colleagues on the Appropria-
tions Committee, however, because the 
increased funding fits within the over-
all budget adopted by the Senate ear-
lier this year. That budget has a small-
er deficit than the one proposed by the 
President. We have different spending 
priorities than President Bush. But I 
am confident that the priorities re-
flected in this bill are America’s prior-
ities. The Appropriations Committee is 
to be congratulated for bringing us a 
bill that meets our needs and does so in 
a fiscally responsible fashion. 

The tragedy of the I–35 bridge col-
lapse in Minneapolis this summer sent 
an alarm throughout the Nation. We 
need to embark upon a significant rein-
vestment in America’s aging infra-
structure. This bill makes an initial 
downpayment on this reinvestment. 
The bill also contains increases in 
other programs above the President’s 
budget request. These, too, represent a 
much-needed investment. 

The Hope VI Housing Program is de-
signed to revitalize severely distressed 
public housing. The President wanted 
to spend just $1 million on this pro-
gram which is so important to our 
aging cities such as Baltimore. This 
bill, I am proud to say, increases the 
funding level for Hope VI from $1 mil-
lion to $100 million. 

Several other housing programs get 
needed boosts as well. The section 202 
program for low-income seniors is $160 
million above the President’s request. 
In addition, the bill contains an inno-
vative voucher program, not requested 
by President Bush, which would pro-
vide section 8 vouchers to homeless 
veterans. 

This bill also contains a major in-
crease in the funding level for the com-
munity development block grant pro-
gram, providing more than $1 billion 
above the President’s request. The 
CDBG block grant program has 
spawned successful development and 
redevelopment in locations across the 
Nation. Its track record of success is 
visible in the revitalized neighborhoods 
in both urban and rural communities 
across Maryland and America. 

The President had zeroed out the suc-
cessful Brownfields redevelopment pro-
gram, but this bill provides $10 million. 
The brownfields programs operated by 
HUD, which is funded in this bill, and 
by EPA, which is separately funded, 
have been enormously successful. All 

across Baltimore we see former manu-
facturing facilities returned to produc-
tive use because of these programs. We 
have seen successful brownfields rede-
velopment projects in Hagerstown, in 
Prince George’s County, and other 
sites across the State of Maryland. Our 
experience is not unique. This is a won-
derful program, and I am proud that 
this bill reverses President Bush’s mis-
guided attempt to eliminate the 
Brownfields redevelopment program in 
HUD. 

Amtrak will receive nearly $1.5 bil-
lion in this bill, a $570 million boost 
over the President’s request. Balti-
more’s Penn Station served more than 
900,000 passengers on Amtrak in fiscal 
2006. The BWI Airport station in Lin-
thicum, MD, had more than 560,000 
boardings and deboardings in fiscal 
2006. Amtrak plays a vital role in our 
national transportation system, post-
ing a record ridership of 24.3 million 
passengers last year. This bill provides 
Amtrak with the funding necessary to 
continue all current services and im-
prove railway infrastructure. 

The list of programs that are critical 
to America and given appropriate fund-
ing resources in this bill is long. The 
major funding levels in this bill, from 
transportation to housing, represent a 
sensible investment in America. 

In Maryland there are a number of 
specific provisions that I also want to 
highlight. The bill contains transpor-
tation funding for projects that will 
help Maryland cope with the major in-
flux of workers and their families asso-
ciated with the most recent round of 
Base Realignment and Closures, or 
BRAC. Harford County, MD, is home to 
the Aberdeen Proving Ground. This bill 
contains $3 million for BRAC-related 
transportation projects in the imme-
diate vicinity of the Base. 

Similarly, the bill contains $3 mil-
lion for improvements on Maryland 
Route 355 in the area of the National 
Naval Medical Center in Bethesda, 
which will now be home to the Walter 
Reed Hospital operations. As many of 
my colleagues know, traffic in this 
area is already very challenging, so 
this funding is especially important to 
help us adapt to the infusion of addi-
tional workers at NNMC-Bethesda. 

Money is also included for two Tran-
sit Center operations. The Bi-County 
Transit Center in Langley Park will 
serve bus passengers in Montgomery 
and Prince George’s County. The Cen-
tral Maryland Transit Operations Fa-
cility in the middle of the State is also 
funded at $1 million. We must make 
sure that transit programs are our first 
option as we try to move increasing 
numbers of people in congested areas 
that suffer from poor air quality. This 
bill makes that key investment in 
Maryland. 

The bill provides $13 million for the 
final design of MARC commuter rail 
improvements and rolling stock. As 
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thousands of Maryland commuters can 
attest every day, the MARC commuter 
rail service is filled to capacity every 
workday. These funds will help to meet 
the needs of a growing system. 

The Transportation title also con-
tains $500,000 to buy an unused railroad 
bridge in Baltimore. Funding will be 
used to assess, acquire, and restore the 
old CSX Railroad Bridge across the 
Middle Branch of the Patapsco River. 
That bridge will serve as the vital con-
necting link for the Gwynns Falls 
Trail, a highly valued pedestrian and 
bike path that traverses Baltimore 
City. 

The Housing and Urban Development 
title also includes funds for several 
Maryland-specific projects. 

The east Baltimore workforce devel-
opment project will receive $200,000 as 
part of a comprehensive program to 
bring jobs, training and neighborhood 
revitalization to a distressed east Bal-
timore neighborhood. 

Montgomery County Long Branch pe-
destrian linkages project is funded at 
$400,000. This project will create pedes-
trian-friendly linkages from apartment 

complexes to the public resources and 
commercial core of the Long Branch 
neighborhood in Montgomery County. 

Colmar Manor is a small town just 
over the State line from the District of 
Columbia in Prince George’s County. 
The Colmar Manor Community Center, 
which will serve 4 of the port towns 
along the Anacostia River, will benefit 
from the $600,000 provided in the bill. 

Mr. President, $500,000 in funding will 
support environmental education for 
underserved students in the Baltimore 
area at the new Irvine Urban Outreach 
Center. 

This bill addresses the needs of 
America and it addresses the needs of 
Maryland. I am proud to support it and 
encourage my colleagues to join me in 
doing so. 

Mr. CONRAD. Mr. President, I rise to 
offer for the Record the Budget Com-
mittee’s official scoring of H.R. 3074, 
the Transportation, Housing and Urban 
Development, and Related Agencies 
Appropriations Act for fiscal year 2008. 

The bill, as reported by the Senate 
Committee on Appropriations, provides 
$51.1 billion in discretionary budget au-

thority for fiscal year 2008, which will 
result in new outlays of $47.3 billion. 
When outlays from prior-year budget 
authority are taken into account, dis-
cretionary outlays for the bill will 
total $114.6 billion. 

The Senate-reported bill is $7 million 
below the subcommittee’s 302(b) alloca-
tion for budget authority and is $286 
million below its allocation for out-
lays. Section 218 of the reported bill ex-
empts the Government National Mort-
gage Association from the require-
ments of the Federal Credit Reform 
Act of 1990. Because the Federal Credit 
Reform Act is under the jurisdiction of 
the Budget Committee, this provision 
is subject to a point of order pursuant 
to Section 306 of the Budget Act. No 
other points of order lie against the re-
ported bill. 

I ask unanimous consent that the 
table displaying the Budget Committee 
scoring of the bill be printed in the 
RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

H.R. 3074, TRANSPORTATION, HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT, AND RELATED AGENCIES APPROPRIATIONS ACT, 2008 
[Spending comparisons—Senate reported bill (in millions of dollars)] 

Defense General purpose Total 

Senate-Reported Bill: 
Budget authority ......................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 156 50,900 51,056 
Outlays ........................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................ 156 114,465 114,621 

Senate 302(b) Allocation: 
Budget authority ......................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... .............................. .............................. 51,063 
Outlays ........................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................ .............................. .............................. 114,907 

House-Passed Bill: 
Budget authority ......................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 156 50,582 50,738 
Outlays ........................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................ 156 114,349 114,505 

President’s Request: 
Budget authority ......................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 154 47,809 47,963 
Outlays ........................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................ 154 112,613 112,767 

SENATE-REPORTED BILL COMPARED TO: 
Senate 302(b) Allocation: 

Budget authority ......................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... .............................. .............................. ¥7 
Outlays ........................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................ .............................. .............................. ¥286 

House-Passed Bill: 
Budget authority ......................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 0 318 318 
Outlays ........................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................ 0 116 116 

President’s Request: 
Budget authority ......................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 2 3,091 3,093 
Outlays ........................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................ 2 1,852 1,854 

I yield the floor and suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mrs. MURRAY. I ask unanimous con-
sent that the order for the quorum call 
be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 
AMENDMENTS NOS. 2829; 2852; 2817; 2819; 2820; 2830; 

2831; 2850, AS MODIFIED; 2839, AS MODIFIED; 2846, 
AS MODIFIED; 2848, AS MODIFIED; 2857; 2859; 2825, 
AS MODIFIED; 2837, AS MODIFIED; 2856; AND 2834 
EN BLOC 

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I call 
up the managers’ package at the desk, 
noting that there are a number of these 
with modifications. I ask unanimous 
consent that the package be considered 
en bloc and agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The amendment (No. 2834) was agreed 
to. 

The further amendments were agreed 
to, as follows: 

AMENDMENT NO. 2829 

(Purpose: To require a study by the Govern-
ment Accountability Office on the efficacy 
of strategies used by the Federal Aviation 
Administration and the Department of 
Transportation to address flight delays at 
airports in the United States) 

On page 18, between lines 2 and 3, insert 
the following: 

SEC. 116. (a) GOVERNMENT ACCOUNTABILITY 
OFFICE STUDY ON FLIGHT DELAYS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Comptroller General 
shall conduct a study on the efficacy of 
strategies employed by the Administrator of 
the Federal Aviation Administration and the 
Secretary of Transportation to address flight 
delays at airports in the United States. 

(2) CONTENTS.—The study required by para-
graph (1) shall include an assessment of— 

(A) efforts by the Administrator of the 
Federal Aviation Administration to induce 

voluntary schedule reductions by air carriers 
at Chicago O’Hare International Airport; 

(B) the mandatory flight reduction oper-
ations instituted by the Administrator of the 
Federal Aviation Administration at 
LaGuardia Airport and Ronald Reagan Wash-
ington National Airport; 

(C) the New York/New Jersey/Philadelphia 
Metropolitan Airspace Redesign; and 

(D) any other significant efforts by the Ad-
ministrator of the Federal Aviation Admin-
istration or the Secretary of Transportation 
to reduce flight delays at airports in the 
United States. 

(b) REPORT.—Not later than 120 days after 
the date of the enactment of this Act, the 
Comptroller General shall submit to Con-
gress a report including— 

(1) the results of the study required by sub-
section (a); and 

(2) recommendations regarding which of 
the strategies described in subsection (a) re-
duce airport delays most effectively when 
employed for periods of 6 months or less. 
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AMENDMENT NO. 2852 

(Purpose: To enable States to receive feder-
ally guaranteed loans for the benefit of 
nonentitlement areas) 
On page 137, between lines 17 and 18, insert 

the following: 
SEC. 232. (a) The amounts provided under 

the subheading ‘‘Program Account’’ under 
the heading ‘‘Community Development Loan 
Guarantees’’ may be used to guarantee, or 
make commitments to guarantee, notes or 
other obligations issued by any State on be-
half of non-entitlement communities in the 
State in accordance with the requirements of 
section 108 of the Housing and Community 
Development Act of 1974: Provided, That, any 
State receiving such a guarantee or commit-
ment shall distribute all funds subject to 
such guarantee to the units of general local 
government in nonentitlement areas that re-
ceived the commitment. 

(b) Not later than 60 days after the date of 
enactment of this Act, the Secretary of 
Housing and Urban Development shall pro-
mulgate regulations governing the adminis-
tration of the funds described under sub-
section (a). 

AMENDMENT NO. 2817 
(Purpose: To ensure that the Secretary of 

Housing and Urban Development awards 
capital fund bonuses to deserving high-per-
forming public housing authorities) 
On page 87, line 9, strike the period and in-

sert the following: ‘‘: Provided further, That, 
notwithstanding any other provision of law 
or regulation, or any independent decision of 
the Secretary, during fiscal year 2008, the 
Secretary shall, in accordance with part 
905.10(j) of title 24, Code of Federal Regula-
tions and from amounts made available 
under this heading, award performance bo-
nuses to public housing agencies that are 
designated high performers under the Public 
Housing Assessment System for the 2007 fis-
cal year.’’. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2819 
(Purpose: To increase support for infrastruc-

ture improvements at tribal colleges and 
universities, with an offset) 
On page 109, line 13, strike ‘‘$59,040,000’’ and 

insert ‘‘$61,440,000’’. 
On page 109, line 23, strike ‘‘$2,600,000’’ and 

insert ‘‘$5,000,000’’. 
On page 113, line 1, strike ‘‘$175,000,000’’ and 

insert ‘‘$172,600,000’’. 
AMENDMENT NO. 2820 

(Purpose: To expand the scope of the Inspec-
tor General’s investigation of rail service 
disruptions and other delays in the deliv-
ery of certain commodities) 
On page 70, line 7, insert ‘‘potatoes, spe-

cialty crops,’’ after ‘‘ethanol,’’. 
AMENDMENT NO. 2830 

(Purpose: To require the Secretary of Hous-
ing and Urban Development to establish 
and maintain on the homepage of the 
website of the Department of Housing and 
Urban Development a direct link to the 
website for the Office of the Inspector Gen-
eral of the Department of Housing and 
Urban Development) 
At the appropriate place, insert the fol-

lowing: 
SEC. lll. Not later than 30 days after the 

date of enactment of this Act, the Secretary 
of Housing and Urban Development shall es-
tablish and maintain on the homepage of the 
Internet website of the Department of Hous-
ing and Urban Development— 

(1) a direct link to the Internet website of 
the Office of Inspector General of the Depart-

ment of Housing and Urban Development; 
and 

(2) a mechanism by which individuals may 
anonymously report cases of waste, fraud, or 
abuse with respect to the Department of 
Housing and Urban Development. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2831 
(Purpose: To require the Secretary of Trans-

portation to establish and maintain on the 
homepage of the website of the Depart-
ment of Transportation a direct link to the 
website for the Office of the Inspector Gen-
eral of the Department of Transportation) 
At the appropriate place, insert the fol-

lowing: 
SEC. lll. Not later than 30 days after the 

date of enactment of this Act, the Secretary 
of Transportation shall establish and main-
tain on the homepage of the Internet website 
of the Department of Transportation— 

(1) a direct link to the Internet website of 
the Office of Inspector General of the Depart-
ment of Transportation; and 

(2) a mechanism by which individuals may 
anonymously report cases of waste, fraud, or 
abuse with respect to the Department of 
Transportation. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2850, AS MODIFIED 
The Administrator of the Federal Transit 
Administration may conduct a study of the 
public transportation agencies in the urban-
ized areas described in section 5337(a) of title 
49, United States Code (referred to in this 
section as ‘‘agencies’’). 

(b) The study conducted under subsection 
(a) shall— 

(1) analyze the state of repair of the agen-
cies’ rail infrastructure, including bridges, 
ties, and rail cars; 

(2) calculate the amount of Federal fund-
ing received by the agencies during the 9- 
year period ending September 30, 2007, pursu-
ant to— 

(A) the Intermodal Surface Transportation 
Efficiency Act of 1991 (Public Law 102–240); 

(B) the Transportation Equity Act for the 
21st Century (Public Law 105–178); and 

(C) the Safe, Accountable, Flexible, Effi-
cient Transportation Equity: A Legacy for 
Users (Public Law 109–59); 

(3) estimate the minimum amount of fund-
ing necessary to bring all of the infrastruc-
ture described in paragraph (1) into a state of 
good repair; and 

(4) determine the changes to the rail mod-
ernization formula program that would be 
required to bring all of the infrastructure de-
scribed in paragraph (1) into a state of good 
repair. 

(c) Not later than 1 year after the date of 
the enactment of this Act, the Adminis-
trator shall submit to the Committee on Ap-
propriations of the Senate and the Com-
mittee on Appropriations of the House of 
Representatives a report that contains the 
results of the study conducted under this 
section. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2839, AS MODIFIED 
On page 95, line 25, strike the period and 

insert the following: ‘‘: Provided further, 
That, from amounts appropriated or other-
wise made available under this heading, 
$25,000,000 may be made available to promote 
broader participation in homeownership 
through the American Dream Downpayment 
Initiative, as such initiative is set forth 
under section 271 of the Cranston-Gonzalez 
National Affordable Housing Act (42 U.S.C. 
12821).’’. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2846, AS MODIFIED 
On page 137, between lines 17 and 18, insert 

the following: 

SEC. 232. Not later than 90 days after the 
date of enactment of this Act, the Secretary 
of Housing and Urban Development may— 

(1) develop a formal, structured, and writ-
ten plan that the Department of Housing and 
Urban Development shall use when moni-
toring for compliance with the specific relo-
cation restrictions in— 

(A) the Community Development Block 
Grant entitlement program; and 

(B) the Community Development Block 
Grant State program that receives economic 
development funds from the Department of 
Housing and Urban Development; and 

(2) submit such plan to the Committee on 
Appropriations of both the Senate and the 
House of Representatives. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2848, AS MODIFIED 
On page 137, between lines 17 and 18, insert 

the following: 
SEC. 232. (a) REQUIRED SUBMISSIONS FOR 

FISCAL YEARS 2007 AND 2008.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 60 days 

after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary of Housing and Urban Develop-
ment may submit to the relevant author-
izing committees and to the Committees on 
Appropriations of the Senate and the House 
of Representatives for fiscal year 2007 and 
2008— 

(A) a complete and accurate accounting of 
the actual project-based renewal costs for 
project-based assistance under section 8 of 
the United States Housing Act of 1937 (42 
U.S.C. 1437f); 

(B) revised estimates of the funding needed 
to fully fund all 12 months of all project- 
based contracts under such section 8, includ-
ing project-based contracts that expire in 
fiscal year 2007 and fiscal year 2008; and 

(C) all sources of funding that will be used 
to fully fund all 12 months of the project- 
based contracts for fiscal years 2007 and 2008. 

(2) UPDATED INFORMATION.—At any time 
after the expiration of the 60-day period de-
scribed in paragraph (1), the Secretary may 
submit corrections or updates to the infor-
mation required under paragraph (1), if upon 
completion of an audit of the project-based 
assistance program under section 8 of the 
United States Housing Act of 1937 (42 U.S.C. 
1437f), such audit reveals additional informa-
tion that may provide Congress a more com-
plete understanding of the Secretary’s im-
plementation of the project-based assistance 
program under such section 8. 

(b) REQUIRED SUBMISSIONS FOR FISCAL YEAR 
2009.—As part of the Department of Housing 
and Urban Development’s budget request for 
fiscal year 2009, the Secretary of Housing and 
Urban Development shall submit to the rel-
evant authorizing committees and to the 
Committees on Appropriations of the Senate 
and the House of Representatives complete 
and detailed information, including a 
project-by-project analysis, that verifies 
that such budget request will fully fund all 
project-based contracts under section 8 of 
the United States Housing Act of 1937 (42 
U.S.C. 1437f) in fiscal year 2009, including ex-
piring project-based contracts. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2857 
(Purpose: To prohibit the Federal Transit 

Administration from using funds appro-
priated under this Act to promulgate regu-
lations to carry out section 5309 of title 49, 
United States Code) 
At the appropriate place, insert the fol-

lowing: 
SEC. ll. None of the funds provided or 

limited under this Act may be used to issue 
a final regulation under section 5309 of title 
49, United States Code. 
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AMENDMENT NO. 2859 

(Purpose: To limit the amount available for 
the Urban Partnership Congestion Initia-
tive under section 5309 of title 49, United 
States Code) 

On page 50, line 21, insert ‘‘Provided further, 
That of the funds available to carry out the 
bus program under section 5309 of title 49, 
United States Code, which are not otherwise 
allocated under this Act or under SAFETEA– 
LU (Public Law 109–59), not more than 10 per-
cent may be expended to carry out the Urban 
Partnership Congestion Initiative:’’ after 
‘‘5309(b)(3):’’. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2825, AS MODIFIED 

At the end of the sections under the head-
ing ‘‘GENERAL PROVISIONS’’ at the end of title 
I, add the following: 

SEC. 1ll. PROHIBITION ON IMPOSITION AND 
COLLECTION OF TOLLS ON CERTAIN 
HIGHWAYS CONSTRUCTED USING 
FEDERAL FUNDS. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
(1) FEDERAL HIGHWAY FACILITY.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘‘Federal high-

way facility’’ means— 
(i) any highway, bridge, or tunnel on the 

Interstate System that is constructed using 
Federal funds; or 

(ii) any United States highway. 
(B) EXCLUSION.—The term ‘‘Federal high-

way facility’’ does not include any right-of- 
way for any highway, bridge, or tunnel de-
scribed in subparagraph (A). 

(2) TOLLING PROVISION.—The term ‘‘tolling 
provision’’ means section 1216(b) of the 
Transportation Equity Act for the 21st Cen-
tury (23 U.S.C. 129 note; 112 Stat. 212); 

(b) PROHIBITION.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—None of the funds made 

available by this Act shall be used to con-
sider or approve an application to permit the 
imposition or collection of any toll on any 
portion of a Federal highway facility in the 
State of Texas— 

(A)(i) that is in existence on the date of en-
actment of this Act; and 

(ii) on which no toll is imposed or collected 
under a tolling provision on that date of en-
actment; or 

(B) that would result in the Federal high-
way facility having fewer non-toll lanes than 
before the date on which the toll was first 
imposed or collected. 

(2) EXEMPTION.—Paragraph (1) shall not 
apply to the imposition or collection of a toll 
on a Federal highway facility— 

(A) on which a toll is imposed or collected 
under a tolling provision on the date of en-
actment of this Act; or 

(B) that is constructed, under construc-
tion, or the subject of an application for con-
struction submitted to the Secretary, after 
the date of enactment of this Act. 

(c) STATE BUY-BACK.—None of the funds 
made available by this Act shall be used to 
impose or collect a toll on a Federal highway 
facility in the State of Texas that is pur-
chased by the State of Texas on or after the 
date of enactment of this Act. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2837, AS MODIFIED 

On page 70, between lines 20 and 21, insert 
the following: 

SEC. 1ll. The Secretary of Transpor-
tation may conduct a study of the use of 
non-hazardous recycled aggregates and other 
materials, including reused concrete and as-
phalt, in highway projects, to the maximum 
extent practicable and whenever economi-
cally feasible and consistent with public 
health and environmental laws. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2856 
(Purpose: To strike the prohibition on the 

use of appropriations by Amtrak to sup-
port routes on which deep discounts are 
available) 
On page 44, strike lines 6 through 13 and in-

sert ‘‘of this Act.’’. 

Mrs. MURRAY. I move to reconsider 
the vote and to lay that motion on the 
table. 

The motion to lay on the table was 
agreed to. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2826 WITHDRAWN 
Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the Menendez 
amendment that was previously agreed 
to be voted on in the morning be with-
drawn; that is, Menendez amendment 
No. 2826. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

MORNING BUSINESS 
Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the Senate 
proceed to a period of morning busi-
ness. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

MONTANA’S 819TH RED HORSE 
SQUADRON 

Mr. TESTER. Mr. President, I know 
that over the last 6 years every Sen-
ator has had to send some of their sons 
and daughters in their State off to war, 
but today is the first time as a Member 
of this body I have had to see so many 
members of a squadron in my State de-
ployed. So it is with great pride that I 
rise to honor the 400 air men and 
women of the Air Force’s 819th RED 
HORSE Squadron. About one-half of 
this squadron is deploying today for 
training in Wisconsin before going to 
Iraq later this year. 

Over the last decade, Malmstrom Air 
Force Base in Great Falls, MT, has 
been the home of the 819th RED 
HORSE Squadron. For the uninitiated, 
RED HORSE stands for rapid engineer 
deployable heavy operation repair 
squadron engineer. Basically, these are 
the men and women who rebuild Air 
Force facilities overseas, such as run-
ways. They also have spent consider-
able time in Iraq rebuilding schools 
and homes. These are men and women 
who do some truly wonderful work. 

In a previous deployment to Iraq in 
2005, the squadron was involved in 130 
construction projects on 12 different 
bases in Iraq. The 819th has served in 
Afghanistan and Qatar. In every place 
they have taken on complicated engi-
neering projects for the U.S. Govern-
ment but have also done outstanding 
work with locals to rehabilitate hous-
ing and provide residents with every-
thing from coloring books for kids to 
new washing machines. 

It is a combination of accomplish-
ment, strength, and generosity that 
represents the best of our Nation. 

This afternoon, as the men and 
women of the 819th begin to train for 
the mission that will send them to 
Iraq, they leave behind spouses, chil-
dren, and other family members. We 
know that piano recitals and football 
games will be missed this fall. There 
will be an empty chair at too many 
holiday meals. 

The 819th is an Active Associate unit, 
meaning that it is compromised of both 
Active-Duty airmen and Air National 
Guardsmen. For the citizen soldiers of 
our Air Guard, these deployments can 
be especially difficult, and I hope all 
Montanans will keep these airmen and 
their families in their thoughts and 
prayers. 

And when they return home, we have 
a moral responsibility to care for the 
folks who have worn the uniform of our 
country. Whether they return to Ac-
tive Duty or reenter civilian life, the 
Federal Government must support 
them. Congress has taken numerous 
steps this year to provide more re-
sources for the VA and to improve the 
quality of life for our troops. I hope we 
will continue to make progress in these 
areas so that when the 819th comes 
home we are able to welcome these air-
men back home with our deeds and not 
just our words. 

f 

COST ESTIMATE OF S. 966 
Mr. BIDEN. Mr. President, on June 

27, 2007, the Committee on Foreign Re-
lations ordered reported S. 966, the 
Passport Backlog Reduction Act of 
2007. On July 30, the President signed 
the bill into law, Public Law 110–50. 

At the time the committee filed its 
report, the cost estimate prepared by 
the Congressional Budget Office, CBO, 
was not available. It was recently pro-
vided to the committee by CBO. There-
fore, I ask unanimous consent that a 
copy of the CBO estimate be printed in 
the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

CONGRESSIONAL BUDGET OFFICE COST 
ESTIMATE 

PUBLIC LAW 110–50—PASSPORT BACKLOG 
REDUCTION ACT OF 2007 

Public Law 110–50 (formerly S. 966) grants 
the Department of State additional flexi-
bility in rehiring Foreign Service annuitants 
on a temporary basis to reduce backlogs in 
visa and passport processing. The new au-
thority will expire in 2008 for visa backlogs 
and in 2009 for passport backlogs. CBO esti-
mates Public Law 110–50 will cost $2 million 
in 2008 and $3 million over the 2008–2012 pe-
riod, assuming the availability of appro-
priated funds. The law does not affect direct 
spending or receipts. 

Under previous law, Foreign Service retir-
ees could work for the department for up to 
six months, provided they didn’t reach a cer-
tain salary cap. According to information 
provided by the department, about half the 
retirees hit the salary cap before six months 
(at four months, on average). The depart-
ment is already in the process of hiring 55 re-
tirees and plans to hire an additional 250 re-
tirees to work on visa and passport backlogs. 
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By providing a waiver for the salary cap, 
Public Law 110–50 allows the department to 
retain some of those retirees for an addi-
tional two months. Under this law, CBO esti-
mates that about 150 retirees will work an 
additional two months in 2008 at a cost of $2 
million, and about 65 retirees will work an 
additional two months in 2009 at a cost of $1 
million. 

Public Law 110–50 contains no intergovern-
mental or private-sector mandates as defined 
in the Unfunded Mandates Reform Act and 
would not affect the budgets of state, local, 
or tribal governments. 

The CBO staff contact for this estimate is 
Sunita D’Monte. This estimate was approved 
by Peter H. Fontaine, Assistant Director for 
Budget Analysis. 

f 

HONORING OUR ARMED FORCES 

SERGEANT KEVIN GILBERTSON 
Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, it is 

with great sorrow, on this day of the 
6th Anniversary of the September 11th 
attacks, that I speak in honor of a fall-
en American hero. Army Sgt. Kevin 
Gilbertson died August 31st at the 
Landstuhl Medical Center in 
Landstuhl, Germany, after losing a 2- 
day battle with injuries suffered after 
insurgents attacked his unit in 
Ramadi, Iraq. His courage and patriot-
ism will be remembered. My thoughts 
and prayers go out to his friends and 
family, especially his parents, Keeley 
Peters and Don Gilbertson, as well as 
his wife, Nina, and sons, Timothy and 
Nickolas. 

Sergeant Gilbertson was an inde-
pendent, complex, and highly involved 
individual. He loved his family, he 
loved his country, and he loved being a 
U.S. Army soldier. Kevin Gilbertson’s 
service to this country is greatly ap-
preciated, and he will be sorely missed. 

Kevin was a native of Cedar Rapids, 
IA. His father, Don Gilbertson, remem-
bers him as ‘‘the greatest kid in the 
world’’ who ‘‘joined the Army right out 
of high school to get a college edu-
cation when he got out . . . His dream 
was getting a degree and supporting his 
family.’’ Kevin Gilbertson will always 
be remembered as someone who gave 
everything he had for his country and 
who thought more about others than 
himself. For that we are eternally 
grateful. 

f 

DEATH OF SENATOR DANIEL 
BREWSTER 

Ms. MIKULSKI. Mr. President, today 
I pay tribute to the life and legacy of 
Senator Daniel Baugh Brewster. I was 
a great admirer of Senator Brewster, 
and I hold the Brewster seat in the U.S. 
Senate. 

Senator Brewster was a true patriot. 
He was a hero at the age of 19 when he 
volunteered for the Marine Corps and 
was sent to the front lines of the war in 
the Pacific. There he served bravely— 
leading the 1944 assault on Guam and 
the 1945 assault on Okinawa. He bore 
the wounds of war like so many of our 

heroic veterans. He was wounded seven 
times and had a permanent scar on his 
forehead from a bullet that lifted his 
helmet and grazed his scalp while bat-
tling for Sugar Loaf Hill on Okinawa. 
For his bravery, he was awarded a Pur-
ple Heart, two Gold Stars, and two 
Bronze Stars. 

As with many World War II veterans, 
Senator Brewster came back a changed 
man. He was disappointed when some 
of his neighbors in Green Spring Valley 
voiced outrage at him for inviting Afri-
can-American friends he had served 
with during the war to his home. This 
experience further fueled both his de-
sire to run for office and his lifetime 
commitment to civil rights. 

Senator Brewster graduated from 
University of Maryland School of Law 
in 1949, and was elected to the Mary-
land House of Delegates in 1950. After 
serving two terms, Senator Brewster 
ran for and was elected to represent 
Maryland’s Second District in Congress 
in 1958. In 1962, Mr. Brewster was elect-
ed to the Senate. He was just 39 years 
old. 

In the Senate, Brewster was a cham-
pion for civil rights. He cosponsored 
the landmark Civil Rights Act of 1964 
and served as the stand-in candidate 
for President Lyndon Johnson’s 1964 
Presidential primary campaign in 
Maryland against segregationist can-
didate George Wallace of Alabama. The 
contest was seen as a crucial battle in 
the fight for civil rights. Despite 
threats to his family, he campaigned 
vigorously and won the primary for 
President Johnson. 

Senator Brewster served as a member 
of the Senate Armed Services Com-
mittee at the time the war in Vietnam 
was escalating. Publicly, he took a 
hawkish position on the war, but pri-
vately he expressed concerns about the 
war and shared those concerns with 
President Johnson. 

After leaving the Senate, Senator 
Brewster devoted his time to his fam-
ily, farming, and volunteering. He was 
an original director and former presi-
dent of the Maryland State Fair and 
chaired the Governor’s Commission on 
Alcoholism and the Governor’s Com-
mission on AIDS. 

Senator Brewster’s congressional leg-
acy lives on today as two of his Senate 
interns from Maryland, NANCY 
D’ALESANDRO PELOSI and STENY HOYER, 
went on to prestigious political careers 
of their own. 

I offer my heartfelt condolences to 
Senator Brewster’s family and to his 
friends and to all those whose lives he 
touched. Senator Brewster’s family is 
in my thoughts and prayers. 

f 

FOREIGN OPERATIONS 
APPROPRIATIONS 

Mr. KYL. Mr. President, in the 2 
months since Hamas took control of 
Gaza, 40 tons of explosives have been 

smuggled from Egypt into Gaza. It is 
estimated that 80 tons have been smug-
gled in the last 2 years. Rafah, in 
southern Gaza, has long been a key 
conduit for smuggling assault rifles, 
pistols, ammunition, explosive mate-
rials, grenade launchers and other mu-
nitions. While smuggling has long been 
a problem along this stretch of the bor-
der, the Israeli military has reported a 
surge in smuggling of anti-aircraft 
missiles, anti-tank rockets and bomb 
components when Israel withdrew from 
Gaza in 2005. 

There has also been a clear loss of 
progress made with regard to democ-
racy and the rule of law in Egypt. 
Prominent members of parliament like 
Ayman Nour who have criticized the 
regime have been jailed. Nour was the 
leading opponent in Egypt’s 2005 presi-
dential race and was arrested on dubi-
ous charges shortly after that election. 

According to Human Rights Watch, 
‘‘Security forces and police routinely 
torture and mistreat detainees, par-
ticularly during interrogations. Tor-
ture in the past was used primarily 
against political dissidents, but in re-
cent years it has been rife in police sta-
tions as well, affecting ordinary citi-
zens.’’ Cellphone videos posted on the 
Internet have shown the police sodom-
izing a bus driver with a broomstick 
and hanging a woman by her knees and 
wrists from a pole for questioning. 

The United States has provided sub-
stantial help to Egypt over the years. 
For its part, Egypt should do more to 
control its border with Gaza and im-
prove its record on democracy and the 
rule of law. 

To that end, section 699 of H.R. 2764, 
as passed by the House of Representa-
tives, requires the Secretary of State 
to certify that the Government of 
Egypt has taken ‘‘concrete and meas-
urable’’ steps to stop the smuggling of 
arms into Gaza, improve the independ-
ence of the judiciary, and improve 
criminal procedures and due process 
rights. It conditions $200 million of $1.3 
billion of fiscal year 2008 foreign mili-
tary financing assistance on dem-
onstration of that clear and measur-
able progress. 

We note that between the date the 
House passed H.R. 2764 and final action 
by the Congress on this legislation, 
more than 3 months will have passed. 
Even more time will pass if it becomes 
necessary for the Senate to take up an 
omnibus appropriations act this fall. 
Consequently, there is plenty of time 
for Egypt to show progress in stopping 
arms flows to Hamas in Gaza and to re-
verse recent backsliding in democratic 
reforms before the U.S. Congress final-
izes this legislation. 

The amendment I offer with Senators 
LIEBERMAN, COLLINS and ENSIGN, and 
which I am pleased has been accepted 
unanimously, puts the Senate on the 
record stating unambiguously that 
Egypt must take clear and measurable 
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steps to demonstrate progress on both 
reducing the flow of arms into Gaza as 
well as to undoing damage done to the 
rule of law and democracy. 

As Congress moves toward enactment 
of this appropriations bill, it is impera-
tive that support to Egypt be based on 
an evaluation of the performance of the 
Egyptian government since the initial 
House action. Congress must consider 
these results in determining what ap-
proach Congress should take regarding 
Egypt’s foreign military financing aid 
during fiscal year 2008. 

f 

EXPLANATION OF ‘‘BY REQUEST’’ 
LEGISLATION 

Mr. AKAKA. Mr. President, I wish to 
speak about the meaning of ‘‘by re-
quest’’ legislation and more specifi-
cally about my continuation of a long-
standing practice in the Veterans’ Af-
fairs Committee of the chairman intro-
ducing legislation at the request of the 
administration. 

While I expect that those who deal 
regularly with the Veterans’ Affairs 
Committee, such as the established 
veterans service organizations, under-
stand the meaning of a bill introduced 
‘‘by request,’’ I have recently become 
aware that there are some veterans 
who are unfamiliar with this practice 
and who, therefore, have misinter-
preted my recent introduction of cer-
tain ‘‘by request’’ legislation as sup-
port for the passage of the bills into 
law. This is not the case. 

As our colleagues know, periodically 
the administration sends forward to 
the Congress legislation for consider-
ation. Those measures that fall within 
the jurisdiction of the Veterans’ Af-
fairs Committee are referred by the 
Parliamentarian to our committee. In 
a tradition that began in the earliest 
days of the committee, the chairman, 
as a courtesy to the administration, in-
troduces such bills on a ‘‘by request’’ 
basis. This is a courtesy that has gen-
erally been extended to every adminis-
tration and by every chairman, regard-
less of the party affiliation of the ad-
ministration or chairman, and one that 
I am pleased to continue. 

When I introduce legislation ‘‘by re-
quest,’’ I am taking no position on the 
legislation. In fact, I introduce such 
legislation without including any 
statement or explanatory materials. I 
do so for the express purpose of both 
accommodating the administration 
and ensuring that others are aware of 
the proposed legislation so that they 
might analyze it and, if they wish, 
comment upon it. As chairman, I am 
committed to the development of the 
best possible policy in the area of vet-
erans issues and I firmly believe that 
this goal is most successfully achieved 
with the free exchange of ideas, not by 
stifling different points of view. 

During this Congress, in accordance 
with this practice, I have introduced 

four ‘‘by request’’ bills, S. 1757, S. 2025, 
S. 2026, and S. 2027. It is one of these 
measures, S. 2026, relating to certain 
Agent Orange issues, that has gen-
erated the most confusion among some 
veterans. I hope that my explanation of 
‘‘by request’’ legislation helps to clear 
up these misunderstandings. 

I have taken no position on any of 
these four bills and simply introduced 
them as a professional courtesy to the 
administration. Indeed, at this point, I 
do not know whether these bills will 
receive consideration by the com-
mittee. For those who have views on 
some or all of these measures, I wel-
come your input. I ask that in pro-
viding your views you recognize that 
my introduction of ‘‘by request’’ legis-
lation should not be interpreted as a 
reflection of my views on the content 
of any such bill. 

NATIONAL PANCREATIC CANCER AWARENESS 
MONTH 

Mr. SMITH. Mr. President, I am in 
support of S. Res. 222, a resolution that 
recognizes November as National Pan-
creatic Cancer Awareness Month. This 
resolution represents a way to educate 
communities across the Nation about 
pancreatic cancer and the need for in-
creased research funding, early detec-
tion methods, and effective treatments 
and educational programs. I am pleased 
to be joining my colleague, Senator 
CLINTON, as the lead sponsor of this im-
portant measure. 

Like many Americans, I have seen 
the ramifications of cancer firsthand. I 
support this resolution in honor and 
loving memory of the millions of 
Americans who have been diagnosed 
with pancreatic cancer and their fami-
lies, and for my mother Jessica Udall 
Smith whom I lost to this killer. 

Pancreatic cancer is hard to detect in 
its early stages as it doesn’t cause 
symptoms right away. Also, because 
the pancreas is hidden behind other or-
gans, health care providers cannot see 
or feel the tumors during routine 
exams. Because there are no early de-
tection methods, pancreatic cancer 
often is found late and spreads quickly. 

This year, more than 37,000 Ameri-
cans will receive a diagnosis of pan-
creatic cancer and for over 33,000 of 
them their diagnosis will ultimately 
end in their death. While overall can-
cer death rates have declined, the num-
ber of people diagnosed with pancreatic 
cancer is increasing. It is projected 
that this year, 440 Oregonians will die 
from pancreatic cancer. That rep-
resents a 17 percent increase in pan-
creatic cancer deaths in Oregon over 
the last 3 to 4 years. 

Pancreatic cancer has been forced 
into the national spotlight in recent 
weeks. On August 18, 2007, Michael 
Deaver, one of former President Ronald 
Reagan’s closest advisers, succumbed 
to the disease at age 69. Just last week, 
famed opera singer Luciano Pavarotti 
died after a yearlong battle at age 71. 

Something that is striking about both 
of their cases is that despite their ce-
lebrity and contacts, neither man had 
much more than a fighting chance of 
overcoming this disease. There are 
simply no curative treatments—experi-
mental or FDA approved—that cur-
rently are available to fight this dis-
ease, even when price is no object. 

Individuals fighting pancreatic can-
cer continue to face discouragingly low 
odds of survival. In 1975, the 5-year sur-
vival rate for pancreatic cancer was 2 
percent. Twenty-five years later, the 
survival rate remains at an unaccept-
ably low level of 5 percent, making this 
cancer the fourth leading cause of can-
cer-related death. Indeed, pancreatic 
cancer is considered the deadliest can-
cer, of which 75 percent of patients di-
agnosed with this disease die within 
the first year and most within the first 
3 to 6 months. Early detection tools, 
such as those that currently are avail-
able for ovarian, colon, breast and 
prostate cancer, would make a signifi-
cant impact on pancreatic cancer, but 
those tools require a new investment in 
basic scientific research at the Na-
tional Cancer Institute, NCI. 

I support biomedical research and the 
great promise it holds in the develop-
ment of new treatments and possible 
cures for the many types of cancer, in-
cluding pancreatic cancer. Past invest-
ments at the NCI have helped drive 
new discoveries that led to the decline 
in overall cancer deaths in the U.S. for 
the second consecutive year. Now is 
the time to expand our efforts in the 
fight against pancreatic cancer, but 
that will be impossible unless we find a 
way to secure more funding for the 
NCI. 

The Pancreatic Cancer Awareness 
Network is a national organization 
that is working to comprehensively ad-
dress the problem of pancreatic cancer 
by providing patient support, advanc-
ing research, and creating hope. I sup-
port their efforts to raise awareness of 
this disease and believe that it is im-
portant that we recognize November as 
National Pancreatic Cancer Awareness 
Month. 

I ask my colleagues support this res-
olution, which will help increase re-
search, education and awareness for 
pancreatic cancer. 

f 

ADDITIONAL STATEMENTS 

UNITED STATES NORTHERN 
COMMAND 

∑ Mr. ALLARD. Mr. President, today I 
commemorate the fifth anniversary of 
U.S. Northern Command, located in 
Colorado Springs, CO. I take enormous 
pride in seeing the Colorado flag fly 
alongside the flags of the United States 
and Canada. 

Officially, USNORTHCOM was estab-
lished on October 1, 2002. However, it 
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was the terrible events of September 
11, 2001, that made the country realize 
its need for increased homeland de-
fense. Within 13 months of 9/11, 
USNORTHCOM stood up as the com-
batant command charged with defend-
ing the homeland and providing mili-
tary assistance to civil authorities. 

Five years later, USNORTHCOM is 
proudly executing its missions of 
Homeland Defense and civil support op-
erations to defend, protect, and secure 
the United States and its interests. 

Since 9/11, our Nation has been en-
gaged in a fight against terrorism on 
multiple fronts, including our home-
land. As USNORTHCOM enters its fifth 
year, they are fully mission capable, 
prepared and ready to respond to the 
broad spectrum of homeland defense 
challenges that exist in today’s dy-
namic security environment. 
USNORTHCOM is actively deterring 
threats from crossing our borders by 
closely working with other combatant 
commands, intelligence agencies and 
interagency partners to detect and de-
feat threats before they arrive in our 
homeland. 

When it comes to rendering assist-
ance to civil authorities, U.S. Northern 
Command is prepared to help. By an-
ticipating threats, ranging from nat-
ural disasters to man-made, the com-
mand provides Department of Defense 
capabilities in a timely and coordi-
nated fashion. Facilitated by Defense 
coordinating officers attached to every 
FEMA region, USNORTHCOM works 
side by side with its interagency part-
ners to support the States and their 
emergency response teams when re-
quested. 

In its 5 short years of existence, 
USNORTHCOM has effectively re-
sponded to several catastrophes. They 
have been absolutely essential to sav-
ing lives while mitigating the suffering 
and losses experienced. 

USNORTHCOM understands the 
multi-agency approach to defending 
our homeland and providing support to 
civil authorities. Therefore, it places a 
high priority on building and strength-
ening relationships with the States, 
territories, other government and non-
government agencies, as well as 
partnering with our border nations, 
Canada and Mexico. 

USNORTHCOM is also actively en-
gaged with the National Guard, and 
serves as the combatant command ad-
vocate to provide the Guard with the 
tools and resources necessary to ac-
complish their mission. A committed, 
lasting partnership between U.S. 
Northern Command and the National 
Guard will strengthen our national de-
fense and defy those attempting to sab-
otage our way of life. 

Let me also recognize the unsung he-
roes of this command, the men and 
women of U.S. Northern Command. 
They are synonymous with homeland 
defense; they are a total force team of 

soldiers, sailors, airmen, marines and 
Coast Guardsmen from the active and 
Reserve Components of our military. 
The men and women of USNORTHCOM 
clearly understand the importance of 
their mission and carry out their re-
sponsibilities with a sense of urgency. 
Their pride in contributing to the de-
fense of our great Nation is evident in 
every aspect of their operations. 

To the men and women of U.S. 
Northern Command, I stand today to 
say: Thank you for your dedication and 
service to the United States of Amer-
ica. On the occasion of your fifth anni-
versary, I congratulate you for a job 
well done.∑ 

f 

RECOGNIZING DR. DAVID L. 
CHICOINE 

∑ Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, today I 
recognize the momentous occasion of 
the inauguration of Dr. David L. 
Chicoine as the 19th president of South 
Dakota State University. 

South Dakota State University has a 
rich history of strong leadership dating 
back to the commitment of President 
George Lilley, who advanced $500 of his 
own salary to finish three rooms in the 
first building on campus. President 
Chicoine joins Dr. Berg and Dr. Wagner 
to become only the third Jackrabbit to 
serve in this role. 

The stage where Dr. Chicoine’s inau-
guration will take place is evidence of 
SDSU’s strong national presence, as 80 
years ago this week Sylvan Theatre 
and the Lincoln Memorial Library were 
dedicated by President Calvin Coo-
lidge. The pioneering research com-
pleted at SDSU is impacting lives 
around the world whether it be through 
improved agricultural practices, the 
ethanol in our gas tanks, the micro-
waves that make our dinner, or the 
scoreboard at our favorite athletic 
event. 

It is said that students come from 
the Sioux and Missouri, the Cheyenne 
and the Jim, and the Black Hills to 
study at SDSU. Students still come to 
Brookings from those places, but they 
also come from points around the globe 
and with knowledge and diploma in 
hand they impact communities in 
Brookings, in South Dakota, in neigh-
boring states, and truly around the 
world. It is said that ‘‘You Can Go Any-
where from Here,’’ and we celebrate 
that, in this case, one student has 
made the trip full circle. 

Congratulations and best wishes to 
President Chicoine on a long and suc-
cessful tenure at SDSU, and Go Jacks!∑ 

f 

HONORING PAUL TAVARES 

∑ Mr. WHITEHOUSE. Mr. President, 
today I wish to pay tribute to a great 
Rhode Islander: my good friend, Paul 
Tavares. 

This weekend, Paul will be honored 
by the Portuguese American Citizens 

Committee as its Person of the Year, 
and the PACC simply could not have 
made a better choice. This organiza-
tion has contributed so much to the 
Portuguese community, and to our 
Ocean State, through its civic, chari-
table and political work. It is fitting 
that this weekend, the PACC will 
honor someone who has done the same. 
Paul’s character, integrity, and hon-
esty have set an example, not only in 
his work in public service, but through-
out his life. 

I have known Paul, and have been 
honored to call him my friend, since we 
both ran for statewide office in 1998: he 
for general treasurer, and I for attor-
ney general. His motto during that 
election was simple one: ‘‘No tricks, no 
gimmicks, just a Treasurer who’ll do 
what’s right.’’ We both fought hard 
battles and we both emerged vic-
torious. And immediately after being 
sworn in, we began a close and very 
productive relationship that helped 
each of our offices work more effi-
ciently. It has been a lasting and a val-
ued friendship. 

Paul’s record of accomplishment in 
the Treasurer’s office is outstanding. 
One of his most notable achievements 
was his commitment to helping Rhode 
Island families save for their children’s 
college education. As a result of his 
work, the CollegeBoundfund, Rhode Is-
land’s section 529 college savings pro-
gram, was recognized by MSN Money 
in 2005 as one of the Nation’s five best 
college savings plans in the country. 
Columnist Liz Pulliam Weston wrote: 
‘‘It’s a pity more of us don’t live in 
Rhode Island if you live there, it’s a 
mystery why you’d invest anywhere 
else.’’ With the help of the Attorney 
General’s office, he put a broken crime 
victims’ compensation program back 
on its feet. He led with integrity. Paul 
certainly carried out what he proposed 
to do, that is, to leave the Treasurer’s 
office in a better State than what he 
inherited. 

But Paul’s story doesn’t begin in the 
Treasurer’s office. During his success-
ful career in the banking industry, 
Paul dedicated himself to a life of pub-
lic service, beginning his career on the 
East Providence School Committee, 
and then the East Providence City 
Council. In 1992, Paul was elected to 
Rhode Island’s State senate, where he 
served until taking office as general 
treasurer. I worked closely with Paul 
when I served on Governor Bruce 
Sundlun’s senior staff, and I saw up 
close what a good senator he was. 

Paul’s years in the Senate were full 
of significant accomplishments, espe-
cially his efforts to create The 
CollegeBoundfund and his work on 
adoption; and his service as first dep-
uty majority leader and as vice-chair 
of the Corporations Committee. Paul is 
remembered in the Senate not only for 
his committed service but also for his 
legendary ability to pull practical 
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jokes on his fellow senators. One he 
particularly enjoyed was to ‘‘borrow’’ a 
piece of letterhead paper from one of 
his fellow senators and write a note to 
another senator. He would then ask a 
page in the senate to deliver the letter 
and sit back to enjoy the ensuing up-
roar. That story says so much about 
Paul: he never takes himself too seri-
ously; the jokes were always warm- 
hearted and they helped break tensions 
in that body. Paul was good for the 
senate. 

Paul has also never forgotten where 
he comes from. A son of Portuguese 
immigrants who migrated to the 
United States from the Azores, he has 
truly lived the American dream. I am 
sure Paul’s parents, the late Anibal 
and Laurentina Tavares, are looking 
down on us proud to see how far Paul’s 
determination and talent have carried 
him in life. And I am sure he would 
agree that he would not have enjoyed 
nearly as much success without the 
love and support of his lovely wife Lee, 
his daughters Tessa, Kristen and 
Felicia, and his sons Nicholas and An-
drew. Their unwavering commitment 
to Paul, and his unwavering commit-
ment to them, have been extraor-
dinary. 

Rhode Islanders who know Paul also 
know well his selfless service to his 
community. Paul founded the Por-
tuguese American Scholarship Founda-
tion, is a cofounder of the East Provi-
dence Children’s Portuguese School, 
and served on the Catholic Diocese of 
Providence Finance Council. His work 
in these organizations has not only en-
riched the Ocean State’s Portuguese 
community, but has changed lives all 
over Rhode Island. And he does not just 
help people through organizations. 
Many Rhode Islanders know stories of 
people showing up on Paul’s doorstep, 
asking for his help. Each time, he lis-
tened and did what he could. Paul has 
spent his life helping others without 
asking anything in return. 

I am pleased to come to the floor of 
the Senate to join the Portuguese 
American Citizens Committee in recog-
nizing the tremendous accomplish-
ments of our friend Paul Tavares. I ex-
tend congratulations, heartfelt thanks 
for a job well done, and best wishes to 
Paul and his family in all their future 
endeavors.∑ 

f 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 
At 11:40 a.m., a message from the 

House of Representatives, delivered by 
Mrs. Cole, one of its reading clerks, an-
nounced that the House has passed the 
following bills, in which it requests the 
concurrence of the Senate: 

H.R. 2467. An act to designate the facility 
of the United States Postal Service located 
at 69 Montgomery Street in Jersey City, New 
Jersey, as the ‘‘Frank J. Guarini Post Office 
Building’’. 

H.R. 2587. An act to designate the facility 
of the United States Postal Service located 

at 555 South 3rd Street Lobby in Memphis, 
Tennessee, as the ‘‘Kenneth T. Whalum, Sr. 
Post Office Building’’ . 

H.R. 2654. An act to designate the facility 
of the United States Postal Service located 
at 202 South Dumont Avenue in Woonsocket, 
South Dakota, as the ‘‘Eleanor McGovern 
Post Office Building’’ . 

H.R. 2778. An act to designate the facility 
of the United States Postal Service located 
at 3 Quaker Ridge Road in New Rochelle, 
New York, as the ‘‘Robert Merrill Postal 
Station’’. 

H.R. 2825. An act to designate the facility 
of the United States Postal Service located 
at 326 South Main Street in Princeton, Illi-
nois, as the ‘‘Owen Lovejoy Princeton Post 
Office Building’’. 

f 

MEASURES REFERRED 

The following bills were read the first 
and the second times by unanimous 
consent, and referred as indicated: 

H.R. 2467. An act to designate the facility 
of the United States Postal Service located 
at 69 Montgomery Street in Jersey City, New 
Jersey, as the ‘‘Frank J. Guarini Post Office 
Building’’; to the Committee on Homeland 
Security and Governmental Affairs. 

H.R. 2587. An act to designate the facility 
of the United States Postal Service located 
at 555 South 3rd Street Lobby in Memphis, 
Tennessee, as the ‘‘Kenneth T. Whalum, Sr. 
Post Office Building’’; to the Committee on 
Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs. 

H.R. 2654. An act to designate the facility 
of the United States Postal Service located 
at 202 South Dumont Avenue in Woonsocket, 
South Dakota, as the ‘‘Eleanor McGovern 
Post Office Building’’; to the Committee on 
Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs. 

H.R. 2778. An act to designate the facility 
of the United States Postal Service located 
at 3 Quaker Ridge Road in New Rochelle, 
New York, as the ‘‘Robert Merrill Postal 
Station’’; to the Committee on Homeland Se-
curity and Governmental Affairs. 

H.R. 2825. An act to designate the facility 
of the United States Postal Service located 
at 326 South Main Street in Princeton, Illi-
nois, as the ‘‘Owen Lovejoy Princeton Post 
Office Building’’; to the Committee on 
Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs. 

f 

MEASURES PLACED ON THE 
CALENDAR 

The following bill was read the sec-
ond time, and placed on the calendar: 

H.R. 1908. An act to amend title 35, United 
States Code, to provide for patent reform. 

f 

EXECUTIVE AND OTHER 
COMMUNICATIONS 

The following communications were 
laid before the Senate, together with 
accompanying papers, reports, and doc-
uments, and were referred as indicated: 

EC–3162. A communication from the Acting 
Director, Office of Management and Budget, 
Executive Office of the President, transmit-
ting, proposed legislation intended to alter 
the funding structure for the Commodity Fu-
tures Trading Commission; to the Com-
mittee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and For-
estry. 

EC–3163. A communication from the Prin-
cipal Deputy, Office of the Under Secretary 
of Defense (Personnel and Readiness), trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, a report relative to 
the education of dependents of military per-
sonnel; to the Committee on Armed Services. 

EC–3164. A communication from the Dep-
uty Assistant Secretary of Defense (Counter-
narcotics, Counterproliferation and Global 
Threats), transmitting, pursuant to law, a 
report relative to Russia’s tactical nuclear 
weapons arsenal; to the Committee on 
Armed Services. 

EC–3165. A communication from the Sec-
retary of Transportation, transmitting, a 
draft bill entitled the ‘‘Railroad Rehabilita-
tion and Improvement Financing Reform 
Act’’; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC–3166. A communication from the Pro-
gram Analyst, Federal Aviation Administra-
tion, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives; 
MORAVAN a.s. Model Z242L Airplanes’’ 
((RIN2120–AA64)(Docket No. FAA–2007–28114)) 
received on September 7, 2007; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation. 

EC–3167. A communication from the Pro-
gram Analyst, Federal Aviation Administra-
tion, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives; Pacific 
Aerospace Limited Model 750XL Airplanes’’ 
((RIN2120–AA64)(Docket No. 2007–CE–033)) re-
ceived on September 7, 2007; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation. 

EC–3168. A communication from the Pro-
gram Analyst, Federal Aviation Administra-
tion, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives; 
Turbomeca Arriel 2B1 Turboshaft Engines’’ 
((RIN2120–AA64)(Docket No. 2007–NE–16)) re-
ceived on September 7, 2007; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation. 

EC–3169. A communication from the Pro-
gram Analyst, Federal Aviation Administra-
tion, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives; 
Turbomeca Arriel 2B Series Turboshaft En-
gines’’ ((RIN2120–AA64)(Docket No. 2005–NE– 
52)) received on September 7, 2007; to the 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC–3170. A communication from the Pro-
gram Analyst, Federal Aviation Administra-
tion, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives; General 
Electric Company GE 590 Series Turbofan 
Engines’’ ((RIN2120–AA64)(Docket No. 2007– 
NE–05)) received on September 7, 2007; to the 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC–3171. A communication from the Pro-
gram Analyst, Federal Aviation Administra-
tion, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Standard Instrument Approach 
Procedures; Miscellaneous Amendments’’ 
((RIN2120–AA65)(Amdt. No. 3226)) received on 
September 7, 2007; to the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–3172. A communication from the Pro-
gram Analyst, Federal Aviation Administra-
tion, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Standard Instrument Approach 
Procedures; Miscellaneous Amendments’’ 
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((RIN2120–AA65)(Amdt. No. 3228)) received on 
September 7, 2007; to the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–3173. A communication from the Pro-
gram Analyst, Federal Aviation Administra-
tion, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Standard Instrument Approach 
Procedures, Weather Takeoff Minimums; 
Miscellaneous Amendments’’ ((RIN2120– 
AA65)(Amdt. No. 3225)) received on Sep-
tember 7, 2007; to the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–3174. A communication from the Pro-
gram Analyst, Federal Aviation Administra-
tion, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Standard Instrument Approach 
Procedures; Miscellaneous Amendments’’ 
((RIN2120–AA65)(Amdt. No. 3219)) received on 
September 7, 2007; to the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–3175. A communication from the Pro-
gram Analyst, Federal Aviation Administra-
tion, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Modification of Class E Airspace; 
St. Johns, AZ’’ ((RIN2120–AA66)(Docket No. 
07–AWP–1)) received on September 7, 2007; to 
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC–3176. A communication from the Pro-
gram Analyst, Federal Aviation Administra-
tion, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Revision to Class E Airspace; Lar-
amie, WY’’ ((RIN2120–AA66)(Docket No. 05– 
ANM–16)) received on September 7, 2007; to 
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC–3177. A communication from the Pro-
gram Analyst, Federal Aviation Administra-
tion, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Establishment of Class D and E 
Airspace; Aguadilla, PR’’ ((RIN2120– 
AA66)(Docket No. 07–ASO–3)) received on 
September 7, 2007; to the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–3178. A communication from the Pro-
gram Analyst, Federal Aviation Administra-
tion, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Establishment, Modification and 
Revocation of VOR Federal Airways; East 
Central United States’’ ((RIN2120– 
AA66)(Docket No. 06–ASW–1)) received on 
September 7, 2007; to the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–3179. A communication from the Pro-
gram Analyst, Federal Aviation Administra-
tion, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Establishment of Class E Airspace; 
Vero Beach, FL’’ ((RIN2120–AA66)(Docket 
No. 07–ASO–9)) received on September 7, 2007; 
to the Committee on Commerce, Science, 
and Transportation. 

EC–3180. A communication from the Pro-
gram Analyst, Federal Aviation Administra-
tion, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Modification to the Norton Sound 
Low, Woody Island Low, Control 1234L, and 
Control 1487L Offshore Airspace Areas; AK’’ 
((RIN2120–AA66)(Docket No. 07–AAL–29)) re-
ceived on September 7, 2007; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation. 

EC–3181. A communication from the Acting 
Regulations Officer, Federal Highway Ad-
ministration, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Design-Build Contracting’’ 

(RIN2125–AF12) received on September 7, 
2007; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC–3182. A communication from the Pro-
gram Analyst, National Highway Traffic 
Safety Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘FMVSS 
No. 208 CRS Installation Procedure for 
LATCH-Equipped Seats’’ (RIN2127–AJ59) re-
ceived on September 7, 2007; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation. 

EC–3183. A communication from the Pro-
gram Analyst, Federal Aviation Administra-
tion, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives; Empresa 
Brasileira de Aeronautica S.A. Model EMB– 
145LR, –145XR, and –145MP Airplanes; and 
Model EMB–135BJ and –135LR Airplanes’’ 
((RIN2120–AA64)(Docket No. 2006–NM–038)) 
received on September 7, 2007; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation. 

EC–3184. A communication from the Pro-
gram Analyst, Federal Aviation Administra-
tion, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives; 
Turbomeca Arrius 2F Turboshaft Engines’’ 
((RIN2120–AA64)(Docket No. 2005–NE–34)) re-
ceived on September 7, 2007; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation. 

EC–3185. A communication from the Pro-
gram Analyst, Federal Aviation Administra-
tion, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives; Boeing 
Model 727 Airplanes’’ ((RIN2120– 
AA64)(Docket No. 2007–NM–054)) received on 
September 7, 2007; to the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–3186. A communication from the Pro-
gram Analyst, Federal Aviation Administra-
tion, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives; Boeing 
Model 737–100, –200, –200C, –300, –400, and –500 
Series Airplanes’’ ((RIN2120–AA64)(Docket 
No. 2007–NM-–31)) received on September 7, 
2007; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC–3187. A communication from the Pro-
gram Analyst, Federal Aviation Administra-
tion, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives; Bom-
bardier Model DHC–8–400 Series Airplanes’’ 
((RIN2120–AA64)(Docket No. 2006–NM–176)) 
received on September 7, 2007; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation. 

EC–3188. A communication from the Pro-
gram Analyst, Federal Aviation Administra-
tion, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives; McDon-
nell Douglas Model 717–200 Airplanes’’ 
((RIN2120–AA64)(Docket No. 2006–NM–148)) 
received on September 7, 2007; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation. 

EC–3189. A communication from the Pro-
gram Analyst, Federal Aviation Administra-
tion, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives; Airbus 
Model A318, A319, A320 and A321 Airplanes’’ 
((RIN2120–AA64)(Docket No. 2005–NM–196)) 
received on September 7, 2007; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation. 

EC–3190. A communication from the Pro-
gram Analyst, Federal Aviation Administra-
tion, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives; Airbus 
Model A310 Series Airplanes’’ ((RIN2120– 
AA64)(Docket No. 2006–NM–126)) received on 
September 7, 2007; to the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–3191. A communication from the Pro-
gram Analyst, Federal Aviation Administra-
tion, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives; Empresa 
Brasileira de Aeronautica S.A. Model EMB– 
135BJ Airplanes’’ ((RIN2120–AA64)(Docket 
No. 2006–NM–269)) received on September 7, 
2007; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC–3192. A communication from the Pro-
gram Analyst, Federal Aviation Administra-
tion, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives; McDon-
nell Douglas Model DC–10–30 and DC–10–30F 
Airplanes, Model DC–10–40 and DC–10–40F 
Airplanes, and Model MD–10–30F Airplanes’’ 
((RIN2120–AA64)(Docket No. 2006–NM–271)) 
received on September 7, 2007; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation. 

EC–3193. A communication from the Pro-
gram Analyst, Federal Aviation Administra-
tion, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives; McDon-
nell Douglas Model MD–11 and MD–11F Air-
planes’’ ((RIN2120–AA64)(Docket No. 2006– 
NM–272)) received on September 7, 2007; to 
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC–3194. A communication from the Pro-
gram Analyst, Federal Aviation Administra-
tion, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives; General 
Electric Company CF6–50C Series Turbofan 
Engines’’ ((RIN2120–AA64)(Docket No. 2006– 
NE–08)) received on September 7, 2007; to the 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC–3195. A communication from the Pro-
gram Analyst, Federal Aviation Administra-
tion, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives; Cessna 
Model 500, 501, 550, 551, S550, 560, 560XL, and 
750 Airplanes’’ ((RIN2120–AA64)(Docket No. 
2006–NM–213)) received on September 7, 2007; 
to the Committee on Commerce, Science, 
and Transportation. 

EC–3196. A communication from the Pro-
gram Analyst, Federal Aviation Administra-
tion, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives; General 
Electric Company CF6–80 Series Turbofan 
Engines’’ ((RIN2120–AA64)(Docket No. 2006– 
NE–43)) received on September 7, 2007; to the 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC–3197. A communication from the Pro-
gram Analyst, Federal Aviation Administra-
tion, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives; Hawker 
Beechcraft Corporation No. 3A20 and TC No. 
A24CE Formerly Held by Raytheon Aircraft 
Corporation and Models C90A, B200, B200C, 
B300, and B300C Airplanes’’ ((RIN2120– 
AA64)(Docket No. 2007–CE–004)) received on 
September 7, 2007; to the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation. 
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EC–3198. A communication from the Pro-

gram Analyst, Federal Aviation Administra-
tion, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives; Diamond 
Aircraft Industries GmbH Model DA 42 Air-
planes’’ ((RIN2120–AA64)(Docket No. 2007–CE– 
027)) received on September 7, 2007; to the 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC–3199. A communication from the Pro-
gram Analyst, Federal Aviation Administra-
tion, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives; Diamond 
Aircraft Industries Model DA 42 Airplanes’’ 
((RIN2120–AA64)(Docket No. 2007–CE–022)) re-
ceived on September 7, 2007; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation. 

EC–3200. A communication from the Pro-
gram Analyst, Federal Aviation Administra-
tion, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives; 
Eurocopter France Model AS350B, BA, B1, 
B2, B3, D, and AS355E Helicopters’’ 
((RIN2120–AA64)(Docket No. 2004–SW–36)) re-
ceived on September 7, 2007; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation. 

EC–3201. A communication from the Pro-
gram Analyst, Federal Aviation Administra-
tion, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives; MD Heli-
copters, Inc. Model 369A, 369D, 369E, 369F, 
369FF, 369H, 369HE, 369HS, 369HM, 500N, and 
OH–6A Helicopters’’ ((RIN2120–AA64)(Docket 
No. 2003–SW–37)) received on September 7, 
2007; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC–3202. A communication from the Pro-
gram Analyst, Federal Aviation Administra-
tion, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Standard Instrument Approach 
Procedures, Weather Takeoff’’ ((RIN2120– 
AA65)(Amdt. No. 3221)) received on Sep-
tember 7, 2007; to the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–3203. A communication from the Pro-
gram Analyst, Federal Aviation Administra-
tion, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘IFR Altitudes; Miscellaneous 
Amendments’’ ((RIN2120–AA63)(Amdt. No. 
468)) received on September 7, 2007; to the 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC–3204. A communication from the Pro-
gram Analyst, Federal Aviation Administra-
tion, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Standard Instrument Approach 
Procedures; Miscellaneous Amendments’’ 
((RIN2120–AA64)(Amdt. No. 3222)) received on 
September 7, 2007; to the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–3205. A communication from the Pro-
gram Analyst, Federal Aviation Administra-
tion, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives; McDon-
nell Douglas Model DC–8–33, –42, and –43 Air-
planes; Model DC–8–50 Series Airplanes; 
Model DC–8F–54 and –55 Airplanes; Model 
DC–8–60 Series Airplanes; Model DC–8–60F 
Series Airplanes; Model DC–8–72 Airplanes; 
and Model DC–8–70F Series Airplanes’’ 
((RIN2120–AA64)(Docket No. 2006–NM–279)) 
received on September 7, 2007; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation. 

EC–3206. A communication from the Pro-
gram Analyst, Federal Aviation Administra-
tion, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives; Viking 
Air Limited Models DHC–2 Mk. I, DHC–2 Mk. 
II, and DHC–2 Mk. III Airplanes’’ ((RIN2120– 
AA64)(Docket No. 2007–CE–009)) received on 
September 7, 2007; to the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–3207. A communication from the Pro-
gram Analyst, Federal Aviation Administra-
tion, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives; Airbus 
Model A300 B4–600, B4–600R, and F4–600R Se-
ries Airplanes, and Model C4–605R Variant F 
Airplanes’’ ((RIN2120–AA64)(Docket No. 2006– 
NM–125)) received on September 7, 2007; to 
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC–3208. A communication from the Pro-
gram Analyst, Federal Aviation Administra-
tion, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives; Bom-
bardier Model DHC–8–400 Series Airplanes’’ 
((RIN2120–AA64)(Docket No. 2006–NM–289)) 
received on September 7, 2007; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation. 

EC–3209. A communication from the Pro-
gram Analyst, Federal Aviation Administra-
tion, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives; Bom-
bardier Model DHC–8–100, DHC–8–200, and 
DHC–8–300 Series Airplanes’’ ((RIN2120– 
AA64)(Docket No. 2006–NM–240)) received on 
September 7, 2007; to the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–3210. A communication from the Pro-
gram Analyst, Federal Aviation Administra-
tion, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives; Dassault 
Model Mystere-Falcon 50 Airplanes’’ 
((RIN2120–AA64)(Docket No. 2006–NM–287)) 
received on September 7, 2007; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation. 

EC–3211. A communication from the Pro-
gram Analyst, Federal Aviation Administra-
tion, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives; Empresa 
Brasileira de Aeronautica S.A. Model EMB– 
135 Airplanes and Model EMB–145, –145ER, 
–145MR, –145LR, –145XR, –145MP, and –145EP 
Airplanes’’ ((RIN2120–AA64)(Docket No. 2006– 
NM–196)) received on September 7, 2007; to 
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC–3212. A communication from the Pro-
gram Analyst, Federal Aviation Administra-
tion, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives; General 
Electric Company CF34–10E Series Turbofan 
Engines’’ ((RIN2120–AA64)(Docket No. 2006– 
NE–33)) received on September 7, 2007; to the 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC–3213. A communication from the Assist-
ant Chief Counsel for Hazardous Materials 
Safety, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Hazardous Materials; Trans-
portation of Lithium Batteries’’ (RIN2137– 
AD48) received on September 7, 2007; to the 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC–3214. A communication from the Pro-
gram Analyst, Federal Aviation Administra-

tion, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Standard Instrument Approach 
Procedures, Weather Takeoff Minimums; 
Miscellaneous Amendments’’ ((RIN2120– 
AA65)(Amdt. No. 3223)) received on Sep-
tember 7, 2007; to the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–3215. A communication from the Pro-
gram Analyst, Federal Aviation Administra-
tion, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Standard Instrument Approach 
Procedures; Miscellaneous Amendments’’ 
((RIN2120–AA65)(Amdt. No. 3224)) received on 
September 7, 2007; to the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–3216. A communication from the Pro-
gram Analyst, Federal Aviation Administra-
tion, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives; REIMS 
AVIATION S.A. Model F406 Airplanes’’ 
((RIN2120–AA64)(Docket No. 2006–CE–89)) re-
ceived on September 7, 2007; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation. 

EC–3217. A communication from the Pro-
gram Analyst, Federal Aviation Administra-
tion, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives; Empresa 
Brasileira de Aeronautica S.A. Model ERJ 
170 Airplanes’’ ((RIN2120–AA64)(Docket No. 
2007–NM–022)) received on September 7, 2007; 
to the Committee on Commerce, Science, 
and Transportation. 

EC–3218. A communication from the Pro-
gram Analyst, Federal Aviation Administra-
tion, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives; Boeing 
Model 727 Airplanes’’ ((RIN2120– 
AA64)(Docket No. NM–75)) received on Sep-
tember 7, 2007; to the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–3219. A communication from the Pro-
gram Analyst, Federal Aviation Administra-
tion, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives; 
Aerospatiale Model ATR42 and ATR72 Air-
planes’’ ((RIN2120–AA64)(Docket No . 2006– 
NM–270)) received on September 7, 2007; to 
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC–3220. A communication from the Pro-
gram Analyst, Federal Aviation Administra-
tion, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives; Dassault 
Model Falcon 2000EX and Falcon 900EX Air-
planes’’ ((RIN2120–AA64)(Docket No. 2006– 
NM–249)) received on September 7, 2007; to 
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC–3221. A communication from the Pro-
gram Analyst, Federal Aviation Administra-
tion, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives; Airbus 
Model A310 Series Airplanes; and Airbus 
Model A300–600 Series Airplanes’’ ((RIN2120– 
AA64)(Docket No. 2006–NM–237)) received on 
September 7, 2007; to the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–3222. A communication from the Pro-
gram Analyst, Federal Aviation Administra-
tion, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives; Eclipse 
Aviation Corporation Model EA500 Air-
planes’’ ((RIN2120-AA64) (Docket No. 2007-CE- 
056)) received on September 7, 2007; to the 
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Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC–3223. A communication from the Pro-
gram Analyst, Federal Aviation Administra-
tion, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives; Diamond 
Aircraft Industries GmbH Model DA 42 Air-
planes’’ ((RIN2120-AA64) (Docket No. 2007-CE- 
023)) received on September 7, 2007; to the 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC–3224. A communication from the Pro-
gram Analyst, Federal Aviation Administra-
tion, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives; Alpha 
Aviation Design Limited Model R2160 Air-
planes’’ ((RIN2120-AA64) (Docket No. 2006-CE- 
079)) received on September 7, 2007; to the 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC–3225. A communication from the Pro-
gram Analyst, Federal Aviation Administra-
tion, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives; Air Trac-
tor, Inc. Models AT-602, AT-802, and AT-802A 
Airplanes’’ ((RIN2120-AA64) (Docket No. 2007- 
CE-011)) received on September 7, 2007; to the 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC–3226. A communication from the Pro-
gram Analyst, Federal Aviation Administra-
tion, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives; 
SOCATA—Groupe Aerospatiale Models TB9, 
TB10, and TB200 Airplanes’’ ((RIN2120-AA64) 
(Docket No. 2007-CE-017)) received on Sep-
tember 7, 2007; to the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–3227. A communication from the Pro-
gram Analyst, Federal Aviation Administra-
tion, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives; APEX 
Aircraft Model CAP 10 B Airplanes’’ 
((RIN2120-AA64) (Docket No. 2007-CE-019)) re-
ceived on September 7, 2007; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation. 

EC–3228. A communication from the Pro-
gram Analyst, Federal Aviation Administra-
tion, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Modification to the Norton Sound 
Low, Woody Island Low, Control 1234L and 
Control 1487L Offshore Airspace Areas; Alas-
ka’’ ((RIN2120-AA66) (Docket No. 06-AAL-29)) 
received on September 7, 2007; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation. 

EC–3229. A communication from the Pro-
gram Analyst, Federal Aviation Administra-
tion, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Revision of Area Navigation Route 
Q-22; South Central United States’’ 
((RIN2120-AA66) (Docket No. 07-ASW-4)) re-
ceived on September 7, 2007; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation. 

EC–3230. A communication from the Pro-
gram Analyst, Federal Aviation Administra-
tion, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Establishment of Class E Airspace; 
Front Royal—Warren County, VA’’ 
((RIN2120-AA66) (Docket No. 07-AEA-01)) re-
ceived on September 7, 2007; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation. 

EC–3231. A communication from the Pro-
gram Analyst, Federal Aviation Administra-

tion, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Establishment of Class E Airspace; 
Dean Memorial Airport, NH’’ ((RIN2120- 
AA66) (Docket No. 07-ANE-91)) received on 
September 7, 2007; to the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–3232. A communication from the Pro-
gram Analyst, Federal Aviation Administra-
tion, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Modification of Restricted Areas 
3601A and 3601B; Brookville, KS’’ ((RIN2120- 
AA66) (Docket No. 04-ACE-32)) received on 
September 7, 2007; to the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–3233. A communication from the Pro-
gram Analyst, Federal Aviation Administra-
tion, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Establishment of Low Altitude 
Area Navigation Routes; Los Angeles, CA’’ 
((RIN2120-AA66) (Docket No. 07-AWP-2)) re-
ceived on September 7, 2007; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation. 

EC–3234. A communication from the Pro-
gram Analyst, Federal Aviation Administra-
tion, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Amendment of Class D Airspace; 
Valdosta, Moody AFB, GA’’ ((RIN2120-AA66) 
(Docket No. 07-ASO-10)) received on Sep-
tember 7, 2007; to the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–3235. A communication from the Pro-
gram Analyst, Federal Aviation Administra-
tion, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Revision of Class E Airspace; Red 
Dog, AK’’ ((RIN2120-AA66) (Docket No. 07- 
AAL-04)) received on September 7, 2007; to 
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC–3236. A communication from the Chief 
of Staff, Media Bureau, Federal Communica-
tions Commission, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Amend-
ment of 73.202(b), Table of Allotments, FM 
Broadcast Stations: Rockmart, Aragon, and 
Ringgold, Georgia; Anderson, South Caro-
lina; and Chattanooga, Decatur, Harrison, 
Lynchburg, Spring City, and Wartrace, Ten-
nessee’’ (MB Docket No. 05-282) received on 
September 6, 2007; to the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–3237. A communication from the Chief 
of Staff, Media Bureau, Federal Communica-
tions Commission, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Amend-
ment of 73.202(b), Table of Allotments, FM 
Broadcast Stations: Dinosaur, Colorado’’ 
(MB Docket No. 07-79) received on September 
6, 2007; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC–3238. A communication from the Dep-
uty Bureau Chief, Public Safety and Home-
land Security Bureau, Federal Communica-
tions Commission, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Rec-
ommendations of the Independent Panel Re-
viewing the Impact of Hurricane Katrina on 
Communications Networks’’ ((FCC07-107) (EB 
Docket No. 06-119)) received on September 6, 
2007; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC–3239. A communication from the Dep-
uty Chief Financial Officer, Office of Man-
aging Director, Federal Communications 
Commission, transmitting, pursuant to law, 
the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Assessment and 
Collection of Regulatory Fees for Fiscal 
Year 2007’’ ((MD Docket No. 07-81) (FCC 07- 
140)) received on September 6, 2007; to the 

Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC–3240. A communication from the Senior 
Counsel, Wireless Telecommunications Bu-
reau, Federal Communications Commission, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Reexamination of Roaming 
Obligations of Commercial Mobile Radio 
Services Providers’’ ((WT Docket No. 05-265) 
(FCC 07-143)) received on September 6, 2007; 
to the Committee on Commerce, Science, 
and Transportation. 

EC–3241. A communication from the Assist-
ant Bureau Chief for Management, Inter-
national Bureau, Federal Communications 
Commission, transmitting, pursuant to law, 
the report of a rule entitled ‘‘In the Matter 
of Amendment of Parts 1 and 63 of the Com-
mission’s Rules’’ ((FCC 07-118) (IB Docket 
No. 04-47)) received on September 6, 2007; to 
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC–3242. A communication from the Sec-
retary of Transportation, transmitting, pur-
suant to law, a report relative to the safe op-
eration of Mexico-domiciled motor carriers 
beyond the commercial zones; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation. 

EC–3243. A communication from the Chair-
man, Federal Energy Regulatory Commis-
sion, transmitting, pursuant to law, a report 
relative to energy pricing programs; to the 
Committee on Energy and Natural Re-
sources. 

EC–3244. A communication from the Gen-
eral Counsel, Nuclear Regulatory Commis-
sion, transmitting, pursuant to law, the re-
port of a rule entitled ‘‘Use of Electronic 
Submissions in Agency Hearings’’ (RIN3150- 
AH74) received on September 6, 2007; to the 
Committee on Environment and Public 
Works. 

EC–3245. A communication from the Prin-
cipal Deputy Associate Administrator, Office 
of Policy, Economics and Innovation, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Approval and Promulgation of Air Quality 
Implementation Plans; Delaware; Control of 
VOC Emissions from Crude Oil Lightering 
Operations’’ (FRL No. 8465-9) received on 
September 7, 2007; to the Committee on Envi-
ronment and Public Works. 

EC–3246. A communication from the Prin-
cipal Deputy Associate Administrator, Office 
of Policy, Economics and Innovation, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Approval and Promulgation of Air Quality 
Implementation Plans; Indiana; VOC Emis-
sions from Fuel Grade Ethanol Production 
Operations’’ (FRL No. 8464-4) received on 
September 7, 2007; to the Committee on Envi-
ronment and Public Works. 

EC–3247. A communication from the Prin-
cipal Deputy Associate Administrator, Office 
of Policy, Economics and Innovation, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Approval and Promulgation of Air Quality 
Implementation Plans; West Virginia; Clean 
Air Interstate Rule’’ (FRL No. 8465-6) re-
ceived on September 7, 2007; to the Com-
mittee on Environment and Public Works. 

EC–3248. A communication from the Prin-
cipal Deputy Associate Administrator, Office 
of Policy, Economics and Innovation, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Approval and Promulgation of Implementa-
tion Plans and Designation of Areas for Air 
Quality Planning Purposes; Georgia: Redes-
ignation of Macon, Georgia 8-Hour Ozone 
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Nonattainment Area to Attainment for 
Ozone’’ (FRL No. 8466-4) received on Sep-
tember 7, 2007; to the Committee on Environ-
ment and Public Works. 

EC–3249. A communication from the Prin-
cipal Deputy Associate Administrator, Office 
of Policy, Economics and Innovation, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Approval and Promulgation of Implementa-
tion Plans; Tennessee; Approval of Revisions 
to the Tennessee SIP and the Nashville/Da-
vidson County Portion of Tennessee SIP; 
Prevention of Significant Deterioration and 
Nonattainment New Source Review’’ (FRL 
No. 8466-5) received on September 7, 2007; to 
the Committee on Environment and Public 
Works. 

EC–3250. A communication from the Prin-
cipal Deputy Associate Administrator, Office 
of Policy, Economics and Innovation, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Revising the Budget Period Limitation for 
Research Grants and Cooperative Agree-
ments’’ ((RIN2080-AA12) (FRL No. 8466-9)) re-
ceived on September 7, 2007; to the Com-
mittee on Environment and Public Works. 

EC–3251. A communication from the Sec-
retary of Health and Human Services, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, a report relative to 
actions under the Prescription Drug User 
Fee Act during fiscal year 2006; to the Com-
mittee on Finance. 

EC–3252. A communication from the Chief 
of the Publications and Regulations Branch, 
Internal Revenue Service, Department of the 
Treasury, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Modification of 
Rev. Proc. 2006-53 to Reflect Statutory 
Changes to Section 179’’ (Rev. Proc. 2007-60) 
received on September 7, 2007; to the Com-
mittee on Finance. 

EC–3253. A communication from the Chief 
of the Publications and Regulations Branch, 
Internal Revenue Service, Department of the 
Treasury, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Surrender of Prop-
erty Subject to Levy’’ (Rev. Proc. 2006-42) re-
ceived on September 7, 2007; to the Com-
mittee on Finance. 

EC–3254. A communication from the Gen-
eral Counsel, Federal Retirement Thrift In-
vestment Board, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Privacy 
Act Regulations, Periodic Participant State-
ments and Court Orders and Legal Processes 
Affecting Thrift Savings Plan Accounts’’ (5 
CFR Parts 1630, 1640, and 1653) received on 
September 6, 2007; to the Committee on 
Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs. 

EC–3255. A communication from the In-
spector General, Railroad Retirement Board, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the Board’s 
budget request for fiscal year 2009; to the 
Committee on Health, Education, Labor, and 
Pensions. 

EC–3256. A communication from the Prin-
cipal Deputy Assistant Attorney General, Of-
fice of Legislative Affairs, Department of 
Justice, transmitting, the report of draft leg-
islation intended to amend the law relating 
to the appeals of those who have been sen-
tenced to death; to the Committee on the Ju-
diciary. 

EC–3257. A communication from the White 
House Liaison, Office of Legal Counsel, De-
partment of Justice, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, (7) reports relative to vacancies with-
in the Department, received on September 5, 
2007; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

EC–3258. A communication from the Pro-
gram Analyst, Federal Aviation Administra-

tion, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives; APEX 
Aircraft Model CAP 10B Airplanes’’ 
((RIN2120–AA64) (Docket No. 2007–CE–020)) 
received on September 7, 2007; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation. 

f 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 

The following reports of committees 
were submitted: 

By Mr. BIDEN, from the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, without amendment: 

S. 1138. A bill to enhance nuclear safe-
guards and to provide assurances of nuclear 
fuel supply to countries that forgo certain 
fuel cycle activities (Rept. No. 110–151). 

S. 1687. A bill to provide for global patho-
gen surveillance and response (Rept. No. 110– 
152). 

By Mr. LEAHY, from the Committee on 
the Judiciary, without amendment: 

S. 1027. A bill to prevent tobacco smug-
gling, to ensure the collection of all tobacco 
taxes, and for other purposes (Rept. No. 110– 
153). 

f 

EXECUTIVE REPORTS OF 
COMMITTEES 

The following executive reports of 
nominations were submitted: 

By Mr. BIDEN for the Committee on For-
eign Relations. 

*Margaret Spellings, of Texas, to be des-
ignated a Representative of the United 
States of America to the Thirty-fourth Ses-
sion of the General Conference of the United 
Nations Educational, Scientific, and Cul-
tural Organization. 

*Nancy Goodman Brinker, of Florida, to be 
Chief of Protocol, and to have the rank of 
Ambassador during her tenure of service. 

*Harry K. Thomas, Jr., of New York, a Ca-
reer Member of the Senior Foreign Service, 
Class of Minister-Counselor, to be Director 
General of the Foreign Service. 

*Paula J. Dobriansky, of Virginia, for the 
rank of Ambassador during her tenure of 
service as Special Envoy for Northern Ire-
land. 

*Ned L. Siegel, of Florida, to be Ambas-
sador Extraordinary and Plenipotentiary of 
the United States of America to the Com-
monwealth of The Bahamas. 

Nominee Ned L. Siegel. 
Post Ambassador to the Bahamas. 
(The following is a list of all members of 

my immediate family and their spouses. I 
have asked each of these persons to inform 
me of the pertinent contributions made by 
them. To the best of my knowledge, the in-
formation contained in this report is com-
plete and accurate.) 

Contributions, Amount, Date, and Donee: 
1. Self, 2007—$2,000.00, 4/12/2007, Tom Roo-

ney for Congress; $2,300.00, 4/3/2007, Friends of 
John Thune; $4,600.00, 4/3/2007, McConnell 
Senate Committee; $2,300.00, 3/14/2007, 
ORRINPAC; $2,300.00, 3/1/2007, Citizens for 
Arlen Specter; $200.00, 2/27/2007, John McCain 
2008; $2,300.00, 2/13/2007, Coleman for Senate; 
($1,900.00), 3/31/2007, Coleman for Senate; 
$2,100.00, 1/15/2007, John McCain 2008. 

2006—$2,000.00, 9/14/2006, Santorum 2006; 
$1,000.00, 8/9/2006, Lieberman Campaign; 
$2,000.00, 6/14/2006, ERIC PAC; $5,000.00, 6/14/ 
2006, Restore America PAC; $2,100.00, 5/1/2006, 
Friends of Clay Shaw; $100.00, 5/1/2006, 
Friends of Clay Shaw; $5,000.00, 4/21/2006, 21st 

Century Freedom PAC; $1,000.00, 4/8/2006, Ger-
lach for Congress; $5,000.00, 4/8/2006, Straight 
Talk America; $1,000.00, 3/31/2006, Michael 
Steele for Senate; $4,200.00, 3/31/2006, Mar-
tinez for Senate; $2,500.00, 3/23/2006, Mark 
Kennedy ’06; $4,200.00, 3/19/2006, Coleman for 
Senate; $5,000.00, 3/17/2006, IRL PAC; $1,000.00, 
2/14/2006, Tom Kean for U.S. Senate; $1,000.00, 
2/9/2006, Friends of Ginny Brown-Waite; 1/24/ 
2006, Republican Party of Florida; $1.000.00, 1/ 
11/2006, Tom Delay Congressional Committee; 
$2,200.00, 1/9/2006, Friends of George Allen; 

2005—$2,100.00, 12/27/2005, ERIC PAC; 
$5,000.00, 9/29/2005, RJC PAC; $2,000.00, 8/17/ 
2005, Ed Bryant for U.S. Senate; $200.00, 8/9/ 
2005, Friends of Katherine Harris; $4,000.00, 7/ 
13/2005, Friends of Katherine Harris; $5,000.00, 
6/28/2005, Solutions America PAC; $1,000.00, 6/ 
4/2005, Friends of Clay Shaw; $1,000.00, 3/30/ 
2005, Friends of George Allen; $1,000.00, 3/22/ 
2005, Friends of George Allen; $1,000.00, 3/19/ 
2005, Friends of Clay Shaw; $2,000.00, 1/6/2005, 
Santorum 2006; $400.00, 1/6/2005, 21st Century 
Freedom PAC. 

2004—$2,000,00, 10/6/2004, Martinez, for Sen-
ate; $25,000.00, 9/23/2004, Republican National 
Committee; $2,000.00, 8/26/2004, Martinez for 
Senate; $25,000.00, 8/11/2004, 2004 Joint Can-
didate Committee. 

Per federal election law, contributions to a 
joint fundraising committee are attributed 
among the ultimate recipients of the com-
mittee’s proceeds based on a pre-existing al-
location formula. Based upon available infor-
mation, Ned Siegel’s contribution was at-
tributed as follows: 

Richard Burr Committee (Richard Burr), 
$2,000.00, Senate, GA; Cathy McMorris for 
Congress (Cathy Ann McMorris) (via WA–05 
Congressional Victory Committee), (Gregory 
Edward Walcher), $937.50, House, WA–5; 
David Vitter for US Senate, $2,000.00, Senate, 
LA; Northup for Congress (Anne M. 
Northup), $937.50, House, KY–3; Bob Beauprez 
for Congress (Robert Louis Beauprez), 
$937.50, House, CO–7; Friends of Dave 
Reichert (Dave Reichert) (via WA–08 Con-
gressional Victory Committee), $937.50, 
House, WA–8; Pete Sessions for Congress 
(Pete Sessions), $937.50, House, TX–32; 
Walcher for Congress (Gregory Edward 
Walcher) (via CO–08 Congressional Victory 
Committee), $937.50, House, CO–3; Neugebaur 
Congressional Committee (Randy 
Neugebaur), $937.50, House, TX–19; Porter for 
Congress (Jon C. Porter, Sr.), $937.50, House, 
NV–3; Simmons for Congress (Rob Simmons), 
$937.50, House, CT–2; Friends of Martinez, 
$2,000.00, Senate, FL; Heather Wilson for 
Congress (Heather Wilson), $937.50, House, 
NM-l; Nethercutt for Senate (George 
Nethercutt), $2,000.50, Senate, WA; Charles 
Boustany Jr. MD for Congress (Charles 
Bustany) (via LA–07 Congressional Victory 
Committee), $937.50, House, LA–7; Bush-Che-
ney ’04 Compliance Committee, $2,000.00, 
Presidential; Tauzin for Congress (Wilbert 
Tauzin III) (via LA–03 Congressional Victory 
Committee), $937.50, House, LA–3; Max Burns 
for Congress (Maxie Burns), $937.50, House, 
GA–12; Geoff Davis for Congress (Geoffrey C. 
Davis) (via KY–04 Congressional Victory 
Committee), $937.50, House, KY–4; Rick Renzi 
for Congress (Richard Renzi), $937.50, House, 
AZ–1; PA–15 Congressional Victory Com-
mittee, $937.50, House, PA–15. 

2004 (continued)—$500.00, 7/19/2004, Citizens 
for Arlen Specter; $500.00, 5/24/2004, Mario 
Diaz-Balart for Congress; $500.00, 5/25/2004, 
Lincoln Diaz-Balart for Congress; $4,000.00, 5/ 
22/2004, Martinez for Senate; $500.00, 1/13/2004, 
Citizens for Arlen Specter. 

2003—$1.000.00, 10/21/2003, Cantor for Con-
gress; $5,000.00, 8/7/2003, RJC PAC; $25,000.00, 
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8/4/2003, Republican National Committee; 
$2,000.00, 5/28/2003, Bush-Cheney ’04; $2,000.00, 
5/22//2003, Friends of Mark Foley; $500.00, 4/25/ 
2003, Cantor for Congress. 

2. Spouse: STEPHANIE M. SIEGEL: 2007— 
$2,300.00, 4/12/2007, Friends of John Thune; 
$4,600.00, 4/3/2007, McConnell Senate Com-
mittee; $2,300.00, 3/14/2007, ORRINPAC; 
$2,300.00, 3/1/2007, Citizens for Arlen Specter; 
$200.00, 2/27/2007, John McCain 2008; $2,300.00, 
2/13/2007, Coleman for Senate; $2,100.00, 1/15/ 
2007, John McCain 2008. 

2006—$2,000.00, 9/14/2006, Santorum 2006; 
$2,100.00, 9/7/2006, Friends of Mark Foley; 
($2,100.00), 10/23/2006, Friends of Mark Foley; 
$100.00, 5/1/2006, Friends of Clay Shaw; 
$2,100.00, 5/1/2006, Friends of Clay Shaw; 
$5,000.00, 4/10/2006, Straight Talk America; 
$4,200.00, 3/29/2006, Martinez for Senate; 
$2,500.00, 3/23/2006, Mark Kennedy ’06; 
$5,000.00, 3/17/2006, IRLPAC. 

2005—$25,000.00, 12/28/2005, Republican Na-
tional Committee; $4,200.00, 8/11/2005, Friends 
of Katherine Harris; $4,200.00, 6/30/2005, 
Friends of George Allen; $1,000.00, 6/4/2005, 
Friends of Clay Shaw. 

2004—$25,000.00, 9/23/2004, Republican Na-
tional Committee; $2,000.00, 8/26/2004, John 
Thune for U.S. Senate; $25,000.00, 8/11/2004, 
2004 Joint Candidate Committee. 

Per federal election law, contributions to a 
joint fundraising committee are attributed 
among the ultimate recipients of the com-
mittee’s proceeds based on a pre-existing al-
location formula. Based upon available infor-
mation, Stephanie Siegel’s contribution was 
attributed as follows: Richard Burr Com-
mittee (Richard Burr), $2,000.00, Senate, GA; 
Cathy McMorris for Congress (Cathy Ann 
McMorris) (via WA–05 Congressional Victory 
Committee), $812.50, House, WA–5; John 
Thune for US Senate, $2,000.00, Senate, SD; 
David Vitter for US Senate, $2,000.00, Senate, 
LA; Northup for Congress (Anne M. 
Northup), $812.50, House, KY–3; Bob Beauprez 
for Congress (Robert Louis Beauprez), 
$812.50, House, CO–7; Friends of Dave 
Reichert (Dave Reichert) (via WA–08 Con-
gressional Victory Committee), $812.50, 
House, WA–8; Pete Sessions for Congress 
(Pete Sessions), $812.50, House, TX–32; 
Walcher for Congress (Gregory Edward 
Walcher) (via CO–08 Congressional Victory 
Committee), $812.50, House, CO–3; 
Neugebauer Congressional Committee 
(Randy Neugebauer), $812.50, House, TX–19; 
Porter for Congress (Jon C. Porter, Sr.), 
$812.50, House, NV–3; Simmons for Congress 
(Rob Simmons), $812.50, House, CT–2; Friends 
of Martinez, $2,000.00, Senate, FL; Heather 
Wilson for Congress (Heather Wilson), 
$812.50, House, NM–1; Nethercutt for Senate 
(George Nethercutt), $2,000.00, Senate, WA; 
Charles Boustany Jr. MD for Congress 
(Charles Bustany) (via LA–07 Congressional 
Victory Committee), $812.50, House, LA–7; 
Bush-Cheney ’04 Compliance Committee, 
$2,000.00, Presidential; Tauzin for Congress 
(Wilbert Tauzin III) (via LA–03 Congressional 
Victory Committee), $812.50, House, LA–3; 
Max Burns for Congress (Maxie Burns), 
$812.50, House, GA–12; Geoff Davis for Con-
gress (Geoffiey C. Davis) (via KY–04 Congres-
sional Victory Committee), $812.50, House, 
KY–4; Rick Renzi for Congress (Richard 
Renzi), $812.50, House, AZ–1; PA–15 Congres-
sional Victory Committee, $812.50, House, 
PA–15. 

2004 (Continued)—$7,000.00, 7/2/2004, Na-
tional Republican Senatorial Committee; 
$4,000.00, 5/21/2004, Martinez for Senate. 

2003—$500.00, 11/14/2003, Northstar Leader-
ship PAC; $2,000.00, 11/3/2003, Robert Wexler 
for Congress; $25,000.00, 8/4/2003, Republican 

National Committee; $2,000.00, 5/28/2003, 
Bush-Cheney ’04. 

3. Children: Joshua M. Siegel: 2007— 
$2,300.00, 3/23/2007, John McCain 2008. 

2004—$1,000.00, 10/22/2004, Friends of Kath-
erine Harris; $2,000.00, 10/6/2004, Friends of 
Clay Shaw; $2,000.00, 8/27/2004, Friends of 
Sherwood Boehlert. 

2003—$2,000.00, 9/30/2003, Bush-Cheney ’04 
Compliance Committee; $2,000.00, 6/25/2003, 
Bush-Cheney ’04, Inc. 

Justin M. Siegel: 2007—$2,300.00, 3/23/2007, 
John McCain 2008. 

2004—$1,000.00, 10/22/2004, Friends of Kath-
erine Harris; $2,000.00, 10/6/2004, Friends of 
Clay Shaw. 

Jullian L. Siegel: 2007—$2,300.00, 3/23/2007, 
John McCain 2008. 

2004—$1,000.00, 10/22/2004, Friends of Kath-
erine Harris; $2,000.00, 10/6/2004, Friends of 
Clay Shaw. 

4. Parents: Esther Siegel: 2007—$2,300.00, 2/ 
27/2007, John McCain 2008. 

2006—$500.00, 10/6/2006, Friends of Joe 
Lieberman; $1,000.00, 9/20/2006, Santorum 2006; 
$2,000.00, 5/2/2006, Robert Wexler for Congress 
Committee. 

2005—$4,000.00, 12/21/2005, Bill Nelson for 
Senate. 

2003—$2,000.00, 6/24/2003, Bush-Cheney ’04. 
Howard Siegel, Father, Deceased 11/16/2004. 
2004—$2,000, 6/18/2004, Martinez for Senate. 
2003—$2,000, 6/24/2003, Bush-Cheney ’04; $500, 

4/23/2003, Robert Wexler for Congress Com-
mittee. 

6. Brothers and spouses: Daniel R. Siegel, 
$1,000, Senator Robert Menendez. Diane 
Siegel, 2006—$1,000, Senator Robert Menen-
dez; 2005—$250, 10/18/2005, Democratic Con-
gressional Campaign Committee; $250, 7/21/ 
2005, Democratic Senatorial Campaign Com-
mittee. 

Marc J. Siegel, 2007—$2,300, 2/27/2007, John 
McCain 2008. 

2006—$500, 10/6/2006, Friends of Joe 
Lieberman; $1,000, 9/20/2006, Santorum 2006; 
$5,000, 4/25/2006, Straight Talk America; 
$1,000, 3/31/2006, Martinez for Senate; $1,000, 3/ 
28/2006, Mark Kennedy ’06; $2,000, 1/27/2006, 
Friends of George Allen. 

2004—$15,000, 10/22/2004, Republican Na-
tional Committee; $10,000, 10/4/2004, Repub-
lican Party of Florida—Federal; $2,000, 4/30/ 
2004, Martinez for Senate. 

2003—$1,000, 9/16/2003, Bush-Cheney ’04; 
$1,000, 6/17/2003, Bush-Cheney ’04. 

Gail Siegel, None. 

(*Nomination was reported with rec-
ommendation that it be confirmed sub-
ject to the nominee’s commitment to 
respond to requests to appear and tes-
tify before any duly constituted com-
mittee of the Senate.) 

f 

INTRODUCTION OF BILLS AND 
JOINT RESOLUTIONS 

The following bills and joint resolu-
tions were introduced, read the first 
and second times by unanimous con-
sent, and referred as indicated: 

By Ms. KLOBUCHAR: 
S. 2037. A bill to amend the Consumer 

Product Safety Act to make it unlawful to 
sell a recalled product, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

By Ms. KLOBUCHAR: 
S. 2038. A bill to prohibit the introduction 

or delivery for introduction into interstate 
commerce of children’s products that con-
tain lead, and for other purposes; to the 

Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

By Mr. HATCH (for himself and Mr. 
BENNETT): 

S. 2039. A bill to require an assessment of 
the plans for the modernization and 
sustainment of the land-based, Minuteman 
III intercontinental ballistic missile stra-
tegic deterrent force, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Armed Services. 

By Mr. BINGAMAN (for himself, Mr. 
OBAMA, Mr. BROWN, Mr. KERRY, Mr. 
BYRD, Mrs. FEINSTEIN, Mr. NELSON of 
Florida, Mr. FEINGOLD, Mrs. MURRAY, 
Mr. BAYH, Mrs. LINCOLN, Mr. PRYOR, 
Mr. WHITEHOUSE, Mr. SANDERS, Ms. 
CANTWELL, Mr. TESTER, Mrs. CLIN-
TON, Ms. LANDRIEU, Mr. ROCKE-
FELLER, and Mr. SALAZAR): 

S.J. Res. 18. A joint resolution providing 
for congressional disapproval under chapter 8 
of title 5, United States Code, of the rule 
submitted by the Centers for Medicare & 
Medicaid Services within the Department of 
Health and Human Services relating to a 
cost limit for providers operated by units of 
government and other provisions under the 
Medicaid program; to the Committee on Fi-
nance. 

f 

SUBMISSION OF CONCURRENT AND 
SENATE RESOLUTIONS 

The following concurrent resolutions 
and Senate resolutions were read, and 
referred (or acted upon), as indicated: 

By Mr. CORNYN (for himself, Mr. ROB-
ERTS, and Mr. MARTINEZ): 

S. Res. 315. A resolution to express the 
sense of the Senate that General David H. 
Petraeus, Commanding General, Multi-Na-
tional Force-Iraq, deserves the full support 
of the Senate and strongly condemn personal 
attacks on the honor and integrity of Gen-
eral Petraeus and all the members of the 
United States Armed Forces; to the Com-
mittee on Armed Services. 

By Mr. REED (for himself, Ms. COL-
LINS, Mr. CARDIN, Mr. DURBIN, Mr. 
BIDEN, Mr. WHITEHOUSE, Mr. OBAMA, 
Mrs. CLINTON, Mr. SANDERS, Ms. 
STABENOW, Mrs. BOXER, Mr. LEVIN, 
Mr. LAUTENBERG, Mr. CASEY, Mr. 
BROWN, Ms. KLOBUCHAR, Mr. FEIN-
GOLD, Ms. SNOWE, Ms. CANTWELL, Mr. 
LEAHY, Mr. LIEBERMAN, Mr. KERRY, 
Mr. SCHUMER, Mr. NELSON of Ne-
braska, Mr. INOUYE, and Mr. DODD): 

S. Res. 316. A resolution designating the 
weeks of October 21 through October 27, 2007 
as ‘‘National Childhood Lead Poisoning Pre-
vention Week’’; considered and agreed to. 

By Mr. MCCONNELL: 
S. Res. 317. A resolution to constitute the 

minority party’s membership on the Com-
mittee on Veterans’ Affairs for the remain-
der of the 110th Congress or until their suc-
cessors are chosen; considered and agreed to. 

f

ADDITIONAL COSPONSORS

S. 22

At the request of Mr. WEBB, the 
name of the Senator from Hawaii (Mr. 
INOUYE) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
22, a bill to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to establish a program of 
educational assistance for members of 
the Armed Forces who serve in the 
Armed Forces after September 11, 2001, 
and for other purposes.
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S. 34

At the request of Mr. ENZI, the name 
of the Senator from Hawaii (Mr. 
INOUYE) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
34, a bill to promote simplification and 
fairness in the administration and col-
lection of sales and use taxes.

S. 166

At the request of Mr. MCCAIN, the 
name of the Senator from Maine (Ms. 
SNOWE) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
166, a bill to restrict any State from 
imposing a new discriminatory tax on 
cell phone services.

S. 351

At the request of Mr. VITTER, the 
name of the Senator from Oklahoma 
(Mr. INHOFE) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 351, a bill to amend title X of the 
Public Health Service Act to prohibit 
family planning grants from being 
awarded to any entity that performs 
abortions.

S. 505

At the request of Ms. COLLINS, the 
name of the Senator from Kansas (Mr. 
ROBERTS) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 505, a bill to amend the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 to increase the 
above-the-line deduction for teacher 
classroom supplies and to expand such 
deduction to include qualified profes-
sional development expenses.

S. 788

At the request of Mr. SUNUNU, the 
name of the Senator from Georgia (Mr. 
ISAKSON) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 788, a bill to authorize the Moving to 
Work Charter program to enable public 
housing agencies to improve the effec-
tiveness of Federal housing assistance, 
and for other purposes.

S. 803

At the request of Mr. ROCKEFELLER, 
the name of the Senator from Con-
necticut (Mr. DODD) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 803, a bill to repeal a pro-
vision enacted to end Federal matching 
of State spending of child support in-
centive payments.

S. 809

At the request of Mr. SUNUNU, the 
name of the Senator from Georgia (Mr. 
ISAKSON) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 809, a bill to amend the United 
States Housing Act of 1937 to exempt 
qualified public housing agencies from 
the requirement of preparing an annual 
public housing agency plan.

S. 819

At the request of Mr. DORGAN, the 
name of the Senator from Hawaii (Mr. 
INOUYE) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
819, a bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to expand tax-free 
distributions from individual retire-
ment accounts for charitable purposes.

S. 849

At the request of Mr. LEAHY, the 
name of the Senator from California 
(Mrs. BOXER) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 849, a bill to promote accessi-
bility, accountability, and openness in 

Government by strengthening section 
552 of title 5, United States Code (com-
monly referred to as the Freedom of In-
formation Act), and for other purposes.

S. 881

At the request of Mrs. LINCOLN, the 
names of the Senator from South Da-
kota (Mr. JOHNSON) and the Senator 
from Massachusetts (Mr. KERRY) were 
added as cosponsors of S. 881, a bill to 
amend the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986 to extend and modify the railroad 
track maintenance credit.

S. 1012

At the request of Ms. LANDRIEU, the 
name of the Senator from Washington 
(Ms. CANTWELL) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 1012, a bill to amend the Con-
sumer Credit Protection Act to assure 
meaningful disclosures of the terms of 
rental-purchase agreements, including 
disclosures of all costs to consumers 
under such agreements, to provide cer-
tain substantive rights to consumers 
under such agreements, and for other 
purposes.

S. 1038

At the request of Mr. CORNYN, the 
name of the Senator from Kansas (Mr. 
ROBERTS) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 1038, a bill to amend the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 to expand work-
place health incentives by equalizing 
the tax consequences of employee ath-
letic facility use.

S. 1149

At the request of Mr. KOHL, the name 
of the Senator from Montana (Mr. 
TESTER) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
1149, a bill to amend the Federal Meat 
Inspection Act and the Poultry Prod-
ucts Inspection Act to authorize the 
interstate distribution of State-in-
spected meat and poultry if the Sec-
retary of Agriculture determines that 
the State inspection requirements are 
at least equal to Federal inspection re-
quirements and to require the Sec-
retary to reimburse State agencies for 
part of the costs of the inspections.

S. 1175

At the request of Mr. DURBIN, the 
name of the Senator from Florida (Mr. 
MARTINEZ) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 1175, a bill to end the use of child 
soldiers in hostilities around the world, 
and for other purposes.

S. 1281

At the request of Mr. BARRASSO, his 
name was added as a cosponsor of S. 
1281, a bill to amend the Wild and Sce-
nic Rivers Act to designate certain riv-
ers and streams of the headwaters of 
the Snake River System as additions 
to the National Wild and Scenic Rivers 
System.

S. 1316

At the request of Mrs. FEINSTEIN, the 
name of the Senator from New Jersey 
(Mr. LAUTENBERG) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1316, a bill to establish 
and clarify that Congress does not au-
thorize persons convicted of dangerous 
crimes in foreign courts to freely pos-
sess firearms in the United States.

S. 1328

At the request of Mr. LEAHY, the 
name of the Senator from California 
(Mrs. BOXER) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 1328, a bill to amend the Immigra-
tion and Nationality Act to eliminate 
discrimination in the immigration 
laws by permitting permanent partners 
of United States citizens and lawful 
permanent residents to obtain lawful 
permanent resident status in the same 
manner as spouses of citizens and law-
ful permanent residents and to penalize 
immigration fraud in connection with 
permanent partnerships.

S. 1382

At the request of Mr. REID, the name 
of the Senator from Montana (Mr. 
TESTER) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
1382, a bill to amend the Public Health 
Service Act to provide the establish-
ment of an Amyotrophic Lateral Scle-
rosis Registry.

S. 1430

At the request of Mr. OBAMA, the 
name of the Senator from New Jersey 
(Mr. MENENDEZ) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 1430, a bill to authorize State 
and local governments to direct dives-
titure from, and prevent investment in, 
companies with investments of 
$20,000,000 or more in Iran’s energy sec-
tor, and for other purposes.

S. 1451

At the request of Mr. WHITEHOUSE, 
the name of the Senator from New 
Mexico (Mr. BINGAMAN) was added as a 
cosponsor of S. 1451, a bill to encourage 
the development of coordinated quality 
reforms to improve health care deliv-
ery and reduce the cost of care in the 
health care system.

S. 1460

At the request of Mr. HARKIN, the 
name of the Senator from New York 
(Mrs. CLINTON) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 1460, a bill to amend the Farm 
Security and Rural Development Act of 
2002 to support beginning farmers and 
ranchers, and for other purposes.

S. 1484

At the request of Mr. ROBERTS, the 
name of the Senator from Rhode Island 
(Mr. WHITEHOUSE) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1484, a bill to amend part 
B of title XVIII of the Social Security 
Act to restore the Medicare treatment 
of ownership of oxygen equipment to 
that in effect before enactment of the 
Deficit Reduction Act of 2005.

S. 1512

At the request of Mrs. BOXER, the 
name of the Senator from Mississippi 
(Mr. COCHRAN) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 1512, a bill to amend part E of 
title IV of the Social Security Act to 
expand Federal eligibility for children 
in foster care who have attained age 18.

S. 1514

At the request of Mr. DODD, the 
names of the Senator from Illinois (Mr. 
OBAMA) and the Senator from Virginia 
(Mr. WARNER) were added as cosponsors 
of S. 1514, a bill to revise and extend 
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provisions under the Garrett Lee 
Smith Memorial Act.

S. 1556

At the request of Mr. SMITH, the 
name of the Senator from California 
(Mrs. BOXER) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 1556, a bill to amend the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 to extend the ex-
clusion from gross income for em-
ployer-provided health coverage to des-
ignated plan beneficiaries of employ-
ees, and for other purposes.

S. 1605

At the request of Mr. BARRASSO, his 
name was added as a cosponsor of S. 
1605, a bill to amend title XVIII of the 
Social Security Act to protect and pre-
serve access of Medicare beneficiaries 
in rural areas to health care providers 
under the Medicare program, and for 
other purposes.

S. 1621

At the request of Mr. CONRAD, the 
name of the Senator from Washington 
(Ms. CANTWELL) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 1621, a bill to amend the Inter-
nal Revenue Code of 1986 to treat cer-
tain farming business machinery and 
equipment as 5-year property for pur-
poses of depreciation.

S. 1638

At the request of Mr. HATCH, the 
name of the Senator from New Mexico 
(Mr. DOMENICI) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 1638, a bill to adjust the sala-
ries of Federal justices and judges, and 
for other purposes.

S. 1668

At the request of Mr. DODD, the 
names of the Senator from New York 
(Mrs. CLINTON) and the Senator from 
Pennsylvania (Mr. CASEY) were added 
as cosponsors of S. 1668, a bill to assist 
in providing affordable housing to 
those affected by the 2005 hurricanes.

S. 1818

At the request of Mr. OBAMA, the 
name of the Senator from New Jersey 
(Mr. MENENDEZ) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 1818, a bill to amend the Toxic 
Substances Control Act to phase out 
the use of mercury in the manufacture 
of chlorine and caustic soda, and for 
other purposes.

S. 1821

At the request of Mrs. CLINTON, the 
name of the Senator from Missouri 
(Mrs. MCCASKILL) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1821, a bill to prohibit the 
closure or relocation of any county, 
local, or field office of the Farm Serv-
ice Agency or Natural Resources Con-
servation Service or any office related 
to the rural development mission of 
the Department of Agriculture until at 
least 1 year after the enactment of an 
Act to provide for the continuation of 
agricultural programs after fiscal year 
2007.

S. 1852

At the request of Mr. INOUYE, the 
name of the Senator from California 
(Mrs. BOXER) was added as a cosponsor 

of S. 1852, a bill to designate the Friday 
after Thanksgiving of each year as 
‘‘Native American Heritage Day’’ in 
honor of the achievements and con-
tributions of Native Americans to the 
United States.

S. 1944

At the request of Mr. LAUTENBERG, 
the name of the Senator from North 
Carolina (Mrs. DOLE) was added as a 
cosponsor of S. 1944, a bill to provide 
justice for victims of state-sponsored 
terrorism.

S. 1958

At the request of Mr. CONRAD, the 
name of the Senator from Kansas (Mr. 
ROBERTS) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 1958, a bill to amend title XVIII of 
the Social Security Act to ensure and 
foster continued patient quality of care 
by establishing facility and patient cri-
teria for long-term care hospitals and 
related improvements under the Medi-
care program.

S. 1971

At the request of Mr. KERRY, the 
name of the Senator from North Da-
kota (Mr. CONRAD) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1971, a bill to authorize a 
competitive grant program to assist 
members of the National Guard and 
Reserve and former and current mem-
bers of the Armed Forces in securing 
employment in the private sector, and 
for other purposes.

S. 1977

At the request of Mr. OBAMA, the 
name of the Senator from Illinois (Mr. 
DURBIN) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
1977, a bill to provide for sustained 
United States leadership in a coopera-
tive global effort to prevent nuclear 
terrorism, reduce global nuclear arse-
nals, stop the spread of nuclear weap-
ons and related material and tech-
nology, and support the responsible 
and peaceful use of nuclear technology.

S. 1999

At the request of Mr. KERRY, the 
name of the Senator from Montana 
(Mr. TESTER) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 1999, a bill to provide for the es-
tablishment of a Center of Excellence 
in Prevention, Diagnosis, Mitigation, 
Treatment, and Rehabilitation of Mili-
tary Eye Injuries, and for other pur-
poses.

S. 2020

At the request of Mr. LUGAR, the 
name of the Senator from Nebraska 
(Mr. HAGEL) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 2020, a bill to reauthorize the 
Tropical Forest Conservation Act of 
1998 through fiscal year 2010, to rename 
the Tropical Forest Conservation Act 
of 1998 as the ‘‘Tropical Forest and 
Coral Conservation Act of 2007’’, and 
for other purposes.

S.J. RES. 13

At the request of Mr. LEAHY, the 
names of the Senator from Rhode Is-
land (Mr. REED) and the Senator from 
Maine (Ms. COLLINS) were added as co-
sponsors of S.J. Res. 13, a joint resolu-

tion granting the consent of Congress 
to the International Emergency Man-
agement Assistance Memorandum of 
Understanding.

S. RES. 201

At the request of Mr. CHAMBLISS, the 
names of the Senator from South Caro-
lina (Mr. GRAHAM), the Senator from 
Maine (Ms. COLLINS) and the Senator 
from Montana (Mr. TESTER) were added 
as cosponsors of S. Res. 201, a resolu-
tion supporting the goals and ideals of 
‘‘National Life Insurance Awareness 
Month’’.

AMENDMENT NO. 2251

At the request of Mr. LAUTENBERG, 
the names of the Senator from North 
Carolina (Mrs. DOLE), the Senator from 
Delaware (Mr. CARPER) and the Sen-
ator from Rhode Island (Mr. 
WHITEHOUSE) were added as cosponsors 
of amendment No. 2251 intended to be 
proposed to H.R. 1585, to authorize ap-
propriations for fiscal year 2008 for 
military activities of the Department 
of Defense, for military construction, 
and for defense activities of the De-
partment of Energy, to prescribe mili-
tary personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes.

AMENDMENT NO. 2805

At the request of Mr. LAUTENBERG, 
the name of the Senator from New Jer-
sey (Mr. MENENDEZ) was added as a co-
sponsor of amendment No. 2805 in-
tended to be proposed to H.R. 3074, a 
bill making appropriations for the De-
partments of Transportation, and 
Housing and Urban Development, and 
related agencies for the fiscal year end-
ing September 30, 2008, and for other 
purposes. 

f 

STATEMENTS ON INTRODUCED 
BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS 
By Mr. HATCH (for himself and Mr. 

BENNETT): S. 2039. A bill to require an 
assessment of the plans for the mod-
ernization and sustainment of the land- 
based, Minuteman III intercontinental 
ballistic missile strategic deterrent 
force, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Armed Services. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, today I 
rise to introduce the Strategic Deter-
rent Sustainment Act of 2007, which is 
cosponsored by Senator BENNETT. Cur-
rently, our land-based strategic forces 
are in the process of completing a vital 
and important modernization program. 

However, I am unaware of any De-
partment of Defense plan to maintain 
our land-based strategic missile indus-
trial base once this modernization is 
completed in the next 2 to 3 years. 
Therefore, this legislation would re-
quire the Secretary of Defense to pre-
pare a report detailing how our Nation 
will maintain an industrial base to re-
place the Minuteman III missile with a 
follow-on land-based strategic deter-
rent after 2030. 2030, is of course, the 
date in which the Minuteman III sys-
tem is scheduled to be replaced. The 
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Secretary, under this legislation, will 
also be required to outline how our Na-
tion will maintain, modernize and sus-
tain the Minuteman III interconti-
nental ballistic missile system until at 
least 2030. 

To put this in context, in 2002, the 
administration wisely committed the 
U.S. to a policy of modernizing our 
land-based intercontinental ballistic 
missile force. Under this policy, the 
Peacemaker ICBM has been retired and 
that system’s warheads are being ret-
rofitted and placed into the Minuteman 
III fleet. In addition to the new war-
heads, 500 Minuteman III systems are 
being completely rebuilt and thor-
oughly modernized. 

Unfortunately, after this work is 
completed, no other work on land- 
based strategic missile systems is 
planned. As we all know, building an 
intercontinental ballistic missile is ex-
tremely complex and a great feat of en-
gineering. It requires engineers with 
years of experience and highly trained 
and professional manufacturing spe-
cialists to successfully and safely build 
a missile system. Clearly, if there are 
not any additional systems to build, 
then these sought after engineers and 
specialists will merely find employ-
ment elsewhere. In addition, if a re-
placement system will not be built 
until 2030, it is very likely that much 
of our Nation’s knowledge on how to 
design and build a land-based strategic 
missile system will be lost. 

As an example, one can point to the 
British who recently decided to mod-
ernize their nuclear deterrent. Since 
the British nuclear warhead industrial 
base all but ceased to exist years ago, 
that nation will now have to allocate 
billions of additional pounds to recon-
stitute their design and production ca-
pability. 

What would be the cost of our Nation 
to maintain our land-based strategic 
missile industrial base? Well I under-
stand, the propulsion portion of the in-
dustrial base can be maintained for the 
relatively modest sum of under $50 mil-
lion a year. In fact, such a program al-
ready exists for our submarine 
launched ballistic missile systems. 
Under this industrial base sustainment 
plan, 12 Trident missiles are manufac-
tured each year. 

Should a plan to maintain our land- 
based strategic missile industrial base 
closely follow our submarine launched 
strategic missile industrial plans? Well 
under this legislation, the Secretary of 
Defense will have the opportunity to 
make that determination. 

In conclusion, during this period of 
uncertainty we must keep our Nation’s 
defense industrial options open in order 
to meet the threats of the future. The 
Strategic Deterrent Sustainment Act 
of 2007 affords us that opportunity and 
I hope that it will receive from my col-
leagues the support it deserves. 

I ask unanimous consent that the 
text of the bill be printed in the 
RECORD. 

There being no objection the text of 
the bill was ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD, as follows: 

S. 2039 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Strategic 
Deterrent Sustainment Act of 2007’’. 
SEC. 2. FINDINGS. 

Congress makes the following findings: 
(1) The strategic forces of the United 

States remain a cornerstone of United States 
national security. 

(2) The 2001 Nuclear Posture Review states 
that it is the current policy of the United 
States that intercontinental ballistic mis-
siles (ICBMs), submarine-launched ballistic 
missiles, and long-range nuclear-armed 
bombers play a critical role in the defense 
capabilities of the United States, its allies, 
and friends. 

(3) The dispersed and alert Minuteman III 
intercontinental ballistic missile system 
provides the most responsive, stabilizing, 
and cost-effective strategic force. 

(4) Section 139 of the John Warner National 
Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 
2007 (Public Law 109–364; 120 Stat. 2114) re-
quires the Secretary of the Air Force to 
modernize Minuteman III intercontinental 
ballistic missiles in the United States inven-
tory so as to maintain a sufficient supply of 
launch test assets and spares to sustain the 
deployed force of such missiles through 2030. 

(5) The modernization program for the 
Minuteman III intercontinental ballistic 
missile is nearing completion. Once that pro-
gram is complete, there will be no program 
to sustain the capability of the United 
States industrial base to modernize or re-
place the intercontinental ballistic missiles 
that constitute the sole land-based strategic 
deterrent system of the United States. 

(6) As an example, motor production for 
the Minuteman III Propulsion Replacement 
Program (PRP) is currently scheduled to end 
in fiscal year 2009. Once the PRP program 
ends, the capacity of the United States in-
dustrial base to respond to matters arising 
from the aging and obsolescence of Minute-
man III intercontinental ballistic missiles 
will be extremely diminished, decades-worth 
of critical program knowledge may be lost, 
and the current design of the Minuteman III 
intercontinental ballistic missile is likely to 
no longer be reproducible. 
SEC. 3. REPORT ON CAPABILITIES FOR 

SUSTAINMENT OF THE MINUTEMAN 
III INTERCONTINENTAL BALLISTIC 
MISSILE. 

(a) REPORT REQUIRED.—Not later than 
March 1, 2008, the Secretary of Defense shall 
submit to the congressional defense commit-
tees a report on the capability of the United 
States industrial base to achieve each of the 
following: 

(1) To maintain, modernize, and sustain 
the Minuteman III intercontinental ballistic 
missile (ICBM) system until at least 2030. 

(2) To replace the Minuteman III inter-
continental ballistic missile with a follow-on 
land-based strategic deterrent system after 
2030. 

(b) ELEMENTS.—The report required by 
paragraph (1) shall include the following: 

(1) A description of any current plans for 
extending the Minuteman III interconti-
nental ballistic missile system after the pe-

riod from 2020 to 2030, including plans for 
testing sufficient to account for any aging 
and obsolescence found in the Minuteman III 
intercontinental ballistic missile during the 
remaining life of the system, and an assess-
ment of the risks associated with such plans 
after the shutdown of associated production 
lines. 

(2) A description of any current plans to 
maintain the Minuteman III interconti-
nental ballistic missile system after 2030, in-
cluding an assessment of any risks associ-
ated with such plans after the shutdown of 
associated production lines. 

(3) An explanation why the Minuteman III 
intercontinental ballistic missile system, 
the only United States land-based strategic 
deterrent system, is no longer considered to 
be of the highest national defense urgency, 
as indicated by inclusion of the system on 
the so-called ‘‘DX-Rated Program List’’ 
while the sea-based strategic deterrent sys-
tem, the Trident II D5 missile system, is still 
on the so-called ‘‘DX-list’’. 

(4) An analysis of existing commonalities 
between the service life extension program 
for the Trident II D5 missile system and any 
equivalent planned service life extension 
program for the Minuteman III interconti-
nental ballistic missile system, including an 
analysis of the impact on materials, the sup-
plier base, production facilities, and the pro-
duction workforce of extending all or part of 
the service life extension program for the 
Trident II D5 missile system to a service life 
extension program for the Minuteman III 
intercontinental ballistic missile system. 

(5) An assessment of the adequacy of cur-
rent and anticipated programs, such as mis-
sile defense, space launch, and prompt global 
strike programs, to support the industrial 
base for the Minuteman III intercontinental 
ballistic missile system, including an anal-
ysis of the impact on materials, the supplier 
base, production facilities, and the produc-
tion workforce of extending all or part of 
any such program to the program for the 
Minuteman III intercontinental ballistic 
missile system. 

(c) COMPTROLLER GENERAL REVIEW.—Not 
later than 60 days after submittal under sub-
section (a) of the report required by that 
subsection, the Comptroller General of the 
United States shall submit to the congres-
sional defense committees a report setting 
forth the Comptroller General’s assessment 
of the matters contained in the report under 
subsection (a), including an assessment of 
the consistency of the budget of the Presi-
dent for fiscal year 2009, as submitted to 
Congress pursuant to section 1105 of title 31, 
United States Code, with the matters con-
tained in the report under subsection (a). 

(d) CONGRESSIONAL DEFENSE COMMITTEES 
DEFINED.—In this section, the term ‘‘con-
gressional defense committees’’ means— 

(1) the Committee on Armed Services and 
the Committee on Appropriations of the Sen-
ate; and 

(2) the Committee on Armed Services and 
the Committee on Appropriations of the 
House of Representatives. 

By Mr. BINGAMAN (for himself, 
Mr. OBAMA, Mr. BROWN, Mr. 
KERRY, Mr. BYRD, Mrs. FEIN-
STEIN, Mr. NELSON of Florida, 
Mr. FEINGOLD, Mrs. MURRAY, 
Mr. BAYH, Mrs. LINCOLN, Mr. 
PRYOR, Mr. WHITEHOUSE, Mr. 
SANDERS, Ms. CANTWELL, Mr. 
TESTER, Mrs. CLINTON, Ms. 
LANDRIEU, Mr. ROCKEFELLER, 
and Mr. SALAZAR): 
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S.J. Res. 18. A joint resolution pro-

viding for congressional disapproval 
under chapter 8 of title 5, United 
States Code, of the rule submitted by 
the Centers for Medicare & Medicaid 
Services within the Department of 
Health and Human Services relating to 
a cost limit for providers operated by 
units of government and other provi-
sions under the Medicaid program; to 
the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BINGAMAN. Mr. President, I rise 
today with Senators ROCKEFELLER, 
OBAMA, BROWN, KERRY, BYRD, FEIN-
STEIN, BILL NELSON, FEINGOLD, MUR-
RAY, BAYH, LINCOLN, PRYOR, 
WHITEHOUSE, SANDERS, CANTWELL, 
TESTER, CLINTON, LANDRIEU, and 
SALAZAR to offer a Joint Resolution 
that provides for Congressional dis-
approval of the rule submitted by the 
Centers for Medicare and Medicaid 
Services, CMS, relating to a cost limit 
for providers operated by units of gov-
ernment and other provisions under 
the Medicaid program, 72 Fed. Reg. 
29748, May 29, 2007. 

This rule is a very blunt and sweep-
ing instrument. It is purportedly in-
tended to stamp out certain categories 
of Medicaid fraud, which by CMS’s own 
admission may only be an issue in 3 
States. As a result of the sweeping na-
ture of this rule, many States like New 
Mexico will lose hundreds of millions 
of dollars in Federal Medicaid dollars. 
This would occur despite that fact that 
New Mexico and other States have 
worked hard to ensure the integrity of 
their Medicaid programs and have con-
sistently received approval from CMS 
for the design and operation of their 
programs. 

Congress has reacted strongly to the 
proposed regulation with 65 Senators 
and 263 House Members publicly criti-
cizing the rule. Ultimately, Congress 
temporarily prevented CMS from im-
plementing the regulation. A 1-year 
moratorium of the rule was adopted in 
the recent supplemental appropriations 
bill, P.L. 110–28, Section 7002. This mor-
atorium blocks CMS from imple-
menting the Medicaid regulation be-
fore May 25, 2008. 

In spite of clear Congressional dis-
approval, CMS published a final rule in 
the Federal Register the very day the 
President signed the 1-year morato-
rium provision into law. The final reg-
ulation retains the most damaging 
components of the proposed regulation, 
including limiting Medicaid payments 
to safety-net hospitals. In addition, we 
have been contacted by State Medicaid 
agencies that have been asked to cer-
tify in State Plan Amendments being 
considered this year that they will be 
in compliance with rule as soon as the 
moratorium is lifted in 2008. 

Major Medicaid reforms require a 
Congressional role; by rushing to pub-
lish a final regulation, CMS has dis-
regarded Congressional opposition and 
attempted to usurp our role. CMS’s ac-

tion requires States to prepare for im-
plementation of the regulation and ex-
pend administrative resources to do so, 
all of this before Congress has the op-
portunity to address the key policy 
issues contained in the regulation. 

This Resolution of Disapproval will 
permanently halt the damaging CMS 
regulation. At this time, it is the ap-
propriate response given CMS’s 
issuance of the final Medicaid rule and 
its devastating effect on State Med-
icaid programs, safety-net providers, 
and, ultimately, the ability of low-in-
come Americans to receive the life-sav-
ing medical care to which they are en-
titled under Federal law. 

Therefore, I rise today to offer joint 
resolution with my colleagues and urge 
others to join in cosponsoring this im-
portant resolution. Together we can 
work to ensure its passage before the 
devastating Medicaid rule takes effect 
and jeopardizes our States’ Medicaid 
programs. 

I ask unanimous consent that the 
text of joint resolution be printed in 
the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the text of 
the joint resolution was ordered to be 
printed in the RECORD, as follows: 

S.J. RES. 18 
Resolved by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, That Congress dis-
approves the rule submitted by the Centers 
for Medicare & Medicaid Services within the 
Department of Health and Human Services 
relating to a cost limit for providers oper-
ated by units of government and other provi-
sions under the Medicaid program (published 
at 72 Fed. Reg. 29748 (May 29, 2007)), and such 
rule shall have no force or effect. 

f 

SUBMITTED RESOLUTIONS 

SENATE RESOLUTION 315—TO EX-
PRESS THE SENSE OF THE SEN-
ATE THAT GENERAL DAVID H. 
PETRAEUS, COMMANDING GEN-
ERAL, MULTI-NATIONAL FORCE- 
IRAQ, DESERVES THE FULL SUP-
PORT OF THE SENATE AND 
STRONGLY CONDEMN PERSONAL 
ATTACKS ON THE HONOR AND 
INTEGRITY OF GENERAL 
PETRAEUS AND ALL THE MEM-
BERS OF THE UNITED STATES 
ARMED FORCES 
Mr. CORNYN (for himself, Mr. ROB-

ERTS, and Mr. MARTINEZ) submitted the 
following resoluTion; which was re-
ferred to the Committee on Armed 
Services: 

S. RES. 315 
Whereas, the Senate unanimously con-

firmed General David H. Petraeus as Com-
manding General, Multi-National Force-Iraq, 
by a vote of 81–0 on January 26, 2007. 

Whereas, General Petraeus graduated first 
in his class at the United States Army Com-
mand and General Staff College. 

Whereas, General Petraeus earned Masters 
of Public Administration and Doctoral de-
grees in international relations from Prince-
ton University. 

Whereas, General Petraeus has served mul-
tiple combat tours in Iraq, including com-
mand of the 101st Airborne Division (Air As-
sault) during combat operations throughout 
the first year of Operation Iraqi Freedom, 
which tours included both major combat op-
erations and subsequent stability and sup-
port operations. 

Whereas, General Petraeus supervised the 
development and crafting of the United 
States Army and Marine Corps counterinsur-
gency manual based in large measure on his 
combat experience in Iraq, scholarly study, 
and other professional experiences. 

Whereas, General Petraeus has taken a sol-
emn oath to protect and defend the Constitu-
tion of the United States of America. 

Whereas, during his 35-year career, General 
Petraeus has amassed a distinguished and 
unvarnished record of military service to the 
United States as recognized by his receipt of 
a Defense Distinguished Service Medal, two 
Distinguished Service Medals, two Defense 
Superior Service Medals, four Legions of 
Merit, the Bronze Star Medal for valor, the 
State Department Superior Honor Award, 
the NATO Meritorious Service Medal, and 
other awards and medals. 

Whereas, a recent attack through a full- 
page advertisement in the New York Times 
by the liberal activist group, Moveon.org, 
impugns the honor and integrity of General 
Petraeus and all the members of the United 
States Armed Forces: Now, be it 

Resolved, That it is the sense of the Senate 
(1) to reaffirm its support for all the men 

and women of the United States Armed 
Forces, including General David H. Petraeus, 
Commanding General, Multi-National Force- 
Iraq; 

(2) to strongly condemn any effort to at-
tack the honor and integrity of General 
Petraeus and all the members of the United 
States Armed Forces; and 

(3) to specifically repudiate the unwar-
ranted personal attack on General Petraeus 
by the liberal activist group Moveon.org. 

f 

SENATE RESOLUTION 316—DESIG-
NATING THE WEEKS OF OCTO-
BER 21 THROUGH OCTOBER 27, 
2007 AS ‘‘NATIONAL CHILDHOOD 
LEAD POISONING PREVENTION 
WEEK’’ 

Mr. REED (for himself, Ms. COLLINS, 
Mr. CARDIN, Mr. DURBIN, Mr. BIDEN, 
Mr. WHITEHOUSE, Mr. OBAMA, Mrs. 
CLINTON, Mr. SANDERS, Ms. STABENOW, 
Mrs. BOXER, Mr. LEVIN, Mr. LAUTEN-
BERG, Mr. CASEY, Mr. BROWN, Ms. 
KLOBUCHAR, Mr. FEINGOLD, Ms. SNOWE, 
Ms. CANTWELL, Mr. LEAHY, Mr. 
LIEBERMAN, Mr. KERRY, Mr. SCHUMER, 
Mr. NELSON of Nebraska, Mr. INOUYE, 
and Mr. DODD) submitted the following 
resolution; which was considered and 
agreed to: 

S. RES. 316 

Whereas lead poisoning is a leading envi-
ronmental health hazard to children in the 
United States; 

Whereas according to the Centers for Dis-
ease Control and Prevention, 240,000 pre-
school children in the United States have 
harmful levels of lead in their blood; 

Whereas lead poisoning may cause serious, 
long-term harm to children, including re-
duced intelligence and attention span, be-
havior problems, learning disabilities, and 
impaired growth; 
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Whereas children from low-income families 

are significantly more likely to be poisoned 
by lead than are children from high-income 
families; 

Whereas children may be poisoned by lead 
in water, soil, or consumable products; 

Whereas children most often are poisoned 
in their homes through exposure to lead par-
ticles when lead-based paint deteriorates or 
is disturbed during home renovation and re-
painting; and 

Whereas lead poisoning crosses all barriers 
of race, income, and geography: Now, there-
fore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 
(1) designates the week of October 21 

through October 27, 2007, as ‘‘National Child-
hood Lead Poisoning Prevention Week’’; and 

(2) calls upon the people of the United 
States to observe National Childhood Lead 
Poisoning Prevention Week with appropriate 
programs and activities. 

f 

SENATE RESOLUTION 317—TO CON-
STITUTE THE MINORITY PAR-
TY’S MEMBERSHIP ON THE COM-
MITTEE ON VETERANS’ AFFAIRS 
FOR THE REMAINDER OF THE 
110TH CONGRESS OR UNTIL 
THEIR SUCCESSORS ARE CHOSEN 

Mr. MCCONNELL submitted the fol-
lowing resolution; which was consid-
ered and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the following shall con-
stitute the minority party’s appointments to 
the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs for the 
remainder of the 110th Congress or until 
their successors are chosen: Mr. Burr, Mr. 
Specter, Mr. Craig, Mr. Isakson, Mr. 
Graham, Mrs. Hutchison, Mr. Ensign. 

f 

AMENDMENTS SUBMITTED AND 
PROPOSED 

SA 2808. Mr. CORNYN (for himself and Mr. 
INHOFE) proposed an amendment to the bill 
H.R. 3074, making appropriations for the De-
partments of Transportation, and Housing 
and Urban Development, and related agen-
cies for the fiscal year ending September 30, 
2008, and for other purposes. 

SA 2809. Mr. REED submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 3074, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 2810. Mr. COBURN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill H.R. 3074, supra. 

SA 2811. Mr. COBURN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill H.R. 3074, supra. 

SA 2812. Mr. COBURN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill H.R. 3074, supra. 

SA 2813. Mr. COBURN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill H.R. 3074, supra. 

SA 2814. Mr. COBURN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill H.R. 3074, supra. 

SA 2815. Mr. COBURN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill H.R. 3074, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 2816. Ms. KLOBUCHAR (for herself and 
Mr. COLEMAN) proposed an amendment to the 
bill H.R. 3074, supra. 

SA 2817. Mr. SANDERS (for himself and 
Mr. LEAHY) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by him to the bill H.R. 
3074, supra. 

SA 2818. Mr. DURBIN (for himself, Ms. 
SNOWE, Mr. KOHL, Ms. COLLINS, and Mr. 
KERRY) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed by him to the bill H.R. 3074, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 2819. Mr. DORGAN (for himself and Mr. 
CONRAD) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed by him to the bill H.R. 3074, 
supra. 

SA 2820. Ms. CANTWELL submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by her 
to the bill H.R. 3074, supra. 

SA 2821. Mr. CHAMBLISS submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill H.R. 1585, to authorize appropria-
tions for fiscal year 2008 for military activi-
ties of the Department of Defense, for mili-
tary construction, and for defense activities 
of the Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 2822. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill H.R. 3074, making appropriations 
for the Departments of Transportation, and 
Housing and Urban Development, and related 
agencies for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2008, and for other purposes; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 2823. Mrs. CLINTON (for herself, Mr. 
SCHUMER, Mr. MENENDEZ, Mr. LIEBERMAN, 
Mr. LAUTENBERG, Mr. DODD, and Mr. CASEY) 
submitted an amendment intended to be pro-
posed by her to the bill H.R. 3074, supra. 

SA 2824. Mr. GRASSLEY (for himself, Mr. 
VITTER, Mr. CRAPO, and Mr. THUNE) sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be pro-
posed by him to the bill H.R. 3074, supra; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 2825. Mrs. HUTCHISON (for herself and 
Mr. CORNYN) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by her to the bill H.R. 
3074, supra. 

SA 2826. Mr. MENENDEZ (for himself and 
Mr. LAUTENBERG) submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed by him to the bill 
H.R. 3074, supra. 

SA 2827. Mr. MENENDEZ (for himself and 
Mr. LAUTENBERG) submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed by him to the bill 
H.R. 3074, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 2828. Mr. MENENDEZ (for himself and 
Mr. LAUTENBERG) submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed by him to the bill 
H.R. 3074, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 2829. Mr. MENENDEZ (for himself and 
Mr. LAUTENBERG) submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed by him to the bill 
H.R. 3074, supra. 

SA 2830. Mrs. McCASKILL submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by her 
to the bill H.R. 3074, supra. 

SA 2831. Mrs. McCASKILL submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by her 
to the bill H.R. 3074, supra. 

SA 2832. Mr. BOND (for himself, Mr. DODD, 
and Mr. KERRY) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by him to the bill H.R. 
3074, supra. 

SA 2833. Mr. SCHUMER submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill H.R. 3074, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 2834. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill H.R. 3074, supra. 

SA 2835. Mrs. FEINSTEIN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by her 
to the bill H.R. 3074, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 2836. Mr. SCHUMER submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 

to the bill H.R. 3074, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 2837. Ms. SNOWE (for herself and Mr. 
CARPER) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed by her to the bill H.R. 3074, 
supra. 

SA 2838. Mr. SPECTER (for himself and 
Mr. CASEY) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by him to the bill H.R. 
3074, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 2839. Mr. MARTINEZ (for himself and 
Mr. ALLARD) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by him to the bill H.R. 
3074, supra. 

SA 2840. Mr. VITTER submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 3074, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 2841. Mr. KENNEDY (for himself and 
Mr. KERRY) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by him to the bill H.R. 
3074, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 2842. Mr. CORNYN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill H.R. 3074, supra. 

SA 2843. Mr. COBURN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill H.R. 3074, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 2844. Mr. DEMINT submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 3074, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 2845. Mr. STEVENS (for himself, Mr. 
INOUYE, and Mr. INHOFE) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill H.R. 3074, supra. 

SA 2846. Mr. DORGAN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill H.R. 3074, supra. 

SA 2847. Mr. DORGAN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill H.R. 3074, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 2848. Mr. FEINGOLD submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill H.R. 3074, supra. 

SA 2849. Mr. LAUTENBERG (for himself 
and Mr. MENENDEZ) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 3074, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 2850. Mr. DURBIN (for himself, Mr. 
SPECTER, and Mr. SCHUMER) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill H.R. 3074, supra. 

SA 2851. Mr. DURBIN (for himself, Ms. 
SNOWE, Mr. KOHL, Ms. COLLINS, Mr. KERRY, 
and Mr. VOINOVICH) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 3074, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 2852. Mr. REED submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 3074, supra. 

SA 2853. Mr. ALLARD (for himself and Mr. 
SALAZAR) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed by him to the bill H.R. 3074, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 2854. Ms. SNOWE submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by her to the 
bill H.R. 3074, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 2855. Mr. SPECTER (for himself and 
Mr. COCHRAN) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by him to the bill H.R. 
3074, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 2856. Mr. SPECTER submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill H.R. 3074, supra. 

SA 2857. Mr. DODD (for himself and Mr. 
SHELBY) submitted an amendment intended 
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to be proposed by him to the bill H.R. 3074, 
supra. 

SA 2858. Mr. BUNNING submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill H.R. 3074, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 2859. Mr. SHELBY (for himself and Mr. 
BOND) submitted an amendment intended to 
be proposed by him to the bill H.R. 3074, 
supra. 

SA 2860. Mr. SCHUMER submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 2791 proposed by Mrs. MUR-
RAY to the bill H.R. 3074, supra; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 2861. Mr. PRYOR (for himself and Mrs. 
LINCOLN) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed by him to the bill H.R. 3074, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

f 

TEXT OF AMENDMENTS 

SA 2808. Mr. CORNYN (for himself 
and Mr. INHOFE) proposed an amend-
ment to the bill H.R. 3074, making ap-
propriations for the Departments of 
Transportation, and Housing and 
Urban Development, and related agen-
cies for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2008, and for other purposes; 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 

SEC. ll. (a) FINDINGS.—The Senate makes 
the following findings: 

(1) The Senate unanimously confirmed 
General David H. Petraeus as Commanding 
General, Multi-National Force-Iraq, by a 
vote of 81-0 on January 26, 2007. 

(2) General Petraeus graduated first in his 
class at the United States Army Command 
and General Staff College. 

(3) General Petraeus earned Masters of 
Public Administration and Doctoral degrees 
in international relations from Princeton 
University. 

(4) General Petraeus has served multiple 
combat tours in Iraq, including command of 
the 101st Airborne Division (Air Assault) 
during combat operations throughout the 
first year of Operation Iraqi Freedom, which 
tours included both major combat operations 
and subsequent stability and support oper-
ations. 

(5) General Petraeus supervised the devel-
opment and crafting of the United States 
Army and Marine Corps counterinsurgency 
manual based in large measure on his com-
bat experience in Iraq, scholarly study, and 
other professional experiences. 

(6) General Petraeus has taken a solemn 
oath to protect and defend the Constitution 
of the United States of America. 

(7) During his 35-year career, General 
Petraeus has amassed a distinguished and 
unvarnished record of military service to the 
United States as recognized by his receipt of 
a Defense Distinguished Service Medal, two 
Distinguished Service Medals, two Defense 
Superior Service Medals, four Legions of 
Merit, the Bronze Star Medal for valor, the 
State Department Superior Honor Award, 
the NATO Meritorious Service Medal, and 
other awards and medals. 

(8) A recent attack through a full-page ad-
vertisement in the New York Times by the 
liberal activist group, Moveon.org, impugns 
the honor and integrity of General Petraeus 
and all the members of the United States 
Armed Forces. 

(b) SENSE OF SENATE.—It is the sense of the 
Senate— 

(1) to reaffirm its support for all the men 
and women of the United States Armed 
Forces, including General David H. Petraeus, 
Commanding General, Multi-National Force- 
Iraq; 

(2) to strongly condemn any effort to at-
tack the honor and integrity of General 
Petraeus and all the members of the United 
States Armed Forces; and 

(3) to specifically repudiate the unwar-
ranted personal attack on General Petraeus 
by the liberal activist group Moveon.org. 

SA 2809. Mr. REED submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 3074, making ap-
propriations for the Departments of 
Transportation, and Housing and 
Urban Development, and related agen-
cies for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2008, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

On page 95, line 6, strike the period, and in-
sert ‘‘: Provided further, That, such funds 
may, for fiscal year 2008, be used to guar-
antee and make commitments to guarantee 
the notes or other obligations issued by a 
State for the purposes described in para-
graphs (1) through (6) of section 108(a), only 
if the State agrees to distribute all funds 
subject to such guarantee or commitment to 
units of general local government in non-
entitlement areas under the distribution 
plan established under section 106(d) of the 
Housing and Community Development Act of 
1974 (42 U.S.C. 5306)(d)).’’ 

SA 2810. Mr. COBURN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 3074, making ap-
propriations for the Departments of 
Transportation, and Housing and 
Urban Development, and related agen-
cies for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2008, and for other purposes; 
as follows: 

On page 70, between lines 20 and 21, insert 
the following: 

SEC. 194. (a) Except as provided under sub-
section (b), none of the funds appropriated or 
otherwise made available under this title 
may be used for any earmark until all 
bridges in the United States that are classi-
fied under the Federal Highway Administra-
tion’s bridge inspection program, as of the 
date of the enactment of this Act, as ‘‘struc-
turally deficient’’ or ‘‘functionally obsolete’’ 
have been sufficiently repaired to no longer 
meet the criteria for such classifications. 

(b) Funds appropriated under this title 
may be used for an earmark that is des-
ignated to repair— 

(1) a bridge that is classified as ‘‘struc-
turally deficient’’ or ‘‘functionally obso-
lete’’; or 

(2) a road with ride quality that is not clas-
sified as ‘‘good’’ or ‘‘acceptable’’. 

(c) In this section, the term ‘‘earmark’’ 
means a provision or report language pro-
viding, authorizing, or recommending a spe-
cific amount of discretionary budget author-
ity, credit authority, or other spending au-
thority for a contract, loan, loan guarantee, 
grant, loan authority, or other expenditure 
with or to an entity, or targeted to a specific 
State, locality or Congressional district, 
other than through a statutory or adminis-
trative formula-driven or competitive award 
process. 

SA 2811. Mr. COBURN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 

him to the bill H.R. 3074, making ap-
propriations for the Departments of 
Transportation, and Housing and 
Urban Development, and related agen-
cies for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2008, and for other purposes; 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 

SEC. ll. None of the funds made available 
under this Act may be spent for bicycle 
paths or bicycle trails. 

SA 2812. Mr. COBURN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 3074, making ap-
propriations for the Departments of 
Transportation, and Housing and 
Urban Development, and related agen-
cies for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2008, and for other purposes; 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 

SEC. 232. Notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of this Act, none of the funds appro-
priated or otherwise made available by this 
Act may be made available for facility ren-
ovation at the International Peace Garden in 
Dunseith, North Dakota; Provided, That the 
amount made available for grants for the 
Economic Development Initiative is reduced 
by $450,000, and the amount made available 
for the Community Development Fund is re-
duced by $450,000. 

SA 2813. Mr. COBURN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 3074, making ap-
propriations for the Departments of 
Transportation, and Housing and 
Urban Development, and related agen-
cies for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2008, and for other purposes; 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 

SEC. lll. Notwithstanding any other 
provision of Act, no funds made available 
under this Act may be used to carry out any 
activity relating to the design or construc-
tion of the America’s Wetland Center in 
Lake Charles, Louisiana, until the date on 
which the Secretary of Housing and Urban 
Development, in consultation with the Ad-
ministrator of the Federal Emergency Man-
agement Agency and the State of Louisiana, 
certifies to Congress that all residents of the 
State of Louisiana who were displaced as a 
result of Hurricane Katrina or Rita in 2005 
are no longer living in temporary housing. 

SA 2814. Mr. COBURN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 3074, making ap-
propriations for the Departments of 
Transportation, and Housing and 
Urban Development, and related agen-
cies for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2008, and for other purposes; 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 

SEC. lll. Notwithstanding any other 
provision of this Act— 

(1) none of the funds made available by this 
Act may be used for the construction of a 
new baseball stadium that is replacing Cobb 
Field in Billings, Montana; 
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(2) the amount made available by this Act 

for grants for the Economic Development 
Initiative is reduced by $500,000; and 

(3) the amount made available by this Act 
for the Community Development Fund is re-
duced by $500,000. 

SA 2815. Mr. COBURN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 3074, making ap-
propriations for the Departments of 
Transportation, and Housing and 
Urban Development, and related agen-
cies for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2008, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 

SEC. lll. Notwithstanding any other 
provision of this Act— 

(1) none of the funds made available by 
this Act may be used for the construction of 
the Peoria Riverfront Museum in Peoria, Il-
linois; 

(2) the amount made available by this 
Act for grants for the Economic Develop-
ment Initiative is reduced by $250,000; and 

(3) the amount made available by this 
Act for the Community Development Fund is 
reduced by $250,000. 

SA 2816. Ms. KLOBUCHAR (for her-
self and Mr. COLEMAN) proposed an 
amendment to the bill H.R. 3074, mak-
ing appropriations for the Departments 
of Transportation, and Housing and 
Urban Development, and related agen-
cies for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2008, and for other purposes; 
as follows: 

On page 20, between lines 13 and 14, insert 
the following: 

I–35W BRIDGE REPAIR AND RECONSTRUCTION 
For necessary expenses to carry out the 

project for repair and reconstruction of the 
Interstate I–35W bridge located in Min-
neapolis, Minnesota, that collapsed on Au-
gust 1, 2007, as authorized under section 1(c) 
of Public Law 110–56 (121 Stat. 558), up to 
$195,000,000, as documented by the Minnesota 
Department of Transportation, to remain 
available until expended, Provided, That that 
amount is designated as an emergency re-
quirement pursuant to section 204 of S. Con. 
Res. 21 (110th Congress): Provided further, 
That the Federal share of the costs of any 
project funded using amounts made available 
under this section shall be 100 percent in ac-
cordance with section 1(b) of Public Law 110– 
56 (121 Stat. 588). 

SA 2817. Mr. SANDERS (for himself 
and Mr. LEAHY) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill H.R. 3074, making appropria-
tions for the Departments of Transpor-
tation, and Housing and Urban Devel-
opment, and related agencies for the 
fiscal year ending September 30, 2008, 
and for other purposes; as follows: 

On page 87, line 9, strike the period and 
insert the following: Provided further, That, 
notwithstanding any other provision of law 
or regulation, or any independent decision of 
the Secretary, during fiscal year 2008, the 
Secretary shall, in accordance with part 
905.10(j) of title 24, Code of Federal Regula-
tions and from amounts made available 
under this heading, award performance bo-

nuses to public housing agencies that are 
designated high performers under the Public 
Housing Assessment System for the 2007 fis-
cal year.’’. 

SA 2818. Mr. DURBIN (for himself, 
Ms. SNOWE, Mr. KOHL, Ms. COLLINS, and 
Mr. KERRY) submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 3074, making appropriations 
for the Departments of Transportation, 
and Housing and Urban Development, 
and related agencies for the fiscal year 
ending September 30, 2008, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

On page 137, between lines 17 and 18, in-
sert the following: 

SEC. 232. Notwithstanding any other pro-
vision of law, a public housing agency that 
operates fewer than 250 units of federally 
subsidized public housing may elect, in lieu 
of converting to asset management, to per-
manently limit the agency’s loss of public 
housing Operating Fund subsidy under the 
formula established in the final rule pub-
lished by the Department of Housing and 
Urban Development on September 19, 2005, 
by reducing the agency’s subsidy each year 
in an amount equal to 5 percent of the 
amount of Operating Fund subsidy the agen-
cy would have received in calendar year 2006 
under the formula in effect immediately 
prior to the effective date of such final rule. 

SA 2819. Mr. DORGAN (for himself 
and Mr. CONRAD) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill H.R. 3074, making appropria-
tions for the Departments of Transpor-
tation, and Housing and Urban Devel-
opment, and related agencies for the 
fiscal year ending September 30, 2008, 
and for other purposes; as follows: 

On page 109, line 13, strike ‘‘$59,040,000’’ 
and insert ‘‘$61,440,000’’. 

On page 109, line 23, strike ‘‘$2,600,000’’ 
and insert ‘‘$5,000,000’’. 

On page 113, line 1, strike ‘‘$175,000,000’’ 
and insert ‘‘$172,600,000’’. 

SA 2820. Ms. CANTWELL submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
by her to the bill H.R. 3074, making ap-
propriations for the Departments of 
Transportation, and Housing and 
Urban Development, and related agen-
cies for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2008, and for other purposes; 
as follows: 

On page 70, line 7, insert ‘‘potatoes, spe-
cialty crops,’’ after ‘‘ethanol,’’. 

SA 2821. Mr. CHAMBLISS submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill H.R. 1585, to author-
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2008 
for military activities of the Depart-
ment of Defense, for military construc-
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle C of title IX, add 
the following: 

SEC. 937. PHYSICIANS AND HEALTH CARE PRO-
FESSIONALS COMPARABILITY AL-
LOWANCES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 81 of title 10, 
United States Code, is amended by adding at 
the end the following new section: 
‘‘§ 1599. Physicians and health care profes-

sionals comparability allowances 
‘‘(a) AUTHORITY TO PROVIDE ALLOW-

ANCES.—(1) Notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of law, and in order to recruit and re-
tain highly qualified Department of Defense 
physicians and Department of Defense health 
care professionals, the Secretary of Defense 
may, subject to the provisions of this sec-
tion, enter into a service agreement with a 
Department of Defense physician or a De-
partment of Defense health care professional 
which provides for such physician or health 
care professional to complete a specified pe-
riod of service in the Department of Defense 
in return for an allowance for the duration of 
such agreement in an amount to be deter-
mined by the Secretary and specified in the 
agreement, but not to exceed— 

‘‘(A) in the case of a Department of De-
fense physician— 

‘‘(i) $25,000 per annum if, at the time the 
agreement is entered into, the Department 
of Defense physician has served as a Depart-
ment of Defense physician for 24 months or 
less; or 

‘‘(ii) $40,000 per annum if the Department 
of Defense physician has served as a Depart-
ment of Defense physician for more than 24 
months; and 

‘‘(B) in the case of a Department of De-
fense health care professional— 

‘‘(i) an amount up to $5,000 per annum if, 
at the time the agreement is entered into, 
the Department of Defense health care pro-
fessional has served as a Department of De-
fense health care professional for less than 10 
years; 

‘‘(ii) an amount up to $10,000 per annum 
if, at the time the agreement is entered into, 
the Department of Defense health care pro-
fessional has served as a Department of De-
fense health care professional for at least 10 
years but less than 18 years; or 

‘‘(iii) an amount up to $15,000 per annum 
if, at the time the agreement is entered into, 
the Department of Defense health care pro-
fessional has served as a Department of De-
fense health care professional for 18 years or 
more. 

‘‘(2)(A) For the purpose of determining 
length of service as a Department of Defense 
physician, service as a physician under sec-
tion 4104 or 4114 of title 38 or active service 
as a medical officer in the commissioned 
corps of the Public Health Service under 
Title II of the Public Health Service Act (42 
U.S.C. 202 et seq.) shall be deemed service as 
a Department of Defense physician. 

‘‘(B) For the purpose of determining 
length of service as a Department of Defense 
health care professional, service as a non-
physician health care provider, psychologist, 
or social worker while serving as an officer 
described under section 302c(d)(1) of title 37 
shall be deemed service as a Department of 
Defense health care professional. 

‘‘(b) CERTAIN PHYSICIANS AND PROFES-
SIONALS INELIGIBLE.—An allowance may not 
be paid under this section to any physician 
or health care professional who— 

‘‘(1) is employed on less than a half-time 
or intermittent basis; 

‘‘(2) occupies an internship or residency 
training position; or 

‘‘(3) is fulfilling a scholarship obligation. 
‘‘(c) COVERED CATEGORIES OF POSITIONS.— 

The Secretary of Defense shall determine 
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categories of positions applicable to physi-
cians and health care professionals within 
the Department of Defense with respect to 
which there is a significant recruitment and 
retention problem for purposes of this sec-
tion. Only physicians and health care profes-
sionals serving in such positions shall be eli-
gible for an allowance under this section. 
The amounts of each such allowance shall be 
determined by the Secretary, and shall be 
the minimum amount necessary to deal with 
the recruitment and retention problem for 
each such category of physicians and health 
care professionals. 

‘‘(d) PERIOD OF SERVICE.—Any agreement 
entered into by a physician or health care 
professional under this section shall be for a 
period of one year of service in the Depart-
ment of Defense unless the physician or 
health care professional requests an agree-
ment for a longer period of service. 

‘‘(e) REPAYMENT.—Unless otherwise pro-
vided for in the agreement under subsection 
(f), an agreement under this section shall 
provide that the physician or health care 
professional, in the event that such physi-
cian or health care professional voluntarily, 
or because of misconduct, fails to complete 
at least one year of service under such agree-
ment, shall be required to refund the total 
amount received under this section unless 
the Secretary of Defense determines that 
such failure is necessitated by circumstances 
beyond the control of the physician or health 
care professional. 

‘‘(f) TERMINATION OF AGREEMENT.—Any 
agreement under this section shall specify 
the terms under which the Secretary of De-
fense and the physician or health care pro-
fessional may elect to terminate such agree-
ment, and the amounts, if any, required to 
be refunded by the physician or health care 
professional for each reason for termination. 

‘‘(g) CONSTRUCTION WITH OTHER AUTHORI-
TIES.—(1) An allowance paid under this sec-
tion shall not be considered as basic pay for 
the purposes of subchapter VI and section 
5595 of chapter 55 of title 5, chapter 81 or 87 
of title 5, or other benefits related to basic 
pay. 

‘‘(2) Any allowance under this section for 
a Department of Defense physician or De-
partment of Defense health care professional 
shall be paid in the same manner and at the 
same time as the basic pay of the physician 
or health care professional is paid. 

‘‘(h) ANNUAL REPORT.—Not later than 
June 30 each year, the Secretary of Defense 
shall submit to Congress a written report on 
the operation of this section during the pre-
ceding year. Each report shall include, with 
respect to the year covered by such report, 
information as to— 

‘‘(1) the nature and extent of the recruit-
ment or retention problems justifying the 
use by the Department of Defense of the au-
thority under this section; 

‘‘(2) the number of physicians and health 
care professionals with whom agreements 
were entered into by the Department of De-
fense; 

‘‘(3) the size of the allowances and the 
duration of the agreements entered into; and 

‘‘(4) the degree to which the recruitment 
or retention problems referred to in para-
graph (1) were alleviated under this section. 

‘‘(i) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
‘‘(1) The term ‘Department of Defense 

health care professional’ means any indi-
vidual employed by the Department of De-
fense who is a qualified health care profes-
sional employed as a health care professional 
and paid under any provision of law specified 
in subparagraphs (A) through (G) of para-
graph (2). 

‘‘(2) The term ‘Department of Defense 
physician’ means any individual employed 
by the Department of Defense as a physician 
or dentist who is paid under a provision or 
provisions of law as follows: 

‘‘(A) Section 5332 of title 5, relating to 
the General Schedule. 

‘‘(B) Subchapter VIII of chapter 53 of 
title 5, relating to the Senior Executive 
Service. 

‘‘(C) Section 5371 of title 5, relating to 
certain health care positions. 

‘‘(D) Section 5376 of title 5, relating to 
certain senior-level positions. 

‘‘(E) Section 5377 of title 5, relating to 
critical positions. 

‘‘(F) Subchapter IX of chapter 53 of title 
5, relating to special occupational pay sys-
tems. 

‘‘(G) Section 9902 of title 5, relating to 
the National Security Personnel System. 

‘‘(3) The term ‘qualified health care pro-
fessional’ means any individual who is— 

‘‘(A) a psychologist who meets the Office 
of Personnel Management Qualification 
Standards for the Occupational Series of 
Psychologist as required by the position to 
be filled; 

‘‘(B) a nurse who meets the applicable Of-
fice of Personnel Management Qualification 
Standards for the Occupational Series of 
Nurse as required by the position to be filled; 

‘‘(C) a nurse anesthetist who meets the 
applicable Office of Personnel Management 
Qualification Standards for the Occupational 
Series of Nurse as required by the position to 
be filled; 

‘‘(D) a physician assistant who meets the 
applicable Office of Personnel Management 
Qualification Standards for the Occupational 
Series of Physician Assistant as required by 
the position to be filled; 

‘‘(E) a social worker who meets the appli-
cable Office of Personnel Management Quali-
fication Standards for the Occupational Se-
ries of Social Worker as required by the posi-
tion to be filled; or 

‘‘(F) any other health care professional 
designated by the Secretary of Defense for 
purposes of this section.’’. 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections at the beginning of chapter 81 of 
such title is amended by adding at the end 
the following new item: 

‘‘1599e. Physicians and health care profes-
sionals comparability allow-
ances.’’. 

SA 2822. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill H.R. 3074, making ap-
propriations for the Departments of 
Transportation, and Housing and 
Urban Development, and related agen-
cies for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2008, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as folows: 

On page 87, strike line 10 and all that fol-
lows through page 113, line 9, and insert the 
following: 

PUBLIC HOUSING OPERATING FUND 
For 2008 payments to public housing agen-

cies for the operation and management of 
public housing, as authorized by section 9(e) 
of the United States Housing Act of 1937, as 
amended (42 U.S.C. 1437g(e)), $4,300,000,000; of 
which $5,940,000 shall be for technical assist-
ance related to the transition and implemen-
tation of asset-based management in public 
housing: Provided, That, in fiscal year 2008 

and all fiscal years hereafter, no amounts 
under this heading in any appropriations Act 
may be used for payments to public housing 
agencies for the costs of operation and man-
agement of public housing for any year prior 
to the current year of such Act: Provided fur-
ther, That no funds may be used under this 
heading for the purposes specified in section 
9(k) of the United States Housing Act of 1937, 
as amended. 

REVITALIZATION OF SEVERELY DISTRESSED 
PUBLIC HOUSING (HOPE VI) 

For grants to public housing agencies for 
demolition, site revitalization, replacement 
housing, and tenant-based assistance grants 
to projects as authorized by section 24 of the 
United States Housing Act of 1937, as amend-
ed, $100,000,000, to remain available until 
September 30, 2008, of which not to exceed 
$1,980,000 may be used for technical assist-
ance and contract expertise, to be provided 
directly or indirectly by grants, contracts or 
cooperative agreements, including training 
and cost of necessary travel for participants 
in such training, by or to officials and em-
ployees of the department and of public 
housing agencies and to residents: Provided, 
That none of such funds shall be used di-
rectly or indirectly by granting competitive 
advantage in awards to settle litigation or 
pay judgments, unless expressly permitted 
herein. 

NATIVE AMERICAN HOUSING BLOCK GRANTS 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For the Native American Housing Block 
Grants program, as authorized under title I 
of the Native American Housing Assistance 
and Self-Determination Act of 1996 
(NAHASDA) (25 U.S.C. 4111 et seq.), 
$630,000,000, to remain available until ex-
pended: Provided, That, notwithstanding the 
Native American Housing Assistance and 
Self-Determination Act of 1996, to determine 
the amount of the allocation under title I of 
such Act for each Indian tribe, the Secretary 
shall apply the formula under section 302 of 
such Act with the need component based on 
single-race Census data and with the need 
component based on multi-race Census data, 
and the amount of the allocation for each In-
dian tribe shall be the greater of the two re-
sulting allocation amounts: Provided further, 
That of the amounts made available under 
this heading, $2,000,000 shall be contracted 
through the Secretary as technical assist-
ance and capacity building to be used by the 
National American Indian Housing Council 
in support of the implementation of 
NAHASDA; and $4,250,000 shall be to support 
the inspection of Indian housing units, con-
tract expertise, training, and technical as-
sistance in the training, oversight, and man-
agement of such Indian housing and tenant- 
based assistance, including up to $300,000 for 
related travel: Provided further, That of the 
amount provided under this heading, 
$1,980,000 shall be made available for the cost 
of guaranteed notes and other obligations, as 
authorized by title VI of NAHASDA: Provided 
further, That such costs, including the costs 
of modifying such notes and other obliga-
tions, shall be as defined in section 502 of the 
Congressional Budget Act of 1974, as amend-
ed: Provided further, That these funds are 
available to subsidize the total principal 
amount of any notes and other obligations, 
any part of which is to be guaranteed, not to 
exceed $17,000,000. 

NATIVE HAWAIIAN HOUSING BLOCK GRANT 
For the Native Hawaiian Housing Block 

Grant program, as authorized under title 
VIII of the Native American Housing Assist-
ance and Self-Determination Act of 1996 (25 
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U.S.C. 4111 et seq.), $9,000,000, to remain 
available until expended, of which $300,000 
shall be for training and technical assistance 
activities. 

INDIAN HOUSING LOAN GUARANTEE FUND 
PROGRAM ACCOUNT 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 
For the cost of guaranteed loans, as au-

thorized by section 184 of the Housing and 
Community Development Act of 1992 (12 
U.S.C. 1715z–13a), $7,450,000, to remain avail-
able until expended: Provided, That such 
costs, including the costs of modifying such 
loans, shall be as defined in section 502 of the 
Congressional Budget Act of 1974, as amend-
ed: Provided further, That these funds are 
available to subsidize total loan principal, 
any part of which is to be guaranteed, up to 
$367,000,000. 

NATIVE HAWAIIAN HOUSING LOAN GUARANTEE 
FUND PROGRAM ACCOUNT 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 
For the cost of guaranteed loans, as au-

thorized by section 184A of the Housing and 
Community Development Act of 1992 (12 
U.S.C. 1715z–13b), $1,044,000, to remain avail-
able until expended: Provided, That such 
costs, including the costs of modifying such 
loans, shall be as defined in section 502 of the 
Congressional Budget Act of 1974, as amend-
ed: Provided further, That these funds are 
available to subsidize total loan principal, 
any part of which is to be guaranteed, not to 
exceed $41,504,255. 

COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT 
OFFICE OF THE ASSISTANT SECRETARY FOR 
COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT 

SALARIES AND EXPENSES 
For necessary salaries and expenses of the 

Office of the Assistant Secretary for Commu-
nity Planning and Development, $1,520,000. 

COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary salaries and expenses of the 
Office of Community Planning and Develop-
ment mission area, $93,770,000. 

HOUSING OPPORTUNITIES FOR PERSONS WITH 
AIDS 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 
For carrying out the Housing Opportuni-

ties for Persons with AIDS program, as au-
thorized by the AIDS Housing Opportunity 
Act (42 U.S.C. 12901 et seq.), $300,100,000, to 
remain available until September 30, 2009, 
except that amounts allocated pursuant to 
section 854(c)(3) of such Act shall remain 
available until September 30, 2010: Provided, 
That the Secretary shall renew all expiring 
contracts for permanent supportive housing 
that were funded under section 854(c)(3) of 
such Act that meet all program require-
ments before awarding funds for new con-
tracts and activities authorized under this 
section: Provided further, That the Secretary 
may use not to exceed $1,485,000 of the funds 
under this heading for training, oversight, 
and technical assistance activities; and not 
to exceed $1,485,000 may be transferred to the 
Working Capital Fund. 

RURAL HOUSING AND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT 
For the Office of Rural Housing and Eco-

nomic Development in the Department of 
Housing and Urban Development, $17,000,000, 
to remain available until expended, which 
amount shall be competitively awarded by 
September 1, 2008, to Indian tribes, State 
housing finance agencies, State community 
and/or economic development agencies, local 
rural nonprofits and community develop-
ment corporations to support innovative 

housing and economic development activi-
ties in rural areas. 

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT FUND 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For assistance to units of State and local 
government, and to other entities, for eco-
nomic and community development activi-
ties, and for other purposes, $4,060,000,000, to 
remain available until September 30, 2010, 
unless otherwise specified: Provided, That of 
the amount provided, $3,705,430,000 is for car-
rying out the community development block 
grant program under title I of the Housing 
and Community Development Act of 1974, as 
amended (the ‘‘Act’’ herein) (42 U.S.C. 5301 et 
seq.): Provided further, That unless explicitly 
provided for under this heading (except for 
planning grants provided in the second para-
graph and amounts made available under the 
third paragraph), not to exceed 20 percent of 
any grant made with funds appropriated 
under this heading shall be expended for 
planning and management development and 
administration: Provided further, That not to 
exceed $1,570,000 may be transferred to the 
Working Capital Fund: Provided further, That 
$3,000,000 is for technical assistance as au-
thorized by section 107(b)(4) of such Act: Pro-
vided further, That $62,000,000 shall be for 
grants to Indian tribes notwithstanding sec-
tion 106(a)(1) of such Act, of which, notwith-
standing any other provision of law (includ-
ing section 305 of this Act), up to $3,960,000 
may be used for emergencies that constitute 
imminent threats to health and safety. 

Of the amount made available under this 
heading, $248,000,000 shall be available for 
grants for the Economic Development Initia-
tive (EDI) to finance a variety of targeted 
economic investments: Provided, That none 
of the funds provided under this paragraph 
may be used for program operations: Pro-
vided further, That, for fiscal years 2006, 2007, 
and 2008, no unobligated funds for EDI grants 
may be used for any purpose except acquisi-
tion, planning, design, purchase of equip-
ment, revitalization, redevelopment or con-
struction. 

Of the amount made available under this 
heading, $40,000,000 shall be available for 
neighborhood initiatives that are utilized to 
improve the conditions of distressed and 
blighted areas and neighborhoods, to stimu-
late investment, economic diversification, 
and community revitalization in areas with 
population outmigration or a stagnating or 
declining economic base, or to determine 
whether housing benefits can be integrated 
more effectively with welfare reform initia-
tives. 

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT LOAN GUARANTEES 
PROGRAM ACCOUNT 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For the cost of guaranteed loans, $6,000,000, 
to remain available until September 30, 2009, 
as authorized by section 108 of the Housing 
and Community Development Act of 1974, as 
amended: Provided, That such costs, includ-
ing the cost of modifying such loans, shall be 
as defined in section 502 of the Congressional 
Budget Act of 1974, as amended: Provided fur-
ther, That these funds are available to sub-
sidize total loan principal, any part of which 
is to be guaranteed, not to exceed 
$275,000,000, notwithstanding any aggregate 
limitation on outstanding obligations guar-
anteed in section 108(k) of the Housing and 
Community Development Act of 1974, as 
amended. 

BROWNFIELDS REDEVELOPMENT 

For competitive economic development 
grants, as authorized by section 108(q) of the 

Housing and Community Development Act of 
1974, as amended, for Brownfields redevelop-
ment projects, $10,000,000, to remain avail-
able until September 30, 2009. 

HOME INVESTMENT PARTNERSHIPS PROGRAM 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For the HOME investment partnerships 
program, as authorized under title II of the 
Cranston-Gonzalez National Affordable 
Housing Act, as amended, $1,970,000,000, to re-
main available until September 30, 2010, of 
which not to exceed $3,465,000 may be trans-
ferred to the Working Capital Fund: Pro-
vided, That up to $15,000,000 shall be available 
for technical assistance: Provided further, 
That of the total amount provided in this 
paragraph, up to $150,000,000 shall be avail-
able for housing counseling under section 106 
of the Housing and Urban Development Act 
of 1968. 

SELF-HELP AND ASSISTED HOMEOWNERSHIP 
OPPORTUNITY PROGRAM 

For the Self-Help and Assisted Homeown-
ership Opportunity Program, as authorized 
under section 11 of the Housing Opportunity 
Program Extension Act of 1996, as amended, 
$70,000,000, to remain available until Sep-
tember 30, 2010: Provided, That of the total 
amount provided under this heading, 
$26,500,000 shall be made available to the 
Self-Help and Assisted Homeownership Op-
portunity Program as authorized under sec-
tion 11 of the Housing Opportunity Program 
Extension Act of 1996, as amended: Provided 
further, That $33,500,000 shall be made avail-
able for the first four capacity building ac-
tivities authorized under section 4(b)(3) of 
the HUD Demonstration Act of 1993 (42 
U.S.C. 9816 note), as in effect immediately 
before June 12, 1997 and of which up to 
$5,000,000 may be made available for rural ca-
pacity building activities: Provided further, 
That of the total amount made available 
under this heading; $3,000,000 shall be made 
available to the Housing Assistance Council; 
$2,000,000 shall be made available to the Na-
tional American Indian Housing Council; 
$3,000,000 shall be made available as a grant 
to the Raza Development Fund of La Raza 
for the HOPE Fund, of which $500,000 is for 
technical assistance and fund management, 
and $2,500,000 is for investments in the HOPE 
Fund and financing to affiliated organiza-
tions; and $2,000,000 shall be made available 
as a grant to the Housing Partnership Net-
work for operating expenses and a program 
of affordable housing acquisition and reha-
bilitation. 

HOMELESS ASSISTANCE GRANTS 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For the emergency shelter grants program 
as authorized under subtitle B of title IV of 
the McKinney-Vento Homeless Assistance 
Act, as amended; the supportive housing pro-
gram as authorized under subtitle C of title 
IV of such Act; the section 8 moderate reha-
bilitation single room occupancy program as 
authorized under the United States Housing 
Act of 1937, as amended, to assist homeless 
individuals pursuant to section 441 of the 
McKinney-Vento Homeless Assistance Act; 
and the shelter plus care program as author-
ized under subtitle F of title IV of such Act, 
$1,585,990,000, of which $1,580,990,000 shall re-
main available until September 30, 2010, and 
of which $5,000,000 shall remain available 
until expended for rehabilitation projects 
with ten-year grant terms: Provided, That of 
the amounts provided, $25,000,000 shall be set 
aside to conduct a demonstration program 
for the rapid re-housing of homeless families: 
Provided further, That of amounts made 
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available in the preceding proviso, not to ex-
ceed $3,000,000 may be used to conduct an 
evaluation of this demonstration program: 
Provided further, That funding made avail-
able for this demonstration program shall be 
used by the Secretary, expressly for the pur-
poses of providing housing and services to 
homeless families in order to evaluate the ef-
fectiveness of the rapid re-housing approach 
in addressing the needs of homeless families: 
Provided further, That not less than 30 per-
cent of funds made available, excluding 
amounts provided for renewals under the 
shelter plus care program, shall be used for 
permanent housing for individuals and fami-
lies: Provided further, That all funds awarded 
for services shall be matched by 25 percent in 
funding by each grantee: Provided further, 
That the Secretary shall renew on an annual 
basis expiring contracts or amendments to 
contracts funded under the shelter plus care 
program if the program is determined to be 
needed under the applicable continuum of 
care and meets appropriate program require-
ments and financial standards, as deter-
mined by the Secretary: Provided further, 
That all awards of assistance under this 
heading shall be required to coordinate and 
integrate homeless programs with other 
mainstream health, social services, and em-
ployment programs for which homeless popu-
lations may be eligible, including Medicaid, 
State Children’s Health Insurance Program, 
Temporary Assistance for Needy Families, 
Food Stamps, and services funding through 
the Mental Health and Substance Abuse 
Block Grant, Workforce Investment Act, and 
the Welfare-to-Work grant program: Provided 
further, That up to $8,000,000 of the funds ap-
propriated under this heading shall be avail-
able for the national homeless data analysis 
project and technical assistance: Provided 
further, That not to exceed $2,475,000 of the 
funds appropriated under this heading may 
be transferred to the Working Capital Fund: 
Provided further, That all balances for Shel-
ter Plus Care renewals previously funded 
from the Shelter Plus Care Renewal account 
and transferred to this account shall be 
available, if recaptured, for Shelter Plus 
Care renewals in fiscal year 2008. 

HOUSING PROGRAMS 
OFFICE OF THE ASSISTANT SECRETARY FOR 
HOUSING, FEDERAL HOUSING COMMISSIONER 

SALARIES AND EXPENSES 
For necessary salaries and expenses of the 

Office of the Assistant Secretary for Hous-
ing, Federal Housing Commissioner, 
$3,420,000. 

HOUSING SALARIES AND EXPENSES 
For necessary salaries and expenses of the 

Office of Housing, $351,560,000: Provided, That 
notwithstanding any other provision of law, 
funds appropriated under this heading may 
be used for advertising and promotional ac-
tivities that support the housing mission 
area. 

HOUSING FOR THE ELDERLY 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For capital advances, including amend-
ments to capital advance contracts, for hous-
ing for the elderly, as authorized by section 
202 of the Housing Act of 1959, as amended, 
and for project rental assistance for the el-
derly under section 202(c)(2) of such Act, in-
cluding amendments to contracts for such 
assistance and renewal of expiring contracts 
for such assistance for up to a 1-year term, 
and for supportive services associated with 
the housing, $735,000,000, to remain available 
until September 30, 2011, of which up to 
$603,900,000 shall be for capital advance and 

project-based rental assistance awards: Pro-
vided, That, of the amount provided under 
this heading, up to $60,000,000 shall be for 
service coordinators and the continuation of 
existing congregate service grants for resi-
dents of assisted housing projects, and of 
which up to $24,750,000 shall be for grants 
under section 202b of the Housing Act of 1959 
(12 U.S.C. 1701q–2) for conversion of eligible 
projects under such section to assisted living 
or related use and for emergency capital re-
pairs as determined by the Secretary: Pro-
vided further, That of the amount made avail-
able under this heading, $20,000,000 shall be 
available to the Secretary of Housing and 
Urban Development only for making com-
petitive grants to private nonprofit organiza-
tions and consumer cooperatives for covering 
costs of architectural and engineering work, 
site control, and other planning relating to 
the development of supportive housing for 
the elderly that is eligible for assistance 
under section 202 of the Housing Act of 1959 
(12 U.S.C. 1701q): Provided further, That 
amounts under this heading shall be avail-
able for Real Estate Assessment Center in-
spections and inspection-related activities 
associated with section 202 capital advance 
projects: Provided further, That not to exceed 
$1,400,000 of the total amount made available 
under this heading may be transferred to the 
Working Capital Fund: Provided further, That 
the Secretary may waive the provisions of 
section 202 governing the terms and condi-
tions of project rental assistance, except 
that the initial contract term for such as-
sistance shall not exceed 5 years in duration. 

HOUSING FOR PERSONS WITH DISABILITIES 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For capital advance contracts, including 
amendments to capital advance contracts, 
for supportive housing for persons with dis-
abilities, as authorized by section 811 of the 
Cranston-Gonzalez National Affordable 
Housing Act (42 U.S.C. 8013), for project rent-
al assistance for supportive housing for per-
sons with disabilities under section 811(d)(2) 
of such Act, including amendments to con-
tracts for such assistance and renewal of ex-
piring contracts for such assistance for up to 
a 1-year term, and for supportive services as-
sociated with the housing for persons with 
disabilities as authorized by section 811(b)(1) 
of such Act, and for tenant-based rental as-
sistance contracts entered into pursuant to 
section 811 of such Act, $237,000,000, to re-
main available until September 30, 2011: Pro-
vided, That not to exceed $600,000 may be 
transferred to the Working Capital Fund: 
Provided further, That, of the amount pro-
vided under this heading $74,745,000 shall be 
for amendments or renewal of tenant-based 
assistance contracts entered into prior to fis-
cal year 2005 (only one amendment author-
ized for any such contract): Provided further, 
That all tenant-based assistance made avail-
able under this heading shall continue to re-
main available only to persons with disabil-
ities: Provided further, That the Secretary 
may waive the provisions of section 811 gov-
erning the terms and conditions of project 
rental assistance and tenant-based assist-
ance, except that the initial contract term 
for such assistance shall not exceed 5 years 
in duration: Provided further, That amounts 
made available under this heading shall be 
available for Real Estate Assessment Center 
Inspections and inspection-related activities 
associated with section 811 Capital Advance 
Projects. 

OTHER ASSISTED HOUSING PROGRAMS 
RENTAL HOUSING ASSISTANCE 

For amendments to contracts under sec-
tion 101 of the Housing and Urban Develop-

ment Act of 1965 (12 U.S.C. 1701s) and section 
236(f)(2) of the National Housing Act (12 
U.S.C. 1715z–1) in State-aided, non-insured 
rental housing projects, $27,600,000, to remain 
available until expended. 

(RESCISSION) 
Of the amounts made available under the 

heading ‘‘Rent Supplement’’ in Public Law 
98–63 for amendments to contracts under sec-
tion 101 of the Housing and Urban Develop-
ment Act of 1965 (12 U.S.C. 1701s) and section 
236(f)(2) of the National Housing Act (12 
U.S.C. 1715z–1) in State-aided, non-insured 
rental housing projects, $27,600,000 are re-
scinded. 

FLEXIBLE SUBSIDY FUND 
(TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

From the Rental Housing Assistance Fund, 
all uncommitted balances of excess rental 
charges as of September 30, 2007, and any col-
lections made during fiscal year 2008 and all 
subsequent fiscal years, shall be transferred 
to the Flexible Subsidy Fund, as authorized 
by section 236(g) of the National Housing 
Act, as amended. 

MANUFACTURED HOUSING FEES TRUST FUND 
For necessary expenses as authorized by 

the National Manufactured Housing Con-
struction and Safety Standards Act of 1974, 
as amended (42 U.S.C. 5401 et seq.), up to 
$16,000,000, to remain available until ex-
pended, to be derived from the Manufactured 
Housing Fees Trust Fund: Provided, That not 
to exceed the total amount appropriated 
under this heading shall be available from 
the general fund of the Treasury to the ex-
tent necessary to incur obligations and make 
expenditures pending the receipt of collec-
tions to the Fund pursuant to section 620 of 
such Act: Provided further, That the amount 
made available under this heading from the 
general fund shall be reduced as such collec-
tions are received during fiscal year 2008 so 
as to result in a final fiscal year 2008 appro-
priation from the general fund estimated at 
not more than $0 and fees pursuant to such 
section 620 shall be modified as necessary to 
ensure such a final fiscal year 2008 appropria-
tion: Provided further, That for the dispute 
resolution and installation programs, the 
Secretary of Housing and Urban Develop-
ment may assess and collect fees from any 
program participant: Provided further, That 
such collections shall be deposited into the 
Fund, and the Secretary, as provided herein, 
may use such collections, as well as fees col-
lected under section 620, for necessary ex-
penses of such Act: Provided further, That 
notwithstanding the requirements of section 
620 of such Act, the Secretary may carry out 
responsibilities of the Secretary under such 
Act through the use of approved service pro-
viders that are paid directly by the recipi-
ents of their services. 

FEDERAL HOUSING ADMINISTRATION 
MUTUAL MORTGAGE INSURANCE PROGRAM 

ACCOUNT 
(INCLUDING TRANSFERS OF FUNDS) 

During fiscal year 2008, commitments to 
guarantee loans to carry out the purposes of 
section 203(b) of the National Housing Act, 
as amended, shall not exceed a loan principal 
of $185,000,000,000. 

During fiscal year 2008, obligations to 
make direct loans to carry out the purposes 
of section 204(g) of the National Housing Act, 
as amended, shall not exceed $50,000,000: Pro-
vided, That the foregoing amount shall be for 
loans to nonprofit and governmental entities 
in connection with sales of single family real 
properties owned by the Secretary and for-
merly insured under the Mutual Mortgage 
Insurance Fund. 
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For administrative contract expenses, 

$77,400,000, of which not to exceed $25,550,000 
may be transferred to the Working Capital 
Fund, and of which up to $5,000,000 shall be 
for education and outreach of FHA single 
family loan products: Provided, That to the 
extent guaranteed loan commitments exceed 
$65,500,000,000 on or before April 1, 2008, an 
additional $1,400 for administrative contract 
expenses shall be available for each $1,000,000 
in additional guaranteed loan commitments 
(including a pro rata amount for any amount 
below $1,000,000), but in no case shall funds 
made available by this proviso exceed 
$30,000,000. 
GENERAL AND SPECIAL RISK PROGRAM ACCOUNT 

(INCLUDING TRANSFERS OF FUNDS) 
For the cost of guaranteed loans, as au-

thorized by sections 238 and 519 of the Na-
tional Housing Act (12 U.S.C. 1715z–3 and 
1735c), including the cost of loan guarantee 
modifications, as that term is defined in sec-
tion 502 of the Congressional Budget Act of 
1974, as amended, $8,600,000, to remain avail-
able until expended: Provided, That commit-
ments to guarantee loans shall not exceed 
$45,000,000,000 in total loan principal, any 
part of which is to be guaranteed. 

Gross obligations for the principal amount 
of direct loans, as authorized by sections 
204(g), 207(l), 238, and 519(a) of the National 
Housing Act, shall not exceed $50,000,000, of 
which not to exceed $30,000,000 shall be for 
bridge financing in connection with the sale 
of multifamily real properties owned by the 
Secretary and formerly insured under such 
Act; and of which not to exceed $20,000,000 
shall be for loans to nonprofit and govern-
mental entities in connection with the sale 
of single-family real properties owned by the 
Secretary and formerly insured under such 
Act. 

For administrative contract expenses nec-
essary to carry out the guaranteed and di-
rect loan programs, $78,111,000, of which not 
to exceed $15,692,000 may be transferred to 
the Working Capital Fund: Provided, That to 
the extent guaranteed loan commitments ex-
ceed $8,426,000,000 on or before April 1, 2008, 
an additional $1,980 for administrative con-
tract expenses shall be available for each 
$1,000,000 in additional guaranteed loan com-
mitments over $8,426,000,000 (including a pro 
rata amount for any increment below 
$1,000,000), but in no case shall funds made 
available by this proviso exceed $14,400,000. 

For discount sales of multifamily real 
property under sections 207(1) or 246 of the 
National Housing Act (12 U.S.C. 1713(l), 1715z– 
11), section 203 of the Housing and Commu-
nity Development Amendments of 1978 (12 
U.S.C. 1701z–11), or section 204 of the Depart-
ments of Veterans Affairs and Housing and 
Urban Development, and Independent Agen-
cies Appropriations Act, 1997 (12 U.S.C. 1715z– 
11a), and for discount loan sales under sec-
tion 207(k) of the National Housing Act (12 
U.S.C. 1713(k)), section 203(k) of the Housing 
and Community Development Amendments 
of 1978 (12 U.S.C. 1701z–11(k)), or section 
204(a) of the Departments of Veterans Affairs 
and Housing and Urban Development, and 
Independent Agencies Act, 1997 (12 U.S.C. 
1715z–11a(a)), $5,000,000, to remain available 
until September 30, 2009. 

GOVERNMENT NATIONAL MORTGAGE 
ASSOCIATION 

OFFICE OF THE GOVERNMENT NATIONAL 
MORTGAGE ASSOCIATION 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For the necessary salaries and expenses of 
the Office of the Government National Mort-
gage Association, $9,530,000. 

GUARANTEES OF MORTGAGE-BACKED SECURITIES 
LOAN GUARANTEE PROGRAM ACCOUNT 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 
New commitments to issue guarantees to 

carry out the purposes of section 306 of the 
National Housing Act, as amended (12 U.S.C. 
1721(g)), shall not exceed $200,000,000,000, to 
remain available until September 30, 2009. 

POLICY DEVELOPMENT AND RESEARCH 
OFFICE OF THE ASSISTANT SECRETARY FOR 

POLICY DEVELOPMENT AND RESEARCH 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary salaries and expenses of the 
Office of the Assistant Secretary for Policy 
Development and Research, $1,570,000. 
POLICY DEVELOPMENT AND RESEARCH SALARIES 

AND EXPENSES 
For necessary salaries and expenses of the 

Office of Policy Development and Research, 
$19,310,000. 

RESEARCH AND TECHNOLOGY 
For contracts, grants, and necessary ex-

penses of programs of research and studies 
relating to housing and urban problems, not 
otherwise provided for, as authorized by title 
V of the Housing and Urban Development 
Act of 1970, as amended (12 U.S.C. 1701z–1 et 
seq.), including carrying out the functions of 
the Secretary under section 1(a)(1)(i) of Re-
organization Plan No. 2 of 1968, $59,040,000, to 
remain available until September 30, 2009: 
Provided, That of the total amount provided 
under this heading, $5,000,000 shall be for the 
Partnership for Advancing Technology in 
Housing (PATH) Initiative: Provided further, 
That of the funds made available under this 
heading, $20,600,000 is for grants pursuant to 
section 107 of the Housing and Community 
Development Act of 1974, as amended, as fol-
lows: $3,000,000 to support Alaska Native 
serving institutions and Native Hawaiian 
serving institutions as defined under the 
Higher Education Act, as amended; $2,600,000 
for tribal colleges and universities to build, 
expand, renovate, and equip their facilities 
and to expand the role of the colleges into 
the community through the provision of 
needed services such as health programs, job 
training and economic development activi-
ties; $9,000,000 for the Historically Black Col-
leges and Universities program, of which up 
to $2,000,000 may be used for technical assist-
ance; and $6,000,000 for the Hispanic Serving 
Institutions Program. 

FAIR HOUSING AND EQUAL OPPORTUNITY 
OFFICE OF THE ASSISTANT SECRETARY FOR FAIR 

HOUSING AND EQUAL OPPORTUNITY 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary salaries and expenses of the 
Office of the Assistant Secretary for Fair 
Housing and Equal Opportunity, $1,490,000. 

FAIR HOUSING AND EQUAL OPPORTUNITY 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For the necessary salaries and expenses of 
the Office of Fair Housing and Equal Oppor-
tunity, $69,390,000. 

FAIR HOUSING ACTIVITIES 
For contracts, grants, and other assist-

ance, not otherwise provided for, as author-
ized by title VIII of the Civil Rights Act of 
1968, as amended by the Fair Housing 
Amendments Act of 1988, and section 561 of 
the Housing and Community Development 
Act of 1987, as amended, $52,000,000, to remain 
available until September 30, 2009, of which 
$25,000,000 shall be to carry out activities 
pursuant to such section 561: Provided, That 
notwithstanding 31 U.S.C. 3302, the Secretary 
may assess and collect fees to cover the costs 
of the Fair Housing Training Academy, and 

may use such funds to provide such training: 
Provided further, That no funds made avail-
able under this heading shall be used to 
lobby the executive or legislative branches 
of the Federal Government in connection 
with a specific contract, grant or loan. 

OFFICE OF LEAD HAZARD CONTROL 
OFFICE OF HEALTHY HOMES AND LEAD HAZARD 

CONTROL 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For the necessary salaries and expenses of 
the Office of Healthy Homes and Lead Haz-
ard Control, $6,140,000. 

LEAD HAZARD REDUCTION 
For the Lead Hazard Reduction Program, 

as authorized by section 1011 of the Residen-
tial Lead-Based Paint Hazard Reduction Act 
of 1992, $151,000,000, to remain available until 
September 30, 2009, of which $8,800,000 shall 
be for the Healthy Homes Initiative, pursu-
ant to sections 501 and 502 of the Housing and 
Urban Development Act of 1970 that shall in-
clude research, studies, testing, and dem-
onstration efforts, including education and 
outreach concerning lead-based paint poi-
soning and other housing-related diseases 
and hazards: Provided, That for purposes of 
environmental review, pursuant to the Na-
tional Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (42 
U.S.C. 4321 et seq.) and other provisions of 
law that further the purposes of such Act, a 
grant under the Healthy Homes Initiative, 
Operation Lead Elimination Action Plan 
(LEAP), or the Lead Technical Studies pro-
gram under this heading or under prior ap-
propriations Acts for such purposes under 
this heading, shall be considered to be funds 
for a special project for purposes of section 
305(c) of the Multifamily Housing Property 
Disposition Reform Act of 1994: Provided fur-
ther, That of the total amount made avail-
able under this heading, $48,000,000 shall be 
made available on a competitive basis for 
areas with the highest lead paint abatement 
needs: Provided further, That each applicant 
shall submit a detailed plan and strategy 
that demonstrates adequate capacity that is 
acceptable to the Secretary to carry out the 
proposed use of funds pursuant to a Notice of 
Funding Availability: Provided further, That 
of the total amount made available under 
this heading, $2,000,000 shall be available for 
the Big Buy Program to be managed by the 
Office of Healthy Homes and Lead Hazard 
Control. 

WORKING CAPITAL FUND 
For additional capital for the Working 

Capital Fund (42 U.S.C. 3535) for the develop-
ment of, modifications to, and infrastructure 
for Department-wide information technology 
systems, for the continuing operation and 
maintenance of both Department-wide and 
program-specific information systems, and 
for program-related development activities, 
$75,000,000, to remain available until Sep-
tember 30, 2009: Provided, That any amounts 
transferred to this Fund under this Act shall 
remain available until expended: Provided 
further, That any amounts transferred to 
this Fund from amounts appropriated by pre-
viously enacted appropriations Acts or from 
within this Act may be used only for the pur-
poses specified under this Fund, in addition 
to the purposes for which such amounts were 
appropriated. 

SA 2823. Mrs. CLINTON (for herself, 
Mr. SCHUMER, Mr. MENENDEZ, Mr. 
LIEBERMAN, Mr. LAUTENBERG, Mr. 
DODD, and Mr. CASEY) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
her to the bill H.R. 3074, making appro-
priations for the Departments of 
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Transportation, and Housing and 
Urban Development, and related agen-
cies for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2008, and for other purposes; 
as follows: 

On page 147, between lines 8 and 9, insert 
the following: 

SEC. 414. Not later than 120 days after the 
date of the enactment of this Act, the Sec-
retary of Transportation shall submit to the 
Committee on Appropriations of the Senate, 
the Committee on Appropriations of the 
House of Representatives, the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation of 
the Senate, and the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure of the House of 
Representatives, a report detailing how the 
Federal Aviation Administration plans to al-
leviate air congestion and flight delays in 
the New York/New Jersey/Philadelphia Air-
space by August 31, 2008. 

SA 2824. Mr. GRASSLEY (for him-
self, Mr. VITTER, Mr. CRAPO, and Mr. 
THUNE) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 3074, making appropriations 
for the Departments of Transportation, 
and Housing and Urban Development, 
and related agencies for the fiscal year 
ending September 30, 2008, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

In section 187 under the heading ‘‘GENERAL 
PROVISIONS’’ of title I, insert ‘‘and any Mem-
ber of Congress representing any affected 
State or district’’ after ‘‘Appropriations’’. 

SA 2825. Mrs. HUTCHISON (for her-
self and Mr. CORNYN) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
her to the bill H.R. 3074, making appro-
priations for the Departments of 
Transportation, and Housing and 
Urban Development, and related agen-
cies for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2008, and for other purposes; 
as follows: 

At the end of the sections under the head-
ing ‘‘GENERAL PROVISIONS’’ at the end of title 
I, add the following: 
SEC. 1ll. PROHIBITION ON IMPOSITION AND 

COLLECTION OF TOLLS ON CERTAIN 
HIGHWAYS CONSTRUCTED USING 
FEDERAL FUNDS. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
(1) FEDERAL HIGHWAY FACILITY.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘‘Federal high-

way facility’’ means— 
(i) any highway, bridge, or tunnel on the 

Interstate System that is constructed using 
Federal funds; or 

(ii) any United States highway. 
(B) EXCLUSION.—The term ‘‘Federal high-

way facility’’ does not include any right-of- 
way for any highway, bridge, or tunnel de-
scribed in subparagraph (A). 

(2) TOLLING PROVISION.—The term ‘‘tolling 
provision’’ means— 

(A) section 129 of title 23, United States 
Code; 

(B) section 1216(b) of the Transportation 
Equity Act for the 21st Century (23 U.S.C. 129 
note; 112 Stat. 212); 

(C) section 1604(b) of the Safe, Accountable, 
Flexible, Efficient Transportation Equity 
Act: A Legacy for Users (23 U.S.C. 129 note; 
119 Stat. 1250); and 

(D) section 1012(b)(4) of the Intermodal 
Surface Transportation Efficiency Act of 
1991 (23 U.S.C. 149 note; 105 Stat. 1938). 

(b) PROHIBITION.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—None of the funds made 

available by this Act shall be used to con-
sider or approve an application to permit the 
imposition or collection of any toll on any 
portion of a Federal highway facility— 

(A)(i) that is in existence on the date of en-
actment of this Act; and 

(ii) on which no toll is imposed or collected 
under a tolling provision on that date of en-
actment; or 

(B) that would result in the Federal high-
way facility having fewer non-toll lanes than 
before the date on which the toll was first 
imposed or collected. 

(2) EXEMPTION.—Paragraph (1) shall not 
apply to the imposition or collection of a toll 
on a Federal highway facility— 

(A) on which a toll is imposed or collected 
under a tolling provision on the date of en-
actment of this Act; or 

(B) that is constructed, under construc-
tion, or the subject of an application for con-
struction submitted to the Secretary, after 
the date of enactment of this Act. 

(c) STATE BUY-BACK.—None of the funds 
made available by this Act shall be used to 
impose or collect a toll on a Federal highway 
facility that is purchased by a State on or 
after the date of enactment of this Act. 

SA 2826. Mr. MENENDEZ (for himself 
and Mr. LAUTENBERG) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 3074, making ap-
propriations for the Departments of 
Transportation, and Housing and 
Urban Development, and related agen-
cies for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2008, and for other purposes; 
as follows: 

On page 18, between lines 2 and 3, insert 
the following: 

SEC. 116. (a) GOVERNMENT ACCOUNTABILITY 
OFFICE STUDY AND REPORT ON FLIGHT 
DELAYS.—None of the funds appropriated or 
otherwise made available by this Act may be 
obligated or expended by the Administrator 
of the Federal Aviation Administration for 
the New York/New Jersey/Philadelphia Met-
ropolitan Airspace Redesign until the Comp-
troller General of the United States submits 
the report required by subsection (c). 

(b) STUDY.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Comptroller General 

shall conduct a study on the efficacy of 
strategies employed by the Administrator of 
the Federal Aviation Administration and the 
Secretary of Transportation to address flight 
delays at airports in the United States. 

(2) CONTENTS.—The study required by para-
graph (1) shall include an assessment of— 

(A) efforts by the Administrator of the 
Federal Aviation Administration to induce 
voluntary schedule reductions by air carriers 
at Chicago O’Hare International Airport; 

(B) the mandatory flight reduction oper-
ations instituted by the Administrator of the 
Federal Aviation Administration at 
LaGuardia Airport and Ronald Reagan Wash-
ington National Airport; 

(C) the New York/New Jersey/Philadelphia 
Metropolitan Airspace Redesign; and 

(D) any other significant efforts by the Ad-
ministrator of the Federal Aviation Admin-
istration or the Secretary of Transportation 
to reduce flight delays at airports in the 
United States. 

(c) REPORT.—Not later than 120 days after 
the date of the enactment of this Act, the 
Comptroller General shall submit to Con-
gress a report including— 

(1) the results of the study required by sub-
section (b); and 

(2) recommendations regarding which of 
the strategies described in subsection (b) re-
duce airport delays most effectively when 
employed for periods of 6 months or less. 

SA 2827. Mr. MENENDEZ (for himself 
and Mr. LAUTENBERG) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 3074, making ap-
propriations for the Departments of 
Transportation, and Housing and 
Urban Development, and related agen-
cies for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2008, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

On page 18, between lines 2 and 3, insert 
the following: 

SEC. 116. (a) STUDY OF NEW YORK/NEW JER-
SEY/PHILADELPHIA METROPOLITAN AREA AIR-
SPACE REDESIGN.—Not later than 120 days 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Comptroller General of the United States 
shall conduct a study of the New York/New 
Jersey/Philadelphia Metropolitan Area Air-
space Redesign to determine whether such 
redesign will meet the targets set by the 
Federal Aviation Administration of— 

(1) a 20 percent reduction of air travel 
delays in such airspace by 2011; and 

(2) eliminating exposure to aircraft noise 
for not less than 500,000 people in such met-
ropolitan area. 

(b) REPORT.—Not later than 120 days after 
the date of the enactment of this Act, the 
Comptroller General of the United States 
shall submit to Congress a report setting 
forth the findings of the Comptroller General 
with respect to the study required by sub-
section (a). 

(c) REVERSION TO PREVIOUS AIRSPACE DE-
SIGN.—If the report submitted to Congress in 
accordance with subsection (b) contains a 
finding by the Comptroller General that the 
targets specified in subsection (a) will not be 
met by the New York/New Jersey/Philadel-
phia Metropolitan Area Airspace Redesign, 
the Administrator of the Federal Aviation 
Administration shall immediately revert the 
New York/New Jersey/Philadelphia Metro-
politan Area airspace design to the airspace 
design for such area in effect on September 1, 
2007. 

SA 2828. Mr. MENENDEZ (for himself 
and Mr. LAUTENBERG) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 3074, making ap-
propriations for the Departments of 
Transportation, and Housing and 
Urban Development, and related agen-
cies for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2008, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

On page 147, between lines 8 and 9, insert 
the following: 

SEC. 414. None of the funds appropriated or 
otherwise made available by this Act may be 
obligated or expended to implement the air-
space redesign alternative preferred by the 
Federal Aviation Administration with re-
spect to the New York/New Jersey/Philadel-
phia Airspace Redesign Project. 

SA 2829. Mr. MENENDEZ (for himself 
and Mr. LAUTENBERG) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 3074, making ap-
propriations for the Departments of 
Transportation, and Housing and 
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Urban Development, and related agen-
cies for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2008, and for other purposes; 
as follows: 

On page 18, between lines 2 and 3, insert 
the following: 

SEC. 116. (a) GOVERNMENT ACCOUNTABILITY 
OFFICE STUDY ON FLIGHT DELAYS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Comptroller General 
shall conduct a study on the efficacy of 
strategies employed by the Administrator of 
the Federal Aviation Administration and the 
Secretary of Transportation to address flight 
delays at airports in the United States. 

(2) CONTENTS.—The study required by para-
graph (1) shall include an assessment of— 

(A) efforts by the Administrator of the 
Federal Aviation Administration to induce 
voluntary schedule reductions by air carriers 
at Chicago O’Hare International Airport; 

(B) the mandatory flight reduction oper-
ations instituted by the Administrator of the 
Federal Aviation Administration at 
LaGuardia Airport and Ronald Reagan Wash-
ington National Airport; 

(C) the New York/New Jersey/Philadelphia 
Metropolitan Airspace Redesign; and 

(D) any other significant efforts by the Ad-
ministrator of the Federal Aviation Admin-
istration or the Secretary of Transportation 
to reduce flight delays at airports in the 
United States. 

(b) REPORT.—Not later than 120 days after 
the date of the enactment of this Act, the 
Comptroller General shall submit to Con-
gress a report including— 

(1) the results of the study required by sub-
section (a); and 

(2) recommendations regarding which of 
the strategies described in subsection (a) re-
duce airport delays most effectively when 
employed for periods of 6 months or less. 

SA 2830. Mrs. MCCASKILL submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
by her to the bill H.R. 3074, making ap-
propriations for the Departments of 
Transportation, and Housing and 
Urban Development, and related agen-
cies for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2008, and for other purposes; 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 

SEC. lll. Not later than 30 days after the 
date of enactment of this Act, the Secretary 
of Housing and Urban Development shall es-
tablish and maintain on the homepage of the 
Internet website of the Department of Hous-
ing and Urban Development— 

(1) a direct link to the Internet website of 
the Office of Inspector General of the Depart-
ment of Housing and Urban Development; 
and 

(2) a mechanism by which individuals may 
anonymously report cases of waste, fraud, or 
abuse with respect to the Department of 
Housing and Urban Development. 

SA 2831. Mrs. MCCASKILL submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
by her to the bill H.R. 3074, making ap-
propriations for the Departments of 
Transportation, and Housing and 
Urban Development, and related agen-
cies for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2008, and for other purposes; 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 

SEC. lll. Not later than 30 days after the 
date of enactment of this Act, the Secretary 

of Transportation shall establish and main-
tain on the homepage of the Internet website 
of the Department of Transportation— 

(1) a direct link to the Internet website of 
the Office of Inspector General of the Depart-
ment of Transportation; and 

(2) a mechanism by which individuals may 
anonymously report cases of waste, fraud, or 
abuse with respect to the Department of 
Transportation. 

SA 2832. Mr. BOND (for himself, Mr. 
DODD, and Mr. KERRY) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 3074, making ap-
propriations for the Departments of 
Transportation, and Housing and 
Urban Development, and related agen-
cies for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2008, and for other purposes; 
as follows: 

On page 95, after the period at the end of 
line 25, begin with the following new para-
graph: 

Of the overall funds made available for this 
account, up to $100,000,000 may be made 
available for mortgage foreclosure mitiga-
tion activities, under the following terms 
and conditions: 

(1) The Secretary of Housing and Urban 
Development (‘‘Secretary,’’ ‘‘the Depart-
ment’’) is authorized to provide, or contract 
with public, private or nonprofit entities (in-
cluding the Neighborhood Reinvestment Cor-
poration and Housing Finance Agencies) to 
make awards (with up to a 25 percent match 
by an entity of the amount made available 
to such entity) (except for the match, some 
or all of the award may be repayable by the 
contractor to the Secretary, upon terms de-
termined by the Secretary) to provide miti-
gation assistance to eliminate the default 
and foreclosure of mortgages of owner-occu-
pied single-family homes that are at risk of 
such foreclosure, including mortgages known 
as subprime mortgages; 

(2) These loss mitigation activities shall 
only be made available to homebuyers with 
mortgages in default or in danger of default 
where such activities are likely to ensure the 
long-term affordability of any mortgage re-
tained pursuant to such activity; No Federal 
funds made available under this paragraph 
may be provided directly to lenders or home-
owners for foreclosure mitigation assistance. 
An entity may use its own funds (including 
its match contribution) for foreclosure miti-
gation assistance subject to repayment re-
quirements and the regulations issued by the 
Secretary; 

(3) Loss mitigation activities shall involve 
a reasonable analysis of the borrower’s fi-
nancial situation, an evaluation of the cur-
rent value of the property that is subject to 
the mortgage, the possible purchase of the 
mortgage, refinancing opportunities or the 
approval of a work-out strategy by all inter-
ested parties, and an assessment of the feasi-
bility of the following measures, including: 

(I) waiver of any late payment change or, 
as applicable, penalty interest; 

(II) forbearance pursuant to the written 
agreement between the borrower and 
servicer providing for a temporary reduction 
in monthly payments followed by a re-
amortization and new payment schedule that 
includes any arrearage; 

(III) waiver, modification, or variation of 
any term of a mortgage, including modifica-
tion that changes the mortgage rate, includ-
ing the possible elimination of the adjust-
able rate mortgage requirements, forgiving 
the payment of principal and interest, ex-

tending the final maturity rate of such mort-
gage, or beginning to include an escrow for 
taxes and insurance; 

(IV) acceptance of payment from the 
homebuyer of an amount less than the stated 
principal balance in financial satisfaction of 
such mortgage; 

(V) assumption; 
(VI) pre-foreclosure sale; 
(VII) deed in lieu of foreclosure; and 
(VIII) such other measures, or combination 

of measures, to make the mortgage both fea-
sible and reasonable to ensure the long-term 
affordability of any mortgage retained pur-
suant to such activity. 

(4) Activities described in subclasses (V), 
(VI), and (VII) shall be only pursued after a 
reasonable evaluation of the feasibility of 
the activities described in subclasses (I), (II), 
(III), (IV), and (VIII), based on the home-
owner’s circumstances. 

(5) The Secretary shall develop a listing of 
mortgage foreclosure mitigation entities 
with which it has agreements as well as a 
listing of counseling centers approved by the 
Secretary, with the understanding that an 
eligible mortgage foreclosure mitigation en-
tity may also operate as a counseling center. 

(6) Any mitigation funds recovered by the 
Department of Housing and Urban Develop-
ment shall be revolved back into the overall 
mitigation fund or for other counseling ac-
tivities, maintained by the Department and 
revolved back into mitigation and coun-
seling activities 

(7) The Department shall report annually 
to the Congress on its efforts to mitigate 
mortgage default. Such report shall identify 
all methods of success and housing preserved 
and shall include all recommended efforts 
that will or likely can assist in the success 
of this program. 

SA 2833. Mr. SCHUMER submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 3074, making ap-
propriations for the Departments of 
Transportation, and Housing and 
Urban Development, and related agen-
cies for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2008, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 

SEC. lll. SENSE OF THE SENATE. 
(a) FINDINGS.—The Senate finds that: 
(1) Millions of American families are at 

risk of losing their homes in foreclosure as 
their adjustable-rate subprime loans have 
reset or will reset in the near future. 

(2) Based on recent housing data, the cur-
rent foreclosure crisis is likely just the tip of 
the iceberg, as nearly 2,000,000 adjustable- 
rate subprime mortgages are scheduled to 
reset by the end of 2008. 

(3) Rising foreclosures in a weak housing 
market could cause an accelerating decline 
in home values as more houses come on the 
market for resale (either from their owners 
or as the result of foreclosures), and if such 
a situation develops, the United States may 
see additional declines in home prices and 
negative effects on the Nation’s economy. 

(4) Foreclosures have a significant nega-
tive impact, not only on the borrower and 
lender, but also on neighboring homeowners 
and the surrounding community because of 
lower property values, decreased property 
tax revenues, and higher municipal mainte-
nance costs. 

(5) A cost-effective way of preventing fore-
closures is to engage experienced nonprofit 
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organizations in the negotiations between 
borrowers and lenders for loan modifications 
and refinancings. 

(6) Many of these nonprofits are already 
overwhelmed by requests for assistance, with 
some having received as many requests for 
assistance in the first 6 months of this year 
as they did in all of last year. 

(7) It is essential that the capacity of these 
qualified housing counselors be increased 
with additional funding, especially in light 
of increasing evidence that some home-
owners are falling victim to fraudulent 
mortgage foreclosure avoidance schemes. 

(8) The Subcommittee on Transportation, 
Housing and Urban Development, and Re-
lated Agencies of the Committee on Appro-
priations of the Senate has recognized the 
need for increased funding for foreclosure- 
avoidance nonprofits by providing in this 
Act $100,000,000 for these efforts. 

(9) The Federal Government cannot solve 
this problem by itself, and the efforts of oth-
ers, particularly those banks and mortgage 
servicers that have the ability, through loan 
modifications and refinancings, to help 
homeowners avoid foreclosures, are essential 
to addressing this problem. 

(b) SENSE OF THE SENATE.—It is the sense 
of the Senate that the subprime crisis poses 
a danger to the housing market and the 
economy as a whole, and efforts and re-
sources at all levels of government and in 
the private sector should be devoted to alle-
viating this ongoing problem that threatens 
millions of American families and their 
homes. 

SA 2834. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill H.R. 3074, making ap-
propriations for the Departments of 
Transportation, and Housing and 
Urban Development, and related agen-
cies for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2008, and for other purposes; 
as follows: 

On page 73, line 8, strike ‘‘$252,010,000’’ and 
insert ‘‘$251,630,000’’. 

On page 110, line 23, strike ‘‘$52,000,000’’ and 
insert ‘‘$52,380,000’’. 

On page 111, line 6, strike the period and 
insert the following: ‘‘: Provided further, That 
of the funds made available under this head-
ing, $380,000 shall be available to the Sec-
retary of Housing and Urban Development 
for the creation and promotion of translated 
materials and other programs that support 
the assistance of persons with limited 
english proficiency in utilizing the services 
provided by the Department of Housing and 
Urban Development.’’. 

SA 2835. Mrs. FEINSTEIN submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
by her to the bill H.R. 3074, making ap-
propriations for the Departments of 
Transportation, and Housing and 
Urban Development, and related agen-
cies for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2008, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

On page 137, between lines 17 and 18, insert 
the following: 

SEC. 232. The Secretary of Housing and 
Urban Development shall give priority con-
sideration to applications from the housing 
authorities of the Counties of San 
Bernardino and Santa Clara and the City of 
San Jose, California to participate in the 
Moving to Work Demonstration Agreement 

under section 204 of the Departments of Vet-
erans Affairs and Housing and Urban Devel-
opment, and Independent Agencies Appro-
priations Act, 1996 (as contained in section 
101(e) of the Omnibus Consolidated Rescis-
sions and Appropriations Act of 1996; Public 
Law 104-134): Provided, That upon turnover, 
existing requirements on the reissuance of 
section 8 vouchers shall be maintained to en-
sure that not less than 75 percent of all 
vouchers shall be made available to ex-
tremely low-income families. 

SEC. 233. The Secretary of Housing and 
Urban Development may, notwithstanding 
any other provision of law, approve addi-
tional Moving to Work Demonstration 
Agreements, which are entered into between 
a public housing agency that is not currently 
under receivership and the Secretary under 
section 204 of the Departments of Veterans 
Affairs and Housing and Urban Development, 
and Independent Agencies Appropriations 
Act, 1996 (as contained in section 101(e) of 
the Omnibus Consolidated Rescissions and 
Appropriations Act of 1996; Public Law 104- 
134), but at no time may the number of ac-
tive Moving to Work Demonstration Agree-
ments exceed 32. 

SA 2836. Mr. SCHUMER submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 3074, making ap-
propriations for the Departments of 
Transportation, and Housing and 
Urban Development, and related agen-
cies for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2008, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

On page 147, between lines 8 and 9, insert 
the following: 
SEC. 414. SENSE OF THE SENATE REGARDING 

FEDERAL AVIATION ADMINISTRA-
TION EQUIPMENT. 

(a) FINDINGS.—The Senate makes the fol-
lowing findings: 

(1) The American public relies on the air 
traffic control infrastructure for its safety 
and American commerce is dependent on it 
for its continued health. 

(2) The delays in modernization of tech-
nology by the Federal Aviation Administra-
tion have put both safety and commerce at 
risk. 

(3) Safety must be first and foremost on 
the Federal Aviation Administration agenda 
when it comes to implementing moderniza-
tion plans. 

(4) So far this year, there have been 339 po-
tential catastrophes, incidents where planes 
got too close to each other or to objects on 
the ground. 

(5) As recently as August 16, a passenger 
jet on the runway at Los Angeles Inter-
national Airport came within just 37 feet of 
another aircraft. 

(6) In addition to safety, dependability is 
vital to American commerce. 

(7) More than 909,000 flights were delayed 
between January and June 2007, twice the 
number of flights that were delayed in 2002. 

(8) United States airlines canceled more 
than 30,000 flights in the summer of 2007, 
nearly twice as many as were canceled in the 
summer of 2006. 

(9) The Federal Aviation Administration 
recorded 159,000 delays from June through 
August 27, up 19 percent over the same period 
last year. 

(10) The Federal Aviation Administration 
predicts 1,000,000,000 passengers a year will 
take to the skies by 2015, a 36 percent in-
crease from the current level. 

(11) The initial implementation date for 
the next generation technology was sched-
uled to be 2014, but the Federal Aviation Ad-
ministration has delayed that date to 2025. 

(12) The Subcommittee on Transportation 
and Housing and Urban Development, and 
Related Agencies of the Committee on Ap-
propriations of the Senate has appropriated 
funds for the modernization of the air traffic 
control system in this Act. 

(b) SENSE OF THE SENATE.—It is the sense 
of the Senate that the Federal Aviation Ad-
ministration should fully utilize the funds 
appropriated to expedite the implementation 
of the next generation technology needed to 
modernize the equipment used by the Fed-
eral Aviation Administration and to triple 
the system capacity of the national airspace 
reducing delays and enhancing safety. 

SA 2837. Ms. SNOWE (for herself and 
Mr. CARPER) submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed by her to the 
bill H.R. 3074, making appropriations 
for the Departments of Transportation, 
and Housing and Urban Development, 
and related agencies for the fiscal year 
ending September 30, 2008, and for 
other purposes; as follows: 

On page 70, between lines 20 and 21, insert 
the following: 

SEC. 1ll. In providing funding for high-
way projects, the Secretary of Transpor-
tation shall consider the use of recycled ag-
gregates and other materials, including re-
used concrete and asphalt, in highway 
projects, to the maximum extent practicable 
and whenever economically feasible. 

SA 2838. Mr. SPECTER (for himself 
and Mr. CASEY) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill H.R. 3074, making appropria-
tions for the Departments of Transpor-
tation, and Housing and Urban Devel-
opment, and related agencies for the 
fiscal year ending September 30, 2008, 
and for other purposes; which was or-
dered to lie on the table; as follows: 

On page 70, between lines 20 and 21, insert 
the following: 

SEC. 1ll. The table contained in section 
1103(b) of the Intermodal Surface Transpor-
tation Efficiency Act of 1991 (105 Stat. 2027) 
is amended in item number 3 by inserting ‘‘, 
upgrade of Freedom Crider Road in Beaver 
County, Pennsylvania, and redesignation of 
Route 60 as Interstate 376 in Beaver County, 
Pennsylvania’’ after ‘‘Construction of Ali-
quippa Ambridge Bridge of Beaver County, 
Pennsylvania’’. 

SA 2839. Mr. MARTINEZ (for himself 
and Mr. ALLARD) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill H.R. 3074, making appropria-
tions for the Departments of Transpor-
tation, and Housing and Urban Devel-
opment, and related agencies for the 
fiscal year ending September 30, 2008, 
and for other purposes; as follows: 

On page 95, line 25, strike the period and 
insert the following: ‘‘: Provided further, 
That, from amounts appropriated or other-
wise made available under this heading, 
$25,000,000 shall be made available to pro-
mote broader participation in homeowner-
ship through the American Dream Downpay-
ment Initiative, as such initiative is set 
forth under section 271 of the Cranston-Gon-
zalez National Affordable Housing Act (42 
U.S.C. 12821).’’. 
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SA 2840. Mr. VITTER submitted an 

amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 3074, making ap-
propriations for the Departments of 
Transportation, and Housing and 
Urban Development, and related agen-
cies for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2008, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

On page 70, between lines 20 and 21, insert 
the following: 

SEC. 1ll. Of the amounts made available 
under the heading ‘‘CAPITAL AND DEBT SERV-
ICE GRANTS TO THE NATIONAL RAILROAD PAS-
SENGER CORPORATION’’, not less than 
$3,000,000 shall be made available for the 
Greater Ouachita Port and Intermodal Facil-
ity, Louisiana. 

SA 2841. Mr. KENNEDY (for himself 
and Mr. KERRY) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill H.R. 3074, making appropria-
tions for the Departments of Transpor-
tation, and Housing and Urban Devel-
opment, and related agencies for the 
fiscal year ending September 30, 2008, 
and for other purposes; which was or-
dered to lie on the table; as follows: 

On page 147, between lines 8 and 9, insert 
the following: 

SEC. 414. The table contained in section 
1702 of the Safe, Accountable, Flexible, Effi-
cient Transportation Equity Act: A Legacy 
for Users (119 Stat. 1256) is amended— 

(1) in item number 451— 
(A) by striking ‘‘Design and Construction 

of parking areas’’ and inserting ‘‘for an en-
ergy efficient visitors center, design and con-
struction of parking areas, and repair and re-
grade of White Pond Road’’; and 

(B) by striking ‘‘$420,000’’ and inserting 
‘‘$1,720,000’’; and 

(2) in item number 2886, by striking 
‘‘$1,500,000’’ and inserting ‘‘$200,000’’. 

SA 2842. Mr. CORNYN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 3074, making ap-
propriations for the Departments of 
Transportation, and Housing and 
Urban Development, and related agen-
cies for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2008, and for other purposes; 
as follows: 

On page 70, between lines 20 and 21, insert 
the following: 

SEC. 194. (a) Not less frequently than once 
every 3 months, the Secretary of Transpor-
tation shall inspect every commercial motor 
vehicle authorized to enter the United States 
through the demonstration program to en-
sure that every participating commercial 
motor vehicle complies with all applicable 
safety standards established for United 
States commercial motor vehicles. 

(b) The Secretary of Transportation shall 
conduct an on-site preauthorization safety 
audit of every motor carrier domiciled in 
Mexico that participates in the demonstra-
tion program to ensure compliance with all 
applicable safety standards established for 
motor carriers domiciled in the United 
States. 

(c) The Secretary of Transportation shall 
verify, at the point of entry, the safety com-
pliance of every motor vehicle and motor ve-
hicle operator that enters the United States 
through the demonstration program to en-

sure that every motor vehicle and motor ve-
hicle operator meets all applicable safety 
standards established for United States com-
mercial motor vehicles and motor vehicle 
operators. 

(d)(1) Not later than 120 days after the 
commencement of the demonstration pro-
gram, the Inspector General of the Depart-
ment of Transportation shall submit a cer-
tification to Congress that the Secretary of 
Transportation is in compliance with this 
section. 

(2) No funds made available under this Act 
may be used for the demonstration program 
if the Inspector General fails to submit the 
certification required under paragraph (1). 

(e)(1) Not later than 60 days before imple-
menting a cross-border motor carrier inspec-
tion program based on the demonstration 
program, the Secretary of Transportation 
shall submit written notification that de-
scribes the Secretary’s intention to imple-
ment the inspection program to— 

(A) the Committee on Appropriations of 
the Senate; 

(B) the Committee on Commerce, Science, 
and Transportation of the Senate; 

(C) the Committee on Appropriations of 
the House of Representatives; and 

(D) the Committee on Transportation and 
Infrastructure of the House of Representa-
tives. 

(2) The Secretary may not implement the 
inspection program if Congress passes a law 
that terminates the program. 

(f) In this section— 
(1) the term ‘‘commercial zones’’ means 

the commercial zones along the inter-
national border between the United States 
and Mexico; and 

(2) the term ‘‘demonstration program’’ 
means the cross-border motor carrier dem-
onstration program that authorizes motor 
carriers domiciled in Mexico to operate be-
yond the commercial zones along the inter-
national border between the United States 
and Mexico. 

(g) Of the amounts appropriated for the Of-
fice of the Secretary under this title, suffi-
cient funds shall be made available to the 
Secretary of Transportation to carry out 
this section. 

SA 2843. Mr. COBURN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 3074, making ap-
propriations for the Departments of 
Transportation, and Housing and 
Urban Development, and related agen-
cies for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2008, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 

SEC. 194. (a) Except as provided under sub-
section (b), none of the funds appropriated or 
otherwise made available under this title 
may be used for any earmark until all 
bridges in the United States that are classi-
fied under the Federal Highway Administra-
tion’s bridge inspection program, as of the 
date of the enactment of this Act, as ‘‘struc-
turally deficient’’ or ‘‘functionally obsolete’’ 
have been sufficiently repaired to no longer 
meet the criteria for such classifications. 

(b) Funds appropriated under this title 
may be used for an earmark that is des-
ignated to repair— 

(1) a bridge that is classified as ‘‘struc-
turally deficient’’ or ‘‘functionally obso-
lete’’; or 

(2) a road with ride quality that is not clas-
sified as ‘‘good’’ or ‘‘acceptable’’. 

(c) In this section, the term ‘‘earmark’’— 
(1) means a provision or report language 

providing, authorizing, or recommending a 
specific amount of discretionary budget au-
thority, credit authority, or other spending 
authority for a contract, loan, loan guar-
antee, grant, loan authority, or other ex-
penditure with or to an entity, or targeted to 
a specific State, locality or Congressional 
district, other than through a statutory or 
administrative formula-driven or competi-
tive award process; and 

(2) does not include any provision that pro-
vides funding for a specific mass transit 
project. 

SA 2844. Mr. DEMINT submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 3074, making ap-
propriations for the Departments of 
Transportation, and Housing and 
Urban Development, and related agen-
cies for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2008, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 
SEC. ll. NONAPPLICATION OF PROVISIONS. 

None of the funds made available by this 
Act may be used to implement the provi-
sions, or make payments subject to the pro-
visions, of subchapter IV of part A of chapter 
31 of title 40, United States Code, with re-
spect to a contract for the construction or 
maintenance of any bridge which, as of the 
date of enactment of this Act, is classified 
under the Federal Highway Administration’s 
bridge inspection program as ‘‘structurally 
deficient’’ or ‘‘functionally obsolete’’. 

SA 2845. Mr. STEVENS (for himself, 
Mr. INOUYE, and Mr. INHOFE) submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill H.R. 3074, making ap-
propriations for the Departments of 
Transportation, and Housing and 
Urban Development, and related agen-
cies for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2008, and for other purposes; 
as follows: 

On page 16, beginning with line 8, strike 
through line 2 on page 18, and insert the fol-
lowing: 
SEC. 115. MULTICREW COVERED OPERATIONS 

SERVICE BY OLDER PILOTS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 447 of title 49, 

United States Code, is amended by adding at 
the end thereof the following: 
‘‘§ 44729. Age standards for pilots 

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—Subject to the limita-
tion in subsection (c), a pilot may serve in 
multicrew covered operations until attaining 
65 years of age. 

‘‘(b) COVERED OPERATIONS DEFINED.—In 
this section, the term ‘covered operations’ 
means operations under part 121 of title 14, 
Code of Federal Regulations. 

‘‘(c) LIMITATION FOR INTERNATIONAL 
FLIGHTS.— 

‘‘(1) APPLICABILITY OF ICAO STANDARD.—A 
pilot who has attained 60 years of age may 
serve as pilot-in-command in covered oper-
ations between the United States and an-
other country only if there is another pilot 
in the flight deck crew who has not yet at-
tained 60 years of age. 

‘‘(2) SUNSET OF LIMITATION.—Paragraph (1) 
shall cease to be effective on such date as the 
Convention on International Civil Aviation 
provides that a pilot who has attained 60 
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years of age may serve as pilot-in-command 
in international commercial operations 
without regard to whether there is another 
pilot in the flight deck crew who has not at-
tained age 60. 

‘‘(d) SUNSET OF AGE-60 RETIREMENT RULE.— 
On and after the date of enactment of the 
Transportation, Housing and Urban Develop-
ment, and Related Agencies Appropriations 
Act, 2008, section 121.383(c) of title 14, Code of 
Federal Regulations, shall cease to be effec-
tive. 

‘‘(e) APPLICABILITY.— 
‘‘(1) NONRETROACTIVITY.—No person who 

has attained 60 years of age before the date 
of enactment of the Transportation, Housing 
and Urban Development, and Related Agen-
cies Appropriations Act, 2008 may serve as a 
pilot for an air carrier engaged in covered 
operations unless— 

‘‘(A) such person is in the employment of 
that air carrier in such operations on such 
date of enactment as a required flight deck 
crew member; or 

‘‘(B) such person is newly hired by an air 
carrier as a pilot on or after such date of en-
actment without credit for prior seniority or 
prior longevity for benefits or other terms 
related to length of service prior to the date 
of rehire under any labor agreement or em-
ployment policies of the air carrier. 

‘‘(2) PROTECTION FOR COMPLIANCE.—An ac-
tion taken in conformance with this section, 
taken in conformance with a regulation 
issued to carry out this section, or taken 
prior to the date of enactment of the Trans-
portation, Housing and Urban Development, 
and Related Agencies Appropriations Act, 
2008 in conformance with section 121.383(c) of 
title 14, Code of Federal Regulations (as in 
effect before such date of enactment), may 
not serve as a basis for liability or relief in 
a proceeding, brought under any employ-
ment law or regulation, before any court or 
agency of the United States or of any State 
or locality. 

‘‘(f) AMENDMENTS TO LABOR AGREEMENTS 
AND BENEFIT PLANS.—Any amendment to a 
labor agreement or benefit plan of an air car-
rier that is required to conform with the re-
quirements of this section or a regulation 
issued to carry out this section, and is appli-
cable to pilots represented for collective bar-
gaining, shall be made by agreement of the 
air carrier and the designated bargaining 
representative of the pilots of the air carrier. 

‘‘(g) MEDICAL STANDARDS AND RECORDS.— 
‘‘(1) MEDICAL EXAMINATIONS AND STAND-

ARDS.—Except as provided by paragraph (2), 
a person serving as a pilot for an air carrier 
engaged in covered operations shall not be 
subject to different medical standards, or 
different, greater, or more frequent medical 
examinations, on account of age unless the 
Secretary determines (based on data re-
ceived or studies published after the date of 
enactment of the Transportation, Housing 
and Urban Development, and Related Agen-
cies Appropriations Act, 2008) that different 
medical standards, or different, greater, or 
more frequent medical examinations, are 
needed to ensure an adequate level of safety 
in flight. 

‘‘(2) DURATION OF FIRST-CLASS MEDICAL CER-
TIFICATE.—No person who has attained 60 
years of age may serve as a pilot of an air 
carrier engaged in covered operations unless 
the person has a first-class medical certifi-
cate. Such a certificate shall expire on the 
last day of the 6-month period following the 
date of examination shown on the certifi-
cate. 

‘‘(h) SAFETY.— 
‘‘(1) TRAINING.—Each air carrier engaged in 

covered operations shall continue to use 

pilot training and qualification programs ap-
proved by the Federal Aviation Administra-
tion, with specific emphasis on initial and 
recurrent training and qualification of pilots 
who have attained 60 years of age, to ensure 
continued acceptable levels of pilot skill and 
judgment. 

‘‘(2) LINE EVALUATIONS.—Not later than 6 
months after the date of enactment of the 
Transportation, Housing and Urban Develop-
ment, and Related Agencies Appropriations 
Act, 2008, and every 6 months thereafter, an 
air carrier engaged in covered operations 
shall evaluate the performance of each pilot 
of the air carrier who has attained 60 years 
of age through a line check of such pilot. 
Notwithstanding the preceding sentence, an 
air carrier shall not be required to conduct 
for a 6-month period a line check under this 
paragraph of a pilot serving as second-in- 
command if the pilot has undergone a regu-
larly scheduled simulator evaluation during 
that period. 

‘‘(3) GAO REPORT.—Not later than 24 
months after the date of enactment of the 
Transportation, Housing and Urban Develop-
ment, and Related Agencies Appropriations 
Act, 2008, the Comptroller General shall sub-
mit to the Committee on Transportation and 
Infrastructure of the House of Representa-
tives and the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation of the Senate a 
report concerning the effect, if any, on avia-
tion safety of the modification to pilot age 
standards made by subsection (a).’’. 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The chapter 
analysis for chapter 447 of title 49, United 
States Code, is amended by adding at the end 
the following: 
‘‘44729. Age standards for pilots’’. 

SA 2846. Mr. DORGAN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 3074, making ap-
propriations for the Departments of 
Transportation, and Housing and 
Urban Development, and related agen-
cies for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2008, and for other purposes; 
as follows: 

On page 137, between lines 17 and 18, insert 
the following: 

SEC. 232. Not later than 90 days after the 
date of enactment of this Act, the Secretary 
of Housing and Urban Development shall— 

(1) develop a formal, structured, and writ-
ten plan that the Department of Housing and 
Urban Development shall use when moni-
toring for compliance with the specific relo-
cation restrictions in— 

(A) the Community Development Block 
Grant entitlement program; and 

(B) the Community Development Block 
Grant State program that receives economic 
development funds from the Department of 
Housing and Urban Development; and 

(2) submit such plan to the Committee on 
Appropriations of both the Senate and the 
House of Representatives. 

SA 2847. Mr. DORGAN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 3074, making ap-
propriations for the Departments of 
Transportation, and Housing and 
Urban Development, and related agen-
cies for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2008, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

On page 137, between lines 17 and 18, insert 
the following: 

SEC. 232. (a) FINDINGS.—Congress finds the 
following: 

(1) In a recent report, the Government Ac-
countability Office (GAO) cited the lead 
analysis of Bureau of Labor Statistics survey 
data suggesting that in the fourth quarter of 
2006 over 20,000 workers suffered job losses 
occurring because of business relocations 
within the United States, the majority of 
which crossed State lines. 

(2) That State and local governments could 
be spending from $20,000,000,000 to 
$50,000,000,000 annually on business incen-
tives. 

(3) That States and local governments may 
be using tens of billions of dollars of Federal 
funds on economic development and business 
incentives. 

(4) GAO identified 17 large Federal eco-
nomic development programs that State and 
local governments use to attract and retain 
jobs. 

(5) Nine of these Federal economic develop-
ment programs prohibit using program funds 
to relocate a business if such move would 
cause a loss of jobs in the original location of 
the business. 

(6) Unfortunately, GAO found that several 
Federal agencies, including the Department 
of Housing and Urban Development, operate 
6 Federal economic development programs, 
including the Community Development 
Block Grant entitlement and State pro-
grams, that contain no formal written moni-
toring guidance specific to the employer re-
location restriction. 

(7) GAO suggests that without structured 
guidance and procedures in place to monitor 
compliance with such restriction, Federal 
agencies have limited assurance that grant 
recipients and others are complying with the 
statutory and regulatory requirements, and 
are spending funds on allowable activities. 

(8) GAO recommends, among other things, 
that the Secretary of Housing and Urban De-
velopment develop and implement formal 
and structured guidance for the Department 
of Housing and Urban Development to follow 
when monitoring for compliance with the 
nonrelocation provisions in the Community 
Development Block Grant entitlement and 
State programs. 

(9) American taxpayers ought to know that 
their Federal tax dollars are being used by 
State and local governments appropriately 
and that relocation restrictions are being 
followed to ensure that Federal financial as-
sistance does not benefit one community at 
the expense of another. 

(b) DEVELOPMENT, IMPLEMENTATION, AND 
SUBMISSION OF PLAN.—Not later than 90 days 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary of Housing and Urban Develop-
ment shall— 

(1) develop a formal, structured, and writ-
ten plan that the Department of Housing and 
Urban Development shall use when moni-
toring for compliance with the specific relo-
cation restrictions in— 

(A) the Community Development Block 
Grant entitlement program; and 

(B) the Community Development Block 
Grant State program that receives economic 
development funds from the Department of 
Housing and Urban Development; and 

(2) submit such plan to the Committee on 
Appropriations of both the Senate and the 
House of Representatives. 

SA 2848. Mr. FEINGOLD submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill H.R. 3074, making ap-
propriations for the Departments of 
Transportation, and Housing and 
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Urban Development, and related agen-
cies for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2008, and for other purposes; 
as follows: 

On page 137, between lines 17 and 18, insert 
the following: 

SEC. 232. (a) REQUIRED SUBMISSIONS FOR 
FISCAL YEARS 2007 AND 2008.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 60 days 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary of Housing and Urban Develop-
ment shall submit to the relevant author-
izing committees and to the Committees on 
Appropriations of the Senate and the House 
of Representatives for fiscal year 2007 and 
2008— 

(A) a complete and accurate accounting of 
the actual project-based renewal costs for 
project-based assistance under section 8 of 
the United States Housing Act of 1937 (42 
U.S.C. 1437f); 

(B) revised estimates of the funding needed 
to fully fund all 12 months of all project- 
based contracts under such section 8, includ-
ing project-based contracts that expire in 
fiscal year 2007 and fiscal year 2008; and 

(C) all sources of funding that will be used 
to fully fund all 12 months of the project- 
based contracts for fiscal years 2007 and 2008. 

(2) UPDATED INFORMATION.—At any time 
after the expiration of the 60-day period de-
scribed in paragraph (1), the Secretary may 
submit corrections or updates to the infor-
mation required under paragraph (1), if upon 
completion of an audit of the project-based 
assistance program under section 8 of the 
United States Housing Act of 1937 (42 U.S.C. 
1437f), such audit reveals additional informa-
tion that may provide Congress a more com-
plete understanding of the Secretary’s im-
plementation of the project-based assistance 
program under such section 8. 

(b) REQUIRED SUBMISSIONS FOR FISCAL YEAR 
2009.—As part of the Department of Housing 
and Urban Development’s budget request for 
fiscal year 2009, the Secretary of Housing and 
Urban Development shall submit to the rel-
evant authorizing committees and to the 
Committees on Appropriations of the Senate 
and the House of Representatives complete 
and detailed information, including a 
project-by-project analysis, that verifies 
that such budget request will fully fund all 
project-based contracts under section 8 of 
the United States Housing Act of 1937 (42 
U.S.C. 1437f) in fiscal year 2009, including ex-
piring project-based contracts. 

SA 2849. Mr. LAUTENBERG (for him-
self and Mr. MENENDEZ) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 3074, making ap-
propriations for the Departments of 
Transportation, and Housing and 
Urban Development, and related agen-
cies for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2008, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

On page 147, between lines 8 and 9, insert 
the following: 

SEC. 414. (a) IN GENERAL.—None of the 
funds appropriated or otherwise made avail-
able by this Act, or previously appropriated 
by Congress, may be obligated or expended 
to implement the New York/New Jersey/ 
Philadelphia Region Airspace Redesign 
Project, proposed in the Federal Aviation 
Administration Record of Decision issued 
September 5, 2007, after the date that is 120 
days after the date of the implementation of 
any new navigational procedures used as a 

result of the Project, unless the Adminis-
trator of the Federal Aviation Administra-
tion conducts the reviews described in sub-
section (b) and submits the reports described 
in subsection (c). 

(b) REVIEW.—The review described in this 
subsection is a review of noise impacts 
caused by the implementation of the Air-
space Redesign Project during the first 120 
days any new navigational procedures used 
as a result of the Project are implemented. 
Each review shall include an opportunity for 
public comment and provide for public meet-
ings within 15 miles of each census tract af-
fected by slight-to-moderate and significant 
noise increases as described in FAA Order 
1050.1E, the Noise Integrated Routing Sys-
tem. 

(c) REPORT.—The report described in this 
subsection means a report on the results of 
each review conducted under subsection (b) 
that is submitted, not later than 30 days 
after the last public meeting described in 
subsection (b), and 30 days after each review 
conducted thereafter, to the Committee on 
Appropriations of the Senate, the Committee 
on Commerce, Science, and Transportation 
of the Senate, the Committee on Appropria-
tions of the House of Representatives, and 
the Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure of the House of Representatives. 

SA 2850. Mr. DURBIN (for himself, 
Mr. SPECTER, and Mr. SCHUMER) sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the bill H.R. 3074, 
making appropriations for the Depart-
ments of Transportation, and Housing 
and Urban Development, and related 
agencies for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2008, and for other purposes; 
as follows: 

On page 4, line 6, strike ‘‘$14,115,000’’ and 
insert ‘‘$13,615,000’’ 

On page 48, line 7, strike ‘‘$88,795,000’’ and 
insert ‘‘$89,295,000’’ 

On page 48, line 18, strike ‘‘$4,943,589’’ and 
insert ‘‘$5,443,589’’. 

On page 56, between lines 16 and 17, insert 
the following: 

SEC. 169. (a) Using not more than $500,000 of 
the amount made available to the Office of 
Research, Demonstration and Innovation of 
the Federal Transit Administration under 
this title, the Administrator of the Federal 
Transit Administration shall conduct a 
study of the public transportation agencies 
in the urbanized areas described in section 
5337(a) of title 49, United States Code (re-
ferred to in this section as ‘‘agencies’’). 

(b) The study conducted under subsection 
(a) shall— 

(1) analyze the state of repair of the agen-
cies’ rail infrastructure, including bridges, 
ties, and rail cars; 

(2) calculate the amount of Federal fund-
ing received by the agencies during the 9- 
year period ending September 30, 2007, pursu-
ant to— 

(A) the Intermodal Surface Transportation 
Efficiency Act of 1991 (Public Law 102–240); 

(B) the Transportation Equity Act for the 
21st Century (Public Law 105–178); and 

(C) the Safe, Accountable, Flexible, Effi-
cient Transportation Equity: A Legacy for 
Users (Public Law 109–59); 

(3) estimate the minimum amount of fund-
ing necessary to bring all of the infrastruc-
ture described in paragraph (1) into a state of 
good repair; and 

(4) determine the changes to the rail mod-
ernization formula program that would be 
required to bring all of the infrastructure de-

scribed in paragraph (1) into a state of good 
repair. 

(c) Not later than 1 year after the date of 
the enactment of this Act, the Adminis-
trator shall submit to the Committee on Ap-
propriations of the Senate and the Com-
mittee on Appropriations of the House of 
Representatives a report that contains the 
results of the study conducted under this 
section. 

SA 2851. Mr. DURBIN (for himself, 
Ms. SNOWE, Mr. KOHL, Ms. COLLINS, Mr. 
KERRY, and Mr. VOINOVICH) submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill H.R. 3074, making ap-
propriations for the Departments of 
Transportation, and Housing and 
Urban Development, and related agen-
cies for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2008, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

On page 137, between lines 17 and 18, insert 
the following: 

SEC. 232. Notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of law, a public housing agency that op-
erates fewer than 250 units of federally sub-
sidized public housing may elect, in lieu of 
converting to asset management, to limit for 
fiscal years 2008 and 2009 the agency’s loss of 
public housing Operating Fund subsidy under 
the formula established in the final rule pub-
lished by the Department of Housing and 
Urban Development on September 19, 2005, 
by reducing the agency’s subsidy in each 
such year in an amount equal to 7 percent of 
the amount of Operating Fund subsidy the 
agency would have received in calendar year 
2006 under the formula in effect immediately 
prior to the effective date of such final rule. 

SA 2852. Mr. REED submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 3074, making ap-
propriations for the Departments of 
Transportation, and Housing and 
Urban Development, and related agen-
cies for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2008, and for other purposes; 
as follows: 

On page 137, between lines 17 and 18, insert 
the following: 

SEC. 232. (a) The amounts provided under 
the subheading ‘‘Program Account’’ under 
the heading ‘‘Community Development Loan 
Guarantees’’ may be used to guarantee, or 
make commitments to guarantee, notes or 
other obligations issued by any State on be-
half of non-entitlement communities in the 
State in accordance with the requirements of 
section 108 of the Housing and Community 
Development Act of 1974: Provided, That, any 
State receiving such a guarantee or commit-
ment shall distribute all funds subject to 
such guarantee to the units of general local 
government in nonentitlement areas that re-
ceived the commitment. 

(b) Not later than 60 days after the date of 
enactment of this Act, the Secretary of 
Housing and Urban Development shall pro-
mulgate regulations governing the adminis-
tration of the funds described under sub-
section (a). 

SA 2853. Mr. ALLARD (for himself 
and Mr. SALAZAR) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill H.R. 3074, making appropria-
tions for the Departments of Transpor-
tation, and Housing and Urban Devel-
opment, and related agencies for the 
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fiscal year ending September 30, 2008, 
and for other purposes; which was or-
dered to lie on the table; as follows: 

On page 18, between lines 2 and 3, insert 
the following: 

SEC. 116. Section 47107(q) of title 49, United 
States Code, is amended by striking 
‘‘300,000’’ and inserting ‘‘250,000’’. 

SA 2854. Ms. SNOWE submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
her to the bill H.R. 3074, making appro-
priations for the Departments of 
Transportation, and Housing and 
Urban Development, and related agen-
cies for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2008, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

On page 137, between lines 17 and 18, insert 
the following: 

SEC. 232. (a) Section 3(p) of the Small Busi-
ness Act (15 U.S.C. 632(p)) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (4)(D)— 
(A) by redesignating clauses (i), (ii), (iii), 

and (iv) as subclauses (I), (II), (III), and (IV), 
respectively, and adjusting the margin ac-
cordingly; 

(B) by striking ‘‘means lands’’ and insert-
ing the following ‘‘means— 

‘‘(i) lands’’; and 
(C) by striking the period and the end and 

inserting the following: ‘‘; and 
‘‘(ii) during the applicable period, areas ad-

jacent to or within a reasonable commuting 
distance of lands described in clause (i) that 
are directly economically affected by the 
closing of a military installation, as deter-
mined by the Secretary of Housing and 
Urban Development.’’; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(8) APPLICABLE PERIOD.—The term ‘appli-

cable period’ means the period— 
‘‘(A) beginning on the date the Secretary 

of Housing and Urban Development deter-
mines that the relevant area is directly eco-
nomically affected by the closing of a mili-
tary installation; and 

‘‘(B) ending on the date established by the 
Secretary of Housing and Urban Develop-
ment, which shall be not later than 5 years 
after the date described in subparagraph 
(A).’’. 

(b) Not later than 6 months after the date 
of enactment of this Act, the Secretary of 
Housing and Urban Development shall con-
duct a study of the feasibility of, and submit 
to the Committee on Small Business and En-
trepreneurship of the Senate and the Com-
mittee on Small Business of the House of 
Representatives a report regarding, desig-
nating as a HUBZone (as that term is defined 
in section 3 of the Small Business Act (15 
U.S.C. 632)) any area that does not qualify as 
a HUBZone solely because that area is lo-
cated within a county located within a met-
ropolitan statistical area (as defined by the 
Office of Management and Budget). The re-
port submitted under this subsection shall 
include any legislative recommendations re-
lating to the findings of the feasibility study 
conducted under this subsection. 

SA 2855. Mr. SPECTER (for himself 
and Mr. COCHRAN) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill H.R. 3074, making appropria-
tions for the Departments of Transpor-
tation, and Housing and Urban Devel-
opment, and related agencies for the 
fiscal year ending September 30, 2008, 
and for other purposes; which was or-
dered to lie on the table; as follows: 

On page 58, strike line 9 and all that fol-
lows through ‘‘Provided,’’ on line 15, and in-
sert the following: 

To make grants for capital improvements 
and related infrastructure improvements at 
qualified shipyards that will facilitate the 
efficiency, cost effectiveness, and quality of 
domestic ship construction or repair for 
commercial and Federal Government use, 
$20,000,000, to remain available until ex-
pended: Provided, That, notwithstanding any 
other provision of law, under this heading 
the term ‘‘qualified shipyard’’ means a ship-
yard located in the United States that em-
ployees no more than 1,000 employees at any 
ship construction or repair facility and no 
more than 5,000 employees in the aggregate: 
Provided further, 

SA 2856. Mr. SPECTER submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 3074, making ap-
propriations for the Departments of 
Transportation, and Housing and 
Urban Development, and related agen-
cies for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2008, and for other purposes; 
as follows: 

On page 44, strike lines 6 through 13 and in-
sert ‘‘of this Act.’’. 

SA 2857. Mr. DODD (for himself and 
Mr. SHELBY) submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 3074, making appropriations 
for the Departments of Transportation, 
and Housing and Urban Development, 
and related agencies for the fiscal year 
ending September 30, 2008, and for 
other purposes; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 

SEC. ll. None of the funds provided or 
limited under this Act may be used to issue 
a final regulation under section 5309 of title 
49, United States Code. 

SA 2858. Mr. BUNNING submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 3074, making ap-
propriations for the Departments of 
Transportation, and Housing and 
Urban Development, and related agen-
cies for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2008, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing new section: 
‘‘SEC. ll. APPLICATION FOR MOVING TO WORK 

DEMONSTRATION PROGRAM. 
Upon the submission of an application for 

participation in the moving to work dem-
onstration program under section 204 of the 
Departments of Veterans Affairs and Hous-
ing and Urban Development, and Inde-
pendent Agencies Appropriations Act, 1996 
(as contained in section 101(e) of the Omni-
bus Consolidated Rescissions and Appropria-
tions Act of 1996; 42 U.S.C. 1437f note) by the 
Covington Housing Consortium of Covington, 
Kentucky, the Secretary of Housing and 
Urban Development shall— 

(1) consider such application, notwith-
standing— 

(A) the limitation under subsection (b) of 
such section on the number of public housing 
agencies that may participate in such pro-
gram; or 

(B) any limitation regarding the date for 
the submission of applications for participa-
tion in such program; and 

(2) approve or disapprove the application 
based on the criteria for selection for par-
ticipation in such program, notwithstanding 
the limitations referred to in paragraph (1) 
of this subsection.’’ 

SA 2859. Mr. SHELBY (for himself 
and Mr. BOND) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill H.R. 3074, making appropria-
tions for the Departments of Transpor-
tation, and Housing and Urban Devel-
opment, and related agencies for the 
fiscal year ending September 30, 2008, 
and for other purposes; as follows: 

On page 50, line 21, insert ‘‘Provided further, 
That of the funds available to carry out the 
bus program under section 5309 of title 49, 
United States Code, which are not otherwise 
allocated under this Act or under SAFETEA- 
LU (Public Law 109–59), not more than 10 per-
cent may be expended to carry out the Urban 
Partnership Congestion Initiative:’’ after 
‘‘5309(b)(3):’’. 

SA 2860. Mr. SCHUMER submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 2791 proposed by Mrs. 
MURRAY to the bill H.R. 3074, making 
appropriations for the Departments of 
Transportation, and Housing and 
Urban Development, and related agen-
cies for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2008, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

In lieu of the matter proposed to be in-
serted, insert the following: 

SEC. 218. (a) The Secretary of Transpor-
tation may receive and expend cash, or re-
ceive and utilize spare parts and similar 
items, from non-United States Government 
sources to repair damages to or replace 
United States Government owned automated 
track inspection cars and equipment as a re-
sult of third party liability for such dam-
ages, and any amounts collected under this 
subsection shall be credited directly to the 
Safety and Operations account of the Fed-
eral Railroad Administration, and shall re-
main available until expended for the repair, 
operation, and maintenance of automated 
track inspection cars and equipment in con-
nection with the automated track inspection 
program. 

(b) For an additional amount of obligation 
limitation to be distributed for the purpose 
of section 144(e) of title 23, United States 
Code, $5,000,000,000: Provided, That such obli-
gation limitation shall be used only for a 
purpose eligible for obligation with funds ap-
portioned under such section and shall be 
distributed in accordance with the formula 
in such section: Provided further, That in dis-
tributing obligation authority under this 
subsection, the Secretary shall ensure that 
such obligation limitation shall supplement 
and not supplant each State’s planned obli-
gations for such purposes. 

(c) Amounts made available under this sec-
tion are designated as an emergency require-
ment pursuant to section 204 of S. Con. Res. 
21 (110th Congress). 

SA 2861. Mr. PRYOR (for himself and 
Mrs. LINCOLN) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill H.R. 3074, making appropria-
tions for the Departments of Transpor-
tation, and Housing and Urban Devel-
opment, and related agencies for the 
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fiscal year ending September 30, 2008, 
and for other purposes; which was or-
dered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing new section: 
SEC. ll. TECHNICAL CORRECTION FOR NORTH-

WEST ARKANSAS ITS. 
Funds provided in Division H of Public 

Law 108–447 for ‘ITS—Northwest Arkansas 
Regional Architecture’ and ‘Northwest Ar-
kansas Regional Planning Commission—ITS 
Regional Architecture’ shall be available for 
ITS deployment in Northwest Arkansas. 

f 

NOTICES OF HEARINGS 

COMMITTEE ON ENERGY AND NATURAL 
RESOURCES 

Mr. BINGAMAN. Mr. President, I 
would like to announce for the infor-
mation of the Senate and the public 
that a legislative hearing has been 
scheduled before the Committee on En-
ergy and Natural Resources. 

The hearing will be held on Wednes-
day, September 12, 2007, at 10 a.m. in 
room SD–366 of the Dirksen Senate Of-
fice Building. 

The purposes of this hearing are to 
receive testimony on the status of en-
ergy efficient lighting technologies and 
on S. 2017, the Energy Efficient Light-
ing for a Brighter Tomorrow Act. 

Because of the limited time available 
for the hearing, witnesses may testify 
by invitation only. However, those 
wishing to submit written testimony 
for the hearing record should send two 
copies of their testimony to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Natural Re-
sources, United States Senate, Wash-
ington, DC 20510–6150, or by email to 
Britni_Rillera@energy.senate.gov. 

For further information, please con-
tact Deborah Estes or Britni Rillera. 

COMMITTEE ON ENERGY AND NATURAL 
RESOURCES 

Mr. BINGAMAN. Mr. President, I 
would like to announce for the infor-
mation of the Senate and the public 
that two bills have been added to a pre-
viously announced hearing before the 
Committee on Energy and Natural Re-
sources, Subcommittee on Public 
Lands and Forests. 

The hearing will be held on Sep-
tember 20, 2007, at 2:30 p.m. in room 
SD–366 of the Dirksen Senate Office 
Building. 

The two bills are S. 1143, to designate 
the Jupiter Inlet Lighthouse and the 
surrounding Federal land in the State 
of Florida as an Outstanding Natural 
Area and as a unit of the National 
Landscape System, and for other pur-
poses; and S. 2034, to amend the Oregon 
Wilderness Act of 1984 to designate the 
Copper Salmon Wilderness and to 
amend the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act 
to designate segments of the North and 
South Forks of the Elk River in the 
State of Oregon as wild or scenic riv-
ers, and for other purposes. 

Because of the limited time available 
for the hearing, witnesses may testify 
by invitation only. However, those 

wishing to submit written testimony 
for the hearing record should send it to 
the Committee on Energy and Natural 
Resources, United States Senate, 
Washington, DC 20510–6150, or by email 
to rachel_pasternack@energy.senate 
.gov. 

For further information, please con-
tact David Brooks or Rachel Paster-
nack. 

COMMITTEE ON ENERGY AND NATURAL 
RESOURCES 

Mr. BINGAMAN. Mr. President, I 
would like to announce for the infor-
mation of the Senate and the public 
that an oversight hearing has been 
scheduled before the Committee on En-
ergy and Natural Resources. 

The hearing will be held on Monday, 
September 24, 2007, at 3 p.m. in room 
SD–366 of the Dirksen Senate Office 
Building. 

The purpose of the hearing is to con-
sider scientific assessments of the im-
pacts of global climate change on wild-
fire activity in the United States. 

Because of the limited time available 
for the hearing, witnesses may testify 
by invitation only. However, those 
wishing to submit written testimony 
for the hearing record should send two 
copies of their testimony to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Natural Re-
sources, United States Senate, Wash-
ington, DC 20510–6150. 

For further information, please con-
tact Scott Miller or Rachel Paster-
nack. 

COMMITTEE ON ENERGY AND NATURAL 
RESOURCES 

Mr. BINGAMAN. Mr. President, I 
would like to announce for the infor-
mation of the Senate and the public 
that a legislative hearing has been 
scheduled before the Committee on En-
ergy and Natural Resources. 

The hearing will be held on Tuesday, 
September 25, 2007, at 10 a.m. in room 
SD–366 of the Dirksen Senate Office 
Building. 

The purposes of this hearing are to 
receive testimony on S. 1756, a bill to 
provide supplemental ex gratia com-
pensation to the Republic of the Mar-
shall Islands for impacts of the nuclear 
testing program of the United States, 
and for other purposes; and to receive 
testimony on the implementation of 
the Compact of Free Association be-
tween the United States and the Mar-
shall Islands. 

Because of the limited time available 
for the hearing, witnesses may testify 
by invitation only. However, those 
wishing to submit written testimony 
for the hearing record should send two 
copies of their testimony to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Natural Re-
sources, United States Senate, Wash-
ington, DC 20510–6150, or by email to 
Britni_Rillera@energy.senate.gov. 

For further information, please con-
tact Allen Stayman or Britni Rillera. 

COMMITTEE ON ENERGY AND NATURAL 
RESOURCES 

Mr. BINGAMAN. Mr. President, I 
would like to announce for the infor-

mation of the Senate and the public 
that a hearing has been scheduled be-
fore the Committee on Energy and Nat-
ural Resources. 

The hearing will be held on Wednes-
day, September 26, 2007, at 10 a.m., in 
room SD–366 of the Dirksen Senate Of-
fice Building. 

The purpose of the hearing is to re-
ceive testimony on S. 1543, a bill to es-
tablish a national geothermal initia-
tive to encourage increased production 
of energy from geothermal resources 
by creating a program of geothermal 
research, development, demonstration 
and commercial application to support 
the achievement of a national geo-
thermal energy goal. 

Due to the limited time available for 
the hearing, witnesses may testify by 
invitation only. However, those wish-
ing to submit written testimony for 
the hearing record should send it to the 
Committee on Energy and Natural Re-
sources, United States Senate, Wash-
ington, DC 20510–6150, or by email to 
Rosemarie_calabro@energy.senate 
.gov. 

For further information, please con-
tact Allyson Anderson or Rosemarie 
Calabro. 

f 

AUTHORITY FOR COMMITTEES TO 
MEET 

COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES 
Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on Armed Services be author-
ized to meet during the session of the 
Senate on Tuesday, September 11, at 2 
p.m. in open session to receive testi-
mony on the situation in Iraq and 
progress made by the Government of 
Iraq in meeting benchmarks. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

COMMITTEE ON FINANCE 
Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on Finance be authorized to 
meet during the session of the Senate 
on Tuesday, September 11, 2007, at 10 
a.m., in room 215 of the Dirksen Senate 
Office Building, to hear testimony on 
the ‘‘U.S.-Peru Trade Promotion 
Agreement.’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN RELATIONS 
Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on Foreign Relations be author-
ized to meet during the session of the 
Senate on Tuesday, September 11, 2007, 
at 9:30 a.m. to hold a hearing on Iraq. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN RELATIONS 
Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on Foreign Relations be author-
ized to meet during the session of the 
Senate on Tuesday, September 11, 2007, 
at 2:15 p.m. to hold a business meeting. 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 11:00 Jul 14, 2010 Jkt 059102 PO 00000 Frm 00081 Fmt 0686 Sfmt 0634 E:\BR07\S11SE7.002 S11SE7er
ow

e 
on

 D
S

K
5C

LS
3C

1P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 B
O

U
N

D
 R

E
C

O
R

D



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 153, Pt. 17 24213 September 11, 2007 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 

objection, it is so ordered. 
SELECT COMMITTEE ON INTELLIGENCE 

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Select 
Committee on Intelligence be author-
ized to meet during the session of the 
Senate on September 11, 2007, at 2:30 
p.m. to hold a closed business meeting. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

SUBCOMMITTEE ON NATIONAL PARKS 
Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the Sub-
committee on National Parks of the 
Committee on Energy and Natural Re-
sources be authorized to hold a hearing 
during the session of the Senate on 
Tuesday, September 11, 2007, at 2:30 
p.m. in room SD–366 of the Dirksen 
Senate Office Building. 

The purpose of the hearing is to re-
ceive testimony on the following bills: 
S. 127, to amend the Great Sand Dunes 
National Park and Preserve Act of 2000 
to explain the purpose and provide for 
the administration of the Baca Na-
tional Wildlife Refuge; S. 327 and H.R. 
359, to authorize the Secretary of the 
Interior to conduct a special resource 
study of sites associated with the life 
of Cesar Estrada Chavez and the farm 
labor movement; S. 868, to amend the 
Wild and Scenic Rivers Act to des-
ignate segments of the Taunton River 
in the Commonwealth of Massachu-
setts as a component of the National 
Wild and Scenic Rivers System S. 1051, 
to authorize National Mall Liberty 
Fund DC to establish a memorial on 
Federal land in the District of Colum-
bia at Constitution Gardens previously 
approved to honor free persons and 
slaves who fought for independence, 
liberty, and justice for all during the 
American Revolution; S. 1184 and H.R. 
1021; to direct the Secretary of the In-
terior to conduct a special resources 
study regarding the suitability and fea-
sibility of designating certain historic 
buildings and areas in Taunton, Massa-
chusetts, as a unit of the National 
Park System, and for other purposes; 
S. 1247, to amend the Weir Farm Na-
tional Historic Site Establishment Act 
of 1990 to limit the development of any 
property acquired by the Secretary of 
the interior for the development of vis-
itor and administrative facilities for 
the Weir Farm National Historic Site, 
and for other purposes; S. 1304, to 
amend the National Trails System Act 
to designate the Arizona National Sce-
nic Trail; S. 1329, to extend the Acadia 
National Park Advisory Commission, 
to provide improved visitor services at 
the park, and for other purposes; H.R. 
759, to redesignate the Ellis Island Li-
brary on the third floor of the Ellis Is-
land Immigration Museum, located on 
Ellis Island in New York Harbor, as the 
‘‘Bob Hope Memorial Library’’; and 
H.R. 807, to direct the Secretary of the 
Interior to conduct a special resource 
study to determine the feasibility and 

suitability of establishing a memorial 
to the Space Shuttle Columbia in the 
State of Texas and for its inclusion as 
a unit of the National Park System. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE, FOREIGN 
OPERATIONS, AND RELATED 
PROGRAMS APPROPRIATIONS 
ACT, 2008 

On Thursday, September 6, 2007, the 
Senate passed H.R. 2764, as amended, as 
follows: 

H.R. 2764 

Resolved, That the bill from the 
House of Representatives (H.R. 2764) 
entitled ‘‘An Act making appropria-
tions for the Department of State, for-
eign operations, and related programs 
for the fiscal year ending September 30, 
2008, and for other purposes.’’, do pass 
with the following amendment: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert: 

That the following sums are appropriated, out 
of any money in the Treasury not otherwise ap-
propriated, for the fiscal year ending September 
30, 2008, and for other purposes, namely: 

TITLE I 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE AND RELATED 
AGENCY 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE 

ADMINISTRATION OF FOREIGN AFFAIRS 

DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR PROGRAMS 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 
For necessary expenses of the Department of 

State and the Foreign Service not otherwise pro-
vided for, including employment, without regard 
to civil service and classification laws, of per-
sons on a temporary basis (not to exceed 
$700,000 of this appropriation), as authorized by 
section 801 of the United States Information and 
Educational Exchange Act of 1948; representa-
tion to certain international organizations in 
which the United States participates pursuant 
to treaties ratified pursuant to the advice and 
consent of the Senate or specific Acts of Con-
gress; arms control, nonproliferation and disar-
mament activities as authorized; acquisition by 
exchange or purchase of passenger motor vehi-
cles as authorized by law; and for expenses of 
general administration, $3,820,375,000: Provided, 
That of the amount made available under this 
heading, not to exceed $10,000,000 may be trans-
ferred to and merged with ‘‘Emergencies in the 
Diplomatic and Consular Service’’, to be avail-
able only for emergency evacuations and ter-
rorism rewards: Provided further, That of the 
funds appropriated under this heading, 
$8,131,000 shall be available for the Office of the 
Director of United States Foreign Assistance 
and $1,000,000 shall not be obligated until con-
sultations with the Congress, arising from the 
report submitted pursuant to section 653(a) of 
the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961, have been 
completed: Provided further, That of the 
amount made available under this heading, not 
less than $364,905,000 shall be available only for 
public diplomacy international information pro-
grams: Provided further, That of the funds 
made available under this heading, $5,000,000 
shall be made available for a demonstration pro-
gram to expand access to consular services: Pro-
vided further, That of the funds made available 
under this heading, $40,000,000 shall be made 
available for passport operations, facilities, and 
systems: Provided further, That the funds ap-

propriated by the previous proviso shall be in 
addition to amounts otherwise made available 
for such purposes: Provided further, That dur-
ing fiscal year 2008, foreign service annuitants 
may be employed, notwithstanding section 
316.401 of title 5, Code of Federal Regulations, 
pursuant to waivers under section 
824(g)(1)(C)(ii) of the Foreign Service Act of 1980 
(22 U.S.C. 4064(g)(1)(C)(ii)): Provided further, 
That of the funds made available under this 
heading in this Act and in prior Acts making 
appropriations for the Department of State, for-
eign operations, export financing and related 
programs, up to $200,000,000 may be transferred 
to, and merged with, funds appropriated under 
the heading ‘‘Millennium Challenge Corpora-
tion’’, subject to section 615 of this Act: Pro-
vided further, That of the funds appropriated 
under this heading, $6,000,000 shall be made 
available for the Ambassador’s Fund for Cul-
tural Preservation of which $1,500,000 shall be 
for grants of not less than $500,000 for signifi-
cant historic preservation projects: Provided 
further, That there shall be one additional sen-
ior permanent position at United States Em-
bassy Moscow whose sole responsibilities shall 
be to monitor human rights and the implementa-
tion of Russian laws relating to nongovern-
mental organizations, communicate United 
States support for human rights defenders and 
journalists who are harassed and arrested, and 
support the work of civil society groups: Pro-
vided further, That funds available under this 
heading may be made available for a United 
States Government interagency task force to ex-
amine, coordinate and oversee United States 
participation in the United Nations head-
quarters renovation project: Provided further, 
That funds appropriated under this heading are 
available, pursuant to 31 U.S.C. 1108(g), for the 
field examination of programs and activities in 
the United States funded from any account in 
this title. 

In addition, not to exceed $1,558,390 shall be 
derived from fees collected from other executive 
agencies for lease or use of facilities located at 
the International Center in accordance with 
section 4 of the International Center Act; in ad-
dition, as authorized by section 5 of such Act, 
$490,000, to be derived from the reserve author-
ized by that section, to be used for the purposes 
set out in that section; in addition, as author-
ized by section 810 of the United States Informa-
tion and Educational Exchange Act, not to ex-
ceed $6,000,000, to remain available until ex-
pended, may be credited to this appropriation 
from fees or other payments received from 
English teaching, library, motion pictures, and 
publication programs and from fees from edu-
cational advising and counseling and exchange 
visitor programs; and, in addition, not to exceed 
$15,000, which shall be derived from reimburse-
ments, surcharges, and fees for use of Blair 
House facilities. 

In addition, for the costs of worldwide secu-
rity protection, $909,598,000, to remain available 
until expended. 

CAPITAL INVESTMENT FUND 
For necessary expenses of the Capital Invest-

ment Fund, $63,743,000, to remain available 
until expended, as authorized: Provided, That 
section 135(e) of Public Law 103–236 shall not 
apply to funds available under this heading. 

OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL 
For necessary expenses of the Office of In-

spector General, $35,508,000, notwithstanding 
section 209(a)(1) of the Foreign Service Act of 
1980 (Public Law 96–465), as it relates to post in-
spections. 

EDUCATIONAL AND CULTURAL EXCHANGE 
PROGRAMS 

For expenses of educational and cultural ex-
change programs, as authorized, $509,482,000, to 
remain available until expended: Provided, That 
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not to exceed $5,000,000, to remain available 
until expended, may be credited to this appro-
priation from fees or other payments received 
from or in connection with English teaching, 
educational advising and counseling programs, 
and exchange visitor programs as authorized: 
Provided further, That of the funds available 
under this heading up to $2,000,000 may be made 
available to the Senator Paul Simon Study 
Abroad Foundation, subject to authorization: 
Provided further, That if a majority of the 
Board of Directors of such Foundation is not 
confirmed by the Senate by August 1, 2008, the 
Secretary shall provide $1,000,000 of such funds 
to the Benjamin A. Gilman International Schol-
arship Program and $1,000,000 shall be provided 
to the Fulbright Program to augment existing 
study abroad programs. 

REPRESENTATION ALLOWANCES 
For representation allowances as authorized, 

$8,175,000. 
PROTECTION OF FOREIGN MISSIONS AND OFFICIALS 

For expenses, not otherwise provided, to en-
able the Secretary of State to provide for ex-
traordinary protective services, as authorized, 
$14,000,000, to remain available until September 
30, 2009. 

EMBASSY SECURITY, CONSTRUCTION, AND 
MAINTENANCE 

For necessary expenses for carrying out the 
Foreign Service Buildings Act of 1926 (22 U.S.C. 
292–303), preserving, maintaining, repairing, 
and planning for buildings that are owned or 
directly leased by the Department of State, ren-
ovating, in addition to funds otherwise avail-
able, the Harry S Truman Building, and car-
rying out the Diplomatic Security Construction 
Program as authorized, $792,534,000, to remain 
available until expended as authorized, of 
which not to exceed $25,000 may be used for do-
mestic and overseas representation as author-
ized: Provided, That none of the funds appro-
priated in this paragraph shall be available for 
acquisition of furniture, furnishings, or genera-
tors for other departments and agencies. 

In addition, for the costs of worldwide secu-
rity upgrades, acquisition, and construction as 
authorized, $649,278,000, to remain available 
until expended. 
EMERGENCIES IN THE DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR 

SERVICE 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 
For expenses necessary to enable the Sec-

retary of State to meet unforeseen emergencies 
arising in the Diplomatic and Consular Service, 
$9,000,000, only for emergency evacuations and 
terrorism rewards, to remain available until ex-
pended, of which not to exceed $1,000,000 may be 
transferred to and merged with the ‘‘Repatri-
ation Loans Program Account’’, subject to the 
same terms and conditions. 

REPATRIATION LOANS PROGRAM ACCOUNT 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 
For the cost of direct loans, $678,000, as au-

thorized: Provided, That such costs, including 
the cost of modifying such loans, shall be as de-
fined in section 502 of the Congressional Budget 
Act of 1974. 

In addition, for administrative expenses nec-
essary to carry out the direct loan program, 
$607,000, which may be transferred to and 
merged with ‘‘Diplomatic and Consular Pro-
grams’’. 
PAYMENT TO THE AMERICAN INSTITUTE IN TAIWAN 

For necessary expenses to carry out the Tai-
wan Relations Act (Public Law 96–8), 
$16,351,000. 
PAYMENT TO THE FOREIGN SERVICE RETIREMENT 

AND DISABILITY FUND 
For payment to the Foreign Service Retire-

ment and Disability Fund, as authorized by 
law, $158,900,000. 

INTERNATIONAL ORGANIZATIONS 
CONTRIBUTIONS TO INTERNATIONAL 

ORGANIZATIONS 
For expenses, not otherwise provided for, nec-

essary to meet annual obligations of membership 
in international multilateral organizations, pur-
suant to treaties ratified pursuant to the advice 
and consent of the Senate, conventions or spe-
cific Acts of Congress, $1,374,400,000, to remain 
available until September 30, 2009: Provided, 
That the Secretary of State shall, at the time of 
the submission of the President’s budget to Con-
gress under section 1105(a) of title 31, United 
States Code, transmit to the Committees on Ap-
propriations the most recent biennial budget 
prepared by the United Nations for the oper-
ations of the United Nations: Provided further, 
That the Secretary of State shall notify the 
Committees on Appropriations at least 15 days 
in advance (or in an emergency, as far in ad-
vance as is practicable) of any United Nations 
action to increase funding for any United Na-
tions program without identifying an offsetting 
decrease elsewhere in the United Nations budget 
and cause the United Nations budget for the bi-
ennium 2008–2009 to exceed the revised United 
Nations budget level for the biennium 2006–2007 
of $4,173,895,900: Provided further, That any 
payment of arrearages under this title shall be 
directed toward activities that are mutually 
agreed upon by the United States and the re-
spective international organization: Provided 
further, That none of the funds appropriated in 
this paragraph shall be available for a United 
States contribution to an international organi-
zation for the United States share of interest 
costs made known to the United States Govern-
ment by such organization for loans incurred on 
or after October 1, 1984, through external bor-
rowings. 

CONTRIBUTIONS FOR INTERNATIONAL 
PEACEKEEPING ACTIVITIES 

For necessary expenses to pay assessed and 
other expenses of international peacekeeping ac-
tivities directed to the maintenance or restora-
tion of international peace and security, 
$1,352,000,000, of which 15 percent shall remain 
available until September 30, 2009: Provided, 
That at least 15 days in advance of voting in the 
United Nations Security Council (or in an emer-
gency as far in advance as is practicable) for 
any new or expanded United Nations peace-
keeping mission, the Secretary of State shall, 
with regard to any new or expanded mission, 
notify the Committees on Appropriations and 
other appropriate Committees of the Congress of 
its estimated cost and duration, the United 
States national interest that will be served, the 
planned exit strategy, the specific measures the 
United Nations is taking to prevent United Na-
tions employees, contractor personnel, and 
peacekeeping forces serving in any such mission 
from trafficking in persons, exploiting victims of 
trafficking, or committing acts of illegal sexual 
exploitation, and to hold accountable individ-
uals who engage in such acts while partici-
pating in the peacekeeping mission; and a noti-
fication of funds pursuant to section 615 of this 
Act is submitted, and the procedures therein fol-
lowed, setting forth the source of funds that will 
be used to pay for the cost of the new or ex-
panded mission: Provided further, That funds 
shall be available for peacekeeping expenses 
only after a determination by the Secretary of 
State that American manufacturers and sup-
pliers are being given opportunities to provide 
equipment, services, and material for United Na-
tions peacekeeping activities equal to those 
being given to foreign manufacturers and sup-
pliers. 

INTERNATIONAL COMMISSIONS 

For necessary expenses, not otherwise pro-
vided for, to meet obligations of the United 

States arising under treaties, or specific Acts of 
Congress, as follows: 

INTERNATIONAL BOUNDARY AND WATER 
COMMISSION, UNITED STATES AND MEXICO 

For necessary expenses for the United States 
Section of the International Boundary and 
Water Commission, United States and Mexico, 
and to comply with laws applicable to the 
United States Section, including not to exceed 
$6,000 for representation; as follows: 

SALARIES AND EXPENSES 
For salaries and expenses, not otherwise pro-

vided for, $30,430,000. 
CONSTRUCTION 

For detailed plan preparation and construc-
tion of authorized projects, $88,425,000, to re-
main available until expended, as authorized, of 
which, $100,000 may be made available to repair, 
relocate, or replace fencing along the inter-
national border between the United States and 
Mexico: Provided, That of the funds appro-
priated under this heading, up to $400,000 
should be made available for the repair or re-
placement of the Nogales Wash Flood Control 
Project and International Outfall Interceptor, of 
which up to $66,000,000 shall be made available 
only for construction in the United States of 
secondary wastewater treatment capability. 

AMERICAN SECTIONS, INTERNATIONAL 
COMMISSIONS 

For necessary expenses, not otherwise pro-
vided, for the International Joint Commission 
and the International Boundary Commission, 
United States and Canada, as authorized by 
treaties between the United States and Canada 
or Great Britain, and for the Border Environ-
ment Cooperation Commission as authorized by 
Public Law 103–182, $11,250,000, of which not to 
exceed $9,000 shall be available for representa-
tion expenses incurred by the International 
Joint Commission. 

INTERNATIONAL FISHERIES COMMISSIONS 
For necessary expenses for international fish-

eries commissions, not otherwise provided for, as 
authorized by law, $27,054,000: Provided, That 
the United States’ share of such expenses may 
be advanced to the respective commissions pur-
suant to 31 U.S.C. 3324: Provided further, That 
funds appropriated under this heading shall be 
available for programs in the amounts contained 
in the table included in the report accom-
panying this Act and no proposal for deviation 
from those amounts shall be considered. 

OTHER 
PAYMENT TO THE ASIA FOUNDATION 

For a grant to the Asia Foundation, as au-
thorized by the Asia Foundation Act (22 U.S.C. 
4402), $16,000,000, to remain available until ex-
pended, as authorized. 

CENTER FOR MIDDLE EASTERN-WESTERN 
DIALOGUE TRUST FUND 

For necessary expenses of the Center for Mid-
dle Eastern-Western Dialogue Trust Fund, the 
total amount of the interest and earnings accru-
ing to such Fund on or before September 30, 
2008, to remain available until expended. 

EISENHOWER EXCHANGE FELLOWSHIP PROGRAM 
For necessary expenses of Eisenhower Ex-

change Fellowships, Incorporated, as author-
ized by sections 4 and 5 of the Eisenhower Ex-
change Fellowship Act of 1990 (20 U.S.C. 5204– 
5205), all interest and earnings accruing to the 
Eisenhower Exchange Fellowship Program 
Trust Fund on or before September 30, 2008, to 
remain available until expended: Provided, That 
none of the funds appropriated herein shall be 
used to pay any salary or other compensation, 
or to enter into any contract providing for the 
payment thereof, in excess of the rate author-
ized by 5 U.S.C. 5376; or for purposes which are 
not in accordance with OMB Circulars A–110 
(Uniform Administrative Requirements) and A– 
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122 (Cost Principles for Non-profit Organiza-
tions), including the restrictions on compensa-
tion for personal services. 

ISRAELI ARAB SCHOLARSHIP PROGRAM 

For necessary expenses of the Israeli Arab 
Scholarship Program as authorized by section 
214 of the Foreign Relations Authorization Act, 
Fiscal Years 1992 and 1993 (22 U.S.C. 2452), all 
interest and earnings accruing to the Israeli 
Arab Scholarship Fund on or before September 
30, 2008, to remain available until expended. 

EAST-WEST CENTER 

To enable the Secretary of State to provide for 
carrying out the provisions of the Center for 
Cultural and Technical Interchange Between 
East and West Act of 1960, by grant to the Cen-
ter for Cultural and Technical Interchange Be-
tween East and West in the State of Hawaii, 
$20,000,000: Provided, That none of the funds 
appropriated herein shall be used to pay any 
salary, or enter into any contract providing for 
the payment thereof, in excess of the rate au-
thorized by 5 U.S.C. 5376. 

RELATED AGENCIES 

BROADCASTING BOARD OF GOVERNORS 

INTERNATIONAL BROADCASTING OPERATIONS 

For expenses necessary to enable the Broad-
casting Board of Governors, as authorized, to 
carry out international communication activi-
ties, including the purchase, rent, construction, 
and improvement of facilities for radio and tele-
vision transmission and reception and purchase, 
lease, and installation and operation of nec-
essary equipment, including aircraft, for radio 
and television transmission and reception to 
Cuba, and to make and supervise grants for 
radio and television broadcasting to the Middle 
East, $662,727,000: Provided, That of the total 
amount in this heading, not to exceed $16,000 
may be used for official receptions within the 
United States as authorized, not to exceed 
$35,000 may be used for representation abroad as 
authorized, and not to exceed $39,000 may be 
used for official reception and representation 
expenses of Radio Free Europe/Radio Liberty; 
and in addition, notwithstanding any other pro-
vision of law, not to exceed $2,000,000 in receipts 
from advertising and revenue from business ven-
tures, not to exceed $500,000 in receipts from co-
operating international organizations, and not 
to exceed $1,000,000 in receipts from privatiza-
tion efforts of the Voice of America and the 
International Broadcasting Bureau, to remain 
available until expended for carrying out au-
thorized purposes. 

BROADCASTING CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS 

For the purchase, rent, construction, and im-
provement of facilities for radio transmission 
and reception, and purchase and installation of 
necessary equipment for radio and television 
transmission and reception as authorized, 
$10,748,000, to remain available until expended, 
as authorized. 

COMMISSION FOR THE PRESERVATION OF 
AMERICA’S HERITAGE ABROAD 

SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses for the Commission for 
the Preservation of America’s Heritage Abroad, 
$499,000, as authorized by section 1303 of Public 
Law 99–83. 

COMMISSION ON INTERNATIONAL RELIGIOUS 
FREEDOM 

SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses for the United States 
Commission on International Religious Freedom, 
as authorized by title II of the International Re-
ligious Freedom Act of 1998 (Public Law 105– 
292), $3,000,000, to remain available until Sep-
tember 30, 2009. 

COMMISSION ON SECURITY AND COOPERATION IN 
EUROPE 

SALARIES AND EXPENSES 
For necessary expenses of the Commission on 

Security and Cooperation in Europe, as author-
ized by Public Law 94–304, $2,037,000, to remain 
available until September 30, 2009. 

CONGRESSIONAL-EXECUTIVE COMMISSION ON THE 
PEOPLE’S REPUBLIC OF CHINA 

SALARIES AND EXPENSES 
For necessary expenses of the Congressional- 

Executive Commission on the People’s Republic 
of China, as authorized, $2,000,000, including 
not more than $3,000 for the purpose of official 
representation, to remain available until Sep-
tember 30, 2009. 

UNITED STATES-CHINA ECONOMIC AND SECURITY 
REVIEW COMMISSION 

SALARIES AND EXPENSES 
For necessary expenses of the United States- 

China Economic and Security Review Commis-
sion, $2,962,000, including not more than $3,000 
for the purpose of official representation, to re-
main available until September 30, 2008: Pro-
vided, That funds appropriated under this 
heading shall only be available for obligation in 
accordance with a spending plan submitted to 
the Committees on Appropriations which effec-
tively addresses the recommendations of the 
Government Accountability Office’s audit of the 
Commission: Provided further, That the Com-
mission shall provide to the Committees on Ap-
propriations a quarterly accounting of the cu-
mulative balances of any unobligated funds that 
were received by the Commission during any 
previous fiscal year. 

UNITED STATES SENATE-CHINA 
INTERPARLIAMENTARY GROUP 

SALARIES AND EXPENSES 
For necessary expenses of the United States 

Senate-China Interparliamentary Group, as au-
thorized under section 153 of the Consolidated 
Appropriations Act, 2004 (22 U.S.C. 276n; Public 
Law 108–99; 118 Stat. 448), $150,000, to remain 
available until September 30, 2009. 

UNITED STATES INSTITUTE OF PEACE 

OPERATING EXPENSES 
For necessary expenses of the United States 

Institute of Peace as authorized in the United 
States Institute of Peace Act, $25,000,000, to re-
main available until September 30, 2009. 

GENERAL PROVISIONS—THIS TITLE 

ALLOWANCES AND DIFFERENTIALS 
SEC. 101. Funds appropriated under this Act 

shall be available, except as otherwise provided, 
for allowances and differentials as authorized 
by subchapter 59 of title 5, United States Code; 
for services as authorized by 5 U.S.C. 3109; and 
for hire of passenger transportation pursuant to 
31 U.S.C. 1343(b). 

UNOBLIGATED BALANCES REPORT 
SEC. 102. The Department of State and the 

Broadcasting Board of Governors shall provide 
to the Committees on Appropriations a quarterly 
accounting of the cumulative balances of any 
unobligated funds that were received by such 
agency during any previous fiscal year. 

EMBASSY CONSTRUCTION 
SEC. 103. (a) Except as provided in subsection 

(b), a project to construct a diplomatic facility 
of the United States may not include office 
space or other accommodations for an employee 
of a Federal agency or department if the Sec-
retary of State determines that such department 
or agency has not provided to the Department of 
State the full amount of funding required by 
subsection (e) of section 604 of the Secure Em-
bassy Construction and Counterterrorism Act of 
1999 (as enacted into law by section 1000(a)(7) of 
Public Law 106–113 and contained in appendix 

G of that Act; 113 Stat. 1501A–453), as amended 
by section 629 of the Departments of Commerce, 
Justice, and State, the Judiciary, and Related 
Agencies Appropriations Act, 2005. 

(b) Notwithstanding the prohibition in sub-
section (a), a project to construct a diplomatic 
facility of the United States may include office 
space or other accommodations for members of 
the Marine Corps. 

PEACEKEEPING MISSIONS 
SEC. 104. None of the funds made available 

under title I of this Act may be used for any 
United Nations undertaking when it is made 
known to the Federal official having authority 
to obligate or expend such funds that: (1) the 
United Nations undertaking is a peacekeeping 
mission; (2) such undertaking will involve 
United States Armed Forces under the command 
or operational control of a foreign national; and 
(3) the President’s military advisors have not 
submitted to the President a recommendation 
that such involvement is in the national secu-
rity interests of the United States and the Presi-
dent has not submitted to the Congress such a 
recommendation. 

DENIAL OF VISAS 
SEC. 105. (a) None of the funds appropriated 

or otherwise made available under this Act shall 
be expended for any purpose for which appro-
priations are prohibited by section 616 of the De-
partments of Commerce, Justice, and State, the 
Judiciary, and Related Agencies Appropriations 
Act, 1999. 

(b) The requirements in subsections (b) and (c) 
of section 616 of that Act shall continue to apply 
during fiscal year 2008. 

UNITED STATES CITIZENS BORN IN JERUSALEM 
SEC. 106. For the purposes of registration of 

birth, certification of nationality, or issuance of 
a passport of a United States citizen born in the 
city of Jerusalem, the Secretary of State shall, 
upon request of the citizen, record the place of 
birth as Israel. 

STATE DEPARTMENT AUTHORITIES 
SEC. 107. Funds appropriated under this Act 

for the Broadcasting Board of Governors and 
the Department of State may be obligated and 
expended notwithstanding section 15 of the 
State Department Basic Authorities Act of 1956, 
section 313 of the Foreign Relations Authoriza-
tion Act, Fiscal Years 1994 and 1995 (Public Law 
103–236), and section 504(a)(1) of the National 
Security Act of 1947 (50 U.S.C. 414(a)(1)). 
RESTRICTION ON CONTRIBUTIONS TO THE UNITED 

NATIONS 
SEC. 108. None of the funds appropriated or 

otherwise made available under any title of this 
Act may be made available to make any assessed 
contribution or voluntary payment of the 
United States to the United Nations if the 
United Nations implements or imposes any tax-
ation on any United States persons. 

PERSONNEL ACTIONS 
SEC. 109. Any costs incurred by a department 

or agency funded under this Act resulting from 
personnel actions taken in response to funding 
reductions included in this Act shall be absorbed 
within the total budgetary resources available to 
such department or agency: Provided, That the 
authority to transfer funds between appropria-
tions accounts as may be necessary to carry out 
this section is provided in addition to authori-
ties included elsewhere in this Act: Provided 
further, That use of funds to carry out this sec-
tion shall be treated as a reprogramming of 
funds under section 615 of title VI of this Act 
and shall not be available for obligation or ex-
penditure except in compliance with the proce-
dures set forth in that section. 
RESTRICTIONS ON UNITED NATIONS DELEGATIONS 
SEC. 110. None of the funds made available in 

this Act may be used to pay expenses for any 
United States delegation to any specialized 
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agency, body, or commission of the United Na-
tions if such commission is chaired or presided 
over by a country, the government of which the 
Secretary of State has determined, for purposes 
of section 6(j)(1) of the Export Administration 
Act of 1979 (50 U.S.C. App. 2405(j)(1)), has pro-
vided support for acts of international terrorism. 

PALESTINIAN BROADCASTING CORPORATION 
SEC. 111. None of the funds appropriated or 

otherwise made available in this Act may be 
used to provide equipment, technical support, 
consulting services, or any other form of assist-
ance to the Palestinian Broadcasting Corpora-
tion. 

ATTENDANCE AT INTERNATIONAL CONFERENCES 
SEC. 112. None of the funds made available in 

this Act may be used to send or otherwise pay 
for the attendance of more than 50 employees of 
agencies or departments of the United States 
Government who are stationed in the United 
States, at any single international conference 
occurring outside the United States, unless the 
Secretary of State determines that such attend-
ance is in the national interest: Provided, That 
for purposes of this section the term ‘‘inter-
national conference’’ shall mean a conference 
attended by representatives of the United States 
Government and representatives of foreign gov-
ernments, international organizations, or non-
governmental organizations. 

PEACEKEEPING ASSESSMENT 
SEC. 113. Section 404(b)(2)(B) of the Foreign 

Relations Authorization Act, Fiscal Years 1994 
and 1995, as amended (22 U.S.C. 287e note) is 
further amended at the end by adding the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(v) For assessments made during calendar 
year 2008, 27.1 percent.’’ 

ALHURRA BROADCASTING 
SEC. 114. Funds appropriated by this Act, and 

any subsequent emergency supplemental appro-
priations Act for fiscal year 2008, may be made 
available for the programs and activities of 
Alhurra only if the Secretary of State certifies 
and reports to the Committees on Appropriations 
that Alhurra does not advocate on behalf of any 
organization that the Secretary knows, or has 
reason to believe, engages in terrorist activities. 

SEC. 115. COMMISSION FINANCIAL MANAGE-
MENT. (a) TERM LIMITS.—Section 1238(b)(3) of 
Public Law 106–398 is amended by striking sub-
paragraph (G) and inserting the following: 

‘‘(G) a member of the Commission may not be 
reappointed for an additional term of service if 
that member has twice been appointed to the 
Commission; and’’. 

(b) REQUIREMENT FOR PERFORMANCE RE-
VIEWS.—The United States-China Economic and 
Security Review Commission shall comply with 
chapter 43 of title 5, United States Code, regard-
ing the establishment and regular review of em-
ployee performance appraisals. 

(c) LIMITATION ON CASH AWARDS.—The United 
States-China Economic and Security Review 
Commission shall comply with section 4505a of 
title 5, United States Code, with respect to limi-
tations on payment of performance-based cash 
awards. 

(d) ANNUAL FINANCIAL AUDIT.—The Commis-
sion shall provide to Congress an annual com-
prehensive independent financial audit of all 
obligations and expenditures, not later than 
June 30 each year hereafter. 

COMMISSION ON SECURITY AND COOPERATION IN 
EUROPE 

SEC. 116. (a) The amount appropriated or oth-
erwise made available by this title under the 
heading ‘‘COMMISSION ON SECURITY AND CO-
OPERATION IN EUROPE’’ is hereby increased by 
$333,000. 

(b) The amount appropriated or otherwise 
made available by this title for the Department 
of State under the heading ‘‘DIPLOMATIC AND 

CONSULAR PROGRAMS’’ is hereby reduced by 
$333,000. 
COOPERATION WITH THE GOVERNMENT OF MEXICO 

SEC. 117. (a) COOPERATION REGARDING BOR-
DER SECURITY.—The Secretary of State, in co-
operation with the Secretary of Homeland Secu-
rity and representatives of Federal, State, and 
local law enforcement agencies that are involved 
in border security and immigration enforcement 
efforts, should work with the appropriate offi-
cials from the Government of Mexico to improve 
coordination between the United States and 
Mexico regarding— 

(1) improved border security along the inter-
national border between the United States and 
Mexico; 

(2) the reduction of human trafficking and 
smuggling between the United States and Mex-
ico; 

(3) the reduction of drug trafficking and 
smuggling between the United States and Mex-
ico; 

(4) the reduction of gang membership in the 
United States and Mexico; 

(5) the reduction of violence against women in 
the United States and Mexico; and 

(6) the reduction of other violence and crimi-
nal activity. 

(b) COOPERATION REGARDING EDUCATION ON 
IMMIGRATION LAWS.—The Secretary of State, in 
cooperation with other appropriate Federal offi-
cials, should work with the appropriate officials 
from the Government of Mexico to carry out ac-
tivities to educate citizens and nationals of Mex-
ico regarding eligibility for status as a non-
immigrant under Federal law to ensure that the 
citizens and nationals are not exploited while 
working in the United States. 

(c) COOPERATION REGARDING CIRCULAR MI-
GRATION.—The Secretary of State, in coopera-
tion with the Secretary of Labor and other ap-
propriate Federal officials, should work with 
the appropriate officials from the Government of 
Mexico to improve coordination between the 
United States and Mexico on the development of 
economic opportunities and providing job train-
ing for citizens and nationals in Mexico. 

(d) ANNUAL REPORT.—Not later than 180 days 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary of State shall submit a report to the 
Committees on Appropriations describing the ac-
tions taken by the United States and Mexico 
pursuant to this section. 

REPORT REGARDING USE OF LEVEES 
SEC. 118. Not later than 90 days after the date 

of enactment of this Act, the United States Com-
missioner of the International Boundary and 
Water Commission, in cooperation and coordi-
nation with the Secretary of Homeland Security 
and the Chief of Engineers of the United States 
Army Corps of Engineers, shall submit to Con-
gress a report regarding the use by U.S. Customs 
and Border Protection of flood control levees 
under the control of the International Bound-
ary and Water Commission, which shall— 

(1) discuss the purpose and importance of— 
(A) any such use of such levees ongoing on 

the date of enactment of this Act; and 
(B) any anticipated such use of such levees 

after the date of enactment of this Act; 
(2) describe the frequency and means of, and 

approximate number of officers and employees 
of the U.S. Customs and Border Protection who, 
access such levees; 

(3) describe the level of degradation of such 
levees as a result of such use; and 

(4) identify any formal agreements that may 
be needed between the Department of Homeland 
Security and the International Boundary and 
Water Commission or the Department of State to 
ensure needed access to such levees. 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE INSPECTOR GENERAL 
SEC. 119. (a) LINK TO OFFICE OF INSPECTOR 

GENERAL FROM HOMEPAGE OF DEPARTMENT OF 

STATE.—Not later than 30 days after the date of 
the enactment of this Act, the Secretary of State 
shall establish and maintain on the homepage of 
the Internet website of the Department of State 
a direct link to the Internet website of the Office 
of Inspector General of the Department of State. 

(b) ANONYMOUS REPORTING OF WASTE, FRAUD, 
OR ABUSE.—Not later than 30 days after the 
date of the enactment of this Act, the Inspector 
General of the Department of State shall estab-
lish and maintain on the homepage of the Inter-
net website of the Office of Inspector General a 
mechanism by which individuals can anony-
mously report cases of waste, fraud, or abuse 
with respect to the Department of State. 

CONSULAR OPERATIONS 
SEC. 120. (a) The Secretary of State shall es-

tablish visa processing facilities in Iraq within 
180 days of enactment of this Act in which 
aliens may apply and interview for admission to 
the United States. 

(b) The Secretary of State shall report to the 
Congress no later than 30 days after enactment 
of this Act on funding and security require-
ments for consular operations in Iraq in fiscal 
year 2008. 

REFERENCES 
SEC. 121. Except as otherwise provided in this 

title, any reference in this title to ‘‘this Act’’ 
shall be deemed to be a reference only to title I. 

TITLE II 

EXPORT AND INVESTMENT ASSISTANCE 

EXPORT-IMPORT BANK OF THE UNITED STATES 

INSPECTOR GENERAL 
For necessary expenses of the Office of In-

spector General in carrying out the provisions of 
the Inspector General Act of 1978, as amended, 
$1,000,000, to remain available until September 
30, 2009. 

LOANS PROGRAM ACCOUNT 
The Export-Import Bank of the United States 

is authorized to make such expenditures within 
the limits of funds and borrowing authority 
available to such corporation, and in accord-
ance with law, and to make such contracts and 
commitments without regard to fiscal year limi-
tations, as provided by section 104 of the Gov-
ernment Corporation Control Act, as may be 
necessary in carrying out the program for the 
current fiscal year for such corporation: Pro-
vided, That none of the funds available during 
the current fiscal year may be used to make ex-
penditures, contracts, or commitments for the 
export of nuclear equipment, fuel, or technology 
to any country, other than a nuclear-weapon 
state as defined in Article IX of the Treaty on 
the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons eligi-
ble to receive economic or military assistance 
under this Act, that has detonated a nuclear ex-
plosive after the date of the enactment of this 
Act: Provided further, That notwithstanding 
section 1(c) of Public Law 103–428, as amended, 
sections 1(a) and (b) of Public Law 103–428 shall 
remain in effect through October 1, 2008: Pro-
vided further, That 10 percent of the aggregate 
loan, guarantee, and insurance authority avail-
able to the Export-Import Bank under this or 
any prior Act should be used for renewable en-
ergy and environmentally beneficial products 
and services. 

SUBSIDY APPROPRIATION 
For the cost of direct loans, loan guarantees, 

insurance, and tied-aid grants as authorized by 
section 10 of the Export-Import Bank Act of 
1945, as amended, $68,000,000, to remain avail-
able until September 30, 2011: Provided, That 
such costs, including the cost of modifying such 
loans, shall be as defined in section 502 of the 
Congressional Budget Act of 1974: Provided fur-
ther, That such sums shall remain available 
until September 30, 2026, for the disbursement of 
direct loans, loan guarantees, insurance and 
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tied-aid grants obligated in fiscal years 2008, 
2009, 2010, and 2011: Provided further, That 
none of the funds appropriated by this Act or 
any prior Act appropriating funds for foreign 
operations, export financing, and related pro-
grams for tied-aid credits or grants may be used 
for any other purpose except through the reg-
ular notification procedures of the Committees 
on Appropriations: Provided further, That 
funds appropriated by this paragraph are made 
available notwithstanding section 2(b)(2) of the 
Export-Import Bank Act of 1945, in connection 
with the purchase or lease of any product by 
any Eastern European country, any Baltic 
State or any agency or national thereof. 

ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENSES 
For administrative expenses to carry out the 

direct and guaranteed loan and insurance pro-
grams, including hire of passenger motor vehi-
cles and services as authorized by 5 U.S.C. 3109, 
and not to exceed $30,000 for official reception 
and representation expenses for members of the 
Board of Directors, $78,000,000: Provided, That 
the Export-Import Bank may accept, and use, 
payment or services provided by transaction 
participants for legal, financial, or technical 
services in connection with any transaction for 
which an application for a loan, guarantee or 
insurance commitment has been made: Provided 
further, That notwithstanding subsection (b) of 
section 117 of the Export Enhancement Act of 
1992, subsection (a) thereof shall remain in ef-
fect until October 1, 2008. 

RECEIPTS COLLECTED 
Receipts collected pursuant to the Export-Im-

port Bank Act of 1945, as amended, and the 
Federal Credit Reform Act of 1990, as amended, 
in an amount not to exceed the amount appro-
priated herein, shall be credited as offsetting 
collections to this account: Provided, That the 
sums herein appropriated from the General 
Fund shall be reduced on a dollar-for-dollar 
basis by such offsetting collections so as to re-
sult in a final fiscal year appropriation from the 
General Fund estimated at $0: Provided further, 
That amounts collected in fiscal year 2008 in ex-
cess of obligations, up to $50,000,000, shall be-
come available October 1, 2008 and shall remain 
available until September 30, 2011. 
OVERSEAS PRIVATE INVESTMENT CORPORATION 

NONCREDIT ACCOUNT 
The Overseas Private Investment Corporation 

is authorized to make, without regard to fiscal 
year limitations, as provided by 31 U.S.C. 9104, 
such expenditures and commitments within the 
limits of funds available to it and in accordance 
with law as may be necessary: Provided, That 
the amount available for administrative ex-
penses to carry out the credit and insurance 
programs (including an amount for official re-
ception and representation expenses which shall 
not exceed $35,000) shall not exceed $47,500,000: 
Provided further, That project-specific trans-
action costs, including direct and indirect costs 
incurred in claims settlements, and other direct 
costs associated with services provided to spe-
cific investors or potential investors pursuant to 
section 234 of the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961, 
shall not be considered administrative expenses 
for the purposes of this heading. 

PROGRAM ACCOUNT 
For the cost of direct and guaranteed loans, 

$21,000,000, as authorized by section 234 of the 
Foreign Assistance Act of 1961, to be derived by 
transfer from the Overseas Private Investment 
Corporation Non-Credit Account: Provided, 
That such costs, including the cost of modifying 
such loans, shall be as defined in section 502 of 
the Congressional Budget Act of 1974: Provided 
further, That such sums shall be available for 
direct loan obligations and loan guaranty com-
mitments incurred or made during fiscal years 
2008, 2009, and 2010: Provided further, That 

funds so obligated in fiscal year 2008 remain 
available for disbursement through 2016; funds 
obligated in fiscal year 2009 remain available for 
disbursement through 2017; funds obligated in 
fiscal year 2010 remain available for disburse-
ment through 2018: Provided further, That not-
withstanding any other provision of law, the 
Overseas Private Investment Corporation is au-
thorized to undertake any program authorized 
by title IV of the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961 
in Iraq: Provided further, That funds made 
available pursuant to the authority of the pre-
vious proviso shall be subject to the regular no-
tification procedures of the Committees on Ap-
propriations. 

In addition, such sums as may be necessary 
for administrative expenses to carry out the 
credit program may be derived from amounts 
available for administrative expenses to carry 
out the credit and insurance programs in the 
Overseas Private Investment Corporation Non-
credit Account and merged with said account. 

FUNDS APPROPRIATED TO THE PRESIDENT 

TRADE AND DEVELOPMENT AGENCY 
For necessary expenses to carry out the provi-

sions of section 661 of the Foreign Assistance 
Act of 1961, $50,400,000, to remain available until 
September 30, 2009. 

TITLE III 

BILATERAL ECONOMIC ASSISTANCE 

FUNDS APPROPRIATED TO THE PRESIDENT 

For expenses necessary to enable the Presi-
dent to carry out the provisions of the Foreign 
Assistance Act of 1961, and for other purposes, 
to remain available until September 30, 2008, un-
less otherwise specified herein, as follows: 

GLOBAL HEALTH PROGRAMS 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 
For necessary expenses to carry out the provi-

sions of chapters 1 and 10 of part I of the For-
eign Assistance Act of 1961, for global health ac-
tivities, in addition to funds otherwise available 
for such purposes, $6,621,425,000, to remain 
available until September 30, 2009: Provided, 
That this amount shall be made available for 
such activities as: (1) child survival programs; 
(2) immunization and oral rehydration pro-
grams; (3) other health, nutrition, water and 
sanitation programs which directly address the 
needs of mothers and children, and related edu-
cation programs; (4) assistance for children dis-
placed or orphaned by causes other than AIDS; 
(5) programs for the prevention, treatment, con-
trol of, and research on HIV/AIDS, tuberculosis, 
polio, malaria, and other infectious diseases, 
and for assistance to communities severely af-
fected by HIV/AIDS, including children dis-
placed or orphaned by AIDS; and (6) family 
planning/reproductive health: Provided further, 
That none of the funds appropriated under this 
heading may be made available for nonproject 
assistance, except that funds may be made 
available for such assistance for ongoing health 
activities: Provided further, That of the funds 
appropriated under this heading, not to exceed 
$350,000, in addition to funds otherwise avail-
able for such purposes, may be used to monitor 
and provide oversight of child survival, mater-
nal and family planning/reproductive health, 
and infectious disease programs: Provided fur-
ther, That the following amounts should be allo-
cated as follows: $450,000,000 for child survival 
and maternal health; $15,000,000 for vulnerable 
children; $724,675,000 for other infectious dis-
eases, including $200,000,000 for tuberculosis 
control, of which $15,000,000 shall be used for 
the Global TB Drug Facility; and $395,000,000 
for family planning/reproductive health, includ-
ing in areas where population growth threatens 
biodiversity or endangered species: Provided fur-
ther, That of the funds appropriated under this 
heading, $75,000,000 should be made available 

for a United States contribution to The GAVI 
Fund, and up to $6,000,000 may be transferred to 
and merged with funds appropriated by this Act 
under the heading ‘‘Operating Expenses of the 
United States Agency for International Develop-
ment’’ for costs directly related to global health, 
but funds made available for such costs may not 
be derived from amounts made available for con-
tribution under this and preceding provisos: 
Provided further, That none of the funds made 
available in this Act nor any unobligated bal-
ances from prior appropriations may be made 
available to any organization or program which, 
as determined by the President, supports, or 
participates in the management of, a program of 
coercive abortion or involuntary sterilization: 
Provided further, That none of the funds made 
available under this Act may be used to pay for 
the performance of abortion as a method of fam-
ily planning or to motivate or coerce any person 
to practice abortions: Provided further, That 
nothing in this paragraph shall be construed to 
alter any existing statutory prohibitions against 
abortion under section 104 of the Foreign Assist-
ance Act of 1961: Provided further, That none of 
the funds made available under this Act may be 
used to lobby for or against abortion: Provided 
further, That in order to reduce reliance on 
abortion in developing nations, funds shall be 
available only for voluntary family planning 
projects which offer, either directly or through 
referral to, or information about access to, a 
broad range of family planning methods and 
services with proven effectiveness, and that any 
such voluntary family planning project shall 
meet the following requirements: (1) service pro-
viders or referral agents in the project shall not 
implement or be subject to quotas, or other nu-
merical targets, of total number of births, num-
ber of family planning acceptors, or acceptors of 
a particular method of family planning (this 
provision shall not be construed to include the 
use of quantitative estimates or indicators for 
budgeting and planning purposes); (2) the 
project shall not include payment of incentives, 
bribes, gratuities, or financial reward to: (A) an 
individual in exchange for becoming a family 
planning acceptor; or (B) program personnel for 
achieving a numerical target or quota of total 
number of births, number of family planning ac-
ceptors, or acceptors of a particular method of 
family planning; (3) the project shall not deny 
any right or benefit, including the right of ac-
cess to participate in any program of general 
welfare or the right of access to health care, as 
a consequence of any individual’s decision not 
to accept family planning services; (4) the 
project shall provide family planning acceptors 
comprehensible information on the health bene-
fits and risks of the method chosen, including 
those conditions that might render the use of 
the method inadvisable and those adverse side 
effects known to be consequent to the use of the 
method; and (5) the project shall ensure that ex-
perimental contraceptive drugs and devices and 
medical procedures are provided only in the 
context of a scientific study in which partici-
pants are advised of potential risks and benefits; 
and, not less than 60 days after the date on 
which the Administrator of the United States 
Agency for International Development deter-
mines that there has been a violation of the re-
quirements contained in paragraph (1), (2), (3), 
or (5) of this proviso, or a pattern or practice of 
violations of the requirements contained in 
paragraph (4) of this proviso, the Administrator 
shall submit to the Committees on Appropria-
tions a report containing a description of such 
violation and the corrective action taken by the 
Agency: Provided further, That in awarding 
grants for natural family planning under sec-
tion 104 of the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961 no 
applicant shall be discriminated against because 
of such applicant’s religious or conscientious 
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commitment to offer only natural family plan-
ning; and, additionally, all such applicants 
shall comply with the requirements of the pre-
vious proviso: Provided further, That for pur-
poses of this or any other Act authorizing or ap-
propriating funds for foreign operations, export 
financing, and related programs, the term ‘‘mo-
tivate’’, as it relates to family planning assist-
ance, shall not be construed to prohibit the pro-
vision, consistent with local law, of information 
or counseling about all pregnancy options: Pro-
vided further, That to the maximum extent prac-
ticable, taking into consideration cost, timely 
availability, and best health practices, funds 
appropriated in this Act or prior appropriations 
Acts that are made available for condom pro-
curement should be made available only for the 
procurement of condoms manufactured in the 
United States: Provided further, That informa-
tion provided about the use of condoms as part 
of projects or activities that are funded from 
amounts appropriated by this Act shall be medi-
cally accurate and shall include the public 
health benefits and failure rates of such use. 

Of the funds appropriated under this heading, 
for necessary expenses to carry out the provi-
sions of the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961 for 
the prevention, treatment, and control of, and 
research on, HIV/AIDS, including for children 
displaced or orphaned by AIDS, $5,050,000,000, 
to remain available until expended, of which 
$550,000,000 shall be made available, notwith-
standing any other provision of law, except for 
the United States Leadership Against HIV/ 
AIDS, Tuberculosis and Malaria Act of 2003 
(Public Law 108–25) for a United States con-
tribution to the Global Fund to Fight AIDS, Tu-
berculosis and Malaria, and shall be expended 
at the minimum rate necessary to make timely 
payment for projects and activities: Provided, 
That up to 5 percent of the aggregate amount of 
funds made available to the Global Fund in fis-
cal year 2008 may be made available to the 
United States Agency for International Develop-
ment for technical assistance related to the ac-
tivities of the Global Fund: Provided further, 
That of the funds appropriated by this para-
graph, up to $13,000,000 may be made available, 
in addition to amounts otherwise available for 
such purposes, for administrative expenses of 
the Office of the Global AIDS Coordinator: Pro-
vided further, That the Global AIDS Coordi-
nator shall include in each country operational 
plan for fiscal year 2008 a health workforce 
strategy for meeting HIV/AIDS goals without re-
ducing the capacity of the country to meet other 
health needs, particularly child survival and 
maternal health: Provided further, That of the 
funds appropriated by this paragraph, not less 
than $45,000,000 shall be made available to sup-
port the development of microbicides as a means 
for combating HIV/AIDS, and not less than 
$40,000,000 shall be made available for a United 
States contribution to UNAIDS: Provided fur-
ther, That funds made available under this 
heading shall be made available notwith-
standing the second sentence of section 403(a) of 
Public Law 108–25. 

DEVELOPMENT ASSISTANCE 
For necessary expenses to carry out the provi-

sions of sections 103, 105, 106, and sections 251 
through 255, and chapter 10 of part I of the For-
eign Assistance Act of 1961, $1,455,000,000, to re-
main available until September 30, 2009: Pro-
vided, That of the funds appropriated under 
this heading that are made available for assist-
ance programs for displaced and orphaned chil-
dren and victims of war, not to exceed $43,000, 
in addition to funds otherwise available for 
such purposes, may be used to monitor and pro-
vide oversight of such programs: Provided fur-
ther, That of the funds appropriated by this 
Act, not less than $250,000,000 shall be made 
available for microenterprise and microfinance 

development programs for the poor, especially 
women: Provided further, That of the funds ap-
propriated under this heading, not less than 
$29,000,000 shall be made available for Collabo-
rative Research Support Programs: Provided 
further, That of the funds appropriated under 
this heading, $750,000 shall be made available to 
implement 7 U.S.C. section 1736g–2(a)(2)(C) to 
improve food aid product quality and nutrient 
delivery: Provided further, That of the funds 
appropriated under this heading, not less than 
$22,000,000 should be made available for the 
American Schools and Hospitals Abroad pro-
gram: Provided further, That of the funds ap-
propriated under this heading, $12,000,000 
should be made available for cooperative devel-
opment programs within the Office of Private 
and Voluntary Cooperation: Provided further, 
That of the funds appropriated in this Act, not 
less than $300,000,000 shall be made available for 
safe drinking water and sanitation supply 
projects only to implement the Senator Paul 
Simon Water for the Poor Act of 2005 (Public 
Law 109–121), of which not less than 
$125,000,000 should be made available for such 
projects in Africa including drilling wells in 
northern Niger, Mali and elsewhere in the Afri-
can Sahel region. 

INTERNATIONAL DISASTER ASSISTANCE 
For necessary expenses to carry out the provi-

sions of section 491 of the Foreign Assistance 
Act of 1961 for international disaster relief, re-
habilitation, and reconstruction assistance, 
$322,350,000, to remain available until expended, 
of which $20,000,000 should be for famine pre-
vention and relief. 

TRANSITION INITIATIVES 
For necessary expenses for international dis-

aster rehabilitation and reconstruction assist-
ance pursuant to section 491 of the Foreign As-
sistance Act of 1961, $50,000,000, to remain avail-
able until expended, to support transition to de-
mocracy and to long-term development of coun-
tries in crisis: Provided, That such support may 
include assistance to develop, strengthen, or 
preserve democratic institutions and processes, 
revitalize basic infrastructure, and foster the 
peaceful resolution of conflict: Provided further, 
That the United States Agency for International 
Development shall submit a report to the Com-
mittees on Appropriations at least 5 days prior 
to beginning a new program of assistance: Pro-
vided further, That if the President determines 
that it is important to the national interests of 
the United States to provide transition assist-
ance in excess of the amount appropriated 
under this heading, up to $15,000,000 of the 
funds appropriated by this Act to carry out the 
provisions of part I of the Foreign Assistance 
Act of 1961 may be used for purposes of this 
heading and under the authorities applicable to 
funds appropriated under this heading: Pro-
vided further, That funds made available pursu-
ant to the previous proviso shall be made avail-
able subject to prior consultation with the Com-
mittees on Appropriations. 

DEVELOPMENT CREDIT AUTHORITY 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 
For the cost of direct loans and loan guaran-

tees provided by the United States Agency for 
International Development, as authorized by 
sections 256 and 635 of the Foreign Assistance 
Act of 1961, up to $21,000,000 may be derived by 
transfer from funds appropriated by this Act to 
carry out part I of such Act and under the 
heading ‘‘Assistance for Eastern Europe and the 
Baltic States’’: Provided, That such funds shall 
be made available only for micro and small en-
terprise programs, urban programs, and other 
programs which further the purposes of part I of 
the Act: Provided further, That such costs, in-
cluding the cost of modifying such direct and 
guaranteed loans, shall be as defined in section 

502 of the Congressional Budget Act of 1974, as 
amended: Provided further, That funds made 
available by this paragraph may be used for the 
cost of modifying any such guaranteed loans 
under this Act or prior Acts, and funds used for 
such costs shall be subject to the regular notifi-
cation procedures of the Committees on Appro-
priations: Provided further, That the provisions 
of section 107A(d) (relating to general provisions 
applicable to the Development Credit Authority) 
of the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961, as con-
tained in section 306 of H.R. 1486 as reported by 
the House Committee on International Relations 
on May 9, 1997, shall be applicable to direct 
loans and loan guarantees provided under this 
heading: Provided further, That these funds are 
available to subsidize total loan principal, any 
portion of which is to be guaranteed, of up to 
$700,000,000. 

In addition, for administrative expenses to 
carry out credit programs administered by the 
United States Agency for International Develop-
ment, $8,920,000, which may be transferred to 
and merged with the appropriation for Oper-
ating Expenses of the United States Agency for 
International Development: Provided, That 
funds made available under this heading shall 
remain available until September 30, 2010. 

OPERATING EXPENSES OF THE UNITED STATES 
AGENCY FOR INTERNATIONAL DEVELOPMENT 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 
For necessary expenses to carry out the provi-

sions of section 667 of the Foreign Assistance 
Act of 1961, $645,700,000, of which up to 
$25,000,000 may remain available until Sep-
tember 30, 2009: Provided, That none of the 
funds appropriated under this heading and 
under the heading ‘‘Capital Investment Fund’’ 
may be made available to finance the construc-
tion (including architect and engineering serv-
ices), purchase, or long-term lease of offices for 
use by the United States Agency for Inter-
national Development, unless the Administrator 
has identified such proposed construction (in-
cluding architect and engineering services), pur-
chase, or long-term lease of offices in a report 
submitted to the Committees on Appropriations 
at least 15 days prior to the obligation of these 
funds for such purposes: Provided further, That 
the previous proviso shall not apply where the 
total cost of construction (including architect 
and engineering services), purchase, or long- 
term lease of offices does not exceed $1,000,000: 
Provided further, That contracts or agreements 
entered into with funds appropriated under this 
heading may entail commitments for the expend-
iture of such funds through fiscal year 2009: 
Provided further, That any decision to open a 
new overseas mission or office of the United 
States Agency for International Development or, 
except where there is a substantial security risk 
to mission personnel, to close or significantly re-
duce the number of personnel of any such mis-
sion or office, shall be subject to the regular no-
tification procedures of the Committees on Ap-
propriations: Provided further, That the author-
ity of sections 610 and 109 of the Foreign Assist-
ance Act of 1961 may be exercised by the Sec-
retary of State to transfer funds appropriated to 
carry out chapter 1 of part I of such Act to ‘‘Op-
erating Expenses of the United States Agency 
for International Development’’ in accordance 
with the provisions of those sections. 

CAPITAL INVESTMENT FUND 
For necessary expenses for overseas construc-

tion and related costs, and for the procurement 
and enhancement of information technology 
and related capital investments, pursuant to 
section 667 of the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961, 
$90,508,000, to remain available until expended: 
Provided, That this amount is in addition to 
funds otherwise available for such purposes: 
Provided further, That funds appropriated 
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under this heading shall be available for obliga-
tion only pursuant to the regular notification 
procedures of the Committees on Appropriations: 
Provided further, That of the funds appro-
priated under this heading, not to exceed 
$75,144,500 may be made available for the pur-
poses of implementing the Capital Security Cost 
Sharing Program. 
OPERATING EXPENSES OF THE UNITED STATES 

AGENCY FOR INTERNATIONAL DEVELOPMENT OF-
FICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL 
For necessary expenses to carry out the provi-

sions of section 667 of the Foreign Assistance 
Act of 1961, $38,000,000, to remain available until 
September 30, 2009, which sum shall be available 
for the Office of the Inspector General of the 
United States Agency for International Develop-
ment. 

OTHER BILATERAL ECONOMIC ASSISTANCE 
ECONOMIC SUPPORT FUND 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 
For necessary expenses to carry out the provi-

sions of chapter 4 of part II of the Foreign As-
sistance Act of 1961, $3,015,000,000, to remain 
available until September 30, 2009: Provided, 
That funds appropriated under this heading 
that are available for Egypt shall be provided 
with the understanding that Egypt will under-
take significant economic and democratic re-
forms which are additional to those which were 
undertaken in previous fiscal years, including 
the benchmarks accompanying the ‘‘Financial 
Sector Reform Memorandum of Understanding’’ 
dated March 20, 2005: Provided further, That 
with respect to the provision of assistance for 
Egypt for democracy, human rights and govern-
ance activities, the organizations implementing 
such assistance and the specific nature of that 
assistance shall not be subject to the prior ap-
proval by the Government of Egypt: Provided 
further, That of the funds appropriated under 
this heading that are available for assistance for 
Egypt, not less than $15,000,000 should be made 
available for democracy, human rights and gov-
ernance programs and not less than $50,000,000 
should be used for education programs, of which 
not less than $10,000,000 should be made avail-
able for scholarships for Egyptian students with 
high financial need to attend United States ac-
credited institutions of higher education in 
Egypt: Provided further, That funds appro-
priated under this heading that are available 
for assistance for Cyprus should be used only 
for scholarships, administrative support of the 
scholarship program, bicommunal projects, and 
measures aimed at reunification of the island 
and designed to reduce tensions and promote 
peace and cooperation between the two commu-
nities on Cyprus: Provided further, That of the 
funds appropriated under this heading, 
$363,547,000 shall be made available for assist-
ance for Jordan: Provided further, That of the 
funds appropriated under this heading, 
$75,000,000 shall be made available for assistance 
for the West Bank and Gaza, of which not to 
exceed $2,000,000 may be used for administrative 
expenses of the United States Agency for Inter-
national Development, in addition to funds oth-
erwise available for such purposes, to carry out 
programs in the West Bank and Gaza: Provided 
further, That of the funds appropriated under 
this heading, not less than $30,000,000 shall be 
made available for assistance for the Philippines 
and not less than $10,700,000 shall be made 
available for assistance for Vietnam: Provided 
further, That $45,000,000 of the funds appro-
priated under this heading shall be made avail-
able for assistance for Lebanon, of which not 
less than $10,000,000 should be made available 
for scholarships and direct support of United 
States educational institutions in Lebanon, and 
of which not less than $500,000 shall be made 
available to the United States Forest Service for 

forest management and wildlife conservation 
programs in Lebanon: Provided further, That of 
the funds appropriated under this heading, not 
less than $5,000,000 shall be made available for 
the fund established by section 2108 of Public 
Law 109–13: Provided further, That of the funds 
appropriated under this heading, $3,000,000 
shall be made available for programs to promote 
democracy and human rights in North Korea: 
Provided further, That of the funds appro-
priated under this heading for assistance for 
Cambodia, $15,000,000 shall be made available to 
support, democracy, the rule of law, and human 
rights in Cambodia, including assistance for 
democratic political parties: Provided further, 
That notwithstanding any other provision of 
law, funds appropriated under this heading 
may be made available for programs and activi-
ties in the Central Highlands of Vietnam: Pro-
vided further, That of the funds appropriated 
under this heading for the Middle East Partner-
ship Initiative, not less than $5,000,000 shall be 
made available to rescue Iraqi scholars: Pro-
vided further, That of the funds appropriated 
under this heading that are available for assist-
ance for the Democratic Republic of Timor- 
Leste, up to $1,000,000 may be available for ad-
ministrative expenses of the United States Agen-
cy for International Development in addition to 
amounts otherwise made available for such pur-
poses: Provided further, That of the funds ap-
propriated under this heading, not less than 
$12,000,000 shall be made available for a United 
States contribution to the Special Court for Si-
erra Leone, not less than $3,000,000 shall be 
made available for a United States contribution 
to the Extractive Industries Transparency Ini-
tiative Trust Fund, not less than $3,000,000 shall 
be made available to support implementation of 
the Kimberley Process Certification Scheme with 
an emphasis on support for regional efforts to 
combat cross-border smuggling and for moni-
toring by civil society groups, not less than 
$4,000,000 should be made available for a United 
States contribution to the International Com-
mission Against Impunity in Guatemala, not 
less than $2,500,000 shall be made available for 
East Asia and Pacific Environmental Initiatives, 
and not less than $5,000,000 shall be made avail-
able for programs to protect biodiversity in Co-
lombia’s national parks and indigenous re-
serves: Provided further, That funds appro-
priated under this heading that are made avail-
able for a Middle East Financing Facility, Mid-
dle East Enterprise Fund, or any other similar 
entity in the Middle East shall be subject to the 
regular notification procedures of the Commit-
tees on Appropriations: Provided further, That 
of the funds appropriated under this heading, 
not less than $10,000,000 shall be made available 
for labor and environmental capacity building 
activities relating to the free trade agreements 
with the countries of Central America and the 
Dominican Republic: Provided further, That of 
the funds appropriated under this heading, 
$45,700,000 should be made available to promote 
democracy in Cuba, and to assist the pro-democ-
racy movement in Cuba: Provided further, That 
of the funds appropriated under this heading, 
not less than $10,000,000 should be made avail-
able for (1) programs to locate and identify per-
sons missing as a result of armed conflict, viola-
tions of human rights, or natural disasters; (2) 
to assist governments in meeting their obliga-
tions regarding missing persons; and (3) to sup-
port investigations and prosecutions related to 
war crimes, crimes against humanity, genocide 
and other crimes under international law: Pro-
vided further, That of the funds appropriated 
under this heading, not more than $500,000 
should be made available for the Department of 
Energy’s National Nuclear Security Administra-
tion to support initiatives which bring together 
public officials and private individuals from na-

tions involved in the Six-Party Talks for infor-
mal discussions on resolving the North Korea 
nuclear issue. 

ASSISTANCE FOR EASTERN EUROPE AND THE 
BALTIC STATES 

(a) For necessary expenses to carry out the 
provisions of the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961 
and the Support for East European Democracy 
(SEED) Act of 1989, $294,568,000, to remain 
available until September 30, 2009, which shall 
be available, notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of law, for assistance and for related pro-
grams for Eastern Europe and the Baltic States. 

(b) Funds appropriated under this heading 
shall be considered to be economic assistance 
under the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961 for 
purposes of making available the administrative 
authorities contained in that Act for the use of 
economic assistance. 

(c) The provisions of section 628 of this Act 
shall apply to funds appropriated under this 
heading: Provided, That notwithstanding any 
provision of this or any other Act, including 
provisions in this subsection regarding the ap-
plication of section 628 of this Act, local cur-
rencies generated by, or converted from, funds 
appropriated by this Act and by previous appro-
priations Acts and made available for the eco-
nomic revitalization program in Bosnia may be 
used in Eastern Europe and the Baltic States to 
carry out the provisions of the Foreign Assist-
ance Act of 1961 and the Support for East Euro-
pean Democracy (SEED) Act of 1989. 

ASSISTANCE FOR THE INDEPENDENT STATES OF 
THE FORMER SOVIET UNION 

For necessary expenses to carry out the provi-
sions of chapters 11 and 12 of part I of the For-
eign Assistance Act of 1961 and the FREEDOM 
Support Act, for assistance for the Independent 
States of the former Soviet Union and for re-
lated programs, $401,885,000, to remain available 
until September 30, 2009: Provided, That the 
provisions of such chapters shall apply to funds 
appropriated by this paragraph: Provided fur-
ther, That funds made available for the South-
ern Caucasus region may be used, notwith-
standing any other provision of law, for con-
fidence-building measures and other activities in 
furtherance of the peaceful resolution of re-
gional conflicts, especially those in the vicinity 
of Abkhazia and Nagorno-Karabagh: Provided 
further, That of the funds appropriated under 
this heading, not less than $8,000,000 shall be 
made available for humanitarian, conflict miti-
gation, human rights, civil society, and relief 
and recovery assistance for Chechnya, 
Ingushetia, Dagestan, and North Ossetia-Alania 
in the North Caucasus: Provided further, That 
of the funds appropriated under this heading 
that are available for assistance for Russia, not 
less than $500,000 shall be made available to the 
United States Forest Service for forest manage-
ment and wildlife conservation programs in the 
Russian Far East: Provided further, That not-
withstanding any other provision of law, funds 
appropriated under this heading in this Act or 
prior Acts making appropriations for foreign op-
erations, export financing, and related pro-
grams, that are made available pursuant to the 
provisions of section 807 of Public Law 102–511 
shall be subject to a 6 percent ceiling on admin-
istrative expenses. 

INDEPENDENT AGENCIES 
INTER-AMERICAN FOUNDATION 

For necessary expenses to carry out the func-
tions of the Inter-American Foundation in ac-
cordance with the provisions of section 401 of 
the Foreign Assistance Act of 1969, $22,000,000, 
to remain available until September 30, 2009. 

AFRICAN DEVELOPMENT FOUNDATION 
For necessary expenses to carry out title V of 

the International Security and Development Co-
operation Act of 1980, Public Law 96–533, 
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$30,000,000, to remain available until September 
30, 2009: Provided, That funds made available to 
grantees may be invested pending expenditure 
for project purposes when authorized by the 
Board of Directors of the Foundation: Provided 
further, That interest earned shall be used only 
for the purposes for which the grant was made: 
Provided further, That notwithstanding section 
505(a)(2) of the African Development Founda-
tion Act, (1) in exceptional circumstances the 
Board of Directors of the Foundation may waive 
the $250,000 limitation contained in that section 
with respect to a project and (2) a project may 
exceed the limitation by up to $10,000 if the in-
crease is due solely to foreign currency fluctua-
tion: Provided further, That the Foundation 
shall provide a report to the Committees on Ap-
propriations after each time such waiver au-
thority is exercised. 

PEACE CORPS 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For necessary expenses to carry out the provi-
sions of the Peace Corps Act (75 Stat. 612), in-
cluding the purchase of not to exceed five pas-
senger motor vehicles for administrative pur-
poses for use outside of the United States, 
$323,500,000, to remain available until September 
30, 2009: Provided, That none of the funds ap-
propriated under this heading shall be used to 
pay for abortions: Provided further, That the 
Director may transfer to the Foreign Currency 
Fluctuations Account, as authorized by 22 
U.S.C. 2515, an amount not to exceed $2,000,000: 
Provided further, That funds transferred pursu-
ant to the previous proviso may not be derived 
from amounts made available for Peace Corps 
overseas operations. 

MILLENNIUM CHALLENGE CORPORATION 
For necessary expenses to carry out the provi-

sions of the Millennium Challenge Act of 2003, 
$1,200,000,000, to remain available until ex-
pended: Provided, That of the funds appro-
priated under this heading, up to $75,000,000 
may be available for administrative expenses of 
the Millennium Challenge Corporation: Pro-
vided further, That up to 10 percent of the 
funds appropriated under this heading may be 
made available to carry out the purposes of sec-
tion 616 of the Millennium Challenge Act of 2003 
for candidate countries for fiscal year 2008: Pro-
vided further, That none of the funds available 
to carry out section 616 of such Act may be made 
available until the Chief Executive Officer of 
the Millennium Challenge Corporation provides 
a report to the Committees on Appropriations 
listing the candidate countries that will be re-
ceiving assistance under section 616 of such Act, 
the level of assistance proposed for each such 
country, a description of the proposed programs, 
projects and activities, and the implementing 
agency or agencies of the United States Govern-
ment: Provided further, That section 605(e)(4) of 
the Millennium Challenge Act of 2003 shall 
apply to funds appropriated under this heading: 
Provided further, That funds appropriated 
under this heading may be made available for a 
Millennium Challenge Compact entered into 
pursuant to section 609 of the Millennium Chal-
lenge Act of 2003 only if such Compact obligates 
not more than 50 percent of the entire amount of 
the United States Government funding antici-
pated for the duration of the Compact, or con-
tains a commitment to obligate subject to the 
availability of funds and the mutual agreement 
of the parties to the Compact to proceed the en-
tire amount of the United States Government 
funding anticipated for the duration of the 
Compact. 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DEMOCRACY FUND 

(a) For necessary expenses to carry out the 
provisions of the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961 
for the promotion of democracy globally, 

$177,000,000, of which the following amounts 
shall be made available, subject to the regular 
notification procedures of the Committees on 
Appropriations, until September 30, 2010— 

(1) $75,000,000 for the Human Rights and De-
mocracy Fund of the Bureau of Democracy, 
Human Rights and Labor, Department of State, 
of which $15,000,000 shall be for democracy and 
rule of law programs in the People’s Republic of 
China, Hong Kong, and Taiwan: Provided, 
That assistance for Taiwan should be matched 
from sources other than the United States Gov-
ernment: Provided further, That $10,000,000 
shall be made available for programs and activi-
ties for the promotion of democracy in countries 
located outside the Middle East region with a 
significant Muslim population, and where such 
programs and activities would be important to 
United States efforts to respond to, deter, or pre-
vent acts of international terrorism: Provided 
further, That funds used for such purposes 
should support new initiatives and activities in 
those countries; and 

(2) $102,000,000 for the National Endowment 
for Democracy: Provided, That of the funds ap-
propriated by this Act under the headings ‘‘De-
velopment Assistance’’, ‘‘Economic Support 
Fund’’, and ‘‘Assistance for the Independent 
States of the Former Soviet Union’’, an addi-
tional $18,000,000 shall be made available for the 
programs and activities of the National Endow-
ment of Democracy. 

(b) Funds appropriated by this Act that are 
made available for the promotion of democracy 
may be made available notwithstanding any 
other provision of this or any other Act and, 
with regard to the National Endowment for De-
mocracy, any regulation. Funds appropriated 
under this heading are in addition to funds oth-
erwise available for such purposes. 

(c) The Assistant Secretary of State for De-
mocracy, Human Rights and Labor shall be re-
sponsible for— 

(1) all policy, funding, and programming deci-
sions regarding funds made available in this Act 
and subsequent Acts making appropriations for 
the Department of State, foreign operations, ex-
port financing, and related programs for the 
Human Rights and Democracy Fund of the Bu-
reau of Democracy, Human Rights, and Labor; 
and 

(2) the development of strategies for the pro-
motion of democracy globally and the coordina-
tion of democracy programs between the United 
States Department of State and the United 
States Agency for International Development. 

(d) For the purposes of funds appropriated by 
this Act, the term ‘‘promotion of democracy’’ 
means programs that support good governance, 
human rights, independent media, and the rule 
of law, and otherwise strengthen the capacity of 
democratic political parties, governments, non-
governmental organizations and institutions, 
and citizens to support the development of 
democratic states, institutions, and practices 
that are responsive and accountable to citizens. 

(e) Any contract, grant or cooperative agree-
ment (or any amendment to any contract, grant, 
or cooperative agreement) in excess of $2,500,000 
for the promotion of democracy under this Act 
shall be subject to the regular notification pro-
cedures of the Committees on Appropriations. 

INTERNATIONAL NARCOTICS CONTROL AND LAW 
ENFORCEMENT 

For necessary expenses to carry out section 
481 of the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961, 
$558,449,000, to remain available until September 
30, 2010: Provided, That during fiscal year 2008, 
the Department of State may also use the au-
thority of section 608 of the Foreign Assistance 
Act of 1961, without regard to its restrictions, to 
receive excess property from an agency of the 
United States Government for the purpose of 
providing it to a foreign country under chapter 

8 of part I of that Act subject to the regular no-
tification procedures of the Committees on Ap-
propriations: Provided further, That the Sec-
retary of State shall provide to the Committees 
on Appropriations not later than 45 days after 
the date of the enactment of this Act and prior 
to the initial obligation of funds appropriated 
under this heading, a report on the proposed 
uses of all funds under this heading on a coun-
try-by-country basis for each proposed program, 
project, or activity: Provided further, That of 
the funds appropriated under this heading, not 
less than $19,000,000 shall be made available for 
training programs and activities of the Inter-
national Law Enforcement Academies: Provided 
further, That funds appropriated under this 
heading shall be made available for training of 
foreign law enforcement and judicial personnel 
in the prevention of violence and discrimination 
on account of sexual orientation or gender iden-
tity: Provided further, That of the funds appro-
priated under this heading, not less than 
$10,500,000 should be made available for pro-
grams to combat trafficking in persons and mi-
grant smuggling: Provided further, That of the 
funds appropriated under this heading, not 
more than $38,000,000 may be available for ad-
ministrative expenses. 

ANDEAN PROGRAMS 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

(a) For necessary expenses to carry out sec-
tion 481 of the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961 to 
support counterdrug, economic and social devel-
opment, rule of law, and other activities in the 
Andean region of South America, $415,050,000, 
to remain available until September 30, 2010. 

(b) In fiscal year 2008, funds available to the 
Department of State for assistance to the Gov-
ernment of Colombia may be made available to 
support a unified campaign against drug traf-
ficking, against activities by organizations des-
ignated as Foreign Terrorist Organizations, and 
to take actions to protect human health and 
welfare in emergency circumstances, including 
undertaking rescue operations: Provided, That 
this authority shall cease to be effective if the 
Secretary of State has credible evidence that the 
Colombian Armed Forces are not conducting 
vigorous operations to restore civilian govern-
ment authority and respect for human rights in 
areas under the effective control of paramilitary 
organizations or successor armed groups: Pro-
vided further, That the President shall ensure 
that if any helicopter procured with funds 
under this heading is used to aid or abet the op-
erations of any such organization, the heli-
copter shall be immediately returned to the 
United States: Provided further, That section 
482(b) of the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961 shall 
not apply to funds appropriated under this 
heading: Provided further, That assistance pro-
vided with funds appropriated under this head-
ing that is made available notwithstanding sec-
tion 482(b) of the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961 
shall be made available subject to the regular 
notification procedures of the Committees on 
Appropriations. 

(c) Of the funds appropriated under this 
heading that are available for assistance for Co-
lombia, not less than $22,000,000 shall be made 
available for the Office of the Attorney General, 
of which $5,000,000 shall be for the Human 
Rights Unit, $5,000,000 shall be for the Justice 
and Peace Unit, $9,000,000 shall be used to de-
velop a witness protection program for victims of 
armed groups, and $3,000,000 shall be for inves-
tigations of mass graves and identification of re-
mains: Provided further, That of the funds ap-
propriated under this heading that are available 
for assistance for Colombia, $5,000,000 shall be 
for the Office of the Procuraduria General de la 
Nacion, $3,000,000 shall be for the Office of the 
Defensoria del Pueblo, and $750,000 shall be 
made available for a United States contribution 
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to the Office of the United Nations High Com-
missioner for Human Rights in Colombia to sup-
port monitoring and public reporting of human 
rights conditions in the field. 

(d) Funds appropriated by this Act that are 
available for aerial eradication of coca in Co-
lombia may be made available only for targeted 
eradication in specific areas and only if the Sec-
retary of State certifies to the Committees on 
Appropriations that manual eradication in such 
areas is not practicable and that aerial eradi-
cation will not contribute to a significant loss of 
biodiversity: Provided, That not more than 20 
percent of such funds may be made available 
unless the Secretary of State certifies to the 
Committees on Appropriations that: (1) the her-
bicide is being used in accordance with EPA 
label requirements for comparable use in the 
United States and with Colombian laws; and (2) 
the herbicide, in the manner it is being used, 
does not pose unreasonable risks or adverse ef-
fects to humans or the environment including 
endemic species: Provided further, That such 
funds may not be made available unless the Sec-
retary of State certifies to the Committees on 
Appropriations that complaints of harm to 
health or licit crops caused by such aerial eradi-
cation are thoroughly evaluated and fair com-
pensation is being paid in a timely manner for 
meritorious claims, and the Secretary submits a 
report to the Committees on Appropriations de-
tailing all claims, evaluations, and compensa-
tion paid during the twelve month period prior 
to the date of enactment of this Act: Provided 
further, That such funds may not be made 
available for such purposes unless programs are 
being implemented by the United States Agency 
for International Development, the Government 
of Colombia, or other organizations, in consulta-
tion and coordination with local communities, 
to provide alternative sources of income in mu-
nicipalities where security permits for small- 
acreage growers whose illicit crops are targeted 
for aerial eradication: Provided further, That 
funds appropriated by this Act may be used for 
aerial eradication in Colombia’s national parks 
or reserves only if the Secretary of State certifies 
to the Committees on Appropriations on a case- 
by-case basis that there are no practicable alter-
natives and the eradication is conducted in ac-
cordance with Colombian laws: Provided fur-
ther, That of the funds appropriated under this 
heading that are available for Colombia, 
$10,000,000 shall be transferred to, and merged 
with, funds appropriated under the heading 
‘‘Foreign Military Financing Program’’ and 
shall be made available only for assistance for 
the Colombian military to provide security for 
manual eradication programs, including in na-
tional parks: Provided further, That none of the 
funds appropriated by this Act shall be made 
available for the cultivation or processing of Af-
rican oil palm, if doing so would contribute to 
significant loss of native species, disrupt or con-
taminate natural water sources, reduce local 
food security, or cause the forced displacement 
of local people. 

(e) No United States Armed Forces personnel 
or United States civilian contractor employed by 
the United States will participate in any combat 
operation in connection with assistance made 
available by this Act for Colombia. 

(f) Rotary and fixed wing aircraft supported 
with funds appropriated under this heading for 
assistance for Colombia should be used for drug 
eradication and interdiction including to trans-
port personnel in connection with manual eradi-
cation programs, and to provide transport in 
support of alternative development programs 
and investigations of cases under the jurisdic-
tion of the Attorney General, the Procuraduria 
General de la Nacion, and the Defensoria del 
Pueblo. 

(g) Funds appropriated under this heading 
that are made available for assistance for the 

Bolivian military and police may be made avail-
able for such purposes only if the Secretary of 
State certifies to the Committees on Appropria-
tions that the Bolivian military and police are 
respecting human rights, and civilian judicial 
authorities are investigating and prosecuting, 
with the full cooperation, military and police 
personnel who have been implicated in the mili-
tary and police gross violations of human rights. 

(h) Of the funds appropriated under this 
heading, not more than $16,000,000 may be 
available for administrative expenses of the De-
partment of State, and not more than $8,000,000 
may be available, in addition to amounts other-
wise available for such purposes, for administra-
tive expenses of the United States Agency for 
International Development. 

(i) The Secretary of State, in consultation 
with the Administrator of the United States 
Agency for International Development, shall 
provide to the Committees on Appropriations not 
later than 45 days after the date of the enact-
ment of this Act and prior to the initial obliga-
tion of funds appropriated under this heading, 
a report on the proposed uses of all funds under 
this heading on a country-by-country basis for 
each proposed program, project, or activity. 

MIGRATION AND REFUGEE ASSISTANCE 
For expenses, not otherwise provided for, nec-

essary to enable the Secretary of State to pro-
vide, as authorized by law, a contribution to the 
International Committee of the Red Cross, as-
sistance to refugees, including contributions to 
the International Organization for Migration 
and the United Nations High Commissioner for 
Refugees, and other activities to meet refugee 
and migration needs; salaries and expenses of 
personnel and dependents as authorized by the 
Foreign Service Act of 1980; allowances as au-
thorized by sections 5921 through 5925 of title 5, 
United States Code; purchase and hire of pas-
senger motor vehicles; and services as author-
ized by section 3109 of title 5, United States 
Code, $889,000,000, to remain available until ex-
pended: Provided, That not more than 
$23,000,000 may be available for administrative 
expenses: Provided further, That $40,000,000 of 
the funds made available under this heading 
shall be made available for refugees resettling in 
Israel: Provided further, That funds made avail-
able under this heading shall be made available 
for assistance for refugees from North Korea. 

UNITED STATES EMERGENCY REFUGEE AND 
MIGRATION ASSISTANCE FUND 

For necessary expenses to carry out the provi-
sions of section 2(c) of the Migration and Ref-
ugee Assistance Act of 1962, as amended (22 
U.S.C. 2601(c)), $45,000,000, to remain available 
until expended: Provided, That funds made 
available under this heading are appropriated 
notwithstanding the provisions contained in 
section 2(c)(2) of such Act which would limit the 
amount of funds which could be appropriated 
for this purpose. 
NONPROLIFERATION, ANTI-TERRORISM, DEMINING 

AND RELATED PROGRAMS 
For necessary expenses for nonproliferation, 

anti-terrorism, demining and related programs 
and activities, $499,000,000, to carry out the pro-
visions of chapter 8 of part II of the Foreign As-
sistance Act of 1961 for anti-terrorism assist-
ance, chapter 9 of part II of the Foreign Assist-
ance Act of 1961, section 504 of the FREEDOM 
Support Act, section 23 of the Arms Export Con-
trol Act or the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961 for 
demining activities, the clearance of unexploded 
ordnance, the destruction of small arms, and re-
lated activities, notwithstanding any other pro-
vision of law, including activities implemented 
through nongovernmental and international or-
ganizations, and section 301 of the Foreign As-
sistance Act of 1961 for a voluntary contribution 
to the International Atomic Energy Agency 
(IAEA), and for a United States contribution to 

the Comprehensive Nuclear Test Ban Treaty 
Preparatory Commission: Provided, That of this 
amount not to exceed $32,000,000, to remain 
available until expended, may be made available 
for the Nonproliferation and Disarmament 
Fund, notwithstanding any other provision of 
law, to promote bilateral and multilateral activi-
ties relating to nonproliferation and disar-
mament: Provided further, That such funds may 
also be used for such countries other than the 
Independent States of the former Soviet Union 
and international organizations when it is in 
the national security interest of the United 
States to do so: Provided further, That of the 
funds appropriated under this heading, not less 
than $30,000,000 shall be made available for the 
Biosecurity Engagement Program: Provided fur-
ther, That funds appropriated under this head-
ing may be made available for the International 
Atomic Energy Agency only if the Secretary of 
State determines (and so reports to the Con-
gress) that Israel is not being denied its right to 
participate in the activities of that Agency: Pro-
vided further, That of the funds made available 
for demining and related activities, not to ex-
ceed $700,000, in addition to funds otherwise 
available for such purposes, may be used for ad-
ministrative expenses related to the operation 
and management of the demining program: Pro-
vided further, That funds appropriated under 
this heading that are available for ‘‘Anti-ter-
rorism Assistance’’ and ‘‘Export Control and 
Border Security’’ shall remain available until 
September 30, 2009. 

DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY 

INTERNATIONAL AFFAIRS TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE 
For necessary expenses to carry out the provi-

sions of section 129 of the Foreign Assistance 
Act of 1961, $22,800,000, to remain available until 
September 30, 2010, which shall be available not-
withstanding any other provision of law. 

DEBT RESTRUCTURING 
For the cost, as defined in section 502 of the 

Congressional Budget Act of 1974, of modifying 
loans and loan guarantees, as the President 
may determine, for which funds have been ap-
propriated or otherwise made available for pro-
grams within the International Affairs Budget 
Function 150, including the cost of selling, re-
ducing, or canceling amounts owed to the 
United States as a result of concessional loans 
made to eligible countries, pursuant to parts IV 
and V of the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961, of 
modifying concessional credit agreements with 
least developed countries, as authorized under 
section 411 of the Agricultural Trade Develop-
ment and Assistance Act of 1954, as amended, of 
concessional loans, guarantees and credit agree-
ments, as authorized under section 572 of the 
Foreign Operations, Export Financing, and Re-
lated Programs Appropriations Act, 1989 (Public 
Law 100–461), and of canceling amounts owed, 
as a result of loans or guarantees made pursu-
ant to the Export-Import Bank Act of 1945, by 
countries that are eligible for debt reduction 
pursuant to title V of H.R. 3425 as enacted into 
law by section 1000(a)(5) of Public Law 106–113, 
$200,300,000, to remain available until September 
30, 2010: Provided, That not less than $20,000,000 
of the funds appropriated under this heading 
shall be made available to carry out the provi-
sions of part V of the Foreign Assistance Act of 
1961: Provided further, That amounts paid to 
the HIPC Trust Fund may be used only to fund 
debt reduction under the enhanced HIPC initia-
tive by— 

(1) the Inter-American Development Bank; 
(2) the African Development Fund; 
(3) the African Development Bank; and 
(4) the Central American Bank for Economic 

Integration: 

Provided further, That funds may not be paid to 
the HIPC Trust Fund for the benefit of any 
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country if the Secretary of State has credible 
evidence that the government of such country is 
engaged in a consistent pattern of gross viola-
tions of internationally recognized human rights 
or in military or civil conflict that undermines 
its ability to develop and implement measures to 
alleviate poverty and to devote adequate human 
and financial resources to that end: Provided 
further, That on the basis of final appropria-
tions, the Secretary of the Treasury shall con-
sult with the Committees on Appropriations con-
cerning which countries and international fi-
nancial institutions are expected to benefit from 
a United States contribution to the HIPC Trust 
Fund during the fiscal year: Provided further, 
That the Secretary of the Treasury shall inform 
the Committees on Appropriations not less than 
15 days in advance of the signature of an agree-
ment by the United States to make payments to 
the HIPC Trust Fund of amounts for such coun-
tries and institutions: Provided further, That 
the Secretary of the Treasury may disburse 
funds designated for debt reduction through the 
HIPC Trust Fund only for the benefit of coun-
tries that— 

(1) have committed, for a period of 24 months, 
not to accept new market-rate loans from the 
international financial institution receiving debt 
repayment as a result of such disbursement, 
other than loans made by such institutions to 
export-oriented commercial projects that gen-
erate foreign exchange which are generally re-
ferred to as ‘‘enclave’’ loans; and 

(2) have documented and demonstrated their 
commitment to redirect their budgetary re-
sources from international debt repayments to 
programs to alleviate poverty and promote eco-
nomic growth that are additional to or expand 
upon those previously available for such pur-
poses: 
Provided further, That any limitation of sub-
section (e) of section 411 of the Agricultural 
Trade Development and Assistance Act of 1954 
shall not apply to funds appropriated under this 
heading: Provided further, That none of the 
funds made available under this heading in this 
or any other appropriations Act shall be made 
available for Sudan or Burma unless the Sec-
retary of the Treasury determines and notifies 
the Committees on Appropriations that a demo-
cratically elected government has taken office. 
SUPPORT OF FOREIGN LAW ENFORCEMENT EF-

FORTS TO LOCATE UNITED STATES CITIZENS KID-
NAPPED IN AREAS AFFECTED BY VIOLENT DRUG 
TRAFFICKING 
SEC. 301. Funds appropriated or otherwise 

made available by this title under the heading 
‘‘INTERNATIONAL NARCOTICS CONTROL AND LAW 
ENFORCEMENT’’ should be available for the sup-
port of efforts of foreign law enforcement au-
thorities to locate United States citizens who 
have been kidnapped in, or are otherwise miss-
ing from, areas affected by violent drug traf-
ficking. 

TITLE IV 
MILITARY ASSISTANCE 

FUNDS APPROPRIATED TO THE PRESIDENT 
INTERNATIONAL MILITARY EDUCATION AND 

TRAINING 
For necessary expenses to carry out the provi-

sions of section 541 of the Foreign Assistance 
Act of 1961, $85,877,000, of which up to $3,000,000 
may remain available until expended: Provided, 
That funds appropriated under this heading 
shall not be available for Equatorial Guinea: 
Provided further, That the civilian personnel for 
whom military education and training may be 
provided under this heading may include civil-
ians who are not members of a government 
whose participation would contribute to im-
proved civil-military relations, civilian control 
of the military, or respect for human rights: Pro-
vided further, That funds appropriated under 

this heading that are made available for assist-
ance for Angola, Cameroon, Central African Re-
public, Chad, Cote d’Ivoire, Guinea, Libya, and 
Nepal may be made available only for expanded 
international military education and training: 
Provided further, That expanded international 
military education and training may include 
English language training for purposes of funds 
appropriated under this heading: Provided fur-
ther, That funds made available under this 
heading for assistance for Haiti, Guatemala, the 
Democratic Republic of the Congo, Sri Lanka, 
Ethiopia, Bangladesh, Libya, Angola, and Nige-
ria may only be provided through the regular 
notification procedures of the Committees on 
Appropriations. 

FOREIGN MILITARY FINANCING PROGRAM 
For expenses necessary for grants to enable 

the President to carry out the provisions of sec-
tion 23 of the Arms Export Control Act, 
$4,579,000,000: Provided, That of the funds ap-
propriated under this heading, not less than 
$2,400,000,000 shall be available for grants only 
for Israel: Provided further, That the funds ap-
propriated by this paragraph for Israel shall be 
disbursed within 30 days of the enactment of 
this Act or by October 31, 2007, whichever is 
later: Provided further, That to the extent that 
the Government of Israel requests that funds be 
used for such purposes, grants made available 
for Israel by this paragraph shall, as agreed by 
Israel and the United States, be available for 
advanced weapons systems, of which not less 
than $631,200,000 shall be available for the pro-
curement in Israel of defense articles and de-
fense services, including research and develop-
ment: Provided further, That of the funds ap-
propriated by this paragraph, $300,000,000 shall 
be made available for assistance for Jordan: 
Provided further, That of the funds appro-
priated under this heading, not less than 
$8,413,000 shall be made available for assistance 
for Tunisia: Provided further, That of the funds 
appropriated under this heading that are avail-
able for assistance for Morocco, not more than 
$2,000,000 may be obligated until the Secretary 
of State certifies and reports to the Committees 
on Appropriations that Moroccan Government 
authorities in the territory of the Western Sa-
hara have (1) ceased to persecute, detain, and 
prosecute individuals for peacefully expressing 
their opinions regarding the status and future 
of the Western Sahara and for documenting vio-
lations of human rights; and (2) provided 
unimpeded access to internationally recognized 
human rights organizations, journalists, and 
representatives of foreign governments to the 
Western Sahara: Provided further, That of the 
funds appropriated under this heading, not less 
than $1,300,000,000 shall be made available for 
grants only for Egypt: Provided further, That 
funds made available under this heading for as-
sistance for Egypt should be made available for 
counterterrorism and border security programs 
in the Sinai: Provided further, That of the 
funds appropriated under this heading that are 
available for Colombia, $10,000,000 shall be made 
available for medical and rehabilitation assist-
ance, removal of landmines, and to enhance 
communications capabilities: Provided further, 
That funds appropriated or otherwise made 
available by this paragraph shall be nonrepay-
able notwithstanding any requirement in section 
23 of the Arms Export Control Act: Provided fur-
ther, That funds made available under this 
paragraph shall be obligated upon apportion-
ment in accordance with paragraph (5)(C) of 
title 31, United States Code, section 1501(a): Pro-
vided further, That 0.1 percent of the funds ap-
propriated under this heading shall be trans-
ferred to and merged with funds appropriated 
under the heading ‘‘Economic Support Fund’’ to 
be made available to the Bureau of Democracy, 
Human Rights and Labor, Department of State, 

to ensure adequate monitoring of the use of as-
sistance made available under this heading in 
countries where such monitoring is most needed, 
in addition to amounts otherwise available for 
such purposes. 

None of the funds made available under this 
heading shall be available to finance the pro-
curement of defense articles, defense services, or 
design and construction services that are not 
sold by the United States Government under the 
Arms Export Control Act unless the foreign 
country proposing to make such procurements 
has first signed an agreement with the United 
States Government specifying the conditions 
under which such procurements may be fi-
nanced with such funds: Provided, That all 
country and funding level increases in alloca-
tions shall be submitted through the regular no-
tification procedures of section 515 of this Act: 
Provided further, That none of the funds appro-
priated under this heading shall be available for 
assistance for Sudan: Provided further, That 
none of the funds appropriated under this head-
ing may be made available for assistance for 
Haiti, Guatemala, Nepal, Sri Lanka, Pakistan, 
Bangladesh, Philippines, Indonesia, Bosnia and 
Herzegovina, Ethiopia, and Democratic Repub-
lic of the Congo except pursuant to the regular 
notification procedures of the Committees on 
Appropriations: Provided further, That funds 
made available under this heading may be used, 
notwithstanding any other provision of law, for 
demining, the clearance of unexploded ord-
nance, and related activities, and may include 
activities implemented through nongovern-
mental and international organizations: Pro-
vided further, That only those countries for 
which assistance was justified for the ‘‘Foreign 
Military Sales Financing Program’’ in the fiscal 
year 1989 congressional presentation for security 
assistance programs may utilize funds made 
available under this heading for procurement of 
defense articles, defense services or design and 
construction services that are not sold by the 
United States Government under the Arms Ex-
port Control Act: Provided further, That funds 
appropriated under this heading shall be ex-
pended at the minimum rate necessary to make 
timely payment for defense articles and services: 
Provided further, That not more than 
$41,900,000 of the funds appropriated under this 
heading may be obligated for necessary ex-
penses, including the purchase of passenger 
motor vehicles for replacement only for use out-
side of the United States, for the general costs of 
administering military assistance and sales: Pro-
vided further, That not more than $395,000,000 
of funds realized pursuant to section 21(e)(1)(A) 
of the Arms Export Control Act may be obligated 
for expenses incurred by the Department of De-
fense during fiscal year 2008 pursuant to section 
43(b) of the Arms Export Control Act, except 
that this limitation may be exceeded only 
through the regular notification procedures of 
the Committees on Appropriations: Provided 
further, That foreign military financing pro-
gram funds estimated to be outlayed for Egypt 
during fiscal year 2008 may be transferred to an 
interest bearing account for Egypt in the Fed-
eral Reserve Bank of New York. 

PEACEKEEPING OPERATIONS 

For necessary expenses to carry out the provi-
sions of section 551 of the Foreign Assistance 
Act of 1961, $273,200,000: Provided, That of the 
funds made available under this heading, not 
less than $25,000,000 shall be made available for 
a United States contribution to the Multi-
national Force and Observers mission in the 
Sinai: Provided further, That none of the funds 
appropriated under this heading shall be obli-
gated or expended except as provided through 
the regular notification procedures of the Com-
mittees on Appropriations. 
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TITLE V 

MULTILATERAL ECONOMIC ASSISTANCE 
FUNDS APPROPRIATED TO THE PRESIDENT 
INTERNATIONAL FINANCIAL INSTITUTIONS 

GLOBAL ENVIRONMENT FACILITY 
For the United States contribution for the 

Global Environment Facility, $106,763,000 to the 
International Bank for Reconstruction and De-
velopment as trustee for the Global Environment 
Facility (GEF), by the Secretary of the Treas-
ury, to remain available until expended. 

CONTRIBUTION TO THE INTERNATIONAL 
DEVELOPMENT ASSOCIATION 

For payment to the International Develop-
ment Association by the Secretary of the Treas-
ury, $1,000,000,000, to remain available until ex-
pended: Provided, That funds appropriated 
under this heading should not be obligated until 
the Secretary of the Treasury reports to the 
Committees on Appropriations that he has re-
ceived written assurance from the President of 
the World Bank that the bank’s management 
will not recommend or support any loan, grant, 
credit or other financing for any infrastructure 
project which would contribute to significant 
loss of tropical forest or biodiversity. 

CONTRIBUTION TO THE ENTERPRISE FOR THE 
AMERICAS MULTILATERAL INVESTMENT FUND 

For payment to the Enterprise for the Amer-
icas Multilateral Investment Fund by the Sec-
retary of the Treasury, for the United States 
contribution to the fund, $25,000,000, to remain 
available until expended. 
CONTRIBUTION TO THE ASIAN DEVELOPMENT FUND 

For the United States contribution by the Sec-
retary of the Treasury to the increase in re-
sources of the Asian Development Fund, as au-
thorized by the Asian Development Bank Act, as 
amended, $65,000,000, to remain available until 
expended. 

CONTRIBUTION TO THE AFRICAN DEVELOPMENT 
BANK 

For payment to the African Development 
Bank by the Secretary of the Treasury, 
$2,037,000, for the United States paid-in share of 
the increase in capital stock, to remain available 
until expended. 

LIMITATION ON CALLABLE CAPITAL 
SUBSCRIPTIONS 

The United States Governor of the African 
Development Bank may subscribe without fiscal 
year limitation for the callable capital portion of 
the United States share of such capital stock in 
an amount not to exceed $31,918,770. 

CONTRIBUTION TO THE AFRICAN DEVELOPMENT 
FUND 

For the United States contribution by the Sec-
retary of the Treasury to the increase in re-
sources of the African Development Fund, 
$105,000,000, to remain available until expended. 

CONTRIBUTION TO THE EUROPEAN BANK FOR 
RECONSTRUCTION AND DEVELOPMENT 

For payment to the European Bank for Re-
construction and Development by the Secretary 
of the Treasury, $10,159 for the United States 
share of the paid-in portion of the increase in 
capital stock, to remain available until ex-
pended. 
CONTRIBUTION TO THE INTERNATIONAL FUND FOR 

AGRICULTURAL DEVELOPMENT 
For the United States contribution by the Sec-

retary of the Treasury to increase the resources 
of the International Fund for Agricultural De-
velopment, $18,072,000, to remain available until 
expended. 

INTERNATIONAL ORGANIZATIONS AND PROGRAMS 
For necessary expenses to carry out the provi-

sions of section 301 of the Foreign Assistance 
Act of 1961, and of section 2 of the United Na-
tions Environment Program Participation Act of 
1973, $313,925,000: Provided, That of the funds 

appropriated under this heading that are avail-
able for the Organization of American States 
Fund for Strengthening Democracy, $500,000 
shall be subject to the regular notification pro-
cedures of the Committees on Appropriations. 

TITLE VI 
GENERAL PROVISIONS 

COMPENSATION FOR UNITED STATES EXECUTIVE 
DIRECTORS TO INTERNATIONAL FINANCIAL INSTI-
TUTIONS 
SEC. 601. (a) No funds appropriated by this 

Act may be made as payment to any inter-
national financial institution while the United 
States Executive Director to such institution is 
compensated by the institution at a rate which, 
together with whatever compensation such Di-
rector receives from the United States, is in ex-
cess of the rate provided for an individual occu-
pying a position at level IV of the Executive 
Schedule under section 5315 of title 5, United 
States Code, or while any alternate United 
States Director to such institution is com-
pensated by the institution at a rate in excess of 
the rate provided for an individual occupying a 
position at level V of the Executive Schedule 
under section 5316 of title 5, United States Code. 

(b) For purposes of this section ‘‘international 
financial institutions’’ are: the International 
Bank for Reconstruction and Development, the 
Inter-American Development Bank, the Asian 
Development Bank, the Asian Development 
Fund, the African Development Bank, the Afri-
can Development Fund, the International Mon-
etary Fund, the North American Development 
Bank, and the European Bank for Reconstruc-
tion and Development. 

ALLOCATIONS 
SEC. 602. (a) Funds provided in this Act for 

the following accounts shall be made available 
for programs and countries in the amounts con-
tained in the respective tables included in the 
report accompanying this Act: 

‘‘Educational and Cultural Exchange Pro-
grams’’. 

‘‘Embassy Security, Construction, and Main-
tenance’’. 

‘‘International Fisheries Commissions’’. 
‘‘International Broadcasting Operations’’. 
‘‘Global Health Programs’’. 
‘‘Economic Support Fund’’. 
‘‘Assistance for Eastern Europe and the Baltic 

States’’. 
‘‘Assistance for the Independent States of the 

Former Soviet Union’’. 
‘‘Democracy Fund’’. 
‘‘Andean Programs’’. 
‘‘Nonproliferation, Anti-Terrorism, Demining 

and Related Programs’’. 
‘‘Foreign Military Financing Program’’. 
‘‘International Organizations and Programs’’. 
(b) Any proposed increases or decreases to the 

amounts contained in such tables in the accom-
panying report shall be subject to the regular 
notification procedures of the Committees on 
Appropriations and section 634A of the Foreign 
Assistance Act of 1961. 

LIMITATION ON RESIDENCE EXPENSES 
SEC. 603. Of the funds appropriated or made 

available pursuant to title III of this Act, not to 
exceed $100,500 shall be for official residence ex-
penses of the United States Agency for Inter-
national Development during the current fiscal 
year: Provided, That appropriate steps shall be 
taken to assure that, to the maximum extent 
possible, United States-owned foreign currencies 
are utilized in lieu of dollars. 

UNOBLIGATED BALANCES 
SEC. 604. Any Department or Agency to which 

funds are appropriated or otherwise made avail-
able by this Act shall provide, upon request of 
the Committees on Appropriations, an accurate 
accounting by program, project, and activity of 
the funds received by such Department or Agen-

cy in this fiscal year or any previous fiscal year 
that remain unobligated and unexpended. 
LIMITATION ON REPRESENTATIONAL ALLOWANCES 

SEC. 605. Of the funds appropriated or made 
available pursuant to this Act, not to exceed 
$250,000 shall be available for representation 
and entertainment allowances, of which not to 
exceed $5,000 shall be available for entertain-
ment allowances, for the United States Agency 
for International Development during the cur-
rent fiscal year: Provided, That no such enter-
tainment funds may be used for the purposes 
listed in section 648 of this Act: Provided fur-
ther, That appropriate steps shall be taken to 
assure that, to the maximum extent possible, 
United States-owned foreign currencies are uti-
lized in lieu of dollars: Provided further, That of 
the funds made available by this Act for general 
costs of administering military assistance and 
sales under the heading ‘‘Foreign Military Fi-
nancing Program’’, not to exceed $4,000 shall be 
available for entertainment expenses and not to 
exceed $130,000 shall be available for representa-
tion allowances: Provided further, That of the 
funds made available by this Act under the 
heading ‘‘International Military Education and 
Training’’, not to exceed $55,000 shall be avail-
able for entertainment allowances: Provided fur-
ther, That of the funds made available by this 
Act for the Inter-American Foundation, not to 
exceed $4,000 shall be available for entertain-
ment and representation allowances: Provided 
further, That of the funds made available by 
this Act under the heading ‘‘United States- 
China Economic and Security Review Commis-
sion’’, not to exceed $3,000 shall be available for 
official reception, representation, and entertain-
ment allowances: Provided further, That of the 
funds made available by this Act for the Peace 
Corps, not to exceed a total of $4,000 shall be 
available for entertainment expenses: Provided 
further, That of the funds made available by 
this Act under the heading ‘‘Trade and Devel-
opment Agency’’, not to exceed $4,000 shall be 
available for representation and entertainment 
allowances: Provided further, That of the funds 
made available by this Act under the heading 
‘‘Millennium Challenge Corporation’’, not to ex-
ceed $115,000 shall be available for representa-
tion and entertainment allowances. 

PROHIBITION ON TAXATION OF UNITED STATES 
ASSISTANCE 

SEC. 606. (a) PROHIBITION ON TAXATION.— 
None of the funds appropriated by this Act may 
be made available to provide assistance for a 
foreign country under a new bilateral agreement 
governing the terms and conditions under which 
such assistance is to be provided unless such 
agreement includes a provision stating that as-
sistance provided by the United States shall be 
exempt from taxation, or reimbursed, by the for-
eign government, and the Secretary of State 
shall expeditiously seek to negotiate amend-
ments to existing bilateral agreements, as nec-
essary, to conform with this requirement. 

(b) REIMBURSEMENT OF FOREIGN TAXES.—An 
amount equivalent to 200 percent of the total 
taxes assessed during fiscal year 2008 on funds 
appropriated by this Act by a foreign govern-
ment or entity against commodities financed 
under United States assistance programs for 
which funds are appropriated by this Act, either 
directly or through grantees, contractors and 
subcontractors shall be withheld from obligation 
from funds appropriated for assistance for fiscal 
year 2009 and allocated for the central govern-
ment of such country and for the West Bank 
and Gaza Program to the extent that the Sec-
retary of State certifies and reports in writing to 
the Committees on Appropriations that such 
taxes have not been reimbursed to the Govern-
ment of the United States. 

(c) DE MINIMIS EXCEPTION.—Foreign taxes of 
a de minimis nature shall not be subject to the 
provisions of subsection (b). 
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(d) REPROGRAMMING OF FUNDS.—Funds with-

held from obligation for each country or entity 
pursuant to subsection (b) shall be repro-
grammed for assistance to countries which do 
not assess taxes on United States assistance or 
which have an effective arrangement that is 
providing substantial reimbursement of such 
taxes. 

(e) DETERMINATIONS.— 
(1) The provisions of this section shall not 

apply to any country or entity the Secretary of 
State determines— 

(A) does not assess taxes on United States as-
sistance or which has an effective arrangement 
that is providing substantial reimbursement of 
such taxes; or 

(B) the foreign policy interests of the United 
States outweigh the policy of this section to en-
sure that United States assistance is not subject 
to taxation. 

(2) The Secretary of State shall consult with 
the Committees on Appropriations at least 15 
days prior to exercising the authority of this 
subsection with regard to any country or entity. 

(f) IMPLEMENTATION.—The Secretary of State 
shall issue rules, regulations, or policy guid-
ance, as appropriate, to implement the prohibi-
tion against the taxation of assistance con-
tained in this section. 

(g) DEFINITIONS.—As used in this section— 
(1) the terms ‘‘taxes’’ and ‘‘taxation’’ refer to 

value added taxes and customs duties imposed 
on commodities financed with United States as-
sistance for programs for which funds are ap-
propriated by this Act; and 

(2) the term ‘‘bilateral agreement’’ refers to a 
framework bilateral agreement between the Gov-
ernment of the United States and the govern-
ment of the country receiving assistance that 
describes the privileges and immunities applica-
ble to United States foreign assistance for such 
country generally, or an individual agreement 
between the Government of the United States 
and such government that describes, among 
other things, the treatment for tax purposes that 
will be accorded the United States assistance 
provided under that agreement. 

PROHIBITION AGAINST DIRECT FUNDING FOR 
CERTAIN COUNTRIES 

SEC. 607. None of the funds appropriated or 
otherwise made available pursuant to this Act 
shall be obligated or expended to finance di-
rectly any assistance or reparations to Cuba, 
North Korea, Iran, or Syria: Provided, That for 
purposes of this section, the prohibition on obli-
gations or expenditures shall include direct 
loans, credits, insurance and guarantees of the 
Export-Import Bank or its agents. 

MILITARY COUPS 
SEC. 608. None of the funds appropriated or 

otherwise made available pursuant to this Act 
shall be obligated or expended to finance di-
rectly any assistance to the government of any 
country whose duly elected head of government 
is deposed by military coup or decree: Provided, 
That assistance may be resumed to such govern-
ment if the President determines and certifies to 
the Committees on Appropriations that subse-
quent to the termination of assistance a demo-
cratically elected government has taken office: 
Provided further, That the provisions of this 
section shall not apply to assistance to promote 
democratic elections or public participation in 
democratic processes: Provided further, That 
funds made available pursuant to the previous 
provisos shall be subject to the regular notifica-
tion procedures of the Committees on Appropria-
tions. 

TRANSFERS 
SEC. 609. (a) DEPARTMENT OF STATE AND 

BROADCASTING BOARD OF GOVERNORS.—Not to 
exceed 5 percent of any appropriation made 
available for the current fiscal year for the De-
partment of State in this Act may be transferred 

between such appropriations, but no such ap-
propriation, except as otherwise specifically pro-
vided, shall be increased by more than 10 per-
cent by any such transfers: Provided, That not 
to exceed 5 percent of any appropriation made 
available for the current fiscal year for the 
Broadcasting Board of Governors in this Act 
may be transferred between such appropria-
tions, but no such appropriation, except as oth-
erwise specifically provided, shall be increased 
by more than 10 percent by any such transfers: 
Provided further, That any transfer pursuant to 
this section shall be treated as a reprogramming 
of funds under section 104 of this Act and shall 
not be available for obligation or expenditure 
except in compliance with the procedures set 
forth in that section. 

(b)(1) LIMITATION ON TRANSFERS BETWEEN 
AGENCIES.—None of the funds made available by 
this Act may be transferred to any department, 
agency, or instrumentality of the United States 
Government, except pursuant to a transfer made 
by, or transfer authority provided in, this Act or 
any other appropriation Act. 

(2) Notwithstanding paragraph (1), in addi-
tion to transfers made by, or authorized else-
where in, this Act, funds appropriated by this 
Act to carry out the purposes of the Foreign As-
sistance Act of 1961 may be allocated or trans-
ferred to agencies of the United States Govern-
ment pursuant to the provisions of sections 109, 
610, and 632 of the Foreign Assistance Act of 
1961. 

(c) TRANSFERS BETWEEN ACCOUNTS.—None of 
the funds made available by this Act may be ob-
ligated under an appropriation account to 
which they were not appropriated, except for 
transfers specifically provided for in this Act, 
unless the President provides notification in ac-
cordance with the regular notification proce-
dures of the Committees on Appropriations. 

(d) AUDIT OF INTER-AGENCY TRANSFERS.—Any 
agreement for the transfer or allocation of funds 
appropriated by this Act, or prior Acts, entered 
into between the United States Agency for Inter-
national Development and another agency of 
the United States Government under the author-
ity of section 632(a) of the Foreign Assistance 
Act of 1961 or any comparable provision of law, 
shall expressly provide that the Office of the In-
spector General for the agency receiving the 
transfer or allocation of such funds shall per-
form periodic program and financial audits of 
the use of such funds: Provided, That funds 
transferred under such authority may be made 
available for the cost of such audits. 

COMMERCIAL LEASING OF DEFENSE ARTICLES 
SEC. 610. Notwithstanding any other provision 

of law, and subject to the regular notification 
procedures of the Committees on Appropriations, 
the authority of section 23(a) of the Arms Export 
Control Act may be used to provide financing to 
Israel, Egypt and NATO and major non-NATO 
allies for the procurement by leasing (including 
leasing with an option to purchase) of defense 
articles from United States commercial suppliers, 
not including Major Defense Equipment (other 
than helicopters and other types of aircraft hav-
ing possible civilian application), if the Presi-
dent determines that there are compelling for-
eign policy or national security reasons for 
those defense articles being provided by commer-
cial lease rather than by government-to-govern-
ment sale under such Act. 

AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS 
SEC. 611. No part of any appropriation con-

tained in this Act shall remain available for ob-
ligation after the expiration of the current fiscal 
year unless expressly so provided in this Act: 
Provided, That funds appropriated for the pur-
poses of chapters 1, 8, 11, and 12 of part I, sec-
tion 661, section 667, chapters 4, 6, 8, and 9 of 
part II of the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961, 
section 23 of the Arms Export Control Act, and 

funds provided under the heading ‘‘Assistance 
for Eastern Europe and the Baltic States’’, shall 
remain available for an additional 4 years from 
the date on which the availability of such funds 
would otherwise have expired, if such funds are 
initially obligated before the expiration of their 
respective periods of availability contained in 
this Act: Provided further, That, notwith-
standing any other provision of this Act, any 
funds made available for the purposes of chap-
ter 1 of part I and chapter 4 of part II of the 
Foreign Assistance Act of 1961 which are allo-
cated or obligated for cash disbursements in 
order to address balance of payments or eco-
nomic policy reform objectives, shall remain 
available until expended: Provided further, 
That the Director of the Trade and Development 
Agency shall notify the Committees on Appro-
priations not later than 15 days prior to any re-
obligation of funds appropriated for the pur-
poses of section 661 of part II of the Foreign As-
sistance Act of 1961. 

LIMITATION ON ASSISTANCE TO COUNTRIES IN 
DEFAULT 

SEC. 612. No part of any appropriation con-
tained in this Act shall be used to furnish assist-
ance to the government of any country which is 
in default during a period in excess of 1 cal-
endar year in payment to the United States of 
principal or interest on any loan made to the 
government of such country by the United 
States pursuant to a program for which funds 
are appropriated under this Act unless the 
President determines, following consultations 
with the Committees on Appropriations, that as-
sistance to such country is in the national inter-
est of the United States. 

COMMERCE AND TRADE 
SEC. 613. (a) None of the funds appropriated 

or made available pursuant to this Act for direct 
assistance and none of the funds otherwise 
made available pursuant to this Act to the Ex-
port-Import Bank and the Overseas Private In-
vestment Corporation shall be obligated or ex-
pended to finance any loan, any assistance or 
any other financial commitments for estab-
lishing or expanding production of any com-
modity for export by any country other than the 
United States, if the commodity is likely to be in 
surplus on world markets at the time the result-
ing productive capacity is expected to become 
operative and if the assistance will cause sub-
stantial injury to United States producers of the 
same, similar, or competing commodity: Pro-
vided, That such prohibition shall not apply to 
the Export-Import Bank if in the judgment of its 
Board of Directors the benefits to industry and 
employment in the United States are likely to 
outweigh the injury to United States producers 
of the same, similar, or competing commodity, 
and the Chairman of the Board so notifies the 
Committees on Appropriations. 

(b) None of the funds appropriated by this or 
any other Act to carry out chapter 1 of part I 
of the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961 shall be 
available for any testing or breeding feasibility 
study, variety improvement or introduction, 
consultancy, publication, conference, or train-
ing in connection with the growth or production 
in a foreign country of an agricultural com-
modity for export which would compete with a 
similar commodity grown or produced in the 
United States: Provided, That this subsection 
shall not prohibit— 

(1) activities designed to increase food security 
in developing countries where such activities 
will not have a significant impact on the export 
of agricultural commodities of the United States; 
or 

(2) research activities intended primarily to 
benefit American producers. 

SURPLUS COMMODITIES 
SEC. 614. The Secretary of the Treasury shall 

instruct the United States Executive Directors of 
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the International Bank for Reconstruction and 
Development, the International Development 
Association, the International Finance Corpora-
tion, the Inter-American Development Bank, the 
International Monetary Fund, the Asian Devel-
opment Bank, the Inter-American Investment 
Corporation, the North American Development 
Bank, the European Bank for Reconstruction 
and Development, the African Development 
Bank, and the African Development Fund to 
use the voice and vote of the United States to 
oppose any assistance by these institutions, 
using funds appropriated or made available pur-
suant to this Act, for the production or extrac-
tion of any commodity or mineral for export, if 
it is in surplus on world markets and if the as-
sistance will cause substantial injury to United 
States producers of the same, similar, or com-
peting commodity. 

REPROGRAMMING NOTIFICATION REQUIREMENTS 
SEC. 615. (a) None of the funds made available 

in all titles of this Act, or in prior appropria-
tions Acts to the agencies and departments 
funded by this Act that remain available for ob-
ligation or expenditure in fiscal year 2008, or 
provided from any accounts in the Treasury of 
the United States derived by the collection of 
fees or of currency reflows or other offsetting 
collections, or made available by transfer, to the 
agencies and departments funded by this Act, 
shall be available for obligation or expenditure 
through a reprogramming of funds that: (1) cre-
ates new programs; (2) eliminates a program, 
project, or activity; (3) increases funds or per-
sonnel by any means for any project or activity 
for which funds have been denied or restricted; 
(4) relocates an office or employees; (5) closes or 
opens a mission or post; (6) reorganizes or re-
names offices; (7) reorganizes programs or ac-
tivities; or (8) contracts out or privatizes any 
functions or activities presently performed by 
Federal employees; unless the Committees on 
Appropriations are notified 15 days in advance 
of such reprogramming of funds. 

(b) For the purposes of providing the executive 
branch with the necessary administrative flexi-
bility, none of the funds provided under title I 
of this Act, or provided under previous appro-
priations Acts to the agencies or department 
funded under title I of this Act that remain 
available for obligation or expenditure in fiscal 
year 2008, or provided from any accounts in the 
Treasury of the United States derived by the 
collection of fees available to the agencies or de-
partment funded by title I of this Act, shall be 
available for obligation or expenditure for ac-
tivities, programs, or projects through a re-
programming of funds in excess of $750,000 or 
ten percent, whichever is less, that: (1) aug-
ments existing programs, projects, or activities; 
(2) reduces by 10 percent funding for any exist-
ing program, project, or activity, or numbers of 
personnel by ten percent as approved by Con-
gress; or (3) results from any general savings, 
including savings from a reduction in personnel, 
which would result in a change in existing pro-
grams, activities, or projects as approved by 
Congress; unless the Committees on Appropria-
tions are notified 15 days in advance of such re-
programming of funds. 

(c) For the purposes of providing the executive 
branch with the necessary administrative flexi-
bility, none of the funds made available under 
titles II through V of this Act for ‘‘Global 
Health Programs’’, ‘‘Development Assistance’’, 
‘‘International Organizations and Programs’’, 
‘‘Trade and Development Agency’’, ‘‘Inter-
national Narcotics Control and Law Enforce-
ment’’, ‘‘Andean Programs’’, ‘‘Assistance for 
Eastern Europe and the Baltic States’’, ‘‘Assist-
ance for the Independent States of the Former 
Soviet Union’’, ‘‘Economic Support Fund’’, 
‘‘Democracy Fund’’, ‘‘Peacekeeping Oper-
ations’’, ‘‘Capital Investment Fund’’, ‘‘Oper-

ating Expenses of the United States Agency for 
International Development’’, ‘‘Operating Ex-
penses of the United States Agency for Inter-
national Development Office of Inspector Gen-
eral’’, ‘‘Nonproliferation, Anti-terrorism, 
Demining and Related Programs’’, ‘‘Millennium 
Challenge Corporation’’ (by country only), 
‘‘Foreign Military Financing Program’’, ‘‘Inter-
national Military Education and Training’’, 
‘‘Peace Corps’’, and ‘‘Migration and Refugee 
Assistance’’, shall be available for obligation for 
activities, programs, projects, type of materiel 
assistance, countries, or other operations not 
justified or in excess of the amount justified to 
the Committees on Appropriations for obligation 
under any of these specific headings unless the 
Committees on Appropriations of both Houses of 
Congress are previously notified 15 days in ad-
vance: Provided, That the President shall not 
enter into any commitment of funds appro-
priated for the purposes of section 23 of the 
Arms Export Control Act for the provision of 
major defense equipment, other than conven-
tional ammunition, or other major defense items 
defined to be aircraft, ships, missiles, or combat 
vehicles, not previously justified to Congress or 
20 percent in excess of the quantities justified to 
Congress unless the Committees on Appropria-
tions are notified 15 days in advance of such 
commitment: Provided further, That this sub-
section shall not apply to any reprogramming 
for an activity, program, or project for which 
funds are appropriated under titles III or IV of 
this Act of less than 10 percent of the amount 
previously justified to the Congress for obliga-
tion for such activity, program, or project for 
the current fiscal year. 

(d) The requirements of this section or any 
similar provision of this Act or any other Act, 
including any prior Act requiring notification in 
accordance with the regular notification proce-
dures of the Committees on Appropriations, may 
be waived if failure to do so would pose a sub-
stantial risk to human health or welfare: Pro-
vided, That in case of any such waiver, notifi-
cation to the Congress, or the appropriate con-
gressional committees, shall be provided as early 
as practicable, but in no event later than 3 days 
after taking the action to which such notifica-
tion requirement was applicable, in the context 
of the circumstances necessitating such waiver: 
Provided further, That any notification pro-
vided pursuant to such a waiver shall contain 
an explanation of the emergency circumstances. 

LIMITATION ON AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS FOR 
INTERNATIONAL ORGANIZATIONS AND PROGRAMS 
SEC. 616. Subject to the regular notification 

procedures of the Committees on Appropriations, 
funds appropriated under this Act or any pre-
viously enacted Act making appropriations for 
foreign operations, export financing, and re-
lated programs, which are returned or not made 
available for organizations and programs be-
cause of the implementation of section 307(a) of 
the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961, shall remain 
available for obligation until September 30, 2009: 
Provided, That section 307(a) of the Foreign As-
sistance Act of 1961 is amended by striking 
‘‘Libya,’’. 

INDEPENDENT STATES OF THE FORMER SOVIET 
UNION 

SEC. 617. (a) None of the funds appropriated 
under the heading ‘‘Assistance for the Inde-
pendent States of the Former Soviet Union’’ 
shall be made available for assistance for a gov-
ernment of an Independent State of the former 
Soviet Union if that government directs any ac-
tion in violation of the territorial integrity or 
national sovereignty of any other Independent 
State of the former Soviet Union, such as those 
violations included in the Helsinki Final Act: 
Provided, That such funds may be made avail-
able without regard to the restriction in this 
subsection if the President determines that to do 

so is in the national security interest of the 
United States. 

(b) None of the funds appropriated under the 
heading ‘‘Assistance for the Independent States 
of the Former Soviet Union’’ shall be made 
available for any state to enhance its military 
capability: Provided, That this restriction does 
not apply to demilitarization, demining or non-
proliferation programs. 

(c) Funds appropriated under the heading 
‘‘Assistance for the Independent States of the 
Former Soviet Union’’ for the Russian Federa-
tion, Armenia, Kazakhstan, and Uzbekistan 
shall be subject to the regular notification pro-
cedures of the Committees on Appropriations. 

(d)(1) Of the funds appropriated under this 
heading that are allocated for assistance for the 
Government of the Russian Federation, 60 per-
cent shall be withheld from obligation until the 
President determines and certifies in writing to 
the Committees on Appropriations that the Gov-
ernment of the Russian Federation— 

(A) has terminated implementation of ar-
rangements to provide Iran with technical ex-
pertise, training, technology, or equipment nec-
essary to develop a nuclear reactor, related nu-
clear research facilities or programs, or ballistic 
missile capability; and 

(B) is providing full access to international 
non-government organizations providing hu-
manitarian relief to refugees and internally dis-
placed persons in Chechnya. 

(2) Paragraph (1) shall not apply to— 
(A) assistance to combat infectious diseases, 

child survival activities, or assistance for victims 
of trafficking in persons; and 

(B) activities authorized under title V (Non-
proliferation and Disarmament Programs and 
Activities) of the FREEDOM Support Act. 

(e) Section 907 of the FREEDOM Support Act 
shall not apply to— 

(1) activities to support democracy or assist-
ance under title V of the FREEDOM Support 
Act and section 1424 of Public Law 104–201 or 
non-proliferation assistance; 

(2) any assistance provided by the Trade and 
Development Agency under section 661 of the 
Foreign Assistance Act of 1961 (22 U.S.C. 2421); 

(3) any activity carried out by a member of the 
United States and Foreign Commercial Service 
while acting within his or her official capacity; 

(4) any insurance, reinsurance, guarantee or 
other assistance provided by the Overseas Pri-
vate Investment Corporation under title IV of 
chapter 2 of part I of the Foreign Assistance Act 
of 1961 (22 U.S.C. 2191 et seq.); 

(5) any financing provided under the Export- 
Import Bank Act of 1945; or 

(6) humanitarian assistance. 
PROHIBITION ON FUNDING FOR ABORTIONS AND 

INVOLUNTARY STERILIZATION 
SEC. 618. None of the funds made available to 

carry out part I of the Foreign Assistance Act of 
1961, as amended, may be used to pay for the 
performance of abortions as a method of family 
planning or to motivate or coerce any person to 
practice abortions. None of the funds made 
available to carry out part I of the Foreign As-
sistance Act of 1961, as amended, may be used to 
pay for the performance of involuntary steriliza-
tion as a method of family planning or to coerce 
or provide any financial incentive to any person 
to undergo sterilizations. None of the funds 
made available to carry out part I of the For-
eign Assistance Act of 1961, as amended, may be 
used to pay for any biomedical research which 
relates in whole or in part, to methods of, or the 
performance of, abortions or involuntary steri-
lization as a means of family planning. None of 
the funds made available to carry out part I of 
the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961, as amended, 
may be obligated or expended for any country or 
organization if the President certifies that the 
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use of these funds by any such country or orga-
nization would violate any of the above provi-
sions related to abortions and involuntary steri-
lizations. 

EXPORT FINANCING TRANSFER AUTHORITIES 
SEC. 619. Not to exceed 5 percent of any ap-

propriation other than for administrative ex-
penses made available for fiscal year 2008, for 
programs under title II of this Act may be trans-
ferred between such appropriations for use for 
any of the purposes, programs, and activities for 
which the funds in such receiving account may 
be used, but no such appropriation, except as 
otherwise specifically provided, shall be in-
creased by more than 25 percent by any such 
transfer: Provided, That the exercise of such au-
thority shall be subject to the regular notifica-
tion procedures of the Committees on Appropria-
tions. 

SPECIAL NOTIFICATION REQUIREMENTS 
SEC. 620. None of the funds appropriated by 

this Act shall be obligated or expended for as-
sistance for Serbia, Sudan, Zimbabwe, Pakistan, 
Cuba, the Dominican Republic, Iran, Haiti, 
Mexico, Nepal, or Cambodia except as provided 
through the regular notification procedures of 
the Committees on Appropriations. 
DEFINITION OF PROGRAM, PROJECT, AND ACTIVITY 

SEC. 621. For the purpose of titles II through 
V of this Act ‘‘program, project, and activity’’ 
shall be defined at the appropriations Act ac-
count level and shall include all appropriations 
and authorizations Acts earmarks, ceilings, and 
limitations with the exception that for the fol-
lowing accounts: ‘‘Economic Support Fund’’ 
and ‘‘Foreign Military Financing Program’’, 
‘‘program, project, and activity’’ shall also be 
considered to include country, regional, and 
central program level funding within each such 
account; for the development assistance ac-
counts of the United States Agency for Inter-
national Development ‘‘program, project, and 
activity’’ shall also be considered to include cen-
tral, country, regional, and program level fund-
ing, either as: (1) justified to the Congress; or (2) 
allocated by the executive branch in accordance 
with a report, to be provided to the Committees 
on Appropriations within 30 days of the enact-
ment of this Act, as required by section 653(a) of 
the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961. 

GLOBAL HEALTH ACTIVITIES 
SEC. 622. Up to $13,500,000 of the funds made 

available by this Act for assistance under the 
heading ‘‘Global Health Programs’’, may be 
used to reimburse United States Government 
agencies, agencies of State governments, institu-
tions of higher learning, and private and vol-
untary organizations for the full cost of individ-
uals (including for the personal services of such 
individuals) detailed or assigned to, or con-
tracted by, as the case may be, the United States 
Agency for International Development for the 
purpose of carrying out activities under that 
heading: Provided, That up to $3,500,000 of the 
funds made available by this Act for assistance 
under the heading ‘‘Development Assistance’’ 
may be used to reimburse such agencies, institu-
tions, and organizations for such costs of such 
individuals carrying out other development as-
sistance activities: Provided further, That funds 
appropriated by titles III and IV of this Act that 
are made available for bilateral assistance for 
child survival activities or disease programs in-
cluding activities relating to research on, and 
the prevention, treatment and control of, HIV/ 
AIDS may be made available notwithstanding 
any other provision of law except for the provi-
sions under the heading ‘‘Global Health Pro-
grams’’ and the United States Leadership 
Against HIV/AIDS, Tuberculosis, and Malaria 
Act of 2003 (117 Stat. 711; 22 U.S.C. 7601 et seq.), 
as amended: Provided further, That of the funds 
appropriated under title III of this Act, not less 

than $461,060,000 shall be made available for 
family planning/reproductive health: Provided 
further, That in order to prevent unintended 
pregnancies, abortions, and the transmission of 
sexually transmitted infections, including HIV/ 
AIDS, no contract or grant for the exclusive 
purpose of providing donated contraceptives in 
developing countries shall be denied to any non-
governmental organization solely on the basis of 
the policy contained in the President’s March 
28, 2001, Memorandum to the Administrator of 
the United States Agency for International De-
velopment with respect to providing contracep-
tives in developing countries, or any comparable 
administration policy regarding the provision of 
contraceptives. 

AFGHANISTAN 

SEC. 623. Of the funds appropriated by titles 
III and IV of this Act, up to $1,057,050,000 may 
be made available for assistance for Afghani-
stan, of which not less than $75,000,000 should 
be made available to support programs that di-
rectly address the needs of Afghan women and 
girls, of which not less than $12,000,000 shall be 
made available for grants to support training 
and equipment to improve the capacity of 
women-led Afghan nongovernmental organiza-
tions and to support the activities of such orga-
nizations, and not less than $3,000,000 should be 
made available for reforestation activities: Pro-
vided, That funds made available pursuant to 
the previous proviso for reforestation activities 
should be matched, to the maximum extent pos-
sible, with contributions from American and Af-
ghan businesses: Provided further, That of the 
funds appropriated by this Act that are avail-
able for Afghanistan, $20,000,000 should be made 
available through United States universities to 
develop agriculture extension services for Af-
ghan farmers, $2,000,000 should be made avail-
able for a United States contribution to the 
North Atlantic Treaty Organization/Inter-
national Security Assistance Force Post-Oper-
ations Humanitarian Relief Fund, and not less 
than $10,000,000 shall be made available for con-
tinued support of the United States Agency for 
International Development’s Afghan Civilian 
Assistance Program. 

NOTIFICATION ON EXCESS DEFENSE EQUIPMENT 

SEC. 624. Prior to providing excess Department 
of Defense articles in accordance with section 
516(a) of the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961, the 
Department of Defense shall notify the Commit-
tees on Appropriations to the same extent and 
under the same conditions as are other commit-
tees pursuant to subsection (f) of that section: 
Provided, That before issuing a letter of offer to 
sell excess defense articles under the Arms Ex-
port Control Act, the Department of Defense 
shall notify the Committees on Appropriations 
in accordance with the regular notification pro-
cedures of such Committees if such defense arti-
cles are significant military equipment (as de-
fined in section 47(9) of the Arms Export Control 
Act) or are valued (in terms of original acquisi-
tion cost) at $7,000,000 or more, or if notification 
is required elsewhere in this Act for the use of 
appropriated funds for specific countries that 
would receive such excess defense articles: Pro-
vided further, That such Committees shall also 
be informed of the original acquisition cost of 
such defense articles. 

GLOBAL FUND MANAGEMENT 

SEC. 625. Notwithstanding any other provision 
of this Act, 20 percent of the funds that are ap-
propriated by this Act for a contribution to sup-
port the Global Fund to Fight AIDS, Tuber-
culosis and Malaria (the ‘‘Global Fund’’) shall 
be withheld from obligation to the Global Fund 
until the Secretary of State certifies to the Com-
mittees on Appropriations that the Global 
Fund— 

(1) is releasing incremental disbursements only 
if grantees demonstrate progress against clearly 
defined performance indicators; 

(2) is providing support and oversight to coun-
try-level entities, such as country coordinating 
mechanisms, principal recipients, and local 
Fund agents, to enable them to fulfill their man-
dates; 

(3) has a full-time, professional, independent 
Office of Inspector General that is fully oper-
ational; 

(4) requires local Fund agents to assess 
whether a principal recipient has the capacity 
to oversee the activities of sub-recipients; 

(5) is making progress toward implementing a 
reporting system that breaks down grantee 
budget allocations by programmatic activity; 

(6) has adopted and is implementing a policy 
to publish on a publicly available website all 
program reviews, program evaluations, inter-
nally and externally commissioned audits, and 
inspector general reports and findings, not later 
than 7 days after they are received by the Glob-
al Fund Secretariat, except that such informa-
tion as determined necessary by the Inspector 
General to protect the identity of whistleblowers 
or other informants to investigations and re-
ports of the Inspector General, or proprietary 
information, may be redacted from such docu-
ments; and 

(7) is tracking and encouraging the involve-
ment of civil society in country coordinating 
mechanisms and program implementation. 

PROHIBITION ON BILATERAL ASSISTANCE TO 
TERRORIST COUNTRIES 

SEC. 626. (a) Funds appropriated for bilateral 
assistance under any heading of this Act and 
funds appropriated under any such heading in 
a provision of law enacted prior to the enact-
ment of this Act, shall not be made available for 
assistance to the government of any country 
which the President determines— 

(1) grants sanctuary from prosecution to any 
individual or group which has committed an act 
of international terrorism or other gross viola-
tion of human rights; or 

(2) otherwise supports international terrorism. 
(b) The President may waive the application 

of subsection (a) to such government if the 
President determines that national security or 
humanitarian reasons justify such waiver. The 
President shall publish each waiver in the Fed-
eral Register and, at least 15 days before the 
waiver takes effect, shall notify the Committees 
on Appropriations of the waiver (including the 
justification for the waiver) in accordance with 
the regular notification procedures of the Com-
mittees on Appropriations. 

DEBT-FOR-DEVELOPMENT 
SEC. 627. In order to enhance the continued 

participation of nongovernmental organizations 
in debt-for-development and debt-for-nature ex-
changes, a nongovernmental organization 
which is a grantee or contractor of the United 
States Agency for International Development 
may place in interest bearing accounts local 
currencies which accrue to that organization as 
a result of economic assistance provided under 
title III of this Act and, subject to the regular 
notification procedures of the Committees on 
Appropriations, any interest earned on such in-
vestment shall be used for the purpose for which 
the assistance was provided to that organiza-
tion. 

SEPARATE ACCOUNTS 
SEC. 628. (a) SEPARATE ACCOUNTS FOR LOCAL 

CURRENCIES.— 
(1) If assistance is furnished to the govern-

ment of a foreign country under chapters 1 and 
10 of part I or chapter 4 of part II of the Foreign 
Assistance Act of 1961 under agreements which 
result in the generation of local currencies of 
that country, the Administrator of the United 
States Agency for International Development 
shall— 
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(A) require that local currencies be deposited 

in a separate account established by that gov-
ernment; 

(B) enter into an agreement with that govern-
ment which sets forth— 

(i) the amount of the local currencies to be 
generated; and 

(ii) the terms and conditions under which the 
currencies so deposited may be utilized, con-
sistent with this section; and 

(C) establish by agreement with that govern-
ment the responsibilities of the United States 
Agency for International Development and that 
government to monitor and account for deposits 
into and disbursements from the separate ac-
count. 

(2) USES OF LOCAL CURRENCIES.—As may be 
agreed upon with the foreign government, local 
currencies deposited in a separate account pur-
suant to subsection (a), or an equivalent 
amount of local currencies, shall be used only— 

(A) to carry out chapter 1 or 10 of part I or 
chapter 4 of part II (as the case may be), for 
such purposes as— 

(i) project and sector assistance activities; or 
(ii) debt and deficit financing; or 
(B) for the administrative requirements of the 

United States Government. 
(3) PROGRAMMING ACCOUNTABILITY.—The 

United States Agency for International Develop-
ment shall take all necessary steps to ensure 
that the equivalent of the local currencies dis-
bursed pursuant to subsection (a)(2)(A) from the 
separate account established pursuant to sub-
section (a)(1) are used for the purposes agreed 
upon pursuant to subsection (a)(2). 

(4) TERMINATION OF ASSISTANCE PROGRAMS.— 
Upon termination of assistance to a country 
under chapter 1 or 10 of part I or chapter 4 of 
part II (as the case may be), any unencumbered 
balances of funds which remain in a separate 
account established pursuant to subsection (a) 
shall be disposed of for such purposes as may be 
agreed to by the government of that country 
and the United States Government. 

(5) REPORTING REQUIREMENT.—The Adminis-
trator of the United States Agency for Inter-
national Development shall report on an annual 
basis as part of the justification documents sub-
mitted to the Committees on Appropriations on 
the use of local currencies for the administrative 
requirements of the United States Government 
as authorized in subsection (a)(2)(B), and such 
report shall include the amount of local cur-
rency (and United States dollar equivalent) used 
and/or to be used for such purpose in each ap-
plicable country. 

(b) SEPARATE ACCOUNTS FOR CASH TRANS-
FERS.— 

(1) If assistance is made available to the gov-
ernment of a foreign country, under chapter 1 
or 10 of part I or chapter 4 of part II of the For-
eign Assistance Act of 1961, as cash transfer as-
sistance or as nonproject sector assistance, that 
country shall be required to maintain such 
funds in a separate account and not commingle 
them with any other funds. 

(2) APPLICABILITY OF OTHER PROVISIONS OF 
LAW.—Such funds may be obligated and ex-
pended notwithstanding provisions of law 
which are inconsistent with the nature of this 
assistance including provisions which are ref-
erenced in the Joint Explanatory Statement of 
the Committee of Conference accompanying 
House Joint Resolution 648 (House Report No. 
98–1159). 

(3) NOTIFICATION.—At least 15 days prior to 
obligating any such cash transfer or nonproject 
sector assistance, the President shall submit a 
notification through the regular notification 
procedures of the Committees on Appropriations, 
which shall include a detailed description of 
how the funds proposed to be made available 
will be used, with a discussion of the United 

States interests that will be served by the assist-
ance (including, as appropriate, a description of 
the economic policy reforms that will be pro-
moted by such assistance). 

(4) EXEMPTION.—Nonproject sector assistance 
funds may be exempt from the requirements of 
subsection (b)(1) only through the notification 
procedures of the Committees on Appropriations. 

ENTERPRISE FUND RESTRICTIONS 
SEC. 629. (a) Prior to the distribution of any 

assets resulting from any liquidation, dissolu-
tion, or winding up of an Enterprise Fund, in 
whole or in part, the President shall submit to 
the Committees on Appropriations, in accord-
ance with the regular notification procedures of 
the Committees on Appropriations, a plan for 
the distribution of the assets of the Enterprise 
Fund. 

(b) Funds made available by this Act for En-
terprise Funds shall be expended at the min-
imum rate necessary to make timely payment for 
projects and activities. 

INTERNATIONAL FAMILY PLANNING AND 
REPRODUCTIVE HEALTH 

SEC. 630. (a) Funds appropriated by this Act 
may be made available for a United States con-
tribution to the United Nations Population 
Fund (UNFPA). 

(b) None of the funds appropriated by this Act 
may be made available to UNFPA for a country 
program in the People’s Republic of China. 

(c) Funds appropriated by this Act may not be 
made available to UNFPA unless— 

(1) UNFPA maintains amounts made available 
under this section in an account separate from 
other accounts of UNFPA; 

(2) UNFPA does not commingle amounts made 
available to UNFPA under this section with 
other sums; and 

(3) UNFPA does not fund abortions. 
AUTHORITIES FOR THE PEACE CORPS, INTER-AMER-

ICAN FOUNDATION AND AFRICAN DEVELOPMENT 
FOUNDATION 
SEC. 631. Unless expressly provided to the con-

trary, provisions of this or any other Act, in-
cluding provisions contained in prior Acts au-
thorizing or making appropriations for foreign 
operations, export financing, and related pro-
grams, shall not be construed to prohibit activi-
ties authorized by or conducted under the Peace 
Corps Act, the Inter-American Foundation Act 
or the African Development Foundation Act. 
The agency shall promptly report to the Com-
mittees on Appropriations whenever it is con-
ducting activities or is proposing to conduct ac-
tivities in a country for which assistance is pro-
hibited. 

IMPACT ON JOBS IN THE UNITED STATES 
SEC. 632. None of the funds appropriated by 

this Act may be obligated or expended to pro-
vide— 

(1) any financial incentive to a business enter-
prise currently located in the United States for 
the purpose of inducing such an enterprise to 
relocate outside the United States if such incen-
tive or inducement is likely to reduce the num-
ber of employees of such business enterprise in 
the United States because United States produc-
tion is being replaced by such enterprise outside 
the United States; or 

(2) assistance for any program, project, or ac-
tivity that contributes to the violation of inter-
nationally recognized workers rights, as defined 
in section 507(4) of the Trade Act of 1974, of 
workers in the recipient country, including any 
designated zone or area in that country: Pro-
vided, That the application of section 507(4)(D) 
and (E) of such Act should be commensurate 
with the level of development of the recipient 
country and sector, and shall not preclude as-
sistance for the informal sector in such country, 
micro and small-scale enterprise, and 
smallholder agriculture. 

COMPREHENSIVE EXPENDITURES REPORT 
SEC. 633. Not later than 180 days after the 

date of enactment of this Act, the Secretary of 
State shall submit a report to the Committees on 
Appropriations detailing the total amount of 
United States Government expenditures in fiscal 
year 2006, by Federal agency, for programs and 
activities in each foreign country, identifying 
the line item as presented in the President’s 
Budget Appendix and the purpose for which the 
funds were provided: Provided, That, if re-
quired, information may be submitted in classi-
fied form. 

SPECIAL AUTHORITIES 
SEC. 634. (a) AFGHANISTAN, IRAQ, PAKISTAN, 

LEBANON, MONTENEGRO, VICTIMS OF WAR, DIS-
PLACED CHILDREN, AND DISPLACED BURMESE.— 
Funds appropriated by this Act that are made 
available for assistance for Afghanistan may be 
made available notwithstanding section 612 of 
this Act or any similar provision of law and sec-
tion 660 of the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961, 
and funds appropriated in titles II and III of 
this Act that are made available for Iraq, Leb-
anon, Montenegro, Pakistan, and for victims of 
war, displaced children, and displaced Burmese, 
and to assist victims of trafficking in persons 
and, subject to the regular notification proce-
dures of the Committees on Appropriations, to 
combat such trafficking, may be made available 
notwithstanding any other provision of law. 

(b) TROPICAL FORESTRY AND BIODIVERSITY 
CONSERVATION ACTIVITIES.—Funds appropriated 
by this Act to carry out the provisions of sec-
tions 103 through 106, and chapter 4 of part II, 
of the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961 may be 
used, notwithstanding any other provision of 
law, for the purpose of supporting tropical for-
estry and biodiversity conservation activities 
and energy programs aimed at reducing green-
house gas emissions: Provided, That such assist-
ance shall be subject to sections 116, 502B, and 
620A of the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961. 

(c) PERSONAL SERVICES CONTRACTORS.—Funds 
appropriated by this Act to carry out chapter 1 
of part I, chapter 4 of part II, and section 667 
of the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961, and title 
II of the Agricultural Trade Development and 
Assistance Act of 1954, may be used by the 
United States Agency for International Develop-
ment to employ up to 25 personal services con-
tractors in the United States, notwithstanding 
any other provision of law, for the purpose of 
providing direct, interim support for new or ex-
panded overseas programs and activities man-
aged by the agency until permanent direct hire 
personnel are hired and trained: Provided, That 
not more than 10 of such contractors shall be as-
signed to any bureau or office: Provided further, 
That such funds appropriated to carry out title 
II of the Agricultural Trade Development and 
Assistance Act of 1954, may be made available 
only for personal services contractors assigned 
to the Office of Food for Peace. 

(d)(1) WAIVER.—The President may waive the 
provisions of section 1003 of Public Law 100–204 
if the President determines and certifies in writ-
ing to the Speaker of the House of Representa-
tives and the President pro tempore of the Sen-
ate that it is important to the national security 
interests of the United States. 

(2) PERIOD OF APPLICATION OF WAIVER.—Any 
waiver pursuant to paragraph (1) shall be effec-
tive for no more than a period of 6 months at a 
time and shall not apply beyond 12 months after 
the enactment of this Act. 

(e) SMALL BUSINESS.—In entering into mul-
tiple award indefinite-quantity contracts with 
funds appropriated by this Act, the United 
States Agency for International Development 
may provide an exception to the fair oppor-
tunity process for placing task orders under 
such contracts when the order is placed with 
any category of small or small disadvantaged 
business. 
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(f) VIETNAMESE REFUGEES.—Section 594(a) of 

the Foreign Operations, Export Financing, and 
Related Programs Appropriations Act, 2005 (en-
acted as division D of Public Law 108–447; 118 
Stat. 3038) is amended by striking ‘‘and 2007’’ 
and inserting ‘‘through 2009’’. 

(g) RECONSTITUTING CIVILIAN POLICE AUTHOR-
ITY.—In providing assistance with funds appro-
priated by this Act under section 660(b)(6) of the 
Foreign Assistance Act of 1961, support for a na-
tion emerging from instability may be deemed to 
mean support for regional, district, municipal, 
or other sub-national entity emerging from in-
stability, as well as a nation emerging from in-
stability. 

(h) CHINA PROGRAMS.—Notwithstanding any 
other provision of law, of the funds appro-
priated under the heading ‘‘Development Assist-
ance’’ in this Act, not less than $10,000,000 shall 
be made available to United States educational 
institutions and nongovernmental organizations 
for programs and activities in the People’s Re-
public of China relating to the environment, de-
mocracy, and the rule of law: Provided, That 
funds made available pursuant to this authority 
shall be subject to the regular notification pro-
cedures of the Committees on Appropriations. 

(i) EXTENSION OF AUTHORITY.— 
(1) With respect to funds appropriated by this 

Act that are available for assistance for Paki-
stan, the President may waive the prohibition 
on assistance contained in section 608 of this 
Act subject to the requirements contained in sec-
tion 1(b) of Public Law 107–57, as amended, for 
a determination and certification, and consulta-
tion, by the President prior to the exercise of 
such waiver authority. 

(2) Notwithstanding the date contained in sec-
tion 6 of Public Law 107–57, as amended, the 
provisions of sections 2 and 4 of that Act shall 
remain in effect through the current fiscal year. 

(j) MIDDLE EAST FOUNDATION.—Funds appro-
priated by this Act and prior Acts under the 
heading ‘‘Economic Support Fund’’ that are 
available for the Middle East Partnership Ini-
tiative may be made available, including as an 
endowment, notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of law and following consultations with the 
Committees on Appropriations, to establish and 
operate a Middle East Foundation, or any other 
similar entity, whose purpose is to support de-
mocracy, governance, human rights, and the 
rule of law in the Middle East region: Provided, 
That such funds may be made available to the 
Foundation only to the extent that the Founda-
tion has commitments from sources other than 
the United States Government to at least match 
the funds provided under the authority of this 
subsection: Provided further, That provisions 
contained in section 201 of the Support for East 
European Democracy (SEED) Act of 1989 (ex-
cluding the authorizations of appropriations 
provided in subsection (b) of that section and 
the requirement that a majority of the members 
of the board of directors be citizens of the 
United States provided in subsection (d)(3(B) of 
that section) shall be deemed to apply to any 
such foundation or similar entity referred to 
under this subsection, and to funds made avail-
able to such entity, in order to enable it to pro-
vide assistance for purposes of this section: Pro-
vided further, That prior to the initial obliga-
tion of funds for any such foundation or similar 
entity pursuant to the authorities of this sub-
section, other than for administrative support, 
the Secretary of State shall take steps to ensure, 
on an ongoing basis, that any such funds made 
available pursuant to such authorities are not 
provided to or through any individual or group 
that the management of the foundation or simi-
lar entity knows or has reason to believe, advo-
cates, plans, sponsors, or otherwise engages in 
terrorist activities: Provided further, That sec-
tion 629 of this Act shall apply to any such 

foundation or similar entity established pursu-
ant to this subsection: Provided further, That 
the authority of the Foundation, or any similar 
entity, to provide assistance shall cease to be ef-
fective on September 30, 2010. 

(k) EXTENSION OF AUTHORITY.—Section 
1365(c) of the National Defense Authorization 
Act for Fiscal Year 1993 (Public Law 102–484; 22 
U.S.C. 2778 note) is amended by striking ‘‘Dur-
ing the 16 year period beginning on October 23, 
1992’’ and inserting ‘‘During the 22 year period 
beginning on October 23, 1992’’ before the period 
at the end. 

(l) EXTENSION OF AUTHORITY.—The Foreign 
Operations, Export Financing, and Related Pro-
grams Appropriations Act, 1990 (Public Law 
101–167) is amended— 

(1) in section 599D (8 U.S.C. 1157 note)— 
(A) in subsection (b)(3), by striking ‘‘and 

2007’’ and inserting ‘‘2007, and 2008’’; and 
(B) in subsection (e), by striking ‘‘2007’’ each 

place it appears and inserting ‘‘2008’’; and 
(2) in section 599E (8 U.S.C. 1255 note) in sub-

section (b)(2), by striking ‘‘2007’’ and inserting 
‘‘2008’’. 

(m) WORLD FOOD PROGRAM.—Of the funds 
managed by the Bureau for Democracy, Con-
flict, and Humanitarian Assistance of the 
United States Agency for International Develop-
ment, from this or any other Act, not less than 
$10,000,000 shall be made available as a general 
contribution to the World Food Program, not-
withstanding any other provision of law. 

(n) CAPITAL SECURITY COST-SHARING.—Not-
withstanding any other provision of law, of the 
funds appropriated under the heading ‘‘Em-
bassy Security, Construction, and Mainte-
nance’’, not less than $2,000,000 shall be made 
available for the Capital Security Cost-Sharing 
fees of the Library of Congress for fiscal year 
2008. 

(o) DEMOBILIZATION, DISARMAMENT, AND RE-
INTEGRATION ASSISTANCE.—Notwithstanding 
any other provision of law, policy or regulation, 
funds appropriated by this Act and prior acts 
making appropriations for foreign operations, 
export financing, and related programs may be 
made available to support programs to demobi-
lize, disarm, and reintegrate into civilian society 
former combatants of foreign governments or or-
ganizations who have renounced involvement or 
participation in such organizations. 

(p) NONGOVERNMENTAL ORGANIZATIONS.— 
With respect to the provision of assistance for 
democracy, human rights and governance ac-
tivities, the organizations implementing such as-
sistance and the specific nature of that assist-
ance shall not be subject to the prior approval 
by the government of any foreign country. 

ARAB LEAGUE BOYCOTT OF ISRAEL 
SEC. 635. It is the sense of the Congress that— 
(1) the Arab League boycott of Israel, and the 

secondary boycott of American firms that have 
commercial ties with Israel, is an impediment to 
peace in the region and to United States invest-
ment and trade in the Middle East and North 
Africa; 

(2) the Arab League boycott, which was re-
grettably reinstated in 1997, should be imme-
diately and publicly terminated, and the Cen-
tral Office for the Boycott of Israel immediately 
disbanded; 

(3) all Arab League states should normalize 
relations with their neighbor Israel; 

(4) the President and the Secretary of State 
should continue to vigorously oppose the Arab 
League boycott of Israel and find concrete steps 
to demonstrate that opposition by, for example, 
taking into consideration the participation of 
any recipient country in the boycott when de-
termining to sell weapons to said country; and 

(5) the President should report to Congress 
annually on specific steps being taken by the 
United States to encourage Arab League states 

to normalize their relations with Israel to bring 
about the termination of the Arab League boy-
cott of Israel, including those to encourage al-
lies and trading partners of the United States to 
enact laws prohibiting businesses from com-
plying with the boycott and penalizing busi-
nesses that do comply. 

ELIGIBILITY FOR ASSISTANCE 
SEC. 636. (a) ASSISTANCE THROUGH NON-

GOVERNMENTAL ORGANIZATIONS.—Restrictions 
contained in this or any other Act with respect 
to assistance for a country shall not be con-
strued to restrict assistance in support of pro-
grams of nongovernmental organizations from 
funds appropriated by this Act to carry out the 
provisions of chapters 1, 10, 11, and 12 of part I 
and chapter 4 of part II of the Foreign Assist-
ance Act of 1961, and from funds appropriated 
under the heading ‘‘Assistance for Eastern Eu-
rope and the Baltic States’’: Provided, That be-
fore using the authority of this subsection to 
furnish assistance in support of programs of 
nongovernmental organizations, the President 
shall notify the Committees on Appropriations 
under the regular notification procedures of 
those committees, including a description of the 
program to be assisted, the assistance to be pro-
vided, and the reasons for furnishing such as-
sistance: Provided further, That nothing in this 
subsection shall be construed to alter any exist-
ing statutory prohibitions against abortion or 
involuntary sterilizations contained in this or 
any other Act. 

(b) PUBLIC LAW 480.—During fiscal year 2008, 
restrictions contained in this or any other Act 
with respect to assistance for a country shall 
not be construed to restrict assistance under the 
Agricultural Trade Development and Assistance 
Act of 1954: Provided, That none of the funds 
appropriated to carry out title I of such Act and 
made available pursuant to this subsection may 
be obligated or expended except as provided 
through the regular notification procedures of 
the Committees on Appropriations. 

(c) EXCEPTION.—This section shall not 
apply— 

(1) with respect to section 620A of the Foreign 
Assistance Act of 1961 or any comparable provi-
sion of law prohibiting assistance to countries 
that support international terrorism; or 

(2) with respect to section 116 of the Foreign 
Assistance Act of 1961 or any comparable provi-
sion of law prohibiting assistance to the govern-
ment of a country that violates internationally 
recognized human rights. 

RESERVATIONS OF FUNDS 
SEC. 637. (a) Funds appropriated under titles 

II through V of this Act which are earmarked 
may be reprogrammed for other programs within 
the same account notwithstanding the earmark 
if compliance with the earmark is made impos-
sible by operation of any provision of this or 
any other Act: Provided, That any such re-
programming shall be subject to the regular no-
tification procedures of the Committees on Ap-
propriations: Provided further, That assistance 
that is reprogrammed pursuant to this sub-
section shall be made available under the same 
terms and conditions as originally provided. 

(b) In addition to the authority contained in 
subsection (a), the original period of availability 
of funds appropriated by this Act and adminis-
tered by the United States Agency for Inter-
national Development that are earmarked for 
particular programs or activities by this or any 
other Act shall be extended for an additional 
fiscal year if the Administrator of such agency 
determines and reports promptly to the Commit-
tees on Appropriations that the termination of 
assistance to a country or a significant change 
in circumstances makes it unlikely that such 
designated funds can be obligated during the 
original period of availability: Provided, That 
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such earmarked funds that are continued avail-
able for an additional fiscal year shall be obli-
gated only for the purpose of such designation. 

(c) Ceilings and earmarks levels contained in 
this Act shall not be applicable to funds or au-
thorities appropriated or otherwise made avail-
able by any subsequent Act unless such Act spe-
cifically so directs. Earmarks or minimum fund-
ing requirements contained in any other Act 
shall not be applicable to funds appropriated by 
this Act. 

ASIA 
SEC. 638. (a) FUNDING LEVELS.—Of the funds 

appropriated by this Act under the headings 
‘‘Global Health Programs’’ and ‘‘Development 
Assistance’’, not less than the amount of funds 
initially allocated for each such account pursu-
ant to subsection 653(a) of the Foreign Assist-
ance Act of 1961 for fiscal year 2006 shall be 
made available for Cambodia, Philippines, Viet-
nam, Asia and Near East Regional, and Re-
gional Development Mission/Asia: Provided, 
That for the purposes of this subsection, ‘‘Glob-
al Health Programs’’ shall mean ‘‘Child Sur-
vival and Health Programs Fund’’. 

(b) BURMA.— 
(1) The Secretary of the Treasury shall in-

struct the United States executive director to 
each appropriate international financial institu-
tion in which the United States participates, to 
oppose and vote against the extension by such 
institution any loan or financial or technical 
assistance or any other utilization of funds of 
the respective bank to and for Burma. 

(2) Of the funds appropriated by this Act 
under the heading ‘‘Economic Support Fund’’, 
not less than $11,000,000 shall be made available 
to support democracy activities in Burma, along 
the Burma-Thailand border, for activities of 
Burmese student groups and other organizations 
located outside Burma, and for the purpose of 
supporting the provision of humanitarian assist-
ance to displaced Burmese along Burma’s bor-
ders: Provided, That funds made available 
under this heading may be made available not-
withstanding any other provision of law: Pro-
vided further, That in addition to assistance for 
Burmese refugees provided under the heading 
‘‘Migration and Refugee Assistance’’ in this 
Act, not less than $3,000,000 shall be made avail-
able for community-based organizations oper-
ating in Thailand to provide food, medical and 
other humanitarian assistance to internally dis-
placed persons in eastern Burma: Provided fur-
ther, That funds made available under this 
heading shall be subject to the regular notifica-
tion procedures of the Committees on Appropria-
tions. 

(c) TIBET.— 
(1) The Secretary of the Treasury should in-

struct the United States executive director to 
each international financial institution to use 
the voice and vote of the United States to sup-
port projects in Tibet if such projects do not pro-
vide incentives for the migration and settlement 
of non-Tibetans into Tibet or facilitate the 
transfer of ownership of Tibetan land and nat-
ural resources to non-Tibetans; are based on a 
thorough needs-assessment; foster self-suffi-
ciency of the Tibetan people and respect Tibetan 
culture and traditions; and are subject to effec-
tive monitoring. 

(2) Notwithstanding any other provision of 
law, not less than $5,000,000 of the funds appro-
priated by this Act under the heading ‘‘Eco-
nomic Support Fund’’ should be made available 
to nongovernmental organizations to support 
activities which preserve cultural traditions and 
promote sustainable development and environ-
mental conservation in Tibetan communities in 
the Tibetan Autonomous Region and in other 
Tibetan communities in China, and not less 
than $250,000 should be made available to the 
National Endowment for Democracy for human 

rights and democracy programs relating to 
Tibet. 

PROHIBITION ON PUBLICITY OR PROPAGANDA 
SEC. 639. No part of any appropriation con-

tained in this Act shall be used for publicity or 
propaganda purposes within the United States 
not authorized before the date of the enactment 
of this Act by the Congress. 

PROHIBITION OF PAYMENTS TO UNITED NATIONS 
MEMBERS 

SEC. 640. None of the funds appropriated or 
made available pursuant to this Act for carrying 
out the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961, may be 
used to pay in whole or in part any assessments, 
arrearages, or dues of any member of the United 
Nations or, from funds appropriated by this Act 
to carry out chapter 1 of part I of the Foreign 
Assistance Act of 1961, the costs for participa-
tion of another country’s delegation at inter-
national conferences held under the auspices of 
multilateral or international organizations. 

REQUESTS FOR DOCUMENTS 
SEC. 641. (a) None of the funds appropriated 

or made available pursuant to this Act shall be 
available to a nongovernmental organization, 
including any contractor, which fails to provide 
upon timely request any document, file, or 
record necessary to the auditing requirements of 
the United States Agency for International De-
velopment. 

(b) Notwithstanding any other provision of 
law or regulation, the Administrator of the 
United States Agency for International Develop-
ment shall provide to the Committees on Appro-
priations, on a timely basis, such information on 
the obligation and expenditure of funds appro-
priated by this Act and prior Acts, pursuant to 
grants, cooperative agreements, and contracts 
entered into or financed by the agency, as may 
be requested by the Committee on Appropria-
tions to satisfy oversight responsibilities of those 
Committees. 
PROHIBITION ON ASSISTANCE TO FOREIGN GOVERN-

MENTS THAT EXPORT LETHAL MILITARY EQUIP-
MENT TO COUNTRIES SUPPORTING INTER-
NATIONAL TERRORISM 
SEC. 642. (a) None of the funds appropriated 

or otherwise made available by this Act may be 
available to any foreign government which pro-
vides lethal military equipment to a country the 
government of which the Secretary of State has 
determined is a terrorist government for pur-
poses of section 6(j) of the Export Administra-
tion Act of 1979. The prohibition under this sec-
tion with respect to a foreign government shall 
terminate 12 months after that government 
ceases to provide such military equipment. This 
section applies with respect to lethal military 
equipment provided under a contract entered 
into after October 1, 1997. 

(b) Assistance restricted by subsection (a) or 
any other similar provision of law, may be fur-
nished if the President determines that fur-
nishing such assistance is important to the na-
tional interests of the United States. 

(c) Whenever the President makes a deter-
mination pursuant to subsection (b), the Presi-
dent shall submit to the appropriate congres-
sional committees a report with respect to the 
furnishing of such assistance. Any such report 
shall include a detailed explanation of the as-
sistance to be provided, including the estimated 
dollar amount of such assistance, and an expla-
nation of how the assistance furthers United 
States national interests. 
WITHHOLDING OF ASSISTANCE FOR PARKING FINES 

AND REAL PROPERTY TAXES OWED BY FOREIGN 
COUNTRIES 
SEC. 643. (a) Subject to subsection (c), of the 

funds appropriated under titles II through V by 
this Act that are made available for assistance 
for a foreign country, an amount equal to 110 
percent of the total amount of the unpaid fully 

adjudicated parking fines and penalties and un-
paid property taxes owed by the central govern-
ment of such country shall be withheld from ob-
ligation for assistance for the central govern-
ment of such country until the Secretary of 
State submits a certification to the Committees 
on Appropriations stating that such parking 
fines and penalties and unpaid property taxes 
are fully paid. 

(b) Funds withheld from obligation pursuant 
to subsection (a) may be made available for 
other programs or activities funded by this Act, 
after consultation with and subject to the reg-
ular notification procedures of the Committees 
on Appropriations, provided that no such funds 
shall be made available for assistance for the 
central government of a foreign country that 
has not paid the total amount of the fully adju-
dicated parking fines and penalties and unpaid 
property taxes owed by such country. 

(c) Subsection (a) shall not include amounts 
that have been withheld under any other provi-
sion of law. 

(d)(1) The Secretary of State may waive the 
requirements set forth in subsection (a) with re-
spect to parking fines and penalties no sooner 
than 60 days from the date of enactment of this 
Act, or at any time with respect to a particular 
country, if the Secretary determines that it is in 
the national interests of the United States to do 
so. 

(2) The Secretary of State may waive the re-
quirements set forth in subsection (a) with re-
spect to the unpaid property taxes if the Sec-
retary of State determines that it is in the na-
tional interests of the United States to do so. 

(e) Not later than 6 months after the initial 
exercise of the waiver authority in subsection 
(d), the Secretary of State, after consultations 
with the City of New York, shall submit a report 
to the Committees on Appropriations describing 
a strategy, including a timetable and steps cur-
rently being taken, to collect the parking fines 
and penalties and unpaid property taxes and 
interest owed by nations receiving foreign assist-
ance under this Act. 

(f) In this section: 
(1) The term ‘‘fully adjudicated’’ includes cir-

cumstances in which the person to whom the ve-
hicle is registered— 

(A)(i) has not responded to the parking viola-
tion summons; or 

(ii) has not followed the appropriate adjudica-
tion procedure to challenge the summons; and 

(B) the period of time for payment of or chal-
lenge to the summons has lapsed. 

(2) The term ‘‘parking fines and penalties’’ 
means parking fines and penalties— 

(A) owed to— 
(i) the District of Columbia; or 
(ii) New York, New York; and 
(B) incurred during the period April 1, 1997, 

through September 30, 2007. 
(3) The term ‘‘unpaid property taxes’’ means 

the amount of unpaid taxes and interest deter-
mined to be owed by a foreign country on real 
property in the District of Columbia or New 
York, New York in a court order or judgment 
entered against such country by a court of the 
United States or any State or subdivision there-
of. 
LIMITATION ON ASSISTANCE FOR THE PLO FOR THE 

WEST BANK AND GAZA 
SEC. 644. None of the funds appropriated by 

this Act may be obligated for assistance for the 
Palestine Liberation Organization for the West 
Bank and Gaza unless the President has exer-
cised the authority under section 604(a) of the 
Middle East Peace Facilitation Act of 1995 (title 
VI of Public Law 104–107) or any other legisla-
tion to suspend or make inapplicable section 307 
of the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961 and that 
suspension is still in effect: Provided, That if 
the President fails to make the certification 
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under section 604(b)(2) of the Middle East Peace 
Facilitation Act of 1995 or to suspend the prohi-
bition under other legislation, funds appro-
priated by this Act may not be obligated for as-
sistance for the Palestine Liberation Organiza-
tion for the West Bank and Gaza. 

WAR CRIMES TRIBUNALS DRAWDOWN 
SEC. 645. If the President determines that 

doing so will contribute to a just resolution of 
charges regarding genocide or other violations 
of international humanitarian law, the Presi-
dent may direct a drawdown pursuant to sec-
tion 552(c) of the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961 
of up to $30,000,000 of commodities and services 
for the United Nations War Crimes Tribunal es-
tablished with regard to the former Yugoslavia 
by the United Nations Security Council or such 
other tribunals or commissions as the Council 
may establish or authorize to deal with such 
violations, without regard to the ceiling limita-
tion contained in paragraph (2) thereof: Pro-
vided, That the determination required under 
this section shall be in lieu of any determina-
tions otherwise required under section 552(c): 
Provided further, That funds made available for 
tribunals other than Yugoslavia, Rwanda, or 
the Special Court for Sierra Leone shall be made 
available subject to the regular notification pro-
cedures of the Committees on Appropriations. 

LANDMINES 
SEC. 646. Notwithstanding any other provision 

of law, demining equipment available to the 
United States Agency for International Develop-
ment and the Department of State and used in 
support of the clearance of landmines and 
unexploded ordnance for humanitarian pur-
poses may be disposed of on a grant basis in for-
eign countries, subject to such terms and condi-
tions as the President may prescribe. 

RESTRICTIONS CONCERNING THE PALESTINIAN 
AUTHORITY 

SEC. 647. None of the funds appropriated by 
this Act may be obligated or expended to create 
in any part of Jerusalem a new office of any de-
partment or agency of the United States Govern-
ment for the purpose of conducting official 
United States Government business with the 
Palestinian Authority over Gaza and Jericho or 
any successor Palestinian governing entity pro-
vided for in the Israel-PLO Declaration of Prin-
ciples: Provided, That this restriction shall not 
apply to the acquisition of additional space for 
the existing Consulate General in Jerusalem. 
PROHIBITION OF PAYMENT OF CERTAIN EXPENSES 
SEC. 648. None of the funds appropriated or 

otherwise made available by this Act under the 
heading ‘‘International Military Education and 
Training’’ or ‘‘Foreign Military Financing Pro-
gram’’ for Informational Program activities or 
under the headings ‘‘Global Health Programs’’, 
‘‘Development Assistance’’, and ‘‘Economic Sup-
port Fund’’ may be obligated or expended to pay 
for— 

(1) alcoholic beverages; or 
(2) entertainment expenses for activities that 

are substantially of a recreational character, in-
cluding but not limited to entrance fees at sport-
ing events, theatrical and musical productions, 
and amusement parks. 

WESTERN HEMISPHERE 
SEC. 649. (a) CENTRAL AMERICA.—Of the funds 

appropriated by this Act under the headings 
‘‘Global Health Programs’’ and ‘‘Development 
Assistance’’, not less than the amount of funds 
initially allocated for each such account pursu-
ant to section 653(a) of the Foreign Assistance 
Act of 1961 for fiscal year 2006 shall be made 
available for El Salvador, Guatemala, Nica-
ragua, Honduras, Ecuador, Peru, Bolivia, 
Brazil, Latin America and Caribbean Regional, 
Central America Regional, and South America 
Regional: Provided, That for the purposes of 
this subsection, ‘‘Global Health Programs’’ shall 

mean ‘‘Child Survival and Health Programs 
Fund’’. 

(b)(1) HAITI.—Of the funds appropriated by 
this Act under the headings ‘‘Development As-
sistance’’ and ‘‘Economic Support Fund’’, not 
less than $106,200,000 shall be made available for 
assistance for Haiti, of which not less than 
$5,000,000 shall be for programs to improve court 
administration and reduce pre-trial detention 
and of which not less than $5,000,000 shall be 
made available for watershed remediation and 
reforestation activities. 

(2) The Government of Haiti shall be eligible 
to purchase defense articles and services under 
the Arms Export Control Act (22 U.S.C. 2751 et 
seq.), for the Coast Guard. 

(3) None of the funds made available in this 
Act under the heading ‘‘International Narcotics 
Control and Law Enforcement’’ may be used to 
transfer excess weapons, ammunition or other 
lethal property of an agency of the United 
States Government to the Government of Haiti 
for use by the Haitian National Police until the 
Secretary of State certifies to the Committees on 
Appropriations that the United Nations Mission 
in Haiti has ensured that any members of the 
Haitian National Police who have been credibly 
alleged to have committed serious crimes, in-
cluding drug trafficking and human rights vio-
lations, have been suspended. 

(c) DOMINICAN REPUBLIC.—Of the funds ap-
propriated by this Act under the headings 
‘‘Global Health Programs’’ and ‘‘Development 
Assistance’’, not less than $23,600,000 shall be 
made available for assistance for the Dominican 
Republic, of which not less than $5,000,000 shall 
be made available for basic health care, nutri-
tion, sanitation, education, and shelter for mi-
grant sugar cane workers and other residents of 
batey communities. 
LIMITATION ON ASSISTANCE TO THE PALESTINIAN 

AUTHORITY 
SEC. 650. (a) PROHIBITION OF FUNDS.—None of 

the funds appropriated by this Act to carry out 
the provisions of chapter 4 of part II of the For-
eign Assistance Act of 1961 may be obligated or 
expended with respect to providing funds to the 
Palestinian Authority. 

(b) WAIVER.—The prohibition included in sub-
section (a) shall not apply if the President cer-
tifies in writing to the Committees on Appropria-
tions that waiving such prohibition is important 
to the national security interests of the United 
States. 

(c) PERIOD OF APPLICATION OF WAIVER.—Any 
waiver pursuant to subsection (b) shall be effec-
tive for no more than a period of 6 months at a 
time and shall not apply beyond 12 months after 
the enactment of this Act. 

(d) REPORT.—Whenever the waiver authority 
pursuant to subsection (b) is exercised, the 
President shall submit a report to the Commit-
tees on Appropriations detailing the justifica-
tion for the waiver, the purposes for which the 
funds will be spent, and the accounting proce-
dures in place to ensure that the funds are 
properly disbursed. 
LIMITATION ON ASSISTANCE TO SECURITY FORCES 
SEC. 651. Chapter 1 of part III of the Foreign 

Assistance Act of 1961 is amended by adding the 
following section: 
‘‘SEC. 620J. LIMITATION ON ASSISTANCE TO SE-

CURITY FORCES. 
‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—No assistance shall be fur-

nished under this Act or the Arms Export Con-
trol Act to any unit of the security forces of a 
foreign country if the Secretary of State has 
credible evidence that such unit has committed 
gross violations of human rights. 

‘‘(b) EXCEPTION.—The prohibition in sub-
section (a) shall not apply if the Secretary de-
termines and reports to the Committee on For-
eign Relations of the Senate, the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs of the House of Representatives, 

and the Committees on Appropriations that the 
government of such country is taking effective 
measures to bring the responsible members of the 
security forces unit to justice. 

‘‘(c) DUTY TO INFORM.—In the event that 
funds are withheld from any unit pursuant to 
this section, the Secretary of State shall prompt-
ly inform the foreign government of the basis for 
such action and shall, to the maximum extent 
practicable, assist the foreign government in 
taking effective measures to bring the respon-
sible members of the security forces to justice.’’. 

FOREIGN MILITARY TRAINING REPORT 
SEC. 652. The annual foreign military training 

report required by section 656 of the Foreign As-
sistance Act of 1961 shall be submitted by the 
Secretary of Defense and the Secretary of State 
to the Committees on Appropriations by the date 
specified in that section. 

AUTHORIZATION REQUIREMENT 
SEC. 653. Funds appropriated by this Act, ex-

cept funds appropriated under the headings 
‘‘Trade and Development Agency’’ and ‘‘Over-
seas Private Investment Corporation’’, may be 
obligated and expended notwithstanding section 
10 of Public Law 91–672 and section 15 of the 
State Department Basic Authorities Act of 1956. 

AVIAN INFLUENZA PREPAREDNESS 
SEC. 654. Notwithstanding any other provision 

of law except section 551 of Public Law 109–102, 
of the funds appropriated by this Act under the 
heading ‘‘Foreign Military Financing Pro-
gram’’, $12,500,000 shall be made available to en-
hance the preparedness of militaries in Asia and 
Africa to respond to an avian influenza pan-
demic, and of the funds appropriated by this 
Act under the heading ‘‘Peacekeeping Oper-
ations’’, $12,500,000 shall be transferred to, and 
merged with, funds made available under the 
heading ‘‘Foreign Military Financing Program’’ 
to be used for this purpose. 

PALESTINIAN STATEHOOD 
SEC. 655. (a) LIMITATION ON ASSISTANCE.— 

None of the funds appropriated by this Act may 
be provided to support a Palestinian state unless 
the Secretary of State determines and certifies to 
the appropriate congressional committees that— 

(1) the governing entity of a new Palestinian 
state— 

(A) has demonstrated a commitment to peace-
ful co-existence with the State of Israel; 

(B) is taking appropriate measures to counter 
terrorism and terrorist financing in the West 
Bank and Gaza, including the dismantling of 
terrorist infrastructures, and is cooperating with 
appropriate Israeli and other appropriate secu-
rity organizations; and 

(2) the Palestinian Authority (or the gov-
erning entity of a new Palestinian state) is 
working with other countries in the region to es-
tablish a just, lasting, and comprehensive peace 
in the Middle East that will enable Israel and 
an independent Palestinian state to exist within 
the context of full and normal relationships, 
which should include— 

(A) termination of all claims or states of bel-
ligerency; 

(B) respect for and acknowledgement of the 
sovereignty, territorial integrity, and political 
independence of every state in the area through 
measures including the establishment of demili-
tarized zones; 

(C) their right to live in peace within secure 
and recognized boundaries free from threats or 
acts of force; 

(D) freedom of navigation through inter-
national waterways in the area; and 

(E) a framework for achieving a just settle-
ment of the refugee problem. 

(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 
Congress that the governing entity should enact 
a constitution assuring the rule of law, an inde-
pendent judiciary, and respect for human rights 
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for its citizens, and should enact other laws and 
regulations assuring transparent and account-
able governance. 

(c) WAIVER.—The President may waive sub-
section (a) if he determines that it is important 
to the national security interests of the United 
States to do so. 

(d) EXEMPTION.—The restriction in subsection 
(a) shall not apply to assistance intended to 
help reform the Palestinian Authority and af-
filiated institutions, or the governing entity, in 
order to help meet the requirements of sub-
section (a), consistent with the provisions of sec-
tion 650 of this Act (‘‘Limitation on Assistance 
to the Palestinian Authority’’). 

COLOMBIA 
SEC. 656. (a) FUNDING.—Funds appropriated 

by this Act that are available for assistance for 
Colombia shall be made available in the 
amounts indicated in the table in the accom-
panying report. 

(b) DETERMINATION AND CERTIFICATION RE-
QUIRED.—Funds appropriated by this Act that 
are available for assistance for the Colombian 
Armed Forces, may be made available as fol-
lows: 

(1) Up to 70 percent of such funds may be obli-
gated prior to the certification and report by the 
Secretary of State pursuant to paragraph (2). 

(2) Up to 15 percent of such funds may be obli-
gated only after the Secretary of State consults 
with, and subsequently certifies and submits a 
written report to, the Committees on Appropria-
tions that: 

(A) The Commander General of the Colombian 
Armed Forces is suspending from the Armed 
Forces those members, of whatever rank who, 
according to the Minister of Defense, the Attor-
ney General or the Procuraduria General de la 
Nacion, have been credibly alleged to have com-
mitted gross violations of human rights, includ-
ing extra-judicial killings, or to have aided or 
abetted paramilitary organizations or successor 
armed groups. 

(B) The Colombian Government is vigorously 
investigating and prosecuting, in the civilian 
justice system, those members of the Colombian 
Armed Forces, of whatever rank, who have been 
credibly alleged to have committed gross viola-
tions of human rights, including extra-judicial 
killings, or to have aided or abetted para-
military organizations or successor armed 
groups, and is promptly punishing those mem-
bers of the Colombian Armed Forces found to 
have committed such violations of human rights 
or to have aided or abetted such organizations 
or successor groups. 

(C) The Colombian Armed Forces are cooper-
ating fully with civilian prosecutors and judi-
cial authorities in such cases (including pro-
viding requested information, such as the iden-
tity of persons suspended from the Armed Forces 
and the nature and cause of the suspension, 
and access to witnesses, relevant military docu-
ments, and other requested information). 

(D) The Colombian Armed Forces have taken 
all necessary steps to sever links (including de-
nying access to military intelligence, vehicles, 
and other equipment or supplies, and ceasing 
other forms of active or tacit cooperation) at the 
command, battalion, and brigade levels, with 
paramilitary organizations and successor armed 
groups, especially in regions where such organi-
zations or successor groups have a significant 
presence. 

(E) The Colombian Government is dismantling 
paramilitary leadership and financial networks 
by arresting and prosecuting under civilian 
criminal law individuals who have provided fi-
nancial, planning, or logistical support, or have 
otherwise aided or abetted paramilitary organi-
zations or successor armed groups, by identi-
fying and confiscating land and other assets il-
legally acquired by such organizations or their 

associates and returning such land or assets to 
their rightful owners, by revoking reduced sen-
tences for demobilized paramilitaries who en-
gage in new criminal activity, and by arresting, 
prosecuting under civilian criminal law, and 
when requested, promptly extraditing to the 
United States members of successor armed 
groups. 

(F) The Colombian Armed Forces are not vio-
lating the land and property rights of Colom-
bia’s indigenous and Afro-Colombian commu-
nities, and are distinguishing between civilians, 
including displaced persons, and combatants in 
their operations. 

(3) The balance of such funds may be obli-
gated after July 31, 2008, if, before such date, 
the Secretary of State consults with, and subse-
quently certifies and submits a written report to, 
the Committees on Appropriations, that the Co-
lombian Armed Forces are continuing to meet 
the conditions contained in paragraph (2) and 
are conducting vigorous operations to restore ci-
vilian government authority and respect for 
human rights in areas under the effective con-
trol of paramilitary organizations or successor 
armed groups and guerrilla organizations. 

(c) REPORT.—The reports required by sub-
sections (a)(2) and (a)(3) of this section shall 
contain, with respect to each such subsection, a 
detailed description of the actions taken by the 
Colombian Government or Armed Forces which 
support each requirement of the certification, 
and the cases or issues brought to the attention 
of the Secretary for which the actions taken by 
the Colombian Government or Armed Forces 
have been inadequate. 

(d) CONGRESSIONAL NOTIFICATION.—Funds 
made available by this Act for the Colombian 
Armed Forces shall be subject to the regular no-
tification procedures of the Committees on Ap-
propriations. 

(e) CONSULTATIVE PROCESS.—Not later than 60 
days after the date of enactment of this Act, 
and every 90 days thereafter until September 30, 
2008, the Secretary of State shall consult with 
Colombian and internationally recognized 
human rights organizations regarding progress 
in meeting the conditions contained in sub-
section (a). 

(f) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
(1) AIDED OR ABETTED.—The term ‘‘aided or 

abetted’’ means to provide any support to para-
military or successor armed groups, including 
taking actions which allow, facilitate, or other-
wise foster the activities of such groups. 

(2) PARAMILITARY GROUPS.—The term ‘‘para-
military groups’’ means illegal self-defense 
groups and illegal security cooperatives, includ-
ing those groups and cooperatives that have for-
merly demobilized but continue illegal oper-
ations, as well as parts thereof. 

ILLEGAL ARMED GROUPS 
SEC. 657. (a) DENIAL OF VISAS.—Subject to 

subsection (b), the Secretary of State shall not 
issue a visa to any alien who the Secretary de-
termines, based on credible evidence— 

(1) has willfully provided any support to the 
Revolutionary Armed Forces of Colombia 
(FARC), the National Liberation Army (ELN), 
or the United Self-Defense Forces of Colombia 
(AUC), or successor armed groups, including 
taking actions or failing to take actions which 
allow, facilitate, or otherwise foster the activi-
ties of such groups; or 

(2) has committed, ordered, incited, assisted, 
or otherwise participated in the commission of 
gross violations of human rights, including 
extra-judicial killings, in Colombia. 

(b) WAIVER.—Subsection (a) shall not apply if 
the Secretary of State certifies and reports to the 
appropriate congressional committees, on a case- 
by-case basis, that the issuance of a visa to the 
alien is necessary to support the peace process 
in Colombia or for humanitarian reasons. 

WEST BANK AND GAZA ASSISTANCE 
SEC. 658. (a) VETTING.—Prior to the obligation 

of funds appropriated by this Act under the 
heading ‘‘Economic Support Fund’’ for assist-
ance for the West Bank and Gaza, the Secretary 
of State shall take all appropriate steps to en-
sure that such assistance is not provided to or 
through any individual, private or government 
entity, or educational institution that the Sec-
retary knows or has reason to believe advocates, 
plans, sponsors, engages in, or has engaged in, 
terrorist activity. The Secretary of State shall 
terminate assistance to any individual, entity, 
or educational institution which the Secretary 
has determined to be involved in or advocating 
terrorist activity. 

(b) PROHIBITION.—None of the funds appro-
priated by this Act for assistance under the 
West Bank and Gaza program may be made 
available for the purpose of recognizing or oth-
erwise honoring individuals who commit, or 
have committed, acts of terrorism. 

(c) AUDITS.— 
(1) The Administrator of the United States 

Agency for International Development shall en-
sure that Federal or non-Federal audits of all 
contractors and grantees, and significant sub-
contractors and subgrantees, under the West 
Bank and Gaza Program, are conducted at least 
on an annual basis to ensure, among other 
things, compliance with this section. 

(2) Of the funds appropriated by this Act 
under the heading ‘‘Economic Support Fund’’ 
that are made available for assistance for the 
West Bank and Gaza, up to $500,000 may be 
used by the Office of the Inspector General of 
the United States Agency for International De-
velopment for audits, inspections, and other ac-
tivities in furtherance of the requirements of 
this subsection. Such funds are in addition to 
funds otherwise available for such purposes. 

WAR CRIMINALS 
SEC. 659. (a)(1) None of the funds appro-

priated or otherwise made available pursuant to 
this Act may be made available for assistance, 
and the Secretary of the Treasury shall instruct 
the United States executive directors to the 
international financial institutions to vote 
against any new project involving the extension 
by such institutions of any financial or tech-
nical assistance, to any country, entity, or mu-
nicipality whose competent authorities have 
failed, as determined by the Secretary of State, 
to take necessary and significant steps to imple-
ment its international legal obligations to appre-
hend and transfer to the International Criminal 
Tribunal for the former Yugoslavia (the ‘‘Tri-
bunal’’) all persons in their territory who have 
been indicted by the Tribunal and to otherwise 
cooperate with the Tribunal. 

(2) The provisions of this subsection shall not 
apply to humanitarian assistance or assistance 
for democratization. 

(b) The provisions of subsection (a) shall 
apply unless the Secretary of State determines 
and reports to the appropriate congressional 
committees that the competent authorities of 
such country, entity, or municipality are— 

(1) cooperating with the Tribunal, including 
access for investigators to archives and wit-
nesses, the provision of documents, and the sur-
render and transfer of indictees or assistance in 
their apprehension; and 

(2) are acting consistently with the Dayton 
Accords. 

(c) Not less than 10 days before any vote in an 
international financial institution regarding the 
extension of any new project involving financial 
or technical assistance or grants to any country 
or entity described in subsection (a), the Sec-
retary of the Treasury, in consultation with the 
Secretary of State, shall provide to the Commit-
tees on Appropriations a written justification 
for the proposed assistance, including an expla-
nation of the United States position regarding 
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any such vote, as well as a description of the lo-
cation of the proposed assistance by munici-
pality, its purpose, and its intended bene-
ficiaries. 

(d) In carrying out this section, the Secretary 
of State, the Administrator of the United States 
Agency for International Development, and the 
Secretary of the Treasury shall consult with 
representatives of human rights organizations 
and all government agencies with relevant in-
formation to help prevent indicted war criminals 
from benefiting from any financial or technical 
assistance or grants provided to any country or 
entity described in subsection (a). 

(e) The Secretary of State may waive the ap-
plication of subsection (a) with respect to 
projects within a country, entity, or munici-
pality upon a written determination to the Com-
mittees on Appropriations that such assistance 
directly supports the implementation of the 
Dayton Accords. 

(f) DEFINITIONS.—As used in this section: 
(1) COUNTRY.—The term ‘‘country’’ means 

Bosnia and Herzegovina, Croatia and Serbia. 
(2) ENTITY.—The term ‘‘entity’’ refers to the 

Federation of Bosnia and Herzegovina, Kosovo, 
Montenegro and the Republika Srpska. 

(3) MUNICIPALITY.—The term ‘‘municipality’’ 
means a city, town or other subdivision within 
a country or entity as defined herein. 

(4) DAYTON ACCORDS.—The term ‘‘Dayton Ac-
cords’’ means the General Framework Agree-
ment for Peace in Bosnia and Herzegovina, to-
gether with annexes relating thereto, done at 
Dayton, November 10 through 16, 1995. 

USER FEES 
SEC. 660. The Secretary of the Treasury shall 

instruct the United States Executive Director at 
each international financial institution (as de-
fined in section 1701(c)(2) of the International 
Financial Institutions Act) and the Inter-
national Monetary Fund to oppose any loan, 
grant, strategy or policy of these institutions 
that would require user fees or service charges 
on poor people for primary education or primary 
healthcare, including prevention and treatment 
for HIV/AIDS, malaria, tuberculosis, and in-
fant, child, and maternal well-being, in connec-
tion with the institutions’ financing programs. 

FUNDING FOR SERBIA 
SEC. 661. (a) Funds appropriated by this Act 

may be made available for assistance for the 
central Government of Serbia after May 31, 2008, 
if the President has made the determination and 
certification contained in subsection (c). 

(b) After May 31, 2008, the Secretary of the 
Treasury should instruct the United States exec-
utive directors to the international financial in-
stitutions to support loans and assistance to the 
Government of Serbia subject to the conditions 
in subsection (c). 

(c) The determination and certification re-
ferred to in subsection (a) is a determination by 
the President and a certification to the Commit-
tees on Appropriations that the Government of 
Serbia is— 

(1) cooperating with the International Crimi-
nal Tribunal for the former Yugoslavia includ-
ing access for investigators, the provision of 
documents, timely information on the location, 
movement, and sources of financial support of 
indictees, and the surrender and transfer of 
indictees or assistance in their apprehension, in-
cluding Ratko Mladic and Radovan Karadzic; 

(2) taking steps that are consistent with the 
Dayton Accords to end Serbian financial, polit-
ical, security and other support which has 
served to maintain separate Republika Srpska 
institutions; and 

(3) taking steps to implement policies which 
reflect a respect for minority rights and the rule 
of law. 

(d) This section shall not apply to Kosovo, hu-
manitarian assistance or assistance to promote 
democracy. 

COMMUNITY-BASED POLICE ASSISTANCE 
SEC. 662. (a) AUTHORITY.—Funds made avail-

able by this Act to carry out the provisions of 
chapter 1 of part I and chapter 4 of part II of 
the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961, may be used, 
notwithstanding section 660 of that Act, to en-
hance the effectiveness and accountability of ci-
vilian police authority through training and 
technical assistance in human rights, the rule of 
law, strategic planning, and through assistance 
to foster civilian police roles that support demo-
cratic governance including assistance for pro-
grams to prevent conflict, respond to disasters, 
address gender-based violence, and foster im-
proved police relations with the communities 
they serve. 

(b) NOTIFICATION.—Assistance provided under 
subsection (a) shall be subject to prior consulta-
tion with, and the regular notification proce-
dures of, the Committees on Appropriations. 

SPECIAL DEBT RELIEF FOR THE POOREST 
SEC. 663. (a) AUTHORITY TO REDUCE DEBT.— 

The President may reduce amounts owed to the 
United States (or any agency of the United 
States) by an eligible country as a result of— 

(1) guarantees issued under sections 221 and 
222 of the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961; 

(2) credits extended or guarantees issued 
under the Arms Export Control Act; or 

(3) any obligation or portion of such obliga-
tion, to pay for purchases of United States agri-
cultural commodities guaranteed by the Com-
modity Credit Corporation under export credit 
guarantee programs authorized pursuant to sec-
tion 5(f) of the Commodity Credit Corporation 
Charter Act of June 29, 1948, as amended, sec-
tion 4(b) of the Food for Peace Act of 1966, as 
amended (Public Law 89–808), or section 202 of 
the Agricultural Trade Act of 1978, as amended 
(Public Law 95–501). 

(b) LIMITATIONS.— 
(1) The authority provided by subsection (a) 

may be exercised only to implement multilateral 
official debt relief and referendum agreements, 
commonly referred to as ‘‘Paris Club Agreed 
Minutes’’. 

(2) The authority provided by subsection (a) 
may be exercised only in such amounts or to 
such extent as is provided in advance by appro-
priations Acts. 

(3) The authority provided by subsection (a) 
may be exercised only with respect to countries 
with heavy debt burdens that are eligible to bor-
row from the International Development Asso-
ciation, but not from the International Bank for 
Reconstruction and Development, commonly re-
ferred to as ‘‘IDA-only’’ countries. 

(c) CONDITIONS.—The authority provided by 
subsection (a) may be exercised only with re-
spect to a country whose government— 

(1) does not have an excessive level of military 
expenditures; 

(2) has not repeatedly provided support for 
acts of international terrorism; 

(3) is not failing to cooperate on international 
narcotics control matters; 

(4) (including its military or other security 
forces) does not engage in a consistent pattern 
of gross violations of internationally recognized 
human rights; and 

(5) is not ineligible for assistance because of 
the application of section 527 of the Foreign Re-
lations Authorization Act, Fiscal Years 1994 and 
1995. 

(d) AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS.—The authority 
provided by subsection (a) may be used only 
with regard to the funds appropriated by this 
Act under the heading ‘‘Debt Restructuring’’. 

(e) CERTAIN PROHIBITIONS INAPPLICABLE.—A 
reduction of debt pursuant to subsection (a) 
shall not be considered assistance for the pur-
poses of any provision of law limiting assistance 
to a country. The authority provided by sub-
section (a) may be exercised notwithstanding 

section 620(r) of the Foreign Assistance Act of 
1961 or section 321 of the International Develop-
ment and Food Assistance Act of 1975. 

AUTHORITY TO ENGAGE IN DEBT BUYBACKS OR 
SALES 

SEC. 664. (a) LOANS ELIGIBLE FOR SALE, RE-
DUCTION, OR CANCELLATION.— 

(1) AUTHORITY TO SELL, REDUCE, OR CANCEL 
CERTAIN LOANS.—Notwithstanding any other 
provision of law, the President may, in accord-
ance with this section, sell to any eligible pur-
chaser any concessional loan or portion thereof 
made before January 1, 1995, pursuant to the 
Foreign Assistance Act of 1961, to the govern-
ment of any eligible country as defined in sec-
tion 702(6) of that Act or on receipt of payment 
from an eligible purchaser, reduce or cancel 
such loan or portion thereof, only for the pur-
pose of facilitating— 

(A) debt-for-equity swaps, debt-for-develop-
ment swaps, or debt-for-nature swaps; or 

(B) a debt buyback by an eligible country of 
its own qualified debt, only if the eligible coun-
try uses an additional amount of the local cur-
rency of the eligible country, equal to not less 
than 40 percent of the price paid for such debt 
by such eligible country, or the difference be-
tween the price paid for such debt and the face 
value of such debt, to support activities that 
link conservation and sustainable use of natural 
resources with local community development, 
and child survival and other child development, 
in a manner consistent with sections 707 
through 710 of the Foreign Assistance Act of 
1961, if the sale, reduction, or cancellation 
would not contravene any term or condition of 
any prior agreement relating to such loan. 

(2) TERMS AND CONDITIONS.—Notwithstanding 
any other provision of law, the President shall, 
in accordance with this section, establish the 
terms and conditions under which loans may be 
sold, reduced, or canceled pursuant to this sec-
tion. 

(3) ADMINISTRATION.—The Facility, as defined 
in section 702(8) of the Foreign Assistance Act of 
1961, shall notify the administrator of the agen-
cy primarily responsible for administering part I 
of the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961 of pur-
chasers that the President has determined to be 
eligible, and shall direct such agency to carry 
out the sale, reduction, or cancellation of a loan 
pursuant to this section. Such agency shall 
make adjustment in its accounts to reflect the 
sale, reduction, or cancellation. 

(4) LIMITATION.—The authorities of this sub-
section shall be available only to the extent that 
appropriations for the cost of the modification, 
as defined in section 502 of the Congressional 
Budget Act of 1974, are made in advance. 

(b) DEPOSIT OF PROCEEDS.—The proceeds from 
the sale, reduction, or cancellation of any loan 
sold, reduced, or canceled pursuant to this sec-
tion shall be deposited in the United States Gov-
ernment account or accounts established for the 
repayment of such loan. 

(c) ELIGIBLE PURCHASERS.—A loan may be 
sold pursuant to subsection (a)(1)(A) only to a 
purchaser who presents plans satisfactory to the 
President for using the loan for the purpose of 
engaging in debt-for-equity swaps, debt-for-de-
velopment swaps, or debt-for-nature swaps. 

(d) DEBTOR CONSULTATIONS.—Before the sale 
to any eligible purchaser, or any reduction or 
cancellation pursuant to this section, of any 
loan made to an eligible country, the President 
should consult with the country concerning the 
amount of loans to be sold, reduced, or canceled 
and their uses for debt-for-equity swaps, debt- 
for-development swaps, or debt-for-nature 
swaps. 

(e) AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS.—The authority 
provided by subsection (a) may be used only 
with regard to funds appropriated by this Act 
under the heading ‘‘Debt Restructuring’’. 
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RECONCILIATION PROGRAMS 

SEC. 665. Of the funds appropriated under the 
heading ‘‘Economic Support Fund’’, not less 
than $20,000,000 shall be made available to sup-
port reconciliation programs and activities 
which bring together individuals of different 
ethnic, religious, and political backgrounds from 
areas of civil conflict and war. 

SUDAN 
SEC. 666. (a) LIMITATION ON ASSISTANCE.— 

Subject to subsection (b): 
(1) Notwithstanding section 501(a) of the 

International Malaria Control Act of 2000 (Pub-
lic Law 106–570) or any other provision of law, 
none of the funds appropriated by this Act may 
be made available for assistance for the Govern-
ment of Sudan. 

(2) None of the funds appropriated by this Act 
may be made available for the cost, as defined 
in section 502, of the Congressional Budget Act 
of 1974, of modifying loans and loan guarantees 
held by the Government of Sudan, including the 
cost of selling, reducing, or canceling amounts 
owed to the United States, and modifying 
concessional loans, guarantees, and credit 
agreements. 

(b) Subsection (a) shall not apply if the Sec-
retary of State determines and certifies and re-
ports to the Committees on Appropriations 
that— 

(1) the Government of Sudan is honoring its 
pledges to cease attacks upon civilians and has 
disarmed and demobilized the Janjaweed and 
other government-supported militias; 

(2) the Government of Sudan and all govern-
ment-supported militia groups are honoring 
their commitments made in all previous cease- 
fire agreements; and 

(3) the Government of Sudan is allowing 
unimpeded access to Darfur to humanitarian 
aid organizations, the human rights investiga-
tion and humanitarian teams of the United Na-
tions, including protection officers, and an 
international monitoring team that is based in 
Darfur and that has the support of the United 
States. 

(c) EXCEPTIONS.—The provisions of subsection 
(a) shall not apply to— 

(1) humanitarian assistance; 
(2) assistance for Darfur and for areas outside 

the control of the Government of Sudan; and 
(3) assistance to support implementation of 

the Comprehensive Peace Agreement and the 
Darfur Peace Agreement or any other inter-
nationally-recognized peace agreement in 
Sudan. 

(d) DEFINITIONS.—For the purposes of this 
Act, the term ‘‘Government of Sudan’’ shall not 
include the Government of Southern Sudan. 

TRANSPARENCY AND ACCOUNTABILITY 
SEC. 667. (a) UNITED NATIONS DEVELOPMENT 

PROGRAM.—Prior to the initial obligation of 
funds appropriated in this Act under the head-
ing ‘‘International Organizations and Pro-
grams’’ for a United States contribution to the 
United Nations Development Program (UNDP), 
the Secretary of State shall certify and report to 
the Committees on Appropriations that UNDP 
is— 

(1) giving adequate and appropriate access to 
information to the United States Mission to the 
United Nations regarding UNDP’s programs and 
activities, as requested, including in North 
Korea and Burma; 

(2) conducting appropriate oversight of UNDP 
programs and activities globally; and 

(3) implementing the whistleblower protection 
policy established by the United Nations Secre-
tariat in December 2005. 

(b) WORLD BANK.—Twenty percent of the 
funds appropriated by this Act under the head-
ing ‘‘International Development Association’’ 
shall be withheld from disbursement until the 
Secretary of the Treasury reports to the Commit-
tees on Appropriations that— 

(1) the World Bank has made publicly avail-
able, in an appropriate manner, financial dis-
closure forms of senior World Bank personnel, 
including those at the level of managing direc-
tor, vice president, and above; 

(2) the World Bank has established a plan 
and maintains a schedule for conducting reg-
ular, independent audits of internal manage-
ment controls and procedures for meeting oper-
ational objectives, and is making reports de-
scribing the scope and findings of such audits 
available to the public; 

(3) the World Bank is adequately staffing and 
sufficiently funding the Department of Institu-
tional Integrity; 

(4) the World Bank has made publicly avail-
able the Department of Institutional Integrity’s 
November 23, 2005 ‘‘Report of Investigation into 
Reproductive and Child Health I Project Credit 
N0180 India’’ and any subsequent detailed im-
plementation review, and is implementing the 
recommendations of the Department of Institu-
tional Integrity regarding this project, including 
recommendations concerning the prosecution of 
individuals engaged in corrupt practices; and 

(5) the World Bank has made publicly avail-
able the ‘‘Volker Panel’’ report regarding the re-
view and evaluation of the mandate and au-
thorities, policies, procedures, practices, inde-
pendence, reporting lines, and oversight mecha-
nisms of the World Bank’s Department of Insti-
tutional Integrity. 

(c) REPORT.—The Comptroller General of the 
United States shall conduct an assessment of 
the financial management and oversight of pro-
grams and activities funded under the headings 
‘‘Millennium Challenge Corporation’’, ‘‘Global 
Health Programs’’ (for HIV/AIDS programs), 
and ‘‘Global HIV/AIDS Initiative’’ in this Act 
and prior Acts making appropriations for for-
eign operations, export financing, and related 
programs. The assessment shall include an ex-
amination of donor coordination efforts, and 
recommendations for improving financial over-
sight of such programs and activities. 

(d) NATIONAL BUDGET TRANSPARENCY.—(1) 
None of the funds appropriated by this Act may 
be made available for assistance for the central 
government of any country that fails to make 
publicly available on an annual basis its na-
tional budget, to include income and expendi-
tures. 

(2) The Secretary of State may waive sub-
section (d)(1) on a country-by-country basis if 
the Secretary reports to the Committees on Ap-
propriations that to do so is important to the 
national interests of the United States. 

(3) The reporting requirement pursuant to sec-
tion 585(b) of Public Law 108–7 regarding fiscal 
transparency and accountability in countries 
whose central governments receive United States 
foreign assistance shall apply to this Act. 
EXCESS DEFENSE ARTICLES FOR CENTRAL AND 

SOUTH EUROPEAN COUNTRIES AND CERTAIN 
OTHER COUNTRIES 
SEC. 668. Notwithstanding section 516(e) of the 

Foreign Assistance Act of 1961 (22 U.S.C. 
2321j(e)), during fiscal year 2008, funds avail-
able to the Department of Defense may be ex-
pended for crating, packing, handling, and 
transportation of excess defense articles trans-
ferred under the authority of section 516 of such 
Act to Albania, Afghanistan, Bulgaria, Croatia, 
Estonia, Former Yugoslavian Republic of Mac-
edonia, Georgia, India, Iraq, Latvia, Lithuania, 
Moldova, Mongolia, Pakistan, Romania, Slo-
vakia, and Ukraine. 

ZIMBABWE 
SEC. 669. The Secretary of the Treasury shall 

instruct the United States executive director to 
each international financial institution to vote 
against any extension by the respective institu-
tion of any loans to the Government of 
Zimbabwe, except to meet basic human needs or 

to promote democracy, unless the Secretary of 
State determines and certifies to the Committees 
on Appropriations that the rule of law has been 
restored in Zimbabwe, including respect for 
ownership and title to property, freedom of 
speech and association. 

DEVELOPMENT GRANTS PROGRAM 
SEC. 670. (a) ESTABLISHMENT OF THE PRO-

GRAM.—There is established within the United 
States Agency for International Development 
(USAID) a Development Grants Program (DGP) 
to provide small grants to United States and in-
digenous nongovernmental organizations for the 
purpose of carrying out the provisions of chap-
ters 1 and 10 of part I and chapter 4 of part II 
of the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961. 

(b) ELIGIBILITY FOR GRANTS.—Grants from the 
DGP shall be made only for proposals of non-
governmental organizations identified in the re-
port accompanying this Act that are rec-
ommended for consideration for funding by that 
report, and for proposals of other nongovern-
mental organizations that apply. 

(c) COMPETITION.—To the maximum extent 
practicable, grants made pursuant to the au-
thority of this section shall be open, transparent 
and competitive. 

(d) SIZE OF PROGRAM AND INDIVIDUAL 
GRANTS.— 

(1) Of the funds appropriated by this Act to 
carry out chapter 1 of part I and chapter 4 of 
part II of the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961, not 
less than $50,000,000 shall be made available for 
purposes of this section: Provided, That not 
more than 50 percent of this amount shall be de-
rived from funds appropriated to carry out 
chapter 1 of part I of such Act. 

(2) No individual grant, or grant amendment, 
made pursuant to this section shall exceed 
$2,000,000. 

(e) AVAILABILITY OF OTHER FUNDS.—Funds 
made available under this section are in addi-
tion to other funds available for such purposes 
including funds designated by this Act by sec-
tion 665, Reconciliation Programs. 

(f) DEFINITION.—For purposes of this section, 
the term ‘‘nongovernmental organization’’ 
means a private and voluntary organization or 
for-profit entity, and shall not include entities 
owned in whole or in part by a government or 
governmental entity. 

(g) REPORT.—Within 90 days from the date of 
enactment of this Act, and after consultation 
with the Committees on Appropriations, the Ad-
ministrator of USAID shall submit a report to 
those Committees describing the procedures and 
mechanisms USAID will use to implement this 
section. 

MONITORING OF MILITARY ASSISTANCE 
SEC. 671. Not later than 90 days after enact-

ment of this Act, the Secretary of State shall 
submit a report to the Committees on Appropria-
tions detailing the procedures being applied, on 
a country-by-country basis, to monitor whether 
funds appropriated by this Act under the head-
ing ‘‘Foreign Military Financing Program’’ for 
assistance for Bangladesh, Democratic Republic 
of the Congo, Ethiopia, Pakistan, Philippines, 
and Sri Lanka, are misused by units of the secu-
rity forces of such countries against civilians, 
including civilians who are members of political 
opposition parties and human rights groups. 

DISASTER ASSISTANCE AND RECOVERY 
SEC. 672. (a) Funds made available to the 

Comptroller General under chapter 4 of title I of 
the Emergency Supplemental Appropriations 
Act (Public Law 106–31; 113 Stat. 69) and section 
593 of the Foreign Operations, Export Financ-
ing, and Programs Agencies Appropriations Act, 
2001 (Public Law 106–429; 114 Stat. 1900A–59) to 
monitor the provisions of assistance to address 
the effects of hurricanes in Central America and 
the Caribbean and the earthquake in Colombia, 
and to monitor the earthquake relief and recon-
struction efforts in El Salvador under section 
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561 of the Foreign Operations, Export Financ-
ing, and Programs Agencies Appropriations Act, 
2002 (Public Law 107–115; 115 Stat. 2162) shall 
also be available to the Comptroller General to 
monitor any other disaster assistance and recov-
ery effort. 

(b) This section shall apply with respect to fis-
cal year 2008 and each year thereafter. 

UNITED STATES AGENCY FOR INTERNATIONAL 
DEVELOPMENT MANAGEMENT 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 
SEC. 673. (a) AUTHORITY.—Up to $81,000,000 of 

the funds made available in this Act to carry 
out the provisions of part I of the Foreign As-
sistance Act of 1961, including funds appro-
priated under the heading ‘‘Assistance for East-
ern Europe and the Baltic States’’, may be used 
by the United States Agency for International 
Development (USAID) to hire and employ indi-
viduals in the United States and overseas on a 
limited appointment basis pursuant to the au-
thority of sections 308 and 309 of the Foreign 
Service Act of 1980. 

(b) RESTRICTIONS.— 
(1) The number of individuals hired in any fis-

cal year pursuant to the authority contained in 
subsection (a) may not exceed 175. 

(2) The authority to hire individuals con-
tained in subsection (a) shall expire on Sep-
tember 30, 2009. 

(c) CONDITIONS.—The authority of subsection 
(a) may only be used to the extent that an 
equivalent number of positions that are filled by 
personal services contractors or other nondirect- 
hire employees of USAID, who are compensated 
with funds appropriated to carry out part I of 
the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961, including 
funds appropriated under the heading ‘‘Assist-
ance for Eastern Europe and the Baltic States’’, 
are eliminated. 

(d) PRIORITY SECTORS.—In exercising the au-
thority of this section, primary emphasis shall 
be placed on enabling USAID to meet personnel 
positions in technical skill areas currently en-
cumbered by contractor or other nondirect-hire 
personnel. 

(e) CONSULTATIONS.—The USAID Adminis-
trator shall consult with the Committees on Ap-
propriations at least on a quarterly basis con-
cerning the implementation of this section. 

(f) PROGRAM ACCOUNT CHARGED.—The ac-
count charged for the cost of an individual 
hired and employed under the authority of this 
section shall be the account to which such indi-
vidual’s responsibilities primarily relate. Funds 
made available to carry out this section may be 
transferred to and merged and consolidated 
with funds appropriated for ‘‘Operating Ex-
penses of the United States Agency for Inter-
national Development’’. 

(g) MANAGEMENT REFORM PILOT.—Of the 
funds made available in subsection (a), USAID 
may use, in addition to funds otherwise avail-
able for such purposes, up to $15,000,000 to fund 
overseas support costs of members of the Foreign 
Service with a Foreign Service rank of four or 
below: Provided, That such authority is only 
used to reduce USAID’s reliance on overseas 
personal services contractors or other nondirect- 
hire employees compensated with funds appro-
priated to carry out part I of the Foreign Assist-
ance Act of 1961, including funds appropriated 
under the heading ‘‘Assistance for Eastern Eu-
rope and the Baltic States’’. 

(h) DISASTER SURGE CAPACITY.—Funds appro-
priated by this Act to carry out part I of the 
Foreign Assistance Act of 1961, including funds 
appropriated under the heading ‘‘Assistance for 
Eastern Europe and the Baltic States’’, may be 
used, in addition to funds otherwise available 
for such purposes, for the cost (including the 
support costs) of individuals detailed to or em-
ployed by the United States Agency for Inter-
national Development whose primary responsi-

bility is to carry out programs in response to 
natural disasters. 

OPIC TRANSFER AUTHORITY 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 
SEC. 674. Whenever the President determines 

that it is in furtherance of the purposes of the 
Foreign Assistance Act of 1961, up to a total of 
$20,000,000 of the funds appropriated under title 
II of this Act may be transferred to and merged 
with funds appropriated by this Act for the 
Overseas Private Investment Corporation Pro-
gram Account, to be subject to the terms and 
conditions of that account: Provided, That such 
funds shall not be available for administrative 
expenses of the Overseas Private Investment 
Corporation: Provided further, That funds ear-
marked by this Act shall not be transferred pur-
suant to this section: Provided further, That the 
exercise of such authority shall be subject to the 
regular notification procedures of the Commit-
tees on Appropriations. 

REPORTING REQUIREMENT 
SEC. 675. The Secretary of State shall provide 

the Committees on Appropriations, not later 
than April 1, 2008, and for each fiscal quarter, 
a report in writing on the uses of funds made 
available under the headings ‘‘Foreign Military 
Financing Program’’, ‘‘International Military 
Education and Training’’, and ‘‘Peacekeeping 
Operations’’: Provided, That such report shall 
include a description of the obligation and ex-
penditure of funds, and the specific country in 
receipt of, and the use or purpose of the assist-
ance provided by such funds. 

ENVIRONMENT AND ENERGY CONSERVATION 
PROGRAMS 

SEC. 676. (a) BIODIVERSITY.—Of the funds ap-
propriated under the heading ‘‘Development As-
sistance’’, not less than $195,000,000 shall be 
made available for programs and activities 
which directly protect biodiversity, including 
forests, in developing countries, of which not 
less than the amount of funds initially allocated 
pursuant to section 653(a) of the Foreign Assist-
ance Act of 1961 for fiscal year 2006 shall be 
made available for such activities in Brazil, Co-
lombia, Ecuador, Peru and Bolivia, and that in 
addition to such amounts for such countries not 
less than $15,000,000 shall be made available for 
the United States Agency for International De-
velopment’s Amazon Basin Conservation Initia-
tive: Provided, That of the funds appropriated 
by this Act, not less than $2,000,000 should be 
made available for wildlife conservation and 
protected area management in the Boma-Jonglei 
landscape of Southern Sudan, and not less than 
$17,500,000 shall be made available for the 
Congo Basin Forest Partnership of which not 
less than $2,500,000 shall be made available to 
the United States Fish and Wildlife Service for 
wildlife conservation programs in Central Afri-
ca. 

(b) ENERGY.— 
(1) Of the funds appropriated by this Act, not 

less than $195,000,000 shall be made available to 
support clean energy and other climate change 
programs in developing countries, of which not 
less than $125,000,000 should be made available 
to directly promote and deploy energy conserva-
tion, energy efficiency, and renewable and clean 
energy technologies with an emphasis on small 
hydro, solar and wind energy, and of which the 
balance should be made available to directly: (1) 
reduce greenhouse gas emissions; (2) increase 
carbon sequestration activities; and (3) support 
climate change mitigation and adaptation pro-
grams. 

(2) The Secretary of State shall convene an 
interagency committee, including appropriate 
officials of the Department of State, the United 
States Agency for International Development, 
and the Environmental Protection Agency, to 
evaluate the specific needs of developing coun-

tries in adapting to climate change impacts: 
Provided, That the Secretary shall submit a re-
port to the Committees on Appropriations not 
later than September 1, 2008, describing such 
needs, on a country-by-country and regional 
basis, and the actions planned and being taken 
by the United States, including funding pro-
vided to developing countries specifically for ad-
aptation to climate change impacts. 

(c) EXTRACTION OF NATURAL RESOURCES.— 
(1) The Secretary of the Treasury shall inform 

the managements of the international financial 
institutions and the public that it is the policy 
of the United States that any assistance by such 
institutions (including but not limited to any 
loan, credit, grant, or guarantee) for the extrac-
tion and export of oil, gas, coal, timber, or other 
natural resource should not be provided unless 
the government of the country has in place 
functioning systems for: (A) accurately account-
ing for revenues and expenditures in connection 
with the extraction and export of the type of 
natural resource to be extracted or exported; (B) 
the independent auditing of such accounts and 
the widespread public dissemination of the au-
dits; and (C) verifying government receipts 
against company payments including wide-
spread dissemination of such payment informa-
tion, and disclosing such documents as Host 
Government Agreements, Concession Agree-
ments, and bidding documents, allowing in any 
such dissemination or disclosure for the redac-
tion of, or exceptions for, information that is 
commercially proprietary or that would create 
competitive disadvantage. 

(2) Not later than 180 days after the enact-
ment of this Act, the Secretary of the Treasury 
shall submit a report to the Committees on Ap-
propriations describing, for each international 
financial institution, the amount and type of 
assistance provided, by country, for the extrac-
tion and export of oil, gas, coal, timber, or other 
national resource since September 30, 2007, and 
whether each institution considered, in its pro-
posal for such assistance, the extent to which 
the country has functioning systems described 
in paragraph (c)(1). 

(d) Funds appropriated under titles II, III and 
IV of this Act shall to the maximum extent prac-
ticable, be subject to the provisions of section 
117 (relating to environment and natural re-
sources) of the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961. 

UZBEKISTAN 
SEC. 677. (a) LIMITATION ON ASSISTANCE.— 

Funds appropriated by this Act may be made 
available for assistance for the central Govern-
ment of Uzbekistan only if the Secretary of 
State determines and reports to the Committees 
on Appropriations that— 

(1) the Government of Uzbekistan is making 
substantial and continuing progress in meeting 
its commitments under the ‘‘Declaration on the 
Strategic Partnership and Cooperation Frame-
work Between the Republic of Uzbekistan and 
the United States of America’’, including respect 
for human rights, establishing a genuine multi- 
party system, and ensuring free and fair elec-
tions, freedom of expression, and the independ-
ence of the media; and 

(2) a credible international investigation of 
the May 13, 2005, shootings in Andijan is under-
way with the support of the Government of 
Uzbekistan. 

(b) SANCTIONS.—Not later than 90 days after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Secretary 
of State shall send to the appropriate congres-
sional committees a list of officials of the Gov-
ernment of Uzbekistan and their immediate fam-
ily members who the Secretary has credible evi-
dence to believe have been involved in the 
Andijan massacre or in other gross violations of 
human rights in Uzbekistan; 

(c) IMPOSITION OF SANCTIONS.—Not later than 
10 days after the list described in subsection (b) 
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is submitted to the appropriate congressional 
committees, the following sanctions shall apply: 

(1) Any individual on the list submitted under 
subsection (b) shall be ineligible for a visa to 
enter the United States. 

(2) No property or interest in property belong-
ing to an individual on the list submitted under 
subsection (b), or to a member of the immediate 
family of such individual if the property is ef-
fectively under the control of such individual, 
may be transferred, paid, exported, withdrawn, 
or otherwise dealt with, if the property is within 
the United States or within the possession or 
control of a United States person, including the 
overseas branch of such person, or after the 
date of the enactment of this Act comes within 
the control of such person. 

(3) No United States person may engage in fi-
nancial transactions with an individual on the 
list submitted under subsection (b), or with a 
member of the immediate family of such indi-
vidual if the transaction will benefit an indi-
vidual on the list submitted under subsection 
(b). 

(c) FREEZING OF ASSETS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of the Treas-

ury shall immediately block any assets, prop-
erty, transactions in foreign exchange, cur-
rency, or securities, and transfers of credit or 
payments between, by, through, or to any bank-
ing institution under the jurisdiction of the 
United States of an individual identified under 
subsection (b) of this section. 

(2) REPORTING REQUIREMENT.—Not later than 
15 days after a decision to freeze the assets iden-
tified in this subsection of any individual identi-
fied under subsection (b), the Secretary of the 
Treasury shall— 

(A) report the name of such individual to the 
Committees on Appropriations; and 

(B) require any United States financial insti-
tution holding such funds or assets to promptly 
report those funds and assets to the Office of 
Foreign Assets Control. 

CENTRAL ASIA 
SEC. 678. (a) Funds appropriated by this Act 

may be made available for assistance for the 
Government of Kazakhstan only if the Secretary 
of State determines and reports to the Commit-
tees on Appropriations that the Government of 
Kazakhstan has made significant improvements 
in the protection of human rights during the 
preceding 6 month period. 

(b) The Secretary of State may waive sub-
section (a) if the Secretary determines and re-
ports to the Committees on Appropriations that 
such a waiver is important to the national secu-
rity of the United States. 

(c) Not later than October 1, 2008, the Sec-
retary of State shall submit a report to the Com-
mittees on Appropriations and the Committee on 
Foreign Relations of the Senate and the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs of the House of Rep-
resentatives describing the following: 

(1) The defense articles, defense services, and 
financial assistance provided by the United 
States to the countries of Central Asia during 
the 12-month period ending 30 days prior to sub-
mission of such report. 

(2) The use during such period of defense arti-
cles, defense services, and financial assistance 
provided by the United States by units of the 
armed forces, border guards, or other security 
forces of such countries. 

(d) For purposes of this section, the term 
‘‘countries of Central Asia’’ means Uzbekistan, 
Kazakhstan, Kyrgyz Republic, Tajikistan, and 
Turkmenistan. 

DISABILITY PROGRAMS 
SEC. 679. (a) Of the funds appropriated by this 

Act under the heading ‘‘Economic Support 
Fund’’, not less than $4,000,000 shall be made 
available for programs and activities adminis-
tered by the United States Agency for Inter-

national Development (USAID) to address the 
needs and protect the rights of people with dis-
abilities in developing countries, of which 
$1,500,000 should be made available to disability 
advocacy organizations that have expertise in 
working to protect the rights and increasing the 
independence and full participation of people 
with disabilities: Provided, That funds for dis-
ability advocacy organizations should be used 
for training and technical assistance for foreign 
disabled persons organizations in such areas as 
advocacy, education, independent living, and 
transportation, with the goal of promoting equal 
participation of people with disabilities in devel-
oping countries: Provided further, That USAID 
should seek to disburse at lease 25 percent of the 
funds made available pursuant to this sub-
section in the form of small grants. 

(b) Funds appropriated under the heading 
‘‘Operating Expenses of the United States Agen-
cy for International Development’’ shall be 
made available to develop and implement train-
ing for staff in overseas USAID missions to pro-
mote the full inclusion and equal participation 
of people with disabilities in developing coun-
tries. 

(c) The Secretary of State, the Secretary of the 
Treasury, and the Administrator of USAID shall 
seek to ensure that, where appropriate, con-
struction projects funded by this Act are acces-
sible to people with disabilities and in compli-
ance with the USAID Policy on Standards for 
Accessibility for the Disabled, or other similar 
accessibility standards. 

(d) Of the funds made available pursuant to 
subsection (a), not more than 7 percent may be 
for management, oversight and technical sup-
port. 

(e) Not later than 180 days after the date of 
enactment of this Act, and 180 days thereafter, 
the Administrator of USAID shall submit a re-
port describing the programs, activities, and or-
ganizations funded pursuant to this section. 

NEGLECTED TROPICAL DISEASES 
SEC. 680. Of the funds appropriated under the 

heading ‘‘Global Health Programs’’, not less 
than $15,000,000 shall be made available for con-
tinued support of the United States Agency for 
International Development’s cooperative agree-
ment to implement an integrated response to the 
control of neglected diseases including intestinal 
parasites, schistosomiasis, lymphatic filariasis, 
onchocerciasis, trachoma and leprosy: Provided, 
That the Administrator of the United States 
Agency for International Development shall 
work with relevant technical organizations ad-
dressing the specific diseases, recipient coun-
tries, donor countries, the private sector, 
UNICEF and the World Health Organization to 
develop a multilateral, integrated initiative to 
control these diseases that will enhance coordi-
nation and effectiveness and maximize the lever-
age of United States contributions with those of 
other donors: Provided further, That funds 
made available pursuant to this section shall be 
subject to the regular notification procedures of 
the Committees on Appropriations. 
ORPHANS, DISPLACED AND ABANDONED CHILDREN 

SEC. 681. Of the funds appropriated under 
title III of this Act, $3,000,000 should be made 
available for activities to improve the capacity 
of foreign government agencies and nongovern-
mental organizations to prevent child abandon-
ment, address the needs of orphans, displaced 
and abandoned children and provide permanent 
homes through family reunification, guardian-
ship and domestic adoptions: Provided, That 
funds made available under title III of this Act 
should be made available, as appropriate, con-
sistent with— 

(1) the goal of enabling children to remain in 
the care of their family of origin, but when not 
possible, placing children in permanent homes 
through adoption; 

(2) the principle that such placements should 
be based on informed consent which has not 
been induced by payment or compensation; 

(3) the view that long-term foster care or insti-
tutionalization are not permanent options and 
should be used when no other suitable perma-
nent options are available; and 

(4) the recognition that programs that protect 
and support families can reduce the abandon-
ment and exploitation of children. 

COORDINATOR OF ACTIVITIES RELATING TO 
INDIGENOUS PEOPLES INTERNATIONALLY 

SEC. 682. (a) COORDINATOR.—After consulta-
tion with the Committees on Appropriations and 
not later than 90 days after the enactment of 
this Act, there shall be established within the 
Department of State in the immediate office of 
the Director of United States Foreign Assistance 
a Coordinator of Activities Relating to Indige-
nous Peoples Internationally (hereinafter in this 
section referred to as the ‘‘Coordinator’’), who 
shall be appointed by the Director. The Coordi-
nator shall report directly to the Director. 

(b) RESPONSIBILITIES.—The Coordinator shall: 
(1) Serve as a principal advisor to the Director 

of United States Foreign Assistance and the Ad-
ministrator of the United States Agency for 
International Development on matters relating 
to the rights and needs of indigenous peoples 
internationally and should represent the United 
States Government on such matters in meetings 
with foreign governments and multilateral insti-
tutions. 

(2) Provide for the oversight and coordination 
of all resources, programs, projects, and activi-
ties of the United States Government to protect 
the rights and address the needs of indigenous 
peoples internationally; and 

(3) Develop and coordinate assistance strate-
gies with specific goals, guidelines, benchmarks, 
and impact assessments (including support for 
local indigenous peoples’ organizations). 

(c) FUNDS.—Of the funds appropriated by this 
Act under the heading ‘‘Diplomatic and Con-
sular Programs’’, not less than $250,000 shall be 
made available for implementing the provisions 
of this section. 

(d) REPORT.—Not later than one year after 
the enactment of this Act, the Secretary shall 
submit a report to the Committees on Appropria-
tions describing progress made in implementing 
this section. 

OVERSIGHT OF IRAQ RECONSTRUCTION 
SEC. 683. Subsection (o) of section 3001 of the 

Emergency Supplemental Appropriations Act for 
Defense and for the Reconstruction of Iraq and 
Afghanistan, 2004 (Public Law 108–106; 117 Stat. 
1234; 5 U.S.C. App. 3 section 8G note), as 
amended by section 1054(b) of the John Warner 
National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal 
Year 2007 (Public Law 109–364; 129 Stat. 2397), 
section 2 of the Iraq Reconstruction Account-
ability Act of 2006 (Public Law 109–440), and 
section 3801 of the U.S. Troop Readiness, Vet-
erans’ Care, Katrina Recovery, and Iraq Ac-
countability Appropriations Act, 2007 (Public 
Law 110–28) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (o)(1)(B) by striking ‘‘fiscal 
year 2006 or fiscal year 2007’’ and inserting ‘‘fis-
cal years 2006 through 2008’’. Section 1054 of 
Public Law 109–364 is amended by striking ‘‘fis-
cal year 2006’’ and inserting ‘‘fiscal years 2006 
through 2008’’; and 

(2) by adding at the end of such section the 
following subsection: 

‘‘(p) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—For the pur-
poses of carrying out the duties of the Inspector 
General, any United States funds appropriated 
or otherwise made available for fiscal years 2006 
through 2008 for the reconstruction of Iraq, irre-
spective of the designation of such funds, shall 
be deemed to be amounts appropriated or other-
wise made available to the Iraq Relief and Re-
construction Fund.’’. 
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DEMOBILIZATION AND DISARMAMENT IN 

COLOMBIA 
SEC. 684. (a) AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS.—Of the 

funds appropriated in this Act, up to $12,000,000 
may be made available in fiscal year 2008 for as-
sistance for the demobilization and reintegration 
of former members of foreign terrorist organiza-
tions (FTOs) in Colombia, if the Secretary of 
State consults with and makes a certification 
described in subsection (b) to the Committees on 
Appropriations prior to the initial obligation of 
amounts for such assistance for the fiscal year 
involved. 

(b) CERTIFICATION.—A certification described 
in this subsection is a certification that— 

(1) assistance for the fiscal year will be pro-
vided only for individuals who have: (A) 
verifiably renounced and terminated any affili-
ation or involvement with FTOs or other illegal 
armed groups; (B) are meeting all the require-
ments of the Colombia Demobilization Program, 
including having disclosed their involvement in 
past crimes and their knowledge of the FTO’s 
structure, financing sources, illegal assets, and 
the location of kidnapping victims and bodies of 
the disappeared; and (C) are not involved in 
acts of intimidation or violence; 

(2) the Government of Colombia is providing 
full cooperation to the Government of the 
United States to extradite the leaders and mem-
bers of the FTOs who have been indicted in the 
United States for murder, kidnapping, narcotics 
trafficking, or other violations of United States 
law, and is immediately extraditing to the 
United States those commanders, leaders and 
members indicted in the United States who have 
breached the terms of the Colombia Demobiliza-
tion Program, including by failing to fully con-
fess their crimes, failing to disclose their illegal 
assets, or committing new crimes since the ap-
proval of the Justice and Peace Law; 

(3) the Government of Colombia is not taking 
any steps to legalize the titles of land or other 
assets illegally obtained and held by FTOs, their 
associates, or successors, has established effec-
tive procedures to identify such land and other 
assets, and is confiscating and returning such 
land and other assets to their rightful owners; 

(4) the Government of Colombia is imple-
menting a concrete and workable framework for 
dismantling the organizational structures of for-
eign terrorist organizations; and 

(5) funds shall not be made available as cash 
payments to individuals and are available only 
for activities under the following categories: 
verification, reintegration (including training 
and education), vetting, recovery of assets for 
reparations for victims, and investigations and 
prosecutions. 

(c) NOTIFICATION.—Funds made available by 
this Act for demobilization and reintegration of 
members of FTOs shall be subject to the regular 
notification procedures of the Committees on 
Appropriations. 

(d) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
(1) APPROPRIATE CONGRESSIONAL COMMIT-

TEES.—The term ‘‘appropriate congressional 
committees’’ means— 

(A) the Committee on Appropriations and the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs of the House of 
Representatives; and 

(B) the Committee on Appropriations and the 
Committee on Foreign Relations of the Senate. 

(2) FOREIGN TERRORIST ORGANIZATION.—The 
term ‘‘foreign terrorist organization’’ means an 
organization designated as a terrorist organiza-
tion under section 219 of the Immigration and 
Nationality Act. 

INDONESIA 
SEC. 685. Of the funds appropriated under the 

heading ‘‘Foreign Military Financing Pro-
gram’’, $15,700,000 may be made available for as-
sistance for Indonesia, and an additional 
$2,000,000 may be made available when the Sec-

retary of State reports to the Committees on Ap-
propriations that the Government of Indonesia 
has written plans to effectively— 

(1) provide accountability for past violations 
of human rights by members of the Indonesian 
military; 

(2) allow public access to West Papua; and 
(3) pursue the criminal investigation, and pro-

vide the projected timeframe for completing the 
investigation, of the murder of Munir Said 
Thalib. 

ASSISTANCE FOR GUATEMALA 
SEC. 686. (a) Funds appropriated by this Act 

under the heading ‘‘International Military Edu-
cation and Training’’ that are available for as-
sistance for Guatemala, other than for expanded 
international military education and training, 
may be made available only for the Guatemalan 
Air Force and Navy: Provided, That such funds 
may be made available only if the Secretary of 
State certifies that the Guatemalan Air Force 
and Navy are respecting human rights and are 
cooperating with civilian judicial investigations 
and prosecutions of military personnel who 
have been credibly alleged to have committed 
violations of human rights. 

(b) Of the funds appropriated by this Act 
under the heading ‘‘Foreign Military Financing 
Program’’, not more than $500,000 may be made 
available for the Guatemalan Air Force and 
Navy: Provided, That such funds may be made 
available only if the Secretary of State certifies 
that the Guatemalan Air Force and Navy are re-
specting human rights and are cooperating with 
civilian judicial investigations and prosecutions 
of military personnel who have been credibly al-
leged to have committed violations of human 
rights, and the Guatemalan Armed Forces are 
fully cooperating with the International Com-
mission Against Impunity in Guatemala. 

(c) Funds made available for assistance for 
Guatemala under the headings referred to in 
this section shall be subject to the regular notifi-
cation procedures of the Committees on Appro-
priations. 

CHILD SOLDIERS 
SEC. 687. (a) No military assistance shall be 

furnished with funds appropriated by this Act 
and, during the current fiscal year, no military 
equipment or technology shall be sold or trans-
ferred pursuant to the authorities contained in 
this Act or any other Act, to the government of 
a country that is identified by the Department 
of State’s 2006 Country Reports on Human 
Rights Practices as having governmental armed 
forces or government-supported armed groups, 
including paramilitaries, militias, or civil de-
fense forces, forces that recruit or use child sol-
diers. 

(b) The Secretary of State may provide assist-
ance or defense articles otherwise prohibited 
under subsection (a) to a country upon certi-
fying to the Committees on Appropriations that 
the government of such country has imple-
mented effective measures to demobilize children 
from its forces or from government-supported 
armed groups and prohibit and prevent the fu-
ture recruitment or use of child soldiers. 

(c) The Secretary of State may waive the ap-
plication to a country of the prohibition in sub-
section (a) if the Secretary determines and re-
ports to the Committees on Appropriations that 
such waiver is important to the national interest 
of the United States. 

PHILIPPINES 
SEC. 688. Of the funds appropriated by this 

Act under the heading ‘‘Foreign Military Fi-
nancing Program’’, not to exceed $30,000,000 
may be made available for assistance for the 
Philippines, and an additional $2,000,000 may be 
made available when the Secretary of State re-
ports to the Committees on Appropriations 
that— 

(1) the Philippine Government is implementing 
the recommendations of the United Nations Spe-

cial Rapporteur on Extrajudicial, Summary or 
Arbitrary Executions; 

(2) the Philippine Government is implementing 
a policy of promoting military personnel who 
demonstrate professionalism and respect for 
human rights, and is investigating and pros-
ecuting military personnel and others who have 
been credibly alleged to have committed 
extrajudicial executions or other violations of 
human rights; and 

(3) the Philippine military is not engaging in 
acts of intimidation or violence against members 
of legal organizations who advocate for human 
rights. 

PAKISTAN 
SEC. 689. (a) Of the funds appropriated by this 

Act under the heading ‘‘Foreign Military Fi-
nancing Program’’, $300,000,000 may be made 
available for assistance for Pakistan, unless the 
Secretary of State reports to the Committees on 
Appropriations that the Government of Paki-
stan is not— 

(1) making effective and consistent efforts to 
prevent Al Qaeda and associated terrorist 
groups from operating in the territory of Paki-
stan, including by eliminating terrorist training 
camps or facilities, arresting members of Al 
Qaeda and associated terrorist groups, and 
countering recruitment efforts; 

(2) making effective and consistent efforts to 
prevent the Taliban from using the territory of 
Pakistan as a sanctuary from which to launch 
attacks within Afghanistan, including by ar-
resting Taliban leaders, stopping cross-border 
incursions, and countering recruitment efforts; 
and 

(3) implementing democratic reforms, includ-
ing by— 

(A) allowing free, fair and inclusive elections 
in accordance with internationally recognized 
democratic norms; 

(B) ensuring freedom of expression and ending 
harassment of journalists and government crit-
ics by security and intelligence forces; and 

(C) respecting the independence of the judici-
ary and implementing judicial decisions. 

(b) If the Secretary reports pursuant to sub-
section (a), funds that are available for assist-
ance for Pakistan pursuant to this section 
which have not been made available may be 
transferred to and merged with funds appro-
priated by this Act under the heading ‘‘Eco-
nomic Support Fund’’ and used for basic edu-
cation, health, micro-enterprise development, 
and democracy programs in Pakistan. 

SRI LANKA 
SEC. 690. None of the funds appropriated by 

this Act under the heading ‘‘Foreign Military 
Financing Program’’ may be made available for 
assistance for Sri Lanka, no defense export li-
cense may be issued, and no military equipment 
or technology shall be sold or transferred to Sri 
Lanka pursuant to the authorities contained in 
this Act or any other Act, unless the Secretary 
of State certifies and reports to the Committees 
on Appropriations that— 

(1) the Sri Lankan military is suspending and 
the Sri Lankan Government is bringing to jus-
tice members of the military who have been 
credibly alleged to have committed gross viola-
tions of human rights, including extrajudicial 
executions and the recruitment of child soldiers; 

(2) the Sri Lankan Government has provided 
unimpeded access to humanitarian organiza-
tions and journalists to Tamil areas of the coun-
try; and 

(3) the Sri Lankan Government has agreed to 
the establishment of a field presence of the Of-
fice of the United Nations High Commissioner 
for Human Rights in Sri Lanka. 

PEACE CORPS SEPARATION PAY 
SEC. 691. (a) ESTABLISHMENT OF FUND.—There 

is established in the Treasury of the United 
States a fund for the Peace Corps to provide 
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separation pay for host country resident per-
sonal services contractors of the Peace Corps. 

(b) FUNDING.—The Director of the Peace 
Corps may deposit in such fund— 

(1) amounts previously obligated and not can-
celed for separation pay of host country resident 
personal services contractors of the Peace Corps; 
and 

(2) amounts obligated for fiscal years after 
2006 for the current and future costs of separa-
tion pay for host country resident personal serv-
ices contractors of the Peace Corps. 

(c) AVAILABILITY.—Beginning in fiscal year 
2007 and thereafter, amounts in the fund are 
available without fiscal year limitation for sev-
erance, retirement, or other separation pay-
ments to host country resident personal services 
contractors of the Peace Corps in countries 
where such pay is legally authorized. 

MULTILATERAL DEVELOPMENT BANKS 
SEC. 692. (a) INDEPENDENT AUDITING AND IN-

SPECTOR GENERAL.—The Secretary of the Treas-
ury shall instruct the United States Executive 
Director to each multilateral development bank 
to inform the bank of, and use the voice and 
vote of the United States to achieve at the bank, 
the following United States policy goals: 

(1) Each multilateral development bank 
should— 

(A) establish an independent Office of Inspec-
tor General, establish or strengthen an inde-
pendent auditing function at the bank, and re-
quire that the Inspector General and the audit-
ing function report directly to the board of di-
rectors of the bank; and 

(B) adopt and implement an internationally 
recognized internal controls framework, allocate 
adequate staffing to auditing and supervision, 
require external audits of internal controls, and 
external audits of loans where fraud is sus-
pected. 

(2) Each multilateral development bank 
should establish effective procedures for the re-
ceipt, retention, and treatment of— 

(A) complaints received by the bank regarding 
fraud, accounting, mismanagement, internal ac-
counting controls, or auditing matters; and 

(B) the confidential, anonymous submission, 
particularly by employees of the bank, of con-
cerns regarding fraud, accounting, mismanage-
ment, internal accounting controls, or auditing 
matters. 

(b) WORLD BANK INSPECTION PANEL.—The 
Secretary of the Treasury shall instruct the 
United States Executive Director to the World 
Bank to inform the Bank of, and use the voice 
and vote of the United States to achieve trans-
parency reforms of the selection process for 
members of the World Bank Inspection Panel, 
including— 

(1) Widely circulating Inspection Panel posi-
tion vacancy announcements on the Inspection 
Panel’s website and in appropriate publications; 

(2) Notifying civil society organizations on the 
Inspection Panel’s website and on other appro-
priate World Bank websites and inviting nomi-
nations from such groups; 

(3) Making public the schedule of the selection 
process; 

(4) Posting the list of nominees and applicants 
on the Inspection Panel’s website; and 

(5) Including a civil society representative on 
the World Bank selection committee for the In-
spection Panel member. 

(c) ANTI-CORRUPTION TRUST PILOT PRO-
GRAM.— 

(1) AUTHORITY.—The Secretary of the Treas-
ury shall seek the creation of a pilot program 
that establishes an Anti-Corruption Trust at the 
World Bank, the purposes of which should in-
clude— 

(A) to assist poor countries in investigations 
and prosecutions of fraud and corruption re-
lated to loans, grants, or credits of the World 
Bank; and 

(B) to determine whether such a program 
should be carried out at other multilateral de-
velopment banks. 

(2) POOR COUNTRIES DEFINED.—In this sub-
section, the term ‘‘poor countries’’ means coun-
tries eligible to borrow from the International 
Development Association. 

(3) REPORT.—Not later than 180 days after en-
actment of this Act, the Secretary shall submit 
to the appropriate congressional committees a 
report detailing the actions taken to establish 
the Anti-Corruption Trust. 

(c) AUTHORIZATIONS.— 
(1) Section 501(i) of title V of H.R. 3425 as en-

acted into law by section 1000(a)(5) of Public 
law 106–113, as amended by section 591(b) of Di-
vision D of Public Law 108–447, is further 
amended by striking ‘‘fiscal’’ and all that fol-
lows through ‘‘which’’ and inserting in lieu 
thereof ‘‘fiscal years 2000–2010, which’’. 

(2) Section 801(b)(1)(ii) of Public Law 106–429, 
as amended by section 591(a)(2) of Division D of 
Public law 108–447, is further amended by strik-
ing ‘‘fiscal years 2004–2006’’ and by inserting in 
lieu thereof ‘‘fiscal years 2004–2010.’’. 

MILLENNIUM CHALLENGE CORPORATION 
SEC. 693. Section 607(b) of the Millennium 

Challenge Act of 2003 (22 U.S.C. 7706) is amend-
ed— 

(1) in paragraph (2)(B) by striking ‘‘and the 
sustainable management of natural resources’’; 

(2) in paragraph (3)— 
(A) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘and’’; 
(B) in subparagraph (B), by striking the pe-

riod and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 
(C) by adding the following subparagraph: 
‘‘(C) promote the protection of biodiversity 

and the transparent and sustainable manage-
ment and use of natural resources.’’. 

MATERIAL SUPPORT 
RELIEF FOR IRAQI, MONTAGNARDS, HMONG AND 

OTHER REFUGEES WHO DO NOT POSE A THREAT 
TO THE UNITED STATES 
SEC. 694. (a) AMENDMENT TO AUTHORITY TO 

DETERMINE THE BAR TO ADMISSION INAPPLI-
CABLE.—Section 212(d)(3)(B)(i) of the Immigra-
tion and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 
1182(d)(3)(B)(i)) is amended to read as follows: 

‘‘The Secretary of State, after consultation 
with the Attorney General and the Secretary of 
Homeland Security, or the Secretary of Home-
land Security, after consultation with the Sec-
retary of State and the Attorney General, may 
determine in such Secretary’s sole unreviewable 
discretion that subsection (a)(3)(B) shall not 
apply with respect to an alien within the scope 
of that subsection or that subsection 
(a)(3)(B)(vi)(III) shall not apply to a group 
within the scope of that subsection, except that 
no such waiver may be extended to an alien who 
is within the scope of subsection (a)(3)(B)(i)(II), 
no such waiver may be extended to an alien who 
is a member or representative of, has voluntarily 
and knowingly engaged in or endorsed or es-
poused or persuaded others to endorse or 
espouse or support terrorist activity on behalf 
of, or has voluntarily and knowingly received 
military-type training from a terrorist organiza-
tion that is described in subclause (I) or (II) of 
subsection (a)(3)(B)(vi), and no such waiver 
may be extended to a group that has engaged 
terrorist activity against the United States or 
another democratic country or that has pur-
posefully engaged in a pattern or practice of ter-
rorist activity that is directed at civilians. Such 
a determination shall neither prejudice the abil-
ity of the United States Government to com-
mence criminal or civil proceedings involving a 
beneficiary of such a determination or any other 
person, nor create any substantive or procedural 
right or benefit for a beneficiary of such a deter-
mination or any other person. Notwithstanding 
any other provision of law (statutory or non-
statutory), including section 2241 of title 28, or 

any other habeas corpus provision, and sections 
1361 and 1651 of such title, no court shall have 
jurisdiction to review such a determination or 
revocation except in a proceeding for review of 
a final order of removal pursuant to section 1252 
of this title, and review shall be limited to the 
extent provided in section 1252(a)(2)(D). The 
Secretary of State may not exercise the discre-
tion provided in this clause with respect to an 
alien at any time during which the alien is the 
subject of pending removal proceedings under 
section 1229a of this title.’’. 

(b) AUTOMATIC RELIEF FOR THE HMONG AND 
OTHER GROUPS THAT DO NOT POSE A THREAT 
TO THE UNITED STATES.—For purposes of section 
212(a)(3)(B) of the Immigration and Nationality 
Act (8 U.S.C. 1182(a)(3)(B)), the Karen National 
Union/Karen Liberation Army (KNU/KNLA), 
the Chin National Front/Chin National Army 
(CNF/CNA), the Chin National League for De-
mocracy (CNLD), the Kayan New Land Party 
(KNLP), the Arakan Liberation Party (ALP), 
the Mustangs, the Alzados, the Karenni Na-
tional Progressive Party, and appropriate 
groups affiliated with the Hmong and the 
Montagnards shall not be considered to be a ter-
rorist organization on the basis of any act or 
event occurring before the date of enactment of 
this section. Nothing in this subsection may be 
construed to alter or limit the authority of the 
Secretary of State or the Secretary of Homeland 
Security to exercise his discretionary authority 
pursuant to 212(d)(3)(B)(i) of the Immigration 
and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 1182(d)(3)(B)(i)). 

(c) TECHNICAL CORRECTION.—(1) In General.— 
Section 212(a)(3)(B)(ii) of the Immigration and 
Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 1182(a)(3)(B)(ii)) is 
amended by striking ‘‘Subclause (VII)’’ and re-
placing it with ‘‘Subclause (IX)’’. 

(d) DESIGNATION OF THE TALIBAN AS A TER-
RORIST ORGANIZATION.—For purposes of section 
212(a)(3)(B) of the Immigration and Nationality 
Act (8 U.S.C. 1182(a)(3)(B)), the Taliban shall be 
considered to be a terrorist organization de-
scribed in subclause (I) of clause (vi) of that sec-
tion. 

(e) REPORT ON DURESS WAIVERS.—The Sec-
retary of Homeland Security shall provide to the 
Committees on the Judiciary of the United 
States Senate and House of Representatives a 
report, not less than 180 days after the enact-
ment of this Act and every year thereafter, 
which may include a classified annex, if appro-
priate, describing— 

(1) the number of individuals subject to re-
moval from the United States for having pro-
vided material support to a terrorist group who 
allege that such support was provided under du-
ress; 

(2) a breakdown of the types of terrorist orga-
nizations to which the individuals described in 
paragraph (1) have provided material support; 

(3) a description of the factors that the De-
partment of Homeland Security considers when 
evaluating duress waivers; and 

(4) any other information that the Secretary 
believes that the Congress should consider while 
overseeing the Department’s application of du-
ress waivers. 

(f) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments made 
by this section shall take effect on the date of 
enactment of this section, and these amend-
ments and sections 212(a)(3)(B) and 212(d)(3)(B) 
of the Immigration and Nationality Act (8 
U.S.C. 1182(a)(3)(B) and 1182(d)(3)(B)), as 
amended by these sections, shall apply to— 

(A) removal proceedings instituted before, on, 
or after the date of enactment of this section; 
and 

(B) acts and conditions constituting a ground 
for inadmissibility, excludability, deportation, or 
removal occurring or existing before, on, or after 
such date. 
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CLUSTER MUNITIONS 

SEC. 695. During the current fiscal year, no 
military assistance shall be furnished for cluster 
munitions, no defense export license for cluster 
munitions may be issued, and no cluster muni-
tions or cluster munitions technology shall be 
sold or transferred, unless— 

(1) the submunitions of the cluster munitions 
have a 99 percent or higher tested rate; and 

(2) the agreement applicable to the assistance, 
transfer, or sale of the cluster munitions or clus-
ter munitions technology specifies that the clus-
ter munitions will only be used against clearly 
defined military targets and will not be used 
where civilians are known to be present. 

CUBA 
SEC. 696. (a) Subject to subsection (b), of the 

funds appropriated by this Act under the head-
ing ‘‘International Narcotics Control and Law 
Enforcement’’, $1,000,000 shall be made available 
for preliminary work by the Department of 
State, or such other entity as the Secretary of 
State may designate, to establish cooperation 
with appropriate agencies of the Government of 
Cuba on counter-narcotics matters, including 
matters relating to cooperation, coordination, 
and mutual assistance in the interdiction of il-
licit drugs being transported through Cuba air-
space or over Cuba waters. 

(b) The amount in subsection (a) shall not be 
available if the Secretary certifies to the Com-
mittees on Appropriations that— 

(1) Cuba does not have in place appropriate 
procedures to protect against the loss of inno-
cent life in the air and on the ground in connec-
tion with the interdiction of illegal drugs; and 

(2) there is credible evidence of involvement of 
the Government of Cuba in drug trafficking dur-
ing the preceeding 10 years. 

LIBYA 
SEC. 697. (a) None of the funds appropriated 

by this Act may be made available for— 
(1) construction of a new United States em-

bassy in Libya; 
(2) activities in Libya related to energy devel-

opment; or 
(3) activities in Libya which support invest-

ment in Libya’s hydrocarbon sector, including 
the processing of applications for dual-use ex-
port licenses. 

(b) The prohibitions in subsection (a) shall no 
longer apply if the Secretary of State certifies to 
the Committees on Appropriations that the Gov-
ernment of Libya has made the final settlement 
payments to the Pan Am 103 victims’ families, 
paid to the LaBelle Disco bombing victims their 
agreed upon settlement amounts, and is engag-
ing in good faith settlement discussions regard-
ing other relevant terrorism cases. 

(c) Not later than 90 days after enactment of 
this Act and 90 days thereafter, the Secretary 
shall submit a report to the Committees on Ap-
propriations describing (1) actions taken by the 
Department of State to facilitate a resolution of 
these cases; and (2) United States commercial 
activities in Libya’s energy sector. 
CARRY FORWARD OF UNUSED SPECIAL IMMIGRANT 

VISAS 
SEC. 698. Section 1059(c) of the National De-

fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2006 (8 
U.S.C. 1101 note) is amended by adding at the 
end the following: 

‘‘(3) CARRY FORWARD.—If the numerical limi-
tation described in paragraph (1) is not reached 
during a given fiscal year, the numerical limita-
tion for the following fiscal year shall be in-
creased by a number equal to the difference be-
tween the number of visas authorized for the 
given fiscal year and the number of aliens pro-
vided special immigrant status during the given 
fiscal year.’’. 

GLOBAL FUND CONTRIBUTION 
(INCLUDING RESCISSION OF FUNDS) 

SEC. 699. (a) The amount appropriated or oth-
erwise made available by title III for bilateral 

assistance for Global Health Programs is hereby 
increased by $40,000,000. 

(b) The amount appropriated or otherwise 
made available for such purpose and available 
for a United States contribution to the Global 
Fund to Fight AIDS, Tuberculosis, and Malaria 
is hereby increased by $40,000,000. 

(c) Of the unobligated balances of amounts 
appropriated or otherwise made available in 
prior appropriations Acts under the heading 
‘‘Economic Support Fund’’, $40,000,000 is re-
scinded. 

REFERENCES 
SEC. 699A. Except as otherwise provided, any 

reference in titles II through V, including the 
general provisions for such titles, to ‘‘this Act’’ 
shall be deemed to be a reference to titles II 
through V of the Department of State, Foreign 
Operations, and Related Programs Appropria-
tions Act, 2008. 

SUPPORT FOR DEMOCRACY, THE RULE OF LAW, 
AND GOVERNANCE IN IRAN 

SEC. 699B. Of the amount appropriated or oth-
erwise made available by title III for other bilat-
eral economic assistance under the heading 
‘‘ECONOMIC SUPPORT FUND’’, $75,000,000 shall be 
made available for programs of the Bureau of 
Near Eastern Affairs of the Department of State 
to support democracy, the rule of law, and gov-
ernance in Iran. 
REMOVAL OF CERTAIN RESTRICTIVE ELIGIBILITY 

REQUIREMENTS APPLICABLE TO FOREIGN NON-
GOVERNMENTAL ORGANIZATIONS 
SEC. 699C. Notwithstanding any other provi-

sion of law, regulation, or policy, in determining 
eligibility for assistance authorized under part I 
of the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961 (22 U.S.C. 
2151 et seq.), foreign nongovernmental organiza-
tions shall not be ineligible for such assistance 
solely on the basis of health or medical services, 
including counseling and referral services, pro-
vided by such organizations with non-United 
States Government funds if such services do not 
violate the laws of the country in which they 
are being provided and would not violate United 
States Federal law if provided in the United 
States, and shall not be subject to requirements 
relating to the use of non-United States Govern-
ment funds for advocacy and lobbying activities 
other than those that apply to United States 
nongovernmental organizations receiving assist-
ance under part I of such Act. 

SEC. 699D. None of the funds made available 
in this Act may be expended in violation of sec-
tion 243(d) of the Immigration and Nationality 
Act (8 U.S.C. 1253(d)) (relating to discontinuing 
granting visas to nationals of countries that are 
denying or delaying accepting aliens removed 
from the United States). 

ADDITIONAL PEACE CORPS FUNDING 
SEC. 699E. (a) The amount appropriated or 

otherwise made available by title III under the 
heading ‘‘PEACE CORPS’’ is hereby increased by 
$10,000,000. 

(b) The amount appropriated or otherwise 
made available by title IV under the heading 
‘‘FOREIGN MILITARY FINANCING PROGRAM’’ is 
hereby reduced by $10,000,000. 

RIGHT TO BEAR ARMS 
SEC. 699F. None of the funds made available 

under this Act may be made available to any 
international organization, agency, or entity 
(including the United Nations) that requires the 
registration of or taxes a gun owned by a citizen 
of the United States. 

TRANSPARENCY AND ACCOUNTABILITY OF THE 
UNITED NATIONS 

SEC. 699G. (a) Notwithstanding any other pro-
vision of this Act, none of the funds appro-
priated or otherwise made available by this Act 
may be used by the Department of State as a 
contribution to the United Nations or any sub-
sidiary body of the United Nations, including 

any organization that is authorized to use the 
United Nations logo, until the Secretary of State 
certifies that the United Nations, such sub-
sidiary body of the United Nations, or such or-
ganization, as the case may be, is fully and pub-
licly transparent about all of its spending, in-
cluding for procurement purposes, that occurred 
during fiscal year 2007, including the posting on 
a publicly available web site of— 

(1) copies of all contracts, grants, sub-
contracts, and subgrants awarded or utilized 
during fiscal year 2007; 

(2) copies of all program reviews, audits, 
budgets, and project progress reports relating to 
fiscal year 2007; and 

(3) any other financial information deemed 
necessary by the Secretary. 

(b) The documents required to be made avail-
able under subsection (a) shall be in unredacted 
form, except that such information as deter-
mined necessary by the Secretary to protect the 
identity of whistleblowers or other informants to 
investigations and reports and proprietary in-
formation may be redacted. 
WITHHOLDING OF UNITED STATES CONTRIBUTIONS 
TO THE UNITED NATIONS HUMAN RIGHTS COUNCIL 
SEC. 699H. (a)(1) No funds appropriated or 

otherwise made available by this Act for con-
tributions to international organizations may be 
made available to support the United Nations 
Human Rights Council. 

(2) The prohibition under paragraph (1) shall 
not apply if— 

(A) the President determines and certifies to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations and the 
Committee on Appropriations of the Senate and 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs and the Com-
mittee on Appropriations of the House of Rep-
resentatives that the provision of funds to sup-
port the United Nations Human Rights Council 
is in the national interest of the United States; 
or 

(B) the United States is a member of the 
Human Rights Council. 

SEC. 699I. STUDY OF WORLD BANK’S EFFORTS 
TO MEASURE THE SUCCESS OF THE PROJECTS IT 
FINANCES. (a) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the 
sense of Congress that the World Bank should 
increase its focus on performance requirements 
and measurable results. 

(b) STUDY.—The Comptroller General of the 
United States should conduct a study on the ac-
tions taken by the World Bank to— 

(1) measure the success of the projects fi-
nanced by IDA; 

(2) employ accurate means to measure the ef-
fectiveness of projects financed by IDA; 

(3) combat corruption in governments that re-
ceive IDA funding; 

(4) establish clear objectives for IDA projects 
and tangible means of assessing the success of 
such projects; and 

(5) use World Bank processes and procedures 
for procurement of goods and services on 
projects receiving financial assistance from the 
World Bank. 

SEC. 669J. SENSE OF THE SENATE REGARDING 
IRAQ REFUGEE CRISIS. (a) FINDINGS.—Congress 
makes the following findings: 

(1) The annual United States worldwide ceil-
ing for refugees has been 70,000 since 2002. 

(2) The Department of State has yet to use all 
of the available allocation that could be used for 
Iraqi refugees. 

(3) Since 2003, more than 2,000,000 Iraqis have 
fled their country and over 2,000,000 Iraqis are 
also displaced within Iraq. 

(4) It has become increasingly clear that peo-
ple who have assisted the United States, Iraqi 
Christians and other religious minorities cannot 
safely return to Iraq. 

(5) The United States Government has an obli-
gation to help these refugees and should act 
swiftly to do so. 
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(6) The United States Government should in-

crease the allocation of refugee slots for Iraqi 
refugees for resettlement in the United States. 

(b) SENSE OF THE SENATE.—It is the sense of 
the Senate that the President should act swiftly 
to respond to the deepening humanitarian and 
refugee crisis in Iraq by using the entire United 
States refugee allocation for the Near East/ 
South Asia region and any unused portion of 
the worldwide allocation for Iraqi refugees, par-
ticularly people who have assisted the United 
States and religious minorities. 

OVERSEAS PRIVATE INVESTMENT CORPORATION 
SEC. 699K. (a) The amount appropriated or 

otherwise made available by title II for the 
Overseas Private Investment Corporation under 
the heading ‘‘PROGRAM ACCOUNT’’ is hereby in-
creased by $8,000,000. 

(b) The amount appropriated or otherwise 
made available by title V for ‘‘CONTRIBUTION TO 
THE INTERNATIONAL DEVELOPMENT ASSOCIATION’’ 
is hereby reduced by $8,000,000. 

UNITED STATES-EGYPT FRIENDSHIP ENDOWMENT 
SEC. 699L. Of the funds appropriated by this 

Act and prior Acts making appropriations for 
foreign operations, export financing, and re-
lated programs under the heading ‘‘Economic 
Support Fund’’ that are available for assistance 
for Egypt, up to $500,000,000 may be made avail-
able for an endowment to further social, eco-
nomic and political reforms in Egypt: Provided, 
That the Secretary of State shall consult with 
the Committees on Appropriations on the estab-
lishment of such an endowment and appropriate 
benchmarks for the uses of these funds. 

IRAQ 
SEC. 699M. (a) None of the funds appropriated 

or otherwise made available by this Act may be 
made available for assistance for Iraq. 

(b) Not later than 30 days after enactment of 
this Act the Secretary of State shall submit a re-
port to the Committees on Appropriations detail-
ing the extent to which the Government of Iraq 
is committed to combating corruption in Iraq 
and the specific actions and achievements of the 
Government of Iraq in combating corruption, to 
include a list of those senior Iraqi leaders who 
have been credibly alleged to be engaged in cor-
rupt practices and activities. 

(c) Notwithstanding any other provision of 
law, policy, or regulation, none of the funds 
made available in this Act or any other Act 
making appropriations for foreign operations, 
export financing, and related programs may be 
made available for assistance for Iraq unless the 
Secretary of State, in consultation with the Sec-
retary of Defense, certifies to the Committees on 
Appropriations that the Departments of State 
and Defense are providing the Committees on 
Appropriations, including relevant staff, reg-
ular, full and unfettered access to programs in 
Iraq for the purposes of conducting oversight. 

(d) Subsections (a) and (c) shall not apply to 
the ninth and thirteenth provisos under the 
heading ‘‘Economic Support Fund’’ in this Act. 

ANTI-KLEPTOCRACY 
SEC. 699N. (a) In furtherance of the National 

Strategy to Internationalize Efforts Against 
Kleptocracy and Presidential Proclamation 7750, 
not later than 90 days after the date of enact-
ment of this Act the Secretary of State shall 
send to the appropriate congressional commit-
tees a list of officials of the governments of An-
gola, Burma, Cambodia, Equatorial Guinea, 
Democratic Republic of the Congo, and the Re-
public of the Congo, and their immediate family 
members, who the Secretary has credible evi-
dence to believe have been involved in corrup-
tion relating to the extraction of natural re-
sources in their countries. 

(b) Not later than 10 days after the list de-
scribed in subsection (a) is submitted to the ap-
propriate congressional committees, the fol-
lowing sanctions shall apply: 

(1) Any individual on the list submitted under 
subsection (a) shall be ineligible for a visa to 
enter the United States. 

(2) No property or interest in property belong-
ing to an individual on the list submitted under 
subsection (a), or to a member of the immediate 
family of such individual if the property is ef-
fectively under the control of such individual, 
may be transferred, paid, exported, withdrawn, 
or otherwise dealt with, if the property is within 
the United States or within the possession or 
control of a United States person, including the 
overseas branch of such person, or after the 
date of the enactment of this Act comes within 
the control of such person. 

(3) No United States person may engage in fi-
nancial transactions with an individual on the 
list submitted under subsection (a), or with a 
member of the immediate family of such indi-
vidual if the transaction will benefit an indi-
vidual on the list submitted under subsection 
(a). 

UGANDA 
SEC. 699O. (a) Not later than 90 days after en-

actment of this Act, the Secretary of State shall 
submit a report to the Committees on Appropria-
tions detailing a strategy for substantially en-
hancing United States efforts to resolve the con-
flict between the Lord’s Resistance Army (LRA) 
and the Government of Uganda (GOU), includ-
ing— 

(1) direct and sustained participation by the 
United States in confidence-building measures 
in furtherance of the peace process; 

(2) increased diplomatic pressure on the 
Democratic Republic of the Congo (to eliminate 
the LRA’s current safe haven) and on Sudan; 

(3) brokering direct negotiations between the 
GOU and the leaders of the LRA on personal se-
curity arrangements; and 

(4) financial support for disarmament, demobi-
lization, and reintegration to provide mid-level 
LRA commanders incentives to return to civilian 
life. 

(b) Of the funds appropriated by this Act 
under the heading ‘‘Economic Support Fund’’, 
not less than $5,000,000 shall be made available 
to implement the strategy described in sub-
section (a). 

COMPREHENSIVE NUCLEAR THREAT REDUCTION 
AND SECURITY PLAN 

SEC. 699P. (a) Not later than 180 days after 
the date of the enactment of this Act, the Presi-
dent shall submit to Congress a comprehensive 
nuclear threat reduction and security plan, in 
classified and unclassified forms— 

(1) for ensuring that all nuclear weapons and 
weapons-usable material at vulnerable sites are 
secure by 2012 against the threats that terrorists 
have shown they can pose; 

(2) for working with other countries to ensure 
adequate accounting and security for such ma-
terials on an ongoing basis thereafter; and 

(3) for making security improvements to en-
sure, to the maximum extent feasible, that the 
existing United States nuclear weapons stock-
pile and weapons-usable material be protected 
from the threats terrorists have shown they can 
pose. 

(b) For each element of the accounting and se-
curity effort described under subsection (a)(2), 
the plan shall— 

(1) clearly designate agency and departmental 
responsibility and accountability; 

(2) specify program goals, with metrics for 
measuring progress, estimated schedules, and 
specified milestones to be achieved; 

(3) provide estimates of the program budget re-
quirements and resources to meet the goals for 
each year; 

(4) provide the strategy for diplomacy and re-
lated tools and authority to accomplish the pro-
gram element; 

(5) provide a strategy for expanding the finan-
cial support and other assistance provided by 

other countries, particularly Russia, the Euro-
pean Union and its member states, China, and 
Japan, for the purposes of securing nuclear 
weapons and weapons-usable material world-
wide; 

(6) outline the progress in and impediments to 
securing agreement from all countries that pos-
sess nuclear weapons or weapons-usable mate-
rial on a set of global nuclear security stand-
ards, consistent with their obligation to comply 
with United Nations Security Council Resolu-
tion 1540; 

(7) describe the steps required to overcome im-
pediments that have been identified; and 

(8) describe global efforts to promulgate best 
practices for securing nuclear materials. 

(c) SENSE OF THE SENATE. The Administration 
shall not sign any agreement with the Russian 
Federation on low enriched uranium that does 
not include a requirement that a portion of the 
low enriched uranium be derived from highly 
enriched uranium. 

RULE OF LAW AND BORDER SECURITY IN EGYPT 
SEC. 699Q. (a) The Senate makes the following 

findings: 
(1) Fighting in Gaza during the summer of 

2007 demonstrated that the terrorist organiza-
tion Hamas, which unlawfully seized control 
over Gaza in June 2007, has been able to achieve 
a dramatic increase in the quantity and sophis-
tication of arms at its disposal. 

(2) Without these arms, the terrorist organiza-
tion would not have been able to seize control 
over the Gaza territory. 

(3) There is substantial evidence that a sig-
nificant proportion of these arms were smuggled 
across the border between Gaza and Egypt. 

(4) The Egyptian military is a capable force, 
made possible in substantial part by a close rela-
tionship with the United States. 

(5) Concurrent with the escalation of dan-
gerous arms smuggling across the border be-
tween Egypt and Gaza has been a retrogression 
in the rule of law in Egypt. 

(6) This loss of hard-earned ground has been 
characterized by reports of harsh reaction by 
the Government of Egypt to dissent, including 
the jailing of political opponents. 

(7) The United States has provided aid to 
Egypt in excess of $28,000,000,000 over the past 
three decades. 

(b) The Senate— 
(1) reaffirms its long-standing friendship with 

the people of Egypt; 
(2) believes that our friendship with Egypt re-

quires the Senate to address such vital policy 
concerns; 

(3) urges the Government of Egypt to make 
concrete and measurable progress on restoring 
the rule of law, including improving the inde-
pendence of the judiciary and improving crimi-
nal procedures and due process rights and halt-
ing the cross-border flow of arms to Gaza; 

(4) believes it is the best interest of Egypt, the 
region, and the United States that Egypt takes 
prompt action to demonstrate progress on these 
matters; and 

(5) urges the Department of State to work vig-
orously and expeditiously with the Government 
of Egypt and the Government of Israel to bring 
the border between Egypt and Gaza border 
under effective control. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Department of 
State, Foreign Operations, and Related Pro-
grams Appropriations Act, 2008’’. 

f 

EXECUTIVE SESSION 

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR 

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate 
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proceed to executive session to con-
sider Executive Calendar nominations 
Nos. 74, 275, 295, and 296; that the nomi-
nations be confirmed, the motions to 
reconsider be laid on the table, the 
President be immediately notified of 
the Senate’s action, and the Senate re-
turn to legislative session. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The nominations considered and con-
firmed are as follows: 

IN THE MARINE CORPS 
The following named officers for appoint-

ment in the United States Marine Corps to 
the grade indicated under title 10, U.S.C., 
section 624: 

To be major general 

Brig. Gen. John F. Kelly, 7821 
NATIONAL AERONAUTICS AND SPACE 

ADMINISTRATION 
Ronald Spoehel, of Virginia, to be Chief Fi-

nancial Officer, National Aeronautics and 
Space Administration. 

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
Michael David Credo, of Louisiana, to be 

United States Marshal for the Eastern Dis-
trict of Louisiana for the term of four years. 

Esteban Soto III, of Maryland, to be United 
States Marshal for the District of Puerto 
Rico for the term of four years. 

f 

LEGISLATIVE SESSION 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ate will now return to legislative ses-
sion. 

f 

NATIONAL CHILDHOOD LEAD 
POISONING PREVENTION WEEK 

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate 
proceed to the immediate consider-
ation of S. Res. 316, submitted earlier 
today. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the resolution by 
title. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
A resolution (S. Res. 316) designating the 

week of October 21 through October 27, 2007, 
as ‘‘National Childhood Lead Poisoning Pre-
vention Week.’’ 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the resolution. 

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the resolution 
be agreed to, the preamble be agreed 
to, the motions to reconsider be laid 
upon the table, and that any state-
ments relating thereto be printed in 
the RECORD. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The resolution (S. Res. 316) was 
agreed to. 

The preamble was agreed to. 
The resolution, with its preamble, 

reads as follows: 
S. RES. 316 

Whereas lead poisoning is a leading envi-
ronmental health hazard to children in the 
United States; 

Whereas according to the Centers for Dis-
ease Control and Prevention, 240,000 pre-

school children in the United States have 
harmful levels of lead in their blood; 

Whereas lead poisoning may cause serious, 
long-term harm to children, including re-
duced intelligence and attention span, be-
havior problems, learning disabilities, and 
impaired growth; 

Whereas children from low-income families 
are significantly more likely to be poisoned 
by lead than are children from high-income 
families; 

Whereas children may be poisoned by lead 
in water, soil, or consumable products; 

Whereas children most often are poisoned 
in their homes through exposure to lead par-
ticles when lead-based paint deteriorates or 
is disturbed during home renovation and re-
painting; and 

Whereas lead poisoning crosses all barriers 
of race, income, and geography: Now, there-
fore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 
(1) designates the week of October 21 

through October 27, 2007, as ‘‘National Child-
hood Lead Poisoning Prevention Week’’; and 

(2) calls upon the people of the United 
States to observe National Childhood Lead 
Poisoning Prevention Week with appropriate 
programs and activities. 

f 

MINORITY PARTY MEMBERSHIP 
ON THE COMMITTEE ON VET-
ERANS’ AFFAIRS 
Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the Senate 
now proceed to the consideration of S. 
Res. 317 which was submitted earlier 
today. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the resolution by 
title. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
A resolution (S. Res. 317) to constitute the 

minority party’s membership on the Com-
mittee on Veterans’ Affairs for the remain-
der of the 110th Congress or until their suc-
cessors are chosen. 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the resolution. 

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the resolution 
be agreed to and the motion to recon-
sider be laid upon the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The resolution (S. Res. 317) was 
agreed to. 

The resolution is as follows: 
S. RES. 317 

Resolved, That the following shall con-
stitute the minority party’s appointments to 
the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs for the 
remainder of the 110th Congress or until 
their successors are chosen: 

Mr. Burr, Mr. Specter, Mr. Craig, Mr. 
Isakson, Mr. Graham, Mrs. Hutchison, Mr. 
Ensign. 

f 

PERCY SUTTON POST OFFICE 
BUILDING 

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Homeland 
Security and Governmental Affairs 
Committee be discharged from further 
consideration of H.R. 954 and that the 
Senate proceed to its consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The clerk will report the bill by title. 
The legislative clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H.R. 954) to designate the facility of 

the United States Postal Service located at 
365 West 125th Street in New York, New 
York, as the ‘‘Percy Sutton Post Office 
Building.’’ 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, I rise 
today to express my support for H.R. 
954, a bill to designate the post office 
located at 365 West 125th Street in Har-
lem as the Percy Sutton Post Office 
Building. Percy Sutton is a giant of the 
New York community. He is a patriot, 
a veteran Tuskegee Airman, and a pio-
neering leader in multiple fields—poli-
tician, civil rights activist, lawyer and 
entrepreneur. And, through a lifetime 
of extraordinary work in the public and 
private sectors, he has been the driving 
force behind the exemplary renaissance 
of Harlem. 

Simply put, Percy Sutton is a com-
mendable American, who never stopped 
believing in the promise of our Nation, 
that all men are created equal and en-
dowed by their creator with certain in-
alienable rights, even when legally 
sanctioned discrimination held him 
down. By dint of his talent, hard work, 
optimism and faith in the possibility of 
America, he became the perfect embod-
iment of the transformation of Amer-
ica from a separate and unequal place 
to a more perfect union. 

Percy is an intellectual of the first 
order who worked at a New York post 
office to put himself through law 
school. Therefore, naming the post of-
fice in his honor, in his beloved Har-
lem—a community he has done so 
much for—is a perfect tribute to this 
prominent American. 

The youngest of 15 children, Percy 
Sutton was born on November 24, 1920, 
in San Antonio, TX. His parents were 
both educators, and his father went on 
to become one of the first African 
American principals in the Nation. All 
of his siblings graduated from college, 
and his brothers include the first black 
elected official in San Antonio and a 
judge on the New York Supreme Court. 

Percy Sutton attended Prairie View 
A&M University, Tuskegee Institute, 
and the Hampton Institute. His public 
service career began when Sutton 
served with the now legendary 
Tuskegee Airmen in World War II, win-
ning combat stars as an intelligence of-
ficer. Despite being barred from flying 
fighter planes for the Army Air Corps 
because of his race, he remained com-
mitted to serving his country. After an 
honorable discharge from the Army, he 
enrolled in Brooklyn Law School. Dur-
ing this time, he worked for the U.S. 
Post Office in New York as a clerk dur-
ing the evening shift and later as a 
conductor in the New York City sub-
way system to put himself through 
school. 

Motivated to fight racial discrimina-
tion, upon finishing law school Sutton 
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become an important civil rights advo-
cate. His commitment to fight for jus-
tice and equality lead him to become a 
well-known attorney, representing 
Malcolm X and other activists during 
the civil rights era. Sutton also served 
as president of the New York chapter 
of the NAACP. 

Percy has also been a pillar in Har-
lem and New York politics. A leader of 
the Harlem political scene, he worked 
with Mayor David Dinkins, Congress-
man CHARLES RANGEL, and former New 
York Secretary of State Basil Paterson 
to create a lasting force for effective 
community representation at the local, 
State and national levels. In 1964, Sut-
ton was elected to the New York State 
Assembly, where he served for 2 years 
before becoming the president for the 
Borough of Manhattan for 10 years, 
when that office was at the center of 
gravity of New York City’s policy-
making apparatus. 

His strong ties to Harlem can be fur-
ther seen in the historic Apollo The-
atre, which he purchased and com-
pletely revitalized in 1980. Sutton also 
produced ‘‘It’s Showtime at the Apol-
lo.’’ Today, as Harlem thrives, the 
Apollo Theatre remains a cornerstone 
of the community. Sutton also started 
the Inner City Broadcasting Company, 
home of the first African American 
owned radio station in New York. 
Through it all, Percy was a trail blazer 
in the extraordinary transformation of 
Harlem. While victory has many fa-
thers and mothers, no one person has 
done more, for more time, or more ef-

fectively to realize this vision, than 
Percy Sutton. 

Percy Sutton’s impact on his com-
munity and his country is immeas-
urable. Renaming the post office build-
ing in Harlem, the neighborhood for 
which he has done so much, the Percy 
Sutton Post Office is a perfect tribute 
to this special man. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor. 
Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the bill be 
read a third time and passed, the mo-
tion to reconsider be laid upon the 
table, and that any statements relating 
thereto be printed in the RECORD. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The bill (H.R. 954) was ordered to a 
third reading, was read the third time, 
and passed. 

f 

ORDERS FOR WEDNESDAY, 
SEPTEMBER 12, 2007 

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that when the Sen-
ate completes its business today, it 
stand adjourned until 9 a.m., Wednes-
day, September 12, 2007; that on 
Wednesday, following the prayer and 
the pledge, the Journal of proceedings 
be approved to date, the morning hour 
be deemed expired and the time for the 
two leaders reserved for their use later 
in the day; that the Senate then re-
sume consideration of H.R. 3074, the 
Transportation Appropriations Act as 
provided for under a previous order; 
and that the first vote in sequence be 
with respect to the DeMint amend-
ment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT UNTIL 9 A.M. 
TOMORROW 

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, if 
there is no further business today, I 
ask unanimous consent the Senate now 
stand adjourned under the previous 
order. 

There being no objection, the Senate, 
at 9:41 p.m., adjourned until Wednes-
day, September 12, 2007, at 9 a.m. 

f

CONFIRMATIONS

Executive nominations confirmed by 
the Senate Tuesday, September 11, 
2007:

NATIONAL AERONAUTICS AND SPACE 
ADMINISTRATION

RONALD SPOEHEL, OF VIRGINIA, TO BE CHIEF FINAN-
CIAL OFFICER, NATIONAL AERONAUTICS AND SPACE AD-
MINISTRATION.

THE ABOVE NOMINATION WAS APPROVED SUBJECT TO 
THE NOMINEE’S COMMITMENT TO RESPOND TO RE-
QUESTS TO APPEAR AND TESTIFY BEFORE ANY DULY 
CONSTITUTED COMMITTEE OF THE SENATE.

IN THE MARINE CORPS

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES MARINE CORPS TO THE GRADE 
INDICATED UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624:

To be major general

BRIG. GEN. JOHN F. KELLY, 7821

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

MICHAEL DAVID CREDO, OF LOUISIANA, TO BE UNITED 
STATES MARSHAL FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF LOU-
ISIANA FOR THE TERM OF FOUR YEARS.

ESTEBAN SOTO III, OF MARYLAND, TO BE UNITED 
STATES MARSHAL FOR THE DISTRICT OF PUERTO RICO 
FOR THE TERM OF FOUR YEARS. 
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EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS 
PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. ALLEN BOYD 
OF FLORIDA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, September 11, 2007 

Mr. BOYD of Florida. Madam Speaker, had 
I been here on September 7, 2007, I would 
have voted in favor of H.R. 2669, the College 
Cost Reduction Act. 

f 

HONORING THE 75TH ANNIVER-
SARY OF NEWTON MEMORIAL 
HOSPITAL 

HON. SCOTT GARRETT 
OF NEW JERSEY 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, September 11, 2007 

Mr. GARRETT of New Jersey. Madam 
Speaker, I rise today to commend Newton Me-
morial Hospital on the occasion of its 75th an-
niversary. As it celebrates its diamond anni-
versary, I share the sentiments of all Newton 
area residents who are grateful for the integral 
role the hospital plays in their community. 

The hospital was founded in 1932 out of the 
bequest of the estate of Thomas E. Murray. 
With his gift, as well as half a million in funds 
raised through a community financial cam-
paign, the Newton Hospital Foundation began 
to plan construction of a hospital facility off of 
Route 94 in Newton, NJ. When it opened its 
doors that year, it had 40 acute care beds and 
10 bassinets. That initial facility is now the Ad-
ministration Building. The Sussex County com-
munity rapidly grew and the hospital grew with 
it. By 1951, the hospital constructed a new 
building, adding 60 more inpatient beds, a 
complete maternity suite with a newborn nurs-
ery of 20 beds, and expanded ancillary and di-
agnostic services. 

And, as the community continued to grow, 
Newton Memorial Hospital kept pace, adding 
buildings, beds, and land. By the year 2000, 
Newton Memorial had opened the Sparta 
Health and Wellness Center to provide off- 
campus outpatient diagnostics and treatment, 
a state of the art emergency room and sur-
gical suites, and more. In that year, 10,262 
patients were admitted for inpatient and same- 
day surgery cases, including 750 births. And, 
in 2001, the hospital extended its care over 
the border into Pike County, Pennsylvania, 
with its Milford Health and Wellness Center. 

Newton Memorial Hospital’s continuing ef-
forts to meet the needs of the community are 
shepherded by a superior staff, dedicated vol-
unteers, and an active and capable Founda-
tion. As a Sussex County resident, I under-
stand how comforting it is to know that we are 
served by the Newton Memorial Hospital and 
I join the community in wishing them the best 
for another 75 years of superior care. 

TRIBUTE TO ERIK NOWAK 

HON. SHELLEY MOORE CAPITO 
OF WEST VIRGINIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, September 11, 2007 

Mrs. CAPITO. Madam Speaker, I am hon-
ored to recognize Erik Nowak of Bunker Hill, 
West Virginia, who was recently named U.S. 
Army National Guard Soldier of the Year. 

Specialist Nowak had only been enlisted in 
the National Guard for just 16 months before 
he was selected by his squad leader to partici-
pate in his company’s board competition. In 
just 1 day, he won the company’s board as 
well as his battalion’s board, a rare feat, espe-
cially for a newly enlisted soldier. From there 
he advanced to the state competition and then 
to the regional competition in Fort Pickett, Vir-
ginia. 

He competed against 7 soldiers on August 
1, 2007 in phase 1 of the national competition 
in Fort Benning, Georgia. The first phase of 
competition consisted of a series of tests; a 5- 
mile run, weapons training, first aid, land navi-
gational skills, combat water survival, and an 
obstacle course all completed within 40 hours 
on only 1 hour of sleep. In the second phase 
of the competition, later in Washington, DC, 
the 7 guardsmen were interviewed by a board 
of enlisted officers, given a written test and 
were required to recite the soldier’s creed. 

On August 15, 2007 it was announced at 
the National Guard Conference that Specialist 
Nowak was selected among 350,000 troopers 
as the 2007 U.S. Army National Guard Soldier 
of the Year. He will advance to the Army’s 
‘‘Best Warrior’’ Compeition at Fort Lee on 
September 30, 2007. 

Specialist Nowak is currently a military po-
lice officer assigned to the 157th MP Com-
pany in Martinsburg. Prior to that, he was 
working as a substitute teacher at North Mid-
dle School where his met his wife, Krista. He 
is a graduate of Virginia Tech and a 1998 
graduate of Musselmen High School. 

I am proud to honor Specialist Erik Nowak 
for representing the spirit of the Mountain 
State and the very best of the United States 
Army. In this time of international struggle, it is 
an honor to serve such an accomplished 
young soldier. 

f 

CONGRATULATING MS. SHERIDAN 
GODFREY 

HON. THOMAS G. TANCREDO 
OF COLORADO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, September 11, 2007 

Mr. TANCREDO. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to pay tribute to one of my constituents, 
Ms. Sheridan Godfrey of Centennial, CO, who 
will attend a People to People World Leader-

ship Forum in 2008. Her outstanding aca-
demic merits and communal involvement have 
laid a solid foundation of individual integrity 
and dedication: Both characteristics of a quali-
fied leader. I am honored to represent such a 
promising young woman. 

Created in 1956, the People to People Pro-
gram is an educational travel program dedi-
cated to fostering leadership potential in youth 
worldwide. People to People has helped more 
than 200,000 students and professionals de-
velop their leadership skills based upon 
Dwight D. Eisenhower’s belief that ‘‘people 
can make a difference where governments 
cannot.’’ This unique interaction and exposure 
will enable Ms. Godfrey to gain a greater un-
derstanding and insider’s perspective of 
Washington, DC. 

Madam Speaker, it is my distinct pleasure to 
acknowledge one of Colorado’s own. Please 
join me in congratulating Ms. Godfrey and 
wishing her the best in her future endeavors. 

f 

REGARDING GENERAL PETRAEUS 
TESTIMONY 

HON. HILDA L. SOLIS 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, September 11, 2007 

Ms. SOLIS. Madam Speaker, the purpose of 
the President’s escalation of the war in Iraq 
was to provide the Iraqi government with the 
space and security they needed to make real 
political progress. Unfortunately, it does not 
appear that meaningful progress has been 
made. General Petraeus has publicly admitted 
that the hope he once had that Iraqi leaders 
would take advantage of the U.S. troop surge 
efforts to minimize violence and make political 
gains ‘‘has not worked out as we had hoped.’’ 
Despite the lack of progress, General 
Petraeus continues to want to stay the failed 
course. He has asked that the current levels 
of troops be kept in place until spring 2008. 

Violence might be slightly diminishing in 
provinces where the presence of U.S. troops 
have been increased by the surge, but an in-
crease of deaths and sectarian violence by car 
bombs and suicide bombers has increased in 
other provinces. The last 3 months have 
claimed the lives of 264 U.S. troops in Iraq, 
making it the deadliest summer of the war so 
far. Since the war began, 3,759 U.S. troops 
have been killed. More than 27,770 have been 
wounded in combat. In the 32nd Congres-
sional District, 14 brave service members 
have given the ultimate sacrifice. 

A number of recent reports on Iraq contain 
findings which are different than the testimony 
delivered today by General Petraeus and Am-
bassador Crocker. A Government Account-
ability Office report on Iraq shows that the 
Iraqi government has failed to meet 15 of 18 
benchmarks for success. A report by retired 
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Marine GEN James Jones found that Iraq is 
still far from being able to take over its own 
security responsibilities. This report also indi-
cates that the Iraqi Interior Ministry, which 
runs the security forces, is ‘‘dysfunctional,’’ 
and recommends that the national police force 
be disbanded. 

I find these reports to be even more dis-
turbing considering the overwhelming costs of 
the war. Congress has already appropriated 
nearly $565 billion for the war in Iraq since 
March 2003, at a rate of approximately $10 
billion per month in Iraq. This has cost the tax-
payers of the 32nd Congressional District an 
estimated $1.1 billion. This money could have 
provided health care coverage for 447,203 in-
dividuals or college scholarships for 167,215 
students. 

The American people are frustrated and 
want a new direction in Iraq and an end to the 
war. According to a poll by the New York 
Times, 78 percent of Americans believe the 
U.S. should reduce its current level of troops 
or the withdrawal of all troops from Iraq. A 
USA Today poll shows that 6 percent of Amer-
icans would like for the U.S. to set a timetable 
to withdraw our forces from Iraq and stick to 
that timetable. 

I agree. This grave situation requires a pol-
icy to secure and stabilize Iraq, one that con-
structively engages in diplomacy and partners 
with neighboring countries and the region to 
create a stable and peaceful nation, not a 
blank check to send more men and women 
into harm’s way. We must resist establishment 
of permanent U.S. military bases in Iraq and 
train Iraqis to secure and run Iraq. Although I 
strongly disagree with the policies that con-
tinue to endanger our servicemen and women, 
I stand firmly behind them and look forward to 
their redeployment and safe return home. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. ALLEN BOYD 
OF FLORIDA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, September 11, 2007 

Mr. BOYD of Florida. Madam Speaker, had 
I been in Washington on September 7, 2007, 
I would have voted in favor of H.R. 1908, the 
Patent Reform Act of 2007. 

f 

HONORING MR. HAGOP 
BAHTIARIAN 

HON. SCOTT GARRETT 
OF NEW JERSEY 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, September 11, 2007 

Mr. GARRETT of New Jersey. Madam 
Speaker, last month, the Nation lost a great 
patriot when Mr. Hagop Bahtiarian of Emer-
son, New Jersey, passed away. Mr. Bahtiarian 
was born of Armenian descent in Keskin 
Maden near Ankara, Turkey in 1909. 

In 1915, his father was murdered by Turkish 
officials, forcing his mother to flee with her 
children, adopting the Muslim faith and 
‘‘Turkified’’ names to survive. In 1919, at the 
age of only 10, Mr. Bahtiarian was placed in 

an orphanage in Constantinople with his broth-
er. Not until 1922 was he able to escape to 
Marseilles, France, a survivor of the Armenian 
genocide. 

In 1927, he came to America, living in the 
Bronx, New York and Englewood, New Jer-
sey. There he worked as a jeweler and watch 
maker and raised a family with his wife, Gula; 
loving children, Rita and Berj; and later in life 
two grandsons. Mr. Bahtiarian never forgot the 
life he’d been forced to live as a child in Tur-
key and was an active member of Armenian 
cultural groups dedicated to ensuring that the 
genocide would never be forgotten or re-
peated. 

During World War II, he went to work for his 
adopted country, serving proudly as an In-
structor at the Naval Air Warfare Center in In-
dianapolis, Indiana. There he specialized in 
the construction and repair of the famous 
Norden Bomb Sight. 

Mr. Bahtiarian lived a tremendous life and 
he bore witness to some of the most signifi-
cant events of the 20th Century, from the Ar-
menian Genocide to World War II. And he en-
sured that the lessons learned from those 
events would bear the fruits of peace for his 
children and grandchildren. Each year, as 
more and more survivors of the Armenian 
Genocide pass, let us be certain that their 
memory lives on and that we never see such 
a travesty again. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO LIEUTENANT ERIC 
JOHNSON 

HON. SHELLEY MOORE CAPITO 
OF WEST VIRGINIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, September 11, 2007 

Mrs. CAPITO. Madam Speaker, I am proud 
to recognize Lieutenant Eric Johnson of the 
Charleston Police Department, who was re-
cently named 2007 Outstanding Law Enforce-
ment Officer of the Year by the American Po-
lice Hall of Fame. 

Lt. Johnson is being honored for an act of 
bravery while on duty in June 2006. Johnson 
reacted with extreme courage after he con-
fronted a man who was suspected of shooting 
a woman, who then shot Johnson in the abdo-
men and face. Johnson reacted quickly by re-
turning fire. After being severely wounded, Lt. 
Johnson neutralized the suspect and despite 
his injuries, he began searching for his partner 
who had gone missing. 

The Outstanding Law Enforcement Officer 
of the Year award is the most prestigious 
award given out by the American Police Hall 
of Fame. Lt. Johnson was chosen among hun-
dreds of applicants from all over the United 
States. He is also the recipient of the Silver 
Star, an award for officers who place their 
lives in danger during the call of duty. Along 
with the acceptance of his award, Lt. John-
son’s name will be on permanent display at 
the American Police Hall of Fame in Titusville, 
Florida. 

Lt. Johnson truly went above and beyond 
the call of duty for his quick thinking and cour-
age under fire; however, he responded to his 
heroism status with humility, a testament to 
his character. He is currently a shift com-

mander and mentors less experienced offi-
cers. 

Madam Speaker, I am proud to honor Lieu-
tenant Eric Johnson for acts of valor and brav-
ery. It is an honor to serve brave men like 
Lieutenant Eric Johnson who put their lives at 
risk every day to protect others. 

f 

CONGRATULATING MR. ANDREW 
GONZALEZ 

HON. THOMAS G. TANCREDO 
OF COLORADO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, September 11, 2007 

Mr. TANCREDO. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to pay tribute to one of my constituents, 
Mr. Andrew Gonzalez, of Littleton, Colorado, 
who will attend a People to People World 
Leadership Forum in 2008. His outstanding 
academic merits and communal involvement 
have laid a solid foundation of individual integ-
rity and dedication: Both characteristics of a 
qualified leader. I am honored to represent 
such a promising young man. 

Created in 1956, the People to People Pro-
gram is an educational travel program dedi-
cated to fostering leadership potential in youth 
worldwide. People to People has helped more 
than 200,000 students and professionals de-
velop their leadership skills based upon 
Dwight D. Eisenhower’s belief that ‘‘people 
can make a difference where governments 
cannot.’’ This unique interaction and exposure 
will enable Mr. Gonzalez to gain a greater un-
derstanding and insider’s perspective of 
Washington, DC. 

Madam Speaker, it is my distinct pleasure to 
acknowledge 1 of Colorado’s own. Please join 
me in congratulating Mr. Gonzalez and wish-
ing him the best in his future endeavors. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO THE LONG ISLAND 
BLUE DEMONS 

HON. PETER T. KING 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, September 11, 2007 

Mr. KING of New York. Madam Speaker, I 
rise today to congratulate the Long Island Blue 
Demons for their 6–0 win in the 2007 Babe 
Ruth World Series tournament on August 24. 
The Blue Demons are comprised of players 
from the Merrick PAL, which is located in the 
3rd Congressional District on Long Island. 

The Blue Demons’ win is of particular sig-
nificance. This is the first time that a Long Is-
land team has won the age 13–15 bracket. I 
want to applaud the Demons’ athleticism and 
dedication to our national pastime. 

These players worked hard all season. To 
advance to the World Series in Andalusia, Ala-
bama, they had to win the State championship 
in Queens and the regional championships in 
Pennsylvania—which they did. They won 18 
tournament games in a row, including a 6–0 
victory in the championship game over a team 
from Henderson, Kentucky, on August 24. 

This win has been more than just an athletic 
victory for the Blue Demons. These players 
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from Long Island had the opportunity to stay 
with host families in the gracious Alabama 
town of Andalusia, where they warmed the 
hearts of their hosts with their positive atti-
tudes and dedication to our great American 
pastime. 

I am proud that the Blue Demons had such 
a rewarding experience and I again congratu-
late them on their World Series victory. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. ALLEN BOYD 
OF FLORIDA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, September 11, 2007 

Mr. BOYD of Florida. Madam Speaker, had 
I been present on Monday, September 10, 
2007, I would have voted ‘‘yea’’ on H. Res. 
257. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO GANTT’S 
EXCAVATION AND CONSTRUCTION 

HON. SHELLEY MOORE CAPITO 
OF WEST VIRGINIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, September 11, 2007 

Mrs. CAPITO. Madam Speaker, I am proud 
to recognize Gantt’s Excavation and Construc-
tion of Martinsburg, West Virginia; a recent re-
cipient of the 2007 Secretary of Defense Em-
ployer Support Freedom Award. 

The Defense Employer Support Freedom 
Award honors businesses and organizations 
for their support of their employees who are 
enlisted in the National Guard and Reserves. 
Gantt’s Excavation and Construction was 
among 15 honorees from across the Nation to 
receive the prestigious award. These employ-
ers have gone far above the required laws to 
accommodate their employees who must fulfill 
their military duties that arise throughout times 
of national need. They must often fulfill week-
end and summer training, possible deploy-
ments, and contingency operations. 

I am proud to highlight the accomplishments 
of Gannt’s Excavation and Construction, who 
represents the best of America’s small busi-
nesses for its patriotism and dedication to our 
Nation’s Armed Services. The business was 
established 35 years ago by Frederick Gantt 
and is currently operated by his three children, 
Daniel Gantt, Eric Gantt, and Janesa Smith. 
Janesa’s husband, Tim Smith of the West Vir-
ginia Army National Guard of Wheeling re-
cently returned home from a deployment to 
Iraq on July 27, 2007, and is employed by 
Gantt’s Excavation and Construction. The 
business is located in Inwood, West Virginia, 
where they employ a staff of 65. 

Madam Speaker, in this time of national 
sacrifice when the men and women of our Na-
tion’s armed services are being called to duty, 
it is an honor to recognize the Gantt family 
and Gantt’s Excavation and Construction who 
have helped our enlisted men and women 
succeed both on the job and in the military. 

CONGRATULATING MS. MAGGIE 
HECKENDORF 

HON. THOMAS G. TANCREDO 
OF COLORADO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, September 11, 2007 

Mr. TANCREDO. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to pay tribute to one of my constituents, 
Ms. Maggie Heckendorf of Cherry Hills Village, 
CO, who will attend a People to People World 
Leadership Forum in 2008. Her outstanding 
academic merits and communal involvement 
have laid a solid foundation of individual integ-
rity and dedication: Both characteristics of a 
qualified leader. I am honored to represent 
such a promising young woman. 

Created in 1956, the People to People Pro-
gram is an educational travel program dedi-
cated to fostering leadership potential in youth 
worldwide. People to People has helped more 
than 200,000 students and professionals de-
velop their leadership skills based upon 
Dwight D. Eisenhower’s belief that ‘‘people 
can make a difference where governments 
cannot.’’ This unique interaction and exposure 
will enable Ms. Heckendorf to gain a greater 
understanding and insider’s perspective of 
Washington, DC. 

Madam Speaker, it is my distinct pleasure to 
acknowledge 1 of Colorado’s own. Please join 
me in congratulating Ms. Heckendorf and 
wishing her the best in her future endeavors. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO COL. RAIMUND 
WINZER, RETIRED, USAR 

HON. DAVE CAMP 
OF MICHIGAN 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, September 11, 2007 

Mr. CAMP of Michigan. Madam Speaker, I 
would like to recognize Lt. Col. Raimund 
Winzer for his long and faithful military service 
to the United States of America. Lt. Col. 
Winzer honorably retired from service in the 
United States Army Reserve. After federal 
military retirement, Lt. Col. Winzer volunteered 
for the Governor of Michigan’s National Secu-
rity Task Force where his continuing contribu-
tions to national security and military adminis-
tration earned him promotion to the rank of 
colonel. Col. Winzer retired from the Midland 
Public Schools where he was a teacher of the 
German language. He won the accolades of 
his students and their progeny for his unique, 
self-developed, German-language teaching 
methodology. Col. Winzer is the epitome of 
the citizen-soldier that has made major con-
tributions to the defense of the United States 
of America. 

f 

SEPTEMBER 11TH MEMORIAL 
SERVICE IN FAIRVIEW, NJ 

HON. STEVEN R. ROTHMAN 
OF NEW JERSEY 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, September 11, 2007 

Mr. ROTHMAN. Madam Speaker, I rise to 
pay tribute to the members of the Fairview, 

New Jersey community who perished at the 
World Trade Center on September 11, 2001. 
Roko Camaj, Danny A. Correa, Christian 
DeSimone, Jeremy Glick, James Ladley, and 
Diane Lipari will always have a special place 
in the hearts and prayers of Fairview Borough 
residents. These individuals will be missed, 
along with the other sons and daughters of 
New Jersey who died on that fateful day. 

However, September 11th is not only a day 
for mourning. It is also a day on which we re-
member the heroism of so many Americans 
who responded to the call for help. Fifty-five of 
Fairview’s police, fire, and emergency re-
sponse personnel assisted at Ground Zero in 
the rescue and recovery efforts and in the 
treatment and triage of the injured. These indi-
viduals were an important part of the effort to 
save as many lives as possible after the ter-
rorist attacks. Our entire Nation acknowledges 
and honors their selflessness. 

This evening’s 9/11 Memorial Service at the 
American Legion, Post 365 located at 110 An-
derson Avenue in Fairview rightfully com-
memorates Fairview’s loved ones who were 
lost and commends our first responders for 
their heroism. 

Our Nation must always remember those 
who were killed on September 11th, those 
who survived the attacks, those who saved 
others’ lives, and those who gave their lives 
for others. In keeping their memory alive, we 
remind ourselves of the terrible price we pay 
if we fail to remain vigilant against those who 
wish us harm. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. BRAD ELLSWORTH 
OF INDIANA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, September 11, 2007 

Mr. ELLSWORTH. Madam Speaker, on Fri-
day, September 7, 2007, I missed rollcall 
votes Nos. 860, 861, 862, 863, and 864 be-
cause I was leading a congressional delega-
tion trip to conduct oversight in Iraq and to 
meet with U.S. military leadership and Amer-
ican men and women in uniform who are cur-
rently serving in theater. 

Had I been present for rollcall 860, H. Res. 
636 which provided for the consideration of 
H.R. 1908, Patent Reform Act of 2007, I would 
have voted ‘‘yes.’’ 

Had I been present for rollcall 861, H. Res. 
637 which provided for the consideration of 
conference report to accompany H.R. 2669, 
College Cost Reduction and Access Act, I 
would have voted ‘‘yes.’’ 

Had I been present for rollcall 862, the Con-
yers Amendment to H.R. 1908, Patent Reform 
Act of 2007, I would have voted ‘‘yes.’’ 

Had I been present for rollcall 863, final 
passage of H.R. 1908, Patent Reform Act of 
2007, I would have voted ‘‘no.’’ 

Had I been present for rollcall 864, on 
agreeing to the Conference Report to H.R. 
2669, College Cost Reduction Act of 2007, I 
would have voted ‘‘yes.’’ 
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PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. ALLEN BOYD 
OF FLORIDA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, September 11, 2007 

Mr. BOYD of Florida. Madam Speaker, had 
I been present on Monday, September 10, 
2007, I would have voted ‘‘yea’’ on H. Res. 
643. 

f 

CONGRATULATING MR. ANDREW 
HOOD 

HON. THOMAS G. TANCREDO 
OF COLORADO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, September 11, 2007 

Mr. TANCREDO. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to pay tribute to one of my constituents, 
Mr. Andrew Hood of Castle Rock, Colorado, 
who will attend a People to People World 
Leadership Forum in 2008. His outstanding 
academic merits and communal involvement 
have laid a solid foundation of individual integ-
rity and dedication: Both characteristics of a 
qualified leader. I am honored to represent 
such a promising young man. 

Created in 1956, the People to People Pro-
gram is an educational travel program dedi-
cated to fostering leadership potential in youth 
worldwide. People to People has helped more 
than 200,000 students and professionals de-
velop their leadership skills based upon 
Dwight D. Eisenhower’s belief that ‘‘people 
can make a difference where governments 
cannot.’’ This unique interaction and exposure 
will enable Mr. Hood to gain a greater under-
standing and insider’s perspective of Wash-
ington, DC. 

Madam Speaker, it is my distinct pleasure to 
acknowledge 1 of Colorado’s own. Please join 
me in congratulating Mr. Hood and wishing 
him the best in his future endeavors. 

f 

INTRODUCTION OF THE KIDS WISH 
ACT OF 2007 

HON. CORRINE BROWN 
OF FLORIDA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, September 11, 2007 

Ms. CORRINE BROWN of Florida. Madam 
Speaker, I rise today to introduce legislation 
that would begin to address a gaping hole in 
our disaster management system. Since Hurri-
cane Katrina, many improvements to our 
emergency management system have been 
made, but there is still much work to be done. 
Hurricane Katrina demonstrated that the cur-
rent disaster management system in the 
United States is inadequately prepared to 
meet the needs of children. And there is still 
no national agency in the United States with a 
clear mandate to safeguard children before, 
during, and after disasters. 

Children see, hear, and understand more 
than adults may expect. But children do not 
experience disasters the same way that adults 
do. In normal times, family, other caregivers, 

and community institutions like schools work 
together to keep children safe and help them 
learn and develop. During disasters, family 
members can be separated, schools and child 
care centers closed or destroyed, and chil-
dren’s routines disrupted. These sudden 
changes can frighten children. The physical 
differences between children and adults are 
clear: children are smaller and have different 
sleep, nutrition, and other needs. In shelters, 
hospitals and emergency service centers, 
these differences matter. 

Congress must invest in creating effective 
local, state, and federal disaster response sys-
tems involving a healthy, adequately-funded, 
well-coordinated, and functional emergency 
medical services system. My bill, the KIDS 
WiSH Act, focuses on making sure the needs 
of children are addressed and met in emer-
gency preparedness planning, and in re-
sponse to and recovery from future domestic 
disasters. 

The KIDS WiSH Act establishes a National 
Commission on Children and Disasters that is 
modeled after the 9/11 Commission. The 
Commission will examine, assess and report 
on the facts and causes relating to the needs 
of children during and after all hazards, disas-
ters and emergencies, and Federal emer-
gencies. It will also build upon investigations 
of other entities on children’s needs during 
and after hazards, disasters, and emer-
gencies. This would include reviewing findings, 
conclusions, and recommendations of other 
executive branch, Congressional or inde-
pendent commissions, or non-governmental 
entities. The bill will also establish The Na-
tional Resource Center on Children and Disas-
ters that would provide information to Federal, 
State, local and tribal governments, and non-
governmental entities on issues in relation to 
the needs of children during and after all haz-
ards, disasters, and emergencies. 

The time to address children’s needs in dis-
asters is now . . . our Nation’s children 
shouldn’t have to wait any longer. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. ANNA G. ESHOO 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, September 11, 2007 

Ms. ESHOO. Madam Speaker, I was not 
present during rollcall votes Nos. 865–866 on 
September 10, 2007. I would like the RECORD 
to reflect how I would have voted: On rollcall 
vote No. 865 I would have voted ‘‘yea’’; on 
rollcall vote No. 866 I would have voted ‘‘yea.’’ 

f 

RECOGNITION OF CONSTITUTION 
WEEK 

HON. DAVID SCOTT 
OF GEORGIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, September 11, 2007 

Mr. SCOTT of Georgia. Madam Speaker, I 
rise in recognition of Constitution Week, Sep-
tember 17–23, 2007. The Congress, by joint 
resolution on February 29, 1952 designated 

September 17 as Citizenship Day, and on Au-
gust 2, 1956, requested that the President 
proclaim the week beginning September 17 
and ending September 23 of each year as 
Constitution Week. During Constitution Week, 
we honor our Nation’s Constitution and en-
courage everyone to take the time to read and 
reflect on what the Constitution means to 
American citizens. It is a time when we can 
promote the ideals of freedom and opportunity 
throughout our Nation. 

Today, I would like to particularly recognize 
the Augustin Clayton Chapter of the Daugh-
ters of the American Revolution in Jonesboro, 
GA, for observing Constitution Week this year. 
Their nationalism and dedication are exem-
plary, and a model for all Americans. I hope 
that many other Federal, State, and local offi-
cials, as well as leaders of civic, social, and 
educational organizations, will follow the lead 
of the Augustin Clayton Chapter of the Daugh-
ters of the Revolution and conduct ceremonies 
and other programs to celebrate our Constitu-
tion this coming Constitution Week. 

f 

TAIWAN 

HON. LUIS G. FORTUÑO 
OF PUERTO RICO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, September 11, 2007 

Mr. FORTUÑO. Madam Speaker, Taiwan 
President Chen Shui-bian submitted an appli-
cation for Taiwan’s U.N. membership to the 
United Nations on July 19, and it was imme-
diately rejected by Secretary General Ban Ki- 
Moon on the basis of United Nations Resolu-
tion 2758, which affirmed U.N. support for the 
‘‘one China’’ policy. 

U.N.’s action regarding Taiwan’s application 
was unprecedented and contrary to U.N. pro-
cedures. U.N. rules empower only the Security 
Council and the General Assembly with the 
authority to discuss and decide on U.N. mem-
bership applications. As such the U.N. Secre-
tariat does not have the discretion or authority 
to summarily reject Taiwan’s application. 

Madam Speaker, I believe firmly that the 
issue of Taiwan’s application should be raised 
and debated by U.N. members. And I wish to 
add my voice to call for U.N. to go through the 
necessary process for reviewing Taiwan’s ap-
plication for membership. 

f 

CONGRATULATING MR. MATTHEW 
HORNBECKER 

HON. THOMAS G. TANCREDO 
OF COLORADO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, September 11, 2007 

Mr. TANCREDO. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to pay tribute to one of my constituents, 
Mr. Matthew Hornbecker of Evergreen, Colo-
rado, who will attend a People to People 
World Leadership Forum in 2008. His out-
standing academic merits and communal in-
volvement have laid a solid foundation of indi-
vidual integrity and dedication: Both character-
istics of a qualified leader. I am honored to 
represent such a promising young man. 
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Created in 1956, the People to People Pro-

gram is an educational travel program dedi-
cated to fostering leadership potential in youth 
worldwide. People to People has helped more 
than 200,000 students and professionals de-
velop their leadership skills based upon 
Dwight D. Eisenhower’s belief that ‘‘people 
can make a difference where governments 
cannot.’’ This unique interaction and exposure 
will enable Mr. Hornbecker to gain a greater 
understanding and insider’s perspective of 
Washington, DC. 

Madam Speaker, it is my distinct pleasure to 
acknowledge 1 of Colorado’s own. Please join 
me in congratulating Mr. Hornbecker and 
wishing him the best in his future endeavors. 

f 

IMPLEMENTATION OF THE 9/11 
COMMISSION REPORTS 

HON. RUSH D. HOLT 
OF NEW JERSEY 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, September 11, 2007 

Mr. HOLT. Madam Speaker, it is fitting that 
we are pausing to honor the memory of those 
who died on that terrible day and to reaffirm 
our commitment to bring to justice those who 
perpetrated these heinous acts. Today is also 
a time for us to remember that we can best 
honor those who perished by learning the right 
lessons from 9/11, including the heroes of 
United Flight 93 like Todd Beamer, whose ac-
tions that day prevented further loss of life in 
Washington, DC. 

Over the last 6 years, we have made it 
harder for the reconstituted al Qaeda to mount 
a similar operation against the United States. 
And last month, the Congress passed and the 
President signed into law a bill (H.R. 1) that 
will implement the balance of the 9/11 Com-
mission’s recommendations. These are tan-
gible achievements, but we must guard 
against the kind of complacency and false 
sense of security that prevailed before the at-
tacks on our Nation. 

Because al Qaeda’s leadership—Osama bin 
Laden and Ayman Al Zawahiri—remains at 
large, America is still vulnerable to future al 
Qaeda attacks. Moreover, our involvement in 
Iraq has caused us to waste lives, resources, 
and time that should have been spent in find-
ing and neutralizing bin Laden and Zawahiri, 
and dismantling the rest of their network. We 
know that our involvement in Iraq has made it 
harder for us to rally the world in the common 
struggle against al Qaeda and its murderous 
ideology. The sooner we disengage militarily 
from Iraq, the sooner we will be able to 
refocus ourselves and our allies on the larger 
and far more important struggle against bin 
Laden and those like him. 

We must also do what is necessary to care 
for the first responders of 9/11—those who 
have developed debilitating illnesses as a re-
sult of their exposure to the multiple toxins un-
leashed in the aftermath of the attacks. I’m 
hopeful that a bill to provide for the long-term 
monitoring of affected first responders (H. 
Res. 128), offered by my colleague Rep-
resentative CAROLYN MALONEY of New York, 
will be brought to the floor of the House for a 
vote very soon. 

Finally, we must ensure that America does 
whatever is necessary to take care of the men 
and women of our armed forces who are en-
gaged in the hunt for our terrorist enemies. 
Traumatic brain injury, life-changing physical 
wounds, and post-traumatic stress disorder 
are all conditions that are affecting veterans in 
record numbers. I’m gratified that this Con-
gress has provided major funding increases to 
deal with the needs of the veterans, but we 
must do more than provide one-year increases 
in funding—we need to structurally increase 
the VA health care budget to cover these inju-
ries and their treatment throughout the ex-
pected lifetimes of these veterans. To do less 
dishonors them and our Nation. 

Madam Speaker, as we mark this solemn 
day, let us remember that so long as we re-
main united as a people, we will weather this 
struggle successfully—just as we weathered 
the fights against fascism and communism in 
the last century. 

f 

HONORING THE NORTHWEST INDI-
ANA FEDERATION OF LABOR 
AFL–CIO 

HON. PETER J. VISCLOSKY 
OF INDIANA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Tuesday, September 11, 2007 

Mr. VISCLOSKY. Madam Speaker, It is my 
distinct honor to congratuate some of the most 
devoted and proficient workers in northwest 
Indiana. The Northwest Indiana Federation of 
Labor AFL–CIO will recognize several individ-
uals for their dedication during the 33rd An-
nual Community Awards reception to be held 
at the Duneland Falls Banquet Center in 
Chesterton, Indiana, on Friday, September 21, 
2007. These individuals, in addition to the 
other Northwest Indiana Federation of Labor 
members who have served northwest Indiana 
so diligently for such a long period of time, are 
the epitome of the ideal American worker: 
loyal, dedicated, and hardworking. 

At this year’s event, several individuals will 
receive special recognition. The Honorable 
Duane Cheney, our distinguished State rep-
resentative who recently retired, is this year’s 
recipient of the President’s Award. Mr. Cheney 
is being honored for his many years of service 
and his many contributions to the well-being of 
workers throughout northwest Indiana. 

Mrs. Cindy Carlson, retired secretary of 
Sub-District 5 of District 7 for the United Steel-
workers and member of Local Union #3657, 
will receive the Service to Labor Award for as-
sisting organized labor to improve the quality 
of life for workers in northwest Indiana. 

As selected by the executive board, Mr. 
Rudy Sutton, president of R.V. Sutton, Inc., 
will be presented with this year’s Union Label 
Award for his unselfish devotion to the labor 
movement through all the endeavors of his 
company. 

Mr. Jeremy Rivas of Bricklayers Local #4 
will accept the Community Service Award for 
exemplary service to the community and the 
enhancement of the quality of life for all. 

Mr. Joseph Kasper of Boilermakers #374 
will receive the George Meany Scout Award, 
an honor bestowed upon him by the Boy 
Scouts of America. 

In memoriam, the late Jim Hornak, retiree of 
Carpenters Local # 1046, will be honored with 
the Lifetime Achievement Award. The excep-
tional service he so generously provided to the 
community deserves our admiration and re-
spect. His dedication and commitment to his 
community is representative of the values we 
cherish in northwest Indiana. 

For the 2007 Business Sector Awards, Mr. 
Dan Sajikowski, business unit leader at the BP 
Refinery in Whiting, Indiana, is this year’s re-
cipient of the President’s Award. The years of 
hard work he has put forth are a true inspira-
tion to all. Mr. Rex Mudge, vice president of 
human resources for Strack & Van Til, is this 
year’s recipient of the Retail/Wholesale Sector 
Award, and Arcelor Mittal USA, will be recog-
nized with the Building Trades Sector Award. 
Another of our distinguished State representa-
tives, the Honorable Charlie Brown, will be 
honored with this year’s Service Sector Award, 
and Mr. Mark Oprisko, councilman for the city 
of Portage, will be honored with the Industrial 
Sector Award. Finally, Mr. Bill Kelly, president 
of the East Chicago Federation of Teachers 
#511, will be recognized for his efforts with the 
Public Employees Sector Award. 

Northwest Indiana has a rich history of ex-
cellence in its craftsmanship and loyalty by its 
tradesmen. These individuals are all out-
standing examples of these qualities. They 
have demonstrated their loyalty to both the 
union and the community through their hard 
work and self-sacrifice. 

Madam Speaker, I ask that you and my dis-
tinguished colleagues join me in congratulating 
these dedicated, honorable, and exemplary 
citizens, in addition to all of the hardworking 
union men and women in America. They have 
shown commitment and courage toward their 
pursuits, and I am proud to represent them in 
Washington, DC. 

f 

CONTINUING FUNDING FOR GULF 
COAST KATRINA RELIEF RECOV-
ERY 

HON. LYNN C. WOOLSEY 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Tuesday, September 11, 2007 

Ms. WOOLSEY. Madam Speaker, our Na-
tion’s responsibility to the people of the gulf 
coast has not ended since Hurricane Katrina 
devastated the gulf coast region 2 years ago. 
Since then, volunteers, first responders, and 
officials from across the Nation have boldly 
confronted the challenges of rebuilding dam-
aged areas by dedicating their time and effort 
to help restore these vibrant communities. 
However, the challenges the region continues 
to face are far from over and it is clear that 
this administration has fallen dramatically short 
of fulfilling the promises made to the people of 
the gulf coast. 

Two years ago, despite multiple warnings of 
Katrina’s severity and the approaching devas-
tation that would result if residents of the gulf 
coast were not evacuated, the ill-prepared 
Bush administration failed to offer the nec-
essary support to the hundreds of thousands 
of people in the storm’s path. Vulnerable pop-
ulations without the economic means or avail-
able transportation to evacuate were left with 
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no choice but to weather the storm in their 
homes or shelters. After the storm ended, at 
least 1,800 people lost their lives in five 
States; more than 1 million people were dis-
placed from their homes; hundreds of thou-
sands of homes, schools, and businesses 
were destroyed; and countless communities 
and habitats were uprooted. 

Despite the outpouring of congressional 
support for reconstruction and disaster assist-
ance, the administration has poorly managed 
the disbursement of funds and failed to ensure 
that home and business owners receive the 
aid they need. Of the $94.8 billion that Con-
gress appropriated in response to hurricanes 
Katrina and Rita, almost half has been spent 
by the Federal Emergency Management 
Agency (FEMA) on debris removal and tem-
porary housing assistance. Only $3.4 billion 
has been spent on permanent infrastructure 
repairs, and FEMA’s consistent underesti-
mation of the necessary costs associated with 
permanent rebuilding has resulted in billions of 
dollars of aid being tied up after costs exceed 
FEMA’s initial estimates. As a result of the in-
adequate management and inefficient use of 
funds, thousands of residents have not re-
turned to their homes. According to the Con-
gressional Budget Office, CBO, 107,000 gulf 
residents displaced by Katrina are still in 
FEMA-provided temporary housing. 

The administration could have chosen to 
overcome its original failure with a concerted 
commitment to rebuild the gulf coast and en-
sure that the victims of this disaster receive 
the assistance they need. Instead, over the 
last 2 years, they have chosen to ignore these 
problems and the needs of the gulf coast resi-
dents. The administration’s continued indiffer-
ence to the devastation caused by Katrina has 
prevented these residents from rebuilding to 
their communities and tackling the lingering 
poverty in the region. This administration’s fail-
ures have been compounded with time, con-
tinuing to postpone the complete restoration of 
the gulf coast. 

Madam Speaker, today, we must recommit 
ourselves, at all levels of government, to re-
build the gulf coast in a responsible and com-
prehensive way. As we honor those who lost 
their lives during Hurricane Katrina, we cannot 
allow this important work to be pushed to side 
any longer. 

f 

HONORING GEORGE BURROWS 

HON. ALCEE L. HASTINGS 
OF FLORIDA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, September 11, 2007 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Madam Speaker, 
I rise today to recognize George Burrows, Sr. 
whose hard work and determination have re-
sulted in the revitalization of the Sistrunk Bou-
levard corridor in Ft. Lauderdale, FL. This 
once-blighted neighborhood is now the pride 
of Ft. Lauderdale’s African-American commu-
nity. 

Born in 1926, George Burrows grew up in 
the segregated Jim Crow south. He was 1 of 
14 children raised by his Bahamian immigrant 
parents. After serving in the Marines during 
World War II, George returned to Ft. Lauder-

dale. Using the G.I. Bill, he attended Bethune- 
Cookman College where, after sampling sev-
eral vocational courses, he decided to study 
electronics. In 1948, he earned his Associate 
of Arts degree in electronics, and soon after 
received his state certification as a licensed 
master electrician. 

Madam Speaker, with only electrical wire, 
government-issued tools, and a used bicycle 
with front and rear baskets, George Burrows 
embarked on a career that has spanned more 
than 5 decades. He fought bravely against a 
segregated system that limited his services to 
Colored Town and went on to great success 
in the electrical business. The day before his 
alma mater Dillard High School was to play an 
important football game, its field still had no 
lights. George Burrows came to the rescue, in-
stalling lights on the field and saving the day. 

One of his proudest accomplishments is his 
longtime involvement with the Black Chamber 
of Commerce, formerly the Negro Chamber of 
Commerce. George’s work with the Chamber 
led to minority businesses obtaining contracts 
with the Hollywood-Ft. Lauderdale Inter-
national Airport and Port Everglades. George 
and his devoted wife of more than 50 years, 
Agnes, have raised 4 children, all of whom are 
graduates of historically black colleges. One 
admirer of his business, Burrows Electric, re-
cently called him ‘‘number one in the busi-
ness’’ and ‘‘a consummate professional.’’ 

Madam Speaker, even Ft. Lauderdale City 
Commissioner Carlton Moore, who grew up in 
the Sistrunk Boulevard district, lauded George 
Burrows’ achievement as a role model in the 
community. Commissioner Moore has noted 
that George ‘‘created a business that provided 
business opportunities to those who were 
locked out by the system.’’ George Burrows’ 
advice to aspiring entrepreneurs is to ‘‘get an 
education.’’ With an education, he says, ‘‘one 
can do anything they want in the field they 
choose.’’ George Burrows is living proof of 
that. We all owe this great man an enormous 
debt of gratitude for what he has done to 
make his neighborhood, his city, and our world 
a better place. He is truly someone of whom 
we can all be very proud. 

f 

CONGRATULATING MS. KELSEY 
HOWE 

HON. THOMAS G. TANCREDO 
OF COLORADO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, September 11, 2007 

Mr. TANCREDO. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to pay tribute to one of my constituents, 
Ms. Kelsey Howe of Highlands Ranch, CO, 
who will attend a People to People World 
Leadership Forum in 2008. Her outstanding 
academic merits and communal involvement 
have laid a solid foundation of individual integ-
rity and dedication: Both characteristics of a 
qualified leader. I am honored to represent 
such a promising young woman. 

Created in 1956, the People to People Pro-
gram is an educational travel program dedi-
cated to fostering leadership potential in youth 
worldwide. People to People has helped more 
than 200,000 students and professionals de-
velop their leadership skills based upon 

Dwight D. Eisenhower’s belief that ‘‘people 
can make a difference where governments 
cannot.’’ This unique interaction and exposure 
will enable Ms. Howe to gain a greater under-
standing and insider’s perspective of Wash-
ington, DC. 

Madam Speaker, it is my distinct pleasure to 
acknowledge 1 of Colorado’s own. Please join 
me in congratulating Ms. Howe and wishing 
her the best in her future endeavors. 

f 

CONGRATULATING MR. DAVID 
JOHNSON 

HON. THOMAS G. TANCREDO 
OF COLORADO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, September 11, 2007 

Mr. TANCREDO. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to pay tribute to one of my constituents 
Mr. David Johnson of Aurora, Colorado, who 
will attend a People to People World Leader-
ship Forum in 2008. His outstanding academic 
merits and communal involvement have laid a 
solid foundation of individual integrity and 
dedication: Both characteristics of a qualified 
leader. I am honored to represent such a 
promising young man. 

Created in 1956; the People to People Pro-
gram is an educational travel program dedi-
cated to fostering leadership potential in youth 
worldwide. People to People has helped more 
than 200,000 students and professionals de-
velop their leadership skills based upon 
Dwight D. Eisenhower’s belief that ‘‘people 
can make a difference where governments 
cannot.’’ This unique interaction and exposure 
will enable Mr. Johnson to gain a greater un-
derstanding and insider’s perspective of 
Washington, DC. 

Madam Speaker, it is my distinct pleasure to 
acknowledge 1 of Colorado’s own. Please join 
me in congratulating Mr. Johnson and wishing 
him the best in his future endeavors. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. ED PERLMUTTER 
OF COLORADO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, September 11, 2007 

Mr. PERLMUTTER. Madam Speaker, due to 
illness I missed the two votes on Monday, 
September 10, 2007. I would have voted as 
follows: Passage of H. Res. 257, supporting 
the goals and ideals of Pancreatic Cancer 
Awareness Month—‘‘yes’’; Passage of H. Res. 
643, 9/11 Commemoration—‘‘yes.’’ 

f 

SUPPORT FOR ARMENIAN 
GENOCIDE RESOLUTION 

HON. EDWARD J. MARKEY 
OF MASSACHUSETTS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, September 11, 2007 

Mr. MARKEY. Madam Speaker, I rise today 
in support of passage of H. Res. 106, the Af-
firmation of the United States Record on the 
Armenian Genocide Resolution. 
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It is long past time for the United States to 

officially recognize the massacre of one and a 
half million Armenians early in the 20th cen-
tury for what it undeniably was: Genocide. 

Year, after year, after year, I’ve been proud 
to cosponsor the Armenian Genocide resolu-
tion. Last year, over 150 House members co-
sponsored this important legislation to properly 
recognize the Armenian Genocide. This year, 
the resolution has already received 226 co-
sponsorships, a majority of the Members of 
the House. This impressive number reflects 
the broad bipartisan support for an official rec-
ognition of the Armenian Genocide. 

Countries all around the world have adopted 
similar resolutions to ensure that the atrocities 
committed against the Armenian people are 
properly recognized as acts of Genocide. Can-
ada, France, Switzerland, Greece, and Poland 
all have passed resolutions affirming the rec-
ognition of the Genocide. Properly recognizing 
the Armenian Genocide here in America is es-
sential to ensure that all past genocides are 
never forgotten and all future atrocities are 
never permitted. 

The writer Milan Kundera once wrote that 
‘‘The struggle of man against power is the 
struggle of memory against forgetting.’’ 

There are those that would deny the Arme-
nian Genocide, just as there are those that 
deny the reality of the Nazi Holocaust. In com-
memorating the Armenian Genocide as we will 
do with this Resolution, we collectively engage 
in that struggle of memory against forgetting. 
The dangers of forgetting are real—as Adolph 
Hitler plotted the Holocaust, he was 
emboldened by the failure of the international 
community to note the first genocide of the 
20th century, writing in 1939 ‘‘Who still talks 
nowadays of the extermination of the Arme-
nians?’’ But this resolution is not just intended 
as a remembrance of a dark past, but as a 
way of animating future policies with a com-
mitment to prevent such things from ever hap-
pening again, as well as a step towards build-
ing a better future for the Armenian people 
and for all people. 

I commend Representative SCHIFF for intro-
ducing this critical resolution, and again com-
mit myself to work for its timely adoption. 

f 

RECOGNITION OF MS. SMITA N. 
SHAH, P.E. 

HON. JOSEPH CROWLEY 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Tuesday, September 11, 2007 

Mr. CROWLEY. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to congratulate Ms. Smita N. Shah, 
P.E., a prominent Indian-American business-
woman, activist, and philanthropist, who was 
one of a select few to receive the prestigious 
2007 Ellis Island Medal of Honor. Over the 
years, I have had the honor to befriend this 
young woman and seen firsthand her good 
works and intelligence that makes her so wor-
thy of this award. 

The Ellis Island Medal of Honor award is 
presented to influential leaders of various 

fields and ethnic backgrounds who have great-
ly contributed to American society. Established 
in 1986 by the National Ethnic Coalition of Or-
ganizations, NECO, the Ellis Island Medal of 
Honor pays tribute to the heritage of those in-
dividuals that compromise America’s unique 
cultural mosaic and extraordinary individual 
achievement. Past medalists include 6 U.S. 
Presidents as well as Nobel Prize winners and 
leaders of industry, education, the arts, sports 
and government. 

As the daughter of 2 immigrants from India, 
Ms. Shah grew up in Chicago where she ex-
celled as a student and is still remembered 
fondly as an active member of her community. 
Through her constant study and hard work 
she earned an undergraduate degree from 
Northwestern University. Ms. Shah continued 
her education when she received a masters of 
science from the Massachusetts Institute of 
Technology and completed an advanced man-
agement program at Oxford. Upon completion 
of school, she started her own engineering 
firm. Though the firm started off with just 3 
employees, it has since expanded to 55 in just 
9 years. 

Ms. Shah has also set herself apart through 
her commitment to public service, which start-
ed with an internship in the Office of the Chief 
of Staff to the President of the United States 
in the summer of 1994 and continued with her 
service as a member of the White House ad-
vance team from 1993 to 2001. She went on 
to become a member of the White House Mil-
lennium Council to Save America’s Treasures 
from 1998 to 2001. In 1996, she was the 
youngest delegate to the Democratic National 
Committee, DNC, from the State of Illinois and 
participated in the 2004 DNC as well. 

In Chicago, because of her strong belief in 
community building, Ms. Shah goes out of her 
way to work with organizations that help to 
promote ethnic diversity. She serves as chair 
of the Delhi-Chicago Committee, a part of the 
city of Chicago’s Sister Cities International 
Program, where she works to expand relations 
between Chicago and New Delhi, helping to 
preserve and encourage her own cultural ties 
to India. In 2004, Senator BARBARA BOXER 
presented Ms. Shah with a Women Making 
History Award for her dedication to her com-
munity, to her culture, and to the preservation 
of American ideals. 

Madam Speaker, Ms. Shah is an asset to 
the United States and her efforts are deserv-
ing of this prestigious award. Ms. Shah fully 
embodies the commitment and values that the 
Ellis Island Medal of Honor represents. It is an 
honor for me to recognize this great American 
and a good friend. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. LORETTA SANCHEZ 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Tuesday, September 11, 2007 

Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ. Madam Speaker, 
on Friday, September 7, 2007, I was unavoid-
ably detained due to a prior obligation. 

Had I been present and voting, I would have 
voted as follows: 

(1) Rollcall No. 861: ‘‘yes’’ on agreeing to 
the resolution. 

(2) Rollcall No. 864: ‘‘yes’’ on agreeing to 
the conference report. 

f 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE REPORTING 

HON. JOHN CONYERS, JR. 
OF MICHIGAN 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, September 11, 2007 

Mr. CONYERS. Madam Speaker, on Sep-
tember 10, 2007, I was granted a leave of ab-
sence to attend to personal business. In error, 
the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD reported that I 
was granted a leave of absence from Sep-
tember 10, 2007 through September 21, 2007. 
The CONGRESSIONAL RECORD should have re-
ported September 10, 2007 as my only day of 
leave. 

f 

CONGRATULATING MR. WILLIAM 
JOHNSON 

HON. THOMAS G. TANCREDO 
OF COLORADO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, September 11, 2007 

Mr. TANCREDO. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to pay tribute to one of my constituents 
Mr. William Johnson of Littleton, Colorado, 
who will attend a People to People World 
Leadership Forum in 2008. His outstanding 
academic merits and communal involvement 
have laid a solid foundation of individual integ-
rity and dedication: Both characteristics of a 
qualified leader. I am honored to represent 
such a promising young man. 

Created in 1956, the People to People Pro-
gram is an educational travel program dedi-
cated to fostering leadership potential in youth 
worldwide. People to People has helped more 
than 200,000 students and professionals de-
velop their leadership skills based upon 
Dwight D. Eisenhower’s belief that ‘‘people 
can make a difference where governments 
cannot.’’ This unique interaction and exposure 
will enable Mr. Johnson to gain a greater un-
derstanding and insider’s perspective of 
Washington, DC. 

Madam Speaker, it is my distinct pleasure to 
acknowledge 1 of Colorado’s own. Please join 
me in congratulating Mr. Johnson and wishing 
him the best in his future endeavors. 
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SENATE—Wednesday, September 12, 2007 
The Senate met at 9 a.m. and was 

called to order by the Honorable BEN-
JAMIN L. CARDIN, a Senator from the 
State of Maryland. 

PRAYER 

The Chaplain, Dr. Barry C. Black, of-
fered the following prayer: 

Let us pray. 
O God, Your presence fills us with 

gratitude. Thank You for life’s moun-
tains and valleys, for the seasons of 
joy, and for the challenges that de-
mand our best efforts. 

Today, as many prepare to celebrate 
Rosh Hashanah, the Jewish new year, 
draw near to our lawmakers and 
strengthen them. Give them more than 
human wisdom to act wisely as they 
face national and global challenges. In-
fuse them with humility, civility, pa-
tience, love, unity, and peace. Help 
them to save time by taking time to 
seek You in silence and meditation. 
Remind them that quietness in Your 
presence leads to righteousness, jus-
tice, and peace. 

We pray in Your sovereign Name. 
Amen. 

f 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

The Honorable BENJAMIN L. CARDIN 
led the Pledge of Allegiance, as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 

f 

APPOINTMENT OF ACTING 
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will please read a communication 
to the Senate from the President pro 
tempore (Mr. BYRD). 

The legislative clerk read the fol-
lowing letter: 

U.S. SENATE, 
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE, 

Washington, DC, September 12, 2007. 
To the Senate: 

Under the provisions of rule I, paragraph 3, 
of the Standing Rules of the Senate, I hereby 
appoint the Honorable BENJAMIN L. CARDIN, 
a Senator from the State of Maryland, to 
perform the duties of the Chair. 

ROBERT C. BYRD, 
President pro tempore. 

Mr. CARDIN thereupon assumed the 
chair as Acting President pro tempore. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The majority leader is recog-
nized. 

f 

SCHEDULE 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, fortu-
nately, this morning, we are going to 

conclude action on this Transportation 
appropriations bill, which is so vitally 
important to this country. 

Through the hard work last night of 
the managers, Senators MURRAY and 
BOND, the last remaining amendments 
will be disposed of this morning. Those 
are an amendment by Senator DEMINT, 
amendments by Senator COBURN, and 
then final passage. There is a period of 
20 minutes of debate with respect to 
the DeMint amendment and then a 
rollcall vote following the DeMint 
amendment, if the participants so de-
sire, and then there will be 2 minutes 
of debate on the Coburn amendments. 
So Members should be prepared to vote 
around 9:25. There will be three rollcall 
votes—DeMint, Coburn, and then final 
passage. They will be the only votes 
today. 

When Members return next week, 
there will be no rollcall votes on Mon-
day, September 17, as I had previously 
announced a long time ago. But on 
Tuesday, we may have votes in the 
morning. I haven’t worked that out yet 
with the distinguished Republican 
leader. We do have some things we 
have to try to dispose of prior to mov-
ing to the Defense authorization bill. 

Maybe today, if not on Monday next, 
we will have a consent agreement re-
garding how we are going to move for-
ward on the Iraq amendments and the 
Defense authorization bill. So next 
week will be an action-packed week. 
We have the Jewish holiday—we have 
Yom Kippur—which will begin next 
Friday, 9 days from now, at sundown. 
That being the case, we will have no 
votes after 1 o’clock on Friday next. 

f 

RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. Under the previous order, the 
leadership time is reserved. 

f 

DEPARTMENTS OF TRANSPOR-
TATION, HOUSING AND URBAN 
DEVELOPMENT, AND RELATED 
AGENCIES APPROPRIATIONS 
ACT, 2008 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. Under the previous order, the 
Senate will resume consideration of 
H.R. 3074, which the clerk will report. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H.R. 3074) making appropriations 

for the Departments of Transportation, and 
Housing and Urban Development, and related 
agencies for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2008, and for other purposes. 

Pending: 
Coburn amendment No. 2812, to remove an 

unnecessary earmark for the International 
Peace Garden in Dunseith, ND. 

Coburn amendment No. 2813, to ensure that 
no funds made available under this act shall 
be used to carry out any activity relating to 
the design or construction of the America’s 
Wetland Center in Lake Charles, LA, until 
the date on which the Secretary, in consulta-
tion with the Administrator of the Federal 
Emergency Management Agency and the 
State of Louisiana, certifies to Congress that 
all residents of the State of Louisiana who 
were displaced as a result of Hurricane 
Katrina or Rita in 2005 are no longer living 
in temporary housing. 

Coburn amendment No. 2814, to prohibit 
the use of funds for the construction of a 
baseball facility in Billings, MT, and to re-
duce the amounts made available for the 
Economic Development Initiative and the 
community development fund. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Under the previous order, there 
will be 20 minutes of debate with re-
spect to the DeMint amendment, with 
the time equally divided between Sen-
ator DEMINT and Senator KENNEDY. 

The Senator from South Carolina is 
recognized. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2844 
Mr. DEMINT. Mr. President, I call up 

amendment No. 2844. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. The clerk will report. 
The legislative clerk read as follows: 
The Senator from South Carolina [Mr. 

DEMINT] proposes an amendment numbered 
2844. 

Mr. DEMINT. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the reading of 
the amendment be dispensed with. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

The amendment is as follows: 
(Purpose: To provide a system for better con-

struction and maintenance of America’s 
aging bridge infrastructure by spending 
American tax dollars more effectively and 
efficiently) 
At the appropriate place, insert the fol-

lowing: 
SEC. ll. NONAPPLICATION OF PROVISIONS. 

None of the funds made available by this 
Act may be used to implement the provi-
sions, or make payments subject to the pro-
visions, of subchapter IV of part A of chapter 
31 of title 40, United States Code, with re-
spect to a contract for the construction or 
maintenance of any bridge which, as of the 
date of enactment of this Act, is classified 
under the Federal Highway Administration’s 
bridge inspection program as ‘‘structurally 
deficient’’ or ‘‘functionally obsolete’’. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Senator from South Carolina 
is recognized. 

Mr. DEMINT. Mr. President, I thank 
my colleagues for the opportunity to 
speak on my amendment. I do have an 
amendment to the Transportation bill 
that I would like to talk about for a 
few minutes this morning. 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 11:19 Jul 17, 2017 Jkt 059102 PO 00000 Frm 00001 Fmt 0686 Sfmt 0634 E:\FDSYS\BOUNDRECORD\S12SE7.REC S12SE7ej
oy

ne
r 

on
 D

S
K

30
M

W
08

2P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 B
O

U
N

D
 R

E
C

O
R

D



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 153, Pt. 1724250 September 12, 2007 
I have listened to a lot of the debate 

this week. Obviously, transportation is 
a key issue for this country, and it has 
become clear that because of the trag-
edy in Minnesota, many of us are con-
cerned about bridges and those that are 
deficient. We have talked a lot about 
how to fund those, and I am afraid, as 
Congress often does, we ignore a seri-
ous problem until it is too late, and 
then we decide we want to throw a lot 
of money at it and we come riding in 
on white horses to fix the problem. 

I think we do need to look at the 
problem and what we can do at the 
Federal level, and I have an amend-
ment that I think will make the dol-
lars we spend go a lot further that I 
would like to present to Members this 
morning. But, first, I think we need to 
review a little of the situation we are 
in. 

I think we have all heard in the de-
bate that America has many bridges we 
have deemed structurally deficient or 
functionally obsolete. My amendment 
addresses these particular bridges. 
There are over 150,000 bridges in the 
country today—or over 20 percent of 
our total bridges—that fall under the 
classification of structurally deficient 
and functionally obsolete. 

Every day in this country, right now, 
people are going to work and filling up 
their gas tanks. Over 18 cents of every 
gallon they put in their tanks is a Fed-
eral tax that comes to us. That tax was 
actually started many years ago when 
we wanted to build the Interstate High-
way System in this country. It started 
at a much lower level. I think most of 
us know the Interstate Highway Sys-
tem is basically complete. Yet we have 
continued to take that tax and raise it 
over the years. So what we are doing is 
taking money from the States and 
bringing it to Washington. The prob-
lem is that very little of that actually 
gets back for the maintenance of 
bridges in our States. 

To start off with, a lot of States, the 
majority of States in this country, 
don’t get back what they send. We call 
them donor States. South Carolina is 
one of the donor States. We will send 
our tax to Washington and, for years, 
we have gotten back less than 90 cents 
on a dollar. This clearly hurts our 
State. But what does come back comes 
back with a lot of red tape and regula-
tions that prevent the dollars from 
going as far as they could. 

What has happened in South Carolina 
and many other States is that in order 
to get those Federal dollars back, we 
have had to match them with our State 
dollars. For years, we have taken 
money out of our maintenance funds 
for roads and bridges and used it to 
match the Federal dollars. But the 
Federal dollars have to be used in par-
ticular ways that are not necessarily 
for the maintenance of roads and 
bridges. Even more important are all of 
the earmarks we put in the Transpor-

tation bill, earmarks for bridges to no-
where or a Big Dig in Boston, and these 
earmarks usually have to be matched 
at a higher level to get those dollars, 
and they have to then be used in the 
way the earmark prescribes. 

We have looked through a lot of past 
bills and found very few earmarks that 
are to maintain and improve bridges. 
They are for new projects and things 
on which we can do press releases. But 
the bottom line is this: Less than 40 
cents on a dollar that we send to Wash-
ington actually ends up helping to 
maintain roads and bridges. That is a 
problem. 

Now, there are a lot of things we can 
do, and I have identified one I would 
like us to focus on today. It is the old 
law called the Davis-Bacon provision. 
It actually started during the Depres-
sion, when many companies were hun-
gry to get business, and so they sharp-
ened their pencils and gave lower bids 
to cities, and the larger companies 
didn’t like that. So they created the 
Davis-Bacon law, which actually allows 
the Federal Government to set the 
wages of companies when they are 
doing Federal work. 

What happens in most parts of the 
country, such as South Carolina, when 
a small company—perhaps a minority- 
owned company—may be trying to 
compete with a large company, they 
will come in with a lower bid, but then 
they have to allow the Federal Govern-
ment to set the wages. We call it pre-
vailing wages, but it may not be the 
prevailing wage in South Carolina. The 
American Association of Builders and 
Contractors has estimated that the 
Davis-Bacon provision raises the cost 
of construction from 5 percent to 38 
percent. Just think of that. Think of 
that money and how it could be multi-
plied if that provision was not part of 
the equation for maintaining and get-
ting these obsolete and structurally de-
ficient bridges in better order. 

That is what this amendment is 
about. It is not an unprecedented idea. 
President Bush realized during Katrina 
that we had to do a lot of work and get 
a lot of firms in action—small firms. 
All these firms have already worked 
out the salaries with their employees. 
Some may be revenue sharing and not 
related to salary. But as long as Davis- 
Bacon is in order, those firms have to 
wait for the Federal Government to 
tell them what to pay their employees 
so they can then bid a job. It slows the 
whole process. So during Katrina, the 
President waived it, and during Hurri-
cane Andrew, after that we waived the 
Davis-Bacon provision so that the 
money could go further and the re-
building could take place quicker. 

My amendment is very simple in that 
it focuses particularly on bridges that 
have already been designated struc-
turally deficient or functionally obso-
lete. For 1 year only, we waive this 
Davis-Bacon provision so that the 

States and municipalities around this 
country can take the Federal money 
that is provided and make it go further 
to fix these bridges—to build new ones 
in some cases—and to allow them to 
move quicker and not wait for some 
Federal bureaucrat to tell them what 
to pay their employees in order to get 
a job from the city. 

Anyone in business, particularly in 
the construction-related business, 
knows that it sometimes is feast or 
famine; you either have too much work 
or you don’t have any. Many times, a 
municipal government or State govern-
ment can get a lot lower bid and get 
work done much quicker if they are al-
lowed to take those low bids. Unfortu-
nately, the way we have it set up with 
Davis-Bacon, we force such a bureauc-
racy, we force these particular salaries 
on these companies that may have dif-
ferent arrangements with their em-
ployees, and it slows the whole process. 
Just think—we are talking about a 38- 
percent increase in cost, in some cases, 
just because of Davis-Bacon. 

So I would encourage my colleagues 
to consider this amendment. We are 
not talking about getting rid of Davis- 
Bacon forever, although I think that is 
something we should perhaps consider. 
But this is just a 1-year waiving of 
Davis-Bacon specifically for the repair 
and maintenance of structurally defi-
cient and functionally obsolete bridges. 
If we do this, I think the public will get 
a lot more for their tax dollars, we will 
get this work done a lot quicker, and it 
makes a whole lot more sense than 
raising the Federal gas tax. That is 
kind of the way Congress does things— 
we have a problem, so let’s just raise 
taxes and spend more money. In this 
case, we have about $4 for every $10 we 
spend that doesn’t go to what we say it 
does. If we can do a few things, like 
waive Davis-Bacon, the money we take 
from the public can go a whole lot fur-
ther. 

I encourage Members to vote for this 
amendment this morning. I hope the 
majority will not table it, because we 
have seen in Katrina and other trage-
dies that our money goes a lot further, 
the work gets done faster, and our 
goals as a Congress are met a lot soon-
er. 

Mr. President, I thank the chair-
woman for the time, and I yield the 
floor. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
is recognized. 

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. President, I 
thank the Senator from Washington 
for giving me an opportunity to make 
a response to the Senator from South 
Carolina on this issue of prevailing 
wage that guides the wage for Federal 
construction. 

This idea and concept goes back to 
the 1930s—1931. What is the prevailing 
wage? It is effectively the local average 
wage. Why was this decided, that we 
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are going to have the average wage? 
Because it was decided then, with a Re-
publican Congress, a Republican Con-
gress and Republican President, that 
we do not want the Federal Govern-
ment interfering with what is hap-
pening in local community wages. If 
they are going to be less in South Caro-
lina than they are in Massachusetts, 
they ought to use the local prevailing 
wage. 

Is this complicated? No, it is not 
complicated at all. All you have to do 
is go look on the Web and find out 
what the prevailing wage is in South 
Carolina and what it is in Boston, MA. 
This was the basic concept. 

What has been the result of having 
the prevailing wage? The prevailing 
wage gives assurances to families. The 
Federal highway system was such an 
extraordinary national system devel-
oped and proposed by President Eisen-
hower. It has meant all the difference 
to the American economy. What the 
Davis-Bacon program is saying is we 
are going to pay the average wage to 
workers under the Davis-Bacon pro-
gram, but those individuals who are 
going in those programs, by and large, 
almost all of them, have gone through 
various apprenticeship programs and 
are skilled workers. That is why the 
University of Utah study of nine south-
western and mountain States has 
pointed out that the cost of using 
Davis-Bacon was actually cheaper, less 
costly to the taxpayer than it would 
have been if they had not had pre-
vailing wages. An analysis of Federal 
Highway Administration data in 2004 
reached a similar conclusion—that 
states paying higher wages had lower 
highway construction costs and higher 
labor productivity. 

We want to make sure that when we 
have our highways and bridges, they 
are going to be safe and they are going 
to be secure and they are going to be 
made by those individuals who have 
the skills to do the job and do it right 
and do it well and do it for the protec-
tion of American families, whether it is 
the workers who drive in to work or 
the children who come back in the var-
ious buses from schools all over the 
community. That is what we are talk-
ing about—skilled work, competent 
work, on-time work done by people 
who have training and follow a very 
important tradition. These people are 
out there working night and day; in the 
cold of the winter working out there at 
night, and in the day in the heat of the 
summer. 

What is the average wage we are 
talking about in this whole debate? 
The median construction wage in this 
country is $35,000. Does that seem so 
outrageous, for someone who has a 
skill, $35,000? Are we going to try to 
say with all of the challenges and prob-
lems we have in our transportation 
system, this $35,000 is so much we want 
to try to reduce those wages for work-

ing men and women in this country? Is 
this so outrageous, with the challenges 
we have seen, in terms of what people 
are being paid in the United States of 
America today? Of course not. 

This is a very dangerous industry. 
More men and women are killed in con-
struction than in any other industry. 
Do you hear me? More men and women 
are killed in construction than in any 
other industry. Three times more men 
and women are killed in construction 
than the national average for other in-
dustries, and for some of those who are 
building bridges, it’s even more dan-
gerous. The fatality rate for structural 
iron and steel workers is 13 times more 
than the average industry. These are 
high-risk jobs and we are talking about 
paying people $35,000 a year? In terms 
of the important issues we are facing, 
it makes no sense. 

We want to make sure that when the 
Federal taxpayer dollar is expended, it 
is going to get quality work, it is going 
to get productivity, it is going to get 
results, it is going to have account-
ability. That is what Davis-Bacon has 
provided over the period of years. 

Mr. President, how much time do I 
have remaining? 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Senator has 51⁄2 minutes. 

Mr. KENNEDY. To show what the 
difference is in terms of prevailing 
wages for local workers, for iron-
workers in Greene, AL, the prevailing 
wage is $13.67 per hour. An ironworker 
in Greene, AL makes $21,872 a year. For 
ironworkers in Denver, CO, the pre-
vailing wage is $22.50, annually $36,000. 
In Des Moines, ironworkers make $20.60 
an hour; $32,960 per year. The average 
wage in El Paso is $12.03 an hour; they 
make $19,248, $19,248 a year. Are we try-
ing to say in Texas, in El Paso, we are 
going to try to undermine individual 
workers who are making $19,000? By 
and large most of them are skilled 
workers who have had apprenticeship 
programs. Is this the greatest chal-
lenge we are facing in our transpor-
tation system? No, it is not. 

The list goes on. This chart here 
shows construction is one of the most 
dangerous industries, with over 1,100 
fatalities and over 410,000 work-related 
injuries. This is a dangerous industry 
and that is why it is so important we 
have programs, apprenticeship pro-
grams to teach these workers their 
skills but also teach them safety and 
security. 

Regarding the injuries, prevailing 
wage laws lower construction injuries 
by 10 to 20 percent. If you have pre-
vailing wages, if they are put into 
place, the number of individuals who 
are going to be involved in injuries, 
death, and serious injuries is actually 
reduced. Why? Because these workers 
have skills and have better training. 
More injuries mean higher workers’ 
compensation costs. Without the Fed-
eral prevailing wage, workers would 

suffer up to 76,000 additional injuries 
leading to 675,000 more lost workdays. 

This hasn’t been an issue that has 
been a partisan issue. When this was 
passed in 1931, author James Davis was 
a Republican Senator and Robert 
Bacon, another author, was a Repub-
lican from the House of Representa-
tives. It was a Republican House ma-
jority that passed it. The Republican 
Senate passed the bill, and Republican 
President Herbert Hoover signed the 
bill into law. 

It is very simple. This is necessary 
because of the importance of having 
high-skilled work being done on the 
bridges and roads of this country. The 
American taxpayer’s dollar is a scarce 
dollar. We ought to make sure it is not 
going to be used by fly-by-night oper-
ations. We want to make sure those 
people who are going to receive it are 
going to have the skills and training to 
make sure the roads and bridges are 
going to be safe and secure. That is 
what Davis-Bacon does. It takes into 
consideration what the local wages are. 
Prevailing wages are published on the 
Internet. It is easy for any of the con-
struction companies to understand it. 
They all understand it. We don’t get 
complaints that they don’t understand 
it. It is just in many instances they 
would rather get fly-by-night oper-
ations. 

If you look at the various studies 
that have been done, time in and time 
out, about prevailing wages, whether it 
is from the University of Utah—not a 
flaming liberal kind of university— 
looking at the western States, when 
they had the prevailing wage versus 
not having the prevailing wage, they 
show that using the prevailing wage 
actually resulted in the savings of tax-
payer resources. 

I hope this amendment will not be 
accepted. We have a tried and true sys-
tem. We are talking about people, as I 
mentioned earlier, whose median in-
come is $35,000. It is not excessive. It is 
difficult to make a good living today, 
$35,000 today, when you look at the 
cost of health care, the cost of tuition, 
the cost of the gasoline, the cost of 
heating oil—if you live in our part of 
the country, $35,000 doesn’t go a long 
way. 

It does seem we want to make sure 
American taxpayers are going to get 
what their hard-earned taxes have been 
collected for and make sure they are 
going to be expended for skilled work. 
Davis-Bacon gives that assurance to 
working families. 

I see the Senator from Washington. I 
don’t know how much time I have, but 
I yield the remaining time to her. 

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, how 
much time remains? 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. One minute remains. 

Mrs. MURRAY. I thank the Senator 
from Massachusetts for his discussion 
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of the current pending DeMint amend-
ment. It seems to me it is our responsi-
bility to make sure our people who are 
working on these critically important 
infrastructure improvements are paid a 
prevailing wage and given the oppor-
tunity to care for their families as they 
care for all of us. 

Mr. President, at this point we yield 
back all of our time. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Senator from South Caro-
lina. 

Mr. DEMINT. How much time do I 
have remaining? 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. One minute remains. 

Mr. DEMINT. I appreciate the debate. 
I think it is important to have. Davis- 
Bacon does not make sites safer. It 
does not have anything to do with 
skilled workers. What it does is forces 
particularly small companies to re-
vamp how they bid projects, to change 
how they pay their people. The cost of 
that administration as well as waiting 
for the Federal Government—you can’t 
just go to the Internet. The Federal 
Government is going to have to ap-
prove what the prevailing wage is. It 
has been deemed not functional, what 
is taking place. What we are talking 
about is not a suspension of Davis- 
Bacon forever, but a recognition in the 
next years we want a lot more dollars 
to be applied to bridge maintenance, 
and by waiving Davis-Bacon for 1 year 
our dollars will go further and the 
work will be done quicker. 

I yield back the remainder of my 
time. 

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, Mem-
bers were notified last night the vote 
would begin at 9:30. We have no addi-
tional debate at this time. 

If the Senator from North Carolina 
has nothing to add, we are going to put 
in a quorum call until 9:30—unless he 
wishes to make any additional com-
ments? 

Mr. DEMINT. Mr. President, I think I 
needed to ask for the yeas and nays, 
and I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I 
move to table the DeMint amendment 
and ask for the yeas and nays. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Is there a sufficient second? 

There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond. 

The question is on agreeing to the 
motion. 

The clerk will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk called the roll. 
Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 

Senator from California (Mrs. BOXER), 

the Senator from New York (Mrs. CLIN-
TON), the Senator from Connecticut 
(Mr. DODD), and the Senator from Ha-
waii (Mr. INOUYE) are necessarily ab-
sent. 

Mr. LOTT. The following Senators 
are necessarily absent: the Senator 
from Idaho (Mr. CRAIG), the Senator 
from New Mexico (Mr. DOMENICI), and 
the Senator from Arizona (Mr. 
MCCAIN). 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Are there any other Senators in 
the Chamber desiring to vote? 

The result was announced—yeas 56, 
nays 37, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 334 Leg.] 

YEAS—56 

Akaka 
Baucus 
Bayh 
Biden 
Bingaman 
Bond 
Brown 
Byrd 
Cantwell 
Cardin 
Carper 
Casey 
Coleman 
Collins 
Conrad 
Dorgan 
Durbin 
Feingold 
Feinstein 

Harkin 
Johnson 
Kennedy 
Kerry 
Klobuchar 
Kohl 
Landrieu 
Lautenberg 
Leahy 
Levin 
Lieberman 
Lincoln 
McCaskill 
Menendez 
Mikulski 
Murkowski 
Murray 
Nelson (FL) 
Nelson (NE) 

Obama 
Pryor 
Reed 
Reid 
Rockefeller 
Salazar 
Sanders 
Schumer 
Smith 
Snowe 
Specter 
Stabenow 
Stevens 
Tester 
Voinovich 
Webb 
Whitehouse 
Wyden 

NAYS—37 

Alexander 
Allard 
Barrasso 
Bennett 
Brownback 
Bunning 
Burr 
Chambliss 
Coburn 
Cochran 
Corker 
Cornyn 
Crapo 

DeMint 
Dole 
Ensign 
Enzi 
Graham 
Grassley 
Gregg 
Hagel 
Hatch 
Hutchison 
Inhofe 
Isakson 
Kyl 

Lott 
Lugar 
Martinez 
McConnell 
Roberts 
Sessions 
Shelby 
Sununu 
Thune 
Vitter 
Warner 

NOT VOTING—7 

Boxer 
Clinton 
Craig 

Dodd 
Domenici 
Inouye 

McCain 

The motion was agreed to. 
Mrs. MURRAY. I move to reconsider 

the vote. 
Mr. KENNEDY. I move to lay that 

motion on the table. 
The motion to lay on the table was 

agreed to. 
AMENDMENTS NOS. 2812, 2813, AND 2814 EN BLOC 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. There will now be 2 minutes of 
debate evenly divided before a vote en 
bloc on amendments 2812 to 2814 offered 
by Mr. COBURN of Oklahoma. 

Who yields time? 
The Senator from Oklahoma. 
Mr. COBURN. Mr. President, this is a 

block of three amendments. It is not a 
great deal of money, but it certainly 
will send a message to the American 
people about our priorities. We can 
build a new visitors center in Lou-
isiana, where 7,000 people are still dis-
placed from Hurricanes Katrina and 
Rita. We can add on to a baseball sta-
dium which has already run over, and 

the money is to compensate for the 
overrun—a priority versus building 
bridges—or we can markedly expand 
and remodel a peace garden on our 
northern border. I would put forward to 
the body that these are not priorities 
right now. They are not priorities, 
when our true deficit this year is going 
to be about $400 billion. We are going 
to charge to it our kids. We have the 
largest deficit and out-of-compliance 
bridges in our history. Yet we are 
going to make a choice to spend money 
on these rather than higher priorities. 
The American people don’t have that 
luxury with their own budgets. We 
should not be taking that luxury with 
their money either. 

I yield the floor. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. The Senator from North Dakota. 
Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, this is 

another one of those amendments 
where the bureaucrats know best— 
don’t ask, don’t tell. These three 
projects are in Louisiana, Montana, 
and North Dakota. The International 
Peace Garden, built 75 years ago, is a 
national treasure between the United 
States and Canada. The buildings are 
in disrepair. The Government of Can-
ada says: We are prepared to make 
some investments. There is a $450,000 
earmark, congressionally directed 
spending, to make an investment. The 
Canadians say they will make invest-
ments, but we want the Americans to 
make investments as well. We would 
not want to invest in this national 
treasure; is that what we have come 
to? This makes no sense at all. My 
hope is that those who believe the bu-
reaucrats will know best about spend-
ing will understand this amendment is 
not worthy. These three projects have 
great merit. I believe the Congress will 
want to fund these projects with mod-
est funding. That is what we have done. 
I hope we will soundly reject the 
amendments offered by the Senator 
from Oklahoma. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Senator from Washington. 

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I 
move to table the amendments and ask 
for the yeas and nays. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Is there a sufficient second? 

There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond. 

The question is on the motion to 
table the Coburn amendments en bloc. 

The clerk will call the roll. 
The assistant legislative clerk called 

the roll. 
Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 

Senator from California (Mrs. BOXER), 
the Senator from New York (Mrs. CLIN-
TON), and the Senator from Con-
necticut (Mr. DODD) are necessarily ab-
sent. 

Mr. LOTT. The following Senators 
are necessarily absent: the Senator 
from Idaho (Mr. CRAIG) and the Senator 
from Arizona (Mr. MCCAIN). 
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The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. Are there any other Senators in 
the Chamber desiring to vote? 

The result was announced—yeas 63, 
nays 32, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 335 Leg.] 
YEAS—63 

Akaka 
Alexander 
Baucus 
Biden 
Bingaman 
Bond 
Brown 
Byrd 
Cantwell 
Cardin 
Carper 
Casey 
Cochran 
Collins 
Conrad 
Dole 
Domenici 
Dorgan 
Durbin 
Feingold 
Feinstein 

Grassley 
Harkin 
Inouye 
Johnson 
Kennedy 
Kerry 
Klobuchar 
Kohl 
Landrieu 
Lautenberg 
Leahy 
Levin 
Lieberman 
Lincoln 
McCaskill 
McConnell 
Menendez 
Mikulski 
Murkowski 
Murray 
Nelson (FL) 

Nelson (NE) 
Obama 
Pryor 
Reed 
Reid 
Rockefeller 
Salazar 
Sanders 
Schumer 
Smith 
Snowe 
Specter 
Stabenow 
Stevens 
Tester 
Vitter 
Voinovich 
Warner 
Webb 
Whitehouse 
Wyden 

NAYS—32 

Allard 
Barrasso 
Bayh 
Bennett 
Brownback 
Bunning 
Burr 
Chambliss 
Coburn 
Coleman 
Corker 

Cornyn 
Crapo 
DeMint 
Ensign 
Enzi 
Graham 
Gregg 
Hagel 
Hatch 
Hutchison 
Inhofe 

Isakson 
Kyl 
Lott 
Lugar 
Martinez 
Roberts 
Sessions 
Shelby 
Sununu 
Thune 

NOT VOTING—5 

Boxer 
Clinton 

Craig 
Dodd 

McCain 

The motion was agreed to. 
Mrs. MURRAY. I move to reconsider 

the vote. 
Mr. BOND. I move to lay that motion 

on the table. 
The motion to lay on the table was 

agreed to. 
SECTION 8 HOUSING PAYMENTS 

Mr. HARKIN. Mr. President, over the 
last 3 months a majority of project- 
based section 8 housing had payment 
disruptions with HUD not making 
timely payments under its contractual 
obligations to the owners of the hous-
ing facilities. As of the end of August, 
50 facilities had not received payments 
just in my State of Iowa. The pay-
ments not received cover 2,466 apart-
ments. Twenty-two percent of those 
projects were designated as ‘‘family 
projects,’’ and 78 percent are elderly or 
disabled projects or a combination of 
the two. Some of those facilities were 
still waiting for their June and July 
payments when the August payments 
failed to arrive. 

As of yesterday, I understand that 
about 20 projects in Iowa which have 
reached their contract expiration date 
at the end of June, July, or August 
still have not seen the routine work to 
renew the contracts, and payments 
have not been received in Iowa. I ex-
pect that Iowa is typical of the Nation 
in this regard. 

The failure to make timely payments 
not only results in added costs to own-

ers, it creates a chill on future invest-
ments in low-income housing. With 
that chill, I fear that the number of 
low-income housing units available to 
families and the elderly in need will be 
reduced. 

I urge that the committee work to 
provide for methods and requirements 
as well as financial resources so HUD 
will provide proper timely payments to 
all project-based section 8 projects in 
the coming fiscal year. I am particu-
larly concerned with the situation that 
may occur if the Congress passes one or 
more short-term continuing resolu-
tions for the beginning of the fiscal 
year. I would like to work with Chair-
man MURRAY and Senator BOND to ac-
complish these goals. 

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I 
agree that we have seen serious disrup-
tions in payments to project-based sec-
tion 8 facilities in recent months. That 
has caused real difficulties for many 
owners. I do believe that HUD needs to 
have processes in place that will make 
funding to project owners in as timely 
manner as possible. We also need to 
have funding in place where HUD can 
make its payments. I appreciate the 
Senators’ interest in this area, and we 
will work to avoid a repeat of what we 
have seen over the past 3 months. 

Mr. BOND. Mr. President, I raised 
this issue on the Senate floor on Mon-
day. I certainly believe this is a real 
difficulty, and I certainly believe HUD 
needs to meet its contractual obliga-
tions. I also agree that we need to cre-
ate provisions that will assure that 
HUD makes its housing assistance pay-
ments on time. 

Mrs. MCCASKILL. Mr. President, 
earlier today I voted on a motion to 
table an amendment offered by the 
Senator from Oklahoma to remove 
three earmarks from the Transpor-
tation Housing and Urban Development 
appropriations bill. Those projects to-
taled $1.35 million and were for eco-
nomic development efforts in North 
Dakota, Montana, and Louisiana. 

This was a difficult decision for me. I 
believe that the earmarking process in 
the past decade has ballooned out of 
control at a cost of billions of dollars 
to taxpayers. I don’t believe that all 
earmarks, per se, are bad, but that as a 
general policy, we need more trans-
parency in this process, and I believe 
that competitive and formula grants 
are a better way to assure that tax-
payer dollars are spent appropriately. 

However, I am uncomfortable with 
cherry-picking which earmarks are 
worthy and which ones are wasteful. 
There were dozens and dozens of ear-
marks totaling tens of millions of dol-
lars in this bill. Why pick on just 
three? 

I, however, did support an amend-
ment to take money designated for all 
of the earmarked transportation 
projects in this bill and transfer it to 
fund national urgent priorities such as 
emergency bridge repairs. 

This will be a long process to cut 
down, and even eliminate, many con-
gressional earmarks and other kinds of 
Government waste. Frankly, earmarks 
are just the easiest and most obvious 
target. Billions of dollars are spent 
every year by the Federal Government 
on no-bid contracts, for example. And 
we are nowhere near preventing this 
wasteful pattern of spending. 

But progress is being made on the 
earmark front. Congress passed a com-
prehensive ethics bill that provides 
more transparency in the earmark 
process. Due to pressure from the 
American public demanding change, we 
have seen fewer earmarks in this year’s 
appropriations bill. According to the 
administration’s Office of Management 
and Budget, this very Transportation- 
HUD bill contains half the amount of 
earmarks compared to its last version 
from 2006. 

However, there is still much work to 
be done, and as a fiscal conservative 
and former auditor, I will continue my 
efforts to fight to change the way the 
Federal Government does business with 
taxpayers’ dollars—whether it is Con-
gress or the administration. 

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, I rise 
to speak about two important issues 
addressed in this bill. 

Thank you, Mr. President, and I 
would like to thank Senators MURRAY 
and BOND for their leadership on this 
bill. This bill will make America safer 
and stronger by improving our trans-
portation and housing infrastructure. 

First, I would like to discuss the need 
for FAA modernization. My amend-
ment would convey the sense of the 
Senate on the issue of FAA moderniza-
tion. For too long, the FAA has been 
derelict in its duty on this important 
aspect of public safety. 

Something is wrong when the thou-
sands of everyday Americans with GPS 
devices in their cars are working off 
what appear to be more modern naviga-
tion systems than the FAA. 

My amendment makes clear that this 
delay in implementing a modern air 
traffic control system threatens both 
the safety of our air passengers and the 
economy by delaying thousands of 
business and recreational passengers 
each day. 

This amendment makes clear that 
the FAA must act now and fully imple-
ment the modernization system using 
the resources allocated in this bill to 
keep our skies safe. 

The committee took a significant 
step forward in this bill by providing 
hundreds of millions of dollars for mod-
ernization. I thank them for their com-
mitment to this issue, and now it is 
time for the FAA to step up to the 
plate and do their share. 

We should urge the FAA to move as 
quickly as possible in implementing 
the modernization system to finally 
put an end to the endless delays and 
dangerous near misses on our Nation’s 
runways and in our skies. 
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Next, I would like to discuss the 

subprime crisis in the Senate about the 
need to assist the many families facing 
foreclosure as their subprime loans 
reset to unaffordable levels. 

I have been studying this issue for 
some time. The mortgage industry has 
become the Wild West, and far too 
many homeowners have gotten caught 
up in the teaser-rate promises of 
subprime mortgages only to be dev-
astated when they reset to higher, 
unaffordable levels. 

I have concluded that one of the best 
tools we have in helping to avoid this 
upcoming wave of foreclosures is the 
efforts of nonprofit organizations spe-
cializing in foreclosure avoidance and 
homeowner counseling. 

So I would like to thank Senators 
MURRAY and BOND for responding to 
my request for additional resources by 
allocating $100 million for those non-
profits to assist homeowners who are 
facing foreclosures. An estimated 2 
million mortgages are scheduled to 
reset to higher interest rates in the 
next 12 months. This will mean a dev-
astatingly high number of foreclosures, 
unless major action is taken. 

But because there are so many dis-
tressed homeowners right now, the 
nonprofits are overwhelmed. Some 
have already received more calls for 
help this year than they did all of last 
year, and things are likely to get worse 
before they get better. The non-profits 
simply do not have the resources to 
deal with this crisis. The home mort-
gage market is in a state of emergency, 
and these nonprofits are our best- 
equipped first responders. We ought to 
lend them a hand. 

This investment will pay for itself 
many times over, through the avoid-
ance of foreclosures and the pain and 
suffering they cost this country, both 
in economic and noneconomic terms. 

But government alone cannot solve 
this problem. It will require a major 
commitment by others as well, particu-
larly those banks and mortgage 
servicers which have the ability, 
through loan modifications and 
refinancings, to help homeowners avoid 
foreclosures. These lenders and 
servicers made plenty of money while 
the housing markets were good, and I 
believe it is time for them to pitch in 
to help avoid the consequences of their 
actions, which contributed to this cur-
rent crisis. 

This is why I have asked the coun-
try’s major mortgage lenders and 
mortgage servicers to increase their ef-
forts to help subprime borrowers avoid 
foreclosure. I have also asked them to 
also provide monetary commitments to 
the nonprofits, which everyone ac-
knowledges are key to solving this 
problem. 

For the millions of Americans at risk 
of losing their homes, these nonprofits 
can provide shelter from the fore-
closure storm. 

This is a bipartisan solution to a bi-
partisan problem. 

I am encouraged that my colleague, 
Senator BOND, agrees that we need 
more resources devoted to this prob-
lem. I agree that $100 million more dol-
lars is a good thing. I am concerned, 
however, that the conditions put on 
this money may restrict its most bene-
ficial uses. I want to be sure that all 
the funds we dedicate are used to help 
keep every family possible in their 
homes, and I look forward to con-
tinuing to work with the committee to 
ensure that the funds in this amend-
ment can do just that. 

This subprime crisis is a danger to 
the housing market and the market as 
a whole, and efforts and resources at 
all levels of government and in the pri-
vate sector should be devoted to alle-
viating this ongoing problem. 

Finally, I would like to applaud my 
friend and colleague, Senator MURRAY, 
whose leadership and determination 
were instrumental in getting $1 billion 
of additional funding for bridge re-
placement and rehabilitation. 

This amendment addresses what we 
have known for far too long—we have 
been neglecting our infrastructure for 
far too long. 

The disaster in Minnesota was a 
wake-up call to get our Nation’s trans-
portation infrastructure in order. For 
far too long, highways and bridges in 
New York and across the country have 
been allowed to degrade to the point of 
dangerous disrepair. 

As I have said before after similar 
disasters, we must learn from them and 
fix the problems that caused them. We 
can no longer afford to neglect our 
aging highways and bridges in older 
cities. 

This amendment goes a long way in 
learning from this disaster and fixing 
serious problems in our Nation’s infra-
structure. I commend Senator MURRAY 
for her leadership. 

I was proud to be a cosponsor of this 
amendment and look forward to work-
ing with Senator MURRAY on further 
projects in the future. 

I look forward to working with the 
committee on my amendments and to 
finishing this bill which represents, for 
the first time in a long time, the re-
sources our country needs to support 
its infrastructure, transportation and 
housing positions. 

(At the request of Mr. REID, the fol-
lowing statement was ordered to be 
printed in the RECORD.) 
∑ Mrs. CLINTON. Mr. President, this 
Transportation/HUD appropriations 
bill for fiscal year 2008 crafted under 
the leadership of Chairman PATTY 
MURRAY makes key investments in our 
Nation’s highway systems, aviation 
system, passenger rail, and provides 
housing services for those in need, the 
elderly and our veterans. 

This legislation allocates over $100 
billion for the Department of Transpor-

tation, the Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration, FAA, and for Housing and 
Urban Development. According to the 
U.S. Department of Transportation, for 
every $1 billion that is spent on trans-
portation, 47,500 jobs are created. In 
this legislation over $40 billion is in-
vested in our Nation’s highway system 
for construction of new roads, repairs 
and improvements. This legislation 
will create tens of thousands of new 
jobs, improve safety to our highways 
and bridges—and will go a long ways to 
strengthen and grow our Nation’s econ-
omy. 

I am proud that my Senate col-
leagues voted to include $1 billion in 
Federal funding to aid in the repair and 
maintenance of America’s bridges, 
which would include an additional $100 
million for New York State’s aging 
bridges. The bridge collapse in Min-
nesota is a sober reminder of the tragic 
results that can occur when our infra-
structure needs are not met. New York 
State has more than 17,000 highway 
bridges, with 12 percent classified as 
structurally deficient, and 26 percent 
classified as functionally obsolete and 
this additional funding is vital to my 
State of New York. 

Several of my colleagues on the other 
side of the aisle sought to pass an 
amendment that would have repealed 
Davis-Bacon protections for construc-
tion workers involved in bridge recon-
struction on structurally deficient 
bridges—an act that puts both our 
workers and our Nation at risk. I was 
disappointed by this attempt to under-
mine our workers’ safety, and heart-
ened that the bill does not contain this 
amendment. The tragic collapse of a 
major highway bridge in Minneapolis 
this year illustrates just how critical it 
is for our roads and bridges to be con-
structed with the safest and highest 
quality workmanship. 

Year after year the administration 
has attempted to bankrupt Amtrak. 
And again, I am proud that the Senate 
has rejected the President’s proposal 
that would have pushed Amtrak into 
bankruptcy. Amtrak plays a vital role 
in our Nation’s transportation system, 
especially for New Yorkers and those 
along the Northeast corridor. In an era 
of record gas prices, congested high-
ways, and record delays and congestion 
for the flying public, the role of Am-
trak has become more important and it 
must receive the necessary funding to 
continue services and improve railway 
infrastructure. 

This legislation also contains vital 
funding for the Federal Aviation Ad-
ministration, including much needed 
funding to pay for infrastructure needs 
at airports throughout New York, as 
well as funding for new technology to 
reduce delays and congestion at our 
Nation’s airports. This summer, the 
flying public has seen record delays at 
our airports and it is imperative that 
we resolve this problem as soon as pos-
sible. I am proud that the Senate 
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unanimously confirmed my bipartisan 
amendment requiring the Department 
of Transportation to develop a plan 
how the FAA will alleviate congestion 
and delays in the New York/New Jer-
sey/Philadelphia airspace by next sum-
mer. 

In addition to the funding for Trans-
portation, this legislation provides des-
perately needed funds for more afford-
able housing and would provide hous-
ing for our homeless veterans, the el-
derly, and those in need. This legisla-
tion provides over $2 billion more than 
the President’s request for programs 
under Housing and Urban Develop-
ment. The legislation rejects the Bush 
administration’s cuts to housing for 
the low-income elderly, as well as the 
administration’s plan to eliminate 
Hope VI, a program that revitalizes 
neighborhoods by replacing outdated 
public housing in disrepair with new 
mixed-income housing. 

We still have work to do to improve 
our transportation systems. Airport 
delays in just a few years will cost our 
economy more than $30 billion every 
year and nationwide, poor road condi-
tions and traffic congestion cost Amer-
ican drivers more than $110 billion each 
year in wasted fuel and lost time. 
There is a more than $1.6 trillion long- 
term infrastructure gap to fill—as a 
nation—we need to invest in our future 
again. I urge the President to remove 
his veto threat and sign this legislation 
into law as quickly as possible so that 
these needed funds can be used to im-
prove our Nation’s aging infrastructure 
as quickly as possible.∑ 
∑ Mr. MCCAIN. Mr. President, the bill 
before us is a budget buster. It is over 
$3 billion above the President’s budget 
request and contains numerous ear-
marked projects, worth over $2 billion. 
It should be soundly rejected. 

Funding for transportation infra-
structure and transportation safety is 
of enormous importance and I know all 
of us support doing what we can to im-
prove our Nation’s transportation sys-
tem, from our roads and bridges to our 
air service. The tragic bridge collapse 
in Minnesota in August was a harsh re-
minder of just how critical our respon-
sibilities are to balance competing 
transportation funding needs. But we 
simply must do so in a fiscally respon-
sible manner. The Senate’s action Mon-
day to increase the obligation limita-
tion for the highway trust fund by $1 
billion is not the answer nor was it re-
sponsible. It might have been politi-
cally expedient, but it is not the an-
swer. 

We cannot afford to simply spend 
more and more of taxpayers’ hard- 
earned dollars without consequences. It 
is time for Congress to start making 
choices among competing priorities, 
just as American families do each 
month with their family budgets. In 
this bill, we are not underfunding 
transportation; we are misdirecting in-

frastructure funding to earmarked 
projects that are questionable and cer-
tainly not urgently needed. 

According to the Reason Founda-
tion’s 16th Annual Highway Perform-
ance Report, 24 percent of our Nation’s 
bridges were deficient or obsolete in 
2005. Minnesota actually ranked 5th 
best in the Nation, yet we watched 
with horror as one of the State’s major 
thoroughfares crumbled from disrepair. 
The Wall Street Journal reported on 
August 22, 2007, that a week before the 
bridge collapse, a Congressman from 
Minnesota inserted over $10 million in 
earmarks for rail transit, bike trails 
and the ‘‘Kids Peace Mesabi Academy,’’ 
but not a penny for bridge or infra-
structure repair. 

In addition to our aging bridges, our 
Interstate Highway System is over 50 
years old and not equipped to handle 
today’s traffic levels. So what has Con-
gress done in response to this reality? 
We have increased earmarking of our 
highway program funding by a stag-
gering level: The 1982 highway bill in-
cluded 10 demonstration projects total-
ing $386 million; the 1987 highway bill 
included 152 demonstration projects to-
taling $1.4 billion; the 1991 highway bill 
included 538 location-specific projects 
totaling $6.1 billion; the 1998 highway 
bill included 1,850 earmarked projects 
totaling $9.3 billion; and the 2005 high-
way bill included over 5,634 earmarked 
projects totaling $21.6 billion. 

So instead of allowing states the 
ability to allocate their highway dol-
lars to their most pressing needs, like 
deficient bridges, we are funding a sig-
nificantly higher level of bike paths 
and highway beautification projects 
and sidewalk improvements. When will 
we learn? When will we learn that this 
is not what the American people want 
or deserve from their elected represent-
atives. How many more infrastructure 
tragedies will occur before we change 
our earmarking ways? 

Instead of raising the gas taxes, as 
some Members of Congress have sug-
gested, for the millions of Americans 
who are already paying more for gas 
than ever before, the Federal and State 
governments must prioritize transpor-
tation spending to focus on projects 
with the most need rather than build-
ing ‘‘bridges to nowhere.’’ If Congress 
fails to recover from its addiction to 
earmarks, then crumbling bridges, con-
gested highways, and crowded airports 
will continue much to the detriment of 
all Americans. 

Congress recently passed an ethics 
reform bill that requires the disclosure 
of the authorship of earmarks. Ninety- 
one Members of this body requested 
transportation earmarks in this appro-
priations bill. For example, this bill 
contains $4 million for a bridge in Ar-
kansas that does not appear in the Ar-
kansas State transportation improve-
ment plan, thereby questioning its ne-
cessity. The bill also includes almost $2 

million for a study on the effects of 
dust suppressant chemicals on Federal 
highways, $2 million above the admin-
istration’s request for volcano moni-
toring in Alaska, and $2 million to pre-
vent the frequent U turns at the gates 
of the Los Alamos labs in New Mexico. 

Of course, the bill includes a wide 
range of transportation earmarks. The 
bill also contains $8 million for airport 
improvements to Cape Cod and Nan-
tucket, $2.5 million for improvements 
at the Niagara Falls International Air-
port, and $1.5 million for improvements 
at the airport in Palm Springs, CA. No 
doubt these popular tourist destina-
tions could have helped to pay for 
these improvements themselves rather 
then requiring all taxpayers to sub-
sidize such marvelous destinations that 
many taxpayers may never be able to 
afford to visit. 

The bill also provides $3.5 million to 
construct an airport in Akutan, AK— 
population 767—when an alternative 
airport is less than 55 miles away and 
$1 million for airport improvements at 
Lewis University, IL, for its 1,000 stu-
dents. There are also earmarks for 
ferry service, such as $1 million for 
Nassau County, NY, which is the sixth 
richest county in the Nation. Again, 
taxpayers nationwide must support and 
sustain these projects despite their use 
by a few. 

The underlying bill provides funding 
for the Department of Transportation’s 
1-year pilot program that would allow 
a maximum of 100 Mexican trucks to 
enter and travel to a single destination 
in the United States this year. This 
pilot program is the result of planning 
and preparation over the past 14 years. 
NAFTA, passed by Congress in 1993 and 
signed into law by President Clinton in 
1994, mandated the opening of our 
southern border to Mexican trucking 
operations. Congress set forth strin-
gent preconditions for opening the bor-
der in section 350 of the fiscal year 2002 
transportation appropriations bill, and 
DOT complied with all 22 of those re-
quirements. The Inspector General has 
reported five times that the Depart-
ment has substantially met those safe-
ty requirements. It is now time to 
allow these two countries to move for-
ward with this 1-year pilot program 
that will have numerous economic ben-
efits for the two nations. Unfortu-
nately, the Senate has voted 74 to 24 to 
prevent the pilot from going forward. 
As such, we continue to fall short of 
abiding by the obligations we com-
mitted to when we approved NAFTA. 

In addition to my concerns with the 
transportation title, this bill provides 
more than $3 billion above the Presi-
dent’s budget request for the Depart-
ment of Housing and Urban Develop-
ment. Like previous years, the accom-
panying report contains an enormous 
number of earmarks in the Economic 
Development Initiative and neighbor-
hood initiative accounts to the tune of 
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more than 300 earmarks totaling near-
ly $300 million. 

Again, I would like to express my dis-
appointment that Senate leadership 
has brought to the floor a bill that is $3 
billion over the administration’s re-
quest containing hundreds of ear-
marks. Rightly, the administration has 
announced that the President will veto 
this bill unless its price tag is reduced. 
That is the correct action. 

During my recent travels around the 
Nation, I hear again and again from 
citizens who are fed up with pork bar-
rel spending and yet, Congress fails to 
listen. It is a shame, and I can only 
hope that the American people will 
join me in expressing their displeasure 
with this bill.∑ 

Mr. FEINGOLD. Mr. President, I am 
pleased to support passage of the 
Transportation, Housing and Urban De-
velopment appropriations bill for fiscal 
year 2008. This bill provides critical 
funding for many of our Nation’s essen-
tial programs, including housing for 
low-income families, community and 
economic development programs, and 
transportation needs. 

Affordable housing is becoming less, 
not more, available in the United 
States. Research shows that the num-
ber of families facing severe housing 
cost burdens grew by almost 2 million 
households between 2001 and 2004. Addi-
tionally, one in three families spends 
more than 30 percent of its earnings on 
housing costs. The National Alliance to 
End Homelessness reports that at least 
500,000 Americans are homeless every 
day and 2 million to 3 million Ameri-
cans are homeless for various lengths 
of time each year. Cities, towns, and 
rural communities across the country 
are confronting a lack of affordable 
housing for their citizens. This is not 
an issue that confronts just one region 
of the Nation or one group of Ameri-
cans. Decent and affordable housing is 
essential to the well-being of Ameri-
cans, and the Federal Government 
must provide adequate assistance to 
our citizens to ensure that all Ameri-
cans can afford to live in safe and af-
fordable housing. 

This legislation provides critical 
funding for the section 8 voucher pro-
gram. The section 8 Housing Choice 
Voucher Program, originally created in 
1974, is now the largest Federal housing 
program in terms of HUD’s budget with 
approximately 2 million vouchers cur-
rently authorized. Yet the current 
number of vouchers does not come 
close to meeting the demand that ex-
ists in communities around our coun-
try. I am pleased this Senate bill con-
tains funding for new vouchers for 
homeless veterans and disabled fami-
lies. This funding for new vouchers is a 
step in the right direction, but Con-
gress needs to do much more to fund 
the section 8 program in the coming 
months and years to help ensure that 
funding levels for the program meet 

the demonstrated need for the pro-
gram. 

I am pleased that this bill rejected 
many of the suggested cuts in the 
President’s budget request. This bill 
provides $100 million for the Hope VI 
program, a program dedicated to reha-
bilitating our Nation’s public housing. 
Many public housing authorities 
throughout the country, including in 
Milwaukee, have done great work with 
Hope VI dollars, and I am pleased the 
Senate rejected the President’s cut to 
this important program. 

This legislation also provides in-
creased funding for the Home Invest-
ment Partnerships Program, HOME, a 
program created in 1990 to assist States 
and local communities in producing af-
fordable housing for low-income fami-
lies. HOME is a grant program that al-
lows participating jurisdictions the 
flexibility to use funds for new produc-
tion, preservation, and rehabilitation 
of existing housing stock. Increased 
funding for HOME will help local com-
munities, including those in Wisconsin, 
work to increase the availability of af-
fordable housing stock in our country. 

I was pleased the Senate included my 
amendment calling on HUD to report 
on its funding needs for the section 8 
project-based rental assistance pro-
gram. In the past few months, many 
housing providers participating in the 
project-based program have not re-
ceived their housing assistance pay-
ments from HUD as scheduled. Both 
HUD and OMB need to closely examine 
their budgeting process for the project- 
based program to try to ensure these 
late payments do not occur in the fu-
ture. I have heard from housing pro-
viders who are worried about how they 
will afford their mortgage payments 
and utility bills without timely pay-
ments from HUD. My amendment calls 
on HUD to provide Congress with an 
accurate accounting of the costs to 
completely fund all project-based con-
tracts. I hope HUD will provide de-
tailed information to Congress so we 
can address the shortfall this program 
is facing and help ensure that housing 
providers receive their payments from 
HUD. 

I was pleased to support the invest-
ment in our vital transportation infra-
structure in this legislation. After the 
tragic collapse of the I–35W bridge in 
Minnesota, I also supported providing 
the specific funds to rebuild this road-
way and dedicating additional funds 
through the Murray amendment for 
the acute problem of structurally defi-
cient bridges throughout the Nation. 

While this funding directed toward 
deficient bridges was an appropriate 
short-term investment, I would have 
concerns if it became a long-term pol-
icy. This concern is because shifting 
Federal funds toward the roads and 
bridges that have been the least well 
maintained can be a disincentive for 
States to make proper investments of 

their own and could result in a shift of 
funding from States, like Wisconsin, 
that have voluntarily made higher in-
vestments in their transportation in-
frastructure and have fewer deficient 
structures to States that have not 
made a similar level of investment. 
Wisconsin’s rate of return on the Fed-
eral fund to address deficient bridges is 
only 42 cents on a dollar paid in from 
Wisconsin taxpayers. I have fought for 
years to secure a fair rate of return for 
Wisconsinites from the highway trust 
fund after decades of us being a donor 
State and would oppose a long-term 
policy of shifting funds from States 
that have kept up with their road and 
bridge maintenance to those that have 
not. 

I supported the Dorgan/Specter 
amendment to prevent the implemen-
tation of the administration’s new 
pilot program for Mexican trucks be-
cause the program raises serious safety 
and environmental concerns and could 
depress U.S. wages for truckers. This 
program is just another symptom of 
failed trade policies like NAFTA. Our 
trade policies should allow us to estab-
lish and enforce our own public safety, 
health, and environmental safeguards, 
which benefit American businesses, 
workers, and consumers, instead of 
helping to ship millions of jobs over-
seas. 

I am disappointed the President has 
issued a veto threat on this appropria-
tions bill. This legislation provides 
necessary funding for a number of im-
portant Federal programs to improve 
the quality of life in our Nation’s com-
munities, including infrastructure and 
housing needs. Many American fami-
lies are depending on the program 
funding included in this bill. I hope the 
President will reconsider and remove 
his veto threat on this important legis-
lation. 

(At the request of Mr. REID, the fol-
lowing statement was ordered to be 
printed in the RECORD.) 
∑ Mr. DODD. Mr. President, I rise to 
speak on the fiscal year 2008 Transpor-
tation-HUD appropriations bill, which 
was passed by the Senate earlier today. 

I would like to begin by thanking 
Chairwoman MURRAY and Ranking 
Member BOND. Crafting legislation 
that seeks to meet the transportation 
and housing needs of our Nation is no 
easy feat, and I commend the hard 
work of the chairwoman, the ranking 
member, my colleagues on the sub-
committee, and their staffs. 

The legislation passed by the Senate 
provides nearly $105 billion for the up-
coming fiscal year. Almost $66 billion 
is allocated to the Department of 
Transportation and nearly $39 billion is 
allocated to the Department of Hous-
ing and Urban Development. 

I would like to speak on some of the 
transit and housing provisions in this 
legislation that fall under the Banking 
Committee’s jurisdiction. 
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I note that although this bill pro-

vides an increase in transit funding 
over fiscal year 2007, it does not fund 
transit at the level authorized in the 
Safe, Accountable, Flexible, Efficient 
Transportation Equity Act: A Legacy 
for Users, SAFETEA–LU, the surface 
transportation authorization bill which 
Congress passed just 2 years ago. Safe 
and efficient transit systems provide 
significant benefits both to transit rid-
ers and to others in the community, in-
cluding employers, property owners, 
and automobile drivers. In fact, the 
Texas Transportation Institute has es-
timated that transit saves Americans 
over $18 billion a year by reducing the 
amount of time we spend in traffic. 
Moreover, in this era of high gasoline 
prices, public transportation provides 
an additional benefit: according to 
economists Robert Shapiro and Kevin 
Hassett, public transportation saves 
more than 855 million gallons of gaso-
line a year, helping to reduce our de-
pendence on foreign oil. Transit rider-
ship is at its highest level in 40 years, 
and strong support for transit is essen-
tial in light of this increasing demand. 
I hope that this shortfall will be ad-
dressed by the conference committee. 

I would like to thank Senators MUR-
RAY and BOND, as well as my ranking 
member on the Banking Committee, 
Senator SHELBY, for working with me 
to include an amendment related to 
the Federal Transit Administration’s 
proposed rule implementing the New 
Starts program. Through the New 
Starts program, the Federal Govern-
ment helps to fund major transit in-
vestments in communities around the 
country. The proposed rule fails to fol-
low SAFETEA–LU in several material 
respects, and at the same time, intro-
duces new concepts that were not au-
thorized in SAFETEA–LU. This amend-
ment makes clear that the FTA’s fail-
ure to follow the law is unacceptable. 

I am pleased that this bill provides 
additional funding, above the Presi-
dent’s request, for many critical hous-
ing and community development pro-
grams. Unfortunately, the administra-
tion continues to request insufficient 
funds for these programs, and, in fact, 
each year has asked Congress to cut 
programs that assist our Nation’s most 
vulnerable—children, seniors, and 
those with disabilities. Each year, we 
attempt to restore these cuts, and this 
year is no exception. Chairwoman MUR-
RAY, and Ranking Member BOND, 
strong supporters of these programs, 
have, once again, successfully restored 
most of the cuts, helping to ensure 
that low-income families will have 
safe, decent and affordable housing in 
strong communities. 

The housing programs funded in this 
bill assist millions of families around 
our country. Without housing assist-
ance, many families would lack the 
stability to find and retain employ-
ment, and many children would be un-

able to adequately perform in school 
because of multiple moves or health 
problems resulting from inadequate 
housing, including asthma, poor nutri-
tion and lead poisoning. 

The wages of working families have 
not kept pace with housing costs. On 
average, a family in our country must 
earn $16.31 per hour at a full-time job 
in order to afford a modest 2-bedroom 
apartment without foregoing other 
basic needs. This amount is three times 
the minimum wage. In my home State 
of Connecticut, the wage needed to af-
ford a modest 2-bedroom apartment is 
almost 4 times the minimum wage. 
This significant gap between the wages 
of low-income earners and housing 
costs makes evident that housing as-
sistance is necessary for many working 
Americans. 

This bill restores funding to the pub-
lic housing program, which houses over 
1.2 million of our Nation’s lowest-in-
come families. The public housing pro-
gram has been targeted by this admin-
istration for deep cuts each year, and 
has lost hundreds of millions of dollars 
over the last 7 years. This year, the ad-
ministration sought cuts to public 
housing funding of almost $500 million. 
The bill before us restores these cuts, 
increasing funding for the Public Hous-
ing Capital Fund by $61 million, the 
Operating Fund by $336 million, and re-
storing funding for the successful Hope 
VI program. Even these levels of fund-
ing are lower than what is realistically 
needed by public housing agencies to 
operate all of their units, but we are 
pleased to see these increases. 

The bill we passed also increases 
funding for the Section 8 housing 
voucher program to ensure that all 
families currently in the program can 
retain housing. In addition, the bill 
provides funding for vouchers for vet-
erans to make sure that American vet-
erans have access to stable and afford-
able housing. It is a national disgrace 
that veterans, who have defended our 
country, are unable to access housing 
assistance in their times of need, and I 
strongly support the efforts of Sen-
ators MURRAY and BOND to address this 
critical failure. 

The Section 8 housing voucher pro-
gram assists over 2 million families in 
affording rents in the private housing 
market. While the appropriators have 
done an exceptional job at protecting 
this program from budget cuts, a com-
bination of legislative language and ad-
ministrative changes have altered the 
funding formula in the Section 8 pro-
gram numerous times over the last sev-
eral years, leaving housing agencies 
without assurance that all of their 
units will be funded. I applaud Sen-
ators MURRAY and BOND for including 
language in this bill retaining the Sec-
tion 8 formula that was put in place 
last year—a formula that allocates 
funding in a reasonable way, and pro-
vides funding stability for housing 

agencies and the families they serve. I 
urge the chairwoman and ranking 
member to retain this formula 
throughout the whole appropriations 
process. 

This bill also ensures that programs 
to house seniors, people with disabil-
ities and people living with HIV/AIDS 
are fully funded. The President, aston-
ishingly, requested a cut of $160 million 
to the senior housing program, and a 
cut of $112 million to the housing pro-
gram for people with disabilities. I 
want to thank Chairwoman MURRAY 
and Ranking Member BOND for restor-
ing these significant and shortsighted 
cuts. 

The bill we passed also seeks to in-
crease funding for CDBG and the 
HOME program, two flexible sources of 
funds that communities use to house 
families across the income spectrum, 
provide rental assistance, rehabilitate 
housing and public facilities, provide 
and sustain homeownership opportuni-
ties, and restore and strengthen com-
munities. In this bill, CDBG funding 
has been increased by $288 million over 
last year’s funding level, and HOME 
has been increased by over $200 million, 
including an additional $100 million for 
housing counseling, specifically for 
counseling to prevent foreclosures, an 
increase I sought and strongly support. 

This $100 million is critical to help-
ing build the counseling infrastructure 
that can help tens of thousands of 
American families threatened with de-
fault and foreclosure save their homes, 
preserve their home equity, and main-
tain their dignity. As many of my col-
leagues know, the subprime mortgage 
market has been rife with abusive and 
predatory lending practices that have 
led to millions of Americans being 
trapped in adjustable rate mortgages, 
ARMs, with mortgage payments that 
will soon explode to unaffordable lev-
els. During hearings that I chaired in 
the Senate Banking, Housing, and 
Urban Affairs Committee, senior ex-
ecutives from some of the largest 
subprime lenders acknowledged that 
they knew, when their companies fund-
ed these loans, that many of these bor-
rowers could not afford these payments 
after the interest rates reset and pay-
ments increased. Yet, they made the 
loans and collected the fees. In most 
cases, the lenders sold these loans off 
to the secondary market. Today, these 
homeowners, and their communities, 
are paying a steep price in lost equity 
and falling home prices. 

In fact, the Center for Responsible 
Lending, CRL, released a report late 
last year predicting that 2.2 million 
families would lose their homes at a 
cost of $164 billion in hard-earned home 
equity. When this report was released, 
we heard howls of protest from many 
analysts and industry officials; yet, as 
the weeks and months go by, and each 
new round of foreclosure statistics are 
released, the CRL number looks more 
and more accurate. 
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The additional $100 million in coun-

seling funds will help organizations 
with the experience and expertise to 
work with lenders and servicers to 
reach out to borrowers early—prior to 
loan resets, if possible—to try to mod-
ify loans to make them affordable for 
the long-term. This effort is crucial— 
one industry study indicates that over 
6 million subprime borrowers, with 
over $1.5 trillion in home loans, will 
face mortgage loan resets in 2007 and 
beyond. Given the fact that we are al-
ready experiencing historically high 
foreclosure rates, we need to take deci-
sive action to keep hard-working 
Americans in their homes. 

While this bill helps to ensure that 
low- and moderate-income families can 
afford decent and safe housing, I am 
concerned with the level of funding 
provided for Section 8 project-based as-
sistance. This bill provides the level of 
funding requested by the administra-
tion; however, HUD recently alerted us 
that this is well below what is needed 
to pay for all project-based assistance 
contracts. Without adequate funding, 
property owners in the program will 
not be able to continue providing af-
fordable housing to low-income fami-
lies. I have called on the administra-
tion to immediately provide Congress 
with an estimate of the amount of 
funds needed to fully fund these con-
tracts for housing assistance, and yet 
we have not received this vital infor-
mation. If there is a shortfall in this 
program, we will have to address this 
problem. 

In closing, I would like mention a few 
additional initiatives funded under this 
bill. I am pleased that Amtrak has re-
ceived almost $1.4 billion in this legis-
lation—funding that will ensure the 
continuation of passenger rail service 
in this country. I am also pleased that 
Senators MURRAY and BOND agreed to 
an amendment I cosponsored with Sen-
ator CLINTON regarding the redesigning 
of airspace over greater New York. 
Over the past several months, I have 
voiced concern over the way the Fed-
eral Aviation Administration has pro-
posed redesigning airspace in the 
Northeast. While I am supportive of 
the idea to reduce the air traffic con-
gestion that currently plagues our 
country, I believe the FAA has an obli-
gation to submit redesign proposals 
that are transparent and allow for full 
and informed public comment. The 
amendment adopted in this legislation 
takes a step forward in that direction. 
Finally, I am pleased that this bill con-
tains vital resources for many impor-
tant transportation and economic revi-
talization initiatives in my home state. 
It is my hope this funding is retained 
as the Senate proceeds to a conference 
with the other Chamber.∑ 

Mr. LEVIN. Mr. President, I support 
the Senate Transportation, Housing 
and Urban Development, and related 
agencies appropriations bill for fiscal 

year 2008. This bill provides $105.6 bil-
lion in fiscal year 2008 for the Depart-
ment of Transportation, the Depart-
ment of Housing and Urban Develop-
ment, and a number of independent 
agencies. This legislation will improve 
road and bridge safety and address past 
shortfalls in spending on our Nation’s 
infrastructure and housing and eco-
nomic development needs. 

This bill provides $41.2 billion to the 
Federal-aid Highways Program for dis-
bursement to States and local govern-
ments to build, maintain, and repair 
highways, roads and bridges; $1.074 bil-
lion of which would go to Michigan. 

I supported an amendment which will 
provide increased funding for bridge re-
placement and rehabilitation. As a re-
sult of this amendment, Michigan 
would get an additional $23,539,287 for 
bridge replacement, bridge rehabilita-
tion, preventative maintenance, seis-
mic retrofitting, bridge inspections, 
and activities designed to protect 
bridges and extend their life spans. 

Mr. President, 78,000 bridges around 
the country have been identified as 
structurally deficient. Given the high 
number of bridges that are in need of 
urgent repair, which was made all the 
more apparent by the recent and tragic 
bridge collapse in Minneapolis, it is ap-
propriate for the Senate to direct more 
funding to address the urgency of this 
problem. 

The bill also provides $9.59 billion to 
operate America’s public transit sys-
tems around the country. 

Public housing needs have been sig-
nificantly underfunded over the past 
few years. I am pleased that this bill 
increased funding for the Department 
of Housing and Urban Development, 
HUD, to $38.74 billion. 

This bill increases funding to $4.2 bil-
lion for the public housing operating 
fund and to $2.5 billion for the public 
housing capital fund which will help 
provide assistance to low-income, dis-
abled, senior citizens, and families 
throughout the country. This bill also 
provides $735 million for the HUD sec-
tion 202 program and $237 million for 
the HUD section 811 program. These 
programs provide grants to nonprofits 
and community organizations for the 
development of rental assistance and 
supportive housing for very low-income 
seniors and people with disabilities. 

This bill would also provide $52 mil-
lion for fair housing activities through 
the Fair Housing Initiatives Program 
and the Fair Housing Assistance Pro-
gram. Over 4 million fair housing viola-
tions occur each year in the United 
States, and these programs play a vital 
role in addressing housing discrimina-
tion in our country. 

Since fiscal year 2001, funding for the 
Community Development Block 
Grants, CDBG, has been reduced by 15 
percent, and the President’s budget re-
quest for fiscal year 2008 would have re-
duced funding for this important pro-

gram by another 20 percent. I am 
pleased that this bill includes $4.1 bil-
lion for CDBG, which provides State 
and local governments with block 
grants to fund local community devel-
opment programs. 

Mr. President, the Senate has done 
its work in funding the important 
transportation systems that keep our 
vehicles and people moving safely and 
efficiently and our economy humming 
as well as funding the housing and eco-
nomic development programs on which 
so many of our citizens rely. This is de-
spite the President’s threat to veto 
this bill. I hope the President will have 
a change of heart and support our ef-
fort to invest in America’s future. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Senator from Washington. 

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, we are 
moving rapidly toward final passage on 
this critically important infrastructure 
bill. I thank all of our Senators for 
working with us in a very constricted 
timetable to get this very important 
bill to this point today. I especially 
thank Senator BOND, his staff, and my 
staff. I will thank them more after pas-
sage of the bill. But I particularly 
thank Senator BOND for his work on 
his side of the aisle for putting to-
gether this very important bill. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the Senate insist on its 
amendment, request a conference on 
the disagreeing votes, and that the 
Chair be authorized to appoint con-
ferees. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Is there objection? 

Mr. DEMINT. Mr. President, reserv-
ing the right to object. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Objection is heard. The Senator 
from South Carolina. 

Mrs. MURRAY. Was there an objec-
tion? 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. There was a reservation of objec-
tion by the Senator from South Caro-
lina. 

Mr. DEMINT. Could we hold for a mo-
ment to discuss this? 

Mrs. MURRAY. I note the absence of 
a quorum. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Senator from Washington is 
recognized. 

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate in-
sist on its amendment, request a con-
ference on the disagreeing votes, and 
that the Chair be authorized to appoint 
conferees. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Is there objection? 

Mr. LOTT. Mr. President, reserving 
the right to object, I would say to the 
distinguished Senator, the chairman of 
the subcommittee, we are still check-
ing to make sure everybody is aware of 
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what we are doing. I will not object but 
if we could withhold momentarily. 

Mr. REID. I note the absence of a 
quorum. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I 
renew my unanimous consent request 
that the Senate insist on its amend-
ment, request a conference on the dis-
agreeing votes, and that the Chair be 
authorized to appoint conferees. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears no objection. 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 
Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, with 

that, we will proceed to the final vote. 
I wish to thank all our colleagues for 
their support. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The question is on the engross-
ment of the amendment and third read-
ing of the bill. 

The amendment was ordered to be 
engrossed and the bill to be read a 
third time. 

The bill was read the third time. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. The bill having been read the 
third time, the question is, Shall the 
bill pass? 

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I ask 
for the yeas and nays. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Is there a sufficient second? 
There is a sufficient second. 

The clerk will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk called the roll. 
Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 

Senator from California (Mrs. BOXER), 
the Senator from New York (Mrs. CLIN-
TON), and the Senator from Con-
necticut (Mr. DODD) are necessarily ab-
sent. 

Mr. LOTT. The following Senators 
are necessarily absent: the Senator 
from Idaho, (Mr. CRAIG) and the Sen-
ator from Arizona, (Mr. MCCAIN). 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Are there any other Senators in 
the Chamber desiring to vote? 

The result was announced—yeas 88, 
nays 7, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 336 Leg.] 

YEAS—88 

Akaka 
Alexander 
Allard 
Baucus 
Bayh 
Bennett 
Biden 
Bingaman 
Bond 
Brown 
Brownback 
Bunning 
Burr 

Byrd 
Cantwell 
Cardin 
Carper 
Casey 
Chambliss 
Cochran 
Coleman 
Collins 
Conrad 
Corker 
Crapo 
Dole 

Domenici 
Dorgan 
Durbin 
Feingold 
Feinstein 
Graham 
Grassley 
Gregg 
Hagel 
Harkin 
Hatch 
Hutchison 
Inhofe 

Inouye 
Isakson 
Johnson 
Kennedy 
Kerry 
Klobuchar 
Kohl 
Landrieu 
Lautenberg 
Leahy 
Levin 
Lieberman 
Lincoln 
Lott 
Lugar 
Martinez 
McCaskill 

McConnell 
Menendez 
Mikulski 
Murkowski 
Murray 
Nelson (FL) 
Nelson (NE) 
Obama 
Pryor 
Reed 
Reid 
Roberts 
Rockefeller 
Salazar 
Sanders 
Schumer 
Sessions 

Shelby 
Smith 
Snowe 
Specter 
Stabenow 
Stevens 
Sununu 
Tester 
Thune 
Vitter 
Voinovich 
Warner 
Webb 
Whitehouse 
Wyden 

NAYS—7 

Barrasso 
Coburn 
Cornyn 

DeMint 
Ensign 
Enzi 

Kyl 

NOT VOTING—5 

Boxer 
Clinton 

Craig 
Dodd 

McCain 

The bill (H.R. 3074), as amended, was 
passed, as follows: 

H.R. 3074 
Resolved, That the bill from the House of 

Representatives (H.R. 3074) entitled ‘‘An Act 
making appropriations for the Departments 
of Transportation, and Housing and Urban 
Development, and related agencies for the 
fiscal year ending September 30, 2008, and for 
other purposes.’’, do pass with the following 
amendment: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert: 
That the following sums are appropriated, out 
of any money in the Treasury not otherwise ap-
propriated, for the Departments of Transpor-
tation and Housing and Urban Development, 
and Related Agencies for the fiscal year ending 
September 30, 2008, and for other purposes, 
namely: 

TITLE I 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses of the Office of the 
Secretary, $95,197,000, of which not to exceed 
$2,314,274 shall be available for the immediate 
Office of the Secretary; not to exceed $736,833 
shall be available for the immediate Office of the 
Deputy Secretary; not to exceed $18,719,099 shall 
be available for the Office of the General Coun-
sel; not to exceed $11,874,050 shall be available 
for the Office of the Under Secretary of Trans-
portation for Policy; not to exceed $10,416,963 
shall be available for the Office of the Assistant 
Secretary for Budget and Programs; not to ex-
ceed $2,384,312 shall be available for the Office 
of the Assistant Secretary for Governmental Af-
fairs; not to exceed $24,007,990 shall be available 
for the Office of the Assistant Secretary for Ad-
ministration; not to exceed $1,987,803 shall be 
available for the Office of Public Affairs; not to 
exceed $1,534,557 shall be available for the Office 
of the Executive Secretariat; not to exceed 
$1,334,596 shall be available for the Office of 
Small and Disadvantaged Business Utilization; 
not to exceed $8,299,072 for the Office of Intel-
ligence, Security, and Emergency Response; and 
not to exceed $11,587,000 shall be available for 
the Office of the Chief Information Officer: Pro-
vided, That the Secretary of Transportation is 
authorized to transfer funds appropriated for 
any office of the Office of the Secretary to any 
other office of the Office of the Secretary: Pro-
vided further, That no appropriation for any of-
fice shall be increased or decreased by more 
than 5 percent by all such transfers: Provided 
further, That notice of any change in funding 
greater than 5 percent shall be submitted for ap-

proval to the House and Senate Committees on 
Appropriations: Provided further, That not to 
exceed $60,000 shall be for allocation within the 
Department for official reception and represen-
tation expenses as the Secretary may determine: 
Provided further, That notwithstanding any 
other provision of law, excluding fees author-
ized in Public Law 107–71, there may be credited 
to this appropriation up to $2,500,000 in funds 
received in user fees: Provided further, That 
none of the funds provided in this Act shall be 
available for the position of Assistant Secretary 
for Public Affairs. 

OFFICE OF CIVIL RIGHTS 
For necessary expenses of the Office of Civil 

Rights, $9,140,900. 
TRANSPORTATION PLANNING, RESEARCH, AND 

DEVELOPMENT 
For necessary expenses for conducting trans-

portation planning, research, systems develop-
ment, development activities, and making 
grants, to remain available until expended, 
$14,115,000. 

WORKING CAPITAL FUND 
Necessary expenses for operating costs and 

capital outlays of the Working Capital Fund, 
not to exceed $128,094,000, shall be paid from ap-
propriations made available to the Department 
of Transportation: Provided, That such services 
shall be provided on a competitive basis to enti-
ties within the Department of Transportation: 
Provided further, That the above limitation on 
operating expenses shall not apply to non-DOT 
entities: Provided further, That no funds appro-
priated in this Act to an agency of the Depart-
ment shall be transferred to the Working Capital 
Fund without the approval of the agency modal 
administrator: Provided further, That no assess-
ments may be levied against any program, budg-
et activity, subactivity or project funded by this 
Act unless notice of such assessments and the 
basis therefor are presented to the House and 
Senate Committees on Appropriations and are 
approved by such Committees. 
MINORITY BUSINESS RESOURCE CENTER PROGRAM 
For the cost of guaranteed loans, $370,000, as 

authorized by 49 U.S.C. 332: Provided, That 
such costs, including the cost of modifying such 
loans, shall be as defined in section 502 of the 
Congressional Budget Act of 1974: Provided fur-
ther, That these funds are available to subsidize 
total loan principal, any part of which is to be 
guaranteed, not to exceed $18,367,000. In addi-
tion, for administrative expenses to carry out 
the guaranteed loan program, $521,000. 

MINORITY BUSINESS OUTREACH 
For necessary expenses of Minority Business 

Resource Center outreach activities, $2,970,000, 
to remain available until September 30, 2009: 
Provided, That notwithstanding 49 U.S.C. 332, 
these funds may be used for business opportuni-
ties related to any mode of transportation. 

PAYMENTS TO AIR CARRIERS 
(AIRPORT AND AIRWAY TRUST FUND) 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 
In addition to funds made available from any 

other source to carry out the essential air serv-
ice program under 49 U.S.C. 41731 through 
41742, $60,000,000, to be derived from the Airport 
and Airway Trust Fund, to remain available 
until expended: Provided, That, in determining 
between or among carriers competing to provide 
service to a community, the Secretary may con-
sider the relative subsidy requirements of the 
carriers: Provided further, That, if the funds 
under this heading are insufficient to meet the 
costs of the essential air service program in the 
current fiscal year, the Secretary shall transfer 
such sums as may be necessary to carry out the 
essential air service program from any available 
amounts appropriated to or directly adminis-
tered by the Office of the Secretary for such fis-
cal year. 
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COMPENSATION FOR AIR CARRIERS 

(RESCISSION) 
Of the remaining unobligated balances under 

section 101(a)(2) of Public Law 107–42, 
$22,000,000 are rescinded. 

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS—OFFICE OF THE 
SECRETARY OF TRANSPORTATION 

SEC. 101. The Secretary of Transportation is 
authorized to transfer the unexpended balances 
available for the bonding assistance program 
from ‘‘Office of the Secretary, Salaries and ex-
penses’’ to ‘‘Minority Business Outreach’’. 

SEC. 102. None of the funds made available in 
this Act to the Department of Transportation 
may be obligated for the Office of the Secretary 
of Transportation to approve assessments or re-
imbursable agreements pertaining to funds ap-
propriated to the modal administrations in this 
Act, except for activities underway on the date 
of enactment of this Act, unless such assess-
ments or agreements have completed the normal 
reprogramming process for Congressional notifi-
cation. 

SEC. 103. None of the funds made available 
under this Act may be obligated or expended to 
establish or implement a program under which 
essential air service communities are required to 
assume subsidy costs commonly referred to as 
the EAS local participation program. 

FEDERAL AVIATION ADMINISTRATION 
OPERATIONS 

(AIRPORT AND AIRWAY TRUST FUND) 
For necessary expenses of the Federal Avia-

tion Administration, not otherwise provided for, 
including operations and research activities re-
lated to commercial space transportation, ad-
ministrative expenses for research and develop-
ment, establishment of air navigation facilities, 
the operation (including leasing) and mainte-
nance of aircraft, subsidizing the cost of aero-
nautical charts and maps sold to the public, 
lease or purchase of passenger motor vehicles for 
replacement only, in addition to amounts made 
available by Public Law 108–176, $8,761,783,000, 
of which $6,400,580,000 shall be derived from the 
Airport and Airway Trust Fund, of which not to 
exceed $6,964,813,000 shall be available for air 
traffic organization activities; not to exceed 
$1,092,103,000 shall be available for aviation 
safety activities; not to exceed $12,837,437 shall 
be available for commercial space transportation 
activities; not to exceed $103,848,661 shall be 
available for financial services activities; not to 
exceed $91,214,239 shall be available for human 
resources program activities; not to exceed 
$290,872,359 shall be available for region and 
center operations and regional coordination ac-
tivities; not to exceed $166,541,633 shall be avail-
able for staff offices; and not to exceed 
$39,552,285 shall be available for information 
services: Provided, That not to exceed 2 percent 
of any budget activity, except for aviation safe-
ty budget activity, may be transferred to any 
budget activity under this heading: Provided 
further, That no transfer may increase or de-
crease any appropriation by more than 2 per-
cent: Provided further, That any transfer in ex-
cess of 2 percent shall be treated as a reprogram-
ming of funds under section 405 of this Act and 
shall not be available for obligation or expendi-
ture except in compliance with the procedures 
set forth in that section: Provided further, That 
the Secretary utilize not less than $20,000,000 of 
the funds provided for aviation safety activities 
to pay for staff increases in the Office of Avia-
tion Flight Standards and the Office of Aircraft 
Certification: Provided further, That none of 
the funds provided for increases to the staffs of 
the aviation flight standards and aircraft cer-
tification offices shall be used for other pur-
poses: Provided further, That not later than 
March 31 of each fiscal year hereafter, the Ad-
ministrator of the Federal Aviation Administra-

tion shall transmit to Congress an annual up-
date to the report submitted to Congress in De-
cember 2004 pursuant to section 221 of Public 
Law 108–176: Provided further, That the amount 
herein appropriated shall be reduced by $100,000 
for each day after March 31 that such report 
has not been submitted to the Congress: Pro-
vided further, That not later than March 31 of 
each fiscal year hereafter, the Administrator 
shall transmit to Congress a companion report 
that describes a comprehensive strategy for 
staffing, hiring, and training flight standards 
and aircraft certification staff in a format simi-
lar to the one utilized for the controller staffing 
plan, including stated attrition estimates and 
numerical hiring goals by fiscal year: Provided 
further, That the amount herein appropriated 
shall be reduced by $100,000 per day for each 
day after March 31 that such report has not 
been submitted to Congress: Provided further, 
That none of the funds in this Act shall be 
available for the Federal Aviation Administra-
tion to finalize or implement any regulation that 
would promulgate new aviation user fees not 
specifically authorized by law after the date of 
the enactment of this Act: Provided further, 
That there may be credited to this appropriation 
funds received from States, counties, municipali-
ties, foreign authorities, other public authori-
ties, and private sources, for expenses incurred 
in the provision of agency services, including re-
ceipts for the maintenance and operation of air 
navigation facilities, and for issuance, renewal 
or modification of certificates, including airman, 
aircraft, and repair station certificates, or for 
tests related thereto, or for processing major re-
pair or alteration forms: Provided further, That 
of the funds appropriated under this heading, 
not less than $8,500,000 shall be for the contract 
tower cost-sharing program: Provided further, 
That none of the funds in this Act shall be 
available for paying premium pay under 5 
U.S.C. 5546(a) to any Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration employee unless such employee actually 
performed work during the time corresponding 
to such premium pay: Provided further, That 
none of the funds in this Act for aeronautical 
charting and cartography are available for ac-
tivities conducted by, or coordinated through, 
the Working Capital Fund: Provided further, 
That none of the funds in this Act may be obli-
gated or expended for an employee of the Fed-
eral Aviation Administration to purchase a store 
gift card or gift certificate through use of a Gov-
ernment-issued credit card. 

FACILITIES AND EQUIPMENT 
(AIRPORT AND AIRWAY TRUST FUND) 

For necessary expenses, not otherwise pro-
vided for, for acquisition, establishment, tech-
nical support services, improvement by contract 
or purchase, and hire of air navigation and ex-
perimental facilities and equipment, as author-
ized under part A of subtitle VII of title 49, 
United States Code, including initial acquisition 
of necessary sites by lease or grant; engineering 
and service testing, including construction of 
test facilities and acquisition of necessary sites 
by lease or grant; construction and furnishing 
of quarters and related accommodations for offi-
cers and employees of the Federal Aviation Ad-
ministration stationed at remote localities where 
such accommodations are not available; and the 
purchase, lease, or transfer of aircraft from 
funds available under this heading, including 
aircraft for aviation regulation and certifi-
cation; to be derived from the Airport and Air-
way Trust Fund, $2,516,920,000, of which 
$2,056,947,000 shall remain available until Sep-
tember 30, 2010, and of which $459,973,000 shall 
remain available until September 30, 2008: Pro-
vided, That there may be credited to this appro-
priation funds received from States, counties, 
municipalities, other public authorities, and pri-
vate sources, for expenses incurred in the estab-

lishment and modernization of air navigation 
facilities: Provided further, That upon initial 
submission to the Congress of the fiscal year 
2009 President’s budget, the Secretary of Trans-
portation shall transmit to the Congress a com-
prehensive capital investment plan for the Fed-
eral Aviation Administration which includes 
funding for each budget line item for fiscal 
years 2009 through 2013, with total funding for 
each year of the plan constrained to the fund-
ing targets for those years as estimated and ap-
proved by the Office of Management and Budg-
et. 

RESEARCH, ENGINEERING, AND DEVELOPMENT 
(AIRPORT AND AIRWAY TRUST FUND) 

For necessary expenses, not otherwise pro-
vided for, for research, engineering, and devel-
opment, as authorized under part A of subtitle 
VII of title 49, United States Code, including 
construction of experimental facilities and ac-
quisition of necessary sites by lease or grant, 
$148,800,000, to be derived from the Airport and 
Airway Trust Fund and to remain available 
until September 30, 2010: Provided, That there 
may be credited to this appropriation as offset-
ting collections, funds received from States, 
counties, municipalities, other public authori-
ties, and private sources, which shall be avail-
able for expenses incurred for research, engi-
neering, and development. 

GRANTS-IN-AID FOR AIRPORTS 
(LIQUIDATION OF CONTRACT AUTHORIZATION) 

(LIMITATION ON OBLIGATIONS) 
(AIRPORT AND AIRWAY TRUST FUND) 

For liquidation of obligations incurred for 
grants-in-aid for airport planning and develop-
ment, and noise compatibility planning and pro-
grams as authorized under subchapter I of 
chapter 471 and subchapter I of chapter 475 of 
title 49, United States Code, and under other 
law authorizing such obligations; for procure-
ment, installation, and commissioning of run-
way incursion prevention devices and systems at 
airports of such title; for grants authorized 
under section 41743 of title 49, United States 
Code; and for inspection activities and adminis-
tration of airport safety programs, including 
those related to airport operating certificates 
under section 44706 of title 49, United States 
Code, $4,399,000,000 to be derived from the Air-
port and Airway Trust Fund and to remain 
available until expended: Provided, That none 
of the funds under this heading shall be avail-
able for the planning or execution of programs 
the obligations for which are in excess of 
$3,514,500,000 in fiscal year 2008, notwith-
standing section 47117(g) of title 49, United 
States Code: Provided further, That none of the 
funds under this heading shall be available for 
the replacement of baggage conveyor systems, 
reconfiguration of terminal baggage areas, or 
other airport improvements that are necessary to 
install bulk explosive detection systems: Pro-
vided further, That notwithstanding any other 
provision of law, of funds limited under this 
heading, not more than $80,676,000 shall be obli-
gated for administration, not less than 
$10,000,000 shall be available for the airport co-
operative research program, not less than 
$18,712,000 shall be for Airport Technology Re-
search and $10,000,000 shall be available and 
transferred to the account available to admin-
ister the small community air service develop-
ment program, to remain available until ex-
pended. 

(RESCISSION) 
Of the amounts authorized for the fiscal year 

ending September 30, 2007, and prior years 
under sections 48103 and 48112 of title 49, United 
States Code, $185,500,000 are rescinded. 
ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS—FEDERAL AVIATION 

ADMINISTRATION 
SEC. 110. None of the funds in this Act may be 

used to compensate in excess of 375 technical 
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staff-years under the federally funded research 
and development center contract between the 
Federal Aviation Administration and the Center 
for Advanced Aviation Systems Development 
during fiscal year 2008. 

SEC. 111. None of the funds in this Act shall 
be used to pursue or adopt guidelines or regula-
tions requiring airport sponsors to provide to the 
Federal Aviation Administration without cost 
building construction, maintenance, utilities 
and expenses, or space in airport sponsor-owned 
buildings for services relating to air traffic con-
trol, air navigation, or weather reporting: Pro-
vided, That the prohibition of funds in this sec-
tion does not apply to negotiations between the 
agency and airport sponsors to achieve agree-
ment on ‘‘below-market’’ rates for these items or 
to grant assurances that require airport spon-
sors to provide land without cost to the FAA for 
air traffic control facilities. 

SEC. 112. The Administrator of the Federal 
Aviation Administration may reimburse amounts 
made available to satisfy 49 U.S.C. 41742(a)(1) 
from fees credited under 49 U.S.C. 45303: Pro-
vided, That during fiscal year 2008, 49 U.S.C. 
41742(b) shall not apply, and any amount re-
maining in such account at the close of that fis-
cal year may be made available to satisfy sec-
tion 41742(a)(1) for the subsequent fiscal year. 

SEC. 113. Amounts collected under section 
40113(e) of title 49, United States Code, shall be 
credited to the appropriation current at the time 
of collection, to be merged with and available 
for the same purposes of such appropriation. 

SEC. 114. (a) Section 44302(f)(1) of title 49, 
United States Code, is amended by striking 
‘‘2006,’’ each place it appears and inserting 
‘‘2008,’’. 

(b) Section 44303(b) of such title is amended by 
striking ‘‘2006,’’ and inserting ‘‘2008,’’. 

(c) Section 44310 of such title is amended by 
striking ‘‘March 30, 2008’’ and inserting ‘‘De-
cember 31, 2008’’. 

SEC. 115. MULTICREW COVERED OPERATIONS 
SERVICE BY OLDER PILOTS. (a) IN GENERAL.— 
Chapter 447 of title 49, United States Code, is 
amended by adding at the end thereof the fol-
lowing: 
‘‘§ 44729. Age standards for pilots 

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—Subject to the limitation in 
subsection (c), a pilot may serve in multicrew 
covered operations until attaining 65 years of 
age. 

‘‘(b) COVERED OPERATIONS DEFINED.—In this 
section, the term ‘covered operations’ means op-
erations under part 121 of title 14, Code of Fed-
eral Regulations. 

‘‘(c) LIMITATION FOR INTERNATIONAL 
FLIGHTS.— 

‘‘(1) APPLICABILITY OF ICAO STANDARD.—A 
pilot who has attained 60 years of age may serve 
as pilot-in-command in covered operations be-
tween the United States and another country 
only if there is another pilot in the flight deck 
crew who has not yet attained 60 years of age. 

‘‘(2) SUNSET OF LIMITATION.—Paragraph (1) 
shall cease to be effective on such date as the 
Convention on International Civil Aviation pro-
vides that a pilot who has attained 60 years of 
age may serve as pilot-in-command in inter-
national commercial operations without regard 
to whether there is another pilot in the flight 
deck crew who has not attained age 60. 

‘‘(d) SUNSET OF AGE-60 RETIREMENT RULE.— 
On and after the date of enactment of the 
Transportation, Housing and Urban Develop-
ment, and Related Agencies Appropriations Act, 
2008, section 121.383(c) of title 14, Code of Fed-
eral Regulations, shall cease to be effective. 

‘‘(e) APPLICABILITY.— 
‘‘(1) NONRETROACTIVITY.—No person who has 

attained 60 years of age before the date of en-
actment of the Transportation, Housing and 
Urban Development, and Related Agencies Ap-

propriations Act, 2008 may serve as a pilot for 
an air carrier engaged in covered operations un-
less— 

‘‘(A) such person is in the employment of that 
air carrier in such operations on such date of 
enactment as a required flight deck crew mem-
ber; or 

‘‘(B) such person is newly hired by an air car-
rier as a pilot on or after such date of enactment 
without credit for prior seniority or prior lon-
gevity for benefits or other terms related to 
length of service prior to the date of rehire 
under any labor agreement or employment poli-
cies of the air carrier. 

‘‘(2) PROTECTION FOR COMPLIANCE.—An action 
taken in conformance with this section, taken in 
conformance with a regulation issued to carry 
out this section, or taken prior to the date of en-
actment of the Transportation, Housing and 
Urban Development, and Related Agencies Ap-
propriations Act, 2008 in conformance with sec-
tion 121.383(c) of title 14, Code of Federal Regu-
lations (as in effect before such date of enact-
ment), may not serve as a basis for liability or 
relief in a proceeding, brought under any em-
ployment law or regulation, before any court or 
agency of the United States or of any State or 
locality. 

‘‘(f) AMENDMENTS TO LABOR AGREEMENTS AND 
BENEFIT PLANS.—Any amendment to a labor 
agreement or benefit plan of an air carrier that 
is required to conform with the requirements of 
this section or a regulation issued to carry out 
this section, and is applicable to pilots rep-
resented for collective bargaining, shall be made 
by agreement of the air carrier and the des-
ignated bargaining representative of the pilots 
of the air carrier. 

‘‘(g) MEDICAL STANDARDS AND RECORDS.— 
‘‘(1) MEDICAL EXAMINATIONS AND STAND-

ARDS.—Except as provided by paragraph (2), a 
person serving as a pilot for an air carrier en-
gaged in covered operations shall not be subject 
to different medical standards, or different, 
greater, or more frequent medical examinations, 
on account of age unless the Secretary deter-
mines (based on data received or studies pub-
lished after the date of enactment of the Trans-
portation, Housing and Urban Development, 
and Related Agencies Appropriations Act, 2008) 
that different medical standards, or different, 
greater, or more frequent medical examinations, 
are needed to ensure an adequate level of safety 
in flight. 

‘‘(2) DURATION OF FIRST-CLASS MEDICAL CER-
TIFICATE.—No person who has attained 60 years 
of age may serve as a pilot of an air carrier en-
gaged in covered operations unless the person 
has a first-class medical certificate. Such a cer-
tificate shall expire on the last day of the 6- 
month period following the date of examination 
shown on the certificate. 

‘‘(h) SAFETY.— 
‘‘(1) TRAINING.—Each air carrier engaged in 

covered operations shall continue to use pilot 
training and qualification programs approved 
by the Federal Aviation Administration, with 
specific emphasis on initial and recurrent train-
ing and qualification of pilots who have at-
tained 60 years of age, to ensure continued ac-
ceptable levels of pilot skill and judgment. 

‘‘(2) LINE EVALUATIONS.—Not later than 6 
months after the date of enactment of the 
Transportation, Housing and Urban Develop-
ment, and Related Agencies Appropriations Act, 
2008, and every 6 months thereafter, an air car-
rier engaged in covered operations shall evalu-
ate the performance of each pilot of the air car-
rier who has attained 60 years of age through a 
line check of such pilot. Notwithstanding the 
preceding sentence, an air carrier shall not be 
required to conduct for a 6-month period a line 
check under this paragraph of a pilot serving as 
second-in-command if the pilot has undergone a 

regularly scheduled simulator evaluation during 
that period. 

‘‘(3) GAO REPORT.—Not later than 24 months 
after the date of enactment of the Transpor-
tation, Housing and Urban Development, and 
Related Agencies Appropriations Act, 2008, the 
Comptroller General shall submit to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastructure of 
the House of Representatives and the Committee 
on Commerce, Science, and Transportation of 
the Senate a report concerning the effect, if 
any, on aviation safety of the modification to 
pilot age standards made by subsection (a).’’. 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The chapter anal-
ysis for chapter 447 of title 49, United States 
Code, is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing: 
‘‘§ 44729. Age standards for pilots’’. 

SEC. 116. (a) GOVERNMENT ACCOUNTABILITY 
OFFICE STUDY ON FLIGHT DELAYS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Comptroller General 
shall conduct a study on the efficacy of strate-
gies employed by the Administrator of the Fed-
eral Aviation Administration and the Secretary 
of Transportation to address flight delays at 
airports in the United States. 

(2) CONTENTS.—The study required by para-
graph (1) shall include an assessment of— 

(A) efforts by the Administrator of the Federal 
Aviation Administration to induce voluntary 
schedule reductions by air carriers at Chicago 
O’Hare International Airport; 

(B) the mandatory flight reduction operations 
instituted by the Administrator of the Federal 
Aviation Administration at LaGuardia Airport 
and Ronald Reagan Washington National Air-
port; 

(C) the New York/New Jersey/Philadelphia 
Metropolitan Airspace Redesign; and 

(D) any other significant efforts by the Ad-
ministrator of the Federal Aviation Administra-
tion or the Secretary of Transportation to re-
duce flight delays at airports in the United 
States. 

(b) REPORT.—Not later than 120 days after the 
date of the enactment of this Act, the Comp-
troller General shall submit to Congress a report 
including— 

(1) the results of the study required by sub-
section (a); and 

(2) recommendations regarding which of the 
strategies described in subsection (a) reduce air-
port delays most effectively when employed for 
periods of 6 months or less. 

FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
LIMITATION ON ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENSES 

Not to exceed $377,556,000, together with ad-
vances and reimbursements received by the Fed-
eral Highway Administration, shall be paid in 
accordance with law from appropriations made 
available by this Act to the Federal Highway 
Administration for necessary expenses for ad-
ministration and operation. 

FEDERAL-AID HIGHWAYS 
(LIMITATION ON OBLIGATIONS) 

(HIGHWAY TRUST FUND) 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

None of the funds in this Act shall be avail-
able for the implementation or execution of pro-
grams, the obligations for which are in excess of 
$40,216,051,359 for Federal-aid highways and 
highway safety construction programs for fiscal 
year 2008: Provided, That within the 
$40,216,051,359 obligation limitation on Federal- 
aid highways and highway safety construction 
programs, not more than $429,800,000 shall be 
available for the implementation or execution of 
programs for transportation research (chapter 5 
of title 23, United States Code; sections 111, 5505, 
and 5506 of title 49, United States Code; and title 
5 of Public Law 109–59) for fiscal year 2008: Pro-
vided further, That this limitation on transpor-
tation research programs shall not apply to any 
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authority previously made available for obliga-
tion: Provided further, That the Secretary may, 
as authorized by section 605(b) of title 23, 
United States Code, collect and spend fees to 
cover the costs of services of expert firms, in-
cluding counsel, in the field of municipal and 
project finance to assist in the underwriting and 
servicing of Federal credit instruments and all 
or a portion of the costs to the Federal govern-
ment of servicing such credit instruments: Pro-
vided further, That such fees are available until 
expended to pay for such costs: Provided fur-
ther, That such amounts are in addition to ad-
ministrative expenses that are also available for 
such purpose, and are not subject to any obliga-
tion limitation or the limitation on administra-
tive expenses under section 608 of title 23, 
United States Code. 

(LIQUIDATION OF CONTRACT AUTHORIZATION) 

(HIGHWAY TRUST FUND) 
Notwithstanding any other provision of law, 

for carrying out the provisions of title 23, United 
States Code, that are attributable to Federal-aid 
highways, not otherwise provided, including re-
imbursement for sums expended pursuant to the 
provisions of 23 U.S.C. 308, $40,955,051,359 or so 
much thereof as may be available in and derived 
from the Highway Trust Fund (other than the 
Mass Transit Account), to remain available 
until expended. 

(RESCISSION) 

(HIGHWAY TRUST FUND) 
Of the unobligated balances of funds appor-

tioned to each State under chapter 1 of title 23, 
United States Code, $2,890,000,000 are rescinded: 
Provided, That such rescission shall not apply 
to the funds distributed in accordance with sec-
tions 130(f) and 104(b)(5) of title 23, United 
States Code; sections 133(d)(1) and 163 of such 
title, as in effect on the day before the date of 
enactment of Public Law 109–59; and the first 
sentence of section 133(d)(3)(A) of such title. 

I–35W BRIDGE REPAIR AND RECONSTRUCTION 
For necessary expenses to carry out the 

project for repair and reconstruction of the 
Interstate I–35W bridge located in Minneapolis, 
Minnesota, that collapsed on August 1, 2007, as 
authorized under section 1(c) of Public Law 110– 
56 (121 Stat. 558), up to $195,000,000, as docu-
mented by the Minnesota Department of Trans-
portation to remain available until expended, 
Provided, That that amount is designated as an 
emergency requirement pursuant to section 204 
of S. Con. Res. 21 (110th Congress): Provided 
further, That the Federal share of the costs of 
any project funded using amounts made avail-
able under this section shall be 100 percent in 
accordance with section 1(b) of Public Law 110– 
56 (121 Stat. 588). 

APPALACHIAN DEVELOPMENT HIGHWAY SYSTEM 
For necessary expenses for West Virginia cor-

ridor H of the Appalachian Development High-
way System as authorized under section 1069(y) 
of Public Law 102–240, as amended, $20,000,000, 
to remain available until expended. 
DELTA REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION DEVELOPMENT 

PROGRAM 
For necessary expenses for the Delta Regional 

Transportation Development Program as au-
thorized under section 1308 of Public Law 109– 
59, $20,000,000, to remain available until ex-
pended. 
ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS—FEDERAL HIGHWAY 

ADMINISTRATION 
SEC. 120. (a) For fiscal year 2008, the Sec-

retary of Transportation shall— 
(1) not distribute from the obligation limita-

tion for Federal-aid highways amounts author-
ized for administrative expenses and programs 
by section 104(a) of title 23, United States Code; 
programs funded from the administrative take-
down authorized by section 104(a)(1) of title 23, 

United States Code (as in effect on the date be-
fore the date of enactment of the Safe, Account-
able, Flexible, Efficient Transportation Equity 
Act: A Legacy for Users); the highway use tax 
evasion program; amounts designated under sec-
tion 124; and the Bureau of Transportation Sta-
tistics; 

(2) not distribute an amount from the obliga-
tion limitation for Federal-aid highways that is 
equal to the unobligated balance of amounts 
made available from the Highway Trust Fund 
(other than the Mass Transit Account) for Fed-
eral-aid highways and highway safety programs 
for previous fiscal years the funds for which are 
allocated by the Secretary; 

(3) determine the ratio that— 
(A) the obligation limitation for Federal-aid 

highways, less the aggregate of amounts not dis-
tributed under paragraphs (1) and (2), bears to 

(B) the total of the sums authorized to be ap-
propriated for Federal-aid highways and high-
way safety construction programs (other than 
sums authorized to be appropriated for provi-
sions of law described in paragraphs (1) through 
(9) of subsection (b) and sums authorized to be 
appropriated for section 105 of title 23, United 
States Code, equal to the amount referred to in 
subsection (b)(10) for such fiscal year), less the 
aggregate of the amounts not distributed under 
paragraphs (1) and (2) of this subsection; 

(4)(A) distribute the obligation limitation for 
Federal-aid highways, less the aggregate 
amounts not distributed under paragraphs (1) 
and (2), for sections 1301, 1302, and 1934 of the 
Safe, Accountable, Flexible, Efficient Transpor-
tation Equity Act: A Legacy for Users; sections 
117 (but individually for each project numbered 
1 through 3676 listed in the table contained in 
section 1702 of the Safe, Accountable, Flexible, 
Efficient Transportation Equity Act: A Legacy 
for Users) and 144(g) of title 23, United States 
Code; and section 14501 of title 40, United States 
Code, so that the amount of obligation author-
ity available for each of such sections is equal 
to the amount determined by multiplying the 
ratio determined under paragraph (3) by the 
sums authorized to be appropriated for that sec-
tion for the fiscal year; and 

(B) distribute $2,000,000,000 for section 105 of 
title 23, United States Code; 

(5) distribute the obligation limitation pro-
vided for Federal-aid highways, less the aggre-
gate amounts not distributed under paragraphs 
(1) and (2) and amounts distributed under para-
graph (4), for each of the programs that are al-
located by the Secretary under the Safe, Ac-
countable, Flexible, Efficient Transportation 
Equity Act: A Legacy for Users and title 23, 
United States Code (other than to programs to 
which paragraphs (1) and (4) apply), by multi-
plying the ratio determined under paragraph (3) 
by the amounts authorized to be appropriated 
for each such program for such fiscal year; and 

(6) distribute the obligation limitation pro-
vided for Federal-aid highways, less the aggre-
gate amounts not distributed under paragraphs 
(1) and (2) and amounts distributed under para-
graphs (4) and (5), for Federal-aid highways 
and highway safety construction programs 
(other than the amounts apportioned for the eq-
uity bonus program, but only to the extent that 
the amounts apportioned for the equity bonus 
program for the fiscal year are greater than 
$2,639,000,000, and the Appalachian develop-
ment highway system program) that are appor-
tioned by the Secretary under the Safe, Ac-
countable, Flexible, Efficient Transportation 
Equity Act: A Legacy for Users and title 23, 
United States Code, in the ratio that— 

(A) amounts authorized to be appropriated for 
such programs that are apportioned to each 
State for such fiscal year, bear to 

(B) the total of the amounts authorized to be 
appropriated for such programs that are appor-
tioned to all States for such fiscal year. 

(b) EXCEPTIONS FROM OBLIGATION LIMITA-
TION.—The obligation limitation for Federal-aid 
highways shall not apply to obligations: (1) 
under section 125 of title 23, United States Code; 
(2) under section 147 of the Surface Transpor-
tation Assistance Act of 1978; (3) under section 
9 of the Federal-Aid Highway Act of 1981; (4) 
under subsections (b) and (j) of section 131 of 
the Surface Transportation Assistance Act of 
1982; (5) under subsections (b) and (c) of section 
149 of the Surface Transportation and Uniform 
Relocation Assistance Act of 1987; (6) under sec-
tions 1103 through 1108 of the Intermodal Sur-
face Transportation Efficiency Act of 1991; (7) 
under section 157 of title 23, United States Code, 
as in effect on the day before the date of the en-
actment of the Transportation Equity Act for 
the 21st Century; (8) under section 105 of title 
23, United States Code, as in effect for fiscal 
years 1998 through 2004, but only in an amount 
equal to $639,000,000 for each of those fiscal 
years; (9) for Federal-aid highway programs for 
which obligation authority was made available 
under the Transportation Equity Act for the 
21st Century or subsequent public laws for mul-
tiple years or to remain available until used, but 
only to the extent that the obligation authority 
has not lapsed or been used; (10) under section 
105 of title 23, United States Code, but only in 
an amount equal to $639,000,000 for each of fis-
cal years 2005 through 2008; and (11) under sec-
tion 1603 of the Safe, Accountable, Flexible, Ef-
ficient Transportation Equity Act: A Legacy for 
Users, to the extent that funds obligated in ac-
cordance with that section were not subject to a 
limitation on obligations at the time at which 
the funds were initially made available for obli-
gation. 

(c) REDISTRIBUTION OF UNUSED OBLIGATION 
AUTHORITY.—Notwithstanding subsection (a), 
the Secretary shall, after August 1 of such fiscal 
year, revise a distribution of the obligation limi-
tation made available under subsection (a) if the 
amount distributed cannot be obligated during 
that fiscal year and redistribute sufficient 
amounts to those States able to obligate 
amounts in addition to those previously distrib-
uted during that fiscal year, giving priority to 
those States having large unobligated balances 
of funds apportioned under sections 104 and 144 
of title 23, United States Code. 

(d) APPLICABILITY OF OBLIGATION LIMITA-
TIONS TO TRANSPORTATION RESEARCH PRO-
GRAMS.—The obligation limitation shall apply to 
transportation research programs carried out 
under chapter 5 of title 23, United States Code, 
and title V (research title) of the Safe, Account-
able, Flexible, Efficient Transportation Equity 
Act: A Legacy for Users, except that obligation 
authority made available for such programs 
under such limitation shall remain available for 
a period of 3 fiscal years and shall be in addi-
tion to the amount of any limitation imposed on 
obligations for Federal-aid highway and high-
way safety construction programs for future fis-
cal years. 

(e) REDISTRIBUTION OF CERTAIN AUTHORIZED 
FUNDS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 30 days after 
the date of the distribution of obligation limita-
tion under subsection (a), the Secretary shall 
distribute to the States any funds that— 

(A) are authorized to be appropriated for such 
fiscal year for Federal-aid highways programs; 
and 

(B) the Secretary determines will not be allo-
cated to the States, and will not be available for 
obligation, in such fiscal year due to the imposi-
tion of any obligation limitation for such fiscal 
year. 

(2) RATIO.—Funds shall be distributed under 
paragraph (1) in the same ratio as the distribu-
tion of obligation authority under subsection 
(a)(6). 
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(3) AVAILABILITY.—Funds distributed under 

paragraph (1) shall be available for any pur-
poses described in section 133(b) of title 23, 
United States Code. 

(f) SPECIAL LIMITATION CHARACTERISTICS.— 
Obligation limitation distributed for a fiscal 
year under subsection (a)(4) for the provision 
specified in subsection (a)(4) shall— 

(1) remain available until used for obligation 
of funds for that provision; and 

(2) be in addition to the amount of any limita-
tion imposed on obligations for Federal-aid 
highway and highway safety construction pro-
grams for future fiscal years. 

(g) HIGH PRIORITY PROJECT FLEXIBILITY.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to paragraph (2), ob-

ligation authority distributed for such fiscal 
year under subsection (a)(4) for each project 
numbered 1 through 3676 listed in the table con-
tained in section 1702 of the Safe, Accountable, 
Flexible, Efficient Transportation Equity Act: A 
Legacy for Users may be obligated for any other 
project in such section in the same State. 

(2) RESTORATION.—Obligation authority used 
as described in paragraph (1) shall be restored 
to the original purpose on the date on which ob-
ligation authority is distributed under this sec-
tion for the next fiscal year following obligation 
under paragraph (1). 

(h) LIMITATION ON STATUTORY CONSTRUC-
TION.—Nothing in this section shall be con-
strued to limit the distribution of obligation au-
thority under subsection (a)(4)(A) for each of 
the individual projects numbered greater than 
3676 listed in the table contained in section 1702 
of the Safe, Accountable, Flexible, Efficient 
Transportation Equity Act: A Legacy for Users. 

SEC. 121. Notwithstanding 31 U.S.C. 3302, 
funds received by the Bureau of Transportation 
Statistics from the sale of data products, for 
necessary expenses incurred pursuant to 49 
U.S.C. 111 may be credited to the Federal-aid 
highways account for the purpose of reimburs-
ing the Bureau for such expenses: Provided, 
That such funds shall be subject to the obliga-
tion limitation for Federal-aid highways and 
highway safety construction. 

(RESCISSION) 
SEC. 122. Of the amounts made available 

under section 104(a) of title 23, United States 
Code, $43,358,601 are rescinded. 

(RESCISSION) 
SEC. 123. Of the unobligated balances made 

available under section 188(a)(1) of title 23, 
United States Code, as in effect on the day be-
fore the date of enactment of Public Law 109–59, 
and under section 608(a)(1) of such title, 
$187,146,000 are rescinded. 

SEC. 124. Notwithstanding any other provision 
of law, funds authorized under section 110 of 
title 23, United States Code, for fiscal year 2008 
shall be designated for projects and competitive 
initiatives as listed in the report accompanying 
this Act. 

SEC. 125. Not less than 15 days prior to 
waiving, under her statutory authority, any 
Buy America requirement for Federal-aid high-
way projects, the Secretary of Transportation 
shall make an informal public notice and com-
ment opportunity on the intent to issue such 
waiver and the reasons therefor. The Secretary 
shall provide an annual report to the Appro-
priations Committees of the Congress on any 
waivers granted under the Buy America require-
ments. 

SEC. 126. Notwithstanding section 378 of the 
Department of Transportation and Related 
Agencies Appropriations Act, 2001 (Public Law 
106–346; 114 Stat. 1356A–38), amounts made 
available under that section for a project for 
construction of and improvements to North 
Shore Road in Swain County, North Carolina, 
that remain unobligated and unexpended after 
issuance of the record of decision for that 

project may be used to implement the selected al-
ternative included in the record of decision. 

FEDERAL MOTOR CARRIER SAFETY 
ADMINISTRATION 

MOTOR CARRIER SAFETY OPERATIONS AND 
PROGRAMS 

(LIQUIDATION OF CONTRACT AUTHORIZATION) 

(LIMITATION ON OBLIGATIONS) 

(HIGHWAY TRUST FUND) 

For payment of obligations incurred for ad-
ministration of motor carrier safety operations 
and programs pursuant to section 31104(i) of 
title 49, United States Code, and sections 4127 
and 4134 of Public Law 109–59, $231,469,553, to 
be derived from the Highway Trust Fund (other 
than the Mass Transit Account), together with 
advances and reimbursements received by the 
Federal Motor Carrier Safety Administration, 
the sum of which shall remain available until 
expended: Provided, That none of the funds de-
rived from the Highway Trust Fund in this Act 
shall be available for the implementation, execu-
tion or administration of programs, the obliga-
tions for which are in excess of $231,469,553, for 
‘‘Motor Carrier Safety Operations and Pro-
grams’’, of which $7,550,000, to remain available 
for obligation until September 30, 2010, is for the 
research and technology program and $1,000,000 
shall be available for commercial motor vehicle 
operator’s grants to carry out section 4134 of 
Public Law 109–59: Provided further, That not-
withstanding any other provision of law, none 
of the funds under this heading for outreach 
and education shall be available for transfer. 

MOTOR CARRIER SAFETY GRANTS 

(LIQUIDATION OF CONTRACT AUTHORIZATION) 

(LIMITATION ON OBLIGATIONS) 

(HIGHWAY TRUST FUND) 

(INCLUDING RESCISSION) 

For payment of obligations incurred in car-
rying out sections 31102, 31104(a), 31106, 31107, 
31109, 31309, 31313 of title 49, United States 
Code, and sections 4126 and 4128 of Public Law 
109–59, $300,000,000, to be derived from the High-
way Trust Fund (other than the Mass Transit 
Account) and to remain available until ex-
pended: Provided, That none of the funds in 
this Act shall be available for the implementa-
tion or execution of programs, the obligations 
for which are in excess of $300,000,000, for 
‘‘Motor Carrier Safety Grants’’; of which 
$202,000,000 shall be available for the motor car-
rier safety assistance program to carry out sec-
tions 31102 and 31104(a) of title 49, United States 
Code; $25,000,000 shall be available for the com-
mercial driver’s license improvements program to 
carry out section 31313 of title 49, United States 
Code; $32,000,000 shall be available for the bor-
der enforcement grants program to carry out 
section 31107 of title 49, United States Code; 
$5,000,000 shall be available for the performance 
and registration information system manage-
ment program to carry out sections 31106(b) and 
31109 of title 49, United States Code; $25,000,000 
shall be available for the commercial vehicle in-
formation systems and networks deployment 
program to carry out section 4126 of Public Law 
109–59; $3,000,000 shall be available for the safe-
ty data improvement program to carry out sec-
tion 4128 of Public Law 109–59; and $8,000,000 
shall be available for the commercial driver’s li-
cense information system modernization pro-
gram to carry out section 31309(e) of title 49, 
United States Code: Provided further, That of 
the funds made available for the motor carrier 
safety assistance program, $29,000,000 shall be 
available for audits of new entrant motor car-
riers: Provided further, That $11,260,214 in un-
obligated balances are rescinded. 

MOTOR CARRIER SAFETY 
(HIGHWAY TRUST FUND) 

(RESCISSION) 
Of the amounts made available under this 

heading in prior appropriations Acts, $32,187,720 
in unobligated balances are rescinded. 

NATIONAL MOTOR CARRIER SAFETY PROGRAM 
(HIGHWAY TRUST FUND) 

(RESCISSION) 
Of the amounts made available under this 

hearing in prior appropriations Act, $5,212,858 
in unobligated balances are rescinded. 

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISION—FEDERAL MOTOR 
CARRIER SAFETY ADMINISTRATION 

SEC. 130. Funds appropriated or limited in this 
Act shall be subject to the terms and conditions 
stipulated in section 350 of Public Law 107–87 
and section 6901 of Public Law 110–28, including 
that the Secretary submit a report to the House 
and Senate Appropriations Committees annually 
on the safety and security of transportation into 
the United States by Mexico-domiciled motor 
carriers. 

NATIONAL HIGHWAY TRAFFIC SAFETY 
ADMINISTRATION 

OPERATIONS AND RESEARCH 
For expenses necessary to discharge the func-

tions of the Secretary, with respect to traffic 
and highway safety under chapter 301 of title 
49, United States Code, and part C of subtitle VI 
of title 49, United States Code, $124,406,000, of 
which $26,156,000 shall remain available until 
September 30, 2010: Provided, That none of the 
funds appropriated by this Act may be obligated 
or expended to plan, finalize, or implement any 
rulemaking to add to section 575.104 of title 49 of 
the Code of Federal Regulations any require-
ment pertaining to a grading standard that is 
different from the three grading standards 
(treadwear, traction, and temperature resist-
ance) already in effect. 

OPERATIONS AND RESEARCH 
(LIQUIDATION OF CONTRACT AUTHORIZATION) 

(LIMITATION ON OBLIGATIONS) 
(HIGHWAY TRUST FUND) 

For payment of obligations incurred in car-
rying out the provisions of 23 U.S.C. 403, 
$107,750,000, to be derived from the Highway 
Trust Fund (other than the Mass Transit Ac-
count) and to remain available until expended: 
Provided, That none of the funds in this Act 
shall be available for the planning or execution 
of programs the total obligations for which, in 
fiscal year 2008, are in excess of $107,750,000 for 
programs authorized under 23 U.S.C. 403. 

NATIONAL DRIVER REGISTER 
(LIQUIDATION OF CONTRACT AUTHORIZATION) 

(LIMITATION ON OBLIGATIONS) 
(HIGHWAY TRUST FUND) 

For payment of obligations incurred in car-
rying out chapter 303 of title 49, United States 
Code, $4,000,000, to be derived from the Highway 
Trust Fund (other than the Mass Transit Ac-
count) and to remain available until September 
30, 2010: Provided, That none of the funds in 
this Act shall be available for the implementa-
tion or execution of programs the total obliga-
tions for which, in fiscal year 2008, are in excess 
of $4,000,000 for the National Driver Register au-
thorized under such chapter. 

HIGHWAY TRAFFIC SAFETY GRANTS 
(LIQUIDATION OF CONTRACT AUTHORIZATION) 

(LIMITATION ON OBLIGATIONS) 
(HIGHWAY TRUST FUND) 

For payment of obligations incurred in car-
rying out the provisions of 23 U.S.C. 402, 405, 
406, 408, and 410 and sections 2001(a)(11), 2009, 
2010, and 2011 of Public Law 109–59, to remain 
available until expended, $599,250,000 to be de-
rived from the Highway Trust Fund (other than 
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the Mass Transit Account): Provided, That none 
of the funds in this Act shall be available for 
the planning or execution of programs the total 
obligations for which, in fiscal year 2008, are in 
excess of $599,250,000 for programs authorized 
under 23 U.S.C. 402, 405, 406, 408, and 410 and 
sections 2001(a)(11), 2009, 2010, and 2011 of Pub-
lic Law 109–59, of which $225,000,000 shall be for 
‘‘Highway Safety Programs’’ under 23 U.S.C. 
402; $25,000,000 shall be for ‘‘Occupant Protec-
tion Incentive Grants’’ under 23 U.S.C. 405; 
$124,500,000 shall be for ‘‘Safety Belt Perform-
ance Grants’’ under 23 U.S.C. 406; $34,500,000 
shall be for ‘‘State Traffic Safety Information 
System Improvements’’ under 23 U.S.C. 408; 
$131,000,000 shall be for ‘‘Alcohol-Impaired Driv-
ing Countermeasures Incentive Grant Program’’ 
under 23 U.S.C. 410; $18,250,000 shall be for 
‘‘Administrative Expenses’’ under section 
2001(a)(11) of Public Law 109–59; $29,000,000 
shall be for ‘‘High Visibility Enforcement Pro-
gram’’ under section 2009 of Public Law 109–59; 
$6,000,000 shall be for ‘‘Motorcyclist Safety’’ 
under section 2010 of Public Law 109–59; and 
$6,000,000 shall be for ‘‘Child Safety and Child 
Booster Seat Safety Incentive Grants’’ under 
section 2011 of Public Law 109–59: Provided fur-
ther, That none of these funds shall be used for 
construction, rehabilitation, or remodeling costs, 
or for office furnishings and fixtures for State, 
local or private buildings or structures: Provided 
further, That not to exceed $500,000 of the funds 
made available for section 410 ‘‘Alcohol-Im-
paired Driving Countermeasures Grants’’ shall 
be available for technical assistance to the 
States: Provided further, That not to exceed 
$750,000 of the funds made available for the 
‘‘High Visibility Enforcement Program’’ shall be 
available for the evaluation required under sec-
tion 2009(f) of Public Law 109–59. 

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS—NATIONAL 
HIGHWAY TRAFFIC SAFETY ADMINISTRATION 

(INCLUDING RESCISSIONS) 
SEC. 140. Notwithstanding any other provision 

of law or limitation on the use of funds made 
available under section 403 of title 23, United 
States Code, an additional $130,000 shall be 
made available to the National Highway Traffic 
Safety Administration, out of the amount lim-
ited for section 402 of title 23, United States 
Code, to pay for travel and related expenses for 
State management reviews and to pay for core 
competency development training and related 
expenses for highway safety staff. 

SEC. 141. Of the amounts made available 
under the heading ‘‘Operations and Research 
(Liquidation of Contract Authorization) (Limi-
tation on Obligations) (Highway Trust Fund)’’ 
in prior appropriations Acts, $12,197,113.60 in 
unobligated balances are rescinded. 

SEC. 142. Of the amounts made available 
under the heading ‘‘National Driver Register 
(Liquidation of Contract Authorization) (Limi-
tation on Obligations) (Highway Trust Fund)’’ 
in prior appropriations Acts, $119,914.61 in un-
obligated balances are rescinded. 

SEC. 143. Of the amounts made available 
under the heading ‘‘Highway Traffic Safety 
Grants (Liquidation of Contract Authorization) 
(Limitation on Obligations) (Highway Trust 
Fund)’’ in prior appropriations Acts, $10,528,958 
in unobligated balances are rescinded. 

FEDERAL RAILROAD ADMINISTRATION 

SAFETY AND OPERATIONS 
For necessary expenses of the Federal Rail-

road Administration, not otherwise provided for, 
$151,186,000, of which $12,268,890 shall remain 
available until expended. 

RAILROAD RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT 
For necessary expenses for railroad research 

and development, $36,250,000, to remain avail-
able until expended. 

CAPITAL ASSISTANCE TO STATES—INTERCITY 
PASSENGER RAIL SERVICE 

To enable the Federal Railroad Administrator 
to make grants to States for the capital costs of 
improving existing intercity passenger rail serv-
ice and providing new intercity passenger rail, 
$100,000,000, to remain available until expended: 
Provided, That grants shall be provided to a 
State only on a reimbursable basis: Provided 
further, That grants cover no more than 50 per-
cent of the total capital cost of a project selected 
for funding: Provided further, That no later 
than eight months following enactment of this 
Act, the Secretary shall establish and publish 
criteria for project selection, set a deadline for 
grant applications, and provide a schedule for 
project selection: Provided further, That the 
provisions of section 24312 of title 49, United 
States Code, shall apply to grantees assisted 
under this paragraph: Provided further, That to 
be eligible for this assistance, States must in-
clude intercity passenger rail service as an inte-
gral part of statewide transportation planning 
as required under section 135 of title 23, United 
States Code: Provided further, That the specific 
project must be on the Statewide Transportation 
Improvement Plan at the time of the application 
to qualify: Provided further, That the Secretary 
give priority to applications for projects that im-
prove the safety and reliability of intercity pas-
senger trains, involve a commitment by freight 
railroads to an enforceable on-time performance 
of passenger trains of 80 percent or greater, in-
volve a commitment by freight railroads of fi-
nancial resources commensurate with the ben-
efit expected to their operations, improve or ex-
tend service on a route that requires little or no 
Federal assistance for its operations, involve a 
commitment by States or railroads of financial 
resources to improve the safety of highway/rail 
grade crossings over which the passenger service 
operates. 

RAILROAD REHABILITATION AND IMPROVEMENT 
PROGRAM 

The Secretary of Transportation is authorized 
to issue to the Secretary of the Treasury notes 
or other obligations pursuant to section 512 of 
the Railroad Revitalization and Regulatory Re-
form Act of 1976 (Public Law 94–210), as amend-
ed, in such amounts and at such times as may 
be necessary to pay any amounts required pur-
suant to the guarantee of the principal amount 
of obligations under sections 511 through 513 of 
such Act, such authority to exist as long as any 
such guaranteed obligation is outstanding: Pro-
vided, That pursuant to section 502 of such Act, 
as amended, no new direct loans or loan guar-
antee commitments shall be made using Federal 
funds for the credit risk premium during fiscal 
year 2008. 
OPERATING GRANTS TO THE NATIONAL RAILROAD 

PASSENGER CORPORATION 
To enable the Secretary of Transportation to 

make quarterly grants to the National Railroad 
Passenger Corporation for operation of intercity 
passenger rail, $485,000,000 to remain available 
until expended: Provided, That the Secretary of 
Transportation shall approve funding to cover 
operating losses for the Corporation only after 
receiving and reviewing a grant request for each 
specific train route: Provided further, That each 
such grant request shall be accompanied by a 
detailed financial analysis, revenue projection, 
and capital expenditure projection justifying the 
Federal support to the Secretary’s satisfaction: 
Provided further, That the Corporation is di-
rected to achieve savings through operating effi-
ciencies including, but not limited to, modifica-
tions to food and beverage service and first class 
service: Provided further, That the Inspector 
General of the Department of Transportation 
shall report to the House and Senate Committees 
on Appropriations beginning three months after 
the date of the enactment of this Act and quar-

terly thereafter with estimates of the savings ac-
crued as a result of all operational reforms insti-
tuted by the Corporation: Provided further, 
That not later than 120 days after enactment of 
this Act, the Corporation shall transmit to the 
House and Senate Committees on Appropria-
tions the status of its plan to improve the finan-
cial performance of food and beverage service 
and its plan to improve the financial perform-
ance of first class service (including sleeping car 
service): Provided further, That the Corporation 
shall report quarterly to the House and Senate 
Committees on Appropriations on its progress 
against the milestones and target dates con-
tained in the plan provided in fiscal year 2007 
and quantify savings realized to date on a 
monthly basis compared to those projected in 
the plan, identify any changes in the plan or 
delays in implementing these plans, and identify 
the causes of delay and proposed corrective 
measures: Provided further, That not later than 
90 days after enactment of this Act, the Cor-
poration shall transmit, in electronic format, to 
the Secretary, the House and Senate Committees 
on Appropriations, the House Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure and the Sen-
ate Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation a comprehensive business plan 
approved by the Board of Directors for fiscal 
year 2008 under section 24104(a) of title 49, 
United States Code: Provided further, That the 
business plan shall include, as applicable, tar-
gets for ridership, revenues, and capital and op-
erating expenses: Provided further, That the 
plan shall also include a separate accounting of 
such targets for the Northeast Corridor; com-
muter service; long-distance Amtrak service; 
State-supported service; each intercity train 
route, including Autotrain; and commercial ac-
tivities including contract operations: Provided 
further, That the business plan shall include a 
description of the work to be funded, along with 
cost estimates and an estimated timetable for 
completion of the projects covered by this busi-
ness plan: Provided further, That the Corpora-
tion shall continue to provide monthly reports 
in electronic format regarding the pending busi-
ness plan, which shall describe the work com-
pleted to date, any changes to the business 
plan, and the reasons for such changes, and 
shall identify all sole source contract awards 
which shall be accompanied by a justification as 
to why said contract was awarded on a sole 
source basis: Provided further, That the Cor-
poration’s business plan and all subsequent sup-
plemental plans shall be displayed on the Cor-
poration’s website within a reasonable time-
frame following their submission to the appro-
priate entities: Provided further, That the leases 
and contracts entered into by the Corporation in 
any year that the Corporation receives a Fed-
eral subsidy after the date of enactment of the 
Act, regardless of the place the same may be ex-
ecuted, shall be governed by the laws of the Dis-
trict of Columbia: Provided further, That none 
of the funds under this heading may be obli-
gated or expended until the Corporation agrees 
to continue abiding by the provisions of para-
graphs 1, 2, 5, 9, and 11 of the summary of con-
ditions for the direct loan agreement of June 28, 
2002, in the same manner as in effect on the date 
of enactment of this Act. 

CAPITAL AND DEBT SERVICE GRANTS TO THE 
NATIONAL RAILROAD PASSENGER CORPORATION 

To enable the Secretary of Transportation to 
make quarterly grants to the National Railroad 
Passenger Corporation for the maintenance and 
repair of capital infrastructure owned by the 
Corporation, including railroad equipment, roll-
ing stock, legal mandates and other services, 
$885,000,000, to remain available until expended, 
of which not to exceed $285,000,000 shall be for 
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debt service obligations: Provided, That the Sec-
retary may retain up to one-quarter of one per-
cent of the funds under this heading to fund the 
oversight by the Federal Railroad Administra-
tion of the design and implementation of capital 
projects funded by grants made under this head-
ing: Provided further, That the Secretary shall 
approve funding for capital expenditures, in-
cluding advance purchase orders of materials, 
for the Corporation only after receiving and re-
viewing a grant request for each specific capital 
grant justifying the Federal support to the Sec-
retary’s satisfaction: Provided further, That 
none of the funds under this heading may be 
used to subsidize operating losses of the Cor-
poration: Provided further, That none of the 
funds under this heading may be used for cap-
ital projects not approved by the Secretary of 
Transportation or on the Corporation’s fiscal 
year 2008 business plan: Provided further, That 
$35,000,000 of amounts made available under 
this heading shall be available until expended 
for capital improvements if the Corporation 
demonstrates to the Secretary’s satisfaction that 
the Corporation has achieved operational sav-
ings and met ridership and revenue targets as 
defined in the Corporation’s business plan: Pro-
vided further, That of the funds provided under 
this section, not less than $5,000,000 shall be ex-
pended for the development and implementation 
of a managerial cost accounting system, which 
includes average and marginal unit cost capa-
bility: Provided further, That within 90 days of 
enactment, the Department of Transportation 
Inspector General shall review and comment to 
the Secretary of Transportation and the House 
and Senate Committees on Appropriations upon 
the strengths and weaknesses of the system 
being developed by the Corporation and how it 
best can be implemented to improve decision 
making by the Board of Directors and manage-
ment of the Corporation: Provided further, That 
not later than 180 days after the enactment of 
this Act, the Secretary, in consultation with the 
Corporation and the States on the Northeast 
Corridor, shall establish a common definition of 
what is determined to be a ‘‘state of good re-
pair’’ on the Northeast Corridor and report its 
findings, including definitional areas of dis-
agreement, to the House and Senate Committees 
on Appropriations, the House Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure and the Sen-
ate Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS—FEDERAL 
RAILROAD ADMINISTRATION 

SEC. 150. Notwithstanding any other provision 
of this Act, funds provided in this Act for the 
National Railroad Passenger Corporation shall 
immediately cease to be available to said Cor-
poration in the event that the Corporation con-
tracts to have services provided at or from any 
location outside the United States. For purposes 
of this section, the word ‘‘services’’ shall mean 
any service that was, as of July 1, 2006, per-
formed by a full-time or part-time Amtrak em-
ployee whose base of employment is located 
within the United States. 

SEC. 151. Not later than January 1, 2008, the 
Federal Railroad Administrator shall submit a 
report, and quarterly reports thereafter, to the 
House and Senate Committees on Appropria-
tions detailing the Administrator’s efforts at im-
proving the on-time performance of Amtrak 
intercity rail service operating on non-Amtrak 
owned property. Such reports shall compare the 
most recent actual on-time performance data to 
pre-established on-time performance goals that 
the Administrator shall set for each rail service, 
identified by route. Such reports shall also in-
clude whatever other information and data re-
garding the on-time performance of Amtrak 
trains the Administrator deems to be appro-
priate. 

SEC. 152. The Secretary may purchase pro-
motional items of nominal value for use in pub-
lic outreach activities to accomplish the pur-
poses of 49 U.S.C. 20134: Provided, That the Sec-
retary shall prescribe guidelines for the adminis-
tration of such purchases and use. 

SEC. 153. Hereafter, any lease or contract en-
tered into between the National Railroad Pas-
senger Corporation and the State of Maryland 
or any department or agency of the State of 
Maryland, after the date of the enactment of 
this Act, shall be governed by the laws of the 
District of Columbia. 

FEDERAL TRANSIT ADMINISTRATION 
ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENSES 

For necessary administrative expenses of the 
Federal Transit Administration’s programs au-
thorized by chapter 53 of title 49, United States 
Code, $88,795,000: Provided, That of the funds 
available under this heading, not to exceed 
$910,239 shall be available for the Office of the 
Administrator; not to exceed $6,353,739 shall be 
available for the Office of Administration; not to 
exceed $4,545,039 shall be available for the Office 
of the Chief Counsel; not to exceed $1,480,289 
shall be available for the Office of Communica-
tion and Congressional Affairs; not to exceed 
$8,741,339 shall be available for the Office of 
Program Management; not to exceed $10,857,698 
shall be available for the Office of Budget and 
Policy; not to exceed $4,943,589 shall be avail-
able for the Office of Research, Demonstration 
and Innovation; not to exceed $3,234,489 shall be 
available for the Office of Civil Rights; not to 
exceed $4,458,289 shall be available for the Office 
of Planning; not to exceed $22,551,290 shall be 
available for regional offices; and not to exceed 
$20,719,000 shall be available for the central ac-
count: Provided further, That the Administrator 
is authorized to transfer funds appropriated for 
an office of the Federal Transit Administration: 
Provided further, That no appropriation for an 
office shall be increased or decreased by more 
than a total of 5 percent during the fiscal year 
by all such transfers: Provided further, That 
any change in funding greater than 5 percent 
shall be submitted for approval to the House 
and Senate Committees on Appropriations: Pro-
vided further, That any funding transferred 
from the central account shall be submitted for 
approval to the House and Senate Committees 
on Appropriations: Provided further, That none 
of the funds provided or limited in this Act may 
be used to create a permanent office of transit 
security under this heading: Provided further, 
That of the funds in this Act available for the 
execution of contracts under section 5327(c) of 
title 49, United States Code, $2,000,000 shall be 
reimbursed to the Department of Transpor-
tation’s Office of Inspector General for costs as-
sociated with audits and investigations of tran-
sit-related issues, including reviews of new fixed 
guideway systems: Provided further, That upon 
submission to the Congress of the fiscal year 
2009 President’s budget, the Secretary of Trans-
portation shall transmit to Congress the annual 
report on new starts, including proposed alloca-
tions of funds for fiscal year 2009. 

FORMULA AND BUS GRANTS 
(LIQUIDATION OF CONTRACT AUTHORITY) 

(LIMITATION ON OBLIGATIONS) 
(HIGHWAY TRUST FUND) 
(INCLUDING RESCISSION) 

For payment of obligations incurred in car-
rying out the provisions of 49 U.S.C. 5305, 5307, 
5308, 5309, 5310, 5311, 5316, 5317, 5320, 5335, 5339, 
and 5340 and section 3038 of Public Law 105–178, 
as amended, $6,855,000,000, to be derived from 
the Mass Transit Account of the Highway Trust 
Fund and to remain available until expended: 
Provided, That funds available for the imple-
mentation or execution of programs authorized 
under 49 U.S.C. 5305, 5307, 5308, 5309, 5310, 5311, 

5316, 5317, 5320, 5335, 5339, and 5340 and section 
3038 of Public Law 105–178, as amended, shall 
not exceed total obligations of $7,872,893,000 in 
fiscal year 2008: Provided further, That except 
as provided in section 3044(b)(1) of Public Law 
109–59, funds made available to carry out 49 
U.S.C. 5308 shall instead be available to carry 
out 49 U.S.C. 5309(b)(3): Provided further, That 
of the funds available to carry out the bus pro-
gram under section 5309 of title 49, United States 
Code, which are not otherwise allocated under 
this Act or under SAFETEA–LU (Public Law 
109–59), not more than 10 percent may be ex-
pended to carry out the Urban Partnership Con-
gestion Initiative: Provided further, That 
$28,660,920 in unobligated balances are re-
scinded. 

RESEARCH AND UNIVERSITY RESEARCH CENTERS 
For necessary expenses to carry out 49 U.S.C. 

5306, 5312–5315, 5322, and 5506, $65,500,000, to re-
main available until expended: Provided, That 
$9,300,000 is available to carry out the transit 
cooperative research program under section 5313 
of title 49, United States Code, $4,300,000 is 
available for the National Transit Institute 
under section 5315 of title 49, United States 
Code, and $7,000,000 is available for university 
transportation centers program under section 
5506 of title 49, United States Code: Provided 
further, That $44,900,000 is available to carry 
out national research programs under sections 
5312, 5313, 5314, and 5322 of title 49, United 
States Code. 

CAPITAL INVESTMENT GRANTS 
(INCLUDING RESCISSION) 

For necessary expenses to carry out section 
5309 of title 49, United States Code, 
$1,566,000,000, to remain available until ex-
pended: Provided, That of the funds available 
under this heading, amounts are to be made 
available as follows: 

For section 5309(m)(6)(B) of title 49, United 
States Code, $15,000,000. 

For section 5309(m)(6)(C) of title 49, United 
States Code, $5,000,000. 

For the following sections of Public Law 109– 
59: 

Section 3043(b)(9), $11,200,000; 
Section 3043(d)(35), $18,965,043; 
Section 3043(d)(10), $70,000,000; 
Section 3043(b)(18), $5,000,000; 
Section 3043(b)(1), $13,000,000; 
Section 3043(b)(15), $65,000,000; 
Section 3043(b)(21), $125,000,000; 
Section 3043(b)(23), $20,000,000; 
Section 3043(b)(22), $35,000,000; 
Section 3043(c)(231), $30,000,000; 
Section 3043(a)(19), $90,000,000; 
Section 3043(a)(9), $70,000,000; 
Section 3043(a)(7), $51,560,484; 
Section 3043(a)(5), $36,500,000; 
Section 3043(a)(31), $35,000,000; 
Section 3043(a)(16), $55,192,995; 
Section 3043(b)(20), $200,000,000; 
Section 3043(b)(27), $80,000,000; 
Section 3043(a)(20), $33,516,444; 
Section 3043(b)(5), $86,250,000; 
Section 3043(b)(30), $80,000,000; 
Section 3043(a)(30), $70,000,000; 
Section 3043(c)(134), $35,000,000; 
Section 3043(b)(23), $21,200,000; 
Section 3043(d)(39), $3,000,000; 
Section 3043(b)(14), $500,000; 
Section 3043(c)(86), $20,000,000; 
Section 3043(c)(43), $5,000,000; 
Section 3043(c)(153), $20,000,000; and 
Section 3043(c)(258), $5,000,000. 
For the Jacksonville Rapid Transit System 

Phase 1, Florida, $9,870,000; 
For North Corridor BRT, Houston and South-

east Corridor BRT, Texas, $15,000,000; 
For San Francisco Muni Third Street Light 

Rail, California, $10,000,000; 
For Mid-Jordan Light Rail Extension, 

$20,000,000; and 
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For METRA Connects, Illinois, $1,300,000: 

Provided further, That of the funds available 
under this heading, amounts are to be made 
available under section 5309(e). 

For the following sections of Public Law 109– 
59: 

Section 3043(c)(201), $3,000,000; 
Section 3043(c)(177), $3,000,000; 
Section 3043(d)(3), $1,500,000; 
Section 3043(c)(182), $2,500,000; 
Section 3043(c)(79), $2,000,000; 
Section 3043(c)(197), $6,000,000; 
Section 3043(c)(173), $1,000,000; and 
Section 3043(c)(95), $14,250,000. 
For State Avenue Corridor BRT, Wyandotte 

County, Kansas, $1,500,000; and 
For Troost Corridor BRT, Missouri, $6,260,000. 

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS—FEDERAL TRANSIT 
ADMINISTRATION 

SEC. 160. The limitations on obligations for the 
programs of the Federal Transit Administration 
shall not apply to any authority under 49 
U.S.C. 5338, previously made available for obli-
gation, or to any other authority previously 
made available for obligation. 

SEC. 161. Notwithstanding any other provision 
of law, funds made available by this Act under 
‘‘Federal Transit Administration, Capital in-
vestment grants’’ and bus and bus facilities 
under ‘‘Federal Transit Administration, For-
mula and bus grants’’ for projects specified in 
this Act or identified in reports accompanying 
this Act not obligated by September 30, 2010, and 
other recoveries, shall be made available for 
other projects under 49 U.S.C. 5309. 

SEC. 162. Notwithstanding any other provision 
of law, any funds appropriated before October 
1, 2007, under any section of chapter 53 of title 
49, United States Code, that remain available 
for expenditure, may be transferred to and ad-
ministered under the most recent appropriation 
heading for any such section. 

SEC. 163. Notwithstanding any other provision 
of law, unobligated funds made available for a 
new fixed guideway systems projects under the 
heading ‘‘Federal Transit Administration, Cap-
ital Investment Grants’’ in any appropriations 
Act prior to this Act may be used during this fis-
cal year to satisfy expenses incurred for such 
projects. 

SEC. 164. In regard to the Central Link Initial 
Segment Project, to the extent that funds remain 
available within the current budget for the 
project, the Secretary shall amend the Full 
Funding Grant Agreement for said project to 
allow remaining funds to be used to support 
completion of the Airport Link extension of said 
project. 

SEC. 165. Amounts provided for a high capac-
ity fixed guideway light rail and mass transit 
project for the City of Albuquerque, New Mex-
ico, in Public Laws 106–69, 106–346 and 107–87 
shall be available for bus and bus facilities. 

SEC. 166. Any unobligated amounts made 
available for the Commuter Rail, Albuquerque to 
Santa Fe, New Mexico under the heading ‘‘Cap-
ital Investment Grants’’ under the heading 
‘‘Federal Transit Administration’’ in title I of 
division A of the Transportation, Treasury, 
Housing and Urban Development, the Judiciary, 
the District of Columbia, and Independent 
Agencies Appropriations Act, 2006 (Public Law 
109–115; 119 Stat. 2418) shall be made available 
for public transportation buses, equipment and 
facilities related to such buses, and intermodal 
terminal in Albuquerque and Santa Fe, New 
Mexico, subject to the requirements under sec-
tion 5309 of title 49, United States Code. 

SEC. 167. Notwithstanding any other provision 
of law, funds made available for the ‘‘Las Vegas 
Resort Corridor Fixed Guideway Project’’, the 
‘‘CATRAIL RTC Rail Project’’, and the ‘‘Las 
Vegas, Nevada Monorail Project’’ in Nevada in 
Public Laws 107–87, 108–7, 108–199 and 108–447 

may be made available to the Regional Trans-
portation Commission of Southern Nevada for 
bus or bus facilities projects eligible under sec-
tion 5307 or section 5309 of title 49, United States 
Code, and shall remain available until ex-
pended. 

SEC. 168. The Administrator of the Federal 
Transit Administration may conduct a study of 
the public transportation agencies in the urban-
ized areas described in section 5337(a) of title 49, 
United States Code (referred to in this section as 
‘‘agencies’’). 

(a) The study conducted under subsection (a) 
shall— 

(1) analyze the state of repair of the agencies’ 
rail infrastructure, including bridges, ties, and 
rail cars; 

(2) calculate the amount of Federal funding 
received by the agencies during the 9-year pe-
riod ending September 30, 2007, pursuant to— 

(A) the Intermodal Surface Transportation Ef-
ficiency Act of 1991 (Public Law 102–240); 

(B) the Transportation Equity Act for the 21st 
Century (Public Law 105–178); and 

(C) the Safe, Accountable, Flexible, Efficient 
Transportation Equity: A Legacy for Users 
(Public Law 109–59); 

(3) estimate the minimum amount of funding 
necessary to bring all of the infrastructure de-
scribed in paragraph (1) into a state of good re-
pair; and 

(4) determine the changes to the rail mod-
ernization formula program that would be re-
quired to bring all of the infrastructure de-
scribed in paragraph (1) into a state of good re-
pair. 

(b) Not later than 1 year after the date of the 
enactment of this Act, the Administrator shall 
submit to the Committee on Appropriations of 
the Senate and the Committee on Appropria-
tions of the House of Representatives a report 
that contains the results of the study conducted 
under this section. 

SEC. 169. The second sentence of section 321 of 
the Department of Transportation and Related 
Agencies Appropriations Act, 1986 (99 Stat. 1287) 
is repealed. 

SEC. 170. None of the funds provided or limited 
under this Act may be used to issue a final regu-
lation under section 5309 of title 49, United 
States Code. 

SAINT LAWRENCE SEAWAY DEVELOPMENT 
CORPORATION 

The Saint Lawrence Seaway Development 
Corporation is hereby authorized to make such 
expenditures, within the limits of funds and bor-
rowing authority available to the Corporation, 
and in accord with law, and to make such con-
tracts and commitments without regard to fiscal 
year limitations as provided by section 104 of the 
Government Corporation Control Act, as amend-
ed, as may be necessary in carrying out the pro-
grams set forth in the Corporation’s budget for 
the current fiscal year. 

OPERATIONS AND MAINTENANCE 
(HARBOR MAINTENANCE TRUST FUND) 

For necessary expenses for operations and 
maintenance of those portions of the Saint Law-
rence Seaway operated and maintained by the 
Saint Lawrence Seaway Development Corpora-
tion, $17,392,000, to be derived from the Harbor 
Maintenance Trust Fund, pursuant to Public 
Law 99–662. 

MARITIME ADMINISTRATION 
MARITIME SECURITY PROGRAM 

For necessary expenses to maintain and pre-
serve a U.S.-flag merchant fleet to serve the na-
tional security needs of the United States, 
$156,000,000, to remain available until expended. 

OPERATIONS AND TRAINING 
For necessary expenses of operations and 

training activities authorized by law, 
$122,890,545, of which $24,720,000 shall remain 

available until September 30, 2008, for salaries 
and benefits of employees of the United States 
Merchant Marine Academy; of which $13,850,000 
shall remain available until expended for cap-
ital improvements at the United States Mer-
chant Marine Academy; and of which 
$10,500,000 shall remain available until ex-
pended for maintenance and repair of 
Schoolships at State Maritime Schools. 

SHIP DISPOSAL 
For necessary expenses related to the disposal 

of obsolete vessels in the National Defense Re-
serve Fleet of the Maritime Administration, 
$18,000,000, to remain available until expended. 

ASSISTANCE TO SMALL SHIPYARDS 
To make grants for capital improvements and 

related infrastructure improvements at qualified 
shipyards that will facilitate the efficiency, 
cost-effectiveness, and quality of domestic ship 
construction for commercial and Federal Gov-
ernment use as authorized under section 3506 of 
Public Law 109–163, $20,000,000, to remain avail-
able until expended: Provided, That to be con-
sidered for assistance, a qualified shipyard shall 
submit an application for assistance no later 
than 60 days after enactment of this Act: Pro-
vided further, That from applications submitted 
under the previous proviso, the Secretary of 
Transportation shall make grants no later than 
120 days after enactment of this Act in such 
amounts as the Secretary determines: Provided 
further, That not to exceed 2 percent of the 
funds appropriated under this heading shall be 
available for necessary costs of grant adminis-
tration. 
MARITIME GUARANTEED LOAN (TITLE XI) PROGRAM 

ACCOUNT 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 
For the cost of guaranteed loans, as author-

ized, $13,408,000, of which $10,000,000 shall re-
main available until expended: Provided, That 
such costs, including the cost of modifying such 
loans, shall be as defined in section 502 of the 
Congressional Budget Act of 1974, as amended: 
Provided further, That the Inspector General 
shall report to the House and Senate Committees 
on Appropriations by March 30, 2007, on wheth-
er the Maritime Administration is in compliance 
with the recommendations contained in the In-
spector General’s audit reports on the title XI 
program: Provided further, That not to exceed 
$3,408,000 shall be available for administrative 
expenses to carry out the guaranteed loan pro-
gram, which shall be transferred to and merged 
with the appropriation for ‘‘Operations and 
Training’’, Maritime Administration. 

SHIP CONSTRUCTION 

(RESCISSION) 
Of the unobligated balances available under 

this heading, $4,614,545 are rescinded. 
ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS—MARITIME 

ADMINISTRATION 
SEC. 170. Notwithstanding any other provision 

of this Act, the Maritime Administration is au-
thorized to furnish utilities and services and 
make necessary repairs in connection with any 
lease, contract, or occupancy involving Govern-
ment property under control of the Maritime 
Administration, and payments received therefor 
shall be credited to the appropriation charged 
with the cost thereof: Provided, That rental 
payments under any such lease, contract, or oc-
cupancy for items other than such utilities, 
services, or repairs shall be covered into the 
Treasury as miscellaneous receipts. 

SEC. 171. No obligations shall be incurred dur-
ing the current fiscal year from the construction 
fund established by the Merchant Marine Act, 
1936 (46 App. U.S.C. 1101 et seq.), or otherwise, 
in excess of the appropriations and limitations 
contained in this Act or in any prior appropria-
tions Act. 
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PIPELINE AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS SAFETY 

ADMINISTRATION 

ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENSES 
For necessary administrative expenses of the 

Pipeline and Hazardous Materials Safety Ad-
ministration, $18,130,000, of which $639,000 shall 
be derived from the Pipeline Safety Fund. 

HAZARDOUS MATERIALS SAFETY 
For expenses necessary to discharge the haz-

ardous materials safety functions of the Pipeline 
and Hazardous Materials Safety Administra-
tion, $27,003,000, of which $1,761,000 shall re-
main available until September 30, 2010: Pro-
vided, That up to $1,200,000 in fees collected 
under 49 U.S.C. 5108(g) shall be deposited in the 
general fund of the Treasury as offsetting re-
ceipts: Provided further, That there may be 
credited to this appropriation, to be available 
until expended, funds received from States, 
counties, municipalities, other public authori-
ties, and private sources for expenses incurred 
for training, for reports publication and dissemi-
nation, and for travel expenses incurred in per-
formance of hazardous materials exemptions 
and approvals functions. 

PIPELINE SAFETY 

(PIPELINE SAFETY FUND) 

(OIL SPILL LIABILITY TRUST FUND) 
For expenses necessary to conduct the func-

tions of the pipeline safety program, for grants- 
in-aid to carry out a pipeline safety program, as 
authorized by 49 U.S.C. 60107, and to discharge 
the pipeline program responsibilities of the Oil 
Pollution Act of 1990, $82,404,000, of which 
$18,810,000 shall be derived from the Oil Spill Li-
ability Trust Fund and shall remain available 
until September 30, 2010; of which $63,594,000 
shall be derived from the Pipeline Safety Fund, 
of which $32,967,000 shall remain available until 
September 30, 2010: Provided, That not less than 
$1,043,000 of the funds provided under this 
heading shall be for the one-call State grant 
program. 

EMERGENCY PREPAREDNESS GRANTS 

(EMERGENCY PREPAREDNESS FUND) 
For necessary expenses to carry out 49 U.S.C. 

5128(b), $188,000, to be derived from the Emer-
gency Preparedness Fund, to remain available 
until September 30, 2009: Provided, That not 
more than $28,318,000 shall be made available 
for obligation in fiscal year 2008 from amounts 
made available by 49 U.S.C. 5116(i) and 5128(b)– 
(c): Provided further, That none of the funds 
made available by 49 U.S.C. 5116(i), 5128(b), or 
5128(c) shall be made available for obligation by 
individuals other than the Secretary of Trans-
portation, or her designee. 

RESEARCH AND INNOVATIVE TECHNOLOGY 
ADMINISTRATION 

RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT 
For necessary expenses of the Research and 

Innovative Technology Administration, 
$12,000,000, of which $6,036,000 shall remain 
available until September 30, 2010: Provided, 
That there may be credited to this appropria-
tion, to be available until expended, funds re-
ceived from States, counties, municipalities, 
other public authorities, and private sources for 
expenses incurred for training. 

OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL 

SALARIES AND EXPENSES 
For necessary expenses of the Office of In-

spector General to carry out the provisions of 
the Inspector General Act of 1978, as amended, 
$66,400,000: Provided, That the Inspector Gen-
eral shall have all necessary authority, in car-
rying out the duties specified in the Inspector 
General Act, as amended (5 U.S.C. App. 3), to 
investigate allegations of fraud, including false 
statements to the government (18 U.S.C. 1001), 
by any person or entity that is subject to regula-

tion by the Department: Provided further, That 
the funds made available under this heading 
shall be used to investigate, pursuant to section 
41712 of title 49, United States Code: (1) unfair 
or deceptive practices and unfair methods of 
competition by domestic and foreign air carriers 
and ticket agents; and (2) the compliance of do-
mestic and foreign air carriers with respect to 
item (1) of this proviso. 

SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses of the Surface Trans-
portation Board, including services authorized 
by 5 U.S.C. 3109, $25,000,000: Provided, That 
notwithstanding any other provision of law, not 
to exceed $1,250,000 from fees established by the 
Chairman of the Surface Transportation Board 
shall be credited to this appropriation as offset-
ting collections and used for necessary and au-
thorized expenses under this heading: Provided 
further, That the sum herein appropriated from 
the general fund shall be reduced on a dollar- 
for-dollar basis as such offsetting collections are 
received during fiscal year 2008, to result in a 
final appropriation from the general fund esti-
mated at no more than $23,750,000. 

GENERAL PROVISIONS—DEPARTMENT OF 
TRANSPORTATION 

(INCLUDING TRANSFERS OF FUNDS) 
SEC. 180. During the current fiscal year appli-

cable appropriations to the Department of 
Transportation shall be available for mainte-
nance and operation of aircraft; hire of pas-
senger motor vehicles and aircraft; purchase of 
liability insurance for motor vehicles operating 
in foreign countries on official department busi-
ness; and uniforms or allowances therefor, as 
authorized by law (5 U.S.C. 5901–5902). 

SEC. 181. Appropriations contained in this Act 
for the Department of Transportation shall be 
available for services as authorized by 5 U.S.C. 
3109, but at rates for individuals not to exceed 
the per diem rate equivalent to the rate for an 
Executive Level IV. 

SEC. 182. None of the funds in this Act shall 
be available for salaries and expenses of more 
than 110 political and Presidential appointees in 
the Department of Transportation: Provided, 
That none of the personnel covered by this pro-
vision may be assigned on temporary detail out-
side the Department of Transportation. 

SEC. 183. None of the funds in this Act shall 
be used to implement section 404 of title 23, 
United States Code. 

SEC. 184. (a) No recipient of funds made avail-
able in this Act shall disseminate personal infor-
mation (as defined in 18 U.S.C. 2725(3)) obtained 
by a State department of motor vehicles in con-
nection with a motor vehicle record as defined 
in 18 U.S.C. 2725(1), except as provided in 18 
U.S.C. 2721 for a use permitted under 18 U.S.C. 
2721. 

(b) Notwithstanding subsection (a), the Sec-
retary shall not withhold funds provided in this 
Act for any grantee if a State is in noncompli-
ance with this provision. 

SEC. 185. Funds received by the Federal High-
way Administration, Federal Transit Adminis-
tration, and Federal Railroad Administration 
from States, counties, municipalities, other pub-
lic authorities, and private sources for expenses 
incurred for training may be credited respec-
tively to the Federal Highway Administration’s 
‘‘Federal-Aid Highways’’ account, the Federal 
Transit Administration’s ‘‘Research and Univer-
sity Research Centers’’ account, and to the Fed-
eral Railroad Administration’s ‘‘Safety and Op-
erations’’ account, except for State rail safety 
inspectors participating in training pursuant to 
49 U.S.C. 20105. 

SEC. 186. Notwithstanding any other provi-
sions of law, rule or regulation, the Secretary of 
Transportation is authorized to allow the issuer 

of any preferred stock heretofore sold to the De-
partment to redeem or repurchase such stock 
upon the payment to the Department of an 
amount determined by the Secretary. 

SEC. 187. None of the funds in this Act to the 
Department of Transportation may be used to 
make a grant unless the Secretary of Transpor-
tation notifies the House and Senate Committees 
on Appropriations not less than 3 full business 
days before any discretionary grant award, let-
ter of intent, or full funding grant agreement to-
taling $1,000,000 or more is announced by the 
department or its modal administrations from: 
(1) any discretionary grant program of the Fed-
eral Highway Administration including the 
emergency relief program; (2) the airport im-
provement program of the Federal Aviation Ad-
ministration; or (3) any program of the Federal 
Transit Administration other than the formula 
grants and fixed guideway modernization pro-
grams: Provided, That no notification shall in-
volve funds that are not available for obliga-
tion. 

SEC. 188. Rebates, refunds, incentive pay-
ments, minor fees and other funds received by 
the Department of Transportation from travel 
management centers, charge card programs, the 
subleasing of building space, and miscellaneous 
sources are to be credited to appropriations of 
the Department of Transportation and allocated 
to elements of the Department of Transportation 
using fair and equitable criteria and such funds 
shall be available until expended. 

SEC. 189. Amounts made available in this or 
any other Act that the Secretary determines rep-
resent improper payments by the Department of 
Transportation to a third party contractor 
under a financial assistance award, which are 
recovered pursuant to law, shall be available— 

(1) to reimburse the actual expenses incurred 
by the Department of Transportation in recov-
ering improper payments; and 

(2) to pay contractors for services provided in 
recovering improper payments or contractor sup-
port in the implementation of the Improper Pay-
ments Information Act of 2002: Provided, That 
amounts in excess of that required for para-
graphs (1) and (2)— 

(A) shall be credited to and merged with the 
appropriation from which the improper pay-
ments were made, and shall be available for the 
purposes and period for which such appropria-
tions are available; or 

(B) if no such appropriation remains avail-
able, shall be deposited in the Treasury as mis-
cellaneous receipts: Provided, That prior to the 
transfer of any such recovery to an appropria-
tions account, the Secretary shall notify the 
House and Senate Committees on Appropria-
tions of the amount and reasons for such trans-
fer: Provided further, That for purposes of this 
section, the term ‘‘improper payments’’, has the 
same meaning as that provided in section 2(d)(2) 
of Public Law 107–300. 

SEC. 190. Notwithstanding any other provision 
of law, if any funds provided in or limited by 
this Act are subject to a reprogramming action 
that requires notice to be provided to the House 
and Senate Committees on Appropriations, said 
reprogramming action shall be approved or de-
nied solely by the Committees on Appropria-
tions: Provided, That the Secretary may provide 
notice to other congressional committees of the 
action of the Committees on Appropriations on 
such reprogramming but not sooner than 30 
days following the date on which the re-
programming action has been approved or de-
nied by the House and Senate Committees on 
Appropriations. 

SEC. 191. Out of funds appropriated or other-
wise made available under this Act to the Sur-
face Transportation Board of the Department of 
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Transportation, when considering cases, mat-
ters, or declaratory orders before the Board in-
volving a railroad, or an entity claiming or seek-
ing authority to operate as a railroad, and the 
transportation of solid waste (as defined in sec-
tion 1004 of 42 U.S.C. 6903), the Board shall con-
sider any activity involving the receipt, delivery, 
sorting, handling or transfer in-transit outside 
of a sealed container, storage other than inside 
a sealed container, or other processing of solid 
waste to be an activity over which the Board 
does not have jurisdiction. 

SEC. 192. None of the funds appropriated or 
otherwise made available under this Act may be 
used by the Surface Transportation Board of 
the Department of Transportation to charge or 
collect any filing fee for rate complaints filed 
with the Board in an amount in excess of the 
amount authorized for district court civil suit 
filing fees under section 1914 of title 28, United 
States Code. 

SEC. 193. Not later than 90 days after the date 
of the enactment of this Act, the Inspector Gen-
eral of the Department of Transportation 
shall— 

(1) conduct an investigation of rail service dis-
ruptions since 2004 and incidents since 2004 in 
which rail carriers failed to timely deliver var-
ious commodities, such as coal, wheat, ethanol, 
potatoes, specialty crops, and lumber; and 

(2) submit a report containing legislative and 
regulatory recommendations designed to reduce 
such disruptions and incidents and to improve 
railroad service to— 

(A) the Committee on Appropriations of the 
Senate; 

(B) the Committee on Appropriations of the 
House of Representatives; 

(C) the Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation of the Senate; and 

(D) the Committee on Transportation and In-
frastructure of the House of Representatives. 

SEC. 194. None of the funds made available 
under this Act may be used to establish a cross- 
border motor carrier demonstration program to 
allow Mexico-domiciled motor carriers to operate 
beyond the commercial zones along the inter-
national border between the United States and 
Mexico. 

SEC. 195. Not later than 30 days after the date 
of enactment of this Act, the Secretary of Trans-
portation shall establish and maintain on the 
homepage of the Internet website of the Depart-
ment of Transportation— 

(1) a direct link to the Internet website of the 
Office of Inspector General of the Department of 
Transportation; and 

(2) a mechanism by which individuals may 
anonymously report cases of waste, fraud, or 
abuse with respect to the Department of Trans-
portation. 

SEC. 196. PROHIBITION ON IMPOSITION AND 
COLLECTION OF TOLLS ON CERTAIN HIGHWAYS 
CONSTRUCTED USING FEDERAL FUNDS. (a) DEFI-
NITIONS.—In this section: 

(1) FEDERAL HIGHWAY FACILITY.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘‘Federal highway 

facility’’ means— 
(i) any highway, bridge, or tunnel on the 

Interstate System that is constructed using Fed-
eral funds; or 

(ii) any United States highway. 
(B) EXCLUSION.—The term ‘‘Federal highway 

facility’’ does not include any right-of-way for 
any highway, bridge, or tunnel described in 
subparagraph (A). 

(2) TOLLING PROVISION.—The term ‘‘tolling 
provision’’ means section 1216(b) of the Trans-
portation Equity Act for the 21st Century (23 
U.S.C. 129 note; 112 Stat. 212); 

(b) PROHIBITION.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—None of the funds made 

available by this Act shall be used to consider or 
approve an application to permit the imposition 

or collection of any toll on any portion of a Fed-
eral highway facility in the State of Texas— 

(A)(i) that is in existence on the date of enact-
ment of this Act; and 

(ii) on which no toll is imposed or collected 
under a tolling provision on that date of enact-
ment; or 

(B) that would result in the Federal highway 
facility having fewer non-toll lanes than before 
the date on which the toll was first imposed or 
collected. 

(2) EXEMPTION.—Paragraph (1) shall not 
apply to the imposition or collection of a toll on 
a Federal highway facility— 

(A) on which a toll is imposed or collected 
under a tolling provision on the date of enact-
ment of this Act; or 

(B) that is constructed, under construction, or 
the subject of an application for construction 
submitted to the Secretary, after the date of en-
actment of this Act. 

(c) STATE BUY-BACK.—None of the funds 
made available by this Act shall be used to im-
pose or collect a toll on a Federal highway facil-
ity in the State of Texas that is purchased by 
the State of Texas on or after the date of enact-
ment of this Act. 

SEC. 197. The Secretary of Transportation may 
conduct a study of the use of non-hazardous re-
cycled aggregates and other materials, including 
reused concrete and asphalt, in highway 
projects, to the maximum extent practicable and 
whenever economically feasible and consistent 
with public health and environmental laws. 

This title may be cited as the ‘‘Department of 
Transportation Appropriations Act, 2008’’. 

TITLE II 

DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND URBAN 
DEVELOPMENT 

OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY 

SALARIES AND EXPENSES 
For necessary salaries and expenses of the Of-

fice of the Secretary of Housing and Urban De-
velopment, $3,930,000: Provided, That not to ex-
ceed $25,000 of this amount shall be available for 
official reception and representation expenses. 

EXECUTIVE OPERATIONS 

OFFICE OF HEARINGS AND APPEALS 
For the necessary salaries and expenses of the 

Office of Hearings and Appeals, $1,490,000. 
OFFICE OF SMALL AND DISADVANTAGED BUSINESS 

UTILIZATION 
For the necessary salaries and expenses of the 

Office of Small and Disadvantaged Business 
Utilization, $510,000. 

OFFICE OF THE CHIEF FINANCIAL OFFICER 
For the necessary salaries and expenses of the 

Office of the Chief Financial Officer, 
$43,750,000. 

OFFICE OF THE GENERAL COUNSEL 
For the necessary salaries and expenses of the 

Office of the General Counsel, $86,820,000. 
OFFICE OF THE CHIEF PROCUREMENT OFFICER 
For the necessary salaries and expenses of the 

Office of the Chief Procurement Officer, 
$13,500,000. 

CENTER FOR FAITH-BASED AND COMMUNITY 
INITIATIVES 

For necessary salaries and expenses of the 
Center for Faith-Based and Community Initia-
tives, $1,860,000. 
OFFICE OF THE ASSISTANT SECRETARY FOR CON-

GRESSIONAL AND INTERGOVERNMENTAL RELA-
TIONS 
For necessary salaries and expenses of the Of-

fice of the Assistant Secretary for Congressional 
and Intergovernmental Relations, $2,670,000: 
Provided, That the Secretary shall provide the 
Committee on Appropriations quarterly written 
notification regarding the status of pending 
congressional reports. 

OFFICE OF THE ASSISTANT SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC 
AFFAIRS 

For necessary salaries and expenses of the Of-
fice of the Assistant Secretary for Public Affairs, 
$2,630,000. 
OFFICE OF DEPARTMENTAL EQUAL EMPLOYMENT 

OPPORTUNITY 
For the necessary salaries and expenses of the 

Office of Departmental Equal Employment Op-
portunity, $3,440,000. 

ADMINISTRATIVE ACTIVITIES 

OFFICE OF THE ASSISTANT SECRETARY FOR 
ADMINISTRATION 

For necessary salaries and expenses of the Of-
fice of the Assistant Secretary for Administra-
tion, $1,480,000. 

ADMINISTRATION SALARIES AND EXPENSES 
For necessary salaries and expenses of the Of-

fice of Administration, $251,630,000: Provided, 
That funds provided under the heading may be 
used for necessary administrative and non-ad-
ministrative expenses of the Department of 
Housing and Urban Development, not otherwise 
provided for, including purchase of uniforms, or 
allowances therefor, as authorized by 5 U.S.C. 
5901–5902; hire of passenger motor vehicles; serv-
ices as authorized by 5 U.S.C. 3109. 

OFFICE OF DEPARTMENTAL OPERATIONS AND 
COORDINATION 

For the necessary salaries and expenses of the 
Office of Departmental Operations and Coordi-
nation, $12,520,000. 

OFFICE OF FIELD POLICY AND MANAGEMENT 
For the necessary salaries and expenses of the 

Office of Field Policy and Management, 
$47,730,000. 

PUBLIC AND INDIAN HOUSING 

OFFICE OF THE ASSISTANT SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC 
AND INDIAN HOUSING 

For necessary salaries and expenses of the Of-
fice of the Assistant Secretary for Public and In-
dian Housing, $1,620,000. 

PUBLIC AND INDIAN HOUSING SALARIES AND 
EXPENSES 

For necessary salaries and expenses of the Of-
fice of Public and Indian Housing, $188,340,000. 

TENANT-BASED RENTAL ASSISTANCE 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 
For activities and assistance for the provision 

of tenant-based rental assistance authorized 
under the United States Housing Act of 1937, as 
amended (42 U.S.C. 1437 et seq.) (‘‘the Act’’ 
herein), not otherwise provided for, 
$16,598,694,000, to remain available until ex-
pended, of which $12,398,694,000 shall be avail-
able on October 1, 2007, and $4,200,000,000 shall 
be available on October 1, 2008: Provided, That 
the amounts made available under this heading 
are provided as follows: 

(1) $14,936,200,000 for renewals of expiring sec-
tion 8 tenant-based annual contributions con-
tracts (including renewals of enhanced vouchers 
under any provision of law authorizing such as-
sistance under section 8(t) of the Act): Provided, 
That notwithstanding any other provision of 
law, from amounts provided under this para-
graph, the Secretary for the calendar year 2008 
funding cycle shall provide renewal funding for 
each public housing agency based on voucher 
management system (VMS) leasing and cost 
data for the most recently completed period of 12 
consecutive months for which the Secretary de-
termines the data is verifiable and complete and 
by applying the 2008 Annual Adjustment Factor 
as established by the Secretary, and by making 
any necessary adjustments for the costs associ-
ated with the first-time renewal of tenant pro-
tection or HOPE VI vouchers or vouchers that 
were not in use during the 12-month period in 
order to be available to meet a commitment pur-
suant to section 8(o)(13) of the Act: Provided 
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further, That notwithstanding the first proviso, 
except for applying the 2008 Annual Adjustment 
Factor and making any other specified adjust-
ments, public housing agencies specified in cat-
egory 1 below shall receive funding for calendar 
year 2008 based on the higher of the amounts 
the agencies would receive under the first pro-
viso or the amounts the agencies received in cal-
endar year 2007, and public housing agencies 
specified in categories 2 and 3 below shall re-
ceive funding for calendar year 2008 equal to the 
amounts the agencies received in calendar year 
2007, except that public housing agencies speci-
fied in categories 1 and 2 below shall receive 
funding under this proviso only if, and to the 
extent that, any such public housing agency 
submits a plan, approved by the Secretary, that 
demonstrates that the agency can effectively use 
within 12 months the funding that the agency 
would receive under this proviso that is in addi-
tion to the funding that the agency would re-
ceive under the first proviso: (1) public housing 
agencies that are eligible for assistance under 
section 901 in Public Law 109–148 (119 Stat. 2781) 
or are located in the same counties as those eli-
gible under section 901 and operate voucher pro-
grams under section 8(o) of the United States 
Housing Act of 1937 but do not operate public 
housing under section 9 of such Act, and any 
public housing agency that otherwise qualifies 
under this category must demonstrate that they 
have experienced a loss of rental housing stock 
as a result of the 2005 hurricanes; (2) public 
housing agencies that would receive less fund-
ing under the first proviso than they would re-
ceive under this proviso and that have been 
placed in receivership within the 24 months pre-
ceding the date of enactment of this Act; and (3) 
public housing agencies that spent more in cal-
endar year 2007 than the total of the amounts of 
any such public housing agency’s allocation 
amount for calendar year 2007 and the amount 
of any such public housing agency’s available 
housing assistance payments undesignated 
funds balance from calendar year 2006 and the 
amount of any such public housing agency’s 
available administrative fees undesignated 
funds balance through calendar year 2007: Pro-
vided further, That up to $100,000,000 shall be 
available only: (1) to adjust the allocations for 
public housing agencies, after application for an 
adjustment by a public housing agency that ex-
perienced a significant increase, as determined 
by the Secretary, in renewal costs resulting from 
unforeseen circumstances or from portability 
under section 8(r) of the Act of tenant-based 
rental assistance; and (2) for adjustments for 
public housing agencies that could experience a 
significant decrease in voucher funding that 
could result in the risk of loss of voucher units 
due to the use of VMS data based on a 12-month 
period: Provided further, That none of the 
funds provided under the first proviso in this 
section may be used to support a total number 
of unit months under lease which exceeds a pub-
lic housing agency’s authorized level of units 
under contract: Provided further, That the Sec-
retary shall, to the extent necessary to stay 
within the amount provided under this para-
graph, pro rate each public housing agency’s al-
location otherwise established pursuant to this 
paragraph: Provided further, That except as 
provided in the following proviso, the entire 
amount provided under this paragraph shall be 
obligated to the public housing agencies based 
on the allocation and pro rata method described 
above and the Secretary shall notify public 
housing agencies of their annual budget not 
later than 90 days after enactment of this Act: 
Provided further, That public housing agencies 
participating in the Moving to Work demonstra-
tion shall be funded pursuant to their Moving to 
Work agreements and shall be subject to the 
same pro rata adjustments under the previous 
proviso; 

(2) $150,000,000 for section 8 rental assistance 
for relocation and replacement of housing units 
that are demolished or disposed of pursuant to 
the Omnibus Consolidated Rescissions and Ap-
propriations Act of 1996 (Public Law 104–134), 
conversion of section 23 projects to assistance 
under section 8, the family unification program 
under section 8(x) of the Act, relocation of wit-
nesses in connection with efforts to combat 
crime in public and assisted housing pursuant 
to a request from a law enforcement or prosecu-
tion agency, enhanced vouchers under any pro-
vision of law authorizing such assistance under 
section 8(t) of the Act, HOPE VI vouchers, man-
datory and voluntary conversions, and tenant 
protection assistance including replacement and 
relocation assistance: Provided, That the Sec-
retary shall provide replacement vouchers for all 
units that cease to be available as assisted hous-
ing due to demolition, disposition, or conversion, 
subject only to the availability of funds; 

(3) $50,000,000 for family self-sufficiency coor-
dinators under section 23 of the Act; 

(4) up to $6,494,000 may be transferred to the 
Working Capital Fund; 

(5) $1,351,000,000 for administrative and other 
expenses of public housing agencies in admin-
istering the section 8 tenant-based rental assist-
ance program, of which up to $5,000,000 shall be 
available as an incentive bonus as determined 
by the Secretary for administrative expenses for 
PHAs that voluntarily consolidate, and which 
up to $35,000,000 shall be available to the Sec-
retary to allocate to public housing agencies 
that need additional funds to administer their 
section 8 programs, with up to $30,000,000 to be 
for fees associated with section 8 tenant protec-
tion rental assistance: Provided, That no less 
than $1,311,000,000 of the amount provided in 
this paragraph shall be allocated for the cal-
endar year 2008 funding cycle on a basis to pub-
lic housing agencies as provided in section 8(q) 
of the Act as in effect immediately before the en-
actment of the Quality Housing and Work Re-
sponsibility Act of 1998 (Public Law 105–276): 
Provided further, That if the amounts made 
available under this paragraph are insufficient 
to pay the amounts required by this paragraph, 
the Secretary may decrease the amounts allo-
cated to agencies by a uniform prorated percent-
age applicable to all agencies receiving funding 
under this paragraph or may, to the extent nec-
essary to provide full payment of amounts re-
quired under this paragraph, utilize unobligated 
balances, including recaptures and carryovers, 
remaining from funds appropriated to the De-
partment of Housing and Urban Development 
under this heading, the heading ‘‘Annual Con-
tributions for Assisted Housing’’, the heading 
‘‘Housing Certificate Fund’’, and the heading 
‘‘Project-based rental assistance’’, for fiscal 
year 2007 and prior years, notwithstanding the 
purposes for which such amounts were appro-
priated: Provided further, That all amounts pro-
vided under this paragraph shall be only for ac-
tivities related to the provision of tenant-based 
rental assistance authorized under section 8, in-
cluding related development activities; 

(6) $30,000,000 for incremental voucher assist-
ance through the Family Unification Program; 
and 

(7) $75,000,000 for incremental rental voucher 
assistance for use through a supported housing 
program administered in conjunction with the 
Department of Veterans Affairs as authorized 
under section 8(o)(19) of the United States Hous-
ing Act of 1937: Provided, That the Secretary of 
Housing and Urban Development shall make 
such funding available, notwithstanding section 
305 (competition provision) of this title, to public 
housing agencies that partner with eligible VA 
Medical Centers or other entities as designated 
by the Secretary of the Department of Veterans 
Affairs, based on geographical need for such as-

sistance as identified by the Secretary of the De-
partment of Veterans Affairs, public housing 
agency administrative performance, and other 
factors as specified by the Secretary of Housing 
and Urban Development in consultation with 
the Secretary of the Department of Veterans Af-
fairs: Provided further, That the Secretary of 
Housing and Urban Development may waive, or 
specify alternative requirements for (in con-
sultation with the Secretary of the Department 
of Veterans Affairs), any provision of any stat-
ute or regulation that the Secretary of Housing 
and Urban Development administers in connec-
tion with the use of funds made available under 
this paragraph (except for requirements related 
to fair housing, nondiscrimination, labor stand-
ards, and the environment), upon a finding by 
the Secretary that any such waivers or alter-
native requirements are necessary for the effec-
tive delivery and administration of such voucher 
assistance: Provided further, That assistance 
made available under this paragraph shall con-
tinue to remain available for homeless veterans 
upon turnover. 

HOUSING CERTIFICATE FUND 
(RESCISSION) 

Of the unobligated balances, including recap-
tures and carryover, remaining from funds ap-
propriated to the Department of Housing and 
Urban Development under this heading, the 
heading ‘‘Annual contributions for assisted 
housing’’, the heading ‘‘Tenant-based rental as-
sistance’’, and the heading ‘‘Project-based rent-
al assistance’’, for fiscal year 2007 and prior 
years, $1,100,000,000 are rescinded, to be effected 
by the Secretary no later than September 30, 
2008: Provided, That, if insufficient funds exist 
under these headings, the remaining balance 
may be derived from any other heading under 
this title: Provided further, That the Secretary 
shall notify the Committees on Appropriations 
30 days in advance of the rescission of any 
funds derived from the headings specified above: 
Provided further, That any such balances gov-
erned by reallocation provisions under the stat-
ute authorizing the program for which the 
funds were originally appropriated shall be 
available for the rescission: Provided further, 
That any obligated balances of contract author-
ity from fiscal year 1974 and prior that have 
been terminated shall be cancelled. 

PROJECT-BASED RENTAL ASSISTANCE 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For activities and assistance for the provision 
of project-based subsidy contracts under the 
United States Housing Act of 1937, as amended 
(42 U.S.C. 1437 et seq.) (‘‘the Act’’ herein), not 
otherwise provided for, $5,813,000,000, to remain 
available until expended: Provided, That the 
amounts made available under this heading are 
provided as follows: 

(1) up to $5,522,810,000 for expiring or termi-
nating section 8 project-based subsidy contracts 
(including section 8 moderate rehabilitation con-
tracts), for amendments to section 8 project- 
based subsidy contracts (including section 8 
moderate rehabilitation contracts), for contracts 
entered into pursuant to section 441 of the 
McKinney-Vento Homeless Assistance Act, for 
renewal of section 8 contracts for units in 
projects that are subject to approved plans of 
action under the Emergency Low Income Hous-
ing Preservation Act of 1987 or the Low-Income 
Housing Preservation and Resident Homeowner-
ship Act of 1990, and for administrative and 
other expenses associated with project-based ac-
tivities and assistance funded under this para-
graph. 

(2) not to exceed $286,230,000 for performance- 
based contract administrators for section 8 
project-based assistance: Provided, That the 
Secretary may also use such amounts for per-
formance-based contract administrators for: in-
terest reduction payments pursuant to section 
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236(a) of the National Housing Act (12 U.S.C. 
1715z–1(a)); rent supplement payments pursuant 
to section 101 of the Housing and Urban Devel-
opment Act of 1965 (12 U.S.C. 1701s); section 
236(f)(2) rental assistance payments (12 U.S.C. 
1715z–1(f)(2)); project rental assistance contracts 
for the elderly under section 202(c)(2) of the 
Housing Act of 1959, as amended (12 U.S.C. 
1701q, 1701q–1); project rental assistance con-
tracts for supportive housing for persons with 
disabilities under section 811(d)(2) of the Cran-
ston-Gonzalez National Affordable Housing Act; 
project assistance contracts pursuant to section 
202(h) of the Housing Act of 1959 (Public Law 
86–372; 73 Stat. 667); and loans under section 202 
of the Housing Act of 1959 (Public Law 86–372; 
73 Stat. 667). 

(3) not to exceed $3,960,000 may be transferred 
to the Working Capital Fund; and 

(4) amounts recaptured under this heading, 
the heading ‘‘Annual Contributions for Assisted 
Housing’’, or the heading ‘‘Housing Certificate 
Fund’’ may be used for renewals of or amend-
ments to section 8 project-based contracts or for 
performance-based contract administrators, not-
withstanding the purposes for which such 
amounts were appropriated. 

PUBLIC HOUSING CAPITAL FUND 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For the Public Housing Capital Fund Program 
to carry out capital and management activities 
for public housing agencies, as authorized 
under section 9 of the United States Housing 
Act of 1937, as amended (42 U.S.C. 1437g) (the 
‘‘Act’’) $2,500,000,000, to remain available until 
September 30, 2011: Provided, That notwith-
standing any other provision of law or regula-
tion, during fiscal year 2008, the Secretary may 
not delegate to any Department official other 
than the Deputy Secretary and the Assistant 
Secretary for Public and Indian Housing any 
authority under paragraph (2) of section 9(j) re-
garding the extension of the time periods under 
such section: Provided further, That for pur-
poses of such section 9(j), the term ‘‘obligate’’ 
means, with respect to amounts, that the 
amounts are subject to a binding agreement that 
will result in outlays, immediately or in the fu-
ture: Provided further, That of the total amount 
provided under this heading, up to $14,890,000 
shall be for carrying out activities under section 
9(h) of such Act; not to exceed $16,847,000 may 
be transferred to the Working Capital Fund; 
and up to $15,345,000 shall be to support the on-
going Public Housing Financial and Physical 
Assessment activities of the Real Estate Assess-
ment Center (REAC): Provided further, That no 
funds may be used under this heading for the 
purposes specified in section 9(k) of the United 
States Housing Act of 1937, as amended: Pro-
vided further, That of the total amount provided 
under this heading, not to exceed $20,000,000 
may be available for the Secretary of Housing 
and Urban Development to make grants, not-
withstanding section 305 of this Act, to public 
housing agencies for emergency capital needs 
resulting from unforeseen or unpreventable 
emergencies and natural disasters occurring in 
fiscal year 2008: Provided further, That of the 
total amount provided under this heading, 
$40,000,000 shall be for supportive services, serv-
ice coordinators and congregate services as au-
thorized by section 34 of the Act and the Native 
American Housing Assistance and Self-Deter-
mination Act of 1996: Provided further, That of 
the total amount provided under this heading 
up to $8,820,000 is to support the costs of admin-
istrative and judicial receiverships: Provided 
further, That, notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of law or regulation, or any independent 
decision of the Secretary, during fiscal year 
2008, the Secretary shall, in accordance with 
part 905.10(j) of title 24, Code of Federal Regula-
tions and from amounts made available under 

this heading, award performance bonuses to 
public housing agencies that are designated 
high performers under the Public Housing As-
sessment System for the 2007 fiscal year. 

PUBLIC HOUSING OPERATING FUND 
For 2008 payments to public housing agencies 

for the operation and management of public 
housing, as authorized by section 9(e) of the 
United States Housing Act of 1937, as amended 
(42 U.S.C. 1437g(e)), $4,200,000,000; of which 
$5,940,000 shall be for technical assistance re-
lated to the transition and implementation of 
asset-based management in public housing: Pro-
vided, That, in fiscal year 2008 and all fiscal 
years hereafter, no amounts under this heading 
in any appropriations Act may be used for pay-
ments to public housing agencies for the costs of 
operation and management of public housing 
for any year prior to the current year of such 
Act: Provided further, That no funds may be 
used under this heading for the purposes speci-
fied in section 9(k) of the United States Housing 
Act of 1937, as amended. 
REVITALIZATION OF SEVERELY DISTRESSED PUBLIC 

HOUSING (HOPE VI) 
For grants to public housing agencies for dem-

olition, site revitalization, replacement housing, 
and tenant-based assistance grants to projects 
as authorized by section 24 of the United States 
Housing Act of 1937, as amended, $100,000,000, 
to remain available until September 30, 2008, of 
which not to exceed $1,980,000 may be used for 
technical assistance and contract expertise, to 
be provided directly or indirectly by grants, con-
tracts or cooperative agreements, including 
training and cost of necessary travel for partici-
pants in such training, by or to officials and 
employees of the department and of public hous-
ing agencies and to residents: Provided, That 
none of such funds shall be used directly or in-
directly by granting competitive advantage in 
awards to settle litigation or pay judgments, un-
less expressly permitted herein. 

NATIVE AMERICAN HOUSING BLOCK GRANTS 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 
For the Native American Housing Block 

Grants program, as authorized under title I of 
the Native American Housing Assistance and 
Self-Determination Act of 1996 (NAHASDA) (25 
U.S.C. 4111 et seq.), $630,000,000, to remain 
available until expended: Provided, That, not-
withstanding the Native American Housing As-
sistance and Self-Determination Act of 1996, to 
determine the amount of the allocation under 
title I of such Act for each Indian tribe, the Sec-
retary shall apply the formula under section 302 
of such Act with the need component based on 
single-race Census data and with the need com-
ponent based on multi-race Census data, and 
the amount of the allocation for each Indian 
tribe shall be the greater of the two resulting al-
location amounts: Provided further, That of the 
amounts made available under this heading, 
$2,000,000 shall be contracted through the Sec-
retary as technical assistance and capacity 
building to be used by the National American 
Indian Housing Council in support of the imple-
mentation of NAHASDA; and $4,250,000 shall be 
to support the inspection of Indian housing 
units, contract expertise, training, and technical 
assistance in the training, oversight, and man-
agement of such Indian housing and tenant- 
based assistance, including up to $300,000 for re-
lated travel: Provided further, That of the 
amount provided under this heading, $1,980,000 
shall be made available for the cost of guaran-
teed notes and other obligations, as authorized 
by title VI of NAHASDA: Provided further, That 
such costs, including the costs of modifying 
such notes and other obligations, shall be as de-
fined in section 502 of the Congressional Budget 
Act of 1974, as amended: Provided further, That 
these funds are available to subsidize the total 

principal amount of any notes and other obliga-
tions, any part of which is to be guaranteed, not 
to exceed $17,000,000. 

NATIVE HAWAIIAN HOUSING BLOCK GRANT 
For the Native Hawaiian Housing Block 

Grant program, as authorized under title VIII of 
the Native American Housing Assistance and 
Self-Determination Act of 1996 (25 U.S.C. 4111 et 
seq.), $9,000,000, to remain available until ex-
pended, of which $300,000 shall be for training 
and technical assistance activities. 

INDIAN HOUSING LOAN GUARANTEE FUND 
PROGRAM ACCOUNT 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 
For the cost of guaranteed loans, as author-

ized by section 184 of the Housing and Commu-
nity Development Act of 1992 (12 U.S.C. 1715z– 
13a), $7,450,000, to remain available until ex-
pended: Provided, That such costs, including 
the costs of modifying such loans, shall be as 
defined in section 502 of the Congressional 
Budget Act of 1974, as amended: Provided fur-
ther, That these funds are available to subsidize 
total loan principal, any part of which is to be 
guaranteed, up to $367,000,000. 

NATIVE HAWAIIAN HOUSING LOAN GUARANTEE 
FUND PROGRAM ACCOUNT 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 
For the cost of guaranteed loans, as author-

ized by section 184A of the Housing and Commu-
nity Development Act of 1992 (12 U.S.C. 1715z– 
13b), $1,044,000, to remain available until ex-
pended: Provided, That such costs, including 
the costs of modifying such loans, shall be as 
defined in section 502 of the Congressional 
Budget Act of 1974, as amended: Provided fur-
ther, That these funds are available to subsidize 
total loan principal, any part of which is to be 
guaranteed, not to exceed $41,504,255. 

COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT 

OFFICE OF THE ASSISTANT SECRETARY FOR 
COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT 

SALARIES AND EXPENSES 
For necessary salaries and expenses of the Of-

fice of the Assistant Secretary for Community 
Planning and Development, $1,520,000. 

COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary salaries and expenses of the Of-
fice of Community Planning and Development 
mission area, $93,770,000. 
HOUSING OPPORTUNITIES FOR PERSONS WITH AIDS 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 
For carrying out the Housing Opportunities 

for Persons with AIDS program, as authorized 
by the AIDS Housing Opportunity Act (42 
U.S.C. 12901 et seq.), $300,100,000, to remain 
available until September 30, 2009, except that 
amounts allocated pursuant to section 854(c)(3) 
of such Act shall remain available until Sep-
tember 30, 2010: Provided, That the Secretary 
shall renew all expiring contracts for permanent 
supportive housing that were funded under sec-
tion 854(c)(3) of such Act that meet all program 
requirements before awarding funds for new 
contracts and activities authorized under this 
section: Provided further, That the Secretary 
may use not to exceed $1,485,000 of the funds 
under this heading for training, oversight, and 
technical assistance activities; and not to exceed 
$1,485,000 may be transferred to the Working 
Capital Fund. 

RURAL HOUSING AND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT 
For the Office of Rural Housing and Eco-

nomic Development in the Department of Hous-
ing and Urban Development, $17,000,000, to re-
main available until expended, which amount 
shall be competitively awarded by September 1, 
2008, to Indian tribes, State housing finance 
agencies, State community and/or economic de-
velopment agencies, local rural nonprofits and 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 11:19 Jul 17, 2017 Jkt 059102 PO 00000 Frm 00022 Fmt 0686 Sfmt 6333 E:\FDSYS\BOUNDRECORD\S12SE7.REC S12SE7ej
oy

ne
r 

on
 D

S
K

30
M

W
08

2P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 B
O

U
N

D
 R

E
C

O
R

D



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 153, Pt. 17 24271 September 12, 2007 
community development corporations to support 
innovative housing and economic development 
activities in rural areas. 

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT FUND 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For assistance to units of State and local gov-
ernment, and to other entities, for economic and 
community development activities, and for other 
purposes, $4,060,000,000, to remain available 
until September 30, 2010, unless otherwise speci-
fied: Provided, That of the amount provided, 
$3,705,430,000 is for carrying out the community 
development block grant program under title I of 
the Housing and Community Development Act 
of 1974, as amended (the ‘‘Act’’ herein) (42 
U.S.C. 5301 et seq.): Provided further, That un-
less explicitly provided for under this heading 
(except for planning grants provided in the sec-
ond paragraph and amounts made available 
under the third paragraph), not to exceed 20 
percent of any grant made with funds appro-
priated under this heading shall be expended for 
planning and management development and ad-
ministration: Provided further, That not to ex-
ceed $1,570,000 may be transferred to the Work-
ing Capital Fund: Provided further, That 
$3,000,000 is for technical assistance as author-
ized by section 107(b)(4) of such Act: Provided 
further, That $62,000,000 shall be for grants to 
Indian tribes notwithstanding section 106(a)(1) 
of such Act, of which, notwithstanding any 
other provision of law (including section 305 of 
this Act), up to $3,960,000 may be used for emer-
gencies that constitute imminent threats to 
health and safety. 

Of the amount made available under this 
heading, $248,000,000 shall be available for 
grants for the Economic Development Initiative 
(EDI) to finance a variety of targeted economic 
investments: Provided, That none of the funds 
provided under this paragraph may be used for 
program operations: Provided further, That, for 
fiscal years 2006, 2007, and 2008, no unobligated 
funds for EDI grants may be used for any pur-
pose except acquisition, planning, design, pur-
chase of equipment, revitalization, redevelop-
ment or construction. 

Of the amount made available under this 
heading, $40,000,000 shall be available for neigh-
borhood initiatives that are utilized to improve 
the conditions of distressed and blighted areas 
and neighborhoods, to stimulate investment, 
economic diversification, and community revi-
talization in areas with population outmigration 
or a stagnating or declining economic base, or to 
determine whether housing benefits can be inte-
grated more effectively with welfare reform ini-
tiatives. 

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT LOAN GUARANTEES 
PROGRAM ACCOUNT 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 
For the cost of guaranteed loans, $6,000,000, to 

remain available until September 30, 2009, as au-
thorized by section 108 of the Housing and Com-
munity Development Act of 1974, as amended: 
Provided, That such costs, including the cost of 
modifying such loans, shall be as defined in sec-
tion 502 of the Congressional Budget Act of 1974, 
as amended: Provided further, That these funds 
are available to subsidize total loan principal, 
any part of which is to be guaranteed, not to ex-
ceed $275,000,000, notwithstanding any aggre-
gate limitation on outstanding obligations guar-
anteed in section 108(k) of the Housing and 
Community Development Act of 1974, as amend-
ed. 

BROWNFIELDS REDEVELOPMENT 
For competitive economic development grants, 

as authorized by section 108(q) of the Housing 
and Community Development Act of 1974, as 
amended, for Brownfields redevelopment 
projects, $10,000,000, to remain available until 
September 30, 2009. 

HOME INVESTMENT PARTNERSHIPS PROGRAM 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For the HOME investment partnerships pro-
gram, as authorized under title II of the Cran-
ston-Gonzalez National Affordable Housing Act, 
as amended, $1,970,000,000, to remain available 
until September 30, 2010, of which not to exceed 
$3,465,000 may be transferred to the Working 
Capital Fund: Provided, That up to $15,000,000 
shall be available for technical assistance: Pro-
vided further, That of the total amount provided 
in this paragraph, up to $150,000,000 shall be 
available for housing counseling under section 
106 of the Housing and Urban Development Act 
of 1968: Provided further, That, from amounts 
appropriated or otherwise made available under 
this heading, $25,000,000 may be made available 
to promote broader participation in homeowner-
ship through the American Dream Downpay-
ment Initiative, as such initiative is set forth 
under section 271 of the Cranston-Gonzalez Na-
tional Affordable Housing Act (42 U.S.C. 12821). 

Of the overall funds made available for this 
account, up to $100,000,000 may be made avail-
able for mortgage foreclosure mitigation activi-
ties, under the following terms and conditions: 

(1) The Secretary of Housing and Urban De-
velopment (‘‘Secretary, ‘‘the Department’’) is 
authorized to provide, or contract with public, 
private or nonprofit entities (including the 
Neighborhood Reinvestment Corporation and 
Housing Finance Agencies) to make awards 
(with up to a 25 percent match by an entity of 
the amount made available to such entity) (ex-
cept for the match, some or all of the award may 
be repayable by the contractor to the Secretary, 
upon terms determined by the Secretary) to pro-
vide mitigation assistance to eliminate the de-
fault and foreclosure of mortgages of owner-oc-
cupied single-family homes that are at risk of 
such foreclosure, including mortgages known as 
subprime mortgages; 

(2) These loss mitigation activities shall only 
be made available to homebuyers with mortgages 
in default or in danger of default where such 
activities are likely to ensure the long-term af-
fordability of any mortgage retained pursuant 
to such activity; No Federal funds made avail-
able under this paragraph may be provided di-
rectly to lenders or homeowners for foreclosure 
mitigation assistance. An entity may use its own 
funds (including its match contribution) for 
foreclosure mitigation assistance subject to re-
payment requirements and the regulations 
issued by the Secretary; 

(3) Loss mitigation activities shall involve a 
reasonable analysis of the borrower’s financial 
situation, an evaluation of the current value of 
the property that is subject to the mortgage, the 
possible purchase of the mortgage, refinancing 
opportunities or the approval of a work-out 
strategy by all interested parties, and an assess-
ment of the feasibility of the following measures, 
including: 

(I) waiver of any late payment change or, as 
applicable, penalty interest; 

(II) forbearance pursuant to the written 
agreement between the borrower and servicer 
providing for a temporary reduction in monthly 
payments followed by a reamortization and new 
payment schedule that includes any arrearage; 

(III) waiver, modification, or variation of any 
term of a mortgage, including modifications that 
changes the mortgage rate, including the pos-
sible elimination of the adjustable rate mortgage 
requirements, forgiving the payment of principal 
and interest, extending the final maturity rate 
of such mortgage, or beginning to include an es-
crow for taxes and insurance; 

(IV) acceptance of payment from the home-
buyer of an amount less than the stated prin-
cipal balance in financial satisfaction of such 
mortgage; 

(V) assumption; 

(VI) pre-foreclosure sale; 
(VII) deed in lieu of foreclosure; and 
(VIII) such other measures, or combination of 

measures, to make the mortgage both feasible 
and reasonable to ensure the long-term afford-
ability of any mortgage retained pursuant to 
such activity. 

(4) Activities described in subclasses 
(V)(VI)(VII) shall be only pursued after a rea-
sonable evaluation of the feasibility of the ac-
tivities described in subclasses (I), (II), (III), 
(IV) and (VIII), based on the homeowner’s cir-
cumstances. 

(5) The Secretary shall develop a listing of 
mortgage foreclosure mitigation entities with 
which it has agreements as well as a listing of 
counseling centers approved by the Secretary, 
with the understanding that an eligible mort-
gage foreclosure mitigation entity may also op-
erate as a counseling center. 

(6) Any mitigation funds recovered by the De-
partment of Housing and Urban Development 
shall be revolved back into the overall mitiga-
tion fund or for other counseling activities, 
maintained by the Department and revolved 
back into mitigation and counseling activities. 

(7) The Department shall report annually to 
the Congress on its efforts to mitigate mortgage 
default. Such report shall identify all methods 
of success and housing preserved and shall in-
clude all recommended efforts that will or likely 
can assist in the success of this program. 

SELF-HELP AND ASSISTED HOMEOWNERSHIP 
OPPORTUNITY PROGRAM 

For the Self-Help and Assisted Homeowner-
ship Opportunity Program, as authorized under 
section 11 of the Housing Opportunity Program 
Extension Act of 1996, as amended, $70,000,000, 
to remain available until September 30, 2010: 
Provided, That of the total amount provided 
under this heading, $26,500,000 shall be made 
available to the Self-Help and Assisted Home-
ownership Opportunity Program as authorized 
under section 11 of the Housing Opportunity 
Program Extension Act of 1996, as amended: 
Provided further, That $33,500,000 shall be made 
available for the first four capacity building ac-
tivities authorized under section 4(b)(3) of the 
HUD Demonstration Act of 1993 (42 U.S.C. 9816 
note), as in effect immediately before June 12, 
1997 and of which up to $5,000,000 may be made 
available for rural capacity building activities: 
Provided further, That of the total amount 
made available under this heading; $3,000,000 
shall be made available to the Housing Assist-
ance Council; $2,000,000 shall be made available 
to the National American Indian Housing Coun-
cil; $3,000,000 shall be made available as a grant 
to the Raza Development Fund of La Raza for 
the HOPE Fund, of which $500,000 is for tech-
nical assistance and fund management, and 
$2,500,000 is for investments in the HOPE Fund 
and financing to affiliated organizations; and 
$2,000,000 shall be made available as a grant to 
the Housing Partnership Network for operating 
expenses and a program of affordable housing 
acquisition and rehabilitation. 

HOMELESS ASSISTANCE GRANTS 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For the emergency shelter grants program as 
authorized under subtitle B of title IV of the 
McKinney-Vento Homeless Assistance Act, as 
amended; the supportive housing program as 
authorized under subtitle C of title IV of such 
Act; the section 8 moderate rehabilitation single 
room occupancy program as authorized under 
the United States Housing Act of 1937, as 
amended, to assist homeless individuals pursu-
ant to section 441 of the McKinney-Vento Home-
less Assistance Act; and the shelter plus care 
program as authorized under subtitle F of title 
IV of such Act, $1,585,990,000, of which 
$1,580,990,000 shall remain available until Sep-
tember 30, 2010, and of which $5,000,000 shall re-
main available until expended for rehabilitation 
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projects with ten-year grant terms: Provided, 
That of the amounts provided, $25,000,000 shall 
be set aside to conduct a demonstration program 
for the rapid re-housing of homeless families: 
Provided further, That of amounts made avail-
able in the preceding proviso, not to exceed 
$3,000,000 may be used to conduct an evaluation 
of this demonstration program: Provided fur-
ther, That funding made available for this dem-
onstration program shall be used by the Sec-
retary, expressly for the purposes of providing 
housing and services to homeless families in 
order to evaluate the effectiveness of the rapid 
re-housing approach in addressing the needs of 
homeless families: Provided further, That not 
less than 30 percent of funds made available, ex-
cluding amounts provided for renewals under 
the shelter plus care program, shall be used for 
permanent housing for individuals and families: 
Provided further, That all funds awarded for 
services shall be matched by 25 percent in fund-
ing by each grantee: Provided further, That the 
Secretary shall renew on an annual basis expir-
ing contracts or amendments to contracts fund-
ed under the shelter plus care program if the 
program is determined to be needed under the 
applicable continuum of care and meets appro-
priate program requirements and financial 
standards, as determined by the Secretary: Pro-
vided further, That all awards of assistance 
under this heading shall be required to coordi-
nate and integrate homeless programs with 
other mainstream health, social services, and 
employment programs for which homeless popu-
lations may be eligible, including Medicaid, 
State Children’s Health Insurance Program, 
Temporary Assistance for Needy Families, Food 
Stamps, and services funding through the Men-
tal Health and Substance Abuse Block Grant, 
Workforce Investment Act, and the Welfare-to- 
Work grant program: Provided further, That up 
to $8,000,000 of the funds appropriated under 
this heading shall be available for the national 
homeless data analysis project and technical as-
sistance: Provided further, That not to exceed 
$2,475,000 of the funds appropriated under this 
heading may be transferred to the Working Cap-
ital Fund: Provided further, That all balances 
for Shelter Plus Care renewals previously fund-
ed from the Shelter Plus Care Renewal account 
and transferred to this account shall be avail-
able, if recaptured, for Shelter Plus Care renew-
als in fiscal year 2008. 

HOUSING PROGRAMS 
OFFICE OF THE ASSISTANT SECRETARY FOR 

HOUSING, FEDERAL HOUSING COMMISSIONER 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary salaries and expenses of the Of-
fice of the Assistant Secretary for Housing, Fed-
eral Housing Commissioner, $3,420,000. 

HOUSING SALARIES AND EXPENSES 
For necessary salaries and expenses of the Of-

fice of Housing, $351,560,000: Provided, That 
notwithstanding any other provision of law, 
funds appropriated under this heading may be 
used for advertising and promotional activities 
that support the housing mission area. 

HOUSING FOR THE ELDERLY 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For capital advances, including amendments 
to capital advance contracts, for housing for the 
elderly, as authorized by section 202 of the 
Housing Act of 1959, as amended, and for 
project rental assistance for the elderly under 
section 202(c)(2) of such Act, including amend-
ments to contracts for such assistance and re-
newal of expiring contracts for such assistance 
for up to a 1-year term, and for supportive serv-
ices associated with the housing, $735,000,000, to 
remain available until September 30, 2011, of 
which up to $603,900,000 shall be for capital ad-
vance and project-based rental assistance 
awards: Provided, That, of the amount provided 

under this heading, up to $60,000,000 shall be for 
service coordinators and the continuation of ex-
isting congregate service grants for residents of 
assisted housing projects, and of which up to 
$24,750,000 shall be for grants under section 202b 
of the Housing Act of 1959 (12 U.S.C. 1701q–2) 
for conversion of eligible projects under such 
section to assisted living or related use and for 
emergency capital repairs as determined by the 
Secretary: Provided further, That of the amount 
made available under this heading, $20,000,000 
shall be available to the Secretary of Housing 
and Urban Development only for making com-
petitive grants to private nonprofit organiza-
tions and consumer cooperatives for covering 
costs of architectural and engineering work, site 
control, and other planning relating to the de-
velopment of supportive housing for the elderly 
that is eligible for assistance under section 202 
of the Housing Act of 1959 (12 U.S.C. 1701q): 
Provided further, That amounts under this 
heading shall be available for Real Estate As-
sessment Center inspections and inspection-re-
lated activities associated with section 202 cap-
ital advance projects: Provided further, That 
not to exceed $1,400,000 of the total amount 
made available under this heading may be 
transferred to the Working Capital Fund: Pro-
vided further, That the Secretary may waive the 
provisions of section 202 governing the terms 
and conditions of project rental assistance, ex-
cept that the initial contract term for such as-
sistance shall not exceed 5 years in duration. 

HOUSING FOR PERSONS WITH DISABILITIES 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For capital advance contracts, including 
amendments to capital advance contracts, for 
supportive housing for persons with disabilities, 
as authorized by section 811 of the Cranston- 
Gonzalez National Affordable Housing Act (42 
U.S.C. 8013), for project rental assistance for 
supportive housing for persons with disabilities 
under section 811(d)(2) of such Act, including 
amendments to contracts for such assistance 
and renewal of expiring contracts for such as-
sistance for up to a 1-year term, and for sup-
portive services associated with the housing for 
persons with disabilities as authorized by sec-
tion 811(b)(1) of such Act, and for tenant-based 
rental assistance contracts entered into pursu-
ant to section 811 of such Act, $237,000,000, to 
remain available until September 30, 2011: Pro-
vided, That not to exceed $600,000 may be trans-
ferred to the Working Capital Fund: Provided 
further, That, of the amount provided under 
this heading $74,745,000 shall be for amendments 
or renewal of tenant-based assistance contracts 
entered into prior to fiscal year 2005 (only one 
amendment authorized for any such contract): 
Provided further, That all tenant-based assist-
ance made available under this heading shall 
continue to remain available only to persons 
with disabilities: Provided further, That the Sec-
retary may waive the provisions of section 811 
governing the terms and conditions of project 
rental assistance and tenant-based assistance, 
except that the initial contract term for such as-
sistance shall not exceed 5 years in duration: 
Provided further, That amounts made available 
under this heading shall be available for Real 
Estate Assessment Center Inspections and in-
spection-related activities associated with sec-
tion 811 Capital Advance Projects. 

OTHER ASSISTED HOUSING PROGRAMS 

RENTAL HOUSING ASSISTANCE 

For amendments to contracts under section 
101 of the Housing and Urban Development Act 
of 1965 (12 U.S.C. 1701s) and section 236(f)(2) of 
the National Housing Act (12 U.S.C. 1715z–1) in 
State-aided, non-insured rental housing 
projects, $27,600,000, to remain available until 
expended. 

(RESCISSION) 
Of the amounts made available under the 

heading ‘‘Rent Supplement’’ in Public Law 98– 
63 for amendments to contracts under section 
101 of the Housing and Urban Development Act 
of 1965 (12 U.S.C. 1701s) and section 236(f)(2) of 
the National Housing Act (12 U.S.C. 1715z–1) in 
State-aided, non-insured rental housing 
projects, $27,600,000 are rescinded. 

FLEXIBLE SUBSIDY FUND 
(TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

From the Rental Housing Assistance Fund, all 
uncommitted balances of excess rental charges 
as of September 30, 2007, and any collections 
made during fiscal year 2008 and all subsequent 
fiscal years, shall be transferred to the Flexible 
Subsidy Fund, as authorized by section 236(g) of 
the National Housing Act, as amended. 

MANUFACTURED HOUSING FEES TRUST FUND 
For necessary expenses as authorized by the 

National Manufactured Housing Construction 
and Safety Standards Act of 1974, as amended 
(42 U.S.C. 5401 et seq.), up to $16,000,000, to re-
main available until expended, to be derived 
from the Manufactured Housing Fees Trust 
Fund: Provided, That not to exceed the total 
amount appropriated under this heading shall 
be available from the general fund of the Treas-
ury to the extent necessary to incur obligations 
and make expenditures pending the receipt of 
collections to the Fund pursuant to section 620 
of such Act: Provided further, That the amount 
made available under this heading from the gen-
eral fund shall be reduced as such collections 
are received during fiscal year 2008 so as to re-
sult in a final fiscal year 2008 appropriation 
from the general fund estimated at not more 
than $0 and fees pursuant to such section 620 
shall be modified as necessary to ensure such a 
final fiscal year 2008 appropriation: Provided 
further, That for the dispute resolution and in-
stallation programs, the Secretary of Housing 
and Urban Development may assess and collect 
fees from any program participant: Provided 
further, That such collections shall be deposited 
into the Fund, and the Secretary, as provided 
herein, may use such collections, as well as fees 
collected under section 620, for necessary ex-
penses of such Act: Provided further, That not-
withstanding the requirements of section 620 of 
such Act, the Secretary may carry out respon-
sibilities of the Secretary under such Act 
through the use of approved service providers 
that are paid directly by the recipients of their 
services. 

FEDERAL HOUSING ADMINISTRATION 
MUTUAL MORTGAGE INSURANCE PROGRAM 

ACCOUNT 
(INCLUDING TRANSFERS OF FUNDS) 

During fiscal year 2008, commitments to guar-
antee loans to carry out the purposes of section 
203(b) of the National Housing Act, as amended, 
shall not exceed a loan principal of 
$185,000,000,000. 

During fiscal year 2008, obligations to make 
direct loans to carry out the purposes of section 
204(g) of the National Housing Act, as amended, 
shall not exceed $50,000,000: Provided, That the 
foregoing amount shall be for loans to nonprofit 
and governmental entities in connection with 
sales of single family real properties owned by 
the Secretary and formerly insured under the 
Mutual Mortgage Insurance Fund. 

For administrative contract expenses, 
$77,400,000, of which not to exceed $25,550,000 
may be transferred to the Working Capital 
Fund, and of which up to $5,000,000 shall be for 
education and outreach of FHA single family 
loan products: Provided, That to the extent 
guaranteed loan commitments exceed 
$65,500,000,000 on or before April 1, 2008, an ad-
ditional $1,400 for administrative contract ex-
penses shall be available for each $1,000,000 in 
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additional guaranteed loan commitments (in-
cluding a pro rata amount for any amount 
below $1,000,000), but in no case shall funds 
made available by this proviso exceed 
$30,000,000. 

GENERAL AND SPECIAL RISK PROGRAM ACCOUNT 

(INCLUDING TRANSFERS OF FUNDS) 

For the cost of guaranteed loans, as author-
ized by sections 238 and 519 of the National 
Housing Act (12 U.S.C. 1715z–3 and 1735c), in-
cluding the cost of loan guarantee modifica-
tions, as that term is defined in section 502 of 
the Congressional Budget Act of 1974, as amend-
ed, $8,600,000, to remain available until ex-
pended: Provided, That commitments to guar-
antee loans shall not exceed $45,000,000,000 in 
total loan principal, any part of which is to be 
guaranteed. 

Gross obligations for the principal amount of 
direct loans, as authorized by sections 204(g), 
207(l), 238, and 519(a) of the National Housing 
Act, shall not exceed $50,000,000, of which not to 
exceed $30,000,000 shall be for bridge financing 
in connection with the sale of multifamily real 
properties owned by the Secretary and formerly 
insured under such Act; and of which not to ex-
ceed $20,000,000 shall be for loans to nonprofit 
and governmental entities in connection with 
the sale of single-family real properties owned 
by the Secretary and formerly insured under 
such Act. 

For administrative contract expenses nec-
essary to carry out the guaranteed and direct 
loan programs, $78,111,000, of which not to ex-
ceed $15,692,000 may be transferred to the Work-
ing Capital Fund: Provided, That to the extent 
guaranteed loan commitments exceed 
$8,426,000,000 on or before April 1, 2008, an addi-
tional $1,980 for administrative contract ex-
penses shall be available for each $1,000,000 in 
additional guaranteed loan commitments over 
$8,426,000,000 (including a pro rata amount for 
any increment below $1,000,000), but in no case 
shall funds made available by this proviso ex-
ceed $14,400,000. 

For discount sales of multifamily real property 
under sections 207(1) or 246 of the National 
Housing Act (12 U.S.C. 1713(l), 1715z–11), section 
203 of the Housing and Community Development 
Amendments of 1978 (12 U.S.C. 1701z–11), or sec-
tion 204 of the Departments of Veterans Affairs 
and Housing and Urban Development, and 
Independent Agencies Appropriations Act, 1997 
(12 U.S.C. 1715z–11a), and for discount loan 
sales under section 207(k) of the National Hous-
ing Act (12 U.S.C. 1713(k)), section 203(k) of the 
Housing and Community Development Amend-
ments of 1978 (12 U.S.C. 1701z–11(k)), or section 
204(a) of the Departments of Veterans Affairs 
and Housing and Urban Development, and 
Independent Agencies Act, 1997 (12 U.S.C. 
1715z–11a(a)), $5,000,000, to remain available 
until September 30, 2009. 

GOVERNMENT NATIONAL MORTGAGE ASSOCIATION 

OFFICE OF THE GOVERNMENT NATIONAL 
MORTGAGE ASSOCIATION 

SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For the necessary salaries and expenses of the 
Office of the Government National Mortgage As-
sociation, $9,530,000. 

GUARANTEES OF MORTGAGE-BACKED SECURITIES 
LOAN GUARANTEE PROGRAM ACCOUNT 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

New commitments to issue guarantees to carry 
out the purposes of section 306 of the National 
Housing Act, as amended (12 U.S.C. 1721(g)), 
shall not exceed $200,000,000,000, to remain 
available until September 30, 2009. 

POLICY DEVELOPMENT AND RESEARCH 
OFFICE OF THE ASSISTANT SECRETARY FOR POLICY 

DEVELOPMENT AND RESEARCH 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary salaries and expenses of the Of-
fice of the Assistant Secretary for Policy Devel-
opment and Research, $1,570,000. 

POLICY DEVELOPMENT AND RESEARCH SALARIES 
AND EXPENSES 

For necessary salaries and expenses of the Of-
fice of Policy Development and Research, 
$19,310,000. 

RESEARCH AND TECHNOLOGY 
For contracts, grants, and necessary expenses 

of programs of research and studies relating to 
housing and urban problems, not otherwise pro-
vided for, as authorized by title V of the Hous-
ing and Urban Development Act of 1970, as 
amended (12 U.S.C. 1701z–1 et seq.), including 
carrying out the functions of the Secretary 
under section 1(a)(1)(i) of Reorganization Plan 
No. 2 of 1968, $61,440,000, to remain available 
until September 30, 2009: Provided, That of the 
total amount provided under this heading, 
$5,000,000 shall be for the Partnership for Ad-
vancing Technology in Housing (PATH) Initia-
tive: Provided further, That of the funds made 
available under this heading, $20,600,000 is for 
grants pursuant to section 107 of the Housing 
and Community Development Act of 1974, as 
amended, as follows: $3,000,000 to support Alas-
ka Native serving institutions and Native Ha-
waiian serving institutions as defined under the 
Higher Education Act, as amended; $5,000,000 
for tribal colleges and universities to build, ex-
pand, renovate, and equip their facilities and to 
expand the role of the colleges into the commu-
nity through the provision of needed services 
such as health programs, job training and eco-
nomic development activities; $9,000,000 for the 
Historically Black Colleges and Universities pro-
gram, of which up to $2,000,000 may be used for 
technical assistance; and $6,000,000 for the His-
panic Serving Institutions Program. 

FAIR HOUSING AND EQUAL OPPORTUNITY 
OFFICE OF THE ASSISTANT SECRETARY FOR FAIR 

HOUSING AND EQUAL OPPORTUNITY 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary salaries and expenses of the Of-
fice of the Assistant Secretary for Fair Housing 
and Equal Opportunity, $1,490,000. 
FAIR HOUSING AND EQUAL OPPORTUNITY SALARIES 

AND EXPENSES 
For the necessary salaries and expenses of the 

Office of Fair Housing and Equal Opportunity, 
$69,390,000. 

FAIR HOUSING ACTIVITIES 
For contracts, grants, and other assistance, 

not otherwise provided for, as authorized by 
title VIII of the Civil Rights Act of 1968, as 
amended by the Fair Housing Amendments Act 
of 1988, and section 561 of the Housing and 
Community Development Act of 1987, as amend-
ed, $52,380,000, to remain available until Sep-
tember 30, 2009, of which $25,000,000 shall be to 
carry out activities pursuant to such section 561: 
Provided, That notwithstanding 31 U.S.C. 3302, 
the Secretary may assess and collect fees to 
cover the costs of the Fair Housing Training 
Academy, and may use such funds to provide 
such training: Provided further, That no funds 
made available under this heading shall be used 
to lobby the executive or legislative branches of 
the Federal Government in connection with a 
specific contract, grant or loan: Provided fur-
ther, That of the funds made available under 
this heading, $380,000 shall be available to the 
Secretary of Housing and Urban Development 
for the creation and promotion of translated ma-
terials and other programs that support the as-
sistance of persons with limited english pro-
ficiency in utilizing the services provided by the 

Department of Housing and Urban Develop-
ment. 

OFFICE OF LEAD HAZARD CONTROL 
OFFICE OF HEALTHY HOMES AND LEAD HAZARD 

CONTROL 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For the necessary salaries and expenses of the 
Office of Healthy Homes and Lead Hazard Con-
trol, $6,140,000. 

LEAD HAZARD REDUCTION 
For the Lead Hazard Reduction Program, as 

authorized by section 1011 of the Residential 
Lead-Based Paint Hazard Reduction Act of 
1992, $151,000,000, to remain available until Sep-
tember 30, 2009, of which $8,800,000 shall be for 
the Healthy Homes Initiative, pursuant to sec-
tions 501 and 502 of the Housing and Urban De-
velopment Act of 1970 that shall include re-
search, studies, testing, and demonstration ef-
forts, including education and outreach con-
cerning lead-based paint poisoning and other 
housing-related diseases and hazards: Provided, 
That for purposes of environmental review, pur-
suant to the National Environmental Policy Act 
of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.) and other provi-
sions of law that further the purposes of such 
Act, a grant under the Healthy Homes Initia-
tive, Operation Lead Elimination Action Plan 
(LEAP), or the Lead Technical Studies program 
under this heading or under prior appropria-
tions Acts for such purposes under this heading, 
shall be considered to be funds for a special 
project for purposes of section 305(c) of the Mul-
tifamily Housing Property Disposition Reform 
Act of 1994: Provided further, That of the total 
amount made available under this heading, 
$48,000,000 shall be made available on a competi-
tive basis for areas with the highest lead paint 
abatement needs: Provided further, That each 
applicant shall submit a detailed plan and strat-
egy that demonstrates adequate capacity that is 
acceptable to the Secretary to carry out the pro-
posed use of funds pursuant to a Notice of 
Funding Availability: Provided further, That of 
the total amount made available under this 
heading, $2,000,000 shall be available for the Big 
Buy Program to be managed by the Office of 
Healthy Homes and Lead Hazard Control. 

WORKING CAPITAL FUND 
For additional capital for the Working Capital 

Fund (42 U.S.C. 3535) for the development of, 
modifications to, and infrastructure for Depart-
ment-wide information technology systems, for 
the continuing operation and maintenance of 
both Department-wide and program-specific in-
formation systems, and for program-related de-
velopment activities, $172,600,000, to remain 
available until September 30, 2009: Provided, 
That any amounts transferred to this Fund 
under this Act shall remain available until ex-
pended: Provided further, That any amounts 
transferred to this Fund from amounts appro-
priated by previously enacted appropriations 
Acts or from within this Act may be used only 
for the purposes specified under this Fund, in 
addition to the purposes for which such 
amounts were appropriated. 

OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For necessary salaries and expenses of the Of-
fice of Inspector General in carrying out the In-
spector General Act of 1978, as amended, 
$112,000,000: Provided, That the Inspector Gen-
eral shall have independent authority over all 
personnel issues within this office. 

OFFICE OF FEDERAL HOUSING ENTERPRISE 
OVERSIGHT 

SALARIES AND EXPENSES 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For carrying out the Federal Housing Enter-
prises Financial Safety and Soundness Act of 
1992, including not to exceed $500 for official re-
ception and representation expenses, $66,000,000, 
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to remain available until expended, to be de-
rived from the Federal Housing Enterprises 
Oversight Fund: Provided, That the Director 
shall submit a spending plan for the amounts 
provided under this heading no later than Janu-
ary 15, 2008: Provided further, That not less 
than 80 percent of the total amount made avail-
able under this heading shall be used only for 
examination, supervision, and capital oversight 
of the enterprises (as such term is defined in sec-
tion 1303 of the Federal Housing Enterprises Fi-
nancial Safety and Soundness Act of 1992 (12 
U.S.C. 4502)) to ensure that the enterprises are 
operating in a financially safe and sound man-
ner and complying with the capital requirements 
under Subtitle B of such Act: Provided further, 
That not to exceed the amount provided herein 
shall be available from the general fund of the 
Treasury to the extent necessary to incur obliga-
tions and make expenditures pending the receipt 
of collections to the Fund: Provided further, 
That the general fund amount shall be reduced 
as collections are received during the fiscal year 
so as to result in a final appropriation from the 
general fund estimated at not more than $0. 
GENERAL PROVISIONS—DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING 

AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT 
SEC. 201. Fifty percent of the amounts of 

budget authority, or in lieu thereof 50 percent of 
the cash amounts associated with such budget 
authority, that are recaptured from projects de-
scribed in section 1012(a) of the Stewart B. 
McKinney Homeless Assistance Amendments Act 
of 1988 (42 U.S.C. 1437 note) shall be rescinded 
or in the case of cash, shall be remitted to the 
Treasury, and such amounts of budget author-
ity or cash recaptured and not rescinded or re-
mitted to the Treasury shall be used by State 
housing finance agencies or local governments 
or local housing agencies with projects approved 
by the Secretary of Housing and Urban Devel-
opment for which settlement occurred after Jan-
uary 1, 1992, in accordance with such section. 
Notwithstanding the previous sentence, the Sec-
retary may award up to 15 percent of the budget 
authority or cash recaptured and not rescinded 
or remitted to the Treasury to provide project 
owners with incentives to refinance their project 
at a lower interest rate. 

SEC. 202. None of the amounts made available 
under this Act may be used during fiscal year 
2008 to investigate or prosecute under the Fair 
Housing Act any otherwise lawful activity en-
gaged in by one or more persons, including the 
filing or maintaining of a non-frivolous legal ac-
tion, that is engaged in solely for the purpose of 
achieving or preventing action by a Government 
official or entity, or a court of competent juris-
diction. 

SEC. 203. (a) Notwithstanding section 
854(c)(1)(A) of the AIDS Housing Opportunity 
Act (42 U.S.C. 12903(c)(1)(A)), from any amounts 
made available under this title for fiscal year 
2008 that are allocated under such section, the 
Secretary of Housing and Urban Development 
shall allocate and make a grant, in the amount 
determined under subsection (b), for any State 
that— 

(1) received an allocation in a prior fiscal year 
under clause (ii) of such section; and 

(2) is not otherwise eligible for an allocation 
for fiscal year 2008 under such clause (ii) be-
cause the areas in the State outside of the met-
ropolitan statistical areas that qualify under 
clause (i) in fiscal year 2008 do not have the 
number of cases of acquired immunodeficiency 
syndrome (AIDS) required under such clause. 

(b) The amount of the allocation and grant 
for any State described in subsection (a) shall be 
an amount based on the cumulative number of 
AIDS cases in the areas of that State that are 
outside of metropolitan statistical areas that 
qualify under clause (i) of such section 
854(c)(1)(A) in fiscal year 2008, in proportion to 

AIDS cases among cities and States that qualify 
under clauses (i) and (ii) of such section and 
States deemed eligible under subsection (a). 

(c) Notwithstanding any other provision of 
law, the amount allocated for fiscal year 2008 
under section 854(c) of the AIDS Housing Op-
portunity Act (42 U.S.C. 12903(c)), to the City of 
New York, New York, on behalf of the New 
York-Wayne-White Plains, New York-New Jer-
sey Metropolitan Division (hereafter ‘‘metropoli-
tan division’’) of the New York-Newark-Edison, 
NY–NJ–PA Metropolitan Statistical Area, shall 
be adjusted by the Secretary of Housing and 
Urban Development by: (1) allocating to the 
City of Jersey City, New Jersey, the proportion 
of the metropolitan area’s or division’s amount 
that is based on the number of cases of AIDS re-
ported in the portion of the metropolitan area or 
division that is located in Hudson County, New 
Jersey, and adjusting for the proportion of the 
metropolitan division’s high incidence bonus if 
this area in New Jersey also has a higher than 
average per capita incidence of AIDS; and (2) 
allocating to the City of Paterson, New Jersey, 
the proportion of the metropolitan area’s or di-
vision’s amount that is based on the number of 
cases of AIDS reported in the portion of the met-
ropolitan area or division that is located in Ber-
gen County and Passaic County, New Jersey, 
and adjusting for the proportion of the metro-
politan division’s high incidence bonus if this 
area in New Jersey also has a higher than aver-
age per capita incidence of AIDS. The recipient 
cities shall use amounts allocated under this 
subsection to carry out eligible activities under 
section 855 of the AIDS Housing Opportunity 
Act (42 U.S.C. 12904) in their respective portions 
of the metropolitan division that is located in 
New Jersey. 

(d) Notwithstanding any other provision of 
law, the amount allocated for fiscal year 2008 
under section 854(c) of the AIDS Housing Op-
portunity Act (42 U.S.C. 12903(c)) to areas with 
a higher than average per capita incidence of 
AIDS, shall be adjusted by the Secretary on the 
basis of area incidence reported over a three 
year period. 

SEC. 204. Except as explicitly provided in law, 
any grant, cooperative agreement or other as-
sistance made pursuant to title II of this Act 
shall be made on a competitive basis and in ac-
cordance with section 102 of the Department of 
Housing and Urban Development Reform Act of 
1989. 

SEC. 205. Funds of the Department of Housing 
and Urban Development subject to the Govern-
ment Corporation Control Act or section 402 of 
the Housing Act of 1950 shall be available, with-
out regard to the limitations on administrative 
expenses, for legal services on a contract or fee 
basis, and for utilizing and making payment for 
services and facilities of the Federal National 
Mortgage Association, Government National 
Mortgage Association, Federal Home Loan 
Mortgage Corporation, Federal Financing 
Bank, Federal Reserve banks or any member 
thereof, Federal Home Loan banks, and any in-
sured bank within the meaning of the Federal 
Deposit Insurance Corporation Act, as amended 
(12 U.S.C. 1811–1831). 

SEC. 206. Unless otherwise provided for in this 
Act or through a reprogramming of funds, no 
part of any appropriation for the Department of 
Housing and Urban Development shall be avail-
able for any program, project or activity in ex-
cess of amounts set forth in the budget estimates 
submitted to Congress. 

SEC. 207. Corporations and agencies of the De-
partment of Housing and Urban Development 
which are subject to the Government Corpora-
tion Control Act, as amended, are hereby au-
thorized to make such expenditures, within the 
limits of funds and borrowing authority avail-
able to each such corporation or agency and in 

accordance with law, and to make such con-
tracts and commitments without regard to fiscal 
year limitations as provided by section 104 of 
such Act as may be necessary in carrying out 
the programs set forth in the budget for 2008 for 
such corporation or agency except as herein-
after provided: Provided, That collections of 
these corporations and agencies may be used for 
new loan or mortgage purchase commitments 
only to the extent expressly provided for in this 
Act (unless such loans are in support of other 
forms of assistance provided for in this or prior 
appropriations Acts), except that this proviso 
shall not apply to the mortgage insurance or 
guaranty operations of these corporations, or 
where loans or mortgage purchases are nec-
essary to protect the financial interest of the 
United States Government. 

SEC. 208. None of the funds provided in this 
title for technical assistance, training, or man-
agement improvements may be obligated or ex-
pended unless HUD provides to the Committees 
on Appropriations a description of each pro-
posed activity and a detailed budget estimate of 
the costs associated with each program, project 
or activity as part of the Budget Justifications. 
For fiscal year 2008, HUD shall transmit this in-
formation to the Committees by March 15, 2008 
for 30 days of review. 

SEC. 209. The Secretary of Housing and Urban 
Development shall provide quarterly reports to 
the House and Senate Committees on Appropria-
tions regarding all uncommitted, unobligated, 
recaptured and excess funds in each program 
and activity within the jurisdiction of the De-
partment and shall submit additional, updated 
budget information to these Committees upon re-
quest. 

SEC. 210. (a) Notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of law, the amount allocated for fiscal year 
2008 under section 854(c) of the AIDS Housing 
Opportunity Act (42 U.S.C. 12903(c)), to the City 
of Wilmington, Delaware, on behalf of the Wil-
mington, Delaware-Maryland-New Jersey Met-
ropolitan Division (hereafter ‘‘metropolitan divi-
sion’’), shall be adjusted by the Secretary of 
Housing and Urban Development by allocating 
to the State of New Jersey the proportion of the 
metropolitan division’s amount that is based on 
the number of cases of AIDS reported in the por-
tion of the metropolitan division that is located 
in New Jersey, and adjusting for the proportion 
of the metropolitan division’s high incidence 
bonus if this area in New Jersey also has a high-
er than average per capita incidence of AIDS. 
The State of New Jersey shall use amounts allo-
cated to the State under this subsection to carry 
out eligible activities under section 855 of the 
AIDS Housing Opportunity Act (42 U.S.C. 12904) 
in the portion of the metropolitan division that 
is located in New Jersey. 

(b) Notwithstanding any other provision of 
law, the Secretary of Housing and Urban Devel-
opment shall allocate to Wake County, North 
Carolina, the amounts that otherwise would be 
allocated for fiscal year 2008 under section 
854(c) of the AIDS Housing Opportunity Act (42 
U.S.C. 12903(c)) to the City of Raleigh, North 
Carolina, on behalf of the Raleigh-Cary, North 
Carolina Metropolitan Statistical Area. Any 
amounts allocated to Wake County shall be used 
to carry out eligible activities under section 855 
of such Act (42 U.S.C. 12904) within such metro-
politan statistical area. 

(c) Notwithstanding section 854(c) of the AIDS 
Housing Opportunity Act (42 U.S.C. 12903(c)), 
the Secretary of Housing and Urban Develop-
ment may adjust the allocation of the amounts 
that otherwise would be allocated for fiscal year 
2008 under section 854(c) of such Act, upon the 
written request of an applicant, in conjunction 
with the State(s), for a formula allocation on be-
half of a metropolitan statistical area, to des-
ignate the State or States in which the metro-
politan statistical area is located as the eligible 
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grantee(s) of the allocation. In the case that a 
metropolitan statistical area involves more than 
one State, such amounts allocated to each State 
shall be in proportion to the number of cases of 
AIDS reported in the portion of the metropolitan 
statistical area located in that State. Any 
amounts allocated to a State under this section 
shall be used to carry out eligible activities 
within the portion of the metropolitan statistical 
area located in that State. 

SEC. 211. The Secretary of Housing and Urban 
Development shall submit an annual report no 
later than August 30, 2008 and annually there-
after to the House and Senate Committees on 
Appropriations regarding the number of Feder-
ally assisted units under lease and the per unit 
cost of these units to the Department of Housing 
and Urban Development. 

SEC. 212. The Department of Housing and 
Urban Development shall submit the Depart-
ment’s fiscal year 2009 congressional budget jus-
tifications to the Committees on Appropriations 
of the House of Representatives and the Senate 
using the identical structure provided under this 
Act and only in accordance with the direction 
specified in the report accompanying this Act. 

SEC. 213. Incremental vouchers previously 
made available under the heading ‘‘Housing 
Certificate Fund’’ or renewed under the head-
ing, ‘‘Tenant-Based Rental Assistance,’’ for 
non-elderly disabled families shall, to the extent 
practicable, continue to be provided to non-el-
derly disabled families upon turnover. 

SEC. 214. A public housing agency or such 
other entity that administers Federal housing 
assistance for the Housing Authority of the 
county of Los Angeles, California, the States of 
Alaska, Iowa, and Mississippi shall not be re-
quired to include a resident of public housing or 
a recipient of assistance provided under section 
8 of the United States Housing Act of 1937 on 
the board of directors or a similar governing 
board of such agency or entity as required 
under section (2)(b) of such Act. Each public 
housing agency or other entity that administers 
Federal housing assistance under section 8 for 
the Housing Authority of the county of Los An-
geles, California and the States of Alaska, Iowa 
and Mississippi shall establish an advisory 
board of not less than 6 residents of public hous-
ing or recipients of section 8 assistance to pro-
vide advice and comment to the public housing 
agency or other administering entity on issues 
related to public housing and section 8. Such 
advisory board shall meet not less than quar-
terly. 

SEC. 215. (a) Notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of law, subject to the conditions listed in 
subsection (b), for fiscal years 2008 and 2009, the 
Secretary may authorize the transfer of some or 
all project-based assistance, debt and statutorily 
required low-income and very low-income use 
restrictions, associated with one or more multi-
family housing project to another multifamily 
housing project or projects. 

(b) The transfer authorized in subsection (a) 
is subject to the following conditions: 

(1) the number of low-income and very low-in-
come units and the net dollar amount of Federal 
assistance provided by the transferring project 
shall remain the same in the receiving project or 
projects; 

(2) the transferring project shall, as deter-
mined by the Secretary, be either physically ob-
solete or economically non-viable; 

(3) the receiving project or projects shall meet 
or exceed applicable physical standards estab-
lished by the Secretary; 

(4) the owner or mortgagor of the transferring 
project shall notify and consult with the tenants 
residing in the transferring project and provide 
a certification of approval by all appropriate 
local governmental officials; 

(5) the tenants of the transferring project who 
remain eligible for assistance to be provided by 

the receiving project or projects shall not be re-
quired to vacate their units in the transferring 
project or projects until new units in the receiv-
ing project are available for occupancy; 

(6) the Secretary determines that this transfer 
is in the best interest of the tenants; 

(7) if either the transferring project or the re-
ceiving project or projects meets the condition 
specified in subsection (c)(2)(A), any lien on the 
receiving project resulting from additional fi-
nancing obtained by the owner shall be subordi-
nate to any FHA-insured mortgage lien trans-
ferred to, or placed on, such project by the Sec-
retary; 

(8) if the transferring project meets the re-
quirements of subsection (c)(2)(E), the owner or 
mortgagor of the receiving project or projects 
shall execute and record either a continuation 
of the existing use agreement or a new use 
agreement for the project where, in either case, 
any use restrictions in such agreement are of no 
lesser duration than the existing use restric-
tions; 

(9) any financial risk to the FHA General and 
Special Risk Insurance Fund, as determined by 
the Secretary, would be reduced as a result of a 
transfer completed under this section; and 

(10) the Secretary determines that Federal li-
ability with regard to this project will not be in-
creased. 

(c) For purposes of this section— 
(1) the terms ‘‘low-income’’ and ‘‘very low-in-

come’’ shall have the meanings provided by the 
statute and/or regulations governing the pro-
gram under which the project is insured or as-
sisted; 

(2) the term ‘‘multifamily housing project’’ 
means housing that meets one of the following 
conditions— 

(A) housing that is subject to a mortgage in-
sured under the National Housing Act; 

(B) housing that has project-based assistance 
attached to the structure including projects un-
dergoing mark to market debt restructuring 
under the Multifamily Assisted Housing Reform 
and Affordability Housing Act; 

(C) housing that is assisted under section 202 
of the Housing Act of 1959 as amended by sec-
tion 801 of the Cranston-Gonzales National Af-
fordable Housing Act; 

(D) housing that is assisted under section 202 
of the Housing Act of 1959, as such section ex-
isted before the enactment of the Cranston- 
Gonzales National Affordable Housing Act; or 

(E) housing or vacant land that is subject to 
a use agreement; 

(3) the term ‘‘project-based assistance’’ 
means— 

(A) assistance provided under section 8(b) of 
the United States Housing Act of 1937; 

(B) assistance for housing constructed or sub-
stantially rehabilitated pursuant to assistance 
provided under section 8(b)(2) of such Act (as 
such section existed immediately before October 
1, 1983); 

(C) rent supplement payments under section 
101 of the Housing and Urban Development Act 
of 1965; 

(D) interest reduction payments under section 
236 and/or additional assistance payments under 
section 236(f)(2) of the National Housing Act; 
and, 

(E) assistance payments made under section 
202(c)(2) of the Housing Act of 1959; 

(4) the term ‘‘receiving project or projects’’ 
means the multifamily housing project or 
projects to which the project-based assistance, 
debt, and statutorily required use low-income 
and very low-income restrictions are to be trans-
ferred; 

(5) the term ‘‘transferring project’’ means the 
multifamily housing project which is transfer-
ring the project-based assistance, debt and the 
statutorily required low-income and very low-in-

come use restrictions to the receiving project; 
and, 

(6) the term ‘‘Secretary’’ means the Secretary 
of Housing and Urban Development. 

SEC. 216. The funds made available for Native 
Alaskans under the heading ‘‘Native American 
Housing Block Grants’’ in title III of this Act 
shall be allocated to the same Native Alaskan 
housing block grant recipients that received 
funds in fiscal year 2005. 

SEC. 217. Incremental vouchers made available 
under this Act and previously made available 
under the heading, ‘‘Housing Certificate Fund’’ 
or renewed under the heading, ‘‘Tenant-Based 
Rental Assistance’’, for family unification shall, 
to the extent practicable, continue to be pro-
vided for family unification. 

SEC. 218. The Secretary of Transportation may 
receive and expend cash, or receive and utilize 
spare parts and similar items, from non-United 
States Government sources to repair damages to 
or replace United States Government owned 
automated track inspection cars and equipment 
as a result of third party liability for such dam-
ages, and any amounts collected under this sub-
section shall be credited directly to the Safety 
and Operations account of the Federal Railroad 
Administration, and shall remain available until 
expended for the repair, operation and mainte-
nance of automated track inspection cars and 
equipment in connection with the automated 
track inspection program. 

(ADDITIONAL OBLIGATION LIMITATION) 
(HIGHWAY TRUST FUND) 

For an additional amount of obligation limita-
tion to be distributed for the purpose of section 
144(e) of title 23, United States Code, 
$1,000,000,000: Provided, That such obligation 
limitation shall be used only for a purpose eligi-
ble for obligation with funds apportioned under 
such section and shall be distributed in accord-
ance with the formula in such section: Provided 
further, That in distributing obligation author-
ity under this paragraph, the Secretary shall 
ensure that such obligation limitation shall sup-
plement and not supplant each State’s planned 
obligations for such purposes. 

SEC. 219. (a) No assistance shall be provided 
under section 8 of the United States Housing 
Act of 1937 (42 U.S.C. 1437f) to any individual 
who— 

(1) is enrolled as a student at an institution of 
higher education (as defined under section 102 
of the Higher Education Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 
1002)); 

(2) is under 24 years of age; 
(3) is not a veteran; 
(4) is unmarried; 
(5) does not have a dependent child; 
(6) is not a person with disabilities, as such 

term is defined in section 3(b)(3)(E) of the 
United States Housing Act of 1937 (42 U.S.C. 
1437a(b)(3)(E)) and was not receiving assistance 
under such section 8 as of November 30, 2005; 
and 

(7) is not otherwise individually eligible, or 
has parents who, individually or jointly, are not 
eligible, to receive assistance under section 8 of 
the United States Housing Act of 1937 (42 U.S.C. 
1437f). 

(b) For purposes of determining the eligibility 
of a person to receive assistance under section 8 
of the United States Housing Act of 1937 (42 
U.S.C. 1437f), any financial assistance (in excess 
of amounts received for tuition) that an indi-
vidual receives under the Higher Education Act 
of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 1001 et seq.), from private 
sources, or an institution of higher education 
(as defined under the Higher Education Act of 
1965 (20 U.S.C. 1002)), shall be considered in-
come to that individual, except for a person over 
the age of 23 with dependent children. 

(c) Not later than 30 days after the date of en-
actment of this Act, the Secretary of Housing 
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and Urban Development shall issue final regula-
tions to carry out the provisions of this section. 

SEC. 220. Notwithstanding any other provision 
of law, in fiscal year 2008, in managing and dis-
posing of any multifamily property that is 
owned or has a mortgage held by the Secretary 
of Housing and Urban Development, the Sec-
retary shall maintain any rental assistance pay-
ments under section 8 of the United States 
Housing Act of 1937 and other programs that are 
attached to any dwelling units in the property. 
To the extent the Secretary determines, in con-
sultation with the tenants and the local govern-
ment, that such a multifamily property owned 
or held by the Secretary is not feasible for con-
tinued rental assistance payments under such 
section 8 or other programs, based on consider-
ation of (1) the costs of rehabilitating and oper-
ating the property and all available Federal, 
State, and local resources, including rent ad-
justments under section 524 of the Multifamily 
Assisted Housing Reform and Affordability Act 
of 1997 (‘‘MAHRAA’’) and (2) environmental 
conditions that cannot be remedied in a cost-ef-
fective fashion, the Secretary may, in consulta-
tion with the tenants of that property, contract 
for project-based rental assistance payments 
with an owner or owners of other existing hous-
ing properties, or provide other rental assist-
ance. The Secretary shall also take appropriate 
steps to ensure that project-based contracts re-
main in effect prior to foreclosure, subject to the 
exercise of contractual abatement remedies to 
assist relocation of tenants for imminent major 
threats to health and safety. After disposition of 
any multifamily property described under this 
section, the contract and allowable rent levels 
on such properties shall be subject to the re-
quirements under section 524 of MAHRAA. 

SEC. 221. The National Housing Act is amend-
ed— 

(1) in sections 207(c)(3), 213(b)(2)(B)(i), 
221(d)(3)(ii)(II), 221(d)(4)(ii)(II), 231(c)(2)(B), 
and 234(e)(3)(B) (12 U.S.C. 1713(c)(3), 
1715e(b)(2)(B)(i), 1715l(d)(3)(ii)(II), 
1715l(d)(4)(ii)(II), 1715v(c)(2)(B), and 
1715y(e)(3)(B))— 

(A) by striking ‘‘140 percent’’ each place such 
term appears and inserting ‘‘170 percent’’; and 

(B) by striking ‘‘170 percent in high cost 
areas’’ each place such term appears and insert-
ing ‘‘215 percent in high cost areas’’; and 

(2) in section 220(d)(3)(B)(iii)(III) (12 U.S.C. 
1715k(d)(3)(B)(iii)(III)) by striking ‘‘206A’’ and 
all that follows through ‘‘project-by-project 
basis’’ and inserting the following: ‘‘206A of this 
Act) by not to exceed 170 percent in any geo-
graphical area where the Secretary finds that 
cost levels so require and by not to exceed 170 
percent, or 215 percent in high cost areas, where 
the Secretary determines it necessary on a 
project-by-project basis’’. 

SEC. 222. Section 24 of the United States Hous-
ing Act of 1937 (42 U.S.C. 1437v) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (m)(1), by striking ‘‘2003’’ 
and inserting ‘‘2008’’; and 

(2) in subsection (o), by striking ‘‘September 
30, 2007’’ and inserting ‘‘September 30, 2008’’. 

SEC. 223. Public housing agencies that own 
and operate 500 or fewer public housing units 
may elect to be exempt from any asset manage-
ment requirement imposed by the Secretary of 
Housing and Urban Development in connection 
with the operating fund rule: Provided, That an 
agency seeking a discontinuance of a reduction 
of subsidy under the operating fund formula 
shall not be exempt from asset management re-
quirements. 

SEC. 224. With respect to the use of amounts 
provided in this Act and in future Acts for the 
operation, capital improvement and manage-
ment of public housing as authorized by sections 
9(d) and 9(e) of the United States Housing Act 
of 1937 (42 U.S.C. 1437g(d) and (e)), the Sec-

retary shall not impose any requirement or 
guideline relating to asset management that re-
stricts or limits in any way the use of capital 
funds for central office costs pursuant to section 
9(g)(1) or 9(g)(2) of the United States Housing 
Act of 1937 (42 U.S.C. 1437g(g)(1),(2)). 

SEC. 225. The Secretary of Housing and Urban 
Development shall report quarterly to the House 
of Representatives and Senate Committees on 
Appropriations on the status of all section 8 
project-based housing, including the number of 
all project-based units by region as well as an 
analysis of all federally subsidized housing 
being refinanced under the Mark-to-Market 
program. The Secretary shall in the report iden-
tify all existing units maintained by region as 
section 8 project-based units and all project- 
based units that have opted out of section 8 or 
have otherwise been eliminated as section 8 
project-based units. The Secretary shall identify 
in detail and by project all the efforts made by 
the Department to preserve all section 8 project- 
based housing units and all the reasons for any 
units which opted out or otherwise were lost as 
section 8 project-based units. Such analysis 
shall include a review of the impact of the loss 
any subsidized units in that housing market-
place, such as the impact of cost and the loss of 
available subsidized, low-income housing in 
areas with scare housing resources for low-in-
come families. 

SEC. 226. The Secretary of Housing and Urban 
Development shall report quarterly to the House 
of Representatives and Senate Committees on 
Appropriations on HUD’s use of all sole source 
contracts, including terms of the contracts, cost 
and a substantive rationale for using a sole 
source contract. 

SEC. 227. Section 9(e)(2)(C) of the United 
States Housing Act of 1937 (42 U.S.C. 
1437g(e)(2)(C)) is amended by adding at the end 
of the following: 

‘‘(iv) EXISTING CONTRACTS.—The term of a 
contract described in clause (i) that, as of the 
date of enactment of this clause, is in repayment 
and has a term of not more than 12 years, may 
be extended to a term of not more than 20 years 
to permit additional energy conservation im-
provements without requiring the reprocurement 
of energy performance contractors.’’. 

SEC. 228. The Secretary of Housing and Urban 
Development shall increase, pursuant to this 
section, the number of Moving-to-Work agencies 
authorized under section 204, title II, of the De-
partments of Veterans Affairs and Housing and 
Urban Development and Independent Agencies 
Appropriations Act, 1996 (Public Law 104–134; 
110 Stat. 1321–281) by making the Alaska Public 
Housing Agency a Moving-to-Work Agency 
under such section 204. 

SEC. 229. (a) The referenced statement of man-
agers under the heading ‘‘Community Develop-
ment Fund’’ in title II of Public Law 108–447 is 
deemed to be amended with respect to item num-
ber 203 by striking ‘‘equipment’’ and inserting 
‘‘renovation and construction’’. 

(b) The referenced statement of managers 
under the heading ‘‘Community Development 
Fund’’ in title III of division A of Public Law 
109–115 is deemed to be amended with respect to 
item number 696 by striking ‘‘a Small Business 
Development Center’’ and inserting ‘‘for revital-
ization costs at the College of Agriculture Bio-
technology and Natural Resources’’. 

(c) The referenced statement of managers 
under the heading ‘‘Community Development 
Fund’’ in title III of division A of Public Law 
109–115 is deemed to be amended with respect to 
item number 460 by striking ‘‘Maine-Mawoshen 
One Country, Two Worlds Project’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘Sharing Maine’s Maritime Heritage 
Project—Construction and access to exhibits’’. 

(d) The referenced statement of managers 
under the heading ‘‘Community Development 

Fund’’ in title III of division A of Public Law 
109–115 is deemed to be amended with respect to 
item number 914 by striking ‘‘the Pastime The-
atre in Bristol, Rhode Island for building im-
provements’’ and inserting ‘‘the Institute for the 
Study and Practice of Nonviolence in Provi-
dence, Rhode Island for building renovations’’. 

(e) The referenced statement of managers 
under the heading ‘‘Community Development 
Fund’’ in title III of division A of Public Law 
109–115 is deemed to be amended with respect to 
item number 918 by striking ‘‘South Kingstown’’ 
and inserting ‘‘Washington County’’. 

(f) The referenced statement of managers 
under the heading ‘‘Community Development 
Fund’’ in title III of division A of Public Law 
109–115 is deemed to be amended with respect to 
item number 624 by striking ‘‘for the construc-
tion of a new technology building’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘for renovations to the Wheeling Commu-
nity Center’’. 

SEC. 230. Notwithstanding the limitation in 
the first sentence of section 255(g) of the Na-
tional Housing Act (12 U.S.C. 1715z–20(g)), the 
Secretary of Housing and Urban Development 
may, until September 30, 2008, insure and enter 
into commitments to insure mortgages under sec-
tion 255 of the National Housing Act (12 U.S.C. 
1715z–20). 

SEC. 231. Notwithstanding any other provision 
of law, the Secretary of Housing and Urban De-
velopment may not rescind or take any adverse 
action with respect to the Moving-to-Work pro-
gram designation for the Housing Authority of 
Baltimore City based on any alleged administra-
tive or procedural errors in making such des-
ignation. 

SEC. 232. Paragraph (4) of section 102(a) of the 
Housing and Community Development Act of 
1974 (42 U.S.C. 5302) is amended by adding at 
the end the following new sentence: ‘‘Notwith-
standing any other provision of this paragraph, 
with respect to any fiscal year beginning after 
the date of the enactment of this sentence, the 
cities of Alton and Granite City, Illinois, may be 
considered metropolitan cities for purposes of 
this title.’’. 

SEC. 233. (a) The amounts provided under the 
subheading ‘‘Program Account’’ under the 
heading ‘‘Community Development Loan Guar-
antees’’ may be used to guarantee, or make com-
mitments to guarantee, notes or other obliga-
tions issued by any State on behalf of non-enti-
tlement communities in the State in accordance 
with the requirements of section 108 of the 
Housing and Community Development Act of 
1974: Provided, That, any State receiving such a 
guarantee or commitment shall distribute all 
funds subject to such guarantee to the units of 
general local government in non-entitlement 
areas that received the commitment. 

(b) Not later than 60 days after the date of en-
actment of this Act, the Secretary of Housing 
and Urban Development shall promulgate regu-
lations governing the administration of the 
funds described under subsection (a). 

SEC. 234. Not later than 30 days after the date 
of enactment of this Act, the Secretary of Hous-
ing and Urban Development shall establish and 
maintain on the homepage of the Internet 
website of the Department of Housing and 
Urban Development— 

(1) a direct link to the Internet website of the 
Office of Inspector General of the Department of 
Housing and Urban Development; and 

(2) a mechanism by which individuals may 
anonymously report cases of waste, fraud, or 
abuse with respect to the Department of Hous-
ing and Urban Development. 

SEC. 235. Not later than 90 days after the date 
of enactment of this Act, the Secretary of Hous-
ing and Urban Development may— 

(1) develop a formal, structured, and written 
plan that the Department of Housing and 
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Urban Development shall use when monitoring 
for compliance with the specific relocation re-
strictions in— 

(A) the Community Development Block Grant 
entitlement program; and 

(B) the Community Development Block Grant 
State program that receives economic develop-
ment funds from the Department of Housing 
and Urban Development; and 

(2) submit such plan to the Committee on Ap-
propriations of both the Senate and the House 
of Representatives. 

SEC. 236. (a) REQUIRED SUBMISSIONS FOR FIS-
CAL YEARS 2007 AND 2008.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 60 days after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Secretary 
of Housing and Urban Development may submit 
to the relevant authorizing committees and to 
the Committees on Appropriations of the Senate 
and the House of Representatives for fiscal year 
2007 and 2008— 

(A) a complete and accurate accounting of the 
actual project-based renewal costs for project- 
based assistance under section 8 of the United 
States Housing Act of 1937 (42 U.S.C. 1437f); 

(B) revised estimates of the funding needed to 
fully fund all 12 months of all project-based 
contracts under such section 8, including 
project-based contracts that expire in fiscal year 
2007 and fiscal year 2008; and 

(C) all sources of funding that will be used to 
fully fund all 12 months of the project-based 
contracts for fiscal years 2007 and 2008. 

(2) UPDATED INFORMATION.—At any time after 
the expiration of the 60-day period described in 
paragraph (1), the Secretary may submit correc-
tions or updates to the information required 
under paragraph (1), if upon completion of an 
audit of the project-based assistance program 
under section 8 of the United States Housing 
Act of 1937 (42 U.S.C. 1437f), such audit reveals 
additional information that may provide Con-
gress a more complete understanding of the Sec-
retary’s implementation of the project-based as-
sistance program under such section 8. 

(b) REQUIRED SUBMISSIONS FOR FISCAL YEAR 
2009.—As part of the Department of Housing 
and Urban Development’s budget request for fis-
cal year 2009, the Secretary of Housing and 
Urban Development shall submit to the relevant 
authorizing committees and to the Committees 
on Appropriations of the Senate and the House 
of Representatives complete and detailed infor-
mation, including a project-by-project analysis, 
that verifies that such budget request will fully 
fund all project-based contracts under section 8 
of the United States Housing Act of 1937 (42 
U.S.C. 1437f) in fiscal year 2009, including expir-
ing project-based contracts. 

This title may be cited as the ‘‘Department of 
Housing and Urban Development Appropria-
tions Act, 2008’’. 

TITLE III 
INDEPENDENT AGENCIES 

ARCHITECTURAL AND TRANSPORTATION BARRIERS 
COMPLIANCE BOARD 

SALARIES AND EXPENSES 
For expenses necessary for the Architectural 

and Transportation Barriers Compliance Board, 
as authorized by section 502 of the Rehabilita-
tion Act of 1973, as amended, $6,150,000: Pro-
vided, That, notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of law, there may be credited to this appro-
priation funds received for publications and 
training expenses. 

FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses of the Federal Mari-
time Commission as authorized by section 201(d) 
of the Merchant Marine Act, 1936, as amended 
(46 U.S.C. App. 1111), including services as au-
thorized by 5 U.S.C. 3109; hire of passenger 
motor vehicles as authorized by 31 U.S.C. 

1343(b); and uniforms or allowances therefor, as 
authorized by 5 U.S.C. 5901–5902, $22,322,000: 
Provided, That not to exceed $2,000 shall be 
available for official reception and representa-
tion expenses. 

NATIONAL TRANSPORTATION SAFETY BOARD 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses of the National Trans-
portation Safety Board, including hire of pas-
senger motor vehicles and aircraft; services as 
authorized by 5 U.S.C. 3109, but at rates for in-
dividuals not to exceed the per diem rate equiva-
lent to the rate for a GS–15; uniforms, or allow-
ances therefor, as authorized by law (5 U.S.C. 
5901–5902) $84,500,000, of which not to exceed 
$2,000 may be used for official reception and 
representation expenses. The amounts made 
available to the National Transportation Safety 
Board in this Act include amounts necessary to 
make lease payments due in fiscal year 2008 
only, on an obligation incurred in fiscal year 
2001 for a capital lease. 

NEIGHBORHOOD REINVESTMENT CORPORATION 
PAYMENT TO THE NEIGHBORHOOD REINVESTMENT 

CORPORATION 
For payment to the Neighborhood Reinvest-

ment Corporation for use in neighborhood rein-
vestment activities, as authorized by the Neigh-
borhood Reinvestment Corporation Act (42 
U.S.C. 8101–8107), $119,800,000, of which 
$5,000,000 shall be for a multi-family rental 
housing program. 

UNITED STATES INTERAGENCY COUNCIL ON 
HOMELESSNESS 

OPERATING EXPENSES 
For necessary expenses (including payment of 

salaries, authorized travel, hire of passenger 
motor vehicles, the rental of conference rooms, 
and the employment of experts and consultants 
under section 3109 of title 5, United States Code) 
of the United States Interagency Council on 
Homelessness in carrying out the functions pur-
suant to title II of the McKinney-Vento Home-
less Assistance Act, as amended, $2,300,000. 

Title II of the McKinney-Vento Homeless As-
sistance Act, as amended, is amended in section 
209 by striking ‘‘2007’’ and inserting ‘‘2008’’. 

TITLE IV 
GENERAL PROVISIONS THIS ACT 

(INCLUDING TRANSFERS OF FUNDS) 
SEC. 401. Such sums as may be necessary for 

fiscal year 2008 pay raises for programs funded 
in this Act shall be absorbed within the levels 
appropriated in this Act or previous appropria-
tions Acts. 

SEC. 402. None of the funds in this Act shall 
be used for the planning or execution of any 
program to pay the expenses of, or otherwise 
compensate, non-Federal parties intervening in 
regulatory or adjudicatory proceedings funded 
in this Act. 

SEC. 403. None of the funds appropriated in 
this Act shall remain available for obligation be-
yond the current fiscal year, nor may any be 
transferred to other appropriations, unless ex-
pressly so provided herein. 

SEC. 404. The expenditure of any appropria-
tion under this Act for any consulting service 
through procurement contract pursuant to sec-
tion 3109 of title 5, United States Code, shall be 
limited to those contracts where such expendi-
tures are a matter of public record and available 
for public inspection, except where otherwise 
provided under existing law, or under existing 
Executive order issued pursuant to existing law. 

SEC. 405. Except as otherwise provided in this 
Act, none of the funds provided in this Act, pro-
vided by previous appropriations Acts to the 
agencies or entities funded in this Act that re-
main available for obligation or expenditure in 
fiscal year 2008, or provided from any accounts 
in the Treasury derived by the collection of fees 

and available to the agencies funded by this 
Act, shall be available for obligation or expendi-
ture through a reprogramming of funds that: (1) 
creates a new program; (2) eliminates a pro-
gram, project, or activity; (3) increases funds or 
personnel for any program, project, or activity 
for which funds have been denied or restricted 
by the Congress; (4) proposes to use funds di-
rected for a specific activity by either the House 
or Senate Committees on Appropriations for a 
different purpose; (5) augments existing pro-
grams, projects, or activities in excess of 
$5,000,000 or 10 percent, whichever is less; (6) re-
duces existing programs, projects, or activities 
by $5,000,000 or 10 percent, whichever is less; or 
(7) creates, reorganizes, or restructures a 
branch, division, office, bureau, board, commis-
sion, agency, administration, or department dif-
ferent from the budget justifications submitted 
to the Committees on Appropriations or the table 
accompanying the statement of the managers 
accompanying this Act, whichever is more de-
tailed, unless prior approval is received from the 
House and Senate Committees on Appropria-
tions: Provided, That not later than 60 days 
after the date of enactment of this Act, each 
agency funded by this Act shall submit a report 
to the Committees on Appropriations of the Sen-
ate and of the House of Representatives to es-
tablish the baseline for application of re-
programming and transfer authorities for the 
current fiscal year: Provided further, That the 
report shall include: (1) a table for each appro-
priation with a separate column to display the 
President’s budget request, adjustments made by 
Congress, adjustments due to enacted rescis-
sions, if appropriate, and the fiscal year enacted 
level; (2) a delineation in the table for each ap-
propriation both by object class and program, 
project, and activity as detailed in the budget 
appendix for the respective appropriation; and 
(3) an identification of items of special congres-
sional interest: Provided further, That the 
amount appropriated or limited for salaries and 
expenses for an agency shall be reduced by 
$100,000 per day for each day after the required 
date that the report has not been submitted to 
the Congress. 

SEC. 406. Except as otherwise specifically pro-
vided by law, not to exceed 50 percent of unobli-
gated balances remaining available at the end of 
fiscal year 2008 from appropriations made avail-
able for salaries and expenses for fiscal year 
2008 in this Act, shall remain available through 
September 30, 2009, for each such account for 
the purposes authorized: Provided, That a re-
quest shall be submitted to the Committees on 
Appropriations for approval prior to the expend-
iture of such funds: Provided further, That 
these requests shall be made in compliance with 
reprogramming guidelines. 

SEC. 407. All Federal agencies and depart-
ments that are funded under this Act shall issue 
a report to the House and Senate Committees on 
Appropriations on all sole source contracts by 
no later than July 31, 2008. Such report shall in-
clude the contractor, the amount of the contract 
and the rationale for using a sole source con-
tract. 

SEC. 408. (a) None of the funds made available 
in this Act may be obligated or expended for any 
employee training that— 

(1) does not meet identified needs for knowl-
edge, skills, and abilities bearing directly upon 
the performance of official duties; 

(2) contains elements likely to induce high lev-
els of emotional response or psychological stress 
in some participants; 

(3) does not require prior employee notifica-
tion of the content and methods to be used in 
the training and written end of course evalua-
tion; 

(4) contains any methods or content associ-
ated with religious or quasi-religious belief sys-
tems or ‘‘new age’’ belief systems as defined in 
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Equal Employment Opportunity Commission No-
tice N–915.022, dated September 2, 1988; or 

(5) is offensive to, or designed to change, par-
ticipants’ personal values or lifestyle outside the 
workplace. 

(b) Nothing in this section shall prohibit, re-
strict, or otherwise preclude an agency from 
conducting training bearing directly upon the 
performance of official duties. 

SEC. 409. No funds in this Act may be used to 
support any Federal, State, or local projects 
that seek to use the power of eminent domain, 
unless eminent domain is employed only for a 
public use: Provided, That for purposes of this 
section, public use shall not be construed to in-
clude economic development that primarily ben-
efits private entities: Provided further, That any 
use of funds for mass transit, railroad, airport, 
seaport or highway projects as well as utility 
projects which benefit or serve the general pub-
lic (including energy-related, communication-re-
lated, water-related and wastewater-related in-
frastructure), other structures designated for 
use by the general public or which have other 
common-carrier or public-utility functions that 
serve the general public and are subject to regu-
lation and oversight by the government, and 
projects for the removal of an immediate threat 
to public health and safety or brownsfield as de-
fined in the Small Business Liability Relief and 
Brownsfield Revitalization Act (Public Law 107– 
118) shall be considered a public use for pur-
poses of eminent domain: Provided further, That 
the Government Accountability Office, in con-
sultation with the National Academy of Public 
Administration, organizations representing 
State and local governments, and property 
rights organizations, shall conduct a study to be 
submitted to the Congress within 12 months of 
the enactment of this Act on the nationwide use 
of eminent domain, including the procedures 
used and the results accomplished on a State- 
by-State basis as well as the impact on indi-
vidual property owners and on the affected com-
munities. 

SEC. 410. None of the funds made available in 
this Act may be transferred to any department, 
agency, or instrumentality of the United States 
Government, except pursuant to a transfer made 
by, or transfer authority provided in, this Act or 
any other appropriations Act. 

SEC. 411. No part of any appropriation con-
tained in this Act shall be available to pay the 
salary for any person filling a position, other 
than a temporary position, formerly held by an 
employee who has left to enter the Armed Forces 
of the United States and has satisfactorily com-
pleted his period of active military or naval 
service, and has within 90 days after his release 
from such service or from hospitalization con-
tinuing after discharge for a period of not more 
than 1 year, made application for restoration to 
his former position and has been certified by the 
Office of Personnel Management as still quali-
fied to perform the duties of his former position 
and has not been restored thereto. 

SEC. 412. No funds appropriated pursuant to 
this Act may be expended by an entity unless 
the entity agrees that in expending the assist-
ance the entity will comply with sections 2 
through 4 of the Act of March 3, 1933 (41 U.S.C. 
10a–10c, popularly known as the ‘‘Buy Amer-
ican Act’’). 

SEC. 413. No funds appropriated or otherwise 
made available under this Act shall be made 
available to any person or entity that has been 
convicted of violating the Buy American Act (41 
U.S.C. 10a–10c). 

SEC. 414. None of the funds appropriated or 
otherwise made available by this Act may be 
used to enter into a contract in an amount 
greater than $5,000,000 or to award a grant in 
excess of such amount unless the prospective 
contractor or grantee certifies in writing to the 

agency awarding the contract or grant that the 
contractor or grantee has filed all Federal tax 
returns required during the three years pre-
ceding the certification, has not been convicted 
of a criminal offense under the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986, and has not been notified of 
any unpaid Federal tax assessment for which 
the liability remains unsatisfied unless the as-
sessment is the subject of an installment agree-
ment or offer in compromise that has been ap-
proved by the Internal Revenue Service and is 
not in default or the assessment is the subject of 
a non-frivolous administrative or judicial ap-
peal. 

SEC. 415. Not later than 120 days after the 
date of the enactment of this Act, the Secretary 
of Transportation shall submit to the Committee 
on Appropriations of the Senate, the Committee 
on Appropriations of the House of Representa-
tives, the Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation of the Senate, and the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastructure of 
the House of Representatives, a report detailing 
how the Federal Aviation Administration plans 
to alleviate air congestion and flight delays in 
the New York/New Jersey/Philadelphia Airspace 
by August 31, 2008. 

SEC. 416. None of the funds appropriated or 
otherwise made available by this Act may be ob-
ligated or expended by the Administrator of the 
Federal Aviation Administration to transfer the 
design and development functions of the FAA 
Academy in their entirety or to implement the 
Air Traffic Control Optimum Training Solution 
proposed by the Administrator in its entirety 
prior to September 30, 2008. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Transportation, 
Housing and Urban Development, and Related 
Agencies Appropriations Act, 2008’’. 

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I 
move to reconsider the vote. 

Mr. BOND. I move to lay that motion 
on the table. 

The motion to lay on the table was 
agreed to. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Senator from Missouri is rec-
ognized. 

Mr. BOND. Mr. President, I congratu-
late and thank Senator MURRAY for 
being such an agile partner and such an 
effective leader. We finished the bill in 
almost record time. For a bill of this 
complexity, I might even claim it is 
record time. 

The legislation is very complex. You 
have seen that it is controversial and 
can even be very political, as we saw 
with the Mexican trucking issue. 

As always, Senator MURRAY deserves 
a great deal of credit and accolades for 
her ability to balance the many tough 
and controversial issues that make up 
the legislation, and to do so with a 
smile and good humor despite cir-
cumstances that would have brought 
out a more difficult response from a 
lesser person. 

We also thank her crack staff, includ-
ing Peter Rogoff, Bill Simpson, Rachel 
Milberg, Meaghan McCarthy, and Teri 
Curtin. I also thank my staff for a 
great job: Jon Kamarck, Ellen Beares, 
and Matt McCardle. Each of them 
brought special contributions, as well 
as hard work, to the bill, spending 
many late nights and weekends to 
make sure the HUD fiscal year 2008 ap-
propriations bill would reflect a bal-

anced and bipartisan approach to the 
legislation that could be supported by 
Members on both sides of the aisle. We 
thank the overwhelming majority who 
voted for it. A special thanks goes to 
our Republican and Democratic floor 
staff for bringing their special exper-
tise and making us all look the part of 
respectable, hard-charging legislators 
and untangling the knots that some-
times occur in the process. 

As I did on Monday, I want to brag 
about our ability to include funding in-
creases above the budget request for 
HUD’s housing and community devel-
opment programs. These are important 
programs to help build our commu-
nities and without which a number of 
persons—a significant number of per-
sons—would be placed at risk of home-
lessness. That would have been a par-
ticular hardship on many seniors and 
persons with disabilities. 

I also want to repeat my gratitude 
that we were able to include $75 million 
in section 8 funds for the VA Affairs 
Supportive Housing Program. It is crit-
ical as service people continue to re-
turn from Iraq and face new realities 
that can include the need for housing 
and other services. This program will 
become even more worthwhile as 
young, disabled service men and 
women make the difficult adjustment 
to civilian life. 

As Members know, after 2 full days 
on this bill, with regard to FAA, this 
bill continues to support the beginning 
stage of the NextGen Air Transpor-
tation System. This bill also contains 
funds above the administration’s re-
quest for flight inspection and certifi-
cation personnel. 

These funds are needed and will en-
sure the continued safety of the Na-
tional Airspace System. I also want to 
note the additional funds for the Air-
port Improvement Program, which has 
been and remains an important bipar-
tisan priority for this subcommittee. 

In addition, the bill meets the guar-
antees of SAFETEA for highways and, 
and for the most part, transit. We in-
clude the revenue aligned budget au-
thority, RABA, which was not included 
in the President’s budget. In addition, 
we have included some $1 billion in ob-
ligation limitation as a starter account 
for the inspection of our aging bridges 
after those tragic deaths in Minnesota 
when the bridge collapsed. 

Finally, as I noted previously, there 
are some issues that we will have to 
address before the bill can become law. 
For example, we include the revenue 
aligned budget authority which was 
not included in the President’s budget. 
The bill also contains a $2.89 billion re-
scission of highway contract authority 
apportionments to the states, used as a 
budgetary offset. The bill also includes 
an additional $43,359,000 in Admin CA 
and another $172,243,000 in an unused 
transportation innovative financing in-
frastructure account, TIFIA, contract 
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authority for a total offset of spending 
of $3.495 billion. HUD also includes a 
rescission of $1.1 billion. 

Finally, I continue to be concerned 
over HUD’s and OMB’s failure to pro-
vide adequate funding for HUD’s sec-
tion 8 project-based housing program 
for fiscal year 2008. This is not an op-
tion but is a contractual obligation. 
Most important, this is a critical and 
important program that serves many 
of our most vulnerable citizens such as 
extremely low-income families, includ-
ing seniors and persons with disabil-
ities. HUD has been unable to fund 
fully or timely many of these contracts 
during fiscal year 2007, and I under-
stand that this problem will only get 
worse in fiscal year 2008 with HUD fac-
ing a shortfall in its section 8 project- 
based account of $2 billion or more. I 
know this program enjoys wide support 
in this Congress and I would fully ex-
pect OMB to provide the necessary 
funds for the program through a budget 
amendment or as part of a continuing 
resolution or through emergency sup-
plemental legislation. 

And while I am pleased with much of 
the bill, especially needed spending in 
critical programs, I am concerned that 
we are on a collision course with the 
White House on the spending levels 
contained in this bill. I fear that both 
sides are going to have to make adjust-
ments. I just hope that any adjust-
ments do not result in the loss of any 
of the positive investments made we 
have made in this bill. 

I will conclude by again thanking my 
colleague, Senator MURRAY, her staff, 
my staff, and the floor staff. Thanks 
for the help of everybody. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Under the previous order, the 
Senate insists on its amendment, re-
quests a conference with the House, 
and the Chair appoints the following 
conferees. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore appointed Mrs. MURRAY, Mr. 
BYRD, Ms. MIKULSKI, Mr. KOHL, Mr. 
DURBIN, Mr. DORGAN, Mr. LEAHY, Mr. 
HARKIN, Mrs. FEINSTEIN, Mr. JOHNSON, 
Mr. LAUTENBERG, Mr. INOUYE, Mr. 
BOND, Mr. SHELBY, Mr. SPECTER, Mr. 
BENNETT, Mrs. HUTCHISON, Mr. BROWN-
BACK, Mr. STEVENS, Mr. DOMENICI, Mr. 
ALEXANDER, Mr. ALLARD, and Mr. 
COCHRAN conferees on the part of the 
Senate. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Senator from Washington is 
recognized. 

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, let me 
thank my colleague from Missouri, 
Senator BOND, who has worked hard 
with me, the staff, and all of us who 
have been working to get this bill to 
the floor and pass it. It is an extremely 
difficult bill, covering a wide variety of 
programs and projects throughout the 
country. We started this process way 
back in the beginning of the year with 
the budget process. He and I spent 

many conversations on the phone 
working together, getting our bill 
through subcommittee, full committee, 
and now to the Senate floor. 

I could not have done it without Sen-
ator BOND’s help and support, particu-
larly in the housing arena, helping to 
work through a lot of difficult issues. I 
thank him in particular for his dili-
gence and his ability to help us get 
through this today. 

Also, I thank his staff: Jon Kamarck, 
Ellen Beares, and Matt McCardle. They 
have been there time and again to help 
us work through the issues. I thank my 
staff: Peter Rogoff, Rachel Milberg, 
Bill Simpson, Meaghan McCarthy, and 
Terri Curtin. They spent innumerable 
all-night sessions trying to get us to 
reach deadlines and get the bill to the 
Senate floor. Without their expertise, 
we would not be here. I thank them on 
behalf of all of us in this country. I 
thank, from my personal staff, Travis 
Lumpkin, who has been here working 
with us to get this bill through, as well 
as Mike Spahn, of my floor staff, who 
spent a lot of time helping us work 
through all the difficult parts of the 
bill. It takes a lot of people to get a bill 
of this complexity to the floor, and 
every one of them should be recog-
nized. 

We cannot do these bills on our own. 
A lot of people put a lot of time and en-
ergy into getting us to this point. I 
thank Senators BYRD and COCHRAN, the 
chairman and ranking member of the 
full committee, who have worked with 
all of us on appropriations to get our 
work done in a timely fashion. 

This bill is headed to conference. It is 
an extremely important bill. As we 
have heard throughout the last days as 
we have debated the bill, every Amer-
ican is touched by the impact of this 
legislation. If you get up and go to 
work, whether you drive or, as we 
heard yesterday, ride a bike; whether 
you go on an Amtrak train or if you 
have to fly, what we decide in this bill 
and how we set spending priorities 
makes a difference in your life. 

For many Americans who are facing 
a housing crisis today, this bill ad-
dresses those concerns, as the Senator 
from Missouri talked about. This is an 
extremely important piece of legisla-
tion. We received the President’s budg-
et with severe cuts in Amtrak, in hous-
ing, in FAA modernization, and many 
more that I have talked about over the 
last several days. This Senate has said 
we have to invest in the infrastructure 
of this country. We need to move for-
ward in making sure that average, ev-
eryday Americans who get up and go to 
work, enjoy time with their families, 
who want to be able to participate in 
our communities, have a right to do 
that, and we have an obligation as a 
Congress to make sure the infrastruc-
ture is in place. 

We are going to continue to work on 
this bill with our colleagues on the 

other side of the Capitol, our House 
counterparts. I hope we can get a bill 
to the President and get it signed and 
move these programs forward so the 
money we have debated and talked 
about will be allocated and our commu-
nities across this country will benefit 
from it. 

Mr. President, I again thank my col-
league from Missouri. 

Mr. SALAZAR. Mr. President, I want 
to make a few comments about H.R. 
3074, the Transportation, Housing, and 
Urban Development Appropriations 
Act of 2007, which we passed earlier 
today by an overwhelming bipartisan 
majority. This bill will make much- 
needed investments in aging roads and 
bridges around the country. It will help 
make the skies safer for travel. It will 
revitalize struggling communities with 
economic development grants. And it 
will get a roof over the heads of many 
of the 200,000 veterans who find them-
selves homeless on any given night. 

I want to thank Chairman MURRAY, 
Ranking Member BOND, Chairman 
BYRD, Ranking Member COCHRAN, and 
all the members of the committee for 
their work on a bill that makes such 
wise investments in our transpor-
tation, in our communities, and in our 
veterans. 

This summer, as Americans took to 
the highways with their families, trav-
eling long stretches of bumpy roads 
across aging bridges on their way to 
their vacation destination, they were 
painfully aware of our Government’s 
neglect of our transportation infra-
structure over the last several years. 

Potholes and traffic jams can take a 
toll on your car and your pocketbook. 
A 2006 survey showed that driving on 
rough roads is costing the average 
urban motorist about $383 a year in 
added vehicle maintenance costs. With 
gas inching back toward $3 a gallon, 
that is an added strain on a family’s 
budget. 

Beyond this economic strain, though, 
failing and deteriorating infrastructure 
can lead to tragic consequences. Road-
way conditions are a significant factor 
in approximately one-third of traffic 
fatalities. 

The August 1 collapse of I–35W in 
Minneapolis was among the most trag-
ic examples of this danger. Thirteen 
people died, and around 100 were in-
jured, when the eight-lane truss bridge 
collapsed into the Mississippi River. 

The Minneapolis disaster has engi-
neers and planners around the country 
taking a second look at the condition 
of their bridges. And what they are 
finding is troubling. 

In Colorado, nearly 7 percent of our 
bridges are structurally deficient and 
need immediate attention. 110 bridges 
that belong to the State need full re-
placement. Another 375 need rehabili-
tation. Unfortunately, the backlog of 
bridgework that needs to be done in 
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our State is an overwhelming $758 mil-
lion. In Colorado and across the coun-
try, we desperately need more re-
sources to get this work done. I believe 
the Senate made a wise investment 
when it voted overwhelmingly in sup-
port of Senator MURRAY’s amendment 
to add $1 billion in dedicated funding 
for the Federal Highway Administra-
tion’s bridge replacement and rehabili-
tation program. 

We also must recommit ourselves to 
investing in our roads and highways. 
They are the veins of commerce that 
sustain our economy. Our ability to 
move goods and people quickly and 
safely is absolutely fundamental to 
continued growth. 

The American people, and the people 
of Colorado, understand this. When I 
visit a town like Gunnison, mainte-
nance and improvements to Highway 
50, which links Pueblo and the Front 
Range with Gunnison and the Western 
Slope, is at the top of the list for local 
elected officials. When I visit Eagle 
County, Clear Creek County, and Sum-
mit County, I–70 investments are front 
and center. And when I meet with offi-
cials in Lamar, Springfield, and Eads, 
maintenance of Highway 287, part of 
the ‘‘Ports to Plains’’ corridor, is the 
topic of conversation. 

For each of these communities, good 
roads are essential for economic vital-
ity. Across the political spectrum, 
across a broad range of interests and 
professions, Coloradans understand 
this. Two years ago, we voted to allow 
the state government to retain an addi-
tional $5.7 billion in revenues over 5 
years to help fund our schools and our 
roads. The statewide referendum 
passed comfortably because the Colo-
rado business community knows that 
failing infrastructure is a drag on an 
economy. Smart investments in 
bridges, roads, and airports yield 
strong returns over the long term. 

The bill we passed earlier today 
makes these needed investments in our 
Nation’s transportation infrastructure. 
It allocates $65.7 billion to transpor-
tation, including $40.2 billion for high-
way construction. 

This will allow for us to move ahead 
with several vital projects in Colorado. 

Notably, the bill includes $5 million 
for continued construction of a new 
interchange near Gate 20 at Fort Car-
son. The Mountain Post is accommo-
dating two additional brigades and is 
growing by approximately 12,000 troops 
over the next 2 years. Gate 20 allows 
soldiers and contractors to enter the 
base from Fountain, Pueblo, and points 
south of the base. The base com-
mander, General Mixon, sees this as a 
top priority and we help him fulfill it 
with this bill. 

Additionally, the bill provides $2 mil-
lion for work on the Ports to Plains 
Highway, U.S. 287, near Lamar. This 
builds on the over $11 million we have 
invested in his project over the past 3 

years to build the capacity of this 
major north-south commercial artery. 
I have driven that road many times 
over the past few years, and it is im-
proving steadily. You see more trucks 
on that road now, and you see more 
goods moving to market more quickly. 

In southern Colorado, we have in-
cluded funding to restore a road lead-
ing to one of our newest national 
parks, Great Sand Dunes, in my native 
San Luis Valley. 300,000 visitors a year 
come to Great Sand Dunes. It is a boon 
to the local economy, and the $3 mil-
lion for resurfacing State Highway 150 
to the Sand Dunes will help more 
Americans see this treasure of the 
American West. 

But the transportation portion of 
this bill does not simply fund new 
roads. It also includes forward-think-
ing investments in mass transit solu-
tions to reduce the wear and tear on 
our highways, to save gas, and to 
unclog traffic jams. This bill includes 
$70 million for the Denver Regional 
Transportation District’s West Cor-
ridor Light Rail Project and $70 million 
for RTD’s Southeast Corridor Multi- 
Modal Project. Coloradans know it as 
T–Rex. It blends light rail and highway 
improvements in one of the largest 
mass transit projects that is underway 
in the United States. It is changing 
how people commute and where they 
are choosing to live. This bill keeps 
Denver’s transportation revolution on 
track. 

Finally, I would also like to express 
my strong support for the funding this 
legislation makes available for the 
community development block grant 
program. I have heard from public offi-
cials across Colorado, and they all tell 
me that the CDBG program is one of 
the most effective Federal Government 
programs available to cities, towns, 
and rural communities in our State, 
and across the Nation. 

Last year, Colorado alone received 
nearly $40 million from the CDBG pro-
gram, with several towns and cities re-
ceiving in excess of $1.5 million apiece. 
While the President’s budget would 
have cut this funding by 20 percent, the 
underlying legislation restores those 
cuts and provides $3.77 billion for the 
program. We should not be slashing 
funding for one of our most effective 
and efficient tools for energizing com-
munities and improving housing infra-
structure. This bill does the right thing 
and restores this program. 

I am proud of the bill that we 
passed—it sets the right priorities and 
makes smart investments in our trans-
portation infrastructure and in our 
communities. I want to again thank 
Chairman MURRAY, Ranking Member 
BOND, the Appropriations Committee, 
and their staffs for their work on this 
bill. I hope it is signed into law. 

MORNING BUSINESS 
Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the Senate 
proceed to a period for the transaction 
of morning business, with Senators al-
lowed to speak for up to 10 minutes 
each. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
WHITEHOUSE.) Without objection, it is 
so ordered. 

Mrs. MURRAY. I suggest the absence 
of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, is 
the Senate in morning business? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. We are in 
morning business. 

Mr. GRASSLEY. I ask to speak—it 
will not be for a very long time but 
longer than the usual 10 minutes allot-
ted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The Senator from Iowa is recognized. 
Mr. GRASSLEY. I thank the Chair. 
(The remarks of Mr. GRASSLEY per-

taining to the introduction of S. 2041 
are printed in today’s RECORD under 
‘‘Statements on Introduced Bills and 
Joint Resolutions.’’) 

Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, I 
yield the floor, and I suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

DRUG SAFETY 

Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, I 
wish to speak for a short period of time 
on another issue that I have been 
working on. 

Yesterday, the Journal of the Amer-
ican Medical Association published a 
study on the diabetes drug Avandia. 
This study concluded Avandia signifi-
cantly increases the risk of heart at-
tacks, a subject that Senator BAUCUS 
and I have been investigating for some 
months. You will remember that it was 
back in May that a study in the New 
England Journal of Medicine first 
alerted the public of an increased risk 
of heart attacks from Avandia. 

When that study was published, Sen-
ator BAUCUS, chairman of the Senate 
Finance Committee, and I raised con-
cerns that the drugmaker had sought 
to silence a critic who voiced apprehen-
sion about Avandia back in 1999. Re-
member, this is 8 years ago. At the 
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time, SmithKline Beecham manufac-
tured Avandia. The company later 
merged with Glaxo Wellcome to form 
today’s GlaxoSmithKline. 

According to the Wall Street Jour-
nal, GlaxoSmithKline said the allega-
tions that the company silenced critics 
of Avandia were ‘‘absolutely false.’’ 

Today I would like to discuss some 
internal company communications 
that suggest otherwise. The person who 
first blew the whistle about cardio-
vascular problems with Avandia was 
Dr. John Buse. He was a professor at 
the University of North Carolina. 

Shortly after Avandia came on the 
market, back in 1999, Dr. Buse began 
warning his colleagues at medical 
meetings that the drug might be dan-
gerous. 

How did this company respond when 
this professor brought up these issues? 
In an e-mail dated June 25, 1999, two 
company executives discussed ways to 
silence Dr. Buse. I would like to read 
parts of the e-mail. One executive 
wrote of a plan to ‘‘write him a firm 
letter that would warn him about 
doing this again . . . with the punish-
ment being that we will complain up 
his academic line and to the CME 
granting bodies that accredit his ac-
tivities.’’ 

CME stands for continuing medical 
education. I will come back to that in 
just a second. 

In response, another company execu-
tive e-mailed back, proposing to sue 
Dr. Buse and launched a media offen-
sive promoting Avandia. 

Based on this e-mail exchange, it 
seems to me that at least two drug 
company officials did attempt to si-
lence a critic. In fact, Dr. Buse stopped 
making any critical statements about 
Avandia shortly after this e-mail ex-
change. Scientists should be able to 
raise issues related to public health 
and safety in a free and uncensored 
manner, not the way they do things in 
China. And when these scientists are 
suppressed, we ought to consider that a 
very serious problem. The reason why 
is because the scientific process will 
take care of itself. If scientist Grassley 
has a suggestion and you think it is 
crazy, you are a scientist, my work can 
be reviewed by you and it has to stand 
the test of peer review. So I think it is 
a very good process, and if we just let 
it go on, it will show whether this sci-
entist or that scientist is right or 
wrong. 

The scientific process, if suppressed, I 
say, is a very serious problem. But 
more important in this whole process, 
the American public loses. Instead of 
Avandia being more critically exam-
ined for safety, it was heavily mar-
keted and became what experts have 
called the best selling diabetes drug in 
America. It has been reported to me 
that this huge volume of sales may 
have resulted in 60,000 to 100,000 heart 
attacks from 1999 until the year 2006— 

that is about 20 a day—from the users 
of Avandia. 

What happened to the company ex-
ecutives who sought to attack Dr. Buse 
for voicing his scientific opinion? 
Based on the information I have re-
ceived to date, nothing has happened to 
these corporate executives. 

Let me return to the issue of con-
tinuing medical education. In the e- 
mail exchange I quoted, the two com-
pany officials discussed complaining 
about Dr. Buse to the accrediting bod-
ies of continuing medical education. 
Every year, medical professionals must 
get continuing medical education cred-
its to stay current in their profession. 
The continuing medical education 
companies and the doctors who teach 
the classes are supposed to be inde-
pendent of drug companies that fund 
the courses. But I think we now know 
what we have often suspected: Con-
tinuing medical education courses 
often are not independent at all. In 
fact, the drug companies have a lot to 
say about what goes on in these 
courses and who gets paid to teach 
them. 

In April, the Finance Committee 
staff released a report on pharma-
ceutical company support of con-
tinuing medical education. Drug com-
panies pour about $1 billion every year 
into continuing medical education, and 
the report noted that some educational 
courses have become veiled forms of 
advertising. 

Of course, this also ties in to last 
week’s introduction of the bill I sub-
mitted called the Physicians Payments 
Sunshine Act. I introduced that bill 
with Senator KOHL, who is chairman of 
the Aging Committee, because Ameri-
cans have a right to know how the drug 
companies are using money to try to 
shape the medical field. The bill re-
quires drug and device companies to re-
port payments and other gifts they 
give to doctors, bringing a little trans-
parency to the practice of companies 
such as GlaxoSmithKline. I hope to see 
more of my colleagues sign on to this 
legislation. I cannot spotlight every in-
stance where a drug company goes 
after an independent scientist with a 
stick, as they did with Dr. Buse, but to-
gether we can splash some sunlight on 
the financial carrots drug companies 
use to try to shape doctors’ behavior. 

Before I yield the floor, I ask unani-
mous consent to have the e-mails I re-
ferred to printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 
From: Tachi Yamada 
To: William D Claypool 
CC: David M Stout, Jean-Pierre Garnier 
Subject: Re: Avandia Renegade 
Date: 06/25/1999 19:15:33 (GMT–05:00) 

BILL: I spoke to both JP and David Stout 
today about this situation. I doubt that 
speaking to his chairman about him will do 
much good—in fact if he’s as bad as he seems 
to be, his chairman probably already has 

doubts about him. In any case, I plan to 
speak to Fred Sparling, his former chairman 
(they are actively looking for his replace-
ment) as soon as possible. I think that there 
are two courses of action. One is to sue him 
for knowingly defaming our product even 
after we have set him straight as to the 
facts—the other is to launch a well planned 
offensive on behalf of Avandia so that the 
listeners begin to understand at the very 
least that there are two sides to this story. 
I suspect that the latter approach would be 
preferred—it wouldn’t look good for SB to be 
at war with a KOL. 

TACHI. 

William D Claypool on 25–Jun–1999 12:23 
CLINICAL RESEARCH AND DEVELOP-

MENT 
To: Tachi Yamada 
Subject: Avandia Renegade 

TACHI: At Avandia Day today, mention was 
made of John Buse from UNC who appar-
ently has repeatedly and intentionally mis-
represented Avandia data from the speaker’ 
dais in various fora, most recent among 
which was the ADA. The sentiment of the SB 
group was to write him a firm letter that 
would warn him about doing this again (he 
will be speaking next at a major European 
congress in Stockholm in July) with the 
punishment being that we will complain up 
his academic line and to the CME granting 
bodies that accredit his activities. There was 
brief mention of a law suit but this was re-
served for a later approach. The question 
comes up as to whether you think this is a 
sensible strategy, whether you know any of 
the principals at UNC (I don’t), and whether 
we have other avenues to ensure his accu-
racy in the future (we don’t really do too 
much work at UNC to make any threats)? I 
imagine that Paul Wadkins is too new in 
post for us to ask him to exert any influence 
on our behalf at his new institution. 

Any thoughts? 
Thanks. 

BILL. 

Mr. GRASSLEY. I yield the floor, 
and I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
CASEY). The clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

VA WAIT TIMES 
Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I rise 

today, after two days of testimony by 
General Petraeus and Ambassador 
Crocker, to talk about a subject we 
have still heard virtually no discussion 
of from this administration: the impact 
of this war on our servicemembers and 
veterans. 

General Petraeus and Ambassador 
Crocker have now spent countless 
hours in an attempt to sell both the 
Congress and the American people on 
the virtues of the President’s surge. 
Their aim is to convince us to spend 
more time, more money, and more 
lives in Iraq. Yet we have heard pre-
cious little about the impact of this 
surge on the men and women who are 
actually on the battlefield fighting. 
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That is a disturbing omission that 

leaves me—and I am sure thousands of 
military families across the country— 
deeply unsettled and greatly concerned 
for the future of our Nation’s plan to 
take care of these heroes. 

We all know going to war has a pro-
found effect on our men and women in 
uniform, and the wars in Iraq and Af-
ghanistan are no exception. As the Iraq 
war now enters its fifth year, it is clear 
the fighting overseas has taken a tre-
mendous toll on the lives of our troops, 
who have served this Nation so honor-
ably, and on their families, who have 
supported them so fully. Yet, over and 
over again, in their sales job, this ad-
ministration has either failed to make 
the cost of caring for our wounded war-
riors a priority or—as we found this 
week—blatantly misled Congress and 
the American people about that cost. 

Unfortunately, on Monday, just 2 
days ago—the same day General 
Petraeus appeared in the House to talk 
about the results of the surge—we 
learned from the VA inspector general 
that the Department of the VA repeat-
edly—repeatedly—understated the wait 
times of our injured veterans seeking 
care. 

How can we be expected to trust this 
administration about the continuation 
of a surge when they continue to cover 
up the costs of this war? 

Administration officials, including 
Secretary Nicholson himself, have re-
peatedly told Congress and the Amer-
ican people that 96 percent of all vet-
erans seeking primary care and 95 per-
cent of veterans seeking specialty care 
were seen within 30 days of their de-
sired appointment date. 

Well, this week, the inspector general 
found that in reality only 75 percent of 
veterans have waited less than 30 days. 
In fiscal year 2006, the VA underesti-
mated the number of Iraq and Afghani-
stan veterans who would be seen by 
45,000 people. For the current year—fis-
cal year 2007—the VA has now been 
forced to revise its projection up by 
100,000 people. Now the VA is pro-
jecting it will see 263,000 Iraq and Af-
ghanistan vets in 2008. Yet, I am told 
by some that the VA should actually 
be preparing to see more than 300,000 
returning veterans. 

Frankly, I think it is very important 
that we do not underestimate this 
number. We have seen the past failures 
in the VA to accurately project the 
numbers, and I think it is very impor-
tant this administration get those 
numbers right. 

The VA’s fiscal year 2008 budget also 
assumed a decrease in the number of 
inpatient mental health patients, when 
all signs everywhere we heard and 
turned to pointed to an increase in 
need. 

In February of this year, I had the 
opportunity to ask VA Secretary Nich-
olson, how the President’s escalation of 
the war would impact our care for vet-

erans. He told me it would have a 
‘‘minimal’’ impact. Now, not only does 
that statement fly in the face of rea-
son, it boggles my mind. 

I told Secretary Nicholson, when he 
told me that: 

When the President has proposed a surge in 
troops to Iraq, when the men and women in 
uniform are being deployed for their second 
and third tours of duty, and when more and 
more of our troops are coming home with 
[post-traumatic stress disorder] and other 
mental health care needs, I don’t understand 
how the VA can assume that they will treat 
fewer patients for inpatient mental health 
care. 

The VA Secretary’s duty is to protect 
our veterans, not a dishonest adminis-
tration. If the VA had been frank with 
us about waiting times and backlogs 
from the beginning, we in Congress 
would have been able to invest in our 
facilities and in allocating our re-
sources properly. 

If we were getting accurate informa-
tion, and not being served a political 
line, we could do our job and serve the 
veterans. Unfortunately, based on our 
experience with VA leadership over the 
past several years, I have serious 
doubts about the level of frankness we 
can expect from a VA that has tried to 
minimize the cost, both in money and 
in lives, of this war. 

This spring, as our military was surg-
ing in Iraq, we learned that the VA of-
ficials—the officials—had received bo-
nuses, while our veterans faced waiting 
lines and backlogs for benefits. To me, 
that is plain wrong. Senior career offi-
cials throughout the VA were getting a 
generous package of more than $3.8 
million in payments by that finan-
cially strapped agency, at the same 
time as our veterans waited up to a 
year—up to a year—to see a doctor, and 
at the same time VA officials were 
misleading Congress and the American 
people. 

This week’s IG report found: 
. . . .that schedulers at some facilities were 
interpreting the guidance from their man-
agers to reduce waiting times as instructions 
to never put patients on the electronic wait-
ing list. 

Well, that obviously results in ‘‘gam-
ing’’ of the procedure. So a veteran 
calls in, asks for an appointment, and 
instead of putting them in line, they 
are told to call back in a month or 2, 
before they get on the waiting list. 
That is the wrong way to treat our vet-
erans. 

I have to ask, were officials receiving 
bonuses for cooking their books on 
wait times? Well, in light of this 
week’s report, it seems to me to be a 
fair question. 

The inspector general’s report on the 
VA’s failure to provide an accurate ac-
count of how long our veterans are 
waiting for care is a frustrating re-
minder of that agency’s need for hon-
esty and leadership. Whether the VA’s 
numbers were intentionally skewed or 
incompetently reported, the result is 
the same: Our veterans pay the price. 

Now, I have long said the VA pro-
vides excellent care to our veterans— 
once they get in the door. The VA has 
a long-term focus on patients, it has a 
great integrated delivery model, and it 
has a first-rate health IT system that 
provides distinct advantages over our 
private sector care. We have to keep it 
that way. 

But too often, for our veterans, get-
ting in the door is the problem. Every 
one of us has heard at home from vet-
erans who have waited months to see a 
primary care doctor. Some of those 
veterans have had to wait years to get 
surgery. For too many years, under 
this administration, veterans have 
been last in line, and we in Congress 
have had to fight this administration 
tooth and nail to meet their needs. 

It is clear that 5 years into this war— 
5 years into this war—the VA is still 
not on a wartime footing to deal with 
this problem. It is far past time for the 
VA to put an end to the pattern of dis-
honesty that has plagued them. From 
exaggerated reports of success, to fail-
ures to present their real funding 
needs, to poor conditions at our facili-
ties, the VA is not coming clean with 
the American people. And every time 
the VA tries to save political face, do 
you know who it ends up costing? Our 
men and women who have served us 
honorably overseas, our veterans. 

No matter how anyone in this coun-
try feels about the war, Americans sup-
port our veterans. Everywhere I go, 
people stand up and say to me that 
they do not support the war, but they 
will be there with their pocketbooks 
and their hearts to make sure our vet-
erans are taken care of when they get 
home. 

In order for us to do that—and every-
one here wants to do that—we need to 
have an honest assessment from this 
administration about what the costs 
are or we cannot provide the support 
that Americans want us to provide. 

The President of the United States 
has a responsibility now to send us a 
nominee to fill the soon-to-be-vacant 
position at the VA. We need a new 
nominee, a new Secretary, who is going 
to be an honest advocate. We need a 
new VA Secretary who is going to fill 
the needs of our current veterans and 
future veterans and who will honor 
their sacrifice with superior service. 

I am looking forward to the Presi-
dent finding and sending to us someone 
who will fill that position that we can 
finally trust, who will bring about a 
culture of change, who will bring us ac-
curate information, who we do not 
have to second guess, and, most impor-
tantly, who will be willing to stand up 
and be honest with the American peo-
ple about the cost of war when it comes 
to the men and women who are fight-
ing for every one of us. 

If we are just being told a happy pic-
ture all the time, and not getting the 
reality of what is out there, we in Con-
gress cannot do our job to make sure 
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our veterans get what they need. The 
men and women who have served in the 
military have borne significant bur-
dens. They have assumed great risk for 
our country, and they have sacrificed 
their lives and their limbs to protect 
all of us and our freedoms. They have 
done their job. They have done what 
this country has asked. They have done 
it honorably. It is time this adminis-
tration helps us keep a promise to 
them to fulfill their needs. Our Nation 
has a moral obligation to care for those 
who have served this country in uni-
form, and that begins by an honest as-
sessment of the cost. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Utah. 
Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, I share 

some of the feelings of the distin-
guished Senator from Washington 
about our veterans. There is no ques-
tion about it, we need to do more for 
them, and we will. 

f 

TESTIMONY OF GENERAL DAVID 
PETRAEUS 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, we live in 
a cynical age where the truth is often 
discarded because it does not meet the 
goals of an election campaign strategy 
or it is not what the core constitu-
encies of certain political movements 
wish to hear. 

One does not need to look any fur-
ther to prove this point than the me-
dia’s portrayal of General Petraeus’s 
testimony before Congress this week. 

Lost in the coverage were the hard 
facts and the veracity of the personal 
assessments of a remarkable leader. He 
has spent years in Iraq, first, as the 
commander of the 101st Airborne Divi-
sion during the initial race to Baghdad 
and then as the officer in charge of 
training the Iraqi Army. This was fol-
lowed by his authorship of the ‘‘Army- 
Marine Corps Counterinsurgency Man-
ual’’ that was used as the basis for our 
current strategy, and now in his role as 
the commander of Multi-National 
Forces—Iraq. 

This man deserves the plaudits and 
credit from all of us. Think about it. 
How many of us would spend years 
away from our wives, our families. The 
sacrifices of our men and women over 
there is remarkable. This man is one of 
the most remarkable. 

So let us lay aside the rhetoric and 
learn the truth outlined by this sea-
soned commander. 

Here are General Petraeus’s own 
words: 

As a bottom line up front, the military ob-
jectives of the surge are, in large measure, 
being met. In recent months, in the face of 
tough enemies and the brutal summer heat 
of Iraq, Coalition and Iraqi Security Forces 
have achieved progress in the security arena. 
Though improvements have been uneven 
across Iraq, the overall number of security 
incidents in Iraq has declined in eight of the 
past 12 weeks, with the number of incidents 

in the last two weeks at the lowest levels 
seen since June 2006. One reason for the de-
cline in incidents is that Coalition and Iraqi 
forces have dealt significant blows to al- 
Qaida-Iraq. 

The general goes on to point out: 
Coalition and Iraqi operations have helped 

reduce ethno-sectarian violence, as well, 
bringing down the number of ethno-sectarian 
deaths substantially in Baghdad and across 
Iraq since the height of the sectarian vio-
lence last December. The number of overall 
civilian deaths has also declined during this 
period, although the numbers in each of the 
areas are still at troubling levels. Iraqi Secu-
rity Forces have also continued to grow and 
to shoulder more of the load, albeit slowly 
and amid continuing concerns about the sec-
tarian tendencies of some elements in their 
ranks. In general, however, Iraqi elements 
have been standing and fighting and sus-
taining tough losses, and they have taken 
the lead in operations in many areas. 

These are the words of a trusted and 
very capable commander who was 
unanimously confirmed by the Senate. 
They are insightful, and they show 
that at long last, we are beginning to 
make significant progress in Iraq. 

I believe Churchill could have been 
talking about our current prospects in 
Iraq when he said: 

This is not the end. It is not even the 
beginning of the end. But it is, perhaps, 
the end of the beginning. 

Yet even before General Petraeus 
gave us his professional military opin-
ion on the status of the war, some at-
tempted to undermine the veracity of 
his analysis and, worse, the character 
of the General himself. 

Of course, I am speaking of the dis-
graceful actions of MoveOn.org and 
their now infamous advertisement. Be-
fore even having the opportunity to 
hear General Petraeus’s analysis, this 
group stated that General Petraeus is a 
‘‘military man constantly at war with 
the facts.’’ It claimed he was ‘‘cooking 
the books.’’ It asserted that his action 
is a betrayal of the American people. 

This is shameful. 
There is no need to read between the 

lines. 
There is no subtext here. 
The text is clear. 
MoveOn.org has called General 

Petraeus a liar. 
That is disgusting. It is beneath the 

dignity of decent and honorable people. 
According to this group, General 

Petraeus is injuring his country and 
endangering those under his command 
by lying about the progress in Iraq. 

Now, anyone who has had the oppor-
tunity to meet the General and any-
body who has bothered to follow his ca-
reer or his academic pursuits knows 
these are disgraceful and unwarranted 
allegations. However, there might be a 
silver lining to this libel. Now, all of 
America understands why MoveOn.org 
and other groups like it are called the 
nutroots. These people are nuts. They 
don’t care who they hurt. They don’t 
care whom they smear. They don’t care 
whom they libel. To them, politics is 

more important than anything else, 
and the accumulation of power is most 
important of all. Perhaps if they re-
joined the reality-based policy commu-
nity, they would have actually waited 
to hear the General’s analysis before 
criticizing it. 

Here is the reality. 
General Petraeus is a consummate 

professional. He is a man who has dedi-
cated his life to our country. 

And I would note that when you put 
on a uniform, dedicating your life to 
your country has the potential to mean 
a good deal more than running for Con-
gress. 

But to Moveon.org, which has sadly 
become a core participant in the Demo-
cratic party’s policymaking, General 
Petraeus is a disgrace to the uniform. 

Let me be clear. It is MoveOn.org 
that is the disgrace. And I think it is 
important that the entire Congress 
publicly repudiate these absurd 
charges. I hope those in this body who 
are fond of listening to and following 
MoveOn.org’s misguided policies see 
this group for what it is—an American 
embarrassment. 

I have been very interested in watch-
ing the debates both on the Republican 
side and on the Democratic side. I have 
been impressed with the candidates for 
President. There is no question. They 
are decent and honorable people. But 
they ought to decry this. They should 
start by demanding that people within 
their party start acting responsibly. 
The same applies to Republicans. If we 
have people who are doing disgraceful, 
offensive things such as MoveOn.org, 
we ought to rise out of our seats and 
condemn them. I believe good people in 
both parties will do that. But thus far, 
there has been a silence on these 
issues, especially when it comes to 
General Petraeus and Ambassador 
Crocker. 

What was particularly galling about 
the inaccuracies of MoveOn.org’s com-
ments is that many Members of Con-
gress have been to Iraq in the previous 
few months and have seen with their 
own eyes the progress that is being 
made. Therefore, I would like to take 
this opportunity to share with my col-
leagues some of the experiences I had 
during a trip I made to Iraq a few 
months ago with Senator SMITH and 
one of the great Congresswomen in the 
House, Congresswoman HARMAN. 

As part of my preparation for this 
trip, I read with great interest the arti-
cles written by Michael Fumento and 
published in the Weekly Standard 
about the time he was embedded with 
U.S. forces in Ramadi. 

Mr. Fumento wrote as recently as 8 
months ago that our forces in Ramadi, 
described the time between when they 
went out on patrol and when they were 
attacked as the 45-minute rule. Under 
this rule, our forces hypothesized that 
it took the enemy 15 minutes to deter-
mine where an American patrol was 
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and then 30 minutes to organize an at-
tack. Unfortunately, those attacks oc-
curred with great frequency and sever-
ity. 

However, during my recent trip to 
Ramadi, I walked—admittedly in body 
armor and with a reasonably sized 
military escort—in 1 of its major mar-
kets in the heart of the city downtown. 
There, I saw what would be unimagi-
nable a few months ago: Shopkeepers 
selling their goods, children playing, 
and urban life beginning to reemerge. 

How did this happen? First, the local 
tribal leaders made a decision that 
they would no longer tolerate the yoke 
of tyranny that had been placed upon 
them by al-Qaida—and make no mis-
take, al-Qaida is whom we are fighting 
in Ramadi. These leaders saw firsthand 
their fellow Sunni Muslims murdered 
and tortured under al-Qaida’s false ex-
ploitation of a noble and peaceable re-
ligion. Not surprisingly, these sheiks 
began assisting coalition forces and, 
most importantly, their own Iraqi se-
curity forces in rooting out the terror-
ists. For example, once the local lead-
ers decided to support the Coalition, 
1,000 citizens of Ramadi joined the 
Iraqi security forces almost over night. 

The success I witnessed was attained 
due to the implementation of the new 
tactics articulated in General 
Petraeus’s innovative counterinsur-
gency strategy. Under this plan, large 
areas of Ramadi were encircled and 
then, led by Iraqi security forces, a 
thorough search was conducted in each 
area. Once these searches were com-
pleted and al-Qaida rooted out, the 
progress was made permanent by plac-
ing Joint Security Stations throughout 
the newly cleared territory. 

These Joint Security Stations are 
one of the major reasons we have seen 
such advancement in Ramadi and other 
locations in Iraq. Joint Security Sta-
tions are manned by Iraqi Army and 
police forces as well as American forces 
who live in these installations in order 
to provide a permanent security pres-
ence for cleared neighborhoods. 

Joint Security Stations accomplish 
three vital goals. First, much like the 
local police officer in any city, the U.S. 
forces become intimately involved in 
the security of the enjoining popu-
lation. Second, our soldiers also learn 
about the environment in which they 
are living and, therefore, can more 
readily adapt their operations to better 
achieve the goal of providing security 
for the local population. Third, our 
forces help to train and support the 
Iraqi units assigned to the Joint Secu-
rity Stations. Ensuring the Iraqi forces 
have sufficient capabilities to inde-
pendently provide security to their 
own population is, of course, 1 of the 
primary goals of General Petraeus’s 
strategy. 

The implementation of the Joint Se-
curity Stations is radically different 
from previous tactics. In the past, U.S. 

forces would clear an area and then re-
turn to bases on the periphery of town 
and then move on to their next assign-
ment. The predictable result was that 
shortly after the U.S. operation con-
cluded, the insurgents would return to 
the area. 

No longer. 
Joint Security Stations provide con-

tinuous security to the local popu-
lation. That is why the additional 
troops that were sent to Iraq as part of 
the surge are so important. It is not 
more for more’s sake but to have suffi-
cient forces to implement effective 
counterinsurgency strategies such as 
the Joint Security Stations. 

Fortunately, the success we are see-
ing in Al Anbar is being replicated in 
other locations throughout Iraq. In 
Baghdad, I was briefed by General 
Petraeus and Ambassador Crocker as 
to the situation in that city. Here, too, 
I found that through the implementa-
tion of new strategies and tactics such 
as the Joint Security Stations, 
progress has been made. 

One of the early criticisms of the new 
strategy was the contention that, even 
if you secure Baghdad, the terrorists 
will move to the provinces such as 
Diyala in the north. In fact, the then- 
leader of al-Qaida, Abu Zarqawi, was 
killed in Diyala in 2006. However, just 
as in Ramadi, the Iraqi local leaders 
decided they did not want to live under 
the tyranny of al-Qaida, and they 
joined with us in the effort to throw 
the terrorists out of the major Diyala 
city of Baqubah. 

However, what also made a lasting 
impression was the way in which Gen-
eral Petraeus and Ambassador Crocker 
worked together. There are no bureau-
cratic fiefdoms here. Far from it. In 
fact, as one watched the General and 
Ambassador finish one another’s sen-
tences, one was struck as to not only 
how integrated our new strategy is, but 
how each leader was searching to in-
corporate the other’s department’s 
strengths in order to achieve the well- 
defined goal of defeating the insur-
gency and creating an Iraq that could 
independently secure its own future. 

Now, does this mean victory in Iraq 
is imminent? Hardly. 

If one looks to history, counterinsur-
gency operations are successful only 
after a significant period of time. We 
have only recently developed and im-
plemented our new strategy. 

So what are the other possible strate-
gies? 

Some of my friends on the other side 
of the aisle recently supported the 
Levin-Reed amendment to the Defense 
Authorization bill that would start the 
reduction of our forces in 120 days. 
Their legislation would only permit the 
forces to remain in Iraq that are nec-
essary to protect U.S. and Coalition 
personnel and infrastructure; train, 
equip, and provide logistics support to 
the Iraqi security forces; and engage in 

targeted counterterrorism operations 
against al-Qaida, affiliated groups, and 
other terrorist organizations. 

Let’s consider that strategy for a mo-
ment. Would that not mean that U.S. 
forces would be confined to large oper-
ating bases in order to protect Coali-
tion infrastructure and support Iraqi 
forces—only venturing out to conduct 
raids against terrorists? 

Does this strategy sound familiar? It 
certainly does to me. 

The Levin-Reed plan reminds me of 
the failed Rumsfeld plan. Remember, 
under Rumsfeld’s plan our forces were 
concentrated in large bases on the pe-
riphery of urban areas, only venturing 
into town to conduct raids and, as my 
colleague from Delaware often re-
minded us, conducting patrols where 
our forces would only speed through 
areas. 

That was a failed policy, not because 
it was not well implemented; it just did 
not work. 

Yet my colleagues on the other side 
are determined to repeat it. But this 
time we would proceed with even fewer 
troops, which we all know, and many of 
my Democratic friends continue to 
point out, was one of the reasons our 
initial strategy failed in the first place. 

Then there is the cost in human lives 
if the Democrats plan is implemented. 

As General Petraeus’s testimony ar-
ticulated, elements of the Iraqi secu-
rity forces are making progress, but 
they continue to require strong sup-
port from Coalition forces. That train-
ing and support are, in part, being pro-
vided by the Joint Security Stations. 

But, if we are to leave precipitously, 
how many innocent people will be 
killed? Remember, it is al-Qaida that is 
a major instigator of the sectarian vio-
lence in Iraq. According to their adher-
ents, their goal is simple: Join us, live 
by our strict rules, or be slaughtered. 

I understand the American people are 
discouraged by this war—but how will 
history judge us if we permit the 
wholesale slaughter of innocent civil-
ians? 

If these arguments do not sway you, 
then let me ask a question about our 
own self-interest. 

What happens if Iraq becomes a failed 
state? Does anyone really believe al- 
Qaida would not use Iraq as a base of 
operations to conduct terrorist attacks 
against our homeland? 

Does anyone really believe that al- 
Qaida would not exploit the petroleum 
wealth of Iraq to further their objec-
tives? Remember, in Afghanistan—a 
country of few natural resources— 
there were reports after the fall of 
Kabul that al-Qaida was working on 
chemical and biological weapons. 

I wonder what al-Qaida would buy 
with the billions of dollars it would ac-
cumulate if it controlled even a frac-
tion of Iraq’s oil wealth. 

Mr. President, we as Americans are 
known for asking ‘‘what is the bottom 
line?’’ 
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Here it is: 
We have made enormous mistakes in 

prosecuting the war in Iraq. So what do 
we do? Do we concede defeat, which is 
really what the Levin-Reed amendment 
offers? Do we hope for the best, that al- 
Qaida will leave us in peace. Or do we 
follow the only sensible strategy that 
is beginning to show some signs of suc-
cess? 

I believe we all know the sensible an-
swer to that question. 

We must not yield. 
Mr. President, I suggest the absence 

of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 

MENENDEZ). The clerk will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk proceeded to 

call the roll. 
Mr. STEVENS. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

FREE INTERNET ACCESS 
Mr. STEVENS. Mr. President, since 

its inception, the Internet has provided 
a powerful economic boost to our Na-
tion, especially in rural areas. It has 
become an important everyday tool for 
millions of Americans, a valuable edu-
cational resource, and a powerful 
mechanism for communication. 

To ensure the Internet’s benefits are 
available to as many people as pos-
sible, Congress should reduce obstacles 
to broadband access. One way to ac-
complish this goal is to prevent taxes 
from being imposed on Internet access, 
because such taxes will only drive up 
the overall cost of the use of the Inter-
net. 

The Internet Tax Freedom Act, first 
passed by Congress in 1998, established 
a moratorium on State and local gov-
ernments’ ability to tax Internet ac-
cess. Extended in 2004, that morato-
rium will expire on November 1—less 
than 2 months from today. Legislation 
has been introduced in both the House 
and Senate to extend the Internet tax 
moratorium. I have been supportive of 
such legislation and expressed support 
when the Senate Commerce Committee 
explored the issue at a hearing on May 
23 of this year. 

Our chairman, Senator INOUYE, has 
been very supportive of the concept of 
keeping taxes off the Internet. 

Tremendous investment, growth, and 
innovation in broadband deployment 
has occurred since the moratorium was 
first adopted. In order for this progress 
to continue, Congress should extend 
the Internet tax moratorium before it 
expires this fall. 

If it is not extended by November 1, 
more states could take the opportunity 
to quickly pass laws and impose new 
taxes on the Internet. Such taxes 
would only serve to expand the digital 
divide between those who can afford 
broadband access and those who can-
not. 

The Internet has allowed States such 
as Alaska to compete on a more level 
playing field. Alaskans are now able to 
market their goods to customers in the 
lower 48 and around the world, which is 
especially beneficial for small busi-
nesses located in remote areas. Im-
proved broadband access has also 
eliminated distance barriers for edu-
cation and medicine, providing rural 
areas with a higher quality of life. 

Faster, cheaper Internet access also 
helps drive America’s economic engine 
and creates new jobs. Continued 
broadband deployment will help ensure 
America keeps this competitive edge. 
Without it, our Nation will fall behind 
in the global economy. If discrimina-
tory taxes are imposed on Internet ac-
cess, our country will face a real dan-
ger, and the rest of the world will no 
longer look to the United States for 
Internet innovations. 

The date the Internet tax morato-
rium is set to expire—November 1—is 
fast approaching. It is my hope Con-
gress will act to extend this important 
moratorium before that deadline ar-
rives. 

While the expiration of the Internet 
tax moratorium is the most pressing 
broadband issue before Congress right 
now, several more issues should also be 
addressed to encourage greater 
broadband deployment and availability 
in this country. First and foremost, 
universal service should be updated so 
that rural America has the same 
broadband opportunities as the rest of 
America. This will require the work of 
both Congress and the Federal Commu-
nications Commission. 

Additionally, the Government should 
try to stay away from doing things 
that would reverse the recent policy 
trends of encouraging broadband de-
ployment through free market prin-
ciples. 

I sincerely hope that the Congress 
will act to extend this moratorium in a 
prompt fashion. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk proceeded to 

call the roll. 
Mr. CASEY. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The Senator from Pennsylvania is 
recognized. 

f 

9/11 REMEMBRANCES IN 
PENNSYLVANIA 

Mr. CASEY. Mr. President, I rise for 
a few moments to do something that I 
had hoped to do yesterday but didn’t 
have the opportunity in the midst of 
our hearings on Iraq and so much else 
going on. I don’t want to miss the op-
portunity to commend so many people 
in Somerset County in Pennsylvania, 

who, on 2 occasions—Monday night 
and, of course, yesterday—were observ-
ing the 9/11 remembrances. 

In the case of the Monday night 
event I attended at the Somerset Alli-
ance Church in Somerset, PA, I wanted 
to commend them for so much. There 
are several groups—I will not mention 
names—such as the National Park 
Service, of course, that helped bring 
that event together, as well as doing so 
much other work at the crash site; the 
families of Flight 93, the Flight 93 Ad-
visory Commission, the Flight 93 Me-
morial Task Force, and so many others 
too numerous to name. 

On Monday night, the service I at-
tended was a night of grief, a night of 
gratitude, and I think a night of re-
newal. There was grief in the obvious 
sense that we still grieve for those who 
perished heroically on September 11, 
2001, at every site—in this case in 
Shanksville, Somerset County, PA. 
Certainly, it was a night to grieve. 

It was also a night to express grati-
tude in two ways at least: One, grati-
tude for those who gave their lives he-
roically so that the plane crashed in 
Pennsylvania instead of coming here to 
destroy the Capitol or some other part 
of our Government, and where more 
lives might have been lost, as well as, 
I think, to express gratitude to those 
brave Americans on that plane, but 
also to express the gratitude of the 
people who came after that tragedy in 
Somerset County, where the families, 
in particular, wanted to use this Mon-
day night ceremony to thank the peo-
ple of Somerset County. So many peo-
ple have provided some measure of 
comfort over all these 6 years to the 
families who loved and lost. So I think 
it was also a night for gratitude. 

Finally, it was a night to express our 
shared feeling of renewal, renewing not 
just our commitment to take care of 
those families and to do all we can to 
help them, but also our collective re-
newal to continue the fight for the 
ages—the fight against terrorism all 
across our country and across the 
world. So it was a night to renew our 
commitment to that basic shared 
promise that we make to each other 
that we will never stop fighting against 
terrorism, and we will be ever vigilant 
against this threat to all of America 
and, indeed, to the world. 

I wanted to pay tribute to those in 
Somerset County who came together 
this past Monday night for a ceremony 
entitled ‘‘The Spirit of Community: A 
Service of Remembrance for the Pas-
sengers and Crew of Flight 93.’’ I 
thank, in particular, the families for 
paying tribute to those in the commu-
nity of Somerset County who have 
helped them. 

Mr. President, I suggest the absence 
of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 
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Mr. BROWNBACK. I ask unanimous 

consent that the order for the quorum 
call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mrs. 
MCCASKILL). Without objection, it is so 
ordered. 

f 

EASTERN CONGO 

Mr. BROWNBACK. Madam President, 
I rise to speak on a situation now de-
veloping to which I hope my colleagues 
will pay some attention. If we get in-
volved at an early phase, it may be 
something we can head off rather than 
have it develop full scale. And I will 
have some pictures. I am talking about 
the situation in the Democratic Repub-
lic of Congo. 

We have seen a situation there where 
thousands of people have been dying on 
a monthly basis. It had been stabilizing 
some with the U.N. policing force that 
was in the area, the largest in the 
world. Now it is escalating again. It 
had stabilized. It is something we have 
to get after right now and, if we can, it 
might be such that we can stop it from 
spreading. But we have to pay some at-
tention to it and look at it now. 

Not even 12 months after their first 
free elections in 40 years, the fragile 
stability of the entire country is at 
stake. Senator DURBIN and I visited 
there about a year and a half ago. It 
was starting to achieve some stability. 
They hadn’t voted yet for the election. 
Now we are seeing the present situa-
tion in eastern Congo, specifically in 
an area called North Kivu, gravely de-
teriorating. According to the U.N. re-
lief agencies, we have seen nearly 40,000 
people displaced this month. We saw 
another 100,000 displaced in June, in ad-
dition to the 100,000 displaced in Janu-
ary, all from this year. So nearly a 
quarter million people have been dis-
placed in this one region. 

These displacements come from ris-
ing tensions between the renegade Gen-
eral Nkunda and those loyal to the 
Congolese Government. Nkunda says 
he is protecting the Tutsi-Congolese 
minority from the Congolese Govern-
ment and from the Hutu militias. 
These are militias that fled Rwanda 
after committing genocide there in 
1994. So this has a connection to Rwan-
da. That is what is so deadly about it. 
We have seen it activated before, and it 
is deadly. 

Neither General Nkunda nor the 
Hutu militias have ever been disarmed, 
raging havoc on the civilian population 
for years. The fighting between 
Nkunda’s rebels and Congolese forces 
has spilled into the Virunga Mountains 
where the mountain gorillas reside, the 
sole place where this endangered spe-
cies lives, a species so close to extinc-
tion already, yet 9 were killed this year 
in fighting. 

President Kagame of Rwanda said 
Monday that Nkunda has legitimate 
political grievances against the Congo-

lese Government. We have to call him 
on that. President Kagame stated 
Nkunda was simply protecting a sec-
tion of the Congolese from extermi-
nation, but there are no reported ac-
tions against the Tutsi-Congolese. 

This can be kind of convoluted on 
names, but this is how it started the 
first time around, a rebel general say-
ing: I am protecting the people in the 
minority. Then they started attacking 
the people. People fled into refugee 
camps, and more died. When you flee 
for your life in these areas of the 
Congo, there is not always another 
town or village to go into. One area 
where there was fighting over the 
weekend took place in a settlement vil-
lage—a refugee camp from a conflict 10 
years earlier. It burned the village sim-
ply because the people could not return 
to their previous homes. Now, due to 
fighting, they are homeless and fleeing 
once again. 

I want to show a few pictures because 
it always seems we talk about numbers 
when we talk about distant places. 
People say: Well, I am sure that goes 
on all the time. It doesn’t. It doesn’t 
need to go on at all. It helps people to 
see that there are real people who suf-
fer. 

Here is a picture of a mother who 
brought her child into a therapeutic 
feeding camp because the child was 
dying of starvation due to constant 
movement of the family from village to 
village. The child became sick when 
they had no other place to go but the 
jungle to seek refuge. That happens 
when there is no stabilized place; chil-
dren die in particular. Others do too. 

Here is a 2-year-old who caught ma-
laria due to the family hiding for so 
long in the bush after having fled their 
home. Malnourishment was quick to 
follow, as the family could find no food 
in the bush. So we have a 2-year-old 
with malaria, malnourished, on the 
verge of death. 

This room is where about 75 to 90 
women and children stay when they 
are receiving medical treatment and 
food supplements from a village clinic 
in the village of Kitchanga in North 
Kivu Province of Congo. This shows the 
crowded conditions into which people 
are forced. 

Here is a 3-year-old who was diag-
nosed with malaria, tuberculosis, and 
malnourishment from hiding in the 
jungle with his family. Every breath he 
took was preceded by a raspy cough 
due to the stage of tuberculosis. His 
mother wanted to get him to a health 
clinic earlier but had to hide the fam-
ily in the bush for several weeks be-
cause the road into town had been 
blocked by a militia. 

These are real people suffering, dying 
because of this situation. 

This is a 3-year-old diagnosed with 
malaria. They began treatment for the 
malaria, and his body rejected the 
treatment. They found that while he 

had been eating about once a day, he 
was anemic due to lack of nutrition in 
the food his family had been able to 
find in the jungle as they hid from mi-
litia groups that had burned their vil-
lage and home to the ground. His body 
began to shut down. He rejected the 
oral and IV treatments. This 3-year-old 
passed away within 6 hours of rejecting 
the IV treatments, 15 minutes after 
this photo was taken. 

These are real lives and real people. I 
have shown a few of them from this 
raging war that goes on while we have 
a blind eye to it. 

Sexual violence and rape is also on 
the rise in Congo. The Washington Post 
reported the intensity and frequency of 
the rape is worse in the DRC than any-
where else in the world. The U.N. emer-
gency relief agencies report that 4,500 
cases of sexual violence have been re-
ported since January of 2007 in this one 
province alone. We are looking at, in 
less than 9 months, 4,500 cases of sexual 
violence in 1 province. Women are bru-
tally raped in front of crowds, families, 
husbands, resulting in serious physical 
and emotional trauma. I visited a hos-
pital with Senator DURBIN in the east-
ern city of Goma where women could 
be treated for ailments due to brutal 
rapes. Because of their condition, many 
women are outcasts from their commu-
nity and families, and the pain goes on. 

I have made a number of trips to Af-
rica, most recently to Ethiopia in Jan-
uary. We must be engaged in this con-
tinent. It is a humanitarian cause. It is 
a growing strategic cause. As China 
tries to integrate more into Africa and 
militant Islamists engage more as well, 
we need to be engaged—if not for a 
strategic reason, look at the faces of 
the people who are dying—in helping 
them out. 

I urge my colleagues to examine this 
troubling situation. Today, there will 
be a letter circulating to Secretary 
Rice urging the State Department to 
take more action against these atroc-
ities in a forgotten area of the world 
and find ways to be an increasing force 
for good in this part of the world. We 
can help with the malnourishment sit-
uation. Ultimately, we also have to 
speak to the Rwandan Government and 
to the Congolese Government and to 
the U.S. forces in that area to take 
care of the people and to knock it off 
and for us to step up our engagement. 

Ultimately, I speak for the people of 
Congo because I think we should care 
about them. It is our goodness that 
leads to our greatness as a country. It 
is something we should be interested 
in. We said about Rwanda: Never again. 
Now we are seeing even sections of that 
fight continue 15 years later and infect-
ing Congo. We said never again; we 
should mean never again. We should be 
engaged. We need to become the kind 
of people who are strong to protect the 
weak. 

This week, we had an excellent re-
port from General Petraeus on military 
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action in a key part of the world. I am 
delighted that press was delivered and 
that we can now discuss the political 
solution. I don’t think we are on an ef-
fective political track. We need to do 
that. I just came from a consumer 
product safety hearing on Chinese 
products, the failure of those products. 
We need to address that. But we also 
should not ignore places that are less 
obvious to us in the world, where there 
is carnage and deprivation and humani-
tarian need. We can be more involved. 

I urge my colleagues to sign on to 
this letter. I urge them to get inter-
ested. Let us mean ‘‘never again’’ and 
do something about it. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll. 
The assistant legislative clerk pro-

ceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. MCCONNELL. Madam President, 

I ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

ATTORNEY GENERAL NOMINEE 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Madam President, 
the Senate will soon be asked to con-
firm a new Attorney General. For the 
past several months, our Democratic 
colleagues have pleaded for this very 
thing. They have spoken at length 
about the importance of the Justice 
Department and the urgent need to in-
stall new leadership there as soon as 
possible. 

They do not want to make the pick. 
All they want is someone with ‘‘integ-
rity’’ and ‘‘experience,’’ who ‘‘respects 
the rule of law,’’ and who can ‘‘hit the 
ground running.’’ These are their 
words. The senior Senator from New 
York has assured us he and his col-
leagues will not ‘‘obstruct or impede’’ 
such a nominee—again, their own 
words. This was their plea and their 
promise. 

It now appears, however, that despite 
these promises, some of our Demo-
cratic colleagues may indeed obstruct 
and impede. 

Roll Call reported Monday that 
Democrats on the Judiciary Committee 
may intentionally—intentionally— 
delay confirmation of the next nomi-
nee, whoever he or she is, in order to 
extract still more administration docu-
ments in the U.S. attorneys matter. It 
cited one Democratic leadership aide 
as saying that ‘‘it would not be sur-
prising if Democrats decide to take 
their time on the nomination as a way 
to force the administration’s hand.’’ 

So our Democratic colleagues have 
repeatedly told us that the central con-
cern in all of this was the health and 
well-being of the Justice Department. 
Yet now they say they are willing to 
hold up the new Attorney General in 
exchange for more documents related 
to their fishing expedition—which, so 

far, has been long on fishermen and 
short on fish. 

Let’s remember that over the last 7 
months, the Senate Judiciary Com-
mittee has held no fewer than 13 hear-
ings on the U.S. attorneys matter—13 
hearings. The administration has co-
operated extensively in this process. It 
has provided more than 8,000 pages of 
documents, along with dozens of wit-
nesses in both public hearings and pri-
vate interviews. 

None of these documents, none of 
these witnesses, none of these hearings 
has produced evidence of illegality on 
the part of the administration in the 
U.S. attorneys matter. Despite their 
best efforts, our Democratic friends 
have candidly and publicly conceded 
they have yet to find—again, in their 
own words—a ‘‘smoking gun,’’ which is 
not to say these investigations have 
been a complete waste of time for Sen-
ate Democrats. 

While the Senate Judiciary Com-
mittee was holding hearings, the 
Democratic Senatorial Campaign Com-
mittee was hard at work too. Accord-
ing to the Washington Post, as the Ju-
diciary Committee hearings began, the 
Democrats’ campaign committee began 
to raise money off the matter. 

Here, in fact, is a copy of one of the 
DSCC’s fundraising solicitations. It 
points to the U.S. attorneys matter 
and asks for a donation. Interesting 
timing. 

Well, Madam President, as the adage 
goes: The proof is in the pudding. Our 
Democratic colleagues will help prove 
their concern for the Justice Depart-
ment was genuine and not motivated 
by partisan politics by confirming a 
nominee in a timely manner. 

Now, we know what the precedents 
are. Since the Carter administration, it 
has taken, on average—let me say this 
again—since the Carter administra-
tion, it has taken, on average, about 3 
weeks from nomination to confirma-
tion for a nominee for Attorney Gen-
eral—3 weeks, on average, from nomi-
nation to confirmation for Attorneys 
General since the Carter administra-
tion. 

Some nominees have actually taken 
less time. Benjamin Civiletti and Janet 
Reno, the second Attorney General 
nominees of President Carter and 
President Clinton, were confirmed in 12 
and 13 days, respectively, after their 
nominations. Richard Thornburgh, 
President Reagan’s third Attorney 
General, was confirmed 17 days after he 
was nominated. 

Now is the chance for our Democratic 
colleagues to prove they meant what 
they said. If they were serious when 
they cried out for new leadership at the 
Justice Department, they will follow 
Senate precedent. They will carefully 
weigh the qualifications of the nomi-
nee and vote in a timely fashion, as has 
been the case since the Carter adminis-
tration. 

If, instead, our colleagues inten-
tionally delay the nominee and hold 
him or her hostage, they will show the 
American people that their concern for 
the Department was insincere and that 
they simply did not mean it when, as 
the senior Senator from New York put 
it: ‘‘This Nation needs a new attorney 
general, and it can’t afford to wait.’’ 

In these times, it is especially impor-
tant that the Senate act promptly. We 
are, after all, at war, and as the distin-
guished ranking member of the com-
mittee has noted, apart from the De-
fense Department, no Department of 
the executive branch is more impor-
tant to defending our Nation than the 
Department of Justice. 

So, Madam President, we need to act. 
I thank the Chair, and I yield the 

floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from North Dakota. 
Mr. CONRAD. Madam President, I 

just note, listening to the Republican 
leader, it is a little difficult to accuse 
us of delaying a nomination that has 
not yet been made. This is a new one. 

The way it works is the President ac-
tually has to nominate somebody be-
fore we can consider the nomination. 
So before we rush out here and start 
accusing our side of delaying a nomina-
tion that has not yet been made, they 
might want to direct their attention to 
the White House. They are the ones 
who have an obligation to make the 
nomination. 

f 

PAY-GO 
Mr. CONRAD. Madam President, I 

have come to the floor because at the 
end of last week the ranking member 
of the Budget Committee made a 
speech on pay-go in which he suggested 
it is a meaningless exercise and that it 
makes no contribution to fiscal respon-
sibility. I come to the floor because I 
beg to differ, and I think I have a re-
sponsibility, as chairman of the Budget 
Committee, to give the other side of 
the story. 

The Senate pay-go rule says that any 
new mandatory spending or tax cuts 
must be offset or get a supermajority 
vote. So if you want new spending or 
new tax cuts, you can have them, but 
you either have to pay for them or get 
a supermajority vote. That is the Sen-
ate rule. It is a good rule, and it has 
been effective at contributing to fiscal 
discipline. 

If we look back in history, here is 
what we see, as demonstrated on this 
chart. We had a strong pay-go rule in 
effect from 1991 to 2000, and the deficit 
was reduced each and every year. In 
fact, we moved into surplus—in fact, a 
surplus so large that for 2 years we 
stopped using the Social Security trust 
fund to fund the operating expenses of 
the Federal Government. That is what 
happened with a strong pay-go rule. 

Then our colleagues on the other side 
took control of both Chambers, took 
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control of the White House, weakened 
the pay-go rule, and look what hap-
pened to deficits afterward. The sur-
plus was squandered. We moved into 
deficits that grew year after year after 
year to record levels. 

Now we have restored pay-go, and we 
are moving back toward a balanced 
budget. Pay-go, in fact, is working. The 
Senate pay-go scorecard shows a posi-
tive balance of $450 million. So, in fact, 
pay-go is working. Every bill coming 
out of conference this year has been 
paid for. Every one that has come out 
of conference has been paid for, or 
more than paid for. Pay-go also has 
provided a significant deterrent, pre-
venting many costly bills from ever 
being offered. Let me say I know that 
because as the Budget Committee 
chairman, I am besieged by Members 
who want to somehow get around pay- 
go. When we tell them: No, we are 
going to insist that things be paid for, 
it is quite remarkable how many of 
these things go away or are reduced so 
that they can be paid for. 

Now, Senator GREGG himself, in a 
previous incarnation, was a strong sup-
porter of pay-go. Here is what he said 
previously: 

The second budget discipline, which is pay- 
go, essentially says if you are going to add a 
new entitlement or you are going to cut 
taxes during a period, especially of deficits, 
you must offset that event so that it be-
comes a budget-neutral event that also 
lapses. If we do not do this, if we do not put 
back in place caps and pay-go mechanisms, 
we will have no budget discipline in this Con-
gress and, as a result, we will dramatically 
aggravate the deficit which, of course, im-
pacts a lot of important issues, but espe-
cially impacts Social Security. 

Senator GREGG was exactly right 
then. Why he has done a U-turn I don’t 
know. The fact is pay-go has been a 
useful discipline in this Congress, and 
he previously—even he has acknowl-
edged that fact. 

Now, the Senator from New Hamp-
shire also criticized the use of the rec-
onciliation process that was just used 
to extend assistance to college stu-
dents. He said that was an abuse of rec-
onciliation. I would remind him and 
our colleagues on the other side of the 
aisle of what they did when they con-
trolled the reconciliation process. In 
the bill we just passed, we paid for it 
completely, and had over $700 million 
of deficit reduction. That is what rec-
onciliation is intended to do—to pro-
vide for deficit reduction. 

Here is what they did when they con-
trolled the reconciliation process. They 
adopted legislation that was not paid 
for, tax cuts that were not offset, and 
they added $1.7 trillion to the debt 
using reconciliation, which was de-
signed to reduce deficits and reduce 
debt. They stood the whole process on 
its head and used those special rules, 
those fast-track procedures to explode 
the deficits and debt. 

In using reconciliation, we have not 
only been able to increase the assist-

ance that will go to college students in 
this country, but paid for it com-
pletely. In the 2005–2006 budget rec-
onciliation our friends on the other 
side controlled, they increased the def-
icit by $31 billion. It is true they had 
some spending cuts, but they had even 
more tax cuts, so once again, they 
added to the deficit and debt. 

So let’s be clear. In the Senate rec-
onciliation rule we have adopted, we 
have said reconciliation—which is a 
special fast-track procedure that has a 
limited time for discussion and debate 
and limits amendments—that special 
procedure can only be used if deficit re-
duction is the result. That is not what 
they did with reconciliation. They used 
it to explode deficit and debt. But on 
our side, we use the reconciliation 
process for the reason intended. There 
is a 60-vote point of order against any 
reconciliation bill that would increase 
the deficit or reduce a surplus. 

The higher education reconciliation 
bill that was criticized by my colleague 
on the other side—which, by the way, 
passed here with an overwhelming bi-
partisan vote—but that bill increased 
the Pell grant to $5,400 by 2012; cut the 
student loan interest rates in half; and 
reduced the deficit by $752 million. 
That is in keeping with the spirit of 
reconciliation that is for deficit reduc-
tion. We compare and contrast that 
with what the other side has done. 
When they had the control of reconcili-
ation, they used that fast-track proce-
dure not to reduce deficits, which was 
the whole reason for reconciliation; 
they instead used it to explode deficits 
and debt. 

Our colleague on the other side also 
attacked the children’s health insur-
ance legislation that will cover 4 mil-
lion additional children and is paid for. 
Let’s review what that legislation does. 
It provides health care coverage to 4 
million additional children. It is fully 
paid for over both 6 and 11 years, as re-
quired under pay-go. It is a 5-year reau-
thorization; Congress will reauthorize 
in 2012 with new policies and new off-
sets. Hopefully, by then we will have 
enacted reform of health care in Amer-
ica and we will have provided coverage, 
universal coverage. I think there is a 
growing bipartisan consensus that any 
health care reform should provide uni-
versal coverage, because that is the 
way we can most effectively run a 
health care system. It also provides im-
portant coverage to kids, while spur-
ring action on broader health care re-
form. 

Let me get back to the simple fact. 
This bill is paid for. The reconciliation 
bill for education was paid for. It was 
paid for because we put in place a pay- 
go requirement that says: If you are 
going to have new spending, you have 
to offset it or get a supermajority vote. 
We might have been able to get a 
supermajority vote without paying for 
these things. We didn’t choose to do 

that. We chose to be fiscally respon-
sible. We chose to pay for an expansion 
of children’s health care. We chose to 
pay for additional assistance to our 
young men and women going to col-
lege. That was the right thing to do. 

I might add, if you compare and con-
trast what they are complaining about, 
which is the outyear potential funding 
for children’s health insurance, I am 
talking about this little line out here. 
This is what they are complaining 
about, this little tiny gap, and that is 
a theoretical gap. It is fascinating, be-
cause these tax cuts they want to ex-
tend without paying for them creates 
this chasm. They make no complaint 
about this chasm. They direct all of 
their attention to this theoretical gap, 
this tiny thing you probably can’t even 
see on television. There is no credi-
bility to that complaint. They say 
nothing about this chasm, and they 
focus all of their complaint on this 
tiny difference that is wholly theo-
retical, because this is a 5-year bill. It 
doesn’t extend beyond 2012. They are 
talking about what is going to happen 
in the sweet by and by. Nobody can tell 
us what is going to happen past 2012. 
We know this bill is paid for until 2012. 
What happens in the future will be de-
pendent upon the actions of future 
Congresses. 

So as I have reviewed the remarks of 
my colleague on the other side criti-
cizing pay-go, criticizing the higher 
education bill that passed here over-
whelmingly; criticizing the children’s 
health care insurance expansion that is 
fully paid for, I don’t find much merit. 
A lot of rhetoric there, but not much 
merit. 

f 

IRAQ 

Mr. CONRAD. Madam President, yes-
terday was 9/11. I think all of us recall 
that fateful day. I certainly do. Earlier 
that morning, I had spoken to an edu-
cation conference south of the Pen-
tagon. I had driven by the Pentagon 
right before it was struck. I came and 
parked on the Mall in front of the Cap-
itol. I came up the steps to a leadership 
meeting. Security people were coming 
down the steps ordering people out of 
the building, saying they were con-
cerned about an attack on the Capitol 
itself. I left here and my military aide 
met me as I walked back to my of-
fices—I guess, more accurately, I 
jogged back to my offices because we 
were being urged to leave quickly. I 
could hear a fighter plane overhead. 
My military aide turned to me and 
said: You know, Senator, those are our 
guys. Those are the Happy Hooligans 
from Fargo, ND. The first planes in the 
air to protect the Capitol were the 
Happy Hooligans of Fargo, ND. You 
may be asking yourselves: How can it 
be that a National Guard unit from 
Fargo, ND, are the first planes in the 
sky to protect the Nation’s Capital? 
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The reason is they are given that re-
sponsibility and they are aircraft flown 
by North Dakota pilots who are based 
at a base close by the Nation’s Capital. 
They fly what is called the CAP over 
the Capitol to protect us, and they 
were the first planes in the air to pro-
vide fighter protection to this Capitol 
complex. It made me proud at the time 
to know those were the Happy Hooli-
gans of Fargo, ND. 

When I went back to my office, I was 
doing a national radio interview with a 
man named Ed Schultz who has a na-
tional radio show. We were watching in 
horror as the Twin Towers started to 
collapse. Security people ran in again 
and ushered us out, telling us there was 
a plane 8 minutes out and they were 
afraid it was headed for the Capitol 
complex. That is the plane that ulti-
mately crashed in Pennsylvania. I 
don’t think anyone knows for certain 
where that plane was headed. Most as-
sume it was either the Capitol or the 
White House that was the intended tar-
get of that plane. I think we will al-
ways be forever grateful for the men 
and women who were on that plane who 
fought back. You think of the incred-
ible bravery of those people, to know 
they were hijacked, to have learned 
through cell phone contact that the 
World Trade Center had been attacked, 
the Pentagon had been attacked, and 
they did not just sit. They got out of 
their chairs and fought back. By doing 
so, they may have saved either the 
White House or this Capitol. That was 
an act of extraordinary heroism and 
courage. 

Later that day, Members of Congress, 
Republicans and Democrats, joined on 
the Capitol steps, and I will forever re-
member how spontaneously at the end 
of the remarks of the leadership we 
sang ‘‘God Bless America.’’ I remember 
that feeling at that moment: That we 
are not Republicans, we are not Demo-
crats; we are all Americans, and we 
stand together and will defend this Na-
tion and we will hold those to account 
who did this dastardly deed. I hope we 
all think of ourselves as Americans 
first. 

I also think we have to remember 
that it has now been 2,192 days since 
that attack. The President promised 
we would hold those responsible to ac-
count. The President said very clearly 
that this act would not stand. It is es-
pecially painful then to see Osama bin 
Laden and Zawahiri and the other lead-
ership of al-Qaida go on the air, threat-
ening to attack us again. 

This is what the President said then: 
There’s no question about it, this act will 

not stand; we will find those who did it; we 
will smoke them out of their holes; we will 
get them running and we’ll bring them to 
justice. 

The President was right in making 
that statement. That is precisely what 
our focus should have been. 

Then you see this Newsweek head-
line: ‘‘He Is Still Out There. The Hunt 
For Bin Laden.’’ 

Somehow, we got confused about who 
attacked us. I just saw an ad being run 
about Iraq saying they attacked us on 
September 11. That is not true. Iraq did 
not attack us on September 11; al- 
Qaida attacked us. In fact, there wasn’t 
a single Iraqi on any of the planes that 
hit the World Trade Center or the Pen-
tagon—not 1. We know from the 9/11 
Commission that the attack was not 
directed by Saddam Hussein, as evil 
and dreadful a man as he was. 

No, that attack was directed by 
Osama bin Laden and was carried out 
by al-Qaida, not Iraq. In fact, the 9/11 
Commission tells us and our intel-
ligence tells us that al-Qaida was not 
active in Iraq at the time. They have 
become active. Now we have al-Qaida 
in Iraq, but they were not there at the 
time. 

It is so important that we get these 
facts right. Al-Qaida attacked us. 
Osama bin Laden led that attack. He is 
still on the loose and so is his chief 
aide, Mr. Zawahiri. It is critically im-
portant that we get it right who at-
tacked us and whom we need to hold to 
account. I hope we will never give up 
our efforts to hunt down Osama bin 
Laden and Zawahiri and the rest of the 
al-Qaida leadership cadre because they 
are plotting to attack us again. 

I have always believed that Iraq was 
a fateful mistake, a diversion of going 
in the wrong place, after the wrong 
enemy, at the wrong time, instead of 
pursuing the people who did attack us, 
who did kill Americans, who are plot-
ting to attack us again. 

We had, yesterday, very important 
testimony from General Petraeus and 
Ambassador Crocker. Let me say I 
have high regard for General Petraeus. 
I thought the ad that was run by some 
the other day was unfortunate and 
wrong. General Petraeus is a patriot. 
General Petraeus is somebody who de-
serves our respect. That doesn’t mean 
you have to agree with every position 
he takes. That is not the point. But he 
is somebody who is among our finest. 
We should never in this country start 
turning on our own, those who serve us 
bravely and well in the military. That 
is not right. Ambassador Crocker is 
one of our finest diplomats. I don’t 
agree with every policy prescription 
they propose, but they don’t deserve to 
be personally attacked. That is not 
right. We have to remember and we 
have to keep perspective somehow 
about how we advance our national in-
terest. 

Let me say that yesterday the Wash-
ington Post ran a series of polls report-
ing on what the Iraqi people think is 
going on. You know, there is a cultural 
chasm here, I am afraid, between those 
of us raised in the Western culture and 
the people we are dealing with in that 
part of the world. I went to school and 

graduated from a high school at 
Wheelus Air Force Base High School in 
Tripoli, Libya, North Africa. I lived in 
the Arab world for 2 years. I have some 
sense of the enormous difference in the 
way they see things and the way we see 
things. It is instructive to ask what do 
the Iraqi people think is happening in 
their country. After all, it is their 
country, and what they think has a lot 
to say about what the outcome is going 
to be. 

The Washington Post reported in 
depth a poll yesterday. The question 
was: 

Do you think this increase in U.S. forces in 
Baghdad and surrounding provinces in the 
past six months has made security better, 
worse, or had no effect? 

In the deployment areas, the areas 
where we deployed the additional 
troops, here is what the Iraqi people 
think. They think, by 70 percent, that 
the surge has made things worse; 18 
percent think it has made things bet-
ter; 11 percent think it has had no ef-
fect. In the areas outside the deploy-
ment, elsewhere in Iraq, 68 percent 
think it has made things worse. 

Now, is anybody paying any atten-
tion here? We have gone, theoretically, 
first of all, from eliminating weapons 
of mass destruction that didn’t exist, 
to eliminating a nuclear program that 
didn’t exist, to deposing Saddam Hus-
sein, who did exist and has been de-
posed; then we are told we are supposed 
to be making things better for the 
Iraqi people. But the Iraqi people over-
whelmingly think we have made things 
worse. Now a substantial majority of 
the people in Iraq think it is OK to at-
tack American forces. We are caught in 
what is primarily—not solely or exclu-
sively but primarily—a sectarian con-
flict, a civil war between the Sunni and 
Shia. This is a battle that has been 
going on for over 1,300 years. Why we 
would want our young men and women 
to be refereeing a fight between Shia 
and Sunni, at enormous cost in lives 
and treasure, absolutely eludes me. 

We have so much else to do—first of 
all, in terms of our own security, going 
after the people who did attack us—al- 
Qaida and going after the leadership of 
al-Qaida, bin Laden and Zawahiri, who 
are still on the loose and still plotting 
to attack us. We are in Iraq being told 
the idea is now that we are to give 
breathing room for the Iraqi Govern-
ment to make political progress to re-
duce the sectarian violence. Yet the 
overwhelming majority of the Iraqi 
people say this expanded deployment 
has made things worse; 70 percent in 
the deployment areas say we have 
made things worse, and only 18 percent 
say we have made things better. 

Who has a better idea of what is 
going on in Iraq? I think we ought to 
be paying some attention to what the 
Iraqi people think is going on there. 
When a majority of the Iraqi people say 
it is OK to attack American forces, and 
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we are there, theoretically, to help 
them, there is an enormous disconnect 
here. There is an enormous disconnect 
between what we apparently think we 
are doing and what we are actually ac-
complishing. 

I am one who does not favor setting 
a strict deadline for leaving. I don’t 
think that it is militarily wise to say 
to your opponents that we are leaving 
by a specific date. But we have to 
change course in Iraq. We have now 
lost thousands of brave men and 
women, with tens of thousands badly 
wounded. We have committed over a 
half trillion dollars, and we are told 
the President is now going to come and 
ask for another $195 billion. But the 
President is telling us we don’t have 
the money, for example, for the Trans-
portation bill we passed. The President 
says we don’t have the money for that. 
How many more bridges have to col-
lapse in this country before we have 
the money to take care of our own citi-
zens’ safety? 

The President says we don’t have the 
money to maintain the COPS program, 
which put 100,000 police officers on the 
street. The President said we should 
cut that 90 percent at a time when 
crime is rising in America. We have, 
apparently, $195 billion to spend in 
Iraq, but we don’t have the several 
hundred million dollars we need to 
keep those police on the street in our 
country. 

As I look at this, I am increasingly 
convinced we need to redeploy our 
forces; we need to, as a matter of our 
national security, refocus our effort on 
going after the people who did attack 
us on 9/11 and fully intend to attack us 
again, and that is al-Qaida, not Iraq. 

I hope we will think very carefully in 
the coming days, as the debate intensi-
fies, on what our future policy should 
be. 

f 

NATIONAL DAY OF 
ENCOURAGEMENT 

Mr. PRYOR. Madam President, I rise 
today with great pleasure to commend 
an exceptional group of my constitu-
ents and acknowledge September 12, 
2007, as the National Day of Encourage-
ment. The concept behind the National 
Day of Encouragement was developed 
in June 2007 as part of the National 
Leadership Forum at Harding Univer-
sity in Searcy, AR. 

The National Leadership Forum, 
NLF, was composed of a group of enter-
prising high school students from 
around the country who were chal-
lenged to think of constructive ways to 
help their respective schools. One 
group said that discouragement or ‘‘the 
lack of encouragement’’ was the big-
gest problem they faced in school as 
well as in society today. From there, 
the idea of an official Day of Encour-
agement as a possible solution was 
born. 

According to Andrew Baker, the co-
director of NLF, the students chose 
September 12 as the National Day of 
Encouragement in hopes of ‘‘balancing 
the discouraging feelings of 9/11’’. The 
goal was to ‘‘challenge people not to 
just think about the idea of encourage-
ment but to do something that will en-
courage someone else.’’ 

Since the conception of the National 
Day of Encouragement, grassroots ef-
forts have been working towards cre-
ating a real sense of encouragement in 
cities, schools, places of employment, 
and homes. Even the smallest gesture 
such as a smile, a pat on the back, or 
a kind word, has the ability to commu-
nicate love and compassion that can 
raise spirits and spur motivation, espe-
cially on a day like September 12. 

Americans have endured great hard-
ship and heartbreak as a result of the 
terrorist attacks, but this has not bro-
ken our faith, courage and an 
unshakable commitment to freedom, 
democracy and, most importantly, 
each other. Yesterday, we remembered 
the tragedy of September 11, and we 
honored its victims. Today, we honor 
the victims again by remembering the 
sacrifices made by thousands of Ameri-
cans to help the victims of the attacks 
and their families. Their acts of kind-
ness and generosity inspired and en-
couraged the entire Nation. 

I encourage my fellow colleagues, 
citizens of all ages, as well as those in 
schools, organizations, businesses, and 
media outlets, to encourage others on 
this day, through an act of service, a 
thoughtful letter, or words of kindness 
and inspiration to thereby boost the 
overall morale of all. 

I would also like to commend the ex-
traordinary group of high school stu-
dents who participated in the National 
Leadership Forum this year. They have 
shown the ability to analyze critical 
issues with insight and intellect, and it 
is an honor to stand here before you 
today and recognize all of them and 
their accomplishments. 

I yield the floor. 
f 

ADDITIONAL STATEMENTS 

IN RECOGNITION OF THE 130TH AN-
NIVERSARY OF THE AMERICAN 
HUMANE ASSOCIATION 

∑ Mr. ALLARD. Madam President, 
children and animals are the most vul-
nerable of our Nation’s population, as 
they do not have a voice of their own. 
Organizations which aid animals or 
children are very important in creating 
and maintaining a humane, safe and 
just society. That is why I rise today to 
honor and praise the American Hu-
mane Association on the occasion of its 
130th anniversary. 

The American Humane Association is 
unique in America in that it is not 
only the oldest but the only national 

organization with the dual mission of 
protecting both animals and children. 
As a true American icon of humanity, 
the American Humane Association has 
been the voice of the most vulnerable 
both animals and children—for each 
and every one of its 13 decades of exist-
ence. 

American Humane was formed on Oc-
tober 9, 1877, with the vital mission of 
protecting both children and animals 
from abuse, neglect, cruelty and ex-
ploitation. Over those years covering 
much of two centuries, American Hu-
mane has actively and successfully pro-
moted humane values and education, 
built significant public awareness and 
understanding, and has developed pro-
grams and processes that effectively 
protect both children and animals. It 
has been a leader in advancing human-
ity in this Nation and has been a model 
for the rest of the world to see and 
emulate. 

Among numerous other initiatives, 
American Humane, based in Denver, 
CO, originated such programs as ‘‘Be 
Kind to Animals Week,’’ and ‘‘Tag 
Day,’’ to educate the public on the 
need to treat animals humanely and to 
adequately identify their animals. 
American Humane is the only organi-
zation to monitor and certify the mak-
ing of movies to ensure ‘‘No Animals 
Were Harmed.’’ The organization also 
created ‘‘The Front Porch Project,’’ an 
initiative to educate communities on 
how to protect children from abuse, 
and it was the world’s first organiza-
tion to identify ‘‘The Link’’ between 
animal abuse and human violence. 

I am grateful for American Humane’s 
continuing good work in advancing hu-
manity on a national scale. The United 
States of America is greatly enriched 
by the ongoing work of American Hu-
mane Association, and I congratulate 
the Association on this significant his-
torical milestone.∑ 

f 

(At the request of Mr. REID, the fol-
lowing statement was ordered to be 
printed in the RECORD.) 

HILTON HUMANITARIAN PRIZE TO 
TOSTAN 

∑ Mrs. CLINTON. Madam President, I 
would like to commend the Senegalese- 
based nonprofit organization Tostan, 
which today will receive the Conrad N. 
Hilton Humanitarian Prize. Tostan, 
founded by former Peace Corps volun-
teer Molly Melching, promotes basic 
education and helps to empower women 
and men to change their communities. 

As one resident of The Gambia noted, 
‘‘With this program, people will make 
change from within for themselves 
without anyone else’s help.’’ 

The work of Tostan has transformed 
the lives of residents in Senegal and 
other African countries. While I was 
First Lady, I had the opportunity to 
visit Dakar to meet with Molly and the 
women and men who were working to 
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address female genital cutting, FGC, in 
their communities. 

I learned in these encounters that an 
extraordinary power is unleashed when 
people reach out to their neighbors and 
find common ground. When men and 
women begin to lift themselves up, 
they lift up their families and their 
communities as well. 

Tostan is the catalyst for change in 
communities across Africa, and it pro-
duces results: More than 160,000 indi-
viduals have attended human rights 
and democracy classes run by Tostan; 
more than 1,000 community manage-
ment committees—80 percent of which 
are headed by women—have benefited 
from Tostan’s guidance; and more than 
2 million people in over 2,000 villages 
have made a public commitment to 
ending practices like FGC or child 
marriage. 

Indeed, earlier this year, women in 
Senegal announced that they will be 
seeking to make that country the first 
in Africa to eliminate FGC entirely 
within the next 5 years—a pledge that 
would not have been possible without 
the work of Tostan over these many 
years. 

Tostan will be using the award 
money from the Hilton prize to further 
its activities in countries across Africa 
to end female genital cutting, improve 
literacy, and promote small business 
and community development. I look 
forward to learning how these addi-
tional resources are used in the expan-
sion of their programs. 

The work of Tostan is a shining ex-
ample of how democracy works; how 
women’s voices and men’s voices, can 
be heard, and can lead to change in 
their communities. I would like to 
again congratulate Tostan for receiv-
ing the Conrad N. Hilton Humanitarian 
Prize.∑ 

f 

RECOGNIZING APPALACHIAN 
STATE UNIVERSITY MOUNTAIN-
EERS FOOTBALL TEAM 

∑ Mrs. DOLE. Madam President, 
today I would like to recognize the Ap-
palachian State University Mountain-
eers football team for pulling off one of 
the biggest upsets in college football 
history. To recognize this achievement, 
Senator BURR and I have introduced 
Senate resolution number S. Res. 309. 

On September 1, 2007, the Appa-
lachian State Mountaineers of the 
NCAA Football Championship Subdivi-
sion, formerly known as Division 1–AA, 
beat the University of Michigan Wol-
verines, ranked fifth nationally, of the 
NCAA Football Bowl Subdivision, for-
mally known as Division 1–A, by a 
score of 34–32 in front of 109,000 spec-
tators at ‘‘The Big House’’ in Ann 
Arbor, MI. No Division 1–AA team has 
ever been victorious over a nationally 
ranked Division 1–A opponent. 

The win over the Wolverines was an 
extraordinary team effort. Quarterback 

Armanti Edwards threw for 227 yards 
and three touchdowns while rushing for 
62 yards and 1 touchdown. The receiv-
ing corps combined for 227 yards of of-
fense with 2 touchdowns from Dexter 
Jackson and 1 from Hans Batichon. In 
addition, the defense had an out-
standing game and forced 2 critical 
turnovers in the second half—1 fumble 
recovery and 1 interception—to guide 
the Mountaineers to victory. 

During the fourth quarter the Moun-
taineers came up with the special plays 
needed to complete the monumental 
win. With Appalachian State trailing 
32–31, Brian Quick blocked a Michigan 
field goal setting-up what would be-
come the game-winning drive. On the 
ensuing drive, kicker Julian Rauch put 
a 24-yard field goal through the 
uprights to move the Mountaineers 
ahead 34–32 with 26 seconds left in the 
game. The Mountaineers, however, still 
needed 1 more big play from its special 
teams. With just a few seconds remain-
ing, Corey Lynch dramatically blocked 
a Wolverine field goal attempt to seal 
the victory. 

After the final gun, head coach Jerry 
Moore, who put together a masterful 
game plan, was carried off the field by 
his players in victory. The Appalachian 
State Mountaineers’ victory over the 
Michigan Wolverines demonstrates 
that any achievement is possible with 
hard work and a great deal of heart. 

I applaud the tremendous effort by 
the players, head coach Jerry Moore, 
and the assistant coaches and support 
personnel who all played critical roles 
in this historic victory. In addition, I 
would like to congratulate Dr. Kenneth 
E. Peacock, chancellor of Appalachian 
State University, Charles Cobb, ath-
letic director, and all of the students 
and fans to whom this win meant so 
much.∑ 

f 

30TH ANNIVERSARY OF THE 
CARLSBAD MEDICAL CENTER 

∑ Mr. DOMENICI. Madam President, 
today I wish to recognize the Carlsbad 
Medical Center for reaching its 30th 
birthday. I had the pleasure of being 
the keynote speaker during the dedica-
tion ceremony in 1977. Since then, the 
hospital has grown and weathered 
many changes over the last 30 years. 

The medical field has experienced 
many advances and changes in the past 
three decades. New technology has 
brought many new ways of treating pa-
tients. Technology has increased the 
number of patients served and helped 
to increase test accuracy. The future 
will bring many more medical ad-
vances, and I am certain this facility 
will be ready for anything that comes 
its way. 

The Carlsbad Medical Center has 
aged gracefully and along the way has 
helped thousands of patients in need. It 
has been an honor to watch this facil-
ity and the progress they have made 

over the last 30 years. I look forward to 
another 30 years of growth.∑ 

f 

SALUTING THE AUGUSTINE AND 
STRASSER FAMILIES 

∑ Mr. HARKIN. Madam President, 
today I call to the attention of my col-
leagues three very special families 
from Rose Hill, IA, and their extraor-
dinary contributions to our Nation. 

First, a little bit of background. As 
we all know, the National Guard and 
the Reserves have been shouldering a 
huge share of the combat burden in 
Iraq and Afghanistan. They are not 
only away from their families, they are 
also away from their employers. Bear 
in mind that these are citizen soldiers. 
In civilian life, they are teachers, fire-
fighters, farmers, attorneys, and mem-
bers of just about every other profes-
sion. And when they are deployed, 
their employers also have to make sac-
rifices. 

Every year, the Department of De-
fense presents its Freedom Award to a 
small number of employers that go 
above and beyond the call of duty in 
supporting employees who are deployed 
with the Guard or Reserve. This year, 
one of those employers is Augustine & 
Sons farm in Rose Hill, IA. 

Augustine & Sons is not 1 of those 
big corporate conglomerate farms. We 
are talking about a family farm owned 
and worked by brothers Dan and Mike 
Augustine. They are the sixth genera-
tion of the Augustines to farm this 
land since it was homesteaded in 1852. 
They have just 2 employees on the 
farm, and 1 of those employees is Mat-
thew Strasser, a first sergeant with the 
Iowa National Guard who is on his sec-
ond deployment overseas. First Ser-
geant Strasser previously served in 
Kosovo, and he is now deployed in Af-
ghanistan. 

The next time we see 1 of those 
bumper stickers that says, ‘‘Support 
Our Troops,’’ we should think of the 
Augustine families. When First Ser-
geant Strasser left for Afghanistan, the 
Augustines lost one-half of their two- 
man workforce. But the Augustine 
brothers have continued to pay his en-
tire salary, including an annual bonus. 
The Strasser family continues to live 
rent-free in a house on the farm. The 
Augustine families look in on the 
Strassers like they are just 1 big fam-
ily—helping with chores, taking the 
boys fishing, and much more. 

It is just an extraordinary story of 
good, decent people going the extra 
mile—I should say, the extra 100 
miles—to extend a helping hand and to 
be endlessly generous. The Augustines 
may have a relatively small farm, but 
they have very big hearts. 

The Augustine and Strasser families 
are in Washington today, and the 
Augustines will be presented with a 
2007 Freedom Award at a special dinner 
this evening. It was a great honor to 
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have them at my weekly constituent 
breakfast this morning. I had the 
pleasure of meeting Dan Augustine, his 
wife Teresa and son Ryan; Mike Augus-
tine, his wife Leesa, and son Caitlin; 
and Jessica Strasser, the wife of 1SG 
Matthew Strasser, and their sons Reece 
and Tyler. 

I am sure that the entire Senate 
joins me in saluting 1SG Matthew 
Strasser for his courageous service in 
Afghanistan and also for the sacrifices 
on the homefront by Jessica Strasser 
and their sons. We also are deeply 
grateful to the Augustine families for 
their generosity and their very special 
brand of patriotism. 

Yesterday, Americans commemo-
rated the anniversary of the September 
11, 2007, attacks. It has always struck 
me that those attacks, which rep-
resented humanity at its very worst, 
have led to so many acts of generosity 
and sacrifice that represent humanity 
at its very best. The Augustine and 
Strasser families make me very proud 
to be an American, and it was wonder-
ful to meet them this morning.∑ 

f 

HONORING MAJOR GENERAL 
MICHAEL A. GORMAN 

∑ Mr. JOHNSON. Madam President, 
today I pay tribute to MG Michael A. 
Gorman. September 15, 2007, will mark 
the end of an illustrious, 41 year career 
that began on March 7, 1966. Major 
General Gorman is a home-grown 
South Dakotan who has served his 
State and Nation with distinction. 

Major General Gorman began his dis-
tinguished service to the Nation by en-
listing in the South Dakota Army Na-
tional Guard in 1966. In 1974, he was 
commissioned an engineer officer upon 
graduating from the South Dakota Of-
ficer Candidate School program. He has 
held numerous positions in the 109th 
Engineer Battalion, commanded South 
Dakota’s 88th Troop Command, served 
as Director of Human Resources, Dep-
uty Chief of Staff for Logistics, and As-
sistant Adjutant General for the South 
Dakota Army National Guard. Major 
General Gorman also serves on the 
Governor’s cabinet as the Secretary of 
Military and Veteran’s Affairs. In this 
capacity, he is the principle adviser to 
the Governor on military and veteran 
matters. He is concluding his meri-
torious career as the Adjutant General 
for the South Dakota National Guard. 

I would like to personally thank 
Major General Gorman for his service 
as the Adjutant General with the 
South Dakota National Guard. His 
military service, patriotism, and dedi-
cation to the National Guard and 
South Dakota’s veterans have been in-
valuable, and I commend him for his 
dedication to our country and our 
State during the many years he has 
served. I have enjoyed working with 
him on a variety of issues and appre-
ciate the compassion and under-

standing he has shown to the men and 
women under his command, especially 
during these very challenging times for 
our Nation and our military. 

His efforts to recruit, train, equip, 
and mobilize South Dakotans for serv-
ice have been critical to the Guard’s 
mission accomplishment, as has his 
commitment to care for our State’s 
veterans. His outstanding service on 
behalf of our State’s service men and 
women is appreciated; he has set an ex-
ceptional example for military per-
sonnel to follow. 

I commend him for all he has done 
for the people of South Dakota. His 
dedicated service to our grateful Na-
tion will not be forgotten.∑ 

f 

TRIBUTE TO WGNO-TV, NEW 
ORLEANS 

∑ Ms. LANDRIEU. Madam President, 
today I wish to speak about a tele-
vision station in my hometown of New 
Orleans. As all our local news media 
have, WGNO-TV/ABC 26 has been there 
through thick and through thin, telling 
Louisiana’s story of recovery following 
Hurricane Katrina. But often missed as 
you watch the local news broadcasts 
and read the local papers is that the 
story of rebuilding and recovery these 
journalists are telling is as much their 
own story as it is the community’s. 

After many years broadcasting from 
New Orleans’ World Trade Center, 
WGNO moved into a new studio facility 
at the New Orleans Centre, near the 
Louisiana Superdome, just a few weeks 
before Katrina hit. Forced out of the 
space by the approaching storm, they 
broadcast their coverage from ABC sta-
tion WBRZ-TV in Baton Rouge, as well 
as various locations on the road, re-
porting from the heart of the devasta-
tion. 

When they moved back to New Orle-
ans to begin telling the story of re-
building, they told it from a facility all 
too familiar to their viewers—a set of 
trailers parked behind the Superdome. 
A makeshift studio and control room 
were assembled in part with equipment 
procured on the Internet. Months later, 
after a decision was made to not reopen 
the New Orleans Centre, effectively 
evicting the station, WGNO moved 
back into the World Trade Center facil-
ity they had vacated in July 2005. 

Tonight, WGNO formally celebrates 
the opening of a brand-new broadcast 
center in Metairie, Louisiana. Their 
first broadcast from their new home 
was on August 29—the 2-year anniver-
sary of Katrina—and I was proud to be 
their first in-studio guest. 

It took 2 years for the hard-working 
staff of WGNO to move into a perma-
nent new home. For many of my con-
stituents, it will be much longer. But 
one guiding light will be, as it has been 
since the storm first struck, the dedi-
cated reporting of our local news orga-
nizations—not just WGNO, but also 

their colleagues at WWL-TV, WVUE- 
TV and WDSU-TV, our local radio sta-
tions, the Times Picayune and our vi-
brant weekly community papers, and 
all the others who have stayed with us 
every minute of these difficult 2 years. 
Even as many of their own reporters, 
engineers and other personnel have 
faced their own tremendous challenges, 
having in many cases lost homes and 
loved ones, they have continued to be a 
voice for our great city and State. 

I congratulate WGNO as they cele-
brate their new home, and thank them 
and all of our local news media for 
their continued service.∑ 

f 

HONORING LOOK’S GOURMET FOOD 
COMPANY, INC. 

∑ Ms. SNOWE. Madam President, 
today I celebrate the recent inclusion 
of a small business from my home 
State of Maine on the Inc. 5,000 list of 
this Nation’s fastest-growing private 
companies. Look’s Gourmet Food Com-
pany, Inc., of Whiting has been a domi-
nant player in the canned food indus-
try since its inception in 1917. Notably, 
during the past 3 years, the company 
has grown over 200 percent, garnering 
the attention of Inc., a magazine that 
reports on small business and entrepre-
neurship issues. Companies on the list 
were ranked based on their percentage 
of revenue growth between 2003 and 
2006. Moreover, all the firms had to be 
based in the United States, inde-
pendent, and privately held. Of par-
ticular distinction is that Look’s Gour-
met Food Company placed 41st among 
160 food and beverage companies sub-
category. This is truly an honor for the 
State of Maine—especially for 
downeast Maine. 

When Mike Cote became the owner of 
the former A.M. Look Canning Com-
pany in April 2003, he set out to in-
crease sales and promote a positive 
view of canned seafood. He began by 
changing the seafood processor’s name 
to Look’s Gourmet Food Company and 
redesigning the labels on the cans. 
Since that time, sales have tripled, and 
the company has acquired new equip-
ment to keep up with growing demand. 
In addition, through the community 
development block grant program, 
Look’s has purchased a warehouse in 
the nearby former Cutler Navy base 
dedicated to packing and shipping. A 
business that continues to grow, 
Look’s currently employs 21 full-time 
workers. 

Look’s Gourmet Food Company 
boasts a line of over 30 products includ-
ing: whole Maine lobster meat, Maine 
cherrystone clams, clam chowder, lob-
ster bisque, and clam juice. Look’s also 
cans four varieties of beans, a tradi-
tional downeast Maine dessert known 
as Indian pudding, and more recently, 
has added kippers, herring, and mack-
erel to its seafood repertoire. The com-
pany produces small, 60-gallon batches 
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of its chowders and bisques, while re-
fusing to use additives or preserva-
tives, rendering an unrivaled product. 
What makes Look’s so unique is that it 
is the last remaining multiproduct food 
cannery in Maine, and one of just three 
food canneries in the State. 

Forming unique partnerships, Look’s 
teams up with other local companies to 
produce high-quality foods. For in-
stance, Look’s has 5 different sauces 
that it uses when packing its herring 
fillets, including 1 made using products 
from Raye’s Mustard which is made lo-
cally in Eastport. Additionally, to bol-
ster another small business, Look’s 
gives discarded mussel shells to Artful 
Wares, a Maine enterprise that makes 
silverware handles from crushed shells, 
thereby reducing waste and ensuring 
Artful Wares a supply of shells. 

In listing Look’s Gourmet Food on 
its 5,000 list, Inc. noted that Look’s is 
growing due to its use of all-natural in-
gredients, as well as the sale of prod-
ucts in both specialty and mainstream 
grocery stores. Inc. also points to 
Look’s export business to Japan and its 
desire to sell in Europe. This proactive 
business model has benefitted Look’s 
as well, and the company has certainly 
earned the recognition it has received. 
I congratulate Mike Cote and everyone 
at Look’s Gourmet Food for their ex-
ceptional achievement.∑ 

f 

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT 

Messages from the President of the 
United States were communicated to 
the Senate by Ms. Evans, one of his 
secretaries. 

f 

EXECUTIVE MESSAGES REFERRED 

As in executive session the Presiding 
Officer laid before the Senate messages 
from the President of the United 
States submitting sundry nominations 
which were referred to the appropriate 
committees. 

(The nominations received today are 
printed at the end of the Senate pro-
ceedings.) 

f 

REPORT RELATIVE TO THE CON-
TINUATION OF THE NATIONAL 
EMERGENCY WITH RESPECT TO 
THE TERRORIST ATTACKS ON 
THE UNITED STATES OF SEP-
TEMBER 11, 2001, AS RECEIVED 
DURING RECESS OF THE SENATE 
ON SEPTEMBER 12, 2007—PM 24 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid be-
fore the Senate the following message 
from the President of the United 
States, together with an accompanying 
report; which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Banking, Housing, and 
Urban Affairs: 

To the Congress of the United States: 
Section 202(d) of the National Emer-

gencies Act, 50 U.S.C. 1622(d), provides 

for the automatic termination of a na-
tional emergency unless, prior to the 
anniversary date of its declaration, the 
President publishes in the Federal Reg-
ister and transmits to the Congress a 
notice stating that the emergency is to 
continue in effect beyond the anniver-
sary date. Consistent with this provi-
sion, I have sent to the Federal Register 
the enclosed notice, stating that the 
emergency declared with respect to the 
terrorist attacks on the United States 
of September 11, 2001, is to continue in 
effect for an additional year. 

The terrorist threat that led to the 
declaration on September 14, 2001, of a 
national emergency continues. For this 
reason, I have determined that it is 
necessary to continue in effect after 
September 14, 2007, the national emer-
gency with respect to the terrorist 
threat. 

GEORGE W. BUSH.
THE WHITE HOUSE, September 12, 2007. 

f 

EXECUTIVE AND OTHER 
COMMUNICATIONS 

The following communications were 
laid before the Senate, together with 
accompanying papers, reports, and doc-
uments, and were referred as indicated: 

EC–3259. A communication from the Acting 
Under Secretary of Defense (Acquisition, 
Technology and Logistics), transmitting, 
pursuant to law, five quarterly Selected Ac-
quisition Reports for the quarter ended June 
30, 2007; to the Committee on Armed Serv-
ices. 

EC–3260. A communication from the Chief, 
Programs and Legislation Division, Depart-
ment of the Air Force, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, a report relative to the Depart-
ment’s decision to conduct a public-private 
competition for the multi-functional Base 
Operating Support mission at Keesler Air 
Force Base, Mississippi; to the Committee on 
Armed Services. 

EC–3261. A communication from the Direc-
tor, Defense Procurement and Acquisition 
Policy, Department of Defense, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Reports of Government Property’’ 
(DFARS Case 2005-D015) received on Sep-
tember 11, 2007; to the Committee on Armed 
Services. 

EC–3262. A communication from the Prin-
cipal Deputy Associate Administrator, Office 
of Policy, Economics and Innovation, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Captan, 2,4-D, Dodine, DCPA, Endothall, 
Fomesafen, Propyzamide, Ethofumesate, 
Permethrin, Dimethipin, and Fenarimol; 
Tolerance Actions’’ (FRL No. 8142-2) received 
on September 11, 2007; to the Committee on 
Environment and Public Works. 

EC–3263. A communication from the Prin-
cipal Deputy Associate Administrator, Office 
of Policy, Economics and Innovation, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Comprehensive Procurement Guideline V 
for Procurement of Products Containing Re-
covered Materials’’ ((RIN2050-AE23) (FRL No. 
8468-3)) received on September 11, 2007; to the 
Committee on Environment and Public 
Works. 

EC–3264. A communication from the Prin-
cipal Deputy Associate Administrator, Office 

of Policy, Economics and Innovation, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Nonroad Diesel Technical Amendments and 
Tier 3 Technical Relief Provision’’ ((RIN2060- 
AO37) (FRL No. 8467-2)) received on Sep-
tember 11, 2007; to the Committee on Envi-
ronment and Public Works . 

EC–3265. A communication from the Prin-
cipal Deputy Associate Administrator, Office 
of Policy, Economics and Innovation, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Procedures for Implementing the National 
Environmental Policy Act and Assessing the 
Environmental Effects Abroad of EPA Ac-
tions’’ ((RIN2020-AA42) (FRL No. 8467-5)) re-
ceived on September 11, 2007; to the Com-
mittee on Environment and Public Works. 

EC–3266. A communication from the Prin-
cipal Deputy Associate Administrator, Office 
of Policy, Economics and Innovation, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Revisions to the California State Imple-
mentation Plan, Mojave Desert Air Quality 
Management District’’ (FRL No. 8456-4) re-
ceived on September 11, 2007; to the Com-
mittee on Environment and Public Works. 

EC–3267. A communication from the Chief 
of the Publications and Regulations Branch, 
Internal Revenue Service, Department of the 
Treasury, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Disaster/Combat 
Zone Relief and Dischargeability’’ (Rev. Rul. 
2007-59) received on September 10, 2007; to the 
Committee on Finance. 

EC–3268. A communication from the Chief 
of the Publications and Regulations Branch, 
Internal Revenue Service, Department of the 
Treasury, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Determination of 
Housing Cost Amounts Eligible for Exclusion 
or Deduction for 2007’’ (Notice 2007-77) re-
ceived on September 10, 2007; to the Com-
mittee on Finance. 

EC–3269. A communication from the Chief 
of the Publications and Regulations Branch, 
Internal Revenue Service, Department of the 
Treasury, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Treatment of Cer-
tain Nuclear Decommissioning Funds for 
Purposes of Allocating Purchase Price in 
Certain Deemed and Actual Asset Acquisi-
tions’’ ((RIN1545-BC99) (TD 9358)) received on 
September 10, 2007; to the Committee on Fi-
nance. 

EC–3270. A communication from the Sec-
retary of the Treasury, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, a semiannual report detailing 
payments made to Cuba relative to its tele-
communications services; to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. 

EC–3271. A communication from the Assist-
ant Secretary, Office of Legislative Affairs, 
Department of State, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, a report relative to U.S. military per-
sonnel and civilian contractors involved in 
the anti-narcotics campaign in Colombia; to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

EC–3272. A communication from the Gen-
eral Counsel, Office of Management and 
Budget, Executive Office of the President, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a nomination for the position of Director, re-
ceived on September 10, 2007; to the Com-
mittee on Homeland Security and Govern-
mental Affairs. 

EC–3273. A communication from the Fed-
eral Register Liaison, Office of the General 
Counsel, Patent and Trademark Office, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘April 2007 Revision of Patent 
Cooperation Treaty Procedures’’ (RIN0651- 
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AC09) received on September 10, 2007; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

EC–3274. A communication from the Prin-
cipal Deputy Assistant Attorney General, Of-
fice of Legislative Affairs, Department of 
Justice, transmitting, pursuant to law, an 
annual report relative to the activities and 
operations of the Criminal Division of the 
Public Integrity Section during calendar 
year 2006; to the Committee on the Judici-
ary. 

f 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 

The following reports of committees 
were submitted: 

By Mr. KERRY, from the Committee on 
Small Business and Entrepreneurship, with 
an amendment in the nature of a substitute: 

S. 1256. A bill to amend the Small Business 
Act to reauthorize loan programs under that 
Act, and for other purposes (Rept. No. 110– 
154). 

f 

INTRODUCTION OF BILLS AND 
JOINT RESOLUTIONS 

The following bills and joint resolu-
tions were introduced, read the first 
and second times by unanimous con-
sent, and referred as indicated: 

By Mr. BOND (for himself and Mrs. 
LINCOLN): 

S. 2040. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to increase the alternative 
tax liability limitation for small property 
and casualty insurance companies; to the 
Committee on Finance. 

By Mr. GRASSLEY (for himself, Mr. 
DURBIN, Mr. LEAHY, Mr. SPECTER, and 
Mr. WHITEHOUSE): 

S. 2041. A bill to amend the False Claims 
Act; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Ms. STABENOW (for herself, Mr. 
ISAKSON, Mr. WARNER, and Mr. 
WHITEHOUSE): 

S. 2042. A bill to authorize the Secretary of 
Health and Human Services to conduct ac-
tivities to rapidly advance treatments for 
spinal muscular atrophy, neuromuscular dis-
ease, and other pediatric diseases, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Health, 
Education, Labor, and Pensions. 

By Mr. SALAZAR: 
S. 2043. A bill to prohibit the closure or re-

location of any county office of the Farm 
Service Agency until at least 1 year after the 
enactment of an omnibus law to provide for 
the continuation of agricultural programs 
for fiscal years after fiscal year 2007; to the 
Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and 
Forestry. 

By Mr. OBAMA (for himself, Mr. DUR-
BIN, Mr. KENNEDY, and Mrs. MURRAY): 

S. 2044. A bill to provide procedures for the 
proper classification of employees and inde-
pendent contractors, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Finance. 

By Mr. PRYOR (for himself and Mr. 
INOUYE): 

S. 2045. A bill to reform the Consumer 
Product Safety Commission to provide 
greater protection for children’s products, to 
improve the screening of noncompliant con-
sumer products, to improve the effectiveness 
of consumer product recall programs, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

By Mr. KERRY: 
S. 2046. A bill to establish a pilot program 

for police departments to use anonymous 
texts from citizens to augment their anony-

mous tip hotlines; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. COLEMAN (for himself and Ms. 
KLOBUCHAR): 

S. 2047. A bill to require enhanced disclo-
sures to consumers purchasing flood insur-
ance and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Banking, Housing, and Urban Af-
fairs. 

By Mrs. FEINSTEIN: 
S. 2048. A bill for the relief of Jose Buendia 

Balderas, Alicia Aranda De Buendia, and Ana 
Laura Beundia Aranda; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. KENNEDY (for himself, Mr. 
SMITH, Mr. ROCKEFELLER, Ms. SNOWE, 
Mr. MENENDEZ, and Mr. KERRY): 

S. 2049. A bill to prohibit the implementa-
tion of policies to prohibit States from pro-
viding quality health coverage to children in 
need under the State Children’s Health In-
surance Program (SCHIP); to the Committee 
on Finance. 

By Mr. BROWN: 
S. 2050. A bill to amend title II of the So-

cial Security Act to eliminate the five- 
month waiting period in the disability insur-
ance program, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Finance. 

f 

SUBMISSION OF CONCURRENT AND 
SENATE RESOLUTIONS 

The following concurrent resolutions 
and Senate resolutions were read, and 
referred (or acted upon), as indicated: 

By Mr. LOTT (for himself and Mr. 
PRYOR): 

S. Res. 318. A resolution supporting the We 
Don’t Serve Teens campaign; considered and 
agreed to. 

By Mr. OBAMA (for himself, Mr. DUR-
BIN, Mr. KERRY, Mrs. CLINTON, Mr. 
ALEXANDER, Mr. CARDIN, Mr. LUGAR, 
Mr. LEVIN, Mr. HARKIN, Mr. LIEBER-
MAN, Mr. REID, Mr. KENNEDY, Mr. 
BINGAMAN, Mrs. BOXER, Mr. DODD, 
Ms. LANDRIEU, Mr. SCHUMER, Ms. 
STABENOW, Mr. BROWN, Mr. VOINO-
VICH, Ms. MIKULSKI, and Mr. WYDEN): 

S. Con. Res. 44. A concurrent resolution ex-
pressing the sense of Congress that a com-
memorative postage stamp should be issued 
honoring Rosa Louise McCauley Parks; to 
the Committee on Homeland Security and 
Governmental Affairs. 

f 

ADDITIONAL COSPONSORS 

S. 22 
At the request of Mr. WEBB, the name 

of the Senator from Maine (Ms. SNOWE) 
was added as a cosponsor of S. 22, a bill 
to amend title 38, United States Code, 
to establish a program of educational 
assistance for members of the Armed 
Forces who serve in the Armed Forces 
after September 11, 2001, and for other 
purposes. 

S. 316 
At the request of Mr. KOHL, the name 

of the Senator from Illinois (Mr. 
OBAMA) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
316, a bill to prohibit brand name drug 
companies from compensating generic 
drug companies to delay the entry of a 
generic drug into the market. 

S. 399 
At the request of Mr. BUNNING, the 

name of the Senator from Vermont 

(Mr. SANDERS) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 399, a bill to amend title XIX 
of the Social Security Act to include 
podiatrists as physicians for purposes 
of covering physicians services under 
the Medicaid program. 

S. 545 
At the request of Mr. LOTT, the name 

of the Senator from North Dakota (Mr. 
CONRAD) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
545, a bill to improve consumer access 
to passenger vehicle loss data held by 
insurers. 

S. 790 
At the request of Mr. LUGAR, the 

name of the Senator from Florida (Mr. 
NELSON) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
790, a bill to amend the Richard B. Rus-
sell National School Lunch Act to per-
mit the simplified summer food pro-
grams to be carried out in all States 
and by all service institutions. 

S. 911 
At the request of Mr. REED, the name 

of the Senator from Minnesota (Ms. 
KLOBUCHAR) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 911, a bill to amend the Public 
Health Service Act to advance medical 
research and treatments into pediatric 
cancers, ensure patients and families 
have access to the current treatments 
and information regarding pediatric 
cancers, establish a population-based 
national childhood cancer database, 
and promote public awareness of pedi-
atric cancers. 

S. 961 
At the request of Mr. NELSON of Ne-

braska, the name of the Senator from 
New Mexico (Mr. BINGAMAN) was added 
as a cosponsor of S. 961, a bill to amend 
title 46, United States Code, to provide 
benefits to certain individuals who 
served in the United States merchant 
marine (including the Army Transport 
Service and the Naval Transport Serv-
ice) during World War II, and for other 
purposes. 

S. 963 
At the request of Mr. MENENDEZ, the 

name of the Senator from Minnesota 
(Mr. COLEMAN) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 963, a bill to authorize the 
Secretary of Education to make grants 
to educational organizations to carry 
out educational programs about the 
Holocaust. 

S. 1116 
At the request of Mr. SALAZAR, the 

name of the Senator from Wyoming 
(Mr. ENZI) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 1116, a bill to facilitate the use for 
irrigation and other purposes of water 
produced in connection with develop-
ment of energy resources. 

S. 1160 
At the request of Ms. STABENOW, the 

name of the Senator from Hawaii (Mr. 
INOUYE) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
1160, a bill to ensure an abundant and 
affordable supply of highly nutritious 
fruits, vegetables, and other specialty 
crops for American consumers and 
international markets by enhancing 
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the competitiveness of United States- 
grown specialty crops. 

S. 1239 
At the request of Mr. ROCKEFELLER, 

the name of the Senator from Florida 
(Mr. MARTINEZ) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 1239, a bill to amend the Inter-
nal Revenue Code of 1986 to extend the 
new markets tax credit through 2013, 
and for other purposes. 

S. 1257 
At the request of Mr. LIEBERMAN, the 

name of the Senator from California 
(Mrs. FEINSTEIN) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1257, a bill to provide the 
District of Columbia a voting seat and 
the State of Utah an additional seat in 
the House of Representatives. 

S. 1356 
At the request of Mr. BROWN, the 

name of the Senator from Illinois (Mr. 
OBAMA) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
1356, a bill to amend the Federal De-
posit Insurance Act to establish indus-
trial bank holding company regulation, 
and for other purposes. 

S. 1382 
At the request of Mr. REID, the name 

of the Senator from Oregon (Mr. SMITH) 
was added as a cosponsor of S. 1382, a 
bill to amend the Public Health Serv-
ice Act to provide the establishment of 
an Amyotrophic Lateral Sclerosis Reg-
istry. 

S. 1587 
At the request of Ms. SNOWE, the 

name of the Senator from North Caro-
lina (Mr. BURR) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 1587, a bill to amend the Inter-
nal Revenue Code to allow a special de-
preciation allowance for reuse and re-
cycling property and to provide for tax- 
exempt financing of recycling equip-
ment, and for other purposes. 

S. 1709 
At the request of Mr. BIDEN, the 

name of the Senator from Indiana (Mr. 
BAYH) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
1709, a bill to amend the National Un-
derground Railroad Network to Free-
dom Act of 1998 to provide additional 
staff and oversight of funds to carry 
out the Act, and for other purposes. 

S. 1734 
At the request of Mr. SCHUMER, his 

name was added as a cosponsor of S. 
1734, a bill to provide for prostate can-
cer imaging research and education. 

S. 1827 
At the request of Mr. THUNE, his 

name was added as a cosponsor of S. 
1827, a bill to amend title XVIII of the 
Social Security Act to require prompt 
payment to pharmacies under part D, 
to restrict pharmacy co-branding on 
prescription drug cards issued under 
such part, and to provide guidelines for 
Medication Therapy Management Serv-
ices programs offered by prescription 
drug plans and MA–PD plans under 
such part. 

S. 1833 
At the request of Mr. NELSON of Flor-

ida, the name of the Senator from Mas-

sachusetts (Mr. KERRY) was added as a 
cosponsor of S. 1833, a bill to amend the 
Consumer Product Safety Act to re-
quire third-party verification of com-
pliance of children’s products with con-
sumer product safety standards pro-
mulgated by the Consumer Product 
Safety Commission and for other pur-
poses. 

S. 1843 
At the request of Mr. KENNEDY, the 

name of the Senator from Maryland 
(Mr. CARDIN) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 1843, a bill to amend title VII of 
the Civil Rights Act of 1964 and the Age 
Discrimination in Employment Act of 
1967 to clarify that an unlawful prac-
tice occurs each time compensation is 
paid pursuant to a discriminatory com-
pensation decision or other practice, 
and for other purposes. 

S. 1866 
At the request of Mr. SCHUMER, the 

name of the Senator from New York 
(Mrs. CLINTON) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 1866, a bill to amend title 49, 
United States Code, to exempt certain 
local restrictions from review under 
the airport noise and access restriction 
review program. 

S. 1867 
At the request of Mr. SCHUMER, the 

name of the Senator from New York 
(Mrs. CLINTON) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 1867, a bill to require the Ad-
ministrator of the Federal Aviation 
Administration to conduct a study on 
the operation of helicopters over Long 
Island, New York and for other pur-
poses. 

S. 1880 
At the request of Mr. KERRY, the 

names of the Senator from Connecticut 
(Mr. LIEBERMAN), the Senator from 
Delaware (Mr. BIDEN) and the Senator 
from Oregon (Mr. WYDEN) were added 
as cosponsors of S. 1880, a bill to amend 
the Animal Welfare Act to prohibit dog 
fighting ventures. 

S. 1956 
At the request of Mr. BAUCUS, the 

name of the Senator from North Da-
kota (Mr. DORGAN) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1956, a bill to amend part 
E of title IV of the Social Security Act 
to provide equitable access for foster 
care and adoption services for Indian 
children in tribal areas, and for other 
purposes. 

S. CON. RES. 37 
At the request of Mr. BIDEN, the 

name of the Senator from Pennsyl-
vania (Mr. SPECTER) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. Con. Res. 37, a concurrent 
resolution expressing the sense of Con-
gress on federalism in Iraq. 

S. RES. 178 
At the request of Mr. BINGAMAN, the 

name of the Senator from New Jersey 
(Mr. LAUTENBERG) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. Res. 178, a resolution ex-
pressing the sympathy of the Senate to 
the families of women and girls mur-
dered in Guatemala, and encouraging 

the United States to work with Guate-
mala to bring an end to these crimes. 

S. RES. 201 
At the request of Mr. CHAMBLISS, the 

names of the Senator from Mississippi 
(Mr. LOTT) and the Senator from Geor-
gia (Mr. ISAKSON) were added as co-
sponsors of S. Res. 201, a resolution 
supporting the goals and ideals of ‘‘Na-
tional Life Insurance Awareness 
Month’’. 

At the request of Mr. NELSON of Ne-
braska, the name of the Senator from 
South Dakota (Mr. JOHNSON) was added 
as a cosponsor of S. Res. 201, supra. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2829 
At the request of Mr. MENENDEZ, the 

names of the Senator from New York 
(Mr. SCHUMER) and the Senator from 
New York (Mrs. CLINTON) were added as 
cosponsors of amendment No. 2829 pro-
posed to H.R. 3074, a bill making appro-
priations for the Departments of 
Transportation, and Housing and 
Urban Development, and related agen-
cies for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2008, and for other purposes. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2836 
At the request of Mr. SCHUMER, the 

name of the Senator from New Jersey 
(Mr. MENENDEZ) was added as a cospon-
sor of amendment No. 2836 intended to 
be proposed to H.R. 3074, a bill making 
appropriations for the Departments of 
Transportation, and Housing and 
Urban Development, and related agen-
cies for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2008, and for other purposes. 

f 

STATEMENTS ON INTRODUCED 
BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS 

By Mr. GRASSLEY (for himself, 
Mr. DURBIN, Mr. LEAHY, Mr. 
SPECTER, and Mr. WHITEHOUSE): 

S. 2041. A bill to amend the False 
Claims Act; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, for 27 
years, I have come to the Senate floor 
to discuss legislation that will help the 
Government run efficiently and effec-
tively. I have been an outspoken advo-
cate for whistleblowers, which whistle-
blowers in good faith bring forth infor-
mation about waste, fraud, and abuse 
of taxpayers’ dollars. I have cham-
pioned oversight efforts, and I have 
spent my time in the Senate asking the 
tough questions of Government bureau-
crats in order to expose these prob-
lems, particularly problems that have 
been brought to my attention by patri-
otic whistleblowers. 

One thing I learned from oversight is 
that no matter how engaged Congress 
may be, there are not enough hands to 
find all the waste, fraud, and abuse in 
Government programs. Instead, we 
have to rely then, as I have indicated, 
on those courageous and patriotic indi-
viduals who speak out and blow the 
whistle, to go to court to collect Gov-
ernment money that was lost to un-
scrupulous contractors who are selling 
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false or fraudulent goods, in the case of 
100 years ago, to Union troops because 
that is why the False Claims Act came 
about, and to make sure that we pro-
tect whistleblowers when a program is 
not working and taxpayers’ dollars are 
being lost. 

These whistleblowers, by sticking 
their necks out, are individuals often 
at risk. They risk everything to fix 
problems within our Government be-
cause they believe in doing their job 
the way it was intended to be done, and 
they probably do not get the attention 
of higher-ups in the bureaucracy. That 
is why they become whistleblowers and 
come to Congress to bring these faults 
out. Somehow they end up being as 
welcome in the bureaucracy as a skunk 
is at a picnic. 

However, pointing out fraud is one 
thing; getting results, fixing the prob-
lem, and recouping taxpayers’ money 
lost to fraud, waste, and abuse is quite 
another thing. 

The key to recouping these lost funds 
is ensuring that we have effective laws 
on the books. One such law is the Fed-
eral False Claims Act. I have come to 
the floor today to remind people about 
the history of the False Claims Act, 
but also to suggest some improvements 
in that act so it can be an even more 
useful tool in the fight against waste, 
fraud, abuse, and the protection of 
whistleblowers. 

I have referred to the False Claims 
Act. This is known as the Lincoln law 
because it has some history going back 
to the Civil War. The Lincoln law was 
originally passed by Congress to com-
bat war profiteering by Government 
contractors during the Civil War. The 
False Claims Act allowed individual 
citizen whistleblowers to go to court to 
collect Government money that was 
lost to unscrupulous contractors who 
were selling false or fraudulent goods 
to Union troops. 

This legal mechanism, known as qui 
tam, a Latin term, is the key compo-
nent to the False Claims Act allowing 
individual citizens to act as private at-
torneys general to help stop fraud and 
recover lost money. However, following 
World War II, the False Claims Act was 
weakened by an act of Congress which 
lowered the penalties limiting the 
money the Government could recover 
from fraud. This remained the state 
and the language of the False Claims 
Act until 1986 when I authored amend-
ments to the act which restored teeth 
and breathed new air and new life into 
a law that was designed to protect all 
American taxpayers. 

I am happy to report that in the 20 
years since I introduced and Congress 
passed the 1986 amendment, the Fed-
eral Government has used the False 
Claims Act to recover over $20 billion 
from those who defraud Government. 
That is $20 billion that would otherwise 
be lost and gone forever. 

More importantly, this $20 billion 
serves as a deterrent reminder to those 

who wish to steal from the Govern-
ment. We cannot measure the deter-
rent value of this legislation, but I per-
sonally feel, and I have had students of 
Government tell me, the deterrent 
value of the False Claims Act is much 
greater than even the $20 billion that 
we can quantify that has come back to 
the Federal Treasury. 

Today, the False Claims Act faces a 
situation where it may not be as effec-
tive as intended. Recent decisions by 
Federal courts have limited the False 
Claims Act in a way that was not envi-
sioned when I authored the 1986 amend-
ments. These court decisions threaten 
to undermine both the spirit and intent 
of the 1986 amendments. 

The first case, U.S. Totten v. Bom-
bardier Corporation, held that false 
claims presented to Government grant-
ees, in this case employees at Amtrak, 
were not actually presented to the Fed-
eral Government. As a result, the Gov-
ernment was precluded from recovering 
money lost to fraud and abuse perpet-
uated against Amtrak. 

The second case, Rockwell Inter-
national Corporation, et al, v. U.S., 
was decided earlier this year by the 
U.S. Supreme Court. In this case, the 
Court interpreted an area of the False 
Claims Act, known as the public disclo-
sure bar, which prohibits a false claims 
case from moving forward if the case is 
based upon publicly disclosed informa-
tion, such as a government report, un-
less the whistleblower filing the case 
was the ‘‘original source’’ of the infor-
mation. 

Now here, the Supreme Court held 
that a qui tam whistleblower was 
barred from receiving a share of any 
money recovered unless that whistle-
blower was the original source of all 
claims ultimately settled. Now, I say 
to my colleagues that this may not 
sound like a very troublesome decision. 
However, it is, and the impact is that 
oftentimes a case is brought by a whis-
tleblower on a certain set of facts and 
then expanded by the Department of 
Justice, which ultimately settles on 
other grounds. As a result, this case 
creates a disincentive for a whistle-
blower to bring forth information 
about fraud, as they may not get to 
share in any part of the recovery. 

You see, one of the incentives for the 
whistleblowers is if they bring a case 
that brings back money into the Fed-
eral Treasury, they get part of that 
settlement as an incentive to do this. 
Quite frankly, a whistleblower sticks 
their neck out. By doing the right 
thing, they are probably ruining them-
selves professionally. Let us say that 
they get part of the recovery. Well, the 
Federal Government gets billions of 
dollars that we would not have even 
gotten if we had not had the informa-
tion from the whistleblower. That is 
why the whistleblower is very impor-
tant. 

Now, there is another case that gives 
us problems. This third case that chal-

lenges the intent of the False Claims 
Act is United States DRC v. Custer 
Battles, decided a year ago. In that 
case, a jury found that a defense con-
tractor in Iraq had defrauded the Gov-
ernment of $10 million. However, the 
judge overturned the jury verdict, find-
ing that the money lost was not U.S. 
taxpayer money but was instead Iraqi 
money under the control of the U.S. 
Government. As a result of this case, 
the U.S. Government may not recover 
for any fraud committed against the 
U.S. Government if the funds are not 
American funds, even if the U.S. Gov-
ernment has been entrusted with the 
management of those funds. 

These decisions, I can tell you as au-
thor of this legislation, are contrary to 
the spirit and the intent of the 1986 
amendments. Today, I am joined by 
Senator DURBIN as the lead cosponsor, 
along with Senator LEAHY and Senator 
SPECTER—and in those two individuals 
I will say that Senator LEAHY is chair-
man of the Judiciary Committee which 
has jurisdiction, and Senator SPECTER 
is the former chairman of the com-
mittee and now the Ranking Repub-
lican—so I feel by having Senator DUR-
BIN, Senator LEAHY, and Senator SPEC-
TER as cosponsors of this False Claims 
Act Correction Act, as powers within 
the Senate to bring attention to what 
the courts have done, this injustice to 
the False Claims Act and gutting of 
the False Claims Act, this act will 
bring it back to its original intent. 

This legislation will correct judicial 
interpretations damaging the False 
Claims Act. This bill is narrowly tai-
lored to ensure that the intent of Con-
gress in the 1986 amendments is upheld 
and nothing more. The False Claims 
Act Correction Act will correct these 
three judicial interpretations in addi-
tion to also making technical and cor-
recting amendments. 

First, the bill will address the Totten 
decision by removing the requirement 
that false claims be directly presented 
to a government official, instead tying 
the liability directly to Government 
money and property. 

Next, the bill will address the Rock-
well decision by requiring the Attorney 
General to file a timely motion to dis-
miss claims that violate the public dis-
closure bar. By allowing the Attorney 
General to present to the court infor-
mation about public disclosures up-
front in a case, the bill would eliminate 
procedural uncertainties that exist 
now by allowing public disclosures to 
be addressed at any time in the case. 

The False Claims Act Correction Act 
also clarifies that nontaxpayer funds 
under the trust and administration of 
the U.S. Government subject to fraud 
are actionable under the False Claims 
Act. Thus, money directly under the 
control of the U.S. Government subject 
to fraud that are currently outside the 
scope of the False Claims Act would 
now be covered. This will correct the 
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problems that have arisen following 
the decision in the Custer Battles case. 

Additionally, the bill clarifies a split 
between the Federal Circuit Courts of 
Appeal that currently exists regarding 
whether a government employee may 
file a False Claims Act case. More spe-
cifically, the bill provides that a gov-
ernment employee would be able to 
bring a False Claims Act case based 
upon information learned in the course 
of their employment, only when the 
employee: No. 1, discloses the fraud to 
their supervisors; No. 2, discloses the 
fraud to the inspector general of that 
agency; and, No. 3, discloses the fraud 
to the Attorney General and then waits 
12 months without the Government 
acting. After these conditions are met, 
then, and only then, may a government 
employee act as a qui tam whistle-
blower. 

Finally, the bill makes two technical 
corrections to the False Claims Act. 
The first is a technical-correcting 
amendment that clarifies the statute 
of limitations. The second is a tech-
nical amendment to the civil investiga-
tive demands that the Department of 
Justice is already authorized to issue. 
These technical corrections will 
streamline the procedures for filing as 
well as prosecuting False Claims Act 
cases by both qui tam whistleblowers 
as well as cases instituted originally by 
the Department of Justice. 

The False Claims Act Correction Act 
is a narrowly tailored bill that seeks to 
ensure the legislative intent of the 1986 
amendments is truly understood. This 
is not a Democratic or Republican 
issue. It is an American taxpayer issue. 
I am proud to say this bill has strong 
bipartisan support, as I am joined by 
Senator DURBIN as the lead Democratic 
cosponsor, and I wish to emphasize 
Senator LEAHY’s and Senator SPEC-
TER’s cosponsorship of this legislation. 

I am glad we have a bipartisan coali-
tion ready to work to fix the False 
Claims Act with these narrowly tai-
lored corrections, but I encourage my 
colleagues not to bow to special inter-
est groups who have worked to weaken 
the No. 1 tool for recovering Govern-
ment dollars lost to fraud. 

I will say at this point that yesterday 
I had a private discussion with a Sen-
ator who will go unnamed. He said, 
even as corrective as this legislation is, 
and it is only meant to be correcting, 
that already we have the pharma-
ceutical companies out working 
against this legislation. So this may 
not be easy to get through, even 
though it is sticking with the original 
intent. So I don’t want to get into a 
situation such as I did in 1986, when we 
wrote a bill that was bipartisan, and it 
took about a year to get the various 
holds off that were put on this. In those 
days, we had secret holds. Under the 
new rules of the Senate, we are not 
supposed to have any secret holds any-
more. 

So if people have complaints about 
this legislation, I wish to work it out, 
but I don’t know how anybody can hold 
up legislation where the underlying 
legislation has brought $20 billion that 
would have otherwise been lost to 
fraud back to the Federal Treasury. 
The American taxpayers deserve a law 
that detects, prevents, and recovers 
money lost to fraud. The False Claims 
Act works and has recovered this $20 
billion, and that law is 20 years old. 
But let me say this money didn’t start 
rolling in until about 6 or 7 years after 
that 1986 law was passed. 

The False Claims Act Correction Act 
will provide necessary and narrowly 
tailored corrections to ensure that the 
False Claims Act works to protect the 
taxpayers into the future, as I visual-
ized it would in 1986 in spirit as well as 
in letter. I urge my colleagues to sup-
port this important legislation. 

I have had the pleasure of having the 
Presiding Officer ask to be a cosponsor 
of the bill, so I ask unanimous consent 
that Senator WHITEHOUSE be added as a 
cosponsor at this point. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. President, I ask unaniumous con-
sent that the text of the bill be printed 
in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the text of 
the bill was ordered to be placed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

S. 2041 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘False Claims 
Act Correction Act of 2007’’. 
SEC. 2. FALSE CLAIMS GENERALLY. 

Section 3729 of title 31, United States Code, 
is amended— 

(1) by striking subsection (a) and inserting 
the following: 

‘‘(a) LIABILITY FOR CERTAIN ACTS.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to paragraph (2), 

any person who— 
‘‘(A) knowingly presents, or causes to be 

presented a false or fraudulent claim for 
Government money or property for payment 
or approval; 

‘‘(B) knowingly makes, uses, or causes to 
be made or used, a false record or statement 
to get a false or fraudulent claim for Govern-
ment money or property paid or approved; 

‘‘(C) conspires to commit any substantive 
violation set forth in this section or other-
wise to defraud the Government by getting a 
false or fraudulent claim for Government 
money or property paid or approved; 

‘‘(D) has possession, custody, or control of 
Government money or property and, intend-
ing to defraud the Government, to retain 
overpayment, or knowingly to convert the 
money or property, permanently or tempo-
rarily, to an unauthorized use, fails to de-
liver or return, or fails to cause the return or 
delivery of the money or property, or deliv-
ers, returns, or causes to be delivered, or re-
turned less money or property than the 
amount due or owed; 

‘‘(E) authorized to make or deliver a docu-
ment certifying receipt of property used, or 
to be used, by the Government and, intend-
ing to defraud the Government, makes or de-

livers the receipt without completely know-
ing that the information on the receipt is 
true; 

‘‘(F) knowingly buys, or receives as a 
pledge of an obligation or debt, public prop-
erty from an officer or employee of the Gov-
ernment, or a member of the Armed Forces, 
who lawfully may not sell or pledge prop-
erty; or 

‘‘(G) knowingly makes, uses, or causes to 
be made or used, a false record or statement 
to conceal, avoid, or decrease an obligation 
to pay or transmit money or property to the 
Government, 

is liable to the United States Government 
for a civil penalty of not less than $5,000 and 
not more than $10,000 plus 3 times the 
amount of damages which the Government, 
its grantee, or administrative beneficiary 
sustains because of the act of that person. 

‘‘(2) LESSER PENALTY.—If the court finds 
that— 

‘‘(A) the person committing the violation 
of this subsection furnished officials of the 
United States responsible for investigating 
false claims violations with all information 
known to such person about the violation 
within 30 days after the date on which the 
defendant first obtained the information; 

‘‘(B) such person fully cooperated with any 
Government investigation of such violation; 
and 

‘‘(C) at the time such person furnished the 
United States with the information about 
the violation, no criminal prosecution, civil 
action, or administrative action had com-
menced under this title with respect to such 
violation, and the person did not have actual 
knowledge of the existence of an investiga-
tion into such violation, 
the court may assess not less than 2 times 
the amount of damages which the Govern-
ment, its grantee or administrative bene-
ficiary sustains because of the act of the per-
son. 

‘‘(3) COSTS OF CIVIL ACTIONS.—A person vio-
lating this subsection shall also be liable to 
the United States Government for the costs 
of a civil action brought to recover any such 
penalty or damages.’’. 

(2) by striking subsections (b) and (c) and 
inserting the following: 

‘‘(b) DEFINITIONS.—For purposes of this sec-
tion— 

‘‘(1) the terms ‘known’, ‘knowing’, and 
‘knowingly’ mean that a person, with respect 
to information— 

‘‘(A) has actual knowledge of the informa-
tion; 

‘‘(B) acts in deliberate ignorance of the 
truth or falsity of the information; or 

‘‘(C) acts in reckless disregard of the truth 
or falsity of the information, 
and no proof of specific intent to defraud is 
required; 

‘‘(2) the term ‘Government money or prop-
erty’ means— 

‘‘(A) money or property belonging to the 
United States Government; 

‘‘(B) money or property the United States 
Government provides, has provided, or will 
reimburse to a contractor, grantee, agent or 
other recipient to be spent or used on the 
Government’s behalf or to advance Govern-
ment programs; 

‘‘(C) money or property belonging to any 
administrative beneficiary, as defined here-
in; 

‘‘(3) the term ‘claim’ includes any request 
or demand, whether under a contract or oth-
erwise, for Government money or property; 
and 
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‘‘(4) the term ‘administrative beneficiary’ 

means any natural person or entity, includ-
ing any governmental or quasi-governmental 
entity, on whose behalf the United States 
Government, alone or with others, collects, 
possesses, transmits, administers, manages, 
or acts as custodian of money or property.’’; 

(3) by redesignating subsections (d) and (e) 
as subsections (c) and (d), respectively; and 

(4) in subsection (c), as redesignated, by 
striking ‘‘subparagraphs (A) through (C) of 
subsection (a)’’ and inserting ‘‘subsection 
(a)(2)’’. 
SEC. 3. GOVERNMENT RIGHT TO DISMISS CER-

TAIN ACTIONS. 
Section 3730(b) of title 31, United States 

Code, is amended by adding at the end there-
of the following: 

‘‘(6)(A) Not later than 60 days after the 
date of service under paragraph (2), the Gov-
ernment may move to dismiss from the ac-
tion the qui tam relator that is an employee 
of the Federal Government if— 

‘‘(i) all the necessary and specific material 
allegations contained in such action were de-
rived from an open and active fraud inves-
tigation by the Government; or 

‘‘(ii) the person bringing the action learned 
of the information that underlies the alleged 
violation of section 3729 that is the basis of 
the action in the course of the person’s em-
ployment by the United States, and none of 
the following has occurred: 

‘‘(I) In a case in which the employing agen-
cy has an inspector general, such person, be-
fore bringing the action— 

‘‘(aa) disclosed in writing substantially all 
material evidence and information that re-
lates to the alleged violation that the person 
possessed to such inspector general; and 

‘‘(bb) notified in writing the person’s su-
pervisor and the Attorney General of the dis-
closure under division (aa). 

‘‘(II) In a case in which the employing 
agency does not have an inspector general, 
such person, before bringing the action— 

‘‘(aa) disclosed in writing substantially all 
material evidence and information that re-
lates to the alleged violation that the person 
possessed, to the Attorney General; and 

‘‘(bb) notified in writing the person’s su-
pervisor of the disclosure under division (aa). 

‘‘(III) Not less than 12 months (and any pe-
riod of extension as provided for under sub-
paragraph (B)) have elapsed since the disclo-
sure of information and notification under 
either subclause (I) or (II) were made and the 
Attorney General has not filed an action 
based on such information. 

‘‘(B) Prior to the expiration of the 12- 
month period described under subparagraph 
(A)(ii)(III) and upon notice to the person who 
has disclosed information and provided no-
tice under subparagraph (A)(ii) (I) or (II), the 
Attorney General may file a motion seeking 
an extension of such 12-month period. Such 
12-month period may be extended by a court 
for not more than an additional 12-month pe-
riod upon a showing by the Government that 
the additional period is necessary for the 
Government to decide whether or not to file 
such action. Any such motion may be filed in 
camera and may be supported by affidavits 
or other submissions in camera. 

‘‘(C) For purposes of subparagraph (A), a 
person’s supervisor is the officer or employee 
who— 

‘‘(i) is in a position of the next highest 
classification to the position of such person; 

‘‘(ii) has supervisory authority over such 
person; and 

‘‘(iii) such person believes is not culpable 
of the violation upon which the action under 
this subsection is brought by such person. 

‘‘(D) A motion to dismiss under this para-
graph shall set forth documentation of the 
allegations, evidence, and information in 
support of the motion. 

‘‘(E) Any person bringing a civil action 
under paragraph (1) shall be provided an op-
portunity to contest a motion to dismiss 
under this paragraph. The court may restrict 
access to the evidentiary materials filed in 
support of the motion to dismiss, as the in-
terests of justice require. A motion to dis-
miss and papers filed in support or opposi-
tion of such motion shall not be— 

‘‘(i) made public without the prior written 
consent of the person bringing the civil ac-
tion; and 

‘‘(ii) subject to discovery by the defendant. 
‘‘(F) If the motion to dismiss under this 

paragraph is granted, the matter shall re-
main under seal. 

‘‘(G) No later than 6 months after the date 
of the enactment of this paragraph, and 
every 6 months thereafter, the Department 
of Justice shall report to the Committee on 
the Judiciary of the Senate and the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary of the House of Rep-
resentatives relating to— 

‘‘(i) the cases in which the Department of 
Justice has filed a motion to dismiss under 
this paragraph; 

‘‘(ii) the outcome of such motions; and 
‘‘(iii) the status of false claims civil ac-

tions in which such motions were filed.’’. 
SEC. 4. BARRED ACTIONS. 

(a) PROVISIONS RELATING TO ACTIONS 
BARRED.—Section 3730(b)(1) of title 31, 
United States Code, is amended by adding at 
the end the following: ‘‘No claim for a viola-
tion of section 3729 may be waived or re-
leased by any action of any person, except 
insofar as such action is part of a court ap-
proved settlement of a false claim civil ac-
tion brought under this section. Nothing in 
this section shall be construed to limit the 
ability of the United States to decline to 
pursue any claim brought under this sub-
chapter.’’. 

(b) DISMISSAL.—Section 3730(e)(4) of title 
31, United States Code, is amended to read as 
follows: 

‘‘(4)(A) Upon timely motion of the Attor-
ney General, a court shall dismiss an action 
or claim brought under section 3730(b) if the 
allegations relating to all essential elements 
of liability of the action or claim are based 
exclusively on the public disclosure of alle-
gations or transactions in a Federal crimi-
nal, civil, or administrative hearing, in a 
congressional, Federal administrative, or 
Government Accountability Office report, 
hearing, audit or investigation, or from the 
news media. 

‘‘(B) In this paragraph: 
‘‘(i) The term ‘public disclosure’ includes 

only disclosures made on the public record or 
that have otherwise been disseminated 
broadly to the general public. 

‘‘(ii) The person bringing the action does 
not create a public disclosure by obtaining 
information from a Freedom of Information 
Act request or from information exchanges 
with law enforcement and other Government 
employees if such information does not oth-
erwise qualify as publicly disclosed. 

‘‘(iii) An action or claim is based on a pub-
lic disclosure only if the person bringing the 
action derived his knowledge of all essential 
elements of liability of the action or claim 
alleged in his complaint from the public dis-
closure.’’. 

(c) QUI TAM AWARDS.—Section 3730(d)(3) of 
title 31, United States Code, is amended to 
read as follows: 

‘‘(3)(A) Whether or not the Government 
proceeds with the action, the court may, to 

the extent the court considers appropriate, 
reduce the share of the proceeds of the ac-
tion which a person would otherwise receive 
under paragraph (1) or (2) of this subsection 
(taking into account the role of that person 
in advancing the case to litigation and any 
relevant circumstances pertaining to the 
violation), if the court finds that person— 

‘‘(i) planned and initiated the violation of 
section 3729 upon which the action was 
brought; or 

‘‘(ii) derived the knowledge of the claims 
in the action primarily from specific infor-
mation relating to allegations or trans-
actions (other than information provided by 
the person bringing the action) that the Gov-
ernment publicly disclosed, as that term is 
defined in subsection (e)(4)(A), or that the 
Government disclosed privately to the per-
son bringing the action in the course of its 
investigation into potential violations of 
this subchapter. 

‘‘(B) If the person bringing the action is 
convicted of criminal conduct arising from 
the role of that person in the violation of 
section 3729, that person shall be dismissed 
from the civil action and shall not receive 
any share of the proceeds of the action. Such 
dismissal shall not prejudice the right of the 
United States to continue the action, rep-
resented by the Department of Justice.’’. 
SEC. 5. RELIEF FROM RETALIATORY ACTIONS. 

Section 3730(h) of title 31, United States 
Code, is amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(h) RELIEF FROM RETALIATORY ACTIONS.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Any employee, govern-

ment contractor, or agent shall be entitled 
to all relief necessary to make that em-
ployee, government contractor whole, if that 
employee, government contractor or Agent 
is discharged, demoted, suspended, threat-
ened, harassed, or in any other manner dis-
criminated against in the terms and condi-
tions of employment because of lawful acts 
done by the employee, government con-
tractor, or agent on behalf of the employee, 
government contractor, or agent or associ-
ated others in furtherance of other efforts to 
stop 1 or more violations of this subchapter. 

‘‘(2) RELIEF.—Relief under paragraph (1) 
shall include reinstatement with the same 
seniority status that employee, government 
contractor, or agent would have had but for 
the discrimination, 2 times the amount of 
back pay, interest on the back pay, and com-
pensation for any special damages sustained 
as a result of the discrimination, including 
litigation costs and reasonable attorneys’ 
fees. An action under this subsection may be 
brought in the appropriate district court of 
the United States for the relief provided in 
this subsection.’’. 
SEC. 6. STATUTE OF LIMITATIONS. 

Section 3731(b) of title 31, United States 
Code, is amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(b)(1) A civil action under section 3730 
may not be brought more than 10 years after 
the date on which the violation of section 
3729 or 3730 is committed. 

‘‘(2) Upon intervention, the Government 
may file its own complaint in intervention 
or amend the complaint of a person who has 
brought an action under section 3730(b) to 
clarify or add detail to the claims in which 
the Government is intervening and to add 
any additional claims with respect to which 
the Government contends it is entitled to re-
lief. For statute of limitations purposes, any 
such Government pleading shall relate back 
to the filing date of the complaint of the per-
son who originally brought the action, to the 
extent that the claim of the Government 
arises out of the conduct, transactions, or 
occurrences set forth, or attempted to be set 
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forth, in the prior complaint of that per-
son.’’. 
SEC. 7. CIVIL INVESTIGATIVE DEMANDS. 

Section 3733(a)(1) of title 31, United States 
Code, is amended— 

(1) in the matter preceding subparagraph 
(A), by inserting ‘‘, or a designee (for pur-
poses of this section),’’ after ‘‘Whenever the 
Attorney General’’; and 

(2) in the matter following subparagraph 
(D), by— 

(A) striking ‘‘may not delegate’’ and in-
serting ‘‘may delegate’’; and 

(B) adding at the end the following: ‘‘Any 
information obtained by the Attorney Gen-
eral or a designee of the Attorney General 
under this section may be shared with any 
qui tam relator if the Attorney General or 
designee determine it is necessary as part of 
any false claims act investigation.’’. 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I am 
pleased to join my colleague Senator 
GRASSLEY in introducing the False 
Claims Act Correction Act of 2007. This 
bipartisan legislation takes important 
steps to modernize and strengthen the 
Federal False Claims Act and will help 
protect the Government and taxpayers 
from waste, fraud, and abuse of Gov-
ernment funds. 

During the Civil War, President 
Abraham Lincoln saw the need for a 
law that would prevent war profiteers 
and other unscrupulous Government 
contractors from defrauding the Gov-
ernment and the Nation’s taxpayers. 
Lincoln urged the passage of legisla-
tion that would allow the Government 
to seek damages and penalties against 
perpetrators of fraud, and that would 
permit whistleblowers with informa-
tion about false or fraudulent claims to 
file qui tam lawsuits on the Govern-
ment’s behalf in exchange for a share 
of the recovered funds. In 1863, Con-
gress heeded Lincoln’s call and enacted 
the Federal False Claims Act, FCA, 
which became known as ‘‘Lincoln’s 
Law.’’ 

Lincoln’s Law is still in effect today 
and it is still much-needed. In recent 
years, there have been alarming re-
ports of waste, fraud, and abuse of Gov-
ernment funds in the Iraq war and re-
construction effort, in the recovery 
from Hurricane Katrina and other dis-
asters, in military and homeland secu-
rity procurement contracts, and in 
Federal healthcare programs. We need 
strong laws that can expose and root 
out such fraudulent practices. 

The last major update of the FCA 
took place in 1986, when Senator 
GRASSLEY and Congressman BERMAN 
sponsored amendments that revitalized 
the FCA and its qui tam provisions in 
response to widespread reports of de-
fense contractor fraud. Since 1986, the 
Federal Government and qui tam rela-
tors have worked together to recover 
over $20 billion in moneys that would 
otherwise have been lost to fraud, 
waste or abuse in Government pro-
grams. The recovery of this enormous 
sum is a victory for taxpayers, and a 
demonstration of the success of the 
FCA and its qui tam model. 

It has now been 21 years since the en-
actment of the 1986 FCA amendments, 
and during that time changes in the in-
terpretation of the act and in the na-
ture of Government contracting have 
threatened to limit the FCA’s effec-
tiveness. In particular, several recent 
court decisions have weakened the in-
tent and application of Senator GRASS-
LEY’s 1986 amendments to the FCA and 
have limited the FCA’s ability to reach 
certain types of fraud and abuse involv-
ing Government programs. 

The False Claims Act Correction Act 
seeks to correct these court decisions 
and to ensure the FCA’s utility as an 
effective tool against fraud. It does so 
in several ways. 

First, the False Claims Act Correc-
tion Act clarifies the ‘‘presentment re-
quirement’’ in the FCA. In 2004, the DC 
Circuit Court of Appeals held that li-
ability under the FCA can only be 
found if the allegedly fraudulent claim 
is ‘‘presented to an officer or employee 
of the United States Government.’’ 
This interpretation has been used by 
courts to dismiss a number of FCA 
cases where abuses of Federal Govern-
ment funds were clearly evident but 
where the false claims were submitted 
to grantees or agents of the Federal 
Government—such as the Iraq Coali-
tion Provisional Authority—and not 
directly to Government employees. Our 
legislation would make clear that FCA 
imposes liability if a person presents a 
false or fraudulent claim for Federal 
Government money or property, and 
that the claim need not be directly pre-
sented to a Government employee. 

Our legislation also clarifies the ap-
plicability of the FCA’s ‘‘public disclo-
sure bar.’’ The FCA currently allows a 
relator’s FCA case to be dismissed if 
the case is based on information that 
was publicly available at the time of 
the filing, unless the relator was the 
‘‘original source’’ of the public infor-
mation. In its 2007 decision in Rockwell 
Int’l Corp. et al. v. United States, the 
Supreme Court held that the public 
disclosure bar prevents a relator from 
recovering money unless the relator 
was an original source for all the 
claims that are settled or upon which a 
verdict is rendered. The Rockwell hold-
ing is troubling because relators often 
file actions based on facts which prove 
to be the tip of the iceberg, and upon 
further investigation DOJ discovers 
more fraud and ends up settling or win-
ning the case on the grounds of the lat-
ter fraud. 

The Rockwell court’s interpretation 
of the public disclosure bar might dis-
courage whistleblowers from filing le-
gitimate FCA cases and alerting DOJ 
to fraud. Our legislation would pre-
clude a relator from recovery under the 
public disclosure bar only where the re-
lator derived knowledge of all essential 
elements of the claim from public dis-
closure. Thus, only relators who truly 
contributed no new information to the 
case would be barred. 

Among its other provisions, the False 
Claims Act Correction Act resolves a 
split among the Federal circuit courts 
by allowing a Government employee to 
act as a qui tam relator when the em-
ployee learns of fraudulent conduct on 
the job, provided that the employee has 
first taken steps to report the fraud in-
ternally. Our legislation also strength-
ens the protections in the FCA for 
whistleblowers, so that whistleblowers 
who are Government contractors and 
agents can receive the same 
antiretaliation protection as employ-
ees of the company perpetrating the al-
leged fraud. Our bill further simplifies 
the FCA statute of limitations with a 
clear 10-year standard for all cases, and 
also makes technical changes to en-
hance DOJ’s usage of the civil inves-
tigative demand process in DOJ inves-
tigations of potential FCA violations. 

The changes that our legislation 
would make to the FCA are narrowly 
tailored, and are designed to clarify the 
FCA’s scope in keeping with the intent 
of the authors of the 1986 FCA amend-
ments. I commend Senator GRASSLEY, 
the Senate architect of the 1986 FCA 
amendments, for his devotion to ensur-
ing the effective functioning of the 
FCA, and I am proud to join him in in-
troducing this legislation to better 
combat waste, fraud, and abuse of Gov-
ernment programs. 

In sum, the False Claims Act Correc-
tion Act will enhance whistleblowers’ 
ability to shine a light on fraudulent 
conduct involving Government funds, 
and to hold the perpetrators account-
able through legitimate qui tam 
claims. The bill’s reforms will ensure 
that the FCA can continue to serve as 
a viable tool for recovering taxpayer 
funds lost to fraud, waste or abuse. The 
legislation we are introducing today 
will strengthen the legacy of Lincoln’s 
Law, and I am pleased to serve as its 
lead cosponsor. I urge my colleagues to 
support its passage. 

Mr. SPECTER. Mr. President, I seek 
recognition to discuss the False Claims 
Act Correction Act of 2007. The False 
Claims Act was passed by Congress in 
1863 in order to combat war profit-
eering during the Civil War. The goal 
of the law was to encourage individuals 
to alert the Government when fraud 
against the Government was occurring. 
The statute does this by providing a 
portion of the Government’s recovery 
to the whistleblower. This law is as im-
portant today, as it was in 1863, be-
cause we still must combat fraud and 
abuse of Government programs. These 
amendments ensure that the False 
Claims Act has not been eroded in 
scope or application. 

I am cosponsoring the bill offered by 
the distinguished Senator from Iowa 
because Congress needs to clarify its 
intent that there is liability under the 
False Claims Act for submitting false 
claims for Government funds and prop-
erty—regardless of whether they are 
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submitted directly to Government 
agents or are submitted to others who 
disburse Government money or prop-
erty. 

A defendant may not make a preemp-
tive disclosure that operates to bar the 
whistleblower or relator from recov-
ering—the only claims that should be 
barred are those that are true piggy-
back claims, where the relator was not 
the original source of the information, 
and the whistleblower’s actions were 
not the impetus for the recovery. 

Government employees may be qui 
tam relators—whistleblowers—and 
may be awarded a portion of the Gov-
ernment’s recovery based on false 
claims if, when the Government em-
ployee has learned of fraudulent con-
duct on the job and has reported it up 
the chain of command, and then re-
ported it to the Office of Inspector Gen-
eral, still no action has been taken 
within 12 months. 

Retaliatory action based on pro-
tected activity by whistleblowers is 
prohibited. 

Federal prosecutors who are inves-
tigating False Claim Act complaints 
filed under seal may share information 
obtained by Civil Investigative De-
mands, CIDs, with relators. 

For purposes of the running of the 
statute of limitations, if the Govern-
ment intervenes in a False Claims Act 
case, the intervention relates back to 
the date the whistleblower filed suit. 

Taxpayer dollars must not be wasted 
or fraudulently paid to unscrupulous 
contractors. 

By Ms. STABENOW (for herself, 
Mr. ISAKSON, Mr. WARNER, and 
Mr. WHITEHOUSE): 

S. 2042. A bill to authorize the Sec-
retary of Health and Human Services 
to conduct activities to rapidly ad-
vance treatments for spinal muscular 
atrophy, neuromuscular disease, and 
other pediatric diseases, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Health, 
Education, Labor, and Pensions. 

Ms. STABENOW. Mr. President, 
today I am pleased to introduce the 
SMA Treatment Acceleration Act. I 
also thank my colleagues, Senators 
ISAKSON, WARNER, and WHITEHOUSE, for 
joining me in sponsoring this impor-
tant legislation. 

In April, I met with Malorie Fox, a 
beautiful 4-year-old from Ada, Michi-
gan, and several other Michigan fami-
lies about Spinal Muscular Atrophy, 
SMA, the number 1 genetic killer of 
children under 2 years of age. SMA is a 
degenerative disease that weakens the 
body’s muscles until they can no 
longer function, that includes the abil-
ity to breathe. 

Sadly, Malorie was diagnosed with 
SMA shortly before her first birthday. 
Her parents were told by her doctors 
that most children diagnosed with 
SMA never reach this milestone. 
Thankfully, Malorie survived, and with 

her parents Michelle and James, she 
continues to fight this disease. On her 
homepage, Malorie wrote: ‘‘My 
mommy & daddy focus on the things I 
CAN do, not those that I cannot.’’ 

Malorie and her family are not alone. 
It is estimated that SMA occurs in 
about 1 in every 6,000 births. Approxi-
mately 1 in 40 individuals, 7.5 million 
Americans, carry the gene that causes 
SMA, making it the second most com-
mon autosomal recessive genetic dis-
order. This incidence rate shows nei-
ther racial nor gender bias. 

Presently, there is no known treat-
ment for SMA, though there have been 
several exciting research break-
throughs over the past decade. In fact, 
the National Institutes of Health sin-
gled out SMA from more than 600 neu-
rological disorders as the disease clos-
est to treatment based on scientists’ 
advanced genetic understanding of the 
disease. Private foundations and na-
tional nonprofit organizations dedi-
cated to finding a cure for SMA have 
also made substantial financial con-
tributions. 

To support the investigators and 
families who are working to find a 
treatment or cure, the SMA commu-
nity, including Fight SMA, Families of 
SMA, and the SMA Foundation, has 
united behind this legislation. This bill 
will provide a roadmap and federal 
funding to better coordinate and facili-
tate SMA research and treatment. Ad-
ditionally, the legislation will estab-
lish a program to provide information 
and education on SMA to health pro-
fessionals and the general public re-
lated to advances in the diagnosis and 
treatment of SMA and the provision of 
care to SMA patients. 

Next Monday is Malorie’s birthday, 
and I couldn’t wish for anything more 
for her birthday than a cure for SMA. 
This legislation will be an important 
step forward in fulfilling that wish. I 
urge my colleagues to join with us in 
passing it. 

I ask unanimous consent that letter 
of support be printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be placed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

SPINAL MUSCULAR ATROPHY 
FOUNDATION, 

September 12, 2007. 
Hon. DEBBIE STABENOW, 
U.S. Senate, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR SENATOR STABENOW: We write to ex-
press our strong support for the SMA Treat-
ment Acceleration Act, your bipartisan leg-
islation to help find a treatment or cure for 
Spinal Muscular Atrophy (SMA), the number 
one genetic killer of children under the age 
of two. 

Our organizations support cutting edge 
SMA research and represent thousands of 
families across the country that have been 
affected by SMA, an inherited disease that 
destroys the nerves controlling muscle 
movement, which affects crawling, walking, 
head and neck control, swallowing, and even 
breathing. The gene mutation that causes 

SMA is carried by 1 in every 40 people, or ap-
proximately 7.5 million Americans. 

These are hopeful times for families af-
fected by Spinal Muscular Atrophy. Re-
searchers have discovered the gene respon-
sible for SMA, opening the door to promising 
new treatments. SMA was selected by the 
National Institutes of Health (NIH) as the 
prototype for an accelerated drug discovery 
effort, singling out SMA as the disease clos-
est to treatment of more than 600 neuro-
logical disorders. 

In order to build upon the substantial in-
vestment made by national non-profit orga-
nizations and the progress being made by re-
searchers towards bringing treatments to 
children affected by SMA, our organizations 
are united behind the SMA Treatment Accel-
eration Act. This legislation would authorize 
critical funding in order to upgrade and 
unify existing SMA clinical trial sites to es-
tablish a clinical trials network for SMA; en-
hance and provide ongoing support to the ex-
isting SMA patient registry; establish an 
SMA coordinating committee consisting of 
representatives from relevant government 
agencies and the public; establish an SMA 
research collaborative at NIH to ensure co-
operation across multiple Institutes; and 
support efforts to identify barriers to drug 
development and recommend steps to expand 
existing industry incentives to promote SMA 
drug development. 

We thank you for your leadership in the ef-
fort to conquer this terrible disease, and we 
look forward to working with you to enact 
this important legislation. 

Sincerely, 
CYNTHIA JOYCE, 

SMA Foundation. 
KENNETH HOBBY, 

Families of SMA. 
MARTHA SLAY, 

FightSMA. 

By Mr. PRYOR (for himself and 
Mr. INOUYE): 

S. 2045. A bill to reform the Con-
sumer Product Safety Commission to 
provide greater protection for chil-
dren’s products, to improve the screen-
ing of noncompliant consumer prod-
ucts, to improve the effectiveness of 
consumer product recall programs, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee 
on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation. 

Mr. INOUYE. Mr. President, in re-
cent months, the American public has 
been faced with a series of high profile 
recalls of consumer products. In the 
last 2 months alone, approximately 2 
million toys were recalled for violating 
lead paint standards, and more than 5 
million toys were recalled for con-
taining magnets that come loose and 
create an ingestion hazard. The recalls 
were not limited to toys. Candles, all- 
terrain vehicles, cribs, bunk beds, 
space heaters, clothes, knives, scuba 
masks, radios, lamps, and electronic 
equipment were also recalled. 

Public outcry and press reports have 
intensified the focus on the Consumer 
Product Safety Commission, CPSC, the 
agency charged with monitoring the 
safety of these products. What Ameri-
cans have found is a CPSC restrained 
by the combination of a far-reaching 
mandate, a shrinking staff, and the 
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smallest budget of any federal health 
and safety agency. 

This is why I rise today to cosponsor 
the CPSC Reform Act of 2007, intro-
duced by Senator MARK PRYOR. This 
act is a comprehensive and aggressive 
reauthorization bill designed to revi-
talize the Commission and improve 
consumer safety through stronger con-
sumer protection laws, increased au-
thority, and increased authorization 
levels necessary for the CPSC to do its 
job well. 

To say a CPSC budget and staffing 
increase is long overdue is a gross un-
derstatement. The last time the CPSC 
was reauthorized was in 1990. In order 
for the CPSC to complete its mission, 
it needs steady funding. This is why 
the CPSC Reform Act officially reau-
thorizes the Commission for the next 7 
years. Beginning with an authorization 
of $80 million for fiscal year 2009, the 
funding levels would increase by 10 per-
cent per year, culminating at approxi-
mately $141.7 million for fiscal year 
2015. 

Furthermore, to improve CPSC’s 
ability to test consumer products, the 
bill authorizes an additional $20 mil-
lion for fiscal year 2009 and fiscal year 
2010 for much needed repair, re-equip-
ping, and upgrading of the CPSC’s re-
search, development, and testing facil-
ity. 

The CPSC Reform Act also directs 
the Commission to increase its number 
of full-time employees to at least 500 
within the first 5 years, returning the 
CPSC to staffing levels comparable to 
those maintained by the Clinton ad-
ministration. When the CPSC was es-
tablished in 1973, it had 786 full-time 
employees responsible for the safety of 
10,000 consumer products. Today, the 
CPSC is responsible for more than 
15,000 consumer products—many of 
which are manufactured overseas. Yet 
today, the CPSC functions with only 
420 full-time employees. This bill takes 
great strides in restoring these staffing 
levels. 

Additionally, although the CPSC is 
authorized to have five Commissioners, 
the agency has been operating with 
only two Commissioners since July 
2006. The CPSC Reform Act eliminates 
a 1992 limitation on the use of funds for 
more than three Commissioners and 
urges the President to appoint a full 
complement of five Commissioners. 

Adequate funding and staffing are 
only the beginning. The CPSC Reform 
Act also strengthens consumer prod-
ucts safety laws. 

First, the Act increases the max-
imum per violation civil penalty from 
$8000 to $250,000 and the maximum civil 
penalty for a related series of viola-
tions from $1.825 million to $100 mil-
lion. 

Second, the Act strikes the require-
ment that violators of the Consumer 
Product Safety Act, CPSA, may only 
be criminally prosecuted after repeated 

warnings. It also makes a knowing vio-
lation of the CPSA punishable by up to 
a 1-year imprisonment and a knowing 
and willful violation punishable by up 
to a 5-year imprisonment. 

The act also goes to the heart of the 
recent consumer product recalls. It 
bans the use of lead in children’s prod-
ucts and establishes a maximum level 
trace amount of lead allowed in such 
products. It directs manufacturers to 
label children’s products with marks 
that can be used to identify the source, 
production date, and other information 
useful to facilitate a recall. 

Additionally, the act directs the 
CPSC to establish a protocol for manu-
facturers and importers to have inde-
pendent third party compliance certifi-
cation for children’s consumer prod-
ucts under CPSC jurisdiction. Further, 
the measure authorizes the CPSC to 
refer importers found to have com-
mitted multiple violations of the CPSA 
to U.S. Customs and Border Protection 
with the recommendation that the im-
porter’s license be revoked. 

The CPSC is tasked with keeping un-
safe and harmful products off our store 
shelves and out of our homes and the 
hands of our children. This line of de-
fense has grown thin because of a lack 
of resources, staffing, and authorities. 
Although the dedicated career staff has 
continued to work diligently under try-
ing circumstances and limited re-
sources, Congress must act quickly to 
give them the tools to do their job bet-
ter, so that consumer confidence can be 
restored. 

I look forward to working with my 
colleagues on this comprehensive CPSC 
reauthorization legislation. 

By Mr. COLEMAN (for himself 
and Ms. KLOBUCHAR): 

S. 2047. A bill to require enhanced 
disclosures to consumers purchasing 
flood insurance and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Banking, Hous-
ing, and Urban Affairs. 

Mr. COLEMAN. Mr. President, I rise 
today to introduce the Flood Insurance 
Disclosure Act of 2007. I thank my Min-
nesota colleague, Senator KLOBUCHAR, 
for her cosponsorship of this bill. 

Last month, the southeastern part of 
my State of Minnesota was the scene of 
devastating, historic flooding that 
claimed seven lives, caused widespread 
damage to the area’s homes, businesses 
and infrastructure and disrupted the 
day-to-day lives of countless Minneso-
tans. 

As I traveled in the flood ravaged 
areas, I was troubled to hear and learn 
that only a few residents had flood in-
surance. Even more troubling were re-
ports that some residents had been told 
they could not get flood insurance. 

One telling statistic is that in the 
seven Federally declared disaster coun-
ties, which include Olmsted and Wi-
nona counties, less than 1 percent of all 
households had flood insurance. Cer-

tainly we can do better and must do 
better. 

In an effort to increase the number of 
residents with flood insurance and to 
make sure residents get the informa-
tion they need about flood insurance, 
today I am introducing legislation to 
amend the National Flood Insurance 
Act of 1968 to require insurance compa-
nies to disclose noncoverage of flood 
insurance in homeowner’s and renter’s 
policies, as well as the resident’s eligi-
bility for flood insurance. 

The Federal Government long ago 
recognized the importance of flood in-
surance and that is why we have the 
National Flood Insurance Program 
which makes available, in partnership 
with insurance companies, flood insur-
ance to households. At the end of day, 
flood insurance can serve as a financial 
life saver in flood disasters, while fed-
eral disaster assistance is, at best, a 
lifeline. 

At the end of the day flood insurance 
is really about an ounce of prevention 
being worth a pound of cure. It is my 
hope that through this legislation 
more Minnesotans and Americans will 
obtain flood insurance in order to pro-
tect their financial well-being in the 
event of a flood disaster. 

I ask unanimous consent that the 
text of the bill be printed in the 
RECORD. 

There being no objection, the text of 
the bill was ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD, as follows: 

S. 2047 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Flood Insur-
ance Disclosure Act of 2007’’. 
SEC. 2. ADDITIONAL REQUIREMENTS OF INSUR-

ERS. 
Part A of Chapter II of the National Flood 

Insurance Act of 1968 (42 U.S.C. 4051 et seq.) 
is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing: 
‘‘SEC. 1337. ADDITIONAL REQUIREMENTS OF IN-

SURERS. 
‘‘(a) DISCLOSURE OF NONCOVERAGE.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Each insurance company 

or other insurer shall disclose, in writing, to 
any homeowner or renter who purchases a 
homeowner’s or renter’s insurance policy 
from such company or insurer that such pol-
icy does not include flood insurance coverage 
as described under chapter I. 

‘‘(2) PLACEMENT OF DISCLOSURE.—The dis-
closure required under paragraph (1) shall 
be— 

‘‘(A) in English; 
‘‘(B) composed in a clear and conspicuous 

manner; and 
‘‘(C) displayed on the insurance policy de-

scribed under such paragraph. 
‘‘(b) DISCLOSURE OF ELIGIBILITY.—Each in-

surance company or other insurer shall dis-
close, in writing, at the time of sale of any 
homeowner’s or renter’s insurance policy to 
the purchaser of such policy— 

‘‘(1) that such person may be eligible to 
purchase flood insurance coverage as de-
scribed under chapter I; and 

‘‘(2) the telephone number and Internet ad-
dress by which the purchaser can contact the 
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National Flood Insurance Program in order 
to obtain such flood insurance coverage. 

‘‘(c) RECORD KEEPING.—Each insurance 
company or other insurer shall keep and 
maintain an accurate record of each disclo-
sure provided under this section.’’. 

By Mrs. FEINSTEIN: 
S. 2048. A bill for the relief of Jose 

Buendia Balderas, Alicia Aranda De 
Buendia, and Ana Laura Beundia 
Arandia; to the Committee on the Ju-
diciary. 

Mrs. FEINSTEIN. Mr. President, 
today I am offering legislation to pro-
vide lawful permanent residence status 
to Jose Buendia Balderas, his wife, 
Alicia Aranda De Buendia, and their 
daughter, Ana Laura Buendia Aranda, 
Mexican nationals who have been liv-
ing and working in the Fresno area of 
California for over 20 years. 

Jose Buendia is a remarkable indi-
vidual who epitomizes the American 
dream. His father worked as an agricul-
tural laborer in the Bracero program 
over 25 years ago. In 1981, Jose followed 
his father to the U.S., where he worked 
in the shadows to help provide for his 
family in Mexico. 

Since then, Jose has moved from 
working as a landscaper to construc-
tion, where he is now a valued em-
ployee of Bone Construction in 
Reedley, CA. He has been employed by 
this cement company for the past 8 
years. Although he knew nothing about 
construction when he began working in 
the field, he was disciplined and per-
sistent in his training and is now a lead 
foreman. His employer, Timothy Bone, 
says Mr. Buendia is a ‘‘reliable, hard-
working and conscientious’’ employee. 
In fact, it was Mr. Bone who contacted 
my office to seek relief for Mr. 
Buendia. 

Alicia Buendia, Jose Buendia’s wife, 
has been working as a seasonal fruit 
packer for several years. The family 
has consistently paid all of their taxes. 
Recently, they paid off their mortgage 
and today, they are debt free. They 
have health insurance, savings and re-
tirement accounts, participate in the 
company profit-sharing company, and 
support their family here and in Mex-
ico. In short, they are living the Amer-
ican dream. 

Their daughter, Ana Laura, is an out-
standing student. She earned a 4.0 GPA 
at Reedley High School and was award-
ed an academic scholarship to the Uni-
versity of California—Berkeley. Unfor-
tunately, because of her immigration 
status, she was unable to accept the 
scholarship and her parents now pay 
full out-of-State tuition for her to at-
tend the University of California— 
Irvine. 

Their son, Jose, is a U.S. citizen, and 
attends Reedley High School. For both 
Jose and Ana Laura, the U.S. is the 
only country they know. 

What makes the story of the 
Buendias so tragic is that they would 
have been eligible to correct their ille-

gal status but for the unscrupulous 
practices of their former immigration 
attorney. 

Because Mr. Buendia has been in this 
country for so long, he qualified for le-
galization pursuant to the Immigration 
and Reform Control Act of 1986. Unfor-
tunately, his legalization application 
was never acted upon because his at-
torney, Jose Velez, was convicted of 
fraudulently submitting legalization 
and Special Agricultural Worker appli-
cations. 

This criminal conduct tainted all of 
Mr. Velez’s clients. Although Mr. 
Buendia’s application was found not to 
contain any fraudulent documentation 
associated, it was submitted while his 
lawyer was under investigation. The 
result was that Mr. Buendia was unable 
to be interviewed and obtain legal sta-
tus. 

To complicate matters, it took the 
Immigration and Naturalization Serv-
ice nearly 7 years to determine that 
Mr. Buendia’s application contained no 
fraudulent information. In the mean-
time, the Immigration and Naturaliza-
tion Service reinterpreted the law and 
determined that he was no longer eligi-
ble for relief because he had left the 
U.S. briefly when he married his wife. 

Despite these setbacks, the Buendia 
family has continued to seek legal sta-
tus. They believed they were successful 
when an immigration judge granted 
the family relief based on the hardship 
their U.S. citizen son would face if his 
family was deported to Mexico. Unfor-
tunately, the Government appealed the 
judge’s decision and had it overturned 
by the Board of Immigration Appeals. 

Despite the problems with adjusting 
their legal status, this family has 
forged ahead and continued to play a 
meaningful role in their community. 
They have worked hard. They have in-
vested in their neighborhood. They are 
active in the PTA and their local 
church. 

I believe the Buendia family should 
be allowed to continue to live in this 
country that has become their own. If 
this legislation is approved, the 
Buendias will be able to continue to 
contribute significantly to the U.S. It 
is my hope that Congress passes this 
private legislation. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that text of the bill be printed in 
the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the text of 
the bill was ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD, as follows: 

S. 2048 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. PERMANENT RESIDENT STATUS FOR 

JOSE BUENDIA BALDERAS, ALICIA 
ARANDA DE BUENDIA, AND ANA 
LAURA BUENDIA ARANDA. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding sub-
sections (a) and (b) of section 201 of the Im-
migration and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 
1151), Jose Buendia Balderas, Alicia Aranda 

De Buendia, and Ana Laura Buendia Aranda 
shall each be eligible for issuance of an im-
migrant visa or for adjustment of status to 
that of an alien lawfully admitted for perma-
nent residence upon filing an application for 
issuance of an immigrant visa under section 
204 of such Act or for adjustment of status to 
lawful permanent resident. 

(b) ADJUSTMENT OF STATUS.—If Jose 
Buendia Balderas, Alicia Aranda De Buendia, 
and Ana Laura Buendia Aranda enter the 
United States before the filing deadline spec-
ified in subsection (c), Jose Buendia 
Balderas, Alicia Aranda De Buendia, and Ana 
Laura Buendia Aranda shall be considered to 
have entered and remained lawfully and 
shall be eligible for adjustment of status 
under section 245 of the Immigration and Na-
tionality Act (8 U.S.C. 1255) as of the date of 
the enactment of this Act. 

(c) DEADLINE FOR APPLICATION AND PAY-
MENT OF FEES.—Subsections (a) and (b) shall 
apply only if the application for issuance of 
an immigrant visa or the application for ad-
justment of status is filed with appropriate 
fees not later than 2 years after the date of 
the enactment of this Act. 

(d) REDUCTION OF IMMIGRANT VISA NUM-
BERS.—Upon the granting of an immigrant 
visa or permanent residence to Jose Buendia 
Balderas, Alicia Aranda De Buendia, and Ana 
Laura Buendia Aranda, the Secretary of 
State shall instruct the proper officer to re-
duce by 3, during the current or next fol-
lowing fiscal year— 

(1) the total number of immigrant visas 
that are made available to natives of the 
country of birth of Jose Buendia Balderas, 
Alicia Aranda De Buendia, and Ana Laura 
Buendia Aranda under section 203(a) of the 
Immigration and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 
1153(a)); or 

(2) if applicable, the total number of immi-
grant visas that are made available to na-
tives of the country of birth of Jose Buendia 
Balderas, Alicia Aranda De Buendia, and Ana 
Laura Buendia Aranda under section 202(e) of 
such Act. 

By Mr. KENNEDY (for himself, 
Mr. SMITH, Mr. ROCKEFELLER, 
Ms. SNOWE, Mr. MENENDEZ, and 
Mr. KERRY): 

S. 2049. A bill to prohibit the imple-
mentation of policies to prohibit 
States from providing quality health 
coverage to children in need under the 
State Children’s Health Insurance Pro-
gram (SCHIP); to the Committee on Fi-
nance. 

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. President, when 
we passed the Children’s Health Insur-
ance Program a decade ago, we made a 
promise to working families to do more 
to help them obtain decent health in-
surance for their children. Today, we 
are keeping that promise. The Senate 
has passed a bipartisan CHIP reauthor-
ization to strengthen the program, 
bring health care to at least four mil-
lion more children, and strengthen the 
outreach and funding for the program. 

CHIP has been a great success for 
children who obtain its coverage. Over 
the last decade, the percentage of unin-
sured children has dropped from 22 per-
cent in 1997 to 13 percent today. And 
that’s in spite of the fact that more 
and more parents have been losing in-
surance coverage through their jobs, 
because employers decide to reduce it 
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or drop it entirely. But 9 million chil-
dren in the United States still lack 
health insurance because they are not 
aware of their eligibility for coverage, 
or because eligibility is too restrictive. 
The CHIP reauthorization bill will 
make a real difference in closing this 
unacceptable gap so that no parents 
are faced with the decision of whether 
they can afford to take their sick child 
to a doctor. 

The Bush administration, however, is 
bent on blocking this progress. The 
Center for Medicare and Medicaid Serv-
ices has issued a new guidance that 
will make it virtually impossible for 
States to expand coverage to children 
in with household incomes above 250 
percent of the Federal poverty level. 
The guidance will be especially disrup-
tive and unfair to CHIP coverage in 18 
states, including Massachusetts, which 
now allows for children in families 
with income levels over 250 percent of 
poverty. 

No State should be forced to cut 
health insurance coverage for children. 
Once again, the Administration has 
shown itself to be out of touch and out 
of step with the priorities of working 
Americans. The Administration’s ac-
tion denies the promise of good health 
care to countless children in commu-
nities across America. 

That is why today, along with Sen-
ators SMITH, ROCKEFELLER and SNOWE, 
I am introducing legislation to nullify 
the new rule from the Centers for Medi-
care and Medicaid Services and allow 
each State to cover children at the in-
come level that is most appropriate for 
their State. Simply, children in all 
States should be able to obtain the 
quality health care they need in order 
to grow and thrive. The administration 
should be ashamed of its cruel attempt 
to revoke this needed coverage, and 
Congress should not allow the new rule 
to stand. 

Mr. SMITH. Mr. President, I rise 
today to introduce a bill, The Better 
Health for America’s Children Act,’’ 
with my esteemed colleague Senator 
EDWARD KENNEDY that will serve to 
block implementation of the Centers 
for Medicare and Medicaid Services, 
CMS, guidance issued on August 17, 
2007, which negatively impacts the 
State Children’s Health Insurance Pro-
gram, SCHIP. I also am pleased to be 
joined by fellow Finance Committee 
members Senator ROCKEFELLER and 
Senator SNOWE as we introduce this 
important bill. 

If allowed to go forward, this new 
policy will have a devastating impact 
on our Nation’s children’s access to af-
fordable health care coverage. The 
guidance, as set out in the August 17 
letter to State Health Officials, sets 
unrealistic standards that will serve 
only to prevent States from covering 
children with incomes above 250 per-
cent of the Federal poverty level, FPL, 
under SCHIP. While the agency has 

stated that it simply is trying to pre-
serve coverage for low-income children, 
this policy will impede a State’s abil-
ity to expand health insurance to chil-
dren whose family income is above 
$42,925 for a family of three. With 
health care costs increasingly being 
priced out of working families’ reach, 
this income limit is unrealistic. In 
July 2007, the U.S. Senate recognized 
this when it passed a bipartisan bill 
that would allow States to cover chil-
dren with family incomes up to 300 per-
cent FPL under SCHIP. 

As the recently released census data 
shows, the number of uninsured chil-
dren grew to 9 million in 2006. The ad-
ministration should be working with 
the U.S. Senate to reauthorize SCHIP 
and deliver to States the tools they 
need to enroll the 6 million children 
who are eligible for SCHIP but not en-
rolled. It shouldn’t be wasting re-
sources on putting up roadblocks in-
tended to prevent coverage. 

I hope that the Senate can work to-
gether to advance this bipartisan pro-
posal to ensure that the SCHIP pro-
gram remains strong and low-income 
children have access the health care. 

By Mr. BROWN: 
S. 2050. A bill to amend title II of the 

Social Security Act to eliminate the 
five-month waiting period in the dis-
ability insurance program, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, today I 
am introducing the Social Security Act 
Improvements for the Terminally Ill 
Act. This is a critical and long overdue 
piece of legislation and I urge my col-
leagues to give it due consideration 
and, ultimately, support. 

In the Senate, we are accustomed to 
making tough decisions on pressing 
issues that have a direct impact on the 
lives of Americans. But few issues are 
both as urgent and as uncomplicated as 
the one now present to the Chamber. 

This bill would waive the 5-month 
waiting period in the Social Security 
disability program for terminally ill 
patients—thus allowing those with just 
months to live to receive the Federal 
benefits they deserve. None of our fel-
low citizens should have to spend their 
last days haggling with the Federal 
Government for benefits that can help 
ease the financial burden associated 
with palliative care, death, and burial. 
Specifically, this bill would authorize 
disability benefits for any eligible indi-
vidual whose disability is expected to 
or does result in the patient’s death be-
fore the end of the current 5-month 
waiting period. 

This commonsense reform would 
grant justice to those, like Ohioan Mr. 
Arthur Woolweaver, Jr., who are being 
effectively ‘‘waited out’’ by the Gov-
ernment. Even though Mr. Woolweaver 
had worked and contributed to Social 
Security all his life and even though 

his disability due to cancer was easily 
verified by the Social Security Admin-
istration, he was still forced to wait 
. . . and wait . . . and wait. Unfortu-
nately, it is now too late for Mr. 
Woolweaver, who passed away on June 
12 of this year. Ultimately, Mr. 
Woolweaver was still waiting for his 
benefits, which would have totaled 
$1,800 per month, when he died this 
summer. This money could have helped 
Mr. Woolweaver’s wife keep their house 
in Cuyahoga Falls, OH. 

Like it or not, the Federal Govern-
ment is often viewed as a faceless and 
heartless bureaucracy. This bill offers 
a chance to take a small step to change 
that image and restore faith in the sys-
tem. I think I speak for most Ameri-
cans when I say that I want my Gov-
ernment to be responsive, logical, and 
compassionate. This bill seeks to 
achieve that ideal. 

f 

SUBMITTED RESOLUTIONS 

SENATE RESOLUTION 318—SUP-
PORTING THE WE DON’T SERVE 
TEENS CAMPAIGN 
Mr. LOTT (for himself and Mr. 

PRYOR) submitted the following resolu-
tion; which was considered and agreed 
to: 

S. RES. 318 

Whereas the 2005 National Survey on Drug 
Use and Health estimates there are 11,000,000 
underage alcoholic beverage drinkers in the 
United States; 

Whereas research shows that young people 
who start drinking alcoholic beverages be-
fore the age of 15 are 4 times more likely to 
develop an alcohol-related disorder later in 
life; 

Whereas surveys show that 17 percent of 
8th graders, 33 percent of high school sopho-
mores, and 47 percent of high school seniors 
report recent drinking; 

Whereas, in a 2003 survey of drinkers ages 
10 to 18, 65 percent said they got the alcohol 
from family members or friends—some took 
alcohol from their own home or a friend’s 
home without permission, and in other cases 
adults, siblings, or friends provided the alco-
hol; 

Whereas the Surgeon General issued a na-
tional Call to Action against underage drink-
ing in March 2007, asking Americans to do 
more to stop current underage drinkers from 
using alcohol and to keep other young people 
from starting; 

Whereas the Leadership to Keep Children 
Alcohol Free initiative is a coalition of Gov-
ernors’ spouses, Federal agencies, and public 
and private organizations which specifically 
targets prevention of drinking in the 9- to 15- 
year-old age group; 

Whereas the National Alliance to Prevent 
Underage Drinking is a coalition of public 
health, law enforcement, religious, treat-
ment and prevention, and other organiza-
tions with the goal of supporting and pro-
moting implementation of a comprehensive 
strategy to reduce underage drinking; 

Whereas the best protections against un-
derage drinking are comprehensive preven-
tion and enforcement strategies that include 
educating parents and members of the com-
munity; 
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Whereas beverage alcohol is a unique prod-

uct and is regulated in such a way as to en-
courage social responsibility; 

Whereas parents should be encouraged to 
talk to their children about the dangers of 
underage drinking; 

Whereas the goal of the We Don’t Serve 
Teens campaign is to educate parents and 
community leaders about effective ways of 
reducing underage drinking; 

Whereas the We Don’t Serve Teens cam-
paign seeks to unite State officials, business 
leaders, parents, and community leaders in 
fighting underage drinking; 

Whereas the Federal Trade Commission 
has partnered with other Government enti-
ties, members of the beverage alcohol indus-
try, and members of the advocacy commu-
nity to educate the public on the dangers of 
underage drinking; 

Whereas the Federal Trade Commission 
has created an Internet website, 
www.dontserveteens.gov, as a resource for 
parents, educators, and community leaders 
concerned with underage drinking; 

Whereas Congress has demonstrated its 
commitment to the prevention of underage 
drinking by enacting the Sober Truth on 
Preventing Underage Drinking Act (STOP), 
which recognizes that the 3-tier system of 
manufacturer, wholesaler, and retailer and 
continued State regulation of the sale and 
distribution of alcohol are critical to pre-
venting access to alcohol by persons under 21 
years of age; and 

Whereas the We Don’t Serve Teens cam-
paign recognizes that all 3 tiers of the bev-
erage alcohol industry play a key role in the 
prevention of underage drinking, and unites 
all of those participants in a concerted effort 
to protect America’s youth: Now, therefore, 
be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 
(1) supports the goals and ideals of cam-

paigns working to prevent underage drink-
ing, including the We Don’t Serve Teens 
campaign; 

(2) recognizes September 10-15, 2007, as 
‘‘National We Don’t Serve Teens Week’’; 

(3) encourages people across the Nation to 
take advantage of the wealth of information 
that can be used to combat underage drink-
ing; and 

(4) commends the leadership and con-
tinuing efforts of all groups working to re-
duce underage drinking, including State and 
local officials, the Federal Trade Commis-
sion, community groups, public health orga-
nizations, law enforcement, and the beverage 
alcohol industry. 

f 

SENATE CONCURRENT RESOLU-
TION 44—EXPRESSING THE 
SENSE OF CONGRESS THAT A 
COMMEMORATIVE POSTAGE 
STAMP SHOULD BE ISSUED HON-
ORING ROSA LOUISE MCCAULEY 
PARKS 
Mr. OBAMA (for himself, Mr. DURBIN, 

Mr. KERRY, Mrs. CLINTON, Mr. ALEX-
ANDER, Mr. CARDIN, Mr. LUGAR, Mr. 
LEVIN, Mr. HARKIN, Mr. LIEBERMAN, Mr. 
REID, Mr. KENNEDY, Mr. BINGAMAN, 
Mrs. BOXER, Mr. DODD, Ms. LANDRIEU, 
Mr. SCHUMER, Ms. STABENOW, Mr. 
BROWN, Mr. VOINOVICH, Ms. MIKULSKI, 
and Mr. WYDEN) submitted the fol-
lowing concurrent resolution; which 
was referred to the Committee on 
Homeland Security and Governmental 
Affairs: 

S. CON. RES. 44 

Whereas Rosa Parks was born Rosa Louise 
McCauley in Tuskegee, Alabama, on Feb-
ruary 4, 1913, and died on October 25, 2005; 

Whereas Rosa Parks was an African Amer-
ican civil rights activist and seamstress 
whom Congress dubbed the ‘‘Mother of the 
Modern-Day Civil Rights Movement’’; 

Whereas Rosa Parks refused on December 
1, 1955, to obey bus driver James Blake’s de-
mand that she relinquish her seat to a white 
man and her subsequent arrest and trial for 
this act of civil disobedience triggered the 
Montgomery Bus Boycott, one of the largest 
and most successful mass movements 
against racial segregation in history, and 
launched Martin Luther King, Jr., one of the 
organizers of the boycott, to the forefront of 
the civil rights movement; 

Whereas Rosa Parks’s role in American 
history earned her an iconic status in Amer-
ican culture, and her actions have left an en-
during legacy for civil rights movements 
around the world; 

Whereas through her role in sparking the 
boycott, Rosa Parks played an important 
part in internationalizing the awareness of 
the plight of African Americans and the civil 
rights struggle; and 

Whereas Rosa Parks epitomized the strug-
gle of everyday people trying to make a dif-
ference, as she took a stand against injustice 
and inequality: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That it is the sense of Congress 
that— 

(1) a commemorative postage stamp should 
be issued by the United States Postal Serv-
ice honoring Rosa Louise McCauley Parks; 

(2) the provision requiring that an honoree 
must have died at least 5 years before this 
honor can be bestowed upon them, excepting 
Presidents of the United States, should be 
waived; and 

(3) the Citizens’ Stamp Advisory Com-
mittee should recommend to the Postmaster 
General that such a stamp be issued. 

f 

AMENDMENTS SUBMITTED AND 
PROPOSED 

SA 2862. Mr. McCONNELL (for himself, Mr. 
SALAZAR, Mr. ALLARD, and Mr. BUNNING) sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be pro-
posed by him to the bill H.R. 1585, to author-
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2008 for 
military activities of the Department of De-
fense, for military construction, and for de-
fense activities of the Department of Energy, 
to prescribe military personnel strengths for 
such fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 2863. Mr. CHAMBLISS submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill H.R. 1585, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

f 

TEXT OF AMENDMENTS 

SA 2862. Mr. MCCONNELL (for him-
self, Mr. SALAZAR, Mr. ALLARD, and Mr. 
BUNNING) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 1585, to authorize appropria-
tions for fiscal year 2008 for military 
activities of the Department of De-
fense, for military construction, and 
for defense activities of the Depart-
ment of Energy, to prescribe military 
personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

On page 470, after the table following line 
22, add the following: 
SEC. 2406. MUNITIONS DEMILITARIZATION FA-

CILITIES, BLUE GRASS ARMY DEPOT, 
KENTUCKY, AND PUEBLO CHEMICAL 
ACTIVITY, COLORADO. 

(a) AUTHORITY TO INCREASE AMOUNT FOR 
CONSTRUCTION OF MUNITIONS DEMILITARIZA-
TION FACILITY, BLUE GRASS ARMY DEPOT, 
KENTUCKY.—Pursuant to the authority 
granted for this project by section 2401(a) of 
the Military Construction Authorization Act 
for Fiscal Year 2000 (division B of Public Law 
106–65; 113 Stat. 836), as amended by section 
2405 of the Military Construction Authoriza-
tion Act for Fiscal Year 2002 (division B of 
Public Law 107–107; 115 Stat. 1298) and sec-
tion 2405 of the Military Construction Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 2003 (division 
B of Public Law 107–314; 116 Stat. 2698), the 
amount authorized to be appropriated by 
section 2403(14) of this Act for the construc-
tion of increment 8 of a munitions demili-
tarization facility at Blue Grass Army 
Depot, Kentucky, may, subject to the ap-
proval of the Secretary of Defense, be in-
creased by up to $17,300,000 using funds from 
the amounts authorized to be appropriated 
by section 2403(1) of this Act. 

(b) AUTHORITY TO INCREASE AMOUNT FOR 
CONSTRUCTION OF MUNITIONS DEMILITARIZA-
TION FACILITY, PUEBLO CHEMICAL ACTIVITY, 
COLORADO.—Pursuant to the authority 
granted for this project by section 2401(a) of 
the Military Construction Authorization Act 
for Fiscal Year 1997 (Public Law 104–201; 110 
Stat. 2775), as amended by section 2406 of the 
Military Construction Authorization Act for 
Fiscal Year 2000 (division B of Public Law 
106–65; 113 Stat. 839) and section 2407 of the 
Military Construction Authorization Act for 
Fiscal Year 2003 (division B of Public Law 
107–314; 116 Stat. 2698), the amount author-
ized to be appropriated by section 2403(14) of 
this Act for the construction of increment 9 
of a munitions demilitarization facility at 
Pueblo Chemical Activity, Colorado may, 
subject to the approval of the Secretary of 
Defense, be increased by up to $32,000,000 
using funds from the amounts authorized to 
be appropriated by section 2403(1) of this Act. 

(c) CERTIFICATION REQUIREMENT.—Prior to 
exercising the authority provided in sub-
section (a) or (b), the Secretary of Defense 
shall provide to the congressional defense 
committees the following: 

(1) Certification that the increase in the 
amount authorized to be appropriated— 

(A) is in the best interest of national secu-
rity; and 

(B) will facilitate compliance with the 
deadline set forth in subsection (d)(1). 

(2) A statement that the increased amount 
authorized to be appropriated will be used to 
carry out authorized military construction 
activities. 

(3) A notification of the action in accord-
ance with section 2811. 

(d) DEADLINE FOR DESTRUCTION OF CHEM-
ICAL AGENTS AND MUNITIONS STOCKPILE.— 

(1) DEADLINE.—Notwithstanding any other 
provision of law, the Department of Defense 
shall complete work on the destruction of 
the entire United States stockpile of lethal 
chemical agents and munitions, including 
those stored at Blue Grass Army Depot, Ken-
tucky, and Pueblo Chemical Depot, Colo-
rado, by the deadline established by the 
Chemical Weapons Convention, and in no cir-
cumstances later than December 31, 2017. 

(2) REPORT.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—Not later than December 

31, 2007, and every 180 days thereafter, the 
Secretary of Defense shall submit to the par-
ties described in paragraph (2) a report on 
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the progress of the Department of Defense 
toward compliance with this subsection. 

(B) PARTIES RECEIVING REPORT.—The par-
ties referred to in paragraph (1) are the 
Speaker of the House of the Representatives, 
the Majority and Minority Leaders of the 
House of Representatives, the Majority and 
Minority Leaders of the Senate, and the con-
gressional defense committees. 

(C) CONTENT.—Each report submitted 
under subparagraph (A) shall include the up-
dated and projected annual funding levels 
necessary to achieve full compliance with 
this subsection. The projected funding levels 
for each report shall include a detailed ac-
counting of the complete life-cycle costs for 
each of the chemical disposal projects. 

(3) CHEMICAL WEAPONS CONVENTION DE-
FINED.—In this subsection, the term ‘‘Chem-
ical Weapons Convention’’ means the Con-
vention on the Prohibition of Development, 
Production, Stockpiling and Use of Chemical 
Weapons and on Their Destruction, with an-
nexes, done at Paris, January 13, 1993, and 
entered into force April 29, 1997 (T. Doc. 103- 
21). 

(4) APPLICABILITY; RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.— 
This subsection shall apply to fiscal year 
2008 and each fiscal year thereafter, and shall 
not be modified or repealed by implication. 

SA 2863. Mr. CHAMBLISS submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill H.R. 1585, to author-
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2008 
for military activities of the Depart-
ment of Defense, for military construc-
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of title VII, add the following: 
SEC. 703. SENSE OF SENATE ON COLLABORA-

TIONS BETWEEN THE DEPARTMENT 
OF DEFENSE AND THE DEPARTMENT 
OF VETERANS AFFAIRS ON HEALTH 
CARE FOR WOUNDED WARRIORS. 

(a) FINDINGS.—The Senate makes the fol-
lowing findings: 

(1) There have been recent collaborations 
between the Department of Defense, the De-
partment of Veterans Affairs, and the civil-
ian medical community for purposes of pro-
viding high quality medical care to Amer-
ica’s wounded warriors. One such collabora-
tion is occurring in Augusta, Georgia, be-
tween the Dwight D. Eisenhower Army Med-
ical Center at Fort Gordon, the Augusta De-
partment of Veterans Affairs Medical Cen-
ter, the Medical College of Georgia, and local 
health care providers under the TRICARE 
program. 

(2) Medical staff from the Dwight D. Eisen-
hower Army Medical Center and the Augusta 
Department of Veterans Affairs Medical Cen-
ter have been meeting weekly to discuss fu-
ture patient cases for the Active Duty Reha-
bilitation Unit (ADRU) within the Uptown 
Department of Veterans Affairs facility. The 
Active Duty Rehabilitation Unit, along with 
the Polytrauma Centers of the Department 
of Veterans Affairs, provide rehabilitation 
for members of the Armed Forces on active 
duty. 

(3) Since 2004, 1,037 soldiers, sailors, air-
men, and marines have received rehabilita-
tion services at the Active Duty Rehabilita-
tion Unit, 32 percent of whom served in Oper-
ation Iraqi Freedom or Operation Enduring 
Freedom. 

(4) The Dwight D. Eisenhower Army Med-
ical Center and the Augusta Department of 

Veterans Affairs Medical Center have com-
bined their neurosurgery programs and have 
coordinated on critical brain injury and psy-
chiatric care. 

(5) The Department of Defense, the Army, 
and the Army Medical Command have recog-
nized the need for expanded behavioral 
health care services for members of the 
Armed Forces returning from Operation 
Iraqi Freedom and Operation Enduring Free-
dom. These services are currently being pro-
vided by the Dwight D. Eisenhower Army 
Medical Center. 

(b) SENSE OF SENATE.—It is the sense of the 
Senate that the Department of Defense 
should encourage continuing collaboration 
between the Army and the Department of 
Veterans Affairs in treating America’s 
wounded warriors and, when appropriate and 
available, provide additional support and re-
sources for the development of such collabo-
rations, including the current collaboration 
between the Active Duty Rehabilitation Unit 
at the Augusta Department of Veterans Af-
fairs Medical Center, Georgia, and the behav-
ioral health care services program at the 
Dwight D. Eisenhower Army Medical Center, 
Fort Gordon, Georgia. 

f 

NOTICE OF HEARING 

COMMITTEE ON RULES AND ADMINISTRATION 
Mrs. FEINSTEIN. Mr. President, I 

wish to announce that the Committee 
on Rules and Administration will meet 
on Wednesday, September 19, 2007, at 
9:30 a.m. in order to conduct a hearing 
on S. 1905, the Regional Presidential 
Primary and Caucus Act of 2007, to pro-
vide for a rotating schedule for re-
gional selection of delegates to a na-
tional nominating convention, and for 
other purposes. 

For further information regarding 
this hearing, please contact Howard 
Gantman at the Rules and Administra-
tion Committee, 224–6352. 

f 

AUTHORlTY FOR COMMITTEES TO 
MEET 

COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE, SCIENCE, AND 
TRANSPORTATION 

Mr. SANDERS. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation be authorized to hold a 
hearing during the session of the Sen-
ate on Wednesday, September 12, 2007, 
at 9:30 a.m., in room 253 of the Russell 
Senate Office Building. 

The hearing will focus on the reau-
thorization of the Federal Trade Com-
mission. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

COMMITTEE ON ENERGY AND NATURAL 
RESOURCES 

Mr. SANDERS. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on Energy and Natural Re-
sources be authorized to hold a hearing 
during the session of the Senate on 
Wednesday, September 12, 2007, at 10 
a.m. in room SD–366 of the Dirksen 
Senate Office Building. 

The purpose of the hearing is to re-
ceive testimony on the status of energy 

efficient lighting technologies and on 
S. 2017, the Energy Efficient Lighting 
for a Brighter Tomorrow Act. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

COMMITTEE ON FINANCE 

Mr. SANDERS. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on Finance be authorized to 
meet during the session of the Senate 
on Wednesday, September 12, 2007, at 10 
a.m., in room 215 of the Dirksen Senate 
Office Building, to consider an original 
bill entitled, ‘‘The Medicare, Medicaid 
and SCHIP Indian Health Care Im-
provement Act of 2007’’; H.J. Res 43, 
‘‘Increasing the Statutory Limit on the 
Public Debt’’; and revising sub-
committee assignments for the 110th 
Congress. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

COMMITTEE ON HOMELAND SECURITY AND 
GOVERNMENTAL AFFAIRS 

Mr. SANDERS. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on Homeland Security and Gov-
ernmental Affairs be authorized to 
meet on Wednesday, September 12, 
2007, at 10 a.m. to consider the nomina-
tion of the Honorable Julie L. Myers to 
be Assistant Secretary, U.S. Depart-
ment of Homeland Security. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY 

Mr. SANDERS. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate 
Committee on the Judiciary be author-
ized to meet to conduct a hearing enti-
tled ‘‘Regulatory Preemption: Are Fed-
eral Agencies Usurping Congressional 
and State Authority?’’ On Wednesday, 
September 12, 2007, at 11 a.m. in room 
226 of the Dirksen Senate Office Build-
ing. 

Witness list: 

The Honorable Donna Stone, Dela-
ware General Assembly [R–32], Presi-
dent, National Conference of State 
Legislatures, Dover, DE; Alan 
Untereiner, Attorney, Robbins, Rus-
sell, Englert, Orseck & Untereiner 
LLP, Washington, DC; Collyn Peddie, 
Attorney, Williams Kherkher, Houston, 
TX; Viet Dinh, Professor of Law, 
Georgetown University Law School, 
Washington, DC; David Vladeck, Pro-
fessor of Law, Georgetown University 
Law Center, Washington, DC. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

COMMITTEE ON RULES AND ADMINISTRATION 

Mr. SANDERS. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on Rules and Administration be 
authorized to meet during the session 
of the Senate on Wednesday, Sep-
tember 12, 2007, at 9:30 a.m., in order to 
conduct a hearing to receive testimony 
on the Nomination of Robert C. Tapella 
of Virginia, to be Public Printer, Gov-
ernment Printing Office. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 

objection, it is so ordered. 
f 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA HOUSE 
VOTING RIGHTS ACT OF 2007— 
MOTION TO PROCEED 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that Tuesday, Sep-
tember 18, at a time to be determined 
by the majority leader, following con-
sultation with the Republican leader, 
the Senate proceed to consideration of 
Calendar No. 257, S. 1257, a bill to pro-
vide the District of Columbia a voting 
seat and the State of Utah an addi-
tional seat in the House of Representa-
tives. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
SANDERS). Is there objection? 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, 
there is an objection on this side of the 
aisle. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-
tion is heard. 

CLOTURE MOTION 
Mr. REID. Mr. President, I now move 

to proceed to Calendar No. 257, S. 1257, 
and I send a cloture motion to the 
desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clo-
ture motion having been presented 
under rule XXII, the Chair directs the 
clerk to read the motion. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
CLOTURE MOTION 

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the 
Standing Rules of the Senate, hereby move 
to bring to a close debate on the motion to 
proceed to Calendar No. 257, S. 1257, a bill to 
provide the District of Columbia a voting 
seat, and for other purposes. 

Harry Reid, Joe Lieberman, Patrick 
Leahy, Russell D. Feingold, Benjamin 
L. Cardin, Robert P. Casey, Jr., Ber-
nard Sanders, Barbara A. Mikulski, 
Byron L. Dorgan, Patty Murray, 
Dianne Feinstein, Mary Landrieu, Kent 
Conrad, Robert Menendez, Mark Pryor, 
Ken Salazar, Jim Webb. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the mandatory 
quorum be waived. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. REID. I now withdraw the mo-
tion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The mo-
tion is withdrawn. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the cloture vote on 
this motion to proceed occur at 2:30 
p.m., Tuesday, September 18, and that 
the 15 minutes immediately prior to 
that be for debate with respect to the 
motion, with the time equally divided 
and controlled between the two leaders 
or their designees. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that if cloture is in-
voked on the motion to proceed, the 
motion be agreed to, the bill be re-
turned to the calendar, and the Senate 

resume consideration of H.R. 1585, the 
Defense authorization bill; provided 
further that if cloture is invoked and 
the bill is returned to the calendar, 
then the majority leader, after con-
sultation with the Republican leader, 
may turn to the consideration of S. 
1257 at a later time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, 
once again, on this side of the aisle 
there is an objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-
tion is heard. 

f 

UNANIMOUS-CONSENT 
AGREEMENT—H.R. 1124 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that on Tuesday, Sep-
tember 18, following morning business, 
the Senate proceed to the consider-
ation of H.R. 1124, under the following 
limitations; that the only amendments 
in order be the following; a Coburn 
amendment, at the desk, on the topic 
of scholarships; that it be considered 
and agreed to; another Coburn amend-
ment on the subject of public colleges, 
which is also at the desk; that there be 
a total of 65 minutes for debate with 
respect to the bill and amendments, 
with Senator COBURN controlling 30 
minutes, Senator VOINOVICH control-
ling 20 minutes, and Senator AKAKA 
controlling 15 minutes; that upon the 
use or yielding back of time, the Sen-
ate proceed to vote in relation to the 
Coburn amendment; that upon disposi-
tion of the Coburn amendment, the 
bill, as amended, be read a third time, 
and the Senate vote on passage of the 
bill; that no points of order be consid-
ered, and if there are any, they be 
waived by virtue of this agreement. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

TO DESIGNATE A PORTION OF 
INTERSTATE ROUTE 395 LO-
CATED IN BALTIMORE, MARY-
LAND, AS ‘‘CAL RIPKEN WAY’’ 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent the Senate proceed to 
the immediate consideration of H.R. 
3218. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the bill by title. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H.R. 3218) to designate a portion of 

Interstate Route 395 located in Baltimore, 
Maryland, as ‘‘Cal Ripken Way.’’ 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. REID. I just note in passing, the 
Orioles could use Cal Ripken today. 

I ask unanimous consent that the bill 
be read 3 times and passed, the motion 
to reconsider be laid upon the table, 
and any statements be printed in the 
RECORD. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The bill (H.R. 3218) was ordered to a 
third reading, was read the third time, 
and passed. 

Mr. REID. In fact, even though he 
has been retired a number of years, I 
think he could still fit into that team 
as well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

FEDERAL CHARTER TO KOREAN 
WAR VETERANS ASSOCIATION, 
INCORPORATED 

Mr. REID. I ask unanimous consent 
the Senate proceed to the consider-
ation of Calendar No. 347, S. 1692. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the bill by title. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
A bill (S. 1692) to grant a Federal charter 

to Korean War Veterans Association, Incor-
porated. 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. REID. I ask unanimous consent 
the bill be read 3 times, passed, the mo-
tion to reconsider be laid on the table, 
and any statements be printed in the 
RECORD. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The bill (S. 1692) was ordered to be 
engrossed for a third reading, was read 
the third time, and passed, as follows: 

S. 1692 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. GRANT OF FEDERAL CHARTER TO 

KOREAN WAR VETERANS ASSOCIA-
TION, INCORPORATED. 

(a) GRANT OF CHARTER.—Part B of subtitle 
II of title 36, United States Code, is amend-
ed— 

(1) by striking the following: 
‘‘CHAPTER 1201—[RESERVED]’’; 

and 
(2) by inserting after chapter 1103 the fol-

lowing new chapter: 
‘‘CHAPTER 1201—KOREAN WAR VETERANS 

ASSOCIATION, INCORPORATED 
‘‘Sec. 
‘‘120101. Organization. 
‘‘120102. Purposes. 
‘‘120103. Membership. 
‘‘120104. Governing body. 
‘‘120105. Powers. 
‘‘120106. Restrictions. 
‘‘120107. Tax-exempt status required as condi-

tion of charter. 
‘‘120108. Records and inspection. 
‘‘120109. Service of process. 
‘‘120110. Liability for acts of officers and 

agents. 
‘‘120111. Annual report. 
‘‘120112. Definition. 
‘‘§ 120101. Organization 

‘‘(a) FEDERAL CHARTER.—Korean War Vet-
erans Association, Incorporated (in this 
chapter, the ‘corporation’), a nonprofit orga-
nization that meets the requirements for a 
veterans service organization under section 
501(c)(19) of the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986 and that is organized under the laws of 
the State of New York, is a federally char-
tered corporation. 

‘‘(b) EXPIRATION OF CHARTER.—If the cor-
poration does not comply with the provisions 
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of this chapter, the charter granted by sub-
section (a) shall expire. 
‘‘§ 120102. Purposes 

‘‘The purposes of the corporation are those 
provided in the articles of incorporation of 
the corporation and shall include the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(1) To organize as a veterans service orga-
nization in order to maintain a continuing 
interest in the welfare of veterans of the Ko-
rean War, and rehabilitation of the disabled 
veterans of the Korean War to include all 
that served during active hostilities and sub-
sequently in defense of the Republic of 
Korea, and their families. 

‘‘(2) To establish facilities for the assist-
ance of all veterans and to represent them in 
their claims before the Department of Vet-
erans Affairs and other organizations with-
out charge. 

‘‘(3) To perpetuate and preserve the com-
radeship and friendships born on the field of 
battle and nurtured by the common experi-
ence of service to the United States during 
the time of war and peace. 

‘‘(4) To honor the memory of the men and 
women who gave their lives so that the 
United States and the world might be free 
and live by the creation of living memorial, 
monuments, and other forms of additional 
educational, cultural, and recreational fa-
cilities. 

‘‘(5) To preserve for the people of the 
United States and posterity of such people 
the great and basic truths and enduring prin-
ciples upon which the United States was 
founded. 
‘‘§ 120103. Membership 

‘‘Eligibility for membership in the cor-
poration, and the rights and privileges of 
members of the corporation, are as provided 
in the bylaws of the corporation. 
‘‘§ 120104. Governing body 

‘‘(a) BOARD OF DIRECTORS.—The composi-
tion of the board of directors of the corpora-
tion, and the responsibilities of the board, 
are as provided in the articles of incorpora-
tion of the corporation. 

‘‘(b) OFFICERS.—The positions of officers of 
the corporation, and the election of the offi-
cers, are as provided in the articles of incor-
poration. 
‘‘§ 120105. Powers 

‘‘The corporation has only those powers 
provided in its bylaws and articles of incor-
poration filed in each State in which it is in-
corporated. 
‘‘§ 120106. Restrictions 

‘‘(a) STOCK AND DIVIDENDS.—The corpora-
tion may not issue stock or declare or pay a 
dividend. 

‘‘(b) POLITICAL ACTIVITIES.—The corpora-
tion, or a director or officer of the corpora-
tion as such, may not contribute to, support, 
or participate in any political activity or in 
any manner attempt to influence legislation. 

‘‘(c) LOAN.—The corporation may not make 
a loan to a director, officer, or employee of 
the corporation. 

‘‘(d) CLAIM OF GOVERNMENTAL APPROVAL OR 
AUTHORITY.—The corporation may not claim 
congressional approval, or the authority of 
the United States, for any activity of the 
corporation. 

‘‘(e) CORPORATE STATUS.—The corporation 
shall maintain its status as a corporation in-
corporated under the laws of the State of 
New York. 
‘‘§ 120107. Tax-exempt status required as con-

dition of charter 
‘‘If the corporation fails to maintain its 

status as an organization exempt from tax-

ation under the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986, the charter granted under this chapter 
shall terminate. 

‘‘§ 120108. Records and inspection 
‘‘(a) RECORDS.—The corporation shall 

keep— 
‘‘(1) correct and complete records of ac-

count; 
‘‘(2) minutes of the proceedings of the 

members, board of directors, and committees 
of the corporation having any of the author-
ity of the board of directors of the corpora-
tion; and 

‘‘(3) at the principal office of the corpora-
tion, a record of the names and addresses of 
the members of the corporation entitled to 
vote on matters relating to the corporation. 

‘‘(b) INSPECTION.—A member entitled to 
vote on any matter relating to the corpora-
tion, or an agent or attorney of the member, 
may inspect the records of the corporation 
for any proper purpose, at any reasonable 
time. 

‘‘§ 120109. Service of process 
‘‘The corporation shall have a designated 

agent in the District of Columbia to receive 
service of process for the corporation. Notice 
to or service on the agent is notice to or 
service on the corporation. 

‘‘§ 120110. Liability for acts of officers and 
agents 
‘‘The corporation is liable for any act of 

any officer or agent of the corporation act-
ing within the scope of the authority of the 
corporation. 

‘‘§ 120111. Annual report 
‘‘The corporation shall submit to Congress 

an annual report on the activities of the cor-
poration during the preceding fiscal year. 
The report shall be submitted at the same 
time as the report of the audit required by 
section 10101(b) of this title. The report may 
not be printed as a public document. 

‘‘§ 120112. Definition 
‘‘For purposes of this chapter, the term 

‘State’ includes the District of Columbia and 
the territories and possessions of the United 
States.’’. 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The item relat-
ing to chapter 1201 in the table of chapters at 
the beginning of subtitle II of title 36, United 
States Code, is amended to read as follows: 

‘‘1201. Korean War Veterans Asso-
ciation, Incorporated ................ 120101’’. 

f 

SUPPORTING THE WE DON’T 
SERVE TEENS CAMPAIGN 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent we now proceed to S. 
Res. 318, which was submitted earlier 
today. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the resolution by 
title. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
A resolution (S. Res. 318) supporting the 

We Don’t Serve Teens campaign. 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the resolution. 

Mr. REID. I ask unanimous consent 
the resolution be agreed to, the pre-
amble be agreed to, and the motions to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The resolution (S. Res. 318) was 
agreed to. 

The preamble was agreed to. 
The resolution, with its preamble, 

reads as follows: 
S. RES. 318 

Whereas the 2005 National Survey on Drug 
Use and Health estimates there are 11,000,000 
underage alcoholic beverage drinkers in the 
United States; 

Whereas research shows that young people 
who start drinking alcoholic beverages be-
fore the age of 15 are 4 times more likely to 
develop an alcohol-related disorder later in 
life; 

Whereas surveys show that 17 percent of 
8th graders, 33 percent of high school sopho-
mores, and 47 percent of high school seniors 
report recent drinking; 

Whereas, in a 2003 survey of drinkers ages 
10 to 18, 65 percent said they got the alcohol 
from family members or friends—some took 
alcohol from their own home or a friend’s 
home without permission, and in other cases 
adults, siblings, or friends provided the alco-
hol; 

Whereas the Surgeon General issued a na-
tional Call to Action against underage drink-
ing in March 2007, asking Americans to do 
more to stop current underage drinkers from 
using alcohol and to keep other young people 
from starting; 

Whereas the Leadership to Keep Children 
Alcohol Free initiative is a coalition of Gov-
ernors’ spouses, Federal agencies, and public 
and private organizations which specifically 
targets prevention of drinking in the 9- to 15- 
year-old age group; 

Whereas the National Alliance to Prevent 
Underage Drinking is a coalition of public 
health, law enforcement, religious, treat-
ment and prevention, and other organiza-
tions with the goal of supporting and pro-
moting implementation of a comprehensive 
strategy to reduce underage drinking; 

Whereas the best protections against un-
derage drinking are comprehensive preven-
tion and enforcement strategies that include 
educating parents and members of the com-
munity; 

Whereas beverage alcohol is a unique prod-
uct and is regulated in such a way as to en-
courage social responsibility; 

Whereas parents should be encouraged to 
talk to their children about the dangers of 
underage drinking; 

Whereas the goal of the We Don’t Serve 
Teens campaign is to educate parents and 
community leaders about effective ways of 
reducing underage drinking; 

Whereas the We Don’t Serve Teens cam-
paign seeks to unite State officials, business 
leaders, parents, and community leaders in 
fighting underage drinking; 

Whereas the Federal Trade Commission 
has partnered with other Government enti-
ties, members of the beverage alcohol indus-
try, and members of the advocacy commu-
nity to educate the public on the dangers of 
underage drinking; 

Whereas the Federal Trade Commission 
has created an Internet website, 
www.dontserveteens.gov, as a resource for 
parents, educators, and community leaders 
concerned with underage drinking; 

Whereas Congress has demonstrated its 
commitment to the prevention of underage 
drinking by enacting the Sober Truth on 
Preventing Underage Drinking Act (STOP), 
which recognizes that the 3-tier system of 
manufacturer, wholesaler, and retailer and 
continued State regulation of the sale and 
distribution of alcohol are critical to pre-
venting access to alcohol by persons under 21 
years of age; and 
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Whereas the We Don’t Serve Teens cam-

paign recognizes that all 3 tiers of the bev-
erage alcohol industry play a key role in the 
prevention of underage drinking, and unites 
all of those participants in a concerted effort 
to protect America’s youth: Now, therefore, 
be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 
(1) supports the goals and ideals of cam-

paigns working to prevent underage drink-
ing, including the We Don’t Serve Teens 
campaign; 

(2) recognizes September 10–15, 2007, as 
‘‘National We Don’t Serve Teens Week’’; 

(3) encourages people across the Nation to 
take advantage of the wealth of information 
that can be used to combat underage drink-
ing; and 

(4) commends the leadership and con-
tinuing efforts of all groups working to re-
duce underage drinking, including State and 
local officials, the Federal Trade Commis-
sion, community groups, public health orga-
nizations, law enforcement, and the beverage 
alcohol industry. 

f 

ORDERS FOR FRIDAY, SEPTEMBER 
14 AND MONDAY, SEPTEMBER 17, 
2007 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that when the Senate 
completes its business today, it stand 
in recess until 9:45 a.m. Friday, Sep-
tember 14; that on Friday, the Senate 
conduct a pro forma session only with 
no business conducted; that at the 
close of the pro forma session, the Sen-
ate stand adjourned until 2 p.m., Mon-
day, September 17; that on Monday, 
following the prayer and the pledge, 
the Journal of proceedings be approved 
to date, the morning hour be deemed 
expired and the time for the two lead-
ers reserved for their use later in the 
day; that there then be a period of 
morning business until 3 p.m., with 
Senators permitted to speak for up to 
10 minutes each, with the time equally 
divided and controlled between the two 
leaders or their designees; that at 3 
p.m., the Senate resume consideration 
of H.R. 1585, the Department of Defense 
authorization bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I suggest 
the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the order for the 
quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

EXECUTIVE SESSION 

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the Senate proceed 
to executive session to consider Execu-
tive Calendar Nos. 297 through 301; that 
the nominations be confirmed and the 

motions to reconsider be laid on the 
table, the President be immediately 
notified of the Senate’s action, and the 
Senate then return to legislative ses-
sion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The nominations considered and con-
firmed are as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
Margaret Spellings, of Texas, to be des-

ignated a Representative of the United 
States of America to the Thirty-fourth Ses-
sion of the General Conference of the United 
Nations Educational, Scientific, and Cul-
tural Organization. 

Nancy Goodman Brinker, of Florida, to be 
Chief of Protocol, and to have the rank of 
Ambassador during her tenure of service. 

Harry K. Thomas, Jr., of New York, a Ca-
reer Member of the Senior Foreign Service, 
Class of Minister-Counselor, to be Director 
General of the Foreign Service. 

Paula J. Dobriansky, of Virginia, for the 
rank of Ambassador during her tenure of 
service as Special Envoy for Northern Ire-
land. 

Ned L. Siegel, of Florida, to be Ambassador 
Extraordinary and Plenipotentiary of the 
United States of America to the Common-
wealth of The Bahamas. 

f 

LEGISLATIVE SESSION 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate will now 
resume legislative session. 

f 

RECESS UNTIL FRIDAY, 
SEPTEMBER 14, 2007, AT 9:45 A.M. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, if there is 
no further business to come before the 
Senate, I ask unanimous consent that 
the Senate stand in recess under the 
previous order. 

There being no objection, the Senate, 
at 3:20 p.m., recessed until Friday, Sep-
tember 14, 2007, at 9:45 a.m. 

f 

NOMINATIONS

Executive nominations received by 
the Senate:

DEPARTMENT OF STATE

THOMAS F. STEPHENSON, OF CALIFORNIA, TO BE AM-
BASSADOR EXTRAORDINARY AND PLENIPOTENTIARY OF 
THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA TO THE PORTUGUESE 
REPUBLIC.

DANIEL V. SPECKHARD, OF WISCONSIN, A CAREER 
MEMBER OF THE SENIOR EXECUTIVE SERVICE, TO BE 
AMBASSADOR EXTRAORDINARY AND PLENIPOTENTIARY 
OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA TO GREECE.

TED POE, OF TEXAS, TO BE A REPRESENTATIVE OF THE 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA TO THE SIXTY-SECOND 
SESSION OF THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY OF THE UNITED 
NATIONS.

GEORGE E. PATAKI, OF NEW YORK, TO BE A REP-
RESENTATIVE OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA TO 
THE SIXTY-SECOND SESSION OF THE GENERAL ASSEM-
BLY OF THE UNITED NATIONS.

WILLIAM DELAHUNT, OF MASSACHUSETTS, TO BE A 
REPRESENTATIVE OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 
TO THE SIXTY-SECOND SESSION OF THE GENERAL AS-
SEMBLY OF THE UNITED NATIONS.

KELLY G. KNIGHT, OF KENTUCKY, TO BE AN ALTER-
NATE REPRESENTATIVE OF THE UNITED STATES OF 
AMERICA TO THE SIXTY-SECOND SESSION OF THE GEN-
ERAL ASSEMBLY OF THE UNITED NATIONS.

RODGER D. YOUNG, OF MICHIGAN, TO BE AN ALTER-
NATE REPRESENTATIVE OF THE UNITED STATES OF 
AMERICA TO THE SIXTY-SECOND SESSION OF THE GEN-
ERAL ASSEMBLY OF THE UNITED NATIONS.

MILLENNIUM CHALLENGE CORPORATION

WILLIAM H. FRIST, OF TENNESSEE, TO BE A MEMBER 
OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE MILLENNIUM 

CHALLENGE CORPORATION FOR A TERM OF THREE 
YEARS, VICE CHRISTINE TODD WHITMAN, RESIGNED.

KENNETH FRANCIS HACKETT, OF MARYLAND, TO BE A 
MEMBER OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE MILLEN-
NIUM CHALLENGE CORPORATION FOR A TERM OF TWO 
YEARS. (REAPPOINTMENT)

IN THE COAST GUARD

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES COAST GUARD RESERVE TO THE 
GRADE INDICATED UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 12203:

To be rear admiral (lower half)

CAPT. STEVEN E. DAY, 0000 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES COAST GUARD TO THE GRADE IN-
DICATED UNDER TITLE 14, U.S.C., SECTION 271:

To be rear admiral (lower half)

CAPT. KEVIN S. COOK, 0000
CAPT. DANIEL A. NEPTUN, 0000
CAPT. THOMAS P. OSTEBO, 0000
CAPT. STEVEN H. RATTI, 0000
CAPT. KEITH A. TAYLOR, 0000
CAPT. JAMES A. WATSON, 0000

IN THE MARINE CORPS

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE OF GENERAL IN THE UNITED STATES MA-
RINE CORPS WHILE ASSIGNED TO A POSITION OF IMPOR-
TANCE AND RESPONSIBILITY UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., 
SECTION 601:

To be general

LT. GEN. JAMES N. MATTIS, 0000

IN THE AIR FORCE

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR REGULAR AP-
POINTMENT IN THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED 
STATES AIR FORCE UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 531:

To be lieutenant colonel

JOHN M. ALDEN, JR., 0000

IN THE ARMY

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES ARMY 
MEDICAL CORPS UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTIONS 624 
AND 3064:

To be major

DAVID M. RUFFIN, 0000 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES ARMY 
MEDICAL CORPS UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTIONS 624 
AND 3064:

To be major

TODD A. WICHMAN, 0000 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES ARMY 
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624:

To be major

DONALD S. ABBOTTMCCUNE, 0000
LARRY O. ABRAHAM, 0000
BARCLAY R. ADAMS, 0000
CLARK C. ADAMS II, 0000
LEONARDO ADAMS, 0000
RUSSELL J. ADAMS, 0000
MICHAEL J. ADAMSKI, 0000
MARCUS D. ALLEN, 0000
MICHAEL P. ANDERSON, 0000
WILLIAM C. ARNETT, 0000
KRISTIN M. ARNEY, 0000
DAVID L. AUDO, 0000
PERCY L. AVERETTE, JR., 0000
MICHAEL A. AVILA, 0000
DUSTIN J. BAADTE, 0000
CHRISTOPHER H. BACHMANN, 0000
ANTHONY K. BAKER, 0000
GREGORY W. BAKER, 0000
MICHAEL A. BALL, 0000
STEPHEN J. BANKS, 0000
THEODORE A. BANNER, 0000
JACQUELYN M. BARCOMB, 0000
LEE A. BARNARD, 0000
JOHN M. BASS, 0000
TIA L. BENNING, 0000
JAMES J. BERNI, 0000
THOMAS E. BESSLER, 0000
DEREK S. BICKLER, 0000
JOSEPH C. BILBO, 0000
WADE C. BIRDWELL, 0000
DONALD E. BISHOP, 0000
TIMOTHY P. BLANCH, 0000
ERIC A. BLOMSTEDT, 0000
KATIE J. BLUE, 0000
PHILIP J. BONNEY, 0000
KENNETH N. BOOK, 0000
ERIK L. BOOKER, 0000
CHRISTOPHER R. BORIS, 0000
GEORGE D. BRATCHER, 0000
EDWIN T. BRINKLEY III, 0000
CHRISTOPHER J. BRITT, 0000
LOUIVE B. BROGAN, 0000
STEVEN T. BROTHERS, 0000
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ANDRE M. BROWN, 0000
JEANETTE P. BROWN, 0000
MATTHEW P. BROWN, 0000
ROBERT K. BRUCE, 0000
CHRISTOPHER C. BUCKLEY, 0000
KEVIN P. BUETTNER, 0000
MICHAEL L. BURGOYNE, 0000
BOBBY R. BURRUS, 0000
CHRISTOPHER M. BUTLER, 0000
MATTHEW D. BUTT, 0000
ANDREW D. BYRD, 0000
NATHANEAL R. BYRNES, 0000
JAVIER C. CACERES, 0000
KATHLEEN S. CAGE, 0000
DAMON L. CAIN, 0000
SILAS J. CALHOUN, 0000
ERICA L. CAMERON, 0000
JASON L. CAMPBELL, 0000
RANDALL T. CAMPBELL, 0000
YVETTE L. CAMPBELL, 0000
TRAVIS W. CANNON, 0000
BRENT C. CARROLL, 0000
CLAUDIA CASTILLO, 0000
STUART B. CATE, 0000
PETER H. CHAPMAN, 0000
JAMES M. CHASTAIN, 0000
JUSTIN L. CHEATHEAM, 0000
DAVID A. CHEEK, 0000
JAMES C. CHENEY, 0000
ANDREW L. CHENOWETH, 0000
ANDREW P. CLARK, 0000
TERRY C. CLYBURN, 0000
DUDLEY J. COBB, 0000
JUSTIN K. COLBERT, 0000
MATTHEW A. COLLINS, 0000
ROBERT L. COLLINS III, 0000
JOSHUA B. COMSTOCK, 0000
FORREST V. COOK, 0000
CLAUDINE A. COTTLEDGE, 0000
LASHAWNA L. COVEY, 0000
MELLYORA K. CRAWFORD, 0000
TIMOTHY T. CROSS, 0000
MICHAEL CROUSE, 0000
TIMOTHY S. CROWE, 0000
ANDRE M. CUNNINGHAM, 0000
STEVEN B. CUNNINGHAM, 0000
STUART D. CURTIS, 0000
WYATT E. CUTLER, 0000
STEPHEN M. DAIL, 0000
ILYA DASHEVSKY, 0000
IAN A. DAUNHEIMER, 0000
ERIC R. DAVIS, 0000
JEFFREY A. DAYTON, 0000
CHRISTOPHER T. DEALE, 0000
VICTOR M. DEEKENS, 0000
ROBERT A. DEES, 0000
CHRISTOPHER S. DENHAM, 0000
MARK A. DENTON, 0000
DANIELLE M. DIBACCO, 0000
MICHAEL A. DICK, 0000
TRAVIS J. DOLAN, 0000
KEVIN J. DONLEY, 0000
PAUL K. DONNELL, 0000
BRIAN C. DONNELLY, 0000
JOHN C. DRAKE, 0000
TIMOTHY E. DUGGAN, 0000
CHRISTOPHER J. DUNCAN, 0000
PATRICK D. DUNCAN, 0000
JOHNATHAN K. EASLER, 0000
MICHAEL G. EDWARDS, 0000
ERIC N. EICK, 0000
ADAM W. ENNIS, 0000
BERNARD F. EVANS, 0000
JOSEPH H. EVANS, JR., 0000
PAUL J. EWALD, 0000
ADAM L. EXNICIOS, 0000
BRETT T. FEHRENBACHER, 0000
JEREMY J. FINN, 0000
BRIAN P. FLEMING, 0000
BRENT D. FOGLEMAN, 0000
LAWRENCE M. FORSYTH, 0000
SHANNON L. FORTNER, 0000
JEREMY R. FOWLER, 0000
KYLE I. FOX, 0000
BRYCE E. FREDERICKSON, 0000
AARON L. FREEMAN, 0000
BRYON G. GALBRAITH, 0000
SEAN J. GALLAGHER, 0000
SHANE W. GARRISON, 0000
JIMMY T. GAW, 0000
BRIAN M. GELLMAN, 0000
ROBERT T. GERALD, 0000
NADINE C. GERBER, 0000
LYNDA J. GERHART, 0000
JEFFREY T. GIBBONS, 0000
JOSHUA A. GILLEN, 0000
MICHAEL A. GLOTFELTY, 0000
GARY J. GOLUBSKI, 0000
TIMOTHY A. GORMAN, 0000
MICHAEL D. GOSSETT, 0000
AARON M. GOULD, 0000
BRADFORD M. GRANE, 0000
BENNETT GREEN, 0000
ERIC B. GREEN, 0000
WILLIAM B. GREEN, 0000
THOMAS D. GREENE, 0000
BRYAN N. GROVES, 0000
JIMMIE P. GUFFEY, 0000
JERRY J. HALL, 0000
STEPHEN M. HALL, 0000
BRIAN K. HAMILTON, 0000
JOSHUA J. HAMILTON, 0000

ROBERT J. HANNAH, 0000
KRISJON A. HANSON, 0000
DAVID C. HARMANTAS, 0000
MATTHEW D. HASTING, 0000
TODD C. HATHAWAY, 0000
MATTHEW A. HECKER, 0000
SCOTT B. HEDBERG, 0000
GLEN R. HEES, 0000
MATTHEW W. HEIM, 0000
SHANNON E. HELBERG, 0000
WILLIAM D. HEMPHILL, 0000
JAMES R. HENRY, 0000
MARK E. HENRY, 0000
ANDREW J. HIERSTETTER, 0000
KIMBERLY D. HILAND, 0000
JIMMY W. HILL, 0000
CHARLES M. HITCHCOCK, 0000
BRENDAN R. HOBBS, 0000
KEITH D. HOCKMAN, 0000
BRYAN E. HOOPER, 0000
JOHN J. HOSEY, JR., 0000
JAMES HOWIE IV, 0000
SAMUEL H. HUDDLESTON, 0000
JOEL W. HUELSMANN, 0000
MIKEL E. HUGO, 0000
JOHN C. HUNZIKER, 0000
NATHAN C. HURT, 0000
CARL N. HYDE, 0000
ANTHONY J. IANOZI, 0000
JOHN M. IVES, 0000
CUTIE J. JACKSON, 0000
JEFFREY S. JACKSON, 0000
BRIAN P. JACOBSON, 0000
DON J. JAMOLES, 0000
ROBERT J. JOHANEK, 0000
BYRON G. JOHNSON, 0000
JAMES R. JOHNSON, 0000
JAY R. JOHNSON, 0000
JERAMIE D. JOHNSON, 0000
RICHARD A. JOHNSON, 0000
ROBERT R. JOHNSTON II, 0000
DAMIAN M. JONES, 0000
LEONARD E. JONES, 0000
MICHAEL R. JONES, 0000
PAUL A. JONES II, 0000
BRIAN M. JORGENSON, 0000
JEFFREY C. KACALA, 0000
BRIAN M. KADET, 0000
GALEN R. KANE, 0000
ERIC G. KARIS, 0000
SCOTT T. KASTELIC, 0000
GREGORY P. KEENEY, 0000
EDWARD W. KENDALL, 0000
KAREN L. KETTER, 0000
JASON S. KINKAID, 0000
RICHARD A. KIPHUTH, 0000
JOEL P. KLEEHAMMER, 0000
DIANE E. KLEIN, 0000
DAVID C. KLINE, 0000
MATTHEW D. KOEHLER, 0000
ERIK E. KOENIG, 0000
MICHAEL T. KOSUDA, 0000
SUZI H. KOZUKI, 0000
ERIK D. KRAGER, 0000
KANAME K. KUNIYUKI II, 0000
YUKIO A. KUNIYUKI III, 0000
SHAWN W. KYLE, 0000
BRYAN D. LAKE, 0000
CARL J. LAMONICA, JR., 0000
MICHAEL A. LANDIN, 0000
NATHAN H. LEDBETTER, 0000
JULIA M. LEE, 0000
CHRISTOPHER M. LEUNG, 0000
CHRISTIAN T. LEWIS, 0000
THEODORE T. LIEBREICH, 0000
BRETT D. LINDBERG, 0000
KELLEY D. LITZNER, 0000
MONTRESE R. LOVE, 0000
SEAN D. LOVETT, 0000
ADAM L. LOWMASTER, 0000
MICHAEL B. LOWSEN, 0000
LUKE D. LUDOVICO, 0000
JOSE A. LUGOPEREZ, 0000
PHILLIP L. LUST, 0000
DAVID C. LYNN, 0000
NEILL A. MACLEOD III, 0000
RICHARD MAPLES, 0000
CHRISTOPHER D. MARCHETTI, 0000
CHRISTOPHER E. MARKS, 0000
CHRISTOPHER M. MARTINEZ, 0000
RODNEY M. MASON, 0000
JAMES R. MATHESON, 0000
DANIEL I. MATTEI, 0000
LATASHA M. MATTHEWS, 0000
ROBERT L. MAY, 0000
ANDREW D. MCCABE, 0000
HENRY W. MCCAMEY, 0000
MICHAEL E. MCCARTHY, 0000
DAVIS K. MCELWAIN, 0000
JOSHUA D. MCGARY, 0000
KECIA L. MCGRIFF, 0000
THURMAN C. MCKENZIE, 0000
DOUGLAS J. MCNAIR, 0000
JIMMY L. MCNAIR, 0000
ROBERT A. MCVEY, JR., 0000
PAUL C. MEAUX, 0000
ANDREW J. MEETZE, 0000
MICHAEL G. MESKUNAS, 0000
JOHN J. MEYERS, 0000
STEPHEN J. MIKO, 0000
ZACHARY F. MILLER, 0000
BRYAN W. MILLS, 0000

STEVEN G. MISKINIS, JR., 0000
GREGORY R. MITCHELL, 0000
ROBERT G. MITCHELL, 0000
BASEL M. MIXON IV, 0000
MATTHEW J. MOAKLER, 0000
NICHOLAS MONTALTO III, 0000
GEORGE L. MOORE, 0000
WILLIAM C. MOORE II, 0000
JEFFREY M. MUNN, 0000
BRIAN M. MURNOCK, 0000
NATHAN G. MURPHY, 0000
IAN H. MURRAY, 0000
PHILIP J. NAZZARO, 0000
ALAN L. NEWTON, 0000
GEORGE W. NORTHINGTON, 0000
RICHARD J. NOWINSKI, 0000
MICHAEL P. OCONNOR, 0000
TERRENCE J. OCONNOR, 0000
JULIA Y. OH, 0000
JOSEPH E. OHANLON III, 0000
MARTIN H. OKADA, 0000
ROGER B. ORDONEZ, 0000
MATTHEW E. ORRIS, 0000
CHRISTOPHER J. ORTIONA, 0000
CASSANDRA M. OWENS, 0000
DAVID E. OWENS, 0000
WILLIAM T. OWNBY, 0000
JACKIE L. PARKER, 0000
BYRON C. PATERAS, 0000
SAMUEL C. PATTON, 0000
JOSEPH E. PELTIER IV, 0000
CLAUDIA P. PENAGUZMAN, 0000
CLARENCE R. PENNY, 0000
GLEN D. PENROD, 0000
JOHN H. PETERS, 0000
JONATHAN T. PETTY, 0000
KRISTINA M. PHILLIPS, 0000
GREGORY D. PIPES, 0000
ANTHONY F. PISANO, 0000
RODERICK B. PITTMAN, 0000
ERIC C. POSERN, 0000
MICHAEL W. POWELL, 0000
SEANANDRE W. POWELL, 0000
BRANDON A. PRESSLEY, 0000
JAMES H. PRICE III, 0000
WAYNE E. PRINCE, 0000
NICHOLAS E. PRISCO, 0000
SHANNON M. PROKASY, 0000
ROMEO QUREISHI, 0000
JOSE A. RAMIREZ, 0000
MANUEL F. RAMIREZ, 0000
KRISTI J. RAMSEY, 0000
DONALD R. RENKEN, 0000
CLARK W. RICE, 0000
KLAUDIUS K. ROBINSON, 0000
ALFREDO RODRIGUEZ III, 0000
JOSE R. RODRIGUEZ, JR., 0000
RUBEN E. RODRIGUEZFIGUEROA, 0000
MELBERT V. ROLDAN, 0000
MELISSA K. ROONEY, 0000
JAMES M. ROSS, 0000
MARVIN L. ROSS, 0000
KELLIE S. ROURKE, 0000
JOHN A. RUCKAUF, 0000
TONI K. SABO, 0000
CADE M. SAIE, 0000
JOHN H. SANDLER, 0000
FRANKLIN B. SCHERRA, JR., 0000
MATTHEW J. SCHREIBER, 0000
GERHARD M. SCHULZ, 0000
LYNN R. SHARPE, 0000
JAMES A. SHAW, 0000
TYLER M. SHELBERT, 0000
RYAN C. SHIPLEY, 0000
BRYAN P. SHRANK, 0000
ALEXANDER J. SHROM, 0000
CHRISTOPHER M. SIEGRIST, 0000
CHRISTOPHER M. SIMCOE, 0000
KENNETH P. SIVERSON, JR., 0000
JACOB P. SKUGRUD, 0000
CHARLES M. SMITH, 0000
DAVID W. SMITH, 0000
DONALD E. SMITH II, 0000
NATHAN A. SMITH, 0000
ROBERT J. SMITH, 0000
BERNARD L. SNOW, 0000
SANG M. SOK, 0000
SON U. SONG, 0000
ISAAC M. SOUTH, 0000
DAVID K. SOUTHERLAND, 0000
GENE R. SOUZA, 0000
THOMAS S. SOWERS II, 0000
PETER C. SPURR, 0000
MICHAEL P. STACHOUR, 0000
RYAN P. STAMATIS, 0000
WILLIAM J. STARR, JR., 0000
THOMAS L. STJOHN, JR., 0000
JASON P. SUBER, 0000
WAYNE S. SUCHARSKI, 0000
JANG H. SUH, 0000
CASSANDRA J. SUMMERS, 0000
AARON C. SWAIN, 0000
WILLIAM E. SYMOLON, 0000
CHRISTOPHER S. SYNOWIEZ, 0000
ROBERT W. TAYLOR, 0000
MARK A. TERRELL, 0000
DENNIS W. TERRY, 0000
KRIST G. THODOROPOULOS, 0000
CHRISTOPHER M. THOMAS, 0000
JASON A. THOMAS, 0000
DARIN A. TIBBETTS, 0000
JAMES D. TOLBERT, 0000

VerDate Sep 11 2014 11:19 Jul 17, 2017 Jkt 059102 PO 00000 Frm 00061 Fmt 0686 Sfmt 9801 E:\FDSYS\BOUNDRECORD\S12SE7.REC S12SE7ej
oy

ne
r 

on
 D

S
K

30
M

W
08

2P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 B
O

U
N

D
 R

E
C

O
R

D



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 153, Pt. 1724310 September 12, 2007 
JOSHUA P. TRIMBLE, 0000
CHRISTOPHER G. TURNER, 0000
JAMES O. TURNER, JR., 0000
CHARMAINE R. VALMONTE, 0000
VIRGINIA J. VENTURI, 0000
NICOLE E. VINSON, 0000
DAVID E. VIOLAND, 0000
CHRISTOPHER C. VOGEL, 0000
VICTOR A. VOGEL III, 0000
ROBERT T. VOLK, 0000
JASON D. VULCAN, 0000
STEVEN B. WALDROP, 0000
MELLISSA A. WALKER, 0000
JASON M. WARD, 0000
LATISHA M. WAYNE, 0000
GEORGE M. WEILHAMER, 0000
CHRISTOPHER A. WELCH, 0000
MICHELLE D. WERNER, 0000
JASON R. WHIPPLE, 0000
CRAIG A. WHITE, 0000
KIMBERLY N. WHITE, 0000
LAJOHNNE A. WHITE, 0000
MARK R. WHITEMAN, 0000
JOHN F. WHITFIELD, JR., 0000
GEORGE B. WHITTENBURG, 0000
THOMAS M. WIKTOREK, JR., 0000
LUCAS A. WILDER, 0000
CHIKE T. WILLIAMS, 0000
DERRICK B. WILLIAMS, 0000
JOHN A. WILLIAMS, 0000
SHARMETRESE WILLIAMS, 0000
DOUGLAS M. WILLS, 0000
CHARLES L. WILSON, 0000
CARL J. WINOWIECKI II, 0000
CARL J. WOJTASZEK, 0000
TIMOTHY E. WOLFE, 0000
DANIEL C. WOOD II, 0000
JUN Y. YI, 0000
BRUNO A. ZITTO, 0000
BRENDA D. ZOLLINGER, 0000
EARL A. ZORTMAN, 0000
0000
0000
0000
0000
0000
0000
0000
0000
0000
0000
0000 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES ARMY 
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624:

To be major

MALIK A. ABDULSHAKOOR, 0000
SCOTT A. ABRAM, 0000
DAVID A. ACOSTA, 0000
BRIAN S. ADAMS, 0000
CHRISTOPHER T. ADAMS, 0000
JOHN A. ADAMS, 0000
STEPHAN E. ADAMS, 0000
MICHAEL H. ADORJAN, 0000
FREDERICK L. AHERN, 0000
MICHAEL P. ALLARD, 0000
EDWARD M. ALLEN III, 0000
JAMIE D. ALLEN, 0000
VINCENT A. AMERENA, 0000
RUSSELL J. AMES, 0000
KENNETH J. ANDERLE, 0000
BENJAMIN L. ANDERSON, 0000
JASON G. ANDERSON, 0000
LEIGHTON W. ANGLIN, 0000
RONALD E. ANZALONE, 0000
RYAN T. ARMSTRONG, 0000
THOMAS J. ARRIAGA, 0000
KINDRA F. ARTHUR, 0000
MICHAEL S. AVEY, 0000
MICHELLE M. AVOLIO, 0000
MARK A. AYSON, 0000
BRETT A. BAIR, 0000
MICHAEL D. BAJEMA, 0000
MICHAEL B. BAKA, 0000
MICHELLE L. BALDANZA, 0000
CHARLES L. BALDWIN, 0000
DARREN R. BALDWIN, 0000
DAVID A. BARBER, 0000
JAMES A. BARBER, 0000
ANTHONY P. BARBINA, 0000
BENJAMIN R. BARLOW, JR., 0000
JAMES R. BARROWS, 0000
MARK A. BARTON, 0000
ZACHARY F. BASFORD, 0000
STEPHEN L. BATTLE, 0000
SHAWN M. BAULT, 0000
KEVIN W. BAYLESS, 0000
ANDREW BEAL, 0000
DAVID T. BEARD, 0000
BENNY R. BEASLEY, 0000
KEVEN P. BEATTIE, 0000
THOMAS A. BECKSTRAND, 0000
JOANKELIA A. BELFON, 0000
LAWRENCE W. BENGAL, 0000
MATTHEW C. BENIGNI, 0000
HENRY M. BENNETT, JR., 0000
HOLLI A. BENNETT, 0000
MARK E. BENNETT, JR., 0000
SAMUEL L. BENSON, 0000
ERIK W. BENTON, 0000

PHILLIP A. BERGERON, 0000
JOHN M. BERGMAN, 0000
DENISE M. BERRY, 0000
JOSEPH M. BERTHELOTTE, 0000
ROBERT P. BEUERLEIN, 0000
ANDREW M. BEYER, 0000
MARK A. BIRD, 0000
JOSEPH W. BISHOP, 0000
BRANDON A. BISSELL, 0000
RICHARD A. BLACKBURN, JR., 0000
MARA L. BOGGS, 0000
AARON D. BOHRER, 0000
MANDI L. BOHRER, 0000
JENNIFER L. BOMARK, 0000
GARY S. BONHAM, 0000
JOSHUA R. BOOKOUT, 0000
JAMES L. BOOTH, 0000
JARED D. BORDWELL, 0000
DANIEL A. BOSTICK, 0000
WALTER S. BOTWINSKI, 0000
RYAN P. BOYLE, 0000
JOSHUA J. BRADLEY, 0000
KEVIN D. BRADLEY, 0000
DAVID A. BRAGG, 0000
KELBY V. BRAKE, 0000
JOSEPH S. BRANNON, 0000
MATTHEW E. BRAY, 0000
MATTHEW A. BREITBACH, 0000
BARRY C. BRINKER, 0000
KIRK E. BRINKER, 0000
THOMAS J. BROCK, JR., 0000
CHRISTOPHER P. BROOKE, 0000
JAY W. BROOKE, 0000
SCOTT T. BROOME, 0000
ANDREW P. BROSNAN, 0000
CHRISTOPHER D. BROUGH, 0000
ANDREW R. BROWN, 0000
JASON S. BROWN, 0000
LOYD W. BROWN, 0000
PHILLIP B. BROWN, JR., 0000
SEAN M. BROWN, 0000
ROBERT E. BROWNSWORD III, 0000
JOSHUA W. BRYAN, 0000
DANFORD W. BRYANT II, 0000
KEITH D. BRYANT, 0000
ROBERT K. BRYANT, 0000
JOSEPH P. BUCCINO, 0000
TODD A. BUCHHEIM, 0000
DAVID R. BUNKER, 0000
CEDRIC L. BURDEN, 0000
JAMES C. BURGESS, 0000
MICHAEL J. BURNS, 0000
JOHN E. BUSA, 0000
MICHAEL A. BUSBY, 0000
CARYN M. BUTLER, 0000
SHAWN D. BUTLER, 0000
CHRISTOPHER S. BYE, 0000
WILLIAM F. BYRD IV, 0000
DARIO P. CALABRESE, 0000
THOMAS A. CALDWELL, 0000
AMMON S. CAMPBELL, 0000
STUART A. CAMPBELL, 0000
GREGORY V. CAMPION, 0000 
SCOTT C. CAPEHART, 0000 
STEPHEN E. CAPEHART, 0000 
KEVIN A. CAPOZZOLI, 0000 
EDWARD S. CARDEN, 0000 
PAUL S. CARLOCK, 0000 
DARRELL W. CARR, 0000 
PAUL D. CARRON, 0000 
JOHN P. CARSON IV, 0000 
MICHAEL B. CARSON, 0000 
TANEHA N. CARTER, 0000 
STEPHEN V. CARUSO, 0000 
JOHN W. CASARES, 0000 
CAMERON C. CASHMAN, 0000 
JOHN M. CASIANO, 0000 
LOU M. CASTILLO, 0000 
CHARLES B. CAUDILL, 0000 
EDGAR CAVAZOS, 0000 
JON C. CECALUPO, 0000 
BRYAN K. CECRLE, 0000 
MICHAEL J. CHAGARIS, 0000 
JEREMY J. CHAPMAN, 0000 
PETER C. CHARBONNEAU, 0000 
SCOTT B. CHENEY, 0000 
JUSTIN M. CHEZEM, 0000 
VARMAN S. CHHOEUNG, 0000 
CURRAN D. CHIDESTER, 0000 
KWOK F. CHIU, 0000 
JOHN J. CICCARELLO, 0000 
JOSEPH R. CLABURN, 0000 
THOMAS C. CLAIR, 0000 
JASON A. CLARKE, 0000 
KAREN L. CLARKE, 0000 
KEITH D. CLIPP, 0000 
DAVID S. CLUKEY, 0000 
JAMES T. COBB II, 0000 
EARL K. COCHRAN, 0000 
MICHAEL F. COERPER, 0000 
SCOTT A. COFFEY, 0000 
CHARLES J. COGGER, 0000 
BRYAN K. COHOON, 0000 
ROBERT J. COKER, 0000 
KATE M. CONKEY, 0000 
LUCAS R. CONNOLLY, 0000 
JASON T. COOK, 0000 
LARRY C. COPPINS, 0000 
JONATHAN D. CORNETT, 0000 
ANTHONY L. COSTELLO, 0000 
JON J. COUNTESS, 0000 
GEORGE W. COWLES III, 0000 

EDWARD L. COX, 0000 
TIFFANIE S. COX, 0000 
ROBERT R. CRAIG, 0000 
DONALD E. CRAWFORD II, 0000 
ROBERT G. CRAWFORD III, 0000 
KEVIN G. CROOKS, 0000 
RICHARD L. CROSBY, 0000 
JOHN C. CROTZER, 0000 
RODNEY J. CRUCE, 0000 
RAMON J. CRUZSANCHEZ, 0000 
ADAM T. CUBBAGE, 0000 
JUAN R. CUELLAR, 0000 
PAUL B. CULBERSON, 0000 
JESSE T. CURRY, 0000 
JOHN K. CURRY, 0000 
JAMES R. CUTCHIN, 0000 
MATTHEW P. CUVIELLO, 0000 
ADAM J. CZEKANSKI, 0000 
DARLENE D. DALTON, 0000 
MARC T. DALZIEL, 0000 
HERBERT A. DANIELS, JR., 0000 
MERRILL C. DARAG, 0000 
KEVIN P. DAVENPORT, 0000 
NELSON J. DAVID, 0000 
ALI D. DAVIS, 0000 
EDMOND B. DAVIS, 0000 
MICHAEL R. DAVIS, 0000 
RICHARD J. DAVIS, 0000 
WILLIAM L. DAVIS, 0000 
WILLIAM R. DAVIS, JR., 0000 
JAMES C. DAYHOFF, 0000 
WILLIAM F. DEAKYNE, 0000 
PAUL M. DECECCHIS, 0000 
DAVID F. DEE, 0000 
DAMON A. DELAROSA, 0000 
PATRICIO A. DELAROSA, 0000 
SHEVIN O. DENMARK, 0000 
MATTHEW B. DENNIS, 0000 
STEPHEN S. DENOMS, 0000 
DAVID S. DIAZ, 0000 
CARL D. DICK, 0000 
DAVID DICKAMORE, 0000 
JEREMY J. DIGIOIA, 0000 
RAYMOND E. DILLMAN III, 0000 
MARC J. DISTEFANO, 0000 
RICHARD M. DIXON, JR., 0000 
BYRON A. DOBSON, 0000 
DOUGLAS D. DODD, 0000 
DARREN S. DOHERTY, 0000 
KENNETH H. DOJAQUEZ, 0000 
DWIGHT D. DOMENGEAUX, JR., 0000 
ARAM M. DONIGIAN, 0000 
JOHN C. DONLIN, 0000 
SEAN P. DONNELLY, 0000 
BRYAN T. DONOHUE, 0000 
TERRI L. DORN, 0000 
WILLIAM J. DOUGHERTY, 0000
ROBERT F. DOUGLAS, 0000
STEPHEN E. DOUGLAS, 0000
JAMES W. DOWNING, 0000
SCOTT L. DOWNING, 0000
EARL DOYLE, 0000
TIMOTHY H. DRAVES, 0000
BRIAN M. DUCOTE, 0000
MIRIAM D. DUFER, 0000
ANDREW A. DUGGER, 0000
ANDREW R. DUPREY, 0000
JONATHAN A. EASLEY, 0000
PAUL B. EBERHARDT, 0000
MATTHEW D. EBERHART, 0000
WILLIAM T. ECKLES, 0000
DENNIS D. EDLER II, 0000
JOSEPH G. EDWARDS, 0000
JAMES M. EGAN, 0000
RYAN J. ELLIS, 0000
BARRETT M. EMENHEISER, 0000
SCOTT J. EMMEL, 0000
WILLIAM C. ENGER, 0000
DONALD G. ERICKSON, 0000
ERIC K. ERICKSON, 0000
JOEY L. ERRINGTON, 0000
JOHNNY A. EVANS, JR., 0000
CHRISTOPHER L. FAIRLEY, 0000
MATTHEW S. FARMER, 0000
ALAN E. FAYE, 0000
TIMOTHY J. FERBER, 0000
JEFFREY L. FERGUSON, 0000
JOHN M. FERNAS, 0000
DANIEL FERRIS, 0000
EUGENE J. FERRIS, 0000
BRIAN J. FICKEL, 0000
RAYMOND J. FIELDS, 0000
SHANE F. FINN, 0000
JOSEPH E. FITTS, 0000
MICHAEL T. FITZPATRICK, 0000
BRIAN E. FLORES, 0000
JEREMIAH J. FLOYD, 0000
JASON A. FOERTER, 0000
SHEFFIELD F. FORD III, 0000
JANUS T. FRALEY, 0000
DAVID C. FREEMAN, 0000
RECELLA S. FROBE, 0000
CHAD A. FROEHLICH, 0000
CHRISTOPHER FUHRIMAN, 0000
JAMES G. FUSSELL III, 0000
KIM L. GAGE, 0000
JOHN B. GAGLIARDO, 0000
MARC P. GAGUZIS, 0000
ANTERRIO C. GAINWELL, 0000
WOODROW W. GAMMEL III, 0000
JUSTIN N. GARCIA, 0000
RANDY J. GARCIA, 0000
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JON R. GARDNER, 0000
MARK A. GARDNER, 0000
MATTHEW B. GARNER, 0000
BRADFORD I. GARRISON, 0000
RUBEN GARZA, 0000
DANIEL A. GATES, 0000
DARIN L. GAUB, 0000
JOSEPH R. GEARY, 0000
JOHN J. GEIS III, 0000
JASON T. GENTILE, 0000
CRAIG A. GEORGE, 0000
BRIAN J. GERBER, 0000
WADE A. GERMANN, 0000
JOHN E. GIANELLONI, 0000
DANIEL C. GIBSON, 0000
NATHAN D. GINOS, 0000
TIMOTHY L. GITTINS, 0000
JOSEPH W. GIUSTI, 0000
COREY A. GIVENS, 0000
JASON L. GLEMSER, 0000
ALLEN R. GNASSI, 0000
PHILIP W. GODDARD III, 0000
MICHAEL T. GOLDEN, 0000
MICHAEL GOMEZ, 0000
PATSKY O. GOMEZ, 0000
MATTHEW J. GOMLAK, 0000
RAIMUNDO GONZALEZDUENAS, 0000
MATTHEW F. GOODING, 0000
EVAN H. GOTKIN, 0000
TIMOTHY D. GRABER, 0000
DAVID J. GRAHAM, 0000
JAMES M. GRANDY, 0000
DAVID C. GRAY, 0000
SCOTT W. GRECO, 0000
ERIC E. GREEK, 0000
ROBERT G. GREEN, 0000
ANGELA M. GREENEWALD, 0000
WILLIAM M. GRIESHABER, 0000
MITCHELL D. GRONEWOLD, 0000
TIMON D. GROVES, 0000
STEVEN E. GVENTER, 0000
JEREMY T. GWINN, 0000
MICHAEL J. HAHN, 0000
RAYMOND L. HAKEY, JR., 0000
JEFFERY W. HALL, 0000
JEFFREY D. HALL, 0000
MICHAEL J. HALL, 0000
BRIAN P. HALLBERG, 0000
TODD J. HAMEL, 0000
SALLY C. HANNAN, 0000
BRIAN M. HANSEN, 0000
LEONARD R. HARPER, 0000
ERIC W. HARRELSON, 0000
SCOTT M. HARRINGTON, 0000
BRYAN M. HARRIS, 0000
CHRISTOPHER L. HARRIS, 0000
WILLIAM A. HARRIS, 0000
ERIC HARTUNIAN, 0000
JONATHAN L. HARVEY, 0000
JOSEF S. HATCH, 0000
PETER N. HATHAWAY, 0000
BENJAMIN C. HAUSER, 0000
JOHN J. HAWBAKER, 0000
MARCUS C. HAY, 0000
DAVID P. HAYHURST, JR., 0000
MARK HAYRY, 0000
ANTHONY W. HEARN, 0000
RALPH D. HEATON, 0000
JOSHUA R. HEGAR, 0000
SEAN C. HEIDGERKEN, 0000
STEPHEN A. HEINZ, 0000
JOEL C. HEINZEROTH, 0000
GLEN T. HELBERG, 0000
MICHAEL D. HELTON, 0000
JASON A. HENDERSON, 0000
BEAU A. HENDRICKS, 0000
TIMOTHY C. HERD, 0000
STEPHEN F. HERINGER, 0000
WADE D. HERMAN, 0000
JANET L. HERRICK, 0000
LEVECIA D. HERSEY, 0000
BRIAN D. HEVERLY, 0000
MICHAEL J. HICKMAN, 0000
TONYA M. HIGHTOWER, 0000
JAMES D. HILL II, 0000
STEPHEN D. HILL, 0000
JOHN P. HILTZ, 0000
KHANG N. HO, 0000
GEORGE A. HODGES, 0000
BRIAN T. HOFFMAN, 0000
KYLE M. HOGAN, 0000
ZACHARY B. HOHN, 0000
ROBERT J. HOLCOMBE, 0000
JAMES W. HOLDER, JR., 0000
DEXTER A. HOLLEY, 0000
EDWARD L. HOLLIS, 0000
TODD W. HOOK, 0000
THOMAS R. HOPKINS, 0000
KEVIN D. HORNBUCKLE, 0000
BERNARD HOUSE, 0000
MATTHEW S. HOWARD, 0000
ROBERT C. HOWARD, 0000
STEVEN D. HOWARD, 0000
JUSTIN R. HOWE, 0000
SCOTT L. HOWELL, 0000
SCOTT P. HUBBARD, 0000
RONALD J. HUGHES, 0000
MARVA L. HUMPHREY, 0000
MICHAEL R. HUNT, 0000
ROBERT D. HURD, 0000
DAVID E. HUTCHINSON, 0000
RICHARD C. HYDE, 0000

RICHARD J. IKENA, JR., 0000
ROBERT E. IRBY, 0000
LUIS E. IRIZARRYRIVERA, 0000
D B. IVESTER, 0000
JEFFREY E. IVEY, 0000
MARK IVEZAJ, 0000
CHRISTOPHER J. IWAN, 0000
SEDRICK L. JACKSON, 0000
TRAVIS A. JACOBS, 0000
JASON R. JAJACK, 0000
JEREMY W. JAMES, 0000
RANDY P. JAMES, JR., 0000
JAMES A. JANDA, 0000
ANDREW JASSO, 0000
ANTONIO D. JASSO, 0000
CRAIG S. JAYSON, 0000
FRANK E. JEFFERSON, JR., 0000
COLBY C. JENKINS, 0000
NICHOLAS C. JENKINS, 0000
JEFFERY K. JENSEN, 0000
JUSTIN C. JOCUNS, 0000
MATTHEW N. JOHNSEN, 0000
BJORN D. JOHNSON, 0000
DONALD R. JOHNSON, 0000
JESSICA A. JOHNSON, 0000
RAYMOND E. JOHNSON, JR., 0000
RODNEY D. JOHNSON, 0000
STEPHEN B. JOHNSON, 0000
TRACY D. JOHNSON, 0000
JASON A. JOHNSTON, 0000
HARRY H. JONES IV, 0000
KEITH M. JONES, 0000
ANDREW Q. JORDAN, 0000
CHRISTOPHER E. JUDGE, 0000
ANDREW G. JUGAN, 0000
BRIAN T. KAISER, 0000
CHANG S. KANG, 0000
MARK A. KAPERAK, 0000
STEPHEN M. KAPLACHINSKI, 0000
CHRISTOPHER G. KASKER, 0000
NICHOLAUS KASZCZUK, 0000
EDWARD W. KEEL, 0000
BLAKE W. KEIL, 0000
DEREK R. KELLER, 0000
JAMES C. KELLER, 0000
ZACHARY D. KERNS, 0000
RYAN D. KEYS, 0000
JAMES A. KIEVIT, 0000
ROSS A. KILBURN, 0000
JOSEPH KIM, 0000
NGAN M. KIM, 0000
ROBERT C. KIMMEL, 0000
LIAM J. KINGDON, 0000
PHILLIP J. KINIERY III, 0000
CHRISTOPHER J. KIRK, 0000
ROBERT G. KLARENBACH, 0000
DAMON M. KNARR, 0000
BENJAMIN W. KNIPSCHER, 0000
JEFFREY R. KNUDSON, 0000
JONATHAN R. KOVACH, 0000
KURT L. KRAUSS, 0000
MARC A. KRAUSS, 0000
PAUL R. KREINHEDER, 0000
ERIC J. KUNAK, 0000
STEVEN J. KURCZAK, 0000
THOMAS A. KURTZ, 0000
SCOTT A. KUTSCHER, 0000
CHRISTOPHER T. KUZIO, 0000
ADAM J. LACKEY, 0000
JASON A. LACROIX, 0000
JASON J. LAGEMAN, 0000
PHILLIP H. LAMB, 0000
CHRISTOPHER S. LANE, 0000
LESHAWN M. LANGFORD, 0000
THOMAS M. LANGSTON, 0000
ERIK M. LARA, 0000
MARK J. LAVIN II, 0000
THOMAS E. LAYBOURN, 0000
THOMAS E. LAYTON, 0000
VIET Q. LE, 0000
EDDY J. LEE, 0000
ERIC W. LEHMANN, 0000
RYAN M. LEIGH, 0000
BILLY L. LEJEUNE, 0000
MATTHEW J. LENNOX, 0000
JEFFREY J. LESPERANCE, 0000
RYAN P. LEVESQUE, 0000
ADAM J. LEWIS, 0000
HEATH M. LEWIS, 0000
JASON T. LEWIS, 0000
TRACEY E. LEWIS, 0000
CHRISTOPHER O. LIEB, 0000
BRENT W. LINDEMAN, 0000
MICHAEL A. LIPSNER, 0000
STEFAN J. LOCKTON, 0000
CENETHEA R. LOFBOM, 0000
BRIAN T. LONGWELL, 0000
JOHN F. LORY, 0000
WILLIAM LOUIE, 0000
MATTHEW F. LOUVET, 0000
ALEXANDER C. LOVASZ, 0000
DAVID V. LOZANO, 0000
WAYNE R. LUDWIG, 0000
KENDRICK L. LUSK, 0000
BRIAN P. LUTI, 0000
ANDREW J. LYMAN, 0000
EDWARD J. LYNCH, 0000
GARY J. LYSAGHT, 0000
TRENT J. LYTHGOE, 0000
JASON S. MACKENZIE, 0000
THOMAS N. MACMILLIN, 0000
SEAN T. MACRAE, 0000

TIMOTHY M. MAHONEY, 0000
JOHN A. MAILMAN, JR., 0000
MICHAEL J. MANNION, 0000
LAFRAN MARKS, 0000
PETER J. MARQUES, 0000
CHRISTOPHER M. MARQUEZ, 0000
AARON M. MARTIN, 0000
CHRISTIAN R. MARTIN, 0000
DAVID C. MARTIN, 0000
ELIZABETH A. MARTIN, 0000
JAMES S. MARTIN, 0000
TYRONE W. MARTIN, 0000
ALEX T. MARTINEZ, 0000
TIMOTHY S. MARZANO, 0000
ALICIA M. MASSON, 0000
JARRET D. MATHEWS, 0000
EDWIN D. MATTHAIDESS III, 0000
ROBERT W. MATTHEWS, 0000
RAYMOND M. MATTOX, 0000
JAMES D. MAXWELL, 0000
SHANNON D. MCATEER, 0000
MICHAEL F. MCBRIDE, 0000
SEAN M. MCBRIDE, 0000
JEREMY S. MCCALLISTER, 0000
MICHAEL R. MCCARSON, 0000
BRIAN E. MCCARTHY, 0000
PATRICK M. MCCARTHY, 0000
TARA L. MCCARTY, 0000
GINAMARIE W. MCCLOSKEY, 0000
SEAN M. MCCLURE, 0000
TRAVIS E. MCCRACKINE, 0000
TIMOTHY B. MCCULLOH, 0000
MICHAEL P. MCCUSKER, 0000
CHRISTOPHER C. MCGARRY, 0000
SEAN P. MCGEE, 0000
WILLIAM P. MCGLOTHLIN, 0000
KASI E. MCGRAW, 0000
TIM M. MCGREW, 0000
MATTHEW J. MCGUIRE, 0000
ROBERT E. MCGUIRE, 0000
TRAVIS L. MCINTOSH, 0000
SEAN P. MCKENNA, 0000
KRISTIAN MCKENNEY, 0000
GEOFFREY M. MCKENZIE, 0000
SCOTT W. MCLELLAN, 0000
WILLIAM C. MCLIN, 0000
KALI A. MCMURRAY, 0000
STEVEN R. MEEK, 0000
JUAN R. MEJIA, 0000
JON W. MEREDITH, 0000
MATTHEW A. MERTZ, 0000
MARCUS W. MESSERSCHMITT, 0000
KEYES M. METCALF, 0000
CARY J. METZ, 0000
BENJAMIN D. METZLER, 0000
DANIEL J. MEYERS, 0000
RYAN M. MIEDEMA, 0000
EDWARD D. MILLER, 0000
JACOB W. MILLER, 0000
SCOTT D. MILLER, 0000
TIMOTHY M. MILLER, 0000
EDWARD E. MILLS, 0000
RICKY W. MILLS, JR., 0000
DUSTIN R. MITCHELL, 0000
JAMES M. MITCHELL, 0000
LUCIUS MITCHELL, JR., 0000
THOMAS E. MITCHELL, 0000
SOOK Y. MIZELL, 0000
PATRICK C. MOFFETT, 0000
CHANDA I. MOFU, 0000
JOHN J. MONTGOMERY, 0000
PETER J. MOON, 0000
ERIC J. MOORE, 0000
RYAN I. MOORE, 0000
RODNEY J. MORGAN, 0000
JASON C. MORITZ, 0000
CHRISTOPHER S. MORRIS, 0000
DANIEL R. MORRIS, 0000
ERIC M. MORRIS, 0000
ANDREW A. MORRISON, 0000
CINDY D. MORTON, 0000
BRIAN T. MOSLEY, 0000
MICHAEL G. MOUROUZIS, 0000
CARLOS E. MOYA, 0000
KEVIN J. MOYER, 0000
SCOTT N. MUDGE, 0000
MICHAEL F. MULHERIN, 0000
KEVIN M. MULLEN, 0000
JAMES E. MULLIN III, 0000
JOSEPH D. MULLINS, 0000
THOMAS D. MURPHY, JR., 0000
DANIEL MURRAY, 0000
MATTHEW W. NAHAS, 0000
TRAVIS C. NAUMAN, 0000
BRIAN J. NEWILL, 0000
BAOHUAN P. NGUYEN, 0000
PATRIC A. NICHOLS, 0000
ROY C. NICKERSON, 0000
JASON M. NIERMAN, 0000
JOSHUA P. NOLAN, 0000
DAVID A. NORRIS, 0000
THERESE L. OBIDINSKI, 0000
JOHN H. OBRIEN IV, 0000
LANCE A. OBRYAN, 0000
SEAN M. OCONNELL, 0000
KEVIN M. OCONNOR, 0000
MARTIN L. ODONNELL, 0000
CHRISTOPHER W. OGWIN, 0000
MARTIN OJEDA, JR., 0000
WILLIAM J. OLIPHANT, 0000
DAVID R. OLSEN, 0000
FREDERICK H. ORNDORFF, 0000
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EMANUEL L. ORTIZCRUZ, 0000
GREGORY P. OSBORN, 0000
MARK A. PACZYNSKI, 0000
DANIEL W. PADGETT, 0000
DAVID J. PAINTER, 0000
JEFFREY S. PALAZZINI, 0000
STEVEN J. PALCZEWSKI, 0000
JAMES T. PALMER, 0000
BRETT R. PANTER, 0000
WAYNE D. PARE, 0000
DAVID H. PARK, 0000
RANDOLPH J. PARK, 0000
FREDRICK B. PARKER, 0000
JEFFREY L. PARKER, 0000
JOSHUA G. PARRISH, 0000
TROY S. PARRISH, 0000
MICHAEL S. PARSONS, 0000
DAVID J. PASQUALE, 0000
FREDERICK PASQUALE, JR., 0000
SHAWN M. PATRICK, 0000
MARC E. PELINI, 0000
JASON E. PELLETIER, 0000
DOUGLAS J. PELUSO, 0000
SCOTT A. PENCE, 0000
JUAN PEREZ, JR., 0000
DEMETRIUS R. PERRY, 0000
MICHAEL C. PERRY, 0000
VICTORIA L. PETERS, 0000
ROBERT W. PHILLIPS, 0000
STEPHEN C. PHILLIPS, 0000
JUSTIN D. PIERSON, 0000
MATTHEW W. PIKE, 0000
ESTHER S. PINCHASIN, 0000
CHRISTINA A. POLOSKY, 0000
DAVID M. POLSTON, 0000
CLIFFORD A. POTTER, JR., 0000
GREGORY J. POVENSKI, 0000
JOEL C. PRATHER, 0000
CHARLES R. PREBLE, 0000
BRYAN C. PRICE, 0000
WILLIAM C. PRUETT, 0000
JUSTIN B. PUTNAM, 0000
SCOTT M. PYRCHALLA, 0000
RICHARD L. QUIRE, 0000
LANDON M. RABY, 0000
KAREN F. RADKA, 0000
FREDERICK D. RAMIREZ, 0000
GABRIEL J. RAMIREZ, 0000
CARLOS A. RAMOS, 0000
CHAD M. RAMSKUGLER, 0000
JONATHAN R. RASTALL, 0000
MATTHEW C. RAWLINS, 0000
DANIEL P. RAYCA, 0000
JERRY B. REDFIELD, 0000
ERIC S. REED, 0000
OTIS E. REGISTER III, 0000
STEPHEN A. RESCH, 0000
ALEJANDRO RESTREPO, 0000
NATHAN P. RETTIG, 0000
JENNIFER A. REYNOLDS, 0000
WENDELL G. RICHARDS, JR., 0000
JOHN B. RICHEY, 0000
HEIDI A. RIDENHOUR, 0000
ANDREW R. RIES, 0000
JOHN J. RIPA, 0000
CHAD F. RISING, 0000
ALEXIS RIVERAESPADA, 0000
ENEIDA RIVERAROSADO, 0000
MADELINE RIVERORODRIGUEZ, 0000
DARREN R. ROBERTS, 0000
DANIEL H. ROBINSON, 0000
KERRY O. ROBINSON, 0000
SHAWNETTE M. ROCHELLE, 0000
PATRICK M. RODDY, JR., 0000
WILLIAM T. RODEBAUGH III, 0000
ALFONSO G. RODRIGUEZ, 0000
BRIAN C. ROEDER, 0000
CRAIG B. ROHRBOUGH, 0000
JAMES M. ROHRER, 0000
JOSE E. ROSARIOMENENDEZ, 0000
SAMUEL ROSARIOVALENTIN, 0000
MARK E. ROSENBERG, 0000
ROBERT J. ROSS, 0000
JASON K. ROUNDY, 0000
MATTHEW L. ROWLAND, 0000
SHAWN W. RUMMEL, 0000
KEVIN L. RUNKLE, 0000
STEPHAN J. RUPPELLEE, 0000
MICHAEL L. RUSH, 0000
PAUL J. RUSSELL, 0000
ANDREW L. RYAN, 0000
ETIENNE R. SABATE, 0000
STEVEN A. SABO, 0000
MELAN P. SALAS, 0000
STEVEN H. SAMS, 0000
EDWARD K. SAMUELIAN, JR., 0000
CARLO J. SANCHEZ, 0000
ROSA C. SANCHEZCAIN, 0000
JOHN W. SANDOR, 0000
MARC D. SANTOS, 0000
LAWRENCE J. SARTORI, 0000
ERIC M. SAULSBURY, 0000
TIMOTHY M. SAWYER, 0000
THOMAS M. SCANZILLO, 0000
MOSES I. SCHEINFELD, 0000
DEREK I. SCHMECK, 0000
MICHAEL E. SCHMIDT, 0000
PATRISHA L. SCHNEIDER, 0000
BRIAN P. SCHOELLHORN, 0000
MICHAEL D. SCHOENFELDT, 0000
CORY E. SCHOWENGERDT, 0000
GREGORY M. SCHREIN, 0000

DUSTIN J. SCHROCK, 0000
GERALD P. SCHUCK, 0000
DARIN S. SCHWARTZ, 0000
RICHARD L. SCOTT, 0000
WALKER W. SCOTT III, 0000
HAGAN C. SCOTTEN, 0000
JEFFREY A. SEARL, 0000
EDWARD A. SEDLOCK, JR., 0000
JUAN C. SEGURA, 0000
UKIAH C. SENTI, 0000
JONATHAN K. SHAFFNER, 0000
KEVIN R. SHARP, 0000
LAWRENCE W. SHARP, 0000
EMMETT SHEAD, JR., 0000
JUSTIN R. SHELL, 0000
JAMES E. SHERIDAN, 0000
MICHAEL J. SHOUSE, 0000
JASON C. SHROPSHIRE, 0000
KEVIN W. SIEBOLD, 0000
BENJAMIN R. SIMMS, 0000
MATTHEW C. SIMONS, 0000
MICHAEL A. SINES, 0000
KURT N. SISK, 0000
CHARLES E. SLAGLE III, 0000
JAMES J. SMITH, 0000
KENRIC M. SMITH, 0000
MATTHEW E. SNELL, 0000
TIMOTHY T. SNIDER, 0000
DAVID J. SNODDERLY, 0000
REYNALDO F. SOLIZ, JR., 0000
MORGAN G. SOUTHERN, 0000
SEAN A. SPENCE, 0000
DAVID K. SPENCER, 0000
ADRIAN T. SPEVAK, 0000
MICHAEL J. SPINELLO, 0000
NATHAN R. SPRINGER, 0000
SCOTT R. SPURRIER, 0000
JENNIFER K. STAHL, 0000
ERIC W. STAINBROOK, 0000
CHRISTOPHER D. STANGLE, 0000
EDSEL L. STANLEY, 0000
SHAWN G. STANLEY, 0000
JENNIFER STEELE, 0000
JOHN E. STEEN II, 0000
CHARLES H. STEWARD, JR., 0000
JOHNNY K. STEWART, 0000
MICHAEL P. STEWART, 0000
GEORGE M. STINCHCOMB, 0000
BRIAN S. STOFFLE, 0000
ANTHONY J. STOKELY, 0000
TED L. STOKES, JR., 0000
MARK T. STONE, 0000
MICHAEL A. STONE, 0000
JOHN H. STONEBURG IV, 0000
MARK L. STONEMAN, 0000
DEREK P. STORY, 0000
JONATHAN S. STOVER, 0000
RHONDA M. STPETERS, 0000
GREGORY M. STROUD, 0000
MICHAEL C. STULL, 0000
MICHAEL M. STUMP, 0000
MICHAEL STURDIVANT, 0000
DENNIS P. SUGRUE, 0000
JOEY J. SULLINGER, 0000
STEPHEN D. SUMNER, 0000
NATHAN S. SURREY, 0000
JARED J. SUTTON, 0000
MATTHEW A. SUTTON, 0000
DANIEL L. SWANSON, 0000
KENNETH E. SWIFT, 0000
JOSEPH L. SWINDLE, 0000
KELVIN P. SWINT, 0000
ANDRE M. TAKACS, 0000
MICHAEL M. TALBOT, 0000
WILLIAM P. TALLON, 0000
ANTHONY E. TANGEMAN, 0000
DARRIN K. TANGEMAN, 0000
DIOGO P. TAVARES, 0000
STEPHEN C. TAYLOR, 0000
WILLIAM J. TAYLOR, 0000
TROY J. TERREBONNE, 0000
ASHLEY F. THAMES, 0000
BENJAMIN J. THIREY, 0000
JERRY J. THOMAS, 0000
RUSSELL P. THOMAS, JR., 0000
MICHAEL A. THOMASSON, 0000
CHRISTIAN A. THOMPSON, 0000
SONNY A. THOMPSON, JR., 0000
MICHAEL D. THOMSON, 0000
BEAU W. TIBBITTS, 0000
JOHN E. TIEDEMAN, 0000
TERRY R. TILLIS, 0000
GREGORY S. TILY, 0000
JASON M. TODD, 0000
NIKKI M. TOMLIN, 0000
JOSHUA J. TOOKE, 0000
BRENDAN P. TOOLAN, 0000
PAUL J. TOOLAN, 0000
SIDNEY J. TOPF, 0000
MICHELE C. TORNE, 0000
IAN J. TOWNSEND, 0000
JASON C. TOWNSEND, 0000
CLINT E. TRACY, 0000
DAVID W. TRIBBY, 0000
MICHAEL H. TROXELL, 0000
MATTHEW P. TUCKER, 0000
RICHARD P. TUCKER, 0000
JAMES E. TULLY, 0000
RICHARD A. TURK, 0000
GREGORY E. TURNER, 0000
JEREMY R. TURNER, 0000
AUGUSTUS O. TUTU, JR., 0000

WILLIAM E. TYNDALL, 0000
SHAWN M. UMBRELL, 0000
DAVID C. UNDERWOOD, JR., 0000
NATHAN F. UNDERWOOD, 0000
SCOTT P. VANCE, 0000
BILLY J. VANCUREN, 0000
JAMES M. VANG, 0000
PATTIE M. VEDDER, 0000
NEFTALI VELEZ, 0000
LOUIS VENEZIANO, 0000
ERIC P. VETRO, 0000
WILLIAM D. VICKERY, 0000
JOSEPH S. VILES, 0000
ANDREW K. VISSER, 0000
PAUL C. VOELKE, 0000
TYSON T. VOELKEL, 0000
DARYL S. VONHAGEL, 0000
WILLIAM D. WADE, 0000
JASON E. WAGGONER, 0000
JAMES M. WALLACK, 0000
DAVID M. WARD, 0000
STANLEY D. WARD, 0000
RALPH L. WARE, 0000
MATTHEW D. WASHBURN, 0000
STEVEN B. WASILAUSKY, 0000
DARRELL J. WATKINS, 0000
KARIN L. WATSON, 0000
RUFUS D. WATSON, 0000
TROY D. WAYMAN, 0000
MARK C. WEAVER, 0000
THAD D. WEIST, 0000
MARCUS S. WELCH, 0000
GAVIN L. WELLS, 0000
TODD A. WELSH, 0000
JASON L. WEST, 0000
ERIC A. WESTPHAL, 0000
JAMES O. WHEATON, 0000
SETH A. WHEELER, 0000
ANDREW D. WHISKEYMAN, 0000
SCOTT C. WHITE, 0000
BRADLEY A. WHITEMAN, 0000
MICHAEL T. WHITNEY, 0000
JASON M. WHITTEN, 0000
KIRK J. WHITTENBERGER, 0000
BENJAMIN R. WILKINS, 0000
BART D. WILKISON, 0000
RICHARD T. WILLBANKS, 0000
EDWARD O. WILLIAMS, 0000
EVERETT C. WILLIAMS, 0000
LINDSAY L. WILLIAMS, 0000
JOHN C. WILSON, 0000
TIMIKA M. WILSON, 0000
DANIEL O. WILT, JR., 0000
TRACY L. WING, 0000
CHRISTOPHER W. WINGATE, 0000
ROBERT J. WISHAM, 0000
JOHN P. WISHART, 0000
STEPHEN M. WISNIEW, 0000
KARL M. WOJTKUN, 0000
JOHN S. WOO, 0000
BRYAN L. WOODCOCK, 0000
DALE B. WOODHOUSE, 0000
TIMOTHY L. WOODRUFF, 0000
EDWARD H. WORTHINGTON III, 0000
PRINCETON D. WRIGHT, 0000
STEPHEN P. WUENSCHE, 0000
RYAN E. YEDLINSKY, 0000
JAYSEN A. YOCHIM, 0000
ANDREW P. YODER, 0000
KENNETH R. YORK, 0000
DANIEL R. YOUNG, 0000
JUDD KELLY YOUNG, 0000
PATRICK R. YOUNG, 0000
WILLIAM M. YUND, 0000
TROY E. ZEIDMAN, 0000
WILLIAM J. ZIELINSKI, 0000
MATTHEW T. ZIGLAR, 0000
JOHN J. ZOLLINGER, 0000
BEN E. ZWEIBELSON, 0000
0000
0000 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES ARMY 
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624:

To be major

JESSE ABREU, 0000
GERARD M. ACOSTA, 0000
TOD A. ADDISON, 0000
TRAVIS D. ADKINS, 0000
KEVIN W. AGNESS, 0000
ANTHONY N. ALICEA, 0000
RICKY L. ALLBRITTON, 0000
TODD J. ALLISON, 0000
STEPHEN R. ALLYN, 0000
PATRICK B. ALMOND, 0000
WILLETTE L. ALSTON, 0000
CHRISTOPHER W. ANDERSON, 0000
KEVIN W. ANDERSON, 0000
EDGAR APOLONIO, 0000
PATRICK R. ARENDS, 0000
JUAN P. ARZULAMBERT, 0000
BRITANIA K. ASHLEY, 0000
DAPHNE H. AUSTIN, 0000
TOBY A. AUSTIN, 0000
JOHN M. BALBUENA, 0000
PAUL R. BAMONTE, 0000
STEFAN R. BANDAS, JR., 0000
DACHELLE D. BANKS, 0000
DAVID C. BARKSDALE, 0000
SCOTT C. BARLOW, 0000
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RALPH R. BARNES, 0000
ROB W. BARNHILL, 0000
STEVEN P. BARR, 0000
AARON T. BARTH, 0000
LOUIS M. BAUER, 0000
MARY M. BAYER, 0000
KARL J. BEIER, 0000
YOLANDA N. BELL, 0000
ROBERT C. BENDER, JR., 0000
DONALD B. BENTLEY, 0000
SCOTT M. BISHOP, 0000
CLINTEN L. BOHANNAN, 0000
ERIC L. BOOKER, 0000
ERIC L. BOWEN, 0000
CHRISTOPHER G. BRADLEY, 0000
LUCAS J. BRAXTON, 0000
JOSEPH J. BROCHT, 0000
JASON T. BROWER, 0000
CARLA A. BROWN, 0000
CHRISTOPHER M. BROWN, 0000
ERIC D. BROWN, 0000
JACOB M. BROWN, 0000
JEFFREY G. BROWN, 0000
MARVIN J. BROWN, JR., 0000
FAILELEI L. BRUNO, 0000
TAVI N. BRUNSON, 0000
NATHANAEL D. BRYANT, 0000
MICHAEL H. BUCK, 0000
JULIE L. BURMEISTER, 0000
DENNIS D. CALLOWAY, 0000
ARNOLD R. CAMACHO, 0000
CAROLYN J. CARDEN, 0000
JOSHUA A. CARLISLE, 0000
TIFFANY T. CARR, 0000
MELISSA A. CARTER, 0000
BEIRE D. CASTRO, 0000
JASON M. CAVNESS, 0000
DAVID A. CENTENO, JR., 0000
EDGAR A. CERDA, 0000
FAITH M. CHAMBERLAIN, 0000
MARIA CHAMORRO, 0000
KWOK H. CHAN, 0000
DAVID C. CHANDLER, JR., 0000
CHARLES J. CHAPMAN, 0000
JAMES H. CHAPMAN III, 0000
MARK A. CHEATHAM, 0000
GIVONNA CHEEKS, 0000
JILL N. CHENEY, 0000
VALENTINE M. CHRISTIAN, 0000
NANCY D. CHURCH, 0000
ROBERT E. CICCOLELLA, 0000
MICHAEL C. CIMATO, 0000
BONNIE B. CLEMENTE, 0000
BYRON T. COLEMAN, 0000
MELISSA R. COLEMAN, 0000
MANUEL COLON, 0000
CHRISTOPHER F. CONLEY, 0000
CHRISTOPHER M. CONN, 0000
ASHANTAS K. CORNELIUS, 0000
PHILIP C. COSTLEY, 0000
BRIAN T. COURTER, 0000
CHRISTOPHER COURTLAND, 0000
JULIE A. CRAIG, 0000
RODNEY O. CRENSHAW, 0000
GEORGE S. CROCKATT, 0000
ANTHONY R. CROMARTIE, 0000
JEFFREY J. CROSSON, 0000
PHILEMON M. CURRIN, SR., 0000
PAUL J. CURRY, 0000
AARON E. CURTIS, 0000
JOHN R. CUVA, 0000
STEVEN A. CZAP, 0000
KANDACE M. DAFFIN, 0000
WILLIAM R. DAILEY III, 0000
JOHN Q. DANG, 0000
ALESHA L. DANIELSSMITH, 0000
MICHAEL A. DAVENPORT, 0000
SCOTT E. DAVIDSON, 0000
MELVIN T. DAVIS III, 0000
LAURA C. DECLOUETSMITH, 0000
ROBERT E. DEGRAFFENREID, 0000
ERIC B. DENNIS, 0000
LESLIE A. DESANDER, 0000
MARK T. DESANDER, 0000
MATTHEW P. DIEHL, 0000
KHANH T. DIEP, 0000
KELLY L. DOBERT, 0000
BRIAN T. DOERR, 0000
JORGE A. DOLMO, 0000
RICHARD T. DOWNS, 0000
ANDREW J. DUUS, 0000
ERIK J. DYE, 0000
BRIAN R. EASLEY, 0000
BOYCE L. EDWARDS, JR., 0000
HOLLY R. ELDER, 0000
BRIAN ELLIOTT, 0000
BRIAN L. ELLIS, 0000
WESLEY B. ERVING, 0000
ANGEL R. ESTRADA, 0000
JOSEPH EVANS, 0000
NICOLE E. FISCHER, 0000
ANTOINETTE D. FLETCHER, 0000
MICHAEL S. FLETCHER, 0000
KEITH D. FREEMAN, 0000
KELLY L. FRENCH, 0000
MICHAEL R. GAINES, 0000
JOHN R. GAIVIN, 0000
GERALD M. GALAN, 0000
JAMES M. GALLAGHER, 0000
TIMOTHY M. GALLAGHER, 0000
TAMMY L. GALLOWAY, 0000
BRUCE P. GANNAWAY, 0000

ANNA M. GARCIA, 0000
STEPHANIE K. GARVIN, 0000
CEDRIC D. GASKIN, JR., 0000
JAMES C. GEORGE, 0000
KENNETH A. GETTINGER, 0000
VICTOR J. GIANFALA IV, 0000
MATTHEW A. GIERTZ, 0000
PETER L. GILBERT, 0000
WILLIAM R. GILBERT, 0000
SCOTT R. GILL, 0000
JACQUELINE M. GLAZE, 0000
JESUS R. GONZALEZ, 0000
NEAL H. GOUCK, 0000
KELVIN L. GRAVES, 0000
SETH C. GRAVES, 0000
VICIE R. GRAVES, 0000
LACHER M. GREEN, 0000
HENRY S. GROULX, 0000
BRENT A. GROVE, 0000
PATRICA A. GUTIERREZ, 0000
MAGDALENO M. GUZMAN, 0000
SANTIAGO M. GUZMAN, 0000
ANH H. HA, 0000
JERMAINE A. HAILEY, 0000
GRISELDA M. HALL, 0000
JONATHAN A. HALL, 0000
MICHAEL F. HAMMOND, 0000
SHERRIE L. HANCOCK, 0000
BRETT I. HANSON, 0000
DIANA B. HARE, 0000
CHRISTOPHER J. HARRISON, 0000
JAMES B. HARTMAN, 0000
CHRISTOPHER HARVEY, SR., 0000
CHAD B. HAYES, 0000
MALCOLM G. HAYNES, 0000
MIKE O. HEARN, 0000
KEVIN G. HEINONEN, 0000
RICHARD D. HELLING, 0000
HAROLD P. HENDERSON, JR., 0000
MEKELLE L. HENDERSON, 0000
MICHAEL J. HENSON, 0000
CONNIE V. HERBIN III, 0000
JOSEPH M. HERMAN, 0000
MARIA A. HERNANDEZ, 0000
RUSS A. HERNANDEZ, 0000
ROBERT M. HICKS, 0000
SEAN O. HIGGINS, 0000
DARIUS M. HIGHSMITH, 0000
CHRISTOPHER P. HILL, 0000
CRYSTAL M. HILLS, 0000
ROBERT D. HILTON, JR., 0000
CHRISTOPHER L. HIMES, 0000
DONOVAN D. HINE, 0000
LETICIA M. HINES, 0000
SOSA M. HIRALDO, 0000
JOSHUA D. HIRSCH, 0000
RICHARD W. HOBACK IV, 0000
ROBERT T. HOFFMAN, 0000
STEVEN W. HOLDEN, 0000
NED C. HOLT, 0000
DANIEL L. HORN, 0000
ANDREW T. HOTALING, 0000
YU K. HU, 0000
ROBERT T. HUBBLE, 0000
EDWARD L. HUDDLESTON, 0000
GEORGE K. HUGHES, 0000
ANTHONY E. HUGHLEY, 0000
SONG V. HUYNH, 0000
JAMEY L. HYLAND, 0000
MELISSA M. HYNES, 0000
DAVID P. IHRKE, 0000
ADRAIN C. JACKSON, 0000
ZULEIKA A. JACKSONJONES, 0000
JEFFREY D. JAMES, 0000
TRAVIS J. JAMES, 0000
BRIAN L. JETER, 0000
ROBERT E. JETER, 0000
JEYANTHAN JEYASINGAM, 0000
DAVID A. JIMENEZ, 0000
BENJAMIN G. JOHNSON, 0000
BILLY D. JOHNSON, 0000
ERIK C. JOHNSON, 0000
ROBIN A. JOHNSON, 0000
WADE JOHNSON, 0000
ANTHONY P. JONES, 0000
DALE A. JONES, 0000
NATASHA S. JONES, 0000
PATRICK S. JONES, 0000
RHONDA E. JONES, 0000
HAYDEN L. JOSEPH, 0000
JEFFERY W. JURAND, 0000
SHAWN L. KADLEC, 0000
JASON M. KAHNE, 0000
INEZ M. KARAKUS, 0000
KELVIN F. KEARLEY, 0000
JOSHUA M. KEENA, 0000
ROBERT L. KELLAM, 0000
ROLAND A. KELLER, JR., 0000
CHRISTOPHER J. KELLY, 0000
HOWELL M. KELLY, 0000
BRIAN J. KETZ, 0000
DAVID P. KEY, 0000
DAVID C. KIMZEY, 0000
JONATHAN P. KOERNIG, 0000
ROBERT D. KOTEK, 0000
JEFFREY M. KUTTER, 0000
MICHAEL F. LABRECQUE, 0000
JOSHUA J. LAMOTTE, 0000
JARROD M. LAMPIER, 0000
MICHAEL A. LAPORTE, 0000
ANDREW D. LEE, 0000
JIM A. LEE, 0000

GREGORY W. LEIPHART, 0000
EDWARD LEWIS, 0000
PETER LIN, 0000
MICHAEL L. LINDLEY, 0000
MARVIN R. LINSON, 0000
RAYMOND M. LONGABAUGH, 0000
PHILLIP R. LOPEZ, 0000
DAVID W. LOWE, 0000
JENNIFER M. LUCERO, 0000
MICHAEL E. LUDWICK, 0000
ANDREW S. LUNOFF, 0000
JODY M. LUPO, 0000
ROBERT S. LYNCH, 0000
SHARI R. MABINE, 0000
ANDREW P. MACK, 0000
DARCY S. MANION, 0000
OSCAR R. MARIONAACOSTA, 0000
READ S. MARSH, 0000
CARL E. MASON, 0000
HUASCAR R. MATIASVASQUEZ, 0000
RICHARD J. MATSON, 0000
BYRON C. MATTHEWS, 0000
TIMOTHY E. MATTHEWS, 0000
JETHREN M. MATTUS, 0000
CHRISTOPHER L. MAY, 0000
RAMIRO MAYA, JR., 0000
JULIET L. MAYORAS, 0000
TAI J. MCBURNEY, 0000
ALEXIS T. MCCLAIN, 0000
KENNETH S. MCCRORY, 0000
PAUL V. MCCULLOUGH III, 0000
ARVIE E. MCDANIEL, 0000
THOMAS G. MCFALL, 0000
MARK T. MCGOVERN, 0000
CRAIG M. MCILWAIN, 0000
JAMES W. MCKENNA, 0000
MATTHEW K. MCKINNEY, 0000
STEPHEN J. MCLAIN III, 0000
KEITH D. MCMANUS, 0000
WALTER G. MCMANUS, 0000
MIGUEL A. MEDINASANCHEZ, 0000
ALEX S. MEEKS, 0000
STEVEN P. MEREDITH, 0000
WENDY A. MERZ, 0000
PETER E. MICHAEL, 0000
ERIN C. MILLER, 0000
JONATHAN P. MILLER, 0000
CHARLES D. MILLINER, 0000
ETHAN J. MILLS, 0000
PAUL B. MINER III, 0000
SANDRA D. MINGWILKS, 0000
MATTII S. MINOR, 0000
JOE N. MITCHELL, JR., 0000
CHRISTOPHER J. MOBERG, 0000
DAMIKO K. MOORE, 0000
ESTER M. MORALESFACDOL, 0000
MARK S. MORGAN, 0000
JASON A. MORNEAULT, 0000
STEVEN W. MORRIS, 0000
PATRICK B. MUZZY, 0000
JOHN D. MYHRE, 0000
DEREK S. NEAL, 0000
BRIAN S. NEILL, 0000
ROBERT S. NEVINS, 0000
RICHARD S. NEWELL, 0000
JENNIFER L. NEWSOME, 0000
JARED P. NOVAK, 0000
ROBERT L. OBER, 0000
DANIEL J. OCTAVIANO, 0000
ANTHONY OLIVERAS, 0000
MICHAEL C. OLSON, 0000
TRACEY J. OLSON, 0000
EMMITT K. OSBORNE II, 0000
JAMES T. OUTLAND, 0000
MARK D. OWENS, 0000
TASLEEN A. PANTON, 0000
CHRISTOPHER L. PAONE, 0000
AARON A. PARKER, 0000
BRAD A. PASHO, 0000
JONATHAN M. PATRICK, 0000
BOBBY L. PATTERSON, JR., 0000
KARRIE M. PATTERSON, 0000
JENNIFER L. PAULIK, 0000
BRIDGETTE L. PAYTON, 0000
ANDREW L. PEARCE, 0000
JOHNNY A. PEREZ, 0000
TODD D. PERODEAU, 0000
PETER M. PERZEL, 0000
JAMES P. PETE, 0000
ROBERT L. PETROSKY, JR., 0000
JAMIE M. PHELPS, 0000
DENNISE M. PIZARRO, 0000
REBECCA E. PIZZULO, 0000
GEORGE M. PLANSKY, 0000
KEVIN M. POLOSKY, 0000
MARK A. PONTIF, 0000
DOUGLAS C. POPE, 0000
ANTHONY L. POSEY, 0000
MICHAEL D. POTTRATZ, 0000
TODD M. POWERS, 0000
JEFFREY M. PRAY, 0000
ROTUNDA K. PREVO, 0000
KATHRYN I. PROSE, 0000
LISA M. PRUITT, 0000
GERARDO L. PULIDO, 0000
STEVE L. RAGEL, 0000
PABLO A. RAGGIO, 0000
ROLAND E. RAMIREZ, 0000
EFRAIN RAMOS, 0000
ROBERT RANDALL, 0000
JOE A. RATLIFF, 0000
HARVEY R. RAVENHORST, 0000
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MANUEL S. RAZO, 0000
JAMES W. READ, 0000
TONY E. REED, 0000
ROSALYN K. REESE, 0000
JONATHAN D. REEVES, 0000
DANNY N. REICHARD, 0000
MATTHEW J. REITER, 0000
WILLIAM A. RENERODRIGUEZ, 0000
BENJAMIN B. REX, 0000
PERCY W. RHONE, JR., 0000
MICHAEL A. RICCIARDI, 0000
EDDIE L. RICHARDSON, 0000
DOUGLAS C. RICHTER, 0000
TONI M. RIEKE, 0000
RAMIT RING, 0000
MARK D. RIPLEY, 0000
ROBERT G. RIVERS, 0000
ERIC C. ROBINSON, 0000
SHAWN M. ROSH, 0000
LARRY S. ROSS, 0000
SHAWN C. ROSS, 0000
RAUL A. ROVIRA, 0000
DANIEL A. ROWELL, 0000
DAVID J. RUDOMETKIN, 0000
JOSEPH J. RUSH, JR., 0000
RIZALDO D. SALVADOR, 0000
GUILLERMO J. SANTIAGOSOSA, 0000
JOHN D. SAPP, JR., 0000
PATRICK W. SCANLAN, JR., 0000
JAMES H. SCARBRO, JR., 0000
PATRICK L. SCHACHLE, 0000
JUSTIN C. SCHAEFFER, 0000
ADAM P. SCHERER, 0000
JOHN L. SCHIMMING, 0000
STEPHAN A. SCHOENBORN, 0000
RICHARD A. SCHONAUER, 0000
MICHAEL G. SCHOONOVER, 0000
JAY S. SCHRODER, 0000
MAYANN T. SCOTT, 0000
TONYA L. SEBOLD, 0000
ROD W. SECOR, 0000
MARK D. SHEETS, 0000
LILIBETH A. SHEPPARD, 0000
ANTHONY R. SHERRILL, 0000
JAMES F. SHINN, 0000
SHANE D. SIMS, 0000
EDWARD L. SLEEPER, 0000
SHAWANTA D. SMART, 0000
DOUGLAS S. SMITH, 0000
RODNEY C. SMITH, 0000
RYAN D. SMITH, 0000
SEAN D. SMITH, 0000
TAURUS D. SMITH, 0000
CHRISTIAN SOLINSKY, 0000
KENNETH E. SOSA, 0000
MICHAEL S. SPAHR, 0000
BRIAN M. SPURLOCK, 0000
MELISSA A. SQUIZZERO, 0000
MATTHEW A. STANLEY, 0000
MICHAEL D. STEALEY, 0000
GEORGE J. STEFFENS, 0000
DORTINA P. STEPHENS, 0000
TERENCE T. STEPHENS, 0000
SCOTT H. STEPHENSON, 0000
JAMES D. STEVEN, 0000
MARIA A. STEWART, 0000
JEREMY L. STLAURENT, 0000
ROBERT E. STOREY, 0000
SONJA Y. STRIBLING, 0000
MICHAEL C. SUAREZ, 0000
TIMOTHY SUGARS, 0000
PETER V. SULKOWSKI, 0000
JOHN E. SULLIVAN, 0000
ERIK A. SUMMERS, 0000
BRETT C. SWANKE, 0000
JAMES E. SWEENEY, JR., 0000
STEVEN J. SZILVASSY, 0000
JENNY K. TAM, 0000
JASON F. TATE, 0000
BRENT H. TAWNEY, 0000
ANTHONY M. TAYLOR, 0000
JOHNNY TAYLOR II, 0000
MICHAEL D. TETER, 0000
KERMIT E. THOMAS, JR., 0000
PEDRO TIRADOCACERES, 0000
STEPHANIE L. TISDALE, 0000
STACY M. TOMIC, 0000
EZELL TORNES, JR., 0000
ANGELA L. TRACY, 0000
TRAVIS D. TRAINER, 0000
TRACY A. TRUDELL, 0000
ELSA TUCKER, 0000
RODNEY A. TURNER, 0000
GEORGE A. TYPHAIR, 0000
LOUIS J. UTTON, 0000
ROCKY R. VAIRA, 0000
DAVID E. VANDEVANDER, 0000
SANDRA G. VASQUEZ, 0000
SANTEE B. VASQUEZ, 0000
CHAD E. VAUGHN, 0000
DENISE VAZQUEZ, 0000
CHRISTOPHER K. VENTERS, 0000
RENNARD L. VILLARREAL, 0000
ANTHONY VITELLO, 0000
WALLY VIVESOCASIO, 0000
ANTHONY K. WAGNER, 0000
JEFFREY E. WAGSTAFF, 0000
CHRISTOPHER J. WALKER, 0000
FRANCES K. WALKER, 0000
MARIO A. WASHINGTON, 0000
CHRISTINE J. WATKINS, 0000
DAVID M. WEESE, 0000

GAIL L. WEGE, 0000
ELL WHITE II, 0000
PAUL M. WHITE, 0000
GINGER L. WHITEHEAD, 0000
SHANNON J. WHITEMAN, 0000
TREVOR D. WIECK, 0000
BRYAN J. WILEY, 0000
IRMA M. WILKIE, 0000
ALTON R. WILLIAMS, JR., 0000
MICHAEL J. WILLIAMS, 0000
MICHELLE M. WILLIAMS, 0000
CHRISTOPHER T. WILSON, 0000
JULIA A. WILSON, 0000
RICHARDO D. WILSON, 0000
ROBERT B. WILSON, 0000
SHEILA R. WILSON, 0000
ALLAN D. WISE, JR., 0000
ROBERT J. WOLFE, 0000
DAVID W. WOODS, 0000
DONALD B. WOODWORTH, 0000
DAVID J. YOUNG, 0000
JOLENE M. YOUNG, 0000
JOSEPH W. YOUNG, 0000
JAMES J. ZACCHINO, JR., 0000
RYAN B. ZACHRY, 0000
KENNETH T. ZAPANTA, 0000
IVAN A. ZASIMCZUK, 0000
JUSTIN M. ZIMMER, 0000
0000
0000
0000
0000 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES ARMY 
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624:

To be lieutenant colonel

HECTOR J. ACOSTAROBLES, 0000
SEAN F. AHRENS, 0000
JULIO G. ARANA, 0000
JOHN T. AUFFERT, 0000
MARK J. BACON, 0000
CLAUDE W. BAILEY III, 0000
GEORGE D. BAILEY, JR., 0000
JAMES A. BAMBURG, 0000
BRIAN W. BASSETT, 0000
JAMES R. BECKER, 0000
THOMAS P. BELKOFER, 0000
DAVID T. BELL, SR., 0000
PHILLIP D. BENEFIELD, JR., 0000
MICHAEL J. BENJAMIN, 0000
MARK S. BENNETT, 0000
VANESSA N. BENSON, 0000
ANTHONY R. BERRY, 0000
TODD S. BERTULIS, 0000
CHRISTOPHER J. BEVERIDGE, 0000
KEVIN BOBBITT, 0000
MORRIS L. BODRICK, 0000
EDWARD A. BOEGLE, 0000
SHAWN M. BOLAND, 0000
WAYNE J. BONDY, JR., 0000
HENRY T. BOOKER, 0000
JOHNNY R. BORDEN, 0000
RAFEAL D. BOYD, 0000
DAVID P. BRISTOL, 0000
PAUL J. BRISTOL, 0000
JOHN M. BROOMHEAD, 0000
RONALD D. BROWN, JR., 0000
LELAND A. BROWNING, JR., 0000
PATRICK T. BUDJENSKA, 0000
LESLIE F. CABALLERO, 0000
LAWRENCE N. CANNON, 0000
JESS H. CAPEL, 0000
JONATHAN G. CASH, 0000
ALLEN T. CASSELL, 0000
ERIC R. CATHCART, 0000
BRETT A. CHALLENGER, 0000
RILEY J. CHERAMIE, JR., 0000
HOWARD L. CLARK III, 0000
JAMES L. CLARK, 0000
JOSEPH P. CLARK, 0000
RICHARD R. CLIFTON, JR., 0000
ARTHUR B. CLOMERA, 0000
ALTON B. CLOWERS, JR., 0000
HOWARD COE, 0000
JEFFREY L. COLEMAN, 0000
JOHN S. CONLEY, 0000
RODNEY CONNOR, 0000
JASON E. CONRAD, 0000
FRANZ J. CONWAY, 0000
COREY S. COOK, 0000
KEITH A. COOK, 0000
MICHAEL A. CORTEZ, JR., 0000
COURTNEY P. COTE, 0000
BRIAN E. COUGHLIN, 0000
JEFFREY L. CROCKETT, 0000
ROBERT S. CROUCH, 0000
JAMES CROWLEY, 0000
ROBERT W. CUMMINS, JR., 0000
PATRICK K. CURRAN, 0000
SEAN B. CUSKER, 0000
JOSEPH G. DALESSIO, 0000
HENRY L. DAVENPORT, 0000
TONY O. DAVILA, 0000
HUBERT D. DAVIS, 0000
MICHAEL N. DAVIS, 0000
ROBERT J. DAVIS, JR., 0000
SCOTT W. DEBORD, 0000
RANDALL S. DELONG, 0000
GEOFFREY C. DETINGO, 0000
MICHAEL J. DEVINE III, 0000

MICHAEL J. DOVE, 0000
LARRY W. DOWNER, 0000
WILLIAM C. DOWNER, 0000
THOMAS A. DRAKEFORD, 0000
TODD M. DUDINSKY, 0000
LAYTON G. DUNBAR, JR., 0000
ROBERT C. DURBIN, 0000
ROBERT A. DUTCHIE, 0000
KENNETH M. EARLS, 0000
CLAYTON W. EDENS, 0000
ROYCE A. EDINGTON, 0000
CHONTA R. EDWARDS, 0000
JOHN K. EDWARDS, 0000
KAY L. EMERSON, 0000
BRIAN S. ENGLAND, 0000
EDWARD L. ENGLISH, 0000
IVAN D. EVANS, 0000
LILLARD D. EVANS, 0000
DONALD M. FARNSWORTH, 0000
JAMES M. FARRELL, 0000
CARY V. FERGUSON, 0000
JAY M. FERREIRA, 0000
ELIZABETH M. FETHERSTON, 0000
PAUL R. FISCUS, 0000
JEFFREY G. FISHACK, 0000
RHONDA L. FISHER, 0000
MARK A. FITCH, 0000
KAREN G. FLEMING, 0000
LISHA T. FLORENCE, 0000
JOSEPH M. FLOWERS, 0000
KRISTIN A. FRAZER, 0000
JAMES W. FRAZIER, 0000
DARWIN A. FRETT, 0000
THOMAS M. FUGATE, 0000
SHANE N. FULLMER, 0000
ROLAND M. GADDY, JR., 0000
JOSEPH E. GADEA, 0000
WILLIAM S. GALBRAITH, 0000
VINCENT F. GALLMAN, 0000
WALTER R. GANDY, 0000
JOE D. GANN, 0000
JAY P. GAUTREAUX, 0000
MICHAEL GEEZA, 0000
ANGELA G. GILLIAM, 0000
GARY E. GILLON, JR., 0000
THOMAS B. GLOOR, 0000
TERESHA R. GOOLSBY, 0000
KATHERINE J. GRAEF, 0000
DANIEL S. GRAVES, 0000
LANCE B. GREEN, 0000
WILLIE B. GREENE, 0000
CHRISTOPHER P. GRELL, 0000
ELIZABETH R. GRIFFIN, 0000
JOHN H. GRIMES, 0000
BRANDON L. GRUBBS, 0000
ROBERT GRUNDY, 0000
ROSA GUVERCIN, 0000
PATRICK A. GUZMAN, 0000
WILLIAM E. HAAS, 0000
CHRISTINE A. HACKETT, 0000
GIFFORD C. HADDOCK, 0000
LAMAR W. HALL, 0000
RICHARD M. HALL, 0000
SCOTT A. HAMANN, 0000
MICHAELE M. HAMMEL, 0000
RODNEY L. HAMPTON, 0000
FRANCES A. HARDISON, 0000
MICHAEL W. HARRIS, 0000
MONTYE R. HARRIS, 0000
DOUGLAS M. HARRISON, 0000
ALVA E. HART, 0000
CHRISTOPHER S. HART, 0000
JAMES K. HAYNES, 0000
JON K. HAYS, 0000
ROBERT W. HEARON, 0000
ANDREA J. HEATER, 0000
ALBERT J. HEDEEN, 0000
ROBERT A. HELMS, 0000
DONALD G. HERKO, 0000
ABEL HERNANDEZNIEVES, 0000
CARL G. HERRMANN, 0000
SEAN M. HERRON, 0000
TOMMIE HEWITT, JR., 0000
JOHN J. HICKEY III, 0000
MICHAEL J. HIGGINBOTHAM, 0000
WILLIAM B. HIGHT, 0000
NORMAN A. HILTON, 0000
ROY G. HOFFMAN, 0000
ANGELIA K. HOLBROOK, 0000
JANET R. HOLLIDAY, 0000
MICHELLE E. HOLLIDAY, 0000
SHAWN L. HOLLINGSWORTH, 0000
ANGELA M. HOLMES, 0000
RODNEY H. HONEYCUTT, 0000
ROBERT S. HOOKNESS, JR., 0000
STEVEN G. HOPPER, 0000
DAVID J. HOSNA, 0000
DOROTHY E. HUBER, 0000
REED E. HUDGINS, 0000
FREDERICK J. HUGHES IV, 0000
HARRY H. HUNGERFORD III, 0000
NATHAN B. HUNSINGER, JR., 0000
PHILIP D. HUNT, 0000
DARRYL B. HURST, 0000
KEITH E. IGYARTO, 0000
DEMETRIUS L. JACKSON, 0000
SHARON B. JACOBS, 0000
GREGORY JAMES, 0000
KENNETH T. JAMES, 0000
JAMES JENNINGS, 0000
MARVIN R. JENNINGS, 0000
JEFFREY H. JOHNSON, 0000
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MARIO A. JOHNSON, 0000
VINCENT F. JOHNSTON, 0000
THOMAS E. JONES, 0000
SUZANNE C. KARABINUS, 0000
AURA M. KEE, 0000
SANTIPONG M. KELLER, 0000
KENNETH C. KELLEY, 0000
THOMAS C. KELLEY III, 0000
WILLIAM S. KELLEY, 0000
ALAN G. KELLOGG, 0000
JAMES R. KENNEDY, 0000
STUART A. KIDDER, 0000
BRADLEY J. KILLEN, 0000
PETER J. KIM, 0000
YU S. KIM, 0000
CRAIG M. KING, 0000
GREGORY J. KNOWLES, 0000
ANDREW J. KOUNAS, 0000
KARL S. KRAUSE, 0000
DOUGLAS N. KRAWCZAK, 0000
DAVID R. KREUN, 0000
JASON I. KUROIWA, 0000
DAVID R. LACASSE, 0000
PATRICK A. LAMB, 0000
CEDRIC D. LEE, 0000
GWENDOLYN M. LEE, 0000
JONG H. LEE, 0000
BRIAN D. LEJEUNE, 0000
JONATHAN P. LIBA, 0000
LEE G. LIENEMANN, 0000
MERRITT LINCOLN, 0000
VINCENT R. LINDENMEYER, 0000
HAROLD W. LOPEZ, 0000
JAMES R. LORENZ, 0000
CHRISTOPHER J. LOVE, 0000
TIMOTHY D. LUEDECKING, 0000
CHRISTOPHER S. LUEKENGA, 0000
CHRISTOPHER F. LYNCH, 0000
PATRICK G. MAGRAS, 0000
ROY C. MANAUIS, 0000
GRETCHEN MANUS, 0000
CHARLES S. MARBAS, 0000
MARY L. MARTIN, 0000
MIGUEL A. MARTINEZ, 0000
GEORGE N. MATTHEWS, 0000
QUINT L. MATTHEWS, 0000
CHARLES H. MAY, 0000
SCOTT L. MCANALLEN, 0000
WILLIAM H. MCCAULEY, 0000
RITA C. MCCLELLAN, 0000
COLLEEN S. MCCLOSKEY, 0000
EVA T. MCELROY, 0000
KEITH Q. MCGUIRE, 0000
VANCE L. MCLEOD, SR., 0000
GLENN MCNORIAL, 0000
DEAN A. MEINERT, 0000
MATT G. MELVIN, 0000
ANDREW T. MERGENS, 0000
TIMOTHY S. MERRIOTT, 0000
KEVIN K. MESSER, 0000
CASSANDRA E. MILLER, 0000
MARK A. MILLER, 0000
MICHAEL W. MILNER, 0000
BRADFORD A. MINNERS, 0000
VONNETTE T. MONTEITH, 0000
ANTHONY M. MORANO, 0000
MATTHEW R. MORRIS, 0000
KATHALEEN D. MOSES, 0000
MATTHEW G. MUNSTER, 0000
MICHAEL R. MURRAH, 0000
JEFFREY S. MURRAY, 0000
JOSEPH A. MYRDA, JR., 0000
VICTOR M. NAKANO, 0000
KEVIN M. NASH, 0000
DAVID NGUYEN, 0000
JAMES M. NIXON, 0000
SHELA S. NORWOOD, 0000
TRAVIS A. NOWAK, 0000
JOHN O. NUGENT, 0000
ANDREW D. ODERKIRK, 0000
BRIAN P. ONEIL, 0000
JOHN B. ONEILL, 0000
KENT A. PALMER, 0000
SABRINA PARKERCOOPER, 0000
MICHAEL A. PARODI, 0000
TAMATHA A. PATTERSON, 0000
KENTON L. PEMBER, 0000
WILLIAM E. PEOPLES, 0000
RUSSELL B. PERKINS, 0000
SHARLENE J. PERRY, 0000
EDWARD P. PFEFFER, 0000
SHAWN A. PHELPS, 0000
JAMES R. PHILLIPS III, 0000
MICHAEL E. PHILLIPS, 0000
ERIC A. PIATT, 0000
RICHARD M. PIERCE, 0000
DOUGLAS P. PIETROWSKI, 0000
LEON G. PLUMMER, 0000
SUSAN D. POOLER, 0000
STEVEN V. PRAY, 0000
DAVID J. PRESTON, 0000
MICHELE M. PRIHODA, 0000
RONALD R. RAGIN, 0000
JENNIFER A. REINKOBER, 0000
SCOTT A. REW, 0000
JAMES A. RIDDICK, 0000
ROBERT R. RIGSBY, 0000
DWIGHT E. ROBINSON, 0000
KURT W. ROBINSON, 0000
MONICA Y. ROBINSON, 0000
BRYAN S. ROBISON, 0000
LEONARD E. RODGERS, 0000

JAMES B. RODNEY III, 0000
MICHAEL L. RODRIGUEZ, 0000
MELINDA S. ROMERO, 0000
CATHERINE A. RUSNAK, 0000
WILLIAM M. RUSSELL, 0000
BRUCE A. RYBA, 0000
JOHN L. SALOMONE, JR., 0000
MARION A. SALTERS, 0000
TERRANCE J. SANDERS, 0000
MICHELLE A. SANNER, 0000
GONZALEZ R. SANTIAGO, 0000
JAMES W. SCHIRMER, 0000
STEVEN G. SCHLIESMAN, 0000
TIMOTHY M. SHEETZ, 0000
BENNY L. SHEPARD, 0000
THOMAS F. SHORE, 0000
CRAIG A. SIMONSGAARD, 0000
JEFFREY S. SIMPSON, 0000
PAYTON L. SIMS, 0000
DERRICK J. SINGLETON, 0000
JAMES M. SKRABACZ, 0000
ROLAND D. SLATER, 0000
STANLEY J. SLIWINSKI, JR., 0000
CHRISTOPHER P. SLYMAN, 0000
SARAH M. SMALL, 0000
JAMES E. SMALLIDGE, JR., 0000
DOUGLAS E. SMALLS, 0000
ERIC S. SMITH, 0000
KEITH A. SMITH, 0000
SAMUEL D. SMITH, 0000
SYDNEY A. SMITH, 0000
WILLIE D. SMITH, 0000
BRADFORD L. SNOWDEN, 0000
JEFFREY D. SNYDER, 0000
WILLIE A. SPANN, 0000
JAMES D. SPEEGLE, 0000
THOMAS M. SPENARD, 0000
BENNY L. STARKS, JR., 0000
BRYAN J. STEPHENS, 0000
STEWART L. STEPHENSON, JR., 0000
MAURICE H. STEWART, 0000
SUR E. STEWART, 0000
GARRICK K. STRONG, 0000
MATTHEW C. SULT, 0000
JANICE L. SYPOLT, 0000
MICHAEL A. TAYMAN, 0000
VANEADA S. TERRELL, 0000
ROSALYN THOMPSONBLACKWELL, 0000
MARVIN M. THORNTON, JR., 0000
OTHA E. THORNTON, JR., 0000
STACY S. TOWNSEND, 0000
CAROL M. TSCHIDA, 0000
SCOTT K. TUFTS, 0000
BRETT M. TURNER, 0000
JOHN S. TURNER, JR., 0000
SCOTT A. TYLER, 0000
JACK L. USREY, 0000
DOUGLAS M. VALLEJO, 0000
REID E. VANDERSCHAAF, 0000
MORRIS S. VANDERSLICE, 0000
STEVEN G. VANRIPER, 0000
KEVIN A. VANYO, 0000
ANTHONY J. VEVASIS, 0000
ROBERT M. VILLALOBOS, 0000
MARK A. VINEY, 0000
KENNETH D. WALKER, 0000
STEVEN T. WALL, 0000
WILLIAM B. WALLER, JR., 0000
ERIC C. WARNER, 0000
CECILE M. WARREN, 0000
BERNARD WARRINGTON, JR., 0000
JOHN M. WEAVER, 0000
MARTIN J. WEBER, 0000
COLIN A. WEEKS, 0000
CHARLESTER C. WHITE, 0000
TIMOTHY P. WHITE, 0000
ERIC L. WHITEHURST, 0000
STEVEN C. WIEGERS, 0000
JAMAL E. WIGGLESWORTH, 0000
AUDIE M. WILKINS, 0000
ANDREA R. WILLIAMS, 0000
HOPE F. WILLIAMS, 0000
KEVIN D. WILLIAMS, 0000
JOHN K. WILLIAMSON III, 0000
WILLIAM W. WILLIS III, 0000
GORDON R. WINES, 0000
ANTHONY M. WIZNER, 0000
GARY WRIGHT, 0000
JOHN A. WRIGHT, 0000
MICHAEL T. WRIGHT, 0000
KIM D. ZIMMERMAN, 0000
0000
0000
0000
0000
0000
0000
0000
0000 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES ARMY 
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624:

To be lieutenant colonel

ALBERT J. ABBADESSA, 0000
GLEN T. ADAMS, 0000
JAMES H. ADAMS, 0000
MARTIN F. ADAMS, 0000
JOSE L. AGUILAR, 0000
BLACE C. ALBERT, 0000
PAULA S. ALBERTO, 0000

CHRISTOPHER E. ALBUS, 0000
STEVEN E. ALEXANDER, 0000
GREGORY D. ALLEN, 0000
GREGORY K. ANDERSON, 0000
CORNELL E. ANDERTON, 0000
DAVID R. APPLEGATE, 0000
NICHOLAS D. ARATA, 0000
JENNIFER J. ASH, 0000
JOHN F. ATKINS, 0000
HAROLD D. BAKER, 0000
SHANE A. BAKER, 0000
THOMAS E. BAKER, 0000
MICHAEL A. BALL, 0000
ROBERT D. BALL, 0000
MARTIN J. BARR, 0000
CHRISTOPHER J. BARRON, 0000
DANIEL J. BARZYK, 0000
CHADWICK T. BAULD, 0000
CHRISTOPHER G. BECK, 0000
PAUL E. BEGALKA, 0000
PERRY P. BEISSEL, 0000
MICHAEL B. BELLENOIT, 0000
PETER N. BENCHOFF, 0000
MATTHEW L. BENDELE, 0000
ROBERT J. BENNETT, 0000
ROLAND F. BENNETT, 0000
KENDALL A. BERGMANN, 0000
CRAIG BERRYMAN, 0000
WILLIAM E. BESETH, 0000
JOHN A. BETTASSO, 0000
KEVIN A. BIGELMAN, 0000
DAVID D. BINGHAM, 0000
ERIC C. BLOOM, 0000
JAMETTE A. BLUE, 0000
JOHN M. BODOR, JR., 0000
RONALD L. BOLTON, JR., 0000
TY D. BONNER, 0000
GERALD A. BOSTON, 0000
FREDERICK K. BOWER, JR., 0000
CHARLES R. BOWERY, JR., 0000
MARK R. BRADY, 0000
JOSEPH T. BREASSEALE, 0000
PATRICK L. BREMSER, 0000
FRANK W. BREWSTER II, 0000
NOELLE J. BRIAND, 0000
ROBERT W. BRINSON, JR., 0000
DETRICK L. BRISCOE, 0000
DOUGLAS L. BROCKHARD, JR., 0000
AARON T. BROWN, 0000
DONALD M. BROWN, 0000
ERIK M. BROWN, 0000
TIMOTHY D. BROWN, 0000
TODD E. BRUCKER, 0000
WILLIAM J. BRYANT, 0000
JOHN G. BUCK, 0000
TON H. BUI, 0000
GREGORY A. BURBELO, 0000
MICHAEL F. BURNS III, 0000
FRED J. BURPO, 0000
DEAN E. BUSHNELL, 0000
SAMUEL A. BUTZBACH, 0000
CHRISTIAN S. BUZATU, 0000
EDWARD K. CAGLE, 0000
ROBERT A. CAIN, 0000
GARY D. CALESE, 0000
PETER CAMPBELL, 0000
RONALD L. CAMPBELL, 0000
CHRISTOPHER J. CARDONI, 0000
TIMOTHY A. CARNS, 0000
ERIC B. CARPENTER, 0000
MICHAEL H. CARR, 0000
WILLIAM J. CARTY, 0000
RICHARD D. CASPER, JR., 0000
OWEN B. CASTLEMAIN, 0000
NELSON E. CHANG, 0000
MICHAEL A. CHARLEBOIS, 0000
JEFFERY CHEEKS, 0000
ILLYA A. CHISOLM, 0000
MARVIN CHISOLM, 0000
DAVID A. CHRISTENSEN, 0000
KEVIN F. CIOCCA, 0000
THOMAS W. CIPOLLA, 0000
CHRISTOPHER R. CLARK, 0000
DANIEL L. CLARK, 0000
MICHAEL J. CLARKE, 0000
RALPH L. CLAYTON III, 0000
RICHARD E. CLEVELAND, 0000
FREDERICK E. CLIFFORD, 0000
DAVID B. CLORE, 0000
MARK R. COFFIN, 0000
MARK A. COLBROOK, 0000
JAMES V. COLE, 0000
MORALES R. COLLAZO, 0000
DANIEL E. COLLING, 0000
RICHARD M. COLLINS, 0000
DAVID A. CONVERSE, 0000
ALAYNE P. CONWAY, 0000
JOHN R. COOK, 0000
THOMAS M. COOKE, 0000
DAVID A. COOLEY, JR., 0000
PATRICK M. COOLEY, 0000
JEFFREY S. COPELAND, 0000
CLARENCE COUNTS, JR., 0000
JOSEPH L. COX, 0000
KELLY A. CRIGGER, 0000
JON R. CRIST, 0000
JOSEPH F. CROCITTO, 0000
THOMAS A. CROWSON, 0000
RONALD T. CUFFEE, SR., 0000
GERY B. CUMMINGS, 0000
ROBERT J. CUNNIFF, 0000
JOSEPH S. CURTIS, 0000
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CONOR T. CUSICK, 0000
JOHN M. CYRULIK, 0000
DAVID L. DANIEL, 0000
THEODORE W. DASSO, 0000
JAMES A. DAVEL, 0000
ORESTEES T. DAVENPORT, 0000
DOUGLAS J. DAVIDS, 0000
GREGORY B. DAVIDSON, 0000
ROBERT A. DAVIDSON, 0000
BRIAN J. DAVIS, 0000
JAMES E. DAVIS, 0000
JOHNNY K. DAVIS, 0000
TONY B. DAVIS, 0000
EFRAIN DELACRUZ, 0000
JOHN P. DELANEY, 0000
JEFFREY P. DENNIS, 0000
THOMAS A. DENZLER, 0000
DAVID J. DETZ, 0000
JOHN P. DIGIAMBATTISTA, 0000
JERRY D. DILWORTH, 0000
CHRISTOPHER M. DONESKI, 0000
KELLY P. DONNA, 0000
ROY F. DOUGLAS, 0000
LEWIS N. DOYLE, 0000
CHRISTOPHER T. DREW, 0000
CARLOS A. DUKES, 0000
JOSEPH M. DUNCAN, 0000
KEITH A. DUNKLE, 0000
JOHN G. DUPEIRE, 0000
KEITH A. DUPONT, 0000
CHARLES T. DURAY, 0000
BRIAN L. DUTTON, 0000
ROBERT S. EARL, 0000
RONNY E. ECHELBERGER, 0000
CURTIS B. EDSON, 0000
MATTHEW L. EICHBURG, 0000
ERIC E. ENDRIES, 0000
CHRISTOPHER H. ENGEN, 0000
BRENT B. EPPERSON, 0000
JEFFREY K. ERRON, 0000
JOHN F. ESPOSITO, 0000
ROBERT C. EVANS, 0000
FREDERICK J. FAIR, 0000
MARTIN L. FAIR, JR., 0000
JERRY L. FARNSWORTH II, 0000
MICHAEL P. FARRELL, 0000
CEDRICK A. FARRIOR, 0000
WILLIAM W. FERGUSON, 0000
ROBERT M. FINNEGAN, 0000
EDWIN J. FISKE, JR., 0000
MICHAEL F. FITZGERALD, 0000
DAVID G. FIVECOAT, 0000
KEM R. FLEMING, 0000
LEE A. FLEMMING, JR., 0000
EDWIN A. FLICK, 0000
DAVID S. FLYNN, 0000
KEITH J. FORSYTH, 0000
CHRISTOPHER J. FOX, 0000
MITCHELL D. FRANKS, 0000
JEFFREY W. FRENCH, 0000
SONYA K. FRIDAY, 0000
ANNA R. FRIEDERICHMAGGARD, 0000
DIANA L. FRITZ, 0000
RICHARD A. FROMM II, 0000
ROBERT L. FRUEHWALD, 0000
ALEXANDER P. FULLERTON, 0000
DOUGLAS O. GALEAI, 0000
AUGUSTINE GALLOWAY, 0000
SIMON C. GARDNER, 0000
MATTHEW L. GARNER, 0000
JAMES E. GAYLORD, JR., 0000
SCOTT R. GERBER, 0000
DARREN S. GERBLICK, 0000
CRISTINE L. GIBNEY, 0000
ERIK O. GILBERT, 0000
CHRISTOPHER J. GILMORE, 0000
LARISSA A. GINTY, 0000
RUSSELL D. GOEMAERE, 0000
RICHARD H. GORDON, 0000
JEFFREY C. GORRES, 0000
GREGORY M. GOTH, 0000
JAMES A. GOTTSCHLING, JR., 0000
KENNETH M. GOVENETTIO, 0000
STEPHEN J. GRABSKI, 0000
JOHN E. GRADY, 0000
JONATHAN K. GRAFF, JR., 0000
KEITH A. GRAMIG, 0000
BENJAMIN M. GREINER, 0000
PAUL D. GRONBECK, 0000
DAVID M. GUARRIELLO, 0000
GAVIN M. GUIDRY, 0000
ROSENDO T. GUIEB, 0000
BRETT J. GULLETT, 0000
CRAIG S. GUTH, 0000
MATTHEW S. HACKATHORN, 0000
JOHN W. HAEFNER, 0000
JOHN C. HALE, 0000
JAMES E. HALL, 0000
TIMOTHY J. HALL, 0000
SCOTT W. HALSTEAD, 0000
SCOTT J. HALVERSON, 0000
BRIAN J. HAMMER, 0000
TONY J. HAMMES, 0000
RODERICK J. HAMMOND, 0000
BRIAN D. HANKINSON, 0000
THOMAS E. HANSON, 0000
DAVID W. HARDY, 0000
ROBERT M. HARDY III, 0000
NEIL HARPER, 0000
JAMES H. HARRELL II, 0000
DAVID M. HART, 0000
JOSEPH A. HARVEY, 0000

BRIAN K. HATHAWAY, 0000
MICHAEL K. HATMAKER, 0000
JOSEPH J. HAUER, 0000
THOMAS E. HAUERWAS, 0000
ANTHONY J. HEALEY, 0000
ERIC A. HEALEY, 0000
ROGER P. HEDGEPETH, 0000
MICHAEL B. HEDGES, 0000
SHEILA A. HEGWOOD, 0000
PAUL D. HEINLEIN, 0000
JEFFREY A. HELMS, 0000
LEWIS E. HENRY II, 0000
JOHN C. HERMELING, 0000
SALOME HERRERA, JR., 0000
BENJAMIN I. HIGGINBOTHAM, 0000
WILLIAM K. HIGHBERGER, 0000
JOHN M. HINCK, 0000
KELLY E. HINES, 0000
KENNETH T. HOBBS, 0000
DANIEL C. HODNE, 0000
BRYAN J. HOFF, 0000
THOMAS R. HOFFMAN, 0000
ERNEST P. HOLLAND, 0000
JOSEPH C. HOLLAND, 0000
TIMOTHY W. HOLMAN, 0000
STANLEY D. HOLT, 0000
DAVID B. HOPKINS, 0000
WOODARD B. HOPKINS, 0000
MICHAEL P. HOSIE, 0000
MICHAEL T. HOUSER, 0000
STEVEN M. HOWELL, 0000
JERRY D. HUBBARD, 0000
TIMOTHY D. HUENING, 0000
WILLIAM S. HUSING, 0000
ROBERT F. HYNES, 0000
RODERICK M. HYNES, 0000
HEYWARD R. INABINETT, 0000
JAMES P. ISENHOWER III, 0000
KELLY W. IVANOFF, 0000
BRENDA A. JACINTO, 0000
RONALD L. JACKSON, 0000
KEVIN L. JACOBI, 0000
JAMES JANUSZKA, 0000
SCOTT C. JANZEN, 0000
ROBERT F. JEAN, 0000
ISAAC O. JOHNSON, 0000
STEVEN R. JOHNSON, 0000
WILLIAM B. JOHNSON, 0000
WILLIAM D. JOHNSON, 0000
BROCK D. JONES, 0000
JASON E. JONES, 0000
MONROE C. JONES, 0000
NATHAN C. JOSEPH, 0000
ANTHONY G. JUDGE, 0000
MICHAEL A. JUNOT, 0000
JAMES W. KAINE, 0000
JAMES G. KANICKI, 0000
CLINT E. KARAMATH, 0000
VASILI N. KARATZAS, 0000
ANDREW J. KAUFMANN, 0000
KIRK E. KEEPERS, 0000
MATTHEW V. KELLER, 0000
DANIEL F. KELLEY, JR., 0000
ANDREW J. KELLY, 0000
ROBERT G. KEY, JR., 0000
ROBERT M. KIRILA, 0000
HOWARD C. KIRK IV, 0000
JASON A. KIRK, 0000
JAY F. KLAUS, 0000
KENNETH J. KLIETHERMES, 0000
JOHN D. KLINE, 0000
DAVID L. KNELLINGER, JR., 0000
LUKE A. KNITTIG, 0000
SCOTT A. KOBIDA, 0000
ROBERT G. KOEHLER, 0000
LANCE W. KOHLER, 0000
DAVID F. KOONCE III, 0000
ROBERT J. KRONING, 0000
KEITH A. KRUEGER, 0000
CHARLES D. KRUMWIEDE, 0000
DEAN W. KUCERA, 0000
LAUREN KULINSKI, 0000
JOHN T. KUNDEL, 0000
WILLIAM R. KUNDINGER, 0000
JOHN E. LABADINI, 0000
MICHAEL J. LAMBERT, 0000
KEVIN P. LANDERS, 0000
ANDREW L. LARK, 0000
CHRISTOPHER E. LAYTON, 0000
DAVID S. LEE, 0000
STEPHEN E. LEFEBVRE, 0000
THOMAS G. LEITCH, 0000
RODGER S. LEMONS, 0000
STEPHEN C. LEMONS, 0000
PATRICK N. LESLIE, 0000
CASEY J. LESSARD, 0000
TIMOTHY S. LETHERS, 0000
STEVEN J. LETZRING, 0000
MARK S. LEVINE, 0000
RUSSELL S. LEWIS, 0000
VERNON F. LIGHTNER, 0000
VICTOR C. LINDENMEYER, 0000
DAVID R. LINDSEY, JR., 0000
MICHAEL C. LINDSEY, 0000
MICHAEL E. LISOWSKI, 0000
FREDERICK W. LITTLE, 0000
RICHARD J. LITTLE, 0000
RAYMOND J. LITZINGER, 0000
DAVID H. LOCH, 0000
THOMAS P. LOMBARDO, 0000
JEFFREY W. LONG, 0000
JAMES J. LOONEY, 0000

MICHAEL J. LOOS, 0000
RONALD G. LUKOW, 0000
STEPHEN J. LUTSKY, 0000
DAVID M. LYNCH, 0000
JAMES W. MACGREGOR, 0000
ROBERT K. MAGEE, 0000
PHILIP L. MAHLA, 0000
JAN C. MALAIKAL, 0000
DAVID S. MANN, 0000
JONATHAN M. MAPLEYBRITTLE, 0000
KEITH A. MARKHAM, 0000
KYLE J. MARSH, 0000
DARRELL W. MARTIN, 0000
MICHAEL L. MARTIN, 0000
THOMAS C. MARTIN, 0000
DAVID P. MATARAZZO, 0000
ALBERT MATEGRANO III, 0000
JOSEPH C. MATTHEW, 0000
NICK S. MAULDIN, 0000
PHILIP L. MAYBERRY, 0000
ROBERT J. MCARDLE, 0000
MICHAEL C. MCCURRY II, 0000
MAURICE L. MCDOUGALD, 0000
ERIC A. MCELDOWNEY, 0000
ERIC M. MCFADDEN, 0000
JAMES M. MCGOVERN, 0000
DENNIS J. MCKERNAN, 0000
THOMAS M. MCKINLEY, 0000
RICHARD A. MCLAUGHLIN, 0000
TODD G. MCLEAN, 0000
ANISSA M. MCNEILLROBERTS, 0000
DAVID N. MCNUTT, 0000
DEWAYNE MCOSKER, JR., 0000
ROBERT F. MCTAGUE III, 0000
ROBERT C. MCWILLIAMS IV, 0000
SERAFIN C. MENO, JR., 0000
AARON W. METZ, 0000
JOHN V. MEYER III, 0000
ROSS H. MEYER, 0000
PATRICK R. MICHAELIS, 0000
JOHN P. MICHNA, 0000
DANIEL J. MIDDLETON, 0000
MICHEAL A. MIGLIARA, 0000
ANDREW J. MILLER, 0000
CHARLES R. MILLER, JR., 0000
CHRISTOPHER W. MILLER, 0000
DUANE R. MILLER, 0000
JEREMY B. MILLER, 0000
JOEL W. MILLER, 0000
CHARLES D. MILLS, 0000
KENNETH J. MINTZ, 0000
ANTHONY P. MITCHELL, 0000
CHARLES S. MITCHELL, 0000
GREGORY R. MOGAVERO, 0000
ROBERT J. MOLINARI, 0000
MICHAEL K. MONROE, 0000
PATRICK S. MORGAN, 0000
HARRIS L. MORRIS, 0000
PATRICK W. MORRISON, 0000
DAVID M. MOUNT, 0000
JOHN C. MOYSE, JR., 0000
NICHOLAS A. MULLEN, 0000
JEFFREY B. MULLINS, 0000
ANTONIO V. MUNERA, 0000
THOMAS E. MUNSEY, 0000
CARLOS T. MUNSON, 0000
LARRY G. MURRAY, JR., 0000
JAMES J. MYRICK, 0000
JAMES H. NANCE III, 0000
JOSE C. NAPUTI, 0000
JON M. NARIMATSU, 0000
RICHARD R. NAVARRO, JR., 0000
JEFFREY R. NELDEN, 0000
TROY L. NELLANS, 0000
ERICA C. NELSON, 0000
JOHN S. NELSON, 0000
ROSS C. NGUYEN, 0000
GLENN T. NICHOLS, 0000
PAUL E. NICHOLS, 0000
T B. NINNESS, 0000
TIMOTHY G. NIX, 0000
QUINCY E. NORMAN, 0000
DAVID A. NORTHRIDGE, 0000
WILLIAM T. NUCKOLS, JR., 0000
GLENN M. NUNEZ, JR., 0000
JOHN W. NUTT, 0000
BRYAN W. OBARR, 0000
RONALD E. OBRYANT, JR., 0000
DAVID S. OESCHGER, 0000
DANIEL E. OGRADY, 0000
MICHAEL P. OLIVER, 0000
RICHARD D. ORMAN, 0000
MORGAN D. OROURKE, 0000
ERIK R. OVERBY, 0000
DOUGLAS G. OVERDEER, 0000
JEFFREY D. OWENS, 0000
CARL J. PACKER, 0000
DONALD C. PADGETT, 0000
JOHN M. PAGANINI, 0000
NICHOLAS W. PALARINO, 0000
RAFAEL A. PAREDES, 0000
KEVIN W. PARKER, 0000
TAMARA K. PARKER, 0000
JOHN V. PARROTT, 0000
MARTIN H. PARTRIDGE, 0000
ERIC J. PATER, 0000
STEVEN J. PATIN, 0000
DAVID H. PATTERSON, JR., 0000
RONALD D. PAYNE, 0000
GARY A. PEARSON, JR., 0000
KEITH E. PECHA, 0000
SHANA E. PECK, 0000
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WILLIAM B. PENLAND, 0000
KRIS N. PERKINS, 0000
JAMES S. PERRY, 0000
MICHAEL P. PETERS, JR., 0000
JOHN M. PETRACCA, JR., 0000
ROBERT E. PETTIT III, 0000
MICHAEL J. PHILBIN, 0000
ROGER B. PHILLIPS, 0000
DONALD A. PINCUS, 0000
GEORGE A. PIVIK, 0000
JEFFREY A. POISSON, 0000
LOUIS J. POORE, 0000
LEE M. PORTERFIELD, 0000
PATRICK V. POWERS, 0000
BRYAN L. PRATT, 0000
ANDREW D. PRESTON, 0000
FREDERICK E. PRINS, 0000
ROBERT E. PROCTOR, 0000
ROBERT J. PURVIS, 0000
KAREN L. PUSCHUS, 0000
CRAIG E. QUADRATO, 0000
KEVIN J. QUARLES, 0000
JOEL R. QUINN, 0000
PATRICK D. QUINN III, 0000
BRIAN E. RAE, 0000
NATHANIEL W. RAINEY, 0000
HUMBERTO B. RAMIREZ, 0000
KENNETH J. RATASHAK, 0000
BRAD L. REED, 0000
DANIEL C. REID, 0000
RUSSELL N. REILING, JR., 0000
ANDREW T. RENDON, 0000
KENDRICK L. REVIERE, 0000
STORM E. REYNOLDS, 0000
IAN C. RICE, 0000
THOMAS S. RICKARD, 0000
CHRISTOPHER N. RIGA, 0000
SANTOMERO V. RILEY, 0000
REYNALDO D. RINEN, 0000
ARTHUR B. ROBERTSON, 0000
CARTER L. ROGERS, 0000
MICHAEL L. ROGNEY, 0000
MICHAEL J. ROSAMOND, 0000
LEONARD ROSANOFF, 0000
AARON J. ROTH, 0000
RICHARD R. ROULEAU, 0000
THOMAS G. ROWELL, JR., 0000
MICHAEL D. RUNEY, 0000
JOSEPH A. RYAN, 0000
MATTHEW R. SAMPSON, 0000
JOSH C. SAULS, 0000
ANDREW D. SCHELL, 0000
MARK E. SCHMITT, 0000
DONALD P. SCHURR, 0000
LEONARD B. SCOTT IV, 0000
CHARLES M. SEIFERT, 0000
JEFFREY S. SETTLE, 0000
JOHN D. SHANK, 0000
BRUCE T. SHATTUCK, 0000
ERIC B. SHAW, 0000
KEITH B. SHAW, 0000
THOMAS J. SHEEHAN, 0000
JERRY P. SHEPPARD, 0000
JEFFREY M. SHOEMAKER, 0000
ALAN B. SHOREY, 0000
HUGH D. SHOULTS, 0000
JASON K. SHRADER, 0000
THOMAS E. SHRADER, 0000
SCOTT E. SILL, 0000
MICHAEL J. SIMMERING, 0000
DAVID G. SINK, 0000
JOHN T. SIVILS, 0000
CHAD D. SKAGGS, 0000
JASON L. SMALLFIELD, 0000
DALE R. SMITH, 0000
DWAYNE R. SMITH, 0000
JAMES J. SMITH, 0000
JOHN L. SMITH, 0000
KRISTIAN E. SMITH, 0000
SCOTT A. SMITH, 0000
MICHAEL D. SNYDER, 0000
FRANK K. SOBCHAK, 0000
FRANCIS A. SOCHA, 0000
THEODORE W. SOLONAR, 0000
JOHN C. SOUPENE, 0000
EVERETT S. SPAIN, 0000
COREY M. SPENCER, 0000
RICHARD W. SPIEGEL, 0000
JOHN C. STAHL, 0000
JOHN R. STARK, 0000
TROY D. STEBBINS, 0000
JEFFREY A. STEEL, 0000
ERIC W. STETSON, 0000
MICHAEL A. STEVENS, 0000
ALBERT P. STEWART II, 0000
JEFF R. STEWART, 0000
ADRIAN C. STOCKER, 0000
CHRISTOPHER STONE, 0000
ALAN C. STREETER, 0000
TED R. STUART, 0000
MICHAEL P. SULLIVAN, 0000
BRIAN P. SWEENEY, 0000
THOMAS F. TALLEY, 0000
DARREN M. TATE, 0000
KENNETH J. TAUKE, 0000
CHRISTOPHER P. TAYLOR, 0000
CLARK B. TAYLOR, 0000
DAVID T. TAYLOR, 0000
GRADY S. TAYLOR, 0000
WILLIAM D. TAYLOR, 0000
MATTHEW T. TEDESCO, 0000
RONALD M. TEIXEIRA, 0000

MAXWELL S. THIBODEAUX, 0000
WILLIAM L. THIGPEN, 0000
MICHAEL W. THOMAS, 0000
JEFFERY B. THOMPSON, 0000
THOMAS C. THOMPSON, 0000
HENRIK H. THOMSEN, 0000
ERIC R. TIMMERMAN, 0000
STEPHEN G. TOOHEY, 0000
THOMAS V. TRACZYK IV, 0000
NATHAN C. TRIPP, 0000
VENCENT W. TRIPP, 0000
RONALD L. TUCKER, JR., 0000
MATTHEW R. TYLER, 0000
RICHARD P. ULLIAN, 0000
ANDREW C. ULRICH, 0000
ROBERT E. UNDERWOOD, 0000
ROBERT V. URQUHART, 0000
JOE A. USREY, 0000
SHAWN M. VAIL, 0000
MICHAEL J. VANDRIEL, 0000
MATTHEW J. VANWAGENEN, 0000
DOUGLAS C. VANWEELDEN III, 0000
DAVID I. VASQUEZ, 0000
ANTONIO D. VEGA, 0000
DOUGLAS G. VINCENT, 0000
JAMES W. VIZZARD, 0000
THOMAS VONESCHENBACH, 0000
DERIK F. VONRECUM, 0000
JOEL B. VOWELL, 0000
CAREY M. WAGEN, 0000
RICHARD A. WAGEN, 0000
CRAIG S. WAGONER, 0000
TOMMIE L. WALKER, 0000
JOHN P. WANAT, 0000
HEATHER J. WARDEN, 0000
STEVEN H. WARREN, 0000
TODD R. WASMUND, 0000
CHRISTOPHER J. WATRUD, 0000
ROLF H. WATTS, 0000
JOHN A. WEAVER, 0000
RANDALL S. WEISNER, 0000
CHRISTOPHER D. WELLS, 0000
LARS A. WENDT, 0000
PAUL D. WERNER, 0000
KEVIN B. WESOLOWSKI, 0000
JAMES G. WEST, 0000
MARK R. WEST, 0000
DOUGLAS E. WHITE, 0000
GREGORY E. WHITE, 0000
JEFFREY W. WHITE, 0000
CRAIG A. WHITESIDE, 0000
DAVID W. WHITMIRE, 0000
ALAN A. WIERNICKI, 0000
SCOTT F. WILE, 0000
KENT R. WILEY, 0000
ANTWAN C. WILLIAMS, 0000
REGINALD G. WILLIAMS, 0000
SCOTT T. WILLIAMS, 0000
CHRISTOPHER R. WILLIS, 0000
DOUGLAS E. WILLIS, 0000
DANIEL B. WILSON, 0000
JOHN K. WILWERDING, 0000
MARK D. WINSTEAD, 0000
FREDERICK M. WINTRICH, 0000
ROBERT C. WITTIG, 0000
DAVID B. WOMACK, 0000
DAVID M. WOOD, 0000
DORSEY R. WOODSON, 0000
GORDON J. WORRALL, 0000
CHARLES C. WORRILL, 0000
BRIAN W. WRIGHT, 0000
JOHN D. WRIGHT, 0000
WEBSTER M. WRIGHT III, 0000
RICHARD D. WYATT, 0000
KEVIN J. YATAR, 0000
ANDREW T. YERKES, 0000
MARK Q. YOUNG, 0000
MATTHEW C. ZIMMERMAN, 0000
0000
0000
0000
0000
0000
0000
0000 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES ARMY 
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624:

To be lieutenant colonel

DAVID W. ALLEY, 0000
WILLIAM G. ALMOND, JR., 0000
TERRY L. ANDERSON, 0000
JOHN D. ARMENTROUT, 0000
WILLIAM F. ARMSTRONG, 0000
ERIC A. ARRINGTON, 0000
STEPHEN A. ASHPES, 0000
PHILLIP M. BADAR, 0000
JERRY L. BAIRD, 0000
TONY M. BAKER, 0000
JAMES M. BALL, 0000
DAVID P. BARLET, 0000
PATRICK H. BARNWELL, 0000
LEON BATIE, JR., 0000
MATTHEW M. BATTISTON, 0000
DEL L. BEILSTEIN, 0000
JAMES P. BELLOTTE, 0000
GERALD P. BENARD, 0000
JOSEPH BERRY, JR., 0000
THOMAS W. BIGGERSTAFF, 0000
JOHN A. BISHOP, 0000

PATRICK S. BOLAND, 0000
JOSEPH E. BOLTON, 0000
THOMAS A. BOONE, 0000
SCOTT M. BOWMAN, 0000
MICHAEL L. BRANNEN, 0000
DONALD L. BRAY, 0000
JOHN R. BRENCE, 0000
JONALAN BRICKEY, 0000
JEROME P. BROCK, 0000
JACQUELINE D. BROWN, 0000
LAWRENCE T. BROWN, 0000
WILLIAM BRYANT, JR., 0000
TIMOTHY W. BUCHEN, 0000
EDWARD F. BUCK, JR., 0000
ERIC F. BULLER, 0000
ROBERT M. BURRELL, 0000
ROBERT E. BUZAN, JR., 0000
CHARLES B. CAMPBELL, 0000
MARY J. CAMPBELL, 0000
DYLAN M. CARLSON, 0000
BRIAN J. CARROLL, 0000
BRUCE M. CARSWELL, JR., 0000
EDWIN A. CASTRO, 0000
JASON B. CHAMNESS, 0000
MICHAEL D. CHANDLER, 0000
CHRISTIAN D. CHAPMAN, 0000
THOMAS J. CLANCY, JR., 0000
LANCE L. CLARK, 0000
PADRAIG T. CLARK, 0000
RICHARD A. CLARK, 0000
TONY COE, 0000
THOMAS F. COLLETTE, 0000
NESTOR L. COLLSSENAHA, 0000
ROBERT L. CONRAD, 0000
QUINT A. CONSANI, 0000
THOMAS W. COOK, 0000
MICHAEL R. CORPENING, 0000
SCOTT T. CRINO, 0000
MARK R. CRISMAN, 0000
DAVID T. CULKIN, 0000
ROBERT A. CULP II, 0000
JOSEPH A. DADDARIO, 0000
CHARLES P. DALY, 0000
DALE E. DAVIS, 0000
JOEL DAVIS, JR., 0000
NATHAN W. DAVIS, 0000
MICHAEL E. DAWSON, 0000
WILLIAM J. DEAGAN, 0000
GARY M. DEFORE, 0000
JOSE R. DELGADO, 0000
MARK C. DELP, 0000
ERIC M. DERYNIOSKI, 0000
MISOU T. DEWEESE, 0000
DWAYNE A. DICKENS, 0000
SCOTT A. DIGRUTTOLO, 0000
ALFRED DILEONARDO III, 0000
THOMAS E. DILLINGHAM, 0000
MATTHEW A. DIMMICK, 0000
JOHN A. DINGES, 0000
SASHA A. DOMBROVSKIS, 0000
PHILIP A. DUPONT, 0000
MICHAEL F. DUPRA, 0000
DIXON D. DYKMAN, 0000
JOHN F. DZIENNY, 0000
CHRIS ELDRIDGE, 0000
SCOTT J. ELLINGER, 0000
JOHN F. ELLIS, 0000
WILLIAM B. EMGE, 0000
JOE ERVIN, JR., 0000
ALEXANDER P. ESPINOSA, 0000
DOUGLAS M. FAHERTY, 0000
WILLIAM K. FARMER, 0000
CHRISTOPHER M. FARRELL, 0000
WILLIAM L. FEHLMAN II, 0000
ROBYN E. FERGUSON, 0000
BARBARA R. FICK, 0000
DAVID P. FILER, 0000
THOMAS L. FINCH, JR., 0000
ROBERT A. FISHER, 0000
JONATHAN M. FOX, 0000
PETER E. FRANZ, JR., 0000
JONATHAN E. FREEMAN, 0000
MICHAEL J. FRENCHICK, 0000
MICHAEL W. GANUELAS, 0000
JEFFREY V. GARDNER, 0000
MICHAEL T. GARDNER, 0000
KEITH A. GARWOLD, 0000
SCOTT C. GENSLER, 0000
PATRICK W. GINN, 0000
RUSSELL L. GODSIL, JR., 0000
STEPHEN M. GOLDMAN, 0000
KAREN S. GOLDSTON, 0000
DAVID P. GOODMAN, 0000
MARK S. GORAK, 0000
JAMES A. GORDON, 0000
KARL A. GOSSETT, 0000
SCOTT A. GRAHAM, 0000
RICHARD S. GRAMMER, 0000
JOHN E. GRANT, 0000
JANICE M. GRAVELY, 0000
HORACE P. GRAVES, JR., 0000
CHRISTOPHER W. GREEN, 0000
BENJAMIN P. GREENE, 0000
JORGE GUZMAN, 0000
ANDREW O. HALL, 0000
BRIAN S. HALLORAN, 0000
JANE M. HAMANN, 0000
BURKE R. HAMILTON, 0000
TIMOTHY E. HAMM, 0000
BERNADETTE M. HANLEY, 0000
JEFFERY A. HANNON, 0000
JORIE L. HANSON, 0000
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MICHAEL J. HARDY, 0000
KENNETH W. HARRIS, 0000
LORENZO HARRIS, 0000
BARRY L. HARTLEY, 0000
HAROLD B. HAUGHTON, 0000
RUSSELL D. HAYNIE, 0000
CHARLES J. HEIMANN, 0000
KRISTINA M. HEISE, 0000
ERIC T. HEIST, 0000
ROBERT B. HEMMER, 0000
DREW A. HENRY, 0000
SAUL HERRERA, 0000
DAVID T. HICKCOX, 0000
JOSEPH L. HILFIKER, 0000
LEE A. HILGARTNER, 0000
JOHN G. HINES, JR., 0000
JOHN C. HINKEL, JR., 0000
JIMMY S. HINTON, JR., 0000
JOHN B. HOLCOMB, 0000
MICHAEL B. HOOS, 0000
DAVID J. HORAN, 0000
CARL J. HORN III, 0000
ERIC A. HUGHES, 0000
EDWARD J. HUNTER, 0000
KIRK S. HUNTER, 0000
MIKI T. HUNTINGTON, 0000
JOHN W. HYTTEN, 0000
JOSEPH G. IZAGUIRRE, 0000
JEFFREY D. JACK, 0000
MARLON C. JAMES, 0000
RYAN M. JANOVIC, 0000
THOMAS D. JARZEN, 0000
RICHARD S. JEFFRESS, 0000
KENNETH M. JENKINS, 0000
GREGORY L. JOACHIM, 0000
ANDREW T. JOHNSON, 0000
BRIAN N. JOHNSON, 0000
DANA R. JOHNSON, 0000
PAUL D. JOHNSON, 0000
WENDELL K. JOHNSON, 0000
DANIEL B. JONES, 0000
TRENA L. JONES, 0000
SCOTT M. KAIN, 0000
ADAM C. KAPOLKA, 0000
KEVIN T. KAWASAKI, 0000
PATRICK J. KEANE, 0000
PATRICK A. KELLEY, 0000
ROBERT J. KELLY, 0000
SHERMAN D. KELLY, 0000
KEVIN P. KILBURN, 0000
JENNIFER L. KIMMEY, 0000
KARL M. KLEIN, 0000
RANDALL R. KLINGAMAN, 0000
BERND G. KOEHLER, 0000
JOSEPH E. KOLLER, 0000
MARC S. KORTENRAY, 0000
THEODORE S. KUBISTA, 0000
PAUL D. KUCIK III, 0000
KARL R. KURZ, 0000
JEFFREY J. KYBURZ, 0000
GREGORY A. LAMM, 0000
BRIAN T. LAMSON, 0000
ERIC A. LAND, 0000
JAMES V. LANTZ, 0000
AARON L. LARSEN, 0000
ERIC J. LARSON, 0000
KELLY S. LAURITZEN, 0000
CHUN H. LEARN, 0000
KI T. LEE, 0000
PATRICK T. LEE, 0000
RICHARD T. LEE, 0000
LINCOLN D. LEIBNER, 0000
PAUL C. LEMKE, 0000
JOSHUA M. LENZINI, 0000
DEAN E. LEWIS, 0000
GEORGE E. LEWIS III, 0000
MARK E. LEWIS, 0000
SAMUEL J. LEX, 0000
ERIC M. LEYDE, 0000
JEFFREY A. LIBBY, 0000
BRIAN E. LINVILL, 0000
WILLIE J. LOCKE III, 0000
DARREN D. LYNN, 0000
FRANKLIN D. LYNN, JR., 0000
STEPHEN C. MA, 0000
LEO J. MAHONEY IV, 0000
RODNEY L. MALBROUGH, JR., 0000
ALFONSO MANDUJANO, JR., 0000
DANIEL C. MARTIN, 0000
JERRY L. MARTIN, 0000
LILLIAM MARTINEZ, 0000
RANDY G. MASTEN, 0000
ROBERT S. MATHERS, 0000
EDWARD P. MATTISON, 0000
JOHN E. MAYER, 0000
JAMES G. MCADEN, 0000
DENNIS C. MCCALLUM, JR., 0000
RICHARD P. MCCLINTOCK, 0000
ROGER A. MCDONALD, 0000
WILLIAM G. MCDONOUGH III, 0000
JAMES G. MCFADDEN, 0000
ROBERT W. MCGHEE, 0000
TIMOTHY P. MCKEE, 0000
MANUEL R. MELENDEZ, 0000
DAVID B. MELTON, 0000
MICHAEL G. MESTAN, 0000
EUGENE C. MEYER, JR., 0000
BILLY L. MILLER, 0000
JAMES C. MILLER, JR., 0000
ROLLIN L. MILLER, 0000
KEVIN M. MINDAK, 0000
CHRISTOPHER C. MITCHINER, 0000

IVAN MONTANEZ, 0000
JOANNE C. MOORE, 0000
ROBERT L. MOORE, 0000
TIMOTHY J. MOORE, 0000
THOMAS O. MOREL, 0000
SCOTT H. MORGAN, 0000
SEAN P. MORIARTY, 0000
CRAIG D. MORROW, 0000
PATRICK D. MORROW, 0000
ANDREW M. MORTENSEN, 0000
MATTHEW D. MORTON, 0000
MARK W. MOYER, 0000
CHRISTOPHER C. MUHR, 0000
PATRICK J. MULLIN, 0000
BRUCE A. MUMFORD, 0000
JOHN S. MURPHY III, 0000
MICHAEL P. MURPHY, 0000
JAMES M. MYERS, 0000
LEONEL NASCIMENTO, 0000
CHAUNCY C. NASH, 0000
MATTHEW J. NEWTON, 0000
EDWARD A. NICKERSON, 0000
JONNY R. NOBLE, 0000
MICHAEL E. NOWATKOWSKI, 0000
OVA OHAIR III, 0000
THOMAS J. OLIVER, 0000
MARK E. ORWAT, 0000
CHRISTOPHER K. OTOONI, 0000
SHANE P. OUSEY, 0000
ANDREW P. OVERFIELD, 0000
MICHAEL V. PALAZA, 0000
MICHAEL E. PANKO, 0000
JEFFREY E. PANNAMAN, 0000
STEVE D. PARK, 0000
CHARLES R. PARKER, 0000
MICHAEL J. PARSONS, 0000
JACQUELINE L. PATTEN, 0000
KENNETH A. PATTERSON, 0000
CHRISTOPHER A. PATTON, 0000
THOMAS E. PEDIGO, 0000
DAVID W. PENDALL, 0000
JEFFERY A. PERRY, 0000
IRVIN PETE, 0000
ROBERT M. PETERS, 0000
FADI J. PETRO, 0000
DERRYL M. POOLER, 0000
JAMES T. PORTER III, 0000
JAMES C. POWERS, JR., 0000
CHRISTOPHER B. PULTZ, 0000
DAVID M. PURSLEY, 0000
TROY A. RADER, 0000
ARMANDO J. RAMIREZ, 0000
CHRISTIAN J. RAMTHUN, 0000
MICHAEL D. RAYBURN, 0000
ROMEO RECCHIA, 0000
MARCUS A. REESE, 0000
KEVIN M. REISWITZ, 0000
DANIEL L. REYNOLDS, 0000
DAVID M. RICHEY, JR., 0000
GARY G. RIDENHOUR, 0000
PAUL RITKOUSKI, 0000
ARVESTA P. ROBERSON II, 0000
DAWN M. RODESCHIN, 0000
TRAVIS E. ROOMS, 0000
MARK E. ROSENSTEIN, 0000
RANDY S. ROSS, 0000
TRACEY D. RUESCHHOFF, 0000
RICHARD L. RUFFCORN II, 0000
BRENT D. RUHLEN, 0000
MARK C. RUSSO, 0000
JENNIFER B. SALINAS, 0000
JAMES P. SCHAPEL, 0000
MICHAEL A. SCHIESL, 0000
KERRY J. SCHINDLER, 0000
KREG E. SCHNELL, 0000
KURT A. SCHOSEK, 0000
ELIZABETH W. SCHOTT, 0000
RUSSELL J. SCHOTT, 0000
BRUCE E. SCHRINER, 0000
PAUL D. SCHUMACHER II, 0000
WILLIAM C. SCHUSTROM, 0000
ROBERT C. SEMPLE, 0000
ROBERT E. SHORT, 0000
JOHN R. SIMONTON, 0000
JAMES D. SISEMORE, 0000
CRAIG L. SMITH, 0000
FRANK H. SMITH, JR., 0000
LAWRENCE A. SMITH III, 0000
SAMMY J. SMITH, 0000
SCOTT A. SMITH, 0000
STEPHEN M. SMITH, 0000
FRANK J. SNYDER, 0000
TIMOTHY A. SOLIE, 0000
MATTHEW V. SOUSA, 0000
RICHARD P. SPAINHOUR, 0000
RODERIC SPENCER, 0000
MARK L. STEBBINS, 0000
MICHAEL P. STELZIG, 0000
ERIC W. STEWART, 0000
BRIAN J. STOKES, 0000
DEREK L. STREETER, 0000
GEORGE J. STROUMPOS, 0000
DAVID O. SUTTON, 0000
WALTER S. SUTTON, 0000
STEPHEN P. SZEWC, 0000
RODNEY Y. TAKAHASHI, 0000
PETER J. TATE, JR., 0000
JOHN C. THOMAS, 0000
ANTONIO L. THOMPSON, 0000
MICHAEL F. THOMPSON, 0000
WILLIAM R. THORNTON, 0000
CRAIG J. TIPPINS, 0000

DANIEL L. TOBIAS, 0000
THOMAS E. TOLER, 0000
VINCENT H. TORRES, 0000
JOSE O. TORRESALVARADO, 0000
JULIAN S. TRAN, 0000
GEORGE J. TRAWICK, 0000
WESLEY I. TUCKER, 0000
JASON J. TURNER, 0000
LANE M. TURNER, 0000
RICHARD D. TUTTLE, 0000
STEPHANIE J. TUTTON, 0000
MARK S. ULRICH, 0000
JAMES A. URBEC, 0000
MARTHA S. VANDRIEL, 0000
MICHAEL L. VARUOLO, 0000
STEPHANIE D. VAUGHN, 0000
GERARD A. VAVRINA, 0000
DARRYL L. VERRETT, 0000
SHELLEY L. VOLKWEIN, 0000
PATRICK L. WALDEN, 0000
RANDOLPH S. WARDLE, 0000
BILLY WATTS, JR., 0000
KENT L. WEBBER, 0000
ALICIA G. WEED, 0000
WILLIAM T. WELCH, 0000
GERALD S. WELLS, JR., 0000
HOLLY F. WEST, 0000
CHARLIE WILLIAMS, 0000
DAVID M. WILLIS, 0000
DAVID R. WILLS, 0000
DIONNE M. WILSON, 0000
JOHN F. WINTERS, 0000
PETER J. WIRTH, 0000
ANDREW P. WORTHAM, 0000
DAVID N. WRIGHT, 0000
FRANK B. WRIGHT, 0000
THOMAS M. WRIGHT, 0000
JEFFREY T. WYATT, 0000
WILLIAM M. WYATT, 0000
JAMES M. YOCUM, 0000
GAIL E. YOSHITANI, 0000
SHAW YOSHITANI, 0000
CYNTHIA M. YOST, 0000
FRANCESCA ZIEMBA, 0000
0000
0000
0000
0000
0000
0000
0000
0000
0000
0000
0000

IN THE NAVY

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES NAVY 
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624:

To be lieutenant commander

BRETT T. BOWLIN, 0000
SHERRY L. BRELAND, 0000
MARC S. BREWEN, 0000
JOHN E. CLADY II, 0000
AIMEE M. COOPER, 0000
CURTIS T. CREWS, 0000
TANYA CRUZ, 0000
ARTHUR L. GASTON III, 0000
STACIA J. GAWRONSKI, 0000
CHRISTOPHER J. GREER, 0000
BRIAN J. HALLIDEN, 0000
KATHLEEN A. HELMANN, 0000
JAMES R. HOFFMAN, 0000
THERON R. KORSAK, 0000
MATTHEW B. KUREK, 0000
STACIE J. LEONARD, 0000
JASON M. LEVY, 0000
MARK A. LINDSEY, 0000
KEITH B. LOFLAND, 0000
JEROD L. MARKLEY, 0000
KIMBERLEY B. MCCANN, 0000
WAYNE A. MIANI, JR., 0000
BRIAN L. MIZER, 0000
CHANDA R. MULLEN, 0000
ANDREW S. MYERS, 0000
MARK P. NEVITT, 0000
HEATHER D. PARTRIDGE, 0000
JUSTIN PILLING, 0000
STEPHEN C. REYES, 0000
ANGELA C. RONGOTES, 0000
MEGAN K. SMITH, 0000
SARAH A. STANCATI, 0000
SCOTT W. THOMAS, 0000
JEFFREY G. TRANSTROM, 0000
CLAYTON G. TRIVETT, 0000
DUSTIN E. WALLACE, 0000
WILLIAM H. WEILAND, 0000
BRIAN E. WEINTHAL, 0000
DANIEL WERNER, 0000
EDWARD K. WESTBROOK II, 0000
CHRISTOPHER M. WILLIAMS, 0000
JEANINE B. WOMBLE, 0000 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES NAVY 
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624:

To be lieutenant commander

RUBEN D. ACOSTA, 0000
ERIN G. ADAMS, 0000
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AFSHIN K. AFARIN, 0000
EVAN M. ALTMAN, 0000
REAGAN B. ANDERSON, 0000
KAIVON ARFAA, 0000
MICHAEL J. ARNOLD, 0000
ANGELA M. BACHMANN, 0000
DANIEL J. BACHMANN, 0000
TIMOTHY W. BARKDOLL, 0000
MATTHEW D. BARKER, 0000
PATRICK E. BAROCO, 0000
RHETT A. BARRETT, 0000
MICHAEL J. BARRY, 0000
ERIKA S. BEARDIRVINE, 0000
BRENT R. BECKER, 0000
RANDY S. BELL, 0000
RYAN A. BELL, 0000
ANTHONY W. BENDERMAN, 0000
WILLIAM E. BENNETT, 0000
CURT A. BERGSTROM, 0000
KATHRYN L. BERNDT, 0000
CHRISTOPHER S. BEWLEY, 0000
MICHAEL C. BLAKLEY, 0000
JENNIFER M. BLATTNER, 0000
CHRISTOPHER M. BLOOMER, 0000
AUDREY G. BOLANOWSKI, 0000
CATHERINE A. BORJA, 0000
BABAK BOROUJERDI, 0000
DAN C. BREECE, 0000
MARGARET A. BROCKMAN, 0000
ADAM M. BROWN, 0000
JAMES D. BRYANT, 0000
LARISSA S. BUCCOLO, 0000
MICHAEL A. BUCKLEY, 0000
CHRISTOPHER J. BURNS, 0000
JOHN C. CAPENER, 0000
JING M. CARDONA, 0000
CRAIG G. CARROLL, 0000
JONATHAN L. CHADWICK, 0000
TEMUJIN T. CHAVEZ, 0000
RICHARD C. CHILDERS, 0000
CHONG H. CHOE, 0000
JEAN CHRETIEN, 0000
MATTHEW S. CHRISTMAN, 0000
MERLENE V. CHRISTOPHER, 0000
LARA D. CHURCH, 0000
JONATHAN E. CLARKE, 0000
BRITTEN L. COLE, 0000
CHRISTOPHER T. COLLIE, 0000
JEFFREY J. COPELAND, 0000
DOUGLAS J. CRAGIN, 0000
COLIN V. CRICKARD, 0000
SAMYA V. CRUZ, 0000
JENNIFER A. CURRY, 0000
ANJA DABELIC, 0000
JASON G. DAILY, 0000
RUPA J. DAINER, 0000
MARK N. DAMIANO, 0000
AMANDA A. DEEL, 0000
ERIC C. DEUSSING, 0000
HAMMA A. DIALLO, 0000
DENIS M. DIAZ, 0000
CHADWICK J. DONALDSON, 0000
MICHAEL T. DORRITY, 0000
MATTHEW R. DOUBRAVA, 0000
GLENN A. DOWLING, 0000
JOSH L. DUCKWORTH, 0000
GINGER E. DUNNAMSMITH, 0000
JASON M. DURBIN, 0000
GAELYN E. EATONSCUDERI, 0000
KELLY O. ELMORE, 0000
LEWIS J. FERMAGLICH, 0000
GORDON L. FIFER, 0000
ROBERT N. FISH, 0000
RICK L. FISHER, 0000
JOSEPH D. FITZPATRICK, 0000
ALAN T. FLANIGAN, 0000
CARIE A. FLETCHER, 0000
JANEL F. FOSTER, 0000
DAVID B. FOX, 0000
MICHAEL R. FRASER, JR., 0000
GRACE M. FREIER, 0000
GREGORY H. FREITAG, JR., 0000
RYAN D. FRIEDER, 0000
DANIEL R. FULK, 0000
CORY P. GACONNET, 0000
SATYEN M. GADA, 0000
EDMUND A. GANAL, 0000
SAM W. GAO, 0000
PHILLIP G. GEIGER, 0000
THERESA M. GILLE, 0000
JONATHAN S. GLASS, 0000
CHRISTINA J. GONDUSKY, 0000
JOSEPH S. GONDUSKY, 0000
EDGAR A. GONZALEZ, 0000
MICHELE J. GONZALEZ, 0000
PENELOPE A. GOODE, 0000
ROBERT J. GOULD, 0000
ERIN A. GRIFFITH, 0000
HELEN S. HAGAN, 0000
JACK D. HAGAN, 0000
JEREMY B. HAMMEL, 0000
KENT S. HANDFIELD, 0000
MATTHEW E. HARRIS, 0000
JERSHONDA F. HARTSFIELD, 0000
JARED H. HEIMBIGNER, 0000
JASON L. HENRY, 0000
DAVID D. HESSERT, 0000
TARA B. HIGH, 0000
NATALIE J. HILL, 0000
JASON HILLMAN, 0000
JOHN A. HODGSON, 0000
ROY A. HOFFMAN, 0000

JOSHUA D. HOTTENSTEIN, 0000
WARREN V. HSU, 0000
WEI L. HU, 0000
KIM HUI, 0000
NICOLE D. HURST, 0000
JOHN D. HYATT, 0000
ELLIOT M. JESSIE, 0000
SONOVIA L. JOHNSON, 0000
JENNIFER JOHNSONPATEL, 0000
MICHAEL G. JOHNSTON, 0000
SARAH K. JORGENSEN, 0000
CHRIS J. KANE, 0000
JEFFREY M. KANG, 0000
MICHAEL R. KAPLAN, 0000
MICHAEL L. KENT, 0000
HYUNG W. KIM, 0000
DONALD P. KINESTON, 0000
DAVID M. KING, 0000
MICHAEL C. KING, 0000
MARTIN W. KINNISON, 0000
DAVID E. KVARNBERG, 0000
DAVID A. LALLI, 0000
JOHN T. LANDERS, 0000
KENDALL M. LANE, 0000
MATTHEW W. LAWRENCE, 0000
LU D. LE, 0000
QUANG P. LE, 0000
TOMMY D. LE, 0000
RACHEL U. LEE, 0000
ASHLEY G. LESLEY, 0000
JEFFREY L. LESTER, 0000
MARY A. LEYNES, 0000
JEFFREY D. LIGHTFOOT, 0000
NELLE A. LINZ, 0000
KIMBERLY N. LIVINGSTON, 0000
PETER N. LOMBARD, 0000
STEPHANIE A. LOWTHER, 0000
WILLIAM M. LUCAS, 0000
ROBERT J. LUEKEN, 0000
DEDRICK S. LUIKENS, 0000
KENNETH R. LUNA, 0000
MARCEL A. MACGILVRAY, 0000
VINH Q. MAI, 0000
RICHARD S. MALKOWSKI, 0000
CHRISTOPHER T. MARAZON, 0000
ROBERT J. MATYAS II, 0000
MAUREEN F. MCCLENAHAN, 0000
MICHAEL L. MCCORD, 0000
SEAN A. MCKAY, 0000
DONNA A. MCLAUGHLIN, 0000
MIKE B. MCMURTRY, 0000
CONSUELITO A. MEDRANO, 0000
ERIC J. MIANO, 0000
EUGENE A. MILDER, 0000
JEFFREY H. MILLEGAN, 0000
JESSICA M. MILLER, 0000
MARGARET M. MOORE, 0000
DANIELLE J. MOSZYK, 0000
JUSTIN R. MOY, 0000
DAVID P. MULLIN, 0000
DANIEL P. NADEAU, 0000
KELLI L. NAYAK, 0000
JAMES C. NEDEROSTEK, 0000
MATTHEW NEEDLEMAN, 0000
AMY NIEDERHAUSER, 0000
MARISELA M. NOORHASAN, 0000
CORMAC J. OCONNOR, 0000
JOSPEH A. ODANIEL, 0000
KATHLEEN M. OMARA, 0000
ERIN K. OPFER, 0000
TODD R. OTTEN, 0000
JOSEPH R. PALMA, 0000
ROWENA E. PAPSON, 0000
KAREN M. PARISIEN, 0000
STEVEN K. PARK, 0000
AUSTIN L. PARKER, 0000
BRETT J. PARTRIDGE, 0000
JOEL N. PETERSON, 0000
LISA A. PETERSON, 0000
THOMAS A. PLUIM, 0000
JOHN T. POWELL, 0000
DAVID D. S. PROUM, 0000
LEON T. QUE, JR., 0000
AMY E. RADICH, 0000
SUNEIL R. RAMCHANDANI, 0000
SHARON L. REINERTSEN, 0000
MICHAEL P. REITER, 0000
JULIO J. RENTASREYES, 0000
JEFFREY C. RICKS, 0000
PETER J. RIGA, 0000
PETER C. RIM, 0000
ANNE B. ROBERTS, 0000
BENJAMIN RODRIGUEZ, 0000
WILLIAM RODRIGUEZCARTAGENA, 0000
JENNIFER J. ROSEN, 0000
KARL A. ROSEN, 0000
NEIL N. S. SALDUA, 0000
KRISTIAN E. SANCHACK, 0000
MICHAEL G. SANTOMAURO, 0000
STEVEN P. SANTOYO, 0000
PAUL D. SARGENT, 0000
CRAIG I. SCHRANZ, 0000
RICHARD H. SCHRECKENGAUST, 0000
MARK R. SEIGH, 0000
JACOB L. SELLON, 0000
ROBERT M. SELVESTER, 0000
TARA M. SEXTON, 0000
JOHN R. SEYERLE, 0000
CHRISTOPHER M. SHALE, 0000
DAMON D. SHEARER, 0000
MATTHEW S. SHEPHERD, 0000
GARTH C. SKOROPOWSKI, 0000

WILEY J. SMITH, 0000
PETER D. SNYDER, 0000
ELIZABETH M. SOLZE, 0000
ROBERT A. STATEN, 0000
AARON D. STAVINOHA, 0000
MICHAEL B. STEELE, 0000
THEOPHIL A. STOKES, 0000
DARYL J. SULIT, 0000
MICHELE E. SULLIVAN, 0000
SETH J. SULLIVAN, 0000
CAMILLE A. TABOR, 0000
MATTHEW D. TADLOCK, 0000
ARASH TALEGHANI, 0000
ANNA L. TECHENTIN, 0000
EDEN TEMKO, 0000
MICHAEL S. TERMINI, 0000
JOSHUA G. TICE, 0000
KATHY D. TIEU, 0000
FREDERICK J. TRAYERS, 0000
MICHAEL S. TRIPP, 0000
DAVID L. TROWBRIDGE, 0000
TOMMY H. TSE, 0000
PAULETTE R. TUCCIARONE, 0000
MICHAEL A. TWYMAN, 0000
JOHN A. ULLRICH, 0000
KENNETH B. UY, 0000
BRYAN M. VANDERSCHUUR, 0000
NICOLE G. VICCARI, 0000
BINH V. VO, 0000
TARA M. WALKER, 0000
SCOTT C. WALLACE, 0000
BENJAMIN D. WALRATH, 0000
MARC R. WATKINS, 0000
REBECCA M. WEBSTER, 0000
JODY M. WEINSTEIN, 0000
DANIEL R. WEIS, 0000
DYLAN E. WESSMAN, 0000
MARGRETHE E. WESTON, 0000
DENISE A. WHITFIELD, 0000
JIBRI M. WIGGINS, 0000
DONNELLY R. WILKES, 0000
CHRISTINA M. WILLIAMS, 0000
EUGENE K. WILSON III, 0000
MICHELLE S. WONG, 0000
WILLIAM J. YAVELAK, 0000
JASON A. YODER, 0000
CHARLES F. YOUNGBLOOD, 0000
LUKE A. ZABROCKI, 0000 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES NAVY 
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624:

To be lieutenant commander

PAUL H. ABBOTT, 0000
DAVID L. AGEY, 0000
JOHNNY J. ALSTON, 0000
ROBERT L. ANDERSON II, 0000
GARLAND H. ANDREWS, 0000
BRENNAN S. AUTRY, 0000
DEBRA L. BAKER, 0000
MARIA L. BAREFIELD, 0000
MICHAEL A. BARNES, 0000
KEITH M. BASS, 0000
TEPORA D. BECKMAN, 0000
ANDREW H. BERTRAND, 0000
DANIEL E. BIBLE, 0000
RANDY A. BIRT, 0000
CHRISTOPHER T. BLAIR, 0000
KELLY M. BOARDWAY, 0000
GIDGET BOWERS, 0000
DAWN M. BOWMAN, 0000
CHERYL H. BRADSHAW, 0000
WILLIE J. BROWN, 0000
THOMAS M. BUI, 0000
DAVID M. BURKE, 0000
GERALD F. BURKE, 0000
RALPH D. BYRD, 0000
JOHN H. CALLAHAN, 0000
CHRISTINA A. CARMODY, 0000
RICHARD E. CARROLL, 0000
STEVEN B. CARTER, 0000
VICTOR C. CHAVIS, 0000
BOBBY W. CHERRY, 0000
MICHAEL A. CLEVELAND, 0000
HERBERT F. COARD III, 0000
ANTOLINO J. COLON, 0000
KATHLEEN K. COOPERMAN, 0000
KAREN S. CORSON, 0000
BRYON L. CRAIG, 0000
VERONIKA DIMEO, 0000
MATTHEW C. DOAN, 0000
MARC D. DOBSON, 0000
CARL W. DOUD, 0000
FOUAD A. ELZAATARI, 0000
MICHAEL O. ENRIQUEZ, 0000
MICHAEL E. FEESER, 0000
DENISE M. FLOURNOY, 0000
CHARLES D. FOSTER, 0000
JAMES F. GARMAN, 0000
GLORIA L. GARNER, 0000
WILLIAM E. GRADY, 0000
MICHAEL J. GRANDE, 0000
MARY C. GRAVES, 0000
DARRYL E. GREEN, 0000
RONA D. GREEN, 0000
JEFFREY A. GREENE, 0000
GARY C. GROTHE, JR., 0000
ROGER W. GUNTER, 0000
JAMES R. HAGEN, 0000
LESLIE C. HAIR, 0000
HEATHER D. HELLWIG, 0000
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TROY D. HENDERSON, 0000 
RICHARD D. HERIDIA, 0000 
NEWTON D. HIGH, 0000 
MATTHEW J. HOLCOMB, 0000 
RYAN J. HOLDORF, 0000 
LISA M. HORNICK, 0000 
WILLIAM R. HOWARD, 0000 
BRIAN L. IHLENFELD, 0000 
CHRISTINA M. JENKINS, 0000 
JOSEPH S. JENKINS, 0000 
THOMAS D. JENKINS, 0000 
FRANCA R. JONES, 0000 
WILLIAM E. KELLY, 0000 
MICHAEL J. KLEMANN, 0000 
ANGELICA A. KLINSKI, 0000 
DAVID H. KOCH, 0000 
LISA S. LABERMEYER, 0000 
OCTAVIS D. LAMPKIN, 0000 
SEAN M. LANDO, 0000 
THOMAS J. LEACH, 0000 
NICOLETTE A. LEFLORE, 0000 
JASON T. LEWIS, 0000 
KYLE Y. LIM, 0000 
KATHRYN T. LINDSEY, 0000 
NILO M. LLAGAS, 0000 
JONATHAN H. LOCKE, 0000 
ANNE M. LOPEZ, 0000 
ALBERT C. LOUI, 0000 
JERALD L. MAHLAUHEINERT, 0000 
CHRISTOPHER J. MALDARELLA, 0000 
AMANDA R. MASSEY, 0000 
BERNARD C. MCDONALD, 0000 
GREGORY G. MCLAUGHLIN, 0000 
RACHELLE MCPHERSON, 0000 
MICHAEL W. MORTON, 0000 
KIMBERLY A. MUSA, 0000 
DENNIS C. NAGLE, 0000 
RAYMOND C. NAIRN, 0000 
DAVID A. NELSON, 0000 
JOSEPH R. NELSON, 0000 
PAUL E. OCONNOR, 0000 
MARCELLA R. ODEN, 0000 
NICHOLE A. OLSON, 0000 
FRANK G. ORMONDE, 0000 
SUSAN B. OTTO, 0000 
CRISTI A. PECK, 0000 
RAY P. PEREZ, 0000 
DAVID D. PETERSON, 0000 
WILLIAM J. PLUMMER III, 0000 
JOSHUA M. PORTON, 0000 
DONNA POULIN, 0000 
JAMES C. QUICK III, 0000 
ROBERT C. RAWLEIGH, 0000 
RANDY G. REESE, 0000 
JEFFREY J. REPASS, 0000 
LESLIE E. RIGGS, JR., 0000 
DUNELEY A. ROCHINO, 0000 
THOMAS E. SATHER, 0000 
LARRY J. SCHMIEGE, 0000 
RONALD L. SCHOONOVER, 0000 
PATRICIA R. SERRANO, 0000 
THAD J. SHARP, 0000 
PHILIP J. SIEBIGTEROTH, 0000 
FREDERICK W. STEVENSON, 0000 
ALEJANDRO C. TAAG, 0000 
GODFREY W. TABB, 0000 
LORENZO TARPLEY, JR., 0000 
BRUCE H. THOMPSON, 0000 
DAVID L. TULLISON, 0000 
SHERRY M. WACLAWSKI, 0000 
JENNIFER C. WALLINGER, 0000 
LENORA B. P. WEATHERFORD, 0000 
DANIELLE M. WENZEL, 0000 
KATHRYN A. WHEELER, 0000 
MATTHEW L. WISE, 0000 
DANIELLE M. WOOTEN, 0000 
SHANNON C. ZAHUMENSKY, 0000 
CAROL B. ZWIEBACH, 0000 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES NAVY 
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624: 

To be lieutenant commander 

RENE J. ALOVA, 0000 
MIGUEL A. ARGUMOSA, 0000 
PETER R. BARNDT, 0000 
THOMAS E. BERCHTOLD, 0000 
ELLEN F. BERRY, 0000 
RONNIE M. CITRO, 0000 
JENNIFER L. ELLIS, 0000 
MARTIN E. EVERS, 0000 
DEREK T. FAGEN, 0000 
MICHAEL D. FERREIRA, 0000 
CRAIG K. FOISIE, 0000 
JAMES L. HARRIS III, 0000 
ROBERT J. HERMAN, 0000 
KERWIN K. HO, 0000 
JEFFREY L. HOCKETT, 0000 
BROOKS B. HORAN, 0000 
ANTHONY D. JOHN, 0000 
BRADLEY E. JONES, 0000 
MATTHEW B. KAHN, 0000 
NIMA A. KHORASSANI, 0000 
CHAD J. KIMBROUGH, 0000 
ROBERT M. LAUGHLIN, 0000 
THU N. LUU, 0000 
STEVE MANZON, 0000 
SEAN T. MCDONNELL, 0000 
PATRICK E. MCGEE, 0000 
BRADLEY A. MEER, 0000 
JEFFREY D. NEAL, 0000 

JUDD E. PARTRIDGE, 0000 
MARK A. ROMANO, 0000 
CHRISTOPHER E. SANDLIN, 0000 
ANGELA C. SIMPSON, 0000 
ZHENGSHI SONG, 0000 
STEVEN L. THOMAS, 0000 
JOYCE N. YANG, 0000 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES NAVY 
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624: 

To be lieutenant commander 

MARK E. ALLEN, 0000 
KAREN R. ANDERSEN, 0000 
MARK A. ANDERSON, 0000 
JOSEPH A. ANDRADE, 0000 
MARY R. ANKER, 0000 
JOSEPH C. BACON, 0000 
JESSICA S. BAIN, 0000 
WILLIAM A. BAKER, 0000 
GILBERTO BALDERAS, 0000 
PHILLIP R. BAMFORD, 0000 
ANGELA M. BANKS, 0000 
LAURIE E. BASABE, 0000 
KENNETH R. BASFORD, 0000 
LYDIA E. BATTEY, 0000 
CATHERINE A. BAUTISTA, 0000 
JAYE A. BAYLES, 0000 
JULIE P. BISHOP, 0000 
RANDALL B. BOHANON, 0000 
ERIC J. BOPP, 0000 
WAYNE T. BRICE, 0000 
MATTHEW J. BRICKEY, 0000 
JOSEPH W. BROWN, 0000 
JENNIFER J. BUECHEL, 0000 
KEVIN J. BURNS, 0000 
JIMMY A. CALDWELL, 0000 
CARLIN A. CALLAWAY, 0000 
RUDY R. CARRASCO, 0000 
AARON B. CASTLE, 0000 
JAMES A. CAUDILL, 0000 
CHRISTOPHER A. CESA, 0000 
NATHANIEL R. CLARK, 0000 
MARSHA S. COLLINS, 0000 
JIMY R. COOK, JR., 0000 
JENNY M. CULBERTSON, 0000 
DANILO I. DANTES, 0000 
JULIE A. DARLING, 0000 
JOSEPH S. DAVIS, 0000 
TERESA J. DEVITT, 0000 
KEITH G. DOBBINS, 0000 
ANGELA M. DOUGHERTY, 0000 
TIMOTHY S. DRILL, 0000 
KENNETH N. DUBROWSKI, 0000 
JAMES A. ELLIS, 0000 
MELINDA R. EWING, 0000 
PATRICK J. FITZPATRICK, 0000 
JOHN A. FLEMING, 0000 
JOSE D. FLORES, 0000 
FLEMING L. FRENCH, 0000 
ROSEMARY FRIESON, 0000 
CHRISTINA E. FRIX, 0000 
URSULA V. GALVEZ, 0000 
RALPH J. GARGIULO, 0000 
KATHRYN A. GARNER, 0000 
JAMES P. GENNARI, 0000 
TRACEY R. GILES, 0000 
CARL W. GOFORTH, 0000 
DETRIK F. HARMEYER, 0000 
KENNETH E. HODGES, 0000 
KEITH B. HOEKMAN, 0000 
CHRIS O. HOLMES, 0000 
ANNE S. HOPKINS, 0000 
WILLIAM D. HORCHER, 0000 
DIANA L. HOWELL, 0000 
CYNTHIA A. HUTCHINSON, 0000 
MARY A. HUTCHINSON, 0000 
TRACY R. ISAAC, 0000 
MARC E. JASEK, 0000 
PATRICIA B. JOHNSON, 0000 
JEREMY M. KILDAY, 0000 
BRIAN A. KING, 0000 
MELINDA A. KING, 0000 
LARA L. KIRCHNER, 0000 
LINDA R. KOWALSKI, 0000 
KATHRYN J. KRAUSE, 0000 
ROBERT W. KREJCI, 0000 
JOHN E. LENAHAN, 0000 
JEANNE M. LEWANDOWSKI, 0000 
DAVID M. LOSHBAUGH, 0000 
JOSEPH A. MARCANTEL, 0000 
LORA A. MARTIN, 0000 
MATTHEW J. MARTIN, 0000 
MATTHEW P. MATTRO, 0000 
DANIEL P. MCRAE, 0000 
LORRIE L. MEYER, 0000 
KEITH L. MICHON, 0000 
JOHANNA M. MILLS, 0000 
KELLY D. MINER, 0000 
TARA K. MOORE, 0000 
JAMES R. MORRIS, 0000 
PATRICK S. MYER, 0000 
ERLINA P. NAVAL, 0000 
REBECCA L. NAVARRETE, 0000 
LAURA J. W. NELSON, 0000 
KATHERINE E. NOEL, 0000 
ANDREW R. ODEA, 0000 
JAMES J. OROURKE III, 0000 
BRIAN E. PARTON, 0000 
JASON A. PATACSIL, 0000 
JASON T. PENFOLD, 0000 

RACHEL A. PERRY, 0000 
MARY E. PHILLIPS, 0000 
JESSICA E. PLICHTA, 0000 
DAVID L. PORTER, 0000 
KRIST E. POTTORFF, 0000 
CHRISTIAN R. PRONK, 0000 
KEVIN G. QUINN, 0000 
CALVIN D. RAWSON, 0000 
CAMBRAI E. REED, 0000 
PROTEGENIE REED, 0000 
DORA O. REID, 0000 
BRENDA K. RESETER, 0000 
JESSE J. RIVERA, 0000 
JOHNNY V. RODGERS, 0000 
LUIS A. RODRIGUEZ, 0000 
AMY L. RUGE, 0000 
CLAIRE O. SAMPSON, 0000 
STEVEN J. SCHWENKLER, 0000 
MATTHEW D. SEYMOUR, 0000 
FELECIA E. SMITH, 0000 
MICHELLE L. SMITH, 0000 
VORACHAI SRIBANDITMONGKOL, 0000 
WENDY L. STONE, 0000 
ANDREW D. TARRANT, 0000 
MAVIS R. THOMAS, 0000 
MAY N. TON, 0000 
RAFAEL VARGAS, 0000 
TRACY L. VINCENT, 0000 
SHARON A. VOLL, 0000 
LINNA R. WALZ, 0000 
SHONDA D. WASHINGTON, 0000 
ANNETTE H. WATKINS, 0000 
ALLYSON S. WATSON, 0000 
JANET M. WEATHERWAX, 0000 
ALLECIA V. WEBSTER, 0000 
MICHELLE E. WEDDLE, 0000 
CEDRIC L. WEST, 0000 
CHARLES L. WHITE, 0000 
WILLIAM W. WIEGMANN, 0000 
EVELYN K. WILDMAN, 0000 
KATHYLYN B. WILLIAMS, 0000 
WALTER D. WILLIAMSON, 0000 
WILLIAM A. YOUNG, 0000 
SARAH M. YUENGLING, 0000 
JENNIFER M. ZICKO, 0000 
GEORGINA L. ZUNIGA, 0000 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES NAVY 
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624: 

To be lieutenant commander 

DON N. ALLEN, JR., 0000 
WILLIAM R. ALLEN, 0000 
CIELO I. ALMANZA, 0000 
SHAUN J. ANDERSON, 0000 
SEAN M. ANDREWS, 0000 
AARON K. AYERS, 0000 
SPENCER L. BAKER, 0000 
WILLIAM J. BARICH, 0000 
MARTIN J. BARLOW, 0000 
JASON D. BARTHOLOMEW, 0000 
LUIS A. BENCOMO, 0000 
WILLIAM T. BENHAM, 0000 
MICHAEL C. BISHOP, 0000 
MATTHEW L. BOLLS, 0000 
KEVIN L. BORKERT, 0000 
MARK S. BOWMER, 0000 
PETER M. BRAENDEHOLM, 0000 
MATTHEW J. BRICKHAUS, 0000 
ANTHONY R. COCA, 0000 
DONOVAN P. COFFEY, 0000 
ROBERT M. CORLEY, 0000 
FREDERICK H. CRAWFORD, 0000 
ANDRES DIAZ, 0000 
STEVEN L. DORMAN, 0000 
EDWAUN L. DURKINS, 0000 
MATTHEW J. FAHNER, 0000 
KELLEY C. FARRIS, 0000 
JODIE R. FORBES, 0000 
JAMES F. FRANKLIN, 0000 
MANUEL E. GANUZA, 0000 
CARLOS F. GONZALEZ, 0000 
LA H. A. GRAHAM, 0000 
JEFFREY A. GREENFIELD, 0000 
RICHARD C. GUSTAFSON, JR., 0000 
PAUL G. HAVENS, 0000 
DANNY H. HOUGLAN, 0000 
KELLY W. HOUSE, JR., 0000 
KENNETH J. JACKSON, 0000 
ROBERT J. JAMES, 0000 
ADAM L. JOHNSON, 0000 
SEBASTIAN J. KIELPINSKI, 0000 
WALTER W. KULZY, 0000 
THEOPHIL A. KUSH, 0000 
MICHELE M. LAPORTE, 0000 
TRACEY M. LOPEZ, 0000 
TIMOTHY LOTT, 0000
TODD D. LUNSFORD, 0000
JESUS I. MARSDEN, 0000
VALERIE M. MCCALL, 0000
THOMAS P. MOORE, 0000
JAMES B. MORFITT, 0000
JAMES D. OLEARY, 0000
JACOB A. PADILLA, 0000
PETRA PAGAN, 0000
DOUGLAS B. PERKINS, 0000
RYAN M. PERRY, 0000
RICHARD M. RAYOS, 0000
JOSEPH E. REAUME, 0000
SAMUEL T. RISER, 0000
SAMUEL E. ROBINSON, 0000
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MICHAEL A. ROCHARD, 0000
ROLAND G. RODRIGUEZ, 0000
CAMERON W. ROGERS, 0000
SCOTT A. ROSCOE, 0000
JOSEPH R. ROVITO, 0000
DAVID M. ROZZELL, 0000
MICHAEL P. RYAN, 0000
FRANCISCO P. SANTOS, 0000
ERIC M. SCHMIDT, 0000
THOMAS W. SCHULTZ, 0000
STEVEN H. SHERWOOD, 0000
AARON B. SIKES, 0000
BRIAN K. SIMONSON, 0000
MICHAEL A. SNYDER, 0000
SCOTT D. STAHL, 0000
TERESA A. STEVENS, 0000
STEPHEN N. STRAYER, 0000
PHOEBE U. TAMAYO, 0000
CHRISTOPHER C. TECMIRE, 0000
CHARLES M. TELLIS, 0000
RONALD K. TERRY, 0000
JONATHAN W. THURSTON, 0000
ROBERT D. TOMCHICK, 0000
SALVADOR TORRESACOSTA, 0000
ELIZABETH A. TRAVIS, 0000
JULIA A. VEALENCIS, 0000
KRISTEN D. VECHINSKI, 0000
JAMES L. VENCKUS, 0000
NOLASCO L. VILLANUEVA, 0000
SHANNON W. WALKER, 0000
MARK A. WARD, 0000
MICHAEL R. WILSON, 0000
JIMMIE I. WISE, 0000
GLENN A. WRIGHT, 0000
JEFFERY S. YOUNG, 0000

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES NAVY 
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624:

To be lieutenant commander

CERINO O. BARGOLA, 0000
JOHN C. BURNETTE, 0000
CAREY H. CASH, 0000
LYNN W. CHRISTENSEN, 0000
ROBERT R. CHRISTIAN, 0000
JON W. CONROE, 0000
BRYAN K. CRITTENDON, 0000
BRUCE W. CROUTERFIELD, 0000
WILLIAM N. HAMILTON, 0000
HENRY F. HOLCOMBE, JR., 0000
ROBERT L. JONES, JR., 0000
ERIK P. LEE, 0000
EMORY C. LUSSI, 0000
LEROY G. MACK III, 0000
HAGAN R. MCCLELLAN, JR., 0000
WESLEY T. MYHAND, 0000
PATRICK A. NIEMEYER, 0000
DANIEL C. OWENS, 0000
JEFFREY S. PLUMMER, 0000
JOSEPH D. REARDON, 0000

SANTIAGO RODRIGUEZ, 0000
RYAN R. RUPE, 0000
BETH A. STALLINGA, 0000
MICHAEL L. TOMLINSON, 0000
PAUL S. TREMBLAY, 0000
BRIAN D. WEIGELT, 0000
TEDDY L. WILLIAMS, JR., 0000 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES NAVY 
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624:

To be lieutenant commander

JAMES ALGER, 0000
DOUGLAS J. ARNOLD, 0000
WILLIAM R. BUTLER, 0000
DEANNA S. CARPENTER, 0000
CHRISTINE B. CAWAYAN, 0000
JASON CHUNG, 0000
BRIAN L. CLAPP, 0000
PATRICK T. CONNOR, 0000
JASON A. CROSBY, 0000
DANNY H. CRUZ, 0000
BOBBY D. DASHER, JR., 0000
RYAN C. DAVIS, 0000
MARC A. DORAN, 0000
JOSHUA J. GAMEZ, 0000
CHRISTOPHER S. GARVIN, 0000
LUKE B. GREENE, 0000
DANIEL M. GRIMSBO, 0000
JOSEPH D. HARDER III, 0000
MICHAEL W. HERMANSON, 0000
LUIS A. HOLKON, JR., 0000
GARY HULING, 0000
MICHAEL A. JAMES, 0000
JEFFREY D. JASINSKI, 0000
DAVID M. JAYNE, 0000
CARL V. KIRAR, 0000
MICHAEL S. LAVIELLE, 0000
WARREN R. LEBEAU, 0000
ROBERT C. LEINES, 0000
PHILLIP M. LEMONDS, 0000
BENJAMIN D. LEPPARD, 0000
BRIAN J. LONGBOTTOM, 0000
WALTER S. LUDWIG, 0000
ANCELMO J. MCCARTHY, 0000
MICHAEL W. MENO, JR., 0000
EDWARD B. MILLER IV, 0000
CRISTOPHER P. NEISH, 0000
MICHAEL K. OBEIRNE, 0000
VONDA L. OLSAVSKY, 0000
NATHAN R. PAUKOVITS, 0000
BRENT C. PAUL, 0000
JEFFREY M. PFEIL, 0000
RUSSELL S. PILE, 0000
SHAWN P. POPE, 0000
ANGEL L. SANTIAGO, 0000
JESUS M. SANTIAGO, 0000
KENNETH E. SCHWALBE, 0000
GRIFFIN K. STAUFFER, 0000
DANIEL A. STOKES, 0000

JOEL R. STRAUS, 0000
OMARR E. TOBIAS, 0000
MICHAEL W. TREST, 0000
MICHAEL J. WANGER, 0000
SUSANNE M. WIENRICH, 0000
MARCUS E. WILLIAMSON, 0000
WILLIAM E. WINDUS, 0000
JONATHAN P. WITHAM, 0000
JASON N. WOOD, 0000 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES NAVY 
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624:

To be lieutenant commander

DOUGLAS E. BAKER, 0000
JOSELITO T. BALUYOT, 0000
GARRY BERNIER, 0000
KEVIN G. CHIRAS, 0000
CARRIE L. KIMBLE, 0000
RICARDO L. LEGASPI, 0000
GERALD W. MCNALLY, 0000
ALFRED F. PIERSON, 0000
TODD M. SULLIVAN, 0000
SHEILA R. WILLIAMS, 0000

f 

CONFIRMATIONS

Executive Nominations Confirmed by 
the Senate Wednesday, September 12, 
2007:

DEPARTMENT OF STATE

MARGARET SPELLINGS, OF TEXAS, TO BE DESIGNATED 
A REPRESENTATIVE OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMER-
ICA TO THE THIRTY-FOURTH SESSION OF THE GENERAL 
CONFERENCE OF THE UNITED NATIONS EDUCATIONAL, 
SCIENTIFIC, AND CULTURAL ORGANIZATION.

NANCY GOODMAN BRINKER, OF FLORIDA, TO BE CHIEF 
OF PROTOCOL, AND TO HAVE THE RANK OF AMBASSADOR 
DURING HER TENURE OF SERVICE.

HARRY K. THOMAS, JR., OF NEW YORK, A CAREER MEM-
BER OF THE SENIOR FOREIGN SERVICE, CLASS OF MIN-
ISTER-COUNSELOR, TO BE DIRECTOR GENERAL OF THE 
FOREIGN SERVICE.

PAULA J. DOBRIANSKY, OF VIRGINIA, FOR THE RANK 
OF AMBASSADOR DURING HER TENURE OF SERVICE AS 
SPECIAL ENVOY FOR NORTHERN IRELAND.

NED L. SIEGEL, OF FLORIDA, TO BE AMBASSADOR EX-
TRAORDINARY AND PLENIPOTENTIARY OF THE UNITED 
STATES OF AMERICA TO THE COMMONWEALTH OF THE 
BAHAMAS.

THE ABOVE NOMINATIONS WERE APPROVED SUBJECT 
TO THE NOMINEES’ COMMITMENT TO RESPOND TO RE-
QUESTS TO APPEAR AND TESTIFY BEFORE ANY DULY 
CONSTITUTED COMMITTEE OF THE SENATE. 
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EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS 
SENATE COMMITTEE MEETINGS 

Title IV of Senate Resolution 4, 
agreed to by the Senate on February 4, 
1977, calls for establishment of a sys-
tem for a computerized schedule of all 
meetings and hearings of Senate com-
mittees, subcommittees, joint commit-
tees, and committees of conference. 
This title requires all such committees 
to notify the Office of the Senate Daily 
Digest—designated by the Rules Com-
mittee—of the time, place, and purpose 
of the meetings, when scheduled, and 
any cancellations or changes in the 
meetings as they occur. 

As an additional procedure along 
with the computerization of this infor-
mation, the Office of the Senate Daily 
Digest will prepare this information for 
printing in the Extensions of Remarks 
section of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 
on Monday and Wednesday of each 
week. 

Meetings scheduled for Thursday, 
September 13, 2007 may be found in the 
Daily Digest of today’s RECORD. 

MEETINGS SCHEDULED 

SEPTEMBER 18 

10 a.m. 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation 

To hold an oversight hearing on the Na-
tional Football League retirement sys-
tem. 

SR–253 
10:30 a.m. 

Judiciary 
To hold hearings to examine corporate 

fraud prosecutions and the attorney- 
client privilege under the McNulty 
Memorandum. 

SD–226 
2:30 p.m. 

Intelligence 
Closed business meeting to consider 

pending intelligence matters. 
SH–219 

SEPTEMBER 19 

9:30 a.m. 
Indian Affairs 

To hold hearings to examine the process 
of federal recognition of Indian tribes. 

SD–628 
Rules and Administration 

To hold a hearing to examine S. 1905, to 
provide for a rotating schedule for re-
gional selection of delegates to a na-
tional Presidential nominating conven-
tion. 

SR–301 
Veterans’ Affairs 

To hold oversight hearings to examine 
information technology. 

SD–562 

10 a.m. 
Environment and Public Works 
Transportation Safety, Infrastructure Se-

curity, and Water Quality Sub-
committee 

To hold hearings to examine America’s 
wastewater infrastructure needs in the 
21st century. 

SD–406 
10:30 a.m. 

Aging 
To hold hearings to examine preparing 

for the digital television transition, fo-
cusing on how senior citizens will be 
affected. 

SD–106 
2:30 p.m. 

Judiciary 
To hold hearings to examine the ‘‘mate-

rial support to terrorist organizations’’ 
bar to admission to asylum and reset-
tlement in the United States, focusing 
on the denial of refuge to the per-
secuted. 

SD–226 

SEPTEMBER 20 
9:30 a.m. 

Veterans’ Affairs 
To hold joint hearings with the House 

Committee on Veterans’ Affairs to ex-
amine the legislative presentation by 
the American Legion. 

345, Cannon Building 
10 a.m. 

Small Business and Entrepreneurship 
To hold hearings to examine expanding 

opportunities for women entre-
preneurs, focusing on the future of 
women’s small business programs. 

SR–428A 
2:30 p.m. 

Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs 

Federal Financial Management, Govern-
ment Information, Federal Services, 
and International Security Sub-
committee 

To hold hearings to examine the Office of 
Management and Budget’s oversight on 
ongoing information systems projects, 
focusing on the efficacy of the manage-
ment practices use by agencies to en-
sure the success of the projects. 

SD–342 
Energy and Natural Resources 
Public Lands and Forests Subcommittee 

To hold hearings to examine S. 1433, to 
amend the Alaska National Interest 
Lands Conservation Act to provide 
competitive status to certain Federal 
employees in the State of Alaska, S. 
1143, to designate the Jupiter Inlet 
Lighthouse and the surrounding Fed-
eral land in the State of Florida as an 
Outstanding Natural Area and as a unit 
of the National Landscape System, S. 
2034, to amend the Oregon Wilderness 
Act of 1984 to designate the Copper 
Salmon Wilderness and to amend the 
Wild and Scenic Rivers Act to des-
ignate segments of the North and 
South Forks of the Elk River in the 
State of Oregon as wild or scenic riv-
ers, S. 1377, to direct the Secretary of 

the Interior to convey to the City of 
Henderson, Nevada, certain Federal 
land located in the City, S. 1608, to pro-
vide for the conveyance of certain land 
in Clark County, Nevada, for use by the 
Nevada National Guard, H.R. 815, to 
provide for the conveyance of certain 
land in Clark County, Nevada, for use 
by the Nevada National Guard, S. 1740, 
to amend the Act of February 22, 1889, 
and the Act of July 2, 1862, to provide 
for the management of public land 
trust funds in the State of North Da-
kota, S. 1802, to adjust the boundaries 
of the Frank Church River of No Re-
turn Wilderness in the State of Idaho, 
S. 1803, to authorize the exchange of 
certain land located in the State of 
Idaho, S. 1939, to provide for the con-
veyance of certain land in the Santa Fe 
National Forest, New Mexico, and S. 
1940, to reauthorize the Rio Puerco Wa-
tershed Management Program. 

SD–366 
Intelligence 

To hold closed hearings to examine cer-
tain intelligence matters. 

SH–219 

SEPTEMBER 24 

3 p.m. 
Energy and Natural Resources 

To hold an oversight hearing to examine 
scientific assessments of the impacts of 
global climate change on wildfire ac-
tivity in the United States. 

SD–366 

SEPTEMBER 25 

9:30 a.m. 
Judiciary 

To hold hearings to examine 
streghtening the Foreign Intelligence 
Surveillance Act (FISA). 

SD–226 
Veterans’ Affairs 

To hold oversight hearings to examine 
Persian Gulf War research. 

SD–562 
10 a.m. 

Energy and Natural Resources 
To hold hearings to examine S. 1756, to 

provide supplemental ex gratia com-
pensation to the Republic of the Mar-
shall Islands for impacts of the nuclear 
testing program of the United States. 

SD–366 

SEPTEMBER 26 

10 a.m. 
Energy and Natural Resources 

To hold hearings to examine S. 1543, to 
establish a national geothermal initia-
tive to encourage increased production 
of energy from geothermal resources. 

SD–366 

SEPTEMBER 27 

9:30 a.m. 
Energy and Natural Resources 

To hold hearings to examine hard-rock 
mining on federal lands. 

SD–366 
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Veterans’ Affairs 

To hold hearings to examine the nomina-
tion of Paul J. Hutter, of Virginia, to 

be General Counsel, Department of 
Veterans Affairs. 

SD–562 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES—Friday, September 14, 2007 
The House met at 10 a.m. and was 

called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mr. SARBANES). 

f 

DESIGNATION OF THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Speaker: 

WASHINGTON, DC. 
September 14, 2007. 

I hereby appoint the Honorable JOHN P. 
SARBANES to act as Speaker pro tempore on 
this day. 

NANCY PELOSI, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 

f 

PRAYER 

Monsignor Stephen J. Rossetti, 
President, St. Luke Institute, Silver 
Spring, Maryland, offered the following 
prayer: 

Good and gracious God, today we re-
call the prayer of Thomas Merton. He 
prayed, ‘‘O God, I do not know if what 
I am doing is pleasing to You, but I 
know that my desire to please You is 
itself pleasing to You.’’ May we, too, be 
filled with a desire to please You in all 
that we do. May our every thought and 
our every action be aimed at doing 
Your will. We know that in Your will is 
our joy and our peace. May You be 
blessed by all generations and may we 
follow Your will on this Earth, until it 
is completely fulfilled at the end of 
time. Amen. 

f 

THE JOURNAL 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair has examined the Journal of the 
last day’s proceedings and announces 
to the House his approval thereof. 

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved. 

f 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair will lead the House in the Pledge 
of Allegiance. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore led the 
Pledge of Allegiance as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 

f 

COMMUNICATION FROM THE 
CLERK OF THE HOUSE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-

nication from the Clerk of the House of 
Representatives: 

OFFICE OF THE CLERK, 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 

Washington, DC, September 12, 2007. 
Hon. NANCY PELOSI, 
The Speaker, House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR MADAM SPEAKER: Pursuant to the 
permission granted in Clause 2(h) of Rule II 
of the Rules of the U.S. House of Representa-
tives, I have the honor to transmit a sealed 
envelope received from the White House on 
September 12, 2007, at 4;17 p.m. and said to 
contain a message from the President where-
by he notifies the Congress he has extended 
the national emergency with respect to the 
September 11, 2001, terrorist attacks. 

With best wishes, I am 
Sincerely, 

LORRAINE C. MILLER, 
Clerk of the House. 

f 

CONTINUATION OF THE NATIONAL 
EMERGENCY WITH RESPECT TO 
CERTAIN TERRORIST ATTACKS— 
MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT 
OF THE UNITED STATES (H. DOC. 
NO. 110–57) 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following message 
from the President of the United 
States; which was read and, together 
with the accompanying papers, without 
objection, referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs and ordered to be 
printed: 
To the Congress of the United States: 

Section 202(d) of the National Emer-
gencies Act, 50 U.S.C. 1622(d), provides 
for the automatic termination of a na-
tional emergency unless, prior to the 
anniversary date of its declaration, the 
President publishes in the Federal Reg-
ister and transmits to the Congress a 
notice stating that the emergency is to 
continue in effect beyond the anniver-
sary date. Consistent with this provi-
sion, I have sent to the Federal Register 
the enclosed notice, stating that the 
emergency declared with respect to the 
terrorist attacks on the United States 
of September 11, 2001, is to continue in 
effect for an additional year. 

The terrorist threat that led to the 
declaration on September 14, 2001, of a 
national emergency continues. For this 
reason, I have determined that it is 
necessary to continue in effect after 
September 14, 2007, the national emer-
gency with respect to the terrorist 
threat. 

GEORGE W. BUSH.
THE WHITE HOUSE, September 12, 2007. 

COMMUNICATION FROM THE 
CLERK OF THE HOUSE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Clerk of the House of 
Representatives: 

OFFICE OF THE CLERK, 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 

Washington, DC, September 11, 2007. 
Hon. NANCY PELOSI, 
The Speaker, House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR MADAM SPEAKER: Pursuant to the 
permission granted in Clause 2(h) of Rule II 
of the Rules of the U.S. House of Representa-
tives, the Clerk received the following mes-
sage from the Secretary of the Senate on 
September 11, 2007, at 1:47 p.m.: 

That the Senate passed with an amend-
ment and requests a conference with the 
House, appoints conferees H.R. 2764. 

With best wishes, I am, 
Sincerely, 

LORRAINE C. MILLER, 
Clerk of the House. 

f 

COMMUNICATION FROM THE 
CLERK OF THE HOUSE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Clerk of the House of 
Representatives: 

OFFICE OF THE CLERK, 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 

Washington, DC, September 12, 2007. 
Hon. NANCY PELOSI, 
The Speaker, House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR MADAM SPEAKER: Pursuant to the 
permission granted in Clause 2(h) of Rule II 
of the Rules of the U.S. House of Representa-
tives, the Clerk received the following mes-
sage from the Secretary of the Senate on 
September 12, 2007, at 3:57 p.m.: 

That the Senate passed without amend-
ment H.R. 954. 

That the Senate passed without amend-
ment H.R. 3218. 

That the Senate passed with an amend-
ment and requests a conference with the 
House, appoints conferees H.R. 3074. 

That the Senate passed S. 1692. 
With best wishes, I am, 

Sincerely, 
LORRAINE C. MILLER, 

Clerk of the House. 

f 

APPOINTMENT OF MEMBERS TO 
THE COMMITTEE TO ATTEND FU-
NERAL OF THE LATE HONOR-
ABLE PAUL E. GILLMOR 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 632, and the 
order of the House of January 4, 2007, 
the Chair announces the Speaker’s ap-
pointment of the following Members of 
the House to the committee to attend 
the funeral of the late Honorable Paul 
E. Gillmor: 
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Mr. REGULA, Ohio 
Mr. BOEHNER, Ohio 
Mr. BLUNT, Missouri 
The members of the Ohio delegation: 
Ms. KAPTUR 
Mr. HOBSON 
Ms. PRYCE 
Mr. CHABOT 
Mr. LATOURETTE 
Mr. KUCINICH 
Mrs. JONES 
Mr. TIBERI 
Mr. TURNER 
Mr. RYAN 
Mrs. SCHMIDT 
Mr. JORDAN 
Mr. SPACE 
Ms. SUTTON 
Mr. WILSON, and 
Mr. LEWIS, California 
Mr. PETRI, Wisconsin 
Mr. HALL, Texas 
Mr. BARTON, Texas 
Mr. KANJORSKI, Pennsylvania 
Mr. UPTON, Michigan 
Mr. MCNULTY, New York 
Mr. STEARNS, Florida 
Mr. TANNER, Tennessee 
Mr. BACHUS, Alabama 
Mr. MICA, Florida 
Mr. WATT, North Carolina 
Mr. EHLERS, Michigan 
Mr. LAHOOD, Illinois 
Mr. SHADEGG, Arizona 
Mr. WICKER, Mississippi 
Mrs. EMERSON, Missouri 
Mr. ADERHOLT, Alabama 
Mrs. BIGGERT, Illinois 
Mr. MOORE, Kansas 
Mr. REYNOLDS, New York 
Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Illinois 
Mr. WALDEN, Oregon 
Mr. PENCE, Indiana 
Mr. ROSS, Arkansas 
Mr. FORBES, Virginia 
Mr. BOOZMAN, Arkansas 
Mr. WILSON, South Carolina 
Mr. COLE, Oklahoma 
Mr. GINGREY, Georgia 
Mr. KING, Iowa 
Mr. CHANDLER, Kentucky 
Mr. INGLIS, South Carolina 
Mr. CONAWAY, Texas 
Mr. DENT, Pennsylvania 
Mr. PRICE, Georgia 

f 

ADJOURNMENT 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, the House stands adjourned 
until 12:30 p.m. on Monday next for 
morning-hour debate. 

There was no objection. 
Accordingly (at 10 o’clock and 8 min-

utes a.m.), under its previous order, the 
House adjourned until Monday, Sep-
tember 17, 2007, at 12:30 p.m., for morn-
ing-hour debate. 

f 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 

Under clause 8 of rule XII, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

3269. A letter from the Comptroller, De-
partment of Defense, transmitting a report 
of a violation of the Antideficiency Act by 
the Department of the Army, Case Number 
06-11, pursuant to 31 U.S.C. 1517(b); to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

3270. A letter from the Comptroller, De-
partment of Defense, transmitting a report 
of a violation of the Antideficiency Act by 
the Department of the Army, Case Number 
06-02, pursuant to 31 U.S.C. 1351; to the Com-
mittee on Appropriations. 

3271. A letter from the Comptroller, De-
partment of Defense, transmitting a report 
of a violation of the Antideficiency Act by 
the Department of the Navy, Case Number 
06-03, pursuant to 31 U.S.C. 1351; to the Com-
mittee on Appropriations. 

3272. A letter from the Comptroller, De-
partment of Defense, transmitting a report 
of a violation of the Antideficiency Act by 
the Department of the Army, Case Number 
05-03, pursuant to 31 U.S.C. 1351; to the Com-
mittee on Appropriations. 

3273. A letter from the Comptroller, De-
partment of Defense, transmitting a report 
of a violation of the Antideficiency Act by 
the Department of the Navy, Case Number 
07-01, pursuant to 31 U.S.C. 1351; to the Com-
mittee on Appropriations. 

3274. A letter from the Principal Deputy 
Associate Administrator, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Revising the Budget Period 
Limitation for Research Grants and Coopera-
tive Agreements [EPA-HQ-ORD-2007-0419, 
FRL-8466-9] (RIN: 2080-AA12) received Sep-
tember 7, 2007, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

3275. A letter from the Principal Deputy 
Associate Administrator, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Approval and Promulgation 
of Implementation Plans Tennessee; Ap-
proval of Revisions to the Tennessee SIP and 
the Nashville/Davidson County Portion of 
the Tennessee SIP; Prevention of Significant 
Deterioration and Nonattainment New 
Source Review, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

3276. A letter from the Principal Deputy 
Associate Administrator, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Approval and Promulgation 
of Implementation Plans and Designation of 
Areas for Air Quality Planning Purposes; 
Georgia: Redesignation of Macon, Georgia 8- 
Hour Ozone Nonattainment Area to Attain-
ment for Ozone [EPA-R04-OAR-2007- 0548- 
200741; FRL-8466-4] received September 7, 
2007, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

3277. A letter from the Principal Deputy 
Associate Administrator, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Approval and Promulgation 
of Air Quality Implementation Plans; West 
Virginia; Clean Air Interstate Rule [EPA- 
R03-OAR-2007-0448; FRL-8465-6] received Sep-
tember 7, 2007, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

3278. A letter from the Principal Deputy 
Associate Administrator, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Approval and Promulgation 
of Air Quality Implementation Plans; Indi-
ana; VOC Emissions from Fuel Grade Eth-
anol Production Operations [EPA-R05-OAR- 
2007-0293; FRL-8464-4] received September 7, 
2007, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

3279. A letter from the Principal Deputy 
Associate Administrator, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Approval and Promulgation 
of Air Quality Implementation Plans; Dela-
ware; Control of VOC Emissions from Crude 
Oil Lightering Operations [EPA-R03-OAR- 
2007-0451; FRL-8465-9] received September 7, 
2007, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

3280. A letter from the Assistant Secretary 
for Legislative Affairs, Department of State, 
transmitting consistent with the Authoriza-
tion for Use of Military Force Against Iraq 
Resolution of 2002 (Pub. L. 107-243), the Au-
thorization for the Use of Force Against Iraq 
Resolution (Pub. L. 102-1), and in order to 
keep the Congress fully informed, a report 
prepared by the Department of State for the 
June 15, 2007 — August 15, 2007 reporting pe-
riod including matters relating to post-lib-
eration Iraq under Section 7 of the Iraq Lib-
eration Actof 1998 (Pub. L. 105-338); to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

3281. A letter from the Director, National 
Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration, 
transmitting the Administration’s biennial 
report on the use of federal assistance pro-
vided to the Atlantic States Marine Fish-
eries Commission covering FY 2005 and FY 
2006, pursuants to Section 811(c)(2) of the At-
lantic Coastal Fisheries Cooperative Man-
agement Act; to the Committee on Natural 
Resources. 

3282. A letter from the Administrator, De-
partment of Homeland Security, transmit-
ting notification that funding under Title V, 
subsection 503(b)(3) of the Robert T. Stafford 
Disaster Relief and Emergency Assistance 
Act, as amended, has exceeded $5 million for 
the cost of response and recovery efforts for 
FEMA-3277-EM in the State of Texas, pursu-
ant to 42 U.S.C. 5193; to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

3283. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of Transportation, transmitting the re-
port on the Department’s action taken in re-
sponse to issues raised concerning the De-
partment’s project to demonstrate the abil-
ity of Mexico-domiciled motor carriers to op-
erate safely in the United States beyond the 
commerical zones, pursuant to Public Law 
110-28, section 6901; to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

3284. A letter from the Deputy Director, 
Defense Security Cooperation Agency, trans-
mitting notification that the Department in-
tends to use FY 2007 IMET funds for the en-
closed list of countries, pursuant to Public 
Law 110-5, section 515; jointly to the Com-
mittees on Foreign Affairs and Appropria-
tions. 

f 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON 
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 
Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 

committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows: 

Mr. OBERSTAR: Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. House Resolution 
444. Resolution supporting the goals and 
ideals of National Aviation Maintenance 
Technician Day, honoring the invaluable 
contributions of Charles Edward Taylor, re-
garded as the father of aviation mainte-
nance, and recognizing the essential role of 
aviation maintenance technicians in ensur-
ing the safety and security of civil and mili-
tary aircraft (Rept.ll0–323). Referred to the 
House Calendar, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. OBERSTAR: Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. House Resolution 
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549. Resolution recognizing the importance 
of America’s Waterway Watch program, and 
for other purposes (Rept. 110–324). Referred 
to the House Calendar, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. OBERSTAR: Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. House Resolution 
592. Resolution supporting first responders in 
the United States in their efforts to prepare 
for and respond to natural disasters, acts of 
terrorism, and other man-made disasters, 
and affirming the goals and ideals of Na-
tional First Responder Appreciation Day 
(Rept. 110–325). Referred to the House Cal-
endar, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. OBERSTAR: Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. H.R. 2671. A bill to 
designate the United States courthouse lo-
cated at 301 North Miami Avenue, Miami, 
Florida, as the ‘‘C. Clyde Atkins United 
States Courthouse’’ (Rept. 110–326). Referred 
to the House Calendar, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. OBERSTAR: Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. H.R. 2728. A bill to 
designate the station of the United States 
Border Patrol located at 25762 Madison Ave-
nue in Murrieta, California, as the ‘‘Theo-
dore L. Newton, Jr. and George F. Azrak 
Border Patrol Station’’ (Rept. 110–327). Re-
ferred to the House Calendar, and ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. OBERSTAR: Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. H.R. 3068. A bill to 
prohibit the award of contracts to provide 
guard services under the contract security 
guard program of the Federal Protective 
Service to a business concern that is owned, 
controlled, or operated by an individual who 
has been convicted of a felony; with an 
amendment (Rept. 110–328). Referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the State 
of the Union, and ordered to be printed. 

f 

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of rule XII, public 
bills and resolutions were introduced 
and severally referred, as follows: 

By Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts: 
H.R. 3525. A bill to require rapid implemen-

tation of guidelines and regulations regard-
ing the accuracy of consumer information 
furnished to consumer reporting agencies 
that were required to be established by the 
Fair and Accurate Credit Transactions Act 
of 2003 and have not been implemented, to 
provide that the Federal Trade Commission 
shall take the lead in implementation of the 
guidelines and regulations, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Financial 
Services. 

By Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts: 
H.R. 3526. A bill to include all banking 

agencies within the existing regulatory au-
thority under the Federal Trade Commission 
Act with respect to depository institutions, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Financial Services, and in addition to the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce, for a 
period to be subsequently determined by the 
Speaker, in each case for consideration of 
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic-
tion of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: 
H.R. 3527. A bill to extend for two months 

the authorities of the Overseas Private In-
vestment Corporation; to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. LANTOS: 
H.R. 3528. A bill to provide authority to the 

Peace Corps to provide separation pay for 
host country resident personal services con-

tractors of the Peace Corps; to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mrs. BOYDA of Kansas (for herself, 
Mr. BARROW, Mr. LAMPSON, Ms. SHEA- 
PORTER, and Mr. PATRICK MURPHY of 
Pennsylvania): 

H.R. 3529. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to make permanent law the 
treatment of tax-exempt combat pay as 
earned income for purposes of the earned in-
come credit; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Ms. GINNY BROWN-WAITE of Flor-
ida (for herself, Mr. MILLER of Flor-
ida, Mr. BUCHANAN, Mr. BILIRAKIS, 
Mr. FEENEY, Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN, Mr. 
MARIO DIAZ-BALART of Florida, Mr. 
HASTINGS of Florida, Ms. WASSERMAN 
SCHULTZ, Ms. CORRINE BROWN of Flor-
ida, Mr. BOYD of Florida, Mr. 
CRENSHAW, Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART 
of Florida, Mr. YOUNG of Florida, Mr. 
MICA, Mr. MAHONEY of Florida, Mr. 
PUTNAM, Mr. KLEIN of Florida, Mr. 
MACK, Mr. MEEK of Florida, Mr. KEL-
LER, Mr. STEARNS, Mr. WELDON of 
Florida, Mr. WEXLER, and Ms. CAS-
TOR): 

H.R. 3530. A bill to designate the facility of 
the United States Postal Service located at 
1400 Highway 41 North in Inverness, Florida, 
as the ‘‘Chief Warrant Officer Aaron Weaver 
Post Office Building’’; to the Committee on 
Oversight and Government Reform. 

By Ms. GINNY BROWN-WAITE of Flor-
ida (for herself, Mr. MILLER of Flor-
ida, Mrs. DRAKE, Mr. BILBRAY, and 
Mr. TANCREDO): 

H.R. 3531. A bill to amend the Immigration 
and Nationality Act to improve the interior 
enforcement of the immigration laws of the 
United States, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and in addition 
to the Committee on Homeland Security, for 
a period to be subsequently determined by 
the Speaker, in each case for consideration 
of such provisions as fall within the jurisdic-
tion of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. DEAL of Georgia: 
H.R. 3532. A bill to designate the facility of 

the United States Postal Service located at 
5815 McLeod Street in Lula, Georgia, as the 
‘‘Private Johnathon Millican Lula Post Of-
fice’’; to the Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform. 

By Mr. ENGEL (for himself and Mrs. 
MYRICK): 

H.R. 3533. A bill to extend by one year the 
moratorium on implementation of a rule re-
lating to the Federal-State financial part-
nership under Medicaid and the State Chil-
dren’s Health Insurance Program and on fi-
nalization of a Medicaid rule regarding grad-
uate medical education; to the Committee 
on Energy and Commerce. 

By Mr. FERGUSON: 
H.R. 3534. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-

enue Code of 1986 to allow individuals and 
businesses a credit against income tax for 
the purchase of Energy Star compliant 
clothes washers and dryers; to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HODES (for himself and Ms. 
MOORE of Wisconsin): 

H.R. 3535. A bill to amend the Truth in 
Lending Act to require escrow accounts for 
the payment of property taxes and insurance 
for all subprime loans, and to expand the 
coverage of the appraisal requirements under 
the Financial Institutions Reform, Recovery, 
and Enforcement Act of 1989, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Financial 
Services. 

By Mr. KING of New York: 
H.R. 3536. A bill to provide for an aware-

ness program, and a study, on a rare form of 

breast cancer; to the Committee on Energy 
and Commerce. 

By Mr. KING of New York: 
H.R. 3537. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-

enue Code of 1986 to establish and provide a 
checkoff for a Breast and Prostate Cancer 
Research Fund, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means, and in 
addition to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce, for a period to be subsequently 
determined by the Speaker, in each case for 
consideration of such provisions as fall with-
in the jurisdiction of the committee con-
cerned. 

By Mr. PETERSON of Minnesota: 
H.R. 3538. A bill to establish a National 

Commission on the Infrastructure of the 
United States; to the Committee on Trans-
portation and Infrastructure. 

By Mr. WHITFIELD: 
H. Con. Res. 209. Concurrent resolution ex-

pressing the sense of Congress that the Mu-
seum of the American Quilter’s Society, lo-
cated in Paducah, Kentucky, should be des-
ignated as the ‘‘National Quilt Museum of 
the United States’’; to the Committee on 
Natural Resources. 

By Ms. MOORE of Wisconsin (for her-
self, Mrs. MCCARTHY of New York, 
Mr. PAYNE, Mr. RYAN of Wisconsin, 
Mrs. MALONEY of New York, Mr. 
KIND, Mr. AL GREEN of Texas, Ms. 
SOLIS, and Mr. OBEY): 

H. Res. 649. A resolution commemorating 
the second annual ‘‘Milwaukee Brides Walk’’ 
and recognizing all brides marches in protest 
of domestic violence; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

f 

ADDITIONAL SPONSORS 

Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors 
were added to public bills and resolu-
tions as follows: 

H.R. 81: Ms. FOXX. 
H.R. 193: Mr. CHABOT. 
H.R. 333: Ms. CORRINE BROWN of Florida. 
H.R. 406: Mr. LAMPSON, Mr. PALLONE, and 

Mr. OLVER. 
H.R. 415: Mr. MARKEY, Mr. OLVER, Mr. 

TIERNEY, Mr. LYNCH, Mr. LANGEVIN, Mr. 
NEAL of Massachusetts, Mr. DELAHUNT, Mr. 
CAPUANO, and Mr. KENNEDY. 

H.R. 464: Mr. KAGEN and Mr. SPRATT. 
H.R. 627: Mr. WU. 
H.R. 690: Mr. PASCRELL and Mr. SPACE. 
H.R. 719: Mr. KIND. 
H.R. 725: Mr. MORAN of Kansas and Mr. 

PEARCE. 
H.R. 743: Mr. MCHENRY, Mr. TERRY, and Mr. 

DANIEL E. LUNGREN of California. 
H.R. 864: Mr. JOHNSON of Illinois. 
H.R. 900: Ms. MCCOLLUM of Minnesota. 
H.R. 971: Mr. WILSON of Ohio and Mr. MAN-

ZULLO. 
H.R. 1004: Mr. JACKSON of Illinois and Mr. 

SNYDER. 
H.R. 1064: Mr. CHABOT and Mr. PEARCE. 
H.R. 1069: Mr. PAYNE. 
H.R. 1088: Mr. BURTON of Indiana. 
H.R. 1108: Mr. BISHOP of Georgia. 
H.R. 1199: Mr. WALDEN of Oregon. 
H.R. 1228: Mrs. CUBIN and Mr. SPRATT. 
H.R. 1279: Mr. BOUCHER, Mr. FRANK of Mas-

sachusetts, Ms. BALDWIN, and Mr. HONDA. 
H.R. 1303: Mr. HALL of New York. 
H.R. 1328: Ms. DEGETTE. 
H.R. 1363: Mr. OLVER, Mr. ARCURI, Mr. 

LARSEN of Washington, and Ms. SOLIS. 
H.R. 1400: Mr. GARY G. MILLER of Cali-

fornia. 
H.R. 1419: Mr. PAUL and Ms. WOOLSEY. 
H.R. 1474: Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of 

Texas. 
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H.R. 1514: Mr. LEWIS of Georgia. 
H.R. 1584: Mr. OLVER and Mr. KLINE of Min-

nesota. 
H.R. 1610: Mr. ROGERS of Michigan, Mr. 

CHABOT, and Mr. MICA. 
H.R. 1629: Mr. FILNER. 
H.R. 1671: Mr. BOUCHER and Mr. WYNN. 
H.R. 1687: Mr. BERMAN. 
H.R. 1732: Mr. MITCHELL and Mr. BURGESS. 
H.R. 1774: Mr. CHANDLER, Mr. FILNER, and 

Mr. WELCH of Vermont. 
H.R. 1843: Mr. LAHOOD, Mr. HOYER, Mr. 

MORAN of Virginia, and Mr. OBERSTAR. 
H.R. 1876: Mrs. MCMORRIS RODGERS, Ms. 

GINNY BROWN-WAITE of Florida, Mr. TOWNS, 
and Mr. BUCHANAN. 

H.R. 1911: Mr. LAMPSON and Mrs. BOYDA of 
Kansas. 

H.R. 1971: Mr. LYNCH and Mr. ENGEL. 
H.R. 1992: Mr. KLEIN of Florida, Mr. DOYLE, 

and Mr. STARK. 
H.R. 2131: Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. 
H.R. 2164: Mr. GRIJALVA. 
H.R. 2280: Mr. DONNELLY. 
H.R. 2488: Mr. ROSS. 
H.R. 2514: Ms. SLAUGHTER. 
H.R. 2620: Mr. FARR. 
H.R. 2747: Mr. PATRICK MURPHY of Pennsyl-

vania. 
H.R. 2779: Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, Mr. 

ARCURI, Mr. KIND, Mrs. TAUSCHER, Mr. 
RUPPERSBERGER, Ms. BORDALLO, Mr. 
ETHERIDGE, Mr. ABERCROMBIE, Mrs. 
GILLIBRAND, and Mr. MACK. 

H.R. 2790: Mr. BOSWELL. 
H.R. 2838: Mr. ABERCROMBIE. 

H.R. 2860: Mr. LARSEN of Washington. 
H.R. 2910: Mr. UDALL of New Mexico. 
H.R. 2930: Mr. WELCH of Vermont, Ms. 

SCHAKOWSKY, and Mr. SIRES. 
H.R. 2994: Ms. BALDWIN. 
H.R. 3001: Mr. FILNER. 
H.R. 3040: Mr. ABERCROMBIE. 
H.R. 3090: Mr. EVERETT. 
H.R. 3105: Mr. ABERCROMBIE. 
H.R. 3113: Mrs. MCCARTHY of New York. 
H.R. 3140: Mrs. CAPPS, Mr. BISHOP of New 

York, Mr. WALSH of New York, Mr. KING of 
Iowa, and Mr. MARSHALL. 

H.R. 3156: Mr. GERLACH. 
H.R. 3204: Mr. BLUMENAUER. 
H.R. 3232: Mrs. MYRICK, Mr. TOWNS, Mr. 

KELLER, and Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. 
H.R. 3282: Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN, Mr. EHLERS, 

and Mr. WOLF. 
H.R. 3298: Mr. PETERSON of Minnesota, Ms. 

WOOLSEY, Mr. KENNEDY, Mr. UDALL of Colo-
rado, and Mr. ABERCROMBIE. 

H.R. 3339: Mr. HONDA. 
H.R. 3368: Mr. ENGLISH of Pennsylvania and 

Mr. LATOURETTE. 
H.R. 3429: Mr. ELLISON. 
H.R. 3432: Mr. AL GREEN of Texas, Mr. GON-

ZALEZ, Ms. CORRINE BROWN of Florida, and 
Mr. WYNN. 

H.R. 3452: Mr. GONZALEZ. 
H.R. 3480: Mr. MARSHALL, Mr. GORDON, Ms. 

JACKSON-LEE of Texas, and Mr. WOLF. 
H.R. 3506: Mr. BISHOP of New York and Mr. 

CUELLAR. 
H.J. Res. 12: Mr. KAGEN and Mr. GENE 

GREEN of Texas. 

H. Con. Res. 193: Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. 
H. Con. Res. 200: Mr. BURTON of Indiana, 

Mr. BLUMENAUER, Mr. HOLT, Mr. CROWLEY, 
Ms. MCCOLLUM of Minnesota, Mr. ROTHMAN, 
Mr. BERMAN, Mr. WOLF, and Mr. ROHR-
ABACHER. 

H. Con. Res. 204: Mr. SAM JOHNSON of 
Texas. 

H. Res. 54: Mr. TERRY. 
H. Res. 335: Mr. LOBIONDO and Mr. 

DELAHUNT. 
H. Res. 433: Ms. CARSON. 
H. Res. 573: Ms. NORTON, Ms. MOORE of Wis-

consin, Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas, Mr. 
CAPUANO, Mr. WYNN, Mr. DOGGETT, Mr. 
COHEN, and Ms. BORDALLO. 

H. Res. 576: Mr. BISHOP of Utah. 
H. Res. 605: Mr. PETRI, Mr. DANIEL E. LUN-

GREN of California, Mr. SHULER, Mr. 
MCHUGH, Mr. KLINE of Minnesota, Mrs. 
MYRICK, Mr. BROWN of South Carolina, Mr. 
CALVERT, Ms. MCCOLLUM of Minnesota, Ms. 
GINNY BROWN-WAITE of Florida, Mr. SKEL-
TON, Mr. OBERSTAR, Mr. DOOLITTLE, Mr. CAR-
NEY, Mr. HILL, Mr. BACHUS, and Mr. 
REHBERG. 

H. Res. 618: Mr. GONZALEZ. 
H. Res. 624: Mr. ADERHOLT, Mr. ACKERMAN, 

Mr. CROWLEY, Mr. WEXLER, Mr. LINCOLN 
DIAZ-BALART of Florida, Ms. CASTOR, Ms. 
WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, Mr. BROWN of South 
Carolina, Ms. WATSON, and Mr. KIRK. 

H. Res. 635: Mr. HONDA. 
H. Res. 639: Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. 
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SENATE—Friday, September 14, 2007 
(Legislative day of Wednesday, Sep-

tember 12, 2007) 
The Senate met at 9:45 and 48 seconds 

a.m., on the expiration of the recess, 
and was called to order by the Honor-
able JACK REED, a Senator from the 
State of Rhode Island. 

f 

APPOINTMENT OF ACTING 
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will please read a communication 

to the Senate from the President pro 
tempore (Mr. BYRD). 

The assistant legislative clerk read 
the following letter: 

U.S. SENATE, 
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE, 

Washington, D.C. September 14, 2007. 
To the Senate: 

Under the provisions of Rule I, paragraph 
3, of the Standing Rules of the Senate, I 
hereby appoint the Honorable JACK REED, a 
Senator from the State of Rhode Island, to 
perform the duties of the Chair. 

ROBERT C. BYRD, 
President pro tempore. 

Mr. REED thereupon assumed the 
chair as Acting President pro tempore. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT UNTIL 2 P.M., 
MONDAY, SEPTEMBER 17, 2007 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Under the previous order, the 
Senate will stand adjourned until 2 
p.m., Monday, September 17, 2007. 

Thereupon, the Senate, at 9:46 and 15 
seconds a.m., adjourned until Monday, 
September 17, 2007, at 2 p.m. 
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EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS 
HAL JACKSON CONTINUES HIS 

CONTRIBUTION TO AFRICAN 
AMERICAN TEENAGERS 
THROUGH HIS TALENTED TEENS 
COMPETITION 

HON. CHARLES B. RANGEL 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, September 14, 2007 

Mr. RANGEL. Madam Speaker, I rise today 
to introduce a report written in the New York 
CARIB News on July 24, 2007 entitled, ‘‘Who 
Will Become the World’s Top Teen?’’ 

This article highlights the accomplishment of 
Hal Jackson, the group chairman of Inner City 
Broadcast Holdings, Inc., who created the Hal 
Jackson’s Talented Teens International Schol-
arship Competition, The scholarship competi-
tion is now in its 37th year of existence and 
has promoted hundreds of Black teenaged 
women to a greater awareness of their beauty 
and intelligence. The most recent competition 
was held on Saturday, July 28, at the Harlem 
State Aaron Davis Hall. 

I applaud Mr. Jackson for his contributions 
in providing the opportunity for young women 
of every color the chance to compete for 
scholarships to the college or university of 
their choice. 

WHO WILL BECOME THE WORLD’S TOP TEEN? 

HAL JACKSON’S TALENTED TEENS 
INTERNATIONAL SCHOLARSHIP COMPETITION 

NEW YORK.—Long before reality TV com-
petitions became a part of American culture, 
Hal Jackson, group chairman of Inner City 
Broadcast Holdings, Inc., created a unique 
opportunity for young women of every color 
to compete for scholarships to the college or 
university of their choice, based on talent, 
personality and achievement and appear-
ance. 

Now in its 37th year of existence, Hal Jack-
son’s Talented Teens International returns 
to New York, for its annual competition, 
which will be held Saturday, July 28 at Har-
lem Stage, Aaron Davis Hall, 135th and Con-
vent Ave., New York City. 

Approximately 40 young ladies, ages 13 to 
17 will vie for the coveted title of Miss Tal-
ented Teen International, currently being 
held by Raquel Winchester, a 16-year-old 
opera singer from Trinidad. Miss Winchester 
has spent the past year representing her 
country by making a series of personal ap-
pearances where she has displayed her excep-
tional winning talent. 

Unlike other contests, Hal Jackson’s Tal-
ented Teens International features contest-
ants who are role models in their commu-
nities who have mastered public speaking 
ability and skills which enhance their scho-
lastic ability. Each contestant will have two 
minutes to perform the talent of their choice 
to judges who represent a myriad of fields. 
During the week of July 21–28, 2007, the con-
testants will tour New York City, visit 
Mayor Mike Bloomberg’s office, and have an 
opportunity to visit 1190 AM–WLlB, and 107.5 

FM–WBLS and the station for which Hal 
Jackson has broadcast his Sunday Classics 
for well over 20 years. 

In addition to touring the sites and re-
hearsing production numbers for the upcom-
ing July 28th show, they will sample some of 
New York’s finest cuisine. One of the week’s 
highlights will be a dinner honoring individ-
uals who have supported Talented Teens 
International on Thursday, July 26th at Tav-
ern on the Green. During the dinner, special 
recognition will be given to various profes-
sionals, including musical legends Ashford 
and Simpson, who have donated their serv-
ices to Hal Jackson’s Talented Teens Inter-
national in the past. For more information 
regarding Hal Jackson’s Talented Teens 
International, contact 212–592–0413. 

f 

HONORING ANN M. SOLDO 

HON. SAM FARR 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, September 14, 2007 

Mr. FARR. Madam Speaker, I rise today to 
honor the achievements of a truly exceptional 
member of her community. On this day we 
celebrate Mrs. Ann M. Soldo’s 50 years of 
service and membership in Soroptimist Inter-
national of Watsonville, as well as the many 
other important accomplishments and con-
tributions she has made for the city of 
Watsonville. Over the years she has been an 
invaluable asset to the community. She has 
served as an educator of our youth, a leader 
in local politics, and as a member of countless 
clubs and organizations. All of these activities 
speak volumes about her commitment to im-
proving the lives of others. 

Ann began her education in Watsonville, 
California at Pajaro Elementary School and 
later studied at Watsonville Union High 
School. She received her associate of arts de-
gree from Hartnell College in 1940 and a 
bachelor of arts degree from San Jose State 
University in 1942. Upon graduating, Ann 
began a career in education, teaching at the 
Hall District School. Throughout the 1940s and 
1950s, Ann taught at several other elementary 
schools, including a U.S. Army School in Ger-
many. In 1954 she received her master’s de-
gree from Stanford University and eventually 
moved from teacher to principal, constantly 
demonstrating her penchant for leadership. 
After years of educating young minds, she fi-
nally retired from Pajaro Valley Unified School 
District in 1978. 

Although she had completed her career in 
education, Ann continued to demonstrate ex-
emplary leadership in the community. In 1979 
she was elected to the Watsonville City Coun-
cil and was appointed vice-mayor. In 1983 
Ann made history when she became the first 
female mayor of the city of Watsonville. 

Ann has contributed countless hours to 
community organizations in the pursuit of help-

ing others. She has been a president of the 
Seniors Council of Santa Cruz County, Sorop-
timist International of Watsonville, the Cali-
fornia Elementary School Administration Cen-
tral Coast Section, the Pajaro Valley Per-
forming Arts Association, and the Multiple 
Sclerosis Society of Monterey Bay; to name 
just a few. She has also served as a board 
member for the Watsonville Community Hos-
pital and the Visiting Nurse Association of 
Santa Cruz County and other charitable orga-
nizations. Mrs. Soldo is extremely well re-
spected for her years of hard work and dedi-
cation to helping others. In the year 2000 the 
Ann Soldo Elementary School, named in her 
honor, opened its doors in Watsonville, Cali-
fornia. 

Her 50 years of membership to Soroptimist 
International of Watsonville will be celebrated 
on September 17, 2007 with the declaration of 
this date as Ann M. Soldo Day. The mission 
of Soroptimist International is to ‘‘improve the 
lives of women and girls in local communities 
and throughout the world.’’ As her outstanding 
record of community service demonstrates, 
Ann has truly lived this motto throughout her 
years as an educator and local leader, and 
through her selfless involvement in community 
organizations. I am honored to know this 
amazing woman and am proud to acknowl-
edge her tremendous achievements. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. KEN CALVERT 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Friday, September 14, 2007 

Mr. CALVERT. Madam Speaker, on rollcall 
No. 865, on the motion to suspend the rules 
and agree, as amended to H. Res. 257, which 
supports the goals and ideals of Pancreatic 
Cancer Awareness Month, had I been present, 
I would have voted ‘‘yea.’’ 

f 

IN HONOR OF VA MEDICAL HOS-
PITAL OF WILMINGTON, DELA-
WARE 

HON. MICHAEL N. CASTLE 
OF DELAWARE 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Friday, September 14, 2007 

Mr. CASTLE. Madam Speaker, it is with 
great pleasure that I rise today to recognize 
the VA Medical Hospital of Wilmington, DE as 
a 2007 recipient of the Secretary of Defense 
Employer Support Freedom Award. This 
award is given to those employers who have 
gone above and beyond in their support for 
their employees who are members of the Na-
tional Guard and Reserve. The VA Medical 
Hospital has earned this honor through its un-
flagging support for our Nation’s troops and its 
commitment to our Nation’s security. 
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The Secretary of Defense Employer Support 

Freedom Award is the United States’ govern-
ment’s highest recognition for those employers 
who support their employees in the National 
Guard and Reserve. Candidates are judged 
on several categories, including their pay poli-
cies, benefits and leave policies, and super-
visor training. 

In order to be honored with this prestigious 
award, an employer must be nominated by an 
employee who is a member of the National 
Guard or Reserve. This nomination process 
reflects how highly regarded the VA Medical 
Hospital is by its many employees. Wilming-
ton’s VA Medical Center is a teaching hospital 
that provides veterans with health care op-
tions, readjustment counseling, as well as a 
nursing home care unit. With its high end 
technology and 60-bed, well-organized facility, 
the VA Medical hospital provides care for vet-
erans on multiple levels. 

I join Delawareans in thanking the Wil-
mington VA Medical Hospital for its continued 
support of its employees who serve in the Na-
tional Guard and Reserve. I commend the 
hospital for 61 years of practice and thank 
them for their tireless dedication to the vet-
erans, as well as to the United States of 
America. 

f 

CONGRATULATIONS TO GISELE A. 
MARCUS FOR HER ACHIEVEMENT 
OF ‘‘TOP 50 UNDER 50 COR-
PORATE EXECUTIVES WITH MBA 
DEGREES’’ BY DIVERSITY MBA 
MAGAZINE 

HON. CHARLES B. RANGEL 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, September 14, 2007 

Mr. RANGEL. Madam Speaker, I rise today 
to congratulate Ms. Gisele A. Marcus from 
Harlem who was awarded the distinction of 
being ‘‘Top 50 Under 50 Corporate Executives 
with MBA Degrees’’ by Diversity MBA Maga-
zine. I appreciate the effort of Diversity MBA 
Magazine for recognizing the achievements of 
young minority corporate executives. 

Ms. Marcus was born and raised in my 
hometown, Harlem, NY. She obtained her un-
dergraduate degree from Syracuse University 
and her master’s degree in business adminis-
tration from Harvard University. Ms. Marcus is 
currently the North America customer busi-
ness director for Johnson Controls’ building ef-
ficiency business and manages a portfolio of 
more than $15 million. She leads a team of fa-
cility and workplace management staff in the 
Global Workplace Solutions operation in the 
U.S. and Canada. 

In addition to her impressive career achieve-
ments, Ms. Marcus has also contributed to 
civic leadership which shows her commitment 
to the community. She is a board member of 
the Chicago Children’s Advocacy Center, the 
Gateway Foundation, a 2007 leadership fellow 
at the Leadership Greater Chicago, a lifetime 
member of the National Black MBA Associa-
tion, and is the recipient of the ‘‘Distinguished 
Women in Business’’ award. 

I am very proud of Ms. Marcus for all her 
achievements and look forward to hearing 

more about her in the future. I wish her well 
in all her future endeavors. 

HARLEM’S OWN SELECTED BY DIVERSITY MBA 
MAGAZINE AS ‘‘TOP 50 UNDER 50 CORPORATE 
EXECUTIVE’’ 

NEW YORK, NY.—Johnson Controls execu-
tive and Syracuse alumnus, Gisele A. 
Marcus, was selected by Diversity MBA Mag-
azine for the publication’s ‘‘Top 50 Under 50 
Executives with MBA Degrees’’. 

Marcus is the North America customer 
business director for Johnson Controls’ 
building efficiency business. Johnson Con-
trols is a global leader in automotive experi-
ence, building efficiency and power solutions 
that’s creating a more comfortable, safe and 
sustainable world. Managing a portfolio of 
more than $15 million, Marcus leads a team 
of facility and workplace management staff 
in the Global Workplace Solutions operation 
in the U.S. and Canada. She directs Johnson 
Controls’ facilities management business for 
Ericcson, the world leading supplier of tele-
communications, coordinating their project, 
leasing, and space planning requirements. 

Marcus, who was born and raised in Har-
lem, N.Y., has an undergraduate degree from 
Syracuse University and a master’s degree in 
Business Administration from Harvard Uni-
versity. Along with her professional accom-
plishments, Marcus has an extensive list of 
civic leadership and involvement that dem-
onstrates her commitment to the commu-
nity, including: Chicago Children’s Advocacy 
Center, board member; Gateway Foundation, 
board member; Leadership Greater Chicago, 
2007 leadership fellow; National Black MBA 
Association, life member (prior vice presi-
dent, Chicago chapter), and Women of Color 
in Technology ‘‘Distinguished Women in 
Business’’ award. 

‘‘To be recognized by such a significant 
publication is a tremendous honor,’’ Marcus 
said. ‘‘I am fortunate to work for a global 
company that sees the value of providing a 
diverse workplace environment and pro-
motes excellence, leadership and teamwork. 
I hope the magazine’s recognition for the en-
tire group of 50 can be an inspiration to 
women and people of color.’’ 

This is the third year that Diversity MBA 
Magazine has identified the ‘‘Top 50 Under 50 
Executives with MBA Degrees’’. Awardees 
must hold a management position within a 
for-profit or non-profit organization, must 
currently serve on a board or be an active 
member of a volunteer organization for at 
least two years, and be responsible for a min-
imum budget of $1 million. In addition, each 
honoree must have profit and loss respon-
sibilities and/or hold a position critical to 
growing the bottom line. Johnson Controls is 
a global leader in automotive experience, 
building efficiency and power solutions. The 
company provides innovative automotive in-
teriors that help make driving more com-
fortable, safe and enjoyable. For buildings, it 
offers products and services that optimize 
energy use and improve comfort and secu-
rity. Johnson Controls also provides bat-
teries for automobiles and hybrid electric ve-
hicles, along with systems engineering and 
service expertise. Johnson Controls (NYSE: 
JCI), founded in 1885, is headquartered in 
Milwaukee, Wisconsin. 

HONORING TANIMURA & ANTLE 

HON. SAM FARR 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Friday, September 14, 2007 

Mr. FARR. Madam Speaker, I rise today to 
honor two great American families and the 
company that they have created. That com-
pany, Tanimura & Antle, turns 25 years old 
this fall. In that time, T&A has grown into the 
Nation’s largest privately held lettuce com-
pany, shipping over 150,000 cartons of fresh 
produce daily. While you may have never 
heard the name, I can guarantee that every 
member of this House has eaten something 
grown and shipped by T&A. I know I speak for 
the whole House in expressing our congratula-
tions to the company’s employees and part-
ners for their past and continued success. 

Of course the story of any company is the 
story of the people behind it. And in the case 
of Tanimura & Antle that story is of the two 
families who have given their names, not to 
mention their expertise, creativity, passion, 
dedication, and time to build the company that 
we know today. 

The Tanimuras first immigrated to Califor-
nia’s Central Coast in the late 19th century 
and settled in San Juan Bautista. By the 
1920s the second generation of Tanimuras 
had started farming lettuce in the Salinas Val-
ley and began raising a large third generation 
family of 12 children. During WWII, the U.S. 
government interred the family in Arizona 
while one of the sons, Charlie Tanimura, 
served in the U.S. Army in Europe. Following 
the war and their release from internment, 
several of the Tanimura brothers reestablished 
themselves in the Salinas Valley lettuce busi-
ness and began selling crops to local lettuce 
brokers. One of those brokers, Bud Antle, so 
trusted the quality of the Tanimuras’ product 
that he entered into an exclusive contract with 
them. Older brother George Tanimura and 
Bud Antle became trusted friends, and that 
legacy has passed on through the genera-
tions. 

Bud Antle followed his father Lester into the 
lettuce business in the 1930s. They started 
their own packing and shipping operation in 
the early 1940s. Based on their relationships 
with growers such as the Tanimura’s, the 
Antle’s operation grew throughout the 1940s. 
In the 1950s, Bud Antle led the produce indus-
try to shift from railcars to refrigerated trucks 
to ship produce to market. That meant lettuce 
and other crops arrived fresher and lasted 
longer, helping to further expand consumption. 
In the 1970s, Bud’s son Bob took over the en-
terprise. 

During the 1970s, the personal and profes-
sional relationships between the Tanimura’s 
and the Antles grew. Finally, in 1982, 7 
Tanimuras—brothers George, Bobby, Charlie, 
Johnny and Tommy, and their nephews, Gary 
and Keith, partnered with Bob, and his sons 
Rick and Mike Antle to form T&A. This 
amounted to a perfect marriage between 
world-class farmers and world-class shippers. 
It is a marriage that over the last 25 years, 
has enriched the Salinas Valley and California 
as a whole in so many ways, economically, 
culturally, socially. For example, the T&A com-
pany has been a leader in raising wage and 
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working conditions for their workforce and set-
ting the standard for the produce industry gen-
erally. The families themselves have become 
great patrons of 1 of California’s newest uni-
versities, California State University Monterey 
Bay, that grew out of the closure of Fort Ord. 

Madam Speaker, the story of the Tanimuras 
and the Antles is a great American story. It is 
an example to us all that success comes from 
cooperation and in that teaches us, in the 
words of George Tanimura that ‘‘many are 
stronger than one.’’ 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. KEN CALVERT 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, September 14, 2007 

Mr. CALVERT. Madam Speaker, on rollcall 
No. 866, on the motion to suspend the rules 
and agree to H. Res. 643, which recognizes 
September 11, as a day of remembrance, ex-
tending sympathies to those who lost their 
lives on September 11, 2001, and their fami-
lies, honoring the heroic actions of our Na-
tion’s first responders and Armed Forces, and 
reaffirming the commitment to defending the 
people of the United States of America against 
any and all future challenges. 

Had I been present, I would have voted 
‘‘yea.’’ 

f 

CALLING ON THE U.N. TO CON-
SIDER TAIWAN’S U.N. APPLICA-
TION 

HON. VIRGINIA FOXX 
OF NORTH CAROLINA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, September 14, 2007 

Ms. FOXX. Madam Speaker, I rise today to 
voice my support for Taiwan and its applica-
tion for admittance to the United Nations. It is 
vital that Congress and the Administration 
support our friend and ally by giving it the re-
spect and dignity it deserves with a seat in the 
U.N. General Assembly. 

It is unfortunate that the Secretary General 
of the United Nations chose to reject without 
consideration Taiwan’s application for mem-
bership on July 23, 2007. His unfortunate 
statement ‘‘The position of the United Nations 
is that the People’s Republic of China rep-
resents tHe whole of China as the sole and le-
gitimate representative government of China,’’ 
does not reflect the reality in the Taiwan 
Straits. For nearly 60 years there have been, 
two different and distinct governments in the 
People’s Republic of China and Taiwan. By 
admitting Taiwan as a member of the United 
Nations, there would be no change to the 
present reality at play in the Taiwan Straits. 

China’s claims to an internationally recog-
nized norm of ‘‘One China’’ do not ring true 
when one reviews the status quo. The Chi-
nese authorities’ only actions regarding rela-
tions with Taipei are to intimidate and embar-
rass. China uses military and diplomatic 
threats to oppose Taiwan’s independence and 
belittle those who make attempts to bring the 

issue forward. At the same time it insists Tai-
wan is part of China, and yet does nothing to 
assist the people of Taiwan in obtaining help 
for health, wealth or happiness. 

The Secretary General’s argument that the 
1971 Resolution 2758 admitting China to the 
U.N. means the government in Beijing rep-
resents the interests of Taiwan as well is flim-
sy, at best. Resolution 2758 recognized the le-
gitimacy of the People’s Republic of China as 
China’s rightful representative, however, there 
is no authority granted to the People’s Repub-
lic of China over the people of Taiwan. This 
does nothing to change the fact that the gov-
ernment in Beijing has no authority over the 
23 million people of Taiwan and that the gov-
ernment of Taiwan has had no authority over 
the people of the People’s Republic of China. 

The United Nations should not dismiss Tai-
wan’s status simply as a matter that has been 
previously resolved by Resolution 2758. Tai-
wan’s accession to the General Assembly will 
not change the current state of affairs in the 
Taiwan Strait. China makes no effort to control 
or impose its will upon Taiwan’s politics or 
policies. Taiwan conducts elections, enters 
into trade agreements and conducts business 
in the international community on its own. 

Taiwan’s admission into the U.N. will have 
important public health ramifications as well. A 
seat in the United Nations would help Taiwan 
secure a place in the World Health Organiza-
tion. Such a development will reduce the likeli-
hood that diseases such as avian flu could 
spread through Taiwan’s busy ports. 

Furthermore, the idea of having dual U.N. 
representation of a [’’unified’’] country is not 
unprecedented. When a conflict such as the 
one facing Taiwan and China exists, it is in 
the interest of the international community to 
follow past precedent. I hope the Secretary 
General, the President and my colleagues will 
recall that East and West Germany were given 
two seats in the General Assembly, Belarus 
and Ukraine were given seats even as part of 
the Soviet Union and North and South Korea 
are each represented in the General Assem-
bly. 

I hope this body and the Administration will 
stand firm and support U.N. membership for 
Taiwan. 

f 

HONORING PRESIDENT SIRLEAF 
OF LIBERIA 

HON. CHARLES B. RANGEL 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, September 14, 2007 

Mr. RANGEL. Madam Speaker, I rise today 
to introduce an article written by George 
Gedda entitled ‘‘Light in Liberia’’ published in 
World View. This article is about President 
Ellen Johnson Sirleaf who assumed the office 
of presidency in Liberia on January 2006 after 
a democratic election in a country which in re-
cent years suffered under the dictatorial rule of 
Charles Taylor. First Lady Bush and Secretary 
of State Rice attended her inaugural ceremony 
on January 16, 2006. 

President Sirleaf is the first African woman 
to be elected president in Liberia. She is on a 
mission to lift her people from the dark political 

legacy of ex-presidents, Charles Taylor and 
Samuel Doe when fraud, corruption, human 
rights abuses, and ethnic conflict were ramp-
ant. From 1989 to 1996, a civil war in Liberia 
claimed the lives of more than 200,000 Libe-
rians and displaced a million other people in 
refugee camps in neighboring countries. Presi-
dent Sirleaf herself endured torture as a mili-
tary prisoner of Doe’s rebel forces. During 
Taylor and Doe’s administration over a 25 
year period, the per capita income in Liberia 
dropped from $1000 to $120 according to the 
World Bank. 

President Sirleaf’s leadership brings hope to 
Liberia. Seven months after her presidency, 
the lights came on in Liberia for the first time 
in 14 years on July 26, 2006 and water was 
turned on in some areas of the country. Dur-
ing her first year in office, school enrollment 
increased by 40 percent. Additionally, service 
to 350 health facilities in Liberia was reported 
restored. President Sirleaf is also taking a 
stance against corruption and increased trans-
parency in her country by requiring all senior 
level government officials to publicly declare 
their assets. 

I praise President Sirleaf for these accom-
plishments and for her determination in steer-
ing her country towards the right direction. 
One of the biggest challenges that Liberia 
faces is addressing its national debt which, 
without relief, will continue to consume an in-
ordinate amount of resources and cripple de-
velopment in the country. The United States is 
providing support to Liberia. Just earlier this 
year, Secretary Rice announced the cancella-
tion of Liberia’s $391 million U.S. debt. 

President Sirleaf’s tenacity and contribution 
is inspiring, and I applaud her for her leader-
ship. 

LIGHT IN LIBERIA 

(By George Gedda) 

How bad off was Liberia after back-to-back 
civil wars? This is what President Ellen 
Johnson Sirleaf said she found after taking 
office in January 2006: ‘‘There was no elec-
tricity and no water. Schools and clinics had 
crumbled, and roads were impassable. Insti-
tutions of governance had completely col-
lapsed, and corruption was rampant. Many 
youths have spent more time in war than in 
school. Average incomes had fallen 80 per-
cent. Exports had collapsed. Over three-quar-
ters of our people lived below the poverty 
line of one dollar per day.’’ 

In November 2005, Sirleaf became the first 
African woman to be elected president. It 
was a hopeful sign after a generation of cata-
strophic misrule and warfare in Liberia. She 
brought a genuine commitment to her people 
and, seemingly, the wherewithal to make a 
positive difference. Her resume included a 
Master’s degree from Harvard and 10 years’ 
work on development issues at the World 
Bank, the International Monetary Fund and 
the United Nations. 

She was a clear pick-me-up for Liberians 
following the era of Charles Taylor, respon-
sible for many of the more than 200,000 
deaths that occurred during the successive 
civil wars. Taylor fled Liberia in 2003 and, as 
of this past April, was awaiting trial before 
an international tribunal on charges of 
crimes against humanity for sponsoring a 
brutal rebellion in neighboring Sierra Leone. 
A 15,000-member UN peacekeeping force has 
been deployed in Liberia for 4 years. Its cur-
rent mandate expires Sept. 30. 
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The combination of war and repression 

forced Sirleaf to spend parts of 2 decades out-
side of Liberia, including most of the 1980–90 
rule of President Samuel Doe. In an inter-
view with the Los Angeles Times, she re-
called the terror-filled moments when Doe’s 
forces detained her in the mid-1980s: 

‘‘I was taken to the military prison. In 
fact, as we were going, they told me they 
were going to take me to the beach and bury 
me alive. They started in that direction, 
changed their minds, put me through tor-
tures, put matches to my hair. They said, 
‘We’re going to burn your hair off,’ but didn’t 
do it. They would come as close as possible. 
It clearly was just meant to terrorize me.’’ 
After her release, Sirleaf fled the country. In 
1990, rebel forces tortured and murdered Doe, 
the same fate that befell his predecessor, 
President William Tolbert, in 1980. 

Sirleaf is now trying to help lift Liberia 
out of that grim political legacy and show 
what responsible leadership can achieve. 
With First Lady Laura Bush and Secretary 
of State Condoleezza Rice in attendance at 
her inaugural on Jan. 16, 2006, Sirleaf told 
her countrymen: ‘‘We know that your vote 
was a vote for change, a vote for peace, secu-
rity and stability, a vote for individual and 
national prosperity, a vote for healing and 
leadership. We have heard you loudly.’’ 

One of the brighter days of Sirleaf’s tenure 
occurred on July 26, 2006, when the lights 
came on in Liberia for the first time in 14 
years, albeit only in a small section of the 
capital. The lighting illuminates streets, 
hospitals and office buildings. But most Li-
berians still have to fend for themselves 
after dark. Those with means use generators. 
Poorer folks rely on candles. 

Another milestone occurred when water 
was turned on in some areas. ‘‘Our children 
danced in the streets. Some who only knew 
that water came out of a bucket realized 
that it could come out of a tap,’’ Sirleaf re-
called. 

Seldom has any country sunk as far as Li-
beria did under Taylor and the predecessor 
regime of Samuel Doe. During that 25-year 
period, per-capita income dropped from $1,000 
to $120, according to the World Bank. Donor 
countries have been generous with pledges of 
assistance to Sirleaf’s government but slow 
to fulfill them. She says: ‘‘We need to short-
en the road between commitments and 
cash.’’ 

Health and education have been among 
Sirleaf’s priorities. Official figures show that 
during her first year in office, the govern-
ment increased school enrollment by 40 per-
cent and provided school furniture through-
out the country. Also, service is reported to 
have been restored to 350 health facilities in 
the country. 

In a speech on March 27 in Toronto, Sirleaf 
highlighted other advances: Deactivation of 
17,000 members of the old security forces, en-
rollment of more than 75,000 excombatants 
in reintegration programs, accommodating 
the return of over 100,000 people who had 
been forced from their homes during the war, 
balancing of the budget and increasing gov-
ernment revenues by 48 percent. 

Women are occupying more high govern-
ment posts than ever before. Sirleaf, 68 and 
a grandmother of 6, also is doing battle 
against Liberia’s culture of corruption, re-
quiring all senior level government officials 
to publicly declare their assets. 

She has repeatedly told her countrymen 
that the most reliable path to prosperity is 
relief from Liberia’s huge international debt. 
The subject is discussed on radio talk shows, 
street corners, bars, and even hospitals. 

Except for the periods of civil strife, the 
United States has had exceptionally close 
ties with Liberia, both symbolic and other-
wise, almost from the founding of the coun-
try by freed American slaves in the 1840s. 
The capital, Monrovia, was named for James 
Monroe, the fifth American president. Libe-
ria uses the dollar as its currency and may 
be the only country besides the United 
States and Burma to shun the metric sys-
tem. A Liberian major general named George 
T. Washington once served as the country’s 
top military officer. When the United States 
entered World War II, Liberia quickly an-
nounced its support. Among African coun-
tries, Liberia has often been among the 
major recipients of U.S. assistance. 

The United States has been eager to help 
Sirleaf succeed. Appearing at an inter-
national donor conference sponsored by the 
World Bank in February, Rice announced the 
cancellation of Liberia’s $391 million U.S. 
debt. Other countries eliminated an esti-
mated $300 million in bilateral debt. When 
Sirleaf returned home from the conference, 
Liberians cheered her successes as they lined 
the road on her 30-mile ride from the airport 
to the capital. The cancellations reduced Li-
beria’s debt to $3 billion, the largest share of 
which is $1.6 billion owed to international 
lending institutions. There is also a $1 bil-
lion commercial debt. 

For technical reasons, Liberia does not yet 
qualify for relief under the Highly Indebted 
Poor Country (HIPC) initiative, a 1996 Inter-
national Monetary Fund-World Bank pro-
gram designed to assist poor countries with 
unmanageable debts. 

Anwarul K. Chowdury, an advocate at the 
United Nations for the interests of the 
world’s poorest countries, says Liberia 
should be entitled to HIPC benefits because 
of its ‘‘recent tumultuous history and cur-
rent postconflict reconstruction efforts.’’ 

The Campaign to Cancel Africa’s Debt, an 
activist group, believes it is an outrage that 
Liberia is being asked to continue making 
payments on the ‘‘odious and illegitimate’’ 
debt accumulated by Sirleaf’s authoritarian 
predecessors. ‘‘Liberia needs 100 percent debt 
cancellation without harmful conditions in 
order to invest in its economy, rebuild the 
nation’s infrastructure and fund essential 
public social services,’’ the campaign said in 
a recent report. 

In her Toronto speech, Sirleaf said Libe-
ria’s total liability is equal to over 3,000 per-
cent of the country’s exports. She is urging 
wealthy countries to come up with a formula 
for a prompt easing of the debt burden. 

Even with generous debt relief, progress 
would be slow in coming. As an example, 
Sirleaf points to the decay of the tourism in-
frastructure. ‘‘The roads, the hotels, the 
lights, the water, all of those things that 
tourists will require for their comfort are 
not there yet,’’ she says. Also, she adds, 
there is no easy path for securing electricity 
for rural areas. Painstaking studies will be 
required just to determine whether hydro-
electric power is the most suitable option. 

Sirleaf believes that Liberia could become 
an agricultural power, citing its abundant 
fertile soil and rainfalls. Liberia has been a 
principal world market supplier of latex, de-
rived from rubber trees. The country also is 
believed well suited for rice, oil palm, pine-
apples, cassava, citrus, coffee and cocoa. 
Other potential revenue producers are gold, 
iron ore, timber and diamonds. And U.S. in-
vestors are showing interest. A one-day con-
ference on private investment opportunities, 
held in conjunction with the donors con-
ference in February, drew an overflow crowd 
of 400 registrants. 

Exports of timber were banned during Tay-
lor’s government by the U.N. Security Coun-
cil because revenues were being used to fi-
nance the war in Sierra Leone. The ban was 
lifted last year, opening the way for a poten-
tially lucrative market for Liberia. A Secu-
rity Council prohibition on diamond exports 
remains in place pending certification that 
the stones are not used to finance conflict— 
as they were under Taylor’s rule. 

Shortly before Sirleaf’s visit to Wash-
ington, she welcomed China’s president, Hu 
Jintao, to Monrovia. There was no official 
account of the outcome but a Liberian offi-
cial said beforehand that plans called for the 
signing of commercial agreements involving 
rubber, timber and minerals. Further dem-
onstrating China’s interest in the resource- 
rich country is the presence of 500 Chinese 
peacekeepers in Liberia. Sirleaf says she’s 
happy to receive assistance from China, so 
long as it doesn’t increase her country’s 
debt. 

f 

HONORING THE RETIREMENT OF 
DR. SPINO 

HON. TIM MURPHY 
OF PENNSYLVANIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, September 14, 2007 

Mr. TIM MURPHY of Pennsylvania. Madam 
Speaker, I rise today to recognize the medical 
career of Dr. Pascal Daniel Spino of Greens-
burg, PA. 

After 60 years of serving the citizens of 
Greensburg as a pediatrician, Dr. Spino is re-
tiring from practice. The genuine concern and 
compassion Dr. Spino gave his patients on a 
daily basis is appreciated more than words 
can say. The sincere love and care his pa-
tients received should serve as a model to all 
who practice medicine. 

Dr. Spino has had a truly remarkable ca-
reer. But he is a modest man who would not 
boast about his many accomplishments or 
awards. So let me mention just a few. Always 
having a big heart for the less fortunate, Dr. 
Spino founded the first Well Baby Clinic in 
Westmoreland County which serves indigent 
children from birth to 6 years of age. The clinic 
provides free exams and immunizations to the 
indigent children of Southwestern Pennsyl-
vania. Dr. Spino has personally manned the 
clinic since it began in 1954. 

In 1970, when a patient, Jacob, was suf-
fering from biliary atresia (a rare condition in 
newborn infants in which the common bile 
duct between the liver and the small intestine 
is blocked or absent), the townspeople of 
Greensburg, PA, responded generously with 
donations to help with the high medical costs. 
This tradition has carried on and the ‘‘Joy of 
Jacob’’ fund is still active and successful in 
helping to treat children with birth defects. 

Dr. Spino took notice of abused children 
with no place to go. He felt for them and de-
cided to take action in 1972, by founding the 
RANCH, or Render Any Needy Child Help 
program. A program designed solely to pro-
vide medical care for abused children. Dr. 
Spino then went on to create a Level II Nurs-
ery at Westmoreland Regional Hospital for the 
care of infants and helped create a modern 
pediatric department at Westmoreland Re-
gional Hospital with intensive care capabilities. 
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Dr. Spino has received a number of awards 

including: Man of the Year by the Pittsburgh 
Tribune-Review for his outstanding service to 
the community; the Pennsylvania Pediatrician 
of the Year in 1989 by the Pennsylvania 
Chapter of the Academy of Pediatrics and was 
honored with ‘‘Doctor Spino Day,’’ in West-
moreland County for his lifetime commitment 
to helping others. Over 4,000 people—1⁄4 of 
the City’s residents were in attendance—de-
spite a downpour of rain. 

In my practice as a child psychologist, our 
paths have crossed several times over the 
years through our patients. I know first-hand 
the tremendous respect and affection patients 
and professionals alike have for Dr. Spino. I 
understand first-hand the joy of helping a 
child. I ask my colleagues to join me in hon-
oring Dr. Spino’s career, personal sacrifice 
and devotion to improving our health care sys-
tem and helping others. 

f 

SUPPORT OUR FRIEND AND ALLY: 
TAIWAN 

HON. DONALD M. PAYNE 
OF NEW JERSEY 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, September 14, 2007 

Mr. PAYNE. Madam Speaker, I rise in soli-
darity with the Republic of China (Taiwan). For 
over 50 years, Taiwan has been a flourishing, 
independent and sovereign government in the 
developing world and Southeast Asia. Taiwan 
has developed a world-class democracy, serv-
ing as a model for countries in the region. The 
people of Taiwan inspire others in Southeast 
Asia and around the world who desire free-
dom and prosperity. America should stand 
with our friends who engage in peaceful de-
mocracy and Taiwan deserves our support. 

Taiwan plays an important role in the inter-
national community because of its democratic 
and economic success. Other nations are ben-
efiting from Taiwan’s access to markets and 
technology. It defies logic and the principle of 
fairness that the Taiwanese people and gov-
ernment are not given the same voice as ev-
eryone else throughout the world. 

Madam Speaker, I urge this body to stand 
with our friends and allies in Taiwan and hope 
that you will join me in supporting strong de-
mocracy in the world. 

f 

BILL LANSFORD: WAR HERO AND 
CHAMPION FOR HISPANIC VET-
ERANS 

HON. JANE HARMAN 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, September 14, 2007 

Ms. HARMAN. Madam Speaker, if the 
United States were a house, our veterans 
would be its foundation. The structural integrity 
of our homeland has always relied on the self-
less service and sacrifice of the women and 
men in our Armed Forces. Today I rise to 
honor a veteran, war hero, resident of the 36th 
congressional district, and my friend—retired 
Marine Corps Sergeant and Army combat cor-
respondent Bill Lansford. 

The Second World War required endurance 
and courage from our Nation. Normal lives 
were put on hold, and the future of democracy 
rested on the shoulders of America’s young 
soldiers. As a 20 year-old Marine, Bill 
Lansford fought his way through the Pacific 
Theater—at Guadalcanal, Bougainville and 
Iwo Jima, three of the bloodiest battles of the 
war. Bill served with ‘‘Carlson’s Raiders,’’ an 
elite Special Forces unit, and earned numer-
ous decorations for valor in combat. 

The conclusion of World War II would not 
mark the end of Bill’s military service. He 
joined the Army to write radio shows for the 
Armed Forces Radio and Television Service, 
would that would be interrupted by the Korean 
War—and his transfer to the 11th Airborne Di-
vision where he ultimately achieved the rank 
of Lieutenant. 

The bonds that Bill Lansford forged in battle 
influenced his life, and he has devoted himself 
to representing the interests of Hispanic vet-
erans, particularly through the work of the 
American GI Forum—which celebrates its 60th 
anniversary next year. Through membership 
and service, Bill has made a major contribu-
tion to the Forum’s success. In Los Angeles, 
he is working to install a monument to recipi-
ents of the Hispanic Congressional Medal of 
Honor. And an upcoming PBS documentary 
on World War II will feature him and a fellow 
‘‘Carlson’s Raider’’ discussing their wartime 
experiences. 

Bill is married to the wonderful Ruth 
Lansford, an environmental activist and local 
legend in her own right. As founder of the 
Friends of Ballona, Ruth has been instru-
mental in preserving the beautiful Ballona 
Wetlands located in my district. The couple re-
sides in Playa Del Rey, California. 

I am proud to have Bill Lansford as a con-
stituent, and pleased to commend him for his 
patriotism and lifelong service to country and 
community. 

f 

SUPPORT FOR THE MEETING BE-
TWEEN THE ORGANIZATION OF 
AMERICAN STATES AND THE AF-
RICAN UNION 

HON. CHARLES B. RANGEL 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, September 14, 2007 

Mr. RANGEL. Madam Speaker, I rise today 
to introduce an article published in the New 
York CARIB News on July 24, 2007 entitled, 
‘‘OAS-African Union Meeting Ends.’’ This arti-
cle is about the first working meeting between 
the Organization of American States (OAS) 
and the African Union (AU). The goals of this 
meeting were to strengthen the cooperation 
and to build on the democratic partnership be-
tween the member states of these two organi-
zations. Secretary Rice was present during 
this meeting. 

The working sessions of the OAS–AU meet-
ing covered several topics including: Pro-
moting Democracy in Latin America and Afri-
ca: From Rhetoric to Reality; the African Char-
ter on Democracy, Elections and Governance 
and the Inter-American Democratic Charter; 
Strengthening Democratic Institutions and Pro-

moting Democratic Values; Political Dialogue 
and Conflict Prevention; Protection and Pro-
motion of Human Rights; and Santiago to 
Bamako: Democracy Promotion within the 
Community of Democratic Process. 

I am positive that the OAS–AU meeting was 
productive and strengthened the channels of 
communication between the two regions. I am 
eager about the prospect of an Americas-Afri-
ca Summit since the countries in both regions 
are sure to benefit from increased partner-
ships, knowledge exchange, and cooperation. 

[From the New York CARIB News, July 24, 
2007] 

OAS-AFRICAN UNION MEETING ENDS 

WASHINGTON.—The Organization of Amer-
ican States (OAS) and the African Union 
(AU) recently ended their first working 
meeting, resolved to strengthen their co-
operation around the promotion of democ-
racy, amidst calls for an Americas-Africa 
Summit to consolidate the ‘‘democratic 
partnership’’ of these regions. 

OAS Assistant Secretary General Albert R. 
Ramdin wrapped up the historic two-day 
working session, calling for ‘‘a meeting of 
both regions at the highest political level— 
an Americas-Africa Summit,’’ which would 
help translate the noble objectives and in-
tentions articulated at the two-day meeting, 
into ‘‘real action to the benefit of both re-
gions’’ in the areas of trade, economy, secu-
rity, health, and other areas. ‘‘An Africa- 
Americas Summit could provide a valuable 
platform from which to build this demo-
cratic partnership between our regions; with 
a targeted, realistic and executable action 
agenda,’’ Ramdin explained. Asserting that 
the strengthening of cooperation by regional 
organizations is even more relevant today 
than ever before, he said the just-concluded 
meeting focused on shared experiences and 
challenges faced by the Americas and Africa 
alike as they seek to promote and defend de-
mocracy. 

According to Ambassador Ramdin, the dis-
cussions underscored how challenges such as 
poverty, inequality, and social exclusion can 
undermine positive efforts to build democ-
racies and peaceful societies in both con-
tinents. 

‘‘For democracy to be truly meaningful, 
the fruits of democracy must also nurture 
and feed the social and economic well being 
of our citizens,’’ Ramdin went on to state, 
noting that ‘‘expectations in both Africa and 
the Americas are high.’’ 

During the meeting, the participants heard 
from a range of speakers, including United 
States Undersecretary of State for Democ-
racy and Global Affairs Paula Dobriansky; 
former President of Cape Verde Antonio 
Mascaranhas Monteiro; Guatemala’s Vice 
President Eduardo Stein; OAS Assistant Sec-
retary for Political Affairs Dante Caputo; 
and AU Commissioner for Peace and Secu-
rity Said Djinnit. 

The working sessions of the OAS–AU meet-
ing covered a range of topics, among them: 
Promoting Democracy in Latin America and 
Africa: From Rhetoric to Reality; The Afri-
can Charter on Democracy, Elections and 
Governance and the Inter-American Demo-
cratic Charter; Strengthening Democratic 
Institutions and Promoting Democratic Val-
ues; Political Dialogue and Conflict Preven-
tion; Protection and Promotion of Human 
Rights; and Santiago to Bamako: Democracy 
Promotion within the Community of Democ-
racies Process. 
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CELEBRATING THE 300TH ANNI-

VERSARY OF THE VILLAGE OF 
SAG HARBOR 

HON. TIMOTHY H. BISHOP 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Friday, September 14, 2007 

Mr. BISHOP of New York. Madam Speaker, 
I rise today to celebrate the 300th anniversary 
of one of the most beloved and historic vil-
lages in the First Congressional District of 
New York, the Village of Sag Harbor. 

Sag Harbor is a village of two square miles, 
settled in 1707 and rich in American history; 
from its early Algonquin Indian inhabitants to 
historical Revolutionary War battles which took 
place on the land. Sag Harbor is further distin-
guished by being the first official port of entry 
in the State of New York. It was officially es-
tablished as a state port of entry in 1789 by 
the First Congress of the United States and 
approved by President George Washington, 
just one day before New York City. 

The area grew in those early days as a re-
sult of its thriving whaling industry. Local men, 
together with foreign whalers, brought culture 
and customs from distant lands to Sag Harbor. 
During this time period Sag Harbor became a 
truly international port town, where diverse cul-
tures came together. Sag Harbor was even 
prominently mentioned in Herman Melville’s 
novel Moby Dick. 

Today finds the village of Sag Harbor split 
between the Long Island towns of South-
ampton and East Hampton. With a population 
of about 2,300 friendly residents, bustling main 
streets and beautifully scenic areas, Sag Har-
bor Village has become a premier tourist des-
tination in the United States. 

It is with great pleasure and pride that I rise 
to recognize the unique contributions of the 
Village of Sag Harbor, and to commemorate 
its 300th Anniversary. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO THE 100TH ANNIVER-
SARY OF THE UNIVERSITY OF 
MINNESOTA’S DEPARTMENT OF 
PLANT PATHOLOGY 

HON. TIMOTHY J. WALZ 
OF MINNESOTA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, September 14, 2007 

Mr. WALZ of Minnesota. Madam Speaker, 
today I rise to commemorate the 100th anni-
versary of the Department of Plant Pathology 
at the University of Minnesota. 

I would like to applaud the University of Min-
nesota’s Department of Plant Pathology for its 
dedication to furthering knowledge of plant pa-
thology and its work in developing genetic and 
biological controls that have helped increase 
crop production in Minnesota and across the 
world. The contributions of this Department to 
ecological plant genetics, and the work done 
by the Department’s researchers to improve 
plant resistance to diseases and weather con-
ditions, have been profoundly important to 
world’s ability to raise higher quality crops and 
feed a growing population. 

For well over a century, multi-national food 
companies have originated in Minnesota. Be-

cause of the importance of the grain milling in-
dustry to the economy of our then-young 
state, the threat of disease to the wheat, bar-
ley or oat crop was cause for great concern. 
Early members of this Department helped en-
sure that these key crops remained healthy, 
with research that stabilized crop production 
and prevented losses from disease. 

Today, the Department is recognized as a 
national and global leader in Plant Pathology 
and its research continues to improve the pro-
duction capabilities and practices of farmers 
across the nation and around the world. For 
example, the Department’s work on Soybean 
Aphids has lead to the use of Asian Wasps as 
a biological control, a research breakthrough 
that may save soybean producers millions of 
dollars each year in reduced input costs and 
prevented crop losses. 

The impact of this Department is also meas-
ured through the success of its alumni. Dr. 
Norman Borlaug earned his bachelor’s degree 
from this Department in 1937, his master’s de-
gree in 1939 and his doctorate in 1942. But 
that was only the start of the recognition that 
this remarkable alumni would receive. In 1970, 
he won the Nobel Peace Prize, and in July, he 
received the Congressional Gold Medal. 

A plant pathologist by training, he has spent 
the better part of six decades fighting hunger 
in Africa, Asia and Mexico. With his tireless 
work in breeding high-yielding, disease-resist-
ant varieties of wheat, he has saved—by 
some estimates—as many as one billion lives 
from malnutrition and starvation. 

For their 100 years of service to the farm-
ers, businesses and citizens of Minnesota and 
the world, I commend the faculty, staff, stu-
dents and alumni of the University of Min-
nesota’s Department of Plant Pathology and I 
look forward to many more years of their con-
tinued success. 

f 

CELEBRATING CULTURAL 
DIVERSITY IN NEW YORK CITY 

HON. CHARLES B. RANGEL 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, September 14, 2007 

Mr. RANGEL. Madam Speaker, I rise today 
to introduce an article entitled ‘‘Promises of 
More To Come,’’ published in the New York 
CARIB News on July 27, 2007. This article 
highlights the National Association of Bar-
bados Organization’s (NABO) Annual gath-
ering in Queens, NY where 200-plus Bajans, 
people from Barbadian descent, were present. 

The NABO convention in Queens is a prime 
example of the rich diversity of cultures and 
people in New York City where a multiplicity of 
peoples from all over the world have come to 
live. It is exciting for me to know that events 
such as the NABO convention take place in 
New York City because I believe that the city 
benefits from the richness of cultures and ex-
change of ideas. The NABO convention is a 
fine example of this type of cultural exchange. 

[From CaribNews, July 27, 2007] 
PROMISES OF MORE TO COME 

(By Tony Best) 
The spacious hotel overlooking La Guardia 

Airport may not be in the heart of busy New 

York City but it is far from a drab, 
unexciting place to hold a convention. 

The Crowne Plaza’s large ballroom, its the-
ater-style meeting room, and the quiet 
Queens neighborhood may not offer the at-
mosphere of a City that never sleeps but it 
offered its own charm that grabbed and held 
the attention of the 200-plus Bajans who at-
tended the National Association of Barbados 
Organization’s annual gathering. 

The Bajans came from the across the U.S., 
the Caribbean, Canada and Britain. 

‘‘It turned out quite well for us,’’ said Mike 
Cummings, Chairman of the NABO, an um-
brella organization that brings together 
more than 20 associations of Barbadians in 
the U.S. and the Caribbean. ‘‘The convention 
was one of the largest and among the best we 
have had so far.’’ 

Pat Sobers-Fergusson, President of the 
Barbados-American Organization of Phila-
delphia, shared Cummings’ assessments. 

‘‘It was my first NABO convention and I 
enjoyed it,’’ she said. 

The convention, which began with an open-
ing reception and a launching of a three-day 
EXPO, organized by the Barbados Invest-
ment and Development Corporation, BIDC, 
ended with a church service at the hotel. 

And with eyes focused on Barbados where 
NABO plans to hold its 2008 convention, the 
meeting with its emphasis on youth may 
have set the stage for an interesting gath-
ering on ‘‘the rock,’’ as Bajans often call 
their birthplace. 

‘‘I look forward to welcoming the member-
ship of NABO, together with counterparts 
from Canada and the United Kingdom when 
you hold your joint homecoming conference 
in Barbados in 2008,’’ said Dame Billie Miller, 
Barbados’ Foreign Minister and Minister of 
Foreign Trade during a feature address at 
the awards banquet. 

‘‘The New York convention may have set 
the stage, the appropriate tone and atmos-
phere for what’s to follow next year,’’ said 
Jessica Odle, Consul-General in New York. 

The workshops, breakfast sessions, lunch-
eon meeting, the EXPO, a dance in Brooklyn 
and other events were followed by the high-
light of the convention, the awards banquet. 

Dame Billie took the opportunity to bring 
the Bajans up-to-speed on the recent U.S. 
Caribbean Conference in Washington, which 
she described as ‘‘an unprecedented event on 
the landscape of Caribbean-United States re-
lations.’’ 

The Minister pointed out that the region’s 
leaders, the West Indian Diaspora and the 
top officials of the Bush Administration, in-
cluding President George Bush, senior mem-
bers of Congress, the private sector, ‘‘emi-
nent scholars and entrepreneurs’’ came to-
gether ‘‘to build out a work program for 
interaction between the Caribbean commu-
nity and the Caribbean Diaspora in the 
United States of America.’’ 

Focusing on the Convention’s theme of 
‘‘Rekindling Pride and Industry by men-
toring our youth.’’ 

Dame Billie said that with the 18–35 year 
olds accounting for about 30 per cent of the 
region’s ‘‘productive labor capacity,’’ the 
youth in and out of the Caribbean and the 
Diaspora ‘‘must be encouraged to contribute 
and produce.’’ 

She cited the work being done by the 
‘‘Young Barbadian Professional Society as 
an example of what could be done, explaining 
that the ‘‘mission of this Society is to use 
the intellectual capital of its members to 
further advance positive transformations in 
the Barbadian and Caribbean communities.’’ 

Five Bajans were honored, some of them in 
their absence for their work at home and 
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abroad. Rupert ‘‘Rupee’’ Clarke, the well- 
known entertainer was presented with the 
‘‘Pride of Barbados Award’’ and Jonathan 
Ethelbert Graham, who has devoted ‘‘a life-
time of service to cricket in Barbados’’ was 
given a special recognition award. Commu-
nity citations were presented to the Rev. Dr. 
Hamilton Taitt, a prominent pastor in the 
Wesleyan Holiness Church in Florida; Martin 
Ervin Greenidge, a ‘‘role model’’ in the Cali-
fornia community where he lives and works; 
and the Rev. Canon Dr. Llewellyn Arm-
strong, Rector of Calvary/St. Cyprian’s 
Church in Brooklyn. 

‘‘We all left New York with a feeling of sat-
isfaction,’’ said Ed Bushell, Consul-General 
in Miami who chaired many of the sessions 
during the convention. ‘‘We all are looking 
forward to Barbados next year.’’ 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. LOIS CAPPS 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, September 14, 2007 

Mrs. CAPPS. Madam Speaker, I was not 
able to be present for the following rollcall 
votes on September 10, 2007, and would like 
the record to reflect that I would have voted as 
follows: rollcall No. 865: ‘‘yea,’’ rollcall No. 
866: ‘‘yea.’’ 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. THOMAS M. REYNOLDS 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, September 14, 2007 

Mr. REYNOLDS. Madam Speaker, while I 
was unavoidably absent during the final pas-
sage of the Conference Report to H.R. 2669, 
had I been present, I would have voted in sup-
port of the Conference Report. The College 
Cost Reduction Act will add nearly $11.5 bil-
lion for Pell Grants, which will directly help 5.5 
million low-income students attend college. 
While I had serious concerns about much of 
the runaway spending included in the legisla-
tion, I supported this legislation because it is 
important that higher education become more 
accessible and affordable for working families. 
The Conference Report included measures to 
achieve this goal. I have long supported and 
was pleased to see substantial funding in-
creases in particular for Pell Grants and TRIO/ 
Upward Bound. As a parent and a grand-
parent, I understand the need to ensure stu-
dents are afforded every opportunity to attend 
college. 

f 

HONORING KYLE JOSEPH CODAY 

HON. SAM GRAVES 
OF MISSOURI 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, September 14, 2007 

Mr. GRAVES. Madam Speaker, I proudly 
pause to recognize Kyle Joseph Coday, a very 
special young man who has exemplified the 
finest qualities of citizenship and leadership by 

taking an active part in the Boy Scouts of 
America, Troop 214, and in earning the most 
prestigious award of Eagle Scout. 

Kyle has been very active with his troop, 
participating in many scout activities. Kyle’s 
Eagle Scout project involved the construction 
of a pergola in the outdoor classroom of St. 
James Catholic Church and School. Over the 
many years Kyle has been involved with 
scouting, he has not only earned numerous 
merit badges, but also the respect of his fam-
ily, peers, and community. 

Madam Speaker, I proudly ask you to join 
me in commending Kyle Joseph Coday for his 
accomplishments with the Boy Scouts of 
America and for his efforts put forth in achiev-
ing the highest distinction of Eagle Scout. 

f 

TULLAHOMA AMERICANS 
CAPTURE STATE TITLE 

HON. LINCOLN DAVIS 
OF TENNESSEE 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, September 14, 2007 

Mr. LINCOLN DAVIS of Tennessee. Madam 
Speaker, I rise today to congratulate the 
‘‘Tullahoma Americans,’’ a little league base-
ball team of 11- and 12-year-olds from Coffee 
County, Tennessee, that captured the State 
title this month. Tullahoma American has had 
remarkable success in the past but has not 
held this title for many years. For all their hard 
work and dedication, these young little- 
leaguers have achieved an incredible feat in 
reclaiming the championship for Tullahoma, 
and I could not be prouder of them. 

My sincere congratulations go out to the 
players: Josh Brandon, Justin Brandon, Justin 
Brown, Trey Burks, Alex Butaud, Reed Ga-
briel, Marquel Hickerson, Zach Lampkin, Ryan 
Lawson, Brad Roepke, Sam Tomes, and 
Caleb Zidan, as well as their coaches, Warner 
Tomes, Troy Shelton, and Mike Thompson, for 
a championship well-earned. Head Coach 
Mike Thompson also deserves congratulations 
not only for shepherding the boys to a winning 
season, but for dedicating 9 years of service 
to the Little League institution. 

Little League baseball has a long history in 
America. As early as the late 19th century, 
young American children played baseball in 
groups affiliated with adult club teams, but it 
was not until the late 1930s that Carl Stotz 
founded and named the ‘‘Little League’’ we 
are all familiar with today. Since then, young 
baseball players have honed their skills as 
well as their character on baseball diamonds 
across the country. Little League teaches 
teamwork, sportsmanship, and the value of 
hard work. 

Our Tullahoma State Champions exemplify 
all of these qualities, and I am proud today to 
stand and congratulate the team, their coach-
es, and families for their extraordinary effort. It 
is my sincere hope that this tradition will con-
tinue for young people across the State for 
years to come. 

TAIWAN 

HON. THADDEUS G. McCOTTER 
OF MICHIGAN 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Friday, September 14, 2007 

Mr. MCCOTTER. Madam Speaker, today I 
rise to acknowledge and support Taiwan’s ef-
forts to gain membership in the United Na-
tions, U.N. Communist China’s persistent and 
pervasive intimidation has spurred the U.N.’s 
refusal to grant Taiwan membership and 
meaningful participation in the international or-
ganization; thus, notwithstanding Taiwan’s 
democratic government, market economy, in-
herent sovereignty, and respect of human 
rights, Taiwan is the only democracy in the 
world banned from U.N. membership. 

To rectify this abject inequity, on July 19, 
2007, Taiwan’s democratically-elected Presi-
dent, Chen Shui-bian, appealed to U.N. Sec-
retary General Ban Ki-Moon to accept the na-
tion’s application for U.N. membership. Instead 
of forwarding the application to the U.N. Secu-
rity Council, Mr. Ban unilaterally dismissed 
Taiwan’s application; consequently, Mr. Ban 
cavalierly violated U.N. Security Council Rule 
59. In explaining Mr. Ban’s violation, the U.N. 
Secretary General’s office alleged the applica-
tion was rejected because Taiwan is an inte-
gral part of communist China. In making this 
factually unfounded determination, Mr. Ban 
subverted the authority of the U.N. Security 
Council and diminished the little credibility the 
U.N. retains. Further, as the U.N. Secretary 
General is acting as a dupe for communist 
China, the U.N. will rightly and ultimately be 
viewed as a wholly owned subsidiary of com-
munist China. 

If, in addition to its innumerable instances of 
corruption and incompetence, the U.N. con-
tinues such arbitrary and capricious actions in 
relation to the sovereign democracy of Tai-
wan, this international organization will one 
day mirror the League of Nations—of which, if 
I may point out, no country remains a mem-
ber. 

Madam Speaker, I strongly regret Mr. Ban’s 
unilateral rejection of Taiwan’s sovereignty 
and application to join the U.N. As the United 
States is the Leader of the Free World we 
must continue to support Taiwan’s efforts to 
gain membership in the U.N. 

f 

RECOGNIZING MR. CLAUDE 
RUNDLE AND THE CREW OF THE 
LST–460 

HON. TIM MAHONEY 
OF FLORIDA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Friday, September 14, 2007 

Mr. MAHONEY of Florida. Madam Speaker, 
I rise today to honor Claude Rundle of Port 
Charlotte, FL, and the other exceptional crew 
members of the LST–460 ship during its serv-
ice in World War II. 

The LST–460 was commissioned on Feb-
ruary 15, 1943 and was assigned to the Asi-
atic-Pacific theatre between 1943 and 1944. 
The LST–460 and its crew participated in over 
a half dozen operations including the consoli-
dation of the Southern Solomons and the 
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Mindoro Landing. On December 21, 1944, the 
LST–460 was lost in action when it was at-
tacked by enemy aircraft while sailing off the 
coast of the Philippines. The LST–460 and its 
crew earned six battle stars and the Navy Unit 
Commendation for World War II service. 

For the last 25 years, the survivors of the 
LST–460 have hosted a reunion to commemo-
rate their service and bravery. Mr. Rundle is 
one of these survivors and I am honored to be 
able to recognize him today. Beyond our 
shores, Mr. Rundle and the other brave men 
who served and fought on the LST–460 en-
sured the ability of our country to lead the 
world in securing democracy for those less 
fortunate. As these men gather together to 
celebrate their brotherhood, it is my hope that 
they are filled with a great sense of pride and 
accomplishment as our freedom is possible 
because of their great sacrifices. 

On behalf of Florida’s 16th Congressional 
District, I want to express my deepest grati-
tude to Mr. Rundle and the other crew mem-
bers of the LST–460 for their honorable serv-
ice to our Nation. 

f 

THE 40TH ANNIVERSARY OF 
PROJECT PPEP PROVIDING HELP 
FOR RURAL POOR IN THE 
SOUTHWEST 

HON. GABRIELLE GIFFORDS 
OF ARIZONA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Friday, September 14, 2007 

Ms. GIFFORDS. Madam Speaker, I am both 
pleased and honored to share with my col-
leagues the work of a distinguished program 
that began in a converted 1956 school bus 
named ‘‘La Tortuga’’ or ‘‘The Tortoise’’ which 
became a portable classroom. This program 
on wheels was the dream of a young man that 
saw a need to serve and thereby improve the 
quality of life of the migrant and the rural poor 
of Arizona. 

Founded in August 24, 1967, through this 
young man’s vision and tenacity, Project Port-
able Practical Education Preparation (PPEP) 
began serving the needs of migrant and the 
rural poor of Arizona to improve the quality of 
lives though self-help programs which became 
PPEP’s fundamental mission. Today I wish to 
recognize their 40th anniversary. 

An article in The Arizona Daily Star, written 
in November 1967, had this to say about 
Project PPEP: ‘‘Its goal is summed up in the 
title, a practical education which is brought al-
most to the doorstep of unskilled and poverty- 
stricken people in Southern Arizona. Its meth-
od involves the use of constant information; 
finding what kinds of education the people 
want and then providing it.’’ 

Since October 1967, slowly, laboriously, La 
Tortuga crawled back and forth along the hot 
dusty miles from Marana, Arizona to 
Tumacacori and Patagonia in southern Ari-
zona. The old green bus stopped in poor 
Mexican-American, Bracero, Native American 
and Black communities, bringing Project PPEP 
and its belief in ‘‘Si Se Puede’’ (yes it can be 
done) to hundreds of low-income populations 
in rural Pima and Santa Cruz Counties. 

After gaining acceptance in the communities 
along the way, John David Arnold, the founder 

and CEO of PPEP and La Tortuga’s driver, 
mechanic and teacher, used this circuit model 
for delivery of social and educational serv-
ices—a model used some 300 years earlier by 
Father Eusebio Kino, the great mission builder 
of the southwest. Today PPEP is supporting 
the construction of twelve brick and mortar 
schoolhouses for at-risk students (graduating 
over 2,400) and La Tortuga’s legacy is trav-
eling down the information super highway as 
PPEP designs two virtual academies: the Ari-
zona Virtual Academy (AZVA) and the Insight 
Virtual Academy of California (IVAC). 

The work of Project PPEP and the leader-
ship of Dr. John David Arnold have been cited 
as national models eight times in the CON-
GRESSIONAL RECORD, including citations by 
Congressmen Morris K. Udall, Jim Kolbe, ED 
PASTOR, and Senators Dennis DeConcini, 
MIKE ENZI, JOHN MCCAIN and JON KYL. Dr. Ar-
nold was honored twice at the Clinton White 
House among numerous other recognitions 
nationally and internationally. Recently Dr. Ar-
nold was appointed by the League of United 
Latin American Citizens (LULAC) as their Na-
tional Education co-chair and International Re-
lations co-chair. Furthermore Dr. Arnold was 
the Arizona LULAC Man of The Year in 2004 
and 2006, and in 2004 was awarded the pres-
tigious Cesar Chavez Award for Community 
Service and Leadership. 

I wish to commend and congratulate Project 
PPEP CEO Dr. John David Arnold, the Board 
of Directors, and the 476 staff on their 40th 
year of providing personal financial training 
and services which have enabled families to 
become self-sufficient, including over $19 mil-
lion in loans through its micro-credit loan pro-
gram. 

To list all of the good work Project PPEP 
has accomplished in the last 40 years would 
be a daunting task. Project PPEP has made it 
possible for many rural families to achieve the 
dignity they deserve. For all their good work 
they are much deserving of Congressional 
recognition. 

f 

HONORING THE COMMUNITY 
HEALTH CLINIC OLE 

HON. MIKE THOMPSON 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, September 14, 2007 

Mr. THOMPSON of California. Madam 
Speaker, I rise today to honor the Community 
Health Clinic Ole for its efforts to bring 
healthcare to the underserved communities of 
Napa County. By providing the highest quality 
medical and dental services, Clinic Ole has 
become an essential part of the health and 
well-being of Napa County residents. 

In the early 1970s, 13 percent of Napa 
County’s population was Mexican American 
but few had health insurance or access to 
adequate medical care. At a meeting of Napa 
Valley Latinos, a farmworker named Plácido 
Garcia asked, ‘‘Why don’t we have a health 
clinic in Napa?’’ Inspired by this question, a 
committed group of community members 
began working together and, just a few 
months later, Clinic Ole opened its doors for 
the first time on September 17, 1972, in a 

small building in Rutherford. It was the first 
clinic in the county to provide healthcare to the 
local and migrant agricultural workers of the 
Napa Valley community. 

The clinic has since grown by leaps and 
bounds. It began with only a few volunteer 
staff and physicians, but today has over 115 
employees providing the highest quality med-
ical and dental care to over 20,000 patients 
annually in the Napa Valley. They remain 
committed to their original goal of providing af-
fordable healthcare and, although 70 percent 
of their patients earn incomes below the Fed-
eral poverty level, they are proud to say that 
no one is denied care at the clinic because of 
an inability to pay. 

Madam Speaker, it is fitting at this time that 
we thank the Community Health Clinic Ole for 
their tireless efforts to ensure that high quality 
healthcare is accessible to all members of our 
community. Its growth from a small clinic to a 
pillar of the Latino community is a testament 
to the talents and dedication of the staff and 
volunteers, and I look forward to seeing it con-
tinue to thrive for many years to come. 

f 

HONORING NATIONAL 
GRANDPARENTS DAY 

HON. DANNY K. DAVIS 
OF ILLINOIS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, September 14, 2007 

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Madam Speaker, I rise 
in honor of National Grandparents Day, which 
was celebrated on September 9, 2007. Grand-
parents Day, although a relatively recent holi-
day, is a day that truly deserves more recogni-
tion. As influential anthropologist Margaret 
Mead once said, ‘‘Nobody has ever before 
asked the nuclear family to live all by itself in 
a box the way we do. With no relatives, no 
support, we’ve put them in an impossible situ-
ation.’’ As we observe the 29th anniversary of 
Congress’ proclamation of a National Grand-
parents Day, it is crucial that we recognize this 
as a day to first and foremost honor grand-
parents. National Grandparents Day gives us 
an opportunity to recognize the countless 
ways grandparents show love for their chil-
dren’s children, and it helps children become 
aware of the strength, information, and guid-
ance older people can offer. After all, grand-
parents are the backbone of every family sup-
port system. Grandparents, especially, dedi-
cate numerous hours to the upbringing of their 
grandchildren, often times receiving little com-
pensation in return. 

This is why I, along with my colleague TIM 
JOHNSON, sponsored The Kinship Caregiver 
Support Act (RR. 2188). Recent statistics indi-
cate that, as of the year 2000, more than six 
million children, that is 1 in 12 children, live in 
households headed by grandparents or other 
relatives, and this number is steadily rising. In 
addition, almost one-fifth of grandparents re-
sponsible for their grandchildren live in pov-
erty. Currently, Federal financial assistance is 
available only to foster and adoptive families, 
with only a few States receiving a waiver to 
provide subsidized guardianship, with these 
guidelines sometimes creating financial dis-
incentives to guardianship. Unfortunately, the 
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waiver expired in 2006. This means that if 
you’re from one of the 15 States with existing 
waivers—that is if you’re from Arizona, Cali-
fornia, Florida, Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, Michi-
gan, Minnesota, Montana, North Carolina, 
Ohio, Oregon, Tennessee, Virginia or Wis-
consin—your State risks losing considerable 
Federal support in the very near future when 
your existing waivers expire unless legislative 
action is taken. If you’re from one of the other 
35 States or DC, you cannot benefit from the 
program at all unless new legislation is 
passed. 

The Kinship Caregiver Support Act amends 
part E of title IV of the Social Security Act to 
authorize all States to opt to enter agreements 
to provide kinship guardianship assistance 
payments on behalf of children to grand-
parents and other relatives who have as-
sumed legal guardianship of children for whom 
they have committed to care for on a perma-
nent basis. A recent report by the GAO spe-
cifically identified subsidized guardianship as a 
way to address the disproportionate percent-
age of African-American children in foster 
care. The GAO found that African-American 
children also stay in foster care longer be-
cause of difficulties in recruiting adoptive par-
ents and a greater reliance on relatives to pro-
vide foster care who may be unwilling to termi-
nate the parental rights of the child’s parent as 
required by adoption. As an alternative to 

adoption, subsidized guardianship is consid-
ered particularly promising for helping African- 
American children exit from foster care. The 
Kinship Caregiver bill also supplies grants to 
eligible entities to pay for the Federal share of 
the cost of carrying out kinship navigator pro-
grams. 

I urge the recognition of grandparents not 
just on this day but every day, and I also urge 
Congress to take action to provide kinship 
caregivers, oftentimes grandparents, with the 
necessary resources to address their chil-
dren’s needs. Consequently, The Kinship 
Caregiver Support Act deserves your support 
because it is distinctly crafted to address and 
minimize the unique challenges these kinship 
caregivers face. The ultimate goal of this legis-
lation is to assist in the reunification of these 
families. 

f 

RECOGNIZING THE 709TH U.S. 
ARMY BATTALION 

HON. THOMAS G. TANCREDO 
OF COLORADO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, September 14, 2007 

Mr. TANCREDO. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to pay special tribute to a gathering this 
fall in Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania acknowledging 

the dedication of an outstanding group of men. 
This group of brave individuals served in the 
709th United States Army Battalion during 
World War II. Their courageous efforts helped 
defend and preserve our country’s ideals of 
freedom and liberty during a complex time in 
history. 

The efforts and accomplishments of these 
heroic individuals are numerous. They fought 
along side their brothers in arms at Utah 
Beach on D–Day, July 11th, 1944 to help lib-
erate Europe from the suffering brought on by 
tyranny and oppression. The Battalion was 
distinguished for participating in all five Euro-
pean campaigns in addition, it was given the 
honor of a Presidential Unit Citation within the 
army for their services conducted in the 
Hurtgen Forest in November, 1944. 

Special recognition is also needed for the 
100 comrades of the Battalion whose lives 
were lost during combat. Collectively, the Bat-
talion has received numerous distinguishing 
honors which include Bronze Stars, Silver 
Stars, Purple Hearts, the Distinguished Serv-
ice Cross, the British Military Cross, and the 
Croix de Guerre. 

The Battalion has courageously defended 
our country and helped promote the ideals 
and foundations of our government. I com-
mend these men on their fearlessness and ef-
forts and greatly acknowledge the honors they 
have received. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES—Monday, September 17, 2007 
The House met at 12:30 p.m. and was 

called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mr. RUPPERSBERGER). 

f 

DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO 
TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Speaker: 

WASHINGTON, DC, 
September 17, 2007. 

I hereby appoint the Honorable C.A. DUTCH 
RUPPERSBERGER to act as Speaker pro tem-
pore on this day. 

NANCY PELOSI, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 

f 

MORNING-HOUR DEBATE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 4, 2007, the Chair will now recog-
nize Members from lists submitted by 
the majority and minority leaders for 
morning-hour debate. The Chair will 
alternate recognition between the par-
ties, with each party limited to not to 
exceed 30 minutes, and each Member, 
except the majority leader, the minor-
ity leader, or the minority whip, lim-
ited to not to exceed 5 minutes. 

f 

RECESS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair 
declares the House in recess until 2 
p.m. today. 

Accordingly (at 12 o’clock and 31 
minutes p.m.), the House stood in re-
cess until 2 p.m. 

f 

b 1400 

AFTER RECESS 

The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order by the Speaker pro 
tempore (Mr. MCDERMOTT) at 2 p.m. 

f 

PRAYER 

The Chaplain, the Reverend Daniel P. 
Coughlin, offered the following prayer: 

Lord God, dynamic in power, never 
absent or diminished, inspire the Mem-
bers of the House of Representatives 
with transcending vision and far-reach-
ing goals. While focused on the honest 
issues facing Your people and searching 
for response in solid national policies, 
keep them as practical as most of 
America’s people. 

With Your help, enlighten them to 
assess accurately our Nation’s re-

sources, and yet be honest enough to 
admit our limitations. Prevent them 
from enabling dysfunctional endeavors 
or from being distracted by unreal 
anxieties. 

Shape this assembly, Lord, into a 
body of diverse ideas, which can solve 
any problem with a variety of ap-
proaches, until a fitting solution can 
be brought to bear lasting goodness for 
Your people. 

This we ask, calling upon Your al-
mighty name. Amen. 

f 

THE JOURNAL 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair has examined the Journal of the 
last day’s proceedings and announces 
to the House his approval thereof. 

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved. 

f 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the 
gentleman from Wisconsin (Mr. PETRI) 
come forward and lead the House in the 
Pledge of Allegiance. 

Mr. PETRI led the Pledge of Alle-
giance as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 

f 

ON THE RETIREMENT OF WHITE 
HOUSE PRESS SECRETARY TONY 
SNOW 

(Mr. WILSON of South Carolina 
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr. 
Speaker, last week Tony Snow stepped 
down as White House press secretary. 
Mr. Snow, a graduate of Davidson Col-
lege in North Carolina, has served the 
President and his Nation with distinc-
tion, and I wish to thank him for his 
hard work and dedication. 

As a speech writer in the first Bush 
administration and as a television and 
radio personality, Tony established a 
reputation for common sense and 
measured thinking. As White House 
press secretary, he has led a profes-
sional team of communications per-
sonnel during a time when our country 
faces many difficult challenges. Presi-
dent Bush could not have asked for a 
stronger spokesperson. His forthright 
and genuine approach to his job has 
earned Tony Snow the respect and ad-
miration of his peers in the political 

arena as well as the media. We wish 
him and his family much health and 
happiness as they embark upon the 
next chapter of their lives. 

In conclusion, God bless our troops, 
and we will never forget September the 
11th. 

f 

RECOGNIZING THE HEROIC AC-
TIONS OF MERLIN AND TERESA 
HARN 

(Mr. PETRI asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. PETRI. Mr. Speaker, it was a 
close call on September 1 in the town 
of Menasha, Wisconsin. Merlin Harn 
and his wife Teresa were in their car 
when they noticed 2 boys, 1 apparently 
age 5 and the other under 2, walking on 
some railroad tracks. 

Mrs. Harn said it ‘‘didn’t look right’’ 
to have 2 small children so far away 
from any homes, so she called 911. As 
she was talking to the 911 operator, she 
realized a train was coming. Mr. Harn 
immediately jumped out of the car. 
The older child got off the tracks, but 
Mr. Harn saved the life of the younger 
child by pulling him to safety. 

Mr. Speaker, a lot of people would 
have seen those 2 boys and would have 
said, ‘‘That doesn’t look right, but it’s 
none of my business.’’ 

But, no. The Harns acted like con-
cerned neighbors, like responsible 
members of a community rather than 
self-obsessed individuals. And they 
saved a young life. 

Their concern, and their heroic ac-
tions, deserve our recognition and 
thanks. 

f 

COMMUNICATION FROM THE 
CLERK OF THE HOUSE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Clerk of the House of 
Representatives: 

OFFICE OF THE CLERK, 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 

Washington, DC, September 14, 2007. 
Hon. NANCY PELOSI, 
The Speaker, House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR MADAM SPEAKER: Pursuant to the 
permission granted in Clause 2(h) of Rule II 
of the Rules of the U.S. House of Representa-
tives, I have the honor to transmit a sealed 
envelope received from the White House on 
September 14, 2007, at 12:16 p.m. and said to 
contain a message from the President where-
by he transmits a report providing progress 
on 18 Iraqi benchmarks. 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 11:04 Jul 14, 2010 Jkt 059102 PO 00000 Frm 00001 Fmt 0688 Sfmt 0634 E:\BR07\H17SE7.000 H17SE7er
ow

e 
on

 D
S

K
5C

LS
3C

1P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 B
O

U
N

D
 R

E
C

O
R

D



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, Vol. 153, Pt. 17 24339 September 17, 2007 
With best wishes, I am 

Sincerely, 
LORRAINE C. MILLER, 

Clerk of the House. 

f 

BENCHMARK ASSESSMENT RE-
PORT—MESSAGE FROM THE 
PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED 
STATES (H. DOC. NO. 110–58) 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following message 
from the President of the United 
States; which was read and, together 
with the accompanying papers, without 
objection, referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs and the Committee 
on Armed Services and ordered to be 
printed: 
To the Congress of the United States: 

Consistent with section 1314 of the 
U.S. Troop Readiness, Veterans’ Care, 
Katrina Recovery, and Iraq Account-
ability Appropriations Act, 2007 (Public 
Law 110–28) (the ‘‘Act’’), attached is a 
report that assesses the status of each 
of the 18 Iraqi benchmarks contained in 
the Act and declares whether satisfac-
tory progress toward meeting these 
benchmarks is, or is not, being 
achieved. 

The second of 2 reports submitted 
consistent with the Act, it has been 
prepared in consultation with the Sec-
retaries of State and Defense; the Com-
mander, Multi-National Force-Iraq; the 
United States Ambassador to Iraq; and 
the Commander, United States Central 
Command. 

GEORGE W. BUSH.
THE WHITE HOUSE, September 14, 2007. 

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the Chair 
will postpone further proceedings 
today on motions to suspend the rules 
on which a recorded vote or the yeas 
and nays are ordered, or on which the 
vote is objected to under clause 6 of 
rule XX. 

Record votes on postponed questions 
will be taken after 6:30 p.m. today. 

f 

CONGRATULATING SCIENTISTS F. 
SHERWOOD ROWLAND, MARIO 
MOLINA, AND PAUL CRUTZEN 
FOR THEIR WORK IN ATMOS-
PHERIC CHEMISTRY 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker, I move to 
suspend the rules and agree to the reso-
lution (H. Res. 593) congratulating sci-
entists F. Sherwood Rowland, Mario 
Molina, and Paul Crutzen for their 
work in atmospheric chemistry, par-
ticularly concerning the formation and 
decomposition of ozone, that led to the 
development of the Montreal Protocol 
on Substances That Deplete the Ozone 
Layer. 

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion. 

The text of the resolution is as fol-
lows: 

H. RES. 593 

Whereas in 1973, on the University of Cali-
fornia, Irvine campus, chemists F. Sherwood 
Rowland and Mario Molina began research-
ing the depletion of stratospheric ozone by 
the chlorofluorocarbon gases then used 
worldwide as refrigerants and aerosol propel-
lants; 

Whereas on June 28, 1974, F. Sherwood 
Rowland and Mario Molina published in the 
scientific journal Nature, their path-break-
ing article, ‘‘Stratospheric Sink for 
Chlorofluoromethanes: Chlorine Atom- 
Catalysed Destruction of Ozone’’; 

Whereas in 1976, the work of F. Sherwood 
Rowland and Mario Molina connecting 
chlorofluorocarbons and atmospheric ozone 
depletion was confirmed by the National 
Academy of Sciences; 

Whereas in 1978, the United States banned 
chlorofluorocarbons as propellants in aerosol 
cans; 

Whereas in 1987, because of the research of 
F. Sherwood Rowland, Mario Molina, Paul 
Crutzen, and many other scientists, the 
international community acted through the 
adoption of the Montreal Protocol on Sub-
stances that Deplete the Ozone Layer (‘‘Mon-
treal Protocol’’); 

Whereas the Montreal Protocol created the 
Multilateral Fund for the Implementation of 
the Montreal Protocol which provides funds 
to help developing countries to phase out the 
use of ozone-depleting substances; 

Whereas the Multilateral Fund for Imple-
mentation of the Montreal Protocol was the 
first financial mechanism to be created 
under an international treaty; 

Whereas the Montreal Protocol recognized 
that world-wide emissions of certain sub-
stances can significantly deplete and other-
wise modify the ozone layer in a manner 
that is likely to result in adverse effects on 
human health and the environment; 

Whereas because of the adoption of the 
Montreal Protocol the levels of 
chlorofluorocarbon gases in the Earth’s at-
mosphere have decreased; 

Whereas on September 17, 1987, the Mon-
treal Protocol was open for signatures; 

Whereas to date, 191 nations have signed 
the Montreal Protocol; 

Whereas F. Sherwood Rowland, Mario 
Molina, and Paul Crutzen were awarded the 
Nobel Prize for Chemistry in 1995 for their 
work in atmospheric chemistry, particularly 
concerning the formation and decomposition 
of ozone; and 

Whereas September 17, 2007, marks the 
twentieth anniversary of the signing of the 
Montreal Protocol: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the House of Representa-
tives— 

(1) congratulates scientists F. Sherwood 
Rowland, Mario Molina, and Paul Crutzen 
for their work in atmospheric chemistry, 
particularly concerning the formation and 
decomposition of ozone, that led to the de-
velopment of the Montreal Protocol on Sub-
stances that Deplete the Ozone Layer; and 

(2) encourages the continued research of 
the interaction of humans and their actions 
with the Earth’s ecosystem. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from In-
diana (Mr. HILL) and the gentleman 
from Texas (Mr. HALL) each will con-
trol 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Indiana. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-

mous consent that all Members may 
have 5 legislative days to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and to include ex-
traneous material on H. Res. 593, the 
resolution now under consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Indiana? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-

self such time as I may consume. 
I rise today in support of House Reso-

lution 593, legislation that congratu-
lates scientists Frank Sherwood Row-
land, Mario Molina, and Paul Crutzen 
for their work in atmospheric chem-
istry concerning the formation and de-
composition of ozone. 

In 1973, Frank Sherwood Rowland and 
Mario Molina began studying the im-
pacts of CFCs in the Earth’s atmos-
phere at the University of California, 
Irvine. The chemists discovered that 
CFC molecules were stable enough to 
remain in the atmosphere until they 
reached the middle of the stratosphere. 
There the molecules would finally be 
broken down by ultraviolet radiation, 
releasing a chlorine atom. 

Rowland and Molina proposed that 
these chlorine atoms might be ex-
pected to cause the breakdown of large 
amounts of ozone (O3) in the strato-
sphere. Their argument was based upon 
an analogy to contemporary work by 
Paul J. Crutzen, which had shown that 
nitric oxide could catalyze the destruc-
tion of ozone. 

Drs. Crutzen, Molina and Rowland 
were awarded the 1995 Nobel prize for 
chemistry for their work on this prob-
lem. The Montreal Protocol was a land-
mark international agreement de-
signed to protect the stratospheric 
ozone layer. The treaty was originally 
signed in 1987 and subsequently amend-
ed in 1990 and 1992. The protocol stipu-
lated that the production of compounds 
that deplete ozone in the stratosphere, 
including chlorofluorocarbons, were to 
be phased out by the year 2000. 

The work of Dr. Rowland, Dr. Molina, 
and Dr. Crutzen was vital to the devel-
opment of the Montreal Protocol, the 
reduction of ozone depleting com-
pounds, and the restoration of our at-
mosphere. I applaud their work and ask 
that my colleagues support this resolu-
tion which thanks them for their im-
portant contributions to science. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. HALL of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise today in support of House Resolu-
tion 593, congratulating scientists F. 
Sherwood Rowland, Mario Molina and 
Paul Crutzen for their contribution to 
atmospheric chemistry, particularly 
the formation and decomposition of 
ozone. Their pioneering research on the 
effects of CFCs on the ozone layer in 
the early 1970s was the start of a nearly 
15-year campaign that would include 
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an overwhelming consumer reaction to 
products containing CFCs, a national 
ban on aerosols and unparalleled inter-
national cooperation. 

Twenty years later, the Montreal 
Protocol has been described as one of 
the most successful international 
agreements to date. It is the ideal il-
lustration of what can be accomplished 
when scientists, policymakers and in-
dustry work together toward a com-
mon goal. Uncertainty did not stop us 
from looking for alternative solutions. 
However, action was not taken until 
those uncertainties were addressed 
through further scientific research and 
until viable substitutes were available. 
Cooperation on environmental prob-
lems requires that the outcome be ben-
eficial for all parties. This was 
achieved through the Montreal Pro-
tocol. 

I offer my thanks to these three sci-
entists. The environmental con-
sequences and economic impacts in 
terms of greater health costs and loss 
of crops and damage to vital species 
due to the use of CFCs could have been 
far worse if not for the work of F. Sher-
wood Rowland, Mario Molina, and Paul 
Crutzen. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
support House Resolution 593. 

Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of California. Mr. 
Speaker, I am the proud sponsor of H. Res. 
593, a resolution congratulating the scientists 
whose work led to the Montreal Protocol on 
Substances that Deplete the Ozone Layer. 

The Montreal Protocol is an international 
treaty that has been a critical part of the global 
commitment to improving the environment for 
ourselves and future generations. The treaty 
was a science driven effort to address a spe-
cific human action that has real consequences 
on the ozone layer. 

Yesterday, September 16th was the 20th 
anniversary of when the Montreal Protocol 
was first made available for signature. Al-
though the benefits of the Montreal Protocol 
are being realized worldwide, the science that 
led to its implementation is entirely home-
grown. 

In 1973, scientists Sherwood Rowland and 
Mario Molina began their work at the fantastic 
University of California, Irvine, in Orange 
County, California. Rowland and Molina re-
searched the depletion of stratospheric ozone 
by chlorofluorocarbon gases. These CFC 
gases were used worldwide in many products 
as refrigerants and aerosol propellants. Like 
all scientific endeavors, Rowland and Molina 
started with a hypothesis. They realized that 
CFCs are very stable compounds in the lower 
atmosphere. Because of that, the compounds 
could travel to the upper atmosphere and 
interact with other compounds that are critical 
to the upper atmosphere. 

By June of 1974 the hypothesis of Rowland 
and Molina was confirmed by their own re-
search; CFCs are broken down by ultra-violet 
radiation in the upper atmosphere and then 
interact with and deplete ozone molecules. 
Their work was published in the scientific jour-
nal Nature to a mixed reaction because CFCs 
were considered by many to be a wonder 

product that had many benefits and no nega-
tive consequences. However, a mixed reaction 
to a published article is not necessarily a bad 
thing since it is necessary for published sci-
entific work to hold up under intense peer re-
view and scrutiny. 

The National Academy of Sciences began 
testing the work of Rowland and Molina and 
by 1976, the Academy released a report that 
confirmed the scientific credibility of the ozone 
depletion hypothesis. To the credit of this insti-
tution, Congress acted quickly in response to 
the confirmed work of Rowland and Molina. 

In 1978 the use of CFCs in aerosol propel-
lants was banned in the United States. With 
the United States leading the way and signifi-
cant studies being conducted by the Dutch 
scientist Paul Crutzen, the Montreal Protocol 
came into full force on September 17, 1987. 
To date, 191 nations have signed on to the 
Montreal Protocol. 

In 1995, Rowland, Molina, and Crutzen 
were awarded the Nobel Prize for chemistry in 
recognition of their work—this was quite an 
achievement for UC Irvine as well. On the 
twentieth anniversary of the Montreal Protocol, 
let’s once again recognize the homegrown 
science of Sherwood Rowland, Mario Molina, 
and Paul Crutzen that has had an ongoing 
and significant positive impact on the Earth’s 
ecosystem. 

I urge my colleagues to join me in sup-
porting H. Res. 593. 

Mr. HALL of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker, I have no fur-
ther requests for time, and I yield back 
the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Indiana (Mr. HILL) 
that the House suspend the rules and 
agree to the resolution, H. Res. 593. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the resolu-
tion was agreed to. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

ESTABLISHING A SCIENCE AND 
TECHNOLOGY SCHOLARSHIP 
PROGRAM 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker, I move to 
suspend the rules and pass the bill 
(H.R. 1657) to establish a Science and 
Technology Scholarship Program to 
award scholarships to recruit and pre-
pare students for careers in the Na-
tional Weather Service and in National 
Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra-
tion marine research, atmospheric re-
search, and satellite programs. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 1657 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SCIENCE AND TECHNOLOGY SCHOL-

ARSHIP PROGRAM. 
(a) ESTABLISHMENT OF PROGRAM.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator is au-

thorized to establish a Science and Tech-

nology Scholarship Program to award schol-
arships to individuals that is designed to re-
cruit and prepare students for careers in the 
National Weather Service and in Adminis-
tration marine research, atmospheric re-
search, and satellite programs. 

(2) COMPETITIVE PROCESS.—Individuals 
shall be selected to receive scholarships 
under this section through a competitive 
process primarily on the basis of academic 
merit, with consideration given to financial 
need and the goal of promoting the partici-
pation of individuals identified in section 33 
or 34 of the Science and Engineering Equal 
Opportunities Act (42 U.S.C. 1885a or 1885b). 

(3) SERVICE AGREEMENTS.—To carry out the 
scholarship program, the Administrator 
shall enter into contractual agreements with 
individuals selected under paragraph (2) 
under which the individuals agree to serve as 
full-time employees of the Administration, 
for the period described in subsection (f)(1), 
in positions needed by the Administration in 
fields described in paragraph (1) and for 
which the individuals are qualified, in ex-
change for receiving a scholarship. 

(b) SCHOLARSHIP ELIGIBILITY.—In order to 
be eligible to participate in the scholarship 
program, an individual shall— 

(1) be enrolled or accepted for enrollment 
as a full-time student at an institution of 
higher education in an academic program or 
field of study described in the list made 
available under subsection (d); 

(2) be a United States citizen or permanent 
resident; and 

(3) at the time of the initial scholarship 
award, not be a Federal employee as defined 
in section 2105 of title 5 of the United States 
Code. 

(c) APPLICATION REQUIRED.—An individual 
seeking a scholarship under this section 
shall submit an application to the Adminis-
trator at such time, in such manner, and 
containing such information, agreements, or 
assurances as the Administrator may require 
to carry out this section. 

(d) ELIGIBLE ACADEMIC PROGRAMS.—The 
Administrator shall make publicly available 
a list of academic programs and fields of 
study for which scholarships may be utilized 
in fields described in subsection (a)(1), and 
shall update the list as necessary. 

(e) SCHOLARSHIP REQUIREMENT.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator may 

provide a scholarship under the scholarship 
program for an academic year if the indi-
vidual applying for the scholarship has sub-
mitted to the Administrator, as part of the 
application required under subsection (c), a 
proposed academic program leading to a de-
gree in a program or field of study on the list 
made available under subsection (d). 

(2) DURATION OF ELIGIBILITY.—An indi-
vidual may not receive a scholarship under 
this section for more than 4 academic years, 
unless the Administrator grants a waiver. 

(3) SCHOLARSHIP AMOUNT.—The dollar 
amount of a scholarship under this section 
for an academic year shall be determined 
under regulations issued by the Adminis-
trator, but shall in no case exceed the cost of 
attendance. 

(4) AUTHORIZED USES.—A scholarship pro-
vided under this section may be expended for 
tuition, fees, and other authorized expenses 
as established by the Administrator by regu-
lation. 

(5) CONTRACTS REGARDING DIRECT PAYMENTS 
TO INSTITUTIONS.—The Administrator may 
enter into a contractual agreement with an 
institution of higher education under which 
the amounts provided for a scholarship under 
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this section for tuition, fees, and other au-
thorized expenses are paid directly to the in-
stitution with respect to which the scholar-
ship is provided. 

(f) PERIOD OF OBLIGATED SERVICE.— 
(1) DURATION OF SERVICE.—Except as pro-

vided in subsection (h)(2), the period of serv-
ice for which an individual shall be obligated 
to serve as an employee of the Administra-
tion shall be 24 months for each academic 
year for which a scholarship under this sec-
tion is provided. 

(2) SCHEDULE FOR SERVICE.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 

subparagraph (B), obligated service under 
paragraph (1) shall begin not later than 60 
days after the individual obtains the edu-
cational degree for which the scholarship 
was provided. 

(B) DEFERRAL.—The Administrator may 
defer the obligation of an individual to pro-
vide a period of service under paragraph (1) if 
the Administrator determines that such a 
deferral is appropriate. The Administrator 
shall prescribe the terms and conditions 
under which a service obligation may be de-
ferred through regulation. 

(g) PENALTIES FOR BREACH OF SCHOLARSHIP 
AGREEMENT.— 

(1) FAILURE TO COMPLETE ACADEMIC TRAIN-
ING.—Scholarship recipients who fail to 
maintain a high level of academic standing, 
as defined by the Administrator by regula-
tion, who are dismissed from their edu-
cational institutions for disciplinary rea-
sons, or who voluntarily terminate academic 
training before graduation from the edu-
cational program for which the scholarship 
was awarded, shall be in breach of their con-
tractual agreement and, in lieu of any serv-
ice obligation arising under such agreement, 
shall be liable to the United States for re-
payment not later than 1 year after the date 
of default of all scholarship funds paid to 
them and to the institution of higher edu-
cation on their behalf under the agreement, 
except as provided in subsection (h)(2). The 
repayment period may be extended by the 
Administrator when determined to be nec-
essary, as established by regulation. 

(2) FAILURE TO BEGIN OR COMPLETE THE 
SERVICE OBLIGATION OR MEET THE TERMS AND 
CONDITIONS OF DEFERMENT.—A scholarship re-
cipient who, for any reason, fails to begin or 
complete a service obligation under this sec-
tion after completion of academic training, 
or fails to comply with the terms and condi-
tions of deferment established by the Admin-
istrator pursuant to subsection (f)(2)(B), 
shall be in breach of the contractual agree-
ment. When a recipient breaches an agree-
ment for the reasons stated in the preceding 
sentence, the recipient shall be liable to the 
United States for an amount equal to— 

(A) the total amount of scholarships re-
ceived by such individual under this section; 
plus 

(B) the interest on the amounts of such 
awards which would be payable if at the time 
the awards were received they were loans 
bearing interest at the maximum legal pre-
vailing rate, as determined by the Treasurer 
of the United States. 

(h) WAIVER OR SUSPENSION OF OBLIGA-
TION.— 

(1) DEATH OF INDIVIDUAL.—Any obligation 
of an individual incurred under the scholar-
ship program (or a contractual agreement 
thereunder) for service or payment shall be 
canceled upon the death of the individual. 

(2) IMPOSSIBILITY OR EXTREME HARDSHIP.— 
The Administrator shall by regulation pro-
vide for the partial or total waiver or suspen-
sion of any obligation of service or payment 

incurred by an individual under the scholar-
ship program (or a contractual agreement 
thereunder) whenever compliance by the in-
dividual is impossible or would involve ex-
treme hardship to the individual, or if en-
forcement of such obligation with respect to 
the individual would be contrary to the best 
interests of the Government. 

(i) DEFINITIONS.—In this Act the following 
definitions apply: 

(1) ADMINISTRATION.—The term ‘‘Adminis-
tration’’ means the National Oceanic and At-
mospheric Administration. 

(2) ADMINISTRATOR.—The term ‘‘Adminis-
trator’’ means the Administrator of the Na-
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra-
tion. 

(3) COST OF ATTENDANCE.—The term ‘‘cost 
of attendance’’ has the meaning given that 
term in section 472 of the Higher Education 
Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 1087ll). 

(4) INSTITUTION OF HIGHER EDUCATION.—The 
term ‘‘institution of higher education’’ has 
the meaning given that term in section 
101(a) of the Higher Education Act of 1965 (20 
U.S.C. 1001(a)). 

(5) SCHOLARSHIP PROGRAM.—The term 
‘‘scholarship program’’ means the Science 
and Technology Scholarship Program estab-
lished under this section. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from In-
diana (Mr. HILL) and the gentleman 
from Texas (Mr. HALL) each will con-
trol 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Indiana. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-

mous consent that all Members may 
have 5 legislative days to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and to include ex-
traneous material on H.R. 1657, the bill 
now under consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Indiana? 

There was no objection. 

b 1415 
Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-

self such time as I may consume. 
I rise today in support of H.R. 1657, 

legislation that establishes a science 
and technology scholarship program. 
This program will award scholarships 
to recruit and prepare students for ca-
reers at the National Oceanic and At-
mospheric Administration, better 
known as NOAA, related to weather, 
atmospheric, marine, and satellite re-
search. 

There is a growing concern that too 
few American students pursue science, 
math, and engineering degrees. H.R. 
1657 provides incentives to study in 
these areas and go on to work at 
NOAA. The bill is based upon the Rob-
ert Noyce Scholarship program at the 
National Science Foundation. 

I applaud the foresight of my col-
league, Representative ROHRABACHER, 
in introducing this important legisla-
tion, and I urge my colleagues to sup-
port this bill on the floor today. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. HALL of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

The National Oceanic and Atmos-
pheric Administration, or NOAA, is the 
Nation’s lead agency charged with con-
serving and managing our coastal and 
oceanic resources. NOAA also plays a 
vital role in public safety through the 
programs of the National Weather 
Service to issue weather forecasts and 
warnings. We must ensure that NOAA 
has the resources it needs to meet its 
statutory responsibilities and to ac-
complish its resource management, 
marine and atmospheric research, and 
public safety missions. 

H.R. 1657 establishes a science and 
technology scholarship program to re-
cruit and prepare students for careers 
at the National Weather Service and at 
the National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration. This scholarship pro-
gram would provide assistance through 
a competitive process based on aca-
demic merit to those students who de-
sire careers in weather forecasting, ma-
rine, or atmospheric research or sat-
ellite program. 

Similar to other Federal incentive 
programs, this scholarship program 
would require participants to enter 
into contractual agreements working 
at either the National Weather Service 
or NOAA for 2 years for each year of 
scholarship money they receive. This 
two-for-one condition is beneficial for 
both the government and the students 
in that it guarantees that highly edu-
cated individuals will be working and 
gaining experience at vital national or-
ganizations, particularly at a time 
when our most experienced scientists 
and researchers begin to retire. Institu-
tional knowledge will be passed on 
from one generation to the next, and 
young scientists will gain the experi-
ence needed should they choose to 
leave government service for the pri-
vate sector. 

Mr. Speaker, at a time when our Na-
tion is about to be short on educated 
and qualified scientists, we cannot ig-
nore the benefits that this bill will pro-
vide. I urge all of my colleagues to sup-
port H.R. 1657. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
I rise in support of H.R. 1657, the Science and 
Technology Scholarship Program. H.R. 1657 
will establish a Science and Technology 
Scholarship Program to award scholarships to 
recruit and prepare students for careers in the 
National Weather Service and in National 
Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration ma-
rine research, atmospheric research, and sat-
ellite programs. I support H.R. 1657 because 
it allows more students the opportunity to pur-
sue careers in fields that are vital in pre-
serving our world, and will further enhance the 
knowledge base of our country. 

Mr. Speaker, we need to encourage more of 
our students to enter the meteorology and cli-
matology fields. The young minds of this coun-
try are our greatest asset, and I support the 
effort today to encourage innovation, creative 
thinking, and academic competitiveness. I am 
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confident we will reap major returns on this 
program long into the future. 

Mr. Speaker, I am pleased to support H.R. 
1657 because it will provide for the recruit-
ment and preparation of students for careers 
in the National Weather Service and in Admin-
istration marine research, atmospheric re-
search, and satellite programs. The legislation 
specifies a competitive program to select and 
award scholarships on the basis of academic 
merit, with consideration given to financial 
need and the goal of promoting the participa-
tion of individuals identified in section 33 or 34 
of the Science and Engineering Equal Oppor-
tunities Act. Individuals selected under the 
program agree to serve as full-time employees 
of NOAA, for a brief period in positions for 
which individuals are qualified. 

Mr. Speaker, as a former member of the 
Science Committee and a strong supporter of 
higher education, I have been a champion of 
equipping young minds with the technological 
and scientific knowledge necessary to com-
pete in a globalized economy. Further, within 
the context of globalization, I strongly believe 
that this country’s ability to achieve and main-
tain a high standard of living is dependent on 
the extent to which it can harness science and 
technology. Thus, in order to enhance the 
international competitiveness of the country, it 
is therefore critical for us to promote and sup-
port students pursing careers in meteorology, 
climatology and atmospheric research. 

For these reasons, I am proud to support 
H.R. 1657 and urge my colleagues to join me. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker, I yield back 
the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Indiana (Mr. HILL) 
that the House suspend the rules and 
pass the bill, H.R. 1657. 

The question was taken. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the 

opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being 
in the affirmative, the ayes have it. 

Mr. WESTMORELAND. Mr. Speaker, 
on that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the 
Chair’s prior announcement, further 
proceedings on this motion will be 
postponed. 

f 

REGIONAL ECONOMIC AND INFRA-
STRUCTURE DEVELOPMENT ACT 
OF 2007 
Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I move to 

suspend the rules and pass the bill H.R. 
3246 to amend title 40, United States 
Code, to provide a comprehensive re-
gional approach to economic and infra-
structure development in the most se-
verely economically distressed regions 
in the Nation, as amended. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 3246 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Regional 
Economic and Infrastructure Development 
Act of 2007’’. 

SEC. 2. FINDINGS AND PURPOSES. 
(a) FINDINGS.—Congress finds that— 
(1) certain regions of the Nation, including 

Appalachia, the Mississippi Delta Region, 
the Northern Great Plains Region, the 
Southeast Crescent Region, the Southwest 
Border Region, the Northern Border Region, 
and rural Alaska, have suffered from chronic 
distress far above the national average; 

(2) an economically distressed region can 
suffer unemployment and poverty at a rate 
that is 150 percent of the national average; 
and 

(3) regional commissions are unique Fed-
eral-State partnerships that can provide tar-
geted resources to alleviate pervasive eco-
nomic distress. 

(b) PURPOSES.—The purposes of this Act 
are— 

(1) to provide a comprehensive regional ap-
proach to economic and infrastructure devel-
opment in the most severely economically 
distressed regions in the Nation; and 

(2) to ensure that the most severely eco-
nomically distressed regions in the Nation 
have the necessary tools to develop the basic 
building blocks for economic development, 
such as transportation and basic public in-
frastructure, job skills training, and business 
development. 
SEC. 3. REGIONAL ECONOMIC AND INFRASTRUC-

TURE DEVELOPMENT. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Title 40, United States 

Code, is amended— 
(1) by redesignating subtitle V as subtitle 

VI; and 
(2) by inserting after subtitle IV the fol-

lowing: 
‘‘Subtitle V—Regional Economic and 

Infrastructure Development 
‘‘Chapter Sec.
‘‘151. GENERAL PROVISIONS .......... 15101
‘‘153. REGIONAL COMMISSIONS ...... 15301
‘‘155. FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE ....... 15501
‘‘157. ADMINISTRATIVE PROVI-

SIONS .......................................... 15701 
‘‘CHAPTER 151—GENERAL PROVISIONS 

‘‘Sec. 
‘‘15101. Definitions. 
‘‘§ 15101. Definitions 

‘‘In this subtitle, the following definitions 
apply: 

‘‘(1) COMMISSION.—The term ‘Commission’ 
means a Commission established under sec-
tion 15301. 

‘‘(2) LOCAL DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT.—The 
term ‘local development district’ means an 
entity that— 

‘‘(A)(i) is an economic development district 
that is— 

‘‘(I) in existence on the date of enactment 
of this chapter; and 

‘‘(II) located in the region; or 
‘‘(ii) if an entity described in clause (i) 

does not exist— 
‘‘(I) is organized and operated in a manner 

that ensures broad-based community partici-
pation and an effective opportunity for local 
officials, community leaders, and the public 
to contribute to the development and imple-
mentation of programs in the region; 

‘‘(II) is governed by a policy board with at 
least a simple majority of members con-
sisting of— 

‘‘(aa) elected officials; or 
‘‘(bb) designees or employees of a general 

purpose unit of local government that have 
been appointed to represent the unit of local 
government; and 

‘‘(III) is certified by the Governor or appro-
priate State officer as having a charter or 
authority that includes the economic devel-
opment of counties, portions of counties, or 

other political subdivisions within the re-
gion; and 

‘‘(B) has not, as certified by the Federal 
Cochairperson— 

‘‘(i) inappropriately used Federal grant 
funds from any Federal source; or 

‘‘(ii) appointed an officer who, during the 
period in which another entity inappropri-
ately used Federal grant funds from any Fed-
eral source, was an officer of the other enti-
ty. 

‘‘(3) FEDERAL GRANT PROGRAM.—The term 
‘Federal grant program’ means a Federal 
grant program to provide assistance in car-
rying out economic and community develop-
ment activities. 

‘‘(4) INDIAN TRIBE.—The term ‘Indian tribe’ 
has the meaning given the term in section 4 
of the Indian Self-Determination and Edu-
cation Assistance Act (25 U.S.C. 450b). 

‘‘(5) NONPROFIT ENTITY.—The term ‘non-
profit entity’ means any entity with tax-ex-
empt or nonprofit status, as defined by the 
Internal Revenue Service, that has been 
formed for the purpose of economic develop-
ment. 

‘‘(6) REGION.—The term ‘region’ means the 
area covered by a Commission as described 
in subchapter II of chapter 157. 
‘‘CHAPTER 153—REGIONAL COMMISSIONS 
‘‘Sec. 
‘‘15301. Establishment, membership, and em-

ployees. 
‘‘15302. Decisions. 
‘‘15303. Functions. 
‘‘15304. Administrative powers and expenses. 
‘‘15305. Meetings. 
‘‘15306. Personal financial interests. 
‘‘15307. Tribal representation on Northern 

Great Plains Regional Commis-
sion. 

‘‘15308. Tribal participation. 
‘‘15309. Annual report. 
‘‘§ 15301. Establishment, membership, and em-

ployees 
‘‘(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—There are estab-

lished the following regional Commissions: 
‘‘(1) The Delta Regional Commission. 
‘‘(2) The Northern Great Plains Regional 

Commission. 
‘‘(3) The Southeast Crescent Regional Com-

mission. 
‘‘(4) The Southwest Border Regional Com-

mission. 
‘‘(5) The Northern Border Regional Com-

mission. 
‘‘(b) MEMBERSHIP.— 
‘‘(1) FEDERAL AND STATE MEMBERS.—Each 

Commission shall be composed of the fol-
lowing members: 

‘‘(A) A Federal Cochairperson, to be ap-
pointed by the President, by and with the ad-
vice and consent of the Senate. 

‘‘(B) The Governor of each participating 
State in the region of the Commission. 

‘‘(2) ALTERNATE MEMBERS.— 
‘‘(A) ALTERNATE FEDERAL COCHAIRPERSON.— 

The President shall appoint an alternate 
Federal Cochairperson for each Commission. 
The alternate Federal Cochairperson, when 
not actively serving as an alternate for the 
Federal Cochairperson, shall perform such 
functions and duties as are delegated by the 
Federal Cochairperson. 

‘‘(B) STATE ALTERNATES.—The State mem-
ber of a participating State may have a sin-
gle alternate, who shall be appointed by the 
Governor of the State from among the mem-
bers of the Governor’s cabinet or personal 
staff. 

‘‘(C) VOTING.—An alternate member shall 
vote in the case of the absence, death, dis-
ability, removal, or resignation of the Fed-
eral or State member for which the alternate 
member is an alternate. 
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‘‘(3) COCHAIRPERSONS.—A Commission shall 

be headed by— 
‘‘(A) the Federal Cochairperson, who shall 

serve as a liaison between the Federal Gov-
ernment and the Commission; and 

‘‘(B) a State Cochairperson, who shall be a 
Governor of a participating State in the re-
gion and shall be elected by the State mem-
bers for a term of not less than 1 year. 

‘‘(4) CONSECUTIVE TERMS.—A State member 
may not be elected to serve as State Cochair-
person for more than 2 consecutive terms. 

‘‘(c) COMPENSATION.— 
‘‘(1) FEDERAL COCHAIRPERSONS.—Each Fed-

eral Cochairperson shall be compensated by 
the Federal Government at level III of the 
Executive Schedule as set out in section 5314 
of title 5. 

‘‘(2) ALTERNATE FEDERAL COCHAIR-
PERSONS.—Each Federal Cochairperson’s al-
ternate shall be compensated by the Federal 
Government at level V of the Executive 
Schedule as set out in section 5316 of title 5. 

‘‘(3) STATE MEMBERS AND ALTERNATES.— 
Each State member and alternate shall be 
compensated by the State that they rep-
resent at the rate established by the laws of 
that State. 

‘‘(d) EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR AND STAFF.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—A Commission shall ap-

point and fix the compensation of an execu-
tive director and such other personnel as are 
necessary to enable the Commission to carry 
out its duties. Compensation under this 
paragraph may not exceed the maximum 
rate of basic pay established for the Senior 
Executive Service under section 5382 of title 
5, including any applicable locality-based 
comparability payment that may be author-
ized under section 5304(h)(2)(C) of that title. 

‘‘(2) EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR.—The executive 
director shall be responsible for carrying out 
the administrative duties of the Commis-
sion, directing the Commission staff, and 
such other duties as the Commission may as-
sign. 

‘‘(e) NO FEDERAL EMPLOYEE STATUS.—No 
member, alternate, officer, or employee of a 
Commission (other than the Federal Co-
chairperson, the alternate Federal Cochair-
person, staff of the Federal Cochairperson, 
and any Federal employee detailed to the 
Commission) shall be considered to be a Fed-
eral employee for any purpose. 

‘‘§ 15302. Decisions 
‘‘(a) REQUIREMENTS FOR APPROVAL.—Except 

as provided in section 15304(c)(3), decisions 
by the Commission shall require the affirma-
tive vote of the Federal Cochairperson and a 
majority of the State members (exclusive of 
members representing States delinquent 
under section 15304(c)(3)(C)). 

‘‘(b) CONSULTATION.—In matters coming be-
fore the Commission, the Federal Cochair-
person shall, to the extent practicable, con-
sult with the Federal departments and agen-
cies having an interest in the subject matter. 

‘‘(c) QUORUMS.—A Commission shall deter-
mine what constitutes a quorum for Com-
mission meetings; except that— 

‘‘(1) any quorum shall include the Federal 
Cochairperson or the alternate Federal Co-
chairperson; and 

‘‘(2) a State alternate member shall not be 
counted toward the establishment of a 
quorum. 

‘‘(d) PROJECTS AND GRANT PROPOSALS.—The 
approval of project and grant proposals shall 
be a responsibility of each Commission and 
shall be carried out in accordance with sec-
tion 15503. 

‘‘§ 15303. Functions 
‘‘A Commission shall— 

‘‘(1) assess the needs and assets of its re-
gion based on available research, demonstra-
tion projects, investigations, assessments, 
and evaluations of the region prepared by 
Federal, State, and local agencies, univer-
sities, local development districts, and other 
nonprofit groups; 

‘‘(2) develop, on a continuing basis, com-
prehensive and coordinated economic and in-
frastructure development strategies to es-
tablish priorities and approve grants for the 
economic development of its region, giving 
due consideration to other Federal, State, 
and local planning and development activi-
ties in the region; 

‘‘(3) not later than one year after the date 
of enactment of this section, and after tak-
ing into account State plans developed under 
section 15502, establish priorities in an eco-
nomic and infrastructure development plan 
for its region, including 5-year regional out-
come targets; 

‘‘(4)(A) enhance the capacity of, and pro-
vide support for, local development districts 
in its region; or 

‘‘(B) if no local development district exists 
in an area in a participating State in the re-
gion, foster the creation of a local develop-
ment district; 

‘‘(5) encourage private investment in in-
dustrial, commercial, and other economic 
development projects in its region; 

‘‘(6) cooperate with and assist State gov-
ernments with the preparation of economic 
and infrastructure development plans and 
programs for participating States; 

‘‘(7) formulate and recommend to the Gov-
ernors and legislatures of States that par-
ticipate in the Commission forms of inter-
state cooperation and, where appropriate, 
international cooperation; and 

‘‘(8) work with State and local agencies in 
developing appropriate model legislation to 
enhance local and regional economic devel-
opment. 

‘‘§ 15304. Administrative powers and expenses 

‘‘(a) POWERS.—In carrying out its duties 
under this subtitle, a Commission may— 

‘‘(1) hold such hearings, sit and act at such 
times and places, take such testimony, re-
ceive such evidence, and print or otherwise 
reproduce and distribute a description of the 
proceedings and reports on actions by the 
Commission as the Commission considers ap-
propriate; 

‘‘(2) authorize, through the Federal or 
State Cochairperson or any other member of 
the Commission designated by the Commis-
sion, the administration of oaths if the Com-
mission determines that testimony should be 
taken or evidence received under oath; 

‘‘(3) request from any Federal, State, or 
local agency such information as may be 
available to or procurable by the agency that 
may be of use to the Commission in carrying 
out the duties of the Commission; 

‘‘(4) adopt, amend, and repeal bylaws and 
rules governing the conduct of business and 
the performance of duties by the Commis-
sion; 

‘‘(5) request the head of any Federal agen-
cy, State agency, or local government to de-
tail to the Commission such personnel as the 
Commission requires to carry out its duties, 
each such detail to be without loss of senior-
ity, pay, or other employee status; 

‘‘(6) provide for coverage of Commission 
employees in a suitable retirement and em-
ployee benefit system by making arrange-
ments or entering into contracts with any 
participating State government or otherwise 
providing retirement and other employee 
coverage; 

‘‘(7) accept, use, and dispose of gifts or do-
nations or services or real, personal, tan-
gible, or intangible property; 

‘‘(8) enter into and perform such contracts, 
cooperative agreements, or other trans-
actions as are necessary to carry out Com-
mission duties, including any contracts or 
cooperative agreements with a department, 
agency, or instrumentality of the United 
States, a State (including a political subdivi-
sion, agency, or instrumentality of the 
State), or a person, firm, association, or cor-
poration; and 

‘‘(9) maintain a government relations of-
fice in the District of Columbia and establish 
and maintain a central office at such loca-
tion in its region as the Commission may se-
lect. 

‘‘(b) FEDERAL AGENCY COOPERATION.—A 
Federal agency shall— 

‘‘(1) cooperate with a Commission; and 
‘‘(2) provide, to the extent practicable, on 

request of the Federal Cochairperson, appro-
priate assistance in carrying out this sub-
title, in accordance with applicable Federal 
laws (including regulations). 

‘‘(c) ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENSES.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to paragraph (2), 

the administrative expenses of a Commission 
shall be paid— 

‘‘(A) by the Federal Government, in an 
amount equal to 50 percent of the adminis-
trative expenses of the Commission; and 

‘‘(B) by the States participating in the 
Commission, in an amount equal to 50 per-
cent of the administrative expenses. 

‘‘(2) EXPENSES OF THE FEDERAL COCHAIR-
PERSON.—All expenses of the Federal Co-
chairperson, including expenses of the alter-
nate and staff of the Federal Cochairperson, 
shall be paid by the Federal Government. 

‘‘(3) STATE SHARE.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subparagraph 

(B), the share of administrative expenses of a 
Commission to be paid by each State of the 
Commission shall be determined by a unani-
mous vote of the State members of the Com-
mission. 

‘‘(B) NO FEDERAL PARTICIPATION.—The Fed-
eral Cochairperson shall not participate or 
vote in any decision under subparagraph (A). 

‘‘(C) DELINQUENT STATES.—During any pe-
riod in which a State is more than 1 year de-
linquent in payment of the State’s share of 
administrative expenses of the Commission 
under this subsection— 

‘‘(i) no assistance under this subtitle shall 
be provided to the State (including assist-
ance to a political subdivision or a resident 
of the State) for any project not approved as 
of the date of the commencement of the de-
linquency; and 

‘‘(ii) no member of the Commission from 
the State shall participate or vote in any ac-
tion by the Commission. 

‘‘(4) EFFECT ON ASSISTANCE.—A State’s 
share of administrative expenses of a Com-
mission under this subsection shall not be 
taken into consideration when determining 
the amount of assistance provided to the 
State under this subtitle. 
‘‘§ 15305. Meetings 

‘‘(a) INITIAL MEETING.—Each Commission 
shall hold an initial meeting not later than 
180 days after the date of enactment of this 
section. 

‘‘(b) ANNUAL MEETING.—Each Commission 
shall conduct at least 1 meeting each year 
with the Federal Cochairperson and at least 
a majority of the State members present. 

‘‘(c) ADDITIONAL MEETINGS.—Each Commis-
sion shall conduct additional meetings at 
such times as it determines and may conduct 
such meetings by electronic means. 
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‘‘§ 15306. Personal financial interests 

‘‘(a) CONFLICTS OF INTEREST.— 
‘‘(1) NO ROLE ALLOWED.—Except as per-

mitted by paragraph (2), an individual who is 
a State member or alternate, or an officer or 
employee of a Commission, shall not partici-
pate personally and substantially as a mem-
ber, alternate, officer, or employee of the 
Commission, through decision, approval, dis-
approval, recommendation, request for a rul-
ing, or other determination, contract, claim, 
controversy, or other matter in which, to the 
individual’s knowledge, any of the following 
has a financial interest: 

‘‘(A) The individual. 
‘‘(B) The individual’s spouse, minor child, 

or partner. 
‘‘(C) An organization (except a State or po-

litical subdivision of a State) in which the 
individual is serving as an officer, director, 
trustee, partner, or employee. 

‘‘(D) Any person or organization with 
whom the individual is negotiating or has 
any arrangement concerning prospective em-
ployment. 

‘‘(2) EXCEPTION.—Paragraph (1) shall not 
apply if the individual, in advance of the pro-
ceeding, application, request for a ruling or 
other determination, contract, claim con-
troversy, or other particular matter pre-
senting a potential conflict of interest— 

‘‘(A) advises the Commission of the nature 
and circumstances of the matter presenting 
the conflict of interest; 

‘‘(B) makes full disclosure of the financial 
interest; and 

‘‘(C) receives a written decision of the 
Commission that the interest is not so sub-
stantial as to be considered likely to affect 
the integrity of the services that the Com-
mission may expect from the individual. 

‘‘(3) VIOLATION.—An individual violating 
this subsection shall be fined under title 18, 
imprisoned for not more than 1 year, or both. 

‘‘(b) STATE MEMBER OR ALTERNATE.—A 
State member or alternate member may not 
receive any salary, or any contribution to, or 
supplementation of, salary, for services on a 
Commission from a source other than the 
State of the member or alternate. 

‘‘(c) DETAILED EMPLOYEES.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—No person detailed to 

serve a Commission shall receive any salary, 
or any contribution to, or supplementation 
of, salary, for services provided to the Com-
mission from any source other than the 
State, local, or intergovernmental depart-
ment or agency from which the person was 
detailed to the Commission. 

‘‘(2) VIOLATION.—Any person that violates 
this subsection shall be fined under title 18, 
imprisoned not more than 1 year, or both. 

‘‘(d) FEDERAL COCHAIRMAN, ALTERNATE TO 
FEDERAL COCHAIRMAN, AND FEDERAL OFFI-
CERS AND EMPLOYEES.—The Federal Cochair-
man, the alternate to the Federal Cochair-
man, and any Federal officer or employee de-
tailed to duty with the Commission are not 
subject to this section but remain subject to 
sections 202 through 209 of title 18. 

‘‘(e) RESCISSION.—A Commission may de-
clare void any contract, loan, or grant of or 
by the Commission in relation to which the 
Commission determines that there has been 
a violation of any provision under subsection 
(a)(1), (b), or (c), or any of the provisions of 
sections 202 through 209 of title 18. 
‘‘§ 15307. Tribal representation on Northern 

Great Plains Regional Commission 
‘‘(a) TRIBAL COCHAIRPERSON.— 
‘‘(1) APPOINTMENT.—In addition to the 

members specified in section 15301(b)(1), the 
membership of the Northern Great Plains 
Regional Commission shall include a Tribal 

Cochairperson, to be appointed by the Presi-
dent, by and with the advice and consent of 
the Senate. The Tribal Cochairperson shall 
be a member of an Indian tribe in the Com-
mission’s region. 

‘‘(2) DUTIES.—In addition to the Federal 
Cochairperson and State Cochairperson, the 
Commission shall be headed by the Tribal 
Cochairperson, who shall serve as a liaison 
between the governments of Indian tribes in 
the region and the Commission. 

‘‘(b) ALTERNATE TRIBAL COCHAIRPERSON.— 
‘‘(1) APPOINTMENT.—The President shall ap-

point an alternate to the Tribal Cochair-
person. 

‘‘(2) DUTIES.—The alternate Tribal Co-
chairperson, when not actively serving as an 
alternate for the Tribal Cochairperson, shall 
perform such functions and duties as are del-
egated by the Tribal Cochairperson. 

‘‘(3) VOTING.—The alternate Tribal Co-
chairperson shall vote in the case of the ab-
sence, death, disability, removal, or resigna-
tion of the Tribal Cochairperson. 

‘‘(c) COMPENSATION.— 
‘‘(1) TRIBAL COCHAIRPERSON.—The Tribal 

Cochairperson shall be compensated by the 
Federal Government at level III of the Exec-
utive Schedule as set out in section 5314 of 
title 5. 

‘‘(2) ALTERNATE TRIBAL COCHAIRPERSON.— 
The Tribal Cochairperson’s alternate shall be 
compensated by the Federal Government at 
level V of the Executive Schedule as set out 
in section 5316 of title 5. 

‘‘(d) EXPENSES OF TRIBAL COCHAIRPERSON.— 
All expenses of the Tribal Cochairperson, in-
cluding expenses of the alternate and staff of 
the Tribal Cochairperson, shall be paid by 
the Federal Government. 

‘‘(e) DUTIES AND PRIVILEGES.—Except as 
provided in subsections (c) and (d), the Tribal 
Cochairperson shall have the same duties 
and privileges as the State Cochairperson. 
‘‘§ 15308. Tribal participation 

‘‘Governments of Indian tribes in the re-
gion of the Northern Great Plains Regional 
Commission or the Southwest Border Re-
gional Commission shall be allowed to par-
ticipate in matters before that Commission 
in the same manner and to the same extent 
as State agencies and instrumentalities in 
the region. 
‘‘§ 15309. Annual report 

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 90 days 
after the last day of each fiscal year, each 
Commission shall submit to the President 
and Congress a report on the activities car-
ried out by the Commission under this sub-
title in the fiscal year. 

‘‘(b) CONTENTS.—The report shall include— 
‘‘(1) a description of the criteria used by 

the Commission to designate counties under 
section 15702 and a list of the counties des-
ignated in each category; 

‘‘(2) an evaluation of the progress of the 
Commission in meeting the goals identified 
in the Commission’s economic and infra-
structure development plan under section 
15303 and State economic and infrastructure 
development plans under section 15502; and 

‘‘(3) any policy recommendations approved 
by the Commission. 

‘‘CHAPTER 155—FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE 
‘‘Sec. 
‘‘15501. Economic and infrastructure develop-

ment grants. 
‘‘15502. Comprehensive economic and infra-

structure development plans. 
‘‘15503. Approval of applications for assist-

ance. 
‘‘15504. Program development criteria. 
‘‘15505. Local development districts and or-

ganizations. 

‘‘15506. Supplements to Federal grant pro-
grams. 

‘‘§ 15501. Economic and infrastructure devel-
opment grants 
‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—A Commission may 

make grants to States and local govern-
ments, Indian tribes, and public and non-
profit organizations for projects, approved in 
accordance with section 15503— 

‘‘(1) to develop the transportation infra-
structure of its region; 

‘‘(2) to develop the basic public infrastruc-
ture of its region; 

‘‘(3) to develop the telecommunications in-
frastructure of its region; 

‘‘(4) to assist its region in obtaining job 
skills training, skills development and em-
ployment-related education, entrepreneur-
ship, technology, and business development; 

‘‘(5) to provide assistance to severely eco-
nomically distressed and underdeveloped 
areas of its region that lack financial re-
sources for improving basic health care and 
other public services; 

‘‘(6) to promote resource conservation, 
tourism, recreation, and preservation of open 
space in a manner consistent with economic 
development goals; 

‘‘(7) to promote the development of renew-
able and alternative energy sources; and 

‘‘(8) to otherwise achieve the purposes of 
this subtitle. 

‘‘(b) ALLOCATION OF FUNDS.—A Commission 
shall allocate at least 40 percent of any grant 
amounts provided by the Commission in a 
fiscal year for projects described in para-
graphs (1) through (3) of subsection (a). 

‘‘(c) SOURCES OF GRANTS.—Grant amounts 
may be provided entirely from appropria-
tions to carry out this subtitle, in combina-
tion with amounts available under other 
Federal grant programs, or from any other 
source. 

‘‘(d) MAXIMUM COMMISSION CONTRIBU-
TIONS.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to paragraphs (2) 
and (3), the Commission may contribute not 
more than 50 percent of a project or activity 
cost eligible for financial assistance under 
this section from amounts appropriated to 
carry out this subtitle. 

‘‘(2) DISTRESSED COUNTIES.—The maximum 
Commission contribution for a project or ac-
tivity to be carried out in a county for which 
a distressed county designation is in effect 
under section 15702 may be increased to 80 
percent. 

‘‘(3) SPECIAL RULE FOR REGIONAL 
PROJECTS.—A Commission may increase to 60 
percent under paragraph (1) and 90 percent 
under paragraph (2) the maximum Commis-
sion contribution for a project or activity 
if— 

‘‘(A) the project or activity involves 3 or 
more counties or more than one State; and 

‘‘(B) the Commission determines in accord-
ance with section 15302(a) that the project or 
activity will bring significant interstate or 
multicounty benefits to a region. 

‘‘(e) MAINTENANCE OF EFFORT.—Funds may 
be provided by a Commission for a program 
or project in a State under this section only 
if the Commission determines that the level 
of Federal or State financial assistance pro-
vided under a law other than this subtitle, 
for the same type of program or project in 
the same area of the State within region, 
will not be reduced as a result of funds made 
available by this subtitle. 

‘‘(f) NO RELOCATION ASSISTANCE.—Finan-
cial assistance authorized by this section 
may not be used to assist a person or entity 
in relocating from one area to another. 
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‘‘§ 15502. Comprehensive economic and infra-

structure development plans 
‘‘(a) STATE PLANS.—In accordance with 

policies established by a Commission, each 
State member of the Commission shall sub-
mit a comprehensive economic and infra-
structure development plan for the area of 
the region represented by the State member. 

‘‘(b) CONTENT OF PLAN.—A State economic 
and infrastructure development plan shall 
reflect the goals, objectives, and priorities 
identified in any applicable economic and in-
frastructure development plan developed by 
a Commission under section 15303. 

‘‘(c) CONSULTATION WITH INTERESTED LOCAL 
PARTIES.—In carrying out the development 
planning process (including the selection of 
programs and projects for assistance), a 
State shall— 

‘‘(1) consult with local development dis-
tricts, local units of government, and local 
colleges and universities; and 

‘‘(2) take into consideration the goals, ob-
jectives, priorities, and recommendations of 
the entities described in paragraph (1). 

‘‘(d) PUBLIC PARTICIPATION.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—A Commission and appli-

cable State and local development districts 
shall encourage and assist, to the maximum 
extent practicable, public participation in 
the development, revision, and implementa-
tion of all plans and programs under this 
subtitle. 

‘‘(2) GUIDELINES.—A Commission shall de-
velop guidelines for providing public partici-
pation, including public hearings. 
‘‘§ 15503. Approval of applications for assist-

ance 
‘‘(a) EVALUATION BY STATE MEMBER.—An 

application to a Commission for a grant or 
any other assistance for a project under this 
subtitle shall be made through, and evalu-
ated for approval by, the State member of 
the Commission representing the applicant. 

‘‘(b) CERTIFICATION.—An application to a 
Commission for a grant or other assistance 
for a project under this subtitle shall be eli-
gible for assistance only on certification by 
the State member of the Commission rep-
resenting the applicant that the application 
for the project— 

‘‘(1) describes ways in which the project 
complies with any applicable State economic 
and infrastructure development plan; 

‘‘(2) meets applicable criteria under section 
15504; 

‘‘(3) adequately ensures that the project 
will be properly administered, operated, and 
maintained; and 

‘‘(4) otherwise meets the requirements for 
assistance under this subtitle. 

‘‘(c) VOTES FOR DECISIONS.—On certifi-
cation by a State member of a Commission 
of an application for a grant or other assist-
ance for a specific project under this section, 
an affirmative vote of the Commission under 
section 15302 shall be required for approval of 
the application. 
‘‘§ 15504. Program development criteria 

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—In considering programs 
and projects to be provided assistance by a 
Commission under this subtitle, and in es-
tablishing a priority ranking of the requests 
for assistance provided to the Commission, 
the Commission shall follow procedures that 
ensure, to the maximum extent practicable, 
consideration of— 

‘‘(1) the relationship of the project or class 
of projects to overall regional development; 

‘‘(2) the per capita income and poverty and 
unemployment and outmigration rates in an 
area; 

‘‘(3) the financial resources available to 
the applicants for assistance seeking to 

carry out the project, with emphasis on en-
suring that projects are adequately financed 
to maximize the probability of successful 
economic development; 

‘‘(4) the importance of the project or class 
of projects in relation to the other projects 
or classes of projects that may be in com-
petition for the same funds; 

‘‘(5) the prospects that the project for 
which assistance is sought will improve, on a 
continuing rather than a temporary basis, 
the opportunities for employment, the aver-
age level of income, or the economic develop-
ment of the area to be served by the project; 
and 

‘‘(6) the extent to which the project design 
provides for detailed outcome measurements 
by which grant expenditures and the results 
of the expenditures may be evaluated. 
‘‘§ 15505. Local development districts and or-

ganizations 
‘‘(a) GRANTS TO LOCAL DEVELOPMENT DIS-

TRICTS.—Subject to the requirements of this 
section, a Commission may make grants to a 
local development district to assist in the 
payment of development planning and ad-
ministrative expenses. 

‘‘(b) CONDITIONS FOR GRANTS.— 
‘‘(1) MAXIMUM AMOUNT.—The amount of a 

grant awarded under this section may not 
exceed 80 percent of the administrative and 
planning expenses of the local development 
district receiving the grant. 

‘‘(2) MAXIMUM PERIOD FOR STATE AGEN-
CIES.—In the case of a State agency certified 
as a local development district, a grant may 
not be awarded to the agency under this sec-
tion for more than 3 fiscal years. 

‘‘(3) LOCAL SHARE.—The contributions of a 
local development district for administrative 
expenses may be in cash or in kind, fairly 
evaluated, including space, equipment, and 
services. 

‘‘(c) DUTIES OF LOCAL DEVELOPMENT DIS-
TRICTS.—A local development district shall— 

‘‘(1) operate as a lead organization serving 
multicounty areas in the region at the local 
level; 

‘‘(2) assist the Commission in carrying out 
outreach activities for local governments, 
community development groups, the busi-
ness community, and the public; 

‘‘(3) serve as a liaison between State and 
local governments, nonprofit organizations 
(including community-based groups and edu-
cational institutions), the business commu-
nity, and citizens; and 

‘‘(4) assist the individuals and entities de-
scribed in paragraph (3) in identifying, as-
sessing, and facilitating projects and pro-
grams to promote the economic development 
of the region. 
‘‘§ 15506. Supplements to Federal grant pro-

grams 
‘‘(a) FINDING.—Congress finds that certain 

States and local communities of the region, 
including local development districts, may 
be unable to take maximum advantage of 
Federal grant programs for which the States 
and communities are eligible because— 

‘‘(1) they lack the economic resources to 
provide the required matching share; or 

‘‘(2) there are insufficient funds available 
under the applicable Federal law with re-
spect to a project to be carried out in the re-
gion. 

‘‘(b) FEDERAL GRANT PROGRAM FUNDING.—A 
Commission, with the approval of the Fed-
eral Cochairperson, may use amounts made 
available to carry out this subtitle— 

‘‘(1) for any part of the basic Federal con-
tribution to projects or activities under the 
Federal grant programs authorized by Fed-
eral laws; and 

‘‘(2) to increase the Federal contribution to 
projects and activities under the programs 
above the fixed maximum part of the cost of 
the projects or activities otherwise author-
ized by the applicable law. 

‘‘(c) CERTIFICATION REQUIRED.—For a pro-
gram, project, or activity for which any part 
of the basic Federal contribution to the 
project or activity under a Federal grant 
program is proposed to be made under sub-
section (b), the Federal contribution shall 
not be made until the responsible Federal of-
ficial administering the Federal law author-
izing the Federal contribution certifies that 
the program, project, or activity meets the 
applicable requirements of the Federal law 
and could be approved for Federal contribu-
tion under that law if amounts were avail-
able under the law for the program, project, 
or activity. 

‘‘(d) LIMITATIONS IN OTHER LAWS INAPPLI-
CABLE.—Amounts provided pursuant to this 
subtitle are available without regard to any 
limitations on areas eligible for assistance 
or authorizations for appropriation in any 
other law. 

‘‘(e) FEDERAL SHARE.—The Federal share of 
the cost of a project or activity receiving as-
sistance under this section shall not exceed 
80 percent. 

‘‘(f) MAXIMUM COMMISSION CONTRIBUTION.— 
Section 15501(d), relating to limitations on 
Commission contributions, shall apply to a 
program, project, or activity receiving as-
sistance under this section. 

‘‘CHAPTER 157—ADMINISTRATIVE 
PROVISIONS 

‘‘SUBCHAPTER I—GENERAL PROVISIONS 

‘‘Sec. 
‘‘15701. Consent of States. 
‘‘15702. Distressed counties and areas. 
‘‘15703. Counties eligible for assistance in 

more than one region. 
‘‘15704. Inspector General; records. 
‘‘15705. Biannual meetings of representatives 

of all Commissions. 
‘‘15706. Relationship to other laws. 

‘‘SUBCHAPTER II—DESIGNATION OF REGIONS 

‘‘15731. Delta Regional Commission. 
‘‘15732. Northern Great Plains Regional Com-

mission. 
‘‘15733. Southeast Crescent Regional Com-

mission. 
‘‘15734. Southwest Border Regional Commis-

sion. 
‘‘15735. Northern Border Regional Commis-

sion. 

‘‘SUBCHAPTER III—AUTHORIZATION OF 
APPROPRIATIONS 

‘‘15751. Authorization of appropriations. 

‘‘SUBCHAPTER I—GENERAL PROVISIONS 

‘‘§ 15701. Consent of States 
‘‘This subtitle does not require a State to 

engage in or accept a program under this 
subtitle without its consent. 

‘‘§ 15702. Distressed counties and areas 
‘‘(a) DESIGNATIONS.—Not later than 90 days 

after the date of enactment of this section, 
and annually thereafter, each Commission 
shall make the following designations: 

‘‘(1) DISTRESSED COUNTIES.—The Commis-
sion shall designate as distressed counties 
those counties in its region that are the 
most severely and persistently economically 
distressed and underdeveloped and have high 
rates of poverty, unemployment, or out-
migration. 

‘‘(2) TRANSITIONAL COUNTIES.—The Commis-
sion shall designate as transitional counties 
those counties in its region that are eco-
nomically distressed and underdeveloped or 
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have recently suffered high rates of poverty, 
unemployment, or outmigration. 

‘‘(3) ATTAINMENT COUNTIES.—The Commis-
sion shall designate as attainment counties, 
those counties in its region that are not des-
ignated as distressed or transitional counties 
under this subsection. 

‘‘(4) ISOLATED AREAS OF DISTRESS.—The 
Commission shall designate as isolated areas 
of distress, areas located in counties des-
ignated as attainment counties under para-
graph (3) that have high rates of poverty, un-
employment, or outmigration. 

‘‘(b) ALLOCATION.—A Commission shall al-
locate at least 50 percent of the appropria-
tions made available to the Commission to 
carry out this subtitle for programs and 
projects designed to serve the needs of dis-
tressed counties and isolated areas of dis-
tress in the region. 

‘‘(c) ATTAINMENT COUNTIES.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 

paragraph (2), funds may not be provided 
under this subtitle for a project located in a 
county designated as an attainment county 
under subsection (a). 

‘‘(2) EXCEPTIONS.— 
‘‘(A) ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENSES OF LOCAL 

DEVELOPMENT DISTRICTS.—The funding prohi-
bition under paragraph (1) shall not apply to 
grants to fund the administrative expenses 
of local development districts under section 
15505. 

‘‘(B) MULTICOUNTY AND OTHER PROJECTS.—A 
Commission may waive the application of 
the funding prohibition under paragraph (1) 
with respect to— 

‘‘(i) a multicounty project that includes 
participation by an attainment county; and 

‘‘(ii) any other type of project, if a Com-
mission determines that the project could 
bring significant benefits to areas of the re-
gion outside an attainment county. 

‘‘(3) ISOLATED AREAS OF DISTRESS.—For a 
designation of an isolated area of distress to 
be effective, the designation shall be sup-
ported— 

‘‘(A) by the most recent Federal data avail-
able; or 

‘‘(B) if no recent Federal data are avail-
able, by the most recent data available 
through the government of the State in 
which the isolated area of distress is located. 

‘‘§ 15703. Counties eligible for assistance in 
more than one region 
‘‘(a) LIMITATION.—A political subdivision of 

a State may not receive assistance under 
this subtitle in a fiscal year from more than 
one Commission. 

‘‘(b) SELECTION OF COMMISSION.—A political 
subdivision included in the region of more 
than one Commission shall select the Com-
mission with which it will participate by no-
tifying, in writing, the Federal Cochair-
person and the appropriate State member of 
that Commission. 

‘‘(c) CHANGES IN SELECTIONS.—The selec-
tion of a Commission by a political subdivi-
sion shall apply in the fiscal year in which 
the selection is made, and shall apply in each 
subsequent fiscal year unless the political 
subdivision, at least 90 days before the first 
day of the fiscal year, notifies the Cochair-
persons of another Commission in writing 
that the political subdivision will partici-
pate in that Commission and also transmits 
a copy of such notification to the Cochair-
persons of the Commission in which the po-
litical subdivision is currently participating. 

‘‘(d) INCLUSION OF APPALACHIAN REGIONAL 
COMMISSION.—In this section, the term ‘Com-
mission’ includes the Appalachian Regional 
Commission established under chapter 143. 

‘‘§ 15704. Inspector General; records 
‘‘(a) APPOINTMENT OF INSPECTOR GEN-

ERAL.—There shall be an Inspector General 
for the Commissions appointed in accordance 
with section 3(a) of the Inspector General 
Act of 1978 (5 U.S.C. App.). All of the Com-
missions shall be subject to a single Inspec-
tor General. 

‘‘(b) RECORDS OF A COMMISSION.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—A Commission shall 

maintain accurate and complete records of 
all its transactions and activities. 

‘‘(2) AVAILABILITY.—All records of a Com-
mission shall be available for audit and ex-
amination by the Inspector General (includ-
ing authorized representatives of the Inspec-
tor General). 

‘‘(c) RECORDS OF RECIPIENTS OF COMMISSION 
ASSISTANCE.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—A recipient of funds from 
a Commission under this subtitle shall main-
tain accurate and complete records of trans-
actions and activities financed with the 
funds and report to the Commission on the 
transactions and activities. 

‘‘(2) AVAILABILITY.—All records required 
under paragraph (1) shall be available for 
audit by the Commission and the Inspector 
General (including authorized representa-
tives of the Commission and the Inspector 
General). 

‘‘(d) ANNUAL AUDIT.—The Inspector Gen-
eral shall audit the activities, transactions, 
and records of each Commission on an an-
nual basis. 

‘‘§ 15705. Biannual meetings of representa-
tives of all Commissions 
‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—Representatives of each 

Commission, the Appalachian Regional Com-
mission, and the Denali Commission shall 
meet biannually to discuss issues con-
fronting regions suffering from chronic and 
contiguous distress and successful strategies 
for promoting regional development. 

‘‘(b) CHAIR OF MEETINGS.—The chair of 
each meeting shall rotate among the Com-
missions, with the Appalachian Regional 
Commission to host the first meeting. 

‘‘§ 15706. Relationship to other laws 
‘‘Projects receiving assistance under this 

subtitle shall be treated in the manner pro-
vided in section 602 of the Public Works and 
Economic Development Act of 1965 (42 U.S.C. 
3212). 

‘‘SUBCHAPTER II—DESIGNATION OF 
REGIONS 

‘‘§ 15731. Delta Regional Commission 
‘‘The region of the Delta Regional Commis-

sion shall consist of the following political 
subdivisions: 

‘‘(1) ALABAMA.—The counties of Barbour, 
Bullock, Butler, Choctaw, Clarke, Conecuh, 
Dallas, Escambia, Greene, Hale, Lowndes, 
Macon, Marengo, Monroe, Perry, Pickens, 
Russell, Sumter, Washington, and Wilcox in 
the State of Alabama. 

‘‘(2) ARKANSAS.—The counties of Arkansas, 
Ashley, Baxter, Bradley, Calhoun, Chicot, 
Clay, Cleveland, Craighead, Crittenden, 
Cross, Dallas, Desha, Drew, Fulton, Grant, 
Greene, Independence, Izard, Jackson, Jeffer-
son, Lawrence, Lee, Lincoln, Lonoke, Mar-
ion, Mississippi, Monroe, Ouachita, Phillips, 
Poinsett, Prairie, Pulaski, Randolph, St. 
Francis, Searcy, Sharp, Stone, Union, Van 
Buren, White, and Woodruff in the State of 
Arkansas. 

‘‘(3) ILLINOIS.—The counties of Alexander, 
Franklin, Gallatin, Hamilton, Hardin, Jack-
son, Johnson, Massac, Perry, Pope, Pulaski, 
Randolph, Saline, Union, White, and 
Williamson in the State of Illinois. 

‘‘(4) KENTUCKY.—The counties of Ballard, 
Caldwell, Calloway, Carlisle, Christian, 
Crittenden, Fulton, Graves, Henderson, 
Hickman, Hopkins, Livingston, Lyon, Mar-
shall, McCracken, McLean, Muhlenberg, 
Todd, Trigg, Union, and Webster in the State 
of Kentucky. 

‘‘(5) LOUISIANA.—The parishes of Acadia, 
Allen, Ascension, Assumption, Avoyelles, 
Beauregard, Bienville, Caldwell, Cameron, 
Catahoula, Claiborne, Concordia, E. Baton 
Rouge, DeSoto, E. Carroll, E. Feliciana, 
Evangeline, Franklin, Grant, Iberia, 
Iberville, Jackson, Jefferson, Jefferson 
Davis, Lafourche, LaSalle, Lincoln, Living-
ston, Madison, Morehouse, Natchitoches, Or-
leans, Ouachita, Plaquemines, Pointe 
Coupee, Rapides, Red River, Richland, St. 
Bernard, St. Charles, St. Helena, St. James, 
St. John the Baptist, St. Landry, St. Martin, 
St. Mary, Tangipahoa, Tensas, Union, 
Vermilion, W. Baton Rouge, W. Carroll, W. 
Feliciana, Washington, Webster, and Winn in 
the State of Louisiana. 

‘‘(6) MISSISSIPPI.—The counties of Adams, 
Amite, Attala, Benton, Bolivar, Carroll, 
Claiborne, Coahoma, Copiah, Covington, 
DeSoto, Franklin, Grenada, Hinds, Holmes, 
Humphreys, Issaquena, Jasper, Jefferson, 
Jefferson Davis, Lafayette, Lawrence, 
Leflore, Lincoln, Madison, Marion, Marshall, 
Montgomery, Panola, Pike, Quitman, 
Rankin, Sharkey, Simpson, Smith, Sun-
flower, Tallahatchie, Tate, Tippah, Tunica, 
Union, Walthall, Warren, Washington, 
Wilkinson, Yalobusha, and Yazoo in the 
State of Mississippi. 

‘‘(7) MISSOURI.—The counties Bollinger, 
Butler, Cape Girardeau, Carter, Crawford, 
Dent, Douglas, Dunklin, Howell, Iron, Madi-
son, Mississippi, New Madrid, Oregon, Ozark, 
Pemiscott, Perry, Phelps, Reynolds, Ripley, 
Ste. Genevieve, St. Francois, Scott, Shan-
non, Stoddard, Texas, Washington, Wayne, 
and Wright in the State of Missouri. 

‘‘(8) TENNESSEE.—The counties of Benton, 
Carroll, Chester, Crockett, Decatur, Dyer, 
Fayette, Gibson, Hardeman, Hardin, Hay-
wood, Henderson, Henry, Lake, Lauderdale, 
McNairy, Madison, Obion, Shelby, Tipton, 
and Weakley in the State of Tennessee. 
‘‘§ 15732. Northern Great Plains Regional 

Commission 
‘‘The region of the Northern Great Plains 

Regional Commission shall consist of the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(1) All counties of the States of Iowa, 
Minnesota, Nebraska, North Dakota, and 
South Dakota. 

‘‘(2) The counties of Andrew, Atchison, Bu-
chanan, Caldwell, Carroll, Chariton, Clay, 
Clinton, Cooper, Daviess, DeKalb, Gentry, 
Grundy, Harrison, Holt, Howard, Jackson, 
Linn, Livingston, Mercer, Nodaway, Platte, 
Putnam, Schuyler, Sullivan, and Worth in 
the State of Missouri. 
‘‘§ 15733. Southeast Crescent Regional Com-

mission 
‘‘The region of the Southeast Crescent Re-

gional Commission shall consist of all coun-
ties of the States of Virginia, North Caro-
lina, South Carolina, Georgia, Alabama, Mis-
sissippi, and Florida not already served by 
the Appalachian Regional Commission or the 
Delta Regional Commission. 
‘‘§ 15734. Southwest Border Regional Commis-

sion 
‘‘The region of the Southwest Border Re-

gional Commission shall consist of the fol-
lowing political subdivisions: 

‘‘(1) ARIZONA.—The counties of Cochise, 
Gila, Graham, Greenlee, La Paz, Maricopa, 
Pima, Pinal, Santa Cruz, and Yuma in the 
State of Arizona. 
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‘‘(2) CALIFORNIA.—The counties of Imperial, 

Los Angeles, Orange, Riverside, San 
Bernardino, San Diego, and Ventura in the 
State of California. 

‘‘(3) NEW MEXICO.—The counties of Catron, 
Chaves, Dona Ana, Eddy, Grant, Hidalgo, 
Lincoln, Luna, Otero, Sierra, and Socorro in 
the State of New Mexico. 

‘‘(4) TEXAS.—The counties of Atascosa, 
Bandera, Bee, Bexar, Brewster, Brooks, Cam-
eron, Coke, Concho, Crane, Crockett, 
Culberson, Dimmit, Duval, Ector, Edwards, 
El Paso, Frio, Gillespie, Glasscock, Hidalgo, 
Hudspeth, Irion, Jeff Davis, Jim Hogg, Jim 
Wells, Karnes, Kendall, Kenedy, Kerr, 
Kimble, Kinney, Kleberg, La Salle, Live Oak, 
Loving, Mason, Maverick, McMullen, Me-
dina, Menard, Midland, Nueces, Pecos, Pre-
sidio, Reagan, Real, Reeves, San Patricio, 
Shleicher, Sutton, Starr, Sterling, Terrell, 
Tom Green Upton, Uvalde, Val Verde, Ward, 
Webb, Willacy, Wilson, Winkler, Zapata, and 
Zavala in the State of Texas. 
‘‘§ 15735. Northern Border Regional Commis-

sion 
‘‘The region of the Northern Border Re-

gional Commission shall include the fol-
lowing counties: 

‘‘(1) MAINE.—The counties of Androscoggin, 
Aroostook, Franklin, Hancock, Kennebec, 
Knox, Oxford, Penobscot, Piscataquis, Som-
erset, Waldo, and Washington in the State of 
Maine. 

‘‘(2) NEW HAMPSHIRE.—The counties of Car-
roll, Coos, Grafton, and Sullivan in the State 
of New Hampshire. 

‘‘(3) NEW YORK.—The counties of Cayuga, 
Clinton, Essex, Franklin, Fulton, Hamilton, 
Herkimer, Jefferson, Lewis, Madison, Onei-
da, Oswego, Seneca, and St. Lawrence in the 
State of New York. 

‘‘(4) VERMONT.—The counties of Caledonia, 
Essex, Franklin, Grand Isle, Lamoille, and 
Orleans in the State of Vermont. 
‘‘SUBCHAPTER III—AUTHORIZATION OF 

APPROPRIATIONS 
‘‘§ 15751. Authorization of appropriations 

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—There is authorized to 
be appropriated to each Commission to carry 
out this subtitle— 

‘‘(1) $40,000,000 for fiscal year 2008; 
‘‘(2) $45,000,000 for fiscal year 2009; 
‘‘(3) $50,000,000 for fiscal year 2010; 
‘‘(4) $55,000,000 for fiscal year 2011; and 
‘‘(5) $60,000,000 for fiscal year 2012. 
‘‘(b) ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENSES.—Not more 

than 10 percent of the funds made available 
to a Commission in a fiscal year under this 
section may be used for administrative ex-
penses.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The table of 
subtitles for chapter 40, United States Code, 
is amended by striking the item relating to 
subtitle V and inserting the following: 
‘‘V. REGIONAL ECONOMIC AND IN-

FRASTRUCTURE DEVELOP-
MENT .......................................... 15101

‘‘VI. MISCELLANEOUS ..................... 17101’’. 
SEC. 4. CONFORMING AMENDMENTS. 

(a) REPEALS.—Subtitles F and G of the 
Consolidated Farm and Rural Development 
Act (7 U.S.C. 2009aa–2009bb–13) are repealed. 

(b) INSPECTOR GENERAL ACT.—Section 11 of 
the Inspector General Act of 1978 (5 U.S.C. 
App.) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1) by striking ‘‘or the 
President of the Export-Import Bank;’’ and 
inserting ‘‘the President of the Export-Im-
port Bank; or the Federal Cochairpersons of 
the Commissions established under section 
15301 of title 40, United States Code;’’; and 

(2) in paragraph (2) by striking ‘‘or the Ex-
port-Import Bank,’’ and inserting ‘‘the Ex-

port-Import Bank, or the Commissions es-
tablished under section 15301 of title 40, 
United States Code,’’. 
SEC. 5. TRANSFERS OF AUTHORITY AND SAVINGS 

PROVISIONS. 
(a) TRANSFERS OF AUTHORITY.—Subject to 

the requirements of this Act (including the 
amendments made by this Act)— 

(1) all of the functions of the Delta Re-
gional Authority are transferred to the Delta 
Regional Commission; and 

(2) all of the functions of the Northern 
Great Plains Regional Authority are trans-
ferred to the Northern Great Plains Regional 
Commission. 

(b) LEGAL DOCUMENTS.—All orders, deter-
minations, rules, regulations, grants, loans, 
contracts, and agreements— 

(1) that have been issued, made, granted, or 
allowed to become effective by the Delta Re-
gional Authority or the Northern Great 
Plains Regional Authority in the perform-
ance of any function that is transferred by 
this section, and 

(2) that are in effect on the effective date 
of such transfer (or become effective after 
such date pursuant to their terms as in ef-
fect on such effective date), 
shall continue in effect according to their 
terms until modified, terminated, super-
seded, set aside, or revoked in accordance 
with law by an authorized official, a court of 
competent jurisdiction, or operation of law. 

(c) TRANSFER OF ASSETS AND PERSONNEL.— 
(1) DELTA REGIONAL COMMISSION.—There 

shall be transferred to the Delta Regional 
Commission such assets, funds, personnel, 
records, and other property of the Delta Re-
gional Authority relating to the functions of 
the Authority as the Commission determines 
appropriate. 

(2) NORTHERN GREAT PLAINS REGIONAL COM-
MISSION.—There shall be transferred to the 
Northern Great Plains Regional Commission 
such assets, funds, personnel, records, and 
other property of the Northern Great Plains 
Regional Authority as the Commission de-
termines appropriate. 
SEC. 6. EFFECTIVE DATE. 

This Act, and the amendments made by 
this Act, shall take effect on the first day of 
the first fiscal year beginning after the date 
of enactment of this Act. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from 
the District of Columbia (Ms. NORTON) 
and the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
(Mr. SHUSTER) each will control 20 min-
utes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from the District of Columbia. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days within 
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous material 
on H.R. 3246. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from the District of Columbia? 

There was no objection. 
Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

myself such time as I may consume. 
H.R. 3246, as amended, in fact does 

amend title 40, United States Code, to 
provide a comprehensive regional ap-
proach to economic and infrastructure 
development in the most severely and 
economically distressed regions of the 
Nation. 

H.R. 3246, the Regional Economic and 
Infrastructure Development Act of 
2007, authorizes two existing commis-
sions and three new regional economic 
development commissions under a 
common framework of administration 
and management, and further provides 
a framework for good decisionmaking 
and planning. These commissions are 
designed to address problems of sys-
temic poverty and underdevelopment 
in their respective regions. 

The five commissions are: the Delta 
Regional Commission, the Northern 
Great Plains Regional Commission, the 
Southeast Crescent Regional Commis-
sion, the Southwest Border Regional 
Commission, and the Northern Border 
Regional Commission. 

The bill models the administrative 
and management procedures for these 
five commissions after the highly suc-
cessful Appalachian Regional Commis-
sion. The bill provides for a voting 
structure, provisions regarding staff-
ing, conflicts of interest, local develop-
ment districts, and other matters de-
signed to produce a standard adminis-
trative framework. 

By providing a uniform set of proce-
dures, this bill provides a consistent 
method for distributing economic de-
velopment funds throughout the re-
gions most in need of such assistance 
and ensures a comprehensive regional 
approach to economic and infrastruc-
ture development where it is most 
needed in our country. 

The Northern Border Regional Com-
mission, the Southeast Crescent Re-
gional Commission, and the Southwest 
Border Regional Commission have been 
proposed in legislation introduced in 
this and in previous Congresses and are 
designed to address problems of sys-
temic poverty and underdevelopment 
in those regions. In addition, the Delta 
Regional Commission and the Northern 
Great Plains Commission would be au-
thorized through this legislation. 

H.R. 3246 authorizes funds for each 
commission to provide vital assistance 
for the development of our Nation’s 
most chronically poor and distressed 
regions. 

I would like to say a few words about 
the uniqueness of each of the new com-
missions being authorized by this bill. 
The Southwest Border Region includes 
all counties within 150 miles of the 
U.S.-Mexico border. This region con-
tains 11 counties in New Mexico, 65 
counties in Texas, 10 counties in Ari-
zona, and seven counties in California, 
for a combined population of approxi-
mately 29 million residents. 

According to research compiled by 
the Interagency Task Force on the 
Economic Development of the South-
west Border, 20 percent of the residents 
of this region of the Nation live below 
the poverty level. Unemployment rates 
are often as high as five times the na-
tional unemployment rate, and a lack 
of adequate access to capital has cre-
ated economic disparities and made it 
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difficult for businesses to start up in 
the region. 

The Northern Border Region, stretch-
ing from Maine to New York, while 
abundant in natural resources and rich 
in potential, lags behind much of the 
Nation in its economic growth, and its 
people have not shared properly in the 
Nation’s prosperity. The region’s his-
toric reliance on a few basic industries 
and on agriculture has failed to provide 
a diverse enough economic base for a 
vigorous self-sustained growth. In the 
belt of counties along the northern bor-
der from Maine through New York, 12.5 
percent of the population lives in pov-
erty; median household incomes is 
about $6,500 below the national aver-
age; unemployment through layoffs in 
traditional manufacturing industries is 
persistent; and the population grew 
only by 0.6 percent between 1990 and 
2000 while the U.S. population rose by 
13.2 percent, showing significant out- 
migration and loss of young people in 
the northern border region. 

The southeastern portion of the 
United States, encompassing the 
States of Virginia, North Carolina, 
South Carolina, Georgia, Alabama, 
Mississippi, and Florida, is an area 
which has seen poverty rates well 
above the national average, coupled 
with record unemployment. The region 
has also experienced natural disasters 
at a rate 2 to 3 times greater than any 
other region in the United States. The 
Southeast Crescent Authority author-
izes a local-State-Federal partnership 
to lift citizens in this geographic area 
out of poverty and create jobs. 

With the Federal allocation of fund-
ing, SECA seeks to funnel monies to 
programs which address one or more of 
the following criteria for the commu-
nity betterment: Infrastructure, edu-
cation and job training, health care, 
entrepreneurship, and leadership devel-
opment. Those communities with the 
greatest need will be targeted, and 
grants will be made according to the 
degree of distress. 

This bill has very broad and very bi-
partisan support, Mr. Speaker; and the 
committee has held a series of hearings 
that has documented the needs that 
these economic development commis-
sions would address. 

b 1430 

I strongly support the bill, and urge 
passage of H.R. 3246. 

I reserve the balance of my time, Mr. 
Speaker. 

Mr. SHUSTER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

First, I want to express the regrets of 
the subcommittee ranking member, 
Mr. GRAVES from Missouri, who was 
unable to be here and has asked me to 
explain the bill. 

H.R. 3246, as amended, authorizes two 
existing economic development com-
missions, the Delta Regional Commis-
sion and the Northern Great Plains Re-

gional Commission. The bill also cre-
ates three new economic development 
commissions, the Southeast Crescent 
Regional Commission, the Southwest 
Border Regional Commission, and the 
Northern Border Regional Commission. 

The Regional Economic and Infra-
structure Development Act authorizes 
these five regional economic develop-
ment commissions for 5 years, and pro-
vides a structure for economic develop-
ment, decision-making and planning. 
The bill outlines conditions for finan-
cial assistance, authorizes grants to 
local development districts. In addi-
tion, the bill establishes an Inspector 
General for the commission. 

Additionally, H.R. 3246 provides a 
framework for administration and 
management. The framework is mod-
eled after the Appalachian Regional 
Commission structure, including mem-
bership, voting structure and staffing 
of the commission. Through the use of 
this common framework, this bill pro-
vides a consistency in distribution of 
economic development funds. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time 

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I am 
pleased to yield 5 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Maine (Mr. MICHAUD). 

Mr. MICHAUD. Mr. Speaker, the Re-
gional Economic and Infrastructure 
Development Act of 2007 represents a 
vision for economic development in our 
Nation that will help Americans in the 
most distressed region of our country. 

In the northern border region, we 
have seen a clear, persistent pattern of 
economic distress. If you look at the 36 
counties that lie on the border right 
next to the border between Maine and 
New York, you will find poverty above 
the national level average, median 
household income that is more than 
$6,500 below the national average. 
You’ll see a persistent unemployment 
through layoffs and traditional manu-
facturing industry, and most striking 
of all, a meager gain in only 0.6 percent 
of the population between 1990 and 2000, 
compared to a 13 percent growth na-
tionally over the same period. 

In short, Mr. Speaker, our mills are 
closing, our young people are leaving 
and too many of our workers are look-
ing for work. Clearly, this region has a 
common set of challenges and a com-
pelling need for investment and new 
growth. 

As a mill worker for over 28 years at 
Great Northern Paper Company, I un-
derstand the particular challenges in 
the border regions of Maine, New 
Hampshire, Vermont and New York. 
Like my father and grandfather before 
me, I left high school and went straight 
to work in the paper mill in my home-
town. After 28 years, and 2 days after I 
was sworn into Congress, the mill that 
I worked at went bankrupt, and my 
hometown was devastated. Unemploy-
ment rose to over 33 percent. 

The story of my hometown and the 
mills where I worked has been repeated 

throughout the State of Maine and our 
region. That is why we need to support 
this region economic development bill. 
We have to support our regional indus-
tries and build on new job opportuni-
ties, and that is why we need to invest 
in leadership and focus in our regional 
economic development that the North-
ern Border Commission would bring. 

The Northern Border Commission 
would help the region invest in trans-
portation, health care, agriculture, 
broadband, and alternative energy. It 
can be a partner with businesses to 
maintain our industries and build new 
industry clusters. It can help us create 
jobs for the long term. 

We have all the ingredients that we 
need to face our challenges head on and 
make our region an economic engine. 
This new commission would help us 
make a fundamental change in our fu-
ture. 

In closing, Mr. Speaker, I’d like to 
thank all my colleagues on both sides 
of the aisle for working in a bipartisan 
manner on this bill. I’d like to thank 
the Chair of the full committee, Chair-
man OBERSTAR, and the Chair of the 
subcommittee, Ms. NORTON, for their 
efforts as well, and also the former 
Chair of the subcommittee, Mr. SHU-
STER, for all his hard work on the re-
gional commission bills, as well as 
Congressman HODES from New Hamp-
shire who has been a true leader in this 
particular area as well. 

This bill represents a new way for-
ward for economic development in our 
Nation for the places and the people 
that need it most. Let’s pass this bill 
and give our people the hope and the 
future that they deserve 

Mr. SHUSTER. Mr. Speaker, I re-
serve the balance of my time. 

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I am 
pleased to yield 5 minutes to the gen-
tleman from New Hampshire (Mr. 
HODES). 

Mr. HODES. Mr. Speaker, I join Con-
gressman MICHAUD in expressing 
thanks to Chairman OBERSTAR and 
other members of the Transportation 
Committee. 

I rise today to urge my colleagues on 
both sides of the aisle to support the 
Regional Economic and Infrastructure 
Development Act of 2007. This bill in-
cludes the Northern Border Regional 
Development Commission Act, the first 
bill I introduced as a Member of Con-
gress, a bill with bipartisan support, 
and for which I extend a special thanks 
to Congressman MICHAUD, who has 
shown extraordinary leadership in the 
northern border region for economic 
development. 

Mr. Speaker, parts of my home State 
of New Hampshire, and especially the 
beautiful region known as the North 
Country, have taken an economic beat-
ing and are struggling to recover. A 
staggering number of jobs have been 
lost. We have watched as plants closed 
and our young people disappeared to 
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places that offer more opportunity. 
New Hampshire’s North Country has 
suffered repeated economic body blows, 
and for the people who live there, it’s 
getting harder and harder to get by. 

I get up to the North Country quite 
frequently, and have spoken with hard-
working folks with the drive to im-
prove their neighborhoods, but whose 
communities have been ignored by the 
Federal Government for years. 

If you were to pick up the paper 
today, Mr. Speaker, you would see pic-
tures of the smokestacks of once thriv-
ing pulp mills coming down, having 
been subject to explosives. 

Because of the challenges New Hamp-
shire’s North Country face, and the sin-
cere desire of the people there to turn 
things around and to create new jobs 
and new investments, there’s a compel-
ling case for leveraging Federal invest-
ment in the region. In fact, the north-
ern border region, or the ice belt, 
which includes the northernmost coun-
ties of New York, Vermont, New Hamp-
shire and Maine, has higher unemploy-
ment, a higher percentage of people 
living in poverty, and lower household 
income than the rest of the Nation. 

The commission created in this bill 
would be charged with investing Fed-
eral resources for economic develop-
ment and job creation in the most dis-
tressed counties in that northern bor-
der region. 

By design and purpose, this bill fol-
lows the successful regional develop-
ment models created in the mid 1960s 
to improve the economic standing of 
targeted regions in the South. Based on 
this successful model, the commission 
would create a unique Federal-State 
partnership charged with promoting 
development through regional plan-
ning, technical assistance and funding 
of projects aimed at encouraging eco-
nomic prosperity. 

The bill works like this: Community 
development districts and other non-
profits are encouraged to bring project 
ideas to the commission from the local 
level. This bottom-up, grassroots ap-
proach insures that actions reflect 
both local needs and regional economic 
development goals. It also insures that 
States have a deciding voice in what 
investment is made within their bor-
ders. 

With a proposed budget of $40 million 
per year, the Northern Border Regional 
Development Commission can help 
meet a range of local needs. Whether 
the need is agricultural development, 
land and forestry conservation to 
maintain productive traditional uses, 
investment in transportation infra-
structure, alternative and renewable 
energy or health care facilities, this 
commission will play a key role in in-
vesting in the region’s economy. 

The bill says, if you’re willing to 
work hard and play by the rules, we’re 
here to help you get ahead. The com-
munities in the northern border region 

deserve effective government working 
for them. The Regional Economic and 
Infrastructure Development Act is an 
important first step toward providing 
good-paying jobs, economic oppor-
tunity and revitalized communities. 

Mr. SHUSTER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I want to 
stress the bipartisan nature of this bill. 
I also want to stress the hearings we’ve 
held on this bill. As you might imag-
ine, when people hear the word ‘‘eco-
nomic development,’’ everybody wants 
in. This has been a very rigorous proc-
ess. We have bent over backwards, 
frontwards and sideways to be com-
pletely objective and to be open to 
Members on both sides of the aisles. 

It’s worth noting that all of the 
amendments that were added were re-
quested by minority Members, our Re-
publican colleagues. We’re pleased to 
do so. They were able to show the need 
in their respective districts. 

This bill, it seems to me, in light of 
the strong support it has had in our 
subcommittee and our committee, 
from Members from all parts of the 
country, and of all backgrounds and 
parties, in light of that fact, I urge pas-
sage of the bill, and I urge all Members 
to support this bipartisan bill for eco-
nomic development for the under-
developed regions of our country 

Mr. McHUGH. Mr. Speaker, I rise today in 
strong support of H.R. 3246, Regional Eco-
nomic and Infrastructure Development Act of 
2007. I appreciate the work Chairman OBER-
STAR and Representatives GRAVES, HODES, 
and MICHAUD have done to develop this impor-
tant legislation and bring it to the House floor. 

The Regional Economic and Infrastructure 
Development Act is designed to alleviate sys-
temic poverty and underdevelopment in our 
Nation’s most severely economically dis-
tressed areas. These include rural Alaska, Ap-
palachia, the Mississippi Delta region, the 
northern Great Plains region, the southeast 
crescent region, the southwest border region, 
and the northern border region, which includes 
all 11 counties that I have the honor to rep-
resent: Clinton, Essex, Franklin, Fulton, Ham-
ilton, Jefferson, Lewis, Madison, Oneida, 
Oswego, and St. Lawrence. 

To provide a comprehensive, consistent and 
broad-based approach to economic and infra-
structure development, H.R. 3246 authorizes 
five regional economic development commis-
sions. These commissions, modeled after the 
successful Appalachian Regional Commission, 
would have a uniform set of procedures and a 
common structure for administration, decision- 
making, management, and planning. 

With funding authorized and provided by 
Congress, each Commission would make 
grants to States and local governments, Indian 
tribes, and public or nonprofit organizations for 
projects to develop transportation, public, and 
telecommunications infrastructure. These 
projects would also further efforts to provide 
job skills training, improve basic health care 
and related services, promote resource con-
servation, and development of both renewable 
and alternative energy sources. 

My constituent counties, like many others 
within the northern border region, lag behind 
the rest of the Nation in economic growth and 
continue to experience higher than average 
levels of unemployment, poverty, and out-
migration. Very simply, my constituents, as 
well as those who live in the other affected 
areas, should no longer be left behind. More-
over, I am confident that with the assistance 
provided through H.R. 3246, the economies of 
all the impacted counties will improve, thus re-
sulting in an enhanced quality of life for all. 

Mr. REYES. Mr. Speaker, I rise today in 
strong support of H.R. 3246, the Regional 
Economic and Infrastructure Development Act 
of 2007, which will help spur economic devel-
opment in my district of El Paso, TX. I would 
like to thank Chairman OBERSTAR for his vision 
regarding the need and importance of regional 
authorities for development in areas of the 
country with huge economic need. For the 
past three Congresses, I have introduced my 
bill, the Southwest Regional Border Authority 
Act, in an attempt to bring some relief to the 
United States-Mexico border and my district of 
El Paso, TX. This year, under the leadership 
of Chairman OBERSTAR, my bill has been in-
cluded into his overall legislation. I would also 
like to thank many of my colleagues who rep-
resent districts along the United States-Mexico 
border for their support in the creation of the 
Southwest Regional Border Authority. 

The Chairman’s bill would authorize $1.25 
billion over the period of FY 2008 through FY 
2012 for five regional commissions one of 
which will be created in the United States- 
Mexico border region. The Authorities would 
be Federal-State partnerships for providing as-
sistance to economically distressed and un-
derdeveloped areas that have experienced 
high levels of unemployment, poverty, or out- 
migration. Three of the commissions would be 
new and would assist areas in the south-
eastern United States and areas along the 
Mexican and Canadian borders; two of the 
commissions would replace existing Authori-
ties in the Delta and northern Great Plains re-
gions. The bill would establish uniform admin-
istrative structures and responsibilities for the 
commissions, and authorize the commissions 
to provide financial assistance for projects and 
programs in their respective regions to de-
velop transportation and infrastructure, provide 
job skills training and support business devel-
opment. 

The Southwest border region, as defined in 
the bill, includes all counties within 150 miles 
of the United States-Mexico border. This re-
gion contains 11 counties in New Mexico, 65 
counties in Texas, 10 counties in Arizona, and 
7 counties in California, with a combined pop-
ulation of approximately 29 million. 

According to research compiled by the Inter-
agency Task Force on the Economic Develop-
ment of the Southwest Border, 20 percent of 
the residents in my region live below the pov-
erty level, unemployment rates often reach as 
high as five times the national average, and a 
lack of adequate access to capital has created 
economic disparities, making it difficult for 
businesses to start up in the region. Border 
communities have long endured a depressed 
economy and low-paying jobs. Our economic 
challenges partly stem from our position as a 
border community. 
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Economic development in border commu-

nities is difficult to stimulate without assistance 
from the government, private sector, and com-
munity organizations. H.R. 3246 would help 
foster planning to encourage infrastructure im-
provements, technology deployment, edu-
cation and workforce training, and community 
development through entrepreneurship. 

Modeled in part after the Appalachian Re-
gional Commission, the Southwest Border Re-
gional Authority and other Authorities would 
follow four guiding principles: 

First, the Authorities would fund proposals 
designed at the local level followed by ap-
proval at the State level in order to meet re-
gional economic development goals; 

Second, projects leading to the creation of a 
diversified regional economy would be 
prioritized. Currently, States and counties 
often are forced to compete against each 
other for limited funding; 

Third, the Authorities would be independent 
agencies. This would prevent them from hav-
ing to attempt to satisfy another Federal agen-
cy’s mission requirements when determining 
which projects to fund; and 

Finally, the Authorities would be comprised 
of one Senate-confirmed Federal representa-
tive and the governors of the States of juris-
diction. 

For too long, many areas of our country in-
cluding the Southwest border region have 
been ignored, overlooked, and underfunded. 
We need to recognize the challenges facing 
these underserved areas and help them make 
the most of their many assets. I believe the 
Authorities created in the Regional Economic 
and Infrastructure Development Act of 2007 
would go a long way toward achieving the 
goal of economic prosperity in some of the 
poorest regions of our country. 

Again, I would like to thank Chairman OBER-
STAR for his leadership on this issue and look 
forward to the implementation of this important 
legislation. 

Mr. OBERSTAR. Mr. Speaker, I rise in 
strong support of H.R. 3246, a bill to provide 
a comprehensive regional approach to eco-
nomic and infrastructure development in the 
most severely economically distressed regions 
in the Nation. 

H.R. 3246, the Regional Economic and In-
frastructure Development Act of 2007, reau-
thorizes two existing commissions, the Delta 
Regional Commission and the Northern Great 
Plains Regional Commission, and establishes 
three new regional economic development 
commissions: the Southeast Crescent Re-
gional Commission, the Southwest Border Re-
gional Commission, and the Northern Border 
Regional Commission. These Commissions 
will address problems of systemic poverty and 
underdevelopment in their respective regions. 

This legislation authorizes all of these re-
gional commissions under a common frame-
work of administration and management, mod-
eled after the procedures for the highly suc-
cessful Appalachian Regional Commission. By 
providing a uniform set of procedures, this bill 
provides a consistent method for distributing 
economic development funds and ensures a 
comprehensive regional approach to economic 
and infrastructure development in the most se-
verely distressed regions in the country. 

H.R. 3246 authorizes $250 million per year 
for fiscal years 2008 through 2012 for each 

commission to provide vital assistance for the 
development of our Nation’s most chronically 
poor and distressed regions. 

Each of the three new commissions author-
ized by this bill serves a unique need. The 
Southwest border region includes all counties 
within 150 miles of the United States-Mexico 
border. This region contains 11 counties in 
New Mexico, 65 counties in Texas, 10 coun-
ties in Arizona, and 7 counties in California for 
a combined population of approximately 29 
million people. According to research compiled 
by the Interagency Task Force on the Eco-
nomic Development of the Southwest Border, 
20 percent of the residents in this region of 
the Nation live below the poverty level, and 
unemployment rates often reach as high as 
five times the national unemployment rate. A 
lack of adequate access to capital has created 
economic disparities and made it difficult for 
businesses to start up in the region. 

The northern border region stretches from 
Maine to New York. While the region enjoys 
abundant natural resources and is rich in po-
tential, it lags behind much of the Nation in 
economic growth, and its people have not 
shared equitably in the Nation’s prosperity. 
The region’s historic reliance on a few basic 
industries and agriculture has failed to provide 
a diverse enough economic base for vigorous, 
self-sustaining growth. In the countries in this 
region, 12.5 percent of the population lives in 
poverty, median household income is more 
than $6,500 below the national average, and 
unemployment through layoffs in traditional 
manufacturing industries is persistent. The 
population grew only 0.6 percent between 
1990 and 2000, during which time the U.S. 
population rose by 13.2 percent, indicating sig-
nificant out-imigration and loss of young peo-
ple. 

The southeastern region of the United 
States includes the coastal and central por-
tions of Virginia, North Carolina, South Caro-
lina, Georgia, Alabama, Mississippi, and Flor-
ida. Approximately 40 percent of the counties 
in this region have had 20 percent or more of 
their citizens living in poverty, on average, dur-
ing the last 30 years. The area has also faced 
record unemployment. Additionally, this region 
has experienced natural disasters at a rate of 
two to three times greater than any other re-
gion of the U.S. The southeastern region is 
one of the last areas of the country without a 
Federal authority dedicated to ending poverty 
and strengthening communities. The South-
east Crescent Authority (SECA) authorizes a 
local-State-Federal partnership to lift citizens 
in this geographic area out of poverty and cre-
ate jobs by targeting the communities with the 
greatest need. 

This bill has broad bipartisan support, and 
the committee has held a series of hearings 
regarding the need for these economic devel-
opment commissions. The model for economic 
development through partnerships between 
the Federal Government and State and local 
governments has worked extremely well in the 
case of the Appalachian Regional Commis-
sion, and I am certain it will continue to serve 
to enhance the lives and livelihoods of citizens 
in other regions. 

I submit an exchange of letters regarding ju-
risdiction, and I support HR. 3246 and urge its 
passage. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, 

Washington, DC, September 17, 2007. 
Hon. JAMES L. OBERSTAR, 
Chairman, Committee on Transportation and 

Infrastructure, Washington, DC. 
DEAR CHAIRMAN OBERSTAR: I am writing to 

confirm our mutual understanding regarding 
consideration of H.R. 3246, the ‘‘Regional In-
frastructure Development Act of 2007,’’ 
which was referred to the Transportation 
and Infrastructure Committee and reported 
to the House on September 7. Specifically, I 
appreciate your acknowledgement of the 
Committee on Agriculture’s jurisdictional 
interest in provisions contained in the bill 
that affect rural development programs. 

As you know, clause 1(a) of Rule X gives 
the Committee on Agriculture jurisdiction 
over bills that affect rural development pro-
grams. Given the importance of moving this 
bill forward promptly, I would be glad to 
waive any consideration of this measure as 
to allow its timely consideration by the en-
tire House of Representatives. However, I do 
so with the understanding that this proce-
dural route will not be construed to preju-
dice the Agriculture Committee’s jurisdic-
tional interests and prerogatives on this bill, 
or any other similar legislation, and will not 
be considered as precedent for consideration 
of matters of jurisdictional interest to the 
Agriculture Committee in the future. 

Furthermore, in the event a conference 
with the Senate is requested in this matter, 
I would ask you to support the Committee 
on Agriculture’s request to be represented. 

Thank you very much for your courtesy in 
this matter and I look forward to your con-
tinued cooperation between our Committees 
as we deal with these matters in the future. 

Sincerely, 
COLLIN C. PETERSON 

Chairman. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, COM-
MITTEE ON TRANSPORTATION AND 
INFRASTRUCTURE, 

Washington, DC, September 17, 2007. 
Hon. COLLIN C. PETERSON, 
Chairman, Committee on Agriculture, House of 

Representatives, Washington, DC. 
DEAR CHAIRMAN PETERSON: Thank you for 

your September 17, 2007 letter regarding H.R. 
3246, the ‘‘Regional Economic and Infrastruc-
ture Development Act of 2007’’. Your support 
for this legislation and your assistance in en-
suring its timely consideration are greatly 
appreciated. 

I agree that provisions in the bill are of ju-
risdictional interest to the Committee on 
Agriculture. I acknowledge that by forgoing 
a sequential referral, your Committee is not 
relinquishing its jurisdiction and I will fully 
support your request to be represented in a 
House-Senate conference on those provisions 
over which the Committee on Agriculture 
has jurisdiction in H.R. 3246. 

I value your cooperation and look forward 
to working with you as we move ahead with 
this important economic development legis-
lation. 

Sincerly, 
JAMES L. OBERSTAR, 

Chairman. 

Mr. McINTYRE. Mr. Speaker, I rise today in 
support of the Regional Economic and Infra-
structure Development Act of 2007, which pro-
vides a comprehensive regional approach to 
economic and infrastructure development in 
the most severely economically distressed re-
gions in the Nation. This bill includes legisla-
tion that I have introduced in every Congress 
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since the 107th Congress that will establish a 
SouthEast Crescent Authority for economic 
development. The authority would cover the 
southeastern portion of the United States, en-
compassing the States of Virginia, North Caro-
lina, South Carolina, Georgia, Alabama, Mis-
sissippi, and Florida, which have all seen pov-
erty rates well above the national average 
coupled with record unemployment—the dou-
ble whammy—poverty and unemployment. 

I would like to personally thank the Trans-
portation and Infrastructure Committee Chair-
man OBERSTAR and his Ranking Member, Mr. 
MICA, and the Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture Subcommittee on Economic Development 
Chairwoman HOLMES NORTON and the Rank-
ing Member, Mr. GRAVES, for their hard work 
and dedication to our Nation’s most economi-
cally disadvantagd regions. It is their compas-
sion, cooperation, and commitment that 
brought us here today, and I applaud them for 
their efforts to continue this cause, and I thank 
them for their friendship and support. 

As a Member that represents a district from 
one of the Southern States that has experi-
enced job growth stagnation, I have seen first- 
hand the restructuring of the South’s econ-
omy. Jobs in textiles and furniture-making 
have decreased substantially while jobs in re-
tail, services, and the professions have rushed 
in. Although a more high-tech and globally 
competitive economy has enabled new oppor-
tunities for employment in the South, it has 
also dismantled jobs long held by employees 
who have few prospects for shifting to other 
jobs with comparable pay. In addition, the 
seven States of the SECA region also experi-
ence natural disasters at a rate of two to three 
times greater than any other region of the 
United States, and this vulnerability to natural 
disasters further exacerbates the ability to re-
cover from economic distress. 

Modeled primarily after the successful Appa-
lachian Regional Commission (ARC), the 
SouthEast Crescent Authority hopes to enjoin 
a local-State-Federal partnership to lift our citi-
zens out of poverty and create jobs. With the 
Federal allocation of funding, SECA seeks to 
target monies to programs which address one 
or more of the following criteria for community 
betterment: (1) Infrastructure, (2) education 
and job training, (3) health care, (4) entrepre-
neurship, and (5) leadership development. 
Those communities with the greatest need will 
be targeted, and grants will be made accord-
ing to the degree of distress. 

Mr. Speaker, the time is now to work to 
change this pattern and ensure that those indi-
viduals—like those in my district who work in 
textiles or manufacturing—and those commu-
nities—like the many rural communities that 
have been affected—are not left behind. And 
I am confident that the Regional Economic 
and Infrastructure Development Act of 2007 
that is before us today will be able to do just 
that. It’s the least we can do to act now and 
help ‘‘the least of these’’ who have suffered 
enough and to help bolster economic progress 
and possibility. Thank you, and may God 
bless our efforts to help expand economic op-
portunities for all of our citizens and their fami-
lies. 

Mr. ARCURI. Mr. Speaker, I rise today in 
strong support of the Regional Economic and 
In Development Act of 2007. 

I want to thank the distinguished Chair-
woman of the Economic Development, Public 
Buildings and Emergency Management Sub-
committee, Ms. NORTON, the Full Committee 
Chairman, and the Ranking Members for de-
livering this legislation which authorizes three 
new economic development commissions—the 
Northern Border, Southeast Crescent, and 
Southwest Border Regional Commissions— 
and reauthorizes the successful Delta and 
Northern Great Plains Regional Commissions. 
These Commissions will help bring economic 
development to regions of our country that 
desperately need it. 

Over the last several decades, Upstate New 
York has had a consistent pattern of economic 
distress as a result of substantial losses in the 
manufacturing sector, coupled with aging infra-
structure and lack of opportunities for a skilled 
workforce. My district alone has seen a stag-
gering loss of more than 14,000 manufacturing 
jobs between 2000 and 2005. However, this 
isn’t an anomaly, it is extremely characteristic 
of several States in the Northeast. A targeted 
regional approach can help bring back eco-
nomic vitality to these regions. 

This bipartisan legislation creates a North-
ern Border Regional Commission that will 
bring much needed job creation and economic 
development resources to the Northeast re-
gion. Maine, New Hampshire, Vermont, and 
Upstate New York will all benefit tremendously 
from the establishment of this Commission be-
cause it will assess and address the very spe-
cific needs, assets, and challenges of the re-
gion as a whole. 

The Commission will create a Federal-State 
partnership where local development districts 
and other non-profits bring project ideas and 
priorities to the Commission from the local 
level to promote economic development 
through regional planning, technical assist-
ance, and funding of projects aimed at encour-
aging economic prosperity. 

This Northern Border Regional Commission 
is modeled after the very successful Appa-
lachian Regional Commission (ARC) ap-
proach, an idea conceived by Chairman OBER-
STAR, over 40 years ago. 

Simply put, the numbers speak for them-
selves. Since its creation, the ARC has re-
duced the number of distressed counties in its 
region from 219 to 100, cut the poverty rate 
from 31 percent to 15 percent, and helped 
1,400 businesses create 26,000 new jobs. I 
welcome the creation of similar Commissions 
with this kind of proven track record. 

The Northern Border Regional Commission 
not only will extend benefits to economically 
distressed counties in Maine, New Hampshire, 
and Vermont, but will also allow Upstate New 
York counties like Oneida, Herkimer, Cayuga, 
and Seneca to enjoy the same benefits their 
neighboring counties in the Southern Tier 
enjoy under the Appalachian Regional Com-
mission. 

We need to act now to ensure that every 
American has access to job training, employ-
ment-related education, and high-tech infra-
structure, so that we can retain and grow our 
global competitive edge. And I am confident 
the Regional Economic and Infrastructure De-
velopment Act will help us achieve that end. 

I urge my colleagues to support this legisla-
tion which will help create parity for economi-
cally anemic regions across the country. 

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentlewoman from the District of 
Columbia (Ms. NORTON) that the House 
suspend the rules and pass the bill, 
H.R. 3246, as amended. 

The question was taken. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the 

opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being 
in the affirmative, the ayes have it. 

Mr. WESTMORELAND. Mr. Speaker, 
on that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the 
Chair’s prior announcement, further 
proceedings on this motion will be 
postponed. 

f 

EXTENDING THE AUTHORITIES OF 
THE OVERSEAS PRIVATE IN-
VESTMENT CORPORATION 

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Mr. Speaker, 
I move to suspend the rules and pass 
the bill (H.R. 3527) to extend for two 
months the authorities of the Overseas 
Private Investment Corporation. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 3527 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. TEMPORARY EXTENSION OF OPIC 

PROGRAMS. 
Section 235(a)(2) of the Foreign Assistance 

Act of 1961 (22 U.S.C. 2195(a)(2)) is amended 
by striking ‘‘September 30, 2007’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘November 30, 2007’’. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
American Samoa (Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA) 
and the gentleman from New Jersey 
(Mr. SMITH) each will control 20 min-
utes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from American Samoa. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Mr. Speaker, 
I ask unanimous consent that Members 
may have 5 legislative days to revise 
and extend their remarks and include 
extraneous material on H.R. 3527. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from American Samoa? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Mr. Speaker, 

I rise in strong support of this legisla-
tion and yield myself as much time as 
I may consume. 

This House recently approved legisla-
tion that would reauthorize the Over-
seas Private Investment Corporation 
for an additional 4 years. The bill 
would ensure that OPIC continues its 
critical mission of supporting private 
investment to accomplish important 
public sector goals in the developing 
world, while, at the same time, enhanc-
ing OPIC’s transparency and account-
ability. 
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The Senate is considering similar 

legislation, Mr. Speaker, and the For-
eign Affairs Committee looks forward 
to working with that body so that we 
can send the bill to the President for 
his signature. 

While the Senate considers this legis-
lation, OPIC’s current authority ex-
pires at the end of this month. In order 
to provide the Senate with additional 
time to take up this legislation and en-
sure that the corporation continues its 
critical work, my friend and colleague, 
the good chairman of the sub-
committee, Mr. SHERMAN from Cali-
fornia, has crafted this proposed bill 
that provides OPIC with the authority 
to operate for an additional 2 months 
beyond September 30, 2007. 

b 1445 

I do want to commend our distin-
guished chairman of the committee, 
Mr. LANTOS; and our senior ranking 
member, Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN, for their 
support and leadership in bringing this 
legislation to the floor. I recommend 
this legislation for passage, and I urge 
my colleagues to support this bill. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I 
may consume. 

I rise in support of the bill, H.R. 3527, 
a bill that would extend the authoriza-
tion of the Overseas Private Invest-
ment Corporation until November 30 of 
2007. 

Mr. Speaker, on July 23, as my good 
friend Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA just said, the 
House passed H.R. 2798, a bill to reau-
thorize OPIC through September 30 of 
2011. That measure had previously been 
favorably reported by the House Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs by a vote of 
26–5, totally bipartisan. To date, how-
ever, the other body has not acted, re-
quiring us to take this stop-gap meas-
ure to continue the authorization for 
this legislation. We hope they act soon 
on the Senate side so that the Presi-
dent can be sent a bipartisan bill that 
can be signed. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Mr. Speaker, 
I have no further requests for time, and 
I yield back the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from American Samoa 
(Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA) that the House 
suspend the rules and pass the bill, 
H.R. 3527. 

The question was taken. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the 

opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being 
in the affirmative, the ayes have it. 

Mr. WESTMORELAND. Mr. Speaker, 
on that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the 
Chair’s prior announcement, further 

proceedings on this motion will be 
postponed. 

f 

AUTHORIZING THE PEACE CORPS 
TO PROVIDE SEPARATION PAY 
FOR HOST COUNTRY RESIDENT 
PERSONAL SERVICES CONTRAC-
TORS 

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Mr. Speaker, 
I move to suspend the rules and pass 
the bill (H.R. 3528) to provide authority 
to the Peace Corps to provide separa-
tion pay for host country resident per-
sonal services contractors of the Peace 
Corps. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 3528 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. AUTHORIZATION FOR PEACE CORPS 

TO PROVIDE SEPARATION PAY FOR 
HOST COUNTRY RESIDENT PER-
SONAL SERVICES CONTRACTORS OF 
THE PEACE CORPS. 

(a) ESTABLISHMENT OF FUND.—There is es-
tablished in the Treasury of the United 
States a fund for the Peace Corps to provide 
separation pay for host country resident per-
sonal services contractors of the Peace 
Corps. 

(b) FUNDING.—The Director of the Peace 
Corps may deposit in the fund established 
under subsection (a)— 

(1) amounts previously obligated and not 
canceled to provide the separation pay de-
scribed in such subsection; and 

(2) amounts obligated for fiscal years after 
fiscal year 2006 for current and future costs 
of providing such separation pay. 

(c) AVAILABILITY.—Beginning in fiscal year 
2007, amounts deposited in the fund estab-
lished under subsection (a) shall be available 
without fiscal year limitation for severance, 
retirement, or other separation payments to 
host country resident personal services con-
tractors of the Peace Corps in countries 
where such payments are legally authorized. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
American Samoa (Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA) 
and the gentleman from New Jersey 
(Mr. SMITH) each will control 20 min-
utes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from American Samoa. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Mr. Speaker, 

I ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers may have 5 legislative days to re-
vise and extend their remarks. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from American Samoa? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Mr. Speaker, 

I yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Mr. Speaker, again I rise in strong 
support of this legislation and thank 
my good friend, the gentleman from 
New Jersey, on the other side of the 
aisle for his support in managing this 
legislation. I also want to thank the 
leadership of the Foreign Affairs Com-
mittee, Chairman LANTOS and our sen-

ior ranking member, Ms. ROS- 
LEHTINEN, for their leadership and sup-
port of this bill. 

Mr. Speaker, to millions around the 
globe, Peace Corps is the ‘‘human face’’ 
of America. For more than 46 years, 
the Peace Corps has helped the people 
of developing countries meet their 
needs for trained men and women and 
in the process has promoted a better 
understanding of America. 

The legislation before the House 
today is a technical bill requested by 
the administration. It will facilitate 
the provision of separation pay to the 
many foreign nationals who work for 
the Peace Corps overseas. The bill ac-
complishes this objective in an open 
and transparent manner to ensure the 
complete accountability to the Amer-
ican taxpayers. 

With that, I urge my colleagues to 
support this bill. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I 
may consume. 

I rise in support of H.R. 3528, legisla-
tion introduced by our distinguished 
chairman, TOM LANTOS, that will help 
the Peace Corps eliminate a small but 
important discrepancy between its ac-
counting and its expenditures. 

Under foreign local law and the 
terms of their contracts, the Peace 
Corps is frequently required to make 
separation payments to personal serv-
ice contractors overseas, for example, a 
lump sum payment equal to 1 month’s 
salary for every year of service. The 
Peace Corps is required to account for 
that liability on its books every year 
even though those funds are not paid 
out to the contractor until the end of 
their service with the Peace Corps, 
which sometimes can be more than a 
decade. 

However, because unspent funds re-
vert back to the U.S. Treasury 5 years 
after they are obligated, the Peace 
Corps must pay obligations from be-
yond that time frame out of current 
operating funds. The bill would create 
a fund into which those obligations 
could be paid as they accrue, which can 
be used only for that purpose. Since 
this does not affect Peace Corps appro-
priations or obligations, there are no 
costs associated with this fix. 

This also provides us with an oppor-
tunity, Mr. Speaker, to again commend 
the Peace Corps and its many volun-
teers for the important work that they 
do in building bridges of understanding 
between the American people and com-
munities, families, and individuals 
overseas. 

We support this legislation 
Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 

of my time. 
Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Mr. Speaker, 

I have no further requests for time, and 
I yield back the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
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the gentleman from American Samoa 
(Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA) that the House 
suspend the rules and pass the bill, 
H.R. 3528. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the bill was 
passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

VIETNAM HUMAN RIGHTS ACT OF 
2007 

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Mr. Speaker, 
I move to suspend the rules and pass 
the bill (H.R. 3096) to promote freedom 
and democracy in Vietnam, as amend-
ed. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 3096 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE; TABLE OF CONTENTS. 

(a) SHORT TITLE.—This Act may be cited as 
the ‘‘Vietnam Human Rights Act of 2007’’. 

(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of con-
tents for this Act is as follows: 
Sec. 1. Short title; table of contents. 
Sec. 2. Findings. 
Sec. 3. Purpose. 
TITLE I—PROHIBITION ON NONHUMANI-

TARIAN ASSISTANCE TO THE GOVERN-
MENT OF VIETNAM 

Sec. 101. Bilateral nonhumanitarian assist-
ance. 

TITLE II—ASSISTANCE TO SUPPORT 
DEMOCRACY IN VIETNAM 

Sec. 201. Assistance. 
TITLE III—UNITED STATES PUBLIC 

DIPLOMACY 
Sec. 301. Radio Free Asia transmissions to 

Vietnam. 
Sec. 302. United States educational and cul-

tural exchange programs with 
Vietnam. 

TITLE IV—UNITED STATES REFUGEE 
POLICY 

Sec. 401. Refugee resettlment for nationals 
of Vietnam. 

TITLE V—ANNUAL REPORT ON 
PROGRESS TOWARD FREEDOM AND DE-
MOCRACY IN VIETNAM 

Sec. 501. Annual report. 
SEC. 2. FINDINGS. 

Congress finds the following: 
(1) The relationship between the United 

States and the Socialist Republic of Vietnam 
has grown substantially over the past 12 
years, with annual trade between the 2 coun-
tries reaching over $9,000,000,000 per year. 

(2) The Government of Vietnam’s transi-
tion toward greater economic freedom and 
trade has not been matched by greater polit-
ical freedom and substantial improvements 
in human rights for many Vietnamese. 

(3) The United States Congress agreed to 
Vietnam becoming an official member of the 
World Trade Organization (WTO) in 2006, 
amidst assurances that the Vietnamese Gov-
ernment was steadily improving its human 
rights record and would continue to do so. 

(4) Vietnam remains a one-party state, 
ruled and controlled by the Communist 
Party of Vietnam (CPV), which continues to 
deny the right of citizens to change their 
government. 

(5) Although in recent years the National 
Assembly of Vietnam has played an increas-
ingly active role as a forum for highlighting 
local concerns, corruption, and inefficiency, 
the National Assembly remains subject to 
the direction of the CPV and the CPV main-
tains control over the selection of candidates 
in national and local elections. 

(6) The Government of Vietnam forbids 
public challenge to the legitimacy of the 
one-party state, restricts freedoms of opin-
ion, the press, and association and tightly 
limits access to the Internet and tele-
communication. 

(7) Since Vietnam’s accession to the WTO 
on January 11, 2007, the Vietnamese Govern-
ment arbitrarily arrested and imprisoned 
several individuals for their peaceful advo-
cacy of democracy, including Father Nguyen 
Van Ly and human rights lawyers Nguyen 
Van Dai and Le Thi Cong Nhan. 

(8) The Government of Vietnam continues 
to detain, imprison, place under house ar-
rest, convict, or otherwise restrict persons 
for the peaceful expression of dissenting po-
litical or religious views, including Bui Kim 
Thanh, Hang Tan Phat, Truong Quoc Huy, 
Vu Hoang Hai, Nguyen Ngoc Quang, Pham 
Ba Hai, Dr. Le Nguyen Sang, Huynh Nguyen 
Dao, Nguyen Bac Truyen, Tran Quoc Hien, 
Nguyen Tan Hoanh, Tran Thi Le Hang, Doan 
Huu Chuong, Doan Van Dien, Le Ba Triet, 
Nguyen Tuan, Tran Thi Thuy Trang, Nguyen 
Phong, Nguyen Binh Thanh, Hoang Thi Anh 
Dao, Le Thi Le Hang, Tran Khai Thanh 
Thuy, Ho Thi Bich Khuong, Hong Trung, 
Danh Tol, Kim Muot, Thach Thuong, Ly 
Suong, Ly Hoang, Nguyen Van Tho, Le Van 
Soc, Nguyen Van Thuy, Duong Thi Tron, 
Truong Minh Duc, and Dr. Pham Hong Son, 
among others. 

(9)(A) The Government of Vietnam con-
tinues to limit freedom of religion and re-
strict the operation of religious organiza-
tions. 

(B) Despite reported progress in church 
openings and legal registrations of religious 
venues, the Government of Vietnam has 
halted most positive actions since the De-
partment of State lifted the ‘‘country of par-
ticular concern’’ (CPC) designation for Viet-
nam in November 2006. 

(C) Unregistered ethnic minority Protes-
tant congregations suffer severe abuses be-
cause of actions by the Government of Viet-
nam, which have included forced renunci-
ations of faith, the arrest and harassment of 
pastors, the withholding of social programs 
provided for the general population, confis-
cation and destruction of property, and sub-
jection to severe beatings. 

(D) The Unified Buddhist Church of Viet-
nam (UBCV) suffers persecutions as the Gov-
ernment of Vietnam continues to restrict 
contacts and movement of senior UBCV cler-
gy, including the Most Venerable Thich 
Huyen Quang, and the Most Venerable Thich 
Quang Do for refusing to join the state-spon-
sored Buddhist organizations, and the Gov-
ernment also continues to place leaders 
under ‘‘pagoda’’ and house arrest, destroy re-
ligious property, and harass and threaten 
local practicing Buddhists. 

(E) The Government of Vietnam continues 
to suppress the activities of other religious 
adherents, including Cao Dai and Hoa Hao 
who lack official recognition or have chosen 
not to affiliate with the state-sanctioned 
groups, including through the use of deten-
tion and imprisonment. 

(F) During Easter weekend in April 2004, 
thousands of Montagnards gathered to pro-
test their treatment by the Government of 
Vietnam, including the confiscation of tribal 

lands and ongoing restrictions on religious 
activities. Credible reports indicate that the 
protests were met with violent response as 
many demonstrators were arrested, injured, 
went into hiding, and that others were 
killed. Many of these Montagnards are still 
serving long sentences for their involvement 
in peaceful demonstrations in 2001 and 2004. 

(G) Ethnic minority Hmong in the North-
west Highlands of Vietnam also suffer re-
strictions, abuses, and persecution by the 
Government of Vietnam, and although the 
Government is now allowing some Hmong 
Protestants to organize and conduct reli-
gious activity, some government officials 
continue to deny or ignore additional appli-
cations for registration. 

(10) The Government of Vietnam controls 
all print and electronic media, including ac-
cess to the Internet, jams the signals of some 
foreign radio stations, including Radio Free 
Asia, and has detained and imprisoned indi-
viduals who have posted or sent democracy- 
related materials via the Internet. 

(11) People arrested in Vietnam because of 
their political or religious affiliations and 
activities often are not accorded due legal 
process as they lack full access to lawyers of 
their choice, may experience closed trials, 
have often been detained for years without 
trial, and have been subjected to the use of 
torture to admit crimes they did not commit 
or to falsely denounce their own leaders. 

(12)(A) United States refugee resettlement 
programs, including the Humanitarian Re-
settlement (HR) Program, the Orderly De-
parture Program (ODP), Resettlement Op-
portunities for Vietnamese Returnees 
(ROVR) Program, general resettlement of 
boat people from refugee camps throughout 
Southeast Asia, the Amerasian Homecoming 
Act of 1988, and the Priority One Refugee re-
settlement category have helped rescue Viet-
namese nationals who have suffered persecu-
tion on account of their associations with 
the United States as well as Vietnamese na-
tionals who have been persecuted because of 
race, religion, nationality, political opinion, 
or membership in a particular social group. 

(B) While previous programs have served 
their purposes well, a significant number of 
eligible refugees from Vietnam were unfairly 
denied or excluded, including Amerasians, in 
some cases by vindictive or corrupt Viet-
namese officials who controlled access to the 
programs, and in others by United States 
personnel who imposed unduly restrictive in-
terpretations of program criteria. In addi-
tion, the Government of Vietnam has denied 
passports to persons who the United States 
has found eligible for refugee admission. 

(C) The Department of State has agreed to 
extend the September 30, 1994, registration 
deadline for former United States employees, 
‘‘re-education’’ survivors, and surviving 
spouses of those who did not survive ‘‘re-edu-
cation’’ camps to sign up for United States 
refugee programs, as well as the Vietnamese 
In Country Priority One Program in Viet-
nam to provide protection to victims of re-
cent persecution on account of race, religion, 
nationality, political opinion, or member-
ship in a particular social group. 

(D) The former United States Immigration 
and Naturalization Service agreed to resume 
the processing of former United States em-
ployees under the U11 program, which had 
been unilaterally suspended by the United 
States Government, as well as to review ap-
plications of Amerasians, children of Amer-
ican servicemen left behind in Vietnam after 
the war ended in April 1975, for resettlement 
to the United States under the Amerasian 
Homecoming Act of 1988. 
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(13) Congress has passed numerous resolu-

tions condemning human rights abuses in 
Vietnam, indicating that although there has 
been an expansion of relations with the Gov-
ernment of Vietnam, it should not be con-
strued as approval of the ongoing and serious 
violations of fundamental human rights in 
Vietnam. 

(14) Enhancement of relations between the 
United States and Vietnam has proved an op-
portunity for a human rights dialogue and 
could lead to future progress on human 
rights issues in Vietnam. 
SEC. 3. PURPOSE. 

The purpose of this Act is to promote the 
development of freedom and democracy in 
Vietnam. 
TITLE I—PROHIBITION ON NONHUMANI-

TARIAN ASSISTANCE TO THE GOVERN-
MENT OF VIETNAM 

SEC. 101. BILATERAL NONHUMANITARIAN AS-
SISTANCE. 

(a) ASSISTANCE.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in sub-

section (b), United States nonhumanitarian 
assistance may not be provided to the Gov-
ernment of Vietnam in an amount exceeding 
the amount so provided for fiscal year 2007— 

(A) for fiscal year 2008 unless not later 
than 30 days after the date of the enactment 
of this Act the President determines and cer-
tifies to Congress that the requirements of 
subparagraphs (A) through (D) of paragraph 
(2) have been met during the 12-month period 
ending on the date of the certification; and 

(B) for each subsequent fiscal year unless 
the President determines and certifies to 
Congress in the most recent annual report 
submitted pursuant to section 501 that the 
requirements of subparagraphs (A) through 
(E) of paragraph (2) have been met during the 
12-month period covered by the report. 

(2) REQUIREMENTS.—The requirements of 
this paragraph are that— 

(A) the Government of Vietnam has made 
substantial progress toward releasing all po-
litical and religious prisoners from imprison-
ment, house arrest, and other forms of deten-
tion; 

(B)(i) the Government of Vietnam has 
made substantial progress toward respecting 
the right to freedom of religion, including 
the right to participate in religious activi-
ties and institutions without interference by 
or involvement of the Government; and 

(ii) the Government of Vietnam has made 
substantial progress toward returning es-
tates and properties confiscated from the 
churches; 

(C) the Government of Vietnam has made 
substantial progress toward allowing Viet-
namese nationals free and open access to 
United States refugee programs; 

(D) the Government of Vietnam has made 
substantial progress toward respecting the 
human rights of members of all ethnic mi-
nority groups; and 

(E)(i) neither any official of the Govern-
ment of Vietnam nor any agency or entity 
wholly or partly owned by the Government 
of Vietnam was complicit in a severe form of 
trafficking in persons; or 

(ii) the Government of Vietnam took all 
appropriate steps to end any such complicity 
and hold such official, agency, or entity fully 
accountable for its conduct. 

(b) EXCEPTION.— 
(1) CONTINUATION OF ASSISTANCE IN THE NA-

TIONAL INTEREST.—Notwithstanding the fail-
ure of the Government of Vietnam to meet 
the requirements of subsection (a)(2), the 
President may waive the application of sub-
section (a) for any fiscal year if the Presi-
dent determines that the provision to the 

Government of Vietnam of increased non-
humanitarian assistance would promote the 
purpose of this Act or is otherwise in the na-
tional interest of the United States. 

(2) EXERCISE OF WAIVER AUTHORITY.—The 
President may exercise the authority under 
paragraph (1) with respect to— 

(A) all United States nonhumanitarian as-
sistance to Vietnam; or 

(B) one or more programs, projects, or ac-
tivities of such assistance. 

(c) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
(1) SEVERE FORMS OF TRAFFICKING IN PER-

SONS.—The term ‘‘severe form of trafficking 
in persons’’ means any activity described in 
section 103(8) of the Trafficking Victims Pro-
tection Act of 2000 (Public Law 106–386 (114 
Stat. 1470); 22 U.S.C. 7102(8)). 

(2) UNITED STATES NONHUMANITARIAN AS-
SISTANCE.—The term ‘‘United States non-
humanitarian assistance’’ means— 

(A) any assistance under the Foreign As-
sistance Act of 1961 (including programs 
under title IV of chapter 2 of part I of that 
Act, relating to the Overseas Private Invest-
ment Corporation), other than— 

(i) disaster relief assistance, including any 
assistance under chapter 9 of part I of that 
Act; 

(ii) assistance which involves the provision 
of food (including monetization of food) or 
medicine; 

(iii) assistance for refugees; and 
(iv) assistance to combat HIV/AIDS, in-

cluding any assistance under section 104A of 
that Act; and 

(B) sales, or financing on any terms, under 
the Arms Export Control Act. 

TITLE II—ASSISTANCE TO SUPPORT 
DEMOCRACY IN VIETNAM 

SEC. 201. ASSISTANCE. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—The President is author-

ized to provide assistance, through appro-
priate nongovernmental organizations and 
the Human Rights Defenders Fund, for the 
support of individuals and organizations to 
promote internationally recognized human 
rights in Vietnam. 

(b) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
the President to carry out subsection (a) 
$2,000,000 for each of the fiscal years 2008 and 
2009. 

TITLE III—UNITED STATES PUBLIC 
DIPLOMACY 

SEC. 301. RADIO FREE ASIA TRANSMISSIONS TO 
VIETNAM. 

(a) POLICY OF THE UNITED STATES.—It is 
the policy of the United States to take such 
measures as are necessary to overcome the 
jamming of Radio Free Asia by the Govern-
ment of Vietnam. 

(b) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—In 
addition to such amounts as are otherwise 
authorized to be appropriated for the Broad-
casting Board of Governors, there are au-
thorized to be appropriated to carry out the 
policy under subsection (a) $9,100,000 for the 
fiscal year 2008 and $1,100,000 for fiscal year 
2009. 
SEC. 302. UNITED STATES EDUCATIONAL AND 

CULTURAL EXCHANGE PROGRAMS 
WITH VIETNAM. 

It is the policy of the United States that 
programs of educational and cultural ex-
change with Vietnam should actively pro-
mote progress toward freedom and democ-
racy in Vietnam by providing opportunities 
to Vietnamese nationals from a wide range 
of occupations and perspectives to see free-
dom and democracy in action and, also, by 
ensuring that Vietnamese nationals who 
have already demonstrated a commitment to 
these values are included in such programs. 

TITLE IV—UNITED STATES REFUGEE 
POLICY 

SEC. 401. REFUGEE RESETTLMENT FOR NATION-
ALS OF VIETNAM. 

(a) POLICY OF THE UNITED STATES.—It is 
the policy of the United States to offer ref-
ugee resettlement to nationals of Vietnam 
(including members of the Montagnard eth-
nic minority groups) who were eligible for 
the Humanitarian Resettlement (HR) Pro-
gram, the Orderly Departure Program (ODP), 
Resettlement Opportunities for Vietnamese 
Returnees (ROVR) Program, the Amerasian 
Homecoming Act of 1988, or any other United 
States refugee program and who were 
deemed ineligible due to administrative 
error or who for reasons beyond the control 
of such individuals (including insufficient or 
contradictory information or the inability to 
pay bribes demanded by officials of the Gov-
ernment of Vietnam) were unable or failed to 
apply for such programs in compliance with 
deadlines imposed by the Department of 
State. 

(b) AUTHORIZED ACTIVITY.—Of the amounts 
authorized to be appropriated to the Depart-
ment of State for Migration and Refugee As-
sistance for each of the fiscal years 2008, 2009, 
and 2010, such sums as may be necessary are 
authorized to be made available for the pro-
tection (including resettlement in appro-
priate cases) of Vietnamese refugees and asy-
lum seekers, including Montagnards in Cam-
bodia. 

TITLE V—ANNUAL REPORT ON PROGRESS 
TOWARD FREEDOM AND DEMOCRACY IN 
VIETNAM 

SEC. 501. ANNUAL REPORT. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 6 months 
after the date of the enactment of this Act 
and every 12 months thereafter, the Sec-
retary of State shall submit to the Congress 
a report on the following: 

(1)(A) The determination and certification 
of the President that the requirements of 
subparagraphs (A) through (E) of section 
101(a)(2) have been met, if applicable. 

(B) The determination of the President 
under section 101(b)(1), if applicable. 

(2) Efforts by the United States Govern-
ment to secure transmission sites for Radio 
Free Asia in countries in close geographical 
proximity to Vietnam in accordance with 
section 301(a). 

(3) Efforts to ensure that programs with 
Vietnam promote the policy set forth in sec-
tion 302 and with section 105 of the Human 
Rights, Refugee, and Other Foreign Policy 
Provisions Act of 1996 regarding participa-
tion in programs of educational and cultural 
exchange. 

(4) Steps taken to carry out the policy 
under section 401(a). 

(5) Lists of persons believed to be impris-
oned, detained, or placed under house arrest, 
tortured, or otherwise persecuted by the 
Government of Vietnam due to their pursuit 
of internationally recognized human rights. 
In compiling such lists, the Secretary shall 
exercise appropriate discretion, including 
concerns regarding the safety and security 
of, and benefit to, the persons who may be 
included on the lists and their families. In 
addition, the Secretary shall include a list of 
such persons and their families who may 
qualify for protections under United States 
refugee programs. 

(6) A description of the development of the 
rule of law in Vietnam, including, but not 
limited to— 

(A) progress toward the development of in-
stitutions of democratic governance; 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 11:04 Jul 14, 2010 Jkt 059102 PO 00000 Frm 00017 Fmt 0688 Sfmt 0634 E:\BR07\H17SE7.000 H17SE7er
ow

e 
on

 D
S

K
5C

LS
3C

1P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 B
O

U
N

D
 R

E
C

O
R

D



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, Vol. 153, Pt. 17 24355 September 17, 2007 
(B) processes by which statutes, regula-

tions, rules, and other legal acts of the Gov-
ernment of Vietnam are developed and be-
come binding within Vietnam; 

(C) the extent to which statutes, regula-
tions, rules, administrative and judicial deci-
sions, and other legal acts of the Govern-
ment of Vietnam are published and are made 
accessible to the public; 

(D) the extent to which administrative and 
judicial decisions are supported by state-
ments of reasons that are based upon written 
statutes, regulations, rules, and other legal 
acts of the Government of Vietnam; 

(E) the extent to which individuals are 
treated equally under the laws of Vietnam 
without regard to citizenship, race, religion, 
political opinion, or current or former asso-
ciations; 

(F) the extent to which administrative and 
judicial decisions are independent of polit-
ical pressure or governmental interference 
and are reviewed by entities of appellate ju-
risdiction; and 

(G) the extent to which laws in Vietnam 
are written and administered in ways that 
are consistent with international human 
rights standards, including the requirements 
of the International Covenant on Civil and 
Political Rights. 

(b) CONTACTS WITH OTHER ORGANIZA-
TIONS.—In preparing the report under sub-
section (a), the Secretary shall, as appro-
priate, seek out and maintain contacts with 
nongovernmental organizations and human 
rights advocates (including Vietnamese- 
Americans and human rights advocates in 
Vietnam), including receiving reports and 
updates from such organizations and evalu-
ating such reports. The Secretary shall also 
seek to consult with the United States Com-
mission on International Religious Freedom 
for appropriate sections of the report. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
American Samoa (Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA) 
and the gentleman from New Jersey 
(Mr. SMITH) each will control 20 min-
utes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from American Samoa. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Mr. Speaker, 
I ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers may have 5 legislative days to re-
vise and extend their remarks. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from American Samoa? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Mr. Speaker, 

I yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

I rise in strong support of this resolu-
tion. I would be remiss if I do not first 
recognize my good friend, the gen-
tleman from New Jersey. Not only do I 
have the highest respect for him but 
certainly as a champion of human 
rights issues all over the world, and for 
this I want to commend him for his au-
thorship of this proposed bill. And I 
would like to also thank Chairman 
LANTOS and senior Ranking Member 
ROS-LEHTINEN, the leadership of our 
Foreign Affairs Committee, for their 
support and efforts in bringing this 
proposed legislation for consideration 
by our colleagues. 

Mr. Speaker, Vietnam stands at a 
crossroads, and the world is watching 
carefully to see the choices that it will 
make. 

Like many other countries of the 
world, Vietnam has a responsibility to 
protect human and religious rights and 
provide political freedoms to its peo-
ple. The Vietnamese people and their 
leaders should have a deep appreciation 
of the need to protect and foster the 
human rights of its people especially 
after being subjected to many years of 
abuse and dictatorial and colonial rule 
of the French Government. 

I commend Vietnam’s efforts to im-
prove its economy, which grew by over 
8 percent last year. In November also 
of last year, Vietnam played host to 
the Asian Pacific Economic Coopera-
tion summit, and in January it joined 
the World Trade Organization. So we 
must recognize the extraordinary eco-
nomic achievements Vietnam has made 
in a short time. This economic growth 
has bettered the lives of millions of the 
people of Vietnam. 

But recent reports have given serious 
indications on how the Vietnamese 
Government has arrested and placed 
several religious and political leaders 
in prison without due process and in 
violation of their human rights. 

Mr. Speaker, Congress played an im-
portant role in seeing that Vietnam be-
came a member of the World Trade Or-
ganization. And yet since its accession, 
Vietnam has arrested numerous indi-
viduals simply for peacefully advo-
cating for democracy. 

Vietnam continues to limit freedom 
of religion, freedom of the press, and 
freedom of information. It remains as a 
one-party political system in which the 
Communist Party is the final arbiter of 
all decisions. 

Mr. Speaker, U.S. engagement with 
Vietnam has helped spur economic 
growth and improvements in the lives 
of the Vietnamese people. But engage-
ment must not be limited to foreign di-
rect investment. We must also seize 
the opportunity to work with Vietnam 
to promote political openness and im-
prove human rights. 

This bill promotes just this kind of 
engagement. It prohibits increased as-
sistance to Vietnam above fiscal year 
2007 levels other than for humanitarian 
efforts. This bill makes it clear to 
Vietnam that the only factor limiting 
increased aid is positive action by the 
Vietnamese Government on political, 
human, and religious rights. 

The bill also supports civil society 
groups in Vietnam that promote 
human rights. It supports educational 
exchanges that would enhance freedom 
and democracy in that country. And it 
makes it the policy of the United 
States to offer safe resettlement here 
to those who are forced to flee Vietnam 
and become refugees. 

Mr. Speaker, Vietnam is increasingly 
integrated into the global economy; 

but to be considered a friend of our Na-
tion, it must protect human rights and 
provide its people political and reli-
gious freedom. We all wish this future 
for Vietnam, and we hope there will be 
more positive results of our continued 
efforts to dialogue with the leaders of 
the people of Vietnam. 

With that, Mr. Speaker, I urge my 
colleagues to support this proposed 
bill. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I 
may consume. 

Let me begin by thanking my good 
friend and colleague, Mr. 
FALEOMAVAEGA, for his leadership on 
human rights. We have worked to-
gether on those issues around the 
world. We have served on the Human 
Rights Committee for years, and he has 
been one of those champions with 
whom I am just so glad to associate 
myself. And I want to thank Mr. LAN-
TOS, the chairman of our committee, 
for bringing this bill to the floor and 
express my strong gratitude to him and 
to Ranking Member ILEANA ROS- 
LEHTINEN and to the leadership for 
posting this bill for consideration 
today. 

Mr. Speaker, Vietnam has long been 
known as a major violator of human 
rights. Sadly, in recent months the 
human rights situation in Vietnam has 
deteriorated and become substantially 
worse, and a new ugly wave of brutal 
repression has been launched by Hanoi. 
Over the last couple of months, some of 
the bravest champions of democracy 
have been dragged into court and sent 
to the gulag for simply promoting 
human rights and justice and free trade 
unions. 

I would note to my colleagues that 
the House of Representatives has gone 
on record time and time again con-
demning and deploring these viola-
tions, but this is a new wave that 
comes on the heels of PNTR, as well as 
the WTO accession by the Vietnamese 
Government. 

I would note that on May 2 of this 
year, this House unanimously adopted 
a resolution that I sponsored which 
called on the Government of Vietnam 
to immediately and unconditionally re-
lease Father Nguyen Van Ly, Nguyen 
Van Dai, Le Thi Cong Nhan, and other 
political prisoners and prisoners of con-
science. During consideration of that 
resolution, Mr. Speaker, I noted that I 
had been to Vietnam on many human 
rights trips. I have chaired several 
hearings on the issue of human rights 
in Vietnam and have been joined by my 
friend Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA, Mr. ROYCE 
and others in those hearings. But on 
one of the most recent trips, I actually 
met with Father Ly, who was just sen-
tenced to 8 years in prison. Just sen-
tenced. I also met with Nguyen Van 
Dai and about 60 other human rights 
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activists and religious leaders and peo-
ple who are pressing for reform in that 
country. And one by one those individ-
uals are being caught in this dragnet. 

I was struck when I met with these 
individuals, Mr. Speaker, by how ex-
traordinarily generous, compassionate, 
talented, and kind hearted these people 
are. They are extraordinary. They are 
Vietnam’s best and brightest and cer-
tainly their bravest. I was amazed at 
how they harbored no malice, no hate 
towards the government that hates 
them, nor do they hate the government 
leaders. They only want a better future 
for their country. Each and every one 
of the people I met with is committed 
to peaceful, nonviolent reform. 

I met with Father Ly when he was 
under house arrest, and he sounded just 
like the activists that I had met and 
spoken to during the dark years of the 
Warsaw Pact and the Soviet Union. My 
first human rights trip, I would note 
parenthetically, was in 1982 on behalf 
of Soviet refuzniks. It was like being 
right back there, deja vu, talking to 
these individuals just like back then, 
the Shcharanskys of this world or 
Vaclav Havel or Lech Walesa, people 
like the folks in Charter 77 in the 
Czech Republic who only wanted free-
dom, democracy, and human rights. 

b 1500 

And none of them wanted violence. 
And these reformers of Vietnam want 
nothing whatsoever to do with vio-
lence. And yet, they are accused of 
slandering the state. To criticize an 
unjust policy is construed by the state 
to be slander. Father Ly has now been 
sentenced to 8 years, and that’s in ad-
dition to the 14 years he had previously 
served in the Gulag on trumped-up 
charges. 

Just days after the House adopted 
the Resolution 243 calling for a reversal 
of human rights violations, Nguyen 
Van Dai was sentenced to 5 years im-
prisonment and 4 years of house arrest. 
Attorney Van Dai is a tenacious cam-
paigner for human rights who uses the 
rule of law in a nonviolent manner to 
press his case. 

On the same day that Mr. Van Dai 
was sentenced, another human rights 
lawyer, a labor activist, Le Thi Cong 
Nhan, received 4 years imprisonment 
and 3 years of house arrest from the 
same ruthless regime. She, too, pun-
ished for engaging in activities recog-
nized internationally as protected 
human rights. 

I’ve read the 2007 trial proceedings 
and the government sentencing record, 
which I intend to put into the RECORD. 
And I ask every Member to read that 
and to read it very carefully. It reads 
like a chilling chapter out of George 
Orwell’s book, ‘‘1984.’’ 

At the trial, the presiding judge, 
Nguyen Huu Chinh, accused and con-
demned Dai of being a member of an 
Independent Trade Union. A member of 

the Communist party in Poland, 
Jaruzelski, accused Lech Walesa of 
that same thing, an independent trade 
union. That accusation carries with it 
a time in the Gulag in Vietnam today. 

In Vietnam today, men and women 
are going to jail for very long periods 
of time for what the government calls 
‘‘disseminating propaganda against the 
Government of the Socialist Republic 
of Vietnam.’’ 

I point out to my colleagues that the 
day after the House passed the resolu-
tion on May 2, the U.S. Commission on 
International Religious Freedom indi-
cated in its annual report that the re-
moval of Vietnam from the State De-
partment’s List of Countries of Par-
ticular Concern was premature based 
on the evidence that the current situa-
tion in the country has not allowed re-
ligious freedom. Again, it was part of 
an effort, I think, of suggesting that if 
they just got into the World Trade Or-
ganization, somehow they would ma-
triculate from dictatorship to democ-
racy. Regrettably, that has not hap-
pened. And we’ve seen a snapback to 
repression that is very, very severe, 
cruel, and very, very ugly. 

The legislation before us, Mr. Speak-
er, would prohibit an increase in U.S. 
nonhumanitarian assistance to Viet-
nam unless the government makes sub-
stantial progress in the following 
areas: The release of political and reli-
gious prisoners; respect for religious 
freedom; allowing open access to the 
United States for our refugee program, 
because very often those who would 
like to become a part of that have to 
pay bribes to communist officials or 
they are simply detained and not al-
lowed to apply; and respect for the 
rights of ethnic minority groups, in-
cluding the Montagnard. 

Beginning in fiscal year 2009, there 
would also be a need to show that nei-
ther any official of the government nor 
any government agency was complicit 
in the trafficking of human persons. 
The president may waive this restric-
tion on assistance if he determines 
that the assistance would promote 
human rights or would otherwise be in 
the national interests of the U.S. 

Other important provisions would au-
thorize $2 million of assistance in both 
2008 and 2009 to support democracy in 
Vietnam, and approximately $10 mil-
lion over 2 years to overcome the jam-
ming of Radio Free Asia by Vietnam. 
Let me tell my colleagues, they’re jam-
ming Radio Free Asia, jamming it, so 
the message that we think is so impor-
tant simply cannot get through. And 
again, the only thing that any dicta-
torship needs anywhere to survive and 
prosper is a secret police, got that in 
Vietnam, and a control of the message, 
the propaganda. And by jamming Radio 
Free Asia, they preclude other voices, 
other opinions from reaching the peo-
ple. 

The bill would also extend U.S. ref-
ugee programs to Vietnamese who were 

previously eligible but were unable to 
apply for reasons beyond their control, 
like I said, like not wanting to pay 
bribes to Vietnamese officials. 

Mr. Speaker, in November of 2006, 
pursuant to a boatload of assurances 
and solemn promises that the human 
rights situation would improve, Viet-
nam became the first country to be re-
moved from the Countries of Particular 
Concern. It was also part of an effort to 
try to get into the World Trade Organi-
zation. 

Despite this flurry of international 
recognition, tangible economic benefit, 
despite the hopes of many, including 
and especially the Vietnamese people, 
Vietnam has reverted with a vengeance 
to its repressive practices and has ar-
rested, imprisoned and imposed 
lengthy prison sentences on numerous 
individuals who only want freedom. 

Mr. Speaker, these massive human 
rights violations perpetrated by the 
Government of Vietnam cannot be 
overlooked, they cannot be trivialized. 
These human rights violations occur as 
we meet here today, and they cannot 
continue without equally serious con-
sequences. 

I do believe that this snapback to 
human rights abuse underscores per-
haps the unwitting naivete on the part 
of some who think if we just trade, 
things will get better. It has not. 

And finally, I would ask my col-
leagues to take a look at pages H 4248 
and H4249 from the May 1, 2007 CON-
GRESSIONAL RECORD, a manifesto that 
was written and signed on April 8, 2006, 
called the 8406 Block. It is a call for 
freedom and democracy and non-
violence. 

One by one, those who have signed 
this very important human rights doc-
ument in Vietnam have been hunted 
down, arrested and incarcerated by the 
government. That’s like the people who 
signed the Declaration of Independ-
ence, or again, during the Soviet years, 
those who would sign manifestos call-
ing for human rights, like Charter 77, 
who because they espoused freedom, 
found themselves in a Gulag or being 
mistreated by the government. 

I urge Members on both sides of the 
aisle to support this. This is a bipar-
tisan bill, and I appreciate that. This is 
the kind of expression that I think this 
body is known for, speaking with one 
voice, truth to power, on behalf of 
human rights. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Mr. Speaker, 
I want to associate myself with the dis-
tinguished and most eloquent state-
ment made by my good friend from 
New Jersey. 

I have not had the privilege of vis-
iting Vietnam since the days of the war 
in 1967, 1968, but I do intend to visit 
that country since it comes under the 
jurisdiction of my subcommittee. 

But again, I want to thank my good 
friend for the facts and the data that 
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he just presented. I hope my colleagues 
will take him up on reading some of 
these important documents that he had 
shared with us in his presentation. 

At this time, I would like to yield 5 
minutes to the distinguished lady from 
California, my good friend, Ms. 
Sanchez. 

Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of Cali-
fornia. I thank the chairman for allow-
ing me to speak today on this issue of 
the Vietnam Human Rights Act of 2007. 

As you know, I represent the largest 
Vietnamese community outside of 
Vietnam in the world, and so I’ve had 
the chance to visit Vietnam now three 
times. Actually, I just finished visiting 
in April of this year. Before that, I had 
been denied a visa to visit Vietnam for 
three times in the past 21⁄2 years. 

Now, I rise today in support of my 
colleague’s House Resolution 3096, be-
cause this is a very critical time in our 
relationship with Vietnam. 

Before being accepted in the World 
Trade Organization in January, the 
Government of Vietnam assured the 
world that they would make signifi-
cant progress in the area of human 
rights, things that we, as Americans, 
really sometimes take for granted; 
freedom of speech, freedom of the 
press, freedom of collective bargaining, 
freedom to assemble as we wish, and 
most importantly, really one of the 
reasons our country was founded, free-
dom of religion. 

As my colleague from New Jersey 
stated, we had put Vietnam on the List 
of Particular Concern with respect to 
the infringement on religious beliefs of 
the people of Vietnam, and even they 
were taken off in anticipation of this 
issue of going into the WTO. Many, 
many promises in the 11 years that I 
have served in the Congress, many, 
many promises by the communist Gov-
ernment of Vietnam, yet nothing ever 
holds up. And in this particular case, 
every person who has stood up to speak 
inside of Vietnam for democracy, for 
democracy, for something other than 
the communist party, for free elec-
tions, for return of land confiscated by 
that government, for their ability to 
practice the religion that they want, 
for their ability to assemble three or 
four or five on a street corner with a 
simple sign, asking, wanting, searching 
for democracy. And each and every one 
of these people are under house arrest, 
have been put in prison. One of them, 
Father Ly, for example, was given a 
trial, a trial that lasted one day, no at-
torney available to him, in a very fa-
mous photograph sent across the world 
of the communist government with 
their hand over his mouth at his very 
own trial because they didn’t want him 
to be heard by the world. 

The venerable Thich Quang Do, a 
Buddhist, through peaceful means say-
ing we need religious freedom, recog-
nize the church where most of the Bud-
dhists in Vietnam want to belong. But 

nothing. Instead, he is under house ar-
rest. All of these dissidents, and yet 
they continue to speak up and try to 
tell the world that there is no human 
right in Vietnam. And they continue to 
fight. 

Many of my colleagues on the other 
side and on our side of the aisle have 
been working to get this message out. 
So then they got WTO, and they im-
prisoned everybody. I was there in 
April. There were no dissidents to 
meet. I asked to go to the prisons. I 
asked to go see those who had been put 
behind bars. They laughed. They would 
not let me. They said, How dare you 
ask. You know better than to ask to 
see these people. And our ambassador, 
at his residence there, put together a 
tea of the wives and the mothers of the 
dissidents, not people who had spoken 
up, simply because they were married 
and these women were worried about 
their husbands. And they came to talk 
to us. They were stopped at their 
homes. They were barricaded in their 
homes. The streets were barricaded to 
their homes so they couldn’t get out. 
And the two who made it, now in a 
very famous video playing on the Inter-
net, as I came to the home, so did those 
women, the two who got through. And 
about 25 communist government sol-
diers descended upon us, pulling us 
apart and dragging away one of the 
women. The ambassador came out. He 
said these women are simply here to 
come and have tea with us. But they 
would have none of it. This is democ-
racy? These are the human rights that 
this government promised? 

So I say today, let us not be conspira-
tors with this government in the back-
slide of progress. Please, I ask my col-
leagues, join us in voting for this reso-
lution today. 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield such time as he may 
consume to the distinguished gen-
tleman from California (Mr. ROYCE), 
who has spoken out on behalf of human 
rights in Vietnam with great faithful-
ness, is also a cosponsor of this legisla-
tion, and also promoted legislation 
that was successful in expanding Radio 
Free Asia. 

Mr. ROYCE. Mr. Speaker, I also rise 
in support of the Vietnam Human 
Rights Act of 2007. 

I join Congressman SMITH, and the ef-
forts made by others here that have 
been tireless, the strategy of trying to 
shine some light on Vietnam, trying to 
get the international community to 
look at what is happening there. 

I’ve worked with Congressman SMITH 
on this legislation since 2001, and I 
know the importance of having it 
passed, but also, I know the trouble 
that it has been met with in the other 
body. And if we can overcome the ob-
jections of a few in the other body, this 
bill will be an important tool in press-
ing Hanoi to end its wanton disregard 
for human rights. 

I think the necessity of this legisla-
tion is because since early this year 
the crackdown has intensified in 
Hanoi, in Vietnam to such an extent 
that especially students, especially 
spokesmen for religious organizations 
there are receiving these one-hour 
show trials where afterwards they’re 
being sent to a penitentiary, 8 years in 
the case of Father Ly. It was 14-some 
years ago when he was sent away the 
first time. And Mr. Speaker, I’ve had 
the opportunity there, in Vietnam, to 
meet with the venerable Thich Quang 
Do, when he was under house arrest, 
and Le Quang Liem and see the incred-
ible repression that they face, and to 
see what is really a slow strangulation 
of the culture and of the traditional re-
ligion as the state attempts to rewrite 
religion without the support of the re-
ligious leaders, and thus come down 
hard on those religious leaders and try 
to remove them from society and try 
to imprison them certainly when they 
speak out. 

b 1515 
As Human Rights Watch said, this is 

the worst crackdown that we have seen 
in Vietnam in 20 years. In the past 
year, Vietnamese officials brought this 
harassment to religious leaders and po-
litical dissidents and student activists 
to these new draconian levels that, un-
fortunately, force us to act here. 

This bill’s focus on Vietnam suppres-
sion of the democratic movement and 
its tight control over the media will be 
an important component in bringing 
change. Why? Because with this legis-
lation, Radio Free Asia will now better 
be able to bring objective news and to 
be a surrogate voice for opinions and 
news outside of the state-sponsored 
propaganda, so the Vietnamese people 
will hear of the spread of democratic 
values in Asia. 

Frankly, the spread of democratic 
values in Asia is critical to U.S. secu-
rity interests. It is important to note 
that Vietnam has recently ratcheted 
up its efforts to block radio broadcasts 
from Radio Free Asia. This tells me 
that not only are these broadcasts hav-
ing a positive effect in combating state 
propaganda, but Hanoi is feeling in-
creased political pressure. This bill 
provides the means to overcome radio 
jamming and the funds for continued 
broadcasts. 

So, Mr. Speaker, I urge passage of 
the bill. I think it sends a firm message 
to Hanoi that abuse of this kind to 
nonviolent citizens in the country will 
not be met with silence, but, frankly, 
that we will take action not only in 
terms of the broadcasting, but this also 
authorizes our administration to pro-
vide U.S. assistance through appro-
priate nongovernmental organizations 
and the Human Rights Defenders Fund 
for the support of the individuals and 
organizations to promote human rights 
and to promote nonviolent democratic 
change inside the country. 
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So besides capping U.S. nonhumani-

tarian assistance, this other leverage 
will be very helpful in terms of trying 
to protect the human rights and dig-
nity of the students and of the reli-
gious leaders right now that are facing 
such persecution inside Vietnam. 

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Mr. Speaker, 
I yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Mr. Speaker, I want to thank my col-
leagues from California, Mr. ROYCE and 
Ms. SANCHEZ, for their most out-
standing statements and their support 
of this proposed legislation offered by 
my good friend, the gentleman from 
New Jersey. 

It saddens me because of the times 
and the periods that I have had the op-
portunity of meeting with several dele-
gations that have represented Vietnam 
for the past couple of years. As my 
good friend from New Jersey has stated 
earlier, they have made a lot of prom-
ises. We have taken their promises in 
good faith, and now we find ourselves 
in a situation where their promises 
have been severely questioned. I kind 
of like to think that when a country 
makes a promise, they like to keep it. 
If this is the way Vietnam is doing 
business, then certainly we ought to do 
something about it. 

Again, I want to thank my good 
friend from New Jersey for his author-
ship of this bill. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr. 
Speaker, before yielding back the bal-
ance of our time, again, I want to 
thank Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA and just re-
mind my colleagues that this is the 
third time this legislation, both under 
the Republican leadership, and now, 
thankfully, the Speaker has seen fit to 
bring this to the floor, as well, the 
third time I have brought this bill to 
the floor. Twice it passed the House. 
Hopefully, it will pass it again. 

I think there is a greater sense of ur-
gency now because there is this new, 
and I would call it an ugly and perva-
sive, crackdown. They got all their eco-
nomic benefits. They got their World 
Trade Organization accession, and, as I 
said before, PNTR was passed by this 
House and the bilateral agreement be-
fore that. So they got all of that. Now, 
they just have gone right back to the 
ugliest commissions of crimes against 
their own people. 

Mr. Speaker, let me just also say to 
my colleagues that we have heard from 
some very reliable sources that those 
who have been incarcerated, those who 
are being intimidated are being told 
that the United States really doesn’t 
care about human rights; that all that 
we care about is the almighty buck, 
the dollar, and making profits. I want 
to remind them that we have not 
walked away. This is a bipartisan ex-
pression of concern for their well- 
being. 

Of course, we know why they do this. 
I will never forget Wei Jingsheng, the 
great human rights Democracy Wall 
leader, who spent years in the Chinese 
laogai, or gulag, coming and testifying 
at a hearing that I convened on human 
rights abuses in China. He said that 
one of the ways that they break people 
in prison is to say that nobody cares 
and that everybody has forgotten. It 
says in the Bible that without hope, 
the people perish. And that is I think 
doubly, triply true when you are an in-
carcerated political prisoner and you 
are told that you have been abandoned. 

I want those individuals to know we 
have not abandoned them. We care 
deeply for them. We pray for them; and 
we are trying to do what we can do, 
using legislation to try to effectuate 
their release and hopefully, some day, 
welcome a Vietnam that is democratic, 
free, and a protector of human rights, 
not a violator. 

Mr. Speaker, let me also finally say 
that right after we passed this legisla-
tion out of committee in the Inter-
national Relations Committee in a to-
tally bipartisan effort, the Communist 
Party of Vietnam’s online newspaper 
berated me and my colleagues very, 
very, I think, viciously. They did what 
all human rights abusers always do. 
They said, Don’t interfere with our in-
ternal affairs. 

Well, we have heard that before, Mr. 
Speaker. We have heard it from the So-
viet Union. We have heard it from 
Cuba. We have heard it from countries 
where gulags are filled with human 
rights activists and freedom-loving in-
dividuals. We heard it from South Afri-
ca in the 1980s when many of us spoke 
out passionately against apartheid. 
They said, Don’t intervene in our inter-
nal affairs. 

I hope the Senate takes note. I hope 
my colleagues will read what is truly 
going on in Vietnam today. I have put 
this in the RECORD, the 8406 Manifesto, 
a great statement of human rights call, 
and will include as the judge’s findings 
in the sentencing of the two people, in-
cluding Dai that I mentioned earlier. 
You read this and you realize why we 
get so concerned, those of us like Mr. 
FALEOMAVAEGA and others who follow 
this day in and day out. This is an in-
dictment on the system, not on the in-
dividuals who have been sent to prison. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
read this. I urge passage of this bill. 

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
I rise today in strong support of H.R. 3096, the 
Vietnam Human Rights Act of 2007, intro-
duced by my distinguished colleague, Mr. 
SMITH. This important legislation provides eco-
nomic and political incentives for the Viet-
namese government to improve its human 
rights record and ensure freedom and democ-
racy. This bill also encourages the dissemina-
tion of information to the people of Vietnam 
through promoting free media and encour-
aging educational exchanges with the United 
States that will allow for a true democracy of 
truth and knowledge develop. 

Mr. Speaker, despite a recent history of 
warfare and an oppressive command econ-
omy, Vietnam is now making extraordinary 
progress. Last year, Vietnam’s economy grew 
by over 8 percent, and it hosted the Asia Pa-
cific Economic Cooperation Summit. In Janu-
ary 2007, Vietnam joined the World Trade Or-
ganization. 

This rapid economic progress has improved 
the lives of millions of Vietnamese. However, 
I remain concerned about the lack of political 
openness and reported human rights abuses. 
In this repressive atmosphere, the government 
arrests individuals who are peacefully advo-
cating democracy as well as limiting the free-
dom of religion, freedom of the press, and 
freedom of information. 

Vietnam today is at a crossroads, the gov-
ernment must now choose to accept its re-
sponsibilities to its citizens or continue upon 
its trajectory of shunning them, facing increas-
ing international scrutiny. The United States 
and the Congress must react to the situation 
in Vietnam with firmness and resolve; we are 
unable and unwilling to ignore human rights 
abuses and political suppression anywhere in 
the world. 

By limiting the amount of funds the United 
States provides to the Vietnamese Govern-
ment pending a substantial and documented 
improvement in its human rights record, the 
United States will show its commitment to the 
promotion of freedom and democracy through-
out the world. This bill will prohibit the provi-
sion of additional non-humanitarian funds un-
less the Vietnamese Government has re-
leased political prisoners, made progress on 
respecting freedom of religion, made progress 
on returning church properties, allowed the Vi-
etnamese people access to U.S. refugee pro-
grams, made progress on protecting ethnic mi-
nority rights, and has held accountable any of-
ficial who is found to have been complicit in 
the trafficking of humans. 

The provisions of this legislation work to en-
sure that the Vietnamese Government halts 
any and all human rights abuses, while also 
respecting and ensuring the rights of its citi-
zens. I believe that this legislation provides the 
necessary administrative outline that will allow 
the United States to pursue the best possible 
relationship with Vietnam and cement our po-
sition as an advocate of human rights in the 
realm of international affairs. The bill makes it 
the policy of the United States to actively pro-
mote democracy and freedom through edu-
cational exchanges, as well as offering ref-
ugee resettlement to all eligible nationals of 
Vietnam. This bipartisan resolution is a crucial 
step toward securing the promotion of free-
dom, democracy, and a respect for universal 
human rights in Vietnam, the United States 
and the world as a focal point of United States 
foreign policy. 

I strongly urge my colleagues to join me in 
supporting this important legislation. 

Mr. WOLF. Mr. Speaker, I rise today in sup-
port of H.R. 3096, the Vietnam Human Rights 
Act of 2007, a bill which I am pleased to co-
sponsor. Introduced by my good friend and 
colleague, Representative CHRIS SMITH of 
New Jersey, a champion of human rights in 
this House, this is an important measue which 
speaks to the deteriorating state of human 
rights in Vietnam. 
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After joining the World Trade Organization 

in January 2007, the politburo of the Viet-
namese Communist Party (VCP) has carried 
out a large-scale brutal campaign of arrest 
against the nascent movement for democracy 
in Vietnam. Ignoring all international criticism 
and strenuous protests of the Vietnamese 
people, inside Vietnam and abroad, the com-
munist regime in Hanoi has shamefully 
pushed ahead with its crackdown. Among oth-
ers, the following events were particularly dis-
concerting to me: 

On February 18, 2007, the second day of 
the Lunar New Year, which is the most sacred 
time in Vietnamese culture, the communist se-
curity forces raided Father Nguyen Van Ly’s 
office within the Communal Residence of the 
Hue Archdiocese. Father Ly was later ban-
ished to a remote, secluded area in Hue. 

On March 8, 2007, Reverend Nguyen Cong 
Chinch and his wife were brutally assaulted by 
security forces of Gia Lai Province in the Cen-
tral Highlands, who then arrested Reverend 
Chinch on undisclosed charges. 

Also on March 8, 2007, 2 prominent human 
rights activists and lawyers, Mr. Nguyen Van 
Dai and Ms. Le Thi Cong Nhan, were arrested 
in Hanoi and were told that they would be de-
tained for 4 months as part of an undisclosed 
investigation. 

On March 9, 2007, Mr. Tran Van Hoa, a 
member of the People’s Democracy Party in 
Quang Ninh Province, and Mr. Pham Van 
Troi, a member of the Committee for Human 
Rights in Ha Tay, were summoned by security 
forces and threatened with ‘‘immeasurable 
consequences’’ if they do not stop their advo-
cacy for human rights in Vietnam. 

Also on March 10, 2007, state security 
forces also raided the home of Ms. Tran Khai 
Thanh Thuy, a writer, on the grounds that she 
advocated for ‘‘people with grievances’’ 
against the government. They took away 2 
computers, 2 cell phones, and hundreds of ap-
peals that she had prepared for victims of the 
government’s abuses. 

On March 12, 2007, lawyer Le Quoc Quan, 
a consultant on local governance for the World 
Bank, Asian Development Bank, UNDP, and 
Swedish International Development Agency, 
was arrested in his hometown, Nghe An, less 
than a week after he returned from a fellow-
ship at the National Endowment for Democ-
racy in Washington, DC. His whereabouts are 
unknown at this time. 

On April 5, 2007, the Vietnamese authorities 
in Hanoi rudely prevented Congresswoman 
LORETTA SANCHEZ (D–CA) from meeting with 
several dissidents’ wives at a gathering orga-
nized at the U.S. Ambassador’s home. The 
police reportedly used very hostile and undig-
nified manners to intervene in the meeting. 

Furthermore, the Hanoi communist regime 
is still imprisoning many political dissidents 
and labor advocates such as Huynh Nguyen 
Dao, Truong Quoc Huy, Nguyen Tan Hoanh, 
Doan Huu Chuong, and more than 350 lay 
people of the Protestant churches in the Cen-
tral Highland. 

I share the concerns of the Vietnamese- 
Americans in my district, as well as all across 
the country, who are very angered and dis-
tressed by what they perceive as a new and 
aggressive plan of the Hanoi government to 
reverse the progress of human rights in Viet-

nam. It seems to me that the Vietnamese gov-
ernment is conducting this crackdown on ad-
vocates of human rights and religious freedom 
because it believes that the U.S. has no fur-
ther leverage in the region. Now that Vietnam 
has been admitted to the WTO, and met with 
the Holy See, they believe they can respond 
in this brutal fashion to supporters of democ-
racy and freedom and we will not respond. 

Throughout my years in Congress, I have 
worked to foster human rights and religious 
freedom throughout the world. I have raised 
this issue with U.S. government officials often, 
especially since this recent crackdown, in an 
effort to pressure the Vietnamese government 
to stop persecuting its citizens. I believe the 
State Department should consider putting Viet-
nam back on the list of Countries of Particular 
Concern if the human rights situation in Viet-
nam does not improve. I believe that the State 
Department is failing the Vietnamese people 
struggling for human rights, and is not doing 
all that it can do to advocate on behalf of the 
Vietnamese people. The Vietnamese people 
should be able to choose their own leaders 
through free and fair elections and to use the 
Internet freely without censure or restrictions. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge a unanimous vote for 
passage of this legislation so that the Viet-
namese people will know that the U.S. House 
of Representatives stands in support of their 
freedom. 

Mr. TOM DAVIS of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise today in strong support of H.R. 3096. 

When the United States and Vietnam re-
sumed diplomatic relations over 10 years ago, 
it was the hope of many Americans that by in-
creasing economic ties with Vietnam, we 
would be a beacon of light that would shine on 
the human rights atrocities also occurring in 
Vietnam. 

Despite increased U.S. relations, Vietnam 
has failed to protect the rights of its people. 
The Vietnamese government controls the 
press, suppressing the basic, core right of free 
speech that we as Americans hold to be so 
vital. 

While maintaining fiscal relations with Viet-
nam is important for a plethora of reasons, the 
overriding consideration for the U.S. in any re-
lationship with a foreign country should be in 
evaluating how a foreign country treats its own 
people. The Vietnamese Communist Party has 
failed the people of Vietnam, and we fail with 
them if we refuse to recognize the atrocities 
occurring every day. 

This bill, the Vietnam Human Rights Act of 
2007, is an important step in continuing to 
keep pressure on the Vietnamese Communist 
Party. As we have learned in addressing 
human rights issues in numerous countries 
throughout the world, one of the most effective 
methods of protecting the rights of others is to 
hit oppressive regimes where it counts—in 
their wallets. 

Under H.R. 3096, Vietnam would face losing 
millions in non-humanitarian aid unless the 
president certifies that Vietnam begins releas-
ing its political prisoners and protecting the 
basic rights of freedom of speech and freedom 
of religion—rights that we hold self-evident not 
as Americans, but as human beings. At the 
same time, this legislation provides $2 million 
in humanitarian aid for the next 2 years, and 
$9.1 million in FY 2008 and $1.1 million in FY 

2009 to overcome the jamming of Radio Free 
Asia. Providing access to this programming 
will help to empower the people of Vietnam 
and provide even more hope at a time when 
hope is most needed. 

Today, over 1.5 million Vietnamese reside in 
the United States. In the 11th District of Vir-
ginia, the Vietnamese community is a thriving 
population, many of whom I am proud to call 
my friends and neighbors. Vietnamese Ameri-
cans are entrepreneurs, many owning small 
businesses and serving as constant reminders 
that the American Dream is alive and well. 
Their loved ones in Vietnam deserve that 
same dream. 

I commend my good friend from New Jersey 
and the other sponsors for bringing this bill to 
the floor, and I urge my colleagues to join me 
in the passage of this important resolution. 

Ms. BORDALLO. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
in strong support of H.R. 3096, the Vietnam 
Human Rights Act of 2007. H.R. 3096 makes 
important contributions to the ongoing dia-
logue with our ally the Socialist Republic of 
Vietnam regarding the importance of the pro-
tection of human rights in Vietnam. 

Vietnam, to further it role as a responsible 
member of the international community, must 
release individuals imprisoned for political and 
religious beliefs. The government, though its 
policies and actions, must display a greater re-
spect for religious freedoms and the rights of 
minorities. Essential to achieving this goal is 
for Vietnam to allow individuals who seek such 
protections full access to U.S. sponsored ref-
ugee programs. Further, Vietnam must end 
any and all support its government officials 
provide for trafficking of humans. H.R. 3096 
makes future non-humanitarian U.S. assist-
ance to Vietnam conditional upon the Presi-
dent of the United States certifying to Con-
gress progress made by the government of 
Vietnam on these important matters. 

I am concerned by reports the government 
of Vietnam blocks the Radio Free Asia pro-
gramming. I fully support the provision in H.R. 
3096 to authorize appropriate efforts be made 
to overcome such interference. I also fully 
support provisions in H.R. 3096 supporting the 
educational and cultural exchange programs 
with Vietnam to promote progress toward free-
dom and democracy. 

The protection of the human rights in Viet-
nam is particularly important to me and the 
people of Guam. The fall of the Republic of 
Vietnam in 1975 displaced approximately 
three million Vietnamese. My late husband Ri-
cardo J. Bordallo, then Governor of Guam, 
welcomed the 150,000 Vietnamese refugees 
who landed on Guam’s shores in April 1975. 
I vividly remember how the Guam community 
came together in solidarity with the Viet-
namese people and worked hard to help com-
fort these brave individuals who had left all 
their worldly possessions behind in the name 
of freedom. 

The people of Guam empathized with the 
Vietnamese refugees, and we opened our 
hearts as well as our island to them. As First 
Lady, I organized care for the hundreds of or-
phan babies who arrived as a result of Oper-
ation Baby Lift. A poignant experience, this ef-
fort remains as one of my fondest memories 
of my husband’s first term as Governor of 
Guam. 
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Vietnam today is a country that seeks peace 

with its neighbors, prosperity at home, and 
friendly relations with the United States. The 
provisions contained in H.R. 3096 will help to-
wards achieving those ends. 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, in 
light of the Vietnam Human Rights Act of 
2007, H.R. 3096, which was debated on the 
House Floor yesterday, September 17, 2007, 
and which passed overwhelmingly this after-
noon, I would like to include in the record por-
tions of the trial proceedings for Attorney 
Nguyen Van Dai and Attorney Le Thi Cong 
Nhan who are referenced in this legislation. 
Both individuals were ruthlessly seized by the 
Government of Vietnam on March 6, 2007, in 
Vietnam’s most recent crackdown on democ-
racy and human rights advocates. The ac-
cused each received years of imprisonment 
after being found guilty of ‘‘disseminating prop-
aganda against the Socialist Republic of Viet-
nam,’’ I urge each and every one of my col-
leagues to read this chilling account of the Vi-
etnamese justice system. 

THE SOCIALIST REPUBLIC OF VIETNAM; 
INDEPENDENCE—LIBERTY—HAPPINESS 

THE PEOPLE’S COURT OF HANOI CITY 
Preliminary criminal sentence, No. 153/ 

2007/HSST, May 11, 2007. In the name of the 
Socialist Republic of Vietnam, The People’s 
Court of Hanoi City. The Preliminary Trial 
Committee is composed of: 

Presiding Judge: Mr. Nguyen Huu Chinh. 
People’s Jurors: 1. Mr. Nguyen Thanh Ha, 2. 
Mrs. Tran Hong Thuy. Court clerk/recorder: 
Mrs. Nguyen Thi Huyen, cadre of the Peo-
ple’s Court of Hanoi City, Representative of 
The Hanoi City People’s Office of Procuracy: 
1. Mr. Dinh Trong Nghia, Procurator, 2. Mr. 
Dinh Quoc Thai, Procurator. 

On May 11, 2007, the following defendants 
were preliminarily tried by the People’s 
Court of Hanoi City under Criminal Docket 
No. 138/2007/HSST of April 24, 2007: 

1. NGUYEN VAN DAI born 1969, in Da 
Trach, Khoai Chau District, Hung Yen Prov-
ince; domiciled at Apartment 302, House Z8, 
Back Khoa Communal Building, Bach Khoa 
Ward, Hai Ba Trung Precinct, Ha Noi City; 
occupation at the time of committing 
crimes: Head Attorney of the Thien An Law 
Office; educational background: Grade 12/12; 
born of Mr. Nguyen Van Cap and Mrs. 
Nguyen Thi Thom; married to Vu Minh 
Khanh; arrested and placed under temporary 
detention since March 6, 2007; is present at 
the trial. 

2. LE THI CONG NHAN: born 1979 in Go 
Cong Tay, Tien Giang Province; domiciled at 
Apartment 48 (currently Apartment 316), 
House A7, Government Office Employees’ 
Communal Building, Phuong Mai Ward, 
Dong Da Precinct, Ha Noi City; occupation 
at the time of committing crimes: Staff At-
torney of the Thien An Law Office; edu-
cational background: Grade 12/12; born of Mr. 
Le Minh Duc and Mrs. Tran Thi Le; arrested 
and placed under temporary detention since 
March 6, 2007; is present at the trial. 

Defendant Nguyen Van Dai’s trial attor-
neys: Mr. Tran Lam, Hai Phong City Law-
yers Bar (in attendance), Mr. Dam Van Hieu, 
Attorney, Thong Nhat Law Office, Ha Noi 
City Lawyers Bar (in attendance), Defendant 
Le Thi Cong Nhan’s trial attorney, Mr. Tran 
Lam, Hai Phong City Lawyers’ Bar (in at-
tendance). 

BE IT JUDGED THAT: 1. Relative to de-
fendant Nguyen Van Dai. At both the inves-
tigative offices and the trial, defendant 
Nguyen Van Dai admitted that he had writ-

ten a number of articles, e.g. ‘‘Freedom to 
Form a [Political] Party’’ and ‘‘Vietnamese 
People Have the Ability to Build a Multi- 
Party System’’. The defendants had distrib-
uted these articles through the media of re-
actionary Vietnamese organizations over-
seas, and participated in interviews via the 
Internet with overseas anti-socialist ele-
ments. The contents of these articles were 
meant to smear and degrade the leading role 
of the VCP. He maintained that under cur-
rent circumstances, because the VCP did not 
have enough ability to lead the Revolution 
Vietnam is in dire need of a change of the 
ruling party or to a pluralistic, multi-party 
system in order to emerge out of poverty. 

As provided for in Article 4 of the SVN’s 
Constitution, the VCP—the vanguard of the 
worker class and loyal representative serv-
ing the interests of the worker class and the 
working people—is the leading force of the 
State and society. That positively affirms 
that since the VCP is the only preferred 
leader of the Vietnam Revolution all other 
political parties and their activities are in 
fact in non-compliance and illegal. Because 
of the fact that the defendant is the one who 
drafted the ‘‘Bylaws’’ of the Democratic 
Party and supported the platforms of Hoang 
Minh Chinh’s Democratic Party, and that he 
has also written a number of articles, criti-
cizing the VCP and advocating a pluralistic 
and multi-party regime, Dai has obviously 
committed a serious violation of the Con-
stitution and laws of Vietnam. 

Based on the admissible evidences and 
Dai’s own admissions at the trial, from the 
time when the Thien An Law Office was 
founded to his arrest, Dai had never served 
as a trial lawyer and acted according to his 
duties, as specified in his professional li-
cense. Instead, he had made contacts and ex-
changed information regarding democracy 
and human rights with a number of political 
opportunists who acted in opposition to the 
VCP and against the SRV. The defendant had 
joined and enthusiastically supported the 
platforms of the so-called Vietnam Progres-
sion Party (VPP) and Bloc 8406, a [political] 
organization founded illegally by Nguyen 
Van Ly in Vietnam. The defendant had con-
ferred and concurred with Nguyen Van Ly on 
the platform of the VPP, as well as visited 
Ho Chi Minh City to engage a number of Do 
Nam Hai’s supporters in various efforts to 
support both Bloc 8406 and the VPP. 

The defendant was also a member of the 
‘‘Independent Trade Union’’. He admitted to 
his contacts with such overseas individuals 
as Nguyen Dinh Thang, Vu Quoc Dung, Tran 
Ngoc Thanh, etc., which focused on ‘‘democ-
racy and human rights issues’’. However, 
seized documents and evidences have at-
tested to the intentions of these exiled Viet-
namese who are fiercely opposed to the 
State. The defendant’s contacts with these 
subjects have gone beyond the discussion of 
democracy and human rights issues, and 
they have in fact intended to form a number 
of organizations and political parties in op-
position to the VCP and the SRV. According 
to witness Tran Van Hoa’s statements, on 
September 2006 defendant Dai asked the 
former to come to Hanoi so that they could 
together make a trip to China, where they 
planned to meet with Tran Ngoc Thanh, an 
overseas Vietnamese in Poland to discuss the 
founding of the ‘‘so-called’’ Independent 
Trade Union. 

Having searched the Thien An Law Office 
headed by Nguyen Van Dai, and the resi-
dence of Nguyen Van Dai, the investigative 
authorities seized numerous documents, 
among which there were 121 stacks of docu-

ments. Some documents containing contents 
of extremely reactionary nature are meant 
to twist the facts about the VCP, and to 
smear the honor and tarnish the reputations 
of the Party, President Ho Chi Minh and the 
top leaderships of the Party and the State, 
e.g. a document titled ‘‘The Vietnamese 
Communist Party is Bad Karma,’’ and ‘‘The 
Secrets of the New Vietnamese Prime Min-
ister.’’ Another 475-page document, authored 
by a ‘‘Quoc-Quoc,’’ is full of distortions with 
regard to the history of the revolutionary 
struggle, the policies of the VCP and the 
State throughout the different stages of the 
Revolution, as well as blemishes and bad-
mouthing against the high-ranking officials 
and top cadres of the Party. 

The document, titled ‘‘Diary of a Victim of 
Injustice,’’ contains the slants and distor-
tions of facts, and false allegations that the 
government and police brutally repressed 
legal complainants. In addition, the authori-
ties also captured many documents written 
by other anti-State political opportunists, 
notably ‘‘Democracy and Human Rights in 
VN’’ and ‘‘Eternal Aspirations,’’ authored by 
Nguyen Thanh Giang. Scores of other docu-
ments and publications circulated by over-
seas Vietnamese organizations include the 
bi-monthly ‘‘Tu Do Ngon Luan,’’ (Freedom of 
Speech) the ‘‘To Quoc’’ (Fatherland) maga-
zine, the ‘‘Tu Do Dan Chu’’ (Freedom & De-
mocracy) newsletter, the Bloc 8406–pro-
claimed ‘‘The Declaration of Freedom and 
Democracy for Vietnam’’. Being very reac-
tionary in content, these documents are full 
of distortions of the current realities of Viet-
nam and allegations that all the inalienable 
rights of the Vietnamese people are being 
brutally trampled upon and the contentions 
that their goal is to struggle for a change of 
regime in Vietnam. 

At the trial, the defendant admitted to 
having contacts and Internet direct-linked 
interviews with foreign newspapers and radio 
stations regarding the issues of democracy 
and human rights in Vietnam. However, doc-
umented evidences have revealed that during 
these contacts and interviews the defendant 
always provided untruths and distortions re-
garding the democracy and human rights sit-
uation in Vietnam, and provocative bad-
mouthing against the socialist regime and 
the VCP, and he called for a change of re-
gime as well. At the same time, he had re-
ceived other documents calling for a boycott 
of the 2007 National Assembly Election. An-
other document ‘‘Wear White on the 1st and 
15th of the Month in Support of Democracy,’’ 
a campaign document published by Bloc 8406 
proclaiming 10 conditions for a multi-party 
National Assembly election. Another Bloc 
8406 document initiated the launching of a 
boycott of the 2007 One-Party National As-
sembly Election. 

Nguyen Van Dai held classes regularly at 
the Thien An law office to provide propa-
ganda on the subject of Democracy, Human 
Dignity and Human Rights. Witnesses Dong 
Thi Giang, Khong Van Thanh, Nguyen Ba 
Truc, and Giap Van Hieu that Dai had in-
vited to participate in the classes, all af-
firmed that during those class lectures both 
Dai and Nhan had zealously badmouthed the 
political and social state of the nation, the 
Government of the SRV. Dai had alleged 
that the SRV does not respect human rights 
and has employed torture and violence 
against innocent citizens. The defendant, 
while maintaining that the ‘‘Party Nomi-
nates, Citizen Elects’’ election trick is un-
democratic, called for a change of the social-
ist regime that would deny the VCP its mo-
nopoly of power in order to achieve social 
equality. 
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The defendant’s criminal conduct has con-

stituted the crime of ‘‘disseminating propa-
ganda against the Socialist Republic of Viet-
nam,’’ as stipulated in Article 88 of the 
Criminal Code and determined in the indict-
ment of the Hanoi City People’s Office of 
Procuracy. : 

2. Relative to defendant Le Thi Cong Nhan. 
At the investigative offices and at the trial, 
the defendant admitted that she was a mem-
ber of the Vietnam Progression Party (VPP) 
and that of Bloc 8406 (founded by Nguyen 
Van Ly). Nhan participated as the VPP 
spokesperson. She indicated that she had 
joined the party voluntarily. The Trial Com-
mittee is of the opinion that the purpose of 
this organization is to act against the VCP 
and the SRV in order to drastically change 
the political regime of Vietnam. Her organi-
zation appealed for a pluralistic, multi-party 
system and incited the people to ‘‘Wear 
White’’ as a demonstration of support for de-
mocracy. As such, the defendant’s participa-
tion and support of the VPP’s platform is a 
violation of State laws. 

The defendant herself wrote the article, 
‘‘The Truth about the Repeal of Decree 31/CP 
of April 14, 1997’’. The content of her article 
indicates that the repeal of this decree was 
phony with the intent to misdirect public 
opinion. In her interviews, the defendant 
also commented on Directive 37 issued by the 
Prime Minister that this directive is un-
democratic as it prohibits freedom of the 
press. All her articles contain fabrications, 
defamations, ridicules, and attacks on the 
regime. The defendant maintained that the 
Vietnamese political structure is dictatorial, 
infantile, and uncivilized. Nhan’s articles 
and documents were distributed in the form 
of direct answers to foreign radio networks 
such as BBC, RFA (Radio Free Asia), or 
Internet-linked interviews with overseas Vi-
etnamese exiles. 

In a house search, the investigative au-
thorities have seized many stacks of docu-
ments which had been circulated by both do-
mestic and overseas political opportunists. 
These documents contain bad-intent distor-
tions of the facts and protests against the 
current directions and policies of the Party 
and the State. They include: appeals to 
‘‘boycott the National Assembly Election of 
2007; demands for a pluralistic, multi-party 
system, etc.; instructions for the populace to 
‘‘Wear White’’ on the first and 15th day of 
the month to support democracy in Vietnam; 
‘‘Let’s Paint a Portrait of a Free and Demo-
cratic Vietnam’’; ‘‘How to Fight Fear’’ (writ-
ten by Nguyen Van Ly); ‘‘The Declaration of 
Democracy for Vietnam 2006’’; ‘‘The Prelimi-
nary Platform of the Vietnam Progression 
Party’’; ‘‘The Founding of an Alliance of Na-
tional Forces for Freedom, Democracy and 
Human Rights’’; ‘‘Bloc 8406 To Announce 10 
Conditions for a Multi-Party National As-
sembly Election and How To Boycott This 
Election’’; ‘‘Bloc 8406 initiating a Campaign 
to Reject the Single-Party National Assem-
bly Election of 2007’’. 

The defendant has also provided her stu-
dents with propaganda in her so-called ‘‘De-
mocracy’’ course. With great discontent, she 
has criticized and smeared our regime, fal-
sified the history of the People’s VCP-led 
revolutionary struggle, as well as called for 
the replacement of the current VCP by an-
other political party or a pluralistic, multi- 
party system. 

The defendant’s criminal conduct has con-
stituted the crime of ‘‘disseminating propa-
ganda against the Socialist Republic of Viet-
nam,’’ as stipulated by Article 88 of the 
Criminal Code and charged with in the in-

dictment of the Hanoi City People’s Office of 
Procuracy. 

The crimes both defendants have com-
mitted are very severe. They have taken ad-
vantage of their democratic rights and free-
dom to produce, possess, and distribute var-
ious documents meant to libel the People’s 
Government and oppose the SRV. Their con-
duct is deemed to be dangerous to society. It 
has generated bad opinion both in and out-
side of the country, and has directly dam-
aged our national security interests, as well 
as the benefits and achievements that the 
Vietnamese people have made throughout 
our long struggle for building and safe-
guarding the nation. Their conduct has re-
sulted in the tarnished reputations of the 
VCP, the socialist regime, and our leaders 
among the populace. They, being Vietnamese 
citizens, shall have the absolute obligations 
to abide by the laws of Vietnam. Con-
sequently, they are to be severely punished, 
once found to be in violation, as provided for 
by the laws of Vietnam. 

Although still at young age and having yet 
made contributions to the country, both de-
fendants Nguyen Van Dai and Le Thi Cong 
Nhan have committed serious crimes to the 
detriment of our national interests and secu-
rity. They need to be severely punished be-
fore the court of law in order to appreciate 
fully the effects of reform, education, and de-
terrence. In this case, defendant Nguyen Van 
Dai has been found to have actively engaged 
in carrying out his crimes although his ad-
missions were not truly sincere, Dai is to de-
serve a heavier punishment. Defendant Le 
Thi Cong Nhan has also actively committed 
her crimes. As she was found not to be fully 
cooperative in her admission at the inves-
tigative offices and at the trial, she is to be 
punished according to the severity of her 
crimes. 

House arrest shall be an additional require-
ment to their main punishments, as stipu-
lated by Article 92 of the Criminal Code. 

Evidential material: The investigative au-
thorities have seized numerous evidences 
from the Thien An Law Office, as well as the 
residences of defendants Nguyen Van Dai and 
Le Thi Cong Nhan. It is determined that 
these evidences were used as a means to have 
committed their crimes, and therefore shall 
be confiscated and kept in State’s deposi-
tories. Other captured evidences, of insignifi-
cant values, shall be destroyed. 

For the above-mentioned reasons, BE IT 
DECIDED THAT: Verdict: Defendants 
Nguyen Van Dai and Le Thi Cong Nhan are 
guilty of ‘‘disseminating propaganda against 
the Socialist Republic of Vietnam’’. 

Penalty: Nguyen Van Dai is sentenced to 5 
(five) years of imprisonment, effective as of 
his temporary detention which began on 
March 6, 2007. 

Penalty: Le Thi Cong Nhan is sentenced to 
4 (four) years of imprisonment, effective as 
of her temporary detention which began on 
March 6, 2007. 

Additional penalty: Defendant Nguyen Van 
Dai is sentenced to 4 (four) years of house ar-
rest upon completion of his imprisonment 
term. Defendant Le Thi Cong Nhan is sen-
tenced to 3 (three) years of house arrest upon 
completion of her imprisonment term. 

Evidential material: to be confiscated and 
kept in State depositories 6 CPUs, 1 flat- 
screen monitor, 1 desktop computer (16 inch, 
make Samsung), 1 digital recorder (make 
Digital Live SDR–6404), 1 Card Reader (make 
QS 034 Ba07), 1 desktop computer cable, 1 
notebook (make HP:S/NCND604172F; PN 
EP412UA # ABA), 1 scanner (make Canon 
F915800), 1 modem (make AR 325W, 6H057– 

15379), 1 Webcam (Colorvis). Destroyed 2 hard 
drive, 1 hard disk (make HD080HJ–PIN 
137216FL740777P/ V FS S/N081KL702016), 1 
hard disk (make SP4011N–S/ 
NSO1JJ50YB41562–PN: 1187J2FYB 15242P/ 
VFS). 

These evidential materials are currently 
stored at the Hanoi Evidence Depository 
Locker (Executed per the receipt of April 23, 
2007). 

Defendants Nguyen Van Dai and Le Thi 
Cong Nhan are to be fined a court fee of 
50.000 dongs each and are entitled to filing 
appeals within 15 days of the pronouncement 
of their preliminary sentences. 

For the Preliminary Trial Committee, 
Nguyen Huu Chinh, Presiding Judge. 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield back the balance of 
our time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from American Samoa 
(Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA) that the House 
suspend the rules and pass the bill, 
H.R. 3096, as amended. 

The question was taken. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the 

opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being 
in the affirmative, the ayes have it. 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr. 
Speaker, on that I demand the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the 
Chair’s prior announcement, further 
proceedings on this motion will be 
postponed. 

f 

COMMENDING THE FIRST DEMO-
CRATIC ELECTIONS IN ACEH, A 
PROVINCE IN SUMATRA, INDO-
NESIA 
Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Mr. Speaker, 

I move to suspend the rules and agree 
to the resolution (H. Res. 238) com-
mending the first democratic elections 
in Aceh, a province in Sumatra, Indo-
nesia, and expressing support for the 
further democratic development and 
implementation of the Helsinki Memo-
randum of Understanding. 

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion. 

The text of the resolution is as fol-
lows 

H. RES. 238 

Whereas for three decades there has been a 
continuous armed conflict in Aceh, a prov-
ince in Sumatra, Indonesia; 

Whereas violence between the Indonesian 
military and the Free Aceh Movement has 
resulted in an estimated 15,000 deaths in the 
region; 

Whereas the tsunami on December 26, 2004, 
killed at least 165,000 people in Aceh, dev-
astated the landscape, and led to the loss of 
livelihood for 600,000 people; 

Whereas the Government of Indonesia and 
the Free Aceh Movement signed a Memo-
randum of Understanding on August 15, 2005, 
in Helsinki; 

Whereas the Aceh Monitoring Mission 
(AMM), led by the European Union (EU), the 
Association of Southeast Asian Nations 
(ASEAN), Norway, and Switzerland, has sup-
ported the implementation of the Helsinki 
Memorandum of Understanding successfully; 
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Whereas the Free Aceh Movement has de-

mobilized its military troops and decommis-
sioned its arms; 

Whereas the Government of Indonesia has 
withdrawn its nonorganic military and po-
lice forces from Aceh; 

Whereas the Law on the Governing of Aceh 
(LoGA) was signed into law by Indonesian 
President Susilo Bambang Yudhoyono on 
August 1, 2006; 

Whereas the general life situation of the 
Acehnese has improved significantly since 
the signing of the Helsinki Memorandum of 
Understanding and the Acehnese populate 
markets and celebrate festivities in public; 

Whereas the first democratic and peaceful 
gubernatorial and district administrative 
elections in Aceh were held on December 11, 
2006, and more than 80 percent of entitled 
Acehnese voted; and 

Whereas Irwandi Yusuf, a former leader of 
the Free Aceh Movement, won the guber-
natorial election with the highest support of 
more than 38 percent of total votes: Now, 
therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the House of Representa-
tives— 

(1) commends the first democratic elec-
tions in Aceh, a province in Sumatra, Indo-
nesia, in which the Acehnese have shown 
their strong commitment to democracy and 
peace, and congratulates Irwandi Yusuf, the 
first democratic elected governor of Aceh; 

(2) expresses its ongoing support for the 
further democratic development of Aceh and 
the Helsinki Memorandum of Understanding 
signed by the Government of Indonesia and 
the Free Aceh Movement on August 15, 2005; 

(3) encourages both parties to live up to 
their commitments under the Helsinki 
Memorandum of Understanding, especially 
with regard to establishing a Human Rights 
Court for Aceh and a Commission of Truth 
and Reconciliation; and 

(4) encourages the Secretary of State and 
the Administrator of the United States 
Agency for International Development to 
commit resources in supporting the peace 
and building a strong civil society in Aceh. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
American Samoa (Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA) 
and the gentleman from New Jersey 
(Mr. SMITH) each will control 20 min-
utes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from American Samoa. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Mr. Speaker, 

I ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers may have 5 legislative days to re-
vise and extend their remarks and to 
include extraneous material on the res-
olution being considered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from American Samoa? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Mr. Speaker, 

I rise in strong support of this resolu-
tion, and I yield myself such time as I 
may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, again, I want to thank 
the leadership of our House Foreign Af-
fairs Committee, the distinguished 
gentleman from California, Chairman 
TOM LANTOS, and our senior ranking 
member, Congresswoman ROS- 
LEHTINEN, for their support and their 
leadership in bringing this bill to the 

floor. I would also like to thank our 
distinguished colleague from New York 
(Mr. CROWLEY) for introducing this im-
portant resolution. 

Mr. Speaker, on December 11, 2006, 
the Indonesian province of Aceh was 
host to one of the truly exceptional 
events in recent world history. Only 2 
years after a devastating tsunami 
claimed some 165,000 lives of the people 
of Aceh, which is a province of Indo-
nesia, and following three decades, al-
most 30 years, of violent conflict that 
ravaged this region, the courageous 
people of Aceh held peaceful and demo-
cratic elections. It was an inspiring 
testament to the human spirit. 

More than 80 percent of eligible vot-
ers cast their ballots in this landmark 
election. It signaled a new chapter in 
the lives of the beleaguered people of 
Aceh and served as a bold demonstra-
tion of the power of democracy and di-
plomacy throughout the world. 

Diplomacy, Mr. Speaker. This elec-
tion could not have taken place with-
out the willingness of the Government 
of Indonesia and the armed fighters of 
the Free Aceh Movement to take the 
important step of choosing peace over 
violence to settle their differences. 
After decades of bloody battle, the two 
sides put down their arms and nego-
tiated the Helsinki Memorandum of 
Understanding on August 15, 2006. 

b 1530 

Mr. Speaker, we have seen it from 
Northern Ireland to South Africa and 
around the world. When government 
and rebel groups are finally willing to 
lay down their arms and come to the 
negotiating table, agreements pre-
viously thought not possible can sud-
denly come to fruition. 

In addition to calling for elections, 
the Aceh Memorandum of Under-
standing also calls for the establish-
ment of a Human Rights Court and a 
Truth and Reconciliation Commission, 
very similar to what happened in 
South Africa. It is important that 
these bodies be established without 
delay so that Aceh can begin to heal 
and then fulfill its potential. 

In choosing to settle their dispute 
peacefully and committing to a demo-
cratic process, the Government of Indo-
nesia and the Free Aceh Movement 
showed true leadership by putting the 
people of Aceh first. This resolution 
commends this bold choice and the 
elections that it produced, supports the 
full implementation of the Helsinki 
Memorandum of Understanding, recog-
nizes how far Aceh has come, and ex-
presses hope for the future. 

Mr. Speaker, I also would like to rec-
ognize the leadership of the President 
of Indonesia, President Susilo 
Yudhoyono. I know he played a most 
critical role in bringing about a peace-
ful solution to the province of Aceh. 
Just as in my recent discussions with 
him a couple of months ago, he had 

given promise that he is also totally 
committed to the full implementation 
of the autonomy law that was passed 
by the Indonesian Parliament to pro-
vide for greater democracy and self- 
rule for the people of West Papua. I 
know this issue is not related to the 
Aceh situation, but I do know it is con-
nected to the fact that Jakarta or the 
Government of Indonesia is the govern-
ment responsible for what has hap-
pened between these two provinces. 

But I do want to give recognition to 
President SBY, as he is usually known 
in Indonesia, for his leadership and for 
his efforts in bringing finally to a 
peaceful solution the situation in the 
province of Aceh. 

I fully support this resolution, and I 
ask my colleagues to support its pas-
sage. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I 
may consume and rise in support of H. 
Res. 238, which commends the momen-
tous Democratic elections held in 
Aceh, Indonesia this past December. 

For decades, that region of northern 
Sumatra was caught in seemingly end-
less cycles of retribution. Separatist 
violence by the Free Aceh Movement, 
known as the GAM, provoked brutal 
crackdowns by the Indonesian mili-
tary, and far too often it was the civil-
ians in the middle who paid the price. 
That conflict and the mistrust of both 
sides appeared insurmountable. 

Then, on December 26, 2004, an even 
more terrible tragedy struck the area. 
The Indian Ocean tsunami suddenly 
snuffed out over 165,000 lives in Aceh 
alone, devastated the coastline, and 
displaced hundreds of thousands more. 

In January of 2005, within days of the 
tsunami, I visited the devastated coast-
line and the Banda Aceh aid center, 
along with the United States Navy 
crews who were providing water and 
logistical support from the USS Abra-
ham Lincoln for humanitarian relief ef-
forts. 

It was a cataclysm of biblical propor-
tions. But the immensity of the suf-
fering it caused also diminished the 
relative significance of the political 
conflicts that had afflicted those com-
munities for so long. Since then, we 
have seen progress towards democracy 
and reconciliation that would have not 
appeared possible beforehand. 

The signing of the Helsinki Memo-
randum of Understanding, the with-
drawal of Indonesian troops and mili-
tary from outside of Aceh, the demobi-
lization of the GAM forces and the en-
actment of the law on the governing of 
Aceh were all and are very positive and 
hopeful signs. 

Over 80 percent of the eligible 
Acehnese voters participated in last 
December’s peaceful district and guber-
natorial elections, and in an unmistak-
able sign of change, the former GAM 
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leader, Irwandi Yusuf, was elected as 
governor. 

Of course, the work of long-term rec-
onciliation and building of a strong 
civil society will take time and contin-
ued cooperation from all parties. Thus, 
it is appropriate that this resolution 
encourages both sides to live up to 
their commitments under the Helsinki 
Memorandum, particularly with regard 
to establishing a Human Rights Court 
for Aceh and a Truth and Reconcili-
ation Commission. Having personally 
witnessed the suffering of the Acehnese 
and the devastation of their homes and 
livelihoods following the tsunami, I am 
particularly hopeful that we are wit-
nessing the springtime of democracy, 
peace and development in Aceh. 

I want to thank Mr. CROWLEY for pre-
senting us with this opportunity to 
congratulate the people of Aceh and 
the Government of Indonesia on the 
progress they have achieved so far. 

Mr. Speaker, I have no further re-
quests for time, and I yield back the 
balance of my time. 

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Mr. Speaker, 
I yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Mr. Speaker, as much as we recognize 
what has happened and is developing 
there in Indonesia, especially in this 
province of Aceh where great democra-
tization or, I suppose, having a better 
relationship with the central govern-
ment in Jakarta, there are a couple of 
things I want to share with my col-
league. 

That is not all. Indonesia happens to 
be the fourth most populous country in 
the world. Indonesia also is the largest, 
most populous Muslim country in the 
world, with some 223 million people 
there. And they are Sunni Muslims. I 
want to share that with my colleagues 
as a point of interest. 

I think it was just last week that, if 
the media reports are accurate, Indo-
nesia also just recently signed a $1 bil-
lion arms trade agreement with Russia. 
That is a real twist there in terms of 
what is happening in the Asia-Pacific 
region and why this country ought not 
be neglected in terms of our interest 
and what we should be doing to work 
closely with the leaders of Indonesia or 
Jakarta, for that matter. 

Indonesia is going through transition 
and some very serious problems. I indi-
cated earlier about the serious prob-
lems it had had with the province of 
West Papua. West Papua is part of In-
donesia. It was a former colony of the 
Dutch. Then the dictator, Suharto, by 
use of military force colonized West 
Papua again, if you want to put it in 
those terms. 

The largest gold mining operation in 
the world happens to be in West Papua 
in this province in Indonesia. It is tre-
mendously rich in terms of minerals 
and oil and all these things that are 
part of this country. 

As much as I want to express that 
sense of hope that the resolution to 

some 30 years of war, this revolt be-
tween the people of Aceh and Indo-
nesia, I just want to express a sense of 
concern to my colleagues that the situ-
ation in West Papua is still not clear, 
and I sincerely hope in the coming 
weeks and months that President 
Susilo Yudhoyono will be more forth-
coming in terms of the commitment 
that he has made. 

I want to thank the Government of 
Indonesia for allocating some $2 bil-
lion, hopefully, finally, after some 50 or 
60 years of not even giving the time of 
day for the needs of the people of West 
Papua, some $2 billion to build an in-
frastructure, to provide better schools, 
better roads, better hospitals. I sin-
cerely hope that President SBY will 
follow through with this commitment 
concerning the province of West Papua. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from American Samoa 
(Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA) that the House 
suspend the rules and agree to the reso-
lution, H. Res. 238. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the resolu-
tion was agreed to. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

CALLING ON GOVERNMENT OF 
PEOPLE’S REPUBLIC OF CHINA 
TO RELEASE CERTAIN PRIS-
ONERS AND END SUPPRESSION 
OF UYGHUR PEOPLE 

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Mr. Speaker, 
I move to suspend the rules and agree 
to the resolution (H. Res. 497) express-
ing the sense of the House of Rep-
resentatives that the Government of 
the People’s Republic of China should 
immediately release from custody the 
children of Rebiya Kadeer and Cana-
dian citizen Huseyin Celil and should 
refrain from further engaging in acts of 
cultural, linguistic, and religious sup-
pression directed against the Uyghur 
people, and for other purposes. 

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion. 

The text of the resolution is as fol-
lows: 

H. RES. 497 

Whereas the protection of the human 
rights of minority groups is consistent with 
the actions of a responsible stakeholder in 
the international community and with the 
role of a host of a major international event 
such as the Olympic Games; 

Whereas recent actions taken against the 
Uyghur minority by authorities in the Peo-
ple’s Republic of China and, specifically, by 
local officials in the Xinjiang Uyghur Auton-
omous Region, have included major viola-
tions of human rights and acts of cultural 
suppression; 

Whereas the authorities of the People’s Re-
public of China have manipulated the stra-
tegic objectives of the international war on 

terror to increase their cultural and reli-
gious oppression of the Muslim population 
residing in the Xinjiang Uyghur Autonomous 
Region; 

Whereas an official campaign to encourage 
Han Chinese migration into the Xinjiang 
Uyghur Autonomous Region has resulted in 
the Uyghur population becoming a minority 
in their traditional homeland and has placed 
immense pressure on those who are seeking 
to preserve the linguistic, cultural, and reli-
gious traditions of the Uyghur people; 

Whereas the House of Representatives has 
a particular interest in the fate of Uyghur 
human rights leader Rebiya Kadeer, a Nobel 
Peace Prize nominee, and her family as Ms. 
Kadeer was first arrested in August 1999 
while she was en route to meet with a dele-
gation from the Congressional Research 
Service and was held in prison on spurious 
charges until her release and exile to the 
United States in the spring of 2005; 

Whereas upon her release, Ms. Kadeer was 
warned by her Chinese jailors not to advo-
cate for human rights in Xinjiang and 
throughout China while in the United States 
or elsewhere, and was reminded that she had 
several family members residing in the 
Xinjiang Uyghur Autonomous Region; 

Whereas while residing in the United 
States, Ms. Kadeer founded the International 
Uyghur Human Rights and Democracy Foun-
dation and was elected President of the 
Uyghur American Association and President 
of the World Uyghur Congress in Munich, 
Germany; 

Whereas two of Ms. Kadeer’s sons were de-
tained and beaten and one of her daughters 
was placed under house arrest in June 2006; 

Whereas President George W. Bush recog-
nized the importance of Ms. Kadeer’s human 
rights work in a June 5, 2007, speech in 
Prague, Czech Republic, when he stated: 
‘‘Another dissident I will meet here is 
Rebiyah Kadeer of China, whose sons have 
been jailed in what we believe is an act of re-
taliation for her human rights activities. 
The talent of men and women like Rebiyah 
is the greatest resource of their nations, far 
more valuable than the weapons of their 
army or their oil under the ground.’’; 

Whereas Kahar Abdureyim, Ms. Kadeer’s 
eldest son, was fined $12,500 for tax evasion 
and another son, Alim Abdureyim, was sen-
tenced to seven years in prison and fined 
$62,500 for tax evasion in a blatant attempt 
by local authorities to take control of the 
Kadeer family’s remaining business assets in 
the People’s Republic of China; 

Whereas another of Ms. Kadeer’s sons, 
Ablikim Abdureyim, was beaten by local po-
lice to the point of requiring medical atten-
tion in June 2006 and has been subjected to 
continued physical abuse and torture while 
being held incommunicado in custody since 
that time; 

Whereas Ablikim Abdureyim was also con-
victed by a kangaroo court on April 17, 2007, 
for ‘‘instigating and engaging in seces-
sionist’’ activities and was sentenced to nine 
years of imprisonment, this trial being held 
in secrecy and Mr. Abdureyim reportedly 
being denied the right to legal representa-
tion; 

Whereas two days later, on April 19, 2007, 
another court in Urumqi, the capital of 
Xinjiang Uyghur Autonomous Region, sen-
tenced Canadian citizen Huseyin Celil to life 
in prison for ‘‘splittism’’ and also for ‘‘being 
party to a terrorist organization’’ after hav-
ing successfully sought his extradition from 
Uzbekistan where he was visiting relatives; 

Whereas Chinese authorities have contin-
ued to refuse to recognize Mr. Celil’s Cana-
dian citizenship, although he was naturalized 
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in 2005, denied Canadian diplomats access to 
the courtroom when Mr. Celil was sentenced, 
and have refused to grant consular access to 
Mr. Celil in prison; 

Whereas a Chinese Foreign Ministry 
spokesperson publicly warned Canada ‘‘not 
to interfere in China’s domestic affairs’’ 
after Mr. Celil’s sentencing; and 

Whereas Mr. Celil’s case was a major topic 
of conversation in a recent Beijing meeting 
between the Canadian and Chinese Foreign 
Ministers: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That it is the sense of the House 
of Representatives that the Government of 
the People’s Republic of China— 

(1) should recognize, and seek to ensure, 
the linguistic, cultural, and religious rights 
of the Uyghur people of the Xinjiang Uyghur 
Autonomous Region; 

(2) should immediately release the children 
of Rebiya Kadeer from both incarceration 
and house arrest and cease harassment and 
intimidation of the Kadeer family members; 
and 

(3) should immediately release Canadian 
citizen Huseyin Celil and allow him to rejoin 
his family in Canada. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
American Samoa (Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA) 
and the gentleman from New Jersey 
(Mr. SMITH) each will control 20 min-
utes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from American Samoa. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Mr. Speaker, 

I ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers may have 5 legislative days to re-
vise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on H. Res. 
497. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from America Samoa? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Mr. Speaker, 

I rise in strong support of this resolu-
tion, and I yield myself such time as I 
may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I want to first thank 
again my colleague from New Jersey 
for his participation in managing the 
other side of the aisle on this proposed 
legislation. I thank the chairman of 
the Foreign Affairs Committee, the 
gentleman from California, Mr. TOM 
LANTOS, for his leadership and for his 
support of this legislation. Especially I 
want to thank my good friend and col-
league, the distinguished senior rank-
ing member, Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN, for her 
authorship of this human rights resolu-
tion. 

With passage of this measure, Con-
gress will shine its spotlight on the 
brutal suppression of the Muslim 
Uyghur people by the Chinese Govern-
ment, and the despicable retaliatory 
actions of the Chinese Government 
against the leading Uyghur human 
rights voice, Rebiya Kadeer. 

Similar to the Tibetans, the Turkic 
Muslim Uyghur have long sought to 
protect their cultural survival in the 
face of the Chinese Government-sup-
ported migration of the Han Chinese to 
the Uyghur homeland. Chinese authori-

ties severely restrict economic and 
educational freedoms for the Uyghurs, 
regularly destroying books and closing 
places of worship. 

Most trials of Uyghur prisoners are 
held in secret and many political pris-
oners are routinely executed without 
the knowledge of their families. Thou-
sands of Uyghur political prisoners are 
held without charge or even trial and 
are routinely abused or tortured. 

Mr. Speaker, the People’s Republic of 
China continues to brutally suppress 
even the slightest attempts of peaceful 
political, religious and cultural expres-
sion of the Uyghurs in the Xinjiang 
Province. After the attacks in the U.S. 
on September 11, the People’s Republic 
of China has used the pretext of the 
war on terrorism to justify these se-
vere human rights violations in 
Xinjiang and routinely labels the 
Uyghurs as terrorists and as splitists. 

When the Uyghur people found their 
human rights voice in Rebiya Kadeer, 
the Chinese Government immediately 
moved against her and sentenced her to 
8 years in prison. They arrested her 
while she was on her way to meet rep-
resentatives of our Congressional Re-
search Service. 

After international lobbying efforts, 
the Chinese Government finally re-
leased her from prison. They told her 
that her children would pay a steep 
price if she continued to lobby for 
human rights in Xinjiang. 

When you carry the hopes and 
dreams of your entire people on your 
shoulders, it is impossible to be quiet 
in the face of such brutal oppression. 
Upon arriving in the United States, 
Rebiya continued her human rights 
work through the International Human 
Rights and Democracy Foundation and 
as president of the Uyghur American 
Association and the World Uyghur Con-
gress in Munich, Germany. 

Mr. Speaker, the Chinese Govern-
ment held to their word and arrested 
her sons in Xinjiang. Her daughter was 
placed under house arrest. Using the 
pretext of a tax investigation to strip 
the family of all the remaining posses-
sions and business interests, one son 
was fined $12,500 for tax evasion. An-
other was sentenced to 7 years in pris-
on and fined $62,500. Yet another was 
sentenced to 9 years in prison on April 
17, 2007, for secessionism. 

The Ros-Lehtinen resolution before 
us, Mr. Speaker, also raises the human 
rights of Uyghur Canadian Huseyin 
Celil. He was recently convicted by a 
Chinese court to life imprisonment on 
bogus charges. The Canadian Govern-
ment has been denied access to him 
throughout his trial. 

The blatant refusal to accept even 
the most basic norms of diplomatic 
conduct and refusing Canadian em-
bassy officials to visit Mr. Celil not 
only flies in the face of long-estab-
lished diplomatic norms and standards, 
but it is a flagrant violation of Mr. 

Celil’s internationally recognized 
human rights. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge all Members to 
join me in supporting this resolution 
and in sending the Chinese Government 
a strong message that it needs to re-
spect the minority rights of the 
Uyghur people, that it needs to imme-
diately release the children of Rebiya 
Kadeer and cease all harassment of her 
family members, and set free Mr. Celil 
so he can return to Canada to be re-
united with his family. 

Again, Mr. Speaker, I urge my col-
leagues to support this legislation. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I 
may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in very strong 
support of this resolution offered by 
Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN that asks the Chi-
nese Government to recognize the 
rights of the Uyghur people and to free 
the children of Rebiya Kadeer, an ex-
traordinary human rights activist and 
Uyghur spokeswoman. 

At turning points in history, Mr. 
Speaker, of oppressed peoples, one hon-
est and courageous man or woman 
often comes to represent the entire 
people in the eyes of the world. In the 
United States, on matters related to 
civil rights, it was the Reverend Mar-
tin Luther King. In Burma, it is Aung 
San Suu Kyi. In India, it was Gandhi. 
For Chinese Catholics, it was Cardinal 
Kung. In Poland, it was Lech Walesa 
and John Paul II. For Tibetans, it is 
his Holiness, the Dalai Lama. 

For the Uyghur people, deprived of 
their religious freedom, robbed of their 
cultural and linguistic rights and 
marginalized in their own homeland by 
the government-organized Han Chinese 
migration, it is Rebiya Kadeer. 

For years, Ms. Kadeer was a voice 
crying in the wilderness, asking the se-
rial human rights abusers in Beijing to 
recognize the rights of the Uyghur peo-
ple. In 1999, the Chinese Government 
imprisoned her. In 2005, it released her 
into exile into the United States, warn-
ing her not to advocate for her people. 
Her husband and several children were 
already in exile here. Others remained 
behind. In 2000, while she was in prison, 
1 of her daughters testified at a human 
rights hearing that I chaired on the 
Uyghurs, and she was very powerful in 
her statement on behalf of her mom. 

Even though some of her children 
still lived in China, this incredibly 
brave woman established a Uyghur 
human rights foundation. Now she has 
become the quintessential symbol of 
Uyghur aspirations and hopes. She is a 
recognized leader in the Uyghur exile 
and human rights communities, a 
Nobel Peace Prize nominee, and a 
friend of President Bush after their 
meeting in Prague this past summer. 

Mr. Speaker, we all want Beijing to 
act like a responsible stakeholder in 
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the world. I make no secret of my con-
viction that Beijing has a very long 
way to go. The list of serious human 
rights abuses committed by the Chi-
nese Government is long. It includes 
the persuasive systematic exploitation 
of women and the murder of their chil-
dren through forced abortion as part of 
its coercive one-child-per-couple pol-
icy. Against the Uyghurs, it is used as 
a means of genocide, of trying to de-
stroy an entire race and ethnic group 
of people because of their ethnicity. 
The imprisonment of democratic dis-
sidents and religious believers remains 
a serious and pervasive problem in the 
PRC, as does the marginalization of 
the Tibetans in their homeland on the 
roof of the world. 

The extensive use of torture has been 
documented time and time again. 
Manfred Nowak, the Special 
Rapporteur for the United Nations, 
went to China and came back, and his 
report is literally an indictment. If you 
are arrested, if a Han Chinese, a 
Uyghur, or anyone is arrested, the way 
they get a conviction is they torture 
you. Eventually you sign on the bot-
tom line and you admit your so-called 
crimes. They have also forcibly repa-
triated North Korean refugees. Again, 
there is abuse after abuse after abuse, 
and the Uyghurs are at the brunt of it. 

The oppression of the Uyghurs in 
their homeland along the Silk Road 
must be included, Mr. Speaker, on any 
list of Chinese Government’s most seri-
ous abuses. In the United States, Ms. 
Kadeer has ensured that the world does 
not forget the oppression of the Uyghur 
people, and the Chinese Government 
has retaliated now, as they have in the 
past, by harassing her children who 
live in the Xinjiang Uyghur Autono-
mous Region by placing them under 
house arrest, by incarcerating them 
and by beating them. 

Today, Mr. Speaker, the House of 
Representatives, both Republicans and 
Democrats alike, ask that Beijing end 
this campaign of retaliation against 
the Kadeer family. We join the voice of 
those who care for those kids, an an-
guished mother who cries, ‘‘let my 
children go.’’ 

b 1545 

We also ask that Beijing imme-
diately release Hussein Celil, an ethnic 
Uyghur who is a citizen of Canada, so 
he can rejoin his family living in that 
country. 

Finally, in the darkness of the polit-
ical oppression of the Uyghur people, 
Rebiya Kadeer stands out as a beacon 
of light and hope. Let us honor her and 
her family and her work by enthu-
siastically supporting this resolution. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Mr. Speaker, 
I want to commend and thank my good 
friend from New Jersey. I call him the 
champion of human rights all over the 

world. Wherever there is violation of 
human rights, he is there; and I com-
mend him for his efforts all these years 
that I have been privileged to work 
closely with him on these issues. 

Mr. Speaker, I recall years ago Mr. 
Mandela was accused by a former 
Prime Minister of Great Britain as 
being a terrorist. Of course, having 
served in prison for 29 years, all he was 
trying to say was that something was 
wrong in South Africa. They call it 
apartheid. If that isn’t a human rights 
violation, I don’t know what is. 

But the fact that these two people, 
the lady and her children and this Ca-
nadian citizen, whether it is 2 or 3 or 3 
million, our government and this Con-
gress should give every attention as far 
as to the needs of those people as far as 
human rights violations are concerned. 

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
I rise today in strong support of H. Res. 497, 
expressing the sense of the House of Rep-
resentatives that the Government of the Peo-
ple’s Republic of China should immediately re-
lease from custody the children of Rebiya 
Kadeer and Canadian citizen Huseyin Celil 
and should refrain from further engaging in 
acts of cultural, linguistic, and religious sup-
pression directed against the Uyghur people, 
and for other purposes. I want to congratulate 
my good friend and colleague, the distin-
guished ranking member of this Committee, 
Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN, for this important human 
rights resolution. It is the responsibility of the 
Congress to remind the government of the 
People’s Republic of China of their obligations 
to live up to international standards to protect 
ethnic cultural identities and minority rights. 

Mr. Speaker, not only does the People’s Re-
public of China systemically abuse the basic 
human rights of its minority citizens, but its re-
pressive tactics extend to the members of po-
litically active human rights advocates’ fami-
lies. Furthermore, the government has manip-
ulated the international war on terrorism to jus-
tify its repressive treatment of the Muslim pop-
ulation living in Xinjiang, as well as encour-
aging Chinese migration into the region in an 
attempt to purify the region of its traditional 
Uyghur occupants. 

It is extremely important that the United 
States hold the government of the People’s 
Republic of China responsible to international 
standards regarding political as well as basic 
human rights. The government brutally sup-
presses even the slightest attempts of peace-
ful political, religious, and cultural expression 
of Uyghurs in Xinjiang. As a member of Con-
gress, I feel particularly responsible to Uyghur 
human rights activist Rebiya Kadeer, who was 
arrested while she was on her way to meet 
representatives of our Congressional Re-
search Service. While she was released from 
prison following international lobbying efforts, 
deemed a prisoner of consciousness by Am-
nesty International, upon resumption of her 
human rights advocacy abroad, her sons in 
Xinjiang were arrested and remain imprisoned 
to this day. 

This resolution also raises the human rights 
issues of Huseyin Cecil, a Uyghur Canadian 
who was recently convicted in a kangaroo 
court to life imprisonment on ‘‘bogus’’ charges. 

The Canadian government and Embassy Offi-
cials have been refused access to their citizen 
throughout the process, and the Chinese gov-
ernment has blatantly refused to accept even 
the most basic norms of diplomatic conduct. 

By supporting this resolution, the United 
States will alert the Chinese government that 
it must respect the minority rights of the 
Uyghur people as well as the rights of human 
rights advocates. The resolution requires the 
immediate release of the children of Rebiya 
Kadeer as well as Mr. Cecil so that they might 
all return to their families. 

I strongly urge my colleagues to join me in 
supporting this important resolution. 

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Mr. Speaker, 
I yield back the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from American Samoa 
(Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA) that the House 
suspend the rules and agree to the reso-
lution, H. Res. 497. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the resolu-
tion was agreed to. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

RECOGNIZING THE 50TH ANNIVER-
SARY OF MALAYSIA’S INDE-
PENDENCE 

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Mr. Speaker, 
I move to suspend the rules and agree 
to the resolution (H. Res. 518) recog-
nizing the 50th anniversary of Malay-
sia’s independence, as amended. 

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion. 

The text of the resolution is as fol-
lows 

H. RES. 518 

Whereas Malaysia is a multi-religious and 
multi-racial democracy in Southeast Asia 
that is important to the United States’ stra-
tegic interests; 

Whereas Malaysia is one of the United 
States’ key allies in efforts to combat inter-
national terrorism, and it condemns all ter-
rorism, regardless of its cause or objectives; 

Whereas the Prime Minister of Malaysia, 
Datuk Seri Abdullah Ahmad Badawi, has 
condemned those seeking to incite race and 
religious hatred, including anti-Semitism; 

Whereas Malaysia has taken a leading re-
gional role in counter-terrorism and counter- 
narcotics in Southeast Asia, through intel-
ligence sharing, close cooperation in law en-
forcement, participation in joint exercises 
and training, and other cooperative efforts 
with its neighboring countries and the 
United States; 

Whereas Malaysia is the United States’ 
10th largest trading partner, and the two 
countries have signed a Trade and Invest-
ment Framework Agreement; 

Whereas Malaysia has consistently been a 
favored destination of American investment 
due to its competitive advantages, including 
good infrastructure, a highly-trained, edu-
cated, and multilingual workforce, and a 
business-friendly government; 

Whereas the Malaysian Constitution guar-
antees gender equality, and the many accom-
plishments of Malaysian women evidence 
Malaysia’s commitment to the advancement 
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of women’s social, economic, and legal sta-
tus; 

Whereas Malaysia was ruled by the United 
Kingdom until 1957; 

Whereas Malaysia gained independence 
from the United Kingdom on August 31, 1957; 
and 

Whereas August 31, 2007, is the 50th anni-
versary of Malaysia’s independence, as well 
as the United States-Malaysia relationship: 
Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the House of Representa-
tives— 

(1) recognizes the 50th anniversary of Ma-
laysia’s independence; 

(2) expresses congratulations to Malaysia 
on reaching this national milestone; and 

(3) expresses its support for an ongoing 
strong bilateral relationship between the 
United States and Malaysia and the contin-
ued cooperation of the two countries in such 
important areas as counter-terrorism, 
counter-narcotics, and trade. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
American Samoa (Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA) 
and the gentleman from New Jersey 
(Mr. SMITH) each will control 20 min-
utes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from American Samoa. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Mr. Speaker, 

I ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers may have 5 legislative days to re-
vise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on the reso-
lution under consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from American Samoa? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Mr. Speaker, 

I yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support 
of this resolution and thank the leader-
ship of the House Foreign Affairs Com-
mittee, the gentleman from California 
(Mr. LANTOS) and the senior ranking 
member, Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN, for their 
support in bringing this legislation be-
fore the floor. 

Let me also express my support and 
commendation to my good friend and 
senior member of the Foreign Affairs 
Committee, the gentleman from New 
York (Mr. MEEKS) for introducing this 
resolution. 

Mr. Speaker, Malaysia today is a far 
cry from its humble beginnings a half- 
century ago. From its start in 1957 as 
an underdeveloped nation struggling to 
gain its footing in uncertain terrain of 
post-colonial Southeast Asia, Malaysia 
has transformed itself into a confident 
country that attracts the attention of 
the world. 

Malaysia now boasts a booming econ-
omy that is deeply integrated into the 
world’s economic system. Its economy 
was mature enough to weather the 
Southeast Asian economic crisis of the 
late 1990s and rebound to produce 
strong growth again in the 21st cen-
tury. 

Mr. Speaker, few sights symbolize 
Malaysia’s progress more aptly than 

Kuala Lumpur’s dramatic modern sky-
line, dominated by the Petronas Twin 
Towers, which are currently the sec-
ond-largest buildings in the world and 
a constant reminder of Malaysia’s 
bright future. 

Significant political transformations 
have accompanied Malaysia’s dramatic 
economic development. But Malaysia’s 
democracy remains incomplete, as evi-
denced by the fact that the same polit-
ical party has held power for over 50 
years. 

The Internal Security Act is used to 
lock up people without charge, and def-
amation laws are used to silence critics 
of the government. 

While Malaysia’s democratic transi-
tion is not fully complete, it remains a 
democracy nonetheless, and a strong 
ally of the United States. 

Mr. Speaker, the United States today 
counts Malaysia as one of its most im-
portant partners in Southeast Asia. 
Malaysia works closely with the 
United States to combat terrorism and 
narcotics trafficking. We look forward 
to continuing to work with the people 
of Malaysia to bring peace, stability, 
and prosperity to this important region 
of the world. 

With this resolution, we support Ma-
laysia’s golden anniversary, its 50th 
year of independence. It is a proud 
achievement for an important friend 
and ally of the United States, and I ask 
and urge my colleagues to support this 
resolution. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I 
may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of 
House Resolution 518, recognizing the 
50th anniversary of Malaysian inde-
pendence. 

In this regard, I would like to recog-
nize Representative MEEKS and Mr. 
SESSIONS for their longstanding inter-
est in Malaysia and in expanding eco-
nomic, political, and people-to-people 
ties with that important Southeast 
Asian country. 

This year, Malaysia celebrates the 
50th anniversary of its independence 
from Britain as well as the 50th anni-
versary of U.S.-Malaysia diplomatic re-
lations. Malaysia has earned the rep-
utation of being a moderate majority- 
Muslim democratic state and has inte-
grated itself into the world economy 
while maintaining a multi-faith, multi- 
ethnic society. While recognizing Ma-
laysia’s achievements and regional, as 
well as global, influence, however, it is 
important to note several areas of con-
cern both for Malaysia’s people and the 
international community. 

Malaysia has an established record of 
tolerance and respect among its varied 
religious and ethnic populations. How-
ever, recent reports raise troubling 
concerns as to whether the rights of re-
ligious and racial minorities are being 

threatened. For example, the May 30, 
2007, decision by the Malaysian Federal 
Court in the apostasy case of Lina Joy 
has troubling implications for the 
question as to whether shari’a law 
takes precedence over civil law in mat-
ters of religious conversion. There are 
indications that this and other court 
rulings are eroding the constitutional 
rights of minorities, which in turn is 
aggravating a growing socio-religious 
divide in the country. 

The resolution we are considering 
references the Prime Minister’s con-
demnation of those seeking to incite 
racial and religious hatred. While com-
mendable, the fact that the Prime Min-
ister perceived it necessary to make 
this commendation only reinforces the 
growing perception that the govern-
ment needs to be more vigilant to en-
sure that the rights of minorities in 
Malaysia are respected. 

Another area of deep concern to me 
is in the area of human trafficking. 
Malaysia has progressively fallen in 
the tier rankings made by the State 
Department pursuant to the Traf-
ficking Victims Protection Act until it 
reached tier 3 in 2007, and that is for 
the most egregious violators. Accord-
ing to the June 2007 Trafficking in Per-
sons Report, Malaysia is failing to pun-
ish acts of trafficking, provide ade-
quate shelters and social services to 
victims, protect its migrant workers 
from involuntary servitude, and pros-
ecute traffickers who are arrested and 
detained under preventive laws. It is 
particularly disturbing that the Gov-
ernment of Malaysia recently signed a 
memorandum of understanding with 
the Government of Indonesia that au-
thorizes Malaysian employers to con-
fiscate and hold the passport of Indo-
nesian domestic employees throughout 
the term of their employment. Such 
authority could easily facilitate the in-
voluntary servitude of domestic work-
ers. 

I would strongly encourage the Ma-
laysian Government to take the oppor-
tunity on this 50th anniversary cele-
bration of the country’s independence 
to seriously address human trafficking 
so as to protect the rights of all indi-
viduals residing or transiting within 
its borders. 

The United States and Malaysia have 
sometimes had sharp policy dif-
ferences. Yet despite these occasional 
disagreements, this resolution points 
out that the U.S. and Malaysia have 
continued to work closely together in 
such important areas as counterterror-
ism, defense cooperation, counter-
narcotics, and trade. Bilateral rela-
tions have grown stronger in recent 
years, and we value their relationship. 
Nevertheless, we continue to have dif-
ferent perspectives on important issues 
of concern. 

One of these relates to Iran. As my 
colleagues are aware, the United States 
remains opposed to foreign investment 
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in Iran’s oil and gas sector, including 
Malaysian investment, as a matter of 
law and policy. Congress and the execu-
tive branch must continue to empha-
size our concerns about such invest-
ment and related financial ties and to 
oppose business as usual with Iran. It is 
critical that the world community, in-
cluding Malaysia, joins us in per-
suading Tehran to end its nuclear 
weapons program. 

In addition, U.S. authorities have re-
cently uncovered a number of plots to 
transship weapons technology and sen-
sitive dual-use goods through Malaysia 
to Iran. This, together with past evi-
dence of a Malaysian company’s in-
volvement in A.Q. Khan’s clandestine 
nuclear proliferation network, point to 
an urgent need for Malaysia to imple-
ment reforms to its export controls. 
The failure to rein in proliferators not 
only endangers international security, 
but could also imperil legitimate trade. 
Thus, it would be in the country’s best 
interest, as well as that of the inter-
national community, for Malaysia to 
enact a world-class export control sys-
tem. 

Another concern involves relations 
with the State of Israel. Although Ma-
laysia is not a member of the League of 
Arab States, it appears to share much 
of the league’s anti-Zionist ideology. 
Indeed, Kuala Lumpur does not main-
tain diplomatic relations with Israel. 

A 2006 Congressional Research Serv-
ice report on the then-proposed U.S.- 
Malaysia FTA pointed out that Kuala 
Lumpur appeared to be a de facto sup-
porter of the trade embargo against 
Israel. In point of fact, Malaysia con-
ducts virtually no trade with Israel. 

The absence of normal commercial 
ties with Israel, let alone formal diplo-
matic relations, presents a stunningly 
awkward circumstance, one I hope Ma-
laysian leaders would find time to re-
flect upon and to correct. 

In conclusion, while I join this body 
in welcoming this 50th anniversary of 
Malaysian independence, I would sim-
ply note that U.S.-Malaysian relations 
could become even more constructive 
and mutually beneficial if Kuala 
Lumpur would take action to address 
these ongoing issues of concern 

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
commemorate Malaysia’s 50th anniversary of 
their independence from the United Kingdom 
that was recently celebrated on August 31, 
2007. 

I am proud to serve as a Co-Chair of the 
Congressional Malaysia Trade, Security, and 
Economic Cooperation Caucus along with my 
good friend, the Honorable GREGORY W. 
MEEKS of New York. This is an important trib-
ute from the House of Representatives to the 
people of Malaysia, as we honor a landmark 
day in their history. The United States was 
one of the first countries to establish diplo-
matic relations with the newly independent 
Malaysia 50 years ago, and I am proud of how 
the United States/Malaysian relationship has 
prospered since their independence. 

Malaysia has a population in excess of 25 
million, and is a moderate-Muslim democratic 
nation in a key geo-politically sensitive region 
of the world. Malaysia is currently our 10th 
largest trading partner, and I hope that our 
trade relationship with Malaysia will expand. 
We have inked a Trade and Investment 
Framework Agreement with Malaysia, and our 
countries are currently in talks for a free trade 
agreement. I am hopeful that these talks will 
produce a free trade agreement accord that 
Congress will be able to pass. This enhanced 
economic partnership would be of great ben-
efit to the businesses and citizens of both 
countries. 

Malaysia has been a regional leader in 
many areas of mutual concern to the United 
States and Malaysia, they are a leader in 
counter-terrorism and counter-narcotics in 
Southeast Asia. Through intelligence sharing, 
close cooperation in law enforcement, partici-
pation in joint exercises and training, and 
other cooperative endeavors with its neigh-
boring countries and the United States, Malay-
sia is a leader in many of our shared interests. 

I would like to take this opportunity to thank 
our recently departed Ambassador to Malay-
sia, Ambassador Christopher J. LaFleur, for 
his service of representing the interests of the 
United States in Kuala Lumpur. Moreover, I 
would like to thank the current Charge d’af-
faires ad interim for the American Embassy in 
Malaysia, David B. Shear, and the Malaysia 
Desk Officer at the State Department in Wash-
ington, Michael P. Taylor, for their service and 
hard work. Recently, I had the opportunity to 
meet our new Ambassador to Malaysia, Am-
bassador James R. Keith. Ambassador Keith 
has my full confidence and gratitude; he is a 
seasoned diplomat of great skill, and I wish 
him a good start to his duties in representing 
the United States in Malaysia. 

I have also had the pleasure of working with 
many fine diplomats from Malaysia; I would 
like to recognize the current Ambassador from 
Malaysia to the United States, H.E. Datuk Dr. 
Rajmah Hussain. I would also like to note her 
immediate predecessor, who I worked with for 
several years, H.E. Tan Sri Ghazzali B. 
Sheikh Abdul Khalid. Ambassador Ghazzali 
was Malaysia’s long-tenured representative in 
Washington, and I am pleased that he is cur-
rently engaged in the free trade talks between 
our two countries. I thank Ambassadors 
Rajmah and Ghazzali for their services in rep-
resenting Malaysia in Washington. 

I congratulate the people of Malaysia on the 
occasion of this landmark day in their history, 
and firmly believe that our bilateral relationship 
will only continue to grow and prosper. 

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
I rise in support of H. Res. 518, which recog-
nizes the 50th anniversary of Malaysia’s inde-
pendence. H. Res. 518 acknowledges the 
Federation of Malaysia’s accomplishments 
over the past 50 years. In addition, H. Res. 
518 recognizes the importance to the United 
States’ strong bilateral relationship with Malay-
sia and endorses this relationship to continue 
to prosper. It is important for the United States 
to make this demonstration and endorsement 
not only because of our relationship with Ma-
laysia but also because we share a similar 
history of gaining independence and imple-
menting democracy. Therefore, we are proudly 

participating in the celebration of a govern-
ment that has liberated its people and pro-
vides freedom in the name of democracy. 

Mr. Speaker, celebrating Malaysia’s 50th 
anniversary is significant because it shows her 
strength and perseverance towards maintain-
ing freedom. Malaysia shows its determination 
throughout its history by gaining its independ-
ence in 1957, defeating communists soon 
after gaining independence, surviving through 
turmoil in 1960s, recession and political re-
pression in the 1980s, and more unrest in the 
1990s. 

Today, Malaysia is a nation of skyscrapers 
and microchip plants, fast highways and 
sprawling cities where the government talks of 
Malaysia’s role in biotech, or conference 
hosting or Islamic finance. It is almost unrec-
ognizable from the independent Federation of 
Malaya of 31 August 1957, when its first 
Prime Minister Tunku Abdul Rahman Putra AI 
Haj stood tall in a specially built stadium in 
Kuala Lumpur and raised his right arm as the 
crowd echoed his three cries of ‘‘Merdeka!’’ 
which means freedom. At that time 60% of 
Malaysians were living below the national pov-
erty line according to Dr. Richard Leete, head 
of the UN Development Program for Malaysia, 
Singapore and Brunei. Over the past 50 years 
that proportion has declined remarkably and 
currently there are less than 5% of people in 
poverty in Malaysia. 

Mr. Speaker, H. Res. 518 also gives us the 
opportunity to support key American values 
and interests. By supporting this bill the United 
States will essentially be supporting a multi-re-
ligious and multiracial democracy. In addition, 
the United States will be supporting the con-
demnation of racism, religious hatred, and 
anti-Semitism. Also, the United States will be 
supporting Malaysia’s condemnation of all 
forms of terrorism and assistance in the War 
on Terror. Finally, the United States will be 
supporting the success of our 10th largest 
trade partner, who we are currently in talks 
with about a free trade agreement. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to join 
me in supporting H. Res. 518 and com-
mending Malaysia on the 50th anniversary of 
its freedom. 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Mr. Speaker, 
I yield back the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from American Samoa 
(Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA) that the House 
suspend the rules and agree to the reso-
lution, H. Res. 518, as amended. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the resolu-
tion, as amended, was agreed to. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

RECOGNIZING THE REMARKABLE 
EXAMPLE OF SIR NICHOLAS WIN-
TON 
Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Mr. Speaker, 

I move to suspend the rules and agree 
to the resolution (H. Res. 583) recog-
nizing the remarkable example of Sir 
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Nicholas Winton who organized the res-
cue of 669 Jewish Czechoslovakian chil-
dren from Nazi death camps prior to 
the outbreak of World War II. 

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion. 

The text of the resolution is as fol-
lows 

H. RES. 583 
Whereas during the Holocaust, in which 

some 6,000,000 Jews were brutally put to 
death by the Government of Nazi Germany, 
a small number of individuals risked their 
lives and spent fortunes to save the lives of 
others because they were decent and coura-
geous men and women of principle; 

Whereas, in October 1938, the Nazi Govern-
ment occupied the Sudetenland area of 
Czechoslovakia, which resulted in tens of 
thousands of Jewish refugees fleeing the oc-
cupied areas and seeking safety in the areas 
of as-yet unoccupied Czechoslovakia; 

Whereas, in late 1938, a 29-year-old British 
businessman, Nicholas Winton, was encour-
aged by a friend at the British Embassy in 
Prague to forgo a ski vacation in the Alps to 
visit Prague and see first-hand the freezing 
refugee camps filled with Jewish families 
who had fled the Sudetenland; 

Whereas, in the face of this enormous suf-
fering, Winton, moved by feelings of deep 
compassion, undertook a massive effort to 
help the children of many of these Jewish 
families escape these horrible circumstances, 
though at that time neither he nor they 
knew the full extent of the horrors that 
awaited them; 

Whereas Winton sought to find friendly 
governments which would grant asylum to 
these Jewish refugee children, and his efforts 
were rebuffed by the countries whose help he 
requested, until the Governments of Sweden 
and the United Kingdom agreed to accept 
children from the Czechoslovakian refugee 
camps; 

Whereas Winton and other volunteers 
gathered names and other information on 
children whose parents recognized the impor-
tance of getting their children beyond the 
reach of the Nazi Government, and Winton 
was able to use this information to identify 
foster homes for these refugee children; 

Whereas Winton took the lead in raising 
funds to pay for the transportation of the 
children from Prague to Britain and Sweden 
and to pay an enormous government-imposed 
fee to cover the costs of future repatriation; 

Whereas, on March 14, 1939, the first 20 
children left Prague under Winton’s aus-
pices, and the very next day the Nazi army 
overran the remainder of un-occupied 
Czechoslovakia; 

Whereas the heroic effort of Winton and 
other volunteers to assist these young chil-
dren flee occupied Czechoslovakia continued 
for over six months until the outbreak of 
World War II on September 1, 1939, during 
which time 669 children were able to leave in 
a total of eight separate groups; 

Whereas the ninth group of some 250 chil-
dren was scheduled to leave Prague on Sep-
tember 3, 1939, but was halted following the 
outbreak of hostilities, and none of these 250 
children lived to see the end of World War II 
six years later; 

Whereas this group of 669 children, saved 
through the efforts of Winton and his col-
laborators, includes doctors, nurses, teach-
ers, musicians, artists, writers, pilots, min-
isters, scientists, engineers, entrepreneurs, 
and a Member of the British Parliament, and 
today they and their children and grand-
children and great-grandchildren number 

over 5,000 individuals, and these individuals 
live in the United States, Canada, Australia, 
the Czech Republic, Britain, Germany, and 
other countries; 

Whereas Winton’s achievement went un-
recognized and unacknowledged for more 
than half a century until his wife, who knew 
nothing of this life-saving work, came across 
an old leather briefcase in an attic in which 
she found lists of the children, letters from 
their parents and other materials docu-
menting his efforts; 

Whereas, of the 15,000 Czechoslovakian 
Jewish children who fled to refugee camps or 
who were forced into concentration camps 
during the Nazi occupation, only a handful 
survived World War II, and Vera Gissing, one 
of the children saved by Winton and the au-
thor of the script for the film ‘‘Nicholas Win-
ton—the Power of Good’’, which won the 
Emmy Award in 2002, said that Winton ‘‘res-
cued the greater part of the Jewish children 
of my generation in Czechoslovakia. Very 
few of us met our parents again: they per-
ished in concentration camps. Had we not 
been spirited away, we would have been mur-
dered alongside them.’’; and 

Whereas Winton has been honored with the 
title of Member of the British Empire (MBE), 
was awarded the Freedom of the City of 
Prague, received the Czech Order of T. G. 
Masaryk, and was given a knighthood from 
Queen Elizabeth II for services to humanity: 
Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the House of Representa-
tives— 

(1) commends Sir Nicholas Winton and 
those British and Czechoslovakian citizens 
who worked with him, for their remarkable 
persistence and selfless courage in saving the 
lives of 669 Czechoslovakian Jewish children 
in the months before the outbreak of World 
War II; and 

(2) urges men and women everywhere to 
recognize in Winton’s remarkable humani-
tarian effort the difference that one devoted 
principled individual can make in changing 
and improving the lives of others. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
American Samoa (Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA) 
and the gentleman from New Jersey 
(Mr. SMITH) each will control 20 min-
utes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from American Samoa. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Mr. Speaker, 

I ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers may have 5 legislative days to re-
vise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on the reso-
lution under consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from American Samoa? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Mr. Speaker, 

I yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

I rise in strong support of this resolu-
tion, and I thank the leadership of the 
House Foreign Affairs Committee, 
Chairman LANTOS and our senior rank-
ing member, Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN, for 
their support on this resolution. 

Let me also especially congratulate 
the chief sponsor and author of this im-
portant resolution, my good friend and 
member of the Foreign Affairs Com-

mittee, Congressman KLEIN, as well as 
the lead Republican cosponsor, Mr. 
LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART, for recognizing 
the unsung hero of World War II, Sir 
Nicholas Winton. 

Mr. Speaker, whenever humanity is 
enshrouded in the darkness of atrocity 
and violence, there are a few scattered 
lights of moral decency and personal 
courage that give hope to all mankind 
that darkness will not prevail. 

b 1600 
Arguably, Mr. Speaker, there has not 

been a more terrible period of darkness 
than that of World War II when Nazi 
Germany systematically murdered 
more than 6 million Jewish people. 
Even during that terrible period there 
were lights in the moral darkness and 
who kept alive the values of decency, 
compassion and courage. One such per-
son was a 29-year-old British business-
man, Mr. Nicholas Winton. 

During his frequent business trips to 
Germany, Mr. Winton observed first-
hand the virulent anti-Semitism that 
prevailed in that country and mani-
fested itself in arrests, harassment, and 
physical attacks on Jewish people. In 
1935, Germany codified anti-Semitism 
by enacting the Nuremberg Race Laws. 

Mr. Speaker, after the Munich Agree-
ment of 1938 and the subsequent annex-
ation of Germany of the Sudetenland 
region of Czechoslovakia, Mr. Winton 
became concerned that Nazi Germany 
could not be appeased. Indeed, on No-
vember 9 of that year, 1938, anti-Se-
mitic violence exploded across Ger-
many and Austria. Because of the bro-
ken glass in the streets, that date is re-
membered as Kristallnacht. 

Soon afterwards, Mr. Winton was en-
couraged even by a friend at the Brit-
ish Embassy in Prague to forgo a ski 
vacation in the Alps and instead to 
visit what was left of Czechoslovakia in 
order to see the refugee camps filled 
with freezing Jewish families who had 
fled the Sudetenland. 

Mr. Speaker, he was deeply moved by 
the suffering he saw and was convinced 
immediate action had to be taken. Mr. 
Winton conceived of an idea. Upon his 
return to Great Britain, he organized 
volunteers to collect names of children 
whose parents were desperate to get 
them beyond the reach of the Nazi Gov-
ernment. 

Mr. Winton then identified foster 
homes for those refugee children in 
Britain and in Sweden. He raised 
money to fund their transportation and 
to pay fees imposed by the government 
to cover the costs of future repatri-
ation. 

Mr. Speaker, on March 14, 1939, the 
first 20 children of this venture left 
Prague. The very next day the Nazi 
Army overran the remainder of unoc-
cupied Czechoslovakia. Mr. Winton and 
his volunteers continued their dan-
gerous work for another 6 months, 
until the full outbreak of World War II 
on September 1st. 
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During this time, Mr. Winton and his 

volunteers saved 669 children. These 
were children who escaped the Holo-
caust and who later had their own lives 
and families, thanks to the efforts of 
this one man. 

Mr. Speaker, tragically, a final group 
of 250 children scheduled to leave on 
September 3 was prevented from doing 
so. None of them lived to see the end of 
World War II. 

It is by coincidence that we even 
learned about the heroic efforts of now 
97-year-old Mr. Nicholas Winton, who 
never sought any recognition for his 
actions. Even his wife was unaware of 
what he had done until she found an 
old leather briefcase in an attic that 
contained documents pertaining to the 
rescue operations. 

Mr. Speaker, the world has now 
begun to pay tribute to the brave acts 
of this modest hero, a true man, in my 
opinion. He was knighted by Queen 
Elizabeth II and made a member of the 
British Empire. He received the honor 
of the Freedom of the City of Prague 
and was made a member of the order 
named for the father of Czecho-
slovakia. 

It is appropriate, Mr. Speaker, for 
this House to recognize the courageous 
efforts of this one man, Sir Nicholas 
Winton, during one of history’s darkest 
moments. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I 
may consume. 

I am pleased, Mr. Speaker, to take 
this opportunity to rise in support of 
House Resolution 583 recognizing the 
remarkable example of Sir Nicholas 
Winton, who organized the rescue of 669 
Jewish Czechoslovakian children from 
Nazi death camps prior to the outbreak 
of World War II. 

Sir Nicholas Winton, like many of 
life’s heroes, sought no publicity for 
his efforts, which ultimately saved 
those young lives. In fact, for more 
than 50 years Winton’s heroism went 
unrecognized until his wife, Greta, 
stumbled across a leather briefcase in 
their attic in which she found docu-
mentation of the children smuggled 
out of Nazi-occupied Czechoslovakia 
and letters written by their parents. 

Though less well known, Sir Nich-
olas’ story has much in common with 
Oskar Schindler’s, which has been cele-
brated in both print and film. 

In 1938, Nicholas, a British subject, 
traveled to Prague, where he was 
haunted by the impression of refugee 
camps which were newly constructed 
there. This experience motivated him 
to tirelessly lobby the British Govern-
ment in attempts to secure visas for 
Czechoslovakian Jewish refugee chil-
dren. 

Winton’s efforts enabled the safe es-
cape to Britain of almost 700 kids who 
surely would have perished without his 

intervention. Sir Nicholas’ mission was 
even more challenging, as it required 
that he first find a foster family to ac-
cept each child before they would be 
accepted into the country. 

It is staggering to consider today 
that there are over 5,000 descendants of 
‘‘Winton children’’ around the world, 
including the UK, Canada, Czech Re-
public and the United States, lives that 
would have perished without Sir Nich-
olas’ selfless dedication to a remark-
able humanitarian mission. 

Nearly 100 years old today, Sir Nich-
olas Winton has been honored with the 
title Member of the British Empire and 
with knighthood from Queen Elizabeth 
II. 

I encourage my colleagues to support 
this and I thank Mr. KLEIN for his au-
thorship of this legislation 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of our time. 

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Mr. Speaker, 
it is with pleasure that I yield all the 
time that he needs to the author of 
this important resolution, my good 
friend and also a senior member of our 
committee, the gentleman from Flor-
ida (Mr. KLEIN). 

Mr. KLEIN of Florida. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank the gentlemen for the presen-
tation and the support of the resolu-
tion, House Resolution 583. I would also 
like to thank Chairman LANTOS, who 
has a deep and abiding understanding 
of the circumstances leading up to and 
what occurred during the Holocaust, 
and of course Congresswoman ILEANA 
ROS-LEHTINEN and my cosponsor, Con-
gressman LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART from 
Florida. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today to honor a 
true hero, Mr. Nicholas Winton, who 
saved more than 600 children from 
their death during the Holocaust. Nine 
months before the outbreak of World 
War II, Nicholas Winton, then only 29 
years old, a young man, used his busi-
ness and personal connections, ur-
gently working from the dining room 
of a hotel room, and found safety for 
these hundreds of children. 

Nicholas Winton took the lead in 
raising the necessary funds to assure 
transportation for these children. As 
was said already, he found foster homes 
and arranged for the necessary permits 
and documents. But let’s understand 
this is not just an administrative func-
tion that we would think of today to 
place children. This was under threat 
of death of himself, his family and any-
body who assisted. He saved these chil-
dren’s lives, since most of their fami-
lies and contemporaries remained in 
Czechoslovakia, and they soon per-
ished. 

These children grew up to be doctors, 
nurses, teachers, musicians, artists, 
writers, pilots, ministers, scientists, 
engineers, entrepreneurs, and even a 
member of the British Parliament. 
Today they and their children and 
grandchildren and great grandchildren 

number over 5,000 human beings, living 
in the United States, Canada, Aus-
tralia, the Czech Republic, Britain, 
Germany and elsewhere. 

Nicholas Winton, as was already indi-
cated, was given a knighthood from 
Queen Elizabeth II for his services to 
humanity. Sir Nicholas never sought 
credit for saving the lives of these chil-
dren. In fact, his achievement went un-
recognized for more than half a cen-
tury, and until 1988 his family never 
knew about it. 

For 50 years they were called ‘‘Win-
ton’s children,’’ as the survivors called 
themselves, and did not know who to 
even thank or to whom they owed their 
lives. The story only emerged when his 
wife came across a satchel in the attic 
and found lists of children and letters 
from their parents. 

In 1939, as he scrambled to save hun-
dreds of lives, Nicholas Winton wrote 
in a letter: ‘‘There is a difference be-
tween passive goodness and active 
goodness, which is, in my opinion, the 
giving of one’s time and energy in the 
alleviation of pain and suffering. It en-
tails going out, finding and helping 
those in suffering and danger and not 
merely in leading an exemplary life in 
a purely passive way of doing no 
wrong.’’ 

The life of Sir Nicholas is certainly 
an example of active goodness. Just as 
we will never forget the horrors and 
deaths of the Holocaust, we must also 
never forget the examples of bravery 
and heroism that still serve as our role 
models today. 

On a personal note, as with many 
people in this country, much of my 
grandparents’ family was killed in the 
Holocaust. I think many of us in this 
country understand and recognize the 
importance of a man who stood up as 
bravely as he did, and there were many 
others who did the same and risked 
their lives in doing this. 

I thank the members of Congress 
today. I urge my colleagues to support 
this resolution to honor the life and ac-
complishments of Sir Nicholas Winton, 
a hero to many and a model for all. 

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Mr. Speaker, 
I thank the gentleman from Florida for 
his most eloquent statement. Maybe 
some day these 5,000 children of Mr. 
Winton might have a reunion some-
where in the United States to express a 
real sense of appreciation to this gen-
tleman. 

I recall, Mr. Speaker, the statement 
by the late Martin Luther King, Jr., 
who said that in the end we will not re-
member the words of our enemies, but 
the silence of our friends. Here is one 
gentleman that was not silent about 
human rights and what he did for some 
669 children whose descendants now 
enjoy the benefits of what he did some 
60 years ago. 

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
I rise today in strong support of H. Res. 583, 
recognizing the remarkable example of Sir 
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Nicholas Winton, who organized the rescue of 
669 Jewish Czechoslovakian children from 
Nazi death camps prior to the outbreak of 
World War II. I would like to thank my col-
league, Congressman RON KLEIN, for intro-
ducing this important legislation, as well as the 
lead Republican cosponsor, Congressman 
LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART. 

Mr. Speaker, today we recognize one of the 
great unsung heroes of World War II; a man 
who stood up against extraordinary evil to de-
fend innocent children. Sir Nicholas Winton is 
an individual of profound moral decency and 
personal courage, who, in the midst of the im-
mense darkness of World War II, offered hope 
that the perpetrators of horrendous atrocities 
would not prevail. 

In 1938, Nicholas Winton, a 29-year-old 
clerk at the London Stock Exchange, visited 
Prague and was immediately concerned by 
the refugee situation. His frequent business 
trips to Germany had given him first-hand 
knowledge of the virulent anti-Semitism codi-
fied by the 1935 Nuremberg Race laws, mani-
festing itself in ever-increasing attacks, har-
assment, and arrest of Jewish people in Ger-
many. The 1938 Munich Agreement, which 
gave Hitler control over the Sudetenland re-
gion of Czechoslovakia and was hailed by 
British Prime Minister as a ‘‘peace for our 
time,’’ did not ease Winton’s fears, and he 
came to recognize that Germany could not be 
appeased. 

When Winton visited Prague, he found ref-
ugee camps, full of freezing Jewish families 
who had fled the Sudetenland. In particular, 
he was alarmed that nothing was being done 
to help the many innocent children, trapped in 
the gathering storm of war. Before returning to 
London, he set up a system of 
Kindertransport, where the names of children 
where collected and paired with foster homes 
in Britain and Sweden. When families could 
not pay to transport their children beyond the 
reaches of the Nazis, Winton raised money to 
fund transportation and other fees. 

On March 14, 1939, only a day before the 
Nazi army occupied all of Czechoslovakia, the 
first 20 children left Prague. Over the next six 
months, a total of 669 children were sent via 
8 trains to London, where families waited to 
shelter them. These children were spared the 
horror of the concentration camps by the cou-
rageous efforts of one man. Vera Gissing, one 
of the many children who, thanks to Winton’s 
work, survived the war, later wrote, ‘‘He res-
cued the greater part of the Jewish children of 
my generation in Czechoslovakia. Very few of 
us met our parents again: they perished in 
concentration camps. Had we not been spir-
ited away, we would have been murdered 
alongside them.’’ 

A 9th train was scheduled to leave on Sep-
tember 3, 1939, with 250 children onboard. 
Tragically, Great Britain entered the war that 
very day, and the train was prevented from 
leaving Prague, and it later disappeared. None 
of the children on board was ever heard from 
again, and none survived the war. In all, 
15,000 Czech children were killed in the Holo-
caust. 

Nicholas Winton is a reluctant hero, who 
never bragged about his courageous work. He 
never sought recognition for his actions, and 
we only learned about his efforts by coinci-

dence. His good deeds did not end with the 
war’s conclusion, and he was awarded a 
Member of the Order of the British Empire title 
in 1983 for his charitable work with the elderly. 
He was further recognized by the City of 
Prague and the nation of Czechoslovakia. 

Sir Nicholas Winton epitomizes the great-
ness of the human spirit. He stood against the 
forces of darkness and helped the powerless 
during one of history’s blackest hours, and 
then never sought recognition for his extraor-
dinary accomplishments. Six hundred and 
sixty-nine children were saved from suffering 
the horrific fate that befell so many of their 
friends and family members due to his daring, 
creativity, and compassion. I am grateful for 
the opportunity to pay tribute to this extraor-
dinary man, and I strongly urge my colleagues 
to support this resolution. 

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Mr. Speaker, 
I yield back the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
MICHAUD). The question is on the mo-
tion offered by the gentleman from 
American Samoa (Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA) 
that the House suspend the rules and 
agree to the resolution, H. Res. 583. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the resolu-
tion was agreed to. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

COMMENDING GERMANY IN PRE-
VENTING A LARGE-SCALE TER-
RORIST ATTACK 
Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Mr. Speaker, 

I move to suspend the rules and agree 
to the resolution (H. Res. 639) com-
mending the actions of the Govern-
ment of Germany and its cooperation 
with United States intelligence agen-
cies in preventing a large-scale ter-
rorist attack against locations in Ger-
many, including sites frequented by 
Americans, as amended. 

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion. 

The text of the resolution is as fol-
lows: 

H. RES. 639 

Whereas on September 4, 2007, German po-
lice arrested three individuals for planning 
large-scale terrorist attacks against loca-
tions in Germany, including sites frequented 
by Americans; 

Whereas possible targets included 
Ramstein Air Base, which serves as head-
quarters for United States Air Forces in Eu-
rope and is also a North Atlantic Treaty Or-
ganization installation, and Frankfurt Air-
port, the third largest airport in Europe; 

Whereas according to German authorities, 
the three suspects belonged to a German cell 
of Islamic Jihad Union, a radical Sunni 
group based in Central Asia with links to Al 
Qaeda; 

Whereas 300 police and other law enforce-
ment officials were involved in the investiga-
tion and 41 homes across Germany were raid-
ed in a highly well-planned operation; 

Whereas German and United States au-
thorities worked closely together in the in-
vestigation; 

Whereas United States intelligence agen-
cies reportedly provided critical information 

that alerted their German counterparts as to 
the travels of the suspects between Germany 
and Pakistan and the suspects’ affiliation 
with the Islamic Jihad Union; 

Whereas German authorities acted swiftly 
and decisively to prevent a horrific attack 
that could have come within days of the ar-
rests; 

Whereas the successful collaborative ac-
tion by United States and German authori-
ties prevented the possible deaths of many 
innocent people; 

Whereas Germany and the United States 
have been close allies in the fight against 
terrorism; 

Whereas the law enforcement, intelligence, 
diplomatic, and military organizations in 
Germany and the United States continue to 
work together to combat the terrorist threat 
and prevent future attacks; 

Whereas acts of terror have profoundly af-
fected citizens of many different countries 
across the globe; and 

Whereas victory in the fight against ter-
rorism is critical to preserve the liberty and 
ensure the safety of all people: Now, there-
fore, be it 

Resolved, That the House of Representa-
tives— 

(1) commends the efforts of German law en-
forcement authorities in preventing a large- 
scale terrorist attack on numerous targets 
in Germany, including sites frequented by 
Americans; 

(2) recognizes the role of United States in-
telligence agencies in providing critical in-
formation to German authorities in their in-
vestigation and apprehension of the sus-
pected terrorists and notes the continuing 
importance of such United States intel-
ligence efforts with Germany; 

(3) commends the intelligence community 
of Germany for its outstanding work in iden-
tifying the individuals suspected of seeking 
to carry out this terrorist plot; 

(4) condemns those individuals who would 
use acts of violence against innocent civil-
ians to spread a message of hate and intoler-
ance; 

(5) urges the allies of the United States to 
remain steadfast in their efforts to defeat 
international terrorism; and 

(6) expresses its readiness to provide any 
necessary assistance to the Government of 
Germany in its counterterrorism efforts and 
to bring to justice those individuals involved 
in this terrorist plot. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
American Samoa (Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA) 
and the gentleman from New Jersey 
(Mr. SMITH) each will control 20 min-
utes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from American Samoa. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Mr. Speaker, 
I ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers may have 5 legislative days to re-
vise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on the reso-
lution under consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from American Samoa? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Mr. Speaker, 

I rise in strong support of this proposed 
resolution and yield myself such time 
as I may consume. 
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I want to thank the leadership of our 

Foreign Affairs Committee, the distin-
guished gentleman, the chairman of 
our committee, Mr. LANTOS, and our 
senior ranking member, Ms. ROS- 
LEHTINEN of Florida, for their leader-
ship and their support of this bill. 

I also want to congratulate my good 
friend and colleague, the gentleman 
from California (Mr. GALLEGLY), for in-
troducing this important resolution 
that highlights ongoing efforts to keep 
our country and allies safe. 

Mr. Speaker, I would also like to 
thank Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN for her help in 
bringing this resolution to the floor so 
promptly. 

On September 4th, German police ar-
rested three individuals who were sus-
pected of planning a large-scale ter-
rorist attack against several locations 
in Germany. These included sites fre-
quented by Americans, such as 
Ramstein Air Force Base and Frank-
furt Airport. Had these plotters suc-
cessfully carried out their planned as-
sault on such populous facilities, the 
levels of death and destruction would 
have been too terrible to imagine, let 
alone American lives that would have 
been compromised. 

Mr. Speaker, thankfully, the world 
was spared yet another day of horror 
caused by the heartless acts of terror-
ists bent on causing large-scale loss 
and chaos. I strongly commend the Re-
public of Germany and their intel-
ligence community for its skillful mon-
itoring activities, as well as its swift 
and decisive action in preventing an 
appalling act of violence and destruc-
tion by terrorists. 

Mr. Speaker, I praise the excellent 
work of our own intelligence commu-
nity, which, as I understand it, played 
a pivotal role in foiling their terror 
plot by providing essential information 
to the German authorities. This suc-
cessful collaboration between German 
and U.S. intelligence communities un-
derscores the continued importance of 
cooperative measures across the Atlan-
tic to ensure the safety of American 
lives both here and abroad. 

Mr. Speaker, as part of the broader 
fight against terrorism, there are many 
nameless individuals whose deeds 
might not be readily apparent to the 
public. However, their tireless efforts 
and personal sacrifice are crucial to 
preserving the safety of our Nation. I 
am thinking in particular of our intel-
ligence community as well as members 
of the United States diplomatic corps, 
members of our armed services, whom I 
wish to thank publicly today for their 
continued efforts to prevent future ter-
rorist attacks. 

The discovery of this plot highlights 
that the threat of terrorism remains 
real, that it is multifaceted, and that it 
permeates the neighborhoods of our 
closest allies. It is, therefore, impor-
tant that we remain vigilant, yet col-
lective, poised, yet humble, in our ef-

forts to identify and expunge such 
threats to our national security. 

Again, I want to thank my good 
friend, the gentleman from California 
(Mr. GALLEGLY), for his initiative in 
providing this resolution for Members 
for its passage. I urge my colleagues to 
approve this resolution. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

b 1615 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I 
may consume. 

I want to thank Mr. GALLEGLY for of-
fering this resolution. I think it is a 
very timely and a very important one. 

I rise in support of House Resolution 
639, which commends the German Gov-
ernment for its cooperation with our 
American intelligence community in 
apprehending several terrorists in Ger-
many who were bent on killing large 
numbers of Americans and Germans. 

Just last week, this House and the 
American people took time to com-
memorate and to remember the tragic 
loss of life of almost 3,000 American 
lives killed 6 years ago in the cowardly 
attacks on the World Trade Center and 
the Pentagon. Due to the cooperation 
of the intelligence agencies in the U.S. 
and Germany, many Americans are 
alive today who might well have suf-
fered a similar fate in just the past few 
days who, quite likely, would have 
been killed or injured in explosions 
masterminded by extremists who care 
nothing for innocent civilians that 
they are intent on destroying. 

We are fortunate, Mr. Speaker, to 
have allies in Europe who are working 
with us in this important fight against 
terrorism as well as our own intel-
ligence community that is working 
around the clock to protect not only 
Americans but people around the 
world. 

This resolution expresses to both our 
friends in the Federal Republic of Ger-
many and to the hardworking people of 
our intelligence agencies the profound 
thanks and gratitude for saving Amer-
ican lives 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Mr. Speaker, 
I yield back the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from American Samoa 
(Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA) that the House 
suspend the rules and agree to the reso-
lution, H. Res. 639, as amended. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the resolu-
tion, as amended, was agreed to. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

AWARDING A CONGRESSIONAL 
GOLD MEDAL TO MICHAEL ELLIS 
DEBAKEY, M.D. 
Mr. AL GREEN of Texas. Mr. Speak-

er, I move to suspend the rules and 
pass the bill (H.R. 1154) to award a Con-
gressional Gold Medal to Michael Ellis 
DeBakey, M.D. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 1154 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. FINDINGS. 

The Congress makes the following findings: 
(1) Michael Ellis DeBakey, M.D. was born 

on September 7, 1908 in Lake Charles, Lou-
isiana, to Shaker and Raheeja DeBakey. 

(2) Dr. DeBakey, at the age of 23 and still 
a medical student, reported a major inven-
tion, a roller pump for blood transfusions, 
which later became a major component of 
the heart-lung machine used in the first suc-
cessful open-heart operation. 

(3) Even though Dr. DeBakey had already 
achieved a national reputation as an author-
ity on vascular disease and had a promising 
career as a surgeon and teacher, he volun-
teered for military service during World War 
II, joining the Surgeon General’s staff and 
rising to the rank of Colonel and Chief of the 
Surgical Consultants Division. 

(4) As a result of this first-hand knowledge 
of military service, Dr. DeBakey made nu-
merous recommendations for the proper 
staged management of war wounds, which 
led to the development of mobile army sur-
gical hospitals or MASH units and earned 
Dr. DeBakey the Legion of Merit in 1945. 

(5) After the war, Dr. DeBakey proposed 
the systematic medical follow-up of veterans 
and recommended the creation of specialized 
medical centers in different areas of the 
United States to treat wounded military per-
sonnel returning from war and from this rec-
ommendation evolved the Veterans Affairs 
Medical Center System and the establish-
ment of the Commission on Veterans Med-
ical Problems of the National Research 
Council. 

(6) In 1948, Dr. DeBakey joined the Baylor 
University College of Medicine, where he de-
veloped the first surgical residency program 
in the City of Houston, and today, guided by 
Dr. DeBakey’s vision, the College is one of 
the most respected health science centers in 
the Nation. 

(7) In 1953, Dr. DeBakey performed the first 
successful procedures to treat patients who 
suffered aneurysms leading to severe 
strokes, and he later developed a series of in-
novative surgical techniques for the treat-
ment of aneurysms enabling thousands of 
lives to be saved in the years ahead. 

(8) In 1964, Dr. DeBakey triggered the most 
explosive era in modern cardiac surgery, 
when he performed the first successful coro-
nary bypass, once again paving the way for 
surgeons world-wide to offer hope to thou-
sands of patients who might otherwise suc-
cumb to heart disease. 

(9) Two years later, Dr. DeBakey made 
medical history again, when he was the first 
to successfully use a partial artificial heart 
to solve the problems of a patient who could 
not be weaned from a heart-lung machine 
following open-heart surgery. 

(10) In 1968, Dr. DeBakey supervised the 
first successful multi-organ transplant, in 
which a heart, both kidneys, and lung were 
transplanted from a single donor into 4 sepa-
rate recipients. 
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(11) In 1964, President Lyndon B. Johnson 

appointed Dr. DeBakey to the position of 
Chairman of the President’s Commission on 
Heart Disease, Cancer and Stroke, leading to 
the creation of Regional Medical Programs 
established ‘‘to encourage and assist in the 
establishment of regional cooperative ar-
rangements among medical schools, research 
institutions, and hospitals, for research and 
training.’’. 

(12) In the mid-1960’s, Dr. DeBakey pio-
neered the field of telemedicine with the 
first demonstration of open-heart surgery to 
be transmitted overseas by satellite. 

(13) In 1969, Dr. DeBakey was elected the 
first President of Baylor College of Medicine. 

(14) In 1969, President Lyndon B. Johnson 
bestowed on Dr. DeBakey the Presidential 
Medal of Freedom with Distinction, and in 
1985, President Ronald Reagan conferred on 
him the National Medal of Science. 

(15) Working with NASA engineers, he re-
fined existing technology to create the 
DeBakey Ventricular Assist Device, one- 
tenth the size of current versions, which may 
eliminate the need for heart transplantation 
in some patients. 
SEC. 2. CONGRESSIONAL GOLD MEDAL. 

(a) PRESENTATION AUTHORIZED.—The 
Speaker of the House of Representatives and 
the President Pro Tempore of the Senate 
shall make appropriate arrangements for the 
presentation, on behalf of the Congress, of a 
gold medal of appropriate design, to Michael 
Ellis DeBakey, M.D., in recognition of his 
many outstanding contributions to the Na-
tion. 

(b) DESIGN AND STRIKING.—For purposes of 
the presentation referred to in subsection 
(a), the Secretary of the Treasury (referred 
to in this Act as the ‘‘Secretary’’) shall 
strike a gold medal with suitable emblems, 
devices, and inscriptions to be determined by 
the Secretary. 
SEC. 3. DUPLICATE MEDALS. 

The Secretary may strike and sell dupli-
cates in bronze of the gold medal struck pur-
suant to section 2 under such regulations as 
the Secretary may prescribe, at a price suffi-
cient to cover the cost thereof, including 
labor, materials, dies, use of machinery, and 
overhead expenses, and the cost of the gold 
medal. 
SEC. 4. STATUS OF MEDALS. 

(a) NATIONAL MEDALS.—The medals struck 
pursuant to this Act are national medals for 
purposes of chapter 51 of title 31, United 
States Code. 

(b) NUMISMATIC ITEMS.—For purposes of 
sections 5134 and 5136 of title 31, United 
States Code, all medals struck under this 
Act shall be considered to be numismatic 
items. 
SEC. 5. AUTHORITY TO USE FUND AMOUNTS; 

PROCEEDS OF SALE. 
(a) AUTHORITY TO USE FUND AMOUNTS.— 

There is authorized to be charged against the 
United States Mint Public Enterprise Fund 
such amounts as may be necessary to pay for 
the costs of the medals struck pursuant to 
this Act. 

(b) PROCEEDS OF SALE.—Amounts received 
from the sale of duplicate bronze medals au-
thorized under section 3 shall be deposited 
into the United States Mint Public Enter-
prise Fund. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Texas (Mr. AL GREEN) and the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. CULBERSON) 
each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Texas (Mr. AL GREEN). 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. AL GREEN of Texas. Mr. Speak-

er, I ask unanimous consent that all 
Members may have 5 legislative days 
within which to revise and extend their 
remarks and to include extraneous ma-
terial on this bill, H.R. 1154. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Texas? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. AL GREEN of Texas. Mr. Speak-

er, I yield myself such time as I may 
consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I am honored to be the 
original sponsor of this bill. However, 
Mr. Speaker, I would like to make it 
conspicuously clear that to award this 
Congressional Gold Medal to the Hon-
orable Michael DeBakey, many other 
persons are to be thanked. 

I would like to start by thanking the 
chairman of the Financial Services 
Committee, my chairman, Chairman 
BARNEY FRANK, for helping us to expe-
ditiously get this bill out of com-
mittee. I would also like to thank the 
majority leader, STENY HOYER, for the 
outstanding work that he has done to 
get this bill to the floor; my col-
leagues, Congressman MICHAEL BUR-
GESS and the Congressman who is with 
me right now, Congressman BURGESS is 
en route, Congressman JOHN 
CULBERSON. They have both worked 
with me, Mr. Speaker, to help us ac-
quire the necessary votes, 290, and I as-
sure you we have acquired more than 
300 votes, to get this bill to the floor. 
The Texas delegation has worked with 
us and deserves an expression of appre-
ciation. The 313 cosponsors in the U.S. 
House, the leadership of the U.S. House 
of Representatives, and of course we 
would like to thank Senator KAY BAI-
LEY HUTCHISON, and the Members of the 
Senate for what they have done with 
this legislation. 

Mr. Speaker, the Congressional Gold 
Medal has many judges. In fact, 535 
people act as judges with reference to 
the awarding of the Congressional Gold 
Medal. Each Member of the House, 435, 
and each Senator has a vote. Each one 
judges the merits of a candidate for a 
Congressional Gold Medal. 

I want you and all others to know, 
Mr. Speaker, and I understand this and 
I guess I want people to understand 
that I understand, that it is not easy to 
get 290 Members of the House and 67 
Members of the Senate to agree. How-
ever, with Dr. Michael DeBakey, I 
found that it was a labor of love, and I 
found all of the Members that we ap-
proached to be most receptive to hav-
ing this medal be accorded the Honor-
able Dr. Michael DeBakey. 

Let me at this time explain what a 
Congressional Gold Medal is. It is the 
Nation’s highest and most distin-
guished civilian award. It was origi-
nally awarded to military leaders and 
later became a civilian medal. It is the 
congressional equivalent of the Presi-
dential Medal of Freedom. 

Each medal is unique, and it will be 
coined by the United States Mint and 
designed by the United States Mint. 
There will be duplicates made in 
bronze, and they will be available for 
public consumption. 

The Congressional Gold Medal has 
been awarded approximately 134 times 
to approximately 300 individuals. Some 
noted recipients include the first Presi-
dent of our Nation, George Wash-
ington; General Andrew Jackson; the 
Wright Brothers; Thomas Edison; Sam 
Rayburn, a former Speaker of this au-
gust body; sir Winston Churchill; Rob-
ert Kennedy; Lady Bird Johnson; 
Mother Teresa; Nelson Mandela; Rosa 
Parks; Pope John Paul II; the Reverend 
Dr. Martin Luther King; and Coretta 
Scott King. And the last recipients 
were the Tuskegee Airmen. 

Mr. Speaker, I want to thank God for 
Dr. Michael DeBakey. He is truly one 
who epitomizes the American Dream. 
Born the oldest of five children, his 
parents were of Lebanese descent. He 
was born in my home State, New Orle-
ans, Louisiana. And, Mr. Speaker, I am 
proud to say that he had his residency 
at Charity Hospital, the hospital where 
I was delivered, and I am currently re-
searching to find out if it is entirely 
possible that I might be a person who 
was delivered by the Honorable Mi-
chael DeBakey. 

He received his degree from Tulane 
Medical School. He was on the faculty 
of Baylor University from 1948 to 1993. 
He chaired the department of surgery 
at Baylor. He was the president of 
Baylor College and also a chancellor. 

Mr. Speaker, the Honorable Michael 
DeBakey has earned the right to re-
ceive a Congressional Gold Medal. He 
served his country during World War 
II, helped to develop the mobile army 
surgical hospital units known as the 
MASH units. We probably would not 
have a MASH TV series if not but for 
the Honorable Michael DeBakey. 

He helped to develop and establish 
the VA hospitals. He helped to estab-
lish the current Veterans Affairs med-
ical system. He established the field of 
surgery in the area of strokes. He led 
the movement to establish the Na-
tional Library of Medicine. He per-
formed the historic multiple transplan-
tation procedure. He was a leader in 
the development of the artificial heart. 
He operated on more than 60,000 pa-
tients in Houston alone. He has pub-
lished more than 1,600 articles. He has 
been awarded 57 honorary degrees. He 
helped to establish health care systems 
around the world, in Jordan, Morocco, 
Russia, Saudi Arabia, and Spain, to 
name a few. 

Dr. DeBakey is a great citizen not 
only of the United States of America 
but also of the world. He has been a hu-
manitarian par excellence, and he has 
helped both rich and poor alike. 

Mr. Speaker, if we did not have a 
Congressional Gold Medal, we would 
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have to create one to honor the Honor-
able Dr. Michael DeBakey. On his 99th 
birthday, I am proud to say, we called 
him to let him know that we had 
reached the 290 signatures necessary in 
the House. And his comments were, ‘‘I 
am so grateful that I am a citizen of 
the United States.’’ 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

It is my singular honor to stand be-
fore the House today to support H.R. 
1154, a bill that Mr. GREEN is the lead 
author of, which he has coauthored 
with Mr. BURGESS and I and other 
members of the Texas delegation, 
which Senator HUTCHISON has carried 
in the Senate, to award the Congres-
sional Gold Medal to Dr. Michael 
DeBakey. 

AL GREEN and I are proud to rep-
resent the Texas Medical Center in 
Houston, the largest assembly of med-
ical institutions and hospitals, learn-
ing facilities in the world, and cer-
tainly the greatest collection of med-
ical talent, human talent in the entire 
world. And Dr. Michael DeBakey has 
had an impact on medicine based out of 
the Texas Medical Center that just 
simply cannot be overstated. And my 
friend AL GREEN has spoken so elo-
quently and so well of many of Dr. 
DeBakey’s accomplishments. I could 
not agree more that if the Congres-
sional Gold Medal did not exist, it cer-
tainly should be created just for Dr. 
Michael DeBakey. 

He is an educator, surgeon, inno-
vator. As Mr. GREEN has said, Dr. 
DeBakey comes from Louisiana, the 
oldest of five children. He was born in 
1908. And it is important for people lis-
tening to know that this great good 
man is 99 years old, in great good 
health, is still active, and is, I hope, 
watching this afternoon. 

He received both his bachelor’s, his 
master’s, and his medical degrees all 
from Tulane University in New Orleans 
and completed his internship at the 
Charity Hospital and his residency at 
the University of Strasbourg, France 
and Heidelberg, Germany. 

At the age of 23, and still a medical 
student, he reported a major invention, 
the roller pump for blood transfusions, 
which later became a major component 
of the heart-lung machine used in the 
first successful open heart operation. 
And while Dr. DeBakey was still a resi-
dent in surgery, he invented a blood 
transfusion needle, suture scissors, and 
a colostomy clamp while still a stu-
dent. He is also credited with inventing 
and perfecting countless other medical 
devices, techniques, and procedures 
that have saved untold number of lives 
and led to healthy hearts for millions 
of people throughout the world. The 
man is truly a pioneer in ways that I 
think most people may or may not 

know. He is a modest good man, and I 
just can’t tell you how proud I am to 
be here and to be a part of this tonight. 

When he returned to the United 
States in 1937, after completing his Eu-
ropean studies, Dr. DeBakey accepted a 
position on the faculty of Tulane Uni-
versity’s School of Medicine Depart-
ment of Surgery. And although he had 
already achieved a national reputation 
as an authority on vascular disease and 
had a promising career as a surgeon 
and teacher, Dr. DeBakey volunteered 
for medical service during World War 
II, joined the Surgeon General’s staff, 
and rose to the rank of colonel and 
chief of the surgical consultant’s divi-
sion. 

His firsthand knowledge led Dr. 
DeBakey to make a number of rec-
ommendations to properly stage the 
management of war wounds, which led 
to the development of the MASH units 
that we are all so familiar with because 
of the television show, and today the 
survival rate of soldiers in the field is 
remarkable. If they are injured or 
wounded in combat and defense of this 
Nation, the surgical attention they get 
from those mobile army surgical hos-
pitals is a direct result of Dr. 
DeBakey’s work in World War II. And 
for this contribution, Dr. DeBakey 
earned the Legion of Merit in 1945. 

After World War II, Dr. DeBakey rec-
ommended the creation of specialized 
medical centers in different parts of 
the United States to treat wounded 
military personnel returning from the 
war; and from this recommendation, 
Dr. DeBakey’s ideas led to the creation 
of the Veterans Affairs Medical Center 
System. He also proposed a systematic 
follow-up of veterans, as he had done so 
with soldiers in the field, which led to 
the establishment of the Commission 
on Veterans Medical Problems of the 
National Research Council and an ex-
tensive VA Medical Center Research 
program. And in 2003, in honor of Dr. 
DeBakey’s accomplishments, with the 
help of my friend AL GREEN and SHEILA 
JACKSON-LEE and other members of the 
Houston delegation, the Department of 
Veterans Affairs Medical Center in 
Houston, Texas, was renamed the Mi-
chael DeBakey Veterans Affairs Med-
ical Center. 

In 1948, Dr. DeBakey moved to Hous-
ton and started at the Methodist Hos-
pital in Baylor College of Medicine in 
the Texas Medical Center. Shortly 
after he arrived, he secured commit-
ments to improve the institutions and 
quickly developed the first surgical 
residency program in the city of Hous-
ton. Guided by his vision, Baylor Col-
lege of Medicine is today one of the 
most respected health science centers 
in the Nation and in the world. 

In 1969, as Al mentioned, Dr. 
DeBakey was elected the first presi-
dent of the Baylor College of Medicine, 
and today he is chancellor emeritus of 
the Baylor College of Medicine. Dr. 

DeBakey has been crucial to the 
growth of the Methodist Hospital in 
the Texas Medical Center. 

At Methodist, Dr. DeBakey per-
formed many of his groundbreaking 
surgeries, including the first removal 
of a carotid artery blockage in 1950. 

b 1630 
Today Dr. DeBakey is a senior at-

tending surgeon at the Methodist Hos-
pital. 

Convinced that there must be a way 
to improve existing methods of vas-
cular surgery, Dr. DeBakey went out 
on his own and purchased fabric from a 
Houston area fabric store, using a craft 
he had learned from his mother as a 
child, Dr. DeBakey created the first 
Dacron prosthetic artery on his wife’s 
sewing machine. Intensive studies and 
testing followed, and with the collabo-
ration of a research associate from the 
Philadelphia College of Textiles and 
Sciences, a knitting machine was de-
veloped that produced the first seam-
less artificial artery in history called 
Dacron tubes. 

In 1953, Dr. DeBakey performed the 
first successful procedures to treat pa-
tients who suffered aneurysms leading 
to severe strokes. He later developed a 
series of innovative surgical techniques 
for the treatment of aneurysms ena-
bling thousands of lives to be saved in 
the years ahead. 

During Dr. DeBakey’s tenure as a 
member of the Task Force on Medical 
Services of the Hoover Commission, he 
initiated the concept and led the move-
ment to establish a national facility 
for valuable and historical medical pa-
pers and artifacts. His efforts led to the 
dedication on June 12, 1959, of the Na-
tional Library of Medicine housed at 
the National Institutes of Health. 
Today the National Library of Medi-
cine is the world’s largest and most 
prestigious repository of medical ar-
chives. 

In 1964, President Johnson appointed 
Dr. DeBakey to the position of chair-
man of the President’s Commission on 
Heart Disease, Cancer and Stroke, 
which led to the creation of the Re-
gional Medical Programs established 
‘‘to encourage and assist in the estab-
lishment of regional cooperative ar-
rangements among medical schools, re-
search institutions and hospitals for 
research and training.’’ 

In 1964, Dr. DeBakey also triggered 
the most explosive era in modern car-
diac surgery when he performed the 
first successful coronary bypass in his-
tory. That’s an extraordinary achieve-
ment, and everyone should focus on 
that. Dr. DeBakey was, once again, 
paving the way for surgeons worldwide 
to offer hope to thousands of patients 
who might otherwise succumb to heart 
disease. 

Two years later, Dr. DeBakey made 
medical history again when he was the 
first to use, successfully, a partial arti-
ficial heart to solve the problems of a 
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patient who could not be weaned from 
a heart-lung machine following open 
heart surgery. 

And in the mid-1960s, Dr. DeBakey pi-
oneered the field of telemedicine with 
the first demonstration of open heart 
surgery to be transmitted overseas by 
satellite, a technique that is today 
used extensively in Iraq. When soldiers 
in the field are injured and brought 
into the hospital and they need med-
ical care, physicians in the Texas Med-
ical Center, which AL GREEN and I are 
so proud to represent, are able to view 
those procedures live via satellite, of 
the x-rays, of the CAT scans and the 
procedure itself being done in Iraq. A 
doctor sitting in Houston, Texas is able 
to help observe and offer advice on that 
procedure to help save those soldiers’ 
lives. And that technique was first pio-
neered by Dr. DeBakey back in the 
mid-1960s. 

In 1968, Dr. DeBakey supervised the 
first successful multi-organ transplant 
where a heart, both kidneys and a lung 
were transplanted from a single donor 
to four separate recipients. In 1968. 

In 1969, President Johnson bestowed 
on Dr. DeBakey the Presidential Medal 
of Freedom with Distinction. 

Dr. DeBakey has always focused on 
education and bringing young people 
into the field of medicine and strength-
ening and expanding the reach of our 
medical schools. And in 1962, he sup-
ported an educational outreach pro-
gram that led to the creation of Hous-
ton High School for Health Professions, 
now recognized as one of the best high 
schools of its kind in the United 
States. And in 1996, Houston’s High 
School for Health Professions was re-
named the Michael E. DeBakey High 
School for Health Professions in honor 
of this great, good man. 

And he was recognized by President 
Reagan in 1985 with the National Medal 
of Science. 

In 1999, Time Magazine chose Dr. 
DeBakey as one of the 100 Great Ameri-
cans of the 20th Century and honored 
him for his pioneering work and inno-
vation in cardiovascular surgery and 
the artificial heart. 

Dr. DeBakey continues his pio-
neering research today. Working with 
NASA engineers, he refined existing 
technology to create the DeBakey ven-
tricular assist device for patients with 
dying hearts. This device is one tenth 
the size of current versions and re-
stores the cardiac output of a heart to 
normal function in order to relieve the 
patient’s failing heart and could even-
tually eliminate the need for heart 
transplant in some patients. And, in 
fact, the technology that Dr. DeBakey 
was able to develop for the ventricular 
assist device is very similar to and 
helped NASA in developing the fuel 
pumps for the space shuttle, which to 
this day the space shuttle fuel pumps 
on those engines are able to move more 
fuel, more fluid more rapidly than any 

other pump ever invented. And Dr. 
DeBakey’s work was a key part of that. 

I have a particular soft part in my 
heart. As a member of the Appropria-
tions Committee, I do my best to avoid 
spending money. The starting answer 
is no, unless it’s medical or scientific 
research. And when it comes to med-
ical or scientific research, that’s our 
Nation’s insurance policy and the in-
vestment that we make. And the re-
search that’s done at the Texas Med-
ical Center, other medical institutions 
around the country and in scientific re-
search and in the space program is 
truly a part of our national insurance 
policy. And the research work that Dr. 
DeBakey has done with NASA has 
truly led to saving lives and improved 
technological spin-offs in many other 
areas as well. 

In 1999, Dr. DeBakey was one of eight 
individuals chosen to commemorate 
the United Nations’ International Day 
for Tolerance and received the pres-
tigious U.N. Lifetime Achievement 
Award. 

In 2000, Dr. DeBakey was recognized 
by the Library of Congress, which des-
ignated him a Living Legend. 

Throughout his many years of public 
service, Dr. DeBakey has been awarded 
over 50 honorary degrees from colleges, 
universities and medical schools world-
wide, as well as numerous awards from 
educational institutions, professional 
and civic organizations and govern-
ments worldwide. 

I want to again, Mr. Speaker, say 
thank you to my colleagues, Rep-
resentative AL GREEN and Representa-
tive MICHAEL BURGESS, for bringing 
this bill to the House floor, and a spe-
cial thank you to Chairman BARNEY 
FRANK for expediting its approval 
through the Financial Services Com-
mittee. 

I could not agree more with my 
friend, AL GREEN. There is no better 
way to express the merit of this good 
man, that if the Congressional Gold 
Medal did not exist, it truly would need 
to be invented for Dr. DeBakey. With 
his extraordinary achievements, his 
contributions to mankind, to improv-
ing the lives and health of not only the 
people of the United States but of the 
world, I am proud to join my friend, AL 
GREEN, in urging the House to support 
and pass H.R. 1154 to award the Con-
gressional Gold Medal to Dr. Michael 
Ellis DeBakey. 

Mr. Speaker, I am pleased that we 
have been joined by the other lead au-
thor of this bill, my colleague and good 
friend from Dallas, Dr. MICHAEL BUR-
GESS. And I would like, if I could, at 
this time to yield time to Dr. BURGESS. 

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, I want 
to come to the floor of the House today 
to talk and honor the legacy that is 
that of Dr. Michael DeBakey, the fa-
ther of cardiovascular surgery, and to 
encourage my colleagues on both sides 
of the aisle to vote in favor of H.R. 

1154, the bill to designate a Congres-
sional Gold Medal for the famed Hous-
ton heart surgeon. 

This bill was introduced by my good 
friend from Texas, Representative AL 
GREEN. And Mr. Speaker, we’ve heard 
in great detail the number of accom-
plishments of this singular individual. 
But, Mr. Speaker, I felt it was incum-
bent upon me, as one of the very few 
physicians in the House of Representa-
tives, to come to the floor and talk just 
a little bit about how Dr. DeBakey for-
ever changed the face of the practice of 
medicine in this country. 

As a fellow physician, Dr. DeBakey’s 
work and medical advancements are 
indeed legendary. His dedication to 
healing those around him came not 
only from his talent as a physician, but 
his ongoing commitment to medical 
education, the larger medical commu-
nity, and indeed, the entire profession, 
the practice of medicine. 

His motto, as always, was ‘‘Strive for 
nothing less than excellence.’’ This 
motto should be adopted by every one 
of us in this House and indeed across 
the country. 

His education and his entrepreneurial 
spirit made him worthy of the Nation’s 
highest expression of appreciation for 
distinguished achievements and con-
tributions. 

Dr. DeBakey received his bachelor’s 
and M.D. degree from Tulane Univer-
sity down in New Orleans. While in 
medical school, Dr. DeBakey invented 
what became known as the roller 
pump, later to become a major compo-
nent in the heart-lung machine used in 
open heart surgery. Think of that, Mr. 
Speaker. He was in medical school. He 
was not yet an M.D. and he devised a 
revolutionary concept for the engineer-
ing of a pump that dealt with a roller 
mechanism, as opposed to the piston 
mechanism that resulted in the de-
struction of red blood cells by the very 
mechanism that was intended to pump 
those red blood cells. He had an un-
usual knack for looking at things in a 
new light and developing new ideas. 

He completed his internship at Char-
ity Hospital in New Orleans. Charity 
Hospital. Think of that, Mr. Speaker. 
One of the venerable institutions of 
medical education in this country; an 
institution that was unfortunately lost 
to us just two short years ago to the 
ravages of Hurricane Katrina. Charity 
Hospital has turned out a number of 
medical icons of my generation and the 
generation before, now lost to us for-
ever. 

But it was Dr. DeBakey at his resi-
dency in surgery or doing his intern-
ship at Charity Hospital to then go on 
to his residency in surgery at the Uni-
versity of Strasbourg, France and the 
University of Heidelberg in Germany. 

He volunteered for service in World 
War II and was subsequently named di-
rector of the surgical consultants divi-
sion of the United States Surgeon Gen-
eral’s Office. His work during that war 
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led that office to the development of 
the mobile army surgical hospital, 
which we now know as a MASH unit. 
These units were the forerunners of our 
forward surgical combat teams that 
have saved so many lives in the present 
conflicts in Iraq and Afghanistan. Pre-
vious conflicts in Korea and Vietnam 
certainly benefited from the mobile 
army surgical hospitals, but those for-
ward surgical teams, to be able to de-
liver the type of care in the battlefield 
that those critically injured patients 
need, many of us have traveled to Iraq 
and seen those hospitals at Ballad and 
Imbue Sinai in Baghdad, the Baghdad 
ER. And it’s the principles put forward 
by Dr. DeBakey that are at work at 
this hour in those centers where our 
men and women are fighting today. 

He helped establish the specialized 
medical and surgical center system for 
treating military personnel returning 
home from war, subsequently known as 
the Veterans Administration medical 
center system. 

But it was at Methodist Hospital in 
Houston in the Texas Medical Center 
represented so capably by my friends 
from Texas Mr. CULBERSON and Mr. 
GREEN where Dr. DeBakey performed 
many of his groundbreaking surgeries, 
including the first removal of a carotid 
artery blockage. Mr. Speaker, the year 
was 1950. That’s the year I was born. 
The first coronary artery bypass graft 
in 1964, the first use of a ventricular as-
sist device to pump blood and to sup-
port a failing heart in 1966, and then 
some of the first heart transplants per-
formed in this country in 1968 and ’69. 

He developed a self-contained minia-
turized left ventricular assist device 
pump, again, to assist the diseased left 
ventricle and allow it an opportunity 
to either heal, get the patient to sur-
gery, or perhaps provide stabilization 
leading up to a transplant. This is 
something that is in use today, and in-
deed I saw it used on one of my family 
members a number of years ago. 

The techniques used to miniaturize 
the device’s inner workings were devel-
oped with engineers working with engi-
neers right next door at the nearby 
NASA program. 

He served as an advisor to nearly 
every United States President for the 
last 50 years. He traveled, in 1966 very 
famously to Russia to consult on the 
surgery for Russian President Boris 
Yeltsin. And knowing Dr. DeBakey, I 
have to suspect he did a good deal more 
than consult on that surgery. 

During his professional surgical ca-
reer, he performed more than 60,000 
cardiovascular procedures, trained 
thousands of surgeons who practice 
around the world. His name is affixed 
to a number of organizations, centers 
for learning, and projects devoted to 
medical education and health edu-
cation for the general public. 

But think of this, Mr. Speaker. Dr. 
DeBakey also underwent an operation 

that was named for him. Reading in 
the New York Times on the way up 
here to Washington last December, I 
read a story about how Dr. DeBakey 
had undergone the surgery that he 
himself had described many years be-
fore. In fact, Dr. DeBakey admitted at 
the time, although he knew he was 
quite ill, he never called his own doctor 
and he never called 911. 

Now, I’m quoting here. He said, ‘‘if it 
becomes intense enough, you’re per-
fectly willing to accept cardiac arrest 
as a possible way of getting rid of the 
pain.’’ That’s what he told the New 
York Times. You just have to marvel 
at the pragmatism of that individual. 

As previously noted by the other two 
speakers, he did help establish the Na-
tional Library of Medicine, which is 
now the world’s largest and most pres-
tigious repository for medical archives. 
Indeed, I will probably use the medline 
in the National Library of Medicine 
this evening as I prepare for hearings 
on the Energy and Commerce Com-
mittee tomorrow. 

Mr. Speaker, as we talk in Congress 
about the need for improving the prac-
tice of medicine, Dr. DeBakey was on 
the forefront of that, while most of us 
in this body hadn’t even started school 
yet. In fact, many in this body were 
not even born yet. 

These accomplishments have been 
honored before. In 1969, he received the 
highest honor a United States citizen 
can receive, the Presidential Medal of 
Freedom with Distinction. In 1976, his 
students founded the Michael E. 
DeBakey International Surgical Soci-
ety. 

His contributions to medicine and his 
breakthrough surgeries and innovative 
devices have completely transformed 
our view of the human body and of our 
longevity and, indeed, of the planet. 

b 1645 

He has been designated a living leg-
end by the Library of Congress, and 
today we take another opportunity to 
honor a full and important life by con-
ferring on Dr. DeBakey the Congres-
sional Gold Medal. 

I want to thank my colleagues who 
joined me in cosponsoring H.R. 1154, in-
troduced by Congressman GREEN and 
cosponsored by Congressman 
CULBERSON. 

Mr. Speaker, imagine a simple coun-
try doctor from Louisville, Texas. I got 
to sit on the phone last Friday with AL 
GREEN and sing Happy Birthday to Dr. 
DeBakey on his 99th birthday. What an 
honor for me, what an honor for Amer-
ica to be able to afford this individual 
the rightful accolades that he so richly 
deserves. 

Mr. AL GREEN of Texas. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield myself such time as I may 
consume to just make a few closing 
comments, if I may. 

Mr. Speaker, as was indicated by Dr. 
BURGESS, who has worked tirelessly, I 

might add, to help us get the necessary 
signatures to bring this bill to the 
floor, as was indicated, Dr. DeBakey is 
a living legend. But he is really more 
than that. He is a person who is loved 
by many people. The people over at 
Baylor College of Medicine, the staff, 
they have worked with us to help us 
get this piece of legislation through 
the Congress. 

I am honored to tell you, Mr. Speak-
er, that Mrs. DeBakey is a real asset as 
well, and we don’t want to overlook 
her. 

He is a gentle spirit, a person who is 
warm, a person who exudes a sense of 
confidence that is almost infectious. 
He is a person who is not only a great 
citizen of the United States, a great 
humanitarian, but a person who will be 
remembered throughout history for all 
that he has done to help humankind. 

Mr. Speaker, I will close with a 
poem, the author whose name is not 
known to me, but it is most appro-
priate for Dr. DeBakey: 

‘‘While some measure their lives by 
days and years 

Others by heartthrobs, passions, and 
tears 

The surest measure under God’s sun 
Is what for others in your lifetime 

have you done.’’ 
Dr. DeBakey, we thank you for what 

you have done, and we honor you today 
for your great place in history that you 
will acquire. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
as a citizen of Houston, the greatest city in the 
greatest state of the world’s greatest country, 
and as an original co-sponsor of the legisla-
tion, I rise proudly to support H.R. 1154, which 
authorizes the awarding of the Congressional 
Gold Medal to Michael Ellis DeBakey, M.D. 
The Congressional Gold Medal is the highest 
expression of national appreciation for excep-
tional service and for lifetime contributions. 
The medal has been awarded to individuals 
from all walks of life. Dr. Martin Luther King, 
Jr. and Coretta Scott King, Pope John Paul II, 
the Navajo Code Talkers, Rosa Parks, Frank 
Sinatra, and Elie Wiesel are among those who 
have been honored. Dr. Michael DeBakey is 
exceptionally well qualified to join the list of in-
dividuals who have received this most distin-
guished of honors. As I would like to discuss 
briefly, Dr. DeBakey is one of the greatest 
Americans of the 20th Century. 

Dr. Michael Ellis DeBakey, internationally re-
nowned physician, is known foremost for his 
pioneering work as a cardiovascular surgeon. 
Although he is widely regarded as ‘‘the father 
of modern cardiovascular surgery’’ due to his 
path-breaking introduction of now common- 
place procedures such as arterial bypass op-
erations, artificial hearts, and heart trans-
plants, Dr. DeBakey’s contributions in fields di-
verse as military medicine, veterans affairs, 
and public health policy would place him in the 
first rank of all the practitioners of the healing 
arts who ever lived. 

Born in 1908 in Lake Charles, Louisiana, Dr. 
DeBakey received his undergraduate and 
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medical degrees from Tulane University. After 
receiving surgical training in Europe, Dr. 
DeBakey returned to the United States and 
enlisted in the Army at the onset of World War 
II. His service on the Surgeon General’s staff 
during the war was pivotal; studies conducted 
by Dr. DeBakey and his colleagues led to the 
creation of ‘‘mobile army surgical hospital’’ 
(MASH) units that revolutionized battlefield 
medicine would go on to save hundred of 
thousands of lives in that and subsequent 
wars. For his wartime contributions to the Na-
tion, Lt. Col. DeBakey was awarded the Le-
gion of Merit Award in 1945. 

Following the war, Dr. DeBakey’s expertise 
in the development of specialized medical and 
surgical center-systems contributed greatly to 
the design and formation of the Veterans Ad-
ministration Medical Center System. In addi-
tion, Dr. DeBakey played a leading role in per-
suading the Congress to create and fund the 
National Library of Medicine, where records of 
the Nation’s medical research activities are 
stored for the benefit of future researchers. 

Dr. DeBakey’s arrival in Houston at the 
Baylor College of Medicine heralded the de-
velopment of Baylor and Houston’s Texas 
Medical Center into world-renowned centers of 
medical excellence. As Baylor’s Chairman of 
Surgery and later President, Dr. DeBakey 
spearheaded efforts to associate Baylor with 
the TMC’s network of hospitals, secured Fed-
eral funding for research, and recruited numer-
ous highly-acclaimed faculty and researchers 
to Baylor. During that time, Dr. DeBakey was 
also an active and innovative clinician: intro-
ducing the Dacron artificial arteries in 1953, 
the first successful coronary bypass in the 
early 1960s, and the first successful multi- 
organ transplant in 1968. 

Dr. DeBakey’s wisdom has been sought by 
virtually every U.S. president since Harry S. 
Truman. He served on presidential commis-
sions during both the Kennedy and Johnson 
administrations, and thus provided essential 
support in the passage of the landmark 1965 
Medicare legislation. Dr. DeBakey was award-
ed the Presidential Medal of Freedom with 
Distinction in 1969 and the National Medal of 
Science by President Ronald Reagan in 1987. 
He currently serves as Chancellor Emeritus of 
the Baylor College of Medicine and continues 
to see patients, pursue his research, serve on 
national advisory committees, and consult on 
projects to help develop health care systems 
in the Middle and Far East. 

It is for these reasons and more, Madam 
Speaker, that I led the fight throughout the 
107th and 108th Congress to pass legislation 
naming the Houston Veterans Hospital in my 
Congressional district after this great Amer-
ican. This effort finally came to fruition in the 
108th Congress when the President signed 
into law Pub. L. 108–170. 

The awarding of the Congressional Gold 
Medal to Dr. Michael Ellis DeBakey is an ap-
propriate act of recognition from a grateful na-
tion to a person who has devoted his life to 
improving life in America and around the 
world. I strongly support H.R. 1154 and urge 
my colleagues to join me in voting to award 
the Congressional Gold Medal to Michael Ellis 
DeBakey, M.D., one of Houston’s greatest 
sons and America’s greatest citizens. 

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.R. 1154, a 

resolution to award a Congressional Gold 
Medal to Michael Ellis DeBakey, M.D. 

Dr. DeBakey has been a dedicated public 
servant, especially to veterans. 

The developments in organ transplant medi-
cine developed by him have enabled millions 
of people to lead happy and productive lives. 

Early in life, he volunteered for military serv-
ice during World War II, joining the Surgeon 
General’s staff and rising to the rank of Colo-
nel and Chief of the Surgical Consultants Divi-
sion. His recommendations led to advances in 
mobility military medicine and earned him the 
Legion of Merit in 1945. 

His work contributed to the ultimate devel-
opment of the Veterans Affairs Medical Center 
System and the establishment of the Commis-
sion on Veterans Medical Problems of the Na-
tional Research Council. 

Mr. Speaker, I served as Chief Psychiatric 
Nurse at the V.A. Hospital in Dallas and have 
15 years of experience in hands-on patient 
care. 

Medical follow-up after active service is ex-
tremely important for our veterans. 

Dr. DeBakey’s intelligence, dedication and 
other talents were directed early in his career 
to assist men and women serving in our mili-
tary. 

For decades, his innovations in cardio-
vascular medicine revolutionalized the field 
and have forever changed the way surgery is 
conducted. 

Many millions who will never know him have 
Dr. DeBakey to thank for pioneering surgical 
techniques that have saved their lives. 

Mr. Speaker, as a Texan, I have great pride 
for our own Dr. Michael DeBakey. It is fitting 
for the U.S. House of Representatives to 
honor him in this way. 

I urge my colleagues to support this resolu-
tion. 

Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
I rise today in support of this legislation to 
award Dr. Michael E. DeBakey with the Con-
gressional Gold Medal. I would also like to 
thank my friend and neighbor, AL GREEN, as 
well as my fellow Texan, Dr. BURGESS, for in-
troducing this bill to honor and celebrate the 
life and achievements of Dr. Michael 
DeBakey. 

Over the course of his long life, Dr. 
DeBakey has been a tremendous asset to his 
long-time home of Houston and has made a 
considerable contribution to the advancement 
of medicine. His accomplishments are numer-
ous, both in traditional medicine and military 
medicine. Dr. DeBakey volunteered for enlist-
ment in World War II where he helped to de-
velop mobile army surgical hospitals. His com-
mitment to military medicine continued with his 
work to establish both the Veterans Affairs 
Medical Center System and the establishment 
of the Commission on Veterans Medical Prob-
lems of the National Research Council. In rec-
ognition of his service to the U.S. Armed 
Forces and our country’s wounded soldiers 
and veterans, the VA Medical Center in Hous-
ton is formally known as the Michael E. 
DeBakey Veterans Affairs Medical Center. 

Dr. DeBakey is a medical pioneer in the 
area of cardiac surgery, which is his expertise. 
His career is highlighted by a number of 
‘‘firsts.’’ While still a student, he invented a 
roller pump for blood transfusions. He per-

formed the first successful coronary bypass; 
he was the first to successfully use a partial 
artificial heart; he supervised the first success-
ful multi-organ transplant and then led the way 
for telemedicine with the first demonstration of 
open-heart surgery broadcasted overseas by 
satellite. 

Mr. Speaker, this list represents only a 
snapshot of Dr. DeBakey’s service. He also 
was the first president of Baylor College of 
Medicine where he developed the fellowship 
and residency programs at his namesake De-
partment of Surgery. Today, Baylor is one of 
the jewels of the Texas Medical Center, in 
large part due to Dr. DeBakey’s leadership, 
and has been the site of countless medical 
miracles for patients from Texas and around 
the world. A true testament to Dr. DeBakey’s 
impact is the admiration he has earned from 
the Houston community, more than 60,000 
members of which count Dr. DeBakey as their 
physician. 

Internationally, Dr. DeBakey has been rec-
ognized and honored by well over a dozen 
governments and even inducted into the Acad-
emy of Athens, a society founded by Plato. 
His many awards include the U.S. Army Le-
gion of Merit and the Presidential Medal of 
Freedom awarded by President Johnson and 
the National Medal of Science awarded by 
President Reagan. 

I can think of no physician better suited for 
the Congressional Gold Medal, and I encour-
age my colleagues to join me in supporting 
this bill to bestow that honor upon Dr. 
DeBakey. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. AL GREEN of Texas. Mr. Speak-
er, I have no further requests for time, 
and I yield back the balance of my 
time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Texas (Mr. AL 
GREEN) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 1154. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the bill was 
passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

PERMISSION FOR COMMITTEE ON 
FINANCIAL SERVICES TO FILE 
SUPPLEMENTAL REPORT ON H.R. 
1852, EXPANDING AMERICAN 
HOMEOWNERSHIP ACT OF 2007 
Mr. AL GREEN of Texas. Mr. Speak-

er, I ask unanimous consent that the 
Committee on Financial Services be 
authorized to file a supplemental re-
port on the bill, H.R. 1852. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Texas? 

There was no objection. 
f 

RECESS 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair 
declares the House in recess until ap-
proximately 6:30 p.m. today. 
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Accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 48 min-

utes p.m.), the House stood in recess 
until approximately 6:30 p.m. 

f 

b 1830 

AFTER RECESS 

The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order by the Speaker pro 
tempore (Mr. CARDOZA) at 6 o’clock and 
30 minutes p.m. 

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, proceedings 
will resume on motions to suspend the 
rules previously postponed. 

Votes will be taken in the following 
order: 

H.R. 3246, by the yeas and nays; 
H.R. 1657, by the yeas and nays; 
H.R. 3527, by the yeas and nays. 
The vote on H.R. 3096 will be taken 

tomorrow. 
The first electronic vote will be con-

ducted as a 15-minute vote. Remaining 
electronic votes will be conducted as 5- 
minute votes. 

f 

REGIONAL ECONOMIC AND INFRA-
STRUCTURE DEVELOPMENT ACT 
OF 2007 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the vote on the mo-
tion to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill, H.R. 3246, as amended, on which 
the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the motion offered by 
the gentlewoman from the District of 
Columbia (Ms. NORTON) that the House 
suspend the rules and pass the bill, 
H.R. 3246, as amended. 

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 225, nays 
152, not voting 55, as follows: 

[Roll No. 867] 

YEAS—225 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Aderholt 
Alexander 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Baird 
Baker 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Boozman 
Boren 
Boucher 
Boustany 
Boyd (FL) 
Boyda (KS) 
Brady (PA) 

Braley (IA) 
Buchanan 
Butterfield 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Castor 
Chandler 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Coble 
Cohen 
Cooper 
Costa 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 

Davis, Lincoln 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dent 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly 
Doyle 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emanuel 
English (PA) 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Farr 
Fattah 
Ferguson 
Filner 
Fortenberry 
Frank (MA) 
Giffords 
Gillibrand 
Gonzalez 

Gordon 
Graves 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Hall (NY) 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Hayes 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hodes 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones (OH) 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick 
Kind 
Klein (FL) 
Kuhl (NY) 
Lampson 
Langevin 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 

Mahoney (FL) 
Maloney (NY) 
Markey 
Marshall 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum (MN) 
McCrery 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McNerney 
McNulty 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Michaud 
Miller (NC) 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Murtha 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor 
Payne 
Perlmutter 
Peterson (MN) 
Pomeroy 
Price (NC) 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Renzi 
Reyes 
Richardson 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (AL) 
Ross 
Rothman 

Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Salazar 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shuler 
Sires 
Skelton 
Smith (NJ) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Souder 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stupak 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Udall (NM) 
Velázquez 
Walsh (NY) 
Walz (MN) 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Weiner 
Welch (VT) 
Wexler 
Wilson (OH) 
Woolsey 
Wu 

NAYS—152 

Akin 
Bachmann 
Barrett (SC) 
Bartlett (MD) 
Barton (TX) 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Bono 
Brady (TX) 
Broun (GA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Calvert 
Camp (MI) 
Campbell (CA) 
Cantor 
Carter 
Castle 
Chabot 
Cole (OK) 
Conaway 
Crenshaw 
Culberson 
Davis (KY) 
Davis, David 
Davis, Tom 
Deal (GA) 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Doolittle 
Drake 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Emerson 

Everett 
Fallin 
Feeney 
Flake 
Forbes 
Fossella 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gilchrest 
Gingrey 
Gohmert 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Granger 
Hall (TX) 
Hastert 
Hastings (WA) 
Heller 
Herger 
Hobson 
Hoekstra 
Hulshof 
Inglis (SC) 
Issa 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones (NC) 
Jordan 
Keller 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Kline (MN) 
LaHood 
Lamborn 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
LoBiondo 
Lucas 

Lungren, Daniel 
E. 

Mack 
Manzullo 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul (TX) 
McCotter 
McHenry 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 
Moran (KS) 
Musgrave 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Pearce 
Pence 
Petri 
Pitts 
Platts 
Porter 
Price (GA) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Reynolds 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 
Sali 
Saxton 
Schmidt 
Sensenbrenner 

Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (TX) 
Stearns 
Sullivan 

Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Turner 
Upton 
Walberg 
Walden (OR) 
Wamp 
Weldon (FL) 
Weller 

Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Wicker 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wolf 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—55 

Allen 
Bachus 
Bishop (GA) 
Boswell 
Brown, Corrine 
Buyer 
Cannon 
Carney 
Carson 
Conyers 
Costello 
Cubin 
Davis, Jo Ann 
Dicks 
Ehlers 
Engel 
Gerlach 
Gutierrez 
Hensarling 

Hooley 
Hunter 
Jefferson 
Jindal 
Johnson (IL) 
Knollenberg 
Kucinich 
Lantos 
Larsen (WA) 
Lynch 
Marchant 
McKeon 
Miller, George 
Moran (VA) 
Neal (MA) 
Oberstar 
Paul 
Peterson (PA) 
Pickering 

Poe 
Pryce (OH) 
Ramstad 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Shays 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Space 
Tancredo 
Terry 
Towns 
Udall (CO) 
Van Hollen 
Visclosky 
Waxman 
Wynn 
Yarmuth 

b 1857 

Messrs. GOODLATTE, WALDEN of 
Oregon, AKIN, and EVERETT changed 
their vote from ‘‘yea’’ to ‘‘nay.’’ 

Messrs. ALEXANDER, COBLE, BU-
CHANAN, and Ms. CLARKE changed 
their vote from ‘‘nay’’ to ‘‘yea.’’ 

So (two-thirds not being in the af-
firmative) the motion was rejected. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

f 

ESTABLISHING A SCIENCE AND 
TECHNOLOGY SCHOLARSHIP 
PROGRAM 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the vote on the mo-
tion to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill, H.R. 1657, on which the yeas and 
nays were ordered. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Indiana (Mr. HILL) 
that the House suspend the rules and 
pass the bill, H.R. 1657. 

This will be a 5-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 360, nays 16, 
not voting 56, as follows: 

[Roll No. 868] 

YEAS—360 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Bachmann 
Baird 
Baker 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bartlett (MD) 
Barton (TX) 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 

Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (NY) 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blumenauer 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Bono 
Boozman 
Boren 
Boucher 
Boustany 
Boyd (FL) 
Boyda (KS) 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown (SC) 

Brown-Waite, 
Ginny 

Buchanan 
Burgess 
Butterfield 
Calvert 
Camp (MI) 
Campbell (CA) 
Cantor 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carter 
Castle 
Castor 
Chabot 
Chandler 
Clarke 
Clay 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 11:04 Jul 14, 2010 Jkt 059102 PO 00000 Frm 00040 Fmt 0688 Sfmt 0634 E:\BR07\H17SE7.001 H17SE7er
ow

e 
on

 D
S

K
5C

LS
3C

1P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 B
O

U
N

D
 R

E
C

O
R

D



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, Vol. 153, Pt. 1724378 September 17, 2007 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Coble 
Cohen 
Cole (OK) 
Conaway 
Cooper 
Costa 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (KY) 
Davis, David 
Davis, Lincoln 
Davis, Tom 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly 
Doyle 
Drake 
Dreier 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emanuel 
Emerson 
English (PA) 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Everett 
Fallin 
Farr 
Fattah 
Feeney 
Ferguson 
Filner 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Fossella 
Foxx 
Frank (MA) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Giffords 
Gilchrest 
Gillibrand 
Gingrey 
Gohmert 
Gonzalez 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Gordon 
Granger 
Graves 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Hall (NY) 
Hall (TX) 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastert 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayes 
Heller 
Herger 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hobson 
Hodes 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Hulshof 
Inslee 

Israel 
Issa 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones (NC) 
Jones (OH) 
Jordan 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Keller 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kirk 
Klein (FL) 
Kline (MN) 
Kuhl (NY) 
LaHood 
Lamborn 
Lampson 
Langevin 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Mack 
Mahoney (FL) 
Maloney (NY) 
Manzullo 
Markey 
Marshall 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCaul (TX) 
McCollum (MN) 
McCotter 
McCrery 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHenry 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
McNulty 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Mica 
Michaud 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, Gary 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (KS) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Murtha 
Musgrave 
Myrick 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Pallone 

Pascrell 
Pastor 
Payne 
Pearce 
Perlmutter 
Peterson (MN) 
Petri 
Pitts 
Platts 
Pomeroy 
Porter 
Price (GA) 
Price (NC) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Renzi 
Reyes 
Reynolds 
Richardson 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Royce 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Ryan (WI) 
Salazar 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Saxton 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sessions 
Sestak 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sires 
Skelton 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Souder 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stearns 
Stupak 
Sullivan 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Turner 
Udall (NM) 
Upton 
Velázquez 
Walberg 
Walden (OR) 
Walsh (NY) 
Walz (MN) 
Wamp 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Weiner 

Welch (VT) 
Weldon (FL) 
Weller 
Wexler 
Whitfield 

Wicker 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (OH) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wolf 

Woolsey 
Wu 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NAYS—16 

Barrett (SC) 
Broun (GA) 
Burton (IN) 
Deal (GA) 
Doolittle 
Duncan 

Flake 
Franks (AZ) 
Hoekstra 
Inglis (SC) 
Kingston 
Miller (FL) 

Pence 
Sali 
Shadegg 
Westmoreland 

NOT VOTING—56 

Allen 
Bachus 
Bishop (GA) 
Boswell 
Brown, Corrine 
Buyer 
Cannon 
Carney 
Carson 
Conyers 
Costello 
Cubin 
Davis, Jo Ann 
Dicks 
Ehlers 
Engel 
Gerlach 
Gutierrez 
Hensarling 

Hooley 
Hunter 
Jefferson 
Jindal 
Johnson (IL) 
Knollenberg 
Kucinich 
Lantos 
Larsen (WA) 
Lynch 
Marchant 
McKeon 
Miller, George 
Moran (VA) 
Neal (MA) 
Oberstar 
Paul 
Peterson (PA) 
Pickering 

Poe 
Pryce (OH) 
Ramstad 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Schmidt 
Shays 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Space 
Tancredo 
Terry 
Towns 
Udall (CO) 
Van Hollen 
Visclosky 
Waxman 
Wynn 
Yarmuth 

b 1906 

So (two-thirds being in the affirma-
tive) the rules were suspended and the 
bill was passed. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Mr. Speaker, on rollcall 
Nos. 867 and 868, due to unavoidable delays 
in travel, I missed the votes on H.R. 3246 and 
H.R. 1657. Had I been present, I would have 
voted ‘‘yea’’ on both. 

f 

EXTENDING THE AUTHORITIES OF 
THE OVERSEAS PRIVATE IN-
VESTMENT CORPORATION 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the vote on the mo-
tion to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill, H.R. 3527, on which the yeas and 
nays were ordered. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from American Samoa 
(Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA) that the House 
suspend the rules and pass the bill, 
H.R. 3527. 

This will be a 5-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 347, nays 30, 
not voting 55, as follows: 

[Roll No. 869] 

YEAS—347 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Aderholt 
Alexander 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Bachmann 

Baird 
Baker 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bartlett (MD) 
Barton (TX) 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 

Berman 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (NY) 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blumenauer 

Blunt 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Bono 
Boozman 
Boren 
Boucher 
Boustany 
Boyd (FL) 
Boyda (KS) 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Butterfield 
Calvert 
Camp (MI) 
Campbell (CA) 
Cantor 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carter 
Castle 
Castor 
Chandler 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Coble 
Cohen 
Cole (OK) 
Cooper 
Costa 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (KY) 
Davis, Lincoln 
Davis, Tom 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly 
Doyle 
Drake 
Dreier 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emanuel 
Emerson 
English (PA) 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Everett 
Fallin 
Farr 
Fattah 
Feeney 
Ferguson 
Filner 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Fossella 
Frank (MA) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Giffords 
Gilchrest 
Gillibrand 
Gonzalez 
Goodlatte 
Gordon 
Granger 

Graves 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Hall (NY) 
Hall (TX) 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastert 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayes 
Heller 
Herger 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hobson 
Hodes 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Hulshof 
Inglis (SC) 
Inslee 
Israel 
Issa 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones (OH) 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Keller 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kirk 
Klein (FL) 
Kline (MN) 
Kuhl (NY) 
LaHood 
Lampson 
Langevin 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Mack 
Mahoney (FL) 
Maloney (NY) 
Manzullo 
Markey 
Marshall 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCaul (TX) 
McCollum (MN) 
McCotter 
McCrery 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
McNulty 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 

Mica 
Michaud 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, Gary 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (KS) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Murtha 
Musgrave 
Myrick 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor 
Payne 
Pearce 
Pence 
Perlmutter 
Peterson (MN) 
Petri 
Pitts 
Platts 
Pomeroy 
Porter 
Price (GA) 
Price (NC) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Renzi 
Reyes 
Reynolds 
Richardson 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Ryan (WI) 
Salazar 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Saxton 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schmidt 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sessions 
Sestak 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sires 
Skelton 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Souder 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stearns 
Stupak 
Sutton 
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Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Turner 
Udall (NM) 
Upton 
Van Hollen 

Velázquez 
Walden (OR) 
Walsh (NY) 
Walz (MN) 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Weiner 
Welch (VT) 
Weldon (FL) 
Weller 

Wexler 
Whitfield 
Wicker 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (OH) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NAYS—30 

Akin 
Barrett (SC) 
Broun (GA) 
Chabot 
Conaway 
Davis, David 
Deal (GA) 
DeFazio 
Doolittle 
Duncan 

Flake 
Foxx 
Gingrey 
Gohmert 
Goode 
Hoekstra 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones (NC) 
Jordan 
Kingston 

Lamborn 
McHenry 
Royce 
Sali 
Sensenbrenner 
Shadegg 
Sullivan 
Walberg 
Wamp 
Westmoreland 

NOT VOTING—55 

Allen 
Bachus 
Bishop (GA) 
Boswell 
Brown, Corrine 
Buyer 
Cannon 
Carney 
Carson 
Conyers 
Costello 
Cubin 
Davis, Jo Ann 
Dicks 
Ehlers 
Engel 
Franks (AZ) 
Gerlach 
Gutierrez 

Hensarling 
Hooley 
Hunter 
Jefferson 
Jindal 
Johnson (IL) 
Knollenberg 
Kucinich 
Lantos 
Larsen (WA) 
Lynch 
Marchant 
McKeon 
Miller, George 
Moran (VA) 
Neal (MA) 
Oberstar 
Paul 
Peterson (PA) 

Pickering 
Poe 
Pryce (OH) 
Ramstad 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Shays 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Space 
Tancredo 
Terry 
Towns 
Udall (CO) 
Visclosky 
Waxman 
Wynn 
Yarmuth 

b 1916 
Mr. BARRETT of South Carolina 

changed his vote from ‘‘yea’’ to ‘‘nay.’’ 
So (two-thirds being in the affirma-

tive) the rules were suspended and the 
bill was passed. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 
Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, I took a leave 

of absence on September 17, 2007, as I was 
attending to personal business. The following 
list describes how I would have voted had I 
been in attendance today. 

‘‘Yea’’—H.R. 3246—Regional Economic and 
Infrastructure Development Act of 2007 (Rep. 
OBERSTAR, JAMES L.). 

‘‘Yea’’—H.R. 1657—To establish a Science 
and Technology Scholarship Program to 
award scholarships to recruit and prepare stu-
dents for careers in the National Weather 
Service and in National Oceanic and Atmos-
pheric Administration marine research, atmos-
pheric research, and satellite programs. (Rep. 
ROHRABACHER, DANA). 

‘‘Yea’’—H.R. 3257—To extend for two 
months the authorities of the Overseas Private 
Investment Corporation. (Rep. SHERMAN, 
BRAD). 

Mr. BOSWELL. Mr. Speaker, due to per-
sonal business in Iowa, I was unable to return 
to Washington for votes on Monday, Sep-
tember 17, 2007. If I had been here, I would 
have voted ‘‘yea’’ on H.R. 3246, H.R. 1657 
and H.R. 3527. 

REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF 
H.R. 1852, EXPANDING AMERICAN 
HOMEOWNERSHIP ACT OF 2007 

Ms. MATSUI, from the Committee on 
Rules, submitted a privileged report 
(Rept. No. 110–330) on the resolution (H. 
Res. 650) providing for consideration of 
the bill (H.R. 1852) to modernize and 
update the National Housing Act and 
enable the Federal Housing Adminis-
tration to use risk-based pricing to 
more effectively reach underserved 
borrowers, and for other purposes, 
which was referred to the House Cal-
endar and ordered to be printed. 

f 

AMENDMENT PROCESS FOR CON-
SIDERATION OF H.R. 2881, FAA 
REAUTHORIZATION ACT OF 2007 

(Ms. MATSUI asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Ms. MATSUI. Mr. Speaker, the Rules 
Committee is expected to meet 
Wednesday, September 19, to grant a 
rule which may structure the amend-
ment process for floor consideration of 
H.R. 2881, the FAA Reauthorization 
Act of 2007. 

Members who wish to offer an amend-
ment to this bill should submit 30 cop-
ies of the amendment and a brief de-
scription of the amendment to the 
Rules Committee in H–312 in the Cap-
itol no later than 10 a.m. on Wednes-
day, September 19. Members are 
strongly advised to adhere to the 
amendment deadline to ensure the 
amendments receive consideration. 

Amendments should be drafted to the 
amendment in the nature of a sub-
stitute to H.R. 2881. The amendment 
reflects an agreement between the 
Transportation and Infrastructure 
Committee and the Science and Tech-
nology Committee. A copy of the text 
is posted on the Web site of the Rules 
Committee. 

Amendments should be drafted by 
legislative counsel and also should be 
reviewed by the Office of the Parlia-
mentarian to be sure that the amend-
ments comply with the rules of the 
House. Members are also strongly en-
couraged to submit their amendments 
to the Congressional Budget Office for 
analysis regarding possible PAYGO 
violations. 

f 

HONORING DR. MICHAEL E. 
DEBAKEY 

(Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas asked 
and was given permission to address 
the House for 1 minute and to revise 
and extend her remarks.) 

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr. 
Speaker, I would like to join my col-
league, Congressman AL GREEN, in con-
gratulating Dr. Michael E. DeBakey for 
having the Congressional Gold Medal 
that was passed today in the House ac-
knowledge his outstanding leadership. 

Dr. DeBakey is not only a great 
American, a great Texan, and a great 
Houstonian, but he is a great lover of 
freedom and peace. He does so by evi-
dencing it through his wonderful hands 
of surgery. 

Dr. DeBakey was in World War II. He 
established the MASH unit that is now 
saving lives of our soldiers in Iraq and 
Afghanistan. His wisdom has been 
sought by virtually every U.S. Presi-
dent since Harry S. Truman. He served 
on Presidential commissions during 
both the Kennedy and Johnson admin-
istrations and thus provided essential 
support in the passage of the landmark 
1965 Medicare legislation. 

Dr. DeBakey was awarded the Presi-
dential Medal of Freedom with distinc-
tion in 1969 and the National Medal of 
Science from President Ronald Reagan 
in 1987. I want to thank Dr. DeBakey 
and my former colleague, Chris Bell, 
for initiating the legislation that will 
allow us to award him the Congres-
sional Gold Medal. He is deserving on 
his birthday of September 7 when he 
reached almost 100 years old. He is de-
serving of this great honor. We in 
Houston love him and admire him. We 
thank him for the service he has given 
and all of the lives that he has served. 
This is a great day when we have 
passed legislation to honor Dr. Michael 
E. DeBakey of Houston Texas, the 
Texas Medical Center, with a Congres-
sional Gold Medal. 

f 

SPECIAL ORDERS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
CARDOZA). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 18, 2007, and 
under a previous order of the House, 
the following Members will be recog-
nized for 5 minutes each. 

f 

FREQUENCY OF WITNESS 
INTIMIDATION 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Maryland (Mr. CUMMINGS) 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker, this 
evening I will continue my discussion 
on a growing and often deadly plague 
on our society, witness intimidation. 

Each day, there is a story reported 
about civic-minded citizens being 
threatened with violence or becoming 
victims of fire bombings or shootings, 
all of which are designed to prevent 
them from testifying to crimes that 
they have witnessed. 

Unfortunately, these tactics are 
working to form what has become com-
monly known as a ‘‘conspiracy of si-
lence.’’ Witnesses are literally afraid 
for their lives. If you do not believe me, 
listen to these recent reports: In New-
ark, New Jersey, for 2 years Reginald 
Roe was the star and sole witness that 
prosecutors were relying on in a case 
involving an ambush gang killing in a 
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parking lot there. Having picked 2 
men’s pictures out of a photo array and 
sworn before a grand jury, he said: ‘‘I 
saw everything, I was there.’’ 

But when the case came to trial, with 
a group of gang members glaring at 
him in open court, Roe changed his 
story, testifying that he had heard the 
shots, but never saw who fired them. 
The 2 suspects were acquitted. 

In Philadelphia, as the culture of fear 
continues to deter witnesses from com-
ing forward, a Federal grand jury ac-
cused a drug dealer and his girlfriend of 
conspiring to intimidate a government 
witness by having the witness’s neigh-
borhood plastered with flyers labeling 
him ‘‘a rat and a snitch.’’ 

In Parachute, Colorado, Garfield 
County deputies arrested 5 teenagers 
they believed threatened to beat some-
one with a baseball bat who planned to 
testify against them. 

In my hometown of Baltimore, a 16- 
year-old witness in the case of the mur-
der of 15-year-old Christine Richardson 
was moved from the city by relatives 
due to mounting threats. Indeed, the 
teenager was beaten the day after the 
murder occurred and was threatened by 
3 girls, 1 of whom brandished a gun. 

Mr. Speaker, the current situation is 
simply unacceptable. We should be 
making it easier for witnesses of crime 
to come forward. It should be the 
norm, rather than an odd occurrence, 
for criminals to be prosecuted. This 
issue must be addressed because with-
out witnesses, there can be no justice 
in America. 

Some success stories do exist. On Au-
gust 31, Baltimore City State’s Attor-
ney Patricia Jessamy was able to get a 
witness to testify, which helped secure 
the conviction of 39-year-old Joseph 
Brinkley on 2 counts of attempted 
first-degree murder and handgun 
charges. In November of 2005, Brinkley 
approached 2 men as they hailed a cab 
and shot them in the back multiple 
times with a 9 millimeter semi-auto-
matic handgun. The victim originally 
told detectives that he did not see the 
shooter, but recanted his statement 
after Brinkley approach him and his 9- 
year-old son. 

Unfortunately, such bravery is rare. 
Our constituents must know that tak-
ing an interest in their community and 
reporting crime is the right thing to do 
and that the government will do every-
thing possible to ensure their safety. 

This is why I urge my colleagues to 
become a cosponsor of H.R. 933, the 
Witness Security and Protection Act of 
2007, and to support its passage when it 
comes to the House floor. Upon enact-
ment, this legislation authorizes $90 
million a year over the next 3 years to 
assist State and local law enforcement 
for witness protection while fostering 
Federal, State, and local partnerships. 
Priority will be given to prosecuting 
offices in States with an average of at 
least 100 murders during the immediate 

past 5 years; however, smaller entities 
also have a chance to receive funding. 

State and local prosecutors will also 
be able to use these funds to provide 
witness protection on their own or to 
pay the cost of enrolling their wit-
nesses in the short-term State witness 
protection program to be created with-
in the U.S. Marshal Service. 

Mr. Speaker, finally, improving pro-
tection for State and local witnesses 
will move us one step closer toward al-
leviating the fears of and threats to 
prospective witnesses and help to safe 
guard our communities from violence. 

f 

CONSTITUTION DAY 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. CONAWAY) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. CONAWAY. Mr. Speaker, the 
Preamble of the Constitution reads: 
‘‘We the People of the United States, in 
Order to form a more perfect Union, es-
tablish Justice, insure domestic Tran-
quility, provide for the common de-
fense, promote the general Welfare, 
and secure the Blessings of Liberty to 
ourselves and our Posterity, do ordain 
and establish this Constitution for the 
United States of America.’’ 

On this day, 220 years ago, the 55 del-
egates to the Continental Congress 
convened in Philadelphia to hold their 
final meeting and sign a document that 
would change the course of history. 
Our Founding Fathers created a monu-
mental plan to govern a sprawling 
young country dedicated to the idea 
that citizens were sovereign and should 
be as free from the tyranny of un-
checked authority. 

Constitution Day presents us with an 
opportunity to pause and reflect on 
what a magnificent job these 55 indi-
viduals did in crafting a compromise 
which has provided us with a unified 
and stable Nation. In their wisdom, 
they sought to protect the rights and 
liberties of individuals by dividing 
power and authority between States 
and the national government. The re-
sult is a system of shared roles de-
signed to prevent any one element 
from gaining too much power. 

Members of Congress have taken an 
oath to bear true faith and allegiance 
to the Constitution and with that re-
sponsibility in mind it is vital for us to 
fully understand this sacred document. 
That is why today on the 220th anni-
versary of the signing of our Constitu-
tion I am introducing the AMERICA 
Act: A Modest Effort to Read and In-
still the Constitution Again. 

The AMERICA Act simply states 
that Members of Congress, Senators, 
and their respective staff read the Con-
stitution annually. 

Mr. Speaker, we Members of Congress 
are pledged to uphold this Constitu-
tion, to defend this Constitution, write 
the laws that implement this Constitu-

tion and from time to time propose 
constitutional amendments to change 
this Constitution. It is my hope that 
this modest yearly effort will renew 
and deepen our appreciation for the 
brilliance of the Constitution and the 
division and constraints on power con-
tained within it. 

The AMERICA Act is meant to be a 
reminder to lawmakers to stay within 
our country’s founding framework as 
we conduct our legislative business. To 
our detriment, we often take the path 
of political expedience and ignore the 
limits so clearly written into the Con-
stitution. 

Today, I call on all Members of Con-
gress to join me and rededicate our-
selves to our founding principles of 
limited, constrained governance as en-
shrined in our Constitution. By study-
ing our founding document, we will 
continue the legacy of these great men 
and their groundbreaking ideas, as well 
as develop the habits of citizenship 
that keep the Constitution alive and 
relevant for our new generation of 
Americans. 

I urge you all to join me in cospon-
soring the Support America Act and its 
vital passage. 

f 

b 1930 

END THE OCCUPATION OF IRAQ 
NOW 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. WOOLSEY) 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Speaker, last 
week, the President called for an en-
during relationship with Iraq, a rela-
tionship that extends beyond his ad-
ministration. He did not tell us exactly 
how long this would last, but we have 
to have a good idea, because the White 
House and the Secretary of Defense 
have said that our involvement on the 
Korean peninsula should be the model 
for Iraq. That would mean they are 
planning to occupy Iraq for 50 years or 
more. 

Consider what this means: A lame 
duck administration is committing the 
United States to decades of occupation 
that will cost trillions of dollars and 
result in the deaths of countless Amer-
ican troops and Iraqi civilians. This is 
simply, simply, intolerable. 

We were also told last week that the 
next Petraeus report will come in this 
coming March and we must wait for 
that report before we act. But we can’t 
sit around and we can’t wait. We can’t 
wait for another Petraeus report; we 
can’t sit around and wait for another 
Crocker report, because we are fiddling 
while Iraq burns. We have already had 
a 41⁄2-year sugar-coated spin and TV 
show from the Oval Office. 

Mr. Speaker, enough is enough. The 
occupation is damaging America mor-
ally, politically and economically, and 
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it must end. The Congress has the con-
stitutional power and the Congress has 
the responsibility to end it. 

It is time to take bold action. It is 
time to use our power, our power of the 
purse, to bring our brave troops home. 
We must pass a bill requiring that all 
war spending be used for one purpose 
and one purpose only, to fully fund the 
safe, orderly and responsible with-
drawal of American troops and mili-
tary contractors. Commanders on the 
ground would be given what they need 
to ensure the safe redeployment of all 
troops. The bill should also set firm 
and doable dates for the start and the 
end of the withdrawal. 

We can then help the Iraqis by re-
placing military action that isn’t 
working with the strong regional and 
international diplomatic efforts that 
can work, work to bring about rec-
onciliation and reconstruction to Iraq. 

By using our power of the purse, the 
Congress can set the political agenda. 
We can build political momentum for 
withdrawal by offering the American 
people a clear and easily understood 
plan for ending our involvement in 
Iraq. And we can change the terms of 
the debate from the narrow ‘‘is the 
surge working’’ to ‘‘how soon can we 
get on with the job of bringing peace to 
Iraq and restoring America’s moral 
leadership in the world.’’ 

If we use our constitutional power of 
the purse, the administration would 
surely attack us. They would say we 
are cutting off funding for the troops. 
But that would be false. The troops 
would get every single last dollar they 
need to come home to their families, 
come home safe and come home sound. 

To those who might have objections 
to this plan, I would say, is there a bet-
ter way to end the occupation once and 
for all? I think the answer is no, there 
is none. 

I ask all of my colleagues on both 
sides of the aisle to join me. Do what 
the American people sent us here to do: 
End the occupation of Iraq, and end it 
now. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO SERGEANT NICHOLAS 
CARNES 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Kentucky (Mr. DAVIS) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. DAVIS of Kentucky. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise this evening to pay tribute to 
Sergeant Nicholas Carnes, a citizen sol-
dier who believed in our Nation and 
acted on that belief to answer the Na-
tion’s call to serve. 

Nick Carnes was from Dayton, Ken-
tucky. He lost his life on August 26, 
2007, in Orgun-e, Afghanistan. Sergeant 
Carnes served with Alpha Battery, 2nd 
Battalion, 138th Field Artillery Regi-
ment in the Army National Guard in 
Carrollton, Kentucky. 

Nick Carnes was a lifelong Ken-
tuckian who grew up in Dayton and 

graduated from Dayton High School in 
2000. Nick joined the Army National 
Guard at 17 and began working at BB 
Riverboats. Shortly before his deploy-
ment in October 2006, he became a riv-
erboat captain and married his sweet-
heart, Terri Bernstein Carnes. Ser-
geant Carnes was due back in Ken-
tucky this month to celebrate his first 
anniversary with his wife. 

I was at the sendoff for Alpha Bat-
tery in October of 2006. We saw the 
families. We saw the motivated sol-
diers who were ready to go and answer 
the call of service. I had the great 
honor and privilege to see Nick, to 
meet him and talk with him while I 
was there. And I was impressed with 
him. The one thing that this old soldier 
can say is I know a good noncommis-
sioned officer, the backbone of our 
military, representing the character of 
our Nation, when I see one, and he 
clearly showed me that. 

A man or a woman is the product of 
many things. First, Nick’s mom, Wray 
Jean, and dad, Gove, you gave the Na-
tion a great young man. You gave our 
community a great young man. And 
that was reflected in a letter that he 
sent to Terri on November 11, 2006, a 
few weeks after the unit had activated. 
He wrote this: 

‘‘Dear Terri: 
‘‘Hello, beautiful. I hope this letter 

finds you in good spirits. Also, I hope 
you are coping well with my absence. 
You mean the world to me, my beau-
tiful wife. I am so sorry that my deci-
sions in life have forced me to be away 
from you. Unfortunately, I can’t 
change those decisions. Even if I could, 
I believe that I would sacrifice time 
with you to be part of helping another 
country and defending our own. If the 
other soldiers who came before me did 
not stand up for freedom, then we 
would not have freedom. So I feel that 
I am obligated to stand up for freedom 
to ensure that everyone else after me 
has the same freedoms we do today. 

‘‘I am not going to Afghanistan to 
kill Afghans. I am going there to help 
them stand up to the Taliban and re-
gain control of their country. As peo-
ple, sometimes we need help. Afghans 
happen to need help. Yes, helping the 
Afghans may put me in harm’s way, 
but I have been well trained and will 
continue to receive training for the 
rest my military career. 

‘‘Everything will be fine. I feel con-
fident and will do everything within 
my power to bring myself home safely. 
You need not worry, baby doll. I will go 
and do the job that is asked of me and 
return myself to your arms. I love you. 
Nick.’’ 

The greatest value of our citizens 
serving is not simply their military 
proficiency, but the amazing character 
of a free people, embodied in the life of 
a young man like Nick Carnes, who un-
derstood the call that he was accepting 
and saw the higher good and the great-
er purpose. 

Tonight, Mr. Speaker, I ask that we 
honor Sergeant Carnes and his service 
to our great Nation. Sergeant Carnes 
was a brave soldier, dedicated husband, 
loving son, who was taken from us all 
too quickly fighting for a cause that he 
truly believed in. I honor his bravery. I 
honor his legacy. My thoughts and 
prayers are with his friends and family 
during this solemn time. 

Mr. Speaker, it is fitting to rise and 
honor this young man who laid down 
his life for the defense of our Nation on 
Constitution Day. As I stand here to-
night, we talk about the Constitution 
as one of the great cornerstones of the 
form of government that we have as a 
free people. Yet, its preservation will 
not occur unless there are young men 
and women like Nick Carnes to come 
forward in every generation to answer 
that call, to be willing, as he said, to 
place himself in harm’s way to preserve 
the ideals that he believed in. 

As we look tonight, I am reminded of 
the words of Jesus in John 15:13, who 
declared, ‘‘No one has greater love than 
this, that he lay down his life for his 
friends.’’ 

To you, Nick, I say thank you. Thank 
you for the example of your life. To his 
comrades in Alpha Battery who are 
here in this country now and also back 
in the theater, I say thank you for car-
rying on the mission. Thank you for 
honoring the flag, the highest ideals of 
service and what we represent as Amer-
icans. 

Four special people in his life also 
need to be thanked, because as much of 
our country does not know, serving in 
the military is a family business that 
only 1 percent of our population re-
sponds to. 

To Terri, I bear condolences for you, 
as I shared with you at the funeral 
home on behalf of a grateful Nation. 
Despite political differences that fly in 
the air, the backbone of our freedom is 
founded in sacrifices like your family 
has made, and I thank you for lending 
us Nick for a time. To Wray Jean and 
Gove, Nick’s mom and dad, I say thank 
you for your son’s service and for the 
example of his character. To his father- 
in-law Alan, thank you for your exam-
ple and work. Raising a young leader 
who impacted our community, his duty 
and honor to country represent the 
best and greatest aspects of our na-
tional character. His sacrifice is not in 
vain. 

f 

RECOGNIZING THE CONTRIBU-
TIONS OF MINORITIES IN THE 
MEDIA 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. SOLIS) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Ms. SOLIS. Mr. Speaker, today I rise 
to recognize the contributions of mi-
norities in the media and encourage 
greater media diversity. 
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The past year marked a break-

through for Latinos in the media. Just 
last night, America Ferrera won the 
Emmy award for best actress in a com-
edy series for her work on ABC’s ‘‘Ugly 
Betty.’’ In her portrayal of Betty 
Suarez in ‘‘Ugly Betty,’’ Ms. Ferrera 
portrays an intelligent, caring young 
Latina professional trying to break 
into the field of publishing. Her char-
acter has a strong connection to her 
family, while at the same time she is 
dedicated to her work. 

America Ferrera is the daughter of 
Honduran immigrants. Through her 
work on ‘‘Ugly Betty’’ and in films, in-
cluding ‘‘Real Women Have Curves,’’ 
she is a role model for many young 
Latinas and women of color every-
where. 

We need to improve the image of 
American Latinos and Latinas as por-
trayed by the media. We can do this by 
increasing the number of American 
Latinos employed in all facets of the 
media industry. 

‘‘Ugly Betty’’ is one of the few pro-
grams on broadcast television that por-
trays a Latino family as main char-
acters. The show has waded into tough 
issues like immigration by portraying 
the struggle of Betty’s father to suc-
cessfully navigate the immigration 
process. 

In describing her Emmy last night, 
America Ferrera said the win, ‘‘Sym-
bolizes the wonderful blessings of the 
past year. I am so happy and humble to 
be on a show that is not only fun, but 
is making a difference and inspiring 
people and changing the way we look 
at prejudice and diversity.’’ 

Other Latinos also have important 
roles to play as well in the media. 
Characters such as Dr. Callie Torres, 
portrayed by Sara Ramirez on ‘‘Grey’s 
Anatomy,’’ and Gabrielle Solis, por-
trayed by Eva Longoria on ‘‘Desperate 
Housewives,’’ portray dynamic Latinas 
in television. 

Behind the scenes, Selma Hayek, a 
premier actress herself, is also pro-
ducer of the ‘‘Ugly Betty’’ show. An-
other new program called ‘‘Cane,’’ fea-
turing a Latino family in Florida in-
volved in the sugar business, is 
premiering this fall on CBS. 

This is important because the char-
acters that Americans see on television 
can help shape their view of the world 
and attitudes toward different groups 
of different backgrounds. In fact, 40 
percent of American youth ages 19 and 
under are children of color, and very 
few of those faces that we see on tele-
vision actually represent the races and 
cultural heritage here in America. 

With increasing positive portrayals 
of minorities and programs, television 
can reflect a broader majority of hard-
working American families, families 
that are indeed diverse. We should not 
stifle diversity of voices in the news 
and entertainment that consumers see, 
hear and read. The success of programs 

like ‘‘Ugly Betty’’ and the recognition 
of actresses like America Ferrera show 
that the American public is paying at-
tention and wants to see more quality 
and diverse programming. 

In this new and exciting time, minor-
ity performers and programs are not 
only increasing, but are also being hon-
ored. I look forward to working with 
my colleagues and the FCC and media 
companies to promote diversity in the 
media. 

Again, I want to congratulate Amer-
ica Ferrera on her Emmy win and com-
mend America and everyone on the 
cast of ‘‘Ugly Betty’’ for breaking down 
those stereotypes of Latinas. I hope 
that this is one of the first in a long 
line of successes for minority per-
formers and that programs that retain 
positive minority characters will flour-
ish. Working together, we can provide 
diversity, promote it, and have a better 
understanding here in our country. 

f 

b 1945 

DEMOCRATS SEEK TO USE AMT AS 
WEDGE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Indiana (Mr. BURTON) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. BURTON of Indiana. Mr. Speak-
er, nobody wants tax increases, and a 
tax increase right now would be detri-
mental to the economy of the United 
States. In fact, the Treasury Secretary 
thinks it would be disastrous. It would 
put the economy into a tailspin. 

Chairman RANGEL of the Ways and 
Means Committee recently tried to use 
as a wedge the AMT, the alternative 
minimum tax, as a way to create a new 
system down the road that would raise 
billions and billions of dollars in new 
taxes across this country. As a matter 
of fact, they would raise the top tax 
rate on capital gains to 36 percent. On 
people making over $200,000 a year, it 
would raise their tax rate to 36 percent; 
and these tax increases would be abso-
lutely devastating to the people of this 
country and to the economy of this 
country. 

Chairman RANGEL in 1996 had an op-
portunity to vote against the alter-
native minimum tax, but he voted for 
it. And now he is saying he is against 
it, and he is using it as a wedge to get 
other taxes increased, which over the 
long term, over the next 10 years, will 
result in billions and billions of dollars 
of new tax increases for the people of 
this country. 

Tonight, I would like to enter into 
the RECORD some statements made by 
Grover Norquist and Bob Novak in a 
column he wrote, so that the people of 
this country will be aware of what is 
coming about. Explaining all of these 
tax changes is very difficult in 5 min-
utes. It is very difficult for the people 
of this country to understand. But I 

want the people of this country to 
know that the Democrats are planning 
to use the AMT as a wedge so they can 
raise taxes across the board and hit ev-
erybody. And it is going to hurt the 
economy of this country and hurt 
every American taxpayer. 

All I would like to say is that the 
American people need to know this. I 
hope everybody reads this. Everybody 
wants to do away with the alternative 
minimum tax on our side of the aisle, 
but we want to do it cleanly in one fell 
swoop. At least we ought to reduce it 
over a period of time so it goes away, 
but they are using it as a wedge so they 
can raise taxes in the next 10 years. 
And it will be very detrimental to the 
American economy. 

[From the New York Sun, Sept. 7, 2007.] 
RANGEL’S PRIORITY IS REPEALING THE AMT 

(By Russell Berman) 
WASHINGTON.—Amid mounting opposition 

to a proposed tax hike on the managers of 
hedge funds and private equity firms, the 
chairman of the House Ways and Means 
Committee, Rep. Charles Rangel, is making 
clear that his first priority is fixing the 
widely reviled alternative minimum tax. 

Congressional Democrats have zeroed in on 
private equity taxation in their search for 
new revenue sources to pay for expanded 
health care and other domestic spending pri-
orities. Mr. Rangel convened a marathon 
hearing yesterday to delve into an array of 
tax ‘‘fairness’’ issues. 

‘‘It has not been the goal of this committee 
to target any tax provisions other than the 
AMT,’’ the Harlem Democrat said at the out-
set of the hearing, which featured 20 wit-
nesses. ‘‘However, it is fair to say that since 
the AMT is such an expensive revenue 
loser—because the revenue it brings in was 
never expected—that naturally we have to 
look at the entire tax code.’’ 

Created in 1969 to ensure that the wealthi-
est Americans assumed at least a minimum 
tax burden, the AMT, because it is not ad-
justed for inflation, increasingly is affecting 
middle-income taxpayers and has drawn crit-
icism from both sides of the political aisle. 
More than 23 million Americans could be 
subject to it this year. 

‘‘It’s the perfect storm of bad tax policy,’’ 
the director of the Urban Institute’s Tax 
Policy Center, Leonard Burman, told law-
makers yesterday, adding that the AMT is 
‘‘hideously complex.’’ 

Yet the cost of repealing the AMT is esti-
mated at more than $800 billion over the 
next decade, leading to the proposed tax hike 
on private equity. A bill sponsored by Mr. 
Rangel and Rep. Sander Levin of Michigan 
would more than double the tax rate that 
hedge fund and private equity managers 
would pay on their investment gains, known 
as ‘‘carried interest.’’ Carried interest is cur-
rently subject to the capital gains rate of 15 
percent, but the proposed change would treat 
it as income subject to the marginal rate of 
as much as 35 percent. 

Citing annual incomes for managers as 
high as $500 million, one Democrat, Rep. 
Artur Davis of Alabama, made no secret of 
his view that the party should look for rev-
enue from ‘‘individuals who are making mas-
sive amounts of money,’’ saying they ‘‘frank-
ly won’t really miss the difference.’’ 

Economists and tax lawyers testifying yes-
terday debated the likely impact of the tax 
increase on the financial sector and the 
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economy, as Republicans on the committee 
pressed them on whether it would drive in-
vestment overseas or whether managers 
would shift the burden to investors by charg-
ing higher rates. 

A Republican congressman from Virginia, 
Eric Cantor, said Democrats were on a 
‘‘hunt’’ for new revenues and that the pri-
vate equity proposal ‘‘targets one of the 
most innovative sectors of the economy.’’ 

In a prepared opening statement, the rank-
ing Republican on the committee, Rep. 
James McCrery of Louisiana, warned that 
the proposal ‘‘will move us backward while 
the rest of the world moves forward to im-
prove their competitive position.’’ He added: 
‘‘I seriously doubt this proposal will become 
law during the 110th Congress.’’ 

The debate over the taxation of hedge 
funds and private equity has raged on Cap-
itol Hill amid heightened scrutiny of the $2 
trillion industry and of the vast profits the 
firms have taken in. 

The effort to raise the tax rate on carried 
interest faces opposition from the private eq-
uity industry, and more recently from the 
U.S. Chamber of Commerce and a coalition 
of minority and women business groups. 

As he did at a Senate committee hearing in 
July, Bruce Rosenblum, the chairman of the 
industry’s lobbying group, the Private Eq-
uity Council, warned that a tax hike on car-
ried interest could discourage investment 
and hurt American competitiveness. 

The proposal has divided New York’s two 
senators. Following her top Democratic ri-
vals in the presidential campaign, Senator 
Clinton has come out in favor of the tax 
hike. Senator Schumer, the third-ranking 
Democrat in the Senate, has signaled his op-
position, citing the potential harm to Wall 
Street and New York’s competitiveness 
worldwide. He also has said targeting part-
nerships only in the financial sector would 
be unfair, suggesting that a similar increase 
be considered for partnerships in the oil and 
gas industries. Mayor Bloomberg, mean-
while, has mostly stayed silent on the issue. 

The Senate Finance Committee held its 
third hearing on the issue of carried interest 
yesterday, focusing on pensions. 

[September 10, 2007] 
CONFRONTING HIS MONSTER 

(By Grover Norquist) 
The House Ways and Means Committee, 

chaired by Rep. Charles Rangel, held a hear-
ing this month supposedly about simplifying 
the tax code for middle income families. 
What it really was about was a monster Mr. 
Rangel created, fed, defended, and now has 
turned on its master: The Alternative Min-
imum Tax. This tax was changed around a 
bit throughout the 1970s, and found its 
modem form in 1982. That year, Mr. Rangel 
voted for an AMT rate of 20 percent, which 
still only affected several thousand tax-
payers. 

In 1986, he voted to raise the AMT rate to 
21 percent, and several thousand more tax-
payers were affected. Mr. Rangel did not vote 
for an increase in the top rate to 24 percent 
that followed. 

In 1999, Mr. Rangel voted against repealing 
the AMT beast and slaying it forever. Had 
that bill become law, the AMT would have 
been permanently repealed on December 31, 
2007—this year. Instead, Mr. Rangel is forced 
to deal with a monster of his own creation. 
The monster has gotten hungry. According 
to official estimates, failure to restrain the 
AMT will lead to 27 million taxpayers having 
to pay this tax. A tax that would be dead, 
gone and buried this year if not for President 
Clinton and Mr. Rangel. 

The irony is almost poetic. The typical 
AMT taxpayer lives in a state like Mr. Ran-
gel’s New York, Nancy Pelosi’s California, 
and Robert Menendez’s New Jersey. They 
have a jumbo mortgage, sky-high state in-
come taxes, a couple of kids, and a six-figure 
income. For the most part, these are the 
inner-suburb-urbanite, center-left voters who 
supported the AMT authors in the first 
place. It is unlikely that there is a thousand 
dollar contributor who is not paying the 
AMT. 

Now there is considerable pressure on Mr. 
Rangel to help these constituents. So, he has 
been supporting a plan to eliminate the 
AMT—and raise taxes on everyone else to 
pay for it. 

He has to find a way to ‘‘pay’’ for AMT re-
peal because of the return of PAYGO rules 
with the new Democrat majority. You can’t 
cut any taxes, according to these bizarre ru-
brics, without raising other ones. 

If Mr. Rangel can’t find enough tax in-
creases to kill the AMT, he can try a 
‘‘patch’’ that will keep the AMT-paying 
households at ‘‘only’’ several million tax-
payers. This requires fewer tax increases, all 
of which will be permanent, in order to pay 
for only one year of this AMT ‘‘patch.’’ 

There is a better way. Senator Grassley, 
the ranking member on the tax-writing Sen-
ate Finance Committee, has a good way of 
describing the AMT: It’s a mistake. It is not 
doing what it was intended to do. Instead, 
thanks to proper care and feeding by 
zookeepers, the AMT beast is threatening to 
ensnare tens of millions of American fami-
lies. 

To paraphrase Mr. Grassley, ‘‘you don’t 
‘fix’ a mistake, or ‘patch’ a mistake—you 
correct the mistake.’’ In this case, that 
means a clean kill of the AMT. Revenue 
losses shouldn’t be counted, since the AMT 
mistake is yielding a windfall of income 
never intended by policymakers. 

There is legislation to do just that in both 
chambers of Congress. This legislation is not 
sponsored by the likes of Mr. Rangel, who os-
tensibly wants to help AMT taxpayers, but 
by conservative Republicans who want to 
kill the AMT because it’s the right thing to 
do. Phil English of Pennsylvania, and has 54 
cosponsors. In the Senate, it’s sponsored by 
none other than Mr. Grassley as S. 55. Quite 
simply, it would fully and totally repeal the 
AMT immediately. 

Some prefer a more incremental approach, 
which is also fine. Forty percent of the AMT 
problem would be eliminated if Congress 
were to simply repeal the Clinton AMT that 
Mr. Rangel supported. That is, Congress 
could simply undo the AMT tax hike that 
was part of the 1993 Clinton tax increase. 
Doing that would take the top AMT tax rate 
from the current 28 percent to a lower 24 per-
cent. 

The ‘‘AMT Rate Reduction Act of 2007’’ 
does just that and reduces the current top 
rate of 28 percent to 24 percent. It’s spon-
sored by Rep. Ed Royce of California and 
Eric Cantor of Virginia in the House as H.R. 
2253 and has 20 cosponsors. In the Senate, it’s 
sponsored by Senator Specter as S. 734. 

In politics, you have to wear bifocals—long 
and short sight. Repealing the Clinton AMT 
may be the best we can do this year, so sup-
porters of full AMT repeal should also be 
supporters of Clinton AMT repeal. 

In any event, taxpayers should see through 
Mr. Rangel’s bluster. He’s not riding in on a 
white horse, saving the middle class from the 
AMT. Rather, he’s desperately running 
through the countryside, trying to get every-
one to forget that the Frankenstein monster 
was one he helped create. 

IRAQI REFUGEES 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 

previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from the District of Columbia 
(Ms. NORTON) is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I have a 
conflict making it impossible for me to 
remain for the very important hour 
that the Congressional Black Caucus 
has taken on Iraq. I am about to go to 
the Senate floor tomorrow, though, as 
there is a test on whether there will be 
a filibuster on the D.C. voting rights 
bill even as D.C. residents are on the 
ground in Iraq fighting, even as I have 
gone to funerals at Arlington Cemetery 
because of this war. 

We have a President who has an-
nounced a token drawdown at the same 
time he is Koreanizing the war, making 
sure we remain there at least as perma-
nently as we have been in some parts of 
the world, like Korea and Germany al-
ready. He wants to make a piggy bank 
of the Congress of the United States, 
and the test is whether we are willing 
to go along with these now-clear goals 
of the President. 

I want to devote my 5 minutes to 
asking a question that really needs to 
be asked. We are looking at the battle. 
I want to ask, is there really still an 
Iraq? Three million refugees have left 
the country since 2003. Another 3 mil-
lion have been internally displaced. 
Some have called it ethnic cleansing. I 
believe it is involuntary ethnic cleans-
ing, because in a civil war you want to 
win, not chase the other people out. We 
didn’t want the Southerners to go; we 
just wanted to win the Civil War. 

There is a kind of ethnic cleansing 
going on in Iraq, and let me show it 
and urge Members to focus on it. Thou-
sands leave every month, and 95 per-
cent remain in the Middle East. What 
kind of a cauldron are we making in 
the Middle East? 

Syria has been best in taking them, 
and they are full up. Iraqis are the 
leading nationality seeking asylum in 
industrialized countries. Three hundred 
Iraqis returned after the fall of Saddam 
Hussein. So encouraged were they that 
they came back to their land, many of 
them from Iran. 

By 2006, hundreds of thousands of new 
refugees were fleeing the country, and 
last week we heard there is less vio-
lence? Sure, those people that are leav-
ing. They are being driven out of their 
own country as a result of a civil war. 

What is most shameful as I looked at 
the data was to find who was taking 
the refugees. We know who is respon-
sible for them leaving. We know who 
invaded their country. Well, the U.K. 
has taken 22,300, a much smaller coun-
try than we. Australia has taken 11,000, 
and the United States has taken 6,000. 
And they say if we leave, there will be 
a major fratricide. So why aren’t we 
taking some of these people? Why are 
our allies willing to take them, even 
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though they had less to do with the 
fleeing in the first place. 

The number of people displaced inter-
nally is shocking. It has risen in 2006 
alone by 50 percent. Let me show you 
how we are failing in our duties. In 
1992, 1993 and 1994, we were taking over 
4,000 Iraqi refugees and settling them. 
Now in 2005, we report settling 200. This 
is a moral failing when you invade 
somebody else’s country and you won’t 
take their refugees and you insist upon 
staying there and fomenting violence 
when 80 percent say they want you out 
of the country. 

Let me read from an independent 
journalist. I don’t think you can say 
Iraq exists any more. There has been 
very effective systemic ethnic cleans-
ing of Sunnis from Baghdad, of Shias 
from areas that are now mostly Shia, 
but the Sunnis especially have been a 
target, as have mixed families. With a 
name like ‘‘Omar,’’ a person is dis-
tinctly Sunni. It is a very Sunni name. 
You can be executed for having the 
name ‘‘Omar’’ alone, and Baghdad is 
now firmly in the hands of sectarian 
Shiite militias, and they are never 
going to let it go. 

The refugee story alone is reason 
enough to begin the exodus from Iraq 
tomorrow. That is what they want. 
That is what the majority of the Amer-
ican people want. That’s what we must 
see happen before we leave this Con-
gress this year. 

f 

CONSTITUTION RATIFIED 220 
YEARS AGO 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Arizona (Mr. FRANKS) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. FRANKS of Arizona. Mr. Speak-
er, today marks the 220th anniversary 
of the ratification of one of the great-
est documents written in the history of 
man. 

In fact, Mr. Speaker, it is safe to say 
that other than the Bible and our Dec-
laration of Independence, no other doc-
ument has so impacted the course of 
human history and freedom throughout 
the world. 

That is because 220 years ago, the 
Framers of our Constitution did some-
thing singular in the long account of 
tyrannies, governments, and institu-
tions invented whereby man sought to 
govern his fellow man. 

A small courageous set of soldiers, 
farmers, aristocrats and tradesmen 
banded together and forever threw off 
the yoke of the crown of England to 
‘‘secure the blessings of liberty to 
themselves and their posterity.’’ 

Their resolve was ratified with the 
Declaration of Independence that was 
in fact a promise to future generations 
to never again subject our children to 
the unchecked tyranny of arbitrary 
human government. 

In those tumultuous days, there was 
perhaps no better or more justifiable 

case for establishing a permanent mon-
archy than under the noble and flint- 
like leadership of General George 
Washington. Many urged the general to 
do just that. But, Mr. Speaker, instead 
those first Americans took it upon 
themselves to do something completely 
revolutionary. Those men, who had 
seized for themselves potentially un-
limited power over a nascent state 
completely vulnerable to the dictates 
of tyranny, chose instead to place im-
movable checks and limitations upon 
their own power and upon all those in 
government who would follow them. 

The European model of life said that 
God gave authority to kings and a gov-
ernment of kings who would hold the 
rights of men in their hands. The 
American model encapsulated the di-
vine message of human dignity: We 
hold these truths to be self-evident, 
that all men are created, that they are 
all equal, and that they are all en-
dowed by their creator with certain in-
alienable rights and that government 
exists to secure those rights. 

Mr. Speaker, those first Americans 
understood that all men were individ-
ually accountable to God and that he 
first gave each of them the right to 
live. Without this first right of life 
firmly secured and clearly understood, 
they knew that all other rights would 
become meaningless; but with it, all 
other rights would follow. 

They were right, Mr. Speaker. The 
Constitution of the United States built 
upon the Declaration of Independence 
and its proclamation of a self-evident 
truth that all men are created equal, 
and laid upon that foundation the 
rights of freedom of all kinds, of speech 
and religion, the right to own property, 
the right of individuals to bear arms, 
and the right to choose a government 
of the people, for the people, and by the 
people. 

Mr. Speaker, the Constitution of the 
United States is a statement of eternal 
truths as much as it is a statement of 
principles that govern a nation. Now 
more than ever as we take this day to 
commemorate the framing and estab-
lishment of that Constitution that for 
220 years has served as the archetype of 
free democratic nations and govern-
ments all over the world, it is abso-
lutely incumbent upon all of us to des-
perately remember the meaning of 
those words and to renew our commit-
ment to guard against every erosion of 
that document and the liberties it em-
bodies. But most importantly, the pro-
tection of the right to live. 

Daniel Webster’s admonition to all of 
us is so appropriate. He said: ‘‘Hold on, 
my friends, to the Constitution and to 
the Republic for which it stands. Mir-
acles do not cluster and what has hap-
pened once in 6,000 years may never 
happen again. If the American Con-
stitution should fall, there will be an-
archy throughout the world.’’ 

Mr. Speaker, Senator Webster’s voice 
no longer sounds in these Chambers, 

but I pray that we hear his message 
anew in our hearts, and I hope we can 
renew our own oath to uphold and de-
fend the Constitution of the United 
States, that miraculous document that 
has so valiantly and nobly served the 
cause of humanity for 220 years. 

f 

b 2000 

OPPOSE PERU AND PANAMANIAN 
FREE TRADE AGREEMENTS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. HARE) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. HARE. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
in opposition to the pending Peru and 
Panama free trade agreements. Over 3 
million American manufacturing jobs, 
1 out of every 6 jobs, have been lost 
during the fast-track era. How many 
more manufacturing jobs will be lost 
with the passage of these 2 trade deals? 
How many more? 

My district in particular has suffered 
the loss of 1,600 jobs when NAFTA 
forced Maytag to leave Galesburg, Illi-
nois, for Sonora, Mexico. Every aspect 
of that town was hurt: Its spirit, the 
economy, the schools, and the small 
businesses that supplied goods to 
Maytag. 

Now Galesburg is trying to rebuild 
its identity. 

The November 2006 election showed 
that most Americans understand our 
past trade policies, which gave us 
NAFTA and the WTO, have failed; yet 
President Bush continues to bring 
more flawed trade agreements to this 
Congress. 

Mr. Speaker, on May 10, Chairman 
RANGEL of the Ways and Means Com-
mittee reached a landmark deal with 
the Bush administration to include 
labor and environmental protection in 
free trade agreements. The deal re-
quires our trading partners to adopt, 
maintain and enforce in their laws and 
practice the 5 basic international labor 
standards: Freedom of association, 
right to collective bargaining, elimi-
nation of forced labor, abolition of 
child labor, and elimination of dis-
crimination. 

As positive as this deal was, I have 
absolutely no faith that this President 
will enforce any labor provisions in-
cluded in any trade deal. In a state-
ment released on May 11, AFL–CIO 
president John Sweeney reminded us of 
the Bush administration’s enforcement 
failure in past agreements by saying, 
‘‘The Bush administration’s consistent 
unwillingness to enforce trade viola-
tions against nations like Jordan and 
China reminds us that there is no guar-
antee that this executive branch will 
enforce any new rights workers may 
gain through these negotiations.’’ 

This administration can’t even en-
force OSHA regulations here at home. 
How can we expect this President and 
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this administration to enforce laws in 
these two countries? Recently, I re-
ceived a letter from two Peruvian labor 
federations concerned about the labor 
provisions in the pending FTA between 
the United States and Peru. In ref-
erence to the May 10 announcement, 
the letter states, ‘‘These changes are 
important. Nevertheless, in order for 
there to be real progress that does not 
only exist on paper, it is necessary that 
the administrations of President Bush 
and Garcia adopt significant change 
that they do not appear willing to do.’’ 

Mr. Speaker, no one seems to have 
faith in this President or the Peruvian 
Government to enforce the law. The 
problem is that those who support the 
FTA in Peru are the same people that 
oppose labor reform in Peru. 

Mr. Speaker, our trade policies must 
start to serve the interests of Amer-
ican working families and workers 
around the globe. I urge all of my col-
leagues, Republicans and Democrats 
alike, to say ‘‘no’’ to President Bush’s 
trade agreement with Peru. We have a 
moral responsibility to save the manu-
facturing jobs that this Nation has lost 
and to try to regain those jobs that we 
have outsourced. 

f 

PERU FREE TRADE AGREEMENT 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Ohio (Ms. KAPTUR) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes. 

Ms. KAPTUR. Mr. Speaker, I would 
like to follow on Mr. HARE’s remarks 
this evening and also oppose the pend-
ing Peru Free Trade Agreement, which 
we think is scheduled to come up on 
this floor in early October. 

My question really is: With the 
United States trade deficit galloping 
out of control, this year it is likely to 
hit a trillion dollars in the red, as we 
continue to outsource jobs across this 
country. Recently, Ford Mazda in Mon-
roe, Michigan, just north of our dis-
trict, announced another 2,000 to 3,000 
jobs gone. Those are not counting all 
the supplier jobs outsourced. So why 
would we be considering another 
NAFTA-like trade agreement here in 
this Congress? 

The trade deficit with Mexico after 
NAFTA’s passage has gotten worse 
every single year, going deeper and 
deeper and deeper into debt, more of 
our jobs outsourced to that country. 
Right before NAFTA’s passage, there 
was a positive balance and they tried 
to make it look good to convince Con-
gress it is getting better. Then we fell 
into heavy deficit every single year. 

We are already in deficit with Peru. 
In fact, every year it has been getting 
worse and worse and worse with that 
nation. So we are even in worse shape 
with Peru than we were with NAFTA 
when that was signed. Why would we 
want more of the same based on that 
trade model? 

Now, one can ask what is happening 
down there that we have to do this 
now, with the communities across this 
country, some of them like my own 
with over 8 percent unemployment, and 
why should we sacrifice more U.S. jobs 
to these flawed trade agreements. 

I think I put my finger on it with 
Peru. There is something called the 
Camisea Natural Gas Project. In 2004, 
that country started exporting through 
this mega gas project exports to our 
country and other places in the world. 
Two pipelines started to deliver nat-
ural gas from the Amazon River basin 
at that time. One of the problems with 
this project is the number of spills and 
the environmental degradation that is 
occurring in that region due to this 
pipeline. 

With America so energy dependent, 
rather than using our power to become 
energy independent here at home, we 
are getting ourselves involved in these 
trade agreements to try to bring more 
and import more power to this country 
rather than investing those dollars 
here. The price of that import of power 
is a loss of more of our jobs. That is 
not a trade-off this Member is willing 
to make. 

In addition to that, the Peru Trade 
Agreement, as we understand it, has 
several really terrible provisions in it. 
First of all, the privatization of social 
security. In Peru, under their system, 
the agreement would allow private 
companies like Citibank or other U.S. 
investors to sue Peruvian taxpayers if 
Peru itself tries to reverse the partial 
privatization of the social security sys-
tem that occurred in that country in 
the last decade. What a terrible, ter-
rible provision to have for the people of 
Peru. We believe in the integrity of our 
Social Security system. Why should we 
impact theirs? 

In addition to that, the Peru agree-
ment as proposed would affect the ac-
cess to generic medicines to people who 
live in a very impoverished country 
like Peru where over half of the people 
are poor. A number of nongovern-
mental organizations based in the 
United States and Latin America have 
confirmed that this agreement would 
reduce access to essential medicines by 
the poor population of Peru and that 
the agreement’s provisions far exceed 
international standards established by 
the WTO. Why would we want to do 
that to the people of Peru? 

Moving on to food safety, why would 
we want to harm the people of our 
country, because the agreement does 
not address serious food safety issues 
that currently plague our relationship 
with Peru. Indeed, it is one of the 20 
top exporters of shrimp to the United 
States market, and FDA inspectors 
have consistently rejected seafood 
from Peru for numerous reasons, in-
cluding filth, adulteration, mis-
branding, and presence of various dan-
gerous food pathogens. 

There has been poisonous swordfish, 
salmonella in shrimp, dangerous hista-
mines in mahi-mahi. Shipment after 
shipment of dried, canned, frozen and 
fresh fish products from Peru have 
proven to be damaged. Why would we 
want to encourage more of that? 

Let me also say one of my concerns 
about this Peru agreement, as with 
Mexico, it has no adjustment policies 
for the poorest of the poor. In other 
words, the Peru Free Trade Agreement 
does not take into account many farm-
ers in Peru who are going to be dis-
placed because, as other First World 
agricultural products flood in there, 
there are no provisions in the agree-
ment to take care of the poor farmers 
who will be displaced. Why would we do 
this to our continent? 

Mr. Speaker, there are many other 
reasons to oppose the Peru Free Trade 
Agreement which I will put in the 
RECORD and come to the floor in future 
days to discuss. 

f 

IN PRAISE OF RENAMING THE DE-
PARTMENT OF EDUCATION 
HEADQUARTERS BUILDING IN 
HONOR OF PRESIDENT LYNDON 
BAINES JOHNSON 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Texas (Ms. JACKSON-LEE) 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr. 
Speaker, I rise today to pay tribute to 
President Lyndon Baines Johnson. We 
have the honor today of having his 
name placed on the building of the 
United States Department of Edu-
cation. I was not able to attend be-
cause of a health crisis in one of my 
middle schools in Houston. I believe 
that President Johnson would under-
stand. 

As an original cosponsor of the legis-
lation and certainly proud of him as a 
Texas President on the educational 
issues that he worked on, I am here 
today to call him the greatest edu-
cation President in the history of our 
Nation. 

It is appropriate this day when we 
honor our Constitution, which begins 
in this little book by saying, ‘‘We have 
organized to form a more perfect 
union,’’ to be able to salute the edu-
cation President. It is by no exaggera-
tion that we watched the legislative 
history of President Johnson and have 
seen his commitment to education. He 
truly understood the importance of 
providing opportunities for those from 
prekindergarten to postgraduate 
school. It makes perfect sense, there-
fore, to name the headquarters build-
ing of the U.S. Department of Edu-
cation in his honor. I congratulate my 
colleague Congressman GENE GREEN for 
leading on this legislation. 

Lyndon Baines Johnson is one of the 
leading figures of the 20th century. He 
started as a teacher at San Marcos 
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State College, and he then became 
President of the United States. He also 
was lieutenant commander in the 
United States Navy during World War 
II, and served in both Houses of Con-
gress and as Vice President of the 
United States and as the 36th President 
of the United States as well. 

He put his words into deed, making 
him a valuable asset to the education 
of our young people in America. He was 
known as ‘‘Landslide Lyndon’’ because 
of the narrow win that he achieved in 
1948. He put that behind him and went 
forward to approve the Higher Edu-
cation Facilities Act in 1963 as Presi-
dent, which authorized a 5-year pro-
gram of Federal grants and loans for 
construction or improvement of public 
and private higher education academic 
facilities. 

He laid the groundwork for 
prioritizing as important to Americans 
the education of its young people. The 
legislation was the largest education 
program enacted by Congress since the 
National Defense Education Act of 
1958. It was a broad education bill en-
acted in post-World War II, a period 
that was not tied to national defense. 

In 1964, Lyndon Johnson signed the 
Library Services Act to make high 
quality public libraries more accessible 
to both urban and rural residents, and 
today our children are able to go to our 
urban and rural libraries where those 
who don’t have an access not only to 
books but now the Internet can partici-
pate in the Nation’s libraries. 

We know President Johnson as well 
through the era of the Civil Rights 
Movement, a very turbulent move-
ment, a tough time, a time when he 
stood back and then he stood up. He 
signed the 1964 Civil Rights Act. He 
signed the 1965 Voting Rights Act and 
created opportunities for southerners 
and all Americans to vote and allowed 
for the redistricting to create the dis-
trict in Atlanta for Andy Young and 
the district of Barbara Jordan in 
Texas. 

We are delighted as well that he was 
instrumental in the Elementary and 
Secondary Education Act that allowed 
the furtherance of secondary and ele-
mentary education. This was the first 
general aid to education program ever 
adopted by Congress. He started in 1965 
Project Head Start, where we have seen 
now the reauthorization of a very im-
portant and very needed head start to 
our young people. 

Just this week, I participated in a 
newly opened Head Start program, the 
legacy of President Lyndon Baines 
Johnson, the opportunity for low in-
come families, low income children to 
have the jump-start that they need, 
creating the next presidents and astro-
nauts and teachers. 

In 1968, he signed the Elementary and 
Secondary Education Act amendments 
establishing bilingual education pro-
grams for non-English-speaking chil-

dren and providing more funds for spe-
cial education for disabled children. 

He continued, even after his leaving 
the White House, the organization of 
his own library, to focus on education. 
Certainly he was one of the strong sup-
porters and encouragers of the Honor-
able Barbara Jordan, who then became 
a Member of Congress in 1972 pursuant 
to the Civil Rights Act and the Voter 
Rights Act of 1975. 

I would be remiss if I did not ac-
knowledge Claudia Alta Taylor, who 
became affectionately known as Lady 
Bird, his wife, who then started our 
great Capitol Beautification Project, 
the Society for a More Beautiful Na-
tional Capital, and worked, of course, 
to beautify America. They made a good 
partnership. As they continued in their 
life, they never forgot education; they 
never forgot beautification. 

President Johnson is someone who 
understood power, but he understood 
compassion. I am very delighted today, 
Mr. Speaker, to salute Lyndon Baines 
Johnson, who today now has his name 
on a very important building, the U.S. 
Department of Education. We salute 
you, we thank you to the late Lyndon 
Baines Johnson, President of the 
United States of America. 

Mr. Speaker, earlier today the headquarters 
building of the United States Department of 
Education was renamed in honor of President 
Lyndon Baines Johnson. As an original co- 
sponsor of the legislation and as a proud 
Texan, I rise today to commend this action 
and to pay tribute to Lyndon Baines Johnson, 
the 36th President of the United States and 
the greatest ‘‘Education President’’ in the his-
tory of our nation. 

President Lyndon Baines Johnson was a 
consequential president. It is no exaggeration 
to say, Mr. Speaker, that Lyndon Baines John-
son’s record of extending the benefits of edu-
cation to all Americans in every region of the 
country, of every race and gender, irrespective 
of economic class or family background, re-
mains unsurpassed. Lyndon Johnson recog-
nized that the educated citizenry is a nation’s 
greatest economic asset and most powerful 
guardian of its political liberties. 

Mr. Speaker, Lyndon Johnson did more 
than any single American, living or dead, to 
make the federal government a partner with 
states and localities in the vitally important 
work of educating the people of America, from 
pre-kindergarten to post-graduate school. It 
makes perfect sense, therefore, to name the 
headquarters building of the U.S. Department 
of Education in his honor. 

Mr. Speaker, Lyndon Baines Johnson was 
one of the leading figures of the 20th century. 
The teacher from San Marcos State College 
who became a president served his country in 
numerous, distinguished ways, including as Lt. 
Commander in the U.S. Navy during World 
War II, as a Member of both houses of Con-
gress, as Vice President of the United States, 
and as the 36th President of the United 
States. 

Lyndon Baines Johnson was born on Au-
gust 27, 1908, in Stonewall, Texas. In 1927, 
he enrolled in Southwest Texas State Teach-

ers College at San Marcos, Texas (Texas 
State University-San Marcos). He took a leave 
of absence for a year to serve as principal and 
teach fifth, sixth, and seventh grades at 
Welhausen School, a Mexican-American 
school in the South Texas town of Cotulla. He 
graduated with a Bachelor of Science degree 
in August 1930. After graduation he taught at 
Pearsall High School in Pearsall, Texas, and 
taught public speaking at Sam Houston High 
School in Houston, Texas. In the spring of 
1931, his debate team won the district cham-
pionship. 

In a special election in 1937, Johnson won 
the U.S. House of Representatives seat rep-
resenting the 10th Congressional District of 
Texas, defeating nine other candidates. He 
was re-elected to a full term in the 76th Con-
gress and to each succeeding Congress until 
1948. 

After the bombing of Pearl Harbor on De-
cember 7, 1941, Johnson became the first 
Member of Congress to volunteer for active 
duty in the armed forces (U.S. Navy), report-
ing for active duty on December 9, 1941. 
Johnson received the Silver Star from General 
Douglas MacArthur for gallantry in action dur-
ing an aerial combat mission over hostile posi-
tions in New Guinea on June 9, 1942. Presi-
dent Roosevelt ordered all Members of Con-
gress in the armed forces to return to their of-
fices, and Johnson was released from active 
duty on July 16, 1942. 

In 1948, after a campaign in which he trav-
eled by ‘‘newfangled’’ helicopter all over the 
state, Johnson won the primary by 87 votes 
and earned the nickname ‘Landslide Lyndon’, 
and in the general election was elected to the 
U.S. Senate. He was elected Minority Leader 
of the Senate in 1953 and Majority Leader in 
1955. He served in the U.S. Senate until he 
resigned to become Vice President in January 
1961. 

Lyndon Johnson became the 36th President 
of the United States on November 22, 1963, 
after the assassination of President John F. 
Kennedy. 

During his administration, education was 
one of the many areas where President John-
son blazed new ground. He pursued numer-
ous education initiatives, and signed many 
landmark education bills into law. 

In 1963, President Johnson approved the 
Higher Education Facilities Act (P.L. 88–204) 
which authorized a five-year program of fed-
eral grants and loans for construction or im-
provement of public and private higher edu-
cation academic facilities. This legislation was 
the largest education program enacted by 
Congress since the National Defense Edu-
cation Act of 1958, and it was the first broad 
education bill enacted in the post-World War II 
period that was not tied to national defense. 

In 1964, Johnson signed the Library Serv-
ices Act (P.L. 88–269) to make high quality 
public libraries more accessible to both urban 
and rural residents. The funds made available 
under this Act were used to construct as well 
as operate libraries, and to extend this pro-
gram to cities as well as rural areas. Later that 
year, President Johnson signed the Civil 
Rights Act (P.L. 88–352), which among its 
landmark provisions authorized federal au-
thorities to sue for the desegregation of 
schools and to withhold federal funds from 
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education institutions that practiced segrega-
tion. 

In 1965, President Johnson signed the Ele-
mentary and Secondary Education Act (P.L. 
89–10) at the former Junction Elementary 
School in Stonewall, Texas, where he first at-
tended school. Sitting beside him as he signed 
the bill was his first teacher, Mrs. Kathryn 
Deadrich Loney. This legislation was the first 
general aid-to-education program ever adopt-
ed by Congress, and it provided programs to 
help educate disadvantaged children in urban 
and rural areas. Later that year, he also 
signed the Higher Education Act (P.L. 89– 
329), which was the first program approved by 
the U.S. Congress for scholarships to under-
graduate students. 

In 1965, President Johnson launched 
Project Head Start, as an eight-week summer 
program, to help break the cycle of poverty by 
providing pre-school children from low-income 
families with a comprehensive program to 
meet their emotional, social, health, nutritional, 
and psychological needs. Recruiting children 
from ages three to school-entry age, Head 
Start was enthusiastically received by edu-
cation and child development specialists, com-
munity leaders, and parents across the nation. 
Currently, Head Start continues to serve chil-
dren and their families each year in urban and 
rural areas in all 50 States, the District of Co-
lumbia, Puerto Rico, and the U.S. Territories, 
as well as many migrant children. 

In 1966, President Johnson signed the Inter-
national Education Act (P.L. 89–698), which 
promoted international studies at U.S. colleges 
and universities. 

In 1968, he signed the Elementary and Sec-
ondary Education Act Amendments of 1967 
(P.L. 90–247), establishing bilingual education 
programs for non-English speaking children, 
and providing more funds for special edu-
cation for disabled children. Later that year, he 
also signed the Handicapped Children’s Early 
Education Assistance Act (P.L. 90–538), which 
authorized experimental programs for disabled 
children of pre-school age. 

After leaving office, Lyndon Johnson re-
turned to his native Texas and continued his 
involvement in public education. His presi-
dential papers are housed at the Lyndon 
Baines Johnson Library and Museum at the 
University of Texas, which in 1970 established 
the Lyndon Baines Johnson School of Public 
Affairs, The ‘‘LBJ School,’’ as is commonly 
known, pioneered what was then regarded as 
a novel approach to training for public service. 
Because of her respect and admiration for 
President Johnson, the late Barbara Jordan, 
the first woman and African American to rep-
resent the citizens of the Eighteenth Congres-
sional District of Texas, joined the LBJ School 
upon her retirement from Congress and was 
one of its most distinguished faculty members 
from 1979 until her death in 1996. 

The curriculum combined courses in theory 
with courses that took students into govern-
ment agencies to work and conduct research; 
the faculty included academics from various 
disciplines as well as practitioners from var-
ious levels of government; public service pro-
grams included an academic publishing pro-
gram as well as workshops for government of-
ficials. This blend of the academic and the 
practical remains the distinguishing char-

acteristic of the LBJ School and this highly ef-
fective approach to training for public service 
is today an accepted model for public affairs 
graduate programs across the country. 

Mr. Speaker, Lyndon Baines Johnson, who 
died January 22, 1973, will be remembered 
not only as a great President and Member of 
Congress, but also as the greatest champion 
of accessible and affordable quality education 
for all. President Johnson truly understood the 
importance of leaving no child behind, and he 
didn’t. 

Mr. Speaker, I would be remiss if I failed to 
note one of President Johnson’s greatest 
achievements and that was winning the hand 
and heart of Claudia Alta Taylor, affectionately 
known by all simply as ‘‘Lady Bird.’’ As First 
Lady, Lady Bird Johnson started a capital 
beautification project (Society for a More 
Beautiful National Capital) to improve physical 
conditions in Washington, D.C., both for resi-
dents and tourists. Her efforts inspired similar 
programs throughout the country. She was 
also instrumental in promoting the Highway 
Beautification Act, which sought to beautify the 
nation’s highway system by limiting billboards 
and by planting roadside areas. She was also 
an advocate of the Head Start program. 
Throughout his life, Lady Bird was LBJ’s most 
trusted advisor and confidant. And our nation 
is better for it. 

Robert A. Caro, author of ‘‘Path to Power,’’ 
the Pulitzer Prize winning biography of Lyndon 
Johnson, has written that what set Lyndon 
Johnson apart from nearly every other politi-
cian of his era is that he alone possessed a 
‘‘natural genius for politics.’’ LBJ understood 
that politics was the art of the possible but he 
knew how to transform possibilities into reali-
ties. That is why we have a Civil Rights Act, 
a Voting Rights Act, Head Start, Public Broad-
casting Systems, Higher Education assistance. 
That is why Thurgood Marshall was nominated 
and confirmed as a member of the Supreme 
Court. That is why the first African American 
to head a Cabinet department, Dr. Robert C. 
Weaver, was nominated by Lyndon Johnson. 

For all these reasons, Mr. Speaker, it is 
most appropriate that the headquarters build-
ing of the Department of Education located at 
400 Maryland Avenue Southwest in the Dis-
trict of Columbia will now and forevermore be 
known as the ‘‘Lyndon Baines Johnson De-
partment of Education Building.’’ 

f 

COMMUNICATION FROM THE HON-
ORABLE JERRY LEWIS, MEMBER 
OF CONGRESS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Honorable JERRY 
LEWIS, Member of Congress: 

CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES, 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 

Washington, DC, September 7, 2007. 
Hon. NANCY PELOSI, 
Speaker, House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR MADAM SPEAKER: This is to notify 
you formally, pursuant to Rule VIII of the 
Rules of the House of Representatives, that I 
have been served with a subpoena, issued in 
the U.S. District Court of the Southern Dis-
trict of California, for testimony and docu-
ments in a criminal case. 

After consultation with the Office of Gen-
eral Counsel, I have determined that compli-
ance with the subpoena is inconsistent with 
the precedents and privileges of the House. 

Sincerely, 
JERRY LEWIS. 

f 

COMMUNICATION FROM THE HON-
ORABLE ROY BLUNT, MEMBER 
OF CONGRESS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Honorable ROY 
BLUNT, Member of Congress: 

CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES, 
Washington, DC, September 12, 2007. 

Hon. NANCY PELOSI, 
Speaker, House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR MADAM SPEAKER: This is to notify 
you formally, pursuant to Rule VIII of the 
Rules of the House of Representatives, that I 
have been served with a subpoena, issued in 
the U.S. District Court for the Southern Dis-
trict of California, for testimony in a crimi-
nal case. 

After consultation with the Office of Gen-
eral Counsel, I have determined that compli-
ance with the subpoena is inconsistent with 
the precedents and privileges of the House. 

Sincerely, 
ROY BLUNT, 

Member of Congress. 

f 

COMMUNICATION FROM THE HON-
ORABLE NORM DICKS, MEMBER 
OF CONGRESS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Honorable NORM 
DICKS, Member of Congress: 

CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES, 
Hon. NANCY PELOSI, 
Speaker, House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR MADAM SPEAKER: This is to notify 
you formally, pursuant to Rule VIII of the 
Rules of the House of Representatives, that I 
have been served with a subpoena, issued in 
the U.S. District Court for the Southern Dis-
trict of California, for testimony in a crimi-
nal case. 

After consultation with the Office of Gen-
eral Counsel, I have determined that compli-
ance with the subpoena is inconsistent with 
the precedents and privileges of the House. 

Sincerely, 
NORM DICKS, 

Member of Congress. 

f 

COMMUNICATION FROM THE HON-
ORABLE JOHN T. DOOLITTLE, 
MEMBER OF CONGRESS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Honorable JOHN T. 
DOOLITTLE, Member of Congress: 

CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES, 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 

Washington, DC, September 14, 2007. 
Hon. NANCY PELOSI, 
Speaker, House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR MADAM SPEAKER: This is to notify 
you formally, pursuant to Rule VIII of the 
Rules of the House of Representatives, that I 
have been served with a subpoena, issued in 
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the U.S. District Court for the Southern Dis-
trict of California, for testimony in a crimi-
nal case. 

After consultation with the Office of Gen-
eral Counsel, I have determined that compli-
ance with the subpoena is inconsistent with 
the precedents and privileges of the House. 

Sincerely, 
JOHN T. DOOLITTLE, 

Member of Congress. 

f 

COMMUNICATION FROM THE HON-
ORABLE J. DENNIS HASTERT, 
MEMBER OF CONGRESS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Honorable J. DENNIS 
HASTERT, Member of Congress: 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, DC, September 17, 2007. 

Hon. NANCY PELOSI, 
Speaker, House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR MADAM SPEAKER: This is to notify 
you formally, pursuant to Rule VIII of the 
Rules of the House of Representatives, that I 
have been served with a subpoena, issued in 
the U.S. District Court for the Southern Dis-
trict of California, for testimony in a crimi-
nal case. 

After consultation with the Office of Gen-
eral Counsel, I have determined that compli-
ance with the subpoena is inconsistent with 
the precedents and privileges of the House. 

Sincerely, 
J. DENNIS HASTERT, 

Member of Congress. 

f 

COMMUNICATION FROM THE HON-
ORABLE PETER HOEKSTRA, 
MEMBER OF CONGRESS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Honorable PETER 
HOEKSTRA, Member of Congress: 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, PER-
MANENT SELECT COMMITTEE ON IN-
TELLIGENCE, 

September 13, 2007. 
Hon. NANCY PELOSI, 
Speaker, House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR MADAM SPEAKER: This is to notify 
you formally, pursuant to Rule VIII of the 
Rules of the House of Representatives, that I 
have been served with a subpoena, issued in 
the U.S. District Court for the Southern Dis-
trict of California, for testimony in a crimi-
nal case. 

After consultation with the Office of Gen-
eral Counsel, I have determined that compli-
ance with the subpoena is inconsistent with 
the precedents and privileges of the House. 

Sincerely, 
PETER HOEKSTRA, 

Ranking Republican. 

f 

COMMUNICATION FROM THE HON-
ORABLE DUNCAN HUNTER, MEM-
BER OF CONGRESS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Honorable DUNCAN 
HUNTER, Member of Congress: 

SEPTEMBER 14, 2007. 
Hon. NANCY PELOSI, 
Speaker, House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR MADAM SPEAKER: This is to notify 
you formally, pursuant to Rule VIII of the 
Rules of the House of Representatives, that I 
have been served with a subpoena, issued in 
the U.S. District Court for the Southern Dis-
trict of California, for testimony and docu-
ments in a criminal case. 

After consultation with the Office of Gen-
eral Counsel, I have determined that compli-
ance with the subpoena is inconsistent with 
the precedents and privileges of the House. 

Sincerely, 
DUNCAN HUNTER, 
Member of Congress. 

f 

COMMUNICATION FROM THE HON-
ORABLE DARRELL E. ISSA, MEM-
BER OF CONGRESS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Honorable DARRELL 
E. ISSA, Member of Congress: 

SEPTEMBER 7, 2007. 
Hon. NANCY PELOSI, 
Speaker, House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR MADAM SPEAKER: This is to notify 
you formally, pursuant to Rule VIII of the 
Rules of the House of Representatives, that I 
have been served with a subpoena, issued in 
the U.S. District Court for the Southern Dis-
trict of California, for testimony in a crimi-
nal case. 

After consultation with the Office of Gen-
eral Counsel, I have determined that compli-
ance with the subpoena is inconsistent with 
the precedents and privileges of the House. 

Sincerely, 
DARRELL E. ISSA, 

Member of Congress. 

f 

COMMUNICATION FROM THE HON-
ORABLE JOE KNOLLENBERG, 
MEMBER OF CONGRESS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Honorable Joe 
Knollenberg, Member of Congress: 

SEPTEMBER 17, 2007. 
Hon. NANCY PELOSI, 
Speaker, House of Representatives, 
The Capitol, Washington, DC. 

DEAR MADAM SPEAKER: This is to notify 
you formally, pursuant to Rule VIII of the 
Rules of the House of Representatives, that I 
have been served with a subpoena, issued in 
the U.S. District Court for the Southern Dis-
trict of California, for testimony in a crimi-
nal case. 

After consultation with the Office of Gen-
eral Counsel, I have determined that compli-
ance with the subpoena is inconsistent with 
the precedents and privileges of the House. 

Sincerely, 
JOE KNOLLENBERG, 

Member of Congress. 

f 

COMMUNICATION FROM THE HON-
ORABLE JOHN P. MURTHA, MEM-
BER OF CONGRESS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Honorable JOHN P. 
MURTHA, Member of Congress: 

CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES, 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 

Washington, DC, September 14, 2007. 
Hon. NANCY PELOSI, 
Speaker, House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR MADAM SPEAKER: This is to notify 
you formally, pursuant to Rule VIII of the 
Rules of the House of Representatives, that I 
have been served with a subpoena, issued in 
the U.S. District Court for the Southern Dis-
trict of California, for testimony and docu-
ments in a criminal case. 

After consultation with the Office of Gen-
eral Counsel, I have determined that compli-
ance with the subpoena is inconsistent with 
the precedents and privileges of the House. 

Sincerely, 
JOHN P. MURTHA. 

f 

COMMUNICATION FROM THE HON-
ORABLE SILVESTRE REYES, 
MEMBER OF CONGRESS 
The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-

fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Honorable SILVESTRE 
REYES, Member of Congress: 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, PER-
MANENT SELECT COMMITTEE ON IN-
TELLIGENCE, 

Washington, DC, September 11, 2007. 
Hon. NANCY PELOSI, 
Speaker, House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR MADAM SPEAKER: This is to notify 
you formally, pursuant to Rule VIII of the 
Rules of the House of Representatives, that I 
have been served with a subpoena, issued in 
the U.S. District Court for the Southern Dis-
trict of California, for testimony and docu-
ments in a case, U.S. v Wilkes. 

After consultation with the Office of Gen-
eral Counsel, I have determined that compli-
ance with the subpoena is inconsistent with 
the precedents and privileges of the House. 

Sincerely, 
SILVESTRE REYES, 

Member of Congress. 

f 

b 2015 

COMMUNICATION FROM THE HON-
ORABLE IKE SKELTON, MEMBER 
OF CONGRESS 
The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-

fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Honorable IKE SKEL-
TON, Member of Congress: 
HOUSE COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 

Washington, DC, September 13, 2007. 
Hon. NANCY PELOSI, 
Speaker, House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR MADAM SPEAKER: Pursuant to Rule 
VIII of the Rules of the House of Representa-
tives, I write to notify you formally that I 
have been served with a subpoena. The sub-
poena was issued in the U.S. District Court 
for the Southern District of California in re-
lation to ongoing prosecutions related to 
former Congressman Randy ‘‘Duke’’ 
Cunningham and requests my testimony as a 
potential witness and the production of doc-
uments. 

After consultation with counsel, I have de-
termined that compliance with the subpoena 
may be inconsistent with the precedents and 
privileges of the House. 

Sincerely, 
IKE SKELTON, 

Chairman. 
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COMMUNICATION FROM THE HON-

ORABLE JERRY WELLER, MEM-
BER OF CONGRESS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Honorable JERRY 
WELLER, Member of Congress: 

SEPTEMBER 12, 2007. 
Hon. NANCY PELOSI 
Speaker, House of Representatives 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR MADAM SPEAKER: This is to notify 
you formally, pursuant to Rule VIII of the 
Rules of the House of Representatives, that I 
have been served with a subpoena, issued in 
the U.S. District Court for the Southern Dis-
trict of California, for testimony in a crimi-
nal case. 

After consultation with the Office of Gen-
eral Counsel, I have determined that compli-
ance with the subpoena is inconsistent with 
the precedents and privileges of the House. 

Sincerely, 
JERRY WELLER, 
Member of Congress. 

f 

IRAQ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 18, 2007, the gentlewoman from 
Ohio (Mrs. JONES) is recognized for 60 
minutes as the designee of the major-
ity leader. 

Mrs. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I 
am so happy to have the opportunity 
and the honor to rise this evening to 
lead the Special Order of the Congres-
sional Black Caucus. We are going to 
be talking about Iraq. 

I want to recognize first for comment 
the Chair of the Congressional Black 
Caucus, my colleague and good friend, 
the gentlelady from Detroit, Michigan, 
Congresswoman CAROLYN KILPATRICK, 
and to thank her for her leadership of 
her wonderful caucus. 

Ms. KILPATRICK. Mr. Speaker, 
Members of the Congress and Ameri-
cans across the world, thank you. 
Thank you very much, Congresswoman 
Madam Chair STEPHANIE TUBBS JONES, 
for accepting the responsibility for 
leading the Special Order. Thank you 
very much. 

We need a new direction in America. 
We need a plan, one we never had 4 
years, 5 months ago as this country 
struck a sovereign nation, Iraq. We 
need a plan. I would say a new plan, 
but we never had an old plan. So a plan 
is what this country must have. Presi-
dent Bush wants the same ‘‘no plan’’ to 
go forward. It is time for change: over 
3,800 Americans dead, over 28,000 Amer-
icans wounded in battle. Members of 
the Congressional Black Caucus, 43 
members from 21 States, we represent 
over 40 million Americans. And to a 
person, all over our districts, they 
want a change. They want a new direc-
tion with this war in Iraq. Eighteen of 
our members represent less than 50 per-
cent African Americans. Several of our 
members represent less than 15 percent 
African American. We represent the 

American people, almost 300 million in 
our country, 40 million represented by 
the members of our caucus. We rep-
resent Latino Americans, Native Amer-
icans, Asian Americans, European 
Americans, Indian Americans, and Af-
rican Americans. The entire multi-eth-
nic society are represented by members 
of the Congressional Black Caucus. 

So when we start our Special Order 
tonight to talk about the war in Iraq, 
a war we never should have fought, a 
war that has lasted longer than World 
War I, World War II, the Civil War, and 
the war continues, you might remem-
ber, America, last spring they were all 
saying wait until September. We sent a 
bill with benchmarks to the Senate, to 
the House, passed the House, went to 
the Senate. The President vetoed it. 
We sent him another one. They say, 
okay, we won’t do another one; we will 
wait until September. Well, now Gen-
eral Petraeus is saying not September 
2007; let’s now give them until March 
2008. No new plan. 

They are going to ask for $200 billion 
in the next several weeks. Already 
have spent $565.4 trillion of your tax 
dollars on a war we never should have 
fought. 

America wants a change; we want a 
new direction, Mr. President. We want 
to bring our troops home in the most 
orderly possible plan that we can put 
together. And I hope and the American 
people hope this administration as well 
as our military leaders will come up 
with a plan. It is your responsibility to 
do that. 

We support our troops. We support 
the veterans all over this country as 
well as those veterans who are fighting 
this war. The mental health needs that 
our country will have as a result of 
this war, we yet do not know. There 
will be significant needs for mental 
health services. This supplemental has 
very little money that is coming 
through. And this is a supplemental 
that we spent this year, 2007 and 2008. 
Understanding, again, we have already 
spent $565.4 trillion. Repeat that: $565 
trillion in this war. 

We must bring our troops home. We 
must have a new direction. And as 
members of the Congressional Black 
Caucus, we will say it over and over 
again: set a plan in motion. Change di-
rection for our country. 

Benchmarks. You heard also, bench-
marks. What about these benchmarks 
that Congress, the President, and 
President Maliki put together earlier 
this year? It is really between Presi-
dent Bush’s administration and the ad-
ministration in Iraq, 18 benchmarks 
that they said they would meet by Sep-
tember. The General Accounting Office 
reported to this Congress last week 
they have met three of them. They are 
not sustaining their own government. 
They go on vacation, and they want us 
to fight their war. 

Our people tell us to bring our sol-
diers home. We hear it across the coun-

try, Republicans and Democrats as well 
as independents: bring our troops 
home. It is unconscionable that this 
Congress would consider as an appro-
priator and as a Member of this body as 
well as a citizen of this country 200 bil-
lion new dollars for this ill-advised war 
in the next several months. 

Rise up, America. Thank you for pro-
testing over this last week. Keep the 
protests up. If you can’t come to Wash-
ington, have them in your own State, 
in your own city. Let us hear your 
voices. It is too silent out there. This is 
a better country than that. 

So as we come to you tonight as 
Members of this United States House of 
Representatives, 110th Congress, where 
there have been 110 African Americans 
elected and voting in this Chamber 
over these many years, we are proud to 
have that responsibility and we will re-
main the conscience of the Congress. 
Bring our troops home. End this ill-ad-
vised war. Rebuild America from the 
ground up. Our children deserve more. 
Our seniors who built this country 
need more. 

There is no reason why we can’t have 
top-quality education, good health cen-
ters, good environment, good infra-
structure, bridges that don’t collapse. 
But, you see, you can’t spend $565 tril-
lion of your money in a war that we 
should not be fighting and at the same 
time invest in America’s future. 

So as one of 43 members of the Con-
gressional Black Caucus, we say to 
you, America, become engaged. Speak 
out. Ask that we bring our troops 
home. Ask for a new plan. Ask for a 
change of direction. Our theme for 2007 
and 2008 is change course, do something 
different. Join. Volunteer. Work for a 
better America. Confront the crisis of 
the war, of education, of health care, of 
infrastructure needs. And then for us 
to continue the legacy, not just mem-
bers of the caucus but all Americans, 
continue the legacy of people who have 
built this country, who have laid down 
their lives. And, for us, so many of our 
ancestors and forebears who fought the 
civil rights movement who speak out 
today for a just America. 

So my brothers and sisters, American 
citizens, rise up, change course. Fight 
to end this war today so that your 
grandchildren will have a better Amer-
ica tomorrow. 

Mr. Speaker: One of the costs of the war in 
Iraq that is often overlooked is the waste of 
tax dollars that could be used to fund pro-
grams and facilities that would improve our 
quality of life. America’s families want access 
to well-paying jobs, affordable health care, and 
quality education. The War in Iraq presents a 
threat to our military readiness and the devel-
opment of communities across our country. 
We must reinvest in programs that address 
the priorities of America’s families to preserve 
the safety, security and stability of Americans 
everywhere. 

I was against the War in Iraq from the be-
ginning I will continue to stand strong for the 
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citizens of the 13th Congressional District of 
Michigan and America. We must take America 
in a new direction. Let us work together to 
‘‘Change Course, Confront Crises, and Con-
tinue the Legacy.’’ 

IT’S TIME TO CHANGE COURSE 
The citizens of the 13th Congressional Dis-

trict of Michigan have collectively spent $555.4 
million in Iraq. For this much money, we could 
have provided, right here to citizens in the 
13th Congressional District: 190,892 people 
with health care; 7,747 more elementary 
school teachers; 83,268 more places with 
Head Start; 379,635 children with health care; 
4,477 more affordable housing units for work-
ing class people and senior citizens; 50 new 
elementary schools; 60,288 scholarships for 
college students; 7,670 music and arts teach-
ers; 12,009 police officers, fire fighters and 
emergency medical technicians; 780,628 
homes with renewable energy options; or 
8,403 port container inspectors. [Progressive 
Congressional Caucus, 9/10/07] 

IT’S TIME TO CONFRONT CRISES 
On September 7, 2007, the non-partisan 

General Accounting Office concluded that the 
Iraqi government ‘‘met three, partially met four, 
and did not meet 11 out of 18 benchmarks. 
Overall, key legislation has not been passed, 
and it is unclear whether the Iraqi government 
will spend $10 billion in reconstruction funds.’’ 
[GAO–07–1230T] 

As of September 10, 2007, 3,759 U.S. 
troops have been killed and more than 27,770 
have been wounded in the Iraq war since it 
began in March 2003. [Department of De-
fense, 9/10/07] 

IT’S TIME TO CONTINUE THE LEGACY 
The Iraq Study Group stated that the use of 

the military in Iraq has passed; it is time for di-
plomacy to take place. Regrettably, diplomacy 
has not been seriously considered by the 
President, and internecine warfare and out-
right civil war has filled the vacuum of this via-
ble option in Iraq. [Iraq Study Group, Decem-
ber 6, 2006] 

Out of four million Iraqis who are refugees, 
the United States has taken in a total of 687 
between April 1, 2003, and February 28, 2007. 
[Congressional Research Service, March 23, 
2007]. 78 percent of Americans believe the 
U.S. should withdraw some or all of our troops 
from Iraq. [New York Times, 9/10/07]. 60 per-
cent of Americans say the U.S. should set a 
timetable to withdraw our forces from Iraq and 
should ‘‘stick to that timetable regardless of 
what is going on in Iraq.’’ [USA Today. 9/10/ 
07] 

IT’S TIME FOR CHANGE 
As of September 2007, U.S. troops have 

been in Iraq for four years and six months. 
The Revolutionary War lasted eight years and 
two months. The American Civil War lasted 
four years. The Spanish-American War lasted 
five months in 1898. World War I lasted four 
years and just under five months. The U.S. 
role in World War II started in December of 
1941; it ended in 1945. U.S. involvement in 
Vietnam lasted more than a decade; until Sai-
gon fell to North Vietnam in April 1975. 

WHEN WILL ENOUGH BE ENOUGH? FUNDING A FIASCO: 
THE COST OF THE WAR IN IRAQ 

We have spent, as Americans, more than 
half a billion dollars in Iraq since March 2003. 

The President is expected to request another 
$200 billion. FY 2003—$53 billion; FY 2004— 
$75.6 billion; FY 2005—$84.7 billion; FY 
2006—$101.7 billion; FY 2007—$135.2 billion; 
FY 2008—$116.3 billion; TOTAL—$566.8 bil-
lion. 

According to the non-partisan Congressional 
Budget Office, the U.S. spends about $10 bil-
lion per month in Iraq. That’s $3,816 per sec-
ond; $228,938 per minute; $329,670,330 per 
day, or $2,307,692,380 per week. 

IRAQ BY THE NUMBERS 
Amount, in billions of dollars, that has been 

spent in Iraq—$565; Amount, in billions of dol-
lars, that the war has cost the State of Michi-
gan—$11.9; Number of wounded U.S. 
troops—27,770; Number of U.S. troops that 
have lost their lives—3,759; Percent of Ameri-
cans who believe we should withdraw some or 
all of our troops from Iraq—78; Percent of 
Iraqis that want U.S. forces and our coalition 
allies to leave their country immediately—47; 
Years we have been at war in Iraq—4.5; Num-
ber of the 18 benchmarks the Iraqi govern-
ment has met—3. 

Mrs. JONES of Ohio. In conjunction 
with what my colleague has already 
said, can you imagine that of the 
amount of money we spend in Iraq, we 
could put in place 4,072,709 additional 
housing units nationwide? In Ohio, we 
could put 142,849. Imagine this, right in 
the city of Cleveland where we have 
2,185 homeless, we could take care of 
them and they would not have to be 
homeless. 

Mr. Speaker, it gives me great pleas-
ure to yield time to my colleague and 
good friend who has been at the fore-
front of issues around this war, the 
Congresswoman from California, Con-
gresswoman BARBARA LEE. And I yield 
to her 5 minutes. 

Ms. LEE. Mr. Speaker, first I would 
like to thank the gentlelady from Ohio, 
who is the Chair of our House Ethics 
Committee, for yielding and for her 
tremendous leadership on so many 
issues, and for her consistent, and I 
mean consistent, opposition to this war 
from day one. 

Also I would like to thank the Chair 
of our Congressional Black Caucus, 
Congresswoman CAROLYN KILPATRICK, 
for your outstanding leadership and 
also for your commitment in changing 
the President’s failed policy on Iraq 
and for making sure that the Congres-
sional Black Caucus speaks in one 
voice. Thank you, Congresswoman KIL-
PATRICK. 

Let me also salute all of our col-
leagues from the Congressional Black 
Caucus who have opposed this war from 
the start, including Congresswoman 
MAXINE WATERS who actually boldly 
started the Out of Iraq Caucus. If our 
voices had been listened to, we would 
not have embarked upon this unneces-
sary, immoral war. I once again stand 
here as the daughter of a 25-year vet-
eran who fought in two wars. It is past 
time to end this war. 

Mr. Speaker, last week the President 
once again took to the air waves to 

make his case for the same old ‘‘stay 
the course’’ strategy. He said that he 
will return the number of troops in 
Iraq to pre-surge levels by July of 2008. 
He wants us to believe that by getting 
back to where we were last January 
sometime next summer, he wants us to 
think that that is progress. The Amer-
ican people aren’t buying that. They 
know how to count. It is the same song 
and dance from the people who told us 
that there were weapons of mass de-
struction, who assured us that we 
would be greeted as liberators, who de-
clared ‘‘mission accomplished,’’ and 
said really it is mission impossible but 
he declared mission accomplished and 
who said we were turning the corner 
and that the insurgency was in its last 
throes. 

The fact is that the Bush ‘‘stay the 
course’’ strategy put us on the path for 
10 years of occupation in Iraq at the 
minimum. It is time to call this what 
it is. It is really the President’s plan to 
run out the clock on his failed policy, 
to move the goal post once again so 
that he could sneak out the back door 
and leave the American people holding 
the bag after he leaves the White 
House. 

Well, let me ask you, how many of 
our troops should die so the President 
can save face? How many Iraqis must 
die to convince the President that the 
occupation is bringing disaster to hun-
dreds of thousands of Iraqis? How much 
of our tax dollars should we spend so 
the President can avoid admitting that 
his policy failed? We are now spending 
$12 billion a month in Iraq. For the 
price of 1 month in Iraq, we could be 
paying for 1.5 million children to go to 
Head Start for a year. For the price of 
1 month in Iraq, we could have hired 
200,000 new school teachers for a year. 
For the price of 1 month in Iraq, we 
could have insured 7 million of the 8.7 
million children living in this country 
without medical insurance for a year. 
Mr. Speaker, that is just the cost of 30 
days in Iraq, and the President thinks 
we should be staying yet another 10 
years. That is far too high a price to 
pay for him to save face. 

All the talk about military progress 
in Iraq is a distraction. It is a smoke 
screen that only serves to obscure the 
basic fundamental fact that there is no 
military solution to the situation in 
Iraq. Our brave troops are trapped in a 
civil war and an occupation. Our con-
tinued presence there is not only chal-
lenging our military; it is undermining 
our national security and our efforts to 
fight international terrorism. That is 
why every member of the Congres-
sional Black Caucus really cosponsored 
a resolution which we sponsored ban-
ning military bases and control, at 
least U.S. control, of the Iraqi oil. 

b 2030 

This resolution passed this body on a 
very large bipartisan vote, and, in fact, 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 11:04 Jul 14, 2010 Jkt 059102 PO 00000 Frm 00053 Fmt 0688 Sfmt 0634 E:\BR07\H17SE7.001 H17SE7er
ow

e 
on

 D
S

K
5C

LS
3C

1P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 B
O

U
N

D
 R

E
C

O
R

D



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, Vol. 153, Pt. 17 24391 September 17, 2007 
it sent a strong message that we do not 
intend to occupy Iraq, at least this 
House doesn’t intend to have that as 
our policy. 

Despite this administration’s, 
though, efforts to frame this as an 
issue of victory and defeat, the fact re-
mains that redeployment of United 
States troops from Iraq is really a pre-
condition; it’s a precondition to restor-
ing our national security and our ef-
forts to fight terrorism and putting us 
on a path toward a foreign policy that 
provides real solutions for global peace 
and security. Redeployment is a pre-
condition, a precondition for engaging 
Iraq’s neighbors and the international 
community in a regional stability plan. 

We have a moral obligation to help 
build Iraq. We bombed the country and 
we, for the most part, destroyed it. But 
neither Iraq’s neighbors nor the inter-
national community will truly engage 
in a regional stability plan as long as 
they believe that the United States in-
tends to maintain an indefinite occupa-
tion. Redeployment is a precondition 
for any successful effort to combat 
global terrorism. 

The United States’ occupation of Iraq 
has become a rallying point for ter-
rorist recruitment, training and fund- 
raising, a factor that actively under-
mines our antiterrorism efforts. 

Congress has the power to end the 
Bush administration’s failed policy in 
Iraq. But it means, it really means 
that Members of Congress are going to 
have to make a choice. Are we going to 
stand with the President for an open- 
ended occupation that sacrifices our 
troops’ lives so he can save face, or are 
we going to act to bring this disastrous 
policy to a conclusion? The choice is 
simple. 

Congress should not provide another 
dime, not another dime for the Presi-
dent’s failed policy. We should provide 
the money necessary to fully fund the 
safe, timely and responsible redeploy-
ment of troops and contractors from 
Iraq. And let me tell you, the American 
people support this. 

In closing, Mr. Speaker, let me re-
mind you that members of the Congres-
sional Black Caucus saw this disaster 
coming and tried to stop it. If you re-
call, we had an amendment when the 
authorization to use force came before 
this body, it was my amendment, that 
would have allowed the United Nations 
inspectors to complete their inspection 
process for weapons of mass destruc-
tion. Congress then, however, voted to 
go to war. Members of the Congres-
sional Black Caucus voted for that res-
olution. Members of the Congressional 
Black Caucus continue to oppose the 
occupation and work day and night to 
bring our young men and women home. 
And we will continue to be that voice 
that reminds our country that we 
truly, we really, we honestly, we do 
support and love our troops, and the 
best way that we can demonstrate 

that, the only way that we can dem-
onstrate that, is by bringing them 
home and making sure that they have 
their economic security, their health 
care, and their mental health care and 
the resources they need to take their 
lives back. 

Thank you, Congresswoman KIL-
PATRICK, for your leadership and for 
calling us together tonight. Thank 
you, Congresswoman STEPHANIE TUBBS 
JONES, for pulling us together and 
making sure we all stay on time and 
for your leadership on so many issues. 

Mrs. JONES of Ohio. Thank you, 
Congresswoman BARBARA LEE. 

Quick statistics. Of the young men 
and women who have been killed in 
Iraq, total 3,734, 885 were less than 22; 
1,013 were between 22 and 24; 1,007 be-
tween the age of 25 and 30; 445 between 
the age of 31 and 35; and older than 35, 
445. 

It gives me great pleasure at this 
time to yield to my good friend and 
colleague from the great State of Cali-
fornia, the Chair of the Out of Iraq 
Caucus, Congresswoman MAXINE WA-
TERS for such time as she may con-
sume. 

Ms. WATERS. Mr. Speaker, I’d like 
to thank Congresswoman STEPHANIE 
TUBBS JONES for the leadership that 
she’s providing this evening, having 
taken out the time on the floor to have 
the members of the Congressional 
Black Caucus engage this body on this 
issue of the war in Iraq. I thank you for 
your leadership, and I’m proud to work 
with you to help bring our Congress to 
the conclusion that we must get out of 
Iraq. 

Last week, President Bush and his 
White House propaganda machine made 
another attempt at misleading the Na-
tion. Yet again, unsubstantiated anec-
dotal claims of progress were used to 
support a continued occupation of Iraq. 

However, the President’s claims of 
progress ran contrary to multiple inde-
pendent reports recently published, in-
cluding, from the Government Ac-
countability Office, General Jones, and 
the National Intelligence Estimate. 
These reports painted a bleak picture 
of Iraq: Continued high levels of vio-
lence, a dysfunctional Iraqi govern-
ment, and sectarian influence that con-
tinue to plague the Iraqi security 
forces. 

President Bush’s vision of an endur-
ing relationship with Iraq amounts to 
an endless and unlimited military oc-
cupation. Instead of a significant 
change of policy, the President has re-
affirmed his commitment to a dan-
gerous continuation of a failed policy 
in Iraq. 

Deepening sectarian divisions in Iraq 
make the American military presence 
increasingly obsolete. In fact, our pres-
ence may actually be making the situ-
ation worse as Iraqi political leaders 
hide behind our troops and refuse to 
make the necessary compromises. 

Meanwhile, we continue to train and 
equip Iraqi security forces and so- 
called volunteer Sunni sectarian mili-
tias across Iraq. Experts suggest that 
we’re merely training different sides of 
a violent civil war, and losing track of 
over 190,000 weapons meant for the se-
curity forces is surely only adding fuel 
to the fires raging in Iraq. That is why 
my colleagues and I recently intro-
duced H.R. 3134, the Responsible Secu-
rity in Iraq Act. This legislation will 
halt the dangerous practice of training 
and equipping of Iraqi security forces, 
at least until the Iraqi Government 
matures. 

At the cost of precious American 
lives, the President seeks only to dis-
guise the fact that he has no exit strat-
egy for Iraq. It becomes increasingly 
clear that George Bush seeks only to 
protect his own legacy and saddle the 
next President with the mess he’s cre-
ated in the Middle East. 

Let us not forget that, in addition to 
almost 3,800 troops who have died, 800 
of those troops who have died in Iraq 
have died since the surge was an-
nounced in January, including 16 
troops since General Petraeus came to 
Congress to testify just last week. 

I know that the media, many in the 
media have blamed the wonderful, won-
derful support group of the Democratic 
Caucus and people who want to get us 
out of Iraq for attacking General 
Petraeus. But I join with them, not in 
an attack on General Petraeus, but in 
telling the truth about what has been 
happening. 

Moveon.org need not be ashamed of 
its advocacy. They need not be a shame 
of its ads. They are telling the truth, 
and we need to speak truth to power on 
this issue. 

President Bush sought to appease 
those who oppose the war by announc-
ing that 5,700 troops will be coming 
home this year, and another few bri-
gades will possibly return by summer 
of next year. But these reductions were 
scheduled to occur with or without 
Bush’s consent. Deployment limits are 
being reached, and the military has no 
trained and ready troops to replace the 
ones leaving. 

As the New York Times stated, it’s 
like George Bush dropping an object 
and then taking credit for gravity. 

Regardless, these planned reductions 
would merely lower our troop levels to 
130,000 by summer of 2008. It is abso-
lutely unacceptable that our military 
presence in Iraq by next summer will 
still be the same as pre-surge levels. 

I’m delighted for the families of the 
troops who will be leaving Iraq. Many 
of these troops will be returning from a 
second, third or even fourth deploy-
ment. However, without a significant 
change in strategy, the President is 
signaling that these troops should not 
get too comfortable at home. President 
Bush will surely have them deployed 
back to Iraq as soon as possible. 
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As Chair of the Out of Iraq Caucus, I, 

along with my colleagues, have been 
advocating for a different direction for 
years now. In stark contrast to the di-
rection of the President, we understand 
that the only acceptable option for 
Iraq is a fully funded withdrawal of all 
of our troops and military contracts. 

The other day, my friend, Congress-
man JOHN MURTHA said, and I quote, 
‘‘Yes, many Iraqis consider us the oc-
cupiers. But it is also true that Iraq is 
really occupying us.’’ We couldn’t be 
more right. He couldn’t be more right. 

Let’s bring our troops home to their 
families as soon as possible and refocus 
this country’s resources on the issues 
that matter the most to the American 
people. It is time to end this war in 
Iraq. 

And to those who are getting a little 
bit disgusted with the fact that we 
don’t seem to be making as much 
progress as we should here in the Con-
gress of the United States, I would like 
to encourage them not to give up. 

I know that it appears that Petraeus 
and the President organized a presen-
tation and tried to win over the hearts 
of Americans by putting a general out 
there, just as he put Colin Powell out 
when Colin Powell went up to the U.N. 
and pointed to the buildings where 
weapons of mass destruction were 
being manufactured. Colin Powell has 
said since that time, it was perhaps the 
worst thing that he could have done in 
his career. And of course, people re-
spect generals, and they respect 
Petraeus because he has a long history 
of having made sacrifice and having 
been a good warrior. 

But ladies and gentlemen, he’s wrong 
on this one. We don’t have to back up. 
We don’t have to shy away from this 
fight. We don’t have to give in and 
think somehow we’re going to be 
thought of as unpatriotic. Patriotism 
is to stand up for what is right, what is 
right for the security of this Nation. 

We’re at greater risk now than we 
were before we went in to invade Iraq. 
As a matter of fact, this President and 
this war has unsettled the entire Mid-
dle East. We know that since we’ve 
been there, not only have we created a 
civil war and all of the sectarian vio-
lence, we also know that we have 
pulled in to this war Iran, and we also 
know that we are on the verge of pull-
ing in Syria to this war. We also know 
that this entire Middle East is unset-
tled because of our occupation. 

Despite the fact that the President of 
the United States said we would be 
welcomed with open arms, they want 
us out of Iraq. They want to end the oc-
cupation. 

Yes, we have some responsibilities 
there. Yes, we should help to rebuild 
Iraq, but first, we must bring our sol-
diers home. We must stop the carnage. 
We must stop the killings. We must 
bring our soldiers home. 

And I join with BARBARA LEE and 
LYNN WOOLSEY and members of the 

Congressional Black Caucus who sup-
port the idea that we will vote for 
funding to bring the troops home safely 
and securely. We will not vote for fund-
ing to continue this war. 

We know that the President of the 
United States has made another re-
quest in a supplemental. I will not be 
voting for any funding to continue the 
war. And for those of us who really, 
really believe in what we’re saying, for 
those of us who are committed to the 
proposition that we can end this war, 
we will not give him another dime to 
continue the war. 

Mrs. JONES of Ohio. I’d like to 
thank Congresswoman WATERS for her 
statement. 

For the RECORD, I have a statement 
from Congresswoman EDDIE BERNICE 
JOHNSON to be submitted for the 
RECORD. 

Listen to these statistics. Of the per-
centage of persons serving in the mili-
tary, 60 percent are white, 23 percent 
are African American, 10 percent are 
Hispanic, 3 Asian American Pacific. Of 
those serving in the Navy, 62 percent 
are Caucasian, 19 percent are African 
American. Those serving in the Air 
Force, 72 percent are Caucasian, 15 per-
cent are African American, in the Ma-
rine Corps, 66 percent are Caucasian, 12 
are African American. 

Let’s look at the statistics with re-
gard to deaths as a result of this Iraq 
war. Of the 3,734 who have been killed 
in this war, 40 are American Indian or 
Alaska Native, 69 Asian, 350 African 
Americans, 405 Hispanic, Hawaiian or 
Pacific Islander 440. 

b 2045 

Totally in 2007, Caucasian, a total of 
3,734. 

Mr. Speaker, it gives me great pleas-
ure at this point to yield to my col-
league and good friend from the great 
State of Texas, Congresswoman SHEILA 
JACKSON-LEE. 

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr. 
Speaker, let me thank the distin-
guished chairwoman of the Ethics 
Committee, but also our leader on the 
Special Order hour tonight. 

What a timely hour that you have al-
lowed us to participate in. I add my ap-
preciation as well to the chairwoman 
of the Congressional Black Caucus and 
as well the leaders of the Out of Iraq 
Caucus and the Progressive Caucus, of 
which I am a member. 

And so I raise the question tonight, 
where do we go from here? And I have 
standing in alongside of me the grow-
ing numbers of those fallen in battle 
from the 18th Congressional District 
and surrounding areas. Those faces rep-
resent families. They are husbands, 
wives, sisters and brothers, mothers 
and fathers. They have left grand-
mothers and grandfathers. They have 
left family and friends. And it is inter-
esting, as I look at a headline in the 
Houston Chronicle, it says: ‘‘America 

Has No Exit Strategy But Our Presi-
dent Does.’’ And the gist of the article 
is that the exit strategy for President 
Bush is his retirement. For it is evi-
dent from his remarks last week that 
this administration has no exit strat-
egy other than to say, I will not have 
the exiting of our troops. I will not 
cease the loss of lives until I leave the 
White House. I will not have the legacy 
of the book being written to say that I 
worked with the United States Con-
gress, the American people, listened to 
their voices, understood that this was a 
political solution and not a military 
solution, but I will not sit down and 
reconcile with my Congress, with the 
American people, and bring our troops 
home as heroes. No, I am going to stay 
to the end and leave this to the next 
President. 

A GI who died had criticized the war 
in Iraq. Seven soldiers signed a letter. 
Shortly thereafter, the soldier from 
Texas, Sergeant Omar Mora, died, one 
of his other fellow signers of the letter 
asking why are we here. Criticizing the 
war in Iraq. Soldiers on the battlefield. 
It is interesting that what is rep-
resented is that there is one mind in 
Iraq of these soldiers, but these sol-
diers are patriots who want to ask the 
question based upon their constitu-
tional rights. Tragically, as the picture 
will show, this young man lost his life, 
and a fellow soldier who signed the let-
ter likewise lost his life. 

Another headline: ‘‘Texas City Ser-
geant Dies in Iraq Accident.’’ Even in 
the last 24 hours, we are finding that 
those contractors, paid-for contractors, 
American contractors, one of our de-
fense contractors, if you will, wound up 
killing 10-or-so Iraqis under the allega-
tion that they were attacking a State 
Department envoy. We want those en-
voys to be protected, officials traveling 
around, but what they wind up doing is 
bringing Black Hawk helicopters. And 
these are private contractors making 
$100,000 a year shooting up innocent 
Iraqis, creating then a greater target of 
our own military personnel. What is 
going on in Iraq? 

So, Mr. Speaker and Madam Chair-
woman, I rise today to suggest that it 
is time to declare a military success. 
This is not a question of agreeing with 
the ‘‘Mission Accomplished’’ of the 
President of the United States. This is 
to separate the political reconciliation 
that must be done by the Maliki gov-
ernment and surrounding Mid East 
states to resolve the conflict between 
Shias, Sunnis, and Kurds to the work 
of our soldiers. Our soldiers have done 
their job. 

So H.R. 930, the Military Success Act 
of 2007, wants to declare a military suc-
cess. Saddam Hussein is no longer 
there. We have had an election where 
we have elected a democratic govern-
ment. And so all that our military has 
been asked to do, they have done it. 

We have even gone further with the 
surge and collaborated with Sunnis and 
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created a peaceful area in Anbar, but 
yet the sheik was assassinated. Why? 
Because you must have political rec-
onciliation. And while we stand here on 
the floor tonight, soldiers are dying. 
These faces are growing. 

Mr. President, do you understand 
that the American people have spoken? 
And this is not cut and run, but this is 
recognizing that we are spending $10 
billion a month, which translates into 
$329,670,330 per day, $13,736,264 per hour, 
$228,938 per minute, and $3,816 per sec-
ond. 

I believe that we should move to the 
floor of the House, declare our soldiers 
victorious in the work they were as-
signed to do, and bring our troops 
home. 

It is important to note that any false 
representation that bringing home 
troops in December is a reflection of 
the voices of the American people is 
not true. Having 130,000 troops in 2008, 
July, does nothing to bring our troops 
home. It is a reduction of the surge. 

And so I am asking that our troops 
be brought home in a safe and secure 
manner so that our equipment can be 
brought out and that the announce-
ment that the troops will begin to re-
deploy begins. 

This is not a situation of fight them 
there or fight them here. This is not 
typographing this to the enemy. The 
enemy is well aware of everything we 
do. The President knows that General 
Petraeus said that al Qaeda was not 
there when Saddam Hussein was there. 
They were not there when we entered 
Iraq. They got there in 2005. And, 
therefore, it is important for the Shias, 
Sunnis, and Kurds to join together to 
fight al Qaeda. Everyone knows that 
Iraq is a place that is a training ground 
for al Qaeda. 

So I think it is important, as I close, 
to be able to again offer our hand of 
reconciliation to the President, sit 
down with the leadership of this Con-
gress. As Speaker PELOSI said, don’t let 
this be a 10-year war. It is already 
longer than World War II. Save the 
lives of these valiant soldiers, rebuild 
our military, and let the political proc-
ess in Iraq work so that peace and rec-
onciliation can be brought forward. 

It is a tragedy, and I offer my great-
est sympathy to those who have fallen 
in battle; those who have been injured, 
some thousands, 22,000, 25,000, and 
growing. We must bring our troops 
home. We must listen to the voices of 
the American people. These are our he-
roes. The heroes are still standing in 
Iraq. Bring them home with yellow rib-
bons. Bring them home with celebra-
tion. It is time to vote and pass H.R. 
930, the Military Success Act of 2007. 
Our soldiers have been successful in 
duty. 

Mr. Speaker, may I also thank my col-
leagues in the Congressional Black Caucus 
(CBC) for gathering on the floor tonight to dis-
cuss this important topic. This Congress will 

not, as the previous Republican Congress did, 
continue to rubber stamp what we believe to 
be an ill-conceived war. As we continue to re-
ceive reports on the situation in Iraq, it is im-
portant that we continue to look forward, to the 
future of Iraq beyond a U.S. military occupa-
tion. 

Despite the multitude of mistakes per-
petrated by President Bush and former De-
fense Secretary Rumsfeld, our troops have 
achieved a military success in ousting Sad-
dam Hussein and assisting the Iraqis in ad-
ministering a democratic election and electing 
a democratic government. However, only the 
Iraqi government can secure a lasting peace. 
Time and time again, the Iraqi government 
has demonstrated an inability to deliver on the 
political benchmarks that they themselves 
agreed were essential to achieving national 
reconciliation. Continuing to put the lives of 
our soldiers and our national treasury in the 
hands of what by most informed accounts, 
even by members of the Bush Administration, 
is an ineffective central Iraqi government is ir-
responsible and contrary to the wishes of the 
overwhelming majority of the American peo-
ple. 

Our nation has already paid a heavy price 
in Iraq. Over 3770 American soldiers have 
died. In addition, more than 27,660 have been 
wounded in the Iraq war since it began in 
March 2003. June, July, and August have 
marked the bloodiest months yet in the con-
flict, and U.S. casualties in Iraq are 62 percent 
higher this year than at this time in 2006. This 
misguided, mismanaged, and misrepresented 
war has claimed too many lives of our brave 
servicemen; its depth, breadth, and scope are 
without precedent in American history. In addi-
tion, the U.S. is spending an estimated $10 
billion per month in Iraq. This $10 billion a 
month translates into $329,670,330 per day, 
$13,736,264 per hour, $228,938 per minute, 
and $3,816 per second. 

Mr. Speaker, we are here today because 
the Congress has listened to the American 
people, and demanded accountability, over-
sight, and competence. We saw fit to demand 
benchmark reports because the American 
people lost confidence in the Rubber Stamp 
Republican Congress and the Bush-Cheney 
team. The American people want a new strat-
egy for success in Iraq. 

The Foreign Affairs Committee, of which I 
am proud to be a member, has recently heard 
a string of reports from military and civilian of-
ficials about the political, military, social, and 
economic situation in Iraq. Two weeks ago, 
the Government Accountability Office (GAO) 
informed the Congress that the Iraqi govern-
ment has met only three of the eighteen legis-
lative, economic, and security benchmarks. 
Despite the surge, despite increasing U.S. 
military involvement, the Iraqi government has 
not made substantial progress toward stabi-
lizing their country. 

President Bush rationalized his surge, over 
opposition by myself and other House Demo-
crats, by arguing it would give the Iraqi gov-
ernment ‘‘the breathing space it needs to 
make progress in other critical areas,’’ bringing 
about reconciliation between warring factions, 
Sunni and Shia. However, non-partisan as-
sessments, such as last week’s GAO report, 
have illustrated that escalating U.S. military in-

volvement in Iraq is instead hindering that na-
tion’s ability to move beyond the devastation 
of war and death, to build a successful new 
government, and to create a stable and se-
cure environment. In the seven months since 
the surge began, increased American military 
presence has not been able to end the relent-
less cycles of sectarian violence that continue 
to plague Iraq. Nor have larger numbers of 
U.S. troops been successful in unifying and 
strengthening the Iraqi government. 

Instead, the security situation continues to 
deteriorate. Sectarian violence remains high, 
and even the Bush Administration has noted 
the unsatisfactory progress toward political 
reconciliation. The Sunni-led insurgency con-
tinues, with insurgents conducting increasingly 
complex and well-coordinated attacks. The 
August 2007 National Intelligence Estimate 
cited ongoing violence, stating, ‘‘the level of 
overall violence, including attacks on and cas-
ualties among civilians, remain high; Iraq’s 
sectarian groups remain unreconciled.’’ The 
report went on to note that al-Qaeda in Iraq 
(AQI) ‘‘retains the ability to conduct high-pro-
file attacks,’’ and ‘‘Iraqi political leaders remain 
unable to govern effectively.’’ 

The ever-increasing sectarian violence is 
causing immense daily challenges for Iraqis. 
Millions have been displaced, and an Iraqi 
Red Crescent Organization has reported an 
increase of nearly 630,000 internally displaced 
persons from February 2007 to July 2007. The 
same organization predicts an additional 
80,000 to 100,000 persons are displaced each 
month. The UN High Commissioner for Refu-
gees has estimated that 1.8 million Iraqis are 
now refugees, with an additional 40,000 to 
50,000 fleeing to neighboring countries each 
month. Iraq has become a humanitarian dis-
aster, and one that continues to get worse 
every day. 

We are not here today to debate whether 
there has been some decrease in violence in 
Baghdad. The United States military is a 
skilled and highly proficient organization, and 
where there are large numbers of U.S. troops, 
it is unsurprising that we see fewer incidents 
of violence. However, it is our responsibility to 
take a longer-term view. The United States will 
not and should not permanently prop up the 
Iraqi government and military. U.S. military in-
volvement in Iraq will come to an end, and, 
when U.S. forces leave, the responsibility for 
securing their nation will fall to Iraqis them-
selves. And so far, we have not seen a dem-
onstrated commitment by the Iraqi govern-
ment. 

In addition, evidence suggests that not only 
is increased U.S. military presence in Iraq not 
making that nation more secure, it may also 
be threatening our national security by dam-
aging our ability to respond to real threats to 
our own homeland. The recently released 
video by Osama bin Laden serves to illustrate 
that President Bush has not caught this inter-
national outlaw, nor brought him to justice. In-
stead, he has diverted us from the real war on 
terror to the war of his choice in Iraq. 

The former chairman and vice chairman of 
the 9/11 commission, Thomas H. Kean and 
Lee H. Hamilton, share this view. In a recent 
op-ed, Kean and Hamilton note that our own 
actions have contributed to a rise of 
radicalization and rage in the Muslim world. 
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Kean and Hamilton write that ‘‘no conflict 
drains more time, attention, blood, treasure, 
and support from our worldwide counterter-
rorism efforts than the war in Iraq. It has be-
come a powerful recruiting and training tool for 
al-Qaeda.’’ 

Mr. Speaker, our troops in Iraq did every-
thing we asked them to do. We sent them 
overseas to fight an army; they are now 
caught in the midst of an insurgent civil war 
and political upheaval. I have, for some time 
now, advocated for Congressional legislation 
declaring a military victory in Iraq, and recog-
nizing the success of our military. Our brave 
troops have completed the task we set for 
them; it is time now to bring them home. Our 
next steps should not be a continuing esca-
lation of military involvement, but instead a 
diplomatic surge. 

This is why I introduced H.R. 930, the ‘‘Mili-
tary Success in Iraq and Diplomatic Surge for 
National and Political Reconciliation in Iraq Act 
of 2007.’’ This legislation would make diplo-
macy and statecraft tools of the first, rather 
than the last, resort. We must seek construc-
tive engagement with Iraq, its neighbors, and 
the rest of the international community, as we 
work to bring resolution to this calamitous con-
flict that has already gone on far too long. 

Democrats in Congress will not continue to 
rubber stamp the President’s ill-conceived war 
effort. Last November, the American people 
spoke loudly and clearly, demanding a new di-
rection to U.S. foreign policy, and we here in 
Congress are committed to seeing that 
change be brought about. We are working to 
see the extensive funds currently being spent 
to sustain the war in Iraq go to important do-
mestic programs and to securing our home-
land against real and imminent threats. 

President Bush and Vice-President CHENEY 
have been given numerous chances and 
ample time by the American people and the 
Congress to straighten out the mess in Iraq. 
They have failed. It is pure fantasy to imagine 
that President Bush’s military surge has cre-
ated the necessary safety and security to 
meet economic, legislative, and security 
benchmarks. It is time for a new strategy, a 
new plan that will encourage Iraqis to take 
charge of their own destiny, seek constructive 
and sustained regional engagement, and sub-
stitute the ill-advised military surge for a 
thoughtful diplomatic one. It is time to be real-
istic and pragmatic, to recognize that our 
troops achieved what they were initially sent in 
for and that continued U.S. military engage-
ment is not bringing about the desired results. 

Mrs. JONES of Ohio. Thank you, 
Congresswoman SHEILA JACKSON-LEE of 
Texas. 

Did you know that there are propor-
tionately more African American and 
proportionately fewer white service-
men in the military than in the com-
parable civilian workforce? In other 
words, there are greater numbers of Af-
rican Americans serving in the mili-
tary than in the workforce of the 
United States of America. That pre-
sents a problem. 

I will go on with other statistics as 
the hour goes along, but it gives me 
great pleasure to yield to my colleague 
and friend from the great State of 
Georgia, the gentleman, DAVID SCOTT. 

Mr. SCOTT of Georgia. Thank you 
very much. It is indeed a pleasure to be 
on the floor with you, gentlelady and 
good friend from Ohio. You are doing a 
wonderful job in leading this hour. 

To the Congressional Black Caucus 
and the leadership of the Congressional 
Black Caucus, America must take its 
collective hats off to the Congressional 
Black Caucus for from the very begin-
ning it has been the Congressional 
Black Caucus that has provided the 
leadership in speaking out on this war 
in Iraq and in speaking out from a 
standpoint of what is wrong with it. 
And I am proud to be on the floor with 
you this evening. 

I thought that I might come at this 
from the perspective of where I sit in 
the Congress. I was not here when the 
actual vote took place 6 years ago to 
commit our forces to Iraq. I was a part 
5 years ago coming into Congress with 
that first class that came in after 9/11, 
and it was an extraordinary time. But 
I think it’s very good for us, as we look 
at this situation in Iraq, to be able to 
reflect from it. My father always would 
tell me, Son, the best way for you to 
get out of a problem is to remember 
how you got into it in the first place. 
And it might be good for us to do that. 

I happen to serve on the Foreign Af-
fairs Committee. I am the vice chair-
man of our Foreign Affairs Sub-
committee on Terrorism, Nonprolifera-
tion, and International Trade. I also 
am a member of the NATO Parliamen-
tary Assembly, and I am the co-chair-
man of our Democratic group on Na-
tional Security. I mentioned those po-
sitions that I work with here in the 
Congress so that you can understand 
the perspective from which I come to 
this very important issue of Iraq. And 
let me just state at the very beginning, 
as I said, it’s good to know how you got 
into a situation. 

There is one profound fact that hap-
pened on 9/11. On the very day of 9/11 
after a conference in the White House 
between our Vice President CHENEY, 
Defense Secretary Rumsfield, and Dep-
uty Defense Secretary Wolfowitz, col-
lectively they said these words: Iraq 
must pay for this. That’s very pro-
found. On the day of the 9/11 attack, 
the basic architects of this policy said, 
without one iota of evidence, without 
one iota of anything, Iraq must pay for 
this. Not even knowing it was al Qaeda, 
but automatically. 

Now, I mention that simply because, 
as I said, we have got to know how we 
got into a situation to know how we 
get out of it. That’s very profound. The 
reason I mention that is that from the 
very beginning there has been a line of 
direct effort by some, the major archi-
tects of this most misguided foreign 
policy, to equate Iraq with the war on 
terror. A colossal mistake and the his-
tory books will reflect that. We then 
prepared to go in and attack a country 
that did not attack us. 

I am on the Foreign Affairs Com-
mittee, and last week I sat with great 
admiration and I truly believe I have 
great admiration for General David 
Petraeus. He’s a general, he’s a sol-
dier’s soldier, and he is doing and has 
done a remarkable job, as have all of 
our military. But as I sat there and I 
watched him, this general, my mind 
went back to another general at the be-
ginning of this by the name of Colin 
Powell. Here was the same situation. 
After 9/11 we sat there and a general 
was put in front of us to sell us on 
going to war with Iraq, with informa-
tion and intelligence that many in the 
administration knew was not true. The 
books that are pouring out now by the 
bushel tell us that everybody, from the 
CIA to the Defense Department to so 
many who were saying this, in other 
words, that the intelligence books were 
cooked. Not a single person from Iraq 
came over to us and asked us, Come 
over to our country and turn us into a 
democracy. 

No, this was a war of choice based 
upon lies and deceit, and that is why 
this will go down in history as the big-
gest foreign policy blunder in the his-
tory of these United States. Make no 
mistake about it. 

So the question has to be now, why? 
Here we are in Iraq on lies and misin-
formation that are out now by the 
book loads; so we can’t deny it. 
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And the American people know it. 
And they are expecting this Congress 
of the United States to stand up to this 
White House and say, ‘‘No more.’’ 

Let me tell you something, folks; I’ve 
been over there to Iraq, three times 
I’ve been over there. I have met with 
our soldiers, I have eaten with them. 
But the most important part of my 
trips over there was not to Camp Vic-
tory or to the Green Zone or to Bagh-
dad. Even my meetings with General 
Casey, General Abizaid, all of them, 
which I cherish and I have pictures and 
all of that, and even the meeting I had 
with one soldier from Georgia who 
came up to me and hugged me with 
tears streaming down his eyes, tears 
streaming down my eyes, and he said 
to me, Congressman SCOTT, when I’m 
hugging you, it’s like I’m hugging a 
piece of home. I can’t tell you how I 
felt. 

But ladies and gentlemen, let me just 
tell you the most significant parts of 
these trips was on the way back. Each 
stop that I went over to go to Ramstein 
Air Base, Landstuhl, that’s the hos-
pital, that’s the medical center. That’s 
where they come, the injured come 
when they are injured in down country, 
as they call it, in Afghanistan and Iraq. 
That’s where they are. You want to 
know about this war, you want to 
know why this war needs to be ended, 
that’s the story, to look into these 18- 
and 19- and 20- and 21-year-old kids’ 
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eyes, half their heads blown off, arms 
missing, blind, and they ask the ques-
tion, why? Why? Why are we here? 

I’m telling you, somebody’s going to 
have to answer that question. On the 
bleached bones of many past great civ-
ilizations and nations are written those 
pathetic words, ‘‘Too late.’’ They 
moved too late to correct a great 
wrong. I beg and I hope that this Con-
gress has the resolve in it to not move 
too late now. The whole world is de-
pending on us. 

One of the things that President 
Bush did, and we’ve got to understand 
it, what he did in sending General 
Petraeus up is the same he did in send-
ing Colin Powell up. And history is 
going to write it, not DAVID SCOTT, not 
Mrs. TUBBS JONES, not this Congress, 
history is going to write that this 
President will go down in history as 
being a President that highly used and 
misused our military. That is one of 
the greatest shames coming out of this 
Iraq situation. 

And now, here we are in Iraq. I don’t 
think the American people know that 
over one-half of our entire combat ca-
pacity is involved in Iraq. If I’m China, 
if I’m Russia, if I’m Iran, which they 
are, they’re sitting back fat and happy, 
anxious to see us continue to run our 
military in the ground in this fruitless 
effort in Iraq. Soldiers, many of them 
on their third and fourth tours of duty. 
Fifteen months they’ve extended it to, 
not even giving an equal amount of 
time for rest because they know that 
the military is at the breaking point. 
No way we can continue this war. It 
will run our military into the ground. 

And now let me just say one word 
about the President’s move here. What 
this is is the President is saying to us, 
I’m not going to end this. It’s not going 
to be on my watch. Even out of his own 
mouth he says we will hand this endur-
ing relationship in Iraq over, as he says 
it, to my successor. That’s what he 
said, to his successor. 

So the American people have nixed 
that. The President is out of the pic-
ture, but we here in Congress are in the 
picture. It’s up to us to not move too 
late. We must correct the direction 
we’re headed, and the first order of 
business is to end this war in Iraq. 

Mrs. JONES of Ohio. I would like to 
thank my colleague from Georgia (Mr. 
SCOTT) for his statement. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
For the RECORD, I ask unanimous 

consent that all Members may have 5 
legislative days in which to revise and 
extend their remarks and include ex-
traneous material on the subject of my 
Special Order today. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from Ohio? 

There was no objection. 
Mrs. JONES of Ohio. I want to thank 

my colleague, the newest Member of 
the Congressional Black Caucus, who 

has joined us in the House, Congress-
woman LAURA RICHARDSON, from the 
great State of California, who has 
joined us on the floor this evening, for 
her support. I also want to thank my 
staffer, Aaron Wasserman, for his work 
and research. 

Let me close out this Special Order 
with a few more statistics and a couple 
of statements. Can you imagine this: 
The amount of money that we’ve spent 
on the Iraq war so far, 270,850,440 chil-
dren could benefit from receiving 
health insurance for 1 year. In addi-
tion, a Census Bureau news release 
stated that 8.7 million uninsured chil-
dren in 2006 could be insured for 31 
years with the amount of money that 
has been used in the Iraq war. The 
number of 4-year scholarships that 
could be provided, 21,927,497 scholar-
ships could be provided to the children 
of the United States nationwide if we 
used the money from Iraq. 

And let’s talk about, for a moment, 
the cost to the people of Iraq. A recent 
article by the Washington Post has 
said that Iraq needs 10,000 megawatts 
of electricity per day, but they’re only 
producing 4,110. In civilian casualties, 
since April of 2004, the average number 
of Iraqis killed per day has grown from 
just over 20 to over 100. The total num-
ber of Iraqi casualties is estimated to 
be between 70,264 and 150,000 people. 

I am so pleased and honored to have 
an opportunity to be on the floor lead-
ing this Special Order on behalf of the 
Congressional Black Caucus. I person-
ally am opposed to any permanent U.S. 
military bases in Iraq, and no control 
by the U.S. of Iraqi oil. I am opposed to 
the surge. The benchmarks not being 
met are, the GAO says three of 18 were 
not met, and I am opposed to continued 
funding for the surge. 

There is no military solution to this 
war, and only political and diplomatic 
solutions will actually work. We should 
not arm Iraqi security forces when the 
United States leaves, and we should 
not leave behind weapons that can be 
used to perpetuate violence. We have a 
moral obligation to help with Iraqi na-
tional reconciliation and reconstruc-
tion. 

I’ve been a Member of Congress now 
for 9 years, and I never thought when I 
ran for Congress that I would have the 
responsibility or obligation of attend-
ing deployments or attending funerals 
of my constituents, but as a Member of 
Congress I see it as my obligation. I’m 
so happy that even though I oppose 
this war, that I have a chance to go and 
meet with many of the Army Reserv-
ists and National Guards who have 
been deployed from my congressional 
district, and go to them with their 
families and say to them that I pray 
for their safe return, that when they 
return from their mission over in Iraq 
and Afghanistan, that they all come 
back. 

I remember one of the deployments I 
took a flag that I had flown over the 

Capitol and gave it to these young 
men. And I said, I pray that you will 
bring my flag back. I want you to fly it 
every day, but when you come back, 
bring it back, but bring every member 
of your group back with you. And you 
know what? They brought me my flag 
back, and every one of the members of 
that troop came back home. It was a 
wonderful thing. But I’ve witnessed the 
death of a 19-year-old, Officer Sloan. 
I’ve witnessed the death of a 38-year- 
old. I’ve witnessed the death of so 
many young men and women as a re-
sult of this particular war. 

And I say to the American people 
who are listening to our Special Order 
this evening, the Congressional Black 
Caucus believes and argues to the 
American people that you need to step 
up your protests. If you believe that 
this war is not correct and that our 
troops need to come home, you need to 
tell somebody. You just can’t sit in 
your chair and be an armchair quarter-
back. You can’t sit back and not say 
anything. The people, the Congress, the 
U.S. House of Representatives and the 
Senate needs to hear from you. The 
President needs to hear from you to let 
him know that we do not support his 
continued effort over in Iraq. 

I am pleased, as I said, to be a part of 
this Special Order. I am pleased to rep-
resent the finest congressional district 
in the United States of America, the 
11th Congressional District of Ohio. 
And I thank all of my constituents for 
writing, calling, e-mailing, faxing and 
saying to me, Congresswoman, it is 
your job to stand up and oppose this 
war. And ladies and gentlemen of 
Cleveland and northeast Ohio, that is 
what I’m doing. 

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise today on behalf of the peo-
ple of America who want a new way forward 
in Iraq and expect Congress to act accord-
ingly. 

My constituents in North Texas continue to 
grieve the loss of their sons and daughters in 
Iraq and voice their utmost concerns for our 
troops’ safety. They deserve answers from me 
and from our government regarding the con-
sequence of the monetary and casualty cost 
of the Iraq war. 

Operation Enduring Freedom and Operation 
Iraqi Freedom have affected the lives of count-
less Americans. There are over 3,000 troops 
from the great state of Texas that have been 
wounded during duty and many thousands 
more from across the United States. 

Despite the struggles our soldiers face both 
on the field and the home front, they are 
thankful for the support they have been receiv-
ing from their fellow Americans. They share 
their concerns none of which are for them-
selves, but of their fellow comrades and fami-
lies. If given a chance, they are willing to re-
turn to the field and fight for this nation. I 
stand here today, humbled by these men and 
women. 

The current administration has recently sub-
mitted data reflecting that violence in Iraq has 
decreased, but this data has been skewed. 
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The data does not reflect the truth. Violence in 
Iraq has increased. 

It is our responsibility to care for the best in-
terest of our soldiers. It is our responsibility to 
protect our troops from unnecessary harm. 
Our men and women in uniform are owed a 
debt of gratitude for their courageous efforts. 
A failure to bring about democracy in Iraq 
rests solely on the shoulders of the President 
and his Administration. 

Mr. Speaker, a great American military can-
not be a substitute for a weak Iraqi govern-
ment. Americans want a new direction in Iraq. 
The best way to support our troops serving in 
Iraq is to bring them home. 

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, tonight mem-
bers of the Congressional Black Caucus stand 
with the American people to tell the President 
once more: it is time to end the war in Iraq. 
As co-chairs of the Out of Iraq Caucus, two of 
my fellow CBC members, Representatives 
MAXINE WATERS and BARBARA LEE, are among 
the preeminent leaders in Congress in the 
fight to end this misbegotten war. I want to 
thank them for their leadership and for their 
tireless efforts to bring our troops home. 

Last week’s much-anticipated testimony, re-
port and ‘‘new plan’’ were just more of the 
same. Once again refusing to heed the facts 
on the ground and the wishes of the American 
people, President Bush simply reiterated his 
stubborn commitment to continue his failed 
policy in Iraq. 

The ‘‘progress’’ reported by the Administra-
tion is arguable. But what is not subject to de-
bate is this: there is no such thing as ‘‘win-
ning’’ an occupation. We cannot have a mili-
tary ‘‘victory’’ in Iraq. The only way out of this 
quagmire is a political solution. And after more 
than four years, there has been no political 
progress in Iraq. The President seems to be-
lieve that another 10 years of occupation, to 
the tune of trillions of dollars and thousands 
more American lives, is worth wagering on this 
disastrous conflict. The American people and 
the Congressional Black Caucus disagree. 

The White House and its emissaries con-
tinue to urge the Congress and the American 
people to view the disastrous conflict in Iraq 
through rose-colored glasses. But we know 
better. No independent assessment of the sit-
uation in Iraq aligns with the picture presented 
by the White House. The Government Ac-
countability Office reports that the Iraqi gov-
ernment has failed to meet 15 of the 18 
benchmarks for success in Iraq as articulated 
by the President himself. The Jones Commis-
sion concludes that the Iraqi National Police 
force that we have spent millions of dollars 
training and equipping is ‘dysfunctional,’ rid-
dled with sectarianism, corruption and ineffi-
ciency, and should be disbanded altogether. 
The consensus of the nation’s intelligence 
community, in the latest National Intelligence 
Estimate, is that the ‘level of overall violence, 
including attacks on and casualties among ci-
vilians remains high’ and ‘Iraq’s sectarian 
groups remain unreconciled.’ 

Furthermore, the Administration’s use of sta-
tistics to reinforce its claims of success is 
problematic. According to a report in the 
Washington Post, U.S. military leaders and the 
White House are ‘cherry-picking’ data to bol-
ster their claims that the President’s failed war 
strategy is working. In order to support this 

claim, military and Administration calculations 
are based on a system of categorizing and ex-
cluding statistics that ‘selectively ignored neg-
ative trends’ and ‘puzzled’ senior intelligence 
officials and the nation’s chief auditor and 
head of the Government Accountability Office. 
For example, people who were killed by a shot 
to the back of the head are included as ‘sec-
tarian’ casualties, but those killed by a shot to 
the front of the head are not counted because 
they are assumed to be dead from ‘criminal’ 
activity, according to an intelligence analyst 
quoted in the article. 

In fact, the death toll in Iraq is rising. The 
Associated Press reports that while the Presi-
dent’s escalation has succeeded in bringing vi-
olence in Baghdad down from peak levels, the 
death toll from sectarian attacks around the 
country is running nearly double the pace from 
a year ago. The AP counted 1,809 civilian 
deaths in August, making it the highest month-
ly total this year. Though the administration 
continually cites a reduction in violence in 
Anbar province as evidence of the surge’s 
success, in fact, the Marines had already es-
tablished ties to local Sunni leaders long be-
fore the ‘surge’ strategy was even announced. 
June, July and August 2007 marked the 
bloodiest summer so far for U.S. troops in 
Iraq, with 264 soldiers killed. 

This grim picture is further reflected in Iraqi 
public opinion. A BBC/ABC News poll con-
ducted in August concludes that Iraqi opinion 
is at its gloomiest since the polls began in 
February 2004. According to this latest poll, 
between 67 and 70 percent of Iraqis say the 
escalation has made things worse in the key 
areas of security, the conditions for political 
dialogue, reconstruction and economic devel-
opment. A majority (57 percent) of Iraqis be-
lieve that attacks on coalition forces are ac-
ceptable, including 93 percent of Sunnis and 
50 percent of Shia. 

The token drawdown of troops proposed by 
General Petraeus and endorsed by the Presi-
dent, in which nearly a year would pass before 
troop strength returns to pre-escalation levels, 
is neither a political compromise nor a ‘‘new 
plan.’’ In fact, this drawdown has been sched-
uled to take place since the beginning of the 
‘‘surge,’’ because to do otherwise would 
stretch our military beyond the breaking point. 
So, in effect, the President is offering nothing 
at all in response to the demand of the Amer-
ican people and the Congress to bring our 
troops home—except another 10 years of war 
and occupation. 

The President continues to ask our troops to 
referee a civil war whose outcome depends 
entirely on the actions of politicians in Bagh-
dad. As General Petraeus himself has pointed 
out, the conflict in Iraq cannot be solved mili-
tarily; only a political settlement by Iraq’s lead-
ers can bring this conflict to an end. Yet, de-
spite the fact that Iraqi politicians have made 
virtually no progress toward this goal in four 
years, the President insists on a continuing 
American military involvement, with no end in 
sight. The American people understand that 
this policy has failed, and this Congress will 
continue to fight to bring an end to this dis-
aster and to bring our troops home. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise today with Representative JONES and my 
other colleagues in the Congressional Black 

Caucus, in calling for a comprehensive revalu-
ation of our strategies in Iraq. I consider the 
situation in Iraq to be one of Congress’s high-
est priorities and there is an urgent need to 
establish a comprehensive and realistic exit 
strategy. We need to offer hope to the families 
anxiously waiting for news of their loved ones 
and the men and women who risk their lives 
everyday. 

Next month will be the 40th anniversary of 
one of the largest protests against the Viet-
nam War. Over a hundred thousand people 
marched on Washington that day, and it wor-
ries me that the current Administration seems 
to have learned little from history. A similar 
discontent can be seen on the streets of 
America today, as more and more polls dem-
onstrate dwindling public support for this war. 

I have always maintained the stance that an 
adequate case for war was never made and 
that military intervention should only have 
been used if all other routes failed. From the 
beginning, I offered an alternative resolution to 
war. Although we can never know what the 
outcome of alternatives may have been, we 
have the chance now to change strategy and 
make decisive steps to developing a lasting 
solution. 

Mr. Speaker, an increase in troop numbers 
is not the answer. This war, commenced in 
haste and founded on deception, will never 
provide the solutions Iraq needs to establish a 
strong and lasting democracy. We can’t se-
cure victory through a war of attrition, and nei-
ther can we protect our sons and daughters 
who stand in harm’s way in a war that was 
never necessary. 

It is true that we cannot abandon the Iraqi 
people. But more productive ways to help 
them can be found. In the current international 
climate, we cannot engage in meaningful dia-
logue on the Iraqi situation while the occupa-
tion continues. I believe we must allow the 
U.N. to play a greater role in the reconstruc-
tion of Iraq, advancing human rights and jus-
tice within the framework of international law. 
In my work in this great body, I consistently 
seek to protect the United States and its peo-
ple above all else. However, currently there is 
no absolute proof of an imminent threat. In 
fact our vulnerability to international terrorism 
only rises every day our troops stay in Iraq. 

Mr. Speaker, I am dedicated to providing 
funding to protect our troops, but I refuse to 
support the failed foreign policies of the Bush 
administration, nor any legislation that will lead 
to more unnecessary deaths. The greatest 
thing we can do for our brave men and 
women in the Armed Forces is to take them 
out of harm’s way by developing a clear, deci-
sive exit strategy. 

f 

EDUCATION 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 18, 2007, the gentleman from New 
Jersey (Mr. GARRETT) is recognized for 
60 minutes as the designee of the mi-
nority leader. 

Mr. GARRETT of New Jersey. I ap-
preciate the opportunity to be able to 
come to the floor this evening to speak 
on a topic that I, quite honestly, am 
quite passionate about, and that is the 
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education of our children, of my chil-
dren, of the children in our commu-
nities and the children of all the par-
ents across this great country. It’s an 
issue that I have been involved with for 
some time, first and foremost as a fa-
ther with my own children at home, 
obviously from the very beginning days 
as educating them as a parent before 
they went off to school, and then later 
as they are in school now, both at 
home and off in college as well. Obvi-
ously, as a parent, we are all inti-
mately involved with those issues. But 
in another sense as well, in a public of-
ficial capacity. Before coming to Con-
gress, I had the opportunity to work 
with the issues of education and public 
education, serving for 12 years, as I did, 
in the State government and serving 
on the Education Committee there. 

I come to the floor now tonight to 
talk about an issue, education, and spe-
cifically some legislation that will be 
coming before this House, and eventu-
ally the Senate as well, and perhaps to 
the President’s desk, and that is some-
thing called NCLB, No Child Left Be-
hind. Now, as I say, there are numerous 
issues, and we just heard the other side 
of the aisle talk about the issue of war, 
which is often making the press and 
making the media and is talked about 
on talk radio quite continuously, as it 
should be. And the issue of education, 
public education is perhaps down there 
on some of the polls and down there as 
far as talk radio and the media as well. 
And I have noticed that the issue of the 
reauthorization of NCLB, No Child Left 
Behind, also has not been out there in 
the forefront of people’s debate. But 
rest assured, it shall be in the days and 
weeks ahead, as first the full com-
mittee in this House will consider leg-
islation and has already drafted legis-
lation, which I will talk about shortly, 
as the committee begins to consider 
that and hopefully have a number of 
public hearings on that and eventually 
come before this entire House for dis-
cussion. 

So I think it’s important that we get 
out in front of it, if you will, to talk 
about NCLB, and maybe a little bit 
about the history of where we are on 
public education in this country, how 
did we get to the point we are right 
now; NCLB, and what it has wrought to 
this country over the last half a dozen 
years that it has been the law of this 
land, and what could occur if it does 
get reauthorized. 

And finally, at the end, of course, I 
would like to talk a little bit about 
what I see as the solution to the prob-
lems of public education and their im-
pact upon NCLB. And I will just give 
you a tad bit of a look at that right 
now, and that is, I have dropped in 
some legislation, H.R. 3177, and what 
H.R. 3177 is is a bill. I call it the 
LEARN Act, ‘‘Local Education Author-
ity Returns Now.’’ And what that acro-
nym simply means is that we really 

should take a look at education, see 
where we came from, and realize that 
in the earliest days of education in this 
country the idea was that having the 
parents involved first and foremost, 
having the teachers, the local prin-
cipals involved first and foremost, and 
then the school board or community 
boards that run education is really the 
best way to ensure that our young kids 
will have the best education in their 
community, that the standards will be 
the highest possible and obtainable for 
all the children in their school, that 
the teachers will be the best and the 
brightest, that the methodology that 
we will use in those schools will be the 
best, and the school books and the pro-
grams and what have you will all be as 
best that we can in our local commu-
nities. 
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That has been the history of public 
education. That has been the history of 
private education, as well, and that is 
really what is at the heart of my piece 
of legislation, H.R. 3177, to say, can’t 
we return, or can’t we move forward, if 
you will, to that, once again, to put the 
control, to put the decision-making, to 
put the accountability and to put the 
promise of better education right at 
home with the parents, the teachers, 
the principals and the like. That is 
what H.R. 3177 really does. 

But I get ahead of myself here when 
I talk about what the solution to the 
problem is before we even spend a little 
bit of time about looking at what the 
problem was. Now, NCLB was signed 
into law, as I said, just a little less 
than a half a dozen years ago. It is up 
for reauthorization right now. When 
the President signed the law into ef-
fect, he hailed it as ‘‘an historic new 
law that will change the culture of 
American schools.’’ 

Now, at the heart of this change were 
mandatory new testing, reporting, and 
accountability requirements. You see, 
the theory went that schools would 
raise their standards and strive to 
make improvements, and then this 
eventually you might say trickle down 
and assist the underperforming stu-
dents that needed the help the most. 

But as we now reconsider the reau-
thorization of No Child Left Behind, I 
submit that many of the changes 
brought about by this law were cer-
tainly unintended, maybe not unfore-
seen if they had merely taken the time 
to try to consider what some of the 
consequences would be, but they were 
truly burdensome and unintended con-
sequences that were brought about by 
it. You see, instead of giving the local 
school districts the flexibility that 
they really need to develop their own 
curriculum to the very best limits that 
they can, they are instead hampered by 
NCLB’s testing requirements, and they 
must basically now tailor their class-
rooms around this standardization to, 

what is in a way, a schizophrenic 
standardization, if you will. 

I will explain that. On the one hand, 
the advocates of NCLB and those who 
you will hear who advocate its reau-
thorization will say, well, look, NCLB 
actually gives flexibility to the class-
room and to the States inasmuch as 
they have the ability to set their 
standards and they have the ability to 
set their proficiency. Now, that is the 
one argument that the proponents of 
NCLB will make. Flip it around, 
though, and the same proponents will 
say, well, wait a minute, at the same 
time we are doing that, we are going to 
be requiring accountability at that 
level and a standardization across the 
board to an extent on this, as well. Ob-
viously, that is a schizophrenic talking 
out of both sides of your mouth on a 
point, because, of course, you can’t 
have both. 

To the first point of essentially al-
lowing the States the opportunity to 
set their own standards, well, there is a 
nod, if you will, to federalism, which is 
the appropriate way to handle edu-
cation, that is, at the local level; but 
think about what has actually oc-
curred. This is it: If you are going to 
tell the States that you are able to set 
your own standards, but then, at the 
same time, tell the States that we are 
going to tie your funding to your meet-
ing those standards, or exceeding those 
standards, what is going to be the re-
sult? Well, I can tell you what the re-
sult has been, and that is the prover-
bial race to the bottom. 

It makes logical sense. If a State 
were to set the standards to where the 
parents would like them, perhaps the 
community would like them, perhaps 
the business interests and the commu-
nity interest and everyone else in the 
State would like them, at a high level 
in the State, what is potentially going 
to occur in that State? Well, poten-
tially, what is going to occur is they 
are not going to achieve what the law 
requires, which is 100 percent pro-
ficiency. 

Think about that last term just for a 
moment. One hundred percent pro-
ficiency is being demanded by the Fed-
eral Government. I would like to hear 
from the Department of Education 
about any of their programs that are 
being run 100 percent proficiently. For 
that matter, I would like to hear from 
any agency of the Federal Government 
that their agency is being run 100 per-
cent proficiently. Yet, even though the 
Federal Government can’t achieve it, 
they are going to say that the States 
have to achieve that 100 percent pro-
ficiency level, because that is the re-
quirement of NCLB. 

The result is that those bureaucrats 
in the State who realize that their dol-
lars are going to be tied to whether or 
not they meet the bar that they them-
selves have set, they are going to race 
to the bottom, lowering the standards. 
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This is just not a hypothetical that I 

am suggesting. This has been the ac-
tual result. This has been the actual 
result of State after State as they real-
ized during the course of the imple-
mentation of NCLB that they have not 
been able to meet the proficiency 
standards that they had previously, 
and so they have lowered them. I be-
lieve I have examples of that. One ex-
ample, of course, was in Michigan 
where prior to the law they had various 
standards within their schools as far as 
math and reading and what have you. 
Those standards were fairly high. You 
and I might agree they are appropriate 
levels for the schools. But they realized 
that they were not going to be able to 
meet those standards on a 100 percent 
proficiency level. So what did they do? 
They did really the logical thing for 
the best interests, I guess, for the peo-
ple who run the schools, the bureau-
crats and what have you in the State, 
but certainly not necessarily in the 
best interests of the students. They 
lowered the standards. 

Now, by lowering the standards, sud-
denly, magically, if you will, they have 
now met their new lowered standards 
and they are in compliance with NCLB. 
There are obviously, not obviously, but 
there are clearly additional examples 
of this. I can give you some additional 
examples. 

But I see I have been joined by sev-
eral of my colleagues here on the floor, 
and I will turn the floor over now to 
Ms. FOXX who is quite equally inter-
ested, and I would say concerned, and 
dare I say equally passionate about the 
issue of education for our children and 
making sure that the standards are as 
high as completely possible and that 
the area of control remains appro-
priately where it should be, and that is 
with the parents and the local school 
community. 

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, I really ap-
preciate Representative GARRETT put-
ting together this Special Order to-
night. 

While I missed the very beginning of 
it, I know we often share Special Or-
ders when we are dealing with the Con-
stitution, and I think it a bit ironic 
that we are here on Constitution Day 
dealing with this issue which we often 
talk about in terms of the Constitution 
and the role of the Constitution and 
the Federal Government in dealing 
with education. 

Let me say, first of all, you have 
been here a bit longer than I have and 
have worked on some of these issues 
longer than I have, and you have excel-
lent credentials. But I want to say, to 
sort of establish my credentials a bit, 
that I come from a background of edu-
cation serving on the school board of 
Watauga County for 12 years. I was an 
administrator at Appalachian State 
University, I was an instructor, and I 
was a community college president. My 
doctorate degree is in curriculum and 

teaching in higher education, so this is 
an issue I am very passionate about 
and have been all of my life. 

I understand the importance of edu-
cation. I understand the importance of 
an excellent education for helping peo-
ple break the cycle of poverty and for 
unleashing talents and skills. I know 
that No Child Left Behind is not the 
answer to what we need to be doing in 
this country in terms of unleashing the 
tremendous potential that exists with 
young people in this country. 

I want to thank you for introducing 
H.R. 3177, the Local Education Author-
ity Returns Now, the LEARN Act, 
which would allow States to opt out of 
the costly and burdensome No Child 
Left Behind law and return the control 
to the locals where it belongs. I am 
proud to be one of the 33 cosponsors of 
this bill. Again, let me go back to the 
fact that we are here on Constitution 
Day and remind people, which I think 
we need to do on a fairly regular basis, 
of what the Constitution says about 
the role of the Federal Government in 
education. 

Amendment 10 of the Constitution 
says: ‘‘The powers not delegated to the 
United States by the Constitution, nor 
prohibited by it to the States, are re-
served to the States respectively, or 
the people.’’ Now, I read the Constitu-
tion fairly regularly, and I find no 
mention of education being a responsi-
bility of the Federal Government. 

I have established my credentials a 
little bit, and I will establish somewhat 
my historical credentials. I was on the 
school board of Watauga County not 
too long after the ESEA bill was 
passed. This was part of Lyndon John-
son’s Great Society. There has been a 
great deal of debate about that bill 
since then. Of course, most people have 
lost sight of the fact that No Child Left 
Behind was, I believe, the eighth reau-
thorization of that bill. So No Child 
Left Behind has its origins in the War 
on Poverty, good intentions, trying to 
increase spending at the local school 
level, help children in poverty to do 
better. But the record of the Elemen-
tary and Secondary Education Act has 
been very spotty at best. And No Child 
Left Behind has also been very spotty 
at best. 

What we need to do, again, is go back 
to the basics, in my opinion, where the 
role of the Federal Government is re-
duced in education and the role of the 
local school board, the local teachers, 
the local parents is increased. We need 
to make sure that we are not tying the 
hands of teachers and principals at the 
local level. That is what we have been 
doing with No Child Left Behind. We 
have been trying to mandate from 
Washington the way to handle edu-
cation. 

I find almost no support for this pro-
gram in my district. I have had forums 
with teachers, principals, superintend-
ents, and school board members. Many 

people complain bitterly about No 
Child Left Behind and the detrimental 
effect it has had on their system. 

Now, we found out in talking with 
them that much of what they are con-
cerned about is not really in No Child 
Left Behind, but it is in other legisla-
tion that the Federal Government has 
imposed. But, again, what we need to 
do is unleash the potential that is 
there for teachers to work with chil-
dren at the local level. 

I want to make a few comments, 
again, about my own experiences with 
this law and with other iterations of 
the ESEA Act of 1965 and throw out 
some things that we know about and 
have known about for a long time 
which make this emphasis on Federal 
funding so frustrating to those of us 
who pay attention to the research, pay 
attention to history and know what 
has been happening. There are thou-
sands, literally thousands, of studies to 
show that there is absolutely no cor-
relation between how much the govern-
ment spends on schools and how much 
students learn. 
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So the more spending we have guar-
antees nothing in terms of learning. 
What we do know is that what makes 
an effective school and what makes 
good learning are excellent principals 
and involved parents, and No Child 
Left Behind actually mitigates against 
both of those things because of so 
much emphasis on testing and so much 
emphasis again on the cookie-cutter 
approach. 

Let me say also that no research has 
ever established that the quality of in-
dividual schools is a cause of the gap in 
test scores among groups of students. 
What is important is the safety of the 
neighborhood, income, books in the 
home, whether there are a mother and 
a father in the home, how much TV the 
child watches and what is the level of 
the mother’s education. 

Education cannot control these fac-
tors. We cannot, through our edu-
cational systems, make those things 
different for children. We are going to 
see gaps in education as long as we see 
lots of children coming from single- 
parent homes where the mother doesn’t 
have a good education. We are going to 
see lots of problems with groups of 
children when children don’t live in 
safe neighborhoods or when they don’t 
have a lot of books in their homes. 

We know that schools and school 
quality contribute little to the emer-
gence of test score gaps among chil-
dren. Again, government-run schools 
simply are not going to be able to 
bridge the gap between what children 
need to know and what they are cur-
rently learning. 

What we need to be doing, again, is 
to reduce the role of the Federal Gov-
ernment in the education process and 
help those teachers who are out there 
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on the line every day dealing with a 
tremendous range of children in their 
classrooms, trying to teach the tests so 
they won’t be considered failures. 

One of the saddest things we have 
done, I think, with No Child Left Be-
hind is label so many classrooms as 
failures, so many schools as failures, 
when people are working very hard 
doing a lot of good things. We are actu-
ally discouraging people from going 
into teaching and wanting to use their 
talents and skills on behalf of others. 

So, I would say that we need very 
much to go back to local account-
ability in education, local control in 
education, and stop letting the 7 per-
cent of the funding that goes into the 
public schools from the Federal Gov-
ernment be the tail that wags the dog, 
because so much more of the money is 
coming in at the local level. Those peo-
ple know what their schools need, and 
we need to let the folks there hold 
their systems accountable. 

Again, I want to compliment you on 
the LEARN Act and for bringing this 
up to folks, presenting the facts, so 
that people are not being misled by the 
propaganda that is put out about these 
things. 

People would like to control our lives 
totally from the Federal level, but it is 
not possible to do. Our framers of the 
Constitution understood that. They 
were very wise in it. We need to go 
back to those principles which gave us 
fairly good educational systems in the 
past but are failing us right now in the 
attempt to control everything from the 
Federal level. 

Mr. GARRETT of New Jersey. Mr. 
Speaker, I thank the gentlewoman for 
your commitment to this issue, your 
commitment to our children and their 
education now and in the future, and 
for your past work as far as you set out 
as far as your experience in the area of 
education. 

I was listening closely to the points 
you made, and you made a number of 
good ones. You started off, of course, 
this being Constitution Day, talking 
about the Constitution. You are cor-
rect. We ignore the Constitution at our 
peril, and those who would be willing 
to give greater power over education to 
the Federal bureaucracy are, in es-
sence, sowing the seeds of freedom’s de-
struction here in this country. 

Madison in the Federalist Papers, No. 
47, said ‘‘the accumulation of power in 
a small number of hands,’’ in this case 
by Federal bureaucrats, ‘‘the accumu-
lation of power in a small number of 
hands is the very definition of tyr-
anny.’’ 

That is really what we are leading to 
here when we take away the parents’ 
rights to control their child’s upbring-
ing and education and we take away 
the local community’s rights of dic-
tating how their schools should be run. 

One of your last points, it is inter-
esting that you bring it up, you were 

citing the fact that there are other fac-
tors that go into the performance of 
children on tests and on schools and 
the like. I was sitting back in the 
cloakroom just before coming on here 
tonight and talking about education. I 
would commend you to take a look at 
this article in the Weekly Standard. 
The headline is ‘‘No Child Left Alone.’’ 
By that, they mean the fact that the 
Federal Government is coming around, 
and the little poor child is looking at 
adults on either side of him. 

In the article, it raises an element of 
the point you have, that we would like 
to think when we are elected officials 
that we are in control of the situation; 
that if there is a problem on the night-
ly news or the front page of the news-
paper, just come to us, whether in 
State government or in the Federal 
Government, and we will drop a bill in 
and that will solve it. 

When it comes to education we would 
like to think all we need to do is spend 
a little more money, which was the 
last plan I was going to get to that you 
raised, spend a little more money, 
tweak the system here or there, and we 
are going to increase the output, if you 
will, of the school, as if we are pro-
ducing widgets in those schools, that 
there is no difference than the factory 
or what have you. But different from 
the factory, these are human beings. 
These are little lives that are coming 
from an environment that the school-
house has absolutely no control over. 

These are the other factors I think 
you are alluding to; the fact that this 
youngster over here might come from 
the traditional nuclear family of a lov-
ing mom and dad, where only 1 of the 
parents works outside of the home and 
the other parent stays inside the home 
and takes care and is watching over 
the child all the time and educating, 
making sure that that child is doing 
their homework, following up on ac-
tivities, going out to museums and the 
like. 

In another family, in another envi-
ronment, you may have different demo-
graphics. You may have a single par-
ent, or no parent whatsoever. You may 
have a crime-ridden area. You may 
have no one watching over that child 
after school. There may be no after- 
school activities whatsoever. There 
may be no museums or what have you 
for that child to go to. On and on the 
list goes. Those are all factors that the 
school, and things like NCLB and all 
that the Federal Government does with 
regard to education, are not going to 
be impacting upon directly. Yet we like 
to think that just by changing an edu-
cation law, we are going to fix it. 

Which brings me to one of your mid-
dle points which I think really needs to 
have the point reemphasized, and that 
is the spending issue. I brought a cou-
ple of charts to illustrate this. 

Ms. FOXX. Before you go to that 
chart, I want to ask you if you would 
yield to a question. 

Mr. GARRETT of New Jersey. Abso-
lutely. 

Ms. FOXX. I also had the opportunity 
to review that article tonight from The 
Weekly Standard and was very struck, 
particularly by the review of the book 
by Mr. LIEBERMAN. I hope that at some 
point you will call attention to that a 
little bit. I intended to do that in my 
comments. But I think it would be ex-
cellent if we were able to enter particu-
larly the review of his book into the 
record, because he makes many of 
those same points that I was making 
about the educational structure. I 
think he has done a very good service. 
So I would hope that you would be able 
to do that at some point in the effort 
here tonight. 

Mr. GARRETT of New Jersey. Sure. I 
appreciate that. Before I get to the 
gentleman from Georgia, let me just 
bring back to the point of spending in 
our schools and where it goes to. 

When you are talking about spending 
in schools, there are two elements to 
it. There is instructional spending and 
noninstructional spending. Instruc-
tional spending is what you and I 
would normally think about as far as 
spending for schools. That is paying for 
the teachers’ salary, that is for paying 
for the books, the papers and pencils 
that they may have in the classrooms 
and that sort of thing. The other is 
noninstructional. That would include 
the items such as the building itself, 
maybe the school bus and bussing the 
kids into there, and other things out-
side of the classroom. 

The numbers that we have here, and, 
by the way, you have to give credit for 
being able to bring this tonight to Dr. 
Anthony Davies of the Donahue Grad-
uate School of Business at Duquesne 
University, who collected a lot of this 
data. 

What we see is on these two charts, 
sort of interesting, the little blue dots 
and the red dots. The blue dots on the 
top portion of the chart are eighth 
graders. The red ones are the fourth 
graders. The first chart I will look at is 
instructional. The next chart makes a 
similar point with noninstructional 
spending per pupil. 

Across the bottom of the chart is how 
much we are spending on these kids, 
and it goes from $2,500 up to $7,500. 
That is the x-axis. The y-axis, you have 
the NAEP scores. These are basically 
educational scores, actually started 
during the Reagan Administration, ac-
tually trying to come up with a uni-
form testing of all schools in the coun-
try. These are NAEP scores. 

So let’s take a look at eighth graders 
for instructional spending. You would 
think when you move from left to 
right, from the $2,500 per child over to 
$7,500 over on the far right, that you 
would see an increase of performance 
by the students. 

What do we see? All of the little dots 
representing the students are in the 
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same band here, from the 520 to 560 
band all the way across. The same 
thing with the fourth graders. You 
would think intuitively, or at least by 
the propaganda of the education estab-
lishment, that the more money on in-
structional spending we would spend 
for the fourth graders on their NAEP 
scores, on the testing scores, would in-
crease. But what do we see instead? 
They are all again right in the same 
bandwidth, meaning that as you spend 
more dollars, we are not seeing an im-
provement in test scores. 

Let’s take a look at the next chart. 
Very briefly, this confirms what we 
were talking about with noninstruc-
tional, things outside of the classroom. 
It is slightly different numbers because 
the dollars you spend on that is some-
times greater. From $3,000 on the left 
to $6,500 all the way to the right. 
Again, the blue is the eighth-grader 
kids and the red are the fourth grade 
children. Again this is the NAEP 
scores. 

Again, what do we see? There are no 
increases, as you would intuitively 
think there should be, at least by the 
propaganda you would think there 
should be. For the eighth graders, it 
stays constant. On the fourth graders, 
it equally stays constant. 

So, both charts make the point of 
Ms. FOXX that what we do on the Fed-
eral level with regard to saying we are 
going to provide funding for these spe-
cific programs or what have you, 
whether it is through NCLB or other-
wise, really doesn’t hit the point. The 
point really is to make sure that the 
curriculum and the teachers and the 
school and everything else is the best 
that they can possibly have, and mak-
ing sure that the accountability for 
those are by those people who have the 
most interest in it, and that, of course, 
is the parents and the local commu-
nity. 

I am very pleased that I am joined 
here this evening by a good friend and 
colleague, the gentleman from Georgia, 
to speak on these topics as well. 

Mr. PRICE. 
Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I 

thank my good friend from New Jersey, 
Congressman GARRETT, for organizing 
this hour, and for your leadership on 
what truly is one of the most impor-
tant issues, and that is the education 
of our children. It is a great privilege 
to be able to join you tonight and to 
commend you for the work that you 
have done in this area. 

What could truly be more important, 
Mr. Speaker, other than the education 
of our children? I don’t know that any-
thing could be more important than 
the education of our children. What it 
gets to, when you get right down to the 
rub though, is who is going to make de-
cisions? Who is going to decide where 
we are going in the area of education? 

I was pleased to hear my friend from 
North Carolina earlier, Congresswoman 

FOXX, point out that No Child Left Be-
hind is oftentimes thought of as a new 
endeavor. In fact, it was the reauthor-
ization of the ESEA, or the Elementary 
and Secondary Education Act that 
began back in 1965. You have pointed 
out so well about the issue of the 
amount of money and the amount of 
performance or the quality of perform-
ance of children. But the No Child Left 
Behind Act, which was passed origi-
nally in 2002, is up for reauthorization. 

I represent a district on the north 
side of Atlanta, the Sixth District of 
Georgia. I served on the Education 
Committee in the State legislature, in 
the State Senate, and also serve on the 
Education Committee here in the 
United States Congress. One of the con-
cerns that I have heard about for the 
last decade or more that I have been 
involved in public service is from 
teachers, and their main concern is 
that they have remarkable constraints 
placed upon them in trying to get their 
children to whatever level it is in 
whatever subject. 

When I was running for Congress ini-
tially, I used to tell folks that as a 
physician, one of the reasons that 
spurred me into public service, to get 
involved in elective office, was there 
were all sorts of folks at the local, 
State and Federal level that were mak-
ing decisions about what I could do for 
and with my patients. 

When I would share those stories 
with my local teachers, they would 
say, well, you haven’t seen anything. 
You wouldn’t believe what the State 
government is doing to encumber what 
we are trying to do for our children in 
our classroom. Then after 2002 with No 
Child Left Behind, they would say, you 
wouldn’t believe the changes that have 
occurred that have made my job as a 
teacher more difficult in trying to edu-
cate the children that are entrusted to 
me. 
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So I think it is important as we look 

at the reauthorization as we move for-
ward on the Elementary and Secondary 
Education Act, now known as No Child 
Left Behind, what has happened over 
the last 5 years. The original bill pro-
vided for increasing money from the 
Federal Government, a 26 percent in-
crease in spending and new programs 
as it relates to No Child Left Behind. 

The problem, as you know, is most 
folks across this Nation know what the 
Golden Rule is: Do onto others as you 
would have them do onto you. But in 
Washington the Golden Rule is dif-
ferent. In Washington the Golden Rule 
is: He who has the gold makes the 
rules. Consequently, what we have seen 
in our education establishment is that 
money from the Federal Government, 
that 26 percent increase in spending 
from the Federal Government, with it 
comes strings and those strings are 
rules and regulations that require more 
of local folks in the area of education. 

And now all of that might be wonder-
ful if we were to have seen over the last 
5 years, if not the last 40 years, an in-
crease in the level of achievement of 
children in our local schools. 

Mr. GARRETT of New Jersey. Mr. 
Speaker, if the gentleman would yield 
on that point, we can break this down 
into two elements: first, what has hap-
pened since NCLB has been passed; and, 
secondly, over the longer haul. Before 
you came to the floor, I was giving a 
little brief history of where we came 
from on the whole area of education. 
As you know, this country started with 
the idea that education was first and 
foremost with the family, and after 
that the local schools and normal 
schools developed and what have you, 
and then the education bureaucracy de-
veloped on the State level, and a pro-
gressive education format began to 
grow with more rules and regulations. 
Finally, in the last century, and more 
specifically you cited it in the 1960s, 
with Lyndon Johnson with his growth 
of education. 

Prior to that time, you really had 
very little education laws passed on 
the Federal level. For the first 176 
years of this country, there were only 
41 laws in total, total laws passed in 
the Federal Government for education. 
Since LBJ passed the legislation, Ele-
mentary and Secondary Education Act, 
40 years ago, 117 more laws have been 
added to the books just on the Federal 
level. So since LBJ came in, there was 
the idea that the Federal Government 
is going to have a role. As the gentle-
woman from North Carolina (Ms. FOXX) 
said, an unconstitutional role in edu-
cation, but be that as it may. Since 
that time, the Federal Government has 
been doing 2 things: Funding and set-
ting down requirements and regula-
tions. 

So you would think that if this is a 
good Federal program or agency, we 
would have something to show for it as 
far as where our dollars go. I have a 
couple of charts. This first chart here 
is labeled Federal Education Spending 
and Reading Scores. Again, as I ref-
erenced before, these are NAEP scores 
and they are green, yellow and red. 
Green is the top, 17-year-olds, and the 
yellow is 13-year-olds, and red is the 9- 
year-olds. The middle one is how much 
money we are spending on the Federal 
level. 

Watch what happens here. This starts 
in 1970. Going across here to 2005, Fed-
eral spending starts and flattens out 
and goes down in the 1980s. The Reagan 
administration, when they thought 
they were going to turn control over to 
the States, began to create block 
grants; but the Congress, even though 
it was a Republican Congress, had a 
different idea. Spending immediately 
went up dramatically. And this admin-
istration brags about the fact that they 
have seen a 40 percent increase in 
spending at the end of the chart here. 
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So what happened with that spend-

ing? Look at the lines. Perfectly flat. 
The scores here, these are the NAEP 
scores on both sides. Perfectly flat. 
From 1970 to 2005, the 17-years-old 
NAEP scores flat; 13- and 9-year-olds, 
the same thing. This is sort of docu-
menting it. 

This presents in a different graphic 
percentage change from baseline over 
here. The red this time is our Federal 
spending on education which starts 
over here in 1980 to 2004. Look at how 
it just takes off over here. You would 
think with all of these extra dollars, 
the scores on the bottom, these are 
math scores again for those same age 
groups, what do they do, perfectly flat 
all of the way across the bottom. No 
changes whatsoever as the dollars go 
up. 

That makes the point graphically 
that throwing the money at it from the 
Federal level has had no result. 

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. You can look 
at that and realize that the hard- 
earned taxpayer dollars that we are en-
trusted with to spend responsibly, and 
it was the collective wisdom of Con-
gress over that period of time, to spend 
significantly greater money. You have 
an increase of nearly 90 percent in 
spending over that period of time on 
that chart; and, in fact, little to no 
change in the achievement of the stu-
dents in both the areas of math and 
reading. 

That is not to say that kids can’t im-
prove. But I think it is to say that the 
amount of money, it is clearly docu-
mented, that the amount of money in 
and of itself as being a predictor of stu-
dent achievement just doesn’t exist. 
That is study after study after study. 

But I want to spend just a few more 
moments, because when you think 
back to your school days, you always 
were a little anxious about getting 
your report card. You weren’t quite 
certain whether or not that teacher 
was going to recognize the wonderful 
work you had done that would boost 
you into that next level. But I thought 
it would be helpful to give a report 
card on No Child Left Behind, the last 
5 years of the authorization. 

So I searched around to find an objec-
tive report card, and I found the Herit-
age Foundation, which is a wonderful 
group of independent thinkers, objec-
tive thinkers, not necessarily Repub-
lican thinkers by any means, but objec-
tive thinkers; and they came up with 
kind of tracking in four or five dif-
ferent areas. I thought it might be 
helpful to share with my colleagues to-
night a couple areas that they graded 
as it related to No Child Left Behind, 
or the reauthorization of the ESEA 
from 2002 to 2007. 

One of the things that they looked at 
was one of the goals that was cited was 
to constrain this remarkable Federal 
spending. As we have discussed, of 
course, spending increased by $23.5 bil-

lion over 2001 to 2007, a significant in-
crease, an increase that is well docu-
mented on the graphs here. So they 
gave the constraint of Federal spending 
an F. That is failing on constraining 
Federal spending. 

What about streamlining bureauc-
racy and decreasing red tape, one of 
the things that we always tout as the 
latest and the greatest for every Fed-
eral program; it is going to streamline 
the bureaucracy and decrease the red 
tape. Certainly that is one of the areas 
that teachers that I talk to back home 
have the greatest objection to, that it 
has increased their paperwork and in-
creased their red tape. 

In fact, another objective organiza-
tion, the Office of Management and 
Budget, has determined that the an-
nual paperwork burden on State and 
local communities has been 7 million 
hours, a cost of at least $140 million to 
the local and State communities in the 
area of education. So streamlining bu-
reaucracy and red tape, what is the 
grade? It is another F, a failure. 

What about maintaining meaningful 
State testing? It is not that States 
haven’t tried for decades to increase 
the performance of the children en-
trusted to them in the public education 
system. Many of the States have adopt-
ed all sorts of testing; and, in fact, 
what No Child Left Behind has done is 
either duplicated or usurped the ability 
of States to maintain their meaningful 
testing. So Heritage was relatively 
kind and gave us, the Federal Govern-
ment, a C as it related to that. 

Finally, the area that I hear the 
most about, restoring State and local 
control. All of us know that local 
teachers and local communities and 
local administrators and certainly par-
ents know best the kinds of activities 
that will allow one child and another, 
all children, the opportunity to achieve 
and reach their greatest potential. And 
restoring State and local control, what 
happened with No Child Left Behind, 
that is another F. So we can all agree 
that we ought to increase student 
achievement. We all believe that ought 
to occur. 

I would just implore my colleagues 
and respectfully request that we look 
at the history. Look at the charts. 
Look at the demonstration. Look at 
the history that has gone on in terms 
of Federal spending and student 
achievement. 

I would ask my colleagues to look at 
the history over the last 5 years of 
what the increase in regulation and re-
quirements from the Federal Govern-
ment has been to the local commu-
nities. Have they increased student 
achievement? I think an objective as-
sessment of the situation would say 
that in fact they have not. I would ask 
my colleagues to look at whether or 
not removing State and local control 
over the issue of education has assisted 
in increasing student achievement, and 
I would suggest candidly it has not. 

That is why I am so proud to stand 
with my colleague from New Jersey to-
night who has penned the LEARN Act, 
the bill that would allow States to opt 
out of this insanity, opt out of this 
merry-go-round that apparently by evi-
dence tonight demonstrates that the 
Federal Government and its role in ele-
mentary and secondary education has 
not been necessarily productive in in-
creasing student achievement, and to 
allow the States and local commu-
nities to recognize and appreciate that 
they know best how to get our young 
people to a level of accountability. 

All of us want them to achieve. I so 
strongly support my colleague from 
New Jersey in his efforts to make it so 
his State and my State and other 
States across this Nation, if they so de-
sire, can opt out of the Elementary and 
Secondary Education Act so that those 
moneys can go back home to be uti-
lized in the most efficient and effective 
manner to make it so our children can 
achieve. 

Mr. GARRETT of New Jersey. I 
thank the gentleman from Georgia for 
the points you make and for joining me 
on the floor this evening and joining 
with me and other Members of Con-
gress who are supporters of the LEARN 
Act, and who in general believe that we 
must do all we possibly can to help ele-
vate and raise up the standards and the 
quality of education in this country. 

Sometimes the best way to do that is 
to allow those people closest to it and 
those people with the most interest in 
it, and that is the parents and local 
school and the teachers, to become in-
volved with it. 

The gentleman from Georgia raised a 
couple of interesting points, and I want 
to go back and highlight some of them. 
One is what has been the result so far 
since No Child Left Behind has been on 
the books. Now my charts over here 
have shown that ever since President 
Lyndon Johnson came into office and 
made it one of his major legacies, and 
that is what he said it was going to be, 
the authorization of the Elementary 
and Secondary Education Act, which 
has now been on the books for 40 years, 
we have seen the result in test scores 
over the last some-40 years of Federal 
control and involvement in education, 
and those results are pretty dismal. 

If this was something in business or 
anywhere else and you saw a flat, no 
increase with additional spending year 
after year and additional regulation 
and modification on the Federal level, 
you would say something is wrong 
here. Well, there is because the Federal 
Government has become involved and 
has taken away some of the account-
ability and authority that should rest 
back at home with the local commu-
nity. 

Since No Child Left Behind passed 
the first time, the first report came out 
I believe in the beginning of 2006 with 
regard to No Child Left Behind and the 
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results from that. In essence, the pro-
ponents of NCLB jumped and said it is 
working. We are seeing a slight im-
provement, and they said that is all be-
cause of NCLB. Then you have to sit 
back and think: NCLB was passed in 
2002 with an effective date of 2003. Por-
tions as far as the implementations 
didn’t begin until 2004 and 2005. Here 
this report was coming out in the be-
ginning of 2006. So you realize at the 
end of the day that NCLB wasn’t hav-
ing any of those positive impacts. 
These were things that were just long 
in the books already, long in the course 
of things already that the States had 
already taken upon. 

b 2200 

For example, in certain reading 
areas, almost two or three dozen States 
had already instituted a reading pro-
gram that NCLB later on would say 
this would be the reading program that 
they would encourage States to em-
ploy. Of course those States that are 
already doing it were ahead of the 
game and they skewed the numbers up-
wards. 

So the reports that you read in some 
of the press reports coming back from 
NCLB, they say NCLB is working. You 
have to look—at was it NCLB or some-
thing the teachers and parents had al-
ready instituted by themselves? 

Now, I can speak from personal expe-
rience on some of these topics because, 
as I indicated before, I used to be in 
State government before I came to 
Washington. I served on an education 
committee there. One of the things 
that we did in the great State of New 
Jersey was to come up with what we 
called the CCC, that is the ‘‘core cur-
riculum content’’ standards. 

So we had already in our State real-
ized that we needed to address some de-
ficiencies in public education in the 
State, and one of the ways you can do 
that is by coming up with an entire 
spectrum, if you will, of topics that we 
want our kids in our schools to learn, 
and learn at a good level. So that was 
the core curriculum content standard. 

So we were going to say that all pub-
lic schools would have this in the great 
State of New Jersey. They ran the 
gamut. They were not just math and 
reading, which is what NCLB is about, 
but other topics as well. History class-
es and social studies classes, literature 
and arts and art classes and technical 
classes as well. And on and on the list 
went. Foreign languages and the like. 
They were things that the people of the 
State of New Jersey said was impor-
tant for our kids and our State in a 
way that we wanted them to be edu-
cated in it. 

After NCLB came into place, our 
State had to do what a lot of other 
States had to do as well, and that is 
turn from what we said, what our par-
ents, what our community said was im-
portant for our children, to what Wash-

ington was now saying was important. 
Washington said that math and reading 
are important, and they are. You will 
get no debate with me on that. But 
when you make just two items the pre-
mier and the only topics that you are 
going to be judged on, and if you only 
make two areas the only area that you 
are going to be potentially funded or 
defunded on, what is the natural incli-
nation of administrators and the like? 
It is to shift local resources away from 
these other programs like physical edu-
cation, health, arts, sciences, history, 
shift your dollars away from those 
things, things that the local commu-
nity might feel are very important and 
shift them over to what now the bu-
reaucrats in Washington say are the 
only things that are important. 

When you think about it, there is an-
other consequence to it as well. When 
you make that shift, you do a dis-
service to some of the children in your 
school or who are perhaps doing well or 
just getting by at certain levels as you 
focus exclusively on one area. 

Let me give you a classic example of 
that. We had a school in our district 
which was an exceptional school. It has 
been considered that by the State of 
New Jersey for many years; it has been 
considered that by the parents of the 
children who go to that school. It is a 
school that all the kids do well on their 
SATs. I think it has like nearly a 100 
percent graduation rate, just about an 
equal percentage of children going 
from high school on to college. By any-
one’s classification, almost anyone’s 
classification, an exceptional school. 

NCLB comes along, and because of 
some difficulties in just a very small 
area with just a very small select 
group of children in that school, it 
rated as not performing as NCLB want-
ed them to perform. That, therefore, 
made a problem for the administrators 
in the school, that they would have to 
now shift their focus and shift their at-
tention and shift their resources from 
what had been a successful school in 
the past to address some of these con-
cerns on the Federal level. 

So now what do you do? You leave 
behind the whole idea of NCLB, No 
Child Left Behind, and now you are 
leaving behind the vast majority of 
children in that school. 

Let me just take a moment then first 
to finish on a point I raised earlier, the 
problem of the race to the bottom that 
NCLB is causing and then what some of 
the solutions are. I think I mentioned 
earlier one example, which was Michi-
gan. Michigan, like New Jersey, had 
prior to NCLB raised its standards be-
cause that is what the parents and the 
community and teachers all said was 
appropriate and what they wanted for 
their children in their school. 

Then NCLB came along with their 
new rubric of how things are going to 
run. What happened? By the beginning 
of the 2002–2003 school year, Michigan 

found itself with more failing schools 
than any other State. Obviously, if you 
have the bar of your standards way up 
here and all the other States are down 
here in the middle someplace, you are 
not going to have 100 percent efficiency 
up here. So they had more failing 
schools than any other State. 

So NCLB in essence was making 
Michigan look worse than any other 
State that had set the bar lower. How 
did Michigan respond to this embar-
rassment? By lowering the passing rate 
on its high school English test from 75 
percent to 42 percent, which helped re-
duce its reported number of failing 
school from 1,500 schools to 216. 

So instead of getting the 75 that is 
usually like a C average in a school, in-
stead of saying you needed a C in order 
to be passing in English, they say all 
you need is a 42 percent. When did you 
ever go to school and say a 42, which 
would be a D or E or something like 
that in school, was passing. That is 
what Michigan did in response to 
NCLB. 

What did other schools do? They low-
ered their bars as well. One of them did 
it in a more clever way. They changed 
what they call the ‘‘confidence inter-
vals.’’ That is when you take a poll. 
They have a confidence factor or mar-
gin of error of 3 or 4 percent. If you 
raise that percentage point all the way 
up to the point so the confidence factor 
is very small, then you can say in es-
sence that you are changing the facts 
by statistics. 

That is what a number of schools did. 
Kentucky did that. By choosing 99.5 
percent confidence, they made it a very 
narrow range as far as what was within 
the failing range, and, therefore, all of 
a sudden their grades as far as NCLB 
was concerned went up. On the list 
goes. 

How about average yearly progress? I 
will talk about where that came from 
in a moment. Some of the schools have 
decided in order to do average yearly 
progress, they will treat it like balloon 
mortgages, something that we know 
about in the press right now. What that 
means is instead of saying we will do so 
much each year, we will only do a little 
tiny bit the first several years and 
really do a whole lot at the end. Of 
course you never get to the end. 

So some of those are just some of the 
classic examples of what are some of 
the problems with NCLB and the race 
to the bottom, basically saying that we 
are not doing what everybody wants. 
Everyone’s high standards, whether 
you want to call it a national standard, 
world-class standards in the schools, 
everybody wants what is the best for 
their child. But when you have a sys-
tem in place where the Federal Govern-
ment is going to be sending out the 
money in relationship to their stand-
ards and allowing the flexibility for the 
States to have it set those standards, 
you are, as I said at the very begin-
ning, speaking out of both sides of your 
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mouth with regard to this, and you are 
going to have a failing system. That is 
what we have with the Federal Govern-
ment’s involvement here 

So what is the solution? Well, one of 
the solutions is simply this: do what-
ever you will with NCLB, and you will 
see a host, probably a hundred bills, 
right now in Congress to try to tweak 
it here or tweak it there, increase 
spending even more, as this chart 
shows, or take away the accountability 
here. On and on the list goes. You will 
see all that come down. 

I suggest, however, in addition to 
whatever Congress throws out on the 
table as far as their solution to the 
problem, I suggest this as well: allow 
the States, if they want to, volun-
tarily, so that means they are not 
forced to, to opt out of No Child Left 
Behind. So if your State says thank 
you very much, Washington, thank you 
very much, bureaucrats in Washington 
and the Department of Education, bu-
reaucrats who have never seen my 
school building, never saw my child, 
never saw my county or town, or what 
have you, we do not need your assist-
ance on how to hire our teachers, buy 
our books, develop our curriculum, 
teach our kids. We can do it ourselves. 
We have the competence as parent, 
teachers, administrators in the com-
munity to do it. 

We would have the ability then, if 
that State so desired, to opt out of No 
Child Left Behind and keep our own 
money here in our own State and not 
send it to Washington any more. 

That last point is an important one. 
Right now, if a State wanted to, it 
could opt out of No Child Left Behind, 
as I just described it, and say that we 
don’t need your rules and regulations, 
thank you very much, Washington. But 
all the money would still go to Wash-
ington and that State would never get 
any money back. 

That is obviously inherently unfair 
to that State. Why should the tax-
payers be sending money to Wash-
ington and see absolutely zero benefit 
from it? It makes no sense. 

So what the LEARN Act does, 3177 
that I spoke to at the very beginning, 
simply says this: not only would a 
State, if it so desired, opt out of NCLB 
and all the vast red tape and 
rigamarole that comes with it and all 
the burdens that comes on the teachers 
and administrators and the burdens 
that it places on the kids who are no 
longer going to have high standards to 
live up to, not only would be able to 
opt out, but those taxpayers in that 
State would be able to in essence keep 
their money in their own pocket and 
not send it to Washington any more; 
keep the money in that State, in the 
taxpayers’ pocket where it belongs so 
they can decide how that dollar should 
be spent on the public education in 
their own respective State. 

Now, mind you, some, maybe the 
vast majority of the States would not 

want to opt out of No Child Left Be-
hind. Maybe you all live in one of those 
States that feels that you need Wash-
ington and the bureaucrats down in 
Washington to assist or to tell you how 
your local schools should be run. 
Maybe there are States, maybe there 
are Congress people who represent dis-
tricts and those districts feel that they 
are just not able to decide how to run 
their schools, they are not able to de-
cide what a quality teacher is, they are 
not able to decide what a violent 
school is. 

Maybe there is some school districts 
or some congressional district that just 
can’t make a determination of how to 
set up a curriculum or set testing 
standards or set levels of account-
ability. For those congressional dis-
tricts, they would be able to stay in 
the system and not opt out. That is the 
inherent benefit of a voluntary system. 

Again, I appreciate my colleagues 
from the various States who have al-
ready signed onto this and my col-
leagues who joined me on the floor this 
evening for discussion of NCLB and its 
reauthorization. 

f 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted to: 

Mr. CONYERS (at the request of Mr. 
HOYER) for today on account of per-
sonal business. 

Mr. ENGEL (at the request of Mr. 
HOYER) for today on account of official 
business. 

Ms. HOOLEY (at the request of Mr. 
HOYER) for today. 

Mr. LYNCH (at the request of Mr. 
HOYER) for today. 

Ms. MCCOLLUM of Minnesota (at the 
request of Mr. HOYER) for today. 

Mr. WYNN (at the request of Mr. 
HOYER) for today. 

Mr. YARMUTH (at the request of Mr. 
HOYER) for today. 

Mr. BISHOP of Georgia (at the request 
of Mr. HOYER) for today on account of 
official business in the district. 

Mr. GERLACH (at the request of Mr. 
BOEHNER) for today on account of per-
sonal reasons. 

Mr. KNOLLENBERG (at the request of 
Mr. BOEHNER) for today on account of 
personal reasons. 

Mr. POE (at the request of Mr. 
BOEHNER) for today on account of offi-
cial business. 

f 

SPECIAL ORDERS GRANTED 

By unanimous consent, permission to 
address the House, following the legis-
lative program and any special orders 
heretofore entered, was granted to: 

(The following Members (at the re-
quest of Ms. SOLIS) to revise and extend 
their remarks and include extraneous 
material:) 

Mr. CUMMINGS, for 5 minutes, today. 
Ms. LEE, for 5 minutes, today. 

Ms. WOOLSEY, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. HARE, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. DEFAZIO, for 5 minutes, today. 
Ms. KAPTUR, for 5 minutes, today. 
Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas, for 5 min-

utes, today. 
Ms. SOLIS, for 5 minutes, today. 
(The following Members (at the re-

quest of Mr. CONAWAY) to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and include extra-
neous material:) 

Mr. POE, for 5 minutes, September 18, 
19, 20, 21, and 24. 

Mr. JONES of North Carolina, for 5 
minutes, September 18, 19, 20, 21, and 
24. 

Mr. CONAWAY, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. DAVIS of Kentucky, for 5 min-

utes, today. 
Mr. BURTON of Indiana, for 5 minutes, 

today and September 18, 19, and 20. 
Mr. FRANKS of Arizona, for 5 minutes, 

today. 
(The following Member (at her own 

request) to revise and extend her re-
marks and include extraneous mate-
rial:) 

Ms. NORTON, for 5 minutes, today. 
f 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

By unanimous consent, permission to 
revise and extend remarks was granted 
to: 

Mr. CLEAVER and to include extra-
neous material, notwithstanding the 
fact that it exceeds two pages of the 
RECORD and is estimated by the Public 
Printer to cost $1,924. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. GARRETT of New Jersey. Mr. 
Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 10 o’clock and 11 minutes 
p.m.), under its previous order, the 
House adjourned until tomorrow, Tues-
day, September 18, 2007, at 9 a.m., for 
morning-hour debate. 

f 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 

Under clause 8 of rule XII, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

3285. A letter from the Director, Defense 
Procurement and Acquisition Policy, De-
partment of Defense, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Defense Federal Ac-
quisition Regulation Supplement; Carriage 
Vessel Overhaul, Repair, and Maintenance 
[DFARS Case 2007-D001] (RIN: 0750-AF75) re-
ceived September 6, 2007, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Armed Services. 

3286. A letter from the Director, Defense 
Procurement and Acquisition Policy, De-
partment of Defense, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Defense Federal Ac-
quisition Regulation Supplement; Labor Re-
imbursement on DoD Non-Commercial Time- 
and-Materials and Labor-Hour Contracts 
[DFARS Case 2006-D030] (RIN: 0750-AF44) re-
ceived September 6, 2007, pursuant to 5 
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U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Armed Services. 

3287. A letter from the Director, Defense 
Procurement and Acquisition Policy, De-
partment of Defense, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Defense Federal Ac-
quisition Regulation Supplement; Berry 
Amendment Restrictions — Clothing Mate-
rials and Components Covered [DFARS Case 
2006-D031] (RIN: 0750-AF54) received August 
14, 2007, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to 
the Committee on Armed Services. 

3288. A letter from the Director, Regula-
tions Policy and Mgmt. Staff, Department of 
Health and Human Services, transmitting 
the Department’s final rule — Food Addi-
tives Permitted for Direct Addition to Food 
for Human Consumption; Glycerol Ester of 
Tall Oil Rosin [Docket No. 2006F-0225] re-
ceived September 6, 2007, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce. 

3289. A letter from the Director, Regula-
tions Policy and Mgmt. Staff, Department of 
Health and Human Services, transmitting 
the Department’s final rule — Food Label-
ing: Safe Handling Statements: Labeling of 
Shell Eggs [Docket No. 2004N-0382] (RIN: 
0910-ZA23) received September 6, 2007, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee 
on Energy and Commerce. 

3290. A letter from the Assistant Secretary 
for Export Administration, Department of 
Commerce, transmitting the Department’s 
final rule — Updated Statements of Legal 
Authority for the Export Administration 
Regulations [Docket No. 070809455-7478-01] 
(RIN: 0694-AE12) received September 6, 2007, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

3291. A letter from the Chief Counsel, For-
eign Assets Control, Department of the 
Treasury, transmitting the Department’s 
final rule — Cuban Assests Control Regula-
tions, Burmese Sanctions Regulations, Suda-
nese Sanctions Regulations, and Iranian 
Transactions Regulations — received August 
24, 2007, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

3292. A letter from the Associate General 
Counsel for General Law, Department of 
Homeland Security, transmitting a report 
pursuant to the Federal Vacancies Reform 
Act of 1998; to the Committee on Oversight 
and Government Reform. 

3293. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of State, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s joint Strategic Plan along with the 
U.S. Agency for International Development 
for FY 2007 to FY 2012; to the Committee on 
Oversight and Government Reform. 

3294. A letter from the Assistant Secretary, 
Federal Maritime Commission, transmitting 
a report on the Annual Inventory of Com-
mercial and Inherently Governmental Ac-
tivities for 2007, in accordance with Section 
2 of the Federal Activities Inventory Reform 
Act of 1998; to the Committee on Oversight 
and Government Reform. 

3295. A letter from the General Counsel, Of-
fice of Management and Budget, transmit-
ting a report pursuant to the Federal Vacan-
cies Reform Act of 1998; to the Committee on 
Oversight and Government Reform. 

3296. A letter from the General Counsel, Of-
fice of Management and Budget, transmit-
ting a report pursuant to the Federal Vacan-
cies Reform Act of 1998; to the Committee on 
Oversight and Government Reform. 

3297. A letter from the General Counsel, Of-
fice of Management and Budget, transmit-
ting a report pursuant to the Federal Vacan-
cies Reform Act of 1998; to the Committee on 
Oversight and Government Reform. 

3298. A letter from the Under Secretary 
and Director, Department of Commerce, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Changes to Practice for Continued Examina-
tion Filings, Patent Applications Containing 
Patentably Indistinct Claims, and Examina-
tion of Claims in Patent Applications [Dock-
et Nos.: PTO-P-2005-0022; PTO-P-2005-0023] 
(RIN: 0651-AB93; 0651-AB94) received August 
10, 2007, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

3299. A letter from the Under Secretary 
and Director, Department of Commerce, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Revision of Patent Fees for Fiscal Year 2007 
[Docket No. PTO-C-2006-0015] (RIN: 0651- 
AB81) received August 14, 2007, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

3300. A letter from the Chief Counsel, 
FEMA, Department of Homeland Security, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Federal Emergency Management Agency 
(FEMA) Touhy Regulations [Docket ID 
FEMA-2007-0006] (RIN: 1660-AA54) received 
August 17, 2007, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

3301. A letter from the Chief, Publications 
and Regulations, Internal Revenue Service, 
transmitting the Service’s final rule — 26 
CFR 601.105: Examination of returns and 
claims for refund, credit, or abatement; de-
termination of correct tax liability (Also: 
Part 1, Sections 704(c); 1.704-3(e)(3).) (Rev. 
Proc. 2007-59) received September 7, 2007, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means. 

3302. A letter from the Chief, Publications 
and Regulations, Internal Revenue Service, 
transmitting the Service’s final rule — 26 
CFR 601.602: Tax forms and instructions. 
(Also: Part 1, 179) (Rev. Proc. 2007-60) re-
ceived September 7, 2007, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

3303. A letter from the Chief, Publications 
and Regulations, Internal Revenue Service, 
transmitting the Service’s final rule — Sec-
tion 6332. — Summer of Property Subject to 
Levy (Rev. Rul. 2006-42) received September 
7, 2007, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

f 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON 
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 
committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows: 

Mr. FRANK: Committee on Financial Serv-
ices. Supplemental report on H.R. 1852. A bill 
to modernize and update the National Hous-
ing Act and enable the Federal Housing Ad-
ministration to use risk-based pricing to 
more effectively reach underserved bor-
rowers, and for other purposes (Rept. 110–217 
Pt. 2). Ordered to be printed. 

Mr. GORDON: Committee on Science and 
Technology. H.R. 2698. A bill to authorize ap-
propriations for the civil aviation research 
and development projects and activities of 
the Federal Aviation Administration, and for 
other purposes; with an amendment (Rept. 
110–329). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the State of the Union. 

Ms. MATSUI: Committee on Rules. House 
Resolution 650. Resolution providing for con-
sideration of the bill (H.R. 1852) to modernize 
and update the National Housing Act and en-
able the Federal Housing Administration to 
use risk-based pricing to more effectively 

reach underserved borrowers, and for other 
purposes (Rept. 110–330). Referred to the 
House Calendar. 

Mr. OBERSTAR: Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. H.R. 2881. A bill to 
amend title 49, United States Code, to au-
thorize appropriations for the Federal Avia-
tion Administration for fiscal years 2008 
through 2011, to improve aviation safety and 
capacity, to provide stable funding for the 
national aviation system, and for other pur-
poses; with an amendment (Rept. 110–331). 
Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the State of the Union. Ordered to 
be printed. 

f 

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 
Under clause 2 of rule XII, public 

bills and resolutions were introduced 
and severally referred, as follows: 

By Mr. RANGEL: 
H.R. 3539. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-

enue Code of 1986 to extend financing for the 
Airport and Airway Trust Fund, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, and in addition to the Committee 
on Transportation and Infrastructure, for a 
period to be subsequently determined by the 
Speaker, in each case for consideration of 
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic-
tion of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. RANGEL: 
H.R. 3540. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-

enue Code of 1986 to extend the funding and 
expenditure authority of the Airport and 
Airway Trust Fund; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, and in addition to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture, for a period to be subsequently deter-
mined by the Speaker, in each case for con-
sideration of such provisions as fall within 
the jurisdiction of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. DOYLE (for himself, Mr. PICK-
ERING, and Mr. BOUCHER): 

H.R. 3541. A bill to amend the ‘‘Do-not- 
call’’ Implementation Act to eliminate the 
automatic removal of telephone numbers 
registered on the Federal ‘‘do-not-call’’ reg-
istry; to the Committee on Energy and Com-
merce. 

By Ms. HOOLEY: 
H.R. 3542. A bill to declare water hoses con-

taining lead to be banned hazardous sub-
stances; to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

By Mrs. MALONEY of New York (for 
herself, Mr. NADLER, Mr. FOSSELLA, 
Mr. ACKERMAN, Mr. ARCURI, Mr. 
BISHOP of New York, Mrs. CAPPS, Ms. 
CLARKE, Mr. CROWLEY, Mr. ENGEL, 
Mr. FERGUSON, Mr. FORTUÑO, Mr. 
GARRETT of New Jersey, Mrs. 
GILLIBRAND, Mr. HALL of New York, 
Mr. HARE, Mr. HIGGINS, Mr. HINCHEY, 
Mr. HOLDEN, Mr. HOLT, Mr. ISRAEL, 
Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas, Mr. KING 
of New York, Mr. KUHL of New York, 
Mr. LEWIS of Georgia, Mrs. LOWEY, 
Mr. LYNCH, Mrs. MCCARTHY of New 
York, Mr. MCHUGH, Mr. MCNULTY, 
Mr. MEEKS of New York, Mr. GEORGE 
MILLER of California, Mr. PASCRELL, 
Mr. RANGEL, Mr. REYNOLDS, Mr. 
RUPPERSBERGER, Mr. RUSH, Ms. 
LINDA T. SÁNCHEZ of California, Mr. 
SERRANO, Mr. SHAYS, Ms. SHEA-POR-
TER, Ms. SLAUGHTER, Mr. SMITH of 
New Jersey, Mr. TOWNS, Ms. 
VELÁZQUEZ, Mr. WALSH of New York, 
Mr. WEINER, Ms. WOOLSEY, and Mr. 
WYNN): 

H.R. 3543. A bill to amend the Public 
Health Service Act to extend and improve 
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protections and services to individuals di-
rectly impacted by the terrorist attack in 
New York City on September 11, 2001, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Energy 
and Commerce, and in addition to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary, for a period to be 
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in 
each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. SPACE (for himself, Ms. 
DEGETTE, Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas, 
Mr. CASTLE, Mr. COHEN, and Mr. 
HONDA): 

H.R. 3544. A bill to catalyze change in the 
care and treatment of diabetes in the United 
States; to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

By Mr. POMEROY (for himself and Mr. 
KUHL of New York): 

H.R. 3545. A bill to amend the small rural 
school achievement program and the rural 
and low-income school program under part B 
of title VI of the Elementary and Secondary 
Education Act of 1965; to the Committee on 
Education and Labor. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia (for him-
self, Mr. HOLDEN, Ms. HIRONO, Mrs. 
BOYDA of Kansas, Mr. MATHESON, Mr. 
FATTAH, Mr. SCOTT of Georgia, Ms. 
JACKSON-LEE of Texas, Mr. FARR, Mr. 
MAHONEY of Florida, Mr. LARSEN of 
Washington, Mr. WU, Mr. LINCOLN 
DAVIS of Tennessee, Mr. MCGOVERN, 
Mr. ELLISON, Mr. COHEN, Ms. LINDA T. 
SÁNCHEZ of California, Mr. CUMMINGS, 
Ms. SHEA-PORTER, Mr. ETHERIDGE, 
Mr. PAYNE, Mr. RAHALL, Ms. ZOE 
LOFGREN of California, Mr. BAIRD, 
Mr. ELLSWORTH, Mr. SHULER, Mr. 
DONNELLY, Mr. LAMPSON, Ms. SUT-
TON, Ms. WOOLSEY, and Mr. DAVIS of 
Illinois): 

H.R. 3546. A bill to authorize the Edward 
Byrne Memorial Justice Assistance Grant 
Program at fiscal year 2006 levels through 
2012; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SCHIFF (for himself, Mrs. 
BONO, Mr. MCNERNEY, Mr. LAMPSON, 
Mr. ARCURI, Mr. CHANDLER, and Mr. 
CUMMINGS): 

H.R. 3547. A bill to increase and enhance 
law enforcement resources committed to in-
vestigation and prosecution of violent gangs, 
to deter and punish violent gang crime, to 
protect law-abiding citizens and commu-
nities from violent criminals, to revise and 
enhance criminal penalties for violent 
crimes, to expand and improve gang preven-
tion programs, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and in addition 
to the Committee on Education and Labor, 
for a period to be subsequently determined 
by the Speaker, in each case for consider-
ation of such provisions as fall within the ju-
risdiction of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. BRALEY of Iowa (for himself, 
Mr. AKIN, Mr. BURTON of Indiana, Mr. 
MCGOVERN, and Mrs. BOYDA of Kan-
sas): 

H.R. 3548. A bill to enhance citizen access 
to Government information and services by 
establishing plain language as the standard 
style for Government documents issued to 
the public, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Oversight and Government 
Reform. 

By Mr. BURTON of Indiana: 
H.R. 3549. A bill to withdraw Federal funds 

from States and political subdivisions of 
States that interfere with enforcement of 
Federal immigration law; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary, and in addition to the 
Committee on Oversight and Government 

Reform, for a period to be subsequently de-
termined by the Speaker, in each case for 
consideration of such provisions as fall with-
in the jurisdiction of the committee con-
cerned. 

By Mr. CONAWAY (for himself, Mr. 
GARRETT of New Jersey, Mr. AKIN, 
Mr. ENGLISH of Pennsylvania, Mr. 
BISHOP of Utah, Mr. BOOZMAN, and 
Mr. PEARCE): 

H.R. 3550. A bill to require every Senator 
and Representative in, and Delegate and 
Resident Commissioner to, the Congress to 
obtain copies of the Constitution of the 
United States of America and distribute 
them to their staff and require that they all 
read such document; to the Committee on 
House Administration. 

By Mr. DAVIS of Illinois: 
H.R. 3551. A bill to reauthorize the Merit 

Systems Protection Board and the Office of 
Special Counsel, to modify the procedures of 
the Merit Systems Protection Board and the 
Office of Special Counsel, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform. 

By Mr. FOSSELLA: 
H.R. 3552. A bill to amend the Immigration 

and Nationality Act to include within the 
definition of ‘‘refugee’’ spouses of persons 
who have been forced to abort a pregnancy 
or undergo involuntary sterilization; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Ms. HERSETH SANDLIN (for her-
self and Mr. BOOZMAN): 

H.R. 3553. A bill to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to extend and improve certain 
authorities of the Secretary of Veterans Af-
fairs, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Veterans’ Affairs. 

By Mr. KING of Iowa (for himself, Mr. 
BRADY of Texas, Mr. GOODE, Ms. 
FOXX, Mrs. MYRICK, Mr. FRANKS of 
Arizona, Mr. SALAZAR, Mr. CARTER, 
Mr. BILBRAY, Mr. WALBERG, Mr. 
PRICE of Georgia, Mr. AKIN, Mr. DOO-
LITTLE, Mr. SHADEGG, Mr. FEENEY, 
Mr. BURTON of Indiana, Mr. GINGREY, 
Mr. KINGSTON, and Mr. NEUGEBAUER): 

H.R. 3554. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to clarify that wages paid 
to unauthorized aliens may not be deducted 
from gross income, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PALLONE (for himself, Ms. 
SOLIS, and Mrs. CAPPS): 

H.R. 3555. A bill to prohibit the implemen-
tation of policies to prohibit States from 
providing quality health coverage to chil-
dren in need under the State Children’s 
Health Insurance Program (SCHIP); to the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

By Mr. RODRIGUEZ: 
H.R. 3556. A bill to amend the Family and 

Medical Leave Act to provide an additional 
12 weeks of leave for a family member to 
care for a member of the Armed Forces who 
is seriously injured in combat; to the Com-
mittee on Education and Labor, and in addi-
tion to the Committees on Oversight and 
Government Reform, and House Administra-
tion, for a period to be subsequently deter-
mined by the Speaker, in each case for con-
sideration of such provisions as fall within 
the jurisdiction of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. WEXLER: 
H.R. 3557. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-

enue Code of 1986 to provide for the estab-
lishment of, and the deduction of contribu-
tions to, homeownership plans; to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DAVIS of Illinois (for himself, 
Mr. SHIMKUS, and Mrs. CHRISTENSEN): 

H. Con. Res. 210. Concurrent resolution 
supporting the goals and ideals of Sickle Cell 

Disease Awareness Month; to the Committee 
on Oversight and Government Reform. 

By Mr. PAYNE: 
H. Con. Res. 211. Concurrent resolution 

supporting the goals and ideals of World Dia-
betes Day; to the Committee on Oversight 
and Government Reform. 

By Mr. RANGEL: 
H. Con. Res. 212. Concurrent resolution ex-

pressing the sense of Congress that Romare 
Howard Bearden should be recognized as one 
of the preeminent artists of the 20th century 
for his artistic genius and visual creativity 
in the depiction of the complexity and rich-
ness of African American life in the United 
States; to the Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform. 

By Mr. ENGEL (for himself and Mr. 
BURTON of Indiana): 

H. Res. 651. A resolution recognizing the 
warm friendship and expanding strategic re-
lationship between the United States and 
Brazil, commending Brazil on successfully 
reducing its dependence on oil by finding al-
ternative ways to satisfy its energy needs, 
and recognizing the importance of the March 
9, 2007, United States-Brazil Memorandum of 
Understanding (MOU) on biofuels coopera-
tion; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Ms. MATSUI (for herself, Mr. 
SHAYS, Mrs. MALONEY of New York, 
Mr. ARCURI, Mrs. CAPPS, Mr. COHEN, 
Mr. DOGGETT, Ms. JACKSON-LEE of 
Texas, Ms. ZOE LOFGREN of Cali-
fornia, Mr. POE, Ms. SUTTON, Mr. 
THOMPSON of California, Mr. TOWNS, 
Mr. KENNEDY, Mrs. BOYDA of Kansas, 
Ms. WATSON, Mr. NEAL of Massachu-
setts, Mr. FILNER, Mr. CARTER, Mr. 
BERRY, Ms. SLAUGHTER, Mr. CARDOZA, 
and Mr. MCGOVERN): 

H. Res. 652. A resolution expressing the 
sense of Congress regarding the importance 
of protecting American cruise ship pas-
sengers against crimes on the high seas and 
ensuring that the perpetrators of such 
crimes are brought to justice; to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture, and in addition to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, for a period to be subse-
quently determined by the Speaker, in each 
case for consideration of such provisions as 
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee 
concerned. 

By Mr. MCDERMOTT (for himself and 
Mr. WILSON of South Carolina): 

H. Res. 653. A resolution expressing the 
sense of the House of Representatives that 
the concept of nonviolence and the teachings 
of Gandhi remain relevant and instructive in 
today’s world and the United States should 
take an active role in disseminating the 
message of nonviolence through education 
and public awareness; to the Committee on 
Oversight and Government Reform. 

By Mr. PASTOR: 
H. Res. 654. A resolution congratulating 

the Phoenix Mercury for winning the 2007 
Women’s National Basketball Association 
(WNBA) Championship; to the Committee on 
Oversight and Government Reform. 

By Mr. RANGEL: 
H. Res. 655. A resolution honoring the life 

and accomplishments of Katherine Dunham; 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

By Mr. WALSH of New York: 
H. Res. 656. A resolution expressing the 

sense of the House of Representatives that 
the Secretary of Veterans Affairs, the Sec-
retary of Defense, and the Congress should 
take immediate action to implement the rec-
ommendations of the President’s Commis-
sion on Care for America’s Returning 
Wounded Warriors, and other purposes; to 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 11:04 Jul 14, 2010 Jkt 059102 PO 00000 Frm 00068 Fmt 0688 Sfmt 0634 E:\BR07\H17SE7.002 H17SE7er
ow

e 
on

 D
S

K
5C

LS
3C

1P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 B
O

U
N

D
 R

E
C

O
R

D



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, Vol. 153, Pt. 1724406 September 17, 2007 
the Committee on Armed Services, and in 
addition to the Committee on Veterans’ Af-
fairs, for a period to be subsequently deter-
mined by the Speaker, in each case for con-
sideration of such provisions as fall within 
the jurisdiction of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. WALZ of Minnesota (for him-
self, Mr. KIND, Ms. MCCOLLUM of Min-
nesota, Mr. ELLISON, Mr. PETERSON of 
Minnesota, Mr. OBERSTAR, Mrs. 
BACHMANN, Mr. RAMSTAD, Mr. KLINE 
of Minnesota, Mr. BRALEY of Iowa, 
Mr. LOEBSACK, Mr. BOSWELL, Mr. 
LATHAM, Mr. WELLER, Mr. DAVIS of 
Illinois, Mr. HASTERT, Mr. HARE, Mr. 
JORDAN, Ms. BALDWIN, Ms. MOORE of 
Wisconsin, Mr. SENSENBRENNER, Mr. 
PETRI, Mr. KAGEN, Mr. ROSKAM, and 
Mr. LAHOOD): 

H. Res. 657. A resolution expressing heart-
felt sympathy for the victims of the dev-
astating thunderstorms that caused severe 
flooding during August 2007 in the States of 
Illinois, Iowa, Minnesota, Ohio, and Wis-
consin, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture. 

f 

MEMORIALS 

Under clause 3 of rule XII, 
196. The SPEAKER presented a memorial 

of the Legislature of the State of Nebraska, 
relative to Legislative Resolution No. 37 sup-
porting an immediate review of the current 
federal ISTEA restrictions imposed on Ne-
braska; to the Committee on Transportation 
and Infrastructure. 

f 

ADDITIONAL SPONSORS 

Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors 
were added to public bills and resolu-
tions as follows: 

H.R. 25: Ms. FALLIN. 
H.R. 74: Mr. STARK. 
H.R. 98: Mr. GALLEGLY. 
H.R. 138: Mr. KINGSTON, Mrs. BLACKBURN, 

and Mr. MILLER of Florida. 
H.R. 139: Mr. REICHERT. 
H.R. 171: Mr. OBERSTAR. 
H.R. 223: Mr. MCCOTTER and Mr. PITTS. 
H.R. 284: Mr. LATHAM. 
H.R. 368: Mr. WEINER and Mr. BISHOP of 

New York. 
H.R. 369: Mr. LEVIN. 
H.R. 462: Mr. PETERSON of Minnesota and 

Mr. WALBERG. 
H.R. 468: Mr. GONZALEZ. 
H.R. 542: Mr. BERMAN. 
H.R. 583: Mr. ALLEN. 
H.R. 676: Mr. BACA. 
H.R. 690: Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. 
H.R. 743: Mr. KNOLLENBERG, Mr. WELLER, 

Mr. MICHAUD, Mr. WHITFIELD, Mr. SIMPSON, 
Mr. REICHERT, and Mr. REYNOLDS. 

H.R. 760: Ms. LEE, Mr. CROWLEY, and Ms. 
LINDA T. SÁNCHEZ of California. 

H.R. 768: Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas and 
Mr. JINDAL. 

H.R. 819: Mr. GONZALEZ and Ms. EDDIE BER-
NICE JOHNSON of Texas. 

H.R. 840: Mr. WEINER. 
H.R. 891: Mr. ABERCROMBIE. 
H.R. 897: Ms. SUTTON, Mr. FILNER, and Ms. 

LINDA T. SÁNCHEZ of California. 
H.R. 962: Mr. WEXLER, Mrs. MALONEY of 

New York, and Ms. MOORE of Wisconsin. 
H.R. 1029: Mr. GORDON, Mr. TIERNEY, Mr. 

MICHAUD, Mr. COOPER, Mr. WALZ of Min-
nesota, Mr. WELCH of Vermont, Mr. YOUNG of 
Alaska, and Mr. POE. 

H.R. 1043: Mr. COURTNEY. 
H.R. 1046: Mr. MORAN of Virginia. 
H.R. 1076: Mr. DAVID DAVIS of Tennessee 

and Mr. CUMMINGS. 
H.R. 1091: Mr. BROWN of South Carolina. 
H.R. 1110: Mr. ISRAEL. 
H.R. 1125: Mr. MARCHANT, Mr. CANTOR, Mr. 

ENGEL, Mr. TIAHRT, Mr. REGULA, Mr. UDALL 
of Colorado, Ms. LEE, Mr. PALLONE, Ms. GIF-
FORDS, and Mr. CLAY. 

H.R. 1142: Mr. COURTNEY. 
H.R. 1154: Mr. FILNER, Mr. CARNAHAN, Mr. 

UDALL of New Mexico, and Mr. LEVIN. 
H.R. 1228: Mr. ROSS. 
H.R. 1236: Mr. KUCINICH, Mr. LYNCH, Mr. 

SERRANO, Mr. SPRATT, Mrs. MCMORRIS ROD-
GERS, Mr. LOBIONDO, and Mr. CROWLEY. 

H.R. 1275: Mr. GONZALEZ. 
H.R. 1279: Mr. PATRICK MURPHY of Pennsyl-

vania, Mr. CARNAHAN, Mr. ROSS, Mr. 
ELLISON, Mr. WALZ of Minnesota, Mr. MEEKs 
of New York, Mr. EDWARDS, Mr. SESSIONS 
and Mr. TOWNS. 

H.R. 1280: Ms. HERSETH SANDLIN, Mr. ABER-
CROMBIE, and Mr. KIRK. 

H.R. 1293: Mr. KAGEN. 
H.R. 1303: Mr. KLEIN of Florida. 
H.R. 1306: Ms. CORRINE BROWN of Florida 

and Mr. MAHONEY of Florida. 
H.R. 1357: Mr. HOEKSTRA, Mr. ISRAEL, Mr. 

SALI, Mr. HAYES, Mr. HASTERT, Mr. COHEN, 
and Mr. MEEK of Florida. 

H.R. 1376: Mrs. NAPOLITANO. 
H.R. 1386: Mr. COHEN, Mr. POMEROY, and 

Ms. SOLIS. 
H.R. 1471: Mrs. DRAKE. 
H.R. 1481: Mr. ELLISON. 
H.R. 1497: Mr. BAIRD and Mr. BACA. 
H.R. 1498: Ms. SUTTON. 
H.R. 1514: Mr. AL GREEN of Texas and Mr. 

MCGOVERN. 
H.R. 1518: Mr. SPACE. 
H.R. 1537: Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. 
H.R. 1567: Mr. GONZALEZ. 
H.R. 1576: Mr. CARNEY and Mr. HALL of New 

York. 
H.R. 1647: Mr. HARE. 
H.R. 1655: Mr. HONDA. 
H.R. 1657: Ms. BORDALLO. 
H.R. 1665: Mrs. NAPOLITANO and Mr. SMITH 

of Washington. 
H.R. 1687: Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD. 
H.R. 1713: Mr. WU. 
H.R. 1738: Mr. FILNER, Mr. HONDA, Mr. 

WAMP, and Ms. SOLIS. 
H.R. 1746: Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA, Mr. ROHR-

ABACHER, Mr. WEINER, Mrs. LOWEY, Ms. 
BERKLEY, and Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. 

H.R. 1756: Mr. BURTON of Indiana, and Mr. 
CULBERSON. 

H.R. 1772: Ms. SUTTON and Mr. WU. 
H.R. 1820: Mr. WAXMAN. 
H.R. 1843: Mr. TOM DAVIS of Virginia, Mr. 

ROTHMAN, Mr. MICHAUD, and Mr. LARSEN of 
Washington. 

H.R. 1881: Mr. HONDA and Mr. FARR. 
H.R. 1942: Mr. FOSSELLA. 
H.R. 1968: Ms. SLAUGHTER. 
H.R. 2014: Mr. SESSIONS. 
H.R. 2061: Ms. DELAURO. 
H.R. 2064: Mr. FARR, Ms. LINDA T. SÁNCHEZ 

of California, Mr. FILNER, and Ms. NORTON. 
H.R. 2074: Mr. MARKEY and Mr. BRADY of 

Pennsylvania. 
H.R. 2169: Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. 
H.R. 2188: Ms. GIFFORDS and Mr. WALZ of 

Minnesota. 
H.R. 2198: Ms. BORDALLO. 
H.R. 2234: Mr. ISRAEL and Mr. SAXTON. 
H.R. 2265: Mr. FARR. 
H.R. 2287: Ms. CARSON. 
H.R. 2303: Mr. KELLER. 
H.R. 2329: Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts, Mr. 

ALLEN and Mrs. MCMORRIS RODGERS. 

H.R. 2332: Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA, Mr. WEXLER, 
Mr. SALI, Mr. HAYES, Mr. HASTERT, Mr. 
COHEN, and Mr. SESTAK. 

H.R. 2343: Mr. ALLEN and Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. 
H.R. 2405: Mr. ISRAEL. 
H.R. 2443: Mr. SCOTT of Georgia. 
H.R. 2452: Mr. BAIRD. 
H.R. 2464: Mr. HILL, Mr. HASTINGS of Flor-

ida, and Mr. MELANCON. 
H.R. 2470: Ms. CARSON. 
H.R. 2477: Ms. KILPATRICK and Mr. DAVIS of 

Illinois. 
H.R. 2478: Ms. WOOLSEY. 
H.R. 2537: Mr. FILNER, Ms. ESHOO, Mr. 

SMITH of Washington, Mr. BERMAN, Mr. 
WEINER, Mrs. MALONEY of New York, and Mr. 
DELAHUNT. 

H.R. 2567: Mr. GONZALEZ. 
H.R. 2583: Mr. GONZALEZ. 
H.R. 2596: Mr. CARNAHAN. 
H.R. 2604: Mr. STARK. 
H.R. 2606: Mr. LEWIS of Georgia, Ms. 

DEGETTE, Mr. EMANUEL, and Mr. ABER-
CROMBIE. 

H.R. 2610: Mr. MACK. 
H.R. 2702: Ms. ZOE LOFGREN of California, 

Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia, Mr. PETERSON of 
Minnesota, Ms. MOORE of Wisconsin, Mr. 
MICHAUD, Mrs. TAUSCHER, Mr. BUTTERFIELD, 
Ms. GINNY BROWN-WAITE of Florida, Mr. RA-
HALL, Mr. BUCHANAN, Mr. MOLLOHAN, Mr. 
LOBIONDO, and Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. 

H.R. 2744: Mr. EMANUEL, Mr. BERMAN, Mr. 
HONDA, Mr. SPACE, Mr. WALZ of Minnesota, 
Mr. STARK, Mr. CARNAHAN, Mrs. DAVIS of 
California, Ms. MATSUI, and Mr. FARR. 

H.R. 2746: Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. 
H.R. 2757: Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas. 
H.R. 2762: Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Mr. TERRY, Mr. 

WOLF, Mr. FERGUSON, and Mr. WELCH of 
Vermont. 

H.R. 2779: Mr. SMITH of Washington, Mr. 
HILL, Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania, Mr. 
LAMPSON, Mr. MCINTYRE, Mrs. BOYDA of Kan-
sas, Mr. WYNN, Mr. MOORE of Kansas, Mr. 
ELLSWORTH, Ms. BEAN, and Ms. HERSETH 
SANDLIN. 

H.R. 2802: Ms. LINDA T. SÁNCHEZ of Cali-
fornia. 

H.R. 2821: Mr. PETERSON of Minnesota. 
H.R. 2827: Mr. BARROW. 
H.R. 2833: Ms. CLARKE and Mrs. CAPPS. 
H.R. 2842: Ms. CARSON and Mr. CARNAHAN. 
H.R. 2896: Mr. SHAYS. 
H.R. 2915: Mr. BARROW. 
H.R. 2922: Mr. SHAYS. 
H.R. 2925: Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. 
H.R. 2926: Mr. DICKS and Ms. JACKSON-LEE 

of Texas. 
H.R. 2930: Ms. WATERS. 
H.R. 2933: Mr. WICKER. 
H.R. 2976: Ms. BERKLEY, Mr. BRADY of 

Pennsylvania, Mr. BURTON of Indiana, Mr. 
CROWLEY, Mr. FERGUSON, Mr. GERLACH, Mrs. 
MYRICK, Mr. NADLER, and Mr. WEXLER. 

H.R. 3014: Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA, Ms. HIRONO, 
Mr. WEINER, and Mr. STARK. 

H.R. 3026: Mr. SHULER, Mr. MAHONEY of 
Florida, Mr. PUTNAM, and Mr. FILNER. 

H.R. 3033: Mrs. MCCARTHY of New York. 
H.R. 3046: Ms. FOXX and Mr. REYES. 
H.R. 3059: Mr. ADERHOLT. 
H.R. 3099: Mr. GONZALEZ and Mr. ELLISON. 
H.R. 3114: Mr. PATRICK MURPHY of Pennsyl-

vania. 
H.R. 3140: Mr. CUELLAR, Mr. REYES, Mr. AL 

GREEN of Texas, Mr. SNYDER, Mr. GONZALEZ, 
and Mr. BARROW. 

H.R. 3147: Ms. GRANGER. 
H.R. 3158: Mr. CARNAHAN. 
H.R. 3187: Mr. BOSWELL and Mr. CARNAHAN. 
H.R. 3189: Mr. AL GREEN of Texas and Mrs. 

MALONEY of New York. 
H.R. 3195: Mr. ELLISON, Mr. HILL, Mr. 

CROWLEY, Mr. HALL of Texas, Mrs. DAVIS of 
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California, Mr. ARCURI, Mrs. CAPPS, Mr. 
SCHIFF, and Mr. WILSON of Ohio. 

H.R. 3204: Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. 
H.R. 3213: Mr. REHBERG. 
H.R. 3219: Mrs. DAVIS of California, Mrs. 

MCCARTHY of New York, Mr. CROWLEY, Ms. 
MOORE of Wisconsin, and Mr. DELAHUNT. 

H.R. 3257: Mr. SARBANES and Mr. MCIN-
TYRE. 

H.R. 3260: Mr. STARK and Mr. BLUMENAUER. 
H.R. 3317: Mrs. NAPOLITANO, Ms. CORRINE 

BROWN of Florida, Ms. KILPATRICK, Mr. 
HASTINGS of Florida, and Mr. DAVIS of Illi-
nois. 

H.R. 3320: Mr. WEINER. 
H.R. 3326: Mr. PASTOR. 
H.R. 3329: Mr. WELCH of Vermont, Mr. KEN-

NEDY, and Mr. ORTIZ. 
H.R. 3337: Mr. TOWNS. 
H.R. 3360: Mr. RUSH, Mr. DAVIS of Illinois, 

Ms. CARSON, and Mr. PAYNE. 
H.R. 3372: Ms. MATSUI, Mr. CLAY, Mrs. 

JONES of Ohio, Mr. FILNER, Mr. WEXLER, Mr. 
WEINER, and Mr. BRALEY of Iowa. 

H.R. 3378: Mr. SMITH of Washington, Mr. 
GENE GREEN of Texas, Mr. SPACE, and Ms. 
LINDA T. SÁNCHEZ of California. 

H.R. 3381: Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. 
H.R. 3386: Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. 
H.R. 3411: Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. 
H.R. 3432: Mr. ELLISON, Mr. HONDA, Ms. 

WATSON, Mr. TOWNS, and Mr. MEEKs of New 
York. 

H.R. 3438: Ms. LEE. 
H.R. 3439: Mr. FILNER. 
H.R. 3440: Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. 
H.R. 3448: Mr. HODES, Mr. BLUMENAUER, Mr. 

MARKEY, and Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. 
H.R. 3452: Mr. BUCHANAN and Mr. MICA. 
H.R. 3457: Mr. BOOZMAN, Mr. TIAHRT, Mr. 

BOUSTANY, Ms. ESHOO, Mr. SESSIONS, Mrs. JO 
ANN DAVIS of Virginia, Mr. CROWLEY, Mrs. 
BLACKBURN, Mr. MCHENRY, Ms. WATSON, Mr. 
BLUNT, and Mr. ROGERS of Michigan. 

H.R. 3480: Mr. LAMPSON and Mr. BRADY of 
Pennsylvania. 

H.R. 3481: Mrs. TAUSCHER, Ms. 
SCHAKOWSKY, Mr. RANGEL, and Mr. 
DELAHUNT. 

H.R. 3494: Mr. ROGERS of Michigan, Mrs. 
CAPITO, Mr. DREIER, Mrs. MUSGRAVE, Mr. 
ROGERS of Alabama, Mr. SAM JOHNSON of 
Texas, Mr. DEAL of Georgia, Mr. ADERHOLT, 
Mr. ROSKAM, Mr. RENZI, Mr. PITTS, Mr. 
PENCE, Mr. CARTER, Mr. GOHMERT, Mr. SHU-
STER, Mr. DAVIS of Kentucky, Mr. 
WHITFIELD, Mr. LEWIS of Kentucky, Mr. 
BROWN of South Carolina, Mrs. BACHMANN, 
and Ms. FALLIN. 

H.R. 3495: Ms. NORTON, Mr. HASTINGS of 
Florida, and Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. 

H.R. 3502: Mr. PAYNE. 
H.R. 3506: Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of Cali-

fornia. 
H.R. 3518: Mr. KLEIN of Florida and Mr. 

BILIRAKIS. 
H.R. 3531: Mr. FEENEY and Mr. SULLIVAN. 

H.J. Res. 6: Ms. GINNY BROWN-WAITE of 
Florida and Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. 

H. Con. Res. 28: Mr. MILLER of North Caro-
lina. 

H. Con. Res. 32: Mr. GONZALEZ. 
H. Con. Res. 83: Mr. SMITH of Texas and Mr. 

DAVID DAVIS of Tennessee. 
H. Con. Res. 111: Mr. GRIJALVA. 
H. Con. Res. 122: Mr. OBERSTAR, Mr. 

GEORGE MILLER of California, Mr. TOWNS, 
Mr. DONNELLY, Mr. SHULER, Ms. WATSON, Mr. 
BISHOP of Georgia, Mr. ELLISON, Mr. COSTA, 
Mrs. CAPPS, Mr. HIGGINS, Mr. ISRAEL, Mr. 
CROWLEY, Mr. DEFAZIO, Mr. CARNAHAN, Mr. 
ROSS, Ms. ZOE LOFGREN of California, and 
Mr. GILCHREST. 

H. Con. Res. 193: Mr. GORDON. 
H. Con. Res. 200: Ms. WATSON, Mr. ENGEL, 

Mr. WEXLER, Mr. RYAN of Ohio, Mrs. 
MALONEY of New York, and Mr. OLVER. 

H. Con. Res. 203: Mr. CANTOR, Mr. HARE, 
Mr. SMITH of New Jersey, Ms. WOOLSEY, Mr. 
WEXLER, Mr. LYNCH, Mr. RENZI, Ms. ROS- 
LEHTINEN, Mr. ENGEL, and Ms. BERKLEY. 

H. Con. Res. 205: Mrs. JONES of Ohio, Ms. 
SCHAKOWSKY, and Mr. ORTIZ. 

H. Con. Res. 207: Mr. KENNEDY, Mr. BURTON 
of Indiana, Mr. BILIRAKIS, and Mr. DICKS. 

H. Res. 71: Mr. CLEAVER. 
H. Res. 111: Mr. PASCRELL, Mr. KENNEDY, 

Mr. PITTS, Mr. SHIMKUS, Mr. MAHONEY of 
Florida, Ms. BORDALLO, Mr. OLVER, and Mr. 
ELLSWORTH. 

H. Res. 185: Mrs. MALONEY of New York. 
H. Res. 194: Mr. GONZALEZ and Mr. SAR-

BANES. 
H. Res. 232: Mr. JORDAN and Mr. INGLIS of 

South Carolina. 
H. Res. 282: Mr. EDWARDS. 
H. Res. 530: Mr. STARK. 
H. Res. 557: Mr. WEINER. 
H. Res. 573: Mr. VAN HOLLEN, Mr. 

CUMMINGS, Mr. LYNCH, and Ms. LINDA T. 
SÁNCHEZ of California. 

H. Res. 576: Ms. HERSETH SANDLIN. 
H. Res. 588: Mr. BAIRD, Mr. HALL of New 

York, Ms. LEE, and Mr. ENGEL. 
H. Res. 590: Ms. BORDALLO, Mrs. BOYDA of 

Kansas, Mrs. NAPOLITANO, Mr. WEXLER, Mr. 
HONDA, Mr. RYAN of Ohio, and Mr. ENGEL. 

H. Res. 604: Mr. CONAWAY, Mr. FILNER, Mr. 
SAXTON, Ms. KAPTUR, Mr. DAVIS of Ken-
tucky, Mr. TURNER, Mrs. TAUSCHER, and Mr. 
SALI. 

H. Res. 605: Mr. ISRAEL, Mr. SPRATT, Mr. 
TANNER, Mr. GONZALEZ, Mr. FILNER, Mr. 
RANGEL, Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, Mr. 
MCCAUL of Texas, and Mr. GENE GREEN of 
Texas. 

H. Res. 607: Mr. LAMPSON, Mr. SESSIONS, 
Mr. CROWLEY, Mr. KILDEE, Ms. WATSON, Mr. 
PAYNE, Mr. PALLONE, Mr. LANTOS, Mr. GOR-
DON, Mr. RANGEL, Mr. STEARNS, Mrs. 
MALONEY of New York, Mr. FILNER, Mr. 
OBERSTAR, Mr. HONDA, Mr. RUSH, Mr. HOLT, 
and Mr. MCNULTY. 

H. Res. 618: Mr. CLAY. 

H. Res. 634: Mr. LAMPSON, Mr. ALLEN, Mr. 
GILCHREST, and Mr. SKELTON. 

H. Res. 635: Mr. KUCINICH, Mr. LAMPSON, 
Ms. CLARKE, Mr. VAN HOLLEN, Mr. CONYERS, 
Mr. FILNER, and Mr. MCCOTTER. 

H. Res. 639: Mr. WEXLER, Mr. LANTOS, Mr. 
BROWN of South Carolina, Mr. BURTON of In-
diana, Mr. POE, Mr. HASTINGS of Florida, and 
Mr. ROHRABACHER. 

H. Res. 641: Mr. REICHERT, Mr. CONAWAY, 
Mrs. JO ANN DAVIS of Virginia, Mr. RADANO-
VICH, and Mr. MARCHANT. 

H. Res. 642: Mr. FARR, and Mr. TOWNS. 

f 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 3 of rule XII, petitions 
and papers were laid on the clerk’s 
desk and referred as follows: 

160. The SPEAKER presented a petition of 
the City of Takoma Park, Maryland, relative 
to Resolution No. 2006-44 urging support of 
H.R. 2003, the Ethiopia Democracy and Ac-
countability Act of 2007; to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

161. Also, a petition of the City of Key 
West, Florida, relative to Resolution No. 07- 
160 urging the President of the United States 
to sign the Kyoto protocol to the United Na-
tions and calling for immediate local and na-
tional action to address global warming; to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

162. Also, a petition of the City of Pompano 
Beach, Florida, relative to Resolution No. 
2007-232 requesting the Congress of the 
United States to appropriate funds necessary 
to bring the Herbert Hoover Dike into com-
pliance with current levee protection safety 
standards; to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

f 

AMENDMENTS 

Under clause 8 of rule XVIII, pro-
posed amendments were submitted as 
follows: 

H.R. 1852 

OFFERED BY: MR. TIBERI 

AMENDMENT NO. 2: Page 17, strike lines 3 
through 16 and insert the following: 

‘‘(I) AT APPLICATION.—At the time of appli-
cation for the loan involved in the mortgage, 
a list of counseling agencies, approved by the 
Secretary, in the area of the applicant.’’. 

Page 18, strike lines 20 through 22 and in-
sert the following: 

‘‘(i) REQUIREMENT.—The Secretary shall re-
quire that the mortgagor shall’’. 

Page 19, strike lines 4 through 5 and insert 
the following: 

‘‘(I) prior to closing for the loan involved 
in the mortgage;’’. 
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SENATE—Monday, September 17, 2007 
The Senate met at 2 p.m. and was 

called to order by the Honorable JIM 
WEBB, a Senator from the State of Vir-
ginia. 

PRAYER 
The Chaplain, Dr. Barry C. Black, of-

fered the following prayer: 
Let us pray. 
Lord God, ruler of the nations, we 

magnify Your Name above all names. 
Your absolute purity, holiness, and jus-
tice illuminate our paths. Your fair-
ness is intertwined with everything 
You do. 

Lord, hasten the day when the Gov-
ernment shall be on Your shoulders 
and Your kingdom will be established 
with righteousness and justice. Bring 
an end to injustice, sin, corruption, vi-
olence, and immorality. Use the Mem-
bers of this body to do Your will on 
Earth, even as it is done in Heaven. 
Help them to strive for integrity and 
faithfulness, for the glory of Your 
Name. May they persevere in doing 
what is best for America and our world, 
knowing You will give them a bounti-
ful harvest. 

We pray in Your majestic Name. 
Amen. 

f 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

The Honorable JIM WEBB led the 
Pledge of Allegiance, as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 

f 

APPOINTMENT OF ACTING 
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will please read a communication 
to the Senate from the President pro 
tempore (Mr. BYRD). 

The assistant bill clerk read as fol-
lows: 

U.S. SENATE, 
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE, 

Washington, DC, September 17, 2007. 
To the Senate: 

Under the provisions of rule I, paragraph 3, 
of the Standing Rules of the Senate, I hereby 
appoint the Honorable JIM WEBB, a Senator 
from the State of Virginia, to perform the 
duties of the Chair. 

ROBERT C. BYRD, 
President pro tempore. 

Mr. WEBB thereupon assumed the 
chair as Acting President pro tempore. 

f 

RECOGNITION OF THE MAJORITY 
LEADER 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The majority leader is recog-
nized. 

SCHEDULE 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, the Senate 
will be in a period of morning business 
until 3 p.m. today, with the time equal-
ly divided between the two sides. 

At 3 p.m. the Senate will resume con-
sideration of H.R. 1585, the Department 
of Defense authorization measure. 
There will be no rollcall votes today, 
which we announced several weeks ago. 
The managers, though, will be here to 
deal with the authorization bill at 3 
o’clock. Members are encouraged to 
come to the floor and offer and debate 
amendments to this bill. 

As we all know, this bill is impor-
tant, to say the least, and there are nu-
merous issues associated with this bill 
that will require debate. Of course, the 
issue of Iraq is a matter that has been 
discussed at some length. I indicated 
previously I hope we can work out an 
agreement on how we can proceed as it 
relates to the Iraq amendments. There 
are more than 300 Iraq amendments on 
this bill. We need to proceed in some 
orderly and structured manner. I will 
continue to consult with the Repub-
lican leader and the two managers on 
this legislation. 

f 

ORDER OF PROCEDURE 

Mr. REID. I ask unanimous consent 
that whatever time I consume now not 
be counted against the time set for the 
bill to begin. So if I take 5 minutes or 
10 minutes, whatever it is, the 3 o’clock 
time would slip by that much. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

f 

THE WEEK AHEAD 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, on this day 
220 years ago, in 1787, our Founding Fa-
thers gathered at Philadelphia and 
signed a document that remains today 
our country’s moral compass, our Con-
stitution. The preamble to that Con-
stitution reads: 

We the people of the United States, in 
order to form a more perfect union, establish 
justice, insure domestic tranquility, provide 
for the common defense, promote the general 
welfare, and secure the blessings of liberty to 
ourselves and our posterity, do ordain and 
establish this Constitution for the United 
States of America. 

No matter how many times we hear 
that preamble, it touches a chord in all 
of our hearts because that is what this 
country is all about. 

The years since that day in Philadel-
phia, 220 years ago, have not been a 
perfect journey. In fact, it has been im-
perfect on some occasions—but more 

perfect than none. There are times 
where we have stumbled—we can all 
think of examples of that: Slavery, the 
Civil War, the internment of Japanese 
Americans during World War II. But 
each time our fidelity to the ideals of 
justice has been tested, America has 
moved closer to securing the blessings 
of liberty. 

Over the past 61⁄2 years, the Bush ad-
ministration has challenged that fidel-
ity time and time again. We have suf-
fered through a White House that val-
ues secrecy and disdains the separation 
of powers. The Justice Department 
served the President rather than the 
people. The pervasive attitude among 
the administration was that civil lib-
erties are a nuisance rather than an in-
alienable right. 

I spoke to the President’s nominee to 
be Attorney General a short time ago, 
Judge Mukasey. I told him I admire his 
willingness to take this job. He has a 
good background, a good record. We 
will find out what happens during the 
time the hearings take place before the 
Judiciary Committee. But I told him 
that never in the history of our coun-
try have we had a Justice Department 
in such a state of disrepair, and he re-
alizes that. 

But as we turn to the Defense author-
ization bill this week and likely the 
next, we in Congress have an oppor-
tunity to reassert our allegiance to the 
Constitution and the core American 
values for which it stands, values that 
have made America the world’s beacon 
of freedom for more than two cen-
turies. 

Senators will have a chance to show 
whether they support the inalienable 
right of habeas corpus, something that 
is talked about in our Constitution— 
the right to petition a court to review 
the grounds for a detention. Senators 
will have an opportunity to review the 
cost, both fiscally and morally, in 
maintaining the Guantanamo Bay de-
tention facility, and whether closing it 
will do more to further the fight 
against terrorism and advance Amer-
ica’s values, as I believe it would, than 
keeping it open indefinitely. We hope 
to debate the administration’s use of 
so-called enhanced interrogation tech-
niques and whether we should bring the 
practices of intelligence agencies under 
the same rules that our military be-
lieves are proper under the Army Field 
Manual; in effect, no more torture. 

The Defense authorization bill is also 
our next best chance to continue our 
efforts to force President Bush to 
change course in an intractable civil 
war in which we find ourselves involved 
in Iraq. Last week the President deliv-
ered yet another prime-time address to 
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the Nation on his Iraq policy and once 
again he announced he has no inten-
tion to change his failed war plan. He 
has given neither a convincing ration-
ale to continue the war nor a plan to 
end it. Meanwhile, brave American 
troops continue to be killed and griev-
ously wounded, our Treasury is being 
depleted at an ever faster rate, the 
Iraqi Government has made no 
progress in political reconciliation, and 
those responsible for attacking us on 
9/11 grow stronger, as indicated in the 
latest video from Osama bin Laden. 
Today brings news that the President 
will not even return our troop presence 
in Iraq to presurge levels next year, 
meaning that a year from now we will 
be dug in even deeper than we were a 
year ago in Iraq. 

The President’s speech last week 
made one thing clear, though: He has 
no intention of changing course. He 
plans to keep the status quo through 
the duration of his administration with 
the hope that if we stick around long 
enough, something, anything, will 
start going right; and if it doesn’t—and 
there is no sign it will—he will leave it 
to the next President to clean things 
up. 

We could start to change course now. 
The overwhelming majority of the 
American people and the majority of 
Congress are ready to do just that. A 
majority of Senators has voted to send 
legislation to the President that will 
force him to change the mission and 
begin to bring our troops home, but the 
Republican leadership so far has not al-
lowed the voice of the majority to be 
heard. By requiring a 60-vote margin 
on all Iraq-related votes, they have re-
peatedly filibustered the will of the 
people and blocked the new direction 
our troops deserve. As long as our 
brave soldiers and marines remain 
mired in the crossfire of another coun-
try’s civil war, we can continue fight-
ing to responsibly end this war. We all 
know it will take the courage of our 
Republican colleagues to stand up to 
the President. A few have, and I admire 
and respect them. We know standing 
up to their President is not easy, but it 
is the right thing to do. It is long past 
time for those Republicans who ex-
pressed opposition to this endless war 
to work with us to find a way to end it; 
otherwise, this is not only Bush’s war 
but the war of the Republican Senators 
as well, because we all know there has 
been little support in the House or the 
Senate by Republicans to change the 
direction of the war in Iraq. 

Next week we will turn our attention 
back to the Children’s Health Insur-
ance Program, known as SCHIP. This 
remarkably successful program was en-
acted a decade ago to fill a crucial gap 
in insurance, the gap between the chil-
dren of families who often have private 
health insurance and the children of 
the very low-income families who are 
covered by Medicaid. But between the 

two, millions of children whose fami-
lies neither qualify for Medicaid nor 
can afford private insurance were left 
uninsured—left without medical atten-
tion most of the time. Today 6.6 mil-
lion children have insurance because of 
this program started 10 years ago. That 
is a 35-percent reduction in the number 
of uninsured children of working fami-
lies. The program has been a remark-
able success by any means, and a great 
example of what the State and Federal 
Government can do in a tangible way 
to make peoples’ lives better. 

Earlier this summer, an over-
whelming bipartisan majority in the 
Senate voted to reauthorize and ap-
prove this outstanding program. Next 
week we will vote on a compromise 
version between the House and Senate 
and send it to the President’s desk. The 
bill we send to the President will con-
tinue the program and provide insur-
ance for millions more children of 
working families. For many, it will re-
place emergency room care with reg-
ular checkups; it will mean proper den-
tal care; it will mean preventive medi-
cine. 

Study after study shows that kids en-
rolled in the Children’s Health Insur-
ance Program are much more likely to 
have regular doctor and dental care. 
The report shows that these children 
report lower rates of unmet need for 
care, the quality of care they receive is 
far better than it was before, and 
school performance improves. The plan 
is helping to close a disparity in care 
for minority children and it has be-
come a major source of care for rural 
children. 

There is no doubt, no question at all, 
that the Children’s Health Insurance 
Program is good for children, good for 
families, and it is certainly good for 
our country. This bill will be the prod-
uct of real bipartisan cooperation. 

I appreciate very much the work of 
Chairman BAUCUS and Ranking Mem-
ber GRASSLEY of the Finance Com-
mittee, and the work of Senators 
ROCKEFELLER and HATCH. They have 
done the right thing for this country. 

The President, though, has threat-
ened to veto this legislation. This is 
pretty surprising because listen to 
what he said in the 2004 election cam-
paign, a direct quote: 

In a new term, we will lead an aggressive 
effort to enroll millions of poor children who 
are eligible but not signed up for the govern-
ment health insurance programs. We will not 
allow a lack of attention, or information, to 
stand between these children and the health 
care they need. 

I take the President at his word and 
expect he will live up to this promise. 
I hope before issuing more threats, he 
will take a real look at what he said 
before, and the legislation we are send-
ing to him. It has the support of so 
many Democrats and so many Repub-
licans for a reason. It is an example of 
Government at its best, lending a help-

ing hand, providing a safety net to 
children who need a boost to reach 
their full potential. All too often we 
hear what Government can’t do. The 
Children’s Health Insurance Program is 
a stellar example of what we can do. I 
am confident the Senate will not be in-
timidated by the President’s veto 
threats, especially, I repeat, based on 
what he told us during the reelection 
campaign of 2004. For the President to 
do anything less would be his not keep-
ing his word. So I hope once again we 
will vote to pass this legislation with 
strong bipartisan support. 

I ask my unanimous consent request 
also include any statement my friend, 
the Republican leader, may give. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

f 

RECOGNITION OF THE MINORITY 
LEADER 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Republican leader is recog-
nized. 

f 

NOMINATION OF JUDGE MUKASEY 
Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, 

today the President nominated Judge 
Michael Mukasey to be our Nation’s 
81st Attorney General. He has impres-
sive credentials. I look forward to 
learning more about his record. 

In this regard, the Judiciary Com-
mittee should promptly hold hearings 
on his nomination, carefully examine 
his record, and vote in a timely man-
ner. For the past several months our 
Democratic colleagues have told us we 
need to install new leadership at the 
Justice Department and that we ‘‘can’t 
afford to wait,’’ in their words 

A successful nominee, they have told 
us, is someone with integrity and expe-
rience, who respects the rule of law and 
who can hit the ground running. The 
senior Senator from New York has as-
sured us that he and his colleagues 
would not obstruct or impede someone 
with these qualifications. 

Judge Mukasey appears to be just 
such a nominee. He is a former Federal 
prosecutor and Federal judge with ex-
tensive experience, especially in ter-
rorism-related matters. He served on 
the Federal trial bench for 19 years, 
and for the last 6 years of his career he 
has been the chief judge on the U.S. 
District Court for the Southern Dis-
trict of New York. 

He presided over the 1993 World Trade 
Center bombing case, in which he was 
widely respected for his equanimity, 
intelligence, and deep appreciation for 
the complex legal issues at stake. 

The prosecutor, Andrew McCarthy, 
recently wrote a compelling first-hand 
account of Judge Mukasey’s conduct in 
that case for the National Review. I 
ask unanimous consent to have the ar-
ticle printed at the close of my re-
marks. 
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The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

(See exhibit 1.) 
Mr. MCCONNELL. In the article, Mr. 

McCarthy notes the Second Circuit 
Court of Appeals, after upholding 
Judge Mukasey’s work, took the highly 
unusual step of praising his handling of 
the case. Here is what the court of ap-
peals wrote: 

The trial judge, the Honorable Michael B. 
Mukasey, presided with extraordinary skill 
and patience, assuring fairness to the pros-
ecution and to each defendant and helpful-
ness to the jury. His was an outstanding 
achievement in the face of challenges far be-
yond those normally endured by a trial 
judge. 

Judge Mukasey has earned the deep 
respect and admiration of the lawyers 
who have appeared before him and of 
the many other public servants who 
have observed and studied his work. 
His intelligence, experience, and fair-
mindedness would seem to make him 
an ideal candidate to lead the Justice 
Department. 

At the very least, these qualities 
warrant timely and fair consideration 
of his nomination by the Judiciary 
Committee. Unfortunately, recent 
press reports, including a Roll Call ar-
ticle from just a couple of hours ago, 
indicate that at least some Democrats 
on the Judiciary Committee are more 
interested in dragging out this nomina-
tion than in installing new leadership 
at the Justice Department. 

They have said they might hold 
Judge Mukasey’s nomination hostage 
in order to extract still more adminis-
tration documents in the U.S. attor-
neys matter. 

This would be extremely unfortu-
nate. By injecting politics into the con-
firmation process, committee Demo-
crats would be turning their backs on 
earlier public comments that installing 
new leadership at the Department was 
of critical importance. They would be 
turning their backs on earlier public 
assurances that they would not ob-
struct or impede—again their words—a 
nominee with Judge Mukasey’s quali-
ties. 

Now is the chance for our Democratic 
colleagues to prove they were serious 
when they cried out for new leadership 
at the Justice Department by following 
Senate precedent, weighing the nomi-
nee’s qualifications, and voting in a 
timely fashion. 

I would hope they would not hold 
him hostage, forgetting the words of 
the senior Senator from New York, 
who has told us: 

This Nation needs a new Attorney General 
and it cannot afford to wait. 

In these times, it is especially impor-
tant that the Senate act promptly. We 
are at war, and as the distinguished 
ranking member has noted: Apart from 
the Defense Department, no depart-
ment of the executive branch is more 

important to defending our Nation 
than the Department of Justice. 

We need to act. Now, I understand 
that Judge Mukasey will begin his 
courtesy visits tomorrow with Mem-
bers of the Senate. I am hopeful my 
colleagues will be able to meet with 
him so the Senate can begin consid-
ering his nomination as soon as reason-
ably possible. 

EXHIBIT 1 
JUDGE MUKASEY WOULD MAKE A STELLAR AT-

TORNEY GENERAL; A GIFTED FORMER PROS-
ECUTOR AND RENOWNED JURIST COULD BE 
JUST THE RIGHT FIT. 

(By Andrew C. McCarthy) 
It is not exaggeration to say that the 

United States Department of Justice is 
among the handful of our nation’s most im-
portant institutions. It is the fulcrum of our 
rule of law. 

The department must be above reproach. It 
must enforce our laws without fear or favor. 
It must be the place the courts, the Congress 
and the American people look to without 
hesitation for the most unflinching recita-
tion of fact and the most reliable construc-
tion of law. Creativity is welcome—it is the 
department’s proud boast always to be home 
for some of the world’s most creative legal 
minds. Defense of executive prerogatives is 
also essential—for the department is not the 
servant but the peer of the judges and law-
makers before whom it appears, with its first 
fidelity to the Constitution. Creativity, how-
ever, is not invention, and prerogative is not 
partisanship. 

The department must foremost be the De-
partment of Justice. Its emblem is integrity. 
We can argue about where the law should 
take us, in what direction it should evolve. 
We must first, however, be able to know 
what it is. For that, we must be able to rely 
without question on the department and its 
leader, the attorney general. 

President Bush is about to select a new at-
torney general at a particularly tempestuous 
time. In today’s Washington, even national 
security has not been spared from our ful-
minating politics. In the cross-fire, we need 
stalwart leadership of incontestable com-
petence and solid mooring in the depart-
ment’s highest traditions. Without it, a 
growing crisis of confidence will grip not 
only the courts but field prosecutors across 
the nation. 

To address such a crisis, the President is 
fortunate to have several able candidates. 
One I know particularly well, though you 
may not, would instantly restore the depart-
ment’s well-deserved reputation for rec-
titude, scholarship, vision and sober judg-
ment. He is Michael B. Mukasey. 

I had the privilege of appearing before 
Judge Mukasey for nearly three years, from 
1993 into 1996, when, as an Assistant U.S. At-
torney in the Southern District of New York, 
I led the prosecution of Sheikh Omar Abdel 
Rahman and eleven other jihadists who had 
waged a terrorist war against the United 
States—bombing the World Trade Center, 
plotting to strike other New York City land-
marks (including the United Nations com-
plex, the FBI’s lower Manhattan head-
quarters, U.S. military installations, and the 
Lincoln and Holland Tunnels), and con-
spiring political assassinations against 
American and foreign leaders. 

The case was bellwether for 9/11 and its 
aftermath, presenting all the complex and, 
at times, excruciating issues we deal with 
today: the obscure lines a free society must 

draw between religious belief and religiously 
motivated violence, between political dissent 
and the summons to savagery, between due 
process for accused criminals with a right to 
present their defense and the imperative to 
shield precious intelligence from incorrigible 
enemies bent on killing us. 

The trial was probably the most important 
one ever witnessed by . . . nobody. In an odd 
quirk of history, our nine-month proceeding 
began at the same time as, and ended a day 
before, the infamous O.J. Simpson murder 
trial. While Americans were riveted to a 
televised three-ring circus in California, 
Judge Mukasey, in his meticulous yet deci-
sive way, was demonstrating why our judi-
cial system is the envy of the world: care-
fully crafting insightful opinions on the 
proper balance between national security 
and civil liberties, permitting the govern-
ment to introduce the full spectrum of its 
evidence but holding it rigorously to its bur-
den of proof and its ethical obligations; man-
aging a complex litigation over defense ac-
cess to classified information; and devel-
oping jury instructions that became models 
for future national-security cases. 

All the defendants were convicted, and the 
sentencing proceedings, complicated by the 
need to apply novel federal guidelines to a 
rarely used, Civil War era charge of seditious 
conspiracy, ended in the imposition of appro-
priately lengthy jail terms. No one, however, 
could contend that the case had not been an 
exemplar of our system at its best. Indeed, in 
an unusual encomium, the Second Circuit 
Court of Appeals, upon scrutinizing and up-
holding the judge’s work, was moved to ob-
serve: 

‘‘The trial judge, the Honorable Michael B. 
Mukasey, presided with extraordinary skill 
and patience, assuring fairness to the pros-
ecution and to each defendant and helpful-
ness to the jury. His was an outstanding 
achievement in the face of challenges far be-
yond those normally endured by a trial 
judge.’’ 

No one should have been surprised. By the 
time the Blind Sheikh’s trial was assigned to 
him, Judge Mukasey had already forged a 
reputation as one of America’s top trial 
judges. (In my mind, he is peerless.) That 
was so because he was also one of America’s 
most brilliant lawyers. From humble begin-
nings in the Bronx, he had earned his bach-
elor’s degree at Columbia before graduating 
from Yale Law School in 1967. As a judge, he 
tolerated nothing but the best effort from 
prosecutors because he had, himself, been a 
top prosecutor. He well understood the enor-
mous power in the hands of young assistant 
U.S. attorneys, the need to temper it with 
reason and sound judgment. He grasped im-
plicitly and conveyed by example that the 
great honor of being a lawyer for the United 
States Department of Justice is that no one 
gets, or should expect to get, an award for 
being honest and forthright. It is a realm 
where those attributes are assumed. 

In 1988, Michael Mukasey left a lucrative 
private law practice when President Ronald 
Reagan appointed him to the federal bench. 
He was exactly the credit to his court and 
his country that the President had antici-
pated. Quite apart from terrorism matters, 
he handled thousands of cases, many of them 
high-stakes affairs, with skill and quiet dis-
tinction. In his final years on the bench be-
fore returning to private practice, he was the 
Southern District’s chief judge, putting his 
stamp on the court—especially in the after-
math of the September 11th attacks. 
Through the sheer force of his persistence 
and his sense of duty, the court quickly re-
opened for business despite being just a few 
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blocks away from the carnage. Indeed, it 
never really closed—Judge Mukasey person-
ally traveled to other venues in the District 
to ensure that the court’s vital processes 
were available to the countless federal, state 
and local officials who were working round 
the clock to investigate and prevent a re-
prise of the suicide hijackings. 

Characteristically, the judge ensured that 
the Justice Department was able to do its 
vital work in a manner that would withstand 
scrutiny when the heat of the moment had 
cooled. Judges, himself included, made them-
selves available, day and night, to review ap-
plications for warrants and other lawful au-
thorization orders—no one would ever claim 
that in his besieged district, crisis had 
trumped procedural regularity. And as inves-
tigators detained material witnesses and 
scrambled to determine whether they were 
mere information sources or actual terror 
suspects, Judge Mukasey made certain that 
there was a lawful basis for detention, that 
detainees were represented by counsel fully 
apprised of that basis, and that the pro-
ceedings were kept on a tight leash—under 
strict judicial supervision, with detainees 
promptly released unless there was an inde-
pendent reason to charge them with crimes. 

Judge Mukasey’s mastery of national secu-
rity issues, reflecting a unique fitness to lead 
the Justice Department in this critical mo-
ment of our history, continued to manifest 
itself after 9/11. He deftly handled the enemy- 
combatant detention of Jose Padilla (re-
cently convicted of terrorism crimes), force-
fully endorsing the executive branch’s war-
time power to protect the United States 
from an al Qaeda operative dispatched to our 
homeland to conduct mass-murder attacks, 
but vindicating the American citizen’s con-
stitutional rights to counsel and to chal-
lenge his detention without trial through ha-
beas corpus. Later, in accepting the Federal 
Bar Council’s prestigious Learned Hand 
Medal for excellence in federal jurispru-
dence, Judge Mukasey spoke eloquently of 
the need to maintain the Patriot Act’s rea-
sonable national security protections. More 
recently, he has written compellingly as a 
private citizen with unique insight about the 
profound challenges radical Islam presents 
for our judicial system. 

At this moment in time, the nation would 
be best served by an attorney general who 
would bring the department instant credi-
bility with the courts and Congress, provide 
a needed shot in the arm for prosecutors 
craving a reminder of the department’s 
proud traditions, and reassure the public of 
the administration’s commitment to the de-
partment’s high standards. There are pre-
cious few people who fit that bill, and of 
them, Michael Mukasey may be the least 
well known nationally. But he is as solid as 
they come. Our country would be well served 
if he were asked, once again, to answer its 
call. 

f 

RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Under the previous order, the 
leadership time is reserved. 

f 

MORNING BUSINESS 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Under the previous order, there 
will now be a period for the transaction 
of morning business until the hour of 
3:00 p.m., with Senators permitted to 

speak therein for up to 10 minutes 
each, with the time equally divided be-
tween the two leaders or their des-
ignees. 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BYRD. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the order for the 
quorum call be rescinded. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

The Senator from West Virginia is 
recognized. 

Mr. BYRD. I thank the Chair. 
f 

220TH ANNIVERSARY OF THE 
UNITED STATES CONSTITUTION 

Mr. BYRD. Mr. President, today, 
September 17, in this year of Our Lord, 
2007, marks the 220th anniversary of 
the signing of the Constitution of the 
United States. Praise God. 

Across the Nation, many students, 
teachers, and historians are spending 
at least part of their time today re-
viewing, learning about, and, most of 
all, appreciating the U.S. Constitution. 

Although not as flashy looking as the 
American flag on Flag Day, or as be-
decked in sparklers and fireworks as 
the celebration of the Declaration of 
Independence on the Fourth of July, 
the workhorse that is our Constitution 
truly merits a day of appreciation by 
all citizens. 

The Constitution is a living, breath-
ing document, still as full of passion, 
patriotism, jealousy, and intrigue after 
220 years as the star of any long-run-
ning soap opera. Perhaps it is because 
the Constitution, similar to soap op-
eras, deals with the relations between 
human beings in society. 

The Constitution, in its articles and 
amendments, lays out the roles for its 
actors: the executive, the legislature, 
the judiciary, the States, and the 
rights of individuals. 

The script is pretty basic: Run a 
country and ensure the welfare of its 
citizens. But being human, people 
never seem content with playing out 
their own roles as written. James 
Madison aptly observed that: 

[T]he essence of Government is power; and 
power, lodged as it must be in human hands, 
will ever be liable to abuse. 

History is replete with examples of 
governmental actors who have impro-
vised, seeking to expand their own role 
and put their name in bigger lights at 
the expense of the other players. For-
tunately, history is also full of exam-
ples in which the grasping star’s ex-
cesses are checked by the concerted ac-
tions of the rest of the cast. It is a fas-
cinating read, and well worth one’s 
time. Federal versus States rights, the 
freedoms of individuals versus the need 

for order in society, protection from 
tyranny pitted against a strong execu-
tive, declarations of war and peaceful 
diplomacy—these are some of the great 
themes, the high dramas written into 
the Constitution and played out over 
the course of our Nation’s history. Our 
Founding Fathers truly knew what 
they were doing when they crafted a 
document that hoped for the best, most 
noble instincts in men but guarded 
against the worst. 

As James Madison famously ob-
served, ‘‘If men were angels, no govern-
ment would be necessary.’’ At the same 
time, however, he also noted that ‘‘All 
men having power ought to be mis-
trusted,’’ so the foundation of all the 
checks and balances in the Constitu-
tion is the premise that ‘‘ambition 
must be made to counteract ambition.’’ 
As a result, the Constitution has found 
itself in a constantly shifting political 
landscape created by the ebb and flow 
of Executive power, legislative control, 
judicial counterbalancing, Federal ex-
pansion, and individualism. These 
great themes are all played out in 
many smaller scenes each year, from 
each nomination through each budget 
submission, authorization, and appro-
priations bill, and each Supreme Court 
case. 

I have always found this historical 
drama more stimulating and absorbing 
than any television reality show. Per-
haps it is because the constitutional 
drama has played such a large role in 
my own long life. In the 220-year his-
tory of this Nation’s Constitution, 
there have been only 1,896 individuals 
fortunate enough to serve as Senators. 
I am number 1,579 out of 1,896. I have 
served in the Senate for one-quarter of 
the Senate’s history—not quite an 
original cast member but pretty close. 
Amen. You better believe it. 

But whether each citizen has an ac-
tive role in our Constitution drama or 
is merely a spectator, the Constitution 
plays a large role in the life of every 
citizen. I encourage everyone, every 
citizen to read the Constitution—read 
the Constitution—read the Constitu-
tion and to read the Federalist Papers 
as well as other writings by our Found-
ing Fathers. Read deeply in history; 
with all thy volumes vast hath but one 
page. Read deeply in history and biog-
raphy, and read the newspapers and fol-
low what is happening in Washington. 

Do not believe everything you see, do 
not believe everything you hear, but 
view it through the prism of the Con-
stitution—the Constitution—the Con-
stitution. Be your own Supreme Court 
and decide if the arguments put forth 
by the White House, the Congress, the 
press, and the pundits are in accord-
ance with the Constitution and with 
the intent of the immortal Framers. 
Then and only then will you become 
the most valuable of all things: a true 
defender of liberty, an informed cit-
izen. 
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Mr. President, I close with a poem— 

a great poem—by Henry Wadsworth 
Longfellow entitled ‘‘O Ship of State.’’ 
Our Constitution is our ship, the heart 
and soul of our Nation, and the stal-
wart vessel that will carry our Nation’s 
liberty into the future. Long, long, 
long may it live. 
O Ship of State, 
Thou, too, sail on, O Ship of State! 
Sail on, O Union, strong and great! 
Humanity with all its fears, 
With all the hopes of future years, 
Is hanging breathless on thy fate! 
We know what Master laid thy keel, 
What Workmen wrought thy ribs of steel, 
Who made each mast, and sail, and rope, 
What anvils rang, what hammers beat, 
In what a forge and what a heat 
Were shared the anchors of thy hope! 
Fear not each sudden sound and shock, 
’Tis of the wave and not the rock, 
’Tis but the flapping of the sail, 
And not a rent made by the gale! 
In spite of rock and tempest’s roar, 
In spite of false lights on the shore, 
Sail on, nor fear to breast the sea! 
Our hearts, our hopes are all with thee. 
Our hearts, our hopes, our prayers, our tears, 
Our faith triumphant o’er our fears, 
Are all with thee—are all with thee! 

Mr. President, I note the absence of a 
quorum. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

f 

DC VOTING RIGHTS ACT 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, on 
a hot September afternoon in 1787, 55 
men put away their quills after 4 
months of hard work in the Pennsyl-
vania statehouse. The U.S. Constitu-
tion was finally finished. One of the 
delegates read it aloud, and then the 
oldest man in the room rose to speak. 

Benjamin Franklin had seen a lot in 
his 81 years. Now, pointing to an image 
of the Sun that was painted onto the 
back of a chair in the convention hall, 
he saw something else. That Sun, he 
said, was rising. It was a hopeful meta-
phor which was meant to put the nerv-
ous delegates at ease. When Franklin 
finished speaking, everyone left the 
stuffy convention hall and retired to a 
local tavern for dinner. And then they 
all went home. 

Two hundred twenty years later to 
the day, we remember the courage and 
the wisdom of those 55. And we recom-
mit ourselves to the task of upholding 
and defending the wise and durable 
document they wrote. As a political 
document, the U.S. Constitution is 
without equal in the history of man. 
And as its political children, we con-
sider it an honor and a sacred duty to 
defend it. Doing so today does not in-

volve the risk to life and property that 
it did back then. But it does require a 
constant vigilance against anything 
that would erode it, especially from 
within the government itself. And this 
is why I rise. 

The senior Senator from West Vir-
ginia does his country a great service 
every time he reminds us of the value 
and the binding nature of the Constitu-
tion. It was he who designated by law 3 
years ago that September 17 should be 
recognized and celebrated as Constitu-
tion Day. And so I think it is rather 
fitting that I should fulfill my duty 
this week as a guardian of that docu-
ment by voting against a motion to 
proceed to a bill that constitutes, in 
my view, a fundamental assault 
against it. 

The bill itself would grant congres-
sional representation to residents of 
the District of Columbia. And let me 
make something very clear to my col-
leagues, to the citizens of my State, 
and to the rest of the country from the 
outset: my opposition should in no way 
be interpreted as opposition to the en-
franchisement of any constitutionally 
eligible American. As the lead Senate 
Republican cosponsor of the Help 
America Vote Act, my commitment to 
the franchise rights of Americans 
should be clear to everyone in this 
Chamber. 

I have long fought for making it easi-
er to vote and harder to cheat. The 
right to vote is fundamental, and I will 
fight any attempt to dilute or impede 
that right. 

My opposition to this bill rests in-
stead on a single all-important fact: it 
is clearly and unambiguously unconsti-
tutional. It contravenes what the 
Framers wrote, what they intended, 
what the courts have always held, and 
the way Congress has always acted in 
the past. And to vote for it would vio-
late our oath of office, in which we sol-
emnly swear to support and defend the 
Constitution. If the residents of the 
District are to get a member for them-
selves, they have a remedy: amend the 
Constitution. But the Members of this 
body derive their authority from the 
Constitution. We are its servants and 
guardians. And we have no authority to 
change it on our own. 

Amending the Constitution would 
not be necessary, of course, if the fram-
ers had intended the District to be 
treated as a State for purposes of rep-
resentation. But they clearly did not. 
As article 1, section 2, states: 

The House of Representatives shall be com-
posed of Members chosen every second Year 
by the People of the several States. 

That is not ambiguous. Every resi-
dent of a State, therefore, is entitled 
under the Constitution to congres-
sional representation. Yet no similar 
representation is accorded to the resi-
dents of areas that are not so des-
ignated. One of these areas, in par-
ticular, is mentioned explicitly later 
on in the same article. 

In article 1, section 8, the so-called 
District clause, the Framers gave Con-
gress power over a new Federal district 
and any other Federal lands purchased 
by the Federal Government. Article 1, 
section 8 states: 

Congress shall have power to lay and col-
lect taxes over such District as may, by ces-
sion of particular states, and the acceptance 
of Congress, become the Seat of Government 
of the United States and to exercise like au-
thority over all places purchased by the con-
sent of the legislature . . . 

The Framers clearly envisioned the 
Federal city as a separate entity from 
the States, as an entity they them-
selves would control. James Madison, 
the Constitution’s primary author, ex-
plained why in Federalist 43. The seat 
of government couldn’t be in one of the 
states, he said, because of the potential 
benefits that would accrue to that 
State, either material or in reputation, 
as a result of that distinction. 

Moreover, lawmakers themselves 
should not be dependent on the good 
favor of any one State or its residents 
to carry out their business. A third rea-
son, perhaps even more relevant in a 
time of terrorist threats, is that the 
District’s independence would allow it 
to relocate if need be. 

So the Framers spelled it out explic-
itly in the original text. They also ex-
plained what they meant. The District 
of Columbia has been many things: a 
Federal enclave, a Federal city, even, 
under President Johnson, a Federal 
agency. But the District of Columbia 
has never been a State. And for this 
reason, according to the Constitution, 
it does not get congressional represen-
tation. 

This is not a novel interpretation of 
the text. The historical record is full of 
proof that Congress and the courts 
have always interpreted the Constitu-
tion as denying congressional represen-
tation to residents of the Federal dis-
trict. When Congress decided to change 
the way senators are elected in the 
early 1900s, they did it the right way, 
through the amendment process. And 
consistent with article 1, section 2, this 
amendment understands as eligible for 
representation only those Americans 
who reside in a State. 

Half a century later, in 1961, the 23rd 
amendment was ratified, granting resi-
dents of the District the right to vote 
in Presidential elections. It states: 

The District constituting the seat of gov-
ernment of the United States shall appoint 
in such manner as the Congress may direct 
. . . 

Let me stop right there. The District, 
you will notice, is referred to here yet 
again not as a State but as, in the 
words of the amendment, ‘‘the seat of 
government.’’ It continues: 

A number of electors of President and Vice 
President equal to the whole number of sen-
ators and representatives in Congress to 
which the District would be entitled if it 
were a state . . . 

The language here could not be more 
explicit: To which the District would 
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be entitled, meaning of course that it 
is not entitled, and if it were a State, 
meaning, or course, that it is not a 
State. 

Remember the words of article I, sec-
tion 2: 

The House of Representatives shall be com-
posed of Members chosen every second Year 
by the People of the several States. 

This an old debate. It is as old as the 
Constitution itself. The Framers were 
fully aware of the implications of arti-
cle I, section 2 for the residents of the 
Federal district. Indeed, one of its 
original authors, Alexander Hamilton, 
tried but failed to include congres-
sional representation for residents of 
the Capital city. The rejection of this 
proposal by the delegates of the Con-
stitutional Convention clearly shows 
they knew what they were denying 
residents of the Federal city. 

And again, in the late seventies, Con-
gress passed and the President signed a 
constitutional amendment giving the 
District congressional representation. 
After only 16 States ratified it, it 
failed. Professor Jonathan Turley of 
the George Washington Law School 
gave a valuable history lesson on this 
issue to the House Judiciary Com-
mittee. I commend to my colleagues 
his testimony on H.R. 1433 on March 14, 
2007. 

Over the years, many other ideas for 
securing representation for residents of 
the District have been proposed. Some 
have proposed what’s known as semi- 
retrocession, or counting District resi-
dents as citizens of Maryland for vot-
ing purposes. Another idea was full ret-
rocession, which would simply transfer 
most of the District to Maryland, just 
as the western half of the original Fed-
eral city was transferred back to Vir-
ginia before the Civil War. I will let 
others argue the relative merits of 
these other remedies. But let me say it 
again: The remedy we are currently 
considering is no remedy at all, accord-
ing to Constitution. The only way to 
change the Constitution is to amend it. 

The process for doing so is clear. We 
have done it 27 times. Article V states: 

The Congress, whenever two thirds of both 
houses shall deem it necessary, shall propose 
amendments to this Constitution, or, on the 
application of the legislatures of two thirds 
of the several states, shall call a convention 
for proposing amendments, which, in either 
case, shall be valid to all intents and pur-
poses, as part of this Constitution, when 
ratified by the legislatures of three fourths 
of the several states . . . 

A two-thirds vote in both Houses, 
ratified by three-fourths of the States. 
That is the remedy. That is the method 
the Framers outlined. That is the one 
we have used every other time we have 
needed to amend. Any other method to 
change the Constitution would be, by 
definition, unconstitutional, which is 
of course out of the question. The only 
real question here is whether giving 
residents of the Federal district the 
right to vote is a constitutional issue 

at all. If it isn’t, we could confer the 
right by statute, on our own. If it is, we 
can’t. And in my view, there’s no ques-
tion in looking at the words, the intent 
of the writers, and the traditional in-
terpretation of the courts and the Con-
gress. 

I welcome this debate, because it 
clarifies the meaning of the Constitu-
tion and our lack of authority to 
change its meaning on our own. If 
there is a problem, we have a remedy. 
It may not be the remedy we want. It 
may not be quick. But it is the remedy 
we have got. And it is proven to be the 
most durable one over the years. In-
deed, if we were to vote in favor of this 
bill today, the constitutional tangle we 
would find ourselves in would throw 
every subsequent vote decided by the 
new Members into serious jeopardy. 

A Presidential election decided by 
one or two electoral votes would be 
nearly impossible to resolve. Better to 
grant this right on the bedrock of an 
amendment, as we have always done in 
the past, beyond the reach of litiga-
tors. 

If we want to give the residents rep-
resentation, then we should begin the 
amendment process. But we cannot, we 
must not, circumvent the Constitution 
by arrogating powers to ourselves that 
it does not give us itself. To do so 
would be to undermine the law from 
which all others in this nation derive, 
the one Lincoln once referred to as the 
only safeguard of our liberties. 

The purpose of the Constitution is to 
limit, not expand powers. We must al-
ways be careful in tampering with that 
principle. This is the wisdom of the 
amendment process. Despite the clear-
ly good intentions of the authors of 
this bill, let’s not turn away from a 
principle that has served us well in 
remedying injustice in the past. 

The question here is not the end we 
seek, but the means by which it is 
achieved. And any other means than 
the one outlined in the Constitution 
would be by definition unconstitu-
tional. 

Let’s do what we have always done 
and follow the Constitution to achieve 
our good ends. Otherwise, the achieve-
ment itself would be unconstitutional. 
And the supreme law cannot be at war 
with itself. 

The Framers have spoken, prior con-
gresses have spoken, the citizens of the 
United States have spoken. Now it is 
time for us, on this Constitution Day, 
to see the text, listen to these voices, 
and vote, as we have all sworn, ‘‘to sup-
port and defend the Constitution of the 
United States of America.’’ Then we 
will be able to say with Franklin that 
the Sun, which lights the way for all of 
our work in this Chamber, continues 
even today to rise. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. The Senator from Arizona. 
Mr. KYL. Mr. President, is the body 

still in morning business? 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Senate is in morning busi-
ness, but the Republican time has ex-
pired. 

Mr. KYL. Mr. President, I ask unani-
mous consent that I be allowed to pro-
ceed in morning business for 10 min-
utes. 

Mr. LEVIN. I have no objection. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

f 

NOMINATION OF JUDGE MICHAEL 
MUKASEY 

Mr. KYL. Mr. President, I wish to ad-
dress two topics quickly, and I appre-
ciate the cooperation of the chairman 
of the Armed Services Committee. 

I first wish to speak to the Presi-
dent’s announcement this morning 
that he is going to ask the Senate to 
confirm Judge Michael Mukasey as the 
new Attorney General for the United 
States. I had an occasion to meet with 
Judge Mukasey this morning, and I 
have been reading throughout the last 
several months a great deal of what he 
has written, particularly on matters of 
national security and intelligence 
gathering. I find him to be very 
thoughtful and a highly qualified per-
son for this position. 

I simply wish to make the point to 
my colleagues that I am looking for-
ward to this confirmation process, first 
as a member of the Judiciary Com-
mittee and then as a matter before the 
full body. 

I think my colleagues will find Judge 
Mukasey not only highly qualified, 
being a graduate of Columbia and Yale 
Law School, but also someone who has 
an extraordinarily fine reputation on 
the bench and bar. 

After practicing law and serving as a 
U.S. assistant attorney, Judge 
Mukasey, nominated by President Ron-
ald Reagan, served 18 distinguished 
years on the Federal bench in New 
York as chief of the New York division. 
During that period of time, he acquired 
a reputation of the highest order, 
someone who is tough but fair, some-
one who is highly respected by his 
peers and the litigants who appeared 
before him and, as I said, who has pre-
sided over some of the most difficult 
and high-profile cases to come before 
the bench, particularly in matters 
dealing with terrorism. 

I am looking forward to the con-
firmation process. I note that Members 
on both sides of the aisle have ex-
pressed concern that many of the posi-
tions in the Attorney General’s Office 
have been vacant. I believe now there 
are 9 out of 15 high-level positions in 
the Department of Justice vacant, in-
cluding the position of Attorney Gen-
eral. It is clear that we need to get the 
nominee dealt with as soon as possible. 

The average time for confirming an 
Attorney General is 31⁄2 weeks, and I 
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am hopeful we can use our time wisely 
to confirm Judge Mukasey within that 
period of time. 

f 

DEFENSE AUTHORIZATION 

Mr. KYL. Mr. President, the other 
topic I wish to address is the subject of 
the week, the Defense authorization 
bill, and especially as it relates to the 
issue of the current ongoing military 
activity in Iraq. I wish to briefly re-
spond to a couple of comments that 
have been said recently, particularly 
comments by General Petraeus and the 
remarks the President made to us last 
week. 

It seems to me the President said 
something very important to all of 
America when he said the success of 
the surge in Iraq today offers us an op-
portunity to be united as we have not 
had for some time. There are people 
who want us to leave as soon as we can 
from Iraq. There are people who want 
us to stay and complete the mission. 
And what the President said was, re-
gardless of which of these general posi-
tions you have supported, there is an 
opportunity now for us to get together 
because the reality is that as long as 
this mission does continue to succeed, 
we can withdraw more and more troops 
which, obviously, we would all wish to 
do. So I hope as time goes on and this 
surge continues to succeed, we will 
have the opportunity to continue to 
withdraw American troops. 

I also wish to respond to a couple of 
comments made about the mission in 
Iraq because there has been some criti-
cism of the mission and a suggestion 
that we should change the mission. I 
wish to make a couple of points. 

First, one thing we do not want to do 
is change the mission by redefining 
that mission in the Senate based upon 
what kind of a mission could get 60 
votes in the Senate as opposed to what 
kind of a mission makes sense mili-
tarily on the ground. Yet one of our 
colleagues has even made that point, 
saying that the mission should be de-
fined to whatever will get 60 votes. 
That is the wrong thing to do. 

The mission should be to secure Iraq, 
to have a stable country that can be on 
our side in the war against terror, that 
has a chance to do what the civilian 
government there needs to do, and to 
be secure enough to enable us to with-
draw our troops so Iraqi troops can 
take over. That is the mission. 

As the security is being established 
there, the mission can gradually evolve 
less to providing security, as that is 
turned over to Iraqi troops, and more 
to the continuation of the training of 
Iraqi troops and focusing on the mis-
sion of getting al-Qaida. That clearly is 
our No. 1 goal there. 

But for those who say we can do that 
with a severely diminished number of 
troops, General Petraeus himself com-
mented on that point and said you need 

the combination of troops that we have 
there today and in fairly large numbers 
to perform the counterterrorism mis-
sion; that it is not simply something 
you can say we are going to change the 
mission to one of counterterrorism 
only and expect you can perform that 
with just special operations troops. 

As he said: 
To do counterterrorism requires conven-

tional as well as all types of special oper-
ations forces, and intelligence, surveillance 
and reconnaissance assets. If the goal is to 
take away sanctuary from al-Qaeda, Gen. 
Petraeus said, ‘‘that is something that is not 
just done by counterterrorist forces per se 
but . . . by conventional forces as well.’’ 

The point is, those who talk about 
redefining the mission should be under 
no illusion that can be done with a dif-
ferent mix of forces than we have right 
now. It is one of the reasons we are 
being successful against al-Qaida be-
cause we do have the kind of full con-
ventional forces at our disposal that 
enables us to succeed in that effort. 

It will be very dangerous, indeed, for 
the Senate to define a different mission 
based on how many votes it could get 
in the Senate rather than what is nec-
essary on the ground, or, No. 2, to re-
strict the kind of troops that are avail-
able to perform that mission to those 
that would not succeed. As General 
Petraeus has pointed out, we need the 
kind of troops we have there today in 
order to succeed in the mission we have 
there. 

Finally, the whole question of wheth-
er we are going to be in Iraq for a long 
time, there are some who criticize the 
prospect of a relationship between the 
Iraqi Government and the United 
States Government, as the President 
discussed in his speech. But the reality 
is, as he pointed out, the Iraqi leaders 
have asked for that relationship, and it 
should be one that we actually support. 
We need to have a good, strong rela-
tionship with another country in the 
Middle East, a country that can be on 
our side in the war against the terror-
ists, that refuses to give sanctuary to 
the terrorists, and can be a buffer 
against a nuclear-armed Iran, a fas-
tidious Syria, and others in the region, 
and whose interests are identical to 
ours. 

This is one reason why it bothers me 
not in the least that Iraqi leaders 
would ask to us have an enduring, on-
going relation even after we have 
pulled out many of our troops, to the 
point that we may have troops in Iraq 
for a long time. We have had troops in 
Germany now for over 60 years, and we 
have had troops in Korea for over 50 
years. There may be a point in having 
U.S. troops in the region and even in 
the country of Iraq. 

Our hope—and I am sure this is 
shared by all of us on both sides of the 
aisle in this body—is that as the troop 
surge continues to succeed, we can 
draw down the number of those troops 
to a point that it is not a strain on the 

U.S. military and the danger to the 
troops there is greatly diminished. 
Clearly, this is the way we seek to re-
solve our involvement in Iraq. 

I hope the President’s message, that 
this offers us an opportunity to be 
united rather than divided, in fact, 
comes to pass, because not only would 
that benefit the people of Iraq, it would 
help sustain our national security in-
terests and help to bring our country 
together politically over this most dif-
ficult issue as well. 

f 

CONCLUSION OF MORNING 
BUSINESS 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Morning business is closed. 

f 

NATIONAL DEFENSE AUTHORIZA-
TION ACT FOR FISCAL YEAR 
2008—Resumed 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Under the previous order, the 
Senate will proceed to the consider-
ation of H.R. 1585, which the clerk will 
report. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H.R. 1585) to authorize appropria-

tions for fiscal year 2008 for military activi-
ties of the Department of Defense, for mili-
tary construction, and for defense activities 
of the Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes. 

Pending: 
Nelson of Nebraska (for Levin) amendment 

No. 2011, in the nature of a substitute. 
Levin amendment No. 2087 (to amendment 

No. 2011), to provide for a reduction and tran-
sition of United States forces in Iraq. 

Reed amendment No. 2088 (to amendment 
No. 2087), to change the enactment date. 

Dodd (for Levin) amendment No. 2274 (to 
the language proposed to be stricken by 
amendment No. 2011), to provide for a reduc-
tion and transition of United States forces in 
Iraq. 

Levin amendment No. 2275 (to amendment 
No. 2274), to provide for a reduction and tran-
sition of United States forces in Iraq. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Senator from Michigan. 

Mr. LEVIN. Mr. President, I am 
pleased the Senate today returns to the 
consideration of the National Defense 
Authorization Act for fiscal year 2008. 
This bill contains important benefits 
for our men and women in uniform, in-
cluding pay raises, targeted bonuses 
and special pays, and benefits. It also 
includes funding and authorities need-
ed to provide our troops the equipment 
and support they will need. 

Prompt Senate action on this bill 
will send an important message. Re-
gardless of our position on the war in 
Iraq, we all support our men and 
women in uniform. The bill was ap-
proved by the Armed Services Com-
mittee on a unanimous 25-to-0 vote, 
and it is my hope it will receive a simi-
larly strong endorsement from the full 
Senate. 
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We have a lot of hard work ahead of 

us before that can happen. As of today, 
more than 300 amendments have been 
filed. We are working hard to clear as 
many of these amendments as possible, 
but some amendments will inevitably 
require votes. Where that is the case, I 
hope my colleagues will work with us 
to develop appropriate time agree-
ments that protect the interests of ev-
erybody involved while expediting con-
sideration of the bill. 

Congress has enacted a Defense Au-
thorization Act every year for more 
than 40 years. I hope we will build on 
that record and show our strong sup-
port for our soldiers, sailors, airmen, 
and marines by working together to 
pass this bill. 

On a procedural note, I understand 
the President signed the Honest Lead-
ership and Open Government Act of 
2007 into law on Friday. In accordance 
with the new rules, I am placing into 
the RECORD a certification that each 
congressionally directed item in this 
bill and the accompanying report has 
been identified through lists identi-
fying the names of the Senator or Sen-
ators requesting the item and that this 
information has been available on the 
committee’s Web site for more than 48 
hours. 

In addition, the committee is in the 
process of collecting a certification 
from each such Senator that neither 
the Senator nor the Senator’s imme-
diate family has a pecuniary interest 
in the item, and, again, that is con-
sistent with the requirements of the 
Senate rules now. In accordance with 
the requirements of the new rules, we 
will make these certifications avail-
able for public inspection on our Web 
site as soon as practicable. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent to have printed in the RECORD my 
certification of compliance with the re-
quirements of the Honest Leadership 
and Open Government Act of 2007. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 
CERTIFICATION OF COMPLIANCE WITH THE RE-

QUIREMENTS OF THE HONEST LEADERSHIP 
AND OPEN GOVERNMENT ACT OF 2007 

SEPTEMBER 17, 2007. 
I hereby certify that— 
(1) each congressionally directed spending 

item, limited tax benefit, and limited tariff 
benefit, if any, in the National Defense Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 2008, as re-
ported by the Committee on Armed Services, 
has been identified through lists, charts, or 
other similar means including the name of 
each Senator who submitted a request to the 
committee for each item so identified; and 

(2) the information described in paragraph 
(1) has been available on the website of the 
Committee on Armed Services in a search-
able format for more than 48 hours. 

CARL LEVIN, 
Chairman. 

Mr. LEVIN. Mr. President, we are 
open to amendments. If Senators want 
to come to the floor now and offer 
amendments, it will be required we set 

aside a pending amendment. We are 
hoping to get unanimous consent to do 
that. We expect we will be able to get 
unanimous consent to do that. So Sen-
ators who have amendments, if they 
will come to the floor and discuss and 
describe their amendments, we will be 
able to hopefully make some progress, 
and then at a later time this afternoon 
hopefully make those amendments in 
order by a unanimous consent agree-
ment to withdraw the pending second- 
degree amendment. 

I yield the floor and suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that I be allowed to 
speak as in morning business. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

(The remarks of Mr. LEAHY are print-
ed in today’s RECORD under ‘‘Morning 
Business.’’) 

AMENDMENT NO. 2022 
Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I realize 

it is not possible, because agreement 
has not yet been reached, to set aside 
the pending legislation to bring up the 
Habeas Corpus Restoration Act as an 
amendment. As the managers of the 
bill are not on the floor, I certainly 
will not take advantage of that and do 
it. So let me speak about it. 

I now am speaking on the National 
Defense Authorization Act. At an ap-
propriate time, I will bring up amend-
ment No. 2022. I will tell you why I will 
do this. 

Last year, Congress committed an 
historic mistake by suspending the 
Great Writ of habeas corpus—not just 
for those confined at Guantanamo Bay 
but for millions of legal residents in 
the United States. The Senate Judici-
ary Committee’s hearing in May on 
this bill illustrated the broad agree-
ment among representatives from di-
verse political beliefs and backgrounds 
that the mistake committed in the 
Military Commissions Act of 2006 must 
be corrected. The Habeas Corpus Res-
toration Act of 2007, S.185, the bill on 
which this amendment is based, has 30 
cosponsors. The Senate Judiciary Com-
mittee reported it on a bipartisan 
basis. I hope Senators will review the 
committee report on this measure. 

Habeas corpus was recklessly under-
mined in last year’s Military Commis-
sions Act. Like the internment of Jap-
anese Americans during World War II, 
the elimination of habeas rights was an 
action driven by fear, and it was a 
stain on America’s reputation in the 

world. This is a time of testing. Future 
generations will look back to examine 
the choices we made during a time 
when security was too often invoked as 
a watchword to convince us to slacken 
our defense of liberty and the rule of 
law. 

The Great Writ of habeas corpus is 
the legal process that guarantees an 
opportunity to go to court and chal-
lenge the abuse of power by the Gov-
ernment. The Military Commissions 
Act rolled back these protections by 
eliminating that right, permanently, 
for any noncitizen labeled an enemy 
combatant. In fact, a detainee does not 
have to be found to be an enemy com-
batant; it is enough for the Govern-
ment to say someone is ‘‘awaiting’’ de-
termination of that status—something 
detainees cannot even contest when 
they are held in jail. 

The sweep of this habeas provision 
goes far beyond the few hundred de-
tainees currently held at Guantanamo 
Bay, and it includes an estimated 12 
million lawful permanent residents in 
the United States today. These are peo-
ple who work and pay taxes, people 
who abide by our laws and should be 
entitled to fair treatment. It is, after 
all, the American way. It is what we 
brag about when we go to their coun-
tries. But under this law, any of these 
people can be detained, forever, with-
out any ability to challenge their de-
tention in court. 

This is wrong. It is unconstitutional. 
It is un-American. 

Top conservative thinkers, evan-
gelical activists, and prominent mem-
bers of the Latino community have all 
spoken out on the need to restore these 
basic American rights. GEN Colin Pow-
ell, like many leading former military 
and diplomatic officials, has spoken of 
the importance of these habeas rights. 
He asked, ‘‘Isn’t that what our sys-
tem’s all about?’’ 

Perhaps most powerful for me was 
the testimony of RADM Donald Guter, 
who was working in his office in the 
Pentagon as Judge Advocate General of 
the Navy on September 11, 2001, and 
saw firsthand the effects of terrorism. 
His credibility is unimpeachable when 
he says that denying habeas rights to 
detainees endangers our troops and un-
dermines our military efforts. 

Admiral Guter testified: 
As we limit the rights of human beings, 

even those of the enemy, we become more 
like the enemy. That makes us weaker and 
imperils our valiant troops, serving not just 
in Iraq and Afghanistan, but around the 
globe. 

He was right. Whether you are an in-
dividual soldier, or a great nation, it is 
difficult to defend the higher ground by 
taking the lower road. The world 
knows what our enemies stand for. The 
world also knows what this country 
has tried to stand for and live up to 
in—the best of times, and the worst of 
times. 
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Now, as we work to reauthorize the 

many programs that compose our val-
iant armed forces, it is the right time 
to heed the advice of so many of our 
top military lawyers who tell us that 
eliminating basic legal rights under-
mines our fighting men and women; it 
does not make them stronger. 

I especially want to thank Senator 
SPECTER and acknowledge his strong 
and consistent leadership on this issue. 
Senator SPECTER and I came to this 
floor to offer this amendment back on 
July 10, when this bill was initially 
being considered, and thereafter. I hope 
all Senators will now join with us in 
restoring basic American values and 
the rule of law, while making our Na-
tion stronger. 

It is from strength that America 
should defend our values and our way 
of life. It is from the strength of our 
freedoms, our Constitution, and the 
rule of law that we shall prevail. I hope 
all in the Senate, Republicans and 
Democrats, will join us in standing up 
for a stronger America, for the Amer-
ica we believe in, and support the Ha-
beas Corpus Restoration Act of 2007. 

Mr. President, I suggest the absence 
of a quorum. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. LEVIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. DUR-
BIN). Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 
AMENDMENTS NOS. 2174, AS MODIFIED; 2175; 2168; 

2108; 2015; 2050; 2120; 2056; 2147; 2047; 2117; 2190; 2199; 
2203; 2201; 2200; 2112; 2099; 2212; 2222; 2230, AS MODI-
FIED; 2234, AS MODIFIED; 2272; 2220; 2276; 2257; 
2281; 2250; 2254; 2268; 2292; 2305; 2216; 2309; 2308; 2310; 
2617; 2313; 2863; 2282; 2210; 2291; 2096; 2315; 2176; 2326; 
2263; 2294; 2277, AS MODIFIED; AND 2862 TO 
AMENDMENT NO. 2011 
Mr. LEVIN. Mr. President, I send a 

series of amendments to the desk 
which have been cleared by myself and 
Senator WARNER. I ask unanimous con-
sent that the Senate consider those 
amendments en bloc, the amendments 
be agreed to en bloc, and the motions 
to reconsider be laid on the table. Fi-
nally, I ask unanimous consent to have 
any statements relating to any of these 
individual amendments printed in the 
RECORD. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. WARNER. No objection. As a 
matter of fact, we have worked out in 
a very satisfactory way each of these 
amendments. 

Mr. LEVIN. Mr. President, I under-
stand there are 50 amendments. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The amendments were agreed to, as 
follows: 

AMENDMENT NO. 2174, AS MODIFIED 
At the end of subtitle B of title I, add the 

following: 

SEC. 115. GENERAL FUND ENTERPRISE BUSINESS 
SYSTEM. 

(a) ADDITIONAL AMOUNT.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The amount authorized to 

be appropriated by section 201(1) for re-
search, development, test and evaluation for 
the Army is hereby increased by $59,041,000. 

(2) AVAILABILITY.—Of the amount author-
ized to be appropriated by section 201(1) for 
research, development test and evaluation 
for the Army, as increased by paragraph (1), 
$59,041,000 may be available for the General 
Fund Enterprise Business System of the 
Army. 

(3) SUPPLEMENT NOT SUPPLANT.—The 
amount available under paragraph (2) for the 
purpose specified in that paragraph is in ad-
dition to any other amounts available in this 
Act for that purpose. 

(b) OFFSET.— 
(1) RDTE, ARMY.—The amount authorized 

to be appropriated by section 101(5) for other 
procurement for the Army is hereby reduced 
by $29,219,000, with the amount of the reduc-
tion to be allocated to amounts available for 
the General Fund Enterprise Business Sys-
tem. 

(2) O&M, ARMY.—The amount authorized to 
be appropriated by section 301(1) for oper-
ation and maintenance for the Army is here-
by reduced by $29,822,000, with the amount of 
the reduction to be allocated to amounts 
available for the General Fund Enterprise 
Business System. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2175 
(Purpose: To modify the requirements on the 

Defense Science Board Review of Depart-
ment of Defense policies and procedures for 
the acquisition of information technology) 

On page 246, strike lines 4 through 6 and 
insert the following: 

(G) the information officers of the Defense 
Agencies; and 

(H) the Director of Operational Test and 
Evaluation and the heads of the operational 
test organizations of the military depart-
ments and the Defense Agencies. 

On page 247, between lines 7 and 8, insert 
the following: 

(9) The adequacy of operational and devel-
opment test resources (including infrastruc-
ture and personnel), policies, and procedures 
to ensure appropriate testing of information 
technology systems both during development 
and before operational use. 

(10) The appropriate policies and proce-
dures for technology assessment, develop-
ment, and operational testing for purposes of 
the adoption of commercial technologies 
into information technology systems. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2168 
(Purpose: To express the sense of Congress 

on the procurement program for the KC–X 
tanker aircraft) 
At the end of subtitle D at title I, add the 

following: 
SEC. 143. SENSE OF CONGRESS ON THE PRO-

CUREMENT PROGRAM FOR THE KC– 
X TANKER AIRCRAFT. 

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress makes the fol-
lowing findings: 

(1) Aerial refueling is a critically impor-
tant force multiplier for the Air Force. 

(2) The KC-X tanker aircraft procurement 
program is the number one acquisition and 
recapitalization priority of the Air Force. 

(3) Given the competing budgetary require-
ments of the other Armed Forces and other 
sectors of the Federal Government, the Air 
Force needs to modernize at the most cost 
effective price. 

(4) Competition in defense procurement 
provides the Armed Forces with the best 
products at the best price. 

(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 
Congress that the Air Force should— 

(1) hold a full and open competition to 
choose the best possible joint aerial refuel-
ing capability at the most reasonable price; 
and 

(2) be discouraged from taking any actions 
that would limit the ability of either of the 
teams seeking the contract for the procure-
ment of KC-X tanker aircraft from com-
peting for that contract. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2108 
(Purpose: To require a report on the plan-

ning and implementation of the policy of 
the United States toward Darfur) 
At the end of title XII, add the following: 

SEC. 1205. REPORT ON PLANNING AND IMPLE-
MENTATION OF UNITED STATES EN-
GAGEMENT AND POLICY TOWARD 
DARFUR. 

(a) REQUIREMENT FOR REPORTS.—Not later 
than 120 days after the date of the enactment 
of this Act, the Secretary of Defense and the 
Secretary of State shall submit to the appro-
priate congressional committees a report on 
the policy of the United States to address 
the crisis in Darfur, in eastern Chad, and in 
north-eastern Central African Republic, and 
on the contributions of the Department of 
Defense and the Department of State to the 
North Atlantic Treaty Organization (NATO), 
the United Nations, and the African Union in 
support of the current African Union Mission 
in Sudan (AMIS) or any covered United Na-
tions mission. 

(b) ELEMENTS.—Each report under sub-
section (a) shall include the following: 

(1) An assessment of the extent to which 
the Government of Sudan is in compliance 
with its obligations under international law 
and as a member of the United Nations, in-
cluding under United Nations Security Coun-
cil Resolutions 1706 (2006) and 1591 (2005), and 
a description of any violations of such obli-
gations, including violations relating to the 
denial of or delay in facilitating access by 
AMIS and United Nations peacekeepers to 
conflict areas, failure to implement respon-
sibilities to demobilize and disarm the 
Janjaweed militias, obstruction of the vol-
untary safe return of internally displaced 
persons and refugees, and degradation of se-
curity of and access to humanitarian supply 
routes. 

(2) A comprehensive explanation of the pol-
icy of the United States to address the crisis 
in Darfur, including the activities of the De-
partment of Defense and the Department of 
State. 

(3) A comprehensive assessment of the im-
pact of a no-fly zone for Darfur, including an 
assessment of the impact of such a no-fly 
zone on humanitarian efforts in Darfur and 
the region and a plan to minimize any nega-
tive impact on such humanitarian efforts 
during the implementation of such a no-fly 
zone. 

(4) A description of contributions made by 
the Department of Defense and the Depart-
ment of State in support of NATO assistance 
to AMIS and any covered United Nations 
mission. 

(5) An assessment of the extent to which 
additional resources are necessary to meet 
the obligations of the United States to AMIS 
and any covered United Nations mission. 

(c) FORM AND AVAILABILITY OF REPORTS.— 
(1) FORM.—Each report submitted under 

this section shall be in an unclassified form, 
but may include a classified annex. 

(2) AVAILABILITY.—The unclassified portion 
of any report submitted under this section 
shall be made available to the public. 

(d) REPEAL OF SUPERSEDED REPORT RE-
QUIREMENT.—Section 1227 of the John Warner 
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National Defense Authorization Act for Fis-
cal Year 2007 (Public Law 109–364; 120 Stat. 
2426) is repealed. 

(e) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
(1) APPROPRIATE CONGRESSIONAL COMMIT-

TEES.—The term ‘‘appropriate congressional 
committees’’ means— 

(A) the Committee on Armed Services and 
the Committee on Foreign Relations of the 
Senate; and 

(B) the Committee on Armed Services and 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs of the 
House of Representatives. 

(2) COVERED UNITED NATIONS MISSION.—The 
term ‘‘covered United Nations mission’’ 
means any United Nations-African Union hy-
brid peacekeeping operation in Darfur, and 
any United Nations peacekeeping operating 
in Darfur, eastern Chad, or northern Central 
African Republic, that is deployed on or 
after the date of the enactment of this Act. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2015 
(Purpose: To provide for additional members 

on the Department of Defense Military 
Family Readiness Council) 
On page 107, between lines 16 and 17, insert 

the following: 
‘‘(D) In addition to the members appointed 

under subparagraphs (B) and (C), eight indi-
viduals appointed by the Secretary of De-
fense, of whom— 

‘‘(i) one shall be a commissioned officer of 
the Army or spouse of a commissioned offi-
cer of the Army, and one shall be an enlisted 
member of the Army or spouse of an enlisted 
member of the Army, except that of the indi-
viduals appointed under this clause at any 
particular time, one shall be a member of the 
Army and the other shall be a spouse of a 
member of the Army; 

‘‘(ii) one shall be a commissioned officer of 
the Navy or spouse of a commissioned officer 
of the Navy, and one shall be an enlisted 
member of the Navy or spouse of an enlisted 
member of the Navy, except that of the indi-
viduals appointed under this clause at any 
particular time, one shall be a member of the 
Navy and the other shall be a spouse of a 
member of the Navy; 

‘‘(iii) one shall be a commissioned officer 
of the Marine Corps or spouse of a commis-
sioned officer of the Marine Corps, and one 
shall be an enlisted member of the Marine 
Corps or spouse of an enlisted member of the 
Marine Corps, except that of the individuals 
appointed under this clause at any particular 
time, one shall be a member of the Marine 
Corps and the other shall be a spouse of a 
member of the Marine Corps; and 

‘‘(iv) one shall be a commissioned officer of 
the Air Force or spouse of a commissioned 
officer of the Air Force, and one shall be an 
enlisted member of the Air Force or spouse 
of an enlisted member of the Air Force, ex-
cept that of the individuals appointed under 
this clause at any particular time, one shall 
be a member of the Air Force and the other 
shall be a spouse of a member of the Air 
Force.’’. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2050 
(Purpose: To require a report on surveys of 

patient satisfaction at military treatment 
facilities) 
At the end of title VII, add the following: 

SEC. 703. REPORT ON PATIENT SATISFACTION 
SURVEYS. 

(a) REPORT REQUIRED.—Not later than 
March 1, 2008, the Secretary of Defense shall 
submit to the congressional defense commit-
tees a report on the ongoing patient satisfac-
tion surveys taking place in Department of 
Defense inpatient and outpatient settings at 
military treatment facilities. 

(b) CONTENT.—The report required under 
subsection (a) shall include the following: 

(1) The types of survey questions asked. 
(2) How frequently the surveying is con-

ducted. 
(3) How often the results are analyzed and 

reported back to the treatment facilities. 
(4) To whom survey feedback is made 

available. 
(5) How best practices are incorporated for 

quality improvement. 
(6) An analysis of the impact and effect of 

inpatient and outpatient surveys quality im-
provement and a comparison of patient satis-
faction survey programs with patient satis-
faction survey programs used by other public 
and private health care systems and organi-
zations. 

(c) USE OF REPORT INFORMATION.—The Sec-
retary shall use information in the report as 
the basis for a plan for improvements in pa-
tient satisfaction surveys at health care at 
military treatment facilities in order to en-
sure the provision of high quality healthcare 
and hospital services in such facilities. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2120 
(Purpose: To require an additional element 

in the management plan for the Joint Im-
provised Explosive Device Defeat Fund) 
On page 415, between lines 2 and 3, insert 

the following: 
(C) activities for the coordination of re-

search technology development and concepts 
of operations on improvised explosive defeat 
with the military departments, the Defense 
Agencies, the combatant commands, the De-
partment of Homeland Security, and other 
appropriate departments and agencies of the 
Federal Government. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2056 
(Purpose: To provide support and assistance 

for families of members of the Armed 
Forces who are undergoing deployment) 
At the end of subtitle G of title V, add the 

following: 
SEC. 583. FAMILY SUPPORT FOR FAMILIES OF 

MEMBERS OF THE ARMED FORCES 
UNDERGOING DEPLOYMENT, IN-
CLUDING NATIONAL GUARD AND RE-
SERVE PERSONNEL. 

(a) FAMILY SUPPORT.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Defense 

shall enhance and improve current programs 
of the Department of Defense to provide fam-
ily support for families of deployed members 
of the Armed Forces, including deployed 
members of the National Guard and Reserve, 
in order to improve the assistance available 
for families of such members before, during, 
and after their deployment cycle. 

(2) SPECIFIC ENHANCEMENTS.—In enhancing 
and improving programs under paragraph (1), 
the Secretary shall enhance and improve the 
availability of assistance to families of mem-
bers of the Armed Forces, including members 
of the National Guard and Reserve, including 
assistance in— 

(A) preparing and updating family care 
plans; 

(B) securing information on health care 
and mental health care benefits and services 
and on other community resources; 

(C) providing referrals for— 
(i) crisis services; and 
(ii) marriage counseling and family coun-

seling; and 
(D) financial counseling. 
(b) POST-DEPLOYMENT ASSISTANCE FOR 

SPOUSES AND PARENTS OF RETURNING MEM-
BERS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Defense 
shall provide spouses and parents of mem-
bers of the Armed Forces, including members 

of the National Guard and Reserve, who are 
returning from deployment assistance in— 

(A) understanding issues that arise in the 
readjustment of such members— 

(i) for members of the National Guard and 
Reserve, to civilian life; and 

(ii) for members of the regular components 
of the Armed Forces, to military life in a 
non-combat environment; 

(B) identifying signs and symptoms of 
mental health conditions; and 

(C) encouraging such members and their 
families in seeking assistance for such condi-
tions. 

(2) INFORMATION ON AVAILABLE RE-
SOURCES.—In providing assistance under 
paragraph (1), the Secretary shall provide in-
formation on local resources for mental 
health services, family counseling services, 
or other appropriate services, including serv-
ices available from both military providers 
of such services and community-based pro-
viders of such services. 

(3) TIMING.—The Secretary shall provide 
resources under paragraph (1) to a member of 
the Armed Forces approximately six months 
after the date of the return of such member 
from deployment. 
SEC. 584. SUPPORT SERVICES FOR CHILDREN, IN-

FANTS, AND TODDLERS OF MEM-
BERS OF THE ARMED FORCES UN-
DERGOING DEPLOYMENT, INCLUD-
ING NATIONAL GUARD AND RE-
SERVE PERSONNEL. 

(a) ENHANCEMENT OF SUPPORT SERVICES FOR 
CHILDREN.—The Secretary of Defense shall— 

(1) provide information to parents and 
other caretakers of children, including in-
fants and toddlers, who are deployed mem-
bers of the Armed Forces to assist such par-
ents and caretakers in responding to the ad-
verse implications of such deployment (and 
the death or injury of such members during 
such deployment) for such children, includ-
ing the role such parents and caretakers can 
play in addressing and mitigating such im-
plications; 

(2) develop programs and activities to in-
crease awareness throughout the military 
and civilian communities of the potential 
adverse implications of such deployment (in-
cluding the death or injury of such members 
during such deployment) for such children 
and their families and to increase collabora-
tion within such communities to address and 
mitigate such implications; 

(3) develop training for early childhood 
education, child care, mental health, health 
care, and family support professionals to en-
hance the awareness of such professionals of 
their role in assisting families in addressing 
and mitigating the potential adverse impli-
cations of such deployment (including the 
death or injury of such members during such 
deployment) for such children; and 

(4) conduct or sponsor research on best 
practices for building psychological and 
emotional resiliency in such children in cop-
ing with the deployment of such members. 

(b) REPORTS.— 
(1) REPORTS REQUIRED.—At the end of the 

18-month period beginning on the date of the 
enactment of this Act, and at the end of the 
36-month period beginning on that date, the 
Secretary of Defense shall submit to Con-
gress a report on the services provided under 
subsection (a). 

(2) ELEMENTS.—Each report under para-
graph (1) shall include the following: 

(A) An assessment of the extent to which 
outreach to parents and other caretakers of 
children, or infants and toddlers, as applica-
ble, of members of the Armed Forces was ef-
fective in reaching such parents and care-
takers and in mitigating any adverse effects 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 12:43 Jul 13, 2010 Jkt 059102 PO 00000 Frm 00010 Fmt 0686 Sfmt 0634 E:\BR07\S17SE7.000 S17SE7er
ow

e 
on

 D
S

K
5C

LS
3C

1P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 B
O

U
N

D
 R

E
C

O
R

D



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 153, Pt. 1724418 September 17, 2007 
of the deployment of such members on such 
children or infants and toddlers. 

(B) An assessment of the effectiveness of 
training materials for education, mental 
health, health, and family support profes-
sionals in increasing awareness of their role 
in assisting families in addressing and miti-
gating the adverse effects on children, or in-
fants and toddlers, of the deployment of de-
ployed members of the Armed Forces, in-
cluding National Guard and Reserve per-
sonnel. 

(C) A description of best practices identi-
fied for building psychological and emotional 
resiliency in children, or infants and tod-
dlers, in coping with the deployment of de-
ployed members of the Armed Forces, in-
cluding National Guard and Reserve per-
sonnel. 

(D) A plan for dissemination throughout 
the military departments of the most effec-
tive practices for outreach, training, and 
building psychological and emotional resil-
iency in the children of deployed members. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2147 
(Purpose: To authorize the Air University to 

confer additional academic degrees) 
At the end of subtitle D of title V, add the 

following: 
SEC. 555. AUTHORITY OF THE AIR UNIVERSITY TO 

CONFER ADDITIONAL ACADEMIC DE-
GREES. 

Section 9317(a) of title 10, United States 
Code, is amended by adding at the end the 
following new paragraphs: 

‘‘(5) The degree of doctor of philosophy in 
strategic studies upon graduates of the 
School of Advanced Airpower Studies who 
fulfill the requirements for that degree in 
manner consistent with the guidelines of the 
Department of Education and the principles 
of the regional accrediting body for Air Uni-
versity. 

‘‘(6) The degree of master of air, space, and 
cyberspace studies upon graduates of Air 
University who fulfill the requirements for 
that degree in a manner consistent with the 
recommendations of the Department of Edu-
cation and the principles of the regional ac-
crediting body for Air University. 

‘‘(7) The degree of master of flight test en-
gineering science upon graduates of the Air 
Force Test Pilot School who fulfill the re-
quirements for that degree in a manner con-
sistent with the recommendations of the De-
partment of Education and the principles of 
the regional accrediting body for Air Univer-
sity.’’. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2047 
(Purpose: To specify additional individuals 

eligible to transportation for survivors of 
deceased members) 
At the end of subtitle D of title VI, add the 

following: 
SEC. 656. ADDITIONAL INDIVIDUALS ELIGIBLE 

FOR TRANSPORTATION FOR SUR-
VIVORS OF DECEASED MEMBERS TO 
ATTEND THE MEMBER’S BURIAL 
CEREMONIES. 

Section 411f(c) of title 37, United States 
Code, is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1) by adding at the end 
the following new subparagraphs: 

‘‘(D) Any child of the parent or parents of 
the deceased member who is under the age of 
18 years if such child is attending the burial 
ceremony of the memorial service with the 
parent or parents and would otherwise be 
left unaccompanied by the parent or parents. 

‘‘(E) The person who directs the disposition 
of the remains of the deceased member under 
section 1482(c) of title 10, or, in the case of a 
deceased member whose remains are com-

mingled and buried in a common grave in a 
national cemetery, the person who have been 
designated under such section to direct the 
disposition of the remains if individual iden-
tification had been made.’’; and 

(2) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘may be 
provided to—’’ and all that follows through 
the end and inserting ‘‘may be provided to up 
to two additional persons closely related to 
the deceased member who are selected by the 
person referred to in paragraph (1)(E).’’. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2117 
(Purpose: To revise the authorized variances 

on end strengths authorized for Selected 
reserve personnel) 
At the end of subtitle B of title IV, add the 

following: 
SEC. 416. REVISION OF AUTHORIZED VARIANCES 

IN END STRENGTHS FOR SELECTED 
RESERVE PERSONNEL. 

(a) INCREASE.—Section 115(f)(3) of title 10, 
United States Code, is amended by striking 
‘‘2 percent’’ and inserting ‘‘3 percent’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by subsection (a) shall take effect on 
October 1, 2007, and shall apply with respect 
to fiscal years beginning on or after that 
date. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2190 
(Purpose: To designate the positions of Prin-

cipal Military Deputy to the Assistant Sec-
retaries of the military departments for 
acquisition matters as critical acquisition 
positions) 
On page 269, line 20, insert after ‘‘manage-

ment.’’ the following: ‘‘The position of Prin-
cipal Deputy shall be designated as a critical 
acquisition position under section 1733 of 
this title.’’. 

On page 270, line 10, insert after ‘‘manage-
ment.’’ the following: ‘‘The position of Prin-
cipal Deputy shall be designated as a critical 
acquisition position under section 1733 of 
this title.’’. 

On page 270, line 23, insert after ‘‘manage-
ment.’’ the following: ‘‘The position of Prin-
cipal Deputy shall be designated as a critical 
acquisition position under section 1733 of 
this title.’’. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2199 

(Purpose: To require a Comptroller General 
assessment of the Defense Experimental 
Program to Stimulate Competitive Re-
search) 

At the end of subtitle D of title II, add the 
following: 
SEC. 256. COMPTROLLER GENERAL ASSESSMENT 

OF THE DEFENSE EXPERIMENTAL 
PROGRAM TO STIMULATE COMPETI-
TIVE RESEARCH. 

(a) REVIEW.—Not later than one year after 
the date of the enactment of this Act, the 
Comptroller General of the United States 
shall submit to the Committees on Armed 
Services of the Senate and the House of Rep-
resentatives an assessment of the effective-
ness of the Defense Experimental Program to 
Stimulate Competitive Research. 

(b) ASSESSMENT.—The report under sub-
section (a) shall include the following: 

(1) A description and assessment of the 
tangible results and progress toward the ob-
jectives of the program, including— 

(A) an identification of any past program 
activities that led to, or were fundamental 
to, applications used by, or supportive of, 
operational users; and 

(B) an assessment of whether the program 
has expanded the national research infra-
structure. 

(2) An assessment whether the activities 
undertaken under the program are con-

sistent with the statute authorizing the pro-
gram. 

(3) An assessment whether the various ele-
ments of the program, such as structure, 
funding, staffing, project solicitation and se-
lection, and administration, are working ef-
fectively and efficiently to support the effec-
tive execution of the program. 

(4) A description and assessment of past 
and ongoing activities of State planning 
committees under the program in supporting 
the achievement of the objectives of the pro-
gram. 

(5) An analysis of the advantages and dis-
advantages of having an institution-based 
formula for qualification to participate in 
the program when compared with the advan-
tages and disadvantages of having a State- 
based formula for qualification to partici-
pate in supporting defense missions and the 
objective of expanding the Nation’s defense 
research infrastructure. 

(6) An identification of mechanisms for im-
proving the management and implementa-
tion of the program, including modification 
of the statute authorizing the program, De-
partment regulations, program structure, 
funding levels, funding strategy, or the ac-
tivities of the State committees. 

(7) Any other matters the Comptroller 
General considers appropriate. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2203 

(Purpose: To express the sense of Congress 
on family care plans and the deployment of 
members of the Armed Forces who have 
minor dependents) 

At the end of title X, add the following: 

SEC. 1070. SENSE OF CONGRESS ON FAMILY CARE 
PLANS AND THE DEPLOYMENT OF 
MEMBERS OF THE ARMED FORCES 
WHO HAVE MINOR DEPENDENTS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—It is the sense of Congress 
that— 

(1) single parents who are members of the 
Armed Forces with minor dependents, and 
dual-military couples with minor depend-
ents, should develop and maintain effective 
family care plans that— 

(A) address all reasonably foreseeable situ-
ations that would result in the absence of 
the single parent or dual-military couple in 
order to provide for the efficient transfer of 
responsibility for the minor dependents to an 
alternative caregiver; and 

(B) are consistent with Department of De-
fense Instruction 1342.19, dated July 13, 1992, 
and any applicable regulations of the mili-
tary department concerned; and 

(2) the Secretary of Defense should estab-
lish procedures to ensure that if a single par-
ent and both spouses in a dual-military cou-
ple are required to deploy to a covered area— 

(A) requests by the single parent or dual- 
military couple for deferments of deploy-
ment due to unforeseen circumstances are 
evaluated rapidly; and 

(B) appropriate steps are taken to ensure 
adequate care for minor dependents of the 
single parent or dual-military couple. 

(b) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
(1) COVERED AREA.—The term ‘‘covered 

area’’ means an area for which special pay 
for duty subject to hostile fire or imminent 
danger is authorized under section 310 of 
title 37, United States Code. 

(2) DUAL-MILITARY COUPLE.—The term 
‘‘dual-military couple’’ means a married cou-
ple in which both spouses are members of the 
Armed Forces. 
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AMENDMENT NO. 2201 

(Purpose: To amend the American 
Servicemembers’ Protection Act of 2002 to 
repeal the limitations on providing United 
States military assistance to parties to the 
International Criminal Court) 
At the end of subtitle A of title XII, add 

the following: 
SEC. 1205. REPEAL OF LIMITATIONS ON MILITARY 

ASSISTANCE UNDER THE AMERICAN 
SERVICEMEMBERS’ PROTECTION 
ACT OF 2002. 

(a) REPEAL OF LIMITATIONS.—Section 2007 
of the American Servicemembers’ Protection 
Act of 2002 (22 U.S.C. 7426) is repealed. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—Such Act is 
further amended— 

(1) in section 2003 (22 U.S.C. 7422)— 
(A) in subsection (a)— 
(i) in the heading, by striking ‘‘SECTIONS 5 

AND 7’’ and inserting ‘‘SECTION 2005’’; and 
(ii) by striking ‘‘sections 2005 and 2007’’ and 

inserting ‘‘section 2005’’; 
(B) in subsection (b)— 
(i) in the heading, by striking ‘‘SECTIONS 5 

AND 7’’ and inserting ‘‘SECTION 2005’’; and 
(ii) by striking ‘‘sections 2005 and 2007’’ and 

inserting ‘‘section 2005’’; 
(C) in subsection (c)(2)(A), by striking 

‘‘sections 2005 and 2007’’ and inserting ‘‘sec-
tion 2005’’; 

(D) in subsection (d), by striking ‘‘sections 
2005 and 2007’’ and inserting ‘‘section 2005’’; 
and 

(E) in subsection (e), by striking ‘‘2006, and 
2007’’ and inserting ‘‘and 2006’’; and 

(2) in section 2013 (22 U.S.C. 7432), by strik-
ing paragraph (13). 

AMENDMENT NO. 2200 
(Purpose: To prescribe that members of the 

Armed Forces and veterans out of uniform 
may render the military salute during 
hoisting, lowering, or passing of flag) 
At the end of subtitle E of title X, add the 

following: 
SEC. 1070. CONDUCT BY MEMBERS OF THE 

ARMED FORCES AND VETERANS OUT 
OF UNIFORM DURING HOISTING, 
LOWERING, OR PASSING OF FLAG. 

Section 9 of title 4, United States Code, is 
amended by striking ‘‘all persons present’’ 
and all that follows through the end and in-
serting ‘‘those present in uniform should 
render the military salute. Members of the 
Armed Forces and veterans who are present 
but not in uniform may render the military 
salute. All other persons present should face 
the flag and stand at attention with their 
right hand over the heart, or if applicable, 
remove their headdress with their right hand 
and hold it at the left shoulder, the hand 
being over the heart. Citizens of other coun-
tries should stand at attention. All such con-
duct toward the flag in a moving column 
should be rendered at the moment the flag 
passes.’’. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2112 
(Purpose: To require studies on support serv-

ices for families of members of the Active 
and Reserve components who are under-
going deployment) 
At the end of subtitle G of title V, add the 

following: 
SEC. 583. STUDY ON IMPROVING SUPPORT SERV-

ICES FOR CHILDREN, INFANTS, AND 
TODDLERS OF MEMBERS OF THE AC-
TIVE AND RESERVE COMPONENTS 
UNDERGOING DEPLOYMENT. 

(a) STUDY REQUIRED.— 
(1) STUDY.—The Secretary of Defense shall 

conduct a study to evaluate the feasibility 
and advisability of entering into a contract 
or other agreement with a private sector en-

tity having expertise in the health and well- 
being of families and children, infants, and 
toddlers in order to enhance and develop sup-
port services for children of members of the 
Active and Reserve components who are de-
ployed. 

(2) TYPES OF SUPPORT SERVICES.—In con-
ducting the study, the Secretary shall con-
sider the need— 

(A) to develop materials for parents and 
other caretakers of children of members of 
the Active and Reserve components who are 
deployed to assist such parents and care-
takers in responding to the adverse implica-
tions of such deployment (and the death or 
injury of such members during such deploy-
ment) for such children, including the role 
such parents and caretakers can play in ad-
dressing and mitigating such implications; 

(B) to develop programs and activities to 
increase awareness throughout the military 
and civilian communities of the adverse im-
plications of such deployment (and the death 
or injury of such members during such de-
ployment) for such children and their fami-
lies and to increase collaboration within 
such communities to address and mitigate 
such implications; 

(C) to develop training for early child care 
and education, mental health, health care, 
and family support professionals to enhance 
the awareness of such professionals of their 
role in assisting families in addressing and 
mitigating the adverse implications of such 
deployment (and the death or injury of such 
members during such deployment) for such 
children; and 

(D) to conduct research on best practices 
for building psychological and emotional re-
siliency in such children in coping with the 
deployment of such members. 

(b) REPORT.—Not later than 180 days after 
the date of the enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary of Defense shall submit to Con-
gress a report containing the results of the 
study conducted under subsection (a). 
SEC. 584. STUDY ON ESTABLISHMENT OF PILOT 

PROGRAM ON FAMILY-TO-FAMILY 
SUPPORT FOR FAMILIES OF DE-
PLOYED MEMBERS OF THE ACTIVE 
AND RESERVE COMPONENTS AND 
RESERVE. 

(a) STUDY.—The Secretary of Defense shall 
carry out a study to evaluate the feasibility 
and advisability of establishing a pilot pro-
gram on family-to-family support for fami-
lies of deployed members of the Active and 
Reserve components. The study shall include 
an assessment of the following: 

(1) The effectiveness of family-to-family 
support programs in— 

(A) providing peer support for families of 
deployed members of the Active and Reserve 
components; 

(B) identifying and preventing family prob-
lems in such families; 

(C) reducing adverse outcomes for children 
of such families, including poor academic 
performance, behavioral problems, stress, 
and anxiety; and 

(D) improving family readiness and post- 
deployment transition for such families. 

(2) The feasibility and advisability of uti-
lizing spouses of members of the Armed 
Forces as counselors for families of deployed 
members of the Active and Reserve compo-
nents, in order to assist such families in cop-
ing throughout the deployment cycle. 

(3) Best practices for training spouses of 
members of the Armed Forces to act as coun-
selors for families of deployed members of 
the Active and Reserve components. 

(b) REPORT.—The Secretary of Defense 
shall submit to Congress a report containing 
the results of the study conducted under sub-

section (a) not later than 180 days after the 
date of the enactment of this Act. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2099 
(Purpose: To extend the date on which the 

National Security Personnel System will 
first apply to certain defense laboratories) 
On page 354, after line 24, add the fol-

lowing: 
SEC. 1070. EXTENSION OF DATE OF APPLICATION 

OF NATIONAL SECURITY PER-
SONNEL SYSTEM TO DEFENSE LAB-
ORATORIES. 

Section 9902(c)(1) of title 5, United States 
Code, is amended by striking ‘‘October 1, 
2008’’ each place such term appears and in-
serting ‘‘October 1, 2011’’ in each such place. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2212 
(Purpose: To authorize the Secretary of De-

fense to provide for the protection of cer-
tain individuals) 
At the end of title X, add the following: 

SEC. 1070. PROTECTION OF CERTAIN INDIVID-
UALS. 

(a) PROTECTION FOR DEPARTMENT LEADER-
SHIP.—The Secretary of Defense, under regu-
lations prescribed by the Secretary and in 
accordance with guidelines approved by the 
Secretary and the Attorney General, may 
authorize qualified members of the Armed 
Forces and qualified civilian employees of 
the Department of Defense to provide phys-
ical protection and security within the 
United States to the following persons who, 
by nature of their positions, require contin-
uous security and protection: 

(1) Secretary of Defense. 
(2) Deputy Secretary of Defense. 
(3) Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff. 
(4) Vice Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of 

Staff. 
(5) Secretaries of the military depart-

ments. 
(6) Chiefs of the Services. 
(7) Commanders of combatant commands. 
(b) PROTECTION FOR ADDITIONAL PER-

SONNEL.— 
(1) AUTHORITY TO PROVIDE.—The Secretary 

of Defense, under regulations prescribed by 
the Secretary and in accordance with guide-
lines approved by the Secretary and the At-
torney General, may authorize qualified 
members of the Armed Forces and qualified 
civilian employees of the Department of De-
fense to provide physical protection and se-
curity within the United States to individ-
uals other than individuals described in 
paragraphs (1) through (7) of subsection (a) if 
the Secretary determines that such protec-
tion is necessary because— 

(A) there is an imminent and credible 
threat to the safety of the individual for 
whom protection is to be provided; or 

(B) compelling operational considerations 
make such protection essential to the con-
duct of official Department of Defense busi-
ness. 

(2) PERSONNEL.—Individuals authorized to 
receive physical protection and security 
under this subsection include the following: 

(A) Any official, military member, or em-
ployee of the Department of Defense, includ-
ing such a former or retired official who 
faces serious and credible threats arising 
from duties performed while employed by 
the Department. 

(B) Any distinguished foreign visitor to the 
United States who is conducting official 
business with the Department of Defense. 

(C) Any member of the immediate family 
of a person authorized to receive physical 
protection and security under this section. 

(3) LIMITATION ON DELEGATION.—The au-
thority of the Secretary of Defense to au-
thorize the provision of physical protection 
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and security under this subsection may be 
delegated only to the Deputy Secretary of 
Defense. 

(4) REQUIREMENT FOR WRITTEN DETERMINA-
TION.—A determination of the Secretary of 
Defense to provide physical protection and 
security under this subsection shall be in 
writing, shall be based on a threat assess-
ment by an appropriate law enforcement, se-
curity or intelligence organization, and shall 
include the name and title of the officer, em-
ployee, or other individual affected, the rea-
son for such determination, and the duration 
of the authorized protection and security for 
such officer, employee, or individual. 

(5) DURATION OF PROTECTION.— 
(A) INITIAL PERIOD OF PROTECTION.—After 

making a written determination under para-
graph (4), the Secretary of Defense may pro-
vide protection and security to an individual 
under this subsection for an initial period of 
not more than 90 calendar days. 

(B) SUBSEQUENT PERIOD.—If, at the end of 
the 90-day period that protection and secu-
rity is provided to an individual under sub-
section (A), the Secretary determines that a 
condition described in subparagraph (A) or 
(B) of paragraph (1) continues to exist with 
respect to the individual, the Secretary may 
extend the period that such protection and 
security is provided for additional 60-day pe-
riods. The Secretary shall review such a de-
termination at the end of each 60-day period 
to determine whether to continue to provide 
such protection and security. 

(C) REQUIREMENT FOR COMPLIANCE WITH 
REGULATIONS.—Protection and security pro-
vided under subparagraph (B) shall be pro-
vided in accordance with the regulations and 
guidelines referred to in paragraph (1). 

(6) SUBMISSION TO CONGRESS.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Defense 

shall submit to the congressional defense 
committees a report of each determination 
made under paragraph (4) to provide protec-
tion and security to an individual and of 
each determination under paragraph (5)(B) to 
extend such protection and security, to-
gether with the justification for such deter-
mination, not later than 30 days after the 
date on which the determination is made. 

(B) FORM OF REPORT.—A report submitted 
under subparagraph (A) may be made in clas-
sified form. 

(c) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
(1) CONGRESSIONAL DEFENSE COMMITTEES.— 

The term ‘‘congressional defense commit-
tees’’ means the Committee on Appropria-
tions and the Committee on Armed Services 
of the Senate and the Committee on Appro-
priations and the Committee on Armed Serv-
ices of the House of Representatives. 

(2) QUALIFIED MEMBERS OF THE ARMED 
FORCES AND QUALIFIED CIVILIAN EMPLOYEES OF 
THE DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE.—The terms 
‘‘qualified members of the Armed Forces and 
qualified civilian employees of the Depart-
ment of Defense’’ refer collectively to mem-
bers or employees who are assigned to inves-
tigative, law enforcement, or security duties 
of any of the following: 

(A) The U.S. Army Criminal Investigation 
Command. 

(B) The Naval Criminal Investigative Serv-
ice. 

(C) The U.S. Air Force Office of Special In-
vestigations. 

(D) The Defense Criminal Investigative 
Service. 

(E) The Pentagon Force Protection Agen-
cy. 

(d) CONSTRUCTION.— 
(1) NO ADDITIONAL LAW ENFORCEMENT OR AR-

REST AUTHORITY.—Other than the authority 

to provide security and protection under this 
section, nothing in this section may be con-
strued to bestow any additional law enforce-
ment or arrest authority upon the qualified 
members of the Armed Forces and qualified 
civilian employees of the Department of De-
fense. 

(2) AUTHORITIES OF OTHER DEPARTMENTS.— 
Nothing in this section may be construed to 
preclude or limit, in any way, the express or 
implied powers of the Secretary of Defense 
or other Department of Defense officials, or 
the duties and authorities of the Secretary 
of State, the Director of the United States 
Secret Service, the Director of the United 
States Marshals Service, or any other Fed-
eral law enforcement agency. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2222 
(Purpose: To prevent nuclear terrorism, and 

for other purposes) 
At the end of title XXXI, add the fol-

lowing: 
Subtitle D—Nuclear Terrorism Prevention 

SEC. 3131. DEFINITIONS. 
In this subtitle: 
(1) The term ‘‘Convention on the Physical 

Protection of Nuclear Material’’ means the 
Convention on the Physical Protection of 
Nuclear Material, signed at New York and 
Vienna March 3, 1980. 

(2) The term ‘‘formula quantities of stra-
tegic special nuclear material’’ means ura-
nium–235 (contained in uranium enriched to 
20 percent or more in the U–235 isotope), ura-
nium–233, or plutonium in any combination 
in a total quantity of 5,000 grams or more 
computed by the formula, grams = (grams 
contained U–235) + 2.5 (grams U–233 + grams 
plutonium), as set forth in the definitions of 
‘‘formula quantity’’ and ‘‘strategic special 
nuclear material’’ in section 73.2 of title 10, 
Code of Federal Regulations. 

(3) The term ‘‘Nuclear Non-Proliferation 
Treaty’’ means the Treaty on the Non-Pro-
liferation of Nuclear Weapons, done at Wash-
ington, London, and Moscow July 1, 1968, and 
entered into force March 5, 1970 (21 UST 483). 

(4) The term ‘‘nuclear weapon’’ means any 
device utilizing atomic energy, exclusive of 
the means for transporting or propelling the 
device (where such means is a separable and 
divisible part of the device), the principal 
purpose of which is for use as, or for the de-
velopment of, a weapon, a weapon prototype, 
or a weapon test device. 
SEC. 3132. FINDINGS. 

Congress makes the following findings: 
(1) The possibility that terrorists may ac-

quire and use a nuclear weapon against the 
United States is the most horrific threat 
that our Nation faces. 

(2) The September 2006 ‘‘National Strategy 
for Combating Terrorism’’ issued by the 
White House states, ‘‘Weapons of mass de-
struction in the hands of terrorists is one of 
the gravest threats we face.’’ 

(3) Former Senator and cofounder of the 
Nuclear Threat Initiative Sam Nunn has 
stated, ‘‘Stockpiles of loosely guarded nu-
clear weapons material are scattered around 
the world, offering inviting targets for theft 
or sale. We are working on this, but I believe 
that the threat is outrunning our response.’’. 

(4) Existing programs intended to secure, 
monitor, and reduce nuclear stockpiles, redi-
rect nuclear scientists, and interdict nuclear 
smuggling have made substantial progress, 
but additional efforts are needed to reduce 
the threat of nuclear terrorism as much as 
possible. 

(5) Former United Nations Secretary-Gen-
eral Kofi Annan has said that a nuclear ter-
ror attack ‘‘would not only cause widespread 

death and destruction, but would stagger the 
world economy and thrust tens of millions of 
people into dire poverty’’. 

(6) United Nations Security Council Reso-
lution 1540 (2004) reaffirms the need to com-
bat by all means, in accordance with the 
Charter of the United Nations, threats to 
international peace and security caused by 
terrorist acts, and directs all countries, in 
accordance with their national procedures, 
to adopt and enforce effective laws that pro-
hibit any non-state actor from manufac-
turing, acquiring, possessing, developing, 
transporting, transferring, or using nuclear, 
chemical, or biological weapons and their 
means of delivery, in particular for terrorist 
purposes, and to prohibit attempts to engage 
in any of the foregoing activities, participate 
in them as an accomplice, or assist or fi-
nance them. 

(7) The Director General of the Inter-
national Atomic Energy Agency, Dr. Mo-
hammed ElBaradei, has said that it is a 
‘‘race against time’’ to prevent a terrorist 
attack using a nuclear weapon. 

(8) The International Atomic Energy Agen-
cy plays a vital role in coordinating efforts 
to protect nuclear materials and to combat 
nuclear smuggling. 

(9) Legislation sponsored by Senator Rich-
ard Lugar, Senator Pete Domenici, and 
former Senator Sam Nunn has resulted in 
groundbreaking programs to secure nuclear 
weapons and materials and to help ensure 
that such weapons and materials do not fall 
into the hands of terrorists. 

SEC. 3133. SENSE OF CONGRESS ON THE PREVEN-
TION OF NUCLEAR TERRORISM. 

It is the sense of Congress that— 
(1) the President should make the preven-

tion of a nuclear terrorist attack on the 
United States of the highest priority; 

(2) the President should accelerate pro-
grams, requesting additional funding as ap-
propriate, to prevent nuclear terrorism, in-
cluding combating nuclear smuggling, secur-
ing and accounting for nuclear weapons, and 
eliminating, removing, or securing and ac-
counting for formula quantities of strategic 
special nuclear material wherever such 
quantities may be; 

(3) the United States, together with the 
international community, should take a 
comprehensive approach to reducing the dan-
ger of nuclear terrorism, including by mak-
ing additional efforts to identify and elimi-
nate terrorist groups that aim to acquire nu-
clear weapons, to ensure that nuclear weap-
ons worldwide are secure and accounted for 
and that formula quantities of strategic spe-
cial nuclear material worldwide are elimi-
nated, removed, or secure and accounted for 
to a degree sufficient to defeat the threat 
that terrorists and criminals have shown 
they can pose, and to increase the ability to 
find and stop terrorist efforts to manufac-
ture nuclear explosives or to transport nu-
clear explosives and materials anywhere in 
the world; 

(4) within such a comprehensive approach, 
a high priority must be placed on ensuring 
that all nuclear weapons worldwide are se-
cure and accounted for and that all formula 
quantities of strategic special nuclear mate-
rial worldwide are eliminated, removed, or 
secure and accounted for; and 

(5) the International Atomic Energy Agen-
cy should be funded appropriately to fulfill 
its role in coordinating international efforts 
to protect nuclear material and to combat 
nuclear smuggling. 
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SEC. 3134. MINIMUM SECURITY STANDARD FOR 

NUCLEAR WEAPONS AND FORMULA 
QUANTITIES OF STRATEGIC SPECIAL 
NUCLEAR MATERIAL. 

(a) POLICY.—It is the policy of the United 
States to work with the international com-
munity to take all possible steps to ensure 
that all nuclear weapons around the world 
are secure and accounted for and that all for-
mula quantities of strategic special nuclear 
material are eliminated, removed, or secure 
and accounted for to a level sufficient to de-
feat the threats posed by terrorists and 
criminals. 

(b) INTERNATIONAL NUCLEAR SECURITY 
STANDARD.—In furtherance of the policy de-
scribed in subsection (a), and consistent with 
the requirement for ‘‘appropriate effective’’ 
physical protection contained in United Na-
tions Security Council Resolution 1540 (2004), 
as well as the Nuclear Non-Proliferation 
Treaty and the Convention on the Physical 
Protection of Nuclear Material, the Presi-
dent, in consultation with relevant Federal 
departments and agencies, shall seek the 
broadest possible international agreement 
on a global standard for nuclear security 
that— 

(1) ensures that nuclear weapons and for-
mula quantities of strategic special nuclear 
material are secure and accounted for to a 
sufficient level to defeat the threats posed by 
terrorists and criminals; 

(2) takes into account the limitations of 
equipment and human performance; and 

(3) includes steps to provide confidence 
that the needed measures have in fact been 
implemented. 

(c) INTERNATIONAL EFFORTS.—In further-
ance of the policy described in subsection 
(a), the President, in consultation with rel-
evant Federal departments and agencies, 
shall— 

(1) work with other countries and the 
International Atomic Energy Agency to as-
sist as appropriate, and if necessary, work to 
convince, the governments of any and all 
countries in possession of nuclear weapons or 
formula quantities of strategic special nu-
clear material to ensure that security is up-
graded to meet the standard described in 
subsection (b) as rapidly as possible and in a 
manner that— 

(A) accounts for the nature of the terrorist 
and criminal threat in each such country; 
and 

(B) ensures that any measures to which the 
United States and any such country agree 
are sustained after United States and other 
international assistance ends; 

(2) ensure that United States financial and 
technical assistance is available as appro-
priate to countries for which the provision of 
such assistance would accelerate the imple-
mentation of, or improve the effectiveness 
of, such security upgrades; and 

(3) work with the governments of other 
countries to ensure that effective nuclear se-
curity rules, accompanied by effective regu-
lation and enforcement, are put in place to 
govern all nuclear weapons and formula 
quantities of strategic special nuclear mate-
rial around the world. 
SEC. 3135. ANNUAL REPORT. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than September 
1 of each year, the President, in consultation 
with relevant Federal departments and agen-
cies, shall submit to Congress a report on the 
security of nuclear weapons, formula quan-
tities of strategic special nuclear material, 
radiological materials, and related equip-
ment worldwide. 

(b) ELEMENTS.—The report required under 
subsection (a) shall include the following: 

(1) A section on the programs for the secu-
rity and accounting of nuclear weapons and 

the elimination, removal, and security and 
accounting of formula quantities of strategic 
special nuclear material and radiological 
materials, established under section 3132(b) 
of the Ronald W. Reagan National Defense 
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2005 (50 
U.S.C. 2569(b)), which shall include the fol-
lowing: 

(A) A survey of the facilities and sites 
worldwide that contain nuclear weapons or 
related equipment, formula quantities of 
strategic special nuclear material, or radio-
logical materials. 

(B) A list of such facilities and sites deter-
mined to be of the highest priority for secu-
rity and accounting of nuclear weapons and 
related equipment, or the elimination, re-
moval, or security and accounting of formula 
quantities of strategic special nuclear mate-
rial and radiological materials, taking into 
account risk of theft from such facilities and 
sites, and organized by level of priority. 

(C) A prioritized diplomatic and technical 
plan, including measurable milestones, 
metrics, estimated timetables, and esti-
mated costs of implementation, on the fol-
lowing: 

(i) The security and accounting of nuclear 
weapons and related equipment and the 
elimination, removal, or security and ac-
counting of formula quantities of strategic 
special nuclear material and radiological 
materials at such facilities and sites world-
wide. 

(ii) Ensuring that security upgrades and 
accounting reforms implemented at such fa-
cilities and sites worldwide using the finan-
cial and technical assistance of the United 
States are effectively sustained after such 
assistance ends. 

(iii) The role that international agencies 
and the international community have com-
mitted to play, together with a plan for se-
curing contributions. 

(D) An assessment of the progress made in 
implementing the plan described in subpara-
graph (C), including a description of the ef-
forts of foreign governments to secure and 
account for nuclear weapons and related 
equipment and to eliminate, remove, or se-
cure and account for formula quantities of 
strategic special nuclear material and radio-
logical materials. 

(2) A section on efforts to establish and im-
plement the international nuclear security 
standard described in section 3134(b) and re-
lated policies. 

(c) FORM.—The report may be submitted in 
classified form but shall include a detailed 
unclassified summary. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2230, AS MODIFIED 
Strike section 1215 and insert the fol-

lowing: 
SEC. 1215. LIMITATION ON ASSISTANCE TO THE 

GOVERNMENT OF THAILAND. 
(a) FINDINGS.—Congress makes the fol-

lowing findings: 
(1) Thailand is an important strategic ally 

and economic partner of the United States. 
(2) The United States strongly supports the 

prompt restoration of democratic rule in 
Thailand. 

(3) While it is in the interest of the United 
States to have a robust defense relationship 
with Thailand, it is appropriate that the 
United States has curtailed certain military- 
to-military cooperation and assistance pro-
grams until democratic rule has been re-
stored in Thailand. 

(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 
Congress that— 

(1) Thailand should continue on the path to 
restore democratic rule as quickly as pos-
sible, and should hold free and fair national 

elections as soon as possible and no later 
than December 2007; and 

(2) once Thailand has fully reestablished 
democratic rule, it will be both possible and 
desirable for the United States to reinstate a 
full program of military assistance to the 
Government of Thailand, including programs 
such as International Military Education 
and Training (IMET) and Foreign Military 
Financing (FMF) that were appropriately 
suspended following the military coup in 
Thailand in September 2006. 

(c) LIMITATION.—No funds authorized to be 
appropriated by this Act may be obligated or 
expended to provide direct assistance to the 
Government of Thailand to initiate new 
military assistance activities until 15 days 
after the Secretary of Defense notifies the 
Committees on Armed Services and Foreign 
Relations of the Senate and the Committees 
on Armed Services and Foreign Affairs of the 
House of Representatives of the intent of the 
Secretary to carry out such new types of 
military assistance activities with Thailand. 

(d) EXCEPTION.—The limitation in sub-
section (c) shall not apply with respect to 
funds as follows: 

(1) Amounts authorized to be appropriated 
for Overseas Humanitarian, Disaster, and 
Civic Aid. 

(2) Amounts otherwise authorized to be ap-
propriated by this Act and available for hu-
manitarian or emergency assistance for 
other nations. 

(e) NEW MILITARY ASSISTANCE ACTIVITIES 
DEFINED.—In this section, the term ‘‘new 
military assistance activities’’ means mili-
tary assistance activities that have not been 
undertaken between the United States and 
Thailand during fiscal year 2007. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2234, AS MODIFIED 
At the end of subtitle E of title III, the fol-

lowing: 
SEC. 358. AUTHORITY FOR DEPARTMENT OF DE-

FENSE TO PROVIDE SUPPORT FOR 
CERTAIN SPORTING EVENTS. 

(a) PROVISION OF SUPPORT.—Section 2564 of 
title 10, United States Code, is amended— 

(1) in subsection (c), by adding at the end 
the following new paragraphs: 

‘‘(4) A sporting event sanctioned by the 
United States Olympic Committee through 
the Paralympic Military Program. 

‘‘(5) Any national or international 
paralympic sporting event (other than a 
sporting event described in paragraphs (1) 
through (4))— 

‘‘(A) that— 
‘‘(i) is held in the United States or any of 

its territories or commonwealths; 
‘‘(ii) is governed by the International 

Paralympic Committee; and 
‘‘(iii) is sanctioned by the United States 

Olympic Committee; 
‘‘(B) for which participation exceeds 100 

amateur athletes; and 
‘‘(C) in which at least 10 percent of the ath-

letes participating in the sporting event are 
members or former members of the armed 
forces who are participating in the sporting 
event based upon an injury or wound in-
curred in the line of duty in the armed force 
and veterans who are participating in the 
sporting event based upon a service-con-
nected disability.’’; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following new 
subsection: 

‘‘(g) FUNDING FOR SUPPORT OF CERTAIN 
EVENTS.—(1) Amounts for the provision of 
support for a sporting event described in 
paragraph (4) or (5) of subsection (c) may be 
derived from the Support for International 
Sporting Competitions, Defense account es-
tablished by section 5802 of the Omnibus 
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Consolidated Appropriations Act, 1997 (10 
U.S.C. 2564 note), notwithstanding any limi-
tation under that section relating to the 
availability of funds in such account for the 
provision of support for international sport-
ing competitions. 

‘‘(2) The total amount expended for any fis-
cal year to provide support for sporting 
events described in subsection (c)(5) may not 
exceed $1,000,000.’’. 

(b) SOURCE OF FUNDS.—Section 5802 of the 
Omnibus Consolidated Appropriations Act, 
1997 (10 U.S.C. 2564 note) is amended— 

(1) by inserting after ‘‘international sport-
ing competitions’’ the following: ‘‘and for 
support of sporting competitions authorized 
under section 2564(c)(4) and (5), of title 10, 
United States Code,’’; and 

(2) by striking ‘‘45 days’’ and inserting ‘‘15 
days’’. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2272 
(Purpose: To extend and modify the authori-

ties on Commission to Assess the Threat to 
the United States from Electromagnetic 
Pulse Attack) 
At the end of subtitle E of title X, add the 

following: 
SEC. 1070. MODIFICATION OF AUTHORITIES ON 

COMMISSION TO ASSESS THE 
THREAT TO THE UNITED STATES 
FROM ELECTROMAGNETIC PULSE 
ATTACK. 

(a) EXTENSION OF DATE OF SUBMITTAL OF 
FINAL REPORT.—Section 1403(a) of the Floyd 
D. Spence National Defense Authorization 
Act for Fiscal Year 2001 (as enacted into law 
by Public Law 106–398; 50 U.S.C. 2301 note) is 
amended by striking ‘‘June 30, 2007’’ and in-
serting ‘‘November 30, 2008’’. 

(b) COORDINATION OF WORK WITH DEPART-
MENT OF HOMELAND SECURITY.—Section 1404 
of such Act is amended by adding at the end 
the following new subsection: 

‘‘(c) COORDINATION WITH DEPARTMENT OF 
HOMELAND SECURITY.—The Commission and 
the Secretary of Homeland Security shall 
jointly ensure that the work of the Commis-
sion with respect to electromagnetic pulse 
attack on electricity infrastructure, and pro-
tection against such attack, is coordinated 
with Department of Homeland Security ef-
forts on such matters.’’. 

(c) LIMITATION ON DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 
FUNDING.—The aggregate amount of funds 
provided by the Department of Defense to 
the Commission to Assess the Threat to the 
United States from Electromagnetic Pulse 
Attack for purposes of the preparation and 
submittal of the final report required by sec-
tion 1403(a) of the Floyd D. Spence National 
Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 
2001 (as amended by subsection (a)), whether 
by transfer or otherwise and including funds 
provided the Commission before the date of 
the enactment of this Act, shall not exceed 
$5,600,000. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2220 
(Purpose: To authorize the payment of inac-

tive duty training travel costs for certain 
Selected Reserve members) 
At the end of subtitle A of title VI, add the 

following: 
SEC. 604. PAYMENT OF INACTIVE DUTY TRAINING 

TRAVEL COSTS FOR CERTAIN SE-
LECTED RESERVE MEMBERS. 

(a) PAYMENT OF TRAVEL COSTS AUTHOR-
IZED.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 7 of title 37, 
United States Code, is amended by inserting 
after section 408 the following new section: 
‘‘§ 408a. Travel and transportation allow-

ances: inactive duty training 
‘‘(a) ALLOWANCE AUTHORIZED.—Under regu-

lations prescribed by the Secretary of De-

fense, the Secretary concerned may reim-
burse a member of the Selected Reserve of 
the Ready Reserve described in subsection 
(b) for travel expenses for travel to an inac-
tive duty training location to perform inac-
tive duty training. 

‘‘(b) ELIGIBLE MEMBERS.—A member of the 
Selected Reserve of the Ready Reserve de-
scribed in this subsection is a member who— 

‘‘(1) is— 
‘‘(A) qualified in a skill designated as criti-

cally short by the Secretary concerned; 
‘‘(B) assigned to a unit of the Selected Re-

serve with a critical manpower shortage, or 
is in a pay grade in the member’s reserve 
component with a critical manpower short-
age; or 

‘‘(C) assigned to a unit or position that is 
disestablished or relocated as a result of de-
fense base closure or realignment or another 
force structure reallocation; and 

‘‘(2) commutes a distance from the mem-
ber’s permanent residence to the member’s 
inactive duty training location that is out-
side the normal commuting distance (as de-
termined under regulations prescribed by the 
Secretary of Defense) for that commute. 

‘‘(c) MAXIMUM AMOUNT.—The maximum 
amount of reimbursement provided a mem-
ber under subsection (a) for each round trip 
to a training location shall be $300. 

‘‘(d) TERMINATION.—No reimbursement 
may be provided under this section for travel 
that occurs after December 31, 2010.’’. 

(2) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections at the beginning of chapter 7 of such 
title is amended by inserting after the item 
relating to section 408 the following new 
item: 
‘‘408a. Travel and transportation allowances: 

inactive duty training.’’. 
(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 

made by subsection (a) shall take effect on 
October 1, 2007. No reimbursement may be 
provided under section 408a of title 37, 
United States Code (as added by subsection 
(a)), for travel costs incurred before October 
1, 2007. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2276 
(Purpose: To require a report on the imple-

mentation of the green procurement policy 
of the Department of Defense) 
At the end of title VIII, add the following: 

SEC. 876. GREEN PROCUREMENT POLICY. 
(a) FINDINGS.—The Senate makes the fol-

lowing findings: 
(1) On September 1, 2004, the Department of 

Defense issued its green procurement policy. 
The policy affirms a goal of 100 percent com-
pliance with Federal laws and executive or-
ders requiring purchase of environmentally 
friendly, or green, products and services. The 
policy also outlines a strategy for meeting 
those requirements along with metrics for 
measuring progress. 

(2) On September 13, 2006, the Department 
of Defense hosted a biobased product show-
case and educational event which under-
scores the importance and seriousness with 
which the Department is implementing its 
green procurement program. 

(3) On January 24, 2007, President Bush 
signed Executive Order 13423: Strengthening 
Federal Environmental, Energy, and Trans-
portation Management, which contains the 
requirement that Federal agencies procure 
biobased and environmentally preferable 
products and services. 

(4) Although the Department of Defense 
continues to work to become a leading advo-
cate of green procurement, there is concern 
that there is not a procurement application 
or process in place at the Department that 
supports compliance analysis. 

(b) SENSE OF THE SENATE.—It is the sense 
of the Senate that the Department of De-
fense should establish a system to document 
and track the use of environmentally pref-
erable products and services. 

(c) REPORT.—Not later than 90 days after 
the date of the enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary of Defense shall submit to Con-
gress a report on its plan to increase the 
usage of environmentally friendly products 
that minimize potential impacts to human 
health and the environment at all Depart-
ment of Defense facilities inside and outside 
the United States, including through the di-
rect purchase of products and the purchase 
of products by facility maintenance contrac-
tors. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2257 

(Purpose: To provide that the study on the 
national security interagency system shall 
focus on improving interagency coopera-
tion in post-conflict contingency relief and 
reconstruction operations) 

At the end of section 1043, insert the fol-
lowing: 

(f) FOCUS ON IMPROVING INTERAGENCY CO-
OPERATION IN POST-CONFLICT CONTINGENCY 
RELIEF AND RECONSTRUCTION OPERATIONS.— 

(1) FINDINGS.—Congress makes the fol-
lowing findings: 

(A) The interagency coordination and inte-
gration of the United States Government for 
the planning and execution of overseas post- 
conflict contingency relief and reconstruc-
tion operations requires reform. 

(B) Recent operations, most notably in 
Iraq, lacked the necessary consistent and ef-
fective interagency coordination and inte-
gration in planning and execution. 

(C) Although the unique circumstances as-
sociated with the Iraq reconstruction effort 
are partly responsible for this weak coordi-
nation, existing structural weaknesses with-
in the planning and execution processes for 
such operations indicate that the problems 
encountered in the Iraq program could recur 
in future operations unless action is taken to 
reform and improve interdepartmental inte-
gration in planning and execution. 

(D) The agencies involved in the Iraq pro-
gram have attempted to adapt to the relent-
less demands of the reconstruction effort, 
but more substantive and permanent reforms 
are required for the United States Govern-
ment to be optimally prepared for future op-
erations. 

(E) The fresh body of evidence developed 
from the Iraq relief and reconstruction expe-
rience provides a good basis and timely op-
portunity to pursue meaningful improve-
ments within and among the departments 
charged with managing the planning and 
execution of such operations. 

(F) The success achieved in departmental 
integration of overseas conflict management 
through the Goldwater-Nichols Department 
of Defense Reorganization Act of 1986 (Public 
Law 99–433; 100 Stat. 992) provides precedent 
for Congress to consider legislation designed 
to promote increased cooperation and inte-
gration among the primary Federal depart-
ments and agencies charged with managing 
post-conflict contingency reconstruction and 
relief operations. 

(2) INCLUSION IN STUDY.—The study con-
ducted under subsection (a) shall include the 
following elements: 

(A) A synthesis of past studies evaluating 
the successes and failures of previous inter-
agency efforts at planning and executing 
post-conflict contingency relief and recon-
struction operations, including relief and re-
construction operations in Iraq. 
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(B) An analysis of the division of duties, 

responsibilities, and functions among execu-
tive branch agencies for such operations and 
recommendations for administrative and 
regulatory changes to enhance integration. 

(C) Recommendations for legislation that 
would improve interagency cooperation and 
integration and the efficiency of the United 
States Government in the planning and exe-
cution of such operations. 

(D) Recommendations for improvements in 
congressional, executive, and other oversight 
structures and procedures that would en-
hance accountability within such operations. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2281 

(Purpose: To require a report on the control 
of the brown tree snake) 

At the end of subtitle B of title III, add the 
following: 
SEC. 314. REPORT ON CONTROL OF THE BROWN 

TREE SNAKE. 
(a) FINDINGS.—Congress makes the fol-

lowing findings: 
(1) The brown tree snake (Boiga 

irregularis), an invasive species, is found in 
significant numbers on military installa-
tions and in other areas on Guam, and con-
stitutes a serious threat to the ecology of 
Guam. 

(2) If introduced into Hawaii, the Common-
wealth of the Northern Mariana Islands, or 
the continental United States, the brown 
tree snake would pose an immediate and se-
rious economic and ecological threat. 

(3) The most probable vector for the intro-
duction of the brown tree snake into Hawaii, 
the Commonwealth of the Northern Mariana 
Islands, or the continental United States is 
the movement from Guam of military air-
craft, personnel, and cargo, including the 
household goods of military personnel. 

(4) It is probable that the movement of 
military aircraft, personnel, and cargo, in-
cluding the household goods of military per-
sonnel, from Guam to Hawaii, the Common-
wealth of the Northern Mariana Islands, or 
the continental United States will increase 
significantly coincident with the increase in 
the number of military units and personnel 
stationed on Guam, 

(5) Current policies, programs, procedures, 
and dedicated resources of the Department of 
Defense and of other departments and agen-
cies of the United States may not be suffi-
cient to adequately address the increasing 
threat of the introduction of the brown tree 
snake from Guam into Hawaii, the Common-
wealth of the Northern Mariana Islands, or 
the continental United States. 

(b) REPORT.—Not later than 180 days after 
the date of the enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary of Defense shall submit to the con-
gressional defense committees a report on 
the following: 

(1) The actions currently being taken (in-
cluding the resources being made available) 
by the Department of Defense to control, and 
to develop new or existing techniques to con-
trol, the brown tree snake on Guam and to 
ensure that the brown tree snake is not in-
troduced into Hawaii, the Commonwealth of 
the Northern Mariana Island, or the conti-
nental United States as a result of the move-
ment from Guam of military aircraft, per-
sonnel, and cargo, including the household 
goods of military personnel. 

(2) Current plans for enhanced future ac-
tions, policies, and procedures and increased 
levels of resources in order to ensure that 
the projected increase of military personnel 
stationed on Guam does not increase the 
threat of introduction of the brown tree 
snake from Guam into Hawaii, the Common-

wealth of the Northern Mariana Islands, or 
the continental United States. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2250 
(Purpose: To provide for a review of licensed 

mental health counselors, social workers, 
and marriage and family therapists under 
the TRICARE program) 
At the end of title VII, add the following: 

SEC. 703. REVIEW OF LICENSED MENTAL HEALTH 
COUNSELORS, SOCIAL WORKERS, 
AND MARRIAGE AND FAMILY THERA-
PISTS UNDER THE TRICARE PRO-
GRAM. 

(a) REVIEW REQUIRED.—The Secretary of 
Defense shall enter into a contract with the 
Institute of Medicine of the National Acad-
emy of Sciences, or another similarly quali-
fied independent academic medical organiza-
tion, for the purpose of— 

(1) conducting an independent study of the 
comparability of credentials, preparation, 
and training of individuals practicing as li-
censed mental health counselors, social 
workers, and marriage and family therapists 
under the TRICARE program to provide 
mental health services; and 

(2) making recommendations for permit-
ting such professionals to practice independ-
ently under the TRICARE program. 

(b) ELEMENTS.—The study required by sub-
section (a) shall provide for each of the 
health care professions referred to in sub-
section (a)(1) the following: 

(1) An assessment of the educational re-
quirements and curriculums relevant to 
mental health practice for members of such 
profession, including types of degrees recog-
nized, certification standards for graduate 
programs for such profession, and recogni-
tion of undergraduate coursework for com-
pletion of graduate degree requirements. 

(2) An assessment of State licensing re-
quirements for members of such profession, 
including for each level of licensure if a 
State issues more than one type of license 
for the profession. The assessment shall ex-
amine requirements in the areas of edu-
cation, training, examination, continuing 
education, and ethical standards, and shall 
include an evaluation of the extent to which 
States, through their scope of practice, ei-
ther implicitly or explicitly authorize mem-
bers of such profession to diagnose and treat 
mental illnesses. 

(3) An analysis of the requirements for 
clinical experience in such profession to be 
recognized under regulations for the 
TRICARE program, and recommendations, if 
any, for standardization or adjustment of 
such requirements with those of the other 
professions. 

(4) An assessment of the extent to which 
practitioners under such profession are au-
thorized to practice independently under 
other Federal programs (such as the Medi-
care program, the Department of Veterans 
Affairs, the Indian Health Service, Head 
Start, and the Federal Employee Health Ben-
efits Program), and a review the relation-
ship, if any, between recognition of such pro-
fession under the Medicare program and 
independent practice authority for such pro-
fession under the TRICARE program. 

(5) An assessment of the extent to which 
practitioners under such profession are au-
thorized to practice independently under pri-
vate insurance plans. The assessment shall 
identify the States having laws requiring 
private insurers to cover, or offer coverage 
of, the services of members of such profes-
sion, and shall identify the conditions, if 
any, that are placed on coverage of practi-
tioners under such profession by insurance 
plans and how frequently these types of con-
ditions are used by insurers. 

(6) An historical review of the regulations 
issued by the Department of Defense regard-
ing which members of such profession are 
recognized as providers under the TRICARE 
program as independent practitioners, and 
an examination of the recognition by the De-
partment of third party certification for 
members of such profession. 

(c) PROVIDERS STUDIED.—It the sense of 
Congress that the study required by sub-
section (a) should focus only on those practi-
tioners of each health care profession re-
ferred to in subsection (a)(1) who are per-
mitted to practice under regulations for the 
TRICARE program as specified in section 
119.6 of title 32, Code of Federal Regulations. 

(d) CLINICAL CAPABILITIES STUDIES.—The 
study required by subsection (a) shall in-
clude a review of outcome studies and of the 
literature regarding the comparative quality 
and effectiveness of care provided by practi-
tioners within each of the health care profes-
sions referred to in subsection (a)(1), and pro-
vide an independent review of the findings. 

(e) RECOMMENDATIONS FOR TRICARE INDE-
PENDENT PRACTICE AUTHORITY.—The rec-
ommendations provided under subsection 
(a)(2) shall include specific recommendation 
(whether positive or negative) regarding 
modifications of current policy for the 
TRICARE program with respect to allowing 
members of each of the health care profes-
sions referred to in subsection (a)(1) to prac-
tice independently under the TRICARE pro-
gram, including recommendations regarding 
possible revision of requirements for recogni-
tion of practitioners under each such profes-
sion. 

(f) REPORT.—Not later than 180 days after 
the date of the enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary shall submit to the Committees on 
Armed Services of the Senate and the House 
of Representatives a report on the review re-
quired by subsection (a). 

AMENDMENT NO. 2254 

(Purpose: To require a Department of De-
fense Inspector General report on physical 
security of Department of Defense installa-
tions) 

At the end of subtitle E of title III, add the 
following: 

SEC. 358. DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE INSPECTOR 
GENERAL REPORT ON PHYSICAL SE-
CURITY OF DEPARTMENT OF DE-
FENSE INSTALLATIONS. 

(a) REPORT.—Not later than one year after 
the date of the enactment of this Act, the In-
spector General of the Department of De-
fense shall submit to Congress a report on 
the physical security of Department of De-
fense installations and resources. 

(b) ELEMENTS.—The report required by sub-
section (a) shall include the following: 

(1) An analysis of the progress in imple-
menting requirements under the Physical 
Security Program as set forth in the Depart-
ment of Defense Instruction 5200.08–R, Chap-
ter 2 (C.2) and Chapter 3, Section 3: Installa-
tion Access (C3.3), which mandates the poli-
cies and minimum standards for the physical 
security of Department of Defense installa-
tions and resources. 

(2) Recommendations based on the findings 
of the Comptroller General of the United 
States in the report required by section 344 
of the John Warner National Defense Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 2007 (Public 
Law 109–366; 120 Stat. 2155). 

(3) Recommendations based on the lessons 
learned from the thwarted plot to attack 
Fort Dix, New Jersey, in 2007. 
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AMENDMENT NO. 2268 

(Purpose: To provide for an increase in the 
number of nurses and faculty) 

At the end of subtitle D of title V, add the 
following: 
SEC. 555. NURSE MATTERS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Defense 
may provide for the carrying out of each of 
the programs described in subsections (b) 
through (f). 

(b) SERVICE OF NURSE OFFICERS AS FACULTY 
IN EXCHANGE FOR COMMITMENT TO ADDITIONAL 
SERVICE IN THE ARMED FORCES.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—One of the programs under 
this section may be a program in which cov-
ered commissioned officers with a graduate 
degree in nursing or a related field who are 
in the nurse corps of the Armed Force con-
cerned serve a tour of duty of two years as a 
full-time faculty member of an accredited 
school of nursing. 

(2) COVERED OFFICERS.—A commissioned of-
ficer of the nurse corps of the Armed Forces 
described in this paragraph is a nurse officer 
on active duty who has served for more than 
nine years on active duty in the Armed 
Forces as an officer of the nurse corps at the 
time of the commencement of the tour of 
duty described in paragraph (1). 

(3) BENEFITS AND PRIVILEGES.—An officer 
serving on the faculty of an accredited 
school or nursing under this subsection shall 
be accorded all the benefits, privileges, and 
responsibilities (other than compensation 
and compensation-related benefits) of any 
other comparably situated individual serving 
a full-time faculty member of such school. 

(4) AGREEMENT FOR ADDITIONAL SERVICE.— 
Each officer who serves a tour of duty on the 
faculty of a school of nursing under this sub-
section shall enter into an agreement with 
the Secretary to serve upon the completion 
of such tour of duty for a period of four years 
for such tour of duty as a member of the 
nurse corps of the Armed Force concerned. 
Any service agreed to by an officer under 
this paragraph is in addition to any other 
service required of the officer under law. 

(c) SERVICE OF NURSE OFFICERS AS FACULTY 
IN EXCHANGE FOR SCHOLARSHIPS FOR NURSE 
OFFICER CANDIDATES.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—One of the programs under 
this section may be a program in which com-
missioned officers with a graduate degree in 
nursing or a related field who are in the 
nurse corps of the Armed Force concerned 
serve while on active duty a tour of duty of 
two years as a full-time faculty member of 
an accredited school of nursing. 

(2) BENEFITS AND PRIVILEGES.—An officer 
serving on the faculty of an accredited 
school of nursing under this subsection shall 
be accorded all the benefits, privileges, and 
responsibilities (other than compensation 
and compensation-related benefits) of any 
other comparably situated individual serving 
as a full-time faculty member of such school. 

(3) SCHOLARSHIPS FOR NURSE OFFICER CAN-
DIDATES.—(A) Each accredited school of nurs-
ing at which an officer serves on the faculty 
under this subsection shall provide scholar-
ships to individuals undertaking an edu-
cational program at such school leading to a 
degree in nursing who agree, upon comple-
tion of such program, to accept a commis-
sion as an officer in the nurse corps of the 
Armed Forces. 

(B) The total amount of funds made avail-
able for scholarships by an accredited school 
of nursing under subparagraph (A) for each 
officer serving on the faculty of that school 
under this subsection shall be not less than 
the amount equal to an entry-level full-time 
faculty member of that school for each year 

that such officer so serves on the faculty of 
that school. 

(C) The total number of scholarships pro-
vided by an accredited school of nursing 
under subparagraph (A) for each officer serv-
ing on the faculty of that school under this 
subsection shall be such number as the Sec-
retary of Defense shall specify for purposes 
of this subsection. 

(d) SCHOLARSHIPS FOR CERTAIN NURSE OFFI-
CERS FOR EDUCATION AS NURSES.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—One of the programs under 
this section may be a program in which the 
Secretary provides scholarships to commis-
sioned officers of the nurse corps of the 
Armed Force concerned described in para-
graph (2) who enter into an agreement de-
scribed in paragraph (4) for the participation 
of such officers in an educational program of 
an accredited school of nursing leading to a 
graduate degree in nursing. 

(2) COVERED NURSE OFFICERS.—A commis-
sioned officer of the nurse corps of the 
Armed Forces described in this paragraph is 
a nurse officer who has served not less than 
20 years on active duty in the Armed Forces 
and is otherwise eligible for retirement from 
the Armed Forces. 

(3) SCOPE OF SCHOLARSHIPS.—Amounts in a 
scholarship provided a nurse officer under 
this subsection may be utilized by the officer 
to pay the costs of tuition, fees, and other 
educational expenses of the officer in partici-
pating in an educational program described 
in paragraph (1). 

(4) AGREEMENT.—An agreement of a nurse 
officer described in this paragraph is the 
agreement of the officer— 

(A) to participate in an educational pro-
gram described in paragraph (1); and 

(B) upon graduation from such educational 
program— 

(i) to serve not less than two years as a 
full-time faculty member of an accredited 
school of nursing; and 

(ii) to undertake such activities as the Sec-
retary considers appropriate to encourage 
current and prospective nurses to pursue 
service in the nurse corps of the Armed 
Forces. 

(e) TRANSITION ASSISTANCE FOR RETIRING 
NURSE OFFICERS QUALIFIED AS FACULTY.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—One of the programs under 
this section may be a program in which the 
Secretary provides to commissioned officers 
of the nurse corps of the Armed Force con-
cerned described in paragraph (2) the assist-
ance described in paragraph (3) to assist such 
officers in obtaining and fulfilling positions 
as full-time faculty members of an accred-
ited school of nursing after retirement from 
the Armed Forces. 

(2) COVERED NURSE OFFICERS.—A commis-
sioned officer of the nurse corps of the 
Armed Forces described in this paragraph is 
a nurse officer who— 

(A) has served an aggregate of at least 20 
years on active duty or in reserve active sta-
tus in the Armed Forces; 

(B) is eligible for retirement from the 
Armed Forces; and 

(C) possesses a doctoral or master degree in 
nursing or a related field which qualifies the 
nurse officer to discharge the position of 
nurse instructor at an accredited school of 
nursing. 

(3) ASSISTANCE.—The assistance described 
in this paragraph is assistance as follows: 

(A) Career placement assistance. 
(B) Continuing education. 
(C) Stipends (in an amount specified by the 

Secretary). 
(4) AGREEMENT.—A nurse officer provided 

assistance under this subsection shall enter 

into an agreement with the Secretary to 
serve as a full-time faculty member of an ac-
credited school of nursing for such period as 
the Secretary shall provide in the agree-
ment. 

(f) BENEFITS FOR RETIRED NURSE OFFICERS 
ACCEPTING APPOINTMENT AS FACULTY.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—One of the programs under 
this section may be a program in which the 
Secretary provides to any individual de-
scribed in paragraph (2) the benefits specified 
in paragraph (3). 

(2) COVERED INDIVIDUALS.—An individual 
described in this paragraph is an individual 
who— 

(A) is retired from the Armed Forces after 
service as a commissioned officer in the 
nurse corps of the Armed Forces; 

(B) holds a graduate degree in nursing; and 
(C) serves as a full-time faculty member of 

an accredited school of nursing. 
(3) BENEFITS.—The benefits specified in 

this paragraph shall include the following: 
(A) Payment of retired or retirement pay 

without reduction based on receipt of pay or 
other compensation from the institution of 
higher education concerned. 

(B) Payment by the institution of higher 
education concerned of a salary and other 
compensation to which other similarly situ-
ated faculty members of the institution of 
higher education would be entitled. 

(C) If the amount of pay and other com-
pensation payable by the institution of high-
er education concerned for service as an as-
sociate full-time faculty member is less than 
the basic pay to which the individual was en-
titled immediately before retirement from 
the Armed Forces, payment of an amount 
equal to the difference between such basic 
pay and such payment and other compensa-
tion. 

(g) ADMINISTRATION AND DURATION OF PRO-
GRAMS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall estab-
lish requirements and procedures for the ad-
ministration of the programs authorized by 
this section. Such requirements and proce-
dures shall include procedures for selecting 
participating schools of nursing. 

(2) DURATION.—Any program carried out 
under this section shall continue for not less 
than two years. 

(3) ASSESSMENT.—Not later than two years 
after commencing any program under this 
section, the Secretary shall assess the re-
sults of such program and determine whether 
or not to continue such program. The assess-
ment of any program shall be based on meas-
urable criteria, information concerning re-
sults, and such other matters as the Sec-
retary considers appropriate. 

(4) CONTINUATION.—The Secretary may con-
tinue carrying out any program under this 
section that the Secretary determines, pur-
suant to an assessment under paragraph (3), 
to continue to carry out. In continuing to 
carry out a program, the Secretary may 
modify the terms of the program within the 
scope of this section. The continuation of 
any program may include its expansion to 
include additional participating schools of 
nursing. 

(h) DEFINITIONS.—In this section, the terms 
‘‘school of nursing’’ and ‘‘accredited’’ have 
the meaning given those terms in section 801 
of the Public Health Service Act (42 U.S.C. 
296). 
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AMENDMENT NO. 2292 

(Purpose: To provide for continuity and effi-
ciency of the depot operations of the De-
partment of Defense to reset combat equip-
ment and vehicles in support of the wars in 
Iraq and Afghanistan) 
At the end of title III, add the following: 

SEC. 358. CONTINUITY OF DEPOT OPERATIONS 
TO RESET COMBAT EQUIPMENT AND 
VEHICLES IN SUPPORT OF WARS IN 
IRAQ AND AFGHANISTAN. 

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress makes the fol-
lowing findings: 

(1) The United States Armed Forces, par-
ticularly the Army and the Marine Corps, 
are currently engaged in a tremendous effort 
to reset equipment that was damaged and 
worn in combat operations in Iraq and Af-
ghanistan. 

(2) The implementing guidance from the 
Under Secretary of Defense for Acquisition, 
Technology, and Logistics related to the de-
cisions of the 2005 Defense Base Closure and 
Realignment Commission (BRAC) to transfer 
depot functions appears not to differentiate 
between external supply functions and in- 
process storage functions related to the per-
formance of depot maintenance. 

(3) Given the fact that up to 80 percent of 
the parts involved in the vehicle reset proc-
ess are reclaimed and refurbished, the trans-
fer of this inherently internal depot mainte-
nance function to the Defense Logistics 
Agency could severely disrupt production 
throughput, generate increased costs, and 
negatively impact Army and Marine Corps 
equipment reset efforts. 

(4) The goal of the Department of Defense, 
the Defense Logistics Agency, and the 2005 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Com-
mission is the reengineering of businesses 
processes in order to achieve higher effi-
ciency and cost savings. 

(b) REPORT.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than June 1, 

2008, the Secretary of Defense shall submit 
to the congressional defense committees a 
report on the challenges of implementing the 
transfer of depot functions and the impacts 
on production, including parts reclamation 
and refurbishment. 

(2) CONTENT.—The report required under 
paragraph (1) shall describe— 

(A) the sufficiency of the business plan to 
transfer depot functions to accommodate a 
timely and efficient transfer without the dis-
ruption of depot production; 

(B) a description of the completeness of the 
business plan in addressing part reclamation 
and refurbishment; 

(C) the estimated cost of the implementa-
tion and what savings are likely be achieved; 

(D) the impact of the transfer on the De-
fense Logistics Agency and depot hourly 
rates due to the loss of budgetary control of 
the depot commander over overtime pay for 
in-process parts supply personnel, and any 
other relevant rate-related factors; 

(E) the number of personnel positions af-
fected; 

(F) the sufficiency of the business plan to 
ensure the responsiveness and availability of 
Defense Logistics supply personnel to meet 
depot throughput needs, including potential 
impact on depot turnaround time; and 

(G) the impact of Defense Logistics per-
sonnel being outside the chain of command 
of the depot commander in terms of over-
time scheduling and meeting surge require-
ments. 

(3) GOVERNMENT ACCOUNTABILITY OFFICE AS-
SESSMENT.—Not later than September 30, 
2008, the Comptroller General of the United 
States shall review the report submitted 

under paragraph (1) and submit to the con-
gressional defense committees an inde-
pendent assessment of the matters addressed 
in such report, as requested by the Chairman 
of the Committee on Armed Services of the 
House of Representatives. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2305 
(Purpose: To require a report on counter-

narcotics assistance for the Government of 
Haiti) 
At the end of subtitle B of title X, add the 

following: 
SEC. 1012. REPORT ON COUNTERNARCOTICS AS-

SISTANCE FOR THE GOVERNMENT 
OF HAITI. 

(a) REPORT REQUIRED.—Not later than 120 
days after the date of the enactment of this 
Act, the President shall submit to Congress 
a report on counternarcotics assistance for 
the Government of Haiti. 

(b) MATTERS TO BE INCLUDED.—The report 
required by subsection (a) shall include the 
following: 

(1) A description and assessment of the 
counternarcotics assistance provided to the 
Government of Haiti by each of the Depart-
ment of Defense, the Department of State, 
the Department of Homeland Security, and 
the Department of Justice. 

(2) A description and assessment of any im-
pediments to increasing counternarcotics as-
sistance to the Government of Haiti, includ-
ing corruption and lack of entities available 
to partner with in Haiti. 

(3) An assessment of the feasability and ad-
visability of providing additional counter-
narcotics assistance to the Government of 
Haiti, including an extension and expansion 
to the Government of Haiti of Department of 
Defense authority to provide support for 
counter-drug activities of certain foreign 
governments. 

(4) An assessment of the potential for 
counternarcotics assistance for the Govern-
ment of Haiti through the United Nations 
Stabilization Mission in Haiti. 

(c) FORM.—The report required by sub-
section (a) shall be submitted in unclassified 
form, but may include a classified annex. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2216 
(Purpose: Relating to satisfaction by mem-

bers of the National Guard and Reserve on 
active duty of applicable professional li-
censure and certification requirements) 
At the end of subtitle C of title V, add the 

following: 
SEC. 536. SATISFACTION OF PROFESSIONAL LI-

CENSURE AND CERTIFICATION RE-
QUIREMENTS BY MEMBERS OF THE 
NATIONAL GUARD AND RESERVE ON 
ACTIVE DUTY. 

(a) ADDITIONAL PERIOD BEFORE RE-TRAIN-
ING OF NURSE AIDES IS REQUIRED UNDER THE 
MEDICARE AND MEDICAID PROGRAMS.—For 
purposes of subparagraph (D) of sections 
1819(b)(5) and 1919(b)(5) of the Social Security 
Act (42 U.S.C. 1395i–3(b)(5), 1396r(b)(5)), if, 
since an individual’s most recent completion 
of a training and competency evaluation pro-
gram described in subparagraph (A) of such 
sections, the individual was ordered to active 
duty in the Armed Forces for a period of at 
least 12 months, and the individual com-
pletes such active duty service during the pe-
riod beginning on July 1, 2007, and ending on 
September 30, 2008, the 24-consecutive-month 
period described subparagraph (D) of such 
sections with respect to the individual shall 
begin on the date on which the individual 
completes such active duty service. The pre-
ceding sentence shall not apply to an indi-
vidual who had already reached such 24-con-
secutive-month period on the date on which 

such individual was ordered to such active 
duty service. 

(b) REPORT ON RELIEF FROM REQUIREMENTS 
FOR NATIONAL GUARD AND RESERVE ON LONG- 
TERM ACTIVE DUTY.—Not later than 120 days 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary of Defense shall submit to 
Congress a report setting forth recommenda-
tions for such legislative action as the Sec-
retary considers appropriate (including 
amendments to the Servicemembers Civil 
Relief Act (50 U.S.C. App. 501 et seq.)) to pro-
vide for the exemption or tolling of profes-
sional or other licensure or certification re-
quirements for the conduct or practice of a 
profession, trade, or occupation with respect 
to members of the National Guard and Re-
serve who are on active duty in the Armed 
Forces for an extended period of time. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2309 

(Purpose: To require a report on the airfield 
in Abeche, Chad, and other resources need-
ed to provide stability in the Darfur re-
gion) 

At the end of subtitle C of title XII, add 
the following: 

SEC. 1234. REPORT ON THE AIRFIELD IN ABECHE, 
CHAD, AND OTHER RESOURCES 
NEEDED TO PROVIDE STABILITY IN 
THE DARFUR REGION. 

(a) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 
Congress that— 

(1) the airfield located in Abeche, Republic 
of Chad, could play a significant role in po-
tential United Nations, African Union, or 
North Atlantic Treaty Organization humani-
tarian, peacekeeping, or other military oper-
ations in Darfur, Sudan, or the surrounding 
region; and 

(2) the capacity of that airfield to serve as 
a substantial link in such operations should 
be assessed, along with the projected costs 
and specific upgrades that would be nec-
essary for its expanded use, should the Gov-
ernment of Chad agree to its improvement 
and use for such purposes. 

(b) REPORT.—Not later than 90 days after 
the date of the enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary of Defense shall, in coordination 
with the Secretary of State, submit to the 
appropriate committees of Congress a report 
on the matters as follows: 

(1) The current capacity of the existing air-
field in Abeche, Republic of Chad, including 
the scope of its current use by the inter-
national community in response to the crisis 
in the Darfur region. 

(2) The upgrades, and their associated 
costs, necessary to enable the airfield in 
Abeche, Republic of Chad, to be improved to 
be fully capable of accommodating a human-
itarian, peacekeeping, or other force deploy-
ment of the size foreseen by the recent 
United Nations resolutions calling for a 
United Nations deployment to Chad and a 
hybrid force of the United Nations and Afri-
can Union operating under Chapter VII of 
the United Nations Charter for Sudan. 

(3) The force size and composition of an 
international effort estimated to be nec-
essary to provide protection to those Darfur 
civilian populations currently displaced in 
the Darfur region. 

(4) The force size and composition of an 
international effort estimated to be nec-
essary to provide broader stability within 
the Darfur region. 
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AMENDMENT NO. 2308 

(Purpose: To authorize, with an offset, an ad-
ditional $162,800,000 for Drug Interdiction 
and Counter-Drug Activities, Defense-wide, 
to combat the growth of popies in Afghani-
stan, to eliminate the production and trade 
of opium and heroin, and to prevent terror-
ists from using the proceeds for terrorist 
activities in Afghanistan, Iraq, and else-
where) 
On page 395, between lines 14 and 15, insert 

the following: 
SEC. 1405A. ADDITIONAL AMOUNT FOR DRUG 

INTERDICTION AND COUNTER-DRUG 
ACTIVITIES WITH RESPECT TO AF-
GHANISTAN. 

(a) ADDITIONAL AMOUNT FOR DRUG INTER-
DICTION AND COUNTER-DRUG ACTIVITIES, DE-
FENSE-WIDE.—The amount authorized to be 
appropriated by section 1405 for Drug Inter-
diction and Counter-Drug Activities, De-
fense-wide, is hereby increased by 
$162,800,000. 

(b) AVAILABILITY.—Of the amount author-
ized to be appropriated by section 1405 for 
Drug Interdiction and Counter-Drug Activi-
ties, Defense-wide, as increased by sub-
section (a), $162,800,000 may be available for 
drug interdiction and counterdrug activities 
with respect to Afghanistan. 

(c) SUPPLEMENT NOT SUPPLANT.—The 
amount available under subsection (b) for 
the purpose specified in that paragraph is in 
addition to any other amounts available 
under this Act for that purpose. 

(d) OFFSET.—The amount authorized to be 
appropriated by section 1509 for Drug Inter-
diction and Counter-Drug Activities, De-
fense-wide, for Operation Iraqi Freedom and 
Operation Enduring Freedom is hereby de-
creased by $162,800,000. 

AMENDMENT NO 2310 
(Purpose: To express the sense of 

Congress regarding Department of De-
fense actions, to address the encroach-
ment of military installations) 

At the end of title XXVIII, add the fol-
lowing: 
SEC. 2864. SENSE OF CONGRESS ON DEPART-

MENT OF DEFENSE ACTIONS TO AD-
DRESS ENCROACHMENT OF MILI-
TARY INSTALLATIONS. 

(a) FINDINGS.—In light of the initial report 
of the Department of Defense submitted pur-
suant to section 2684a(g) of title 10, United 
States Code, and of the RAND Corporation 
report entitled ‘‘The Thin Green Line: An 
Assessment of DoD’s Readiness and Environ-
mental Protection Initiative to Buffer In-
stallation Encroachment’’, Congress makes 
the following findings: 

(1) Development and loss of habitat in the 
vicinity of, or in areas ecologically related 
to, military installations, ranges, and air-
space pose a continuing and significant 
threat to the readiness of the Armed Forces. 

(2) The Range Sustainability Program 
(RSP) of the Department of Defense, and in 
particular the Readiness and Environmental 
Protection Initiative (REPI) involving agree-
ments pursuant to section 2684a of title 10, 
United States Code, have been effective in 
addressing this threat to readiness with re-
gard to a number of important installations, 
ranges, and airspace. 

(3) The opportunities to take effective ac-
tion to protect installations, ranges, and air-
space from encroachment is in many cases 
transient, and delay in taking action will re-
sult in either higher costs or permanent loss 
of the opportunity effectively to address en-
croachment. 

(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 
Congress that the Department of Defense 
should— 

(1) develop additional policy guidance on 
the further implementation of the Range and 
Environmental Protection Initiative (REPI), 
to include additional emphasis on protecting 
biodiversity and on further refining proce-
dures; 

(2) give greater emphasis to effective co-
operation and collaboration on matters of 
mutual concern with other Federal agencies 
charged with managing Federal land; 

(3) ensure that each military department 
takes full advantage of the authorities pro-
vided by section 2684a of title 10, United 
States Code, in addressing encroachment ad-
versely affecting, or threatening to adversely 
affect, the installations, ranges, and military 
airspace of the department; and 

(4) provide significant additional resources 
to the program, to include dedicated staffing 
at the installation level and additional em-
phasis on outreach programs at all levels. 

(c) REPORTING REQUIREMENT.—Not later 
than 90 days after the date of the enactment 
of this Act, the Secretary of Defense shall re-
view Chapter 6 of the initial report sub-
mitted to Congress under section 2684a(g) of 
title 10, United States Code, and report to 
the congressional defense committees on the 
specific steps, if any, that the Secretary 
plans to take, or recommends that Congress 
take, to address the issues raised in such 
chapter. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2617 
(Purpose: To provide further protection for 

contractor employees from reprisal for dis-
closure of certain information) 
Beginning on page 223, strike line 20 and 

all that follows through page 227, line 19, and 
insert the following: 

(2) by striking ‘‘information relating to a 
substantial violation of law related to a con-
tract (including the competition for or nego-
tiation of a contract)’’ and inserting ‘‘infor-
mation that the employee reasonably be-
lieves is evidence of gross mismanagement of 
a Department of Defense contract, grant, or 
direct payment if the United States Govern-
ment provides any portion of the money or 
property which is requested or demanded, a 
gross waste of Department of Defense funds, 
a substantial and specific danger to public 
health or safety, or a violation of law related 
to a Department of Defense contract (includ-
ing the competition for or negotiation of a 
contract), grant, or direct payment if the 
United States Government provides any por-
tion of the money or property which is re-
quested or demanded’’. 

(b) ACCELERATION OF SCHEDULE FOR DENY-
ING RELIEF OR PROVIDING REMEDY.—Sub-
section (c) of such section is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1)— 
(A) by inserting after ‘‘(1)’’ the following: 

‘‘Not later than 90 days after receiving an In-
spector General report pursuant to sub-
section (b), the head of the agency concerned 
shall determine whether the contractor con-
cerned has subjected the complainant to a 
reprisal prohibited under subsection (a).’’; 
and 

(B) by adding at the end the following new 
subparagraphs: 

‘‘(D) In the event the disclosure relates to 
a cost-plus contract, prohibit the contractor 
from receiving one or more award fee pay-
ments to which the contractor would other-
wise be eligible until such time as the con-
tractor takes the actions ordered by the 
head of the agency pursuant to subpara-
graphs (A) through (C). 

‘‘(E) Take the reprisal into consideration 
in any past performance evaluation of the 
contractor for the purpose of a contract 
award.’’; 

(2) by redesignating paragraph (3) as para-
graph (4); and 

(3) by inserting after paragraph (2) the fol-
lowing new paragraph: 

‘‘(3)(A) In the case of a contract covered by 
subsection (f), an employee of a contractor 
who has been discharged, demoted, or other-
wise discriminated against as a reprisal for a 
disclosure covered by subsection (a) or who 
is aggrieved by the determination made pur-
suant to paragraph (1) or by an action that 
the agency head has taken or failed to take 
pursuant to such determination may, after 
exhausting his or her administrative rem-
edies, bring a de novo action at law or equity 
against the contractor to seek compensatory 
damages and other relief available under this 
section in the appropriate district court of 
the United States, which shall have jurisdic-
tion over such an action without regard to 
the amount in controversy. Such an action 
shall, at the request of either party to the 
action, be tried by the court with a jury. 

‘‘(B) An employee shall be deemed to have 
exhausted his or her administrative remedies 
for the purpose of this paragraph— 

‘‘(i) 90 days after the receipt of a written 
determination under paragraph (1); or 

‘‘(ii) 15 months after a complaint is sub-
mitted under subsection (b), if a determina-
tion by an agency head has not been made by 
that time and such delay is not shown to be 
due to the bad faith of the complainant.’’. 

(c) LEGAL BURDEN OF PROOF.—Such section 
is further amended— 

(1) by redesignating subsection (e) as sub-
section (g); and 

(2) by inserting after subsection (d) the fol-
lowing new subsection: 

‘‘(e) LEGAL BURDEN OF PROOF.—The legal 
burdens of proof specified in section 1221(e) 
of title 5 shall be controlling for the purposes 
of any investigation conducted by an inspec-
tor general, decision by the head of an agen-
cy, or hearing to determine whether dis-
crimination prohibited under this section 
has occurred.’’. 

(d) REQUIREMENT TO NOTIFY EMPLOYEES OF 
RIGHTS RELATED TO PROTECTION FROM RE-
PRISAL.—Such section, as amended by sub-
section (c), is further amended by inserting 
after subsection (e) the following new sub-
section: 

‘‘(f) NOTICE OF RIGHTS RELATED TO PROTEC-
TION FROM REPRISAL.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Each Department of De-
fense contract in excess of $5,000,000, other 
than a contract for the purchase of commer-
cial items, shall include a clause requiring 
the contractor to ensure that all employees 
of the contractor who are working on De-
partment of Defense contracts are notified 
of— 

‘‘(A) their rights under this section; 
‘‘(B) the fact that the restrictions imposed 

by any employee contract, employee agree-
ment, or non-disclosure agreement may not 
supersede, conflict with, or otherwise alter 
the employee rights provided for under this 
section; and 

‘‘(C) the telephone number for the whistle-
blower hotline of the Inspector General of 
the Department of Defense. 

‘‘(2) FORM OF NOTICE.—The notice required 
by paragraph (1) shall be made by posting 
the required information at a prominent 
place in each workplace where employees 
working on the contract regularly work.’’. 

(e) DEFINITIONS.—Subsection (g) of such 
section, as redesignated by subsection (c)(1), 
is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (4), by inserting after ‘‘an 
agency’’ the following: ‘‘and includes any 
person receiving funds covered by the prohi-
bition against reprisals in subsection (a)’’; 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 12:43 Jul 13, 2010 Jkt 059102 PO 00000 Frm 00019 Fmt 0686 Sfmt 0634 E:\BR07\S17SE7.000 S17SE7er
ow

e 
on

 D
S

K
5C

LS
3C

1P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 B
O

U
N

D
 R

E
C

O
R

D



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 153, Pt. 17 24427 September 17, 2007 
(2) in paragraph (5), by inserting after 

‘‘1978’’ the following: ‘‘and any Inspector 
General that receives funding from or is 
under the jurisdiction of the Secretary of De-
fense’’; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following new 
paragraphs: 

‘‘(6) The term ‘employee’ means an indi-
vidual (as defined by section 2105 of title 5) 
or any individual or organization performing 
services for a contractor, grantee, or other 
recipient if the United States Government 
provides any portion of the money or prop-
erty which is requested or demanded (includ-
ing as an employee of an organization). 

‘‘(7) The term ‘Department of Defense 
funds’ includes funds controlled by the De-
partment of Defense and funds for which the 
Department of Defense may be reasonably 
regarded as responsible to a third party.’’. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2313 

(Purpose: To commend the founder and 
members of Project Compassion) 

At the end of subtitle H of title X, add the 
following: 

SEC. 1070. SENSE OF SENATE ON PROJECT COM-
PASSION. 

(a) FINDINGS.—The Senate makes the fol-
lowing findings: 

(1) It is the responsibility of every citizen 
of the United States to honor the service and 
sacrifice of the veterans of the United 
States, especially those who have made the 
ultimate sacrifice. 

(2) In the finest tradition of this sacred re-
sponsibility, Kaziah M. Hancock, an artist 
from central Utah, founded a nonprofit orga-
nization called Project Compassion, which 
endeavors to provide, without charge, to the 
family of a member of the Armed Forces who 
has fallen in active duty since the events of 
September 11, 2001, a museum-quality origi-
nal oil portrait of that member. 

(3) To date, Kaziah M. Hancock, four vol-
unteer professional portrait artists, and 
those who have donated their time to sup-
port Project Compassion have presented over 
700 paintings to the families of the fallen he-
roes of the United States. 

(4) Kaziah M. Hancock and Project Com-
passion have been honored by the Veterans 
of Foreign Wars, the American Legion, the 
Disabled American Veterans, and other orga-
nizations with the highest public service 
awards on behalf of fallen members of the 
Armed Forces and their families. 

(b) SENSE OF SENATE.—It is the sense of the 
Senate that— 

(1) Kaziah M. Hancock and the members of 
Project Compassion have demonstrated, and 
continue to demonstrate, extraordinary pa-
triotism and support for the Soldiers, Sail-
ors, Airmen and Marines who have given 
their lives for the United States in Iraq and 
Afghanistan and have done so without any 
expectation of financial gain or recognition 
for these efforts; 

(2) the people of the United States owe the 
deepest gratitude to Kaziah M. Hancock and 
the members of Project Compassion; and 

(3) the Senate, on the behalf of the people 
of the United States, commends Kaziah M. 
Hancock, the four other Project Compassion 
volunteer professional portrait artists, and 
the entire Project Compassion organization 
for their tireless work in paying tribute to 
those members of the Armed Forces who 
have fallen in the service of the United 
States. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2863 
(Purpose: To express the sense of the Senate 

on collaborations between the Department 
of Defense and the Department of Veterans 
Affairs on health care for wounded war-
riors) 
At the end of title VII, add the following: 

SEC. 703. SENSE OF SENATE ON COLLABORA-
TIONS BETWEEN THE DEPARTMENT 
OF DEFENSE AND THE DEPARTMENT 
OF VETERANS AFFAIRS ON HEALTH 
CARE FOR WOUNDED WARRIORS. 

(a) FINDINGS.—The Senate makes the fol-
lowing findings: 

(1) There have been recent collaborations 
between the Department of Defense, the De-
partment of Veterans Affairs, and the civil-
ian medical community for purposes of pro-
viding high quality medical care to Amer-
ica’s wounded warriors. One such collabora-
tion is occurring in Augusta, Georgia, be-
tween the Dwight D. Eisenhower Army Med-
ical Center at Fort Gordon, the Augusta De-
partment of Veterans Affairs Medical Cen-
ter, the Medical College of Georgia, and local 
health care providers under the TRICARE 
program. 

(2) Medical staff from the Dwight D. Eisen-
hower Army Medical Center and the Augusta 
Department of Veterans Affairs Medical Cen-
ter have been meeting weekly to discuss fu-
ture patient cases for the Active Duty Reha-
bilitation Unit (ADRU) within the Uptown 
Department of Veterans Affairs facility. The 
Active Duty Rehabilitation Unit, along with 
the Polytrauma Centers of the Department 
of Veterans Affairs, provide rehabilitation 
for members of the Armed Forces on active 
duty. 

(3) Since 2004, 1,037 soldiers, sailors, air-
men, and marines have received rehabilita-
tion services at the Active Duty Rehabilita-
tion Unit, 32 percent of whom served in Oper-
ation Iraqi Freedom or Operation Enduring 
Freedom. 

(4) The Dwight D. Eisenhower Army Med-
ical Center and the Augusta Department of 
Veterans Affairs Medical Center have com-
bined their neurosurgery programs and have 
coordinated on critical brain injury and psy-
chiatric care. 

(5) The Department of Defense, the Army, 
and the Army Medical Command have recog-
nized the need for expanded behavioral 
health care services for members of the 
Armed Forces returning from Operation 
Iraqi Freedom and Operation Enduring Free-
dom. These services are currently being pro-
vided by the Dwight D. Eisenhower Army 
Medical Center. 

(b) SENSE OF SENATE.—It is the sense of the 
Senate that the Department of Defense 
should encourage continuing collaboration 
between the Army and the Department of 
Veterans Affairs in treating America’s 
wounded warriors and, when appropriate and 
available, provide additional support and re-
sources for the development of such collabo-
rations, including the current collaboration 
between the Active Duty Rehabilitation Unit 
at the Augusta Department of Veterans Af-
fairs Medical Center, Georgia, and the behav-
ioral health care services program at the 
Dwight D. Eisenhower Army Medical Center, 
Fort Gordon, Georgia. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2282 
(Purpose: To establish a National Guard 

yellow ribbon reintegration program) 
At the end of subtitle F of title VI, add the 

following: 
SEC. 683. NATIONAL GUARD YELLOW RIBBON RE-

INTEGRATION PROGRAM. 
(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Secretary of De-

fense, shall establish a national combat vet-

eran reintegration program to provide Na-
tional Guard and Reserve members and their 
families with sufficient information, serv-
ices, referral, and proactive outreach oppor-
tunities throughout the entire deployment 
cycle. This program shall be known as the 
Yellow Ribbon Reintegration Program. 

(b) PURPOSE.—The Yellow Ribbon Re-
integration Program shall consist of infor-
mational events and activities for Reserve 
Component members, their families, and 
community members to facilitate access to 
services supporting their health and well- 
being through the four phases of the deploy-
ment cycle: 

(1) Pre-Deployment. 
(2) Deployment. 
(3) Demobilization. 
(4) Post-Deployment-Reconstitution. 
(d) ORGANIZATION.— 
(1) EXECUTIVE AGENT.—The Secretary shall 

designate the OSD (P&R) as the Department 
of Defense executive agent for the Yellow 
Ribbon Reintegration Program. 

(2) ESTABLISHMENT OF THE OFFICE FOR RE-
INTEGRATION PROGRAMS.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The OSD (P&R) shall es-
tablish the Office for Reintegration Pro-
grams within the OSD. The office shall ad-
minister all reintegration programs in co-
ordination with State National Guard orga-
nizations. The office shall be responsible for 
coordination with existing National Guard 
and Reserve family and support programs. 
The Directors of the Army National Guard 
and Air National Guard and the Chiefs of the 
Army Reserve, Marine Corps Reserve, Navy 
Reserves and Air Force Reserves may ap-
point liaison officers to coordinate with the 
permanent office staff. The Center may also 
enter into partnerships with other public en-
tities, including, but not limited to, the U.S. 
Department of Health and Human Services, 
Substance Abuse and Mental Health Services 
Administration, for access to necessary sub-
stance abuse and mental health treatment 
services from local State-licensed service 
providers. 

(B) ESTABLISHMENT OF A CENTER FOR EXCEL-
LENCE IN REINTEGRATION.—The Office for Re-
integration Programs shall establish a Cen-
ter for Excellence in Reintegration within 
the office. The Center shall collect and ana-
lyze ‘‘lessons learned’’ and suggestions from 
State National Guard and Reserve organiza-
tions with existing or developing reintegra-
tion programs. The Center shall also assist 
in developing training aids and briefing ma-
terials and training representatives from 
State National Guard and Reserve organiza-
tions. 

(3) ADVISORY BOARD.— 
(A) APPOINTMENT.—The Secretary of De-

fense shall appoint an advisory board to ana-
lyze and report areas of success and areas for 
necessary improvements. The advisory board 
shall include, but is not limited to, the Di-
rector of the Army National Guard, the Di-
rector of the Air National Guard, Chiefs of 
the Army Reserve, Marine Corps Reserve, 
Navy Reserve, and Air Force Reserve. The 
Assistant Secretary of Defense for Reserve 
Affairs, an Adjutant General on a rotational 
basis as determined by the Chief of the Na-
tional Guard Bureau, and any other Depart-
ment of Defense, Federal Government agen-
cy, or outside organization as determined by 
the Secretary of Defense. The members of 
the advisory board may designate represent-
atives in their stead. 

(B) SCHEDULE.—The advisory board shall 
meet on a schedule as determined by the 
Secretary of Defense. 

(C) INITIAL REPORTING REQUIREMENT.—The 
advisory board shall issue internal reports as 
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necessary and shall submit an initial report 
to the Committees on Armed Services not 
later than 180 days after the end of a one- 
year period from establishment of the Office 
for Reintegration Programs. This report 
shall contain— 

(i) an evaluation of the reintegration pro-
gram’s implementation by State National 
Guard and Reserve organizations; 

(ii) an assessment of any unmet resource 
requirements; 

(iii) recommendations regarding closer co-
ordination between the Office of Reintegra-
tion Programs and State National Guard and 
Reserve organizations. 

(D) ANNUAL REPORTS.—The advisory board 
shall submit annual reports to the Commit-
tees on Armed Services of the Senate and the 
House of Representatives following the ini-
tial report by the first week in March of sub-
sequent years following the initial report. 

(e) PROGRAM.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Office for Reintegra-

tion Programs shall analyze the demo-
graphics, placement of State Family Assist-
ance Centers (FAC), and FAC resources be-
fore a mobilization alert is issued to affected 
State National Guard and Reserve organiza-
tions. The Office of Reintegration Programs 
shall consult with affected State National 
Guard and Reserve organizations following 
the issuance of a mobilization alert and im-
plement the reintegration events in accord-
ance with the Reintegration Program phase 
model. 

(2) PRE-DEPLOYMENT PHASE.—The Pre-De-
ployment Phase shall constitute the time 
from first notification of mobilization until 
deployment of the mobilized National Guard 
or Reserve unit. Events and activities shall 
focus on providing education and ensuring 
the readiness of service members, families, 
and communities for the rigors of a combat 
deployment. 

(3) DEPLOYMENT PHASE.—The Deployment 
Phase shall constitute the period from de-
ployment of the mobilized National Guard or 
Reserve unit until the unit arrives at a de-
mobilization station inside the continental 
United States. Events and services provided 
shall focus on the challenges and stress asso-
ciated with separation and having a member 
in a combat zone. Information sessions shall 
utilize State National Guard and Reserve re-
sources in coordination with the Employer 
Support of Guard and Reserve Office, Transi-
tion Assistance Advisors, and the State 
Family Programs Director. 

(4) DEMOBILIZATION PHASE.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—The Demobilization 

Phase shall constitute the period from ar-
rival of the National Guard or Reserve unit 
at the demobilization station until its depar-
ture for home station. In the interest of re-
turning members as soon as possible to their 
home stations, reintegration briefings during 
the Demobilization Phase shall be mini-
mized. State Deployment Cycle Support 
Teams are encouraged, however, to assist de-
mobilizing members in enrolling in the De-
partment of Veterans Affairs system using 
Form 1010EZ during the Demobilization 
Phase. State Deployment Cycle Support 
Teams may provide other events from the 
Initial Reintegration Activity as determined 
by the State National Guard or Reserve or-
ganizations. Remaining events shall be con-
ducted during the Post-Deployment-Recon-
stitution Phase. 

(B) INITIAL REINTEGRATION ACTIVITY.—The 
purpose of this reintegration program is to 
educate service members about the resources 
that are available to them and to connect 
members to service providers who can assist 

them in overcoming the challenges of re-
integration. 

(5) POST-DEPLOYMENT-RECONSTITUTION 
PHASE.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The Post-Deployment- 
Reconstitution Phase shall constitute the 
period from arrival at home station until 180 
days following demobilization. Activities 
and services provided shall focus on recon-
necting service members with their families 
and communities and providing resources 
and information necessary for successful re-
integration. Reintegration events shall begin 
with elements of the Initial Reintegration 
Activity program that were not completed 
during the Demobilization Phase. 

(B) 30-DAY, 60-DAY, AND 90-DAY REINTEGRA-
TION ACTIVITIES.—The State National Guard 
and Reserve organizations shall hold re-
integration activities at the 30-day, 60-day, 
and 90-day interval following demobilization. 
These activities shall focus on reconnecting 
service members and family members with 
the service providers from Initial Reintegra-
tion Activity to ensure service members and 
their families understand what benefits they 
are entitled to and what resources are avail-
able to help them overcome the challenges of 
reintegration. The Reintegration Activities 
shall also provide a forum for service mem-
bers and families to address negative behav-
iors related to combat stress and transition. 

(C) SERVICE MEMBER PAY.—Service mem-
bers shall receive appropriate pay for days 
spent attending the Reintegration Activities 
at the 30-day, 60-day, and 90-day intervals. 

(D) MONTHLY INDIVIDUAL REINTEGRATION 
PROGRAM.—The Office for Reintegration Pro-
grams, in coordination with State National 
Guard and Reserve organizations, shall offer 
a monthly reintegration program for indi-
vidual service members released from active 
duty or formerly in a medical hold status. 
The program shall focus on the special needs 
of this service member subset and the Office 
for Reintegration Programs shall develop an 
appropriate program of services and informa-
tion. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2210 
(Purpose: To modify a reporting 

requirement) 
At the end of title XXXI, add the fol-

lowing: 
SEC. 3126. MODIFICATION OF REPORTING RE-

QUIREMENT. 
Section 3111 of the National Defense Au-

thorization Act for Fiscal Year 2006 (Public 
Law 109–163; 119 Stat. 3539) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (b), by striking ‘‘March 1, 
2007’’ and inserting ‘‘March 1 of 2007, 2009, 
2011, and 2013’’; 

(2) by redesignating subsections (c) and (d) 
as subsections (d) and (e), respectively; 

(3) by inserting after subsection (b) the fol-
lowing new subsection (c): 

‘‘(c) FORM.—The report required by sub-
section (b) to be submitted not later than 
March 1 of 2009, 2011, or 2013, shall be sub-
mitted in classified form, and shall include a 
detailed unclassified summary.’’; and 

(4) in subsection (e), as redesignated, by 
striking ‘‘(c)’’ and inserting ‘‘(d)’’. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2291 
(Purpose: To require a report on the search 

and rescue capabilities of the Air Force in 
the northwestern United States) 
At the end of title III, add the following: 

SEC. 358. REPORT ON SEARCH AND RESCUE CA-
PABILITIES OF AIR FORCE IN 
NORTHWESTERN UNITED STATES. 

(a) REPORT.—Not later than April 1, 2008, 
the Secretary of the Air Force shall submit 
to the appropriate congressional committees 

a report on the search and rescue capabili-
ties of the Air Force in the northwestern 
United States. 

(b) CONTENT.—The report required under 
subsection (a) shall include the following: 

(1) An assessment of the search and rescue 
capabilities required to support Air Force 
operations and training. 

(2) A description of the compliance of the 
Air Force with the 1999 United States Na-
tional Search and Rescue Plan (NSRP) for 
Washington, Oregon, Idaho, and Montana. 

(3) An inventory and description of search 
and rescue assets of the Air Force that are 
available to meet such requirements. 

(4) A description of the utilization during 
the previous three years of such search and 
rescue assets. 

(5) The plans of the Air Force to meet cur-
rent and future search and rescue require-
ments in the northwestern United States, in-
cluding with respect to risk assessment serv-
ices for Air Force missions and compliance 
with the NSRP. 

(c) USE OF REPORT FOR PURPOSES OF CER-
TIFICATION REGARDING SEARCH AND RESCUE 
CAPABILITIES.—Section 1085 of the Ronald W. 
Reagan National Defense Authorization Act 
for Fiscal Year 2005 (Public Law 108–375; 10 
U.S.C. 113 note) is amended by striking ‘‘un-
less the Secretary first certifies’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘unless the Secretary, after reviewing 
the search and rescue capabilities report pre-
pared by the Secretary of the Air Force 
under section 358 of the National Defense Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 2008, first 
certifies’’. 

(d) APPROPRIATE CONGRESSIONAL COMMIT-
TEES DEFINED.—In this section, the term 
‘‘appropriate congressional committees’’ 
means— 

(1) the Committee on Armed Services, the 
Committee on Homeland Security and Gov-
ernmental Affairs, the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation, the 
Committee on Energy and Natural Re-
sources, and the Committee on Appropria-
tions of the Senate; and 

(2) the Committee on Armed Services, the 
Committee on Homeland Security, the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce, the Com-
mittee on Natural Resources, and the Com-
mittee on Appropriations of the House of 
Representatives. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2096 

(Purpose: To require a comprehensive ac-
counting of the funding required to ensure 
that the plan for implementing for final 
recommendations of the 2005 Defense Base 
Closure and Realignment Commission re-
mains on schedule) 

On page 501, between lines 2 and 3, insert 
the following: 
SEC. 2842. COMPREHENSIVE ACCOUNTING OF 

FUNDING REQUIRED TO ENSURE 
TIMELY IMPLEMENTATION OF 2005 
DEFENSE BASE CLOSURE AND RE-
ALIGNMENT COMMISSION REC-
OMMENDATIONS. 

The Secretary of Defense shall submit to 
Congress with the budget materials for fiscal 
year 2009 a comprehensive accounting of the 
funding required to ensure that the plan for 
implementing the final recommendations of 
the 2005 Defense Base Closure and Realign-
ment Commission remains on schedule. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2315 

(Purpose: To authorize a land conveyance at 
the Lewis and Clark United States Army 
Reserve Center, Bismarck, North Dakota) 

At the end of subtitle E of title XXVIII, 
add the following: 
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SEC. 2854. LAND CONVEYANCE, LEWIS AND 

CLARK UNITED STATES ARMY RE-
SERVE CENTER, BISMARCK, NORTH 
DAKOTA. 

(a) CONVEYANCE AUTHORIZED.—The Sec-
retary of the Army may convey, without 
consideration, to the United Tribes Tech-
nical College all right, title, and interest of 
the United States in and to a parcel of real 
property, including improvements thereon, 
consisting of approximately 2 acres located 
at the Lewis and Clark United States Army 
Reserve Center, 3319 University Drive, Bis-
marck, North Dakota, for the purpose of sup-
porting Native American education and 
training. 

(b) REVERSIONARY INTEREST.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to paragraph (2), 

if the Secretary determines at any time that 
the real property conveyed under subsection 
(a) is not being used in accordance with the 
purposes of the conveyance specified in such 
subsection, all right, title, and interest in 
and to the property shall revert, at the op-
tion of the Secretary, to the United States, 
and the United States shall have the right of 
immediate entry onto the property. Any de-
termination of the Secretary under this sub-
section shall be made on the record after an 
opportunity for a hearing. 

(2) EXPIRATION.—The reversionary interest 
under paragraph (1) shall expire upon satis-
faction of the following conditions: 

(A) The real property conveyed under sub-
section (a) is used in accordance with the 
purposes of the conveyance specified in such 
subsection for a period of not less than 30 
years following the date of the conveyance. 

(B) The United Tribes Technical College 
applies to the Secretary for the release of 
the reversionary interest. 

(C) The Secretary certifies, in a manner 
that can be filed with the appropriate land 
recordation office, that the condition under 
subparagraph (A) has been satisfied. 

(c) PAYMENT OF COSTS OF CONVEYANCE.— 
(1) PAYMENT REQUIRED.—The Secretary 

shall require the United Tribes Technical 
College to cover costs to be incurred by the 
Secretary, or to reimburse the Secretary for 
costs incurred by the Secretary, to carry out 
the conveyance under subsection (a), includ-
ing survey costs, costs related to environ-
mental documentation, and other adminis-
trative costs related to the conveyance. If 
amounts are collected from the United 
Tribes Technical College in advance of the 
Secretary incurring the actual costs, and the 
amount collected exceeds the costs actually 
incurred by the Secretary to carry out the 
conveyance, the Secretary shall refund the 
excess amount to the United Tribes Tech-
nical College. 

(2) TREATMENT OF AMOUNTS RECEIVED.— 
Amounts received as reimbursements under 
paragraph (1) shall be credited to the fund or 
account that was used to cover the costs in-
curred by the Secretary in carrying out the 
conveyance. Amounts so credited shall be 
merged with amounts in such fund or ac-
count and shall be available for the same 
purposes, and subject to the same conditions 
and limitations, as amounts in such fund or 
account. 

(d) DESCRIPTION OF REAL PROPERTY.—The 
exact acreage and legal description of the 
real property to be conveyed under sub-
section (a) shall be determined by a survey 
satisfactory to the Secretary. 

(e) ADDITIONAL TERMS AND CONDITIONS.— 
The Secretary may require such additional 
terms and conditions in connection with the 
conveyance under subsection (a) as the Sec-
retary considers appropriate to protect the 
interests of the United States. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2176 
(Purpose: To require the Comptroller Gen-

eral of the United States to review the ap-
plication of certain authorities under the 
Defense Production Act of 1950, and for 
other purposes) 
At the appropriate place, insert the fol-

lowing: 
SEC. ll. GAO REVIEW OF USE OF AUTHORITY 

UNDER THE DEFENSE PRODUCTION 
ACT OF 1950. 

(a) THOROUGH REVIEW REQUIRED.—The 
Comptroller General of the United States (in 
this section referred to as the ‘‘Comp-
troller’’) shall conduct a thorough review of 
the application of the Defense Production 
Act of 1950, since the date of enactment of 
the Defense Production Act Reauthorization 
of 2003 (Public Law 108-195), in light of 
amendments made by that Act. 

(b) CONSIDERATIONS.—In conducting the re-
view required by this section, the Comp-
troller shall examine— 

(1) existing authorities under the Defense 
Production Act of 1950; 

(2) whether and how such authorities 
should be statutorily modified to ensure pre-
paredness of the United States and United 
States industry— 

(A) to meet security challenges; 
(B) to meet current and future defense re-

quirements; 
(C) to meet current and future energy re-

quirements; 
(D) to meet current and future domestic 

emergency and disaster response and recov-
ery requirements; 

(E) to reduce the interruption of critical 
infrastructure operations during a terrorist 
attack, natural catastrophe, or other similar 
national emergency; and 

(F) to safeguard critical components of the 
United States industrial base, including 
American aerospace and shipbuilding indus-
tries; 

(3) the effectiveness of amendments made 
by the Defense Production Act Reauthoriza-
tion of 2003, and the implementation of such 
amendments; 

(4) advantages and limitations of Defense 
Production Act of 1950-related capabilities, 
to ensure adaptation of the law to meet the 
security challenges of the 21st Century; 

(5) the economic impact of foreign offset 
contracts and the efficacy of existing author-
ity in mitigating such impact; 

(6) the relative merit of developing rapid 
and standardized systems for use of the au-
thority provided under the Defense Produc-
tion Act of 1950, by any Federal agency; and 

(7) such other issues as the Comptroller de-
termines relevant. 

(c) REPORT TO CONGRESS.—Not later than 
120 days after the date of enactment of this 
Act, the Comptroller shall submit a report to 
the Committee on Banking, Housing, and 
Urban Affairs of the Senate on the results of 
the review conducted under this section, to-
gether with any legislative recommenda-
tions. 

(d) RULES OF CONSTRUCTION ON PROTECTION 
OF INFORMATION.—Notwithstanding any 
other provision of law— 

(1) the provisions of section 705(d) of the 
Defense Production Act of 1950 (50 U.S.C. 
App. 2155(d)) shall not apply to information 
sought or obtained by the Comptroller for 
purposes of the review required by this sec-
tion; and 

(2) provisions of law pertaining to the pro-
tection of classified information or propri-
etary information otherwise applicable to in-
formation sought or obtained by the Comp-
troller in carrying out this section shall not 
be affected by any provision of this section. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2326 
(Purpose: To grant a Federal charter to Ko-

rean War Veterans Association, Incor-
porated) 
At the end of subtitle E of title X, add the 

following: 
SEC. 1070. GRANT OF FEDERAL CHARTER TO KO-

REAN WAR VETERANS ASSOCIATION, 
INCORPORATED. 

(a) GRANT OF CHARTER.—Part B of subtitle 
II of title 36, United States Code, is amend-
ed— 

(1) by striking the following: 
‘‘CHAPTER 1201—[RESERVED]’’; 

and 
(2) by inserting after chapter 1103 the fol-

lowing new chapter: 
‘‘CHAPTER 1201—KOREAN WAR VETERANS 

ASSOCIATION, INCORPORATED 
‘‘Sec. 
‘‘120101. Organization. 
‘‘120102. Purposes. 
‘‘120103. Membership. 
‘‘120104. Governing body. 
‘‘120105. Powers. 
‘‘120106. Restrictions. 
‘‘120107. Tax-exempt status required as condi-

tion of charter. 
‘‘120108. Records and inspection. 
‘‘120109. Service of process. 
‘‘120110. Liability for acts of officers and 

agents. 
‘‘120111. Annual report. 
‘‘120112. Definition. 
‘‘§ 120101. Organization 

‘‘(a) FEDERAL CHARTER.—Korean War Vet-
erans Association, Incorporated (in this 
chapter, the ‘corporation’), a nonprofit orga-
nization that meets the requirements for a 
veterans service organization under section 
501(c)(19) of the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986 and that is organized under the laws of 
the State of New York, is a federally char-
tered corporation. 

‘‘(b) EXPIRATION OF CHARTER.—If the cor-
poration does not comply with the provisions 
of this chapter, the charter granted by sub-
section (a) shall expire. 
‘‘§ 120102. Purposes 

‘‘The purposes of the corporation are those 
provided in the articles of incorporation of 
the corporation and shall include the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(1) To organize as a veterans service orga-
nization in order to maintain a continuing 
interest in the welfare of veterans of the Ko-
rean War, and rehabilitation of the disabled 
veterans of the Korean War to include all 
that served during active hostilities and sub-
sequently in defense of the Republic of 
Korea, and their families. 

‘‘(2) To establish facilities for the assist-
ance of all veterans and to represent them in 
their claims before the Department of Vet-
erans Affairs and other organizations with-
out charge. 

‘‘(3) To perpetuate and preserve the com-
radeship and friendships born on the field of 
battle and nurtured by the common experi-
ence of service to the United States during 
the time of war and peace. 

‘‘(4) To honor the memory of the men and 
women who gave their lives so that the 
United States and the world might be free 
and live by the creation of living memorial, 
monuments, and other forms of additional 
educational, cultural, and recreational fa-
cilities. 

‘‘(5) To preserve for the people of the 
United States and posterity of such people 
the great and basic truths and enduring prin-
ciples upon which the United States was 
founded. 
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‘‘§ 120103. Membership 

‘‘Eligibility for membership in the cor-
poration, and the rights and privileges of 
members of the corporation, are as provided 
in the bylaws of the corporation. 
‘‘§ 120104. Governing body 

‘‘(a) BOARD OF DIRECTORS.—The composi-
tion of the board of directors of the corpora-
tion, and the responsibilities of the board, 
are as provided in the articles of incorpora-
tion of the corporation. 

‘‘(b) OFFICERS.—The positions of officers of 
the corporation, and the election of the offi-
cers, are as provided in the articles of incor-
poration. 
‘‘§ 120105. Powers 

‘‘The corporation has only those powers 
provided in its bylaws and articles of incor-
poration filed in each State in which it is in-
corporated. 
‘‘§ 120106. Restrictions 

‘‘(a) STOCK AND DIVIDENDS.—The corpora-
tion may not issue stock or declare or pay a 
dividend. 

‘‘(b) POLITICAL ACTIVITIES.—The corpora-
tion, or a director or officer of the corpora-
tion as such, may not contribute to, support, 
or participate in any political activity or in 
any manner attempt to influence legislation. 

‘‘(c) LOAN.—The corporation may not make 
a loan to a director, officer, or employee of 
the corporation. 

‘‘(d) CLAIM OF GOVERNMENTAL APPROVAL OR 
AUTHORITY.—The corporation may not claim 
congressional approval, or the authority of 
the United States, for any activity of the 
corporation. 

‘‘(e) CORPORATE STATUS.—The corporation 
shall maintain its status as a corporation in-
corporated under the laws of the State of 
New York. 
‘‘§ 120107. Tax-exempt status required as con-

dition of charter 
‘‘If the corporation fails to maintain its 

status as an organization exempt from tax-
ation under the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986, the charter granted under this chapter 
shall terminate. 
‘‘§ 120108. Records and inspection 

‘‘(a) RECORDS.—The corporation shall 
keep— 

‘‘(1) correct and complete records of ac-
count; 

‘‘(2) minutes of the proceedings of the 
members, board of directors, and committees 
of the corporation having any of the author-
ity of the board of directors of the corpora-
tion; and 

‘‘(3) at the principal office of the corpora-
tion, a record of the names and addresses of 
the members of the corporation entitled to 
vote on matters relating to the corporation. 

‘‘(b) INSPECTION.—A member entitled to 
vote on any matter relating to the corpora-
tion, or an agent or attorney of the member, 
may inspect the records of the corporation 
for any proper purpose, at any reasonable 
time. 
‘‘§ 120109. Service of process 

‘‘The corporation shall have a designated 
agent in the District of Columbia to receive 
service of process for the corporation. Notice 
to or service on the agent is notice to or 
service on the corporation. 
‘‘§ 120110. Liability for acts of officers and 

agents 
‘‘The corporation is liable for any act of 

any officer or agent of the corporation act-
ing within the scope of the authority of the 
corporation. 
‘‘§ 120111. Annual report 

‘‘The corporation shall submit to Congress 
an annual report on the activities of the cor-

poration during the preceding fiscal year. 
The report shall be submitted at the same 
time as the report of the audit required by 
section 10101(b) of this title. The report may 
not be printed as a public document. 
‘‘§ 120112. Definition 

‘‘For purposes of this chapter, the term 
‘State’ includes the District of Columbia and 
the territories and possessions of the United 
States.’’. 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The item relat-
ing to chapter 1201 in the table of chapters at 
the beginning of subtitle II of title 36, United 
States Code, is amended to read as follows: 
‘‘1201. Korean War Veterans Associa-

tion, Incorporated ........................
120101’’. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2263 
(Purpose: To enhance the availability of rest 

and recuperation leave) 
At the end of subtitle H of title V, add the 

following: 
SEC. 594. ENHANCEMENT OF REST AND RECU-

PERATION LEAVE. 
Section 705(b)(2) of title 10, United States 

Code, is amended by inserting ‘‘for members 
whose qualifying tour of duty is 12 months or 
less, or for not more than 20 days for mem-
bers whose qualifying tour of duty is longer 
than 12 months,’’ after ‘‘for not more than 15 
days’’. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2294 
(Purpose: To require the Secretary of De-

fense to submit a plan to ensure the appro-
priate size of the Department of Defense 
acquisition workforce) 
At the end of section 844, insert the fol-

lowing: 
(h) ACQUISITION WORKFORCE ASSESSMENT 

AND PLAN.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days 

after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary of Defense shall develop an as-
sessment and plan for addressing gaps in the 
acquisition workforce of the Department of 
Defense. 

(2) CONTENT OF ASSESSMENT.—The assess-
ment developed under paragraph (1) shall 
identify— 

(A) the skills and competencies needed in 
the military and civilian workforce of the 
Department of Defense to effectively manage 
the acquisition programs and activities of 
the Department over the next decade; 

(B) the skills and competencies of the ex-
isting military and civilian acquisition 
workforce of the Department and projected 
trends in that workforce based on expected 
losses due to retirement and other attrition; 
and 

(C) gaps in the existing or projected mili-
tary and civilian acquisition workforce that 
should be addressed to ensure that the De-
partment has access to the skills and com-
petencies identified pursuant to subpara-
graph (A). 

(3) CONTENT OF PLAN.—The plan developed 
under paragraph (1) shall establish specific 
objectives for developing and reshaping the 
military and civilian acquisition workforce 
of the Department of Defense to address the 
gaps in skills and competencies identified 
under paragraph (2). The plan shall include— 

(A) specific recruiting and retention goals; 
and 

(B) specific strategies for developing, 
training, deploying, compensating, and moti-
vating the military and civilian acquisition 
workforce of the Department to achieve such 
goals. 

(4) ANNUAL UPDATES.—Not later than 
March 1 of each year from 2009 through 2012, 

the Secretary of Defense shall update the as-
sessment and plan required by paragraph (1). 
Each update shall include the assessment of 
the Secretary of the progress the Depart-
ment has made to date in implementing the 
plan. 

(5) SPENDING OF AMOUNTS IN FUND IN AC-
CORDANCE WITH PLAN.—Beginning on October 
1, 2008, amounts in the Fund shall be ex-
pended in accordance with the plan required 
under paragraph (1) and the annual updates 
required under paragraph (4). 

(6) REPORTS.—Not later than 30 days after 
developing the assessment and plan required 
under paragraph (1) or preparing an annual 
update required under paragraph (4), the Sec-
retary of Defense shall submit to the con-
gressional defense committees a report on 
the assessment and plan or annual update, as 
the case may be. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2277, AS MODIFIED 
At the end of title XXVIII, add the fol-

lowing: 
SEC. 2864. REPORT ON WATER CONSERVATION 

PROJECTS. 
(a) REPORT REQUIRED.—Not later than 

April 1, 2008, the Secretary of Defense shall 
submit to the congressional defense commit-
tees a report on the funding and effective-
ness of water conservation projects at De-
partment of Defense facilities. 

(b) CONTENT.—The report required under 
subsection (a) shall include— 

(1) a description, by type, of the amounts 
invested or budgeted for water conservation 
projects by the Department of Defense in fis-
cal years 2006, 2007, and 2008; 

(2) an assessment of the investment levels 
required to meet the water conservation re-
quirements of the Department of Defense 
under Executive Order No. 13423 (January 24, 
2007); 

(3) an assessment of whether water con-
servation projects should continue to be 
funded within the Energy Conservation In-
vestment Program or whether the water con-
servation efforts of the Department would be 
more effective if a separate water conserva-
tion investment program were established; 

(4) an assessment of the demonstrated or 
potential reductions in water usage and re-
turn on investment of various types of water 
conservation projects, including the use of 
metering or control systems, xeriscaping, 
waterless urinals, utility system upgrades, 
and water efficiency standards for appliances 
used in Department of Defense facilities; and 

(5) recommendations for any legislation, 
including any changes to the authority pro-
vided under section 2866 of title 10, United 
States Code, that would facilitate the water 
conservation goals of the Department, in-
cluding the water conservation requirements 
of Executive Order No. 13423 and DoD In-
struction 4170.11. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2862 
(Purpose: To authorize to be increased by up 

to $49,300,000 the amount authorized to be 
appropriated for the construction of muni-
tions demilitarization facilities at Blue 
Grass Army Depot, Kentucky, and Pueblo 
Chemical Depot, Colorado, and to ensure 
the timely destruction of lethal chemical 
agents and munitions) 
On page 470, after the table following line 

22, add the following: 
SEC. 2406. MUNITIONS DEMILITARIZATION FA-

CILITIES, BLUE GRASS ARMY DEPOT, 
KENTUCKY, AND PUEBLO CHEMICAL 
ACTIVITY, COLORADO. 

(a) AUTHORITY TO INCREASE AMOUNT FOR 
CONSTRUCTION OF MUNITIONS DEMILITARIZA-
TION FACILITY, BLUE GRASS ARMY DEPOT, 
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KENTUCKY.—Pursuant to the authority 
granted for this project by section 2401(a) of 
the Military Construction Authorization Act 
for Fiscal Year 2000 (division B of Public Law 
106–65; 113 Stat. 836), as amended by section 
2405 of the Military Construction Authoriza-
tion Act for Fiscal Year 2002 (division B of 
Public Law 107–107; 115 Stat. 1298) and sec-
tion 2405 of the Military Construction Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 2003 (division 
B of Public Law 107–314; 116 Stat. 2698), the 
amount authorized to be appropriated by 
section 2403(14) of this Act for the construc-
tion of increment 8 of a munitions demili-
tarization facility at Blue Grass Army 
Depot, Kentucky, may, subject to the ap-
proval of the Secretary of Defense, be in-
creased by up to $17,300,000 using funds from 
the amounts authorized to be appropriated 
by section 2403(1) of this Act. 

(b) AUTHORITY TO INCREASE AMOUNT FOR 
CONSTRUCTION OF MUNITIONS DEMILITARIZA-
TION FACILITY, PUEBLO CHEMICAL ACTIVITY, 
COLORADO.—Pursuant to the authority 
granted for this project by section 2401(a) of 
the Military Construction Authorization Act 
for Fiscal Year 1997 (Public Law 104–201; 110 
Stat. 2775), as amended by section 2406 of the 
Military Construction Authorization Act for 
Fiscal Year 2000 (division B of Public Law 
106–65; 113 Stat. 839) and section 2407 of the 
Military Construction Authorization Act for 
Fiscal Year 2003 (division B of Public Law 
107–314; 116 Stat. 2698), the amount author-
ized to be appropriated by section 2403(14) of 
this Act for the construction of increment 9 
of a munitions demilitarization facility at 
Pueblo Chemical Activity, Colorado may, 
subject to the approval of the Secretary of 
Defense, be increased by up to $32,000,000 
using funds from the amounts authorized to 
be appropriated by section 2403(1) of this Act. 

(c) CERTIFICATION REQUIREMENT.—Prior to 
exercising the authority provided in sub-
section (a) or (b), the Secretary of Defense 
shall provide to the congressional defense 
committees the following: 

(1) Certification that the increase in the 
amount authorized to be appropriated— 

(A) is in the best interest of national secu-
rity; and 

(B) will facilitate compliance with the 
deadline set forth in subsection (d)(1). 

(2) A statement that the increased amount 
authorized to be appropriated will be used to 
carry out authorized military construction 
activities. 

(3) A notification of the action in accord-
ance with section 2811. 

(d) DEADLINE FOR DESTRUCTION OF CHEM-
ICAL AGENTS AND MUNITIONS STOCKPILE.— 

(1) DEADLINE.—Notwithstanding any other 
provision of law, the Department of Defense 
shall complete work on the destruction of 
the entire United States stockpile of lethal 
chemical agents and munitions, including 
those stored at Blue Grass Army Depot, Ken-
tucky, and Pueblo Chemical Depot, Colo-
rado, by the deadline established by the 
Chemical Weapons Convention, and in no cir-
cumstances later than December 31, 2017. 

(2) REPORT.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—Not later than December 

31, 2007, and every 180 days thereafter, the 
Secretary of Defense shall submit to the par-
ties described in paragraph (2) a report on 
the progress of the Department of Defense 
toward compliance with this subsection. 

(B) PARTIES RECEIVING REPORT.—The par-
ties referred to in paragraph (1) are the 
Speaker of the House of the Representatives, 
the Majority and Minority Leaders of the 
House of Representatives, the Majority and 
Minority Leaders of the Senate, and the con-
gressional defense committees. 

(C) CONTENT.—Each report submitted 
under subparagraph (A) shall include the up-
dated and projected annual funding levels 
necessary to achieve full compliance with 
this subsection. The projected funding levels 
for each report shall include a detailed ac-
counting of the complete life-cycle costs for 
each of the chemical disposal projects. 

(3) CHEMICAL WEAPONS CONVENTION DE-
FINED.—In this subsection, the term ‘‘Chem-
ical Weapons Convention’’ means the Con-
vention on the Prohibition of Development, 
Production, Stockpiling and Use of Chemical 
Weapons and on Their Destruction, with an-
nexes, done at Paris, January 13, 1993, and 
entered into force April 29, 1997 (T. Doc. 103- 
21). 

(4) APPLICABILITY; RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.— 
This subsection shall apply to fiscal year 
2008 and each fiscal year thereafter, and shall 
not be modified or repealed by implication. 

Mr. LEVIN. I thank the Presiding Of-
ficer. 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. President, I move 
to reconsider the vote on the package 
of amendments. 

Mr. LEVIN. I move to lay that mo-
tion on the table. 

The motion to lay on the table was 
agreed to. 

ADMENDMENT NO. 2268 
Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, we are 

engaged in one of the longest conflicts 
in American history, and the need for 
qualified nurses in military medical fa-
cilities is increasing. Tragic stories of 
injured veterans returning from war 
and heart-wrenching images on tele-
vision remind us that the military 
needs qualified nurses. Unfortunately, 
the military faces the same difficulty 
recruiting and retaining nurses that ci-
vilian medical facilities are facing. 

Neither the Army nor the Air Force 
has met nurse recruitment goals since 
the 1990s. In 2004, the Navy Nurse Corps 
fell 32 percent below its recruitment 
target, while the Air Force missed its 
nurse recruitment target by 30 percent. 
At a Senate appropriations hearing 
earlier this year, Nurse Corps leaders 
pointed to a serious shortage of mili-
tary nurses. The Army, Navy, and Air 
Force each have a 10-percent shortage 
of nurses, with shortages reaching 
nearly 40 percent in some critical spe-
cialties. 

Civilian hospitals face similar chal-
lenges. According to the American Col-
lege of Healthcare Executives, 72 per-
cent of hospitals experienced a nursing 
shortage in 2004. The shortage is grow-
ing. The U.S. Department of Health 
and Human Services, HHS, found that 
in 2000 this country was 110,000 nurses 
short of the number, both civilian and 
military, necessary to adequately pro-
vide quality health care. By 2005, the 
shortage had doubled to 219,000. By 
2020, we will be more than 1 million 
nurses short of what we need for qual-
ity health care. This will create a prob-
lem for military health care as well as 
the Nation at large. 

To avoid the vast shortage HHS is 
projecting, we have to improve the 
number of nurses graduating and enter-

ing the workforce each year. If we only 
were to replace the nurses who are re-
tiring, we would need to increase stu-
dent enrollment at nursing schools by 
40 percent. But the baseline demand for 
nurses, however, continues to rise, 
while the supply falls. If we increased 
the number of graduates from nursing 
school by 90 percent by 2020, we would 
still fall short of the number needed for 
quality care. 

One of the major factors contributing 
to the nursing shortage is the shortage 
of teachers at schools of nursing. Last 
year, nursing colleges across the Na-
tion denied admission to over 40,000 
qualified applicants because there were 
not enough faculty members to teach 
the students. Last year, approximately 
2,000 qualified student applicants were 
rejected from Illinois nursing schools 
because there were not enough teach-
ers. 

And the shortage does not discrimi-
nate between rural or urban areas, city 
or countryside, large or small schools. 
For example, in 2006, the University of 
Illinois at Chicago, consistently recog-
nized as one of the top ten nursing pro-
grams in the United States, was sixth 
in total NIH research and research 
training dollars, and in 2004, it was 
ranked eighth out of 142 schools of 
nursing by U.S. News & World Report. 
However, despite the nationwide pres-
tige, the school turned away more than 
500 qualified applicants last year. 
Northern Illinois University, a smaller 
school in DeKalb, IL, was forced to re-
ject 233 qualified applicants as a result 
of a shortage of teachers and financial 
resources. 

The American Association of Col-
leges of Nursing surveyed more than 
400 schools of nursing last year. Sev-
enty-one percent of the schools re-
ported vacancies on their faculty. An 
additional 15 percent said they were 
fully staffed but still needed more fac-
ulty to handle the number of students 
who want to be trained. 

Statistics paint a bleak picture for 
the availability of nursing faculty now 
and into the future. The median age of 
a doctorally prepared nursing faculty 
member is 52 years old. The average 
age of retirement for faculty at schools 
of nursing is 62.5 years. It is expected 
that 200 to 300 doctorally prepared fac-
ulty will be eligible for retirement 
each year from 2005 through 2012 , dras-
tically reducing the number of avail-
able faculty—even though more than 1 
million replacement nurses will be 
needed. The military recruits nurses 
from the same source as doctors and 
hospitals: civilian nursing schools. Un-
less we address the lack of faculty, the 
shortage of nurses will only worsen. 

In 1994, the Department of Defense 
established a program called Troops to 
Teachers, which serves the dual pur-
pose of helping relieve the shortages of 
math, science, and special education 
teachers in high-poverty schools while 
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assisting military personnel in making 
successful transitions to second careers 
in teaching. As of January 2004, more 
than 6,000 former soldiers have been 
hired as teachers through the Troops 
to Teachers Program, and an addi-
tional 6,700 are now qualified teachers 
and looking for placements. 

My amendment will set up a pilot 
program called Troops to Nurse Teach-
ers to make it easier for military 
nurses, retiring nurses, or those leav-
ing the military to pursue a career 
teaching the future nurse workforce. I 
am proud to have the support of my 
colleagues: Senators INOUYE, INHOFE, 
OBAMA, MENENDEZ, BIDEN, MIKULSKI, 
DOLE, REED, LIEBERMAN, and COLLINS. I 
thank the leadership of the Senate 
Armed Services Committee, Chairman 
LEVIN, Senator WARNER, for their sup-
port and willingness to accept the 
amendment. 

The Troops to Nurse Teachers Pro-
gram seeks to address the nursing 
shortage in the different branches of 
the military while tapping into the ex-
isting wealth of knowledge and exper-
tise of military nurses to help address 
the nationwide shortage of nurses. 

The goals of the Troops to Nurse 
Teachers program are two fold. First, 
the program intends to increase the 
number of nurse faculty members so 
nursing schools can expand enrollment 
and alleviate the ongoing shortage 
both in the civilian and military sec-
tors. Second, the Troops to Nurse 
Teachers Program is meant to help 
military personnel make successful 
transitions to second careers in teach-
ing, similar to Troops to Teachers. The 
program would achieve these goals by 
offering incentives to nurses transi- 
tioning from the military to become 
full-time nurse faculty members, while 
providing the military a new recruit-
ment tool and advertising agent. 

The Troops to Nurse Teachers Pro-
gram will provide transitional assist-
ance for servicemembers who already 
hold a master’s or Ph.D. in nursing or 
a related field and are qualified to 
teach. Eligible servicemembers can re-
ceive career placement assistance, 
transitional stipends, and educational 
training from accredited schools of 
nursing to expedite their transition. 
Troops to Nurse Teachers will also es-
tablish a pilot scholarship program for 
officers of the Armed Forces who have 
been involved in nursing during their 
military service to help them obtain 
the education needed to become nurse 
educators. Tuition, stipends, and fi-
nancing for other educational expenses 
would be provided. Recipients of schol-
arships must commit to teaching at an 
accredited school of nursing for 3 years 
in exchange for the educational sup-
port they receive. 

In addition, the Troops to Nurse 
Teachers Program will provide active 
military nurses the opportunity to 
complete a 2-year tour of duty at a ci-

vilian nursing school to train the next 
generation of nurses. In exchange, the 
nurse officer will commit to additional 
time in the military or the College of 
Nursing will provide scholarships for 
nursing students that commit to en-
listing in the military. 

We have the support of over 20 nurs-
ing organizations, including the fol-
lowing: American Association of Col-
leges of Nursing, American Organiza-
tion of Nurse Executives, American 
Nurses Association, Academy of Med-
ical-Surgical Nurses, American Acad-
emy of Ambulatory Care Nursing, 
American College of Nurse Practi-
tioners, American Association of Nurse 
Anesthetists, American Health Care 
Association, American Society of 
PeriAnesthesia Nurses, Association of 
Women’s Health, Obstetric, and Neo-
natal Nurses, American Association of 
Occupational Health Nurses, Inc., 
American Radiological Nurses Associa-
tion, Association of Perioperative Reg-
istered Nurses, Emergency Nurses As-
sociation, National Black Nurses Asso-
ciation, National Council of State 
Boards of Nursing, National Geronto-
logical Nursing Association, National 
League for Nursing, National Nursing 
Centers Consortium, National Organi-
zation of Nurse Practitioner Faculties, 
Oncology Nursing Society, Society of 
Urologic Nurses & Associates. 

In addition, the Office of the Sec-
retary of Defense, both Personnel and 
Recruitment and Health Affairs, are in 
support of the amendment. We have 
also worked hard to secure the support 
and incorporate important feedback 
from the Nurse Corps of the Depart-
ments of the Army, Navy, and Air 
Force. 

We must increase the number of 
teachers preparing tomorrow’s nursing 
workforce. With the aging of the baby 
boom generation and the long-term 
needs of our growing number of wound-
ed veterans, the military and civilian 
health care systems will need qualified 
nurses more than ever. The Troops to 
Nurse Teachers Program will help to 
alleviate the shortage of nurse faculty 
and ultimately help make more nurses 
available for both civilian and military 
medical facilities. 

AMENDMENTS NOS. 2087, 2088, 2274, AND 2275 
WITHDRAWN 

Mr. LEVIN. Mr. President, I now ask 
unanimous consent that all pending 
amendments be withdrawn, with the 
exception of the Levin substitute 
amendment; that Senator LEAHY or his 
designee be recognized to offer a first- 
degree amendment on the subject of 
habeas corpus; that after the Leahy 
amendment is offered, Senator GRAHAM 
or his designee be recognized to offer a 
first-degree amendment to strike sec-
tion 1023; that the offering of these 
amendments does not preclude further 
amendments on the subject matter of 
these amendments. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. WARNER. No objection. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Hearing 

no objection, it is so ordered. 
AMENDMENT NO. 2022 TO AMENDMENT NO. 2011 
Mr. LEVIN. Mr. President, on behalf 

of Senator LEAHY, I call up amendment 
No. 2022. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
The Senator from Michigan [Mr. LEVIN], 

for Mr. SPECTER and Mr. LEAHY, proposes an 
amendment numbered 2022. 

Mr. LEVIN. I ask unanimous consent 
that the reading of the amendment be 
dispensed with. No. 2022 is the amend-
ment, and it is indeed the Specter- 
Leahy amendment. That is the amend-
ment which was referred to in the 
unanimous consent agreement. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The amendment (No. 2022) is as fol-
lows: 

AMENDMENT NO. 2022 
(Purpose: To restore habeas corpus for those 

detained by the United States) 
At the end of subtitle E of title X, add the 

following: 
SEC. 1070. RESTORATION OF HABEAS CORPUS 

FOR THOSE DETAINED BY THE 
UNITED STATES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 2241 of title 28, 
United States Code, is amended by striking 
subsection (e). 

(b) TITLE 10.—Section 950j of title 10, 
United States Code, is amended by striking 
subsection (b) and inserting the following: 

‘‘(b) LIMITED REVIEW OF MILITARY COMMIS-
SION PROCEDURES AND ACTIONS.—Except as 
otherwise provided in this chapter or in sec-
tion 2241 of title 28 or any other habeas cor-
pus provision, and notwithstanding any 
other provision of law, no court, justice, or 
judge shall have jurisdiction to hear or con-
sider any claim or cause of action whatso-
ever, including any action pending on or 
filed after the date of the enactment of the 
Military Commissions Act of 2006, relating to 
the prosecution, trial, or judgment of a mili-
tary commission under this chapter, includ-
ing challenges to the lawfulness of proce-
dures of military commissions under this 
chapter.’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE AND APPLICABILITY.— 
The amendments made by this section 
shall— 

(1) take effect on the date of the enactment 
of this Act; and 

(2) apply to any case that is pending on or 
after the date of enactment of this Act. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2064 TO AMENDMENT NO. 2011 
Mr. WARNER. Mr. President, I call 

up amendment No. 2064 on behalf of 
Senator GRAHAM. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
The Senator from Virginia [Mr. WARNER], 

for Mr. GRAHAM, proposes an amendment 
numbered 2064. 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the reading of 
the amendment be dispensed with. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The amendment (No. 2064) is as fol-
lows: 
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AMENDMENT NO. 2064 

(Purpose: To strike section 1023, relating to 
the granting of civil rights to terror sus-
pects) 
Strike section 1023. 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. President, it is my 
understanding that we do have these 
two first-degree amendments side by 
side for purposes of the debate, and at 
this time there are no time agree-
ments. 

Mr. LEVIN. Mr. President, Senator 
LEAHY has already debated this amend-
ment. I assume he would want to de-
bate this further, but that would, of 
course, be up to him. But this was the 
amendment Senator LEAHY was debat-
ing earlier this afternoon. Now that it 
is pending, it is open to debate. 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. President, I have 
discussed this with the Senator from 
Arizona, who is here on the floor for 
purposes of that debate. I yield the 
floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Who 
seeks recognition? The Senator from 
Arizona. 

Mr. KYL. Mr. President, I thank the 
chairman and Senator WARNER. Let me 
read a portion of a letter from the De-
partment of Justice first, and I will in-
clude it for the RECORD at the conclu-
sion of its reading. This letter is ad-
dressed to Chairman PAT LEAHY of the 
Judiciary Committee. It begins by say-
ing—it is dated June 6 of this year. 

This letter presents the views of the De-
partment of Justice on S. 185, the ‘‘Habeas 
Corpus Restoration Act of 2007,’’ as intro-
duced in the U.S. Senate. If enacted, S. 185 
would remove the habeas corpus restrictions 
included in the ‘‘Military Commissions Act 
of 2006.’’ 

After a full and open debate, a bipar-
tisan majority of Congress passed the 
MCA just last fall. The MCA’s restric-
tions on habeas corpus codified impor-
tant and constitutional limits on cap-
tured enemies’ access to our courts. 
The DC Circuit upheld MCA’s habeas 
restrictions in—the name of the case is 
Boumediene v. Bush—I will omit the 
citation—decided in 2007. 

The provision of S. 185 that seeks to re-
move these important limits ignores their 
history and their role in protecting our Na-
tion’s security. As the Supreme Court recog-
nized in Johnson v. Eisentrager, a 1950 case, 
the extension of habeas corpus to alien com-
batants captured abroad ‘‘would hamper the 
war effort and bring aid and comfort to the 
enemy,’’ and the Constitution requires no 
such thing. The United States already pro-
vides alien enemy combatants detained at 
Guantanamo Bay, Cuba, with an unprece-
dented degree of process, which includes ju-
dicial review of decisions regarding their de-
tention before the Federal appeals court in 
Washington, DC. Repealing the MCA’s limi-
tations on habeas would simply burden our 
courts with duplicative and unnecessary liti-
gation. For this reason, and because repeal 
of the MCA’s habeas provisions would delay 
and disrupt the vital work of bringing enemy 
combatants to justice, the President’s senior 
advisors would recommend that he veto S. 
185 if the bill is presented to him for signa-
ture. 

There is more of the letter, but I will 
submit it for the RECORD at this point. 

I note that the amendment offered by 
Senator LEAHY is virtually the same, if 
not the same, as the bill introduced. I 
am presuming that the President’s sen-
ior advisers would, as a result, also rec-
ommend a veto of the bill if it included 
this provision. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

JUNE 6, 2007.
Hon. PATRICK J. LEAHY, 
Chairman, Committee on the Judiciary, U.S. 

Senate, Washington, DC. 
DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: This letter presents 

the views of the Department of Justice on S. 
185, the ‘‘Habeas Corpus Restoration Act of 
2007,’’ as introduced in the United States 
Senate. If enacted, S. 185 would remove the 
habeas corpus restrictions included in the 
‘‘Military Commissions Act of 2006’’ 
(‘‘MCA’’). 

After a full and open debate, a bipartisan 
majority of Congress passed the MCA just 
last fall. The MCA’s restrictions on habeas 
corpus codified important and constitutional 
limits on captured enemies’ access to our 
courts. The D.C. Circuit upheld the MCA’s 
habeas restrictions in Boumediene v. Bush, 
476 F.3d 981 (D.C. Cir. 2007), cert. denied, 127 
S. Ct. 1478 (2007). The provision of S. 185 that 
seeks to remove these important limits ig-
nores their history and their role in pro-
tecting our Nation’s security. As the Su-
preme Court recognized in Johnson v. 
Eisentrager, 339 U.S. 763 (1950), the extension 
of habeas corpus to alien combatants cap-
tured abroad ‘‘would hamper the war effort 
and bring aid and comfort to the enemy,’’ id. 
at 779, and the Constitution requires no such 
thing, see id. at 780–81. The United States al-
ready provides alien enemy combatants de-
tained at Guantanamo Bay, Cuba, with an 
unprecedented degree of process, which in-
cludes judicial review of decisions regarding 
their detention before the Federal appeals 
court in Washington, D.C. Repealing the 
MCA’s limitations on habeas would simply 
burden our courts with duplicative and un-
necessary litigation. For this reason, and be-
cause repeal of the MCA’s habeas provisions 
would delay and disrupt the vital work of 
bringing enemy combatants to justice, the 
President’s senior advisors would rec-
ommend that he veto S. 185 if the bill is pre-
sented to him for signature. 

Thank you for your consideration of our 
views. If we may be of further assistance, 
please do not hesitate to contact us. The Of-
fice of Management and Budget has advised 
us that there is no objection to this letter 
from the perspective of the Administration’s 
program and that enactment of S. 185 would 
not be in accord with the President’s pro-
gram. 

Sincerely, 
ALBERTO R. GONZALES, 

Attorney General. 
Mr. KYL. Now, the Defense author-

ization bill is extraordinarily impor-
tant to our troops. To add a totally ex-
traneous provision amending a dif-
ferent bill to the Defense authorization 
bill, especially one which carries the 
suggestion of a Presidential veto, 
would be the height of irresponsibility 
on the part of the Senate. The sub-
stantive arguments of the Department 
of Justice with respect to habeas are 
correct, and the Senate should not, 

therefore, seek to amend another stat-
ute in the Defense authorization bill, 
thus inviting a veto of the bill. 

Related to the habeas corpus provi-
sion is the amendment that is now 
pending offered by Senator GRAHAM of 
South Carolina. That amendment 
would strike a provision of the Defense 
authorization bill—section 1023—that 
also relates to the subject of treatment 
of detainees. Unfortunately, the way 
the committee bill was written, the 
bill that is before us right now, if we 
retain that language and we don’t 
strike it, as the Graham amendment 
would do, we would essentially be re-
turning to a law enforcement approach 
to terrorists that, frankly, failed us be-
fore 9/11 and obviously does not work in 
the post-9/11 context. We can’t deal 
with all of the enemy combatants as 
criminal defendants. These people who 
are picked up on the battlefields of Iraq 
and Afghanistan cannot be dealt with 
in the same way as criminal defendants 
in our court system. Senator GRAHAM’s 
amendment would strike these harmful 
provisions of the bill. 

I wish to begin by reminding my col-
leagues of the evil nature of these ter-
rorists and then go through the three 
particular parts of this provision that 
require removal. 

First, a requirement that al-Qaida 
terrorists held in Iraq and Afghanistan 
be given lawyers—I mean, just imagine 
that; second, the authorization to de-
mand discovery and compel testimony 
from servicemembers; and third, the 
requirement that al-Qaida and Taliban 
detainees be provided access to classi-
fied evidence. To state these three pro-
visions of the bill is to recognize imme-
diately why it is so harmful that they 
be included in this bill and why they 
need to be stricken, but focus for just 
a moment on the people we are talking 
about held at Guantanamo Bay and 
picked up in Iraq and Afghanistan. 

At least 30 of the detainees released 
already from Guantanamo Bay have 
since returned to waging war against 
the United States and our allies. Of 
course, the provisions of section 21 are 
all designed to effectuate the release of 
some of these prisoners—some of these 
detainees. So 30 have already been re-
leased because we no longer deemed 
them to be a threat to the United 
States or our forces, but after their re-
lease, 12 of the released detainees have 
been killed in battle by U.S. forces or— 
well, by U.S. forces; others have been 
captured. In other words, we released 
them, they went right back to the bat-
tlefield, 12 of them have been killed in 
battle, others have been recaptured, 2 
released detainees became regional 
commanders for Taliban forces, and 1 
attacked U.S. and allies’ soldiers in Af-
ghanistan, killing 3 Afghan soldiers. 

One released detainee killed an Af-
ghan judge. One released detainee led a 
terrorist attack on a hotel in Pakistan 
and a kidnapping raid that resulted in 
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the death of a Chinese civilian, and 
this former detainee recently told Pak-
istani journalists that he planned to 
‘‘fight America and its allies until the 
very end.’’ 

Even under the procedures today, 
which give due process to these detain-
ees and allow them to be released if we 
can no longer demonstrate they are a 
threat to U.S. forces—even under these 
provisions, at least 30 of the detainees 
have gone right back to the battlefield 
and are attacking us and our forces. 

The provisions of section 1023 would 
make it very difficult, if not impos-
sible, for the United States to detain 
committed terrorists such as this, peo-
ple who have been captured while wag-
ing war against us. No nation in the 
history of armed conflict has imposed 
the kinds of limits this bill would im-
pose on its ability to detain enemy war 
prisoners. War prisoners released in the 
middle of an ongoing conflict, such as 
members of al-Qaida, will return to 
waging war. That is the whole point of 
prisoners of war. In the war you cap-
ture people and hold them so they can-
not return to the battlefield to kill 
your troops. We have already seen this 
happen 30 times with the detainees re-
leased from Guantanamo, as I said. 

If section 1023 were to be enacted, we 
could expect more civilians and Af-
ghans and Iraqis will be killed, and it 
may be inevitable that even our own 
soldiers will be killed by such released 
terrorists. This is a price our Nation 
should not be forced to bear. 

I mentioned three specific general 
problems with section 1023. The first 
has to do with a requirement of the bill 
that al-Qaida terrorists who are held in 
Iraq and Afghanistan must be provided 
with lawyers. I cannot imagine that 
the details of this were known to the 
members of the committee when they 
put it into the bill. This could never be 
executed. It would require the release 
of the detainees; either they get law-
yers or they have to be released. And 
here is why. The Defense bill requires 
that counsel be provided and trials be 
conducted for all unlawful enemy com-
batants held by the United States, in-
cluding, for example, al-Qaida members 
captured and detained in Iraq and Af-
ghanistan, if they are held for 2 years. 
We hold approximately 800 prisoners in 
Afghanistan and tens of thousands in 
Iraq. None are lawful combatants; all 
would arguably be entitled to a lawyer 
and a trial under this bill. This proce-
dure would at least require a military 
judge, a prosecutor, and a defense at-
torney, as well as other legal profes-
sionals. 

This scheme is totally unrealistic. 
The entire Army JAG Corps only con-
sists of about 1,500 officers, and each is 
busy with their current duties. More-
over, under the bill, each detainee 
would be permitted to retain private or 
volunteer counsel. Our agreements 
with the Iraqi Government bar the 

United States from transferring Iraqi 
detainees out of Iraq. As a result, the 
bill would require the United States to 
train, transport, house, and protect po-
tentially thousands, or tens of thou-
sands, of private lawyers in the middle 
of a war zone during ongoing hos-
tilities. That is impossible. 

Think about this in the context of 
other conflicts, not just in Iraq or Af-
ghanistan. In the context of World War 
II, anybody hearing this would think it 
is nuts. But the bill before us literally 
requires us to provide attorneys to 
these captured detainees in Iraq—tens 
of thousands of them. This proposal 
would likely force the United States to 
release thousands of these enemy com-
batants in Iraq, as I said, because there 
is no way you could provide all of the 
lawyers to them. Obviously, that would 
further jeopardize our military. By re-
quiring a trial for each detainee, this 
provision would also require U.S. sol-
diers to offer statements to criminal 
investigators, needing later to prove 
their case after they captured someone. 
In other words, unlike today, when you 
are on the battlefield and you capture 
somebody and you hold them because 
they are a threat, but you are not put-
ting them on trial, now you are going 
to put them on trial and you have to 
have the kind of evidence that would 
stand up in court. You have watched 
the TV shows with the clever defense 
lawyers. You know about, ‘‘I object, 
Your Honor; that is not relevant,’’ or 
‘‘that is hearsay.’’ On the battlefield, 
who walks around with lawyers mak-
ing sure Miranda rights are read and 
evidence is collected and statements 
are taken that will hold up in court 
when they are later tried? And they 
would need to carry evidence kits and 
cameras, means of identifying the per-
son later on. Two years after you cap-
ture someone, the defense lawyer could 
say: Is that the person you captured? 
And if he says, ‘‘Well, those guys all 
kind of looked alike to me when they 
were shooting at me, so I cannot be 
sure,’’ well, the case will get thrown 
out of court. Or was there a chain of 
custody of the evidence? You would 
have to do that with the evidence 
taken on the battlefield or it would be 
thrown out in court. They would need 
to spend hours after each trial writing 
after-action reports, which would need 
to be reviewed by commanders. Valu-
able time, in other words, would be 
taken from combat operations and sol-
diers’ rest whenever they capture 
somebody on the battlefield. 

A horrible precedent would be set for 
the future. Aside from the war in Iraq, 
this provision would make fighting a 
major war in the future simply impos-
sible. In World War II, we detained over 
2 million enemy prisoners of war. It 
would have been impossible for the 
United States to have conducted a trial 
and provided counsel to 2 million cap-
tured enemy combatants. The bottom 

line, with respect to this provision, sec-
tion 1023, the requirement of counsel 
for these detainees held in Iraq and Af-
ghanistan, is that it would be impos-
sible to implement. It is patently ab-
surd and, as a result, it should be 
stricken. 

The second point is authorizing al- 
Qaida detainees to demand discovery 
and compel testimony from American 
soldiers. I alluded to that a second ago. 
The underlying bill would actually au-
thorize unlawful enemy combatants, 
including al-Qaida detainees in Iraq 
and Afghanistan, to demand discovery 
and compel testimony from witnesses, 
just as we do in our criminal courts in 
the United States. These witnesses 
would all be the U.S. soldiers who cap-
tured the prisoner. Under the bill, an 
American soldier could literally be re-
called from his unit at the whim of an 
al-Qaida terrorist in order to be cross- 
examined by him, or his lawyer, or a 
judge. 

Newspaper columnist Stuart Taylor 
describes the questions such a right 
would raise: 

Should a Marine sergeant be pulled out of 
combat in Afghanistan to testify at a deten-
tion hearing about when, where, how, and 
why he had captured the detainee? What if 
the northern alliance or some other ally 
made the capture? Should the military be or-
dered to deliver high-level al-Qaida prisoners 
to be cross-examined by other detainees and 
their lawyers? 

It goes on and on. The questions 
abound. As the Supreme Court itself 
observed in Johnson v. Eisenstrager, 
which is the law on this subject: 

It would be difficult to devise a more effec-
tive fettering of a field commander than to 
allow the very enemies he is ordered to re-
duce to submission to call him to account in 
his own civil court and divert his efforts and 
attention from the military offensive abroad 
to the legal defensive at home. 

This is the U.S. Supreme Court talk-
ing not long after World War II, when 
a question similar to this arose, and a 
Justice of the Supreme Court says it 
‘‘would be difficult to devise a more ef-
fective fettering of a field commander 
than to allow the very enemies he is 
ordered to reduce to submission to call 
him into account in his own civil court 
and divert his efforts and attention 
from the military offensive abroad to 
the legal defensive at home.’’ 

It would be difficult to conceive of a 
process that would be more insulting 
to our soldiers. 

In addition, many al-Qaida members 
captured in Afghanistan were captured 
by special operators whose identities 
are kept secret for obvious reasons. 
This would force them to reveal them-
selves to al-Qaida members and expose 
themselves, or simply forgo the pros-
ecution of the individual, which is ob-
viously more likely to happen. You 
simply could not do all of this, so you 
would have to forgo the prosecution 
and release the prisoner. 

Clearly, Americans should not be 
subject to subpoena by al-Qaida. Think 
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about that. That brings me to the last 
point—the requirement that al-Qaida 
and Taliban detainees be provided with 
access to classified evidence. You 
would have to give the enemy your 
classified evidence, the sources and 
methods of your intelligence oper-
ations, in order to prosecute them, 
which is what would be required by the 
bill. 

Here is the exact language. The bill 
requires that detainees be provided 
with ‘‘a sufficiently specific substitute 
of classified evidence’’ and that detain-
ees’ private lawyers be given access to 
all relevant classified evidence. 

When this bill was brought up in the 
Senate, some Members questioned 
whether this bill requires us to share 
classified information with al-Qaida 
detainees and their lawyers. I will di-
rect this to specific pages and lines of 
the bill to show what it does. 

On page 305, lines 16 through 21, the 
bill expressly provides that ‘‘the de-
tainee’’ must be provided—I am 
quoting now—access to a ‘‘sufficiently 
specific’’ summary of ‘‘the classified 
evidence that is submitted against the 
detainee.’’ This language appears to 
mirror the Classified Information Pro-
cedures Act rules that apply to the use 
of classified information in Federal 
courts. Like CIPA, these procedures 
give a detainee a right to the substance 
of classified evidence. The Government 
might be able to redact some names or 
other information, but only if it still 
gives the detainee the substance of the 
evidence. And if the United States is 
not willing to compromise the evidence 
in this way, it cannot use the evidence. 

Similarly, at page 305, line 5, the bill 
expressly requires that under its provi-
sions, ‘‘counsel for the detainee is pro-
vided access to the relevant classified 
evidence.’’ I don’t know how you can be 
any more specific than that. His lawyer 
gets to see relevant classified evidence. 

Foreign and domestic intelligence 
agencies are already very hesitant to 
divulge classified evidence to the CSRT 
hearings we already conduct. These are 
part of the internal and nonadversarial 
military process today. Intelligence 
agencies will inevitably refuse to pro-
vide sensitive evidence to detainees 
and their lawyers. They will not risk 
compromising such information for the 
sake of detaining one individual ter-
rorist. 

In addition, the United States al-
ready has tenuous relations with some 
of the foreign governments, particu-
larly in the Middle East, that have 
been our best sources of information 
about groups such as al-Qaida. If we 
give detainees a legal right to access 
such information, these foreign govern-
ments would simply, I presume, shut 
off all further supply of information to 
the United States. Why would they do 
otherwise? They don’t want to expose 
their own sources, compromise their 
evidence, or expose even the fact that 

they have cooperated with the United 
States. By exposing our cooperation 
with these governments, the bill per-
versely applies a sort of ‘‘stop snitch-
ing’’ policy toward our Middle Eastern 
allies, which is likely to be as ruth-
lessly effective as when applied to 
criminal street gangs to potential wit-
nesses to a crime in the United States. 

Some of our best information is 
gained from foreign intelligence serv-
ices who, like us, are trying to find out 
everything they can about these ter-
rorists. Once they know we have to 
turn the information they gave us over 
to the terrorists, they are going to stop 
cooperating with us. 

The argument I presented—that shar-
ing classified evidence with al-Qaida 
detainees and their lawyers would 
badly damage America’s efforts in the 
war with al-Qaida—was recently rein-
forced by several declarations that 
were recently introduced in the ongo-
ing Bismullah litigation. These dec-
larations were filed by the Director of 
National Intelligence, the Director of 
the CIA, and by the Director of the 
Federal Bureau of Investigation, our 
three top intelligence agencies. To-
gether, these statements confirm that 
sharing classified information with de-
tainees and their lawyers would not 
only inevitably lead to leaks of sen-
sitive information, but that it would 
violate American intelligence agencies’ 
agreements with foreign governments 
and with confidential human sources— 
violations that would inevitably under-
mine these organizations and individ-
uals’ willingness to cooperate with the 
United States in the future. 

The final point is that we already 
know, from hard experience, that pro-
viding classified and other sensitive in-
formation to al-Qaida members is a bad 
idea. During the 1995 Federal prosecu-
tion in New York of the ‘‘blind 
sheikh,’’ Omar Rahman, prosecutors 
turned over the names of 200 
unindicted coconspirators to the de-
fense. They were required to do so 
under the civilian criminal justice sys-
tem of discovery rules, which require 
that large amounts of evidence be 
turned over to the defense. The judge 
warned the defense that the informa-
tion could only be used to prepare for 
trial and not for other purposes. Never-
theless, within 10 days of being turned 
over to the defense, the information 
found its way to Sudan and into the 
hands of Osama bin Laden. As the dis-
trict judge who presided over the case 
said, ‘‘That list was in downtown Khar-
toum within 10 days, and bin Laden 
was aware within 10 days that the Gov-
ernment was on his trail.’’ 

That is what happens when you pro-
vide classified information in this con-
text. 

In another case tried in the civilian 
criminal justice system, testimony 
about the use of cell phones tipped off 
terrorists as to how the Government 

was monitoring their networks. Ac-
cording to the judge, ‘‘There was a 
piece of innocuous testimony about the 
delivery of a battery for a cell phone.’’ 
This testimony alerted terrorists to 
the Government surveillance and, as a 
result, their communication network 
shut down within days and intelligence 
was lost to the Government forever— 
intelligence that might have prevented 
who knows what. 

This particular section of the bill, 
1023, repeats the mistakes of the past. 
Treating the war with al-Qaida similar 
to a criminal justice investigation 
would force the United States to 
choose between compromising informa-
tion that could be used to prevent fur-
ther terrorist attacks on one hand and 
on the other letting captured terrorists 
go free. As I said before, this is not a 
choice our Nation should be required to 
make. 

Let me read a couple of the 
quotations I alluded to earlier from the 
Director of the Central Intelligence 
Agency, GEN Michael Hayden, relative 
to the damage that would be caused by 
requiring this classified information to 
be turned over to the defendant or his 
lawyers: 

. . . [M]uch of the information that is po-
tentially discoverable was provided to the 
CIA by foreign intelligence services or dis-
closes the specific assistance provided by the 
CIA’s global partners in the global war on 
terror. If the CIA is compelled to comply 
with the Court’s decision, the CIA will be ob-
ligated to inform its foreign liaison partners 
that a court order requires that the CIA pro-
vide this information to the Court and de-
tainee counsel. There is a high probability 
that certainly liaison services will decrease 
their cooperation with the CIA because of 
the extent that their information has be-
come enmeshed in U.S. legal proceedings. 
. . . 

He goes on: 

[S]ome information discoverable under the 
Court’s decision originated with, or pertains 
to, clandestine human intelligence sources. 
These individuals provide information or as-
sistance to the CIA only upon the condition 
of absolute and lasting secrecy. Revealing 
this information—even to the Court or to 
cleared counsel—would expressly violate 
these agreements, and would irreparably 
harm the CIA’s ability to utilize current 
sources and to recruit sources in the future. 
. . . 

Let me read one other comment from 
General Hayden, the Director of the 
CIA: 

. . . With over 300 detainees at Guanta-
namo Bay, Cuba, it appears that compliance 
with the Court’s decision will require disclo-
sure to several hundred—perhaps more than 
one thousand—private attorneys who are not 
employees of the U.S. Government and who 
are not trained in handling classified infor-
mation. With so many untrained individuals 
allowed access to such sensitive information, 
I believe that unauthorized disclosures, even 
if inadvertent, are not only probable, but in-
evitable. The regulations controlling access 
to classified information recognize that lim-
iting the number of people with access is a 
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necessary step in safeguarding sensitive in-
formation. The Court’s decision would evis-
cerate the U.S. Government’s carefully con-
ceived plan to keep its most highly sensitive 
information compartmentalized and would 
increase the likelihood of public disclosure. 

I quote a comment from Robert 
Mueller, the Director of the Federal 
Bureau of Investigation, in his affi-
davit to the court in the case I men-
tioned: 

Disseminating human source information 
could reasonably lead to the disclosure of 
their identities because often the informa-
tion provided by human sources is singular 
in nature. 

In other words, he is the only person 
who knows about it, so when the infor-
mation is divulged, then the other side 
knows exactly where it came from. 

Back to Director Mueller: 
The disclosure of singular information 

could endanger the life of the source or his/ 
her family or friends, or cause the source to 
suffer physical or economic harm or ostra-
cism within the community. These con-
sequences, and the inability of the FBI to 
protect the identities of its human sources, 
would make it exceptionally more difficult 
for the FBI and other U.S. intelligence agen-
cies to recruit human sources in the future. 

These are the kinds of irreparable 
harm that would result if the language 
of section 1023 remains in the bill. Not 
my words, but Director Mueller of the 
FBI, General Hayden, the Director of 
the CIA, and now I quote from the Di-
rector of National Intelligence, Mi-
chael McConnell. Admiral McConnell 
had this to say: 

. . . [T]he Intelligence Community has 
many sources of information that must be 
protected. For example, much of the infor-
mation at issue was provided by foreign in-
telligence services or would reveal the spe-
cific assistance provided by foreign partners 
in the global war on terror. Certain liaison 
services will likely decrease their coopera-
tion with the U.S. Government if their infor-
mation is caught up in U.S. court pro-
ceedings. 

One final comment. 
. . . Human sources also provide the Intel-

ligence Community with critical informa-
tion, but only upon the condition of absolute 
secrecy. Revealing this information would 
violate the sources of confidentiality we pro-
vide these sources and would likely result in 
their minimizing or ceasing altogether their 
cooperation. Such a disclosure would harm 
the Intelligence Community’s ability to re-
tain current sources and recruit new ones, 
and if we cannot recruit and retain sources, 
the Intelligence Community simply cannot 
conduct its business. 

That is the point of Senator 
GRAHAM’s amendment to strike these 
provisions from the bill. They would ir-
reparably harm our intelligence collec-
tion capability, which is the first de-
fense against these terrorists. That is 
why the Graham amendment striking 
section 1023 should be adopted. 

We have already bent over backward 
to provide the detainees at Guanta-
namo the ability to contest their de-
tention and to have their detention re-
viewed and eventually even have it re-

viewed in the U.S. Supreme Court, and 
before that the Circuit Court of Ap-
peals. 

This is a very fair system, more fair 
than has ever been provided by any 
other nation in any other circumstance 
and more than our Constitution re-
quires. So we are treating the people 
we capture in a very fair way. 

What we cannot do is to take those 
same kinds of protections and apply 
them anywhere we capture someone in 
the foreign theater. And as I said be-
fore, never in the history of warfare 
have they been subjected to the crimi-
nal justice system of our country. To 
take that system and try to transport 
it to the fields of Afghanistan and Iraq 
would obviously not only be breaking 
precedent but is a horrible idea for all 
the reasons I indicated. 

I ask my colleagues to give careful 
attention to the dangerous return to 
the pre-9/11 notion that these terrorists 
are, after all, only common criminals 
and we have to treat them that way. 
They have made no secret that they 
are actually at war with us, and we ig-
nore this point at our peril. 

I remind my colleagues that the 
Statement of Administration Policy on 
this bill says the President will be ad-
vised to veto the bill if section 1023 re-
mains in the bill and refer again to a 
similar statement from the Depart-
ment of Justice with respect to the ha-
beas corpus provisions that would be 
added to the bill in the amendment of 
Senator LEAHY. 

I hope my colleagues will take all of 
this information into account when 
they consider voting on these amend-
ments in this very important Defense 
authorization bill which we need to 
pass and the President will want to 
sign so we can do what is necessary to 
support our troops whom we have sent 
into harm’s way. 

I urge my colleagues to support the 
Graham amendment to strike section 
1023 and not to support the additional 
habeas corpus rights to terrorists who 
attack our troops. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Ms. 
STABENOW). The distinguished Senator 
from Connecticut. 

Mr. DODD. Madam President, first, I 
want to commend Senator LEVIN and 
Senator WARNER for their leadership on 
this legislation. It is not news that 
they do a good job. They do it consist-
ently year in and year out. This may 
be one of the last Defense authoriza-
tion bills in which Senator WARNER is 
involved, having made his announce-
ment about his decision to retire from 
the Senate. He has another year, next 
year, on the Defense authorization bill. 
I already sense the notion of missing 
him here. While he is not in the Cham-
ber this evening, I commend Senator 
WARNER and Senator LEVIN for the fine 
work they do year in and year out on 
this very important issue. 

I rise today to urge my colleagues to 
join in supporting the Specter-Leahy- 

Dodd amendment to restore the writ of 
habeas corpus for individuals held in 
U.S. custody. I am pleased to be an 
original cosponsor of this amendment 
and a cosponsor of the underlying bill 
from which it draws its strength, S. 
185, the Habeas Corpus Restoration 
Act, also introduced by Senators SPEC-
TER and LEAHY. 

For over 700 years, the legal system 
has recognized the importance of ha-
beas corpus, the right of an individual 
to question the legality of his or her 
detention. 

The Military Commissions Act is per-
haps the most disappointing and dan-
gerous piece of legislation passed in 
the more than quarter-century I have 
been a Member of this body. Among its 
many troublesome provisions, the act 
eliminated habeas corpus for those in-
dividuals held by our Government as 
enemy combatants. By stripping these 
individuals of the right to petition the 
Government, we have undermined our 
Nation’s longstanding commitment to 
the rule of law and human rights. Ad-
vocates of this provision argued that 
stripping away this fundamental right 
was necessary to protect our Nation’s 
security. That is totally false, in my 
view. We can both effectively prosecute 
terrorists and remain true to our val-
ues. In fact, if we do otherwise, I 
strongly suggest that we jeopardize our 
security. 

I stand on the floor of the Senate 
seeking to undo what Congress did last 
year when it summarily stripped ha-
beas corpus rights with the enactment 
of the Military Commissions Act. Were 
our Founding Fathers alive today, I be-
lieve they would be seriously dismayed 
to realize how far our country has 
strayed from the values enshrined in 
our Constitution with the adoption of 
this measure. 

Stripping of habeas corpus rights is 
just one of a number of egregious pro-
visions included in the Military Com-
missions Act. That is why earlier this 
year I introduced S. 576, the Restoring 
the Constitution Act, to address these 
errors. 

In addition to restoring habeas cor-
pus rights, S. 576 would also require the 
United States to live up to its Geneva 
Convention obligations, provide detain-
ees access to attorneys for trials, make 
inadmissible trial evidence gained 
through torture or coercion, empower 
military judges to exclude hearsay evi-
dence they deem to be unreliable, and 
provide for the expedited judicial re-
view of the Military Commissions Act 
of 2006 to determine the constitu-
tionality of all of its provisions. 

The Restoring the Constitution Act 
would undo the most damaging and un-
constitutional aspects of the Military 
Commissions Act while providing the 
U.S. military a greater ability to bring 
our enemies to justice through mili-
tary commissions. 
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I take a back seat to no one when it 

comes to defending our Nation’s secu-
rity. Let me be clear, I believe military 
commissions in very limited cir-
cumstances may be very effective in 
bringing combatants to justice. How-
ever, I see no reason why procedures 
based on the well-established, Uniform 
Military Code of Justice should be 
abandoned. 

But there is a right way and a wrong 
way to win the fight we are in. Proce-
dures that adhere to immediate bed-
rock legal principles, such as habeas 
corpus, abide by the Geneva Conven-
tions, and exclude hearsay evidence or 
evidence obtained through torture, to 
name but a few, do not make us weak-
er. Quite the contrary. They dem-
onstrate that no terrorist can destroy 
our way of life and our fundamental 
values that have guided our Nation for 
over two centuries. 

During the debate on the Military 
Commissions Act last year, Senator 
SPECTER, Senator LEAHY, and I offered 
an amendment that would have re-
tained the writ of habeas corpus. Un-
fortunately, our amendment was re-
jected by this body. 

On September 28, 2006, I voted 
against the Military Commissions Act. 
Sadly, I was in the minority in doing 
so. I was and remain deeply dis-
appointed that the Senate passed this 
misguided legislation. That day was a 
dark day in the history of this body. On 
that day, we abandoned our commit-
ment not only to human rights, but 
also to the rule of law, commitments 
that separate us from our enemies, 
commitments that have been funda-
mental to American leadership since 
the end of World War II. 

This issue has special resonance with 
me because of my father, Thomas 
Dodd, who sat in this very body at this 
very desk, as a member of the Senate 
from Connecticut. Years before, in 1945 
and 1946, before becoming a Member of 
Congress, my father was a prosecutor 
working alongside Justice Robert 
Jackson at the Nuremberg war crimes 
trials in Germany. There the United 
States demonstrated to the world its 
profound commitment to the rule of 
law, due process, and human rights. 
Many of our allies did not see the need 
for trials for Nazis held by allied 
forces. Indeed, many of them called for 
summary executions. The Soviet Union 
wanted a show trial and then to shoot 
the defendants at Nuremberg. Winston 
Churchill, the former British Prime 
Minister, also advocated summary exe-
cution for the defendants at Nurem-
berg. 

The United States, Judge Robert 
Jackson, Henry Stimson, the Repub-
lican Secretary of War under Franklin 
Roosevelt, Ben Rosen, Robert Jackson 
and my father argued, that, no, we 
were different. The United States was 
going to demonstrate to the world that 
civility and the rule of law was what 

was at stake in the war with Germany 
and Japan and that we would not suc-
cumb to the same kind of treatment 
they gave to their victims. 

The opening statement made by Rob-
ert Jackson at Nuremberg, a statement 
which I put to memory a long time 
ago, indicates the difference we 
brought to this issue. Robert Jackson, 
speaking of the Soviet Union, the Brit-
ish, the French, and the United States, 
said on that occasion: 

That four great nations, flushed with vic-
tory and stung with injury stay the hand of 
vengeance and voluntarily submit their cap-
tive enemies to the judgment of the rule of 
law is one of the most significant tributes 
that power has ever paid to reason. 

Instead, we gave the Nazis—members 
of the world’s most barbaric regime— 
the protections and the rights of the 
rule of law. 

The Nuremberg trials not only 
brought many of the Nazi war crimi-
nals to justice—most were executed— 
but helped to demonstrate to the world 
the importance of providing even the 
most heinous of criminals the protec-
tions of the rule of law. Doing so 
makes our Nation incalculably strong-
er, not weaker at all. 

But I fear Congress has allowed the 
President to diminish our Nation’s 
commitment to human rights and the 
rule of law. We have failed to stand up 
for our most cherished values. We let 
fear—the fear of being seen as weak— 
override our duty to protect the Con-
stitution and the values of our Nation. 

It is not too late to right the wrong 
of last year. We will have that oppor-
tunity in the next day or so. While I 
am hopeful the Federal courts will 
strike down many of the provisions of 
the Military Commissions Act, I be-
lieve a decision earlier this year by the 
U.S. Court of Appeals for the District 
of Columbia demonstrates the need for 
the amendment before us today by Sen-
ators LEAHY, SPECTER, myself, and oth-
ers. 

On February 20, 2007, the U.S. Court 
of Appeals for the District of Columbia 
upheld the provisions of the Military 
Commissions Act eliminating the writ 
of habeas corpus for enemy combat-
ants. Despite two recent Supreme 
Court decisions suggesting that habeas 
rights cannot legislatively be stripped 
away, the split decision by the U.S. 
Court of Appeals for the District of Co-
lumbia underlines the need for this 
body to proactively act now to unam-
biguously restore habeas rights. 

For more than 60 years, the United 
States has helped to lead the world 
through its commitment to human 
rights, democracy, and the rule of law. 
Last year, our Nation lost the moral 
high ground. This year, Congress must 
reassert to the Nation, the President, 
and the courts that we recognize the 
vital role of habeas corpus in our legal 
system. 

I believe the Specter-Leahy-Dodd 
amendment is the first step in undoing 

the terrible damage the Military Com-
missions Act has done to our legal sys-
tem and our international reputation. I 
implore my colleagues to begin today 
to undo the harm done to our Nation’s 
reputation by voting to restore habeas 
rights, which have always been a core 
element of our jurisprudence, and once 
again restore the moral authority we 
captured more than 60 years ago at a 
place called Nuremberg. This genera-
tion bears no less a responsibility to 
protect those basic rights that are the 
foundation of our great Nation. 

Madam President, I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Virginia. 
Mr. WARNER. Madam President, I 

was absent from the floor when my dis-
tinguished colleague was thoughtful 
enough to make a few comments about 
his old friend, but it is deeply appre-
ciated, and I thank my dear colleague 
very much. We have done many things 
together, and I have more to go. 

Mr. DODD. You bet. 
Mr. WARNER. Madam President, I 

yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Arizona. 
Mr. KYL. Madam President, I, too, 

wanted to echo the comments of the 
distinguished Senator from Con-
necticut. I am sure Senator WARNER 
will be recognized many times between 
now and the time he finally takes his 
last vote in this Chamber, and as he 
pointed out, he has a long way to go 
before that time comes over the course 
of the next several months. But so 
many of us respect what he has done 
over the years as ranking member and 
chairman of the Armed Services Com-
mittee, and his work will, in fact, be 
greatly recognized. 

Madam President, I wish to make one 
quick point in response to what the 
Senator from Connecticut pointed out, 
recalling his very famous father, some-
body who served in this body and 
served our Nation well in other capac-
ities, including at Nuremberg, and his 
friend, Justice Jackson, the same Jus-
tice Jackson whom I quoted. 

The Senator wasn’t on the floor, but 
I quoted Justice Jackson in the 
Eisentrager case to point out that 
nothing could fetter our commanders 
more than to require habeas corpus 
rights for the German prisoners of war 
or the prisoners who were at issue in 
the Johnson v. Eisentrager case. Jus-
tice Jackson himself recognized that 
the procedures that were awarded to 
the 50-some war criminals at Nurem-
berg were not the same kinds of proce-
dures that were being sought in the 
Eisentrager case. And the habeas cor-
pus rights that would be granted under 
the Leahy amendment are far different 
from the rights that were granted to 
the Nuremberg war crimes defendants. 

I think one question that would be 
interesting to ask of the proponents of 
the legislation is, if we simply took the 
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rights that were granted to the war 
criminals tried at Nuremberg and gave 
those rights to the detainees at issue 
here, would that be a satisfactory re-
sult? I suspect the answer would be no 
because they are nowhere near the 
rights that would be included in the 
amendment that is pending. 

So to cite Justice Jackson is to refer 
back to what he said in Eisentrager 
and recognize that nothing, according 
to him—and I agree—would more fetter 
our commanders and our troops than 
granting habeas rights to prisoners or 
enemy detainees. 

Madam President, I might make one 
further point. I am trying to recall how 
many defendants there were at Nurem-
berg. My recollection of the number 
tried for war crimes is that there were 
approximately 50. I may be off by a few 
on that number, but I think my point 
would still remain, which is that it is 
one thing to try 50 war criminals out of 
over 2 million POWs, and it is quite an-
other to grant all 2 million the rights 
of war criminals. We have tried some of 
the detainees as the equivalent of war 
criminals in our courts—Padilla is one 
of them—but that is not to say we 
should hold the same criminal trials 
for all of the tens of thousands of de-
tainees being held in Iraq or Afghani-
stan. 

Mr. SESSIONS. Madam President, 
will the Senator yield for a question? 

Mr. KYL. I will yield, yes. 
Mr. SESSIONS. I had the distinct 

pleasure of visiting Carrollton, AL, in 
Pickens County, where they have a 
museum to maintain the history of a 
large German prisoner of war camp in 
the United States. The Senator men-
tioned that certain legal rights were 
accorded 50 or so prisoners. But those 
were prisoners tried in Nuremberg 
after the war—after the war—for war 
crimes. 

Now, is the Senator aware of any in-
stance in either the German camps or 
other prisoners who may have been 
held in the United States during war-
time being provided habeas rights? 

Mr. KYL. Madam President, that is a 
great question, and the answer is that 
there have never been, in the history of 
the world, habeas rights granted to 
enemy detainees or prisoners of war in 
order to challenge the fact of their de-
tention by either the United States or 
by the other country from which the 
great writ came—England. They have 
never been granted. So the answer is 
there is no precedent whatsoever. That 
is why, when colleagues say we want to 
restore habeas rights, that is an incor-
rect characterization. Enemy combat-
ants and POWs have never had habeas 
rights to challenge their detention as a 
matter of being provided by our Con-
stitution. Never has our Constitution 
been interpreted as requiring those 
rights. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Alabama. 

Mr. SESSIONS. Madam President, I 
wish to thank Senator KYL for his hard 
work on these important issues. He is a 
superb lawyer who is a senior member 
of the Judiciary Committee, on which I 
serve, and he has been a member of the 
Intelligence Committee. He under-
stands these issues and, thanklessly, he 
devotes hours of his time to try to re-
search and study Supreme Court cases 
to try to make sure we do the right 
thing here. 

The most important thing for us to 
remember is this, and Senator KYL just 
said it, that the refrain we are hearing 
about restoring habeas rights to pris-
oners of war, even unlawful combatant 
detainees, is not so. We have not done 
that, and it is a matter that is quite 
clear. 

The origin of the great writ—the writ 
of habeas corpus—can be traced back 
to the Magna Carta in the 13th cen-
tury. It is truly a great writ. It is truly 
a powerful tool for any person who is 
being detained to demand that some-
one, somewhere come forward and tell 
the world why they are being detained. 
That is what totalitarian and Com-
munist governments do all the time. 
These kinds of dictators and Com-
munists and Nazis go out and grab peo-
ple and put them in jail and never 
charge them, never announce where 
they are, even. So that is not what we 
want to do here. However, never in the 
history of the writ’s existence has an 
English or American court granted ha-
beas to enemy combatants held during 
a time of war. As early as 1793, the 
American courts—1793—recognized 
that foreign prisoners held by the mili-
tary during armed conflict have no in-
herent right to judicial review of their 
detention. They have no inherent right 
to that. You do have an inherent right 
by writ of habeas corpus if you qualify 
and meet the criteria. 

So that year, in 1793, a district court 
in Pennsylvania said: 

Courts will not grant a habeas corpus in 
the case of a prisoner of war because such a 
decision on this question is in another place 
being a part of the rights of sovereignty. 

In other words, national power. 
The Supreme Court of the United 

States reaffirmed that position in 1950 
in a case called Johnson v. Eisentrager. 
In that case, the Supreme Court made 
expressly clear that U.S. constitutional 
protections do not apply to aliens who 
are detained outside the borders. It was 
the first case to deal with a habeas pe-
tition of enemy combatants detained 
outside the borders of the United 
States since the statute was originally 
enacted as part or the Judiciary Act of 
1789. It is now codified as 28 U.S.C. Sec-
tion 2241. 

In that case, German nationals living 
in China during World War II, having 
never lived in the United States, were 
accused of violating the laws of war. 
They were tried by a U.S. military tri-
bunal in China, convicted, and sent to 

Landsberg Prison in Germany, then an 
occupied sector of Germany, to serve 
their sentences. Some of the convicts, 
including Eisentrager, questioned the 
legality of their trials and filed for a 
writ of habeas corpus to the United 
States District Court for the District 
of Columbia, right here in DC, stating 
that the military’s actions violated 
their rights as guaranteed by several 
portions of the U.S. Constitution, in-
cluding article III of the fifth amend-
ment. In denying habeas to these Ger-
man nationals, the court expressly re-
jected the argument that enemy com-
batants detained overseas have a con-
stitutional right to petition U.S. 
courts for habeas relief, noting that: 

Nothing in the text of our constitution ex-
tends such a right. 

It rejected the view that the U.S. 
Constitution applies to enemy war 
prisoners held abroad. The court 
claimed: 

No decision of this court supports such a 
view. None of the learned commentators on 
our Constitution has ever hinted at it. The 
practice of every modern government is op-
posed to it. 

Where do we keep coming up with 
this idea that habeas is applicable to 
prisoners of war? I am baffled. The 
Court explained emphatically that 
such a constitutional entitlement 
would hamper the war effort and bring 
aid and comfort to the enemy. 

Habeas proceedings would diminish the 
prestige of our commanders, not only with 
enemies but with wavering neutrals. It 
would be difficult to devise a more effective 
fettering of a field commander than to allow 
the very enemies he is ordered to reduce to 
submission to call him to account in his own 
civil courts and divert his efforts and atten-
tion from the military offensive abroad to 
the legal defensive at home. 

That is a pretty clear statement. 
How could it be otherwise? Congress 
authorizes a state of hostilities. We 
fund it. The President, as the Com-
mander in Chief, the military com-
manders execute it, and now we have it 
in our heads somehow that the persons 
our commanders are charged with re-
ducing to submission have a right to 
sue us. 

The Court further held—this is in 
1950—that the fifth amendment is inap-
plicable to aliens abroad and, in rea-
soning fully applicable to the suspen-
sion clause, explained ‘‘extraterritorial 
application of organic law’’ to aliens 
would be inconceivable. 

Writing for the majority, Justice 
Jackson, who was referred to by Sen-
ator DODD and Senator KYL—a great 
Justice on the Court—stated: 

The Constitution does not confer a right of 
personal security or an immunity from mili-
tary trial and punishment upon an alien 
enemy engaged in the hostile service of a 
government at war with the United States. 

That is pretty plain language, 
wouldn’t you say? I think that is the 
plain language of the Constitution. It 
does not give them immunity from 
military trial. 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 12:43 Jul 13, 2010 Jkt 059102 PO 00000 Frm 00031 Fmt 0686 Sfmt 0634 E:\BR07\S17SE7.001 S17SE7er
ow

e 
on

 D
S

K
5C

LS
3C

1P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 B
O

U
N

D
 R

E
C

O
R

D



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 153, Pt. 17 24439 September 17, 2007 
Even if, as opponents mistakenly 

argue, this amendment restores a stat-
utory right to habeas, the Supreme 
Court has also held that Congress may 
freely repeal habeas jurisdiction if it 
affords an adequate and effective sub-
stitute or remedy. Essentially, if legis-
lation strips habeas, according to the 
Supreme Court, the substitution of a 
collateral remedy which is neither in-
adequate nor ineffective to test the le-
gality of a person’s detention, does not 
constitute a suspension of the right of 
habeas corpus. In other words, if they 
provide some fair procedure for even 
prisoners of war that we decide is con-
sistent with our military efforts and 
consistent with our sense of fairness, 
that does not confer and give a guaran-
teed right to a habeas corpus review. 

The Military Commission Act of 2006 
was drafted with these important Su-
preme Court precedents in mind. After 
careful negotiation among our Mem-
bers and careful analysis of the Su-
preme Court’s decision in Hamdan v. 
Rumsfeld, Congress went above and be-
yond what was required by the Con-
stitution and the Geneva Conventions 
to ensure detainees, even terrorists, at 
Guantanamo Bay, had an adequate and 
effective substitute method to test the 
legality of their detention. 

So we did that. We did not fail to re-
spond. We did that. The MCA provides 
alien enemy combatants far more legal 
process than has ever been afforded by 
any country in the history of armed 
conflict. 

I am not aware of a single country in 
the history of armed conflict that has 
provided more rights than our proce-
dures that we have established under 
the Military Act that we passed and 
the President signed into law last Oc-
tober. 

The Combatant Status Review Tri-
bunal for detainees is more robust than 
those to which lawful combatants, hon-
orable soldiers in organized militaries 
of a foreign nation, are entitled to 
under the Geneva Conventions. 

Let me repeat that and drive home 
the importance of that concept. The 
Geneva Conventions were decided upon 
by a group of nations that came to-
gether and thought that during the 
course of military conflicts, too many 
things happened that are not justified 
and are not necessary and are dam-
aging to people in ways that could not 
be justified. We wrote the conventions, 
the nations did, to try to ameliorate 
some of the problems in warfare. We 
said that if you have a lawful combat-
ant, as part of the Geneva Conventions, 
a person who has signed up for his or 
her country, fighting for the country, 
who wears a uniform, who carries his 
weapons openly and does not act in a 
surreptitious manner, does not act in a 
terroristic manner but fight battles ac-
cording to the laws of war—if captured, 
must be treated and afforded the pro-
tections of the Geneva Conventions. 

That is a good standard of review and 
protection. Congress passed a law to 
provide for the people at Guantanamo, 
who are not lawful combatants but are 
unlawful enemy combatants and who 
have not historically been considered 
to have been covered by the Geneva 
Convention. We afforded them privi-
leges that are not required even under 
the Geneva Conventions on how you 
handle detainees. 

Let’s talk about our present conflict, 
the war on terrorism. Former Attorney 
General John Ashcroft has made this 
point. If you think about it, it is wor-
thy of our consideration. John 
Ashcroft is a great believer in Amer-
ican liberty, the rights of liberty, a key 
characteristic of the American people. 
But he points out we ought not to 
think about restraints that occur as 
some sort of a balancing test between 
liberty and control and domination. He 
says, when you engage in an action 
that is designed to protect us, the test 
should be not a balancing test, but the 
test should be: Does it improve liberty? 
In other words, if you go to the airport 
and have to go through one of those 
checking stations as I did today, the 
question is: Do you feel more free to 
fly, having had that inspection occur? 
Is your liberty to travel, is your liberty 
to fly safely and securely in an aircraft 
in America, enhanced because you take 
a couple of minutes to go through that 
line? Or not? 

If it is, then that is a protection of 
liberty. We are indeed in a different 
world than we used to be, when threats 
fundamentally came from foreign na-
tions. Now, even a few people with 
dedicated, malicious intent, with mod-
ern weapons of mass destruction and 
death can have tremendous impact on 
us. So what we are trying to do is exe-
cute lawful actions that improve our 
liberty, not deny liberty but to en-
hance liberty for all peace-loving and 
law-abiding American citizens. 

I want to talk about Hamdi v. Rums-
feld. As part of the Judiciary Act of 
1789, Congress conferred on the Federal 
courts jurisdiction to hear petitions for 
habeas corpus. Though the language 
has gone through minor changes since 
1789, current law, now codified at 28 
U.S.C. section 2241, is essentially the 
same grant of habeas corpus as origi-
nally enacted. The statutory language 
has never referred specifically to 
enemy combatants because such a 
grant was understood not to apply to 
those individuals detained during a 
time of war. Congress understood that 
detention of enemy combatants during 
time of war is strictly a military deci-
sion, since we do not allow enemy com-
batants to continue their war against 
us through the judiciary, through liti-
gation. 

Though the Supreme Court has re-
peatedly held that habeas corpus does 
not extend to alien enemy combatants 
detained outside the United States, 

some argue that Justice O’Connor’s 
plurality decision in Hamdi v. Rums-
feld changed this precedent. In that de-
cision, Justice O’Connor said: 

All agree that, absent suspension, habeas 
corpus remains available to every individual 
within the United States. 

Proponents of this amendment that 
we are debating cite this statement by 
Justice O’Connor as proof that habeas 
relief is available to all those detained 
within the United States, regardless of 
whether they are an alien enemy com-
batant. Let me note that during World 
War II, there were 425,000 enemy com-
batants held within the United States, 
none of who were allowed relief 
through habeas petitions. Further-
more, reliance on that statement by 
Justice O’Connor is wrong, since the 
question in Hamdi was whether the ex-
ecutive had the authority to detain a 
U.S. citizen as an enemy combatant 
and whether that citizen detainee had 
habeas rights. Focusing on that narrow 
issue, the plurality referred specifi-
cally to the rights, in their opinion, 
the plurality opinion, of citizens, eight 
times in the opinion; and in the hold-
ing of the case—and the holding of the 
case is limited to the circumstances of 
the cases itself—Hamdi was, after all, a 
U.S. citizen. 

Regardless, some advocates maintain 
that Justice O’Connor’s otherwise in-
consequential statement, too tenuous 
to constitute dicta, reversed years of 
settled precedent and for the first time 
granted habeas rights to illegal enemy 
combatants detained overseas. That 
proposition flies in the face of the com-
monsense interpretive rule that one 
does not hide elephants in mouseholes. 
Had the Hamdi Court intended to ex-
tend habeas rights to all individuals in 
the United States, not just citizens, in-
cluding suspected foreign terrorists de-
tained outside U.S. territory, it most 
assuredly would have articulated such 
a consequential ruling with more clar-
ity. But Hamdi did not present that 
question and the Court did not resolve 
it. Moreover, as the Court aptly noted, 
quoting Eisentrager: 

Such extraterritorial application of or-
ganic law would have been so significant an 
innovation in the practice of government 
that, if intended or apprehended, it could 
scarcely have failed to excite contemporary 
comment. 

Accordingly, had such a consequen-
tial holding been made in Eisentrager, 
it would have been met with prolific 
commentary from the legal commu-
nity, from other Justices. It would 
have been an event, but that event did 
not occur—because it had no such 
meaning, of course, as evidenced by the 
lack of contemporary discussion. No 
decision subsequent to Eisentrager has 
reversed its holding that alien enemy 
combatants have no right to habeas 
protections guaranteed to American 
citizens by the U.S. Constitution. 

Therefore, its holding remains gov-
erning law. Moreover, the issue now, if 
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it ever could have been considered am-
biguous, has been definitively resolved 
by the same judge who earlier granted 
Salim Ahmed Hamdan’s habeas peti-
tion. Judge James Robertson, of the 
U.S. District Court for the District of 
Columbia, issued an opinion on Decem-
ber 13 in which he relied, in large part, 
on Eisentrager to justify his ruling 
that enemy alien combatants have no 
constitutional right to habeas corpus. 

Judge Robertson, appointed to the 
bench by President Clinton, dismissed 
Hamdan’s petition for habeas relief on 
the grounds that the MCA effectively 
denied his court’s jurisdiction to hear 
the case; recognizing that Congress had 
removed Hamdan’s statutory right to 
petition the D.C. Circuit Court for ha-
beas relief. 

Judge Robertson also held: 
Hamdan’s connection to the United States 

lacked the geographical and volitional predi-
cates necessary to claim a Constitutional 
right to habeas corpus. 

Well, then, the Rasul case came 
along. Proponents of this amendment 
argue that they seek only to restore 
the right to habeas corpus as found by 
the Supreme Court in the 2004 case of 
Rasul v. Bush. Rasul took great pains 
to emphasize that its extension of ha-
beas to Guantanamo Bay was based not 
on the Constitution, which clearly is a 
historic right we talked about on ha-
beas, but it was based on some statute 
passed by Congress. 

Some Justices may have wanted to 
make Rasul a constitutional holding, 
but there clearly was no majority for 
such a position. Supreme Court cases 
such as Eisentrager are still the gov-
erning law on the constitutional reach 
of habeas and the Congress’s ability to 
limit its statutory application. 

These precedents hold that aliens 
who are either held abroad or held here 
but who have no substantial connec-
tion to this country are not entitled to 
invoke the U.S. Constitution. 

Rasul was an unprecedented decision 
which effectively and truthfully 
seemed to fly in the face of all previous 
Supreme Court and English case law. 
Several Justices in this case engaged in 
what I would submit to my colleagues 
is activism. 

The Court extended the reach of the 
Federal habeas statute to Guantanamo 
Bay detainees. To my knowledge, this 
decision was the first time in recorded 
history that any court of any nation at 
war held that those whom its military 
had determined to be enemies had a 
right of access to its domestic courts 
and could sue the Commander in Chief 
to challenge their detention. 

The Court based its analysis on the 
phrase, ‘‘within their respective juris-
dictions,’’ as used in the Federal ha-
beas statute and various decisions con-
struing that particular provision. 

Moreover, the Court expressly distin-
guished between the statutory and sus-
pension clause holdings of Eisentrager 

and limited its analysis to only the 
statutory grant of habeas. The Court 
determined that the measure of the 
Guantanamo lease agreement between 
the United States and Cuba allows for 
the jurisdiction of habeas claims since 
the United States exercises plenary 
and exclusive jurisdiction over the land 
on which the naval base is situated, al-
though it does not have ‘‘ultimate au-
thority.’’ 

Furthermore, the majority, I think 
and others think, mischaracterized the 
congressional statute as meaning that 
the writ of habeas corpus could be 
issued if ‘‘the custodian can be reached 
by service of process’’ and not the de-
tainee. 

As Justice Scalia accurately pointed 
out in his dissent, the majority: 
springs a trap on the executive, subjecting 
Guantanamo Bay to the oversight of the 
Federal courts even though it has never be-
fore been thought to be within their jurisdic-
tions and thus making it a foolish place to 
have housed alien wartime detainees.’’ 

Furthermore, the decision opens a 
veritable Pandora’s Box since it ‘‘per-
mits an alien captured in a foreign the-
ater of active combat to bring a section 
2241 petition against the Secretary of 
Defense.’’ 

This case was a clear-cut example of, 
I believe, Supreme Court overreach. 
They seemed determined to do some-
thing about this. They wanted to do 
something about it. Apparently, they 
did not like it. So in straining to grant 
U.S. courts jurisdiction over terrorists 
held outside the United States, the Su-
preme Court determined, for the first 
time in history, that a simple lease 
agreement brought Guantanamo Bay 
within the jurisdiction of the court. 

Read broadly, the majority opinion 
could be used to bring U.S. military 
bases and detention facilities across 
the world within the jurisdiction of the 
U.S. courts. Fortunately, in that opin-
ion, Justice Kennedy did limit the ap-
plication of the holding to Guanta-
namo Bay, Cuba. 

Congress, however, addressed the 
issue because, remember, this was 
based on the Supreme Court’s interpre-
tation of a statute Congress passed and 
which Congress changed, not on the 
Constitution ratified by the American 
people. 

So less than a year ago, Congress ad-
dressed the issue when it passed the 
Military Commissions Act, which pre-
cluded detainees from challenging 
their detention through habeas peti-
tions. 

Now, if the Court relied on the stat-
ute as we wrote it before, we can 
change that statute, and we did. In 
doing so, Congress adhered to Supreme 
Court precedent and created an effec-
tive and adequate substitute in the 
form of a Combatant Status Review 
Tribunals and allowing detainees an 
opportunity to challenge the deter-
minations made by the tribunals, even 

in the district court in the District of 
Columbia. 

So it set up a Combatant Status Re-
view Tribunal so they can bring and 
make their argument, and if they do 
not like the military’s determination 
on that, they can get to a Federal 
court. That is not habeas, but it is a 
pretty good procedure, more than ever 
has been given before to prisoners of 
war. So it seems we finally worked this 
thing out. 

On February 20 of this year, the DC 
Circuit Court dismissed all pending ha-
beas cases from the Guantanamo Bay 
detainees for lack of jurisdiction. Fur-
thermore, on April 2 of this year, the 
Supreme Court denied a certiorari peti-
tion from the petitioners in 
Boumediene v. Bush and Al Odah v. 
United States, refusing to review their 
claims that the Military Commissions 
Act—that last year we passed—does 
not deprive courts of jurisdiction to 
hear their habeas corpus claims and 
that it would be unconstitutional to do 
so, for Congress to pass it. They re-
jected that. 

The Court did not find it was uncon-
stitutional, what Congress passed, and, 
in fact, found that Congress did what 
Congress intended to do, creating a 
substitute appellate process so pris-
oners could have a review of their de-
tention but not give them the full pan-
oply of habeas corpus rights provided 
to American citizens. 

The Supreme Court, however, re-
versed itself on June 29 of this year and 
agreed to review both the Boumediene 
and Al Odah cases. This review could 
very well address the constitutionality 
of the habeas bars in the Military Com-
missions Act, and, much like this 
amendment, further undermine the ex-
ecutive’s constitutional authority to 
detain enemy combatants in a time of 
war. 

I hope the Supreme Court will not do 
that, but they have agreed to hear that 
case and give it one more final review. 
Certainly, as of this date, the case au-
thority is clear, that the Constitution 
does not provide habeas protection to 
noncitizen enemy combatants on for-
eign territory not part of the United 
States. 

I say that because people have come 
in on several points along the way and 
accused President Bush or the Attor-
ney General or others of taking im-
proper positions. 

In most instances, the courts have 
ruled in favor of the executive in these 
cases, on a few cases they found those 
procedures not to be statutory or pass 
muster. But what I will say to you is, 
in these cases, in almost each instance 
they have reversed previous law. So the 
executive branch and our military was 
operating under what they had every 
right to consider to be the settled law 
of the land. 

So the Court comes in and changes 
that law. I do not believe our military 
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should be condemned or criticized for 
taking action they felt, and had every 
right to believe, was legitimate when 
they took it. 

Now, it is important to remember 
that the detainees at Guantanamo Bay 
are the most dangerous people who we 
have captured on the battlefield pursu-
ant to executive war-making power. 
They have been determined to be 
‘‘alien enemy combatants’’ and the 
courts have absolutely no role to play, 
in my view, in trying to second-guess 
the wartime decisions made by the ex-
ecutive branch, especially where Con-
gress has given their stamp of approval 
to the process. It is not the Supreme 
Court’s role to micromanage this war 
by making decisions that fall outside 
the scope of congressional authority. 

The decisions made by the Supreme 
Court have long-lasting effect and are 
not easily undone. If we are unhappy 
with present foreign policy, Congress 
can cut off funds for the war or people 
can vote the President out of office. I 
would note President Bush was re-
elected on a promise to continue to 
pursue with vigor the war against ter-
rorism and the war in Iraq. 

Supreme Court Justices are ap-
pointed for life and are supposed to ad-
judicate the constitutionality of laws 
passed by Congress, not to legislate 
from the bench or to set foreign policy. 
This setting of foreign policy and con-
ducting military operations are powers 
squarely within the purview of the ex-
ecutive branch not nine individuals 
with lifetime appointments sitting on a 
Court with black robes. 

It is not within the court’s jurisdic-
tion to decide on war-making decisions 
but simply the constitutional power. It 
is important to note the Justices lack 
the knowledge, in many cases, to ad-
dress the matter, or have any experi-
ence to make these decisions. Have any 
of them ever served on the frontlines 
during war, or if they have, have they 
ever served in a war on terrorism or 
been a JAG officer or been a company 
commander, someone who captured 
enemy prisoners? 

A Court’s opinion or personal views 
about this are not a matter that is im-
pressive to me. We expect them to rule 
and to find Congress’s statutes—we ex-
pect them to enforce the Constitution. 
But just to flip-flop around and try to 
decide that they do not like the way 
something is done at Guantanamo, and 
to issue an opinion, would be troubling 
to me. Hopefully, we will not get to 
that. 

It has to be clear, as I have shown, 
that if we apprehend enemy combat-
ants in the theater of war, it is within 
the executive branch’s power to detain 
them until the hostilities are over. 
This is a separation of powers issue, 
and the courts should recognize that. 
Congress has already addressed what 
should be done with those detained at 
Guantanamo Bay. Last October, we 

granted those detainees unprecedented 
rights that have never before been pro-
vided to prisoners detained during war. 

Under the current system that we 
have provided them, detainees have es-
sentially five layers of protection when 
challenging detention or determina-
tions made by the Government. All of 
this is already covered by current law. 
It was never the intent of Congress, 
however, to endow the statutory guar-
antee of habeas corpus to alien enemy 
combatants held during a time of war. 

So if we proceed with the amendment 
that is before us, we are not restoring 
the right of habeas corpus; we are ef-
fectively overturning 800 years of legal 
authority and precedent in this area. 
To quote the distinguished ranking 
member of the Judiciary Committee, I 
submit that 800 years of American and 
English court history certainly con-
stitutes ‘‘super duper’’ precedent. 

Allowing terrorists to challenge their 
detention through habeas petitions 
filed in the DC Circuit courts would un-
dermine military decisions made by 
the Executive and essentially put war-
time decisions regarding the detention 
of those apprehended while engaged in 
hostilities toward this country in the 
hands of judges who are not qualified 
to make the decisions. They are not 
empowered to make the decisions. This 
is exactly why the Founders vested the 
Executive with this type of decision-
making authority—decisiveness and 
ability to act quickly—and to under-
mine this power would be to trample 
on the Constitution we are sworn to de-
fend. 

Voting in favor of this amendment 
would be undermining the Executive 
authority in times of war by making it 
virtually impossible for the military to 
detain dangerous terrorists affiliated 
with al-Qaida and with the Taliban 
during the war on terror and allowing 
Federal judges to force the release of 
detainees whom the military have de-
termined to be extremely dangerous. It 
is just that simple. 

I am disappointed the Senate is pro-
ceeding forward with this amendment. 
I do not believe it is the right thing. It 
would result in an unprecedented grant 
of constitutional protection to those 
suspected of being terrorists. 

This further indicates to me that our 
Congress is not in full comprehension 
of the seriousness of the war we are en-
gaged in and the determination of 
those who are determined to kill us. It 
shows this body is, frankly, often un-
able to execute a military operation. 
We cannot get 535 people to execute a 
military operation and decide who 
ought to be detained and who ought 
not to. 

The military could go out and con-
duct a raid, and a firefight could break 
out, and eight people be killed and 
eight people captured. Thirty seconds 
before, they could have killed all 16. 
Now, if we detain them, we have to 

bring soldiers from the war field, 
present evidence of some kind, gather 
evidence to try to justify the deten-
tion. We all know quite a large number 
of those who have been released from 
Guantanamo have reappeared and been 
captured again on the battlefield try-
ing to kill us. That is a fact. We are 
not making that up. 

I wish these people in Guantanamo 
were the kind of people who would not 
go back to the battle. I wish they were 
all wrongly held so we could let them 
go home. But what if their determina-
tion is to continue to attack American 
soldiers, and it is your son out there, 
your daughter out there on the battle-
field, and somebody says in the U.S. 
Congress, ‘‘We don’t think you have 
enough evidence to hold them’’? What 
do we know about what happened? 

We have given that power to the ex-
ecutive branch to conduct the war. 
That is who is supposed to be making 
those decisions. That is who is required 
to preserve and protect the security of 
the American people. I do not think 
that makes sense. It is not a little mat-
ter. It will set a precedent for future 
times. We are eroding the ability of the 
leadership of this country to execute 
and carry out a military operation, 
which by its very nature involves death 
and destruction of an enemy. 

So I have to say to my colleagues, we 
need to think this issue through. This 
may be a political deal now that we 
can use to beat up President Bush, but 
let me say to my colleagues, you had 
your victory in the last election, if not 
in 2004. We will have a new President 
soon. We need to get away from this 
personal and political perspective. We 
need to be thinking about the long- 
term history of the United States. We 
need to be thinking about other wars 
we may be involved in in the future. 
We need to be asking ourselves: Are we 
creating a circumstance in which a de-
vious, skillful, malicious enemy can 
utilize our very laws to destroy us, 
place at risk our own soldiers, place at 
risk American citizens, place at risk 
our people serving in military bases 
around the world? 

Let’s be careful about that. We have 
provided them, by statute last year, a 
procedure to contest their detention. 
Large numbers of those who have been 
detained have already been released, 
and quite a number of those have been 
recaptured on the battlefield attempt-
ing to destroy America and what we 
stand for, attacking our own sons and 
daughters. 

I urge my colleagues to be careful. To 
say we need to restore the right of ha-
beas corpus is not correct. We have 
never provided habeas corpus to en-
emies of the United States, for heav-
en’s sake. I share again the overall con-
cept that we are in a difficult new 
world. The Constitution provides for 
reasonable searches and seizures and 
such things as that. 
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Our country is threatened, and our 

people’s liberties are threatened. Lib-
erty is important. Freedom is impor-
tant. We in Congress do not need to be 
curtailing significantly liberty in 
America. We certainly do not need to 
be eroding constitutional protections 
that are provided to American citizens. 
We are not doing that. The Supreme 
Court has never held the Constitution 
provides protection in this fashion to 
enemy combatants. So we are not erod-
ing the Constitution. 

What we have come up with is a real-
istic process that will, in the end, pro-
vide more liberty, more freedom to 
American citizens than if we were sub-
jected to a system by which we are re-
leasing terrorists again and again who 
are out to kill and destroy us. That is 
all I would say on the fundamental 
question of liberty and freedom and 
law. 

Let’s get our thinking straight. Let’s 
look at this issue carefully. Let’s be 
sure we know that no country has ever 
provided such protections to enemy 
combatants. The fact that 50 out of 
400,000 German prisoners who were 
tried after the war in Nuremberg had 
certain legal provisions and rights pro-
vided them in no way whatsoever 
should be construed to say we provided 
habeas rights to other prisoners during 
the course of a war. They were not pro-
vided to the 400,000 German prisoners 
held in the United States, that is for 
sure. 

Mr. President, I thank the Chair and 
yield the floor. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 

WHITEHOUSE). The clerk will call the 
roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. President, I un-
derstand some effort is being made to 
pursue the amendment offered by Sen-
ator SPECTER, which is very troubling 
to me because if it were to pass, it 
would reverse the Military Commis-
sions Act of 2006 that we passed last 
September on final passage, 65 to 34. 
Passage of this amendment would re-
sult in a veto of the Defense authoriza-
tion bill by the President of the United 
States. 

The first amendment we have up that 
is being pushed to a vote against the 
pleas of people on this side would re-
sult in a veto of the Defense authoriza-
tion bill. The second amendment may 
well raise the same issue, I understand. 
Not only that, we have very controver-
sial amendments that are being made 
filed to this bill and that have been of-
fered for a vote on this bill which are 
very controversial and are not related 
to the defense of America—for exam-

ple, the hate crimes amendment. Peo-
ple have differing views on that. They 
have offered an amendment on hate 
crimes on this bill. There is also the 
amendment on the DREAM Act, which 
is an immigration amendment that 
would provide citizenship to people 
who come here in our education system 
at a certain age, and even though they 
are illegally in the country, they would 
be provided in-state tuition and stu-
dent loans subsidized by the Federal 
Government. That is a very controver-
sial matter too. So that is all going to 
be put on this piece of legislation, ap-
parently. 

It raises questions in my mind 
whether there is any serious desire on 
the part of the Democratic leadership 
to see the Defense authorization bill 
passed. The bill came out of the Armed 
Services Committee, of which I am a 
member, and it didn’t have the reversal 
of the Military Commissions Act of 
2006 and the grant of habeas corpus to 
illegal enemy combatants, noncitizens 
on foreign soil. It didn’t have that or 
hate crimes or the DREAM Act. 

I just say to my colleagues that we 
need to do the right thing for our sol-
diers, sailors, airmen, marines, and 
guardsmen who are serving our Nation 
now. They are in the field this very 
moment. They are out walking the 
streets somewhere in Iraq—160,000 of 
them—executing this very complex and 
very important and, so far, effective 
counterinsurgency strategy that was 
devised by General Petraeus. They are 
living with Iraqi soldiers and Iraqi po-
lice and doing the things they were 
asked to do. This bill has a pay raise 
for them and wounded warrior lan-
guage that provides additional care for 
those who are wounded while serving 
our country. We owe them every single 
benefit we have to give them. We have 
military construction to make sure we 
are able to carry through on the BRAC 
process. It has acquisition reform. We 
need to do a better job with the money 
we spend in acquiring new weapons sys-
tems and aircraft and ships and all the 
things that go with it. 

I just say to my colleagues, let’s re-
member now that everything is not re-
quired to be placed on this bill. If we 
pass this amendment to provide habeas 
corpus protection to illegal enemy 
combatants, not citizens, not on Amer-
ican soil, not required by the Constitu-
tion of the United States, according to 
decided case authority of Federal 
courts, that is going to result in a 
Presidential veto even if it passes. 
Hopefully, we won’t pass that. Why do 
we want to do that? We need to be 
spending our time thinking about how 
we can help those whom we have sent 
into harm’s way to execute a policy 
that has been decided upon by the Con-
gress of the United States. That is 
what we need to be doing—not creating 
more and more lawsuits, not engaging 
in more and more political flapdoodle 

and emotional arguments about restor-
ing habeas corpus, when we have never 
provided habeas to prisoners of war in 
the history of the Republic, nor has 
any other advanced nation provided 
those kinds of rights. 

I urge my colleagues to push back 
from this brink. Let’s don’t take action 
that could result in the failure of a de-
fense authorization bill. It would be 
the first time we have failed to pass a 
defense authorization bill since 1961, 46 
years ago. Let’s don’t break that 
record while we have soldiers in harm’s 
way serving our national interests, at-
tempting to execute the policies and 
assignments we have given to them. 
Let’s don’t do that. Let’s don’t pass a 
bill that is going to come back like a 
ball off of the wall because it will be 
vetoed by the President. What good is 
that? Why are we obsessed with this? It 
wasn’t passed in the Armed Services 
Committee, and it doesn’t need to be 
pushed now. 

I urge my colleagues to become fully 
aware of the dangerous territory which 
we are entering. We are entering a cir-
cumstance in which, if we continue to 
pursue issues unrelated to the core re-
sponsibilities of the Congress to deal 
with the war we are confronting, we 
will have failed in our responsibilities 
and actually fail to pass this important 
legislation. 

In addition, we need to finish up with 
the Defense bill and go on to the De-
fense appropriations bill. The fiscal 
year ends September 30. We need to 
pass the Defense authorization bill so 
that we can get to the Defense appro-
priations bill by next week. That needs 
to move. We do not need to still be ar-
guing over the DREAM Act, arguing 
over hate crimes, arguing over pro-
viding habeas corpus rights to illegal 
enemy combatants held somewhere 
around the world by the American 
military, a privilege that has never 
been provided by any nation to people 
it captures on the battlefield. That is 
not the right way for us to go. This 
Congress, if it is a responsible Con-
gress, should move forward this week 
on the authorization bill and do the ap-
propriations bill next week. 

What are the core issues? We have 
some core issues we ought to debate 
about the defense of America and our 
military. Let’s stay on those issues, 
not on extraneous issues. 

There is no doubt that we have heard 
the report of GEN Jimmy Jones’s com-
mission, the Government Account-
ability Office report the week before 
last, and then last week we heard from 
General Petraeus and Ambassador 
Crocker. We need to have time to dis-
cuss seriously—and this side has cer-
tainly agreed to that and it is con-
templated that we will have a generous 
time to discuss our commitment in 
Iraq, what it is, what our goals are, 
how we can achieve those goals, what 
the troop levels should be, how they 
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are going to be drawn down, are they 
being drawn down fast enough, and 
what other issues are relevant. Those 
are legitimate issues on which we 
should spend time. 

I am very concerned these other 
issues will be distracting us from those 
issues, that we will be utilizing time 
that ought to be on the core issues of 
defense of this country, and I hope 
those leaders, particularly our Demo-
cratic leadership, are not going to put 
us in a position where we will not meet 
our responsibilities. 

For the past 46 years, we have passed 
a Defense authorization bill. At the 
rate we are headed, even if we pass it, 
it is going to be vetoed because of 
amendments wholly unrelated to the 
Defense of this country. We need to 
pass a Defense appropriations bill, and 
we need to get on that quickly because 
the fiscal year is ending. For my col-
leagues’ information, we are going to 
have to do something to continue to 
fund defense because if we do not pass 
a Defense authorization bill, the fact is 
that no money can be spent in the 
whole Department of Defense unless we 
are being attacked. It is very trou-
bling, and it could have tremendous 
disruptive impacts throughout the en-
tirety of our defense establishment. 

Under the Antideficiency Act, if Con-
gress does not appropriate money, the 
executive branch cannot spend it. It 
cannot spend what has not been appro-
priated. That is the Constitution, and 
that is what the Antideficiency Act 
says. The budget and last year’s appro-
priations end September 30. We need to 
pass a new bill so we can go forward 
into next year. 

We have a pretty good bill that came 
out of committee. There will be some 
disagreement here, there, and on a few 
other matters. We will bring those up, 
and good people will disagree. I cer-
tainly understand that point. We need 
to be working on those issues, not 
being distracted on matters unrelated 
to the core of defending America in 
this time of terrorism. 

I share those thoughts and hopefully 
our colleagues in the leadership can 
continue to work and some way we can 
avoid the end toward which it appears 
we are heading. 

I yield the floor and suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the order for the 
quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I heard one 
of my friends on the other side of the 
aisle come here this afternoon and talk 
about why we aren’t getting more 
things done here; why are we doing the 
Defense authorization bill now; when 

are we going to do the Defense appro-
priations bill. Maybe they should have 
thought of that before they did 45 dif-
ferent filibusters here in the Senate. 
The Republican minority has stopped 
the work of this country. We have 
fought back with the very slim major-
ity we have. 

I will remind everyone within the 
sound of my voice that Senator JOHN-
SON has been ill. He is back now, thank 
goodness. He is back. He overcame a 
tremendous illness, and he is back with 
us. My majority was 50 to 49—that is, 
the Democratic majority—and we have 
had to fight, that little majority has 
had to fight everything that we have 
done. Everything. We had to file clo-
ture on things they agreed with us on, 
just eating up valuable time here in 
the Senate. I am going to have to file 
cloture again tonight on another mat-
ter. This will be the third time we have 
worked on the Defense authorization 
bill. I am not going to belabor the 
point except to say this is the wrong 
thing to be talking about here: Why 
aren’t we moving more quickly? 

In spite of all the obstacles—proce-
dural in nature—they have thrown up 
against us, we have done some remark-
able things. 

We passed an increase in the min-
imum wage for the first time in 10 
years. 

The President was forced to sign, 
even though he didn’t like it—and he 
said so—the most sweeping ethics and 
lobbying reform in the history of this 
country. 

We passed the 9/11 Commission rec-
ommendations that the President held 
up for years. And those he tried to im-
plement, he got D’s and F’s on, but 
they are now law. We have done that. 

Disaster relief for farmers and ranch-
ers—we have done that for them. They 
waited years to get that done. Our slim 
majority was able to get that done. 

We forced upon the President money 
to fight the wildfires which swept the 
West, fires caused by global warming. 

A budget. We passed a balanced budg-
et. Our majority was 50 to 49, and we 
passed a budget. The Republicans, with 
the huge majority they had, couldn’t 
get a budget done. We got one done. 

So, Mr. President, we have done some 
really good things here in spite of all 
these obstacles. I haven’t mentioned 
all of them but just given an idea of 
what we have done working really 
hard. So I repeat: Don’t come to the 
floor and lecture us on not getting 
things done here. 

Mr. President, I call for regular order 
with respect to the Specter-Leahy 
amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
amendment is now pending. 

CLOTURE MOTION 
Mr. REID. Mr. President, I send a 

cloture motion to the desk. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clo-

ture motion having been presented 

under rule XXII, the Chair directs the 
clerk to read the motion. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
CLOTURE MOTION 

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the 
Standing Rules of the Senate, hereby move 
to bring to a close debate on amendment No. 
2022, regarding restoration of habeas corpus, 
to H.R. 1585, the Department of Defense Au-
thorization bill. 

Harry Reid, Dick Durbin, Carl Levin, 
Christopher Dodd, Jeff Bingaman, 
Barack Obama, Robert C. Byrd, Ken 
Salazar, Debbie Stabenow, Dianne 
Feinstein, Patrick Leahy, Sheldon 
Whitehouse, Daniel K. Akaka, Russell 
D. Feingold, Amy Klobuchar, Bill Nel-
son. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I would 
also add to the remarks I just made. 

In addition to what I outlined earlier, 
look at what we have done on Iraq. We 
forced the President to debate this 
issue, to talk to us about this issue. 
The Republicans had to debate us. This 
war went on for years, and there wasn’t 
even a congressional oversight hearing 
held. We have held hearings, and they 
have been opened up to this country. 
We helped uncover the scandal of Wal-
ter Reed, just to mention a few of the 
things we have done on Iraq, plus forc-
ing on the President money to get body 
armor for the troops so the parents no 
longer had to buy them and up-armor-
ing of vehicles we have forced upon the 
President. 

f 

MORNING BUSINESS 

Mr. REID. I ask unanimous consent 
there now be a period for morning busi-
ness, with Senators allowed to speak 
for a period not to exceed 10 minutes 
each. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

NEW ATTORNEY GENERAL 
NOMINATION 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, earlier 
today, the President announced his in-
tention that he will, at some appro-
priate time, send the nomination of 
Judge Michael Mukasey to the Hill to 
be the next Attorney General. When 
that nomination arrives, with the ap-
propriate FBI clearance and all, the 
Judiciary Committee will approach 
consideration of this nomination in a 
serious and deliberate fashion. 

The administration, of course, took 
many months in determining that a 
change in leadership was needed at the 
Department of Justice. Then after they 
made the determination they had to 
change the leadership, the President 
spent several weeks before making his 
nomination public. It wasn’t until Sat-
urday of this past weekend that I was 
told by the press whom he was going to 
nominate. Our focus now, of course, 
will be on securing the relevant infor-
mation the committee needs to proceed 
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to scheduling fair and thorough hear-
ings, and we will do that. 

I am not in any way critical of the 
President for taking so many weeks in 
deciding whom he wanted. In fact, I 
would compliment him on his decision 
not to go with some of the names that 
apparently were presented to him. I 
tried to stress to the President and 
others at the White House, with all the 
problems at the Department of Justice, 
that choosing a person who would be 
there solely for political purposes 
would not be a wise thing to do. I know 
the President had a number of names 
that would have fallen into that cat-
egory, and to his credit, those names 
that would have created the greatest 
political problems were rejected. 

Now, I have also been in discussion 
with White House officials about some 
of the committee’s outstanding re-
quests, and I let them know that co-
operation with the White House would 
be central in determining that sched-
ule. In this regard, I wish to com-
pliment the President’s counsel, Mr. 
Fielding. Mr. Fielding called me yes-
terday evening. Without going into the 
details of that conversation, I believe 
he understands there are certain mate-
rials that we have requested from the 
White House—requested for some time 
now—that will be necessary so that we 
can engage in thorough deliberations. I 
take him at his word that we will try 
to work out a way to get us some of 
those materials. It will make it far 
easier for both Republicans and Demo-
cratic members of the Senate Judici-
ary Committee to ask appropriate 
questions. 

This is a big job, being Attorney Gen-
eral. It becomes even bigger now, as 
the next Attorney General must regain 
the public trust and begin the process 
of restoring the Department of Justice 
to its proper mission, and also replac-
ing a very large number of key mem-
bers of the Department of Justice who 
have resigned and whose replacements, 
themselves, will require confirmation 
by the Senate. So I am hopeful that 
once we obtain the information we 
need, once we have had the opportunity 
to consider this nomination, we will be 
able to make progress in this regard. 

As I told the White House last night, 
I stand ready to work with them in the 
coming weeks to get the material we 
need, and then once that material is 
available, to find an appropriate time 
to schedule a hearing. 

I look forward to meeting with Judge 
Mukasey in the coming days. We will 
meet briefly tomorrow and then at 
greater length once his background 
check has been completed. I wish to 
learn more about his record, but I also 
wish to learn about his ideas on im-
proving the relationship between Con-
gress and this administration so we can 
conduct more effective oversight and 
take the steps toward rebuilding the 
Justice Department to be worthy of its 
name. 

In the meantime, I have told Judge 
Mukasey he will have a lot on his plate 
in the coming days. I complimented 
him and his family for being willing to 
be considered for this nomination and 
urged him, even as busy as he may be, 
to spend time with his family. I under-
stand he has a wonderful family— 
grandchildren and so forth—and I am 
sure he will do so. 

I again urge the White House that we 
do not need to have all kinds of press 
comments about the date for hearings. 
I think what would be more important 
to do would be to work, as we have in 
the past, will to get the information 
necessary; and in the fullness of time, 
we will have an appropriate hearing. I 
will do it—working, of course, with 
Senator SPECTER—and, as I think we 
have demonstrated before, we will have 
a hearing that will make the Senate 
proud. Both Republicans and Demo-
crats, with the complete record before 
them, then will be able to ask all the 
appropriate questions, the questions of 
course that the American public wants 
and deserves to have us ask. 

f 

THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 
VOTING RIGHTS ACT OF 2007 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, in 2005, 
President Bush praised the Iraqi people 
for exercising the Democratic right to 
vote. He noted that by participating in 
free elections, the Iraqi people firmly 
rejected the anti-democratic ideology 
of the terrorists, and they dem-
onstrated the kind of courage that is 
always the foundation of self-govern-
ment. Similar to President Bush, I ap-
plaud when anyone has the right to 
vote and the right to determine where 
they will go with that right to vote. I 
wish, though, the President would 
speak as enthusiastically about voting 
rights for the American citizens who 
live literally in his backyard, in the 
same city where he resides in the 
White House. It is disappointing that 
the Bush administration has threat-
ened to veto legislation that would 
give a vote to the Member of the House 
of Representatives from the District of 
Columbia. 

I also understand the opponents of 
this voting rights bill are considering a 
filibuster to prevent its passage. In a 
recent column in the Washington 
Times, former Maryland Governor Mi-
chael Steele and former Congressman 
J.C. Watts, two Republicans, reminded 
us that the last time a voting rights 
bill was filibustered was 50 years ago. I 
was much too young to even vote, but 
I do remember that filibuster. Despite 
Senator Thurmond’s record-setting ef-
fort, the Senate rightfully passed the 
Civil Rights Act in 1957. It followed up 
with the Civil Rights and Voting 
Rights Acts in 1960, 1964 and 1965. I 
hope the Senate does not return to the 
days when it filibustered voting rights, 
especially for its African-American 
citizens. 

The city of the District of Columbia 
has approximately the same number of 
people as the State of Vermont. We are 
the 14th State in the Union. We have 
had the right to vote, for Senators and 
Representatives, for over 200 years. The 
distinguished Presiding Officer, of 
course, represents one of the very first 
States of this Union. In fact, he can 
proudly represent a State whose fore-
fathers did much to design the United 
States of America and has provided 
President after President but espe-
cially laid the cornerstone of a great 
nation. It made it possible for the 
State of Vermont to be the first State 
admitted after the original 13. 

There is no way I could go back to 
my State of Vermont and say that the 
District of Columbia, with almost ex-
actly the same number of people, does 
not have a voting Member in the House 
of Representatives. Back in my State, 
they would say we have two Senators, 
but at least let us take this step. Let 
us vote it up or down. Let’s not go back 
to the shameful days of 1957 when such 
rights were filibustered. 

We have had hearings on this in the 
Senate Judiciary Committee. We have 
heard compelling testimony. 

This month the Judiciary Committee 
marked the 50th anniversary of the 
Civil Rights Act of 1957 with a hearing. 
Congressman JOHN LEWIS, a courageous 
leader during those transformational 
struggles only decades ago, gave mov-
ing testimony reminding us that ‘‘we 
in Congress must do all we can to in-
spire a new generation to fulfill the 
mission of equal justice.’’ While we are 
observing this golden anniversary, it is 
fitting that the Senate turn to this im-
portant voting rights measure, the Dis-
trict of Columbia House Voting Rights 
Act. 

I am a cosponsor of this bipartisan 
legislation to end the unfair treatment 
of District of Columbia residents and 
give them full representation in the 
House of Representatives. I thank the 
majority leader, Senator REID, for 
bringing this timely issue to the Sen-
ate for consideration. 

In April, the House of Representa-
tives worked in a bipartisan manner to 
pass their version of a voting rights 
bill for the District of Columbia, led by 
Congresswoman ELEANOR HOLMES NOR-
TON. As a young lawyer, she worked for 
civil rights and voting rights around 
the country. It is a cruel irony that 
upon her return to the District of Co-
lumbia and election to the House of 
Representatives she does not yet have 
the right to vote on behalf of the peo-
ple of the District of Columbia who 
elected her. She is a strong voice in 
Congress but the people of the District 
of Columbia deserve a vote, as well. 

This is not the time for further 
delay. It is the Senate’s turn to do 
what is right. The Senate bill would 
give the District of Columbia delegate 
a full vote in the House. To attract Re-
publican support, the bill offsets that 
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vote for DC by according Utah an addi-
tional Representative in the House, as 
well. This is an effort to provide polit-
ical balance. With it or without it, I 
support representation for the District 
of Columbia. 

I believe that the legislation that we 
are considering today is within 
Congress’s powers as provided in the 
Constitution. I agree with Congress-
man LEWIS, Congresswoman NORTON 
and numerous other civil rights leaders 
and constitutional scholars that we 
should extend the basic right of voting 
representation to the hundreds of thou-
sands of Americans residing in our Na-
tion’s Capital. They pay Federal taxes, 
defend our country in the military and 
serve on Federal juries. They are citi-
zens no less than the citizens of any 
State. Their votes should count. They 
should be represented. 

In May the Senate Judiciary Com-
mittee held a hearing on this legisla-
tion. We heard compelling testimony. 
Retired Chief Judge Patricia Wald tes-
tified that this legislation is constitu-
tional and highlighted the fact that 
Congress’s greater power in accordance 
with the Constitution to confer full 
statehood on the District certainly 
contains the lesser power to grant Dis-
trict residents voting rights in the 
House of Representatives. She also re-
minded us that Congress has exercised 
this authority in the past without a 
rigid adherence to the constitutional 
text when it granted voting rights to 
Americans abroad in their last State of 
residence regardless of whether they 
are citizens of that State, pay taxes to 
that State, or have any intent to re-
turn to that State. Her former col-
league on the DC Circuit, Ken Starr, 
echoed her conclusion that this legisla-
tion is constitutional. 

Congress has repeatedly treated the 
District of Columbia as a ‘‘State’’ for 
various purposes. Congresswoman Elea-
nor Holmes Norton testified that al-
though ‘‘the District is not a State,’’ 
the ‘‘Congress has not had the slightest 
difficulty in treating the District as a 
State, with its laws, its treaties, and 
for constitutional purposes.’’ Examples 
of these actions include a revision of 
the Judiciary Act of 1789 that broad-
ened article III diversity jurisdiction 
to include citizens of the District even 
though the Constitution only provides 
that Federal courts may hear cases 
‘‘between citizens of different States.’’ 
Congress has also treated the District 
as a ‘‘State’’ for purposes of congres-
sional power to regulate commerce 
‘‘among the several States.’’ The 16th 
amendment grants Congress the power 
to directly tax incomes ‘‘without ap-
portionment among the several 
States.’’ That constitutional provision 
has been interpreted also to apply to 
residents of the District. In fact, the 
District of Columbia pays the second- 
highest Federal taxes per capita, yet 
has no vote in connection with how 

those dollars are spent. The local li-
cense plates say a good deal and re-
mind us of our heritage when they say 
‘‘Taxation without Representation.’’ 

As I said, in 2005, President Bush 
praised the Iraqi people for exercising 
their democratic right to vote, and he 
noted that ‘‘by participating in free 
elections, the Iraqi people have firmly 
rejected the antidemocratic ideology of 
the terrorists [a]nd they have dem-
onstrated the kind of courage that is 
always the foundation of self-govern-
ment.’’ Unfortunately, the President 
does not speak so enthusiastically 
about voting rights for the American 
citizens living literally in his back-
yard. It is disappointing that the Bush 
administration has threatened to veto 
this legislation. 

f 

FOREIGN OPERATIONS 
APPROPRIATIONS 

MEPI SCHOLARSHIP PROGRAM 
Mr. SUNUNU. Mr. President, I com-

mend the senior Senators from 
Vermont and New Hampshire for the 
fine work that they did last week in 
managing H.R. 2764, the fiscal year 2008 
State Department, Foreign Operations 
and Related Programs Appropriations 
Act. Given how busy they were, I re-
gret that we did not have a chance to 
clarify a scholarship program funded in 
that Act through the Middle East Part-
nership Initiative, MEPI. 

In Senate Report 110–128, the com-
mittee provides $55,000,000 for MEPI, 
and recommends $9,000,000 of those 
funds for scholarship programs for stu-
dents from countries with significant 
Muslim populations at not-for-profit 
U.S. educational institutions in the 
Middle East. 

In prior year foreign aid bills, eligi-
bility criteria for scholarship programs 
included those students from countries 
with significant Muslim populations at 
not-for-profit institutions of basic and 
higher education in the Middle East 
which are accredited by an accrediting 
agency recognized by the Secretary of 
Education, and that are not controlled 
by the government of the country in 
which the institution is located. 

Those who manage the MEPI pro-
gram at the State Department added 
additional criteria, namely that Amer-
ican schools in the Middle East would 
be eligible only if U.S. Government de-
pendents were enrolled in respective 
institutions, and only for students in 
the seventh through twelfth grades. I 
would ask the senior Senators from 
Vermont and New Hampshire if the 
State Department consulted with the 
committee prior to establishing addi-
tional criteria for the scholarship pro-
gram. 

Mr. LEAHY. I would say to my col-
league from New Hampshire that my 
staff informs me that they were not 
consulted by the State Department on 
this matter. 

Mr. GREGG. I would say to my friend 
from New Hampshire that my staff in-
forms me that they, too, were not con-
sulted on MEPI-added criteria. 

Mr. SUNUNU. I fear that the State 
Department is severely limiting the 
scope of the scholarship program, in-
cluding to conflict countries such as 
Lebanon that remain unaccompanied 
posts for State Department employees. 
To put that another way, no U.S. Gov-
ernment dependents are enrolled in 
schools in Lebanon. Moreover, I would 
like to suggest that the committee 
consider allocating $7 million for schol-
arships at higher education institu-
tions, and $2 million for secondary 
schools. 

Mr. GREGG. I appreciate your bring-
ing these matters to my attention. My 
staff will request a briefing from the 
State Department on the scholarship 
program, and if needed, we will seek 
additional clarification during con-
ference on this matter with the House. 

f 

HONORING OUR ARMED FORCES 

SPECIALIST ERIC M. HOLKE 
Mr. NELSON of Nebraska. Mr. Presi-

dent, I rise today to honor Army SPC 
Eric M. Holke, of Riverside, CA. 

Specialist Holke’s father describes 
him as an avid outdoorsman, a com-
mitted student of history, and someone 
with a keen eye for the arts. From a 
young age, Specialist Holke pursued 
his hobbies with zeal. His passion for 
the outdoors was matched only by his 
passion for film, which he discovered 
after he took a class on sports photog-
raphy at Rim of the World High School 
in Lake Arrowhead, CA, where he was a 
graduate. After high school, he contin-
ued his studies in film and photog-
raphy, and also worked at radio and 
television stations at San Bernadino 
Valley College. 

Ready for a new challenge, Specialist 
Holke left San Bernadino Valley Col-
lege to join the California Conserva-
tion Corps, where he spent the next 2 
years backpacking through the wilder-
ness of California. When he returned 
from this service, he became active in 
Renaissance fairs, where his specialty 
was demonstrating how the German 
military lived in the 1400s through 
1600s, according to Pat Long, a cousin 
and producer of Renaissance fairs. 
Those who watched his performances 
remembered them for his passion and 
his enthusiasm. 

Specialist Holke enlisted in the 
Army in 2000 in order to learn new 
skills as well as to save money to re-
turn to school. He served with the 82nd 
Airborne, like one of his grandfathers, 
a much-decorated World War II vet-
eran. He went to Afghanistan, then to 
Iraq before being honorably discharged 
from the Army in 2005. He returned to 
Riverside, CA, where he became active 
again with the San Bernadino Valley 
College, performing re-enactments as 
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well as studying film and business 
there. He also enlisted in the California 
National Guard at this time. 

Specialist Holke and his wife 
Cassidhe were married in January of 
2007. He was eager to earn his degree in 
business so he could start a new life in 
the film industry with his wife and 
their 16-year-old son, Steven. 

In June of 2007, Specialist Holke 
began serving his second tour of duty 
in Iraq. He was serving with the 1st 
Battalion, 160th Infantry, California 
Army National Guard stationed in Ku-
wait. On July 15, 2007, Specialist Holke 
passed away in a noncombat-related in-
cident in Talil. At his funeral, he was 
posthumously awarded five medals, in-
cluding the Bronze Star. He was 31 
years old. 

In addition to his wife Cassidhe and 
son Steven, both of Riverside, CA, he is 
survived by his mother Monika Holke 
of Lincoln, NE, and father Jack Holke, 
of Las Vegas, NV. Today, I join all 
Americans in mourning the loss of a 
talented soldier, an active outdoors-
man, and a loving husband, father, and 
son. He made the ultimate sacrifice 
through his service to our country. He 
will be remembered for his hunger for 
adventure. His memory will be honored 
by future generations of soldiers and 
civilians alike. 
EXPLOSIVE ORDINANCE DISPOSALMAN 1ST CLASS 

JEFFREY CHANEY 
Mr. President, I also rise today to 

honor Navy Explosive Ordinance 
Disposalman First Class Jeffrey 
Chaney of Omaha. 

Petty Officer Chaney was a 1990 grad-
uate from Bellevue West High School. 
In 1993, he joined the Navy. His first 
ambition was to be a Navy SEAL; how-
ever, due to eyesight problems, he 
worked instead as a recruiter for the 
Navy. His success as a recruiter was a 
direct result of his enthusiasm and his 
dedication to his work, evidenced also 
by his brother Jim, whom he helped re-
cruit. His sister April describes com-
mitment to his work: ‘‘[He] loved the 
Navy; he just loved everything about 
his job. He was always talking about 
it,’’ she said. 

Before his tour in Iraq, Chaney 
served in the Secret Service, where he 
had the opportunity to meet President 
George H.W. Bush, as well as Mikhail 
Gorbachev while he was on security de-
tail at the President’s 80th birthday 
party. His sister recalls that while that 
was a momentous occasion in his life, 
his proudest moment was the birth of 
his daughter Brianna, now 14. 

Chaney was assigned to Explosive Or-
dinance Disposal Mobile Unit 11, sta-
tioned in Whidbey Island, WA. On July 
17, 2007, after serving in Iraq for about 
2 months, ED01 Chaney passed away 
during combat operations in 
Salahuddin Province. He was 35 years 
old. 

In addition to his brother and sister, 
he is survived by his daughter Brianna 

Chaney, 14, of Omaha; his mother 
Connie Chaney also of Omaha, his fa-
ther Jim Eckert of Oakland, IA and an-
other brother Jim Eckert, also of Oak-
land. Today, I join all Americans in 
mourning the loss of a truly great sail-
or, proud father, and loving son. His 
service and his sacrifice will be remem-
bered for generations to come. 

SERGEANT JACOB SCHMUECKER 
Mr. President, I rise today to honor 

Nebraska Army National Guard Ser-
geant Jacob Schmuecker of Atkinson, 
NE. 

Sergeant Schmuecker was a 1999 
graduate of West Holt High School in 
Atkinson, NE, and attended Northeast 
Community College in Norfolk. He 
joined the Nebraska Army National 
Guard in 2001, after serving the city of 
Atkinson as a police officer. 

He and his wife Lisa were married for 
more than 4 years, and lived in Norfolk 
with their three children; Dylan, 4, 
Kierstan, 3, and Bryce, 19 months. Lisa 
describes her husband as someone who 
was deeply committed to his service, 
and someone who volunteered for a 
mission to make the world a safer 
place for his children. She knows her 
children will remember their father for 
being a loving husband to her, a dedi-
cated father, and an outstanding sol-
dier. 

A member of the 755th chemical com-
pany based out of O’Neill, NE, Sergeant 
Schmuecker had proudly served in the 
Army National Guard for 6 years. Hav-
ing previously served in Afghanistan, 
he was 10 months into his first tour in 
Iraq when he passed away in Balad, 
after an improvised explosive device 
detonated near his armored vehicle. He 
was 27 years old. 

In addition to his wife, Sergeant 
Schmuecker is survived by his parents 
Rodney and Patricia of Atkinson, and 
his brother Chris Shepperd of Norfolk. 
Today, I mourn the loss of a true 
American patriot, a devoted husband, 
and a loving father of three. He and his 
family have made the ultimate sac-
rifice to make our country a safer 
place to live. 

CORPORAL RYAN A. WOODWARD 
Mr. BAYH. Mr. President, I rise 

today with a heavy heart and deep 
sense of gratitude to honor the life of a 
brave soldier from Fort Wayne. Ryan 
Woodward, 22 years old, was killed on 
September 8 in Balad, Iraq, from inju-
ries sustained by small arms fire dur-
ing combat operations near Baghdad. 
With an optimistic future before him, 
Ryan risked everything to fight for the 
values Americans hold close to our 
hearts, in a land halfway around the 
world. 

Ryan graduated from Carroll High 
School in 2003 and joined the Army in 
2006. It was concern for his country’s 
welfare that drove him to enlist as his 
grandfather and uncle had before him. 
Ryan was hugely proud to follow in 
their footsteps. Excelling in his serv-

ice, Ryan was awarded the Bronze Star, 
the Purple Heart, the National Defense 
Service Medal, the Iraq Campaign 
Medal, the Global War on Terrorism 
Service Medal, the Army Service Rib-
bon, the Overseas Service Ribbon, the 
Combat Infantryman’s Badge and the 
Parachutist’s Badge. 

Ryan was killed while serving his 
country in Operation Iraqi Freedom. 
He was assigned to A Troop, 1st Squad-
ron, 73rd Cavalry Regiment, 82nd Air-
borne Division from Fort Bragg, NC. 
Ryan is survived by his parents Mi-
chael and Sue Woodward, his sisters 
Tasha and Brooke, and his brother Ben. 
Those who knew him best describe an 
adventurous young man who enjoyed 
life and cared deeply about his family 
and friends. He will be remembered as 
a loving son, brother, and friend. 

Today, I join Ryan’s family and 
friends in mourning his death. While 
we struggle to bear our sorrow over 
this loss, we can also take pride in the 
example he set, bravely fighting to 
make the world a safer place. It is his 
courage and strength of character that 
people will remember when they think 
of Ryan, a memory that will burn 
brightly during these continuing days 
of conflict and grief. 

Ryan was known for his dedication to 
his family and his love of country. 
Today and always, Ryan will be re-
membered by family members, friends 
and fellow Hoosiers as a true American 
hero, and we honor the sacrifice he 
made while dutifully serving his coun-
try. 

As I search for words to do justice in 
honoring Ryan’s sacrifice, I am re-
minded of President Lincoln’s remarks 
as he addressed the families of the fall-
en soldiers in Gettysburg: ‘‘We cannot 
dedicate, we cannot consecrate, we 
cannot hallow this ground. The brave 
men, living and dead, who struggled 
here, have consecrated it, far above our 
poor power to add or detract. The 
world will little note nor long remem-
ber what we say here, but it can never 
forget what they did here.’’ This state-
ment is just as true today as it was 
nearly 150 years ago, as I am certain 
that the impact of Ryan’s actions will 
live on far longer than any record of 
these words. 

It is my sad duty to enter the name 
of Ryan A. Woodward in the RECORD of 
the Senate for his service to this coun-
try and for his profound commitment 
to freedom, democracy and peace. 
When I think about this just cause in 
which we are engaged, and the unfortu-
nate pain that comes with the loss of 
our heroes, I hope that families like 
Ryan’s can find comfort in the words of 
the prophet Isaiah who said, ‘‘He will 
swallow up death in victory; and the 
Lord God will wipe away tears from off 
all faces.’’ 

May God grant strength and peace to 
those who mourn, and may God be with 
all of you, as I know He is with Ryan. 
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PRIVATE FIRST CLASS SHAWN D. HENSEL 

Mr. President, I also rise today with 
a heavy heart and deep sense of grati-
tude to honor the life of a brave young 
man from Logansport. Shawn Hensel, 
20 years old, was killed on August 12 
while deployed in West Baghdad, Iraq, 
of injuries sustained from rocket-pro-
pelled grenade and small arms fire. 
With his entire life before him, Shawn 
risked everything to fight for the val-
ues Americans hold close to our hearts, 
in a land halfway around the world. 

Shawn attended Logansport High 
School, and was known as a class clown 
who followed his own path instead of 
the crowd. His teacher, John Morgan, 
said, ‘‘Shawn was his own person. He 
would do just what he wanted to do. He 
wanted to experience life.’’ After re-
ceiving his general equivalency degree 
in 2006, Shawn joined the Army. 
Friends say he knew he wanted to join 
the military since he was 13 years old. 

Shawn was killed while serving his 
country in Operation Iraqi Freedom. 
He was assigned to B Company, 2nd 
Battalion, 23rd Infantry Regiment, 2nd 
Infantry Division in Fort Lewis, WA. 
He is survived by his wife Laci N. Har-
mon, whom he married on December 28, 
2006, his parents David and Elizabeth 
Ann Hensel, his sisters Autumn M. Vail 
and Angela R. Hensel, as well as his in- 
laws and extended family. Shawn will 
be remembered as a loving husband, 
son, and brother. 

Today, I join Shawn’s family and 
friends in mourning his death. While 
we struggle to bear our sorrow over 
this loss, we can also take pride in the 
example he set, bravely fighting to 
make the world a safer place. It is his 
courage and strength of character that 
people will remember when they think 
of Shawn, a memory that will burn 
brightly during these continuing days 
of conflict and grief. 

Shawn was known for his daredevil 
streak, a tough exterior and a passion 
for the outdoors, especially kayaking. 
Those who knew him best will remem-
ber him for the devotion he had to his 
family and his love of country. Today 
and always, Shawn will be remembered 
by family members, friends and fellow 
Hoosiers as a true American hero, and 
we honor the sacrifice he made while 
dutifully serving his country. 

As I search for words to do justice in 
honoring Shawn’s sacrifice, I am re-
minded of President Lincoln’s remarks 
as he addressed the families of the fall-
en soldiers in Gettysburg: ‘‘We cannot 
dedicate, we cannot consecrate, we 
cannot hallow this ground. The brave 
men, living and dead, who struggled 
here, have consecrated it, far above our 
poor power to add or detract. The 
world will little note nor long remem-
ber what we say here, but it can never 
forget what they did here.’’ This state-
ment is just as true today as it was 
nearly 150 years ago, as I am certain 
that the impact of Shawn’s actions will 

live on far longer that any record of 
these words. 

It is my sad duty to enter the name 
of Shawn D. Hensel in the RECORD of 
the Senate for his service to this coun-
try and for his profound commitment 
to freedom, democracy and peace. 
When I think about this just cause in 
which we are engaged, and the unfortu-
nate pain that comes with the loss of 
our heroes, I hope that families like 
Shawn’s can find comfort in the words 
of the prophet Isaiah who said, ‘‘He 
will swallow up death in victory; and 
the Lord God will wipe away tears from 
off all faces.’’ 

May God grant strength and peace to 
those who mourn, and may God be with 
all of you, as I know He is with Shawn. 

SERGEANT NICHOLAS J. PATTERSON 
Mr. BAYH. Mr. President, I rise 

today with a heavy heart and deep 
sense of gratitude to honor the life of a 
brave soldier from Rochester. Nick 
Patterson, 24 years old, was killed on 
September 10 in Baghdad, Iraq, from 
injuries sustained when his vehicle 
rolled over returning from a raid. With 
an optimistic future before him, Nick 
risked everything to fight for the val-
ues Americans hold close to our hearts, 
in a land halfway around the world. 

Nick graduated from Rochester High 
School in 2001 where he excelled in bas-
ketball and baseball. His senior year, 
Nick was the leading scorer on the bas-
ketball team. He was known for being 
a star athlete that brought huge en-
ergy into sports and a hard-working 
student. His teacher, Linda Brenna, 
said, ‘‘He had such a great sense of 
humor and could make a tense moment 
light.’’ Those who knew Nick respected 
him for his strong work ethic and his 
humor. 

Nick was killed while serving his 
country in Operation Iraqi Freedom. 
He was assigned to the 1st Squadron, 
73rd Cavalry Regiment, 82nd Airborne 
Division in Fort Bragg, NC. Nick is 
survived by his wife Jayme Saner Pat-
terson, his 4-year-old son Reilley, and 
his parents James and Virginia Patter-
son. He will be remembered as a loving 
husband, father, son, and friend. 

Today, I join Nick’s family and 
friends in mourning his death. While 
we struggle to bear our sorrow over 
this loss, we can also take pride in the 
example he set, bravely fighting to 
make the world a safer place. It is his 
courage and strength of character that 
people will remember when they think 
of Nick, a memory that will burn 
brightly during these continuing days 
of conflict and grief. 

Nick was known for his dedication to 
his family and his love of country. 
Today and always, Nick will be remem-
bered by family members, friends and 
fellow Hoosiers as a true American 
hero, and we honor the sacrifice he 
made while dutifully serving his coun-
try. 

As I search for words to do justice in 
honoring Nick’s sacrifice, I am re-

minded of President Lincoln’s remarks 
as he addressed the families of the fall-
en soldiers in Gettysburg: ‘‘We cannot 
dedicate, we cannot consecrate, we 
cannot hallow this ground. The brave 
men, living and dead, who struggled 
here, have consecrated it, far above our 
poor power to add or detract. The 
world will little note nor long remem-
ber what we say here, but it can never 
forget what they did here.’’ This state-
ment is just as true today as it was 
nearly 150 years ago, as I am certain 
that the impact of Nick’s actions will 
live on far longer that any record of 
these words. 

It is my sad duty to enter the name 
of Nicholas J. Patterson in the RECORD 
of the Senate for his service to this 
country and for his profound commit-
ment to freedom, democracy and peace. 
When I think about this just cause in 
which we are engaged, and the unfortu-
nate pain that comes with the loss of 
our heroes, I hope that families like 
Nick’s can find comfort in the words of 
the prophet Isaiah who said, ‘‘He will 
swallow up death in victory; and the 
Lord God will wipe away tears from off 
all faces.’’ 

May God grant strength and peace to 
those who mourn, and may God be with 
all of you, as I know He is with Nick. 

f 

THE COLLEGE COST REDUCTION 
ACT 

Mrs. LINCOLN. Mr. President, I was 
absent for the vote on September 7 on 
final passage of the College Cost Re-
duction Act of 2007 due to an official 
trip that I took to Iraq with the Senate 
Foreign Relations Committee. Had I 
been in Washington during the vote on 
final passage, I would have supported 
this important piece of legislation as I 
did when the Senate passed its version 
in July. 

The rising costs of a college edu-
cation have significantly increased the 
financial burden on college students 
and their families in recent years. The 
largest increase in higher education aid 
since the G.I. bill, the College Cost Re-
duction Act will increase student aid 
to low-and middle-income students by 
$17.4 billion over the next 5 years. It 
also increases the maximum Pell grant 
by $500 to $4,810 next year and incre-
mentally increases it until it caps at 
$5,400 in 2012. Further, the bill will help 
students manage their debt by capping 
student loan payments at 15 percent of 
their monthly income and reducing the 
student loan interest rate from 6.8 per-
cent to 3.4 percent. In addition, the leg-
islation will create a pilot program 
that reduces the amount of federal sub-
sidies paid to student lending institu-
tions and redirects the funds directly 
to students. The result will save stu-
dents real dollars, save taxpayers 
money, and inject competition into the 
loan program. 
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Increasing the number of college 

graduates is one of the best invest-
ments that we as a nation can make, 
and I am proud that this Congress has 
worked to make college a reality for 
more Americans. The improvements 
contained in this legislation will ex-
pand the options students have to at-
tend college and pay for higher edu-
cation for years to come. Moreover, it 
will improve the quality of life for our 
citizens and our economy by preparing 
our workforce for the demands of an in-
creasingly competitive marketplace. 

Mr. KERRY. Mr. President, too many 
young people, from all walks of life, 
are either struggling to pay for college 
or flatout can’t afford it. Those who 
aren’t able to incur such steep costs 
are not only losing out on a degree, but 
setting themselves up to face a lifetime 
of lost opportunities, as study after 
study shows college graduates are the 
most attractive candidates for the fast-
est growing and best paying jobs of to-
morrow. Greater college access and fi-
nancial assistance is critical to making 
the American dream a reality for all. 
This bill strengthens educational re-
sources for low-income students, giving 
every child the chance to succeed. It 
will mark the largest increase in stu-
dent aid since the Montgomery GI bill 
and ensures that college is within the 
reach of children all over the country. 

Today, families in New England with 
students in a community college spend 
17 percent of their annual income to 
cover the cost of college for 1 year, 
while families nationally spend 13 per-
cent. According to an analysis by the 
Massachusetts Board of Higher Edu-
cation released last year, more than 
two thirds of families in Massachusetts 
last year still required approximately 
$6,300 beyond financial aid to afford a 
college education. Faced with such a 
hardship, many Massachusetts stu-
dents drop out, saying the costs are too 
steep. Those who do complete their de-
grees are often saddled with thousands 
of dollars in student loans—which can 
take years, often decades, to pay off. 

The conference report cuts roughly 
$20 billion from lender subsidies and 
uses the funds to increase aid to col-
lege students and reduce the interest 
rates they must pay on their loans. It 
halves interest rates on subsidized stu-
dent loans, from 6.8 percent to 3.4 per-
cent, over 4 years and increases the 
Pell grant by $1,090 increase in the 
maximum Pell grant award over 5 
years. It also allows for a flexible re-
payment option and loan forgiveness 
after 10 years for certain public-sector 
employees. 

I am also proud that the conference 
report included language to fund key 
Massachusetts Upward Bound pro-
grams. Upward Bound provides funda-
mental support and college preparation 
for low-income students and has a 
strong record of increasing the rate at 
which low-income students graduate 

from institutions of higher learning. 
Once the President signs this legisla-
tion into law, 187 new and existing Up-
ward Bound programs that scored 
above a 70 in the most recent grant 
competition will be funded from fiscal 
year 2008 to fiscal year 2011. As a re-
sult, Upward Bound services will be 
provided for an additional 12,000 stu-
dents. I want to congratulate all of the 
new and refunded Upward Bound pro-
grams in my State—Holyoke Commu-
nity College, North Shore Community 
College, Massachusetts Institute of 
Technology, Suffolk University and 
Wheelock College. Thank you for pro-
viding these necessary services to Mas-
sachusetts students and I urge you to 
keep up the good work. 

This legislation is absolutely vital to 
securing the opportunity of higher edu-
cation for all and making our country 
more competitive. I thank Senator 
KENNEDY for his hard work and vision 
and I wholeheartedly support this leg-
islation. 

f 

MATTHEW SHEPARD ACT 

Mr. SMITH. Mr. President, I rise 
today to speak about the need for hate 
crimes legislation. Each Congress, Sen-
ator KENNEDY and I introduce hate 
crimes legislation that would add new 
categories to current hate crimes law, 
sending a signal that violence of any 
kind is unacceptable in our society. 
Likewise, each Congress I have come to 
the floor to highlight a separate hate 
crime that has occurred in our coun-
try. 

On the night of September 1, 2007, 
Josie Smith-Malave, her sister Julie 
Smith, and her friend Emily Durwood, 
were attacked outside a Long Island 
bar for being gay. The three women 
had been at the bar that night, and, as 
they left, they were followed outside by 
three women and about nine men. The 
group of about a dozen young adults 
began to crowd around the three 
women, shouting antigay slurs, throw-
ing sticks and cups at them and spit-
ting on them. The group then began to 
punch and kick the three women. One 
of the victims suffered a head injury, 
another suffered a knee injury, and all 
three were badly bruised as a result of 
the attack. The attackers fled the 
scene before police arrived, but one 
man was arrested 4 days later for his 
alleged involvement in the assault, 
which included stealing a camera from 
and injuring one of the women. He is 
charged with a hate-biased crime. 

I believe that the Government’s first 
duty is to defend its citizens, to defend 
them against the harms that come out 
of hate. The Matthew Shepard Act is a 
symbol that can become substance. I 
believe that by passing this legislation 
and changing current law, we can 
change hearts and minds as well. 

TRIBUTE TO DONNA PAGANO 
MURRAY 

Ms. MURKOWSKI. Mr. President, I 
rise today to bid farewell to one of the 
longest tenured members of my Senate 
staff, Mrs. Donna Pagano Murray. 
Donna retired from the Senate on Sep-
tember 5, 2007, after 28 years of excep-
tional service to the citizens of this 
country and to the residents of the 
State of Alaska. 

Donna was born in New York City 
and studied at Monmouth University 
and the University of Maryland. She 
served as my executive assistant and 
was responsible for all legislative 
issues relating to domestic aviation 
and transportation security since I en-
tered the Senate in 2002. She is an ex-
pert in Alaska aviation issues and a 
champion for the Age 60 pilot age ex-
tension bill. Donna served as my Chief 
of Staff for the past year, leading a 
great team working for Alaska. 

Prior to working for me, she worked 
for Senator Frank Murkowski for 12 
years. Among other duties in that of-
fice, including those I just mentioned, 
she was the principal liaison between 
his Washington, DC and five state of-
fices. 

She left the Senate in 1989 and 
worked at the Department of Com-
merce for five years during the Admin-
istration of former President George 
H.W. Bush. She handled issues such as 
clean water and air, fisheries manage-
ment, weather services and appropria-
tions issues for the Department. 

I also want to mention that during 
her tenure in the Senate, she worked 
on the Senate Committee on Labor and 
Human Services and the Senate Vet-
erans’ Affairs Committee. She has vol-
unteered for several campaigns and In-
augural ceremonies as well. 

Donna started her career as a high 
school teacher, and is looking forward 
to being a substitute teacher in her 
post-Senate life. This says a lot about 
her—that she is returning to the class-
room to help children in this area. 
Rather than seeking a high-paying pri-
vate sector job, which she certainly is 
qualified for given her abilities and ex-
periences, she is going to be a sub-
stitute school teacher for a local dis-
trict. She represents the real spirit of 
public service by giving back some of 
her knowledge, wisdom and experience 
gained from decades in government 
service to the youngsters of this area. 
I know that the students will learn a 
lot from Donna. 

While I am sorry to lose one of my 
staff leaders, I am delighted that 
Donna will be able to more fully enjoy 
time with her husband Danny. Danny 
had a heart transplant last year and I 
know that they are looking forward to 
spending more time with each other, 
traveling together and enjoying their 
grandchildren. 
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I will miss Donna’s cheerfulness, 

wonderful smile, straightforward man-
ner, vast knowledge, and her dedica-
tion to the Senate. She is a hard work-
er, indeed. It has been a pleasure to 
have her on my staff. I wish her and 
her husband Danny the very best and 
know that Alaskans will benefit for 
decades to come from her efforts to 
help the State. I also know that future 
generations will benefit from her re-
turn to the classroom. 

Donna, thank you for your service to 
Alaska and this country. 

f 

THE PASSING OF PRESIDENT 
JAMES FAUST 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, I rise to 
pay tribute to a revered Utahn who was 
taken from us a little more than a 
month ago during our summer recess: 
President James Esdras Faust, second 
counselor in the First Presidency of 
The Church of Jesus Christ of Latter- 
day Saints. On August 10, President 
Faust peacefully passed away, called 
home by the God whom he had served 
for 87 years. He left behind a legacy of 
faith and service, an example to which 
we should all strive for in our own 
lives. 

President Faust was a wonderful 
leader for the LDS Church and a tre-
mendous counselor to its President, 
Gordon B. Hinckley. He was a great 
friend and guide to Elaine and me, and 
our entire family, and to millions of 
others around the world. He was a per-
son of great dimension, wide-ranging 
abilities, and deeply spiritual capac-
ities. He was the consummate gen-
tleman and treated both Elaine and me 
with kindness unfeigned. We pray that 
everyone in the Faust family will be 
comforted in the days and months 
ahead with peace through their memo-
ries of this great man. 

Beyond his day-to-day duties as a 
church leader, President Faust led op-
position to gambling initiatives in 
Utah, oversaw construction of the BYU 
Jerusalem Center, managed an im-
proved public relations strategy for the 
church, and enhanced relationships 
with foreign officials. During his min-
istry, he saw the Latter-day Saint 
faith move from primarily one of the 
western United States to a truly world-
wide religion. 

His kindness was not limited to those 
of his own faith, nor was his service 
limited to that which he performed in-
side his church. Before President 
Hinckley extended him a call to serve 
35 years ago as a senior, full-time 
church leader, Faust served his coun-
try in the military, served his commu-
nity as an attorney, served his State as 
a legislator, and served his family as a 
devoted husband and father. 

A native of a small town in Utah’s 
west desert, Delta, President Faust 
studied at the University of Utah, 
eventually receiving both a bachelor’s 

degree and a law degree. But he inter-
rupted his studies when he was called 
to his country’s defense in World War 
II, honorably serving in the U.S. Army 
Air Force and earning the rank of first 
lieutenant while opposing the tyranny 
of the Axis. 

Beyond his service to America, Presi-
dent Faust also gave 2 years of his 
youth in service to his church as a mis-
sionary in Brazil. He was one of the 
first Mormon missionaries to that na-
tion and by sharing his testimony of 
the Lord gently moved the first pebbles 
of what has become a mighty ava-
lanche of faith—today Brazil is home 
to nearly 1 million Latter-day Saints. 
Later in life, anytime his church serv-
ice took him to Brazil he was ex-
tremely happy to be reunited with his 
friends there. In 1998, Faust was named 
an honorary citizen of Sao Paulo in 
honor of his lifelong ties to the city 
and the nation. Only two other men 
have received this recognition—Pope 
John Paul II and the Dalai Lama— 
which puts President Faust in very 
good company. 

During a short period of leave from 
the Air Force in the spring of 1943, 
President Faust married his high 
school sweetheart, Ruth Wright, in the 
Salt Lake Temple. The sunrise and the 
sunset to all his happiness, Ruth 
walked hand in hand with him for al-
most 65 years. Together they raised 
five children: James H. Faust, Janna R. 
Coombs, Marcus G. Faust, Lisa A. 
Smith, and Robert P. Faust. They were 
the proud grandparents of 25 grand-
children and 28 great-grandchildren. 

While practicing law, President 
Faust made time to serve as a member 
of the Utah legislature, an adviser to 
the American Bar Journal, and as 
president of the Utah Bar Association. 
Fellow church leader Elder M. Russell 
Ballard said of Faust that he ‘‘loved 
America, the state of Utah and Salt 
Lake City.’’ He was always examining 
issues and events ‘‘for what was right 
and what needed to be done to see that 
we were working for the benefit and 
blessing of the people.’’ 

We have lost a friend, we have lost a 
leader. But we look forward to a time 
when we can see his smiling, optimistic 
face again and hear his soothing, up-
lifting voice. To President James 
Esdras Faust the people of Utah would 
like to say, ‘‘Thank you for your time 
among us. It was not nearly long 
enough. God be with you, till we meet 
again.’’ 

f 

ADDITIONAL STATEMENTS 

TRIBUTE TO JIM BILLINGTON 

∑ Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. President, I con-
gratulate Jim Billington on two dec-
ades of service as Librarian of Con-
gress. For 20 years, he has presided 
over this prestigious institution that 

serves Congress so well but is truly 
America’s national library. It houses 
documents and artifacts that date to 
the earliest days of our democracy and, 
at the same time, manages the U.S. 
Copyright Office that maintains an on-
going record of America’s creative her-
itage. 

Jim Billington had a brilliant career 
in the academic world before beginning 
his responsibilities at the Library of 
Congress. He was highly respected at 
Harvard, at Princeton and, imme-
diately before becoming Librarian of 
Congress, as director of the Woodrow 
Wilson Center. 

Throughout his career, Jim 
Billington has brought a dynamic in-
tegrity to the scholarly world. Under 
his leadership, the Library of Congress 
was not a dormant collection of books 
and artifacts. He undertook a new ini-
tiative to digitize its collections and 
make them more accessible and more 
permanent. He also established the 
Madison Council to bring outside sup-
port and wise counsel to the Library, 
and created a center for advanced 
scholars in the humanities. 

His tenure as Librarian is note-
worthy for his many achievements and 
innovations, his dedication to the his-
toric role of the Library and its unique 
relationship to Congress, and, most im-
portantly, his extraordinary vision of 
what the Library could become. 
Through his work, Jim has made un-
paralleled contributions to enhance the 
role that American culture plays in our 
national life. 

On this special anniversary, I com-
mend him for all that he has accom-
plished. I am especially grateful for the 
support and wise counsel he has given 
to the Kennedy Center for the Per-
forming Arts. As Librarian of Congress, 
he has served as a member of the board 
of trustees for the center for two dec-
ades, and has been a source of con-
sistent leadership and guidance 
throughout that time. 

All of us in Congress owe Jim 
Billington an immense debt of grati-
tude for his outstanding public service, 
and we look forward to many more 
years of his leadership. On this 20th an-
niversary of his becoming Librarian of 
Congress, I join my colleagues in ex-
tending my warmest congratulations 
and deepest appreciation for his 
achievements.∑ 

f 

TRIBUTE TO HOWRIGAN FARM 
∑ Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I am 
pleased to take this opportunity to 
commend longtime friends, Harold and 
Anne Howrigan and their sons of Fair-
field, VT, whose farm was recently 
named 2007 Vermont Dairy Farm of the 
Year. 

Harold, his wife Anne and their sons 
operate 2 farms comprised of more than 
500 head of holstein cattle and some 
1,800 acres of cropland and forest, in-
cluding a significant maple sugaring 
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operation. The Howrigan farm was se-
lected by University of Vermont Exten-
sion and the Vermont Dairy Industry 
Association, who described it as an ex-
cellent, well managed dairy operation 
which consistently produces high-qual-
ity milk. With some of the farm acre-
age in the family since the mid 19th 
Century, the Howrigan family indeed 
exemplifies a long-term commitment 
to agriculture. 

As much as he loves the home farm, 
over the years Harold has spent consid-
erable time away from the farm serv-
ing Vermont agriculture. He has served 
as president of the Green Mountain 
Dairy Farmers Federation of Coopera-
tives and as a director with both the 
Vermont Maple Sugar Makers Associa-
tion and the Vermont Dairy Promotion 
Council. Harold has served on the St. 
Albans Cooperative board of directors 
since 1981 and as president from 1988 
until stepping down in 2005. 

At one time or another, Harold was 
chairperson of the Vermont Northeast 
Interstate Dairy Compact Commission, 
chair of the Council of Northeast 
Farmer Cooperatives and chair of the 
National Dairy Promotion and Re-
search Board. He also served on the 
U.S. Dairy Export Council and the Na-
tional Milk Producers Federation. 

With this level of engagement in the 
interest of dairy farmers and their in-
dustry, it is a tribute to Harold, Anne 
and their sons to earn this distin-
guished award. I join my fellow 
Vermonters in recognizing a Vermont 
dairy farm—and family—with its tradi-
tion of hard work, common sense and 
love of agriculture as the 2007 Vermont 
Dairy Farm of the Year.∑ 

f 

CONGRATULATING THE GLAD-
STONE ALL-STAR GIRLS SOFT-
BALL TEAM 

∑ Mr. LEVIN. Mr. President, I would 
like to take a moment to congratulate 
the Gladstone All-Star 11–12 Girls Soft-
ball Team on placing third in the Lit-
tle League Softball World Series. Their 
determined and focused efforts 
throughout the postseason, which 
began in early July with the district 
tournament in Escanaba, have brought 
a lot of joy and pride to the Gladstone 
community. I am happy to have this 
opportunity to recognize this impres-
sive achievement. 

Gladstone capped a marvelous season 
with a thrilling come-from-behind 5–2 
victory over an excellent team from 
Waterford, CT. The game was tightly 
contested throughout and was not de-
cided until the first extra inning when 
Gladstone rallied to score the deciding 
three runs in the top of the seventh in-
ning to secure a hard fought win. Glad-
stone displayed resilience in recovering 
from a loss the previous day to the 
eventual runner-up from Elgin, TX, to 
record this victory. It takes poise, de-
termination, and teamwork to achieve 

this level of success, and I congratulate 
each member of the team on the way 
they competed throughout the sum-
mer. Gladstone now enjoys the distinc-
tion of being the third team from Delta 
County to reach the Little League 
Softball World Series. 

Girls Little League Softball, which 
began in 1974, has provided countless 
young women an opportunity to com-
pete at a high level. Through the in-
struction they receive on and off the 
field, these young women gain valuable 
skills that will help them achieve suc-
cess throughout their lifetime. The 2007 
Gladstone All-Star 11–12 year-old Girls 
Softball Team includes Jordan 
Schwartz, Ashley Hough, Jammie 
Botruff, Heather Sanderson, Jordan 
Kowalski, Nicole Sharon, Shannon 
Wolf, Neena Brockway, Alison Austin, 
Nikki Barteld, Averi Kanyuh. The 
coaching staff includes Manager An-
drew Schwartz and Assistant Coach 
John Nevala. 

This is a summer these young women 
will certainly never forget. I know I am 
joined by their family, friends and sup-
porters, as well as my colleagues in the 
Senate, in congratulating the entire 
team on a highly successful and memo-
rable season. I look forward to hearing 
about many more successes from these 
young ladies in the future.∑ 

f 

TRIBUTE TO CURTIS H. SYKES 

∑ Mrs. LINCOLN. Mr. President, I rise 
to honor the life of a great Arkansan, 
Curtis H. Sykes, who passed away last 
week. 

As a member of the Special Task 
Force to Study the History and Con-
tributions of Slave Laborers in the 
Construction of the U.S. Capitol, Mr. 
Sykes made valuable contributions to 
the important and challenging work 
that the task force conducted. As its 
name indicates, the purpose of the task 
force is to recognize and preserve the 
contributions that African Americans 
made to the construction of the Capitol 
complex. The task force has served as a 
working memorial to pay tribute to 
those who made an enormous sacrifice 
to help build the greatest symbol of 
our Nation’s freedom. I was pleased 
that the task force was developed to in-
clude citizen representation, and Curtis 
Sykes was an integral part of helping 
us examine those contributions. 

In addition to his work on the task 
force, Curtis Sykes was also an accom-
plished historian and respected com-
munity leader in Arkansas. Mr. Sykes 
served as chairman of the Arkansas 
Black History Committee since 1993 
and was the first African-American 
member of the North Little Rock His-
tory Commission. He brought a wealth 
of experience to the study of our great 
State’s history and was an advocate for 
equality, fairness, and justice. 

Shortly after his graduation from the 
segregated Scipio A. Jones High 

School, located in his hometown of 
North Little Rock, in 1947, Curtis 
served our Nation in the U.S. Army 
from 1950 to 1952. He then pursued a 
lifelong career in education. 

Prior to retiring in 1985, Curtis 
worked for 33 years in education as a 
teacher, football coach, assistant prin-
cipal and principal. He was one of the 
first African-American principals in 
the Little Rock school district during 
the 1960s, and after his life in edu-
cation, he led the fight to pass legisla-
tion in the Arkansas General Assembly 
which established a Black history cur-
riculum in Arkansas schools. 

He also continued to pursue his pas-
sion to help young children learn and 
succeed after retirement through his 
work in a number of civic and commu-
nity organizations. His activities in-
cluded offices in the Arkansas Chapter 
of the NAACP, the Young YMCA/COPE 
of Central Arkansas and Headstart of 
Pulaski County. 

Mr. Sykes earned his bachelor’s de-
gree from Arkansas Baptist College in 
Little Rock, Arkansas; a master’s from 
Texas College in Tyler, Texas; and his 
master’s in education from Harding 
University in Searcy, AR. In fact, he 
became the first African American to 
receive a degree from Harding in 1962. 

In addition, Mr. Sykes received a 
number of honors and awards during 
his lifetime. He was the recipient of the 
Salute to Greatness Award from the 
Martin Luther King, Jr. Commission 
for his outstanding record of commu-
nity service. He was also recognized by 
the city of North Little Rock when 
Mayor Patrick Hays declared a Curtis 
Sykes Day in 1992 to honor his many 
contributions to the city. 

Curtis H. Sykes will be greatly 
missed by communities all across Ar-
kansas, as well as those he worked 
with here in Washington, DC. He had 
an impact on thousands of people from 
all walks of life, and his death will 
leave a void throughout Arkansas. 

He will not be forgotten, however. 
The Arkansas History Commission con-
tains the Curtis H. Sykes Collection 
which includes Scipio High yearbooks, 
past Arkansas Teacher Association 
journals, and other North Little Rock 
memorabilia and documents which will 
enable future generations to learn 
about his life and legacy. 

In the weeks and months ahead, our 
thoughts and prayers will be with 
friends and family of the Sykes as they 
grieve the loss of a true Arkansas pio-
neer.∑ 

f 

HONORING MARY AND BILL 
KIRCHNER 

∑ Mr. ISAKSON. Mr. President, I honor 
two of my constituents on a very spe-
cial and rare milestone. Later this 
month, Mary and Bill Kirchner of At-
lanta will celebrate their 50th wedding 
anniversary. 
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Mary and Bill were married on Sep-

tember 28, 1957, in Grosse Pointe, MI, 
bringing together two of that city’s 
longtime families—the Fitzsimons and 
the Kirchners. The next 50 years took 
Mary and Bill from Michigan to South 
Carolina and finally to Georgia, where 
they have lived since 1988. 

Bill was a homebuilder in Michigan 
and on Hilton Head Island, SC, and 
later started his own property rental 
business on the island. Mary started 
her own successful business on Hilton 
Head called The Welcome Mat, then 
switched careers and put her salesman-
ship to good use selling real estate. 
When they moved to Atlanta, Mary and 
Bill decided to try an entirely new 
business venture by opening an antique 
consignment shop. Sixteen years later, 
Now & Again remains a beautiful and 
popular shop in Buckhead. In fact, my 
wife Dianne has been a customer. Al-
though they have certainly earned the 
right to retire, Mary and Bill still run 
their shop 6 days a week with the help 
of a great staff. 

While their professional lives have 
been an adventure, Mary and Bill made 
their biggest life-changing decision 
early on in their marriage. On a chilly 
February day in 1964, a nervous Mary 
and Bill arrived at an adoption agency 
in Michigan hoping to hear that they 
would be allowed to adopt a baby. In-
stead, the agency asked if Mary and 
Bill would like to go home with 6- 
month-old twin girls. The shocked cou-
ple said yes and forever changed the 
lives of those twins, Sarah and Joan, 
for the better. 

Their daughter Sarah is now married 
to Stephen Midas and works as a stay- 
at-home mom to four children in 
Chesapeake, VA, and also does some 
bookkeeping for Mary and Bill’s shop. 
Their daughter Joan and her daughter 
live in Washington, DC, and Joan has 
gone from covering politics as an AP 
reporter in Atlanta to now working for 
some of those same elected officials she 
used to cover. I happen to be one of 
those, and Joan now serves on my staff 
in Washington. I know Mary and Bill 
are very proud of both their daughters. 

I join with Joan, Sarah, Stephen and 
their children—Alex, Ben, Anna, Josie 
and Isabel—in congratulating Mary 
and Bill Kirchner on reaching their 
golden anniversary. Their marriage 
and their commitment to each other is 
an inspiration to us all.∑ 

f 

REPORT RELATIVE TO THE STA-
TUS OF EACH OF THE 18 IRAQI 
BENCHMARKS, AS RECEIVED 
DURING ADJOURNMENT OF THE 
SENATE ON SEPTEMBER 14, 2007— 
PM 25 
The PRESIDING OFFICER laid be-

fore the Senate the following message 
from the President of the United 
States, together with an accompanying 
report; which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Relations: 

To the Congress of the United States: 
Consistent with section 1314 of the 

U.S. Troop Readiness, Veterans’ Care, 
Katrina Recovery, and Iraq Account-
ability Appropriations Act, 2007 (Public 
Law 110–28) (the ‘‘Act’’), attached is a 
report that assesses the status of each 
of the 18 Iraqi benchmarks contained in 
the Act and declares whether satisfac-
tory progress toward meeting these 
benchmarks is, or is not, being 
achieved. 

The second of 2 reports submitted 
consistent with the Act, it has been 
prepared in consultation with the Sec-
retaries of State and Defense; the Com-
mander, Multi-National Force-Iraq; the 
United States Ambassador to Iraq; and 
the Commander, United States Central 
Command. 

GEORGE W. BUSH.
THE WHITE HOUSE, September 14, 2007. 

f 

MEASURES DISCHARGED 

The following measure was dis-
charged from the Committee on Envi-
ronment and Public Works by unani-
mous consent, and referred as indi-
cated: 

S. 2006. A bill to provide for disaster assist-
ance for power transmission and distribution 
facilities, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Homeland Security and Gov-
ernmental Affairs. 

f 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS 

The following petitions and memo-
rials were laid before the Senate and 
were referred or ordered to lie on the 
table as indicated: 

POM–196. A resolution adopted by the Cali-
fornia-Pacific Annual Conference of the 
United Methodist Church relative to the re-
peal of discriminatory laws; to the Com-
mittee on Armed Services. 

POM–197. A resolution adopted by the 
Commission of the City of Hollywood, Flor-
ida, supporting the Energy Efficiency Pro-
motion Act; to the Committee on Energy 
and Natural Resources. 

POM–198. A resolution adopted by the 
Council of the Town of Bay Harbor Islands, 
Florida, supporting resolution number 2007– 
430 of the governing board of the South Flor-
ida Water Management District; to the Com-
mittee on Environment and Public Works. 

POM–199. A resolution adopted by the 
Commission of the City of Pompano Beach, 
Florida, urging Congress to appropriate 
funds necessary to bring the Herbert Hoover 
Dike into compliance with current levee pro-
tection safety standards; to the Committee 
on Environment and Public Works. 

POM–200. A resolution adopted by the 
Council of the Town of Davie, Florida, urg-
ing Congress to appropriate funds necessary 
to bring the Herbert Hoover Dike into com-
pliance with current levee protection safety 
standards; to the Committee on Environ-
ment and Public Works. 

POM–201. A resolution adopted by the 
Council of the City of Long Beach, Cali-
fornia, urging Congress to enact the Em-
ployee Free Choice Act; to the Committee on 
Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions. 

POM–202. A concurrent resolution adopted 
by the Legislature of the State of Texas urg-

ing Congress to provide drought relief to 
Texas; to the Committee on Agriculture, Nu-
trition, and Forestry. 

HOUSE CONCURRENT RESOLUTION NO. 67 
Whereas, the State of Texas continues to 

endure substantial economic losses due to a 
prolonged drought that has crippled the 
state for nearly two years; the loss of crops 
and livestock and drought-induced fires have 
left the state’s farmers and ranchers in des-
perate need of continued federal assistance 
to offset the losses suffered as a result of this 
natural disaster; and 

Whereas, the drought has cost the state 
nearly $2.5 billion in total crop loss, more 
than $1 billion of which is attributed to a de-
crease in the cotton harvest, the state’s 
number one cash crop; in addition, the latest 
forecasts for 2006 show the state’s wheat har-
vest has decreased by more than 60 percent, 
corn production is down by 26 percent, soy-
bean production has decreased by more than 
30 percent, and the state’s production of pea-
nuts and sorghum is expected to be down by 
40 percent; and 

Whereas, an estimated $1.6 billion in live-
stock losses, as well as the rising cost of hay 
and supplemental feed, have forced any 
ranchers to sell their cattle earlier than an-
ticipated, which will undoubtedly cause a de-
crease in the beef supply for several years; 
all told, the total agricultural loss to the 
state stands at more than $4 billion; and 

Whereas, this dire economic impact is 
shared by the businesses that support the ag-
riculture community, specifically those in 
rural areas, where projections estimate the 
loss to be nearly $8 billion; the businesses af-
fected include those that provide equipment 
or machinery, supplies, feed, and profes-
sional services such as veterinarians; and 

Whereas, adding insult to injury, the 
drought has resulted in more than 21,000 
fires, burning in excess of two million acres 
between January and November, 2006, and 
contributing to the loss of 5,000 miles of 
fence and 5,000 cattle in the Panhandle alone; 
the fires 1n the northern regions of the state 
have certainly contributed to the diminution 
in hay production, and the United States De-
partment of Agriculture (USDA) estimates 
that 77 percent of Texas’ hay production was 
lost during the same period; and 

Whereas, to alleviate this financial burden, 
the Texas Department of Agriculture will ad-
minister a total of $16.1 million in assistance 
received from the USDA to eligible livestock 
producers in 216 drought-stressed counties, 
but with more than $12 billion in total eco-
nomic loss as a direct result of the drought, 
more assistance is needed; the devastation to 
crops and livestock in the number two agri-
cultural state in the nation has put a finan-
cial strain on Texas farmers and ranchers, 
and it is imperative that the federal govern-
ment continue to assist the individuals and 
families that have suffered during this time; 
now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the 80th Legislature of the 
State of Texas hereby respectfully urge the 
Congress of the United States to provide fur-
ther drought relief to Texas; and, be it fur-
ther 

Resolved, That the Texas secretary of state 
forward official copies of this resolution to 
the president of the United States, to the 
speaker of the house of representatives and 
the president of the senate of the United 
States Congress, and to all the members of 
the Texas delegation to the congress with 
the request that this resolution be officially 
entered in the Congressional Record as a me-
morial to the Congress of the United States 
of America. 
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POM–203. A resolution adopted by the 

House of Representatives of the State of Illi-
nois urging Congress to require the Depart-
ment of Agriculture to conduct a study and 
report on the nutritional value of the coun-
try’s school lunches; to the Committee on 
Agriculture, Nutrition, and Forestry. 

HOUSE RESOLUTION NO. 11 
Whereas, we, as a people, must not feed our 

children fatty and sugary foods on a daily 
basis because it leads to obesity and diabe-
tes; therefore, be it 

Resolved, by the House of Representatives of 
the Ninety-Fifth General Assembly of the State 
of Illinois, That State Representative 
Monique D. Davis and the rest of the House 
of Representatives urge the Congress of the 
United States of America to require the 
United States Department of Agriculture to 
conduct a study and report on the nutri-
tional value of the country’s school lunches; 
and be it further 

Resolved, That suitable copies of this reso-
lution be delivered to the President pro tem-
pore of the U.S. Senate, the Speaker of the 
U.S. House of Representatives, and each 
member of the Illinois congressional delega-
tion. 

POM–204. A resolution adopted by the 
House of Representatives of the State of Illi-
nois urging the federal government to meet 
all of the financial obligations of the GI Bill; 
to the Committee on Armed Services. 

HOUSE RESOLUTION NO. 123 

Whereas, on June 22, 1944, President Frank-
lin D. Roosevelt signed the ‘‘Servicemen’s 
Readjustment Act of 1944’’, better known as 
the ‘‘GI Bill of Rights’’; and 

Whereas, the bill at first was the subject of 
intense debate and parliamentary maneu-
vering, but has since been recognized as one 
of Congress’ most important acts; and 

Whereas, during the past five decades, the 
law has made possible the investment of bil-
lions of dollars in education and training for 
millions of veterans, and the nation has in 
return earned many times that investment 
in increased taxes and a dramatically 
changed society; and 

Whereas, the law also made possible the 
loan of billions of dollars to purchase homes 
for millions of veterans and helped to trans-
form the majority of Americans from renters 
to homeowners; and 

Whereas, the 1944 GI Bill provided six bene-
fits: education and training; loan guarantees 
for a home, farm, or business; unemployment 
pay; job-finding assistance; top priority for 
building materials for VA hospitals; and 
military review of dishonorable discharges; 
the home loan program is the only feature of 
the original bill that is still in force; and 

Whereas, the original GI Bill ended in 1956, 
but subsequent GI Bills have continued the 
original bill’s education and training bene-
fits; the bill currently in effect is the Mont-
gomery GI Bill, which provides benefits for 
veterans who served after July 1, 1985, and 
for military reservists; and 

Whereas, in signing the original GI Bill, 
President Roosevelt stated that the Bill 
‘‘gives emphatic notice to the men and 
women in our armed forces that the Amer-
ican people do not intend to let them down’’; 
and 

Whereas, our servicemen and women have 
sacrificed much for our country, and contin-
ued funding of GI Bill benefits is imperative 
to ensure that they are treated with the re-
spect they deserve: Therefore be it 

Resolved, by the House of Representatives 
of the Ninety-Fifth General Assembly of the 

State of Illinois, that we urge the federal 
government to meet all of the financial obli-
gations of the GI Bill; and be it further 

Resolved, That copies of this resolution be 
sent to President George W. Bush, federal 
Secretary of Veterans Affairs Jim Nicholson, 
each member of the Illinois Congressional 
delegation, and the Director of the Illinois 
Department of Veterans’ Affairs. 

POM–205. A resolution adopted by the Sen-
ate of the State of Michigan urging Congress 
to enact H.R. 2927; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

SENATE RESOLUTION NO. 89 
Whereas, H.R. 2927 sets tough fuel economy 

standards without off ramps or loopholes, by 
requiring separate car and truck standards 
to meet a total fleet fuel economy between 
32 and 35 mpg by 2022—an increase of as 
much as 40 percent over current fuel econ-
omy standards—and requires vehicle fuel 
economy to be increased to the maximum 
feasible level in the years leading up to 2022; 
and 

Whereas, H.R. 2927, while challenging, will 
provide automakers more reasonable lead 
time to implement technology changes in 
both the near and long term. Model year 2008 
vehicles are already available today, and 
product and manufacturing planning is done 
through model year 2012. H.R. 2927 recognizes 
the critical need for engineering lead times 
necessary for manufacturers to make signifi-
cant changes to their fleets; and 

Whereas, H.R. 2927 respects consumer 
choice by protecting the important func-
tional differences between passenger cars 
and light trucks/SUVs. Last year, 2006, was 
the sixth year in a row that Americans 
bought more trucks, minivans, and SUVs 
than passenger cars because they value at-
tributes such as passenger and cargo load ca-
pacity, four-wheel drive, and towing capa-
bility that most cars are not designed to pro-
vide; and 

Whereas, While some would like fuel econ-
omy increases to be much more aggressive 
and be implemented with much less lead 
time, Corporate Average Fuel Economy 
(CAFE) standards must be set at levels and 
in time frames that do not impose economic 
harm on the manufacturers, suppliers, deal-
ers, and others in the auto industry; and 

Whereas, Proponents of unrealistic and un-
attainable CAFE standards cite Europe’s 35 
mpg fuel economy, without ever mentioning 
Europe’s $6 per gallon gasoline prices, the 
high sales of diesel vehicles, the high propor-
tion of Europeans driving manual trans-
mission vehicles (80 percent in Europe vs. 8 
percent in the U.S.), the significant dif-
ferences in the size mix of vehicles, or that 
trucks and SUVs are virtually nonexistent 
among Europe households; and 

Whereas, Proponents of unreasonable 
CAFE standards claim they will save con-
sumers billions, but they neglect to talk 
about the upfront costs of such changes to 
the manufacturers of meeting unduly strict 
CAFE standards—more than $100 billion, ac-
cording to the National Highway Traffic 
Safety Administration—which will lead to 
vehicle price increases of several thousand 
dollars; and 

Whereas, Proponents of unrealistic CAFE 
standards ignore the potential safety im-
pacts of downsized vehicles on America’s 
highways and overlook the historical role 
and critical importance of manufacturing 
plants to our national and economic secu-
rity. They seem unconcerned about threats 
to the 7.5 million jobs that are directly and 
indirectly dependent on a vibrant auto in-
dustry in the United States; and 

Whereas, H.R. 2927 is a reasonable bill that 
balances a number of important public pol-
icy concerns. The bill represents a tough but 
fair compromise that deserves serious con-
sideration and support: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved by the Senate, That we memori-
alize the United States Congress to enact 
H.R. 2927, which responsibly balances achiev-
able fuel economy increases with important 
economic and social concerns, including con-
sumer demand; and be it further 

Resolved, that copies of this resolution be 
transmitted to the President of the United 
States Senate, the Speaker of the United 
States House of Representatives, and the 
members of the Michigan Congressional dele-
gation. 

POM–206. A resolution adopted by the 
House of Representatives of the State of Illi-
nois urging Congress to support funding for 
the Urban Park and Recreation Recovery 
Program; to the Committee on Energy and 
Natural Resources. 

HOUSE RESOLUTION NO. 395 
Whereas, the Urban Park and Recreation 

Recovery Program (UPARR) is a matching 
federal grant program administered by the 
National Park Service of the Department of 
the Interior; and 

Whereas, the purpose of the program is to 
provide funding for the rehabilitation of 
parks and recreation areas in cities and 
urban communities; and 

Whereas, since the establishment of the 
program in 1978, approximately 1500 indi-
vidual grants totaling more than $270,000,000 
have been made to eligible cities and coun-
ties; and 

Whereas, no funds have been appropriated 
under UPARR for the past 5 years; and 

Whereas, urban park development is essen-
tial for economic revitalization, environ-
mental stewardship, and public recreation; 
therefore, be it 

Resolved, by the House of Representatives of 
the Ninety-Fifth General Assembly of the State 
of Illinois, That we urge the Congress of the 
United States of America to support funding 
for the Urban Park and Recreation Recovery 
Program; and be it further 

Resolved, That suitable copies of this reso-
lution be delivered to the President pro tem-
pore of the U.S. Senate, the Speaker of the 
U.S. House of Representatives, and each 
member of the Illinois congressional delega-
tion. 

POM–207. A joint resolution adopted by the 
Senate of the State of California urging Con-
gress to reauthorize and fund the federal Se-
cure Rural Schools and Community Self-De-
termination Act of 2000; to the Committee on 
Energy and Natural Resources. 

SENATE JOINT RESOLUTION NO. 3 

Whereas, from 1908 to 2000, counties in the 
United States received 25 percent of the reve-
nues generated on national forest lands in 
lieu of lost tax revenues that could have 
been generated had these lands remained in 
private hands; and 

Whereas, in the 1990s, the volume and 
value of timber harvested on national forest 
lands was dramatically reduced, which led 
Congress to enact the federal Secure Rural 
Schools and Community Self-Determination 
Act of 2000, which provided a six-year guar-
antee payment option that was independent 
of the revenue generated on the national for-
est lands; and 

Whereas, the Secure Rural Schools and 
Community Self-Determination Act of 2000, 
as extended by the United States Troop 
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Readiness, Veterans’ Care, Katrina Recov-
ery, and Iraq Accountability Appropriations 
Act, 2007 (Public Law 110–28), will expire on 
September 30, 2007, which would create a 
lapse in funding to critical programs in 
schools and counties across the United 
States, including California, in the coming 
years; and 

Whereas, rural schools are dependent on 
federal revenue-sharing programs, including 
federal forest payments, for maintaining 
vital educational services and programs, and 
to ensure an equitable education for all stu-
dents; and 

Whereas, many of California’s county pub-
lic works programs will be crippled without 
stable, predictable, long-term funding from 
the act, causing the local road network to 
suffer long-term degradation and putting 
communities at risk for public safety emer-
gencies due to cuts in staffing and oper-
ational activities; and 

Whereas, a number of efforts are being 
made in both the Untied States House of 
Representatives and the United States Sen-
ate to fully reauthorize the act through 2011, 
and the Legislature strongly supports these 
efforts; now therefore, be it 

Resolved by the Senate and the Assembly of 
the State of California, jointly, That the Legis-
lature of the State of California respectfully 
urges the 110th Congress to reauthorize and 
fund the federal Secure Rural Schools and 
Community Self-Determination Act of 2000 
to provide a long-term, stable source of fund-
ing for schools and counties to maintain 
vital programs prior to September 30, 2007, to 
avoid any interruption in county services 
and school operations; and be it further 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate 
transmit copies of this resolution to the 
Speaker of the House of Representatives, to 
the Majority Leader of the Senate, and to 
each Senator and Representative from Cali-
fornia in the Congress of the United States. 

POM–208. A resolution adopted by the 
House of Representatives of the State of Illi-
nois urging Congress to support and pass the 
Great Lakes Water Protection Act; to the 
Committee on Environment and Public 
Works. 

HOUSE RESOLUTION NO. 602 
Whereas, the Great Lakes are the World’s 

single largest source of fresh surface water 
and contain about 90% of the water supply 
for the United States; and 

Whereas, fresh water is limited in quantity 
and highly susceptible to contamination; and 

Whereas, an estimated 24,000,000,000 gallons 
of sewage are dumped into the Great Lakes 
each year due to city sewer overflow; and 

Whereas, water pollution contributes to 
elevated levels of E. coli bacteria and can re-
sult in contaminated drinking water and un-
safe beach conditions; and 

Whereas, the United States Environmental 
Protection Agency estimates that each year 
between 1,800,000 and 2,500,000 Americans be-
come sick from drinking polluted water; and 

Whereas, measures exist to eliminate sew-
age dumping into the Lakes and the City of 
Chicago has already taken steps to reduce 
the amount of sewage reaching Lake Michi-
gan by creating a system of tunnels to direct 
sewer overflow to large storage reservoirs; 
and 

Whereas, the Great Lakes Water Protec-
tion Act, introduced in the U.S. House of 
Representatives as H.R. 2907, would increase 
fines for sewage dumping, use penalty reve-
nues to fund habitat and wetland projects, 
and increase public disclosure of dumping in-
cidents; therefore, be it 

Resolved, by the House of Representatives of 
the Ninety-Fifth General Assembly of the State 
of Illinois, That we urge the U.S. Congress to 
support and pass the Great Lakes Water Pro-
tection Act in an effort to clean up the Great 
Lakes; and be it further 

Resolved, That suitable copies of this reso-
lution be delivered to the President pro tem-
pore of the United States Senate, the Speak-
er of the United States House of Representa-
tives, and to each member of the Illinois con-
gressional delegation. 

POM–209. A concurrent resolution adopted 
by the Senate of the State of Michigan urg-
ing Congress to provide funding for the Sagi-
naw Bay Coastal Initiative; to the Com-
mittee on Environment and Public Works. 

SENATE CONCURRENT RESOLUTION NO. 10 
Whereas, communities surrounding Sagi-

naw Bay face significant environmental and 
economic challenges. Saginaw Bay is one of 
the most polluted areas in the Great Lakes. 
Historic and ongoing inputs of excessive nu-
trients, toxic contaminants, and overabun-
dant sediments exacerbated by low water 
levels have led to the proliferation of unde-
sirable nuisance plants and algae, degrada-
tion of shoreline areas, loss of fishery habi-
tant, and impairment of fish and wildlife 
populations; and 

Whereas, Saginaw Bay remains a vital re-
source for about 500,000 residents who use its 
waters and shoreline for recreation, drinking 
water, and other activities. The public 
health and safety of these residents and the 
economic vitality of local communities are 
threatened by the ongoing environmental 
problems facing Saginaw Bay. Increased co-
ordination and partnerships with local lead-
ers and citizens directly affected by Saginaw 
Bay’s health are needed to restore the bay 
and realize its full potential as a vibrant 
coastal area; and 

Whereas, the Saginaw Bay Coastal Initia-
tive (SBCI) will support innovative regional 
approaches for enhancing resource protec-
tion, improving environmental quality, and 
expanding local tourism and economic devel-
opment within the Saginaw Bay coastal 
area. With appropriate funding, the initia-
tive will create new partnerships among fed-
eral, state, and local groups and enhance 
local participation and responsibility in re-
solving environmental and economic chal-
lenges and determining the future of Sagi-
naw Bay; now, therefore, be it 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Rep-
resentatives concurring), That we memorialize 
the Congress of the United States to provide 
funding for the Saginaw Bay Coastal Initia-
tive; and be it further 

Resolved, That copies of this resolution be 
transmitted to the President of the United 
States Senate, the Speaker of the United 
States House of Representatives, and the 
members of the Michigan congressional dele-
gation. 

POM–210. A concurrent resolution adopted 
by the Legislature of the State of Texas urg-
ing Congress to enact legislation to elimi-
nate the 24-month Medicare waiting period 
for participants in Social Security Disability 
Insurance; to the Committee on Finance. 

HOUSE CONCURRENT RESOLUTION NO. 35 

Whereas, created in 1965, the federal Medi-
care program provides health insurance cov-
erage for more than 40 million Americans; 
although most of those enrolled in Medicare 
are senior citizens, approximately six mil-
lion enrollees under the age of 65 have quali-
fied because of permanent and severe dis-

ability, such as spinal cord injuries, multiple 
sclerosis, cardiovascular disease, cancer, or 
other illness or disorder; and 

Whereas, despite the physical and financial 
hardships wrought by these conditions and 
the fact that Social Security Disability In-
surance (SSDI) is designed for individuals 
with a work history who paid into the social 
security system before the onset of their dis-
ability, federal law mandates a 24-month 
waiting period from the time a disabled indi-
vidual first receives SSDI benefits to the 
time Medicare coverage begins; a pre-
requisite to Medicare, the SSDI program 
itself delays benefits for five months while 
the person’s disability is determined—effec-
tively creating a 29-month waiting period for 
Medicare; and 

Whereas, this restriction affects a signifi-
cant number of Americans in need; as of Jan-
uary 2002, there were approximately 1.2 mil-
lion disabled individuals who qualified for 
SSDI and were awaiting Medicare coverage, 
many of whom were unemployed because of 
their disability; consequently, under these 
conditions, by the time Medicare began, an 
estimated 77 percent of those individuals 
would be poor or nearly poor, 45 percent 
would have incomes below the federal pov-
erty line, and close to 40 percent would be 
enrolled in state Medicaid programs; and 

Whereas, furthermore, it has been esti-
mated that as many as one-third of the indi-
viduals currently awaiting coverage may be 
uninsured and likely to incur significant 
medical care expenses during the two-year 
waiting period, often with devastating con-
sequences; studies indicate that the unin-
sured are likely to delay or forgo needed 
care, leading to worsening health and even 
premature death, and the American Medical 
Association has determined that death rates 
among SSDI recipients are highest in the 
first 24 months of enrollment; and 

Whereas, eliminating the 24-month waiting 
period not only would prevent worsening ill-
ness and disability for SSDI beneficiaries, 
thereby reducing more costly future medical 
needs and potential long-term reliance on 
public health care programs, but could also 
save the Medicaid program as much as $4.3 
billion at 2002 program levels, including 
nearly $1.8 billion in savings to states and 
$2.5 billion in federal savings that would help 
offset a substantial portion of the accom-
panying increase in Medicare expenditures; 
and 

Whereas, recognizing the consequences of 
the waiting period to those suffering from 
amyotrophic lateral sclerosis (ALS), or Lou 
Gehrig’s disease, the 106th United States 
Congress passed H.R. 5661 in 2000 and elimi-
nated the requirement for enrollees diag-
nosed with the disease; in passing H.R. 5661, 
the Congress acknowledged the enormous 
difficulties faced by those diagnosed with se-
vere disabilities and established precedent 
for the exception to be extended to all the 
disabled on the Medicare waiting list; now, 
therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the 80th Legislature of the 
State of Texas hereby respectfully urge the 
United States Congress to enact legislation 
to eliminate the 24-month Medicare waiting 
period for participants in Social Security 
Disability Insurance; and, be it further 

Resolved, That the Texas secretary of state 
forward official copies of this resolution to 
the President of the United States, the 
Speaker of the House of Representatives and 
the president of the Senate of the United 
States Congress, and all the members of the 
Texas delegation to the Congress with the 
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request that this resolution be officially en-
tered in the Congressional Record as a me-
morial to the Congress of the United States 
of America. 

POM–211. A resolution adopted by the 
House of Representatives of the State of Illi-
nois urging Congress to pass H.R. 1279; to the 
Committee on Finance. 

HOUSE RESOLUTION NO. 480 
Whereas, according to U.S. Census Bureau 

data for 2004, 18%, or 51,200,000 people in the 
U.S. are persons with disabilities; and 

Whereas, according to data from the 2004 
American Community Survey, 12.4%, or 
1,400,000 people in Illinois are persons with 
disabilities; and 

Whereas, by 2030, 1,200,000 individuals na-
tionwide with developmental disabilities will 
be over the age of 60; and 

Whereas, in the U.S., 35% of people with a 
mental illness or developmental disability 
live with caregivers between ages of 40–60, 
and 25% live with caregivers over the age of 
60; and 

Whereas, 1 in 6 people provide care for a 
chronically ill, older adult, friend or relative 
with a disability without public funds; and 

Whereas, currently more than 50% of all 
direct support positions, often known as 
caregivers, personal assistants or homecare 
aides, turn over every year in the U.S.; in Il-
linois, turnover in residential and vocational 
settings is nearly 70%, with an estimated 
cost ranging from $2,000 to $5,000 to replace a 
direct support worker; the high turnover re-
sults in vacancies, puts unfair demands on 
remaining workers and, most importantly, 
negatively impacts the quality and consist-
ency of support to people with disabilities 
and mental illness; and 

Whereas, poor wages and heavy job de-
mands have caused this crisis; in 2005, a re-
port by the Illinois Direct Support Profes-
sional Workforce Initiative, using data from 
multiple studies, found that the average an-
nual income for direct support professionals 
in residential settings, vocational settings, 
and in-home and respite settings ranged 
from $18,366 to $22,651; the current federal 
poverty level for a family of four is $20,650; 
and 

Whereas, it is essential that people with 
disabilities and mental illness have access to 
support that allows them to live and work in 
the communities of their choice; and 

Whereas, in order to stabilize and increase 
the number of direct support professionals in 
the workforce, the wages and benefits of di-
rect support professionals must be improved 
and made equitable among long term support 
options; and 

Whereas, Medicaid is the single-largest 
payor of long-term support and services for 
people with disabilities; enhanced Federal 
Medicaid matching funds should be available 
to assist states committed to addressing 
wage differentials among direct support pro-
fessionals by increasing the wages of direct 
support professionals and supporting and im-
proving the stability of the direct support 
professional workforce; and 

Whereas, the Direct Support Professionals 
Fairness and Security Act of 2007, as intro-
duced in the U.S. House of Representatives 
in H.R. 1279, would provide a voluntary op-
tion to states to receive additional Medicaid 
funding to reimburse community-based orga-
nizations to raise the wages of direct support 
professionals; therefore, be it 

Resolved, by the House of Representatives of 
the Ninety-Fifth General Assembly of the State 
of Illinois, That we urge the Congress of the 
United States to support and pass H.R. 1279 

so that states will have additional options to 
raise the wages of direct support profes-
sionals; and be it further 

Resolved, That we encourage the State of 
Illinois to take advantage of this option 
should it become available; and be it further 

Resolved, That suitable copies of this reso-
lution be sent to George W. Bush and each 
member of the Illinois delegation. 

POM–212. A resolution adopted by the 
House of Representatives of the State of Illi-
nois urging Congress to pass the Savings for 
Working Families Act; to the Committee on 
Finance. 

HOUSE JOINT RESOLUTION NO. 51 
Whereas, for the second year in a row, the 

national personal savings rate remains below 
zero; and 

Whereas, a negative savings rate in the 
United States has not occurred since the 
Great Depression; and 

Whereas, nationally, one in five families 
have a negative net worth; about one-third 
of low-income households and more than 
one-tenth of moderate-income households re-
port having no financial assets at all; and 

Whereas, the United States Congress has 
reintroduced legislation in the 110th Con-
gress creating the Savings for Working Fam-
ilies Act that would ensure that our nation’s 
savings and ownership policies assist work-
ing-poor families by enabling them to save, 
build wealth, and enter the financial main-
stream through the use of Individual Devel-
opment Accounts; and 

Whereas, Individual Development Ac-
counts help low-income families build assets 
for buying a first home, receiving post-sec-
ondary education, or starting or expanding a 
small business; and 

Whereas, the President of the United 
States included funding for 900,000 Individual 
Development Accounts in his 2007 budget re-
quest, and, meanwhile, the Congress, in a bi- 
partisan effort, gathered 68 co-sponsors (35 
Democrats and 33 Republicans) on the bill; 
and 

Whereas, the Savings for Working Families 
Act creates a tax credit for financial institu-
tions that match the savings of the working 
poor through Individual Development Ac-
counts; and 

Whereas, financial institutions offering In-
dividual Development Accounts will be reim-
bursed through a federal tax credit for all 
matching funds, up to $500 per year for four 
years, and receive a tax credit of $50 per ac-
count per year for account management; and 

Whereas, those who save in an Individual 
Development Account must complete finan-
cial education from a nonprofit organization 
prior to the asset purchase; therefore be it 

Resolved, by The House of Representatives of 
the Ninety-Fifth General Assembly of the State 
of Illinois, the Senate Concurring Herein, 

That the Illinois General Assembly urges 
the members of the Illinois delegation to the 
United States Congress to give full consider-
ation to the passage of the Savings for Work-
ing Families Act as represented in House 
Resolution 1514; and be it further 

Resolved, That a suitable copy of this reso-
lution be sent to each member of the Illinois 
congressional delegation. 

POM–213. A resolution adopted by the Sen-
ate of the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico ex-
pressing its support of the financing of the 
State Children’s Health Insurance Program 
through available federal funds; to the Com-
mittee on Finance. 

SENATE RESOLUTION NO. 3259 
The State Children’s Health Insurance Pro-

gram (SCHIP), Public Law 105–33, as amend-

ed, and known as the Balanced Budget Act of 
1997, provides block grants to states for 
health care insurance coverage for uninsured 
children under 18 years of age and who fall 
on or below 200% of the poverty level estab-
lished by the Federal Government (FPL) or 
as established by the state governments. The 
states may provide this coverage by expand-
ing Medicaid benefits, by expanding or cre-
ating a children’s health insurance program 
or by a combination of both. 

In June 1998, the Health Care Finance Ad-
ministration (HCFA), presently known as 
the Centers for Medicare and Medicaid Serv-
ices (CMS), authorized the implementation 
of the State Children’s Health Insurance 
Program (SCHIP) in Puerto Rico. This new 
program constitutes an expansion of the 
Medical Assistance Program (MEDICAID), 
which originally established the Program for 
a ten (10) year period, which concludes in Au-
gust 2007. 

The Children’s Health Insurance Program 
provides coverage to children between the 
ages of 0–18 who fall below 200% of the pov-
erty level and not eligible for Medicaid and 
who do not have private medical insurance 
because their parents’ income does not allow 
for it. 

The Children’s Health Insurance Program 
provides preventive service, hospitalization 
services, medical services, surgical services, 
mental health services, diagnostic tests, 
clinical laboratory tests, outpatient reha-
bilitation services, dental services, phar-
macy services and ambulance services. It 
also offers childcare services from birth to 18 
years of age, including vaccinations accord-
ing to their age. It further provides physical, 
mental, dental health and nutrition edu-
cation and counseling. The Medical Assist-
ance Program of the Department of Health 
of Puerto Rico receives a grant through leg-
islation of the United States Congress that is 
matched in fifty percent with state funds; 
from the total funds, an amount of up to 15 
percent may be used for the administration 
of the Program and the remainder is distrib-
uted for the payment of direct services to pa-
tients. 

The SCHIP must be reauthorized by the 
Federal Government on or before September 
2007, in order for it to be able to continue op-
erating and providing services to millions of 
children in the United States, including 
those of Puerto Rico. It further provides $48.1 
million in benefits (a 23% increase since 2006) 
to low income children who do not meet the 
Medicaid requirements. Although Puerto 
Rico does not receive parity, as the other 
states do, these funds have benefited low in-
come children. 

The Senate of Puerto Rico recognizes the 
importance of the SCHIP in Puerto Rico for 
the welfare of children, for the prevention 
and treatment of childhood diseases, and for 
reducing the general costs of health care. It 
also exhorts the Government of Puerto Rico 
to use all resources available so that the 
children of our Island who are under the pov-
erty level may have access to these health 
services. 

BE IT RESOLVED BY THE SENATE OF PUERTO 
RICO: 

Section 1.—To express the support of the 
Senate of Puerto Rico to the financing of the 
State Children’s Health Insurance Program 
(SCHIP) through available federal funds, and 
to exhort the United States Congress to as-
sure an increase in federal funds for the 
SCHIP, including the territories, as well as 
Puerto Rico. 

Section 2.—A copy of this Resolution 
translated into English, shall be remitted to 
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the President of the United States, to the 
Leaders of the Minority and Majority in both 
Chambers of Congress, to the Governor of 
the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico and to 
the Resident Commissioner in Washington. 

Section 3.—This Resolution shall take ef-
fect immediately after its approval. 

POM–214. A joint resolution adopted by the 
House of Representatives of the State of Illi-
nois urging Congress to reauthorize the 
State Children’s Health Insurance Program; 
to the Committee on Finance. 

HOUSE JOINT RESOLUTION NO. 26 
Whereas, the Legislature of the State of Il-

linois regards the health of our children to 
be of paramount importance to families in 
our State; and 

Whereas, the Legislature of the State of Il-
linois regards poor child health as a threat 
to the educational achievement and social 
and psychological well-being of the children 
of our State; and 

Whereas, the Legislature of the State of Il-
linois considers protecting the health of our 
children to be essential to the well-being of 
our youngest citizens and the quality of life 
in our State; and 

Whereas, the Legislature considers the All 
Kids Program, which is currently providing 
health coverage to approximately 160,000 
children, to be an integral part of the ar-
rangements for health benefits for the chil-
dren of the State of Illinois; and 

Whereas, the Legislature recognizes the 
value of the All Kids Program in preserving 
child wellness, preventing and treating 
childhood disease, improving health out-
comes, and reducing overall health costs; 
and 

Whereas, the Legislature of the State of Il-
linois considers the federal funding available 
for the All Kids Program to be indispensable 
to providing health benefits for children of 
modest means: Therefore, be it 

Resolved, by the House of Representatives of 
the Ninety-fifth General Assembly of the State 
of Illinois, the Senate concurring herein, That 
we urge the members of the Illinois delega-
tion to the United States Congress to ensure 
that the Congress timely reauthorizes the 
State Children’s Health Insurance Program 
(SCHIP) to ensure federal funding for the All 
Kids Program; and be it further 

Resolved, That the Legislature proclaims 
that all components of State government 
should work together with educators, health 
care providers, social workers, and parents 
to ensure that all available public and pri-
vate assistance for providing health benefits 
to uninsured children in this State be used 
to the maximum extent possible; and be it 
further 

Resolved, That a suitable copy of this solu-
tion be sent to each member of the Illinois 
Congressional delegation. 

POM–215. A resolution adopted by the 
House of Representatives of the State of Illi-
nois urging Congress to enact legislation to 
repeal the Government Pension Offset and 
the Windfall Elimination Provision from the 
Social Security Act; to the Committee on 
Finance. 

HOUSE RESOLUTION NO. 134 

Whereas, the federal Social Security Act 
includes two provisions, the Government 
Pension Offset and the Windfall Elimination 
Provision, that reduce the Social Security 
benefits payable to persons who are entitled 
to benefits under the public retirement sys-
tems of the State under certain conditions; 
and 

Whereas, these provisions penalize individ-
uals who dedicate the majority of their pro-
ductive years to public service to the State 
of Illinois, including educators, police offi-
cers, and firefighters; and 

Whereas, these provisions take away bene-
fits that public employees or their spouses 
have earned by paying into the Social Secu-
rity system; and 

Whereas, these provisions often leave pub-
lic employees facing poverty in their retire-
ment; and 

Whereas, the State of Illinois is benefited 
by the recruitment of the best and most able 
individuals for public employment, but is 
hindered from doing so because of the offset 
penalties; and 

Whereas, these provisions discourage indi-
viduals from moving from private sector em-
ployment into positions of public employ-
ment: Therefore, be it 

Resolved, by the House of Representatives of 
the Ninety-fifth General Assembly of the State 
of Illinois, That we encourage and support ac-
tion by the Congress of the United States to 
enact legislation to repeal the Government 
Pension Offset and the Windfall Elimination 
Provision from the Social Security Act, or 
reduce the effects thereof; and be it further 

Resolved, That copies of this resolution be 
sent to President George W. Bush and to 
each member of the Illinois congressional 
delegation. 

POM–216. A resolution adopted by the 
House of Representatives of the State of Illi-
nois urging Congress to repeal the Govern-
ment Pension Offset and the Windfall Elimi-
nation Provision from the Social Security 
Act; to the Committee on Finance. 

HOUSE RESOLUTION NO. 0134 
Whereas, The Federal Social Security Act 

includes two provisions, the Government 
Pension Offset and the Windfall Elimination 
Provision, that reduce the Social Security 
benefits payable to persons who are entitled 
to benefits under the public retirement sys-
tems of the State under certain conditions; 
and 

Whereas, These provisions penalize individ-
uals who dedicate the majority of their pro-
ductive years to public service to the State 
of Illinois, including educators, police offi-
cers, and firefighters; and 

Whereas, These provisions take away bene-
fits that public employees or their spouses 
have earned by paying into the Social Secu-
rity system; and 

Whereas, These provisions often leave pub-
lic employees facing poverty in their retire-
ment; and 

Whereas, The State of Illinois is benefited 
by the recruitment of the best and most able 
individuals for public employment, but is 
hindered from doing so because of the offset 
penalties; and 

Whereas, These provisions discourage indi-
viduals from moving from private sector em-
ployment into positions of public employ-
ment: Therefore be it 

Resolved, by the House of Representatives of 
the Ninety-fifth General Assembly of the State 
of Illinois, That we encourage and support ac-
tion by the Congress of the United States to 
enact legislation to repeal the Government 
Pension Offset and the Windfall Elimination 
Provision from the Social Security Act, or 
reduce the effects thereof; and be it further 

Resolved, That copies of this resolution be 
sent to President George W. Bush and to 
each member of the Illinois congressional 
delegation. 

POM–217. A resolution adopted by the 
House of Representatives of the State of 

Michigan urging Congress to increase efforts 
to provide assistance in the Darfur region of 
Sudan; to the Committee on Foreign Rela-
tions. 

HOUSE RESOLUTION NO. 59 
Whereas, over the past few years, the gov-

ernment of Sudan and the government- 
backed militia have carried out a campaign 
of murder, rape, and terror in the Darfur re-
gion. More than 1.5 million people are esti-
mated to have been displaced from their 
homes, while tens of thousands of civilians 
have been killed or pushed into disease and 
malnutrition. A 2004 cease-fire agreement 
has proven ineffective, and the conditions for 
those who have been displaced can only be 
described as a nightmare; and 

Whereas, the United States, the United Na-
tions, the African Union, and other nations 
and organizations have largely ignored the 
grave human rights violations and suffering 
that are taking place. The situation in the 
Darfur region is acknowledged to be ethnic 
cleansing and may amount to genocide; and 

Whereas, while the United States and 
other countries have tried to bring a halt to 
the suffering, a greater sense of urgency 
needs to be brought to these efforts. Our 
country must do all it can to influence the 
leadership of the United Nations to increase 
the number of troops on the ground to pro-
tect civilians and to bring pressure on the 
Sudanese government to halt its illegal and 
immoral acts. Clearly, the United States 
must play a leadership role in working with 
other nations, the United Nations, and the 
African Union in the effort to bring relief to 
this region of sorrows: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved by the House of Representatives, 
That we memorialize the Congress of the 
United States and the United States State 
Department to increase efforts to halt the 
violence and to provide humanitarian assist-
ance to the victims of the atrocities in the 
Darfur region of Sudan; and be it further 

Resolved, That copies of this resolution be 
transmitted to the Office of the President of 
the United States, the United States Sec-
retary of State, the President of the United 
States Senate, the Speaker of the United 
States House of Representatives, and the 
members of the Michigan congressional dele-
gation. 

POM–218. A resolution adopted by the 
House of Representatives of the State of 
Michigan urging Congress to enact legisla-
tion to prohibit federal funds from going to 
any business or entity that works with the 
Sudanese government; to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

HOUSE RESOLUTION NO. 63 
Whereas, with casualties running in the 

hundreds of thousands and millions dis-
placed, the humanitarian crisis in the Darfur 
region of the Sudan has defied solution for 
many years. The heartbreaking atrocities 
being carried out by the Sudanese govern-
ment and the Janjaweed militia, which were 
acknowledged to be genocide by the Bush ad-
ministration in 2004, clearly cannot be 
brought to a halt by diplomatic means or by 
the weight of criticism from around the 
world; and 

Whereas, with each report of tribal mas-
sacre, rape, and unspeakable cruelty, the 
need for effective action grows. Many are re-
minded of the pressures that were brought to 
bear upon the South African system of 
apartheid a generation ago by a rising tide of 
economic sanctions from the United States 
and other countries; and 

Whereas, it is long past time for the United 
States to put in place formal measures to 
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halt the flow of American dollars to any en-
tity or business that works with the Suda-
nese government in any capacity other than 
those that are purely humanitarian or peace-
keeping in nature. Government contracts 
and pension funds must not be going to busi-
nesses or entities operating in the Sudan. 
American businesses dealing with the Suda-
nese government should disclose their ac-
tions. It is a moral imperative that we must 
make every possible effort to stop the atroc-
ities so that a long-term solution to the re-
gion’s problems can be found: Now, there-
fore, be it 

Resolved by the House of Representatives, 
That we memorialize the Congress of the 
United States to enact legislation to pro-
hibit federal funds from going to any busi-
ness or entity that works with the Sudanese 
government in any capacity other than sole-
ly humanitarian or peacekeeping efforts; and 
be it further 

Resolved, That copies of this resolution be 
transmitted to the President of the United 
States Senate, the Speaker of the United 
States House of Representatives, and the 
members of the Michigan congressional dele-
gation. 

POM–219. A resolution adopted by the 
House of Representatives of the State of 
Rhode Island urging Congress to fulfill its 
funding commitments under the Individuals 
with Disabilities Education Act; to the Com-
mittee on Health, Education, Labor, and 
Pensions. 

HOUSE RESOLUTION NO. 5227 
Whereas, more than thirty years ago, the 

Congress of the United States enacted the 
Individuals with Disabilities Education Act 
(20 U.S.C. 1400 et seq.) with a commitment of 
forty percent (40%) federal funding for the 
costs to local school districts and states to 
carry out the mandates of the Individuals 
with Disabilities Education Act (‘‘IDEA’’); 
and 

Whereas, in 1994, the Congress of the 
United States recognized their ‘‘commit-
ment of forty percent (40%) federal funding’’ 
was not being met, and states were only 
being federally funded at a rate of eight per-
cent (8%). 

Whereas, the federal appropriation of 10 
billion dollars for the 2004 federal fiscal year 
funded only eighteen and sixty-five hun-
dredths percent (18.65%), and the 10.6 billion 
dollars for FY 2005 covers only about nine-
teen percent (19%) of the special education 
tab. For FY 2006, funding was only at seven-
teen and eight-tenths percent (17.8%) of the 
national average per pupil expenditure, still 
well below the forty percent (40%) federal 
contribution commitment; and 

Whereas, local school districts in Rhode Is-
land and throughout the United States are 
mandated to meet the spiraling costs of car-
rying out the provisions of IDEA; and 

Whereas, the failure of the Congress of the 
United States to fully fund its original com-
mitment of forty percent (40%) federal fund-
ing has placed a severe burden upon local 
school districts to meet the costs of the fed-
eral mandate, resulting in an insufferable 
burden upon local taxpayers and diversion of 
funds from other education programs, thus 
lessening the quality of education; and 

Whereas, more than thirty years after the 
enactment of IDEA, it is time that the Con-
gress of the United States appropriate the 
funds necessary to fully fund its original 
commitment to provide forty percent (40%) 
federal funding of the costs incurred car-
rying out the provisions of IDEA: Now, 
therefore be it 

Resolved, That this House of Representa-
tives of the State of Rhode Island and Provi-
dence Plantations hereby memorializes the 
Congress of the United States to fulfill the 
original commitment of the Congress of the 
United States to provide for forty percent 
(40%) federal funding to local school districts 
to carry out the mandates of the Individuals 
with Disabilities Education Act; and be it 
further 

Resolved, That the Secretary of State be 
and he hereby is authorized and directed to 
transmit duly certified copies of this resolu-
tion to: (1) each member of the Rhode Island 
delegation in the Congress of the United 
States; (2) the President of the United 
States; (3) the President of the Senate in the 
Congress of the United States; (4) the Speak-
er of the House of Representatives in the 
Congress of the United States; (5) the Chair-
men of the Health, Education, Labor and 
Pensions Committees in the Senate in the 
Congress of the United States; and (6) the 
Chairmen of the Education and the Work-
force Committees in the House of Represent-
atives in the Congress of the United States. 

POM–220. A joint resolution adopted by the 
Senate of the State of California urging Con-
gress to renew the Special Statutory Fund-
ing Program for Type I Diabetes Research; 
to the Committee on Health, Education, 
Labor, and Pensions. 

SENATE JOINT RESOLUTION NO. 8 
Whereas, diabetes is a chronic, debilitating 

disease affecting every organ system; and 
Whereas, Type 1 diabetes is an auto-

immune disease in which a person’s pancreas 
stops producing insulin, a hormone that en-
ables people to get energy from food; and 

Whereas, Type 1 diabetes is a nonprevent-
able and so far incurable chronic disease that 
is one of the most prevalent diseases affect-
ing children; and 

Whereas, Type 2 diabetes is a metabolic 
disorder in which a person’s body still pro-
duces insulin but is unable to use it effec-
tively; and 

Whereas, Type 2 diabetes disproportion-
ately affects the African-American, Latino, 
Native American, and Pacific Islander com-
munities; and 

Whereas, diabetes affects nearly 21 million 
American and over two million Californians 
and is on the rise; and 

Whereas, diabetes is the most costly chron-
ic disease, costing the California health care 
system over 12 billion per year; and 

Whereas, the complications from diabetes 
have devastating effects, such as kidney fail-
ure, blindness, nerve damage, amputation, 
heart attack and stroke; and 

Whereas, diabetes is the seventh leading 
cause of death in California; and 

Whereas, caring for diabetic students in 
public schools has further complicated the 
lives of parents, students, and school staff 
alike; and 

Whereas, diabetes has significant indirect 
economic costs in lost production estimated 
over $37 billion nationwide; and 

Whereas, researching a cure for type 1 dia-
betes will assist in curing type 2 diabetes and 
many other autoimmune diseases; and 

Whereas, finding a cure for diabetes will be 
far more cost effective than life-long treat-
ment and will improve the quality of life and 
life expectancy of millions of Americans; and 

Whereas, funding for the federal Special 
Statutory Funding Program for Type 1 Dia-
betes Research, as mandated by Section 330B 
of the Public Health Service Act, ends with 
the 2008 fiscal year; and 

Whereas, funding for the Special Diabetes 
Program for Indians, as mandated by Section 

330C of the Public Health Service Act, ends 
with the 2008 fiscal year: Now, therefore, be 
it 

Resolved by the Senate and the Assembly of 
the State of California, jointly, That the Legis-
lature of the State of California proclaims 
its intention to develop a state-funded pro-
gram for diabetes research; and be it further 

Resolved, That the Legislature of the State 
of California urges the President and Con-
gress of the United States to renew the Spe-
cial Statutory Funding Program for Type 1 
Diabetes Research and the Special Diabetes 
Program for Indians; and be it further 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate 
transmit copies of this resolution to the 
President and Vice President of the United 
States, the Speaker of the House of Rep-
resentatives, and each Senator and Rep-
resentative from California in the Congress 
of the United States. 

POM–221. A resolution adopted by the 
House of Representatives of the State of Illi-
nois urging Congress to consider certain 
issues while contemplating reauthorization 
of the No Child Left Behind Act of 2001; to 
the Committee on Health, Education, Labor, 
and Pensions. 

HOUSE RESOLUTION NO. 396 
Whereas, the federal No Child Left Behind 

Act of 2001 (NCLB) requires reauthorization 
in 2007: Therefore be it 

Resolved by the House of Representatives of 
the Ninety-fifth General Assembly of the State 
of Illinois, That we urge the United States 
Congress to address the following concerns 
when considering the reauthorization of 
NCLB: 

(1) allow states the flexibility to use 
growth model assessment models to enhance 
existing measures of student progress; 

(2) provide flexibility in program imple-
mentation with respect to varying student 
and teacher needs related to diversity of ge-
ography, wealth, and background; 

(3) revise assessment guidelines for special 
needs students so that such students are 
more fairly assessed considering their spe-
cific individualized education programs and, 
therefore, better served; 

(4) resolve other contradictions between 
NCLB and the Individuals with Disabilities 
Education Act (IDEA); 

(5) address issues arising from students 
who are counted in multiple groups when de-
termining adequate yearly progress; 

(6) allow schools to offer, and provide full 
funding for, important supplemental edu-
cation services before schools are forced to 
offer choice; 

(7) provide greater flexibility when deter-
mining the sizes of groups regarding assess-
ment subgroups; 

(8) school improvement grants must be 
funded so that the sanctions placed on 
schools will result in improved student 
achievement and the reversal of negative 
trends; 

(9) seek greater consistency in state cer-
tification criteria and the federal ‘‘highly 
qualified’’ designation; 

(10) the highly qualified teacher provisions 
of NCLB require clarification, greater flexi-
bility regarding alignment with state certifi-
cation, and appropriate, specific, technical 
assistance in order to ensure compliance; 
and 

(11) resident school districts of special 
needs students attending private schools 
must pay for IDEA services delivered at a 
private school; and be it further 

Resolved, That suitable copies of this reso-
lution be delivered to President of the 
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United States George W. Bush, United States 
Secretary of Education Margaret Spellings, 
and each member of the Illinois congres-
sional delegation. 

POM–222. A resolution adopted by the 
House of Representatives of the State of Illi-
nois urging Congress to pass legislation that 
would allow not-for-profit organizations and 
family members to mail without charge on 
two days of every month; to the Committee 
on Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs. 

HOUSE RESOLUTION NO. 622 
Whereas, legislation has been introduced in 

previous years to provide free mailing privi-
leges for letters and packages to American 
troops overseas; two bills have been intro-
duced into the 109th Congress—H.R. 923 and 
H.R. 2874 (H.R. 2874 supersedes H.R. 887, a 
very similar bill introduced by former Rep-
resentative Harold Ford on February 17, 
2005); and 

Whereas, H.R. 923, the Mailing Support to 
Troops Act of 2005 (introduced on February 
17, 2005 by Representative Fossella, with 71 
current cosponsors), in its original form 
would allow family members of service per-
sonnel to mail letters and packages free of 
charge to active members of the military 
serving in Afghanistan or Iraq and to serv-
icemen and women hospitalized as a result of 
disease or injury suffered in Afghanistan or 
Iraq; mailers would need only to write on the 
envelope or box, ‘‘Free Matter for Member of 
the Armed Forces of the United States’’, or 
words to that effect specified by the Postal 
Service (USPS); mail matter that contains 
any advertising would specifically be ex-
cluded; H.R. 923 would authorize appropria-
tions to reimburse USPS for its extra ex-
penses in transporting such mail; H.R. 923 
was referred to the Committee on Govern-
ment Reform; and 

Whereas, H.R. 2874, the Supply Our Sol-
diers Act of 2005, was introduced by Rep-
resentative Ford on June 14, 2005, and had 31 
cosponsors; it would attempt to make it 
easier for families and charities to ship let-
ters and packages to soldiers serving in com-
bat zones; soldiers mobilizing for overseas 
duty would be given an allotment of special 
stamps (equivalent in value to $150 per cal-
endar quarter) that they can send to their 
loved ones, or to selected charities, to allow 
them to send letters and packages without 
further postage to the service members; 
there would be a 10-pound limit on packages 
sent to individuals; the Postal Service would 
be reimbursed by the Defense Department 
for providing this service, and Section 3 of 
the bill would authorize appropriations to 
the Defense Department for this purpose and 
for any other expenses it incurs; by putting 
individual service men and women into the 
authorization chain for the mail they receive 
this bill would avoid the problem of sub-
sidizing unsolicited mail to the troops; addi-
tionally, by capping the allotment per serv-
ice member, it would mitigate potential 
stress on the military postal system; H.R. 
2874 was referred to the Committees on 
Armed Services and Government Reform; 
and 

Whereas, on September 29, 2005, the House 
Committee on Government Reform marked 
up H.R. 923, and in doing so, accepted an 
amendment in the nature of a substitute 
that adopted the core concept, as well as the 
title, of H.R. 2874; as amended and ordered to 
be reported by voice vote of the Committee, 
H.R. 923 requires the Department of Defense, 
in consultation with the Postal Service, to 
establish a one-year program under which 

qualified members of the armed services 
would receive a monthly voucher that can be 
redeemed, by their families or friends, to pay 
the postal expenses of sending one letter or 
parcel (weighing up to 15 pounds) to the serv-
ice member; the Department of Defense 
would reimburse the Postal Service for the 
postal benefits provided by the vouchers; 
Committee Chairman Tom Davis said that 
the substitute language had the approval of 
Representative Fossella, the Committee on 
Armed Services, and the Postal Service; the 
Congressional Budget Office estimated that 
nearly all of the about 145,000 American serv-
ice personnel who would be eligible for the 
postage benefit would take advantage of it, 
and assigned it a budget cost of $30 million 
over fiscal years 2006 and 2007; and 

Whereas, the language of H.R. 923 was 
added by the House Armed Services Com-
mittee as Sections 575, 576 (‘‘Funding’’), and 
577 (‘‘Duration’’) to H.R. 5122, the Sonny 
Montgomery National Defense Authorization 
Act for fiscal Year 2007; H.R. 5122 was passed 
by the House on May 11, 2006; on June 22, 
2006, the Senate substituted its own defense 
authorization language for the House lan-
guage and passed H.R. 5122; the Senate 
version does not contain the postal benefits 
authorized in the House bill, so whether the 
language survives is now a matter to be de-
cided by the conference committee; there-
fore, be it 

Resolved, by the House of Representatives of 
the Ninety-Fifth General Assembly of the State 
of Illinois, That we urge the Congress of the 
United States to pass legislation that would 
allow not-for-profit organizations and family 
members to mail without charge, twice per 
month, on the first and 15th day of each 
month, letters and packages to members of 
the U.S. Armed Services in combat zones; 
and be it further 

Resolved, That suitable copies of this reso-
lution be delivered to the President pro tem-
pore of the U.S. Senate, the Speaker of the 
U.S. House of Representatives, and each 
member of the Illinois congressional delega-
tion. 

POM–223. A resolution adopted by the 
House of Representatives of the State of Illi-
nois urging Congress to support a constitu-
tional amendment to allow foreign-born citi-
zens to run for President; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

HOUSE RESOLUTION NO. 71 
Whereas, many Americans adopt children 

from countries and raise them in the United 
States; and 

Whereas, these foreign-born children auto-
matically become United States citizens 
upon adoption; and 

Whereas, we tell these children that we 
live in a free society where men and women 
have equal rights and equal worth, that they 
control their own destinies, and that their 
opportunities are limitless; then these chil-
dren are denied the ability to seek the high-
est office in the land, because of the cir-
cumstances of their birth; therefore, be it 

Resolved, by the House of Representatives of 
the Ninety-Fifth General Assembly of the State 
of Illinois, That we urge the United States 
Congress to support a constitutional amend-
ment to allow foreign-born citizens to run 
for President of the United States; and be it 
further 

Resolved, That a suitable copy of this reso-
lution be presented to the Majority Leader of 
the United States Senate, the Minority 
Leader of the Senate, the Speaker of the 
United States House of Representatives, the 
Minority Leader of the House of Representa-

tives, and to each member of the Illinois con-
gressional delegation. 

POM–224. A resolution adopted by the 
House of Representatives of the State of Mis-
souri urging Congress to repeal the REAL ID 
Act; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

HOUSE CONCURRENT RESOLUTION NO. 20 
Whereas in May 2005, the United States 

Congress enacted the REAL ID Act of 2005 as 
part of the Emergency Supplemental Appro-
priations Act for Defense, the Global War on 
Terror, and Tsunami Relief Act (PL 109–13), 
which was signed by President Bush on May 
11, 2005, and which becomes effective May 11, 
2008; and 

Whereas some of the requirements of the 
REAL ID Act are that states shall: 

(1) Issue a driver’s license or state identi-
fication card in a uniform format, con-
taining uniform information, as prescribed 
by the federal Department of Homeland Se-
curity; 

(2) Verify the issuance, validity, and com-
pleteness of all primary documents used to 
issue a driver’s license, such as those show-
ing that the bearer is a United States citizen 
or a lawful alien, a lawful refugee, or a per-
son holding a valid visa; 

(3) Provide for secure storage of all pri-
mary documents that are used to issue a fed-
erally approved driver’s license or state iden-
tification card; 

(4) Provide fraudulent document recogni-
tion training to all persons engaged in 
issuing driver’s licenses or state identifica-
tion cards; and 

(5) Issue a driver’s license or state identi-
fication card in a prescribed format if it is a 
license or card that does not meet the cri-
teria provided for a federally approved li-
cense or identification card; and 

Whereas use of the federal minimum stand-
ards for state driver’s licenses and state- 
issued identification cards will be necessary 
for any type of federally regulated activity 
for which an identification card must be dis-
played, including flying in a commercial air-
plane, making transactions with a federally 
licensed bank, entering building, or making 
application for federally supported public as-
sistance benefits, including Social Security; 
and 

Whereas some of the intended privacy re-
quirements of the REAL ID Act, such as the 
use of common machine-readable technology 
and state maintenance of a database that 
can be shared with the United States govern-
ment and agencies of other states, may actu-
ally make it more likely that a federally re-
quired driver’s license or state identification 
card, or the information about the bearer on 
which the license or card is based, will be 
stolen, sold, or otherwise used for purposes 
that were never intended or that are crimi-
nally related than if the REAL ID Act had 
not been enacted; and 

Whereas these potential breaches in pri-
vacy that could result directly from compli-
ance with the REAL ID Act may violate the 
right to privacy secured in the Missouri Con-
stitution, for thousands of residents of Mis-
souri; and 

Whereas the American Association of 
Motor Vehicle Administrators, the National 
Governors’ Association, and the National 
Conference of State Legislatures have esti-
mated, in an impact analysis dated Sep-
tember 2006, that the cost to the states to 
implement the REAL ID Act will be more 
than $11 billion over 5 years, and it is esti-
mated that the implementation of the REAL 
ID Act will cost Missouri millions to fully 
implement the Act, none of such costs being 
paid for by the federal government; and 
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Whereas for all of these reasons, the Amer-

ican Association of Motor Vehicle Adminis-
trators, the National Governors’ Associa-
tion, and the National Conference of State 
Legislatures, in a letter dated March 17, 2005, 
to the majority and minority leaders of the 
United States Senate, opposed the adoption 
of the REAL ID Act, but the opposition of 
those groups, and the groups’ request that 
Congress rely on driver’s license security 
provisions already passed by Congress in the 
Intelligence Reform and Terrorism Preven-
tion Act of 2004, was largely ignored by Con-
gress; and 

Whereas the regulations that are to be 
adopted by the U.S. Department of Home-
land Security to implement the require-
ments of the REAL ID Act have yet to be 
adopted and, in reality, will probably not be-
come effective until the Spring of 2007, effec-
tively giving the states only one year in 
which to become familiar with the imple-
menting regulations and comply with those 
regulations and the requirements of the 
REAL ID Act; and 

Whereas the mandate to the states, 
through federal legislation that provides no 
funding for its requirements, to issue what 
is, in effect, a national identification card 
appears to be an attempt to ‘‘commandeer’’ 
the political machinery of the states and to 
require the states to be agents of the federal 
government, in violation of the principles of 
federalism contained in the Tenth Amend-
ment to the United States Constitution, as 
interpreted by the United States Supreme 
Court in New York v. United States, 488 U.S. 
1041 (1992), United States v. Lopez, 514 U.S. 
549 (1995), and Priniz v. United States, 521 
U.S. 898 (1997): 

Whereas state legislatures in Georgia, Mas-
sachusetts, Montana, New Mexico, New 
Hampshire, and Washington, have, through 
legislation or resolutions, opposed the imple-
mentation of the REAL ID Act; and 

Whereas the Missouri General Assembly af-
firms its abhorrence of and opposition to 
global terrorism, and affirms its commit-
ment to protecting the civil rights and civil 
liberties of all Missouri residents and op-
poses any measures, including the REAL ID 
Act, that unconstitutionally infringe upon 
those civil rights and civil liberties: now 
therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the members of the House of 
Representatives, Ninety-Fourth General As-
sembly, First Regular Session, the Senate 
concurring therein, hereby calls on Congress 
to repeal the REAL ID Act; and be it further 

Resolved, That the Chief Clerk of the Mis-
souri House of Representatives be instructed 
to prepare properly inscribed copies of this 
resolution and be immediately transmitted 
to the Honorable George W. Bush, President 
of the United States; the President of the 
United States Senate; the Speaker of the 
House of Representatives; and each member 
of Congress from the State of Missouri. 

POM–225. A joint resolution adopted by the 
House of Representatives of the State of Illi-
nois supporting the campaign against ter-
rorism; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

JOINT RESOLUTION NO. 27 
Whereas, the State of Illinois recognizes 

the Constitution of the United States as our 
charter of liberty and that the Bill of Rights 
enshrines the fundamental and inalienable 
rights of Americans, including the freedoms 
of privacy and from unreasonable searches; 
and 

Whereas, each of Illinois’ duly elected pub-
lic servants has sworn to defend and uphold 
the United States Constitution and the Con-
stitution of the State of Illinois; and 

Whereas, the State of Illinois denounces 
and condemns all acts of terrorism by any 
entity, wherever the acts occur; and 

Whereas, terrorist attacks against Ameri-
cans, such as those that occurred on Sep-
tember 11, 2001, have necessitated the 
crafting of effective laws to protect citizens 
of the United States and others from ter-
rorist attacks; and 

Whereas, any new security measures of fed-
eral, state, and local governments should be 
carefully designed and employed to enhance 
public safety without infringing on the civil 
liberties and rights of innocent citizens of Il-
linois and the United States; and 

Whereas, the federal Real ID Act of 2005 
creates a national identification card by re-
quiring uniform information be placed on 
every state drivers’ license, requiring this in-
formation to be machine-readable in a stand-
ard format and requiring this card for any 
federal purpose including air travel; and 

Whereas, Real ID will be a costly unfunded 
mandate on the State with the National 
Governors’ Association, the National Con-
ference of State Legislators, and the Amer-
ican Association of Motor Vehicle Adminis-
trators estimating that Real ID will cost at 
least $11 billion nationally over the next 5 
years; and 

Whereas, Real ID requires the creation of a 
massive public sector database containing 
the drivers’ license information on every 
American, accessible to every state motor 
vehicle employee and state and federal law 
enforcement officer; and 

Whereas, Real ID enables the creation of 
an additional massive private sector data-
base of drivers’ license information gained 
from scanning the machine-readable infor-
mation contained on every driver’s license; 
and 

Whereas, these public and private data-
bases are certain to contain numerous errors 
and false information, creating significant 
hardship for Americans attempting to verify 
their identity in order to fly, open a bank ac-
count, or perform any of the numerous func-
tions required to live in the United States 
today; and 

Whereas, the Federal Trade Commission 
estimates that 10 million Americans are vic-
tims of identity theft annually and these 
thieves are increasingly targeting motor ve-
hicle departments, Real ID will enable the 
crime of identity theft by making the per-
sonal information of all Americans including 
name, date of birth, gender, driver’s license 
or identification card number, digital photo-
graph, address, and signature accessible from 
tens of thousands of locations; and 

Whereas, Real ID requires the drivers’ li-
censes to contain actual home addresses in 
all cases and makes no provision for securing 
personal information for individuals in po-
tential danger such as undercover police offi-
cers and victims of stalking or criminal har-
assment; and 

Whereas, Real ID contains no exemption 
for religion, limits religious liberty, and 
tramples the beliefs of groups such as the 
Amish and some Evangelical Christians; and 

Whereas, Real ID contains onerous record 
verification and retention provisions that 
place unreasonable burdens on both state 
Driver Services offices and on third parties 
required to verify records; and 

Whereas, Real ID will likely place enor-
mous burdens on consumers seeking a new 
driver’s license including longer lines, higher 
costs, increased document requests, and a 
waiting period; and 

Whereas, Real ID will put under-resourced 
motor vehicle administration staff on the 

front lines of immigration enforcement by 
forcing them to determine citizenship status, 
increasing the potential for discrimination 
based on race and ethnicity, and placing an 
excessive burden on foreign-born license ap-
plicants and motor vehicle staff; and 

Whereas, Real ID was passed without suffi-
cient deliberation by Congress and never re-
ceived a hearing by any Congressional com-
mittee or any vote solely on its own merits; 
and 

Whereas, Real ID eliminated a process of 
negotiated rulemaking initiated under the 
Intelligence Reform and Terrorism Preven-
tion Act of 2004, which had convened federal, 
state, and local policy makers, privacy advo-
cates, and industry experts to solve the prob-
lem of misuse in identity documents; and 

Whereas, more than 600 organizations op-
posed the passage of Real ID including the 
American Civil Liberties Union of Illinois; 
and 

Whereas, Real ID would provide little secu-
rity benefit and still leave identification sys-
tems open to insider fraud, counterfeit docu-
mentation, and database failures: Therefore 
be it 

Resolved, by the House of Representatives of 
the Ninety-Fifth General Assembly of the State 
of Illinois, the Senate concurring herein, That 
the Illinois General Assembly supports the 
Government of the United States in its cam-
paign against terrorism and affirms the com-
mitment of the United States that the cam-
paign not be waged at the expense of essen-
tial civil rights and liberties of citizens of 
this country that are protected in the United 
States Constitution and the Bill of Rights; 
and be it further 

Resolved, That the members of the Illinois 
General Assembly oppose any portion of the 
Real ID Act that violates the rights and lib-
erties guaranteed under the Illinois Con-
stitution or the United States Constitution, 
including the Bill of Rights; and be it further 

Resolved, That the Illinois General Assem-
bly urges the Illinois Congressional delega-
tion in the United States Congress to sup-
port measures to repeal the Real ID Act of 
2005; and be it further 

Resolved, That a copy of this resolution be 
delivered to President George W. Bush, At-
torney General Alberto R. Gonzales, Gov-
ernor Rod R. Blagojevich, Senator Richard 
Durbin, Senator Barack Obama, and each of 
the members of the Illinois Congressional 
delegation. 

POM–226. A resolution adopted by the 
House of Representatives of the State of Illi-
nois urging Congress to enact legislation 
making each federal election day a national 
holiday; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

HOUSE RESOLUTION NO. 50 
Whereas, citizen participation in the elec-

toral process is the cornerstone of our Amer-
ican democracy; and 

Whereas, unfortunately, the rate of voter 
turnout for elections in this country has de-
clined over the years and is lower than the 
rate enjoyed by some other democracies 
around the world; and 

Whereas, Germany and Italy, for instance, 
have experienced a growth in their percent-
ages of voter participation since making 
their election days national holidays; and 

Whereas, making each federal election day 
a national holiday in the United States 
would make it easier for Americans to get to 
the polls, and election authorities would find 
a greater number of election workers and ac-
cessible buildings available; therefore, be it 

Resolved, by the House of Representatives of 
the Ninety-Fifth General Assembly of the State 
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of Illinois, That we urge the United States 
Congress to enact, and the President to ap-
prove, legislation making each federal elec-
tion day a national holiday; and be it further 

Resolved, That copies of this resolution be 
presented to the President of the United 
States, the Speaker of the United States 
House of Representatives, the President Pro 
Tempore of the United States Senate, and 
each member of the Illinois congressional 
delegation. 

POM–227. A resolution adopted by the 
House of Representatives of the State of Illi-
nois urging Congress to do what is necessary 
to ensure that returning veterans get the 
best in healthcare; to the Committee on Vet-
erans’ Affairs. 

HOUSE RESOLUTION NO. 375 
Whereas, a significant growth in Post- 

Traumatic Stress Disorder (PTSD) has been 
identified over the past few years with the 
escalation of combat veterans returning 
home from the Iraq and Afghanistan con-
flicts; nation-wide calls for more assistance 
for those returning with mental issues as a 
result of combat have been growing, and this 
resolution is in response to those calls; and 

Whereas, as of January 2007, more than 1.6 
million U.S. service men and women had 
served in Afghanistan and Iraq; and 

Whereas, in October 2005, the U.S. Depart-
ment of Veterans Affairs reported that more 
than 430,000 U.S. soldiers have been dis-
charged from the military following service 
in Afghanistan and Iraq; more than 119,000 
have sought help for medical or mental 
health issues from the Department of Vet-
erans Affairs to date; and 

Whereas, in January 2006, the Journal of 
the American Medical Association reported 
that 35% of Iraq Veterans have already 
sought help for mental health concerns; a 
2003 New England Journal of Medicine Study 
found that more than 60% of Operation Iraqi 
Freedom/Operation Enduring Freedom vet-
erans showing symptoms of PTSD were un-
likely to seek help due to fears of stig-
matization or loss of career advancement op-
portunities; and 

Whereas, in 2005, the Department of Vet-
erans Affairs reported that 18% of Afghani-
stan Veterans and 20% of Iraq Veterans in 
their care were suffering from some type of 
service-connected psychological disorder; 
and 

Whereas, the Department of Veterans Af-
fairs has seen a tenfold increase in PTSD 
cases in 2006; according to the VA, more than 
37,000 Vets of Iraq and Afghanistan are suf-
fering from mental health disorders, and 
more than 16,000 have already been diagnosed 
with PTSD; and 

Whereas, according to the Army, since 
March 2003, at least 45 U.S. soldiers and 9 
Marines have committed suicide in Iraq; at 
least 20 soldiers and 23 Marines have com-
mitted suicide since returning home, though 
exact numbers are not available; and 

Whereas, the United States Congress is 
currently considering H.R. 612, H.R. 1538, S. 
713, and H.R. 1268, which address the tragic 
Post-Traumatic Stress Disorder situation 
among our returning veterans; therefore, be 
it 

Resolved, by the House of Representatives of 
the Ninety-Fifth General Assembly of the State 
of Illinois, That our returning veterans de-
serve the very best in healthcare, including 
mental care, and that both the Federal Gov-
ernment and State Governments must work 
together to provide this healthcare; and be it 
further 

Resolved, That the State of Illinois wishes 
to be a model State for the medical care that 

we offer to our returning soldiers in joint 
partnership with the Federal Government; 
and be it further 

Resolved, That we urge Congress to act on 
H.R. 612, H.R. 1538, S. 713, and H.R. 1268 for 
the safety and well-being of our returning 
veterans who face mental illness caused by 
their fulfillment of their duties; and be it 
further 

Resolved, That suitable copies of this reso-
lution be sent to the Majority Leader and 
the Minority Leader of the U.S. Senate, the 
Speaker and the Minority Leader of the U.S. 
House of Representatives, the Illinois Con-
gressional Delegation, and the Director of 
the Illinois Department of Veterans’ Affairs. 

POM–228. A concurrent resolution adopted 
by the Legislature of the State of Texas urg-
ing Congress to support the Belated Thank 
You to the Merchant Mariners of World War 
II Act of 2005; to the Committee on Veterans’ 
Affairs. 

HOUSE CONCURRENT RESOLUTION NO. 16 
Whereas, the United States Merchant Ma-

rine is made up of a fleet of ships used for 
commercial transport during peace time and 
as an auxiliary to the United States Navy 
during times of war; and 

Whereas, the members of the U.S. Mer-
chant Marine served the United States 
bravely in World War II, suffering the high-
est casualty rate of any branch of the mili-
tary; in spite of their dedicated and heroic 
service, these men and women are not con-
sidered veterans under the Social Security 
Act, thereby denying them the financial sup-
port in their later years that is afforded to 
those whom they served alongside in war 
time; and 

Whereas, merchant mariners are consid-
ered military personnel in times of war and 
have an illustrious history of defending this 
country that started with contributing to 
American independence by disrupting the 
British supply chain during the Revolu-
tionary War; and 

Whereas, the Merchant Marine ranks dur-
ing World War II were filled through cam-
paigns by the War Shipping Administration 
and military recruiters, served under the 
auspices of the military, included trans-
ferred members from other branches of the 
military, and instructed by their com-
manders about the critical, patriotic impor-
tance of service on troop and supply ships; 
and 

Whereas, the delivery of tanks, aircraft, 
jeeps, gasoline, medicine, and food rations by 
the Merchant Marine to troops in every the-
ater of World War II was integral to the Al-
lies’ victory; and 

Whereas, despite accolades from then Gen-
eral Dwight D. Eisenhower and President 
Franklin D. Roosevelt for the vital military 
contribution and service in every invasion 
from Normandy to Okinawa, the merchant 
mariners were excluded from the GI Bill of 
Rights enacted in 1945, and for 43 years the 
U.S. government denied them benefits rang-
ing from housing to health care until Con-
gress awarded them veterans’ status in 1988— 
too late for 125,000 mariners to benefit, 
roughly half of those who had served; more-
over, these merchant mariners continue to 
be denied veterans’ benefits under the Social 
Security Act; and 

Whereas, the Belated Thank You to the 
Merchant Mariners of World War II Act of 
2005 appropriately honors the service of 
World War II merchant mariners and at-
tempts to rectify the previous denial of fi-
nancial benefits by providing a monthly 
monetary benefit, from the U.S. Department 

of Veterans Affairs, for each Merchant Ma-
rine World War II veteran, or surviving 
spouse, and bestowing veteran status upon 
them under the Social Security Act, quali-
fying these brave individuals for Social Se-
curity veterans’ benefits: Now, therefore, be 
it 

Resolved, That the 80th Legislature of the 
State of Texas hereby respectfully urge the 
Congress of the United States to support the 
Belated Thank You to the Merchant Mari-
ners of World War II Act of 2005; and, be it 
further 

Resolved, That the Texas secretary of state 
forward official copies of this resolution to 
the president of the United States, to the 
speaker of the house of representatives and 
the president of the senate of the United 
States Congress, and to all the members of 
the Texas delegation to the congress with 
the request that this resolution be officially 
entered in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD as a 
memorial to the Congress of the United 
States of America. 

f 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES DURING 
ADJOURNMENT OF THE SENATE 
Under the authority of the order of 

the Senate of January 4, 2007, the fol-
lowing reports of committees were sub-
mitted on September 14, 2007. 

By Mr. BYRD (for Mr. INOUYE), from the 
Committee on Appropriations, with an 
amendment in the nature of a substitute. 

H.R. 3222. A bill making appropriations for 
the Department of Defense for the fiscal year 
ending September 30, 2008, and for other pur-
poses (Rept. No. 110–155). 

f 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 
The following reports of committees 

were submitted: 
By Mr. BINGAMAN, from the Committee 

on Energy and Natural Resources, with 
amendments: 

S. 471. A bill to authorize the Secretary of 
the Interior to convey to The Missouri River 
Basin Lewis and Clark Interpretive Trail and 
Visitor Center Foundation, Inc. certain Fed-
eral land associated with the Lewis and 
Clark National Historic Trail in Nebraska, 
to be used as an historical interpretive site 
along the trail (Rept. No. 110–156). 

S. 637. A bill to direct the Secretary of the 
Interior to study the suitability and feasi-
bility of establishing the Chattahoochee 
Trace National Heritage Corridor in Ala-
bama and Georgia, and for other purposes 
(Rept. No. 110–157). 

By Mr. BINGAMAN, from the Committee 
on Energy and Natural Resources, without 
amendment: 

S. 645. A bill to amend the Energy Policy 
Act of 2005 to provide an alternate sulfur di-
oxide removal measurement for certain coal 
gasification project goals (Rept. No. 110–158). 

By Mr. BINGAMAN, from the Committee 
on Energy and Natural Resources, with an 
amendment in the nature of a substitute: 

S. 1182. A bill to amend the Quinebaug and 
Shetucket Rivers Valley National Heritage 
Corridor Act of 1994 to increase the author-
ization of appropriations and modify the 
date on which the authority of the Secretary 
of the Interior terminates under the Act 
(Rept. No. 110–159). 

By Mr. BINGAMAN, from the Committee 
on Energy and Natural Resources, without 
amendment: 

S. 1203. A bill to enhance the management 
of electricity programs at the Department of 
Energy (Rept. No. 110–160). 
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S. 1728. A bill to amend the National Parks 

and Recreation Act of 1978 to reauthorize the 
Na Hoa Pili O Kaloko-Honokohau Advisory 
Commission (Rept. No. 110–161). 

H.R. 85. A bill to provide for the establish-
ment of centers to encourage demonstration 
and commercial application of advanced en-
ergy methods and technologies (Rept. No. 
110–162). 

H.R. 247. A bill to designate a Forest Serv-
ice trail at Waldo Lake in the Willamette 
National Forest in the State of Oregon as a 
national recreation trail in honor of Jim 
Weaver, a former Member of the House of 
Representatives (Rept. No. 110–163). 

H.R. 407. A bill to direct the Secretary of 
the Interior to conduct a study to determine 
the feasibility of establishing the Columbia- 
Pacific National Heritage Area in the States 
of Washington and Oregon, and for other pur-
poses (Rept. No. 110–164). 

H.R. 995. A bill to amend Public Law 106– 
348 to extend the authorization for estab-
lishing a memorial in the District of Colum-
bia or its environs to honor veterans who be-
came disabled while serving in the Armed 
Forces of the United States (Rept. No. 110– 
165). 

By Mr. BINGAMAN, from the Committee 
on Energy and Natural Resources, without 
amendment and with a preamble: 

H. Con. Res. 116. A concurrent resolution 
expressing the sense of Congress that the Na-
tional Museum of Wildlife Art, located in 
Jackson, Wyoming, shall be designated as 
the ‘‘National Museum of Wildlife Art of the 
United States’’ (Rept. No. 110–166). 

By Mr. BINGAMAN, from the Committee 
on Energy and Natural Resources, with an 
amendment in the nature of a substitute: 

S. 169. A bill to amend the National Trails 
System Act to clarify Federal authority re-
lating to land acquisition from willing sell-
ers for the majority of the trails in the Sys-
tem, and for other purposes (Rept. No. 110– 
167). 

S. 278. A bill to establish a program and 
criteria for National Heritage Areas in the 
United States, and for other purposes (Rept. 
No. 110–168). 

S. 289. A bill to establish the Journey 
Through Hallowed Ground National Heritage 
Area, and for other purposes (Rept. No. 110– 
169). 

S. 443. A bill to establish the Sangre de 
Cristo National Heritage Area in the State of 
Colorado, and for other purposes (Rept. No. 
110–170). 

S. 444. A bill to establish the South Park 
National Heritage Area in the State of Colo-
rado, and for other purposes (Rept. No. 110– 
171). 

S. 647. A bill to designate certain land in 
the State of Oregon as wilderness, and for 
other purposes (Rept. No. 110–172). 

S. 722. A bill to direct the Secretary of the 
Interior and the Secretary of Agriculture to 
jointly conduct a study of certain land adja-
cent to the Walnut Canyon National Monu-
ment in the State of Arizona (Rept. No. 110– 
173). 

S. 800. A bill to establish the Niagara Falls 
National Heritage Area in the State of New 
York, and for other purposes (Rept. No. 110– 
174). 

S. 817. A bill to amend the Omnibus Parks 
and Public Lands Management Act of 1996 to 
provide additional authorizations for certain 
National Heritage Areas, and for other pur-
poses (Rept. No. 110–175). 

By Mr. BINGAMAN, from the Committee 
on Energy and Natural Resources, with an 
amendment in the nature of a substitute and 
an amendment to the title: 

S. 838. A bill to authorize funding for eligi-
ble joint ventures between United States and 
Israeli businesses and academic persons, to 
establish the International Energy Advisory 
Board, and for other purposes (Rept. No. 110– 
176). 

By Mr. BINGAMAN, from the Committee 
on Energy and Natural Resources, with an 
amendment in the nature of a substitute: 

S. 955. A bill to establish the Abraham Lin-
coln National Heritage Area, and for other 
purposes (Rept. No. 110–177). 

S. 1089. A bill to amend the Alaska Natural 
Gas Pipeline Act to allow the Federal Coor-
dinator for Alaska Natural Gas Transpor-
tation Projects to hire employees more effi-
ciently, and for other purposes (Rept. No. 
110–178). 

S. 1148. A bill to establish the Champlain 
Quadricentennial Commemoration Commis-
sion and the Hudson-Fulton 400th Commemo-
ration Commission, and for other purposes 
(Rept. No. 110–179). 

By Mr. BINGAMAN, from the Committee 
on Energy and Natural Resources, without 
amendment: 

H.R. 1100. A bill to revise the boundary of 
the Carl Sandburg Home National Historic 
Site in the State of North Carolina, and for 
other purposes (Rept. No. 110–180). 

H.R. 1126. A bill to reauthorize the Steel 
and Aluminum Energy Conservation and 
Technology Competitiveness Act of 1988 
(Rept. No. 110–181). 

f 

INTRODUCTION OF BILLS AND 
JOINT RESOLUTIONS 

The following bills and joint resolu-
tions were introduced, read the first 
and second times by unanimous con-
sent, and referred as indicated: 

By Mr. CONRAD (for himself and Ms. 
COLLINS): 

S. 2051. A bill to amend the small rural 
school achievement program and the rural 
and low-income school program under part B 
of title VI of the Elementary and Secondary 
Education Act of 1965; to the Committee on 
Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions. 

By Mrs. FEINSTEIN (for herself, Mr. 
SPECTER, and Mr. FEINGOLD): 

S. 2052. A bill to allow for certiorari review 
of certain cases denied relief or review by the 
United States Court of Appeals for the 
Armed Forces; to the Committee on the Ju-
diciary. 

By Mr. FEINGOLD (for himself and Mr. 
LEAHY): 

S. 2053. A bill to amend part A of title I of 
the Elementary and Secondary Education 
Act of 1965 to improve elementary and sec-
ondary education; to the Committee on 
Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions. 

By Mr. REID (for Mrs. CLINTON): 
S. 2054. A bill to authorize the Secretary of 

Housing and Urban Development to make 
grants to assist cities with a vacant housing 
problem, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Banking, Housing, and Urban Af-
fairs. 

By Mr. DODD: 
S. 2055. A bill for the relief of Alejandro 

Gomez and Juan Sebastian Gomez; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ROCKEFELLER (for himself, 
Mr. KYL, Mrs. MCCASKILL, Mr. 
VITTER, Ms. SNOWE, Mr. COBURN, Mrs. 
DOLE, Mr. DOMENICI, Mr. INHOFE, Mr. 
COLEMAN, Mr. CORNYN, Mr. MARTINEZ, 
Mr. HAGEL, Mr. COCHRAN, and Mr. 
LOTT): 

S. 2056. A bill to amend title XVIII of the 
Social Security Act to restore financial sta-

bility to Medicare anesthesiology teaching 
programs for resident physicians; to the 
Committee on Finance. 

By Mr. AKAKA: 
S. 2057. A bill to reauthorize the Merit Sys-

tems Protection Board and the Office of Spe-
cial Counsel, to modify the procedures of the 
Merit Systems Protection Board and the Of-
fice of Special Counsel, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Homeland Secu-
rity and Governmental Affairs. 

By Mr. LEVIN: 
S. 2058. A bill to amend the Commodity Ex-

change Act to close the Enron loophole, pre-
vent price manipulation and excessive specu-
lation in the trading of energy commodities, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Agriculture, Nutrition, and Forestry. 

f 

SUBMISSION OF CONCURRENT AND 
SENATE RESOLUTIONS 

The following concurrent resolutions 
and Senate resolutions were read, and 
referred (or acted upon), as indicated: 

By Mr. CARDIN (for himself and Mr. 
CORNYN): 

S. Con. Res. 45. A concurrent resolution 
commending the Ed Block Courage Award 
Foundation for its work in aiding children 
and families affected by child abuse, and des-
ignating November 2007 as National Courage 
Month; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. OBAMA: 
S. Con. Res. 46. A concurrent resolution 

supporting the goals and ideals of Sickle Cell 
Disease Awareness Month; to the Committee 
on Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions.

f 

ADDITIONAL COSPONSORS
S. 29

At the request of Mr. VITTER, his 
name was added as a cosponsor of S. 29, 
a bill to clarify the tax treatment of 
certain payments made to homeowners 
by the Louisiana Recovery Authority 
and the Mississippi Development Au-
thority.

S. 36

At the request of Mr. THUNE, the 
name of the Senator from Minnesota 
(Mr. COLEMAN) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 36, a bill to amend the Farm 
Security and Rural Investment Act to 
establish a biofuels promotion program 
to promote sustainable production of 
biofuels and biomass, and for other 
purposes.

S. 65
At the request of Mr. INHOFE, the 

name of the Senator from Nebraska 
(Mr. NELSON) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 65, a bill to modify the age-60 
standard for certain pilots and for 
other purposes.

S. 154

At the request of Mr. BARRASSO, his 
name was added as a cosponsor of S. 
154, a bill to promote coal-to-liquid fuel 
activities.

S. 155

At the request of Mr. BARRASSO, his 
name was added as a cosponsor of S. 
155, a bill to promote coal-to-liquid fuel 
activities.

S. 283

At the request of Mr. BINGAMAN, the 
name of the Senator from Arkansas 
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(Mr. PRYOR) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 283, a bill to amend the Compact 
of Free Association Amendments Act 
of 2003, and for other purposes.

S. 380

At the request of Mr. WYDEN, the 
name of the Senator from Pennsyl-
vania (Mr. CASEY) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 380, a bill to reauthorize 
the Secure Rural Schools and Commu-
nity Self-Determination Act of 2000, 
and for other purposes.

S. 469

At the request of Mr. BAUCUS, the 
name of the Senator from New Jersey 
(Mr. LAUTENBERG) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 469, a bill to amend the 
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to make 
permanent the special rule for con-
tributions of qualified conservation 
contributions.

S. 613

At the request of Mr. LUGAR, the 
name of the Senator from Illinois (Mr. 
DURBIN) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
613, a bill to enhance the overseas sta-
bilization and reconstruction capabili-
ties of the United States Government, 
and for other purposes.

S. 626

At the request of Mr. KENNEDY, the 
name of the Senator from Arkansas 
(Mrs. LINCOLN) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 626, a bill to amend the Public 
Health Service Act to provide for ar-
thritis research and public health, and 
for other purposes.

S. 644

At the request of Mrs. LINCOLN, the 
name of the Senator from Alabama 
(Mr. SESSIONS) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 644, a bill to amend title 38, 
United States Code, to recodify as part 
of that title certain educational assist-
ance programs for members of the re-
serve components of the Armed Forces, 
to improve such programs, and for 
other purposes.

S. 645

At the request of Mr. BARRASSO, his 
name was added as a cosponsor of S. 
645, a bill to amend the Energy Policy 
Act of 2005 to provide an alternate sul-
fur dioxide removal measurement for 
certain coal gasification project goals.

S. 648

At the request of Mr. CHAMBLISS, the 
name of the Senator from Alabama 
(Mr. SESSIONS) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 648, a bill to amend title 10, 
United States Code, to reduce the eligi-
bility age for receipt of non-regular 
military service retired pay for mem-
bers of the Ready Reserve in active fed-
eral status or on active duty for sig-
nificant periods.

S. 667

At the request of Mrs. CLINTON, the 
name of the Senator from Washington 
(Mrs. MURRAY) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 667, a bill to expand programs 
of early childhood home visitation that 
increase school readiness, child abuse 

and neglect prevention, and early iden-
tification of developmental and health 
delays, including potential mental 
health concerns, and for other pur-
poses.

S. 721

At the request of Mr. ENZI, the name 
of the Senator from Missouri (Mrs. 
MCCASKILL) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 721, a bill to allow travel between 
the United States and Cuba.

S. 773

At the request of Mr. WARNER, the 
names of the Senator from Alabama 
(Mr. SESSIONS), the Senator from Texas 
(Mr. CORNYN) and the Senator from 
South Carolina (Mr. GRAHAM) were 
added as cosponsors of S. 773, a bill to 
amend the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986 to allow Federal civilian and mili-
tary retirees to pay health insurance 
premiums on a pretax basis and to 
allow a deduction for TRICARE supple-
mental premiums.

S. 803

At the request of Mr. ROCKEFELLER, 
the name of the Senator from Massa-
chusetts (Mr. KERRY) was added as a 
cosponsor of S. 803, a bill to repeal a 
provision enacted to end Federal 
matching of State spending of child 
support incentive payments.

S. 805

At the request of Mr. DURBIN, the 
name of the Senator from New Jersey 
(Mr. LAUTENBERG) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 805, a bill to amend the 
Foreign Assistance Act of 1961 to assist 
countries in sub-Saharan Africa in the 
effort to achieve internationally recog-
nized goals in the treatment and pre-
vention of HIV/AIDS and other major 
diseases and the reduction of maternal 
and child mortality by improving 
human health care capacity and im-
proving retention of medical health 
professionals in sub-Saharan Africa, 
and for other purposes.

S. 819

At the request of Mr. DORGAN, the 
name of the Senator from South Da-
kota (Mr. JOHNSON) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 819, a bill to amend the 
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to ex-
pand tax-free distributions from indi-
vidual retirement accounts for chari-
table purposes.

S. 908

At the request of Mr. COLEMAN, the 
name of the Senator from Maine (Ms. 
COLLINS) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
908, a bill to establish a Consortium on 
the Impact of Technology in Aging 
Health Services.

S. 935

At the request of Mr. NELSON of Flor-
ida, the name of the Senator from Ala-
bama (Mr. SESSIONS) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 935, a bill to repeal the re-
quirement for reduction of survivor an-
nuities under the Survivor Benefit 
Plan by veterans’ dependency and in-
demnity compensation, and for other 
purposes.

S. 962

At the request of Mr. BARRASSO, his 
name was added as a cosponsor of S. 
962, a bill to amend the Energy Policy 
Act of 2005 to reauthorize and improve 
the carbon capture and storage re-
search, development, and demonstra-
tion program of the Department of En-
ergy and for other purposes.

S. 969

At the request of Mr. CARDIN, his 
name was added as a cosponsor of S. 
969, a bill to amend the National Labor 
Relations Act to modify the definition 
of supervisor.

S. 1015

At the request of Mr. COCHRAN, the 
name of the Senator from New Jersey 
(Mr. MENENDEZ) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 1015, a bill to reauthorize the 
National Writing Project.

S. 1159

At the request of Mr. HAGEL, the 
name of the Senator from New York 
(Mrs. CLINTON) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 1159, a bill to amend part B of 
the Individuals with Disabilities Edu-
cation Act to provide full Federal fund-
ing of such part.

S. 1160

At the request of Ms. STABENOW, the 
name of the Senator from New Jersey 
(Mr. LAUTENBERG) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1160, a bill to ensure an 
abundant and affordable supply of 
highly nutritious fruits, vegetables, 
and other specialty crops for American 
consumers and international markets 
by enhancing the competitiveness of 
United States-grown specialty crops.

S. 1172

At the request of Mr. DURBIN, the 
name of the Senator from Pennsyl-
vania (Mr. CASEY) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1172, a bill to reduce hun-
ger in the United States.

S. 1175

At the request of Mr. DURBIN, the 
names of the Senator from Illinois (Mr. 
OBAMA) and the Senator from Idaho 
(Mr. CRAPO) were added as cosponsors 
of S. 1175, a bill to end the use of child 
soldiers in hostilities around the world, 
and for other purposes.

S. 1190

At the request of Mr. DURBIN, the 
name of the Senator from Ohio (Mr. 
BROWN) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
1190, a bill to promote the deployment 
and adoption of telecommunications 
services and information technologies, 
and for other purposes.

S. 1257

At the request of Mr. LIEBERMAN, the 
name of the Senator from California 
(Mrs. BOXER) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 1257, a bill to provide the District 
of Columbia a voting seat and the 
State of Utah an additional seat in the 
House of Representatives.

S. 1261

At the request of Ms. CANTWELL, the 
name of the Senator from Missouri 
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(Mrs. MCCASKILL) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1261, a bill to amend title 
10 and 38, United States Code, to repeal 
the 10-year limit on use of Montgomery 
GI Bill educational assistance benefits, 
and for other purposes.

S. 1267

At the request of Mr. LUGAR, the 
name of the Senator from Indiana (Mr. 
BAYH) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
1267, a bill to maintain the free flow of 
information to the public by providing 
conditions for the federally compelled 
disclosure of information by certain 
persons connected with the news 
media.

S. 1443

At the request of Mr. BARRASSO, his 
name was added as a cosponsor of S. 
1443, a bill to provide standards for re-
newable fuels and coal-derived fuels.

S. 1451

At the request of Mr. WHITEHOUSE, 
the name of the Senator from Vermont 
(Mr. LEAHY) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 1451, a bill to encourage the devel-
opment of coordinated quality reforms 
to improve health care delivery and re-
duce the cost of care in the health care 
system.

S. 1545

At the request of Mr. SALAZAR, the 
name of the Senator from Minnesota 
(Mr. COLEMAN) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 1545, a bill to implement the 
recommendations of the Iraq Study 
Group.

S. 1638

At the request of Mr. LEAHY, the 
name of the Senator from New Jersey 
(Mr. LAUTENBERG) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1638, a bill to adjust the 
salaries of Federal justices and judges, 
and for other purposes.

S. 1669

At the request of Ms. STABENOW, the 
name of the Senator from New Jersey 
(Mr. LAUTENBERG) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1669, a bill to amend titles 
XIX and XXI of the Social Security Act 
to ensure payment under Medicaid and 
the State Children’s Health Insurance 
Program (SCHIP) for covered items and 
services furnished by school-based 
health clinics.

S. 1718

At the request of Mr. BROWN, the 
name of the Senator from California 
(Mrs. BOXER) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 1718, a bill to amend the 
Servicemembers Civil Relief Act to 
provide for reimbursement to 
servicemembers of tuition for pro-
grams of education interrupted by 
military service, for deferment of stu-
dent loans and reduced interest rates 
for servicemembers during periods of 
military service, and for other pur-
poses.

S. 1760

At the request of Mr. BROWN, the 
name of the Senator from South Da-
kota (Mr. JOHNSON) was added as a co-

sponsor of S. 1760, a bill to amend the 
Public Health Service Act with respect 
to the Healthy Start Initiative.

S. 1800

At the request of Mrs. CLINTON, the 
name of the Senator from Missouri 
(Mrs. MCCASKILL) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1800, a bill to amend title 
10, United States Code, to require 
emergency contraception to be avail-
able at all military health care treat-
ment facilities.

S. 1827

At the request of Mr. COCHRAN, the 
name of the Senator from Minnesota 
(Mr. COLEMAN) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 1827, a bill to amend title 
XVIII of the Social Security Act to re-
quire prompt payment to pharmacies 
under part D, to restrict pharmacy co- 
branding on prescription drug cards 
issued under such part, and to provide 
guidelines for Medication Therapy 
Management Services programs offered 
by prescription drug plans and MA–PD 
plans under such part.

S. 1842

At the request of Mr. KENNEDY, the 
name of the Senator from New Jersey 
(Mr. LAUTENBERG) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1842, a bill to amend title 
XVIII of the Social Security Act to 
provide for patient protection by lim-
iting the number of mandatory over-
time hours a nurse may be required to 
work in certain providers of services to 
which payments are made under the 
Medicare Program.

S. 1848

At the request of Mr. BAUCUS, the 
name of the Senator from Maine (Ms. 
COLLINS) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
1848, a bill to amend the Trade Act of 
1974 to address the impact of 
globalization, to reauthorize trade ad-
justment assistance, to extend trade 
adjustment assistance to service work-
ers, communities, firms, and farmers, 
and for other purposes.

S. 1885

At the request of Mr. OBAMA, the 
name of the Senator from North Da-
kota (Mr. CONRAD) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1885, a bill to provide cer-
tain employment protections for fam-
ily members who are caring for mem-
bers of the Armed Forces recovering 
from illnesses and injuries incurred on 
active duty.

S. 1895

At the request of Mr. REED, the 
names of the Senator from New Jersey 
(Mr. MENENDEZ), the Senator from 
Minnesota (Mr. COLEMAN), the Senator 
from New York (Mrs. CLINTON) and the 
Senator from Vermont (Mr. SANDERS) 
were added as cosponsors of S. 1895, a 
bill to aid and support pediatric in-
volvement in reading and education.

S. 1905

At the request of Ms. KLOBUCHAR, the 
names of the Senator from North Da-
kota (Mr. DORGAN), the Senator from 
Texas (Mrs. HUTCHISON) and the Sen-

ator from Nebraska (Mr. HAGEL) were 
added as cosponsors of S. 1905, a bill to 
provide for a rotating schedule for re-
gional selection of delegates to a na-
tional Presidential nominating conven-
tion, and for other purposes.

S. 1930

At the request of Mr. WYDEN, the 
names of the Senator from Washington 
(Mrs. MURRAY) and the Senator from 
New Hampshire (Mr. GREGG) were 
added as cosponsors of S. 1930, a bill to 
amend the Lacey Act Amendments of 
1981 to prevent illegal logging prac-
tices, and for other purposes.

S. 1944

At the request of Mr. LAUTENBERG, 
the name of the Senator from South 
Carolina (Mr. DEMINT) was added as a 
cosponsor of S. 1944, a bill to provide 
justice for victims of state-sponsored 
terrorism.

S. 1951

At the request of Mr. BAUCUS, the 
names of the Senator from South Da-
kota (Mr. JOHNSON), the Senator from 
New Jersey (Mr. MENENDEZ), the Sen-
ator from Illinois (Mr. DURBIN), the 
Senator from Vermont (Mr. SANDERS), 
the Senator from North Dakota (Mr. 
DORGAN), the Senator from Minnesota 
(Mr. COLEMAN) and the Senator from 
Ohio (Mr. BROWN) were added as co-
sponsors of S. 1951, a bill to amend title 
XIX of the Social Security Act to en-
sure that individuals eligible for med-
ical assistance under the Medicaid pro-
gram continue to have access to pre-
scription drugs, and for other purposes.

S. 1954

At the request of Mr. BAUCUS, the 
name of the Senator from Illinois (Mr. 
DURBIN) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
1954, a bill to amend title XVIII of the 
Social Security Act to improve access 
to pharmacies under part D.

S. 1971

At the request of Mr. KERRY, the 
name of the Senator from Missouri 
(Mrs. MCCASKILL) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1971, a bill to authorize a 
competitive grant program to assist 
members of the National Guard and 
Reserve and former and current mem-
bers of the Armed Forces in securing 
employment in the private sector, and 
for other purposes.

S. 1998

At the request of Mr. DURBIN, the 
names of the Senator from California 
(Mrs. BOXER) and the Senator from 
Maine (Ms. SNOWE) were added as co-
sponsors of S. 1998, a bill to reduce 
child marriage, and for other purposes.

S. 2017

At the request of Mr. BINGAMAN, the 
name of the Senator from Colorado 
(Mr. SALAZAR) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 2017, a bill to amend the En-
ergy Policy and Conservation Act to 
provide for national energy efficiency 
standards for general service incandes-
cent lamps, and for other purposes.
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S. 2020

At the request of Mr. LUGAR, the 
name of the Senator from Kansas (Mr. 
BROWNBACK) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 2020, a bill to reauthorize the 
Tropical Forest Conservation Act of 
1998 through fiscal year 2010, to rename 
the Tropical Forest Conservation Act 
of 1998 as the ‘‘Tropical Forest and 
Coral Conservation Act of 2007’’, and 
for other purposes.

S.J. RES. 13

At the request of Mr. LEAHY, the 
names of the Senator from Massachu-
setts (Mr. KERRY) and the Senator 
from Rhode Island (Mr. WHITEHOUSE) 
were added as cosponsors of S.J. Res. 
13, a joint resolution granting the con-
sent of Congress to the International 
Emergency Management Assistance 
Memorandum of Understanding.

S. CON. RES. 39

At the request of Mr. DODD, the name 
of the Senator from Mississippi (Mr. 
COCHRAN) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. Con. Res. 39, a concurrent resolution 
supporting the goals and ideals of a 
world day of remembrance for road 
crash victims.

S. RES. 201

At the request of Mr. CHAMBLISS, the 
names of the Senator from New Hamp-
shire (Mr. SUNUNU) and the Senator 
from Arkansas (Mr. PRYOR) were added 
as cosponsors of S. Res. 201, a resolu-
tion supporting the goals and ideals of 
‘‘National Life Insurance Awareness 
Month’’.

S. RES. 222

At the request of Mrs. CLINTON, the 
name of the Senator from Washington 
(Mrs. MURRAY) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. Res. 222, a resolution sup-
porting the goals and ideals of Pan-
creatic Cancer Awareness Month.

S. RES. 224

At the request of Mrs. FEINSTEIN, the 
name of the Senator from Wisconsin 
(Mr. FEINGOLD) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. Res. 224, a resolution express-
ing the sense of the Senate regarding 
the Israeli-Palestinian peace process.

AMENDMENT NO. 2000

At the request of Mr. NELSON of Ne-
braska, the names of the Senator from 
Massachusetts (Mr. KERRY), the Sen-
ator from Iowa (Mr. HARKIN), the Sen-
ator from Alabama (Mr. SESSIONS), the 
Senator from Connecticut (Mr. DODD) 
and the Senator from Maryland (Mr. 
CARDIN) were added as cosponsors of 
amendment No. 2000 intended to be pro-
posed to H.R. 1585, to authorize appro-
priations for fiscal year 2008 for mili-
tary activities of the Department of 
Defense, for military construction, and 
for defense activities of the Depart-
ment of Energy, to prescribe military 
personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes.

AMENDMENT NO. 2049

At the request of Mr. CHAMBLISS, the 
name of the Senator from Alabama 
(Mr. SESSIONS) was added as a cospon-

sor of amendment No. 2049 intended to 
be proposed to H.R. 1585, to authorize 
appropriations for fiscal year 2008 for 
military activities of the Department 
of Defense, for military construction, 
and for defense activities of the De-
partment of Energy, to prescribe mili-
tary personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes.

AMENDMENT NO. 2067

At the request of Mr. KENNEDY, the 
name of the Senator from California 
(Mrs. BOXER) was added as a cosponsor 
of amendment No. 2067 intended to be 
proposed to H.R. 1585, to authorize ap-
propriations for fiscal year 2008 for 
military activities of the Department 
of Defense, for military construction, 
and for defense activities of the De-
partment of Energy, to prescribe mili-
tary personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes.

AMENDMENT NO. 2072

At the request of Mrs. LINCOLN, the 
name of the Senator from Alabama 
(Mr. SESSIONS) was added as a cospon-
sor of amendment No. 2072 intended to 
be proposed to H.R. 1585, to authorize 
appropriations for fiscal year 2008 for 
military activities of the Department 
of Defense, for military construction, 
and for defense activities of the De-
partment of Energy, to prescribe mili-
tary personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes.

AMENDMENT NO. 2074

At the request of Mrs. LINCOLN, the 
name of the Senator from Alabama 
(Mr. SESSIONS) was added as a cospon-
sor of amendment No. 2074 intended to 
be proposed to H.R. 1585, to authorize 
appropriations for fiscal year 2008 for 
military activities of the Department 
of Defense, for military construction, 
and for defense activities of the De-
partment of Energy, to prescribe mili-
tary personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes.

AMENDMENT NO. 2086

At the request of Mr. OBAMA, the 
name of the Senator from Massachu-
setts (Mr. KERRY) was added as a co-
sponsor of amendment No. 2086 in-
tended to be proposed to H.R. 1585, to 
authorize appropriations for fiscal year 
2008 for military activities of the De-
partment of Defense, for military con-
struction, and for defense activities of 
the Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes. 

f 

STATEMENTS ON INTRODUCED 
BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS 

By Mrs. FEINSTEIN (for herself, 
Mr. SPECTER, and Mr. FEIN-
GOLD): 

S. 2052. A bill to allow for certiorari 
review of certain cases denied relief or 
review by the United States Court of 
Appeals for the Armed Forces; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mrs. FEINSTEIN. Mr. President, 
today I am pleased to join with Sen-

ators SPECTER and FEINGOLD in intro-
ducing the Equal Justice for U.S. Serv-
ice Members Act. The act would elimi-
nate an inequity in current law by al-
lowing all court-martialed U.S. serv-
ice-members who face dismissal, dis-
charge or confinement for a year or 
more to petition the U.S. Supreme 
Court for discretionary review through 
a writ of certiorari. 

The bill is a simple one, and would do 
the following: It would allow a writ of 
certiorari to be filed in any case in 
which the U.S. Court of Appeals for the 
Armed Forces has denied review; and it 
would allow a writ of certiorari to be 
filed in any case in which the U.S. 
Court of Appeals for the Armed Forces 
has denied a petition for extraordinary 
relief. 

All persons convicted of a crime in 
U.S. civilian courts today, including il-
legal aliens, and regardless of the 
crime they may have committed, have 
an absolute right to petition the U.S. 
Supreme Court for discretionary re-
view if they lose in the court of ap-
peals. By contrast, however, our men 
and women in uniform do not share 
this same right as their civilian coun-
terparts. Our military personnel can 
apply to our highest court on direct ap-
peal for a writ of certiorari only if the 
U.S. Court of Appeals for the Armed 
Forces actually conducts a review of 
their case, or grants a petition for ex-
traordinary relief. That happens only 
about 10 percent of the time. 

In other words, the other 90 percent 
of the time, our U.S. servicemembers 
are precluded from ever seeking or ob-
taining direct review from the highest 
court of the country that they fight 
and die for. 

A disparity not only exists between 
our civilian and military court sys-
tems. A similar disparity exists even 
within our military court system 
itself. The Government routinely has 
the opportunity to petition the Su-
preme Court for review of adverse 
court-martial rulings in any case 
where the charges are severe enough to 
make a punitive discharge possible. 
But our military personnel do not 
share these same rights to petition the 
Supreme Court as their opponents, 
even on the other side of the same case. 

That is wrong, and this inequity was 
recently noted by the American Bar 
Association. At its annual meeting in 
August 2006, the ABA House of Dele-
gates passed a resolution calling on 
Congress to fix this long-standing ‘‘dis-
parity in our laws governing proce-
dural due process.’’ 

That is perhaps reason enough to fix 
this problem, but I also must note that 
this existing disparity has only become 
more acute now that Congress has en-
acted the Military Commission Act. 
Section 950g(d) of that law, which Con-
gress passed last September, gives the 
Supreme Court the ability to review by 
writ of certiorari any final judgment 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 12:43 Jul 13, 2010 Jkt 059102 PO 00000 Frm 00056 Fmt 0686 Sfmt 0634 E:\BR07\S17SE7.002 S17SE7er
ow

e 
on

 D
S

K
5C

LS
3C

1P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 B
O

U
N

D
 R

E
C

O
R

D



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 153, Pt. 1724464 September 17, 2007 
issued by the U.S. Court of Appeals for 
the D.C. Circuit, in an appeal filed by 
terrorists and war criminals who get 
convicted by U.S. military commis-
sions. 

So the worst of the worst at Guanta-
namo will have a right to petition our 
Supreme Court to hear their case. Yet 
unless we act, those same Supreme 
Court doors will continue to be closed 
to almost all of our U.S. service per-
sonnel who would seek direct review in 
their own highest Court. Even service- 
members who apprehended those same 
terrorists, or served in judgment on 
their military commissions, or who 
guard them at Guantanamo, will con-
tinue to be treated as second-class citi-
zens, deprived of the opportunity to 
seek Supreme Court review if they ever 
need it themselves. 

Our U.S. service personnel regularly 
place their lives on the line in defense 
of American rights. It is simply unac-
ceptable for us to continue to routinely 
deprive our men and women in uniform 
of one of those basic rights, the ability 
to petition their Nation’s highest court 
for direct relief, that is given to all 
convicted persons in our civilian 
courts, that is given to their prosecu-
torial adversaries in our military 
courts, and that we have now given 
even to the terrorists we expect to 
prosecute as war criminals in our up-
coming military commission process. 

It is time to give equal justice to our 
U.S. servicemembers. That is what this 
act does. 

I urge my colleagues to support this 
legislation. 

I ask unanimous consent the text of 
the bill be printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the text of 
the bill was ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD, as follows: 

S. 2052 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Equal Jus-
tice for United States Military Personnel 
Act of 2007’’. 
SEC. 2. CERTIORARI TO THE UNITED STATES 

COURT OF APPEALS FOR THE 
ARMED FORCES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 1259 of title 28, 
United States Code, is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (3), by inserting ‘‘or de-
nied’’ after ‘‘granted’’; and 

(2) in paragraph (4), by inserting ‘‘or de-
nied’’ after ‘‘granted’’. 

(b) TECHNICAL AND CONFORMING AMEND-
MENT.—Section 867a(a) of title 10, United 
States Code, is amended by striking ‘‘The 
Supreme Court may not review by a writ of 
certiorari under this section any action of 
the Court of Appeals for the Armed Forces in 
refusing to grant a petition for review.’’. 

By Mr. FEINGOLD (for himself 
and Mr. LEAHY): 

S. 2053. A bill to amend part A of 
title I of the Elementary and Sec-
ondary Education Act of 1965 to im-
prove elementary and secondary edu-

cation; to the Committee on Health, 
Education, Labor, and Pensions. 

Mr. FEINGOLD. Mr. President, this 
month millions of American school-
children are returning to classrooms to 
begin the new school year, making this 
a time of hope and possibilities. Stu-
dents in my State of Wisconsin and 
around the country are meeting new 
teachers, getting reacquainted with old 
friends, joining clubs or athletic teams, 
and embarking on the next step in 
their educational careers. Teachers and 
administrators around the country are 
starting a new school year with fresh 
lesson plans and high goals for all the 
students in their schools. And many 
educators, parents, and school officials 
are continuing to work diligently to-
ward the goal of closing the achieve-
ment gap that continues to exist 
throughout many communities across 
the country. 

These students, teachers, and admin-
istrators will also face their sixth year 
under the Federal No Child Left Behind 
Act, NCLB, the centerpiece of Presi-
dent Bush’s domestic agenda. NCLB, 
which is 2001–2002 reauthorization of 
the Elementary and Secondary Edu-
cation Act, ESEA, requires that stu-
dents be tested annually in reading and 
math, and starting this school year, in 
science. The law is up for reauthoriza-
tion this year and it remains unknown 
how much change students, teachers, 
parents, and administrators can expect 
as Congress works to reauthorize the 
law. 

I voted against No Child Left Behind 
in 2001 in large part because of the 
law’s new Federal testing mandate. 
The comments that I heard from Wis-
consinites during the 2001 debate and 
that I continue to hear 6 years later 
have been almost universally negative. 
While Wisconsinites support holding 
their schools accountable for results 
and closing the achievement gap, they 
are concerned about the Federal law’s 
primary focus on standardized testing. 

Let me make clear at the outset that 
this country has a long way to go to-
ward ensuring that all students, re-
gardless of their backgrounds, have a 
chance to get a good education. I re-
main troubled by the inequality in 
funding and resources provided to our 
Nation’s schools and by the persistent 
segregation that schools around the 
country, including those in Wisconsin, 
continue to face. Moreover, I am deep-
ly concerned that NCLB’s testing and 
sanctions approach has forced some 
schools, particularly those in our inner 
cities and rural areas, to become places 
where students are not taught, but are 
drilled with workbooks and test-taking 
strategies, while in wealthy suburban 
schools, these tests do not greatly im-
pact school curriculums rich in social 
studies, civics, arts, music, and other 
important subjects. 

All levels of government—local, 
State, and Federal—need to act to en-

sure that equal educational opportuni-
ties are afforded to every student in 
our country. 

I do not necessarily oppose the use of 
standardized testing in our Nation’s 
schools. I agree that some tests are 
needed to ensure that our children are 
keeping pace and that schools, dis-
tricts, and States are held accountable 
for closing the persistent achievement 
gap that continues to exist among dif-
ferent groups of students, including 
among students in Wisconsin. But the 
Federal one-size-fits-all testing-and- 
punishment approach that NCLB takes 
is not providing an equal education for 
all, eradicating the achievement gap 
that exists in our country or ensuring 
that each student reaches his or her 
full potential. 

Rather, the reauthorized ESEA needs 
to recognize that States and local com-
munities have the primary responsi-
bility for providing a good public edu-
cation to our students. The reauthor-
ized ESEA should also encourage 
States and local districts to pursue in-
novative reform efforts including uti-
lizing more robust accountability sys-
tems that can measure student aca-
demic growth from year to year and 
measure student academic growth 
using multiple forms of assessment, 
rather than just standardized tests. 

Today, I am introducing the Improv-
ing Student Testing Act to overhaul 
the Federal testing mandate and pro-
vide States and local districts flexi-
bility to determine the frequency and 
use of standardized testing in their ac-
countability systems. My legislation is 
fully offset, while providing approxi-
mately $200 million in deficit reduction 
over the next 5 years. 

Nothing in my legislation would 
force States to alter their account-
ability systems in recognition of the 
fact that different States are at dif-
ferent stages of their education reform 
efforts and may wish to maintain their 
current assessment systems. However, 
my legislation says that for Federal ac-
countability purposes, States can 
choose to test once in grades 3 to 5, 6 to 
9, and 10 to 12 rather than the current 
Federal requirement for annual testing 
in grades 3 through 8 and once in high 
school. 

For States that choose to test in 
grade spans instead of annually, my 
legislation encourages them to use 
more than high-stakes standardized 
tests in their accountability systems. 
By removing the Federal requirement 
to test annually, Congress can encour-
age States and local districts to lead 
innovative school reform efforts, in-
cluding developing more robust assess-
ment systems that use a range of aca-
demic assessments, such as valid and 
reliable performance-based assess-
ments, formative assessments that pro-
vide meaningful and timely feedback 
to both students and teachers, and 
portfolio assessments that allow stu-
dents to accumulate a broad range of 
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student work and assess their own 
learning as they progress through 
school. 

I have heard from a number of teach-
ers and administrators who are con-
cerned about the testing burden NCLB 
imposed on our Nation’s educational 
system. The Federal mandate to test 
annually has strapped State and local 
districts’ financial resources. Congress 
promised States specific funding levels 
for Title I, part A in NCLB, but Con-
gress has failed to live up to those 
promised resources every year since 
NCLB was enacted. Despite the lack of 
adequate resources, our schools con-
tinue to be forced to test and to ratch-
et up the consequences associated with 
these tests. 

NCLB’s testing mandates have also 
led to a substantial demand for in-
creased numbers of standardized tests 
and I have heard from some Wisconsin-
ites concerned that the testing indus-
try cannot keep up with this demand. 
There have been stories coming in from 
around the country documenting the 
burden faced by the testing industry, 
including incorrectly scored tests, test 
scores arriving much later than ex-
pected, and schools given incorrect 
testing booklets and supplies by the 
testing companies. 

My legislation would help alleviate 
this testing burden by providing States 
with the option to reduce the number 
of grades tested for Federal account-
ability purposes. Eighteen States 
would then be able to dedicate more of 
their critical Title I dollars toward ef-
forts that will help close the achieve-
ment including improving teacher 
quality through professional develop-
ment and providing more targeted in-
struction to disadvantaged students in 
critical subject areas. 

Some may say that with a Federal 
requirement to test in grade spans and 
not every year, the students in the 
nontested years will be ignored. I have 
more faith in Wisconsin’s teachers and 
other dedicated teachers around the 
country than to assume that because 
there is no external, federally required 
test, teachers will not teach their kids 
or ensure that their students make 
academic progress. Effective schools 
contain teachers who work collabo-
ratively within grade levels and across 
grades to raise the academic achieve-
ment of every student. Good teachers 
know that they are responsible for en-
suring all their students make substan-
tial academic progress in a given year 
regardless of whether those students 
must take a federally imposed stand-
ardized test. 

My legislation also provides States 
with the flexibility and resources to de-
velop high-quality assessments that 
can be used to give a more accurate 
picture of student achievement. I have 
heard a number of criticisms of the 
standardized tests used in Wisconsin 
and around the country—namely, that 

they may not measure higher–order 
thinking skills and that the results are 
returned to teachers too late in the 
school year, preventing teachers from 
receiving feedback that could help in-
form their instructional techniques to 
increase student learning. It is impor-
tant that Congress listen to the feed-
back provided by teachers and adminis-
trators from around the country and 
provide States and local districts with 
the flexibility to develop and use other 
types of assessments in their account-
ability systems. 

My bill authorizes a competitive 
grant program to help States and local 
districts develop multiple forms of 
high-quality assessments, including 
formative assessments, performance- 
based assessments, and portfolio as-
sessments. These assessments can give 
a more accurate and detailed picture of 
student achievement than a single 
standardized test. These assessments 
can also be designed to provide more 
immediate feedback to teachers and 
students than the statewide standard-
ized tests used for Federal account-
ability purposes. By incorporating 
these richer assessments, teachers can 
better assess student learning through-
out the school year and continuously 
modify their instruction to ensure all 
students continue to learn. 

These high-quality, multiple meas-
ures can be more expensive for States 
to develop and my bill recognizes that 
cost by authorizing a competitive 
grant program to assist States in de-
veloping these assessments. States and 
local districts can use these funds for a 
variety of purposes, including training 
teachers in how to use these assess-
ments, creating the assessments, align-
ing the assessments with State stand-
ards, and collaborating with other 
States to share information about as-
sessment creation. 

My legislation makes clear that 
these funds are not to be used for the 
purchase of additional test preparation 
materials. I have long been concerned 
that NCLB could result in a generation 
of students who know how to take 
tests, but who do not have the skills 
necessary to become successful adults. 
This grant program will help innova-
tive States develop higher quality as-
sessments to better ensure that the 
students in their State are prepared for 
careers in the 21st century, including 
the ability to think critically, analyze 
new situations, and work collabo-
ratively with others. 

My legislation also makes clear that 
these multiple forms of assessment are 
not a loophole for States and local dis-
tricts to avoid accountability. Rather, 
my legislation recognizes that these 
multiple measures can provide a more 
accurate and more complete picture of 
student achievement. My legislation 
makes clear that these assessments 
must: be aligned with States’ academic 
and content standards, be peer re-

viewed by the Federal Department of 
Education, produce timely evidence 
about student learning and achieve-
ment, and provide teachers with mean-
ingful feedback so that teachers can 
modify and improve their classroom in-
struction to address specific student 
needs. 

Congress also needs to reform 
NCLB’s accountability provisions dur-
ing the reauthorization process, includ-
ing providing credit to schools that 
demonstrate their students have made 
substantial growth from year to year. 
Right now, NCLB measures students’ 
achievement based primarily on read-
ing and math tests, and students either 
achieve the cut score on the NCLB 
tests or they do not. A number of 
teachers and parents in Wisconsin have 
expressed concerned that NCLB’s cur-
rent approach leads schools to focus on 
students who are closest to achieving 
the cut score on tests so as to continue 
to boost the number of kids passing the 
test each year. As a result, parents and 
teachers are concern that the lowest 
achieving students who are not yet 
proficient and the highest performing 
students who are already proficient 
may be ignored in the effort to meet 
AYP each year. 

My legislation seeks to address this 
concern by providing flexibility for 
States that maintain annual testing to 
develop accountability models capable 
of tracking student growth from year 
to year to better ensure that every stu-
dent, regardless of his or her current 
academic level, continues to make aca-
demic progress. States seeking to use 
growth models in their accountability 
systems would have to prove that such 
growth models meet a number of min-
imum technical requirements, includ-
ing ensuring the growth model: is of 
sufficient technical capacity to func-
tion fairly and accurately for all stu-
dents, uses valid, reliable, and accurate 
measures, has a statewide privacy-pro-
tected data system capable of tracking 
student growth, does not set perform-
ance measures based on a student’s 
background, and is capable of tracking 
student progress in at least reading 
and math. I am pleased there is sub-
stantial agreement in Congress that 
growth models should be part of a reau-
thorized ESEA, and I will work with 
my colleagues to ensure that any 
growth models included in the ESEA 
can be fairly implemented and are 
flexible enough for States and local 
districts to utilize in their account-
ability systems. 

NCLB set the ambitious goal that all 
children will be proficient on State 
reading and math tests by the year 
2014. I have heard from a number of 
educators and administrators in Wis-
consin and around the country who are 
concerned that very few States will be 
able to meet NCLB’s 2014 deadline. I 
understand their concern, particularly 
in light of the fact that Congress has 
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failed to provide the promised financial 
resources to meet NCLB’s mandates. 
Our Nation needs to have high aca-
demic expectations for all of our stu-
dents, but if Congress is going to set 
such ambitious goals for our schools to 
meet, we need to provide our schools 
with the resources to meet those goals. 

So far, the Federal Government has 
not lived up to the funding promises it 
made when Congess passed NCLB in 
late 2001. The appropriated levels for 
title I, part A have failed to match the 
authorized levels for title I, part A 
every year from 2002 to 2007, resulting 
in an underfunding of title I, part A by 
over $40 billion since 2002. It is one 
thing to set ambitious targets for our 
Nation’s schools with adequate re-
sources provided to reach those tar-
gets. It is something entirely different 
to hold our schools accountable for en-
suring all students are proficient by 
2014 and providing our schools with less 
resources than were promised to them 
when NCLB passed. My legislation in-
cludes a funding trigger that will waive 
the 2014 deadline unless Congress fully 
funds title I, part A from now until 
2014. If Congress maintains the 2014 
deadline and does not provide addi-
tional resources to our Nation’s 
schools, we are only setting our schools 
up for further failure as we approach 
2014. 

My legislation also reforms the peer- 
review provisions of NCLB to ensure 
that there is more transparency and 
consistency in the peer-review process. 
States are currently required to submit 
their State plans for approval by the 
Department of Education, and I have 
heard a number of concerns from my 
State and others that States do not re-
ceive consistent or timely information 
from the Department of Education dur-
ing peer review. States have also 
voiced concern about their inability to 
speak directly with peer reviewers dur-
ing the peer-review process in order to 
clarify reviewers’ comments made 
about their State plans. 

My bill would amend the peer-review 
language to ensure that the peer-re-
view teams contain balanced represen-
tation from State education agencies, 
local education agencies, and prac-
ticing educators. My legislation also 
includes language that requires the 
Secretary to provide consistency in 
peer-review decisions among the States 
and requires the Department’s inspec-
tor general to conduct independent 
evaluations every 2 years to ensure 
consistency of approval and denial de-
cisions by the Department of Edu-
cation from State to State. My bill 
would also require the Secretary to en-
sure that States are given the oppor-
tunity to receive timely feedback from 
peer-review teams as well as directly 
interact with peer-review panels on 
issues that need clarification during 
the peer-review process. 

Despite my concerns regarding the 
testing provisions of NCLB, there are 

other provisions of the law that I con-
tinue to support. I have consistently 
heard from educators and other inter-
ested parties in my State of Wisconsin 
in favor of NCLB’s requirement to 
disaggregate data by specific groups of 
children, including students from 
major racial and ethnic groups, stu-
dents with disabilities, economically 
disadvantaged students, and English 
language learners. Teachers have told 
me that these provisions have added 
more transparency to school data and 
help to ensure that schools continue to 
remain focused on closing the achieve-
ment gap among these various groups 
of students and remain attentive to the 
academic needs of all students. My leg-
islation builds on the requirement to 
disaggregate data by also requiring 
States to disaggregate high school 
graduation rates on the State report 
cards required under NCLB. 

Justice Louis Brandeis once said, 
‘‘sunlight is said to be the best of dis-
infectants,’’ and I think his statement 
can be properly applied to NCLB’s re-
quirement to disaggregate and report 
academic data by student subgroups. 
Information about the achievement 
gaps that exist throughout our Na-
tion’s schools, whether they are gaps in 
academic achievement or graduation 
rates, can help parents, educators, 
local school board members, and others 
continue to advocate for education re-
form at the local level. Some States al-
ready have the ability to disaggregate 
graduation rates by NCLB’s subgroups, 
and my legislation provides funding to 
all States to comply with this public 
reporting requirement. 

Tracking students’ achievement and 
disaggregating student data are funda-
mental components of No Child Left 
Behind and require States to maintain 
large data systems containing detailed 
information about students. The bill 
that I am introducing will also ensure 
that these data systems are main-
tained in a way that safeguards indi-
vidual privacy. Use of the data by edu-
cational entities, as well as disclosures 
of student-level data to third parties, 
will be carefully limited, and individ-
uals will have a right to know who is 
inspecting their information and for 
what purpose. 

My legislation also provides addi-
tional funding for States to build addi-
tional infrastructure at the State and 
local level in order to improve their 
educational accountability systems. 
States and local districts will have to 
secure additional resources in order to 
implement growth models or utilize 
multiple forms of assessment in their 
accountability systems. My bill creates 
a competitive and flexible grant pro-
gram to help ensure the Federal Gov-
ernment does its part in assisting 
States in accessing these resourses. 

States have varying capacity needs 
and funds under this program can help 
States build their privacy-protected 

educational databases, train individ-
uals in how to use multiple measures of 
student achievement in State account-
ability systems, and provide additional 
professional development opportunities 
for both state education agency and 
local education agency staff members. 
I have heard from a number of State 
and local administrators who are try-
ing diligently to reconcile increased 
Federal and State mandates with less 
financial resources. Providing addi-
tional resources will help build State 
and local educational infrastructure 
and will help encourage States to move 
to accountability systems that can 
measure student growth and use more 
than standardized test scores when 
making decisions about students and 
schools. 

There are a number of other issues 
that we need to address in the NCLB 
reauthorization. My bill seeks to ad-
dress some of the top concerns I have 
heard about from constituents around 
the State related to testing. During the 
reauthorization process, we need to ex-
amine and modify NCLB sanctions 
structure to address implementation 
problems that rural and large urban 
districts have faced. We also need to 
recognize that every school and every 
school district is different and the rigid 
sanctions of NCLB may not allow 
States and local districts the oppor-
tunity to implement a variety of other 
innvative school reform efforts. 

We also need to address the diverse 
learning needs of students with disabil-
ities and English language learners. We 
need to ensure that NCLB works in 
concert with the Individuals with Dis-
abilities Education Act, IDEA, and 
that students with disabilities are pro-
vided with proper modifications on as-
sessments without holding lower aca-
demic expectations for these students. 
I have long supported full funding for 
IDEA and strongly support high aca-
demic expectations for students with 
disabilities. I was disappointed the 
final NCLB conference report in 2001 
dropped the Senate language on full 
funding of the Federal share of IDEA, 
and I hope we can be successful during 
this reauthorization process in efforts 
to fully fund IDEA. 

The number of English language 
learners is growing around the coun-
try, including in my State of Wis-
consin. I have heard concerns from edu-
cators around Wisconsin that NCLB 
does not properly address the unique 
learning needs of English language 
learners. Teachers are concerned about 
the lack of valid and reliable assess-
ments for English language learners 
and the unfairness of testing these stu-
dents when they may not yet have 
learned English well enough to take 
standardized tests in English. During 
the reauthorization, we need to ensure 
that additional resources are provided 
to develop valid and reliable assess-
ments for English language learners so 
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that these students are fairly assessed 
while learning the English language. 

There are many issues that need to 
be addressed during the reauthoriza-
tion process, and my bill seeks to ad-
dress some of the issues related to test-
ing under NCLB. I am pleased this bill 
is cosponsored by my friend and col-
league, Senator PATRICK LEAHY, and 
that it has the support of the American 
Association of School Administrators, 
the National Education Association, 
the National Association of Elemen-
tary School Principals, the School So-
cial Work Association of America, the 
Wisconsin Department of Public In-
struction, the Wisconsin Education As-
sociation Council, the Milwaukee 
Teachers Education Association, the 
Wisconsin National Board Network of 
Wisconsin National Board Certified 
Teachers, and the Wisconsin School 
Administrator’s Alliance, which in-
cludes the Association of Wisconsin 
School Administrators, the Wisconsin 
Association of School District Admin-
istrators, the Wisconsin Association of 
School Business Officials, and the Wis-
consin Council of Administrators of 
Special Services. 

The Elementary and Secondary Edu-
cation Act of 1965 is the key Federal 
law impacting our Nation’s schools, 
and I have long supported the law’s 
commitment to improving the quality 
of education provided to our Nation’s 
most disadvantaged students. I strong-
ly support holding schools accountable 
for both providing equal educational 
opportunities to all our students and 
for continuing to work to close the 
achievement gaps that exist in our Na-
tion’s schools. 

I also strongly support ensuring that 
classroom teachers, local school dis-
tricts, and States have the primary re-
sponsibility for making decisions re-
garding day-to-day classroom instruc-
tion. Unfortunately, under NCLB, too 
much of the activity in classrooms is 
being dictated by the Federal one-size- 
fits-all testing mandates and account-
ability provisions. The Federal Govern-
ment should leave decisions about the 
frequency of standardized testing up to 
the States and local school districts 
that a bear the responsibility for edu-
cating our children. While standardized 
testing does have a role to play in 
measuring and improving student 
achievement, one high-stakes test 
alone cannot accurately or responsibly 
measure our students or our schools. 

NCLB was based on a flawed 
premise—that the way to hold schools 
accountable and close the achievement 
gap was for the Federal Government to 
pile on more tests and use the tests as 
the primary tool to evaluate schools. 
Now, 5 years into the law’s implemen-
tation, we have evidence showing the 
need to reduce NCLB’s burden on 
schools, by providing real support for 
students and teachers and by providing 
flexibility to Sates to use more than 

standardized tests to measure the 
achievement of students. This country 
has a long way to go before the oppor-
tunity for an equal education is af-
forded to all of America’s students and 
Congress can take a step toward help-
ing to ensure that opportunity by sub-
stantially reforming the mandates of 
NCLB. It is time to fix No Child Left 
Behind, and to get back to learning— 
not just testing—in all of our Nation’s 
public schools. 

By Mr. DODD: 
S. 2055. A bill for the relief of 

Alejandro Gomez and Juan Sebastian 
Gomez; to the Committee on the Judi-
ciary. 

Mr. DODD. Mr. President, today I 
send to the desk a private relief bill to 
provide permanent resident status to 
Juan and Alejandro Gomez, and ask 
that it be appropriately referred. 

Juan, 18, and Alejandro, 20, are na-
tives of Colombia who came to the U.S. 
with their parents in August 1990 on B– 
2 visitors visas. They currently reside 
in Miami, FL with their parents. They 
are now the subjects of an October 14, 
2007, voluntary departure date under an 
order of deportation. The date of their 
departure has been extended from Sep-
tember 14, 2007. Juan and Alejandro 
have lived continuously in the U.S. for 
the last 17 years. They have both grad-
uated from Miami Killian High School 
and are currently enrolled in Miami 
Dade Community College. They have 
the strong support of their community. 
It would be an extreme hardship to up-
root Juan and Alejandro from their 
community, which has wholeheartedly 
embraced them, to send them back to 
Colombia where there lives could be in 
serious danger. 

We all know that the circumstances 
of Juan and Alejandro aren’t unique. 
Just like many other children here il-
legally, they had no control over their 
parents’ decision to overstay their 
visas a number of years ago. Most of 
these young people work hard to com-
plete school and contribute to their 
communities. Cases like Juan’s and 
Alejandro’s are the reason why the so 
called DREAM Act was attached to the 
comprehensive immigration reform 
legislation that the Senate attempted 
to pass earlier this year, only to face a 
filibuster from opponents of any com-
prehensive immigration reform pro-
posal. 

The DREAM Act has broad partisan 
support and is not the reason that the 
immigration bill has stalled in the 
Senate. I would hope that consider-
ation could be given to de-linking the 
DREAM Act from the larger bill so 
that we can put in place a legal frame-
work for dealing with young people 
who are caught in this unfortunate im-
migration status. But that is not likely 
to happen soon enough to address the 
problems confronting Juan and 
Alejandro. 

That is why I have decided to intro-
duce a private bill on their behalf. I 
will also be writing to Senator EDWARD 
KENNEDY, Chairman of the Sub-
committee on Immigration to request, 
pursuant to the Subcommittee’s Rules 
of Procedure, that the Subcommittee 
formally request an expedited depart-
mental report from the Bureau of Citi-
zenship and Immigration Services re-
garding the Gomez brothers so that the 
Subcommittee can then move forward 
to give consideration to this bill as 
soon as possible. 

I had an opportunity to meet Juan 
and Alejandro recently. They believe 
that America is their home. They love 
our country and want to have an oppor-
tunity to fulfill their dreams of becom-
ing full participants in this country. 
Passage of the private bill would give 
them that opportunity. I look forward 
to working with the Subcommittee to 
facilitate its passage. 

By Mr. ROCKEFELLER (for him-
self, Mr. KYL, Mrs. MCCASKILL, 
Mr. VITTER, Ms. SNOWE, Mr. 
COBURN, Mrs. DOLE, Mr. DOMEN-
ICI, Mr. INHOFE, Mr. COLEMAN, 
Mr. CORNYN, Mr. MARTINEZ, Mr. 
HAGEL, Mr. COCHRAN, and Mr. 
LOTT): 

S. 2056. A bill to amend title XVIII of 
the Social Security Act to restore fi-
nancial stability to Medicare anesthe-
siology teaching programs for resident 
physicians; to the Committee on Fi-
nance. 

Mr. ROCKEFELLER. Mr. President, I 
rise today with Senators KYL and 
MCCASKILL, as well as 12 original co-
sponsors, to introduce an important 
piece of legislation, the Medicare 
Teaching Anesthesiology Funding Res-
toration Act of 2007. This legislation 
would restore equitable Medicare reim-
bursement for teaching anesthesiol-
ogists and address our nation’s growing 
shortage of trained anesthesiologists. 

As many of my colleagues are aware, 
in 1991, the Centers for Medicare & 
Medicaid Services, CMS, rolled out a 
new rule that singled out academic an-
esthesiology programs for a 50 percent 
reduction in Medicare reimbursement 
when teaching anesthesiologists super-
vise residents in two concurrent cases. 
The rule took effect in 1994. No other 
medical specialties or nonphysician 
providers were affected by this policy 
change. In fact, payments to non-
anesthesiology teaching physicians 
continue to be paid using the conven-
tional Medicare Physician Fee Sched-
ule. All teaching physicians, except an-
esthesiologists, can collect the full 
Medicare fee for working with one resi-
dent and also collect an additional full 
Medicare fee for working with a second 
resident on an overlapping case as long 
as the teaching physician is present 
during the ‘‘critical and key’’ portions 
of each procedure and is immediately 
available to return to a case when not 
physically present. 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 12:43 Jul 13, 2010 Jkt 059102 PO 00000 Frm 00060 Fmt 0686 Sfmt 0634 E:\BR07\S17SE7.002 S17SE7er
ow

e 
on

 D
S

K
5C

LS
3C

1P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 B
O

U
N

D
 R

E
C

O
R

D



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 153, Pt. 1724468 September 17, 2007 
This arbitrary and unfair payment 

reduction has had a devastating impact 
on the training of anesthesiologists 
across the country, anesthesiologists 
who we rely on daily for safe surgical 
procedures, cesarean deliveries during 
childbirth, emergency and critical care 
procedures, pain management, and care 
of our wounded warriors. Because of 
this policy change, teaching hospitals 
receive only half the cost of anesthesi-
ology treatment for Medicare patients. 
This shortchanges academic anesthesi-
ology programs an average of $400,000 
annually, with some programs losing 
more than $1 million per year. As a re-
sult, academic anesthesiology pro-
grams have experienced increased dif-
ficulty filling faculty appointments 
and sustaining vital research and de-
velopment programs. But even more 
disturbing is the fact that this incon-
sistent and arbitrary payment policy 
has forced 28 academic anesthesiology 
programs to close since 1994, leaving 
only 129 programs nationwide. 

In my home State, we have only one 
academic anesthesiology program, at 
the West Virginia University in Mor-
gantown. This program is losing nearly 
$700,000 per year because of this unfair 
Medicare payment policy. When you 
take into account the fact that many 
private insurance companies follow 
Medicare’s lead on reimbursement, the 
final dollar impact is even greater. 
Other departments within the medical 
school are being called upon to sub-
sidize these losses instead of using 
their resources to advance important 
research initiatives or recruit highly 
qualified faculty. 

West Virginia students interested in 
studying anesthesiology are also at 
risk. Because this is the only academic 
anesthesiology program in the State, 
far fewer West Virginians will have the 
opportunity to enter the specialty of 
anesthesiology if this program is forced 
to close. This will have a direct impact 
on our State’s health care infrastruc-
ture because the majority of graduates 
from West Virginia University’s anes-
thesiology residency program stay in 
West Virginia. If this program closes, 
the number of qualified anesthesiol-
ogists in West Virginia could plummet, 
leaving residents with severe access 
problems for surgery, emergency care, 
and other high risk procedures. 

This is not just a West Virginia prob-
lem. This is a national problem with 
severe implications in every commu-
nity. Academic anesthesiology pro-
grams treat the sickest of the sick, pa-
tients with multiple diagnoses, unusual 
conditions and/or in need of highly 
complex and sophisticated surgeries. 
The arbitrary Medicare payment reduc-
tions for teaching anesthesiologists 
could mean that patients of all ages 
and in all communities could see in-
creased anesthesiology shortages in op-
erating rooms, pain clinics, the mili-
tary, critical care units, labor and de-
livery rooms, and emergency rooms. 

In order to address this problem, the 
Medicare Anesthesiology Teaching 
Funding Restoration Act eliminates 
the Medicare payment inequity for 
physicians who teach anesthesiology. 
It restores Medicare reimbursement for 
academic anesthesiology programs to 
the level in existence before 1994 and 
subjects teaching anesthesiologists to 
the same ‘‘critical and key’’ portion 
rule as other physicians under Medi-
care. This payment restoration will 
provide physician residents with suffi-
cient opportunities to pursue the spe-
cialty of anesthesiology. It will also 
provide patients, especially high risk 
patients, with continued access to 
quality anesthesia care when they need 
it. And, finally, this vital legislation 
will allow academic anesthesiology 
programs to continue making advances 
in patient safety through research and 
development. 

I ask unanimous consent that the 
text of the bill be printed in the 
RECORD. 

There being no objection, the text of 
the bill was ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD, as follows: 

S. 2056 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Medicare 
Anesthesiology Teaching Funding Restora-
tion Act of 2007’’. 
SEC. 2. SPECIAL PAYMENT RULE FOR TEACHING 

ANESTHESIOLOGISTS. 
Section 1848(a) of the Social Security Act 

(42 U.S.C. 1395w–4(a)) is amended— 
(1) in paragraph (4)(A), by inserting ‘‘ex-

cept as provided in paragraph (5),’’ after ‘‘an-
esthesia cases,’’; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following new 
paragraph: 

‘‘(5) SPECIAL RULE FOR TEACHING ANESTHE-
SIOLOGISTS.—With respect to physicians’ 
services furnished on or after January 1, 2008, 
in the case of teaching anesthesiologists in-
volved in the training of physician residents 
in a single anesthesia case or two concurrent 
anesthesia cases, the fee schedule amount to 
be applied shall be 100 percent of the fee 
schedule amount otherwise applicable under 
this section if the anesthesia services were 
personally performed by the teaching anes-
thesiologist alone and paragraph (4) shall not 
apply if— 

‘‘(A) the teaching anesthesiologist is 
present during all critical or key portions of 
the anesthesia service or procedure involved; 
and 

‘‘(B) the teaching anesthesiologist (or an-
other anesthesiologist with whom the teach-
ing anesthesiologist has entered into an ar-
rangement) is immediately available to fur-
nish anesthesia services during the entire 
procedure.’’. 

Mr. KYL. Mr. President, today Sen-
ator ROCKEFELLER and I introduce the 
Medicare Anesthesiology Teaching 
Funding Restoration Act of 2007. 

I want to thank Senator ROCKE-
FELLER for his leadership, as well as 
Senator VITTER who introduced a simi-
lar bill last Congress. 

As my colleagues may be aware, Ari-
zona is the Nation’s fastest growing 

State, and as its population grows, so 
does the demand for health care serv-
ices. Yet Arizona suffers from a critical 
shortage of health care professionals. 

Inadequate Medicare reimbursement 
exacerbates physician shortages and 
disrupts patient access to care. In fact, 
each year Medicare shortchanges aca-
demic anesthesiology programs nearly 
$40 million. 

Currently, a teaching physician may 
receive the full Medicare fee schedule if 
he or she is involved in two concurrent 
cases with residents. 

In 1994 the Centers for Medicare and 
Medicaid Services, CMS, singled out 
anesthesiology teaching programs and 
implemented a payment change. The 
payment change required that teaching 
anesthesiologists receive only 50 per-
cent of the Medicare fee schedule if he 
or she is involved in two concurrent 
cases with residents. 

As a result, 28 academic anesthesi-
ology programs have closed, leaving 129 
academic anesthesiology programs in 
existence today. 

As one of the remaining teaching 
programs, the University of Arizona 
loses over $300,000 each year. 

This is likely a conservative esti-
mate as private payers are increasingly 
adopting Medicare’s payment policy, 
compounding a teaching program’s 
total financial loss. Medicare’s policy 
challenges a teaching program’s ability 
to fill vacant faculty positions, retain 
expert faculty, and train residents, par-
ticularly in rural and underserved com-
munities. 

Additionally, and perhaps most im-
portantly, as training I programs close, 
patients will increasingly encounter 
anesthesiologist shortages. 

In Arizona alone, the Health Re-
sources and Services Administration, 
HRSA, projects that between 2000 and 
2020 the State’s population will grow 18 
percent and the population 65 and older 
will grow 72 percent. 

The Medicare Anesthesiology Teach-
ing Funding Restoration Act of 2007 re-
peals the 1994 payment change and re-
stores Medicare payment to teaching 
anesthesiologists. 

Under this bill, the clear winners are 
patients. Restoring funding helps pre-
serve patient access to safe, quality 
health care and alleviate growing 
health professional shortages. 

I urge my colleagues to cosponsor 
this critical legislation. 

By Mr. AKAKA: 
S. 2057. A bill to reauthorize the 

Merit Sytems Protection Board and 
the Office of Special Counsel, to modify 
the procedures of the Merit Systems 
Protection Board and the Office of Spe-
cial Counsel, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Homeland Security 
and Governmental Affairs. 

Mr. AKAKA. Mr. President, today I 
rise to introduce the Federal Merit 
System Reauthorization Act of 2007 to 
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reauthorize the Office of Special Coun-
sel, OSC, and the Merit Systems Pro-
tection Board, MSPB, and make other 
changes to improve the performance of 
both agencies. I am pleased to note 
that Representative DANNY DAVIS, 
Chairman of the House Federal Work-
force Subcommittee, is introducing 
companion legislation today as well. 

Both MSPB and OSC were created by 
the Civil Service Reform Act of 1978 to 
safeguard the merit system principles 
and to help ensure that federal employ-
ees are free from discriminatory, arbi-
trary, and retaliatory actions, espe-
cially against those who step forward 
to disclose government waste, fraud, 
and abuse. These protections are essen-
tial so that employees can perform 
their duties in the best interests of the 
American public, which, in turn, helps 
ensure that the federal government is 
an employer of choice. 

MSPB is charged with monitoring 
the Federal Government’s merit-based 
system of employment by hearing and 
deciding appeals from Federal employ-
ees regarding job removal and other 
major personnel actions. The board 
also reviews regulations of the Office of 
Personnel Management, OPM, and con-
ducts studies of the merit systems. 

OSC is charged with protecting Fed-
eral employees and job applicants from 
reprisal for whistleblowing and other 
prohibited personnel practices. OSC is 
to serve as a safe and secure channel 
for Federal workers who wish to dis-
close violations of law, gross mis-
management or waste of funds, abuse 
of authority, and a specific danger to 
the public health and safety. In addi-
tion, OSC enforces the Hatch Act, 
which restricts the political activities 
of Federal employees, and the Uni-
formed Services Employment and Re-
employment Rights Act of 1994. 

OSC and MSPB are to be the stal-
warts of the merit system. However, 
both agencies have been criticized for 
failing to live up to their mission. 

For example, as the author of the 
Federal Employee Protection of Disclo-
sures Act, S. 274, I am deeply concerned 
by the fact that no Federal whistle-
blower has won on the merits of their 
claim before the Board since 2003. At 
the Federal Circuit Court of Appeals, 
whistleblowers have won on the merits 
twice since October 1994, when Con-
gress last strengthened the Whistle-
blower Protection Act. 

In addition, testimony provided at 
the House and Senate reauthorization 
hearings earlier this year raised sev-
eral concerns about the structure of 
the MPSB and the rights and respon-
sibilities of the Chairman of the MSPB 
compared to the other Members. This 
raises concerns about the structure of 
the MSPB and warrants a closer re-
view. 

At OSC, the most recent Federal em-
ployee satisfaction survey shows that 
less than five percent of the respond-

ents reported any degree of satisfaction 
with the results obtained by OSC while 
over 92 percent were dissatisfied. More-
over, in the past few years, OSC has be-
come subject to numerous allegations 
by employees, good government 
groups, and employee unions who al-
lege that OSC is acting counter to its 
mission by: ignoring whistleblower 
complaints, failing to protect employ-
ees subjected to sexual orientation dis-
crimination, and retaliating against 
whistleblowers at OSC. 

If true, these practices violate OSC’s 
legal responsibility to be the protector 
of civil service employees. Given the 
fact that OSC employees could not 
make their disclosure to the Special 
Counsel, the alleged individual who en-
gaged in the wrongdoing and retaliated 
against them, the employees and 
stakeholders filed a complaint with the 
President’s Council on Integrity and 
Efficiency, PCIE. Unfortunately, the 
investigation is still ongoing. 

As such, the Federal Merit System 
Reauthorization Act would reauthorize 
OSC and MSPB for a period of three 
years instead of the 5 years requested 
by both agencies in order to give Con-
gress a chance to take a closer review 
of the two agencies. The bill would also 
legislatively establish a process for 
OSC employees to bring allegations of 
retaliation against the Special Counsel 
or the Deputy Special Counsel to the 
PCIE and clarify that Federal employ-
ees are protected from discrimination 
based on their sexual orientation. Fi-
nally the bill would make procedural 
changes at OSC and MSPB to improve 
agency operations and customer serv-
ice and impose new reporting require-
ments on both agencies. 

Both OSC and MSPB must be free 
from allegations of wrongdoing and the 
appearance of any activity that would 
question their independence. I believe 
that the provisions in this bill will 
make needed improvements in both 
agencies to build trust in the Federal 
workforce and the American people. I 
ask unanimous consent that the text of 
the bill be printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the text of 
the bill was ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD, as follows: 

S. 2057 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE; TABLE OF CONTENTS. 

(a) SHORT TITLE.—This Act may be cited as 
the ‘‘Federal Merit System Reauthorization 
Act of 2007’’. 

(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of con-
tents is as follows: 
Sec. 1. Short title; table of contents. 
Sec. 2. Authorization of appropriations. 
Sec. 3. Allegations of wrongdoing against 

Special Counsel or Deputy Spe-
cial Counsel. 

Sec. 4. Discrimination on the basis of sexual 
orientation prohibited. 

Sec. 5. Procedures of the Merit Systems Pro-
tection Board. 

Sec. 6. Procedures of the Office of Special 
Counsel. 

Sec. 7. Reporting requirements. 
SEC. 2. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 

(a) MERIT SYSTEMS PROTECTION BOARD.— 
Section 8(a)(1) of the Whistleblower Protec-
tion Act of 1989 (5 U.S.C. 5509 note) is amend-
ed by striking ‘‘2003, 2004, 2005, 2006, and 2007’’ 
and inserting ‘‘2008, 2009, and 2010’’. 

(b) OFFICE OF SPECIAL COUNSEL.—Section 
8(a)(2) of the Whistleblower Protection Act 
of 1989 (5 U.S.C. 5509 note) is amended by 
striking ‘‘2003, 2004, 2005, 2006, and 2007’’ and 
inserting ‘‘2008, 2009, and 2010’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—This section shall 
take effect as of October 1, 2007. 
SEC. 3. ALLEGATIONS OF WRONGDOING AGAINST 

SPECIAL COUNSEL OR DEPUTY SPE-
CIAL COUNSEL. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section— 
(1) the term ‘‘Special Counsel’’ refers to 

the Special Counsel appointed under section 
1211(b) of title 5, United States Code; 

(2) the term ‘‘Integrity Committee’’ refers 
to the Integrity Committee described in Ex-
ecutive Order 12993 (relating to administra-
tive allegations against inspectors general) 
or its successor in function (as identified by 
the President); and 

(3) the terms ‘‘wrongdoing’’ and ‘‘Inspector 
General’’ have the same respective meanings 
as under the Executive order cited in para-
graph (2). 

(b) AUTHORITY OF INTEGRITY COMMITTEE.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—An allegation of wrong-

doing against the Special Counsel (or the 
Deputy Special Counsel) may be received, re-
viewed, and referred for investigation by the 
Integrity Committee to the same extent and 
in the same manner as in the case of an alle-
gation against an Inspector General (or a 
member of the staff of an Office of Inspector 
General), subject to the requirement that 
the Special Counsel recuse himself or herself 
from the consideration of any allegation 
brought under this subsection. 

(2) COORDINATION WITH EXISTING PROVISIONS 
OF LAW.—This section does not eliminate ac-
cess to the Merit Systems Protection Board 
for review under section 7701 of title 5, 
United States Code. To the extent that an al-
legation brought under this subsection in-
volves section 2302(b)(8) of such title, a fail-
ure to obtain corrective action within 120 
days after the date on which that allegation 
is received by the Integrity Committee shall, 
for purposes of section 1221 of such title, be 
considered to satisfy section 1214(a)(3)(B) of 
such title. 

(c) REGULATIONS.—The Integrity Com-
mittee may prescribe any rules or regula-
tions necessary to carry out this section, 
subject to such consultation or other re-
quirements as might otherwise apply. 
SEC. 4. DISCRIMINATION ON THE BASIS OF SEX-

UAL ORIENTATION PROHIBITED. 
(a) REPUDIATION.—In order to dispel any 

public confusion, Congress repudiates any as-
sertion that Federal employees are not pro-
tected from discrimination on the basis of 
sexual orientation. 

(b) AFFIRMATION.—It is the sense of Con-
gress that, in the absence of the amendment 
made by subsection (c), discrimination 
against Federal employees and applicants for 
Federal employment on the basis of sexual 
orientation is prohibited by section 
2302(b)(10) of title 5, United States Code. 

(c) DISCRIMINATION BASED ON SEXUAL ORI-
ENTATION PROHIBITED.—Section 2302(b)(1) of 
title 5, United States Code, is amended— 

(1) in subparagraph (D), by striking ‘‘or’’ at 
the end; 

(2) in subparagraph (E), by inserting ‘‘or’’ 
at the end; and 
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(3) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(F) on the basis of sexual orientation;’’. 

SEC. 5. PROCEDURES OF THE MERIT SYSTEMS 
PROTECTION BOARD. 

(a) PROOF OF EXHAUSTION FOR INDIVIDUAL 
RIGHT OF ACTION.—Section 1221(a) of title 5, 
United States Code, is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘(a)’’ and inserting ‘‘(a)(1)’’; 
and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(2) For purposes of paragraph (1), an em-

ployee, former employee, or applicant for 
employment may demonstrate compliance 
with section 1214(a)(3)(B) by— 

‘‘(A) submitting a copy of the complaint or 
other pleading pursuant to which such em-
ployee, former employee, or applicant sought 
corrective action from the Special Counsel 
with respect to the personnel action in-
volved; and 

‘‘(B) certifying that the Special Counsel 
did not provide notice of intent to seek such 
corrective action to such employee, former 
employee, or applicant within the 120-day pe-
riod described in such section 1214(a)(3)(B).’’. 

(b) INDIVIDUAL REQUESTS FOR STAYS.—Sec-
tion 1221(c) of title 5, United States Code, is 
amended by striking paragraph (2) and in-
serting the following: 

‘‘(2) Any stay requested under paragraph 
(1) shall be granted within 10 calendar days 
(excluding Saturdays, Sundays, and legal 
holidays) after the date the request is made, 
if the Board determines that the employee, 
former employee, or applicant has dem-
onstrated that protected activity described 
under section 2302(b)(8) was a contributing 
factor to the personnel action involved. If 
the stay request is denied, the employee, 
former employee, or applicant may submit 
an interlocutory appeal for expedited review 
by the Board.’’. 

(c) JOINING SUBSEQUENT AND RELATED 
CLAIMS WITH PENDING LITIGATION.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 1221 of title 5, 
United States Code, is amended— 

(A) by redesignating subsections (h), (i), 
and (j) as subsections (i), (j), and (k), respec-
tively; and 

(B) inserting after subsection (g) the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(h) During a pending proceeding, subse-
quent personnel actions may be joined if the 
employee, former employee, or applicant for 
employment demonstrates that retaliation 
for protected activity at issue in the pending 
proceeding was a contributing factor to sub-
sequent alleged prohibited personnel prac-
tices.’’. 

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 1222 
of title 5, United States Code, is amended by 
striking ‘‘section 1221(i)’’ and inserting ‘‘sec-
tion 1221(j)’’. 

(d) PROCEDURAL DUE PROCESS.—Section 
1204(b)(1) of title 5, United States Code, is 
amended by inserting ‘‘in accordance with 
regulations consistent with the Federal 
Rules of Civil Procedure, so far as prac-
ticable’’ before the period. 

(e) ATTORNEY FEES.—Section 7701(g)(1) of 
title 5, United States Code, is amended by 
striking ‘‘if the employee or applicant is the 
prevailing party and’’ and inserting ‘‘if the 
claim or claims raised by the employee or 
applicant were not frivolous, unreasonable, 
or groundless; the case was a substantial or 
significant factor in the agency’s action pro-
viding some relief or benefit to the employee 
or applicant; and’’. 
SEC. 6. PROCEDURES OF THE OFFICE OF SPE-

CIAL COUNSEL. 
(a) INVESTIGATIONS OF ALLEGED PROHIBITED 

PERSONNEL PRACTICES.—Section 1212(e) of 
title 5, United States Code, is amended by 

striking ‘‘may prescribe such regulations as 
may be necessary to perform the functions’’ 
and inserting ‘‘shall prescribe such regula-
tions as may be necessary to carry out sub-
section (a)(2) and may prescribe any regula-
tions necessary to carry out any of the other 
functions’’. 

(b) MANDATORY COMMUNICATIONS WITH COM-
PLAINANTS.— 

(1) CONTACT INFORMATION.—Section 
1214(a)(1)(B) of title 5, United States Code, is 
amended by striking clause (ii) and inserting 
the following: 

‘‘(ii) shall include the name and contact in-
formation of a person at the Office of Special 
Counsel who— 

‘‘(I) shall be responsible for interviewing 
the complainant and making recommenda-
tions to the Special Counsel regarding the 
allegations of the complainant; and 

‘‘(II) shall be available to respond to rea-
sonable questions from the complainant re-
garding the investigation or review con-
ducted by the Special Counsel, the relevant 
facts ascertained by the Special Counsel, and 
the law applicable to the allegations of the 
complainant.’’. 

(2) STATEMENT AFTER TERMINATION OF IN-
VESTIGATION.—Section 1214(a)(2)(A)(iv) of 
title 5, United States Code, is amended by 
striking ‘‘a response’’ and inserting ‘‘specific 
responses’’. 

(c) QUALIFICATIONS OF SPECIAL COUNSEL.— 
The third sentence of section 1211(b) of title 
5, United States Code, is amended by strik-
ing ‘‘position.’’ and inserting ‘‘position and 
has professional experience that dem-
onstrates an understanding of and a commit-
ment to protecting the merit based civil 
service.’’. 

(d) ALTERNATIVE DISPUTE RESOLUTION PRO-
GRAM OF THE OFFICE OF SPECIAL COUNSEL.— 
Section 1212 of title 5, United States Code, is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 

‘‘(h) The Office of Special Counsel shall by 
regulation provide for one or more alter-
native methods for settling matters subject 
to the jurisdiction of the Office which shall 
be applicable at the election of an employee, 
former employee, or applicant for employ-
ment or at the direction of the Special Coun-
sel with the consent of the employee, former 
employee, or applicant concerned. In order 
to carry out this subsection, the Special 
Counsel shall provide for appropriate offices 
in the District of Columbia and other appro-
priate locations.’’. 

(e) SUBSTANTIAL LIKELIHOOD DETERMINA-
TIONS.—Section 1213 of title 5, United States 
Code, is amended— 

(1) in subsection (b), by striking ‘‘15 days’’ 
and inserting ‘‘45 days’’; and 

(2) in subsection (c)(1), by inserting ‘‘, after 
consulting with the person who made the 
disclosure on how to characterize the 
issues,’’ after ‘‘appropriate agency head’’. 

(f) DETERMINATION OF STATUTORY REQUIRE-
MENTS MET.—Section 1213(e) of title 5, 
United States Code, is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (3), by striking ‘‘sub-
section (e)(1)’’ and inserting ‘‘paragraph (1)’’; 

(2) by redesignating paragraphs (3) and (4) 
as paragraphs (4) and (5), respectively; and 

(3) by inserting after paragraph (2) the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(3) Upon receipt of any report of the head 
of an agency required under subsection (c), if 
the Special Counsel is unable to make a de-
termination under paragraph (2)(A) or (B), 
the Special Counsel shall require the agency 
head to submit any additional information 
necessary for the Special Counsel to make 
such determinations before any information 
is transmitted under paragraph (4).’’. 

(g) PUBLIC AND INTERNET ACCESS FOR AGEN-
CY INVESTIGATIONS.—Section 1219 of title 5, 
United States Code, is amended by striking 
subsections (a) and (b) and inserting the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(a) The Special Counsel shall maintain 
and make available to the public (including 
on the website of the Office of Special Coun-
sel)— 

‘‘(1) a list of noncriminal matters referred 
to heads of agencies under subsection (c) of 
section 1213, together with— 

‘‘(A) reports from heads of agencies under 
subsection (c)(1)(B) of such section relating 
to such matters; 

‘‘(B) comments submitted under subsection 
(e)(1) of such section relating to such mat-
ters, if the person making the disclosure con-
sents; and 

‘‘(C) comments or recommendations by the 
Special Counsel under subsection (e)(4) of 
such section relating to such matters; 

‘‘(2) a list of matters referred to heads of 
agencies under section 1215(c)(2); 

‘‘(3) a list of matters referred to heads of 
agencies under subsection (e) of section 1214, 
together with certifications from heads of 
agencies under such subsection; and 

‘‘(4) reports from heads of agencies under 
section 1213(g)(1). 

‘‘(b) The Special Counsel shall take steps 
to ensure that any list or report made avail-
able to the public or placed on the website of 
the Office of Special Counsel under this sec-
tion does not contain any information the 
disclosure of which is prohibited by law or by 
Executive order requiring that information 
be kept secret in the interest of national de-
fense or the conduct of foreign affairs.’’. 
SEC. 7. REPORTING REQUIREMENTS. 

(a) MERIT SYSTEMS PROTECTION BOARD.— 
Each annual report submitted by the Merit 
Systems Protection Board under section 1206 
of title 5, United States Code, shall, with re-
spect to the period covered by such report, 
include— 

(1) the number of cases and alleged viola-
tions of section 2302 of such title 5 filed with 
the Board for each agency, itemized for each 
prohibited personnel practice; 

(2) the number of cases and alleged viola-
tions of section 2302 of such title 5 that the 
Board determines for each agency, itemized 
for each prohibited personnel practice and 
compared to the total number of cases and 
allegations filed with the Board for each, 
both with respect to the initial decisions by 
administrative judges and final Board deci-
sions; 

(3) the number of cases and allegations in 
which corrective action was provided, com-
pared to the total number of cases and alle-
gations filed with the Board for each, 
itemized separately for settlements and final 
Board decisions; and 

(4) with respect to paragraphs (8) and (9) of 
section 2302 (b) of such title 5, the number of 
cases in which the Board has ruled in favor 
of the employee on the merits of the claim 
compared to the total number of cases and 
allegations filed with the Board for each, 
where findings of fact and conclusions of law 
were issued on whether those provisions were 
violated, independent from cases disposed by 
procedural determinations, including a sepa-
rate itemization of both initial decisions by 
administrative judges and final Board deci-
sions for each category. 

(b) OFFICE OF SPECIAL COUNSEL.—Each an-
nual report submitted under section 1218 of 
title 5, United States Code, by the Special 
Counsel or an employee designated by the 
Special Counsel shall, with respect to the pe-
riod covered by such report, include— 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 12:43 Jul 13, 2010 Jkt 059102 PO 00000 Frm 00063 Fmt 0686 Sfmt 0634 E:\BR07\S17SE7.002 S17SE7er
ow

e 
on

 D
S

K
5C

LS
3C

1P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 B
O

U
N

D
 R

E
C

O
R

D



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 153, Pt. 17 24471 September 17, 2007 
(1) the number of cases and allegations for 

each prohibited personnel practice, delin-
eated by type of prohibited personnel prac-
tice; 

(2) for each type of prohibited personnel 
practice, the number of cases and allegations 
as to which the Office of Special Counsel 
found reasonable grounds to believe section 
2302 of such title 5 had been violated; 

(3) for each type of prohibited personnel 
practice, the number of cases and allegations 
as to which the Office of Special Counsel re-
ferred the complaint for full field investiga-
tion; 

(4) for each prohibited personnel practice, 
the number of cases and allegations as to 
which the Office of Special Counsel rec-
ommended corrective action; 

(5) for each prohibited personnel practice, 
the number of cases and allegations as to 
which the Office of Special Counsel con-
ducted a mediation or other form of alter-
native dispute resolution, with statistics and 
illustrative examples describing the results 
with particularity; 

(6) the number of instances in which the 
Office of Special Counsel referred disclosures 
submitted under section 1213 of such title 5 
to an agency head, without any finding 
under subsection (c) or (g) of such section; 

(7) a statistical tabulation of results for 
each customer satisfaction survey question, 
both with respect to allegations of prohib-
ited personnel practice submitted under sec-
tion 1214 of such title 5 and disclosures sub-
mitted under section 1213 of such title; and 

(8) for each provision under section 1216(a) 
(1) through (5) and (c) of such title 5, the 
number of cases and allegations, the number 
of field investigations opened, the number of 
instances in which corrective action was 
sought, and the number of instances in 
which corrective action was obtained. 

(c) ANNUAL SURVEY.—Section 13(a) of the 
Act entitled ‘‘An Act to reauthorize the Of-
fice of Special Counsel, and for other pur-
poses’’, approved October 29, 1994 (5 U.S.C. 
1212 note; Public Law 103–424) is amended in 
the first sentence by inserting ‘‘, including 
individuals who disclose information to the 
Office of Special Counsel under section 1213’’ 
before the period. 

By Mr. LEVIN: 
S. 2058. A bill to amend the Com-

modity Exchange Act to close the 
Enron loophole, prevent price manipu-
lation and excessive speculation in the 
trading of energy commodities, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on 
Agriculture, Nutrition, and Forestry. 

Mr. LEVIN. Mr. President, today I 
am introducing the Close the Enron 
Loophole Act to help prevent price ma-
nipulation and dampen the excessive 
speculation that have unfairly in-
creased the cost of energy in the U.S. 

This legislation is the product of 
more than 4 years of work examining 
U.S. energy commodity markets by the 
Senate Permanent Subcommittee on 
Investigations, which I chair. That 
work has shown that U.S. market 
prices for crude oil, natural gas, jet 
fuel, diesel fuel and other energy com-
modities are more unpredictable and 
variable than ever before, and too often 
are imposing huge cost increases on 
the backs of working American fami-
lies and businesses. The legislation I 
am introducing today is essential to 

help ensure that our energy markets 
provide prices that reflect the fun-
damentals of supply and demand for 
energy instead of prices boosted by ma-
nipulation or excessive speculation. It 
is also essential to close an egregious 
loophole in the law that was cham-
pioned by Enron and other large energy 
traders in the heyday of deregulation 
and that continues to haunt our energy 
markets and harm American con-
sumers through inflated and distorted 
energy prices. 

The ‘‘Enron loophole’’ is a provision 
that was inserted at the last-minute, 
without opportunity for debate, into 
commodity legislation that was at-
tached to an omnibus appropriations 
bill and passed by Congress in late De-
cember 2000, in the waning hours of the 
106 Congress. This loophole exempted 
from U.S. Government regulation the 
electronic trading of energy commod-
ities by large traders. The loophole has 
helped foster the explosive growth of 
trading on unregulated electronic en-
ergy exchanges. It has also rendered 
U.S. energy markets more vulnerable 
to price manipulation and excessive 
speculation with resulting price distor-
tions. This legislation is necessary to 
close the Enron loophole and reduce 
our vulnerability to manipulation and 
excessive speculation by providing for 
regulation of the electronic trading of 
energy commodities by large traders. 

A stable and affordable supply of en-
ergy is vital to the national and eco-
nomic security of the United States. 
We need energy to heat and cool our 
homes and offices, to generate elec-
tricity for lighting, manufacturing, 
and vital services, and to power our 
transportation sector—automobiles, 
trucks, boats, and airplanes. 

Over 80 percent of our energy comes 
from fossil fuels—oil, natural gas, and 
coal. About 50 percent is from oil and 
natural gas. The U.S. consumes around 
20 million barrels of crude oil each day, 
over half of which is imported. About 
90 percent of this oil is refined into 
products such as gasoline, home heat-
ing oil, jet fuel, and diesel fuel. 

The crude oil market is the largest 
commodity market in the world, and 
hundreds of millions of barrels are 
traded daily in the various crude oil fu-
tures, over-the-counter, and spot mar-
kets. The world’s leading exchanges for 
crude oil futures contracts are the New 
York Mercantile Exchange, NYMEX, 
and the Intercontinental Exchange, 
known as ICE Futures in London. Fu-
tures contracts for gasoline, heating 
oil, and diesel fuel are also traded on 
these exchanges. Presently, regulatory 
authority over the U.S. crude oil mar-
ket is split between British and U.S. 
regulators. 

Natural gas heats the majority of 
American homes, is used to harvest 
crops, powers 20 percent of our elec-
trical plants, and plays a critical role 
in many industries, including manufac-

turers of fertilizers, paints, medicines, 
and chemicals. It is one of the cleanest 
fuels we have, and we produce most of 
it ourselves with only 15 percent being 
imported, primarily from Canada. In 
2005 alone, U.S. consumers and busi-
nesses spent about $200 billion on nat-
ural gas. 

Only part of the natural gas futures 
market is regulated. Natural gas pro-
duced in the United States is traded on 
NYMEX and on an unregulated ICE 
electronic trading platform located in 
Georgia. The price of natural gas in 
both the futures market and in the 
spot or physical market depends on the 
prices on both of these U.S. exchanges. 

Trading abuses plague existing en-
ergy markets. The key federal regu-
lator, the Commodity Futures Trading 
Commission, CFTC, reports that over-
all in recent years it has issued several 
hundred million dollars in fines for 
trading abuses in the energy markets. 
Several major enforcement actions are 
pending. 

Since 2001, the Senate Permanent 
Subcommittee on Investigations has 
been examining the vulnerability of 
U.S. energy markets to price manipula-
tion and excessive speculation due to 
the lack of regulation of electronic en-
ergy exchanges under the so called 
‘‘Enron loophole.’’ Although the CFTC 
and Federal Energy Regulatory Com-
mission have brought a number of en-
forcement cases against energy trad-
ers, the CFTC’s ability to prevent 
abuses before they occur is severely 
hampered by its lack of regulatory au-
thority over key energy markets. 

The Subcommittee first documented 
the weaknesses in the regulation of our 
energy markets in a 2003 staff report I 
initiated called, ‘‘U.S. Strategic Petro-
leum Reserve: Recent Policy Has In-
creased Costs to Consumers But Not 
Overall U.S. Energy Security.’’ The re-
port found that crude oil prices were 
‘‘affected by trading not only regulated 
exchanges like the NYMEX, but also on 
unregulated ‘over-the-counter’, OTC, 
markets which have become major 
trading centers for energy contracts 
and derivatives. The lack of informa-
tion on prices and large positions in 
these OTC markets makes it difficult 
in many instances, if not impossible in 
practice, to determine whether traders 
have manipulated crude oil prices.’’ 

In June 2006, the Subcommittee 
issued a staff report entitled, ‘‘The 
Role of Market Speculation in Rising 
Oil and Gas Prices: A Need To Put the 
Cop Back on the Beat.’’ This bipartisan 
staff report analyzed the extent to 
which the increasing amount of finan-
cial speculation in energy markets had 
contributed to the steep rise in energy 
prices over the past few years. The re-
port concluded that ‘‘[s]peculation has 
contributed to rising U.S. energy 
prices,’’ and endorsed the estimate of 
various analysts that the influx of 
speculative investments into crude oil 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 12:43 Jul 13, 2010 Jkt 059102 PO 00000 Frm 00064 Fmt 0686 Sfmt 0634 E:\BR07\S17SE7.002 S17SE7er
ow

e 
on

 D
S

K
5C

LS
3C

1P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 B
O

U
N

D
 R

E
C

O
R

D



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 153, Pt. 1724472 September 17, 2007 
futures accounted for approximately 
$20 of the then-prevailing crude oil 
price of approximately $70 per barrel. 

The 2006 report recommended that 
the CFTC be provided with the same 
authority to regulate and monitor elec-
tronic energy exchanges, such as ICE, 
as it has with respect to the fully regu-
lated futures markets, such as 
NYMEX, to ensure that excessive spec-
ulation in the energy markets did not 
adversely effect the availability and af-
fordability of vital energy commodities 
through unwarranted price increases. 

In June 2007, the Subcommittee re-
leased another report, ‘‘Excessive Spec-
ulation in the Natural Gas Market.’’ 
Our report found that a single hedge 
fund named Amaranth dominated the 
natural gas market during the spring 
and summer of 2006, and Amaranth’s 
large-scale trading significantly dis-
torted natural gas prices from their 
fundamental values based on supply 
and demand. 

The report concluded that the cur-
rent regulatory system was unable to 
prevent these distortions because much 
of Amaranth’s trading took place on an 
unregulated electronic market. The re-
port recommended that Congress close 
the ‘‘Enron loophole’’ that exempted 
such markets from regulation. 

The Subcommittee’s Report de-
scribes how Amaranth used the major 
unregulated electronic market, ICE, to 
amass huge positions in natural gas 
contracts, outside regulatory scrutiny, 
and beyond any regulatory authority. 
During the spring and summer of 2006, 
Amaranth held by far the largest posi-
tions of any trader in the natural gas 
market. According to traders inter-
viewed by the Subcommittee, during 
this period natural gas prices for the 
following winter were ‘‘clearly out of 
whack,’’ at ‘‘ridiculous levels,’’ and un-
related to supply and demand. At the 
Subcommittee’s hearing in June of this 
year, natural gas purchasers, such as 
the American Public Gas Association 
and the Industrial Energy Consumers 
of America, explained how these price 
distortions increased the cost of hedg-
ing for natural gas consumers, which 
ultimately led to increased costs for 
American industries and households. 
The Municipal Gas Authority of Geor-
gia calculated that Amaranth’s ex-
cesses increased the cost of their win-
ter gas purchases by $18 million. 

Finally, when Amaranth’s positions 
on the regulated futures market, 
NYMEX, became so large that NYMEX 
directed Amaranth to reduce the size of 
its positions on NYMEX, Amaranth 
simply switched those positions to ICE, 
an unregulated market that is beyond 
the reach of the CFTC. In other words, 
in response to NYMEX’s order, Ama-
ranth did not reduce its size; it merely 
moved it from a regulated market to 
an unregulated market. 

This regulatory system makes no 
sense. It is as if a cop on the beat tells 

a liquor store owner that he must obey 
the law and stop selling liquor to mi-
nors, yet the store owner is allowed to 
move his store across the street and 
sell to whomever he wants because the 
cop has no jurisdiction on the other 
side of the street and none of the same 
laws apply. The Amaranth case history 
shows it is clearly time to put the cop 
on the beat in all of our energy ex-
changes. 

The Subcommittee held two days of 
hearings relating to issues covered in 
its 2007 report. Both of the major en-
ergy exchanges, NYMEX and ICE, tes-
tified that they would support a change 
in the law that would eliminate the 
current exemption from regulation for 
electronic energy markets, in order to 
reduce the potential for manipulation 
and excessive speculation. Consumers 
and users of natural gas and other en-
ergy commodities—the American Pub-
lic Gas Association, the New England 
Fuel Institute, the Petroleum Market-
ers Association of America, and the In-
dustrial Energy Consumers of Amer-
ica—also testified in favor of closing 
the Enron loophole. 

The legislation I am introducing 
today is intended to end the exemption 
from regulation that electronic energy 
trading facilities now have. The bill in-
cludes suggestions made by the ex-
changes, the CFTC, and natural gas 
users, and I will continue to seek their 
input as the legislative process moves 
forward. 

Essentially, this bill would restore 
the CFTC’s ability to police all U.S. en-
ergy exchanges to prevent price manip-
ulation and excessive speculation from 
hiking energy prices. In particular, it 
would restore CFTC oversight of large- 
trader energy exchanges that were ex-
empted from regulation in the 2000 
Commodity Futures Modernization Act 
by means of the Enron loophole. The 
bill would require the CFTC to oversee 
these facilities in the same manner and 
according to the same standards that 
currently apply to futures exchanges 
like NYMEX. Because these energy ex-
changes currently restrict trading to 
large traders, however, the bill would 
not require them to comply with rules 
applicable to retail trading or trading 
by brokers on behalf of smaller traders. 
In all other respects, however, includ-
ing the rules that create position lim-
its and accountability levels to stop 
price manipulation and excessive spec-
ulation, the bill would apply the same 
rules to energy exchanges like ICE as 
currently apply to futures exchanges 
like NYMEX. 

The bill also would require large 
trades in U.S. energy commodities con-
ducted from within the United States 
on a foreign board of trade to be re-
ported to the CFTC. This provision is 
intended to ensure that the CFTC has a 
more complete view of the positions of 
U.S. energy traders buying or selling 
energy commodities for delivery in the 

United States. This provision could be 
waived by the CFTC if the CFTC 
reaches agreement with the foreign 
board of trade to obtain the same infor-
mation. 

Preventing price manipulation and 
excessive speculation in U.S. energy 
markets is not an easy undertaking. I 
welcome good-faith comments on how 
this bill can be improved. I want to 
make it clear, however, that in my 
opinion the Enron loophole has got to 
be closed. Recent cases have shown us 
that market abuses and failures did not 
stop with the fall of Enron. They are 
still with us. We cannot afford to let 
the current situation continue, allow-
ing energy traders to use unregulated 
markets to avoid regulated markets. 
It’s time to put the cop back on the 
beat in all U.S. energy markets. The 
stakes for our energy security and for 
competition in the market place are 
too high to do otherwise. 

I ask unanimous consent that the 
text of the bill, a bill summary, and a 
section-by-section analysis be printed 
in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

S. 2058 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Close the 
Enron Loophole Act’’. 
SEC. 2. ENERGY TRADING FACILITIES. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—Section 1a of the Com-
modity Exchange Act (7 U.S.C. 1a) is amend-
ed by redesignating paragraphs (13) through 
(33) as paragraphs (15) through (35), respec-
tively, and by inserting after paragraph (12) 
the following: 

‘‘(13) ENERGY COMMODITY.—The term ‘en-
ergy commodity’ means a commodity (other 
than an excluded commodity, a metal, or an 
agricultural commodity) that is— 

‘‘(A) used as a source of energy, including 
but not limited to— 

‘‘(i) crude oil; 
‘‘(ii) gasoline, diesel fuel, heating oil, and 

any other product derived or refined from 
crude oil; 

‘‘(iii) natural gas, including methane, pro-
pane, and any other gas or liquid derived 
from natural gas; and 

‘‘(iv) electricity; or 
‘‘(B) results from the burning of fossil fuels 

to produce energy, including but not limited 
to carbon dioxide and sulfur dioxide. 

‘‘(14) ENERGY TRADING FACILITY.—The term 
‘energy trading facility’ means a trading fa-
cility that— 

‘‘(A) is not a designated contract market; 
and 

‘‘(B) facilitates the execution or trading of 
agreements, contracts, or transactions in an 
energy commodity that are not spot sales of 
a cash commodity or sales of a cash com-
modity for deferred shipment or delivery, 
and that are entered into on a principal-to- 
principal basis solely between persons that 
are eligible commercial entities at the time 
the persons enter into the agreement, con-
tract, or transaction; and 

‘‘(i) facilitates the clearance and settle-
ment of such agreements, contracts, or 
transactions; or 
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‘‘(ii) the Commission determines performs 

a significant price discovery function in rela-
tion to an energy commodity listed for trad-
ing on a trading facility or in the cash mar-
ket for the energy commodity. In making a 
determination whether a trading facility 
performs a significant price discovery func-
tion the Commission may consider, as appro-
priate— 

‘‘(I) the extent to which the price of an 
agreement, contract, or transaction traded 
or executed on the trading facility is derived 
from or linked to the price of a contract in 
an energy commodity listed for trading on a 
designated contract market; 

‘‘(II) the extent to which cash market bids, 
offers, or transactions in an energy com-
modity are directly based on, or quoted at a 
differential to, the prices generated by 
agreements, contracts, or transactions in the 
same energy commodity being traded or exe-
cuted on the trading facility; 

‘‘(III) the volume of agreements, contracts, 
or transactions in the energy commodity 
being traded on the trading facility; 

‘‘(IV) the extent to which data regarding 
completed transactions are posted, dissemi-
nated, or made available immediately after 
completion of such transactions, with or 
without a fee, to other market participants 
and other persons; 

‘‘(V) the extent to which an arbitrage mar-
ket exists between the agreements, con-
tracts, or transactions traded or executed on 
the trading facility and a contract in an en-
ergy commodity listed for trading on a des-
ignated contract market; and 

‘‘(VI) such other factors as the Commission 
determines appropriate.’’. 

(b) COMMISSION OVERSIGHT OF ENERGY 
TRADING FACILITIES.—Section 2(h) of the 
Commodity Exchange Act (7 U.S.C. 2(h)) is 
amended— 

(1) in paragraph (3)(B) after ‘‘an electronic 
trading facility’’ by inserting ‘‘that is not an 
energy trading facility’’; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(7) ENERGY TRADING FACILITIES.—Notwith-

standing any other provision of this Act, an 
energy trading facility shall be subject to 
the provisions of section 2(j) of this Act.’’. 

(c) STANDARDS APPLICABLE TO ENERGY 
TRADING FACILITIES.—Section 2 of the Com-
modity Exchange Act (7 U.S.C. 2) is amended 
by adding the following new subsection: 

‘‘(j) REGISTRATION OF ENERGY TRADING FA-
CILITIES.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—It shall be unlawful for 
any person to enter into an agreement, con-
tract, or transaction for future delivery of an 
energy commodity that is not a spot sale of 
a cash commodity or a sale of a cash com-
modity for deferred shipment or delivery, on 
or through an energy trading facility unless 
such facility is registered with the Commis-
sion as an energy trading facility. 

‘‘(2) APPLICATIONS.—Any trading facility 
applying to the Commission for registration 
as an energy trading facility shall submit an 
application to the Commission that includes 
any relevant materials and records, con-
sistent with the Act, that the Commission 
may require. 

‘‘(3) COMMISSION ACTION.—The Commission 
shall make a determination whether to ap-
prove an application for registration as an 
energy trading facility within 120 days after 
such application is submitted. 

‘‘(4) CRITERIA FOR REGISTRATION.—To be 
registered as an energy trading facility, the 
applicant shall demonstrate to the Commis-
sion that the trading facility meets the cri-
teria specified in this paragraph. 

‘‘(A) PREVENTION OF PRICE MANIPULATION 
AND EXCESSIVE SPECULATION.—The trading fa-

cility shall have the capacity to prevent 
price manipulation, excessive speculation, 
price distortion, and disruption of the deliv-
ery or cash-settlement process through mar-
ket surveillance, compliance, and enforce-
ment practices and procedures, including 
methods for conducting real-time moni-
toring of trading and comprehensive and ac-
curate trade reconstructions. 

‘‘(B) MONITORING OF TRADING.—The trading 
facility shall monitor trading to prevent 
price manipulation, excessive speculation, 
price distortion, and disruption of the deliv-
ery or cash-settlement process. 

‘‘(C) CONTRACTS NOT READILY SUSCEPTIBLE 
TO MANIPULATION.—The trading facility shall 
list for trading only contracts that are not 
readily susceptible to manipulation. 

‘‘(D) FINANCIAL INTEGRITY OF TRANS-
ACTIONS.—A trading facility that facilitates 
the clearance and settlement of agreements, 
contracts, or transactions by a derivatives 
clearing organization shall establish and en-
force rules and procedures for ensuring the 
financial integrity of such agreements, con-
tracts, and transactions. 

‘‘(E) ABILITY TO OBTAIN INFORMATION.—The 
trading facility shall establish and enforce 
rules that will allow the trading facility to 
obtain any necessary information to perform 
any of the functions described in this sub-
section, including the capacity to carry out 
such international information-sharing 
agreements as the Commission may require. 

‘‘(F) POSITION LIMITS OR ACCOUNTABILITY 
LEVELS.—To reduce the threat of price ma-
nipulation, excessive speculation, price dis-
tortion, or disruption of the delivery or cash- 
settlement process, the trading facility shall 
adopt position limits or position account-
ability levels for speculators, where nec-
essary and appropriate. 

‘‘(G) EMERGENCY AUTHORITY.—The trading 
facility shall adopt rules to provide for the 
exercise of emergency authority, in con-
sultation and cooperation with the Commis-
sion, where necessary and appropriate, in-
cluding the authority to— 

‘‘(i) liquidate open positions in any con-
tract; 

‘‘(ii) suspend or curtail trading in any con-
tract; and 

‘‘(iii) require market participants in any 
contract to meet special margin require-
ments. 

‘‘(H) DAILY PUBLICATION OF TRADING INFOR-
MATION.—The trading facility shall make 
public daily information on settlement 
prices, volume, open interest, and opening 
and closing ranges for actively traded con-
tracts on the facility. 

‘‘(I) DETERRENCE OF ABUSES.—The trading 
facility shall establish and enforce trading 
and participation rules that will deter abuses 
and shall have the capacity to detect, inves-
tigate violations of, and enforce those rules, 
including means to— 

‘‘(i) obtain information necessary to per-
form the functions required under this sec-
tion; or 

‘‘(ii) use technological means to capture 
information that may be used in establishing 
whether rule violations have occurred. 

‘‘(J) TRADE INFORMATION.—The trading fa-
cility shall maintain rules and procedures to 
provide for the recording and safe storage of 
all identifying trade information in a man-
ner that enables the facility to use the infor-
mation for the purposes of assisting in the 
prevention of price manipulation, excessive 
speculation, price distortion, or disruption of 
the delivery or cash-settlement process, and 
providing evidence of any violations of the 
rules of the facility. 

‘‘(K) TRADING PROCEDURES.—The trading 
facility shall establish and enforce rules or 
terms and conditions defining, or specifica-
tions detailing, trading procedures to be used 
in entering and executing orders traded on 
the facility, including procedures to provide 
participants with impartial access to the 
trading facility. 

‘‘(L) COMPLIANCE WITH RULES.—The trading 
facility shall monitor and enforce the rules 
of the facility, including any terms and con-
ditions of any contracts traded on or through 
the facility and any limitations on access to 
the facility. 

‘‘(M) DISCLOSURE OF GENERAL INFORMA-
TION.—The trading facility shall disclose 
publicly and to the Commission information 
concerning— 

‘‘(i) contract terms and conditions; 
‘‘(ii) trading conventions, mechanisms, and 

practices; 
‘‘(iii) financial integrity protections; and 
‘‘(iv) other information relevant to partici-

pation in trading on the facility. 
‘‘(N) FITNESS STANDARDS.—The trading fa-

cility shall establish and enforce appropriate 
fitness standards for directors, members of 
any disciplinary committee, and any other 
persons with direct access to the facility, in-
cluding any parties affiliated with any of the 
persons described in this paragraph. 

‘‘(O) CONFLICTS OF INTEREST.—The trading 
facility shall establish and enforce rules to 
minimize conflicts of interest in the decision 
making process of the facility and establish 
a process for resolving such conflicts of in-
terest. 

‘‘(P) RECORDKEEPING.—The trading facility 
shall maintain records of all activities re-
lated to the business of the facility in a form 
and manner acceptable to the Commission 
for a period of 5 years. 

‘‘(Q) ANTITRUST CONSIDERATIONS.—Unless 
necessary or appropriate to achieve the pur-
poses of this Act, the trading facility shall 
endeavor to avoid— 

‘‘(i) adopting any rules or taking any ac-
tions that result in any unreasonable re-
straint of trade; or 

‘‘(ii) imposing any material anticompeti-
tive burden on trading on the facility. 

‘‘(5) CRITERIA FOR ENERGY TRADING FACILI-
TIES.—To maintain the registration as an en-
ergy trading facility, the trading facility 
shall comply with all of the criteria in para-
graph (4). Failure to comply with any of 
these criteria shall constitute a violation of 
this Act. The trading facility shall have rea-
sonable discretion in establishing the man-
ner in which it complies with the criteria in 
paragraph (4). 

‘‘(6) POSITION LIMITS AND ACCOUNTABILITY 
LEVELS.— 

‘‘(A) DUTY OF COMMISSION.—The Commis-
sion shall ensure that the position limits and 
accountability levels applicable to contracts 
in an energy commodity listed for trading on 
a designated contract market and the posi-
tion limits and accountability levels applica-
ble to similar contracts in the same energy 
commodity listed for trading on an energy 
trading facility— 

‘‘(i) appropriately prevent price manipula-
tion, excessive speculation, price distortion, 
and disruption of the delivery or cash-settle-
ment process; and 

‘‘(ii) are on a parity with each other and 
applied in a functionally equivalent manner. 

‘‘(B) COMMISSION REVIEW.—Upon learning 
that a person has exceeded an applicable po-
sition limit or accountability level in an en-
ergy commodity, the Commission shall ob-
tain such information as it determines to be 
necessary and appropriate regarding all of 
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the positions held by such person in such en-
ergy commodity and take such action as 
may be necessary and appropriate, in addi-
tion to any action taken by an energy trad-
ing facility or a designated contract market, 
to require, or direct an energy trading facil-
ity or a designated contract market to re-
quire, such person to limit, reduce, or liq-
uidate any position to prevent or reduce the 
threat of price manipulation, excessive spec-
ulation, price distortion, or disruption of the 
delivery or cash-settlement process. 

‘‘(C) INFORMATION TO COMMISSION.—In order 
to make any determination required under 
this section, the Commission may request all 
relevant information regarding all of the po-
sitions held by any person in the energy 
commodity for which the person has exceed-
ed a position limit or accountability level, 
including positions held or controlled or 
transactions executed on or through a des-
ignated contract market, an energy trading 
facility, an exempt commercial markets op-
erating pursuant to sections 2(h)(3) through 
paragraph (5) of this Act, an exempt board of 
trade operating pursuant to section 5d of 
this Act, a derivative transaction execution 
facility, a foreign board of trade, over-the- 
counter pursuant to sections 2(g), or 2(h)(1) 
and (2) of this Act, and in the cash market 
for the commodity. Any person entering into 
or executing an agreement, contract, or 
transaction with respect to an energy com-
modity on a designated contract market or 
on an energy trading facility shall retain 
such books and records as the Commission 
may require in order to provide such infor-
mation upon request, and upon request shall 
promptly provide such information to the 
Commission or the Department of Justice. 
Notwithstanding this requirement to retain 
and provide position information, the Com-
mission may alternatively choose to obtain 
any of the position information specified in 
this paragraph from the trading facility at 
which such positions are maintained. 

‘‘(D) CRITERIA FOR COMMISSION DETERMINA-
TION.—In making any determination to re-
quire a limitation, reduction, or liquidation 
of any position with respect to an energy 
commodity, the Commission may consider, 
as appropriate— 

‘‘(i) the person’s open interest in a con-
tract, agreement, or transaction involving 
an energy commodity relative to the total 
open interest in such contracts, agreements, 
or transactions; 

‘‘(ii) the daily volume of trading in such 
contracts, agreements or transactions; 

‘‘(iii) the person’s overall position in re-
lated contracts, including options, and the 
overall open interest or liquidity in such re-
lated contracts and options; 

‘‘(iv) the potential for such positions to 
cause or allow price manipulation, excessive 
speculation, price distortion, or disruption of 
the delivery or cash-settlement process; 

‘‘(v) the person’s record of compliance with 
rules, regulations, and orders of the Commis-
sion, a designated contract market, or an en-
ergy trading facility, as appropriate; 

‘‘(vi) the person’s financial ability to sup-
port such positions on an ongoing basis; 

‘‘(vii) any justification provided by the 
person for such positions; and 

‘‘(viii) other such factors determined to be 
appropriate by the Commission.’’. 

(d) INFORMATION FOR PRICE DISCOVERY DE-
TERMINATION.— 

(1) Section 2(h)(5)(B) of the Commodity Ex-
change Act (7 U.S.C. 2(h)(5)(B)) is amended 
by adding the following new clause: 

‘‘(iv) to the extent that the electronic trad-
ing facility provides for the trading of agree-

ments, contracts, or transactions in an en-
ergy commodity, provide the Commission 
with such information as the Commission de-
termines necessary to evaluate whether the 
energy trading facility performs a signifi-
cant price discovery function in relation to a 
contract in an energy commodity listed for 
trading on a trading facility or in the cash 
market for the energy commodity, including 
the provision of such requested information 
on a continuous basis.’’. 

(2) Section 5a(b) of the Commodity Ex-
change Act (7 U.S.C. 7a(b)) is amended by 
adding the following new paragraph: 

‘‘(5) PRICE DISCOVERY FOR ENERGY COM-
MODITY.—A registered derivatives trans-
action execution facility shall, to the extent 
that it provides for the trading of any con-
tract of sale of a commodity for future deliv-
ery (or option on such contract) based on an 
energy commodity, provide the Commission 
with such information as the Commission de-
termines necessary to evaluate whether the 
registered derivatives transaction execution 
facility performs a significant price dis-
covery function in relation to a contract in 
an energy commodity listed for trading on a 
trading facility or in the cash market for the 
energy commodity, including the provision 
of such requested information on a contin-
uous basis.’’. 

(e) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—The Com-
modity Exchange Act is amended— 

(1) in paragraph 29 of section 1a (7 U.S.C. 
1a)— 

(A) in subparagraph (C) by deleting ‘‘and’’; 
(B) in subparagraph (D) by deleting the pe-

riod and inserting ‘‘; and’’; 
(C) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(E) an energy trading facility registered 

under section 2(j).’’; 
(2) in subsection (a) of section 4 (7 U.S.C. 

6(a))— 
(A) in paragraph (1) by inserting ‘‘reg-

istered energy trading facility or a’’ after 
‘‘subject to the rules of a’’; and 

(B) in paragraph (2) by inserting ‘‘or en-
ergy trading facility’’ after ‘‘derivatives 
transaction execution facility’’; 

(3) in subsection (c) of section 4 (7 U.S.C. 
6(c)), by inserting ‘‘registered energy trading 
facility or’’ in the parenthetical after ‘‘in-
cluding any’’; 

(4) in subsection (a) of section 4a (7 U.S.C. 
6a)— 

(A) in the first sentence by inserting ‘‘or 
energy trading facilities’’ after ‘‘derivatives 
transaction execution facilities’’; and 

(B) in the second sentence by inserting ‘‘or 
energy trading facility’’ after ‘‘derivatives 
transaction execution facility’’; 

(5) in subsection (b) of section 4a (7 U.S.C. 
6a), by inserting ‘‘or energy trading facility’’ 
after ‘‘derivatives transaction execution fa-
cility’’ wherever it appears; 

(6) in subsection (e) of section 4a (7 U.S.C. 
6a)— 

(A) in the first sentence— 
(i) by inserting ‘‘or by any energy trading 

facility’’ after ‘‘registered by the Commis-
sion’’; 

(ii) by inserting ‘‘or energy trading facil-
ity’’ after ‘‘derivatives transaction execution 
facility’’ the second time it appears; 

(iii) by inserting ‘‘energy trading facility’’ 
before ‘‘or such board of trade’’ each time it 
appears; and 

(B) in the second sentence, by inserting ‘‘or 
energy trading facility’’ after ‘‘registered by 
the Commission’’; 

(7) in section 4e (7 U.S.C. 6e), by inserting 
‘‘or energy trading facility’’ after ‘‘or deriva-
tives transaction execution facility’’; 

(8) in section 4i (7 U.S.C. 6i), by inserting 
‘‘or energy trading facility’’ after ‘‘deriva-
tives transaction execution facility’’; 

(9) in section 4l (7 U.S.C. 6l), by inserting 
‘‘or energy trading facilities’’ after ‘‘deriva-
tives transaction execution facilities’’ wher-
ever it appears in paragraphs (2) and (3); 

(10) in section 5c(b) (7 U.S.C. 7a–2(b)), by in-
serting ‘‘or energy trading facility’’ after 
‘‘derivatives transaction execution facility’’ 
wherever it appears in paragraphs (1), (2), 
and (3); 

(11) in section 6(b) (7 U.S.C. 8(b))— 
(A) by inserting ‘‘or energy trading facil-

ity’’ after ‘‘derivatives transaction execution 
facility’’ wherever it appears; and 

(B) by inserting ‘‘section 2(j) or’’ before 
‘‘sections 5 through 5b’’; and 

(12) in section 6d(1) (7 U.S.C. 13a–2(1)), by 
inserting ‘‘energy trading facility’’ after ‘‘de-
rivatives transaction execution facility’’. 
SEC. 3. REPORTING OF U.S. ENERGY TRADES. 

Section 2 of the Commodity Exchange Act 
(7 U.S.C. 1a) is amended by adding at the end 
the following: 

‘‘(k) DOMESTIC ENERGY TRADES ON A FOR-
EIGN BOARD OF TRADE.— 

‘‘(1) DEFINITIONS.—In this subsection: 
‘‘(A) DOMESTIC TERMINAL.—The term ‘do-

mestic terminal’ means a technology, soft-
ware, or other means of providing electronic 
access within the United States to a con-
tract, agreement, or transaction traded on a 
foreign board of trade. 

‘‘(B) REPORTABLE CONTRACT.—The term ‘re-
portable contract’ means a contract, agree-
ment, or transaction for future delivery of 
an energy commodity (or option thereon), or 
an option on an energy commodity, for 
which the underlying commodity has a phys-
ical delivery point within the United States 
and that is executed through a domestic ter-
minal. 

‘‘(2) RECORD KEEPING.—The Commission, by 
rule, shall require any person holding, main-
taining, or controlling any position in any 
reportable contract under this section— 

‘‘(A) to maintain such records as directed 
by the Commission for a period of 5 years, or 
longer, if directed by the Commission; and 

‘‘(B) to provide such records upon request 
to the Commission or the Department of 
Justice. 

‘‘(3) REPORTING.—The Commission shall 
prescribe rules requiring such regular or con-
tinuous reporting of positions in a reportable 
contract in accordance with such require-
ments regarding size limits for reportable 
contracts and the form, timing, and manner 
of filing such reports under this paragraph, 
as the Commission shall determine. 

‘‘(4) EQUIVALENT MEANS OF OBTAINING IN-
FORMATION.—The Commission may waive the 
requirement under paragraph (3) if the Com-
mission determines that the foreign board of 
trade is providing the Commission with 
equivalent information in a usable format 
pursuant to an agreement between the Com-
mission and the foreign board of trade or a 
foreign futures authority, department or 
agency of a foreign government, or political 
subdivision thereof. 

‘‘(5) OTHER RULES NOT AFFECTED.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 

clause (ii), this paragraph does not prohibit 
or impair the adoption by any board of trade 
or energy trading facility licensed, des-
ignated, or registered by the Commission of 
any bylaw, rule, regulation, or resolution re-
quiring reports of positions in any agree-
ment, contract, or transaction for future de-
livery of an energy commodity (or option 
thereon), or option on an energy commodity, 
including any bylaw, rule, regulation, or res-
olution pertaining to filing or recordkeeping, 
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which may be held by any person subject to 
the rules of the board of trade or energy 
trading facility. 

‘‘(B) EXCEPTION.—Any bylaw, rule, regula-
tion, or resolution established by a board of 
trade or energy trading facility described in 
clause (i) shall not be inconsistent with any 
requirement prescribed by the Commission 
under this paragraph.’’. 

SEC. 4. ANTIFRAUD AUTHORITY. 

Section 4b of the Commodity Exchange Act 
(7 U.S.C. 6b) is amended— 

(1) by redesignating subsections (b) and (c) 
as subsections (c) and (d), respectively; and 

(2) by striking ‘‘SEC. 4b.’’ and all that fol-
lows through the end of subsection (a) and 
inserting the following: 

‘‘SEC. 4b. CONTRACTS DESIGNED TO DEFRAUD 
OR MISLEAD. 

‘‘(a) UNLAWFUL ACTIONS.—It shall be un-
lawful— 

‘‘(1) for any person, in or in connection 
with any order to make, or the making of, 
any contract of sale of any commodity in 
interstate commerce or for future delivery 
that is made, or to be made, on or subject to 
the rules of a designated contract market, 
for or on behalf of any other person; or 

‘‘(2) for any person, in or in connection 
with any order to make, or the making of, 
any contract of sale of any commodity for 
future delivery, or other agreement, con-
tract, or transaction subject to paragraphs 
(1) and (2) of section 5a(g), that is made, or 
to be made, for or on behalf of, or with, any 
other person, other than on or subject to the 
rules of a designated contract market— 

‘‘(A) to cheat or defraud or attempt to 
cheat or defraud the other person; 

‘‘(B) willfully to make or cause to be made 
to the other person any false report or state-
ment or willfully to enter or cause to be en-
tered for the other person any false record; 

‘‘(C) willfully to deceive or attempt to de-
ceive the other person by any means whatso-
ever in regard to any order or contract or the 
disposition or execution of any order or con-
tract, or in regard to any act of agency per-
formed, with respect to any order or con-
tract for or, in the case of paragraph (2), with 
the other person; or 

‘‘(D)(i) to bucket an order if the order is 
represented by the person as an order to be 
executed, or is required to be executed, on or 
subject to the rules of a designated contract 
market; or 

‘‘(ii) to fill an order by offset against the 
order or orders of any other person, or will-
fully and knowingly and without the prior 
consent of the other person to become the 
buyer in respect to any selling order of the 
other person, or become the seller in respect 
to any buying order of the other person, if 
the order is represented by the person as an 
order to be executed, or is required to be exe-
cuted, on or subject to the rules of a des-
ignated contract market unless the order is 
executed in accordance with the rules of the 
designated contract market. 

‘‘(b) CLARIFICATION.—Subsection (a)(2) of 
this section shall not obligate any person, in 
or in connection with a transaction in a con-
tract of sale of a commodity for future deliv-
ery, or other agreement, contract or trans-
action subject to paragraphs (1) and (2) of 
section 5a(g), with another person, to dis-
close to the other person nonpublic informa-
tion that may be material to the market 
price, rate, or level of the commodity or 
transaction, except as necessary to make 
any statement made to the other person in 
or in connection with the transaction, not 
misleading in any material respect.’’. 

SEC. 5. COMMISSION RULEMAKING. 
Not later than 180 days after the date of 

enactment of this Act, the Commission shall 
issue a proposed rule regarding the require-
ments for an application for registration for 
an energy trading facility, and not later 
than 270 days after the date of enactment of 
this Act, shall issue a final rule. 
SEC. 6. EFFECTIVE DATE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in this 
section, this Act shall become effective im-
mediately upon enactment. 

(b) TRADING FACILITIES.—With respect to 
any trading facility operating on the date of 
enactment of this Act in reliance upon the 
exemption set forth in section 2(h)(3) of the 
Commodity Exchange Act with respect to an 
energy commodity, the prohibition in sec-
tion 2(j)(1) of the Commodity Exchange Act, 
as added by this Act, shall not apply, if the 
trading facility submits an application to 
the Commission for registration as an energy 
trading facility within 180 days after the 
Commission promulgates a final rule regard-
ing the requirements for an application for 
registration for an energy trading facility, 
prior to a determination by the Commission 
on whether to approve such application. 

(c) EXTENSIONS.—(1) At the time the Com-
mission approves an application by a trading 
facility operating on the date of enactment 
of this Act in reliance on the exemption set 
forth in section 2(h)(3) of the Commodity Ex-
change Act for registration as an energy 
trading facility, the Commission shall, upon 
the written request of the facility, grant an 
extension of up to 180 days to fully imple-
ment a requirement applicable under this 
Act to an energy trading facility. 

(2) The Commission may in its discretion, 
upon the written request of the facility and 
for good cause, grant an additional extension 
of up to 6 months to fully implement a re-
quirement for which an initial extension has 
been granted under paragraph (1). 

(3) The Commission may not grant any ex-
tension under paragraphs (1) or (2) for any 
information reporting or recordkeeping re-
quirement. 

(d) DOMESTIC TRADING ON FOREIGN BOARDS 
OF TRADE.—Section 3 of this Act shall take 
effect 180 days after the date of the enact-
ment of this Act. 

SUMMARY OF THE CLOSE THE ENRON LOOPHOLE 
ACT 

Closes the ‘‘Enron Loophole.’’ The bill 
would close the Enron loophole and require 
government oversight of the trading of en-
ergy commodities by large traders to prevent 
price manipulation and excessive specula-
tion. 

Since 2000, the ‘‘Enron loophole’’ in § 2(h)(3) 
of the Commodity Exchange Act has exempt-
ed from oversight the electronic trading of 
energy commodities by large traders. As a 
hedge fund known as Amaranth Advisors 
demonstrated in the natural gas market in 
2006, the Enron loophole makes it impossible 
to prevent traders from distorting energy 
prices through large trades on these unregu-
lated exchanges. Under this bill, a trading fa-
cility that functions as an energy exchange 
would be subject to Commodity Futures 
Trading Commission (CFTC) oversight to 
prevent price manipulation and excessive 
speculation. The bill would: 

Require oversight of Energy Trading Fa-
cilities (ETFs). ETFs would have to comply 
with the same standards that apply to fu-
tures exchanges, like NYMEX, to prevent 
price manipulation and excessive specula-
tion. The only difference would be that regu-
latory provisions governing retail trading 

and brokers on a futures exchange would not 
apply because trading on an ETF is re-
stricted to large traders trading amongst 
themselves. ETFs would function as self-reg-
ulatory organizations under CFTC oversight 
in the same manner as futures exchanges. 

Require ETFs to establish trading limits 
on traders, such as position limits or ac-
countability levels, to prevent price manipu-
lation and excessive speculation, subject to 
CFTC approval, in the same manner as fu-
tures exchanges. Position limits set a ceiling 
on the number of contracts that a trader can 
hold at one time on a trading facility; ac-
countability levels, when exceeded, trigger a 
review by regulators of a trader’s holdings in 
order to prevent price manipulation and ex-
cessive speculation. The CFTC would ensure 
that position limits and accountability lev-
els for similar contracts on different ex-
changes are on parity with each other and 
applied in a functionally equivalent manner. 
The CFTC would also ensure that a trader’s 
positions on multiple exchanges and other 
markets, when combined, are not excessive. 

Define ‘‘energy commodity’’ as a com-
modity used as a source of energy, including 
crude oil, gasoline, heating oil, diesel fuel, 
natural gas, and electricity, or results from 
the burning of fossil fuels, including carbon 
dioxide and sulfur dioxide. 

Define ‘‘energy trading facility’’ as a trad-
ing facility that trades contracts in an en-
ergy commodity (other than in the cash or 
spot market) between large traders (‘‘eligible 
commercial entities’’), and provides either 
for the clearing of those contracts or a price 
discovery function in the futures or cash 
market for that energy commodity. Clearing 
services, which are already subject to CFTC 
oversight, generally guarantee the perform-
ance of a contract, and facilitate the trading 
of those contracts. A trading facility per-
forms a price discovery function when the 
price of transactions are publicly dissemi-
nated and can affect the prices of subsequent 
transactions. 

Require large-trader reporting for domes-
tic trades on foreign exchanges. Large trades 
of U.S. energy commodities taking place 
from the United States on foreign exchanges 
would have to be reported to the CFTC. 
Traders would be relieved of this reporting 
requirement if the CFTC reached agreement 
with a foreign board of trade to obtain the 
same information. 

CLOSE THE ENRON LOOPHOLE ACT SECTION-BY- 
SECTION ANALYSIS 

Section 1. Short Title 
The title of this bill is the ‘‘Close the 

Enron Loophole Act’’. 
Sec. 2. Energy trading facilities 

This section amends the Commodity Ex-
change Act (CEA) to regulate energy trading 
facilities that are currently exempt from 
Commodity Futures Trading Commission 
(CFTC) oversight under section 2(h)(3) of the 
CEA. After defining the terms ‘‘energy com-
modity’’ and ‘‘energy trading facility,’’ this 
section delineates the criteria required for 
an energy trading facility to be registered 
with the CFTC. The specified criteria are 
based upon existing criteria in the CEA for 
futures markets (designated contract mar-
kets) and derivatives transaction execution 
facilities so that energy trading facilities 
will operate under a comparable degree of 
self-regulation and CFTC oversight as cur-
rent facilities, taking into account certain 
differences between the types of markets. 

Section 2(a). Definitions. This section de-
fines the terms ‘‘energy commodity’’ and 
‘‘energy trading facility.’’ 
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The term ‘‘energy commodity’’ means a 

commodity (other than an excluded com-
modity, a metal, or an agricultural com-
modity) that is used as a source of energy or 
that results from the burning of fossil fuels 
to produce energy. Examples of energy com-
modities that are used as a source of energy 
include crude oil; gasoline, heating oil and 
other products refined from crude oil; nat-
ural gas; and electricity. Examples of energy 
commodities that result from the burning of 
fossil fuels to produce energy include carbon 
dioxide and sulfur dioxide. 

The term ‘‘energy trading facility’’ means 
a trading facility (as defined in section la(33) 
of the CEA) that: (A) is not a designated con-
tract market (DCM); and (B) facilitates the 
trading of energy commodities between eligi-
ble commercial entities (essentially large, 
sophisticated traders); and either (i) provides 
a clearing service for products traded on the 
facility or (ii) the CFTC determines that 
trading on the facility provides a price dis-
covery function on a trading facility or in 
the cash market for an energy commodity. 

The definition of ‘‘energy trading facility’’ 
represents a subset of trading facilities that 
would otherwise qualify as ‘‘exempt commer-
cial markets’’ under current law. In essence, 
it requires the regulation of energy trading 
facilities that exhibit the key attributes of a 
futures exchange—the trading of standard-
ized and cleared contracts for future delivery 
of a commodity having a finite supply. 

The definition of ‘‘energy trading facility’’ 
excludes the trading of energy commodities 
that are ‘‘spot sales of a cash commodity or 
sales of a cash commodity for deferred ship-
ment or delivery,’’ since the bill is not in-
tended to apply to the cash market for en-
ergy commodities. This exclusion, however, 
does not encompass contracts that are com-
monly referred to as ‘‘swaps,’’ since swaps 
are not spot sales of a cash commodity or 
sales of a cash commodity for deferred ship-
ment or delivery. Because swaps in the en-
ergy market are economically and function-
ally equivalent to futures contracts for en-
ergy commodities, this bill ensures that they 
will be regulated in a functionally equiva-
lent manner. 

The definition restricts the bill’s applica-
tion to energy trading facilities that allow 
only ‘‘exempt commercial entities’’ (ECEs) 
to participate, meaning large sophisticated 
traders who trade with each other on a prin-
cipal-to-principal basis. This restriction is 
identical to the restriction in current law for 
trading facilities that qualify as exempt 
commercial markets under section 2(h)(3). A 
trading facility that permits brokered or 
intermediated transactions or participation 
by persons other than ECEs would not qual-
ify as an energy trading facility subject to 
the type of regulation provided under this 
bill. Instead, as is the case under current 
law, a facility that allows the trading of fu-
tures contracts by persons other than ECEs 
must register with and be designated by the 
CFTC as a contract market subject to the 
regulations that apply to a DCM. 

The definition also addresses the concern 
that, despite the advantages and widespread 
use of clearing services to facilitate trading, 
if the presence of a clearing function triggers 
regulatory oversight, then alternative trad-
ing platforms may develop that do not pro-
vide clearing services in order to avoid the 
reporting and monitoring requirements es-
sential to an effective regulatory system. To 
address this concern, the bill provides that a 
trading facility that does not provide clear-
ing services still may qualify as an energy 
trading facility subject to regulation if the 

CFTC determines the facility ‘‘performs a 
significant price discovery function in rela-
tion to an energy commodity listed for trad-
ing on a trading facility or in the cash mar-
ket for the energy commodity.’’ Factors for 
the CFTC to consider in determining wheth-
er a trading facility performs such a signifi-
cant price discovery function include the ex-
tent to which the prices of contracts traded 
on the facility are linked to or derived from 
the prices of futures contracts traded on a 
DCM, the volume of trading on the facility, 
whether prices of completed transactions are 
immediately posted or disseminated, and the 
extent to which traders engage in arbitrage 
trading between the contracts traded on the 
facility and those traded on a regulated mar-
ket. 

Section 2(b). Oversight of Energy Trading 
Facilities. This section specifies that an en-
ergy trading facility, and any agreement, 
contract, or transaction traded on that facil-
ity, shall be subject to the regulatory re-
quirements established in a new CEA section 
2(j). 

Section 2(b)(1) amends CEA section 2(h)(3) 
to exclude energy trading facilities from 
qualifying as an exempt commercial market 
in order to make it clear that those facilities 
must instead comply with the new CEA sec-
tion 2(j). 

Section 2(b)(2) adds a new section 2(h)(7) to 
the CEA. This new section provides that not-
withstanding any other provision of the 
CEA, an energy trading facility and persons 
trading on an energy trading facility are 
subject to the new CEA section 2(j). This 
clarifying provision means, for example, that 
a trading facility that meets the criteria for 
an energy trading facility could not operate 
as a derivatives transaction execution facil-
ity (DTEF) under another provision of the 
CEA. 

Section 2(c). Standards Applicable to En-
ergy Trading Facilities. This section adds a 
new section 2(j) to the CEA, specifying the 
standards that an applicant must meet to 
register with the CFTC as an energy trading 
facility. 

Commission Approval of Energy Trading 
Facilities. A new section 2(j)(1) makes it ille-
gal for any person to enter into an agree-
ment, contract, or transaction on an energy 
trading facility unless such facility has been 
registered with the Commission as an energy 
trading facility. Section 6 of this bill pro-
vides a timeline for facilities in operation on 
the date of enactment of this Act under CEA 
section 2(h)(3) to submit an application, ob-
tain registration, and comply with these re-
quirements. 

Applications for Operation as Energy Trad-
ing Facility. New section 2(j)(2) provides 
that a facility must submit an application to 
the Commission for operation as an energy 
trading facility in order to register as an en-
ergy trading facility. The Commission is au-
thorized to establish such application re-
quirements as it deems appropriate. New sec-
tion 2(j)(3) provides that the Commission 
shall make a determination on any such ap-
plication within 120 days after receiving it. 

Criteria for Approval of Applications. New 
section 2(j)(4) specifies the criteria that an 
applicant must meet for registration as an 
energy trading facility. Because an energy 
trading facility may trade instruments that 
possess the same characteristics as futures 
contracts traded on a designated contract 
market, several of the criteria, particularly 
those regarding prevention of price manipu-
lation, excessive speculation, and price dis-
tortion, are identical to the criteria applica-
ble to a designated contract market (DCM). 

Other DCM criteria are not used, such as 
those applicable to intermediated or bro-
kered transactions, since those types of 
transactions are not permitted on an energy 
trading facility. In addition, because energy 
trading facilities conduct all trading on a 
principal-to-principal basis, a number of the 
criteria applicable to a derivatives trans-
action execution facility are included in the 
section. The criteria are as follows. 

New section 2(j)(4)(A): PREVENTION OF 
PRICE MANIPULATION AND EXCESSIVE SPECU-
LATION.—This section requires the facility to 
have the capacity to prevent price manipula-
tion, excessive speculation, price distortion, 
and disruption through market surveillance, 
compliance, and enforcement practices and 
procedures, including methods for con-
ducting real-time monitoring of trading and 
comprehensive and accurate trade recon-
structions. The term ‘‘excessive speculation’’ 
as used in this bill has the same meaning as 
the term ‘‘excessive speculation’’ in section 
4a(a) of the Act as ‘‘causing sudden or unrea-
sonable fluctuations or unwarranted changes 
in the price of such commodity.’’ [Equivalent 
to DCM Criteria: Prevention of Market Ma-
nipulation, CEA § 5(b)(2)]. 

New Section 2(j)(4)(B): MONITORING OF 
TRADING.—This section requires the facility 
to monitor trading to prevent price manipu-
lation, excessive speculation, price distor-
tion, and disruption of the delivery or cash- 
settlement process. [Equivalent to DCM Core 
Principles: Monitoring of Trading, CEA 
§ 5(d)(4); see also DTEF Core Principles: Mon-
itoring of Trading, CEA § 5a(d)(3)]. 

New Section 2(j)(4)(C): CONTRACTS NOT 
READILY SUSCEPTIBLE TO MANIPULATION.— 
This section requires the facility to list for 
trading only contracts that are not readily 
susceptible to manipulation. [Equivalent to 
DCM Core Principles: Contracts Not Readily 
Susceptible to Manipulation, CEA § 5(d)(3)]. 

New Section 2(j)(4)(D): FINANCIAL INTEG-
RITY OF TRANSACTIONS.—This section re-
quires the facility to establish and enforce 
rules and procedures for ensuring the finan-
cial integrity of transactions cleared and 
settled through the facilities of the energy 
trading facility. [Based on DCM Criteria: Fi-
nancial Integrity of Transactions, CEA 
§ 5(b)(5); and DTEF Registration Criteria: 
Transactional Financial Integrity, CEA 
§ 5a(c)(4)]. 

New Section 2(j)(4)(E): ABILITY TO OBTAIN 
INFORMATION.—This section requires the fa-
cility to establish and enforce rules that will 
allow the facility to obtain any necessary in-
formation to perform any of the functions 
described in this subsection, including the 
capacity to carry out such international in-
formation-sharing agreements as the Com-
mission may require. [Equivalent to DCM 
Criteria: Ability to Obtain Information, CEA 
§ 5(b)(8)]. 

New Section 2(j)(4)(F): POSITION LIMITS OR 
ACCOUNTABILITY LEVELS.—This section re-
quires the facility to reduce the potential 
threat of price manipulation, excessive spec-
ulation, price distortion, or disruption of the 
delivery or cash-settlement process, by 
adopting position limits or position account-
ability levels for speculators, where nec-
essary and appropriate. [Equivalent to DCM 
Core Principles: Position Limitation or Ac-
countability, CEA § 5(d)(5)]. 

New Section 2(j)(4)(G): EMERGENCY AU-
THORITY.—This section requires the facility 
to adopt rules to provide for the exercise of 
emergency authority to liquidate or transfer 
open positions in any contract, suspend or 
curtail trading in any contract, and require 
market participants in any contract to meet 
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special margin requirements. [Equivalent to 
DCM Core Principles: Emergency Authority, 
CEA § 5(d)(6)]. 

New Section 2(j)(4)(H): DAILY PUBLICATION 
OF TRADING INFORMATION.—This section re-
quires the facility to make public daily in-
formation on settlement prices, volume, 
open interest, and opening and closing 
ranges for actively traded contracts on the 
facility. [Equivalent to DCM Core Principle: 
Daily Publication of Trading Information; 
CEA § 5(d)(8); see also DTEF Core Principles: 
Daily Publication of Trading Information, 
CEA § 5a(d)(5)]. 

New Section 2(j)(4)(I): DETERRENCE OF 
ABUSES.—This section requires the facility 
to establish and enforce trading and partici-
pation rules that will deter abuses and to 
maintain the capacity to detect, investigate, 
and enforce those rules. [Based on DTEF 
Registration Criteria: Deterrence of Abuses, 
CEA § 5a(c)(2)]. 

New Section 2(j)(4)(J): TRADE INFORMA-
TION.—This section requires the facility to 
maintain rules and procedures to provide for 
the recording and safe storage of all identi-
fying trade information in a manner that en-
ables the facility to use the information for 
the purposes of assisting in the prevention of 
price manipulation, excessive speculation, 
price distortion, or disruption of the delivery 
or cash-settlement process, and providing 
evidence of any violations of the rules of the 
facility. [Based on DCM Core Principles: 
Trade Information, CEA § 5(d)(10)]. 

New Section 2(j)( 4)(K): TRADING PROCE-
DURES.—This section requires the facility to 
establish and enforce rules or terms and con-
ditions defining, or specifications detailing, 
trading procedures to be used in entering and 
executing orders traded on the facility. 
[Based on DTEF Registration Criteria: Trad-
ing Procedures, CEA § 5a(c)(3); see also DCM 
Criteria: Trade Execution Facility, CEA 
§ 5(b)(4)]. 

New Section 2(j)(4)(L): COMPLIANCE WITH 
RULES.—This section requires the facility to 
monitor and enforce the rules of the facility, 
including any terms and conditions of any 
contracts traded on or through the facility 
and any limitations on access to the facility. 
[Equivalent to DTEF Core Principles: Com-
pliance with Rules, CEA § 5a(d)(2); see also 
DCM Core Principles: Compliance with 
Rules, CEA § 5(d)(2)]. 

New Section 2(j)(4)(M): DISCLOSURE OF GEN-
ERAL INFORMATION.—This section requires 
the facility to disclose publicly and to the 
Commission information concerning: (i) con-
tract terms and conditions; (ii) trading con-
ventions, mechanisms, and practices; (iii) fi-
nancial integrity protections; and (iv) other 
information relevant to participation in 
trading on the facility. [Equivalent to DTEF 
Core Principles: Disclosure of General Infor-
mation, CEA § 5a(d)( 4); see also DCM Core 
Principles: Availability of General Informa-
tion, CEA § 5(d)(7)]. 

New Section 2(j)(4)(N): FITNESS STAND-
ARDS.—This section requires the facility to 
establish and enforce appropriate fitness 
standards for directors, members of any dis-
ciplinary committee, and any other persons 
with direct access to the facility, including 
any parties affiliated with any of the persons 
described in this paragraph. [Equivalent to 
DTEF Core Principles: Fitness Standards, 
CEA § 5a(d)(6); see also DCM Core Principles: 
Governance Fitness Standards, CEA 
§ 5(d)(14)]. 

New Section 2(j)(4)(O): CONFLICTS OF INTER-
EST.—This section requires the facility to es-
tablish and enforce rules to minimize con-
flicts of interest in the decision making 

process of the facility and establish a process 
for resolving such conflicts of interest. 
[Equivalent to DTEF Core Principles: Con-
flicts of Interest, CEA § 5a(d)(7); and DCM 
Core Principles: Conflicts of Interest, CEA 
§ 5(d)(15)]. 

New Section 2(j)(4)(P): RECORDKEEPING.— 
This section requires the facility to main-
tain business records for a period of 5 years. 
[Equivalent to DTEF Core Principles: Rec-
ordkeeping, CEA § 5a(d)(8); and DCM Core 
Principles: Recordkeeping, CEA § 5(d)(17)]. 

New Section 2(j)(4)(Q): ANTITRUST CONSID-
ERATIONS.—This section requires the facility 
to endeavor to avoid: (i) adopting rules or 
taking any actions that result in any unrea-
sonable restraint of trade; or (ii) imposing 
any material anticompetitive burden on 
trading on the facility. [Equivalent to DTEF 
Core Principles: Antitrust Considerations, 
CEA § 5a(d)(9); and DCM Core Principles: 
Antitrust Considerations, CEA § 5(d)(18)]. 

Compliance with Criteria. New section 
2(j)(5) provides that an energy trading facil-
ity must continue to comply with all of the 
criteria in section 2(j)(4) to continue oper-
ation, and that violation of any of the cri-
teria shall constitute a violation of the Com-
modity Exchange Act. The trading facility 
shall have reasonable discretion in estab-
lishing the manner in which it complies with 
these criteria. 

Position Limits and Accountability Levels. 
New section 2(j)(6) directs the Commission to 
ensure that the position limits and account-
ability levels that are established for energy 
trading facilities are on a parity with the po-
sition limits and accountability levels estab-
lished for similar contracts traded on a des-
ignated contract market and applied in a 
functionally equivalent manner. This provi-
sion is designed to ensure that there is no 
regulatory advantage to trading on an en-
ergy trading facility compared to a des-
ignated contract market, or vice versa. 

Additionally, once a trader’s position ex-
ceeds a position limit or an accountability 
level on a particular trading facility, this 
section directs the Commission to take such 
action as may be necessary and appropriate, 
in light of the trader’s overall positions in 
that commodity, to reduce the potential 
threat of price manipulation, excessive spec-
ulation, price distortion, or disruption of the 
delivery or cash-settlement process. 

Such a comprehensive approach may have 
to be undertaken by the CFTC, since it may 
be beyond the authority of a particular trad-
ing facility to obtain information about or 
limit a trader’s relevant positions when 
those positions are outside of the exchange 
itself. The Commission may direct a trader, 
or direct a trading facility to direct a trader, 
to limit, reduce or liquidate any position in 
any market, as the Commission determines 
necessary to reduce the potential threat of 
price manipulation, excessive speculation, 
price distortion or disruption of the delivery 
or cash-settlement process. 

In order to make a determination on the 
appropriate action to take, the Commission 
is authorized to obtain from a trader infor-
mation regarding all of the trader’s exchange 
and off-exchange positions in that com-
modity. The Commission will be receiving on 
a regular basis, through its large trader re-
porting system, information regarding any 
trader’s positions on a designated contract 
market or an energy trading facility that ex-
ceed the levels for reportable positions; the 
Commission may choose to request addi-
tional information on other positions in the 
commodity held by the trader if the Com-
mission determines this additional informa-

tion is necessary to make any determina-
tions required by this section. The authority 
to obtain this position information parallels 
the Commission’s existing authority under 
CEA sections 3(b), 4i, and 8a(5) to require 
traders to retain transaction records for 
commodities traded on CFTC-regulated fa-
cilities and provide them to the Commission 
upon request. The Commission recently de-
scribed this authority in its proposed rule-
making ‘‘Maintenance of Books, Records and 
Reports by Traders,’’ 72 Fed. Reg. 34413 (June 
22, 2007). The information specified to be pro-
vided to the Commission under the new sec-
tion 2(j)(5)(C) is identical to the information 
specified to be provided to the Commission 
in that proposed rulemaking. 

The Commission’s review of a trader’s en-
tire position does not relieve an individual 
exchange of the authority and responsibility 
to review a trader’s position on that ex-
change once a position limit or account-
ability level on that exchange has been ex-
ceeded. Rather, it is anticipated that the 
Commission’s comprehensive review of the 
trader’s entire position in a commodity will 
be undertaken in addition to the review con-
ducted by the individual exchange on which 
the trader has taken a position in excess of 
an accountability level or position limit. 
Based on this comprehensive review, the 
Commission will then determine whether 
any additional action, beyond that initially 
taken by the exchange, is necessary to limit, 
reduce or liquidate the trader’s position to 
reduce the potential threat of price manipu-
lation, excessive speculation, price distor-
tion, or disruption of the delivery or cash- 
settlement process. In making or imple-
menting any such determinations, the Com-
mission should continue to work in consulta-
tion and cooperation with the affected ex-
changes. 

New section 2(j)(6)(D) specifies criteria the 
Commission or an exchange may consider 
when determining whether to require a trad-
er to limit, reduce, or liquidate a position in 
an energy commodity in excess of an ac-
countability level. In making any such de-
termination with respect to an energy com-
modity, the Commission, a designated con-
tract market, or an energy trading facility 
should consider, as appropriate: (i) the per-
son’s open interest in a contract, agreement, 
or transaction involving an energy com-
modity relative to the total open interest in 
such contracts, agreements or transactions; 
(ii) the daily volume of trading such con-
tracts, agreements or transactions; (iii) the 
person’s overall position in related con-
tracts, including options, and the overall 
open interest or liquidity in such related 
contracts and options; (iv) the potential for 
such positions to cause or allow price manip-
ulation, excessive speculation, price distor-
tion, or disruption of the delivery or cash- 
settlement process; (v) the person’s record of 
compliance with rules, regulations, and or-
ders of the Commission, a designated con-
tract market, or an energy trading facility, 
as appropriate; (vi) any justification pro-
vided by the person for such positions; and 
(vii) other such factors determined to be ap-
propriate by the Commission. 

The criteria specified in this section are 
not intended to be the exclusive criteria that 
may be applied, but are set forth to provide 
additional guidance to the Commission, the 
exchanges, and persons trading on the ex-
changes in addition to the general language 
pertaining to ‘‘excessive speculation’’ in sec-
tion 4 of the CEA. 

Section 2(d). Information for Price Dis-
covery Determination. This section provides 
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the Commission with the authority to obtain 
from an electronic trading facility or a de-
rivatives transaction execution facility any 
information the Commission determines is 
necessary for the Commission to evaluate 
whether such a facility performs a price dis-
covery function in relation to a contract in 
an energy commodity under the definition of 
energy trading facility. 

Section 2(e). Conforming Amendments. 
This section amends the CEA in a variety of 
sections to provide the Commission with a 
comparable degree of authority over the op-
eration of an energy trading facility that it 
possesses with respect to a designated con-
tract market or a derivatives transaction 
execution facility. 
Sec. 3. Reporting of Energy Trades 

Section 3 of the bill adds a new CEA sec-
tion 2(k) to require persons that trade from 
within the United States on a foreign board 
of trade a contract for future delivery of an 
energy commodity that has a physical deliv-
ery point within the United States to keep 
records of such trades and to report large 
trades in such contracts to the Commission. 
The Commission is authorized to waive the 
reporting requirement if the Commission de-
termines that a foreign board of trade is pro-
viding the Commission with equivalent in-
formation in a usable format pursuant to an 
agreement between the Commission and the 
foreign board of trade. The purpose of this 
provision is to ensure that U.S. commodity 
regulators have full access to trading infor-
mation from U.S. traders conducting trans-
actions from U.S. locations involving U.S. 
energy commodities such as crude oil and 
gasoline. 
Sec. 4. Antifraud authority 

Section 4 of the bill amends Section 4b of 
the CEA, the CFTC’s main anti-fraud author-
ity. Section 4b is revised to clarify the 
CFTC’s authority to bring fraud actions in 
off-exchange principal-to-principal futures 
transactions. In November 2000, the Seventh 
Circuit Court of Appeals ruled that the CFTC 
could only use Section 4b in intermediated 
transactions—those involving a broker. Com-
modity Trend Service, Inc. v. CFTC, 233 F.3d 
981, 991–992 (7th Cir. 2000). As subsequently 
amended by the CFMA, the CEA now permits 
off-exchange futures and options trans-
actions that are done on a principal-to-prin-
cipal basis, such as energy transactions pur-
suant to CEA Sections 2(h)(1) and 2(h)(3). 

Subsection 4b(a)(2) is amended by adding 
the words ‘or with’ to address the principal- 
to-principal transactions. This new language 
clarifies that the CFTC has the authority to 
bring anti-fraud actions in off-exchange prin-
cipal-to-principal futures transactions, in-
cluding exempt commodity transactions in 
energy under Section 2(h) as well as all 
transactions conducted on derivatives trans-
action execution facilities. The new Section 
4b clarifies that market participants in these 
transactions are not required to disclose in-
formation that may be material to the mar-
ket price, rate or level of the commodity in 
such off-exchange transactions. It also codi-
fies existing law that prohibits market par-
ticipants from using half-truths in negotia-
tions and solicitations by requiring a person 
to disclose all necessary information to 
make any statement they have made not 
misleading in any material respect. The pro-
hibitions in subparagraphs (A) through (D) of 
the new Section 4b(a) would apply to all 
transactions covered by paragraphs (1) and 
(2). Derivatives clearing organizations 
(DCOs) are not subject to fraud actions under 
Section 4b in connection with their clearing 
activities. 

The amendments to Section 4b(a) of the 
CEA regarding transactions currently pro-
hibited under subparagraph (iv) (found in 
paragraph 2(D) of this bill) are not intended 
to affect in any way the CFTC’s historical 
ability to prosecute cases of indirect 
bucketing of orders executed on designated 
contract markets. See, e.g., Reddy v. CFTC, 
191 F.3d 109 (2nd Cir. 1999); In re DeFrancesco, 
et al., CFTC Docket No. 02–09 (CFTC May 22, 
2003) (Order Making Findings and Imposing 
Remedial Sanctions as to Respondent Brian 
Thornton). 

This language clarifying the Commission’s 
anti-fraud authority was included in bills in 
the previous Congress to reauthorize the 
Commodity Exchange Act, one of which was 
passed by the House of Representatives (H.R. 
4473, passed by the House on Dec. 14, 2005) 
and the other of which was reported to the 
full Senate by the Senate Committee on Ag-
riculture, Nutrition, and Forestry (S. 1566, S. 
Rpt. No. 109–119; 109th Cong., 1st Sess.). 
Sec. 5. Commission rulemaking 

Section 5 of the bill requires the CFTC, 
within 180 days after enactment of this Act, 
to issue a proposed rule setting forth the 
process for submitting an application for 
registration as an energy trading facility. 
The section requires the CFTC, within 270 
days after the date of enactment, to finalize 
this rule. 
Sec. 6. Effective date 

Section 6(a) of the bill provides that it 
shall be immediately effective upon enact-
ment, with several exceptions. 

Existing trading facilities. The first excep-
tion applies to existing trading facilities. 
Section 6(b) provides that a trading facility 
operating under the exemption in CEA sec-
tion 2(h)(3) on the date of enactment shall 
have 180 days after the Commission issues a 
final rule on registration applications to sub-
mit such an application. Section 5 of the bill 
authorizes the Commission to take 270 days 
to issue this rule. During this period (270 
days plus 180 days), the prohibition on trad-
ing in the new section 2(j)(1) shall not apply. 
For any such facility in operation on the 
date of enactment of this Act that submits 
an application to the Commission for oper-
ation as an energy trading facility within 
the 180-day period, the suspension of the pro-
hibition in section 2(j)(1) is extended until 
the Commission makes a determination on 
whether to approve that application. 

Subsection (c) provides that if the Com-
mission approves the registration as an en-
ergy trading facility of a facility operating 
under the exemption under CEA section 
2(h)(3) on the date of enactment of this Act, 
the facility may submit a written request to 
the Commission for a 6-month extension to 
fully implement any requirement made ap-
plicable by this Act—other than an informa-
tion reporting or recordkeeping require-
ment—and that the Commission shall grant 
any such request. The Commission, in its 
discretion, may grant an additional 6-month 
extension. The Commission may not grant 
any extension for any information reporting 
or recordkeeping requirement. This section 
is intended to ensure that facilities cur-
rently in operation that must register as an 
energy trading facility will have sufficient 
time to come into compliance with the new 
requirements of this Act, and that the oper-
ations of those facilities will not be dis-
rupted during the transition period. Alto-
gether, this section effectively provides ex-
isting trading facilities with over two years 
to come into compliance with the Act. 

Requirements applicable to domestic use 
of a foreign board of trade. Section 6(d) of 

the bill states that the reporting require-
ments applicable to trades from domestic 
terminals on a foreign board of trade are ef-
fective 180 days after enactment. 

f 

SUBMITTED RESOLUTIONS 

SENATE CONCURRENT RESOLU-
TION 45—COMMENDING THE ED 
BLOCK COURAGE AWARD FOUN-
DATION FOR ITS WORK IN AID-
ING CHILDREN AND FAMILIES 
AFFECTED BY CHILD ABUSE, 
AND DESIGNATING NOVEMBER 
2007 AS NATIONAL COURAGE 
MONTH 

Mr. CARDIN (for himself and Mr. 
CORNYN) submitted the following con-
current resolution; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary: 

S. CON. RES. 45 

Whereas the Ed Block Courage Award was 
established by Sam Lamantia in 1978 in 
honor of Ed Block, the head athletic trainer 
of the Baltimore Colts and a respected hu-
manitarian; 

Whereas each year in Baltimore, Maryland, 
the Foundation honors recipients from the 
National Football League who have been 
chosen by their teammates as exemplifying 
sportsmanship and courage; 

Whereas the Ed Block Courage Award has 
become one of the most esteemed honors be-
stowed upon players in the NFL; 

Whereas the Ed Block Courage Award 
Foundation has grown from a Baltimore- 
based local charity to the Courage House Na-
tional Support Network for Kids operated in 
partnership with 17 NFL teams in their re-
spective cities; and 

Whereas Courage Houses are facilities that 
provide support and care for abused children 
and their families in these 17 locations 
across the country: Baltimore, Maryland, 
Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania, Chicago, Illinois, 
Miami, Florida, Detroit, Michigan, Dallas, 
Texas, Westchester County, New York, Oak-
land, California, Seattle, Washington, Char-
lotte, North Carolina, Cleveland, Ohio, At-
lanta, Georgia, St. Louis, Missouri, Indian-
apolis, Indiana, Buffalo, New York, San 
Francisco, California, and Minneapolis, Min-
nesota: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Rep-
resentatives concurring), That it is the sense 
of Congress that— 

(1) National Courage Month provides an op-
portunity to educate the people of the 
United States about the positive role that 
professional athletes can play as inspirations 
for America’s youth; and 

(2) the Ed Block Courage Award Founda-
tion should be recognized for its outstanding 
contributions toward helping those affected 
by child abuse. 

f 

SENATE CONCURRENT RESOLU-
TION 46—SUPPORTING THE 
GOALS AND IDEALS OF SICKLE 
CELL DISEASE AWARENESS 
MONTH 

Mr. OBAMA submitted the following 
concurrent resolution; which was re-
ferred to the Committee on Health, 
Education, Labor, and Pensions: 
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S. CON. RES. 46 

Whereas Sickle Cell Disease is an inherited 
blood disorder that is a major health prob-
lem in the United States, primarily affecting 
African Americans; 

Whereas Sickle Cell Disease causes the 
rapid destruction of sickle cells, which re-
sults in multiple medical complications, in-
cluding anemia, jaundice, gallstones, 
strokes, and restricted blood flow, damaging 
tissue in the liver, spleen, and kidneys, and 
death; 

Whereas Sickle Cell Disease causes epi-
sodes of considerable pain in one’s arms, 
legs, chest, and abdomen; 

Whereas Sickle Cell Disease affects over 
70,000 Americans; 

Whereas approximately 1,000 babies are 
born with Sickle Cell Disease each year in 
the United States, with the disease occurring 
in approximately 1 in 300 newborn African 
American infants; 

Whereas more than 2,000,000 Americans 
have the sickle cell trait, and 1 in 12 African 
Americans carry the trait; 

Whereas there is a 1 in 4 chance that a 
child born to parents who both have the 
sickle cell trait will have the disease; 

Whereas the life expectancy of a person 
with Sickle Cell Disease is severely limited, 
with an average life span for an adult being 
45 years; 

Whereas, though researchers have yet to 
identify a cure for this painful disease, ad-
vances in treating the associated complica-
tions have occurred; 

Whereas researchers are hopeful that in 
less than two decades, Sickle Cell Disease 
may join the ranks of chronic illnesses that, 
when properly treated, do not interfere with 
the activity, growth, or mental development 
of affected children; 

Whereas Congress recognized the impor-
tance of researching, preventing, and treat-
ing Sickle Cell Disease by authorizing treat-
ment centers to provide medical interven-
tion, education, and other services and by 
permitting the Medicaid program to cover 
some primary and secondary preventative 
medical strategies for children and adults 
with Sickle Cell Disease; 

Whereas the Sickle Cell Disease Associa-
tion of America, Inc. remains the preeminent 
advocacy organization that serves the sickle 
cell community by focusing its efforts on 
public policy, research funding, patient serv-
ices, public awareness, and education related 
to developing effective treatments and a 
cure for Sickle Cell Disease; and 

Whereas the Sickle Cell Disease Associa-
tion of America, Inc. has requested that the 
Congress designate September as Sickle Cell 
Disease Awareness Month in order to edu-
cate communities across the Nation about 
sickle cell and the need for research funding, 
early detection methods, effective treat-
ments, and prevention programs: Now, there-
fore, be it 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Rep-
resentatives concurring), That the Congress 
supports the goals and ideals of Sickle Cell 
Disease Awareness Month. 

f 

AMENDMENTS SUBMITTED AND 
PROPOSED 

SA 2864. Mr. NELSON of Nebraska (for 
himself and Mr. GRAHAM) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill H.R. 1585, to authorize appropria-
tions for fiscal year 2008 for military activi-
ties of the Department of Defense, for mili-
tary construction, and for defense activities 

of the Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 2865. Mr. NELSON of Nebraska (for 
himself and Mr. GRAHAM) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill H.R. 1585, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 2866. Mr. NELSON of Nebraska (for 
himself, Mr. GRAHAM, and Mr. MCCAIN) sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be pro-
posed by him to the bill H.R. 1585, supra; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 2867. Mr. NELSON of Nebraska (for 
himself and Mr. GRAHAM) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill H.R. 1585, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 2868. Mr. NELSON of Nebraska (for 
himself and Mr. GRAHAM) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill H.R. 1585, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 2869. Mr. NELSON of Nebraska (for 
himself, Mr. GRAHAM, and Mr. WARNER) sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be pro-
posed by him to the bill H.R. 1585, supra; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 2870. Mrs. BOXER submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by her to the 
bill H.R. 1585, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 2871. Mr. AKAKA submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 1585, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 2872. Mr. KENNEDY (for himself, Mr. 
SMITH, Mr. LIEBERMAN, Mr. BROWNBACK, Mr. 
BIDEN, Mr. HAGEL, Mr. LEAHY, Ms. SNOWE, 
Mr. DURBIN, Mrs . FEINSTEIN, Mr. OBAMA, Mr. 
MENENDEZ, Mr. LEVIN, and Mr. VOINOVICH) 
submitted an amendment intended to be pro-
posed by him to the bill H.R. 1585, supra; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 2873. Mrs. FEINSTEIN (for herself, Mr. 
SPECTER, and Mr. FEINGOLD) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by her 
to the bill H.R. 1585, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 2874. Mr. LUGAR (for himself and Mr. 
BIDEN) submitted an amendment intended to 
be proposed by him to the bill H.R. 1585, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 2875. Mr. BOND submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 1585, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 2876. Mr. KERRY (for himself, Mr. 
DOMENICI, Mr. TESTER, Mr. HAGEL, and Mr. 
OBAMA) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed to amendment SA 2011 pro-
posed by Mr. NELSON of Nebraska (for Mr. 
LEVIN) to the bill H.R. 1585, supra; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 2877. Mrs. MURRAY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 2011 proposed by Mr. NELSON 
of Nebraska (for Mr. LEVIN) to the bill H.R. 
1585, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 2878. Mr. HATCH (for himself and Mr. 
BENNETT) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed by him to the bill H.R. 1585, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 2879. Mr. DOMENICI (for himself and 
Mr. BINGAMAN) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by him to the bill H.R. 
1585, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 2880. Mr. SALAZAR submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill H.R. 1585, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 2881. Mr. SALAZAR submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill H.R. 1585, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 2882. Mr. CARDIN submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 1585, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 2883. Mr. CARDIN submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 1585, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 2884. Mr. KENNEDY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill H.R. 1585, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 2885. Mr. KENNEDY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill H.R. 1585, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 2886. Mrs. FEINSTEIN (for herself and 
Mr. SPECTER) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed to amendment SA 2011 
proposed by Mr. NELSON of Nebraska (for Mr. 
LEVIN) to the bill H.R. 1585, supra; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

f 

TEXT OF AMENDMENTS 

SA 2864. Mr. NELSON of Nebraska 
(for himself and Mr. GRAHAM) sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the bill H.R. 1585, 
to authorize appropriations for fiscal 
year 2008 for military activities of the 
Department of Defense, for military 
construction, and for defense activities 
of the Department of Energy, to pre-
scribe personnel strengths for such fis-
cal year, and for other purposes; which 
was ordered to lie on the table; as fol-
lows: 

On page 96, line 6, insert after ‘‘commis-
sioned service’’ the following: ‘‘or on the 
fifth anniversary of the date of the officer’s 
appointment in the grade of lieutenant gen-
eral or vice admiral, whichever is later’’. 

SA 2865. Mr. NELSON of Nebraska 
(for himself and Mr. GRAHAM) sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the bill H.R. 1585, 
to authorize appropriations for fiscal 
year 2008 for military activities of the 
Department of Defense, for military 
construction, and for defense activities 
of the Department of Energy, to pre-
scribe military personnel strengths for 
such fiscal year, and for other pur-
poses; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

At the end of title VII, add the following: 
SEC. 703. AUTHORITY FOR EXPANSION OF PER-

SONS ELIGIBLE FOR CONTINUED 
HEALTH BENEFITS COVERAGE. 

(a) AUTHORITY TO SPECIFY ADDITIONAL ELI-
GIBLE PERSONS.—Subsection (b) of section 
1078a of title 10, United States Code, is 
amended by adding at the end the following 
new paragraph: 

‘‘(4) Any other person specified in regula-
tions prescribed by the Secretary of Defense 
for purposes of this paragraph who loses en-
titlement to health care services under this 
chapter or section 1145 of this title, subject 
to such terms and conditions as the Sec-
retary shall prescribe in the regulations.’’. 

(b) ELECTION OF COVERAGE.—Subsection (d) 
of such section is amended by adding at the 
end the following new paragraph: 
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‘‘(4) In the case of a person described in 

subsection (b)(4), by such date as the Sec-
retary shall prescribe in the regulations re-
quired for purposes of that subsection.’’. 

(c) PERIOD OF COVERAGE.—Subsection (g)(1) 
of such section is amended— 

(1) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘‘and’’ 
at the end; 

(2) in subparagraph (C), by striking the pe-
riod at the end and inserting ‘‘; and ’’; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following new 
subparagraph: 

‘‘(D) in the case of a person described in 
subsection (b)(4), the date that is 36 months 
after the date on which the person loses enti-
tlement to health care services as described 
in that subsection.’’. 

SA 2866. Mr. NELSON of Nebraska 
(for himself, Mr. GRAHAM, and Mr. 
MCCAIN) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 1585, to authorize appropria-
tions for fiscal year 2008 for military 
activities of the Department of De-
fense, for military construction, and 
for defense activities of the Depart-
ment of Energy, to prescribe military 
personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of subtitle H of title V, add the 
following: 
SEC. 594. DEMONSTRATION PROJECTS ON THE 

PROVISION OF SERVICES TO MILI-
TARY DEPENDENT CHILDREN WITH 
AUTISM. 

(a) DEMONSTRATION PROJECTS AUTHOR-
IZED.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Defense 
may conduct one or more demonstration 
projects to evaluate improved approaches to 
the provision of education and treatment 
services to military dependent children with 
autism. 

(2) PURPOSE.—The purpose of any dem-
onstration project carried out under this sec-
tion shall be to evaluate strategies for inte-
grated treatment and case manager services 
that include early intervention and diag-
nosis, medical care, parent involvement, spe-
cial education services, intensive behavioral 
intervention, and language, communica-
tions, and other interventions considered ap-
propriate by the Secretary. 

(b) REVIEW OF BEST PRACTICES.—In car-
rying out demonstration projects under this 
section, the Secretary of Defense shall, in co-
ordination with the Secretary of Education, 
conduct a review of best practices in the 
United States in the provision of education 
and treatment services for children with au-
tism, including an assessment of Federal and 
State education and treatment services for 
children with autism in each State, with an 
emphasis on locations where members of the 
Armed Forces who qualify for enrollment in 
the Exceptional Family Member Program of 
the Department of Defense are assigned. 

(c) ELEMENTS.— 
(1) ENROLLMENT IN EXCEPTIONAL FAMILY 

MEMBER PROGRAM.—Military dependent chil-
dren may participate in a demonstration 
project under this section only if their mili-
tary sponsor is enrolled in the Exceptional 
Family Member Program of the Department 
of Defense. 

(2) CASE MANAGERS.—Each demonstration 
project shall include the assignment of both 
medical and special education services case 
managers which shall be required under the 
Exceptional Family Member Program pursu-
ant to the policy established by the Sec-
retary of Defense. 

(3) INDIVIDUALIZED SERVICES PLAN.—Each 
demonstration project shall provide for the 
voluntary development for military depend-
ent children with autism participating in 
such demonstration project of individualized 
autism services plans for use by Department 
of Defense medical and special education 
services case managers, caregivers, and fami-
lies to ensure continuity of services through-
out the active military service of their mili-
tary sponsor. 

(4) SUPERVISORY LEVEL PROVIDERS.—The 
Secretary of Defense may utilize for pur-
poses of the demonstration projects per-
sonnel who are professionals with a level (as 
determined by the Secretary) of post-sec-
ondary education that is appropriate for the 
provision of safe and effective services for 
autism and who are from an accredited edu-
cational facility in the mental health, 
human development, social work, or edu-
cation field to act as supervisory level pro-
viders of behavioral intervention services for 
autism. In so acting, such personnel may be 
authorized— 

(A) to develop and monitor intensive be-
havior intervention plans for military de-
pendent children with autism who are par-
ticipating in the demonstration projects; and 

(B) to provide appropriate training in the 
provision of approved services to such chil-
dren. 

(5) SERVICES UNDER CORPORATE SERVICES 
PROVIDER MODEL.—(A) In carrying out the 
demonstration projects, the Secretary may 
utilize a corporate services provider model. 

(B) Employees of a provider under a model 
referred to in subparagraph (A) shall include 
personnel who implement special edu-
cational and behavioral intervention plans 
for military dependent children with autism 
that are developed, reviewed, and main-
tained by supervisory level providers ap-
proved by the Secretary. 

(C) In authorizing such a model, the. Sec-
retary shall establish— 

(i) minimum education, training, and expe-
rience criteria required to be met by employ-
ees who provide services to military depend-
ent children with autism; 

(ii) requirements for supervisory personnel 
and supervision, including requirements for 
supervisor credentials and for the frequency 
and intensity of supervision; and 

(iii) such other requirements as the Sec-
retary considers appropriate to ensure safety 
and the protection of the children who re-
ceive services from such employees under 
the demonstration projects. 

(6) CONSTRUCTION WITH OTHER SERVICES.— 
Services provided to military dependent chil-
dren with autism under the demonstration 
projects under this section shall be in addi-
tion to any other publicly-funded special 
education services available in a location in 
which their military sponsor resides. 

(d) PERIOD.— 
(1) COMMENCEMENT.—If the Secretary de-

termines to conduct demonstration projects 
under this section, the Secretary shall com-
mence any such demonstration projects not 
later than 180 days after the date of the en-
actment of this Act. 

(2) MINIMUM PERIOD.—Any demonstration 
projects conducted under this section shall 
be conducted for not less than two years. 

(e) EVALUATION.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall con-

duct an evaluation of each demonstration 
project conducted under this section. 

(2) ELEMENTS.—The evaluation of a dem-
onstration project under this subsection 
shall include the following: 

(A) An assessment of the extent to which 
the activities under the demonstration 

project contributed to positive outcomes for 
military dependent children with autism and 
their families. 

(B) An assessment of the extent to which 
the activities under the demonstration 
project led to improvements in services and 
continuity of care for children with autism. 

(C) An assessment of the extent to which 
the activities under the demonstration 
project improved military family readiness 
and enhanced military retention. 

(f) REPORTS.—Not later than 30 months 
after the commencement of any demonstra-
tion project authorized by this section, the 
Secretary shall submit to the Committees on 
Armed Services of the Senate and the House 
of Representatives a report on such dem-
onstration project. The report on a dem-
onstration project shall include a description 
of such project, the results of the evaluation 
under subsection (e) with respect to such 
project, and a description of plans for the 
further provision of services for military de-
pendent children with autism under such 
project. 

SA 2867. Mr. NELSON of Nebraska 
(for himself and Mr. GRAHAM) sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the bill H.R. 1585, 
to authorize appropriations for fiscal 
year 2008 for military activities of the 
Department of Defense, for military 
construction, and for defense activities 
of the Department of Energy, to pre-
scribe military personnel strengths for 
such fiscal year, and for other pur-
poses; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

At the end of title XI, add the following: 
SEC. 1107. REPEAL OF AUTHORITY FOR PAYMENT 

OF UNIFORM ALLOWANCE TO CIVIL-
IAN EMPLOYEES OF THE DEPART-
MENT OF DEFENSE. 

(a) REPEAL.—Section 1593 of title 10, 
United States Code, is repealed. 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections at the beginning of chapter 81 of 
such title is amended by striking the item 
relating to section 1593. 

SA 2868. Mr. NELSON of Nebraska 
(for himself and Mr. GRAHAM) sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the bill H.R. 1585, 
to authorize appropriations for fiscal 
year 2008 for military activities of the 
Department of Defense, for military 
construction, and for defense activities 
of the Department of Energy, to pre-
scribe military personnel strengths for 
such fiscal year, and for other pur-
poses; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

At the end of title VII, add the following: 
SEC. 703. CONTINUATION OF ELIGIBILITY FOR 

TRICARE STANDARD COVERAGE FOR 
CERTAIN MEMBERS OF THE SE-
LECTED RESERVE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 706(f) of the John 
Warner National Defense Authorization Act 
for Fiscal Year 2007 (Public Law 109–364; 120 
Stat. 2282; 10 U.S.C. 1076d note) is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘Enrollments’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘(1) Except as provided in paragraph (2), 
enrollments’’; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following new 
paragraph: 

‘‘(2) The enrollment of a member in 
TRICARE Standard that is in effect on the 
day before health care under TRICARE 
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Standard is provided pursuant to the effec-
tive date in subsection (g) shall not be termi-
nated by operation of the exclusion of eligi-
bility under subsection (a)(2) of such section 
1076d, as so amended, for the duration of the 
eligibility of the member under TRICARE 
Standard as in effect on October 16, 2006.’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by subsection (a) shall take effect on 
October 1, 2007. 

SA 2869. Mr. NELSON of Nebraska 
(for himself, Mr. GRAHAM, and Mr. 
WARNER) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 1585, to authorize appropria-
tions for fiscal year 2008 for military 
activities of the Department of De-
fense, for military construction, and 
for defense activities of the Depart-
ment of Energy, to prescribe military 
personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of title XI, add the following: 
SEC. 1107. AUTHORIZATION FOR INCREASED 

COMPENSATION FOR FACULTY AND 
STAFF OF THE UNIFORMED SERV-
ICES UNIVERSITY OF THE HEALTH 
SCIENCES. 

Section 2113(f) of title 10, United States 
Code, is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1)— 
(A) by striking ‘‘so as’’ and inserting 

‘‘after consideration of the compensation 
necessary’’; and 

(B) by striking ‘‘within the vicinity of the 
District of Columbia’’ and inserting ‘‘identi-
fied by the Secretary for purposes of this 
paragraph’’; and 

(2) in paragraph (4)— 
(A) by striking ‘‘section 5373’’ and insert-

ing ‘‘sections 5307 and 5373’’; and 
(B) by adding at the end the following new 

sentence: ‘‘In no case may the total amount 
of compensation paid under paragraph (1) in 
any year exceed the total amount of annual 
compensation (excluding expenses) specified 
in section 102 of title 3.’’. 

SA 2870. Mrs. BOXER submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
her to the bill H.R. 1585, to authorize 
appropriations for fiscal year 2008 for 
military activities of the Department 
of Defense, for military construction, 
and for defense activities of the De-
partment of Energy, to prescribe mili-
tary personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of subtitle D of title X, add the 
following: 
SEC. 1044. ANNUAL REPORT ON CASES REVIEWED 

BY NATIONAL COMMITTEE FOR EM-
PLOYER SUPPORT OF THE GUARD 
AND RESERVE. 

Section 4332 of title 38, United States Code, 
is amended— 

(1) by redesignating paragraphs (2), (3), (4), 
(5), and (6) as paragraphs (3), (4), (5), (6), and 
(7) respectively; 

(2) by inserting after paragraph (1) the fol-
lowing new paragraph (2): 

‘‘(2) The number of cases reviewed by the 
Secretary of Defense under the National 
Committee for Employer Support of the 
Guard and Reserve of the Department of De-
fense during the fiscal year for which the re-
port is made.’’; and 

(3) in paragraph (5), as so redesignated, by 
striking ‘‘(2), or (3)’’ and inserting ‘‘(2), (3), 
or (4)’’. 

SA 2871. Mr. AKAKA submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 1585, to authorize 
appropriations for fiscal year 2008 for 
military activities of the Department 
of Defense, for military construction, 
and for defense activities of the De-
partment of Energy, to prescribe mili-
tary personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 
SEC. ll. FLEXIBILITY IN PAYING ANNUITIES TO 

CERTAIN FEDERAL RETIREES WHO 
RETURN TO WORK. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 9902(j) of title 5, 
United States Code, is amended to read as 
follows: 

‘‘(j) PROVISIONS RELATING TO REEMPLOY-
MENT.— 

‘‘(1) Except as provided under paragraph 
(2), if an annuitant receiving an annuity 
from the Civil Service Retirement and Dis-
ability Fund becomes employed in a position 
within the Department of Defense, his annu-
ity shall continue. An annuitant so reem-
ployed shall not be considered an employee 
for purposes of chapter 83 or 84. 

‘‘(2)(A) An annuitant receiving an annuity 
from the Civil Service Retirement and Dis-
ability Fund who becomes employed in a po-
sition within the Department of Defense fol-
lowing retirement under section 8336(d)(1) or 
8414(b)(1)(A) shall be subject to section 8344 
or 8468. 

‘‘(B) The Secretary of Defense may, under 
procedures and criteria prescribed under sub-
paragraph (C), waive the application of the 
provisions of section 8344 or 8468 on a case- 
by-case or group basis, for employment of an 
annuitant referred to in subparagraph (A) in 
a position in the Department of Defense. 

‘‘(C) The Secretary shall prescribe proce-
dures for the exercise of any authority under 
this paragraph, including criteria for any ex-
ercise of authority and procedures for a dele-
gation of authority. 

‘‘(D) An employee as to whom a waiver 
under this paragraph is in effect shall not be 
considered an employee for purposes of sub-
chapter III of chapter 83 or chapter 84. 

‘‘(3)(A) An annuitant retired under section 
8336(d)(1) or 8414(b)(1)(A) receiving an annu-
ity from the Civil Service Retirement and 
Disability Fund, who is employed in a posi-
tion within the Department of Defense after 
the date of enactment of the National De-
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2004 
(Public Law 108–136), may elect to begin cov-
erage under paragraph (2) of this subsection. 

‘‘(B) An election for coverage under this 
paragraph shall be filed not later than the 
later of 90 days after the date the Depart-
ment of Defense— 

‘‘(i) prescribes regulations to carry out this 
subsection; or 

‘‘(ii) takes reasonable actions to notify em-
ployees who may file an election. 

‘‘(C) If an employee files an election under 
this paragraph, coverage shall be effective 
beginning on the date of the filing of the 
election. 

‘‘(D) Paragraph (1) shall apply to an indi-
vidual who is eligible to file an election 
under subparagraph (A) of this paragraph 
and does not file a timely election under sub-
paragraph (B) of this paragraph.’’. 

(b) REGULATIONS.—Not later than 60 days 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary of Defense shall prescribe regula-
tions to carry out the amendment made by 
this section. 

SA 2872. Mr. KENNEDY (for himself, 
Mr. SMITH, Mr. LIEBERMAN, Mr. 
BROWNBACK, Mr. BIDEN, Mr. HAGEL, Mr. 
LEAHY, Ms. SNOWE, Mr. DURBIN, Mrs. 
FEINSTEIN, Mr. OBAMA, Mr. MENENDEZ, 
Mr. LEVIN, and Mr. VOINOVICH) sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the bill H.R. 1585, 
to authorize appropriations for fiscal 
year 2008 for military activities of the 
Department of Defense, for military 
construction, and for defense activities 
of the Department of Energy, to pre-
scribe military personnel strengths for 
such fiscal year, and for other pur-
poses; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

At the end title VI, insert the following: 
Subtitle D—Iraq Refugee Crisis 

SEC. 1541. SHORT TITLE. 
This subtitle may be cited as the ‘‘Refugee 

Crisis in Iraq Act’’. 
SEC. 1542. PROCESSING MECHANISMS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of State 
shall establish processing mechanisms in 
Iraq and in countries in the region in 
which— 

(1) aliens described in section 1543 may 
apply and interview for admission to the 
United States as refugees; and 

(2) aliens described in section 1544(b) may 
apply and interview for admission to the 
United States as special immigrants. 

(b) REPORT.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 60 days 

after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary of State, in consultation with 
the Secretary of Homeland Security, shall 
submit a report that contains the plans and 
assessment described in paragraph (2) to— 

(A) the Committee on the Judiciary of the 
Senate; 

(B) the Committee on Foreign Relations of 
the Senate; 

(C) the Committee on the Judiciary of the 
House of Representatives; and 

(D) the Committee on Foreign Affairs of 
the House of Representatives. 

(2) CONTENTS.—The report submitted under 
paragraph (1) shall— 

(A) describe the Secretary’s plans to estab-
lish the processing mechanisms described in 
subsection (a); and 

(B) contain an assessment of in-country 
processing that makes use of 
videoconferencing. 
SEC. 1543. UNITED STATES REFUGEE PROGRAM 

PRIORITIES. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Priority 2 refugees of spe-

cial humanitarian concern under the refugee 
resettlement priority system shall include— 

(1) Iraqis who were employed by, or worked 
for or directly with the United States Gov-
ernment, in Iraq; 

(2) Iraqis who were employed in Iraq by— 
(A) a media or nongovernmental organiza-

tion headquartered in the United States; or 
(B) an organization or entity that has re-

ceived United States Government funding 
through an official and documented con-
tract, award, grant, or cooperative agree-
ment; 

(3) spouses, children, sons, daughters, sib-
lings, and parents of aliens described in para-
graph (1) or section 1544(b)(1); and 

(4) Iraqis who are members of a religious or 
minority community, have been identified 
by the Department of State as a persecuted 
group, and have close family members (as de-
scribed in section 201(b)(2)(A)(i) or 203(a) of 
the Immigration and Nationality Act (8 
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U.S.C. 1151(b)(2)(A)(i) and 1153(a))) in the 
United States. 

(b) IDENTIFICATION OF OTHER PERSECUTED 
GROUPS.—The Secretary of State is author-
ized to identify other Priority 2 groups in 
Iraq. 

(c) INELIGIBLE ORGANIZATIONS AND ENTI-
TIES.—Organizations and entities described 
in section 1543 shall not include any that ap-
pear on the Department of the Treasury’s 
list of Specially Designated Nationals. 

(d) SECURITY.—An alien is not eligible to 
participate in the program authorized under 
this section if the alien is otherwise inadmis-
sible to the United States under section 
212(a)(3) of the Immigration and Nationality 
Act (8 U.S.C. 1182(a)(3)). 
SEC. 1544. SPECIAL IMMIGRANT STATUS FOR 

CERTAIN IRAQIS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subsection 

(c)(1) and notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of law, for purposes of the Immigration 
and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 1101 et seq.), 
the Secretary of Homeland Security may 
provide an alien described in subsection (b) 
with the status of a special immigrant under 
section 101(a)(27) of such Act (8 U.S.C. 
1101(a)(27)), if the alien— 

(1) or an agent acting on behalf of the 
alien, submits to the Secretary a petition 
under section 204 of such Act (8 U.S.C. 1154) 
for classification under section 203(b)(4) of 
such Act (8 U.S.C. 1153(b)(4)); 

(2) is otherwise eligible to receive an immi-
grant visa; and 

(3) is otherwise admissible to the United 
States for permanent residence (excluding 
the grounds for inadmissibility specified in 
section 212(a)(4) of such Act (8 U.S.C. 
1182(a)(4)). 

(b) ALIENS DESCRIBED.— 
(1) PRINCIPAL ALIENS.—An alien is de-

scribed in this subsection if the alien— 
(A) is a national of Iraq; 
(B) was employed by, or worked for or di-

rectly with the United States Government in 
Iraq, in or after 2003, for an aggregate period 
of not less than 1 year; and 

(C) provided faithful service to the United 
States Government, which is documented in 
a positive recommendation or evaluation. 

(2) SPOUSES AND CHILDREN.—An alien is de-
scribed in this subsection if the alien is— 

(A) the spouse or child of a principal alien 
described in paragraph (1); and 

(B) is following or accompanying to join 
the principal alien in the United States. 

(c) NUMERICAL LIMITATIONS AND BENE-
FITS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The total number of prin-
cipal aliens who may be provided special im-
migrant status under this section may not 
exceed 5,000 per year for each of the 5 fiscal 
years beginning after the date of the enact-
ment of this Act. 

(2) EXCLUSION FROM NUMERICAL LIMITA-
TIONS.—Aliens provided special immigrant 
status under this section shall not be count-
ed against any numerical limitation under 
sections 201(d), 202(a), or 203(b)(4) of the Im-
migration and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 
1151(d), 1152(a), and 1153(b)(4)). 

(3) BENEFITS.—Aliens provided special im-
migrant status under this section shall be el-
igible for the same resettlement assistance, 
entitlement programs, and other benefits as 
refugees admitted under section 207 of the 
Immigration and Naturalization Act (8 
U.S.C. 1157). 

(4) CARRY FORWARD.—If the numerical limi-
tation under paragraph (1) is not reached 
during a given fiscal year, the numerical 
limitation under paragraph (1) for the fol-
lowing fiscal year shall be increased by a 
number equal to the difference between— 

(A) the number of visas authorized under 
paragraph (1) for the given fiscal year; and 

(B) the number of principal aliens provided 
special immigrant status under this section 
during the given fiscal year. 

(d) VISA AND PASSPORT ISSUANCE AND 
FEES.—Neither the Secretary of State nor 
the Secretary of Homeland Security may 
charge an alien described in subsection (b) 
any fee in connection with an application 
for, or issuance of, a special immigrant visa. 
The Secretary of State shall ensure that 
aliens described in this section who are 
issued special immigrant visas are provided 
with the appropriate series Iraqi passport 
necessary to enter the United States. 

(e) PROTECTION OF ALIENS.—The Secretary 
of State, in consultation with other relevant 
Federal agencies, shall provide an alien de-
scribed in this section who is applying for a 
special immigrant visa with protection or 
the immediate removal from Iraq of such 
alien if the Secretary determines that such 
alien is in imminent danger. 

(f) SECURITY.—An alien is not eligible to 
participate in the program authorized under 
this section if the alien is otherwise inadmis-
sible to the United States under section 
212(a)(3) of the Immigration and Nationality 
Act (8 U.S.C. 1182(a)(3)). 

(g) DEFINITIONS.—The terms defined in sub-
sections (a) and (b) of section 101 of the Im-
migration and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 1101) 
have the same meanings when used in this 
section. 

(h) REGULATIONS.—Not later than 90 days 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary of Homeland Security shall 
promulgate regulations to carry out the pro-
visions of this section, including require-
ments for background checks. 

(i) SAVINGS PROVISION.—Nothing in this 
section may be construed to affect the au-
thority of the Secretary of Homeland Secu-
rity under section 1059 of the National De-
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2006 
(Public Law 109–163). 
SEC. 1545. MINISTER COUNSELORS FOR IRAQI 

REFUGEES AND INTERNALLY DIS-
PLACED PERSONS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of State 
shall establish in the embassy of the United 
States located in Baghdad, Iraq, a Minister 
Counselor for Iraqi Refugees and Internally 
Displaced Persons (referred to in this section 
as the ‘‘Minister Counselor for Iraq’’). 

(b) DUTIES.—The Minister Counselor for 
Iraq shall be responsible for the oversight of 
processing for resettlement of persons con-
sidered Priority 2 refugees of special human-
itarian concern, special immigrant visa pro-
grams in Iraq, and the development and im-
plementation of other appropriate policies 
and programs concerning Iraqi refugees and 
internally displaced persons. The Minister 
Counselor for Iraq shall have the authority 
to refer persons to the United States refugee 
resettlement program. 

(c) DESIGNATION OF MINISTER COUN-
SELORS.—The Secretary of State shall des-
ignate in the embassies of the United States 
located in Cairo, Egypt; Amman, Jordan; Da-
mascus, Syria; and Beirut, Lebanon a Min-
ister Counselor to oversee resettlement to 
the United States of persons considered Pri-
ority 2 refugees of special humanitarian con-
cern in those countries to ensure their appli-
cations to the United States refugee resettle-
ment program are processed in an orderly 
manner and without delay. 
SEC. 1546. COUNTRIES WITH SIGNIFICANT POPU-

LATIONS OF DISPLACED IRAQIS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—With respect to each 

country with a significant population of dis-

placed Iraqis, including Iraq, Jordan, Egypt, 
Syria, Turkey, and Lebanon, the Secretary 
of State shall— 

(1) as appropriate, consult with other coun-
tries regarding resettlement of the most vul-
nerable members of such refugee popu-
lations; and 

(2) as appropriate, except where otherwise 
prohibited by the laws of the United States, 
develop mechanisms in and provide assist-
ance to countries with a significant popu-
lation of displaced Iraqis to ensure the well- 
being and safety of such populations in their 
host environments. 

(b) NUMERICAL LIMITATIONS.—In deter-
mining the number of Iraqi refugees who 
should be resettled in the United States 
under sections (a) and (b) of section 207 of 
the Immigration and Nationality Act (8 
U.S.C. 1157), the President shall consult non-
governmental organizations that have a 
presence in Iraq or experience in assessing 
the problems faced by Iraqi refugees. 

(c) ELIGIBILITY FOR ADMISSION AS REF-
UGEE.—Section 207(c)(1) of the Immigration 
and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 1157(c)(1)) is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘No alien shall be denied the opportunity to 
apply for admission under this section solely 
because such alien qualifies as an immediate 
relative or is eligible for classification as a 
special immigrant.’’. 
SEC. 1547. DENIAL OR TERMINATION OF ASYLUM. 

Section 208(b) of the Immigration and Na-
tionality Act (8 U.S.C. 1158) is amended by 
adding at the end the following: 

‘‘(4) CHANGED COUNTRY CONDITIONS.—An ap-
plicant for asylum or withholding of re-
moval, whose claim was denied by an immi-
gration judge solely on the basis of changed 
country conditions on or after March 1, 2003, 
may file a motion to reopen to reconsider his 
or her claim not later than 6 months after 
the date of the enactment of the Refugee Cri-
sis in Iraq Act if the applicant— 

‘‘(A) is a national of Iraq; and 
‘‘(B) remained in the United States on such 

date of enactment.’’. 
SEC. 1548. REPORTS. 

(a) SECRETARY OF HOMELAND SECURITY.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 90 days 

after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary of Homeland Security shall 
submit a report containing plans to expedite 
the processing of Iraqi refugees for resettle-
ment to— 

(A) the Committee on the Judiciary of the 
Senate; 

(B) the Committee on Foreign Relations of 
the Senate; 

(C) the Committee on the Judiciary of the 
House of Representatives; and 

(D) the Committee on Foreign Affairs of 
the House of Representatives. 

(2) CONTENTS.—The report submitted under 
paragraph (1) shall— 

(A) detail the plans of the Secretary for ex-
pediting the processing of Iraqi refugees for 
resettlement including through temporary 
expansion of the Refugee Corps of United 
States Citizenship and Immigration Serv-
ices; and 

(B) describe the plans of the Secretary for 
enhancing existing systems for conducting 
background and security checks of persons 
applying for Special Immigrant Visas and of 
persons considered Priority 2 refugees of spe-
cial humanitarian concern under this sub-
title, which enhancements shall support im-
migration security and provide for the or-
derly processing of such applications without 
delay. 

(b) PRESIDENT.—Not later than 90 days 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
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and annually thereafter, the President shall 
submit to Congress an unclassified report, 
with a classified annex if necessary, which 
includes— 

(1) an assessment of the financial, security, 
and personnel considerations and resources 
necessary to carry out the provisions of this 
subtitle; 

(2) the number of aliens described in sec-
tion 1543(1); 

(3) the number of such aliens who have ap-
plied for special immigrant visas; 

(4) the date of such applications; and 
(5) in the case of applications pending for 

more than 6 months, the reasons that visas 
have not been expeditiously processed. 

(c) REPORT ON IRAQI NATIONALS EMPLOYED 
BY THE UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT AND 
FEDERAL CONTRACTORS IN IRAQ.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 90 days 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary of Defense, the Secretary of 
State, the Administrator of the United 
States Agency for International Develop-
ment, the Secretary of the Treasury, and the 
Secretary of Homeland Security shall— 

(A) review internal records and databases 
of their respective agencies for information 
that can be used to verify employment of 
Iraqi nationals by the United States Govern-
ment; and 

(B) solicit from each prime contractor or 
grantee that has performed work in Iraq 
since March 2003 under a contract, grant, or 
cooperative agreement with their respective 
agencies that is valued in excess of $25,000 in-
formation that can be used to verify the em-
ployment of Iraqi nationals by such con-
tractor or grantee. 

(2) INFORMATION REQUIRED.—To the extent 
data is available, the information referred to 
in paragraph (1) shall include the name and 
dates of employment of, biometric data for, 
and other data that can be used to verify the 
employment of, each Iraqi national that has 
performed work in Iraq since March 2003 
under a contract, grant, or cooperative 
agreement with an executive agency. 

(3) EXECUTIVE AGENCY DEFINED.—In this 
subsection, the term ‘‘executive agency’’ has 
the meaning given the term in section 4(1) of 
the Office of Federal Procurement Policy 
Act (41 U.S.C. 403(1)). 

(d) REPORT ON ESTABLISHMENT OF DATA-
BASE.—Not later than 90 days after the date 
of the enactment of this Act, the Secretary 
of Defense, in consultation with the Sec-
retary of State, the Administrator of the 
United States Agency for International De-
velopment, the Secretary of the Treasury, 
and the Secretary of Homeland Security, 
shall submit to Congress a report examining 
the options for establishing a unified, classi-
fied database of information related to con-
tracts, grants, or cooperative agreements en-
tered into by executive agencies for the per-
formance of work in Iraq since March 2003, 
including the information described and col-
lected under subsection (c), to be used by rel-
evant Federal departments and agencies to 
adjudicate refugee, asylum, special immi-
grant visa, and other immigration claims 
and applications. 

(e) NONCOMPLIANCE REPORT.—Not later 
than 180 days after the date of the enactment 
of this Act, the President shall submit a re-
port to Congress that describes— 

(1) the inability or unwillingness of any 
contractors or grantees to provide the infor-
mation requested under subsection (c); and 

(2) the reasons for failing to provide such 
information. 

SEC. 1549. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 
There are authorized to be appropriated 

such sums as may be necessary to carry out 
this subtitle. 

SA 2873. Mrs. FEINSTEIN (for her-
self, Mr. SPECTER, and Mr. FEINGOLD) 
submitted an amendment intended to 
be proposed by her to the bill H.R. 1585, 
to authorize appropriations for fiscal 
year 2008 for military activities of the 
Department of Defense, for military 
construction, and for defense activities 
of the Department of Energy, to pre-
scribe military personnel strengths for 
such fiscal year, and for other pur-
poses; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

After section 1058, insert the following: 
SEC. 1059. CERTIORARI TO THE UNITED STATES 

COURT OF APPEALS FOR THE 
ARMED FORCES. 

(a) SHORT TITLE.—This section may be 
cited as the ‘‘Equal Justice for United States 
Military Personnel Act of 2007’’. 

(b) IN GENERAL.—Section 1259 of title 28, 
United States Code, is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (3), by inserting ‘‘or de-
nied’’ after ‘‘granted’’; and 

(2) in paragraph (4), by inserting ‘‘or de-
nied’’ after ‘‘granted’’. 

(c) TECHNICAL AND CONFORMING AMEND-
MENT.—Section 867a(a) of title 10, United 
States Code, is amended by striking ‘‘The 
Supreme Court may not review by a writ of 
certiorari under this section any action of 
the Court of Appeals for the Armed Forces in 
refusing to grant a petition for review.’’. 

SA 2874. Mr. LUGAR (for himself and 
Mr. BIDEN) submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 1585, to authorize appropria-
tions for fiscal year 2008 for military 
activities of the Department of De-
fense, for military construction, and 
for defense activities of the Depart-
ment of Energy, to prescribe military 
personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of title XII, add the following: 
Subtitle D—Reconstruction and Stabilization 

Civilian Management 
SEC. 1241. SHORT TITLE. 

This subtitle may be cited as the ‘‘Recon-
struction and Stabilization Civilian Manage-
ment Act of 2007’’. 
SEC. 1242. FINDING; PURPOSE. 

(a) FINDING.—Congress finds that the re-
sources of the United States Armed Forces 
have been burdened by having to undertake 
stabilization and reconstruction tasks in the 
Balkans, Afghanistan, Iraq, and other coun-
tries of the world that could have been per-
formed by civilians, which has resulted in 
lengthy deployments for Armed Forces per-
sonnel. 

(b) PURPOSE.—The purpose of this subtitle 
is to provide for the continued development, 
as a core mission of the Department of State 
and the United States Agency for Inter-
national Development, of an effective expert 
civilian response capability to carry out re-
construction and stabilization activities in a 
country or region that is at risk of, in, or is 
in transition from, conflict or civil strife. 
SEC. 1243. DEFINITIONS. 

In this subtitle: 
(1) ADMINISTRATOR.—The term ‘‘Adminis-

trator’’ means the Administrator of the 

United States Agency for International De-
velopment. 

(2) APPROPRIATE CONGRESSIONAL COMMIT-
TEES.—The term ‘‘appropriate congressional 
committees’’ means— 

(A) the Committee on Foreign Relations of 
the Senate; and 

(B) the Committee on Foreign Affairs of 
the House of Representatives. 

(3) DEPARTMENT.—Except as otherwise pro-
vided in this subtitle, the term ‘‘Depart-
ment’’ means the Department of State. 

(4) EXECUTIVE AGENCY.—The term ‘‘execu-
tive agency’’ has the meaning given that 
term in section 105 of title 5, United States 
Code. 

(5) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’ 
means the Secretary of State. 
SEC. 1244. SENSE OF CONGRESS. 

It is the sense of Congress that— 
(1) the civilian element of United States 

joint civilian-military operations should be 
strengthened in order to enhance the execu-
tion of current and future reconstruction 
and stabilization activities in foreign coun-
tries or regions that are at risk of, in, or are 
in transition from, conflict or civil strife; 

(2) the capability of civilian agencies of the 
United States Government to carry out re-
construction and stabilization activities in 
such countries or regions should also be en-
hanced through a new rapid response corps of 
civilian experts supported by the establish-
ment of a new system of planning, organiza-
tion, personnel policies, and education and 
training, and the provision of adequate re-
sources; 

(3) the international community, including 
nongovernmental organizations, and the 
United Nations and its specialized agencies, 
should be further encouraged to participate 
in planning and organizing reconstruction 
and stabilization activities in such countries 
or regions; 

(4) the executive branch has taken a num-
ber of steps to strengthen civilian capability, 
including the establishment of an office 
headed by a Coordinator for Reconstruction 
and Stabilization in the Department, the 
Presidential designation of the Secretary as 
the interagency coordinator and leader of re-
construction and stabilization efforts, and 
Department of Defense directives to the 
military to support the Office of Reconstruc-
tion and Stabilization and to work closely 
with counterparts in the Department of 
State and other civilian agencies to develop 
and enhance personnel, training, planning, 
and analysis; 

(5) the Secretary and the Administrator 
should work with the Secretary of Defense to 
augment existing personnel exchange pro-
grams among the Department, the United 
States Agency for International Develop-
ment, and the Department of Defense, in-
cluding the regional commands and the 
Joint Staff, to enhance the stabilization and 
reconstruction skills of military and civilian 
personnel and their ability to undertake 
joint operations; and 

(6) the heads of other executive agencies 
should establish personnel exchange pro-
grams that are designed to enhance the sta-
bilization and reconstruction skills of mili-
tary and civilian personnel. 
SEC. 1245. OFFICE OF THE COORDINATOR FOR 

RECONSTRUCTION AND STABILIZA-
TION. 

Title I of the State Department Basic Au-
thorities Act of 1956 (22 U.S.C. 2651 et seq.) is 
amended by adding at the end the following 
new section: 
‘‘SEC. 62. RECONSTRUCTION AND STABILIZATION. 

‘‘(a) OFFICE OF THE COORDINATOR FOR RE-
CONSTRUCTION AND STABILIZATION.— 
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‘‘(1) ESTABLISHMENT.—There is established 

within the Department of State the Office of 
the Coordinator for Reconstruction and Sta-
bilization. 

‘‘(2) COORDINATOR FOR RECONSTRUCTION AND 
STABILIZATION.—The head of the Office shall 
be the Coordinator for Reconstruction and 
Stabilization, who shall be appointed by the 
President, by and with the advice and con-
sent of the Senate. The Coordinator shall 
serve at the sole direction of, and report 
solely to, the Secretary of State or the Dep-
uty Secretary of State and shall have the 
rank and status of Ambassador at Large. 

‘‘(3) FUNCTIONS.—The functions of the Of-
fice of the Coordinator for Reconstruction 
and Stabilization include the following: 

‘‘(A) Monitoring, in coordination with rel-
evant bureaus within the Department of 
State, political and economic instability 
worldwide to anticipate the need for mobi-
lizing United States and international assist-
ance for the stabilization and reconstruction 
of countries or regions that are at risk of, in, 
or are in transition from, conflict or civil 
strife. 

‘‘(B) Assessing the various types of sta-
bilization and reconstruction crises that 
could occur and cataloging and monitoring 
the non-military resources and capabilities 
of Executive agencies that are available to 
address such crises. 

‘‘(C) Planning to address appropriate non- 
military requirements, such as demobiliza-
tion, policing, human rights monitoring, and 
public information, that commonly arise in 
stabilization and reconstruction crises. 

‘‘(D) Coordinating with relevant Executive 
agencies (as that term is defined in section 
105 of title 5, United States Code) to develop 
interagency contingency plans to mobilize 
and deploy civilian personnel to address the 
various types of such crises. 

‘‘(E) Entering into appropriate arrange-
ments with other Executive agencies to 
carry out activities under this section and 
the Reconstruction and Stabilization Civil-
ian Management Act of 2007. 

‘‘(F) Identifying personnel in State and 
local governments and in the private sector 
who are available to participate in the Re-
sponse Readiness Corps established under 
subsection (c) or to otherwise participate in 
or contribute to stabilization and recon-
struction activities. 

‘‘(G) Taking steps to ensure that training 
of civilian personnel to perform such sta-
bilization and reconstruction activities is 
adequate and, as appropriate, includes secu-
rity training that involves exercises and sim-
ulations with the Armed Forces, including 
the regional commands. 

‘‘(H) Sharing information and coordinating 
plans for stabilization and reconstruction ac-
tivities, as appropriate, with the United Na-
tions and its specialized agencies, the North 
Atlantic Treaty Organization, nongovern-
mental organizations, and other foreign na-
tional and international organizations. 

‘‘(I) Coordinating plans and procedures for 
joint civilian-military operations with re-
spect to stabilization and reconstruction ac-
tivities. 

‘‘(J) Maintaining the capacity to field on 
short notice an evaluation team to under-
take on-site needs assessment. 

‘‘(b) RESPONSE TO STABILIZATION AND RE-
CONSTRUCTION CRISIS.—If the President deter-
mines that it is important to the national 
interests of the United States for United 
States civilian agencies or non-Federal em-
ployees to assist in stabilizing and recon-
structing a country or region that is at risk 
of, in, or is in transition from, conflict or 
civil strife, the President may— 

‘‘(1) designate the Coordinator, or such 
other individual as the President may deter-
mine appropriate, as the coordinator of the 
United States response, and the individual so 
designated, or, in the event the President 
does not make such a designation, the Coor-
dinator for Reconstruction and Stabiliza-
tion, shall— 

‘‘(A) assess the immediate and long-term 
need for resources and civilian personnel; 

‘‘(B) identify and mobilize non-military re-
sources to respond to the crisis; and 

‘‘(C) coordinate the activities of the other 
individuals or management team, if any, des-
ignated by the President to manage the 
United States response; 

‘‘(2) exercise the authorities contained in 
sections 552(c)(2) and 610 of the Foreign As-
sistance Act of 1961 (22 U.S.C. 2348a(c)(2) and 
2360) without regard to the percentage and 
aggregate dollar limitations contained in 
such sections; and 

‘‘(3) furnish assistance to respond to the 
crisis in accordance with the provisions set 
forth in section 614(a)(3) of the Foreign As-
sistance Act of 1961 (22 U.S.C. 2364(a)(3)), in-
cluding funds made available under such Act 
(22 U.S.C. 2151 et seq.) and transferred or re-
programmed for purposes of this section.’’. 

SEC. 1246. RESPONSE READINESS CORPS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 62 of the State 
Department Basic Authorities Act of 1956 (as 
added by section 1245) is amended by adding 
at the end the following new subsection: 

‘‘(c) RESPONSE READINESS CORPS.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary, in con-

sultation with the Administrator of the 
United States Agency for International De-
velopment and the heads of other appro-
priate departments and agencies of the 
United States Government, is authorized to 
establish and maintain a Response Readiness 
Corps (hereafter referred to in this sub-
section as the ‘Corps’) to provide assistance 
in support of stabilization and reconstruc-
tion activities in foreign countries or regions 
that are at risk of, in, or are in transition 
from, conflict or civil strife. 

‘‘(2) FEDERAL COMPONENTS.— 
‘‘(A) ACTIVE AND STANDBY COMPONENTS.— 

The Corps shall have active and standby 
components consisting of United States Gov-
ernment personnel as follows: 

‘‘(i) An active component, which should 
consist of 250 personnel who are recruited, 
employed, and trained in accordance with 
this paragraph. 

‘‘(ii) A standby component, which should 
consist of 2000 personnel who are recruited 
and trained in accordance with this para-
graph. 

‘‘(B) AUTHORIZED MEMBERS OF STANDBY 
COMPONENT.—Personnel in the standby com-
ponent of the Corps may include employees 
of the Department of State (including For-
eign Service Nationals), employees of the 
United States Agency for International De-
velopment, employees of any other executive 
agency (as that term is defined in section 105 
of title 5, United States Code), and employ-
ees of the legislative branch and judicial 
branch of Government— 

‘‘(i) who are assigned to the standby com-
ponent by the Secretary following nomina-
tion for such assignment by the head of the 
department or agency of the United States 
Government concerned or by an appropriate 
official of the legislative or judicial branch 
of Government, as applicable; and 

‘‘(ii) who— 
‘‘(I) have the training and skills necessary 

to contribute to stabilization and recon-
struction activities; and 

‘‘(II) have volunteered for deployment to 
carry out stabilization and reconstruction 
activities. 

‘‘(C) RECRUITMENT AND EMPLOYMENT.—The 
recruitment and employment of personnel to 
the Corps shall be carried out by the Sec-
retary, the Administrator of the United 
States Agency for International Develop-
ment, and the heads of the other depart-
ments and agencies of the United States 
Government participating in the establish-
ment and maintenance of the Corps. 

‘‘(D) TRAINING.—The Secretary is author-
ized to train the members of the Corps under 
this paragraph to perform services necessary 
to carry out the purpose of the Corps under 
paragraph (1). 

‘‘(E) COMPENSATION.—Members of the ac-
tive component of the Corps under subpara-
graph (A)(i) shall be compensated in accord-
ance with the appropriate salary class for 
the Foreign Service, as set forth in sections 
402 and 403 of the Foreign Service Act of 1980 
(22 U.S.C. 3962, 3963), or in accordance with 
the appropriate compensation provisions of 
title 5, United States Code. 

‘‘(3) CIVILIAN RESERVE.— 
‘‘(A) CIVILIAN RESERVE.—The Corps shall 

have a reserve (hereafter referred to in this 
subsection as the ‘Civilian Reserve’) con-
sisting of non-United States Government 
personnel who are trained and available as 
needed to perform services necessary to 
carry out the purpose of the Corps under 
paragraph (1). The Civilian Reserve shall be 
established by the Secretary, in consultation 
with the Administrator of the Unites States 
Agency for International Development and 
the heads of other appropriate departments 
and agencies of the United States Govern-
ment. 

‘‘(B) COMPOSITION.—Beginning not later 
than two years after the date of the enact-
ment of the Reconstruction and Stabiliza-
tion Civilian Management Act of 2007, the Ci-
vilian Reserve shall include at least 500 per-
sonnel, who may include retired employees 
of the United States Government, contractor 
personnel, nongovernmental organization 
personnel, State and local government em-
ployees, and individuals from the private 
sector, who— 

‘‘(i) have the training and skills necessary 
to enable them to contribute to stabilization 
and reconstruction activities; 

‘‘(ii) have volunteered to carry out sta-
bilization and reconstruction activities; and 

‘‘(iii) are available for training and deploy-
ment to carry out the purpose of the Corps 
under paragraph (1). 

‘‘(4) USE OF RESPONSE READINESS CORPS.— 
‘‘(A) FEDERAL ACTIVE COMPONENT.—Mem-

bers of the active component of the Corps 
under paragraph (2)(A)(i) are authorized to 
be available— 

‘‘(i) for activities in direct support of sta-
bilization and reconstruction activities; and 

‘‘(ii) if not engaged in activities described 
in clause (i), for assignment in the United 
States, United States diplomatic missions, 
and United States Agency for International 
Development missions. 

‘‘(B) FEDERAL STANDBY COMPONENT AND CI-
VILIAN RESERVE.—The Secretary may deploy 
members of the Federal standby component 
of the Corps under paragraph (2)(A)(ii), and 
members of the Civilian Reserve under para-
graph (3), in support of stabilization and re-
construction activities in a foreign country 
or region if the President makes a deter-
mination regarding a stabilization and re-
construction crisis under subsection (b).’’. 

(b) EMPLOYMENT AUTHORITY.—The full- 
time personnel in the active component of 
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the Response Readiness Corps under section 
62(c)(2)(A)(i) of the State Department Basic 
Authorities Act of 1956 (as added by sub-
section (a)) are in addition to any other full- 
time personnel authorized to be employed 
under any other provision of law. 

(c) REPORT.—Not later than 180 days after 
the date of the enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary shall submit to the appropriate 
congressional committees a report on the 
status of efforts to establish the Response 
Readiness Corps under this section. The re-
port should include recommendations for 
any legislation necessary to implement sec-
tion 62(c) of the State Department Basic Au-
thorities Act of 1956 (as so added). 
SEC. 1247. STABILIZATION AND RECONSTRUC-

TION TRAINING AND EDUCATION. 
Section 701 of the Foreign Service Act of 

1980 (22 U.S.C. 4021) is amended— 
(1) by redesignating subsection (g) as sub-

section (h); and 
(2) by inserting after subsection (f) the fol-

lowing new subsection: 
‘‘(g) STABILIZATION AND RECONSTRUCTION 

CURRICULUM.— 
‘‘(1) ESTABLISHMENT AND MISSION.—The 

Secretary, in cooperation with the Secretary 
of Defense and the Secretary of the Army, is 
authorized to establish a stabilization and 
reconstruction curriculum for use in pro-
grams of the Foreign Service Institute, the 
National Defense University, and the United 
States Army War College. 

‘‘(2) CURRICULUM CONTENT.—The cur-
riculum should include the following: 

‘‘(A) An overview of the global security en-
vironment, including an assessment of 
transnational threats and an analysis of 
United States policy options to address such 
threats. 

‘‘(B) A review of lessons learned from pre-
vious United States and international expe-
riences in stabilization and reconstruction 
activities. 

‘‘(C) An overview of the relevant respon-
sibilities, capabilities, and limitations of 
various Executive agencies (as that term is 
defined in section 105 of title 5, United States 
Code) and the interactions among them. 

‘‘(D) A discussion of the international re-
sources available to address stabilization and 
reconstruction requirements, including re-
sources of the United Nations and its special-
ized agencies, nongovernmental organiza-
tions, private and voluntary organizations, 
and foreign governments, together with an 
examination of the successes and failures ex-
perienced by the United States in working 
with such entities. 

‘‘(E) A study of the United States inter-
agency system. 

‘‘(F) Foreign language training. 
‘‘(G) Training and simulation exercises for 

joint civilian-military emergency response 
operations.’’. 
SEC. 1248. SERVICE RELATED TO STABILIZATION 

AND RECONSTRUCTION. 
(a) PROMOTION PURPOSES.—Service in sta-

bilization and reconstruction operations 
overseas, membership in the Response Readi-
ness Corps under section 62(c) of the State 
Department Basic Authorities Act of 1956 (as 
added by section 1246), and education and 
training in the stabilization and reconstruc-
tion curriculum established under section 
701(g) of the Foreign Service Act of 1980 (as 
added by section 1247) should be considered 
among the favorable factors for the pro-
motion of employees of Executive agencies. 

(b) PERSONNEL TRAINING AND PROMOTION.— 
The Secretary and the Administrator should 
take steps to ensure that, not later than 3 
years after the date of the enactment of this 

Act, at least 10 percent of the employees of 
the Department and the United States Agen-
cy for International Development in the 
United States are members of the Response 
Readiness Corps or are trained in the activi-
ties of, or identified for potential deploy-
ment in support of, the Response Readiness 
Corps. The Secretary should provide such 
training as needed to Ambassadors and Dep-
uty Chiefs of Mission. 

(c) OTHER INCENTIVES AND BENEFITS.—The 
Secretary and the Administrator may estab-
lish and administer a system of awards and 
other incentives and benefits to confer ap-
propriate recognition on and reward any in-
dividual who is assigned, detailed, or de-
ployed to carry out stabilization or recon-
struction activities in accordance with this 
subtitle. 
SEC. 1249. AUTHORITIES RELATED TO PER-

SONNEL. 
(a) CONTRACTING AUTHORITY.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary, or the Ad-

ministrator with the concurrence of the Sec-
retary, may enter into contracts to procure 
the services of nationals of the United States 
(as defined in section 101(a)(22) of the Immi-
gration and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 
1101(a)(22)) or aliens authorized to be em-
ployed in the United States as personal serv-
ices contractors for the purpose of carrying 
out this subtitle, without regard to Civil 
Service or classification laws, for service in 
the Office of the Coordinator for Reconstruc-
tion and Stabilization or for service in for-
eign countries to assist in stabilizing and re-
constructing a country or region that is at 
risk of, in, or is in transition from, conflict 
or civil strife. Such contracts are authorized 
to be negotiated, the terms of the contracts 
to be prescribed, and the work to be per-
formed, where necessary, without regard to 
such statutory provisions as relate to the ne-
gotiation, making, and performance of con-
tracts and performance of work in the 
United States. 

(2) STATUS OF CONTRACTORS.—Individuals 
performing services under contracts de-
scribed in paragraph (1) shall not by virtue of 
performing such services be considered to be 
employees of the United States Government 
for purposes of any law administered by the 
Office of Personnel Management. The Sec-
retary or Administrator may determine the 
applicability to such individuals of any law 
administered by the Secretary or Adminis-
trator concerning the performance of such 
services by such individuals. Individuals em-
ployed by contract under the authority pro-
vided in paragraph (1) shall be considered 
employees for the purposes of parts 2600 
through 2641 of title 5, Code of Federal Regu-
lations, and sections 201, 203, 205, 207, 208, and 
209 of title 18, United States Code. 

(b) EXPERTS AND CONSULTANTS.—The Sec-
retary and the Administrator may, to the ex-
tent necessary to obtain services without 
delay, employ experts and consultants under 
section 3109 of title 5, United States Code, for 
the purpose of carrying out this subtitle. 

(c) AUTHORITY TO ACCEPT AND ASSIGN DE-
TAILS.—The Secretary is authorized to ac-
cept details or assignments of employees of 
Executive agencies, members of the uni-
formed services, and employees of State or 
local governments on a reimbursable or non-
reimbursable basis for the purpose of car-
rying out this subtitle. The assignment of an 
employee of a State or local government 
under this subsection shall be consistent 
with subchapter VI of chapter 33 of title 5, 
United States Code. 

(d) DUAL COMPENSATION WAIVER.— 
(1) ANNUITANTS UNDER CIVIL SERVICE RE-

TIREMENT SYSTEM OR FEDERAL EMPLOYEES RE-

TIREMENT SYSTEM.—Notwithstanding sec-
tions 8344(i) and 8468(f) of title 5, United 
States Code, the Secretary or the head of an-
other executive agency, as authorized by the 
Secretary, may waive the application of sub-
sections (a) through (h) of such section 8344 
and subsections (a) through (e) of such sec-
tion 8468 with respect to annuitants under 
the Civil Service Retirement System or the 
Federal Employees Retirement System who 
are assigned, detailed, or deployed to assist 
in stabilizing and reconstructing a country 
or region that is at risk of, in, or is in transi-
tion from, conflict or civil strife during the 
period of their reemployment. 

(2) ANNUITANTS UNDER FOREIGN SERVICE RE-
TIREMENT AND DISABILITY SYSTEM OR FOREIGN 
SERVICE PENSION SYSTEM.—The Secretary 
may waive the application of subsections (a) 
through (d) of section 824 of the Foreign 
Service Act (22 U.S.C. 4064) for annuitants 
under the Foreign Service Retirement and 
Disability System or the Foreign Service 
Pension System who are reemployed on a 
temporary basis in order to be assigned, de-
tailed, or deployed to assist in stabilization 
and reconstruction activities under this sub-
title. 

(e) INCREASE IN PREMIUM PAY CAP.—The 
Secretary, or the head of another executive 
agency as authorized by the Secretary, may 
compensate an employee detailed, assigned, 
or deployed to assist in stabilizing and re-
constructing a country or region that is at 
risk of, in, or is in transition from, conflict 
or civil strife, without regard to the limita-
tions on premium pay set forth in section 
5547 of title 5, United States Code, to the ex-
tent that the aggregate of the basic pay and 
premium pay of such employee for a year 
does not exceed the annual rate payable for 
level II of the Executive Schedule. 

(f) EXTENSION OF CERTAIN FOREIGN SERVICE 
BENEFITS.—The Secretary, or the head of an-
other executive agency as authorized by the 
Secretary, may extend to any individuals as-
signed, detailed, or deployed to carry out 
stabilization and reconstruction activities in 
accordance with this subtitle, the benefits or 
privileges set forth in sections 412, 413, 704, 
and 901 of the Foreign Service Act of 1980 (22 
U.S.C. 3972, 22 U.S.C. 3973, 22 U.S.C. 4024, and 
22 U.S.C. 4081) to the same extent and man-
ner that such benefits and privileges are ex-
tended to members of the Foreign Service. 

(g) COMPENSATORY TIME.—Notwithstanding 
any other provision of law, the Secretary, or 
the head of another executive agency as au-
thorized by the Secretary, may, subject to 
the consent of an individual who is assigned, 
detailed, or deployed to carry out stabiliza-
tion and reconstruction activities in accord-
ance with this subtitle, grant such individual 
compensatory time off for an equal amount 
of time spent in regularly or irregularly 
scheduled overtime work. Credit for compen-
satory time off earned shall not form the 
basis for any additional compensation. Any 
such compensatory time not used within 26 
pay periods shall be forfeited. 

(h) ACCEPTANCE OF VOLUNTEER SERVICES.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may accept 

volunteer services for the purpose of car-
rying out this subtitle without regard to sec-
tion 1342 of title 31, United States Code. 

(2) TYPES OF VOLUNTEERS.—Donors of vol-
untary services accepted for purposes of this 
section may include— 

(A) advisors; 
(B) experts; 
(C) consultants; and 
(D) persons performing services in any 

other capacity determined appropriate by 
the Secretary. 
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(3) SUPERVISION.—The Secretary shall— 
(A) ensure that each person performing 

voluntary services accepted under this sec-
tion is notified of the scope of the voluntary 
services accepted; 

(B) supervise the volunteer to the same ex-
tent as employees receiving compensation 
for similar services; and 

(C) ensure that the volunteer has appro-
priate credentials or is otherwise qualified to 
perform in each capacity for which the vol-
unteer’s services are accepted. 

(4) APPLICABILITY OF LAW RELATING TO FED-
ERAL GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES.—A person 
providing volunteer services accepted under 
this section shall not be considered an em-
ployee of the Federal Government in the per-
formance of those services, except for the 
purposes of the following provisions of law: 

(A) Chapter 81 of title 5, United States 
Code, relating to compensation for work-re-
lated injuries. 

(B) Chapter 11 of title 18, United States 
Code, relating to conflicts of interest. 

(5) APPLICABILITY OF LAW RELATING TO VOL-
UNTEER LIABILITY PROTECTION.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—A person providing volun-
teer services accepted under this section 
shall be deemed to be a volunteer of a non-
profit organization or governmental entity, 
with respect to the accepted services, for 
purposes of the Volunteer Protection Act of 
1997 (42 U.S.C. 14501 et seq.). 

(B) INAPPLICABILITY OF EXCEPTIONS TO VOL-
UNTEER LIABILITY PROTECTION.—Section 4(d) 
of such Act (42 U.S.C. 14503(d)) does not apply 
with respect to the liability of a person with 
respect to services of such person that are 
accepted under this section. 

(i) AUTHORITY FOR OUTSIDE ADVISORS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may estab-

lish temporary advisory commissions com-
posed of individuals with appropriate exper-
tise to facilitate the carrying out of this sub-
title. 

(2) INAPPLICABILITY OF FACA.—The require-
ments of the Federal Advisory Committee 
Act (5 U.S.C. App.) shall not apply to the ac-
tivities of a commission established under 
this subsection. 
SEC. 1250. PREVIOUSLY APPROPRIATED FUNDS. 

There are authorized to be appropriated for 
the Department of State under the heading 
‘‘DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR PROGRAMS’’ such 
sums as may be available under section 3810 
of the U.S. Troop Readiness, Veterans’ Care, 
Katrina Recovery, and Iraq Accountability 
Appropriations Act, 2007 (Public Law 110–28; 
121 Stat. 151) to support and maintain a civil-
ian reserve corps. 

SA 2875. Mr. BOND submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 1585, to authorize 
appropriations for fiscal year 2008 for 
military activities of the Department 
of Defense, for military construction, 
and for defense activities of the De-
partment of Energy, to prescribe mili-
tary personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

Strike section 1064 and insert the fol-
lowing: 
SEC. 1064. SECURITY CLEARANCES; LIMITATIONS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Title III of the Intel-
ligence Reform and Terrorism Prevention 
Act of 2004 (50 U.S.C. 435b) is amended by 
adding at the end the following new section: 
‘‘SEC. 3002. SECURITY CLEARANCES; LIMITA-

TIONS. 
‘‘(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

‘‘(1) CONTROLLED SUBSTANCE.—The term 
‘controlled substance’ has the meaning given 
that term in section 102 of the Controlled 
Substances Act (21 U.S.C. 802). 

‘‘(2) COVERED PERSON.—The term ‘covered 
person’ means— 

‘‘(A) an officer or employee of a Federal 
agency; 

‘‘(B) a member of the Army, Navy, Air 
Force, or Marine Corps who is on active duty 
or is in an active status; and 

‘‘(C) an officer or employee of a contractor 
of a Federal agency. 

‘‘(3) RESTRICTED DATA.—The term ‘Re-
stricted Data’ has the meaning given that 
term in section 11 of the Atomic Energy Act 
of 1954 (42 U.S.C. 2014). 

‘‘(4) SPECIAL ACCESS PROGRAM.—The term 
‘special access program’ has the meaning 
given that term in section 4.1 of Executive 
Order 12958 (60 Fed. Reg. 19825). 

‘‘(b) PROHIBITION.—After January 1, 2008, 
the head of a Federal agency may not grant 
or renew a security clearance for a covered 
person who is— 

‘‘(1) an unlawful user of, or is addicted to, 
a controlled substance; or 

‘‘(2) mentally incompetent, as determined 
by an adjudicating authority, based on an 
evaluation by a duly qualified mental health 
professional employed by, or acceptable to 
and approved by, the United States govern-
ment and in accordance with the adjudica-
tive guidelines required by subsection (d). 

‘‘(c) DISQUALIFICATION.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—After January 1, 2008, ab-

sent an express written waiver granted in ac-
cordance with paragraph (2), the head of a 
Federal agency may not grant or renew a se-
curity clearance described in paragraph (3) 
for a covered person who has been— 

‘‘(A) convicted in any court of the United 
States of a crime, was sentenced to impris-
onment for a term exceeding 1 year, and was 
incarcerated as a result of that sentence for 
not less than 1 year; or 

‘‘(B) discharged or dismissed from the 
Armed Forces under dishonorable conditions. 

‘‘(2) WAIVER AUTHORITY.—In a meritorious 
case, an exception to the disqualification in 
this subsection may be authorized if there 
are mitigating factors. Any such waiver may 
be authorized only in accordance with stand-
ards and procedures prescribed by, or under 
the authority of, an Executive Order or other 
guidance issued by the President. 

‘‘(3) COVERED SECURITY CLEARANCES.—This 
subsection applies to security clearances 
that provide for access to— 

‘‘(A) special access programs; 
‘‘(B) Restricted Data; or 
‘‘(C) any other information commonly re-

ferred to as ‘sensitive compartmented infor-
mation’. 

‘‘(4) ANNUAL REPORT.— 
‘‘(A) REQUIREMENT FOR REPORT.—Not later 

than February 1 of each year, the head of a 
Federal agency shall submit a report to the 
appropriate committees of Congress if such 
agency employs or employed a person for 
whom a waiver was granted in accordance 
with paragraph (2) during the preceding year. 
Such annual report shall not reveal the iden-
tity of such person, but shall include for 
each waiver issued the disqualifying factor 
under paragraph (1) and the reasons for the 
waiver of the disqualifying factor. 

‘‘(B) DEFINITIONS.—In this paragraph: 
‘‘(i) APPROPRIATE COMMITTEES OF CON-

GRESS.—The term ‘appropriate committees 
of Congress’ means, with respect to a report 
submitted under subparagraph (A) by the 
head of a Federal agency— 

‘‘(I) the congressional intelligence commit-
tees; 

‘‘(II) the Committee on Homeland Security 
and Governmental Affairs of the Senate; 

‘‘(III) the Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform of the House of Rep-
resentatives; and 

‘‘(IV) each Committee of the Senate or the 
House of Representatives with oversight au-
thority over such Federal agency. 

‘‘(ii) CONGRESSIONAL INTELLIGENCE COMMIT-
TEES.—The term ‘congressional intelligence 
committees’ has the meaning given that 
term in section 3 of the National Security 
Act of 1947 (50 U.S.C. 401a). 

‘‘(d) ADJUDICATIVE GUIDELINES.— 
‘‘(1) REQUIREMENT TO ESTABLISH.—The 

President shall establish adjudicative guide-
lines for determining eligibility for access to 
classified information. 

‘‘(2) REQUIREMENTS RELATED TO MENTAL 
HEALTH.—The guidelines required by para-
graph (1) shall— 

‘‘(A) include procedures and standards 
under which a covered person is determined 
to be mentally incompetent and provide a 
means to appeal such a determination; and 

‘‘(B) require that no negative inference 
concerning the standards in the guidelines 
may be raised solely on the basis of seeking 
mental health counseling.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 
(1) REPEAL.—Section 986 of title 10, United 

States Code, is repealed. 
(2) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 

sections at the beginning of chapter 49 of 
such title is amended by striking the item 
relating to section 986. 

(3) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this subsection shall take effect on 
January 1, 2008. 

SA 2876. Mr. KERRY (for himself, Mr. 
DOMENICI, Mr. TESTER, Mr. HAGEL, and 
Mr. OBAMA) submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 2011 proposed by Mr. NELSON of Ne-
braska (for Mr. LEVIN) to the bill H.R. 
1585, to authorize appropriations for 
fiscal year 2008 for military activities 
of the Department of Defense, for mili-
tary construction, and for defense ac-
tivities of the Department of Energy, 
to prescribe military personnel 
strengths for such fiscal year, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of title VII, add the following: 
SEC. 703. CENTER OF EXCELLENCE IN PREVEN-

TION, DIAGNOSIS, MITIGATION, 
TREATMENT, AND REHABILITATION 
OF MILITARY EYE INJURIES. 

(a) ESTABLISHMENT.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 55 of title 10, 

United States Code, is amended by inserting 
after section 1105 the following new section: 

‘‘§ 1105a. Center of Excellence in Prevention, 
Diagnosis, Mitigation, Treatment, and Re-
habilitation of Military Eye Injuries 
‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of De-

fense shall establish within the Department 
of Defense a center of excellence in the pre-
vention, diagnosis, mitigation, treatment, 
and rehabilitation of military eye injuries to 
carry out the responsibilities specified in 
subsection (c). The center shall be known as 
a ‘Center of Excellence in Prevention, Diag-
nosis, Mitigation, Treatment, and Rehabili-
tation of Military Eye Injuries’. 

‘‘(b) PARTNERSHIPS.—The Secretary shall 
ensure that the Center collaborates to the 
maximum extent practicable with the De-
partment of Veterans Affairs, institutions of 
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higher education, and other appropriate pub-
lic and private entities (including inter-
national entities) to carry out the respon-
sibilities specified in subsection (c). 

‘‘(c) RESPONSIBILITIES.—(1) The Center 
shall— 

‘‘(A) develop, implement, and oversee a 
registry of information for the tracking of 
the diagnosis, surgical intervention or other 
operative procedure, other treatment, and 
follow up for each case of eye injury incurred 
by a member of the armed forces in combat 
that requires surgery or other operative 
intervention; and 

‘‘(B) ensure the electronic exchange with 
Secretary of Veterans Affairs of information 
obtained through tracking under subpara-
graph (A). 

‘‘(2) The registry under this subsection 
shall be known as the ‘Military Eye Injury 
Registry’. 

‘‘(3) The Center shall develop the Registry 
in consultation with the ophthalmological 
specialist personnel and optometric spe-
cialist personnel of the Department of De-
fense. The mechanisms and procedures of the 
Registry shall reflect applicable expert re-
search on military and other eye injuries. 

‘‘(4) The mechanisms of the Registry for 
tracking under paragraph (1)(A) shall ensure 
that each military medical treatment facil-
ity or other medical facility shall submit to 
the Center for inclusion in the Registry in-
formation on the diagnosis, surgical inter-
vention or other operative procedure, other 
treatment, and follow up for each case of eye 
injury described in that paragraph as follows 
(to the extent applicable): 

‘‘(A) Not later than 72 hours after surgery 
or other operative intervention. 

‘‘(B) Any clinical or other operative inter-
vention done within 30 days, 60 days, or 120 
days after surgery or other operative inter-
vention as a result of a follow-up examina-
tion. 

‘‘(C) Not later than 180 days after surgery 
or other operative intervention. 

‘‘(5)(A) The Center shall provide notice to 
the Blind Service or Low Vision Optometry 
Service, as applicable, of the Department of 
Veterans Affairs on each member of the 
armed forces described in subparagraph (B) 
for purposes of ensuring the coordination of 
the provision of visual rehabilitation bene-
fits and services by the Department of Vet-
erans Affairs after the separation or release 
of such member from the armed forces. 

‘‘(B) A member of the armed forces de-
scribed in this subparagraph is a member of 
the armed forces as follows: 

‘‘(i) A member with an eye injury incurred 
in combat who has a visual acuity of 20⁄200 or 
less in either eye. 

‘‘(ii) A member with an eye injury incurred 
in combat who has a loss of peripheral vision 
of twenty degrees or less. 

‘‘(d) UTILIZATION OF REGISTRY INFORMA-
TION.—The Secretary of Defense and the Sec-
retary of Veterans Affairs shall jointly en-
sure that information in the Military Eye In-
jury Registry is available to appropriate 
ophthalmological and optometric personnel 
of the Department of Veterans Affairs for 
purposes of encouraging and facilitating the 
conduct of research, and the development of 
best practices and clinical education, on eye 
injuries incurred by members of the armed 
forces in combat.’’. 

(2) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections at the beginning of chapter 55 of 
such title is amended by inserting after the 
item relating to section 1105 the following 
new item: 

‘‘1105a. Center of Excellence in Prevention, 
Diagnosis, Mitigation, Treat-
ment, and Rehabilitation of 
Military Eye Injuries.’’. 

(b) INCLUSION OF RECORDS OF OIF/OEF VET-
ERANS.—The Secretary of Defense shall take 
appropriate actions to include in the Mili-
tary Eye Injury Registry established under 
section 1105a of title 10, United States Code 
(as added by subsection (a)), such records of 
members of the Armed Forces who incurred 
an eye injury in combat in Operation Iraqi 
Freedom or Operation Enduring Freedom be-
fore the establishment of the Registry as the 
Secretary considers appropriate for purposes 
of the Registry. 

(c) REPORT ON ESTABLISHMENT.—Not later 
than 180 days after the date of the enactment 
of this Act, the Secretary shall submit to 
Congress a report on the status of the Center 
of Excellence in Prevention, Diagnosis, Miti-
gation, Treatment, and Rehabilitation of 
Military Eye Injuries under section 1105a of 
title 10, United States Code (as so added), in-
cluding the progress made in established the 
Military Eye Injury Registry required under 
that section. 

(d) TRAUMATIC BRAIN INJURY POST TRAU-
MATIC VISUAL SYNDROME.—In carrying out 
the program at Walter Reed Army Medical 
Center, District of Columbia, on Traumatic 
Brain Injury Post Traumatic Visual Syn-
drome, the Secretary of Defense and the De-
partment of Veterans Affairs shall jointly 
provide for the conduct of a cooperative 
study on neuro-optometric screening and di-
agnosis of members of the Armed Forces 
with Traumatic Brain Injury by military 
medical treatment facilities of the Depart-
ment of Defense and medical centers of the 
Department of Veterans Affairs selected for 
purposes of this subsection for purposes of 
vision screening, diagnosis, rehabilitative 
management, and vision research on visual 
dysfunction related to Traumatic Brain In-
jury. 

(e) FUNDING.— 
(1) INCREASE IN AMOUNT FOR DEFENSE 

HEALTH PROGRAM.—The amount authorized 
to be appropriated by section 1403 for De-
fense Health Program is hereby increased by 
$5,000,000. 

(2) AVAILABILITY.—Of the amount author-
ized to be appropriated by section 1403 for 
Defense Health Program, as increased by 
paragraph (1), $5,000,000 may be available for 
the Center of Excellence in Prevention, Di-
agnosis, Mitigation, Treatment, and Reha-
bilitation of Military Eye Injuries under sec-
tion 1105a of title 10, United States Code (as 
so added). 

SA 2877. Mrs. MURRAY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 2011 proposed by Mr. 
NELSON of Nebraska (for Mr. LEVIN) to 
the bill H.R. 1585, to authorize appro-
priations for fiscal year 2008 for mili-
tary activities of the Department of 
Defense, for military construction, and 
for defense activities of the Depart-
ment of Energy, to prescribe military 
personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of subtitle E of title V, add the 
following: 
SEC. 565. EMERGENCY FUNDING FOR LOCAL EDU-

CATIONAL AGENCIES ENROLLING 
MILITARY DEPENDENT CHILDREN. 

(a) SHORT TITLE.—This section may be 
cited as the ‘‘Help for Military Children Af-
fected by War Act of 2007’’. 

(b) GRANTS AUTHORIZED.—The Secretary of 
Defense is authorized to award grants to eli-
gible local educational agencies for the addi-
tional education, counseling, and other needs 
of military dependent children who are af-
fected by war or dramatic military decisions. 

(c) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
(1) ELIGIBLE LOCAL EDUCATIONAL AGENCY.— 

The term ‘‘eligible local educational agency’’ 
means a local educational agency that— 

(A)(i) had a number of military dependent 
children in average daily attendance in the 
schools served by the local educational agen-
cy during the school year preceding the 
school year for which the determination is 
made, that— 

(I) equaled or exceeded 20 percent of the 
number of all children in average daily at-
tendance in the schools served by such agen-
cy during the preceding school year; or 

(II) was 1,000 or more, 
whichever is less; and 

(ii) is designated by the Secretary of De-
fense as impacted by— 

(I) Operation Iraqi Freedom; 
(II) Operation Enduring Freedom; 
(III) the global rebasing plan of the Depart-

ment of Defense; 
(IV) the realignment of forces as a result of 

the base closure process; 
(V) the official creation or activation of 1 

or more new military units; or 
(VI) a change in the number of required 

housing units on a military installation, due 
to the Military Housing Privatization Initia-
tive of the Department of Defense; or 

(B)(i) enrolls not less than 1 military de-
pendent child affected by Operation Iraqi 
Freedom or Operation Enduring Freedom, as 
certified by the Secretary of Education; and 

(ii) is not eligible for a payment under sec-
tion 8002 or 8003 of the Elementary and Sec-
ondary Education Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 7702, 
7703). 

(2) LOCAL EDUCATIONAL AGENCY.—The term 
‘‘local educational agency’’ has the meaning 
given the term in section 9101 of the Elemen-
tary and Secondary Education Act of 1965 (20 
U.S.C. 7801). 

(3) MILITARY DEPENDENT CHILD.—The term 
‘‘military dependent child’’— 

(A) means a child described in subpara-
graph (B) or (D)(i) of section 8003(a)(1) of the 
Elementary and Secondary Education Act of 
1965 (20 U.S.C. 7703(a)(1)); and 

(B) includes a child— 
(i) who resided on Federal property with a 

parent on active duty in the National Guard 
or Reserve; or 

(ii) who had a parent on active duty in the 
National Guard or Reserve but did not reside 
on Federal property. 

(d) USE OF FUNDS.—Grant funds provided 
under this section shall be used for— 

(1) tutoring, after-school, and dropout pre-
vention activities for military dependent 
children with a parent who is or has been im-
pacted by war-related action described in 
subclause (I), (II), or (III) of subsection 
(c)(1)(A)(ii); 

(2) professional development of teachers, 
principals, and counselors on the needs of 
military dependent children with a parent 
who is or has been impacted by war-related 
action described in subclause (I), (II), or (III) 
of subsection (c)(1)(A)(ii); 

(3) counseling and other comprehensive 
support services for military dependent chil-
dren with a parent who is or has been im-
pacted by war-related action described in 
subclause (I), (II), or (III) of subsection 
(c)(1)(A)(ii), including the hiring of a mili-
tary-school liaison; and 
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(4) other basic educational activities asso-

ciated with an increase in military depend-
ent children. 

(e) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—There are authorized to be 

appropriated to the Department of Defense 
$5,000,000 to carry out this section for fiscal 
year 2008 and such sums as may be necessary 
for each of the 3 succeeding fiscal years. 

(2) SPECIAL RULE.—Funds appropriated 
under paragraph (1) are in addition to any 
funds made available to local educational 
agencies under section 561 or 562 of this Act 
or section 8003 of the Elementary and Sec-
ondary Education Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 7703). 

SA 2878. Mr. HATCH (for himself and 
Mr. BENNETT) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill H.R. 1585, to authorize ap-
propriations for fiscal year 2008 for 
military activities of the Department 
of Defense, for military contruction, 
and for defense activities of the De-
partment of Energy, to prescribe mili-
tary personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of subtitle D of title X, add the 
following: 
SEC. 1044. REPORT ON CAPABILITIES FOR 

SUSTAINMENT OF THE MINUTEMAN 
III INTERCONTINENTAL BALLISTIC 
MISSILE. 

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress makes the fol-
lowing findings: 

(1) The strategic forces of the United 
States remain a cornerstone of United States 
national security. 

(2) The 2001 Nuclear Posture Review states 
that it is the current policy of the United 
States that intercontinental ballistic mis-
siles (ICBMs), submarine-launched ballistic 
missiles, and long-range nuclear-armed 
bombers play a critical role in the defense 
capabilities of the United States, its allies, 
and friends. 

(3) The dispersed and alert Minuteman III 
intercontinental ballistic missile system 
provides the most responsive, stabilizing, 
and cost-effective strategic force. 

(4) Section 139 of the John Warner National 
Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 
2007 (Public Law 109–364; 120 Stat. 2114) re-
quires the Secretary of the Air Force to 
modernize Minuteman III intercontinental 
ballistic missiles in the United States inven-
tory so as to maintain a sufficient supply of 
launch test assets and spares to sustain the 
deployed force of such missiles through 2030. 

(5) The modernization program for the 
Minuteman III intercontinental ballistic 
missile is nearing completion. Once that pro-
gram is complete, there will be no program 
to sustain the capability of the United 
States industrial base to modernize or re-
place the intercontinental ballistic missiles 
that constitute the sole land-based strategic 
deterrent system of the United States. 

(6) As an example, motor production for 
the Minuteman III Propulsion Replacement 
Program (PRP) is currently scheduled to end 
in fiscal year 2009. Once the PRP program 
ends, the capacity of the United States in-
dustrial base to respond to matters arising 
from the aging and obsolescence of Minute-
man III intercontinental ballistic missiles 
will be extremely diminished, decades-worth 
of critical program knowledge may be lost, 
and the current design of the Minuteman III 
intercontinental ballistic missile is likely to 
no longer be reproducible. 

(b) REPORT REQUIRED.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than March 1, 
2008, the Secretary of Defense shall submit 
to the congressional defense committees a 
report on the capability of the United States 
industrial base to achieve each of the fol-
lowing: 

(A) To maintain, modernize, and sustain 
the Minuteman III intercontinental ballistic 
missile (ICBM) system until at least 2030. 

(B) To replace the Minuteman III inter-
continental ballistic missile with a follow-on 
land-based strategic deterrent system after 
2030. 

(2) ELEMENTS.—The report required by 
paragraph (1) shall include the following: 

(A) A description of any current plans for 
extending the Minuteman III interconti-
nental ballistic missile system after the pe-
riod from 2020 to 2030, including plans for 
testing sufficient to account for any aging 
and obsolescence found in the Minuteman III 
intercontinental ballistic missile during the 
remaining life of the system, and an assess-
ment of the risks associated with such plans 
after the shutdown of associated production 
lines. 

(B) A description of any current plans to 
maintain the Minuteman III interconti-
nental ballistic missile system after 2030, in-
cluding an assessment of any risks associ-
ated with such plans after the shutdown of 
associated production lines. 

(C) An explanation why the Minuteman III 
intercontinental ballistic missile system, 
the only United States land-based strategic 
deterrent system, is no longer considered to 
be of the highest national defense urgency, 
as indicated by inclusion of the system on 
the so-called ‘‘DX-Rated Program List’’ 
while the sea-based strategic deterrent sys-
tem, the Trident II D5 missile system, is still 
on the so-called ‘‘DX-list’’. 

(D) An analysis of existing commonalities 
between the service life extension program 
for the Trident II D5 missile system and any 
equivalent planned service life extension 
program for the Minuteman III interconti-
nental ballistic missile system, including an 
analysis of the impact on materials, the sup-
plier base, production facilities, and the pro-
duction workforce of extending all or part of 
the service life extension program for the 
Trident II D5 missile system to a service life 
extension program for the Minuteman III 
intercontinental ballistic missile system. 

(E) An assessment of the adequacy of cur-
rent and anticipated programs, such as mis-
sile defense, space launch, and prompt global 
strike programs, to support the industrial 
base for the Minuteman III intercontinental 
ballistic missile system, including an anal-
ysis of the impact on materials, the supplier 
base, production facilities, and the produc-
tion workforce of extending all or part of 
any such program to the program for the 
Minuteman III intercontinental ballistic 
missile system. 

(c) COMPTROLLER GENERAL REVIEW.—Not 
later than 60 days after submittal under sub-
section (b) of the report required by that 
subsection, the Comptroller General of the 
United States shall submit to the congres-
sional defense committees a report setting 
forth the Comptroller General’s assessment 
of the matters contained in the report under 
subsection (b), including an assessment of 
the consistency of the budget of the Presi-
dent for fiscal year 2009, as submitted to 
Congress pursuant to section 1105 of title 31, 
United States Code, with the matters con-
tained in the report under subsection (b). 

SA 2879. Mr. DOMENICI (for himself 
and Mr. BINGAMAN) submitted an 

amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 1585, to authorize 
appropriations for fiscal year 2008 for 
military activities of the Department 
of Defense, for military construction, 
and for defense activities of the De-
partment of Energy, to prescribe mili-
tary personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of title II, add the following: 
SEC. 256. COST-BENEFIT ANALYSIS OF PROPOSED 

FUNDING REDUCTION FOR HIGH EN-
ERGY LASER SYSTEMS TEST FACIL-
ITY. 

(a) REPORT REQUIRED.—Not later than 90 
days after the date of the enactment of this 
Act, the Secretary of Defense shall submit to 
the congressional defense committees a re-
port containing a cost-benefit analysis of the 
proposed reduction in Army research, devel-
opment, test, and evaluation funding for the 
High Energy Laser Systems Test Facility. 

(b) EVALUATION OF IMPACT ON OTHER MILI-
TARY DEPARTMENTS.—The report required 
under subsection (a) shall include an evalua-
tion of the impact of the proposed reduction 
in funding on each Federal agency that uti-
lizes the High Energy Laser Systems Test 
Facility. 

(c) PROHIBITION ON ACTIONS TO DIMINISH 
ABILITY OF FACILITY TO FUNCTION AS MAJOR 
RANGE AND TEST BASE FACILITY.—The Sec-
retary of the Army may not take any action 
that diminishes the ability of the High En-
ergy Laser Systems Test Facility to function 
as a major range and test base facility, as 
that term is defined in Department of De-
fense Directive 3200.11, including actions re-
lated to the closure of such facility. 

SA 2880. Mr. SALAZAR submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 1585, to authorize 
appropriations for fiscal year 2008 for 
military activities of the Department 
of Defense, for military construction, 
and for defense activities of the De-
partment of Energy, to prescribe mili-
tary personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of subtitle E of title III, add the 
following: 
SEC. 358. REPORT ON HIGH-ALTITUDE AVIATION 

TRAINING SITE, COLORADO. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 60 days 

after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary of the Army shall submit to 
the congressional defense committees a re-
port on the High-Altitude Aviation Training 
Site at Gypsum, Colorado. 

(b) CONTENT.—The report required under 
subsection (a) shall include— 

(1) a summary of costs for each of the pre-
vious 5 years associated with transporting 
aircraft to and from the High-Altitude Avia-
tion Training Site for training purposes; and 

(2) an analysis of potential cost savings 
and operational benefits, if any, of perma-
nently stationing no less than 4 UH–60, 2 CH– 
47, and 2 LUH–72 aircraft at the High-Alti-
tude Aviation Training Site. 

SA 2881. Mr. SALAZAR submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 1585, to authorize 
appropriations for fiscal year 2008 for 
military activities of the Department 
of Defense, for military construction, 
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and for defense activities of the De-
partment of Energy, to prescribe mili-
tary personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of subtitle D of title X, add the 
following: 
SEC. 1044. REPORT AND MASTER INFRASTRUC-

TURE RECAPITALIZATION PLAN RE-
GARDING CHEYENNE MOUNTAIN AIR 
STATION, COLORADO. 

(a) REPORT ON RELOCATION OF NORTH AMER-
ICAN AEROSPACE DEFENSE COMMAND CEN-
TER.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than December 
31, 2007, the Secretary of Defense shall sub-
mit to Congress a report on the relocation of 
the North American Aerospace Defense com-
mand center and related functions from 
Cheyenne Mountain Air Station, Colorado, 
to Peterson Air Force Base, Colorado. 

(2) CONTENT.—The report required under 
paragraph (1) shall include— 

(A) an analysis comparing the total costs 
associated with the relocation, including 
costs determined as part of ongoing security- 
related studies of the relocation, to antici-
pated operational benefits from the reloca-
tion; and 

(B) an analysis of what additional missions 
could be performed at the Cheyenne Moun-
tain Air Station, including anticipated oper-
ational benefits or cost savings of moving 
additional functions to the Cheyenne Moun-
tain Air Station. 

(b) MASTER INFRASTRUCTURE RECAPITALIZA-
TION PLAN.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than March 16, 
2008, the Secretary of the Air Force shall 
submit to Congress a master infrastructure 
recapitalization plan for Cheyenne Mountain 
Air Station. 

(2) CONTENT.—The plan required under 
paragraph (1) shall include— 

(A) A description of the projects that are 
needed to improve the infrastructure re-
quired for supporting current and projected 
missions associated with Cheyenne Mountain 
Air Station; and 

(B) a funding plan explaining the expected 
timetable for the Air Force to support such 
projects. 

SA 2882. Mr. CARDIN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 1585, to authorize 
appropriations for fiscal year 2008 for 
military activities of the Department 
of Defense, for military construction, 
and for defense activities of the De-
partment of Energy, to prescribe mili-
tary personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of subtitle D of title V, add the 
following: 
SEC. 555. ASSESSMENTS OF SPONSOR PROGRAMS 

AT THE MILITARY SERVICE ACAD-
EMIES. 

(a) ASSESSMENTS REQUIRED.—Not later 
than 180 days after the date of the enactment 
of this Act, the Board of Visitors for each 
military service academy shall submit to the 
congressional defense committees an assess-
ment of the sponsor program at that acad-
emy together with a copy of the policy of the 
academy with respect to such program. 

(b) CONTENT.—Each assessment submitted 
under subsection (a) shall describe— 

(1) the purpose of the policy regarding the 
sponsor program at the academy; 

(2) the implementation of the policy; 

(3) the method used to screen potential 
sponsors; 

(4) the responsibilities of sponsors; and 
(5) the guidance provided to midshipmen 

and cadets regarding the sponsor program. 

SA 2883. Mr. CARDIN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 1585, to authorize 
appropriations for fiscal year 2008 for 
military activities of the Department 
of Defense, for military construction, 
and for defense activities of the De-
partment of Energy, to prescribe mili-
tary personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of title XII, add the following: 
SEC. 1234. GOVERNMENT ACCOUNTABILITY OF-

FICE REPORT ON PREVENTION OF 
MASS ATROCITIES. 

(a) REPORT REQUIRED.—Not later than 120 
days after the date of enactment of this Act, 
the Comptroller General of the United States 
shall submit to the congressional defense 
committees a report assessing the capability 
of the Secretary of Defense and the Sec-
retary of State to provide training and guid-
ance to the command of an international 
intervention force that seeks to prevent 
mass atrocities. 

(b) CONTENT.—The report required under 
subsection (a) shall include the following: 

(1) An evaluation of any doctrine currently 
used by the Secretary of Defense or the Sec-
retary of State to prepare for the training 
and guidance of the command of an inter-
national intervention force. 

(2) An assessment of the current capability 
of the Secretary of Defense and the Sec-
retary of State to provide training and guid-
ance to the command of an international 
intervention force in keeping with the ‘‘re-
sponsibility to protect’’ doctrine described in 
paragraphs 138 through 140 of the outcome 
document of the High-level Plenary Meeting 
of the General Assembly adopted by the 
United Nations in September 2005. 

(3) An assessment of the potential capa-
bility of the Secretary of Defense and the 
Secretary of State to support the develop-
ment of new doctrines for the training and 
guidance of an international intervention 
force in keeping with the ‘‘responsibility to 
protect’’ doctrine. 

(4) Recommendations as to the steps nec-
essary to allow the Secretary of Defense and 
the Secretary of State to provide more effec-
tive training and guidance to an inter-
national intervention force. 

(c) INTERNATIONAL INTERVENTION FORCE.— 
For the purposes of this section, ‘‘inter-
national intervention force’’ means a mili-
tary force that— 

(1) is authorized by an international orga-
nization such as the United Nations, the 
Economic Community of West African 
States (ECOWAS), the North Atlantic Treaty 
Organization (NATO), the European Union, 
or the African Union; and 

(2) has a mission that is narrowly focused 
on the protection of civilian life and the pre-
vention of mass atrocities such as genocide. 

SA 2884. Mr. KENNEDY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 1585, to authorize 
appropriations for fiscal year 2008 for 
military activities of the Department 
of Defense, for military construction, 
and for defense activities of the De-
partment of Energy, to prescribe mili-

tary personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of subtitle E of title X, add the 
following: 
SEC. 1070. UNIFORM STANDARDS FOR INTERRO-

GATION TECHNIQUES APPLICABLE 
TO INDIVIDUALS UNDER CONTROL 
OR CUSTODY OF THE UNITED 
STATES GOVERNMENT. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—No individual in the cus-
tody or under the effective control of the 
United States Government or any agency or 
instrumentality thereof, regardless of na-
tionality or physical location, shall be sub-
ject to any treatment or technique of inter-
rogation not authorized by sections 5–50 
through 5–99 of the United States Army Field 
Manual on Human Intelligence Collector Op-
erations. 

(b) PROHIBITED ACTIONS.—The treatment or 
techniques of interrogation prohibited under 
subsection (a) include, but are not limited 
to, the following: 

(1) Forcing an individual to be naked, per-
form sexual acts, or pose in a sexual manner. 

(2) Placing a hood or sack over the head of 
an individual, or using or placing duct tape 
over the eyes of an individual. 

(3) Applying a beating, electric shock, 
burns, or other forms of physical pain to an 
individual. 

(4) Subjecting an individual to the proce-
dure known as ‘‘waterboarding’’. 

(5) Subjecting an individual to threats or 
attack from a military working dog. 

(6) Inducing hypothermia or heat injury in 
an individual. 

(7) Conducting a mock execution of an in-
dividual. 

(8) Depriving an individual of necessary 
food, water, or medical care. 

(c) APPLICABILITY.—Subsection (a) shall 
not apply with respect to any individual in 
the custody or under the effective control of 
the United States Government pursuant to a 
criminal law or immigration law of the 
United States. 

(d) CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in this section 
shall be construed to affect the rights under 
the United States Constitution of any indi-
vidual in the custody or under the effective 
control of the United States Government. 

SA 2885. Mr. KENNEDY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 1585, to authorize 
appropriations for fiscal year 2008 for 
military activities of the Department 
of Defense, for military construction, 
and for defense activities of the De-
partment of Energy, to prescribe mili-
tary personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of subtitle C of title I, add the 
following: 
SEC. 132. LITTORAL COMBAT SHIP (LCS) PRO-

GRAM. 
(a) FINDINGS.—Congress makes the fol-

lowing findings: 
(1) The plan of the Chief of Naval Oper-

ations to recapitalize the United States 
Navy to at least 313 battle force ships is es-
sential for meeting the long-term require-
ments of the National Military Strategy. 

(2) Fiscal challenges to the plan to build a 
313-ship fleet require that the Navy exercise 
discipline in determining warfighter require-
ments and responsibility in estimating, 
budgeting, and controlling costs. 

(3) The 55-ship Littoral Combat Ship (LCS) 
program is central to the shipbuilding plan 
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of the Navy. The inability of the Navy to 
control requirements and costs on the two 
lead ships of the Littoral Combat Ship pro-
gram raises serious concerns regarding the 
capacity of the Navy to affordably build a 
313-ship fleet. 

(4) On April 23, 2007, the Naval Inspector 
General reported to Congress that it deter-
mined that cost growth in the Littoral Com-
bat Ship program was attributable to several 
factors, most notably that— 

(A) the strategy adopted for the Littoral 
Combat Ship program, a so-called ‘‘concur-
rent design-build’’ strategy, was a high-risk 
strategy that did not account for that risk in 
the cost and schedule for the lead ships in 
the program; 

(B) inadequate emphasis was placed on 
‘‘bid realism’’ in the evaluation of contract 
proposals under the program; 

(C) late incorporation of Naval Vessel 
Rules into the program caused significant 
design delays and cost growth; 

(D) the Earned Value Management System 
of the contractor under the program did not 
adequately measure shipyard performance, 
and the Navy did not independently assess 
cost performance; 

(E) the program manager for the program 
was inexperienced as an acquisition profes-
sional and had insufficient staff support for 
the challenges posed by management of such 
a complex, major program because senior 
Navy officials waived qualifications of acqui-
sition workforce personnel and chose not to 
provide adequate support in other areas; 

(F) the acquisition chain-of-command, 
from the program office for the program to 
the Assistant Secretary of the Navy failed to 
report timely program cost and schedule in-
formation within the Navy and to the Office 
of Secretary of Defense and Congress, which 
resulted in poor understanding of actual pro-
gram performance; and 

(G) the relationship between the Naval Sea 
Systems Command and the program execu-
tive offices for the program was dysfunc-
tional. 

(b) REQUIREMENT.—In order to halt further 
cost growth in the Littoral Combat Ship pro-
gram, costs and government liability under 
future contracts under the Littoral Combat 
Ship program shall be limited as follows: 

(1) LIMITATION OF COSTS.—The total 
amount obligated or expended for the pro-
curement costs of the fifth and sixth vessels 
in the Littoral Combat Ship (LCS) class of 
vessels shall not exceed $460,000,000 per ves-
sel. 

(2) PROCUREMENT COSTS.—For purposes of 
paragraph (1), procurement costs shall in-
clude all costs for plans, basic construction, 
change orders, electronics, ordnance, con-
tractor support, and other costs associated 
with completion of production drawings, ship 
construction, test, and delivery, including 
work performed post-delivery that is re-
quired to meet original contract require-
ments. 

(3) CONTRACT TYPE.—The Navy shall em-
ploy a fixed-price type contract for construc-
tion of the fifth and following ships of the 
Littoral Combat Ship class of vessels. 

(4) LIMITATION OF GOVERNMENT LIABILITY.— 
The Navy shall not enter into a contract, or 
modify a contract, for construction of the 
fifth or sixth vessel of the Littoral Combat 

Ship class of vessels if the limitation of the 
Government’s cost liability, when added to 
the sum of other budgeted procurement 
costs, would exceed $460,000,000 per vessel. 

(5) ADJUSTMENT OF LIMITATION AMOUNT.— 
The Secretary of the Navy may adjust the 
amount set forth in paragraphs (1) and (4) for 
either vessel referred to in such paragraph 
by the following: 

(A) The amounts of increases or decreases 
in costs attributable to compliance with 
changes in Federal, State, or local laws en-
acted after September 30, 2007. 

(B) The amounts of outfitting costs and 
costs required to complete post-delivery test 
and trials. 

(c) REPEAL OF SUPERSEDED AUTHORITY.— 
Section 124 of the National Defense Author-
ization Act for Fiscal Year 2006 (Public Law 
109–163; 119 Stat. 3157) is repealed. 

SA 2886. Mrs. FEINSTEIN (for herself 
and Mr. SPECTER) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 2011 proposed by Mr. 
NELSON of Nebraska (for Mr. LEVIN) to 
the bill H.R. 1585, to authorize appro-
priations for fiscal year 2008 for mili-
tary activities of the Department of 
Defense, for military construction, and 
for defense activities of the Depart-
ment of Energy, to prescribe military 
personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

Strike section 824 and insert the following: 
SEC. 824. COMPTROLLER GENERAL REPORT ON 

EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITIES FOR 
FEDERAL PRISONERS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Comptroller General of the United States 
shall, in coordination with the Attorney 
General, submit to Congress a report setting 
forth such modifications to law or regula-
tions as may be required to provide suffi-
cient employment opportunities for Federal 
prisoners to reduce recidivism among, and to 
promote job skills for, the growing popu-
lation of Federal prisoners. 

(b) ELEMENTS.—The report shall include an 
assessment of the following: 

(1) The effect of the current Federal Prison 
Industries program on private industry. 

(2) The impact of limitations on authorized 
purchasers of Federal Prison Industries prod-
ucts, and proposed alternative employment 
opportunities for Federal prisoners that may 
be used to reduce any negative impact on the 
Federal Prison Industries program of the 
modifications set forth in subsection (a). 

f 

NOTICES OF HEARINGS 

COMMITTEE ON INDIAN AFFAIRS 

Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, I would 
like to announce that the Committee 
on Indian Affairs will meet on Wednes-
day, September 19, 2007, at 9:30 a.m. in 
Room 628 of the Dirksen Senate Office 
Building to conduct a hearing on the 
process of Federal recognition of In-
dian tribes. 

Those wishing additional information 
may contact the Indian Affairs Com-
mittee at 224–2251. 

COMMITTEE ON SMALL BUSINESS AND 
ENTREPRENEURSHIP 

Mr. KERRY. Mr. President, I would 
like to inform members that the Com-
mittee on Small Business and Entre-
preneurship will hold a hearing enti-
tled ‘‘Expanding Opportunities for 
Women Entrepreneurs: The Future of 
Women’s Small Business Programs,’’ 
on Thursday, September 20, 2007, at 10 
a.m. in room 428A of the Russell Senate 
Office Building. 

f 

DISCHARGE AND REFERRAL—S. 
2006 

Mr. REID. I ask unanimous consent 
that the Senate Committee on Envi-
ronment and Public Works be dis-
charged from further consideration of 
S. 2006 and the bill be referred to the 
Committee on Homeland Security and 
Governmental Affairs. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

ORDERS FOR TUESDAY, 
SEPTEMBER 18, 2007 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent when the Senate com-
pletes its business today, it stand ad-
journed until tomorrow morning at 10 
a.m., Tuesday, September 18; that on 
Tuesday, following the prayer and 
pledge, the Journal of proceedings be 
approved to date, the morning hour be 
deemed expired, the time for the two 
leaders be reserved for their use later 
in the day, and there then be a period 
of morning business for 60 minutes, 
with Senators permitted to speak 
therein for up to 10 minutes each, with 
the Republicans controlling the first 30 
minutes and the majority controlling 
the final 30 minutes; that following 
morning business, the Senate proceed 
to H.R. 1124, as provided for under a 
previous order; that on Tuesday, fol-
lowing disposition of H.R. 1124, the 
Senate stand in recess until 2:15 p.m. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT UNTIL 10 A.M. 
TOMORROW 

Mr. REID. If there is no further busi-
ness today, I now ask unanimous con-
sent that the Senate stand adjourned 
under the previous order. 

There being no objection, the Senate, 
at 7:12 p.m., adjourned until Tuesday, 
September 18, 2007, at 10 a.m. 
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EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS 
HONORING PENNSYLVANIA PARA-

MEDIC OF THE YEAR BRETT 
FADGEN 

HON. JASON ALTMIRE 
OF PENNSYLVANIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Monday, September 17, 2007 

Mr. ALTMIRE. Madam Speaker, I rise today 
to pay tribute to Brett Fadgen, the 2007 Penn-
sylvania Paramedic of the Year. Not only is 
Mr. Fadgen an EMS Paramedic Rescue Tech-
nician for the Ross and West View commu-
nities, he also flies with Stat MedEvac, serves 
as a trained firefighter for his local fire depart-
ment, and teaches at the Community College 
of Allegheny County. He is truly a model rep-
resentative of the thousands of paramedics 
who serve in Pennsylvania, and I was pleased 
to learn that the Pennsylvania Emergency 
Health Services Council awarded him with this 
great honor on August 18. 

Mr. Fadgen became an Emergency Medical 
Technician (EMT) at the age of 17 after volun-
teering with the local emergency medical serv-
ice. Upon graduating from Gannon University 
with a Bachelor of Science degree, he at-
tended school to become a paramedic. In 
2002, Mr. Fadgen moved with his family to 
Ross Township, Pennsylvania and has served 
the community as a paramedic ever since. Re-
cently, Mr. Fadgen obtained his nursing de-
gree from Duquesne University and accepted 
a position as a Registered Nurse for UPMC 
Presbyterian. Although he has taken on a new 
role in the community, Mr. Fadgen remains 
committed to continuing his work as a para-
medic on a part-time basis. 

I am honored to recognize Mr. Fadgen’s 
outstanding accomplishment of becoming the 
2007 Pennsylvania Paramedic of the Year. His 
incredible achievements are just one example 
of the extraordinary work being accomplished 
by paramedics across the nation. On behalf of 
my family and the Fourth District of Pennsyl-
vania, I extend our thanks and eternal grati-
tude to Mr. Brett Fadgen for his continued 
commitment to our community. 

f 

A TRIBUTE TO SAM JOHNSON 

HON. TOM LANTOS 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Monday, September 17, 2007 

Mr. LANTOS. Madam Speaker, I rise today 
in tribute to an extraordinary educator from my 
home district in California. Samuel Johnson Jr. 
has retired following four decades of service to 
students. Remarkably, for 39 of those years, 
Sam Johnson was employed at the San 
Mateo Union High School District, with the 
final three years as its Superintendent. 

A native of Louisiana, Sam Johnson strug-
gled against and rose above the racial chal-

lenges of his generation. His career displays a 
shining light of perseverance and profes-
sionalism, offering a pioneering example for all 
races. 

Yet let me say, Madame Speaker, that Sam 
Johnson’s legacy is his devotion to young 
people, his determination that every student 
should have the ability to excel, to achieve 
and ultimately to find success in higher edu-
cation. 

His first job as a teacher was in his home 
state of Louisiana, and his eventual move to 
the San Mateo Union High School District 
after that first year began a lengthy tenure of 
dedication at the district he would call home 
for four decades. 

Beginning his career as a math teacher, 
Sam Johnson went on to hold nearly every 
administrative position in the district. His re-
sponsibilities ranged through the years from 
being the Director of Human Relations for the 
entire San Mateo Union High School District to 
being Assistant Principal and then Principal of 
Capuchino High School, where he was suc-
cessful in acquiring a prestigious Carnegie 
Grant. He later served as Director of Per-
sonnel, Associate Superintendent for Human 
Resources and Administrative Services and fi-
nally, Superintendent of the District, over-
seeing seven schools. 

Madam Speaker, I would like my colleagues 
to know that Sam Johnson will be remem-
bered for his commitment to the advancement 
of young people from all walks of life. His in-
novative pursuit of an Academic Core Cur-
riculum, guaranteeing that every student would 
be taking classes geared to success in col-
lege, was just one example of helping every-
one realize educational dreams. He combined 
that vision with a push for seven periods in the 
school day, giving students the opportunity to 
benefit from additional elective classes. He 
also spearheaded a school year calendar 
change that more effectively linked the end of 
academic classes with holiday vacations. 
These changes, which required political and 
administrative strength to achieve, highlight 
much of Sam Johnson’s talents and vision. 
His success at reaching these goals provided 
more academic opportunities for the students 
in his care. I am proud to say that the San 
Mateo Union High School District has reported 
successively improving student scores in re-
cent years, something universally desired in 
any educational environment. 

Madam Speaker, Samuel Johnson Jr. de-
serves respect and appreciation for an edu-
cational career focused on improving the op-
portunities and experiences of young people 
attending public school. He faced many chal-
lenges during his tenure, specific to the San 
Mateo Union High School District as well as 
relating to society in general. He met those 
challenges with dignity and what many of his 
colleagues described as class, while never 
wavering from the dream he held as a young 
teacher in Louisiana; a dream of helping stu-

dents find the path to realizing their own 
hopes and dreams. 

Madam Speaker, I want to wish Samuel 
Johnson Jr.; his wife, Della; and children Brad 
and Shana, happiness in his retirement and 
congratulations on his four-decade career in 
education. 

f 

JACOB ADAM HENDRICKS 

HON. SAM GRAVES 
OF MISSOURI 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, September 17, 2007 

Mr. GRAVES. Madam Speaker, I proudly 
pause to recognize Jacob Adam Hendricks, a 
very special young man who has exemplified 
the finest qualities of citizenship and leader-
ship by taking an active part in the Boy Scouts 
of America, Troop 261, and in earning the 
most prestigious award of Eagle Scout. 

Jacob has been very active with his troop, 
participating in many Scout activities. Over the 
many years Jacob has been involved with 
Scouting, he has not only earned numerous 
merit badges, but also the respect of his fam-
ily, peers, and community. 

Madam Speaker, I proudly ask you to join 
me in commending Jacob Adam Hendricks for 
his accomplishments with the Boy Scouts of 
America and for his efforts put forth in achiev-
ing the highest distinction of Eagle Scout. 

f 

IN RECOGNITION OF MARTIN 
SAVIDGE 

HON. DENNIS J. KUCINICH 
OF OHIO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, September 17, 2007 

Mr. KUCINICH. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to honor Martin Savidge for his 27 years 
of service to the American public, through his 
role as a news anchor and national cor-
respondent for many prominent news net-
works. 

Martin, who is currently a correspondent 
with NBC News, does regular reporting for 
NBC Nightly News with Brian Williams, the 
Today Show, and MSNBC. Prior to NBC, Mar-
tin was a news anchor and a national cor-
respondent for CNN, based at the network’s 
world headquarters in Atlanta. 

Martin graduated from Rocky River High 
School and earned a bachelor’s degree in 
journalism from Ohio University. He began his 
broadcast career as an anchor and reporter 
for WCIA–TV in Champaign, IL in 1980. He 
then moved on to work as the prime-time an-
chor for WMBD–TV in Peoria, IL Martin also 
worked as a reporter for the Associated Press, 
as well as a special projects reporter and an-
chor for WJW–TV in Cleveland. 
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Following the September 11, 2001 terrorist 

attacks, Martin reported from New York City’s 
Ground Zero on the search and rescue mis-
sion and the ongoing recovery efforts. In 2003, 
Martin delivered on-the-ground coverage of 
the crises in Iraq as one of CNN’s embedded 
journalists. Martin most recently served as 
NBC’s primary correspondent in New Orleans, 
covering Hurricane Katrina and its aftermath 
along the Gulf Coast. 

Martin has been honored with some of 
broadcast journalism’s most prestigious 
awards, including two Headliner Awards, two 
Edward R. Murrow Awards, a Peabody Award, 
a DuPont Award and an Emmy. In October 
2002, the National Journalism Education As-
sociation named Martin its Media Person of 
the Year for his support of scholastic jour-
nalism. 

Madam Speaker and colleagues, please join 
me in honoring Martin Savidge for his dedica-
tion to informing the public about important na-
tional and world issues, and his commitment 
to educating future journalists. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO CHIEF ROBERT E. 
KELLEY 

HON. JOE COURTNEY 
OF CONNECTICUT 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Monday, September 17, 2007 

Mr. COURTNEY. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to recognize Chief Robert E. Kelley on 
his retirement after more than four decades of 
service to the citizens of Vernon, CT, as a fire-
fighter and first responder. 

Bob began his career in 1966 at the Rock-
ville Fire Department, where he ascended to 
the rank of Battalion Chief of the Rescue 
Squad. In 1980, he was promoted to the posi-
tion of District Fire Chief and later Chief of the 
Town of Vernon Fire Department in 1986. 
Bob’s commitment to public service is evident 
in his dedication to do what is best for the citi-
zens of his town and his fellow firefighters, re-
gardless of the task. As a supervisor and 
mentor his contribution is immeasurable, but 
his record speaks for itself. No firefighter has 
ever lost his life in the line of duty under the 
command of Chief Kelley, and that speaks to 
his professionalism, dedication, and commit-
ment to public safety and his comrades. 

I have known Bob for almost 20 years in a 
number of different capacities: Constituent, fel-
low town official, advisor, and friend, and he 
has served the people of Vernon and Tolland 
County with integrity and distinction. His duties 
have covered the gamut; planning, developing 
budgets, saving lives, and protecting property. 
He also oversaw the transformation of public 
safety from a loose group of local volunteers 
to a sophisticated cutting edge network of first 
responders. We are lucky to still have a pre-
dominantly all volunteer force, and under 
Bob’s leadership they have been trained and 
equipped to deal with the challenges of the 
21st century. Congratulations to Bob, his wife 
of 47 years, Marilla, and his family on this 
well-deserved retirement. I hope he still drives 
a red Ford around town so I will know he’s 
coming down the street. 

The Town of Vernon Fire Department will 
miss his leadership and I ask my colleagues 

to join with me and my constituents in thank-
ing Bob Kelley for his years of public service 
and wishing him well in his new endeavors. 

f 

IN TRIBUTE TO DIC YOUNGS 

HON. LEONARD L. BOSWELL 
OF IOWA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, September 17, 2007 

Mr. BOSWELL. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to honor the life works and career of a 
local Iowa luminary. Born in Grand Island, NE, 
Dic Youngs—or ‘‘Youngsy’’ to his fans—has 
become a legend of regional radio in the Des 
Moines metro area, attracting loyal listeners 
from every Iowa demographic over his half 
century of commitment to the air waves. With 
the announcement of his retirement from 93.3 
KIOA this July, it is proper that we should 
honor a man who has come to be so cher-
ished in the hearts and homes of several gen-
erations of Iowans. 

Dic Youngs has always had panache, and 
he has basked in the community spotlight 
since his youth. As a young man attending 
East High School in Des Moines, his athletic 
prowess earned him many distinctions, and he 
gained substantial notoriety within the greater 
conference community throughout his athletic 
career. At the age of 16, Dic’s radio career 
was kick-started as he championed a KSO 
amateur DJ contest, and was given a position 
at radio 1460 KSO, Des Moines. Soon after, 
he began broadcasting the sounds of the six-
ties from his ‘‘KSO Fish Bowl’’ studio, which 
was originally located in the display window of 
a downtown shop. He was a ‘‘smash’’ with 
Des Moines area teens, and by charming 
them with his skillful spins and witty words, he 
established a loyal fan base from the very be-
ginning. 

Dic started his time at 93.3 KIOA in Feb-
ruary of 1966, after a brief hiatus from Iowa 
radio, and remained there for nearly 42 years. 
During his time at KIOA, he was known for his 
afternoon broadcasts and the ‘‘Original Satur-
day Night Oldies Show.’’ But Dic did more 
than DJ during his time at KIOA—he was also 
an exceptional philanthropist, and was pas-
sionately involved in the local community. As 
a member of the KIOA High Hoopers Basket-
ball team, he helped raise nearly one million 
dollars for various charitable causes, and he is 
known in the region for his 50 hour radiothons 
to benefit the Variety Club of Iowa; the grand 
total of his personal fund-raising efforts climb-
ing to nearly $500,000. He has orchestrated 
26 ‘‘Rock and Roll Reunions’’ at the Iowa 
State Fair, and was responsible for the crowd- 
pleasing ‘‘KIOA Good Guy Reunions.’’ 

Many Iowans will remember Dic as the man 
whose voice and musical repertoire filled lazy 
afternoons and memorable Saturday nights, 
as the man who first introduced them to the 
Beatles, and as the man whose steadfastly 
positive presence in the community has been 
an inspiration and a blessing to so many. I ask 
my colleagues to join me in honoring the life 
and career of Dic Youngs. We congratulate 
you and wish you the best of luck in retire-
ment. 

IN HONOR OF CAPTAIN ERICK M. 
FOSTER 

HON. JASON ALTMIRE 
OF PENNSYLVANIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, September 17, 2007 

Mr. ALTMIRE. Madam Speaker, I rise today 
to honor CPT Erick M. Foster, an Army Rang-
er who was killed while serving in Iraq on Au-
gust 29, 2007. As a member of the 1st Squad-
ron, 73rd Cavalry Regiment, 2nd Brigade 
Combat Team, 82nd Airborne Division, he was 
struck by small arms fire while conducting a 
dismounted patrol in Muqdadiyah, Iraq. This 
was Captain Foster’s second deployment to 
Iraq. 

Captain Foster was born and raised in 
Pennsylvania and graduated from North Alle-
gheny High School. After graduation, he at-
tended Duquesne University, where he took 
part in their Reserve Officer Training (ROTC) 
program while majoring in information tech-
nology. In 2000, Captain Foster graduated 
from Duquesne University and received his 
commission as an officer in the United States 
Army. 

Captain Foster was awarded the Purple 
Heart, two Bronze Stars, the Army Com-
mendation Medal, the Army Achievement 
Medal, and numerous other military awards for 
his service to our country. He will forever be 
remembered as a patriot and a respected 
combat leader. 

On behalf of my family, the Fourth Congres-
sional District of Pennsylvania, and the U.S. 
House of Representatives, I extend our heart-
felt sympathy and eternal gratitude to Captain 
Foster’s family. Our thoughts and prayers are 
with his parents, Robert and Barbara, and his 
sisters Elizabeth and Abby. 

f 

DAMON JOSEPH ARREDONDO 

HON. SAM GRAVES 
OF MISSOURI 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, September 17, 2007 

Mr. GRAVES. Madam Speaker, I proudly 
pause to recognize Damon Joseph Arredondo, 
a very special young man who has exempli-
fied the finest qualities of citizenship and lead-
ership by taking an active part in the Boy 
Scouts of America, Troop 261, and in earning 
the most prestigious award of Eagle Scout. 

Damon has been very active with his troop, 
participating in many Scout activities. Over the 
many years Damon has been involved with 
Scouting, he has not only earned numerous 
merit badges, but also the respect of his fam-
ily, peers, and community. 

Madam Speaker, I proudly ask you to join 
me in commending Damon Joseph Arredondo 
for his accomplishments with the Boy Scouts 
of America and for his efforts put forth in 
achieving the highest distinction of Eagle 
Scout. 
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TRIBUTE TO THE LEAGUE OF HU-

MANE VOTERS OF NEW YORK 
CITY 

HON. ELIOT L. ENGEL 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, September 17, 2007 

Mr. ENGEL. Madam Speaker, I rise today to 
honor the League of Humane Voters of New 
York City (LOHV–NYC) for their support of 
animal rights and their efforts to hold elected 
officials accountable to their constituents on 
issues concerning animal welfare. 

Since their conception in 2001, the League 
of Humane Voters of New York City has been 
mobilizing public concern for animal rights 
through the democratic process by cam-
paigning for the election of humane can-
didates to public office. LOHV–NYC has be-
come a driving force for the defense of ani-
mals in New York City by raising tens of thou-
sands of dollars and campaigning for dozens 
of humane candidates at the local and State 
level. LOHV–NYC recognized that animal 
rights was a political issue as well as a moral 
issue and has worked with citizens, activists, 
political parties, candidates and elected rep-
resentatives to create awareness for animal 
welfare issues. 

In January 2006, the LOHV–NYC created 
and published the first ever humane scorecard 
for the New York City Council, which tracked 
Council members’ votes and sponsorship of 
legislation relating to animal welfare issues. 
The scorecard was first published in Satya 
Magazine in 2006 and since then has received 
major media attention. 

The members of the League of Humane 
Voters in New York City are leaders in the ani-
mal protection movement, experts in law and 
politics, and everyday citizens. I would like to 
congratulate them on their dedication and on 
educating countless people on animal rights’ 
issues. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. DAVID G. REICHERT 
OF WASHINGTON 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, September 17, 2007 

Mr. REICHERT. Madam Speaker, on Sep-
tember 7, 2007, I missed rollcall vote No. 863, 
on passage of H.R. 1908, the Patent Reform 
Act of 2007. I was in Iraq visiting Washington 
State soldiers. If I had been present, I would 
have voted ‘‘yes.’’ 

f 

RECOGNIZING THE UNITED 
STATES-POLAND PARLIAMEN-
TARY YOUTH EXCHANGE PRO-
GRAM 

HON. RAHM EMANUEL 
OF ILLINOIS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, September 17, 2007 

Mr. EMANUEL. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today in support of S. 377, the United States- 

Poland Parliamentary Youth Exchange Pro-
gram Act of 2007. I was a proud co-sponsor 
of H.R. 1636, the House companion to S. 377, 
and was the lead original co-sponsor of the bill 
in the 109th Congress. This legislation will es-
tablish a new program to help American stu-
dents learn about the Polish parliament, help 
Polish students learn about the U.S. Con-
gress, and help both of these countries better 
understand one of their closest allies. 

Since the establishment of the Polish Re-
public in 1919, the United States has been in 
diplomatic relations with Poland. Our friend 
has cooperated closely with us on issues such 
as nuclear proliferation, human rights, and de-
mocratization. It is important that the youth of 
our nations ensure that both social and diplo-
matic ties between our two great nations re-
main a top priority. 

The purpose of the youth exchange pro-
gram is to demonstrate to the youth of the 
United States and Poland the benefits of 
friendly cooperation between the United States 
and Poland based on common political and 
cultural values. 

On behalf of the more than 110,000 resi-
dents of Illinois’ Fifth Congressional District of 
Polish descent, I want to extend our gratitude. 
Poland has long been a strong ally of the 
United States, and has assisted in global ef-
forts to combat terrorism. Our friends have 
also provided troops and resources for Oper-
ation Iraqi Freedom. This is a country that is 
committed to the democratic ideals of liberty 
and human rights. 

Madam Speaker, I am proud that we are 
considering this legislation today, and I urge 
my colleagues to join me in supporting a 
strong symbol of our friendship with Poland. 

f 

BRENDAN WILLIAM WATERS 

HON. SAM GRAVES 
OF MISSOURI 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, September 17, 2007 

Mr. GRAVES. Madam Speaker, I proudly 
pause to recognize Brendan William Waters, a 
very special young man who has exemplified 
the finest qualities of citizenship and leader-
ship by taking an active part in the Boy Scouts 
of America, Troop 261, and in earning the 
most prestigious award of Eagle Scout. 

Brendan has been very active with his 
troop, participating in many Scout activities. 
Over the many years Brendan has been in-
volved with Scouting, he has not only earned 
numerous merit badges, but also the respect 
of his family, peers, and community. 

Madam Speaker, I proudly ask you to join 
me in commending Brendan William Waters 
for his accomplishments with the Boy Scouts 
of America and for his efforts put forth in 
achieving the highest distinction of Eagle 
Scout. 

IN HONOR OF DELAWARE VOLUN-
TEER FIREMEN’S ASSOCIATION 
2007–2008 PRESIDENT RON MAR-
VEL AND LADIES AUXILIARY 
PRESIDENT DEBBIE MARVEL 

HON. MICHAEL N. CASTLE 
OF DELAWARE 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, September 17, 2007 

Mr. CASTLE. Madam Speaker, I rise to 
honor the fire service leadership in Delaware 
during the Annual Conference of the Delaware 
Volunteer Firemen’s Association. 

Thousands of citizens in Delaware partici-
pate as volunteer emergency responders and 
support personnel in our fire companies 
across the state. They work tirelessly along-
side of our career fire service members mak-
ing our state a safer place to live. 

Each year at the Conference, firefighters 
come to training opportunities, business meet-
ings, and social events. Firefighters display 
the pride in their company and equipment dur-
ing the annual parade. 

Over the next year the Delaware Volunteer 
Firemen’s Association will be led by President 
Ron Marvel of Seaford. Ron operates a family 
business in Seaford where he is a longtime 
member and Past Chief at the Seaford Volun-
teer Fire Department. Prior to being elected as 
the President of the Delaware Volunteer Fire-
men’s Association, Ron served as President of 
the Delaware State Fire Chiefs Association, 
the Sussex County Fire Chiefs Association 
and the Sussex County Volunteer Firemen’s 
Association. 

The Ladies Auxiliary President for 2007– 
2008 is Debra ‘‘Debbie’’ Marvel. Debbie is a 
homemaker and is active in her church as an 
organist as well being a community volunteer 
in Seaford. Debbie is a life member of the 
Seaford Ladies Auxiliary and has held many 
offices up to and including President. She is 
active in the Sussex County Ladies Auxiliary 
Association having held the office of Presi-
dent. Her leadership ability is recognized by 
the ladies auxiliary members throughout our 
state who elected her to the office of Presi-
dent. 

Fire company leaders like Ron and Debbie 
exemplify a commitment of service to our citi-
zens not unlike the service provided by all the 
members of the Delaware Fire Service. I wish 
them well over the next year as they take on 
this enormous task of leading our first re-
sponders. 

f 

IN RECOGNITION OF THE 40TH AN-
NIVERSARY YEAR OF THE WEST-
ERN CAMPUS OF CUYAHOGA 
COMMUNITY COLLEGE 

HON. DENNIS J. KUCINICH 
OF OHIO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, September 17, 2007 

Mr. KUCINICH. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today in honor of the 40th year of the Western 
Campus of Cuyahoga Community College. In 
the time this institution has been in existence, 
it has served hundreds of thousands of people 
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in the community as an institution of higher 
learning. It is a shining example of the quality 
education such an institution can provide to a 
local community. 

The campus currently serves between 
11,000 and 12,000 credit students each term, 
as well as many more non-credit students. It 
is considered one of the top community col-
leges not only in the state of Ohio, but in the 
United States. 

Madam Speaker and colleagues, please join 
me in recognizing Cuyahoga Community Col-
lege for its 40 years of dedication to afford-
able, quality education. May they continue to 
be stewards of minds of all ages, and may 
their commitment to northeast Ohio grow even 
stronger. 

f 

21ST ANNIVERSARY OF THE 
CENER FOR MEDICINE ADVOCACY 

HON. JOE COURTNEY 
OF CONNECTICUT 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, September 17, 2007 

Mr. COURTNEY. Madam Speaker, today I 
rise in honor of the twenty-first anniversary of 
the Center for Medicare Advocacy. 
Headquartered in Willimantic, Connecticut, this 
national non-profit organization is dedicated to 
educating, advocating for, and providing legal 
assistance to older Americans and individuals 
with disabilities. Navigating the waters of the 
Medicare system can be daunting. However 
with groups such as CMA, eligible individuals 
are able to gain coverage and improved ac-
cess to our health care system. 

The Center for Medicare Advocacy was es-
tablished in 1986 by Judith Stein, who today 
serves as the Executive Director. In the dec-
ade before the founding of the CMA, Ms. Stein 
was the Co-Director of Legal Assistance to 
Medicare Patients. There, she managed the 
first Medicare advocacy program in the coun-
try. That passion for advocacy carried over 
with the creation of the CMA. Most recently, 
Judith was appointed by Senator CHRIS DODD 
to the White House Council on Aging, where 
she served with distinction and was instru-
mental in crafting the Council’s recommenda-
tions regarding Medicare improvements. 

CMA, with its staff of nurses, attorneys, 
legal assistants, and information management 
specialists, has educated thousands of individ-
uals. Their writings on Medicare are a valu-
able resource and set a high standard for 
Medicare related outreach. In Connecticut, the 
organization also provides legal training and 
support for the State health insurance and as-
sistance program. Additionally, CMA has uti-
lized their incredible wealth of experience to 
provide invaluable policy advice to the Con-
necticut Congressional delegation and Con-
gress as a whole during debate over Medicare 
reform. 

Madam Speaker, please join me in honoring 
the contribution and public service provided by 
the Center for Medicare Advocacy and its 
founder Judith Stein, as the organization cele-
brates 21 years of support for our Nation’s 
seniors and disabled persons. 

TRIBUTE TO JOHN PHILLIPS 

HON. ELIOT L. ENGEL 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, September 17, 2007 

Mr. ENGEL. Madam Speaker, I rise today to 
honor Mr. John Phillips for his devotion and 
tireless efforts for the humane treatment and 
protection of animals. 

As a longtime animal advocate, John Phil-
lips was named the first ever Executive Direc-
tor of the League of Humane Voters of New 
York City (LOHV–NYC) in 2004. Under his di-
rection, LOHV–NYC has become a driving 
force for the defense of animals in New York 
City by raising tens of thousands of dollars 
and campaigning for dozens of humane can-
didates at the local and state level. He also 
helped organize the first ever humane lobby 
day, bringing dozens of animal advocates to 
City Hall to lobby their elected officials. 

John Phillips’ energy and passion for the 
creation of effective animal protection legisla-
tion at the local, state, and federal level has 
been a major force in fostering discussion of 
the issues most important to the LOHV–NYC. 

His passion for the protection of animals 
and the education of people about the suf-
fering of animals started at a young age, when 
he became a vegetarian at the age of 10 and 
a vegan at the age of 14. As well as becoming 
an animal activist, John Phillips has been in-
volved with many other social justice groups, 
including those committed to the rights of the 
LGBT community, the homeless, and the envi-
ronment. 

In January 2007, John Phillips was awarded 
the In Defense of Animals’ Companion Animal 
Guard for his work with LOHV–NYC. We 
should all take note of his devotion to the pro-
tection of animals and I would like to congratu-
late John Phillips on his many accomplish-
ments. 

f 

CHRISTOPHER BRANDON GOODALE 

HON. SAM GRAVES 
OF MISSOURI 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, September 17, 2007 

Mr. GRAVES. Madam Speaker, I proudly 
pause to recognize Christopher Brandon 
Goodale, a very special young man who has 
exemplified the finest qualities of citizenship 
and leadership by taking an active part in the 
Boy Scouts of America, Troop 261, and in 
earning the most prestigious award of Eagle 
Scout. 

Christopher has been very active with his 
troop, participating in many Scout activities. 
Over the many years Christopher has been in-
volved with Scouting, he has not only earned 
numerous merit badges, but also the respect 
of his family, peers, and community. 

Madam Speaker, I proudly ask you to join 
me in commending Christopher Brandon 
Goodale for his accomplishments with the Boy 
Scouts of America and for his efforts put forth 
in achieving the highest distinction of Eagle 
Scout. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. DAVID G. REICHERT 
OF WASHINGTON 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Monday, September 17, 2007 

Mr. REICHERT. Madam Speaker, on Sep-
tember 7, 2007, I missed rollcall vote No. 864, 
on agreeing to the Conference Report on H.R. 
2669, the College Cost Reduction Act. I was 
in Iraq, visiting Washington State soldiers. If I 
had been present, I would have voted ‘‘yes.’’ 

f 

HONORING THE 70TH ANNIVER-
SARY OF THE POLISH MUSEUM 
OF AMERICA 

HON. RAHM EMANUEL 
OF ILLINOIS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Monday, September 17, 2007 

Mr. EMANUEL. Madam Speaker, on behalf 
of more than 110,000 of my constituents who 
are of Polish descent, I proudly rise to recog-
nize the 70th anniversary of the Polish Mu-
seum of America. 

The Polish community has existed in Chi-
cago for more than two centuries, and few im-
migrant groups have come to Chicago in such 
consistent numbers over that period of time. 
Beginning in 1830 when three Polish people 
voted in the first Chicago mayoral election, the 
Polish community has left an indelible mark on 
Chicago’s political, cultural, and economic de-
velopment. 

The Polish Museum of America is the oldest 
ethnic museum in the United States. Founded 
in 1935, the Museum has preserved the artis-
tic, cultural, historic and literary heritage of 
Poles in America and throughout the world. 
More than 10,000 people visit the Museum 
every year. 

The 1939 New York World’s Fair included 
various international exhibits, one of which 
was Poland’s pavilion. When Nazi Germany 
invaded Poland, it became clear that the ex-
hibit at the World’s Fair could not return to Po-
land. To preserve a portion of the exhibit, the 
directors of the Polish Museum of America 
purchased three-fourths of the exhibit from the 
Polish government. Today, the Museum dis-
plays the memorabilia from the 1939 New 
York World’s Fair Polish Pavilion. 

Today the Museum also houses the per-
sonal possessions of Ignacy Jan Paderewski. 
A pianist, composer and the third Prime Min-
ister of Poland, Paderewski and his sister, 
Antonina, were avid supporters of the Mu-
seum. Students and researchers of Polish and 
Polish American history use the rick collec-
tions from the Polish Museum’s Library and 
Archives that include collections on 
Kosciuszko and Pope John Paul II. The Mu-
seum also houses large collections of Polish 
folklore and an art gallery featuring several 
paintings by Jacek Malczewski and Olga 
Boznanska. 

To commemorate the anniversary, the Pol-
ish Museum of America began a photo project 
to digitize more than 15,000 photographs of 
the Polish community in Chicago and the 
United States. They are also offering a trav-
eling exhibit of Poles in Chicago, and are con-
ducting inventories of publishing efforts in 
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America during Germany’s occupation of Po-
land in World War II. 

Madam Speaker, it gives me great pleasure 
to congratulate the Polish Museum of America 
on 70 years of enriching the culture of Chi-
cago, and for continuing to be a hub of activity 
for Poles throughout Chicago and the country. 
I wish them continued success in the future. 

f 

IN HONOR OF DELAWARE VOLUN-
TEER FIREMEN’S ASSOCIATION 
2006–2007 PRESIDENT ALAN ROB-
INSON AND LADIES AUXILIARY 
PRESIDENT FLORENCE LEGATES 

HON. MICHAEL N. CASTLE 
OF DELAWARE 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, September 17, 2007 

Mr. CASTLE. Madam Speaker, I rise to 
honor the fire service leadership in Delaware 
during the Annual Conference of the Delaware 
Volunteer Firemen’s Association. 

Thousands of the citizens of Delaware par-
ticipate as volunteer emergency responders 
and support personnel in our fire companies 
across the state. They work tirelessly along 
side of our career fire service members mak-
ing our state a safer place to live. 

Each year at the Conference firefighters 
come to training opportunities, business meet-
ings and social events. Firefighters display the 
pride in their company and equipment during 
the annual parade. 

This year the Delaware Volunteer Firemen’s 
Association was led by President Alan Robin-
son of Citizen Hose in Smyrna. As a life mem-
ber of Citizen Hose, Alan has been a tremen-
dous asset to the community serving as a 
Past Chief of Citizen Hose and as past Presi-
dent of the Kent County Volunteer Firemen’s 
Association. His dedication to the fire service 
is without question and his leadership as a 
teacher in the public and parochial schools 
has provided many young individuals with an 
opportunity to succeed. All of us in the com-
munity greatly appreciate his dedication and 
commitment to serving others and during his 
leadership we have seen many great accom-
plishments in the DVFA. We are forever in his 
debt. 

The Delaware Volunteer Firemen’s Associa-
tion Ladies Auxiliary leader and President for 
the past year, Florence Legates, has given her 
time and energy for many years serving in 
many capacities. As a public safety fire educa-
tor with the Delaware Fire School, Florence 
was nationally recognized as a fire educator. 
In addition, Florence’s service as President of 
the Kent County Ladies Auxiliary and her 
overall commitment to the fire service helped 
bring about positive change. Her service on 
the National Fire Protection Association Com-
mittee has been remarkable and we in Dela-
ware know the value of what she has been 
able to accomplish as our President of the 
DVFA Ladies Auxiliary. 

Fire Company leaders like Alan and Flor-
ence exemplify a commitment of service to our 
citizens not unlike the service provided by all 
the members of the Delaware Fire Service. I 
wish them well over the next year as they 
transition out of their role as President and 

thank them for their dedicated service leading 
our first responders. 

f 

IN REMEMBRANCE OF JOSEPH 
STEPHEN ZORETIC 

HON. DENNIS J. KUCINICH 
OF OHIO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, September 17, 2007 

Mr. KUCINICH. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to reflect on the life of a courageous 
and passionate man, Joseph Stephen Zoretic, 
who dedicated his life to fighting for sensible 
drug policy and to free others from suffering. 
Along with his devoted wife, Dee Dee, he was 
a founding member of the Ohio Patient Net-
work and its lobbying component, the Ohio 
Patient Action Network. 

Joe started his life-long residency in the 
Cleveland area on December 25th, 1968. He 
became an active figure in the medical mari-
juana movement in the 1990s, when his wife 
was diagnosed with Reflex Sympathetic Dys-
trophy and needed cannabis to relieve the 
pain other medications could not. Since then, 
Joe provided policy ideas and inspiration to 
the state marijuana legalization activist com-
munity, from speaking at mainstream political 
events to testifying for better drug policy. Even 
if it meant going to jail, Joe stood up for what 
he knew: That love and bravery can overcome 
injustice. 

Madam Speaker and colleagues, please join 
me in honoring and remembering an extraor-
dinary husband, father, citizen, and activist, 
Joseph Stephen Zoretic, who demonstrated 
the power we all possess to make change in 
this world. 

f 

COLTON DAVID PRICE 

HON. SAM GRAVES 
OF MISSOURI 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, September 17, 2007 

Mr. GRAVES. Madam Speaker, I proudly 
pause to recognize Colton David Price, a very 
special young man who has exemplified the 
finest qualities of citizenship and leadership by 
taking an active part in the Boy Scouts of 
America, Troop 261, and in earning the most 
prestigious award of Eagle Scout. 

Colton has been very active with his troop, 
participating in many Scout activities. Over the 
many years Colton has been involved with 
Scouting, he has not only earned numerous 
merit badges, but also the respect of his fam-
ily, peers, and community. 

Madam Speaker, I proudly ask you to join 
me in commending Colton David Price for his 
accomplishments with the Boy Scouts of 
America and for his efforts put forth in achiev-
ing the highest distinction of Eagle Scout. 

TRIBUTE TO JUDGE DANIEL F. 
SPALLONE 

HON. JOE COURTNEY 
OF CONNECTICUT 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, September 17, 2007 

Mr. COURTNEY. Madam Speaker, today I 
rise in tribute to the life of Judge Daniel F. 
Spallone. Mr. Spallone passed on August 20, 
2007, after a full life of public service to his 
state and country. He was 85 years old. 

As was common for men of his generation, 
the college career of a young Daniel Spallone 
was interrupted by the events of World War II. 
While he was unable to enlist in the armed 
forces due to childhood polio, he felt the call 
to duty and volunteered for the American Field 
Service (AFS) ambulance corps. Members of 
the AFS drove life-saving ambulances under 
extremely dangerous conditions on the war 
front, and Mr. Spallone served bravely with 
British forces in Burma, India, and Italy from 
1942–1945. By virtue of his service to his 
country, he and other AFS volunteers were 
awarded an honorable discharge from the 
United States Army by act of Congress in 
1991. 

Following his war service, Mr. Spallone re-
turned to the University of Connecticut and re-
ceived his bachelor’s degree in 1949 and ob-
tained his law degree in 1960, also from 
UConn. Spallone served as town attorney to 
Deep River, Connecticut from 1965 to 1970 
and also served on a number of elected and 
appointed local boards and commissions. In 
1970, he was appointed to the Circuit Court 
and in 1974 was elevated to the Court of 
Common Pleas. This was followed by a 1978 
appointment by Governor Ella Grasso to the 
Superior Court bench. In 1984, Mr. Spallone 
was appointed as a charter member of the Ap-
pellate Court where he was noted for his keen 
ability to focus on the key issues in cases be-
fore the court. He served on the bench until 
his retirement in 1991, after which he contin-
ued to work as a trial judge referee. 

Mr. Spallone’s distinguished record has car-
ried over to a second generation of the 
Spallone family. His son Jamie is a State Rep-
resentative from the 36th Assembly District of 
Connecticut. He does an outstanding job for 
his constituents and the State of Connecticut, 
just as his father did. 

Madam Speaker, please join me in honoring 
the life of Judge Daniel F. Spallone and his 
service to our great nation. His years of dedi-
cation to the ideals of the American judicial 
system has left a lasting legacy for the State 
of Connecticut and his knowledge, generosity, 
and dedication will live on in the memory of all 
those he has touched. 

f 

IN TRIBUTE TO SHAWN JOHNSON 

HON. LEONARD L. BOSWELL 
OF IOWA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, September 17, 2007 

Mr. BOSWELL. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to honor a young Iowa woman whose 
inspired, gymnastic talent has made her a key 
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player on the international Olympic stage. 
Shawn Johnson, age 15, is quickly becoming 
a force to be reckoned with amongst some of 
the best female gymnasts in the world. No 
stranger to media attention, Shawn was hon-
ored this week as ABC News’ ‘‘Person of the 
Week.’’ 

A Des Moines native, Shawn began prac-
ticing gymnastics at the age of six, as a way 
to channel excess energy. Originally thought 
to be incapable of attaining the grace that 
modern gymnastics requires, Shawn’s future 
as a world-class gymnast looked rather bleak. 
However, with the right coach, hard work, and 
a positive attitude, she was recently named 
‘‘World Champion’’ at the contest in Stuttgart, 
Germany. This year alone, she has been 
named the 2007 U.S. National Champion, the 
AA and Beam Champion in Lisburn, the 2007 
American Cup All-Around Champion, and the 
‘‘all-around’’ gymnast at the 2007 Pan-Amer-
ican contest, among many others. 

Aside from her athletic aptitude, Shawn is 
also an exceptional student, and having just 
started her junior year at Valley Southwoods 
High School in West Des Moines, she is inter-
ested in her high school football team, horse-
back riding, scrap-booking, and spending time 
with her friends and family. Shawn feels that 
the discipline she has learned from her in-
volvement in gymnastics has helped her to 
excel in other areas of her life. 

I ask my colleagues to join me in congratu-
lating this impressive and determined young 
lady. We wish you the best of luck as you 
continue to represent your community and 
your country in all of your athletic endeavors. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO DR. HAZO WILLIAM 
CARTER, JR. 

HON. SHELLEY MOORE CAPITO 
OF WEST VIRGINIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Monday, September 17, 2007 

Mrs. CAPITO. Madam Speaker, I rise today 
to honor West Virginia State University Presi-
dent, Dr. Hazo William Carter, Jr., who will 
celebrate twenty years as president of the in-
stitution. 

Prior to being president, Dr. Carter began 
his career as an Executive Assistant to the 
President of Norfolk State University and was 
the former President of Philander Smith Col-
lege in Little Rock, Arkansas. He is originally 
a native of Nashville, Tennessee where he re-
ceived his Doctorate degree from George 
Peabody College for Teachers of Vanderbilt 
University. 

Dr. Carter set lofty goals for himself and for 
the institution when he was named president 
of West Virginia State College in 1987. His 
first goal was for West Virginia State College 
to regain its status as an 1890 Land Grant In-
stitution; this was no easy task. Dr. Carter met 
with the West Virginia Congressional Delega-
tion, the United States Department of Agri-
culture, state administrators, and the state leg-
islature to request to regain the school’s origi-
nal status. After overcoming many obstacles in 
an eleven-year quest, West Virginia State Col-
lege finally obtained its original status as an 
1890 Land Grant Institution which secured the 
school of receiving annual federal funding. 

His second goal for the institution was 
achieved just recently when West Virginia 
State College attained university status and is 
now named West Virginia State University. 
The university stands as a testament to the 
goals set forth for the designation of land- 
grant institutions and as a historically black 
college that successfully serves a diverse stu-
dent population. 

Since settling in West Virginia, Dr. Carter 
has become an important figure in his commu-
nity and the surrounding Charleston area. His 
civic duties, volunteer causes, and boards he 
serves are too countless to mention. He has 
been honored as a Distinguished West Vir-
ginian by former governors and was named 
‘‘President of the Century’’ by West Virginia 
State College (University) National Alumni As-
sociation. He currently serves as a member of 
President Bush’s Board of Advisers for Histori-
cally Black Colleges and Universities. 

Madam Speaker, I am proud to honor, my 
friend and former colleague, Dr. Hazo William 
Carter, Jr. for all his achievements in the field 
of higher education and for his service to the 
people of West Virginia. 

f 

IN REMEMBRANCE OF MARY V. 
KASER 

HON. DENNIS J. KUCINICH 
OF OHIO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, September 17, 2007 

Mr. KUCINICH. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today in remembrance of Mary V. Kaser, who 
served the residents of West Park for thirty- 
eight years as a school crossing guard. Over 
the years, Mary developed many wonderful re-
lationships with the families of her community. 
The people of West Park will always have a 
place in their hearts for this quick-witted 
woman, who was always willing to lend a 
helping hand. 

Mary embodied what community is all 
about. In addition to protecting hundreds of 
children, she took on the role of Democratic 
Ward Club president and helped found the 
Bellaire-Puritas Development Corporation. 
Community members recount that Mary was a 
spirited woman with a heart of gold. Always in 
the thick of the action, this vibrant woman left 
a mark on Ohio that will never fade away. 

Madam Speaker and colleagues, please join 
me in remembering the life of Mary V. Kaser, 
whose memory will be cherished by all who 
had the fortune of knowing her. 

f 

THOMAS DAVID ADAMS 

HON. SAM GRAVES 
OF MISSOURI 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, September 17, 2007 

Mr. GRAVES. Madam Speaker, I proudly 
pause to recognize Thomas David Adams, a 
very special young man who has exemplified 
the finest qualities of citizenship and leader-
ship by taking an active part in the Boy Scouts 
of America, Troop 261, and in earning the 
most prestigious award of Eagle Scout. 

Thomas has been very active with his troop, 
participating in many scout activities. Over the 
many years Thomas has been involved with 
scouting, he has not only earned numerous 
merit badges, but also the respect of his fam-
ily, peers, and community. 

Madam Speaker, I proudly ask you to join 
me in commending Thomas David Adams for 
his accomplishments with the Boy Scouts of 
America and for his efforts put forth in achiev-
ing the highest distinction of Eagle Scout. 

f 

RECOGNITION OF STAFF 
SERGEANT ERIC D. COTTRELL 

HON. MIKE ROGERS 
OF ALABAMA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, September 17, 2007 

Mr. ROGERS of Alabama. Madam Speaker, 
SSG Eric D. Cottrell, a native of Pittsview, Ala-
bama, was killed during an IED attack on Au-
gust 13th in Qayyarah, Iraq. Staff Sergeant 
Cottrell was assigned to the 5th Battalion, 
82nd Field Artillery Regiment, 4th Brigade 
Combat Team, 1st Cavalry Division stationed 
in Fort Bliss, Texas. 

Words cannot express the sense of sadness 
we have for his family, and the gratitude our 
country feels for his service. Eric, like other 
brave men and women who have served in 
uniform, died serving not just the United 
States, but the entire cause of liberty. Indeed, 
like those who have served before him, he 
was a true American. 

We will forever hold him closely in our 
hearts, and remember his sacrifice and that of 
his family as a remembrance of his bravery 
and willingness to serve our nation. Thank 
you, Madam Speaker, for the House’s remem-
brance at this mournful occasion. 

f 

UNIVERSITY OF PITTSBURGH AT 
JOHNSTOWN 80TH ANNIVERSARY 
AND PRESIDENTIAL INAUGURA-
TION 

HON. JOHN P. MURTHA 
OF PENNSLYVANIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, September 17, 2007 

Mr. MURTHA. Madam Speaker, I rise be-
fore the House to congratulate the University 
of Pittsburgh at Johnstown (UPJ) as it cele-
brates its 80th anniversary and inaugurates its 
fifth president, Dr. Jem Spectar. In announcing 
Dr. Spectar’s appointment, Pitt Chancellor 
Mark A. Nordenberg offered, ‘‘Dr. Spectar is a 
visionary leader and a celebrated teacher with 
the skills and experience necessary to build 
effectively upon the strengths of our Johns-
town campus and to enrich the lives of stu-
dents, faculty, staff and administration.’’ 

Officially founded in 1927, UPJ was first es-
tablished in a wing of Johnstown Senior High 
School. A growing number of G.I. Bill students 
made it necessary for the college to relocate 
in 1946 to the Cyprus Avenue Elementary 
School. In the 1960s, the college and commu-
nity led a drive to relocate UPJ from down-
town Johnstown to its current location in Rich-
land Township, a 635-acre wooded area with, 
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initially, six academic buildings, a library, a 
student union-physical education complex and 
five residence halls. 

The current campus was dedicated by 
former President Dwight D. Eisenhower in 
September 1967, almost 40 years to the day 
after UPJ first set up operations in Johnstown 
Senior High School. The campus has come a 
long way in 80 years. UPJ now boasts some 
2,700 full-time and 450 part-time students, 70 
student organizations, 143 faculty, 210 staff, 
nearly 40 campus buildings and more than 
15,000 alumni. 

Again, I offer my congratulations to UPJ for 
reaching the milestone of its 80th anniversary. 
I am confident that this excellent educational 
institution will continue to be a vital asset to 
the region for another 80 years to come. 

f 

CONGRATULATING THE BUILDING 
INDUSTRY ASSOCIATION OF 
NORTHEASTERN PENNSYLVANIA 
ON ITS 50TH ANNIVERSARY 
CELEBRATION 

HON. PAUL E. KANJORSKI 
OF PENNSYLVANIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Monday, September 17, 2007 

Mr. KANJORSKI. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to ask you and my esteemed colleagues 
in the House of Representatives to pay tribute 
to the Building Industry Association of North-
eastern Pennsylvania, the members of which 
are celebrating their 50th anniversary. 

From humble beginnings a half century ago, 
this group, the first of its kind in the Common-
wealth of Pennsylvania and the ninth largest 
among 39 similar groups across the State, has 
committed itself to professionalism and con-
sumer advocacy. 

At 450 members, the BIA today continues a 
tradition established by its founders to rep-
resent the interests of those associated with 
the building industry and to provide a source 
of information and protection for those seeking 
quality, affordable housing. 

Peter Restaino, the president of the BIA, is 
committed to honoring the group’s origins and 
to connect current members with that proud 
tradition. He has directed Matthew 
Hodorowski, a former BIA president, to com-
pile a history of the organization that will be 
shared with those participating in the anniver-
sary celebration to be held at the historic 
Wilkes-Barre Westmoreland Club. 

Mr. Restaino has stated that the BIA’s focus 
has been to consistently represent the inter-
ests of the building community and to assure 
an adequate supply of quality housing at fair 
prices across northeastern Pennsylvania. 

Services provided by the BIA include edu-
cation, a group insurance program and shar-
ing information about the interests of members 
with all levels of government. 

Madam Speaker, please join me in con-
gratulating the Building Industry Association of 
Northeastern Pennsylvania for 50 years of 
service to the people of northeastern Pennsyl-
vania. Their commitment to the principles of 
professionalism, tradesmanship, and honor-
able business practices has earned them an 
enviable reputation throughout the north-
eastern Pennsylvania region. 

IN CELEBRATION OF RAMADAN 
AND THE IFTAR CEREMONY 

HON. DENNIS J. KUCINICH 
OF OHIO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, September 17, 2007 

Mr. KUCINICH. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to commemorate the Muslim holiday of 
Ramadan, and to celebrate the Community 
Iftar held by the Council on American-Islamic 
Relations of Ohio. 

In the Muslim tradition, the month of Rama-
dan is one of contemplation and spirituality. 
Muslims throughout Northeast Ohio and the 
world endeavor to deepen their individual faith 
and grow as a community. Muslims do this 
through conscious efforts to refrain from 
thoughts and actions that would stunt their 
spiritual growth. They also read the entire 
Qur’an. 

Muslims also bring themselves closer to this 
spiritual ideal through their observance of the 
Sawm, or fast. The Sawm is a cleansing and 
invigorating practice that renews the spirit. To 
break the fast and make a renewed commit-
ment to their family and community, Muslims 
gather for the Iftar dinner. Keeping with the in-
tention of the holiday, the Iftar is an oppor-
tunity for spiritual growth in the continued pur-
suit of peace and understanding. 

Madam Speaker and colleagues, please join 
me in celebrating Ramadan. As Muslims 
throughout Northeast Ohio gather for CAIR’s 
Community Iftar, I wish them all peace and 
happiness on their spiritual journey. 

f 

IN SUPPORT OF TAIWAN’S APPLI-
CATION FOR MEMBERSHIP IN 
THE UNITED NATIONS 

HON. PETE SESSIONS 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, September 17, 2007 

Mr. SESSIONS. Madam Speaker, in his 
2004 State of the Union Address, President 
Bush said, ‘‘I believe that God has planted in 
every human heart the desire to live in free-
dom. And even when that desire is crushed by 
tyranny for decades, it will rise again.’’ 

For decades, the people of Taiwan have 
been living under the tyranny of Chinese re-
pression of their rights to join world bodies 
and engage in peaceful relations with the 
international community. Taiwan and the gov-
ernment of President Chen Shui-bian are con-
tinuing their pursuit for more than a decade to 
achieve a seat at the table of the United Na-
tions. However, they have run into obstacles 
from the UN Secretary General. 

For several years, tensions in the Taiwan 
straits have been escalating due to China’s re-
fusal to give up using military force against 
Taiwan. China has deployed tactical missiles 
along its coast aimed at Taiwan. In addition 
the Anti-Secession Act passed by China in 
2005 has increased tensions in the straits. 
These actions have left the people of Taiwan 
searching for a means of peacefully resolving 
their differences. One of the world’s foremost 
bodies for resolving differences and promoting 

peace in the world is of course, the United Na-
tions. Given China’s acts of aggression to-
wards Taiwan, it should come as little surprise 
that the government in Taipei is now turning 
towards the peacekeeping body for member-
ship. 

Madam Speaker, I hope the Secretary Gen-
eral will reconsider his position on Taiwan’s 
membership to this international body dedi-
cated to maintaining a peaceful world. Taiwan 
must be allowed to join this body to protect its 
political and economic development, as well 
as, its peace and security. Acceptance of Tai-
wan into the United Nations will allow the 2 
governments to work with the international 
community on equal and neutral terms to re-
solve the tensions in the Taiwan Strait. The 
United States has much to gain from a demili-
tarized Taiwan Strait. UN membership for Tai-
wan can help U.S. and Taiwanese interests. I 
wholeheartedly support this application for 
United Nations membership. 

f 

CONOR FREDERICK KILLEN 

HON. SAM GRAVES 
OF MISSOURI 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, September 17, 2007 

Mr. GRAVES. Madam Speaker, I proudly 
pause to recognize Conor Frederick Killen, a 
very special young man who has exemplified 
the finest qualities of citizenship and leader-
ship by taking an active part in the Boy Scouts 
of America, Troop 261, and in earning the 
most prestigious award of Eagle Scout. 

Conor has been very active with his troop, 
participating in many scout activities. Over the 
many years Conor has been involved with 
scouting, he has not only earned numerous 
merit badges, but also the respect of his fam-
ily, peers, and community. 

Madam Speaker, I proudly ask you to join 
me in commending Conor Frederick Killen for 
his accomplishments with the Boy Scouts of 
America and for his efforts put forth in achiev-
ing the highest distinction of Eagle Scout. 

f 

CONGRATULATIONS TO BERLIN 
FIFE AND DRUM CORPS ON 225 
YEARS OF SERVICE 

HON. BILL SHUSTER 
OF PENNSYLVANIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, September 17, 2007 

Mr. SHUSTER. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to congratulate the Berlin Fife and Drum 
Corps on reaching its 225th year of service. 
The Berlin Fife and Drum Corps is the oldest 
continuous Fife and Drum Corps in the nation. 

Better known to veterans as ‘‘The Frosty 
Suns of Thunder,’’ the Corps is a band from 
Berlin, Pennsylvania that performs for military 
support groups and participates in various pa-
rades. They play traditional martial music dat-
ing back to the Revolutionary War, and more 
recently have added military medleys to their 
performances. 

The Berlin Fife and Drum Corps was found-
ed by George Johnson, who joined the Revo-
lutionary Army in 1777 and served as a fifer 
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for 3 years, and later returned to Berlin, after-
wards forming the Corps. The Berlin Fife and 
Drum Corps were expert musicians who invig-
orated their audiences and were often greeted 
with enthusiastic cries of ‘‘Here comes Berlin!’’ 

In addition to performing in parades, the 
Corps decorated American flags and placed 
them on the graves of war veterans in the Al-
legheny region. In 1887 they began the tradi-
tion of playing at memorial services at the 
Mount Lebanon Cemetery and the Berlin 
I.O.O.F. Cemetery. This tradition is carried on 
today. 

Membership in the Berlin Fife and Drum 
Corps is a long and celebrated tradition in 
Berlin. Several members have proudly served 
for over 40 years. The Berlin Fife and Drum 
Corps is a striking example of patriotism and 
is a source of pride for the Allegheny region. 
I, along with members of the Berlin commu-
nity, would like to thank the Corps for their 
service and enthusiasm, and congratulate 
them on continuing this tradition for 225 years. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO RICK DIEGEL 

HON. TIM RYAN 
OF OHIO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, September 17, 2007 

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to pay tribute to Rick Diegel. Rick is the 
Political and Legislative Director for the Inter-
national Brotherhood of Electrical Workers and 
is retiring at the end of this month. 

Rick Diegel exemplifies the best in an Amer-
ican worker and advocate for the American 
worker. He has been an electrician and mem-
ber of his union for 37 years. After rising to 
the position of Business Agent for IBEW Local 
Union 278 in Corpus Christi, Texas, Rick 
Diegel left his Texas home in 1983 to accept 
a job with his international office. Over the last 
24 years in Washington, DC, Rick has risen to 
the position of Legislative and Political Director 
of the IBEW. 

When discussing a matter before Congress, 
one got an education from Rick Diegel. You 
knew you were listening to someone who 
came, as Rick has often said, ‘‘out of the 
tools.’’ Having worked and gained experience 
at every level, Rick did not let the issues of 
Washington, DC affect his vision and mission 
of helping American laborers. For Rick, the 
only question was and remains: ‘Is this good 
for IBEW members?’ And those members are 
electricians in the construction industry, they 
are utility workers, railroad workers, tele-
communication workers, broadcast and gov-
ernment workers. 

His easy manner and ready smile could 
break the tension in any room, but those who 
know him best never made the mistake of un-
derestimating his passion and his commitment 
to the matter at hand. He has been on the 
front line for a very long time and he will be 
missed. I wish Rick a long and happy retire-
ment. 

IN RECOGNITION OF CARMEN ‘‘THE 
ONION PICKER’’ BASILIO 

HON. JAMES T. WALSH 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, September 17, 2007 

Mr. WALSH of New York. Madam Speaker, 
I rise today to recognize boxing Champion and 
Central New York native Carmen Basilio as he 
celebrates the 50th anniversary of his World 
Middleweight Championship. 

Basilio was born on April 27, 1927 in 
Canastota, New York. The son of an onion 
farmer, he spent many hours of his childhood 
working with his father on their farm, which led 
to his boxing nickname ‘‘the onion picker’’. 
Carmen became a professional boxer in 1948, 
after being honorably discharged from the 
United States Marine Corps. 

Basilio became the New York State 
welterweight champion in 1953 and defended 
that title in 1954. On June 10, 1955 Carmen 
defeated Tony DeMarco in a 12 round bout to 
win the World Welterweight title. A rematch 
was held on November 30th of that same 
year, and Basilio defended his title, after 
breaking his left hand earlier in the match, by 
knocking out DeMarco in the 12th round. 
Basilio would hold the World Welterweight 
Title until March 14, 1956 when he lost to 
Johnny Saxton. Never one to give up, Basilio 
regained the title on September 12, 1956 by 
defeating Saxton in a rematch. He remained 
the World Welterweight Champion until he va-
cated the role to fight in the World Middle-
weight Championship on September 23, 1957. 

Fifty years ago this month on September 
23, 1957, Carmen Basilio challenged World 
Middleweight Champion Sugar Ray Robinson 
for the title. The fight, which took place at 
Yankee Stadium, is known as one of the most 
action packed fights of the decade. Even 
though he was smaller in size and reach, 
Basilio defeated Robinson in a 15 round deci-
sion to become the World Middleweight 
Champion. Basilio would relinquish his cham-
pionship back to Robinson in a rematch 6 
months later, and would twice unsuccessfully 
try to regain it back. He won two more fights 
before hanging up his boxing gloves in 1961. 
Carmen was named fighter of the year in 1955 
and 1957, and would finish his career with 56 
wins, 17 losses, 7 draws, and 27 knockouts. 

Although he left his fighting days behind 
him, Basilio still remained involved in athletics. 
He served as a physical education instructor 
at Le Moyne College and remained very in-
volved in Central New York boxing. 

In 1982 the citizens of Canastota wanted to 
pay tribute to their hometown fighter and did 
so by erecting a bronze statue of Basilio. The 
excitement of the statue led to the building of 
the International Boxing Hall of Fame in 
Canastota, which was completed in 1989. 
Basilio was inducted in 1990 and continues to 
be a frequent visitor and volunteer at the Hall 
of Fame. 

Carmen Basilio was a boxer, but perhaps 
even more, he was a fighter. Even in losses 
Basilio never gave up. He always fought with 
perseverance, passion, and heart which 
earned him great respect beyond wins and 
losses. I am proud to stand up and honor this 

man—who has served as an inspiration to so 
many from Central New York—on the 50th an-
niversary of his Middleweight Championship. 
As his International Boxing Hall of Fame biog-
raphy says, ‘‘his tough gritty style not only won 
him world titles, but it was the heart and de-
sire he displayed in the ring that won him a 
place in the hearts of 1950’s boxing fans.’’ 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. LYNN A. WESTMORELAND 
OF GEORGIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, September 17, 2007 

Mr. WESTMORELAND. Madam Speaker, I 
missed recorded votes due to official business 
in my district. Had I been present, I would 
have voted the following: ‘‘yea’’ on H. Res. 
257, supporting the goals and ideals of Pan-
creatic Cancer Awareness Month, rollcall No. 
865; ‘‘yea’’ on H. Res. 643, the resolution 
commemorating September 11, rollcall No. 
866. 

f 

RECOGNIZING NATIONAL HBCU 
WEEK 

HON. DANNY K. DAVIS 
OF ILLINOIS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, September 17, 2007 

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Madam Speaker, I 
would like to take this opportunity to celebrate 
National Historically Black Colleges and Uni-
versities week, which took place the second 
week of September. It is a pleasure to recog-
nize HBCUs because, had it not been for a 
historically Black college, I would not be here 
today. Not only have HBCUs made a positive 
impact on and provided a rich heritage to me 
and my family’s lives, they lay a foundation for 
many men and women of color. 

At the age of 16, I left home to attend what 
was then Arkansas A&M College at Pine Bluff, 
later named the University of Arkansas at Pine 
Bluff. Following in my footsteps were 6 of my 
siblings, 3 nephews, 1 niece, and a half dozen 
first cousins. As an HBCU alumnus, I share a 
history with many notable and honored lead-
ers within our country. W.E.B. Du Bois, who is 
considered the father of sociology due to his 
thesis called ‘‘Study of the Philadelphia 
Negro,’’ attended Fisk University in Nashville, 
TN. The education and training that Dr. Martin 
Luther King, Jr., received at Morehouse Col-
lege, located in Atlanta, GA, surely worked to-
gether with his experiences in the Black 
church to develop his incredible eloquence 
and keen analysis of social problems. 
Thurgood Marshall, the first Black Chief Jus-
tice of the United States Supreme Court, at-
tended Lincoln University in Chester, PA, 
which is known as the first historically Black 
college founded in 1854. 

As an HBCU graduate, I know firsthand the 
needs and values of these institutions. This is 
why I am especially proud that during this 
HBCU week, Congress can say it provided 
$170 million in grants for HBCUs over the next 
5 years via the College Cost Reduction and 
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Access Act. All 99 HBCUs that currently re-
ceive Federal funds will benefit from these 
new resources to strengthen their capacity to 
continue the tradition of developing Black tal-
ent into leadership. Indeed, I benefit from the 
leaders produced by these institutions given 
that at least 4 members of my staff had the 
privilege of attending an HBCU. 

HBCUs are not only necessary for individ-
uals who come from certain economic back-
grounds, they contain a great deal of history 
and culture. The College Cost Reduction Act 
will enhance our ability to keep these institu-
tions alive and vibrant. I am pleased that we 
can celebrate these new resources during this 
recent HBCU week. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO CURTIS 
MONTGOMERY 

HON. STEVAN PEARCE 
OF NEW MEXICO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, September 17, 2007 

Mr. PEARCE. Madam Speaker, it is with 
pride that I rise today to recognize the Curtis 
Montgomery Veterans of Foreign Wars Post 
#2575 on its 75th anniversary and its great 
service to the veterans of New Mexico. 

The Curtis Montgomery VFW Post #2575 
was chartered in 1932 as a Congressionally 
chartered post. Over the last 75 years this 
post has been serving the veterans in the 
communities of Roswell, Artesia, Hondo, and 
surrounding areas. The post has more than 
200 members, which include 100 life mem-
bers. The post will soon be merging with Post 
#11384 in Roswell and pick up an additional 
100 members. 

Post #2575 celebrated its 75th anniversary 
on September 1, 2007 with a ceremony. The 
program honored dignitaries of the City who 
have assisted veterans in the past. Special 
guests included members of Task Force 
Cobra from the area and veterans from all 
over New Mexico. Michael A. Trujillo, a 
Chaves County Commissioner and member of 
Task Force Cobra, honored the Post by pre-
senting a flag flown over Iraq during Task 
Force Cobra’s Iraq deployment to Post Com-
mander Mike Point. Veterans from previous 
conflicts including WWII, Korea, Vietnam, and 
later conflicts displayed memorabilia, shared 
memories, and reflected on their shared serv-
ice to our Nation. 

I wish to commend Post #2575 and all of its 
members for the great service they provide 
the veterans of New Mexico. Congratulations 
Post #2575 on 75 great years and keep up 
the good work. 

f 

THE PERSECUTION OF THE 
UYGHUR PEOPLE AND THE FAM-
ILY OF REBIYA KADEER 

HON. FRANK R. WOLF 
OF VIRGINIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, September 17, 2007 

Mr. WOLF. Madam Speaker, I rise today in 
support of H. Res. 497, which expresses the 

sense of the House of Representatives that 
Rebiya Kadeer’s children should be imme-
diately released from detention, and that the 
Chinese Government should refrain from fur-
ther persecution of the Uyghur people. I am 
proud to be a cosponsor of this resolution and 
believe strongly that the Chinese government 
must be pressed on these points. 

The China of today is not progressing, 
Madam Speaker, it is regressing. It is becom-
ing more violent, more repressive, and more 
resistant to basic values of human rights and 
religious freedom. The Chinese government 
tortures and imprisons Catholic bishops, 
Protestant church leaders, Muslim worshipers, 
Falun Gong followers, and Buddhist monks 
and nuns just because of their faith and sys-
tematically destroys churches and confiscates 
Bibles. It persecutes the Uyghur people, cut-
ting them off from the outside world as it pur-
sues a policy of cultural liquidation. 

Rebiya Kadeer is a brave soul who has 
stood up to this violence and repression. She 
has suffered so much at the hands of the Chi-
nese Government, and yet does not recoil in 
fear. For her bravery, the Chinese Govern-
ment has retaliated by capturing and impris-
oning her children who remained behind in 
China. They have been held at unknown loca-
tions, interrogated, and very possibly tortured. 

A couple of years ago, the FBI identified 
Chinese secret police following Rebiya Kadeer 
and spying on her at her Fairfax home. The 
Chinese Government will stop at nothing to si-
lence those who oppose its brutal tactics 
against its own citizens. 

I urge the House to adopt this resolution, 
and to demand that the Chinese Government 
cease its persecution of the Uyghur people 
and immediately release Rebiya Kadeer’s chil-
dren from detention. 

f 

HONORING THE RETIREMENT OF 
LYDIA THOMAS 

HON. TOM DAVIS 
OF VIRGINIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Monday, September 17, 2007 

Mr. TOM DAVIS of Virginia. Madam Speak-
er, I rise today to honor Dr. Lydia Thomas on 
the occasion of her retirement as President 
and CEO of Noblis Inc. in Falls Church, VA. 

Dr. Thomas graduated from Howard Univer-
sity in 1965 with a bachelor of science in zool-
ogy. She went on to pursue a master of 
science in microbiology from American Univer-
sity in 1971, and later, returned to Howard to 
earn a doctor of philosophy in cytology. 

Dr. Thomas began her career with the 
MITRE Corporation in 1973. While at MITRE, 
she held a variety of technical and manage-
ment positions in the areas of energy, environ-
ment, health, and communications systems. In 
2002, she was appointed by President Bush to 
serve as a founding member of the Presi-
dent’s Homeland Security Advisory Council. 
Dr. Thomas was elected to the Council on 
Foreign Relations that same year. In 2005, 
she chaired the Homeland Security Advisory 
Council’s Task Force on Preventing the Entry 
of Weapons of Mass Effects on U.S. Soil. 

On the State level, Dr. Thomas was ap-
pointed to the Virginia Research and Tech-

nology Advisory Commission by Governor 
George Allen, and then for a second term by 
Governor Mark Warner. Active in her local 
community, Dr. Thomas is a member of the 
Superintendent’s Business/Industry Advisory 
Council for Fairfax County Public Schools, a 
trustee of the INOVA Health System, and a 
member of the Northern Virginia Health Force. 

Dr. Thomas is the recipient of numerous 
awards throughout her career, including the 
1986 TWIN Award by the Young Women’s 
Christian Association; the 1990 ‘‘Ebone’’ 
Image Award by the Coalition of 100 Black 
Women; the Deans’ Award at the 1991 Black 
Engineer of the Year Conference; and one of 
the 50 Most Important Blacks in Research 
Science in 2004. 

Madam Speaker, in closing, I applaud Dr. 
Lydia Thomas on a distinguished career dedi-
cated to ensuring the national security and en-
vironmental health of our Nation. I call upon 
my colleagues to join me in congratulating Dr. 
Thomas on her retirement and wishing her the 
best of luck in all future endeavors. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO ALTA MIRA CLUB 

HON. FORTNEY PETE STARK 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, September 17, 2007 

Mr. STARK. Madam Speaker, I rise today to 
pay tribute to the Alta Mira Club on its 100th 
anniversary. The Alta Mira Club is a philan-
thropic project established on December 9, 
1907, to benefit women and children. The club 
is located in the City of San Leandro, CA, and 
has been creating a positive impact in that 
community over the past century. 

The Alta Mira Club’s 60 charter members 
became a part of the California Federation of 
Women’s Clubs on January 13, 1908, with the 
adoption of a constitution, bylaws, and elected 
officers. The Club later joined the General 
Federation of Women’s Clubs, headquartered 
in Washington, DC, on February 9, 1912. 

The Alta Mira Club has a rich history. The 
members participated in the Suffragette move-
ment and held classes for women on ‘‘how to 
vote’’, helped furnish and plant the grounds of 
the first San Leandro City library, and planted 
palm trees in the City, while also continuously 
engaging in other community, philanthropic, 
educational, scholarship, and social activities. 

The Club purchased the Ygnacio Peralta 
Home in 1926, receiving California Historical 
landmark bronze plaque number 285 in 1949. 
In 1978, the Ygnacio Peralta Home was 
placed on the national register in Washington, 
DC. The membership of the Alta Mira Club is 
the sole support of the clubhouse, where 
members continue the tradition of providing 
musical entertainment, poetry, and lectures as 
a part of its programs. 

I congratulate the Alta Mira Club on their 
100th anniversary of excellent service to the 
community, their many accomplishments, and 
their continued support of civic projects and 
programs. 
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HONORING DOTTIE JOHNSON 

HON. PETER HOEKSTRA 
OF MICHIGAN 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, September 17, 2007 

Mr. HOEKSTRA. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to honor Dorothy ‘‘Dottie’’ Johnson, a 
passionate and dedicated leader both in Michi-
gan and at the national level in the philan-
thropic and nonprofit sectors. I am proud to 
say that Dottie and her family reside in my dis-
trict, yet spread their passion for philanthropy, 
volunteerism and nonprofit initiatives through-
out the country. She is truly an inspiration. 

Mr. Speaker, Ms. Johnson’s list of accom-
plishments is long and impressive. Each has 
significantly impacted individuals and commu-
nities on a myriad of levels. 

For 25 years she served as the Council of 
Michigan Foundations, the Nation’s largest as-
sociations of grant makers and has created 
other regional associations of grant makers in 
the United States and overseas. 

A significant amount of Ms. Johnson’s en-
ergy has been focused on our country’s youth. 
She founded the Michigan Community Foun-
dations Youth Project, involving more than 
1,500 high school youth in philanthropy annu-
ally in Michigan and now an international 
movement in more than 38 States and 18 
countries. She created Learning to Give, an 
internationally used Internet resource of more 
than 800 teacher-prepared and tested lesson 
plans on giving and the nonprofit sector for K– 
12 education. 

She founded the Michigan AIDS Fund, the 
oldest statewide private response to HIV/AIDS 
in the Nation. She also initiated a number of 
other statewide efforts, including the Michigan 
Community Service Commission and Michigan 
Nonprofit Association. 

The list of awards bestowed upon Ms. John-
son is yet another indication of the level of her 
dedication and success with which she pur-
sued her work. She is the recipient of the Dis-
tinguished Grantmaker Award from the Coun-
cil on Foundations—the highest award from 
the Nation’s leading association on philan-
thropy. She is also the recipient of the Women 
of Achievement and Courage Award from the 
Michigan Women’s Foundation. 

She serves as a trustee on the W.K. Kel-
logg Foundation in Battle Creek and serves as 
a trustee of Grand Valley State University, 
which is now home to the Dorothy A. Johnson 
Center on Philanthropy and Nonprofit Leader-
ship. She has served on numerous national 
boards, such as Independent Sector—the 
voice for the Nation’s Nonprofit Sector. 

Ms. Johnson retires this month as a trustee 
of the Corporation for National and Community 
Service, where she served since 1998, and 
has the distinction of having been nominated 
by both Presidents Bush and Clinton. As a 
former Chairman of the Oversight sub-
committee with jurisdiction over the Corpora-
tion, I can say firsthand that she is a wise and 
trusted counsel. She was the architect of sig-
nificant grant process reform and program pol-
icy reform at the Corporation and a leader on 
AmeriCorps rulemaking. 

Madam Speaker, Dottie Johnson has led a 
long and distinguished career deserving of the 

recognition of the U.S. House of Representa-
tives. Please allow me to submit my remarks 
for the RECORD. 

f 

HONORING DR. KATHY KINLEY 

HON. JOE BACA 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Monday, September 17, 2007 

Mr. BACA. Madam Speaker, on November 
27, 2007, the California School Boards Asso-
ciation, along with over 3,000 school board 
members from across the state, will gather to 
honor Dr. Kathy Kinley and her ongoing efforts 
to improve life and education for our children. 

As a product of the California school sys-
tem, Dr. Kinley has become a prestigious 
member of our community holding a doctorate 
in educational leadership from the University 
of La Verne. Before earning her doctorate, she 
received a bachelor’s degree in English and 
political science from San Diego State Univer-
sity and a master’s degree in school adminis-
tration from California State University, San 
Bernardino. 

Dr. Kinley has played a multifaceted leader-
ship role in our school districts. Kathy began 
her career with the California Education Sys-
tem as a teacher and later went on to serve 
as principal of De Anza Middle School in San 
Bernardino County’s Ontario-Montclair School 
District. Along with participating in the class-
room, she has also dedicated herself as an 
active member of CSBA’s Delegate Assembly 
since 1984 and CSBA’s Board of Directors 
since 1996 serving on a number of commit-
tees including the Budget Committee, the Leg-
islative Committee and the Federal Issues 
Council. 

As President of CSBA, Dr. Kinley has com-
mitted herself to closing the education 
achievement gap that creates a barrier for 
many Latino, black, American Indian, and un-
derprivileged youth in our California school 
districts. She has embraced a mission to en-
sure the futures of all children and has pushed 
schools to encourage students to aspire above 
their circumstances, so that they too might be-
come incredible leaders. Along with her col-
leagues, Dr. Kinley sees the incredible re-
source that lies in the hands of our children 
and has dedicated her life and career to en-
suring that the resource of our younger gen-
eration is protected and cultivated. 

There is no question of why such an incred-
ible leader was honored with the title of 
Woman of the Year by the Kudos for Kids 
Foundation during their 61st annual Amazing 
Woman Award assembly. Dr. Kinley has made 
a direct impact on the lives of millions of 
teachers, students, and families. Our commu-
nities have benefited and will continue to see 
the fruits of her labor unfold. Because of her 
passion and talent more students will have a 
chance to achieve their dreams because of 
her belief that all students deserve an open 
door to educational excellence. She has made 
headway in closing a gap that before seemed 
like an insurmountable goal. 

It is for relentless dedication, perseverance, 
passion, and visionary leadership that we rec-
ognize, with great gratitude, Dr. Kathy Kinley 
for today. 

INTRODUCTION OF THE 9/11 
HEALTH AND COMPENSATION ACT 

HON. CAROLYN B. MALONEY 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, September 17, 2007 

Mrs. MALONEY of New York. Madam 
Speaker, today, with my good friends Rep-
resentatives NADLER, FOSSELLA and 44 other 
original cosponsors, I am pleased to introduce 
the comprehensive, bipartisan 9/11 Health and 
Compensation Act, to finally provide health 
care and compensation to the heroes and her-
oines of 9/11. 

The collapse of the World Trade Center 
towers took nearly three thousand lives in an 
instant and released a massive cloud of as-
bestos, pulverized concrete, and other poi-
sons. To those toxins, we now know that thou-
sands more have lost their health. 

Now 6 years later, more than 6,500 re-
sponders—truly the heroes and heroines of 
9/11—are being treated for 9/11-related health 
problems through the federally-funded World 
Trade Center Medical Monitoring and Treat-
ment program, and more than 4,500 have 
been referred for mental health care, often for 
conditions like post traumatic stress syndrome. 
Every month, another 500–1000 responders 
sign up for health monitoring, and those com-
ing in are more sick than ever before. 

Separately, more than 70,000 Americans re-
ported to the World Trade Center Health Reg-
istry. While most are from New York, New Jer-
sey or Connecticut, more than 10,000 Ameri-
cans from outside the Tri-State area have also 
registered. Amazingly, every single state has 
someone in the World Trade Center registry. 
This is a health emergency on a national scale 
and it requires a strong federal response. 

Last Saturday, I joined New York AFL–CIO 
President Dennis Hughes, and Representative 
NADLER and FOSSELLA at a labor rally at 
Ground Zero to announce the bill we are intro-
ducing today. The 9/11 Health and Com-
pensation Act will ensure that everyone ex-
posed to the Ground Zero toxins has a right 
to be medically monitored and all who are sick 
as a result have a right to treatment. It will 
build on the expertise of the Centers of Excel-
lence, which are currently providing high-qual-
ity care to thousands of responders and en-
suring on-going data collection and analysis. 
Expanding care to the entire exposed commu-
nity, the bill also includes care for area resi-
dents, workers, and school children as well as 
the thousands of people that came from 
across the country to assist with the recovery 
and clean-up efforts. Finally, the bill provides 
compensation for economic damages and loss 
by reopening the September 11 Victims Com-
pensation Fund. 

I thank Chairman PALLONE of the Energy 
and Commerce Subcommittee on Health for 
holding an important hearing tomorrow on an-
swering the call to provide medical monitoring 
and treatment to World Trade Center respond-
ers. I look forward to working with my col-
leagues on the Energy and Commerce Com-
mittee, the Judiciary Committee and the lead-
ership as we move this important legislation 
forward. It is critical that we show our first re-
sponders that, after rushing in to serve New 
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York and the Nation in a time of great dis-
aster, we will not desert them in their time of 
need. It is the least we can do, as a grateful 
Nation. 

f 

INTRODUCTION OF THE 9/11 
HEALTH AND COMPENSATION ACT 

HON. JERROLD NADLER 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, September 17, 2007 

Mr. NADLER. Madam Speaker, when the 
World Trade Center collapsed on September 
11, 2001, the towers sent up a plume of poi-
sonous dust that blanketed Lower Manhattan. 
A toxic brew of lead, dioxin, asbestos, mer-
cury, benzene, and other hazardous contami-
nants swirled around the site of the disaster 
as rescue workers labored furiously in the 
wreckage, many without adequate protective 
gear. Thousands of first responders, residents, 
area workers, students, and others from 
around the country inhaled this poisonous dust 
as it settled onto and into countless homes, 
shops, and office buildings. 

Now, 6 years later, there is no doubt that 
thousands of people are sick from World 
Trade Center contamination. A study released 
in September 2006 by Mt. Sinai Hospital found 
that 70 percent of the more than 9,000 first re-
sponders studied suffer health problems re-
lated to their work at Ground Zero. This num-
ber does not include the Stuyvesant High 
School students whose school sat near piles 
of debris from the towers, the nearby residents 
whose apartments still contain poisonous dust, 
or the thousands of people who work in offices 
that were never properly cleaned. 

Abraham Lincoln once said that we must 
‘‘care for him who shall have borne the battle.’’ 
And so we should. Today, I, along with my 
colleagues, am introducing essential, new leg-
islation that ensures that everyone exposed to 
World Trade Center toxins, no matter where 
they may live now or in the future, would have 
a right to high-quality medical monitoring and 
treatment, and access to a reopened Victim 
Compensation Fund for their losses. Whether 
you are a first responder who toiled without 
proper protection; or an area resident, worker 
or student who was caught in the plume or 
subject to ongoing indoor contamination; if you 
were harmed by 9/11, you would be eligible. 
This bill builds on the best ideas brought to 
Congress thus far and on the infrastructure al-
ready in place providing critical treatment and 
monitoring. 

f 

THE INTRODUCTION OF THE 9/11 
HEALTH AND COMPENSATION ACT 

HON. VITO FOSSELLA 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, September 17, 2007 

Mr. FOSSELLA. Madam Speaker, last Tues-
day was the sixth anniversary of 9/11, and it 
is time to reaffirm our commitment to ‘‘Never 
Forget.’’ 

What many here in Washington have forgot-
ten is that a silent killer to this day is still tak-

ing the lives of the rescue, recovery, and 
clean-up workers and volunteers who were at 
ground zero. All of them, in addition to those 
who worked, lived, and went to school in lower 
Manhattan, breathed the toxic air created by 
the destruction of the towers, and many of 
them are suffering tragically from the health 
effects. 

A New York City Health Department study 
shows an increased incidence of asthma for 
those who worked the pile, and an Depart-
ment of Health and Human services study 
shows that illnesses as a result of exposure to 
9/11 toxins are on the rise. 

As this problem grows, progress on coming 
to a solution can be measured only in small 
steps rather than giant leaps as critical needs 
continue to be unmet after 6 years. 

My colleagues and I have worked across 
party lines fighting for health monitoring for all 
who were exposed, adequate funding to treat 
those who are sick or injured and a com-
prehensive federal plan to ensure that anyone 
impacted by 9/11 gets the care he or she de-
serves. 

We have had some successes, such as in-
cluding $50 million for federally-funded 9/11 
health clinics in the Labor HHS appropriations 
bill to ensure that the unsung heroes of 9/11 
have access to the care they need. 

This is a step in the right direction, and we 
need to keep the momentum going. That’s 
why I have worked across party lines with my 
colleagues, including Congresswoman 
MALONEY, to develop legislation we are offer-
ing today to address several key areas to help 
our heroes who are sick now as well as any-
one who falls ill in the future. The 9/11 Health 
and Compensation Act provides comprehen-
sive medical monitoring and treatment for 
those who were exposed to Ground Zero tox-
ins and compensation for the sick and injured. 
The bill goes further than any effort to date by 
expanding monitoring and treatment to all who 
were exposed, including responders, resi-
dents, workers, and students in the area. It 
also makes good on our promise to reopen 
the Victims Compensation Fund to help those 
who fell ill over the past 3 years. 

I applaud the work of my colleagues for 
coming together to help those whose health is 
in danger because of exposure to ground zero 
on that fateful day. I pledge my full support of 
these efforts as we move forward, because I 
truly affirm to ‘‘Never Forget.’’ 

f 

IN RECOGNITION OF THOMAS 
ANTHONY GUIDICE 

HON. NYDIA M. VELÁZQUEZ 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, September 17, 2007 

Ms. VELÁZQUEZ. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today on the floor of the U.S. House of Rep-
resentatives to recognize the life of Thomas A. 
Guidice, a devoted public servant, and lifetime 
resident of the Greenpoint-Williamsburg neigh-
borhood in Brooklyn who passed away earlier 
this year. Throughout my career, I had the 
pleasure of witnessing Thomas’ extraordinary 
service to his country and community. He is 
truly deserving of the highest praise. 

Thomas was born in 1927 in Greenpoint, 
where he would live for the majority of his life. 
After serving his country in World War II, he 
married his beloved wife Millie and settled in 
his hometown, where he would continue to 
serve his local community and country by join-
ing the New York City Police Department. 
Throughout his long career his enthusiasm for 
the community remained unwavering, and he 
was an active supporter of a number of local 
organizations. One of his greatest passions 
was his role as President of the Conselyea 
Street Block Association, where he brightened 
the lives of neighborhood seniors and children 
and worked to secure employment opportuni-
ties for local residents. Thomas remained a 
dedicated and compassionate leader, striving 
tirelessly to create a strong sense of commu-
nity, and making a point to visit with local chil-
dren and seniors each day, even during his 
final years. 

Thomas will be missed by everyone who 
had the privilege of knowing him. He is sur-
vived by his two loving children, Thomas Jr., 
and Rosemarie, and by many extended family 
members and friends. In recognition of Thom-
as’ great contributions to Greenpoint-Williams-
burg Brooklyn, the corner of Ainslie Street and 
Manhattan Avenue was renamed ‘‘Thomas 
Guidice Way,’’ ensuring that his legacy will not 
be forgotten. 

Therefore, Madam Speaker, I rise with my 
colleagues in the House of Representatives to 
honor the years of public service and contribu-
tions of Thomas A. Guidice in Greenpoint-Wil-
liamsburg Brooklyn, NY. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO THE NEWARK 
EAGLES 

HON. DONALD M. PAYNE 
OF NEW JERSEY 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Monday, September 17, 2007 

Mr. PAYNE. Madam Speaker, I rise today to 
draw to the attention of my colleagues in the 
U.S. House of Representatives a special cele-
bration which took place in my hometown of 
Newark, NJ. The pride of our city, the great 
Newark Eagles, were honored in a series of 
events coordinated by the Newark Preserva-
tion and Landmarks Committee on September 
13th and 14th, 2007. 

During the 2-day celebration, there was a 
dedication of a plaque and street sign at the 
site of Ruppert Stadium, home of the Newark 
Eagles and the old Newark Bears baseball 
teams. Also featured was the dedication of a 
plaque at the one-time home and office of Effa 
Manley, co-owner and business manager of 
the Eagles. She was elected to the Baseball 
Hall of Fame as the first woman to receive this 
honor. She worked hard to ensure that Negro 
League ballplayers and owners received fair 
compensation for their services during the in-
tegration era. 

The celebration recognized the Newark Ea-
gles for their tremendous contribution to the 
city of Newark. The historic Negro League 
baseball team was remembered as former 
Eagle players Billy Felder, Red Moore, and 
Curley Williams discussed their experiences 
with former Newark Eagles and New York Gi-
ants star Monte Irvin along with sportswriter 
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Phil Pepe and sports columnist Jerry Izenberg. 
The two have recently published a book enti-
tled Few and Chosen: Defining Negro League 
Greatness. 

From 1936–1948, the Newark Eagles, 
owned by Abe and Effa Manley, played at 
Ruppert Stadium in the Ironbound section rep-
resenting the Negro National League. The 
Newark Eagles were an important source of 
entertainment and civic pride for Newark’s Af-
rican American community and for the city as 
a whole. In addition, many players on the 
team including co-founder Effa Manley, at-
tained historical credit for their pioneering con-
tributions to the Negro League and baseball in 
general. 

A plaque placed at the Newark Housing Au-
thority Cottage Place Development on Martin 
Luther King, Jr. Blvd. and West Kinney Street 
honors the team. In that location, there are 
now streets and lanes named after the New-
ark Eagles and several of its players, including 
Ray Dandridge, Leon Day, Larry Doby, Monte 
Irvin, Terris McDuffie, Don Newcombe, and 
Lenny Pearson. Eight members of the Newark 
Eagles have been elected to the National 
Baseball Hall of Fame. 

Madam Speaker, as a resident of the city of 
Newark and a fan of baseball, I am honored 
that a celebration for the Negro Leagues New-
ark Eagles was held in my district, highlighting 
their success in baseball and their contribu-
tions to the community. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO DR. ANTHONY S. 
FAUCI 

HON. STENY H. HOYER 
OF MARYLAND 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, September 17, 2007 

Mr. HOYER. Madam Speaker, I rise today 
to recognize a great patriot, I dedicated public 
servant, and passionate pioneer whose con-
tributions to scientific discovery and public 
health have improved the health of millions 
throughout the world: Dr. Anthony S. Fauci, 
Director of the National Institutes of Allergy 
and Infectious Diseases (NIAID). 

Yesterday, the Albert and Mary Lasker 
Foundation announced the selection of Dr. 
Fauci to receive the Mary Woodard Lasker 
Award for Public Service. Dr. Fauci is being 
honored in recognition of his leadership in en-
gineering two major U.S. governmental pro-
grams addressing HIV and biodefense. 

The Mary Woodard Lasker Award for Public 
Service is awarded biannually in recognition of 
extraordinary achievements. Mary Lasker is 
widely recognized for her singular contribution 
to the growth of the National Institutes of 
Health, and her strong commitment to eradi-
cate disease and disability through medical re-
search. Dr. Fauci’s commitment to this Nation 
through his accomplished career reflects well 
on this award’s namesake. 

Since coming to the National Institutes of 
Health in 1968, Dr. Fauci has pushed the fron-
tiers of scientific discovery in the field of im-
munology. In 1980, Dr. Fauci was named 
Chief of the Laboratory of Immunoregulation, a 
position he continues to hold. Four years later, 
Dr. Fauci was named Director of NIAID, where 

he oversees an extensive research program to 
prevent, diagnose, and treat infectious dis-
eases such as HIV/AIDS, other sexually trans-
mitted infections, influenza, tuberculosis, ma-
laria, and illnesses from potential agents of 
bioterrorism. Over the years, Dr. Fauci has 
been an excellent steward of this multi-billion 
dollar investment in infectious disease re-
search. 

Dr. Fauci has served for over 20 years as 
a key advisor to the White House and the De-
partment of Health and Human Services on 
global AIDS issues, and on initiatives to bol-
ster medical and public health preparedness 
to fight against emerging threats of infectious 
disease. He has assisted four Presidents in 
shaping the research priorities and public 
health demands of these formidable chal-
lenges. 

Dr. Fauci has made enormous contributions 
to basic and clinical research. In 2003, an In-
stitute for Scientific Information study indicated 
that over 20 years, Dr. Fauci was the 13th 
most-cited scientist among close to 3 million 
international authors in all disciplines. He has 
made seminal contributions to the under-
standing of the AIDS virus, and he has been 
instrumental in developing effective therapy 
strategies for those afflicted with this disease. 

Madam Speaker, I can think of no individual 
more deserving of this recognition than Dr. 
Fauci. I am pleased to join with my colleagues 
and a grateful Nation in extending congratula-
tions to Dr. Anthony Fauci for this well-de-
served honor and thanking him for his unwav-
ering commitment to scientific discovery and 
his role in spearheading the efforts to combat 
disease and undermine the threat of bioter-
rorism. 

f 

THE NATIONAL PRAYER 
BREAKFAST 2007 

HON. EMANUEL CLEAVER 
OF MISSOURI 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, September 17, 2007 

Mr. CLEAVER. Madam Speaker, I had the 
privilege, with my colleague, Congresswoman 
JO ANN DAVIS of Virginia, of co-chairing the 
55th Annual National Prayer Breakfast, held 
here in our Nation’s Capital on February 2, 
2007. This annual gathering is hosted by 
Members of the U.S. Senate and the U.S. 
House of Representatives weekly prayer 
breakfast groups. Once again, we were hon-
ored to have the participation of our President 
and the First Lady and we were inspired by 
the remarks shared by Dr. Francis Collins. 

This year we hosted a gathering of over 
3,500 individuals from all walks of life in all 50 
States and from many countries around the 
world. So that all may benefit from this time 
together, on behalf of the Congressional Com-
mittee for the National Prayer Breakfast, I 
would like to request that a copy of the pro-
gram and of the transcript of the 2007 pro-
ceedings be printed in the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD at this time. 

55TH NATIONAL PRAYER BREAKFAST—THURS-
DAY, FEBRUARY 2, 2007, HILTON WASHINGTON 
HOTEL, WASHINGTON, DC 

CO-CHAIRS: U.S. REPRESENTATIVE JO ANN DAVIS 
AND U.S. REPRESENTATIVE EMANUEL CLEAV-
ER, II 
U.S. Representative Emanuel Cleaver, II: 

My name is Emanuel Cleaver, and today my 
job will deviate slightly from what I do dur-
ing the week. During the week I serve as the 
Fifth District Representative of Missouri. I 
am also a United Methodist pastor. Today I 
would like for all of you, if you would, to 
please either get out a checkbook or—— 
(Laughter) 

No, I’m serious. In seminary they taught 
us when you have a crowd this large, you 
take up an offering. We may wait—but you 
don’t seem enthusiastic. It is my honor and 
pleasure to serve today as chair of the 55th 
National Prayer Breakfast. My co-chair and 
dear friend, Congresswoman Jo Ann Davis of 
Virginia, will not be able to join us today, 
and please keep in mind that if you have a 
great experience today at this prayer break-
fast, it is due in no small part to the work 
that she has done in preparing for this day. 
And hopefully she will join us next week 
with her work in Washington. 

One of the basic truths of the Holy Writ is 
one that all of us can relate to and perhaps 
are familiar with—you will reap what you 
sow. You don’t plant corn and expect soy-
beans. You don’t plant an apple seed and ex-
pect a pear tree. A nation that sows anger 
will reap bitterness and division. But a na-
tion or a collection of nations that sow love 
and understanding will reap a harvest of 
peace. That is what we are doing here 
today—sowing the seeds of civility in this 
city, in our country, and in our world. There 
is nothing more important for us to do. The 
ground is already covered with weeds and 
plants of discord. So today we are going to 
begin to plant flowers. The best way I know 
to do that is with prayer. If you will, please, 
put your food down, which you shouldn’t 
have begun to eat——(Laughter) 

If you are the person at your table who did 
wait for the blessing, please express to the 
others your spiritual superiority. (Laughter) 

Let us pray. 
Almighty and loving God, we are gathered 

here today from all over the world to say 
thank you for your love, your grace, your 
mercy. We confess, God, that our world is 
not as you intended, and we have contrib-
uted to the wrongness of the world because 
of our own sins and errors. But Lord, we 
know the truth of Dr. Martin Luther King 
Jr.’s words, that humankind is ‘‘caught in an 
inescapable network of mutuality.’’ When 
any of us suffers injustice, we are all dimin-
ished. But in the same way, when anyone 
finds peace, we will all benefit. 

Bless, oh Lord, what is said and sung and 
planted in the hearts of all who share this 
experience today, that we can make this 
world more of a garden of your love, and if 
we are able to do anything good and great 
from this prayer breakfast today, we’re 
going to give you all of the credit, all the 
glory and all the honor. In your name and for 
your sake we pray, Amen. 

As the former mayor of Kansas City, Mis-
souri, I know that our cities are the rubber 
of our democracy, and I also know that there 
are only a couple of positions in this country 
superior to serving as mayor—the presi-
dency, obviously, and the Senate, of course. 
(Laughter) 

Of course the Senate. 
But serving as a mayor of one of our major 

cities places us on center stage of the munic-
ipal drama. We are very pleased today to 
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have with us, for welcome, the mayor of 
Washington, D.C., Mayor Adrian Fenty. (Ap-
plause) 

Mayor Adrian Fenty: Thank you very 
much, Congressman Cleaver, for your gen-
erous introduction and hosting everyone 
here today. Members of Congress, governors, 
mayors, religious leaders, President and 
First Lady, it is appropriate for me as 
mayor, especially mayor of the District of 
Columbia, to start out this prayer breakfast. 
Congressman Cleaver, as a mayor, said it 
would be okay if I asked you all to say a 
prayer for me, because it is going to snow 
today. (Laughter) 

Start out by asking that all of our snow 
plows work here in the District of Columbia. 

At a time when we have gathered with so 
many influential people, I will reflect on one 
prayer, and that is Solomon’s prayer for in-
fluence. When Solomon said to God, make 
me famous—and all of us politicians and pub-
lic servants are famous in our own jurisdic-
tions—Solomon said, I want you to spread 
the fame of my name and give me power and 
blessings and make me well known. When 
people read that first passage they say, why 
would Solomon ask such a self-serving 
thing? Like all other prayers, you have to 
read on. Further on in Solomon’s prayer, he 
says to give him these things so that the 
king may support the widow and the or-
phans, defend the defenseless, care for the 
sick, assist the poor, and to speak up for the 
oppressed, the immigrants and the for-
eigners. 

And while we are all influential and power-
ful, as we start out this great prayer break-
fast, it is important that we remember what 
influence is supposed to be used for, and the 
purpose of influence as Solomon taught us is 
to speak up for those who have no influence. 

Let’s have a great prayer breakfast and 
let’s use our power for those who need it the 
most. God bless you. Thank you very much. 
(Applause) 

Rep. Cleaver: Thank you, Mayor, for wel-
coming us to your city. 

It is my pleasure to introduce you to the 
folks seated here at the head table. All of 
you cannot follow directions, so—(Laughter) 
I would really like for you to applaud after 
all of those at the head table are introduced, 
but since some of you can’t do it, if you 
would just applaud now. (Applause) 

Thank you. 
To my left is the Reverend Dan and Kathy 

Mucci of Glen Burnie, Maryland. My co- 
chair, Jo Ann Davis, is not here, but she once 
worked with Pastor Mucci’s congregation as 
the church secretary. He will offer a prayer 
for the nation in just awhile. You have al-
ready met Mayor Fenty. And next to him is 
the most important person in the room, it is 
my wife for more than 30 years, Diane Cleav-
er. 

On the other side of the podium here is Dr. 
Francis Collins, our keynote speaker who I 
will introduce more fully later. Next to him, 
representing our nation’s governors, many of 
whom have events just like this in their own 
states around the country, is Governor Tim 
Pawlenty of Minnesota. He will be offering a 
prayer later for world leaders. Next we have 
one of my distinguished colleagues from the 
House of Representatives, Allyson Schwartz, 
who represents the 13th district in Pennsyl-
vania. She will be sharing a reading from the 
Talmud. Then we have people here from the 
Lower House, the United States Senate— 
(Laughter) 

Senator Mark Pryor of Arkansas, and Sen-
ator Mike Enzi of Wyoming and his spouse 
Diana. The senators will bring a greeting 

from their weekly prayer breakfast group, 
from which this whole event sprang more 
than 50 years ago. 

Finally we have our singer, Nicole Mullen, 
and her spouse David. 

Now join me in thanking the head table. 
(Applause) 

Despite all the awards she has won and all 
the famous venues that she has performed in, 
Nicole Mullen just wants to be known as ev-
eryday people—it’s not going to work, how-
ever. The title of her best-selling album is 
‘‘Everyday People.’’ She has amazing musi-
cal talent which she uses with a loving serv-
ant’s heart all over the world. Ladies and 
gentlemen, Nicole Mullen (Applause) 

(Song: ‘‘On My Knees’’) (Applause) 
U.S. Representative Allyson Schwartz: 

Good morning. I am very pleased to be here 
and share in this fellowship this morning. I 
am Congresswoman Allyson Schwartz from 
the great Commonwealth of Pennsylvania. I 
am pleased to be here this morning. (Ap-
plause) 

A few Pennsylvanians in the crowd. 
I sometimes believe that my first memory 

was when I was barely 3 and my father left 
for the Korean War. I can picture my moth-
er, my older brother at 41⁄2, my younger sis-
ter at 2, all slightly sad, not really sure why. 

But I know that my father’s return more 
than two years later, after serving in an 
Army MASH unit in Korea, is in fact my own 
real, first remembrance. I was 5 years old, I 
was in kindergarten, and my father came to 
school to get me. I remember seeing him in 
uniform—how unlikely to see a man in uni-
form at school. But what I remember most is 
that I did not recognize him. I didn’t know 
him. I was a little awed, I was a little scared. 
I remember needing to be reassured by my 
older brother—who at 61⁄2 was in fact really 
my older brother—that it was okay, that 
this man was in fact our dad. 

So I know, as I watch families see their 
dads, and their moms, off to war, that there 
are tough goodbyes. And there are also the 
not-so-easy homecomings. That reuniting 
families is not easy. That our troops come 
home with experiences separate from their 
families, some good, and some very difficult. 
That reuniting, reconnecting, is often hard. 

So for the men and women serving and re-
turning from Iraq and Afghanistan who are 
struggling with changes in their work lives 
and changes in their home lives, and for all 
families who have experienced separation or 
loss, who have experiences that are often not 
revealed and difficult to communicate, but 
nonetheless are struggling to be as good as 
they can be to each other and to their chil-
dren, I offer a prayer for healing, for over-
coming the difficulties, for forgiveness, for 
feeling connected and whole again. 

Today as we offer our public officials our 
prayers and our support, I offer this reading 
for all of us. The prayer I will read dates 
from the Talmudic period and is offered at 
evening and Sabbath services in synagogues 
across the world. It is a beautiful prayer for 
serenity and for protection from danger. 

Lord our God, we pray thee that we may 
lie down this night in peace and awake in the 
morning to refreshed existence. Spread over 
us the shelter of thy divine peace and guide 
us with thy good counsel. Help us for thy 
name’s sake. Be thou at all times our shield 
and our protector from harm, our guardian 
against danger, our savior from all manner 
of trouble and distress. Keep far from us anx-
iety and sorrow, and shelter us under the 
shadow of thy wings, for it is in thee alone, 
oh God, ever gracious and compassionate, 
that we put our trust. Guard thou our going 

out and our coming in, that we may live a 
life of peace now and evermore. Amen. (Ap-
plause) 

Senator Mark Pryor: My name is Mark 
Pryor from Arkansas, and this is Mike Enzi 
from Wyoming, and we bring you greetings 
from the Senate prayer breakfast. Every 
Wednesday morning that we are in session, 
all senators are invited to come to the Sen-
ate prayer breakfast. It is a great time of fel-
lowship and we have different faiths and 
very, very diverse backgrounds that are rep-
resented there. It is really a great way, 
maybe the best way, in the Senate, to get to 
know each other in a deeper and more mean-
ingful way. 

Another thing that we do there is, the 
chaplain at the beginning of every Congress 
hands out a prayer card that has all of the 
names of the senators on there, and he gives 
us a weekly schedule to pray for our col-
leagues. And my experience is, that when I 
am praying for my colleagues by name, any 
hard feelings, any bitterness, any animosity 
has a way of just melting away. So, we bring 
you greetings from the Senate prayer break-
fast, and here is Mike. 

Senator Michael Enzi: Mark mentioned our 
weekly prayer breakfasts. I want to tell you 
about our global outreach. We are willing to 
help any parliament or group of elected lead-
ers to start a prayer breakfast. We only par-
ticipate when we are asked. We send a sen-
ator and some prayer supporters to meet 
anywhere the leaders seek the uniting power 
of the teachings of Jesus. We have seen pray-
er groups bring different faiths together. We 
have seen enemies begin to see each other as 
people, people with similar problems, prob-
lems solvable through the power of God used 
through leaders. We want to share the care, 
the reconciliation, the respect and concern 
that can unite. We want to share the con-
centration on the 80 percent that we all be-
lieve in rather than the 20 percent that di-
vides people. Of course these trips of faith 
give each senator a gift of faith greater than 
what we are able to share. May each of you, 
through the power of God’s hand, use your 
gifts for the betterment of God’s world. (Ap-
plause) 

Rep. Cleaver: Why don’t you go ahead and 
eat. (Laughter) 

Lord, bless the food that we are about to 
receive, and may this food do for our bodies 
what your Spirit does for our soul. Amen. 

We will be back with you shortly. (Break-
fast) 

Announcer: Ladies and gentlemen, the 
President of the United States, and Mrs. 
Laura Bush. (Applause) 

Rev. Daniel Mucci: Good morning, every-
one. It is an awesome privilege to be here 
this morning to lead us in prayer for the 
leaders of our nation. As I was reflecting on 
this opportunity to pray, I am reminded of 
the truth that men should always pray and 
not give up. For we know what is impossible 
with men is possible with God. With these 
thoughts in mind, let us pray for our na-
tion’s leaders. 

Almighty God, we thank you for the bless-
ing of leadership you have provided to our 
nation time and time again throughout our 
history. We thank you for the men and 
women who offer themselves to serve their 
fellow man and seek to fulfill the higher pur-
pose of your will here on earth as it is in 
heaven. For these gifts we express our grati-
tude. 

Thank you for our president, George W. 
Bush, a man who seeks your face. May your 
presence go before him, may your peace sus-
tain him, and your power keep him as he ful-
fills your call to lead our nation during this 
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challenging time. We now lift up President 
Bush and his Cabinet, the members of the 
United States Senate and the House of Rep-
resentatives, the Supreme Court justices, the 
governors of our states and their respective 
general assemblies, the mayors of our cities 
and towns and all those charged with the re-
sponsibility to create and enforce the laws of 
the United States of America. 

We unite our hearts in asking that you 
grant America’s leaders the courage to stand 
together when tested by the winds of adver-
sity—economically, socially, politically, and 
spiritually—for there is no overcoming with-
out a struggle. So we ask that you would 
give them your grace to succeed in our quest 
for peace and progress in our nation. 

We also ask that you would grant your 
servants wisdom to work toward unity when 
confusion overrides their clarity of vision for 
the future, for there is no unity without hu-
mility. So we humbly ask that you would 
grant them the mercy and love that they 
need to recognize and fulfill your purposes in 
this generation. 

We ask for the determination to win the 
challenging battles we face, to ensure the 
safety and security of our citizens, and for 
those who call on us to be partners for de-
mocracy and peace, for there is no victory 
without perseverance. So we ask you to re-
veal to our leaders the strategic plans for 
success, and to supply them with the 
strength to endure the perils of war. 

Please protect the men and women of our 
military who have placed themselves in 
harm’s way for the ideals of our nation. And 
finally, with the faith of Abraham, the 
meekness of Moses, and in the spirit of Jesus 
of Nazareth, give us all a servant’s heart to 
meet the needs of those who are suffering, 
from poverty, hunger, or disease, when we 
have the resources within our influence to 
relieve the suffering and to bring hope and 
healing to our fellow human beings. We ask 
these things in your mighty name, Amen. 

General Peter Pace: President and Mrs. 
Bush, and to all of you here, good morning. 
I am Pete Pace, and my wife Lynne and I are 
honored to be here with you this morning. 
(Applause) 

Since the founding of our country, genera-
tion after generation of Americans have sac-
rificed themselves that we might have the 
freedom to gather here this morning and 
pray as we see fit to our God. It has been my 
personal experience that although some may 
enter battle either not believing or ques-
tioning the existence of God, that very few 
leave battle with any doubt. In fact in my 
experience, almost the first thing that those 
who are wounded say is, ‘‘oh my God.’’ In an-
swer to their prayer, often the compassion 
and love of God in the midst of that most dif-
ficult of times is brought forward in the form 
of our chaplains, who risk their own safety 
to bring God’s love and compassion to those 
who need it. So it is with great respect and 
appreciation for our chaplains and for their 
assistance, for their bringing God’s love to 
all of us daily, in battle and out, that I offer 
this reading from the letter of Paul to the 
Philippians. 

‘‘Rejoice in the Lord always. I say it again, 
rejoice. Everyone should see how unselfish 
you are. The Lord himself is near. Dismiss 
all anxiety from your minds. Present your 
needs to God in every form of prayer and in 
petitions full of gratitude. Then God’s own 
peace, which is beyond all understanding, 
will stand guard over your hearts and minds. 
Finally, my brothers, your thoughts should 
be wholly directed to all that is true, all that 
deserves respect, all that is honest, pure, ad-

mirable, decent, virtuous, or worthy of 
praise. Live according to what you have 
heard, learned, and accept it, what you have 
heard me say and seen me do. Then will the 
God of peace be with you.’’ The word of the 
Lord. (Applause) 

Governor Tim Pawlenty: Would you please 
bow your heads and join me in prayer for 
world leaders. 

Lord, this morning we bow before you with 
humble hearts, deeply grateful that you are 
a God powerful enough to form the earth but 
gentle enough to care for our smallest con-
cerns. You are an amazing God. We know, 
Lord, that you are the source of all love and 
that through the course of history you have 
poured out your love, your mercy and your 
grace when people have humbled themselves 
and prayed. It is with this spirit that we 
come before you this morning. As the light 
of the world, you have pierced through the 
darkness in troubled times. Lord, our world 
struggles. We live in troubled times. We 
struggle against the forces of darkness. The 
power of sin and alienation is strong, but you 
are stronger. Our world needs your healing 
power and your love. 

Today, God, we pray for our world leaders. 
We pray that the power of your love will 
guide their decisions. Lord, we pray for your 
special blessing on those world leaders who 
are with us today, Prime Minister Musa and 
President Bush. We also pray for those in 
this room that will one day lead their na-
tions. Prepare them also, by your grace. 

God, as our world leaders face the troubles 
and enormous challenges of our times, we 
pray Solomon-like wisdom for each of them. 
Touch their hearts. Heal any brokenness. 

We pray that each world leader will be 
guided by your spirit, your leadership. Lord, 
bless them, teach them, counsel them, con-
tinue to love them and hold them in the pow-
erful palm of your hand. May the leaders of 
this world be led by you every day, in every 
decision, big and small. You are the hope of 
the world and the ruler of history. We pray 
that all world leaders seek first your king-
dom and your righteousness. I pray all of 
this in Jesus’ name. Amen. 

Rep. Cleaver: As you are continuing to eat 
your breakfast, I would like to recognize a 
visiting head of state who joined us today, 
Prime Minister Said Musa of the nation of 
Belize. Prime Minister. (Applause) 

Thank you so much for being with us. 
And while focusing on the room, I want to 

recognize a historic person in our midst, the 
first woman Speaker of the United States 
Congress, Nancy Pelosi of California. (Ap-
plause) 

Rep. Cleaver: She had to leave. As many of 
you know, Father Drinan, who served in the 
House of Representatives, died, and she is 
going to attend his funeral. 

For the Democrats who are in the House, 
who are in Congress, if you would please let 
her know that I did introduce her. Com-
mittee assignments have not been made. 
(Laughter) 

If I may have your attention once again, 
we will continue with our program. But first 
let me share something with you that I read 
the other day that I hope all of us can re-
member. William Penn, the founder of Penn-
sylvania, said—and this is extremely impor-
tant; if you can remember these words, I 
think it helps this entire nation: ‘‘I know of 
no religion that destroys courtesy, civility, 
or kindness.’’ William Penn. 

In this room today we are a people of over 
160 nations and many religious traditions, 
but a common teaching of all faiths and phi-
losophies is this important word civility. 

I came to Washington and to Congress with 
this desire in my heart, to do what I could to 
make this a more civil place. In the inten-
sity and tension of this place, it’s really hard 
for me and all of us to follow the biblical 
teachings to count others as important as 
ourselves, and as far as it depends on us, we 
must all seek to live in peace with all. 

I have opinions that are as strong as any-
one. My challenge is to state them in a tone 
that raises the level of the conversation and 
honors those who disagree with me. When 
you look at the roots of the word ‘‘civility,’’ 
to be civil is to be a citizen, a respected part 
of the community. So to be uncivil is to frac-
ture the community, locally, nationally, and 
even internationally, and that is something 
none of us can afford to do. 

With the passing of President Ford re-
cently, I was reminded of a story of his days 
in the White House. He held regular debates 
here in Washington with Democratic mem-
bers of Congress, but most especially with 
Congressman Thomas Hale Boggs, at the Na-
tional Press Club. At President Ford’s sug-
gestion, they would actually share a cab 
downtown and pick their topic for debate on 
the way. Afterwards, they would often go out 
and eat together. 

Mr. President, I am happy you are joining 
us for our House Democratic retreat later 
today. It will be good for us and good for the 
country to break bread together. (Applause) 

Remember, we reap what we sow. I think 
God is pleased when we as citizens of the 
world, and people of faith, sow courtesy, ci-
vility and kindness with each other, and 
raise up a harvest of grace and peace. 

Now, our keynote speaker. Some of us 
know the song that says, ‘‘we are fearfully 
and wonderfully made.’’ Any of us who stud-
ied human anatomy in junior high biology 
probably felt more fear than wonder. My bi-
ology teachers were always the worst [pause] 
human beings (Laughter) 

But I have grown to respect and appreciate 
the men and women of science because they 
unlock the secrets of how we can get more 
and better life out of these bodies. 

Our keynote speaker this morning is one of 
the heroes of that effort, Dr. Francis Collins, 
the director of the Human Genome Project. 
He grew up on a little farm in Shenandoah 
Valley, Virginia, and now he heads up the 
most significant scientific project in history. 
He supervises hundreds of researchers from 
different disciplines, different institutions 
and different countries, in the effort to map 
the human genome and share with the world 
what it means. And I know the President ap-
preciates this fact—he is ahead of schedule 
and under budget. (Laughter, Applause) 

He has also served as a volunteer doctor in 
hospitals in developing worlds. Ladies and 
gentlemen, it is an honor for me to introduce 
Dr. Francis Collins. (Applause) 

Francis S. Collins, M.D, Ph.D.: Thank you 
for that very kind introduction, Congress-
man Cleaver. 

President Bush, First Lady, heads of state, 
members of Congress, distinguished guests, I 
am deeply honored to be speaking with you 
on this significant and moving occasion. As 
you have heard, I am not a rock star, as the 
person who spoke last year, and that’s a 
large leather jacket to step into—(Laughter) 

I didn’t say anything about the sunglasses. 
I am also not a man of the cloth nor am I 

a political leader. As you’ve heard, I am a 
physician and a scientist, here this morning 
as a private citizen, but who had the incred-
ible privilege of leading the Human Genome 
Project. I am also a believer in God. 

The astrophysicist Robert Jastrow started 
his book on science and faith with the fol-
lowing words: ‘‘When a scientist writes about 
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God, his colleagues assume he is either over 
the hill or going bonkers.’’ I hope and pray 
that I am neither of those. And yet in the 
scientific community there is an unwritten 
taboo about discussing one’s spiritual 
leanings, so many assume that scientists are 
generally godless materialists. That’s not ac-
tually true—a recent survey found that 40% 
of working scientists believe in a God to 
whom one may pray in expectation of an an-
swer. And that number has changed very lit-
tle over the past century. 

Yet there are increasingly shrill voices 
around us who argue that somehow the sci-
entific and spiritual worldviews are incom-
patible. I am here this morning to tell you 
that these different ways of finding the truth 
are not only compatible, but they are won-
drously complementary. 

As the leader of the Human Genome 
Project, I had the great privilege of serving 
as the project manager for a dedicated team 
of more than 2,000 scientists from six coun-
tries. Together, we determined all three bil-
lion letters of the human genome, our own 
DNA instruction book, and we made all that 
data freely available on the internet every 24 
hours. It is hard to get your mind around 
how much information this is—three billion 
is a very big number, even in Washington. 
(Laughter) 

Suppose we decided to take a little time 
this morning to read the letters of the 
human genome together, just to express our 
awe at God’s creation. If we could take turns 
reading, and we would agree to stick to it 
until we were all done, and we would read at 
a reasonable pace, A–C–G–T–T–G–C–A–A— 
there are only four letters in the DNA alpha-
bet, that makes it a little easier but a little 
monotonous. (Laughter) 

If we all decided that was worth doing, and 
we even decided that we would stay up all 
night if it was necessary, we would stay up a 
lot of nights. We would be here for 31 years. 
You have all that information inside each 
cell of your body. And every time that cell 
divides, it’s got to copy the whole thing. 
Isn’t that amazing? 

We have learned many interesting things 
already about this human DNA instruction 
book, now that we have all those letters. One 
profound observation—and it is a good one to 
highlight this morning—is just how alike we 
all are. Your DNA and mine are 99.9% the 
same, and that would be true regardless of 
which one of you I chose for the comparison. 
So you see, at the DNA level, we really are 
part of one big worldwide family. 

Faced with this rapidly growing body of in-
formation, one cannot help but feel a sense 
of awe at the amazing complexity and ele-
gance of the human body—from the intricate 
digital DNA code to the marvelous nanotech-
nology machines that operate inside each 
cell of our bodies, to that most amazing 
organ of all, the human brain. 

But this exploration of human biology is 
for many of us not just a sterile academic 
pursuit. Whether you are a Hindu, a Bud-
dhist, a Muslim, a Jew, a Christian, or still 
searching, you would probably agree that the 
mandate to alleviate suffering is one of our 
highest callings. These new tools of bio-
medical research, many stemming from this 
new science of genomics, now provide us 
with an unprecedented opportunity for 
breakthroughs in cancer, diabetes, mental 
illness, infectious diseases, and many other 
conditions, and a true revolution is getting 
underway. Though there are legitimate con-
cerns about setting appropriate boundaries 
for this research, we also have a strong eth-
ical mandate to proceed as quickly as pos-

sible, so long as a sick child lives somewhere 
in the world who could be helped. 

So these are exciting times for a scientist. 
But my hopes and dreams for all of us do not 
rest solely in science. I am also a man of 
faith. Many of you probably would assume 
that this stance stems from childhood train-
ing in a particular religious tradition, as 
that is certainly the way in which many 
come to believe. But that is not my story. 

I was raised, as you heard, on a small farm 
in Virginia by wonderfully unconventional 
free-thinking parents who greatly valued 
learning, literature, music and the arts, but 
for whom religion was just not that impor-
tant. As I fell in love with science as a teen-
ager, I also slipped into a worldview that as-
sumed that the only true meaning in the 
universe was to be found in mathematics and 
physical laws. And so I became first an ag-
nostic and then an atheist. 

But my scientific curiosity eventually led 
me from chemistry and physics into medi-
cine. And there at the bedside of people with 
terrible illnesses, matters of life, death and 
the spirit were no longer academic. Just as it 
has been said—and General Pace said some-
thing very much like this—‘‘there are no 
atheists in foxholes,’’ I found that there were 
few atheists lying in hospital beds in this lit-
tle hospital in North Carolina. One after-
noon, a kindly grandmother with only a few 
weeks to live shared her own faith in Jesus 
with me, and then asked, ‘‘Doctor, what do 
you believe?’’ Stammering something about 
not being quite sure, I fled the room— 
(Laughter) 

I had the disturbing sense that the atheist 
ice under my feet was cracking, though I 
wasn’t quite sure why. And then suddenly 
the reason for my disquiet hit me: I was a 
scientist. I was supposed to make decisions 
based on evidence. And yet I had never really 
considered the evidence for and against 
faith. 

Determined to shore up my position, I 
began to explore the path of others who be-
fore me had asked the same questions about 
faith. In that search I was particularly af-
fected by the writings of the Oxford scholar 
C.S. Lewis, who had similarly sought as a 
young man to defend his atheism and instead 
became a believer. 

As I explored that evidence more deeply, 
all around me I began to see signposts to 
something outside of nature that could only 
be called God. I realized that the scientific 
method can really only answer questions 
about HOW things work. It can’t answer 
questions about WHY, and aren’t those in 
fact the most important ones? Why is there 
something instead of nothing? Why does 
mathematics work so beautifully to describe 
nature? Why is the universe so precisely 
tuned to make life possible? And it is. Why 
do we humans have a universal sense of right 
and wrong, and an urge to do what is right, 
even though we often disagree on how to in-
terpret that calling? 

Confronted with these revelations, I real-
ized my own assumption—that faith was the 
opposite of reason—was incorrect. I should 
have known better. Scripture defines faith as 
‘‘the substance of things hoped for, the evi-
dence of things not seen.’’ Evidence! 

Simultaneously I realized that atheism 
was in fact the least rational of all the 
choices. As Chesterton wrote, ‘‘Atheism is 
indeed the most daring of all dogmas, for it 
is the assertion of a universal negative.’’ 

How could I have had the arrogance to 
make that assertion? 

So I had to accept the plausibility of a 
powerful force, a creative Mind, that existed 

outside of nature. But was God only to be 
found in the abstract, or did he also care 
about me? I felt an increasing hunger to an-
swer that question. 

After searching for two years more, I ulti-
mately found my own answer, in the loving 
person of Jesus Christ. Here was a man un-
like any other. He was humble and kind-
hearted. He reached out to those considered 
lowest in society. He made astounding state-
ments about loving your enemies. And he 
promised something that no ordinary man 
should be able to promise—to forgive sins. 
On top of all that, having assumed all my 
life that Jesus was just a myth, I was as-
tounded to learn that the evidence for his 
historical existence was actually over-
whelming. 

Eventually I concluded the evidence de-
manded a verdict. And in my 28th year, while 
hiking in the majestic Cascade mountains in 
the Pacific Northwest, I could no longer 
deny my need for forgiveness and my need 
for new life, and I gave in and became a fol-
lower of Jesus. He is now the rock upon 
which I stand, the source for me of ultimate 
love, peace, joy, and hope. 

But, some of you might say, you’re a ge-
neticist. Doesn’t this make your head ex-
plode? (Laughter) 

Aren’t there irreconcilable contradictions 
between your scientific and spiritual 
worldviews? No. Not at all! As long as one 
uses a thoughtful approach to interpretation 
of the meaning of Scripture in light of what 
science has allowed us to learn about the 
universe, as St. Augustine compellingly ar-
ticulated 1600 years ago—I can’t identify a 
single conflict between what I know as a rig-
orous scientist and what I know as a be-
liever. Not one. Yes, science is the reliable 
way to understand the natural world. But 
being a believer allows me to see scientific 
discoveries in a wholly new light. In that 
context, science becomes a means not only of 
discovery, but of worship. When as a sci-
entist I have the great privilege of learning 
something that no human knew before, as a 
believer I also have the indescribable experi-
ence of having caught a glimpse of God’s 
mind. 

Bernard Lonergan captured this aspect of 
scientific discovery as ‘‘the eternal rapture 
glimpsed in every Archimedean cry of Eure-
ka.’’ So if this is all true, why does there 
seem to be such a battle going on between 
science and faith, at least in some quarters? 
As is often the case in such battles, a bit of 
effort on each side to understand each other 
would go a long way. Concrete thinkers 
amongst my own colleagues who deny the 
value of a spiritual worldview would be well 
advised to admit the ultimate impoverish-
ment of that perspective given that it offers 
no answers to questions like ‘‘Why am I 
here?’’ Perhaps Jesus was thinking of such 
folks when he said in Matthew 11, verse 25, ‘‘I 
praise you, Father, Lord of heaven and 
earth, because you have hidden these things 
from the wise and learned, and revealed 
them to little children.’’ (Laughter) 

On the other hand, some well-meaning be-
lievers have adopted the view that science is 
a threat to faith, and that God has to some-
how be defended against scientific conclu-
sions. Is this really compatible with trust in 
the Almighty, who could hardly be threat-
ened by the efforts of our puny minds to un-
derstand his creation? God’s creation is ma-
jestic, awesome, intricate, and beautiful, and 
it cannot possibly contradict itself. He is the 
same God whether you find him in the cathe-
dral or in the laboratory. He is in the laws of 
physics, but he is also the ultimate source of 
love and forgiveness. 
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On June 26, 2000, I had the privilege to 

stand in the East Room of the White House, 
next to the President of the United States, 
announcing the completion of the first draft 
of the human genome. I was overcome with 
awe and a sense of history that morning. As 
a believer, this remarkable book of life did 
indeed seem to be written in the language in 
which God spoke life into being. 

But that day was also one of personal 
mourning, for I had just spoken at a memo-
rial service for my sister-in-law, a mario-
nette artist whose wonderful light had been 
snuffed out much too soon by breast cancer. 
The promise of these new discoveries about 
the human genome had come too late for 
her. 

Recalling the mixed emotions of that day, 
they bring into sharp focus the complex na-
ture of our human condition. We have great 
hopes for health and long life for ourselves 
and our families, but all too often we stand 
at the gravesides of loved ones who have 
been taken from us much too soon. We find 
in the great truths of faith the kind of clear 
spiritual water that we long for, but all too 
often we see that pure water has been poured 
into those rusty human vessels, distorted, 
and discolored. We want to believe in ulti-
mate human goodness, but all too often our 
hopes are dashed by selfish and violent acts 
of our own human family against each other. 
We cling to the promise of new scientific 
breakthroughs to help our hurting world, but 
we fear that some of these discoveries may 
be used in ways that cause more harm than 
good. All in all, we dream of an earthly gar-
den of delight, but all too often it seems 
more like a vale of tears. 

Yet if we put our trust in God, and resolve 
to put love above all else, we are promised 
ultimate victory over all these trials. ‘‘Come 
unto me, all you who are burdened and heavy 
laden, and I will give you rest.’’ 

So, my brothers and sisters, from every 
creed and nation, let us here today resolve to 
love one another, and to celebrate the beau-
tiful and intricate world that God has given 
us. Let us agree to protect it, even as we 
seek to join the power of science with the 
warm embrace of human compassion to 
reach out to all those who need healing, 
whether of body or spirit. 

To conclude this homily, I propose to do 
something risky, to ask you all to join me in 
singing a song. Some may find it ironic that 
last year’s speaker—(Laughter) 

—the rock star Bono, spoke about justice 
and world economics but passed up the 
chance to sing. (Laughter) 

Now this year’s speaker, a scientist who 
might be considered a bit of a nerd, proposes 
to sing and even play the guitar. But the 
Prayer Breakfast is where we are all sup-
posed to break out of our comfort zones. 
(Laughter) 

So please help me—I need it—break out of 
your own comfort zones and sing along with 
me. In your program you will find a little 
card which has three verses of a wonderful 
hymn. The tune will be familiar to many of 
you and will be quickly learned by the rest. 
Harmony is welcome. So my brothers and 
sisters, lift your hearts and voices with me 
as we praise the God who is the source of all 
faith and learning. 
(Song: ‘‘Praise the Source of Faith and 
Learning’’) 

[Words by Rev. Thomas H. Troeger 
From Borrowed Light: Hymn Texts, Pray-

ers and Poems 
Copyright 1994 Oxford University Press, 

used by permission 
(To the tune of Hyfrydol)] 

Praise the source of faith and learning who 
has sparked and stoked the mind 

With a passion for discerning how the world 
has been designed. 

Let the sense of wonder flowing from the 
wonders we survey 

Keep our faith forever growing and renew 
our need to pray. 

God of wisdom, we acknowledge that our 
science and our art 

And the breadth of human knowledge only 
partial truth impart. 

Far beyond our calculation lies a depth we 
cannot sound 

Where Your purpose for creation and the 
pulse of life are found. 

As two currents in a river fight each other’s 
undertow 

Till converging they deliver one coherent 
steady flow, 

Blend O God our faith and learning till they 
carve a single course, 

Till they join as one, returning praise and 
thanks to You, their Source. 

(Applause) 
Dr. Collins: Amen. Amen. 
Rep. Cleaver: Amen. 
Although you do not have a speaking part 

at today’s breakfast, Mrs. Bush, you say 
more about grace and love just sitting there 
than most of us could say in an hour. Thank 
you. (Applause) 

Dr. Collins used the words of the New Tes-
tament, ‘‘Come to me those who labor, those 
who are tired, those who are weary, and I 
will give you rest.’’ The President of the 
United States has the most difficult job on 
this planet, and those words should be com-
forting to him today. 

Ladies and gentlemen, the President of the 
United States, George W. Bush. (Applause) 

President George W. Bush: Thank you all. 
Thank you very much. Now will you please 
join me in singing ‘‘The Eyes of Texas.’’ 
(Laughter) 

Good morning. Laura and I are honored to 
join you here at the 55th National Prayer 
Breakfast. It is an amazing country, isn’t it, 
when people from all walks of life gather to 
recognize our dependence on an almighty 
God, and to ask Him for blessings in our life. 
I think a breakfast such as this speaks to the 
true strength of the United States of Amer-
ica. (Applause) 

We come from many different faiths, yet 
we share this profound conviction: We be-
lieve that God listens to the voice of His 
children, and pours His grace upon those who 
seek Him in prayer. 

I appreciate, Mr. Congressman, you and Jo 
Ann Davis, for leading this prayer breakfast. 
And thanks for paying tribute to my wife. 
(Applause) 

I appreciate the speaker’s presence, Con-
gressman Hoyer’s presence, Congressman 
Blunt’s presence. I want to thank all the 
members of the Senate and the House of Rep-
resentatives who have joined us. I appreciate 
the fact that we have governors here, local 
officials and state officials. I thank the 
members of my Cabinet for joining us—Don’t 
linger, you’ve got a job to do. (Laughter) 

I thank the military officials who have 
joined us; distinguished dignitaries. Mr. 
Prime Minister, we are glad you’re here. 
Thank you for joining us. 

I appreciate Dr. Collins. I want to thank 
Reverend Mucci and his wife Kathy. I appre-
ciate Nicole Mullen. Most of all, thank you 
all. 

We are a nation of prayer. America prays. 
(Applause) 

Each day millions of our citizens bow their 
heads in silence and solitude, or they offer 

up prayers in fellowship with others. They 
pray for themselves, they pray for their fam-
ilies, they pray for their neighbors and their 
communities. In many congregations and 
homes across this great land, people also set 
aside time to pray for our nation and those 
entrusted with authority, including our 
elected leaders. 

In my travels, I often see hand-printed 
signs and personal messages from citizens 
that carry words of prayer. Sometimes it’s a 
single little girl holding up a placard that 
reads, ‘‘Mr. President, be encouraged, you 
are prayed for.’’ Sometimes it’s a banner 
held by a group of young people that says, 
‘‘We are praying for you, Mr. President.’’ I 
often hear similar words when I meet people 
on a rope line. Isn’t that interesting? You’re 
working a rope line and people come up and 
say, ‘‘Mr. President, I am praying for you 
and your family.’’ 

The greatest gift a citizen of this country 
can give those of us entrusted with political 
office is to pray for us. And I thank those in 
our nation who lift all of us up in prayer. 
(Applause) 

Our troops must understand that every 
day—every day—millions of our citizens lift 
them up in prayer. (Applause) 

We pray for their safety. We pray for their 
families they have left at home. We pray for 
those who have been wounded, for their com-
fort and recovery. We remember those who 
have been lost, and we pray that their loved 
ones feel the healing touch of the Almighty. 
During this time of war, we thank God that 
we are part of a nation that produces coura-
geous men and women who volunteer to de-
fend us. 

Many in our country know the power of 
prayer. Prayer changes hearts. Prayer 
changes lives. And prayer makes us a more 
compassionate and giving people. When we 
pray, we surrender our will to the Almighty, 
and open ourselves up to His priorities and 
His touch. His call to love our neighbors as 
we would like to be loved ourselves is some-
thing that we hear when we pray. And we an-
swer that call by reaching out to feed the 
hungry and clothe the poor, and aid the 
widow and the orphan. By helping our broth-
ers and sisters in need, we find our own faith 
strengthened, and we receive the grace to 
lead lives of dignity and purpose. 

We see this grace in the life of a young 
American named Shannon Hickey. Shannon 
was one of Laura’s guests at the State of the 
Union. When Shannon was growing up, her 
favorite priest was Father Mychal Judge, a 
chaplain with the New York City Fire De-
partment. Father Mychal helped Shannon 
and her family through Shannon’s struggle 
with liver disease. On September the 11, 2001, 
Father Mychal lost his life in the World 
Trade Center. In memory of her friend, Shan-
non founded Mychal’s Message, a non-profit 
organization dedicated to sharing Father 
Mychal’s loving spirit. Over the last five 
years, Mychal’s Message has collected and 
distributed more than 100,000 needed items to 
the poor and the homeless. With each gift to 
the needy, Shannon encloses a card with Fa-
ther Mychal’s personal prayer. It reads, 
‘‘Lord, take me where You want me to go, 
let me meet who You want me to meet, tell 
me what You want me to say, and keep me 
out of Your way.’’ 

Father Mychal’s humble prayer reminds us 
of an eternal truth: In the quiet of prayer, we 
leave behind our own cares and we take up 
the cares of the Almighty. And in answering 
His call to service we find that, in the words 
of Isaiah, ‘‘We will gain new strength. We 
will run and not get tired. We will walk and 
not become weary.’’ 
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And so I thank you for joining us on this 

day of prayer. I thank you for the tradition 
you continue here today. And I ask for God’s 
blessings on the United States of America. 
(Applause) 

Rep. Cleaver: Ladies and gentlemen, if you 
would please remain in your seats while the 
President and Mrs. Bush leave, and Nicole 
Mullen will return to the microphone. If all 
of you would be so kind as to remain in your 
seats until I tell you to leave. (Laughter) 

Ms. Mullen: I wrote a song based on the 
words of Job, who had gone from hardship 
and back to goodness again. He simply said, 
‘‘I know that my redeemer lives.’’ 

(Song: Redeemer) (Applause) 
Rep. Cleaver: Amen. 
Amen. He does live. Thank you so much, 

Nicole. Thank you for blessing us. 
As we prepare to leave this place today, I 

would remind you that years ago the prophet 
Isaiah gave us the word of the Lord when he 
wrote: 

‘‘Stop doing wrong, learn to do right. Seek 
justice, encourage the oppressed. Defend the 
cause of the fatherless, plead the case of the 
widow. ‘Come now, let us reason together,’ 
says the Lord.’’ 

As the light of the world, you pierce the 
darkness in troubled times, those of you who 
are leaders both in this country and around 
the world. Please know that we all struggle 
against the forces of darkness. The power of 
sin and alienation is strong, but you are now 
stronger. Our world needs your healing 
power and your love. 

Today, oh God, I pray for our world lead-
ers. I pray that the power of your love will 
guide their decisions. 

And now, we ask that you go out into the 
world and make a difference. Amen. (Ap-
plause) 

f 

PAYING TRIBUTE TO PHILLIP 
THORNWELL HENRY 

HON. JON C. PORTER 
OF NEVADA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, September 17, 2007 

Mr. PORTER. Madam Speaker, I rise today 
to honor the life and legacy of my dear friend 
Phillip Thornwell Henry. 

Throughout his life, Phil was dedicated to 
enriching the lives of those around him. Phil 
was born in Roanoke County, Virginia and at-
tended Cave Spring High School and subse-
quently earned a degree from Virginia Poly-
technic Institute and State University in civil 
engineering. As a civil engineer, Phil sought to 
improve the quality of life of others and began 
his long and illustrious career by working for 
the Corps of Engineers in West Virginia. After 
the birth of his two sons, Phil and his young 
family moved to Martinsville, Virginia where he 
worked as the City Engineer and Super-
intendent of Water Resources for 11 years. 

In 1984, Phil and his family moved to Boul-
der City, Nevada where he became the City 
Engineer. Two years later, Phil moved back to 
his native Virginia, where he worked as the 
county engineer in Roanoke before returning 
to Boulder City in 1991. In 1995, Phil was pro-
moted to Director of Public Works in Boulder 
City. During his tenure as Director, Phil 
oversaw many projects, such as the extension 
of Adams Boulevard, the creation of Memorial 
Park and Boulder Creek Golf Course and the 

expansion of the Boulder City Cemetery. In 
2005, Phil retired from his life of public service 
in engineering and moved back to Roanoke. 
In addition to his numerous professional 
achievements, Phil was an active member of 
the community. 

Madam Speaker, I am proud to honor the 
life and legacy of my friend, Phil Thornwell 
Henry. He greatly enriched countless lives in 
both Nevada and Virginia and he will be great-
ly missed by all whose lives he touched. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. BARBARA LEE 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, September 17, 2007 

Ms. LEE. Madam Speaker, on Monday, 
September 10, 2007 I missed rollcall votes 
Nos. 865 and 866. Had I been present, I 
would have voted ‘‘aye’’ on H. Res. 257 and 
‘‘aye’’ on H. Res. 643. 

f 

CAMERON ELIZABETH ETHERIDGE 
MAKES HER MARK ON THE WORLD 

HON. BOB ETHERIDGE 
OF NORTH CAROLINA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, September 17, 2007 

Mr. ETHERIDGE. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to congratulate my son Brian and his 
wife Meredith on the birth of their second 
child, Cameron Elizabeth Etheridge. Cameron 
was born on my birthday Tuesday, August 7, 
2007 and weighed 8 pounds and 8 ounces 
and was 21 inches long. My wife Faye and I 
are excited about the birth of our third grand-
child, and she joins me in wishing Brian and 
Meredith and their daughter, Virginia, great 
happiness upon this new addition to our fam-
ily. 

Faye and I are truly blessed by the arrival 
of Cameron Elizabeth Etheridge. The birth of 
a new child is a joyous occasion that reminds 
us of the promise of a new life. And I know 
that Virginia is excited to have a sister with 
whom she can play. Children remind us of the 
incredible miracle of life, and they keep us 
young-at-heart. Every day they show us a new 
way to view the world. 

God has truly blessed my family with this 
new addition. My family and I are looking for-
ward to spending a lot of time with our new 
bundle of joy and introducing her to all of our 
friends and neighbors in North Carolina’s Sec-
ond Congressional District. 

f 

CONGRATULATING CENTRAL 
STATES TRUCKING COMPANY 

HON. PETER J. ROSKAM 
OF ILLINOIS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, September 17, 2007 

Mr. ROSKAM. Madam Speaker, I rise today 
to congratulate Central States Trucking Com-
pany of Bensenville, Illinois, for being named 

one of the top 5,000 privately owned busi-
nesses in America by Inc. Magazine. 

The Inc. 5000 list highlights the fastest 
growing companies in the country. 

Madam Speaker, companies like this are 
the backbone of the U.S. economy and an in-
tegral part of my Congressional District. 

With a growth rate of 67%, Central States 
Trucking Company is a fine example of the 
hard work and productivity that sets American 
businesses apart in the global marketplace. 

Central States Trucking Company is a fam-
ily-owned business that directly employs more 
than 300 individuals. Their economic activity 
indirectly supports the jobs of countless oth-
ers. Under the visionary leadership of Presi-
dent Doug Grane, Central States Trucking is 
on track to grow revenues to nearly $42 mil-
lion. 

Madam Speaker and Distinguished Col-
leagues, please join me in recognizing this 
outstanding achievement. 

I am proud to represent Central States 
Trucking Company in the United States House 
of Representatives and wish them all the best 
in the future. 

f 

CELEBRATING THE LIFE OF 
JAMES GATLIN 

HON. KATHY CASTOR 
OF FLORIDA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, September 17, 2007 

Ms. CASTOR. Madam Speaker, I rise today 
to pay tribute to the life and educational career 
of James Gatlin and to acknowledge his con-
tributions as a mentor and role model to gen-
erations of Tampa Bay area students. 

Raised in Tampa, Florida, James Gatlin wit-
nessed great changes in education throughout 
his life. He attended Middleton High, a black 
segregated high school, and quickly realized 
the importance of education. Gatlin recounted 
tales of receiving tattered books in school and 
being forced to sit in the back of public buses. 
Public education is the grand equalizer among 
people in our great country and he witnessed 
and valued black and white students learning 
side-by-side in the classroom and cheering to-
gether at the school’s football games. 

James Gatlin attended Florida A&M Univer-
sity where he received his Bachelor’s degree 
and later was awarded a Master’s degree in 
Education from the Tuskegee Institute. He 
began his 45-year educational career in the 
Hillsborough County schools in 1963, teaching 
agricultural courses at Bethune School. In 
1972, he served as Dean of Students at Bu-
chanan Junior High School, and 6 years later, 
Gatlin was appointed Principal. In 1984, he 
became the popular Principal of Chamberlain 
High School and my principal as a high school 
student. He held this post for 10 years until 
1994, when he was appointed General Direc-
tor of Technical and Career Education. In 
1989, he became aware that many black stu-
dents were not graduating and began a men-
toring program that included tours of university 
campuses. Gatlin was also a strong believer in 
helping students not attending college to find 
employment. He was promoted to general 
area director of Area II schools in 1997 until 
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he retired in 2003. His leadership was needed, 
however, and Gatlin returned to education and 
served as assistant principal for the Meacham 
Alternative School in 2004. He accepted his 
final position as principal of his alma mater, 
Middleton High School, in August 2005, a 
great joy for him personally, but a greater ben-
efit to all who experienced his dedication and 
service there. 

‘‘Gat’’ as he was called by those who knew 
him best, lived by the motto that ‘‘education 
makes life better’’. Many students took his 
motto to heart, and admired him for his 
strength of character as well as his genial spir-
it. Students admired his humorous spirit as 
well. He dressed up as the mascot during pep 
rallies and danced at homecoming events. 
Every year, Gatlin held a popular and deli-
cious barbecue for the senior class. A former 
student remembered Principal Gatlin saying, 
‘‘He just made school fun’’. 

The entire Hillsborough County community 
honors and remembers the 68 year life of 
James Gatlin, and we offer condolences to his 
wife Evelyn as well as his sons James III, 
Marcus, and Brent. James Gatlin molded the 
lives of generations of students through his 
dedication to education and to the community 
as a whole. His example will continue to live 
through those that worked with him and those 
who learned from him. 

f 

SIXTH ANNIVERSARY OF TRAGIC 
TERRORIST ATTACKS OF 9/11/01 

HON. BARBARA LEE 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, September 17, 2007 

Ms. LEE. Madam Speaker, today, we com-
memorate the sixth anniversary of the terrible 
terrorist attacks of September 11th, 2001. We 
remember the men, women and children who 
lost their lives that day and we honor the cour-
age and the heroism of our first responders 
and those who put themselves in harm’s way 
to help others. 

This anniversary is also a time to reflect on 
the values that define us and separate us from 
terrorists, values like liberty, democracy, toler-
ance, freedom of expression and respect for 
the rule of law. 

It is also appropriate to recognize just how 
misguided the Bush administration’s response 
to those attacks has been. Six years later, 
Osama bin Laden is still at large while our 
military is pinned down in a civil war in a 
country that had nothing to do with the attacks 
in an occupation that serves as a rallying point 
for terrorist recruitment and fundraising. It is 
clear that this is a policy that is making our 
nation less safe, not more safe, and the first 
step towards a policy that effectively combats 
global terrorism is to end the occupation of 
Iraq. 

PAYING TRIBUTE TO SPECIALIST 
TRAVIS M. VIRGADAMO 

HON. JON C. PORTER 
OF NEVADA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, September 17, 2007 

Mr. PORTER. Madam Speaker, I rise today 
to honor the life of Specialist Travis M. 
Virgadamo, who died on August 30, 2007. 

Specialist Virgadamo was a hero whose de-
sire to serve his country will forever make an 
impact on his family, his community and his 
country. He joined the United States Army to 
serve his country in the Global War on Terror. 
He will not only be remembered for his willing 
service, but for the extraordinary person that 
he was. 

Madam Speaker, I am proud to honor the 
life of Specialist Travis M. Virgadamo. Spe-
cialist Virgadamo’s choice to serve his country 
speaks volumes of his patriotism and his 
strong desire to protect others. 

f 

LOUISBURG COLLEGE: A LEGACY 
OF 220 YEARS 

HON. BOB ETHERIDGE 
OF NORTH CAROLINA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, September 17, 2007 

Mr. ETHERIDGE. Madam Speaker, I rise to 
pay tribute to the legacy of a North Carolina 
institution. Louisburg College, the oldest two- 
year church affiliated, co-educational college 
in the nation, has filled a niche in North Caro-
lina’s system of higher education. As the only 
residential junior college in the state, the insti-
tution provides an excellent introduction to the 
collegiate life for college freshmen and sopho-
mores. Louisburg College offers a premier be-
ginning to successful academic and profes-
sional achievement. For 220 years the college 
has impacted lives and fulfilled its mission: 
Louisburg College is committed to offering a 
supportive community that nurtures young 
men and women intellectually, culturally, so-
cially, physically, and spiritually. 

Louisburg College had its beginning in the 
period that witnessed the emergence of Amer-
ica as an independent nation, the birth of the 
Methodist Church in America, and the estab-
lishment of Franklin County, North Carolina, 
and the town of Louisburg. Having evolved 
from three earlier institutions, Franklin Male 
Academy, Louisburg Female Academy, and 
Louisburg Female College. The roots of Louis 
burg College trace back to the early years of 
the town of Louisburg, the county seat of 
Franklin County. Founded in 1779, during the 
American Revolution, the county was named 
in honor of Benjamin Franklin and the town in 
honor of King Louis XVI of France. 

Franklin Male Academy opened on January 
1, 1805, under the direction of Yale graduate 
Matthew Dickinson. Franklin Male Academy 
prospered in its early years and soon had an 
enrollment of ninety students. The second 
stage in the evolution of Louisburg College 
began on December 27, 1814, when the state 
legislature ratified an act chartering the 
Louisburg Female Academy. By August 1815, 

Louisburg Female Academy was operating 
under the guidance of Harriet Partridge. The 
third stage of the evolution of Louisburg Col-
lege began in January 1855, when the state 
legislature authorized the transfer of property 
by the trustees of Louisburg Female Academy 
to the directors of Louisburg Female College 
Company. 

By August 1857, Louisburg College opened 
under the management of Professor James P. 
Nelson. The female college continued to oper-
ate during the Civil War under presidents C.C. 
Andrews (1860–1861) and James Southgate, 
Jr. (1862–1865) After the war, about 500 
Union soldiers camped in the college and 
male academy groves during May and June of 
1865. After the college opened and closed 
several times the 1870s and 1880s, S.D. 
Bagley became president in 1889. Matthew S. 
Davis, who had previously served 25 years as 
principal of the Male Academy, became presi-
dent of the Female College in 1896 and held 
the office until his death in 1906. He was suc-
ceeded by his daughter, Mary Davis Allen, 
who was President until 1917. 

At the beginning of the twentieth century, a 
number of significant changes took place. The 
institution became known as Louisburg Col-
lege, and the college became officially linked 
to the Methodist Church. Washington Duke 
had acquired ownership of the college prop-
erty in the 1890s. After his death, his son Ben-
jamin N. Duke presented the property to the 
North Carolina Conference of the Methodist 
Church. The Reverend Armour David Wilcox, 
former minister of the Louisburg Methodist 
Church, served as president of the college 
from 1931 to 1937. Louisburg College became 
co-educational in 1931, and student enroll-
ment immediately increased. By the end of 
World War II, institutional debts had been paid 
and in 1952, Louisburg College was accred-
ited by the Southern Association of Colleges 
and Secondary Schools. 

During the 1986–87 school year, Louisburg 
college held a Bicentennial Celebration in rec-
ognition of its unique two-hundred-year herit-
age. The first college flag was designed and 
displayed during the celebration, and the first 
published history of the college, Louisburg 
College Echoes, was issued in 1988. Dr. C. 
Edward Brown, Jr. served as interim president 
in 1992, and Dr. Ronald I. May was president 
of Louisburg College from January 1993 
through May 1998. Dr. Brown again assumed 
the interim presidency in June 1998. Dr. Rose-
mary Gillett-Karam become the twenty-fourth 
president of Louisburg College in December of 
1998. Dr. Reginald Ponder assumed the presi-
dency in 2002. 

Louisburg College has contributed signifi-
cantly to the growth and development of NC 
and the enrichment of countless of its citizens. 
I urge the U.S. House of Representatives to 
join me in commending this outstanding insti-
tution. 
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CONGRATULATING QUALITY 

FLOATS WORKS OF SCHAUMBURG 

HON. PETER J. ROSKAM 
OF ILLINOIS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, September 17, 2007 

Mr. ROSKAM. Madam Speaker, I rise today 
to congratulate Quality Float Works of 
Schaumburg, Illinois, for being named 1 of the 
top 5,000 privately owned businesses in 
America by Inc. Magazine. 

The Inc. 5,000 list highlights the fastest 
growing companies in the country. 

Madam Speaker, companies like this are 
the backbone of the U.S. economy and an in-
tegral part of my Congressional District. 

With a growth rate of 50%, Quality Float 
Works is a fine example of the hard work and 
productivity that sets American businesses 
apart in the global marketplace. 

Quality Float Works is a family-owned busi-
ness dating back to 1915. Despite the many 
challenges currently facing the U.S. manufac-
turing industry at large, Quality Float Works’ 
reputation for providing exceptional products 
and complete customer satisfaction has 
helped them to grow and thrive. 

Under the visionary leadership of President 
Sandra Westlund-Deenihan and Vice Presi-
dent Jason Speer, Quality Float Works con-
tinues to shine as an outstanding American 
small business. 

Madam Speaker and Distinguished Col-
leagues, please join me in recognizing this re-
markable achievement. 

I am proud to represent the employees and 
customers of Quality Float Works in the United 
States House of Representatives and wish 
them all the best in the future. 

f 

CELEBRATING THE LIFE OF LT. 
HENRY BOHLER, RETIRED 

HON. KATHY CASTOR 
OF FLORIDA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, September 17, 2007 

Ms. CASTOR. Madam Speaker, I rise today 
to pay tribute to the life and career of Lt. 
Henry Bohler, Retired, and to acknowledge his 
role as a Tuskegee Airmen during World War 
II. 

From as early as he could remember, Lt. 
Henry Bohler wanted to be a pilot. In an at-
tempt to learn as much about flying as he 
could, he took an airport job at age 17. At the 
outbreak of World War II, the military was still 
segregated. Upon reading about the new 
Tuskegee Airmen, the first black military air-
men in the United States who served under 
the command of the great Benjamin O. Davis, 
Jr., he enrolled and left for Tuskegee, Ala-
bama for basic flight training. Lt. Bohler 
learned to fly the P–51 Mustang and served 
bravely in the military until 1947 when he left 
with the rank of second lieutenant. After grad-
uation from Hampton University in Virginia, he 
relocated to Tampa in 1950. In Tampa, Lt. 
Henry Bohler ran his own business as an 
electrician for over 30 years until his retire-
ment. He was the first African American li-
censed electrician in Tampa. 

Lt. Bohler was with his wife and children in 
1960 when they were turned away from the 
Lowry Park Zoo. As Zoo employees explained, 
his family was being turned away for no other 
reason than the color of their skin. Lt. Bohler 
took the city of Tampa to court and subse-
quently faced a lengthy trial. In the 2 years 
prior to his court decision, he was often tar-
geted for harassment as he was routinely 
pulled over by police. On the day of his court 
decision, he was pulled over by police 5 times. 
It truly was a historic day for the City of 
Tampa when the judge ordered all parks and 
recreational facilities must be desegregated. 

Friends admired his spirit, his work in the 
community, and his pride in his military serv-
ice. Lt. Bohler never missed a Tuskegee Air-
men convention and would fly his own Piper 
Archer to several convention locations 
throughout the country. He was proud of his 
membership in the group and he still serves 
as an inspiration to the pilots of today. His 
walls are adorned with the awards and medals 
he received from schools and other organiza-
tions for his contributions to the community as 
well as his membership in the Tuskegee Air-
men. 

The entire Tampa community honors and 
remembers the life of Lt. Henry Bohler, Re-
tired, and we offer our condolences to his 
wife, Clifford Marie, his sons, George and 
Henry Jr., and his daughter, Pamela, as well 
as his 7 grandchildren and 2 great-grand-
children. Lt. Henry Bohler, Retired, will con-
tinue to be remembered as a pioneer in the 
sky as well as for equality for his fellow citi-
zens. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO UNITED STATES 
CAPITOL HISTORICAL SOCIETY 

HON. HOWARD L. BERMAN 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, September 17, 2007 

Mr. BERMAN. Madam Speaker, I rise today 
to pay tribute to the United States Capitol His-
torical Society, which is celebrating 45 years 
of History and Service to the United States 
Capitol. 

Congressman Fred Schwengel, Senator Hu-
bert Humphrey, and a group of fifteen other 
Members of Congress, historians and civic 
and business leaders organized the United 
States Capitol Historical Society on July 17, 
1962. Forty-five years later, the USCHS con-
tinues to fulfill its mission by teaching the pub-
lic about the founding, growth and significance 
of the Capitol of the United States as a tan-
gible symbol of its representative form of gov-
ernment. 

Convinced that an understanding of history 
was inextricably linked with responsible citi-
zenship, the founders of the United States 
Capitol Historical Society adopted a mission 
statement committing the nonprofit, non-
partisan, educational organization o the role of 
‘‘history teacher to the nation.’’ 

More than forty-five years after its founding, 
the Society continues to develop new and cre-
ative ways to bring the fascinating story of the 
Capitol to the public’s attention. Among its 
tools are educational tours, scholarly 

symposia, observances of historic events, en-
hancement and preservation of the Capitol’s 
collection of art and artifacts, sponsorship of 
research, the sale of publications and memen-
tos of an historical nature, and assistance to 
Congressional and other Capitol offices. 

The recent partnership of the USCHS with 
the National Archives and Old Town Trolley is 
particularly innovative. The Society has com-
mitted to working toward seeing every eighth 
grade student in the Washington, DC public 
schools tour ‘‘monumental’’ Washington to 
learn about the U.S. Constitution. This edu-
cational tour’s sole purpose is to help students 
understand their place in American history and 
their role in the process of government. 

Madam Speaker, I ask my colleagues to join 
me in honoring a great organization dedicated 
to preserving the history of the most recogniz-
able symbol of representative government in 
the world, the United States Capitol. 

f 

FEDERAL MERIT SYSTEM 
REAUTHORIZATION ACT OF 2007 

HON. DANNY K. DAVIS 
OF ILLINOIS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, September 17, 2007 

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Madam Speaker, I am 
pleased to have worked with Senator DANIEL 
K. AKAKA (D–Hawaii), Chairman of the Senate 
Subcommittee on Oversight of Government 
Management, the Federal Workforce, and the 
District of Columbia, on the ‘‘Federal Merit 
System Reauthorization Act,’’ (the Act) which 
reauthorizes the Office of Special Counsel 
(OSC) and the Merit System’s Protection 
Board (MSPB) for three years. The shorter re-
authorization period will allow Congress to re-
view OSC’s and MSPB’s implementation of 
the new provisions in the Act before being re-
authorized for a longer period of time. 

The Act provides that OSC prescribe regula-
tions to establish responsible and professional 
standards for investigating complaints; main-
tain open and regular communications with 
complainants; establish an alternate dispute 
resolution office in the District of Columbia; 
and implement procedural changes to improve 
agency performance. The Act also establishes 
a process for external investigation by the 
President’s Counsel on Integrity and Efficiency 
(PCIE) when an OSC employee files a com-
plaint alleging wrongdoing by the Special 
Counsel or the deputy Special Counsel. The 
PCIE, established by Executive Order in 1992, 
was formed to address integrity, economy, 
and effectiveness issues that transcend indi-
vidual Government agencies, and increase the 
professional and effectiveness of Inspector 
General Personnel throughout the Govern-
ment. 

In addition, the Act clarifies that employees 
filing an Individual Right of Action before the 
MSPB (bringing a case to the MSPB if OSC 
has not provided relief in 120 days) need to 
only identify the precise personnel actions 
being challenged in the initial complaint to 
OSC and that relief was not provided by OSC. 
The Act provides that a complainant can file 
an appeal to be considered on an expedited 
basis if an administrative law judge denies a 
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request to suspend/delay the alleged retalia-
tory action. The Act outlines procedural 
changes MSPB must implement to improve 
agency performance. 

While OSC and MSPB are required to sub-
mit annual reports to Congress on its activi-
ties, the Act increases reporting requirements 
for both agencies in addition to requiring OSC 
to survey individuals who make whistleblower 
disclosures to OSC. 

Employee rights have been weakened 
under this Administration. The ‘‘Federal Merit 
System Reauthorization Act of 2007’’ sends a 
strong message that whistleblower protection 
and employee rights are key elements of the 
federal civil service merit system and must be 
enforced. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. SPENCER BACHUS 
OF ALABAMA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, September 17, 2007 

Mr. BACHUS. Madam Speaker, on Sep-
tember 17, 2007, I missed votes because I 
was traveling to be with my oldest daughter as 
she gave birth to her first child, my grandchild. 

f 

MOVEON PERSONAL ATTACK ON 
GENERAL PATRAEUS INAPPRO-
PRIATE 

HON. JOHN J. HALL 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, September 17, 2007 

Mr. HALL of New York. Madam Speaker, 
General Petraeus is a good man and an ex-
cellent soldier, and the MoveOn advertise-
ment’s personal attack on the general was 
completely inappropriate. I respect the brave 
service, commitment and sacrifice of the men 
and women who wear the uniform and would 
never disparage them. It is disappointing that 
the general and the rest of our troops have 
been put in an impossible position by the 
failed policies of President Bush and I con-
tinue to believe the United States should wind 
down its involvement in Iraq, help bolster the 
Afghanistan government, and eliminate bin 
Laden and those who did attack us on Sep-
tember 11th. 

f 

SUPPORT FOR TAIWAN’S ADMIS-
SION TO THE UNITED NATIONS 

HON. MIKE FERGUSON 
OF NEW JERSEY 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, September 17, 2007 

Mr. FERGUSON. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to state my support for Taiwan’s admis-
sion to the United Nations. Taiwan has been 
a sovereign state with a democratically-elected 
government since 1949 and it is only fair that 
they be allowed to represent their 23 million 
citizens in this international body. Taiwan has 
a steadily growing economy, a stable, demo-

cratically elected government and their own 
educational and legal system. They are a 
strong ally of the United States, and it is only 
right that we support them in their ongoing ef-
fort to gain U.N. membership. 

f 

THE 60TH ANNIVERSARY OF THE 
FREEDOM TRAIN 

HON. BOB GOODLATTE 
OF VIRGINIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, September 17, 2007 

Mr. GOODLATTE. Madam Speaker, it was 
60 years ago on this date—September 16, 
1947—that the Freedom Train appeared to 
start a special journey across the United 
States. Contained in the railcars of the ‘‘Spirit 
of 1776’’ were some of the documents that 
form America’s foundation. 

During a 16-month route that carried the 
Freedom Train to our contiguous 48 states at 
that time, millions of Americans saw the rolling 
museum visit communities large and small. It 
was a time when our Nation was reminding 
itself of the struggles that led to its formation 
as well as the struggles that had come in the 
decades just before in the form of the Great 
Depression and then World War II. It was also 
a time during which railroads were able to 
showcase their still widely popular form of 
transit by leading a mission grounded in Amer-
ican pride. 

The Freedom Train put more than 37,000 
miles behind it during its nationwide tour. So 
many Americans were able to lay their eyes 
on original documents like the Magna Carta 
and the Declaration of Independence and un-
derstand just how valuable those pieces of 
paper were to our country’s place in history. 

I extend special thanks today to my con-
stituents, John and Mary Jayne Rowe of Cov-
ington, Virginia, for their tireless work to cata-
log the history of the Freedom Train for gen-
erations to come. I also ask that we pay honor 
to the few Marine guards who will meet a re-
union in a few weeks to further remember 
their role in protecting the Freedom Train on 
its special trip across our great country. 

f 

INTRODUCTION OF PROTECT 
AMERICANS FROM CRIMES ON 
CRUISE SHIPS RESOLUTION 

HON. DORIS O. MATSUI 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, September 17, 2007 

Ms. MATSUI. Madam Speaker, today I am 
introducing the Protect Americans from Crimes 
on Cruise Ships Resolution with many of my 
distinguished colleagues, including Represent-
atives CHRIS SHAYS and CAROLYN MALONEY. 

Madam Speaker, in 2007, over 12 million 
Americans will travel on cruise lines. Unfortu-
nately, few of these vacationing ‘‘cruisers’’ fully 
appreciate their potential vulnerability to crime 
while on an ocean voyage. Citizens who are 
victimized often do not know their legal rights 
or who to contact for help in the immediate 
aftermath of the crime. 

In recent years, the media has reported on 
a number of high profile cases of passengers 
falling overboard, passengers gone missing, 
and passengers being raped and sexually as-
saulted. Sadly, many of these cases remain 
unresolved. Worse yet, many cases go unre-
ported because there is no industry reporting 
mechanism. 

My involvement in this issue began after a 
young woman from my district, Laurie 
Dishman, came to me for assistance after she 
had been a victim of a violent crime on a 
cruise ship. Laurie shared her shocking story 
with me in a letter 1 year ago. 

As a passenger on board the Vision of the 
Seas, a ship operated by Royal Caribbean, 
Laurie was raped by a crew member. One of 
the most disturbing aspects of Laurie’s case is 
that the cruise ship on which she was raped 
was short security staff. As a result, the cruise 
line promoted someone with no training to per-
form security personnel duties. If a real secu-
rity guard had been aboard, Laurie may have 
been spared her awful ordeal. The tragedy 
that ensued is something that Laurie will never 
forget. 

The story of her experience on the ship was 
shocking enough. Unfortunately, I soon 
learned that was only the beginning. Laurie 
wrote me to tell me she was having difficulty 
getting a response to her request for informa-
tion about the incident from the cruise line. As 
I began looking into the matter, a number of 
red flags were raised regarding the handling of 
Laurie’s particular case. These include the 
FBI’s decision not to have a polygraph test of 
the crewmember and the cruise line’s decision 
to withhold Laurie’s own medical information. 

These incidents beg the question: What is 
the process when a crime is committed on a 
cruise line and what recourse do passengers 
have? The more I have inquired, the more I 
have been alarmed that there is no shortage 
of cases of: Rape, sexual assaults of minors, 
alcohol related fighting and abuse, and per-
sons overboard. 

Even more troubling, most of these inci-
dents have not been fully resolved or pros-
ecuted. I have also learned that there have 
been no convictions for rape cases on cruise 
lines in 4 decades, a statistic that takes a new 
meaning through the lens of Ms. Dishman’s 
experience. 

As a result of continued cases of victims of 
crimes on the high seas, and with the much 
appreciated leadership of Chairman 
CUMMINGS, the Subcommittee on Coast Guard 
and Maritime Transportation held a hearing on 
this important issue in March, 2007. The hear-
ing showed numerous discrepancies between 
the experience sold by cruise lines and the 
real experience on board these ships. In addi-
tion, the hearing highlighted how crime num-
bers reported to Congress in a previous hear-
ing are radically different from the cruise in-
dustry’s internal crime statistics. 

The result of our hearing, combined with nu-
merous and unending media reports of crimes 
on cruise ships, point to the need for in-
creased safety and security for these pas-
sengers. Prevention can be an important tool, 
and we all know that prevention starts with 
making people aware of the potential for a 
crime to occur. It is time for Congress to ac-
knowledge formally this ongoing problem and 
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to ensure that Americans are informed, aware 
and safe. The Resolution I am introducing 
today will do just that. 

The resolution acknowledges: 
The lack of federal regulation overseeing 

crime reporting by the cruise industry; 
The absence of law enforcement officials on 

ocean voyages; 
That without a law enforcement official, 

cruise officials are essentially responsible for 
collection and preserving a crime scene; 

Most cruise ships are registered under the 
laws of another country; 

Perpetrators of sexual violence and other 
violent crimes on cruise ships are rarely 
brought to justice; and 

Consumers who book a cruise generally do 
not receive information at the point of sale 
about their legal rights as a cruise passenger 
and who to contact for help in the event a 
crime occurs during their voyage. 

And Resolves that: 
The members of the International Cruise 

Victims Association, the National Center for 
Victims of Crime, and the Rape, Abuse & In-
cest National Network are to be commended 
for their leadership in highlighting the problem 
of crimes against American citizens on cruise 
ships; 

Americans who are victims of crime on a 
cruise ship should have access to justice, and 
necessary steps should be taken to ensure 
that the perpetrators of such crimes are 
brought to justice; 

The cruise industry should provide com-
prehensive information to passengers about 
security risks and maintain necessary security 
personnel on each ship; and 

Congress should provide oversight to en-
sure the safety and security of American pas-
sengers. 

Madam Speaker, nearly all cruise ships op-
erate under a foreign flag. U.S. citizens who 
are victimized onboard cruise ships often do 
not know their legal rights or who to contact 
for help in the immediate aftermath of crimes. 
Cruises operate in a legal vacuum, where a 
lack of accountability empowers predators and 
obstructs their victims’ pursuit of justice. That 
is an unacceptable situation, made worse by 
the cruise lines’ own efforts to avoid scrutiny 
of and accountability for their own handling of 
the security of their passengers. 

My hope is that with increased Congres-
sional involvement that the cruise lines finally 
take these crimes seriously and enact nec-
essary reforms. The Resolution acknowledges 
the ongoing safety concerns and will help en-
sure that the millions of men, women and chil-
dren who cruise each year are informed, 
aware and safe on cruise ships. This resolu-
tion is supported by the Women’s Caucus and 
Victim’s Rights Caucus, and I would urge all of 
my colleagues to cosponsor this important 
Resolution. 

f 

IN MEMORY OF MICHAEL 
YARBROUGH 

HON. MIKE ROSS 
OF ARKANSAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Monday, September 17, 2007 

Mr. ROSS. Madam Speaker, I rise today to 
honor Sergeant Michael Yarbrough of Glen 

Rose, Arkansas, who died on September 6, 
2007, fighting for our country in Iraq while sup-
porting Operation Iraqi Freedom. He was 24 
years old when he selflessly gave his life for 
his country during combat operations. 

Sergeant Yarbrough’s deep sense of unity 
and teamwork led him to honorably serve his 
country as a United States Marine. Having 
completed 2 tours of duty, Sergeant 
Yarbrough volunteered to return to Iraq in 
place of a soldier whose wife was pregnant. 
This gesture of selflessness encapsulated the 
spirit of this young man as he was always 
thinking of others before himself. 

Sergeant Yarbrough joined the Marines in 
January of 2002, and his proud service will 
continue to live on and serve as an inspiration 
to the many soldiers who knew him and fought 
alongside him in combat. He was a Marine in 
the 3rd Assault Amphibian Battalion, 1st Ma-
rine Division, 1st Marine Expeditionary Force. 
His bravery and courage as a Marine was ex-
emplified by his numerous awards and military 
decorations, including the Purple Heart Medal. 

Sergeant Michael Yarbrough gave his life to 
serve our country and he will forever be re-
membered as a hero, a husband, a son and 
a friend. My deepest condolences go out to 
his wife Mary Ann Yarbrough; his mother, 
Rhonda Kidder and his father Jerry 
Yarbrough; his 2 sisters Misty Hutcheson and 
Christy Smith; and to his numerous aunts, un-
cles, nieces and nephews. He will be missed 
by his family, his community, his country and 
all those who knew him. On this 17th day of 
September, which would have been Sergeant 
Yarbrough’s 25th birthday, I honor him for his 
service and will continue to keep his family in 
my deepest thoughts and prayers. 

f 

CLIMATE CHANGE AND ITS 
EFFECTS ON OUR PLANET 

HON. MIKE McINTYRE 
OF NORTH CAROLINA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Monday, September 17, 2007 

Mr. MCINTYRE. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to speak about climate change and con-
cerns that I share with many Americans about 
its effects on our planet. The Industrial Revo-
lution ushered in a new world of economic op-
portunity and prosperity in this country, but 
with that also came major changes to the 
composition of the Earth’s atmosphere. 

For the past 200 years, the burning of fossil 
fuels, such as coal and oil, and deforestation 
have caused the concentrations of heat-trap-
ping greenhouse gases to increase signifi-
cantly in our atmosphere. As the concentra-
tions of these gases continue to increase, the 
Earth’s temperature is rising to record levels. 
According to NOAA and NASA data, the 
Earth’s average surface temperature has in-
creased by about 1.2 to 1.4 degrees Fahr-
enheit since 1900. The warmest global aver-
age temperatures on record have all occurred 
during the last 15 years, with 1998 and 2005 
being the hottest. And we all know how ex-
tremely hot this past August was—one of the 
hottest months on record in many parts of the 
country. 

If greenhouse gases continue to increase, 
climate models predict that the average tem-

perature of the Earth’s surface could increase 
from 2.5 to 10.4 degrees Fahrenheit above 
1990 levels by the end of this century. This 
phenomenon of climate change may be a rea-
son for many environmental issues facing our 
world today. Whether it’s melting polar ice 
caps, devastating floods, shriveling droughts, 
or sea level rise, every area of the globe has 
the potential to be affected by the impacts of 
global warming. 

The contributing factors to global warming 
are many and are not concentrated from one 
source. Emissions come from power plants, 
vehicles, industrial processes, agriculture, for-
estry, and other land use, and waste manage-
ment. If we are to be successful in curbing our 
greenhouse gas emissions, we must institute 
an economy-wide application to protect our 
environment while not dislocating any vital 
economic sectors. 

Working to reduce the contributing factors of 
climate change also has the strong potential of 
helping the U.S. reduce its dependence on 
foreign oil. New technologies are constantly 
being developed for alternative fuels and other 
petroleum-based products. It is important that 
we move forward with a balanced approach to 
both energy independence and emissions re-
duction that takes into account impacts to both 
the environment and the economy. 

f 

HONORING U.S. ARMY SPECIALIST 
MARISOL HEREDIA 

HON. HILDA L. SOLIS 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, September 17, 2007 

Ms. SOLIS. Madam Speaker, I rise to pay 
tribute to Specialist Marisol Heredia who died 
of injuries suffered while serving in Iraq. Spe-
cialist Heredia was a member of the U.S. 
Army’s 15th Brigade Support Battalion, 1st 
Calvary Division, deployed from Fort Hood, 
Texas. 

Specialist Marisol Heredia was from El 
Monte, California. She was born on Sep-
tember 16, 1987. She received a public school 
education and attended Mountain View High 
School, where she was a dedicated student 
who graduated half a year earlier than her 
class. 

For love of country and out of admiration for 
her older sister who served in the U.S. mili-
tary, Specialist Heredia joined the United 
States Army in July, 2005. Specialist Marisol 
Heredia was deployed last October to serve 
her first tour of duty in Iraq. On July 18, 2007 
a vehicle she was fueling caught on fire in 
Baghdad, Iraq. She was evacuated to Brooke 
Army Medical Center in Fort Sam Houston, 
Texas, for treatment, but passed away on 
September 7, 2007 as a result of her injuries. 

Specialist Heredia served this country with 
courage, pride and loyalty. She gave the ulti-
mate sacrifice to our country and for that we 
will be forever grateful to her and her family. 
She was buried yesterday on what would have 
been her 20th birthday. My prayers and deep-
est sympathy go out to her family and friends. 

She is survived by her 3 sisters, as well as 
her mother and stepfather who were deeply 
touched by her kind heart and gentle strength. 
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PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. MIKE THOMPSON 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, September 17, 2007 

Mr. THOMPSON of California. Madam 
Speaker, unfortunately, I was unable to travel 
to Washington, DC for votes on September 
10, 2007. 

However, I would like the record to reflect 
that I would have recorded ‘‘yes’’ for that day’s 
recorded votes. They included: 

(1) H. Res. 257—Supporting the goals and 
ideals of Pancreatic Cancer Awareness 
Month, and; 

(2) H. Res. 643—Recognizing September 
11 as a day of rememberance, extending sym-
pathies to those who lost their lives on Sep-
tember 11, 2001, and their families, honoring 
the heroic actions of our nation’s first respond-
ers and Armed Forces, and reaffirming the 
commitment to defending the people of the 
United States against any and all future chal-
lenges. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO BISHOP EDWARD 
SMITH 

HON. JAMES E. CLYBURN 
OF SOUTH CAROLINA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, September 17, 2007 

Mr. CLYBURN. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to pay tribute to a spiritual leader whose 
commitment to his congregation and to his 
church spans half of a century. Bishop Edward 
Smith, dedicated pastor of the Progressive 
Church of Our Lord Jesus Christ, celebrates 
his 50th anniversary in the ministry this year. 
A beacon for hope in times of sorrow and an 
inspiring figure in times of celebration, Bishop 
Smith has faithfully and prayerfully served the 
Denmark community. I congratulate Bishop 
Smith on this significant milestone in his min-
istry. 

In the Book of Micah we find the question, 
‘‘What does the Lord require of you, but to act 
justly, to love mercy, and to walk humbly with 
your God?’’ Bishop Smith has certainly an-
swered with an adherence to that biblical ad-
monition. He began his service in 1957. 
Bishop Joseph Williams appointed the then 
Elder Smith as the new pastor of Progressive 
Church following the resignation of Elder Col-
lins. In accepting this challenge, Bishop Smith 
said, ‘‘The Lord saved me for service and if 
this is where I am to serve, here am I Lord 
use me.’’ And so, with the Apostle Peter as 
his example, Bishop Smith sold his home in 
Columbia, South Carolina and went to Den-
mark to build a house for the Lord. 

By fall 1959, Bishop Smith moved his 
church from Blackville, South Carolina to a 
storefront in Denmark, South Carolina, in-
creasing his congregation from 6 to 15. With 
the power of faith, the force of hammers, and 
Bishop Smith as their guide, 7 months of con-
struction later, February 1963, there stood a 
new church on East Haynes Street. 

Over the course of the 46 years that fol-
lowed, he presided over an expansion that in-

cluded a Progressive Child Development Cen-
ter established in 1986, and the purchase of a 
16 acre track of land on Progressive Way, 
where Bishop Smith envisions a new K–12 
school and efficiency apartments for the elder-
ly. Today, the Progressive Church in Denmark 
attracts congregants from 5 neighboring coun-
ties. 

Madam Speaker, I ask you and my col-
leagues to join me in congratulating Bishop 
Edward Smith on his 50th Anniversary. Like 
his spiritual guide, Saint Peter, he has estab-
lished a strong house for God. In addition, this 
vibrant and devoted civic leader has enriched 
the lives of many in Denmark, South Carolina. 
I commend his steadfastness on behalf of ‘‘the 
least of these’’ and I applaud Bishop Edward 
Smith for his half century of public service. 

f 

SENATE COMMITTEE MEETINGS 

Title IV of Senate Resolution 4, 
agreed to by the Senate on February 4, 
1977, calls for establishment of a sys-
tem for a computerized schedule of all 
meetings and hearings of Senate com-
mittees, subcommittees, joint commit-
tees, and committees of conference. 
This title requires all such committees 
to notify the Office of the Senate Daily 
Digest—designated by the Rules Com-
mittee—of the time, place, and purpose 
of the meetings, when scheduled, and 
any cancellations or changes in the 
meetings as they occur. 

As an additional procedure along 
with the computerization of this infor-
mation, the Office of the Senate Daily 
Digest will prepare this information for 
printing in the Extensions of Remarks 
section of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 
on Monday and Wednesday of each 
week. 

Meetings scheduled for Tuesday, Sep-
tember 18, 2007 may be found in the 
Daily Digest of today’s RECORD. 

MEETINGS SCHEDULED 

SEPTEMBER 19 

9:30 a.m. 
Foreign Relations 

To hold hearings to examine the nomina-
tions of Robin Renee Sanders, of New 
York, to be Ambassador to the Federal 
Republic of Nigeria, Barry Leon Wells, 
of Ohio, to be Ambassador to the Re-
public of The Gambia, Mark M. 
Boulware, of Texas, to be Ambassador 
to the Islamic Republic of Mauritania, 
James D. McGee, of Florida, to be Am-
bassador to the Republic of Zimbabwe, 
and Ronald K. McMullen, of Iowa, to be 
Ambassador to the State of Eritrea. 

SD–419 
Indian Affairs 

To hold hearings to examine the process 
of federal recognition of Indian tribes. 

SD–628 
Rules and Administration 

To hold a hearing to examine S. 1905, to 
provide for a rotating schedule for re-
gional selection of delegates to a na-
tional Presidential nominating conven-
tion. 

SR–301 
Veterans’ Affairs 

To hold hearings to examine the current 
state of affairs for information tech-

nology with the Department of Vet-
erans Affairs. 

SD–562 
Joint Economic Committee 

To hold hearings to examine the evo-
lution of an economic crisis, focusing 
on the subprime lending disaster and 
the threat to the broader economy. 

SH–216 
10 a.m. 

Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs 
Business meeting to mark up S. 1518, to 

amend the McKinney-Vento Homeless 
Assistance Act to reauthorize the Act, 
and H.R. 835, to reauthorize the pro-
grams of the Department of Housing 
and Urban Development for housing as-
sistance for Native Hawaiians, and an 
original bill entitled, ‘‘FHA Moderniza-
tion Act of 2007’’. 

SD–538 
Environment and Public Works 
Transportation Safety, Infrastructure Se-

curity, and Water Quality Sub-
committee 

To hold hearings to examine America’s 
wastewater infrastructure needs in the 
21st century. 

SD–406 
10:30 a.m. 

Aging 
To hold hearings to examine preparing 

for the digital television transition, fo-
cusing on how senior citizens will be 
affected. 

SD–106 
2:30 p.m. 

Judiciary 
To hold hearings to examine the ‘‘mate-

rial support to terrorist organizations’’ 
bar to admission to asylum and reset-
tlement in the United States, focusing 
on the denial of refuge to the per-
secuted. 

SD–226 
3 p.m. 

Foreign Relations 
International Operations and Organiza-

tions, Democracy and Human Rights 
Subcommittee 

To hold hearings to examine the Ever-
glades, focusing on protecting natural 
treasures through international orga-
nizations. 

SD–419 

SEPTEMBER 20 

9:30 a.m. 
Veterans’ Affairs 

To hold joint hearings with the House 
Committee on Veterans’ Affairs to ex-
amine the legislative presentation by 
the American Legion. 

345, Cannon Building 
9:55 a.m. 

Environment and Public Works 
Business meeting to consider S. 589, to 

provide for the transfer of certain Fed-
eral property to the United States 
Paralympics, Incorporated, a sub-
sidiary of the United States Olympic 
Committee, and General Services Ad-
ministration resolutions. 

SD–406 
10 a.m. 

Environment and Public Works 
To hold an oversight hearing to examine 

the condition of our Nation’s bridges. 
SD–406 

Finance 
To hold hearings to examine a review of 

bank treatment of social security bene-
fits. 

SD–215 
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Small Business and Entrepreneurship 

To hold hearings to examine expanding 
opportunities for women entre-
preneurs, focusing on the future of 
women’s small business programs. 

SR–428A 
2:30 p.m. 

Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs 

Federal Financial Management, Govern-
ment Information, Federal Services, 
and International Security Sub-
committee 

To hold hearings to examine the Office of 
Management and Budget’s oversight on 
ongoing information systems projects, 
focusing on the efficacy of the manage-
ment practices used by agencies to en-
sure the success of the projects. 

SD–342 
Energy and Natural Resources 
Public Lands and Forests Subcommittee 

To hold hearings to examine S. 1143, to 
designate the Jupiter Inlet Lighthouse 
and the surrounding Federal land in 
the State of Florida as an Outstanding 
Natural Area and as a unit of the Na-
tional Landscape System, S. 2034, to 
amend the Oregon Wilderness Act of 
1984 to designate the Copper Salmon 
Wilderness and to amend the Wild and 
Scenic Rivers Act to designate seg-
ments of the North and South Forks of 
the Elk River in the State of Oregon as 
wild or scenic rivers, S. 1377, to direct 
the Secretary of the Interior to convey 
to the City of Henderson, Nevada, cer-
tain Federal land located in the City, 
S. 1608 and H.R. 815, bills to provide for 
the conveyance of certain land in Clark 
County, Nevada, for use by the Nevada 
National Guard, S. 1740, to amend the 
Act of February 22, 1889, and the Act of 
July 2, 1862, to provide for the manage-
ment of public land trust funds in the 
State of North Dakota, S. 1802, to ad-
just the boundaries of the Frank 
Church River of No Return Wilderness 
in the State of Idaho, S. 1939, to pro-
vide for the conveyance of certain land 
in the Santa Fe National Forest, New 
Mexico, S. 1940, to reauthorize the Rio 
Puerco Watershed Management Pro-
gram, and S. 1433, to amend the Alaska 
National Interest Lands Conservation 
Act to provide competitive status to 
certain Federal employees in the State 
of Alaska. 

SD–366 
Intelligence 

To hold closed hearings to examine cer-
tain intelligence matters. 

SH–219 

SEPTEMBER 24 

3 p.m. 
Energy and Natural Resources 

To hold an oversight hearing to examine 
scientific assessments of the impacts of 
global climate change on wildfire ac-
tivity in the United States. 

SD–366 

SEPTEMBER 25 

9:30 a.m. 
Judiciary 

To hold hearings to examine strength-
ening the Foreign Intelligence Surveil-
lance Act (FISA). 

SD–226 
Veterans’ Affairs 

To hold oversight hearings to examine 
Persian Gulf War research. 

SD–562 
10 a.m. 

Energy and Natural Resources 
To hold hearings to examine S. 1756, to 

provide supplemental ex gratia com-
pensation to the Republic of the Mar-
shall Islands for impacts of the nuclear 
testing program of the United States. 

SD–366 
2:30 p.m. 

Judiciary 
To hold hearings to examine pending ju-

dicial nominations. 
SD–226 

SEPTEMBER 26 

10 a.m. 
Energy and Natural Resources 

To hold hearings to examine S. 1543, to 
establish a national geothermal initia-
tive to encourage increased production 
of energy from geothermal resources. 

SD–366 
2:30 p.m. 

Judiciary 
To hold hearings to examine the nomina-

tion of Michael J. Sullivan, of Massa-
chusetts, to be Director, Bureau of Al-
cohol, Tobacco, Firearms, and Explo-
sives. 

SD–226 

SEPTEMBER 27 

9:30 a.m. 
Energy and Natural Resources 

To hold hearings to examine hard-rock 
mining on federal lands. 

SD–366 
Veterans’ Affairs 

To hold hearings to examine the nomina-
tion of Paul J. Hutter, of Virginia, to 

be General Counsel, Department of 
Veterans Affairs. 

SD–562 
2:30 p.m. 

Foreign Relations 
To hold hearings to examine the United 

Nations Convention on the Law of the 
Sea (T. Doc. 103–39). 

SD–419 
Energy and Natural Resources 
National Parks Subcommittee 

To hold hearings to examine S. 128, to 
amend the Cache La Poudre River Cor-
ridor Act to designate a new manage-
ment entity, make certain technical 
and conforming amendments, enhance 
private property protections, S. 148, to 
establish the Paterson Great Falls Na-
tional Park in the State of New Jersey, 
S. 189, to decrease the matching funds 
requirements and authorize additional 
appropriations for Keweenaw National 
Historical Park in the State of Michi-
gan, S. 697, to establish the Steel In-
dustry National Historic Site in the 
State of Pennsylvania, S. 1341, to pro-
vide for the exchange of certain Bureau 
of Land Management land in Pima 
County, Arizona, S. 1476, to authorize 
the Secretary of the Interior to con-
duct special resources study of the 
Tule Lake Segregation Center in 
Modoc County, California, to deter-
mine suitability and feasibility of es-
tablishing a unit of the National Park 
System, S. 867, to adjust the boundary 
of Lowell National Historical Park, S. 
1709 and H.R. 1239, bills to amend the 
National Underground Railroad Net-
work to Freedom Act of 1998 to provide 
additional staff and oversight of funds 
to carry out the Act, S. 1808, to author-
ize the exchange of certain land in 
Denali National Park in the State of 
Alaska, and S. 1969, to authorize the 
Secretary of the Interior to conduct a 
special resource study to determine the 
suitability and feasibility of desig-
nating Estate Grange and other sites 
related to Alexander Hamilton’s life on 
the island of St. Croix in the United 
States Virgin Islands as a unit of the 
National Park System. 

SD–366 
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